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RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commercé, to which was referred the 
bill to admit certain articles of the growth and pro- 
duction of Canada into the United States, free o 
duty, on the condition that the like articles of the 
growth and production of the United States be ad- 
mitted into Canada, free of duty...” 

Mr. McLANE said, he was farther instructed 
to ask that the correspondence be read, that the 
House might exercise its pleasure and judgment in 
regard to putting the bill on its passage now, or 
sending it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. The Committee on Commerce 
had no disposition whatever to consume the time of 
the House with the discussion of this subject now; 
but, inasmuch as their table had been loaded with 
memorials asking for the free navigation of the St. 
Lawrence, and inasmuch as the correspondence 


informed our Government that the free navigation | 


of the St. Lawrence should at once be conceded 
upon the passage of that bill, and as this was the 
season of the year when the free navigation of the 
St. Lawrence:was valuable, the committee had felt 
it to be their duty to ask that the correspondence 
be read, and that the bill be at once put upon its 
passage—being the identical bill which had passed 
this House last session. 

Mr. RUMSEY said, he apprehended that the 
House would not be prepared to vote upon that 
bill after hearing the correspondence read. He 
was not ready to vote upon it; he therefore moved 
its reference to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. _ 

Mr. McLANE asked whether or not the motion 
to put the bill on its passage did not entitle the bill 
and correspondence to be read? 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to call for the reading of the bill, and if the point 
of order is made against the reading of the corre- 
spondence the gentleman from Maryland can have 
it read as a part of his remarks. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McLANE. I beg leave to repeat that the 
Committee on Commerce have no destre whatever 
to occupy the time of the House by the consider- 
ation of this bill now, but inasmuch as by their 
understanding of this correspondence it becomes 


an act of right to act upon this bill, it being the | 


bill which had already passed the legislature of 
Canada—the committee did not feel at liberty to 
send this bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, to be acted upon or not as the | 


contingencies of the business of the House might 
result. 
that this correspondence be read as a part of my 
remarks. 
The correspondence was accordingly read, as 
follows: 
(A) 
Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wasnineton, March 15, 1850. 
Sır: On the 29th January, 1850, a bill was reported to the 
House of Representatives, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, “to admit cerain articles of the growth or produc- 
‘tion of Canada into the United States free of duty, upon 
‘the condition that the like articles of the growth or pro- 
‘duction of the United States are admitted into Canada 
‘tree of duty.” This bill. has been. recommitted to-the 
Committee on Commerce, with a view to provide therein 
for the free navigation of the river St. Lawrence, and to 


assimilate the same to the bill now pending before the Sen- ; 


ate, of the like character. The committee are not disposed, 
however, to introduce into the hill any condition whatever 
in regard to the free navigation of the river, if it can be se- 
cured by the treaty power of the Government; and they are 
led to believe that itis in your power to obtain a fult and 
satisfactory assurance to this effect, at thistime. With this 


view, Í am instructed by the conimittee to make known to : 


you their impressions. If itis in your power to communi- 
eate to the committee assurances satistactory to you, that 
the free navigation.of the St. Lawrence would be tendered 
to the citizens of the United States, upon terms satisiactory 


to the Government of the United States, upon the passage ij notice of such intention whenever it might deem proper 3 


of the bili in question, (a copy of which is herewith en- 


clozed,) the committee would feel it more expedient to į 
recommend the passage of the bill, in its present shape, |; 


rather than to connect with it any condition whatever. 
I have the honor to be, with high respect, your obedient 
servant, ROBERT M. MCLANE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce. 


To the Hon. Jonn M. CLAYTON, &¢., ey ke, 


64 


I shall, therefore, exercise the right to ask | 


gli ‘copy of the correspondence with the British 


1 "DEPARTMENT oF. STATE, 


(B.) : 
X DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

$ 5 WASHINGTON, April 1, 1850. 
$k: 1 herewith transmit, for the information of the Com- 
“mittee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, a 
Minister, the. 
į Right Hon. Sir Henry Lytton Bulwer, relative to the navi- 
| 
! 


gation of the St. Lawrence, which contains the information 
; asked forin your letter of the 15th ultimo. 
i During the last summer, Her Majesty’s chargé d'Affaires, 
; Joon F. Crampton, Esg., in connection with Sir Hamilton 
| Merritt, as agent for Lord Elgin, proposed negotiations with 
| this department, relative to the bill referred to in your tetter, 
i offering the reciprocal exchange of natural products be- 
| tween this country and the Canadas, free of duty.” If was 
apparent, then, that the free navigation of the St. Lawrence 
| andthe Welland canal would be offered us, on the terms 
now stated in the note of Sir Henry Lytton Bulwer. The 
| President declined to make a treaty on the subject of duties 
i on imports, which would exclude the House of Representa- 
tives from a decision on that subject. It was considered to be 
the peculiar province of Congress to decide upon the ex- 
pediency of repealing or increasing duties. 
i! Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN M. CLAYTON, 


Hon. Roperr M. McLane, 
Chairman of the Committee on Commerée, 
House of Representatives United States. 


(C) 


| WASHINGTON, March 26, 1850. 
Sm: I have received from the honorable Ronerr M. 

McLane, Chairman of the Committee on Commerce of the 

House of Representatives of the United States, a commuuni- 


! this law at all. 


cation, (a copy of which accompanies this note,) relating į 
to a subject upon which «e have heretofore conversed, and |} 
ijn reference to which there was much conversation be- |! 
| tween Mr. Crampton and myself during the lastsummer. Iii 
refer to the navigation of the river St. Lawrence. To en- |: 
able me properly to answer the inquiry of the Committee |: 
on Commerce, I respectfully request you to address to me j: 
an official note on the subject referred to by them, a copy | 
of which may be communicated to their chairman. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my most dis- 
tinguished consideration. JOHN M. CLAYTON. 

Rt. Hon, Sir H. L. BULWER, &e., &e., &e. 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
j 
j 


Britis Lecarion, March 27, 1850. 


Sir: I have received the favor of your communication of | 
yesterday’s date, inclosing meone to yourself from the chair- 
man of the Committee ou Commerce of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, respecting the navigation of the River St. 
Lawrence, and the feeling which Her Majesty’s Govern- 
inent might entertain towards granting to the shipping and 
citizens of the Unit:d States the free transit on that river, 
in the event of the Canada reciprocity bill, now before Con- | 
gress, being passed by the American Legislature, and the | 
general commercial relations between the United States | 
and tbe Canadas being thus placed on a footing more satis- | 
actory to both parties. 

I feei myself authorized to state in reply to you, that Her ij} 
Majesty’s Government, entertaining a cordial desire to pro- 
mote a good understanding with this country, and to faciti- || 
tate every measure which can tend to es fish the most 1; 
amicable intercourse betwen it and the various portions 
of Her Majesty’s empire, takes a sincere interest in the suc- 
cess of that measure which has already been conditional 
approved of by the Legistature of the Canadas; and which, || 
I may respectfully remark, seems to me the natural conse- |i 
qnence of those measures by which the markets of Great |; 
Britain have already been opened to the agricultural pro- | 
duce of this country. The desire thus described would, as |; 
you may imagine, be still further increased on finding that i 
jt was responded to here; whilst the course which the | 
Committee on Commerce has suggested, aud which you | 
have complied with, hy addressing yourself to Her, Majes-"| 
ty’s representative on a subject which cannot but be one 
of imperial as well of colonial interest, will also, I feel | 
certain, be considered as a proof of, that friendly spirit 
towards the Government of England which exists through- 
: out Her Majesty’s dominions towards the peopie and Gov- |} 
ernment of this country. g ; 

I feelno hesitation, therefore. in stating, thatthe instruc- |; 
tions with which I came to the United States warrant me, ii 
under such circumstances, in assuring you, that should a bill; 
corresponding to that which has received the sanction of (i 
the Legislature in Canada, be passed by the Legislature of |; 
ihe United States, and receive the sanc ion of the President | 
of the United States, Her Majesty's Government will be |; 
ready to respond to any application which the United States 
| Government may then address to it on the subject concern- 
ing which you have now applied to me, by at once consert- 
ing to open the navigation of the River St. Lawrence, and 
of the eanals thereto adjoining (and which would be duly 
specified) to the shipping and cilizens of the United States. 

F need not observe to you that Her Majesty’s Government 
would of course in such case reserve to itself the fall right 
of withdrawing the aforesaid concession upon giving due 


| 
| 
t 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


| to do, as in fact the Government and Legislature of the i; 
United States can likewise alter, whenever it may so deem |i 
proper, whatever regulations or laws they may now sane- |: 
tion. 

It gives me great pleasure to have it thus in my power to 
satisiy yourself and the committee of the Honse of Repre- 


sentatives with respect to the question contained in your į 
note and its inclosure, and I avail myself of this opportu- i 


| 


‘the merits of the bill. 


i the state of the Union would make of its, 


nity. to renew to you the assur 
ation: ; 
Honorable J. M, CLAYTON, &€., &e.: 


Mr. McLANE. F hepeskean 
stood by the House, when I say againth 
no disposition whatever to occupy its tine, OF 
sent this measure ip advance of the other measures 
reported from the Committee on Commerce, Or. 
other committees of this House. I simply desire, 
on behalf of the committee and in obedience to 
their instructions, to state to the House why. it, 
was that they felt themselves bound to recommend 
the immediate passage of the bill. , The reason is; 
that the bill reported is the bill. which has already 
passed the Canada Legislature and is 4 law there, 
is the bill which has once passed this’ House, aid 
we understand, the Secretary of. State and the: 
British Minister: understand, that upon; the. pas- 
sage of that law be (the British Minister). is. under. 
obligation at once, that he now has ‘instructions; 
now. has the power to grant the free-navigation of 
the. St. Lawrence: to our. citizens and our ships 

ing. Papo nE 
: But Iam very: well aware that: there: is ce 
diversity of opinion as to the propriety of passing 
I do not propose to go-into that 
subject. There is a gentleman on the Committee 
on Commerce who is entirely. opposed to the pas- 


ranice of my highes 
: "HL 


: sage of this bill—the honorable gentleman before 


me, [Mr. Srerson,] who was not even advised, 
as he informs me, that the bill was to be put. upon. 
its passage. I understand it to be the gentleman?s 


| intention to move its reference to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. In view of. 
that opposition I do- not feel called upen, or at 
liberty to enter into a debate at all. Iwill, there-, 
fore, anticipating the motion of my colleague on., 
the Committee on Commerce, move ‘that; the bill” 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on: 
the state of the Union. Bd area ORE 
The SPEAKER. That motion has’ 
been made by the gentleman’ from: New, 
(Mr. Rumsey.] Sees 
Mr. McLANE. Then, as a matter of duty, in 
order that the time of the House may not be cons. 
sumed upon. this preliminary, question, I ask.the 
previous question on the reference: s > eT Ng 
Messrs. HARRIS, of Illinois, PECK,. and 
others, demanded the yeas and nays. : 
Mr. McLAWNE, of Maryland. I amiasked by 
several gentlemen to withdraw the demand forthe. 


| previous question, I hope the House will. rer: 


member that I have not said a single word upon: 
I cannot withdraw’ the- 
motion. Asa matterof duty I must insist on the 
demand for the previous question... 3. į ‘ 
There was great confusion in. the hall 


stored — i 
Mr. McCLERNAND inquired of the Speaker 

whether the previous question was pending. -° 
TheSPEAKER. The demand for the previous 

question is pending? BE. Ci dagen 
Mr. CONRAD was understood to inqtire of the 


! chairman of the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. 


McLaye,} whether it was intended to press the 


! bill to a final action at this time? : 


Mr. McLANE. On the contrary, the question 
is that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. F : 

Mr. HILLIARD rose to put an inquiry to the 
Chair. If the House should now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, would no? this bill (Mr. H: inquired) come: 
up as the first business in order to-morrow morna 
ing? And, ifitshould be sentto the Committee of, 
the Whole on the state ofthe Union without have: 


what disposition the Committee. of the W. 


nor in what time it would dispose; of ite 4 
Speaker was understood to add, howeyer, in view 
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: ; : { 
of the husiness which the committee had now be- 


foveit,that delay would most probably take pace. |} 


Mr. HILLIARD. ‘Then, in order that the bill 
may come up in the morning, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. PRESTON KING, inquired of the Speak- | 


er, whether the report would not as a matter of || 


course he printed ? 
The SPEAKER aaidt 
printed without an order to that 
Mr. KING hoped, he said, 
woud be ordered: 


Mr. McLANE, 0 


he report would not be 
effect. f 
that the printing 


f Maryland. I object to any 
order or motion, until the demand for the previous 
question has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr BURT inquired of the Speaker whether the 
morning hour had expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Not yet—some minutes re- 
main. 

Mr. BURT. I hape that the business on the 
Speaker’s table will be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. All remarks are out of order, 
pending a motion to go into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hirtrarp, and decided in the negative—ayes 
6U, noes 62. 

So the House refused’ to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question then recurring on th 
the previous question, 


Mr. BURT inquired, 


e demand for | 


. i i 
if the morning hour had 


exnired ? | 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
expired. i 
Mr. BURT. When will it expire? i 
The SPEAKER. In seven minutes from this 
time. 


Mr. DUER inquired of the Speaker, whether it 
would be in order to move to make this bill a 
special order? 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent. 

Is there a second (the Speaker added) to the 
demand for the previous question? 


It will be in order by unani- 


The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 
So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 


accompanying report, was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) I believe that 
the morning hour has now expired. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
| pired. 
k Mr. BURT. I move that the House procee 
to the consideration of the business on the Speak- 


|| er’s table. 
| Mr. RUMSEY. I rise to a privileged question. | 


I move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
bill just act 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
and | move that that motion be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot now be 
considered, because the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, {Mr. Burt,] that the House 
| proceed to the consideration of busi 
Speaker’s table has the precedence. But the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Rum- 
sey] will be entered on the Journal 


e laid upon the table. 


|in order. 
| Journal. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina 
; [Mr. Burr] moves that the House proceed to the 
| consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 
whether it would be in order to move that that 
motion be laid on the table? 


order. 


Union. 
from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] has precedence 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CONGER. I rise toa question of order. 
I understand my colleague (Mr. Rumsey] to have 


Mr. JONES moved that the bill be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. J. said he would merely remark that he 
could see no necessity at all for the bill. 


The question was taken, and decided in the | 


negative. 

So the House decided that the bill should not 
be laid upon the table. 

The question recurred on the demand for the 

revious qnestion, 

Mr. DUER, (to the Speaker.) If the demand 
for the previous question should not be seconded, 
will itthen be in order to move that the bill be 
made a special order? G 

The SPEAKER. The motion will not, under 
any circumstances, whether the previous question 


is voted down or not, be in orderexcept by uneni- | 
mous consent, or under a motion to suspend the | 


rules when that motion shall be in order. 

Mr. DUER. May a motion be made to post- 
pone the further consideration of the subject to a 
day certain? 

The SPEAKER. Sucha motion may be made. 

The question on seconding the demand for the 
previous question was then taken, and 
the affirmative, without a division. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. Which main question was, first, on refer- 
ring the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and on ordering the bill and 
the accempanying report to be printed. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, (to the Speaker.) 
Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. There is yet one minute of 
the hour remaining. 


Mr. McLANE. If I could have the attention | 
of gentlemen for a single moment, I would state | 
that my only anxiety is to carry out, under the i 


rule, the will of the House. 
The SPEAKER, (interpesing.) 
are in order at this time. 3 
Tne main question (continned the Speaker) is, 
first, on referring the bill to the Committee of the 
Whale on the state of the Union, and on ordering 
the hilland accompanying report to be printed. 


No 


decided in | 


remarks | 


state of the Union, be reconsidered. Immediately 
| upon that motion, another was made that the mo- 
‘tion to reconsider be laid upon the table. I ask 
why the mation is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state why 
| the motion cannot now be considered. 


the Speaker’s table. That motion was made hy 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt;} 
| it is now in order, although a motion to reconsider 
sending at this time and has precedence over it. 
Mr. CONGER. The motion to reconsider was 
made subsequent to that submitted by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. Exactly. Hence it is that 
the Chair decided that the motion could only be 
entered upon the Journal, not considered, at this 


18 


time. 

"Mr. CONGER. Then I submit that the motion 
‘to reconsider is not in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in error. 
` It has been the invariable practice of the House to 
i| entertain such motions under these circumstances. 
li They may be called up at the proper ume, al- 
i though notin order when they are submitted. 


The question was then taken on the motion of .: 
‘| Mr. Buet, and was decided in the affirmative, | 


i| without a division. 
| 


the business upon the Speaker’s table. 
INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 


H 
i 
Hi 
ii 
ii 
ii 
if 
I 
{ 


had now proceeded to the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Speuker’s table, the House would al- 
low the Senate bill on the subject to which he had 


| Military Affairs. That committee, as he had 
already stated, would hold a meeting to-morrow 
morning. It was a matter of great importance 


i 


| 
il 


the House at the earliest practicable moment. 


ed upon has been referred to the Cem- | 


ness on the | 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. J have only to | 
ay that I hope the motion to reconsider will not | 


The SPEAKER said the motion was not in, 


Mr. DUER movcd that the House resolve itself j 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


over the motion togo into Committee of the Whole } 


moved that the vote by which the bill has been | 
referred to the Commitice of the Whole on the |; 


The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be enter- | 
tained at this time, nor are any remarks upon it | 
It will, however, be entered on the i; 


Mr. MeMULLEN inquired of the Speaker i 


‘The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman |; 


referred this morning, to be put on its frst and: 
second reading, and referred to the Committee on | 


i 


| 


Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the ;i 


i 


Mr. JONES. J understand this bill is to in- 
crease the army. Tam opposed to it, Twish that 
the bill should come up in the regular order of 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BURT hoped, he said, that the House 


: would see the necessity and propriety of taking 


i ence to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bnooxs] had 
! moved, as an amendment to that motion, to refer so 
: much of the correspondence as related to the coast- 


up this bill. ; 
Objection being made and persisted in, the 
was not now taker. up. 


THE TARIFF AND COASTWISE TRADE. 


The first in the order of business on the Speaker’s 
table, was the message of the President of the 
United States, (under discussion at the time of 
adjournment yesterday,) transmitting the corre- 
spondence between the British Minister and the 
Secretary of State of the United States, in relation 


bill 


i to the coastwise trade and duties on British goods. 


When the House adjourned last evening, the 
tate of the question was as follows ; 

The original motion was to refer the correspond- 
The 


ng trade, to the Committee on Commerce, and so 
much as related to the increase of duties on British 
iron, &c, to the Committee on Manufactures; 
and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayiy} 
had moved to amend the proposed amendment, so 


ag to refer so much of the correspondence as rela- 
i ted to the duty on iron, &c., to the Committee of 
' Ways and Means. 


The pending question now was on the amend- 


i ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 


By the! 
ries of the House it is expressly provided that, |: 
i after the expiration of the morning hour, it shall | 
| alwavs be inorder to proceed to the business upon | 


use proceed he considerati He i À h . ; 
So the House proceeded to the consideration of i: ing under the operation of the previous question. 


On this motion the yeas and nays had hereto- 
fore been ordered, and having been now taken, re- 
sulted—ycas 89, nays 83, as follows : 


YEAS-—Messrs. Albertson, Aske, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beaie, Bingnan, Bissell, Bocoek, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caladweik, 
Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleack, Bimmick, 
Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Featherston, Puch, Puller, 
Gerr , Green, Ball. Hamilton. Haralson, Barlan, Isham G. 
Hares, Sampson W, Harns, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, 
Hiliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Habbard, Inge, Jos, 
W. Jackson, Audrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman 
Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefickt, Maso, MeCher- 
d, McDonald, Robert M, Mc Lane, McMullen, McQueen, 
MeWillie, Meade, Miter, Millson, Morris, More, Mortou,s 
Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Phelps Potter, Ross, Sawtelle, Seddon 
Frederiek P. Stanton, Rehard B. Stanton, Alexander B 
Stephens, Sweetser, Thom $, Jaeob Thompson, Witiam 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth 
Whittlesey, Waldrick, and Woodward—89. g 

NAY —Messra. Alexander, Anderson, Baker, Bennett, 
Bouth, Brooks, Burrows, Chestey Butler, Thomas B Beiler, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Duer, 
Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gilmore, Gott. Gould, Grin- 
nell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymoud, Hebard, Henry, 
Howe, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G 
King, James G. King, John A. King, Levin, Horice Mann, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mattesois, McGaughey, MeKissock, 


| McLanahan, Meacham, Moore, Nebon, Newell, Oele, Otis, 


| Peck, Phoonix, Pitman, Putinam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, 


| Robbins, Rose, 


lunsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schocleratt 


| Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Strong, ‘Fay tor, Johu 


B. Thompson, ‘Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wat- 
kins, Williams, Wilson, and Winthrop—t3. 

So the amendment of Mr. Bay ty to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Brooks, was agreed to, And so 
much of the correspondence as relates to the duty 
on iron, &c., was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr, Brooks, as thus amended. 

Mr. BROOKS said, there were two letters 
from the British Minister, one dated January Ist. 


: This was the one which he (Mr. B.) had moved 
‘to refer to the Committee on Commerce. 


The 


: other was dated January 3d. This be had moved 


amendment in ord 


to refer to the Commitee on Mauufactures, 
Mr. MOORE, (tothe Speaker.) Is any further 
F) 


The SPEAKER., Itis not. The House is act- 


The question was taken and decided in the af- 


, frmmative, ayes 79, noes Ti. 


Mr. BURT said, he hoped that as the House ` 


So a part of the correspondence was referred to 
the Commiuce on Commerce, and a part to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and to lay that motion on the table, 

Mr. CASEY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted, yeas 88, nays 80; as follows: R 
A 


YEAS— Mess. / 


erkan, Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 


i 1 : Z Cae i a Sis £ EON $ afi i A 
that this bill should be presented for the action of : Ben enBiuhani, Biss, Baco ks Howlin Burd, Alert G 


Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Cahiwet, 
Cartter, Ciingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Dimmick, 


E 
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Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, 
Gorman, Hali, Haisilton, Haraison, Harlan, sham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Barris, Hibbard, Hiftiard,- 
Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Andrew Jonnson, Joner. Salian, Kaufman, Pres- 
ton King, La Sere, Lefer, Liniefeid, Job Mann, Mason, | 
MeClernaud. McDonald, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 
McMullen, McQueen, Meade. Miller, Milon, Morris, | 
Morton, Olds, Orr, Peastee, Phelps, Pouer, Richardson, | 
Rora, Sawtelle, Seddin,; Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H | 
Stephens, Sweetver, ‘Thomas, Jacob Thompson, William 
Thompsou, Toombsy Venable, Waldo, Wallace, Went- 
worth, Whittlesey, Whlariek, Wood, and Woodward—8g. 

NAYS—Mesers. Abpxander, Anderson, Baker, Bonnett, 
Briggs, Brooks, Rurraws, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, 
E. Carrington Cabeliy Joseph P Caldwell, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Conger, Conrad, :Oorwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Duer, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Gentry, Gt, Gonid; Halloway; Hampton, Bay, Haymond, 
Hebard, fienry, Hawe, Hinter, James L. Johnson, Kerr, 
Daniel P. King, George G, King, James G. King, John A. 
King, Levin, Horace Mann, Mar-hall,Matteson,McGaughey, 
Me Kissock, Meachanty Moare, Moorehead, Nelson. Newell, | 
Oale, Otis, Outlaw. Phenix, Pitwan, Patnam, Reed, Rev- | 
nolis, Ri-tev, Robbigay Rose, Rumsey, Sackett. Schoolcraft, | 
Shepperd, Silvester?’ Sprague, Stanly, Taylor, John B. 
Thompson, Tuck, Underhitl, Van Dyke, Vinton, Watkins, 
Wiltiams, and Winthrop—so. J 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the ta- 
ble and the reference stands, 

Mr. RUMSEY withdrew the motion he had {f 
previously made to reconsider the vote hy which | 
the bill reported from the Committee on Commerce ; 
relative to reciprocal duties was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
RECIPROCITY. | 


The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a mes- i| 
sage from the President of the United States; 
which was read as fallows: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I herewith transmit to the House of Representa- 
tives, copies of a correspondence between the De- 
partment of State and the British Legation in this 
city, relative to the reciprocal admission of the | 
natural products of the United States and Canada, | 
free of duty, into the territories of both countries. 
It will be seen by the accompanying documents 
that the late Secretary of the Treasury recom- 
mended, in his correspondence wich the Committee it 
on Commerce in the House of Representatives, 
reciprocal free trade in the natural products of the 
United States and Canada; that in March and 
June, 1849, a correspondence was opened between 
the British Chargé d’Affaires then residing in 
Washington and the Secretary of State, upon the 
subject of a commercial convention or treaty, to | 
carry out the views of her Majesty’s Government H 
in relation thereto, and that®he proposition for 
such a convention or treaty was declined on the 
part of the American Government, for reasons 
which are fully set forth in the note of the Secre- || 
tary of State to Mr. Crampton, of the 26th of June | 
last. During the negotiations connected with this | 
correspondence, not considering the markets of 
Canada as an equivalent for those of the United 
States, | directed the Secretary of State to inquire 
what other benefits of trade and commerce would 
be yielded by the British authorities in connection || 
with such a measure; and particularly, whether i 
the free navigation of the St. Lawrence would be ! 
conceded tous. That subject has accordingly been | 
presented to the British Government, and the result it 
was communicated by her Majesty’s Minister in 


i 


; communication from the 


sideration of business’ on thë ‘Speaker’s table, E 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on thestate of the Union for the fur. 
ther consideration cf the California message. The 
time for the termination‘of the debate is fixed 
by. a majority of the House. x 

Mr. BURT..--Are ‘all the bills on the Speaker's 
table referred?” : E iai A 


- The SPEAKER replied that they were not. 


:Mr BURT said, he hoped the House. would 
not go into committee until they were all disposed 
of by appropriate reference. s 

Mr. THOMPSON said he was willing that the 
hilig should be referred; but the whole day was 
likefy to be occupied in the matter, and the bill 
which the gentleman from South Carolina desired 
to be referred might not be reached. 

The question was taken on going into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
rejected. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House two 
communications from the War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of the 6th instant, a copy of the instrue- 
tions of that Department to John Monroe, brevet- 
colonel in the United States Army, touching the 
claim of Texas to a portion of the territory of New 
Mexico; the order issued by said Monroe on the 
12th of March jast, at Santa Fé, and his report to 
the department in regard to hisaction; which com- 
munications were ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting a teport and map recently re- 
ceived by the Colonel of Topographical Engineers, 
of ‘the reconnoissance made by Lieutenant Mich- 
er, of that corps, of the country between the Red 
river and the Rio Pecos; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 


i lation of the House of Representatives of July 10, 


1832, a report of the condition of the banks of the 
United States, on the Ist of January, 1850. 

Mr. SACKETT moved that the communication 
be laid upon the table and printed. 

Mr. SACKETT also moved the printing of 
5,000 extra copies. 

Mr. CONGER desired to be informed by the 
Speaker, whether this communication had been 


sent in under a provision of law, or in answer to a | 


call of the House for information ? 


The SPEAKER was understood to say, that |; 
| the communication had been transmitted in com- 
| pliance with a resolution of the House of the 10th 


July, 1832. Under that resolution, communica- 

tions of this character had been annually made. 
Mr. CONGER suggested to his colleague, [ Mir. 

SAcKETT,] to move the printing of 10,000 extra 


; copies. , 


Mr. SACKETT designated 5,000. 
The communication was then laid on the ta- 
ble and ordered to be printed. 


And the motion to print an extra number of! 


copies was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
GEOLOGICAL REPORT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
epartment of the Inte- 


Washington on the 27th of March last, in reply to |) 
a note from the Secretary of State, of the 26th of | 
that month. From these papers it will be per- | 
ceived that the navigation of the St. Lawrence and |! 
of the canals connecting it with the western lakes, i] 
will be opened to the citizens of the United States | 
in the event that the bill referred to in the corre- | 
spondence, providing for the admission of their j 
natural products,should become alaw. The whole j 
subject is now submitted to the consideration of | 
Congress; and especially, whether the concession | 
proposed by Great Britain is an equivalent for the | 
reciprocity desired by her. Z. TAYLOR, 

Wasuineron, May 7, 1850. | 

The message having been read, 

Mr. McCLERNAND remarked, that the sub- 
ject to which this message referred had been com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, with the reciprocity bill, He moved 
that the message and accompanying correspond- 
ence receive a similar reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CALIFORNIA. H 


rior, transmitting a communication from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, covering the 
report of Messrs. Foster and Whitney, United 
States Geologists, upon the copper’ lands of Lake 
Superior land district, Michigan.- 

Mr. CROWELL moved that the communica- 
tion be laid upon the table and printed. 

The SPEAKER suggested that a more appro- 
priate disposition of the communication would be, 
to refer it to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CROWELL made that motion. 


$ 


i 
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Mr. CONGER said, this was a document of. 
= think, a very important provision, extending» not: 


| great interest—called for in almost every section 
of the country; and as it was one of which extra |: 


copies were as much in demand as they were of 
any document that was printed, he wouid move 
that ten thousand extra copies be printed. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


i 
i 
i 
t 


And the motion to print extra copies was referred | 


to the Committee on Public Printing. 


DEPOSITS IN THE MINT. 
The bill of the House, which had been returned 


| 
i 
f 


| much interested as New York. 


tablishing the mint, and resulating thewalue ‘ot 
coin of the United States, ” came up in order. =< 
Mr. PHÆNIX expressed the hope that the bil 
would be put upon its passage... ios 
Mr. BAYLY expressed a similar hope. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment of 
ate will be reported to the House. ° 
_ ‘The amendment was read. It was, in € 
empower the President of the United States: 
the state of the Treasury admitted of it, t 
a transfer to be made of such sum ‘ors 
money as might be necessary, tn pay?’ 
the value of the bullion deposited ‘by th 
coinage. x ony ae aes 
. Theamen¢mentof the Senate having been read 
_Mr. BAYLY said: he presamed that the neces- 
sity for the passage of this bill was understood by 
most of the members of the House. . But thatiits: 
object might not be misunderstood. by: any he 
would state that the quantity of gold ‘going. ‘into: . 
the mint was such, that it‘was-impnssible forthe 
coinage to keep pace with-the bullion deposited. 
The bill authorized. the President of the United: 
States, so long as there were funds in. the Treasury: 
which sould be conveniently appropriated, to’ be: 
advanced to depositors. No inconvenience to: the 
Treasury could result, whilst the arrangement 
would be attended with very great convenience to: 
the depositors of gold. He conceived that. there: 
could be no objection to thé bill, and hoped: that 
the House would sustain him in. his demand for. 
the previous question. i 
There was a second. The main question (on 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate) was 
ordered, and being taken, the amendment ‘was 
concurred in. : i 
So the bili was finally passed: 


THE CENSUS BILL. — T 
The bill to provide for the taking of the seventh: ` 
census of the United States came up. foe) 
This bill had been returned from the Senate, . 
with sundry amendments made“by that body.ta 
the amendment of the House. Ca BA vb Ne 
Mr. MEADE moved that the bill: and-amend~ 
ments be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Pet nthe 
Ordered accordingly. : 
UNITED STATES COURTS. ; 
Senate bill entitled an act ta provide for holding: 
the courts of the United States in case of the sick 
ness or other disability of the judges ‘of ‘the:dis~ 
trict courts, coming up ia order was read a’ firs 
and second time by its title with a view to its 
ence, ae 
Mr. BROOKS hoped, he said, there would be’. 
no objection to putting his bill on its passage.’ 
The bill provides (Mr. B. continued) that in case: 
of sickness or other disability of any ~diatriet 
judge of any judical district of the United States, 
which shall prévent him from holding any stated’ 
term, it shall be lawful for the circuit judge to’ ` 
designate the judge of any other judicial district 
of the United States to do his ‘basiness. anny: 
anxious for its immediate passagehecan 
state of public business in the city of New York. 
The district, judge there is broken down by hard 
work, while the judges in Connecticut and Ver~ 
mont.who have no great amount of labor, would: 
be happy to supply his place. In thecity of New 


* 


' York from the close connection of its. business 
, with all parts of the Union, an immense amount 


of judicial business accumulates, in which New 
Orieans, and Mobile, and Charleston may be as 
The consequence 


l is that from severe labar, which. has: not. been 


i 
į 


‘ 
t 


| 


: time, if the Committee on the Judiciary sha: 
; the reference. 


ji shunned, the health of Judge Belt has given outs. 


I trust, therefore, that there will be no objection to: 


| its immediate passage. 


Mr. JONES. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : It contains, F 


only to New York, but to all the judges and courts: 
of the country. Surely the subject ought to go.: 
to a committee, that they may investigate it. and” 
report to this House as to the necessity : for the: 
passage of such a bill. p EE 
Mr. BROOKS. I certainly cannot, insist: 
my motion to put the bill apon-its passage 


upon 
this 


Mr. MEADE was understood 10-88 
believed the question embraced in th 


from the Senate with an amendment, enlitied “An jj 


| 
; issiesippi. Believing | e 
N E E a heon act supplementary to an act entitled an ‘Act es- i 


that the whole day will be occupied with the con- 


before the Committee on the Judiciary; 
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moved that the bill be referred to that committee, |: 


and be printed. 


Mr. BROOKS said, he would then content him- i 
self with expressing the hope that the bill, if so i; 


referred, would receive the immediate attention of 
the committee. 


Mr. ANDREWS desired to offer an amendment :! Re J 
stand what the inquiry of the gentleman from 


to the bill. 


The SPEAKER said, no amendment was now į 


in order. 

Mr. ANDREWS asked that the amendment 
which he desired to offer might be read for inform- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. 
consent. 

Mr. BROOKS said, he must object. 

So the amendment was not read. 

The question was then taken on the motion o 
Mr. Means, and decided in the affirmative, with 
out a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


It can be done by unanimous 


The following bills from the Senate, coming up 


in their order, were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time by their titles, and referred, as indicated 
below, viz: 

An act to increase the rank and file of the army, 
and to encourage enlistments. 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Anact to authorize the negotiation of treaties | 


with the Indian tribes in the Territory of Oregon 


for the extinguishment of their claims to land lying | 
west of the Cascade Mountains, and for other pur- | 


oses. 


Mr. HALL said, the Committee on Indian Af- | 
fairs, which had had this matter under considera- : 


tion, reported a bill, which had been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Such being the case, he saw no necessity for the | 


commitment of this bill to the Indian Committee. 
He therefore moved its reference to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. The 
motion was agreed to. 

An act to enable the President of the United 
States to negotiate with the Indians of the Prairies 
south and west of the Missouri river to the north 
line of the State of Texas, embracing the Indians 


of the mountaing, and including those of northern ʻi 
On motion by Mr. HALL, referred to | 
the Commitice on Indian Affairs and ordered to be | 


Mexico. 


printed. $ ; 
An act granting the right of way and making a 


and Alabama, in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road from Chicago to Mobile. On motionby Mr. 
McCLERNAND, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands and ordered to be printed. 

An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 


cause to be paid to Captain George E. McClellan, ; 
his officers and men, composing his company of : 


mounted volunteers, full pay for services rendered, 


subsistence and forage furnished in East Florida, : 


in the year 1840. Referred to the Committee on 
Military Afiairs. 


THE CENSUS. 


Mr. MEADE moved a reconsideration of the : 
vote by which, on his own motion, the bill to pro- | 
vide for taking the seventh census of the United | 


States had been referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Mr. M. was understood to say (though quite 


doubtfully heard) that his object in making this ;; 


motion was, in case it should prevail, to move for 
the appointment of a committee of conference. 


upon without delay. 


appointed. He had looked about him, since ma- 
king his motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and had found that the members 
of that Committee were for the most part absent. 


He did not believe that a quorum of the Commit- ,| 


tee was in the city of Washington, or would be 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER stated the motion. 

Mr. BOWLIN made an inquiry of the Chair. 

Tre SPEAKER stated that it was usual for the 
House to act upon the amendments before the ap- 
pointment of a committee of conference. But, by 
unanimous consent, the House might proceed in 
this way. 

Mr, MEADE was understood to say, that if the 


Referred to the | 


It) 
was very important that the bill should be acted | 
And there was also another `: 
reason why a committee of conference should be | 


amendments. 

i Mr. SACKETT, (to the Speaker.) Will the 
i| motion to reconsider leave the bill before the 
|| House? - 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
i 

: New York [Mr. Sackert} is. The House will 
i! come to order. It is. impossible for the Chair to 
‘hear the inquiries of members whilst there is so 
much conversation in the Hsll. The gentleman 
from New York will state his question. 

Mr. SACKETT. If the motion to reconsider 
` is agreed to, will the bill be in the possessiof of 
i the House so as to be put upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. If the vote should be recon- 
sidered, the bill will be before the House for its 
action. 
|, The question, Shall the vote by which the said 
' bill was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be reconsidered? was then taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, without a division. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. MEADE now moved that the House in- 
| sist upon its amendments, and disagree to the 
: amendments of the Senate; and he asked that a 

committee of conference might be appointed on the 
| part of the House, to meet a similar committee 
j| which might be appointed on behalf of the Senate. 
| The SPEAKER put the question, and stated 
‘| that the motion was agreed to. 
But a division was called for. 
' The SPEAKER. if a division is called for, 
|! the House must proceed in a more regular man- 
| 
t 


nere > 
Mr. VINTON was understood to suggest, that 
there were several of the amendments which might 
not be objected to by the House. He suggested 
that the House should first act on the amend- 
ments, and that a committee of conference should 
i then be appointed on such amendments as might 
; not be agreed to. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Iinois, inquired of the 
| Speaker whether the bill was now before the 
; House? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 
| Mr. HARRIS hoped, he said, that the amend- 
i ments would be read. 

The SPEAKER. A division has been called 
for on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, 
| (Mr. Meapu.] ‘The amendments must, therefore, 
|, be read in their regular order. The usual mode is to 


ʻi then to call fora committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes between the two Houses, The 


: amendments, and ask for a committee of confer- 


iments first, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, insisted on the 
regular order of procecding. 
| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
‘| to make one remark. I think the gentleman from 
i Virginia [Mr. Meane] is mistaken in supposing 
i: that a majority of the Committee on the Judiciary 
is not present. When I voted on the motion to 
reconsider, I thought there was great force in the 
gentieman’s remarks. Í have since learned that 
there are a great many amendments, and it is 
‘proper that they should be examined. Itis an 
i important bill, and I do not wish that any amend- 
‘| ments should be either agreed to or rejected with- 
out proper consideration. I hope the bill will go 
to the committee. Ido not wish to delay action 
upon it for an hour. But by sending it to the 
committee, we shall be able to understand what 
the points of difference are. The House may, 
perhaps, think proper now to appoint a committee 
‘ of conference. If so, I hope that a vote will be 
: taken in dissent to all the amendments, that they 
might be the sulject-matter of deliberation before 
l the committee of conference. If this is net done, 
Í hope that the House will send the bill to the 
i commitee, and let the amendments be examined. 
| The SPEAKER. The vote by which the bill 
| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
‘has been reconsidered. But the Chair did not 
: state that the question then recurred on referring 
|i the bill to that committee. That is now the 
|| pending question. 
|i Mr. SCHENCK thought that the mode which 
| had been suggested, that the House should agree 
li to such amendments as it thought proper, and dis- 


È pate ie staat A MAKINS A |! act upon the amendments in the frst instance, and 
grant of land to the States of illinois, Mississippi, : ! ? | 


i ence; or, it can go on and dispose of the amend- | 


I desire | 


i House, if it pleases, can waive action on the į; 


| Jones,| in regard to the amendments. 


agree to such as it might not thin 
adopt, would be the best and most expeditious 
mode of proceeding. The bill had already been 
under the consideration of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. That committee had reported the re- 
sult of their labors to the House, and the House 
had acted upon their report. In fact, the House 
had actually now before them the report of their 
own committee. That report embodied numer- 
ous amendments to the bill sent from the Senate. 
The Senute disagreed to a number of these amend- 
ments, Their disagreement had come back to 
this House. Probably, they had disagreed to 
some amendments which it might be immaterial 
to insist upon, and disagreed to others which the 
House might think ought to be insisted upon. 
Believing this to be the state of facts, and that no 


| good could be accomplished by the reference to 


the Committee on the Judiciary a second time, he 
should vote to sustain the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrape,] and as he 
(Mr. S.) had offered no argument, and had made 
no speech, he would call the previous question. 

But Mr. S. waived the motion at the request of 

Mr. JONES, who (referring to the character of the 
amendments returned from the Senate) expressed 
the opinion that a vote should first be taken on 
concurring or non-cencurring in these amend- 
ments, before the appointment of a committee of 
conference. : 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to correct a misappre- 
hension of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
Mr. 8. 
then said that he would not demand the previous 
question, but hoped the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Meane] would do so. 

Mr. MEADE said be would simply state to the 
House that it was very important that the census 
bill, be passed this week If it were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which metto-morrow 
morning, before it could be reported back, the 
Senate would have adjourned to Monday; the 
bill, therefore, would not pass this week. It was 
very essential that it should pass this week, in 
order that the forms required might be printed as 
soon as possible. For this reason he hoped that 
his motion would be sustained, and that the bill 
would not be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. He moved the previous question. 

The demand for the previous question was 
seconded, and the main question was ordered, be- 
ing first on referring the amendments to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to refer the amendments. 

Tha question now recurred on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. MEADE, the House insisted 
upon its amendment to strike from the first section 
of the bill the following words, viz: 

Also the statistics of agriculture when the annual product 
of the farm is not equal to one hundred and fifty dollars 5 
also, the statistics of other productive industry where the 
annual product of the establishment, exclusive of domestic 


manufactures in families, is not equal to five hundred dot 
lars. 


On motion by Mr. MEADE, the House receded 
from its amendment, substituting for the eighth 
section of the said bill the following, viz: 


That any marshal of the United States “ may in case of 
sickness or other disability, appoint a deputy marshal for 


| the speciaf purposes of this act, subject to the approval of 


the Secretary of the Intérior, who shall have all the powers, 
perform ali the duties, and be subject to all the penalties of 
the said marshal.” 


The House receded from its amendment to the 


| thirteenth section, fixing the mode of compensation 


to the marshals. 

Mr. MEADE moved that the House recede 
from its amendment striking out the twenty-third 
section of the bill. 

The question was put and the motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

On motion, the House then insisted upon its 
amendment striking out the twenty-third section, 
which is ag follows: 


Src. 23. And be it further enacted, That whenever a 
+ 


i marshal shall certify that an assistant has compieted to his 


satisfaction, aud made return of the sub-division confided 
to him, and shail also certify the amount of compensation to 
which, under the provisions of this act, such a tant is en- 
tiled, designating how much for each kind of service, the 
Secretary of the Interior shail thereapon cause one-half of 
the sum so due to be paid to such assistant, and when the re 

turns have been carefully examined for classifi ation, if 
found execnied in a manner satisfactory, then he shall also 
cause the other half to be paid. And he shall make pay- 
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marshals for their services. } is 

On motion by Mr. SCHENCK, the House in- | 
sisted upon its amendments to the schedules two, 
three, four, five, and six. i 
`. The House then concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the amendment of the House fix- | 
ing the number of Representatives at 233. 

The amendments having all. been acted on. 

Mc. OTIS suggested the importance of the bill 
being passed at as early a day as possiblé. He 
believed the principal part of the amendments -of 
the Senate had been concurred in; and as the: bill 
was nearly matured, and there were only some 
very slight amendments of. the Senate that were 
not concurred in, he trusted the-House would-—— 

The SPEAKER interposed;‘and stated to the 
gentleman, that the amendments had all passed 
from before the House. Some of the amendments 
of the Senate having been concurred, and others 
non-concurred in.” The question was now on the | 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Meapg,] to appoint a committee of conference. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
fimative. 

So a committee of conference was ordered to 
be appointed on the part of the House. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS——A BOARD. 

The next bill was a bill from the Senate to es- | 
tablish a Board of Accounts. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. THOMAS stated that the subject had 
usually been referred to the Committee of Claims; 
and he now moved that reference. | 

Mr. MEADE said, it appeared to him that the | 
bill involved the general system of our laws, and 
should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. He | 
moved that reference. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he agreed with the | 
gentleman from Tennessee, that the bill ought to | 
i 
i 


o to the Committee of Claims. He referred to 
the bill of like character which had been under the 


consideration of Congress, and had undergone a || 
discussion in this House a year or two since, and į 


said that it had emanated from the Committee of | 
Mr. KAUFMAN gavenotice, that if this differ- 
ent motions to refer were rejected, he should move | 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Public Ex- 
penditures. ‘hat committee had now only little | 
business before them, while the Committee of | 
Claims had a good deal. | 
Mr. VINTON believed that this bil! originated | 
with the Committee on Finance in the Senate, | 
which was the committee corresponding to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means in the House. | 


So if it went to the Committee of Ways and || 


Means, it would go to the same committee which | 
had considered it in the Senate. He moved the | 
previous question. Pix ! 
Mr. BAYLY. I beg to say that this is the rea- | 
son why I made the motion to refer to the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means. H 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, the | 
previous question having been moved. 
| 


The demand for the previous question was sec- | 


onded, and the main question was ordered—being | 


first on the motion of Mr. Meane. i 


The question was taken, and decided in the i t h l 
2 i ‘| seconded, and the main question was ordered, be- 


negaiive. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 4 


Committee on the Judiciary. : 
The question was then taken on the motion of : 
Mr. Tuomas, and decided in the affirmative. i 
So the bill was referred to the Committee of, 


Cins: ‘| Tellers were asked and ordered upon the ques- |/ 


i| tion of ordering the yeas and nays, and Messrs. 


ENGINEERS IN NAVY. 


Senate bill to amend the act relating to the ap- | 
pointment and pay of the engineers in the Navy | 


.of the United States, was read a first and second : 


time by its title; and, 
On motion by Mr. BROOKS, referred to the ; 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


tant General Roger Jones, was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

TONNAGE DUTIES. i 

The next bill in order was the bill entitled an 

act to continue in force an act therein mentioned, | 

relating to the port of Baltimore. . i 

The question was on the passage of the bill, and 


Mr. McLANE was entitled to the floor. i 


He said, hedid not now propose to occupy the: 


l time of the House on this bill: he would yield the 


| floor to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
| Grixverz,} who desired to saya word. 
Mr. GRINNELL said, the object of this bill, as 
| he understood, was to continue in force the act 
| which originally: authorized the. State of Mary- 
i land to impose a tonnage duty of two--cents- per 
ton upon vessels entering the harbor of Baltimore. 
-Some remarks had been made when the bill was 
before under consideration in reference to the 
limitation as to the size of the vessels upon which 
this duty was imposed. It appeared to him that 
that limitation was clearly right, inasmuch as for 
small vessels of sixty tons or under entering that 


| harbor twice or three times a week, it would be 


very onerous to pay this tonnage duty of twocents 
per ton, while larger vessels entering it, say once 


; a month, as their packets from Boston did, and | 


which were accommodated by the improvements ! 
which had been made in the basin, were able to 
pay it... ; 

He thought that this authority on the part of the 
State of Maryland to lay tonnage duties having 
existed for many years, almost from the formation 
of the Government, and no injury having resulted 


į to commerce from it, they had better authorize and 


permit that State to continue to lay this tax upon 
the commerce of Baltimore, if she saw fit to do it. 
He was decidedly in favor of general improve- 
ments by this Government, paid for out of the 
Treasury of the United States; and if Baltimore 
came here and asked for the appropriation of 
$5,000 or $10,000 annually for the improvement of 
| her harbor, and showed that the money could be 
advantageously appropriated, he would cheerfully 
| Vote to grantit. But inasmuch as they preferred 
another mode of raising the money, by laying a 
small tax upon the vessels entering that harbor, 
a tax upon the consumer of the goods, he was per- 
fectly willing that they should have the authority 
toimpose it. Hesaw no objection to it at all; and 
the authority having been, as he hed before said, 
so long in existence, and no injury having resulted 
from its exercise, he saw no reason why they 
should now withhold their consent to continuing 


G@laims in this body. it. The money raised was appropriated for the 


| improvement of the harbor and for the convenience 
| of navigation. The city of Baltimore appro- 
| priated some $20,000 or $30,000 fannually out of 
| the city fund for the improvement of that harbor— 
;a much greater sum than this tonnage duty 
| amounted to. 

i These were briefly his views. He. hoped the 
| bill would pass. 


l| Mr. McLANE, to save the time of the House, 


| he said, moved the previous question on the pas- 
| sage of the bill. 

| Mr. SCHENCK moved to lay the bill on the 
| table. 

|. Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. OTIS, and other gen- 
| tlemen, asked the yeas and nays on this motion. 

| The yeas and nays were refused. 

; And the question was taken on the motion of 
i Mr. Scnenck, and decided in the negative, 


So the demand for the previous question was 


i ing on the passage of the bill. 
| Mr. OTIS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER propounded the question upon 
ordering the yeas-and nays, and having counted 
| 22'in the affirmative, stated that they were not or- 
i dered. 


| Scuencx and Harr were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported 30 gentlemen in favor of the yeas and 
i nays. r ATASA 
| A count of the negatives not being insisted 


‘ . || on— 
Senate bill, entitled an act for the relief of Adju- || 


The SPEAKER announced that the yeas and 
nays were ordered, 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas 102, nays 46 as follows: 
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Thompson, Toombs, Venable, 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wild 
Wood, and Woodward—102..° = 
NAYS-—Messts. Alexander; Bennett, Booth; Cole, Coriger, 
Corwin, Crowell, Nathan Evans, ‘Fowlers ‘Rall 
| Gott, Gould, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hoagland, Howe, Bu: 
Wiliam T. Jackson, Daniel P. King, James G. King,, 
A. King, Litflefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, McGaughey, 
| Meacham, Nelson, Newell, Otis, Pitman, Putnam; Rey 
nolds, Risley, Robbins, Rose, Rumsey,- Séhenek, Silvester, 
ae Sweetser, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, and Viatoa 
So the bill was passed. | ‘gts eat 
Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by, 
į which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion 
on the table. oX ; 
The latter motion was agreed to, and the. bill 
stands passed. T . ng 


WIDOW OF GENERAL WORTH: - 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the “bill 
from the Senate, entitled “An act forthe relief ‘of 
Margaret L. Worth, the widow of the late General: 
Worth, of the army of the United States ; 

-Mr. JONES moved to réfer'the billsto the:Cam: 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. He ‘said’ he 
did not wish to go into the discussion of the bill 
| at this time. i 3 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to 
a third reading and read a third time; the question 
is on the passage of the bill. If it. is referred, it 
will not be in the power of the committee. to 
amend it. ; TRE Mie 

Mr. JONES. If I mistake not, {and if- 1 am 
; wrong the Speaker can correct me,) the bill came 
up, when it was last before the House, under‘the 
| motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
| Brown,] to proceed to such private bills on.:the 
i Speaker’s table as gave rise to no debate. When 
| this bill came up, I obtained the floor, and was 
| proceeding to make some remarks, and the: gen- 
tleman from Hlinois [Mr. McCiernanp] made 
| the question of order, that if it gave rise to ‘debate 
it must go over. The Speaker sustained the point 
of order, and when a motion was .made:to refer, 
the Speaker said it could not be referred, as debate 
was proposed upon the bill.; That is my under- 
| standing. The bill never could ‘have been read-a 
| third time. I now move to refer the bill to ‘the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, if itis'in 
order, and I believe it is. : 

The SPEAKER said that upon examination he 
found the question was on ordering the bill to'a 
third reading. ‘The motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was therefore in order. É i 

The question being on the motion to refer—_:.. 

Mr. JONES said he did not desire at this time 
to enter into a discussion of the merits of the bill. 
He would merely remark, that» it violated ‘some 
and most of the general principles which. had been 
recognized and embodied in the Jaws of this coun- 
| try granting pensions to the widows of deceased 
| officers and soldiers. It was highly proper and. 
necessary that it should undergo the investigation 
of that committee, and he hoped it would be re- 
ferred for that purpose. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said he had no objec- 
tion to this bill being fully and thoroughly dis- 
cussed. He differed with the gentleman from 
Tennessee in his remark that it violated any of 
the principles that had governed the legislation of 
Congress heretofore. He did object to the refer- 
i ence of the bill to this committee. He thought it 
| important that it should pass without deliy.. He 
| hoped the House would take it up and pass it-or 
reject it, and not to send it to the committee to 
slumber there for months, perhaps not te come up 
again during the present Congress. 

Mr. JONES said, if he understood the. gentle-. 
man from Mississippi right, he had said that the bill 
did not violate any of the principles of the pension 
laws. He (Mr. J.) had said, and he repeated, 
that in his opinion it did violate many, if nok all, 
| those principles. He would mention one. By the 
general law no widow of a non-commissioned-om- 
cer, musician, or private, could’ be placed upon 
the pension. roll unless it were satisfactorily 
proved that her husband had been killed battle, or 


| 
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died of wounds received or diseases contracted in 
the service. Again: by the general pension law, 
the highest pension the widow-of any officer 
could receive, even though her husband was killed 
in battle, was one half of the pay of a lieutenant- 
colonel. If General Scott, the general-in-chief of 
our farces in Mexico, had been killed in one of the 
battles there, under the general law of Congress 
his widow would only have been entitled to a 
pension of $30 per month, being one-half the 
pay of a lieutenant-colonel; and that for five years 
only; and in case of her marriage before the ex- 
piration of the five years, the pension would 
cease. Butthis bill did not propose to give this 

ension during widowhood, or for five years only. 

t did not propose to limit it to half the pay of a 
lieutenant-colonel, but it proposed to give to the 


widow of General Worth a pension of $50 per |; 


month during her natural life. Mrs. Worth might 
marry to-morrow, and still she would continue to 


receive the pension during life. In these respects, | 


certainly, the gentleman must admit, the bill vio- 
lated the principles of our pension laws; 

As for this bill going to the committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions there to slumber or be smoth- 
ered, he thought that was a gratuitous assumption 
that the committee would not do their duty. The 
very able and discriminating chairman of that 
committee and the other members would, he 
doubted not, act promptly, on, whatever subject 
might be committed to them. He hoped the bill 
would be referred. 


Mr. CROWELL expressed a hope that the | 


motion of the gentleman from Tennessee would be 
sustained, and that farther action on this bill would 
for the present be suspended. It was true that 
the principle contained in this bill was one involv- 
ing a departure from the general law so import- 
ant, that, before further action on it, it should be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
for their revision. 


approbation, then let the bill be passed. Our pen- 
sion system has been enlarged to such an enormous 
extent, that when the House is about to place 
on the list a new pensioner of this character, it is 
highly proper that the subject be referred to a com- 
mittee. In the deficiency bill, which we had just 


passed, we have appropriated nearly a million of 


dollars to bring up the arrearages of pensions; and 
if we are to proceed at this rate, in a very few 
years it will be found that our revenue will be 
barely sufficient to pay off the pensioners, This 
whole system is one of the remaining features of 
the rotten and decaying despotisms of the Old 
World; and we have gone into it with such a per- 
fect rush, that the amount necessary now to make 
up the deficiency in the last year’s payments 
forms one of the Jargest items in an appropriation 
bill. He hoped that before the House consented 
to pass this bill, it would be permitted to go to one 
of the standing committees for their examination, 
and that we should not go on in this hasty man- 
ner, and swallow up all the revenue of the Govern- 
ment without examination. 

Mr. DUER said he had no doubt that the House 
intended to pass this bill, and, therefore, for the 
sake of obtaining an early vote on the subject, he 
would move the previous question. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered—being 
first on the reference of the bill. 


Mr. BAKER said, he desired only to ask | 


whether the bill granted a pension for life? 

[Cries of ‘* Yes.”] 

The SPEAKER said debate was not in order. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 


Mr. JONES moved to reconsider the vote and ; 


to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn. 


CHINA. 


The SPEAKER. Before the Chair puts the 
motion to adjourn, he desires to lay before the 


House a communication, which has been lying on | 


the Speaker’s table, from the American Commis- 
? 


sioner in China, in regard to the receipts and ex- |; 


penditures of the several consulates, in obedience 
to the 17th section of the act of Congress of Au- 


If, after examination by that | 
committee, it shall be found to have received their ; 


gust 11, 1848, carrying into effect certain provis- 
ions of the treaty between the United States and 
| China. 

On motion by Mr. McCLERNAND, the com- 
munication was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


LIST OF PENSIONERS. 
TheSPEAKER alsolaid before the House a com- 


| sentatives, informing the House that he had in his 
custody, as Clerk of the House, a report made in 
obedience to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of 17h of February, 1847, from the 
War Department, being a statement showing „the 
i number of pensioners who have heen placed on 


| 1835, designating their rank, &c., &c., and all 
‘| other information connected with this subject. 
| He also pointed out thé importance of the docu- 
i| ment, and asked the action of Congress in regard 
to its further disposition. 

Mr. FOWLER moved that the communication 
of the Clerk, with the document of which it spoke, 
i be referred to a select committee of five members, 


| of it, 
Mr. CONGER said that the House, during the 


| fer thisdocament. So far as he had heard it, the ex- 
planation made by the Clerk was correct. 
action of the last Congress was adverse to the 


now done, it ought to be, to order the printing 


again referred to the Committee on Printing. He 
was not now a member of that committee, and he 
believed that there was but one gentleman now 
here who was a member of that committee during 
the last session. 


ing, that it might be examined by that committee. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the document be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; and 
upon that motion he demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VINTON. Will the gentleman withdraw 
the demand for the previous question for a single 
moment, in order to enable me to submita motion? 
and | will then renew it, if such be his desire. 

Mr. BOYD. Certainly. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. VINTON. J merely desiré to say, that it 
is perfectly evident that these papers will be used 
for the benefit, and very greatly to the advantage 


i we can make of them is, to send them back to the 
| Secretary of War. I make that motion, 

Mr. BOYD renewed thedemand for the previous 
question. 


_ lay the whole subject on the table. 


House, in reference to this document, that, be- 
lieving it ought to be printed with a view to the 


| he had directed it to be sealed up, not to be opened 
| but by order of the House. The Speaker, he 
| added, did not conceive that he had a right to ex- 
_ercise any control over it. Any member of the 
! House, who desired it, had the same right of ac- 
cess to the document that the Speaker had; and it 
had been communicated to the House at the sug- 
i gestion of the Chair, in order that the House 
i might say what disposition should be made of it. 
i Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, inquired if the 
| pending question was on laying the communica- 
| tien on tle table? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the pending ques- 


tien was on the motion of the gentleman from 


Mr. STEPHENS. Í hope it will be voted 
down, and that we shall have the document printed, 
that every one may see it. 
| ‘The question being put on this motion to lay 
| the subject on the table, it was not agreed to. 

So the document was not laid on the table. 

! Mr. CLEVELAND. Will the gentleman from 
í Kentucky withdraw the demand for the previous 
| question for a moment, in order that I may make 
: a suggestion to the House? 

i. Mr, BOYD declined to withdraw his demand 
ij for the previous question. 


munication from the Clerk of the House of Repre- | 


i the pension roll subsequent to the 12:h of October, | 


with instruction to examine the document, and |} 
| report upon its contents and the proper disposition | 


| last Congress, had made a cail on the department | 
The |! 


printing of this document; and if anything was | 


He therefore desired that the document should be | 


The cocument ought, in his | 
opinion, to be referred to the Committee on Print- | 


į of speculators; and I think the best disposition | 


|| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to | 
| The SPEAKER said the Chair would state to the 


| communication of its contents to the parties inter- | 
rested, or, at least, to putting it within their reach, | 
| 


| Mississippi, to lay the whole subject on the table. | 


Mr. CLEVELAND. It ought to be voted 
down, and I trust it will be. 

The question being puton seconding the demand 
for the previons question, it was not seconded. 

Mr. CLEVELAND said he. presumed thta 
every member of the House would understand, 
from what had already been communicated to the 
House, that this document, now in the hands of 
| their Clerk, contained information that was im- 
portant to the nation at Jarge; important to the 
Treasiry of the United States, and highly im- 
portant to a certain class of widows and orphans 
in this country. The objection to having it exam- 
ined, as he understood it, was, that if it were ex- 
amined, a knowledge of its contents might come 
into the possession of those who would make an 
improper use of 1t; who would set themselves at 
work to obtain from those who were entitled to 
the money a large share, if not the whole, of their 
claims. And he would ask what, under the cir- 
cumstances, was it the duty of the House to do? 
Was it not their duty to secure, if possible, to the 
people who were entitled to the money what was 
‘their due? Had they not the power to do it? 
|| Was it not their province to direct the Clerk of the 
House to send information to the individuals who 
were entitled to the money, to give them notice 
that the fund was here, and not have to receive 
this information from persons disposed to profit by 
the knowledge, and to drive a hard bargain with 
| the claimant, by stipulating for the greater portion 
of the claim, before communicating the intelli- 
i| gence? Was it not the duty of that House, he 
| would ask, to make provision that this money 
should go to the persons who were enutled to it? 
His own-idea was, that the House ought to make 
such provision, and to notify the persons to whom 
the money belonged, that the fund was here. 
The House possessed a general power over this 
subject, and they ought to exercise that power, so 
as 1o save the innocent claimant from impositions 
which might be practiced upon him, and which 
doubtless would be practiced upon him, in case the 
[Louse did not interpose. In his judgment, it was 
clearly their duty to give this information to the 
parties interested, and he was of opinion that it 
could easily be done, either by directing the Clerk 
of the House to communicate the intelligence to 
the parties, or in any other way that the House 
might see fit to direct; and he certainly regarded 
it a3 a paramount duty which they owed to these 
people to let them know that the fund was here; 
and that they would be enabled to obtain their 
money without being robbed by sharpers in the 
guise of agents and brokers. They were as well 
able to. give notice to the parties as these agents 
were, and it was their duty to do it. It was their 
duty to make some provision, in order to prevent 
|i these people from being plundered. His own 
idea in regard to the method to be adopted was, 
that it would be better to authorize the Clerk of 
the House to give information to those who he 
had reason to suppose were entitled to the money, 
li and let them come forward and receive it. 
| Mr. HARALSON said it was not often that he 
troubled the House with any remarks, and he cer- 
i tainly should not detain them now, at this late 
hour of the day, were it not that this was a mat- 
ter in which he felt considerable interest, for it was 
one concerning which he had himself been put to 
a good deal of trouble and inconvenience in con- 
; sequence of the applications which had been made 
: to him for information. He thought it was highly 
desirable that some means shonld be devised for 
: giving information to the persons interested, that 
ii the money to which they were entitled could be 
obtained by them, and how it could be obtained. 
“It would, in the first place, save members a great 
: deal of trouble, if the country at large were put 
: in possession of this information, and he wouid 
' suggest a plan by which he thought it might read- 
i: ily be done, and this was, by ordering the docu- 
i| ment to be printed, and requiring the Clerk of the 
House to send a copy or copies of it to every 
‘county clerk’s office in every State. It would 
j then be subject to inspection by all the people of 
each county; and by disseminating the informa- 
tion In this way, throughout thecountry, it would 
+ be tolerably certain to reach the parties who are 
| really entitled to the money. He thought that by 
adopting this plan for diffusing the information, 
| they would forestall the harpies who were ready 
i 


t 
| 


to prey upon these claimants, and prevent them 
i from defrauding the claimants of their money. It 


was no uncommon thin 


g, for people residing in i 


of these claims against the Government in their 


various parts of the country, to receive letters || possession, it would certainly be an act unworthy 


from some agent of claims, asking for information | 
in regacd to the residence of particular individuals, 
supposed to be the heirs, or the descendants of 


k 1 i 
persons entided to receive money from the Gov- ! 


i 
ernment; and this information being obtaind by || 


the agent, his next step was, to propose to the | 
claimant, that he should advance to said agent one i 
half the amount of the claim, in consideration of | 
his proceeding to recover the balance. The.claim- 
and standing a chance to lose the whole; because, 
when the money came into the handsof. the agent, 
it was not at ull certain that it would'ever find its | 
way to the proper claimant. If, then, they were | 
to publish h 

Mr. FOWLER (interpesing) said, that he | 
wished merely to state to the gentleman from 
Geofgia, that a report similar to this had been 


published in 1835, and, by order of the House, || 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


five copies of that repart were transmitted to every 
county elerk’s office in the country. Jt was the 
very thing the gentieman had suggested in this 
case. 

Mr. HARALSON zaid, he had not been aware 
of the factas the gentleman had stated; but it 
occurred to him that the proper way would be, to 
deposit one or more copies in the office of every | 
county clerk, where the parties interested might 
have access to them. le 

Mr. PECK wished to state ta the House a fact |; 
in relation to the frauds that were practiced apan || 
persons who were entitled to pensions, which had i 
come within his own knowledge. A man who j! 
was supposed to be of very high standing had been , 
acting as agent for pensions in behalf of persons 
residing in his State who were entitled to pensions, 
and after the lapse of a considerable time, it was | 
discovered that he had drawn the pensions of | 
individuals whose names were on the pension roll, | 
and had appropriated the money to his own use. | 
When the Government officers became apprised ; 
of this fact, they communicated it to the district || 
attorney, who commenced proceedings against the || 
individual. He became aware of it, and, without || 
paying over the money, he absconded. This was, |: 
doubtless, but one case out of many, where frauds |! 
of this kind had been practiced. He thought some 
plan should be devised by which these frauds | 
might he prevented in future. | 

Mr. FOWLER said, he concurred most heartily | 
in what had been said by the gentleman from | 
Georgia, and by the gentleman from Vermont. If | 
these documents should now be printed and dis- + 


i 
i 
i 
i 


| 


j 
ant is actually Insing one-half, in every inact || 
| 


{ 
H 
i 


seminated, as proposed by the gentleman from | 


Georgia, it would not only lead to the detection of (| 
„all frauds connected with the pension fund, but it |: 


would furnish every claimant with information 
respecting his claim. ft would do away with the | 
necessity of employing agents, and consequently ; 
prevent them from obtaining the money belonging | 
to those claimants. He hoped the document would 
be printed, in order that the public might be put 
in possession of the information. 


tion he intended to make in the form of a resolu- 
tion, if the Clerk would take down the words. 
would read thus: i 

© Resolved, That the said document be printed, and that i 
the Clerk of this House furnish a copy thereof to every 
courtof record iu the various counties of the United States.’ 

It would then be subject to inspection by the 
public generally, 

Mr COWLER suggested that five copies had | 
been furnished to each county court, of the report | 
made in 1835 | 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said he under- | 
stood that a portion of this document had already ` 
been copied, and got into the hands of some pen- 
sion agent. | 

Mr. VENABLE rose to address the Chair. i 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
Georgia yield the floor ? 

Mr. HARALSON. Iwill yielded italtogether, 
as soon as my resolution is received. 23 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s resolution | 
is not now in order. ; 

A motion was here made that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 

The question being put, upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Hlinois, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE said he would merely remark 
in relation to this subject, that, having the evidence 


{i 


the House to conceal those evidences. Besides, 


i those who made out the record, he had no doubt, 


had kent an abstract,‘and. they were very prob- 
ably in communication with the claim agents, and 
enabled to aid-those agents in defrauding innocent 


claimants. “Po print these evidences, and furnish | 
them to the country, would accomplish two desira- . 


ble purposes. In the first place it would put an 
end to the frauds mentioned by the gentleman 
from Vermont; and in the next place, it would en- 
able the parties entitled to revolutionary or other 
pensions, to obtain such pensions; and it would 
have the effect of enabling them to get rid of ver- 
min, by which the country was infested. The 
vest way to get rid of them, was to place the evi- 
dence of the claims within the reach of every indi- 
vidual. He did not wish the House to take the 
mean and paltry course of concealing the evidence 
of claims against the Government—claims which 
should be held sacred, and scrupulously paid. He 
trusted that this information would be pat within 
the reach of those who were entitled to pensions; 
that the House should take a bold and manly 
course; that they would act like statesmen in re- 
gerd to this subject.. Let the information go to the 
world. Ele hoped the document would be printed, 
and laid upon the tables of members, in order that 
they might send them to the various counties of 
their several States, so that the parties interested 
might be put in possession of information in re- 
gard to their rights, and receive the benefits to 
which they were entitled. He would move that 
it be printed; or rather, that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, to report upon the num- 
ber necessary to be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that if this subject 
were passed by, or the pending mation superseded 
by the motion to adjourn, it could only be taken 
up again by unanimous consent. If the House 
failed, or refused to act upon it now, he desired 
to state that he should consider it an approval on 
the part of the House of the order which he had 
already given, that the document be kept sealed 
up, and subject to any subsequent order of the 
House that might be made respecting it. 

Mr. MARSHALL withdrew his motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed it. 

The question being put upon the motion to ad- 
journ, it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HARALSON inquired whether, if the 
House should refuse to refer the document, it 
would then be in order to move to have it printed? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it would be in 
order to make that motion after the House bad 
disposed of the questions of reference; the first 
being the motion of the gentleman from New 


' York, to refer it to the Committee on Printing; and 
|| the next being the motion of the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, to refer to the Commitiee on Revolu- 


Mr. HARALSON said, he would offer the mo- |; 


tionary Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER said he desired to modify his 
motion, so as to require the Committee on Print- 
ing to inquire into the expediency of printing the 
document. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the Chair under- 
stood that to be the abject of the motion. : 

Mr. MARSHALL said he would like to be in- 


l formed whether it was in order now to modify 


the motion which he had submitted, so as to in- 
struct the Committee on Printing to ascertain the 
number of copies necessary t> be printed? 

The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
before the House was upon the motion of the gen- 


| teman from Kentucky, to amend the motion of 


the gentleman from New York, and to refer the 
document to the Commitiee on Revolutionary 


Pensions. h 
Mr. MARSHALL. Would it be in order to 


i modify that motion, by substituting for it an in- 


struction to the Committee on Printing to author- 
ize the printing of five thousand copies? ] ender- 
stand from some geatleman—the- gentleman from 
Massachusetts, | believe—that much of this inform- 
ation has been thrown before the country as early 
as the year 1835. , A 
Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman is not quite 
correct. In 1335, sir, a full report, from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, was made to Congress, 


| up, 


| warning. 


through. the Seeretary 
large octavo volumes. | paag E 
Mr. MARSHALL. Containing whai 
Mr. FOWLER. .. Containing the verg $ 
formation, -as 1 understand, as- that embraced: in 
this document, but bringing it down ofily to 1835, 


rat War, and printed inthres | 


It is proposed, now, merely to. continue thisvin- . 


formation from. 1835 downto the present:times. : 

Mr.. MARSHALL. If. the: information ‘has 
heretofore been thrown before the country,-as:the 
gentleman from Massachusetts intimates; o: 

Mr. FOWLER. One: words; as: opiy in- 
formation down to 1835, which was: thenslaiad 
before the country. ‘This document continues the 
history from that.to the present time. Dee, 

Mr. MARSHALL. l bave this-subject deeply 
at heart. No question has come before the House 
in which I take more interest; indeed, for some 
time past | have been reflecting -upon thebest 
mode of procuring the publication of whatever the 
offices of Government contain, which can ‘throw. 
light upon or afford additional evidence of. the ex- 
istence of claims to pensions, under laws hereto- 
foré passed. As the subject has been "jumped 
* to use a western. phrase, Í trust the House 
will never quit the pursuit of it. untilwe. have 
opened for popular examinationall that the Goy- 
ernment. has in possession, affording evidence of 
the justice of claims to pension upon the part of 
any. survivor of the Revolution, or the -widows of 
those who have died, or the children. of. those he- 
ros who stood up for their country in the days of 
old. À 

We are admonished, that should this informa- 
tion be printed. these claimants will be made the 
victims of greedy speculators. Sir, Lam not to: be 
frightened from the performance of my highest 
duty to those entitled to pensions, by any such 
They are now victims’ of greedy specula- 
tors, who infest this city like birds of prey, and 
follow your treasury with a voracity which knows 
no satiety, Speculators! Look up the Avenue 
and see the number of claim-agents, who are earn- 
ing a livelihood by compelling justice to the, rev- 
olutionary soldiers, for one-half of what those sol- 
diers are entitled to! Do you suppose the contents 
of these volumes are secrets to this class of; peo- 
ple? If you do, be assured, sir, you labor under 
an egregious. error. There is some potent spell; by 
which they ascertain the information, which to you, 
and to me, and to those entitled to. bounties, is un- 
known. The watch-word of the initiated in days of 
old was “open sesame,” but the word is changed yet 
depend upon it there is some power which unseals 
these archives to men whose curiosity is prompted 
by their acquisitiveness. I have no idea that. these 
volumes contain one word of information notal- 
ready in the possession of certain agents out of 
doors, who value it as equal to so much cash. Sir, 
the evidence does not warrant any distinct charge 


i of corruption against any given individual; bat 


there is a wrong done, doing, and yet to be done 


| in. this matter, which demands that this informa- 
| tion shall be spread abroad among the. people. 


No head of a bureau can prevent: the. leakage of 
this valuable knowledge. A ‘clerk retiring from 
office, for instance, carries with him knowledge 
acquired while in office, of rejected claims, „but 


i also. means of rectifying the defects, and he be- 


comes a speculator. A clerk may learn, in office, 
the names of pensioners of whose right Govern: 
ment has the conclusive evidence. Abstracts of 
these, innocently made out, become the bases. of 
future speculation. tł have no doubt gentlemen, 
whose experience is larger than mine, bave seen 
such cases. Why talk, then, of speculators? Sir, 
send this light abroad among the, people. dt 
will carry healing on its rays to a thousand hum- 
ble homes, and bring you back grateful: benetier 
tions from a thousand hearts, fainting now in the 
evening of hfe, because they. know nothing of 
our sympathy or their country’s care. ae 
7 What R within these voli! As Janders 
stand it, only the names of persons whose right 
to a pension under laws heretofore passed this 
Government is already cognizant ‘of, and. the 
amounts to which they gre respectively enutled. 
A list of meritorious public creditors and ,of the 
sums dué to each: no more, Why coneeal them 
from the public eye? You fear that speculators 
will fleeee them! Oh! how righteous m judg- 
ment, how overfowing with sympathy 4 “But, do 
we adapt the means neressary to inform those to 
whom we ate indebted? None. fone applies 
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whom we know to be entitled, do we make his 
way easy by spreading before him the knowledge 
in our hands, and expressing our gratification at 
an ability to render to him this tribute of a grate- 
ful country to the patriotism and worth of his 
ancestor? No, sir. It is notorious that we 


conceal the information, and that we resort to į 


every conceivable quibble to defeat, and hinder, 


and delay, the establishment of these claims upon | 


the treasury. The difficulty of obtaining justice 
at the- bureaus of your departments has. become 
proverbial—the administration of the laws is offen- 
sive and absurd, and the liberality of the country, 
evinced by acts of Congress designed to be con- 
strued so as to.embrace all who have served in her 
wars, is turned to apparent meanness by the 
manner in which those laws are executed. Sir, I 
am no advocate for carelessness in the dispen- 
sation of these bounties, but 1 would at least 
have justice administered under our laws with- 
out delay and with a uniform and even hand. 
You and I, though representing each more 
than a hundred thousand of our countrymen, 
are told that itis ‘against regulations” to open 
the revolutionary rolls to examination; yet we 
see the very information we seek reduced to a 
science upon the books of claim-agents who swarm 
around the Treasury and hang upon the depart- 
ments. They come here from a distance as regu- 
larly as do the members of Congress; they gather 
information by means we know not of, and scat- 
tering through the interior they hunt up heirs and 
widows and old soldiers, and drive hard bargains. 
Few of these persons know anything of their 
rights—you take no pains to inform them—you 
pass liberal Jaws, and then use no means to see 
that they are carried out in the spirit which en- 
acted them, while speculators grow wealthy upon 
the interests you fail to protect and live upon the 
ignorance you assist to preserve. Sir, a poor man 
anda citizen, whose residence is at a distance, can- 
not penetrate the mystery which enshrouds your 
Pension Office. If he comes here amidst the lab- 
yrinth of your accounting offices, he thinks him- 
self well off if he gets out alive. 

I desire to have the list of pensioners printed, and 
to stop the system that is prevalent. It is painful 
to observe the tendency of affairs; and, so fur as 
I am concerned, | will lend every energy I possess 
to correct the evil. 

I offer this amendment, sir: That the document 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, with 
instructions to print five thousand copies of the 
same, 


Mr. CLINGMAN. My object in rising, is | 


simply to move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, is out of order. The 
question before the Honse is not upon the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Printing, but upon the 
motion to refer it to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. My object was, to ap- 
ply it to the motion to print. 

The SPEAKER. It will apply to the several 
motions which have been made in their order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Then, with the permission 
of my friend from Kentucky, I will renew the mo- 
tion which he made, and then renew the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he wovid suggest a modi- 
fication of the resolution. If they were to have a 
vote upon the printing at all, he hoped the docu- 
ment would be protected from the persons who 
would be hovering about it during the process of 
printing. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said, if the gentleman would 
suggest a modification, he would accept it with 
great pleasure. 

Mr. VENABLE desired to know from the 
Chuir whether the document contained a list of 
the persons who were entitled to pensions? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the very object of 
referring it was, that the committee should inquire 
into its contents. The Chair had not examined 
it, but had brought it before the House, in order 
that this very information might be obtained by 
the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he took it for granted, 
that the committee to whom the document might 
be referred, would take such course as would 
meet the views of the gentleman from Ohio. His 
motion was simply to refer it to the Committee on 


| for the pissage of a Jaw permitting plank for thec 


= 
Printing, with instructions to have 5,000 copies 
printed. He would now move the previous ques- 
tion. 

‘The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be now 

ut, i. 

The question being put upon the reference to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, it was 
negatived. 

The question recurring on the motion to refer 
to the Committee on Printing, it was put and 
carried in the affirmative. 

So the document was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

On mation, 

The House then adjourned. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

By Mr. DUER: Bill to provide for the settlement of the 
boundary of Texas, and to authonze the peopie of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Uaion on an equal 


| footing with the original States. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of M. Frank and 89 oth- 
ers, citizens of the city of Kenaha, in the Sate of Wiscon- 
sin, praying Congress to pass a joint resolution anthorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to order one of the national ves- 
scls across the Atlantic, to transport such delegates as may 
go from this country to attend the Peace Convention, to be 
held at Frankfort, Germany, in August next. 

Also, the petition of Jobn R. Kendell and 29 others, citi- 
zens ot Burlington, in the same State, for the same object. 

Also, the peution of William H. Pettit and others, citizens 
of Walworth county, in the same State, praying for tue ad- 
mission of California, &e. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Sauk county, in the same 
State, praying Congress to abolish flogging in the American 
navy. 

Also, the petition of William D. Potter, of Waukesha 
county, in the saing State, in favor of cheap postage. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Rosendale, in the same | 


State, tor the establishment and protection of freedom inthe 
territories. 

Al:o, a petition of the same against the admission of any 
more slave Siates, 

Also, a petition of the same, in favor of securing to alleged 
fugitives the right of trial by jury. 

Also, a petition of the same, for the repeal of all laws en- 
acted or adoped by Congress fir wie support of slavery in 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a petition of Erastus Dean and others, of Rock 
county, in the same State, authorizing the Secretary of ihe 
Navy to order one of the national vessels to transport across 
the Atlantic such delegates as may go from this country to 
attend the Peace Convention, to be holden at Frankfort, in 
Germany, in August next. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of E. W. Jackson and 
104 other citizeas of Auburn, Massachusetts, praying fora 
national ship to convey delegates to the Peace Convention 
in Germany. 

Also, the petition of Seth Drew and 42 other citizens of 
Kingston, Massachusetts, praying for the same object, 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A memorial of the people of Minneso- 
ta and Oregon ‘Territories, praying thatthe Legislative As- 
semblies of said Territories be allowed to prolong their next 
annual session to a period of ninety days, 

Atso; a memorial of the people of Minnesota Territory, 
praying Congress to place the school lands at the disposal 
ofthe Legisiative Assembly so far as to allow said body to 
rent them. 

By Mr. KING, of Rhode Island: The petition of Albert 
G. Cook and others, citizens of Portsmouth, Rhode Isiand, 
praying for cheap postage. 

By Mr. DUER: The petition of H. Fitzhugh and others, 
citizens of Oswego, New York, praying for the passage of a 
law allowing American-built vessels, that by any means may 
have become the property of foreigners, or obtained a foreign 
registry, to be registered in this countryas American vessels 
upon their again becoming the property of American citi- 
zens. 

Also, the petition of A. E. Pardee and 449 others, pray 


tion of plank-reads to be imported from Canada free of duty. 

By Mr. CARTTER: The petition of Jacob Jones and 
others, praying the establishment of a mail-route from Can- 
ton to Darlington, Ohio. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The petition of General Stephen 
Hoyt, of Bradford, New Hampshire, praying for a graut of 
land in California to himself and other heirs of Stephen 
Hoyt, deceased, a soldier of the revolutionary army. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of A. Balliet and 40 


others, citizens of Carbon county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
i 


an increase of duty on iron. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of John Shields and 
others, citizens of Caitsvitle, Mahoning county, Ohio, pray- 
ing Congress to repeal all laws enacted by Congress by 
which slavery or the slave trade is authorized or sanc- 
tioned in the city of Washington or the District of Colum- 
bia, and that in the event of their non-repeal, the seat of 
Government be removed to some more suitable location. 

Also, the petition of James M. Wilson and others, citi- 
zens of Caitsvile, Mahoning county, Ohio, praying that no 
State be hereafter admitted into the Union unless the con- 
stitution of such State shall expressly prohibit slavery within 
its limits. 

Aisy, the petition of Moses Hutson and others, citizens of 
Caitsville, Mahoning county, Ohio, praying Congress to 


secure the right of jury trial to all fugitive slaves before they 
are delivered up to tie claimant. A 

Also, the petition of John Shields and others, citizens of 
Caitsville, Mahoning county, Ohio, praying that slavery and 
the slave trade may be expressiy prohibited by act of Con- 
gress in all the territories of the United States 

By Mr. COLE: The petition of Benjamin L. Purdy and 
others, citizens of Wisconsin, praying Congress to extend 
the present mail-route from Milwaukie and Fort Winnebago 
to Barraboo, Sauk county. 

Also, the petition of E. M. Sexton and 96 others, citizens 
of Wisconsin, asking Congress 10 establish a mail-route 
from Highland via Reedsburg to Grand Rapids. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Pour petitions of citizens of 
the State of Wisconsin, praying for the right of trial by 
jury to persons claimed as fugitive slaves; the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia; the prohibition of 
slavery in the United States territories, and remonstrating 
ee the admission of any more slave States into the 

nion. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: The petition of Nicholas Borl- 
rin for coufirmation of tand titie. è 

By Mr. WENTWORTH : The petition of citizens of 
Milton, Du Page county, Hiinois, praying for the passage of 
an act to compensate the soldiers who served in the late war 
with Great Britain. 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Milton, Du Page county, 
in the State of Hinois, praying for the repeal of all jaws 
anthorizing slavery in the Distriet of Cohimbia; the pro- 
hibition of slavery in the United States territories; for the 
right of trial by jury for persons claimed as fugitive slaves; 
and remonsirating against the adinission of more new States, 
unless such State by its constitution expressly prohibit sla- 
very within its limits. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 60 citizens of Wayne 
county, Indiana, praying Congress to repeal all laws by 
which slavery or the slave trade is authorized in the Di 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of 61 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to provide a trial by jury in behalf of persons 
claimed as fugitive slaves. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspar, May 16, 1850. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution on the 2d 
instant, calling for detailed accounts of expendi- 
tures made in the erection of lighthouses at Bran- 
dywine Shoal, Delaware Bay, Carysfort Reef and 
Sand Key, Florida, and at Wangosheme, in Lake 


Michigan. Š 
On motion by Mr. MILLER, 


Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed, 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. DOWNS presented two memorials, numer- 


i ously signed by citizens of the District of Colum- 


bia, strongly urging a reorganization of the judicial 
system of said District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, additional documents relating to the claim 
of A. P. Brittingham; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. f 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Minnesota Territory, asking a grant of land for 
the purpose of constructing a magnetic telegraph 
in that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of the heirs 
of Rafael Garcia, asking compensation for the oc- 
cupation and use by the United States, as a mili- 
tary post during the Mexican war, of their property 
at Point Isabel, in Texas; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of the State of Alabama, asking a grant of 
land to the Tuscaloosa Plank Road Company to 
aid in the construction of their road; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of eight Atlan- 
tic and Pacific steam navigation companies and 
other citizens of the State of New York, asking 
that an examination may be instituted for the 
purpose of testing the merits of a process invented 
by Ralph Bulkey for extinguishing fires on board 
ships at sea; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Foxall 
A. Parker, an officer in the navy, asking the reim- 
bursement of certain unavoidable and extraordi- 
nary expenses incurred by him while in command 
of the East India squadron in the years 1843, 1844, 
and 1845; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a 
petition from citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, 
asking a reduction of the rates of postage; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

_Mr. DOUGLAS presented two memorials of 
citizens of the State of Illinois, asking a grant of 
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the right of way anda donation of land to the 
Terre, Haute and Alton Railroad Company in aid 
of the construction of their railroad; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr, DAWSON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Forsyth and other counties of Georgia, 
descendants of Cherokees, remonstrating against 
any legislative provisions by which the per capita 
allowance under the treaty may be set apart to pay 
their national debt; which was referred to the 
Commitee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. HALE presented a petition of Sylvester 
Smith and fifty-eight other citizens of Susquehan- 
nah county, Pennsylvania, asking for the repeal 
of all laws enacted or adopted by Congress for the 
support of slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
if not granted that the seat of Government may be 
removed. ; 
Also, from Edward J. Collins and seventy-four 
others, citizena of New Haven county, Connecti- 
cut; also, from William Jefts and ninety-eight 
others, of Middlesex county, Massachusetts; also, 
from Daniel Ballard and forty-five others, of Frank- 
lin county, in the same State; also, from Daniel 
_Chaffee and sixty others, of Hamden county, in 
‘the same State; also, from A. J. Fossard and 
twelve others, of Hillsboro’ county, New Hamp- 
- shire; also, from Israel Dill and thirty-two others, 
- of Knox county, Ohio; also, from George Rigby 
and sixty-one others, from Cumberland county, 
Maine; also, from Thomas Dutton and thirty-three 
others, from Adams county, Iflinois; also, from 
Luther Humphey and thirty-five others, of Cass 
county, Michigan; also, from Edward Palmer and 
fifty others, from Morris county, New Jersey; and ; 
also, from George S. Disney and sixteen otters, 
of Knox county, Ohio; all asking the same; all of 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SOULE presented a memorial of the corpo- 
rate authorities of Shrevesport, Louisiana, and of 
citizens of the same place, asking the establishment 
ofa marine hospital in that vicinity; which wag | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. H 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, i 
Ordered, That the petition of Parkinson Hocker, on the | 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, f 
Ordered, That the heirs of John Ireland have leave to 
withdraw their petition and papers. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 


Mr. BRADBURY. I am instructed by the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, to which was re- | 
ferred the bill authorizing the payment of interest 
upon the advances made by the State of Maine for 


a bill for the relief of Almanzer Houston; which 
was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from: ithe Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of Asa 
Andrews, asking the payment.of an amount found 
due him from the United States by a jury, submit- || 
ted an adverse report’on-the same; which waa or- 
dered to be printed: ` 

CIAS RESOLUTION. 

f The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Jones, was taken up and adopted: 

. i Resolved, That the Secretary of. the Interior furnish, or 
cause to be furnished for the use of the Senate, copies of 
the papers of the late Alexander Sanders, a Cherokee In- 
dian, who was wounded in the Creek war, and, in conse- 
quence thereof, claimed to he entitled to a pension under 


the Cherokee treaty of 1835; also, a copy of the decision ; 
of the Commissioner of Pensions disallowing the pension. 


PATENT LAWS. ` | 


The hour of half past twelve having arrived, the 
PRESIDING OFFICER stated the special order 
to be the consideration of the bill to promote the | 
progress of the useful arts. : 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- i 
mittee of the Whole— g i 

Mr. TURNEY said: This bill is very short, ti 
and I think will need little explanation, as 1 hope 
every Senator has examined it, and is prepared to 
ect rather than to talk about it. I desire to suggest |; 
one amendment in the tenth line of sixth section, jį 
which is, to strike out the word “ and” in that !! 
line. : 

The motion was agreed to. y 

Mr. TURNEY. I move to strike out the word i: 
“ any,” in the nineteenth line, and insert the word | 


ng) { 


i 
f 
l; 
H 


i 
If 


“ a 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. TURNEY. I now move to strike out th 
whole of the eight section, and insert the follow 
ing: 
i That in all applications to Congress or to the Paten 
| Office for an extension of any patent, or an addition to it, or ; 
| reissue of the same, the applicaut shail give netice of such | 
intended application for three wecks.in three daily paper: 
printed and published in the city of Washington; the firs 
publication of which shall be made at least sixty days before | 
such application for an extension, addition, or reissue 3 and | 
any patent, extension, addition, or reissue obtained in con |: 
travention of this section shall be null and void.” 


Mr. BADGER. [would like to hear the sec- i 
tion read in connection with the amendment. 

Mr. TURNEY. The only difference between 
the section in the bill and the amendment is this: |: 
the section in the bill requires that, when any ap 
plication is made to Congress, this notice shall be | 
given; the amendment requires that the application | 
shall be made to the Patent Office as well as to | 
| Congress. That is the only alteration. H 


Mr. BADGER. Iam satisfied with it. 


the use of the United States Government, in the 
protection of, the northeastern frontier, to report 
back the same without amendment, and recom- 
mend its passage. 

Mr. President, I desire to say that this bill rests | 
ona principle which Congress has repeatedly re- 
cognized. Whena State has been: compelled to 
pay interest on moneys expended for the use and 
benefit of the United States, or in expenses which 
the Federal Government has reimbursed under its 
constitutional obligations to afford protection 
azainst invasion, Congress has uniformly provided 
for the repayment of the interest. Claims of this 
character have been allowed to several States—to 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, South Carolina, and Alabama; and in 
the act of August 5, 1790, provision is made for 
such payment to the thirteen original States. The 
clains in this case rests also on thertreaty of Wash- 
ington, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. [have ho doubt 
| that this will be a proper rule if it can be enforced | 
equitably. I doubt, however, the propriety of ap- i 
plying the same rule to the application for a patent |, 
| asfora reissue. In the reissue of the patent there : 
| are involved many modifications and specifications 
of the original patentyand it is restricted to so modi- |; 
fyi i 

tained in the original draught or discovery. 
further modifies the rules of the Patent Office so as 
to require that it shall be done within two years, 
the same time that it is permitted an individual to 
use a machine before he takes out a patent. The 
reissue, under the rales of the Patent Office,’l think, 
with great deference to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who can make any correction he pleases, 
stands upon the same footing as the original grant 
of the patent; and I do not see why a public notice 
of an application for a reissue or modification 


ng and specifying as to cover nothing not con- | 
el This | 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to allow the payment 
of interest to the State of Georgia for advances 
made for the use of the United States in the sup- 
pression of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee 
Indians, in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838, reported 
back the same without amendment, and recom- 
mended its passage. 

Mr. B. remarked that the bill was the same in 
principle as that just reported by the honorable 
Senator fram Maine, [Mr. Brapgury.] 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post j 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the | 
| petition of Almanzer Houston, asking compensa- | 

tion for carrying the mail, submitted a report, } 
which was ordered to be printed, accompànied by 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


should be given in the manner specified in the 
amendment. 4 

Mr. TURNEY. This I regard as a very im- 
portant amendment, with respect to extending the 
patent laws, Tue party, for instance, obtains a 
patent, and subsequently an improvement Is made 
to the invention—often by the original inventor him- 
self, or the patentee, and frequently by others. 
When this important improvement is discovered, 
although it may be made by others than the origin- 
al inventor, the original inventor applies for a re- 
issue of the patent, so as to embrace the improve- 
ment, claiming it as his own; whereas, In trath and 
in fact, he is not entitled to it. Patents are origin- i 
| ally issued without giving notice to the public, y 
and if the reissue should be be made without | 
giving notice to the public, it will be as it has |; 


and contest it and defend their right to it. 


atit. J 
i for the 


| tute. 


fi 
i been heretofore. 


en Frauds ' of this déeseription | 
will be practiced upon the community, by. the 
patentee- being enabled to apply for and obtain 
a reissue of a patent, including certain improve- 
ments not embraced in the original’ schedule; 
whereas, if he was required to give this. pgblic 
notice, individuals, who are in point of ‘fact ‘the 
authors of this improvement, will come. forward 
Inds to 
prevent many ‘lawsuits, and to: preserve: to'those 
who use the improvement the right to-do so, which 
is the object of this amendment: “If adopted it will - 
prevent fraud and save litigation, I think*:andeit 
will be for the advantage of the patentee himself, : 


| and most assuredly for the advantage of those in- 


terested against the patent. That provision is im- 
tended mainly to guard the interests of those ad- 
verse to the patent. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. f helieve that the 


: chairman of the Committee on Patents and myself 


are aiming’at the same end. The only difference 


i between us is that we take different means to arrive 


I do not think this amendment will operate 
benefit of -the patentee. The patentee, - 
though he may be a good inventor, is not unfre- 
quently a very bad lawyer, and thus may: draw up 


| his specifications very defectively, so that he may 


have omitted some part of the invention. In such 
a case some sharper person, seeing this; comes to 
the Patent Office and obtains a patent for an im- 
provement of. the original invention pand sin. this 


| way secures to himself the benefit of that which 
| the Jaw intended should go to the original inventor 


and patentee. If he comes in for the benefit of an 
additional discovery, then arises the case of the 
Senator from Tennessee. Ìn that case he would ‘be 
subject to the stringent rules to which the original 
application was subjected. If the inventoreomes to 
ask for any addition to that for which he originally 
received a patent, and ary one else should in the 


l; mean time have discovered it, he would be debarred 


from obtaining his patent. 

Mr. BADGER. [think the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will see, on a moment’s reflection, that there 
is a propriety in the amendment suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents. It istrue, 
ashe states, that although a man may bea good | 
inventor, he may be a bail lawyer, and may draw 
up his specifications in such a clumsy ‘manner aa 


; not to include that to which he hada right. But 
` then, on the other band, it may happen that an‘in- 


ventor, under pretence of amending his original 


i specification, may afterwards obtain:an adition 
to his patent for something which was notin the 


original idea, and for which he was not, therefore, 
entitled toa patent. I think, therefore, that no- 
tice ought to be given, in order to have the right 


© contested. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 


i T would ask that the section of the present patent 


law which relates to that subject be read. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is the 13th section, 
and I am about to read it. I should be very glad, 


i sir, if the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Turner] 
; would consent to a division of the question, so'as 
: to have it taken in the first place upon striking out 


the section to which he proposes to offer a substi- 
I shall go with’ him for striking out the 
clause; but, after it is stricken out, I will not go 
with him to put in what he offers; but instead of 
that, I shall propose to put in a clause repealing 
he 13th section of the act of 1836, which lies at _ 
he foundation of all the difficulty. Now, sir, E 
wish to read that section, and to show what, if my 
nformation is correct, has been the practice-under 


‘it, leading to the most abominable frauds, and 


laying the foundation of a great deal of litigation, 
ome of which is now going on in my own section 


i of the country, and about which i have received 


etters. Fhe section reads thus: 


“Sec. 13. And be it further enacte?, That whenever any 
patent which has beretofore been granted, or which shalt 
hereafter be granted, shall he inoperative or invalid, by reas 
son of a defective or insuficient description or specification, 
or by reason of the patentee claiming in his specification, as 
his own invention, more than he bad or shall bave a right 


i to cizim as new, if the error has or shall have arisen by in- 


advertency, accident, or mistake, and without any frandu- 
lent or deceptive intention, itshall be Jawil for ine Gom- 
missioner, Upon the surrender to him afsneh patent, and he 
payment of the further duty of fifteen dollars, to cause anew 


; patent to be issued to the said inventor for the same Fiven- 
: tion, for the residue of the period then unexpired farsvhich 


the original patent was granted, in accordance with the 
patentee’s corrected description and specification. And in 
case of his death, or any assignment ‘by him’ made of the 
original patent, a similar righi shall vest in bis-exeentors, 
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administrators, or assignees. And the patent so reissued, 
10 ether with the earrect-d description and specifications, 
shall have the same eff. et and operation in taw, on the trial 
ofall actions hereatter commenced for causes subvequently 
averniag, as though the same bad been originally filed in 
gueh enrrected forin, before the is:uing of the original 
patent’? - A 

There lies the foundation, sir, of all the diffi- 
culty. i 7 

Mr. TURNEY. Will thr Senator allow me to 
ask him to turn for a moment to another section of 
that act? He will find that this reissued patent is 
only to take effect from its date, and is not to affeet 
any pending action, or anything that may be in 
operation at the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have turned my atten- 
tion to that, and examined it carefully. Here is 
the difieulty. You issue a patent, and after it has 
been issued, the patentee gnes to the Patent Office, i 
and files a number of new specifications, embracing 
a great deal of matter which was not inserted in 
the original patent, and he does this upon the 
ground that he omitted to insert these specifications | 
in his original application through inadvertence or 
mistake; and then, when he has amended his 
patent in this way, you give ita retroactive opera- 
tion, according to the express language of the act 
of 1836, nnd make it vald from the original date. 
The consequence of this is, in practice, that every 
individual who sees any improvement made that 
he thinks he can embrace by a new specification, 
by this practice, es | am informed, surrenders his 
old patent, gives it up, and in his new patent in- 
gerts the new specifications which have heen 
bronght to his mind by the inventions or improve- 
ments of others, gets them inserted in the new 
patent, and then, under the clause which I have 
read, claims by that retroactive force these new 
ivnrovements as being his from the beginning. 
Then, sir, he turns round and sues everybody who 
may fave n ade these improvements on his original 
invention, and, by the decision of the court, I be- | 
lieve, obtains an injunction hy virtue of the retro- 
active effect of the act of 1836. ! 

_ Now, sir, it does seem to me that the true way 
to correct the evil is not in the manner that this 
bill attempts to correct it; for, if I have time, I 
will endeavor to show the® objection to it. The 
true mode of correcting the evil is not in the way | 
this bill proposes, but this is the way to do it: 
Le: esery patentee stand upon his original patent, | 
and, if he says that he has made any improvements, 
or if he says that any mistake has been committed 
by whieh something was omitted in his original 
patent, let him aprly the ordinary course, and get 
a new patent for this improvement or invention 
which he has made. Now, what objection can 
there be to that? Jf you will repeal the thirteenth 
section of the act of 1836, which I propose to do, 
by inserting a clause to that effect, should the Sen- 
ate agree to strike out the clause proposed ta be 
stricken out by the Senator from Tennessee, you 
will then leave the inventor, if he makes any im- ° 
provements, to apply at the Patent Office to get a | 
new parent for these improvements, which will | 
not bave a retroactive effect, enabling them there- ; 
by to cover the inventions of other persons, l 

Lam tald tnat Mr. Morse, in regard to his inven- | 
tion, has made twa surrenders, and got two new | 
and retroactive patents, going back to the original 
uate of his invention, and covering, as [am told, 
inventions mide hy others. J am also told that 
the celebrated Wood worth patent, about which we 
have had many speeches in the other branch of 
Congress, some of which I looked into, kas been 
re:ssued time and again, embracing everyhody’s 
improvements: and by virrue of this law, having | 
a retroactive effect from the date of the original : 
patent, you cannot prevent frauds of this sort. | 
And tam told that the Commissioner of Patents 
acts upon the idea, that ifa thing is proved to him 
by anybody to have been his invention, he goes | 
upon that proof, without contrasting it with the 
counter proof which may be bronght to show that | 
the person is not the real inventor of the improve- | 
ment which he wants to cover by his amended pa- : 
tent. Now, it does seem to me, if] am notgreatly 
nisinformed in regard to the facts, that the true way 
of remedying this evil is, to repeal the thirteenth | 
section af the act of 1836, and then let every im- : 
prover to an orginal invention take outa patent for | 
his improvement. He will thsn stand upon the | 
proper foundation; he will then stand where every- ; 
body else stands and he will not then be permit- | 
ted to avail himself of the labors and discoveries ; 


of others, by slipping them into an amendment to 
his patent. 

One remark more, sir, and I have done, Under : 
the act of 1836, ifan inventor claimed more than : 


he was entitled to, by inserting in his patent or |; 


claiming that which he was not entitled to, it viti- 


ated the patent, and there was great danger that it i 
Bati 
i takes under which all.the frauds are committed. 
the act of 1836; to this extent, by a subsequent |; 


would be regarded by the courts as a nullity. 
inventors have been relieved from the operation of 


statute which provides, in substance, that if there | 
be any error or mistake in the original patent, it 


shall not interfere with what justly and properly i 
belongs to the patentee, and of which he is the true || 


inventor, but he may relinquish that which he 
ought not to have inserted in his original patent, 
and, upon the relinquishment, the original patent 
is only for what the patentee really is the inventor 
of, and to which he is entitled. Thatis all ric bt, 
and justasitshould be. The subsequent act, thus 
amending the act of 1836, secures to every invent- 
or that which properly belongs to him, and if my 
amendment prevails, you willonly throw upon him | 
the necessity of getting a new patent every time | 
he makes any discovery. i 

Now, sir, there is only one possible objection, | 
as I conceive, that can be made to this course, 
and | beg to anticipate it, in case any Senator 
should be relying on it. It will be said that) 
under the act of 1836, you only allow these retro- 
active patenis, as | may call them, by the surren- 
der of the old and the taking out of a new one, in 
case of inadvertency or mistake, of some oversight 
or unintentional omission. Now, the complaint 
of the country is, that these renewed patents are 
not founded on oversights, are not founded upon 
omiasions, are not founded apon things which have 
been invented by the patentee, but that they are 
founded upon inventions or improvements, which 
the patentee is not the author of, and thus he in- 
terferes with the labors of others. The only effect 
of my amendment will be, to make men a little 
more cautious in taking out their patents. I do | 
not myself believe that patentees are so very neg- 
ligent in the description of their inventions that 
they cannot in the first instance set out pretty 
clearly what they are entitled to; and if they are | 
so very incorrect in their language, and will not 
apply to any of the gentlemen who set up signs 
around the Patent Office to get a proper descrip- 
tion, it is their negligence in not doing it, and | 
would visit that negligence on their own heads, 
and not give them an opportunity of interfering 
with others. My plan is to hold them to the 
original specifications, and if they find afterwards 
that the original specifications do not embrace 
everything which they are entitled to, let them go: 
to the Patent Office and obtain a new patent; but the 
plan of this bill is to make them geta new patent | 
and give ita retroactive effect. Now Iam opposed 
to that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


Do Į understand l 
the Senator from Kentucky to say that the act of 
1836 gives to new inventions this retroactive | 
effect? - | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD.. I think so. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam sorry that I cannot put that ; 
construction on it; for l had thought that the | 
Senator and myself were on the same side in rela | 
tion to this matter. I will read him the last para- | 
graph of the 13:h section. After providing for | 
reissue, cases of defective specifications under the | 


rules of the Patent Office, requiring that in cases of i! 


compositions or machines the model and compo 
sition deposited shall contain everything which is 
called for in the specification, it comes to the case 


<¢ Whenever the original patentee shall be desirous of add- ! 


i 

ji 

which the Senator from Kentucky has argued: |! 

|| aries. 

ing the description and specification of any new improve- |! 
ment of the original invertion of discovery. which shall have ij 
i 


been myented or discovered by him sub= 
of his pateut, he may, Hke pi 


quent Lo the date 
ceedings being had in all re- 
speets as in the ease of original applications, and on the 
payment of a dollars, as hereinbefure provided, have 
the sume annexed to the orisinal deseription and specifica- | 
tion; and the Commissioner shall certify, onthe margin of 
sneh annexed description and <pecification, the time of its 
being annexed and r corded; and the same shall thereafter : 
[not heretofore} have the same effect in law, to all intents 
and purposes, as though ithad been embraced in the original 
descripuon and specification.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will my friend allow | 


it; perfactly so, but it does not touch the case l; 
supposed. He must take the whole clause, if he j; 


pleases. He has taken up only one matter em- 
braced in that clause. He has taken the case 
where a man makes a new invention and wishes 
to amend an old invention. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 thought that was the point 
_ under discussion. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. He has left out all in- 
‘advertencies and accidental omissions; all the mis- 


Mr. DAVIS. 
i Senator. ; : 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg leave to explain, 
if the honorable Senator will allow me. 
Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. l will give way for 


Oh! idid not understand the 


i! an explanation. 


i| Mr. UNDERWOOD. `] did not read atall that 


part of the clause which the honorable Senator has 
| read. 1 have read it many times, but [did not 
i read it now, because it does not tie at the founda- 
tion of this evil. The gentleman should have read 
the foregoing part of the section. I will read it 
for him: 

« And the patent sn reissued, together with the corrected 
description or specification, shall have the same effect and 
operation in all actions hereafter commenced, aud for 
causes subsequently accruing, as though the same had been, 
originally filed,” &e. 

The gentleman, if he recollects my argument, 
will see that it applied to cases got up under this 
provision of the 13th section, and not under the © 
latter description of cases where a new invention 
has been. made. j 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator’s 
argument, then, went to cases of a patentee steal- 
ing the inventions of others who were in his neigh- 
barhood. I did not so understand him; but I did 
suppose, what the Senator admits, that he had not 
read the last paragraph of section 13, and I thought 
i that if he had read it he would never have made 
‘such an argument. For it is for cases of new in- 
ventions or discoveries alone that provision is made 
in the last paragraph of section 13; all that precedes 
it relates to the correction of the specification of 
things originally discovered; and if they were not 
original discoveries, | ask the Senator, does he sup- 
pose that by any law he can guard more efficiently 
against frauds by patentees than can the examiners 
in the Patent Office, who have the madels, compo- 
sitions, or drawings, as the case may be, before 
them, and with whom it is the business of hfe to 
learn what is in the original patent; whether the in- 
vention is new, whether the specification is defec- 
| tive; or whether an additional specification covers 
anything not coniained in the original patent ? 

Mr. TURNEY. I promised yesterday that if 
this bill was made the special order for this morn- 
ing, it should be postponed if not disposed of at 
the hour for proceeding to the regular order of the 
day. That hour has now arrived, and | therefore 
move that the further consideration of this subject 
be postponed until to-morrow at haif-past 12 
o’clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask my friend from 
| Tennessee to allow me two or three minutes to 
reply to the Senstor from Mississippi. 

Mr. TURNEY. I am equally desirous of re- 
plying myself, but I must press my motion. 

The further consideration of the question was 
| then postponed until to-morrow at half past twelve 
| o’clock. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order of the day, being the bill to 
admit California as a State into the Union, to_ es- 
‘tablish territorial governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
establishment of her wes.ern and northern bound- 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
the amendment which 1 offered yesterday, and 
|! which t endeavored to explain, having, as it seems 
‘to me, been misconceived, and not wishing to make 
a contest upon the terms—secking the object which 
l avowed in the remarks I made, and having for 


‘the present, at least, no other purpose than that 


which | avowed, and which I still believe to be 


' the plain intent of the amendment which i offered 


yesterday—lt will, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate, offer a substitute for the amendment I offered, 
leaving in the bill all which it now contains, but 
adding in the sixth line, after the word “ slavery,” 
a proviso which affects that clause, I send the 
pubie to the Secretary in order that it may be 
read. 


1850. 


follows: 
“ Sec. 10. And he it further enacted, That. the tlegi-lative 


The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote with 
the majority? 
i Mr. DUER. There waz no division; Í do not 


| 


power of said terriory shail extend to at rightful subjeets of 1) know that Í vated at all. ` 


Jegi-lation consistent with the Coustitation of the United 
Suites and the provisions of this act; but no law shall be 
pared interfering with the primary disposal of the soil, nor 
in respect to African slavery. No tax shall be imposed upon 
the propery of the United States,” &c. 

Mr. Davis yesterday proposed to strike out the 
words “in respect to African slavery,” and to in- 
sert the words: 


“With those rights of property which grow out of thein- 


* 


stitution of Afriean slavery, as it exists in any of the States | 


of the Union.” 


He now modifies that amendment. by restoring 
the section to its original state, and after the word 
t slavery’? propases to add the following: 


“ Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall 
be so construed as to prevent the territorial legislature from 
passing such police or other laws, or providing such reme- 
die=, as may protect the owners of African slaves in said 
territory, or who may remove to said territory. in the enjoy- 
ment of sach rights as they may possess under the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States,” 


Mr. FOOTE. Before I commence the remarks 


which I in‘end to address to the Senate, in contin- | 


uation of those which | was making when the 
Senate adjourned yesterday, | wish to offer an 
amendment to the hill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
order to move any amendment until that which is 
now before the Senate be disposed of. 

Mr. FOOTE. Then {give notice that when the 
proper time arrives, I shall move to amend the 
tenth section in the sixth line. [The terms of the 
amendment we were not able to obtain.] 

Mr. CLEMENS. 1 wish alsa to give notice of 
my intention to offer the following amendment: 


Strike out of the 39th section, from the 8th to the 22d 
Jine inclusive, and insert: 

ist, The bound «ies of the said State of Texas shall he 
confirined and acknowledged as settied by her law o timits, 

assed by her Conuress in 1836, and the sovereignty over 
the whole of the territory included in said boundary shall 
be reserved absolutely to the said Sta e of Texas. 

691, That, for the safety and comfort of the white in- 
habitants, and to enable the Government of the United 
States the better to repress Indian depredations, and other- 
wise control them in suchimanner as the peace of the 


country may require, the various Indian tribes within said |} 
Suate shalt be collected and removed to that part of the | 
State of Texas which lies north of the 34th parallel of north | 


Jatitndes and such collection and removal sball be made 


under the authority and at the expense of the United |! 


States.” 

I wish the amendment now to be laid upon the 
table, and I give notice that I shall offer it at the 
appropriate time. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama be printed, as it appears to 
me to be a very important amendment. 

The motion to print was agreed to. : 

: Mr. FOOTE then resumed and concluded the 
speech which he began yesterday. [His speech 
will be found in the Appendix. } 


Mr. CLEMENS next proceeded to address the , 
Senate, and in the course of his remarks various | 


explanations were made by Mr. FOOTE and Mr. 
DAVIS, of Mississippi. 

Withoutconcluding, Mr. CLEMENS gave way 
for a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
Executive business. 

After which, the Senate adjourned to Monday 
next, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frwar, May 17, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. DANIEL rose and addressed the Chair. 
RECIPROCITY AND FREE NAVIGATION. 


Mr. DUER rose, he said, to a privileged ques- i 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


York will state his question. 


Mr. DUER said, he would move to reconsider į! 
the vote by which the bill yesterday reported from |; 


the Committee on Commerce, relative to recipro- 
city in trade wath Canada and to the free navigation 
of the St. Lawrence, was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


sidered now, but that ithe over. 


He made a similar motion relative to the refer- | 


ence of the President’s message on the same sub- 
, Ject—which motion he wished disposed of in the 
same way. 


Tt is not inj 


He.: 
did not propose to ask that the motion be con- ; 


i| Mr. PRESTON KING. Was not the same 
| motion made yesterday by-my colieague? [Mr. 
ji Rumsey. ae ee 

i. The SPEAKER: The motion was made by 
i the gentleman from New York, and withdrawn, 

i The motions to reconsider were entered on the 
Journal, and lie over. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL resumed the floor, and moved 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
|! the Whole on the state of the Union, for the con- 
| sideration of the bills on the Private Calendar. 


| REPORT ON THE GA4LPHIN CLAIM. 
i 
| 


Mr. BURT rose (he sai) 10 a question which 
might be a privileged question. He desired to 
| make a report from the select committee, raised 
| at the instigation of the Secretary of War, to in- 
i vestigate the conduct of that officer, and other cir- 
| cumstances connected with the allowance of the 
|| Galphin claim. 

Mr. DANIEL with irew his motion. 

Mr. BURT askeu tor the decision of the Speaker 
upon the point, whether the report he proposed to 
make was not a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the report of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is in order as a privileged question, 

Mr. BURT. I am directed, Mr. S; eaker, to 
make to the House the following report. | ieel it 
my duty to say to the House that upon the resolu- 
tions reported to the House, the entire committee 
have not heen able to agree; and upon certain 
questions, and particularly those which relate to 
the payment of the principal and interest of that 
claim, a diversity of opinion exists in the com- 
mittee. A majority of the committee not being 
‘able to agree upon any argument, gentlemen have 

prepared written arguments In support of the con- 
, clusions to which they havecome. Iam instructed 
: by the committee to ask that the House adopt the 
resolutions which E now send to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 

Carolina reports the following resolution from the 
|i select committee: 
Resolved, That the written arguments of the different 
| members of Ue committee on the subject of the payment 
of the principal and interest of the claius of the representa- 
lives of George Galphin be printed. 

l ask (said Mr. B.) the adoption of that resolu- 
tion by the House. lam instructed by the com- 
mittee further to ask that their report be laid on 
the table and be printed; and, as soon as the re- 
port and docdments which accompany it, shall be 
i printed, the committee will feel it their duty to 
move that they be taken up for the purpose of 
being referred or considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be on lay- 
ing the reports of the majority and minority of the 
committee on the Speaker's table, and ordering 
them to he printed. 

Mr. CONGER desired to inquire when it would 
be in order to take up the report if it were now 
laid on the table as proposed by the chairman of 
the Committee? 

The SPEAKER replied, that in the opinion of 
the Chair it would be in order to cali it up at any 
ume as 4 privileged question. 

Mr. CROW ELL said he would like to hear the 
report read, 

The SPEAKER stated that it was very iong. 

Mr. CARTTER said he would hke to hear the 
report read, and asked if it was not in order to 
have it read before the House proceeded to dis- 
cuss It. 

The SPEAKER said, if the reading was insisted 
on he would put the question to the House whether 
l! it should be read or not. 

The report presented by Mr. Bert, which was 
signed by himself and Mr. Jackson, concluded as 
follows: : 

‘The committee have thus performed all the duties im- 
posed on them py the House, excepling those which relate 
to the payment of the principal and interest of the clan 
under consideration. On that sabjeet they have come 0 
the conclusion expressed in the following resolutions, 
H whieh they recommend the House to adopt: 
lst. Resolred, ‘That the claim of the representatives of 
| George Galphia was not a just demand agaiuct the United 
States. 
avn Resolved, That the act of Cangress made it the duty 
$; of the Secretary of the Treasury te pay the principal of said 


claim, and it was therefore paid, “in conformity with law 
and precedent.” peas X Paas 
j} 3d. Resolred, That the act aforesaid did norauthorize the 
Seeretary of the Tr asity to pay interest ousaid claimyaid 
its payment was hot “in-contormiy with law ‘or-pre 
dent.” : oe 
The statemert of facts contained. in this repor 
was agréed to by My. Burt, Mr, Breck, Mr: 
Conrap, Mr. Gainnecy. Mr. Jackson, and. Mre, 
James G. Kike; and disagreed to, in part, by: Mrs 
Disney, Mr.. Featherston, and Mr, Mann... 
The first resolution was agreed to by Mr BURT; 
Mr. Disney, Mr. Festnersron, Mr- JACKSON, 


RAD, Mr. Breck, Mr. Grinnerz, and Mr. Kine: 

Vhe second resolution was agred tò unani- 
mously. ; 

The third resolution was agreed to by Mr. Burt, 
Mr. Disney, Mr. Featuerston, Mr. Jacn-on, 
and Mr. Mann; and disagreed to by Mr. BRECK, 
Mr. Conrap, Mr. Griswece, and Mr. Kiye. - 

Mr. BRECK, from the same con-mitee,: pres 
sented an argument, conclud ng as follows: 


Ist. That the claim was just, and that the Government 
was under an equitable obligation to pay it, ° ieee 
Qt. That the interest, az weltas the principal, have been 
paid in conformity to law and precede tit, ` r 
The undersigned, as appears frou the report of the com. 
mittee, fully concur in the statement o! the facts Me rein, 
DANIEL BRECK, =) 
C. M CONRAD. 
JAMES G. KING, a 
JOSEPH GR.NAELL = 
Mr. DISNEY, from the. same committees pres 
sented an argument, signed by himself, Messrs. 
PeaTHerston, and Mann, concluding with the 
following, Viz: 
We recommend the adoption of the following 
resolutions: ` 
1. Resolved, That the claim of George Galphin was oné 
that the United States was derno obligation 10 pay priog 
to the passage of the act of bed, which awihorizea and re- 
quired the pay ment of the prinepad oniy. : 
2 Resolved, "Ihat the interest thereon was paid without 
autho of hiw or usage. Pa 
3 Resolved, Tuat Congress should pass a law prohibiting 
the payment of interest in any cawe, by any ciheer of the 
Government, Unless expressly cirected by law. ` 
4. Resolved, That Congress shonid pass n taw prohibiting 
any member of the Cabinet from decidite on & y ctam Gr 
demand against be Governine nt, iu which any other mt m- 
wer of the same Cabinet shall be inter sted, while they may 
be thus a-socimed together in the adimisietration of the 
Government. OF 
5. Resolved, That we recon:mend the passage of ataw 
making final the decisions made by the heads.ot the difler- 
ent departments, and regulating the right of appeal, &c. 


The SPEAKER stated that he understood the 
motion of the gentleman from South Carolina | Mr. 
Burt] to be to print the several reports and.ac- 
compauiying documents, aud not that they be laid 
on the tab'e, but be placed on the Speaker's table, 
where they could te called up at any time by the 
vote of a majority of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor, and (amid 
varius interruptions on points of order) proceeded 
to address the House—in remarks, a report af 
which is necessarily deferred, but will appear in 
the Appendix. : 

He discussed at length the history of the Gals 
phin claim, and gave it from 1773 up to 1848, when 
it got though Congress in Aueust, on the last 
night of the session, The principal, he contended, 
was never due from the United States; and if due 
from any quarter, due from the State of Georgia, 
But Georgia had never acknowledged it; ou the 
contrary, repudiaied it m every form, Mr, 
Walker paid the principal late in February, 1649, 
and leftthe interest as a legacy of nuschief to the 
‘inroming Administration. The principal. was 
i 43,518 97: the interest $191.352 69 cents, from 
“Jane, 1475. That principal and that interest, Mr. 
i B. contended, were both wrongfully paid; and as 
i to the interest, he cited the authority ef Attorneys 
i General Wirt, Legare, Critter den, and of Compe 
i troller Whittlesey. He then went on to discuss 
| Mr. Crawford’s connectiohgsith the claim, and 
cited Mr. Monroe’s aathoriy to show that. the 
connection of an executive officer witha claim was 
impreper. He then vindicated the President from 
any responsibilty in allowing the interest, ` 
i Before the hour allotted to Mr. Erooxs, had ex: 
pired, Mr. B having referred to the nnpossipuduy 
| of presenting the whole case to the House within 
j 


ii the hour to which he was limited ty the rule: : 
Mr. SWEETSER moved that the rules be sus< 
pended, for the purpose of allow ing the gentleman 
to present his whole argument. es 
The SPEAKER said, that no motion to suspend 
the rules was in order to-day... 3 


H 
i 


| 
il 


and-Mr. Mann; and dixeyreca to by, Mr Coys | 
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Mr. B. proceeded with his remarks. 

The hour having expired, 

Mr. BURT, chairman of the select committee 
on the Galphin claim, obtained the floor. He || 
said that, after the remarks which had been made 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] | 
he (Mr. B.) was sure that -the House would see | 
the necessity, not only in justice to the committee 
itself, but toa correct understanding of the facts of | 
the case, that the report of the committee should ; 
be read. i 
ft is not for me (continued Mr. B.) to conjec- j: 

i 
| 
| 


ture to what sources the gentleman from New || 
York [Mr. Brooxs] may have applied himself for | 
the information which he has detailed here to-day. | 
It is enough for me to say, that in that labor of | 
love in which the gentleman says he has toiled | 
with so much zest, he has not had the aid of any ! 
member of the select committee. It is not for me, | 
I say, to conjecture whence the information which , 
the gentleman possesses was derived. But | sup- 
pose that gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
if they have as much penetration and sagacity as 
I attribute to them, will have no very great diffi- | 
culty in conjecturing and ascertaining what these | 
sources of information are. However that may | 
be, itis no concern of mine. It is not the concern 
or business of the committee, how the members’ 

_ of the Cabinet stood towards the President, or how | 
the President siands towards this claim. This is į 
a matter for the House and the country. I desire ! 
that the House and the country may know the | 
manner in which the committee has discharged its | 
duties; and { therefore move that the report of the 
committee be read. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. i hope that 
the other arguments, if not too long, willalso be 4 
read, 

Tne SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the reading of all the reports, of the majority and 
minority of the committee, is called for. 

[Cries over the House, ‘ Read all—read every- | 
thing.”’] 

Mr. BURT then ascended 
read the report, | 

[For the several reports, see Appendix.] {i 

‘The report having been read, ji 

Mr. MOREHEAD called for the reading of the ;; 
minority report. 

Mr. BURT. 1 desire to say that there is no 
minority reportas to the facts of the case. I think 
I may consider myself authorized to say, that 
there is no disagreement as to any particular fact, 
or as to the statement of any particular fact. The |; 

only point of disagreement is connected with what |; 
was supposed to be an intimation of opinion by 
the committee. As to the facts, 1 do not under- 
stand that there is any disagreement whatever |: 
among the members of the committee. : 

Mr. CARTTER interposed, and inquired what | 
papers had been reported? And he called for the 
reading of the arguments. ae 

Mr. BURT. `I was going to say, when was | 
interrupted by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. i; 
CARTTER,} that the committee could not agree as 
a committee; that is to say, no five members could 
agree as to the precise argument which led to the 
conclusions expressed in the resolutions. The : 
chairman of the committee, so far as he knows, 
witn but one of the majority of the committee, has 
prepared an argument upon the legal questions— | 
that is to say, an argument which seeks to show |: 
that this claim was not a just demand against the |: 
United States; that the principal was paid in-ac- || 
cordance with law and precedent, because it was ii 
paid under the imperative terms of the act of: 
1848; and that the interest [i 

Mr. CARTTER (interposing) rose, he said, ` 
to a question of order. He submitted to the Chair, ! 
whether the gentleman, from South Carolina (Mr. | 
Burt] was speakingeto any question before the ;; 
House? The reading of all the reports had been | 
resolved npon by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South ® 
Carolina [Mr. Burr] was recognized by the Chair 
and is entitled to the floor. The gentleman yield- : 
ed for the purpose of having the reports read, and 
if the point of order is insisted upon, the reports i 
must be read. The Chair understood that the | 
gentleman from South Carolina is explaining the ‘| 
character of the remaining reports, which have not ;| 
been read. 2 | 

Mr. BURT. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. |, 

Canrrer] will restrain his impatience for a very D 


the Clerk’s table and |i 


i 
i 


few moments, | shall have closed the few remarks 
which I now desire to make. 1 do not propose to 
make a speech. I desire to say that, upon these 
questions, all arguments, (for they cannot be called 
reports, because, as I have intimated, none of 
these arguments have been concurred in by five 
members of the committee,) written arguments, | 
say, have been submitted. One has been submit- 


ted by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. i 


Brecx,] as containing the views of a minority of 
the committee on these questions. The chairman 
of the committee, as I have already stated, has 
also prepared an argument; and so, also, has the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney,] 
on these questions. This is another matter. That 
which has been read is the report of the commit- 
tee; and I am sure it will be very gratifying to the 
members of the committee, if the arguments which 


led to the conclusions expressed in the resolutions | 


could be heard by the House. 

Criss: “ Read,” “read.” x 

Mr. BRECK then ascended the Clerk’s plat- 
form, and read his report. 

The reading having been concluded— 

Mr. DISNEY ascended the Clerk’s platform, for 
the purpose of reading his report. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON said, he desired to state 
before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] 


commenced reading his report, that he (Mr. F.) 
had signed and concurred in it, and that it would 
show what his objections were to the first report 
read by the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 


Burr.] That the first report read by Mr. Burt | 


showed upon its face how far he (Mr. F.) approved 
of it, 

Mr. DISNEY then read his argument. 

The reading having been concluded— 

Mr. BURT said, 1 desire to say, that an argu- 


| ment embracing the views of Mr. Jackson and 
i myself was prepared by myself, in accordance 
with my sense of duty, and was submitted to the | 
committee before the other arguments were pre- |) 
| sented. 
report read. The hour is growing late, and the | 
|! House has heard very much of the subject to-day. | 


L do not ask the House to have that 


I am content that my argument should be printed 
with the others. 
As to the resolutions which have been presented 


| by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Disney,] that 
: gentleman will do me the justice to say that they 
| were not at any time ‘submitted to the committee. 
' I have not until this time heard anything of these 


resolutions. I do not know whether the com- 
mittee or myself would have approved of them. 
Lunderstand them to be offered as the suggestions 


of the gentleman from Ohio, and of those who | 


agree with him. They certainly never were be- 
fore the committee in any shape for their action 


' or consideration, The only resolutions adopted 


by the committee, were those which 1 have had 
the honor to report to-day. I move that the argu- 
ments read by the gentleman from Kentucky, 


(Mr. Breck,] and by the gentleman from Ohio, ; 


(Mr. Disnzy,] and the arguments which I now 
hold in my hand, (and which, as I have stated, 


i expresses the views of Mr. Jackson and myself,) 


together with the report of the committee this 
morning made, lie on the Speaker’s table and be 


i: printed. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, obtained the 
floor—but yielded to 

Mr. GRINNELL, who suggested that the 
motion to print should embrace any other docu- 
ments accompanying the report of the committee. 

Mr. BURT. My motion this morning included 


committee. 
Mr. STEPHENS then resumed the floor. He 
had risen, he said, for the object which had been 


anticipated by the gentleman from Massachusetts, ; 
(Mr. Grinvett.] He (Mr. 8.) understood the | 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] to | 
: say that the motion submitted by him this morn- 


ing included the printing of all the documents 


į; accompanying the report. 


Mr. BURT. That was my motion. 

Mr. DISNEY. It seems proper that I should 
say a single word of explanation, in reply to the 
observations made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Burr] in relation to the resolutions 
appended to the report which I have had the 
honor to present. The gentleman says that the 
resolutions were never submitted or read to the 
committee. It is proper to say, that although I 


| 
| 


‘reached again. 


entirely concur in the resolutions, they were not 
drawn up and written by myself, but by one of 
the gentlemen whose names are signed to the re- 
port, Neither the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Burr,] nor any other gentleman, except 
those whose names appear in approval of them, is 
responsible for those resolutions, or for the good 
or the evil which may result from them. 

Mr. BURT, (interposing.) The gentleman will 
do me the justice to say that I was not consulted 
about these resolutions at all. All I desired to 
say, in reference to them was, that they had not 
been before the committee, and had neither been 
rejected nor approved by them. I simply wish 
to say this, and that I understood them to be 
the suggestions of the gentlemen who signed them. 

Mr. DISNEY repeated, that these resolutions 
were not drawn up by himself, but by one of the 
gentlemen whose name was appended to the report 
which he had just read; they were submitted to 
him (Mr. D.) and he approved them; and no other 
gentleman than those who signed this report, he 
repeated, were responsable for these resolutions, 
either for good or for evil. 

A motion was here made, that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday. 

‘Mr. JONES said, he wished to suggest upon this 
motion, that there were some gentlemen who 


| were desirous that the House should meet to-mor-. 


row, with the understanding that they go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and make speeches on the California question, and 
that they would not request the attendance of those 
who wished to be absent. There were some gen- 
tleman who wished to make speeches and then to 
go home. 

The motion to adjourn over was withdrawn. 

Mr. WENTWORTH addressed the Chair and 
was recognized. 

Before he submitted any remarks, he said he 
wished to know when these reports would come up 
again, if they should now be laid on the table ? 

The SPEAKER said, if the direction suggested 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] 
were given to the subject—if the reports were or- 
dered to be printed and laid on the Speaker’s table, 
they could be called up any time when the ma- 
jority of the House saw fit; for the Chair con- 
sidered it a privileged question. 

Mr. TOOMBS (Mr. Wenrwortn yielding) 
said he desired that there should be some under- 
standing that this thing should not take the direc- 
tion of jaying on the Speaker’s table, not to be 
He desired to reply to some of 
the arguments which had been advanced, espe- 
cially by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] in order that the subject might be fully 


‘Land fairly presented to the country. He hoped it 


would be understood that the House was not dis- 
posed to tolerate the attempt to smuggle one, 
speech before the country, as the gentleman from 
New York had done, without a very full discus- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER stated that he wished the mat- 
ter distinctly understood. If the House aequi- 
esced in the view of the Speaker, in case the 
report went upon the Speaker’s table, regarding it 
as a privileged question, it would come up when- 
ever the majority of the House desired it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact, that under the rules 
by which they were governed, and which had 
been adopted for particular purposes, when any- 


| thing got upon the Speaker’s table no man could 


; tell when it would be reached in order. 
all the documents accompanying the report of the :| 


: might know when it was to come up, 


He be- 
lieved there were already on the Speaker’s table a 
great many privileged questions; who could tell 
when this would be reached if it were sent there 
also? He thought, therefore, that the proper dis- 
position of this matter would be, to make it the 
special order for some particular day, so that 
every man in Congress, and the whole country, 
He wanted 


‘to be here and record his vote upon it; many gen- 


‘tlemen wanted to be absent from the city for a 


short-time, to whom it was verf important to 
know upon what precise day this anbject would 
again be taken up. He cared not what day was 
named; but as he had the floor, and there was no 
knowing who would get it next, ifany gentleman 
would suggest any suitable day, he would move 
fa this subject be made the special order for that 

ay. 

After a momentary conversation, in which Mr. 
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Duen, the Sreager, and Mr. 
pated— a 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the reports 
of the majority and of the minority of the com- 
mittee be made the special order for the 4th Tues- 


Wenrwonrrn partici- 


day in June, and to continue from day to day | 


until disposed of. If he thought the Flouse would 
sustain him, he would move the previous question. 
He inquired if the motion was debatable ¢ 

The SPEAKER said, the motion to make this 
subject a special order, could only be entertained 
by unanimous consent. If the gentleman from H+ 
Innois desired to move that this subject be made 
the special order for the fourth Tuesday in-Fune, 
the Chair would put the motion, unless-objection 
were made. : 

Mr. SACKETT said, he understood that there 
was already a special order for the fourth Tuesday 
in June : 

The SPEAKER 
cial order for that day. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to amend by fix- | 
ing the second Wednesday in June for the special | 


order. 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 


question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said the. 
previous question could not be demanded, for the 
motion to make the special order could not be 
made, except by unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. i 
The Chair understands that there is no objection | 


to the reception of the motion. 
Mr. THOMPSON objected. 


A brief conversation occurred upon the point of : 
order, whether the objection of Mr. T'nosrpson | 


was not too late,and whether the motion to make 
the special order should not be considered as al- 


ready received and now beyond the power of ob- :: 


jection of a single member. 


The SPEAKER decided, thathaving propound- |, 
ed the question to the House, whether there were | 


any objection to the motion, and having heard no 


objection, and. the motion having been received, it | 


was now in order and beyond the power of objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MASON inquired if this subject would not 
be the first in order when the House again met, if 
it now adjourned ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. MASON moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was re- 
jected. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Pending which, 


A motion was made that when the Hfouse ad- |} 


journ it adjourns to meet on Monday. - 


The yeas and nays were asked on this motion, | 


and refused. 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. ‘: 


Sueprerp and Gerry were appointed. 


The question was taken and. the tellers reported | 


ayes 72, noes 73. 


The question then recurred, and was taken on ! 


the demand for the previous question, and was de- 
cided in the affirmative, without a division, 

So there was a second. 

Mr. BURT. 


did not so express it, that his motion includes the 
motion to print, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly. 
everything, 

The question, “Shall the main question be now 
taken??? was put, and decided in the affirmative, 
without a division. 

So the House decided that the main question 
should now be taken, 

And the first branch of the main question having 
been taken, 

The report and all the accompanying docu ments 
were ordered to lie on the Speaker’s table and be 
printed, 

The question then recurred on making the report 
the special order for a day certain. 

And the question was first taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Featuersroy, that the report be 


1l include 


made the special order for the Wednesday after |, 
the second Tuesday in June, and was decided in | 


the negative. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


x : eee 
The question then recurred on the original | 
motion of Mr. Wenrworrs, that the report be ii 


stated that there was no spe- | 


I understand, although probably | 
the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Wentworry] į 


i made the special order for the fourth Tuesday in 
i June, and from day to day thereafter it until it 
; shall have been finally disposed-of. 

io Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
i the yeas and nays, © 9) oes 

|, And Mr. T. moved. thatthe House do now ad- 
i journ: But, he said; before he submitted the 
i! motion, he desiréd to be informed by the Speaker 
| whether; if:the House should now adjourn, this 


f 
i 
| would. be ‘the first basiness in order to-morrow 
morning. 


first business in order. 


djourng, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The. yeas and nays were asked and refused. 
The SPEAKER was about to take the question. 
Mr. STANLY asked, if the question was on 
the special order? 


adjourn to Monday. 
+, And the question was then taken, and decided 
= in the affirmative—ayes 72, noes 59. 
1: So the House resolved that when it adjourned, 
i it would adjourn to Monday. 

Mr. JONES rose, and addressed the Chair ina 
remark, or with a motion, not heard. 
Mr. SCHENCK rose, and suggested (jocu- 
the usual motion to reconsider the vote by which 


Monday, and to lay that motion on the table.j 

: The SPEAKER said he would recognize no 
ii member until order had been restored. 

Mr. OGLE. I move that the House adjourn. ẹ 


ying, 

ii “And the question, “ Will the House adjourn? 
was taken, and decided in the negative—ayes 65, 
‘i noes 72. 

' So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then again recurred on the motion 
_ that the report of the committee be made the 
| special order of the day for the fourth Tuesday in 
: June, and for each succeeding day thereafter until 
i! finally disposed -of. 


he table. 
The question was taken, and decided in the 


|; negative—ayes 25, noes 92. 


li not be laid upon the table. 

‘The question again recurring on the motion for 
i a special order, 

| Mr. OGLE said he believed a motion to ad- 
|| journ was new in order. He made that motion. 
|” And the question was taken, and decided in the 
i negative, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 
| Mr. FEATHERSTON rose to put a question 
i to the Chair, He had understood the Speaker to 
i 

i 


ty 
i 

$ 
i 


' state, that this was a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. Can it be taken up 
withoat the vote of a majority? 
The SPEAKER. It cannot. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. 
| a vote of a majority to take it up? 
| The SPEAKER. It will—unless it shall be 
| made a special order. 
| The question was 
Mr. Wentwortn, and was decided in the affirm- 
tive, without a division. 


t 
i 
i 
} 
f 


| 


day for the fourth Tuesday of June next, and 
from day to day thereafter, until it shall have been 
finally disposed of. 

THE DOORKEEPER. 


+ fore appointed to investigate certain charges made 


| against R. E. Horwer, Doorkeeper of the House 
i of Representatives, made a report. 


- gentleman propose to make of the report? 

4 Mr. JONES interposed, to inquire of the Speak- 
er whether this was a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. he Chair thinks it iss 


We 


The SPEAKER replied, that it would be the . 


The SPEAKER. No; it is on the motion to 


arly) that perhaps it might be requisite to submit !, 


the House had decided that it would adjourn to |, 


TheSPEAKER. That motion is already pend- ;i 


Mr. JONES moved that the motion be laid upon ‘| 


So the House decided that the motion should ; 


Then it will require : 


then taken on the motion of 


So the report was made the special order of the | 


Mr: OLDS, from the select committee hereto- i! 


| The SPEAKER. What disposition does the : 


Mr. TOOMBS. Daes the: Speaker hold that 
the committee has power to report at any time? 
The SPEAKER adverted to the decision here- 
; tofore made,-and stated that, since the charges had 
! been made, the question had. been recognized, by. 
the House as a privileged question.: Therefore, 
the committee had power to. report at any time. . 
Mr. OLDS. I move that the further considers 
ation of the: report. be. postponed until. Monday 
week, and that the-report. be: printed. youd 
Mr. JONES. Before the. printing i 
ask for the reading of the report... i 
And thereupon, without further action: 
The House adjourned. 


s ordered; Í 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to,the appro- 
ate committees: 


By Mr. COLE: The petition of A. Finch, Jr, and & 
other citizens of Milwaukee, asking Congress to remit a 
; judgment against Sylvester Pettibone. me 

Also, the petition of D. A. Mackenzie and 136 other citis 
zens vf Potosi, asking Congress for an appropriation fur the 
improvement of Potosi harbor. . 

Also, the petition of J. Craig an 
Grant county, tor the same object. 

Also, the petition of Nelson Barnuin and 48 other citizens, 
asking Congress for an appropriation to open and make a 
road trom Greer Bay to Fori Wilkins at Copper harbor, 

Also, tne petition of James Steele and others, praying 
Congress to admit'no morë slave States.’ SPI 

K d others, for the 


d 83 other citizens. of 


Also, the petition of C: M. ‘Tinker: an 
same object. EE ; 

Also, the petition of James Steele and others, praying 
‘| Congress to inhibit slavery*and the slave trade in all the ter- 
ritories ot the United States. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Tinker and others for the same 
1| object. 
| Also, the petition of James Steele and others, asking Con- 
ress to secure by law the right of trial by jury to alleged 
sitive slaves. 

Also, the petition oi 
bject, 
© Also, the petition of James Steele and others, praying 
ii Congress to repeal all laws now existing for the support of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 

') Also, the petition of C. M. Tinker and others, for the same 
i; Object. 
By Mr. BISSELL: The petition of the officers and pri- 
ii vates of the Mormon battalion, praying that they be allowed 
i their traveling expenses from Puebla de los Angeles to, 
i} Council Blufis. . k ‘ 

:| Also, the petition of T. B. Hurlburt and others, citizens 
l residing in upper Alton, Mlinois, praying the abolition ‘and 
H prohibition of slavery and the slave trade in the territories Ț 
i: of the United States. : TERT, 
i} Also, a petition from the same, praying that. the. privilege 
+ of trial by jury may be allowed to persous arrested as fugi- 
;, tive slaves. R al 
|| “Also, a petition from the same, against the ‘admission of 
ii any more slave States into the Enion, Wb apd 
‘: Also, a petition from the same, in favor of the repeal r 
| all laws authorizing or sanctioning slave trade or Slavery iñ 
ii the riet of Columbia. 

! By Mr. GERRY: The petition of citizens of Townsend, 
‘| Middlesex county, Massachusetts, in favorof cheap postage. 
U By Mr. JULI The petition of 66 citizens of Wayne 
ii county, Indiana, praying Congress to prohibit slavery and 

| the slave trade in the territories of the United States. 

‘ Alsa, the petition of 66 citizens of the same counly, pray- 
ii ing Congress to refuse the admission of any more. slave 
States. $ 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Dr. Jobn S. Banson 
and 24 others, citizens of the city of New York, in favor: of 
the reduction of fetter postage to two cents prepaid: > = 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of Cath- 
tine Bleving, of Tennessee, widow of Henry Blevins, pray- 
ing Congress to grant her a pension. 


f C. M. Tinker and others, for the same 


| ol 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, «Way 20, 1850. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


INVASION OF CUBA. 
: Mr, INGE asked the unanimous consent of the 
, House to introduce a resolution, and gave notice 
ʻi that if objection was made, he should move a sus- 
| pension of the rules. ee 
HO The resolution was read for information, (and 
| will be found recorded in a subsequent part of this 


f 
H 
if 
H 
i 
i 


` day's proceedings.) 
The resolution having been read— 
Objection was made to its reception, and the 
i: regular order of business was called for. 
So the resolution was nut received. 
Mr. INGE moved a suspension of the rules. 
| The SPEAKER said the motion could not-now. 
be entertained. 
Mr. INGE gave notice that, when t 
should be in order, he would submit it. + 
Mr. KAUFMAN rose, he said, to a pri 
estion. 
he SPEAKER said there wai 
» leged question pending. 


: he.motion 


vileged 


R qui 


i S already a privi- 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 20, 


CASE OF MR. HORNER. 

The SPEAKER stated the business first in or- 
der to he the report made on Friday last by the 
gendeman from Ohio, { Vir. OLps.} from the select 
committee heretofore appointed to investigate cer- 


tain charges madé against Robert B. Horner, | 
acting Doorkeeper of the House of Represent- | 


atives, 
The pending question was on the motion here- 


tofore made by Mr. Oups to postpone the further | 


consideration of the report to a day certain, and 
that the repart, &e, be printed. 

Mr BROWN, of Mississippi, requested the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OLps] to withdraw so 
much of the motion as related to the postpone- 
ment of the subject, that he (Mr. B.) might ask 
for the reading of the report, and make one or 
two observations, 
he would be very brief. 

Mr. OLDS said: Mr. Speaker, before acceding 
to the request of the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Browy,] it is proper for me to 
say, that it was by the duection of the select com- 
mittee that I made. the motion to postpone the 


consideration of the report of the committee unut | 


Monday next. l feel myself, bound to ask the 
honorable gentleman to renew the motion, if I ac- 
cede to his request and withdraw it. dt is also 
proper for me to state, that under the impression 
that the morion to postpone woald prevail, the 
honorable gentleman from Ne: Jersey, [Mr. Van 


Dyxe,] who may be considered the friend of Mr. | 


Horver, being from the same Stare, has left the 
city, and will not return until about the time speci- 
fied. 


And whilst Lam up, Mr. Speaker, E will take | 


occasion to correct, at the request of the witness, 
the statement of Wiiliim Stewart. He authorizes 
me to say, that he testified under a misapprehen- 
sion of the question asked him. fn his testimony 
he says, “thatit had been usual to kecp one person 
to assist Mr. Stewart in charge of the Hall and 
Committee Rooms during the recess of Congress.” 
He says, he understood the question to be the ses- 
sion, and not the recess. 

At the request of the honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] t ask leave to with- 
draw so much of my motion as refers to the 
postponement of the further consideration of the 
report unul Monday next. 

So the monon to postpone was withdrawn, 

{A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of 
Colonel Buss, his Private Seerctary. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he desired 
to submita very few remarks on the subject-mat- 
ters embraced insthe report; and before proceed- 
ing to d» so, he asked that the report might be 
read. 

fu was read accordingly. 

Mr. BROWN proceeded: It will be seen, Mr. 
Speaker, that the committee, as started in their re- 
port, have reversed the order of the charges, and 
have taken the last first 

The House will recollect that Lam no way re- 


sponsible for this report, though I moved the | 
| House for justice against a faise, cruel, and maji- 


charges. l was, at my own instance, left off the 


commitiee, and Ihave not attended its sittings, nor | 
had anything to do in making up the report. Hav- li 
tortures of a child. 


ing seen it stated in several newspapers that the 


commutee have fully acquitted the acting Door- | 


keeper, t called for the reading of the report, that 


it night be seen bow far these statements were | 
true. The House and the country can now judge | 


for themselves. 

So far from an acquittal, it appears that every 
material charge has been fully sustained, The 
fist in the series as stated in the report, but the 

` Tastan the order of their introduction, the commit- 
tee think as not sustained. This was not a mate 
rial charge, and was added by me,as lawyers 
sometimes add in tbeir assignment that the verdict 
was contrary to law and evidence. It was intend- 
ed to cover defects im the phraseology of the other 
charges. The conmuttee think this general charge, 
that the “acung Doorkeeper had made false 


He promised the House that | 


statements in regard to the manner of discharging | 
bis official duty,” has not been sustained by the ; 
evidence, but the House will judge as to the cor- ; 


rectsess of that judgment. 

It seems that tue person cha ged was, according 
to che report, ‘much impurtuved in regard to ap- 
poin ments, and that he made implied promises 
which he could not fulfil,” and the committee ex- 


| as fully proved. 


| the question whether the boy was disinissed wilh- i 
| 


| without Cause, and that the committee were mis- 


a'ciock, or about that time. The Sargeant-at- 
i Arms and his assistant both testifyethat the arti- 
cles alleged to have been stolen were not taken 
until abour 3 a’%lock. The committee very justly 


cuse it on the ground that the acting Doorkeeper 
was a mere tenant at wtil and was greatly embar- 
rassed. 1 had supposed that when members of || 
Congress asked questions of the Doorkeeper, it | 
was his duty to answer truly; and i did not sup- || conclude, that Moore could not bave had property 
pose that a fear of losing his place would jusufy ą || in his possession at 1] o’clock, which was not 
false answer; butif the committee and the House |i taken until 3 oveleck, it is clear that his conver- 
think that Horner’s falsehoods and tergiversa- || sation was the mere idle boast of a boy. This is 
tions are justified by his tenancy at will and con- || the sole evidence on which the charge rests. 
sequent danger of loss of place, | am willing to let The committee think, when these rumors came 
it pass. The charge, though an immaterial one, || to Horner’s ears, his suspicions may justly have 
k | been awakened. But were mere suspicions to be 
made the basis of a charge like this? Wasa boy 
to be dismissed from an honorable serviceand sent 
into the world with a name made infamous, ona 
mere suspicion? Was Horner to give a willing 
ear to lying rumor, and on its bare authority to 
blast forever the character and prospects of a hoy 
placed by confiding parents under his care? [ 
fear, sir, that the committee, in their anxiety to 
deal tenderly with the acting Doorkeeper, have 
net sufficiently considered the injary done to this 
boy. Horner’s relation to the pages on this floor 
has been a delicate and sacred one; they are 
here under his charge, and if he forgets his duty 
towards them and slanders them, the Hlouse holds 
the corrective in its own hands,and ought to re- 
buke his unfeeling conduct by his prompt dis- 
missal, 

l may be asked why I take an interest in this 
matter? The answer is a plain and easy one: I 
saw a defenceless child oppressed by a gray- 


The second charge is of a graver character. 
The first part of it 1s, that a page was dismissed | 
without cause. This the committee tnink was not i} 
sustamed; and they proceed to say, that the evi- i! 
dence showed that the boy was rude and inatten- | 
tive, and that this justified his removal—and so it į| 
would, if the removal had peen placed upon this || 
ground, but IL was not. Horner, when asked why 
he removed the boy, stated that he was light-fu- | 
gered, that he had taken property that did not be- 
long to him, and had been trying to sell or dispose 
of it. This wasa clear, disunct charge of theft. | 
It was given as the reas m for dismissing the boy, | 
tu two members of the House, and to others. | 
This was the cause assigned for disnussing the boy. | 
Was the charge true or false? for on this depends ; 


vut cause. it was false. The boy tesufies that 
he was dismissed on Friday. Charles Stewart, || 
the assistant Doorkeeper, who has charge of the | 
Hall, cestuties that Horner told hin on Friday that |; haired man, and pursuing the instincts of my 
he had dismissed the boy James Moore. Now, || nature, I tock sides with the weak against the 
when does korver charge ihe the't to have been || strong. If the parties had been equally matched, 
commited? Onthe Tuesday following, Couldan |! { would have abstained from all interference. They 
offence commuted on Muesday have justified a re- į; were not, and my feelings revolted at the oppres= 
muvalon the preceding Friday? No one pretends || sion which the strong was visiting on the weak. 
that it could; and as Horner jusified the removalon |) ihe last charge is fully sustamed by the proof 
this ground, and assigned vo other reason for it, | || in every particular, and no one who looks at the 
assume with justice, Í think,that the removal was |; report can gainsay it, The proof is clear on every 
point. Í now charge, on the authority of the 
proof lying on your desk, that Robert E. Horner, 
the acting Doorkeeper of this House, did make a 
false certificate, by which his brother drew his pay 
as one of the messengers of this House, at the rate 
of two and a half dollars per day, when his suid 
brother was notoriously absent from this city, in 
the Siate of Wisconsin, and then keeping a light- 
house, at a salary of three hundred and fifty dol- 
lars per year, which was paid him from the national 
treasury. He was thus absent for six months, 
and Rubert E. Horner knew the fact, and gave his 
consent to it, “Ro this, | aver, there in no parallel 
case—it is without precedent in the history of the 
Government. 

L will not further trespass on the patience of the 
House by a discussion of this point. The proof 
is too clear to admit of a single doubt. [t now re- 
mains to be seen whether the House is ready to 
endorse this kind of peculation on the Treasury. 
And by way of testing the sense of the House 
on that point, I give notice that I shall at the 
proper time uffer the following resolution: 

Resolred, That Robert E. Horner, the acting Doorkeeper 
fahe ed of Representatives, be, and he is hereby, dis- 
missed. 

Mr. STANLY inquired if this resolution was 
in order ? 

The SPEAKER replied that the report of the 
ommittee was the first subject in order for this 
morning. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
ieman from Mississippi as moving the resolution 
at this time; he had merely given notice of his in- 
tention to do so. 

Mr. BURT suggested that the report of the 
commitiee should be printed before the debate pro- 
ceeded any further. 

Mr. OLDS remarked, that under the intimation 
of the honorable gentleman from Mississippi, that 
the House would be called to an immediate action 
upon the report of the committee, he felt con- 
strained to make a few brief explanations. 

The committee regarded the charge, ‘that 
Horner had made faise statements relative to tie 
discharge of his official duties,’ as vague and in- 
definite. The witness presented to the committee 
‘| to substantiate this charge, (an honorable gentle- 
i| man on this floor,) testified only as to some im- 
plied promises relative to the appomtment of cer- 
tain pages. The charge and testimony being boih 
indefinite, induced the committee to exonerate 
Mr. Horner. 

From the concurrent testimony of nearly all the 


taken in coning to a different couclusion. But 
let this pass. 

A sull more material charge is, that he made a 
criminal accusation against the boy, calculated to 
dishonor him aud subject him to punishment if it 
was proved. 

Gentlemen make lightof this matter. It speaks 
not well for their heads or hearts that they du so. 
itis wue, this boy is poor and friendless. He is 
here in your service, and itis your duty to pro- 
tect and detend him. My heart does not sympa- 
thize with the derisive smile that greets this inves- 
ugauon in certain quarters. ‘ne fate of this poor, 
defenceless youth to-day may be the fate of others 
to-morrow. ‘True, the rich.and powerful are not 
in danger, their friends can protect theni; but is 
this boy—your servait—less worthy of your pro- | 
lection and care than if he were tbe son of a na- 
boo? Let it be remembered, that while gentlemen 
smile anu throw derision on this tnvesugauon, they 
plant thorns in the breast of a poor bat worthy 
family, and consign a boy lately in their service to 
infamy and disgrace. 

in the name of that boy I have appealed to thi 


S 


cious charge of one of its officers, It shall be seen | 
whether great men can conunue to sunile over the 
Again, | say my heart beats 
not in unison with such cruelty and wrong, 

Is the charge made by Horner against this boy į 
true or faise? The evidence is clear that it is tal e. | 
Not content with making the charge complained | 
of, Horner pursues and persecutes the boy before ! 
the commitice with another charge of the same | 
kind. ‘Fhis, fortunately, the boy shows by in- | 

| 
| 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
il 
| 
i 
| 


coutestible proof, was false and slanderous, as | 
grossly so as any ch:rge could be. | 

On what ground does turner undertake to prove |: 
thatJames Moore had been guilty of the theft wich | 
he laid to his charge? Ou this, sir, and no other: i 
that a Senate page had a conversation with title |) 
Moore, in wich Moure suid he had three or four H 
puirs of gloves, ard asked if he wanted to buy a 
them. And tins boyish conversation is made the 4 
basis of a criminal anu disgraceful charge againsta ; 
voy of some tourieen years, by the grey-haired 
man who dishonors the piace of Dourkeeper to 
this tiouse. 

Fortunately, the boy was again enabled to excul- 
pate himsel from the foul slanders of his ven- 
erable persecuter. The Senate page testified that 
Moore held the conversation alluded to at eleven 


| 
i 
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witnegses, it appears that Mr. Horner had good 
cause for dismissing the page referred to in the 
charges, Not in consequence of dishonesty, but 
for being-remiss and inattentive to duty, and quar- 
relaome with the other pages. It is proper for 
me to remark in this connection, however, that the | 
testimony of the other pages is to be taken with | 
some allowance, owing to strong prejudice existe! 
ing among them against James Moore, the dis- | 
charged page. It appears that James was more | 


The question was taken and the 
yeas 65; nays 114, as follows: 


f 
| 


defence? 


« Gauglicy: 
j Far Aa 


fortanate than thé other pages in getting subscrip- | 
tions for speeches, and the like, upon which the. 
pages get a premium of some two cents the h 
dred, ve. 
The second branch of the charge—that of ma- į 
king a false charge against the boy,:as-the reason | 
of Ins dismissal, &c.—is far more important, as | 
involving the character of the. page in question. If! 
the boy was actually discharged, as the testimony | 
pretty clearly shows that he was, prior to Mr. Cal- | 
houn’s death, certainly this charge of being light- i 
fingered, and of having taken five or six pairs of | 
gloves at Mr. Calhoun’s funeral, had nothing to | 
do-with his dismissal. If, however, the boy was |! 
not fully discharged, as Mr. Horner avers he was | 
not, from the fact of his having offered him a situ- | 
‘ation in the folding-room, and having told him, 
when meeting him at the gate, “ to come up to the 
House, and he would see what could be done for i 
him,” it becomes important” to inquire into the |: 
charge about the boy having taken gloves. Al- l 
though the boy Queen testifies that James told him |) 
that he had four or five pairs of gloves, yet, from |} 
the testimony of the Sergeant-at Arms and his 
messenger, the committee were stronyly impressed 
with the belief, that at the time of the conversation 
between James and young Queen, no gloves were | 
missing. [ am free to sav, for myself individu- | 
ally, that T fully acquit the boy of the charge of || 
having taken more than one pair of gloves, the |! 
same as the other pages. ji 
The charge concerning the certifying for his ii 
brother whilst absent from the city and holding a | 
Government »ppointment, it appears to me, is; 
fully sustained. How far the House wiil justify i; 
him, in consequence of others having done wrong +i 
also, is for the House to determine. The facts in |; 
the case are fully and clearly stated in the report. | 
Thomas C. Horner, upon the certificate of Robert : 
E. Horner, drew his per diem compensation for 
services which should have been performed about |: 
this Capitol, from the middle of May unul the ;' 
middie of November, and during the same time, |: 
orrother from the 8th day of June, during all the) 
time of his absence, he drew from the Treasury | 
of the United States his salary as hgh:-house keep- | 
er at Sheboygan. It is true, undoubtedly, that | 
many instanves have occurred where persons in ii 
the employment of the House have been absent ii 
for weeks and months, and yet have drawn their į 
pay. Butthis, I venture the opinion, is the only | 
instance in the history of our Government in | 
which, for nearly six months together, a subordi- | 
nate officer of this House has drawn, upon the cer- 
tificate of a congressional certifying officer, pay for : 
labor performed hy the day, whilst notoriously ; 
absent, helding a Gavernment appointment. i 
. That Mr. Horner has been strict with all others | 
tn his. employment, whilst thus acting toward his ; 
brother, is to my mind a poor justification, That 
it had been usual in the recesses of former Con- 
gresses to turn the person holding the situation |; 
of Thomas C. Horner over to the folios room, | 
under the corrected testimony af W. T. Stewart, 
hardly admits of adoubt. That Mr. Stewart him- 
self was fully competent to discharge the duues 
assigned him, withoutan assistant, is equally clear. 
Mr. Horner himself having used his fluence in © 
April to get his brother appointed general superin 
tendent of light-hoases, it is hardly supposable, 
that he was ignorant of the fact, that his brother | 
actually did receive the appointment of keeper of ; 
the light-house at Shevoygan. Between Mr. | 
Horner and his brother, the matter is pretty adroitly | 
managed. During the recess of Congress Mr. 
Stewart alone could take care of this Hali and the | 
Committee Rooms, and Mr. Thomas C. Horner ; 
could discharge the duty of light-house keeper at 
Sheboygan. At the close of navigation on the 
Lakes in November, he would no longer be needed 
in charge of the light-house, and he could then re- 
turn to his duty as Door keeper’s messenger, and | 
could remain here until the navigation was about | 
to reopen on the Lakes. lo this manner it has jj 


il 


at 
ta 
it 
H 
f 
H 

i 


i 
i 


“of Claims, 


i cummmittee this case stood alone, and unprece- 


i postpone the further consideration of the report i 


ii mony be printed. 


! MOHON LO postpone, 


“| the negative. 


| the two Houses of Congress on Monday, the loth | 


Mr. OLDS replied that no such. testimony had |) MeQusen, MeWilhe, Meade, MIH 
been produced. Jt was, however, in evidence, || 
‘that this subject had been before the Commiuee 
a After that committee tad passed upon | 
all the claims fur the subordinates fur services rên- | 
‘dered during the recess of Congress, and allowed 
them, charges were preferred against Mr. Horner 
before that comnuttee. This case there reve:ved 
an lnvesugation, charges of somewhat a similar 
character against the Cierk of the tiouse were aiso 
before that commitee. Tie investiyation resulted 
In a recommendauiou upon the part of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, that hereafter no one should be 
paid, unless actually in dischaige of the duues of 
his appointment, ; 

Mr. McDONALD inquired of Mr. Oxps, if it 
had been 1m proof befure the committee, tat in 
any one instance any person had received pay tor 


i 
hotding a Government appointment ? 
So the rules weré nọtsus 
tion was not received.: ; 
CUBA, : : os 
Mr. INGE again asked the unanimous consent’ 
of the House to offer the following resolution, 
ii which he had before asked Jeave to submit and 


pended andthe resvla>: 


that so tar as came to the knowledge of the an 


dented, i 
_ Me. O. said that, in accordance with the instruc- 
uon of the committee, he renewed his moton to 


, which had been objected to by the gentleman from 
| Mississippi. If objection was made he should | 


| move a suspension ef the roles. 
Mr. HALL suggested to the gentleman from | i 


f; 
| The resoluuon was read, as follows: 
Vir e 5 Hi £ A 
Onio [Mr OLps] to exclude from the mouon to il Resolred, That the President be requested ta communis 


| cate ta the House (as roonas practve ibte) all the nformittone 
Cin possession Of the Goverrment, #4 renderng it mot probe 
ably thata military organization bast been stop foot, wabia 
the United S.ates, formidatde boti in nmn bors and fraud the 
character of thoe engaged it it. for the purpose of ana King 


unui Monday next, and that the report and tesa 


had been subsequently corrected. | 
Sume cunversauon followed between Mr. OLDS |! 
and Mr. HALL. i 
Mr. INGE uemanded the previous question on | 
the mouon to print. 
The SPEAKER said, the Chair would state for 
the informauon of thie House, that if the previous | 
question should be seconded, it would cut uff the | 


Mr. INGk. That 

draw my motion. A 
Su the demand for the previous question was ji 

H d and revolitiine, 


withdrawn. 
‘pp : |i izing the Gaveriment, Wih expresi instructions, io the 
Tne SPEAKER stated the question tu be on the | event of such beirg the case, to prevent the landing of any 
i 
j 


i! 
; : I 
being the case, I shall with- 1 
ii 
H 


MOUON lo postpone, P Ksi ; iHi such foree, or the carrying out of any such expediion ur 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, desired to be in- |} enterprise; and with Curther instructions, in the evem ota 
landing having been effecte, to prevent the landing of any 
ceinfoscement, orotan anns Or provisions uud rihe Ameri- 
van fay, intended for such expedition or enlerprise.?? 
Mr. TUCK objecting, i 
Mr. INGE moved a suspension of the rules for 
| the reception of the resolution. ; 
Mr. TUCK rose and said, he wished to inguiré 


i 
formed by the Speaker, what tie effect of the mo- | 
| 
| 
| of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ince} 
l 
j 
i 
Í 


uon to postpone to Monday next would be. If: 
that moton should be agreed to, would the report | 
come up ou Monday nextas a privileged quesdun? j 
The SPEAKER was understood to answer in | : 
the affirmative. | 
Mr. SLKONG called fora division of the ques- | 
tion, so that the question might be taken separately | 
| 

i 

j 

| 


; whether he would be willing to sttke {tut in the 
He was opposed to the 


| resolution the word + redeem,” and insert in heu 
i thereof ** reannez.’” 
* No response was heard. - 

Mr THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
yeas and navs; which were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON suggested to the gentleman 
from Alabania the propriety of moditying the 
resolution by inserting in it, as was usual in resos 
fuuions of inquiry, the words “if not inconsistent 
i with the public interests.” JF the | résoluuori 
i were so modified, he shuld have no objection to 
sats adoption. : 


on tie motion to print. 
printing, 

Aud the question was taken, first,on the motion 
to postpone, and was decided In ,tne affirmative, į 
withoul a division, i 

So the further consideration of the report was |! 
postponed unul Monday next. i i 

The SPEAKER. The pending question now 
is on the modon toprist the report and accompa- 
nying documents. p i 

Mr. INGE demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
was ordered to be now taken. : 

And the question was then taken and decided in 


gentleman that no remarks were in order, 
© Mr. TAYLOR inquired if it would be in order 
to call for the reading of the resaluuion ? A 
Tue SPEAKER repked that, having been 
twice réad, it was not ir order agam except by 
unannvous consent. ` 
The question was then taken and decided in 
the nagan ve—yeus 92, niys 72; as follows: 
YEAS- Messrs, Athertson, Anderson, Aste, Bayly, Bea! ; 
Aei r ri výh awden. mie, Bosch hip 
day of July, at 12 o'clock meridian, n brow A WRS r nae Pie bale tiie Be ie 
Onjeciions were made. . L A. Caldwell, Gamer Clisuinans. Wotan R W. Cobb, 
Mr. STEPHENS moved thai the rules of the | Caes k, One, Dawrl, Dinan ck, Da hene Fraterni 
House be suspended, for the purpose of enabling : oe Toe ae pear pene er b Häne 
him to offer the resolution, Andon this mouon Mr. | Hamis, Tuomas b Hans Hita, Haese Hataday, 
S. askėd the yeasand nays, which were ordered. |i Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph Jackson, 


So use House decided that the report and act- ' 
companying ducumeuts should not be prinied. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked the unan- : 
imous consent of the House to introduce a jowt 
resolution provuling for the flaal adjournment of i 


vote stood" 


Tne SPEAKER interposed, and reminded the + 


f 
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May 20. 
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in the Territory of Oregon, for the extinguishment, of their 
claims to lands lying west of the Cascade mountains, and 
for other purposes,” be made the special orderjof the day for 
‘Tuesday, the 2ist instant. 


Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Jutian, Kauf- 
man, Preston King, La sére, Leffler, Litetield, Marshall, 
Mason, McDonald, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Me- 
Mullen, McQueen, Mc Wiilie, Meade, Miller, “tillson, Mor- 
ris, Newril, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peasice, Peck, Phelps, 
Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Sawtelle, Seddon, 
Richard H. Stantun, Alexander H. Stephens, Sweetser, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, William Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wentworth, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wood, and Woodward 
—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Bennett, 
Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, Josephi P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Conger, Conrad, 
Corwin, Crowell, Debetry, Dickey, Disney, Duncan, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hampton, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, Wil- 
Jiam ‘I. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, 
George G. King, Jobn A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, Morton, Ogle, Otis, 
Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Root, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schooleratt, Shepperd, Silvester, Spal- 
ding, Spragne, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Jobn B. | 
Thompson, Tack, Uaderbill, Vinton, White, Witson and 
Winthrop—72. 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 

NAVIGATION OF THE OHIO RIVER. 
“IMr. VINTON desired to present the memorial 
of Charles Ellet, jr., a gentleman who is favorably 
and extensively known as a civil engineer, and 
the constructor of the wire suspension bridges 
over ‘the Niagara and Ohio Rivers. He begged | 
the indulgence of the House, in presenting this 
memorial, to makea brief statement of its contents 
and of the object.it proposes to accomplish, The 
memorial and essay which accompanies it on the 
physical geography of the Mississippi Valley, 
show that for a number of years past a series of 
observations have been made by Mr. Ellet and 
others, on the physical habits and character of the 
Ohio River, with the view to ascertain in what 
way it may be rendered permanently navigable 
for stearmvessels of ordinary draughtof water. The 
resultof these observations is given in these papers, 
from which Mr. Ellet deduces the practicability of | 
rendering the Ohio, and all the other great rivers of 


The resolution having been read, the question 
was taken and decided in the negative—two-thirds 
not voting therefor. i 

So the rules were not suspen 
lution was not received. 

INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BURT said, he desired the permission of 
the House to report back from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom it had been referred on 
a former day, the bill from the Senate providing 
for the protection of the frontiers, This was the 
same bill (Mr. B. said) of which the House had 
heard something on a former day. 

Mr. VINTON objected. 

Mr. BURT moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, to enable him to report the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker said, 
“ the noes evidently have it.” 

Mr. BURT said; that it might be seen that he 
had done his duty—he would ask the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ded, and the resos 


by the Speaker, whether the report could not be 
presented in the regular call of the committees? 

The SPEAKER said, that whenever the com- 
mittees were called for reports, and the call should 
reach the Committee on Military Affairs, the re- 
port would of course be in order. 

Mr. P. KING. ‘That is to say, in the mornin 
hour of every day except Monday? 

Mr. VINTON suggested a similar inquiry. 

The SPEAKER explained. 


a 
> 


were then taken and decided in the negative—yeas 
99, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Baker, Bay, 
Bayly, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, {Brigus, Aibert G. 
Brown, W. J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, T. B. 
Butler, Josepit Cable, George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Carter, 
the country, permanently navigable, by an expend- || Casey, Ciaik-, Clingman, Corwin, Donmick, Disney, 
iture surprisingly small com y red to the import- Featherston, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
ate prising y comparse. mp | Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hammond, Haralson, Harlau, ‘I’. L. 
ance of the end, and entirely within the ability of || Harris, Haymoud, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, Houston, 
either the General or State Governments. If || Howard, Howe, inge, Jos. W. Jackson, Win, T., Jackson, 
the results which Mr. Ellet anticipates can be J. L. Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Kaufman, Kerr, J. A. King, 


i ; . . La Sere, Leffler, Marshall, Mason, Robert M. McLane 
realized at anything like the cost estimated by McMuilen, McQueen, MceWillie, Meade, Miller, Morehead, 
him, it will work almost as great a revolution in 


f Morton, Oste, Olds, Otis, Parker, Peasice, Peck, Phelps, 
the internal trade of the country as has been 


Pitman, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Sackett Seddon, 

y p z H Shepperd, Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, Staniy, Frederick 
rey the agency of steam. The memorial; P. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, "Baylor, Jacob Thompson, John 
to say the least of it, is a very imposing paper, an B. Thompson, Wm. Thompson, Toombs. Underhiti, Wal- 
entitled to the serious consideration of the Flouse || iace, Watkins, Whittlesey, Wilson, and Wood—C9, 
and country. ' NAYS—Messrs. Atbertson, Averett, Bewe, Bennett, Bo- 

Mr. BURT rose to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER intimated to Mr. Vinton that 


cock, Buoth, Boyd, J. P. Caldwell, Chandler, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cotcoek, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Crowell, 
he could only proceed in his remarks by unani- 
mous consent. 


! Daniel, Deberry, Dun. an, Dunham, Durkee, Nathan Evans, 

Mr. VINTON. Is not this petition day? 

The SPEAKER. This is petition day; but 
that order of business has not yet been called; nor 
is the State of Ohio first in order when the States 
are called for petitions. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to present the | 
petition. 

Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
make an inquiry of tbe genueman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Vinron.] Did tbe gentleman desire to 
make a specch, or was his object merely to pre- 
sent the memorial ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio | 
(Mr. Viyron] was interrupted in his remarks, 
and can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VINTON said, that his object was to give 
a brief statement of the contents of the memorial, | 
and to ask its reference to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended?”’ 
was then taken and decided in the nagative—ayes 
86, noes 55. 


Henry, Hunter, Andrew Jonnsou, Jones, Julian, Daniel 
P. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McKissock, Morris, Newell, Outlaw, Putnam, Reed, Risley, 
Root, Sarage, Schenek, Schooleratt, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, Vinton, Waldo, Went- 
worth, White, Wildrick, Wiliams, and Woodward—60. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
i; rules were not suspended, and the report was not 
received. 

THE CENSUS. 


Mr. MEADE asked leave to make a report from 
the joint committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing amendments of the two Houses to the 
census bill. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


Mr. TOOMBS rose to a privileged question, and 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 


consideration of the report of the select-commit- 
tee on the Galphin claim. He did not wish to 
interrupt the action of the House upon the census 
‘bill; he was willing that the motion to reconsider 


it suited the convenience of the House. 


: Submit some remarks. 
So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the || ceed now, if it was the pleasure of the House. 
rules were not suspended, and the petition was |) TheSPEAKER. The motion to fix a certain 
not received. li day for the special order, if debatable at all, is de- 

Mr. VINTON called for the regular order of: batable only within very narrow limits. 
the day. Mr. TOOMBS. 
Mr. HALL moved that the rales of the House || batabie ? 
he suspended, to enable him to offer the followin The SPEAKER. It was upon the motion to 
resolution, which was read for information: : print that the debate proceeded on Friday. 


Resolved, That the » enate bill No. 90, entitled ‘ An aet au 
thorizing the negotiation of treaties with ihe Indian tribes : 


fe 
d 


vote by which the printing was ordered. 


| 


Mr. PRESTON KING desired to be informed | 


The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended?” | 


Gerry, Gott, Hamilton, Hampton, Isbam G. Harris, Hebard, i; 


had appointed the fourth Tuesday in June for the | 


be entered upon the Journal, and called up when |: 
When | 
it came up, he desired, for particular reasons, to | 
He was prepared to pro- :: 


Ís not the motion to print de- | 


Mr. TOOMBS. 1 move also to reconsider the 


| The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia will be entered upon the Jour- 
nal, subject to be called up at any time. ‘The 
House may not be aware of the character of the 
report which the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
\ MEADE] proposes to make. It is the report of 
the joint committee of conference upon the cen- 
sus bill, and it is desirable that it should be acted 
an immediately. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have no objection that that 
report be first considered. 

Mr. PRESTON. KING was understood to call 
for the consideration now of the motion to recon- 
sidey, if the gentleman from Georgia made that 
motion. 

The question, therefore, being first on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Toomss to reconsider the vote by 
which the House bad appointed as a special order 
for the fourth Tuesday in June, and order printed 
the report of the select committee on the Galphin 
claiim— _ 

Mr. TOOMBS said, that he did not intend at 
this time to argue the principles of law involved in 
the questions submitted to the committee; that he 
thought it due to the House and the country that 
| the reports and the evidence taken by the commit- 
tee should be printed before that argument was 
had; then he should be prepared to maintain that 
the claim was just, and ought to have been paid 
by the United States, and that the interest was 
legally and properly allowed. His present pur- 
pose was chiefly to reply to the remarks of the 
member from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] and es- 
i pecially to that portion of his remarks which 
sought to reflect upon the Secretary of War. After 
thatgentleman had addressed the House on Friday, 
he gave notice to him personally and to the House, 
i that he should avail himself of the earliest oppor- 
| tunity of replying to him; and Mr. T. regretted, 
i: after this notice, fo see'a statement in the Intel- 
: Hizencer this morning from him, correcting a report 
of his remarks in the Union, and announcing that 
| he, having accomplished his objects, would not re- 
i port his speech. Edid not hear the whole of the 
| member’s speech, and I therefore prepared to have 
an authoritative version of it before } replied to it; 
as it seems we are not to have that, I shall pro- 
ceed with a brief history of the case, and such 
comments as | propose ta make upon his card of 
| this morning. The elaborate investigation which 
| that gentleman professes to have given the case 
| has elicited no new fact, it has not shaken’ the 
‘solid foundations of equity and justice upon 
| which the claim rests. He has discovered some 

imputations in a mass of papers which he has ex- 
| amined, upon the patriotism and fidelity to his 
|; country in the war of the Revolution of George 

Galphin, who sunk in his grave in the midst of 
| that straggle. And although he admits that the evi- 
| dence satisfies even himself that the imputation 
was false and unfounded, and that Galphin was a 
true whig and a patriot, yet he was unwilling to 
i forego the supposed benefit which such an imp 1- 
ii tation, however false, would give to his position. 
i His malignity, like the ferocity of the hyena, 
| feeds upon the dead as well as the living, and in- 
il vades the sanctity of the grave of a revolutionary 
i| patriot, to gather upaspersions which headmits to 
‘| be unfounded, in order to assail the reputation of 
i, the living, If he has given the investigation to the 
| subject which he professes to have done, he found 
i| that no humble man’s fidelity to his country in that 
H 


t 


| 
i 
: 
f 
| 
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struggle, was better vouched for than that of 
George Galphin. Among the papers he would 
“have found testimony of George Walton, one of 
the signers of the Declaration of Independence; 
| of Judge Stephens, who was attorney of the State 
during the Revolution, and who was subsequently 
made district judge of the State of Georgia, (I be- 
‘lieve, by General Washington;) of Mr. Habber- 
sham, the Postmaster General of General Wash- 
ington; of the American General Flowe; beside 
numerous other patriotic men of those times. He 
would also have found the name of George Gal- 
phin ina bill of attainder passed by the Royal 
Colonial Legislature, at Savannah, while the Brit- 
sh were in possession of that city. His patriot- 
“ism and fidelity to his country are amply estab- 
lished, both by the testimony of bis comrades in 
l the struggle, and by the recorded vengeance of the 
|; public enemy. 

i The integrity and justice of the claim is as unas- 
sailable as the patriotism of the claimant. None of 
the reports or arguments submitted; none of the 
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evidence praduced, attempt to controvert the facis, 
that the debt of nine thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-one pounds, fifteen shillings, and five pence, 
was justly due to George Galphin, under the treaty 
of 1773, and that it had never been paid before the 
passage of the act of 1848, or that the debt had: 
express lien, created by that treaty, upon between 
two and three millions of acres of Jand lying in 
the State of Georgia. The whole controversy has 
been, from the Revolution to this. day, who should 
pay it. The lands whieh: Great Britian by that 
treaty agreed to sell, and-pay this debt and others, 
were wrenched from fer hands by the fortunes of 
war. Georgia suéceeded to the rights of Britian 
over the lands, and to no greater or other rights than 
Britain. She therefore took the lands cum onere 
subject to the trust. Such is the universal rule, 
‘the law of nations in civilized: warfare. By her 
act of 1780, Georgia admitted this principle, and 
agreed to pay all, just claims upon the land, with 
interest thereon. George Galphin died in 1780, 
and the claim was not presented to her Legislature 
until 1789. It was continually Pressed upon her 
until 1840. She never paid it. The British Gov- 
ernment promptly paid principal and intereston all 
this class of debis, which belonged to loyalists. 
She lost the fund, but, true to the principle that no 
subject shall lose by his loyality and devotion to 
her, she paid the debts of those who were true to 
her, and very properly refused to pay Galphin, 
upon the ground that he was against her in the 
revolutionary struggle, and turned him over to his 
own Government, into whose hands the fortunes 
of war had thrown the trast fund. Before the agent 
of the heirs of Galphin had returned from Europe, 
the assumption act of 1790 had passed. The Gen- 
eral Government had assumed to pay whatever the 
several States had, expended ‘for the general or 
particular defence” during the war, ‘ according to 
the principles of general equity, (although such 
claims may not be sanctioned by the resolves of 
Congress, or supported by regular vouchers.) This 
act gave, and justly gave, great offence to the State 
of Georgia. The basis of it was such as to operate 
with particular and unequal hardship upon Geor- 
gia and Vermont. (Here Mr. T. gave a minute 
account of the basis and operation of the assump- 
tion acts, passed from 1790 to 1793.) Georgia 
continued to omit to provide for this debt under 
her act of 1780, upon the ground, that she had 
never received into her treasury a single cent from 
the sale of the land, but it had been disposed of in 
grants and bounties, to secure the *‘ general or par- 
ticular defence” of the country; and after the lapse | 
of many years it is undoubtedly true, that the ar- 
gument which the member from New York now | 
urges, was not without its weight, that is, that 
it was ‘an antique.” The antiquity of a claim, 
though it may be surrounded with difficulties and 
demand a higher caution in its examination, has 
never been considered conclusive against all claims, 
You have now a standing committee upon Revo- 
lutionary Claims and their reports will show that 
they are not without business; and the Journals of 
every Congress which ever sat, even to this day, 
wiil show that you do not consider Revolution- 
ary Claims out of the pale of legislation. The 
same Congress which passed this claim or the 
one immediately preceding it, appropriated five 
millions of dollars to the payment of spolia- 
tions upon our commerce by the French before the 
year 1800. Mr. Polk vetoed it, and itis highly 
prenais that he received the censure of the New 

rork member for that act. Congress, for more 
than fifty years, had denied the obligation of this 
Government to pay this debt; yet after that pro- | 
tracted and uniform denial, the Congress referred 
to, bya large majority, agreed to pay them, It is 
now before Congress, and we shail see how many 
votes these claims will lose by their antiquity and 


|, House, (Mr Joseph R. Ingersoll,) presided. 
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3 there rejected, not upon 
cause it was tainted with re-- 
me here and was paid, and. { 


British throne, ark 
itso erita; But be 


nally ca 


‘wiore of it, but for the supposition that it might 
‘be used to injure a party or blow up a Cahinet. It 
is due to candor to say that, in my judgment, 
the latter was the main object, and that it did not 
originate with the Democratic pariy. In this con- 
nection I desire to say, that I do not pretend to 
stand here as the defender of the Administration. 
{have no claims to that position. 1 differ from the 
| Government upon the great question of the day. I 
i shall stand upon my own position, whatever may 
| be its fate or my own. But I stand in. defence of 
the right to repel aspersions from whatever quar- 
| ter they may come, upon an honest and honorable 
| man, whom I have known from my boyhood, and 
whom I know to be ** without fear and without 
| reproach.’* Besides, asa member of the Legisla- 
ture of my native State and as her representative 
here, I have given a uniform, earnest, and finally a 
successful support to this claim. And I assume 
fully whatever responsibility attaches to that posi- 
tion. None of the reasons which were assigned 
by the members of the Legislature of Georgia were 
satisfactory to my mind. f believed that Georgia 
ought in justice and good faith to have paid the debt 
| and interest, and that she had an undoubted right 
| upon the uniform principles of action of this Gov- 
ernment, to be reimbursed by it for the payment, 


| there and here, and | contributed, to the best of 
| my ability, to pass the bill through this House. 
! The bill for the payment ‘of this claim, was re- 
| ported to the Senate by the Judiciary Committee 
‘of that body, accompanied by a report, which 
| showed they had thoroughly examined into the 
| subject. It came to this House, and was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee, over which a justly 
eminent gentleman, now no longer a member of this 


į Know it received his examination and that of his 
committee, from the fact that he called upon me per- 
sonally for information connected with the claim. 
It was reported by him to this House, and was 
unanimously passed, and wassigned by President 
Polk. I say unanimously passed, because, under 
the then order of the House, a single objection 
would have prevented the bill from being reported 


| L used my own influence to prevent captious objec- 
| tions in committee, and discharged what I consid- 


| deavoring by all proper means tosecure the passage 
| of the bill. Four of the gentlemen of the commit- 
| tee were members of that House; itis not fair to in- 
| fer that they all had any personal knowledge of the 
| nature ofthe claim. Itis usual in Congress for local 
bills to be specially under the supervision of the 
members from the locality interested. I was in that 
condition and was fully cognizant of ail the facts. 
Mr. Crawford had become the attorney for the 
claimants in 1833, with a contingent fee of half the 
claim. He gave. it his-personal and professional 


| 
| 


bill. He then came here and sought earnestly for 
an adjudication of the case under the late Ad- 
ministration—so earnestly that Mr. Walker in- 
; ferred that he might he connected with the then 
| incoming Administration. Mr. Walker paid the 
| principal; and notwithstanding these earnest soli- 
| citations of Mr. Crawford and his friends, his pub- 
į lic engagements were so pressing that he could 

not examine the question of interest, and there- 
e fore left it unsettled. If Mr. Crawford had been 
capable of the motives now sought to be ascribed to 
him—if he had even desired that his position should 
sway the even scales of justice, he would rather 


| 
| 
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the protracted refusal of Congress to recognize its 
obligation to pay them. That the claim of Gal- 
phin was “an antique’ is most true, and the 
greater the shame to those wha ought to have 
paid it. kh did make “continual claims” to the 
Georgia Legislature for above half a century with- 
Out auceess; it sought for relief at the foot of the 
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nave desired delay until the new Goveenment 
came in, than to have urged a settlement from the 
: out-going Secretary of the Treasury. But, rely- 
| ing solely upon the law and the strength of the 
_ ease; he urged a settlement from those from whom 
; neither he nor his principal had any reason to ex- 


| pect aught but stern, rigid justice. 


but that we should have-heard nothing || 


I acted and voted in conformity with this opinion į 


1! 


from the Committee of the Whole to the House. | 


ered my duty to justice and right, and to some of «| 
; my constituents who had an interest in it, in en- | 


attention: from that time until the passage of the | 


HE After Mr: Crawford came into the Administra- 
tion, his principal demanded. that the proper: off 
cer shóuld decide upan his case: It was’ is rgbt. 
Mr. Crawford informed tne President of his cot 
nection with the claim, and the Presi Yo 
impropriety in his position. The gentleman from 
| New York, on this branch of the case, the better. 
to. conceal his purposes and accomplish: his ob- 
| jects, broke into.a high-wrought eulogy upon the 
President, doubtless ‘more just. than sincere, al- 
i leging thatthe President would have never-coun- 
tenanced such a proceeding had he not supposed 
that the claim was pending -before Congress and 
not. before one of the Departments of Govern- 
ment. Unfortunately for the gentleman, the read= 
ing of the report of the comn-ittee immediately. fol- 
lowed his speech. It contained one piece ofevidence 
not to be found in the seventy-five volumes: which 
he had read; hence it is, perhaps, that hisspeech ` 
has not been published. The President chose, te. 
be his own expositor-upon. the supposed state of 
facts to which. the gentleman from -New York re- 


} 


| 


| 


ferred. He vindicated his own claim to the eulogy 
by repudiating the apology or.defence thus setup 
for him. ee ee TAI 


: C AEE ee 

Mr. Crawford, adopting the very just idea that 
his principal had the right to have the decision of 
the Secretary of the Treasury upon his case, even 
though his attorney filled another important office 
ji under the Government, employed an agent to pre- 
i| sent the claim, and, from motives of the most. ob- 

vious delicacy, refrained from. communicating to ` 
| his colleagues any knowledge of his. own contin- 
| gent interest in the claim. And both the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Attorney General decided 
upon the claim without the least knowledge of such 
interest. And this is the pretended foundation of 
| his censures of the Secretary of War. When'the 
instigators and originators of this. plot.against:the — 
repuiation of the Secretary of War: commenced 
their operations, they alleged that he had used ; 
official position to control his ‘colleagues’ decisions 
for his own benefit. It was so reiterated through 
the press by their machinations.. The charge was 
grave, if true. The investigation proves. it’ to be 
false. Jt becomes necessary to change the line of 
ji attack, and the gentleman from New. York affects 
i} to be deeply wounded, both in ‘his patriotic and 
j; party sensibiliges, at the monstrous outrage that 
the Secretary did not so use it. He says: f 

«< The Secretary of War should not have kept fram, nor 
| have allowed to be kept frou his associate Secretaries, the 
j! paramount interest he bad in this enormous and antique 
|! claim, It wasa fact that he should have uttered in their 
ears in tones ofthunder. He should have blazoned it upon, 
i his forehead, and let-all mankind read it there. If then 
j! the Attorney General had given bim, by tegal construction, 
i] over a hundred thousand doliars for himself, and the: Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had approved it, fhey would have known 
what they were about; tbey would have planged into the. 
very depth of the case; they would. have rend and re-read 
every paper ia its they would have tracked it fron: its nurs- 
ery in a-Georgia wilderness before the Revolution, and 
have tollowed it up, step hy step, till this day; they would 
| have known the tremendous and dangerous personal respon- 
sibility they were ussuming, and have felt how they. were 
jeoparding the peace aud prosperity of our common Whig 
| party.” 
| That the gentleman from New York should be 
| morally incapable of appreciating that nice and 
| delicate sense of honor and propriety, which sought 
|i not only to do right, to avoid even the appearance 
|i of wrong, will not surprise any one who will read 
|| his reasons for his strictures upon this part of the. 
l| Secretary’s conduct. His reasons for requiring 
i the Secretary to make the disclosure, betrays an 
i unconsciousness or insensibility (othe simplest 
|| principles of moral action. He demands the dis- 
closure, that Messrs. Meredith and Johnson might 
not make a decision which might jeopard “the 
| peace and prosperity of our common Whig party.” 
| He not only assumes that the knowledge of ‘the . 
parties interested would have controlled. the decis« 
ion of the two Secretaries, but that the base aban- 
donment of duty would have beea for party 
purposes. This is the morality of this censor o 
honest men’s conduct—a morality below:that of 
the ‘t Five Poinis;” a self-confessed ‘horalzand 
| political depravity which needs no argument; no 
passport to the condemnation of the publics 
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rality which perpetrates wrong to avoid the ap- 
pearance of wrong. I have but a very slight 
knowledge of Mr. Meredith, but I know. nothing 
in his character which would subject him to the 
imputations of the member from New York— 
nothing that would enable any man to say he would 
upon-such principles. The Attorney General I 
do know, and I undertake to say for him, that he 
would scorn to act upon the motives ascribed. to 
him. That he would have stood by the law and 
the right, no matter how high or how low might 
have been the condition of the claimant; and that 
no desire to preserve ‘* the peace or the prosperity 
of our common Whig party’? could have had the 
least influence upon his official judgment. Asa 
Whig, I enter my protest against any such princi- 
ples, and deny that that party is governed by such 
principles; and I will add, when it shall be gov- 
erned by them, no man will labor more earnestly 
for its overthrow than Twill. Lam content to sub- 
mit the Secretaries’ conduct to the public, with 
these objections of the gentleman to its propriety. 

When the reporis and the evidence shall have 
been printed, I shall wish to submit some consid- 
erations upon the legal principles applicable both 
to the principal and interest—considerations wholly 
opposed to the conclusions of the majority of the 
committee, from which I altogether dissent. | 

Mr. HUBBARD made a statement in relation 
to the vote he had given, the purport of which 
was not understood by the reporter. 

Mr. CONGER said he was unwilling that an 
impression should obtain in that House, or in the 
country, that his colleague (Mr. Brooxs,] who 
addressed the House on this subject on Friday 
last, stood alone in the opinions he bad then 
avowed. Te now declared to the House and to 
the country, that for one, in the vote he should 
give upon this question, he stood with him, and he 
stood by him; and he was unwilling that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. oomss,] who had 
just addressed the House, should argue this ques- 
tion-on the ground that his colleague stood alone in 
the opinions which he entertained upon the sub- 
ject. 

Before the House should come to a decision of 
the question—at least before he was called upon 
to give a vote upon either of the resolutions that 
were appended to the report which had been made, 
he desired an opportunity, if he could obtain one, 
to express the views he entertained upon the sub- 
ject; but he desired at present to say, in reply to 
what he believed the gentleman from Georgia as- 
sumed in his argument, that the last Congress, in 
passing the law they did, in relation to this Gal- 
phin claim, recognized the validity and justness 
of the claim. In relation to that, he begged to 
say, that he dissented entirely from any such con- 
struction being drawn from the passage of that 
law. He recollected the bill very well; and he 
recollected very well the time it passed the Fouse. 
But so far from believing that it recognized any 
such principle as that, he had supposed that the 
whole merits of the claim were committed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and that he was to ex- 
amine into its validity. And,so far from desiring 
to cast blame or censure upon the Secretary of 
War alone, he went to the full extent of censuring, 
so far as his vote was concerned, the action of Sec- 
retary Walker, and Secretary Meredith, and above 
all, the Attorney General, in giving the opinion 
which he had given in relation to the subject. 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam glad, sir, that the gentle- 
man from Georgia has taken this occasion to say, 
that he should improve the earliest opportunity to 
challenge a vote in this House upon the propriety 
of the conduct of the Secretary of War; that he is 
not content to let things stand as they now are— 
to Jet the record remain as it stands at present, 
from the report of the committee; and I trust that 
he will improve the earliest opportunity that can 
be afforded to him in this House, by the introduc- 
tion of a resolution, or resolutions, which shall im- 
mediately command an expression of opinion in! 
this House. {t is due to all concerned, and it is 
due to the country. 

There are two very important questions in- 
volved in this matter, which should come before 
the House and the country, and be settled imme- 
diately. The first is, whether the Secretary of ' 
War shoul be interesting himself in claims, or in 
the collection of claims, while holding the office of | 
Secretary; and the second is, whether the Secre- ! 
tary of the Treasury should pay triple, nay, nearly | 


. interest by the heirs of George Galphin. 


four times the amount of the principal of a claim, 
as interest, when Congress is in session, and when, 
by law, he has been called upon “ to examine,”’ 
and * to adjust” the claim itself. If the Executive 


Departments of this Government have any such j 


power, there is no necessity for this House; 
there is no necessity for Congress; and it isin vain 
that the people elect Representatives here to 
hold their purse strings, if the accounting officers 
of the Government are thus to be overruled by the 
Attorney General, and to disburse the public 
money without an appropriation on the part of 
Congress. Here are about $40,000 principal, 
which it is said have been appropriated by Con- 
gress, though never thus appropriated, I think; 
and nearly $200,000 interest, which have been ap- 
propriated elsewhere, upon a construction by the 
Attorney General, overruling and overriding the 
decisions of the Comptroller of the Treasury. The 
principle is monstrous, and no man can maintain it 
before the people. ` If such things can be done, I 
repeat, there is no necessity for this body to hold 


the purse strings, and you may as well at once go | 
home, and abandon your Treasury to your At- 


torneys General. You may pile tariff upon tariff— 
“ Pelion upon Ossa,” and you cannot raise reve- 
nue enough to maintain the Government, if this 
principle is established, and you at once abandon 
your Treasury. But if it is to be established—if 
such is the law,—let it at once be so understood— 
the sooner the better. I would like to have the 
question decided, and decided now. I would 
like to have it go before the people, whether, by 
forcible implication, or by construction of the ac- 
counting officers, or the Attorney General, the pub- 
lic money is thus to be appropriated away. I would 
like to have it decided whether we are to permit 
the giving away of $100,000, day after day, upon | 
any such construction as the gentleman from 
Georgia may give to this law,—whether authoriz- | 
ing only the examination and adjustment ofa claim 
at the Treasury, whether weare hereafterto expend 
millions upon millions of dollars upon no better 
authority than this. J] take the ground, though no 
one stand by me, that the principle is wrong, and 
the sooner those who hold to it are compelled 
by law to abandon it, the better. We hold the 
purse strings—we are the guardians of the public 
money. When we mean to pay interest pwe say so 
directly, or by unavoidable implication. The power 
of executive appropriation of the public money is 
a power that has sprung up of late years. It was 
to some extent commenced by Attorney General 
Butler, overruled by Attorney General Crittenden, 
and carried to an alarming extent by the present 
Attorney General, in the decision in the Galphin 
claim. 

Sir, I do not intend to discuss any further than 
I discussed the other day, the connection of the 
Secretary of War with this claim of principal and 
If the 
gentleman from Georgia feels—as he does fee}, un- 
doubtedly—that there is no indelicacy in that con- 
nection, it is not within my power to correct his 
judgment. He is beyond any Jogicof mine. If 
he thinks it proper that the Secretary of War 
should exert his influence with the Secretary of 
the Treasury—speaking, not for himself, but for 
his “ Georgia friends’’—— 1 

Mr. TOOMBS. Does the gentleman mean to 
assert that the Secretary of War did exert his in- 
fluence with the Secretary of the Treasury? a 

Mr. BROOKS. I understand that it appears 
from the testimony, though I have not seen it, that 
Mr. Crawford never said he had any connection 
with the subject, but urged the speedy decision of | 
the case in behalf of his ‘Georgia friends’”— 
‘‘Suppressio veri, suggestio falsi.” I shall not make 
either the liberal or the literal translation. I said 
the other day, and I hold now, thatit was the duty 
of the Secretary of War, speaking for his ‘* Geor- 
gia friends,” and demanding a decision on their 
behalf, to have said, also, that he was one of those 
“ Georgia friends °’ —i 
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nal of the public for an -examination and adjust- 
ment of our respective moralities in this case, and 
I fearlessly leave that tribunal to decide between 
us. j 

If the gentleman had been in the House the 
other day, and had heard all the remarks which E 
made—and J can assure him, now, that he shall 
have the benefit of them hereafter, in order to save 
myself from misrepresentation here and elsewhere 
—he would not have found it necessary to make the 
statements which he has made this morning as re- 
gards the polities of Geo. Galphin, the Indiaan trader’ 
of ancient times, nor to have dwelt, perhaps, upon 
some other matters which he has introduced to this 
House. I had not time within the hour allotted 
to me then, nor shall [I now undertake to give a 
history of the whole action of Georgia upon this 
claim. I might, had [ time, bring forth an able 
report which the gentleman from Georgia intro- 


| duced into the Georgia Legislature in 1839, in ref- 


erence to the Galphin claim. Did he then main- 


| tain, as he does to-day, that it was a debt due by 


the United States? Not at all. He contended 
that it was a debt due exclusively by the State of 
Georgia. He threw the whole weight of his argu- 
ment into that one point. And when-an attempt 
was made afterwards in the Legislature of Geor- 
gia to saddle it upon the United States, by a reso- 
lution of instruction introduced, calling upon the 
Georgia members of Congress to urge the payment 
of the claim, the Georgia Legislature, which he 
had been instructing by his report, and addressing 
by his eloquence, overruled the report by three to 
one, and rejected the resolution which declared it 
a national claim, by two to one. I appeal, then, 
for support for myself from the gentleman from 
Georgia to the gentleman’s constituents, upon 
whom he could not bring to bear the force of his 


|| arguments, written or oral, to maintain this either 


a State or a national claim; and when, in the sub- 
sequent session of the Georgia Legislature, another 
gentleman from Georgia, now a member of this 
House, introduced another series of resolutions in- 
structing the Senators and Representatives in Con- 


ji gress from Georgia to press this claim in Wash- 
ington, that series was laid upon the table, and 


was not again taken up, that } can find. All efforts 
that have been made in Georgia to make that State 
recognize this claim as a debt due either from her 
or from the Federal Government, have been made 
in vain; and this, too, where the owners of the 
claim were men of powerful influence, and where 
the facts were well known, and although those 


| efforts have extended through three quarters of a 


century. If this claim be a just and honest one— 
if itis founded on just principles—it ig certainly 


| in Georgia that it should be recognized first; and 


it is by that State thatit should be first paid. If 
the people of Georgia cannot be convinced that it 
is a debt due by the National Government, is it a 
matter of astonishment if I express surprise and 
amazement when Í see how it has been examined, 
adjusted, audited, and paid, by a decision of the 
Attorney General overruling the Comptroller of 
the Treasury? My surprise and amazement may 
well be deemed natural, and must not be attributed 
to obtuseness of intellect, or obliquity of senti- 
ment. f 

I stand upon the records of Georgia, in the ar- 
gument which { put forth the other day. I stand 


|| upon the unanswerable facts to be found in those 


records, against the claim, as regards the United 
States. And when I see it repudiated, and after 
much discussion in the Senate, though smuggled 
into the treaty of New Echota, I stand upon that 
fact too. -And if such facts are not strong enough 
to sustain my position, I know not upon what 
foundation a man can safely stand. 

Mr. BUTLER said he desired to ask the 
honorable gentleman whether the decision of the 
Attorney General was not paramount to an act of 
Congress? His understanding of the matter was, 


| aes 


| that when a question arose upon the construction 


of a law, and the question of construction was 
referred to the Attorney General, and he gave his 
opinion upon the subject, that opinion possessed 


; as much binding force as an act of Congress. 


Mr. BROOKS. Oh! no, no, no. No con- 
struction by the Attorney General has the binding 
force of an act of Congress. Nobody has any 
right to appropriate the public money, except the 
Representatives of the people. We speak for, 
and in behaif of the people. We hold the strings 
of the people’s purse, and nobody else. The 
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theory of all popular governments is, that the 
Representatives of the people hold the treasury 
keys. All bills raising revenue must have their 
birthplace in this House. Nor do I hold that 
the Attorney General has a right to overrule the 
accounting officer of the Treasury, in * the 
examination” or “adjustment” of a claim sub- 
mitted to the treasury, by law, for such examina- 
tion and adjustment. The practice of the Gov- 
ernment, I admit, has been against this opinion, 
but it is a dangerous practice, and it is time it 
waschecked. The Attorney General’s duty, under 
the act which created the office, is “ to give his | 
advice and opinion on questions of law, when re- 
quired,” but not to “examine” and “ adjust” 
claims. When the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
in examining and adjusting Galphin’s claim, had 
no doubts or difficulties as to disallowing the in- 
_ terest demanded, it was not the duty or the busi- | 

ness of the Attorney General to interfere, and to | 
make. a law give interest, which the law gave | 
neither in words nor by implication. The princi- || 
ple, if sucha principle exists, 1 hold to be mon- ji 
strous, and it ought no longer to be tolerated. || 
Here is a case where about forty thousand dollars | 
have been by implication appropriated by Con- |i 
gress, and about two hundred thousand dollars |! 
afterwards added on in interest, through the con- | 
struction, that in this ivsplicationgaian appropria- |} 
tion of a principal, interest was implied. i 

Mr. CONRAD desired to ask the honorable 
gentleman, whether he supposes the opinion of 
the present Attorney General overrules the opinion 
of former Attorneys General? f 

Mr. BROOKS.. Oh, no; I did not say so. 

Mr. CONRAD. Iwould inform the gentleman, 
that from the commencement of the Government, 
the legal advisers of the Government had always 
been in favor of the allowance of interest. 

Mr. BROOKS. Far from it. The decided 
majority is against the practice. 

Mr. BUTLER desired to ask, whether the gen- | 
tleman from New York could cite a case in which 
a Secretary had overruled the decision given by || 
an Attorney General, when his opinion was 
asked? > 

Mr. BROOKS. My researches have not been 
directed to that point. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said, this was an interesting 
family quarrel, and he did not wish to interrupt it. 
He said he had not intended to make any remarks 
on the question now under consideration; nor 
would he do so until the reports of the majority | 
and minority of the committee were printed. But 
he gave notice that there was a resolution that he 
intended to offer, which he believed to be import- |; 
ant, and one which should have been reported by 
the majority of the committee. He was not will- 
ing that there should be only talk without action— 
“all cry and no wool.” If upwards of $190,000 į 
had been drawn from the Treasury improperly, 
it seemed to him to be the duty of that House to | 
endeavor to get it back again. He did not hold i 
that the committee had been appointed merely for | 
the purpose of throwing censure upon the charac- 
ter of the Secretary of War; but he held it to be 
the duty of the House to require the Judiciary 
Committee, if this money had been drawn im- 
properly from the Treasury, to report a bill for the 
Institution of a suit to restore the money to the 
Treasury. No resolution of that kind had been 
reported; and he would, therefore, send to the 
Chair a resolution, which, if in order, he would 
offer now; and, if not in order at this time, he de- 
sired that it should come in at the properime, as 
an amendment to the report of the majori§ of the 
committee. 

The resolution was here read, as follows: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report a bill to this House, authorizing and re- 
quiring the proper District Attorney of the United States to 
institute a suit or suits against the executor of George Gal- 
phin, George W. Crawford, and others, to recover back the | 
sum of $191,352 89, heing the amount paid to said parties as | 
interest, under the act of August, 1848. 

This would be something practical. One of the 
resolutions which had been reported was, that the | 
money had been improperly paid. He would ex- | 
press no opinion upon that subject at present, 
although he would probably do so when the sub- 
ject should come up-for discussion. But if the 
money had been improperly paid he would ask 
how could the House justify itself merely by say- 
ing so and going no further? 


| know the law, and: money paid out under a mis- 


| deserved odium. 


| the Whigs opposed to the Galphin claim, to vote for 


; made, he meant to be understood as casting no 


| tleman from Texas had given notice of his inten- 


his friend from Texas [Mr. Karman] difficulties 
in the way of recovering the money after the same 
had been paid out under.a misapprehension of the 
law. The Jaw, Í understand to be well settled, 
that every person. in sthis-country is presumed to 


apprehension cannot be recovered. Again, the law. 
vests a discretion-in the officer, and however mach 
he may abuse that discretion, the Government is 
concludéd by his action. Both of these principles 
would interpose and bar the recovery. 

‘Mr. KAUFMAN said, that this money may 
have been paid without any authority of law. The 
court may decide that the decision of Mr. Walker 
paying only the principal, may have been final, 
and exhausted the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. But whatever may be the law or 
custom*in regard to money erroneously paid, he 
would not believe that the Secretary of War would 
avail himself of any technical or merely legal ob- 
jections. He believed that the friends of the Sec- 
retary would prefer that such a motion as he pro- 
posed would be adopted. There were contradict- 
ory reports from the majority and minority of the 
committee, and whatever might be the decision 
of the House, its action might perhaps be regard- 
ed as dictated by party prejudice; but if the case 
were to go before the Supreme Court, the high 
standing of that tribunal would give its decision 
a binding efficacy, and if that decision supported 
the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Attorney General, they would have the satis- 
faction of being sustained before the country. If 
otherwise, they would of course be subjected to 
He believed, as he had said, 
the parties who received this interest would not 
avail theniselves of mere technical objections. If 
they would do so, he desired that it should be 
manifested. He wished the Judiciary Committee 
to report a bill requiring the United States District 
Attorney to institute proceedings for the recovery 
of the money; and whatever might be the decision 
of the supreme tribunal of the country, it would 
be acquiesced in, and silence or confirm the clamor 
which now exists throughout the country. He 
would merely add, that he believed it to be the 
duty of the Democratic party in this House, and 


his proposition if they declared that they believed 
the money to have been improperly drawn from 
the Treasury. They would be discharging but 
one-half of their duty in making this declaration 
without instituting further proceedings of some 
kind or other. In the remarks which he had 


reproach upon the Secretary of War, a gentleman 
with whom he was not personally acquainted, 
When the time arrived for discussion, he would 
then be prepared to enter upon that discussion, 
and be better acquainted with all the facts con- 
nected with the case under consideration, than he 
was at this time. He asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce his amendment 
now, in order that it might be printed with the 
report. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved a suspension of the 
rules in order to enable him to offer it. 


+ 


Mr. PRESTON KING femarked that the gen- 


tion to offer this resolution as an amendment to 
the resolutions reported by the majority of the 
committee when the subject should come up for 
consideration. He had supposed that the subject 
had been taken up this morning, merely for the 
purpose of having a reply to the argument ad- || 
vanced on Friday last, so that an argument on 
both sides should go to the country together, inas- 
much as the general discussion of the subject had 
been postponed to a future day, and the testimony, |! 
in the meanwhile, had been ordered to be printed. 
When the day for its discussion arrived, therefore, 
they could take it up with a full knowledge of the 
facts of the case. 

He concluded by moving to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


THE CENSUS. 
The conferees appointed by the House of Rep- 


Mr. RICHARDSON said, te would suggest to 


. 


resentatives have met the conferees on the part of 


j the Senate, and conferred upon the’ disagreeing - 


votes of the two Houses’ upon bill No, > of t 
Senate, for taking the seventh éensua, and other. 
censuses, and to fix the’ number of Representas 
tives, and to apportion the same among the States; 
and the conferees agreed to recommeénd to the con- 
sideration of their respective. Houses the follow- 
ing arrangement:: ene 
ist. The Senate shall:recedé from’ thi 
agreement to the amenditent to the first s 
the bill, as proposed by the House, and 
the same. > EF 

Seconp. The House shall recede from itsam nd. 
ment striking out the twenty-third section of thé.’ 
bill, and that section be retained. ie 

Turo. The amendment which strikes out all 
the tables from the bill, and inserts others,’ shall 
be arranged as follows: ; 

The first table is identical with the 

The second table has two additional 

The third table is to be modified in 
ticulars: 

First. Strike out all which relates to live ‘stock; - 
being eight columns, from No. 6 to No: 13 incli- 
sive, and insert what is contained in table 5 of thé 
original bill, namely, the columns numbered: from 
four to ten inclusive, with the. headings onthe 
same subject. pee uae 

Second. Assign two instead. of one column. to.’ 
potatoes, in the manner of columns: twenty and 
twenty-one in said original table five, °° nice gs 

Third. Assign one column instead of two ‘to 
peas and beans; and one instead of two to honey 
and beeswax, in the manner of columns twenty-two 
and twenty-three in said original table five. 

Fourth. The forty-fifth column in said original 
table five, shall be transferred, with the heading re- 
lating to animals slaughtered, to the amended table, 

Fifth. Columns numbered forty-eight, forty- 
nine, fifty, and fifty-one, shall be stricken. from 
this table of the House. a 

The fourth table is identical with that in the orié 
ginal bill upon the same subject. — ae 

The sixth table is identical with that in the 
al bill upon the same subject. baa 

With the several modifications, above mentioned; 
to the third table, the Senate is to agree to the 
amended tables of the House, numbered one;'ty 
three, four, and six. i a 

The fifth table. The House is to recede from its 
amendment to the table numbered five, adapted to 
the social statistics, with this modification: ‘The 
Senate table shail be so arrainged as to make room: 
for a column to be headed ‘Periodicals includin 
newspapers,” which column shall be subdivided 
into four columns, the first to be headed “ name,” 
the second “ class,” the third “how often pub- 
lished,” and fourth ‘ number of circulation.” 

R. K. MEADE, i 
ROBERT C. SCHENCK 
C.S. MOREHEAD. < 

Mr. HUBBARD stated at a previous part of the 
day, that having paired off witha gentleman from 
New York, he had inadvertently voted... As’ his’ 
vote did not change the result, however, ‘he’ did’ 
not deem it necessary to ask that it be taken from 
the record. 4 

On motion, the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 


priate committees: - ; 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 63 citizens of Marion 
county, Indiana, praying Congress to provide a trial by jary > 
for persons claimed as fugitive slaves. 

+ Also, the petition of 61 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to prohibit slavery and the slave trade in all 
the territories of the United States. : 

Also, the petition of 59 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to refuse the admission ofany more slave States, 

Also, the petition of 60 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to repeal all Jaws by whieh slavery and the 
slave trade is sanctioned in the Distriet of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEBARD: The petition of Dana Peirce and & 
others, citizens ot Windsor couaty,in the State of Vermont, 


| asking for a law, that no alleged fugitive trom service shall 
| be delivered to his claimant, except upon the finding of a 
| jury that he is the slave of the claimant. 


Also, the petition of same, praying that slavery and the: 
slave trade may be prohibited in all the territories of the. 
United States. i z EE 

Also, the petition of the same, asking for the repeal of all. 
laws which sanction slavery-in the District of Columbia, of 
for the removal of the seat of Government. veh PS RABRE 

Aiso, the petition of the same, praying that no State be 
hereafter admitted inte the Union, unless. slavery shall be 
prohibited within the same. AA ok 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The. petition of citizens of 


s 
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Kane county, in the State of Tilinois, praying for the right of 
tial by jury tọ persons claimed. as fugitive slaves. 

‘Also, the petition of citizens of Kane county, in the State 
of {Hinois, praying for the prohibition of slavery dnd the 
slave trade in all the territories of the United States. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kane county, in the State 
of Litingis, remonstrating against the admission of more slave 
States into the Union. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Thomas Nicklin and 28 
others, citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress.to repeal all laws adopted cr enacted by Congress, 
by which slavery or the slave trade is sanctioned in the city 
of Washington, or the District of Columbia, and that in the 
évent of their non-repeal, the seat of the National Govern- 
ment may be removed to some more suitable location. 

Also, the petition, of William Fowler and 28 others, citi- 
zens of the same place, praying Congress to provide by law, 
that whenever a person shall be arrested as a fugitive slave 
‘in apy State, other than thatin which he is alleged to be 
held to service, he shall not be delivered to the claimant or 
his agent, except on the finding of a jury tuat he is the slave 
of the claitnant. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Egbert and 28 others, citizens 
of the same place, praying Congress to admit hereafter no 
State into the Union, uniess the econstitunon of such State 
shall expressly prohibit the existence of slavery within its 
limits. 

Also, the. petition of Thomas Clulow and 28 others, citi- 
zens of the same place, praying Congress to prohibit slavery 
and the slave trade, expressly, in all the territories of the 
United States. 

Also, the’ petition of Ephraim Armitage and 43 others, 
citizens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, praying Con 
gress to reform the tarif of 1845, and iucrease the duties 
won articles of foreign importaiion. 

Also, the petition of Jobn Magee and 44 others, citizens 
of the same county, and asking for the same thing. 

By Mr. BOOTH: The petition of George Read and 76 
others, gentlemen aud tadies in the State of Connecticut, 
praying Congress to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Navy to send a national ship to Prankfort-on-the-Maine, 
in Germany, and transpoit in said ship such delegates as 
may go from this country to attend a Peace Congress to be 
held in said city of Frankfort in Angust next. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, May 20, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT of the United States 
yesumed the chair this morning, after a temporary 
absence. 

i MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the proceedings 
of a meeting of the citizens of Albany, in the 
State of New York, in favor of abolishing corpo- 
ral punishment in the navy of the United States, 
and to dispense with the spirit ration in the same; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. x 

Also, the memorial of Francis Pettit Smith, 
asking the renewal of his patent for an improve- 
ment in the method of propelling steam and other 
vessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition of citi- 
zeus of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine, asking 
the adoption of measures for the adjustment of 
international controversies by arbitration; which || 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

Mr. UPHAM presented a petition of citizens of 
Montpelier, Vermont, asking a reduction of the 
rates of postage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, two petitions fiom citizens of the same 
State, asking that slavery and the slave trade may 
be abolished in the District of Columbia, or the 


| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| Houses the following arrangement: ` 


| eight columns, from No.6 to No. 13 inclusive, and insert 


i asking a pension, on account of the services of her 
! husband, asa captajn in the service during the 


Fasking to be dismissed therefrom; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 


abolished in the District of Columbia, or. the seat 
of Government removed therefrom; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, two memorials from citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking an increase of duties on foreign 
iron; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Philadelphia, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, asking that provision 
may be made for paying the bonds issued by the 
late Republic of Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented two memorials of cit- 
izens of Hlinois, asking that the right of way and 
a portion of the public land may be granted to 
the Terre Haute and Alton Railroad Company, to 
aid in the construction of their railroad; which 
were referred to the Committee on the*Public 
Lands. 

Also, two memorials from citizens of the same 
State, asking an appropriation for removing ob- 
„structions to the navigation of the Calumet river 
in that State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial from J. H. 
Eberbach and other citizens of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, asking a reorganization 
of the judicial system of the District; which was 


THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the Senate, on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill providing for taking the seventh census of the 
United States, reported— 

«That they have met the conferees on the part of the 


House of Representatives, and that the conferees have 
agreed to recommend to the consideration of their respective 


-¢Jst. The Senate shall agree to the amendment of the 
first section of the bil] as passed hy the House, 

2d. The House shail recede from its amendment striking 
out the 23d section of the biil, 

3d. The amendment which strikes out all the tables 
from the bill, ang inserts others, shal! be arranged, as 
follows: 

e The first tabte is identical with the original. 

<The second has two additional columns, 
_ The third is to be modified in several particulars, as 
follows: 

«Ist. Strike out all that which relates to live stock, heing 


wnat is contained in table five of the original bill, namely, 
the columns numbered from four to ten inclusive, with the 
proceedings on the same subject,” &c. 


The report was concurred in. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Mary Farrar, 


revolutionary war, submitted a report in writing, 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Cyrus Wheelock, asking 
a pensian, on account of injuries received in the 
war of 1812, submitted a report in writing, asking 
to be discharged therefrom; which was ordered to 
be printed, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 


seat of Government removed therefrom. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking thatthe right of trial by jury may be al- 
lowed by law to fugitive slaves. 7 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same, ask- i 
ing that slavery may be prohibited by law in all 
the territories of the United States. 

All of whieh were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of Richarda 
Benson, Robert Waller, and others, citizens of | 
lowa, asking that patents may be issued for cer- 
tain lands entered by them at the Land Office at 
Dubuque, in said State, under military land war- 
rants; which was referred to the Commiitee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. COOPER presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, asking that no State may here- 
after be admitted into the Union whose constitu- 
tion does not expressly prohibit slavery within 
its limits; that slavery and the slave trade may be 
prohibited by law in the territories of the United 
States; and that slavery may be abolished in the 
District of Columbia, and wherever Congress has 
the constitutional power, 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery and the slave-trade may be 


j 


| 
| 


| 
| 


} 


a 


| sion, for the services of her husband in the war of 


referred the petition of Sarah Nichols, for a pen- 


the Revolution, submitted a report in writing, | 
which was ordered to be printed, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same. : í 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of James Wright, an engineer 
in the revenue service, asking to be allowed a pen- 
sion, submitted a report in writing, which was or- 
dered to be printed, asking to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the papers of Charles Larrabee, asking 
arrears of pension, submitted a report in writing, i! 
which was ordered to be printed, asking to be | 
discharged from the further consideration of the i 
same. { 

Also, fram the same committee, to which was | 
referred the petition of Peter Grover, asking al 
pension, in consideration of injuries received while | 
engaged in blasting rocks in the service of the | 
United States, submitted a report in writing, | 
which was ordered to be printed, asking to be | 
discharged from the further consideration of the | 
same. | 


| 


i 


: entitled 
: United States,” approved March 3, 1835, any pay, compen- 


| 


Also; from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Frances P. Gardiner, ask- 
ing a renewal of her pension, submitted. a report, 
which was ordered to be printed, accompanied by 
a bill for her relief; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, h 
referred. the petition of Nancy Bowen, asking to 
be allowed a pension, submitted a report, which 
was ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill 
for Her relief, which was read and passed to a se~ 
cond reading. ; 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of David N. Smith, for arrears 
of pension, submitted a report in writing, which 
was ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief, which was read and passed to a 
second reading, 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of George Copway, an Indian chief, asking the 
organization ofa new Indian territory, east of the 
Mississippi river, asked to be discharged from the 
| further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a bill to provide compensation to 
such persons as may be designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Tregapry to receive and keep the pub- 
lic money, eo the 15th section of the act of 
Congress of 1846, for the additional services re- 
quired under that act; which was read and passed 
to a second reading. A 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Thomas 
Maugham, Cullen Battle, and others, asking in- 
demnity for Indian depredations during the Creek 
war in 1836-’7, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial 
of Charles Byrne and others, proprietors of a 
tract of land granted by the Spanish Govern- 
ment to Don Pablo F. Fontaine, in Florida, asking 
to be confirmed in their title, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the memorial of 
certain citizens of the State of New York, asking 
that a Government vessel may be employed to 
convey the delegates of the Peace Convention from 
this country to Frankfort in August, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. K. took occasion to call the attention of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] who pre- 
sented the memorial, to the report just made. The 
committee did not consider thatthe memorial came 
in any way within the sphere of their committee; 
but if the Senator desired any further action on the 
subject, he could have the memorial referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD asked that the report and the 
memorial lie on the table for the present; which 
was agreed to. 


ALLOWANCES TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
| inform the Senate whether, since the passage of the aet 
n act to regulate the pay of the navy of the 


to which was 


| 
| 
| 


tion, or allowance, under any circumstances whatever, 
except for traveling expenses when under orders home, has 
been received by any officer ofthe navy, either by furnishing 
him quarters free of rent, or furniture, or in any other way 
whatever; and if such allowances have been made, under 
and by;force of what law the same have been made; and by 
whose order, and to what officers such allowances bave 
been made, and what rule or regulation has been observed 
in making them; and also whethersuch allowances have 
heen made to other than to captains, commanders, and® 
licutenants, and if so, to what persons. 


BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 


On the motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the bill 
to establish a branch mint in the city of New York 
was made the special order for Friday next, at 
one o’clock. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. 
On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
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proceeded to the consideration of the House bill 
for the relief of Smith & Hersey. 

eflt wasa bill to cancel three several bonds for 
duties on goods which were burnt while in the 
overnment stores. } ; 

There being no amendment offered thereto, the 
Jl was reported to the Senate, was ordered to a 
‘third reading, and was read a third time and 
“passed. 3 


PATENT LAWS. 


The hour of half-past twelve having arrived, the 
Senate resumed the consideration, as in Committee 
of the Whole, of the bill to amend the act to:pro- 
mote the useful arts. ` ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT stated the question to 
‘be upon the adoption of the amendment offered on 
Thursday last by the Senator from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Turner.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 wish to offer as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 

- That all rules, by-laws, and orders regulating and gov- 
erning the transaction of business at the Patent Oifice shall 
be reduced to writing by the Commissioner in a book to be 
‘Kept for that purpose, which shalt be open for publie inspec- 
tion, All such fules, by-laws, and orders shall begeneratia 
their nature, and shall apply alike to all persons who have 
. intercourse with the office.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi gg would like to 
have the Senator from New York explain the ob- 
ject of this amendment, and state whether the re- 
‘cords are not now so kept. 

Mr. DICKINSON. They may beso kept, or 
they may not. There is nothing which requires 
., it; and I understand by those who have business 
at the Patent Office, that the business falls into 
confusion for the want of such a regulation. At 
any rate it can do no harm. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know that | have very 
serious objections to this amendment, but it strikes 
me that, like some of the sectiors in the bill, it is 
legislating to accomplish that. which is already 
“done under the law of 1836. 

Office is well kept, and that the system of regula- 
`. tions is quite perfect. It has been copied from the 
“English Patent laws, so amended in some respects 
as to. be adapted to this place. 


sion, and that it is an office already mature in its 
general regulations. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
no harm at least in this provision, and that it may 
` be useful. A discreet officer might adopt such a 
regulation, but it has not been done. The office 
may 
whic shall express no opinion—but yet the time 
may come when such a provision may be found 
essentially necessary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


ents, and all which are filed? 
Mr. DICKINSON. By no means. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
this is a delicate subject, and I fear if we touch it 
we shall do harm.. The office is already well con- 


ducted, and L fear this hasty legislation, especially | 


at this time, when it is Known that Senators can- 
“not give their attention to it. I fear we shall only 
change the laws to produce evil. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The object of this amend- 
ment is to provide that there shall be no favoritism; 
that when A makes application for a patent, the 
same rules shall be applied to him as to B; that 
one general rule shall be applied to all cases, and 
that it shall be imperative, and not left to the dis- 

: eretion of the office. l can see nothing which will 

be prejudicial to any une, unless it is some one 
who wishes to take an advantage of some other 
one, which this amendment may prevent; because 
this will be a general rule, applicable alike to all 
cases—a general rule which will be recorded in a 
book that will be kept open for the inspection of 
those who have any business with the office. If 
there is any danger from this, I wish to be on the 
side of danger. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 

- New York seems to suppose that applications will 
be taken up out of their order, by one party, at 
the expense of another. That is exactly the rea- 
son why | do not like to touch it. There are two 
great classes of inventors—those who are ihe 
ériginal inventors, the men of genius, who are not 
lawyers; and there is a second class, those who 
hawk about the Patent Office.and elsewhere. for 


I think the Patent |; 


e All this goes to | 
carry the conclusion that the office is not in confu- | 


I simply say that I can see | 


itherto have been governed discreetly—of 


F : I wish to inquire | 
if this is intended to cover all applications for pat- | 


| the discovery of all errors in technicalities, to take 
advantage of all the rules and-regulations of the 
Patent Office. That is the class which is. most 
likely to govern our Jegislation—not the real. in- 
ventors of the country, not those who have done 
so much to increase the commerce and the conve- 
nience of the country, but rather those who are 
more lawyers than ‘inventors, who-are constantly 
suggesting bills and pressing them upon Senators, 
seeking-to modify the laws to suit their own pur- 
poses. In the very State which the Senator rep- 
resents, it is well known there are two distinct 
classes who are watching this very bil! now before 
us. Ihave received letters and bills myself, and 


and { fear, if this is passed, that those who do not 
pay the closest attention to it will find it is a trap, 
laid by those who are best able to lay a trap for 
the unwary. -> 

Mr. DICKINSON. It seems to me we are giv- 
ing this matter more importance than belongs to it. 
Perhaps I do not understand the Senator from 
Mississippi; for I cannot conceive how it is possi- 
ble that those who are hanging about the Patent 
Office can so well harm those who are unwary, if 
there is a plain set-of rules to govern alike all 
cases. It seems to me his argument would defeat 
his own position, and that those who hang about 
the office would be the most likely to understand 
the intricacies, the side-bar rules, if there are any; 
and, making that their business, would be most 
likely to take advantage of rules with which they 
were acquainted, and. which those who come here 
from the country would not be likely to under- 
stand; whereas, if there were a book in which 
these rules could be made public, the less experi- 
enced could apply to that, and see the regulations 
by which all are to be guided. 

Mr. DAVIS. There are rules now. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Very well; then this will 
not make the matter any worse. 
many complaints that there are inventions taken 
up to the prejudice of A, in favor of B, when A’s 
application was first made. Let there be a general 
rule, aud ict the rule apply alike to all. have 
not been quite so much annoyed by efforts to pro- 
cure particular legislation as the Senator from 
Mississippi appears to have been. When such 


to be a poor investment. If anything prejudices 
me in acase, it is to be importuned; and | should 


not been importuned with regard to this. It has 
been suggested to me, though not from the source 


| which the Senator from Mississippi imagines. But |} 
it meets my approbation, and I take the whole re- || 
sponsibility. I believe it is calculated to guard the |; 
very interests which the Senator from Mississippi || 


wishes to protect. If there is a class of persons 
who hang about the Patent Office to ferret out in- 


ing himself against them, for he can see what the 
| rulesare which have been prescribed by law. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


Idonottake. He seems to thing that there are intri- 
cacies in the patent laws. I do not think there are, 
| I think the rules are very plain. I listened very 
| attentively to the Senator; and I think I have at. 
| last discovered exactly what was in his mind 
| when he offered the amendment. 

According to.the present laws of the Patent 
Office, applications for patents are referred to differ- 
ent examiners, begause the same examiner is not 


i of invention. Each examiner has a certain class 


| of cases referred to him, and these are taken up 


| propriately belong. Different applications are 
submitted to different examiners, and reported 


| 

{ . 

! in their order by the examiner to whom they ap- |; 
| 

f 


| them, now. Thereis no secret about them, and 
! the Senator has fallen into a great mistake when 
he supposes that by changing these rules he will 
protect the interests of those who are remote, 


i 
| Sir, the reverse is the fact. Changes in the laws, 
| or regulations, or in the manner of transacting 

business, will be beneficial to the sharks that hang 
about the Patent Office, who will take advantage 
ofthem. The ignorant.and laborious inventor at 
a distance is the very person who will suffer. 


Mr. DICKENSON. It is the Senator from 


+ 


l presume the Senator has received many more; |i 


There are now |; 


| years, has known that it has been a matter v 


application shall be made to me, they will prove į 


be much more likely to vote against it. But I have ; 


! Now, suppose an inventor comes in: to-day w: 


| which is first referred may require: Weeks- or months” 
| for its exatnination, whereas the invention w j 
Mr. President, the Senator from |; 


New York has given an answer to a position which nextday. Now, does my friend from New York. 


| equally competent to examine into every branch | KINS i f 
i i to ask him if it is not possible to make a rule that 


upon by them. Such are the rules, as Í understand 


i whose minds are not so sharp as some others. | 


Mississippi, and not.myself, that has 
error. Í understand ‘the mode in.whi 
is transacted at the: Patent Office: 3 
management of details: may be, it: matter for 
which the Commissioner of Patentsis held -ré 
sible. The public only know:the Patent. Office 
through him. These matters.require his attention: 
Whether an application is referred to: the» ae 
priate.examiner.a day before or.a day afte) 
other, it comes under the supervision of, 
missioner. What.I ‘wish is, th ke i 
by which the whole community shall be gov 
and which shall apply to all cases. : 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Is it not so noy 
_Mr. DICKINSON. I say not. The Commis- 
sioner has liberty to do it, but he does not always 
doit. Itis subject to his discretion. .. If there-ig ` 
any class of cases, I repeat, which are more meris 


| torious than others, let there be a general rule 


touching that class of cases. Let the rules-he:ap* 
plicable to all classes of cases; let that. be the: Jaw 
of the office, and then the sharks, to use the Jans 
guage of the Senator, will not be able to devour 
those of smaller tribe who come to transact busi- 
ness at the office. Let the rules be entirely general .. 
in their application, Let this class of. cases he 
taken up first, if you please, and that class. of cases 
second, and soon, it will be: very.easy. to say 


that those first reported on by the examiner. shail 


be first actedon. That I will not object,to 
does the amendment preclude’any ‘such thing’ 
the contrary, it will promote them to make arule to 
the effect that those first produced or first reported 
upon by the examiners shall be first agted upon by 
the Commissioner. But let all cases"be subject to 
the same general law. The true corner-stone of 
all legislation and of all sound principles is, that 


| every citizen shall be,subject to the same law. 


Mr.. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the ‘Senator 
can show that such is not the case now, I will 
withdraw my objection. g 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have known of repeated | 
cases where objections have been mate ‘tothe 
order in whith applications have been taken up. 
I presume that every person who has had business 
to transact at the Patent Office during the last two 


much complained of. Ido not say that the office 
acted indiscreetly; I only wish that the law ‘shalt : 
be known, and that it shall be’ applicable: to’ alt 

TE Eni Bek 


ses. ; eats | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I believe 
that there are four examiners in’ the Patent Office. 


an invention, it is referred to one of these examin- 
ers. One comes in to-morrow: that is referred 
to another, and so on for four successive days, ane 
a day for each examiner. Now, sir, it will not be 
possible, in the practice of the office and in the 


i! nature of things, that the invention first referred 


tricacies, this amendment will give the honest in- i| will be first reported upon at all times. 


. | ventor who comes here an opportunity of protect- | 
Mr. President, | 


You can- 
not always have it that way. The. invention 


is afterwards referred may be reported upon 


want the Commissioner to delay acting upon the 
invention .which may be reported upon. the 
next day, until the one which was previously re- 
ferred shall be reported upon, perhaps weeks or 
months afterwards? Certainly that would notdo. 
You cannot, therefore, make any regulation which 
will produce regularity of action upon inventions 
according to the priority of time in which they are 
presented. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Will my frieud allow me 


‘the invention first reported upon shall be first 


acted upon? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly, and I pre- 


i sume that is the case now. 


Mr. DICKINSON. Then the Senator is pre- 
suming that which | am trying to fix by legislation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then the Senator. from. 
New York presumes as much. by proposing his 
amendment as [ do by opposing it. He presumes: 
that things are improperly done at the. Patent: 
Office. without specifying any instance of it... Te 
he will show an evil founded upon fact, for which: 
he can. vouch, | will go ax.far as any one to:e6r- 
rect ite- But when he calls. upon me to. legislate 
upon presumption, I find out thisdifficulty,t0 | 
that you. could not-proceed regularly in theo- 
of time in which applications:for-patenta-are filed 
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in the office. Unless, therefore, he. can specify 
some particular case, some existing evil which 
requires a remedy, it seems to me this would bea 
reflection upon ‘the officers of the Patent Offge. 
‘Lreally think that this amendment is not worth 
the time which it has occupied. 

Mr: DICKINSON. If it be an objection to this 
ainendment that it is a reflection upon the officers, 
then we would havestopped all sorts of legislation. 
We are constantly regulating the departments of 
the Government by legislation; but that is.no re- 
flection upon the officers. T shall make no reflec- 
tion, nor shall I be drawn off by any issues so 
far-fetched. I have stated over and over again 
that I did know of cases, of repeated cases, during 
the last two years, where applications for patents 
had been taken up out of their order, All 1 want 
is a general rule which shall be applicable to all 
cases. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. The hour having arrived for the 
special order of the day, I hope the gentleman hav- 
ing charge of this bill will consent to its postpone- 


ment, 

Mr. TURNEY. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this subject be postponed until half- 
past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INVASION OF CUBA. 

Mr. YULEE. 1 désire, Mr. President, to sub- 
mit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whether any and what inform- 
ation? ‘has’ Degn received by- the Executive Departments 
respecting an alleged revolutionary movementin the Island 
of Cuba, and to communicate to the Senate copies of all 
correspondence and orders relative thereto. 

I wish, Mr. President, to make a single remark 
only. J was surprised this morning to find an an- 
nouncement in two of the papers published in this 
city, that a portion of the ships of the navy, em- 
bracing several vessels of war belonging to the 
United States, have been ordered to the Island of 
Cuba for the purpose of carrying on what seems to 
me to bea war without the authority of the Con- 
gress of the United States. It seems to me—] may 
have been wrong in the impression which has been 
produced upon my mind—that we should have the 
earliest possible intelligence as to the cause which 
has produced this action. 

‘Mr. WEBSTER, (in his seat.) It is notin or- 
der to debate the matter now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theresolution lies 
on the table one day under the rules. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order, being the bill to admit California as 
a State into the Union, to establish territorial gov- 
ernments for Utah and New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundaries. 

Mr. CLEMENS resumed and concluded the 
speech which he commenced on Thursday last, 
and was replied to at some length by Mr. FOOTE, 
of whose speeches a report will be found in the 
Appendix. 

After a brief explanation by Mr. TURNEY, 
on the motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business, and, 
aftersome time spent therein, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 21, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, asked and obtained 
leave to introduce an amendment to the bill re- 
ported the other day from the Committee on Com- 
merce, relative to reciprocity with Canada. The 
amendment was, on his motion, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO MAINE. 

Mr, FULLER asked the unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill, of which previous notice had 
been given, that it might be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and printed. 

The title of the bill was read as follows: 


“A bill authorizing the payment of interest || 


upon advances made by the State of Maine for 
the use of the United States Government for the 
protection of her northeastern boundary.” 


Objection being made, . 

The bill was not received. 

Mr. F. proposed to move a suspension of the 
rules for its reception; but the motion was not in 
order, 

_ Mr. TUCK addressed the Chair, and was recog- 
nized. 

Mr. JONES called for the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair did not know 


for what purpose the gentleman from New Hamp- 


shire [Mr. Tuck] had risen. That gentleman 
was therefore entitled to the floor until he had 
stated the object he had in view. 

PAY OF OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. TUCK asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a bill to regulate the pay of 
certain collectors, naval officers, and surveyors of 
the customs, with a view to move.its reference and 
printing. 

Objection being made, the bill was not received. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the further 
consideration of the President’s message commu- 
nicating the constitution of California, He with- 
drew the motion temporarily, at the request of 
Mr. Bowury. 

SURVEYS, ETC., OF LAND IN OREGON. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked leave to report back from 
the Committee on Commerce, with amendments, 
the bill No. 250, entitled “A bill to create the 
office of surveyor-general of the public lands in 
Oregon, and to provide for the survey, and to 
make donations to settlers upon the said public 
lands, with the view to move their reference to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


and that the amendments be printed. 
Objections being made, the bill was not received. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE AT MOBILE. 

Mr. COLCOCK, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the erection of 
a new, or the repairs of the old custom-house, in 
the city of Mobile, in the State of Alabama. 

The bill, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. INGE proposed to move to make the bill a 
special order for the fourth of July next. 

The SPEAKER said, the motion could only be 
received by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COLCOCK also reported from the same 
committee a bill authorizing the erection of a new, 
or the repairs of the old cttstom-house, in the city 
of Bath, in the State of Maine. 

This bill, on his motion, took the same direction 
as the bill previously reported by the same gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. DANIEL asked leave to make certain re- 

orts. 

E Mr. CONRAD objected, not (he said) because 
of any objection on his part to the reports of the 
gentleman from ve Carolina (Mr. 
being received, but because he (Mr. C.) wished to 
make a report from the Committee on Commerce, 
which was now in order. ` 


MAILS— NEW ORLEANS AND VERA CRUZ. 


Mr. C. reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce a bill to authorize the Postmaster General 
to contract for carrying the mail in steamboats 


between New Orleans, and Veya Cruz, and inter- 


mediate points. 

Mr. POTTER inquired if it would be in order 
to move to recommit the bill to the Standing Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads? 

The SPEAKER. The motion would be in 


order. a 

Mr. POTTER. I make that motion. 

Mr. CONRAD said he hoped not. This bill 
had been a matter of very thorough consideration 
by the Committee on Commerce. He thought 
there was some debate before the reference was 
made as to what was the appropriate reference. 
The practice of the House had been various: 
similar bills, for some time past, had been referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. In no: in- 
stance had the subject of the transportation of the 
mail by sea been acted upon by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. It had hereto- 
fore been acted upon by the Committee on Naval 


Danie] | 


| Affairs; but that was because it was contemplated 


by that bill that the vessels for conveying the 
mails should be built under contract with the Gov- 
ernment, and under the superintendence of the 
Navy Department, and be commanded by officers 
of the navy. But this bill provided for nothing 
of the kind. It provided simply for contracts for 
carrying the mail by steamers from New Orleans 
and Vera Cruz. The Committee on Commerce 
had long had the bill under consideration. 

Mr. POTTER interposed, and inquired of the 
gentleman from Louisiana what rates of postage 
the bill provided, and whatcom pensation it allowed 
the steamboats for carrying the mail? 

Mr. CONRAD said, the Committee on Com- 
merce had consulted the Post Office Department 
on the subject, and the bill propased snch. rates as 
the department recommended—viz: twenty cents 
for letters between New Orleans and Vera Cruz, 
and the same rate for letters between any one 
Mexican port and another. 

Mr. POTTER said, he understood that the 
bill made a very important change in the rates of 
postage. : 

Mr. CONRAD repeated that it made no change 
at all in the rates. It adopted the rates fixed by 
the law of 1845, for letters transported between 
the United States and any of the West India 
Islands. P 

Mr. POTTER. What compensation to the 
steamships does the bill provide for carrying the 
mail? 

Mr. CONRAD. No compensation is fixed; the 
bill provides for carrying the mail under contract 
by the lowest bidder. - 

He moved that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and be printed. 

Mr. STRONG said he hoped the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porrer] would pre- 
vail. The past experience of this country upon 
this subject, although sbort, had been very in- 
structive in regard to this system of contracts for 
carrying the mail by ocean steamers. The Gov- 
ernment had already loaded itself with an annual 
expense of about one million and a half of dollars, 
which was to extend during the period of ten 
years, for the purpose of accommodating those 
who might have letters to send across the ocean 
or the gulf. They had, to be sure, fastened a part 
of this burden upon the naval service; they had 
treated it, to some extent, as if it were a naval ser- 
vice, whereas it must be apparent to every man 
who looked into the subject, that it was not a na- 
val service at all; that, if it were a service, to be 
provided for by any Department at all, it Was by 
the Post Office Department. Now, ithad long 
been a settled principle—a principle from which 
this House, he presumed, had no disposition to 
depart—that the expenses of the Post Office De- 
partment were to bear some proportion to its in- 
come; butif they undertook to load the Post Of- 
fice Department with the expenses of these con- 
tracts for carrying the mail by steamers on the 
Gulf of Mexico, or across the ocean, the people of 
this country looked in vain for the success of the 
cheap postage experiment, which some of them 
had at heart. He was utterly opposed to all this 
system of contracts for carrying the. mail across 
the ocean or across the Gulf of Mexico, except be- 
tween our own ports; and he thought atallevents, 
as to a subject of that kind, so intimately connect- 
ed as it was with the expenses of the Post Office 
Department, and with the feasibility of reducing 
the rates of internal postage in the country, it was 
but fair that it should be referred to that standing 
committee which had in its charge the wants of 
the Post Office Department, and all the business 
connected with the Post Office Department. He 
wanted that committee to examine how much ad- 
ditional expense was to be imposed upon the Post 
Office Department—how much less probability 
there would be of reducing the rates of internal 
postage, in consequence of carrying the mails by 
these ocean steamers, under the contracts now 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. He 
thought that subject was as legitimately within 
the province of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads as any other matter which was 
under their supervision; and he must express his 
surprise that the Committee on Commerce had felt 
themselves called upon to step aside from the real 
wants of commerce—from the real business which, 
asit seemed to him, appertained to that committee 
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‘postages. 3 I 
pursued by the Committee on Naval Affairs in 
“former Congresses; and what had been the result? 
Why, as he had already stated, a burden of about 
à million and a half of dollars a year for ten years, 
“fastened upon the Government. And now, if the 
Committee on Commerce were to follow in the 
= twake of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the 
House were to sustain them, before they were 
aware of it, they might have other hundreds of 
thousands of dollars fastened as an annual expense 
“upon the country, and the hopes of the people for 
a reduction of the rates of internal postage disap- 
pointed. He hoped the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio would prevail, and that.this bill would 
be referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. GRINNELL (a member of the Committee 
on Commerce) made‘a brief explanation of the 
provisions of the bill, and defence of the commit- 
tee for considering and reporting it. (From his 
low tone of voice and the position from which he 
spoke, his remarks were entirely inaudable to the 
reporter.) 

. In the course of his remarks, 
- Mr. POTTER interposed, and inquired of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts if the Committee 
on Commerce had made any estimate of the 
amount of postage to be deriviitrom this service 
to the Government or the Post Office Department. 
~ Mr. GRINNELL was understood to say that the 
eommittee had not been able to make any adequate 
` estimate of the amounts of these postages, but that 
they proposed letting out the contract for this ser- 
_ vice to the lowest bidder, and that they had 
adopted the rates recommended by the Post Office 
Department. a 
` Mr CONRAD said, this bill had originated in a 
` memorial signed by a very great number of the 
merchants of New Orleans—perhaps seventy or 
eighty commercial houses—which had been pre- 
` sented to this House and the Senate, praying for 
the establishment of a semi-monthly mail between 
that port and Vera Cruz, setting forth the very 
` great injury that had arisen to the commerce of 
: the United States for the want of such communi- 
cation, and stating that a great deal of commerce 
had been diverted from the United States to Eng- 
‘Jand, in consequence of the want of a regular sys- 
iem of communication between the ports of the 
United States and the Mexican ports, and from the 
fact that there did exist such a communication be- 
tween those portsand England. This memorial, 
it was thought, would be very appropriately re- | 
ferred to the Committee’ on Commerce, because 
the system of postage particularly concerned the 
» foreign commerce of the country. The Commit- 
tee on Commerce were unanimously of the opinion 
that it was very important to the interests of com- 
merce that this mail communication should be 
established. He assured gentlemen, that instead 
of the bill having the effect which gentlemen 
feared, of so burdening the Post Office Department 
as to interfere with any diminution of the rates 
of postage, no such effect could possibly result 
. from it. This bill had undergone very minute 
examination in the Committee on Commerce; it 
= had been fully discussed there; the committee had 
‘‘been,in communication with the department upon 
the subject; they had resorted to every source of 
information; and he did not suppose that the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads could 
give ita fuller examination than it had already 
undergone. Fie thought that any discussion of 
the merits of the bill at this time was out of order, 
and he hoped it would be referred to the Commit- 
„tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. POTTER said he did not propose to dis- || 


i cuss the merits of this bill. Had he been in Con- 
gress some two years since when the system was 
` established, he should have opposed it, It was a 
© gort of marine mail establishment, the construc- 
tion of vessels under the supervision of the Navy 
Department, for the carrying the mail, by which 
the Government was taxed, as had been said by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, about a million 
anda half of dollars for the transportation of the 
: mails between the United States and California 
and Oregon, in vessels commanded by officers of 
the navy, and under the supervision of the Naval 


Department; and in addition, the Government | 


agreed to take the old vessels employed in the 


© service at the end of the term of ten years, at the 


this bill contained no provision about the Govern- 
ment taking the vessels at the expiration of the 
contract, or anything of that character, but simply 
provided for contracting for the necessary mail ser- 


« 


vice on the most:favorable terms. : 

Mr. POTTER said he understood all that. He 
understood that this was a proposition to let out 
to éontract to the lowest bidder, the mail service 
between this and a foreign country, and some of 
our international ports. He was opposed to this 
system. There was no need. of greater facilities 


of mail service than were called for by the wants |) 


of commerce. And the vessels trading between 
these ports would convey all the correspondence 


| at a cheap rate, and without entering into any 


contract at all, There was no need of entering 


into any more of these contracts by which the |: 


Post Office was overburdened and the public 
Treasury overtaxed. 


Mr. DUER said that if the previous question || 
would bring the House to a direct vote on the | 


motion to refer, he would move it. 

The question on that motion was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So there was a second, - 

And the main question was ordered to be taken. 

Which main question was, first, on the motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and to print; and failing 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and to‘print. 

Mr. POTTER called the attention of the Speake 
to the fact, that he (Mr. P.) had moved to refe 
the bill to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware that the 
gentleman submitted that motion. But the gentle 
man from Lovfisiana [Mr. Conran] moved the 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 


| state of the Union, and that motion takes prece- 
| dence over the raotion to refer to the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. If the first 
motion should be voted down, the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porrer] will be next 
in order. * 

The question having been again stated, that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union and be printed, 

Mr. JONES called for a division of the question. 

A division was ordered. 

And the question ‘having been taken, first, on 


i the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, it'was decided in the 
negative. 

So the House decided that the bill should not 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Porrer, and was decided in the affirmative 
without a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. ad 

And the printing was ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Will the Chair | 


state whether the morning hour has expired? 

The SPEAKER, The morning hour has not 
expired. 

Mr. BURT. Then I hope the motion will be 
voted down, that the call of the committees may 
proceed. Sp i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. It is not 
possible to reach the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to-day. 

Mr. PHÆNIX desired, he said, to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Commerce. | 

The SPEAKER. A motion is pending to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that is a privileged motion. 

Tellers (Messrs. McLane, of Maryland, and 
Evans, of Ohio,) were appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
was declared to be, ayes 78, noes 48. i 

Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were refused. 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the G 

rolled. Bills, made a: report.: > |4 

CALIFORNIA. E Fn 

< The motion of Mr: ‘THompson having b 

agreed to, the House resolved itself. into Commit- 

teeof the Whole on the state of the Union; (Mr. |: 
Born, of Kentucky, in the chair,): and resumed . 


ommittee on En- 


President of the United States transmitti 
constitution of California, i i oe 086 
Mr. HAYMOND was entitle: ef 
addressed the Committee during’ the állott 
[His speech will be found in the Appendt 
Mr. H. having concluded— are 
| Mr. GERRY obtained the floor, (from among 
| several competitors.) ; 
ii Mr. KING, of Massachusetts; desired to ‘call 
| the attention of the Chair to the thirty-first rule, 
ii The rule was read, as follows: EE 
« When any member is about to speak in debate, or de- 
i liver any matter to the House, he shall rise from his. seat, 
! and respecifally address hiinself to * Mr. Speaker? ??.. == 
The rule having been read i 
Mr. KING said, I rose in my seat, a 
dressed myself, as respectfully. as. I 
| Chair. i 
i| The CHAIRMAN (Mr: Jongs, of Tennessee; 
pro tem.) said, the Chair had no. doubt ‘that. the 
i gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.° Kine] ad- 
i dressed himself with entire respect: to’ the ‘Chair; 
but it was the opinion of the present’ occupant of 
the Chair that the rule ‘did ‘not require : that a 
member should rise from any particular seat when 
' he claimed the floor, but that he should rise from 
| the seat which he might be temporarily occupying, 
; and address himself to “Mr. Speaker,’ or “Mr. 
|| Chairman,” asthe case might be. This, in the 
| opinion of the Chair, was all that the rule re- 
quired. The Chair had heard this question raised 
heretofore, and believed that the settled practice 
i| of the House conformed to the opinion which.the 
| Chair had stated. The thirty-third rule of the 


nd. ad- 
could,: to. the 
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| House was in the following words: ee 
il «When two or more members happen to rise. at onee, 
|! the Speaker shali name the member who is first to speak.’ 
i! Mr. KING said that he had so much respect for 
i; the Chair, that he would not take an appeal from 
|i the decision. But, he would ask, how ,was it that | 
; the Speaker, or the, Chairman; insisted upon, mgm- 
bers taking their seats? : a : 
The CHAIRMAN said, the: Chair supposed 
Í that if the member had a particular seat of his own, 
| he would take. it. If not, the Chair supposed he 
ii would be assigned one., ‘The, Chair had no. espe- 
i; cial pride of opinion in the matter, and had no ob- 
|; jection that its decision should be overruled, if the 
i| committee thought proper to do so. : 
| Mr. BOCOCK desired to be informed by the 
i Chair, how the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Gar- 
|| ny] had obtained the floor—whether it was by 
| rising and addressing the Chair? a 
‘| The CHAIRMAN assented. |, : 
Mr. BOCOCK said he did not know that the 
| gentleman from Maine [Mr..Gerry] had risen and 
| addressed the Chair.. There were several gentle- 
i| men who had risen, and who had: been endeayor- 
|i ing for some time to obtain the*floor. “All that he 
| (Mr. B.), desired was, to understand the princi- > 
i! ple upon which the floor had been assigned. 
The CHAIR said he believed the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Gerry] had addressed the Chair. 
ii Mr. GERRY then proceeded with his remarks, 
i| and addressed the committee during the hour (in 
|| remarks which will be found in the Appendix.) 
|| The hour having expired— oa 
i! Mr. HOWE obtained the floor; but stated that, 
|; as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Kwe] 
|| near him, wasabout to leave the city, he (Mr. H.) 
i would yield the floor to him, if, by so doing, he 
i should not prejudice his right to claim the door 
i 
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Some conversation followed on -t 
order. j$ 
Mr. KING, of Massathusetts, then 
floor, and addressed the committee {i 
which will be found in the Appendix.) 


he point -of 


the. consideration of the {special message of the 
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The hour having expired— ; 

Mr. THOMAS obtained the floor; but yielded 
toa motion that the committee rise. 

The motion having prevailed, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. CALVIN: The petition of R. B. Wallace and 45 
other citizens of Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for a modification of the present tariff. 

Also, the petition of John Ferguson and 69 other citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying that the pension Jaws granting 
tand to soldiers may be extended to the officers and soldiers 
of the war of 1812 and to their heirs. 

By Mr. BOOTH: The petition of Luman Munsell and 
others, of Winchester, in the State of Connecticut, praying 
that no State be hereafter admitted into the Union unless 
slavery shall be prohibited therein. 

Also, from the same, praying for the repeal of all laws 
enacted by Congress, by which slavery or the slave trade is 
sanctioned in the Dist: ict of Columbia, and in the event of 
their non-repeal, that the seat of the National Government 
may be removed to some more suitable location, 

Also, from the same, praying that slavery and the slave 
trade may be prohibited in all the territories of the United 
States. 

Also, from the same, praying for the trial by a jury for 
fugitives before they shail he delivered up to their claimants. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: The memorial of the Board of 


Trade of the city of Wilmington, Delaware, asking an ap- | 


propriation to erect acustom-house in that city. 


Turspay, May 21, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of the In- 
terior, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Qd instant, calling for the correspondence on 
file in that department relating to the operations 
of the commission for running the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico, communi- 
cating all the information in the possession of the 
department relating to that service; which was 
read. 

Also, a communication from the. Secretary of 
State, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate calling for copies of the instructions and 
correspondence of the agent employed to visit 
Hungary during the recent: war between that 
country and Austria, transmitting recent dispatches 
from 
forming a sequel to the correspondence before 
enumerated, explanatory of the measures adopted 
by Mr. Marsh, and the result, under the instruc- 
tions of the department, dated January 12th, 
1850; which was read, and the motion to print 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

` Also, a communication from the Department of 
the Interior, made in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, calling for the papers of the late 
Alexander Sanders, a Cherokee Indian, claiming 
a pension under the treaty of 1835, and a copy of 
the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions dis- 
allowing the claim, covering the evidence filed in 
the department and the decision of the Commis- 
sioner; which was read. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of War, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
calling for a statement of the extent and value of 
the commerce of the Ohio and its tributaries; 
which was réad and ordered to be printed. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting reports from the 
Secretaries of War and.the Interior, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 30th ultimo, calling for in- 
formation in relation to the hostilities and outrages 


committed during the past year by the Seminole | 


Indians in Florida; which, with the accompany- 
ing documents, were laid on the table, and the 
motion of Mr. Yurre to print was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. i 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS”? 


Mr. BRIGHT presented four petitions from citi- | 


zens of Indiana, asking the establishment of a 


mail route from Otteredage to Scipio, in that State; | 


which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Reads: 

Also, the memorial of Seth M. Leavenworth, 
asking compensation for damages sustained in con- 
sequence of an alleged violation on the part of the 


Postmaster General of his contract for carrying the | 


mail; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


the resident minister at Constantinople, į 


| 
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fi 
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i Commissioner of the General Land Office as a re- 


Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of the | 


Life Saving Benevolent Association of New York, 
asking that an appropriation may be made to en- 
able them to complete their apparatus for the res- 
cuing of crews and passengers of wrecked and 
stranded vessels; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

=... Mir. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
‘Edward Lynch, asking that an improvement in- 
vented by him, called a condenser and evaporator, | 
may be attached to the boilers of the United States | 
steamer Jefferson; which was referred.to. the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. . à 

Mr. CORWIN present the memorial of. the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Cin- 
cinnati, in Ohio, asking the erection of a. Marine 
Hospital at that place; which was referred,to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition, signed by Ed- 
ward J. Collins and eighty-two others, inhabitants 
of Meridan, New Haven county, Connecticut, ask- 
ing that no State may be admitted into the Union 
whose constitution does not expressly prohibit 
slavery within its limits. 

Also, a petition from John J. Norris and fifty- 
three other inhabitants of Boontown, Morris 
county, New Jersey; also, from A. J. Foss and | 
twelve others, of Manchester, New Hampshire; 
also, from Israel Dill and thirty-one other inhabit- 
ants of Knox county, Ohio; also, from Joseph 
Keith and eighty-five other inhabitants of Auburn, 
in the State of Maine; also, from Daniel Chatlee 
and sixty-two others, inhabitants of Hampden 
county, Massachusetts; also, from William A. 
Disney and twenty-six other inhabitants of Knox 
county, Ohio; also, from Joel Hyer and thirty-five 
other inhabitants of Cheshire county, New Hamp- 
shire; also, from Sylvester Smith and fifty-eight į 
other inhabitants of Susquehanna county, Pennsy!- 
vania; and Willard Jafis and one hundred other 
citizens of Middlesex county, Massachusetts, for 
the same prayer; all of which were ordered to lie 
on the table, 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of Minnesota Territory, asking a grant of land for 
the purpose of constructing a magnetic telegraph 
in that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. UPHAM presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Vermont, asking that no State may be 
admitted into the Union whose constitution does 
not prohibit slavery within its limits; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowa, asking that no State may be 
admitted into the Union whose constitution does 
not prohibit slavery within its limits. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery may be prohibited by Jaw in 
all the territories of the United States.. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery and the slave trade may be 
abolished in the District of Columbia, or the seat 
of Government removed therefiom. 

Also, from citizens of the same State, asking 
that the right of trial by jury may be secured by 
law to fugitive slaves; all of which were ordered | 
to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, 

Ordered, That the petition presented by him, asking that 
a Government vessel may be employed to carry delegates 


from the United States tothe Peace Convention at Frankfort, 
Germany, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to which was referred the bill to reduce 
the maximum price of the yellow-pine lands on 
pine barrens, reported back the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a communication from the 


port; which was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the additional doc- : 
ument in relation to the claims of James M. | 
Marsh, asked to be discharged from the further | 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the report of the Secre- 
tary of War in relation to the extent of the value | 
of the commerce of the lakes, and a subsequent - 
report from the Secretary of War in relation to the 
commerce on the Mississippi and its tributaries, 


reported. in favor of printing the documents; which 
was agreed to. 
“THE CUBAN EXPEDITION. 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate took up 
for consideration the following resolution, submit- 
ted by him yesterday: f ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re~ 
quested toinform the Senate whether any and what informa- 
tion has been received by the Executive Department respect- 
ing an alleged military expedition against the Tsland of Cuba, 
and to communicate to the Senate copies of all correspond- 
ence and orders relative thereto. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to ask the consent of 
the Senator from Florida to submit an amendment: 

« And that he be requested to inform the Senate by what 
authority he bas sent an armed vessel or vessels for the sup- 
pression of such insurrection, if such be the fact,” 

Mr. YULEE. I have no objection -to the 
amendment; | have no objection to enlarge the in- 
quiry to any extent which any gentleman may 
desire. As | presented the resolution, I feel myself 
called upon to state, as briefly as I may, the reasons 
which induced me to move it. 1 think it proper 
to say, in the first place, that l propose to offer no 
opinion whatever, nor do I design this resolution 
to be regarded as committing the Senate to any 
opinion, with respect to the merits of the revolu- 
tionary movement which is supposed to be on 
foot, if any such there be. Nor do | know whether, 
in fact, any expedition which can be regarded in 
the eye of the laWeas a military expedition, has 
been undertaken. It may beso or not. Rumors 
tend that way, but the information is various. I 
have received this morning information which 
may be considered reliable, that what is alleged to 
be a military expedition is not such a one, in fact, 
as comes within the purview of any provision of 
the law of 1818. But, however this may be, I re- 
gard it as immaterial to the issue l have in view. 
Í think it right further to state distinctly, that I 
regard it to bea high moral and political obligation 
of this Government to maintain with honest soli- 
citude its neutrality in respect to the affairs of 
other nations, and I recognize the duty of the Ex- 
ecutive to use all legitimate means to preserve the 
public peace, and to enforce the execution of our 
neutrality laws by all the legitimate medns ap- 
pointed by the laws of Congress. 

But my object in moving this resolution is partly 
to call the attention of the Senate to what seems 
to me to bea very serious usurpation of power on 
the part of the Executive; to point the notice of 
this body and the country to a proceeding that 
seems to me to be designed to cover upa negli- 
gence of administration within our jurisdiction 
by a usurpation of power beyond it; to cover up 
a delinquency at home by a great wrong abroad; 
by a wrong which strikes at civil and individual 
right; which strikes at the constitutional preroga- 
tives of Congress, and violates that policy adopted 
by this Government from an early date, of abso- 
Jute non-intervention in the civil broils and com- 
motions of other parts of the world. To under- 


‘| stand the character of this movement on the part 


of the Executive, it will. be necessary to refer to 
the announcement made yesterday simultaneously 
in two of the papers of this city, which are re- 


| garded as the organs of the Administration and the 


official exponents of its current transactions. We 
are informed that a squadron has been ordered— 
where? Not to any part of the United States to 
prevent the “carrying on,” according to the mean- 
ing of the law, an alleged military expedition 
against a friendly foreign Power; but where? “ To 
the Island of Cuba,” a foreign dominion, beyond 
our jurisdiction; not to operate upon the high 
seas, but upon the coast of Cuba, and within the 
waters and jurisdiction of that island. To do 
what there? First to prevent the landing of any- 
force, or the carrying out of any enterprise organ- 
ized in the United States. This is bad enough; 
but with further instructions—and it is to this 
aspect of the case I desire especially to invite atten- 
tion—with this further remarkable instruction, in 
the language of the editorial in the Intelligencer : 

“In the event of a lending having been effected, to prevent 
the landing of ANY REINFORCEMENT OR ANY ARMS OR PROVIS- 
10Ns under the American flag, intended fur such expedition 
or enterprise.” 

Without intending to occupy much of the time 
of the Senate, I desire to present for its considera- 
tion one or two principles which seem to me ap- 
plicable to the circumstances, -if they exist as 
stated in the Intelligencer. Jn the first place, I 
consider these instructions to be violative. of the 


«+ eonfiseation, if they fall into the power of the ad- 
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personal civil rights of emigration and of expatria- 
tion. I consider them also a violation of the ex- 
press right guarantied to every citizen of the 
United States by the Constitution of the country, 
not to be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law. It will be understood 
that in this case no warrant has beet issued, no 
information filed, and there has been no process of 
Jaw within the contemplation of the Constitution; 
and yet a squadron has been ordered to the coast 
of Cuba to arrest persons and to seize property 
under the American flag, at the discretion of the 
commander of the squadron! If, within our-own: 
jurisdiction, a violation of the act of 1818: was be- 
mg commited, no authority would dare.to arrest 
the suspected offender without due process of law, 
as contemplated by the Constitution of the United 
States; but here we find the Executive of the coun- 
try employing the fleet of the United States and 
sending it to foreign parts to arrest American citi- 
zens, and to hinder: them in their liberty and vio- 
late the sanctity of their property, without any 
legal information and without any process. 

But, passing from this inconsiderate violation of 
personal and civil right, there is a greater wrong 
to the dignity, policy, and Constitution of the 
country. 

I come to the next, and, as it seems to me, a 
material ground. The instructions direct that if a 
landing had been effected, the fleet should be em- 
ployed to prevent the arrival and landing of rein- 
forcements and supplies of arms and provisions. 
i contend that this is an outrage on the freedom of 
commerce, and an outrage upon the Constitution 
and policy of the country. What is the established 
national law in regard to civil wars? It is, that 
whenever a civil war shall rage in a foreign coun- 
try, each of the parties are to be regarded and 
treated as belligerent powers. I say now that the 
moment a landing was effected, as contemplated by 
these instructions, and the flag of revolution was 
raised on the island, there are two parties arrayed 
in hostile interest, and that a war isin being. 
Belligerent powers are there, and it belongs to | 
the freedom of commerce, and is a neutral right-— 
a right of every citizen in this country—to hire or 
sell vessels, and send them there with provisions 
and arms for either party able and willing to pay 
forthem. Yet here we find a direction given that, 
after the anticipated landing is effected and the 
revolutionary flag may have been raised, and there 
are two belligerent powers acting on the island in 
contest for its government, our fleet is to be em- 
ployed to prevent the landing of reinforcements, 
arms, and supplies under the American flag, if in- 
tended for one of the parties. 

I contend that this is not only a violation of the 
rightful freedom of commerce, but is also in viola- 
tion of the rules of neutrality, as recognized by all 
nations, and as enforced by this Government from 
the commencement of its history to the present 
time. The provisions, arms, and ammunition 
sent there, under the circumstances, will be re- 
garded, | agree, as contraband of war, and liable | 


order given to our fleet to.go upon the coast. of 


to the risks which belong to such enterprises. 
But the commerce is not unlawful; it is a lawful 
commerce, and the vessels or cargoes subject to 


versary party. I wish it, therefore, to be ander- 
stood, and I so declare distinctly, that, according 
to my apprehension of the law, if the flag of rev- 
olution 1s once raised in the island of Cuba, from 
that moment it is the right of every American cit- 
izen to hire his vessel, or to sell it, to the revolu- 
tionary party, equally as to the other party, and 
to send under the American flag provisions and 
arms, and whatever else the revolutionary party 
may require and can pay for. And, further, that 
every person who chooses to emigrate to the isl- 
and, and to take part with either side, has the full 
right to do so, provided he chooses to incur the 
hazards of the contest. And J will say, further, 
that every American ship engaged ina lawful com- 
merce is entited to be protected in its pursuit by 
the public force. | say, then, that the instructions, 
so far from being consistent with the rights of 
American citizenship and property, are in violation 
of those rights. t go further, and I say that the 
acts ordered to be done are acts of war. I say that | 
: the President has undertaken to involve the coun- 
try in the danger of a hostile collision without the 
authority of Congress, and therefore in violation 
of the Constitution. In support of this position I 
have to refer back to the ground which I took just | 


now, that the moment a. revolutionary flag bas 
been raised in the island a civil war is begun, and 
that by the laws of nations:the respective: parties 
in the struggle are to be regarded by all other peo- 
ple as belligerent powers... I say, then, that the 


Cuba where this war is raging, to take part in that 
war by preventing. reinforcements. and supplies for 
one party.and: not the other, is a participation in 
the war; and if the revolutionary party should be 
successful it will justify them in treating the Uni- 
ted States as an enemy, and in treating those en- 
gaged in such acts of hostility towards them with 
all the severity due to those taken with arms fla- 
grante bello. > 

I understand, Mr. President, that there occurred 
during «the last summer—and I have only learned 
it this morning—much which did not meet the 
public eye with reference to what was supposed to 
be at the time a movement looking to the revolu- 
tion of Cuba. I shall desire to modify this reso- 
lution so as to cover all that transpired then. I 
am told there is reason to believe that instructions 
were given, and that correspondence occurred at 
that time which ought to be known to the coun- 
try, and which were of a most extraordinary char- 
acter. I do not rest this apprehension upon my 
own responsibility; but in order to bring out the 
facts, whatever they may be, I shall ask to amend 
the resolution so as to cover not only what is now 
doing, but what took place with respect to Cuban 
affairs during the past summer. 

Mr. President, it will be observed that | have 
carefully abstained from expressing any approba- 
tion of the alleged movement. Its justice, propri- 
ety, and policy depend upon matters of which I 
am not sufficiently informed to judge at present. 
I think it proper to say, that when I offered this 
resolution I knew nothing of the particulars or the 
details of this movement except what was gener- 
ally known to the country; and yet { must say, as 
l believe a vast majority of the citizens of this re- 
public will also say, that my sympathies are with 
the republican party—strongly and anxiously with 
them. I trast in God their movement may bea 
successful one, and that this success may he ac- 
complished without bloodshed, and with as little of 
civil commotionas possible. Sir, I would be ready 
to commend any legitimate effort of the Executive 
to enforce an observance of the laws of the land. 
But it is certainly not one of the Jeast unfortunate 
aspects in which the action of this Government pre- 
sents itself, that it is stretching its powers beyond 
the limits of a just neutrality to crush a movement 
conceived in the spirit of freedom, and to bolster 
the authority of a grinding despotism.” 

Į do not make it a ground of attack now against 
the Government, but Í must say, with regret, that 
it has seemed to me the sympathies of the Gov- 
ernment have of late appeared to lean rather to the 
side of despotism than to liberal progress. Ido i 
not think it proper to go further now. When the 
information which this resolution seeks has been 
obtained—and 1 hope it will receive a more prompt 
attention than a resolution I offered some time 
ago which remains yet’unanswered—we shall be | 
able to considér the subject with more light than 
we now possess. Still, [ have felt authorized to 
say as much as I have from what appeared in the 
two papers I have referred to, and which seemed 
intended to propitiate the public mind in favor of 
what the Administration had undertaken. 

Mr. WEBSTER: Mr. President, I regret that 
the honorable member from Wisconsin has thought 
it necessary to offer the amendment which he has 
proposed, because it seems rather offensive in its 
terms. Itis not, perhaps, quite reguiar to demand | 
by what authority an act has been done until the ; 
inquiry be first answered whether such an act has 
been done. 1 hope, therefore, that the honorable | 
member will see the propriety of withdrawing the | 
amendment. If he does not, however, I shall | 
vote for the whole resolution. , | 

Mr. President, [ am somewhat surprised at l 
some of the propositions stated by the honorable 
member from Florida. He says it looks to him 
as if this were a declaration of war without the 
authority of Congress. Against whom? or against | 
what country? | 

r 


Mr: YULEE. Not a declaration of war. 
said that the instructions involved an act of war. | 

Mr. WEBSTER. Anactofwar,then. Against | 
whom? Against what Government, what coun- 
try, what colony, what province? It is important 


that we should govern ourselves by some disti ct: 
undetstanding of the neutral duties of ihis: Govern- 


ment, and of the duties of all the citizens. of this: - 


Government, established by standing daw- Ifewe 
mean to be neutral, as between a Government.and | 
any party assailing it at home or abroad, we-are 
to consider what our treaty stipulations-are in: the 
first place, and upon what relations we stend:to >” 
the Government of that.-country... Now every= 
body knows the stipulations. of peace amity, and. 
good will contained in all-our- treaties: with: Spains: 
and probably every member of the Sena 
that in the diplomatic histury of this country cat: 
different times within the last thirty years, so far: 
as the Executive Government could pledge the 
country to a particular line of policy, over and 
over, and over again we assured the Government 
of Spain that if Spain should not voluntarily 
relinquish Cuba to any European power the 
United States would do towards her every office 
of kindness and good will to maintain her in pos- 
session of that Island; that the United States would 
look with -great jealousy and great alarm at any 
voluntary surrender of Cuba: to a. European: 
power; and that if Spain would abstain from. that, ` 


‘she might be assurred of the. good offices and 


good will of the United States, and the friendship 
of the United States to. maintain her in possession 
of the Island. I do not.mean to say how far 
those communications to the Spanish Government 
bind Congress or the country; Lonly. mean’ to say 
that they have been made at different times, as far 
back at least as General Jackson’s administrations 
and they have been made for the purpose of im- 
pressing on Spain the great importance of our 
peace and her regard for us, and of preserving 
that island in her possession and under her au- 
thority. These significations of the purpose of , 
the Executive Government have been uniform, 
and they have been published from time to time, 
and I never heard of a complaint of them in any 
part of the country. è : 
But now let us come to the direct question. 
What is it that is complained of? kh is said that 
the President of the United States has directed a 
portion of the naval armament. of the country to 
the coast of Cuba for a certain specific purposes 
and if the facts are as they are generally believed 
to be, for a purpose not only perfectly legal and. 
perfectly constitutional to be executed on the part 
of the Executive of the Government, but a pur- 
pose made his especial duty by positive: statute. 
if there ig any..case, itis a case of this kind. .A 
military expedition: has-been fitted ou', or begun 


-to be fitted out, in the United States, to act-agaiist 


‘the island of Cuba, now belonging-to the Spanish 
Government. And it is not material, if such be 
the fact, if it be fitted out, or begun to be fired out 
or prepared, according to the language of the stat- 
ute, in the United States, whether by the citizens 
of the United States or by others, The lew pre- 
vents the thing being done in the United States... 
Now, | suppose that whatever action the Presi-: 
dent has taken on this subject, is founded upon: 
information that this is a military expedition, pres 
pared and set on foot in the United. States, in 
whole or in-part... Well, then, if that be so, the 
law makes it his express duty, wherever-he can 
exert the military and naval power, within the 
limits and jurisdiction of the United States, to ex- 
ert jtto defeat such an expedition. And, in the 
next place, if a United States vessel is found on 
the coast of Cuba, intending to violate this law of 
the country by helping to carry on a military. ex- 
pedition against Cuba, that vessel is just as much 
within the jurisdiction of the United States—for 
that is the word of the statute—uas if she lay in 
the Potomac river. 1 suppose that nobody doubts 
now that the jurisdiction of the United States ss 
in and over, protecting for the bent fit of the United 
States, and protecting for the benefit of other. coun- 
tries, all that are under. the flag of the United 
States, whether that flag floats upon the sea,.or 
even in the harbor of a foreign port. I believe 
that some time ago an honorable -member from: 
Ohio doubted that, and J believe that-an honorable 
member from New York quoted the sentiment, 
and said that nobody beheved it. However, I 


| take it to be unquestionable law, settled upon the 


surest basis of the national code. If that be so, 
the President of the United, States is bound in 
duty, wherever he finds the jurisdiction of the 
United States extendmg on the'sea.or.ontheland, 
if persons ‘are engaged in violation-of the law of 
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Congress, by use of the naval and military power 
of the United States to prevent it. Such is the 
language of the law, “by the military and naval 
armament of the United States.” And why is he 
touse the: naval armament of the United States, 
unless there is something that can be lawfully done 
with it upon’ the sea? I cannot persuade myself 
that the honorable member from Florida has read 
the act of 1818 with his‘usual diligence and acute- 
ness. I say that that act not only gives power to 
the President, but imposes it upon him às a duty, 
an active and diligent duty, to preserve the peace 
of the country by suppressing every unauthorized 
expedition seton foot in the United States, against 
any portion: of a country, province, or colony, 
with which we are at peace. 

J-will not go into this subject at any very great 
length. But pray, what does the honorable mem- 
ber from Florida mean? How does he mean to 
be understood when he says that if at home 
nothing could be done without process or war- 
rant? That is not the language of the law, nor 
the language of the Constitution; nor is it conso- 
nant to our general ideas of the authority of the 
President under the Constitution. {fan insurrec- 
tion breaks out, may not the President suppress 
it by an armed force? lfa squadron were coming 
up the Potomac river to burn the capital, may he 
not resist it with a naval force? If there were an 
insurrection of colored persons breaking out any- 
whore, threatening the overthrow of the laws and 
institutions of the country, must he stop for a 
warrant? Sir, it is made his duty to execute the 
laws; and where there is an open, a flagrant, a 
dangerous violation of law, it is his duty to come 
with the proper force of the country to the rescue 
of the violated law, and to reassert and reéstab- 

» lish it. 
i do not know what are the precise facts in this 
case, but | have no apprehension at all that it will 
be found that aflything has been done which 
should not have been done, or that anything is 
intended which should not be intended. I have 
not the least doubt that whatever has been done 
in the case has been done upon full consideration; 
and that the answer to this inquiry will show to 
the country that no step has been unadvisedly ta- 
ken, and that no object has been cherished but the 
general, salutary, beneficial one of preserving the 
peace of the country. 
But the honorable gentleman went somewhat 
further. He says that if a landing be made on 
the island of Cuba under the flag-of the United 
States, it is a breaking out of civil war, in regard 
to which we must be neutral. Why, certainly ` 
we may be neutral if no act for carrying on that 
invasion and raising that flag of the United States 
in Cuba has been done, or attempted to be done, 
or set on foot, or prepared, according to the lan- 
guage of the statute, in the United States. 
Mr, YULEE. The Senator seems to have 
understood me ag saying the flag of the United 
States. {did not say so. I said that the moment 
that the revolutionary flag was raised there was a 
civil war, and there were two belligerent par- 
ties. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Itis the same thing. The 
honorable member says that when a revoiution 
breaks out itis a civil war, and in a civil war we 
are bound tobe neutral. Very well. But it isno 
neutrality at all to suffer preparations for war—mili- 
tary armaments—to be fitted out and sent from this | 
country to carry on that war. ‘That certainly is 
not neutrality; and that is exactly what the statate 
of 1818 intended to prevent. It was that no such 
civil commotions should be aided by military arm- 
aments fitted out in the United States; that .being 
supposed to be against the general law of neutral- 1 
ily. 
The honorable member, while speaking of the 
particular circumstances of this case, indulged in 
a general remark, Tle fears that there is a dispo- 
sition (running through various acts of the present 
Administration) which inclines more to that side 
of these questions which is not the republican side. 
That is a matter of opinion into which I shall not 
enter. Itis not very pertinent to the question now 
before the Senate. 1 can only say that, for one, 
_ 1 have seen no evidence of such intention or sym- 

pathy manifested by the President of the United 
States. I believe he gneans to execute the laws of 
the country honestly, fairly, and firmly, as | hope 
he will do, as I trust he will do, as 1 believe he 


willdo. As to the rest, sir, I know nothing to lead 


me to suppose that he is not as good a republican 
as any of us. : 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I have not risen 
to ‘enter into any discussion of this resolution, 
which strikes me as being altogether premature. 
lt is a call for informationg, and, before that inform- | 
ation is obtained, assuming what itis to be, the 
member who offers the resolution goes on with a 
denunciatory speech in regard to the character of 
the information he expects to receive. 1 shall not 
partake at this time in the discussion; I shall wait 
until I know what the statement of the facts may 
be, and not now apply any statement of law or 
of fact which | may suppose to be applicable. E 
have risen for no such purpose; but l have risen 


the discussion of grave and important subjects 
with regard to California, we will not be diverted 
from our purpose by an expedition against Cuba. 
I hope this resolution will be laid upon the table. 
Indeed, I have risen for the purpose of moving 
that it be laid upon the table, and that we proceed 
to the consideration of the special order, so that 
the Senator from Louisiana, who has the floor, 
may be permitted to address the Senate; because 
the state of his health is such as to render it de- 
sirable that iP ne address the Senate on the en- 
grossing question now before us, he should do so 
to-day. 


tucky will allow me for a moment-— 
Mr. CLAY. I shall not withdraw the motion. 
Mr. YULEE. 


that it may be taken up to-morrow, or on some 
early day. ` 

Mr. CLAY. To that I have no objection, 
though I should object if it is to lead to discussion. 
Mr. President, 1 shall move to lay the resolution 
on the table, and the Senatur from Florida can 
move to take it up to-morrow, if he pleases. 

Mr. YULEE. Lhave no objection that it be 
laid upon the table to-day; and I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to take it up to-morrow. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Cuay, and the resolution was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


Mr. CLAY. 
we proceed to the consideration of the special or- 
der of the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT stated the special or- 
der to be the bill for the admission of California 
asa State of the Union, to establish territorial 
governments for the Territories of Utahand New 
Mexico, and to make proposals to Texas for the 
settlement of her northern gnd northwestern 
boundaries. 

Mr. HALE. There-isa special order before 
that—the order fixed for half-past twelve o’clock 
to-day, in relation to the ‘bill to promote the prog- 


precedence. 

Mr. TURNEY. I move that the further con- 
sideration of that bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row at half-past twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Senate then résumed the consideration of 
the bill reported from the committee of thirteen. 

Mr. SOULE addressed the Senate for upwards 
of an hour and a half, and was replied to by Mr. 
Cray, whose speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. UPHAM obtained the floor, to reply to a 
remark of Mr. Souue’s in relation to the tolerance 


yielded, at the request of Mr. Wessrer, for a 
motion to adjourn. i 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 22, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER announced the regular order 


reports, commencing where the call was last 
suspended, (with the Committee on Commerce.) 


BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 
Mr. PHOENIX, from the Committee on Com- 


to express the hope that while we are engaged in | 


Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator from Ken- | 


1 do not ask the Senator from | 
Kentucky to withdraw the motion; 1 merely de- i 
sire that he would give ita different direction, £0 | 


I now move, Mr. President, that | 


ress of the useful arts.” That special order takes | 


of peonage by the constitution of Vermont, but ` 


of business to be the call of the committees for ` 


merce, reported a bill'to establish a branch mint 
in the city of New York. i 

The bill having been read twice by its title— 

Mr. PHOSNIX moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and be printed. 

The question having been taken, and decided in 
the affirmative— ` 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PHGENEX asked the unanimous consent 
| of the House to submit a motion that the bill be 
mande the special order for the first Tuesday of 

uly. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PHOENIX desired to be informed by the 
Speaker, whether it would be in order to move a 
suspension of the rules for the purpose of enabling 
him to submit the motion? : 

The SPEAKER. The rules cannot be sus- 
pended to-day. ' 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said he desired 
to give notice that a report upon the subject of this 
bill would hereafter be presented. It was not ex- 
actly ready at this time; but,as soon as it was 
prepared, it would be presented, with a view to its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to whom the bill had been re- 
ferred. 

Mr. PHOENIX. It has been suggested to me 
to move that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. It will be requisite, in the 
first place, to move a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the bill was referred to the Committee of 
‘| the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. PHOENIX. I make that motion. 
i| Mr, BOCOCK. | move that the motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. j 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, called for tellers on that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Roor, of 
Ohio, and Bococx, of Virginia, were appointed. 

Mr. PHGENIX. I withdraw the motion to re- 
consider. 

So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 


Mr, BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with amendments, a bill to 
|| create the office of surveyor genera! of the public 
|; lands in Oregon, and to provide for the survey 
‘| and to make donations to settlers of the said pub- 
lic lands; which bill and amendments were com- 
mitted. 

Also, from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to purchase a large map of the 
United States, including California and Oregon, for the use 
| of said committee, to be paid fur out of the contingent fund 
of the House: Provided, it does not cost a sum exceeding 
fourteen dollars. 

Mr. ALBERTSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to supply the deficiency in a town- 
ship of land heretofore granted by Congress to the 
State of Indiana by. af act approved April 19, 
1816, for the use of a State seminanary of learning; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
supplemental to anact entitled “ An actsupplement- 
ary to an act approved on the 3d day of March, 
1819, entitled ‘ An act providing for the correction 
of errors in making entries of land at the land 
offices,’”’ approved May 24, 1824; which was read 
‘| twice and committed. i 
l| Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the same com- 
| mittee, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
ii entitled “ An act to relinquish the reversionary 
| interest of the United States to certain reservations 
|| therein mentioned, and to confirm the title of 
l| Charles G. Gunter thereto,” reported the same 
‘back to the House without amendment; which 
= was committed. 
` Mr. WILLIAMS, by unanimous consent, of- 
| fered the following resolution; which was agreed 
ʻi to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
; be instructed to inquire into the propriety aud expediency 
| of allowing increased compensation to the pension agents, 
| when the amdunt annually paid out by the agent does not 


| exceed ten thousand dollars, with leave to report by bill or | 
id otherwise. 


H ' 

i Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
| merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 
i light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and pravi- 


| ding for the erection and establishment of the 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


i 
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same, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was agreed to: 

“ "Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so 
much of the act approved March 3, 1847, chap. 45, as de- 
prives seamen who mayhibel a vessel for the recovery of their 
wages from receiving full costs, and report by bill or other- 
Wise. 

Mr. WALLACE asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution, 
saying that as it was merely a resolution of refer- 
ence, he hoped there would be no objection: ~~ 

Resolved, That the Conmittee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be and are hereby instructed to inguire and report upon the 
expediency of extending the benefit of ‘the act of Congress 
of the 7th of June, 1832, and the amendment to the same, 
granting pensions to revolutionary soldiers, to all such | 
soldiers, and the widows of those who have died, as served 
in thetwar of the Revolution, either in the continental line, 
militia, or State troops, fora period not less than four months. 

Mr. CONGER objected. 

Mr. BURT insisted on the call of the commit- 
tees for reports. He would object to every other 
proposition. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, reported a bill’ 
to incorporate the Washington Mutual Insurance 

-Company; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BROWN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given. 

The SPEAKER stated that objection had been 
made to the introduction of anything out of the 
regular order of business, 

Mr. VENABLE, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Lewis; which was read twice and committed.. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill from the Senate entitled “An act 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make an arrangement or compromise with Mangle 
M. Quackenboss and ‘his codbligors, or any of 
them, for claims or bonds given by them as sure- 
ties to the United States,” reported the same back 
to the House without amendment; and it was com- 
mitted. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
game committee, reported a bill for the relief of the | 
låte Lieut. J. E. Bispham’s executor; which was | 

‘yead twice and committed. 

Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
to provide for the publication of the laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. S. moved that this bill be laid on the table; | 
which motion was agreed to. i i 

Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Ju- 

diciary, to which was referred the bill of the | 

| 

i 


Senate entitled ‘“ An act to amend the several acts 
“establishing district courts of the United States 
‘in the State of Florida, and to provide for writs of 
‘error and appeals from said courts,” reported | 
the same back to the House without amendment; : 
which bill was committed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the Monroe Railroad 
Company and their sureties; which was read 
twice and committed. 

a Mr. MILLSON, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Claims, made adverse reports upon the | 
petitions of the heirs of James Conway, of Dudley 
Hall, executor of John Brooks, deceased, and of ; 
the heirs of Nehemiah Stokely; which were laid 
upon the table. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, from the same | 
committee, made adverse reports upon the peti- | 
tions of the heirs of William Cherry, of the exec- 
utors of Dr. Lackey Murray, and of James Geer; | 
which were laid upon the table. 

On motion by Mr. B., the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims were discharged from the further | 
consideration of the petition of Mary A. Turner, 
widow of John L. Turner, and it was referred to 
the Gommittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
James T. Shackleford; which was read twice, and | 
which he asked to have put on its passage. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, under the operation of the pre- | 
vious question moved by Mr. KAUFMAN, and, 
being engrossed, was read the third time and 
passed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF LAWS. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON, from the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution:  -- š i 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to have prepared, and communicated to this House, 
at the commencement.of the pext session, ali the opinions 
of the Attorneys General of the United States delivered 
since the first day of Mareh, 1841, which give construction 
to the public faws not of a temporary character. : 

The resolution having been read— ©. + > 

Mr. CROWELL said, he would suggest to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. FEATHERSTON] 
“ô to modify the resolution as to embrace the 
whole period since the publication of the former 
volume. The opinions contained in the former 
volume came up only to 1837. 

Mr. CONRAD said, that when he had yesterday 
reported a bill from the Committee on Commerce, 
to authorize the Postmaster General to contract for 
carrying the mail in steamboats between New Or- 
leans and Vera Cruz, and intermediate points, ob- 
jection had been made that the subject was not 
within the jurisdiction of that committee. Now, 
he (Mr. C.) would like to know from the gentle- 
men composing the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, how it was that a resolution pro- 
viding for the publication of the opinions of the 
Attorneys General came from that committee? 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, it would give him 
great pleasure to reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Conrap.] He (Mr. 
F.) did not know that this matter belonged more 
propeily to one committee of the House than to 
another. The object of the resolution was to ob- 


the year 1840, for the use of the Post Office Com- 


House. Thé committee desired that these opin- 
ions should be obtained for the use of the mem- 


Government. The fact was notorious, that the 
officers of the Government needed these opinions. 
In the year 1840 the House made a similar call 
upon the President, for all the opinions of the At- 
torneys General published previous to that time. 
On the first of March, 1841, all the opinions pre- 
viously delivered, giving construction to general 
laws, were furnished to the House. They were 
printed in one voiume. 

Mr. CONGER rose, he said, to a question of 
order. He desired to be informed by the Speaker, 
| whether this resolution was in order? And he 

would make. one remark. Some time ago the 
| Committee on Public Expenditures, of which he 
| (Mr. C.) was a member, reported, or, more prop- 
erly speaking, offered to report a bill in relation to 
i the public jands. ° He well recollected that on that 


the committee was not possessed of jurisdiction in 
the matter. And he now submitted to the Chair, 
as a point of order, that the Committee on the 
Post Office was not possessed of jurisdiction over 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decide that 
this resolution from the Committee on the Post 
Office is not in order. ‘The subject embraced in the 
| resolution has not, the Speaker understands, been 
referred to that committee by the House; and the 
Speaker would further remark, that even if the 


mittee, it could not be considered to-day, except 
by the unanimous consent of the House. 

| “Mr. FEATHERSTON., Not inorder ifreported 
from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. Not in order to-day. 

Mr. CONGER would move, he said, that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, be had no objec- 
tion that such a disposition of the resolution 
should be made, for he felt satisfied that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary would report it back to the 
House with a recommendation that it should be 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER said, if no objectionavas made, 
the resolution would take the direction which had 
been proposed. : 

No objection having been made, the resolution 
was referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 


THE POST OFFICE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. POTTER, under instructions from the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, re- 
| ported a resolution authorizing that committee to 
| employ a clerk temporarily. 
| The resoiution having been read, 


tain the opinions of the Attorneys General since | 


mittee, as well as of every other committee of the |! 


bers of the House generally, and for the use of the | 


occasion a question of order had been raised, that | 


resolution was regularly in order from the com- | 


! 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


Mr. JONES inquired of ‘the Speaker, «whether 
the resolution was the report: of a cammittee?i ys 
The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative 
Mr. JONES said, he believed that: the’ House, 
during the present session, had steadfastly refused 
to allow clerks either to the standing or select:com- 
mittees: There were but two-standing. commitees 
of the House that were allowed .a-clerk.: Of one/of 
these- committees he: was a: member; and if: the 
clerk had been of any sort of service he (Mrz J.) 
had yet to find out the fact.. ‘He had: been amem- 
ber of the Committee on the Post Office and: Po 
Roads during a former Congress, and’ could testify 
that they had then no use foraclerk. He moved 
that the resolution be laid upon the table. : 
Mr. CONGER appealed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] to withdraw the motion, 
to enable him (Mr. C.) to say a few words. ; 
Mr. JONES. I will withdraw the motion if 
you will promise to renew it. ` 
Mr. CONGER. ‘Well, 1 accept the condition. 
So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was withdrawn. r : 
Mr. CONGER said. that if the Committee: on 
the Post Office and Post Roads desired the services 
of a clerk for the purpose of maturing a bill upon 
the subject of cheap postage, he should not-object 
to firing them the requisite authority. “But che 
had some days ago understood, that the.committee 
were prepared to reporta bill providing for the re- 
duction of: postages, and for other reforms... The 
committee, he had understood, were ready.to make 
sucha report. If he had been misinformed he should 
like to be apprised of the fact. If he had not been 
misinformed, then he must beg leave to say, that 
he thought it strange, very strange, that the com- 
mittee had not, ere this, reported the bill; for, 
if his recollection did not mislead him, he had re» 


i ceived this information. from a credible source 


more than two weeks ago. the bill. had been 
matured—if the committee Wete ready to report— 
there would be so much labor off their hands, and 


| he, for one, could see no propriety in the adoption 


of a resolution authorising them to employ a 
clerk. That he would say again, that if a clerk 
was needed for the purpose of aiding the commit- 
tee in maturing sucha bill, he would make no ob- 
jection. He thought that the whole country was 
prepared to-authorize them to incur almost any: €x- 
pense—to furnish any amount of force which the 
committee might ask, in order to: aid them: in 
bringing before the House a bill which, would:te 
somewhat in accordance with the prayer of the 
numberless petitions. which -had- been :poured-in 
upon this House from every section of the coun- 
try. The country is demanding postage reform, 
and reform the pgople will have, substantially as 
they have so numerously petitioned; and though 
there could be no great necessity that the commit- 
tee should have a clerk, he would raise no objec- 
tion, could he be assurred that it would facilitate 
the action of the committee in reporting.a proper 
bill. 


withdraw the motion. oes 
Mr. CONGER said, it was not within his option 
to do so. He had made the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, in accordance with a pledge 
which he had himself given to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. } : 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to 
lay the resolution on {he table? 5 
Mr. CONGER. lam under obligations to-do so. 
_. Mr. POTTER appealed to Mr. Jones to autho- 
rize the withrawal of the motion. er 
Mr. JONES assented, onthe condition, he said, 
that the gentleman. would renew the motion. 
Mr. POTTER acquiesced. 
So the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
was again withdrawn. oo 
Mr. POTTER proceeded with hisremarks. He 
said, that the gentleman who had just taken his 
seat had referred to the action of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads upon the subjectof 
cheap postage. The gentleman probably. did hot 
understand all the difficulties which lay in the way 
of an agreement upon the details of such a meas- 
are. So faras the main features of the*bill were 
concerned, the committee had come to an agree- 
ment; butthere were some‘of the details in respect 
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to which the minds.of the committee had not yet 
been fully made up... It was the desire of the com- 
mittee, and their-intention, if possible, when they 
dii make a report, to present one which would be 
acceptable to. the House, and which would super- 
sedé the necessity of any ‘protracted discussion 
here... The-minds.of the members might as well 
be-consulied previously to making the report, as 
after-it had been brought into the House; and 
hence it was that the entire details of the bill had 
not yet been arranged. i 

As regarded the immediate question before the 
Bouse, that was to say, the resolution authorizing 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
to employ aclerk, he would state, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that there were before the com- 
mittee an immense number of applications for new 
post routes, and that it was also necessary to re- 
vise some of the existing roads, with a view to 
economy and to a full understanding of the sub- 
‘ject. The committee had not time themselves, as 
every member of it well knew, to make the requi- 
site investigations at the department, of the maps 
and post roads, which were necessary to a proper 
understanding of the whole matter. It was for 
the purpose of making these investigations, that 
the committee had instructed him to report this 
resolution. The clerk might be occupied one or 
two weeks, perhaps three; beyond that time his 
services would not be required, and he would, of 
course, be discharged. But that the services of 
such an assistant were needed for the pertod of 
time. which he had designated, there could be no 
> doubt.. Members of the House were constantly 
applied to for new post routes. The memorials 
were filed, and the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office was continually called upon for in- 
formation. The employment of a clerk would 
save both time and expense. A man of intelli- 
gence, whose Pa ieee be subject to the revis- 
ion.of the committé, could do full justice to the 
subject. 

Redeeming the pledge which he had given to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. JoNes,} he (Mr. 
P.) now renewed the motion that the resolution be 
laid upon the table, at the same time expressing 
the hope that it would be voted down. 

Mr. SACKEUT appealed to Mr. P. to with- 
draw the motion on pledge of renewal. 

Mr. PO'TER referred the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Sackett] to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, whose original motion it was. 

Mr. JONES declined again to assent to the 
withdrawal of the motion. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 115, noes not counted. 

So the resolution was laid on ghe table. 


UNION GAS LIGHT COMPANY, D. C. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported a bill 
to-ineorporate the Union Gas Light Company in 
the District of Columbia; which, having been 
twice read by its title, he asked should be put 
upon its passage. He thought there could be no 
objection. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. JONES moved to refer the bill toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. TAYLOR said, he should like to hear 
some reason why objection was made to the pas- 
sage of this bill. The object of granting an act 
of incorporation to this company was simply to 
procure for this city a supply of gas, manufactured 
under some new patent, at a cheaper rate than it 
had ever been furnished for before. It was very 
well known that lights were much needed upon 
the avenues of the city and about the Capitol. 
There was now a gas company in existence in 
Washington, chartered under an act of Congress; 
and the gentlemen who now asked to be incor- 
porated could not mature their plan of furnishing 
gas to the city at cheaper prices than was now 
asked for, unless they were aided by an act of 
incorporation, to induce capitalists to invest in 
this undertaking. He trusted the House would 
put the bill on tts passage. It had been carefully 
revised by the committee; it was drawn in the 
usual form, and conferred no special privileges 
upon the company.. If gentlemen in this city 
were desirous to combine together by their capital 
to accomplish an object of such public utility as 
furnishing gas to this ety at cheaper rates—say 


one-half the amount which. was now: paid—why - 


should Congress deny them an act of incorpora- 


tion? He trusted the motion to refer would be 
withdrawn, and that the bill would be allowed to 
pass without any objection. The bill gave no 
monopoly to anybody; on the contrary, its effect 
would be to do away.with the monopoly which 
now existed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he did not know 


“but the company now sought to be incorporated 


would conflict with the company now in exist- 
ence. Until he was informed that some benefit 
was to result from the bill, be was willing to let 
well enough alone. He thought it would. be the 
safer course to refer the bill, and defer final action 
until the members of the House had an opportu- 
nity of examining the subject. He moved the 
previous question, which he understood would 
apply first to the question of reference. 

"Phe previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. g f 

The question was taken, and decidea in the 
affirmative. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 


MAILS—NEW ORLEANS AND VERA CRUZ. 


Mr. CONRAD rose to a privileged question, 
and moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill reported by himself, from the Committee on 
Commerce, providing for the establishment of a 
mail line of steam ships between New Orleans and 
Vera Cruz was-yesterday referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He said, if the question involved were only one 
of pariiamentary etiquette, as to which of the two 
committees—the Committee on Commerce, or the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— 
this bill should emanate from, he assured the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, [Mr. Porrer,} who had yesterday 
seemed to insist so strenuously upon the reference 
of this bill to his committee, that he (Mr. C.) 
would most cheerfully yield that point. But he 
had understood the chairman of that committee 
yesterday to avow himself to be entirely opposed, 
not only to the details of this bill, but to the prin- 
ciple of Congress providing for the transportation 
of the mails by steamers, under any circumstances 
whatever. It was for that reason he considered 
that the question of reference involved the question 
whether the bill itself should be adopted or reject- 
ed. He understood (and he hoped to be corrected 
if he was in error) that the reference of this bill to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
was tantamount to a rejection of the bill in toto; 
or, what was the same thing, to its being suffered 
to slumber upon the table of that commitiee during 
the remainder of the session, He thought it was 
his duty to demand of the House the reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the bill had been re- 
ferred, and to call their attention to its importance. 
The bill, as he had stated yesterday, had origin- 
ated ina memorial which had been presented to 
this House by a number of the merchants of New 
Orleans, signed—not by fifty or sixty commercial 
firms of that city, (as he had yesterday said )}—but 
by upwards of one hundred. There had, he be- 
lieved, also been presented to the House, and laid 
before the committee, a memorial of merchaits of 
New York, asking for the same object—though he 
was not able at this time to lay his hands upon it. 
He would invite the attention of the House to some 
of the facts stated in the memorial of the merchants 
of New Orleans. [He read an extract, which has 
not been furnished us. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON (interposing) rose to a 
question of order. He wished to know whether 
the motion to reconsider the reference opened the 
merits of the bill? 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion to re- 
consider opened the debate to the same extent to 
which it was opened by the original motion, and 
no further; but, in the opinion of the Chair, debate 
upon the motion to commit must be limited to the 
propriety of the reference. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. That is the point I 
make—that thisgiscussion is out of order. 

Mr McGAUGHEY. Is this debate in order 
after the morning hour expires, the day being set 
apart for a special order ? 

The SPEAKER. This debate is in order after 
the expiration of the morning hour, unless a mo- 
tion is made to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union-upon the special order. 


That motion cannot be made until the gentleman 
from Louisiana bas surrendered the floor. In the 
opinion of the Chair, upon the motion to commit, 
debate is opened only upon the propriety of the 
commitment. 

Mr. CONRAD (resuming) said, he understood 
the rule perfectly. He should strictly confine his 
remarks to the propriety of the reference; and he 
thought he had thus far done so. He had been 
endeavoring to show, and he should proceed to 
show, that the Committee on Commerce was the 
proper committee to report this bill, although it 
did provide for the transportation of the mail. 
The commerce between tre United States and 
Mexico, diminished and interrupted in a great de- 
gree, as it had been, by the late war with Mexico, 
and a considerable portion of it diverted to Great 
Britain, amounted, at this time, according to re- 
turns made to this House by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and which bad been laid on their tables 
only a few days ago, to upwards of two millions 
of dollars in value exported to Mexico, and up- 
wards of two and a quarter millions imparted into 
the United States from Mexico, constituting alto- 
gcther a commerce of nearly five millions of dollars. 
Well, where was that commerce carried on? 
What were the ports from which it was principally 
carried on? They were precisely those for which 
this bill proposed to provide a mail service—the ' 
ports of the Gulf of Mexico and of the United 
States—either New York, Philadelphia, Boston, 
or New Orleans. These were the ports between 
which this large commerce wascarried on. There 
was no regular means of transporting a mail be- 
tween any portion of the United States and any 
of these ports in the Gulf of Mexico. This im- 
mense and valuable commerce was without the 
ordinary facilities for the transaction of busi- 
ness—there was no means of regular mail com- 
munication. 

Nor did this commerce bear relation to the city 
of New Orleans alone. It concerned the whole 
country. The products exported from the United 
States were not the products of Lonisiana. The 
people of that State did not export to Mexico sugar 
or cotton. What were the exports which constitu- 
ted our commerce with Mexico, and in exchange for 
which we received the dollars from her? They were 
the products of the great Valley of the Mississip- 
pi. They were the products of that State which 
was represented in, part on this floor by the gentle- 
man (Mr. Porrer] who had yesterday declared 
that he was opposed to the principle of this bill. 
The State of Ohio was more interested, vastly 
more interested, in this trade than the State of 
Louisiana was. The State of Ohio exported ten 
thousand dollars worth of this commerce (Mr. C 
was understood to say) for every one which the 
State of Louisiana exported. And he felt very 
much surprised when he found yesterday that 
opposition to this measure was to come from she 
intelligent gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Pottzr]—a 
quarter whence he (Mr. C.) should never have 
expected to encounter it. On the contrary, he 
had looked with confidence to that quarter for sup- 
port and advocacy of the bill. He had expected 
to find it supported by every gentleman whose 
constituents were in any degree interested in the 
products of the Valley of the Mississippi. What 
had this Government done for the Mississippi and 
its tributaries? She would not even remove the 
smallest obstacles in their navigation. And when 
a small appropriation of some twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars was asked, for the purpose of provi- 
ding a mail to facilitate the operations of that 
commerce in which the Valley of the Mississippi 
was so deeply interested, a prominent member—a 
Representative of a gigantice State whose interest 
was thus involved—rose in his place here and de- 
clared his opposition to it. And thus, whilst Con- 
gress was appropriating millions of money to en- 
courage trans-Aulantic communication—whilst a 
line of steamboats was built under the patronage of 
the Government for the purpose of carrying onthe 
communication between this country and Europe— 
whilst immense sumsof money were appropriated 
for the purpose of establishing a mail-line between 
New York and Chagres—not a dollar was appro- 
priated for the purpose of encouraging the com- 
merce of the Mississippi Valley—of that vast 
stream which had been appropriately termed an 
inland sea. Nothing had been done to facilitate its 
commerce. The Mississippi was the great outlet 
through which the commerce of the Valley of the 
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Mississippi found its way to the ocean. The Gulf 
of Mexico was its great highway. And yet gen- 
tlemen from the Valley of the Mississippi. rose up 
here and endeavored to defeat a bill having for its 
object the encouragement and facilitating of that 
commerce. He was exceedingly rejoiced to find 
that the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads was so exceedingly zealous in the dis- 
charge of its duty. He was glad that. they had 
leisure time at their command—that they were in 
want of occupation. And he would take this op- 
portunity of calling their attention to a. report from 
the Postmaster Genersl, as to the character of the 
mail service between this city and New-Orleans, 
and to the number of failures which annually oc- 
curred in it.. (Mr. C. stated the number, which 
was not heard with certainty.) He would like to 
hear from the committee on this subject—this cry- 
ing evil as for years it had been. The arrival of 
a mail at New Orleans was an event in the history | 
of that city—an event which was proclaimed in 
the streets, published in the newspapers, and cel- | 
ebrated by public rejoicings. For years past the 
merchants and citizens gf New Orleans had ap- 
pealed to the Government for justice. He had 
yet to learn that anything had been done for them, 
or that anything was proposed to be done by the 
committee which had. so little to do and which 
was so jealous of the other committees of the 
House. 

Mr. POTTER interposed to make an inquiry. 

Mr, CONRAD yielded the floor for the pur- 

ose. 

Mr. POTTER was understood to inquire of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Conran] whether 
the communication from the Postmaster General, 
to which the gentleman alluded, had been referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads? 

Mr. CONRAD (very doubtfully heard) was un- 
derstood to say he thought ithad not been referred, 
but he desired to give the committee an opportu- 
nity to exercise its zeal; he desired to give them 
a. bone to pick, and therefore he had suggested this 
report for their consideration. He should proba- || 
bly in a few days introduce a resoluwon on the || 
subject. f i 

. Mr. C., after referring to the party recrimina- 
tions of which this imperfect mail-service had for 
a long time been the subject-matter, then proceeded 
to read an extract from the report of the Postmas- 
ter General. He adverted, also, to the wretched 
condition of certain portions of the mail route— 
‘characterizing it as a state of things which ought 
not to exist under a Government whose Constitu- 
tion declared that Congress should have the power 
to establish post offices and post roads; and that, 
too, with a committee in this House which evinced 
such exceeding zeal in the exercise of its rights. 
The bill which had been reported was not designed | 
to facilitate mere social communication or corre- 
spondence. It provided for the transportation of 
the mail in the ordinary way, by contract; and he 
thought that the subject appropriately belonged to 


the Committee on Commerce. He was happy to 
say that it had met with the unanimous sanction 
of that committee. “Gentlemen from New York 
and Massachusetts had felt as much interested in 
it as he himself had felt; and it had with equal lib- 
erality been supported by the East. He would not 
now trouble. the House with further remarks. 
The object which he had in view in making the 
motion to reconsider, was to supply an omission 
which he had inadvertently made yesterday, in not 
calling for a record vote on the motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. He must repeat the opinion he had 
already expressed, that he considered the refer- j; 
ence of the biil to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice—with the sentiments of hostility which the | 
Chairman of that committee had avowed—as tan- | 
tamount to signing its death-warrant. If that | 
were to be the result, the matter might as well be | 
But he desired, at 


ecullon, 
nays on the motion to reconsider. | 
Mr. POLTER said, if the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Conran] had kept a little cooler, and 
confined himself a litle more closely to the ques- 
tion under consideration, he might have enhght- į 
ened the House more than he had done; and if he | 
had served an apprenticeship upon the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads as long as some |; 


members in the House had, he could not fail to 
have acquired something. of -a. better knowledge 
upon the subject of the mail-service of the coun- 
try than he had exhibited.in-bis-remarks. The 
gentleman (continued Mr. P;) proposes by his bill, 
as would seem from-his remarks, to reéstablish.a 
system which in every. experiment heretofore 
made has.entirely failed:. At an early day, inthe: 
incipiency:.of our great western commerce, it was 
the custom. of the department to authorize the 
postmasters upon our great western lakes and 


Ltivers to pay to the captains of steamboats and 


other vessels engaged jn commerce, three centa 
each for all the letters transmiued from port to 
port; and the postmasters were directed to employ 
the safest and fastest running boats for this ser- 
vice. The pay at that time was considered one of 


the perquisites of the master of the vessel, and at | 


an early day thirty dollars a year was considered a 
very large amount; but as the commerce increased, 
this perquisite was augmented until, in some in- 
stances, it amounted to over a thousand dollars per 
annum. It then attracted the notice of the owners 
of vessels, and they applied for a change in the sys- 
tem; and the contract system, the one which this 
bill proposes to reéstablish, was adopted, as well 
upon the Mississippi and its triburies as upon 
the great western lakes. Immense sums were 


| paid under these contracts, far exceeding the 


amount previously paid for similar service; and 
this was not the only objection. The irregularity 
of the mails under the system became proverbial; 
complaints were made from one end of the country 
to the other of the failures and irregularities; pri- 
vate expresses were established, seeking the 
means which the commercial improvements of the 
country afforded for the early transmission of 
packages; and, by increased expedition, diverted 
much of the mailable matter to their lines, to the 
great detriment of the revenue of the Post Office 
Department. The inefficiency of this system was 


|i so apparent, that it was abandoned by common 


consent, and the present system adopted, avout 
which we hear no complaint; and that is, for the 
postmasters at the ports upon our lakes and riv- 
ers, and our inland seas, acting as the agents of 
the Post Office Department, to employ the steam- 
ers engaged in the commerce of the country to 
carry the mails from port to port, at a com pensa- 
tion a litle above that charged for ordinary freight, 


| but sufficiently large to make it an object for the 
vessels to vie with each other in their speed and 
! reguiarity—considerations upon which the posi 


masters act in the selection of boats to perform 
this service. Sir, | not unfrequently receive let- 
ters from my place of residence, at the upper end 
of Lake Erie, by way of Albany and New York, 
a distance of over a thousand miles, in four days; 


| and their transmission, for a great part of the | 


way, is dependent upon the ordinary means of 
commercial intercourse. 

If the Post Office Department would only keep 
pace with the improved modes of conveyance, 
and use no other means than those afforded to 
commerce in the transmission of the mails, it 
would not be in constant war with the private ex- 


presses of the country; which are continually out- | 
: running that department in expedition, and trench- 


ing upon its business in the carrying of mailable 
matter. I hold that the exigencies of commerce do 


| not require greater mail facilities than the vessels 
: engaged in that commerce afford, and no commer- 


cial community can suffer when they are allowed to 
go on pari passu. . Why, sir, what is our expe- 


rience for the last year or two, under the mail- | 


steamer contract system between New York, New 
Orleans, and California and Oregon? 


The 


this bill, two millions and a half per year. 


object is said to be increased speed and regularity; | 
i! but who does not know that individual enterprise | 


always outstrips the tudy movements of Govern- 
ment machinery? Governmental improvements 
are the results of individual enterprise, based 
upon, and sustained by it. Under this expen- 
sive mail marine system, consignments arrive In 
New Orleans, New York, and other cities on_ the 
ea-board, from California, by the facilities which 
commerce affords, in advance of the mails; and 
these consignments of gold and other articles 
lie for days exposed in the warehouse or on ship- 


board, awaiting the bill of lading which, though | 


leaving California in the mail at the same time 


with the consignments, comes dragging itself 


We pay for | 
this service by contract, the system proposed in | 


i 
| 
l 


| 


į 


along. behind in: a:Government vessek Sir; tdo 
not propose tointerfére with the:contracts already” 
rade.: 1 think. they have been: made improvi- 
dently, but the faith of this Government has-been 
pledged: to the enterprise; “by which her citizens: 
have been induced to invest large sams of money. 
in this service...Good- faith to them: will. induce: 
usto carry it out to: the end.. But we are* not 
pledged: to~.the extension. of: this system; and: 
whilst I have a voice in. this’ Hall lsat oppose: 
it. The gentleman from ‘Louisiana would levy a 
tax upon the Post Office Department:-of about 
$25,000 to resuscitate the commerce ‘between this. 
country and Mexico, which he says has ‘been 
suspended in consequence of the late war with that 


i} country. 


Mr. CONRAD (interposing, and Mr. P. yielding 
the floor) said it was not proposed to make this 
service a charge upon the Pust Office. It was 
proposed to draw the amount from the Treasury. 

Mr. POTTER. { can see no great distinction: 
between drawing the money from the Post Office 
Departmentand the Treasury Department.. Jt the 
expenditure is unnecessary, let us‘avoid it. 1 am 
opposed to levying a tax upon the people, through’ 
any of the departments of the Government, for: 
the exclusive benefit of any branch of the business 
of the country. Weare now taxed eight or nine: 
millions of dollars annually forthe support of: the 
navy;- which, including the costs: of our: revenue 
marine, and the advanced prices:we.are compelled. 
to pay for transportauon on account of our:navi- 
gation laws, amounts to over twelve or thirteen 
millions of dollars annually, and all this is done- 
under the pretext of aiding the commerce of the 
country. We had better make a direct appropria- 
tion of twelve millions at once, and give it to these 
commercial men, if that sum would cover: the 
profits of their business.. What difference does it. 
make to a western man whether his flour, his corn, 
his pork, his hemp or tobacco is carried to market 
ina British, a French, or a Dutch bottom? Yet 
your navigation laws, all made for the benefit of 
commerce, compel him to pay the highest possi-. 
bie freights, by shutting out all competition in the: 
carrying trade, except amongst our own citizens. 
Everybody knows that materials of which Brit- 
ish vessels are constructed cost much less, in gon- 
sequence of our tariff duties, than in this country, 
enabling them to transport goods at a much lower 
rate than our own vessels; and this -excess jis: 
charged upon the products of ‘our country, and 
upon the imports which we. consume. . 

The commercial interests are benefited: by these 
laws; why not do away with them for the benefit 
of those who, by the sweat of their brow, produce 
these great staples of the country, without: which 
your commerce would soon come toan end? I 
say, then, | am opposed to this exclusive system 
of lezislation for one class of the community alone, 
l do not intend to discuss this question now; E, 
have barely alluded to it here to show, that under. 
the pretext of aiding commerce immense sums are 
annually drawn fromthe Treasury, withoutrender- 
ing a corresponding benefit to themax' payers, ond 
to announce my opposition to the system in what- 
ever shape it may be presented, especially where the 
appropriation, as in this instance, is not to result to 
the benefit of the mail service of the country. 

To what the gentleman has suid in regard to 
myself personally, | have but few words to say. 
The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Conran] 
supposes my object in moving to refer this bill to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
is to defeat it, or else for the mere purpose of hav- 
ing something to do. He is mistuken in both -of 
his suppositions, for I can assure him th -tour com- 
mittee has plenty of labor on hand and does: not 


| go out of the way to seek business that does not 


properly belong to it. Our committee has had the 
subject of ocean steam mail service under consider- 
ation, and what it may ultimately determine upon, 
I cannot say; but { can promise the gentleman: 
from Louisiana (Mr. Conrap]} and the House, that: 
some uniform system will be reeommended which 
shall enutle the citizens of the country to at feast 
a fair competition for the service which we’shall 
propose. ; 
The gentleman says, if we are so anxious for 
business, why not inquire into the failure: of: the 
mails between New York and New Orleans, as re- 
ported by the Postmaster General.some~two 
months ago, and that if the letter has not been re- 
ferred to our committee: we ought, a8 every mem- 
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ber of this House ought, to know that such failures 
existed, and propose some measure for the im- 
provements of the Corduroy roads in Georgia and 
Alabama, to’ prevent future failures. Now I hap- 
pen to be one of that class that believes, that there 
is no. authority in the Constitution for the construc- 
tion by Congress of highways in.any of the States, 
and that when Congress has declared that a high- || 
way, established and improved by the citizens of |; 
any State, shall be deemed a post-road, it has done || 
all that it can, and leaves the Postmaster General | 
to put upon that road such.mail. service as the na- 

ture and condition of the road shall warrant. | 

I am as deeply interested in the commerce. of 
the West, and that which finds its way to New 
Orleans and the Gulf, as any Representative upon 
this floor; but I believe, when that commerce de- 
mands-the use of steamboats to ply between the | 
great outlet to our western staples and Mexico and 
the West Indies, that demand will be supplied by 
the enterprise of our citizens, who seek every 
corner of the known world in their commercial pur- 
suits; and that a commercial correspondence, un- 
aided by any special legislation, may be kept up 
to’ the satisfaction of everybody engaged in the 
trade between the two countries. 

Mr. STRONG next obtained the floor, and 
moved that the Hlouse resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for 
the consideration of the special order, the reports 
of the Committee on Elections in the cases of dele- 
gates from New Mexico and Deseret. | 

Mr. CONRAD said he would move the previ- | 
ous, question upon the motion to reconsider, as he 
wished that subject disposed of. | 

The SPEAKER stated that the demand. for the 
previous guestion was not in order, pending the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the ! 
state of the Union. 

The question wag taken on the motion of Mr. 
Srrone, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 70, 
noes not counted. 

So pending further action upon the motion to 
reconsider the reference of the bill relative to mail | 
steamers. 

DELEGATE FROM NEW MEXICO. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state ofthe Union, (Mr. McLane, 
of Maryland, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Elections upon the memorial of Hugh N- Smith, 

raying to be admitted to a seat in the House of 

epresentatives as a delegate from New Mexico. 

There are two reports in this case—a majority | 
and a minority report. The majority report is 
made by Mr. Srrone, chairman of the committee; 
and the majority, in this case, consist of Mr. 
Srrone, Mr. Harris of Alabama, Mr. Disyey, 
Mr. Tuompson of Kentucky, Mr. Harris of 
Tennessee, and Mr. Asus. The minority report | 
is made by Mr. Van Dyke, in behalf of himself, | 
Mr. McGaveney, and Mr. ANDREW ; | 

The majority report concludes with the follow- | 
‘ing resolution: , s | 

F 
i 
f 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to admit Huen N. 
Suiru to a seat in this [louse as a delegate from New Mex- 
ico.” 

The report of the minority concludes with the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the said Hoen N. Smitu be admitted 
to a seat in the House of Representatives of the United 
States as a delegate from New Mexico.” 


Mr. WHITE called for the reading of both re- |! 
ports. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the resolution || 


reported by the majority was before the commit- | 
tee; and that the pending question was on its | 
adoption. 

Mr. STRONG was recognized, and called for 
the reading of the resolutions. i 

The reports were read. | 

Mr. McGAUGHEY inquired if the resolution 


of the minority was considered before the com- lj 


mittee without a motion to that effect? ! 
The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair should not | 

consider that resolution pending unless it .were | 

moved as an amendment to the resolution of the 


ority. 


ma 

Mr. STRONG said, the report and resolution of | 
the minority were made the special order of the |: 
day in connection with the report and resolution |, 
of the majority, and that both, he considered, || 
were therefore before the committee. i 


The CHAIRMAN adhered to the opinion, that | 


the resolution of the minority was not properly 
before the committee unless it were moved in 
form, Í 

Mr. STRONG yielded the floor to 

Mr. McGAUGHEY, who moved that the re- 
port of the minority of the committee be consid- 


| ered before the committee, and that the resolution 
reported by the majority be amended by substi- 


tuting therefor that reported by the minority. 
He also gaye’ notice that he should move to 


amend the resolution of the minority by adding | 


thereto the following proviso: 


« Provided, That the admission of the said Huen N. 
Smita, as a delegate from the Territory of New Mexico, 
shall not be deemed or taken as an expression of opinion 
on the part of this House in relation to the claim of Texas 


i to that portion of the country claimed by ber lying on the 


east side of the Rio Grande ; but, on the contrary, the ques- 
tion of boundary between the State and Territory is left 
open for future adjustment.?? 

The question pending being on the resolution 
of the minority, as an amendment to that of the 
majority— 

Mr. STRONG resumed the floor, and proceeded 
to address the committee substantially as follows: 

1 do not propose, Mr. Chairman, in calling the 
attention of the committee to the resolution re- 
ported by theymajority of the committee, and to 


the amendment reported by the minority, to de- ! 


tain them very long in the exposition of the views 
I have in regard to this subject. The report of 
the committee embraces substantially the facts of 
this case, and substantially the views which I 
entertain in regard to the proper course for the 
committee and the House to pursue upon this 
question. Indeed, I was always of opinion that 
the application of the memorialist was not prop- 
erly before the Committee on Elections. It seems 


to me, Mr. Chairman, that before the Committee j 
on Elections should have been called upon to act | 


in regard to the admission of Mr. Smith to a seat 
upon the floor of this House, the Committee on 
Territories should have reported some bill making 
provision for the government of the country from 
which Mr. Smith comes, and which he claims to 
represent. It may be recollected, that early in 
this session, at the time when this memorial and 
these credentials of Mr. Smith were referred to the 
Committee on Elections, there was a memorial 
asking for the establishment of a territorial gov- 
ernment in New Mexico also presented. That 
memorial was referred—and properly referred—to 
the Committee on Territories; but the credentials 


of the individual who claimed to be a Delegate | 


from New Mexico, either -from a political organ- 
ization already in existence, or from one pro- 


spectively in existence, to be created by this | 


Congress, were referred to the Committee on 
Elections, who felt themselves called upon to sub- 
mit the report and resolutions which have just 


| been read by the Clerk. 


I need not say that the question, as itis now 
presented, is one of some embarrassment. It is 
one of embarrassment, Mr. Chairman, because it 
precedes the establishment or the existence of a 
territorial government, instead of following it, as 
has been the case in all our past history, 


| l am relieved from many of the remarks which | 
I intended to make, by the fact that the report has | 


been read in the hearing of the committee. Ido 


not propose, therefore, to state the facts upon ; 


which this application is based and the facts which 
have led the committee to the conclusions at which 
they have arrived. It may, however, be neces- 
sary that | should refer briefly to a few of those 
facts, in order that the subsequent remarks I shall 
make may be more perfectly understood. 

It appears, then, from the report submitted, that 
this ‘country, which Mr. Smith claims to repre- 


! sent on the floor of this House, as formerly organ- 


ized, constituted a part of the Republic of Mexico. 
It was not, however, under the constitution of 


1824, a State of Mexico, but a territory; riot enti- | 


tled to representation in the Mexican Congress, 
but one of the recognized Mexican territories, 
with known boundaries, under the Federal Con- 
stitution of 1824. In the subsequent convulsions 
of the Mexican,Republic, when the constitutions 
of 1836 and 1843 were adopted, this portion of land, 
or this territory of New Mexico, was recognized 
asa State, and was permitted to have a depart- 
mental legislature, officers, and judicial tribunals 
of its own, and was divided into counties, and had 
all the organization which is common to the other 
Mexican States. 


In that condition it remained, ! 


until the war with:Mexico. and the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo, when, with other. portions of 
the Mexican. territory, it was ceded, not as a po- 
litical organization, not as a State, not as an ex- 
isting government, but as a tract of country, to 
the United States; and by that cession—by the 
conquest antecedent to the cession, and certainly 
by the treaty of cession—all political organization 
which existed there, under its former connection 
with Mexico, was entirely extinguished. I do 
not understand that there can be any doubt in re- 
gard to the position, that subsequent to the treaty 
of cession New. Mexico was and continues to be 
one of the territories of the United States, or rather, 
a portion of the land of the United States, having 
no political organization, none of the political 
rights it enjoyed while under the jurisdiction of 
Mexico, and none of the political rights which 
pertain to our territorial organizations after they 
are created by act of Congress. 

It may be remarked in addition, (as I do not in- 
tend to return to the facts of the case,) that the 
portion‘of territory embraced within the limits of 
what before the Texan revolution was New Mex- 
ico, comprises about two hundred and ten thou- 
sand square miles, of which about two-thirds—one 
hundred andiforty-seven or one hundred and forty- 
eight thousand square miles—is on the eastern 
shore of the Rio Grande, and the remaining. por- 
tion, or about one-third of the whole, is on the 
west side of that river. The population of the 
whole territory is variously estimated at from 
eighty to one hundred thousand, of which more 
than two-thirds are residents on the east side, and 
Jess than one-third on the west side of the Rio 
Grande. 

Now, I do not stand before the committee to deny 
that after the treaty of cession, and after the ex- 
tinction of the political organization that formerly 
existed there, the inhabitants of this country were 
in a condition very much to be deplored; nor do I 
intend to speak of the necessity of the establish- 
ment there of a government—a political organiza- 
tion, a legislature, judicial tribunals, and all the 
forms, appliances, and rights which are secured 
under orgaamized governments. The Committee 
on Elections, and I among them, have felt the 
evils and inconveniences under which the inhabit- 
ants of New Mexico have been Jaboring from the 
want of an organization, of a territorial govern- 
ment, and we do not intend either to deny or to pal- 
liate these evils in the course of this discussion. 
But the question presented is, not whether there 
shall be extended tothe people of this territory the ` 
protection of the law; it is not whether there shall 
be organized.a territorial government, and judicial 
tribunals established, to secure and enforce the 
rights of the resident population; but the question 
is, whether, as things now are, with no existing 
political organization, with no government there, 
with no legislature there, with no judicial tribunals 
there, with nothing but a military government 
there, the people of that section of the country 
ought to be permitted to send a consulting repre- 
sentative to this House, to take part in the consulta- 
tions of this body in regard toghe general business 
of the country. . 

It appears from the report which has been sub- 
mitted, thatin August last, a meeting of the citizens 
of Santa Fé county assembled at the city of Santa 
Fé, to consider the great evils under which the in- 
habitants of that county were laboring, for want of 
an organized government; which meeting recom- 
mended to the military governor then in author- 
ity there, to issue his proclamation and invite the 
citizens of New Mexico, both on the east and the 
west side of the Rio Grande, to elect delegates to 
a convention to be held in the latter part of Sep- 
tember, 1849. In pursuance of that recommenda- 
tion, Lieutenant Colonel B. L. Beale, then the act- 
ing military commandant at Santa Fé, did issue his 
proclamation in the very words of the resolution 
inviting him to do #0; and recommended to the 
people to elect delegates to a convention to meet at 
Santa Fé on the 24th day of September last, for the 
purpose of agreeing upon a basis for a form of gov- 
ernment, such as would be satisfactory to the peo- 
ple, and such as would protect their rights. [t ap- 
pears that such a convention was held; that nine- 
teen delegates were in attendance; that they 
organized; that they framed no constitution, but 


| laid down certain principles, and desired that the 


Congress of the United States might form for them 
a territorial government upon the basis which they 
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themselves recommended. And. that convention, 
thus organized and elected, elected Hugh N. 
Smith, Esq., to present their memorial and repre- 
sent them in the Congress of the United States. 
The question is not, therefore, whether a gov- 
ernment should be given to them upon the basis 
which they themselves recommended; it ia not 
whether any other form of government shall be 
given to them; it is not whether they are suffering 
from want of government; but the question. is, 
whether, under such circumstances, Mr, Smith, 
presenting such credentials, shall be admitted upon 
the floor on an egual footing with the delegates 
from the organized territories of the United States. 
Sir, a majority of the committee ‘came to the 
conclusion that Mr. Smith should not thus be ad- 
mitted, and they have submitted to the House 


and to this committee their views in regard to this |, 


application. They have submitted several reasons 


which, to my mind, have not been answered by |, 
anything that has been advanced by the minority ; 
of the committee, or by anything that we have | 


heard from any other quarter. 

The majority of the committee regarded this 
application asa departure from all precedent—from 
all the former usages of the Government. 


Mr. Chairman, our Constitution has been in ex- |! 


istence for a period of more than sixty years. 
During that time we have had, sitting on this floor, 


a large number of delegates, who have come in as | 
consulting members from different territories, and | 
they have all come in on one principle. There | 
has been no exception to the usage of the House | 


in regard to this matter. No person has ever been 
admitted to sit upon the floor of this House as 
delegate, except his right has been secured by the 
Constitution to sit here as a potential member of 
the House, or unless his privilege to sit as a con- 
polnng member has been granted by antecedent 
aw. 

Mr. CARTTER desired to inquire of the gen- 


tleman from Pennnsylvania whether he considered | 
that the case of the delegate from Minnesota was i 
nota case similar to the one now under consider- |; 


ation? 

Mr. STRONG. Bynomeans. I 
the case of Minnesota directly. We have always, 
since the existence of this Government, recognized 


the existence of a right in territorial delegates to | 
be admitted to seats upon this floor, but not aright |: 


to vote. They are not known to the Constitution; 
but there is nothing in that instrument which pro- 
hibits the election of such delegates, or prevents 
them from being admitted to seats after being 
so elected. But I contend, that in all the past his- 
tory of the Government, no persons have been 
admitted as delegates from territories, for whose 
election antecedent provision has not been made 
by law. The first case was that of a delegate 
from the territory northwest of the Ohio. Un- 
der the ordinance of 1787, provision was made 
that when that territory should become entitled 
to a territorial legislature, it might elect a dele- 


gate who should be entitled to a seat on the floor |; 


of the Hlouse, but who should not be permitted to 
vote; and after the Constitution was adopted, at the 
very first session of Congress that was thereafter 


held, the ordinance of 1787 was affirmed by an): 


act of Congress. And under that act, one came, 


and continued to occupy a seat in the Flouse of Rep- | 


resentativés as long as any part of the country re- 
mained in a territorial condition. And so, since 
that time, as territorial governments have been 
formed, before any delegate has. been admitted toa 
seat upon this floor, provision has been made by 
law for the election of a delegate from the territory 
as an organized territory—as a territory with an 


existing government, a government subordinate to | 


our Constitution and our laws; and nobody has 
ever held a seat on this floor, who has not come in 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 


States. : 


But, sir, if Mr. Smith is admitted to a seat in | 
this Hall, he comes in, notas a constitutional del- i 


egate, for the Constitution makes no provision in 


regard to it; not as a territorial delegate, because : 
there is no territorial organization in existence IN; 
New Mexico; not under the authority of law, for |, 
there is no Jaw there providing for the election of | 


a delegate; but he will come in in violation of all 
past usage of this House, and, in my opinion, in 
violation of the policy by which we ought to be 
governed. 


But it may be said, sir, and it ia said in the re- 


arene ESERE PST matters erent wi 


i 
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shall come to | 


i 
lÍ Smith to-day. Mr. Sibley was admitted as a 
i 


port of the minority, that. there is: no constitu- 


delegates. I concede it.. The argument is not 
| that his admission would be. unconstitutional, but 
| that it would bein- violation ofa principle—a vio- 
lation of the usage of Congress in past years... It 
is said. that this is.an--appeal to the discretion of 
| the: House, yi u, sir. Mr. Smith does 
| not.claim seat here as a matter of right, for 


eared:.to him by the Constitution, or by the law. 
But, on the contrary, the question is, whether it 
would be sound discretion on the part of the 
House to admit such delegate to his seat, in defi- 
ance of precedent and the past usage of this 
House. Iam one of those, Mr. Chairman, who 
i have been accustomed to bow with great defer- 
ence to former precedents. And while, sir, I am 
i! not opposed to making improvement—while I am 
not opposed to progress—while | am not opposed 
: to innovation when Í can see a clear and decided 
_ reason for innovation, or progress—yet the habits 
|: of my life have taught me that it is generally most 
; safe to be guided by the usage of past years. I 
feel the force, sir, of legisiative precedents—I 
mean their moral force, I do not say their obliga- 
tory force—I feel the moral force of past prece- 
į dents and past usages; and I mast be permitted to 
| say that this committee ought to be well satisfied 
that there is a case presented to them that imperi- 
ously calls for innovation upon past usage, before 
they make that innovation which they are. calied 
upon to make in admitting Mr. Smith to a seat on 
this floor. f 
1 have said that, is our past history, no such 
case is presented: We all know that Oregon 
formed a provisional government. Weall remem- 
! ber that, in consequence of the delay of Congress 
in forming a territorial government for her, she 
formed one for herse!f. She made a territorial 
government de facto; but that government was not 
subordinate to the Constitution of the United States. 
i: It was without constitutional sanction, and yet, sir, 
notwithstanding she had organized a government 
‘| for herself,and put it in operation, it never was 
claimed, and certainly no one supposed that the 
| delegate from that territory was entitled to a seat 
i upon the floor of this House in consequence of 
‘ the organization of such territorial government by 
: the people. Undoubtedly the case of Oregon was 
far stronger than the case now presented. Why, 
. the Territory of Oregon was our first acquisition 
| on the Pacific—it was further removed from us 
| than is the Territory of New Mexico. It was a 
Territory fully as much exposed to the incursions of 
. the Indians; it was a Territory which needed, fully 
ii as much as New Mexico, territorial organization, 


| 
|; an established government. The people found it 
necessary to establish one for themselves; yet they 
| did not ask—they did not obtain the privilege of 
|| having a territorial representative on the floor of the 
f 


} House until Congress had organized for them a ter- 


j 
} 
{ 


j 


: ritorial government, and provided by law for the 
: admission of a delegate from that territory. So, sir, 
|i with the territory of Florida, which we acquired 
by purchase from Spain. When we purchased it, 
it possessed a political organization; yet, until 
that territory was organized. as a territory of the 
i| United States—~—until we had created a territorial 
| government for her—until we had given-her a ter- 
ritorial organization, no delegate was admitted 
from the Territory of Florida to a seat in this 
House. And Í am not aware that the request was 
made of us to:admit.a delegate here, although 
Florida, lixe New Mexico, had an existing politi- 
cal organization before its cession to the United 
| States. But it is supposed—and the question 
| was put to me by my friend from Onio a short 
| time since, whether the case of Minnesota is an 
exception? I apprehend not. 

Mr. Chairman, | am one of those individuals 
who voted against the admission of a delegate 
from Minnesota—or rather from Wisconsin. But 


| 
i 
| I voted against it, not on the ground upon which I 
stand in opposition to the admission of Mr. 


| delegate on the floor of this House on account of 
| territorial organization. The committee who 
reported the resolution giving him his seat, based 
li their resolution—and Ẹ admit that the ground is 
(i tenable—on the ground that by the creation of the 
‘| State of Wisconsin out of a part of that territory, 
| the whole territory was: not extinguished ; but 
ij that that portion of it which was not em- 


; tional prohibition: against the admission of. suck, 


it: is clear that he has no right to such seat, se- 


braced -in . the: State-organizat 
its- territorial condition.: 


come delegated from any territorial organization 
| existing there, either in fact or by law. 


Mr, HOUSTUN. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsyivania to deny that there is a gov- 
ernment de facto at present existing in the territory 
of New Mexico, and exercising authority on the. 
eastern side of the Rio Grande? £ wish to know 
if the honorable gentleman desires to be under- 
stood as denying that there is a government there 
de facto at this moment? = 

Mr. STRONG. l am not aware that’ ther eis 
“any governmenfexisting on the eastern or western 
side of the Rio Grande within the territory of New 
Mexico, by law or in fact, except a military gov- 
ernment. a 

Mr. HOUSTON. What does the gentleman 
mean by military government? Is it a govèrn- . 
ment that is purely exercising military power, or 
is it a government exercising civil power ? 'Is‘it 
not a government de facto ? TEs 

Mr. STRONG.: I do not undertake to say. how 
far the military commander: there. is’ exercising 
civil power. ł take it for granted; Iam‘bound to 
take it for granted, that the President of the United 
States, as the Commander-in-Chief of the Army 
| of the United States, is not usurping civil power 

in New Mexico. 1 know. that neither the Presi 
dent of the United States by virtue of his military 
authority, nor any person whom he may choose 
to send there as a military. commander, has:power 
| to exercise any civil authority. E det ae 
Mr. HOUSTON. I waquld merely ask the'hon-.. 
| orable gentleman whether there is =a government 
de facto—not as to constitutionality—-whether there~* 
is a government exercising. civil powers on the 
eastern bank of the Rio Grande? 

Mr.. STRONG. [desire to be understood as 
denying in toto that there is any civil government 
existing on the eastern bank of the Rio Grande in 
New Mexico, either in fact or by Jaw. 1 know 
| nothing about any military government there, but 

if there be, l ask whether the delegate who now. 
comes and asks a seat on the floor of this House 
| was elected under this military. government? Js 
there any pretence that he cqmes under the author- 
| ity of that military government, if there be any 
such military government there? : 

Mr. HOUSTON. As Í understand it, the dele- 
gate from New Mexico, who presents himself for 
a seat in this House, is not: the representative of 
any government there. Tle is the representative 
of the people-of the territory. ; 
| Mr. STRONG. So [ understand, sir; and I will 
| come to the consideration of that part of the ques~ 
tion presently. Then it seems to be conceded by: 
i the honorable gentleman that he comes here. ag: 
the representative of no. government—for there 18 
no government there, in fact or by law—bar as 
the representative of the people residing ‘there. 
Well, that certainly is a novel idea in this. Govern- 


i 


ment. Where is the delegate who hasiever taken 
his seat on the floor of this House, as:the repre- 
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sentative of the people of a: territory, sent here 
upon their own voluntary ‘act, without having 
any organized form: of government? I admit 
that he comes; if he comes at all, from the.con- 
vention, or-the constituents of a convention, which 
gent-him here; and È say that it is a departure 
from all precedent—from all former usage of. this 
Government, to admit a man to a seat upon this 
floor, who does not come here elected in pursu- 
ance of a provision of law. Why, where would 
this doctrine lead to? Is it to be pretended that a 
number of citizens residing upon any of the lands 
of the United States, may assemble in primary 
meeting, and electa manas delegate to the Con- 
gress of the United States, and ask that Congress 
to.admit him to a seat on the floor of the House 
of Representatives? Is that the doctrine con- 
tended for? And yet, if Mr. Smith be admitted 
to.a seat, he is admitted precisely upon this prin- 
ciple. I confess Fam not able to see that the num- 
ber of inhabitants makes any difference as respects 
the principle. The question is, whether there 
can be any partial or full representation here, ex- 
cept by virtue of law? [hold that it would be an 
entire departure from all precedent; and let me 
ask, would it be sound discretion on the part of 
the House to make such a departure at this time? 
Does sound discretion dictate to this House, to 
establish a new principle of representation in this 
branch of Congress? What is that principle? 
Where will it lead to? Why, if you admit Mr. 


Smith as a delegate on the floor of this House, || 


you may have a town ‘meeting held to-morrow in 
Georgetown, sending a delegate here, asking that 
he may be admitted to a seat. You may have 
another town meeting in-the city of Washington, 
sending a delegate asking admission toa seat here. 
You may have a collection of squatters on the 
public lands in Nebraska or Minnesota, holding a 
meeting and electing a delegate, and sending him 
here, asking that he be admitted to a seat on the 
floor of the House. Where would the precedent 
end? where would such a precedent lead to? 

I maintain that we had better’ adhere to old 
usages—to the antiquas vias—the ancient ways of 
the Government, which have been found to work 
well enough hitherto. And permit me to say, too, 
that this is nota proper time for an inhovation 
upon the ancient usages of the House. We all 
know the excited state of feeling in the country. 
We all know the complaints made upon one side 
and on the other in regard to new measures which 
are attempted to be forced upon the country. 
l ask again, whether itis wise, in such a state of 
things, to take a course so widely departing from 
the usages of the Government in regard to repre- 
sentation on this floor? 

But, it is said that the House ought to exercise 
its diseretion, and admit Mr. Smith, because of 
the number of inhabitants in New Mexico. 
J admit that the number of inhabitants in New 
Mexico is large, about 100,000, I believe—I mean 
in New Mexicoasit was. But, if you takeaway 
that part of i that is claimed by the State of 
Texas, the number of inhabitants will not exceed 
30,000; and of these, | understand, a large portion 
are of Indian. extraction, There is not, then, a 
population sufficient, if you take away that part | 


`of the territory lying east of the Rio Grande, in i 


régard to which { ‘shall have: something to say į 
presently, there is not population sufficient to war- 
rant us in making this unusual-departure from the 
past usage of Congress. 

But, sir, it is also said that the situation of the 
territory requires that there should be a delegate 
here. I admit the force of the suggestion, when 
application is made to ereate a territorial gov- 
ernment. . But, I ask, if admitting a dele- 
gate, however numerous the population of the! 
territory may be—however long settled the ter- 
ritory may have been—whatever its character 
may be, I ask whether admitting their delegate to 
a seat in this House, secures to them the right of 
government? [t confers upon them no such right. 
Tam unable to see that the admission of a dele- 
gate would remove any of the evils that have been | 
suggested to us. [tis said that the theory of our | 
Government is in favor of representation. [ 
have always understood representation—poten- 
tial representation—to be a right to speak and 
act upon the adoption. gf measures in which 
the parties represented are- interested. . ‘Sir, | 
when we. complained of the oppressions which 


we suffered at. the time of our connection 


with Great Britain, when» we complained -that 
we were not represented in the Parliament of 
Great Britain, it was not that we had no right to 
send a delegate to the House of Commons; we 
complained: ihat laws were passed, in the passage 
of which we had no potential voice; and that is 
what I understand by the right of representation 
according to the theory of our Government. It 
is, that a people, after they have become capable 
of self-government, shall have a: potential voice in 
the making of laws—that they shall have a right 
to vote upon all questions in which they are inter- 
ested. Butour Constitution cuts off all right thus 
to participate, except so far as States are con- 
cerned. Itis not, then, the theory of our Govern- 
ment that there shall be representation on the floor 


| of this House of any community or assemblage 


of people who may. choose to send a delegate here. 
Our Constitution provides only for representation 


| where there is a right to speak and vote, and that 


is given exclusively to inhabitants of States. It 
does not extend to the inhabitants of territories. 
It is idle, therefore, to argue that the delegate from 
New Mexico should be admitted to a seat on this 
floor in order to secure to the people of that ter- 
ritory a representation in accordance with the 
theory of our Government. it is no represent- 
ation, because he has no potential influence here. 
—no voice in the formation of laws, It is no rep- 
resentation whatever. Besides, sir, although at 
the ume when our Constitution was adopted, 
we had territories, no provision was made in 
that instrument in rezard to the representation 
for those territories. Lt was the theory of the 
Constitution that they should be provided with 
governments by Congress, and at the discretion 
of Congress—that they should be subordinate to 
Congress, and without representation, until they 
should be prepared for admission as States into 
this Union. ` 

L do not propose to extend my remarks upon 
this part of the subject. Iam of opinion that the 
admission of Mr. Smith would be a departure 
from all former usages of the Government; that if 
he be admitted a delegate from New Mexico, as 
an existing political organization, we recognize by 
our votes the organization that existed at the 
time it was a part of Mexico; and if he be not 


| admitied-as a delegate from apolitical organiza- 


tion, but as a delegate from an assemblage of the 
people, from the aggregate of the people of New 
Mexico merely, then Í say we are establishing a 


| dangerous precedeut—a precedent that will be ap- 


pli:d to us hereafter to our serious injury. 

If-Mr: Smith be admitted to a seat upon the 
floor of this House, why may not the delegates 
trom California come here to-morrow, and ask 
that they be admitted, before California has been 
admitted into the Union as a State? They are 
sent here by a larger number of people—our 
fellow-citizens who have gone to that territory; 
there is no doubt about their having been elected; 
they came here to represent that people—why not 
admit them? Simply because there has been no 
antecedent law of Congress authorizing the send- 
ing of delegates here from that territory. 

But there is another view which I desire to 
press, for a short time, upon the attention of the 
committee. lt cannot have escaped the notice of 
gentlemen here, that two-thirds of this territory 
les on the east side of the Rio Grande; and gen- 


| tlemen are aware that there is now, and has been’ 


ever since the admission of Texas into the Union, 
an existing claim on the part of Texas to all the 


| territory lying east of the Rio Grande, up to its 


source, embracing two-thirds of the territory, and 
two-thirds of the population of New Mexico, as 
New Mexico was anterior to the Texan revolution. 
Now, the Committee of Elections did not desire to 
express an opinion as to the validity of this claim 
of Texas; nor do I. [ have an opinion gn the sub- 
ject; and at no very distant day, if | can obtain the 
floor, { shail express to the House my views in re- 
gard to the claim that Texas makes to this portion 
of New Mexico. But, whether that claim bea valid 
oneor not, it is an existing claim—a claim that is 
made and persevered in—a claim that is unset- 
tled, and which can only be settled by the con- 
tracting parties, Texas and the United States, or 
by the judiciary of the country. H certainly can- 
iot be settled by any other parties. Now, then, 
conceding that this territory is in dispute—for that 


| is all I have to ay in regard to it—then how does 


the case stand? Why, here isa delegate claiming 


to represent a constituency. who live in a disputed 
territory, two-thirds of -which,.at least, is claimed 
to be a part of the State of Texas. Can it be tol- 
erated thata people residing in-what is claimed to 
be a part of one of the States of this Union should 
send here a territorial delegate, and ask for a rep- 
' resentation on the floor. of. this House? Suppose 
that Texas is right in the claim that’she. makes— 
I do not. believe she is, my opinion is the other 
way—but suppose she is right—we are bound to 
take this as an existing claim—suppose she is 
rizht—then we have—what? We have the peo- 
ple of Texas, sending a delegate to represent them 
who are already represented under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. Jtisa proposition, 
sir, which, it seems to me, this House will not be 
willing to accede to. Bat it is sufficient for me 
that there is a disputed claim, an existing claim, 
a doubtful right, if you please, which may be set- 
tled, doubtlessly, but still it is now an unsettled 
claim, and therefore must be treated as being in 
actual existence. 

W hether this territory is within the boundaries 
of Texas or not, I hold-that it would be deroga- 
tory to Texas, as one of the sovereign States of 
the Union, to admit a person claiming to represent 
a part of her territory, which could only be in 
violation—in disregard of the claim which Texas 

| has heretofore made, and is now making. 

There is a case in the past history of the coun- 
try which bears some parallelism to this. We all 
recollect—or atleast, it may be recollected by some 
—that North Carolina ceded that country which is 
now Tennessee, by an act of her Legislature. 
After the cession, the people residing in that part 
of the country which is now the State of Tennes- 
see, formed for themselves a government, North 
Carolina afterwards repealed the act of cession, 
and it became a disputed question, whether the ter- 
ritory still belonged to North Carolina, or whether 
she had estopped herself from any further right of 
sovereignty over it. in that condition of things, 
sir, a delegate was sent from the government thus 
established in Tennessee, then called Frankland, to 
the Congress of the United States. Congress re- 
fused to receive that delegate, or to make itself a 
party to the controversy’ which existed between 
the government in Tennessee and the original gov- 
ernment in North Carolina. Now, sir, the same 
course, I apprehend, should be pursued here. 
|! This House ought not to make itself a party to 
any dispute there may be between Texas and the 
people residing in New Mexico, or in any part of 
New Mexico, .We cannot admit this delegate 
here, without treating with disrespect and disre~ 
gard the claims, well-founded or ill-founded though 
they may be, of the State of Texas. : 

it we admit Mr. Smith to a seat on the floor of 
the House, we virtually deny the validity of the 
claims of Texas; because it is very clear that we 
would not admit him if we regarded him as claim- 
ing to represent a portion of Texas, Well might 
Texas cemplain of such interference on the part of 
this House. But it is said,.in the report of the 
minority, that although he resides east of the Rio 
Grande, yet, that he may be admitted to represent 
i the western portion of New Mexico, which is not 
claimed tobe in the territory of Texas; that none but 
those residing in that portion of the country would 
have a right complain; and that they make no com- 
plaint. 1 take issue with tnis declaration. No- 
| body complain !—nobody complain! If the peo~ 
ple living in the western part of the State of Mary- 
land should choose to unite with some disaffected 
persons in the State of Pennsylvania, and elect a 
Representative, and send him to Congress, | want 
to know whether both Maryland and Pennsylvania 
would not havea right to complain? I desire to 
know whether Texas would not complain, if these 
people are really living within her limits. Texas 
would assuredly complain. She ought to complain; 
and ali who are admitted to seats on the floor of 
this House, would have aright to complain, of the 
representation of a people already represented.’ 
But it would appear, that by far the larger portion 
of those who supported the election of Mr. Smith, 
live in a disputed territory—east of the Rio Grande, 
and clearly, as he is sent by these peopie—it does 
not rest with him to say that he is not represente 
ing them, but representing a people who live some- 
whereelse. He comes here to represent those living 
| on the east of the Rio Grande as well as those liv- 
| ing on the west of it. If he be admitted, how 
does the case stand? Upon what ground is he 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


HINGTON, BY JOHN.C, RIVES_TERMS $3 FOR THIS SESSION. 


SATURDAY, MAY 95, 1850. 


New Series... No. 66: : 


admitted? It is by virtue of an election. Elec- 
tion! By whom? By the people on the east and 
on the west side of the Rio Grande. He repre- 
sents those living on the east, as well as those 
living on the west side of that river. How, then, 
can it be said that he can be admitted as a dele- 
gate from the western portion of New Mexico, 
without interfering with this dispute between 
Texas and the people residing in that portion of 
the country? If admitted at alf, he must be ad- 
mitted to represent all—those living in the dis- 
a territory, east ofthe river, as well as those 
iving west of the river 

I have extended these remarks much further 
than I intended to do. I did not suppose, until 
very recently, that there would be any dispute or 
question as to the impropriety of admitting this 
delegate to a seat. I believe that such admission 
would be complicating the difficulty in regard to 
the Texas boundary. And while I would express 
no opinion in regard to that, and desire the House 
to express none, Í do not desire to complicate the 
question more than it is now complicated. T be- 
lieve that at this time, especially, a departure from 
the established usage of the Government should 
not be made. I believe that it would be unwise. 
This is not the time to establish such a precedent, 
and in every point of view in which the commit- 
tee were enabled to look at this question, they 
were of opinion that Mr. Smith should not be per- 
mitted to occupy a seat here, but that he should 
be remanded until a government be provided for 


the territory,and provision made for its represent- | 
ation hire, in accordance with the usages of the | 


Government under thè Constitution. 
THE CENSUS. 


Messrs. WILDRICK and DICKEY, from the ; 


Committee on Enrolled Bills, respectively reported 
that the committee had found correctly enrolled 
certain bitls, which received the signature of the 
Speaker, among which was the Census Bill.] 

Mr. McGAUGHEY next obtained the floor, 
and yielded - 


To a motion thatthe committee rise, which pre- : 


vailing, 
The committee rose and reported progress. 
ORDER OF DEBATE. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, that 
some ten days since, the House had determined 


question on the second Tuesday in June. k 
must now be evident to the House, that if this 
report of the Committee of Elections were to 
continue before the House, it would preclude all 


debate upon the California question. He had no | 


idea that the majority, when they fixed the day 
to close the debate, intended to cut off debate 
upon that question. 


were not intermediate special orders, which con- 
tinued from day to day until disposed of. It was 


perfectly evident, from the speech made by the ; 


chairman, [Mr. Srrone,] that this order would 


preclude debate upon the California question for | 


the balance of this week, and there was an order 
relative to territorial business for two days next 
week. It would thus, if these orders were con- 
sidered at the times which bad been appointed for 
them, be almost impossible to have any more de- 
bate on the California question before the day ar- 
rived which had been fixed for the close of the 
debate. He hoped, therefore, as there was no 
pressing necessity for the consideration and dis- 
portion of the special order which they had bad 

efore them to-day, that it would be postponed to 
some day—say the Tuesday after the California 
debate closed. He hoped the majority who had 
jnsisted upon fixing a day for closing the debate 
on the California question would not be so unjust 
as to allow all the intermediate time to be con- 
sumed upon other subjects, and further debate to 
be cut off, and gentlemen who, as yet, had had 
no opportunity of delivering their speeches ex- 
cluded from the privilege entirely, while many of 
the majority, who had ‘agreed to terminate the de- 
bate, had themselves spoken. 
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At that time he had, as the |! 
House would remember, risen and asked if there |} 


|| The SPEAKER.’ Does the gentleman from 
|| Mississippi submit any motion ? : 

il Mr.PROMPSON. 1 move to postpone the fur- 
i ther consideration of this special order until the 
third Tuesday in June. 

Mr. JONES. If it is so postponed, will it be 
the special order for that day? 

The SPEAKER. It will be the special order 
of that day, and from day to day until it is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether the order to 
terminate debate on the California question could | 
not be postpaned as well as this special order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
it could not he by a majority; but the majority can 
postpone the further consideration of this special 
order. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, reminded the gentle- 
| man from Mississippi (Mr. Tompson] that th 
i third Tuesday in Jane was already fixed for th 
‘| consideration of a special order—th> bounty land 
it bill, and asked the gentleman to designate some 
other time, so as not to interfere with that special 
order. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he was willing to; 
change the time, and move any day which should ! 
meet the views of the House. i 

Mr. CARTTER saw no necessity for postpon- | 
ing the consideration of this bill. The reason : 
assigned by the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Tuompson.] was, that atime was designated for | 
the close of the debate on the California bill, He | 
(Mr. C.) did not understand, as the gentleman 
seemed to, that the closing of the debate upon that 
particular message was the closing of the debate 
unon the slavery question, That message and 
bill was onlv one of the measures involving that 


H 
a 
rE 


$ 


| question. 
ning of the discuss‘on; he cons 
were now only beginning to app 
of the slavery question, when speeches would 
probably be made for the House instead of for 
Buncombe; for the Lord knew that upon the Cali- 
fornia message they had had one continued tide 

ome consumption—that they 
i; bad had enough of them of the most irritating | 
li character, and but very few of any other com- | 
‘| plexion since Congress assembled. 


idered that they | 


i of speeches for h 


|” The SPEAKER interposed, and stated that de- | $. | > 
| bate was not in order upon the motion to postpone. | disco, Minister from Russia, accredited. to this 


upon the close of the debate upon the California |; 


to the day; but at the sugges 
men, he would change the time, and moved that 
the special order be postponed until the first Tues- 


i 

| day in July. i i 
| ‘The question was taken, and the motion was: 
| agreed to. e 


DELEGATES——NEW MEXICO AND DESERET. 


So the further consideration of the special order į 
relative to the reports of the Committee of Elec- 
i tions, upon the admission of the Delegates from 
New Mexico and Utah, was postponed until the 
first Tuesday in July. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND inquired what would. be 
the effect of the postponement—whether the subject 
would come up as a special order at the day des- | 
ignated, and so continue, from day to day until | 
diposed of? 

he SPEA 

Mr. THOMPSON, o 
consider the vote upon the postponement, an 
lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. JONES made an effort to take up, for con- | 
sideration, the only bill remaining on the Speaker’s 
table, being a bill explanatory of various acts 
granting pensions. 2 

After some conversation, 

Pending the motion to procee 


the Speaker’s table, f 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


KER replied in the affirmative. 
f Mississippi, moved to re- 
d to: 


d to business on: 


PETITIONS, &e.* A 
petitions, memorials, &c., were 


s 
The following 


He looked upon it as only the begin- |: 


roach the reality |! 


Mr. THOMPSON said he was indifferent as | 
geestion of several gentle- |! : hat | 
’ i! table and be printed, the communication was or- 


presented under the rules and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: eo ne 

By Mr. INGE: The petition of James M.: Wilson ang 
others, praying the establishment of a mailroute from Fay- 
euts court-honse, Alabama, to Crossvilte. 7 pone 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee : ‘The petition of James 
Simmons, of Greene county, Tennessée; praying Congress 
to grant him a back pension. gr $ 
| By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition of J. A. Pennypacker 

and 90 others, citizens of Durham, Bucks county, Penisyl- 
vania, for additional duty on impogted iron, &c., and for 
protection to domestic Jabor. “ie 

By Mr. JACKSON, of New York: The petition of R. L. 
Adams, H. Wells, Chas. Wagener, and 15l others, citizens of 
Yates county, New York, praying that California be adinit- 
ted into the Union as a State, independent of any other 
measure; and that the remainder of the territory lately ace 
quired by treaty with Mexico remain under the M: xican 
laws, until they are prepared to o ganize State goverumenis 
and ask to beadmitted into the Union as States. 

By Mr. BOOTH: The petition of the Chamber of Com 
merce, in New Haven, in the State of Connecticut, praying 
for the removal of a roek at the entrance of the buibor, and 
for the erection of a beacon. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Liland Howard, John 
A. Hicks, S. Aikin. and 44 other citizens of Rutland, Rat- 
land county, Vermont, that slavery and the slave trade may 
he prohibited by law in all the tertifories of the United 
States, 

Also, the petition of the same, and 4: 
same place, that persons claimed as fugitiv 
entitled to a trial by jury. 

Also, the petition of the same persons, that slavery be 
prohibited and abolished in the District of Columbia, or the 
seat af the General Governmeut be removed therefrom. 
Also, he petition of the sams, that no State be hereafter 


S other citizens of. the 
eslaves:may be 


i, admitted into the Union, the coustitution of which does not 


expressly prohibits slavery. ao 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of Stephen Simpson, Pa 
son, and one of the heirs of the late George Simpson, asking” 
far Compensation for services rendered to the Governmen: 
by his father. 

By Mr. PHOEN 
American Consul at Naple 
rendered by bhim while acting chargé d’affaires. 

Also, the memorial of the underwriters and merchants of 
! the city of New York, in favor of additional ligit-houses on 
the coast of Fiorida anst other exposed situations. f 


1 


IX: The petition of Alexander Hammett, 
s, t0 be remnnerated for services 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespar, May 22, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of State, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 9th 
instant, calling for information as to what steps 
had been taken upon the memorial of the admin- 
istrator of and the attorney for the heirs of General 
Thaddeus Kosciusko, against Alexander dé Bo- 


| Government. 
On motion by Mr. WALKER, that it lie on the 


dered to lie on the table, and the motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

A message was received from the President ‘of 
the United States, transmitting copies: of corre- 
spondence between the Executive Department and 
General Persifer Smith and Brigadier General 
Riley, respecting the transactions of the convention 
in California, and all the correspondence on file in 
the department: : 

The document was ordered to be printed; but 
afterwards that motion was reconsidered, on a sug- 
gestion by Mr. YuLer, who stated that a leter 
accompanying the document was marked private 
and confidential. i 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a copy of the proceedings of a public meeting of 
citizens of Newport, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of granting bounty lands to the officers 
and soldiers of the last war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. hg 
Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Salem, New York, asking that a Government 
vesse! may be employed to convey delegates from 
the United States to Frankfort, in Germany; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 3 
Mr. WEBSTER. presente 
L. Loomis, asking compens 
on the Cumberland road; w 
the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. SHIELDS presente 


d the petition of Silas 
ation for. work done 
hich was referred to 


d a memorial of citizens 


` saine to the Senate. 


-tween the United States and Mexico be printed— 
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of Blinois, asking a grant of the right of way and 
a portion of public land to the Terre Haute and 
Aiton Railroad Company, to: aid in the construc- 
tion of the said road; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. f 

Mr. SOULE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Louisiana; requesting the Senators and 
Representatives of that State in Congress to use 
their influence tò procure a hydrographical and 
topographical survey of the delta of the Mississippi 
by the Topographical Bureau, and a grant to the 
State of Louisiana of all the public lands within 
her limits which have been offered for sale for ten 
years. 


On motion by Mr. SOULE, 


Ordered, That th id resolutions be referred to the Com- 
Miltee oa Finane Q: instructions to inquire mto the ex- 
pediency of providing such means as may enable the topo- 
graphical corps of engineers to supply a sufficient force to 
enable them to effect, with the least possible delay, a thor- 
ough survey of the delta of the Miss sippi, and to report the 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, 


Grdered, That the memorial of David Vann and William 
P. Ross, delegates to the Cherokee nation, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALES, from the Committee on Patents, 
to which was referred the petition of the heirs of 
Jethro Wood, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that the 
petitioners have leave to withdraw their papers; | 
Which was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
Adam D. Stewart, a paymaster in the army, ask- 
ing reimbursement of a sum of money paid by him 
for the recovery of certain stolen funds belonging 
to the United States, submitted a report, which 
was ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of Adam D, Stewart, a paymaster in 
the United States army; which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the petition of Jacob 
W. Cummings, a clerk in the General Land Office, 
asking additional compensation for services per- 
formed by him, sabmitted an adverse report on the 
same; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred House bill for the 
relief of William B. Crews, reported back the 
same without amendment, and recommended its 
passage. ` 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 


The bill from the House authorizing the issuing 
of aregister to the barque Cornwallis, was read a 
first time by its title, and, on motion by Mr. YU- 
LGE, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole by unanimous consent; and, no amend- 
ment having been offered, was reported to the 
Senate, ordered to a third reading, and was read a 
third time and passed. 

The bill from the House to continue in force an 
act therein mentioned, relating to the portof Bal- 
timore, was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. DAWSON, that the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, of the 21st in- | 
stant, In relation to the operations of the coramis- 
sion for ranning and marking the boundary line be- 


Ordered, 


That it be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. i 


THE CUBAN EXPEDITION. 
Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, I desire to say 


that it was my intention to ask the Senate to take 
up the resolution which I submitted on Monday 
in relation to the Cuban expedition, and dispose 


of it this morning; but as the Senator from Ten: | 
nessee (Mr. Turnser] is desirous to proceed with | 


the consideration of the bill respecting the patent 
laws, | shall defer my motion until to-morrow. 


PATENT LAWS. 


The hour of half-past twelve having arrived, 
the Senate resumed to the consideration of the 
‘bill to amend an act to promote the progress of | 
the useful arts.” 

Mr. NORRIS. 
striking out the word “or,” int the fourth line of | 
the second section, and inserting, after the word 
s reissue,” the words ‘ or extension,” 


I move to amend the bill by i| 


The motion was agreed to. 


‘The same amendment was made also in the 
tenth line of the same section. s 

Mr. NORRIS. I move to strike out from the 
second section all after the words ‘‘ rejection of”: 
to the word “it” in the third line, and to insert. 
the words “any such application.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NORRIS. Į now move tu strike out the 
fourth section of the bill, and I will state my 
objections to that section. This fourth section 
applies to the extension and reissue of a patent. 
Provision is.already made by law with regard to 
theextension of a patent, which requires that when 


an application is made for an extension, it shall | 


be the duty of the Commissioner of Patents to issue : 
æ notice in one or more of the papers published in | 
the city of Washington, and in such ather papers | 
as he may think proper. in the vicinity from 
which he thinks opposition is likely tocome. That 
is the law now. In regard to the reissue of a 
patent, it seems to me the fifth section is sufficient 
to guard that subject. It provides: 

“That, in a reissue of a patent, the reissued patent 
shall inc)ude as claimed and patented only what shall appear 
from the petition of the original patent, or from tbe specifica- 
tion, drawings, mode}, or composition of matter deposited in 
the Patent Office, was known tothe inventor, and appertained 
to tue application, use, ang practice of tis invention, ini- 
prov. ment, or discovery, at the time of taking out the origin- 
al patent, or shall appear by similar evidence to have be- 
longed thereto, at the time of making some addition thereto, 
on application at the Patent Office prior to the reissue; and 
in case the elaims in the reissued patent are broader than 
the original ones, or such additions covering what was be- i 
fore omitted through inadvertence or mistake, such exten- 
sion of claim shal! not have any retrospective operation, or 
affect any pending action; and all machines, tinplements, 
apparatus, and articles made or begun before such reissue, | 
or notice of such extension or claim, may be finished, | 
used, and sold after such reissue, in the same manner, to all | 
intents and purposes, as if such patent had not been reis- ' 
sued’? i 

It seems tọ me that is well enough guarded as | 
itis. Let us look at the effect of this fourth sec- 
tion. Here is a patentee who has a patent of 
great importance to him, but of little to the public, 
and for which he has not received a proper con- 
sideration during the time he has enjoyed the ben- 
efit of his invention, He applies for an extension, 
and there are various interests conflicting with 
that extension. What can hedobylaw? Under 
the effect of this fourth section, he can do nothing; | 
but by incessant applications and objections, his 
opportunity of being heard may be prolonged to | 
an indefinite period. One person may give a no- | 
tice to-day that he wishes to be heard; and it is 
the duty of the Commissioner to issue a notice 
when he may be heard; and it is the imperative 
duty of the Commissioner to extend the time of 
hearing, so long as these applications are made. 
That also applies to a reissue as well as to an ex- 
tension. Thus we see one may at one time object | 
to the hearing, and another at another, and so on į 
these objections may be made indefinitely, I 
think the section will be productive of great mis- 
chief, and of no good. 

The section proposed to be stricken out is in 
these words: e 

Src. 5, And be it further enacted, That where any person 
shall give notice in writing 10 the Commissioner of Patents 
of kis desire to be heard in opposition to the reissuing or 
extension of any patent, particularly specifying the same, 
and naming his own place of residence in the United States, 
it shall be the duty of the Commissioner to caase such no- 
tice tn be recorded, and before reissuing, or extending such 
patent, to appoint a time for so hexring him, and to give 
hiia a reasonable notice thereof, by mail or otherwise, and 
o give bim an opportunity to be heard accordingly. 

Mr. TURNEY. I wish to say but a single word, 
for i do not regard this asa matter of very great 
importance. The only effect of the section is this: 
A man interested adversely to the extension or re- 
issue of a patent, notifies the Commissioner of 
Patents that if an application be made for an ex- 
tension or reissue he desires to be heard, and he 
is to inform the Commissioner of his residence. 
The only thing then that this section requires is, | 
that the Commissioner shall notify the individual ' 
by letter or otherwise of the time when he will 
take up for consideration any application for an 
extension or reissue of the patent. The general 
law now is that he shall give this notice by an ad- 


vertisement in the public newspapers; but the man |} 


may not bea reader of the newspapers. His in- 
terest isadverse to the patent, and he desires to be 
present when the application is considered; and 
surely no great mischief can result from writing a 
letter, informing him of what the public prints 
would inform him if he were to read them. [| 


į tition therefor on oath, and the names and residences 


think the effect will not beto prolong the consid- 
eration from time to time, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire has suggested. This application is 
made to the Commissioner, and when he fixes 
upon a time for, its consideration, he notifies the 
individual by letter. After he has fixed upon the 
time he will not postpone it on any application. 
Thus the individual receiving the notification of 
the time, will not be placed upon any higher or 
better ground than if he had obtained his notice 
through the medium of the newspapers. . 

The question then is, whether this application 
shall be ex parte, or whether the individual inter- 
ested adversely shall be allowed to be present, to 
show cause against the extension or reissue. It 
is narrowed down to that, and to the manner and 
form of the notice. The only question, then, for 
the Senate to consider, is, whether, if there shall 
be any notice, it shall be ex parte to the original 
patentee, and not to those opposed to its exten- 
sion. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Tennessee 
has not answered the objection which I raised. 
My objection is, that it is imperative upon the 
Commissioner to invite every person interested, 
by notifying him in writing of the day of hearing. 
Suppose 1 apply to-day to the Commissioner, 
wishing to be heard and to make my objections 
against the extension or reissue of a particular 
patent. A day is appointed to hear my applica- 
tion, and perhaps on that very day which is ap- 
pointed to hear me, another individual has ap- 
plied also for a hearing. This makes it impera- 
tive on the Commissioner to issue a second notice, 
to give that person information of the time and 
place of hearing. This, of course, causes my ap- 
plication to be deferred, and so it may be con- 
tinued ad infinitum. That is my objection; and 
thus a party far more meritorious never could get 
a hearing against the combined efforts of a num- 
ber of persons opposed to him. 

Mr. HALE. i wish to suggest to my calleague, 
if it meets his views, as I think he is right in the 
ground he takes, to modify his motion so as to 
strike out also the sixth, seventh, eighth, and 
ninth sections of the bill, Though perhaps it 
would be still better, if he concars with me in the 
objections to the sections which I have named, to 
vote against the whole bill than to undertake to 
amend it. A bill which needs so much amend- 
ment, at least, had better go back to the committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am willing to modify my 
motion so as to strike out all that my colleague 
wishes. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will 
then be upon striking out the fourth, sixth, sev- 
enth, eighth, and ninth sections of the bill. 

The additional sections proposed to be stricken 
out are as follows: 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That on the petition of 
any person to the Circuit Court of the United States, in any 
district in which a patentee or proprietor of the wh. le or 
any share or proportion of any patent resides, and such se- 
curity is given as the court shall order for costs of court, aud 
costs and indemnity to parties, proceedings On scire fucias, 
according to the course of the common Jaw, may be bad in 
such court, to repeal and declare null and void such patent, 
Tne petitioner for such proceedings shall set forth in his pe- 
as far 
as he knows or is informed, of all parties interested in such 
patent, either as patentees, assignees, or under any license 
or other contract, aud give such notice to those residing 
without such district as shall ve ordered by the court. 

All persons interested in such patent shall be admitted 
to defend in the suit on the terms, it any, prescribed by the 
court, on their application tor that purpose. Tn case it shall 
appear on trial that the patentee had no right to any patent 
for the invention, ari, discovery, composition of matter, 
design, OF improvement set forth in the specification, or in- 
tended to have been patented, judgment shall be given 
repeating the patent, and declaring the same to be, ard the 
same shal be taken and held to be null and void ; and acer- 
lfied copy of which judgment shah be forwarded by the 
vlerk of sueh court to the Patent Office, and there be re- 
corded. And (he petitioner shall in such case recover costs 
in ease it shall appear on the trial that the patent is invalid 
by reason of some defect orfintormality, and not appear that 
the patentee bad as aforesaid no right t0 a patent, judgment 
of its invalidity for such defect or informality shall be en- 
lered, and the cost to be paid as the court may in its disere- 
tion order and direet. In case no cause of invalidity of the 
patent shall appear, the party defending the same shall 
recover his costs from the petitioner, 7 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the parties shall 
have a right to appeal to the Supreme Coart of the United 
States in any suit on a patent in which the validity or con- 
struction of the patent is in dispute, wad also in any pro- 
ceeding by scire facias fora repeat of a patent. : 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That in all applications 
to Cungress for an extension of a patent, or addition to, or 
reissue of the same, the patentee shall give notice of such 
intended application, for three weeks, in two daily papers 
printed and published in the city of Washington, the first 
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publication to be made at least sixty days before the com- 
mencement of the session of Cougress to which the appli- 
cation may be made; and any patent extended, added to, ur 
teisstied, by special act of Congress, in contravention of the 
provisions of this section, and without specially excepting 
the same from the provisions of this section, the same shall 
be nuli and void. 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That any and all addi- | 


“tions, reissues, Or extensions of a patentor patents by the 
special legislation of Congress, which may or shali have been 
obtained by fraud and circumvention, either in communica- 


erroneous or false statement of facts relative thereto, of re- 
issue or addition, or its merits fur an extensiou, or by eon- 
cealing from Congress any important fact or facts connected 
therewith, such extension, add:tion, or reissue, shall be ad- 
judged to be fraudulent aud void. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate, and all who may have any interest in the 
patent laws, to the objections.I have to these sec- | 
tions, They are these: The sixth section author- : 
izes any individual who is. adverse to the patent, | 
to summon, in any circuit court of the United | 
States, in any State in the Union, any individual | 
who has any interest in the patent, and authorizes 
hearing, by which the rights of the original 
patentee, and every person holding under him, 
shall be tried in this coilateral way, even if the in 
terest which the person holds does not exceed a 
thirty-second part of the patent. What will be 
the effect of this? Let us suppose a valuable pat 
ent is owned in Massachusetts, or New Hamp 
shire, and that itis sold out in fractional parts in 
every State in the Union. There may then be an 
individual in Michigan, who is the owner of the 
fractional part of not more than one-hundredth of. 
the patent. Some one may summon this holder of i 
a small share in any court in Michigan, and this |} 
bill puts in issue upon the result of that trial the |! 
rights of the original patentee, who resides in | 
Massachusetts, or New Hampshire, or anywhere | 
else, and who is as ignorant as a man possibly can 
be of this proceeding; because the section only re- 
quires that the court shall issue such a notice as 
they think proper—which, in all such cases, is in 
a newspaper printed in the county. This is one 
objection [ have to the section. But these trials 
may be going on pari passu in every State in the 
Union at the same time, and their decisions may | 
be sent here. One decision may come, annulling | 
the patent in Michigan, while -in the case which 
arises in New Hampshire, the decision may affirm 
it. Thus there may be thirty different trials—one ! 
in each of the States—and fifteen may annul and 
fifteen may affirm it. 

Mr. BADGER. Is not that the case now? 

Mr. HALE, The Senator asks me if that is į 
not the case now. Lt îs not the case now; because 
the decision of acourt in one State, or of the courts 
in all combined, could not do it. This may be 
going on in the thirty district courts with different | 
results, according to the section as it stands, and | 
thus produce inextricable confusion. 

Those are my objections to the sixth section. | 
Ifthatis struck out, the seventh, which authorizes | 
the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United, States, of course becomes unnecessary, 
and goes with it. What does the eighth section 
provide? Thata certain notice shail be given; but 
It gives to the courts a right to go behind an act 
of Congress, and inquire whether the notice re- 
quired by this act wasgiven. And although Con- 
gress may decide, after consideration of all the 
facts, that a notice was given, this act will confer | 
upon the district courts in thirty States the power 
of going behind that, and inquiring whether no- 
tice was given according to the provisions of 
this act, and if they find or decide it was not given, 
they have power to annul an act of Congress. 

If possible, the ninth section is worse than all | 
the others pultogether. It provides that if patents | 
shall have been obtained by fraud or circumven- ; 
tion, either in communicating to Congress in the 
form of petition or otherwise, false or erroneous ; 
statements relative to the extension sought for, or 
by a concealment from Congress of any facts con- 
nected with such extension, then and in that case 
the court before whom the question is brought 
shall adjudge the reissue or extension of the pat- 
ent fraudulent and void. This section throws 
open the door, and allows every one of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States to inquire into the ` 
validity ofan aet of Congress, and to inquire if- 
there was not some concealment, if the petitioner | 
was not cognizant ofsome fact which he did not | 
communicate to Congress. And if such court in | 
its wisdom shall find that there was a single fact || 


l 


| 


| 


i not there has not been some fraud or ciro 


i such power, it is not sufficiently guarded. 
; ought to be some rule by which, when a case has 


i not misrepresented, but concealed, it shall. be its 
© duty to pronounce 


on anybody. I beliege that no tribunal on earth 
: has ever had the power of pronouncing.an act of 
i Congress null and void, except the Supreme Court 
of the United States; and that only has:the power 
| to declaren act of Congress null and void when 
|| itis not in-accordance with the Federal Constitu- 
|| tion. But this law proposes to confer upon these 
| inferior tribunals the right of inquiring whether or 
umven- 
tion practiced by an applicant fora reissue of a 


j 


ting to Congress in the forai of a petition, or otherwise, an | 


' patent, either in communicating something to Con- | 


gress that is not true, or In concealing something. 
Jf the court finds that anything of that sort has 
been done, the power is given to it to annul the 


; act of Congress. 


_ This ninth section is subject to the same excep- 
tions which I have urged to the sixth section, 


; because fifteen courts may find that there was 
: fraud, and fifteen may find that there was not. | 


It seems to me that if the purpose was to confer 
There 


been once fairly tried and a decree found, it should 
be final and conclusive, without subjecting the 


| patentee to the inconvenience of being all over the 


United States at the same time to try the quéstion. 
How is the question to be decided, if you allow 
actwof Congress to be adjudged. fraudulent, and 
therefore null and void? What is to be the nature 
of the evidence? I suppose members of Congress 
would have to be summoned and asked if they 
knew this or that. Members of committees might 
be summoned and inquired of if they knew this 
or that. 


I think that a moment’s reflection will satisfy the | 


honorable chairman of the committee that the 
conferring of such a power as this is dangerous 
and improper. Instead of benefiting the inventors, 
for whose benefit this bill has been intended, it 


; will be a virtual destruction of the patent laws. 


A patent right will not be worth the parchment on 


which it is written if the provisions of this bill be | 


carried into effect and made the law of the land. 
For these reasons F think the bill ought to be re- 


4, committed; but, as that would occupy time, I am 


willing to let the amendment stand as it is. 
Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, the gentleman 
seems to object to the whole bill. Flis argument 


ji seems to sustain the idea, which is entertained by 


a great many patentees and others, that the patent 
itself shall be conclusive and binding upon all the 
world, and that there shalt be no examination into 
it whatever. 9 
and complained that this bill allows the courts to 
examine and ascertain whether fraud had been 
practiced in obtaining the’patent. From the high 
moral character which the gentleman from New 
Hampshire has maintained, I never expected to 
hear him advocating fraud in any possible shape, 
manner, or form. His great objection to this bill 


seems to be that it seeks to put down fraud, even | 


when it is practiced on Congress. I believe that 
fraud cancels everything in judicial proceedings. 
A judgment obtained by fraud isvoid. And yet the 
Senator seems to suppose that the facts shouid not 
be inquired into, in order to ascertain whether or 
not fraud has been practiced on Congress. Can 
the gentleman suppose that a person aught to have 


rightful inventor and discoverer of that for which 
he holds the patent. 


Now, if this sixth section of the bill was objec- | 


tionable to the Senator, he should have proposed 
amendments to it in order to obviate those objec- 
ions. If this bill does in fact authorize the tria 
of the validity of a patent upon notice being served 


; to a party whose interest in it is too small to affect | 
i the patentee, then the Senator should have pro- 
posed amendments, and not object to the whole | 
bill because it might be possible that an arrange- | 
ment might take place between the principal and | 
his agent, or the principal and his assignee. 


strikes me that it is better for all parties—for the 
patentee as well as for those interested adversely 
to the patent—that the validity of a patent should 
be tried by one suit instead of a large number of 
suits, 

I understand that there area large number of 


dut 7 the act of Congress null and | 
‘void. That is, in my opinion, one of the moat jj 
; dangerous powers that can possibly be conferred ;' 


But the gentleman has gone further, | 


a patent for practicing a fraud on Congress? The | 
Senator supposes that a patent should not be in- | 
quired into to see whether or not its holder js the 


ki 


li patents- now manifestly fraudulent, manifestly in- 
valid, where those who have patents, having ob- 
tained them. by fraud, and perhaps by perjury, for 
very large and valuable machines used: in: manu- 
facturing, have sued. persons for infringing on their 
patents. They continue these suits, so long as the 
court, will permit them todo. so., In order to avoid 
the judgment against the validity of their patents, 
they submit'to a non-suit; and no sooner do they 
submit to a -non-suit, then ‘they: issue a‘second 
writ, and have a second ‘suit. fn this way ‘the 
adverse parties are harassed’ from tite: to ‘time, 
in order to compel those persons using the machine 
to pay them for a patent to which they Have no 
earthly claim whatever, evading the law for the 
purpose perhaps of coercing and extorting from 
the community compensation for that to which 
they have no earthly right. The Senator, I sup- 
: pose, would allow such persons the full benefit of 
the parchment granted by the Patent Office, al- 
though they may not have the shadow ‘of a claim 
to it, and although they may have obtained it by 
fraud and perjury. How are these things to be 
avoided? Here isa great mischief now existing 
which surely ought to be done away with in some 
way or other. if this sixth section, as E have be- 
fore remarked, is obnoxious to objections; why 
does not the Senator propose to amend it? The 
Senator ought to propose to-amend the section, 
and not to strike out the great part of the bill, so 
as still to leave in force fraudulent ‘patents; 86 ax 
still to enable the holders of such patents to extort 
unjustly from the honest manufacturer compensa- 
tion for that which was obtained by fruud and per- 
ury. 

i It strikes me that this bill is good enough, 1 
have not been very tenacious about it, however, 
{ have been willing to agree to reasonable amend- 
ments. lam now willing to agreé to an amend- 
ment requiring that, unless the holder of a patent 
has a large interest in it, the courts shall not pro- 
nounce judgment on the validity of the pategt. 
The bill provides that a petition asking for a decree 
as to the invalidity of a patent, shall set forth the 
persons interested in the patent, so far as they may 
be known. The court may then order process. to 
be served. The court has discretionary power. 
lt can order the clerk to send letters to the paten- 
tee himself, or to the proprietors of the patent, in 
any part of the Union, or to have the publication 
of notice made not only in one county, butin every 
county throughout the United States. They can 
bring the parties before them, therefore, for the 
purpose of doing full and-ample justice to the 
alleged fraudulent patentee, on the one hand, and 
enabling the real inventor to be heard, and his 
rights to be maintained, on the other. 

It is no sufficient reason for striking out the sec- 
tion, and defeating the bill altogether, that the sec- 
tion does not provide fully and amply for all: the 
rights on both sides. If such be the case, amend 
the section, but do not defeat the bill. Surely 
something ought to be done; some legislation is 
necessary, in order to secure justice to all parties 
interested. Something is necessary for the benefit 
of the honest and bona fide patentee himself. As 
the law now stands, persons ‘may infringe on a 
patent, honestly believing that it is not valid, be- 
cause there is no method of testing its validity but 
by a lawsuit with every one of the fifty or hundred 
individuals using the invention. Buatif this bill 
prevail, the validity of a patent can be tested by a 
seire facias, without subjecting persons to costs and 
damages for infringing upon a patent: Thus the 
whole matter would be settled in one lawsuit, and 
the patentee would be permitted, for the remainder 
of the term, to enjoy the full benefit of his inven- 
tion. As the law now stands, these suits multiply 
wherever the idea prevails that a patent is not 
valid. The patentee is thus obliged to carry on 
suits in different parts of the Union, in order to 
establish the validity of his patent; and at the ex- 
piration of the term for which his patent was 
granted, he comes to the Patent Office and shows 
that, in point of fact, he has expended more money 
in prosecuting this Immense number of lawsuits 
than he has realized from his patent, and he there- 
fore wants an extension of his patent. ~ If the 
whole matter were to be settled in a single lawsuit, 
his patent would have been a profit to him, and he 
So much for the 


i 


i 
ji : 
‘| would not want the extension. 
|| sixth section. i es 
|| Mr. President, I perceive that my honorable 


| friend from Kentucky is anxious to take up ‘the 
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order-of the day, as the hour for its consideration 


hasarrived. I therefore move that the further con- 
sideration of this bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row, at half-past twelve o’clock, and that it be 
made the special order for that time. 

Fhe motion was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the bill to admit Califor- 
nia as a State into the Union, to establish Territo- 
rial Governments for Utah and. New Mexico, and 
making proposals to Texas for the establishment 
of her western and northern boundaries. 

Mr. UPHAM. Mr. President, when Í rose 
yesterday I stated that E did not propose to offer 
any remarks on the question then pending before 
the Senate, because 1 had been confined to my 
chamber two mouths by severe indisposition, and 
had not gained sufficient strength for such an un- 
dertaking., And 1 stated, also, that I rose sim- 
ply for the purpose of correcting a mistake which 


had been made by the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, in regard to the constitution of the 
State of Vermont. When the honorable Senator 
alluded to a sister State whose constitution tolera- 
ted a system of peonage, that is, slavery for 
debt, I did not notice that he alluded to the 
State of Vermont.. My atiention at the time was 
directed to another quarter, and F did not know 
that he alluded to the State of Vermont until I 
-was so informed by a friend. Had I known it at į 
the time, | should have risen and begzed the Sena- 
tor to yield the floor, so that I might have correct- 
ed the mistake. In the course of his remarks on 
slavery in Mexico, he alluded. to the system of 
peonage, which, as l understand it, compels the 
debtor to serve his creditor until his debt is paid; 
and, if itis not paid in bis lifetime, his children 
and children’s children are held to service until the 
debt is discharged. The creditor, however, takes 
good care that the debt is not discharged during 
the debtor’s lifetime, nor that of his posterity. 1 
understood him also to say that in Vermont the 
constitution of that State authorized this practice, 
and in support of this position he read the first ar- 
ticle of the bill of rights in the constitution of the 
State of Vermont, which is as follows: 

‘efhatallmen are born. equally free and independent, 
and have natural, inherent, and inalienable rights, 
amongst which are the.enjoyiug and defending life and lib- 
erty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and 
parsuing and obtaining happiness and safety. Theretore 
no male person, born is this country, or brought from over 
sea, onght to be holden by law to serve any person as a ser- 
vant, slave, or apprentice, after he arrives at the age of 
twenty-one years; por female in Hike manner after she ar- 
rives atthe age of eighteen years, unless they are bound 
hy their own consent after they arrive at such age, or bound 
by jaw for the payment of debts, damages, fines, costs, or 
the like” 

: The honorable Senator contended that this sec- 

tion fully established the fact that slavery was 

sistained there for the payment of debts. I can 

inform him, however, that no such-system was 

ever established in the State of Vermont. The 

first constitution of Vermont was established in the 

year 1777, and the government was conducted un- 

der that constitution for sixteen years. Daring that 

period sundry laws were passed punishing slight 

offences with fines. Some of these fines were re- 

coyerable by action of debt, the money so recov- 

ered paid into the town treasury, on. the statute, | 
and the others were prosecuted by way of inform- 
ation and indictment, for the purpose of collecting | 
the fine; and the law authorized the magistrate be- | 
fore whom the offender was brought and convicted, 
if he had no means of paying the debis, damages, 
or fine, instead of committing him to jail, to as- 
sign him to the service of the person who woald | 
pay the amount of the debt, or fine and costs, for 
the shortest period of service. „This law was in 
force when the constitution of 1493 was adopted. | 
There were then some instances in which the re- | 
spondents, being unable to pay penalties thus im- 
posed, were assigned to the service of persons 

who came forward and paid the amounts recovered 
fur certain periods of service. These laws, how- 
ever, so far as they relate. to the assignment of | 
persons to service, have long ago been repealed. | 
Laws of this character have, I believe, existed in 
nearly ali the States of the Union. 

Now, sir, this section declares that no person 
ouzht to be bound by law to service after he ar- 
tives to the age of twenty-one years, and no fe- 
male after she arrives to the age of eighteen years, 


| Mexico, an American citizen might hecome the 


i who will pay the amount adjudged against you || 


: and when I come to discuss the general question 


| Gent, at the extreme sensitiveness shown by the | 
honorable Senator from Vermont on the occasion | 


unless by virtue of a voluntary contract entered l 
into by them after their arrival at lawful age to 
eontract for themselves. By. that section, then, | 
all the males are emancipated at twenty-one years | 
of ages and the females at the age of eighteen | 
years. After they arrive at their majority, they 
may enter into voluntary contracts to serve, and 
when they make such contracts they are bound by 
law to perform them. But if they neglect to serve 
according to their contracts, the only remedy for 
the parties aggrieved is suits at law to recover dam- 
ages for the injuries sustained by breaking off the 
agreements. 

The term “slave” is used in this section. The 
Congress of 1790 shows seventeen slaves in Ver- 
mont, and at the adoption of the constitution of |} 
Vermont in 1793 there were probably inthe State || 
some few slaves, and the object was: their emanci- |) 
pation. ij 

Sir, it appears that the Senator from Louisiana | 
has made this discovery after the Government of | 
Vermont has been in existence for nearly sixty j 
years under her present constitution. But, sir, I | 
have made a discovery which will doubtless be as | 
new and startling to the people of Louisiana as | 
the discovery made by the honorable Senator from | 
Louisiana will be to the people of Vermont. I; 
have discovered that the fandamental law of Lou 
isiana makes her a free State. I find in her con- 
stitution the following declaration: 

« That in order to secure to all the citizens thereof the 
enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and property, [they, 
the people of Louisiana) do ordain ant establish the follow- 
ing constituti n or form of government, and do mutually 
avree with each other to form ourselves intoa free and in- 
dependentState, by the name of the State of Louisiana.” 


it 

p 

it 
i 


Yes, sir, to secure the rights of life, liberty, and i 
property, the people of Lovisiana adopted their | 
constitution, and routually agreed to establish a 
free and independent State. The word slave, or 
slavery, is not mentioned in her constitutior. from 
the beginning to the end of it; and still, more than 
forty-four per cent, of her population are slaves: 

I do not desire to detain the Senate further on 
the present occasion. | merely wished to explain ; 
this article of the constitution of Vermont, and the |) 
lawa which were subsequently framed under it. | 
And I say again, that no constitution or other law i 

| 


ever existed in Vermont tolerating slavery for debt; 
but that, on the contrary, those laws applied only | 
to persons convicted of offences against the laws, | 
and were intended not so much for the recovery of | 
the penalties inflicted, as to operate asa wholesome | 
example, and to prevent the necessity of resorting | 
to imprisonment as a check upon vice. There | 
were manv instances in which men would be guilty | 
of light offences, punishable, perhaps, by a fine of |! 
ten or fiftcen dollars; and rather than imprison į 
such criminals, and thereby exclude them forever 
from society, the law says to them, ‘you may pay 
the penalty imposed for your delinquency by your 
labor—you may go and work for the individual 


for the shortest term of service.” The Senator | 
from Louisiana, in his address yesterday, made 
allusion to the Vermont resolutions. In relation to | 
those resolutions I shall not say anything on the li 
present occasion; but when I have sufficient i| 
strength, which I hope Í shall have in a few days, i 


now before the Senate, I may have something to | 
say in regard to those resolutions. | 


Mr. SOULE. Iam truly surprised, Mr. Presi- || 


of the remark casually made by me yesterday. Ít; 
never entered my mind to say anything disrespect- | 
ful of that State. I was, in the course of my argu- į 
ment yesterday, taking into consideration the state || 
of slavery prevailing in Mexico under the Mexi- 

can law; and while I was thus commenting on that 

state of things—discovering, frora the position that į 
had been assumed by some members of the Senate, | 
we would be driven to the conclusion that, while 
an African could not be reduced to bondage in 


peon of a Mexiean—and I thought I discovered in |; 


the Senate such an evidence of deep feeling on the || 


| subject that I endeavored to relieve the Republic of |; 
| Mexico from the opprobrium which the existence || 


of such legislation might have been calculated to 
throw upon her; and, in order to exemplify what 
I'then intended to convey to the Senate, I took | 
oceasion to remark, not that peonage existed in |} 


i 


| Thope, therefore, 


mont. 
| people of Louisiana actually organized that State 


| hope, 


Vermont, but that in Vermont, whieh had shown 
herself so very anxious about lecturing the South 
upon her institutions, there prevailed a state of 
things in many respects as little commendable as 
this State of things which prevailed in Mexico. 
that f shalt be exonorated from the 
ything unkind to 


reproach of having intended an i 
my object 


the State of Vermont. On the contrary, 
was to relieve Mexico. i 

But, sir, have [ been unjust towards Vermont? 
Unless I have misunderstood the gentleman, he 
admits what E stated yesterday; and truly, sir, it 
was a difficult task for him to deny that what f 
stated to be the law of Vermont was notso. The 
practice to which he has alluded may in some re- 
spects have weakened the effect of the constitutional 
provision to which I have alluded, bat it has not 
eradicated the instrument. There it stands yet, 
in bold relief, possessing a power which, if not 
exerted yesterday, may be exerted to-morrow. 
There is the power to which I yesterday alluded. 

But the gentleman seems to be quite at his ease 
on this subject, because, forsooth, he has discov- 
ered that, although there is an obnoxious provis- 
jon in the constitution of Vermont, there is no 
such provision in the constitution of the State of 
Louisiana. Sir, I had not expected to hear any- 
thing in the shape of reproach, because in the con- 
stitution of Louisiana were to be found principles 
laid down which E had expected would meet with 
the entire concurrence of the Senator from Ver- 
What does he complain of? That the 


as they pleased! Mr. President, it appears to me 
that the Senator from Vermont should be the Jast 
to recriminate against the constitution of Louisiana 
on that account; but he has no sooner indulged in 
that recrimination than he complains that slavery 
exists there; so that he makes the State of Lou- 
Siana both a slaveholding and a free State. F 
therefore, that the State of Louisiana, being 
State and a free State, may be wel- 
come to al] parties in this Hall, and that she may 
not be expected to be in difficulties either with 
honorable Senators from the. free States or with 
those representing the southern States, [A laugh. 
I supposed, however, that those who framed the 
constitution of Louisiana framed it upon the feel- 
ing that they might be considered as forming & 
part of the population inhabiting that State who 
could not be confounded with the other portion 
who might be affected by that declaration in the 
constitution of Louisiana. The constitution was 
not framed by the blacks; it was framed. by white 
men—by free men; and when they declared that 
ibey had organized themselves into a free govera- 
ment, they could discover no incongruity between 
that declaration and the fact that slavery existed 
there. Slavery did not exist there as to them ; it 
is not an institution under the constitution, but one 
only which the constitution silently suffers. Sir, 
we have disavowed again and again the very fact 
that it is possible to find a jaw which creates 
slavery. It is a social institution. Constitudons 
in some instances may sanction it, but in most in- 
stances it is silently permitted. Jt is a social insti- 
tution, which of itself is incapable of being ex- 
erted into action with the instituting power to 
which I was alluding yesterday, and which only 
had afforded it security and protection. 

But the honorable gentleman from Vermont is 
still mistaken; he is clearly in darkness as to the 
constitutional history of Louisiana. The consti~ 
tution from which he has read has ceased to be the 
constitution of Louisiana; and therefore he will 
admit that he wasinerror. He would have found 
by referring to the constitution of 1845 that the 
error of which he complains has been corrected; 
so that upon all grounds I hope he will exonerate 
me from the reproach of intending anything un- 
kind in relation to Vermont. 

Mr. UPHAM. TLassure the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana that I intended no disrespect to the 
State of Louisiana, and was glad to learn that her 


both a slave 


‘ constitution had been drawn up by the free and 


ndependent people of that State, and that her gov- 
ernment was a free and independent government. 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senator from Louisiana 
will allow me to interrupt him for a few moments, 
I think I have an amendment which will meet his 
views upon the particular amendment now before 
the Senate. I believe the amendment } am about 
to offer is acceptable to Senators on all sides of the 


1850. 
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Chamber. { propose, instead of the amendment | 
offered-by the Senatorfrom Mississippi, to amend || 
tire tenth section thus: To strike cut the words 
“Cin respect to,” and insert “ to introduce or ex- 
sclude;”? so that that part of the section would then 
read: : 

«That the tecisiative power of said territory shall extend | 
go all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Com | 
stitution Gf tbe United States and the provisions of this act; 
but no law shall be passed interfering with the primary 
dispasal of the xoil, por to introduce or exclude African 
slavery.’ X 
_ l propose further, after the word “ slavery,” to į 
insert the following: | 

4 Provided, That nething herein contained shail he con- |; 
sstrucd to prevent said teritorial legislature passing such | 
gaws as may be necessary for the protection of the rights of |: 
property of auy kind which may have been or way be liereal- 
ter lawfully introduced ino said tert itory.” 

So that the section will provide that we have 
no power to pass any Jaw either to introduce or 
exclude African slavery. T believe this amend- 
ment will meet with the approbation of those 
who are disposed to support the bil. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
is not now in order. 

Mr. DAYVIS, of Mississippi. Gn a former occa- | 
sion I changed the language of my amendmenttoac- | 
commodate it to others because it was not the terms, | 
but the right that L was struggling for. So now | 
1 wiil modify the phraseology of my own amend- 
ment, or accept that of the Senator from Maryland, 
if it be preferred, with the utmost pleasure, because | 
I believe it means as much or more, and leads us | 
to the same end. The second part of his amend- 
ment covers the proposition which forms the whole 
of mine; about the first part, I am quite indifferent. 
Aga plain-dealing man, | have been somewhat sur- 
prised that in arguing this amendment, it has been 
greated as though it was decisive of constitutional 
right. There is nothing of the kind in its language, | 
and I stated again and again that I denied to Con- : 
gress the power to decide what our constitutional ; 
rights were, instead of asking that they should be | 
extended. I have resisted the pretension that they i; 
could be measured by acts of Congress or of the 
territorial legislature. The amendment Í offered | 
had no-reference to the extent or nature of, but to |; 
protection for our constitutional rights, and was di- 
rected wholly to property which reached the terri- 
tory under the right we have to participate in the |; 
enjoyment of the common domain of the United | 
Staues. Notwithstanding I have stated this repeat- `: 
edly, and notwithstanding the language is so very į; 
explicit that nothing contained in this amendment 
would seem to be subject to misconception, itsi: 
whole meaning has been perverted. Words are :. 
torn from the context and transferred to a connec- || 
tion not their own. The assertion of a fact has |: 
been presented by substituting the word “slave” i: 
where the werd “owner” was placed; and an ar- | 
gument based upon this species of cross reading, 
instead of a literal construction of the language in 
its natural order. It has been from this argued | 


or insist on an obstacle so very unimportant to me. 
If anyare fearful lest they be inconsistent as to | 
phrases, or are striving fora victory in words, | 
wish to show that | am not of them, Having © 
reason to believe that the amendment of the Sena- a 
tor from Maryland will relieve some from such ©: 
position, and secure my object, | accept it. i. 

Mr. DOWNS then proceeded to address the | 
Senate, and continued his remarks for an hour and ;, 
a half. They are withheld for revision, and will ; 
appear in the Appendix : 

Mr. SOULE having o 
that it would take him some time to reply to the - 
remarks of his colleague, and he therefore moved `: 
that tne further consideration of the subject be post- | 
poned until to-morrow, and be the special order for: 
that day at one o'clock. 


btained the floor, observed `; 


| Affairs the bill looking to the defence of the fron- 
i tier, by the increase of the rank and file of the 


| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads the bill 


' Vera Cruz. 


; previous question. 


| of the subject till to-morrow morning. 


' motion to lay on the table. 


| pointed, 


The motion was agreed to, 


On motion by Mr. KING, the Senate then pro- 


ceeded to the consideration of executive business, | 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and then, on:motion, 
The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
o » Puurspay, May 23, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read. 


=t Mr. MEADE rose to a correction of the Jour- 
nal. He said the Journal stated that he had yes- 


Florida, without amendment. 
an amendment. 


He had reported 


; as corrected, was approved. 


TENNESSEE VOLUNTEERS. 


_ Mr. WATKINS asked and obtained Jeave to | 
introduce a bill, of which he had given previous ; 


notice, entitled ** A bill for the relief of certain 

Tennessee volunteers ;”? which was twice read, and 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
THE FRONTIER. 

Mr. BURT called for the regular order of busi- 
ness, and gave notice that he should insist upon it, 
and object to business out of order, as he wished 
to report back from the Committee on Military 


army. 

MAILS—NEW ORLEANS AND VERA CRUZ. 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 

order was the motion made by the gentleman 

from Louisiana, [Mr. Conrap,] to reconsider the 

vote by which the House had referred to the Com- 


reported by thatgentieman from the Committee on 
Commerce, providing for the establishment of a 
line of mail steamers between New Orleans and 


Mr. STRONG was entitled to the floor, but was 
not in his seat at the moment. 


i 
| 
| of kin of Captain John Williams, for a pensions 


| 
The Journal was corrected to state the fact, and, | 
i 
| 
| 


The question was then taken and.decided in. the 


affirmative-—yeas &3, nays 78. ate Ge 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the.table. 
Mr. MORTON asked the unanimous consent 

of the House to withdraw certain papers from the 

| files of the House. ee : 

i. Mr. BURT insisted on the regular order of 

business, and said. that he would object to any 

business out of the regular order. >: 

On motion by Mr. MORTON, leave 


Gn VO was granted 
| to withdraw from the files of the House. the 


c : peti- 
| uon and papers of Margaret Willams, the next 


H 
| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 

Private Land Claims, reported a bill to provide tor 
the issuing of a land patent to Thomas B. Clarke; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, © 
| referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report accompanying, ordered to-be 
printed. 
i On motion by Mr. MARSHALL, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Ciaims was discharged. trom 
i the further consideration of the memorial of Jonn 
P. Smith, the administrator of John Smith, for one 
hundred and sixty acres of bounty land; and: it 
| was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. . f 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, madean 
adverse report on the petition of the bers of Sarah ` 
Moore for land scrip, in lieu of one hundred.acres 
of bounty land; which was ordered to Jieon the 
| table, and be printed. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of James P. Roan; which was 
read a first and second time by its tiule, referred to 
a Commitiee of the Whole House, and, with the 
report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of [linois, from the same. com- 
mittee, made an adverse report on the petition of 
‘the heirs of John Baptiste Vallé, deceased, for the 
| confirmation of a grant of land in Missouri; which 
| was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


THE ARMY. 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the bill from 


Mr. PRESTON KING rose and demanded the 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. ; 


Mr. WENTWORTH suggested, as the gentle- ;: 
man who was entitled to the floor was absent, that !| 


this motion he allowed to pass over informally. 
Mr. POTTER said he understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srronxc]} did not intend 
tn discuss the question, but that he had yesterday | 
obtained the floor for another purpose. zr 
He moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. | 
Mr. WENTWORTH renewed his suggestion, | 


i that the bill be passed over informally—stating, į 


that he had never known a bill disposed of when |: the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. 


: the gentleman having the foor happened to be tem- 5 


porarily absent. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said, he had no objection to 
passing the subject informally, and modified his 
motion so as to postpone the further consideration 


Mr. POTTER was understood to waive his 


Mr, JONES renewed the motion to. lay on the | 


table. 
The question was taken, and the vote stood— 


ayes 60, noes 50—no quorum. 


“Mr. CONRAD said, he hoped the gentleman ; 
would withdraw the motion and allow the subject || 


to he over. 


The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that `i 


: debate was nat in order. 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded, tellers. 


sent. 


The SPEAKER again stated the question, be- | 


ing first on the motion to lay on the table. 
‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Harkis, of 
Tennessee, and Kine, of Rhode Island, were ap- 
The question was taken and the tellers reported 
—ayes 66, noes 63. 
Mr. CONRAD demanded the yeas and nays; 


i which were ordered. 


He: 
said te wished the Speaker to state the question, | 
and that the House should understand that the | 
gentleman who was entitled to the floor was ab- | 


! the Senate, (No. 124,) entitled ‘* An act to increase 
| the rank and file of the army, and to encourage 
i enlistments,” reported back the same, with an 
| amendment. ` ; 

| The SPEAKER said the amendment would be 


| read. 
| Mr. JONES moved that the bill be referred to 
! the Committee of the Whole on the state of the’ 
: Union. He said he hoped that the House did not 
! intend to pass a bill of this description without 
giving at least some consideration to it. 

The SPEAKER said, the question was on the 


‘i reference of the bill to the Committee of the 


' Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BURT said, he hoped that 


the motion of 
Jones} would 
à to by the House. He desired to 
say that this was a bill for the protection, of the 
li frontier of our country. The condition of. the 
frontier made it absolutely necessary that some 
provision should be made for its protection. It 
| was the imperative duty of Congress to make that 
provision. The bill now before the House au~ 
thorized the President of the United States, when 
any company of artillery should be mounted, to 
increase that company to the number of aixty- 
ur rank and file. It also provided that cer- 
tain companies of infantry serving on the frontier, 
and at remote and distant posts in the Unned 
: States, should have their rank and file increased 


‘not be agree 


' to the number of seventy-four; and that such 
: companies should be mounted, when, in the opin- 
i jan of the President, the defence of the frobtier 
| should render that increase necessary. When ihe 
exigency requiring that increase -shouid have 
ceased to exist, it would then be within the power 
of the President to reduce the number to that of 
nd file, which was forty-two. 

It was proper that the House should understand 
that, prior to the Mexican war, the vumber of the 
rank and fle of the companies of infantry was 


li the present rank a 


forty-two. During the existence of that Wars 
authority had been given to merease the number 
hundred. At the 


to any extent not exceeding one b ! 
| close of the war, in the year 1848, the number 
i was again reduced to forty-two. Ali miliary men 
|i were weil aware that it was im possible to keepa 
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compatiy up to the full complement authorized by | 
law; that by the expiration of the terms of enlist- | 
ment, by deaths, by desertions, and by casualties of | 
various kinds, the number was reduced. about one- i 
fourth. It was, therefore, impossible to keep the | 
complement of companies serving on distant fron- | 
tiers to the full amount of forty-two—which, as | 


he-had said, was the limit now authorized by law. ji 


The bil} before the House asked nothing more | 
than he had stated—with the further provision 
that whenever the state of our Indian relations on 
the frontier should make it necessary, the President 
of the United States should be authorized to mount, 
and to equip az mounted: men, such portions of the 
infantry-as, in his judgment, the public service 
might render expedient. The bill further proposed 
to allow enlistments on the frontiers of the country, 
and the payment to recruits. who might be there 
enlisted of the amount which their transportation 
would cost from any one of the regular depéts of 
enlistment to the frontier. 

The Committee on Military Affairs ofthis House, 
to whom this Senate bill was referred, had unani- 
mously recommended its passage to the House. 
The Secretary of War;in his annual report, had | 
called for it. The army, prior to the acquisition of | 
Oregon, was deemed to be insufficient for the pro- 


tection of the frontier of the United States; and |, 


when Oregon was sacquired, a regiment of mount- 


ed men had been raised, for the purpose of pro- || 
tecting the territory and emigrants on their way © 


thither. 
fornia and Néw Mexico. 
to know, that at this moment there were upon the 
borders of the United States something like thirty | 
thousand Indian warriors. And in New Mexico, 
it was a regular trade with the Indians to capture 
men, women, ard children—to put the men to 
death, and to carry the others into captivity, in 
the hope of obtaining a ransom for them. He 
supposed that everybody who was acquainted with 


Since that time we had acquired Cali- | 


| 
the current events of the day, through the newspa- 
| 


pers, would remember the shocking atrocities com- 
mitted a few weeks ago on the wife and daughter of 
one of our citizens. 
that there were other similar cases, Within the 
Jast two months, there had been a conflict between 
the troops in New Mexico and one of these Indian 
tribes; and unless the House intended that our 
frontiers should be left undefended, and that our 
men, women, and children should be given over 
to the tender mercies of the Indians, it was their 
duty to pass this bill, and to pass it without delay. 
From the performance of this duty he trusted that 
the House would not be deterred by the clamor 
which might be raised that this bill was a propo- 
sition to increase the army. He thought it was 
not such a proposition. In his opinion, it was the 
very best measure that could be presented for the 
accomplishment of the object in view. It was a 
proposition to increase the rank and file’ merely— 
and only that for so long a perigd as the exigency 
of the case might require. As soon as that exi- 
gency had passed away, it would be the duty of 
the President again to reduce the numbers to the 
present complement of forty-two. He would not 
detain the House with any further observations, 
but would “content himself with expressing the 
hope that the bill would receive final action with : 
as little delay as possible. 

Mr. JONES said, that he had not risen with i 
any intention of entering into a discussion at this 


‘time of the merits of the bill before the House. It | 


seemed to him, however, that the proposition of i! 


the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr] |) 
ʻi 
{ 


the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to put the bill upon its passage in this sudden and 
inconsiderate way, was unprecedented in the le- 
gislation of this House. A bill was reported here 
from that committee proposing to increase the 
army, at least he (Mr. J.) supposed, thirty-three 
per cent. upon its present strength. That bill had 
not been printed—it had not been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 
no member of the House, except the members of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, had had an 


i : : A i 
opportunity to examine, or even look at its provis- |; 


ions; and it was proposed that a bilt thus sud- | 
denly brought before the House, should be put at 
once upon its final passage, under the pretence 
that the exigencies of the public service—the bleed- 
ing frontiers of the country, required this expedi- 
tious action. The Speaker and other members of 


i! the regular army of the United States to the ex 


He desired the House i 


He (Mr. B.) was informed |; 


eral Taylor, in command of thearmy of the United 
States on the Rio Grande, was believed to- have 
| been surrounded, if not cut off, by the enemy— 
when a bill was reported here to give him “aid 
| and comfort,” to sustain his force, and to relieve 
| him from the perilous condition in which he was 
| believed to be placed—that bill, with all the neces- 
i sity for prompt and immediate action upon it, 
the state of the Union, where it underwent, at 
least, some consideration before it was put upon 
| its final passage. And he (Mr. J.) would venture 
| to assert, that a bill of this magnitude, increasing 
i 


tent to which it was now proposed to increase it— 
a bill imposing additional liabilities on the Treas- 
ury to the extent here proposed—had never passed 
through this House and become the law of the 
land, without having been previously referred to 


Union, printed, examined, and discussed. Such 


ipart from that salutary usage. He must insist 
upon his motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, that gen- 
tlemen might see what its provisions were, and 


tion would be justified. 


of the Committee on Military Affairs, that this 


committee. L o 
in.every possible point of view, with a sincere de- 
re on the part of the committee to avoid every 


country. It was the unanimous opinion of the 
‘committee, after the fullest consideration of the 
| subject, that the mode provided in this bill was 


frontier. It is proposed by the bill to allow the 


tioned on the frontier from forty-two, the present 
complement, to seventy-four. It was intended that 


the United States, and the forts and arsenals along 


a new investigation and discussion. 


cumstances of the session, would be as much as to 
say that it shall not pass. There is no necessity 
| for such a reference. 
' authorize the President, when, in his discretion, it 
| shall become necessary, to increase the strength of 
| the companies now in the service, doing duty, or 
likely to be ordered on the frontier for the purpose 
of giving protection to our citizens there, and to 
their wives and children. 

Mr. SWEETSER (Mr. Evans yielding the 
floor) inquired whether it was not the object of 
this bill to increase the whole rank and file of the 
army? 


Mr. EVANS. Notatall, 


1 Mr. SWEETSER said he understood such to i 


| be the character of the bill. 

Mr. BURT. Notatall. It has no such object. 
Mr. SWEETSER. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. BURT. The bill provided for no increase 
f the officers of the army, in any instance. 
nly provided for an increase of such companies 


+ of the rank and file of the army as are required for ;| 


i the defence of the frontier. 
ii other increase than this. 


it 


It contemplated no 


i 


| bill for the purpose of information, as there were |i 


i 

| found inadequate to its defence. 
hesitate to say here in his place, before his constit- 
{ 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole on! 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the ; 


! had been the long-settled practice of the House: | 
and he hoped that the House would not now de- , 


by what necessity or propriety, if any, their adop- | 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, stated that it was | 
perfectly true, as had been stated by the chairman H 


bill had undergone a full investigation before that | 
It had been looked at in every light, ii 


1s A 
i increase of the regular army which could be | 
Í avoided, without injury to the interests of the | 


| the best, the most suitable, and the cheapest mode | 
| of security to those of our citizens resident on the | 
£ 
t 


President to raise the number of the companies sta- | 


the companies stationed in the eastern portion of ii 


the Atlantic coast, shail remain at their present |; 
and fixed amounts There is nothing of a compli- | 
cated character in this bill, nothing to require fur- | 
ther examination or information, or to show any | 
necessity for its reference to the Committee of the : 
Whole on the state of the Union, there to undergo | 
To refer the | 
‘i bill at the present period, and in the present cir- | 


The bill merely proposes to | 


Itii 


Mr. EVANS resumed. He was very glad the: 
: gentleman from Ohio had called for the reading ofthe :. 


‘doubtless other gentlemen who were not more i! 


And he did not: 


army may be require l 
that object. It wasa holy duty to give fall protec- 
tion to all classes of our citizens, and he was will- 
t purpose. He 


he was ready to 
„if it should be 


tog 


on this 


| of the Union. 
' never return to the House in time for the bill to 
pass. Everybody must be aware that such is the 
ii effect of these references. 

| He referred to the instance of the Mexican war 
| hill, which had been adverted to by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jowzs,] for the purpose of 
showing that it did not strengthen the argument of 
that gentleman in favor of the commitment of this 
bill. The committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of that bill, he believed, on 
the same day. ‘ 

‘Mr. JONES said_the bill had been before the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union some weeks before it was reported. 

Mr. VINTON explained, that it was another 
bill which was committed; but that when the news 
' of the danger to which General Taylor was ex- 
posed on the Rio Grande came, a new bill was in- 
grafted on it. ` 

Mr. HARALSON said, that having had pev- 
haps as intimate a knowledge as any one of the 
action of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
of the House, in relation to the bill alluded to, he 
felt it proper to state that it was originally-reported 
by that committee in view of our then pending or 
probable difficulties with Great Britain relative to 
i| the Oregon territory, as well as to the then existing 
state of our relations with Mexico about Texas, 
and was general in its provisions, authorizing the 
President “to resist any attempt which may be 
made on the part of any foreign ration to exer- 
cise exclusive jurisdiction over any part of the 
: territory of the United States, or'any territory in 
| «dispute between the United States and any for- 
i teign government; as weil as also to sustain the 
| «rights of the United States to, and to repel inva- 
| *vasion upon, the said territory; and, for this pur- 
i 


i| t pose, to employ” the naval and military force, 
i and the militia, and to accept ihe services of vol- 
l! unteers, &c. It was referred to the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union, and was 
‘there pending when the information reached 
| Washington of the difficulties which threatened 
; General Tayler on the Rio Grande. ‘That bill 


; was then taken up for consideration, in Committee 
“of the Whole on the state of the Union, and cer- 
/ tain amendments reported by the Committee on 
i Military Affairs, making the bill conform to the 
‘state of affairs on the Rio Grande, and other 

amendments having a like object, were agreed 
The bill reported more than three months 
| before was thus amended in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, because the bill 
' declaring war against Mexico was reported from 
i that committee to the House, and passed the 
: House on the same day. 

Mr. EVANS said he had so understood the 
matter. By immediate action on this bill, the 
House would do no more than is just and right; 
and this may be done without the commitment of 
the bill, which would delay and probably defeat 
its passage. 


` upon. 


1850. 


culation, he could not say precisely. | 
Mr. BURT asked, what was the question ? H 
Mr. MEADE repeated—what would be the act- | 

H 

| 


ual increase in the army, if all the enlistments 
were made which were authorized by this bill? 

Mr. BURT replied, that it was impossible to tell | 
what would be the actual increase of the army | 
under this bill. He had already stated, that this 
bill only authorized the increase of such corps or | 
companies as were stationed on the frontier. In |: 
the midst of Indian. difficulties, as we now are— © 
and he desired to say that this was a war bill—it : 
is made our duty by treaty to give protection to 
the Mexicans along our frontier. Ín the perform- į! 
ance of this duty, should it be necessary to send |: 
all our regular force there, the increase would be | 
much greater. The bill authorizes the President | 
to raise the companies from their present comple- :: 
ment of forty-two, to seventy-four, according as 
his discretion may decide. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired in- 
formation on a particular point. He desired to know 
what number it was proposed to station on the fron- 
tier, and what number was to be retained for other 
service ? 

Mr. BURT was understood to say, that two 
companies were stationed in Lowa, two companies 
in Minnesota, and four or five companies in New 
Mexico. It is necessary that these companies be 
strengthened, as the Indians are committing depre- 
dations from the frontier of Lowa to the mouth of 
the Rio Grande. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING (Mr. Evans still yield- 
ing) rose to give some information in reply to the | 
gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. Tuompson.] | 
As appeared from a letter from General Scott to | 
the Secretary of War, dated November 3, 1849, :. 
four-fifths of our army were stationed on the fron- 
tiers. Since 1844, the exterior lines of our frontier | 
have been extended one thousand miles; and we | 
have ten thousand miles of interior, which require 
to be guarded. By our treaty obligations with | 
Mexico, we are bound to protect the Mexicans 
along our frontier against the inroads of the hos- : 
tile Indians. It is thus rendered necessary that 
we should keep a large force on the frontier, for 
its protection; and, in order to render this protec- 
tion efficient, it is proposed to authorize the Presi- 
dent to mount such portions of the infantry com- 
panies as, in his discretion, he may see fit. 

By this bill it is proposed that the companies :: 
may be filled up to seventy-four, which wiil make 
a difference in the artillery of thirty-two, the pres- |: 
ent atrength of an artillery company being forty- 
two. The dragoon companies may be increased 
twenty, the present number being fifty. The- 
mounted riflemen will be increased ten, the pres- 
ent number of the companies being sixty-four. 
This increase, if carried through all the army, : 
would give an aggregate increase of about four 
thousand men. 

The provision authorizing the President to , 
mount such portion of the infantry as, in'his dis- : 
cretion, he might see fit, had been inserted since |, 
the original draughting of the bill; and but for 
this provision the bill would have been good for 
nothing. The troops on the frontier at present 
are not sufficiently mounted to act with any effect 
against the Indians. The idea of mounting a por- 
tion of the infantry was recommended by the most 
experienced officers in the service; and the reason 
is, that the Indians are all well mounted, and have 
generally three or four spare led horses. It is ne- 
cessary that we should have a force there equal to 
them, or we shall find it dificult to overcome :. 
them. Why, it is asked, is the bill to be pressed 
through at this time? It is obvious to every one. 
It is because our frontiers are not sufficiently pro- 
tected; because our citizens are assailed, that their 
wives and children are subjected to outrage, and 
that their property is stolen, The rights of those 
who are entitled to our protection, cannot, must 
not be disregarded, and we are now called upon to 
do that which our duty to our country requires at | 
our hands as its representatives. We are called 
on to pass this bill, and why not doit to-day? It, 
ought to have peen passed long ago. We are | 
called on to delay this duty no longer. And if the | 
House reposes any confidence in the committee; if | 


| 
i 
| 
| 


t 
i 
i 


: which was provided in this bill. 
‘the frontier should be defended; but he did not !i 
admit the necessity of any increase of the army | 


! their homes. 


x 


not prevail. : . 

Mr. EVANS resumed. He had been gratified 
to give way for the explanation of the gentleman 
from New York. It was only in the companies 
on the frontier that the increase was proposed to 
be made. He looked at this bill as presenting one 
of the most valuable formmof increasing the army 


which had ever been submitted to the considera- `: 
He would now call for the : 


tion of Congress, 
reading of the bill. 

The bill having been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. EVANS resumed, when . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, requested 
him to yield the floor. He wished to make a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules for the purpose of going 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. This bill would then be the first in order 
to-morrow morning. 

Several vorces: No, it will not. 


Mr. THOMPSON hoped the gentleman would 


| yield the floor, to allow him to make the motion 


to suspend the rules. ` 

Mr. EVANS. Not for that purpose. 

Mr. THOMPSON then asked,the Chair if the 
morning hour had not expired. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the business on 


i the Speaker’s table be taken up. 


The question being taken on this motion, it was 
decided in the negative. 


Mr. EVANS resumed. The only question 


which ought to be regarded by the House was: | 


Is the passage of this bill required? If the 
answer could be satisfactorily given in the nega- 
tive, why then let it be defeated. But if the con 


dition of our frontier renders it necessary for its ;' 
protection that the increase of the army should be |; 
‘ authorized, we cannot too scon discharge the duty 


which is thus devolved upon ug. He certainly 
would not refer the bill to the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, which would he |: 


to prevent its passage, and leave our frontier still 
exposed to outrage and depredation. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (Mr. Evans yielding,) | 
ii stated that he did not mean to be understood as 
. offering any opposition to the protection of our 


frontier; but he did object to the mode of doing it 
He desired that 


for the purpose of defending it. He believed that 


. we had already regular troops enough for this and 


every other service, and he was always opposed 
to any increase of the army in time of peace. He 


thought that the frontier could be defended by |; 
transferring to that station some of the troops who | 
ii were now on other stations. 
i. of these, he did not doubt, who would think it a. 


There were many 


favor to be transferred; a great many who were : 
_ ready and willing to go to the frontier. 


need be no fear about the interior, which could 
take care of itself if all the regular army was 
withdrawn. If it was necessary for the defence 
of the interior, we have always standing army 
ready to take the field. He had one in the Sixth 


| Congressional district of Alabama, ready to go 
i out at the first tap of the drum for the defence of 
Let the regular troops be all trans- ` 
| ferred to the frontier, and let us rely on those who | 


areleftathome. If the President has power to 


transfer the troops to the frontier, let him exercise | 
If he has not got . 


it according to his discretion. 


the power, let us give it tohim. He was unwill- 


| ing to increase the army. It would be much the | 
best mode to remove some of the regular troops | 


to the frontier, as lhe had been informed that we 
had already more of these in the service than 
could be employed. 


thousand men cut of our present army were un- | 
! employed during a considerable portion of their 


time. S 

Mr. BURT asked if he understood the gentle- 
man from Alabama as stating that there were a 
thousand men in the army unemployed ? 


Mr. COBB replied, no matter what the num- : 


ber may Ke; if there were any more than were 
necessary it was sufficient for his argument. 

Mr. BURT asserted that no one conld say with 
truth thata thousand men were unemployed, or 


|! troops were émployéd on- the Canada frontier? 
(| Me. EVANS said he did not know, nor did: be 


There | 


He had been told that a ` 


i did not like to see the bill assailed by stutementa 
i, such as these: l a 


i Mr. POTTER desired to ask how many regū 


år 


| suppose that any otker gentleman knew.: ‘The 
; companies now in’ service were. not’ filled up. to 


|; their proper complements. An 
i very difficult to keep them full. 


Had bee fourid 
Mr. POTTER asked if the gentleman’ from 


Maryland could inform him how many regular 
: troops were stationed at the Island of Mackinaw? 


i 
1 
it 
i 


= Mr. EVANS said, these questions about the 
number of troops on the Canada frontier, and the 
4l number on the Island of Mackinaw, were nót be- 
|| fore the Committee on Military Affairs. The dispo- 
|| sition of the troops was regulated by the Secretary 
{| of War, and not by that committee; and, no doubt, 
‘| that regulation looked-to the public interest at all 
i; points. The geneman from Alabama [ Mr. Cogs] 
H t p J r 

i charges, and thegentleman from Ohio [Mr.Porrrr} 
+, insinuates, that we have already more troops than 


at Mackinaw, they would be good enough tn point 
'; out where there are too many troops stationed, 
+ and whence they can be transferred to the frontier, 
j; there would be something in their course of dis- 
l! cussion which might be beneficial: 

He had now said almost all he had intended to 
say. We may send this bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and thus 
defeat its passage; we may induce ourselves to 
i! believe that we have now more troops than can be 
i, kept in employment, and, under the infiuenceof 
these delusions, and the idea of a false economy, 
we may prevent legislation on the subject, while 
our citizens on the frontier, with their wives, their 
children, and their property, are exposed: to- out- 
rage and plunder. While we are amusing’ our- 
selves with putting these frivolous questions, we 
are only aggravating the danger which we ought 
; to guard against, and withholding from our own 
citizens, who have a right to look to us for protec- 
tion, those means of defence with which we are 
bound by every plecge of duty and humanity to 
furnish them ata moment when they are menaced 
; with all the atrocities of an Indian war. 

{A message-in writing was’ received from the 
President of the United States by the hands of 
Colcnel Briss, his Private Secretary.] 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to say 
a word relative to the financial aspect of this bill: 
i In the army and navy bills, already reported, i 
i` proposed to appropriate, for the support ‘of th 
l two arms of the public service, about seventeen 
i! milions of dollars; afd the army bill does not in~ 
i} clude the appropriation for fortifications, which 
i will amourit to seven hundred and fifty thousand 
|; dollars; nor the appropriation for West Point, 
| which will be near two hundred thousand dollars, 
| Excluding these, the appropriations already re- 
i. ported, in time of profound peace, for our military 

defence by sea and Jand, exceeds the sum expend- 

ed during Mr. Adams’s administration, upon 
| every branch of the public service, by four mil- 
lions of dollars! And that Administration’ was 
< condemned by the country in part ou account of 
its wasteful extravagance ! 

Mr. KAUFMAN desired to ask a question of 
"| the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayiy.] 

o Mr. BAYLY yielded the floor. 
Mr. KAUFMAN desired to know :what the 
‘gentleman had stated the whole amount appro- 


ii priated for the army and navy to be? 

i Mr. BAYLY. ‘Seventeen millions—to’ speak 

tin round numbers. ` A 

» Mr. KAUFMAN. Is not upwards of eleven 

millions of tbat amount for the use of the navy? 

' Mr. BAYLY. No, sir. 4 

|O Mr. KAUFMAN. What is the amount? 
Mr, BAYLY. Itis a litle upwards of nine 

millions of dollars for the navy, and not quite 

eight millions for the army: the two together 


ii 


ii 
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making an aggregate of about seventeen millions 
of dollars. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON malde an inquiry, which 
was not heard by the reporter, but the purport of 
which may be inferred from the reply of Mr. 
BAYLY. : 

Mr. BAYLY. The appropriation for the sup- 
port of the army includes not only the pay of the 
army, but the cost of transportation and every- 
thing incident to the service, except the appropri- || 
ations for fortifications. 

Mr. KAUFMAN was understood to inquire 
whether the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayt] 
did not know that not two millions of the whole 
amount went to the defence of the western fron- 


jer? 

Mr. BAYLY. I do not know precisely how 
much of the appropriation for the support of the | 
army is expended on the frontier; but E am sure 
much more than the sum the gentleman names. 
Much the larger portion of the army—four-fifths 
of it, it is said—is upon the frontier; and the ex- 

ense of it when there is much greater than when 
itis on the Atlantic border. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, desired to 
ask a question. 

Mr. BAYLY yielded. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Is not the standing army 
less at this time than it was during the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Adams? 

Mr. BAYLY. My information is not very 
precise, but I believe it is. And í beg leave in 
this connection to say, that if the fact be as 
suggested by my gallant friend from Kentucky, 
[Mr. CaLpwe t,] nothing can show more clearly 
how unnecessarily expenditure has progressed in 
this, as it has in almost every other branch of the 
publie service. The Committee of Ways and 

eans have applied themselves diligently to bring 
these expenditures within proper bounds. Butit 
is impossible for the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or even of this House, unaided by the 
Administration, to effect this great object. Proper 
economy can be enforced by the Executive only. 
It is in the expenditure of the money, which is 
an administrative and nota legislative duty, that 
the extravagance originates. That we cannot, 
except to a very limited extent, control. If we 
cut down the estimates in our appropriation bills, .| 
the result has been an expenditure beyond the 
sums granted by Congress, and an application for 
a deficiency bill, which of Jate years has grown to 
be a regular appropriation bill, asked for at each 
session, and amounts to almost as much as the 
civil and diplomatic bill ought to amount to. The 
deficiency bill passed the other day appropriated 
upwards of two and a half millions of dollars; | 
and there are many large items of deficiency which 
were not brought to our notice until after the bill 
was acted upon, and which will hereafter have to be 
provided for. Retrenchment and reform is imper- 
atively demanded in every branch of the public 
service. But it can never be effected except by 
cordial sympathy and cedperation between all of 
the departments of the Government. 

I feel it my duty (continued Mr. B.) to show to 
the House the extent of the appropriations already 
reported to sustain our military establishment, and 
the increased expenditure which this bill will 
create, if it become a law, that we may vote un- | 
derstandingly as to the extent of the appropria- j 
tions which we will be called upon hereafter. to 
make. On that point, I do not mean that the 
House shall be taken by surprise. | 

The rank, and file of the army now authorized || 
by law is eight thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-seven. Hf this vill pass, it will be increased 
at least four thousand men. I say this, for al- 
though gentlemen tell us that it is contemplated to 
increase only the force of the regiments on the fron- 
tier, yet there is nothing in the bill to restrict the | 
increase to those regiments. It is all left to the 


| its of the savage tribes around them. 


-standing army to pr 


discretion of the President; and as the Adjutant 
General, in his report transmitted to us by the 
Administration, and doubtless approved by it, 
earnestly recommends the increase of the rank |: 
and file of the whole army, I have no doubt, if | 


left to the discretion of the President, it will be i 
done. Should the increase recommended be au- i 
thorized, it will augment the rank and file about |! 
one-third; or, in other words, it will carry the 
army from upwards of eight thousand men up to | 
upwards of twelve thousand men. In addition to | 
this, the bill authorizes the President to equip and i! 


-mount as many of the regiments as he may see 


fit; and we are told that most of those on the 
fronuer, amounting, it is said, to four-fifths of the 
army, ought to be mounted, It is known that a 
mounted regiment costs about double of one on 
foot; so the expense of every company of infantry 
which shall be mounted will cost double what it 
does now. Itis impossible for me to say the pre- 
cise extent of the increase of expense which this 
bill will entail upon the country; but from the 
statements |. have made, the House will see that 
it must be very large. y 

Now, sir, I am as anxious as any one can be to 
defend properly our frontier, and to carry out, in 
good faith, our treaty with Mexico. But I have 
heard nothing to satisfy me that our present force 
is not sufficient for that purpose. I know that 
there are at present large detachments of the army 
in Florida. But the difficulty with the Indians 


there, I have no doubt, will be temporary; and | | 
do not think that a permanent increase of the army | 


ought to be authorized to meet a contingency of 
that sort. 

I have not wished to prolong this discussion. 
But I felt it my duty to make the statements Í 
have presented to the House; and if they are pre- 
pared for the heavy expenditure which the bill will 
create, why let them pass it, But let them not 
hereafter complain of the expense. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had witnessed several 
efforts in this body to reduce and to increase the 


army, but he had never listened to an effort of | 


this character with as much surprise as on the 
present occasion. The history of our nation 
showed that these Indian depredations had ever 
been repelled by volunteers from the hardy back- 
woodsmen, who understood the character and hab- 
From the 
od war down to that upon our western fron- 
f 1812, no one ever thought of raising a 
otect the frontier against those 
The frontier men, who under- 


Peqn 


ter © 


miserable savages- 


stand the Indian character, who are acquainted | 


with their habits and their modes of warfare, gen- 
erally assemble suddenly and commence their op- 


erations, and ere you could assemble or even in- | 
list your regular army, the Indians are driven from | 


the frontier, and sue for peace. 

It is now said that the regular army is busy on 
the Atlantic coast and our northern frontier, to re- 
pair, take care of, and maintain the fortifications 


erected there. Of what use are those fortifications ? | 
Why, sir, as you pass up the Rhine upon the conti- | 


nent of Europe, you witness on either side at 
short distances, castles erected at immense expense 
in feudal times. They were erected for the pre- 


cise object for which your forts and works of de- | 
fence on ‘the Atlantic coast and on our northern į 


frontier were erected. These forts are not now, and 
never wiil be, of any possible benefit to this nation. 
The money expended in their erection was worse 
than thrown away. Half a century hence it will 


‘be difficult to make our descendants understand 


that at this period of the world States could have 
closed their eyes to all the evidences around them, 


and cast away the national treasure upon works | 


which ean never be of the least possible utility. 
Mr. HOUSTON, (interposing, and Mr. G. yield- 
ing.) Irise, Mr. Speaker, to reply to the obser- 


vation which has fallen from the honorable mem- | 


i 
i 


ber from Ohio, in regard to the fortifications on | 


the Atlantic sea-board. 


I do not know as it has || 


ever been propose-! to erect fortifications upon the i 


Ohio. g 
will reflect one moment, will discover, notwith- 
standing the great advances which have been made 


in all branches of science, and in the military sci- |; 
ence particularly, of late years, that fortifications i 
such as the Government is now erecting, and has į 


long maintained upon the Atlantic sea-board, in de- 


fence of the large commercial emporiums of the : 
country, are still important, aye, imperatively de- |! 
I will refer the honorable member sim- | 


manded. 
ply to the city of New York, to the city of Phila- 
delphia, and other important points; what would 
protect these places frem a single frigate of the 


|| English or French Navy, but these fortifications? ; 
It is true, that a few mariners could Jand and per- | 
haps pass by these fortifications and make incur- |i 
sions and inroads into the. country, but what is to | 
prevent an enemy’s vessel from passing up the | 


Delaware, or entering the harbor of New York, 
and bombarding your cities and levelling them to 
the ground—aye, a single seventy-four, with not 


But J think the honorable gentleman, if he į 


| gation, in railroads 


more than fifty or sixty fighting men, except your 
fortifications? Your fortifications are intended as 
a protection against the naval operations, not the 
army, of a foreign country, and therefore they are 
important. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he had intended to say 
that such Kad been the improvements in steam navi- 
and canals, and every means of 
defence, that no nation upon the earth would ever 
attempt an invasion of oer soit. Not all the na- 
tions of the world combined could endanger our 
Government; and he would in candor ask the 
gentleman from Delaware if he apprehended an 
invasion of our soil from either England or France, 
or any other nation? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it very probable that 
the gentleman from Ohio is right in the opinion 
which he has just expressed, that no foreign power, 
at least as long as we are able to maintain our 
present form of Government, our existing con- 
federation, will attempt a serious invasion of this 
country. But these fortifications are demanded to 
protect us against that great arm of power which 
they have ever exercised against us, and will in 
time of war—that is, their armed marine. It is to 
guard against this that these fortifications have 
been erected and maintained, and should beerected 
and maintained upon the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was aware that the 
gentleman would answer as he had done. He 
thought that no-statesman would risk his reputa- 
tion by the expression of sucha possibility. Why, 
(said Mr. G.,) with our telegraphs and our rail- 
roads, if New York were invaded, we could send 
troops from this city in thirteen hours, from Buffa- 
lo in twenty hours, from Portland in about the 
same time, and in two days an army of a million 


í could be concentrated in that city. 


| wanted none. 


As to the navy, he would refer to the fact, that 
the British in 1812 had entire control of Lake Erie; 
that on the 13th of February, 1813, we had not 
even cut a stick of the timber for that navy which, 
on the 10th of September following, captured the 
entire British fleet. In that short time the navy 
was built, armament placed on board, and the 
British fleet was captured. Now, said he, whatis 
our means, compared with that day? No mind 
can conceive the difference. We can command 
any amount of the material of war; and incase of 
a prospect of war, we can erect and man a navy 
in any given time, if deemed necessary. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that he did not know 
whether he distinctly understood the application 
that his colleague would make of the argument he 
was now submitting, in favor of defending the. 
country only by the aid of its public works. But 
he would ask his colleague, considering the char- 
acter and habits of the indians on our new fron- 


| tier—the roving tribes of i ‘amanches and Navajo’s, 


and the kind of country in which they were com- 


| mitting their depredations—how long it would take 


us to lick them with railroads? [Laughter.] He 
(Mr. S.) was afraid we were not yet fully pro- 
vided with that sort of weapons for reaching them 
in that quarter! 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he had been replying to 
the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Housron;] 
but in answer to his colleague he would say, that, 
by our railroads and canals he would transport all 
our army from the Atlantic coast to the West, and 
would consolidate the companies, and discharge 
the supernumerary officers, and would employ 
the whole in defence of the frontier while they 
remained in service, and that he would thereafter 


| depend on volunteers for defence against the 


Indians. 

He was aware that our immense coast was re- 
ferred to in support of the argument in favor of an 
increase of the army. He desired to say that every 


! man employed upon the Atlantic coast, upon our 


vast Canadian frontier, and upon the western fron- 
tier, around ‘as far as Texas, was employed to 
no possible purpose. He rejoiced to say that no 
troops were occupied on the Ohio coast. They 
They would be as useless between 
that State and Canada, as they would be if occu- 
pied between Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

He was gratified that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had given an exposé 
of the financial view of the subject. He thanked 
him for it. Wehad paid out some six hundred 
millions of money since the commencement of 
the Government, for the support of the army and 
navy—most of that vast amount had been worse 
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than thrown away. We are now, for the present 
year, to pay a greater amount to support the army 
and navy than for all other purposes. He knew 
the people were opposed to this waste of treasure; 
hé was opposed to it himself, and he thought every 
man should be opposed to it. He well recollected 
the attempt to reduce the army in 1842. All our 
efforts then failed, until the then distinguished 
member from Massachysetts (Mr. Adams) and 
the late Postmaster General, (Mr. Johnson,) from 
the two different parties, united their influence for 
that purpose; it was then effected. 


Our late war with Mexico had shown that our 


volunteers were the most efficient troops. in the 
world. They left their farms. and workshops, 
went to Mexico, fought your battles, won your 
victories—and some of them are now with us in 
this hall. This should be our future course when 
troops are wanted, and he trusted that this import- 
ant measure was not now to be forced upon us 


withour the opportunity to investigate and discuss | 


the subject. He went for the motion to commit it 
to the Cammitree of the Whole House. 


Mr. HARALSON said, that he agreed entirely į! 


with the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that some provision ought to be made for 


increasing our military force on the western fron- | 


tier. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Iinois. Will the gentleman 
give way for a moment, to enable me to offer an 
amendment? 


Mr. HARALSON. I intend to occupy the 


floor but a short time, and cannot consent to yield | 
The gentleman, how- |i 


any portion of that time. 
ever, may send his amendment to the Chair. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
introduce an amendment? 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this 
time. The gentleman can have his proposed 
amendment read, however, for information. 


The amendment was accordingly read, as fol- | 


lows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

Sec. 1. Be it ‘enacted. Ye., That the President of the 
United States be, and beis hereby, authorized to raise, eithe 
by the acceptance of volunteers, or enlistment for one year, 


unless sooner discharged, twelve hundred mounted rangers, | 


to be armed, equipped, mounted, and organized, in such 
manner, and be under such regulations and restrictions, as 
the nature of the service may, in his opiniou, make neces- 
sary. 

Bea: 2, And be it further enacted, That each of the said 
eompanies of rangers shall consist of one captain, one 
first, one second, and one third tieutenant, five sergeants, 
five corporals, aud one hundred privates. ‘fhe whole to 
form two battalions, and to be commanded by a major. 

Bre. 3. And he i further enacted, ‘What the said non- 
conn 


provide their own horses, and shalt be allowed each one 


dollar per day as a full compensation tor their services ant | 


the use of their arms aud horses. The commissioned offi- 
cers shall receive the same pay and emoluments as officers 
of the same grade in the army of the United States, and 


the officers shall be allox ed forage for their horses, and be |) 


entithd to the same rations as those of the saime grade 
in the army of the United States respectively, 

Sec. 4. And he it further enceted, "Phat use officers, non- 
issioned officers, and privates, raised pursuant to this 
act, shall be entitled to the like compensation in case o 
disability by wou ds or otherwise incurred in the service, 
ahas heretofore been allowed to officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and privates in the military establishment of the 
United States, and shall be subject to the rules and articles 
of war, aud such regulations as have been or may be estab- 
Jished according to law for the governmentofihe army of the 
United States, as far as the same may be applicable to the 
said rangers, within the intent aud meaning o: this act, for 
the protection and defence of the western frontier of the 
United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, is hereby authorized to appoint all the officers 
proper ta be appointed under the act. which appointment 
may be made during the recess of the Senate, but shall be 
submitted to the Senate at their next session for theiradvice 


and cousent, and that the sum of $100,000 he, and the same | 


is hereby, appropriated for the purpose of carrying this act 
into effect. 

Mr. HOWARD (permission being granted) 
sent to the Chair the following amendment, which, 
he said, he intended to offer at the proper time: 

«That the President of the United States is herehy an- 
thorized and required to call into the service of the United 
States, according to existing laws, two regimefits of monnt- 
ed rangers, armed with rifles and Colt’s pistols; and that 
the same shall be continued in service so long as the public 
detence shatl require their services.” 

Mr. HARALSON said, he wished it to be 
distinctly understood, that he was one of those 
who believed that, under the circumstances in 
which the country was at present placed, an 
increase of military force upon the western fron- 
tier was imperatively demanded; and that we 


Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to į 


joned officers and privates shail arm and equip |} 
themselves, unless otherwise ordered by the President, and |; 


i 
} 


| to be printed. 


: away in the document room, and were not called 
; for, except when a bill came up to be acted on in 


| President of the United States authority, not only 


should not be acting properly towards our citizens. 
inhabiting that region, nor in good faith to our 
obligations.to the Mexican people to defend them 
againat the depredations of the Indians, which the 
United States had pledged themselves to do, if we 
were to refuse to increase the military force in 
service upon that frontier. He held that we were 
under the. very highest obligations. to place a force 
upon the western frontier that would be ample— 
entirely: ample—to protect that frontier, and to 
carryout in good faith our treaty stipulations 
with Mexico. He did not believe that the present 
military establishment of the country was suffi- | 
cient for this purpose, unless they were to resort, | 
as proposed in one of the amendments that had į 
been proposed to this bill, to a volynteer force. | 

i 

H 

i 

H 


He could not, however, yield a willing assent to | 
the bill now under “consideration, because be did | 
not think it proposed a proper means of securing ; 
the great object which they had in view. It gave | 
authority to the President of the United States to | 
increase the army to the extent, perhaps, of half ; 
the present establishment; and it would increase, | 
if carried out tó the extent of the power that was | 
placed in the hands of the President, the expenses 
of our military establishment to more than donble 
the amount now required, according to the esti- i 
mates of the Secretary of War. He proposed, in | 
the first place, to state his objections to the bill as | 

i 

i 


ithad been reported by the committee. He thought 
it would be well that they should understand it 
thoroughly, and in order that an opportunity for | 
understanding it might be afforded, it ought to be : 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union,.and there discussed, and be |). 


subject to such amendments as might be offered. i 
They would then be enabled to act upon it intelli- | 
Tt was proposed that the bill: 


suggested that the bill should be printed, in order || 
that they might examine it, he would state that | 
the proposition to increase the rank and file of the 
army, as contained in the bill which had been re- 
ported to the House by the Cormittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, very early in the session—indeed, he | 
behteved it was the first bill that was reported— 
was precisely the same as the provisions con- 
tained in the present bill. He would ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia if he had read the bill? 

Mr. HARALSON said he had not read it. 

Mr. BURT remarked, that that wou.d probably | 
be the case with many gentlemen if the bill were | 
The clause of this bill, he repeated, 
was identically the same as that which was con- || 
tained in the former bill for an increase of the i; 
army. i 

Mr. HARALSON said it was a well-known |; 


fact, in regard to documents which were printed |. 
for the use of the House, that they were filed 


Committee of the Whole; and then gentlemen 
with the bill before them, could propose such 
amendments as they thought proper. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hinois, (he floor heing yield- 
ed.) stated that the bill had been printed by order: 
of the Senate, and it was reported to the House 
precisely as it had passed the Senate. aera 

Mr. BURT said that this. bill was identical in 
its provisions regarding an increase of the army, ; 
with the bill which originated in the House at the | 
commencement of the session. 

Mr. HARALSON (resuming,) said it wasa well- ; 
known fact in the history of legislation, that bills | 
of this description were seldom examined until 
they came to be acted upon in the House, or in 
committee. 

The objection which he had to the bill, and 
which he confessed seemed a formidable one at 
first sight—for he had not given the matter his at- 
tention until the bill had been reported to the 
House this morning—was, that it gave to the 


to increase the kind of force which he deemed to 
be the most efficient on the western frantier, but it 
gave him authority to increase the whole army— 
the infantry, the artillery, the mounted rifles, and 
the dragoons—the whole service, if he pleased. 
And it not only proposed to give him the power to | 
make this increase, but it proposed to give him |; 


i 
t 
H 
i 
| 


witout saan every company in the entire: 
army. Were they prepared, he would ask, not 
only to increase such portion of the army: as; it 
might be necessary to employ upon the: western. 
frontier, but to, increase the whole army. to the 
extent.provided for in this bill, and to give au- 
thority to the President to mount. the entire mili- 
tary force-of.the country? The estimates. which 
had been made by the chairman:of the Committee 
on Military Affairs would fall far below the sum 
required to carry out the objects of the bill, The 
expense of a. mounted regiment would, be three 
times as great as that which would be required to 
sustain a regiment of infantry. Were they willing 
to increase the expenses of this department of the 
Government from seven or eight millions of dollars 
to fifteen millions annually, and that, too, in a 
time of profound peace, when the only occasion 
for the services of a military force was. to repel 
the predatory incursions of the Indians? 

Mr. MARSHALL.: I understand the. gentle- 
man from Georgia has the bill before him. £ 
would be glad if he would read it. 

Mr. HARALSON read the provisions of. the 
bill touching this point. 7 

It would be observed, (Mr. H. proceeded to re- 
mark,) that it was in the power of the President 
of the United States, or of the Secretary of War, 
under his direction, to transfer at any moment he 
migbt think proper, the soldiers now stationed at 
military posts along the Atlantic coast, to:California 
or Oregon, or to remove troops from thence to the 
Aulantic coast, if he should think proper to do so, 
It was within the power of the President of the 
United States also, to increase every company be- 
longing to our present military’ establishment, 
He would not undertake to say that the President 
would unnecessarily exercise the power that was 
proposed to be given by this bill; far be it from 
me, continued Mr. H., to make. any such insin- 
uation. 

But of what benefit would infantry be in a war 
with Indian tribes? Station them where you will 
all along the frontier, they would be of little or.nd 
real service, owing to the very nature of the incur- 
sions of the Indians. Their attacks were made 
under the covert of darkness—they come into, the 
settlements, commit murder, steal property, and. 
perhaps before morning are twenty miles distant. 


| Of what use would infantry be under circumstances 
i of this kind? 
| strike the mind of every man at once, that, so far 
| as Indian warfare is concerned, infantry, efficient 
| as they might be on other occasions, were utterly 


He was well assured- that it. must 


worthless for the defence of the frontier against 
the Indians. There mht, perhaps with advan- 


‘tage, be a few men stationed at biockhouses. and 
' military posts, to lake care of the property there, 


but it would be impossible for them to follow the 
Indians, or successfully to contend with them. 
This service would require mounted troops. He 


! repeated that infantry were utterly worthless in a 


warfare of this kind, and that the only efficient 
force for such a service was a mounted. force. 
There was no use, therefore, of increasing the 
army, go far as regarded infantry. | , 
But, as he had said, he, had more confidence in 
the President of the United States than to believe 
that he would use the power thus given to hin to 
increase the whole of thearmy. On the conuary, 
he believed he would not. But, he did not believe 
that there wes any particular wisdom in their 
giving the President an opportunity of doing it. 
There was no necessity for it; there was no one 
who believed there was any necessity for increas- 


l: ing the whole army at this ume. lt would be suf- 
“| ficient to increase it merely by the addiuon of a 
| mounted regiment—the most efficient kind of 
| troops in the world for this mode of warfare. If 
i they were to do anything at all, they ought to send 
: a mounted regiment. 


He was willing to concede that it was necessary 
that there should be an increase of force on the 
western frontier; but in the name of conscience, 
(said he,) let an efficient force be sent—men who 
can do service, and prevent and punish the depre- 
dations of the savages. Let mounted men Le gent, 
if any are sent; Jet the military establishment be 
increased in that particular branch of it; or, if they. 
did not think proper to do this, let a mounted rege 
ment of volunteers be sent. He confessed that. he 
was one of those whose opinion regarding, the 


i efficiency of a volunteer force had been much 


changed since the events of the Mexican: war. 
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Formerly, he had been opposed to the employ- 
ment of volunteers, believing that it would require 
months, if not years, to make them. efficient sol- 
diers. But his opinion in regard to that matter had | 
materially changed. No more efficient force was 
ever sent to any warfare than was thé volunteer 
force raised and sent from the United States to 
Mexico during the recent war, as had been abun- | 
danily shown by the events of that war. | 

He was opposed, also, to that provision of the 
bill which authorized the giving a bounty upon en- 
listment, upon the frontier, equal to the cost of the 
transportation of a soldier from the Atlantic coast. 
There would be à sufficieit “readiness to enlist, 
without- such bounty, on the part of those who 
were best fitted fora sérvice of that kind. When- | 
evera call had been made for troops, there had 
heen no difficulty in procuring them. Individuals 
were ever ready to press forward, and enter into 
the service, and they would readily get the sort of 
men the most serviceable in warfare against the 
Indians—men of energy who, though undisci- 
plined, would render more efficient service than 
those who were unacquainted with the habits of 
the Indians. He knew the efficiency of the pres- |: 
entarmy; but he was not one of those who be- 
lieved that regulars were indispensable in warfare 
against the Indians. -On the contrary, he believed 
that men could be procured by enlistment who ; 
would render more efficient service than those who | 
had been long in the army. He thought this not 
at all improbable. f 

But there was another objection to this bill; and |; 
he wished gentlemen to consider whether it was |! 
not a well-founded objection. It was, that there 
might be, under the provisions of the bill, an in- | 
crease of the army to nearly double the present es- 
tablishment. And in the case of the troops being 
mounted, the expense would be increased three i 
times, as estimated by the Secretary of War. 

The last provision of the bill was in regard to 
the bounty. This he declared to be almost a re- 
flection upon the patriotism of our people. He 
was willing that there should be a reasonable 
bounty paid, bat, he asked, how were they to es- 
timate this bounty ? 


| creasing the regular army for service on the fron- 


| shall be acted on at'the present time, or be referred 
i to the Committee of the Whole, and placed upon 
| the calendar, where it will slumber for the remain- 


i action, it is that of our frontier defences. 


| ten here his opinion to that effect. A gallant officer 


Mr. RICHARDSON remarked, that the object |! 
was to obtain men who were accustomed to a 
frontier life. This bounty was intended to induce 
them to enter the army for this service. 

Mr. HARALSON, (eontinuing.) Why nottake 
gome certain amount of bounty, and not put it in 
the power of the recruiting officer to determine | 
what the amount should be? He was willing, as |, 
he had just remarked, that a reasonable bount 
should be paid; but he was unwilling to give au- 
thority to anybody, to recruiting officers, paymas- | 
ter, accounting officers, or any other, to say what į; 
would be the expense of transportation from New 
York to the military post at Santa Fé. How were 
they to know that the officer might not consider | 
$250 or 9300 dollars a reasonable sum for such | 
transportation? Were gentlemen prepared to give | 
such an amount, in order to insure enlistments? | 
Was it supposed that men could not be procured | 
withont these enormous bounties? 


ii Grande. 


He had alluded to this branch of the subject, in |i 
order to show ‘that they could not estimate the |! 
expenses that would be necessarily incurred under |. 
an act of this description; fer they could not tell i 
what would be the amount that would be required | 
to be paid under the head of bounties alone. It | 
was for these reasons that he desired that the bill | 
should be referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, where they could delib- 
evately consider the proposition, whether it would 
be advisable to increase the present military estab- |: 
lishment of the country, or to authorize a volunteer | 
force to be employed for this particular service. 
His chief object in rising was to say, that he was 
opposed to sending infantry upon that service. He 
desired that the force employed upon that service 
should be an efficient force; and to be so, it was 
requisite that it should be of mounted horse. It 
would be. proper, as had been weil remarked by |) 
the gentleman from Ohio, that there should be some |! 
soldiers stationed at the fortifications and military i 
posts, to take care of the property of the Govern- || 
ment, and with the present facilities for transporta- i! 

i 


tion, provided by the great works of internal 
improvements, it would be an easy matter to concen- 
trateany amount of desired force at any given spot. 
His own State, for example, could, withintwenty- ii 


four hours’ time, furnish almost the amount of || 


i 
1 
i 
j 
i 


| condition of things on our. frontier, and yet the i 
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force requisite at the port of Charleston or Savani- 
nah. There was nonecessity, he thought, for in- 


tier; because any number of men could be procured | 
in the interior of the country. He appealed to the 
committee to serid a mounted force; at least, so to 
amend the bill so as to authorize the President to 
mount such force as might be sent there. He 
repeated, that he was in favor of sending a force, 
and he wished thet force to bèan efficient one. It 
was a daty which we owe to our own citizens, as 
well as to Mexico, to protect the frontiers against 
the incursions of the Indians. He desired that 
this should be done by the employment of a force 
that would be most efficient, and at the same time 
not to impose an extravagant expenditure upon 
the Government. He trusted that the bill would 
be referred to the Committee óf the Whole on the 
statė of the Union, and that it be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD said: The first question which | 
presents itself to the House is, whether this biii | 


der of the session. If there is any subject before 
Congress which demands immediate and efficient 


Sir, the latest advices assure us thatthe Indians 
are down upon the settlements in force. There 
has been a fight near Loredo with the United States ! 
troops, in which an officer of the army, Lieut. í 
Hodson, was killed. i 

Every mail brings us news of some fresh mur- | 


der or depredation. Colonel Johnson, an accom- | 
plished officerofthe Topographical Engineers, now 
engaged ìn exploring the western frontier of Tex- | 
as, writes from the Rio Grande to a friend in this 
city, that such is the extent of these depredations | 
and the boldness of the savages, that he never, 
during the whole Mexican war in Mexico, lay | 
down at night in as much danger as now, on the | 
western frontier within our own borders. All ac-' 
counts concur in proving, that we are on the eve! 
of a general Indian war. The Indian agent in 
Texas appointed by this Administration, has writ- 


of the line, distinguished in the war with Mexi- 
co, writing from the vicinity of El Paso, of the 
first of January, says: “We have had no Indian 


depredations lately; they are undoubtedly hostile || 


tous. You must send a large mounted force on | 
this frontier. . Infantry are of little use, save for | 
the moral effect of the presence of troops. You 
may lay it down as an axiom, that the Indians on | 
this frontier have to be severely whipped before they 

i 


f will respect us, and desist from their predatory at- 


tacks. We cannot puninh them without cavalry ! | 
E should think that at least three regiments of light ! 
cavalry should be raised.” I 

Such, sir, is the opinion of a distinguished offi- ; 
cer of the Infantry. Since that letter was writ- | 
ten, hostilities bave occured all along the frontier, | 
from New Mexico to near the mouth of the Rio! 
The House cannot be full 
the extent of these depredatians. i 

The Legislature of Texas at its last session, in | 
a report of both Flouses, stated, that two hundred | 
and four persons within the past year had been | 
killed, wounded, or carried into captivity, by the 
Indians in Texas alone. i 

Mr. CONGER asked, how many troops were | 
on the frontiers of Texas and New Mexico? | 

Mr. HOWARD. I believe about one thousand | 
five hundred, but I shall come to that branch of | 


the subject. presently. The President and the 


: Secretary of War have been made aware of this : 


Executive has failed to give any adequate protec- | 
tion by calling ont a sufficient volunteer force, | 
i 


although he has ample power for that purpose |: 


under the existing law. 
Mr. BURT here said that he was bound to say, | 


in justice to the Secretary of War, that he had | 


' manifested a strong interest in giving protection to ; 


the western frontier, and had recommended the | 
mounting of the infantry, which measure, he also 
understood, had the approbation of the President. | 
Mr. HOWARD. I desire to say, also, in juas- | 
tice to the Secretary of War, that he has seen and | 
felt thesnecessity of a mounted force for this ser-.| 
vice. My own opinion is, and I have, to my- 


: Self, very satisfactory reasons for it, that he has 


been overruled by the President, whose prejudice | 


against volunteers is sd great that he has declared | 


j of the posts. 


y apprised of | 


positively that hë would eall no more rangers into 
service. I have strong reasons for believing that 
we are indebted to the wisdom and firmness of 
General Brooke for the fact that we have had four 
or five companies of rangers in service for the 
protection of the frontier, and that he has kept ` 
them there against the opinion of the department. 
Up to this time, the responsibility of the blood 
that has been spilt upep the frontiers is on the 
head of General Taylor in not previding, as he 
had the power to do, an ample méunted force. 
| But hereafter the responsibility will be upon Con- 
gress, or on this side of the House, if it defeats 
a measure of protection. This is a subject which 
will not bear delay. 

| And, now sir, I come to the provisions of the 
| bill. It is well known that the President is op- 
| nosed to anything but the increase of the rank and 
file, and the mounting of the infantry. Sir, I am 
opposed to that measure, because it is totally-inad- 
equate to the service and the necessity of. the 
country. It involves a large expense without any 
corresponding benefit. What is the character of 
the foe to which this force is to be opposed? The 
western prairie Indians are all mounted—their 
warriors well mounted—who fight and commit 
depredations on horse-back, and are the most 
expert riders in the world, not excepting the Arabs 
ofthe desert. We have no foe except the savage, 
rendering a general increase of the army necessary. 
Why then increase the infantry and the artillery, 
when we have now more of that force than is of 
any utility for the service? The infantry are per- 
fectly useless bevond the immediate neigh borhood 
The Indians come down rapidly, 
commit murders, destroy and steal property, lay 


| waste the settlements, and retreat with their cap- 


| tives at full speed, on horseback. It is impossible 
for foot soldiers to come up with such a foe, unless 
you can prove that a man on foot can outrun one 
well mounted, or are disposed to assert, with Gen- 
eral Taylor, that infantry have been good troops 
“against Indians ever since the days of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. Sir, I venture to say, that if the department 
will publish its correspondence with General 
Brooke, and the officers under his command, that 
| will prove that they have urged the necessity of 
| a mounted force upon the. Administration, and the 
| propriety of rangers. I am quite certain that some 
of them have expressed that opinion to the depart- 
ment. This plan of mounting the infntray does 
not meet with the approbation of many of the ex- 


|| perienced officers of the army on the frontier. 


Itis well known that Americans, or western 
men, will not, to any extent, enlist for five years in 
the reculararmy in the timeof peace. The result of 
this increase of the rank and file, and mounting the 
| infantry, will be, that we shall get into this branch 
of the service a large number of foreigners, who 
| know nothing of frontier life, and who will be un- 
able to ride. Horsemanship is an accomplish- 
| ment acquired in youth. You cannot take men 
i who know nothing about managing a horse, and 
even by long “practice, drill them so as to render 
them efficient against expert riders. With such 
men, your dispatches of battles will be nothing 
| more than an account of riders thrown, limbs bro~ 
! ken, horses lost, and enemies escaped. It has been 
demanded how many troops there are in Texas. 
Sir, there are quite enough, if they were efficient 
cavalry, or well mounted rangers. But as it is, 
they are useless, because mainly on foot. The 
Government has so arranged the character of 
troops on the frontier, that the Treasury is sab- 
| jected to a heavy expense without any correspond- 
ing benefit. Any amount of money is extrava- 
gant when spentin a manner which must prove 
useless, or nearly so. 

I may vote for this bill, inadequate as itis, if 
nothing better can be had. Jt may afford some 
relief in overawing the Indians by an appearance 
of a force; yet, from the receni occurrences on the 
frontier, the infantry have not had that effect. It 
is unjust’ to place brave men, who have distin- 
guished-thémselvesas our infantry have, in sucha 
position. You compel them to witness depreda- 
tions and barbarities which they cannot punish. 
Such a state of things has the further unfortunate 
effect of bringing our power into contempt in the 
eyes of all the western tribes. It will not prove 
economy in the end. ` 

Notwithstanding the infantry now stationed at 
Laredo, I some weeks since received a petition, 
signed by a large number of the citizens, stating that 


{ 
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their farms and ranchos were broken up, and the 
population driven into town, to such an extent that 
the callivation of the soil had nearly ceased, and 
that there was actually a scarcity of food, with 
no prospects for a crop. 

They asked to be permitted to form a company 
of rangers, at the Government expense, to pur- 


sue the savages, and to protect: their settlements. | 


Knowing that the Secretary of War had ample 
power, under the law, | took this petition to him, 
not doubting that he would comply with its 
prayer. But, sir, he declined; and 1 referred it to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, where it yet 
slumbers. I do not state this to censure specially 
the Secretary—I know the blame rests properly on 
a higher power. a 


i have no confidence in the efficiency of any | 


troops in the pursuit of the prairie Indians, who 
are not accustomed to frontier hfe. 
of knowledge which must be acquired by habit 
and experience. Why not take men who have 
had this experience, can undergo hardships, and 
who understand the Indian character? lt will, in 
the end, prove the cheapest service to the Govern- 
ment. It is with this view that I have offered an 
amendment to strike out the bill from the enacting 
clause, aud insert a provision for raising two regi- 
menis of rangers, to remain in service so long as 
the public interests may require it. This will not 
give a permanent addition to the army. As soon 
as the Indians are chastised and beaten back, and 
the, settlements on the frontier become stronger, 
the force may be dispensed with, or disbanded. 
It will not incur a permanent expenditure; but 
there can be little doubt that the increase of the 
rank and file will be permanently fastened on the 
peace establishment, 


Mr. RICHARDSON asked if the State of 


Texas had not, at her own expense, maintained 


troups in the field against the Indians? 

Mr. HOWARD said, he understood thé gov- 
ernor of Texas had called out troops, who were in 
service fora time, and subsequently mustered out 
by the United States officers, and thatthe State was 
now asking for remuneration for money thus ex- 
pended. 5 

-Itis no objection to a measure of necessary de- 
fence, that it requires an expenditure of money. 
The only question is, whether that proposed is the 
most economical which the wants and necessities 
of the country demand. This Government is able 
to protect all its cilizens; and itis an imperious du- 
ty. The blood of our people is nat to be weighed 
against dollars and cents. Such is not the duty of 
government. Instead of increasing a useless force, 
it would be much better to disband the largest por- 
tion of the rank and fiie of. the infantry, and let 
the officers recruit a mounted force, 
on the frontier, whether they are to operate against 
the Indians, or protect our line against Mexico, are 
equally unfitted for the service. 

There is another reason why we should act 
promptly in this matter, 
late treaty with Mexico to restrain our Indians 
from incursions into that Republic. It is gener- 
ally either in going or coming from these forays, 
that the hostile tribes commit depredations on the 
frontier of Texas. At an early day in the session, 
I presented the subject of this treaty, in connection 
with frontier defence, to the House, in the shape 
of a resolution, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, who recommended that 
another regiment of cavalry should be added to 
thearmy. The obligations of the treaty in this 
respect have also been made the subject of ade- 
mand on this Government by the Mexican Minis- 
ter. And if we do not take some efficient action 
on the matter, our tables will be covered with the 
claims of Mexican citizens for property stolen 
and destroyed by our Indians. We ought to ob- 
serve this provision of the treaty; it bad much 
influence in reconciling Mexico to its conditions. 
Now it is quite easy to see, that any force which 


will be sufficient to carry out the treaty in this j; 


respect, will also protect the largest portion of our 


western frontier—that which is most exposed lies | 
In conclusion, I | 


along the frontier of Mexico. In 
do trast that this measure will receive present and 
immediate action, and not be altogether defeated 


by being seht to the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union. 


Mr. RICHARDSON expressed some surprise , 


at the opposition which had been made to this bill, 
There are settlements in New Mexico, where, as 


It is a species | 


The infantry |: 


We are bound by the | 


| itis well known, there are 'ñot to be found people 
i enough to defend them. Im some parts of the 
| State of Texas, there is a sufficiency of popula- 
j| ton; and, in the time of war, Texas was obliged 
to keep part of her own troops employed in herowh 
| defence. -The objections which had been. urged 
| against the passage of the bill had astonished him. 
He was surprised to hear the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayty,] and the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Haratson,] declare, that the pass- 
age of this bill would add seven or eight millions 
to our annual expenditures. These gentlemen 
certainly could not have taken the trouble to go 
i into any calculation when they made this state- 
ment. 
| Mr. BAYLY, (Mr. Richarpsow yielding the 


|: cisely accurate when he threw out his opinion of 


was, that every mounted company. would cost 
double the amouut of a company of foot. This 
bill gives authority to the Prezident, to mount one 
i half of our infantry; horses and equipmepts have to 
| be purchased, and, regarding all these things, he 
i knew not to what amount it might extend. 
| Mr. HARALSON said he did not, in his re- 
| marks, assert that the increase of the army provided 
for by this bill would reach to that amount of cost, 


i 
es § are ; 
i time to look into the matter. Bat his impression 
$ 
I 
i 
i 


tt 


i| dent; and ifthe President should see fit to exercise 


i would have the effect of increasing our expendi- 
i tures toa great amount. F 

| Mr. RICHARDSON resumed. If the Presi- 
ent were to increase the army to the full extent 
uthorized by this bill, every corps and company 
8 it proposes, it would then add about 4,000 men 
to our present number. The expense ofa regi- 


i 


j 
id 
la 
| a 
| 


i; ment of infantry, every expense included, is 
|; $300,000 per annum. The cost of a cavalry regi- 
i; ment, including everything, is $600,000 per an- 
: num. That is the full extent of the cost of a regi- 
ment. £ r 
| mount them, the expense will be doubled, say 
| from $300,000 to $600 000. 

Mr. HARALSON asked a question, imperfectly 
heard, relative to the additional expense of re- 
; mounting artillery. 
i 


| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 


i! companies are mounted already. It is only the 
|| infantry companies which would be required to 
! be mounted. The riflemen would be increased 
tional to a company, and the artillery would be in- 
l: creased from forty-two to seventy-four. The 
li increase of expenditure if the whole of the com- 
‘| panies were filled up to the new complement, asgen- 


I difference between the cost of a mounted regiment 
i: and the expense of a regiment of infantry, would 
reach to about $2,400,000. But itis to berecollected 
i that it is not intended that ail the companies shall 
be increased. He did not think that the whole ex- 


i 
| a million dollars. 
'} this bill did not contemplate any increase in the 


! officers of the army, but merely in the rank and 
i file. 
| officers was about eight, hundred, and of the rank 
and file between eight and nine thousand, making 
the proportion of the officers to the men as about 
The pay of the officers greatly ex- 


| 
| 
li one to ten. 


rank and file are increased, there will be found a 
| saving from the estimated cost of the pay of a 


l; regiment. 


of which could not be understood. ] 

| The difference between the employment of ar- 
| tillery and’ mounted infantry consisted in the 
| greater advantage with which the latter could he 
į made applicable to the particular service. Take 
: artillery, and it is the most expensive mode; it is 
‘not adapted to the pursuit of Indians. 
i: either take infantry, or collect volunteers, or take 
| the rank and file, or we must adopt the mode pro- 


| 
1 
| 
| 
i 
! 
i 


i companies. We want no additional officers; we 
` anly require additional men. We can then send 
ti the necessary force to the frontier, and accom- 
ii plish the object for which the bill is introduced. 


floor,) explained, that hewid not mean to be pre- | 


the amount of the cost, because he had not had ; 


|| but the bill would put it in the power of the Presi- | 


|i the authority thus given bim to its foll extent, it | 


If we take a régiment of infantry, and re- | 


Mr. RICHARDSON resumed. There would | 
| be no remounting the artillery, as the artillery į 


H 7 ; ; 
li from sixty-four to seventy-four, being ten addi- i 
i 


| pense would exceed from six hundred thousand to 
He reminded the House that | 


He stated that the present number of army | 
| ceeds the pay of men, and as in the increase only | 
[Some conversation aside here took place be- | 


tween Mr. Ricoarpson and Mr. Jones, the purport | 


We must | 


: vided by this bill, and increase the strength of the | 


: tlemen seemed to fear they would he, taking the || 


Is that-object to protect Gur frontier?» We'owe it 
such protection as at present we donot give it. 
There are only now acompany or two ih ‘Towa, 
two companies in Minnesota, and four of five? 
New Mexico. There is not a single regiment in’ 
Oregon. Ail those who have gone thither under the 

rotection of our flag, remain there without any 
protection fromus. He was indifferent as’ to ‘the 
character of thé force sent out. He thought'the 
cheapest mode which éould be desired was that 
provided in the bill. “Cat off theartillery if you 
like, and confine it to infantry, so that it: WHE pro: 
tect our frontier. OEE eae 

In relation to the last section of the bill, he de- 
sired to say a word or two. The object of that 
section was to secure the services of the enlisted 
men on the frontier. You offer two or ten dollars 
to a man in California or Oregon, and hé will not 
enlist. You enlist your men in New York, and 
carry them to the frontier. - They are not good 
soldiers, but you can’t get any other. You may 
limit the amount of bounty if you will; you may 
establish a tariff of distances, and you may ‘thus 
secure the services of the best men. That is the: 
object of this séction of the bill, and no other, If 
the bill is not perfect, perfect it; but you can do 
that as well here as in Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union. Send it to that com- 
mittee and we shall never get it back. >If it be 
wrong, it ought not to pass at alh if it be right it 
ought to pass immediately, PEAR a Hs 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, was surprised 
at the discordant character of the opposition to 
this bill. ‘The honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means (Mr. Bay.y] opposed 
the measure because of the increased expense, 
whilst every measure proposed as a substitute is , 
far more expensive than the plan proposed by the 
bill. It is everywhere admitted that the means ct 
the disposal of the President are wholly inadequate 
to the protection of the frontier, We have the 
most satisfactory evidence that the frontier settlers > 
are daily butchered with impunity, and their wo- 
men and children borne into captivity by the sav- 
ages; and we are told by the President, the Secre- 
tary of War, and hy General Scott, commanding 
in chief the United States army, that the: present 
military establishment is wholly inadequate to pres 
vent these outrages. It isthe duty of the Presi- 
dent, with the military force of the country, to 
give protection to our citizens. Protection is not 
given; and our women and children are murdered, 
or taken. captives, all along our northwestern fron 
tier and the frontiers of Texas and New Mexico. 
A portion of the army is stationed in Oregon and’ 
California, whilst in Florida a considerabie force 
is stationed to protect the settlers from the Semi- 
noles, who are in a state of actual rebellion. Our 
whole extended and defenceless frontier is in a 
quasi state of war—of savage war—war upon the 
defenceless—that seeks to accomplish its objects of 
theft, rapine, and murder, by the most treacherous, 
cruel, and savage practices. Hlow is this’ to be 
prevented? We all agree that it must be prevented’ 
in some wa A ERBE ee 

The President asks us tó give him the power to 
increase the rank and file of such of the companies 
as are serving on those frontiers to such a number 
as will make them efficient for actual Service, and 
to mount such of the infantry as the exigencies of 
the service may require. This bill proposes to 
grant him that power, Our present army !8 ore 
ganized with an eye to a strictly peace-establish- 
‘ment. The companies are reduced to forty-two pri- 
yates—a sufficient number for discipline, and the 
garrison, in time of peace, but wholly inadequate 
for active duty in the field, against a brave, treach- 
erous, and sleepless enemy, such a8 are now every- 
where hovering around, and carrying terror and 
death into our frontier settlements. 

It will be remembered that our army is less now 
than it was in 1818, in time of peace, when our 
population was not half what it now is, and our 
frontiers less than half that which we now have 
to defend. It is less than the peace establishment 
of 1815—less than the peace establishment of 1821, 
But the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means [Mr. Barzy] objects to the bill, 
because, he says, the estimates already sent in for 
the army and navy by the present Administra- 
tion, are about $17,000,000—a sum larger than 
the wholeexpense of Mr. Adams's administration. 
If this be true—and I'cannat doubt the accuracy 
of the honorable gentleman—thée fault must be 
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looked. for somewhere else, and not in the size of 
the army, for that is actually less than the army 
during the administration of Mr. Adams. [hope 
the matter will undergo a thorough investigation, 
and the evil and the extravagance traced to their 
true cause. i l 

Mr.. BAYLY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
1_beg to say to the House, that the committee of 
Ways and Means have given that subject their 
most careful and scrutinizing attention, ‘but that 
nothing can be accomplished in such matters with - 
out the codperation of the departments who are 
interested with making the estimates and calcula- 
tions. f 

Mr. HOWARD asked, if the gentleman from 
Virginia thought the present force sufficient, for 
the defence of the frontier? 

Mr. BAYLY replied in the negative. 

Mr. CALDWELL (resuming) said he did not 
doubt either the ability or fidelity of the Commit- 
tee over which the honorable gentleman presided 
with so much honor to himself and the country— 
he had no doubt they had discharged, and would 
continue to discharge, their duty. His only ob- 
ject was to show that the enormous increase in the 
estimates did not arise from the size of the army— 
for the army was now organized as a skeleton es- 
tablishment for a time of peace. ; 

Again, it is proposed by the gentleman from 
Hlinois (Mr. Hargis]’to amend this bill by sub- 
stituting new corps. The gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Howard] also offers an amendment some- 
thing similar. The plan of either of those gen- 
tlemen would be more expensive, and in the, opin- 
ion of the President, as we are informed, less ef- 
fective than the plan proposed in the bill now 
before us. By this bill we do not increase the 
number of officers; we add to the strength and 
efficiency of the army by filling up the companies, 
or such of them serving on the frontier as, in the 
discretion of the President, may be found neces- 
sary. It gives to the President also the discre- 
tionary power to mount such portions of the 
infantry as may be deemed necessary to repel and 
chastise the insolence of the savages. 

Tt is well known that those wild and warlike 
tribes on our western and southwestern borders, 
are well mounted, and the best horsemen in the 
world. Their animals are well trained, and when 
they have made their incursions, and perpetrated 
their outrages, they fly before their pursuers, fleet 
as the wind. it is worse than a mockery to send 
footmen in pursuit of them. Their jnefficiency 
but invites a repetition of the outrage. My hon- 
orable colleague (Mr. Marsuatr] inquired whether 
we intended arming the troops, thus mounted, 
with the sabre or the bayonet. lam sure, from 
that gentleman’s acknowledged acumen and mil- 
itary experience, he would not have asked such a 
question if he had-read the bill and the amend- 
ment. The amendmént to the bill proposes to au- 
thorize the President to cause such portion of the 
foot troops * to be properly equipped and mount- 
ed,’ as the exigencies of the service may require. 
This language certainly cannot be misunder- 
stond; for troops when mounted are not “ properly 
equipped,” unless armed in a manner suited to 
mounted men, 

if you adopt the other plans proposed, and.call 
out volunteers or rangers, you increase the num- | 
ber of men as much as we propose by this bill; 
and in addition add largely to the number of offi- | 
ecrs, which this bill does not, and leave our pres- 
ent gallant and scientific officers idle and useless, 
because they have no men to command. In addi- | 
tion to that, you force the President to resort to a 
kind of force that he does not want, and has, as 
we are told by thé gentieman from Texas, [Mr. 
Howarp.] distinctly repudiated. . 

The distinguished gentleman now occupying the 
White Eouse has been chosen to preside over the 
destinies of this nation, particularly on account of 
his military qualifications. He has devoted forty 
years to the profession of arms. Jt is his duty as | 
President to protect the country, and this is the | 
measure which he has called on vs to pass, to en- | 
able him to discharge that duty. If we pass it, all | 
subsequent responsibility rests with him; if we do | 
not, and the women and children of the frontier | 
are still outraged, murdered, and captured, we our- : 
selves must assume all the responsibility for that 
deplorable state of things. In conclusion, I go} 
for this measure, not because it meets my views a 


| 
i 


i 


deference to the greater experience and skill of the 


President; and because it has passed the Senate; | 


and because of the greater economy of this over 
any other plan proposed for discharging a high 
and imperative duty. 

`Mr. MARSHALL said, that the numerous 
inquiries propounded to gentlemen on the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which had not been 
answered specifically, induced him to venture one 
or two. observations. on the subject before the 
House. He. was in. favor of the passage of the 
bill, though he. had not examined its minutiz; be- 
cause he understood from the honorable chairman 
on Military Affairs, that it merely proposed to in- 
crease the rank and file of those companies of the 
regular army which were employed on our western 


frontier, and to mount the force thus increased, if |! 


such a step should be deemed proper by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. The regular annyal 
report of the Secretary of War had referred to the 
increase of the rank and file of the army as the 
best mode of augmenting the military force of the 
country; and this recommendation came to Con- 
gress endorsed by the President; or, rather, as- 
sumed as his recommendation. Jt had undergone 
an investigation by the Senate, and by the Mili- 
tary Committee of this House; and though ap- 
proved by all, it now meets with two classes of 
objectors: Ist. The public economists, who would 
refuse any increase of the army, under any pre- 


tence; 2d. Of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. | 


Howarpb,,; who proposes to substitute for the pro- 
visions of this bill, an act authorizing two volun- 
teer mounted battalions of western men—furnishing 
their own horses and equipments, under officers of 
their own selection—to be mustered into the service 
for a limited time. T'he troops of the line of the 


Army of the United States, now consist of 9,372, | 


officers ‘and men. 

Mr. BAYLY. More than 10,000. 

Mr.-MARSHALL. No,sir. If the gentleman 
will refer to the report of the Adjutant General, 
transmitted with the President’s message, he will 
find my statement exactly correct. Jt is 9 372, of 
find my statement exactly correct. It is 9.372 of 
whom 585 are commissioned officers, and 8,787 are 
non-commissioned officers and privates. This is 
the force authorized by law, and it is divided as 
follows: 


Maunted troops 2,100 
Jnfantry. oo... . 4.4864 
Artillery .cce ccc eee eons 000 62,808 

Toth deupen iada a iE 9,372 


The general returns of the army show how far 
the actual force in service comes to the number an- 
thorized by law. The same report exhibits a de- 
ficiency, according to the latest regimental returns, 
as follows: 

Authorized. Actually in service. 


Dragoons, 2 regiments,. 
Mounted rifles, 1 regime T r 
Artillery, 4 regiments. + 2,808, 
Intantry, 8 regiments........4,464. srescee ed 
Now, Mr. Speaker, we are not to conclude that 
our army contains even this number fit for duty. 
On the contrary, this is all we have when all are 
counted; and, among these, we number not merely 
the able and healthy, but those sick and disabled 
—not merely the ‘* present,” but the absent. The 
same return will show the number ‘* present and 


ii fit for duty,” at its date, which may safely he ac- 


cepted asan average of the number upon which you 


may count atany moment of time. It shows as 
‘© present and fit for duty’’?— 
Dragoons, (officers and MON,).... cece eee es ese ewes 723 
Rifles, X 3 


Total ....4. 
This number embraces all of the United States 


army ‘presentand fit for duty,” (both officers and 
men,) at the commencement of this session. All 


others who were present, were sick, or detailed for | 


extra duty, or in arrest; but the total present, fit 
and unfit for duty, was as follows : 


: Officers. Men. Aggregate. 
Dragoons .... 02... veeeee ee ae E e ANA ee -879 
Riflemen 
Artillery .. 
Infantry ...... eee cece ee eee 


7,018 


451 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you will consider the 

Y n ‘ coasts and frontiers of the United States, the inland 
the best mode of protecting the frontiers, but in || routes from the extreme. setilements of Missouri. 


7,469 


| displayed, and a regard for t 


| of 334 men to every 100 miles! 


| command? 


| moment’s notice. 
_ ions (in ail 1,200 men,) of volunteers, to be mount- 


| some 


and Arkansas across to the western possessions of 
this Government, the task imposed upon the War 
Department, and the means. provided by law for 
discharging it, can readily be contrasted; or, in 
other words, the means and ends may be at once 
compared by the most careless observer. You 
have not an army large enough to station a single 
relief of sentinels around your country! But, the 
President does not desire to increase the list of 
officers; he only asks for more men, and he will be 
willing to assume the responsibility of protecting 
the country. The question has been asked, how 
many of the men now in service have been used on 
the western frontier? A reference to the report of 
the Adjutant General will show the distribution of 
the troops at the close of the past year, and he 
(Mr. M.) would undertake to say, thatthe dispo- 
sition of the means was judicious, and highly credit- 
able to the head of the army as well as to the offi- 
cers of divisions. The rifle corps is distributed in 
the northwest; the dragoons in the south and 
southwest; the mass of the artillery police your 
fortifications, and the infantry are at your exposed 
posts on the frontiers, To Texas and New Mex- 
ico forty-five companies were sent; in other words, _ 
twenty-eight companies have been distri‘-uted to 
Texas and seventeen to New Mexico,. for their 
protection. In these companies are embraced the 
Ist, 2d, and 8th regiments of infantry complete, 
the QU regiment of dragoons complete, and five 
companies of artillery. The Ist regiment of dra- 
goons is distributed in detachments to cover,the 
western borders of Arkansas and Missouri, the 
eastern border of Texas and the borders of lowa 
and Minnesota, whilea few are disposed of in Cali- 
fornia—one only to protect the commissioner éxe- 
cuting the boundary survey between the United 
States and Mexico. The rifle regiment protects 
the routes to Oregon and California, as was de- 
signed by the law creating that corps. In this 
distribution of force, a sound judgment has been 
g fe interests of the 
most exposed positions upon the frontiers. Look, 
for instance,at the disposition of force upon the Rio 
Grande. From Point Isabel to Laredo is about 500 
miles—the Mexican frontier. On thisonly five com- 
panies of infantry are posted—not a dragoon. If 
the companies were full they would afford a guard 
Could gentlemen 
desire to be more economical? Taking Laredo as 
the point, the gentleman from Texas will observe 
that the dragoon force is disposed of to cover his 
country, upon lines exposed to the Indian frontier, 
with posts occupied by infantry at fixed positions 
upon those lines; thus leaving the mounted troops 
all disposable and hable to concentration upon 
any point the emergency may require. Could 
the Executive do more with the means at his 
The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 
Howarp,] proposes a substitute for this bill, to 
which Mr. M. said, he must pay the tribute of a 
He desires to raise two battal- 


ed on their own horses and equipped at their own 
expense, fo protect the frontiers. The President 
with forty years of experience upon his head, de- 
sires only the increase of the rank and file of the 


| existing corps, and that he shall have liberty to 
‘mount them if necessity requires. 


Suppose his 
proposition prevails, what addition will it make to 
the force? Let us see: to twenty-five companies of 
foot, thirty-two men each, is equal-to eight hun- 


; dred men—to six companies of mounted troops, 
twenty-five men each, is one hundred and fifty 


men. Or if you wiladd to-each of the forty five 
companies in Texas and New Mexico, thirty-two 
men, it would be an addition of only fourteen hun- 
dred and forty men. The President would dispense 
with officers; the gentleman from Texas would mul- 
tiply them. The matter of economy is ciearly with 
the President, though the number each estimates 
as sufficient for the purpose seems not to vary ma- 
terially. A short military experience induces me 
to say, that this Government never should raise a 
military force to enter the service, unless upon 
sudden and extraordinary emergency, 
mounted upon horses belonging to the men who 
ride them. Itis a policy which least consults the 
spirit of a true economy, and least promotes the 
ends of a substantial service. Wheh troops are 
mixed it is unjust to the volunteer; and at all 
times most ruinous to discipline. Mr. M. said, he 
commanded a regiment so mounted, in the late war; 
and were there a thousand wars, he should never 
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desire to see another accepted upon such terma. 
When the horses belong to the Government the 
animal can be turned over to a quartermaster, 
when he is unfit for service, and a sound one taken 
in his stead while he is recruited. The volunteer 
becomes disabled whenever his horse becomes 
disabled; for it will not answer to take the private 
property of a soldier who is sick, to mount anoth- 
er who has ridden his own to death, or who has so 
neglected his own as to render it unfit for service. 
The injustice of this strikes the senses of every 
man, and, in service, itis a moat serious annoy: 
ance, frequently impairing materially the efficien- 
ey of a command, mounted upon individual prop- 
erty. When the horses belong to individuals, 
volunteers, they feel the right to use them how 
they please and as they please. No stringency 
of discipline can prevent. There are a great 
many objections which might be ‘enumerated; 
but, losses occur in a thousand ways without the 
fanit of the volunteer, and he appeals fruitlessly 
to Government for relief. His case “is notem- 
braced by existing law,” or some objection starts, 
which proves sufficientto tarn him away without 
compensation for a loss he is pooriy able to sus- 
stain. Look at your office of Third Auditor, at the 
fifteen thousand undecided cases of this character, 
and they will warn you against the adoption of this 
substitute. There are a great many meritorious 
cases known to Mr. M. personally, which oc- 
curred under his own eyes, of losses for which 
Gevernment has not paid, and he verily believes 
never will pay, principal or interest. Mr. M. said 
he never wanted to see another command on that 
basis: it is neither proper for the soldier nor the 
country. But Texas is not the only frontier to be 
guarded, The substitute of the gentleman looks 
to Texas batlalions. Mr. M. was for an increase 
of force for the protection of the whole western 


frontiers—the supply of means to render all our | 


settlements safe and all our hizhways secure. 

Mr. HOWARD (interposing,) said he did not 
complain so much of the mode in which the Presi- 
dent proposed to act as that he would not act at 
all. He was for applying his favorite policy of 
“ non-action” to the western frontier of Texas, 

Mr. MARSHALL. The President used all the 
means granted, and, as has been shown, used them 
in the most judicious manner, through the military 
officers, to insure protection especially to the fron- 


tiers of Texas; and he called the attention of Con- | 


gress to the necessity of providing additional 
means, so soon as Congress organized to receive 
his message. What more could the President have 
done? Now, when the Senate has adopted the 
suggestion of the War Department, and the Mili- 
tary Committee of the House have sanctioned it, 
the gentleman comes forward with his plan, and 
proposes.to substitute his plan for that of the Pres- 
ident. 
of this kind-was large, and so was.the responsibility 
under which his recommendauans were presented. 
If he was to be held to a responsibility for every 
drop of blood shed upon the western frontiers, as 
the gentleman said he should be, at least permit 
him to have the means of meeting the dangers 
which menaced the frontiers, in his own way. If 
the gentleman meant for the President to fight the 
battle, let the President prepare the plan of the 
battle and choose his material. In this case the 
gentleman produces delay by his own suggestions, 


against the plans suggested by the great military | 


ability which all conceded to Genera} Taylor. 


Mr. HOWARD, interposing. He had reason | 


to believe the plari of the President was utterly at 


war with the opinions of officers of the army serv-` 


ing upon the frontier. Some of them had told him 
that they were in favor ofa mounted force—look- 
ing upon the infantry as entirely inadequate to the 
wants and unsuited to the nature of the service 
required. 


Mr. MARSHALL. The bill proposes to mount 


the whole force, if, in the opinion of the department, | 


the publie interests will be promoted thereby. 
The experience of the officers serving on the fron- 
tier will, without doubt, be consulted. The only 
- difference is, that the men will be mounted upon 


public horses and armed at public expense, and | 
no more will be mounted and for no longer period | 


than they are, in truth, wanted. The gentleman 
said the complaint was, that he could not have 
action. Where did the fault tie? Not with the 
President; for he (Mr. M.) had proved that the 


President used the means in his power in the 


The experience of the President in matters į 


recess of Congress, and used them not only judi- 
ciously, but with his usual ability, and that he had 

rought this matter before Congress at the earliest 
moment in his power. The records of this House 
will prove where the. fault rests, The Military 
Committee had struggled to get at this bill. while 
on the Speaker’s table, and for some time unsuc- 
cessfully. The fault was not to be attributed to 
the Miltary:>Commitiee, for he (Mr. M.) cheer- 
fully-bore testimony to the exceeding ‘anxiety 
manifested at all times by the honorable chairman 
of that. committee to get at this bill and to have 
this subject disposed of. He (Mr. M.) had ona 
former day cailed the yeas and nays upon a prop- 
osition to suspend the rules in order to-take up 
this bill, upon the assurance given by the honor- 
: able chairman of the Commiuee on Military Af- 
|i fairs that the frontiers demanded—required the 
; passage of this bill for their protection from the 
i hostilities of the Indians. Look to that vote, and 
the gentleman will know where to charge the re- 
sponsibility of “ non-action”’ in this case. Where 
are the objectors to the passage of this bill to-day ? 
The political friends of the gentleman from Texas 
are in the majority in this House, and there are 
no objections on this side of the House to action 
upon the bill. Let the country understand who 
are producing the delay, and if responsibility for 
blood shed upon t.e frontier isto be charged here- 
after upon any, let the recorded action of this 
House indicate where that responsibility properly 
rests, 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. Have not 
more adyocates for the bill appeared on thts side of 
the House, than on that to which the geutleman ; 
belongs? 


i 
| 
H 


not counted. 

Mr. CALDWELL wished further to inquire, 
whether his colleayue had listened to the very 
eloquent speech of the gentleman fromsOhio, [Mr. 
Gipoinas,} delivered upon the floor during this 
day? And if so, he would ask what his colleague 
had to say to it? 


1 


; speech referred to, and all he had to say about it 
|; was, that the gentleman from Ohio seemed to have 

forgotten much of the material part of the history 
of the West. He assumed that the back woodsmen 
of the West had never required the assistance of 
a regular soldiery, to subdue the savages who in- 
terrupted their early adventures for seulement in 
the West, and that, therefore, this bill should not 
pass. Mr. M. referred to the services of one regu- 


i 
| 
f 


Mr. MARSHALL replied, that really he had | 


|| Mr. MARSHALL said, he had heard the | 


Mr. GIDDINGS said, he was perfectly aware 
i that the army under General Wayne: was: raised 
for a particular purpose, and that it was raised 
from the farmersand back woodsamen of the Weste 
that the spies, and principal protection; and most 
efficient. part of the army, were from the weatern 
States and those western settlers. So it was with 
the army under St. Clair, and the history of the 
gentleman’s own State, the blood: winch. fuwed 
from Kentucky’s veins; should teach himwhat | 
|, his own countrymen: of the West had done and 
|i could do. He also referred’ to the forces under 
General Hull—a regular force raised ang put ur- 
i der one of our most experienced generals; which 
| was captured and surrendered before they reached 
| the frontier they were intended to protect. The 
: boys of sixteen and seventeen went upon that 
i frontier, and the savages were by these laid low 
, and bleeding in the dust. And shall the gentle- 


| 
f 
| 
i 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
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' man from Kentucky now tell me (said Mr. G.) 
, that I do no understand the history of our arms? 
: Let hêm read that history. If he is younger than 
iT, itis not my fault. [A laugh.] If he had min- 
| gled in those fights—~if he had heard the crack of 
i the rifle and the war-whoop of the Indian, he 
| would recollect it. J have some knowledyge.of the 
i history of that country, . : : : 
| Mr. MARSHALL was sorry to see the gentle- 
| man from Ohio lose his temper. .He (Mr. M.) 
i| certainly did. not covet a passage at arms. with 
him. The position the gentleman. assumed in his 
opposition to the bill under consideration, was 
understood to be this: that in the early history of 
the West, regular troops never were called to play 
‘a part, and that the settlers of the West were al- 
ways equal to the task of subduing them by their 
| own rifles. It was that position of the gentleman 
from Ohio which had elicited remark. In. his 
turn, (said Mr. M ,) that gentleman now attempts 
to teach mea lesson in the history of the West, 
and seeks to place me in the false position of deny- 
ing the gallantry of our own western backwoods- 
men, was born in the West—l belong to the 
West—I know the gallantry of the West; but f also 
know the pride of the West.’ Her people wih 
never forget the credit that is due.to those who 
! bravely assisted the West in the hour of need. 
: The laurels of the true soldier are none the less 
green, because a wreath is twined also for a com 
rade, i 

Mr. GIDDINGS explained. The gentleman 
had misunderstood him. He (Mr. G.} had as- 
serted that the main part of the defence’ of. the 
western frontier was by volunteers—the farmers 


f 
i 
i 
i 
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lar soldier who was defeated—St. Clair. He had 
been a Major Genera! in the war with England. 
But he would mention one yet more ylorious, 
: General Anthony Wayne, whose legion conu- 
' stituted part of the regular soldiery ” of the ume. 

It was, alas, too true, thata great many of the le- 
istators had forgotten them, and he much feared 


‘ao 
D 


‘of the recognition of their gallant services by the 
: country. But Wayne and his legion were regulars; 
| and in 1794 they played some part in the Indian wars 
: of the West. ¢ 
: the fourth United States infantry had some hand in 
i the fight. d 
i Taylor, who was a regular cfficer, had evinced 
some skill and courage; and if he retollected aright 
the same regular officer had, as a Brigadier, had 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


the few of that glorious band who survived were |; 
; destined to go down to their graves without a sign | 


At Tippecanoe, Colonel Boyd and | 


A Fort Harrison, Captain Zachary į 


| and hackwoodsmen there.’ He certainly did’ not 
say that no regular troops had served there © 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, let that suffice for 
the present, and let us return to the bill upon the 
table. The positions which he (Mr. M.) occupied 
: were these: first, the Executive had used the 
means at his command for the protection of the 
western frontier, and had used them judiciously; 
the distribution had thrown all to the West that 
could be spared, with justice to other points of the 
country. Second, the Executive had-calledthe 
attention of Congress to this subject at the earliest 
practicable moment.. “Third, the délay was ‘not 
atuibutable to the Executive, and that it was con- 
tinued, was-nota fault of the side of this House 
on which he (Mr. M.) occupied a seat. The gen- 
Ueman from ‘Texas asked for mounted men, and 
he (Mr. M.) had shown that the bill proposed to 


i something to do with the Indian wars in Florida. 
| Indeed, when he recollected the movements of the 


was astonished at the recollection of the gentleman 


bases on which the war began, and on which its 
glory rested, was that this Government would, asa 
matter of duty, use its military force to protect 
i western frontiersmen from the Indian incursions, 
j and would punish as an enemy any nation who 
| excited the savages to hosulities against our infant 
and exposed settlements. i 

Mr: GIDDINGS inquired of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, if, after the surrender of General Full 
in 1812, there were a hundred men, or even a com- 
pany of regular troops, on the northwestern fron- | 
tier of Ohio during that year? 

Mr. MARSHALL. : 
pinned too close down to the minute of history, and 


| for advocating the protection of the west, to have į 
|i his own scalp taken. 


troops at the northwest during the war of 1812, he H 
ii western men who can ride, to enlist for five yéars; 
from Ohio, for he (Mr. M.) thought one of the |; 


t was disagreeable to be j 
t / | why soldiers were retained in New ` England? 
i indeed it seemed that, from all sides, he was likely, |i 


mount all, if deemed necessary so to do, 
Mr. HOWARD explained. His objection was 
to the character of the force. You cannot get 


you would have foreigners who cannot ride or 
take care of their horses. The art of horseman- 
i ship was an accomplishment acquired in youth, 
‘and the western men possessed tt jn an eminent 
‘| degree. : 
| Mr. MARSHALL. The objections from the 
i other side of the chamber are as inconsistent ‘as 
they are various. To-day the President has been 
assailed, because the regular troops belonging: to 
the artillery and infantry regiments have not been 
ordered from the northern frontier and the Atlanitc 
: sea-board to Texas. One distinguished. gente- 
man inquired, with remarkable emphasis, wliy the 
troops garrisoned Mackinac and Green Bay, or 


Another desired to know why the fortili tions 
were not left under a diminished force, and’ the 
troops sent southwest. Who. are’ hese: troops ? 
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(said Mr. M.) The very: “ foreigners” the gen- 
tleman from Texas objects to! Recruits picked 
up in the depôs of the East, and. trained to artil- 
lery duty or to infantry exercises. The gentle- 
man thinks they would be of no use, even were 
they mounted, for.the art of horsemanship is 
“only acquired in youth.” Mr. M. would assure 
the gentleman from Texas, that many of the best 
cavalry soldiers in our service were forcigners— 
many of the best riders and bravest and truest 
soldiers. 
even this last objection. 
a western recruit, “tothe manner born,” with a 
view to present efficient, acclimated men, who do 
understand the art of riding, and have been used 
to the horse from their youth. So far as he (Mr. 
M.) was concerned, he was ready to vote for a 
proposition to add another mounted regiment to 
the regular service, for he verily believed both 
that measure and this bill will be found necessary. 
It can scarcely be possible to avoid an extensive 
Indian war along our western frontier. Indeed, 
he believed it was the best policy, and that true 
economy would be consulted by thrashing the 
Indians whom we acquired by the treaty with 
Mexico, until they learn the force and meaning of 
a treaty, and esteem it a precious boon, hard to 
obtain, and never to be forfeited voluntarily. As 


itis, they make and break treaties with us, as | 
We | 


they were wont to do with the Mexicans. 
shall have no security until they learn the lessons 
of wisdom in the bitter school of experience. The 


Administration having, however, called on Con- ; 


gress for an increase of the rank and file of exist- 
ing regiments only, and not for the creation of 
any new corps, he (Mr. M.) would respectfully 


submit that the best rule for the Representatives | 
of the people to pursue, is to yield to the Execu- | 


tive the amount and kind of force he demands for 
the protection of the. frontier, and then to hold 
him to the duty of affording that protection. The 
people of this country have tried the President as 
a soldier too thoroughly and too frequently, not to 


lend a confiding ear to his counsels, and when he | 


says distinctly, that with this increase of the rank 
and file only, he can “conquer a peace” with the 
Indians of the West, the country will believe him. 
If he fails, then he will have incurred the respon- 
sibility, and he is the man who will not shrink 
from it. His recommendation meets the appro- 
bation of the Senate, and of our own military com- 
mittee; it should be the plan adopted by Congress 
without any further delay. 
Mr. M. having concluded— 


Mr. CARTTER obtained the floor. The House, |! 


he said, seemed desirous to adjourn, under the im- 
pression that this bill could not be finally acted 
upon to-day. He had watched the progress of 
the bill through the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, (of which he was a member,) with some 
care, and desired to submit a few remarks upon 
it. 
of the House, whatever that might be. Person- 
ally, it was immaterial to him; and he would 
either proceed with his remarks now, or defer 
them until to: morrow, as the House might prefer. 


The House manifesting a general inclination to 
i 


go home— 

A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
and was decided in the affirmative. 

Whereupon the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 23, 1850. ` 


Mr. MASON presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Georgetown and Washington county, in 
the District of Columbia, asking an extension of 
the jurisdiction af the magistrates or justices of 
the peace in said District; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition of citizens 
Marietta, Ohio, asking the adoption of measures 
for the adjustment of international difficulties by 
arbitration; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a memorial from 
citizens of the State of Arkansas, asking that the 
raft in Red River may be removed. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition from citizens 
of the State of Ohio, asking that slavery may be 
prohibited by Jaw in the territories of the United 
States. { i 

Also, a petition. from citizens of the same State, 


But the provisions of this bill satisfy | 
It declares a bounty on ; 


He would, however, consult the disposition į 


of i! 


asking that no. State may hereafter be admitted 
into the Union whose constitution does not ex- 
pressly prohibit slavery within its limits. : 

Also,a petition from citizens of the same, asking 
that the right of trial by jury may be secured by 
law to fugitive slaves, when arrested in any other 
State than where service is claimed. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery and the slave trade may be 


| 
i 
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of Government removed therefrom, 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery may be abolished in the District 
|| of Columbia, and prohibited in ali the territories 
| of the United States; that no State may hereafter 
l| be admitted whose constitution does not expressly 
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of trial by jury allowed by law to all fugitive 
slaves. 

Also, a petition from the Pennsylvania Society 
for promoting the Abolition of Slavery, praying 
the adoption of measures. for abolishing slavery 
| and the slave trade in the United States; all of 
which were ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. CORWIN presented a petition of citizens 
of the State of Ohio, asking that the right of trial 
by jary may be secured by law to all fugitive 
slaves; and a petition of citizens of the same State, 
asking that the slave trade may be abolished in 
tke District of Columbia, or the seat of Govern- 
i ment removed therefrom; which were ordered to 
|| lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, 

Ordered, That the petition of Ziba Baker, on the files of 
the Senate, be refered to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, 


Ordered, That the petition of Robert Mitchell. on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
| ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
| communication from the Department of State, in 
| answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 9th 
| instant, calling for information as to what meas- 
ures had been taken on the memorial of the nephew 
| of General Kosciusko and Gaspard Tochman, at- 
i torneys of the heirs, reported in favor of printing 
ii the same; which was agreed to. 


| 
| 


` referred the motion to print the message of the 
President communicating information in relation 
to hostilities committed by the Seminole Indians 
during the past year, their removal, &c., reported 


to. 

i Also, from the same committee, to which was 
ii referred the report of the Secretary of State, with 
additional correspondence in answer to a resolu- 
tien of the Senate calling for instructions and cor- 
respondence of the agent employed in Hungary 
during the recent war between that country and 
| Austria, reported in favor of printing the same; 
f which was agreed to. 

| BILL ON LEAVE. 

ii Mr. PEARCE, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to direct a re- 
j| examination of the account between the United 
States and the State of Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. TURNEY gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 


of Tennessee: 


_ Mr. TURNEY submitted the following resolu 
tion, which was considered by unanimous consents 
j and agreed to: ; 


Resolved, That the editor of the Republic, a daily news- 
paper published in the city of Washington, be admitted on 
the floor of ine Senate, 


lowing resolution: 
Resolved, That a select committee of three be appointed 


Senate what alterations or amendments of the rules of the 


4) floor of the Senate. 


a 2 - ` 
| The VICE PRESIDENT suggested a doubt 
l whether the resolution was strictly in order. 


i) Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I will modify the 


N 


abolished in the District of Columbia, or the seat | r | 
|i the name of the Senator shall be written, to admit 
| 


| prohibit slavery within its limits, and the right j 


Also, from the same committee, to which was | 
|! perience, and will be our future experience, it in- 


in favor of printing the same; which was agreed jj 


troduce a bill for the relief of Capt. Nathan Adams, ` 


| ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR OF THE SENATE. | 


w 


resolution by striking out the words “appointed 
by the Chair, ” and insert the word “ raised,” and 
I hope the resolution will be now considered. 

| The motion to consider at this time was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I desire to 
| offeran amendment to the resolution, in these words: 
Strike out all after the word resolved, and insert 
| «That the Vice President be authorized to issue to 
| each Senator daily, on request, a permit on, which 


to a privileged seat in the Senate one pérson.”’ 
Mr. HALE. I shall have no objection to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina, if 
it meets the concurrence of the Senate. I have no 
doubt as to the propriety of the amendment, but Í 
should prefer that the subject should be referred to 
acommittee, as my resoiution proposes. Yet I 
should like to have a vote first taken on the amend- 
| ment. 
' Mr. ATCHISON.. Mr. President, for my own 
| part I am satisfied with the rules as they stand. If 
| the amendment prevail, it will reduce Senators to 
| this dilemma: If two or three friends present them- 
selves, Senators will have to make a selection of 
whom they willadmit. If the amendment prevail, 
| and each Senator be allowed to bring one person 
| in.addition to those who are now entitled to the 
floor of the Senate, it will virtually exclude the 
| members of the House of Representatives, for 
| whose benefit, I suppose, the rules relating to ad- 
| mission were originally made. I have heard com- 
| plaints from members of the House of Represent- 
atives, time and again, that when important ques- 


i| tions are under discussion in the Senate, and when 


| they desired, and when it is perhaps their duty to 
; attend such debates, they cannot find room here. 


i If each of the sixty Senators. is entitled to admit 
|! a person, the lobbies of the Senate will be filled, 


| and the members of the House of Representatives 
| will be virtually excluded. 1 am satisfied with the 
| rales as they now exist, if they are only enforced, 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that something of this character should be done to 
relieve Senators from the difficulty in which they 
now stand. We may be all satisfied with the or- 
dinary working of the rule relating to admission, 
if it were enforced. But while one-half of the 
| Senate regard the rule, and another half of the 
Senate disregard it, and while that is our past ex- 


volves us in constant and unpleasant difficulties. 
| We ought to have our rules right, so that we may 
be enabled tolive uptothem. I believe there is no 
deliberative assembly in the world where specially 
i distinguished persons may not he introduced upon 
i| the fonr of the Chamber. It is so in the Chamber 
ii of Deputies in France. It is so in the British 
House of Commons and in the British House of 
| Lords. It applies all over the world, But here it 
i matters not how distinguished an individual may 
| be who presents himself for admission, there is no 
mode by which hecan gettoa seatin our Chamber, 
|| except in violation of ourrules. This amendment 
|| proposes a remedy, and I do not think it involves 
| tbe difficulties which my friend from Missouri 
j| supposes. It proposes that there shall be printed 
permits, or tickets with the name of each Senator 
endorsed or printed upon them, and they may be 
in a drawer at the Vice President’s table. Ifa 
person presents himself, and desires admission to 
the floor, the Senator who is disposed to admit 
‘him will walk to the Vice President’s table and 
i request of him a permit for the purpose of intro- 
ducing Mr. A. B. Now, I take it that, under 
| these circumstances, all the multitudinous persons 
i: who hang about the Capitol will not have the face 
‘| to ask Senators to go to the Vice President and 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, E submit the fol- ii 


by the Chair, with instructions to inquire and report to the | 


nate, if any, be necessary, rclating to admission on the | 


|; formally get the permit to allow them to come on 
| the floor every day. And I give notice in advance, 
i that if they ask me I will not grantit. Ido not 
| think, however, that it will be asked. Ido not 
! suppose that the persons who hang around the 
lobbies, and with whom we may perchance be ac- 
quainted, will ask us daily to go to the Vice Presi- 
dent’s table for the purpose of getting permits to 
i| admit“ them on the floor. I do not, therefore, 
think that this system of permits will tend to fill 
the lobbies of the Senate. But l think that jt will 


seats 
especially entitled to the floor, shall present them- 
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pa 


selves to one Senator, he can admit one of them | 
by his permit; and he will have no difficulty in | 
getting one or two adjoining Senators to admit the | 
others. It seeros to me that this amendment will 
tend very much to relieve us from the pressure | 
which is around us, and it will tend very much to | 
relieve us from the inconveniences and annoyances | 
to which we are constantly subjected. I hope, | 
therefore, that the amendment will be adopted. f 

Mr. MANGUM, 1 will modify my amend- 
ment by adding after the word “ Senator’? the 
words © and the Vice President.” j 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I prefer the amend- 
ment to the original resolution. I think it will | 
only be according to the Prezident of this body an | 
equal right with Senators, which he certainly — 
ought to have. I concur perfectly in the views of | 
the honorable Senator from New Jersey. He has : 
made an excellent speech. I shall, therefore, not | 
occupy the time of the Senate. I will merely say, | 
however, that this amendment is particularly com- |! 
mended to me from the fact that it uses the term | 
“ persons” and not “ gentlemen.” Now, that will | 
authorize, and Í trust 11 was intended to authorize, | 
l; 


friends. 
and as my friend from Missouri has not yet done :| 
so, I hope that he soon will. This sort of dis- =) 
crimination must be made; this sort of responsi- | 
bility belongs to the great business of life. Sena- 
tore must take the responsibility of discriminating 
between the affirmative and the negative side of a: 
question—sometimes a very serious and iraportant 
responsibility. For my part, L must say that I| 
am surprised that my friend from Missouri should |! 
be opposed to this amendment simply because it , 
imposcs upon him the necessity of discriminating | 
between his friends of either sex. I hope, there- 
fore, that he will not persist in his opposition. 
Mr. HALE. l suggested to the Senator from 
North Carolina that I had no sort of objection to 
his amendment. 
Mr. TURNEY. The hour has arrived for the <; 
consideration of the special order. 
Mr. HALE. I am entitled to the floor. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from ʻi 
New Hampshire has the floor. 
Mr. HALE. I said that I had no objection to | 
the amendment, but | would suggest to the Sena- , 
tor from North Carolina, who proposes the amend- ! 
ment, that the objection of the Senator from Mis- 
souri can be obviated by saying that single gentie- 
men shall have the privilege of admitting two. 
That would relieve these gentlemen of the neces- 
sity of discrimination. {do not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate f hope that we shall have 
a vote taken on this question as soon as we can. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I have only a very few 
words to say. In the first place, the Senator from 
New Jersey admits that the rules are all-sufficient 
as they stand, if they are only enforced. Now, 
sir, the wisdom of Solomon might devise rules and | 
Jaws and regulations, but, unless they were en- | 
forced, they would be of no avail. I take this to | 
be a surrender of the whole ground. If the rules | 
are all-sufficient as they stand, and they are. not | 
enforced, whose fault isit? Is it the fault of the 
| 


Presiding Officer? Is it the fault of the Sergeant- 
at-arms, or is it the fault af the Senate itself? i 

A Senaror. [tis the fault of the Senate itself. | 

Mr. DAYTON. I suggested that our rules are | 
altogether sufficient for the purpose of keeping our | 
Chamber clear of the multitude that constantly H 
presents itself, but that there was siila difficulty || 
i sgetting distinguished persons admitted to the 


r 


H 


floor without some such rule as that now proposed. | 
lt is something which is usual, as I have before | 


{ 
i 


} 
j 
| 


extenda privilege within my power to. the one, as | 
| 


It does i 


Buta word in response to what fell from the |: 
Senator from Mississippi. It is an easy matter | 
for him, in the category in which. he stands—for į 
he teils us that he has a. yoke-fellow for life—to |i 
make such discrimination. But an honest bach- |! 
elor, like myseif, may be placed in a very awkward |! 
dilemma by making selections among his fair |) 
friends. i 

Mr. KING. I wish to know what is the ques- |! 
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. HALE. . To save time, I will accept that |; 
amendment in place of my original resolution. | 

The question then being on the resolution as |} 
modified — ii 
Mr. KING said: I should myself greatly prefer | 
the original resolution. The original resolution |} 


H 
H 


person each day, in order to get clear of the difti- |; 
culties which surround us. I wouid prefer that a | 
committee should examine into the subject, and | 
see what is necessary to be done. I myself have! 
seen, and see every day, many persons on the floor 
of the Senate who have no right there, and that 
leads to some complaint from others who are ex- 
cluded. How they getin } donot know. If the 
Sergeant-at-arms, under the direction of the Pre- ! 
siding Officer, were strictly to perform his duty, |! 
we should return to the good oid course of exclu- | 
ding all except those who are expressly admitted by | 
the rules of the Senate, and then there would be no | 
If the rules of the | 

i 

j 

| 


which | hope I shall not be a member, as I occupy || 
the same peculiar position as my friend from Mis- || 
souri. {Laughter.] | move, therefore, to refer the |} 
whole matter to a select committee of five, to be | 


ared to.act upon it. 
Mr. WEBSTER. 
ber. Let it be three. 


I think five too large a num- 


Mr. KING. Very well; I am satisfied with | 


three. ! 

Mr. HALE. Iaccepted the amendment of the | 
Senator from North Carolina, as a modification of ; 
my resolution, because | thought it was the wish | 
of the Senator from Aiabama that I should dosd. I 
I, therefore, ask. the. unanimous consent of the if 
Senate to withdraw my assent to that modification. 

No objection being made, the modificatian was ; 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MANGUM. 
specting this whole matter. 
lay the whole subject on the table. 

‘The motion was lost. 

The question being stated on the motion of Mr. | 
Kine to refer the matter to a committee of three— 

Mr. HALE said: The resolution itself is a ref- ;: 
erence. 

Mr. KING. My motion is not to refer the res- |) 
olution alone, but to refer the resolution and | 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from |, 
Alabama proposes to refer this whole subject to a 
committee. {Í think I will venture to say that the 
report of any committee will show that the defect 
is radical and irremediable in the present Chamber. 
Owing to the great number of Senators, resulting 
from the growth. of the country, thete are very 
meagre accommodations here, growing out of the 


I am perfectly indifferent re- | 
I therefore move to | 


| 
H] 


pre- ‘| Cuban Expedition. 
: |i ator from Tennessee (Mr. Turney] is very anx- 


| ious to proceed with his bill, and is entitled to the 


mated, without depriving the members of the 


Howse of Representatives of th 
now possess under the rule. 
The motion to refer the subject to a committee 
of three was then agreed to. ` f 
On motion, it was ordered that the committee 
be appointed by the Chair; and the Chair appointed 
Mr. Maxnevum{m, Mr. Foorr, and Mr, Hare. 


PAY OF VOLUNTEERS. 


at right which they 


arising out of the Mexican war, it was found né- 


| cessary to transfer these accounts from the account- 


ing officers to the Pay Department, and. to appoint 
paymasters to have special charge of these ac- 
counts. They are now so far closed that very few 
remain to be settled, except the accounts of men 
who died in the service. Those accounts cannot 
be settled by the Paymaster, but are now settled 
by the Paymaster and one of the Auditors of the 
Treasury. They can be more conveniently, accu- 
rately, and expeditiously settled by the Auditor 
alone, than by the present mode. The joint reso- 
lution, therefore, only proposes to retransfer the 
settlement of these accounts to the Auditor; and 
to restore the whole system of accounts to the 
condition in which they were before the special 
act of 1848 was passed. oi 

The joint resolution was then reported. to the 
Senate without amendment, and ordered to be en- 


| grossed for a third reading, and was read”a third 


time and passed. 
THE CUBAN EXPEDITION. 
Mr. YULEE. Iwill state to the Senate that it 


| is my desire to obtain a vote upon the resolution I 


'| appointed by the Chair, in order to take the whole | submitted the other day on the subject of the 


|| subject into consideration, so that we may be 


But; inasmuch as the Sen- 


occupation of the morning hour with it, and as.it 
is desirable that the resolution should pass, with 
the assent of thuse gentlemen who take an interest 
in the matter on both sides, I propose that it be 
now taken. up and, passed without discussion, in 
the shape in which it was originally introduced, to 
which, [ believe the Senator from Wisconsin, 
{Mr. Waxker,] who offered the amendment, as- 
sents. When an answer is made to the resolution 
by the President, as I bope it will be at an. early 


© day, discussion can be resumed if it is desired. “ 


The motion to take up the resolution was agreed 
to, Mr. WALKER withdrew his amendment, and 


u the resolution was adopted. 


PATENT LAWS, 
On motion by Mr. TURNEY, the Senate re- 
sumed ‘the consideration of bill No. 200, being 
‘An act to amend an act to promote the progress 


iof the usefal arts.” 


Mr. TURNEY.- I would ask the Senator from 
Kentucky, the chairman of the select committee 


| of thirteen, to agree to the postponement of the 


consideration of the compromise bill until two 


© o’elock, by which time, I think, we can dispose 
of this bill. 
: Louisiana, who has the floor on that subject; and 
© also the Senator from Virginia, who-:desires to 


I will say that the Senator. from 


follow him, would be accommodated by 
rangement. : 
_Mr. CLAY. For both the considetations men- 
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tioned by the Senator from Tennessee, I will 
postpone calling up the regular order of the day 
until two o'clock, by which time I hope the dis- 
posal of this bill will realize his anticipations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
striking out the fourth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and 
ninth sections. 

Mr. NORRIS. I made a motion yesterday, 
which.was so modified as to strike out these 
various sections of the bill. As the question has 
not yet been taken, I will now withdraw that 
motion, and substitute several amendments; and if 
they are adopted, I shail vote for the bill. 

The motion to strike out was accordingly with- 
drawn. 

Mr. NORRIS. I move to amend the fourth 
section by adding the following proviso: 

t Provided, ‘That this section shall not be so constraed as 
to authorize the delay or postponement of the hearing of the 
decision of the Commissioner, by reason of any notice which 
shall have been given subsequeut to the day fur which such 
hearing shall be appointed.?? 


Mr. TURNEY. [hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. My first objec- 
tion to this section is, that it is a mingling of re- 
issuing with the extension of a patent. They 
have been treated alike in debate here, and, from 
their juxtaposition in the bill, it is not much to be 
wondered at that they should have been treated as 
though they were the same; but they are very dif- 
ferent things. 

Mr. TURNEY. To relieve the Senator from 
the necessity of debating this subject, I am willing 
that that section of the bill shall be stricken out. 
Time is vastly more important than any amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall not occupy much time, I 
assure my friend from Tennessee, in the general 
discussion of this bill. The reissuing of a patent 
is nothing more than an amending of the specifica- 
tions so as to make them exactly conform to what 
was originally invented or discovered. The ex- 
tension of a patent is a totally different thing, and 
they cannot be treated together intelligibly. I 
should prefer to have the whole section stricken 
out, because its provisions are, in my opinion, 


wrong so far as it relates to the reissuing of the į 


patent; and so far as its provisions relate to the 
extension of a patent, they are the same as the 
present law of the office. 

Mr. BADGER. Ido not wish to “make any 
remarks with respect to this particular amendment, 
but to state what perhaps I should have stated be- 
fore, in reply to an objection made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hare j 

One of the sections of this bill which is objected 
to provides that certain notices shall be given, and 
certain preliminary proceedings shall be had before 
a patent shall be extended, either by a private bill 
or by an application to the Patent Office; and pro- 
vides that if the patentee shall be guilty of any 
neglect or any concealment, or shall not pursue the 
directions given by this law, he shall not only be 
deprived of the benefits of the patent issued by the 
office, but also of the benefits conferred upon him 
by the private bill. 

The Senator from New Hampshire seems to 
suppose that there is something very extraordinary 
and even alarming in committing such authority 
as this to a court of justice. What I want to say 


is, that { think the Senator is laboring under an | 


entire mistake. A private bill is looked upon but 
in the nature of an assurance. It is a proceeding 
which regularly ought not and does not bind the 
rights of those who are not concerned in it; or, in 
the language of the law, “ parties to it.” 

In England, besides a vast variety of regulations 
made by the two Houses for the purpose of pre- 
venting, as far as possible in anticipation any case 
of obtaining an improper bill, by reyuiring a ref- 
erence to the judges before whom the parties are 
to appear and furnish proof, it must be referred to 
a committee of the Lords with proof. It is cus- 


tomary to insert a general saving clause in every | 
private bill, that it shail not affect the rights ofany | 
person or persons except those who are named in | 


the bill. 


But what I wish to call the attention of the Sen- | 


ate to is this, that, without this practice of intro- 


ducing such saving clause, itis, I think, a clear | 


and undoubted rule in the English courts that a 
private bill may be annulled for fraud, false sùg- 
gestion, or fraudulent concealment, in the: same 
way as any other private title. Because, although 


the power and authority of Parliament is para- 
mount there over all vested rights, yet Parliament 
is never understood to authorize an act which will 
affect the private rights ofany person whose name 
is notin the bill. LHence, not only is it the doc- 
trine, but it has actually been done upon a bill to 
relieve parties whose rights were affected by pro- 
ceedings in the court of chancery, upon the ground 
that the bill was procured by fraud or concealment. 
‘Therefore, without any question as to the particu- 
lar modifications of this bill, Lthink it is a just pro- 
vision that, if .a notice is required—and Í do not 
go into the question whether ii is required or not— 
but if it is required to be given to the Patent Office, 
l think itis equally proper and right that it should 
be required to be given, if the party chooses to 
come here for a private bill instead of going to the 
Patent Office, and that a failure to do so should be 
attended with the same consequences in the one 
case as in the other; that he shall lose the benefits 
secured to him by the bill exactly as he will lose 
the benefits secured to him by the patent. It is 
not, and cannot be the intention of Congress to 
destroy the rights of an individual, because a third 
party has not taken the steps which the law re- 
quires. 

Mr. NORRIS. I moved this amendment asa 
compromise between the chairman of the commit- 
tee and myself. I still entertain the opinion which 
I had when t submitted the amendment; but as 
Senators seem to think it will be prejudicial, E will 
withdraw the amendment, and renew the motion 
to strike out the 4th section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will 
then be on striking out the 4th section. i 

Mr. TURNEY. It is of but little importance. 
It only provides for a different mode of communi- 
cating notices. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, NORRIS. There are other amendments 
which I wish to propose. The first is to strike out 
in the fifth line of the sixth section the words 
‘such’ and “is.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish further to amend the 
sixth section, by striking out all after the word 
“ he,” in the eleventh line, and inserting -the fol- 
lowing, to the end of the paragraph in the fifteenth 
line, viz: 

“« Knows. or is informed of all parties interested in such 
patent, either as pittentees, as-ignees, or under any license 
or contract, and give such notice to those residing withuut 
} su-h district as shat! be ordered by the court.” 

«(fs informed or knows, or can be ascertained at the Pat- 
ent Office, of all persons inte ested in such patent, either 
as patentees, assignees, or under any license or other con- 
tracts, and shall give to all persons so interested such no- 
tice of the suit as the court shall order, affording them a 
reasonable time to appear and defend.” 


Mr. TURNEY. As l understand the amend- 
ment, l think 2 is an improvement to the bill. It 
will enlarge the obligauon to give notice to the 
patentee, and it obviates some of the objections 
which have been made to the bill, and makes it 
| more acceptable to myself. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I now move to strike out the 
sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth sections of the 
bill. My objections Í stated yesterday, and al- 
though the amendment of my colleague obviates 
a portion of the difficulty, it by no means makes 
the section suchas we should pass into a law; for 
the fact will still exist that there is no provision 
made by which these suits may not be going on 
at the same time in every district court in the 
thirty States of the Union, and the door is open 
for collusion, The bill is defective in this par- 
ticularly, that there is no provision made fora con- 
tribution of money by those who receive the ben- 
| efits of this litigation. Some of those interested 
| may live in parts remote from the patentee, and 
the amount of their interest may be too small to 
induce them to defend the suit, which, in conse- 
quence, may go off in default. If another person 
thinks it worth while to defend it, he will be sub- 
jected to the whole expense of this tedious liuga- 
tion, and those who hold perhaps forty-nine ff- 
Heths of the patent right will receive forty-nine 
fiftieths of the benefit and pay none of the expense. 
‘hen the provision is unequal in other respects: 
for while there is a provision that a decixiun by 
one circuit court may annul the patent, there is no 
provision vice versa, by which if the patentee pre- 
vails in his suit, his patent shall be held to be 


i good in all cases, and shall not again be called in 


question. He may be subjected toa trial in every 
State and every territory of the Union, in which 
the patent may be called in question, and though 
he succeeds in twenty-nine States, yet, if in the 
thirueth it may be decided against him, his patent 
will be null and void, for ought that appears in 
this bill. 

Although the Senator from North Carolina 
thinks I have entirely misapprehended this matter, 
he.has failed to convince me that this power does 
not existin every State in the Union, and that the 
circuit courts will not have a supervision over an 
act of Congress, and will not be authorized to 
make inquiries into the propriety of the passage 
of such an act, with regard to the preliminaries, 
such as giving notice in the manner prescribed, 
before the act was passed. | apprehend the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina will find no authority 
either in law or equity by which such broad pow- 
ers as these have been conferred on any court. F 
apprehend it will be found the other way, that 
when a legislature has made, nota public but a 
private grant to an individual, and it shall turn out 
that a majority of the legislature were bribed to 
make the grant, the State cannot resume the grant, 
though that fact should be proved. } am willing 
this should be modified so as to effect the honest 
purposes which the chairman of the Committee on 
Patents has in view in this bill; but 1 think if it 
passes as it is now, its practical operation will be 
to repeal the whole patent law. A patent would 
not be worth the parchment on which itis written; 
it will be entirely valueless. It will subject the 
holders of patents to a system of harassing suits, 
got up anywhere and everywhere, and by any one 
who may chovse to test an individual’s rights. 
There should be some definite and fixed tribunal 
to which an individual might resort to try this 
right. But he will now most probably resort to that 
tribunal which will be most harassing to the. per- 
son whom he seeks to sacrifice by this system of 
litigation, For these reasons | am opposed to 
these features of the bill. I look upen itas dan- 
gerous and alarming, and as calculated to makea 
tundamental, and, to my mind, a destructive alter- 
ation of our patent laws. Instead of improving 
these laws, it will make them utterly useless and 
worthless. ft seems to me that if anything of 
this sort be done, it should be done by some cen- 
tral board, for instance the Supreme Court of the 
United Siates, or something of that sort; by some 
definite and fixed tribunal which might be ap- 
pointed, to which parties wishing to litigate for 
decisions of this sort might resort, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Lhavean amendment of 
that sort which I propose to submit, 

Mr. HALE. | ‘The Senator from Kentucky sug- 
gests that he has an amendment of that kind; [ 
will therefore give way and allow him to offer it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l propose to amend by 
striking out that part of the bill which gives the 
power of trial to the circuit courts, and inserting 
the ‘t Circuit Court of the District of Columbia.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has already 
been stricken ovt and a substitute adopted. 

Mr. TURNEY, That portion of the bill can 
be amended after it is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I am on the floor I 
willtake oceasion to submit a few remarks, and 
then wash my hands of it, so far as | am con- 
nected with the bill. I believe the public genti- 
ment of the country is in favor of securing to in- 
ventors and patentees everything they are honestly 
entitled to. { am for that; but there is danger 
apprehended by many, and | believe there is a 
foundation for their apprehension, that there is a 
system of fraud going on by which patents are 
sometimes improperly procured; and, if not im- 
properly procured, that they are improperly re- 
newed; and that under this system a great many 
persons are applied to, and money is exacted from 
them improperly, by those who claim to have a 
bona fide patent, when really they have no such 
thing. Itis very important to secure the rights of 
the people of the country at the same time that 
you secure the rights of the patentee; and | pro- 
pose to secure them in this way. In the first 
place, there is no limitation upon the right to ob- 
tain a reissue of a patent, or an amendment of its 
specifications, which are enlarged, according to the 
belief of the country, in many instances so as to 
make the renewed patent embrace many things 
more than the original patentee was eniitled to. 
There is no limitation to procuring a renewal of this 
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patent. Now, I propose to insert in one of the | 
sections of this bill a limitation, and to say that 
these applications shall not be made for more than 
four years from the date of the original patent. “I 
have had conversations with several individuals, 
and my original conviction was that two years 
would be long enough. They said to me that two 
years would not answer, aud they reasoned in this 
way. They say that suite for the violation of a 
patent will be brought, and that it will take a year 
or two to bring these suits to a final decision, and 
finally it will be decided against the holder of the 

atent, upon the ground that the specifications 

ave not. been sufficiently definite and comprehen- 
sive to embrace all the invention; and then they 
say there should be some little time allowed to 
amend their patent. I am willing to extend the |, 
time to four yea:s from the date of the original i 
patent; and I think if they cannot in four years | 
ascertain with sufficient certainty whether their | 
patent embraces the true inventions—I mean the || 
descriptions and specifications—if the court decide |! 
against them, they should be estopped from ma- | 
king further amendments. I shall therefore pro- 
pose to make that amendment to the bill. | 

In the next place, I believe that ail the difficulties | 
which have heretofore arisen, have grown out of || 
the thirteenth section of the act of 1836, which 
gives to the Commissioner of Patents the right, 
by making renewals or reissues, as they are called, | 
to enlarge the specifications so as to embrace more 
matter than the inventor was entitled to. That is 
the difficulty. Now, sir, I pfopose to get clear of 
that difficulty by repealing thé. thirteenth section, 
and then leave it to the operation of this bill, 
which tne Senator from Tennessee has introduced, 
and fur which he is entitled to so much credit. It 
seems designed to cure the evils under which the 
country labors. 

My next and last amendment is to confine the 
Operation of those sections of the bill which are 
objected to by the Senator from New Hampshire 
to the Circuit Court of the District of Columbia. | 
{think, Mr. President,that if you allow all thecircuit 
courts of the various States of the Union, at one 
and the same time to be taking cognizance of the 
efforts made to repeal a patent, you will produce | 
an anomalous state of things, and one very injuri- 
ous to the parties. In the first place, you will ; 
have to multiply your depositions and your proofs 
in every court in the country. You cannot trans- 
fer proof from the circuit court of Kentucky, or 
from the distriet court, to the circuit or district 
court of New Hampshire. I have already re- 
marked that these trials will all be going on at the 
same time. You may, therefore, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, have thirty distinct bills pend- 
ing in thirty different States, all in relation to the 
same matter, and depositions and proofs in the 
thirty States will have to be taken at the same | 
ume. 

That would be an extreme view, I admit, but it 
is a posxiblé view. But this is not all. There 


in a patent which I know to be fraudalent; one, if | 
you please, which I know could not be properly sus- 
tained by any judicial tribunal investigating all the | 
facts. Now, with a fraudulent disposition towards | 
the community, I have nothing to do but to get 
up a sham suit against the patent, and then, by 
abandoning the suit, permit a decree to go out 


y section of the country. But if you wanta 
fall and fair investigation as to the validity of a 
patent, and as to whether it is worth anything or 
not, you ought to have the investigation made at 
the ‘point most accessible to all the information 
upon the subject, not only with regard to matters 
of fact but matters of law. And where can you 
get that done so advantageously as in the District 
of Columbia, convenient to the Patent Office, 
where you can call upon the examiners and offi- 
cers of the Patent Office to get information with 
regard to the originality of the invention? 


inm 


with the subject to carry them before the court for 
investigation. 
this District, from the advantages of its situation, 
which would enable you to secure information 


upon almost every branch of law and science better | 


than anywhere else. 

* Allow me to state that this is one of those sub- 
jects which 1 doubt whether men of my profession, 
and those who occupy seats upon the benches of 
the country, are in general best qualified to decide. 
I think they will stand in need of all the best lights 
they can obtain to enable them to investigate the 
originality of any invention which they may have 
occasion to try. That information can all be ob- 
tained at the Patent-Office. Now, l perceive this 
bill, perhaps in view of the very things which I 
suggest, proposes in some parts of it that all the 


letters and correspondence which may take place, | 
and all the suggestions which pass between the | 
inventor and the officers of the Patent Office shall i 


be filed and kept, and that they shai! be transmitted 
to any court where an investigation is made, and 
used as evidence, just as the originals would be 
used as evidence, if they could be given. Now, 
you may send all this correspondence and all these 
papers, but unless you have competent individuals 
to explain the different parts of the machinery; 
unless you have scientific mechanics, and per- 
haps practical mechanics, to show the operation 
of every principle to the court, and then contrast 
these principles as applied to similar inventions in 
time past, it will be almost impossible for a court 
or a jury to come to a safe and satisfactory con- 
clusion. 
sides is the object sought by this bill, of which I 
have no doubt, there should be a proper central 
tribunal to settle all questions of this kind, with 


the privilege of an appeal to the Supreme Court of || 


the United States. 

One word more. You have already made it the 
duty of the Chief Justice of the District of Colum 
bia to settle these matters, when proof is presented 
to him according to law. He is presumed to have 
all the necessary information to dispose of appeals 
taken from the Commissioner of Patents. You 
have, therefore, if my amendment prevails, a tri 


bunal which, from the laws as they now exist,and || 


from past practice, is better adapted to become 


| acquainted with subjects of this sort, and is pre- 


sumed to be better acquainted than the district or 
circuit courts can be, scattered ‘as they are over 
thirty States of this Union. . , 

1] would have preferred that all these difficulties 
should have been considered by the committee, 


Here : 
you have all the law and those best acquainted | 


You could have opportunities in| 


It seems to me that if fairness on both | 
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ent Office Department. “All E wish to-say at this 
time is, that’ when a bill comes, and amendment 


after amendment, and ‘alteration after alteratio 
made, it becomes necessarily a ‘piece of- pate 
work, for it is impossible for those who moye 
Insert words and sentences to give the whale th 
order and harmony which is desirable to: carry 
into effect the purpose designed. J regard this 
; law as one of great importance, and think it ought 
| to be prepared with a great deal of cate. As: 
{| there seems to be much difference of opinion as: 
to what this bill should be, E will suggest that it 
should be recommitted and taken into.a new draft. 
I rose simply to offer this suggestion, and Iwill 
add, that after the various suggestions which have. 
‘| been made, and the amendments which have been 
proposed, I think it is but reasonable to think ahat’ 
the bill may be much improved in style, ‘arrange~: 
|| ment, and probably in matter. I shall not, how-* 
|i ever, make the motion without the approbation 
|| Of the chairman. It. is certainly most desirable 
ij that a law intended to defiNe important interests 
|; Should be lucid and just in all its:provisions. f 
ij Mr. TURNEY. Tam by.no-means wedded ito 
| this bill, Mr. President. On the contrary, 1 desire 
j to have it altered or remodeled by whatever imë 
i| provements may be deemed to be necessary. I 
i| believe the principle involved in the bill is a very 
| important one, affecting the interests of the coun- 
| try generally, and particularly those engaged in 
manufactures and agriculture, in’which branches 
most patented implements are used. - : 
Now in relation to the idea suggested by my 
‘| friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Unpzrwoop,] as to 
ii trials on scire facias inthe District of Columbia, F 
| have had it under consideration, but 1 did not 
li : r. : . n . 
| think favorably of it. There are many objections 
|, to it which present themselves to my mind. In 
.| the first place we find’ that in the Supreme Court 
|| here there is very considerable litigation going on 
iiin other branches of business throughout the ` 
|| United States, and if you concentrate the whole’of 
|| the business of this kind in the District of Colam- 
| bia, in addition to the business which is before that 
| court, {doubt very much whether that court could 
|i possibly perform ‘its duties, even if it sat every 
i day in the year, Sundays excepted. I do not 
| know the extent of the litigation: which is im pros 
ij cess throughout the Union in reference to patent 
|; business, nor have Ithe means of ascertaining to 
| what extent it would add to the labor of the courts 
| of this District. Besides, 1 had believed that to 
concentrate all of this business. within the District 
ji of Columbia would create a degree of jealousy 
ij and complaint on the part of inventors, on the 
ii part of the contestors of patents, and especially on 
the part both of witnesses and counsel. It ‘would 
|| be exceedingly inconvenient to force them-to-comé 
here from remote parts of the Union ‘to try. their 
lawsuits, where they would have to employ coun- 
ji sel with whom they are not acquainted, to be 
i thrown among strangers,and altogether to be placed 
i ed in asituation of difficully aud embarrassment 
H which would not arise were the case to be tried itt 
|) the several States of the. parties litigant. How- 
i| ever, if it is thought expedient to adopt this course 
Tam far from opposing it. Nay, 1 would even 


i 
i 


ji 


of this proceeding, and exhibiting it all over the | 
country, showing that the patent was false, and 
that the case was so clearly made out that the | 
plaintiff was ashamed of it, and abandoned the | 
cause, does not everybody see how such a record, | 
fraudulently made up, might operate to the advan- 
tage of the person who had obtained it, and enable | 
him to extract money from a credulous com- |! 
munity? 

That is one of the difficulties now complained of l 
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against it, or even a non-suit. Taking the record | 
i 
i 
t 
| 
| 
i 


upon a recommitment of the bill tothem.. I think be willing to make the experiment_rather than 
the committee will be much better able to arrange | that the bill should not pass at all. Yet I feel as- 
and dispose of them, having heard the various |, sired that if the bill should pass with such a pro- 
views which Senators have given, than we can do || vision, at the very next session of Congress we 
here in our places, by the crude amendments pro- |; should have petitions and remonstrances pouring 
posed here, drawn up, perhaps, upon the spur of į; in from every quarter either to repeal the act, or 
the occasion. I would prefer that course now, | So to amend itas to make the law as it is now pro- 
but I will not make the motion. I will content | posed. I can conceive of no reason why we 
myself with proposing this amendment, and at a if should confer jurisdiction here exclusively on this 
proper time endeavoring to procure the assent of | class of cases and not on all other subjects of lit- 
the Senate to its adoption. ; i igation. Why should a party come ‘here from 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I would sug- | Maine to try the validity of his patent, when there 
gest to the Senator frem Tennessee that the object / is in that State a United States district court, as 
of the bill is to correct errors and to supply defi- |, well qualified to adjudicate on his rights as any 
ciencies in the present law relating to patents. It |; court you could institue in the District of Ca- 
in fact touches vital interests. I deem this bill, | lumbia? There the parties reside. There resides: 
therefore, as a measure of considerable importance, || the patentee himself, or his assignee, whichis the 
and one which is demanded by the exigencies of i same thing. . There they both reside, in ihe. same 
State, and peradventure in the very: neighborhood 


the country. It is in many respects quite neces- | 1 eigh bor! 
sary to a safe and just admivisiration of the Pat- i| of the court. There; too, reside the witnesses who 
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are to give evidence, and there are the counsel 
with whom the parties are wellacquainted. There 
they are in a situation in which they can attend 
to a lawsuit with mach less difficulty and expense 
than if they were under the necessity of. coming 
into the District of Columbia. And, again,if we 
are to act:upon the supposition that the circuit and 
district courts of the United States are not com- 
petent to iry cases of this kind, then I say that 
the same supposition: would apply to any court 
which could be erected for this purpose in the’ 
District of Columbia; and if it is proper and expe- 
“dient and necessary toa full and satisfactory ad- 
judication of this class of cases to select men of 
higher capacities and: acquirements ard learning 
than the ordinary lawyer, why then create a sepa- 
rate district judicial tribunal for the express pur- 
pose.of trying eases arising out of patent rights. 

Sir, as have already remarked, | believe it to be 
important that something should be done on this 
subject, whereby you can test the validity of pat- 
ents without multiplying the laws relating to 
patents, and putting both parties to so much trou- 
ble and expense, which, in many instances, are 
ruinous to them. By the adoption of scire facias it 
may be settled at once. But the Senator objects 
to it because, forsooth, if the decision shoald be in 
favor of the patentee, although it is known to all 
the world, yet another party may cause a seire 
facias to be issued for the purpose of again testing 
the validity of the patent, and that the first judg- 
ment would not be conclusive between the patentee 
and the second party. itis true, Mr. President, 
that this first judgment may not be binding, and | 
would not be willing to make it. binding without 
an appeal. 1 would leave a question of this kind 
to be decided as all other legal questions are de- 
cided; but I would not make the first judgment con- 
clusive, because by doing so you may hold out 
inducements to a man who has ajfraudulent patent 
to go and have a lawsuit with a friendly neighbor, 
and thus perpetrate fraud upon the community. 
But, sir, I hold that in most instances the first 
decision would be canclusive; for if there should 
be a fair trial, there are few men so reckless of their 
own interest as to institute a second suit, the costs 


of which would inevitably fail upon their own | 


shoulders. All the evidence being produced that 
it might be possible to produce, and a fair trial 
being had, no man would be so reckless of his own 
interest as to try a question of the kind a second 
time; and the community no doubt would acqui- 
esce in the judgment. if, however, any remedy 
cin be sugzested which would prevent collusion 
between the patentee and others, so as to give 
validity to a patent which would not otherwise be 
valid, I will accept that remedy. | 

Having made these few remarks in relation to 
the argument of the Senator from Kentucky—for 
I approve of ail he has said with one exception— 
as I said before, I'am willing to take such amend- 
ment rather than lose the bill. I am perfectly 
willing, as suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, to have the bill recommitted, if it be 
deemed necessary; but it seems to me that we can 
pass as well now upon this bill as at any future 
period; for Í cannot perceive that any beneficial re- 
sult can accrue from its recommittal, unless the 
recommittal be accompanied with instructions 
expressive of the sense of the Senate as to some 
principle to. be incorporated in the bill, or some 
other principle to be excluded from it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am quite satisfied, Mr. 
President, that if this bill should be passed in its 
presen: shape, it would defeat the purpose of the 
committee by whom it has been reported; that it 
would subvert the prtent jurisprudence of the 
country, and practically abolish the legislation 


which has been matured through a period of sixty | 
years for carrying out that beneficent provision of | 


the Constitution whieh authorizes Congress ‘to 
provide for the encouragement of the useful arts by 
securing te inventors the benefit of their discover- 
ies for a term of years.’’ Nevertheless, I do not 
think it at all singular that the provisions of the 
bill are found, as.with due deference I think they 
are, crude and unsatisfactory. This arises, there is 
no doubt, from the peculiar delicacy and the pecu- 


liar difficulty of all legislation and of all adjudica- 


tion touching this important subject. 

lt has been said by very high authority, and has 
been admitted by every judge and every jurist who 
has had occasion to administer the Jaw of patents, 
that it constituted the metaphysics of legal science. 
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| This difficulty arises chiefly from the circumstante- 


that itis easier for even a plain and unlettered man 
to invent a useful machine, or composition, or 
preparation of matter, than it is for him, or even 
the most scientific philosopher, to describe the in- 
vention he has made with such accuracy and pre- 
cision as to distinguish it from other things that 
were known before, and thus point out what was 
old, and not the object of protection, and that 
which is new, and therefore the object of the care 
of the Government. ibe 

The experience in Great Britain on this subject, 
from the time when patents received the favor of 
Parliament under James I. down to 1836, was an 
experience of continual and perpetual disappoint- 
ment of the policy of the Government in fostering 
invention, The greatest and most useful inven- 
tions in that country were those which were con- 
tinually defeated by reason of the application of 
technical rules and principles in the construction 
of patents. Arkwright’s great invention, certainly 
one of the most beneficent inventions of any age, 
was lost to him for that reason. 

The same experience was encountered in the 


it was a very general sentiment that the system of 
patent jurisprudence had signally failed. Shortly 
before that time a decision was made by Mr. Jus- 
tice Thompson, at the circuit, which was after- 
wards affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which permitted the amendment of letters 
patent by the correction of the specification when 
it was insufficient upon judicial investigation. The 
same principle was adopted in England in 1836, 
and in that way it was incorporated into the legis- 
lation of both countries. ‘This is the law, as it 
now stands, for the reissue of letters patent. 
About the same period a change came over the 
disposition and temper of judicial authorities in 
England and in the United States. Instead of en- 
couraging technical objections to the defeat of meri- 
torious patents, they have, in both countries, since 
the date I have mentioned, adopted the principle 
of sustaining patents, as far as it could be done by 
liberal and fair interpretation. Nevertheless, I 


the professional duties relating to this subject; and 
that experience has leftupon my mind this general 
conviction: that a worthless patent is never inva- 
ded; that of good patents, five out of eight are ren- 
dered worthless and unavailing by litigation; that 
there is no highly valuable patent which can re- 
ward the inventor within the term of fourteen 
years, because of the ruinous delays and expenses 
of litigation in maintaining it; and that, therefore, 
an extension of:such patents becomes unavoidable 
to carry into effect the just policy of the Govern“ 
ment, while such extensions always operate harshly 
and severely in continuing a monopoly which is 
felt with much reason to be oppressive upon com- 
petitors in the arts. 

Under. these circumstances we have all seen— 
everybody has seen—that it would be desirable 
to modify our judicial system so that we should 
have but one proceeding whereby to test the valid- 
ity of letters patent, and thus quiet the title of the 
inventor. 
be a fit proceeding for that purpose. But its adop- 
tion in the shape presented by the present bill 
would be attended with this difiiculty—that while 
the patentee stands alone, he is opposed by combi- 
nations of all the infringers of his patent throughout 
the United States. [ie cannot maintain his title 
and secure just protection for his property with- 
out incurring the expense and the delay of litigation 
with the infringer in all the judicial districts of the 


available to the same infringers, in the same courts, 
it would be resorted to by them throughout ail the 
same judicial dirtricts, and thus double litigation 
already ruinous.. In other words, the patentee 
prosecutes now, as plaintiff, the infringers through- 
out the United States at ruinous cost and expense. 
Pass this bill, and give the defendants severally a 
scire facias, and they would bring suits against 
him as numerous as those he is now maintaining 
against them. The consequence would be that 
patents which are’ now worthless, by reason of 
excessive hazards and losses of litigation, would 
be rendered tenfold more worthless by the increase 
of that litigation..And if we can so modify the 
system that the litigation should be arrested and 
confined to a single issue, in which all parties 


might participate, and which should be confined to 


United States until the same period; and I believe | 


have had some little experience for some years in | 


The scire facias has been conceived to | 


thirty States; and the scire facias being a remedy | 


one place, we should perhaps secure the objects 
we all have in view. Whether this can be done 
or not, is a question which ought to engage the at- 
tention of the committee if the bill should be re- 
committed, as trust it may be. i ‘ 

With a view to justify my own vote against this 
bill in its present shape, or my vote for recommit~ 
ting it for further consideration, I have drawn up 
‘an amendment, which I do not claim to be perfect 
or complete, but which will suggest certain con- 
siderations to the attention of the committee. E 
propose, then, to insert at the close of the sixth sec- 
tion these words: 

“c But only one such proceeding for the repeal of letters 
patent shall be pending at one time; and until the letters 
patent shall kave been judicially repealed, they shall be 
i held conclusive evidence in all cases of the question of the 
originality of the invention therein described.” 


My object is to suggest the institution of one 
judicial proceeding or trial to determine the validity 
| of any one patent. This will give the patentee 
only one place at which to appear for the mainte- 
nance of his rights; and the bill should be soamend- 
| ed as to summon and invite all persons opposing the 
patent to appear and arrest it if they can, and until 
it should be arrested the letters patent should be 
deemed to convey and assure to the inventor just 
that title which they import on their face—the 
exclusive use of the invention. 

It is right that they should have this under our 
| present system of patent legislation, if it be hon- 
i estly and effectually administered, because it pro- 
i hibits the granting of any letters patent until it has 
| been ascertained by the Government itself, upon 
| due examination, and under the highest responsi- 
t 


bilities, that the invention claimed is truly original 
on the part of the applicant. The object should 
be to make the title absolute until it is repealed, 
and to make it absolutely void when it has been 
repealed. Iam aware, as Í have already said, of 
the difficulty which attends this subject. Iam by 
no means willing to say that this amendment is 
practicable in all respects, or that it would obviate 
the difficulties complained of; but if it shall sug- 
gest for consideration the points which I have in- 
dieated, it will effect the purpose for which it is 
submitted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Let the section 
be read as proposed to be amended. 

The section was read accordingly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I admit that there are 
very great difficulties in the proper disposition of 
the subject, and I have no doubt that the chairman 
of the Committee on Patents has devoted himself 
with great earnestness and anxiety to meet all the 
| different conflicting views, and to produce what is 
best and most proper for the interests of the coun- 
try, and I do most cordially wish that what I be- 
lieve to be bis laudable efforts may be crowned 
with success. But, sir, one word as to the diffi- 
culties. The gentleman from New York proposes 
that there should be but one suit at the same time. 
There seems to me, sir, to be something insupera- 
ble in that very first step. How can he prevent 
men from suing that are disposed to sue? Why, 
sir, the writ is a matter of right; any man can take 
it out who pleases, if he gives security in certain 
cases for the costs, and we cannot prevent his 
suing. I donot see how you can take the first 
step under that amendment. Suppose that you 
i| commence proceedings simultaneously in Louisi- 
| ana and in Maine, which suit shall have the pre- 
|cedence? 
| But, again, a great difficulty arises from our 
l; wide-spread country. We now occupy from ocean 
Í| to ocean. The matter was bad enough before, and 
|| it is worse now. Well, here is a proceeding com- 
H 
i 
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menced in Louisiana and another in Maine. The 
|| individuals who commenced these suits have no 
|| Notice of each other’s purpose, and there is no 
| mode of giving each other notice. Every one sees 
| the difficulty there. But there are other difficulties. 
i Say that I purchase a patent right in Warren 
| county, Kentucky, and limited to that county; there 
i are a hundred other counties in the State of Ken- 
| tacky, and there may be a hundred other purchas- 
i ers. According to this bill, each of these hundred 
|| persons in the same State may be going on with his 
i! litigation at the same time. Here is another difi- 
ii culty. I purchase a patent right and give a large 
| Sum, buying upon credit. Those persons who 
| come into my part of the country tosell patent 
| rights sell for cash; and if they cannot obtain 
|; cash they will sell for property in hand; and if 
i they cannot get property they will sell on credit, 
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and give almost any length of time to pay in. 
Now; I know that a great many persons become 
purchasers. in this way; and before the pay-day 
comes many of them find that they have made bad 
bargains, and then they resort to means to injure 
the patentee, and to place obstructions in the way 
of his recovering what they have promised to pay; 
and one step in their progress to avoid pay- 
ment may be to institute proceedings so as to have 
the patent declared void. Here, then, are dificul- 
ties growing out of that part of the subject, 
Among these multifarious difficulties, I am not 
surprised that the chairman of the committee, af- 
ter the great labor which the committee has be- 
stowed upon this bill, feels somewhat perplexed in 
the various amendments, and has expressed the 
disposition he has expressed to take anything 
reasonable for the purpose of securing the bene- 
ficial provisions of this bill. 
at that; but the question is, what are we to do, 
surrounded as we are by these difficulties? 


Now it seems to me that some mode of trying | 


the validity of patents, by a scire facias or other- 
wise, is very desirable and almost indispensable to 
meet the difficulties which in my section of the 
country are of constant occurrence. ButI am not 
prepared to say that the gentleman from New 
Hampshire has not solid and well-founded objec- 
tions to this bill, which is made to cover all the 
States in the Union, with perhapsa hundred coun- 
ties in each State; and, allowing in each county 
one purchaser who may commence these proceed- 
ings, my friend from New York (Mr. Sewarp] 
may well suppose that any party must have a 
great purse to meet a hundred litigants in each 
State, and after that, find any value growing out 
of any patent he might have when thus contested, 
He would have to meet them in every way. But 
here, sir, this bill proposes that any person, in any 
of these hundred counties, may commence litigation 
pro and con.; and thus, if the inventor lives in New 
Hampshire, he must meet all these hundred differ- 
ent parties in the State of Kentucky, otherwise his 
patent is declared void in all the States of the Union, 
subject of course to an appeal to the Supreme 
Court. I can readily imagine that our Yankee 
brethren, who are the greatest inventors in the 
land, may take alarm at this, and not-without great 
cause. I cannot but think that it would be exact- 
ing too much to subject them to these great 
evils; and the remedy which I suggested was to 
confine them to one tribunal. After all the sugges- 
tions that have been made from different quarters, 
I hope that my friend from Tennessee will consent 
to the recommittal of the bill, although I will not 
move it. I hope he will agree to this, and that the 
different members of the commfttee who have 
studied this matter during the session wiil revise it 
very carefully. They have heard our objections, 
they see the difficulties which exist, and they must 
feel persuaded that not one of us wishes to defeat 
the bill, but that we are ail anxious to carry it 
through, if it can only be putin such ashape as to 
obviate the main difficulty suggested. If my friend 
from Tennessee will not object, I will move its re- 
commitment, with the various amendments which 
have been proposed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
single word 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Missis- 
sippi allow me to suggest that the consideration of 
the special order was postponed until two o'clock, 
for the convenience of the Senator from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Soute,] and that that hour has now arrived ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not intend to make aspeech. 
I merely wish to say that, with the consent of the 
Senator from Tennessee, I will move the recom- 
mittal of the bill. In connection with that, I will 
take this opportunity of observing that the sixth 
and seventh sections contained, in my mind, the 
whole merit of the bill. The great difficulty in 
the existing patent law is, that there is no mode of 
the directing an appeai. Some one must first in- 
fringe a patent, must first commit a violation of 
the law, or trespass upon the patent, before suit 
can be brought to try its validity. There should 
be some mode prescribed by which suit can be 
brought, so as to obtain the repeal of a patent, 
and with that provision the question should be 
made to test the validity of a patent, so that in 
suits for infringement the question of the validity 
of the patent should not be tried. It would be 
well if, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kentucky, we could organize a court 


I will only say a 


4 


I am not surprised | 


here to try the validity of patents, because it is 
certainly most true that an ordinary court and jury 
will have little ability to examine those high ques- 


of this kind. Here everything is at hand by 
which the whole question may be investigated, 
and the patent be made complete. Instead of rest- 
ing upon ignorant inventors to draw their own 
plans, I would appoint two or more officers, in 
connection with the Patent Office, whose duty it 
should be to draw such plans and correct all spe- 
‘cifications, and thus we would get rid of that string 
of “ agents” who hang about the office, and who 
fasten themselves like so many leeches on the in- 
ventors. 

Mr TURNEY, (in his seat.) I am perfectly 
willing that the bill should be recommitted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am very glad to hear it. I have 
nothing more to say. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
recommit, and it was agreed to. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order, being the bill to admit California as 
a State into the Union, to establish territorial gov- 


proposals to Texas for the establishment‘of her 
western and northern boundaries. 

Mr. SOULE replied to the speech of Mr. 
Downs, which was delivered on Wednesday. His 
speech occupied upwards of an hour in the delivery. 
A report will be given in the Appendix. 

Explanations were afterward made by Mr. 
FOOTE, Mr. DOWNS, Mr. DAVIS of Missis- 


day next. 

A motion to adjourn over to Monday was nega- 
tived. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 24, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
OREGON. 

Mr. PUTNAM asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill from the Committee 
or Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BURT insisted, he said, on the regular or- 
der of business. 

Mr. PUTNAM said that the bill which he de- 
sired to report related to the Territory of Oregon. 
It would be recollected by the House that certain 
days of the ensuing week had been set apart for 
the consideration of bills relating to the territories. 
He hoped, therefore, that the objection to the pre- 
sentation of the report would not be persisted in. 

Mr. BURT. Does the genileman from New 
York [Mr. Purnam] ask simply that the bill may 
be reported and referred? 

Mr. PUTNAM. Just so. 

Mr. BURT said, he would then for that purpose 
withdraw his objection. But he gave notice in ad- 
vance, that after this report had been presented, he 
should object to everything that was out of the 
regular order of business., It was painful to him 
to be compelled to object to the introduction of 
propositions, one after another, in this way. 

So the objection was withdrawn. . 

Mr. PUTNAM thereupon, from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, reported a bill to provide for 
the construction of certain roads and bridges in the 
Territory of Oregon. TA 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

And, on motion of Mr. PUTNAM, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 


the private calendar. 
Tellers were ordered, (and Messrs. Watpo, of 


Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Is the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Tromas,] to 
go into Committee of the Whole, or into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 


The question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 44, noes 60. 


tions of science which are often involved in cases + 


ernments for Utah and New Mexico, and making | 


sippi, Mr. CLAY, and others, and then the further | 
consideration of the subject was postponed to Mon- | 


Mr. THOMAS moved that the House resolve 


pose of proceeding to the consideration of bills on | 


Connecticut, and Evans, of Ohio, were appointed.) | 


Mr. BURT# Then I hope it will not prevail. | 


No quorum voting, |<: oe on 
Mr. GRINNELL asked the yeas and na 
Mr. WOOD called for tellers on the yé 
nays; which were refused. ae Lal ‘a 
The yeas and nays were then ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 66, nays 78; as-follows: o: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, ‘Allen, Anderson, 


Averett, A.G. Brown, C. Butler, T: B. Buter, J, Cable, J. 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Clark €, Clingman; W: R: W. 
Cobb, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry; Dickey, 
Disney, Dixon, Doty, Fitch, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. atris; Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Jones, La Save; 
Leffler, Littlefield, McLanahan, Meacham, Mille 
Olds, Potter, Putnam, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Säcke 
Schenck, Schoolcraft, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetsor 
weetser, Taylor, Thomas, Walden, Waldo, Wa 
Whe ak. ylor, s A » Wallace, and 
NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, 
selly Bocoek, Booth, Bowdon, 
Burt, E. C. Cabell; G) A. Galdwel 
Durkee, Alexander Evans, N. Evans, Featherston, Gorman, 
Halioway, Haralson, P. L. Harris, Ray, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, R. W. Johnson, Julian, Kaufman, George G. King, 
J. A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
McClernand, McDonald, McKissock, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Morris, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, 
Pheips, Pitman, Powell, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Saw- 
telle, Silvester, Spaulding, Richard H. Stanton, - Strong, 
William Thompson, Underhill, Vinton, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Wentworth, Williams, Wilson, Winthrep, aud Wood—78. 
So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar. 


THE ARMY. ; E 

The SPEAKER.. There being no priyate:bills 
on the Speaker’s table, the first business in order. 
is the bill reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, yesterday, by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burr.] 

The House thereupon resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill from the Senate, pending at the 
time of adjournment yesterday, entitled “ An act 
to increase the rank and file of the army, and to 
encourage enlistments,” with the amendment 
thereto reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

The SPEAKER stated the pending question to 
be on the motion, heretofore submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] that the bill 
-and amendment be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and be 
printed. oe 

Mr. CARTTER (a member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs) said, he was in favor of the 
bill; and he proposed briefly to give his reasons for 
it. While this bill was undergoing investigation 
in the committee, he had watched its progress with 
a good deal of jealousy, with. the view of ascer-. 
taining whether it would encumber the Govern- 
ment with increased expenditures, or whether it 
would accumulate in the service a useless force. 
He had given to the subject all the investigation of 
which he was capable; and notwithstanding all the 
prejudices with which he had commenced that in- 
vestigation, he was compelled to concur with the 
majority of the committee and to support its recom- 
mendations. In fact, he did not think that they 
could avoid the raising this force upon any other 
alternative than exposing the western fronuer mer- 
cilessly to the inroads of an: unrestrained -savage 
foe. ‘There was no otheralternative. The nation 
was obliged to come up to the point of placing on 
our western frontier an appropriate and efficient 
force to protect our citizens there, or of abandon- 
ing that frontier to the depredations at will of the 
savage. It appeared to be conceded by all the 
i| gentlemen who opposed the bill, that the condition 
of the western frontier was such as to require mill~ 
tary protection. But, from considerations of 
economy, (and he knew how to sympathize with 
gentlemen 1n that particular,) it was said that we 
already had a force adequate to that purpose. He 
believed that in the present condition of the coun- 
try—a state of perfect peace, with the exception 
i of this species of warfare—we had numerically a 
sufficient military force to protect the country. 
| He had no doubt of it. Bat if we had twice the 
|| number of the description of our present force, this 
i) particular exposure would be as unprotected as it 
was now. It was not the purpose of this. bill, as 
was indicated in the remarks of several gentlemen 
|| Who opposed it, to augment the standing army in 
time of peace; it was not supported by mempers 
who would favor such a polivy;-but the object was 
to raise an appropriate force for this particularser- 
vice. The gentleman from: Tennessee; {Mr. 
Jones,] whose opinions in referenc 


Bowie, Briggs, Burrows, 
}, Cartier, Chandler, Cole, 


economy 
in the expenditures of the Government he (Mr, 


Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bis- - E 
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C.) respected as highly as the opinions of any 
gentleman on this floor, had yesterday asked, 
Why do you ask for this. increase ? You have 
already on the western border one thousand five 
hundred men. it was true, he (Mr. C.) admitted, 
that there were in that region, perhaps, something 
like that number of men, but they were as ineffi- 
cient as one hundred men would be, for the reason 
that they could not bring their physical power to 
bear upon an enemy of the description of that 
which made its incarsions upon the western fron- 
tier; and it was perfectly idle to refer to the numeri- 
cal strength of the regular army as at present con- 
stituted, as an argument for not giving the western 
frontier this protection. It had already been ex- 
plained, and it was unnecessary for him at any 
length to repeat the facts, that the enemy made its 
inroads upon horseback. jt was a purely guerrilla 
warfare; they made no attacks In condensed bodies. 
If they could be met in the field in a fair fight, no 
doubt but a single company would be able to repel 
their invasions. But they came down upon the 
settlers and emigrants without warning, struck 
their blows, murdered and plundered, and retreated 
without any note; retreated to positions inacces- 
sible to foot soldiers, and with a rapidity which 
placed them entirely beyond the reach of our in- 
fantry pursuing. 

Now, that being the condition of things, he held 
that it was the obligation of the representatives of 
the people to provide for taking care of the western 
frontier, the only exposed portion of the country 
at this time, at any cost. ‘Lt was not a question of 
economy; it was a question of the protecuon or 
abandonment of our citizens in that quarter. He 
held that it was the duty of the nation to protect 
that exposed portion of its dominions. 

Butif gentlemen were seeking economy—and in 
all plans of true economy, he would concur with 
those who went the furthest—there was no diffi- 
culty in compensating for all the increase of ex- 
penditure involved in the raising of this force, Let 
them pass their measures of retrenchment and re- 
form where retrenchment and reform were needed, 
and he would unite with gentlemen in their sup- 
port. He saw no need of a military force at the 
city of New York, at Detroit, or at any of these 
old and secure points, except such small force as 
was necessary to maintain the public works. But 
what kind of an argument was that azainst giving 
a force to the frontier of that peculiar character 
whieh it required? A different description of force 
was necessary for this purpose. They might trans- 
fer every man in the army as a foot soldier to the 
western frontier, and, for the mere want of motive 
power, the force would be inefficient. The whole 
army would not be sufficient to barricade the entire 
frontier in a standing position; and the whole, de- 
prived of the power of equestrian motion, would 
be equally inefficient as three companies, and 
would leave the frontier entirely unprotected. The 
question, and the sole question involved in this bill 
was, shall we protect, or sha'l we abandon, the 
frontier? Why, what was the condition of that 
country? The plains west of our settled frontier 
were now peopled with moving masses of the citi- 
zensof the United States emigrating to California 
and to Oregon; and should our citizens, impelled in 
that direction by enterprise and by choice, be aban- 
doned to the depredations of the savage Indians, 
without their being taught that there was, within 
the reach and for the relief of these emigrants, a 
force that could chastise them for the murderous 
warfare they were constantly carrying on against 
our peaceful citizens? 

Now, to his mind, there was no need for further 
reflection upon this subject; to his mind, they 
ought, without any hesitation, to pass this bill, and 
to pass it today. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs had been loaded with communieations from 
that very quarter of the country which was now 
suffering so greatly for want of defence, descrip- 
tive of the murders, outrages, and barbarities 
which were constantly committed by the Indians, 
and of. the total inefficiency for their protection of 
the military force at present stationed there. 

But it was unnecessary further to remark upon 
this subject. He wished to say to gentlemen who 
were making opposition to the bill-on the ground 
of economy, and especially to the chairman of the 


committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Bayzy,] that | 


he hoped they would remember the text of econo- 
my apon which the chairman was now preaching, 
when they approached the appropriations for the 


| Navy, and for the fortifications of the East. He 
trusted the gentleman’ would then recollect the ne- 
 ceasity for economy, which he now so deeply felt 
as to lead him to oppose this bill. There would 
bea wide field for the display of economy. We 
had accumulated on the Navy an idle, rust-eaten 
set—he would not say of vagrants, (for that might 
be considered discourteous,) he would not say of 
loafers, for: 

Mr: THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 
and (Mr.C.yielding the floor for explanation,) said 
he believed that the gentleman from Ohio belonged 
to the Military Committee. 
there was a general agreement on all sides of the 
House that something should be done for the pro- 
tection of our frontier. Now he wished to know 
from the gentleman, whether that committee had 
ascertained what force was necessary; how many 
to be mounted; how many to be infantry; or 
whether it was regarded useless to have any infant- 
ry, and they must all be mounted? and if so, how 
large a mounted force was necessary ? or whether 
it must be unlimited ? 

Mr. CART'PER said he would reply to the in- 
terrogatory of the gentleman as well as he could. 
The Committee on Military Affairs had reported 
the force which they thought necessary. They 
had reported it upon communication with the 
War Departmentand with that quarter of the Re- 
public which was in danger. He could say to 
the gentleman, furthermore, that they supposed 
there was in these executive departments—despite 
all the evidence to the contrary—some discretion 
in the way of economy, and that the Executive 
would not, under this bill, raise an unnecessary, 
profligate force. The bill proposed a maximum, 
a limit, and within that limit it confided the mat- 
ter to the discretion of the War Department of the 
Government; and if they could not repose the dis- 
cretion there, under the limitations of this act, he 
would like to be informed where it should be re- 


osed. 

J Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, intsrposing, 
said that was the very point to which he wished 
to call the gentleman’s attention. The bil, as it 
stood, did not limit the number of mounted men; 
it merely limited the number of regiments and the 
number of men in each regiment; but it left the 
number of mounted men entirely unlimited. 

Mr. CARTTER replied, that the bill fixed a 
maximum—a limitation—and within that limita- 
tion it was left to the discretion of the War Depart- 
ment to mount the force necessary for this service. 
The bill, in its main provisions, he conceived to 
be adapted to the necessities of the case. It pro- 
posed not only to mount such a number of men as 
were necessary for the protection of our western 
frontier, but to take them from that description of 
service; not to take men who had been turned out 
of offices in civil life for their worthlessness and 
unfitness for business; but to take up your frontier- 
-men—the only men qualified to perform the duty. 
All the bill proposed to do, was,.to fill up the com- 
panies. 

He repeated, that if the spirit of economy which 
breathed in the opposition to this bill, would find 
vent, and operate witha half its energy, in laying 
hands on the idlers and vicious on the naval lists, 
it would find ample scope for its exercise, and 
would improve the morals and the strength of the 
Government, 
cers and men in the standing army, in the eastern 
part of this Republic, and on the lists of the navy, 
constituted no argument, in his humble opinion, 


for abandoning the frontier of the West to a sav- 
age foe. He hoped that the bill would pass—the 
first dictates of national justice demanded it. 

Mr. HARALSON said (Mr. Carrrer yielding 
the floor for that. purpose) that he had heard but 
little objection to the passage of the biil, under 
certain restrictions and limits, which, if no one 
else did, he should propose to the bill, if an oppor- 
tunity was afforded. No one was more anxions 

‘than himself to afford suitable, proper, and effi- 
cient defence to our frontier; and if he could be 
allowed to give the only kind of force, acknowl- 
edged on all hands to be efficient, without the un- 
limited authority given to the President to increase 
the whole army to the extent allowed in the bill, 
and without the unlimited and uncertain bounties 
which itoffered, he would do so, with pleasure. He 
was willing to allow a ‘certain and fixed bounty, 
such as would insure enlistments; but was unwilling 
that they should be ascertained and settled upon the 


He believed that | 


Bat, the fact that we had idle offi- | 


uncertain rule provided in the bill. Increase thearmy 
to one-third its present extent, if the same should 
be necessary, and mount whatever force may be 
necessary ; but give it some limit, and there would 


| be but little, if any, opposition to it. Refer it to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where we can have an opportunity of 
amending it in the particulars named. Go into 
committee at once—he was willing to do so—and 
act upon it. ‘It is not for delay, but to amend the 
bill, and place it in ashape in which he could 
freely vote for it, that he desired it should take 
that direction.” 

Mr. CARTTER said the Commiuee on Mili- 
tary Affairs had had this subject under anxious, 
detailed investigation, considering amendment af- 
ter amendment, and had given to it all the delib- 
eration of which they were capable. The result 
of that deliberation was, that, in his opinion, the 
bill would not be improved by amendment; and if 
it did not pass in its present form, the result would 
be, that those who on the western frontier were 
looking for relief, would be delayed, perhaps alto- 
gether disappointed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, {the Boor being yield- 
ed,) said, by the permission of the gentleman from 
Ohio, he wished to say a word or two. He had 
been reported in the Globe yesterday as saying 
that there were a thousand men in our army now 
unemployed. He had spoken figuratively. The 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Burt} had 
asked, with much emphasis, if he (Mr. C.) made 
that declaration, and had challenged him (Mr. C.} 
to show that there were fxe men unemployed in 
the service. He now repeated the declaration 
that there were a large number—it was not per- 
haps saying too much—that there were one thou- 
sand men in the army unemployed; and he would 
now read from the report of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral, for the satisfaction of the gentleman from 
South Carolina and the House, to sustain the 
declaration which he made. 

Mr. BURT, {in his seat.) Very weil; read on. 

Mr. COBB. I will read how many men there 
are at the different posts, and where they are lo» 
cated, and then | will refer to the House and the 
country to say whether they are necessary. 

The whole number of officers and men now in 
the service, according to the report of the Adju- 
tant General, (said Mr. C.,) was ten thousand 
five hundred and eighty-five; in addition to which 
there were eight assistant adjutants general, and 
sixteen assistant quartermasters, besides others. 

There were on duty at Troy, N. Y., Detroit, 
Mich., and Fort Monroe, Va., eighteen hundred 
and ninety-seven men. 

P Mr. CARTTER here resigned his right to the 
oor. 

Mr. COBB (continuing) appealed to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, to the House, and to the 
country, whether one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-seven men were or could be necessary in a 
time of peace at these three places. The gentleman 
from South Carolina had, notwithstanding, chal- 
lenged mira (Mr. C.) to show that there were five 
men not actually employed, and well employed. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor, and said he 
was about to move the previous question. 

Mr. BURT appealed to the gentleman to yield 
the floor to allow him to say a word. 

Mr. MASON yielded. 

Mr.BURT had buta word to say, that was to as- 
sure the House that the gentieman trom Alabama 
(and he thought that gentleman was a fair example 
of those who opposed the bill} had, in his (Mr. 
B.’s) opinion, satisfied the House conclusively, thas 
he was most profoundly ignorant of the whole 
subject. (Laughter.) ‘That gentleman alluded to 
ordnance men, 

Mr. COBB, (interposing and addressing Mr. 
Mason.) Will the gentleman yield me the floor 
also when the gentieman from South Carolina gets 
through, in order to reply to him? 

Mr. BURT, (understanding the request to be 
addressed to him.) 1 will yield with a great deat 
of pleasure, if it is in my power to do so, myself 
holding the floor by the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Masen.] 

Mr. COBB, (holding the floor and proceeding. } 
I must confess that 1 have yet received but very 
little light, and the House has received but lite 
light, from the gentleman from South Carolina, 
who yesterday challenged me to say that there 
were not five men unemployed in the army, and 
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who, to-day, charges me- with being profoundly 
ignorant of the subject. f yesterday made the 
assertion that there were a large number of mën 
unemployed. I was contradicted by the honorable 
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the protection of our citizens there; ‘but I am op- 
posed to increasing the number of men who are 
idle and unemployed, and E do not intend ito be 
misrepresented by the géntleman from Soath 


| Clarke, Coleock, Cole, Corwin, 


Baket, 


$, 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander,’ Andersoii, Ashmun 
Bay; Bennett, Bissel; Booth, Bowlin, Brivgs, Bro 
rows, Burt, C. Butler, È. C Cabell G. A. Cald 
Cat well, Calvin, Campbell, Cartier; Casey; 4 
Deherry, Dixon, A: Evans, 


N. Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Gile , 
| more, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott; Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hampton, Hay, Havmond, Hebard, Henty, Hibbard, Hil- 
iard, Hoagland; Holladay, Holmes; Houston, award; 
Howe, Hubbard, Inge, J..W. Jackson, W. Te j ack= On; 
J. L. Johnson, R.W., Johanson, Kanfnian, Kerr, J. 4. Bing, 
Lefer, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, MeGaughvy, Me- 
Kissock, MeWiilie, Meacham, Morehead, “Marton, : Ogle; 
Otis, Owen, Peaslee, Phelipe, Pitman; Potter, Patnam; 
Reed, Reynolds, Ristey, Robinson, Savage, $ ; 
Seddon, Silvester “Spaulding. Stanly, A, H. Sté 
St vens, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, W. Thompron; Thir 
į Toombs, Underhill, Vinton, Waiden, Waldo, Watkin: 
White, Williams, Wilson, Winthrop, and Wood—=1]0. 
So the House decided that the bill should not be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ae 
The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. eas 
Mr. MEADE inquired if it was in order to move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, with instructions? aes 
The SPEAKER said, it was not in order: 
Mr. HARALSON inquired if it was in’ order 
now to move an amendment? ae 
The SPEAKER replied in the negative. i 
The question was then: taken, and the. amend- 
ment of the committee was agreed to., 
And the bill was ordered to'a thitd reading. 
Mr. BURT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 
Ordered accordingly. i 
The bill was: then read a third time by its title, 
and the question being, * Shall this bill pass?” 
Mr. BURT asked the previous question, which, 
by ayes 88, noes 48, was seconded. 


chairman of the Military Committee, [Mr. Borr,] 
upon the floor and in private conversation. Ihave : ; 
such unbounded confidence in his opinions and Mr. JONES desired the gentleman from Ken- 
statements generally, that | was almost inclined to || ticky [Mr Mason] to yield the Aoor; to allow 
yield my own; but upon reference to the report of | him (Mr. J.) tô say a very few words. 

the Adjutant General, Iam fully confirmed. That |! “Mr. MéCLERNAND objected to the floor being |} 
report says there are now ten thousand eizht‘han- || yielded up to one gentleman after another, for this 
dred men in the army—a few being excused from || irregular discussion. If it was the intention of the | 
service, out on parole, &c, Now, if [dm igno- || House that the debate should proceed, he (Mr. | 
rant, l trust the honorable chairman of the com- | McC.) desired that all sides should be heard. 
mittee will enlighten me, and the House, and the || The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
country, by stating how many men there arc in i| tucky [Mr. Mason] can only yield the floor for 
actual service, where they arë, and whether they || purposes of explanation. If the matter goes be- 
are actually necessary. 1, yond that, it must be done by the acquiescence of 

Mr. BURT said he was altogether disposed to || the House. 
to make a truce with the gentleman from Alabama; i Mr. INGE. I hope that the gentleman from 
H 


i 
i 
Carolina or any other man,-either here or else- 
| where. cea es 


but he must decline the task the gentleman asked || Kentucky (Mr. Mason] will call the previous ques- 
him to assame—to enlighten the gentleman: be- || tion. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, requested the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mason] to yield 
| the floor, for the purpose of enabling him (Mr. C.) 
to.make a brief explanation. N 

Mr. MASON, hesitating— . 

TheSPEAKER said: The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Mason] will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, 1 did feel disposed to 
submit a few remarks to the House upon the bill 
now under consideration. I am satisfied, however, i 
that the House fully understands the subject. The 
House certainly ought to show regard, if it will | 
show regard to anything, to the recommendation ` 
of the President of the United States in relation to | 
the protection of the frontier. The House ought | 
to pay some respect to the opinion of the Senate, | 


i 
cause he (Mr. B.) could only give information— | 
it was the only thing he desired to do. It was || 
that these companies or skeletons of colpanies at | 
different posts, which were noticed by the Adja- } 
tant General, were there to take care of the public | 
property. He did suppose that everybody knew | 
that it was necessary that troops should be con- 

tinued at the workshops, in the Ordnance Depart- 

ment and all other departments of construction, 

atthe armories of the United States, &.,and he | 
undertook to say, as he had said yesterday, that | 
if any gentleman would, on his own responsibility, 
rise and say that there.was any number of the pri- 
vates in the army o$ the United States, who were 
Hot, at this moment. asefully—ay, judiciously 
employed, ke spoke of that which he did not 


know. H by which body this bill has been already passed, | “Phe main question was ordered, being, * Shall 
Mr. COBB. I have insinuated it very strongly. || and also for the opinion of one of the committees of || this bill pass?” 
{A laugh.) I would like the gentleman now to l! this House, by whom it has been deliberately con- || Mr. BOYD and others demanded the yeas and 


<orrect me if I am wrong. if 
Mr. BURT. I say that the ordnance men— | 


nays, Mr. B. remarking that he wished to record 
i H 
s 
does the gentleman know what ordnance men are? 
| 
| 
| 


his vote against the bill, ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and, ‘being 
taken, were—yeas 107, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashman, Baker, 
Bay, Bennett, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Bunnows, Burt, Chester Batler, 
E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph ‘P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
| Campbell, Cartter, Ca-cy, Chandier, Clarke, Colcoek, Cole, 
Conrad, Corwin, Deberry, Dixon, Aléxandér. Evans, Na- 
than Evans, Fowler, Freedléy, Gentry, @soderiow, Gout, 
Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Hatloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymona, 
Hebard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, H..Jmes, Houstor, 
Howard, Howe, Hunter, “Inge, Josep W. Ja ksin, Wil- 


| 
sidered. The House has heard the matter thor- i| 
| 
i 


Mr. COBB. The chairman can enlighten me 
if I do not. i 

Mr. BURT. If the gentleman does know what 
ordnance men are, and what are their duties, he 
will rise and say so. 

‘Mr. COBB. I had rather get it from the chair- 
man’s lips, and then we shall have it by authority. || 

Mr. BURT, (continuing.) The House cannot |! 
fail to see the character of such remarks as the 
gentleman from Alabama is inflicting upon the i |; liam T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kaufman, Kerr George y 
House, i ? € ti G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Marshall, Mason, 

I say again, in justice te the Secretary of War, || the previous question. | McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, MeKissackpMeach- 

| 


a 
vd 
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0 
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3 
o 
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Hi 8 j; am, Miller, Morehead, Morton, Ogle, Otis, Owen, Phelps 
no man has been at the head of that department |; Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. PoTTER, of | Siman Pomer, Punam Rend. Reyncids, Risley, Robinson, 
Ohio, and Tuck, of New Hampshire, were ap- 


who has made a more judicious disposal of the || 3 Savage, Schooleraft, Seddon Shepperd, Silvester. Spaulding, 
troops at the various points than he has. I defy i pointed, P i Stanly, A. H. Stephens, Thaddeis tevyans, tae) yit 
icti iti k V ississippi. efore the || liam Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Vinton, Walden, - 
contradiction from any quarter. I am no political ana e a E ee red by the i| do, Watkins, Wellbum, Wentworth, White, Williams, and 
> 
when such imputations are made. I cannot with- |! Chair whether, if the previous question should be 


j 

friend of the Secretary; but I cannot keep silence | Winthrop—107. , . 

h b NAYS—Mċėssrs. Albertson, Allen, Asho, Boyd, Albert G. 

i i i i if sustained of the motions which have been i| Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, 

ie Rede veka pune cae lÍ submitted wil : i der? i Crowell, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Featherston, 

does his duty, though I have no political sympa- || submitted will be in order? i ae - 5 SR son: Har 

i : 7 F P ympar | ae || Fuller, Gidding, Gilmore, Gorman, Greén, ‘Haralson, Har- 

thies with him. |! TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state the ef- | lan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas D, Hartis, ‘Hibbard, H 
Mr. COBB interposed, ! fect of the motion: The first question, if the pre- | 
The SPEAKER, {to Mr. Burr.) Does the i vious question is sustained, will be on the motion | 
gentleman yield the floor to the gentleman from |, to refer to the Committee of the Whole on the | 


bard, Andrew Johnson, Robert. W. John-on, Jones, Julian, 
Preston King, Litlefield, Horace Mann, MeLanahan, Me- 
Mullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Millson, Morris, 
Olds, Orr; Parker, Peaslee, Powell, Sackett, Richard H. 


ane SERS aoea n 


Alabama? i|| state of the Unions that failing, the question will | Stanton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob "Thompson, Wallace, s 
Mr. BURT. I will give the gentleman the || recur on the amendment reported from the Com- || Wildrick, Wood, and Woodward—s9. 
floor. | mittee on Military Affairs, and then on the third So the bill was passed. 


reading of the bill. | Mr. BURT moved to reconsider the vote, and 
| Mr. THOMPSON. Then none of those mo- | to lay that motion on the table. P 
tions of which notice has been given will be in i The latter motion was agreed to, and 
order? | The bill stands passed. b 


The SPEAKER. They will not. THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The question was then taken; and, by ayes 90, ‘| i P 
5, the d d for the previous question || Mr. THOMAS moved that the House resolve 
a a j ‘ itself into Committee of the Whole House on. the 


was seconded. aS 
Mr. HARALSON desired to have read an |: private calendar. ; i 
i A motion was made to adjourn, and rejected. 


ich he wished to offer. adj 3 i 
erp o we e : s Mr. BURT inquired if the motion to go isto 
ii Committee of the Whole House on the private 


The main question was then ordered. ; p 
Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on the || calendar, having once been made and rejected, 
| would take precedence of a motion to go into Com- 


main qnestion, which were ordered; and, being t 
a , i) mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 


taken, were—yeas 54, nays 110; as follows: t L 
YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Averett, Bowdon, Boyd, The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House takes precedence; 


W. J. Brown, Buel, J. Cabie, W. R- W. Cobb, Conger, į $ i 
Conrad, Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Danham, Durkee, other business having intervened since the motion 
was previously made. i 


Fuller, Giddings, Green, Hall, Haralson, Harlan, [sham G. ane 
The question was taken/on the motion of: Mr. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South | 
Carolina having yielded, the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky, [Mr. Mason,] who was previously recog- f 
nized, is entitled to the floor. | 

Mr. COBB appealed to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to allow him to say a word. i 

Mr. MASON yielded. f 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from South Caro- |; 
fina or no other gentleman shall place me, by the | 
use of language which he sees fit to employ, in a | 
position before the country in which I do not 
choose to stand. [ have not uttered a solitary | 
sentence against the officers of the War Depart- 
ment—[ have not even thought a disrespectful 
thought of them. I was speaking from the re- | 
cords of the country. Will the gentleman tell | 
me that there are nine hundred men at St. Louis 
actively employed? or that at Troy, Detroit, and | 
Fort Munroe, there are one thousand eight bhun- 
dred and ninety-seven men actively, and as the 


Hams, T. L. Harris, A. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston i 
| King, La Séce, Littlefield, H. Mann, McMullen, Meade | 
|, Miter, Milson, Morris, Olds, Orr, Parker, Robbins, Sack- į 


gentleman says, usefully employed? I do not 
intend to make any opposition to sending troops 


to the western frontier, such ag are necessary for 


Fett, Sawtelle, Sprague, R. H. Stanton, Sweetser, Thomas, 
| Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Venabie, Wallace, Wellborn, 
| Weatworth, and Wildrick—54. 


Tuomas, and decided in the affirmative-ayes 82, 


noes 50. : Pre 
The House accordingly resolved itself mito Com- 
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mittee of the Whole House, (Mr. Waste in the 
chair,) for the consideration of the private calen- 
dar, Whder the rule which provides that, upon the 
first and fourth Fridays in every month, the cal- 
endar of private bills shall be called over, and the 
bills, to the passage of which no objection shall 
then be made, shall be first considered and disposed 
of. & 
No debate, thereforé, was in order. — 

The following bills coming up in their order on 
the calendar, were objected to as indicated below, 
and consequently laid aside for future considera- 
tion, viz: 2 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Eddy, 
deceased; [objected to by Mr. Mrxrson.] 

A-bill for the relief of the heirs of Larkin Smith; 
[objected to by Mr. McMuLien.] 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant 
Bartlett Hinds; [objected to by Mr. Ricuarpson.] 

A bill to incorporate the Columbian Manufac- 
turing Company in the District of Columbia; [ob- 
jected to by Mr. Bow1in, who said the bill was 
one of a public nature, and should be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union.] ; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Lee Jones, [ob- 
jected to by Mr. Hatz.] 

A bill for the relief of William P. Wallace and 


Joseph R. McFadden; [objected to by Mr. Mc- | 


Mut.ew.] 

A bill forthe relief of Horatio N. Crabb; [ob- 
jected to by Mr. CARTTER. ] 

Mr. MARSHALL said it was not likely, from 
the course of procedure, that anything would be 
done in committee—all the bills being objected to— 
he therefore moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. WOOD called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Srrone and ScuermERHORN were appointed such. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 66, noes 56. So it was determined that the 
committee rise. 

The committee rose accordingly, and its chair- 
man reported progress upon the several pills which 
came up for consideration. . 

On motion by Mr. TOOMBS, it was resolved 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union. 

Pending which motion, the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr, MEACHAM: The petition of William Slade and 
other citizens of Middlebury, Vermont, asking that a na- 
tional vessel may be employed for the transportation of dele- 

ates tothe Peace Convention at Frankfort, in Germany, 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Edward J. Glasgow, 
of Missouri, in bebalf of himself and others, constituting 
two companies, organized under Colonel Doniphan, in Mex- 
ico, from the teamsters and traders accompanying that ex- 
pedition, praying to be recognized as a part of that army, 
and placed upon the same footing as the other Missouri 
volunteers, with whom they served. 

By Mr. HENRY: The memorial of Cyrus Washburn, 
president, and other officers ofthe Medical Society of Wind- 


ham county, Vermont, that the grades of medical oflicers of 


the navy may have the same degree of rank relatively to 
officers of the line in the navy, as corresponding graces of 


medical officers in the army now possess, according to law. j 


By Mr. REED: The petition of Robert Holmes and 60 
others, citizens and electors of the State of Pennsylvania, 
for the gepeal of all laws sanctioning slavery or the slave 
trade inthe District of Columbia; and iu case of their non- 
repeal, that the seat of Government be removed from Wash- 
ington. 

‘Also, the petition of Dr. McKeehan and 7} others, citizens 
and electors of Pennsylvania, for the prohibition of slavery 
and tbe siave trade in all the territories of the United States. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The memorial of William Seldon, 


M. D., and 34 other physicians and surgeons in and out of 


the naval service, asking the passage of a Jaw securing as- 
similated rank to the medical officers in the navy. 


Ry Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Josbna Perry and 55 | 
others, citizens of Harrison, Massachusetts, for te repeal | 


of Jaws sanctioning slavery in the District of Columbia, 


Also, for the prohibition of slavery in the District of Co- | 


Jumbia. Also, for the trial of fugitives by jury. 


30, against the admission of any more slave States into |; X 
Also, agains 2 ay j || signed by law to the officers of the navy corre- 
| 


|! sponding with those of the army; which was re- 
2 ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


the Union. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 24, 1850 
Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial from Al- 
Aen Marsh, Professor of Surgery in the Albany 
Medical College, and several other medical profess- 
ors, asking that Congress will pass a law grant- 


ing to medical officers of the navy the same degree 
of rank relatively to officers of the line in the navy 
as corresponding grades of medical officers in the 
army possess, according to law relating to officers 
of the line in the army, provided that the assimi- 
lated rank thereby conferred shall not entitle any 
medical officer in the navy to increased pay, and 
to take precedence of any officer who may be 
in legal command of any port, station, or vessel 
to which such medical officer might be attached for 
duty. 

These medical officers of the navy (Mr. Sew- 
Arp said) conceive they ask only what is just 
and reasonable; they donot ask a right to com- 
mand officers of the line nor any power not desig- 
nated in their present commission, nor exemption 
from any duty. It is hoped, therefore, that the 
justice and propriety of their cause will not be less 
apparent because it is urged against numbers by a 
comparatively small corps of men. i move its 
reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

I have also three others, similar in all respects | 
to the one just presented. The one from Troy, 
signed by Thomas C. Brintmoele, President of 
Rensselaer County Medical College, and seventeen. 
i other respectable physicians in that place; one 
from Utica, signed by John McCall, and fifteen 
other medical gentlemen, and the other from Ly- | 
ons, in Wayne county, in the same State, signed 
by J. B. Pierce, President of the Wayne County 
| Medical Society, and fourteen other medical gen- 
tlemen, of respectable standing, for which f ask 
the same reference. The memorials were referred 
accordingly. 

Mr, DAYTON. I have been charged with the 
presentation of three memorials, similar, I believe, 
to those just presented by the Senator from New 
York, asking that a rank may be assigned by law 
to the medical officers of the navy, corresponding 
to that conferred by law on officers of the same 
grade in the medical department of thearmy. One 
| is from Charles Garrison and several other physi- 
cians, members of the Gloucester County District 
Medicat Association of New Jersey; one from 
Newark, signed by Dr. L. A. Smith, and other | 
physicians of that and of Elizabethtown, in that 
| State; and the other from Princeton, in the same, 
| signed by Dr. J. Stilwell Schenck, which I desire 
may have alike reference. They were referred 
accordingly. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a petition of citizens 
of the State of Ohio, asking that slavery may be | 
prohibited in all the territories of the United States. | 

Also, a petition from the same, asking that no 
State may hereafter be admitted into the Union 
whose constitution does not expressly prohibit 
slavery within its limits. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery may be prohibited by law in 
the territories recently acquired from Mexico; that 


fugitive slaves may be allowed the right of trial by 
jury in the State where arrested, the slave trade | 
abolished in the District of Columbia, and Califor- : 
nia admitted as a State into the Union with her | 
present constitution and boundaries; all of which | 

i 

| 


were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented four memorials of! 
physicians, members of medical associations, and | 
other citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that a rank | 
may be assigned to the medical officers of the navy 
corresponding with that of officers of similar grade | 
in the medical department of the army; which | 

E 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of J. R. 
Jefferson and other mail contractors, asking com- 
pensation for their services in carrying the mail; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens | 
of Maine, asking that a Government vessel may | 
| be allowed to convey the delegates to the Peace | 
Convention at Frankfort, in Germany; 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, a memorial of citizens of Bangor, in the 
State of Maine, asking that a rank may be as- 


Aiso, the memorial of the heirs of John Crosby, 
sking indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
800; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition from James Stackpole, jr., pray- 
ing that a limitation as to time may be fixed for 
the recovery of fugitive slaves, and that- the citi- 


la 
|1 


which was || 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 


| 


zens of one State in another State may be protected 
in the full enjoyment of all the privileges of citi- 
zenship as guarantied by the Constitution; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of the 
heirs of James Williams, deceased, asking indem- 
nity for French spoliations; which was laid upon 
the table. 

_ Mr. P. also presented three memorials of phy- 
sicians and members of medical associations of 
Maryland, praying that a rank may be assigned 
by law to the medical officers of the navy corre- 
sponding to that of officers of similar grade in the 
medical department of the army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TURNEY presented a memorial of physi- 

cians and other citizens of Knoxville, Tennessee, 
praying that a rank may be assigned by law to the 
medical officers of the navy corresponding to that 
of officers of a similar grade in the medical depart- 
ment of the army; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval affairs. 
Mr. COOPER presented a petition of citizens 
of Dougal township, Pennsylvania, praying that 
fugitive slaves may be allowed the right of trial by 
jury when arrested by persons claiming their ser- 
vice; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a memorial of physi- 
cians of Concord, New Hampshire, members of 
the Centre District Medical Society of New Hamp- 
shire, praying that arank may be assigned by law 
to the medical officers of the navy corresponding 
to that held by.officers of similar grade in the 
medical department of the army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. JONES 

Ordered, That the report of the Seretary ofthe Interior 


i; of the 2ist of May, in relation to the claim of Alexander 
| Sanders, a Cherokee Indian, to a pension, be referred to the 


Commitiee on Pensions. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Mrs. 
Lomax, widow of the late Major Lomax, asking 
to be placed on the pension roll, submitted a re~ 
port, which was ordered to be printed, accompa- 
nied by a bill for her relief, which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of 
Willis H. Chase, of Florida, asking to be released 
from a certain judgment obtained against him by 
the United States for duties on railroad iron, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be referred to the Committtee 
on Finance; which was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for the establishment of a post office for the 
two Houses of Congress. 


Mr. HUNTER submitted the following res- 
olutions, which were severally considered and 
adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Palatine Hill, in the county of Ma- 
rion, Virginia, to Ringwood, in the county of Preston, by 
the way of Morgan’s Settlement and Jacob Miller's. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


| lishing a post route from the German settlement in the 


county of Preston, Virginia, by the way of Western Ford, 
to Leadville, in the county of Randolph. 


BILLS ON LEAVE. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
provide additional security for the lives and prop- 
erty of persons navigating the western waters; 
which was read a first and second time by its tide 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FELCH, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to authorize 


: the State of Illinois to select the balance of the 


lands to which she is entitled under the act of 2d 
March, 1827, granting land to aid the State in 
opening a canal to connect the waters of the IHi- 
nois river and those of Lake Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice that he would 
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on to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave 
to introduce bills of the following titles: 

A, bill granting to the State of Arkansas certain 
lands for the completion of the national military 
road from Memphis to St. Francis river, and to 
surrender the same to the State of Arkansas. 

A bill for the relief Mary Tucker. 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


Mr. TURNEY, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Captain Nathan Adams, of Tennessee. 

The bill was read a first time by its title. 

Mr. TURNEY asked the Senate to act upon 
and dispose of the bill at this time. He briefly 
stated the circumstances of the case. Captain 
Adams, being called on service at a time when it 
was necessary to render his. quarterly accounts, 
left his vouchers with a clerk to make up the ac- 
count in his absence. He subsequently found 
that his clerkfhad died, and that his vouchers were 
pledged with a tavern-keeper in New Orleans for a 
tavern bill. -Part of the vouchers were recovered, 
but others were not found, to the amount of three 
hunüred and fifty dollars. Ele produced other tes- 
timony which satisfied the mind of the Auditor, 
who, however, could not settle his accounts on | 
such evidence without a special enactment of Con- 
gress. 

A letter was read from the Third Auditor in | 
support of the bill, and sustaining the statement of 
the honorable Senator. 

The bill was then read a second time, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, reported to 
the Senate without amendment, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently 
read a third time an® passed. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to the considera- 
tion of the House bill for the relief of Jesse Sut- 
ton. : 

Mr. RUSK briefly explained that commission- 
ers were sent out, shortly after the annexation of. 


Texas, to negotiate a treaty with the Camanche || 


and other Indians. Among the stipulations of 
that treaty was one that the Government should | 


past, has been to read bills the.third time immedi- 
ately after they have been ordered to. be engrossed. 
| That practice1 want-to putanend-to. Heretofore 
| we have been in the habit of having bills engrossed 
and examined as engrossed bills before their third 
reading. I give notice-that in future, unless there 
| is some particular necessity for the instantaneous 
| passage of a- measure, I shall object to the third 
reading of a-bill until it has been engrossed. 


DUTY ON PRESENTS FROM THE SULTAN, 

Mr. SMITH, in pursuance of a notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 
for the relief of Samuel Colt and B. F. Morse, 
and moved its reference to the Committee on Fi- 
; nance. 
| Mr. RUSK. I hopethat by unanimous con- 
| sent that joint resolution may be considered now. 


viduals a small amount of money paid by them as 
duty upon presents sent to them by the Sultan of 
| Turkey. The articles are of no considerable value, 
except as a mark of the distinguished considera- 
i tion of the Sultan. 


i 
|| Mr, KING objected, and the joint resolution 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
ARKANSAS JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

Mr. BORLAND moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 18, being 
the bill to divide the district of Arkansas into two 
judicial districts. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 


| of the Whole, and no amendment having been 


offered, it was reported to the Senate and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was finally 
] read a third time and passed. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 


i| proceeded to the consideration of the resolution 


i relating to removals from office, for the purpose of 
| taking the vote on it, or of fixing some day on 
| which the vote should be taken. 

Mr. DICKINSON. If no one desires to say 
! anything on the resolution, I have no objection to 


furnish the Indians with two blacksmiths for a | 
specified length of time. This individual was ap- | 
pointed blacksmith. An appropriation was made | 


to pay the expenses arising under the treaty, but, || 
owing to the language of the appropriation bill, it || 


could not be applied to this purpose. This indi- | 
vidual, therefore, having . discharged the duties, 

now called upon Congress to make him compen- ! 
sation. The bill had passed each House once, but, | 
owing to the lateness of the session when it was | 
passed, it did not become a law. i 

‘There being no proposition to amend, the bill ; 
was reported to the Senate, was ordered to be en- | 
grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently | 
read a third time and passed. | 

Mr. ATCHISON moved that the Senate pro- : 
ceed to the consideration of the bill for the relief of | 
H. J. McClintock, Harrison Gill, and Mansfield 
Carter. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. There | 
being no proposition to amend the bill, it was re- | 
ported to the Senate, was then ordered to be en- | 
grossed for a third reading, and was read a third | 
time and passed, i 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to proceed to the consid- i 
eration of the bill for the compensation of registers 
and receivers. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRIGHT explained the object of the bill. 
There had been petitions from nearly every land 
district in the country, either from the citizens or | 
the officers, in favor of the passage of the bill. It 
had been referred to the Committee on Public ; 
Lands, and by that committee had been reported | 
with a favorable recommendation. It merely pro- | 
vided for giving to the registers and receivers the | 
same fees for locating military land warrants, un- 
der the act giving the volunteers in the Mexican | 

| 


i 
j 


| 
| 
| 
| 


war bounty land warrants, as they received for lo- 
cating land warrants of private individuals. ; 
There being no proposition to amend, the bill ; 
was reported to the Senate, was ordered to be en- | 
grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently | 
read a third time and passed. . 
Mr. KING, I have not objected to the third 


{| amendment, I believe. 


| having a vote taken. Butif aty enator wishes 
| to devate the resolution, I shall insist on calling 
| for the special order of the day, the Senate having 
virtually sat to-day for the purpose of considering 
it. If one Senator says one word, another will 
| have to reply, and in this way it will lead to de- 
| bate. 

: Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I have that 
| one word to say on this subject before the resolu- 
| tion shall pass. 1 understood the honorable mem- 
ber from Maine to be indifferent whether the vote 
was taken on the resolution to-day, or whether 
some future day should be assigned for it. I pre- 
fer the Jatter course, because on the general char- 


a 
duties of the respective departments of the Gov- 
ernment, I propose to say a few words. 

Mr. DICKINSON. As the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has signified that it is his intention to 
debate the resolution, I move to postpone the fur- 
| ther consideration of the resolution until Tuesday 
j p à 
| next, at half-past twelve o’clock, and that it be 


i made the special order for that time. 

| The motion was agreed to, 

| BRANCH MINTS. . 

| The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the special order, 
being a bill to establish a branch of the mint of the 
United States in the city of New York. 

Mr. DICKINSON, in an elaborate speech, sup- 

ported the bill before the committee. 


i 
| 
| 
Í 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
4 
1 
i 
| 
} 
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| 
i Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, this is a bill 


on many different occasions. It is now open to 
I have heretofore given no- 
! tice, at an early part of the session, that I should 

offer an amendment to this bill to establish another 
| branch mint at another New York—the New York 
pon the Pacific ocean—San Francisco. 1 now offer 
| the following amendment: 


i “Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, Teat a branch of the 


i mint of the United States be established.in San Francisco, 
| Califoraia, for the coinage of gold and silver. And for the 
| purpose of purchasing a site, erecting a suitable building, 


| and completing the necessary combinations of machinery | 
{| for the said branch, the sum of three hundred thousand 
|) dollars is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any money 


reading of these bills. The practice, for some time |i in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


It simply provides for returning to these two indi- | 


cter of that resolution, and on the rights and j 


! with which I have been long familiar, and which į 
| I have supported with great satisfaction to myself į 


i 


i 


l 


, “(SEC.8. Andbeit further enactel; That temporary build- 
ings shall be procured or ereeted immediately. for carrying: 
on the business of said branch mint, and the following Gth 
cers shall be appointed, upon the nomination of the Pres 
dent, and with the advice and éorisent of the Senate, to. wil 
one superintendent, one treasurer, one assayer, one melt 
and refiner and one coiner. And the saids :perintendentshall: 
engage and employ as many clerks, and as many subordinate 
workmen and servants, as: shall be provided for “by taw; 
and the salaries of said officers. and clerks shall. be as fol- 
lows > To-the superintendent, and.-to the treasurer, the stun” 
of five thousand dollars each ; to the assayer, to the melter 
and refiner, and to the Coirier, the sum of four thousand 
dollars each; to the clerks’ the -tim of three thousand d 
lars each; to the subordinate. workmen; nol “exceeding. 
twenty, such wages and allowances as are customary 
reasonable, according to their respective stations and geu 
pations. Eara A 

“ Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the third, fourth, 
and fifth sections of this act shail be held and taken tobe 
applicable to the said branch mint at San Francisco, in the 
same manner as if specially named therein; and the said 
branch mint shall be the place of deposit for the public 
moneys collected in the custom-house at San Francisco, and 
for such other public moneys as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may direct; and the treasurer of said branch mint shall 
have the custody of the same, and shail perforin the duties 
of an assistant treasurer, and for that purpose shall be-sul- 
ject to ail the provisions contained in an act entitled ‘An act 
to provide for the better organization of the ‘Treasury, and 
tor the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement- 
of the public revenue,’ approved August the sixth, one thou- 
sand cight hundred and forty-six, which relates to the treas- 
urer of the branch mint at New Orieans, t 

“Sec. 19. 2nd be it further enacted, That the assayer ati- 
thorized to be appointed by the eighth section of this act, shalt 
be appointed immediately, and perform such duties in aṣ- 
saying and fixing the value of gold in grains or lumps,and in 
forming the same into bars, as shail be: prescribed’ by. the 
Secretary of the Treasury, either for individuals, companies, 
or the Goverument; and the sum of fifty thousand dollars, 
entofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
be and the same is hereby appropriated, tor defraying the 
expenses of the said gold assay for the fiscal year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-one.” 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from New York 
has presented some general views in favor of the 
bill before the Senate. 1 wish to suggest a few 
general views in opposition to the measure. if 
this were a new project, and the United States 
were about to establish for the-first time a mint, I 
should favor its establishment at New York, be- 
cause it is the great commercial emporium of the 
country, and because itis the point at which the 
precious metals are most largely received. On ex- 
amining the question, however, I find very plain 
and palpable reasons why we should not. establish 
a mintat New York. I take it for granted that 
the purpose of establishing a mint anywhere ‘is 
one connected with the interest of the whole coun- 
try. Lt isin fact intended to be in furtherance or 
execution of the constitutional duty to furnish a 
currency. That question will not be disputed: on 
this side of the Chamber, and certainly not onthe. 
other side, since it is proposed that the currency 
shall be goid and silver. Now, it can be shown 
that the accomplishment of this purpose by the 
means proposed in this bill will gost the country 
more than it will save to individuals. { think, there- 
fore, there can be hardly any good reason for car- 
rying out the project. f : : 

My belief is that there is no necessity, no'na- 
tional necessity, no such important personal inter- 
ests of the merchants of New York, as to.demand 
this measure at the hands of Congress. I believe 
the mint at. Philadelphia ‘has ample: capacity to 
execute all the coinage which may be required of 
it. 1 believe: that the expense of transportation 
and the delay between the time of depositing the > 
bullion or foreign coin, and receiving our own coin 
in return, are so inconsiderable that the two sums 
taken together will not amount to more than a 
tithe of the expense of adopting this plan. The 
whole question has been examined by the director 


| of the mint in a letter now in the possesion.of the 


Finance Committee, and the facts which he states 
and the arguments based on them have fully satis- 
fied my mind on the subject. As to the capacity 
of the mint at, Philadelphia, we know that some 
months ago it did not coin as rapidly as was re- 
quired, This was owing to two circumstances.’ In 
the first place, the California gold is combined with 
a good deal of silver. ‘The difficulty of separating 
the silver from the gold was such thatthe refining 
department of the mint had not adequate capacity 
at that time for that purpose. Another difficulty, 
which I mentioned on a former occasion, was that 
the boilers and apparatus were so old and weak, 
and a part of the structure so enfeebled by time 
and other causes, that they could not be -worked 
up to what would otherwise be their full. capacity - 
In the deficiency bill we passed appropriations 
remedying both difficulties, so that the boilers wi 
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be-renewed, the structure will be strengthened, and 
those improvements will be made which are ne- 
cessary in the refining departiment.. When the 
objects for which appropriations were made by that 
biit are carried out, the mint at Philadelphia will 
be able to work at its fullest capacity, and will 
coin, Í venture to say, quite as much bullion and 
foreign coin, as will be required. We know that 
in the year 1847, when under peculiar circum- 
stances a great deal of foreign gold was brought 
into the country, there was no complaint of the in- 
efficiency of the mint. When the delay arising 
from the circumstances I have mentioned shall be 
obviated, and the improvements contemplated in 
the mint are made, it will be able to execute dou- 
ble what it could before. At the present time it 
executes an immense amount of coinage. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania informed me yester- 
day, that the amount of coinage during the pres- 
ent month would be three millions of dollars, of 
which, to be sure, butasmall proportion was silver. 
J observe, by a statement in the papers, that from 
the first to the eighteenth of the present month, 
about two millions were coined. At that rate it 
will amount to more than three. millions for the 

resent month, or at the rate of about forty mil- 
ions per year. That is as large an amount as the 
mint will ever be required to coin. 

Now, sir, as to the expense. The people of 
New York complain of the expense of transporta- 
tion. That expense is but a mere trifle, only 
about the thirtieth part of one per cent. upon gold, 
and about the tenth part of one per cent. on silver. 
The expense of transporting gold, which is now 
always done by the expresses, is thirty-seven and 
a half cents per thousand dollars, and on silver one 
dollar per thousand, or one-tenth of one per cent. 
The communication before the Commitee on Fi- 
nance, which I have already mentioned, shows 
that the expense of the Government for the trans- 
portation of its coinage in the year 1847, was only 
a little over five thousand dollars, although about 
eight millions of dollars were sent to the mint for 
Government account, and four millions were re- 
turned to New York for distribution. Estimating 
the amount deposited by individuals for coinage 
at six millions of gold, and a million and a half of 
silver, the expense to individuals will be about six 
thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. There 
remains no other expense, except that which is 
occasioned by the delay from the time of the receipt 
of the bulfion to its delivery in coin. If well- 
known foreign coin, of ascertained value, be de- 
posited in the mint, and itis working at its ordi- 
nary rate, coin can be furnished on the same day. 
Bullion often requires one or two days before it 
can be converted into coin. The time consumed 
in. transportation between New York and. Phila- 
delphia backwayds and forwards, is two days. So 
that. four days would be the whole delay—the 
whole time for which the loss of interest would 
have to be calculated. That, upon the estimate 
before mentioned, would amount only to about 
twenty-five hundred dollars; so that cight thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars would be the whole 
expense to individuals for coining six millions of 
dollars. Now, suppose the whole amount depos- 
ited for coinage amounted to four times that, the 
expense would be only about thirty thousand dol- 
lars a year. 

I want to know whether the Government of the 
United States, in order to benefit the merchants 
and importers of New York to the amount of 
eight thousand, or even thirty thousand dollars a 
year, is willing to saddle the Treasury with an 
expenditure amounting perhaps to eighty thousand 
dollars? I take it for granted that if we establish 
a mint at New York, the building will not be pùt 
up at less cost than the building at New Orleans, 
which is, the director of the mint informs us,a plain 
brick structure, without any architectural orna- 
ments whatever. Although the lot on which it is 
built was presented to the Government by the city 
of New Orleans, the whole cost of the structure was 
over three hundred thousand dollars, and the an- 
nual cost of maintaining that institution is between 
fifty and sixty thousand doliars. The annual cost 
of maintaining the mint at Philadelphia is between 
seventy and eighty thousand dollars. I think it 
very probable that the mint at the city of New 
York would be on a scale not inferior to that of 
New Orleans, and that the cost, instead of being 
three hundred thousand dollars, might amount to 
five-hundred thousand dollars, and that the annual 


charge for the support and. maintenance of that 


institution would not be less than that of the mint | 


at Philadelphia—that is to say, from seventy to 
eighty thousand dollars, besides the interest on the 
investment, which would be from twenty to thirty 
thousand dollars. Thus you will have to spend 
from eighty to a hundred thousand dollars annu- 
ally, to relieve the merchants and importers of 


New York of a cost to them, at the largest calcu- i 


lation, not exceeding thirty thousand dollars a 
year, even supposing the amount deposited for 
coinage by private individuals to be twenty-five or 
thirty millions of dollars. Ido not perceive that 
there is any reason in this. 

Now, sir, there is another view in the same 
communication from the director of the mint, to 
which I would call the attention of the Senate. 
The idea has obtained that New York being the 
commercial centre is necessarily the monetary 
centre, and that, being the place where foreign 
coin and bullion is received, should be the place 
of coinage. Ido not perceive that this necessarily 
follows. It must be considered that there is such 


a thing as a point of distribution as well asa point | 


of reception; and I do not know whether Philadel- 
phia isnot quite as good a point of distribution 
as New York. Looking at the States immedi- 
ately contiguous to New York, and those that will 
derive their coinage from the proposed mint at 
New York—the New England States and the State 
of New York itself—it is found, according to the 
returns furnished by the ‘Treasury, that there are 
fourteen millions of specie in the vaults of the 
banks of those States. Now, let us compare that 
with the specie in the vaults of the banks of those 


States to which Philadelphia would be a very good | 


point of distribution—New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, and Indi- 
una. The specie in the vaults of the banks of 


those States, according to the same returns, | 


amounted to between nineteen and twenty mil- 
lions of dollars. So that there would be actually a 
larger amount distributed from Philadelphia than 
from New York. This seems to me to be a view 
well worthy the consideration of the Senate. 
Then there is another view. Suppose the pro- 
ject of the Senator*from Missouri be adopted, and 
a mint at California be established. If that be 
adopted it will do away, to a great extent at least, 
with the necessity of this mint at New York; be- 
cause it is not to be supposed that if we establish 


a mint in California the gold dust and bullion of | 


California will come to New York for coinage. 
It will be coined in California, and will arrive here 
in the shape of American gold. Therefore, there 
will be no necessity for its coinage at New York. 
But if we do not establish a mint in California 
now, we probably shall do it at some future time. 
At all events, [ think we shall very soon establish 
an assay office there, and that will obviate, in part, 
the necessity for a mint at New ‘York; because if 
the value of a bar of gold be ascertained by assay 
in California, it will not be subjected to the delay 
which now takes place in Philadelphia in the assay 
department of the Philadelphia mint, since it will 
come with an ascertained value. 

But, in addition to this, if it be necessary for 
the Government to tax the people of the United 
States for the benefit of the commerce of New 
York, and for the benefit of those merchants of 
New York who receive gold from distant parts of 
our own country or from foreign countries, the 
object can be accomplished almost equally well, 
and with much Jess expense, by another means, 
which has been suggested by the director of the 
mint. That is, to make arrangements by which 
the bullion or foreign coin shall be deposited in 
the office of the assistant treasurer at New York. 
Under the present system there is generally a large 
accumulation of specie there, and if the bullion can 
be sent at the expense of Government to Philadel- 
phia, and coined there, and the information of its 
value be communicated without delay, in the space 


of two days at the furthest, the merchant of New |! 


York would receive American coin for his foreign 
coin or bullion. 1 am not able to state this more 
in detail, but it is very manifest such an arrange- 
ment as that might be made with considerable 
saving to the Treasury. The director of the mint 
at Philadelphia has estimated that the cost of this 
arrangement would probably be about twelve 
thousand dollars per annum. 

These are the general considerations which 
incline me to think that the Senate of the United 


States would not be acting wisely in adopting this 
bill. If it be objected that my views are those of 
the director of a rival to the proposed mint, I can 
only say that his facts are- not contradicted, and 
that a sound argument loses none of its foree be- 
cause it is derived from one whose interest coin- 
cides with his conclusions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave an amendment to estab- 
lish a branch mint at Charleston, in South Caro- 
lina. It does not propose to incur any additional 
expense, either in the erection of buildings or in 
the employment of officers, except one, and it is 
very different perhaps from the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. The Government 
has already made an appropriation for the erec~ 
tion of a new custom-house in the eity of Charles- 
ton, and a part of that custom-house may be wel} 
used for the purpose of carrying on the operations 
of a mint. I do not know that I should have 
offered this amendment but for the bill that has 
been offered by my friend from New York. f 
would say, however, that it does seem to me thas 
there arn stronger and more numerous reasons for 
the establishment of a branch mint in Charleston 
than in the city of New York. And I make this 
remark that the law maxim may very well be ap- 
; plied to the current of commerce—agua currit atque 
semper cucurrit, Now, if we let the current of 
commerce run, as it heretofore has run, from the 
mother mint of Philadelphia, perhaps all might 
conform to it, and produce no very great derange- 
ment; but if you establish a branch mint in the 
city of New York, you will necessarily do injus- 
tice to other portions of the country and other 
commercial cities of the Union, because there is a 
Jarge amount of foreign coin coming from the West 
India islands through the @ty of Charleston. 
There is a large amount of bullion which would 
go to Dahlonega and Charlotte. There areabout 
half a million of dollars earried to these two works. « 
Whether it would go to Charleston or not, I do 
not know; but as this is a commercial point, the 
coinage would be distributed sooner from this 
point than from the interior mint. But if you make 
Philadelphia the great reservoir from whieh the 
channels of commerce are to be supplied through- 
out the United States, E think we ought to be sat- 
isfied. 1 protest against this partial legislation. 
I know that New York has strong claims; E know 
that she pays two-thirds of all the import duties; 
that she has a Jarge commerce; but by establishing 
a branch mint there you would only tend to in- 
crease that commerce at the expense of other 
cities, which are equally entitled to the incidental 
advantages of establishments of this kind. I am 
not prepared to say that I shall vote for the estab- 
lishment of a branch mint in the city of New 
York. If this had been a new question, perhaps 
I might, Butif the mint at Philadelphia can sup- 
ply the demands of the country, by taking up all 
the foreign coin and the gold from California, it 
will answer all the purposes for which a mint is 
| necessary. If, however, you are to- have a new 
establishment on the Atlantic, I can see no reason 
why Charleston should not have at least a claim 
upon the liberal and just policy of this Govern- 
ment; for, as I have said before, every one of 
| those mints established in conformity with the 
| policy on which it is proposed to establish this 
| mint at New York, will only make an injurious 
i| diversion against the interests of other cities; and 
|| { will say further, that much, if not all, of the 
|| gold which would come to Charleston, and Geor- 
|i gia, and North Carolina, from the West Indies, 
i If there was a mint at Charleston, would neces- 
| saruy be carried to New York to be distributed 
; through other channels of commerce. My friend 
l| from New York may have given good reasons for 
i the establishing of a mint in that city so far as its 
|| commerce is concerned; but he must see that if 
| he interferes with the existing system, it ought to 
1 
it 
I 


| be in such a way as not to do injustice to other 
| Sections of the country. 
if With regard to the establishment of a mint at 
i San Francisco, there may be strong reasons in 
i| support of it; because it is at a great distance from 
jj any other mint, and there is much gold requiring 
|| coinage there. But the establishment of such a 
|| mint would be a sirong argument against the ne- 
cessity of a mint at New York; for, as my friend 
from Maryland has observed, much of the gold 
that would go to New York for coinage would be 
| coined in California, and the necessity fora mintat 


j| New York would thus in a great measure be ob- 
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viated. I give these reasons for my oppositiod to 
this bill, and I give notice that I shall not ask even 
$10,000 for the establishment of a mint at Charles- 
ton, because we have the requisite buildings there 
already, and, so far as I know, there would be no 
officer required, unless it might be an assayer. 
For these reasons | submit this amendment. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, | have a word 
to say on this subject. : 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to-in- 
terrupt him one moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
‘from Kentucky rise to a point of order? | - ; 

Mr. CLAY. Itis not exactly to a point of or- 
der, Mr. President, that I rise; but I want to make 
a suggestion rather for the ear of the Senator from 
Missouri. There is a proposition made for the 
establishment of a mint at New York, which I am 
very much inclined. to favor,so far as my vote 
may go, but that l believe the Senator from Mis- 
souri proposes. to attach to it a provision for the 
establishment.of a mint at San Francisco, and | 
am very much inclined to go for that measure. 
But let me suggest to the honorable Senator 
whether this would not be “ tacking,” {langhter,] 
and whether it will not be in violation of parlia- 
mentary law to bring together two subjects of the 
same kind in this bill? Sir, will not the dignity 
of New York, or more likely the dignity of Cali- 
fornia, be affected by such a strange and unnatu- 
ral and incongruous association? The one is a 
State—the proud “ Empire States” the other, I am 
sorry to say it, yet lam obliged to say it, is yet a 
territory. There are some points of resemblance, 
itis true; but, at the same time, there are some 
points of discord. Now, sir, I do not mean to 
Insist strenuously upon these incongruities, but I 
propose to the honorable Senator from Missouri 
that if he will waive all objection to the compro- 
mise bill, and the association which is contained 
in that bill of certain measures, I for one will with 
pleasure waive ali objection to the incongruity 
which seems to me to be rather apparent between 
the (wo measures now under consideration. 

The amendment offered by Mr. BurLer was 
then read. 

{The amendment we could not obtain; but it pro- 
poses to establish a branch of the mint of the 
United States at Charleston—to appoint the assist- 
ant treasurer at Charleston director of that mint, 
without any additional salary—and that apart- 
ments in the building now being constructed for 
the custom-bouse shall be used for the mint.] 

Mr. COOPER. I have been at considerable 
pains in collecting information on this subject, by 
writing to the director and treasurer of the mint at 
Philadelphia, as well as to other intelligent gentle- 
men there who were aware of its capacity to do the 
business which was necessary. These materials, 
however, have beeh used much better than I could 
have used them by other gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me in the discussion. J shall, nevertheless, 
if the Senate will indulge me, submita few reasons 
why the proposed branch mint at New York 
should not be established. 1 am not going to de- 
preciate the commercial importance of the city of 
New York; nor am l going to deny that a very 
large amount of the duties paid upon foreign im- 
ports into this country is paid at New York. But, 
sir, I will remind my honorable friend from New 

“York, that, notwithstanding this large amount of 
revenue is collected there, the people of the city of 
New York are all the richer for it. But the ques- 
tion which addresses itself to the Senate in relation 
to this matter, is, whether the business of the 
country requires the expenditure of money that 
will be necessary to establish and carry on a mint 
in the city of New York? The statistical informa- 
tion furnished to the Senate by the gentleman from 
Maryland, goes very far to show that the capacity 
of the mint at Philadelphia is entirely sufficient for 
the purpose. Heretofore, sir, at least with the ex- 
ception of a single year, that of 1847, when causes 
were operating which brought into the country a 
large amount of foreign coin, the amount of coin- 
age at the several mints of this country has never 
exceeded eleven millions of dollars in any one 
year. In 1843, the whole coinage of the country 
amounted to eleven millions and about nine hun- 
dred thousand dollars. In the year '44—the year 
following—there were coined some six or seven 
millions of dollars. 
amounts that were ever coined in the course of any 
one year; and from the year 1792, the period when 


These were the highest | 
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the mint was first established, up to the present 
time, the amounts have. ranged between two. and 
three millions of dollars. a year. -In 1847, the 
amount of coinage in all the mints. of the country— 
that at Philadelphia, that-at. Charlotteville, and 
that at Dahlonega, as well as that at New Orleans 
—~—amounted altheciiy to-adittle over twenty mil- 
lions of dollare;°the mint at Philadelphia coining: 
of. that smount-about fourteen millions, the branch 
at New Orleans seven millions, and about a million 
anda:half between the two mints located in North 
Carolinaand Georgia. In 1848, the amount coined 
was not a fourth part of what was coined in }847; 
hut during the last year, in consequence of the in- 
flax of gold from California, the amount has been 
greater, and will exceed that of any previous year. 

But, sir, are not the mints now in operation, and 
which are an. annual charge upon the Govern- 
ment, sufficient to perform all the functions they 


! were intended to perform? Undoubtedly they are. 


Tt will be seen that the branch mint at New Orleans 
was equalin 1847 to the duty of. coining seven 
millions of dollars, and it was not worked, as} am 
informed, up to its capacity. That year the amount 
coined at Philadelphia was nearly fourteen mil- 
lions of dollars, and the mint there was not worked 
up to its capacity by any means. I admit that at 
the period when gold hegan to flew into this 
country from California, there was a period when 
the mint at Philadelphia had not the capacity to 
coin the bullion and dust that were deposited 
there, as quickly as the wants of the community 
required it should be done; but, sir, that was 


| Owing to the facts that have been referred to by 


the Senator from Maryland.’ There was, in the 
gold brought into this country from California, a 
large amount of silver, which it was necessarv, 
previous to the coinage, to separate from the gold; 
and the machinery, and the other parte of the 
mint, at the beginning of this influx of California 
gold, were nat adapted to the nurpase. But im- 
provements have heen made both in the assaying 
department and the ability of the mint to separate 
the silver from the gold, and the mint is now in a 
condition to do more than is required. 

Sir, as has been stated by the Senator from 
Maryland, there will be coined at the mint at 
Philadelphia during the present month over three 
millions of dollars; T believe abont three millions 
one hundred and seventy-five thonsard dollars. 
This is by the mint at Philadelphia alone. A por- 
tion of this, I will admit, but a small portion, has 
been silver. But the amount of silver to he 


| coined hereafter will diminish, undoubtedly, while 


the amount of gold will increase. 


There is another fact to which Senators should 


advert, that a coin ofa larger denomination was 
authorized at the last session of Congress, and 
that coin is now going into circulation, (E mean 


| the twenty-dollar piece, or double eagle,) and of 
course the capacity of the mint to coin a greater | 
! number of dollars will be increased. 

Bat the fact pressed most strenuously bv the | 
Senator from New York was this: that in 1848. | 


there was an importation into the country of some 
twenty-four millions of specie, and that of that 
amount there was hut a comparatively small por- 
tion imported into Philadelphia. Does the Sena- 
tor know that there’ was imported of that large 
amount into Boston a very much larger amount 
than was imported into the city of New York 
Does he knaw, ton— 

Mr. DICKINSON. . If the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will yield’ the floor I will tell him how 
that happened. Much of this specie was brought 
by the Cunard steamers, which do not come nearer 
than Boston, but the money was brought on New 
York account, 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, it got there; and 
in the previous history of the Government gold 
got to Boston in large amounts, and if that he an 
argument in favor of New York, the fact that Phil- 
adelphia imports into New York her coin, would 
be an argument against New York and in favor of 
Philadelphia. But, sir, let us see what is the great 
evil of the fact that the Senator from-New York 
has pressed upon the attention of the Senate. Í 
adm% that New York is the great commercial me- 
tropolis of the Union, and that sll imports are 
more likely to find their way to New York than 
to cities of less commercial note. But where is 
the great advantage to the country from that fact? 
The cost of transportation in 1847 to Philadelphia 
of all the gold imported into the country, being 


|l about. thirteen millions, ‘was only. five thousand: 
four hundred and seventy-four dellarac: © >. eS 
_Mr. President, in that year, 1847, there was ine 
| ported about $13.000,000 of gold into the: United, 

States, and the cost of transportation of $6.008,000- 
of that which required recoinage'to Philadelphia, 
amounted to $5,474, That was the tax upon. the 
people for transporting the gold from. Boston, New: 
York,. Baltimore, and other ports, to. the mint at 
Philadelphia, during. period in which there Was: 
as large an importation of gold as in-any- years 
except the last and current years; Now; sir; how 
is it elsewhere? Where is the mint of Great Brits 
ain located? And into what port or city. is the: 
goid imported? Into Liverpool, and the mint is: 
located in London; and the distance between Liv- 
erpool and London is more than double as great 
as the distance between New York and’Philadel- 
phia. But, sir, I have been informed (but | have: 
the precise statistics) that of the gold. coined in 
England during a number of years, at least: four- 
fifths of it has been imported into Liverpool, and 
carried two-hundred and nineteen mites, the dis- 
tance between that city and London, to the Tatter. 
place for coinage. The same is the case in France, 
It is into Marseilles that the great amount of gold 
received in France is imported, and it is trans- 
ported to Paris, a distance of nearly four hundred: 
miles, for coinage, and by far more inconvenient, 
methods of transportation than are in use: between 
the great commercial metropolis of this Union and: 
Philadelphia. It is into Marseilles, Havre, Cher- 
bourg, Toulon, and other ports, all of them distant’ 
brom the mint at Paris, double as far as New York 
is distant from Philadelphia, that all the goid is 
imported, 

But, I repeat, the question to be decided is, has 
the mint at Philadelphia capacity to coin all the 
gold that may be deposited there, and in a period 
of time that will not interfere with the business of 
commerce? } have already stated that during the 
present month there will have been coined more: 
than three millions of dollars of gold, and some: 
thirty or forty thousand dollars of silver, at the: 
mini at Philadelphia. This, sir, will give you an 
aggregate capacity at the mint to coin-forty millions 
of dollars a year, a larger amount than we are ever: 
likely to receive even from the modern Et Darado,: 
California, in the course of a single year. © Hf this 
be so, why should the Government be put to: the’ 
expense of establishing a mint at New Yoik? t. | 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] 
has informed you that. the very ordinary building. 
erected at ‘New Orleans. cost.the Government over 
three hundred thousand dollars, and the expense. 
of keeping up the mint there during. the last ten 
years has been $55,305 per annum. Why is the 
Government of the United States to be put to ex- 
pense for.the establishment of an instituuon of this 
|| kind to be kept up at such a large annual expense?” 
It was well remarked by the Senator from Marys 
i| land that there will be very speedily, in all proba» 
|| bility, a branch mint established at San Francisco; 
| and if that be the case, of course the gold which 
i| the mines of that country. yield will be made. inte” 
| American coin there. It will not require recdinagé 
when it is brought. to the Atlantic sea-board. You 
will find, | have no doubt, that in the course of a 
very short time, if not during the present Session, 
there: will be a branch mint established at San 
Francisco, and when that is the case, instead of 
there being an increase of gold annually brought to 
Philadelphia for coinage, the amount will decrease. 
It must from the inevitable laws of trade decrease, 
because if, as is probable, all the gold is to be 
coined where it is taken from the earth, it will still 
find its way into the channels of commerce, at 
i| home in the United States, and exclude an equal 
i| quantity of foreign gold from the country. By 
coining the gold on the spot where it is mined, 
i| and sending it to the Atlantic States for circwation, 
a large space occupied by foreign coin will be sup- 
plied, and the labors of the mint lightened. Why, 
| then, | repeat, should the country be put to-anex- 
i| pense at this time, when there. is‘no necessity for’ 
n? Sir, I have collected a great number of statis- 
tics upon this subject, some of which are highly 
interesting. Since the establishment of the mint; 
in 1792, there has heen coined in all the mints of. 
the United States $145,137 993 61—$72,000.000 in: 
gold, $71,000,000 of specie, and about $1;100,000 
in copper. f See 

I have no doubt, sir, that even if the ‘mint is 
established at San Francisco, the annual amount 


1066 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 24, 


which will be brought into the country will be in- 
creasing, fram the fact that the commerce of the 
country is increasing, and ‘its. population daily 
augmenting; but when the mint has capacity ‘to 
coin forty millions of dollars a year—and 1: have 
no doubt that its capacity is far beyond that— 
where, [ repeat again, is the necessity of putting 
the Government to this great expense? Why, as 
they do things in the great commercial metropolis 
of the country, it will cost. a million of dollars to 
build a mint. I believe the custom-house cost 
twelve hundred thousand dollars... And there, on 
the scale on which things are carried on, Govern- 
ment will. have to pay, I venture to say, one hun- 
dred thousand dollars’a year in addition to keep up 
the mint after it has been established. Besides, | 
have.no doubt that if a mint is established at New 
York there will be applications for mints else- 
where, and applications founded on reasons quite 
as substantial. Already we see a claim set up for 
Charieston. We shall see one set up for St. 
Louis, another for Savannah, and the northern 
cities will follow'in the wake, each one asking its 
mint. Now, there isa mint already at Philadel- 
phia; all the gold that is brought into the country 
can be coined there free of charge to the people, 
and find its way into circulation immediately, 
within a day or two, and often on the same day 
on which it is deposited. 

There is another thing to be observed, and that 
is, that, as soon asa mintis established at New 
York, the mint at Philadelphia ceases to be a mint. 
They cannot both exist within a hundred miles of 
each other. .So that the establishment of the mint 
there is the ultimate destruction of the mint at 
Philadelphia. And with all the advantages and 
superiority with which nature has endowed that 
great metropolis, so zealously and ably represented 
here by my friends, both before and behind me, 
{Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Sewarp,] they ought 
to be willing that any of these little incidental ad- 
vantages should be reaped by their sister State 
which is humble, to be sure, but treading closely 
upon their heels in point of population. I can 
tell my friends, the Senators from New York, 
that atthe next census Philadelphia will have a 
population of four hundred thousand within the 
city and incorporated limits, besides the county; 
and in 1860 take care of your ‘* Excelsior” New 


York. 

Mr. DICKINSON. It so happens, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the course of legislation Fere, that when- 
ever the question of a branch mint at New York is 
before the Senate, the most active, vigilant, and 
unyielding opposition that it meets with comes 
from the vicinity of other mints. The opposition 
is of course of a public and general character; but 
it does so happen, and it is one of the things that 
I know not how to account for. “The Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who has just taken such strong 
and decided ground against the establishment of a 
branch mint at New York, based his remarks upon 
information mainly derived from a letter addressed 
to him by the director of the mint at Philadelphia. 
That letter is, I suppose, a public letter, designed 
for public use, and designed to influence the public 
mind, because I am pretty sure I have seen it in 
print, and it was. presented here in the Senate, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. I thought, 
too, | could discover an active sympathy between 
that letter and the remarks of the Senator from 


Maryland, [Mr. Prearce;] a remarkable coinci- | 


dence in the sentiments, and language’ also, which 
induced me to think that he spoke, if without 
book, not without letter, touching this matter. 
The director of the mint at Philadelphia speaks 
with some little feeling upon this subject. He dis- 
cusses some of the principal points, the chief of 
which is the vast expense which a mint at New 
York would occasion; and he tells us how much 
Congress appropriates to the Philadelphia mint, 
and would have to appropriate to this mint annu- 
ally. Weil, now, since Congress makes the ap- 


propriation itself; since they make the appropria- |; 


tion for the Philadelphia mint, including the 
salary of this excellent director himself, Í think 
that he might have been excused from that part of 
the service which he rendered to us without mate- 
rial detriment to the public interests. We could 
have found out whatis appropriated there without 
having this bugbear placed in tre way of legisla- 
ting in favor of a branch mint at New York. He 
tells us, too, as the Senators have done, that this 
mint at Philadelphia has capacity to transact all 


j mint. 


the business. The same argument, the same ideas, 
the same language—*‘it has capacity.” 

Well, sir, why did they not answer what I said 
before, that the further you remove the mint from 
the commercial centre, upon this system of logic, 
the more commercial capacity it will have for the 
want of business merely? It is fo argument to 
say that it coins all that comes there, if it is the 
fact. Butit has not done it within the last year, 
as the tables show, by nearly three millions of 
dollars. Let us look at the statistics for a moment. 
There have been some years, it is estimated, 
twenty-four millions of specie imported. Much 
of this was in bullion, in foreign coin, requiring 


| recoinage; besides the annual receipt of some 


eight millions which comes from the hands of 
foreign emigrants, all requiring recoinage before 
jt could be circulated. If the Philadelphia mint 
has the capacity, why is it that during the last 
year she has coined only seven millions and some 
odd thousand dollars of gold? Five millions and 
a half of dollars in gold dust were actually depos- 
ited from California; so that, beyond the California 
gold, there was only about two millions and a half 


-of gold coined. Now, suppose that a vast amount 


of bullion had been thrown in there, either by the 
Government or by individuals—and it must be 
thrown in some other time—what would have 
been done? Where then would have been her 
boasted capacity? It is reasoning on false premises 
entirely to say that she has any such capacity. 
As well might you say that a country mill had 


| capacity to grind for all the adjacent country, be- 


cause stationed at a point where only a small por- 
tion goes to it; as well might you say that a law- 
yer in Philadelphia had capacity to transact all the 
business of New York claimants, because it does 
not go to him; as well might you say that the bay 
of Delaware had capacity for the shipping of New 
York, because it did not go there; as well say that 
a shopkeeper, or artisan, or merchant, had capa- 
city to transact al] the business of New York, be- 
cause it does not come to him. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says that the 
trouble and cost of transporting the bullion from 


| New York and the other ports at which it arrives 


to Philadelphia is a very trifling matter. Is ita 
very trifling matter for the individual who has a 
thousand dollars in some foreign coin to have to 
transfer it to Philadelphia, over one hundred miles 
of travel, and, if unable to go himself, obliged to 
employ an agent, and then to await its return be- 
fore he can circulate it to advantage? It is the 
duty of the Government to establish a mint at the 
point of its commercial centre, and every reason 
that attempts to get round that is false and artifi- 
cial. You might as well attempt to make a stream 
run up hill, or to turn it from its natural current. 
There is a vast amount of bullion seeking coinage 
for the public convenience, which, if it has not 
mint facilities at New York, will not be coined 
anywhere. Some of it will find its way to Phila- 
delphia, as it has done under an arbitrary Govern- 
ment order; but, in the hands of individuals, it is 
impossible to force it to any considerable extent 
out of the natural course of trade. 

The argument which the director of the mint 
presses so feelingly, thatifa mint is established 
at New York the mint at Philadelphia will have 
no business, and which has been urged here upon 
this floor by the distinguished Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Cooper,] isa most conclusive ar- 
gument in favor of New York. Suppose there 
was no custom-house at New York, and that there 
was one at Philadelphia, would you oppose the 
establishment of a custom-house at New York, 
where two-thirds of the revenue is received? The 


| Philadelphia custom-house would have compara- 
| tively little business. 


Will the honorable Senator 
stand up and advocate such a monstrous commer- 
cial regulation as that? And yet it would be no 


! more absurd than this, that a branch mint should 


not be established at New York, because it will 
take away the business from the Philadelphia 
Why, sir, if commercial transactions will 
not reach her without a process of legislation, she 
should take her chance in the great market of the 
commercial world. This learned and faithful di- 
rector of the mint shows himself, in my opinion, 
much more learned in the transmutation of metals 
and chemical affinities than in commercial transac- 
tions, if he supposes that a great nation should 
attempt to force the stream of commercial affairs 
out of the natural current to accommodate the 


| Will Baltimore be satisfied ? 


feelings of individuals. or the peculiar local in- 
terests of any one city, or in order to save a few. 
hundred thousand dollars expenditure in the erec- 
tion of public buildings and the payment of sal- 
aries. These statistical arguments which I have 
presented are unanswerable, and they do. not at- 
tempt to answer them except by saying that the 
Philadelphia mint has capacity, whether it affords 
the necessary facilities to the commercial com- 
munity or not. 

It is suggested by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that in 1860 Philadelphia is going to be as 
large as New York. I have nothing to say to 
that. I shall be gratified if it shall provetrue. New 
York speaks for herself. 1 have nothing to say 
for hernow. In the language of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, on a previous occasiom, ‘¢ there 
she is.” Her statistics will tell you what she is 
now, and her growth within the last few years 
will tell you what she will be in 1860. 

I am admonished, however, to close, and I will 
not consume time by prolonging this debate. I 
do not ask gentlemen to answer my argument, but 
I ask them to answer the able argument of the late 
Secretary of the Treasury upon this question, and 
I declare it to be utterly unanswerable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT then stated that the 
question was on the. amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on theamendmeat of the Senator from South 
Carolina, and I will remark that lam myself in 
favor of a branch mint in Charleston. I have 
supported it once. l voted to annex it to this bill 
once before, and the bill was lost for no other cause 
than that it was so annexed. I now declare my- 
self ready and willing, not ofly as a Senator but 
as chairman of the Committee on Finance, to 
give my best aid to facilitate the establishment of 
a branch mint at Charleston under proper regula- 
tions; but {am opposed to its being annexed to 
this bill, mainly for the reason that it was annexed 
to it once before by the opponents of the bill, who 
thus defeated it. I shall, therefore, vote against 
the amendment, and I caution the friends of the 
bill not to jeopard it by supporting theamendment. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask the Chair whether 
the: amendment. on which the Senate is called to 
vote embraces two branches or only one? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Only one. 

Mr. KING. Then lunderstand that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] is proposed to be amended by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina by adding to it a branch 
at Charleston? Weil, sir, ] believe I shall vote 
against both the amendments. If thereisany pro- 
priety in establishing a mint at all in our country 
at this time, it seems to me that New York is de- 
cidedly the proper place. If any change is neces- 
sary, the wisest course would have been to transfer 
the mint from Philadelphia to New York, because 
the facilities would be much greater there; but I 
did not consider that the inconvenience was so 
great at the present time as to justify a very enor- 
mous expense in New York for the establishment 
ofa mint. I was disposed, therefore, to take no 
part in bringing forward a measure of this kind, 
although I was written to by various individuals 
in that city on the subject. It seems to me that if 
we go onin this way it will become absolutely 
necessary to establish branch mints in every com- ` 
mercial city, independently of those already exist- 
ing where the bullion and gold dust shipped from 
California and from foreign countries may be 
taken. Whyshould not Boston havea mint too? 
What will Norfolk 
say? If Charleston gets one, | shall insist cer- 
tainly that Mobile should bave a branch mint, as 
itisa much more important place in many respects 
than Charleston. In Georgia and North Carolina 
there are mints already, but we shall have to es- 
tablish them all over the country. When the 
proper time comes I will vote for a branch mint at 
San Francisco, but this is not the time. ‘Things 
are in that situation that I do not suppose even the 
Senator from Missouri will be disposed to press 
the establishment of a branch mintthere now. At 
the proper time, and I hope at no very distant day, 
we shail be able to do it. I think it would be bet- 
ter to have only one subject in the bill, and not 
perhaps to defeat it by linking to it other proposi- 


i tions something similar in character, but which 


would be more properly acted upon separately. 
I am not in favor of “ tacking” in this instance. 
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shall not, therefore, vote for the amendment, nor 
do I think that Í shall vote for the bill itself. 

- Mr. COOPER. ‘I only desire to say a word in 
reply to the repeated assertion of my friend from 
New York, that the mint at Philadelphia has not 
the capacity. Now, sir, I have from the director 
of the mint the amount coined from the Ist to the 
18th day of the present month, inclusive. The 
amount coined was $1,880,320 in gold; in other 
metals $23,000, making $1,903:320 in eighteen 
days. At this rate there would be coined during 
the month $3,172,200. . I will state here that the 
capacity of the mint is said to be equal to the coin- 
age of $3,500,000 per month. Now I will.ask the 
Senate, with these facts before them, whether there 
bea necessity for the establishment. of.a mint at 
New York, and paying annually, besides the cost |! 
of erecting suitable buildings at the beginning, 
eighty or a hundred thousand dollars to keep it 
up! 

There has been an extraordinary state of things 
prevailing, as I before stated, during the last si- 
months, and in the beginning, owing to circum- 
stances which I need not refer to again, the mint at 

Philadelphia was inadequate to the discharge of its 
duties in such a manner as to satisfy the commercial 
and business men; but the inadequacy has been 
supplied, and they are now in a condition to coin 
all the bullion and gold dust that is sent as quickly || 
as it could be coined if there were even another || 
mintat New York; bullion and dust sent there for 
coinage could be coined in twenty-four, or at all 
events in forty-eight hours. The gentleman from 
New York says that there has been but about 
two or three millions of dollars coined there during 
the present year. 

Mr. DICKINSON. "I said that over and above 
the California gold coined there had been not more 
than two millions and a half coined. 

Mr. COOPER. Well, I had misunderstood the 
gentleman. I will state, in further illustration of 
the capacity of the mint in Philadelphia to do all 
that it may be required to do, that in 1847, with 
machinery altogether unequal to what it is now, 
there were coined there eleven millions five hun- 
dred and forty-five thousand two hundred and 
seventy-eight pieces. This embraced, of course, 
koth gold, silver, and copper coins. Hereafter 
there will be but little silver and copper coined. If 
these pieces averaged five dollars, that would 
amount to $57,726,390. With these facts before 
them, I leave the Senate to answer whether there 
is any necessity for the establishment of a branch 
mint at New York. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I should be very willing to 
consider the propriety of the establishment of a 
branch mint at Charleston, as a matter by itself. 
I am not quite willing that it should be attached to 
this bill, because i, has been stated that the pro- 
ceeding may embarrass the progress of this ques- 
tion. I think it best in such cases that each propo- 
sition should stand or fall on its own merits. There | 
is a general impression in the New England commu- 
nity, I believe, certainly among those with whom 
T am acquainted, in its commercial relations, that 
there is a propriety in establishing a mint at New 
York. As far as I know, Boston puts in no claim 
for herself, although the quantity of bullion im- | 
ported into Boston, for some years past, has been 
quite considerable. 
ment among the commercial classes in Boston, that 
New York, being so near to them, and New York | 
being to so great an extent the commercial empo- 
rium of the country, it would be very useful to 
New England and to the country. I am inclined, 
therefore, to vote for the bill for the establishment 
"ofa branch mint at New York, and notat all indis- 
» posed to take up the proposition submitted for a | 

‘branch mint at Charleston; but it would be better || 
to keep each measure by itself, to stand or fall, ac- 
cording to the judgment of Congress, on its own 
separate merits. Lys 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly, I am of opinion, 
Mr. President, that it is very desirable there should 
be a branch mint in California, and that it should 
be established as speedily as possible. Ihave no 
doubt that a great loss is sustained by the youthful 
community rising there, which, struggling with so 
many embarrassments, can ill afford the loss re- 
sulting from the necessity of shipping bullion and 
goid dust to other parts of the world, for the pur- 
pose of coinage. I shall, therefore, be most happy | 
on all occasions, after the State of California shall l 
have become a member of this Union, or even be- į 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


But I think there is a senti- |} 


fore that time, while she remains a part of this em- 
pire, to vote for a branch mint, whenever a bill for 
that purpose shall come before the Senate. 

The question of establishing a mint in Charles- 
ton, is one upon. which-my mind has not been 
engaged. Iam not prepared to say that T would 
! vote, or ought to vote, for the establishment of a 
mint at that place; but I am not prepared to say, 
; on the other-hand, that I ought not so to vote. | Í 
am not:particularly informed at this time, of the 
state of mining operations in South Carolina, in 
Virginia, in Georgia, in Alabama, and elsewhere 
in the southern portion of the Union, without 
which an intelligent vote could not begiven. But 
I submit to those who have offered these amend- 
ments, whether, if it be their object, as it-undoubt- 
edly is, to obtain the separate institutions which 
they propose, it is not as prudent and as wise—as 
it certainly is fair and just—to detach them from 
this bill, which may be overpowered by a com- 
bined opposition to the whole three measures, 
when at least one, and perhaps all of them, might, 
severally, obtain the favor of the Senate? I hope, 


Í therefore, that this bill may be put distinctly upon 


its own proper merits. And I confess that the 
very learned and elaborate argument submitted to 
us some time ago, by the honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] has so far fortified my 
own objections to the process of legislative “ tack- 
ing,” as to make me more unwilling than ever to 
combine several different and discordant proposi- 
tions in one bill. 

Mr. President, what is the necessity for a mint 
anywhere? It is for the sole purpose—or, at least, 
chiefly for the purpose—of saving our mercantile 
community, and, through them, the whole people, 
the Joss and expense incident to the transportation 
of bullion to foreign mints, for the purpose of being 
coined, and thus converted into money, in which 
shape only the metal is adapted to the ases of com- 
merce as a medium of exchange. The expense of 
assaying and coinage, is an expense which the Gov- 
ernment ought to bear, and ought to bear freely and 
i fully. It is the duty of the Government to perform 
| the function of coinage for the citizen, because it 
assumes to furnish to the citizen the currency 
which he needs, while it excludes him from fur- 
nishing it himself. Our Government undertakes 
to perform this function without seigniorage or 
charge—stipulating only, that the citizen shall sup- 
ply the metal to be assayed and coined. Since the 
Government has assumed itexclusively, they ought 
to perform it in that way which will be least ex- 
pensive to the mercantile community, and which, 
of course, will devolve the least burden upon the 
country. 

Now the commerce of this country and of this 
continent is concentrated in one port. It is there 
that money is to be used and employed; it is there 
that bullion and money are to be imported and ex- 
ported; and it is there that coin, first and princi- 
pally, is to be used as the medium of exchange of 
the productions of all countries and of all climes. 
Where, then, ought to be the mint which furnishes 
this medium of exchange? If anywhere, it ought 
to be as near as possible to the wharves from 
which it is to be exported, and where it is to be 
imported, and where the exchanges of which it is 
the agent are to be made. It ought to be there, 
instead of being, as it now is, at-a distance of one 
| hundred miles from the place where its fanctions 
are to be performed. Every argument which can 
be brought for. maintaining that the mint of the 
| chief commercial port of the Union should be lo- 
cated at a distance of one hundred miles from its 
wharves, would apply with equal justice and equal 
force in favor of transferring the seat of the collec- 
tion of the customs to the same distance. So that, 
according to this principle, we ought to have our 
custom-houses in Philadelphia for transacting the 
mercantile business of the city of New York. 

The argument of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Pearce] conceded the whole point, when he 


| said that, if the question was in the first instance 


upon establishing a mint for the United States, 
the convenience òf trade, he should think, would 
be a conclusive argument for locating it in the city 
of New York. And the argument of the Senator 
| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cooper] brings us to 
| precisely the same conclusion, when he says, that 
; if a mint shall be established in New York, the 
i institution in Philadelphia will expire, notwith- 
; standing it is supported by the patronage and fa- 
| vor of the Government, and all the commercial in- 


H 


| 


= = 
terests of that great and flourishing city; `- Wè-àrè: 
told, indeed, by the Senator from Maryland, that 
at most there can be but.an expense of. thiety.. 
thousand dollars-a year to be saved-to:the mer-: 
cantile community by the establishment of a mint: 
at New York. . I say, sir, with all due deference, 
that even that expense is more than the Govern- 
ment has.a right to impose upon the commercial. 
community, inasmuch as the. Government has un- 
dertaken to furnish. coin, and commerce - requires. 
that the expense of furnishing. it should be:made 
as small as possible, - But who’ cantell ‘us -the 
amount of loss that is sustained by the exporta»: 
tation of bullion, and even unassayed gold dust; 
to Europe, to avoid the loss, risk, and delay of 
transportatinn to and from Philadelphia for. pur- 

poses of coinage? i ! 

Mr. President, let us meet a great question 
directly and justly.. The mint was rightly estab- 
lished in Philadelphia. -When it was established 
there, the commerce of the country was there. 
But now commerce has changed its haunts. The 
commerce of the country has concentrated, and 
the commerce of the world is concentrating, at 
New York. The Government must accommodate 
itself to the change of times and of circumstances, or 
maintain a conflict in which it must be overborne. 
Sooner or later we shall come to this conclusion— 
the sooner, of course, the safer and. more wise. 1 
say nothing to the prejudice of Philadelphia, noth- 
ing in hostility to its interests or its commerce, or. 
to the mint established there. Let it stand and 
perform all the functions required of it: But. let 
us, at the same time, provide for the performance 
of those same functions where they have become 
necessary, and even absolutely indispensable. 

Mr. PRATT. The subject embraced in the 
bill of the Senator from Missouri is one on which 
I have reflected before I came here, and 1. desire 
now to say a few words, which are the result of 
that reflection. I think it will be altogether inju- 
dicious and impolitic to establish a branch mint at 
this time in California. The great object. which 
it seems to me we should have in view, in,looking 
to that distinet territory, is to connect it with us 
as much as we can by commercial and every other 
relationship of interest which we may be able.to, 
throw around it. Now, sir, if a branch mint ig 
established in California, the result will be that, - 
all the gold found there will be coined there, and 
thence it would go for distribution from the owners 
of it throughout the world. As I am informed, it 
appears that three-fourths of the gold found in 
California now goes to other sections of the world. 
besides the United States. The major part of yit 
goes to England, and is there coined. It has ap- 
peared to me that if an office of assay were estab- 
lished in California, with the power given to the 
assay officer, when gold is depésited, and its value 
ascertained, to issue to the owner of the gold, a 
certificate of deposit, which would be payable in 
some other part of the United States, it would 
have two results, both of which would.be’ benefi- 
cial to the country. In the first place, it would 
insure that all the gold which was. mined-in Calis 
fornia would be brought to the United States for 
distribution; and, in the second place, it-would be 
a great benefit to those engaged in the mines, 
because they would be able, at much less expense 
to themselves, to transmit to the United States— 
the point to which most of them would desire to 
send it—all the gold which they might mine. 

Such an arrangement would enable those who are 
engaged in commerce there to make their business 
transactions with New York or Philadelphia at 
less expense than could be done in any other way, 
because they could transmit such certificates much 
more readily than. they could send the gold itself. 
You would, therefore, insure necessarily a com- 
mercial connection on the part of this distant ter- 
ritory of ours with their own countrymen, which 
they would undoubtedly prefer to any connection 
with any other part of the world. And it would 
be beneficial to this part of the United States by 
making it, as a necessary law resulting from.this, 
that all the gold mined there should be brought to 


i the United States, because no one who had gold in: 


California, who could have it transmitted at a tri- 
fling cost, and who wished to transmit. it, would 
oe to having it transmitted in that way. ce 

Yow, sir, there would be no inconvenience. rê- 
sulting to the United States if a plan of that ‘kind 
were adopted. 1 have suggested this to amember 
of the Committee on Finance, and it appears. to 
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tie that no difficulty would oteur to the United 
States by such an arrangement, because they could 
issue such a certificate as would enable the United 
States officer in California to send the gold, and 
have it worded so that it would become payable at 
the end of six months, or whatever. time may be 
necessary for its transportation. The gold itself 
would be brought to the United States, and, from 
the point where it might be coined, would be dis- 
tributed throughout the country. I therefore hope 
that this proposition, for the establishment of a 
branch mint m California, may not be adopted at 
this time. [t appears to me that these reflections 
are worthy of the consideration of the Senate. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Botier, and, the yeas and nays having 

been ordered, resulted as follows: 

YEAS+~Messrs. Badger, Bell, Renton, Berrien, Borland, 
Butler, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of 
Jowa, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Mangum, Morton, Pearce, 
Spruance, Turney, and Underwood—l9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, 
Chase. Clay, Coop r Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dick- 
inson, Dodge of Wiscousi-, Downs, Fel h, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Jones, King, Mason, Norris, Sebastian, Seward, 
Smith, Sturgeon, Walker, Webster, Whitcomb, and Yu- 
tee—23, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
recurs onthe amendment offered by the Senator 
from Missouri, (Mr. Benrow,] and on that amend- 
ment the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
i have been, from the time we acquired this terri- 
tory, at least from the time. that we commenced 
working these mines, anxious for the establish- 
fent of a mint and such assaying offices as may 
be necessary to secure the interest of the miners, 
and to secure the benefit of the mining operations 
of California so far as might be to the commerce 
of the United States. f am in favor now of the 
establishment of a mint, and if that may not be, 
at least of the establishment of two offices for 
assaying the gold found there. But if a mint is 
established there—and I am not sure at what point 
it should be—if it should be established it cannot 
be at any point which is within striking distance 
of bath the important mines of California. These 


mines exist in the courses of two rivers, running | 


the one from the north and the other from the 
south. These rivers meet together at the great 
port of San Francisco, where this mint is pro- 
posed to be established. This is not, however, 
carrying the mint to the mines, but the gold to the 
mint, and carrying it a good way in both cases, 
So far as I have been able to learn, the gold lies 
in a valley which never approaches that coast, and 
is from ten to twenty miles wide. 

I propose to amend the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri in the following man- 
ner: after the word ‘silver,’ in the third line of 
the first section, insert the words “ and two assay- 
ing offices, one at Stockton, on the San Joaquin, 


and the other at Sacramento, on the river of that! 


name;” the object being to bring the assaying 
offices to the neighborhood of the mines, to the 
vieinity of the miners, where the dust may be sub- 
mitted to the assayer and cast into bars prior to 
tlie gold being sent to the mint, wherever that 
may be. The-first amendment which I propose 
will be to strike out the word ‘t one,” in the eighth 
section, and to substitute the word ‘ two,” so as 
to make it “ two assayers.” 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 further move to amend the 
amendment by changing the word “ assayer,” in 
the 13th line of the same section, to ‘ assayers.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will inquire of the Senator 
from Mississippi, if two separate buildings will be 
required for the assayers? 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course, buildings and ma- 
chinery will be required at each place, and [ sup- 
pose it will cost at least ten thousand dollars at 
each place. 

Mr. BENTON.  Itis not necessary to alter the 
amount. Fifty thousand dollars was the amount 
estimated for one assay office at San Francisco; 
but as it is proposed to establish two offices in the 
interior, the same amount may be sufficient for 
both, 

Mr. DAVIS. 


It my be necessary, to prevent 


further questions, to amend the amendment in the | 
first section by inserting after the word * branch,?? į 


in the sixth line, the words ‘ andassaying Offices.” 
I move sò to amend it. 

The question was then taken on thisamendment, 
and it was adopted. 

‘The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the amendment of Mr. Benronasamended. The 
yeas and nays having been ordered, they were as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mersts, Bell, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Clarke, 
€lay. Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge 
af Wisconsin. Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Greene. Hale, Hamlin, Houston. Hunter, Morton, Spruance, 
Underwood. and Whitcomb—24. © 

NAVS—Messts. Atehison, Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, 
Bortand, Butler, Cass, Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Jones, King, Mangum. Norris, Pearce, 
Sebastian. Seward, Smith, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, 
Walker, Webster. and Yulee—25. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I wish to say to the honor- 
able members from Missouri and Mississippi that 
I voted against the amendment proposing the es- 
tablishment of a mint in California because I 
thought it would embarrass the whole question 
and cause a great deal of dispute. Iam in favor, 
however, of establishing assay offices, as many 
as may be necessary, and I think a proposition 
of that kind would meet with general concur- 
rence. 

Mr. MANGUM. T entirely concur with the 
view just expressed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I voted against this amendment with 
creat reluctance, because I feel the great necessity 
which exists for the establishment of assaying 
Offices in California, but I do not see the necessity 
of establishing a mint there. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I am sorry to 
differ with the distinguished gentlemen on the other 
side af the Chamber on this point. [ think now is 
the time to establish a mint. We have delayed 
too long to perform those functions which devolved 
upon us after the accession of the territory, and it 
is because we have not performed those functions, 
because we have left them without those provisions 
to which they were entitled at our hands, that they 
have taken upon themselves the power of forming 


a government, and one of the very things which | 


they wished to attain was a mint, so as to be re- 
lieved from those evils which every miner in Cali- 
fornia now feels. We have been derelict in our 
duty to the people of California. We have not 
met the obligations which were imposed upon us 
hy the treaty with Mexico, to provide government 
for the people of these territories, and with that 
government also to establish custam-houses and 
light-houses, and other conveniences and require- 
ments which the people had a right to expect from 
a Government holding a guardian care over them. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to make one or two 
observations on this bill. It is now the original 
question, as T understand it; and we should pre- 
sent all the considerations which have been sug- 
gested fairly to our minds, and say whether there 
is now, in our various mints in the United States, 
sufficient capacity for coining all the bullion and 
foreign coin that shall be brought within the limits 
of the country? That is the question. I think 
there is no Senator who will deny the capacity of 
the mints to discharge that duty. Now, sir, what 
are we seeking todo? To make an appropriation, 
first, of about $500,000, to build a mint in the city 
of New York; and then we will have to appropriate 
from eighty to one hundred thousand dollars an- 
nually to sustain it. Now, who applies for this? 
The people of the United States? Of what import- 
ance is it to the people of the United States? 


None in the world; because they have machinery | 
coextensive with every demand of this kind that | 


can be made upon them 

But the Senator from New York, on my right, 
[Mr. Sewarp,] alleges that the mercantile interest 
of the State of New York loses annually, in the 
transmission of bullion from New York to Phila- 
delphia, the sum of $30,000; and to save them from 


‘the payment of that amount of money, you are to 
tax the whole people of the United States from | 


eighty to one hundred thousand dollars annually, 
besides the $500,000 required for the erection of a 
building. This appears to me to be wholly unne- 
cessary, to say the least of it. 

Mr. COOPER. I will just observe that in 1848, 
when the amount of gold imported into this coun- 
try was. $13,000,000, and when there was, of that 
amount, nearly seven millions sent to Philadelphia 
for coinage, the expense of the transmission was 
only $5,474. 


journ to meet on Monday 


May 27, 


Mr. MANGUM. I gave the vote which I gave 


just now with great reluctance, and lam not sure 


but that ] voted’wrong. That appears to he the 
feeling of several gentleman who voted the same 
way that l did, and who, if they had had a little 
more time to consider the matter, would probably 
have voted differently. I think it would be better 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill. 
I now move that when the Senate adjourns, it ad» 
next. 

Mr. DICKINSON. That being a debatable 
subject, I wish to say a word. I think we bad 
better try to get this bill out of committee to-day. 
If this motion is to be reconsidered, it can be done 
on the spot. Debate has been had, and we all 
know now what the question is; but if it be post- 
poned to a future day, it will all have to be gone 
over again; and, although there may be no im- 
propriety in reconsidering the vote, | Know the 
difficulty of gaining the attention of the Senate if 
this bill is postponed, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish toask a ques- 
tion of the Chair, the answer to which will, per- 
haps, regulate my conduct hereafter. Tam op- 
posed to the establishment of a mint in New York, 
and in favor of the establishment of one in Califor- 
nia. J want to know whether it is in order to 
move to strike out all after the enacting elause, and 
insert the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
order. It will be hereafter. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I give notice that 
hereafter [ will make that motion. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move to postpone the 
farther consideration of this subject till Monday 
next, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I wish to make a single 
suggestion. It has already been suggested by the 
Senator from Kentucky to move to amend by pre- 
senting the amenoment orginally presented by the 
Senator from Missouri, in the place of the original 
bill. Iwas just about to submit the same proposi- 
tion, and I think we might take the vote upon it 
now. I hope, therefore, before the question is 
taken on this postponement, we will take the vote 
on this question. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 move to reconsider the 
vote postponing the further consideration of this 
subject, and I do so merely for the purpose of an 
explanation. J am in favor of some arrdngement 


It is not now in 


| by which California shall have an assaying office, 


and I am ready to go forit now, in its most liberal 
form. I voted against it here because I wished 
that this bill should stand upon its own merits, 
and not be connected with anything else. I with- 
draw my motion to reconsider. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 27, 1850. 

The Journal of Friday was read. 

Mr. SACKETT rose to a privileged: question. 
He saw by the report of the proceedings of Friday, 
in the Globe, upon the final passage of the bill for 
the increase of the army, he was not recorded as 
voting. He had voted in the negative, and desired 
so to be recorded. 

The Journal was amended to state the fact, and,’ 
as corrected, was approved. 

LIST OF PATENTS. 

Mr. MOREHEAD desired to offer a resolution, 
which he thought would meet with the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish to each member and delegate of 
this House, three copies of the ¢ List of Patents for inven- 
tions and designs issued by the United States, from 1790 to 
1847, with the patent laws and notes of the decisions of the 
courts of the United States, for the same period; compiled 


; and published under the direction of Edmund Burke, Com- 


missioner of Patents :? Provided, No expense be* incurred 
for reprinting. 

Mr. CONGER suggested to the gentleman from 
Kentucky the propriety of modifying the resolu- 
tion so as to give the books to the new members 
only, the work having been received by gentlemen 
who were members of the last Congress. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he preferred the reso- 
lution in the present form, because, although fur- 
nished during the last Congress~—. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and inquired if there 
was objection to the resolution? 
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Mr. JONES objected. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would move, then, 
that the rules be suspended for the reception of the 
resolution. 

CHARGES-~THE ACTING DOORKEEPER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 


the motion to suspend the rules ig not in order 


pending the business before the House. The re- 
port made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OLps] 
from the select committee, appoiil¥ed to investigate 
the charges preferred by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Brown] against the Doorkeeper of 
the House, having been postponed to this day, is: 
the first business in order. age 

That report being before the House— 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, ‘obtained the 
floor and offered the following. resolution: 


Resolved, That Rogert E. Hornor, acting Doorkeeper of 
this House, be, and he is hereby, dismissed. 


Mr. BROWN said he had been requested by 
several gentlemen to ask the previous question; 
he would not, however, but would leave for the 
House to dispose of the subject at their own 
pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand that that 
resolution is now before the House? 

The SPEAKER said the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi was in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will move to lay the 
whole subject on the table, if I can have the priv- 
ilege of saying something first. He said: 

Mr. Speaker, E cannot think that this House 
has any desire, as Í am sure it baš no interest in 
any debate upon the question now reproduced. 
While the world is occupied with considering the 
influence and prevalence of liberal principles— 
while the nation is gazing at the movements against 
Cuba—the peopie distracted with attempts to set- 
tle boundaries and to give governments to vast 
territories which we have acquired by conquest or 
treaty—the House of Representatives of this great 
nation is gravely debating the question of its Door- 
keeper’s rights—spending its time, and wasting its 
eloquence, as to the position of its janitor, or, as 
he is denominated, the acting Doorkeeper. It is 
true that he is not even elected to his office, but 
holds it “ nostra gratia.” Undoubtedly a question 
of such importance demands our attention, and 
will secure our devotion. = 

The charges against Mr. Hornor are, first, that 
he dismissed a page without sufficient cause. 
Look at the Senate, and see what that grave body 
thinks of dismissat from office. I do not know 
what constitutes cause, but I suppose that general 
disapproval may be allowed to be a cause. But 
the honorable gentleman from Mississippi speaks 
in a spirit of true chivalry of the oppression ex- 
hibited by the Doorkeeper using the influence of 
his office to crush an humble page. [t would 
be a manifest wrong, if the Doorkeeper had done 
that; but does not the honorable gentleman see 
that he is incurring the same charge? May it not 
be said that he is using the influence of his high 
position—the Executive ofa great State—the leader 
of one branch of the National Legislature, and re- 
spected by all—to crush the poor Doorkeeper of 
this House? I cannot impute a spirit of persecu- 
tion to the honorable gentleman, but I certainly 
do not see how the position of the member is more 
tenable than that of the Doorkeeper. 

Another charge is, that the acting Doorkeeper 
appointed and kept in place his brother. Mr. 
Speaker, nepotism is the common fault of elevated 
officers. The charge was first instituted, I believe, 
against an elevated officer who keeps “the keys,” 
and has no children; and it seems to be natural 
that our Doorkeeper, who is also childless, should 
suffer by a similar imputation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (Mr. CHANDLER 
yielding the floor for explanation,) said the charge 
against the Doorkeeper was not for employing an 
assistant because he was his brother; but for 
giving a false certificate to the effect that he was 
performing his duties here as assistant Doorkeeper, 
while in fact he was absent from the city, filling 
an office in Wisconsin, and actually performing 
the duties pertaining to that ofre. 

Mr. CHANDLER resumed. 


former occasion in this House; and he know also 
that it was alleged to be a system preval'ing to a 


greater extent in another country. There were | 


other small charges, but he believed they were 


| 
He recollected 
that this charge of nepotism had been made on a |} 


with the approbation of the Clerk of the House, anil | 


. fsengers belonging to other departments of the 


t ceived his regular pay all the tune.’ 


-principally abandoned. I cannot answer the other 
charge, that Mr. Hornor made some promises to 
members touching the appointment of pages, 
which he did not fulfil. Sir, where is the dispenser 
of official favors that does not suffer by such a 
charge? Mr. Hornor, inthis as in the other 
matters, has done nothing that the example of his 
betters will. notjustify, and he must. suffer with 
the great.whom he has imitated. But t hold in 
my hand-a paper, which I ask the Clerk to read; 
it: will answer the charges against Mr. Hornor, 
and justify his conduct. The Clerk read: 

“The House having refused to print the evi- | 
dence and report of the Committee of Investiga- 
tion upon the charges preferred against its Donr- 
keeper, the following statement, abbreviated from | 
the same, is respectfully submitted for the inform- | 
ation of those who have had no opportunity of 
knowing the details of the case: 

* In reply to the charge of retaining his brother 
in office during the last recess, &c., the evidence | 
shows: 

“ First. That R. E. Hornor retained but two 
persons, the same number as in the previous Con- 
gress, to take charge of the Hall, and air the com- 
mittee rooms, books ,and furniture, although in 
consequence of the painting of all the rooms and 
Hall for the first time in twenty vears, the white- 
washing and cleaning, removing the furniture, &c., 
much more work was required to be done during 
the last recess than during former recesses. | 

“J. T. Clements, who was brought. to sustain 
the charges against the Doorkeeper, swears, ¢ the 
number retained (by R. E. Hornor,) was not greater 
than was kept during the recess of the preceding 
Congress.’ He and several other witnesses prove, 
that there was more work done during the last, 
than previous recesses. 

“s The practice under former Doorkeepers was, 
that the officers agreed amongst themselves, to do 
each other’s work during absence.’ 

‘* Second. That although it has been customary, 
for many years, as proved by several witnesses, 
for a portion of the force about the Canitol, and 
the offices and departments at Washington, to be || 
absent some weeks or months during the hot | 
weather, wilkout hiring a substitute, yet that R. E. | 
Hornor required his brother and every one else who | 
absented himeelf, first to provide for having all his | 
work performed during his absence, and that with. | 
out any expense to the Government. In proof of i 
this, Mr. Clements swears: ’ | 

«s Mr. Hornor is the only Doorkeeper, within } 
‘the last ten years, who has required every officer | 
‘who absents himself from the service, first to em- | 
“ploy a substitute to do his work in his absence, | 
“and to pay him out of his own funds.’’ | 

“Charles W. Stewart agreed to have Thomas C. | 
Hornar’s work done for him during his absence. | 
T. C. H. authorized Mr. Clements to pay Stewart | 
for the same. C, W. Stewart swears: i 

“c s T'he Government did not pay anything to any one ' 
“else, in consequence of the absence of Thomas C. | 


‘as evidence of the “careful, economical, and. fai 


t Hornor, and all the work was done that would | 
t have been done if he had remained’’—also, that 
no partiality was shown to Thomas ©, Hornor.  : 
“J. W. Morehead, the paying clerk of the i 
House, being sworn, states, in substance, that the | 
Messengers of the Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms. Door- | 
keeper, and Postmaster, receive all their pay | 
through the paying clerk’s office, by checks drawn | 
i 

i 


signed by hin—and he swears positively that ‘R. | 
tE Hornor could not have drawn any money on any | 
‘kind of certificate, either true or false, in favor of `i 
shis. brother, or any other person, withont its 
* passing through the hands of the paying clerk of | 
‘the House of Representatives,’ and with the i 
sanction of the Clerk of the House: € that mes- 


‘House of Representatives received their pay in 
‘the same way [that Thomas C. Hornor did,] at 
‘times when they were absent from this city.’ | 
“One of the Clerk’s messengers was ahsent from | 
“some time in April til the 30:h of November, | 
t (much longer than T. C. Hornor was,) and re- ii 


‘t Third. The evidence further shows, that during 
the absence of T. C. Hornor himself, wife, and | 


| gress samctions the same 


| eases, it was sanctione 


; respectable members of Congress of both 


Ase 
counts, shows that it has-been the: invariable prar- 
tice of Congress to pay ite officers when siek; with- 
out the officer being required to pay or employ any’ 
substitute. ah; ges eae 


Massachusetts, chairman of the Committee of 


‘HOW HIS DUTIES WERE DISCHARGED, 
‘In further. justification of R. B. Hornor, ang 


ful manner’ in whieh he has discharged. the dutie 
of Doorkeeper, Mr. King, who haa been chairman 
of the Committee of Accounts during the whole 
time Mr. Hornor has been an officer of the Hogs 
of Representatives, states ‘that all the accoun 

‘of the Doorkeeper pass under the supervision ang 
‘allowance of that committee;’ * that Mr. Hornor 
‘ has been a careful and economical servant of the 
‘House, and not willing that any money should, 
t be improperly expended.’ ‘He has manifested 
‘a general desire to abridge the expenses of the 
‘ House in his particujar department—in the folg- 
‘ing room, funeral expenses, and other. things. * 
‘That the committee had great confidenee in My. 
‘ Hornor, as a correct and faithful agent. of the 
‘Government,’ That the question of his brother’s 
absence (and also one of the Clerk’s messengers, 

who was absent longer than T. C. Horner) wag 
before the committee, and after an examination of 


| evidence it was dropped by the committee, 


s In further evidence of the economy and busi- 
ness improvement adopted by the pregent Door- 
keeper, the evidence of Mr. Clements shows, from: 
the records of the House and the folding riom, 
that over ONE MILLION more documents, speeches, 
&c., were received and folded during the two 
years that R. E. Hornor has been in office, than 
the whole four years preceding, and at less thun 
half the expense; thereby saving some THOUSANDS 
of dollars instead of squandering a few hundred, 


| as the charge against him might seem to imply. 


‘““ HOLDING TWO OFFICES JUSTIFIED BY CONGRESS, 
“ In reply to the last clause of the charge, that. 
T. C. Hornor held tio offices. lt has never been 
denied tbat, for a few months, he did hold, (by the, 
appointment of the Secretary of the Treasery,. 
but not by R. E. Hornor’s appointment,) a second 
paltry office, the pay of both of which. together 
did not amount to the emoluments of a, subore 
dinate clerkship of this House or the Senate.: 
The duties of the second office the Government 
authorized and gave him written permission ip have 
performed by a substitute. For all of which R. Es + 
Hornor is certainly not responsible... He did not 
give him the second. appointment, or leave of abe 
sence from it. T. C. Hornor has months. since 


| resigned the appointment he held under the Door- 


keeper; he holds but one now, and that pays him 
less than one dollar per day. 

* But whgsingle out this solitary case for in- 
vestigation, when it has been usual, for more than 
forty years, for the same individual to hold twa 
or more Government offices at the same time, and 


i receive pay for both to the amount of THOUSANDS 


of dollars, instead of a few hundred? And Con- 
yearly, by. voting. the 
pay of these officers. 2c eee ENY 
s The collectors of New York and Boston each 
hold two or more Offices; the pay of one is $6,000, 
the other $400. As also the Superintendent of the 
Coast Sdrvey, whose salary is $4 500, and he re- 
ceives $1.500 more as Superintendent of Weights 
and Measures. The Blue Book and records of 
the Treasury Department show many other cages 
of less arnounts. » 
sin 1822 a committee was raised in Congress 


i. to investigate the subject of holding Hee offices, 


and after a thorough examination of numerous 
Congress. - 
“THE TWO REMAINING CHARGES. f 

«On the charge that R. E. Hornor had ‘made 
false statements in regard to the manner of dis- 
charging his official duties’— 

s This charge appears to have been virtually. 
abandoned, with but a slight effort to sustain it by 
a single witness, whilst there is strong evidence to 
offset ‘Against that one, by the testimony of highly 

partied, 
in favor of Mr, Hornor. ‘ © 
t The committee report, that ‘the evidence pre 


| < sented in support of this charge shows, nothing 


“more than that Mr. Hornor was much impor- 
‘tuned in relation to the appointment of the pages 
‘of the House, and feeling- his situation embar- 
‘rassing, as he was only:a éengnt at-will, made 
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‘some implied. promises in relation to appoint- 
‘ments; which.not being able to fulfill, the com- 
“mittee are of opinion that the charge is not sus- 
€ tained. : 

“In regard to the next charge, ‘ that he has dis- 
missed. a page without cause,’ ample evidence is 
given by ‘a large number of witnesses, to show 
that there was more than sufficient cause for the re- 
moval of the page, before he was dismissed. 

“The committee report, on the charge—‘ thathe 
has dismissed a page without cause,’ ‘is utterly 
without foundation.’ -The page in question, as ap- 
pears from the concurrent testimony of nearly all 
the witnesses, was an inattentive and troublesome 
boy, and had given Mr. Hornor ‘ abundant reason 
for dismissing him.’ 

“The report then proceeds with a long state- 
ment of conflicting testimony in relation to a report 
of the taking of three or four pair of gloves by one 
of the pages, at Mr. Calhoun’s funeral-—-too unim- 
portant to be repeated, or to occupy the attention 
of Congress. 
; EE SUMMARY, &c. 

‘The whole case may be briefly summed up 
thus: 

“Jst. Although more work was to be done 
durivg the last recess, yet no more force was em- 
ployed, that no extra expense was incurred by the 
Government in consequence of Thomas C. Hor- 
nor’s absence. 

“2d. Although it had not been usual for absentees 
to employ substitutes, yet R. E. Hornor required a 
SUBSTITUTE to be employed in all cases of absence, 
without any extra expense to the Government. 

“3d. Sickness has always been deemed by Con- 
gress a justifiable excuse for absence. 

‘4th. Although R. E. Hornor did not give his 
brother a second office, and should not be censured 
for what was done by others—yet, 

“Sth. Congress and the Government have long 
sanctioned persons holding Two or more offices 
at the same time. 

“6th. The committee and the evidence fully 
exonerate R. E. Hornor from both the remaining 
charges. ; 

** In conclusion, it remains anty to be said, that 
the Doorkeeper’s position has been made suffi- 
ciently uncomfortable by the long, continued, and 
untiring efforts of interested persons to displace 
the present incumbent, but he will still indulge 
the hope that (all parliamentary attempts having 
failed) these efforts are not to be finally crowned 
with success by fixing an undeserved stigma upon 
his private and officia] character. 

“STATEMENT OF WORK AND THE COST. 

“ The statement of the work done, and the ex- 
pense of the same, during the past six years, as 
shown by the Clerk’s official report of the expenses 
of the House cf Representatives, and@the books of 
the Folding Room, is a fair exhibit of the good 
management and economy of Mr. Hornor, the 
present Doorkeeper. 

During the 28th Congress there was received 
and folded of Public Documents, Speeches, &c., 
3,260,000, at a cost Of, .scesccsere eee 4,044 15 


Thus it will be seen that af the same ratio paid 
for folding in the 29th Congress, the folding of 
6,896,000 copies of the 30th Congress, would have 
cost the Government.... 2... ese. seen oe H12,982 
‘Whereas, by care and good management 


they only COSt..cceeseeoerescceeesees 4,557 


Thus showing a clear saving in this 
branch of R. E. Hortilr’s department} 
alone of..... PETES bastante 8,425 
“The above statement also shows that there 

have been 1,271,000 more copies folded during the 

last two years (30th Congress) than in both the 
22th and 29th, (four years,) and for less than one- 
half of the expense. 

t These facts are taken from the records, and 
certainly contrast very favorably for the present 
Doorkeeper. 

‘* House oF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S., 

“ Washington, 1850.” 

Ido not think that it is-worth while to add 
another word. For this House to pursue the sub- 
ject, would be to lessen its dignity, and to secure 
to itself the charge of persecution. Mr. Hornor 


| Doorkeeper exerted to crush a child, and that un- 


| when I saw that child struggling to regain his po- 


| this transaction, it shall be mine to have inter- 


j see any man persecuted. 


| them, I have a single word to say. 


| 
1 
| keeper did make a false certificate, by virtue of | 
| 


| quired to dismiss all the subordinates whose ser- 


| and was then paid ona false certificate that he was 


is evidently innocent of every-act of official mis- {i 
conduct, and I hope, after this defence, will be 
allowed, like his illustrious namesake, 

“ce 


to sit in the corner, 

Eating his Christmas pie,” 
and discharge the duties of this high office, and 
enjoy the dignity of doorkeeper. ; 

Mr. INGE said that’ if the gentleman from |! 
Pennsylvania would yield the floor, he would 
move to. lay the whole-subject on the table. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, expressed a wish 
to say a few words in reply to a single pointin the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER said, certainly he would 
yield the floor, to allow the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi an opportunity for explanation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said: But for an 
intimation from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Cranpier,] that I had instituted this inves- 
tigation in a spirit of persecution against the Door- 
keeper, I certainly should not ask the further in- 
dulgence of the House. That gentleman knows 
but little of the motives which govern my conduct, 
if he supposes me capable of persecuting any one, 
orof making an attempt to do so. It was pre- 
cisely because I thought the Doorkeeper had used 
the power which he held, net by the consent, but 
by the forbearance of this House, to persecute. a 
boy, that I was in fact induced to demand this in- 
vestigation. When I saw the whole power of the || 


der the weight of a grave criminal charge, and 


sition, and to reéstablish his character—it was, I 
say, when I saw this, that L gave way to the im- 
pulses of my nature, and took sides with the boy 
against the man. If there is one impulse of my 
heart which I obey rather than another, it is that 
which always prompts me to take sides with the 
weak against the strong. If there is any merit in 


posed, however feebly, to rescue that boy from the 
clutches of his persecutor. ‘To others may belong 
the more profitable work of vindicating a gray- 
haired man, who has attempted to crush a de- 
fenceless child under the weight of a criminal ac- 
eusation. 

I persecute the Doorkeeper! In all my life, sir, 
T never persecuted the meanest of God’s creatures. 
My past life has been dedicated, as I trust the 
future may be, to the service of mankind. J 
neither persecute any man, nor stand idly by and 
The charge of the hon- 
orable gentleman is repelled. i 

In regard to the graver matters involved in this 
investigation, if gentlemen choose so to regard 
If there is 
one member of this House who does not know 
the Doorkeeper to be guilty, it is simply because 
he has not chosen to look into the testimony which 
has lain‘on your table for the last week. It is 
proven beyond all denial or dispute that the Door- 


which his brother drew his per diem allowance for 
six consecutive months, at the rate of two anda half 
dollars per day. It was false in this, that it stated 
his brother to have been here in the discharge of 
his duties, when it was perfectly well known 
that he was not here: that he was in fact in Wis- | 
consin, and there holding an office under this Gov- 
ernment, and receiving an annual stated salary. 
All this is proven; the proof is before you. The. 
Doorkeeper knew of his brother’s absence, for he 


d 
is proven to have given his consent to his going ! 


away. More than this is proven. Mr. Hornor | 
was.informed that there would be no service for 
his brother to perform; the assistant, whose mes- 
senger he was, told the Doorkeeper that there 
would be nothing for his brother to do. It is 
proven that nothing was done, for the reason that 
nothing was required. What was,the duty of 
Hornor under the law? It was clear he was re- | 
vices were not needed. His brother’s services 

were not required; and why was he not dismissed ? 
A dozen or more of messengers and assistants | 
were dismissed, but his brother was retained in | 
office, and was allowed to go away for six months, 


here in the discharge of his duties. This is the 


| proof; let any gentleman look into it, and he will 


find it clear beyond dispute. When this transac- | 
tion was brought to my knowledge, I thought it | 
my duty to have it investigated. I moved for ai 


| thought the House understood it. 


committee, and the facts are before the House. 1 
am profoundly indifferent as to what disposition 
may be made of them. If honorable gentlemen 
think this too small a matter to arrest or engage 
their attention, let them vote accordingly. 

I felt, when first moving in this business, that 
it was a small matter—-a small business so far as 
related to theamount of money involved. I knew 
that higher officers had been placed on trial on 
charges Involvinglarger sums; but | saw a princi- 
ple involved in this case. An officer of the House, 
under the eye of the House, had been guilty of a 
fraud upon the Treasury, to a small amount, it is 
true—only a few hundred dollars; but still it was 
a fraud, and I wanted to see it punished—not in a 
spirit of persecution, but in a spirit of stern jus- 
tice. 

If five hundred dollars may be drawn from the 
Treasury ona false certificate, why may not as 
many thousand be drawn in the same way? 
And, if you allow your servants, acting under your 
eye, to do this, what right have you to complain if 
others do the same thing? If Hornor gets five hun- 
dred dollars on a false certificate of services per- 
formed, when heknew perfectly well thatno service 
was performed, why may not every other officer 
get the like or a greater sum? If Congress winks 
at conduct like this when performed under its own 
eye, what right have we to expect officers and 
Government agents elsewhere to be faithful to 
their trusts ? 

I am now done with this subject: my duty has 
been performed; the matter is submitted to the de- 
cision of the House; and, as the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Ivan] has intimated his purpose to 
move to lay the subject on the table, I give notice 
that [ shall ask the yeas and nays. I want to place 
my vote on the record against smothering frauds 
like this. 

Mr. CHANDLER said that he certainly had 
no intention to impute to the gentleman from 
Mississippi any purpose beyond what he deemed 
„a fulfillment of a duty. 

Mr. INGE. With entire respect to the feelings 
and the opinions of my friend from Mississippi, I 
move to lay the whole subject on the table. I trust 
the motion will be acceptable to the House. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. McMULLEN appealed to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Ines] to withdraw the 
motion to lay on the table, to allow him to make 
a few remarks, 

Mr. INGE said the very object of the motion 
was to cut off debate upon this subject. He 
It was too 
small a matter to engage its attention. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 96, nays 68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Baker, Beale, Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, Bokse, Bowie, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, chester Butler, J. P, Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, 
Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, 
Doty, A. Evans, N. Evans, Fowler,’ freediey, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Holladay, 
Houston, Howe, Hunter, Inge, W. T. Jackson, Kerr, G. G. 
King, J. A. King, P. King, La Sere, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
McKi:soek, Meacham, Morehead, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Out- 
law, Owen, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rose, 
Sackett, Sehvoleraf, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaul- 
ding, Sprague, Stanly, A. H. Stephens, Taylor, John B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, ‘Tuck, Onderhill, Vinton; 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Winthrop—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Boyd, 
A. G. Brown, W. J. Brown, Burt, J. Cable, George A. Caid- 
well, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Disney, Dunham, 
Edinundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gilinore, 


; Gorman,Green,Hall, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson 
| W. Harris, T. L. Harris, Hibbard, Hubbard, A. Johnson, 


R. W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Leffler Littlefield. Mason, 
McClernand, McLanaban, McMullen, McQueen, McWil- 
lie, Miller, Millsou, Morris, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peastee, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, 


| R. H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
ison, William Thompson, Walden, Wallace, Wildrick 
! Wood, and Woodward—68. 


{Several gentlemen, when their names were 


| called, declined to vote, having paired off with gen- 


tlemen who were temporarily absent from the city, 
viz: Mr. Awperson having paired off with a gentle- 
man from New York; Mr. Sawre iz with Mr. 
Marreson; Mre Warno with Mr. Burier, of 
Connecticut. ] è 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1850. 


LIST OF PATENTS, 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Moreneap to suspend the rules; and being taken, 
was decided in the affirmative, 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
of Mr. Morenean (above given) was brought be- 
fore the House. The question being on ita adop- 
tion— 

Mr. JONES said, at the time this document 
was first published, having occagion to get a copy 
for one of his constituents, he had applied to the 
then Commissioner of Patents, (Mr. Burke;} who 
had told him that he had but one copy for the 
Patent Office. If this resolution, therefore, were 
passed, a republication of the document would be 
necessary. $ 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, the resolution pro» 
vided that there should be no expenses incurred 
by republication. He understood there were 
copies enough on hand to supply this order. He 
moved the prévious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main quéstion was ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af. 
firmative. i 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

REIMBURSEMENT TO MAINE. 

Mr. FULLER asked leave to introduce a bill 
of which he had given previous notice, with the 
view of referring it to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. The title of the bill was read for informa- 
tion, as follows: 

“A bill'to authorize the payment of interest for 
advances made by the State of Maine for the use 
of the United States Government in the protection 
of the northeastern’ frontier.” 

No objection being made, 

The bill was received, read a firat and second 
time by its title, and, 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


BUNDELCUND, &c. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the committee appointed on the —— day 
of May, to inquire what clerks or other officers, under the 
late Administration, were correspondents of newspapers, 
or absenteé themselves from official duties to make speeches 

“against the election of General Taylor, &c., be also in- 
structed to inquire what clerks, or other officers, holding 

laces under the Jate Administration, abscnted theniselves 

rom their official duties to engage in folding or directing 
documents, to be circulated to promote the election of 
General Taylor; what clerks, or other officers, holding 
places under any branch of the Government, in the city of 
Washington, were engaged during the late presidential can 
vass, in foiding or directing documents, to be used in said 
canvass to defeat the election of General Cass; and what 
officers or members of the Rough and Ready Club, or other 
political society, organized in Washington city, to promote 
the election of General Taylor, have been appointed to of- 
fice by the present Administration, since the 4th day of 
March, 1849. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to referring 
that resolution to a select committee, composed of 
a majority of Democrats. | have not the slightest 
objection to its being referred to a select committee 
of that kind; bat | do object to referring it to the 
present committee, which is composed of a ma- 
jority of Whigs. 

Mr. STANTON moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for the reception of the resolution, and 

„asked the yeas and nays. 

ae yeas and nays were ordered. 

r. SCHENCK suggested to the gentleman to 
modify the resolution so as to raise another select 
committee, composed ofa majority of Democrats. 
If gentlemen wished to inquire into the conduct of 
the present Administration, they should have a 
committee consisting of a majority opposed to the 
Administration. The resolution, moreover, if re- 
ferred to the present committee, would so over- 
burden them that it was very doubtful whether 
they would be able to report at all, ; 

Mr. CARTTER called his colleague to order. 

The SPEAKER said debate was not in order. 

Mr. ORR called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion. i 

It was read accordingly. 

The question was taken, and the votestood, yeas 
78, nays 74; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Bingham, Bocock, Bowlin, Boyd, Brooks, Wm. J. Brown, 
Bort, O. Buder, J. Cable, G. A Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carner, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Disney, Doty, 
Dunbam, Edmundson, Featherston, Fiteh, Fuller, Hal 
Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, I, G. Harris, 8. W. Harris 


THE CONGRESSIO: 


GLO 


Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Hibha rd, Hoagland, Howard 
Hubbard, Andrew Jonneon, Jones, Kaine Preston King? 
La Sere, Leffler, Littlefield, “Mason, MeLanahan » MeMui- 
len, McQueen, Me Wilhie, Meade, Miller, Msou, Morris, 
On, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Rob- 
Ba Savage. Sawirile, R. H. Sianton Stetson, Strong, 
bird ute, Jacob Thompson, Wittiam Thompson 
Woous aha n, entworth, Wildrick, Wood, an 

NAYS-—Measrs. A} 
Bennet, Bokee, “Bowie, 


nd er, glen; Andrewa, Ashmun, 
4 kee, Bo. urrows, BE. C. Cabell, Calvin 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cote, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Alex. Evans, N. Evans, 
Ewing, Fowler, Freedley, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grnnell, 

‘ampton, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Holladay, Howe, W. T. 
Jackson, J. L. Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Kerr, G. G. King, 
J. A. King, Marshall, McKissock, Meacnam, Newell, Ogle, 
Otis, Oudaw,, Owen, Pitman, Putnain, Reed, Reynoids, 
Risley, Rose, Sackett, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Alex. H, Stephens, 
Laylor, Thurman, Toombs, Underhil, Vinton, Watkins, 
White, Williams, and Winthrop—74. 


- So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 


rules were not suspended and the resolution was 
not received. ' 


SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. CROWELL asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bili of which he had 
given previous notice. 
The title of the bill was read as follows: 


“ A bill to abolish the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia.’ 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STEPHENS, 
reading of the title. 


cee ASHE called for the reading of the entire 
ill. 


The title was again read. 


The question was taken upon the suspension of 
the rules. 


The SPEAKER said that 


the sound. 

Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia.” Is it in order 
to call for the reading of the bill? 

_The SPEAKER. If the reading of the entire 
bill is called for it will be read if there is no objec- 
tion. If objection is made the question will be 
put to the House. 

No objection being made, 

be 

The bul was read. ; 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas 100, nays 63; as follows 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Briggs, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Joseph Cable, Cal- 
vin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Con- 
ger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty. 
Dunham, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, 
Fuller, Giddings, Gilmore, Guodenow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halioway, Hampton, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howe, Hunter, Wm. 
‘T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, Leffler, Litdetield, Horace Mann, MeKissock, Me- 
Lananan, Meacham, Morris, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Peaslee, 
Pitman, Pouer, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Kisley, Robbins, 
Robinson, Rose, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, 
Taylor, William Tompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Winthrop, 
and Wood—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bó- 
cock, Bowie, Bowlin, A. G. Brown, Burt, E. U. Cabell, G. 
A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Conrad, Deberry, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Ewing, 
| Featherston, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Haris, Haymond, Hilliard, Holladay, Houston, 
Howard, Hubbard, luge, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Kautman, 
Kerr, La Sére, Mason, MeMullen, McQueen, McWillie, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, 
Phelps, Powell, Savage, Seddun, Shepperd, Stanly, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
+ son, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—63, 


of Georgia, called for the 


the noes had it by 


when his name was called, asked leave to record 
his vote. 
Objection was made. 


ative.] è 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended, and the bill was not 
received. f 

CALIFORNIA. 

On motion by Mr. BOCOCK, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp in the chair,) and 


| tion. 
| Mr. THOMAS (who was entitled to the floor 
i [Mr. T.’s speech will be published in the Ap- 
| pendix.] ; 

| Mr. BENNETT addressed the committee, (in 


[Mr. Parker, who was absent from his seat |: 


He stated that he should have voted in the neg- | 


| resumed the consideration of the California ques- | 


from a former day) then addressed the commitee. | 


remarks which will be published in the Appendix 
He advocated the im t Califor-. 


i ) mediate admission o1 
nia, unencumbered by any other measure.” i 

„Mr. BOCOCK next obtained the floor, and 
yielded to a motion that the committee rise: ‘which. 
prevailing, the committee rose and reported.) i $; 
< Mr. SHEPPERD called attention. to. the fact 
that. he-was incorrectly recorded: upon one of the 
votes taken to-day; and on his motion the Journal 
was corrected: = A ee yN 

Mr. SCHENCK moved `a suspension: 
rules for the consideration of the following re: 
tion, which he said he wished to offer, to giv ; 
portunity to the officers of the House to put dowa 
the spring matting and make the other changes 
usually made in the Hall at this time: ` 


Ordered, That when this House adjourns.on Wednesday 
next, it will adjourn to meet on the Saturday following; 
and ibat when it adjourns on Saturday next, it will adjourn 
to meet on Tuesday next thereafter; and that the Speaker 
be asd he is hereby authorized to nominate and appoint 
some member to officiate in his stead as Speaker. pro 
tempore at the meeting and sitting of the House on Saltir« 
day next. i ae 


* Mr. JONES said he thought they had no author- 
ity to adopt such a resolution. It was only:com- 
petent for the House. to adjourn for three: days 
‘without the concurrence of the Senate. °° 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
debate was not in order, the question being on the 
suspension of the rules.” ` ts : te 

Mr. SCHENCK said it was well.understood by 
the House, that.the object of the. resolution. was 
to give to the officers of the House four days “for 
the usual cleaning of the Hall, &c. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said it was 
always done in three days. ` 

The question was taken on the suspension of 
the rules, and the vote stood—ayes 55, noes 39— 
no quorum voting. ; 

Mr. JONES moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved a call of the House. 
a House refused to adjourn—ayes 35, noes 

The question recurring on the motion for a call, 

Mr. JONES asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. And the question being taken; was 
decided in the negative—ayes 30, noes 35. 

No quorum voting. ot f 

On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 
the House adjourned. e 


PETITIONS, &e. E E 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: - i i 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of citizens aud 
electors of De Kaib, St. Lawrence county, New York, that 
slavery and the slave trade may be expressly prohibited: by 
act of Congress in all the territories of the United States. 

} Also, the same, that all laws adopted or sanctioned by 
» by which slavery or the slave trade is authorized 
strict of Columbia, may be repeated; and in-the 
event of their non-repeal, that the seat ef the National Gov- 
ernment may be removed to some more suitable focation. 

|| Also, the same, to secure to ulleged fugitives froin slavery 
į the rignt of trial by jury. ad 

Also, the same, that no State shall hereafter: be ‘admitted 
into the Union, unless the constitution of such ‘State..shall 
expressly prohibit the existence of slavery within'the limits 
of the State. ; ane i 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Maybury. A. Bertolet 
and 38 other citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for a modification of the duties on iron. , 

Also, the petition of Jonatban Seidel and S8 other citizens 
of Berks county, Pennsylvania, without distinction of party, 
praying for a modification of the tariff upon iron. 

Also, a similar petition of H. P, Robesor: aud 39 others, 
| citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying for a wod- 
| ifeation of the duties on iron. : 

i Aiso, the petition of Thomas M. O'Brien and 53 other cit- 
izens of Berks county, Pennsylvania; praying Congress not 
to extend the Woodworth patent. 
| By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of C. W. Peale and 103 
ji Other eiizens of Schuytkill county, Pennsylvania, asking 
i for an immediate modificaggon of the existing tariff laws. 
Also, the petition of RoB€rt Rarclit and 46 other citizens 
| of Schuylkiil county, Pennsylvania, asking an immediate 
| modification of the existing tariff Jaws. oe 
ji Also, the petition of George W. Snyder and 30 other citi- 
| zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an im- 
mediate modification of the existing tariff Jaws. f n 
| Also, the petition of Johanan Cockill and 70 other citizens 
! of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an immediate 
| modification of the existing tariff laws. Bass 

Also, the petition of Daniel Woch and 134 other citizens 
of Schuyikill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an immediate 
| modification of the existing ta flaws, giai 
H Also, the petition of Alfred M.. Montelius and 72 other 
į Citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an 
{| immediate modi ication of the existing tariffiaws. =< 
By Mr. DOTY: Thegfetition of James Giddings, B. Hink- 
ley, aud other citizens Of the town of Chesier, Wisconsin, 
praying for the enacunent of laws prohibiting the extension 
of slavery. Paes a 
| By Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa: The petition, f sundry 
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citizens of the State of Towa, praying for the abolition of 
slavery and the slave trade 1n the District of Columbia, and 
territories of the Uriited States ; aud for a Jaw authorizing 
fugitive staves the right of trial by jury. 

By Mr. HLsBARD: The petition of Thomas D. Morrison, 
of Hill, New Hampsbire,a soldier ofthe last war with Great 
Britain, praying for remuneration for losses sustained by 
him in said war. z i 

By Mr. SHEPPERD: The petition of Margaret. ‘Field, 
prayiig fora penson; Also, the petition of sundry citizens 
of. Gu Hford county, North Carolina, asking that delegates 
froin the United States to the Peace Congress or Convention 
about to be held at Franktort-on-the-Mame, be permitied @ 
passage on board one of our public ships. £ 

By Mr. CALDWELL, ot Kentucky: The memorial of 
George P. Smith, praying Cougress la relieve him from lia- 
bility as Assi-tant Quartermaster in the Mexican war, on 
account of the capture of said Smith by the. enemy, with 
hig-vouchers, money, propert , ke. 

“By Mr. UNDERHILL: Che memorial of Wiliam Det- 
moid, President: of he Germgn Medical Society of New 
York, and others, praying that the grades of the medical of- 
ficers of the Navy shall have the same degree of rank rel- 
atively of the officers of the Navy. 

By Mr. HARLAN: The petition of David Heaston and 
otters, of the county of Randolph, State of Indiana, praying 
Congress to grant bouuty land to soldiers in the war of 
1812, 

Also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of Indi -na, on 
the subject of the suppression of the African slave trade. 

By Mr. STETSON : ‘The petition of D. Mv Ruor and oth- 
ers, citizens of Bangor, Maine, prating that the grades of 
medical officers of the Navy shail have the same degree of 
rank relatively to officers of the line in the Navy. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Jobn Crosby, for the pay- 


By Mr. PEASLEE: The memorial of E. K. Webster and 
other physicians, meusbers of the Cente District Medical 
Soviety, of New Hampshire, praying that a rauk imay be 
assigned by taw to the medical officers of the Navy, corre- 
sponding to that held by officers of similar grade in the med- 
ical} department of the Army. 

By Mr. FREEDLEY ? The petition of Charles Lloyd, jr., 
and 26. other citizens of Delaware county, Pennsylvania, 
a~kiog tor the establishment of an agricultural bureau in one 
of the executive departments, 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, Way 27, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a preamble and resolutions of the American 
Medical Association in Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor 
of the assignment by law to medical officers of the 
navy of.a definite position or assimilated rank not 
inferior to that possessed by the medicul staff of 
the army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented four memorials of 
medical associations, societies, and of medical 
gentlemen in New York, asking that the same 
relative rank may be conferred on the medical 
officers of the navy that is held by officers of sim- 
ilar grade in the medical department of the army; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Charles 
Ek. Morrison, asking the confirmation of his title 
to a tractof land lying in the Bastrop grant, in 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a memorial of Thomas H. McManus, 
asking that he may be allowed the right of pre- 
ernption to certain lands in the Greensburg land 
district, in Louisiana; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. WALES presented two memorials of phy- 
sicians of Newcastle, Delaware, asking that the 
same relative rank may be assigned to the medical 
officers of the navy that is held by officers of sim- 
ilar grade in the medical department of the army; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. COOPER ‘presented three memorials of 
citizens of Berks county, Pennsylvania, asking a 
modification of the tariff and the imposition of 
specific duties on foreign imports; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee ongFinance. 

Mr, SOULE presented Pmemortal of the heirs 
of Benjamin Page, deceased, asking indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
to which was recommitted the bill to amend an 
at to promote the progress of the useful arts, re- | 

orted back the same with an amendment, striking 
out all after the enacting clause and inserting a 
new till as a substitute; which was ordered to be 
printed. = | 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of John | 


Devlin, asking compensation for his services aa a 


clerk in the Fifth Auditor’s office, submitted a re- 
port, which was ordered to be printed, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of Joseph H. D. Bowmar, asking that a patent 
may issue for a certain tract of land entered at 
the land office at Ouachita, Louisiana, submitted a 
report, which was ordered to be printed, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief, which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior, with addi- 
tional correspondence relative to the operations of 
the commissioner for ranning the boundary be- | 
tween the United States and Mexico, reported in 
favor of printing the same; which was concurred 
in. > 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on’ the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the petition of 
Simon Greenleaf, asking a renewal of his copy- 
right, reported a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and, 
on the mouon of Mr. BurLer, was considered in 
Committee of the Whole; and, no amendment | 
having been offered, it was reported back to the 
Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and was read a third time by unanimous con- 
sent, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, to 
which was referred bill No. 244, being the bill to 
regulate the terms of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States, in the State of Ohio, reported 
back the same without amendment, f 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
John P. Skinner and others, asking to be released 
from a judgment obtained against them as sureties | 
of Tnomas Emerson, late pension agent for Ver- 
mont, submitted an adverse report on the same. 

BILLS ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BORLAND, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to grant the 
right of preémption to actual settlers on, and to 
dispose of certain land surrounding the springs in 
Arkansas, which bas been heretofore reserved from 
sale, which was read a first and second time by | 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SOULE, in pursuance of notice, asked and | 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to revive an act | 
entitled ** An act providing for the adjustment of 
all suspended preémption claims in the several 
States and territories,” approved 3d August, 1846; 
which was read a first and second time by its tuc, | 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHASE, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to regulate the 
terms of holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States in the district of Ohio; which 
was read a first and second ume by its tide, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. j 


CHAGRES LINE OF STEAMERS. 


Mr. DOWNS moved to take up the resolution 
submitted by him on the 17th of April, touching | 
the propriety of annulling the contract for the New 
Orleans and Chagres line of mail steamers. The 
motion having been agreed to, the resolution was |! 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to ! 
report to the Senate whether the contractor for the New Or- li 
leans and Chagres line of mail steamers, who “ bound hun- ji 
‘self to establish a line of steamers, to consist of at least five || 
¢ vegsels, for the trausportatio - of tbe United States mail from | 
‘New York to New Orleans, twice a mouth and back, 
touching at Charleston, (if practicable,) Savannah, and `} 
‘Havana, and trom Havana to Chagres and back twice a i| 
“months that two of the steamships shonid be completed H 
tand ready for service on the ist day of October, 1848, and | 

i 


‘should be of the barden of not iess than fifteen hundred | 
t tons,” has complied with bis contract ; aad, ifnot, whether : 
his failure to do so, ana the litigation in which he bas been - 
engaged with his assignees, will be calculated to embarras 
and postpone the final comptetion of the vessels contracted 
for, if not to endanger the ultimate fulfillment of the con- | 
traet with the Government, and are not of such a nature as | 
t» authorize and require thatsaid contract should be declared 
by the Government null and vord; and whether the action | 
of Cougress be necessary to carry sich purpose into effect ; i 
and to report snch other information touching said contract i 
as may be useful to Congress. t 

i 

i 


Mr. DOWNS said that since the introduction of : 
the resolution,-he had thought his object might be | 
quite as well attained by referring the subject to: 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, | 


| these two assay offices. 
question taken in some shape upon the original 


and instead of the resolution just read he begged 
leave to substitute the foHowing: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire and report to the Senate the facts in re- 
lation to the respective contracts for building mail steam- 
ships, and for the transportation of the United States nail 
between New York and Liverpool, between New York, 
Havana, and New Orleans,and Havana and Chagres, and be- 
tween Panama and San Francisco and some pointin Oregon; 
whether such ships have been completed in the mannerand 
at the times stipulated in the contracts respectively, and if 
not, what reasons are assigned therefor; whether such de- 
lay, ifany, bas been detrimental, under all the circumstances, 
to the interests of the Government and the requirements of 
the service; whether any of the said ships bave been in- 
creased in their tonnage, dimensions, machinery, and con~ 
sequently in their value and effectiveness for naval aud 
mail purposes, and the probable cost of those required by 
the terms of the contracts and those actually constructed 5 
and whether the mail service is now performed by said 
lines respectively according to their contracts, and what 
compensation bas been paid therefor 5 and whether any 
further provisions of law be necessary to ‘secure the more 
effectual performance ot said service and the otner objects 
contemplated by said contracts, ` . 


The resolution was then agreed to. 


MINT IN NEW YORK. 


On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the 
consideration of the bill to establish a branch of 
the mint of the United States in the city of New 
York. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 


Sec. 7. Be it further enacted, That there shall be estab- 
lished two assaying offices, one at Stockton, on the San 
Joaquin river, and the other at Sacramento, on the Sacra- 
meuto river, in California; for each of which said offices 
there shall be appointed, on the nomination of the Pres- 
ident, and with the advice and consent of the Senate, one 
treasurer and one assayer, and one melter and refiner, and 
each of said treasurers shail be authorized to employ and 
engage one clerk, and as many subordinate workmen and 
servant for the service of his office as may be provided by 
aw. 

SEC. & And be it further enacted, That each of said assay- 
ing offices shall be a place of deposit for such public money 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may directs and the treas- 
urer thereof shall have the custody of the same, and shall 
perform the duties of an assistant treasurer of the United 
States, and shall be subject 10 all the provisions of the act 
app oved 6th of August, 1846, entitled An act to provide 
for tue better organization of ihe Treasury, and for the col- 
tection, sate-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the 
public revenue,” which are applicable to the easurer of the 
branch mint at New Orleans, and shall receive for bis ser- 
vices an annual compensation of $5,000. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enucted, That the assayers and 
melters, and refiners authorized by this act shall perform 
such duties, in assaying and fixing the value of gold or 
bullion in grains or in dumps, and in forming the same into 
bars, either for individuals, companies, or the Government, 
as shall be prescribed by the Seeretary of the. Treasury and 
aball each receive for his services an annual compensation 
of $4,000. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That all deposits of 
gold or bullion in either of said offices for assay shall be with 
the treasurer thereof, who shall estimate the whole value of 
each deposite, and deliver to the depositor, under his band, 
a certificate of suc» valne, whieh certificate shail entide 
the holder to the gold or bullion so deposited for assay, sub- 
ject to such charges and deductions, iv any, as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That there shall be al- 
lowed to each of the clerks authorized by this avt an annual 
compensation of $3,000, and to cach of the subordinate 
workmen and servants, not exceeding twenty, such wages 
and allowances as are customary and reasonable, according 
to their respective stations and duties, and as shall be au- 
thorized hy the Seeretary of the United States Treasury. 

Sec. 12: And be it further enucted, That the officers and 
clerks herein provided for shall, previously to entering on 
the discharge of their duties, each of them wake an oath, or 
make affirmation, before some justice of the peace, to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, which oath or 
affirmation shall be deposited in the Treasury Department. 

Sec. 13. And be further enacted, That the sum of 50000 
be, and the same is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose 


| of establishing the assaying offices aforesaid. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam anxious to estab- 
Itsh a mint at San Francisco; and it seems to me, 
that if we establish a mint there, and put in oper- 
ation the necessary machinery to coin the gold 
which may centre at that point, we shall not need 
Tam anxious to have the 


amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr, Benron,] disconnected with allother matters. 
I was informed the other day that it could not be 
done at this stage of the bill. I rise to ascertain 
what will be the condition of the bill if we adopt 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, 
and establish these two assay offices, according to 
his. proposition, without that of the Senator from 
Missouri to establish a mint at San Francisco. If. 
we now adopt the amendment of the Senator from 
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lishment of a mint at San Francisco, disconnected 
with these two assay offices? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. After the bill is re- 


ported to the Senate, it will be in order to move to. 
strike out all after the enacting clause and inserta. 


substitute. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, That will do. I want 


to get at the proposition properly. I'am against 
these two assay offices, and I am in favor of the 
establishment of a mint at San Francisco. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope the Chair will re- 
Serve its opinion as to the question of order. I 


apprehend it is net in order to strike out of the bill i 


a provision for one purpose, and insert something 
else of a very different character. I apprehend it 
is not in order to strike out the bil 
lishment of a mint in California, and insert what 
18 proposed, any more than it would be to insert a 
land bill for California. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not think 
the establishment of an assay office in California 
is incompatible with the establishment of a mint 
at San Francisco. 
effect, that the very amendment, with conditions, 
was offered? as an amendment to the proposition 
of the Senator from Missouri to establish a mint 
at San Francisco. It but comes in aid of a mint 
at San Francisco. It is the establishment of an 
assay office at the mines, where the miner will 
have a chance to obtain the true value of his gold 
dust from an office in the vicinity, instead of being 
compelled to go himself, or employ an agent to go 
to San Francisco. {t is for the benefit of the 
laborer in the mines that the office should be estab- 
lished near the mines, and would be a saving to 
him of not less than two dollars on every ounce of 
gold dust. It is to relieve the laborer of this 
great loss that I propose these assay offices. I 
think the assay offices more necessary than the 
mint, and that for the interest of the miner the 
assay offices are indispensable, while for the inter- 
est of the Government the mint would also be 
advantageous. I think there is no greater mistake 
than to suppose that the gold will come in bars to 
the United States, and that the coin will flow in 
the channels of commerce. The reverse is cer- 
tainly true. If we coin the gold in California, it 
will have a tendency to come to the United States, 
and it will only go into foreign countries when it 
exists in such excess as to cause it to be recoined 
abroad. The gold bar goes equally into all the 
world, and the gold bar, mach more than the gold 
coin, will be sent to foreign countries through all 
the channels of cemmerce. But this is not a mat- 
ter of very great importance. I never have de- 
sired to see gold accumulated in the United States 
more than in other countries. I believe that was 
the cause of the downfall of Spain in the time of 
Ferdinand and Isabella. I would prefer that the 
precious metals should not exist in excess here. 

In reply to the remark of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, Í would say we shall need an assay office 
if a mint is established at San Francisco, and the 
gold bars will come to the United States as much 
as our commerce demands, and beyond that we 
have no right to it. | would say 1 think we re- 
quire three mints only in the United States: one in 


New York, one in New Orleans, and the other in i 


California, wherever the point may be. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not intend to make 
at this ume any remarks on’the merits of this prop- 
osition; but after the suggestions of the Senator 
from Mississippi, I will make one or two. This 
gold dust, furnished from California, must be car- 
ried somewhere, either in the United States or out 
of the United States. 1 prefer the coining of it in 
the United States, giving the American stamp to 
all the currency which may grow out of the dis- 
coveries of gold in California. if it be coined in 
the United States, the next question which presents 


itself is, where it is to be coined? I presume most | 


of the Senators will agree with me as to the pro- 
priety of having it coined at home. The question 
will then be, where shall it be coined? It must 
either be done in California, or it must be brought 
to the Atlantic shores, to some of our cities here 
to be coined. Now, it seems to me that it is for 
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l for the estab- j 


Indeed, so far otherwise is the | 


the interest of those who-dig the gold at the mines 
to have corivenient places where it can be converted 
| into-coin. “But there must be some limit to these 
| places. where it shall be coined. You cannot have 
a mint in all the various diggings in California. 
The Government can scarcely be called upon to 
erect a mint for the accommodation of these peo- 
ple every hundred miles, or every two hundred 
miles, when we are informed the gold region ex- 
tends over five hundred miles. 
| we prescribe to the erection of mints? 
have more than one? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Ido not propose 
any in this amendment. There is no proposition 
i| to establish a mint in California by this amend- 
ment; it is to establish assaying offices; and if the 
i] Senator will indulge me, I will tell him where the 
points are which are proposed. The gold region 
| lies ina valley between primitive ridges of moun- 
tains, and is from ten to twenty miles in width. 
The valley in which the gold dust is found is 
|| drained by two rivers, one running from the north 
and the other from the south. Upon each of these 
rivers it is proposed to erect assaying offices, to 
which the miners may have access. But between 
the mines upon these rivers, so draining this whole 
extent of valley, there is no intercourse, no trade. 
Each has a trade-with San Francisco, but no trade 
with each other. It is for this reason that the points 
have been selected which are indicated in the 
amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe I understood 
these facts pretty well before, and I knew there 


Will you 


ment, I stated, in the commencement of my re- 
marks, that I did not intend, on this occasion, to 
go into the general subject, but to wait till some 
future time during the progress of our action upon 
this bill. But it seems to me just as well to take 


wait tili I shall offer an amendment which I gave 
notice that I should offer; because, in reviewing 
this general system, we shall be prepared to say 
what we will do; whether we will take the Sena- 
| tor’s amendment or reject it, or wait and take mine 
| and adopt it. It is from considerations of this 
'| sort that I think it is proper to take a general view 


| at this time; and, with that view, my remarks are |; 


i entirely pertinent. 

| ‘Po resume, then, I think members of the Senate 
| will be disinclined to establish more than one mint 
i in California, if they do that at thistime. If they 
| establish one mint only, that will be at San Fran- 
| cisco, I presume, by general consent, because the 
| remark of the Senator from Mississippi is entitled 
j to weight, in which he says it is the place where 
| the trade of the country centres. e poi 

į where all the exports are made from California, 
; and where the imports are made, and the trade of 
| the valleys of the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
| river centres. The trade of San Francisco is dis- 
| tributed by these two rivers, and it is the place 
| whence their exports of gold are taken. Now let 

| me ask if the miners, who obtain their supplies 

i from San Francisco, will not have almost daily 

jand weekly means of intercourse between that 

|| point and the various-diggings whence the gol is 

raised? We know, from the information we have 

received, itis so now, and there will be no dift- 

culty in transmitting gold dust to that point to 

have it coined. Does the gentleman from Missis- 

sippi propose that these two assay offices shall be 

established, and a mint, likewise, at San Fran- 

|| cisco, according to the amendment of the Senator 

i from Missouri? . 

Mr. DAVIS. I will explain. I have involved 
in my amendment no question of coinage—none 
whatever. It is merely to provide that the dust 
may be assayed and cast into bars, and it does not 
matter whether we have a mint at San’ Francisco 
or not. Butif you have a mint at San Francisco 
you must have an assay office somewhere—either 


mines. Now, if it shail appear, as stated by the 


have the dust assayed at the mines than at San 
Francisco, that is a question for consideration. 


What limit shall | 


was no mint provided for in the Senator’s amend- | 


a general view of the whole system now, as to | 


Itis the point |! 


in the same building where the mint is, or at the | 


Senator fram Missouri, that it will cost less to | 


Bat the Senator constantly confounds -my propo- 
‘sition with the-establishment of-a mint in Califor- 
nia. [make no :proposition for any. mintat-all. 
|| When there is a mint establishediat San Francisco, 
|| the bars will go from these assay ‘offices to that 
mint, there to be coined. ae ee 
i} Mr. UNDERWOOD. That lL understand per- 
i| fectly well. If you have assay. offices, according 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, the bars, after having been assayed. there, 
will be taken to San Francisco to be coined, or it 
may be to be shipped to be coired.in some foreign 
|} country, or be brought east to be coined here. 
One or the other of these alternatives must prevail; 
there is no. way of escaping them, as everybody 
can see. The question, then, is, will you: bring 
the gold east to have it assayed, or have it assayed. 
and coined in San Francisco? If the gold is 
coined there, by establishing a mint at that place, 
it seems to me there can be no necessity. to have 
the gold dust assayed at the place where, it is.dug, 
or at two places, and then transported to San Fran- 
cisco, some one hundred and fifty.or two hundred 
miles, to have it coined. I wish to have the assay. 
office in the mintat San Francisco. I wish the mint 
to be erected, and the buildings erected at San Fran- 
cisco, to be sufficiently large and commodious to 
accommodate the assayers as well as the coiners. 
‘| I wish itall done at one place. On the subject of 
expense? | cannot myself conceive—and nobody 
has gone into the details, nobody has given us the 
itenis—how it is possible to make three establish- 
ments less expensive than.one, where there shall 
i} be a concentration in the same building of all the 
| officers necessary to assay and ccin the gold. No 
| one has pretended to give us the items; no one has 
i| gone into the estimates; but it is put on a general 
declaration that it will be cheaper. Iam not cred- 
ulous enough to receive it in tha way. Ido not 
wish to be tedious to the Senate, but I want, in 
'| the course of this business, to get my amendment 
before the Senate, and have it voted on; and if 
itis voted down, I shall be content, or at least. I 
shall submit without saying a word. I would ask 
if I can move to substitute the original amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, in lieu of the 
| amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, now 
| Offered ? 
i 

4 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is not in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I am afraid we 
| are getting into an awful predicament. The gen- 
| tleman from New York advises me that he is not 
‘| willing to abide by the intimation given from. the ` 
i} Chair, that when the bill is before the Senate Lein 
i| move to strike out all after the enacting clause ‘and 
| insert my amendment. But it seems to me that, 
i in the present condition of ‘things, we can never 
i get at my amendment. i. 
| Mr. HALE. l- would suggest to the Senator 
| from Kentucky that when this bill is reported to 
| the Senate, he can move the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri; and if that amendment is 
adopted, he can then move to strike out the other 
clause of the bill, It can be done in that way. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Iwill tell the Senator how 
it can be done parliamentarily. He can give no- 
tice, before this amendment is voted upon, of his 
intention to offer an amendment to establish a 
mint instead of an assay office, and then those in 
favor of a mint instead of an assay office will vote 
against the pending amendment. That is the way 
to get at it; but I am not willing to have a motion 
made to strike out the whole bill and insert some- 


ator from Mississippi, to strike out all. after the 
enacting clause, and insert the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri? That amendment 
was not voted upon. Ht was first amended by the 
roposition that there, should -be two assay ote 
instead of one, so that the Senate has. not, volgt 
pon that proposition; and, in order that Ae oe 
may be taken upon it, 1 will move, withothe a 
of the Senator from Kentucky, that the amend- 
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ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi be 

-amended by. striking out all after the word } 
‘that,’ in the first line, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. CLAY. By to-morrow, I presume, Sen- 
ators will be able to arrange this matter amongst 
themselves, and therefore, with the consent of the 
Senator from New York, I move that the further 
consideration of this subject be postponed till toa 
morrow, at half-past twelve o’clock, that we may 
proceed to the order of the day. . 

Mr. DICKINSON. If the Senator from Ker- 
tucky will withdraw his motion for a moment, I 
shall be glad; for I would like to have a vote taken 
on this present question. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [do not propose to debate 
this question, but I wish to say, that, as the 
amendment now stands, if adopted, provision will 
be made for one assay office at San Francisco to 
be immediately erected, and a mint subsequently, 
instead of a proposition to have two assay offices 
at distant points. 

Mr. BADGER. I understand the effect of the 
amendment to the amendment will be to establish 
a mint at San Francisco and an assay office there 
also. I wish to say, before E vote upon the 
amendment, that I shall vote against it, and at a 
proper time I shall take the sense of the Senate 
on an amendment proposing to strike out from the 
first section of the bill the words “ the city of | 
New York,” and insert “San Francisco, Cati- | 
fornia,” as the location of the proposed branch 
mint. 

Mr. DICKINSON. That will not be in order. 

Mr. PEARCE. I move that the farther con- | 
sideration of this question be postponed tll to- | 
morrow, at half-past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. DICKINSON. If the Senator will with- 
draw that motion, I will make one which will 
meet his views better perhaps. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. DICKINSON. There is a special order 
for to-morrow at that time. I move, therefore, 
that the further consideration of this subject be 
postponed, and that it be made the special order 
for Wednesday next, at half-past twelve o’clock, 
and for each succeeding day at the same hour, 
till it is disposed of, during the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order of the day, being the bill for 
the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, to provide governments for the territories 
of Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas in relation to her western and north- 
western boundaries. 

The VICE PRESIDENT stated the question || 
to be on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] and that on this 
question the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason) 
was entitled to the floor. il 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to have |; 
the amendment read as it now stands. | 

The Secretary read the pending amendment to || 
the tenth section, which was originally offered by 
Mr. Prart, and adopted by Mr. Davis, of Mis- 
sissippi, as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘in respect to,” and in- 
seri * to introduce or exclude,” and after the word 
«“ slavery’? to insert the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That nothing berein contained shall be con- 
Btrued so as Lo prevent said territorial legislature from pass- 
ing auch laws as may be necessary for the protection of the 
rights of property of every kind which may have been or 
may be hereafter lawfully introduced into said territory.” 

If these amendments be adopted, that portion of 
the section will read as foliows: 

«That the legislative power of said territory shall extend 
to all rightful subjeers of Jegisiation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United staies and the provisions of this |) 
acts but no law shall be passed interfering with the primary 
disposal of the soi, nor to introduce or excinde African 
slavery: Provided, that nothing herein contained, &c. i 

Mr. DAVIS. It will be in the recollection of 
the Senate that this was proposed by the Senator 
from Maryland, {Mr. Prarr] and accepted by my- ! 
self as a substitute for my amendment. I[ saw the Í 
manuscript before it was submitted to the Senate, | 
and agreed toaccept it. But when I afterwards 
saw it in print, | perceived a word inserted which | 
f had no recollection of having seen before; and, j 
‘on looking again at the manuseript, I found the : 


@e* 


| of the original language. 


| presented to me, 


| happy to say that his vote had caused no change | 


| be read, and he hoped that the very great import- 


word “lawfully” had been introduced by inter- 
lineation, the Senator from Maryland having, 
as L am informed, agreed to its introduction, be- 
cause he regarded it as not affecting the meaning 
Now, I wish to say | 
had that word been in the manuscript when | 
would have rejected it. It has! 
suggested to me the possibility of a future conflict | 
of construction, a difference as to what we mean 
by this word “lawfally.”” Such possibility makes 
it peculiarly the interest of the minority, and cer- 
tainly the duty of all to remove any ambiguity 
which may exist. We here legislate under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States. I re- 
cognize no other authority, and claim all the rights 
to which I am entitled under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, and will not yield one 
jot or tittle of them. If itis meant to be intimated 
‘by the introduction of this word ‘lawfully’ into 
the amendment that the laws of Mexico shall be |; 
supreme, above the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, in territory belonging to the United 
States; or todeny the supremacy of the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States in such terri- 
tory, over all other laws, then, sir, Jet the issue be 
made, and upon it, Lam willing to go hefore the 
country. [ therefore propose a modification of 
this language. I do so to meet that question, and 
to put myself under the shield of the Constitution 
of the United States. T modify the amendment j; 
by striking out the word * lawfully,” and insert- 
ing in lien thereof, comformably to the Constituiton 
and lms of the United States, held, in, or—so that it | 
will read: 

« That nothing herein contained shail be construed so as |) 
to prevent said territorial legislature from passing such laws 
as may be necessary for the protection of the rights of prop- 


erty of every kind, which may have been, or may be here- 


after, conformably to the Constitution and laws of the United 


States, held in, or introduced into said territory.” 

Leave being granted, the amendment was modi- 
fied accordingly. 

Mr. MASON addressed the Senate for an hour 
and a half, and was followed by Mr. FOOTE, in 
explanation. Mr. CASS, Mr. BERRIEN, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. UNDERWOOD, and others, made 
brief observations, which ‘will be published with 
Mr. Mason’s speech, and will be found in thej 
Appendix. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, without concluding the 
observations which he was making, yielded for a 
motion to adjourn. 

And the Senate adjourned. j 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 28, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. SEDDON rose to a privileged question. 
He said his colleague from the Petersburg dis- 
trict [Mr. Meane] had made an arrangement with 
a gentleman from New York to pair off with him. 
The agreement had yesterday escaped his col- 
league’s recollection, and he had inadvertently 
voted on several occasions. He (Mr. S.) was | 


that, 


in any of the decisions made by the House; but 
still his colleague was desirous that this arrange- | 
ment should be observed in the strictest manner; 
he (Mr. S ) therefore, at the instance of his col- | 
league, requested that the Journal be corrected by | 
erasing his colleague’s name wherever it was re- 
corded yesterday. - 
The SPEAKER said the Journal would be | 
amended accordingly if no objection was made. |i 
Mr. PRESTON KING objected. | 
The Journal was then approved. 
Mr. CONRAD rose and said, he held in his: 


ture of Louisiana, at their recent session, upon a 

subject of very great importance to that State not | 
only, but to Arkansas, Mississippi, and probably a | 
part of Tennessee. He asked that the resolutions | 


hand certain resolutions adopted by the Legisla- || 
i} 


ance of the subject would induce this House to | 
allow the resolutions to be introduced merely for | 
the purpose of referring them to their appropriate | 
committees. 
Mr. PRESTON KING objected. | 
Mr. CONRAD. I ask that the resolutions be | 
read, and gentlemen can then determine. i 
The SPEAKER. H there is no objection the : 
resolutions will be read. 
Mr. PRESTON KING objected. i 
So the resolutions were not read or received. | 


ig 


+ 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOYD (chairman of the Committee on 
Territories) called for the regular order of busi- 
ness. This day, he believed, had been set apart 
for the consideration of territorial business. He 
moved that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of tie Whole on the state of the Union, to 
take up the territoria? bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House that to-day and to-morrow have been ses 
apart by the order of the House for the considera~ 
tion of the business relating to the Territories. 

The question was taken and agreed to. f 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


«Mr. Syrons, in the chair. ) 

The Chairman stated that by previous order of 
the House, this day and to-morrow had been sez 
apart for Territorial business. “The practice of the 
committee, he believed, had been to take up the 
business in the order in which it was moved by 
the Delegate or the Chairman of the Committee, 
though the rule, if it were stricthy enforced, required 
that it should be taken up in its order on the cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BOYD. I think the business may as well 
be taken up in its usva! order as it stands on. the 


| calendar. 


The CHAIRMAN. That course will be pur- 
sued. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN MINNESOTA AND 

OREGON. 

The frst bill on the calendar was the bil? “to 
make further appropriations for public buildings 
in the territories of Minnesota and Oregon,” 

[Section 1, appropriates $20,000 to each of the 
said territories for the erection of penitentiaries. 

Section 2, authorizes the expenditure of an ap- 


. propriation made by section thirteen of the act of 


March 3, 1849, for the erection of suitable public 
buildings at the temporary seat of goverfment of 
Minnesota. 

Section 3, appropriates $20,000 in addition to 
former appropriations for the erection of suitable 
public buildings at the seat of government of Ore- 
on. 
ue SIBLEY said that there was within the limits 
of the entire Territory of Minnesota no place of 
confinement for criminals—a fact from which they 
were suffering great inconvenience. In the cave 


|| of Lowa, $35,000 had been appropriated for a pen- 
i itentiary. 


He moved that the bill be laid aside to be re- 


i A : : 
ported, with a recommendation that it pass. 


A brief conversation occurred between Messrs. 
Warre and Sratey, in which Mr. Wusrz suge 
gested that some amendment should be made to 
secure a suitable and fair accountability for the ex- 
penditure of the money. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said that the bill pro- 
vided that these appropriations should be expended 
ander the direction of the Governor of the respect- 
ive Territories. 

Mr. WHITE (not having an amendment pre- 
pared) gave notice that he would offer one to the 
House. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported with a 
recommendation that it pass. 


ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 


The bill to provide for the construction of cer- 
tain roads in the Territory of Minnesota was next 
taken up. 

The bill was read. It appropriates as follows: 


u Por the construction of a road from Point Douglass, on 
the Mississippi river, via Cottage Grove, Stillwater, Marine 


i| Mills, and Falls of St. Croix, to the Falls or Rapids of the 


St. Louis riverof Lake Superior, fifteen thousand dollars 3 
for the construction of a road from Point Douglass, via Cot- 


i tage Grove, Red Rock, St. Paul, and Falls of St. Anthony, 


to Fort Gains, ten thousand dollars; fur the construction 
ofa road from the mouth of Swan river, or the most availa- 
ble point between it and Sauk Rapids, to the Winnebago 
agency at Long Prairie, five thousand do'lars; for the con- 
struction of a road from Wabashaw to Mendota, five thon- 
sand dollars; and for the survey and laying ont of a military 
road from Mendota to the mouth of Big Sioux river, on the 
Missouri, five thousand dollars: "Phe said roads to be eoi- 


H! structed under the direction of the Secretary of War, pursu- 


ant to contracts to be made by him.” 
Mr. JONES moved that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported, with a recommendation that it do not 
ass. 
He said that bills of similar character to that 


' under consideration had been reported to this House 


in the cases of the former Territories of Wiscon- 
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ein, Towa, and, he believed, Indiana; these bills 
were, on some occasions, he knew, rejected. He 
thought that the people of the Territories could lay 
out, cut, and make their roads as well as the peo- 
ple of the States. If there were not so many peo- 
ple there, they would not want so many roads. 
There was, in his opinion, no more propriety in 
the Government making roads for a Territory than 
in doing the same work fora State. He hoped 
that the bill would not pass. 

Mr. SIBLEY. In reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I would state, that it has been the 
uniform practice of Congress to aid the organized 
territories, by appropriations of money for the 
construction of roads. The Government: being 
the only great landhoider, it is in accordance with 
its own pecuniary interests, as well as just to 
Minnesota, that proper means of access should be 
afforded to immigrants who wish to settle upon 
the public lands. The roads asked for are to be 
the great thoroughfares of the country, some of 
them to lead to your military posts and your In- 
dian agencies, and this Government, by construct- 
ing them, will, in a very few years, save more than 
the sums asked for, by the consequent diminution 
of the cost of transporting military stores and sup- 
plies, and goods and provisions for annuities ander 
treaty stipulations. [repeat, sir, that all the organ- 
ized territories have been liberally provided for in 
this respect. Wisconsin, during the. intervening 
period between 1836 and 1845, received $104,000 
for roads and harbors, and why should not our 
territory be dealt with in an equally liberal man- 
ner? I hope, sir, the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee will not be entertained by the 
House. 

Mr. PARKER appealed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to withdraw his motion 
temporarily in order to allow him (Mr. P.) to 
move to amend the bill by striking out from the 
17th to the 19th lines. . 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment 


of the gentleman from Virginia would be in order | 


pending the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, 

Mr. PARKER moved to amend by striking out 
between the 17th and 19th lines, the words: 

“And for the survey and laying outof a military road from 
Minnesota to the mouth of Big Sioux river, on the Missouri, 
&5,009.” 

This item, he said, provided for surveying and 
laying out a military road. Now, from those 
officers who had charge of this branch of public 
business there was no estimate for this object and 
no statement of any such military road being de- 
sired. For this reason he moved to strike out the 
words he had indicated. 

Mr. SIBLEY. The objection of the gentleman 
from Virginia is not well founded. The mere fact 
that the word ‘‘military’’ is used, skould consti- 
tute no reason why the appropriation should not 
be made. It is true the road will be a “military” 
road in one sense, as itcan be used for the purpose 
of transporting troops and supplies in case of an 
emergency, but it is also one eminently requisite 
to the prosperity of the territory, leading as it will, 
through the central portion of it. TI trust the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia will 
be rejected. 

Mr. PARKER said, as he understood the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, this item was improper. 
No such road should be laid out, unless it was 
asked for by the proper military officers. His at- 
tention had been called to the subject by being a 
member of the committee which had charge of this 
subject, (the Committee on Roads and Canals.) 
He hoped the committee would strike out that 
item. 

The question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive. 5 

So the amendment of Mr. PARKER was rejected. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Jones, that the bill be laid aside, to be reported 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired if it would be in order 
to move to amend that motion by striking out the 
word “not”? 

The CHAIRMAN suggested to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the amendment he pro- 
posed was unnecessary, as the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee involved the same ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FOWLER, acquiescing in the suggestion, 
did not press his amendment. 


Mr. WHITE said he had prepared the amend- 
ment which he had interided to offer to the bill 
which had already been acted upon, and he would 
now offer it to the bill at present under considera- 
tion, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That the Governors of 
Oregon and Minnesota shall report to Congress, annually, a 
detailed statement of the expenditure of money appropriated 
by Congress for the use or benefit of said territories, which 


is expended under the order or supervision of the Governor 
and Assembly. 


The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the amendment of Mr. Waite was agreed to, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Jones, was taken and decided in the negative. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported, with 
a recommendation that it pass. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN OREGON. 

Senate bill (No. 90) entitled “ A bill author- 

‘izing the negotiation of treaties with the Indian 


| € tribes in the Territory of Oregon, for the extin- 


€ guishment of their claims to lands lying west of 
© the Cascade mountains, and for other purposes,” 
was next taken up. 

[Sec. 1, authorizes the President to appoint one 
or more Commissioners to negotiate the said 
treaties, &c. 

Sec. 2, authorizes the appointment of a Super- 


intendent of Indian Affairs for Oregon, with a sal- | 


ary of $2,500. 

Sec. 3, repeals so much of a previous act as 
imposes upon the Governor of the Territory the 
duties of Superintendent of Indian Affairs, and 
fixes the salary_of the Governor hereafter at 
$3,000. 

Sec. 4, authorizes the appointment of Indian 
agents for Oregon, not exceeding three, with a 
salary of $1,500. 

Sec. 5, extends the provisions of the law regu- 
lating trade and intercourse with the Indians east 
of the Rocky mountains to the Indians in Oregon. 

Sec. 6, appropriates thousand dollars to 
carry into effect this act.] 


The blank in section six having on motion |} 
been filled with $25,000, this bill was laid aside to | 


be reported. 
\ COLLECTION DISTRICTS, &c. 


The bill to establish a new collection district in 
the Territory of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses, being under consideration— 

Mr. JONES said, by the order of the House 


this day had been set apart for the consideration | 
This bill |: 


of bills providing for the Territories. 
contained one or two (wholly immaterial) pro- 
visions in regard to Minnesota. It then went on 
to Memphis, Tennessee, which it declared should 
bea port of delivery, and for which it provided 
that there should be appointed a surveyor of the 


customs; it then made an enactment in reference | 


to the collection district of Miami, Ohio, and to the 
port of delivery at Louisville, Kentucky; and 


finally it provided that Chelsea, Massachusetts, | 
should be attached to the port of entry and collec- į 


tion district of Boston and Charlestown, Massa- 
chusetts, and authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to appoint an inspector of customs for 
Chelsea. 

These subjects were in no way embraced within 
the order of the House respecting the business of 
to-day and to-morrow. He saw, moreover, no 
possible necessity for this bill, even if it were in 
order. What was the necessity for a collection 
district or a port of entry in the Territory of Min- 
nesota? It was proposed to create the office of 


He saw no possible 
necessity for any surveyor or naval collector at 


let them pay their duties there; their cargoes must 
be reshipped there; they could not be carried up 
the river in the same bottoms in which they were 
imported from foreign countries. 

He raised the point of order that the bill was 
not properly a territorial bill, but that it involved 
questions pertaining to the States, and therefore 


was not embraced in the special order for to-day. 
H- the point of order were not sustained, he gave 
notice he should move to strike out. all that part 
of the bill which did not relate to the territories. . 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order- 
deciding that the special order was for such bills 
as pertained. exclusively to the territories, and 
therefore that this bill was not in order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said he concurred en- 
tirely in the decision of the Chair; and he hoped 
that by general consent those ‘parts of ‘the bill not 
relating to the territories would be stricken out; | 
| The CHAIRMAN said that could only «be 

done by unanimous consent. 
i; Mr. JONES objected. 

_ So the bill was laid aside, as out of order at this 
time. 

Mr. POTTER appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, but after some conversation, at the re- 
quest, he said, of various gentlemen, withdrew the 
appeal. : 

SURVEYS, &c., OF LANDS IN OREGON. ` 

The bill to create the office of surveyor general 
of the public lands in Oregon, and to provide for 
the survey, and to make donations to settlers of 
the said public lands, being under consideration— 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, gave notice that at the 
| proper time he should offer an amendment relating 
to donations of lands to settlers. 

The bill was read for information. w$ 

The Clerk then commenced to-read the bill by 
| sections for amendment. $ g 

Sect. 1, providing for the appointment of a 
surveyor general of the public lands in Oregon, 
with the authority and duties possessed by the 
i same officer on the lands northwest of the Ohio, 
(except as provided in subsequent sections of the 
‘ bill,) was read. 

No. amendment being offered, the section was 
; passed. 

r Sec. 2, being under consideration, in the words 
following: $ 


i ind he it further enacted, That the said surveyor general 
| shall establish his office at such place within the said terri- 
t 
i 


| tory as the President of the United States may from time to 


| 
ii time direct; he shall be allowed an annual salary of 

|) dollars, to he paid quarter-yearly, and ‘to commence at such 
j time as he shail enter into bond, with competent security, 
ii for the faithful discharge of the duties of his ofice; he shail 
be allowed for clerk hire annually, the sum of dol- 
lars ; and also the sum of dollars per annum for office 
rent, fuel, and other incidental expenses of his office, to be 
paid out of the appropriation for surveying the public.lands— 

Mr. THURSTON moved to fill up the first | 
blank with $2,500. ; g 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. As to the next blank, per- 
haps there are gentlemen in the House who can 
name a sum with more propriety than I can. f 
would venture to remark that services in Oregon 
cannot be procured for more than four times the 
amount you have to pay in the States. But I did 
not, when I offered the amendment filling the first 
blank, think proper to ask or to:exact of: this 
House, which has manifested towards the Terri- 
tory of Oregon the most unbounded. liberality, 
an exorbitant salary: hence I moved as low’an 
| amount as possible. : Jf there are gentlemen con- 
nected with the Committee on Public Lands, or 
other gentlemen who are acquainted with ser- 
vices of this kind, as I am not, I will be much 
obliged if they will designate a proper sum to fill 
i the blank. , 
© Mr. POTTER said, the Committee on Public 
|; Lands had made no recommendation as to the sum 
n with which the blank should be filled. He would 
ji move to insert $6,000. ; 

i Mr. JONES said the amendment of the gentle 
| man from Ohio was certainly very extraordinary. 
The salary of the surveyor general had been fixed 
l in this section, at the instance of the gentleman 
; from Oregon, at $2,500; yet it was proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio to give his clerk $6,000. 

Mr. POTTER said, the sum of $6,000, which 
he proposed to appropriate to the payment of clerks 
| in the surveyor general’s office, was no such enor- 
i mous sum as the gentleman from Tennessee 
| Seemed to consider it, taking into view the extent 
| of the duties. Every gentleman acquainted with 
Le surveyor general's office knew it to be one of 
i the most laborious of offices, and one which te- 
f quired more clerks than any ether office under the 
| Government. In the surveyor general’s ofice in 
| Michigan, there were some ten clerks constantly 
| employed; and there was nothing like the amount 


ws 


i 


| 
i 
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of labor to be performed there which would be re- 
quired in Oregon. -He had proposed $6,800 as the 
Jowest possible sum for which, in his opinion, the 
business of the Government could be cartied on. 
Jf the Committee on Public Lands, or any other 
gentlemen had any information showing that the 
cdaties could be performed fora less amount, he 
should be glad to hear it; he certainly should not 
insist upon -$6,000, if the business could be done 
for a less. sum. f 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, interposed, and (the 
floor being yielded) stated that -for the surveyor 
general’s office, for the districts composed of 
Michigan, Indiana, and Ohio, where there was not 
s0 much labor, where the public lands were nearly 
all surveyed, the appropriations from 1836 to 1848 
were annually $8,600. 

Mr. POTTER said heshad supposed that the 
appropriations there varied from $8,000 to $10,000. 
He knew that the clerks employed in the ofice at 
Detroit were very faithful men, and he supposed 
that $8,600 was but a fair remunerative compensa- 
tion for the duties performed there. T'he business 
in the office of the surveyor general in Oregon must 
be much greater, and considering the extensive sur- 
veys tobe made, the records to be kept of lands 
donated to settlers, &c., &c., he thought $6,000 
was ag small a aumas they could reasonably ap- 
propriate for the performance of the services re- 
quired by this bill. 

Mr. SACKETT moved to amend the amend- 
ment moved by the gentleman from Ohio, by stri- 
king out “six,” and inserting the word “ three,” 
so that it should read 93,000. t 

He moved this amendment for reasons which he 
would briefly state. The expenditures which have 
been made by Congress for the surveyor’s office 
in the western section of our country are for thri- 
ving regions, where there is already a large popu- 
lation, and a population which is rapidly increas- 
ing, and where the demands for the public lands 
are as extensive as the lands themselves. The 
whole population of the territory of Oregon is not 
computed at more than fifteen thousand, and for 
some time to come, it is not probable that this pop- 
ulation will be materially increased. There will 
probably be no great or rapid influx of population 
into thas territory for at !cast two years to come. 
There could not, therefore, in his view of the situ- 
ation and circumstances of this territory, be any 
necessity at present for theappropriation of a larger 
sum than that which he now proposed. If the 
services to be performed in the surveyor’s office 
should hereafter be found to exceed the caiculation 
he had now made, it would be easy to make provis- 
ion forthe extra labor. He thought, however, there 
was very little probability that the lands in the 
Territory of Oregon will be required, for some time 
to come, with such rapidity as to render it neces- 
sary to enlarge the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. DUNHAM (Mr. Sacuerr yielding the 
floor) suggested to the gentleman from New York, 
that the basiness in this territory which would re- 
quire to be executed in the surveyor’s office, 
would, at onge, be very considerable. 
visions of this bill great quantities of the public 
lands are donated to families and individuals. It 
will be necessary that all the Jands be surveyed; 
and if the provisions in this bill are carried out 
accoriling to their import, in conseqnence of the 
great inducements which wii thus be held out, the 
influx of settlers will be very great. If we, there- 
fore, take into consideration the probable growth 
of the population after the passage of this bill, 
and its increase in a few years, it will be evident 
that the force which would be authorized by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio wil 


not be more than sufficient to secure the perform- 


ance of the necessary duties of the office. He 
pelieved six thousand dollars would be found 
barely sufficient to compensate the labor which 
would be required. If we provide by this bill for 
liberal grants of the public lands to settlers, it is 
important that the lands should be occupied as 


speedily as possible, in order that people shouid | 


go on the lands, and settle and improve them. 

Mr. SACKETT resumed. The reasons which 
had been assigned by the gentleman from Indiana 
were not perfectly satisfactory to his mind, as 
showing that there was any necessity for this 
large appropriation. What is the condition of 
things in the territory? There is no surveyor’s 
office there now. It will require a considerable 
time, not-less than six or twelvs months, to begin 


By the pro- ; 


| too much or too little had been paid. 


l lows: 


| eonstyued asto authorize the appointment of any of the 


fairly a system of operations under this bill. It 
is known that the population of the territory at | 
present does net exceed fifteen thousand. 

Mr. POTTER (Mr. Sacxert yielding the floor) 
wished to ask the gentleman from New York a 
single question. He made no objection whatever | 
to that gentleman’s general notions of economy, 
butas he represented one of the military districts 
of New York, he wished to ask that gentleman 
what was the amount expended in the survey of 
the military district which was represented by | 
him? 

Mr. SACKETT said he did not exactly know. 

Mi GOTT. Was it not six dollers the lot? 

Mr. POTTER expressed a desire to know the 
cost of these surveys? 

Mr. SACKETT replied that he believed it was 
six dollars the lot, and that the lot comprised one 
mile square. 

Mr. POTTER understood, then, 
of these surveys was six dollars for every mile | 
square. There were no subdivisions. This, ! 
therefore, would make the aggregate expense 
about $12,000. 

Mr. SACKETT resumed. He did not see in 
what manner this touched the question under con- | 
sideration. He knew not how it could affect this 
question, whether more or less was paid for sur- 
veys made in the State of New York—whether 
The ques- į 
tion before the committee was, shall we, in the! 
establishment of a surveyor general’s office for a'Ì 
territory, the whole population of which does not 
exceed fifteen thousand, and where there is no 
probability that there will be for some time to} 
come any great influx of new settlers, give a! 
salary of $6,000 to the clerks of the surveyor i 
general before there can be any actual commence- 
ment of the duties of the office? In his opinion 
$3,000 would he amply sufficient under such cir- 
cumstances. There could be no necessity for any 
great number of clerks at present. The surveyor 
general will require some time to procure an 
office, to get the necessary books, and make all 
the preparations necessary for the commencement 
of his duties.. The duties of the clerks do not ex- | 
tend to the making of the surveys. They only 
make the entries. It must occupy at least six 
months for the surveyor general to make as many 
surveys as will keep an establishment of clerks 
employed in making entries of them in the proper 
books. 

Mr. JONES said he would send to the Clerk’s 
table and have read, an amendment, which he in- į 
tended to propose to the biil. It was read as fol- 
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that the cost 


I 
i 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be so |i 
Ri 


officers herein provided for unti? the Indian title to some por- || 


been extinguished by treaty. I 
Mr. JONES said, he desired merely to remark, | 
for the information of the gentleman from Ohio, | 
that he did not understand all the provisions of | 
this bill, but that there were some of them, and 
perhaps the most of them, which he thought he į 
did understand; and that all those provisions || 


i 


| country, of land there, as any other man in that 


| new country within this‘Confederacy, and inquire || 


| der cultivation, and you will find, sir, that, before 
| they had gotten those lands well prepared for cul- |: 
| tivation, they themselves were broken down and |) 


he was in favor of. In the first place, he was for |! 
making as liberal donations to settlers in that |! 
House, or in the other wing of the Capitol. From |i 
what little experience he had had in regard to the j| 
settlement of new countries, he knew that the |: 
hardy pioneers who cleared the country, paid 
much dearer for the soil, if they were made a pres- 
ent of it, than did those who came years after- | 
wards, and paid them twenty, thirty, forty, om! 
fifty dollars per acre for the same land. f 

You may go, sir, (continued Mr. J.,) into any Hi 


for those who settled the country—for those who |: 
felled the forrest—who brought the wild land un- 


worn out; that premature old age had rendered it 
them unfit for, and incapable of, the cultivation of 4 
the soil; the clearing of which had exhausted and | 
destroyed all their physical power and ability. i 
Then, sir, I am for giving to the people who į 

i 

i 

| 


i 
| 


may go there now, or who may go there for years 
to come, a liberal, or a bountiful donation of the l 
soil; and, sir, I am myself satisfied, that it would jj 
be the very best disposition that could be made of |; 
it. Į would far prefer, sir, having an honest, li 


! inserting $ 


hardy, and industrious man, the occupant and 
owner of six hundred and forty acres of this land, 
without one dollar-being paid into the Treasury, 
than that he should be required to pay $800 for 
such section of land. 

Sir, those who go there are entitled to this 
bounty, this liberality, at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment; and, in order to-secure it to them, it is 
necessary that the Government should extinguish 
the Indian title to the public lands there; and when 
they have extinguished the Indian title, then the 
land should be surveyed and brought into the 
market. And, sir, I do not know whether this 
bill provides that the settlers there shall have pre- 
emption rights to the lands they occupy. There 
ought, at all events, to be such a provision; for I 
am decidedly in favor of securing to actual settlers 
the first choice of thoee lands, after they shail 
have been surveyed. There should be no pur- 
chase permitted by other persons before the settler 
has made choice òf his section. 

It is necessary then to have a surveyor general. 

That is provided for in the first section of the bill. 
His salary has been voted upon by this commit- 
tee, and fixed at $2,500 per annum, which is not 
by any means too large a salary, I think. But 
the proposition which I have sent to your table, 
and caused to be read by the Clerk to the com- 
mittee, provides that no officer shall be appointed 
under the provisions of this bill until the Indian 
title to some portion of the country at least shall 
have been extinguished. Until such is the fact— 
until you have a provision in this bill that they 
shall cede and surrender to you a portion of this 
territory, you have no earthly use for a surveyor 
general or his clerks in that country. 
I desire, sir, that we first acquire the Indian 
title, and then, and not until then, will it be neces- 
sary to send out these officers—the surveyor gen- 
eral and his clerks; and he may then, appoint his 
deputies, as is customary, and proceed to survey 
the lands and bring them into market; and let 
those settlers who are already upon the lands se- 
lect their sections or half sections asthe bill may 
provide. À 

Well, sir, there is a blank which has been pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio to be filled by - 
6,000. This is, as I understand it, to 
meet the elerk-hire in the office of the surveyor 
general. This appropriation 1 do not think prop- 
erly belongs to this bill, It strikes me as eing 
somewhat inappropriate to it.. Why should we, 
in this bill, fix the compensation of the surveyor 
general’s office? It belongs more appropriately 
to the general appropriation bill. But it is pro- 
posed to insert in the blank $6,000, to meet the 
expenses of clerk-hire. It will be recollected that 


i this appropriation is proposed for the fiscal year 


i lion of the Indian country in said Oregon territory shall have 4 commencing on the first of July of the present 


year, and terminating on the 3istof June, 1851. 
Now, sir, there is not one foot of land in that 
country, as I understand, to which this Govern- 


| menthas acquired a title from the Indians. Then, 


until} we have sucha title,—until the treaty ceding 
it shall have been sent here and ratified, what 
necessity can there be for appointing and sending 
out a surveyor general? For 1 have no idea that 
any one of those hardy and adventurous citizens 
of the West, who have gone and settled in that 
new country, will meet with the good fortune to 
receive the appointment of surveyor general at 


! the hands of this Administration. I will venture to ` 


say, that seme political favorite will be franked oat 
to Oregon under a military escort, perhaps, to exe- 
cute the duties of this office of surveyor general. It 
was done, as is said by a gentleman near me, in 
the case of the collector of San Francisco; and, L 
might add, it has been done in cases of Indian 
agents. Now, I would say, that before we can 
geta treaty with the Indians, although we may 
pass this bill, and acquire their titles to the lands, 
the next fiscal year, for which this appropriation 
is proposed to be made, will have expired; and if 
ray amendment shall be adopted, not a dollar of 
the money can be used, until it can be used with 
propriety. ‘The money willthen remain as an un- 
expended balance in the Treasury, subject to the 
order of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, or of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
according as it may be required to carry out the in- 
tention of the bill. 

I can see no necessity, then, for making an ap- 
propriation in this bill to meet these heavy ex- 
penses. We should, however, give the subject its 


said, I can see no necessity for appropriating this ' 


amount at this time. It js not possible that the 
surveyor gererai’s office can be in operation 


within the coming fiscal year, unless a surveyor | 


general be sent out there before we have a foot of 
land to survey. 

I hope, then, that this $6,000 will not be in- 
serted; and that, when the bill shall have been 
read through, the amendment which IJ have sent to 


the Clerk’s table will be adopted, and made part _ 
of the bill, by which no one of these officers— `: 
neither the surveyor general nor the clerks in his ` 


office—shall be appointed, until there is some land 


acquired from the Indians, upon the survey of | 


which they can legitimately enter. 
Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I am 
under great obligation to the gentleman from Ten 


nessee for the kind manner in which he has |} 
spoken of the people of my territory. My people ; 


will inquire who he is, sir. 


Mr. JONES, (in his seat.) I should like to see 


them. 
Mr. THURSTON. 
who he is. 


Yes, sir, they will ask me 


But I think, sir, his amendment raised a ques- | 
tion which I can so explain that he will withdraw | 


his amendment. It will be perceived, sir, upon 


looking into the bill that the surveyor general is | 


to establish a base line or meridian at some point 
at or near the mouth of the Willamette river. 
This point was hitupon by my advice to the com- 
mittee, because the Indians on either side.of that 
line, north and south, for some distance, are 
friendly; and besides, a survey on either side of 
this line would best accommodate the immediate 
wants of the settlers of the territory. The Indians, 
too, for some distance north and south of this line 
are friendly, and would interpose no objections to 
the country’s being surveyed. Indeed, sir, they 
would rather construe it into an indication that the 
Hiaas Boston Tyee had come, and that they would 
receive pay for their lands. [ have said, sir, that 
the Indians would not object. They would not; 
they consider the land in these settlements as be- 
longing to the whites, and they only complain that 
they have not been paid for these lands, as they 
have been repeatedly promised. 

We are on friendly terms with these Indians, 
and why, sir? Because we have treated them 
kindly. We have had to doit. Our people have 
bought their farms of these Indians; some once, 
some twice, and some a half dozen times, It is 
the characteristic of these Indians that they will 


sell you their land to-day, and receive pay, but | 
by-and-by they will come back again, and de- | 
mand pay again, and our people have had to do | 
this, or they will pay you off by shooting oP; 


stealing your cattle and horses. They say, ‘* You 
are located on my land.” 


them, In this way, sir, for twelve long years 
have the people of Oregon struggled on, and not 


a single hostile irruption has taken place, except : 
This being the case, there is | 
certainty no difficulty at all in the surveyor |! 


the Cayuse war. 


general commencing his surveys and operations 
so soon as he shall arrive in the country, if one 
shall be appointed here. I suppose, however, 
that the Administration will appoint some good 
man in Oregon to fill that office. I should advise 
it, for certain it is that we have as good men there 
to fill that office as can be found this side of the 
Rocky mountains. But whether he is appointed 
here or there, he may commence his labors im- 
mediately after the passage of this bill. We 


would be glad to see him, and so would the In- | 


dians, for they would then see their money in the 
distance at least. z 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] there will be no 
difficulty. 

But, sir, there is another objection to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman. We are a long ways off. 
Six months and a half ago, I wrote a letter toa 
friend in Oregon, on important business. 


A very plain one, sir. If your commissioners 
must first go there and treat, and retarn their 
treaties for approval or ratification, before a sur- 
veyor general can be appointed, two whole years 


We have to acknowl- ;; 
edge, and give a horse or a blanket to satisfy |! 


Therefore, E assure the gentle- | 


Last : 
Sunday I received a reply. What is the inference? : 


; will pass before a foot-of land will be surveyed in 
that country. a 

i -Mr. JONES explained. Commissioners (he 
“ said) would have to be sent out to negotiate a 
treaty with the Indians. The treaty, when nego 
tiated, would have to be sent back to be ratified by 
| the President and. Senate, after which the news o 
| the ratification must be sent back to the territory 
before the surveys could: commence; and the Bur- 


| go. out with the news. 

i} Mr. THURSTON, (continuing.) Precisely, sir 
i| But I understand the gentleman's objection raises 
‘a question of law; that is, whether this Govern- 
i ment can legally, or will survey any of the publi 
lands there before the Indian title to the same is 
extinguished. 


tion. In that case, Í myself would be opposed to 
the appointment of this officer, to be on salary be 
fore he can enter upon his duties. I do not, how 
‘| ever, so understand the Jaw, or that such has been 
the practice of the Government. 

And now, one word, sir, while Lam up, as to 


(Mr. Sacxerr.] He proposes to fill the blank 
with ‘ 43,000,” for clerk hire. I remarked before, 


and was unable to decide upon a sum. with proper 
discretion. l am not in favor of exorbitant sala- 
ries. I desire that they shall be no higher than is 
necessary to procure the labor to be done. After 
the repeated kind demonstrations of this House 
| towards me, I would not steal a march upon it if 
| I could. I would not procure any appropriation 
i| which would not be warranted by the nature of 
| the case. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porter] 
I proposes to fill the blank with ‘ $6,000; and this, 
i 


i 
{ 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browy] says, is 
less than has annually been appropriated for the 
| same service.in a similar office in Michigan. {t 
ii may be, then, too large, or too small. Fix such a 
ii sum as you shall deem proper, and if it turns out 
|í too small, why, I will come back and say soto 
ii you, and ask you for an appropriation to meet the 
‘| deficiency; and, I doubt not, I shall get it. 

|| Mr. SWEETSER inquired of the gentleman 


i| from Oregon, if there was an instance of surveys |; 
i| having been made by our Government previous to |: 
l: the Indian title being extinguished? He knew of |: 


ji none. 
li minion of the Indians. 
: Mr. THURSTON. I would simply reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sweetser,] that 


1 


been made before the treaty was made. 


by treaty or not. 
settled by the Indians themselves. 


tion. 
ii pensation, and they expect to receive it. 
i object of this bill is not to do anything which can 
: injure the feelings of the Indians. It looks to no 
prospective arrangements with the Indians, but is 
confined to the Jands which are now open for set- 
dement. We cannot settle these lands until they 
have been properly surveyed. 


availed themselves of these invitations and induce- 


| havea right to expect. 
i The CHAIR here announced that the amend- 


i 

i 

| had not yet been offered. He had merely indi- 

| eated his intention to offer it; and although the dis- 

; 

l relevant, yet that which bad reference to the Indian 
title was irrelevant to the subject before the com- 
mittee. 


H 
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meet the necessary clerk hire. 


should be rejected, he should move to amend the 


‘| by so modifying it as to read—‘ such a sum as 
‘| the surveyor general may deem necessary for the 


veyor general (if appointed from the States) could | 


If the Government of the United : g 
States cannot legally do it, thet settles the ques- : He wished to remind the committee that the Su- 


the amendment of the gentleman from New York, | 


; that I was unacquainted with this kind of service, | 


Hat hi 


Jt was an act inconsistent with the do-:: 


; if the,land cannot be legally surveyed, that settles |: 
the question. But I understand such surveys have į 


Mr. FITCH considered it of very lite import- ! 
ance whether the Indian tides were extinguished : 
This question of title has been ' 
It has been |: 
settled with the consent of the Indians themselves. ; 
| They have agreed to relinquish their title, and are | 
now waiting patiently for the stipulated compensa- `; 


They are now looking for this money com- |: 
The |; 


We are holding | 
i, out an invitation and inducements to cur citizens | 
‘| to settle in that territory; and numbers who have | 


| ments to go there for settlement, will not be al- : 
į lowed to remain there without the protection they |: 


| ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee |: 


cussion, as far as it related to the clerk hire, was į 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, thought it would he. 
proper to appropriate such an amount as would ! 
If the motion to |: 


All the blank with the words “aix thousand” |: 


amendment of the gentleman from New York, © 


|| expenses of clerk hire, not. exceeding’ $3,000.?? 
|| He intended to vote for the lawest sum, because it’ 
| must be some time before the appropriation can 
ii come into use, because he has to-give- bonds, to 
prepare for entering on his duties, entas he-will 
have no occasion to-employ-clerks during this pe~ 
riod, he will, of course, put the salary into: his 
| pocket. He intended to vote for the lowest sum 
| which had been named, and if no other. proposi- 
| tion was acceptable. to the committee, he would 
im 
or 


ove the amendment he had. indicatéd. 

Mr. SACKETT said, if it was irorder he would. 
modify his amendment so as: to make-it read.as 
i| the gentleman from Ohio had indicated, 000005 > 
i Mr. POTTER desired to say a single word. ‘It 
had been said that this sum could not be expended 
because the Indian tide has not been extinguished. 


$ preme Court had decided that we had a right:to 
make the surveys necessary for public purposes, 
He presumed the Anglo-Saxon race regarded 
t themselves as privileged to extend themselves, and 
i! to settle the lands over which they spread them- 
! selves, ; 
| Mr. SACKETT inquired whether it had. not 
always been a custom in case an appropriation 
| was found insufficient, to make a provision to sup- 
| ply the defect in the deficiency bill? f 
|. Mr. POTTER replied that everything of thid 
| kind seemed to have been embraced. in the defi- 
; ciency bill of. this session. But he. regarded..the 
i! amendment, in the form in which-it now. stands, 
ias outof order. It allows the surveyor geferal, 
' s discretion, to fix the amount necessary to be 
|: appropriated. It has been the uniform practice of 
{the House to make specific appropriations, and 
ii that those who are intrusted with the disburse- 
ii ment of them, shail be restricted to the limit of 
i: these appropriations. 
Mr. WHITE suggested an amendment in the 
i eighth line, by striking out the word “ his,” and 
: inserting the word “their,” as a substitute. 
The CHAIR decided that this amendment was 
i} not now in order. 
‘| Mr. WHITE said he would offer it hereafter, 
|; The CHAIR stated that the question was. on the 
:: amendment of the gentleman from New York to 
; the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES suggested that this was out of 
‘order. It had been the uniform practice of the 
; House, when filling a blank, to take the question 
i; first on the largest sum proposed. . It. was, ‘there- 
i fore, not in order to take the question first’ on 
li striking out the lowest amount. 
Mr. FITCH asked the Chair to 
i, question. g 
:: The CHAIR propounded the question, intima- 
li ting that the modification of the amendment had 
' changed its character, and that it was in order to 
put the question on the motion of Mr. Sacnerr. 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from 
: Ohio. : 

The question being put, the ayes were only 37, 
when tellers were demanded, The Chair ap- 
i; pointed Mr. Corwin and Mr. Waxpo tellers, who 
; reported—ayes 44, noes 72. | cee 

So the amendment. to the amendment: was de- 
cided in the negative. 

Mr. FITCH rose to move an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, which 
might have the effect of obviating some objections. 
He considered the phraseology of the amendment 
wrorg as it stood: He did not wish to leave to 
‘the surveyor general the power to disburse this 
money as he might see fit. He would observe that 
the Territorial Committee knew little of the ex- 
; penses of the surveyor general’s office. They 
i had, therefore, left that part of the bill to be 
arranged by the other committee to which they 
had requested that it should be referred, or to the 
pleasure of the House. He believed the amend- 
iment he held in his hand would meet the appro- 
bation of the Delegate from Oregon. He would 
therefore move the following amendment: strike 
| out the words **he shall be allowed for clerk 
i hire annually, the sum of >? and insert: 

« There shall be, and hereby is, appropriated the sam of 
| $4,000, or as much thereof as is necessary, for clerk hire-in 
i his ofice.” : 

Mr. VINTON. If I understand the bill as it 
now stands, the surveyor general’s salary is fixed 
“at $2,500, and he is to be further allowed such 
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| sumas may be inserted here—and $6,000is pro- 
i} posed—for clerk hire, Butunti) theeare surveys 
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to be made, and returns to be sent to the General 
Land Office, there will be nothing for these cierks 
to do; there will be no necessity for them at all. 

Mr. TAYLOR said, he wasin favor of the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Indiana, so as 
rightly to dispose of the fand that was proposed 
to be placed at the disposition of the surveyor gen- 
eral for clerk hire. But he was disposed to vote 
for the sum of $6,000, which had been suggested 
by his colleague over the way, in his first amend- 
ment. And he was in favor of it for this rea- 
son: He understood, from the Delegate from 
Oregon, that services of any kind in Oregon were 
estimated at four times as much, or required four 
times as much compensation as the same services 
east of the Rocky Mountains. If this were so, 
why should they hesitate about allowing the sum 
of $4,000, or even $6,000 for the compensation of 
the clerks of the surveyor general? Let the ap- 
propriation be made, and let it be liberal, in order 
that the provisions of the bill may be carried out. 

He was in favor of all its provisions; and he re- 
gretted to perceive a disposition on the other side, 
to withhold a liberal appropriation. He desired 
to see the provisions of this bill carried into effect. 
He desired to see aid extended in every possible 
way to those who were building up their little 
homes in that country, and preparing it to come 
into the Union asa State. He was prepared to go 
for the whole thirteen sections of the bill. He un- 
derstood it to be a bill for the establishment of a 
surveying district, and for the survey of the Terri- 
tory öf Oregon, and for making donations of the 
public lands to settlers in Oregon. He was in 
favor of all its provisions. He was in favor of 
making liberal grants to those men who settled 
the country. A more beneficial appropriation 
of the public lands, in his opinion, could not be 
made, than to grant half, or whole sections to 
those who would cultivate and improve them. He 
was for giving aid to those who were building up 
that new country on our western frontier. He 
was not only for making liberal donations to ac- 
tual settlers, but for paying such salaries to officers 
employed in that country as would secure the 
services of competent men. He was for making 
a reasonable allowance for clerk hire, for it was 
not to be expected, ‘as was stated by the Delegate 
from Oregon, that they could get the work done 
for the same amount of compensation that it could 
be done for on this side of the mountains. He 
trusted that when the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana prevailed, as he believed it 
would, the sum of $4,000 would be altered to 
$6,000, or more if necessary. 

Mr. OTIS inquired if it was in order to offer an 
amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not in 
order, as there wag already an amendment to an 
amendment pending. 

Mr. OTIS. I have an amendment which I de- 
sire at the proper time to offer. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Is it now in order to move to 
strike ont $4,000, and insert $5,000? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, raised the 
point of order, whether $4,000 having been insert- 
ed, it was now open for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the proposed 
amendment was not in order, ` 

Mr. WHITE moved that the next blank be filled 
by inserting $1,500, it being for office rent, fuel, 
and other. incidental expenses of the surveyor 
general’s office. 

Mr. GIDDINGS submitted to the Chair a point 
of order, viz: that the amendment to the amend- 
ment having been adopted, the next question 
would be on agreeing to the amendment as 
amended. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 
der. There being but one amendment to the sec- 
tion pending, he held it to be in order to move an- 
other. 

Mr. CARTTER. I conceive that the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from New York is equiva- 
lent to raising the salary of the surveyor general 
from $2,500, up to $4,000. That is the effect of 
it. Ibis neither more nor less than that. Now | 
think that $2,500 is sufficient, in the present con- 
dition of affairs, for the surveyor general; for, 
my word for it, as the gentleman from Tennessee 


has said, there will be but very little work to be 
done until the Indians have ceded their title to the 
United States. The idea of making the salary of 
the surveyor general, whose office will be fora 
time almost a sinecure, greater than the salary 
paid to a Cabinet minister—to any of the heads 
of departments under this Government—appears 
to me to be outrageous. 

Mr. WHITE. Let that part of the section be 
read, 30 that it may be understood. 

Mr. CARTTER. I believe l understand it, sir. 

It was read, as follows: 


‘There shall be, and hereby is, appropriated $4,000, or 


so much thereof as may be necessary, for clerk hire; and į 


further, the sum of $1,500 for office rent, fuel, and other in- 
eidental expenses.” 

Mr. VINTON. I would suggest to my col- 
league, that there are various incidental expenses 
which should be provided for, such as stationery, 
books, records, and the like. 

Mr. SACKETT. I would inquire whether the 


stationery, &c., is not furnished by the Govern- | 


ment, without expense to the officer? 

Mr. VINTUN. It cannot be furnished unless 
it be provided for by an appropriation. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I should like to see inserted 
precisely what is paid to the surveyor general’s 
office at St. Louis. I happen to have in my hand 
a letter from Mr. Ewing, which states that the 
amount allowed for office rent, &c., is $500; and I 
should suppose that this would be a very good 
criterion. This amount includes everything. 

Mr. VINTON. It must be remembered that 
it is necessary, as a matter of course, to have an 
entirely new set of books. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man, thet if you appropriate $1,500 for office 
rent, it will be applied to that, and to nothing else. 

Mr. VINTON. The $1,500 is for office rent, 
and other incidental expenses. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I understand, sir, incidental 
will go for nothing; and the money will be regard- 
ed as being appropriated for rent alone. I think 
$500 would be abundant for rent; and if you 
want more for other purposes, make specific ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


amendment? 


Is it in order to offer an 


The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment |! 


pending. 

The question being put on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, to insert $1,500, it 
was rejected. . 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana. I will move to fill 
the blank with $1,000, and also to insert after the 
word *“‘ fuel,” the words “ books and stationery,” 
so as to make that amount cover the items of fuel, 
stationery, and incidental expenses. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps my colleague will ac- 
cept a modification to that amendment, by filling 
the blank proper with $500, and also, $500 for 
fel anid other incidental expenses—making $1,000 
in all. - 

Mr. SACKETT inquired whether it was in 
order to strike out the words “ fuel and other in- 
cidenta} expenses ??? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that it was not now 
in order. 

Mr. THURSTON said, he believed the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana would do. 
He did not desire that there should be very high 
salaries; they were willing to put up with very 
little on the other side of the mountains. But he 
thought that a thousand dollars for furnishing 


books, and for the other incidental expenses of 
hg surveyor general’s office, was quite little: 
ough; but he presumed it would be satisfactory. | 


‘The question was then taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, as amended; and the 
question being taken, the amendment as amended 
was adopted, 

The third section was then read, as proposed to 
be amended by the committee, which was, to sub- 
stititute the word ‘ eight” for the word ‘* fifteen,”’ 
so that the cost of surveying shall not exceed the 
rate of eight dollars per mile and part of mile ac- 
tually surveyed and marked. 

_ Mr. BOWLIN. Iwill merely state that I be- 
lieve that is about double what is paid in any of 
the western States. 


The question being put, the amendment of the 
committee was agreed to. 


j cluded.] 


The fourth section. was then read, the part in 
italics being the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee in lieu of the part in brackets, as follows, 
viz: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, [That there shalt be, and 
hereby is, granted to every white male American citizen 
above the age of eighteen years, American half breeds in- 
That there shall be, and hereby is, granted to every 
settler or occupant of the public lands, above the age of eighteen 
years, now residing in said territory, or who shall become 
a resident thereof on or before the first day of December, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, and who shall have resided 
upon and cultivated the same for four consecutive years, 
and shall otherwise conform to the provisions of this act, 
| the quantity of {one-halfsection or three hundred and twen- 
ty acres of land, if a single mau, and if a married man, or if 
he shall become married within one year from the first day 
of December, eighteen hundred and fifty, the quantity of} 
one section or six hundred and forty acres, one-half to hiin- 
self, and the other half to his wife, to be held by her in her 
own right, and the surveyor general shall designate the part 
inuring to the husband and that to the wife, aud enter the 
eame on the records of his office; and in all cases where 
such married persons have complied, &c. 


The question being on the first amendment pro- 

osed by the committee, 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to amend that amend- 
ment by inserting after the word ‘ years,” in the 
sixth line, the following: 

« Being an American citizen, or having made declaration, 
according to law, of his intention to become a citizen.” 

Mr. THURSTON appealed to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnatt] to withdraw his 
amendment, as he (Mr. T.) had amendments pre- 
pared which he intendad to offer, designed ex- 


pressly to cover this case. : 

i Mr. MARSHALL said he was willing to with- 

i draw his amendment if the gentleman from Ore- 

| gon had amendments which were better calculated 

| to answer the same purpose. 

| The amendments of Mr. Tuursron were read. 
Strike out all after the enacting clause to the 

words “now residing,” and insert: 


“That there shall be and hereby is granted to every white 
male settler or oceupant of the public lands, American balf 


| breeds included, niembers and servants of the Hudson’s 


Bay and Puget Sound Agricultural Company excepted.” 
Also, add a second proviso to the 4th section in 
these words: 
“ And provided further, That ail! 
to lands by virtue of this act, betore ubey shall reecive a 
| title to the same, shall prove to the surveyor general that 


‘he has commenced and completed his naturalization and 
become an American citizen.’? 


ail foreigners making claims 


| 
j 


i 
j 
i! 


| Mr. BOWLIN. 


Mr. MARSHALL said he did not like the 
amendments of the gentleman as well as his own. 
He should therefore insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. THURSTON. Is the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. f 

Mr. THURSTON. Iwill not press my amend- 
i ments at this time, but I wish to offer some re- 
marks upon the amendment of the gentleman. 

Mr. BOWLIN, (to Mr. Tuurston.) Ihave 
the floor, I believe. 
le The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Bow xs] is entitled to the floor. 
| Mr. THURSTON. Very well; let the gen- 
i tleman go on. Iwill get the floor hereafter. 

In the fouth section of the bill, 
| the committee propose to give a donation of land 
| to all persons who have heretofore gone into Ore- 
gonand settled. Inthe fifth section they propose to 
give a grant of land to all who may hereafter go 
| into the territory and settle. But the two sections 
| are different in regard to the qualifications required. 
: Both these sections provide, in the original form 
! of the bill, that these grants should be confined 
to American citizens. The committee have strick- 


H 
| 


t 

l en this out; and in the first of these two sec- 
| tions have adopted the language of our preémption 
| bills when applied to the settlers on and occupants 
| of the public lands, and applied to those who have 
! already gone and settled in Oregon. But in the 
| fifth section they require from those who hereafter 
i go there with the intention of settling, a different 


i qualification; for the reason that those who go 


hereafter, will go understandingly. But, in the 


| emigration to Oregon, itis a legitimate inference, 


that many have gone there, and cultivated farms, 
without having perfected their allegiance, and we 
should not pass a bill, with a provision that would 
have the effect to exclude them, or make them lia- 
ble to be jumped, as it is termed; that is, to have 
another person jump into their claira. The object 
of the committee was, to protect those who have 
already settled there, many of whom, doubtless, 


|] have taken the initiatory step to’ become citizens, 
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but have not had an opportunity to perfect their 
allegiance. j 

Mr. HALL. I will ask my colleague what 
objection there could be to requiring those persons 
to be either naturalized, or to signify their iaten- 
tion. to become citizens before a title should be 
vested in them? 

‘Mr. BOWLIN, I have no objection te such a 
provision. 

Mr. HALL. T understand, then, such an 
amendment would meet the views of my col- 
jeague, and the amendment which the gentleman 
from Kentucky has it in contemplation to pro- 
pose, makes this requisition, that, before the title | 
is perfected, the individual shall either become a | 
citizen or signify his intention so to do, 

Mr. BOWLIN, If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky proposes such a provision 
Tam in favor of it. But Tm opposed to any | 
provision which would exclude from the benefits | 
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| Lands, remarking, that if it stood as originally 
proposed, it seemed to him it would answer the 


were quite unnecessary, and ought ‘to be voted 
down. i 

The fourth section was accordingly read, as in- 
serted above. œ 

Mr. MARSHALL. The clause, as it origin- 
ally stood, applied to every man who resided 
there, whether ‘he was a cultivator of the soil or 
not. As itat present stands, it applies to actual į 
settlers and occupants of land. That is the differ- 
ence. 

Mr. BROWN. I perceive the difference. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
explain. I wish to be distinctly understood, that 


wiht enenctwenienamonepelnee 


purpose quite as well, and that the amendments | 


Dr. McLaughlin has been ‘their. chief fugleman, 
first to cheat our Government out of the whole 
country, and next to prevent its settlement. “He 
has driven men from claims and from the country, 
to stifle the efforts at settlement. In 1845, he sent 
an express to Fort Hall, eight hundred miles, to 
warn the American emigrants that if they attempt- 
ed to come to Willamette: they would ‘all be cut 
off; they went, and none were cut off. How, 
sir, would you reward Benedict Arnold, were he 
living? He fought the battles of the country, ‘yet 
by one act of treason, forfeited: the respect of that 
country. A bill for his relief would: fail, bam 
sure; yet this. bill proposes to reward those w ho: 
are now, have been, and ever wiil be, more hostile 
to our country—more dangerous, because more 


I am not opposed to giving land to any foreigner 
provided he likes our Government well enough to 
become a citizen. If he does not, he ought not to 


of this act those peeple who are now cultivating | 
farms in Oregon. i 
Mr. THURSTON. Wil the gentleman allow | 
mé to ask him a question? i 
Mr. BOWLIN. Certainly. 


Mr. THURSTON. Does the gentleman refer || 


to the action of the committee? 
Mr. BOWLAN. Ido. 
Mr. THURSTON. I apprehend that there 


wes not a single member of the committee, with | 


fi 
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the exception of the gentleman from Missouri | 
- and the gentleman from Illinois, who was in favor | 
of giving lands to the servants of the Hudson’s ; 
Bay Company. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I do not know what consider- 
ations operated with the committee when this | 
amendment was adopted by the committee. So; 
far as I am concerned, I have done nothing to 
favor the Hudson’s Bay Compary; I care as little 
about them as the gentleman himself, so that he 


ii coming American citizens while a member; and 


expect it. When a foreigner comes among us, 
and becomes a naturalized citizen, I hold he is our 
brother, and should be treated in all respects as 
though he was native born. Iam opposed to the 
amendment of the Land Committee, because, first, 
it would give land to every member of the Hud- 
son’s Bay Company, who are precluded from be- 


second, because it would give land to every mem- 
ber of the Puget’s Sound Agricultural Company, 
who have their farms and lands confirmed to them 
by the treaty of 1846; and thirdly, because it would 
give land to every servant of the Hudson’s Bay 


hidden, more jesuitical. 

Now, sir, I was instructed by my Legislature 
to ask donations of land to American citizens 
only. The memorial of the Oregon Legislature 
was reported so as to ask donations to settlers, and 
that word was stricken out and citizens inserted. 
This, sir, I consider fully bears me out in insisting 
that our public land shall not be thrown into the 
hands of foreigners who will not become citizens, 
em who sympathize with us with crockodile tears 
only. : 

I can refer you to the supreme judge ‘of our 
Territory, for proof that this Dr. McLaughlin 
refuses to file his intention to become an American 
citizen. If a foreigner would bona fide file’ his 
intentions, I would rot object to give him, land. 


Company, including some hundreds of Canakers, 
or Sandwich Islanders, who are a race of men as 
| black as your negroes of the South, and a race, 

too, that we do not desire to settle in Oregon. 
Whatever falls into the hands of these men would 
be just so Jarge a windfall to the Hudson’s Bay 
Company. If we are to give lands, let it be to 
American citizens by birth and those who will be- 


can make but little out of any such suggestion as 
that. 

Tam not in favor of making grants of land to 
the Hudson’s Bay Company. What I say is, that | 


I am opposed to any provision that will make i: 


those who are actual settlers and cultivators of | 
land in Oregon, likely to be jumped or superseded 
in their rights, and that is what the committee in- 
tended by this amendment—to prevent the taking i 
away from those who have made improvements 
upon land in Oregon, those improvements, and 
giving them to others. T want to protect all who 
are settled there, without any distinction, except 
that they shall be free white persons. That is 
the object. 

Now, I will call the attention of the committee 


to a fact, that, as the gentleman has made allusion |i 


to the Hudson’s Bay Company, God knows I care 
nothing about them. I do not know one of them. 
But history informs us, that there are retired ser- 


vants of the Hudson’s Bay Company, who are set- | 


tled upon farms in Oregon. 
We provide in the fourth section, as follows: 


ti Provided, howerer, That this section shall not be so con- 
strued as to allow those claiming possessory rights under 


the treaty with Great Britain, relative to the Oregon Terri- | 
tory, to claim both under the grant and the treaty, but mere- |; 


Ty to seenre them the election, and confine them to a single 
grant of jand.” 

And in the next section it is provided as follows: 

“ Provided, always, That no person shall ever receive a 
patent for more than one donation of land in said territory, 
in his or her own right.” 

Now, if there are men there holding possessory 
rights under our treaty with Great Britain, they 
ean take nothing under this bill; but if there are 


settlers who are not American citizens, but who | 


have settled there, and have cultivated their farms, 


I do think it would not be serving those people |! 
right to lay them liable to have their improved | 
And then, when we; 


farms taken from them. 


interest in this matter, but T desire that no man, ;: 


whether American citizen or otherwise, shall be 
[E 3. 
i, souri, (Mr. Bowxry,] Uhave to say | know of no; 


unnecessarily driven from his possessions.. 
Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, asked for the reading 
of the bill as reported by the Committee on Public 


come so by naturalization. 

Mr. BOWLIN invited the gentleman’s atten- 
| tion to the proviso to the section, and read it. 

Mr. THURSTON. Exactly what I said be- 
fore. Article third of the treaty has to do with 
the possessory rights of the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany and all British subjects. But article fourth 
of that treaty says nothing about the possessory 
i rights of the Puget’s Sound Agricultural Compa- 
i ny; it merely speaks of their lands and farms. 
| Now, your proviso simply prevents those whose 
i| possessory rights are spoken of in article third of 
i. the treaty, from taking lands by virtue of this bill, 
and still hold on to their possessory rights. But it 
vould allow the members of the Puget’s Sound | 
| Agricultural Company to obtain donations, besides 
their lands and farms under the treaty. It is re- 
; markably strange that this bill should be so framed 
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| as to precisely cover the largest possible interest || 


But our case in Oregon is peculiar. There are 
many Englishmen, members of the Hudson’s Bay 
Company, who would file their intention merely to 
get the jand and then tell you to whistle. Now, 
sir, I hope this House, this Congress, this country 
will not allow that company to stealthily get pos- 
session of all the good land ig Oregon, and thua 
keep it out of the hands of those who would 
become good and worthy citizens, Those foreign- 
ers jn Oregon, who have left the company, or 
shall leave it, and prove their love of our countr 

by completing their final oath of love and allegi- 
ance, should have an appropriation, and be taken 
i| into the fold of American citizenship—aye, sir, 
|} should havea donation of land; butLamnot for giv- 
ingland to Sandwich Islanders or negroes. [have 
no fears in defining my position here. Our Legis 
lature passed a law at its first session, excluding 
free negroes; that law I approve, the people there 
approveit; the Canakers and negroes, if allowed to 
come there, will commingle with our Indians, a 
mixed race will ensue, and the result will be wars 
and bloodshed in Oregon, The members. of our 
Legislature foresaw this, and, like wise men as 
they were, they guarded against the evil. Now, 
sir, I am obedient to the wish of my constituents, 
and hence am opposed to donations to negroes of 


i 


; of those two companies and of all British subjects; 
no doubt accidental, but yet it is remarkable. 

Mr. MARSHALL interposed and (Mr. T. 
: yielding for explanation) said, the bill as it now 
| stood provided for making a donation to every 
settler and occupant. He desired to limit it to 


| their intention of becoming citizens. How, then, 
| could his amendment be construed to make dona- 
tions to foreigners who had no intention of be- 
coming American citizens? 

Mr. THURSTON. [ think I understand the 
gentleman’s amendment. I will come to that by 
nd by. I have said that the bill as reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, would give 
donations of land to Canakers. I did not mean that 
li the gentleman’s amendment would do so. Fap- 


his naturalization before the title absolute should 
vest in him. We want citizens in Oregon who 
i will take a part in our Government and laws; and 
ithe lands there, we think, should belong to those 
ii citizens. It is no hardship to require a completion 


|i of naturalization before the donation is completed. 
ii There is no foreigner who would object to this, : 


i| for to refuse to complete one’s naturalization would 
be manifesting a hostility to our Government and 


Government. 
And as to the humbug about the Hudson’s Bay 
|: Company, mentioned by the gentleman from Mis- 
humbug about it. This company has been war- 
ii ring against our Government for these forty years. 


: American citizens and to foreigners who had filed į 


i prove of that amendment as far as it goes, but I; 
hold that he should first be required to complete | 


laws by no means recommending 4 bounty by that Hl 


|j any grade. But if the House does not agree with 
me, as to requiring a completion of. naturalization 
before patent issues for the land, I shall be content 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MARSHALL. ] 

Mr. BOWLIN made some remarks. on: what 
| had fallen from the gentleman from Oregon... “Fle 
| said he knew nothing about the the Hudson’s Bay 
|! Company, bat he believed there were many set- 
; tlers in Oregón who had been there for years, and 
had never been able to perfect their titles. He had no 
idea of permitting these persons to be ejected after 
| expending the labor of years in the cultivation of 
their tracts. [t was for persons of this class that 


and Sandwich Islanders, and other people, of 
whom he (Mr. B.) knew nothing. But he would 
i| test the matter by moving to amend the bill by 
ii introducing the words ‘free white,” so as to 
ii cover the whole of the settlers who had a right to 
|; be protected. : . a) 

| Mr. THURSTON expressed his entire willing- 
i| ness to give lands to all who were naturalized citi- 
zens, or to all who were willing to become natural- 
| ized, and had made a deciaration to that effect. 
il He was willing to give lands to all who loved our 
| country well enough to fight for her. š 
Mr. BOWLIN replied that they agreed pet- 
| fectly thus far. Only the gentleman does not 
‘| mean to embrace any who may have been iñ the 
t service of the Hudson’s Bay Company.. 

| Mr. THURSTON said that the amendment 
ii excluding persons who were the servants of the 
i| Hudson’s Bay Company would notcover more than 


i 


* 
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inesse. 


Mr. 


imperfectly. heard. 
érating. it as his princip t 
those. who had been sēitled on. their 
years, under the expectation that the Government. 
would ultimately. make provision for them. He 
agreed that they..ought to have sworn allegiance 
tour country. The objections.to the Sandwich 
Islanders he. was ready to meet by moving to in 
pert the words * free white.” He required only 
that they should. file a declaration of their inten- į 
tion to become citizens. That was sufficient for 
him. 

Some conversation. here took płace, in which 
Mr. FITCH, Mr. EVANS of Maryland, Mr. 
THURSTON, and Mr. CARTTER participated. 
'The conversation related to the possibility, that 
under this act and the treaty with Great Britain, 
those who were provided for. by the latter might 
have the power to locate double tracts of Jand, 
and it. was considered desirable that the biil should 
be so guarded. as to prevent any practice of this 
kind prevailing under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. CROWELL asked, What was the ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIR desired the Clerk to repeat the 
amendment; and it was repeated, as follows: 

. “ Being.a citizen of the United States, or haying made 
a declaration according to Jaw of his intention to become 
a citizen.” 

Mr. BOWLIN. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that his proposition cuts off 
all those who have not already filed their declara- 
tion. Let the individual make his declaration to 
become.a citizen. 


Mr. MARSHALL. If the gentleman had read | 
the. bill he would have seen that, up to the year | 
1850, there is a reservation of the right of the ac- | 


tual settler. 

Mr. DUNHAM made a remark, understood 
by the reporter to be, that there were courts of rec- 
ord, befyre which declarations could be filed by 
those who wished to become citizens. 

Mr, FITCH. If the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Lands, is adopted, I take it 


for granted this amendment ìs no longer suscepti- | 
ble of amendment. : : 
It will still be subject to |i 


The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
.ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Marsua.t,) and it was agreed to. 


Mr, BOWLIN. 1 propose now to insert the j 


words ‘¢ free white” before the word ¢* settler.” 


Mr. POTTER. 


the word ‘half’? to ‘the word “ one,” in the fii- 
‘ , 


teenth line; and, after the word “ acres,’ in the 


a ’ - f K 2 i 
sixteenth line, to the word “ office,” in the twen- j; another point, which 


; with this subject. 


tieth Jine; and, also, to strike out the word ‘mat 
ried,” in the twentieth line, so as to give to each 


settler or, occupant, whether married or not, who | 


may. conform to the provisions of this act, one , 
section, or 640 acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN stated, that the pending 
amendment was that reported by the committee, 
and that unless his amendment referred to the 
amendment of the committee, it would not be in 


order. 

Mr. BOWLIN.. I wish to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee by adding the words “ free 
white,” before the word * settler.” 

Mr. POTTER. Do I understand the Chair to 
say that there is an amendment now pending? If 
not, I desire to state the effect of the amendment, 
which | will send up, in order that the House may 
understand it, and save the necessity of having it 
read. This fourth section provides, that a single 
man going to the Territory of Oregon to settle, shal 
have a donation of half a section; and that a mar- 


I desire to send to the Chair |i 
an amendment, which, I hope, will be adopted. It | 
is, to strike out, in section four, line eleven, from ‘i 


ried man shall have a whole section. The object | 


of my amendment is to do away with that distinc- | 


tion. There are few men who go to Oregon now 
who do not carry families along with them; al- 
though some go, and marry soon after they get 


| 


| order. 


| words “s free. white.” 


| Misscuri that I can see no necessity for it. 


| necessity for the disposition of the public lands as | 


| vision as this. 


i iting the introduction of any free negro into the |, 


| jurious influences which are exercised over the 


| of the citizens of this country, and against another 


| If the lands are to be given away, Jet them go to 
! the actual settlers, who have occupied them ac- 
! cording to the bill, come from where they may. 


; the House. 


: the committee be put upon their passage. 


by Mr. 


tion was-ordered, 

Mr. WHITE inguired whether the main ques- 
tion would notbe first on the amendment proposed 
by him in committee, and adepted ? 

The SPEAKER said, no amendment had been 
| reported to this bill from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The main question now being on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time, it was 
| put, and carried in the affirmative. The bill being 
engrossed, it was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the House 
adjourn. The question. was put and determined 
in the negative. i 

The bill to provide for the construction of cer- 
tain roads in the Territory of Minnesota being 
i| next in order. 
| The question was first upon concurring with the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
in their amendment requiring the Governor to 
I can see no. propriety in the kind of legislation || report to Congress the manner of the expenditure 
that discriminates in regard to color. J can see |} of the appropriations. 
no necessity, sir, for any such provision in this |> Mr. JONES moved to lay the bill on t’e table. 


land. 
Mr. BOWLIN. We have.not yet reached the 


fifth section. My amendment, will be first in į 
« The CHAIRMAN. repeated that the amend- 
ment of- the gentleman from Ohio was not now in 
order, inasmuch as it was, not an. amendment to 
that.portion of the bill now under consideration. 
Mr. BOWLIN. I now propose to insert the 


Mr. SACKETT. 
not be adopted. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I will suggest to the gentle- | 
man, that if he had listened to the remarks that | 
have been made, he would have seen the necessity | 
for the amendment. 


Mr. SACKETT. 


I hope the amendment wiil 


I assure the gentleman. from 
And 


this odious distinction. There is no reason for 
such injustice, sir, that commends itself to my i 
mind, or that makes such legislation appropriate. | 
Free white citizens, sir! Why, if there is any | 
occasion for the bounty of the Government—any | 


bill. I can see nothing, sir, in the nature or con- |! The question was put, and it was decided in the 
stitution of man, in the exigencies of the country i! negative. 
we are legislating in relation. to, that can justify || ‘The previous question was called for by Mr. 
1 
t 


GOTT, and the House being divided to ascertain 
whether there was a second, it appeared that there 
were—ayes 62, noes 28-—no quorum voting, 

Tellers were cated for. 

Mr. BURT said it was obvious that there was 
no quorum; he therefore moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

i” "Phe question was put and agreed to, and the 
House adjourned accordingly. 


a gratuity for the benefit of individuals, let them ‘| 
go where they are most needed, and on that score 
you would naturally say the discrimination should 
be the other way. Surely there should be no 
such injustice done as is proposed by this amend- ! 
ment. And [am very, very sorry, to seea dispo- 
sition on the part of the Delegate from the Terri 
tory itself sanetioning or promoting such a. pro- 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &., were 


| presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. HILLIARD : The petition of James Abercrombie, 
a director of the Girard Railroad Company, asking certain 
privileges in regard 10 the public lands. 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: The memorial of Ashbet Smith and 
| others, physicians of the State of Texas, praying Congress 
| to enact that the grades of. medical officers of the navy shall 
| be of the same degree of rank, relatively, as the medicat 
| officers of the army. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The memorial of A. M. Julian and 133 
others, citizens of Missouri, praying thatthe provisions of 
the Jaws granting bounty tands to the soldiers who served in 
the war with Mexico, may be extended so as to grang 
bounty Jands to the men composing a regiment of infantry 
called into service from the State of Missouri in 1847, and 
which was disbanded shortly alter it was mustered into 
| service, i 
Also, the petition of John B. King and 62 others, citizens 
tof McDonald county, Missouri, praying for a port-route 
from Neosho via Hanuon’s Mill, Pineville, and White- 
Rock Prairie, to Bentonvilie, Arkansas. 

Also, the petition of Willian Henry and 42 others, citizens 
of Missouri and Arkansas, praying for a mail-route fron 
Forsyth, Missouri, via Hussar’s Prairie, Carroll county, 
and Marshals Prairie, Marion county, to Lebanon, Ar- 
Kansas. 

Also, the memorial of Henry O'Reilly, praying permission 
to extend the Auantic and Pacific Telegraph line through the 
public domain, and that the present military force may be 
i| xo distributed along the line as to protect all citizens who, 
J da i| like himself, may desire to effect communication over the 
ir, I wish to say a few words upon |! public domain, from the frontiers of Missouri, tbrough Ne- 

is intimately connected |; 
There may be something pe- 
culiar in the relations occupied by the Eludson’s 
Bay Company, or those who have been in the 
employ in that company, which might make an 
exception in reference to this company or its em- 
ployees desirable. 1 have no information regard- 
ing it; but, so far as our legislation is calculated to 
cut off the hardy pioneers—the early setilers of 
that country, who have for four years past occu- 


Mr. THURSTON. The gentleman has alluded | 
to my position upon this subject. Let me state, | 
sir, for the information of the House, that the peo- || 
ple ef Oregon Territory so dread the introduction 
of the negro race irito Oregon, that, at the last ses- 
sion of the Legislature, they passed a law prohib- | 


country. This they considered necessary, as a 
matter of protection to themselves against the in- 


Indian race, inclining them against the whites. 
Mr. SACKETT. The kind and character of 
legislation of Oregon upon the subject of what 
their population shall be, is a thing which. belongs 
exclusively to themselves; it is a thing with which 
we have nothing todo. But, sir, in any legislation 
touching national property—touching the disposi- 
tion of what belongs to the nation—shall there be, 
at this early stage of that legislation, in reference 
to Oregon, a discrimination in favor of a portion 


portion? 
adopted. 
While up, s 


I hope the amendment will not be |; 


braska and Deseret, 10 California. 
By Mr. COANDLER: The petition of William Robinson, 
je, Harmar Donny, H. Smyser, and many other citizens of 


Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, asking that there may be such a 
modification of the tariff of 1646, as will protect the indas- 
try of the country. 

tso, the petition of J. S. Silsby and other citizens of Phil- 
, adelphia, asking for auniform rate of postage on all prepaid 
| letters, of two cents per half ounce, all d-stances, 
! Also, the petition of George W Norris and many other 
| surgeons and physicians of Philadelphia, asking for assimi- 
| lared rank to medical officers in the navy. 
! By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of Joseph M. Frick and 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
i 


pied and cultivated lands there—so far as our legis- || 139 other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, ask- 
lation is calculated to cut off those who have gone |} ing Congress for an immediate modification of the existing 
there and so lived and cultivated the land from || tari 
other portions of the world, without having first 
gone through the formula of naturalization, Í, for 
one, am entirely opposed to any such limitation. į 


tariff Jaws. 

Also, the petition of Wiliam Brittain and 42 other citi- 
ens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
ọran immediate modification of the existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of Thomas N. Potts and 43 other citizens 
of Sehnyikill eannty, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for an 
immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of Cornelius Harper and 56 other citi- 

i; zene of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
| for an immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of Henry Daniels and 69 other citizens 
i! of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for an 
immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Aiso, the petition of R. Phillips and 95 other citizens of 
| Sebuylkil! county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for an 

immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Aizo, the petition of Thomas Williams and 84 other citi- 
zens of Schuytkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
for an immediate modification of existing tariff laws, 


On motion by Mr. THOMAS, 
The committee rose, and reported its action to 


i 
i 
j 


Mr. SIBLEY asked tkat the bills reported from 


The SPEAKER stated that the first bill was 
that making further appropriation for public build- 
ings in the Territories of Oregon and Minnesota. 


| 
| 
| 


Also, the petition of citizens of Lake county, in the State 
of Ilinois, praying for the right of trial by jury to persons | 
clained as fugitive slaves. 

Also, the petition sf citizens of Lake county, in the State 
of Silinois, remonstrating against the admission. of more 
slave States into the Union. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lake county, in the State 
of Ilinois, praying for the prohibition of slavery and the 

` slave trade in ail the territories of the United States, 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 28, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Seeretary. of the Navy, 
made in compliance with aresolution of the Senate | 
of the 20th instant, calling. for information as to 
whether any pay, compensation, or allowance, un- 
der any circumstances whatever, except. for travel- i 
ing expenses when under orders, have been received | 
by any officers of the Navy, either by furnishing 
them quarters free of rent, or furniture, or in any 
other way whatever; which was read. i 

Mr. HALE moved that the communication lie 
on the table and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
print goes to the Committee on Printing. | 
Mr. HALE hoped the motion to print might be 
adopted at once, which was agreed to; and the doc- 

ument was ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. STURGEON presented several memorials: 
one of menibers of the American Medical Associ- 
ation of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio; one from 
surgeons, passed-assistant, and assistant surgeons 
in the navy; and one signed by physicians of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Louisiana, and | 
other States, asking that the rank of medical officers 
in the navy may be assimilated to that of officers of 
the same grade in the medical staff of the army; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition of |} 


citizens of fowa, asking the establishment of a | 
mail route from Fort Des Moines to Weston, in | 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Post Roads. a0 cy} 
On motion by Mr. NORRIS, 
Ordered, That the memorial of A. J. Frasier, and-the re- 


port of the Secretary of State thereon, on the files of the H 
Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ! 


Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of Peter N, i 
Paillett, asking indemnity for property destroyed | 
during the late war with Mexico, submitted a re- i 
port, which was ordered to be printed, accompa- | 
nied by abill for the relief of Peter N. Paillett; | 
which was read and passed to a second reading. : 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Pub- : 
lic Buildings, to which was referred the memorial : 
of Robert Mills, architect in Waskington, in rela- | 
tion to the enlargement of the Capitol, submitted 
areport thereon, concluding with the following res- | 
olution : 


Resolved, That the 33d rule of the Senate be so amended i 
as to insert in the clause providing for the appointment of | 
a standing Conmnittee on Public Buildings, after the word i 
‘qnembers,” the words “who shall have power also?— 

The report was ordered to be printed, and the | 
resolution was agreed to. 

And, on motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


i 
+ 
j 
| 
i 
| 
Ordered, That the Secretary communicate the same.to 
| 
i 
4 


the House of Representatives. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. ATCHISON gave notice that he would i 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to | 
introduce a bill for the relief of the heirs of Col. 
A. G. Morgan. f 

Mr. FELCH gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row, or some early day thereafter, ask leave to 
introduce a. bill to amend the act entitled “An act 
to raise for a limited time an additional military 


force, and for other purposes,” approved 11th || 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 


b $ 
for the relief of James T. Shackleford, was read | 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 


| 
i 
H 
| 
į 
| 
| 
February, 1847. | 
H 
| 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. } 


i! lar hour, unless we close: the dehate upon the bill 
i} to establish a branch mint at New York on Wed- 


i| sonal to himself, desired that it might be postponed. 


i; der the necessity of offering an amendment to that | 


GLOBE. 


The bill to inerease-the:rank and file of the army 
and to enconrage enlistments, which was returned 
from the House of Representatives with -an amend- ’ 
ment, was,, 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
PRIVATE BILL PASSED. 

Mr.. SEBASTIAN: moved to take up. bill No, 
40, on the calendar, being the bill for the relief of 
Joseph P. Williams ; which motion having been 
agreed to, the bill was considered in. Committee of 
the Whole, and, after having been amended, was 
reported to the Senate, the amendment was con- 


a third reading, 


JUDICIARY IN OHIO. 


Mr. CHASE asked the Senate to indulge him 
in taking up the bill reported yesterday from the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, to regulate the times 
of holding the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in the State of Ohio. 

The bill not having come up from the printer’s, 
the motion was withdrawn for.the. present. 


ceed to the consideration of the-bill to make.com- 
pensation to Walter Colton. 

Mr. KING. T shall have to object to ‘this 
irregular mode of proceeding. If bills are thus to 
be taken up out of their order, discussion will | 
arise on the question of priority, and we shall lose 
more time in discussing whether we will proceed | 
to the. consideration of particular hills than would i 
suffice to dispose of them in their regular order. i 

Mr. BRADBURY. 
stands on the same ground as others that have been 
considered, and I believe it will not lead to discus- | 
sion. I, however, desire to have it disposed of 
now, as probably I may be absent after the present 
week for a short period, | 

Mr. HALE. J think it is unjust to those inter- | 


selections thus to be made to the exclusion of | 
others; and, if nobody else does it, I will move to ! 
go into Committee of the Whole on the private | 
calendar, where it is just they should be taken up | 
in their order. i 
The motion to proceed to the consideration of | 
the bill indicated by Mr. Brapspury was not | 
Í 


t 
agreed to. I 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


The hour of half-past twelve having arrived, the | 
special order, being the resolution of inquiry in | 
regard to removals from office. submitted by the 
| Senator from Maine, [Mr. Braprory,] was taken 


up. 

OMe. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I believe I 
have the consent of the honorable member from | 
Maine to the motion which | make that the con- | 
sideration of that resolution be postponed, and 
made the order of the day for Thursday, at half- | 
past twelve o'clock. l 

Mr. DICKINSON. I should hope it would 
not be made the order of the day for that partien- 


i 


nesday. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Let it take its place after į 
that special order, if it should not be- disposed of | 
on Wednesdav. i 
| Mr. BRADBURY. I supposed that the reso- 
lution was to be considered to-day; hut the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts, for reasons per- 


I have no objection to a postponement to any day 
this week, when it can be considered and acted 
upon; but there are reasons why itis important to | 
me that it should be acted upon this week, as it | 
will be impossible for me to be present unless it is. | 


; upon on Thursday, I certainly -will yield with i 


| pleasure to the motion of the Senator from Massa- | 


when it is taken up we shall have action upon it. | 


Mr. HALE. 


i 
f 
i chusetts, but only with the understanding that | 
i 
i 


I do not know but I may be un- | 
resolution, unless the Senator from Maine will | 
consent to extend the inquiry to a date a litle | 
i earlier. There were some removals made eight | 
years ago, respecting which I have some little 
curiosity to know- the cause,-and for that reason I 


curred in, and the bill ordered to be engrossed for ! 


I suppose that this bill i 


ested in the private bills on the calendar, to permit | 


184tl. 

_Mr. BRADBURY.’ 
Hampshire feels sensitive. in- relation: to: any ro 
| movals in New Hampshire in 1841, he is ‘compe- 

tent to introduce a resolution to meet the case: 
The difficulty. would. be, the Administration which 
made. the- removals: in 1841:is not in all-respeeta 
precisely the same as-that now in power.” E 

Mr. TURNEY. L have no objection. to: the 
postponement of the consideration.of this subject 
till some future time; but F desire to: make:.a few: 
remarks when it does 
it relates. to the inquiry into the. subject of removale 
in other States as in the State of Tennessee 
| Mr. BRADBURY. Go-on to-day. 
i Mr. TURNEY. [ feel that it is my duty: to 
vindicate the: character of some of those who have 
been removed fror office in that State, and to show 
that the removals there were removals for opinion’s 
| sake, without any charges. of a dereliction of duty 
whatever, and in the absence of anything like 
proof. I do.not propose to throw obstacles in the 
; way of.the motion of the honorable-Senater from 


|| Massachusetts. | am willing that the subject shall 
ORDER. OF. PROCEEDING. if 
i 


Mr. BRADBURY moved that the Senate pro- whether it can be disposed of.in. the. morning-hour ` 


be postponed: till the-day. named; but I doubt 


after half past. twelve o’clock, If the motion to 
postpone could be withdrawn, I would as willingly 
submit my. remarks. this, morning asat any- other 
time. : : 


| Massachusetts will withdraw his motion for. the 
present, that the Senator from Tennessee may 
submit his. remarks, and he will renew. the 
motion, 

| Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BELL. Ishould not like to have any-un+ 
i derstanding that this subject is to be. postponed 
| after my colleague has. submitted his remarks, as 
I may have some remarks to offer after he has said 
what he has to say. 

Mr. TURNEY. It is very likely. that I. shall 
conclude what 1 have to say in time.to. give my. 
| colleague an opportunity.to reply this. morning, if 
| he wishes to doso. I propose to confine myself 

pretty much to the reading of certain testimony in 
| relation to the official and private. character of the 
| persons removed. Some time ago this: question 
was before us on the consideration of some: bill, 
| L shall not, therefore, repeat what. I said on. that 
| occasion, I-then proposed to offer some: remarks 
in vindication of General Clements, who. was our 
| former marshal, and who wag removed from office, 
; In the course of those remarks. referred toa large 
| number of letters and remonstrances on file in the 
| office of the Secretary of the Interior in favor of the 
| cetention of General Clements in office, 1 had 
| progressed till [ made a proposition to read a letter 


of Tennessee, a Whig, and a candidate for the 


: office of an elector in the last. presidential election; 
; and at that stage of my remarks | was called to 
i| order upon the ground that it'was not competent, 


| or that it was out of order upon that ‘bill, to offer 
i any remarks in relation to.any particular. case of 
emoval from offices. J: now, therefore; desire to 
! commence where J jeft-off; and | propose to have 


l; testimony read to show the character of General 


| Clements, who has been removed from the office 


| of marshal. The first lever which I propose to 
| have read is that of John S. Brien, a distinguished 


| lawyer in Tennessee, residing ia the.county. ad- 
y ’ y aa 


i Joining that in which the marshal resides, and in 


which the Federal court is-holden. Mr. Brien ig 
a gentleman who has been enjoying a full practice 
in the Federal court; he was a candidate. for an 
elector upon the Whig ticket at the last presiden- 


| tial election, and he has had opportunities to jadge 
| of the conduct of General Clements; and, as he 


| Says in this letter himself, he had his eye upon 
| General Clements, watching his course of conduct 


| If the resolution can be brought forward and acted | in order to ascertain whether he did interfere ‘in 


! the pending election. He says he didnot. How- 
i ever, the letter will speak for itself. It shows that 
ithe writer had an acquaintance with General 


i Clements for twenty or twenty-five years, and 


| testifies to his high character. 1 ask that the letter 


| be read. 


| The Secretary read it as follows: 


i Levanon, (TENN) Junuary 2,180. 
) Dear Sir: Your favor of ine 27th ultimo ig hejore’ me 


ij upon the subject ofyaur holding the office of marshal ofthis 


; portion of Tennessee. Prior to your removal, [wrote a tetter 
| Upon the subject of your being retained in officeto Secretary 


would like'to have: the inquiry extended baek: to 


If the. Senator: from. New 


come up, not sọ. much as: 


Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the Senator from 


from a highly respectable gentleman in the State. 
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Ewing. [now.reaffirm all I said in that letter, (which I 
suppose you can obtain by application to Mr. Ewing.) 

Í lake great pleasure in acknowledging an acquaintance 
with you for twenty-five years, which acquaintance has with 
the increase of years ripened into a friendship for you (pred- 
icated upon high moral wort) that will be as lasting with 
ane as lite, as the ability to appreciate high character. — 

You state in your note that you have done much business 
with ine as an-attorney while you were marshal, aud desire 
my opinion as to that service. No one coutd have done the 
business of the office of marshal better, nor eould any one, 
as [ believe, have given more satisfaction. Being a Whig, 
and as you state was one of the electors for this portion of 
the State, I observed very closely the course of the Demo- 
eratic party in this State, and state with pleasure that your 
course while marsbal was such that no one, as it seems to 
me, could have properly raised an objection on aecount of 
your participation in the elections, untess perhaps your own 

arty, ow'ng to the conrse of the. party heretofore in this 

tate, might have complained because you did not actively 
engage in the elections, The course you pursued was such 
as Í approve of in all officers under the Government. While 
you maintained your political opinions firmly, yet you did 
not, so far as E know, or heard, interfere in the elections 
further than ta vote. 

You may make any use of this letter you may think proper, 
Tain, dear sir, your friend, &c. JOHN S. BRIEN. 

General J. B. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. TURNEY. It seems, Mr. President, that 
the letter of Mr. Brien sustains, in as strong lan- 
guage as General Clements could desire, not only 
his character for moral worth, but his character as 
as an officer possessing energy, promptness, and 
fidelity in the discharge of the duties incumbent 
upon him as the marshal for his district. He also 
goes on to acquit him from any possible charge of 
interference in elections, and perfectly vindicates 
him from this common and ordinary charge, which 
is used as a pretext for depriving officers of their 
situations; and he shows that these charges could 
not possibly be alleged against General Clements. 
My colleague, I am sure, will heartily endorse the 
high character of the writer of this letter, and that 
he is as able and firm a Whig as any to be found 
inthe State of Tennessee. 

I do not intend to detain the Senate by any at- 
tempt to sustain the character of this proscribed offi- 
cer by any remarks or any eulogy of mine; for that 
woud be charged to the account of party consid- 
erations, party feeling, or party devotion. I pro- 
pose to sustain him by Whig evidence of the 
highest character in the State; and by such testi- 
mony to vindicate and acquit him of every possi- 
ble charge that can be alleged against him, either 
as to his official or his private character, And I 
think my colieague will do General Clements the 


justice to say, when I bave done, that these charges 
cannot be alleged against hiin; in other words, 
that his removal cannot be said to be one founded 
upon charges made out and sustained by proof, and 
that therefore his case may be excepted from those 
to which the remarks which he had the honor to 
make ona former occasion applied. 1 now send 
a letter to the Clerk’s table, which Í desire to have 
read, signed by Isaac Southworth and others, all 
Whigs 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 

FAYETTEVILLE, (TeNnn.,) Dec. 27, 1849. 

Dear Sir: In reply to your query of 4 whether we were 
satisfied with you as a public officer,” we frankly adinit that 
when the intelligence reached us kere that Mr. Brown had 
heen appointed your successor we doubted its authenticity, 
for we had learned previously, with unmingled pleasure, 
that gentlemen of both political parties in and around Nash- 
ville had, with unusual unanimity, recommend: d to the Ex- 
ecutive to continue you in office, At this we were not sur- 
prised 5 for, having known you intimately for many years, 
and having had frequent opportunities of witnessing your 
admirable business habits, as well as the suavity of your 
manners and unwavering fidelity, we were prepared to be- 


lieve that all or nearly all men whose business or pursuits | 


might bring them into contact with you, would desire that 
you should coutinue to be the marshal of Middle Tennessee. 

As Whigs we were mortified tolearn, subsequently, that it 
was indeed true that a man whom we had assisted to elevate 
to the Presidency, because of his oft-declared opposition to 
« proseription for opinion’s sake,” had permitted the united 


recommendations of Whigs and Democrats in your behalf to | 


be unheard—or worse, to be disregarded. So tar as we know 
we believe that there is nota Whig among your early asso- 
ciates in Lincoln who would not have been fully satisfied 
had you not been removed. And, for onrselves, we take 
this oecasion to declare that ail we desire in regard to our 
execuiive federal offices is 10 see them filled with men who 
are known to be capable, honest, and faithful. And of such, 
we know you to he one. 

With great and true regard, 
citizens. 


we are your friends and fellow- 
ISAAC SOUTH WORTH, 
ALFRED BEARDEN, 
WM. B. ROBINSON. 

Gen. JESSE CLEMENTS. 

Mr. TURNEY. I have but one other letter, 
Mr. President, in, relation to the case of General 
Clements, and, without any comment upon it, I 
will ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Secretary read the letter accordingly, as 


follows: 


Í the office of marshal of the middle district of Tennessee, 


| from upon the subject. 


FRANKLIN, December 17, 1849. 

Dear Sta: Numerous pressing engagements have pre- 
vented me from sooner replying to yours, in which you pro- 
pound several questions to me relative to yourremoval from 
&a 
I freely respond to your inquiries by saying that, in my 
opinion, this community entertained the belief that you had 
faithfully performed the duties of that office, and that you 
had abstained from improper interferente in elections, and 
from ail other official interference and iniproprieties, and, 
consequently, the opinion prevailed that no change would 
be made in that office until. the arrival of the period when, 
under the provisions.of the law, it would become the duty 
of the President either to reappoints you or appoint some 
other person to fill your place. That} am eorrect in this 
opinion is evident from the fact that no steps were taken 
bere to forward the claims of a citizen of this place, whom 
many of us believed to be well qualified for at office, aud 
whoin we intended 10 present to the consideration of the 
President when the period referred to should arrive. Bat 
the expectations referred to were changed some short time 
since by rumors which reached us from Nashville of extraor- 
dinary efforts to produce the impression at Washington 
that you ought to be immediately removed, and a citizen of 
Nashville appointed in your place. Appreheuding that these 
efforts might be successful, the friends of John W. Miller, 
Esq., of this place, procured a strong recommendation for 
Dim, and forwarded it to the President, addressed to the 
care of the Secretary of the Interior. It was forwarded by 
our Representative, Hon. M. P, Gentry, who addressed a 
letter to Mr. Ewing in support of the recommendation. He 
shortly afterwards received a letter from a friend informing 
him that Mr. Ewing had concluded that aremoval ought to 
be made forthwith, aud that Mr. Brown, of Nashville, ought 
to be appointed in your place; and that he would recom- 
mend your removal, and Mr. Brown’s appointment, 80 soon 
as the President returned from his northern tour. Upon re- 
ceipt of this information, Colonel Gentry wrote immediately, 
asking that no action should be taken upon the subject until 
he could have an opportunity of writing to General ‘Paylor 
ou the subject. Mr. Ewing promised his friend, through 
whem he applied for this postponement, that nothing further 
would be done in the matter until Colonel Gentry was heard 
Upon this assurance trom the Sec- 
retary, the friends of Miller in this vicinity were resting se- 
curely and contentedly, when they were astounded hy the 
public announcement that you were removed and Mr. Brown 
appointed. {need notsay that such a breach of good faith, 
such a violation of a specifie promise, created a deep feeling 
of indignation in this community. No explanation or apol- 
ogy has been given, When I add that the frends of Miller 
were -othoroughly impressed with the belief that you could 
not be removed consistently with their principes, that they 
have throughout the whole affair declined even to recom- 
mend, or in any way solicit your removal, Thope { will 
have answered satisfactorily the inquiries of your letter. 

Yours, respectfully, S, S. MAYFIELD. 
J. B. CLEMENTS. 


Mr. TURNEY. These letters are all from 


gentlemen of high respectability in the State of | 


Tennessee, residing in the vicinity of the residence 
of the marshal, General Clements. This last letter 
also is from an adjoining county, the court houses 
of the two being only about fourteen miles apart. 
Thus we sce what strong language is employed in 
that community, and through the whole commu- 
nity, by Whigs and Democrats, respecting the 
retention of General Clements in office. They 
were all rejoiced on being informed that the citizens 
of Nashville and vicinity had taken steps necessary 
to have him retained in office. Sir, I would hazard 
the expression of the opinion that nota solitary 
Whig within the State could be found, who would 


| say that General Clements ought to have been re- 


moved. 1 should hazard nothing by asserting 
that not a solitary Whig could be found who 
would pretend to say that he was obnoxious to 
any charge for which he should be removed, not 
even to that of having interfered in elections. This 
is strong language, but 1 have letters before me 
equally strong, written by Democratic members of 
the Legislature, signed, I believe, by all of them, 
and all to the same effect. But these letters 1 
choose not to read; I choose to place his defence 
upon the character given him by his political op- 
ponents. 1 have many other letters from Whigs 
besides those which have been read, and I will 
ussert that this language, used and employed by 
these gentlemen, is language which would be used 
by all impartial men in the State, whether Whigs 
or Democrats, and that no charge would lie at the 
door of this gentleman, either with respect to hav- 
ing interferred in elections, or anything else. 

But I must be allowed to make a remark in 
connection with this matter of proscription, as to 


the description of persons appointed to fill the | 


places of those who have been proscribed for in- 


: terfering with elections. Does this Administration 


select men who take no part in the elections of the 
country? Is that the character of the men whom 


| they are in the habit of appointing in the places of 


those charged with interfering in elections? Sir, 
I apprehend that really constitutes no objection; 


but it is on account of the side they espouse or | 


the party they advocate. I apprehend that the 
class termed politicians are those uniformly ap- 


pointed to office, instead of those gentlemen who 
do not interfere in elections; and this Mr. Brown, 
who isappointed in the place of General Clements, 
is one of the most active and efficient poliicians 
to be found in that part of the State. I do not 
urge itas any objection; I do not consider it any 
objection whatever, whether the man is a Whig 
or a Democrat, when, in any election which is 
going forward, he takes a part in carrying out his 
particular principles. But General Clements is 
not obnoxious to this charge; he has been proved 
to be free from it, by Whigs themselves. 

One thing further. I inquire of my colleague 
what objections existed against Mr. Chester, who 
was a marshal in the eastern district? If there 
ever was any objection urged against him, } must 
confess I have never heard of it. He resides 
more remotely from my section of the State, and 
consequently I have less acquaintance with him 
and with his general character, or general course 
asan officer; yet I must say | have never heard 
any charge against him, even of interfering in 
elections. Certainly Mr. Chester will be aston- 
ished when he reads the remarks of my colleague 
and finds that every removal ought to have been 
made on charges sustained by proof; for | know 
that Mr. Chester regarded him as his friend, and 
believes that my colleague exercised his influence 
to have him retained in office, and he so writes me 
on the subject. However that may be, L have 
never heard of any charge being made against 
him. I believe be isa gentleman of Ligh charac- 
ter and standing; an efficient, honest, faithful officer; 
one against whom no complaint was made, but 
that he discharged his duty to the satisfaction of 
everybody, Whigs and Democrats. So far as I 
have heard, and from the general character of the 
man, | have no doubt such was the fact. 

There are one or two other removals to which I 
will allude, but L will not attempt to travel over all 
of them; for I believe removals have been made 
from every important office, and none have been 
permitted to remain in office except such as held 
some office of no importance whatever. All others 
have been filled by Whigs. A man by the name 
of McNeily was removed from the office of post- 
master, and I have remonstrances before me, signed 
by every legal voter in the town and vicinity, in- 
cluding Whigs and Democrats. My letters inform 
me that this remonstrance was gotten up by Whigs 
and signed by them, remonstrating against the re- 
moval of Mr. McNeily. They set forth in this 
petition that he is an old man; that he was in the 
battle of New Orleans, where he was wounded, and 
that he is now unable to labor for the support of 
his family; that he is very poor, and made a most 
excellent postmaster, and never interfered in elec- 
tions. All these facts are set forth in this petition, 
and joined in by the whole community in the vi- 
cinity of his place of residence. He was removed, 
as l believe, on account of some misrepresent- 
ations at the Post Office Department. I have 
thought that the Post Office Department was im- 
posed upon, for I supposed they would not have 
removed such a man if they had known all the 
facts. After his removal, the ladies—a thing which 
I presume was never before heard of in the State 
of Tennessee—ninety-six in number, got up their 
petition and remonstrance against his removal, and 
asking his restoration to office, reiterating all the 
facts set forth by the voting portion of the com- 
munity in the neighborhood. I took these papers 


i to the Post Office Department and presented them 


to the Postmaster General, and asked himif he 
would restore the man to office, and whether it was 
necessary to file the papers? 1 was informed it 
was unnecessary to file the papers, as no action 
would be had upon the case. Whether : e was 
imposed upon or not in the first instance, he had 
then all the facts necessary before him, communi- 
cated through the medium of Whigs and Demo- 
crats, gentlemen and ladies. And ! assert that it 
requires an extraordinary case to call forth the ac- 
tion of the Judies in that section of the country, 
for they have not been in the habit of interfering 
in politics, or_sending to Congress or any depart- 
ment of the Government any such petition. But 
when such an outrage as this was perpetrated in 
their own village—when they witnessed the pro- 
scription of this man—when they saw an old sol- 
dier, unable to support his family, and likely to be 
dragged off to the poor-house, removed from a 
small office—they raised their voice in remon- 
strance. 
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If this man was removed for any cause, I would 
like to know what was that cause, to what charge 
he was obnoxious, whether that of interfering in 
elections or anything else. I deny that any such 
charge can be brought against him, or that any 
proof can be exhibited of that kind. And who 
was appointed in his place? A man who, in 1847, 
I think, made an effort to establish a Democratic 
newspaper in Tennessee, and not receiving en- 
couragement and support, changed his prospectus, 
and offered to sustain Whig principles. The 


Whigs not being disposed to patronize him, he went 
and established a paper which he called neutral, 
and, finally, he converted it into an organ of the 
Whig party. [think he might be regarded as an 
active politician, so far as interference in elections 
goes. He, sir, is holding the office now; I do not 
say that it is to reward him for the part he took 
in the presidential election; yet he bas often 
changed—was firsta Democrat,and isnowa Whig, 
and holds his office under a Whig Administration, 
and against the will and wishes.of the community, 
both Whigs and Democrats, where no charge can 
be brought against Mr. McNeily. 

There was also a removal made in East Ten- 
nessee, of a gentleman by the name of Graham, in 
Tazewell county. This individual had held office 
for thirty years, under the various Administrations 
which had been in power during that length of 
time. It had never been discovered before that he 
had been guilty of any impropriety or indiscretion, 
or that he had so far interfered in elections as to 
require his removal. l had occasion to examine 
the papers upon which he was removed. I went 
to the department and was permitted to read them 
over, and upon doing so I foand the charge was 
that he was a Demo@at and.was a wealthy man, 
and interfered in elections. I have taken some 
pains to inquire from others, and have been told 
in all quarters that the charge of interfering in 
elections was unfounded. However that may be, | 
it is true that for thirty years no Administration | 
could discover any impropriety in his official 
course. It was soon discovered after the present | 
Administration came into power. S 

I shall not consume the time of the Senate by | 
alluding to other specific cases, although I could | 
do so to any extent. Butas my colleague has said 
these removals-were proper, and upon charges sus- | 
tained by proof, I would ask him if he can show | 
that these removals are proper? I am certain he | 

H 
j 


cannot. I would ask him to show that an officer 
in the State has been proscribed or removed who 
was obnoxious to the charge that he had violated 
any principle or rule which goes to show that he 
was unfaithful or did not attend to all the duties of | 
his office. Sir, if there be a case in the State, I 
must confess I have never heard of it, and [am ! 
wholly ignorant of it. If there be a solitary case 
where the man deserved to be removed for the | 
preservation of any principle, and for the purpose | 
of appointing some man more honest, or more at- 
tentive and diligent in the discharge of his duties, | 
I must confess I have yet to hear of it. 

Mr. CLAY. I will call the attention of the 
Senator from Tennessee to the fact that the hour | 
has arrived for the consideration of the special | 
order. 

Mr. TURNEY. I give way; and I renew the | 
motion that this subject be postponed and made | 
the order of the day for Thursday next at half- | 
past twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CALIFORNIA BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the; 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to admit Cali- | 
fornia as a State into the Union, to establish ter- í 
ritorial governments for Utah and New Mexico, | 
and making proposals to Texas for the establish- | 
ment of her western and northern boundaries. 

The pending question was that offered by Mr. 
Prart, and modified and adopted by Mr. Davis, | 
of Mississippi, as follows: 

Strike out the words “in respect to”? and insert “to in- 
troduce or exclude,” and after the words “ slavery ” to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

« Provided, That nothing hercin contained shall be con- 
strned to prevent said territorial legislature passing such 
laws as may he necessary forthe protection of the rights 
of property of any Rind whieh may have been, or may be | 
hereafter, conformably to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, held in or introduced into said territory.” + 

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed and concluded 
the speech which he began yesterday, of which a 
report will appear in the Appendix. 


: tion involved in this amendment. 


! that the Senate should be full, because I would ! 


+The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered 
on the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. : : 

Mr. BERRIEN. I desire to say, Mr. President, 
that upon a question of this importance, in which 
so great an interest is felt by the whole community, 
the Senate should be fall if possible. It is rather 
too thin to take.a vote upon such an amendment 
now. The question is unexpectedly presented to 
our decision, and I suggest that, on grave and in- 
teresting questions of this kind, the vote should 
not be taken without some previous notification to 
the Senate. 

Mr. DAYTON. I concur entirely in the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia. I think it is 
not intended that the vote shall be taken on this 
question to-day. I may be mistaken, but T was 
under the impression that some other gentlemen 
wished to address the Senate upon this amend- 
ment. I had purposed myself to say something | 
upon the general subject when the bill as amended 
comes before the Senate; but while these amend- | 
ments are pending, I do not care to do so. I think 
it right that those Senators who are favorable 
to these bills—these compromise propositions— 
should get them into shape to suit themselves, and 
when they are then presented broadside, those of 
us who are opposed to them and who are favora- | 
ble to the plan, so far as it goes, presented by the 
Executive, would like to be heard. I purpose, at | 
the proper time, not to contrast these plans, be- 
cause, so far as I know or can see, they are not sus- 
ceptible of contrast; for, as respects this question | 
of slavery, they go together so far as they do go, |, 
and when the plan of the Executive is dropped, the | 
plan of the committee goes on, and it goes on | 
alone. Isay I purpose after this bill shall be got ! 
into shape to suit the views of its own friends, then 
to say what I have to say, and to give such rea- 
sons as I can give for showing my preference for 
the Executive plan. My impression is, that some 
other gentlemen are disposed to speak on this | 
amendment, and I think that the suggestion of the | 
Senator from Georgia ought to prevail, and that, | 
at least upon important amendments of this kind, | 
the time when it is proposed to take the vote should || 

i 
| 


be known. 
Mr. CLAY. I hope, Mr. President, that the | 
question will be taken now. It ig not conclusive. | 
The Senate are now acting as a Committee of the | 
Whole. The amendment can be renewed in the 
Senate after the bill has been transferred from the | 
committee to the Senate. Besides, I do not per- i 
ceive any great thinness in the Senate. I think if || 
my friend from Georgia will look round he will jj 
see that the Senate is pretty full. But, sir, what ‘! 
I mean to say is, that I think it is high time that į 
we had made some progress in this measure. | || 
was reading last night a newspaper from San || 
Francisco, giving an account of a public meeting HI 
there, which had been convened upon the propo- 
sitions which were submitted by me to the Senate, || 
I think in February last, and echoing the sentiments || 
of San Francisco, upon the subject of these propo- || 
sitions, back to the Capitol. Those propositions | 
were submitted nearly four months ago, and this is | 
the first amendment which has been offered. There | 
are, I believe, many others yet to be offered, and /: 
I hope we shall take the question now. If there 
be a decision contrary to the wish of any Senator, 
we can move the question again in the Senate, as | 
T have explained. But I see a great many Sena- | 
tors present, enough I am sure to decide the ques- || 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
certainly do not wish for a delay until an echo can 
come back from San Francisco to my amend- | 
ment, although f have no doubt but we might get | 
an echo to itafter awhile. _ I would like, however, į 
when the question is tak€n on this amendment, i 

i 
t 


prefer having a distinct expression of sentiment on <| 
the part of all Senators. And yet, on the other | 
hand, fam not inclined to take the sense of the | 
Senate on this amendment without sufficient notice. | 


BE. 


Let it be postponed till to-morrow at one o’clock. | 
_I shall be pleased, like the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey, to say something upon the bill || 
after it has passed through all the proposed stages || 
ofamendment. Í shall be indeed glad if the bill || 
can be so amended as to induce me to become an | 
advocate for it. I am ready to vote upon the i! 
amendments one after another as they arise. I; 
have no wish to speak upon them, nor to consume | 


the time of the Senate by offering any amendments 
which I do not regard as absolutely necessary. ` I 
cannot, however, speak in favor of the bill before 
itis amended, and even when it is amended’ I do 
not know whether I shall he able to. support “itor 
not. j 

Mr. KING. So far as I have listened to. the 
debate, no opposition has been made to this amend- 
ment. I have heard no individual express himself 
adverse to it. The friends of the bill desire that it 
should be so amended as to make it palatable to 
all parties. I do not, therefore, see any reason: for 
postponing the vote. i E 

Mr. DAVIS,*of Mississippi. Oh, if, ag the 
Senator says, there is no objection to the amend- 
ment, the vote may be as weil taken upon it now. 

Mr. KING. I have heard no opposition. Has 
the Senator? <P 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh, yes; this very 
morning. 

Mr. KING. I speak of the discussion. If there 
is opposition to the amendment, the vote will show 
us where we are, and what the Senate proposes to 
do. If the Senate is not prepared to make any 
amendments, however immaterial, to reconcile 
gentlemen to those portions of it which are unpala- 
table to them, we shall then understand the posi- 
tion which we have to occupy. For myself, I am 
in favor of acting on the amendment now. If it 
is rejected, it can come before the Senate when the 
bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
and can be acted on again. If there are any gen- 
tlemen absent who wish to vote upon it, they will 
then have an opportunity of doing so. But really, 
sir, it appears to me that we should go on and 
make some progress in this matter. It may be- 
come necessary for me, although I am notin the 
habit of addressing the Senate at great Jength, in 
order to justify my course, which has been in 
some degree indirectly assailed by other speakers, 
to make a few remarks to put myself right; but I 
do nat wish to do it upon this amendment. When 
the bill assumes its final shape, I can look at it 
asa whole, and see whether I-can supportit or not, 
I hope we shall not delay action. f 

Mr. BERRIEN. I made the suggestion which 
I did with no desire to delay the action of the Sen- 
ate upon this bill. I am ready, if such be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, to vote upon this amendment 
now. I believe an acquiescence in that des Sp 
would economise the time of the Senate. Fdo not 
know but that there may be Senators in the recess, 
but, looking at the vacancies on the floor, | sup- 
posed that the Senate was very thin. I am per- 
fectly aware that the question can be raised again 
when the bill comes out of the Committee of the 
Whole, where I believe itnowis. Butif it should 
be decided by a decisive majority, there will be no 
motive for renewing the question before the Senate. 
Tf, on the other hand, it is decided by a thin Sen- 


i ate, and the vote shall be nearly equal, we can 


have the question raised before the Senate and re- 
new the discussion there. This was the considera~ 
tion which prompted me. Iam as ready now as 
I shall be at any future time to vote. mat 
Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, it isnot my pur- 
pose or desire to enter at present into a discussion 
of the principle involved in the amendment now 
before the Senate. I agree with the proposer of 
it, [Mr. Davis, of Mississippi,] that it is exceed- 
ingly desirable to have a proposition to vote upon 
which means something, and has the same mean- 
ing in every part of the country. Tam not able to 
regard this amendment as such a proposition. 


| The Senator from Mississippi declares that if we 


adopt it, we shall recognize, by a strong implica- 
tion at least, the existence of slavery in the terri- 
tories, or, at all events, the constitutional right of 
slaveholders. to carry their slaves into them, and 
hold them there. Other Senators deny this. Now, 
sir, I desire to exclude the conclusion of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, and, for that purpose, sub- 
mit an amendment, which, I think, will have that 
effect. I ask that it may be read, and desire a vote 
upon it. f 

Mr, PRATT inquired whether it would ‘be in 
order to offer toamend the amendment after the 
yeas and nays had been ordered on that amend- 
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT decided that it was 
in order. 

The Secrerary read the amendment to: the 
amendment, ag follows: TE 

“ Provided, further, That nothing herein contained chal 


1084 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


May 28, 


be construed asgauthorizing or permitting the introduction 
of slagery or the bolding of persons as property within said 
Territory.” 

Several Senators. It is the Wilmot proviso. 

The yeas and nays. were ordered. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I beg to sub- 
mit now the.propriety of yielding to the suggestion 
ofthe Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Davis,] and 
letting the vote be taken upon this subject at one 
o'clock. to-morrow. Very little. time. would be 
economized by taking the vote now. Certainly 
there are gentlemen who would be disappointed 
and mortified if they should be out of their seats 
when a proposition. of this. kind was-voted upon 
with the yeas. and nays, but who had not antici- 
pated this state of things; and it seems to me but 
just to them, on an important question of this 
kind, that we designate an hour when the vote 
shall be taken. I move that the further consider- 
ation of this subject be postponed til] to-morrow 
at one o’clock, 

On division, the motion was negatived—ayes 
22, noes 24. 

‘The question then recurred on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi is, that 
the restraining clause upon the power of the legis- 
lature shall not be so exercised as to prohibit the 


protection necessary to any property in the terri- |: 


tory, according to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States. 1 believe I state substantially the 
effect of the amendment, although I am not pre- 
pared to give the words. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. CLAY. [ have no particular objection to 
that amendment; because, if there be a local law 
abolishing slavery, and there be in the Constitution 
and Jaws of the United States authority given to 
carry slaves into the territory, then those laws and 
that Constitution abrogate the local law. 
fact, a legislative assertion of what would result 
without any legislative enactment; for, if you 
were silent-upon the subject of legislation either 
way, in point of fact, the provision in the Consti- 


tution and laws of the United States which aw- |i 


thorizes the introduction of slaves into the ceded 
territory would, without any declaration in the 
bill, have the effect which I have stated, of abro- 
gating the local law which forbids it. Regarding 
the amendment, therefore, as merely asserting a 
fact which would follow without the introduction ;; 
of the amendment, I have no particular objection ! 
to it. Nor do I see, sir, that, by implication, as | 
has heen asserted, it may be concluded that this : 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi will 
authorize, under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, the introduction of slavery into the |! 
ceded territory. Ido not think that there is any 
such implication. I repeat, i think that it is add- 
ing nothing. more than that which would result ;! 
without the enactment of the provision offered by |! 
the Senator from Mississippi. | 
Now, if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Cuase] will ;i 
modify his amendment so as to declare that it is jį 
not the intention of Congress to assert, one way or h 
the other, the operation of the Constitution and ‘i 
laws of the United States as to the introduction of |! 
slaves, so as to preclude that implication which he `: 
seems to apprehend, but of which I have no ap- |) 
prehension, [shall have no objection to his amend- |: 
ment. Lam prepared, equally with the Senator |: 
from Ohio or any other Senator, to disaffirm, either ‘| 
in its affirmative or negative effect, that the Con- 
stitution and Jaws of the United States do or do 
not admit slavery. I do not think there is either 
an affirmative or a negative to it, by the clause in- | 
troduced by the Senator from Mississippi. Thati 
is my opinion, and I dare say it was his purpose. : 
But ifit is merely to guard against the implication | 
that there may be authority, by the Constitution | 
and laws of the United States, to introduce slavery, , 
I shall be willing to vote for the amendment, if he | 
will put it into this form. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It has very |: 
strangely been my fortune, through every modifi- | 
cation of this amendment—and Í have tried to: 
modify it so as to meet the views of those who are :: 
willing to gi¥e us our constitutional rights—it has 
very strangely been my fortune, I say, when claim- | 
ing that the territorial legislation shall not be re 
stricted from giving to slave property the protec- 
tion it is allowed to give to other property, to be i] 
constantly regarded as though I sought from Con- i 


if 
j 


It is, in į 


j gress a declaration of what our rights are. I haye 
| not sought.it. I would not take it. L never yet 
| have consented, and never will, to allow Congress 
ii to measure the constitutional rights of the South. 
|| Why, sir, it would border upon fatuity, if one 
| representing the minority. of this Union, should 
| come forward to ask the exercise of such an au- 
i thority here. The language about the introduc- 
ji tion or exclusion of slavery. was introduced into 
| 
H 


| the amendment. by. others, not by myseif; and it 
| goes to cover the whole extent of all the Senator 
ii from Kentucky has said. It is the proviso to this 
amendment as it now stands which alone covers 
ii what I originally. introduced, and which was to 
| exclude the conclusion to be drawn from the origin- 
ial terms of the bill, that the territorial legislature 
should not legislate to protect the right of property 


|property taken into the territory. That.is the 
i whole of it. Itis no more than that. We claim 
the right to go there under the Constitution, and 
we claim that you should not restrict the territorial 
i legislature from protecting property in slaves, when 
| we choose to exercise our constitutional right of 
| going there. 

| Tam not able to comprehend, from thelanguage 
| used by the Senator from Kentucky, in reply to 
| the Senator from Louisiana, Mr. [Sourn,] how he 
‘can possibly hesitate to vote for this amendment. 


who seek to make the laws of Mexico supreme 
‘over territory now the property of the United 
|| States, and who expect to call upon Congress to 
organize governments which shall remain subser- 
vient to those Mexican laws, | want the issue made, 
sand I want to go before the country upon it. L 


;ernments you form, whatever may be the terms 
|| you employ, at Jeast must be in accordance with 
il the great principles of the Constitution. It is to 
h prevent the assertion and exercise of a power which 
i we do not possess, that i- seek to confine the re- 
t 
| 


striction upon the territorial legislature within 
i these limits. ` 

i Mr. HALE. I hope the vote will be taken, 
i but 1 want to say a single word upon this matter. 
| Llike theamendment proposed by the Senator from 


| in slaves the same as the right in other species of || 


I said before, and 1 say again, if there be any here | 


i claim that every act we perform must be subordin- | 
| ate to the Constitution, and thatany. territorial gov- | 


legistate over slavery: in. the territaries, has not 
| yet seen its second birthday. Itis not two years 
old. No, sir, it is not as old as-the Clayton com- 
promise bill, or no older. It had its origin in the 
dog-days of 1848, and that bantling has grown to 
such a size that it now. stands up here and threat- 
ens the Union of these States; that dog-day bant- 
ling, born during the discussion of that time, and 
| not two years old, has got to beso gigantic, that 
| it is going to dissolve the Union. Now, | want to 
| let the giant stretch himself, try himself; because, 
i sir, the threat is now openly made that ifthe legis- 
| lation of the country, sixty years old, does not 
' bow down before this child of a few months old, 
the Union has got to be dissolved. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Who made such 
a threat? 

Mr. HALE. Who madeit? Well, sir, Ido not 
know but that it would be easier to mention those 
that have not made it, than those that have. [A 
ilaugh.] Why, sir, itcomes to us on every breeze, 
! in different. shapes and in different forms. Who 
i made the threat? Why, sir, £ will mention a re- 
i mark that was made. I will not give the definition 
of it. The colleague of the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi himself ‘said, in his place in this 
body, when a proposition was made to give pre- 
cedence to the California bill over the territorial 
bill, that if we even pursued that course in dispos- 
ing of the calendar, the Union could not be saved. 
i I do not know that that was a threat, but he cer- 
tainly said that if we passed one bill, in preference 
to another, and did not takea certain order of legis- 
: lation on the calendar, the Union could not stand. 
If the Union has got to this pass, let it go; itis not 
worth saving. If ithas got to be so despicably 
weak, and so contemptible ghat it hangs on such 
a rotten thread as thåt, and depends upon the po- 
l! sition of the calendar, why, we endanger it every 
i day when we take up bills out of order. But, sir, 
|| what I have been pained at is, that amongst the 
| “leading members” of the Senate—for I do not 
| 


suppose the “leaders” are all on one side—not 
one has been found to stand up here and advocate 
|! that old ordinance of the old Congress, older than 
i| the Constitution. It was denounced as “ infa- 
:| mous,” sir, over and over again. The official re- 
| porters of our body, the proprietor of the Union 


Ohio, (Mr. Crase,} but l think it is not explicit || newspaper, paid by the column, day after day, 


i enough, and if an appropriate occasion presents || and week by week, denounce that measure as 
| itself, I will endeavor to offer an amendment that |) « infamous;”’ and, of course, everybody who sup- 


will at least show us where we stand upon this f ports itis “‘ infamous,” too; and we sit quietly 
subject. For one, I am opposed to this circumlo- |; here and hear the faith of our fathers, and the do- 
cutory way of getting at this matter. The Senate || ings of this Congress, from its earliest moment up 


and the country are divided upon this question, 
and we ought at least to ascertain where we stand. 
The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] in ad- 
dressing the Senate yesterday , said—I cannot quote 
his very words, but I certainly have his idea—that 
the legislative instructions of his own State left him 


| no discretion un this measure; he stands here under !) 
Wel, if Lam right in the history | 


instructions, 
of the Legislatures in this country, there are quite 
a number of Senators here who, if that is the rule 


of Senatorial discretion, have about as little left as |) 
: the Senator from Virginia has. 


I think, sir, that 
at least fourteen States of this Union, if that is the 


ruje that is to measure Senatorial discretion, have | 
left their Senators upon this question equally as | 


narrow a place to walk upon as the Senator from 
Virginia has. 

Mr. BALDWIN. 
tates. 


Mr. HALE. 


prove upon; he said he hoped, when he wanted 
to get up a bill, he was parliamentarian enough to 
doit. Heis,sir, and [do hope that among the 
Senators representing @he fifteen States that have 
laid down rules measuting Senatorial discretion 
upon this subject, by the blessing. of God there 
will be sagacity. enough left in some of them to 
draw a line, or some proposition which may be 
offered here, by which it may be seen who walk 
by discretion and who by instructions, 1 do hope 


that it will be presented here, and then, when we ii 
have found out who walk by discretion and who |; 


by instructions, it will be time enough to talk about 
a compromise, and not till then. i confess that I 
have been pained and. mortified by the discussion 
of this subject, and for this reason. I undertake 
to say that this doctrine, which is now going to 
dissolve the Union, that we have no right to 


I am told there are fifteen States. .; 
The Senator from New York [Mr. Dickinson] | 
gave us a hint the other day which I mean to im- | 


|| to the present day—no, up to 1848—denounced as 
i infamous, and not a word is said in reply. The 
|| great difficulty now is, how to get round this in- 
il famy. We are not to meet it in the face, but to 
| stile it—put it out of the way. It is dead, sir, 
i confessedly. Allaround confess it to be dead, and 
the only thing now is, to bury it out of sight, so 
that it shall not offend the too sensitive olfactories 
i of gentlemen That is the way in which we stand, 
i sir. I do not stand here to defend or to advocate 
i| the policy of the President.. A loud challenge was 
made here the other day, to any friend of the Ad- 
ministration to come forward and defend that plan. 
Well, I am no friend or enemy of the Administra- 
tion. They may take care of themselves, and I 
| will endeavor to take care of myself. But I will 
| answer one part of the challenge; and what I have 
to say I will say here, and not in the newspapers. 
| I will say it here; and | say, that for one, I stand 
i by the “ infamy” of that measure. 
i Mr. CLAY. Which measure? 
|. Mr. HALE. I stand by the “ infamy” of the 
| ordinance of ’87, and I am ready to stagger under 
all the opprobrium that may be heaped upom me, 
‘| and to adhere to the old steps of the old men of 
i the country. 
i Sir, the honorable Senator from Kentucky the 
i other day said—l have not his speech before me, 
i but I hope it made a due impresssion on my mind 

so that I recollect the import of it—if this compro- 

mise bill is passed everybody will be satisfied, 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir, no: I never said so. 
Mr. HALE. You have not beard the whole 

| sentence. Keep your * no” ull I get through. 
| Everybody would be satisfied except— 
i Mr. CLAY. Present company. [Laughter.] 
|- Mr. HALE. No, sir, not present company, 
i but ‘a few miserable fanatics,” all but they 
| would be perfectly satisfied. Now, sir, to use a 
i homely phrase, permit me to tell that honorable 
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Senator that ‘he could not bring better grist to the 
‘hopper of these fanatics to grind than this same 
compromise bill of his. No, sir, by no possibility 
could a measure be devised, thoughtof, or matured 
that would better answer the purposes of these 
miserable fanatics. Oh ! the wretches ! [Laughter.] 
No; if there is anybody here that wants to give 
them food let them pass this compromise bill, and 
they would have enough. For what is this com- 
promise? It seems that, in obedience to the old 
saying that if-you cannot alter things you can 
change their names, this bill is going to be rechris- 
tened and styled the adjustment, Well, what is | 
this adjustment? What does it do? [have list- 
ened to the speeches made by those who ‘have 
attacked it. I have listened very attentively, with 
a good deal of interest, and with a good deal of 
instruction, | hope; but I confess that notwith- | 
standing the largest degree of candor that I can | 
possibly bring my intellect to exercise, with the 
greatest degree of charity for all mankind that I 
can possibly feel, those gentlemen, who have 
talked with an eloquence surpassing what I had 
conceived to be possible, have failed to convince 
me that they mean in their hearts togo against this | 
bill after all, and { think, sir, I have seen the true 
secret of this opposition, I disclaim the intention 
of imputing hypocrisy to these gentlemen, bat the | 
prophet has told us years ago thatthe human heart | 
1s deceitful above all things, and may deceive even | 
ourselves if so deceitful as all that. 

I will tell you what I think the secret of this 
opposition is. This bill has been proposed, and 
southern gentlemen have seen that the North have 
snapped at it so greedily that they are trying to get 
alittle more. They have taken all the territory to 
begin with, with no restriction, and devoted it all. 
to slavery to begin with. Then they have got the 
fugitive slave bill to make hunting ground of all 
the rest of the Union; pretty large liberty I should 
think. They have gotail that, and still they say 
they are not satisfied. 1 was asking the other day, 
in a friendly and half jocose manner, a southern 
friend of mine, “what would you be satisfied 
with??? ** Now,” says he, ** Pil be candid with 
you; if we can have California for slave territory, 
with all the rest of it, and then take Cuba, we 
would be satisfied fora little while, but not loug.” 
Now I believe this man spoke more truth than 
joke when he said that; at all events there was a 
great deal of truth lurking in it. Í admired the 
candor with which he told me that they would not 
be satisfied a great while even with that. i 

But to be serious. If gentlemen are not satis- 
fied with this compromise bill, with this adjust- 
ment, what do they want? What have we got 
that we can give them? They contend that we 


cannot legislate directly and absolutely to make ‘| hen, | 
ii and multiplying words about amendments that |i 


slaves or to introduce slavery; they do not ask 
that, because if we cay do that the converse of the 


proposiiion must be true too, and we may legislate | 


to abolish slavery. They will not ask that, be- 
cause, to use a vulgar pnrase, it would be cutting 
their own throats. They simply say, “ hands off; 
let us alone.” Now, sir, itis an error to suppose 
that this doctrine of non-intervention is a new doc- 
trine. It is not so. You will find that it is as 
old as the New Testament. There was a certain 
class that the Saviour once came to: ‘ Letus 
alone, let us alone,” was theirrequeat. ‘* Non-in- 
tervention; we can take care of ourselves.” That 
is what slavery asks to-day. ‘ Letusalone. Do 
not do anything. We will go into the territories, 
and we willgo whenand where and how we please. 
Let us alone. Flandsoff. Non-intervention is all 


we ask, and all that we can ask consistently with | 


our theory.” : s 
Well, sir, this bill does all that. It gives them | 
the whole of that, and still they are not satisfied ; 
with it. e th, | 
if there is a single one here that sympathizes with | 
me in the least, they cannot be satisfied. 
you have drank the cup of conciliation and con- 
eession to the very dregs, they will not be satisfied 
long. Long! No,notatall, We have conceded, 
and conceded, and conceded, but concession only 
cfeates new demands. Who supposed four years 
ago that it would be seriously contended on the 
part of the advocates of slavery on this floor tha 
Congress had no power to legislate in the terri 
tories, when every page of our legislation, from ; 
the adoption of the Constitution down to the close 
of President Polk’s administration, was covered 
over with statutes recognizing and exercising the 


| 
f 
| 
| 


į 


Now, | tell my friends from the North, | 


When) 


right, and when the very last act of that-Adminis- 
tation was a distinct acknowledgment that it was 
power to prohibit sla- 


a constitutional exercise of 
very in the territories ? 
A BENATOR. 


Ap- 


isla- 


| goes to wrap up the piain naked features of this 
jį proposition in the circumlocution of some amend- 
| ment about the meaning of which no two members || 


foundation is to be abandoned; if the-counsel and 
i 


i| and let gentlemen do the work, and do it openiy 
| which the Union is to be preserved, let that issue, 
;| WO, go out to the American people, and I doubt 
it 
|i will understand it from North to South, and from 
i| East to West; and i believe that it is a libel upon 
| the American people, or any part of the people, 
| living where they may, or in whatever States they 
|| may, to say that upon such an issue as that they 
i| are ready to venture upon the contingency of a 
|! dissolution of the Union. 
|i I think more highly of the intelligence, as well as 
| the patriotism of the citizens of each and every of 
i: the States of this Union. 

Well then, sir, what is the use in spending time 


iit seems no two gentlemen understand exactly 
ii alike? I think, sir, that the terms of the provision 
: of the ordinance of °87 are pretty well understood 
| by this time. We know what it means; we under- 
| stand it, and I hope and trust that before this bill 
| : Š 

[i 

Ji 


if 


portunity of voting upon a proposition that we 
and the country understand. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The Senator from 
New Hampshire, sir, has upon several occasions 
i taken upon himself to lecture the Senators from 
i! the free or northern States, and has usually called 
i| upon them in a very bold. and very significant man- 
ii ner, when various propositions have been pending 


t 
} 
i 


| 


} 
f 
t 
l 


{ 
i 
i 
{ 


instructed to vote for this famous Wilmot proviso. 


l Now, sir, } wish to know if the Senator from $ 


i New Hampshire intended, by the insinuation, to 
say that my coileague and myself are instructed 
to-go for the Wilmot proviso? 


now? 
Mr. DODGE. Yes. 
purpose. 


Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I will say 


i 
t 
fi 
f 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
j 
i 
; 


i the number. I said fourtee 

: Mr. DODGE. And added, fifteen. 

! Mr. HALE. It was enough for the Senator to 
‘ask the question. lt is for me to answerit. A 
| Senator near me, when I said fourteen, added 
i « and Delaware, fifteen,” and I then.added it. 


of the Senate can agree. 1 want a distinct proposi- į 
i| tion, and if the policy of this Government from its |) 
i) experience of all past times are to be set at naught, | 
| and if we ave to-day to launch into the new experi- |i 
|| ment of extending, not the biessings of liberty, but | 
| the ansututions of buman slavery, let it be known, 


|i and forwardly. If that is to be the price upon i 


not they will understand it. I doubt not that they | 


I do not believe it, sir. | 


is through, we can all have the privilege and op- | 


before this body at the present and last sessions of |: 
Congress, to have an eye to their lords and mas- :; 
ters; and he has announced that there are Senators s 
from fifteen sovereign States of this Union who are | 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want an answer `i 


I yield the floor for that į: 


that I did not understand that iowa was one of |! 


So | 


that, sir, whatever:of-cen 
i Senator-may ‘have under 
| himself-or others, 
rand 1 disclaimed 


sure: or:praise anyssingle 
taken to-apply; eitherto 
from the poor remarks::made— 
: speaking for any one bucmy- 
self—it could not fall upon the Senator from: towa, 
as | did not include that State. Rte ae 
Mr.-DODGE, of Iowa. The Senator could not 
‘properly have included Michigan, nor-did L-hear 
| him -pronounce the name of Delaware; but thatis 
| not-material. I-rose,:-Mr. President, to say, as 
| well to my constituents as to-the Senate; that bam 
| one of those Senators from afree Siate who:chodse 
not to march under the oriflamme, or serve-in:the 
army commanded by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. J want that to go out to my.con- 
stituents, sir; and there are some other gentlemen 
upon that side of the Chamber, in his vicinity, 
(alluding to Mr. Sewarp,) who have advanced 
certain congenial doctrines with those of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, touching the institu- 
tions of this Government and the great matters 
i| which have divided the people of this -natien, 
; which I want my constituents, each and all, every 
i man of them, to know that I oppose, here and 
| elsewhere. f not only have no sympathy with 
| these new-fledged doctrines of the Senatorsatluded 
o, but I intend to fight them, here and-every- 
where else, as long as | have a voice or a vote. 
The time, in my humble judgment, has come 
when the representatives and people from:the-free 
States, if they wish to preserve the union, of these 
States, must takea stand, a bold and determined 
stand, against the fell spirit of abolitionism. En- 
couraged by its temporary triumphs growing out 
| of the annexation of Texas and the war with 
Mexico, it now everywhere unmasks itself, and 
seeks audaciously to control the voices and votes 
ii of the fifteen non-slaveholding States of this Union, 
and thus the whole Union. Now, sir, I take my 
stand against it, and shall vote against the famous 
Wilmot proviso; not’ that it is fairly to be con- 
sidered an abolition measure, but because it-is 
used as a mask from behind which abolition seeks 
to destroy the Constitution, and, as an inevitable 
result, the Union. Nor will I be deterred, Mr. 
President, from the performance of a high duty 
which [ think I owe:my country, by any denun- 
ciations that Í am the advocate or supporter of 
slavery. No man is more opposed to it, inthe 
abstract, than] am; but, just as far.as it formaa 
portion of the Constitution of my country, I will 
support it, Sir, the Senator speaks of the-beauties 
and glories of the ordinance of 1787, and. wonders 
how, at this day of progress and enlightenment, 
there should be sneh determined opposition to. ita 
reénactment. I think I can tell him. . Sir, when 
the immortal Jefferson first draughted that ordi- 
nance, and the great men of Virginia, like him, 
were working to get rid of the evils of slavery, 
i there were then no intermeddling‘ Abolitionists 
(to check and stop them from doing what they 
i believed to be the best. for mankind;. for, had 
ii there been, we can plainly see’ from Mre Jef- 
ii ferson’s letter in 1820, upon. the subject:of ‘the 
i} Missouri controversy, how different -his course 
| would have been;.or,: in- other. words; how ‘soon 
i 
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: he would have been driven, as hundreds and tbou- 
| sands of other philanthropic and far-seeing states- 
i menin.the South have been, to take a stand for 
i State rights and the rights of property. The early 
i action of the Government and the great men of the 
|! South would have been what itnow is, I appre- 
` hend, under a sense of wrong. Had the spirit of 
' treason, in the shane of the original ** Wilmot,” 
shown itself in the Congress at that early day, by 
way of amendment to war and supply bills, for 
the purpose of striking down the right arm of the 
4 country during the existence of a bloody war; and 


hi 


1 
if not intended, most certainly, in effect, driving 
: from the battle-field. those gallant men from the 
South who were facing the cannon’s mouth to 
close in glory that war—had treason, I say, then 
shown itself with this measure, intended to crip- 
| ple and disgrace our Government, and to drive our 
armies ingloriously from the battle-field, I chink 
N the early action of the Government would have 
corresponged with its recent action. Sir, the De- 
mocracy of lowa took their stand=against: this 
Wilmot proviso during that war, and -have tri- 
> umphantly maintained itto the present. day.) She 
| boldly confronted this terrific engine of demagogues 
‘ during the late presidential election—meeting ‘it at 
_ every stage and in. every phase which. it:has as- 
i sumed with opposition; whilst the Whig party, 
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who were supporting and endeavoring to elevate 

the present President of the United States to the | 
high place which he now occupies, were every- | 
where singing hosannas and pæans of praise in |: 
behalf of the glories of this justly celebrated pro- 
viso. We went for a national democracy and 
common platform; and this we knew we could 
never have unless this firebrand was extinguished. 
We declared against anything of that sort, in- || 
tended, as we knew it was, to divide and ruin the H 
great Democratic party, if not the country, and || 
advocated by men in many of the States for the || 
purpose of riding into power and place upon a j 
miserable sectional hobby. And am L to be called |; 
upon, sir, in defiance of the dying words of Wash- |! 
ington, to minister to this sectional strife, this lo- 
eal aniniosity—to vote for some Abolitionist for || 
President of this great Republic, simply because he 
ia one, and has mounted this free-soil hobby? No, 
gir, no; E think I hazard but little when I say that | 
young and patriotic Iowa will enlist under no such 
banner, and do battle in no such cause. We are 
Democrats, and believe that the people of the ter- |i 
ritories are capable of self-government, and will |) 
take care of themselves, without conditions or re- |! 
strictions being fastened on them by Congress. 

The Senator from New Hampshire chooses, 

Mr. President, to travel off from the amendment 
under discussion to denounce the different meas- | 
ures before the Senate intended to pacify the 
country. He hits the fugitive slave bill, and every- | 
thing else connected with this discussion. Sir, | 
the course of this Senator (Mr. Hare] and others 
shows me that itis notthe Wilmot proviso, or the 
ordinance, or the good government of the people 
of the territories, that troubles them. It is time 
that the honest hearted-people of this country 
should know that this slavery question has been 
seized upon by some persons to ride into high 
places, by taking the most ultra ground, and such 
as must destroy the Union if those persons be sus- 
tained, It is not a question now, if it ever was, of 
the extension of slavery, but it is question verging 
to the worst consequences; an alienation of feel- | 
ing and brotherly love between members of the 
same great nation. Sir, | hope not only to see the 
Constitution preserved, but the Government ad- 
ministered under it in the same spirit in which it 
was formed; and that is the real question. But, į 
whilst the Senator from New Elampshire and | 
others affect to fight under the popular banner of į 
the ordinance of ’87, the whole movement is a dis- 
guised attack upon the institution of slavery at 
every assailable point, the States included. | 

Now, Mr. President, repeating what I before 

said, that I am opposed to slavery in every shape 
and form, yet just so far as slavery is a part of the | 
Constitution of my country, I go for it here and 
elsewhere. More than that, sir; L hope that I 
scout the idea that any man who now owns, or 
has ever owned a negro Is to be rendered infamous. 
This new-fangled doctrine would desecrate the 
graves of the illustrious dead of our America, and 
therefore I could never tolerate it. As for this 
compromise, I will vote for it because L wish to 
get the subject from before us. [am sick, sore, 
and tired of it; and therefore, though this measure 
is one that does not please me in all its parts, [ | 
shall swallow it in.order to get the subject out of | 
the halls of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I wasa little surprised to hear a 
ersonal attack upon myself from the Senator from 
owa. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not 

understand that there was anything personal. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understood it, For myself, 

I did not ask how the Chair understood it. Iwas 
about to remark, that in the remarks with which 1 | 
troubled the Senate, I scrupulously avoided any- | 
thing like personal reflections on anybody or any- j 
thing. In alluding to what was stated by the 
Senator from Virginia, in addressing the Senate | 
yesterday, that he had had his Senatorial discre- 

tion taken away by the resolutions of his State, I | 
took oceasion to speak of what is matter of his- | 
tory in regard to the Legislatures of other States, ! 
without certainly meaning to give any private ap- 
plication to anybody. But it seems that the Sen- 
ator from Towa felt calied upon to come to the : 
rescue, and defend himself or assail me—I do not |: 
know which, and it is perfectly immaterial. . But |! 
he seems to think that it was necessary to pro- 

claim to the people of lowa that he is not one of |! 
my followers, Well, air, there raust be a mighty i 


} 


| the free States there. 


| gmall amount of intelligence amongst the good peo- 


ple of Lowa, if they want that information; and if 
it is necessary, on this floor, or elsewhere, to no- 


i tify the people of Iowa that the honorable Senator 
; from that State does not follow me, or go side by 
! side with me, there must be a sad deficiency of 


information as to what occurs, and as to what the 
state of things actually is, to make such a proc- 


| lamation as that necessary to be made here or else- 


where. I disclaim entirely the idea that I have 
undertaken to lecture or to threaten any gentleman 
representing any State in this Union. 1 have not 
done so, but | think I have a right to speak of 
history; and I read history to no advantage, if it 
throws no light upon the future. I did say, some 
days since, that the North were to be beaten upon 
this subject. My convictions of it have not 
grown any the less strong since, and į said, sir, 
that weshould be beaten by northern votes. [wish 
to Heaven, sir, I could alter that conviction now, 
but I cannot. I foresaw from the beginning, and 
I see it here as plainly as the hour advances, that 
in this contest, as in every other that has taken 
place in the history of this Government, slavery 
will hoist the flag of victory, and we shall be 
prostrate. And, sir, do not | know that if this is 
done, constituted as these two bodies are, that it 
must be done by northern votes? 

How is it in the House of Representatives? 
There is a majority of something like forty from 
The Senate is equally di- 
vided, with a presiding officer from the free States. 
It requires but a very moderate acquaintance with 
the very elements of arithmetic to know that if we 
are beaten we will be beaten by northern votes—~ 
by northern votes. Well, sir, 1 did express the 
conviction, and I confess I have it still, that some 
of these northern gentlemen, when they get home, 
will find an uncomfortable atmosphere. f cannot 
speak of the State of Iowa, for I never was over 
the Alleghany mountains in my life. I do not 


! know how the wind blows in that State, and she 


is not old enough to have much history on the 
subject; but I do know the history of the past in 
regard to our own locality. 1 began to make 
some remarks the other day on this subject, when 
an honorable Senator, whom I do not now see in 


| his place, (Mr. Kina,] occupied your seat, who 


thought fit to call me to order for wandering a lit- 
tle aside of the subject, but as since then the sub- 
ject has taken a pretty wide range, and gentlemen 
have indulged pretty freely in remarks, 1 will go 
on with them now. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. Maneum] suggested it isa prophecy, very 
like one made by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
those who opposed this compromise would be 
branded, I think, about as deep as bone deep. 
That was the prophecy that was indulged in by 
the Senator from North Carolina. 1 have no doubt 
that it did great credit to his sagacity, and I will 
endeavor to bring to his aid the light of a little his- 
tory. There was another compromise bill passed 
some thirty years ago, and about which much has 
been said. 1 believe there were certain members 
who voted for that measure who: got branded, I 
do not know how deep, but the brand has been 
pretty lasting, and they have not recovered from 
the effect of it to this day, through thirty years. 
Well, now, judging of the future by the past, I 
may express the opinion that if this compromise 


| bill is fastened upon the country, and if the results 


follow which its friends anticipate—I mean those 
who give it the construction which our southern 
friends do—I think some gentlamen will go home 


from this Congress marked about as plainly as į 


were those who went home from the Missouri 
compromise in 1820. I will not undertake to say 
which side will get marked, but I will run the risk 
of wearing any mark which may be fixed upon me 


| for voting against any and every measure which | 
í think is calculated to perpetuate and extend hu- 


man slavery. 1 will vote against it and run the 
risk of any brand of infamy which may be fixed 
upon me. 

But it seems that the Senator from Iowa acts 
under a dying injunction, left to him by Wash- 
ington, not to vote for an Abolitionist for Pre- 
sident. Sir, it is the first time that I have ever 


| heard that Washington gave such an admonition 


as that. If there be one single act in General 
Washington’s life which is its ‘crowning glory, 
and which endears him to the hearts of millions 
the world over, and which will cause his name to 


be repeated with thanksgiving and gratitude as 
long as humanity and philanthropy find a place in 
the human heart, it is not that he died with an in- 
junction against Abolitionists, but that he died an 
Abolitionist himself. Yes,sir—died an Abolitionist 
himself, and in his last will made provision for 
striking the fetters from the bondmen that he him- 
self held. 1f General Washington ever did give an 
injunction against voting for an Abolitionist, it 
must have been, I think, that his conception of 
an Abolitionist were so elevated that he did not 
want to have him contaminated by being brought 
into the dirty whirlpool of politics. 

Mr. DODGE. I have no desire, Mr. President, 
to pursue this controversy with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I know too well his great tact 
and extraordinary skill in a skirmishing debate on 
the everlasting and interminable subject now be- 
fore the Senate. I must be greatly worsted in any 
contest into which! may enter with him, But, 
sir, it so happens that I choose to speak out upon 
particular occasions, and this is one of them. 

The Senator from New Hampshire commenced 
his response to my remarks-by saying that my 
constituents must be extremely benighted if it be 
at all necessary that they should be informed that 
l do not follow him. The reply I have to make 
to that is, that there is a sort of general talk about 
the “free North” and ‘treachery to the North,” 
and that, too, in a manner which is extremely 
offensive to me. lam not conscious of treachery 
in the slightest degree to the generous and confi- 
ding constituency who have assigned to my care 
the brief trust which I hold at their hands. If L 
know my own heart, or my own purpose, I desire 
to be faithful to them in every act I may perform, 
and in every sentiment I may utter, Well, sir, 
the intimation is—and the gentleman cannot forget 
the language he has usedybecause he is allowed 
on this question, perhaps, a degree of latitude 
which is not accorded to any other man—the inti- 
mation is that the North is to be beaten, and that 
it is to be beaten by northern treachery and north- 
ern votes; and, said he, * while we are thus beaten 
and down, I hope we will not be kicked.” Now, 
sir, this is not the proper place to speak, nor can Í 
here be allowed to speak of such language in the 
terms it justly merits at my hands. 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me to. 
interrupt him, l beg to tell him that I used no such 
language. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Iowa yield the floor. 

Mr. DODGE. There is no necessity for any 
explanation. 

Mr. HALE. What I said was this, that when 
you have beaten us down, and laid us out cold, I 
hoped you would not point at us. 

Mr. DODGE. [think the Senator, on a former 
occasion, used an illustration borrowed from Mr. 
Randolph, or some other Virginian, and spoke of 
e kicking” or ** buying.” 

Mr. HALE. No, sir, I did no such thing. 

Mr. DODGE. I shall not persist in that state- 
ment now, but L will say this, that whenever the 
vote is taken on this question, I have no desire to 
be found voting with that gentleman. Whether it 
is treason to the “ free North” or not, to be found 
voting according to my own sentiments, and to 
what I believe to be the sentiments of my constitu- 
ents, | would a little rather not be found voting 
with him; although in saying this I mean nothing 
personal, for the relations between us are those of 
friendship; and I trust such will ever prevail. 
What I say of the gentleman is political, and has 
reference to his representative action. I have 
known something, however, of that gentleman’s 
| past history; and certainly those who know even 
as little of it as I do, will be inclined to the opinion 
that he is the last man who ought to think of lec- 
turing others upon the consistency, devotion, or 
sincerity with which they adhere to any particular 
cause, | am—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair deems 
it out of order to speak of the motives of Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. DODGE. Well, sir, the Senator from 
New Hampshire was permitted to impugn the 
sincerity of southern members in their opposition 
to this bill. However, I suppose l am out of order, 
and will endeavor to proceed in order. 

Well, Mr. President, the gentleman has re- 
| plied to the remark I made, en passant, and inthe 
! hurry of debate, that I was not one of those who 
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sought to organize parties in this country in viola- 
tion of the Farewell Address of Washington, by 
saying that that illustrious man had given a prac- 
tical evidence that he wag an Abolitionist by freeing 
his negroes at his death. Very well, sir; J highly 
approve the act, and think that it gives addiuonal 
lustre to his name. But, sir, that is no answer to 
my remark that he had in his last and greatest 
state paper solemnly warned us against sectional 
jealousies, and had implored us not to listen to de- 
signing demagogues, who would, as he truly pre- 
dicted, spring up in different portions of our ex- 
tended Union, and endeavor to make the people 
believe that there was a substantial difference of 


interest between the North and the South, and that | 


that interest would be promoted by a disruption of 
the parts. He exhorted us, with prophetic vision, 
to avoid geagraphical divisions and distinctions. 
These, sir, | seek by my vote and humble influ- 
ence to avoid. Sir, whilst no man could be more 
opposed to slavery in the abstract than I am, I will 
do nothing to excite and prolong this most unnat- 
ural feeling of hostility that has been so rapidly 


growing up between the slaveholding and non- | 


_ slaveholding States of this Union. Sir, to my mind 
there is nothing so fraught with peril to our Amer- 
ica as an organization of the political parties who 


are to control the country upon sectional and geo- |j 


graphical issues and divisions. Sir, I scorn and 


repudiate the idea that Iam to be called on to vote ! 
for any man for President, regardless of his polit- |; 


ical views and principles, simply because he lives 
ina free State, and is in favor of destroying the in- 


stitutions and property, and perhaps the lives, of | 


the people of the other half of the Union. But, sir, 
if we are to be forever forced upon these sectional 
issues, where are we to stop? If this question is 
not now settled, itis to ran into the next presi- 
dential election; and if it should, it-would be pro- 
ductive of the worst consequences 
of the Union. l know enough to believe that 


much, if not the greater part of all thatis said about 


a dissolution of the Union is exaggeration, and that | 


no such feeling at present really exists in tne hearts 
of any considerable portion of the people. And 
although I do not believe that any measures we 
may pass here are going to cause a dissolation of 
the Union, yet I do believe, 88 surely as there is a 
God in heaven, if you force the people of the 
United States upon a sectional issue for the presi- 


dential election, in which the people of the free ; 


States are to look to particular candidates because 
they arein and af the free States, then, sir, I ven- 
ture to say, that in the shortest possible time, you 
will have a severance of the Union. Sir, I could 
cite men within my view now who are looking to 


that position, and who are already imagining their | 


elevation from this or the other wing of the Capi- 


tol, to the Presidency of the United States upon an | 


issue of that sort. The President of the United 
States is to be an Abolitionist; his Cabinet, as a 
matter of course, would be Abolitionists; our for- 
eing ministers would also be Abolitionists; and, in- 
stead of having men who will stand up for our 
interestsand honor, and defend our institutions, as 
my respected friend from Michigan [Mr. Cass] so 
nobly did upon a memorable occasion, when they 
were attacked in foreign countries, you will have 
those who not only do not rebuke those who may 
venture todo so, but lend a helping hand in the 
assailment; who rejoice in every opportunity to 
assail that portion of the Union within whose 
borders this particular institution of slavery exists. 
These, sir, are the inevitable results that must be 
forced upon us, by giving way to the doctrines of 
these gentlemen. . 

Now, sir, | will say that Ido not believe that 


there is a particle of sincerity on the part of those | 


who are eternally prating about the dangers of 
slavery in Utah and New Mexico. Sir, I cannot 
believe they think what they say. This whole 
movement has been political rather than philan- 
thropical. These gentry do not believe in their 
gouls that there is any danger whatever of south- 
ern slaveholders emigrating with their negroes to 
those elevated and hyperborean regions, but yet, 
for the sake of a little political capital— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
admonish the Senator that his remarks are not 
strictly in order. 

Mr. DODGE. Mr. President, I may be al- 
lowed, I hope, to say that l have not a great deal 
of respect for those persons—I wil] not intimate 
that there are any present—who seek to ride into 


to the stability | 


dent, to enter at all into this debate, further -than 
to call the attention of the Senate tothe distines 
proposition which is now. before them, and then 
to.ask again that the Senate adjourn, or that. it 
rather be postponed until to-morrow at one o’clock. 

The tenth section of the original bill does not 
seem to me at all subject to the exception which 
hag been taken to it by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and others.. That section restricts any legis- 
lation “ in respect to African slavery.” 4. think 
that conveys a distinct idea. . No legislation in.re- 
spect to African slavery means the inatitation- of 
slavery; but 1 do not apprehend that if there hap- 
pen to be slaves there, which can be legally held 
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nerves in the free States. And yet, these are 
the characters who contribute largely to get up 
these agitations, the results of which have been | 
shown in Congress for the two years past. 1| 
think that it is high time for both Whigs and j 
Democrats, if they would have this Union held f 
together, to take a stand against these agitators. 
And now, sir, just show me a proposition con- į 
nected with abolitionism in any shape, and you | 
will have my vote against it, here or elsewhere. 
I think } understand the progressive spirit of these 
things, and of the purposes of certain gentlemen, į 
who are not here, [laughter,] but on the opposite 
side of the Chamber, and outside of the bar. We: 
all know what capital they have already made by j 
| denouncing ‘ President Polk’s God-abhorred war;’ || 
li begun and prosecuted, as they allege, for slavery. | 
| 1 must say that if they could only calculate | 
ii upon the spirit advancing as rapidly in the fu- į; 
| ture as it has done in the past, they will easily 
t 
\ 


for their own safety and protection. ‘Then comes 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi; 
which, for the purpose of excluding a conclusion, 
says, “provided that nothing herein contained 
shall be construed as to prevent the passage of 
laws for the preservation of that kind of proper- 
ty,” under the general denomination of property. 
As it originally stood, as the amendment was first 
offered by the Senator from Maryland, it was, 
“all property lawfully introduced;’’ but that is 
stricken out purposely by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, so that if the property gets in there under 
the Constitution and Jaws of the United States, 
then territorial legislation may take place for the 
purpose of protecting it there. Thatd understand 


t 


get put into those glorious places which they are 
so anxiously waiting to fill. ` || to be the object of it. . he a 
Sir, when I spoke of the warnings of the i Mr. DAVIS. With the Senator’s permission, 
|| Father of our Country, and of those who had || I wish to ask him whether he heard the explana- 
signed the Declaration of Independence, and of || tion made when the language now used was sub- 
the noble example they had set us, and of all they |i stituted instead of the word lawfully? 
had done for us, | could not but think that we i Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 
owed it to them to defend the Constitution, and | Mr. DAVIS. Then the Senator knows that the 
| thus preserve the rich legacy they had bequeathed ; word lawfully was an interlineation to which tob- 
| us. |i jected as soon as Į saw it, and took the first oe- 
But, sir, if these doctrines are to advance in | casion to modify. Believing that it made no dif- 
|| the free States as rapidly as they have done, and |; ference in the meaning of the amendment, the 
| gentlemen are to make issues outside of the Con- | Senator from Maryland made this interlineation 
stitution, (like the Senator from New York, who `, at the suggestion of another, and without consult- 
|| regretted that the Legislature of his State had not i| ing me. 


i| instructed him to go for the immediate abolition of | Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. I recollect dis- 
|! slavery in the District of Columbia;) if we are to |! tinctly the explanation of the Senator from Mis- 
|| go on making new issues and raising new points of || sissippi. The fear is that this amendment as 


this character, and are sustained in them, as they | offered by the Senator from Mississippi may im- 
were some years ago on questions that they raised ply, what we believe does not exist, a right to in- 
| out of the annexation of Texas and the war with || troduce or to hold slaves in the territory. The 
Mexico, they will produce indeed a lamentable |) Senator fro n Kentucky says he has no objection 
state of affairs. If they are to go on thus agita- |; to the amendment, because if that right does exist 
ting these questions as they do, and making all || under the Gonstitution and Jawa of the United 
|| these, sectional issues, and receive for them the |! States, then the amendment has no meaning; and 
i| sanction of the people of the free States, they will | if it does not exist, then it is of no importance. 
|| render infamous among men the names of ‘* the il That is all very well; and therein comes the ob- 
Father of his Country,” and of Jefferson, and of || jection to this amendment. The Senator from 
i| other great men who have held slaves; and simply || Mississippi who offers it thinks iè has some mean- 
because they held them. | ing above and beyond that which the original bill 

Now, sir, these are precisely the objects which || had. The Senator from Kentucky thinks that thie 
are sought to be accomplished by these gentlemen. || amendment leaves the matter to stand precisely as 
| I say, therefore, that I repudiate everything con- |! it stood by the original bill. Nor is this division 
| nected with this thing of agitation. Tam herea | between those two distinguished gentlemen;..there 
| warm friend of the admission of California; and, |) may be a misapprehension upon the part of some 
li sir, L would be willing now lo sit day and night i of us. Then comes in the amendment. of ‘the 
i| that object could be effected, disconnected with || Senator from Ohio, who - wishes to exclude the 
any other measure. But the Senate has decreed |; conclusion intended to be drawn from the amend- 
i otherwise; that is, to connect it with other meas- |} ment of the Senator from Mississippi, and says: 
| ures; and lam not now disposed to be factious, |} * Provided further, that nothing herein contained 
| but to vote for this bill, because it proposes to pro- ‘shall be construed as authorizing or permitting 
| vide governments for the territories, which I be- || ¢ the introduction of slavery into the territory.” 
| lieve it is our solemn duty to give them, l am will- || But, say certain gentlemen, that is the Wilmot 
| ing and anxious too.for the passage of the fugitive | proviso. Not at all. The Wilmot proviso is an 
slave bill, and am desirous of voting for it in the |, affirmative act of legislation, saying that slaves or 
form proposed by the Senator from Virginia, or in |! slave property shalt not be held in the territory. 
|| any other satisfactory form. I can answer for my || This proviso is, that you shall not construe the 
constituents that they are not negro stealers, al- ' provisions of the amendment in such a way as 
| though they live right upon the borders of a slave |; under that amendment to introduce this ‘slave 
State. True, some of the Missourians did once | property. In other words, you go back exactly 
come with theirrifles toacertain Quaker settlement |: where you started, and if you adopt the amend- 
after some fugitive slaves; and they got them. We || ment of the Senator from Ohio, you leave the bill 
had a practical illustration of the idea suggested by || exactly as the Senator from New York thinks at 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] of peo- originalty stood. 1 apprehend the answer to the 
ple fighting for their rights under the Constitution || amendment of the Senator from Mississippi is 
and inthe Union. And, bad as that is, I greatly | found in the fact that, if the Senator from Ken- 
‘| prefer it to fighting for rights outside of the Union, |; tucky understands it rightly, it neither adds to or 
|i and after it shall be dissolved. Weare not of those takes from the bill as it originally stood; and if 
iÍ States who would throw obstacles in the way of 


i so, the amendment is unnecessary; and if it means 
the provisions of the Constitution being catried | more, it is wrong. {do not wish to take the haz- 
into effect, nor do we desire or intend te do so. E 


ard of any misunderstanding of southern Senators 
| am therefore willing to take these measures togeth- |; in respect to this subject-matter. I shall therefore 
jer or separately, and to vote for them as they 
H 

je 
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| vote against it. Having made this explanation, 
may Í be permitted to renew the motion to lay 


My 


me up. k 
Mr. DAYTON. I have no purpose, Mr. Presi- |! thia matter over to one o'clock to-morrow f 


as such, that this forbids their making police laws _, 
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‘purpose was not to delay this thing, but I under- ji The legislature of the territory shall not be i 


Stand that the gentleman who usually sits ‘before 
me {Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts] was not well, 
and left the Chamber, and I take it he does‘not 
wish to be-absent when the question is taken. 
There are likewise other Senators absent who 
wish to vate on this question. 

Mr. BERRIEN rising . 

Mr. DAYTON, I will withdraw the motion if 
the Senator will renew it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I desire to say a word upon 
these amendments, if the question ig to be taken 
upon them now; and in the hope thatif the post- 
ponement’shall be made until to-morrow it will be 
with a determination, on the part of the Senate, 
then to’ take the vote. . 

Now, sir, the argument of the Senator from New 
Jersey is, that there is a conflict ‘in the apprehen- 
sion of Senators in regard to the first amendment 
—that proposed by the Senator from Mississippi 
—which-he thinks results in showing that this 
amendment is unnecessary, and, if unnecessary, 
that it ought not to be adopted; while he supposes 
that if it be adopted there might be at least an 
equal degree of necessity for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio. Now, sir, what 
I propose to say to the Senate is, in few words to 
express the belief that I entertain, that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi is necessary, 
if we propose to conduct this discussion and our 
action upon this bill in a spirit of fairness, and that 
the ameadment offered by the Senator from Ohio 
is totally unnecessary. Let us look, for a single 
momerit, to the state of the question. Itisa regu- 
lation. of the ‘powers of the ‘territorial legislature 
over the subject of slavery. Upon the question 
whether slavery exists or does not exist in that 
territory, or whether it may or may notexist there, 
there are two opinions, one of which is thatit is 
forbidden by the Mexican Jaws, which are still 
operative; and the other is that these Mexican 
laws will cease to operate when this becomes an 
organized territory of the United States. In the 
former case there would be no slavery there, and, 
consequently, nothing to protect; and in the latter 
case, as there would be slavery there, there would 
be rights acquired under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, and by force of the organiza- 
tion of this territory, and it would be essential to 
the proprietors of these rights that there should be 
a power there to protect them. Sir, the original 
bill contains a provision, I think unadvisedly 
adopted by the commiuee, which declares that the 
territorial legislature shall have no power to legis- 
late respecting. African slavery. Now, suppose 
the opinion which affirms that slavery may be in- 
troduced into these territories, and that the Mexi- 
can laws will cease to operate when these become 
organized territories of the United States—suppose 
that that opinion should beadjudged by the Supreme 


Court to be a correct opinion, and under that adju- |; 
dication it should be decided that slaves are intro- | 


duced into these territories, what is the condition 
in which the proprietors of these slaves are placed ? 


The legislature of the territory shall make no laws | 


respecting African slavery. He who goes with 
his slaves into these territories, although they are 
adjudged to be his property, and that he had a 


right under the judicial decision to carry them | 


there, the moment he gets them there they are 
beyond the protection of all law; they are with- 
drawn from the protection of the laws of the State 
where they had protection, and carried into a ter- 
ritory where there is no power competent to afford 
protection; for it cannot be doubted that an inhi- 
bition to legislate respecting African slavery, which 
are the words of the original bill, is an inhibition 
to admit or exclude, or to make any regulation 
concerning it, Eience the importance of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 


The provision of that amendment it is supposed | 


will authorize an implication that Congress is 
about to lend their sanction in affirmance of the 
right of the slaveholder to introduce slaves into 
that territory. Sir, it does seem to me that the 
language is to plain too render it possible that such 
misapprehension could be persevered in. What 
is the language? Flere it is: 


& Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- {| 
from } 


strued to prevent the said territorial legislature 
pas-ing such laws as may be necessary to proteet the rights 
of property of every Kind which may have been, or may 
hereafter, conformabdly to the Constitution and laws of the 
United Siates, be held in or introduced into said Tetrito- 
qies.” 


| deprived of the power of- passing laws ‘which may 


| every kind now or hereafter held in that territory, 
|: held therein conformabiy to the Constitution and 
Jaws of the United States. 

|| Sir, it resoives itself into ‘a single question: Is 
| property which is held in these territories conform- 
! ably to the Constitution and laws of the United 


iment, oris itnot? ‘If the decision of the Supreme 
i Court of the United States should. be that slavery 
i cannot exist in New Mexico or Deseret, why it 
cannot be held there conformably to the Constitu- 
| tion and laws of the United States, and conse- 
| quently the territorial legislature cannot, under 
lits authority, afford it any protection. But if the 
| Supreme Court of the United States should decide 
i that, by the organization of those territories, the 
| Mexican laws inhibiting slavery have been super- 
| seded, and that the rights of the slaveowner attach 
; to that property when removed into those territo- 
| ries, then that property is held there ‘* conforma. 
i bly to the Constitution and laws of the United 
| States,” and I do believe, notwithstanding all the 
agitation that there has been upon this subject, and 
the manner in which this discussion has been car- 
ried on, we have not yet arrived at the point when 
any member of the Senate will rise in his place and 
aver that “ property which is held in conformity 
to the Cogstitution and laws of the United. States 
is not entitled to the protection of the law.” 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I desire to an- 
l swer a word in reply to the remarks which fell 
from the Senator last upon the floor; for, if I un- 
derstand at all his legal position, I differ from him 
entirely as tothe construction of this bill. The 
orginal bill provides that the territorial legisla- 
tures shail pass no law “ respecting African sla- 
| very.” Now, sir, what does that provision mean? 
| for it is that which lies at the basis of this whole 
; thing. “Shall pass no law respecting African 
| slavery,” Why, sir, that appears to me clearly to 
| mean, that they shall pass no laws relating to Af- 
| rican slavery as an institution; that it shall neither 
i 
1 
H 


| create nor abnegate it. Does any one understand 
i that under this provision the territorial legisla- 
tures would not be authorized to pass ordinary 
| police regulations for public safety, though relating 
i to slaves, if slaves should be legally there? 
Several Senators. Certainly. 
i Mr. DAYTON. Gentlemen say certainly. Such 
is their opinion, doubtless; but such is not mine. 

Mr. BERRIEN. We havea right to our opin- 
| ion. 

Mr. DAYTON. And I tomine. What do you 
mean by police Jaws? That a negro man shall 
not be out at a certain distance from his plantation 
without a permit; that he shall not carry arms; 
that slaves shall not congregate in unusual assem- 
blages; that they shall not be found away from 
home after a certain hour of the night; that they 
shail not have the use of firearms, &c. Now, 
sir, is the passage of laws of that sort, a passage 
of laws respecting African slavery? Is that a fair 
construction of the terms of this provision? Ido 
| not think itis. 1 hold these toxbe laws for the 
| protection of life, property, and society. Neither 
| Congress nor the States can pass a law “ respect- 
| ing the establishment of religion; and yet, they 
| everywhere regulate, control, and protect religious 
‘assemblies. They make police laws on that sub- 
| ject; but this clause is neither for the introduction 
| nor for the destruction of African slavery. 
l 
i 
i 
| 


I hold, therefore, that if African slavery be there 

in the territories, the legislatures can, without any 
other provision than is contained in the original 
bill, pass all the police laws necesary for its regu- 
lation, in order to protect society from riots, im- 
proper assemblages, conspiragies, or whatever else 
may be regarded as dangerous to the public wel- 
fare. I hold, therefore, that if it should be decided 
ii by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
| slavery can rightfully go into the territories under 
, the Constitution and laws of the United States, it 
| is not necessary to make any additional provision 
i for its regulation—that the power will rest with 
| the territorial legislatures to regulate it, as a 
matter of course. 

One thing is certain, that the honorable Senator 
| from Kentucky, (Mr. Ciay,] who bears the bur- 
| den of this bili, does not think thatthe amendment 
| offered by the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
j; will make any change in the effect of the original 


j 


: States, entitled to the protection of the- Govern- ; 


f ! | Georgia think directly the reverse. 
| be necessary to protect the right of property of || 


bill, while the Senators from Mississippi and 
For my own 
part, I do not choose to take the hazard of any 
change. T move to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the subject until to-morrow, 

At the request of Mr. DODGE, of Towa, the 
motion was withdrawn -for an explanation. 

Mr. DODGE. For the purpose of putting 
myself right, I wish to say, although it does not 
sustain me in attributing to the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire the language which í did, 
and although I made the amende honorable at the 
time, that I have here his words literally. He 
said ‘* I hope the South will not point to.us when 
we are defeated, and say to us, as Jonn Randolph 
said of some one else, ‘we have bought you dog 
cheap.’ ”’ 

Mr. Dayton’s motion was then agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Weonespay, May 29, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. SIBLEY rose and inquired what was the 
first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order is 
the bill reported last evening from.the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, providing 
for the construction of certain roads in Minnesota. 


A RECESS. 


Mr. JONES, interposing, rose, he said, to what 
he believed was a privileged motion. In order to 
give the officers of the House time for refitting the 
Hall for summer—for which purpose they had for 
some time been intending to adjourn for a few 
days—he moved that when the House adjourned 
to-day, they adjourn until eight o’clock to-morrow 
morning, (so as to allow the officers to commence 
taking up the carpets, &c., as early as poasible,) 
with the understanding that they ‘would then ad- 
journ over to Monday; and that there would be no 
necessity for anybody to come to the House to- 
morrow except the Speaker and a few members, 
to meet pro forma and adjourn. 

Mr. McCLERNAND suggested to. the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to modify his motion so as to 
authorize the Speaker, if desired by him, to 
designate a Speaker pro tem. for to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES modified his motion accordingly: 

The SPEAKER stated the motion, and the 
object for which it was made, as explained by Mr. 
Jones. ` 

The question was taken and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So it was ordered, 

That when the House adjourn to-day, they ad- 
journ to eight o’clock to-morrow morning, with the 
understanding that the House then adjourn to meet 
on Monday. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that it was necessary, 
under the resoluuon which had recently been 
adopted, to pass an order authorizing the Clerk or 
Doorkeeper to refit the Hall. : 

No objection being made— 

Such an order was entered upon the Journal. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if it was neces- 
sary for the House to make an order to authorize 
the Speaker to appoint a Chairman pro tem. for to- 
morrow. ` 

The SPEAKER said it would be necessary un- 
less it was agreed to by general consent. Such 
would be the understanding if no objection was 
made. 

No objection was made. 

LEVEES ON THE MISSISSIPPI, 

Mr. CONRAD asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce some resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, ask- 
ing aid from the General Government to prevent 


| the. inundations of the river Mississippi, which 


have recently proved so disastrous. These resolu- 
tions ask for the aid of the Government in making 
a hydrographical and topographical survey of the 
Delta of the Mississippi, and an appropriation of 
a portion of the public lands in the State towards 
the making and repairing of the levees or em- 
bankments on the margin of the river. He moved 
that such portion of the resolutions as referred to 
the survey, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and such portion as related to the 
grant of land, be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 
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The resolutions were received, and ‘referred, as 
proposed. 


AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. CASEY asked and obtained leave to offer 
certain resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsyl: 
vania, on the subject of an agricultural bureau, 
which, on his motion, were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Mr. FULLER asked leave to introduce certain 
resolutions, (of which the purport was not stated,) 
with a view of having them referred. 

Mr. BOCOCK objected, and called for the reg- 
ular order of business. 


ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the bill reported yesterday evening 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, providing for the construction of cer- 
tain roads in the Territory of Minnesota—on 
which the previous question had been demanded 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Gorr.] 
The question was first on seconding the demand. 

Mr. THOMAS asked that the bill be read. 

Tt was read accordingly, (as given in our paper 
of yesterday.) 

The previous questién was seconded—ayes 86, 
noes not counted; and the main question was or- 
dered—being first on the amendment reported by 
the committee, in the following words, viz: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Governors of 
Oregon and Minnesota shail report to Congress, annually, a 
detailed statement of the expenditure of money appropriated 
by Congress for the use or benefit of said territories, which 


is expended under the order or supervision of the Governor 
and Assembly. 


The questions being respectively taken, the 
amendment was agreed to; and ` 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

The bill was read a third time; and the ques- 
tion being on its passage--- 

‘` Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous ques- 
tion. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered—nineteen 
members only voting in favor of them. 

The question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative, 

So the bill was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended, at the sugges- 
tion of the Speaker, and by unanimous consent, 
by adding the words ‘and for other purposes.” 

Mr. S{BLEY moved to reconsider the vote and 
to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION IN IOWA. 


Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of privilege, 
and sent to the Speaker’s table, where it was read, 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Printer of this House be directed to 
print the testimony in the contested-election case pending 
from the State of lowa, and tarnish the same for the use of 
this House and the Committee on Elections, in advance of 
all other printing. 

He said he believed he was not mistaken in sup- 
posing that the resolution raised a question of 
privilege, inasmuch as it related to the right of a 
member to his seat on this floor. 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order, whether 
this was a question of privilege or was not. The 
evidence was here; the Committee on Elections 
could examine it in manuscript as well as in print. 
He submitted whether the printing was a question 
of privilege; if it were not, he objected to it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
this is not a question of privilege. ; : 

Mr. SCHENCK said that the resolution di- 
rected the printing for the use of the committee 
and of the House; he apprehended, therefore, that 
it was a question of privilege relating to an inquiry 
as to the right of a gentleman toa seat on this 
floor. $ 

Mr. JONES. Has not the House ordered the 
printing of the evidence? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Yes; and ordered it to be 
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| ent of Indian affairs, with an additional salary of 


done two weeks ago, in advance of all other print: 
ing, and there is ‘not a word of it printed yet. 

Mr.- STRONG said, as a member of the Com- 
mitteé on Elections, he hoped there would be no | 
objection to passing this order, because it would be 
a convenience to the committee; although he had 
not been aware that the resolution was to be in- | 
troduced, he hoped there would be no objection to | 
it. 

Mr. JONES. If the unanimous consent ofthe 
House is asked, I will not object; but I do object 
to its being considered as a question of privilege. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Very well; I still think, 
however, that it is a question of privilege. 

No objection, therefore, being made. to the re- 
ception of the resolution, 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. 


and to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS IN OREGON. 

Senate bill (No. 90) entitled “ A bill authorizing 
the negotiation of treaties with the Indian tribes in 
the Territory of Oregon, for the extinguishment 
of their claims to lands lying west of the Cascade | 
mountains, and for other 
consideration 


a third time— 

Mr. JONES rose and was recognized. | 

Mr. THURSTON rose simultaneously, and 
said he would move the previous question. 

Mr. JONES appealed to the gentleman from 
Oregon to withdraw his demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. THURSTON said he would be very will- 
ing D withdraw his demand for the previous ques- 
tion if—— 

The SPEAKER interposed, and stated that the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] had been 
recognized, and was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES said this bill had passed through 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union yesterday without attracting his attention. 
If his attention had been drawn to it-he certainly | 
should have moved an amendment to strike out | 


The Clerk read the sections, as follow: 
“Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the President be | 
authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint a superintendent of Indian affairs for the 


twenty-five hundred dgHars, and whose duty it shall be to 
exercise a general superintendence over all the Indian | 
tribes, and to exercise and perform all the powers and i 
duties assigned by law to other superintendents of Indian j 
affairs. | 
“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatso much of the | 
aet to establish the territorial government of Oregon, ap- 
proved the lith August, 1848, as requires the governor of 
said territory to perform the duties of superintendent of | 
Indian affairs, and authorizes him to receive a salary there- | 
for, in addition to the salary allowed for his services as gov- 
ernor, he repealed ; and thatthe governor of said Territory 
shall hereafter receive an annual salary of three thousand 
dollars.” - 


It would be recollected (said Mr. J’) that when 
the bill to organize. the territorial government of 
Oregon passed, it contained a provision which 
was common to nearly all the territorial bills which | 
had passed Congress. He believed he might say 
it had been the general, if not the universal, prac- 
tice of Congress, in organizing territorial govern- 
ments, to authorize the appointment of a governor, 
with a salary of $1,500; and also, to impose upon 
that governor the further duties of superintend- 


$1,500—thus making the salary of the governor 
and of the superintendent of Indian affairs $3,000. 
This provision was copied from former territorial 
bills into the Oregon bill; and he (Mr. J.) was 
one of those who had voted for that bill. He 
should not have voted for it if it had contained 
this provision, making the superintendent a sep- | 
arate, distinct officer from the governor. There | 
| was one, if not more, gentlemen on this floor, and 
| there were dther gentlemen atthe other end of the | 
| Capitol, who had discharged the duties of super- 
l intendent of Indian affairs and of governor of a 


Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote, | 


purposes,” being under | 


And the gestion being on ordering it to be read |. 


the second and third sections. i 


Territory of Oregon, who shall receive an annual salary of || 


tertitory. He could see: no-necéssity ‘for thesu- 

perintendence of. Indian. affairs to make an-addi- 
tional officer of ‘this territory, when, it had never 

before been done, and, sö: far asche knew, there 

had never been any complaint that the. governor’ 
of a territory was not able to discharge “all 3 
duties of superintendent of Indian re Atlee He 

| desired that the red men of the forest in that terri- 

| tory should have the same governor over them that 
the white men there had. ‘The second section pro- 
vided that the President should appoint a superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for the Territory of Ore- 
| gon, with a salary of $2,500. The third section 
| repealed so much of the Oregon territorial bill ag 
| imposed upon the governor the'duties of superin-, 
| tendent of Indian affairs, and gave ‘him an addi- 
tional amount of $1,500 for the discharge of these 
duties; yet it retained the salary of $3,000 which 
he had before received for the discharge. of the 
duties of both offices. If there had ever been a 
case in any territory of the Government of there 
being appointed a superintendent of Indian. af- 
fairs separate and distinct-from the governor: of 
the territory, he-had no knowledge of ‘it, andhe: 
could see no necessity for it in this: case, unless it 
was to swell and augment the patronage of this 

Government, and make one more drain upon the 
i Treasury. He hoped the two sections would be 
stricken out. : 

Mr. THURSTON said, he was sorry that this 
i clause had not attracted the notice of the gentle- 

man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] yesterday. It 
; was now extremely doubtful. whether anything 
would be done for the Territory of Oregon to-day, 
He should move the previous question, after he 
{had said a very few words in explanation of the 
sections which the gentleman. proposed to strike 
out. The Territory of Oregon embraced two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand square miles, and there: 
were over fifty thousand Indians within its limits. 
It was impossible for the Governor of Oregon, to. 
whichever political party he belonged, properly. to 
discharge the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs. Since. Governor Lane had been in that 
Territory, his office had been besieged by Indians 
night and day, there often being there as. many as 
three or four hundred Indians at once. It was 
impossible for him properly to. discharge the duties 
of superintendent of Indian affairs, in addition. to 
the duties of governor. The Committees on In- 
| dian Affairs in both Houses had approved the 
| appointment of a superintendent of Indian affairs, 
after a particular examination of the subject; it 
was also approved by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs under the last Administration, as well:as 
the present committee. 

With these remarks, he moved th 
question on the passage ofthe bill, .... 2940. 

The demand for the previous question. was 
seconded—ayes 80, noes not. counted—and the 
main question was ordered; being first on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Jones to strike out the second and 
third sections, =~ 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted the members rising in 
favor of the yeas and nays, and said they were 
not ordered. . 

Mr. THOMAS asked for tellers on the question 
| of ordering the yeas and nays. 
| Tellers were refused. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected upon a division. . : 

The question recurring on ordering the bill to 
| a third reading— 

Mr. JONES, remarking that he had concluded to 
record his vote against the second and third, and 
in favor of allthe other sections, the yeas and 
nays having been refused, he would resort. to the 
only mode now left him of recording his opinton, 
by moving to lay the bill on,the table, which te: 
how moved. 8 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused 
upon this motion, and, f 

The question being taken, serg 

The House refused to lay the bill, on:the-table; 

The question recurring ‘on ordering the bil to 
be read’ a third time, was taken, and, under the 


previous: 


= 


THR CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


operation of the previous question,.was decided 
in the affirmative. | 
The bill was read a third time. li 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to | 
reconsider the vote, with the view (he said) of ex- 
pressing his own opinions, and not with the ex- 
pectation of changing the decision of the House. 
He believed that in the creation of territories, 
Congress had uniformly, since the formation of the |; 
Government, made the governor of the territory | 
also superintendent of Indian affairs. The policy || 
had worked well. Such had been the case rela- 
tive to the Territories of Michigan, Missouri, Ar- 
kansas, and other Territories. The governors of 
all of them had likewise been superintendent of i 
Indian affairs. He objected to discontinuing this 
policy, which had worked so well—first, because 


j 
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| 


è was opposed to the creation of any more offices |} 
under the Government than were absolutely neces- || 
sary to perform the public business. He believed || 
that this was a rule by which both the parties pro- | 
fessed to be guided—to oppose the unnecessary |: 
inerease of Executive patronage. If the governor | 
had nota sufficient compensation, let them increase 
it; but let them not authorize the appointment of i 
two officers, when experience had proved that one | 
worked as well, probably better. | 

Again: in his opinion, there should be in the | 
territory but one man who was the representative 
of the ‘f great father” of the Indians, the President 
of the United States. The Indians had been ac- 
customed to look to the governor of the territory 
as the representative of their great father. If they 
found that there were two representatives of their 
great father, he believed the result would be bad. |! 
They knew that the other policy had worked well. 
He did not believe but the governor of the terri- 
tory would have ample time to discharge the 
duties of superintendent of Indian affairs, in addi- | 


{ 
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tion to those of governor. The governors of other /| 
territories, as extensive as the Territory of Oregon, 
had found time. He had no idea that there was 
anything peculiar in this case. What was wanted | 
was additional Indian agents: he was willing to | 
give them as many as were necessary. But there || 
should be one general head; all our officers in that |! 
Territory, having intercourse with the Indians, |; 
should be under the supervision of the governor | 
of the Territory; there should be in the Territory || 
but one representative of their great father—the |: 
President of the United States. fi 
In conclusion, he repeated that he did not ex- | 
peet to affect the decision of the committee; and as | 
e did not wish to delay action upon the territorial | 
bills, having briefly expressed his views, he would || 
withdraw the motion to reconsicer. i 
The bill was read a third time. i 
The question being on its passage, was taken, 
and decided in the afirmative, 


So the bill was passed. | 
Mr. THURSTON moved to reconsider the vote, || 


and to lay that motion on the table. it 

Mr. McMULLEN raised the question of order, 
whether the gentleman from Oregon, having no 
right toa vote, and the rule requiring that only | 
those who had voted with the majority should be | 
entitled to move to reconsider—it was competent | 
for the gentleman to make the motion. 

Mr. HALL said, he would make the motion to 
reconsider, if it was. objected to coming from the |: 
gentleman from Oregon, i 

The SPEAKER said, the point of order raised |: 
by the gentleman from Virginia, was obviated by j 
the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Harr] making | 
the same motion. The Chair, however, would | 
state, that although the rule required the gentle- | 
man who moved to reconsider should have voted 
in the affirmative, it had been decided at the last 
session of Congress, that a Delegate from a Terri- 
tory had the right to move to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was then laid on the table. | 
{ 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. i 


Mr. THURSTON offered the usual resolution, || 
upon which he moved the previous question, to ` 
close the debate in Commitiee of the Whole on f 
the’state of the Union, at one o’clock this day, on |! 
the bill to create the office of surveyor general of | 
public lands in Oregon, and to provide for the sur- |! 
vey, and to make donations to settlers 
public lands. 

The previous question was seconded 
question ordered, and being taken, was 
the aflirmative. 


i 


» of the said ; 


s the main |; 
decided in H 


om i 


i ation: 


- So the resolution was adopted. 
SURVEYS, &c., IN OREGON 
On motion of Mr. POTTER, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


public lands.” 


The fourth section being under consideration, 


| which was read as amended yesterday, the part in 


italics being the amendment proposed by the com- 


; mittee in lieu of the part in brackets, as follows, 
i viz: 


Src. 4. Andbeit further enacted, [That there shall be, and 
hereby is, granted to every white male American ciiizen 
above the age of eighteen years, American half breeds in- 


_eluded.} That there shall be, and hereby is, granted to every 
settler or occupant of the public lands, ahove the age of eighteen |i 


years, being a citizen of the United States, or having made 
a declaration, according to law, of his intention to become 
a citizen, now residing in said territory, or who shall become 
a resident thereof on or before the tirst day of December, 


eighteen hundred and fiity,and who shall have resided upon | 


and cultivated the came for four coasecutive years, and 
sha!l otherwise conform to the provisions of this act, the 
quantity of [one half section or three hundred and twenty 
acres of land, if a single man, and if a married man, or it 
he shall become married within one year from the first day 
of December, cighteen hundred and fifty, the quantity of] 
one section or six hundred and forty acres, one-half to him- 


| self, and the other half to his wife, to be held by her in her 


own right, and the surveyor general shall designate the part 
inuring to the hushand and that to the wife, and enter the 
same on the records of his office; and in all cases where 
sneh married persons have complied with the provisions of 
this act, so as to entitle them to the grant as above provided, 
whether under the late provisional government of Oregon, 


; or since, and either shall have died before patent issues, the 
survivorand children, or heirs, of the deceased, shall be | 
entitled to the share or interest of the deceased, in equal ; 
|i proportions, except where the deceased shall otherwise dis 
| pose of it by testament, duly and properly exeented accord- 
l: ing to the laws of Oregon: Provided, however, That this 


section shall not be so construed as to allow those claiming 
possessory rights under the treaty with Great Britain, relutive 
to the Orezon Territory, to claim both under this grant and 
the treaty, but merely to secure them the election, and confine 
them to u single grant of land. 


Mr. Bowrın had moved to amend this sec- 
tion as follows: To insert the word “white” be- 


| fore the word ‘‘settler’’? in the first amendment 
| proposed by the committee. 
And the first question was on the amendment of | 


Mr. Bown. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he was perfectly aware 
of the difficulties of meeting in this Hall an 


existing prejudices; particularly in the short time | 
| allotted tó the discussion of this amendment. | 
The bill proposes to throw open our public | 
f lands in Oregon to those pioneers who shail en- | 
; counter the toils and dangers of settling in that 
| wild and distant region. 


We give them the lands 


| in consideration of the wealth and advantages 
| which they add to our nation and Government. 
i The settler thus pays a far higher consideration, | 
; in this way, than he would to pay his money for 


lands in any of our western States: yet, there are 
many hardy adventarers who will encounter the 
hardships of settling there; but the gentleman 


; from Missouri [Mr. BowLix] now proposes to ex- | 


clude from the benefits of this law the colored por- 
tion of our people. 

He has assigned no reason whatever in favor of 
his motion, but permits it to rest entirely upon the 
presumed prejudices of members. This is surely 
a novel proposition. Weare now called on to say 
that we will not sell our lands in Oregon to colored 
people. They purchase our lands in Ohio, and in 
all the western States of this Union. They are 
permitted to settle, to acquire wealth, and become 
respectable in community. Why exclude them 
from Oregon? In Louisiana, in Virginia, and, so 
far as he knew, in all the slave States, they hold 
lands, are wealthy and respectable; and why not 
permit them to do the same in the wild regions of 
Oregon? 

We brought them by violence and wrong from 


their native country. We held them in bondage || 


and oppressed them for ages. When our Revolu- 


, tion broke out they entered your army, fought 


your battles, shared in the glory of that moment- 


' ous struggle. Then, sir, they were regarded as 


citizens, as men, Congress then adopted the fol- 
lowing as a part of one of the Articles of Confeder- 
° 


“ The better to secure and perpetuate mutual friendship 
and intercourse among the peuple of the different States in 


this Union, the free inhabitants of each of these States,” 
paupers, vagabonds, and fugitives from justice excepted, 
shall be entitled to all privileges and jinmunities of free 
citizens in the several States; and the. people of each State 
shali have free ingress and egress to aud from any other 
State, and shall enjoy,” &c. 

| This expressed the sentiment of the statesmen 
| of that day, and when, in 1778, South Carolina 
|| moved to amend the Articles of Confederation by 
inserting the word white, there were but two votes 
in favorof the amendment. Flow is it, (said he,) 
will the statesmen of this day sustain the doc- 
trines of the patriots of that period? 

At theadoption of the Constitution, the colored 
people voted for delegates in seven of the thirteen 
States. Yes, in North Carolina, that patriotic 
old State, the colored man was regarded as an 
elector, aman. Such, too was the case in Penn- 
sylvania, in New York, Connecticut, Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, and Delaware. Wih gentle- 
; men now turn round and drive those electors or 
| their children from the wild regions of Oregon, if 
| they wish to go there? He trusted not. 
| If the amendment had excluded the ignorant, 
| those who are incapable of reading or writing, it 
would have been based on reason. But the attempt 
to fix a distinction upon the complexion of men 
or the crisp of their hair, is of all propositions 
the most preposterous, the. most destitute of 
reason. The ignorant, the stupid and degraded 
are to be admitted if they beara pale face; but 
the man of information, of high moral worth, is 
to be excluded if his complexion be of a dusky 
hue. Could any proposition be more inconsistant 
more senseless, more unjust? i 

But the proposed amendment is not only desti- 
l| tute of any good reason, but it is absolutely wrong, 
| Do gentlemen know who are the persons sought 
i tobe excluded by this amendment? In this city 
it is said, and he believed with truth, that several 
grand-children of Mrs. Washington resided, who 
were called colored people. He had seen those 
who claimed that relation to the distinguished 
\ lady referred to. We are told that Thomas 
| Jefferson has many colored descendants in differ- 
ent portions of Virginia. In Ohio is a colored 
man claiming to be a grand-son of Governor Ma- 
son. He was of a dark color, and one of the 
most powerful popular speakers to which he had 
ever listened; he was regarded as fully equal to’ 
his namesake and reputed relative in the other 
end of the Capitol. If we believe authority of 
i the highest character, much of the best blood of 
Virginia flows in the veins of her colored people. 

Do we owe nothing to the descendants of those 
distinguished names referred to? Are we to drive 
their descendants with rudeness from our terri- 
tories? He saw gentlemen smile. It was not 
usual to call names in connection with this subject. 
He treated the subject with solemnity. He re- 
garded it in that light. Look to our penitentiaries 
and you will find the pardoned and the discharged 
convicts of those receptacles of crime, wending 
their way to Oregon, We receive them with open 
arms, give them land, but with contempt we are 
to spurn the descendants of Jefferson and of Mrs. 
Washington, and other patriots of our Revolution. 

Rynders and his white mobocrats of New York 
city, low, vulgar, vicious, and degraded, the miser- 
able scum and filth of society, collected from the 
Five Points of New York, are by this amendment 
welcomed to select farms’in Oregon; while Fred- 
erick Douglas, aman of high meral worth, of 
great intellectual power, of unrivalled eloquence, 
possessing inan eminent degrec all the qualities 
which constitute moral excellence, is to be exclu- 
ded, rudely driven from that region. The Rever- 
end Mr. Ward, of New York, a man whose skig 
is said to be blacker than Egyptian darkness, but 
whose power of eloquence is unrivalled, and who, 
as a divine, has perhaps no syperior in the Union, 
! is to be discarded as unworthy of our favor, He 
would ask, if that were the justice, the consist- 
ency of the members of this body? ‘Will history 
record this as an exhibition of the narrow, the 
groveling prejudices which govern the American 
Congress? Is this to be a specimen of our Legis- 
lation at this middle of the nineteenth eentury ? 

He regretted that the Legislature of Oregon had 
attempted by law to exclude colored people from 
that Territory. This was a matter beyond their 
constitutional powers—they possess no such au- 
thority. The Constitution. of the United States 
guaranties “ to the citizens of each State the privi- 
i leges of citizens in each of the States,” By this 
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paramount law the Legislature of that Territory are 
limited in their powers. Men who are not only 
citizens, but are also electors in New York or New 
England, cannot be excluded from Oregon by an 
act of the territorial legislature there. 


He had no time to speak of the prejudices which | 
have so long guided mankind in their legislation | 


and administration of governments; that have 


sent so many thousands to the scaffold- and the 


stake; which have deluged the world with blood, 
and stained it with crime. For his own part he 
would look to the moral qualities, to the virtue and 


the intelligence of those who bear the image: of. 


God. He would rather associate with the man of 
dark complexion, of exalted intelligence and vir- 
tue, than with the pale-faced scoundrel who is 
reeking with crime. f 

The hour of one having arrived, the general de- 
bate was terminated, and the committee proceeded 
to the consideration of amendments, (under the 
rule allowing five minutes for explanation to the 
mover of an amendment.) 

Mr. MASON said he would move to strike out 
the whole section. : 

The CHAIRMAN stated that that motion was 
not in order pending the question. on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Bow in. 

Mr. FITCH appealed to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Bowxry] to withdraw the amend- 
ment, to enable him (Mr. F.) to renew it, and say 
a few words. 

Mr. BOWLIWN assented, and withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITCH renewed it. He said he did it for 
the purpose of briefly alluding to the debate which 
had sprung up on the gentleman’s amendment 
That debate was all useless. The people of Ore- 
gon had settled this matter, they had excluded ne- 
groes, and prohibited them from entering their 
territory. Therefore, the adoption or the rejection 
of this amendment could have no effect whatever. 
The Legislature of Oregon had excluded Africans 
from that territory, having in view, as he was 


well informed, as the motive for that exclusion, | 


the result of the amalgamation of the blacks with 
the Indians—an amalgamation.which they might 
confidently anticipate, in case blacks were admit- 
ted into that territory. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a point of order, and 
said the gentleman from Indiana had moved to in- 
gert the word ‘‘ white,” and was making an argu- 
ment against putting it in. 

Mr. PITCH. lam arguing that it is indiffer- 
ent whether you put it in or not. 

I have further to remark upon this amendment, 
thatif you adopt it without still further amendment, 
a class of settlers in Oregon would be excluded, 
whose possessory rights are now recognized by 
the whites of that territory. The American half- 
breeds should have been included in the section 
as reported from the Committee on Territories. 
Whether this amendment was adopted or rejected, 
he should, in case 1o other gentleman did, pro- 
pose to amend still further by inserting ‘‘ Ameri- 
can half-breeds.”? Perhaps the gentleman from 
Missouri would accept this, as modification of his 
amendment; if so, he (Mr. F.) made it. 

. Mr. BOW LIN (in his seat) was understood to 
assent to accepting the modification. 

The amendment was, therefore, modified, as 
follows: To insert in the proposed amendment 


of the committee the word t white” before *set- |! 


” 


tler,” and the words “ American half-breeds in- 


cluded,” after “ settler,” so as to make the amend-.; 


ment of the Committee, if thus amended, to read 
as follows: 
. “That there shail be, and hereby is, granted to every 
white seitler—-American hali-breeds included—or occupant 
of the public lands, above the age of eighteen years, now 
residing in said territory,” &e., &c, 

Mr. FITCH. The object for which I rose is 
accomplished. That object was to say that the 


amendment, so far as the whites are concerned, is | 


useless, and it is a matter of indifference whether 
it be adopted or not. If adopted it cannot affect 
the inhabitants there at all, as the question has 
already been settled by the people of that territory 
excluding blacks from their soil. 

Mr. Firon withdrew the amendment at the 
request of Mr. Sacxerr, and on pledge of re- 


newal. 

Mr. SACKETT renewed it, and said he dis- 
agreed entirely with the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Firen] ag to the rights and consequences that 


i 


; people to emigrate to that Territory; a privilege 


j limit. -If the Congress of the United States saw 


lof that grant, and was entitled to those benefits 
| upon complying with the conditions-of the grant. 


i 
ji 
i 
i 
{ 


| 


i hoped the proposed amendment would not be 


; black! 
| that gentleman to make. 


| contrary, considering them, as I do, a curse, she 


= 
followed the action of the Legislature of Oregon | 
touching the settlement of that country by any 
portion of our citizens. The Legislature of Oregon 
had no power to exclude any: portion, be they” 
white or black,.of the-citizens of the country. It. 
was a privilege granted -to.every portion of. the 


which: the territorial legislation had no power to 


fit to grant to our citizens generally any portion of 
the:public lands in Oregon, every citizen, black or 
white—be the legislature of the territory what it 
might—had the right to avail himself of the benefits | 


Let them tale another view of this question. 
Suppose the Congress of the United States should 
interdict, as they had interdieted the introduction 
of slavery into Oregon, had the legislature of that | 
territory the right to say that it might exist there? 
Would the gentleman from Indiana contend for 
that? That was a case which involved a principle || 
exactly parallel. There was no power at all over 
the subject in the legislature of a territory; and if 
this amendment was adopted, it were the only pro- 
vision that could prohibit the right of every citizen 
to participate in this grant of the Government. 
The assumption of the gentleman from Indiana, 
therefore, was unfounded as a point of law. 

He would renew the amendment, as he had 
agreed to do, although he was entirely opposed | 
to it. | 

Mr. Frrou again withdrew the amendment at 
the request of 

Mr. CONRAD, who renewed it, and said he 


adopted by the committee. He should voteagainst | 
it for the very reason for which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Gionixes] had affirmed he should | 
vote for it. That gentleman had depicted in glow- 
ing colors the superiority of the African race over 
the Caucasian or white race, and had apologized 
to the House for classing the whites on a footing 
of equality with the blacks. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (in his seat.) [ do not hear | 
the gentleman. What does he say ? 

Mr. CONRAD. i understood the gentleman to | 
offer some apology for conceding the whites as | 
on an equality with the blacks in some of the! 
States. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I meant no such thing; I 
never meant to say a white was not just as good 
asa black if he behaves as well. (A laugh.) 

Mr. CONRAD. The white just as good as the 
That is some concession (a laugh) for 
Really, I have begun to 
think that the gentleman from Ohio may be in 


some degree connected with that race, the great |} 
superiorly of which over the whites he claims. || 
“But f differ with the gentleman. 


{ think that 
morally, physically, intellectually, and by the 
institutions of their country, the negro race now | 
are, and are destined to be, a very inferior race. | 
I consider that they now are, and will be for all į 
time, a curse upon every community in which 
they are located; and for that reason I wish, so far | 
as possible, to divide that curse. Iam sorry that | 
the State which the gentleman represents in part 
is not of the same opinion of the gentleman in 
regard to the superiority of the blacks, but, on the 


has been unwilling to take her share of that curse. 


| the same privileges! 


{} Mr. HOUSTON in 


aA AAR a 2° NE 
heard. with very great regret from “the gentleman 
from Oregon, the declaration that the people whom: 
he represented here had undertaken to settle that 
matter in their territorial legislature, and that they ` 
had prohibited the immigration to Oregon. of. free: 
people of color. The object of the proposed: 
amendment was to. prohibit this class from ipar- 
ticipating-in ‘the bounties granted by Congress in: 
the form. of public lands:to the settlers in that ter- 
ritory. We allowed: Europeans, Chinese, Pacific: 
Islanders, and people from-all parts of. the world; ta 
come and settle upon these lands, and: yet it-was. 
proposed to prohibit emigrants from- our: own, 
country, free people of color, from participating in, 


For one, he should vote against the amendment. 
He considered that this free black race was far 
from a benefit to any country; and that looking to 
the interests of the whites as well as to their own, 
they should be diffused over as large a country as 
possible, and that Oregon and California, acquired: 
by the common resources of this country, should 
be left open to them in common with the older 
States. 

Mr. CONRAD having concluded— 

The CHAIRMAN asked the indulgence of the 
committee to stale, that, according to` his under- 
standing of the rule allowing to the mover: of: an 
amendment five minutes for its explanation, he 
should feel himself.compelled hereafter-to rule out 
of, order any remarks upon an amendment which, 
were not explanatory of that amendment. Avery: 
great latitude of debate had been indulged in in com- 
mittee heretofore, under the color of explanations, 
and this morning in several instances gentlemen 
had moved amendments and spoken against them. 
The Chair would be obliged hereafter to rule such 
remarks out of order. 

Mr. McMULLEN requested the gentleman from 
Louisiana to withdraw the amendment, in order 
to enable him to renew it, and to address some re- 
marks to the House thereupon. 

Mr. CONRAD withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to a point.of 
order. It was not in order, he said, under the ope- 
ration of the order to terminate debate, and bring. 
the committee to a vote on the pending amend ments, 
and such as might be offered, to withdraw and re- 
new a motion merely for the purpose of addressing 
the committee. It was an evasion of the order that 
was made when the committee sustained the.reso- 
lution to terminate debate in committee—-whieh 
order was virtually the adoption of the previous 
question to the action of the committee. y p 
The CHAIRMAN observed, that hisiown ins 
clination would be to sustain the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Maryland, but the 
practice had for a long time been otherwise; and 
until that practice should be changed by a decision 
of the House, he felt obliged to acquiesce init. 
He therefore overruled the point of order, ©... 

Mr. EVANS, I must take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, for the purpose of settling 
the point. ; 


nquired what the point. of or- 


der was? FEA ig 

The CHAIRMAN stated that an amendment to 
the amendment: reported: by the committee to the 
fourth section of the bill, had been moved by the 
gentleman from Missouri. Subsequently that 
amendment had been withdrawn and renewed at 
different times, by other gentlemen. The same 


t 


It seems that the opinion of the gentleman is not į 


participait in by his constituents or by the in- |) 


abitants of the State of Ohio. I believe that in | 
some cases they have refused to allow the immi- |} 
gration of colored persons into Ohio; if 1 mistake i 
not they refused to allow the negroes emancipated || 


by the will of the late John Randolph to settle in || 


that State. z i 
Mr. GIDDINGS, (in his seat.) The gentleman 
is misinformed. 
Mr. CONRAD. 
not the fact; but I cannot give way for explana- | 
tion. 


I am misinformed if such be | 


At all events I think it highly unjust that the |) p 


clude free blacks from that portion of the country. 
I think it an injustice to the other portions of the 
Union. The policy of the country—of the older 
States, which have very much of this population, 
and particularly of the southern States—in my | 
opinion, should be to diffuse this black population | 
over as large a surface as possible, and therefore I | 


H 
| 
| 
i 
t 
| 
| 
| 
people of the Pacific coast should attempt to ex- | 
i 
| 
| 
t 


| : 

| had been the practice heretofore. 
l 

} 


amendment was proposed by the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Conrap,] and he had addressed. 
the committee for five minutes upon it. - The gen- 
tleman from Virginia had then risen and addressed 
the Chair, and the amendment having been with- 
drawn, proposed to renew it. The gentleman 
from Maryland thereupon raised the point of order, 
i that it was not now in order for the gentleman 
from Virginia to propose the amendment, inas- 


| much as it had been moved and withdrawn before. 


The Chair had overruled the point, because such 
From this de- 
cision the gentleman from Maryland had. ap- 
ealed. : 
Mr. EVANS. Ifthe Chair will allow me, the 
point I made was, that one gentleman had no right 
to withdraw an amendment in order that. other 


| gentlemen might renew it and hang speeches upon 


it, Lek 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. overrules the 
point of order, and the gentleman appeals.. 


| The question being put; “ Shall the decision of 


1092 


the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. McMULLEN then renewed the motion, 
and proceeded to address the committee. The 
question now before the committee, he said, was 
whether or not persons of color should be per- 
mitted to occupy lands in the Territory of Oregon 
upon equal terms with the white inhabitants? He 

‘did not intend to enter upon a discussion of the 
subject of slavery. It was, no doubt, considered 
by some gentlemen a great national evil, whilst 
others regarded it as a great national advantage. 
He was. not going to discuss its merits or its de- 
merits; but he would say that he regarded this 
amendment as peculiarly proper; he was in favor 
of it, and should vote for it. Like the gentleman 
from Louisiana, he was in favor of it for a variety 
of reasons, which he would not at present detain 
the committee by enumerating. But he must be 
allowed briefly to notice the very extraordinary 
remarks of the very extraordinary member from 
the State of Ohio, [Mr. Gropines.] He should 
consider that he was doing an injustice, if not to 
himself at least to the constituents whom he had 
the honor to represent, if he were to allow such 
remarks to pass by unnoticed; although if those 
constituents were here to speak for themselves, 
they would scorn to reply to any indignity cast 
upon them from such a quarter—they would scorn 
to notice the remarks or the individual from whom 
they proceeded. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must re- 
frain from indulging in personalities. 

Mr. McMULLEN (resuming.) Sir, the honor- 
able member from Ohio, laboring apparently under 
great excitement, appealed to gentlemen on all 
sides, to be allowed the privilege of addressing the 
committee. The privilege was granted him, and 
how has he requited the favor? Why, sir, he has 
been pleased to pay his especial respects to the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent; 
but | will say to the gentleman, and to the House, 
and the country, that Í do not represent that por- 
tion of Virginia which has been particularly 
charged with making slaves an article of traffic; 
and let me tell the gentleman also, that if he were 
to visit the part of Virginia which I represent, he 
would ‘there find as high-minded, as intelligent, 
and as honorable men as any upon this floor. The 
gentleman from Ohio boasts of the blood of the 
African that flows throw the veins of the white 
man. I would be glad if 1 could return the com- 
pliment. Sir, it is true that the high character of 
the blood of Virginia is recognized everywhere, 
whether it flows through the veins of the white or 
the black man. [A laugh.] Yes, sir, Virginia is 
the parent of heroes and of statesmen; and if the 
member from Ohio, who seems to have such a 
peculiar fondness for the colored race, should go 
into Virginia, he would be gratified to his heart’s 
content; he would be invited to associate ex- 
clusively with that race of which he is the peculiar 
friend and champion. And, sir, I dare say that 
those colored persons of whom he has so enthusi- 
astically spoken, are the descendants of the first 
families of Virginia. 

The falling of the Chairman’s hammer an- 
nounced the expiration of the five minutes, to 
which.the gentleman was entitled. 

Mr. EVANS next obtained the floor, and, the 
amendment having been withdrawn by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. McMuuzen,] he re- 
newed the motion to amend. 

Mr. FITCH, I submit to the Chair whether 
itis in order for a gentleman to move, and make 
a speech upon, a proposition which a short time 
ago the same gentleman ruled to be out of order. 
[A laugh.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland will proceed; he is in order. 

Mr. EVANS. This amendment is argued upon, 
as though it were intended to exclude free negroes 
from Oregon. But, sir, there is nothing contained 
in the amendment, or in any of the provisions 
of the bill, which prevents free negroes from going 
there. The only thing that is proposed, is, that 
we shall not give to them bounties for going there. 
It is proposed to give to white settlers bounties, 
and it is made a matter of astonishment with some 
gentlemen here that free negroes are not allowed 
to participate in these bounties. There is no pro- 
hibition—there is nothing whatever to prevent 
them from going there. Yet gentlemen seem to 
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go upon the supposition that there is some prohi- 


bition proposed here. If there be a prohibition 
at all it proceeds from the community of Oregon 
itself. They well know, sir, that they would find 
the presence of free negroes amongst them to bean 
evil, and they have therefore very properly exclu- 
ded them. It is impossible that they should be 
admitted to an equality of civil rights. It would 
be a good thing for us of the slaveholding States, 
if they were encouraged to go there by the offer of 
a grant of land; because it would at once induce 
emigration of that class of people to Oregon. The 
gentieman seems to think it a matter of great hard- 
ship, that we will not permit them to go there and 
participate in these bounties. What has the negro 
done, to entitle him to this favor? When the 
white man went there, he went in the midst of 
foes—he was subjected to much suffering and 
hardship. This is what the negro would ‘never 
encounter. And, by the way, I very much ques- 
tion the propriety of giving bounties to any others 
than those who have been the pioneers in the set- 
tlementof the country. There is but one opinion, 
I believe, as to the propriety of granting bounties 
to the hardy pioneers of the country—those through 
whose instrumentality, whose toil, the forests 
have been subdued; but where isthe black man 
who has ever planted his foot upon the soil of a 
new country for the purpose of redeeming it from 
a wilderness, and reducing it to a state of cultiva- 
tion ? 

His allotted time having expired— 

Mr. Evans withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed the motion to amend. 
And he did so, he said, for the purpose of making 
some observations upon it. He understood the 
effect of this proposition to be to obstruct the 
emigration of free negroes to Oregon—— 

Mr. BOWLIN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to explain? 

Mr. BAYLY. To obstruct the emigration of 
that class of persons by holding out no induce- 
ments for them to go there. 

Mr. BOWLIN, (Mr. Bayty yielding the floor.) 
In the debate yesterday, the Delegate from Oregon 
stated that there was a class of persons there who 
were virtually slaves. If there are such persons, 
it appears to me that they ought to be prohibited 
from receiving grants of public lands. This was 
the object of my amendment. 

Mr.BAYLY, (resuming.) I am utterly opposed 
to placing any obstruction in the way of free ne- 
groes going to Oregon; because } am prepared ‘to 
show that it is in violation of the spirit of the or- 
dinance of 1787, which is ingrafted upon that 
country. Itis an unquestionable fact in history, 
that about the time of the ordinance of 1787 there 
was a strong feeling in Virginia in favor of eman- 
cipation; and the obstruction in the way of eman- 
cipation was, that there was no place to which 
the liberated negroes could be sent; and it was a 
potent argument used in Virginia to reconcile the 
people of that State to the ordinance, that the 
Northwestern Territory by virtue of it would be 
made an asylum for the free people of color. 
The ordinance was accordingly adopted, and it 
has been applied expressly to Oregon. And I 
say it would be a violation of the spirit of that 
ordinance to take away from Virginia the very 
inducement which influenced her to agree to it. 

Mr. BAYLY then withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN renewed the motion to amend, 
merely for the purpose, he said, of making one 
observation, and it was this, that the gentleman 
from Virginia, in his estimation, wholly miscon- 
ceived the effect of the proposition which was 
now pending. 

_Mr. BAYLY. I did notknow what the propo- 
sition was. I merely desired an opportunity to 
make the remarks which I have made. 

Mr.GREEN. The proposition is, that bounty 
lands shall not be given to any other than free 
white persons, It was well explained by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland; and I had supposed that 
there was no gentleman in the House who misun- 
derstood it. But we are met now by a most ex- 
traordinary argument. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope no one understands me 
as advocting theamendment, I only moved it for 
the purpose of making a speech. 

Mr. GREEN. | It is that which constitutes my 
surprise. It is because the gentleman does not 
advocate it that fam astonished. Does he wish 
to place the blacks and whites upon an equality? 


The gentleman does not certainly desire this; and 
I am satisfied, therefore, that if the gentleman 
would take the trouble to examine the subject, he 
would be in favor of it. 

Mr. CONRAD. Will the gentleman allow me 

toask him whether whites and blacks are upon an 
equality now, as regards the right to hold prop- 
erty? 
Mr. GREEN. Blacks have the right to hold 
property, and, even, if you adopt this amendment, 
it will not take away their right to hold property 
in Oregon. But does not the gentleman.know that 
there is a vast difference between the right to hold 
property, under legal acquisition, by purchase or 
inheritance, and a right to hold property that 
comes to him in the form of a donation? If the 
gentleman does not understand the distinction, it 
will be in vain for me to attempt to explain it to 
him. Does he not know the difference between 
dealing out bounties by the Government to induce 
the blacks to settle there, and the principle of Jaw 
which secures to them theenjoyment of their legal 
acquisitions? This principle of law exists in 
Oregon, as well as in Missouri or Louisiana. But 
that is not the question before the committee. The 
question is this.» We propose to give to the white 
settlers in Oregon donations of land. Shall we 
give the ‘same donations to the blacks? Shall we 
elevate them to an equality with the whites? Shall 
we countenance the principle contended for by the 
gentleman from Ohio—the principle of amalgama- 
tion? Shall we mix the races? Shall we econ- 
found them in our legislation, or our political ac- 
tion? Let the common judgment of the country 
give the response. The principal reason why I 
have sought an opportunity to make these remarks 
is because I believed that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had misunderstood the character of the prop- 
osition before the committee. 

Mr. CARTTER, Will the geñtleman withdraw 
the amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly, sir, I withdraw it. 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 now renew the motion. I 
am in favor, sir, of this amendment. It provides, 
as I understand it, that white settlers who are citi- 
zens of the United States, or who are in prospect 
of becoming such, shall receive donations of pub- 
lic lands. And there is a class of persons there, 
denominated half-breeds; these will not be affected 
by this amendment. With this construction Lam 
in favor of it. ‘The people of the Territory of Ore- 
gon, for a very good reason, doubtless, are endeav- 
oring to guard themselves against the intrusion of 
the blacks into that territory, and the mingling of 
the African race with the Indians, as well as with 
the whites; which, if permitted, would lead to an 
association in civil rights in the community; and 
the people of the territory have the supreme power 
of determining their rights. And I hold that 
we ought not to fix upon them a restriction against 
which they themselves rebel. But Iam in favor 
of the amendment for another reason; and it is 
this: The granting of the public domain to 
blacks, in this instance, would be a stepping stone 
to systems of a similar character, that would de- 
feat what I regard as the only relief to this nation, 
in connection with the slavery of the African race. 
I sympathize with them deeply; but I have no 
sympathy for them in a common residence with > 
the white race. God has ordained, and no human 
law can contravene the ordinance, that the two races 
shall be separate and distinct; and if the blacks 
would occupy a position of equality with the white 
race, it must be, not by commingling with the 


| whites, but by a separation from them. They 
i must exist separately. 


l will vote against any 
measure that has a tendency to prolong their com- 
mon residence in this Confederacy, or any portion 
of it. I am opposed to tolerating a common resi- 
dence in the free States for another reason. It 
affords an opportunity to the holders of this kind 
of property to throw off into the free States their 
worthless, worn out, and decrepit slaves; making 
the free States a kind of safety-valve, by which to 
rid themselves of the incumbrance of their super- 
fluous black population, for the better preservation 
of the remainder and the perpetuating of an insti- 
tution that | regard as damning upon the prosper- 
ity of this country. My own State has a law— 
and every State in the Union oughtto have a simi- 
lar one—-which is calculated to separate the races: 
for the only relief for this country, upon this ques- 
tion—if this continent is destined to be the home 
of free democracy and the legitimate inheritance 
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of the Anglo-Saxon blood—the only relief is ob- 
tained, by a total separation of domicile between 
the two races. It is for this reason, sir, for the 
reason that I do not wish to see the free territories 
of the United States become a common alms-house 


and the receptacle for the superannuated and 


worthless free blacks of the South, that I will 
vote to relieve the people of Oregon from the curse 
of acommon domicile of the two races. 

Mr. CARTTER then withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD. I do not rise to oppose 
granting lands to the citizens who underwent the 
hardships of settling first in the Territory of Ore- 
gon, but to say something for my own. constitu- 
ents who are without lands. I rise toask why it is 
that a bill has been framed and supported here by 
so many members, ‘to give away” large tracts 
of the choice land in Oregon, to Whites, Indians, 
and Negroes, when this same Congress for up- 
wards of thirty years has refused to citizens of 
other States (my constituents among them) even 
small pieces of mountain and barren lands, unless 
they first pay the full price demanded for good 
and ? 

I readily admit that the first settlers in Oregon, 
who defended the country from the Indians, should 
have lands granted them; but are they more en- 
titled thereto than the thousands of white citizens 
who settled Alabama under like circumstances; 
who not only had to contend with the fiercest 
savages, but many of them, with the very army, 
sir, which fired this house and left it in ruins? 
Why, I ask, cannot these have the poor, places 
upon which they live given to them? They will 
put up with small tracts ; yes, sir, with less pieces 
of poor lands than you propose to give to ne- 
groes and half-breed Indians in Oregon; and 
why continue to refuse them, and give away to 
others? Up to this time you have refused to re- 
duce and graduate these poor waste lands, and 
let them be sold at their true value; and why, I 


ask, this preference to this northwestern posses- || 


sion? 

I shall not, sir, enter intoa debate with the 
gentleman from Ohio, next me, [Mr. Carrter,] 
who is opposed to permitting free blacks to locate 
among his constituents. {I believe the citizens of 
his State have usually preferred the runaway slaves 
It is, however, a matter of taste, which 1 have 
no right to dispute, when not indulged at the ex- 
pense of my constituents. Nor have I the slight- 
est idea of engaging with a gentleman from the 
same State, further off, [Mr. Guppines,] who 
personates the sentiment which is sovereign in 
this Union—a sentiment which now proposes to 
give away lands in large tracts without any price, 
to negroes and Indian half-breeds, and refuses to 
sell it to your worthiest citizens and defenders, 
unless they pay more than double its value. 

Being allowed but five minutes to express my 
opinions, and having called attention to the hard 
treatment which my constituents have heretofore 
received at your hands, and knowing that they 
are wholly at your mercy and in your power, I 
conclude by begging that you will treat them bet- 
ter in the future. 

Mr. MARSHALL inquired what the pending 
amendment was? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the proposed 
amendment was to insert the word ‘* white” be- 
fore the word “ settler,” and the words “ Ameri- 
can half-breeds included” after the words public 
lands,” in the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
` The question being on this amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. EVANS asked for tellers. - 

Mr. MARSHALL inquired if it -would be in 
order to move to strike out a part of the proposed 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it would not be 
in order. A 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, inquired of the 
Chair whether it would be in order to move to 
amend that part of the original bill which the 
committee proposed to strike out? . 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the Chair con- 
sidered the proposition of the committee to strike 
out and insert as being indivisible. 

Mr. MASON. Is it in order to separate the 
two portions of the proposed amendment to the 
commiittee’s amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that they may be divided. 


* 


meer 


Mr. MASON. 1 ask, then, for a division of the 
question, . Decca 

The question was. then put upon the first part 
of the amendment to the amendment, viz: to in- 
sert the word ‘ white,” and tellers having been 
ordered, Messrs. WALLACE, of South Carolina, 
and Jounson, of Kentucky, were appointed to act 
as such. ae Rj 

The tellers reported 68 in the affirmative and 
5lin the negative. 

So the first portion of the amendment was 
adopted. é 

The question then recurred on the second branch 
of the amendment to the amendment, viz: to insert 
the words “ American half-breeds included,” and 
upon this branch of ‘the amendment the tellers 
(Messrs. OcLe and Warpno) reported 77 in the 
affirmative and 38 in the negative. 

So the second branch of the amendment was 
adopted. 

The question recurring on the amendment as 
amended, 

Mr. JONES proposed further to amend the 
section by inserting after the word “ fifty” in the 
eighth line, the word ‘‘three,’? so as to make it 
read ‘ before the first day of December, 1853.” 

The CHAIRMAN stated that before the prop- 
osition could be received and acted upon, the 
question must be taken upon agreeing to the 


amendment of the Committee on Public Lands. 


as amended, inasmuch as the gentleman’s pro- 
posed amendment related to a different part of the 
section. 

Mr. DUNHAM proposed to amend the amend- 
ment made yesterday on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, (Mr. Marsuatt,] by insert- 
ing after the word “citizen,” the following, “ or 
who shall make such declaration, on or before the 
first day of December, 1851.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. My object in proposing this 
amendment is this 

Mr. JONES, (interposing.) That is the same 


i! amendment which I offered and which was ruled 


out of order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir, it is not the same. 
My object in offering the amendment is this. 
There are undoubtedly persons settled in the fer- 
ritory of Oregon who are not American citizens, 
and who, under the present provision of this bill, 
would be excluded from its benefits, although they 
are disposed to become American citizens if an op- 
portunity were afforded them of complying with the 
necessary forms. Itis well known that foreigners 
aor the most part come into the country poor, and 
that their attention for some years is directed to 
getting alivelihood for their families, and that they 
are very apt to neglect making a declaration of in- 
tention to become citizens of the United States. 
There are some now in this situation in the Ore- 
gon Territory. This law cannotreach there until 
Jate in the autumn of this year, or perhaps not until 
next spring. They cannot, therefore, have time 
to make their declaration and become citizens ac- 
cording to this provision of the bill as it now stands, 
in time to avail themselves of the bounty of this 
Government. The object of the amendment which 
I bave offered, is to extend the time for making 
their declaration of intention to become citizens 
until December, 1851. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of 
the géntleman from Indiana, [Mr. Donaam,] and 
it was adopted. : 

Mr. SACKETT. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing after the word < white,” in the fifth line, the 
words ‘or colored,” so as to admit of the dona- 
tion to colored as well as white settlers and occu- 


ants. 
j The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion, 
that inasmuch as the adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman would restore that 
part of the section to the condition in which it 
stood before the insertion of the word “ white,” it 
is not in order. 

Mr. SACKETT. If that is the decision of the 
Chair, Ishall be compelled to take an appeal. The 
Chair will allow me to suggest what seems to have 
escaped his attention; that since the insertion of 
the word ‘‘white,’’ the words ‘* American half- 
breed Indians” have been also inserted. 

The question being put, ‘ Shall the decision of 


i the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 


tee?” it was decided in the affirmative. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
The question was then taken on agreeing to the 


amendment as amended, and it was.decided.in 
affirmative. vef eye ae 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted. , eet 

Mr. THURSTON proposed to. move an amend- 
ment in section eleven, line three... is 

The CHAIRMAN stated. that such an amend- 
ment was not yet in order, the committee not hay- 
ing reported that part of the bill, ae oon 
: The fourth section still being under considera». 
1on— f ‘ Boye Er a 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, inquired of the C 
man whether the phraseology ‘settler or. occus 
pant,” (in the words proposed by the Committee 
on Territories to be inserted at the commencement. 
of the section,) might not include others than white 
settlers? i 

The CHAIRMAN said he could not undertake 
to give a construction to the language for the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. COBB, to avoid any such difficulty, moved 
to strike out the word “or,” and insert, in liew 
thereof “ and.” ae 

The CHAIRMAN said that the amendment 
was out of order at this time. , 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the eleventh line, 
by striking out “ one-half,” and inserting “‘ one- 
quarter;”’ so as to.proyide for the grant of onea 
quarter. section, and make other amendments, in. 
subsequent. lines, to. conform to this... p; 4 ; 

Mr. JONES said he had an amendment which, 
relating to the eighth line, would come in before - 
the gentleman’s. He moved, in the eighth line, 
to insert ‘‘three,’’ after ‘‘ fifty;”? so asto read 
‘¢ who shall become a resident thereof on or before 
first day of December, 1853,” &c. 

Mr. J.’s amendment was received, and the ques- 
tion being on its adoption— r 

Mr. JONES said the amendment he proposed 
would secure the benefits of this provision to all 
those embraced within it who might go to Oregon 
and become settlers upon the public lands, on or 
before the 1st of December, 1853. As the section. 
now stood, its benefits were secured only to those 
settlers who were already there, or who might go 
there prior to the Ist day of December next, 
Now it would be impossible for the citizens of any 
State or Territory on this side of the mountains to, 
go to Oregon and avail themselves of the benefits 
of this section before the Ist day of December 
next.. He wished to prolong the time for three 
years, 80. that persons on. this: side of the moun- 
tains might have the opportunity of making their 
arrangements and removing to- that country in 
time to avail themselves ofthe benefits of this. sec- 
uon. 

Messrs. STANTON, of Kentucky, and EVANS, 
of Maryland, addressed the Chairman. ; 

The CHAIRMAN stated that no remarks or 
amendments were in order pending the amend+ 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones.] boda 

Mr. JONES withdrew his amendment. jot 

Mr. EVANS, who was recognized, said. he 
would yield the floor if the gentleman. [Mr. Jones] 
had withdrawn his amendment. i 

Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment to the 
same, (the 8th line,) to strike out ‘£ December’? 
and insert *‘July,’’ so as to extend the benefits of 
this provision to any one who should become & 
resident in Oregon before the Ist of July next. 
The principle upon which he- would vote these 
bounties was this: He was for giving them (if at 
all) to those pioneers who had borne the brunt, 
who had gone forward and first settled that, new 
country. He was in favor of giving to the pio- 
neers the principal, if not the only, benefits of 
grants of land. e was not for holding out, as a 
matter of speculation, prospective bounties to those 
who might hereafter go and squat upon the public 
lands. If they passed this section, extending it 
for.three years, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
had proposed, or even extending it to next De- 
cember. the consequence would be, that compa- 
nies would go for hire, at so much per month, to 
squat upon the public lands and secure the bounty 
for the speculators who hired them. eT 

Mr. THURSTON (Mr. Scuexcr yielding) ex- 
plained that there was an express provision af, the 
bill preventing any speculative operation of this 
kind, and requiring the settler to take. oath before 
a coart of record. that he settled upon. the Jand in 
good faith for. himself and rendering him Hable to 
the pains and penalties of perjury if he made a 
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claim’ to bounty lands for any other person. The ; 
bill was drawn up in its present form limiting 
the period within which settlement must be made | 
in order to avail the settler of these grants to Ist 
December, 1850, at his suggestion, and that time 
was fixed with the simple object of providing for | 
_acorfipany of emigrants from Virginia who were | 
now on their way to the territory. 

Mr. SCHENCK. said he was aware that the: 
grants were attempted to be hedged around by | 
oaths; but our laws required too many officiel 
oaths; we had heretofore had oaths of this kind 
provided in our preémption laws to prevent illegal 
squatting, and they had too frequently proved like 
cobwebs.» At any rate, he was not disposed to 
multiply provisions of this “kind, holding- out 
temptations to perjury. He feared that if they 

assed a provision of this kind, whereby a large ! 

ounty (and this was large) was held out a num- 
ber of years or even of months in advance, they 
would in effect be saying to the speculators and 
capitalists throughout the country, Get together 
from the purlieus of the cities or elsewhere men 
whose oaths are like dicers’ oaths, little to be re- 
garded; send them oat to this territory, and squat 
them upon the finest lands, and you will thus for 
a song become the owners of a princely domain. 
The section might not have this effect, he admit- | 
ted; but he wanted to take away all temptations | 
to doing such a thing—to cut off the possibility of | 
it. If bounty land was to be given, let it bei 
given to the hardy pioneer, to the men who led ; 
the van of immigration and settlement in that | 
new country; and let it be confined to them, asa 
compensation for their services and hardships in 
opening up the country to settlement and laid the 
foundation for its becoming a State at no distant 
day. : 

Again: in another section a prospective bounty | 
was given to those who should become settlers | 
after 1850, but it was a bounty of less amount. | 
He proposed, therefore, if any bounty was to be | 
given to subsequent settlers, not to give the largest 
bounty, to offer a reduced prospective bounty, 
and thus diminish the temptation to speculators 
employing a rabble of loafers to squat upon the 
public lands, and secure the bounty to those 
whose tools they were. He therefore adhered to 
his amendment, and should ask that a vote be 
taken upon it. | 

Mr. MARSHALL suggested to Mr. Scnexcr | 
that if they inserted “July,” it would be likely į 
to cut off emigrants who were now on their way. | 

Mr. SCHENCK said the time could be ex- | 
tended then two or three months. | 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend | 
the amendment of Mr. Scnencx, by striking out | 
“July”? and inserting “May.” He did so (he 
said) for the purpose of giving a history of the 
origin of the provision granting bounties to settlers | 
in Oregon. It had originated with the Committee | 
oa Public Lands, in the 30th Congress. He was 
a member of that committee; he believed he had 
introduced it there.” He wanted to tell the com- | 
mittee the reason of it. It was nota part of the : 
*« vote-yourself-a-farm’’ policy; nor was it the | 
pian of scheming politicians who wanted to giv 
away the public lands for their own personal ag 
grandizement. It was introduced as some com- 
pensation to the hardy pioneer who conquered the , 
territory—not as an inducement to others to go 
there, but as a reward to those why had gone and 
won for us that priceless jewel. They ought to 
be cautious about going further in giving away the 
public lands, until they gave away the whole of 
them. There would be a plan brought before 
them this session to give them all away: he should 
vote against it. 

He recurred to the history of the action of | 
the Committee on Public Lands, in the 30th | 
Congress, in connection with this subject—giving | 
the views of certain members of that committee, | 
especially of the present Postmaster General, | 
who was then its chairman—a gentleman, he | 
said, more intimately acquainted with the his- | 
tory of the public lands and the proper policy re- | 
specting them than any gentleman whom he (Mr. | 
E.) had met in Congress. He said, that commit- | 
tee, after due deliberation, had fixed upon the | 
bounty and the time within which it was to be | 
granted—which were adopted in this bill. He } 
(Mr. E.) had at first been in favor of extending 


the time to 1855, but had subsequently become 


convinced that to the Ist December, 1850, was || 


Jong enough. He considered it important that į 
they should adhere to the principle that this land | 
should be given as a bounty only to those-who | 
had gone outand conquered the territory. It was 
now a very easy matter to run across the Isthmus 
of Panama, and thence by splendid steamers up 
to Oregon, and get these lands for nothing, (if the 
the time of granting the bounties was to he ex- 
tended.) Men who went to Oregon in this way, 
for purposes of speculation, did not deserve the 
bounty. It was the men who, like the honorable 
gentleman from Oregon, had gone to the territory 
ander circumstances of- peculiar difficulty and 
hardship; the men. who bad crossed the continent, 
encountered the eternal snows of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, suffered everything which men could en- 
dure in getting to that promised land, and who 
had won the territory for us, who deserved the 
reward; and not those who, at this late day, 
crossed the Isthmus, and sailed comfortably up the 
Pacific coast to Oregon, and squatted upon the 
fine lands for speculative purposes. 

He withdrew his amendment. i 

Mr. FITCH renewed the motion to amend, 
The provision of the bill as it now stands, is to 
operate on such as may become residents before 
December. Hetrusted that December would not be 
stricken out. The amendment proposed would 
exclude from the benefit of the provision all who 
are now on their way to form settlements in Ore- 
gon, who ought to come under its operation. He 
hoped, therefore, that the motion of thegentieman 
from Ohio would not be perserved in. He then 
withdrew the motion to amend. 

Mr. CONRAD renewed the motion to amend. 
He preferred the bill as it now stands, to theamend- | 
ment of the gentlemam from Ohio. He appre- | 
hended that the adoption of that amendment would 
have the effect of embarrassing titles. Combina- 
tions may be formed, the effect of which would be | 
to defeat the object of the bill. He took it to be 
the object of this bill to encourage a speedy settle- 
ment of this territory, in order that it may be 
placed in a condition to defend itself against the 
Indians, and thus enable the Government to protect 
the, territory at less cost than if it was compelled 
to bring troops into the territory for that purpose. 

The CHAIR suggested to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, that he was speaking against his own 
amendment, and therefore, that his remarks were 
out of order. 

Mr. CONRAD said, he would merely add, that | 
the bill requires four years settlement and cultiva: } 
tion before the persons designated could claim the 
benefit of the bill. 

The question was then put on the motion to 
amend, by striking out the word “ December,” 
and inserting the word ** May,” and was decided į 
in the negative, 

The proposition of Mr. Scuenck to insert 
July”? was also rejected. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved an amendment which 
he subsequently withdrew. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
fourth section by striking out in the eleventh line 
the word “ half,” and inserting “ quarter; and in 
line twelve by striking out the words “ three hun- 
dred and twenty,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “one hundred and sixty;” and by in- 
serting in line fifteen the word “ half,” between 
the words “one section;” and by striking out the 
words ‘six hundred and forty,” and inserting the 
words ‘‘ three hundred and twenty;’’ so that the 
bounty offered should be one-half of the amount 
of that contained in the section as it now stands. 

He had no knowledge of the opinion of the 
committee on that subject, but there was evidence 
enough of a disposition all round to dispose of the 
public lands very soon. And if we are to be too 
bounuful to those who make the first draft upon 
them, the railroad companies and other applicants 
who will be pressing on us from every quarter, 
will not be able to get all that they want. Oregon 
will soon be left without enough lands to sup- 
ply her settlers; and the soldiers who are entitled 
to their bounty lands will not beable to find lands 
to satisfy their warrants. He was satisfied that 
we should be liberal enough if we give one-half 
what is provided by the bill. This was what he 
voted for in committee last session, and which he 
was ready to vote for again to-day, ‘ 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he was satisfied 
that there was no quorum present. Ele moved 


The question being put, the motion was nega- 
tived. 

Tellers being demanded on the motion of Mr. 
Coss to amend, Mr. Mason and Mr. Fow.er 
were appointed tellers. 

The question was deci 
the noes were counted, 

Mr. SACKETT moved to amend the section in 
line twenty, by inserting after the word “office” 
the following words: ‘* And no interest in the part 
so held by the wife in her own right, shall be 
liable for, or subject to sale upon the debts of her 
husband.” 

He would make but a momentary explanation, 
The half of the land deseribed is by the bill given 
to the wife in her own right. But the effect of 
this provision might be practically defeated by a 
tule of common law which allows the property 
to pass from her, under certain circumstances, at 
the death of the husband. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to amend the section in 
line twenty-nine, by inserting an amendinent pro- 
viding that unless a foreigner shall have taken the 
final oath, under the naturalization laws, to make 
him a citizen, he shall forfeit all claim to the land, 
which shall revert to the United States. 

The object of this amendment was to prevent 
those who did not desire to become naturalized 
citizens of the United States, from participation in 
the benefit of this law. In his opinion, the public 
lands ought not to be given away to aliens. 

Mr. SACKETT objected to the amendment, 
that its effect would be to cut off nearly all who 
have hitherto settied in the territory. If the mover 
of the amendment would extend it to one year, it 
would be better. 

Mr. DUNHAM said, the amendment gave am- 
ple time to all those who were now there to be- 
come citizens by the time specified. His only 
object was to provide for those who had already 
settled in the territory. The next section makes 
sudicient provision for those who may come there 
hereafter. This amendment gives ample time for 
those who are now there to avail themselves of 


ded in the negative ‘before 


i the provisions of the bill, although they may not 


that the committee rise. 


do it for two ycars. While he had every dispo- 
sition to extend the most generous treatment to 
individuals from all nations, whenever they may 
come and present themselves for admission as 
naturalized citizens, he would not be willing to 
open the door for persons who might come here 
for mere speculative objects, to take up a tract of 
land, and then put it into the market for sale, 
without contributing anything towards the culti- 
vation and improvement of the territory.. 

Mr. SACKETT said, the amendment would 
cut off a portion of settlers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How? 

Mr.SACKETT. Because it would take five 
years to come within its provisions. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said, that if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would permit him, he would 
suggest a modification which he thought would 
fally meet the views of the mover, and would 
obviate the objection of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. DUNHAM repeated, that it was not his 
object to hold out inducements to such persons ag 
might hereafter settle in the territory, but to those 
who are now there, If they take the first oath, i? 
they are now in the territory, the five years would 
be running on from the time the biil is passed. 

_ Mr. MARSHALL rose to suggest a modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNHAM expressed a willingness to re- 
ceive any suggestion. . 

Mr. CONRAD asked when the five years were 
to commence ? 

Mr. DUNHAM replied, From this time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, said, that if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would consent to withdraw 
his amendment, he would submit one, in the fol- 
lowing words, to come in the twenty-ninth line 
after the word “ Oregon,” viz: ‘t but before any 
patent Shall issue, the patentee shall become a citi- 
zen of the United States.” This, he thought, 
would effect the object of the mover, and sausfy 
those who had doubts as to the operation of his 
proposition. 

Mr. MARSHALL said, he proposed to offer 
an amendment as a modification of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNHAM assented. 


* 
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Mr. HARRIS inquired whether it was in order 
for thegentleman from Kentucky to offeran amend- 
ment while the one he offered was pending? 

The CHAIR said he understood the gentleman 
from Indiana as accepting the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky as a modification of his 
amendment. i 

Mr. MILLER moved that the committee rise, 
but, after some hesitation, consented to withdraw 
the motion. 


Mr. MARSHALL then moved to amend the || 


section by inserting the following words; which 
were accepted by Mr. Dunnam as a modification 
of his amendment, to come in the fourth section, 
after the word ‘ Oregon:” 


« Provided, That no alien shall be entitled to a patent to 
land donated by this act, until he shajt produce to the sur- 
veyor general of Oregon record evidence that his naturaliza- 
tion as a citizen of the United States has been completed 3 
but if any alien, having made his declaration of intention to 
become a citizen of the United States after th: passage of 
this act, shall die before his naturalization shall be com- 
pleted, the possessory right acquired by kio under the pro- 
visions of this act shall descend to his heirs at Jaw, or pass ; 
to his devisees, to whom, as the case may he, the patent 
shall issue: Provided, nevertheless, Transfers of title to land 
situated in Oregon by an alien or aliens, to each other, 
heretofore made, shall be of no force or effect, except as 
herein otherwise provided.” 


Mr. THURSTON intimated a hope that this 
amendment would be adopted. 


The question was then put, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


3 


The next amendment in order, was that reported jj 


by the Committee on the Public Lands, inserting | 
in the twenty-ninth line of the fourth section the 
following proviso: 

“ Provided, however, That this section shall not beso con- 
strued as to allow th -laiming posseszory right, under the 
treaty with Great Br , relative to the Oregon Territory, 
to claim botb under this grant and the treaty, but merely to 
secnre them the election, and confine them to a single grant 
of land.” i 

“Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend | 
this amendment by striking out the word “ posses- | 
sory,” which he regarded as rendered unnecessary 
by the language of the next section, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment before the last was agreed 
to. He desired to point out the mischievous char- | 
acter of that amendment, as it prevented all who 
had not perfected their naturalization papers from 
holding their lands. i 

Mr. MARSHALL inquired if his amendment : 
had not been adopted? ' 

The CHAIR decided the motion to reconsider | 
out of order at this time. | 

Mr. POTTER remarked, that if the bill thus | 
amended went to the House, and the previous | 
guestion should arrest any amendment there, the | 
effect would be, that a number of the present set- | 

f 


tlers would be defrauded of their lands. He would, | 
therefore, if the motion to reconsider was out of: 
order, move to strike out the whole of the fourth | 
section. 

The CHAIR stated that this motion could not | 
be made while a motion to amend the section was | 
under consideration, as the friends of the bill had | 
the right to make it as perfect as possible. i 

Mr. POTTER inquiredif there was any motion 
to amend pending? 

- The CHAIR replied that the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands was 
under consideration. s 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the amendment ! 
of the committee in line twenty-nine by inserting 
immediately preceeding it, the following words: 

« Provided, further, Thatin all cases provided forin this sec- 
tion, the donation shall be confined to and embrace the land 
actually occupied and cultivated.” j 

On looking carefully into this section, he had 
some doubts whether it ought to be amended as | 
proposed. At all events it required to be carefully | 
guarded. Donations ought in his opinion to be | 
confined to lands which wereactually settled. And 
inorder that there should be no doubt on this point, 
he had offered this amendment. 

Mr. CONRAD thought the phraseology of the 
amendment was somewhat imperfect, and did not 
exactly carry out the views of the mover. 

Mr. VINTON explained that his object was 
that all the donations to be made shall be on | 
lands actually settled, so that no land should be | 
granted away which is already occupied, where | 
there isa settlement. 

After some consultation, Mr. Vinton adopted 


‘| selves disappointed in their expectations as to the 


! laration of his intention to become a citizen before 


| western States of the Union, and had become 


the modification suggested by the gentleman from 
‘Louisiana, and it was read, as follows: : 

“ Provided, further, That in all eases provided for in this 
section the donation shall embrace the land actually occu- 
pied and cultivated by the settler thereon.” i 

Mr. SACKETT suggested a farther alteration. 

Bhi VINTON declined to make any other 
change. aaa E 

Mr. STANLY moved that the committee rise, 
but withdrew the motion at the suggestion of 

Mr. THURSTON, who stated that if the bill 
did not pass to-day, he was assured on high au- | 
thority that it would lose its place on the calendar. 
In that case the people of Oregon would find them- 


relief which Congress was disposed to give them. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Vinton, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out in the 
twenty-ninth line of the fourth section the word 
“however” after the word “provided,” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ also’’—which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to amend the section 
by inserting a provision to prohibit any person 
from perpetrating a fraud on the Government, by 
the employment of agents to purchase lands which 
might be afterwards held by others than those le- 
gally entitled to them. It was read, as follows: 


“Provided, further, That all contracts hy any person or 
persons entitled to the benefit of this act, for the sale of the 
Jand to which he or they may be entitled under this act, be- 
fore he or tbey have received a patent therefor, shali be 
void. 


Mr. THURSTON said that ten was. already 
guarded against by the provisions of the bill. 

The motion to amend was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of-Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise and report the bill. 

The motion was decided in the negative. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands was then agreed to. 

Mr. POTTER moved to strike out the whole of 
the fourth section. An amendment had been incorpo- 
rated in this section, providing that no person shall į 
secure a deed for any tract of land until he shall 
have become a naturalized citizen of the United 
States. Now every one who is acquainted with 
the extent and character of the Oregon Territory, 
must be able to comprehend the difficulty of travel- 
ing hundreds of miles, over rough, mountainous, 
and uninhabited wilds, with two witnesses, in 
order to prove before some court that he has re- 
sided in the Territory for the required term of five 
years, and is entitled to the benefit of this bill. 
He thought it ought to be considered by the native 
Americans as going quite far enough, when the 
bill insists that each person shall have filed a dec- 


he could obtain his land. There were probably 
not more than two courts in the whole of this ex- 
tensive territory, 

Mr. THURSTON said there were two courts | 
in the Territory, and each of these held two terms 
a year. 

Mr. POTTER resumed. There then was a | 
territory extending back, as we had been informed | 
by the Delegate from Oregon, about a thousand 
miles, and it has ten courts for its law business. 
It would take no inconsiderable time over such a 
country to traverse the intervals which lie between 
these remote courts. Efe condemned the principle | 
which denied a man the right to hold property be- 
fore he becomes a naturalized citizen. It was a 
principle which was altogether abandoned in the 


obsolete in New York and others of the Atlantic 
States. When an individual has put in a declara- 
tion of his intention to become a citizen, he is 
invested with the right to buy and hold property. 
And this ought to be enough to satisfy Oregon. 
There are the Hungarian refugees, who will prob- 
ably soon come here for a grant of the public 
lands, and he had no doubt that there would be 
found philanthropy enough in this House to give 
them what they ask, without exacting even this 
declaration from them. Other foreigners there are 
also who have good claims to be regarded as com- 
petent and worthy to receive the same privilege. | 
He hoped, therefore, that no such odious proposi- 
tion would be incorporated in the bill. If it should 
remain there, he would vote against the bill. 

He withdrew his motion. 

Mr. CROWELL said he would renew the 
motion, for the purpose of saying a few words in 


í 
i 
i 
i 
i 
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reply-to his colleague. It appeared to him. ihat 
there was sufficient reason for the insertion of the“ 
provision. ; se HLI 

The CHAIR considered that, as the gentleman 
was about to speak in opposition to his own 
motion, his remarks were out of order. f 

“Mr. CROWELL said he would then content 
himself with withdrawing the motion. l 


Mr. MeCLERNAND asked that the section 


should be reported. - om Ba 

The section was then read by the Clerk.. 

Mr. BOWLIN, with a view to save time, moved 
to strike out all the proviso. He could not con- 
prehend any sufficient reason for the exclusion ‘of 
all foreigners from the benefit of this~bill. By 
retaining this proviso, we shall destroy the whole 
chain of titles of almost all the present occupants 
of the territory, who were all foreigners a short 
time ago. 

Mr. MARSHALL said that that was precisely 
the object he had in view in desiring the transfer 
of titles. As he understood it, the Hudson’s Bay 
company, after acquiring by treaty possessory 
rights, settled their servants. and members on the 
lands with an understanding that we would grant 
them preémption rights; and they entered on these 
lands with that understanding. ` í 

Mr. BOWLIN resumed. The Committee on 
Public Lands had made abundant ‘provision `in 
their. amendment: They provided that no: one 
should have a double claim—both’ under the’ bill 
and under the Oregon treaty. How’ many are 
there, he asked, of those who have been for the last 
twenty years occupants of the territory, who were 
native Americans? They were composed of all 
nations, and all the titles by which they held their 
lands would be thrown into confusion by the prop- 
ositions ingrafted on this bill. He hoped that the 
proviso, as it now stood, would be stricken out, 
and hereafter he would endeavor to get the pro- 
viso, as it was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, restored to the bill. í 

He withdrew his motion, ay 

Mr. FOWLER moved that the committee risè, 
but the motion wäs decided in the negative. 

Mr. SACKETT rose to renew the motion. to 
strike out. f KAS 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked what was the ‘ques- 
tion? feed 

The CHAIR. To strike out the provisos after 
line twenty-ninth of the fourth section. a 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. What was the motion’ of 
the gentleman from Ohio? be So 

The CHAIR. The motion ‘of the gentleman 
from Ohio was to strike out the whole section. ~ 

Mr. CLINGMAN submitted that it was not in 
order to move to strike out a part when there was 
a motion to strike out the whole section. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SACKETT (speaking on a pro forma. 
amendment) said he had been all alonga friend to 
this bill; he was in favor of granting the public 
land liberally to the hardy pioneers of our western 
border; but two provisions: had’ been ingrafted 
upon this section, that would, if ersisted. in, prë- 
vent his support of the bill. He‘should ‘never 
vote for a bill that contained the odious festtire 
this now containéd of diserimination aa to color, 
He would never sanction a principle that the 
bounties of the Government should be dealt out 
to a favored class. Let all be served alike, both 
white and black. There was no distinction in 
reason or in justice. The portion of the American 
people of a darker skin than our own, if they suf- 
fered the toils, the hardships, the privations of a 
life in the wilderness—if. they cultivated the lands 
of Oregon, were as well éntitled to the beneficent 
provisions of our laws as any other class. Far 
from me, sir, to seek to build up castes and 
ranks, one over another, or’ set one class above 
another, by any vote of mine in a law of this 
land. We have no right to make this distinc- 
tion, and if it is made in this bill, I shall do what 
I can to defeat the whole measure. This example 
in our early legislation for our western frontier is 
potential of much evil; and I for one protest against 
it at the very threshold. ; g 

The other offensive provision is nothing more 
nor less than Native-Americanism in disguise. 
Cover it up as you will, it is intended to prevent 
foreigners from securing the benefits of: this law, 
notwithstanding they may have complied with 
every provision of it, been inhabitants of the 
country, occupied and cultivated the Jand the same 
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as a native-born citizen. Sir, this is a kind of 
legislation I shall never uphold or vote for. When 
the Congress of this country turns a Native-Amer- 
ican assembly, to deal out partial legislation only 
to native-born citizens, by such injustice as is con- 
tained in this section, it is time we began to look 
to our condition. We are inviting the oppressed 
of other lands to our shores, to people our coun- 
try, and then propose to cut them off from equal 
rights and privileges. Sir, the place of birth has 
little to do with the merits of the settlers of this 
far-off country; and I, for one, will never bring in 
question the place of the nativity of those who clear 
away the forests, build the first cabins, and 
form the first border-settlements of the West. 
There is no streak of Native-Americanism in me. 
Tam for equal privileges toall; and if they cannot 
be secured in this bill, I hope it will be defeated. 

The question was then put on the motion of Mr. 
Bow, to strike out all the provisos to the fourth 
section; and it was determined in the negative— 
ayes 37, noes 89. $ 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to make a suggestion, 

No objection being made. 

Mr. W. proceeded. It wasquite obvious (hesaid) 
that a bill of this importance and of these detailed 
provisions in regard to the Oregon terrritory could 
not be finally acted upon to-day, by the usual hour 
of adjournment. here was’ hardly a quorum 
present; it was growing very dark in the Hall un- 
der the influence of an approaching storm; there 
was, he believed, a general willingness on his side 
of the House, and he hoped there would be on the 
other side, that the committee should rise, with 
the general understanding that this bill should be 
allowed to retain its place as a special order next 
week. 

There were general manifestations of assent and 
a few of dissent. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he was willing to agree 
to the arrangement proposed afier the committee 
should have taken the vote upon the pending ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOWLIN suggested to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Winrurop,] that the under- 
standing be, that the bill should be made the 
special order after the debate on the California 
message was terminated and that question was 
disposed of. 

Mr. WINTHROP stated that the honorable 
member from Oregon assented to the idea, that 
they. should rise and report the bill to the House, 
with a recommendation that it be made the special 
order next after the California question should 
have been disposed of. For himself (Mr. W.) he 
had no objection to this course being taken. 

Cries of t‘ Agreed.” 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, suggested to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, that the debate on 
the California bill, according to his recollection, 
was. to terminate on the second Tuesday in June, 
and that the bounty land bill had been made the 
special order for the third Tuesday in June; he 
was fearful if this Oregon bill were made the spe- 
cial order immediately after the disposition of the 
California question, it might interfere with the 
bounty land bill. 


The CHAIRMAN announced the question on jj 


the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Winraror,] that the committee rise. 
No objection being made— 


The question was taken, and decided in the af- į 


firmative. 
The committee accordingly rose. : 
Mr. STRONG (their chairman) reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the state of the Union, generally, 
under consideration, and particularly the bill “to 
create thg office of surveyor general of the public 


lands in Oregon,” &c., and had come to no con- | 


clusion, except an understanding that it be recom- 
mended to the House to make the said bill the 
special order of the day immediately succeeding 
the final disposition of the question growing out 
of the message of the President of the United States 
transinitting the constitution of California. 

Mr. JONES inquired if the Chairman was en- 
tirely correct in the report he had just made? His 


(Mr. J.’s) understanding was, that the commit- || 
tee, by general consent, had agreed to rise and re- | 


port the bill with the recommendation that it be 
made the special order next after the California 
question was disposed of, 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Srrone.) The Chair 
would inquire of the Chairman whether he report- 
ed the bill to the House? 

Mr. STRONG said he had been instructed by 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to report nothing, and he had reported noth- 
ing to the House. It might be proper for him to 
state, and he had stated, that there was a motion 
made in committee, that the committee rise and 
report a resolution making the bill they had had 
under cousideration relative tó Oregon the special 
order immediately afier the President’s message 
transmitting the constitution of California should 
be disposed of. The Chair, however, had only pro- 
pounded to the committee that which he believed 
alone to be within its province, viz: the motion 
that the committee rise. That was all the action 
that had been taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairman reports, then, 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union have had the state of the Union gener- 
ally under consideration and particularly the bill 
No. 250, and have come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STRONG moved that the bill which the 
committee had had under consideration (No. 250) 


! be made the special order immediately after the 


conclusion of the special order in regard to the 
President’s message transmitting the constitution 
of California. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that message is not 
a special order. That question has priority in 
committee, but it has never been made a special 
order by resolution of the House. 

Mr. STRONG. I move, then, that the bill i 
have referred to, relative to Oregon Territory, be 
made the special order immegiately after the Pres- 
ident’s message transmitting the constitution of 
California, and all incidental questions, shall have 
been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be en- 
tertained by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to a question of order. 
He wished to ask the Chair what was the condi- 
tion of this bill, (relative to surveys, &c., in Ore- 
gon)—whether the fact that it was now the latest 
unfinished business on the calendar did not leave 
it the first business in order whenever the House 
should again resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, unless there were 
special orders that took precedence? If the House 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, whether it should be on Monday, Tues- 
day, or Wednesday, he understood that this bill 
would be the first business in order, (being the 
unfinished business,) unless a special order was 
expressly assigned for that particular day, which 
would override it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, that 
the President's message transmitting the con- 
stitution of California, is not the special order, but 
has priority in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and would have had on yester- 
day and to-day but for the fact that the House had 
set apart these two days for the special considera- 
tion of the territorial business, These special orders 
having expired, in the opinion of the Chair, the 
President’s message transmitting the constitution 
of California resumes its position in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and is en- 
titled to consideration previously to this bill rela- 
tive to Oregon, or any other bill, unless it is made 
a special order for that particular day, or from day 
to day until disposed of. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I beg to suggest whether 
the latest unfinished business does not take prece- 
dence? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would have no 
hesitation in answering the question of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts affirmatively, but for the 
fact that this business becomes unfinished business 
by having been made a special order. This special 
order having expired, it loses its priority. 

Mr. WINTHROP. It ceases to be a special 
order, though I confess I do not see that it loses 
priority; however, I am not disposed te press the 
point at present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
properly itis not a point of order for the Chair 
to consider; but that it would be a question for the 
committee to decide. 

Mr, DUER. 1 wish to inquire of the Chair, if 


a majority of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union refuse to take up the California 
message, whether they may not take up this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would be improper for the 
Chair to decide points of this character, because 
they are legitimately questions for the decision of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Chair has no hesitation, however, 
in expressing his opinion, that the California 
message, being the first business in committee, 
would have to be announced as the first business in 
order; if the gentleman entitled to the floor upon 
that message should move to pass it by, or yield 
to allow such a motion to be made, and it should 
be agreed to, other business would come up in 
the order prescribed by the rules. - 

Mr. THURSTON. Do I understand the Chair 
to say that a majority of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union may take up 
the unfinished business in regard to Oregon when 
the House again goes into committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be un- 
derstood. When the House again goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in 
the opinion of the Chair the first business in order, 
unless some special order intervene, (and the Chair 
knows of none at this time,) will be the California 
message; if the member entitled to the floor on that 
question, should submit a motion to lay that bill 
aside and proceed to the consideration of other 
business, a majority of the committee could con- 
trol the order of their business to the extent of lay- 
ing aside that bill, when other business before the 
committee would have to be taken up in the order 
prescribed by the rules of the House. 

Mr. STRONG. I move, then, in obedience to 
what was, so far as I know he entire, uniform 
understanding of the committ€, that this bill be 


| made the special order for the day immediately 


succeeding that upon which the President’s mes- 
sage shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, (to Mr. STRONG) Af- 
ter the message and incidental questions shall have 
been disposed of? 

Mr. STRONG. Yes; and that the special order 
continue from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. I suppose that the 
intention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is, 
to make this bill the special order after the Cali- 
fornia bill shall have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania as offering a motion 
that the bill which the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union have had under consid- 
eration to-day, be made the special order for the 
day after, (turning to Mr. Srronc)—Does the 
gentleman name a day ? 

Mr. STRONG. Say the 12th of June. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, I rise to a question of 
order, I wish to know whether, if this bill be 
made the special order for that day, (12th June,) 
it would not take precedence of the California 
message, if that message and the questions grow- 
ong out of it should at that time be undisposed of? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. I object to its being 
made a special order for a particular day, then. 

Mr. STRONG said he would modify the mo- 
tion, then, and move to make the bill the special 
order for the day immediately succeeding that 
upon which the House should have made a final 
disposition of the President’s message transmitting 
the constitution of California, and that it continue 
the special order, from day to day, until disposed 


of, 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to the motion as 


being out of order at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated, that 
the motion could only be entertained by unani- 


! mous consent. 


The motion of Mr. Srrone, to make the bill a 
special order, was not, therefore, entertained. 


THE RECESS, AGAIN. 
Mr. HOUSTON rose to a privileged question. 


| He understood that the House had this morning 


adopted a resolution, that when they adjourned 
to-day, it should be to meet at eight o’clock to- 
morrow morning for the purpose of then adjourn- 
ing over two or three days to allow the proper 
officers to make summer arrangements in the Hall. 
He did not understand that a motion had been 
made to reconsider that vote. He now submitted 
that motion for this reason: That it had not been 
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customary for the House to adjourn for so shorta 
time-as that which was proposed. - It would not 
afford a sufficient opportunity to make the sum- 
mer arrangements, which he knew could not be 
made in less than four days. He knew that, at 
least, four days were necessary, from the fact that 
he had happened at the last session to serve upon 
the committee who had charge of this subject. 
The consequence would be, unless this vote was 
reconsidered, that the officers of the House would 
be obliged to proceed on Sunday with the arrange- 
ments of the Hall, expecting that the House 
would meet on Monday for. the transaction of 
business as usual. If, therefore, the House ex- 
pected the new arrangements to be completed by 
Monday, they would impose upon the officers of 
the House the necessity of working upon the Sab- 
bath. Besides, it was known to gentlemen that 
a very distinguished gentleman from Virginia 
(Bishop Campbell) was to preach in this Hal! on 
the Sabbath; and he hoped that no arrangement 
would be made to prevent the service. 

Mr. JONES said he understood that the arrange- 
ment would not interfere with the appointment of 
that gentlemen to preach here on the Sabbath; and 
if the summer arrangements should not be en- 
tirely completed on Monday, the House could 
then adjourn again. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish it to be understood— 
because I know it was not contemplated by the 
mover that this House adjourn again on Monday— 
that the arrangements cannot be completed by that 


time. This I know to be a fact from past expe- 
rience. 
Mr. BAYLY. I move to lay the motion to re- 


consider on the table, and I move that the House 
adjourn. 

he question was taken, and the motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. MASON asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files the papers of Jesse R. Jack- 
son, in order for their presentation at the Pension 
Office. 

The motion of Mr, Barty being agreed to, 

The House adjourned. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill granting the right of way over 
the public lands to the Missouri and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and donating land to the State of Missouri to aid in 
constructing a railroad from St. Louis to the western line 
of Missouri. 


PETIQJONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. CLEVELAND: The petition of A. ©. Lippett 
and 83 others, citizens of New London, Conn: ctieut, for 
the establishment of a marine hospital at that place. 

By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition of Charles H. Buxen- 
pets of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, for an increase 
of pension. 

hy Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Willis Wilkins. 

By Mr. PIPEMAN: The petition of William Harris and 
92 other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing Congress for an immediate modiffcation of existing tariff 
laws. 

Also, the petition of John ©. Lessig and 67 other citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for an 
inmediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Alsa, the petition of Jeremiah Reed and 53 other citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an immediate 
modification of existing tariff Jaws. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Pethenick and 57 other citi- 
zeus Of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking for an im- 
mediate medification of existing tariff Jaws, 

Also, the petition of William Hofman and 38 otber citi- 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
for an immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Levering and 49 other citi- 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
for an immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of Jobn Bolinger and 60 other citizens | 
of Schuy)kill county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress for an 
immediate modification of existing tariff laws. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A memorial signed by Nathan B. Ives, | 
M. D., and 6 others, members of the American Medical | 
Assoviation, asking that the grades of medical officers of the | 
navy shall have the same degree of rank, relatively, to offi- 
cers of the line in the navy, as corresponding grades of medi- 
cal officers in the army-now possess, according lo law. 

Also, one signed by James W. Thompson, M. D., and 12 
others, members of the convention for the revision of the 
Pharmacopeia, held at Washington, May 7, 1850, for the 
same object. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Thomas Miller and 69 
others, citizens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for such modification of the present tariff as shail secure | 
ample protection to our national interests against foreign | 
competition. 

Aiso, the petition of William Whiser and 22 others, for 
the same object. 


Also, the petition of George C.. Stoolfire and 26 others, fo 
the same object. ; é 


Also, the petition of Samuel Bigger and 33 others, for the 
same object. nue 


Also, the petition of John Ramsey and 44 others, for the 
same- object. 5 $ 


Also, the petition of James 8. Crawford and 45 others, for 
the same object. =-  : $ 


Also; the petition of James Moore and 14 others, for the 
same object. - ~ : 


Also, the petition of John Foster and 17 others, for the 
same. object. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of David E. Beaty 
and 28 others, citizens of Butler county, Ohio, praying that 
a joint resolution may be passed by Congress, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to order one of the national ves- 
sels to transport across the Atlantic such delegates as may 
go from this country to attend the Peace Congress to be 
holden in the city of Frankfort, Germany, in August next. 

Also, the petition of John H. Thomas and 47 others, citi- 
zens of Jacksonsburg, Butler county, Ohio, for the same 
object. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Patton and 83 others, citi- 
zens ofthe town of Springsborough and vicinity, in the 
county of Warren, and State of Ohio, for the same object. 

Also, the petition of James George, William P. Young, 
and others, officers in the war with Mexico, praying for an 
appropriation of land similar to that given to the soldiers 
who served under them. 

Also, the petition of Henry C. Bruce and 34 others, citi- 
zens of Bloomington and vicinity, in the county of Clinton, 
Ohio, for the establishment of a post-route from Wilming- 
ton, in said county, via Bloomington to Jamestown, in the 
county of Greene. 

By Mr. JOHN A. KING: The memorial of Dr. John R. 
Rhinelander, in favor of the medical officers of the Navy 
of the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpwnespay, May 29, 1850. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- || 
ate a communication from the Department of the 
Interior, transmitting translations and copies of 
documents to accompany the report of William 
Carey Jones, communicated April 22d, 1850, in 
compliance with a resolution of the 17th ultimo. 

Mr. FELCH moved that the documents be 
printed, and that additional numbers be printed 
for the use of the Senate; which motion was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of citizens of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, stating that they 
had found the tariff of 1846 most disastrous to 
their industrial pursuits; that the system of lay- 
ing a uniform duty according to invoice in a for- 
eign country has proved fatal to all those pursuits 
in this country in which labor constitutes the 
major part. They ask, therefore, for a system of 
specific duties upon all articles which come in 
competition with American products, of an amount 
equal at least to the ad valorem duties which would 
have been collected under the present law, if for- 
eign manufactures were at the same prices which 
prevailed when that law was passed; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a petition from the members of the Free 
Congregational Church of Milwaukee, Wiscon- 
sin, asking that the bill now pending in the Senate 
which provides for the recovery of fugitive slaves | 
may not become a law; which was ordered to lie | 
on the table. f 

Also, a petition of citizens of Wilton, in New 
Hampshire, asking a reduction of the rates of; 
postage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, anda 
petition of citizens of New Hampshire, asking that i 
slavery may be prohibited by law in certain territo- 
ries of the United States. 

Also, a petition of the members of the Meth- | 
odist Episcopal Church, asking that slavery may |; 
be prohibited by law in the territories of the Uni- || 
ted States, and abolished in the District of Co- į 
lumbia. 

Also, a petition of the Salem Quarterly Meeting | 
of Friends in Ohio, asking that Congress will make |} 
no further provision by law for the recovery of 
fugitive slaves. f i 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of | 
William Archer, of the city of Washington, ask- | 
ing that Congress would pass an act to authorize | 
the President of the United States to cause one or |} 
more of the public ships to be stationed in the bay ! 
of San Francisco, to receive and safely keep all | 
the gold collected, to prevent it being taken out of 
the United States in an uncoined state; and that a 
treasurer and refiners of gold may be appointed to 
each ship; that the gold be bought for the United 
States; and that the portion of its value between 
$17 an ounce and the real value be applied to 
make a railroad from the national metropolis to 


“ 
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| 
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San Francisco; which was referred. 
mittee on Finance. ; Po less 
Mr. PEARCE presented a petition of Richard 
Mackall, asking compensation for property: -dé- 
stroyed by the enemy during the last war with 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. -. y 
Also,.a memorial of the heirs of. Elizabeth 
Frisby, asking indemnifieation for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. ee eee eee 
Mr. CLAY. Ihave received a petition from a 
number of citizens of the county of Berks, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, irrespective of party, rep-- 
resenting that, under the present tariff law, their 


to. the Cone 


i iron, coal, and other interests are unprofitable, and 


that many of their laborers are thrown out of em- 


; ployment, and consequently are unable to earn the 


means of subsistence; that labor is depreciated in 
value, and that destitution and distress prevail; 
and praying for a modification of the tariff anda 
change from a system of ad valorem to specific 
duties, sufficient in amount to afford protection. 
Mr. President, I have heard with great concern 
that those interests referred to in Pennsylvania are 
suffering, and that a great number of their furnaces 
are out of blast, and the laborers are dismissed. I 
have heard, with reference to some other interests 
coúnected with manufacturing, that a great deal of 
distress is prevailing. Iam very sorry for it. Of 
one thing, hewever, the country may be assured, 
that anti this unhappy question of slavery`is settled 
in some way or other, Congress will not, Congress 


' cannot look to any other of the great interests of the 


country. For myself,I say, with perfect truth, that 
so completely has my mind been engrossed and mo~ 
nopolized by the importance of this subject, by the 
consequence of a failure on the part of Congress to 
settle this question, that I have been utterly unable 
to look to any other subject of national interest 
with the care that it demands. I have not felt an 
emotion, I declare solemnly, I have not felt an 
emotion connected with party politics since the 
commencement of the present session; so entirely 

is my mind engrossed with a desire to settle this 
question, and leave legislation once more free to 
survey the interests of the country, and do what 
those interest may require. Sir, if we can'make 
such an adjustment, for one, 1 shall be disposed to 


look with care into these interests, and, without 


attempting to introduce any extravagant system of 
protection for any of them, I shall be: disposed’ to 
look at them; and'I am-sure I speak the sentiments 
of most of the members on both:sides of this 
Chamber, when I say, they will be disposed to give 
that attention to these interests which they require,“ 

I am happy to be able to avow, and to announce 
to the country, that I have had, in my anxiety to 
settle the questions connected with the institution 
of slavery, a free intercourse with many Demo- 
cratic friends. I have known them better, and. ap- 
preciated them more, than when looking at them 
through the'eyes of party; and I am strongly in- 
clined to believe that they, as well as the other 
side of the House, will be disposed to looksinto: 
these distressed: portions of the manufacturing in- 
terets; and. if there is.a real ‘necessity for doing 
something, moderate and not extravagant—some- 
thing to save them from ruin—-! am persuaded that 
all parts of the House will come up to the reseue. 
But I cannot repeat too often that tll we settle 
these great questions which are now threatening 
to divide the country, it will be utterly impossible 
to look at any others. I move that the petition be 
received, and laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
James Edwards, asking payment for losses in- 
curred by the destruction of his property during 
the Seminole war, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, on the ground. 
that an adverse report had already been made and 
concurred in by the Senate. Without regard te 
that fact, it had been referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, without any additional evidence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Coni- 
merce, to which was referred the several memo- 
rials of merchants, shipowners, and other citizens 
of Baltimore,” asking that a law may be passed 
defining the duties of skippers and limiting the lia- 
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bilities of the owners of freighting ships‘in certain 
cases, reported a bill to limit the abilities of ship- 
owners, and for other purposes; which was read 
and passed to a second reading, 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
bill to amend the act entitled ‘ An act granting a 
section of land for the improvement of Grant river, 
at the town of Potosi, in the State of Wisconsin,” 
reported back the same without amendment. 


THE ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have a report from 
the Committee of Claims, which I am directed 
to present, in reference to a claim amounting to 
$120,000, preferred. by the Alexandria and Orange 
Railroad Company, as assignees of the State of Vir- 
ginia, for that amount of money advanced by the 
Commonwealth of Virginia to aid the Government 
of the United States in the erection of public build- 
ings in the city of Washington. I am instructed 
to make a statement of the facts and arguments by 
which the claim has been urged before the com- 
mittee, and to ask that the report be printed for the 
use of Senators, and to request that the Senate will 
instruct the committee what to do with reference 
to the claim. The committee have not settled on 
the facts and arguments, and the Senate can do it 
just as well without as with the action of the com- 
mittee. I have individually prepared a resolution 
to accompany the report, for the purpose of bring- 
ing the matter before the Senate, proposing that 
the committee be instructed to bring in a bill for 
the payment of the claim without interest. The 
report is the action of the committee; the resolu- 
tion is my individual act. 

The motion to printthe report was then agreed to. 

The Secretary nextread the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Unverwoop, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
report a bill providing for the payment to the President and 
Directors of the Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company 
the sum of $120,000, but without interest, in fullof that sum 
advanced by the Commonwealth of Virginia to the use of the 


United States, to aid in the erection of public buildings in the 
District of Columbia. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution lies 
on the table one day under the rule. 

PORT OF BALTIMORE TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred House bill No. 97, 
being an act to continue in force an act therein 
mentioned relating to the port of Baltimore, re- 
ported back the same without an amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMLIN. In 1791 an act. was passed by 


the Legislature of Maryland authorizing the impo- | 


sition of a slight tax upon the tonnage of vessels in 
the port of Baltimore, of only two cents per ton upon 
vessels ofabovesixty tons burden. Thatact expired 
by its own limitation, and was renewed by an act of 
Congress limiting its continuance to 1808. It has 
been revived from time to time to the present. The 
act renewing it for the last period will expire with 
this month. The money thus raised upon the 
tonnage entering that harbor is appropriated to its 
repairs, and to the affording of commercial facili- 
ties. This act has always been in existence since 
1791, and I apprehend that, as the bill has passed 
the House, there can. be no objection to it. The 
Committee on Commerce are united in the opinion 
that it should receive the favorable action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I hope the 
Senate will concur in the opinion of the committee. 
There seems to be a necessity for money from 
some source to aid in clearing out the harbor of the 
port of Baltimore, which is subject, from natural 
causes to be filled up with mud. This has been 
found to be a convenient way of furnishing the 
means of keeping the harbor dredged and clear, 
and I believe the Government has experienced no 
inconvenience from it, 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, was read a third time, 
and passed. 

PRIVATE BILL. 


The bill for the relief of Joseph P. Williams, 
which was yesterday ordered to be engrossed, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA AND OREGON. 
Mr. SEWARD. I wish to call the attention of 


the Senate to a communication received from the 
President a few days ago, in answer to a resolu- 


tion submitted by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. | 


Yuuex,| calling for the correspondence between 
the different departments of the Government and 
the United States naval and military officers in 
California and Oregon. When this communica- 
tion was received a motion was made to print it. 
It was, however, subsequently withdrawn, on the 
supposition that the papers were in part confiden- 
tial. I have examined them, and find nothing 
which can be considered confidential. I therefore 
move that they be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over on day under the rules: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the information possessed by 
or properly within the scope of his department in resation 
to the applications of private claimants to the Hot Springs 
of Arkansas, or any portion of the four sections of land sur- 
rounding these springs, reserved from sale since the 2d of 
April, 1832, together with the action of the General Land 
Otfee and of any other of the Executive Departments in 
relation to such applications. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WALKER gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- 
treduce a bill for the payment of outstanding loan- 
office and final-settlement certificates, issued for 
money loaned or for services or supplies during 
the revolutionary war. 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to establish a branch mint of the United States in 
the city of New York. 

The question was on the motion of Mr. Bran- 
Bury to amend the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, by substituting for the pro- 
posed additional sections the provisions originally 
submitted by Mr. Benton. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have no desire to oppose 
all proper regulations for California; I would pre- 
fer, however, that all these questions should be 
kept separate from the bill to establish a mint in 
the city of New York. But still, as there is a 
very strong feeling that something should be done 
at the same time for California, 1 will make no re- 
sistance. The proposition is this, as I understand 
it: The Senator from Mississippi moves to estab- 
lish two assay offices in different parts of Califor- 
nia, and the Senator from Maine revives the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, which is to 
establish one assay office anda mint. F am in- 
clined to think that is as much as is now necessary 
for California. If it shall be found that more are 
necessary, when California comes to be admitted 
as a State, they can be provided. [do not wish to 
say much about it. I favor some arrangement 
which may meet the present necessities, but I pre- 
fer that it should not be added to this bill, But 
as a large portion of the Senate, at any rate, desire 
to add something to this bill, the Senate must, 
without any particular affirmative action or resist- 
ance on my part, take such action as inay seem 
best. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 would suggest to the mover 
of this proposition to strike out both assay offices 
instead’ of one, and leave that matter of assay 
offices to be regulated hereafter, simply providing 


for a mint at San Francisco. 


Mr. DICKINSON. There is an assayer in every 
mint. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itscems to me, that under all 
the circumstances of the case, that is the best way 
we can now dispose of the matter. I have no 
doubt that a mint in the proper place, to melt and 
refine the gold dust and send it forth in the shape 
of coin for the purposes of commerce, may be 
needed. Coin willbeneeded there for that purpose. 
I have no idea that they will coin enough for all 
the commerce of the Pacific ocean; but I believe it 
will be found best for the miners and for Califor- 
nia to confine its operation to the supply of the 
local demand for coin. The export of gold from 
California is destined perhaps to be as important as 
the export of cotton from the South, and is des- 
tined to have animportant and an immediate bear- 
ing upon the commercial calculations of the world. 
I believe, therefore, from all I have been able to 
learn in relation to it, that itis best now only to 
establish a mint at San Francisco, If it shall be 
found, as I think probably it will be, that another 


W 


office is required, it can be established hereafter. 
Lhone, therefore, the Senator from Maine will 
confine, his amendment to the establishment of a 
mint at San Francisco. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would say to the Senator 
from Virginia that my amendment proposes pre- 
cisely what he desires. Fhe explanation which 
l undertook te make led the Senator into an error. 
The amendment proposes the establishment of one 
assay office at San Francisco, in the mint to he 
established there. My purpose, in moving this 
amendment, was to provide for the present, be- 
cause we are not in possession of all the informa- 
tion which we may have when California is repre- 
sented on this floor; and, therefore, while it is 
necessary we should do something to furnish that 
Territory an assay office, and ultimately with a 
mint, we should go no further than is absolutely 
necessary till we get that information, of which, E 
hope, we shall soon be in possession. So that now 
the proposition is to establish one assay office, and 
a mint hereafter; and, if necessary, other assay of- 
fices can be established at the points indicated by 
the Senator from Mississippi, or at such other 
points that may be found more convenient. fam 
satisfied that if we establish assay offices, as pro- 
posed in the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, we shall need one at San Francisco, and 
shall, ultimately, have to establish one there, so 
that we shall have a larger number than will be 
necessary. It will be much easier to extend the 
number, if necessary, than to retrench hereafter. 

Mr. BENTON. When it was first proposed by 
the Senator from Mississippi to make two assay 
offices, I agreed to it; but, on looking at the map, 
my opinion is that the offices there will not suit 
the diggers nor the purchasers—will not be conve- 
nient to the mines nor to the Pacific. They are 
near the mouths of the rivers, and the mines are 
distant along the sides of the mountains. San 
Francisco is at tide water, I therefore think that 
the amendment should be adopted in the form in 
which it was first proposed, and which, I think, 
meets the ideas of the Senator from Virginia; that 
is, to establish a mint at San Francisco, andsas 
soon as the building and machinery are ready— 
which will not be in much less time than two 
years—the same person who has occupied the 
office of assayer can be appointed as assayer in the 
mint. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to offer a 
very brief statement in relation to this matter. The 
purpose whieh I had in proposing the two points 
for the establishment of asgay offices was to benefit 
California. I have no oth€r purpose now than-to 
relieve the miners of the burden which they now 
bear in the tax on gold dust, resulting from the ne- 
cessity of carrying it to some market, instead of 
having assay offices near to the mines. The points 
T indicated were in the vicinity of the two princi- 
pal mines which have been worked. We know 
that a great deal of gold has been found in 
other parts. Gold is said to exist in Oregon and 
in, other places. We know there is gold in Mexi- 
co in abundance, and in the northern parts of So- 
nora there are said to be the richest mines. If these 
assay offices are located in the vicinity of the mines 
now worked and known to be rich, and putin op- 
eration, with or without a mint at San Francisco, 
I think they will best meet the wants of the people 
of California. f said on a former occasion that I 
thought it proper and desirable to have a mint at 
San Francisco. The Senate thought otherwise, 
and I yielded to their decision; and | shall yield to 
me decision of the Senate now, whatever it may 

e. 

Mr. BADGER. I should be extremely happy 
to hear what is the precise question before the Sen- 
ate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Davis] proposes to amend the 
bill by adding a section providing for the establish- 
ment of two assay offices in California, The Sena- 
torfrom Maine [Mr. Brapsury] proposes to strike 
out that amendment, and insert sections providing 
for a branch mint at San Francisco, California, 

Mr. CLAY. Tunderstand that the proposition 
now before the Senate is simply to establish a 
branch mint at San Francisco without any assa 
office. 4 me 

Several Senators. With an assay office. 

Mr. DICKENSON. An assayeris necessary to 
a mintas a matter of course, 


Mr. BENTON. I will explain the proposition 
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again. It is to establish a mint at San Francisco, 
and, as soon as the building and machinery are 
ready, that the President ahall appoint officers, an 
assayer among others. But, then, there is a sec- 
tion afterwards—the 10th section—which provides 
(supposing that it will take two years to get the 
mint ready) that the assayer shall be appointed 
immediately, and shall open an assay office in San 
Francisco, which will be a part of the mint, and 
will be absorbed into it whenever it goes into op- 
eration. 

Mr. CLAY. Then the proposition pending is 
the same as the amendment originally introduced 
by the Senator from Missouri. ! 

Mr. BENTON. Exactly. | 

_Mr. CLAY. Then I understand it. I have 
rison merely to express the hope, that we shall : 
come to a vote on this subject as soon as we can. | 

With regard to the mints proposed to be estab- | 
lished, I do not mean to go into any argument as 
to their propriety or desirableness. Before I left 
home, and while in conversation with distinguished | 
men, I came to the conclusion—which has been | 
strengthened rather than weakened by subse- | 
quent events—that a mint at San Francisco was 
necessary, was highly proper, and should be 
established without any delay. That is still my 
Opinion. 

Now, with respect to the other mint, proposed | 
to be established at New York, I am also satisfied | 
that it ought to be established. When I was last 
in New York I went to the Sub-Treasury office 
and saw the amount of gold there, and I talked | 
with merchants and men of most intelligence, on 
this subject; and I think it is necessary. But 
while I say this, I would say that there are two | 
mints in existence that ought not to beïn exist- 
ence. One of them is in North Carolina and 
the other in Georgia, Ishall make no proposition 
to discontinue them. But I shall go for the New 
York mint, and forthe San Francisco mint. I 
think that both are necessary, and I have merely 
risen to express that opinion. 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand that the ob- 
ject of the amendment is to strike out the provis- 
jon for the establishment of a mint at New York, 
and insert one for a mint at San Francisco? 

Several Senators. No, no. 

„Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, J am quite as 

anxious as the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
that the question should be taken on the subject. 
But, nevertheless, I will take the liberty of stating, 
very briefly, the reasons why } shall vote for the 
amendment; and why, unless it is disconnected 
from the establishment of a mint at New York, | 
shall feel myself compelled to vote against the 
whole bill. 
_ It was remarked, the other day, by my friend 
from New York [Mr. Dickinson] that it was a | 
litle remarkable that the .strongest opposition to 
the establishment of a branch mint at New York | 
proceeded from those gentlemen who had mints 
in their own neighborhoods. Now, if my honor- 
able friend had only considered for a moment, I 
think he would have seen that the answer to that 
was, that it was very remarkable that the most 
strenuous advocates of the branch mint in New 
York should be Senators and Representatives fram 
New York. The cireumstance of opposition. to 
the establishment of the proposed branch mint 
coming from gentlemen who lived in the neighbor- 
hood of other mints, is a mere accident. But so 
it cannot be with regard to the circumstance of 
the strength of the advocacy of the proposed mint, 
coming from the quarter from which itdoes. 

With regard to the mint in North Carolina— | 
and I would extend the same remark to the mint 
jn Georgia, if my friends representing that State | 
will not consider it in some degree unkind—I |! 
would say that I look upon them both as being f 
very unnecessary parts of the minting establish- |; 
ment of the United States. They were, however, 
once established, upon some probability, some | 
plausible ground, of public propriety and neces- | 
sity. They were established for the purpose of || 
bringing into the neighborhood of the mines of |; 
those States the means of converting the products | 
of those mines into the gold coin of the country. |; 
At the time they were established, the gold there || 


roduced could not be transported to the mint at |; 


hiladelphia, on account of the great inconve- 


nience of transportation of the country, without |! 
: York her greatness. 


much loss of time and much expense. 
On the one hand, Mr. President, after all that | 


has been said, there has not been any reason 
assigned why any mint. should be established in 
the city of New York. Weare not now engaged 
in establishing a principal mint for the United 
States, and selecting. a site at. which that mint 
should be established. We have a mint. We 
have a mint within five hours of the place at which 
it is now proposed to establish a mint. We have 
a mint perfectly competent to coin all the bullion 
and all the foreign coin that will seek recoinage. 
And no reason that I have yet heard assigned has 
the smallest tendency to convince me that any 
necessity requires the establishment of a mint in 
the city of New York. Who will it benefit? Not 
the country at large. What amount of money 
will it save to anybody? Thesum is exceedingly 
inconsiderable, and the probability is that the in- 
terest upon the annual outlay in maintaining that 
mint, after it is erected, would defray all the ex- 
penses of transporting the foreign coin and bullion 
from New York to Philadelphia for recoinage, and 
returning it to the city of New York, paying in- 
surance upon its transportation and safe return. 
Now, for what purpose is it established? For 
what object is this public money to be laid out? 
What public reason is there for it? [ have been 
| utterly unable to see any. Andon this subject I 
concur entirely with the views expressed the other 
day by my honorable friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Pearce] 

On the other hand, there seems to me to be very 
strong reasons why there should be a branch of 
the mint of the United States established in Cali- 
fornia. I shall not enter into these reasons. They. 
are apparent. And although at first I was satis- 
fied, from the explanation given by the Senator 
from Mississippi the other day, that the assay 
offices proposed might he sufficient for the present, 
I am now entirely satisfied that these assay offices 
will not answer the objects in view; and that, 
therefore, it is important to the United States, im- 
portant to the whole country, and beneficial to the 
whole country, that a mint should be established 
there. I have heretofore expressed my views, 
and I will not now trouble the Senate with a repe- 
tition of them, against the expenditure of this 
money at New York. i 

As to the branch mints spoken of in North 
Carolina and Georgia, at least with regard to the 
one in my own State, 1 would say tbat l believe 
it bas, to a great extent, turned out to be a hum- 
bug establishment, without any such necessity, 
and without producing any such convenience as 
was supposed would follow from the establishment 
of a mint there. - But it bas this advantage: it 
has cost very little money, it costs a very small 
annual expenditure, and it distributes a little of 
the public maney of ihe country in a part of the 
country. where but very little has ever been ex- 
pended. 

Itis now proposed to appropriate some half a 
million of dollars, and to subject the Treasury to a 
yearly annuity of sixty or seventy thousand dol- 
lars, for the purpose of establishing a branch mint 
in the great commercial emporium of the United 
States. And, sir, what strikes me as an additional 
and overpowering objection to this measure, is, 
that the real and ultimate effect of this establish- 
ment will be not merely to add a branch to the 
mint system of the United States, but to transfer 
the ‘principal mint from Philadelphia to New 
York. It cannot be believed that, after such a 
mint shall have been established and in operation 
in New York, the people of this country are 


| going to maintain two great establishments in 
such immediate proximity to each other, when it | 


must be obvious to the whole country that one or 
the other is entirely unnecessary. 

Now, for one, L am not disposed to take from 
the ancient city of Philadelphia, dear to the Amer- 
ican people by so many revolutionary associations, 
this establishment, and transfer it to the city of 
New York, which has so far outstripped her in 
commercial prosperity and wealth, and which 
must, in the nature of things, make her advance 
above Philadelphia greater and greater in the prog- 
ress of time. Iam not for stripping Philadelphia 
of what was once given to her, and which she has 
so well used, merely for the purpose of adding 
every species of incidental advantage to the im- 
mense, overpowering, and vast prosperity which 
centres in New York. I envy not the city of New 
What she has, she has ob- 
i tained partly by natural causes, and partly by her 
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enterprise, She is entitled to it all. . But. there is 
no reason in the world why: the Government 
should step in and lend its assistance'to. promote 
New York at the expense of Philadelphia. “And 
I would. much rather vote for a bill to. abslish 
every branch mint in the United: States than:to 
vote for a bill to establish ‘a branch mint in. the 
city of New. York, the necessary and inevitable 
consequence of which, in my judgment, will.be-to 
destroy the mint at Philadelphia, and,.so far ag 
depends upon this Government, to‘Jend its aid in 
assisting her more successful competitor in outstrip- 
ping her. These are my views. 1 shall therefore 
vote for this amendment, and then against the 
whole bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This is a great public 

uestion. It was discussed. years ago. © The 
enate have repeatedly passed judgment upon it; 
and [ have not risen to protract this debate. It 
is time to vote. And now I beg the friends. of 
the bill and its opponents to cease talking, and to 
take the sense of the Senate on. this subject by a 
vote. 

Mr. STURGEON. Mr. President, I am sorry 
that [ am not able to vote for the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Maine to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. I am dis- 
posed to afford every facility to California. consiste 
ent with what I consider to be-my duty. I am 
disposed to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from, Mississippi, which. proposes the. establish- 
ment merely of assay offices there, in preference 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
which proposes the establishment of a mint in 
California. ldo not think that a mint is abso- 
lutely necessary there at this time. 

Mr. President, in relation to this branch mint 
at New York, I must say that I feel constrained 
to oppose it. {shall send a letter to the Secre- 


; tary’s table to be read, by which it will be shown 


that the disadvantages under which the merchants 
of New York now labor, or pretend to labor, 
are entirely removed. I do not myself see the 
necessity of sending all the foreign coin that 
comes to the city of New York, to the city of 
Philadelphia for the purpose of being coined. “The 
stamping of the American eagle on gold or silver, 
or stamping the name or denomination of the coin 
on it, will not keep itin our own country or.send 
it to Europe. It will go out or remain in the 
country, just as the necessities of commerce de- 
mand. Hence there is no necessity for recoin- 
agé in all cases. i 

Sir, the principal difficulty under which, the 
merchants of New York appear to labor, is the 
distance, the delay, and inconvenience of getting 
gold coined or recoined at Philadelphia, and get- 
ting it sent back to New York. It has been said 
that, in point of time, five hours only is the dis- 
tance between New York and Philadelphia. The 
New York merchants have now nothing to do but 
deposit their gold in the Subtreasury at New York, 
and send a certificate of the amount to Philadel- 
phia; and, under the recent legislation of Congress, 
the treasurer of the mint at Philadelphia, to meet 
such deposits, can send a check onto New York 
for the amount. -Hence the merchants of New 
York have no longer to wait until the foreign coin 
or bullion can be coined or recoined. This may 


| not perhaps apply to the gold dust which may be 


brought intothe country. But, as I said before, it 


; will only take five hours to carry it to Philadel- 


phia. It may, perhaps, be there detained fora 
day or two, in order to assay and fix its vaiue, 
and stamp that value upon it. And then all that 
the New York merchant has to do, is to receive 
his certificate from Philadelphia—for it is not 
necessary to send the coin back to New York— 
and draw the money from the Subtreasury at 
New York. Thus, the delay which has been com- 
plained of, is avoided. The same time whith is 
necessary to assay the gold dust in Philadelphia, 
would be necessarily consumed in New York; so 
that the only difference would be the time required 
to send the certificate to New York—five hours. 

Mr. President, I will close these ovservations 
by the reading of the letter of Mr. Snowden, 
treasurer of the mint at Philadelphia, showing 
the ability of the mint to meet all demands upon 
its capacity, and explaining the effect of the re- 
cent legislation of Congress. Ẹ will not add any- 
thing to his letter. I now send it to the desk to 
be read. a 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 
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MINT or TAE UNITED STATES, 
PHILADELPHIA, May 25, 1850. 

GENTLEMEN: The President having approved the act to 
increase the bullion at the mint, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has adupted measures to enable us to resume prompt 
payments. Ail the certificates for gold bullion will be paya- 
ble on Tuesday or Wednesday of next week. In view of 
the fact that a considerable amount, say about $1,500,000, is 
due to depositors at New York, and as that amount Is pro- 
posed to be drawn from the office of the assistant treasurer 
in that city, T intend to go to New York, and pay the mint 
certificates directly from the treasury there, and thus save 
the expense and delay of transporting the money to this city 
and back again to that place. This arrangement will be car- 
tied out as soon as I receive from the Treasury Department 
at Washington the transfer drafts in my favor. These Tex~ 
. pect to receive on Monday next,as l have been informed to- 
day, by a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, that the 
Treasurer of the United States has been directed to cause 
the transfers to be issued. 

You wil! please publish in your paper the foregoing in- 
formation, in such form as you may deem best, as it is im- 
portant to the public and to the holders of mint certificates, 

Very respectfully, 
JAMES ROSS SNOWDEN, 
Treasurer U. S. Mint. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not know, sir, what 
may be the state of this bill, and therefore, with- 
out entering into the subject at all at length, I 
wish to submit one or two observations in reply 
to remarks that have been made in reference to 
the establishment of a branch mint in the city of 
New York. The communication which has just 
been read shows this extraordinary fact, that, 
owing to the failure of the mint at Philadelphia 
to coin the amount of bullion and foreign coin 
sent from New York to Philadelphia in proper 
time, the Government has been obliged to resort 
to the expedient of sending an agent from Phila- 
delphia to New York to pay off the amount of 
certificates given to merchants and bankers in that 
city for gold sent to be coined at Philadelphia; 
that is to say, that the mint in Philadelphia has 
been under the necessity of ysing the subtreasury 
of the city of New York to pay out the coin col- 
lected there, and thus to relieve the pressure which 
has been created for want of sufficient coinage. I 
think that this circumstance alone shows the ne- 
cessity and the great importance of establishing a 
mint in the city of New York. 

But it has been asked, of what use and to whom 
is the use of establishing a branch mint in the city 
of New York? [ answer that the expense, the 
loss, and the burden which falls upon the commu- 
nity of New York has been, at various times, not 
less than fifty thousand dollars a year for want of 
amint in that city. But it is said that some of 
the gold which would be coined at that mint is 
extracted from the mines in California, and it is 
asked what would be the use of a mint in the city 
of New York? I answer, that the very same 
reason which dictates the necessity of a branch 

“mint at California; the same necessity which 
would prescribe its establishment there, pre- 
scribes, with equal if not greater force, the neces- 
sity of estabi'shing a branch mint in the city of 
New York. What is the necessity or object of a 
mint anywhere? It is to receive the gold which 
is uncoined, whether in bullion, or in ingots, or in 
foreign coin, and convert it into money, which 
will be received and passed by our mercantile 
operations into circulation in the country. Now, 
then, it appears that the gold which is extracted 
from the mines in California does not go into cir- 
culation without subjecting the miner to a loss of 
two dollars upon every ounce; and therefore it is 
apparent that, by the establishment of a mint 
there, the sum of two dollars upon every ounce of 
California gold is saved to the country. Now, 
take the other alternative. Ten times as much 
gold comes annually into this country by the way 
of the city of New York as has yet been received 
from the mines of California. This is foreign 
gold, much of it foreign coin; and as it comes into 
the city of New York, so it goes back again, 
without being recoined, and it does not therefore 
enter into our circulation; and the reason is, that 
it cannot be circulated ag money, because, not 
having received the stamp, the impression of the 
Government, it is not practically circulating coin, 
It is a collection of coins from other countries, 
every piece of which has to be weighed every 
time it is received or paid out, precisely like the 
gold in California. The argument, therefore, 
which proves the necessity of establishing a branch 
mint at California, proves equally the necessity of 
the establishment of a branch mint in the city of 
New York; and the question in both cases is pre- 
cisely the same; that is, whether, in California, you 


will establish a mint at the mines where the gold 
is gathered, or take it to a distance of a hundred 


| miles; so, if you are to have a mint on the At- 


lantic coast, the question is, whether it should be 
atthe point where the most gold is imported, or 
whether it should be a hundred miles from that 
point ? : 

Mr. BADGER. I asked the question, Mr. 
President, “For whose benefit is this expense to 
be ineurred?”’ I had supposed it was to be in- 
curred for the benefit of the merchants of New 
York; and I collect from the observations made 
by the Senator from New York, who has just 
taken his seat, that in that. supposition I was cor- 
rect. Then, sir, what is it that is asked to be 
done? It is that the United States should expend 
half a million, or perhaps a. million of dollars in 
the erection of a vast building, asa mint, in the 
city of New York, and further incur the payment 
of perpetual annuities, in the shape of salaries to 
the officers and incidental expenses, to the amount 
of some sixty or seventy thousand dollars more. 
And this, sir, is to be done for what purpose? It 
is to relieve the commercial interest, or rather the 
mercantile men, of the city of New York, from 
what grievance?) Why, the Senator says that, at 
some times, it has happened that, in consequence 
of the want of a mint in the city of New York, 
the merchants have had to pay the sum of $50,000 
in one year. Then, sir, in the first place I remark, 
what is the sum of $50,000 a year to the merchants 
of the city of New York—those merchant princes, 
who count their incomes by hundreds of thousands 
of dollars? And for the sake of saving such a 
sum to such men, of such immense wealth, and 
of such vast resources, for the sake of saving this 
occasional sum of $50,000 a year, the Government 
is to expend à capital of half a million or a million, 
and then to incur an expenditure of sixty or 
seventy thousand dollars more, for all time to 
come. Sir, it is unreasonable for the merchants 
of New York to ask such a thing; itis ungenerous. 
There is no real foundation or necessity for such 
a thing. One would have supposed, that if they 
were subjected to these incidental charges for the 
want of a mint, they would have told us of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars which they had to 
pay; butno such thing. Oh, no; but, simply in 
order that they may be relieved from an occasional 
loss of $50,000, the Government shall assume the 
perpetual yearly payment of some sixty or seventy 
thousand dollars, besides a large outlay in the 
erection of a building. 

Then, sir, there is another reason assigned by 
the Senator from New York. He says that the 
foreign gold that comes there does not answer the 
purpose of a circulating medium in the country; 
that it has to be passed by weight; that the people 
are not familiar with it. Sir, all this is true; but 
how does it happen that this gold is not recoined? 
It is not because there is nota mintat New York; 
it is because there is no direct reason why those 
who hold it should ask the recoinage of it. lt 
passes into the banks to meet bills, and, Congress 
having made it a legal tender in the payment of 
debts due to the banks, in that respect it answers a 
better purpose than the gold coinage of the United 
States. It answers every purpose; it meets every 
demand made upon them; it is a legal tender, and 
one which nobody refuses to receive. Itis therefore 
a shield to them in the demand for money; and so 
long, Mr. President, as we allow by law foreign 
coin to be a legal tender in payment of debts, it 
will never seek recoinage in any considerable 
amount; but repeal that law which makes it a legal 
tender, and certainly the banks in New York will 
find no great inconvenience from the immense dis- 
tance between that city and Philadelphia, or the vast 
length of time they may have to wait, or the vast 
amount of expense it will incur in having it re- 
coined. I say they will not be deterred from any 
or all of these considerations from having it con- 
verted into Amercain coin. 

Again, sir, nothing has been said in answer to 
the objection which I have already stated, that 
this is a question in fact, though not in terms, 
whether we shall transfer the mint from Philadel- 
phia to the city of New York, or leave it where it 
is at Philadelphia. Now that is the real question. 
I think no gentleman here can believe that after 
that mint is established in New York the country 
will permit within five hours’ reach of each other 
two large establishments of that kind. Either one 


| of them will be amply competent to coin all the 


gold which is necessary for both places; and the 
consequence will be that the public will demand 
that the one or the other of them shall be discon- 
tinued. If either of them is to be discontinued it 
will be that at Philadelphia, a circumstance which 
I think is greatly to be deplored, and to the accom- 
plishment of which I will not contribute either di- 
rectly or indirectly. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I do not see that the items 
of expenditure become either larger or smaller by 
being stated over so many times. We have hada 
great deal of discussion on this bill, and much rep- 
etition of argument, and I hope the Senate will 
now proceed to vote. 

Mr. DAWSON. I know, sir, perfectly well, 
that it is not the object of the friends of this meas- 
ure, nor to their interest, to have the question fully 
discussed; for when the facts shall all be elicited 
and understood by this body and by the country, 
I think that every gentleman will make up his 
mind, that when he votes on this question for the 
establishment of a branch mint, he is voting on 
one, not of local interest merely, but one which 
affects the interest of the whole country. 

Now, sir, the‘first question which I propound— 
and it is one which every man should propound to 
himself before he casts his vote on this question— 
is, ** Will the establishment of a branch mint in 
the city of New York bea benefit to the country 2?” 
and then, ‘ Will it be in the discharge of the duty 
of the Congress of the United States in so estab- 
lishing it, to make everything easy and pleasant 
to the people, and to promote their interest?” 
Now, what is the state of the facts? We have 
already four mints in the United States, and we 
are asked to establish one more in California, which 
will make five, and another in the city of New 
York, which will make six. Now, sir, what is the 
capacity of the various mints already established 
to perform the work for which they were designed ? 
Can they coin all the bullion, or recoin all the for- 
eign gold that is brought into this country now? 
Why, sir, they can not only do this with perfect 
ease, but they can coin four times as much as the 
largest amount that has ever come into this country 
in any one year, or that will come into it for many 
years to come. That is the fact. The largest 
amount of coinage that ever was made in the Uni- 
ted States in one year was in the year 1847; it 
was twenty millions of dollars; and in no other 
year besides that, since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, has it ever amounted to more than four 
millions ; and that twenty millions of dollars was 
coined with perfect ease, not employing the ma- 
chinery a tenth part of the time; and the certifi- 
cate of the treasurer of the mint is now before us, 
or at least was before us the other day, showing 
that the coinage of eleven millions of dollars cost 
only a little over $5,000 for its transportation be- 
tween Philadelphia and New York. Then I lay 
this proposition down as true, that the capacity. of 
the mint at Philadelphia is equal to the coinage of 
four times the amount of all the bullion and for- 
eign coin that has yet been brought into the coun- 
try in any one year. If that be true, then the 
question propounded to us is this: “ Whether as 
men, as individuals representing our own interests, 
having a capacity in regard to buildings and ma- 
chinery sufficient to coin four times the amount of 
money we have ever had occasion to coin in any 
one year, we would go to work and establish an- 
other mint at an enormous cost?”? And if we 
would not do such an act as this in pursuance of 
our individual interests, ought we to do itas Sen- 
ators and Representatives of the United States. 

Now, sir, what is alleged in support of this 
proposition to establish a branch mint in the city 
of New York? It is not that it is to suit the gen- 
eral convenience of the country, but to suit the 
convenience of the merchants of the city of New 
York. And what is that convenience? Simply 
that in getting their bullion and their coin to and 
from Philadelphia to New York, they are to pay 
the sum of $5,000 for every $11,000,000 coined. 
And what are we to do? We are to increase this 
amount by the establishment of another mint, and 
saddle the country with an immense expense, 
The Senator from New York says, that the mer- 
chants of that city occasionally Jose $50,000 ina year 
for want of a mint. And who loses this $50,000? 
An elevated and enterprising class of merchants, to 
whom I wouldalways give every necessary facility 
for the transaction of their business, and whose 
interests at all times I would be careful to protect. 
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Well, sir, they sometimes are subject to a loss of 
$50,000 a year. And how? By transmitting their 
bullion and their foreign coin from New York to 
Philadelphia, and their American coin back again’ 
to New York. And what does the Senator want? 
‘What does he ask ustodo? He wants us to save 
this amount to the merchants of New York. And 
at whose expense does he want us to save it, and 
to what amount? Why, sir, $50,000 are to be 
saved to merchants of New York, and you are to 
tax the whole people of the United States to an 
enormous amount to effect this saving. Now, look 
at the proposition, and when you look at it, can 
you wonder that the Senator from New York does 
not desire the question to be investigated and -dis- 
cussed? And in addition, what are you to do more? 
Why, sir, you are to invest $500,000 in a suitable | 
building for the purpose, and the interest on that || 
at six per cent. will be $30,000 more, thus taxing 
the laboring classes of the country annually to the 
amount of $100,000, in order to save, not $50,000 
annually, but $5,000 annually—and save it to 
whom? Not the whole people of the United States, 
but the merchants of the city of New York. And 
these are the grounds on which you are asked to 
establish this mint. Sir, no other country on the 
face of the earth has the number of mints that we 
already have, and yet we are asked to establish 
more. 

But, Mr. President, there is another idea about 
this. Here is the question; and I say when we || 
are going to do a thing let us do it fairly; let us 
come boldly to it. The question is this—and it is 
the only question—whether it is prudent or expe- 
dient to remove the mint from the city of Philadel- 
pris to that of New York? Now, let the bill be 

rought in in that way; let it be “A bill to trans- | 
fer the mint of the United States from the city of | 
Philadelphia to the city of New York,” and then 
I will consider it. How would such a billas that 
operate? If you pass it, as a matter of course all | 
the machinery now in use in the mint in Philadel- | 
phia would be transferred from thence to the new | 
mint to be established in New. York. You would 
sell the public building used in Philadelphia for 
that purpose, and in that way comparatively little 
expense would be incurred. I cannot, however, 
feel myself justified in first appropriating the sum 
of $500,000, and then making an additional annual 
appropriation of $100,000, merely for the purpose i 
of saving to the merchants of the city of New | 
York the small amount supposed to be lost in the | 
transportation of the bullion and the coin between 
New York and Philadelphia. I know that the | 
commerce of New York is great; I know it is 
very natural that the merchants of New York, and 
those gentlemen more particularly representing 
their interests here, should desire the establish- 
ment of a mint there; and yet they know well that | 
the very mint they would establish in that city is 
the mint of the United States which is now at 
Philadelphia. Well, when they wish to remove 
that mint, let them come to the question fairly and 
say out boldly that New York is the proper place for 
it, and that the Government ought to establish it 
there. But it should not be asked to be done, Mr. 
President, on the pretext of saving a small sum to 
the New York merchants, and by which you are | 
to inflict a large amount of additional taxation upon 
the whole people. And, sir, I would ask, is the 
city of New York alone to be considered in this 
matter? Suppose the people of Boston were to 
ask for the establishment of a branch mint in that 
city. If the city of New York is entitled to a 
branch mint, why is not the city of Boston? It 
certainly costs Boston something to transport. her 
bullion and foreign coin to Philadelphia for re- 
coinage; and, as the distance is considerably greater, | 
the amount of cost must be greater in proportion. || 
The same rule, therefore, if these arguments are | 
to prevail, which would authorize the establish- 
ment of a mint in the city of New York, would 
authorize the establishment of one at Boston; and | 
the same rule would apply to the city of Charles- || 
ton. And are we to tax the country in this large 
annual amount for the benefit of a few mercantile | 
individuals in these cities? Mr. President, I thought | 
we were reaching a day of reform and retrench- |! 
ment and carefulness of the public expenditure. |; 
But, instead of that, here we are proposing to ex- | 


“discussion or responsibility in anything that per- 


| day 


And can we do it? Will we do it? Asa Repre- 
sentative of the State from which. 1 come, and 
having a regard for my constituents, dare I do it? 
Upon what principle can Fdo-it? -Upon no prin- 
ciple of fairness or justice whatever. I would be 
acting in direct contravention of the deliberate dic- 
tates of my own judgment were I to do it. ‘In my 
individual capacity I should be glad to see the 
smiling faces of the intelligent and enterprising 
merchants of New York, and to do anything inmy 
power to subserve their interests. But while, in 
my individual capacity, | might do these clever 
things, in my representative chararcter I have no 
such authority. 

Mr. CLAY, (in his seat.) Now move the spe- 
cial order of the day. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from Kentucky 
begs that I will now call for the specialorder, and 
I move that we now proceed to it. 

«Mr. DICKINSON. If my friend from Ken- 
tucky will allow mea few words I think we can 
soon come to a vote. 

Mr. DAWSON. Well, but I had not finished 
my remarks, and the time for taking up the special 
order has passed. However, I give way. 

Mr. PEARCE. I havea few words to say on 
this bill, and I would suggest to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Dickinson] whether it would not 
be better to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill till to-morrow ? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Ihave but a few words to 
say, and I would rather say them now. I do not 
think that the honorable Senator from Georgia 
displayed his usual courtesy when he much more 
than insinuated that there was a disposition to 
shrink from discussion here, and to obtain the pas- 
sage of this bill unfairly. Sir, I never shrink from 


tains to me; and I can tell that Senator, and every 
other Senator, that I am ready to meet him and 
every other Senator in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I know your ability to man- 
age discussion; but I relied upon your sagacity to 
avoid it. [A rugh]. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Very true; I wished to 
avoid it, but it seems I cannot. Sir, this question 
has not only been urged upon the consideration of 
the country by the Executive Department year 
after year, but the bill this year was introduced 
among the first of the session, from a responsible 
committee, and its consideration was asked for 
and had, a few days ago; and what have we heard 
to-day? Why, after a full debate, the other day, 
in which statistics on both sides of the question 
were ably entered into, the only thing which we 
hear to-day is the argument which was made the 
other day, with these same statistics repeated by 
my friends around me, and we are told that we 
fear discussion. Sir, whence does this challenge 
come? Whence does this opposition come? It 
comes first from my friend from North Carolina, a | 
State in which there is a branch mint; and from the 
last returns of the mintthere, it appears that it cost 
the country seventy-two dollars and eighty cents 
to coin a hundred pieces, [laughter;] and, in the 
second place, it comes from my friend from 
Georgia; and the last returns from the mint ir 


that State show that it cost the country sixty- 
seven dollars and four cents to coin a hundred 

pieces of money, [renewed laughter.] And 

yet, after this, they are alarmed at this little ex- 

pense to the country, requisite for the construc- 

tion and management of a branch mint in New 

York. I have no doubt, that in their individual | 
capacity, they would be generous to us all. As | 
representatives, however, living in the vicinity of i 
these mints, they cannot support the establishment į 
ofa branch mint in the city of New York, although |; 
at that port more than two-thirds of the whole | 
revenues of the United States are collected. Sir, |; 
what a monstrous mistake in legislation is this, 
to pay seventy-two dollars for coining a hundred 
pieces! This is not a question, as has been stated, 
for the mere benefit of a few New York mer- || 
chants; and if it were, I would ask, are they men 
who are placed beyond the pale of civilization and 
right? Sir, such arguments as we have heard to- 
in reference to the New York merchants, 


ask, is that the way to convince the understanding 
of the Senate of the United’ States? So far fromavoid= 
ing discussion, 1 will invite it, and 1 “will invite it 
from this moment to the end of the session, éven if 
it should last as Jong as our long sessions usialfy 
do. I must say, however, that I desire action on this - 
bill. I know how this bill ‘was ‘defeated once be~ 
fore; by refusing it the common courtesy of having 
it read more than once on the same day. Sir, that 
was once the action of this body on this bill; bat 
I do not intend that it shall ‘be’ defeated in that ~ 
manner again, if 1 can prevent ít Ifa majority of 
the Senate is against the establishment of'a branch 
mint at New York, all I ask is, that they should - 
express their opinion on the matter. But, sir, that 
opinion is not io be affected by mere declamation. 
Sir, the other day, in the remarks which I made, 
I placed this question on the highest ground. I 
stated that it was a question for the whole Union; 
and was I not fortified in that statement by the 
able message of the President of the United States, 
and the more detailed message of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in which he said that it was a ques- 
tion for the whole Union? 1! placed it on no focal 
round. My notions are as broad as the United 
tates themselves in regard to these public ques- 
tions. 

Sir, we were told that the mint at Philadelphia 
possessed ample capacity to perform all that @ 
mint was required to perform in the United States. 
Was not that question fully diseussed the other 
day? What new idea, or even new words, have 
been given us to-day in regard to this question? 
Why, sir, not only has there been no new idea on 
the matter, but even the old words have been 
adopted, [a laugh,] only with a little more assu+ 
rance. Yes, sir, the old words have been given 
us. Now, sir, let me say that, while much bas 
been said about the capacity of the mint at Phila- 
deiphia to do all that is required of it, it would 
appear, also, that the mint at Charlotte and that 
at Dahlonega could do so likewise, for at the one 
it costs seventy-two dollars to make a hundred 
pieces, and at the other sixty-seven dollars for the 
same work. They would, no doubt, have still 
more capacity to do the work, because they are 
further from the centre of business. Sir, this 
proposition is not one of merely local interest; it 
is one which is to benefit the people of the United 
States. It is asked ‘for what benefit?’ It gives 
them a solid currency. The Philadelphia mint 
has coined $11,000,000 recently. Certainly: she 
has worked wonders; but I aver that in‘all her 
coinage for the aasistant treasury: at. New. York 
the average time has been forty, and, when she 
has been hard pressed, even sixty days before the 
money could be returned. What merchants, then, 
whether they are * princes” or not, could lie out 
of their money for that length of time without 
being subject to a great inconvenience? Sir, it 
was only the other morning that I saw a notice 
intimating that the treasurer of the mint of the 
United States in paying off a million and a half of 
‘dollars would go to the city of New York for that 
purpose. And for what reason? He goes to New 
York for the purpose of saving the expense and 
delay of transporting the money from the city of 


i New York to Philadelphia and back again. Now, 


if there be no expense and delay attending the 
operations of the mint at Philpdelphia, why does 


| this gentleman leave that quiet place and go to the 


city of New York for the purpose of paying the 
money? My argument the other day was, that 
in the natural order of things this money would 
not be carried back and forth from New York to 
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country upon a strong and immutable basis—es- 
pecially if it were coined partly into-large coins 


to suit the convenjence of merchants and bankers, | 


and partly in small coin to suit the generality of 
the people. 

Now, sir, we- have. been told that the mint at 
Philadelphia coined eleven millions of dollars in a 
very short time. But who has told us how many 
of those dollara were in double eagles? It makes 
quite a. difference. whether they are coined in 
double eagles, five of them making a hundred dol- 
lars; or in five cent pieces, in which twenty of 
them are required to-make a dollar. Let them 
show their dexterity in coining. small coins, such 
as are required for common circulation, and then 
we will have a fair test of their capacity. 

Mr. President, I do not feel called upon to re- 
peat the argument which I urged the other day. I 
stated them to be statistics from the most compe- 
tent sources; and yet we are told that we shrink 
from dicussion by one who does not present a 
single fact upon which to base an argument. I 
felt myself called upon to make a brief reply to 

the remarks which have just been offered. 

Sir, [do pot desire to see the people of this 


country descending from their high position, and | 


degenerating into a scramble for local advantages. 
I have never placed myself upon any such ground 
atall,and I never shall. I have strong sympathies, 
itis true, with the city of New York, and it is 
both right and natural that I should have them. 
But 1 place this question not upon any local con- 
siderations; I place it upon higher grounds; I 


place it where the late President of the United | 


States, coming from the far West, has placed it; 
I place it where that able and distinguished man, 


the late Secretary of the Treasury, coming from | 


the Mississippi valley, and having all his feelings 
and prejudices elsewhere than in the city of New 
York, placed it; and upon other and yet higher 
grounds than any of these—the immutable laws 
of trade. I will not participate in a struggle be- 
tween Philadelphia and Dahlonega and Charlotte, 
and other places. If the tendency of things is to 
carry away the mint from Philadelphia, as much 
as I might regret to see her part with that institu- 
tion which she has so long enjoyed, it must go 
thence, for ne. I will never be carried away by my 
feelings in these local matters. New York is the 
place where the miut ought to be; it is the great 
cenire of trade; the great ocean, if [ may so call 
it, into which all the channels of our commerce 
flow; and you might as well attempt to turn the 
waters of the Potomac and make them run towards 
their source, as attempt to divert a measure which 
must ultimately be carried, and which not only 
the exigencies of the country require, but which 
the laws of trade will ultimately bring about. Sir, 
although we cannot impede or derange the natural 
flow of the waters, we may derange the currency 
of the country by refusing to adopt those measures 
which are necessary for its regulation. 

I was anxious to have a vote upon this bill as 


early as possible, in order that it might not berun- | 


ning alongside of other great public questions, { 
felt it my duty to bring it forward, and the Senate 
have been kind enough to make it the special order 
of the day for every day, at half-past 12 o’clock, 
till itis disposed of. There are other great meas- 
ures to come hefore us—measures of urgent 
importance; and 1 felt, so far as this one was 
concerned, it was necessary that the Senate should 
express an opinion upon it, so that it might be 
disposed of. That is ail I ask; and when { express 
my anxiety to have a vote upon the question, I 
hope gentlemen will not say that 1 am urging it for 
the purpose of avoiding discussion. > 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Georgia has satisfied me, and I think the Senate 

enerally, that we have already too many mints. 


i would, therefore, move the following asan amend- | 


ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not now inj 
order. f 

Mr. DICKINSON. What is the amendment? 
Read it. 


Mr. HALE. The Chair says it is out of order; 
but, with the permission of the Senate and at the 
request of the Senator from New York, I will read 
it. Jt is, “provided that the laws establishing 
branch mints in the States of North Carolina and 
Georgia be and the same are hereby repealed.” 
Mr. PEARCE. Did Í understand the Chair to 


gay that the amendment is not in order? 


Mr. HALE. _Itis of no consequence; I did not 
| offer it; L merely read it for the information of the 
when it is in order I shall offer it. 

Mr. PEARCE. [did not purpose, Mr. Presi- 
| dent, on the present occasion, to go into the gen- 


ĮI suppose I may as well follow their example. I 
i must remark here that I am in favor of establish- 
| ing a branch mint in California. I think no rea- 
| son has been assigned, or can be assigned, in fa- 
i vor of the establishment of a branch mint at New 
| York, which does not apply with greater force to 
|i the establishment of a branch mint in California. 
i| We know the fact to be that there is a great secar- 
i city of coin in California—so great, indeed, that the 


|i the owner of the gold dust receiving only $16 
i in coin for bullion intrinsically worth $18. There 
| is, therefore, a great loss to the people who dig the 
' ore, and to those who receive it there, except only: 
|| the speculator or broker, who make large gains 
out of others’ losses. The commerce of Califor- 
nia does not bring into that country a sufficient 
supply of coin. Such an institution is therefore 
required; and it is, undoubtedly, the constitution- 
‘al right and duty of the Government to supply, 
: for local circulation in that distant part of our ter- 
ritory, a coinage of the denomination and value 
prescribed by our laws. I am in favor of a branch 
mint at California, and opposed to the establish- 
ment of one at New York; and [ have not yet 
heard any argument which tends to satisfy me 


| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


tioned place. 


arguments which | urged on this subject last week. 
Nor shall I indulge in that declamation which the 


pronounced so unbecoming on this occasion. 
| And I trust I shall not be guilty of that assurance 
i which the Senator seems to think has character- 
| ized this debate on one side, unless, indeed, it be 
| assurance in a Senator who resides in a rural dis- 
trict to pretend to know anything of monetary 
affairs and the wants of great cities. 

I hope I may be allowed, with all due modesty, 
to make further opposition to this project, so much 
| pressed, butso littie supported, as | think, by sound 

argument. 
York on my right (Mr. Sewarp] said? In the 
first place he assumes that it is necessary to have 
a branch mint in the city of New York, because 
the Government has though 
its agent there to pay off Covenant bullion cer- 
tificates. Now does that follow? If the Govern- 
; ment chooses, for the convenience of persons in 
New York who hold mint certificates, and to whom 
the delivery of coin has been delayed by peculiar 
and unusual circumstances, to send an agent from 
Philadelphia for the special purpose of paying 
their certificates, shall any one be justified in say- 
ing that this shows the necessity ofa mint in New 
York? Or even if from time to time the director of 


reason for the large and costly establishment pro- 
; posed? We know that the expense of an occa- 
sional agent to New York for the purpose men- 
tioned will be a mere trifle, and the argument 
founded upon it, if it be an argument at all, really 
does not seem to me to require any other reply. 
But the Senator hasaverred that the same necessity 
exists for the establishment of a branch mint at 
New York as exists for the establishment of one 
in California. Indeed! What a wonderful iden- 
tity there is in their situation ! This forced identity 
—for such I regard it—reminds me of the singular 
coincidence discovered by, the Welshman Fluellen, 
when he averred that there never were two people 
in the world who resembled each other so much 
as Harry of Monmouth and Alexander of Mace- 

on. 
he said that Alexander was born in Macedon and 
Harry was born in Wales; that there was a river 
in Macedon, and there was also a river in Wales, 
and that there were salmon in both. [Laugh- 
ter.] This, then,is the identity. New York ison 
the Atlantic; California is on the Pacific. There 
is no mintat New York, and no mint in Califor: 
nia, and gold is digged out of the earth in the one 
place and imported by sea into the other. Now 
for the difference. New York is within a hundred 
miles, four or five hour’s ride, of the mint at Phils 


| 
| 


Senator from New York, and I give notice that | 


eral question; but, as other Senators have done so, |} 


|! premium on coin over bullion is about one-eighth, | 


that we ought to establish one at the last-men- | 


It was not my purpose, sir, to repeat any of the | 


Senator from New York (Mr. Dicxrnson] has | 


Now, what has the Senator from New | 


t it expedient to send | 


| the mint should dispatch an agent for this purpose ; 
from the one city to the other, is this a sufficient | 


On being asked to point out the resemblance | 


| ounce as it ought to be. 


| mand it. 


adelphia. The California gold mines are several 
thousand miles from any mint, ard the shortest 
period of communication with New Orleans and 
Philadelphia is from thirty to thirty-five days. 
Gold is worth in California much jess than’ it 
should be for reasons which the Senator did 
not assign, but which nevertheless are very palpa- 
blæ. itis not worth so much by two dollars per 
Now, does the Senator 
contend that this is the case in New York, because 
the mint at Philadelphia is at a distance of a huni 
dred miles? Sir, we know that the Chamber of 
Commerce of the city of New York has calcu- 
lated that the whole expense of converting all the 
bullion and gold coins that come into that port 
will not exceed a quarter of one per cent., which 
Iam satisfied isa very large calculation. Tt in- 
cludes too large an estimate for interest, and for 
the risk, which latter, if the money to be carricd 
is sent by the expresses, is scarcely appreciable. 
But that isall that they charge as the cost and loss 
of converting it into American coin, and yet the loss 
on the gold in California is two dollars per ounce, 
or about eleven per cent. Now, sir, these are the 
principa: reasons which the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] has assigned for the equal 
necessity of the establishment of a branch mint 
at New York with one at California. 

He also says that the foreign coin which comes 
into the country, does not circulate there; but. in 
California they are worse off still, for they have no 
coins at all, or scarcely any, and that is one of the 
most urgent reasons why a mint should be estab- 
lished there. I admit, indeed, that it will not be 


| necessary for the wants of California that she 


should coin all the bullion that may be raised there; 
that for the purposes of exterior. commerce, the 
assayed bars, with their value stamped upon them, 
will answer. But there is undoubtedly a local 
necessity for a mint there; and if you establish one 
there, I do not know how you can limit its opera- 
tions except by limiting its capacity. Inasmuch 
as the gold will be coined without any expense to 
owners of the dust,and without any profit to the 
Government, the probability is that the people will 
have it made into coin, and not into bars, so far 
as the capacity of the mint will allow that to be 
done; and I do not see, therefore, how we can 
make any provision to restrict the coinage of bul- 
lion in California except by restricting the capa- 
city of the mint which may be established there. 
l suppose that the gold of California will either 
be cast into bars for the accommodation of the 
trade with countries beyond the limits of the 
United States, for which, in some respects, this 
would be preferable, or made into domestic coin 
for circulation in California or remittance here; 
and whether it is cast into bars or made into coins 
it wiil certainly go where the exigencies of trade de- 
If there be bills tobe paid and claims 
to be satisfied in the United States for goods shipped 
to California, then the gold must come into the 
United States to meet those bills and to satisfy 
those claims,unless California should become bank- 
rupt. Everybody knows that a very large portion 
of thecommerce of California is with the United 
States on the Atlantic, and the gold which is found 
there will consequently return bere whether it is 
coined or in bars. I believe, therefore, that coin 
will come to the United States in a large amount if 
a mint is established in California; and I therefore 
see no necessity of casting the gold found in Cali- 
fornia into bullion, at least only to the compara- 
tively small amount demanded by their foreign 
commerce, In this view, it is manifest that the 
importation of gold from California will not require 
amintat New York. Now, with regard to foreign 


| coin it seems to be thought important that we 


should have a mint at New York, because there is 
much foreign gold brought into the country by im- 
portation and by emigrants at that port. ‘Butl do 
not think so, for reasons which I will proceed te 
give. In the first place, the Senator from New 
York assumes that more gold would come inte 
New York than comes in now, if a branch*mint 
were established there. This might do very well 
if we had no experience in the matter; but the ex- 
perience which we have controverts this idea. 
Look at Philadelphia. There is a mint there. 
Does that occasion large importations of foreign 
gold into that city? We know that such is not the 
fact. We know that the course of commerce and 
our own legislation have largely affected this mat- 
ter. New York has large importations, and re- 
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ceives this gold in payment of her exports which 
are not paid for in the products of other countries, 
and, indeed, the greater part of the foreign coin im- 
ported on account of merchants in Philadelphia, 
altimore, and other cities, comes first to. New 
York. The immigration, too, is principally to 
the port of New York; and then, sir, the many 
steamers which, by our own laws, go to and frem 
New York, necessarily bring a great amount of 
specie to that city, they being referred for the 
transportation of the precious metals. 

Now, if the Philadelphia mint cannot attract to 
that city the vast amount of commerce in precious 
metals which goes to New York, the whole amount 
of which imported into Philadelphia in one year is 
said to be only $256,000, and if New York, with- 
out having any mint at all, has now almostall that 
commerce, what is the necessity of establishing a 
mint at New York to secure that which she already 
has by reason of her great commercial advantages, 
her large population, her immense shipping, and 
those mail steamera which are continually cutting 
the waters of her noble harbor? I can see none. 

_It has not been shown that the course of trade 
requires the establishment of the proposed mint, 
and it seeng to me a pure imagination to attribute 
to itthe magic influence on the commerce of the 
world with New York which is promised from it. 
I know, indeed, that the President of the United 
States, (Mr. Polk,) on a former occasion recom- 
mended the establishment ofa mint at New York; 
bat I do not think that his recommendation has 
the force of an argument, nor that the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Walker) furnishes 
any conclusive reason for it. I respect the late 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I think hima man 
of genius, but it does not follow on that accoant | 
that we should surrender our own judgments forj 
the purpose of exclusively following his recom- 
mendation. He is not infallible; on the contrary, 
1 am inclined to think that in this matter he igen- 
tirely mistaken. His idea was, that much of the for- 
eign coin imported into the city of New York and 
not coined on the spot would go into the banks. 
Well, this I think, instead of being an evil, isa 
very good result. Banks, when properly man- 
aged, are very good things; but they can only be 
well managed when they have a good supply of 
the precious metals with which to redeem their 
~ paper. This Government has no authority to put | 

` down the State banks, and should not desire to 
make them less safe and useful by any scheme for 
withdrawing the only sound basis of their paper 
circulation. 

But there is another reason why it is not desir- 
able that all the foreign gold which comes into the 
country should be recoined here. Much of it has 
to go back again. The exigencies of commerce 
require it; and itis better in such a case to send 
foreign coin than to send our own, because the for- 
mer has a higher value abroad than the latter, and 
this constant recoinage of the precious metals only 
produces a waste of the measure of value. i 

Now, the Senator says that this foreign coin 
should be recoined here, because then it will enter 
into our circulation; for this purpose it must have 
the stamp or impress of our Government upon it. 
But when it gets that stamp or impress it will not 
circulate freely abroad; and that is a very good 
reason why a considerable portion of it at least 
should be kept unaltered for reéxportation. We 
know that an immense number of passengers go 
every year from the United States to Europe; and 
I suppose there is scarcely one of several thousand 
embarking at New York who does not take with 
him three or four hundred dollars of foreiga gold, 
which is supplied from the banks, in whose vaults 
it has been placed. It is exceedingly useful to 
these persons, and there is certainly no loss to us, 
since they must take coin of some sort. Besides, | 
a large sum is frequently required to pay commer- 
cial balances due to other countries, chiefly Eng- 
land and France, which are best paid in foreign 
specie. Nothing fluctuates more than the export- 
ation of specie. In five years out of the last eleven 
the quantity of specie exported has exceeded that 
imported by more than twenty millions; the average 
excess of exportation in these five years being some- 
thing more than four millions of dollars, and this is 
most profitably remitted in foreign coin. In these 
eleven years there has been no heavy excess ofe 
specie importations, except in 1843 and 1847, and 
in these years it was owing to peculiar and 


; Merce estimates the foreign coin brought into the 


“vasiand flourishing commerce which is the source 


lemporary causes well understood. In 1848 the 


excess of exportations was $6,780,984.: In 1849 the 
excess of importations was only: $2,904,466. 

The average annual. excess of specie imports 
over specie exports during the last-eleven years is 
only about two millions of dollars, as ] have ascer- 
tained from the annual statements of the commerce 
and navigation of the United States. Much of the 
foreign coin thus brought into the country is paid 
into. the ‘Treasury for duties, and such portion of 
that as ‘it pleases the Government converts into 
American coin, at no expense to individuals, and 
at.a very trifling expense to the Treasury. if the 
whole of this average annual excess of importation 
were recoined on individual account, it could not 
cost. in transportation, loss of interest, and risk, 
above $3,000 per year. 

The caicuiations of the New York Chamber of | 
Commerce are chiefly based upon the returns of | 
1847—a year of famine in Great Britain and an 
immense exportation of breadstuffs from this coun- | 
try, on which no fair average calculations can be | 
made. The memorial of the Chamber of Com- 


United States by immigrants at eight millions per 
annum. This is of course conjectural, and may or 
may notbeaccurate. Of thisthey admit that most 
of the silver returns to Europe in the same form in | 
which it arrived; as also a portion of the gold; and 
of the remaining part of the gold they say that 
much of it is immediately carried into the interior, 
whence it gradually finds its way back to the sea- 
board; that ‘¢a great part is ultimately sent to the 
mint at Philadelphia, tobe recoined, probably two 
or three millions per annum.’? Doubdess this is 
true—the immigrants preferring to keep the coin 
whose denomination and value they know, to ours, || 
which they do not understand. And supposing it 
to be all correct, and that these two or three mil- 
lions are coined on individual account, how much | 
does it cost? The Director of the Mint, in the 
letter to which I referred on a former occasion, 
showed that the coinage of six millions for persons | 
in New York would cost the owners less than nine |} 
thousand dollars, including transportation, loss of | 
interest, and risk. And | think l haveshown con- | 
clusively that the-sum mentioned is far beyond the | 
annual coinage of foreign specie, brought for indi- | 
viduals from New York to Philadelphia. So that | 
I feel authorized to require further proof before I 
credit the statement that at various times a loss of | 
$50,000 in a year has resulted to New York from 
this cause. 

But the Senator from New York (Mr. Dicgix- 
sonj has several times remarked that this project 
has been before the Senate on formor occasions, as 
if that were a reason why we should not too closely | 
examine it now. I remember only two occasions, 
though there may have been more. It was pro- 
posed in 1834, and I beleve withdrawn by the 
mover upon the general expression in the Senate 
of a desire that he shouid do so. And in 1838 a 
bill for the purpose was debated and defeated in |! 
this body—the finai vote being 27 noes to 22 ayes. |} 
it may be that the amendment proposing a branch 
at Charleston was unsatisfactory to the Senate. 
But Å think it most likely that Senators thought 
the original proposition unsustained by sufficient 
reasons. At ail events, the fact of its introduction 
and defeat then surely furnishes no argument for 
iis passage how, 

‘The Senator rests much upon the great amount į 
of importations into New York, and the payment 
at that port of two-thirds of the customs duties. 
Does he think ail this commerce a burden to New || 
York—a disadvantage to be recompensed by the i; 
establishment of a mint? : 

Mr. DICKINSON said he introduced that re- | 
mark for the purpose of showing that our commerce | 
centres there, i 

Mr. PEARCE, I admit that. But is there | 
anything peculiar in our situation which calls for | 
a mint there more than at other great commercial | 
marts? Liverpool is a great city, and has a vast ; 
commerce—perhaps not less than that of New : 
York. Yet the sagacious, exact, and calculating | 
English people have not thought it worth while to | 
erect a mint there, though the distance to London : 
is double that of New York from Philadelphia. 

Itis no disadvantage to New York that she pays : 
two-thirds of all the customs duties received into | 
our Treasury. it is the necessary incident of that /| 


en neon 


of her wealth and greatness—a commerce materi- | 
ally aided, too, by our legislation, which has made |; 


There are other: cities: whch 
would be glad to take these advantages and give 
New York a half dozen mints in exchange. 

On the whole, Mr. President, I think it has been 
shown, in a former day’s: debate and now; that 
there is no adequate reason for establishing the pros 


posed mint at New Yorks. thatthough .there was 
jately some delay in coining at. the Philadelphia 
mint, that was owing to circumstances unforeseen 
and temporary, and that its present: cnpacity is 
equal to any demand which the policy of the Gove 
ernment or the commerce of the country can poss 
sibly make of it; that the cost of transporting the 
precious metals from New York for coinage is very 
inconsiderable and trifling; the risk not appreciable; 
the delay so little as to be of no consequence, and 
that even this brief delay may be avoided by the 
arrangement suggested by the director of the mint; 
and that, to erect a mint at a cost of several: hun- 
dred thousand dollars, and to maintain it ata prob- 
able annual expense of $50,000 to $75,000, will be 
to appropriate the money of the people without any 
adequate return to them, or any portion of them, 
except those who may reap the fruits -of the pa- 
tronage thus created; while the certain result will te 
to destroy the mint at Philadelphia, which must 


| become wholly useless. ber bee 


For these: reasons I must vote against the meas: 
ure, although, if there were no mint at Philade‘< 
phia, I would, as I before said, vote for the selection’ 
of New York as the place of its establishment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It seems to me that the mint 
should be located at such a point as is convenient 
and useful to the country. 1 think that the ques- 
tion as to the point where the mint shall be located: 
is one that rises above the benefiting of any. par- 
ticular locality—of this town or that town, or this 


| or that section of the Union. Commerce generally 


centres at two great points upon this conttnent—at 
New York and New Orleans, Immigrants arrive 
at those points; foreign gold comes to those points; 
and from those points it is distributed again; and 
it seems to me that at those points we should locate 
our mints. It has been stated that eight millions 
of dollars in foreign gold is brought into the: city’ 
of New York by immigrants, and passes into 
the interior in that form; and in the country: 
where Í live, upon the whole line of the lakes 
and western rivers, where the immigration: goes, 
we feel the inconvenience of that foreign’ coin, the 
value of which is not generally understood by 
the community among which it goes into ‘circu! 
lation. One of the great reasons, as we sup- 
pose, why it goes there, is,ihat at the point at 
which the emigration centres when it comes into 
the country, there is no mint and no means, with- 
outinconvenience and departure from the route, to 


| get it changed into American coin, The whole in- 


terior of the country, therefore, is interested in 
having mints at those points where the foreign 


i gold arrives and from which it’ is distributed. 


Those points are New Orleans, where ‘there’ is a” 
mint already, and New York; and Ido think ‘that 
itis right to establish it there;-without any refer- 
ence to local feeling, and without any reference 
to what effect it may have upon other cities. [ 
have no desire:to see the mint at Philadelphia 
either removed or impaired in its powers or useful» 
ness.” I have no desire to see the mints in Georgia 
or North Carolina removed either, But when I 
hear an argument against putting the mint at New 
York, on the ground of the expense urged by those 
representing mints that hardly coin as much 
money as the annual cost of keeping up: the es- 
tablisnments, it seems to bea strange kind“ of 
economy. I do net desire to see the mints in 
Georgia and North Carolina abolished; but if com- 
pelled to choose between those mints and one at 
New York, Í shall vote at once to remove one of 
these mints to New York, or to abolish them both, 
or to consolidate them and remove them to New 
York, where it would be useful. We are told 
thal it is but litle expense and trouble te carry the: 
gold from New York to Philadelphia to’ eoin it 
there. So it would be but little expense or trouble. 
to take the foreign coin and gold from Charleston. 
by railroad to the mint in Georgia, or at Charlotte | 
in North Carolina, and coin it there. Still we find 


: that not a dollar of the gold thatarrives at-Qharlés- 


ton gets up to these mints for coinage. The’ fn- 
convenience of itis sufficient io. prevent its trans- 
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portation thence, and in the mean time these mints 
remain comparatively useless, and of no value to 
- the country, because not at points where commerce 
and emigration center, and foreign coin collects. 
If you continue to.establish mints in these secluded 
parts, where the commerce and trade of the coun- 
try do not arrive, you may have twenty, aye, fifty 
mints, and still experience the same inconvenience 
that. you now do for want of a proper coinage. 

I think, therefore, that we ought to establish a 
mintat New York without hesitancy, and one also 
in California. sped 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Illinois has 
remarked that all the gold of the neighborhood is 
not coined at the mints in Georgia and North Car- 
olina. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
did not go in there. 

Mr. PEARCE. One of the arguments that has 
been used, at all events, is that all the gold of the 
neighborhood is not coined at the mints in Georgia 
and North Carolina. If that be so, it only shows 
that it is more desirable to have it coined at Phila- 
deiphia than at Dahlonega and Charlotte, and it is 
of course a matter of still less consequence to trans- 
port it to New York. 

Mr. DICKINSON. My attentien has been 
called to the history of the Union Bank in Mis- 
souri. It seems that a large mass of foreign gold, 
which would not cireulate in this country, had 
been accumulated there to send away. A large 
amount, a great many thousand dollars, was miss- 
ing, and they were driven to the necessity of count- 
ing it, before they could ascertain the precise 
amount which was missing. Another fact, and I 
have done. It has been often repeated that there 
is no loss in the transportation between New York 
and Philadelphia. The Union Bank of New York 
lost fifteen thousand dollars at one time. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] has expressed his 
surprise and his astonishment that the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] and myself have op- 
posed the establishment of a mint at New York, 
because branch mints have been established in the 
States which we represent. Now, sir, is it to be 
supposed that because Congress thought proper 
some time since to establish a mint in my own 
State, that Iam to be in the smallest degree de- 
terred from opposing what I look upon as an un- 
wise, unnecessary, and wanton waste of the public 
money? No, sir. I, for one, will give my vote 
for no such project, and I shall not be deterred 
from what | conceive to be the right course, because 
abranch mint has been established at Charlotte, 
which, as I have already intimated, is a humbug, 
and of no service to the country at large, and for 
the establishment of which, had I been here, I 
should not have voted. Yet, sir, so far from be- 
ing influenced by any consideration of that kind, 
or the notion that log-rolling influence is brought 
to bear on me, rather than vote for the establish- 
ment of the branch at New York, which I believe 
to be unnecessary, and inflicting a wrong upon an- 
other city over which New York has the prefer- 
ence, I would prefer not only that the branch mint 
in North Carolina should be abolished, but that all 
the little, poor, and paltry patronage ever extended 
by the United States to North Carolina should be 
withdrawn now and forever. And permit me to 
say, sir, that when it was withdrawn, although it 
might be missed there, yet, by comparison, it is so 
small that the United States would not discover 
the amount of it, except by the extraordinary pro- 
cess which the Senator from New York telis us 
some persons were driven to, who lost some gold 
from a parcel of money, and who could not tell 
how many pieces were gone till they counted it. 
The United States would have to count to see what 
they would gain and we lose. 

i trust that neither the Senator from Georgia 
nor myself stands here bound to support any pro- 
ject that may be brought forward for the establish- 
ment of a branch mint anywhere, and for any 
purpose, and if we do not support it to be taunted 
with the fact that there are branch mints in Georgia 
and North Carolina. I did not aid in establishing 
the branch mint in North Carolina. I gave no 
assistance to put it there. I care nothing for the 
branch mint there. So far as any considerations 
of that sort may be supposed to influence my con- 
duct here, 1 scorn them. This branch mint at 
New York, proposed to be established, is, in 
my judgment, unwise, unnecessary, extravagant, 


I said that the foreign gold 


wasteful, and ultimately intended to break down 
Philadelphia. I fear I may have deviated on this 
occasion from my usual modesty in expressing 
and maintaining my opinions, and I am sorry for 
it. I can only say that I hope to be corrected by 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Dicarnson,] 
who is so remarkable for modesty himself. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the other day I 
made a few remarks upon this subject, and I then 
stated that, at the proper time, I was prepared to 
vote for the establishment of a mint in California, 
but I did not think that the proper time had ar- 
rived. The question of a mint in California would 
come up more appropriately as a distinct. and 
separate measure, leaving this bill to rest entirely 
upon its own intrinsic merits. I am not entirely 
prepared to go against the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. I would prefer, 
however, that the question should come up by it- 
self. With regard to the proposition for a branch 
mint at New York, if this was an original ques- 
tion, coming up for the decision of Congress as to 
where the mint was to be established, I should 
say unhesitatingly at New York. We have how- 
ever, sir, a mint at Philadelphia, conveniently 
situated in many respects to New York, owing to 
the facilities which the railroad furnishes. The 
little expense and inconvenience which there is in 
transporting bullion from New York is not, I con- 
ceive, so great as to justify our going to great addi- 
tional expense on the part of the Government to 
establish another mint. I would second with 
great pleasure the views taken by the Senator 
from New York, if I considered that the establish- 
ment of a branch mint would greatly subserve the 
public interests. I consider, with the Senator 
from Georgia, that this should not be a measure 
for the benefit of any State. Weare not to look 
to the interests of New York as a city, or Phila- 
delphia as a city, but we are to look to the great 
interests of the country, and endeavor to do what 
we can to promote these interests, 

Well, sir, so far as I know, ours is the only 
Government in the world where thereis more than 
one mint. [I know that other Governments, for 
territories nearly as large as our own, where the 
gold must be brought thousands and thousands of 
miles over land, have but one mint. The Senator 
from Maryland has already fully described the 
system in London, Paris, and other parts of the 
world. We, sir, however, have gone upon the 
system, heretofore, of establishing mints at the 
points where the gold dust is procured, under the 
impression that it was necessary to give these fa- 
cilities to those employed in mining. It was a 
matter of little importance, I think, to those en- 
gaged in gold digging, either in Georgia or North 
Carolina. The mints originally were of little 
value to them, and they have been becoming less 
So every year, until really at this time they are 
next to no value atall. The only reason why the 
mint at Charlotte may be considered as necessary 
to be retained at all, is the fact that, after the rail- 
road shall be completed between that place and 
Charleston, it will give facilities to the transporta- 
tion of the foreign coins or bullion coming into 
the possession of merchants in that city for re- 
coinage. Whether any such reason applies with 
regard to Dahlonega, I know not. I hold that if 
you now go on to establish a branch mint at New 
York, you decide indirectly, though not directly, 
that you will discontinue the mint in Philadelphia. 
That is the question. Is it proper, then, that we 
should now go to the expense of half a million of 
dollars in erecting buildings in New York? It will 
cost over a million of dollars to erect a mint in 
New York. Look at the expense of the New 
York custom-house, and we all know that public 
buildings of this kind always cost double the esti- 
mate. Itappears to me, then, that my friend 
from New York would not greatly subserve the 
interests of the country by establishing this branch 
mint. It might give some facilities to coinage in 
the city of New York, but not commensurate to 
the expense which would be incurred. The ob- 
jection applies to having so many establishments 
of this kind scattered all over the country. As I 
said the other Vay, other commercial cities will put 
in their claim, and we cannot with any face say, 
“ No, you are less important, you must submit to 
all the inconvenience of transporting your gold, 
although other cities are accommodated.” It 
would be invidious, and would not be submitted 
to. I cannot, with these views, vote in favor of 
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the proposition to establish a branch mint at New 
| York; and I regret that the Senator from Missouri 
i persists in connecting his proposition with this bill, 
| L believe it would be better to leave the New York 
l mint to try its fate by itself, and then bring for- 
| ward his proposition as.a separate measure. 
| Mr.BADGER. In consequence of the remarks 
; which have fallen from the Senator from Alabama, 
|| I would suggest to the gentleman. who has offered 
i this amendmen? to withdraw it for a moment, 
while we test the sense of the Senate, by moving 
to strike out from the first section of the bill 
| the words “in the city of New York,” and to in- 
sert at San Francisco, in California, 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope this plan will not 
be resorted to, for two reasons: One is, that I do 
not think it would be in order to strike out the 
New York mint and insert something quite differ- 
ent; and the other is, that I think it is better to 
| meet this question directly, and not vote it down 
indirectly. 

Mr. BENTON. This question of a mint in 
New York has been so often and so fully discussed, 
that I think with the Senator from New York it 
is better to meet it directly. 

The question was then taken on thegmendment 
to the amendment, which was carried, and the 
amendment, as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BADGER moved to strike out from the 6th 
line of the Ist section of the bill the words * in the 
city of New York.” 

The yeas and nays being ordered, were taken, 
and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Borland, Butler, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Jones, King, 
Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Underwood, Wales, and Whitcomb—21. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Clemens, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, 
Douglas, Downs, Feleh, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, 
Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Soulé, 


Upham, and Walker—31. - k 
So the motion was lost. 
Mr. DOWNS. Ihave an amendment to the bill 


which I wish to offer. It will be recollected thatsome 
time since—I do not propose to discuss it now—I 
brought under the notice of the Senate the absolute 
necessity of increasing the compensation of the 
treasurer of the mint of New Orleans, who is also 
assistant treasurer of the United States. I stated 
then—and I shall not refer to the subject again— 
the very great difficulty indeed, and the injury to 
the public service and the commercial community, 
of not being able to find a man qualified to fill the 
office who will accept it, on account of the small- 
ness of the salary. It seemed to be agreed upon all 
hands that, at the proper time, the evil ought to 
be remedied. 1 now propose that the following 
section be added to the bill to effect that purpose: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the salary of the treas- 
urer of the branch mint at New Orleans, and who is also 


assistant treasurer, be, and the same is hereby, increased to 
thousand dollars.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. I have had occasion, asa 
member of the Finance Committee, to investigate 
this matter with regard to the salary of this office, 
and, from the correspondence which I have had 
with the Treasury Department, I have no doubt 
that the salary ought to be increased. ButI would 
suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that it will 
be but a short time before the appropriation bill 
will come before us, in which 1 shall feel myself 
justified in meeting the vicws of the Treasury 
Department and the exigencies of the public 
service by increasing the salary of that office. I 
hope therefore it will be permitted to remain until 
then, as it might embarrass this bill-in the other 
House, where it might not be understood. 

Mr. DOWNS. My only object is to insure the 
increase of this salary, and as I infer, from what 
| the Senator from New York has stated, that this 
claim will be favorably viewed by the Finance 
Committee when the appropriation bill comes up, 
and as I do not wish to throw embarrassments in 
the way of this bill, I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

There being no further propositions to amend, 
the bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BADGER, I now desire to offer a further 
amendment. We are all aware that recently the 
question has been raised in the courts of Penn- 
Sylvania whether the mint of the United States in 
| that State was liable to State taxation. Judgment 
i was given in the supreme court of Pennsylvania 
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affirming the right to tax. Now, I think it right 
that in some way or other the public should have 
a guarantee that the mint in New York shall not 
be made the subject of taxation. Í therefore move 
this amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That this 
effect, so far as respects the branch mint at New York, untit 
the State of New York shatl, by some law or other puhlic 


aci, pledge the faith of said State that no tax shall at any 
time be laid, assessed, or collected by the said State, or 


act shall not go into 


under the authority of said State, on the said branch mint, | 
g on the buildings which may bè erected therefor, or on i| 


ie fixiures or machinery which’ may be used therein, or 
‘on the fauds on which the same may be placed; but nothing 
in this section contained shall be understood as implying an 
admission that any such power of taxation rightfully exists. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I have no objection to this 
amendment, except that it may delay operations. 
Tam not advised how soon it might be got into 
Operation; but our Legistature does not meet till 
the first Tuesday in January next. If that be 
deemed time enough, I do not object to it. Indeed, 
I do not object to it anyway. I believe the United 
States has been taxed in a certain place, not- 
withstanding all their revolutionary recollections. 
{Laughter.] . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would suggest to the 
gentleman who proposed the amendment, whether 
he had hot better so amend it as to provide that 
the mint shall not be established in New York un- 
ul the State of New York shall cede to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the ground upon 
which the buildings are to be raised. 

Mr. BADGER. Í accept the modification. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope the amendment will 
hot be adopted, then. It would only be delaying 
operations about a mere matter of form. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
sóme substance. ” 

Mr. BADGER: It is not usually done, I admit; 
but recent events show the necessity of it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The result would be to pre- 
vent all movements in the matter till another year. 
I hope it will not be adopted. The amendment, 
as at first proposed by the Senator from North 


Carolina, ïI have no objection to. It might occa- || 


sion delay, but I was willing to putup wiin it. Bat 


the modification proposed by the Senator from | 
Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoon] I hope will not be ji 


agreed to; it has not been usual at all. 

Mr. STURGEON. The Senator from North 
Carolina in introducing the amendment brought up 
a fact which it is necessary I should explain, lest 
it should tend tu the prejudice of the city of 
Brotherly Love, for which I have a great affec- 
tion. All the property of the United States in the 
city of Philadelphia, except the mint, has been 
iong since exempted from taxation by the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania. 


lature of Pennsylvania, however, immediately 


upon that suit being instituted, passed a law that 
the mint should be hereafter exempted from taxa- | 


tion. 


Mr. BADGER... J hope my friend will under- i 


stand that I did not mean to cast any reproach on 


Pennsylvania, but the thing having taken place, I i 


think it right to make this provision. 
_Mr. DICKINSON. Has the Senator from 


North Carolina accepted the modification of his || 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Ken- i Nori Carolina, and. at Dahlonega, in the 


tucky. 

Mr. BADGER. 
not accept it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
accepted. » 
North Carolina was just and proper under the cir 


cumstances of the case; the other one, | think, |; 
would tend to prejudice and delay, and L hope the 


gentleman will not persist in it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will test the sense of 
the Senate in a moment by offering the amend- 
ment without any remarks. I propose to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the word 
“ shall,” and inserting the following: 


í Cede to the United®States exclusive jurisdiction over i 


the ground and property which may be purchased for the 
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I think it a matter of į: 


The local authorities of | 
Philadelphia took it into their heads to tax the | 


Lhope, then, it will not be i 
The amendment of the Senator from | 


di 
ij 


f purpose of erecting: théréon the necessary buildings for the 
|! purposes of this act”? : E 

i I will merely remark, that if the amendment 
| prévails it will just place the property held by the | 
| 

| 


of this mint upon the same footing under the Con- 
stitution as the naval establishments, and thevother 
property held by the Government of the United, 
States is placed under the Constitution. i 
Mr. DOWNS. I hope the Senator will not 
| press his amendment. It goes a great deal far- |! 
; ther than the amendmentof the Senator from North |! 
: Carolina, {Mr. Bapeer,] and will probably lead || 
to debate, an excited debate too. Why, sir, this |! 
amendment extends much further than the Sena- 
tor supposes. It seems to me to establish a new 
principle. 1f you take the mint you may take the 
| custom-house, the post-office, the court-house, and 
| every other building in which officers of the United 
i States perform their duties, out of the jurisdiction ` 
and beyond thé process of the State. Now, we |! 
have some trouble about these exclusive jurisdic- || 
tions of the United States. In some instances, i 
| however, it is necessary that peculiar jurisdiction i! 
should belong to the United States, but Í see no 
| reason why in the custom-house, the mint, and || 
| the post-office, the jurisdiction of the State should |) 
| not exist, and processes issue against all individu- |! 
j als therein. There is no necessity for introducing | 
another jurisdiction there. It never has been cone |! 
' in acase of this kind, and I think the propriety of |; 
| introducing such a clause into this bill is question- f 
| able. Besides, why should it be done in New |; 
|i York, and not in California, Philadelphia, and |: 
i everywhere else? li 
! Mr. DICKINSON. I hope the Senator from i 
| Kentucky will withdraw his amendment. It will 
| embarrass the whole question, 
i; Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not want to em- 
| 


Government of the United States for the purposes i 


|| enter into a naval establishment, such as we have į 
! 


il States, for the purpose of assessing the ‘value of 


‘| for them. The amendment simply requires that |: 


| the State should cede to the nation jurisdiction 
i! over its establishment. 
Mr. DOWNS. It goés a great deal further. 


mint, and taxed it, and the question was brought || Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
up to be decided in the Federal courts. The Legis- i 


bill, I have no objection to withdraw it. 
Mr. DICKINSON. 


il draw it. The amendment of the Senator from 


ing the following: ‘That the law establishing 
i ‘the branch mint at Charlotte, in the State of 


‘State of Georgia, be and the same is hereby 
‘t repealed.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 hope the Senator from 
| New Hampshire will not press his motion. It 
does not belong to this bill. 
| it should be offered in a separate form, and not 
appended to this bill. 

Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) We had better 
vote it in. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator is desirous that 
i| his bill should not be embarrassed, and as I heard 
' the gentleman behind me say that they had better 
vote it in, I withdraw the amendment. , 

Mr. BERRIEN. [ hope I may be permitted to 
say that Í cannot acquiesce in the statement made by 


u 


| 


il 
il 
id 


If, however, the gentle- H 
man from New York thinks it will embarrass his |! 


I should be much indebted i| 
' to the Senator from Kentucky if he would with- | 


i 
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l greatly prefer that į; 
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the Senator from New York, although he advises 
me of the source’ whence he obtains’ his inform- 
ation, relative to the cost-of coinage at-the mint 
either at Dahlonéga of Charlotte. ‘On Jooking to 
the appropriations made to defray the annual ex- 
penses of these establishments, and to` the” state- 
ment of the number of pieces which have been 


; coined there, I find that the cost amounts to seven- 


teen dollars and some cents per hundred: pieces 


| instead of sixty-seven dollars. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I derived my information 
from Hunt’s Merchants’ Magazine, a very high 
authority upon matters of this sort, and generally . 
a very correct one. : 

_The question was then taken on orde 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. STURGEON called for the yeas and nays 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows : be oe ' 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Clemens, Davis of 
Mississippi, tickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dadye of 
Towa, Douglass, Downs, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, Jones, Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Upham, Walker, and: W hit- 
ecomb—34. i i a 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Borland, Sater, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, King, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, Sturgeou, Turney, Underwood, 
and Wales—17. 

So the bill was ordered to be.engrossed. 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the third reading 
of the bill, but objection was made.by Mr. Kine. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business, and after some time spent therein the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspar, May 30, 1850. 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 8 
o’clock, a. m. “ 

On motion by Mr. JONES, it was = 

Ordered, That when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn 
to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. A 


And thén, 
On motion, the House, at 8 o'clock and 13 m 
| utes; adjourned until to-morrow at H o’'elock. 


IN SENATE. l 
Tuurspay, May 30, 1850. 
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i DEATH OF HON. F. H. ELMORE. 


Mr. BUTLER rose ‘and said: Mr. President, 
‘| my heart sinks under the melancholy duty which 
i! misfortune and affliction have imposed upon it. 
| Within less than three years it has fallen: to my 
| lot to announce the deaths of two colleagues of the 
other House; and it was but the other day that L 
|! communicated tothe Senate the death of the tä- 
mented Calhoun: We have scarcely divested out- 
| selves of the badges of mourning to his memory 
before we are called on to replace them on the 
| occasion of his successor’s death, whose place in 
| the Senate was butas a transit to a common tomb. 
| Such is human existence! Ht is as a shadow that 
; fleeth, and continueth not! 
i My friend and colleague, the late FRANELIN 
: Harper ELmorg, breathed his last at his lodgings 
| in this city last night, at half-past eight o’clock, 
For several years the state of his health has been 
à source of solicitude and anxiety to his friends. 
His mind had been tasked by many cares and re- 
sponsibilities, and it was thought that even a change 
of excitement and employment would afford him 
elief. It was with reluctance that he accepted the 
istinguished compliment implied in the appoint- 
ent that was tendered him by the Governor of 
outh Carolina, to fill for a time the vacancy. in 
he Senate occasioned by the death of his illustrious 
redecessor. He took his seat in this body onthe 
th of this month, and for a week or ten days the 
earts of his family and friends were glagdenes by 
he prospects and hopes of returning hea i F ese 
delusive hopes were excited only to mal oe 
pointment the more poignant and affiictive, Anew 
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form of disease—a neuralgia that pervaded the 
whole system—was as the hand of'death upon him. 
His sufferings were very great, and from the time 
of his sttack were incessant. lt is a source of 
consolation that he retained his mind until the 
actual invasion of death. His physicians, dis- 
tinguished for their skill and knowledge, gave his 
case uncommon attention, and did all in- their 
power to afford him relief.. It was his happiness 
to have with him a being—the nearest to him by 


all the ties of this earth, the partner of his bosom | 


and the mother of his children—a devoted- wife, 
who poured out upon him all that an affectionate 
heart could bestow. These were.alleviations and 
sources of solace in an hour of awful trial; but 
they could not arrest the demands of the inexora- 
ble messenger. 

In witnessing my friend’s exit from this earth, 
I hope I have not had a lesson without its mourn- 
fal instruction. 

Mr. ELmorg, from the time he entered upon the 
arena of life till his death, has acted no ordinary 
partin public affairs. Hehas filled many employ- 
ments and trusts of honor and responsibility—and 
the confidence of his fellow-citizens to the last was 


` an honorable commentary on the manner in which | 


he discharged these duties. 

Mr. Exvmore was a native of Laurens district, 
South Carolina, and died in the 5ist year of his 
age. His father, General Elmore, was a native of 
Virginia, and was an active soldier of the Revolu- 

t tion, serving under General Green, in his celebrated 
Southern campaign of 1781. His mother was a 
Miss Saxon, a name distinguished in the partisan 
war of the Revolution. After passing through the 
ordinary academical course, my friend entered the 
South Carolina College in November, 1817, and 
graduated two years afterwards with honor, and 
with a reputation that at once presented him to ths 
favorable consideration of the public. 
law in my office, in the town of Columbia, and in 
1821 was admitted to the bar. 

Such was the impression that he had already 
made on society, thatin the year 1822, the year 
after his admission to practice, he had conferred 
on him one of the highest honors of his profession. 
He was elected solicitor (a public prosecuting offi- 
cer) of the southern circuit—an office that involved 
high responsibility and important public duties. 
His energy, industry, and ability soon confirmed 
the sanguine expectations of his friends. 

He continued to be successively elected to this 
office until he was called by his fellow citizens to 
filla new sphere of action—and one for which I 
have always thought him eminently qualified, both 
from taste and ambition.. Fle took his seat in the 
House of Representatives in December, 1836, to 
fill a vacancy occasioned by the resignation of 


General Hammond; he wasa gain elected, and ser-" 


yed throughout the 25th Congress. During thistime 
he wona high reputation for parlamentiary address 
and ability. ‘Uhe impression which he made on 
his colleagues and contemporaries was such as to 
flatter the pride and gratify the ambition of any pub- 
lic man. 

In December, 1839, Mr. Exmore was elected 
President of the Bank of the Siate of South Caro- 
lina. This was a position of real difficulty, that 
required financial talents of a high order. Its la- 
bors and responsibilities were great and almost 
overwhelming. My friend continued to be elected 
to this office until his late nomination to the Sen- 
ate. Such testimonials of merit, are higher and 
more abiding than verbal eulogy. 

Shortly after Mr, Polk came into office, he ten- 
dered to Colonel ELmorg the most distinguished 
mission in his gift, a mission to the Court of St. 
James. His own modest distrust of his qualifica- 
tions to equal public expectation, as well as his 
duties and obligations at hame, induced him to 
decline the honor. Mr. Poik’s opinion had been 
formed of Mr. ELmore whilst they were members 
of Congress, and was a flattering tribute to his 
character. 

Asa public man, Colonel ELmore showed creat 
sagacity in his opinions of men. Whilst he was 
prudent in taking his course, he showed great 
tenacity of purpose, and exhibited uncommon per- 
severance in the attainment of contemplated ends. 
His private relations presented his life in a view 
that his friends may well love to look upon. His 
habits were temperate, his deportment. modest 
and his disposition amiable. As a husband and 


He read | 


1 
i 
| 


‘father, he loved and was loved with deep and ten- 
| der. affection.. Although this place would not 
| seem toallow of such an indulgence, F hope my 


! example to guide you, and a father’s reputation to 
f y p 


| the Vice President to take order for superintending the fu- 
| neral of the Hon. Frank in H. Evmore, which will take 


| which won your love. 


| high and generousemotion. Those lipsare sealed, 


friendship for their venerable and venerated grand- 
mother’s family, will be a pardon for saying a 
word that may be of service to the bereaved chil- 
dren of a deceased friend. You have a father’s 


preserve. These, with an affectionate mother’s 
care, may inculeate on you the virtues that will 
carry you through the temptations of life to honor 
and respect. God grant that a friend’s remark | 
may have a beneficial influence on your future des- 
tiny $- ‘i 

Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions: 

Resolved unanimously, That a committee be appointed by 


place to-morrow at 12 o'clock meridian, and that the Senate 
will attend the same. 

Resolved unanimously, That the members of the Senate, 
from a sincere desire of showing every mark of respect due 
to the memory of the Hon. Fraxxiin H. Enmore, deceased, 
late a member thereof, will go into mourning for him one 
month, by the usual mode of wearing crape on the left arm. 

Resolved unanimously, That, as an additional mark of re- 
spect for the memory of the Hon. FRANKLIN H. ELMORE, the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I canndt permit the occasion 
to pass without offering my tribute of respect to 
the memory of the dead. 1, too, knew him, and 
knew him asa friend. We entered Congress to- 
gether, and for the first time, as I had supposed, 
in 1837, when there was, perhaps, more bitterness 
in party divisions than I have known before or 
since. I have counselled with him, I have acted 
with him, and ean truly say that I found him wise 
in counsel, firm and energetic in action. I have 
seen him under circumstances and exposed to trials | 
which test most severely the qualities of the head 
and the heart; and under all circumstances, and in 
all emergencies, he so bore himself as to win the 
confidence of friends and the respect of adversa- 
ries, I say adversaries, because if he had an 
enemy, I did not know or see him. His was the 
high capacity and rare excellence of pursuing his 
own ends with ability and firmness, but in a man- 
ner so kindly, so gentle and persuasive, as to dis- 
arm political opposition of all personal bitterness, | 

Mr. President, l speak not in the extravagance 
of eulogy, but from observation and experience, 
when I say that his was indeed a rare and beautiful 
character, in which the stronger and gentler elements 
were mingled in the happiest proportions. He 
could command your confidence by the means 
When | heard he was to 
be sent to this place, Mr. President, there was no 
man who rejoiced more in the prospect of his 
coming than myself. fÍ thought he was the very 
man to be useful in the troubled scene upon which 
he was about to enter. His wisdom, his firmness, 
his known moderation and patriotism, all fitted 
him for the time and the place, and I anticipated 
with pleasure the display of his powers here in 
ali the fullness of their maturity. “I had heard 
that he was sick, but I did not know that the hand 
of death was upon him, and had hoped that a 
change of scene and circumstances would restore 
him, and that long and useful years were before 
him. Alas, sir, how delusive was that hope; and, 
indeed, of how many human hopes may not the 
same be said! The hopes—nay, 

« The glories of our mortal state 
Are shadows, not substantial things.’? 

Yes, sir, the light of that eye is ynenched, which 

I have so often seen kindled under the influence of 


that tongue is mute, from which | have heard the 
words of wisdom, of eloquence, and truth. But 
the loss is ours more than his, It is the loss of 
the country which he would have served so faith- 
fully—of the family which mourns him so deeply. | 

Mr. President, into the sacred circle of that | 
domestic grief, 1 do not venture to intrude. These 
are blows which none can heal but He who dealt 
them. © But, sir, it is a satisfaction to his friends 
to know that he has left a name which will be 
long cherished and respected, and an example 
whose light, living and raidiant above even the 
darkness of the tomb, will shed a guiding ray | 
upon those who may succeed him. 

Mr. YULEE. Much attached to him whose 
worth has just been faithfully told, I ask to offer 
a tribute to his memory. : Gentle and benevolent, 


generous and frank, affectionate and true, were 


! haustion. 


poised mind, and firm.and well-ordered principles 
of action, made him wise in judgment and just in 
purpose. - The high qualities that composed. his 
noble character, gave him, through ail his life, a 
leading influence in the social and political con- 
cerns of the community he belonged to, and wouid 
probably have placed him very soon, if spared 
to actin the present juncture of public. affairs, 
among the distinguished few who, by notable wis- 
dom, integrity, patriotism, and usefulness, at- 
tract the especiel regards of their country, and 
mark their memory in its history. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I sincerely 
sympathize with the honorable member from 
South Carolina, whose painful duty it has been 
within so short a period to announce the death of 
another colleague. I sympathize, sir, with all the 
people of South Carolina, by whom, as I know, 
the gentleman now deceased was greatly respected 
and loved. I sympathize with that domestic cir- 
cle to whom his death will be a loss never to be 


| vepaired. And, sir, I feel that the Senate may 


well be the object of condolence on the death of a 
gentleman so well known in the other branch of 
the Legislature, of so much experience in the va- 
rious duties of public and official life in his own 
State, and who has so recently come into this 
body with every qualification to render here im- 
portant public service, and with every prospect of 
a usefulness, except so far as that prospect may 
have been dimmed by serious apprehensions in 
regard to his health. 

Sir, T had the good fortune to become acquainted 
with Mr..E_morsg ten or twelve years ago, when 
he was a member, and I may say a leading mem- 
ter of the House of Representatives. I had formed 
a véry favorable opinion of his character as a man 
of integrity and uprightness, of great respecta- 
bility, and great talent. I regretted bis departure 
from the councils of the nation, because a person 
with his qualifications and with his habits of busi- 
ness grows every day more useful in our political 
circles, so long as he remains in the possession os 
his faculties, and inthe active performance of his 
duties, It happened to me, sir, some years after- 
wards, and not now many years since, to forma 
personal and more private acquaintance with the 
deceased. I had the pleasure of seeing him among 
his own friends, of cultivating his acquaintance in 
the midst of those circles of social life in which he 
was regarded as a treasure and an ornament. I 
owe, sir, to him, whatever is due for kindness and 


| hospitality, for generous welcome, and for an ex- 


tension of the eivilities and courtesies of life. 

J shall cherish his memory with sincere regard 
as a valuable and able public man, and a genile- 
man entitled to high estimation in all the relations 
of life. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
the close personal friendship subsisting between 
myself and the deceased constitutes at once a dis- 
qualification on my part for speaking of him, and 
an impelling power which will not permit me to 
remain in silence. My acquaintance with him 
commenced some twelve. years ago; during a part 
of that time J have been on intimate terms with him, 
and may be permitted to express my concurrence 
in what has been said of him on this occasion. He 
has been truly portrayed as one in whose character 
was blended firmness and gentleness, wisdom and 
modesty. These were his characteristics; and 
above ali, directing and controlling all, there was 
that stern devotion to duty, that single appliance 
to whatever was the task before him, which con- 
stitutes one of the great elements of every public 
character, distinguished for virtue and public use- 
fulness. It was this devotion to duty in the sphere 
alluded to by his colieague which no doubt shat- 
tered his constitution, and thus terminated his life. 
On the bed from which he never rose, when wasted 
by disease and racked by pain, that principle which 
caused him to devote head and heart to his duty 
still ruled supreme over physical suffering and ex- 
I saw him but a short time before his 
death. His first words to me then were those 
which pointed to the current business of the Sen- 
ate, and to those interests of which he felt himself 
to be more immediately the representative, and of 
which we know he was so true, so able, and so 
faithful an advocate. The country loses much in 
losing such a citizen; the Senate loses much in 
losing such a member; his State loses much in 
losing such a representative. But there is a deeper 


the emotions of his heart. A clear and well- || grief, a greater loss, a darker pall spread over his 


4 


I feel, Mr. President, that I am utterly disquali- 
fied for the purpose of justly describing his many |; 
endearing and radical virtues; still more for the set |! 
phrase of formal eulogy. I shall not attempt either 
one or the other. 1 will leave to other tongues and 
to other times whatever it may be becoming and 
proper to say. I cordially second the resolutions 
presented by the colleague of the deceased. 

After a pause— 

Mr, DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved. that when. 
the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet to-morrow |! 
at 11 o’clock. i 

The motion was unanimously agreed to. | 

The resolutions offered by Mr. Burer were | 
agreed to. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT appointed the follow- | 
ing gentlemen the committee under the resolutions: |! 

Messrs, Yuree, Cremens, BADGER, Jonzs, |! 
Corwin, and Norris. | 

i 
| 


i 


And the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 31, 1850. 

The Journal was read and approved. 

Mr. JONES. In pursuance of the understand- 
ing of the House on Wednesday morning that we |} 
would on yesterday adjourn to Monday, I now 
move that when the House adjonras to-day, it | 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

A pause of a few moments ensued. 


DEATH OF MR. ELMORE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by | 
the hands of Asbury Dickins, Esq., their Secre- | 
tary, informing the House of the decease of Hon. | 
F. H. Ex_morg, a Senator from the State of South 
Carolina, and communicating. the proceedings of | 
the Senate with respect thereto. 

The message having been read—, 

Mr. WOODWARD rose and addressed the } 
House as follows: 

` Mr. Speaxer: It is not only expected but de- |i 
sired by every one present that we should spend a ' 
few moments in enlivening our remembrance of | 
the distinguished person whose much lamented | 
and untimely death is the subject of the resolu- |: 
tions just received from the Senate. Not that || 
the solemnities about to be entered upon can add | 
anything to the reputation of the deceased, or in- |! 
crease the estimation in which he was and is to be 
held by the country. No eulogy of mine could |! 
add to a fame from which aspersion could never || 
beable to detract. I have not risen, therefore, to 
do justice to the dead. The dead has done full jus- || 
tice to the dead. The death of Frawauin H. EL- 
more holds no claim upon his life uncancelled. F| 
rise to discharge a debt due to you, to ourselves, | 
and the country—due to the proprieties growing 
out of the relations under which we stood to the |! 
deceased when living and the relations under which 
we stand to those who in his death have suffered |) 
bereavement. It is not necessary that any one | 
should here, on this occasion, bear testimony to 
his uncommon intellectual endowments or his pure 
and elevated character. The knowledge of these, 
and the deep impression they have made on the | 
public mind, will impart much greater interest to 
an unadorned narrative of his life than any elabo- 
rate eulogium could possess. 

Franxun Harrer Evmore was born in the 
year 1799, in the District of Laurens, State fof 
South Carolina. He was the second son of Gen. |: 
John Elmore, who served in the war of the Revo- 
lation, under Gen. Greene. He received his edu- 
cation in his native State, and was graduated at the 
South Carolina College, in the year 1819. In 1821 
he was admitted to the bar, and the year after was 
elected by the Legislature Solicitor, or State’s At- 
torney, for the judicial circuit which included Co- 
lumbia, the seat of government. The duties of this. 
office he continued to discharge with ability and 
distinction for fourteen years, having been succes- 
sively reélected, at periods of four years. From 


this office he was, in December, 1836, transferred j|- 


to the House of Representatives of the United: 
States, to fill the vacancy oceasioned by the résig- 
nation of the Hon. James H. Hammond, subs 


quently a distinguished Governor of South Caro, 


| financier and commercialist. 
not altogether as favorable as could have been de- 


lina. He was again chosen Representative at the 
next regular election. The whole period of his 
Service in this body was three years, He was 
here known and. marked as the man of thought, 
and counsel, and action. He but seldom mingled 
in debate, though he wasgifted with parliamentary 
powers. He was, however, destined to pass toa 
different sphere. 

In 1839the Presidency of the Bank of the State 
of South Carolina became vacant. This bank, 
owning alarge capital, and being the fiscal agent 


-of the State, holds a responsible position relative 
to neighboring monetary institutions. The weight |; 


of this responsibility had been increased by the 
general crash and derangement of 1837—°8. Cir- 


| cumstances made it peculiarly necessary to place 
jat its head a man of deep and comprehensive 
| mind, capable of discipline and system—of com- 
: plex combinations, and fall of circumspection and 
| forecast. Colonel Eumone was the individual fixed 
! upon. 


For upwards of ten yeařs he continued at 
the head of the institution, unceasing in assiduity, 
and indefatigable in labor. It was mainly during 
this period that he achieved his reputation as a 
And if results were 


ired, the explanation, doubtless, will be found in 
he reflection that there are conditions which im- 
pose a limit upon possible success in all affairs, 
and no degree of human talent or effort is capable 
of transcending this limit. It is confidently be- 
lieved that the laborious career just referred to un- 
dermined his constitution, disabling it to withstand 
the assaults of an accidental malady. He is be- 
lieved to have died of erysipelas. 


_ lt would hardly seem appropriate to detail the | 
circumstances, so recently commemorated, under || 


which he appeared amongst us as a Senator ‘from 
his native State. 


thought, that, having been called so unexpectedly 


to take the post of his great predecessor, he should |! 


also have been called so speedily to follow his foot- 
steps to the grave; as if drawn by some strong 
affinity for the one who had gone before him; as 


i though he had been beckoned still onward to a 


happier state by the friendly spirit of a just man 
made perfect. I believe that Mr. Elmore’s voice 
was heard but once in the Senate, and that was, in 
answering to his name when called by the Secre- 
tary. 


The intellectual endowments of Col. Exmorg, | 
; his mental culture and acquirements, his elevated 

character, the purity of his morals, his unexcep- į 
| tionable good breeding, and the perfection of his 
| Social qualities, all conspired to bind his fellow- 


men to him; some by one law of human sympa- 


| thy, some by another, 


Not unfrequently engaged in the honorable com- 
petitions of life, he was, of course, sometimes the 


j object of those irritations of feeling which rivalries 


are apt to engender. - These heartburnings, how- 


ever, could scarcely ever survive a social inter- | 


change of ten minutes, or éven a transitory greeting 
upon the street. And, strange as the verbal con- 
tradiction may seem, | speak with perfect sinceri- 
ty when I say, that his enemies, if he had an 
enemy, were also his friends. And yet his popu- 
larity was not of an intense character: it was too 
universal to be intense. It did not meet with suf- 


ficient resistance to give it the highest degree of í 
It seemed to exist, or rather live | 
by a gentle lew of nervous connection with the ‘| 
| community; and there is no portion of the com- 


compactness - 


munity, whose sensibilities will not 
his death. wee 
Upon the nearer social ties that have been bro- 


be touched by 


| ken, I choose not to make any remarks. The 


disconsolate heart shrinks from the gaze of the 


world, and what our eyes may not look at, let our 


| lips forbear to mention. 
Mr. W., at the close of his remarks, submitted | 
the following resolutions: 


+ Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibili ty 


“the. announcement of the death of the Hon. Franxuin H. 


ELMORE, a Senator in Congress from the State of South 
Gai 


éd, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of leceased, the members and officers of this House 
will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

. Resolved, That the proceedings of this House in relation 
tothe death of the Hon. Fraxxiis H. Ermore, be com- 


“ynunicated to the family of the deccased by the Clerk. 


Resolved, That. this House will, asa body, forthwith 
iir to. the Senate Chamber, to attend the funeral of the 


i deceased. 


7 I cannot, however, refrain from |) 
remarking, how striking and impressive is the | 


| The resolutions were unanimously adopted, ; 
/ After a pause— Son 

The SPEAKER stated, that in compliance with 
the resolutions just adopted, the House would now 
proceed to the Senate Chamber. - EPS 

And thereupon, the members of the House, 
preceded by their Speaker and. Clerk, repaired to 
the Senate Chamber, to attend the funeral pro- 
| ceedings. = Ly bes 

After having deposited the corpse in the Con- 
| gressional burying-ground, the officers and mem- 
bers returned to the House. ste de 
And then the House adjourned to Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, May 31, 1850. 

The funeral services over the remains of the 
: Hon. F. H. Emors, Senator from the State of 
| South Carolina, were performed this morning in 
the Senate Chamber, in the presence of the Presi- 
| dent of the United States, and the Heads of De- 
| partments, Senators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, members of the Diplomatic Corps, 
| (among whom the young Sandwich Island Princes, 
| in their court dresses, were conspicuous,) United 
i 


i 


States Judges, and others. : 
The proceedings were under the superintendence 
of Messrs. Yurer, Davis of Mississippi, Bap> 
| GER, Jones, Corwin, and Norris, the committee 
į of arrangements. PE een fy 
The corpse was removed from Mrs. Wells’s, on 
| Capitol Hill, to the Senate Chamber, accompanied 
| by the immediate friends of the deceased, the pall 
‘bearers, Messrs. Hunter, Dawson, Downs, 
Bricut, Davis of Massachusetts, and UNDER- 
woop, the surviving Senator from the State of 
{| South Carolina, Mr. Burrer, and the delegates 
| to the House of Representatives from the said 
i) State. : 
i The funeral services were performed by,the Rev. 
| 


Mr. GurLey, Chaplain to the House of Represent- 
atives, in the absence of the Chaplain to the 
Senate, who, after reading several portions of 
Scripture, and prayer, delivered an address on the 
|, text, “ Seeing then that all these things shall be 
| dissolved, what manner of persona ought ye to be 
i| inall holy conversation and godliness.” —2d Peter, 
: 3d'ch. Il v. LLE 

The funeral cortége afterwards proceeded to:-thé 
Congressional burial-ground in the prescribed pub= 
lished order, where the body for the present is de- 
posited, and then the members of the Senate re- 
turned to their Chamber. ` 5 


A RECESS—THE COMPROMISE BILL. | _ 
On motion of Mr. MANGUM, it was ordered 
: that when the Senate adjourns it adjourns to meet 
‘on Monday next. ‘ 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I move that 
when the Senate adjourns on Monday, it adjourn 
to meet on the Thursday following. J i 

Mr. KING. Is it in order to make such a me- 
tion. ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair suppose 
that it is. : : 

Mr. KING. I think it would be the bettercourge 
not to make that motion now, but to make it when 
we meet on Monday next. if it be adopted now, 
it will be in the power of the Senate to rescind it 
on Monday. Many gentiemen, if this motion pre- 
vails, may go home under the impression that noth- 
ing will be done within the time specified; but the 
Senate may on Monday rescind the order, and 
those Senators would be disappointed in not being 
present at the discussion of important subjects. L 
nerely throw out this suggestiva for the consider- 
ation of the Senator. 

Mr. DAYTON. I willrisk that. 
the Senate would act so. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I hardly think that 
the motion of the Senator from New Jersey is in 
order; and I must add, that if it were in order ldo 
not think itright. itisa manifest and- palpable 
evasion of the Constitution. 


Ido not think 


proposes that on the termination of those three 


; might go on ad infinitum, if such an order has any. 
obligatory force. as 

But if this were in order, J am utterly opposed 
ito it. After we have been six months in session, 
itis proposed to adjourn for a whole week—for 


bat is the meaning of the proposition—for the 


| 
| 


1107, 


We have already. 
agreed to adjourn for three days, and this. order: 


days we shail adjourn for three more; and so we, 
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parposé of taking up the carpets now on the floor. | 


For one, { prefer these carpets to any others that 
can be put down. 


Ít is now proposed, when the | 
publie anxiety is at the highest and most intense |, 


pitch—when the eye of every patriot and every | 


friend of his country is intensely directed to this 
body—to adjourn for a week, after a six months’ 
session, in order to take up these carpets. 1 say 
again, that even if ? 
a thing, it is not right that we should do it. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Président, it seems tome 
that this is no evasion of thé Constitution, If 
when we meet on Monday next we adjourn till 
Thursday, it would be the same thing as is now 
proposed. I believe that this thing has been re- 


it were in our power todo such | 


peatedly done by both Houses. lt has been cus- | 


tomary to do something of the kind at this season | 


of the year, Ido not see that We are so distress- 
ingly pressed for two or three days with regard to 


California and these other matters as to prevent us | 


taking the coursé which has béen taken every 
summer at the long session for the last eight years, 
It is always customary to fit up the Chamber for 
the summer session. {tis now being done at the 
O'her end of the Capitol, and I suppose that the 
members there are as strongly disposed to do their 
duty asthe members here. [ff a be done, there 
are some few of us who live near who wiil have 
an opportunity of spending a few days with our 
families. I have made the proposition with that 
view, and | hope it will be acquiesced in. y 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I really think that 
the course proposed by the Senator from New 
proper. If when we have agreed to adjourn until 
Aonday we agree to adjourn antil Thursday, it 
amounts substantially to adjourning for more than 
three days. If this motion prevail, and any great 
number of Senators go home for afew days in con- 


sequence, we may find ourselves without a quorum | 
I think that the course pro- 
{ have never known | 


on Monday next. 
posed is altogether unusual. 
such à thing done before since 1 have been a mem- 
ber of Congress. 
member of either this body or the ‘other Flouse, 
has never known sucha thing to be done until 
Wednesday last, when the House of Representa- 
tives adjourned until eight o’ciock the next morn- 
ing for the purpose of then adjourning until Mon- 
ay. 
course. When we meet on Monday let the proposi- 
tion be made to adjourn for three days, in order to 
take up the carpets, if it be deemed necessary. It 
seems to me that the motion is entirely uncalied 
or. 


They will not be uncomfortable for some time to | 
When the weather becomes warm, we ĉan | 


come. 


Jersey is not only unusual, but is extremely im- i 


And I must say that the oldest | 


I think we ought to adhere to the usual | 


lam not atall dissatisfied with these carpets. ! 


have the carpets taken up and the Chamber | 


cleansed, if we are to remain heré during the sum- 
mer, which I hone we willnotdo. 


try to get through with the business before us and | 
i i 1 the necessity of taking out and bringing in our 
standing that we shall come back earlier than our | 


fix an early day of adjournment, with the under- 


constitutional duty requires. In that way we can 


L hope we wiil : 


i 
| 
i 
I 


be relieved from the unpleasantness of sitting in ; 


the months of August and September. Ifwe do 


i 
t 


sit during those months, if we are to be confined ; 
to this Chamber then, badiy ventilated as itis, li 
venture to say that, whether we take up the carpets | 


or not, the health of many of us will be suffer 
Although this proposition of the Senator from N 


oe 


3 
ew | 


Jersey may strictly speaking be in order, and f: 
do not mean to say that itis not, it is altogether - 


unusual, and to my mind approaches very near to 
being out of order. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, as there seems | 
to be some doubt as to the constitutionality of the | 
measure 1 have proposed, I will withdraw it, if 
the Senate will permit me to take up the compro- | 
mise bill for the purpose of postponing its consid- | 
I wiil, therefore, | 


eration until Thursday next. 
withdraw my proposition, and move to take up 


i 
i 
j 
i 
j 
t 
I 


the compromise bill reported from the committee | 


of thirteen. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, l can only ex- 
press the hore that we will not postpone the meas- 
ure until the time indicated. 


amendments which have been proposed, and make 
some progress with the bill. 
any final question will be taken in the course of 
the ensuing week. So far as my voiee goes, ican 
assure the Senator from New Jersey that l would 
not propose any final question, such as the en- 


I hope that weshall . 
goto work on Monday and come to a vote on the | 


I have no idea that | 


i 


| 


ji by him why our desks have been taken out. 
is evident to me that the order of the Chamber as 


grossment of the bill, if it should reach that state 
of progress, or its passage. If the motion be made 
to postpone the consideration of the compromise 
bill till Thursday, I shall call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Me. FOOTE. Mr. President, I rise simply to 
second what has been so ably said by the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky. So far as l have 
been able to observe the indications of public sen- 
timent throughout the United States, the undivided 
public sentiment of the country demands imme- 
diate action on the Subjects of agitation now un- 
fortunately distracting the country. I am opposed 
to any delay on the subject. I shall, therefore, 
vote against the proposition to postpone the con- 
sideration of the bill of adjustment until Thursday 
next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I should be 
sorry to resist any proposition,if by such resist- 
ance I should subgect the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey, or any other Senator, to the least in- 
convenience. But I am not willing, for one, to 
consent to the postponement of this subject. ] de- 
sire, for one, to act on it, and to come toa decision 
on it as early as possible. | concur in every word 
that has been said by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. 1 think we ought to act definitely. i 
was among the number of those who early doubted 
the propriety of uniting the admission of California 
with the other measures proposed to be settled in 
the compromise bill, being decidedly friendly to 
the early admission of California, But, for the 
purpose of making an attempt to settle all the sub- 
jects of agitation, I have supported the plan of the 
committee of thirteen. With that view, Í shall 
Oppose the postponement of this question. 

The motion to take up the compromise bill was 
agreed to. 

And the Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill providing for 
the admission of California imo the Union as a 
State, the establishment of territorial governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the settlement of her northern and 
western boundary. 

Mr. DAYTON. Inow move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until Thursday. 

Mr, CLAY. On that motion, [ask the yeas 
and nays. ; 

‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I have not the 
slightest idea of delaying action om the bill before 
us. Iam ready to come to a vote upon it as soon 
as any other member of the Senate. But, looking 
at things as they are, | do not think that anything 
can be done before Wednesday or Thursday. Our 
Chamber has been cleared of our desks and tables, 
with a view of facilitating arrangements for our 
summer session. Looking at things as they are, 
and looking at the convenience of members, | 
think we had better not impose upon our oflicers 


desks again. While they are out, the carpets can 
be taken up, and the Chamber fitted for the sum- 
mer. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I understood the 
honorable Senator from New Jersey to say that 
the Chamber had been put into iis present condition 
; with a view to an adjournment for the purpose of 
preparing the hall for the summer session. I be- 
lieve that no special order has been adopted for 
that purpose. 1 think that the honorable Senator 
must be mistaken in his supposition. There 
| must have been some other reason than that stated 
k 


it existed yesterday can be restored in two hours. 
Matters, therefore, have not reached the fatal ex- 
tent supposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 
I think we had better have the Chamber restored 
to its usual order, and go on with the legislation 
of the country. Three or four days would doa 
great deal towards bringing this biil towards 
maturity. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I believe 
there was an understanding among a number of 
Senators that there should be an adjournment 
from Monday until Thursday next; but no Sen- 
ator has left the city of Washington under that 
understanding. Feeling, therefore, thata few days 
would greatly accelerate our business, I shall vote 
against the proposition to postpone. he case 
would be entirely different, however, if any Sena- 
tor had left the city under that understanding. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion to postpone the further considération 
of the bill until Thursday next, it resulted as, 
follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs: Atchison, Baldwin, Butler, Chase,Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mi sippi, Day- 
ton, Hale, Hamlin, Morton, Seward, Smith, Upham, Wales, 
and Yulee—17, A . 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bradbury, Bright, 
Clay, Dawson, Dickinsoo, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, 
Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, Rusk, Shields, and 
Whitcomb—l&. 

So the motion was not agreed to. : 

Mr. JONES. 1 perceive, from the remarks 
which have been made, that we are very svon to 
have an adjournment for the purpose of taking up 
the carpets. I, therefore, move that the officera 
be directed to take up the carpets now, and pre- 
pare the Chamber for the summer between this 
time and Monday. 

Mr. DICKINSON. It is not in order. 

Mr. KING. TI havea motion which I cannot 
submit until the one offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa be disposed of. 

Mr. JONES. I willthen withdraw my motion. 

Mr. KING. 1 objected the other day to the 
third reading of a bill because it had not been en- 
grossed; butas it has now becn engrossed, | move 
to take up for its third reading the biil establishing 
a branch mint in the city of New York. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, the com- 
promise biil is now before the Senate, I believe, 
and no disposition bas been made of it; conse- 
quently the motion of the Senator from Alabama 
is out of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri is right. The bill to which he refers 
has not been disposed of. 

Mr. ATCHISON. While up I would take oc- 
casion to say that, for the last two or three days, I 
have been consulting, not with * leading members 
of the Senate,” but with * the rank and file,” and 
the general understanding ‘has been, so far as my 
consultations have gone—I do not mean that it has 
been the understanding of the Senate, though I 
think there wjll be a majority for it on Monday— 
that we should adjourn from next Monday until 
Thursday, and then from ‘Fhurday until Monday, 
so as to give usa week to have the carpets taken 
up and the Chamber fixed up in summer style. Í 
will vote for such a proposition, and such, until 
the vote was taken a few moments ago, | thought 
was the general understanding of the Senate. I 
give notice now that I will on Monday move that 
we adjourn until Thursday, and that when we ad- 
jovrn on Thursday, we adjourn until the Monday 


|| following. 


I see no great necessity for presenting this. bill 
now. Indeed | believe it to be impolitic to press it 
now. And I wish it to be distinctly understood, 
that if my vote can prevent it, the bill will not be 
considered on Monday, nor on Thursday next, 
nor until the Monday following. 1 have seen or 
heard nothing that convinces me that there is any 
necessity for immediale action on the subject, and 
I have an opinion of my own that it had better be 
postponed. 

Mr. CLAY. I rise to move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 
i day next at oneo’clock. While up, i would say 
i to the Senator from Missouri that, as he well 
i knows, | am in favor of early action on this bill. 
| He thinks there is no necessity for immediate 
| However, I shall not discuss that now. 
| 


| action. 
ilt can be discussed on Monday, when the bill 

| comes up. 

| Mr. HALE, I think that the sensible and ju- 

i dicious remarks of the Senator from Missouri 

| [Mr. Arcuisox} will operate upon the minds of 
| Senators. [confess they have operated upon mine. 

| I therefore move to amend the motion of the Sena- 
i tor from Kentucky, by inserting “Monday week” 

| instead of ** Monday next.” 

| Mr, MANGUM. [move that the whole matter 

| lie on the table for the present. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

i BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. KUNG. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill establishing a branch 
mint in the city of New York. The bill has been 
ordered to be engrossed. It only remains, there- 
fore, to be read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, we have just 
had a vote taken which shows that there are only 
thirty-five members present. 1 submit, théreforé, 


1850. _ 


whether it would be right to take up a matter of 
such importance at this time. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I voted, as the 
Senator knows, against the engrossment of this 


bill, But it was carried by’a majority of some | 
The sense of the Senate | 


‘fourteen or fifteen votes. 
hag been therefore fairly expressed upon the sub- 
ject. And there is very little probability that 
any gentleman will change his opinion. I voted 
against the engrossment of this bill, and I object- 


ed to its third reading, after that had. been or- | 


dered, because it had not then been engrossed. It 
is now engrossed, and I see no impropriety in let- 
ting it go to the House of Representatives.. - 

Mr. DICKINSON. T hope that a time will 
come when opposition to this measure will cease. 
We have had full discussions upon the subject. 
We had a test vote upon it the other day by yeas 
and nays, when the Senate was unusually full. 
It has been lost once or twice for want of time; 
and there are gentlemen in the other House who | 
are very anxious that it should come to their body. | 
T hope, therefore, that the friends of the bill will 
take it up and pass it. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 3, 1850. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


of the House to intraduice.a bill, of which, he said, 
| previous notice -had been. given. His object was 
; that the bill should be referred to the Committee 
_of.Ways and Means. : 
Thereading of the title of the bill was called for, 
and it was read for information, as ‘ a bill author- 
izing the payment of interest to the State of New 
Hampshire.” 
No objection having been made, 
: The bill was introduced, and read a second time 
| by its title; and, on motion of Mr. PEASLEE, it 


The SPEAKER said, that the business first in 


| enabling him to submit a motion, 


Mr. DAWSON. Here is the objection. A | 
motion was made the other day that this bill: 
should be read u third time, but it was objected to 
by one of the Jeading members of the Senate, on | 
the ground that time was wanted for its consider- | 
ation, 


Mr. DICKINSON. Oh, no; its third reading | 


was objected to merely because it was not en- | 


grossed. 
“Mr. DAWSON. It was ubjected to, at any 
rate. Weare not now in a position to pass im- 


appropriates something like six hundred thousand ; 


not come here at this time to act finally on any 


measure; and if the yeas and nays were called, 1 | 
think it would be found that this bill would not ' 
receive a majority of the whole number of the /: 


Senate. — 

Mr. BERRIEN. I must confess that this is 
-rather an irregular mode of proceeding. But I 
do not know that any member of the Senate 
wishes to discuss the question. There has beena 
full expression of opinion on the subject. If no 
Senator desires to be heard on the subject, I do 


not perceive any objection to the third reading of |: 


the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I voted against 
the engrossment of this bill, for one reason. 
cannot see the necessity for a mint at places so 
near to each other as New York and Philadelphia. 
We have had a very fair expression of opinion 
upon the subject; and I rise to express the hope 
that, although I am opposed to the bill, it may not 
longer be delayed. 

Mr. DAWSON. Of course, I do not desire to 
discuss the subject further, but I cannot tell what 
others may desire. There are twenty-five mem- 
bers absent, and I think it would be unfair to 
them to take up thé bill and pass it in their ab- 
Bence. 

The motion to take up the bill was then agreed 
to, 


The bill entitled “An act to establish a branch of |’ 


the Mint of the United States in the city of New 
York, and a branch mint and an assayer’s office 
at San Francisco, in Calfornia,’’ was then read a 
third time and passed. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolu- | 


tions, which were considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Vice President. be requested to com- | 
municate to the Executive of the State of South Carolina, |: 


information of the death of the Hon. FRANKLI 


N H. ELMORE, 
late a Senator from said State. 3 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to | 
pay out of the contingent fund to Mrs. Harriet C. Elmore, | 


widow of the late FRANKLIN H. Enmore, whatever sum may 
be due his estate for perdiem and mileage. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Arrangements be au- 
thorized to make suitable provision for the removal of the 
remains of the Hon. Frassi H. Enmore to the place of 
juterment appointed by his family. 


On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


Iii 


ment of the House to a certain time, now ex pared, } 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew the motion to sus- 

pend the rules. i 
THE APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. SCHENCK then asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer a resolution, giving 
| notice that, if objection was made, he should move 
a suspension of the rules, to enable him to intro- 
duce it. 


lows: 
Resolve}, T 


appropriation bill, providing tor the civil and diplomatie 
expenses of the Government, for the nextfiseal year which 


neglected and failed to present the same for more than four 
months beyond the time when, by the practice and rule of 
he House, the same should have been reported, the said 
committee be now instructed and directed to report the 


not yet been brought in at this session, without further dé- 
|; day. i 

‘| The resolution having been read, _ 

Objection was made to its introduction, 


olution. 


; recognized—but i 

The SPBAKER said, no debate iein order on the 
| motion to suspend the rules. The question is on 
i that motion, 


| for. ` 
The resolution having been again read, 

Mr. McMULLEN rose, he said, to make an 
| inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] 
: who had offered the resolution. 


Mr. McMULLEN. It is merely an inquiry. 


er. 
Mr. McMULLEN. Then I will put the ques- 
I desire to be informed at 


the correctness of that statement. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 
| Mr. SCHENCK. ILask thatthe rule requiring 
| these bills to be reported within a certain time 
: may be read for the information of the House. 
ii Mr. CROWELL inquired of the Speaker, 
i whether a motion for a call of the House would 
; be now in order? : 
| The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
| Mr. CROWELL moved that there be a call of 
i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
j 
t 
i 


' the House; and the question, ‘Shall there be a call 
! of the House?”? was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So a call of the House was refused. . 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

And the House ordered them. 


i 
i 
t 
i 
: 
} 
1 


ji 

f 
| 
\ 
i 


i 
} 
i 
i 
i 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. | 


Mr. PEASLEE asked the unanimous consent 


: was referred to the Committee of Waysand Means. | 
order was the motion heretofore made by the gen- |: 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] on Monday |! 
last, that the rules be suspended for the purpose of |: 


[The motion referred to. related to the adjourn- /| 


The resolution was read for information, as fol- |! 


hat, inasmuch as the Committee of Ways | 
i and Means of this House has not yet reportect the anuual || 


will begin atter the thirtieth day of the preseut month, but has |) 


aid bill, and such other general appropriation bills as have | 


Mr. SCHENCK moved that the rules of the |) 
House be suspended to enable him to offer the res- ` 


Mr. BAYLY addressed the Speaker and was || 


The reading of the resolution was again called | 


The SPEAKER. No debate is now in order. |; 
The SPEAKER. No inquiries are now in or- |; 


Mr. SCHENCK now rep ; 
the 79th rule might be read for th 
+ the House. SS o 5 a teo 
| The SPEAKER sa 
: unanimous consent. — 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Very 
every genueman to read th 


p 
| Sinks 
| sofort 


4 
i 
i 
t 
if 
i 
i 


id, the rule might be read by 


K 


1, then, U will ask 
‘for him ` 


& Ie shatlulso be the duty of tho Commit 
Means, within thirty ‘days ‘after’ theit appr 
session of Congress, cammencing: on” the? first’ Monday of 
December, to report the general appropriation bills for. Hie 
civil and diplomatie expenses of Government, forthe army, 
for the navy, and for the Indian Department, and Tadi 
annuities; or, in failure thereof, the reasons of such fal 
ure.” —[ September 14, 1837.] F aa 

Mr. BAYLY. I appeal to the House for ita 
unanimous consent to enable me to make a siate- 
ment. It is due to myself that the statement 
; should be made. . aa 
Mr. STANLY suggested, that the gentleman 
i from Virginia [Mr. BayLy] could make his:state- 


i ment after the resolution should be before the 
' House. ` 

© The SPEAKER inquired whether objection 
| was made to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
| BayLy] making an explanation? ape 

‘Mr. WENTWORTH rose and objected. ; 

Mr. PRESTON KING desired to be informed 
by the Speaker whether the resolution would: ngt 
be debatable if the rules should be suspended ? 

Mr. STANLY. Yes; if the ‘rules’ are, sus- 
pended. a i ERT 

The SPEAKER said (replying to Mr. Kine) 
that the resolution, if received, would be open to 
debate. i 

The question was then again stated to be on 
the motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
receiving the resolution. : 

Mr. INGE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Fowxerr, and should therefore decline to 
vote. 

i Mr. WALDO said that he had paired off with 
: bis colleague, [Mr. BUTLER, of Connecticut,} and 
: should therefore decline to vote. 

i And the question, “Shall the rules be sus- 
; pended ?’’ having been taken, the result was de- 
| clared as follows—yeas 51, nays 69: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Ben- 
į nett, Breek, Briggs, Burrows, Joseph Cable; Joseph P. 
! Catdweil, Catmnpbëll, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Doty Dunein, 
: Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Halloway, Hamp- 
i ton, Haymond, Henry, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, 
; George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
| King, Job Mann, Nelson, Otis,” Pitman, Putnam, Risley, 
; Rose. Rumsey, Schenck, Silvester, Sprague, Stauly, Tay- 
| for, John B. ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, White, and Winthrop—5l. ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bing- 
‘| ham. Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Al 
‘bert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, George Ay 
| Caldwell, Cartter, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcocs, Pea- 
berry, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fuller, Green, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
| Hibbard, Hoaglaed, Holliday, Howard, Hubbard, Joseph wW. 
i, Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, 
|; Leffier, Marshall, McClernand, Finis E. McLean, MeMut- 
i) len, McQueen, MeWilie, Miller, Morris, Outlaw, Oweh, 
|i Parker, Peaslee, Pheips, Potter, Powell, Robinson, Savage, 


| 
| 
l 
i 
f 
d 
j 
! 
| 


Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard A. Stanton, Stetson, 
William Thompson, Walden, Wallace, Wellborn,, Went 
worth, Williams, aud Wood—hy. 


So the rules were not suspen 
“ation was not received. 


i}: CALIFORNIA. 
| Mr. McCLERNAND rose and (being recog- 


Í 


| 
| 


| . 
| ded, and the reso- 
| 
i 
| 
t 


“even could be heard by the reporter. À 
: however, seemed to be referring io the fact that 
` the debate on the California question had been 
limited to Tuesday of next week—to intimate 
that many members were anxious to be heard— 
and, therefore, to suggest that the intervening time 
between this day and Tuesday next, should be de- 
ii voted to the exclusive consideration of that sub- 
ject in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
j: of the Union. 

The suggestion seeming 
acquiescence, a ; 
“Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


‘| state of the Union. 


to meet with geni rak 


i 


|! The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
| Wholeon thestate of thè Union, YD, Of 
šider- 


Mr Bo 
Kentucky, in the chair) and resumed the cons 
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ation of the special message of the President of the 
United States, relating to the admission of Cali- 
fornia as a State into the Union. 


Mr. BOCOCK was entitled to the floor, and ad- | 


dressed the committee during the allotted hour, (in 
remarks which will be published in the Appendix.) 

He avowed himself to be opposed to the admis- 
sion of California as a State, without some equiv- 
alent given. He did not regard the compromise 
bill as being such an equivalent. He had serious 
objections to every item of it. When the voice of 
his constituents should call upon him to vote for 
that bill, he should pay respect to it; and then 
would be the time to decide whether he should obey 
that voice, or seek in private life the peace of con- 


science which he could not enjoy if he were to vi- | 


olate his own convictions of duty and of right. 
Mr. B. having concluded, the Chairman gave 
the floor to Mr. Crowext, of Ohio. ‘ 
COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
The CHAIRMAN (before Mr. C. proceeded 
with his remarks) said that,in consequence of the 
absence of one of the members of the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, the business of that committee 


was suspended. And the Chairman suggested that | 


the committee should rise, in order that the House 
might take action upon the subject. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union then rose informally, by general acqui- | 


escence, and— 

On motion of Mr. STANLY, it was ordered that 
the Speaker appoint another member on the said 
committee. 

CALIFORNIA. 

The CHAIRMAN then resumed the Chair in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CROWELL proceeded with his remarks. 
The first portion of them consisted ofan argument 
in favor of the admission of California as a Siate 
into the Union, unembarrassed by any other sub- 
ject of Jegislation—with her present boundaries 
and her free constitution. He then passed on toa 
notice of some of the propositions which had been 
asserted and maintained on the subject of slavery, 
expressing his dissent from them and his abhor- 
rence of their tendency; and entered his earnest 
protest against the audacious novelties thus advo- 
vated. [The speech will be published in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 


Whilst Mr. Crowert was addressing the com- 
mittee— 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair informally, 
for the purpose of receiving a message from the 
Senate by A. Dicxins, Esq., Secretary, informing 
the House that the Senate had passed an act to es- 
tablish a branch of the mint of the United States 
in the city of New York, and a branch mint and 
an assayer’s office at San Francisco, in California. 

The CHAIRMAN then resumed the chair in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CROWELL having concluded his re- 
marks— 

The CHAIRMAN gave the floor to 

Mr. COLCOCK, who addressed the committee, 
in remarks of which a report will be given here- 
after, After expressing the little hope which he 
entertained that the great controversy now agita- 
ting the country could be settled, and adverting to 


the increasing difficulties by which the country ; 


was surrounded, he proceeded to argue that, from 


the commencement down to the present time, every | 


step which had been taken in relation to California 
had been a series of usurpations not sanctioned by 


law, unwarranted by the Constitution, and unsus- | 


tained by precedent. He traced, seriatim, the meas- 
ures which had been adopted to place California in 
the position in which she now stood, commenting 
especially upon the obscurity which seemed to 


rest on the origin of those measures, and declaring 


that there was no evidence that the late Adminis- | 
tration had done anything to induce the people of | 


California to take the initiative toward the forma- 
tion of a State constitution and government. The 
greater portion of the allotted hour was directed to 


| in fact and in performance. 


he argued, it gave only in promise; everything 
which it proposed to give to the North, it gave 
The proposed aboli- 
tion of the slave trade in the District of Columbia, 
he characterized as one of the most signal tri- 
umphs ever achieved by the Abolitionists. This 
was no time for the South to make concessions. 
A compromise, to be effectual, must be something 
designed not merely to patch up a present peace, 
to secure a temporary truce, but something which 
will give final and complete repose to the whole 
body politic. Nothing less than a universal, a 
just, and an equal arrangement of all the questions 
in controversy would effect that object. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

Mr. SILVESTER obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed for a motion that the committee rise. 

The commitiee (a few members only being in 
their seats) refused to rise. 

Mr. SILVESTER then proceeded to address 
the committee. At the outset of his remarks he 
adverted to the threatened dissolution of the 
Union, of which so much had been heard in both 
Houses of Congress, arguing that the threat met 
no ¥esponsive echo in the hearts of the great 
masses of the people, whose hopes, whose in- 
terests, and whose destiny, were firmly and indis- 
solubly wedded tothe Union. He then proceeded 
to exhibit certain tables, showing the great ad- 
vance which had been made by the free States in 


| comparison with others which were encumbered 


with slave property. He denied the existence of 
any desire on the part of the North to commit 
aggressions upon the rights, or offer an insult to 
the feelings of the South. No desire existed to 
interfere with slavery in those States where it 
was now recognized. The whole object was, that 
territory which was heretofore free, should remain 
so—that slavery should not go where freedom 
now is and supplant it. He declared himself to 
be in favor of the admission of California as a 
State, and argued that every fair and reasonable 
presumption was hostile to the idea that any un- 
due interference had taken place in relation to her. 

In the course cf his remarks, Mr. 8. gave way to 

Mr. COBB, of Alabáma, who said that, having 
striven for the last two months to get the floor, and 
having been unsuccessful, by the permission of 
his honorable friend from New York, he had con- 
cluded to give notice tothe empty benches around 
him, and the few members who were present, that 
he wished them to consider his speech as delivered, 


! and he would furnish it to them in print, hereafter. 


He would very much like tomake an hour’s 
speech, but there were so many members desirous 
of speaking, he would abandon his efforts to obtain 
the floor, and not detain the committee. 

Mr. SILVESTER having concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN gave the floor to 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who (not 
desiring, he said, to speak to-night) yielded to a 
motion that the committee rise. 

After a litte fun, growing out of the empty 
state of the benches to which the motion was 
put— 


The CHAIRMAN pro tem, (Mr. Cartrer) de- 


; Clared thata majority were in favor of rising, 


So the committee rose and reported. 
And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


presented under the rale, and referred to the appro- | 


priate committees : 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of John Raush and 43 
other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking 
Congress to change the “manner of levying duties ” on for- 
eign iron, so as to afford protection tu the American manu- 
facturers, 

Also, the petition of William Zimmerman and 45 other 
citizens of Schuylkill connty, Pennsylvania, asking Con- 
gress to change the “manner of levying duties”? on foreign 


iron, so as to afford protection to the American manufac- | 
¿| turers 


Also, the petition of Thomas H. Fishburn and other citi- 
zens of Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
tix the value of the so-called “levies? and “ fips ? at ten 
and five cents respectively. 

Aiso, the petiticn of Charles Wilkins and 67 other citizens 
of Pennéy!varia, in favor of cheap postage. 

Aiso, the petition of J. Brause and 79 other citizens of 
Lebanon county, Pennsylvania, in favor of cheap postage. 

By Mc. PARKER: The petition of 92 citizens of Virginia. 
asking that the military system now in foree at the national 
armorics may be aboiished,and that said armorjes may be 
placed under the charge of civil superintendents. Also, the 
petition of 23 other citizens of Virginia to the same effect, 

By Mr. KAUFMAN: Toe petition of Thomas Grisham, of 
Cherokee county, in the State of Texas, praying” for a pen- 


f sion on account of injuries received in the last war with 
Great Britain. A 

By Mr. GOODENOW: The petition of William H. Pills- 
bury and 40 other jegal voters of Wiscasset and vicinity, in 
the State of Maine, asking that arbitration, ora Congress of 
nations, be made a substitute for war. 

By Mr. ANDERS: N: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Tennessee : ý : 7 

lst. Against disunion, and in favor of the Constitution of 
the United States, and the perpetuity of the union of the 
States. : 

2d. In favor of the appropriation of public land for the 
construction of a railroad from some central point on the 
Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean, and repealing the 
resolutions heretofore adopted in favor of Asa Whitney’s 
plan for such a railroad. 

3d. In favor of the establishment of an agricultural bureau 
in the Department of the Interior. 

4th. In favor of the location and erection of a United 
States Marine Hospital at Memphis, in the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

Also, the memorial of Dr. Frank A. Ramsey and 28 others, 
citizens and physicians of Knoxville, Tennessee, in behalf 
of the medica! officers of the Navy of the United States. 

Also, the memorial of Drs. B. B. Lenoir and W. S. Bell, 
of Tennessee, on the same subject. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Edgar A. Hazen, John 
Franklin and others, for a post-route from Kingston to 
Montello, in Marquette county. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Wasburn, of Waukesha 
county, for a pension. i , f 

Also, the petitlon of certain Oneida Indians, for grants of 
and for military services rendered the United States during 
he war of 1812. i 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, June 3, 1850. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting to the Senate a copy 
of a dispatch from the Minister of the United 
States at London, accompanied by a memorial and 
other documents addressed to Congress by Count 
de Bronno Bronski, relative to an improved breed 
of silk-worms, which the memorialist desires to 
have introduced into this country; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

A_messaze was received from the President of 
the United States, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, transmitting reports from the several 
heads of the departments, containing all theinform- 
ation in possession of the Executive, relative ‘to 
the subject, and stating that no information has 
been received establishing the existence of any 
revolutionary movement in the Island of Cuba, or 
among the inhabitants of thatisland. The corre- 
spondence discloses the fact that repeated attempts 
have been made, under the direction of foreigners 
enjoying the hospitality of this country, to get up 
armed.expeditions in the United States for the pur- 
pose of invading Cuba, and showing that the Gov- 
ernment has been faithful in the discharge of its 
treaty obligations with Spain, and in the execution 
of the acts of Congress; which was read and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS, 


Mr. WEBSTER presented the memorial of Al- 
fred G. Benson, asking that he may be authorized 
by law to enter into contract with the United States 
for transporting the mails and mail agents of the 
Government between San Francisco, in California, 
and China; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented representations of the 
grand jury of the District of Columbia, setting 
forth the necessity of providing for an additional 
term and suitable accommodations for holding the 
sessions of the criminal court of the District; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. BRADBURY submitted additional docu- 
ments relating to the petition of the widow of 
James Wright; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Dale county, Alabama, asking the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Newton, in that 
State, to Camelton, in Florida; which wag re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Plattsburg, in the State of New York, 
asking such an alteration of the tariff as would 
promote the dignity of labor; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of the 
Mayor and City Council of St. Louis, asking the 
enactmena of a law regulating the transportation 
of emigrant passengers on board of steamboats 
navigating the Mississippi river; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. BENTON. Mc. President, a few years ago 
—four years ago, I think—a law was passed upon 
the subject to which the memorial refers. That 
law, however, only related to vessels plying be- 
tween ports of the United States and foreign 
ports. The great object of that law was to se- 
cure the safety of the cities at which such vessels 
might touch. The object was to prevent a.great 
number of emigrants from being crowded into a 
a vessel, where, from insufficient room, diseases 
would be engendered, fatal not only to themselves, 
but to the inhabitants of places at which such ves- 
sel might stop. That law applied only to vessels 
coming from foreign ports to our ports, such as 
New Orleans. But it very frequently happens 
that a whole ship load—and a very large ship load 
—of emigrants are crowded on board one of our 
western steamboats, without any regard to their 
convenience or health, where, if they have disease 
among them, it will be aggravated, but if none it 
will be engendered.. And when an explosion of a 
boiler, or some such accident takes place, a whole 
ship load of human beings are launched into eter- 
nity. These evils require some remedy. 

Neither my colleague nor myself are members 
of the committee to which this memorial has been 
referred. {I have therefore made these few re- 
marks for the purpose of calling the attention of 
that committee to the subject. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of B. 
Corwin, asking that an appropriation may be 
made for improving the road between Independ- 
ence, Missouri, and Fort Hall, in the Rocky 
Mountains; which was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. KING presented the petition of Charles 
H. Buxenstein, a pensioner of the United States, 
asking an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition from Wm. A. 
Disney and twenty-seven others, citizens of Knox 
county, Ohio. Also, from Daniel P. Cilley, and 
twelve others, citizens of Hillsboro’, New Hamp- 
shire. Also, from James P. Snell and twenty-one 
other citizens of Montgomery county, New York. 
Also, from Joseph Keith and eighty-seven other 
citizens of Cumberland county, Maine. Also, 
from Sylvester Smith and sixty-one other citizens 
of Susquehanna county, Pennsylvania. Also, 
from John Grimes and fifty-four other citizens of 
Morris county, New Jersey. Also, from Edward 
J. Collins and eighty-three other citizens of New 
Haven county, Connecticut. Also, from William 
Jefts and one hundred other citizens of Ashby, 
Massachusetts. Also, from Thomas York and 
ninety other citizens of Salem, New Hampshire. 
Also, from Benjamin Hawkins and one hundred 
and four other citizens of South Reading, Massa- 
chusetts; all asking that slavery may be expressly 
prohibited in the territories of the United States, 
and all of which were ordered to lie on the table. 


FREE-SOIL SENTIMENTS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have been 
requested to present to the Senate the proceedings 
of a meeting of the inhabitants of Syracuse, in 
the State of New York, containing an expression 
of their sentiments upon questions which are now 
engaging the consideration of Congress. I com- 
ply very cheerfully with that request. The meet- 
ing was convened upon a call signed by six hun- 
dred citizens, It was very largely attended, and 
all partisan feelings seem to have been laid aside 
in its deliberations. The Mayor of the city of 


Syracuse presided, supported by several officers,” 


all of whom are known to me as persons of 
intelligence and eminent respectability. The opin- 
ions of the meeting are expressed in a series of 
resolutions, the substance of which I will state 
very briefly. ; RAT 
The first resolution condemns the loss of time in 
the action of Congress, which the meeting con- 
siders as having resulted from the efforts of the 
slaveholders in the South to give unreasonable and 
unjust preponderance to the interests of their local 
institutions. 5 
The second resolution declares that, in the opin- 
ion of the meeting, and, as they believe, in ac- 
cordance with the universal and unanimous senti- 
ment of New York, California is entitled to 
admission into the Union with her present con- 
stitution and their present boundaries, without 
condition, restriction, or limitation, and without ref- 
erence to any other question now before Congress. 


| not contain the Wilmot proviso. 


mı 


The third asserts the constitutional power of 
Congress to prohibit slavery in the Territories of 
the United States, and protest against the passage 
of any law for the establishment-of territorial gov- 
ernments in New Mexico and Utah whieh shall 


The fourth protests: against the passage of any 
law for the apprehension and surrender of fugitives 
from labor or service which shall not recongnize 
the right of the writ of habeas corpus and of trial by 
jury of the State and in the county in which the 
claim -is attempted to be enforced. 

The fifth asserts that it is the duty of Congress 
to pass laws providing for the security of all persons 
inhabitants of a free State, whose business or incli- 
nation leads them temporarily into any of the 
slaveholding States. 

The sixth protests against any legislation in 
Congress by which the continuance of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, beyond the time when 
its abolition may be demanded by public. opinion 
or become necessary or expedient in the judgment 
of Congress itself, shall be effected, or by which 
such abolition may be made to depend on the as- 
sent of any adjoining State, and expresses a desire |} 
for the removal of slavery altogether from the Na- 
tional Capital. 

The seventh expresses anxiety and alarm at the 
attempt to induce Congress to assent to compacts 
and compromises tending to compel or restrain the 
action of future Congresses. 

The eighth declares that if the Constitution 
was formed upon the plan of compromise to feel- 
ings and opinions then existing, 1t hy no means 
follows that the system of. compromise should be: 
perpetual to all the end of time. | 

The city of Syracuse, as is known, is near the 
centre of“the State of New York. I have spoken 
of the intelligence and respectability of its citizens 
who attended this meeting. 1 will add only one |i 
word. If I were in search, as Iam not, of the |: 
predominant public opinion of the State of New || 
York on these questions, there are no responses | 
which I should consider more truthful and more |! 
reliable than those contained in the proceedings of | 
the meeting at Syracuse. I ask for these proceed- | 
ings the same consideration and courtesy which 
have been extended to others of a similar charac- 
ter. I believe that the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina submitted the proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Wilmington ia that 
State, some time since, which were laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. I submit the 
same potion in this case. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, I have had 
no communication with the officers or persons ;, 


who ‘participated in that meeting, but L have seen | 
in the public papers what purported to be an ac- || 
curate account of its doings of a far different |! 
character, showing that notwithstanding the very || 
ambitious tone of its published proceedings, that it || 
was, without inquiring where those assembled had || 
formerly been classed, strictly and to all intents |} 
and purposes a ‘* Free Soil’? meeting—and thus || 
limited—and that if six hundred persons united in |} 
its call but a small portion of them attended, or | 
took part in its deliberations and proceedings. I | 
merely state these facts to show that I may not be Í 
deemed to admit, even by implication, that this | 
meeting was held by the inhabitants of Syracuse | 

| 

| 

| 

| 

\ 


of all parties generally. My information is other- 
wise. Ihave merely stated what I have seen in 
I express no opinion concern- j; 


the public papers. x ) 
ing it, for | know nothing aboutit of a more au- 
thentic character. 1 

The proceedings were laid on the table, and the | 
question of printing, under the rules, was referred || 
to the Committee on Printing. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads, to which was referred the bill į! 
to reduce the rates of postage, reported back the || 
same, with sundry amendments,accompanied by an | 
elaborate report, which was ordered to be printed. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, at an early 


a 


| to be printed ‘as follows : r 


ii and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the pa 
| ment of outstanding loan-office and final settleme 


| Revolutionar 


has had more to do with questions of ‘this kind, I 
presume, than any otherjudge inthe United States. 
After these consultations and conferences, as early 
as in February I prepared a bill amendatory: of the 
act of 1793, intending, when a proper time came, to 
lay it before the Senate for its consideration. : E 
now wish to present the bill to: the Senate un- 
altered and precisely as it was when prepared in 
February last. i p 

Mr. DAYTON. 
printed. 

The bill was then laid on the 


ï hope that the paper will be 
table and ordered 


A BILL amendatory of “An act respecting fugitives from 
justice and persons escaping from the service of their 
masters,” approved February 12, 1793. - 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 

the provisions of the said act shall extend to the territories 
of the United States; and that the commissioners whonow 
are, or who may hereafter be appoinied by the circuit 
courts of the United States, or the district courts where 
circuit courts are not established, or by the territorial courts 
of the United States, all of which courts are authorized and 
required to appoint one or more commissioners:in each 
county to take acknowledgments of bail and affidavits, and 
also to take depositions of witnesses in civil causes, and 
who shall each, or any judge of the United States, on com- 
phunt being made on oath to him thata fugitive from labor 
is believed to be within the State or territory in which he 
lives, issue his warrant to the marshal of the United States, 
or to any other person who shall he willing to serve it, au~- 
thorizing an arrest of the fugitive, if within the State or ter- ` 
ritory, tobe brought before him or some other commissioner 
or judge of the United States court within the State or ter 
titory, that the right of the person claiming the services of 
such fugitive may be examined. And on the hearing; depo- 
sition duly authenticated, and paroi proof, shall be heard to 
establish the identity of the fugitive and the right of the claim- 
ant, and also to show that slavery is establizhed inthe State 
from which the fugitive absconded. And ifon such hearing 
the commissioner or judge shall find the claim to the services 


; of the fugitive, as asserted, sustained by the evidence, ha 
{ shall make out a certificate of the material facts proved and 


of his judgment thereon, which he shall sign, and which 
nul be conclusive of the right of the claimant or his agent 
to take the fugitive back to the State from whence he fled. 


: Provided, that if the fugitive shall deny that he owes service 


to the Claimant under the laws of the State where he was 
held, and after being duly cautioned as to the solemnities 


! and consequences of an oath, shall swear tothe same, the 


commissioner or judge shall forthwith summon a jury of 
twelve men to try the right of the claimant, who shall be 
sworn to try the cause according to evidence, and the com- 
missioner or judge shall preside at the trial, and determine 
the competency of the proof. : 

See. 2. And be it further enacted, That the commissioner 
shall receive ten dollars in each case tried by him, as afore- 
said, the jurors fifty cents each, and the marshal or other 
person serving the process shall receive five dollars for 
serving the warrant on each fugitive, and for mileage and ` 
other services the same as are allowed to the marshal for 
similar services, to be examined and allowed by. the com- 
missioner or judge, and paid by the claimant» 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice, asked 


certificates, issued for money loaned, or for services 
or supplies during the revolutionary war; which 


| was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. y 
Mr. CHASE, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to reduce the price 


| of public lands belonging to the United States, in 


the vicinity of the Wabash and Erie: canal, and 
the Miami Extension canal, in the State of ‘Ohio; 


| which was read twice, and referred to: the Com- 
| mittee on the Public Lands. 3 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN MISSOURL 

Mr: BENTON. Mr. President, in accordance 
with notice heretofore given, I now ask leave to 
introduce a bill to grant to the State of Missouri a 


! certain quantity of public lands for objects of .in- 
li ternal improvement, which, added to the quantity 


heretofore granted to that State for that- purpose, 
will make it equal to the quantity heretofore granted 
to any other State for the same purpose. 

On offering this bill, 1 would suggest thatJ con- 
cur in the doctrine that the Government, as the 
great landholder, has the right to grant to the States 
in which they lie, lands for the purpose of improv- 
ing the value of the remainder. There is a great 
quantity of refuse lands in the State of Missouri. 
Missouri was once a part of the territory of Loui- 
siana. The land was granted by the Spanish, 
government, from 1764 until the period when it 
became the property of the United States.. During. 
that period of forty years, the best land was taken 
in very large grants. From the time that Loni- 
siana was ceded to the United States, now. almost 
half a century, the lands in the State of Missouri 
have been picked so that scarcely any but the refuse 
lands remain. The public lands’in the State of 
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Missouri have been picked from 1764, at different | 
| 


times, until 1804,and from1804 down to the present 
time. Fora period of nearly a century these lands 
have been undergoing the process of picking; so | 
that those lands which now remain are of a very | 
inferior quality. It is desirable to the United j 
States that these lands should, in some way or 
other, be made useful and subservient to the pur- 
poses of settlement and improvement. The policy 
of granting lands to the States in which they lie 
for purposes of internal improvement, has been į 
found to be one of the most effectual means of re- | 
claiming refuse lands. Iam of opinion, with the | 
celebrated Edmund Barke, that * to take land from | 
hands that do not use it, and give itto hands that do | 
i 
t 
} 
$ 


use jt, would be for the benefit of the country.” 
Many years ago, Mr. President, | brought in; 
bills similar in purpose, in many respects, to the 
one which I now propose to introduce. One fea- 
ture of those bills was to graduate the price of the | 


public lands, reducing the price periodically ac- | 


cording to the length of time the land had been in ; 
the market. Another feature was to make dona- | 
tions of land to actual settlers. A third provision | 
was to grant the refuse lands to the States in which i 
they lie, for objects of internal improvement. 

The principle of the bill I now propose toin- ! 


States in which they lie, for purposes of internal | 
improvement. I am clearly under the conviction | 
that it ought to be done in this case. i 

Another argument in favor of the bill which I | 
introduce is, that it only proposes to grant to the 


State of Missouri, an amount of land which, added || 


to what has already been granted to that State for 
objects of internal improvement, will make it equal 
to the whole amount of land granted to any other | 
State. The returns of the Land Office show that | 
it will require two million six hundred and seven- | 
ty-two thousard two hundred and ten acres to ac- 
complish this purpose, and for that amount is this 
bill drawn. The bill names two objects of inter- 
nal improvement, to which, under the auspices of | 
the State, this Jand is to be applied. One is a rail- 
road from St. Lovis to the western frontier of the 
State, through the capital; the other is a railroad | 
between the town of St. Joseph and the town of | 
Hannibal, on the Mississippi river. The bill spe- 
cifies these two objects for which the grant is to 
be made, but other effects, such as the draining of 
swamps, will follow. 

I make this statement because, not being a mem- | 
ber of the committee to which the bill will go, I 
wish the mémbers of the committee to understand 
the nature of the bill, in order that they may 
make, as I expect they will, a favorable report 
upon it. 

Leave to introduce the bill was granted, and the 
bill was read a first and second time by unanimous 


consent, and referred to the Commitiee on Public | 


Lands, as follows: 


A BILL to grant to the State of Missouri a certain quantity 
Of public Jand for objects of internal improvement, which, 
added to the quantity heretofore granted to that State for 
that purpose, shall make it equal to the quantity heretofore 
granted to any other State for the same purpose. 
Whereas it appears by a report of the Commissioner of the 

General Land Office, Senate document of the present sts- 

sion, that there has been granted tothe State of Missouri five 

hundred thousand acres of land for purposes of internal im- 

provement, and to other States a tar larger quantity, and drat | 

it would require the quantity of two million six huadred and 
seventy-two thousand two hundred and ten acres, areas of 
the respective States considered, to make the grant to Mis- 
souri equal to that of any other State 5 therefore 

Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Representatives of | 
the United States of America in Cangress assembled, That the | 
quantity of two million six hundred and seventy-two thou- 
sand two huudred and ten acres of band be granted, and is | 
hereby grauted, to the State of Missouri, for purposes of in- 
ternal improvement. ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the one-fourth part 
of said land shall be applied to the construction of the rail- 
road from St. Louis to the western frontier of Missouri, by 

Jefferson city, to be applied thereto by the company chartered j 

for that purpose by the General Assembly of Missouri by the | 

name of the Pacific Railroad Company; and the right and | 
tile to said fourth part shail vest in said company, and | 
be applied by the President and Directors thereof, for the 
time being, to the construction of said road, and to no other 
purpose whatever. And one other fourth part shall be ap- | 
plied to the construction of the railroad from Hannibal to 

St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, to be applied thereto by 

the company chartered for that purpose by the General As- 

sembly of Missouri, by the name of the Hannibal and St. 

Joseph Ratiroad Company ; and the right and title to said 

fourth part shall vest in said company, and be applied by the 

President and Directors thereof, for the time beiug, to the 

construction of said road, and to no other purpose whatever. 

And the remaining one-half of the said grant of -—-—_ 

aeres, shall be applied -to such objects of internal improve- 


ment, including the draining of the great swamp in Cape | 


Girardeau and the other adjacent counties, as the General 
Assembly of Missouri shall order and direct. 

` Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That the lands so granted 
shall be selected within twenty-one miles of the ruad, or 
object of improvement, to whieh their proceeds are applica- 
ble, and shail be taken in parcels conturmable to secuonal, 
or subdivisional sectional tines; but uo two parcels shall be 
taken adjoining each other, or any one to which the right of 
preémpuon has attached; and if the quantity granted to 
each object, of a quality fit for cultivation, cannot be found 
within twenty-one miles of the road to wiueb it is applica- 
ble, then the remainder may be taken, in dike manner, out 
of the next nearest public jands fit tor cultivation, 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That ihe selection of the 
said granted lands shati be made by an agent, or agents, ap- 
pointed ror that purpose by the Governor ot Missouri, aud a 
return of the same made to the Geucral Land Office at 
Washington city, subject to be disapproved and disaliowed, 
if made contrary to the provisions of this act. . 

Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That a right of way to 
the extent of one hundred and filty feet from tie centre of 
said railroads through the public lands, shall be granted to 


| said companies; and a copy of the location and survey of 
if the said railroads shall be filed in the land office of the dis- 


tricts through which the said roads pass, and also a copy ia 
the General Land Office at Washington city. 

Sec. 6. and be it further enceted, That if the said rail- 
roads, or any one of the objects of internal improvement, to 
which said grant of land is applicable, shail not be comple- 
ted within ten years from the time that the lands for such 


‘| object is selected and return Wereof made to the General 


| Land Office, then the companies aforesaid, cach for itselt, 
and the State, where the State itscit conducts the inmprove- 
ment, shall be bound to pay to the United States the amount 


i 
' 

troduce is the granting of the refuse lands to the | Which may have been received upon the sales made tor the 
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said unfinished road, the’ sale to the purchaser remaining 
valid; and the title to the unsold part of the lands appiiea- 
ble to such unfinished road, shail reinvest in the United 
States, to have and to hold the sume in the same manner as 
if this act had never passed. 

Sec. 7. nd be it further enacted, That the said railroads 
when completed, shall be and remain a public highway tor 
the use of the Government of the United States, tree from 
toll or other charge, upon any properly or troops of the Uni- 
ted States; and the public mails shali at ail times be trans- 
ported thereon, under the direction of the General Post OF 


Congress may, by Jaw, direct. a. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
Mr. CLARKE submitted the foilowing resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to commuuicate to the Senate the anouut received 
from the Republic of Peru on account of the indemnity pro- 
vided to be pid in annual instalments by that Re public, by 
the convention concluded iu March, 1841; whether any of 
those instalments are due and unpaid, aud such further in- 
formation as may be in possession of the Department of 
State, relating to the said Indemnity, in conformity with the 
terms of said convention. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read and adopted: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to 
report the whole anuual expense of the Judiciary for the 


penses of the administration of justice in the Distiet of 
Columbia, for the time afori said. 

MILITARY RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved to take up Senate bill 
No. 138, entitled “ An act to reduce the bounda- 
vies of the military reservation in the Territory of 
Minnesota,” which had heretofore passed to a 
third reading. 

Mr. FELCH. I interposed an objection the 
other day, when that bill was on its passage, be- 
cause l wished to obtain some further information 
in relation to it. Since that time, l have made ap- 
plication at the War Department, in reply to which 
I have reeeived some papers. Subsequently, on 
Saturday last, I received some additional papers, 
which I have not yet had time to read. I desire to 
examine them, and | purpose, also, to submit them 
to the Senator from Ilinois, that he, too, may ex- 
amine them. Under these circumstances, | hope 
he will not now press his motion. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

CREDENTIALS OF A SENATOR. 

‘Mr. FOOTE presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Senator elect from the 
State of Mississippi, for a further term of SIX 
years, from the expiration of his present term of 
service; which were read and laid on the table. 

HOT SPRINGS 1N ARKANSAS. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Boruanp on the 29th ultimo, was taken up and 
adopted; 

tesoh:ed, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to 
communicate to the Senate the information possessed by or 
properly within the scope of the department in relation to 
the applications of private claimants to tie Hot Springs in 
Arkansas, or avy portion of the four seetions of land sur- 
rounding these springs, reserved from sale since the 2d of 
April, 1832, together with the action of the General Land 
Olfice and of any other of the Executive Departments in 
relation to such applications. 

ROUND ISLAND EXPEDITION. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Da- 


fice Department, at such reasonable and just prices as f t m k 
| after, in contradistinetion to all cases that have 


last ten years, including the salaries of judges, and all ex- į 
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|| whom letters of administration Were granted. His 
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vis, of Mississippi, on the 22d of January last, 
was taken up and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, as far as compatible with public interest, to com- 
nrunicate to the Senate copies of the instructions given and 
orders issued in relalinn to the assemblage of persons on 
Romand Island, east of Mississippi, during the summer of 
1849, and the correspondence between the President or 
Heads of Departments and the Governor of Mississippi and 
the officers, naval or military, of the United States in refer- 
ence to the observation, investment, and dispersion of said 
assemblage upon said island. 

BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

House bills of the following titles were read a 
firet and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
teeon Territories: 

An act for the construction of certain roads in 
the Territory of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses. 

An act to make further appropriations for pub- 
lic buildings in Minnesota and Oregon. 

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN THE DISTRICT 
i OF COLUMBIA. 

| On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the bill to regulate appeals from 
the trial of issues in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
| formed that the bill is reported from the committee 
with anamendment. The first question was on 
amendment, 

Mr. BUTLER. I undertook to explain that 
amendment ona former occasion. The bill pro- 
| posed, as it originally stood, to give the right of 
| appeal in all cases that have occurred within the 
i last five years. The amendment recommended by 
| the committee is to strike out that retrospective 
| feature of the bill, and make it provide for giving 
| aright of appeal in all cases that shall arise here- 


{ 


i arisen. 
| Mr. WALKER. It will be perceived that the 
| effect of a concurrence in this amendment will be 
to deprive persons whose causes have been de- 
cided of the privilege of an appeal to the Supreme 
Court. It is for the Senate to decide whether they 
will give to parties who have been, as they think, 
suffering an injury within the last five years, the 
right of appeal. This is a plain question, and, 
it seems to me, it will require but little discussion. 
l think certain gentlemen have considered it long 
| enough to have formed their opinion as to what is 
proper to be done. For one, | am opposed to the 
| amendment, and J shall vote against it. lam in 
favor of giving this right of appeal to persons 
| who think they have been injured, and I can see 
no harm that will result from it; and’ it occurs to 
ime that none but those who fear to have the 
| causes reviewed can be opposed to the bill as it 
Stands. Ff the decisions -have been right they 
| will be affirmed, and if wrong, they willbe re- 
versed, 
| While Iam up I will advert for a moment to 
į the argument made the other day by the Senator 
i from South Carolina. He contended that, to give 
this bill a retroactive effect, will be to disturb 
| vested rights. One case was alluded to where an 
i appeal was made from the Orphans’-Court to the 
Circuit Court, the issue being, whether there was a 
| marriage or not. The objection raised against 
| that case does not obtain in this bill. In that case, 
| the widow, or the one who claimed to be the 
| widow, applied for letters of administration, to 
| which she was entitled under the law, if she was 
a widow, in preference to anybody else. This 
case was sent from the Orphans’ Court to the 
Circuit Court, and it was there decided that there 
was not a marriage, and, consequently, adminis- 
tration was not granted to her, but to another 
person. 

Now, if the Senater from South Carolina wilt 
reflect upon the subject, he will find thatif the de- 
cision of the Circuit Court shall be reversed, it 
will not undo any act of the administrator to 


i 
| 
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i 
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acts will remain good. And if it is found that 
there was an error in the decision of the Circuit 
Court, and a verdict shall be given that there was 
a marriage, the administration of the person who 
has had powers of administration will stand. 
| Letters de bonis non will be issued. The law, in 
| reversing the decision, never goes behind the acts 
of the former administrator, and so far as he has 
acted, his acts will be good. This is a-faet which 
every one whose attention is called to it willadmit, 


i 
| that the decision does not for a moment set aside 
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one act of the administrator, aad that letters on. 


the estate not administered upon will be granted; 
and so far as it has not been administered upon, 
the new administrator or administratrix will go 
on and administer the residue. There is, then, no 
weight, as it appears to me, in the objections 
which have been taken to a case of this. kind. 
Here are no vested rights to be divested, and the 
business will go on and be concladed by other 
hands than those by which the first administra- 
tion was established, and those who are connected 
with it in the way of business will be in no case 
affected. 

Mr DOWNS. When this bill was before us, 
on a former occasion, objection was urged by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
against it, on the ground that it was unconstitu- 
tional or dangerous, or unusual, to legislate with 
regard to a case which had already been decided. 
Now, to show that that opinion is not well-found- 
ed, I wish to read to the Senate an extract from 
an opinion of the Supreme Court, rendered upon 
the very case referred to by the Senator from 
Arkansas. This case was taken up to the Su- 
preme Court once, and it was decided that it 

ad not jurisdiction, because the right of a writ of 
error had not been given to them, But, in that 
very case, they clearly suggest that a remedy 
might be granted by the Legislature, and refer to 
the State of Maryland as having made provision 
for a similar case. Here is the extract, which 
1 will read: 

“ Whatever errors therefore may have been committed, 
and however apparent they may be in the record, yet we 
have not the power to correct thew, unless the Circuit 
Court has passed a final judgwent,.or decree, in the cause 
before it. i 

“The act of Assembly of Meryland appeurs to have re- 
ceived in practice in that State the same construction that 
we have given to it. There is, indeed, no judicial opinion 
an the subject, but there is no ground for supposing that a 
writ of error was ever sued ont under thatlaw. In 1832, an 
act was passed authorizing a writ of error in such cases, 
and staying proceedings in the inferior courts until a de- 
cision was had in the appellate court, aud this law embraces 
cases which had been tried before its passage, as well as 
those which should afterwards take place.” 

Now, Mr. President, weighty as is the author- 
ity of the honorable chairman of the committee, 
whose long experience and high judicial attain- 
ments entitle it to consideration, we find this is 
against his opinion, and itis clearly demonstrated 
that the case referred to is a common one, and one 
which requires in justice a rehearing. In Mary- 
land a special act was passed similar to this, and 
a writ of error was given and it was taken up to 
their higher courts, and sanctioned and approved 
and has- had its effect. 1 can see no impropriety 
in this act, and | am sure that justice requires it. 
J wish in addition to introduce other authority. 
This bill or a similar bill has been before Congress 
for some time. Ata former session of Congress 
a bill was presented on this subject by one of the 
Senators from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,] now 
Attorney General of the United States, which con- 
tained precisely the same provision which is in 
this bill. Here is the bill as reported by Mr. 
Johnson, in 1847: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in all cases now pending, or 
which may hereatter arise, where an issue or issues have 
been or may be sent by the Orphans’ Court of the Distr et of 
Columbia for Washington county, and where any party or 
parties in the trial aforesaid Acre taken or shall take aud 
tender, any exception or exceptions to any opinion of the 
court before whom such issue or issues shaj! be tried, after 
verdict rencered on such issue or issues, and = ppeal from 
such opinion prayed, or writ of error sued out by the party 
excepting as aforesaid, a transcript of the matter and pro- 
ceedings in said circuit court, and of said bilt or bills of ex- 
ception, shall by the clerk of said circuit court be transmit- 


ted to the Supreme Court of the United States; and ifsaid j 


Supreme Court shall overrule any opinion aforesaid of said 
circuit court, said Supreme Court shall, by order or man- 
date, remand the case and proceedings to the circuit court 
for anew trial, in conformity with the opinion of said Su- 
preme Conrt, on each and every exception so taken, and 
thereupon said circuit court shall proceed anew with the 
trial of said issue or issu so” 

This clearly shows that that bill, as reported by 
him and sanctioned by his authority, was intro- 
duced several years ago. I think, therefore, the 
objection taken by the chairman of the committee 
is unfounded. 1 think it is competent for Con- 
gress to pass such an act, and there is no insuper- 
able constitutional objection to it. If there was 
any doubt about the expediency of passing such 
an act, when the subject was up before, itis now 
the unanimous opinion of the people of this Dis- 
trict that the decisions of the lower courts should 
not be binding, and that the whole system should 
be remodelled, and that great injustice has been 


ii 


| ought not to hesitate, and E hope the bill will be 
passed without the amendment. Since these me- 


| to Jook into the judicial business of this District, 
| and I think I ani authorized in saying that in the 
whole history of: the United States, there never 
was a communit: Hl used, or that suffered so 
| much from an improper or an inadequate judicial 
system as the péople of this District. I do not 
refer to this as conclusive, but I think there are 
other and stronger reasons why Congress should 
not make the decrees of this court final. t think 


ded before the close of this session. 

Mr. CLAY. i am very sorry to interfere in 
this matter, but I feel it to be my duty to move to 
lay this subject on the table, with a view to take 
up the California bill. i 

Mr. HALE. 
have a vote on this bill. 

Mr. DOWNS. I think there will be no further 
discussion. 


Mr. BUTLER. 


cerning the judges of this District, and which in 
justice to them should be made. 

Mr. CLAY. i would withdraw the motion 
with pleasure, if it were to accommodate the honor- 
able Senator alone, but | see there are several 
Senators who are disposed to debate the subject 
further, 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask the Senator from 
| Kentucky to change his motion so as tọ make it 


to-morrow, 


that hour. 


Mr. BERRIEN. I would suggest to the Sena- 


| with the understanding that he will renew the mo- 
| tion made by him. 

Mr. FOOTE. Let it be understood that a 
| Speech may be made in reply if he intends to dis- 
cuss the results of a certain judicial decision. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 withdraw the mouon. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
off and making discursive remarks on the subjecis 
| not before the Senate, and when my friends iati- 
mate that | shall go beyond what is proper or 
parliamentary, they are mistaken. All I rose to 
say in connection with this subject was, that the 
judges of this District—I know nothing of them, 
vat Å will not prejudge them—shouid not be con- 
demned withouta hearing. There never was a 
wiser remark than that of Nicodemus: **Doth our 


law judge any man before it heareth him?” These 


way to wound their feelings, and they have writ- 
ten me a jetter in which, 1 am bound to say, they 


I will not prejudge them, or do injustice to them 
in any form. On the other hand, i do not stand 
as an advocate to vindicate their decisions, for I 
know nothing of them. i only say these gentie- 
men have courted investigation; and this 1 think 
is due to them. 1 renew the motion of the honor- 
abie Senator from Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to, and the subject was 
laid upon the table. i 

Mr. CLAY. I move now that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, which is the bill for the admission of 
California. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the honorable Sena- 
tor from Kentucky will give way for a moment, 


which was assigned for Tuesday last, and which 


for Thursday,and which, owing to the melancholy 
death of the Senator from South Carolina, was not 
then entertained. : 

Mr. CLAY. I will withdraw the motion if the 
Senator from Maine will renew it. : 

Mr. BRADBURY. Certainly [ will; and I 
now move that the resolution which was made the 
| special order for Thursday last be taken up for the 
| purpose of making it the special order for to-mor- 
row at half-past twelve o’clock, with the view that 


it be then acted upon. 


' heretofore dove. I think the Senaie and Congress il l 


| morials have been - presented, I have had occasion | 


a remedy is needed, and I hope one will be provi- | 


I hope not now. I hope we shall i 


I wish to make a remark į 
| which relates toan entirely personal matter con- 


the order of the day for half past twelve o’clock | 


Mr, CLAY. There is another question for | 


tor from Kentucky that he ailow the Senator from į: 
South Carolina to make the remark he proposes, 


1 am not in the habit of going ` 


gentiemen, the other day, were spoken of in a! 


ask the fullest and most thorough invesuyation, |} 


i 
i| oF the Territory of South California, and shall be organized 
H| as such under the provisions of this bill applying to the Tert- 
i 


in order that the Senate may take up the resolution ji 


was then, again, to suit the convenience of the |; 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, assigned A 


| 
| THE COMPROMISE BILL. >, 
: On the motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate. 
resumed. the.consideration of the bill for theadmis- 
_ Sion of California as a State into -the Union, to 
; establish territorial governments for Utab.and New: 
Mexico, and making proposals.to Texas forthe 
| establishment of her western and northern bounds 
` aries. ; 
The pending question was on the following 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Cuase] to the amend ment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Dayis:] i 
“ Provided further, That nothing herein contained shat 
; be construed as authorizing or pennitting the introduction 
of shivery or the holding of persons as property within said 
i Territory? ' nT 
i Mr. SOULE. Mr. President, mindful of the 
i; call made upon me the other day by the honorable 
i Senator from Kentucky, I have attempted ‘to pres 
| pare, with what feeble abilities I could command, 
| Some three or four sections as a substitute for the 
i third section of the bill relating to California. 
|) That substitute I wish now may be laid upon the 
i tabte in order that it may be printed, and with a 
view to have it taken up hereafier, when J may 
submit to the consideration of the Senate some 
few observations in support of it. J will read it. 
1 After the word “government,” in the title ‘of 
the bill, insert the words ‘* South California,” and 
; strike out the first, second, and third sections of 
the bill, and insert the following: ` 


‘| Be it enacted, $c, Phat as soon as California shal) bave 

passed in convention an ordinance providing- Š 
« That she relinguishes all title or claim to tax, dispose 

of, or iu any way to interfere with the primary disposal by 

: the United States of the public domain within ber limits. 

i “ That she will not intérpose ber authority and power so 

| as Lo disturb or impede any. control which the United States 

|i may deem advisable to exercise over such districts in he 

ji mining region, either now discovered or to be discovered 

į hereatter, as. way not-be included in.any lawful grant made 

į to private individuals or-to corporations prior to the session 

i of California to the United States. i a E ee 

att ‘That the land of thë non-residents 

|: higher than those of residents. ; 

Ho fe Thaithe navigable waters shall be open.and.free to all - 

| citizens of the United States, those of Calitoruia included. 

{fr That the southern limits shall be restricted to the Mis» 

i Souri compromise line, (36°.30/ north latitude.) $ "3 

i «€ And as soon as she shall have produced to the:President 

| of the United State: satisfagtory and autheutic evidence thet 
the terms here set forth have been fully and exactly. complied 

i with, the President of the United Siates be and he is hereby 

authorized and requested, without any further action on the 

; part of Congress, to issue his proclamation, declaring tbat 

: California is, and that she shall thereupon be admitted into 

; the Union upon an equal footing with the otigiual States in 

all respects whatever. i 
“Sec. 2. Be it enacted, Qe., That such portion of the reve 

i nue collected in tae parts of California as may remaiu unex 

i pended at the time of the isening of the Presidents proclamas 

Un as aforesaid, shall be paid Over to the said State of cali- 

‘| fornia. i ; 

i 

i 


| i 


shali never be taxed 


“Sec. 3. Be i enacted, §c., That the Senators and Rep- 
ij resentatives elect now before Congress forthe said State ol 
: California shalt be entitled toreceive, and shall receive the 
į mileage and the per diem pay allowed to the Delegate fronr 
{ the Territory of Oregon, from the. day that the message of © 
| the President transmitting the Constitution of California 

| received by Congress. , : 

j “SEC. 4. Beit enacted, §c., That the country lying between 

i| 36° 33 of north latitude and the boundary line between 

| Mexico and the United States established by the treaty of 

f Guadalupe Hidalgo, and extending {rom the Pacific to the 

t 


Sierra Nevada, shall constitute a ‘Territory under the name 


t 


i ritory of Utah, (changing names where they ought to be 
li ehanged,) in all respects whatsoever, aud shall, when ready, 
i able, and willing to become a State, and desiring to be such, 
| he admitted into.the Union, with or without slavery, as the 
ii people thereof may desire and make known through their 
i| constitution.” 


i| to. : 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I am very happy 
i to perceive a disposition cn the part of those op- 
| posed to the bill to present to the Senate and the 
| country a contre projet. The honorable Senator 
| from Louisiana has done so on this-occasion, and> 
I think, if he will allow me to say so, that he acts: 


i 
f 
H 
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; much more in conformity to the duty which every 
ii member owes to this body, whether he be in the 
ii minority or jn the majority, to present a projet 
i rather than to present himself, and say, “We are 
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in the minority, and we are not bound to offer any 
proposition.” [am happy to see that the Senator 

` from Louisiana has taken a different view of what 
he deems to be his duty on this occasion, and has 
presented us with this amendment. I shail not 
now anticipate any discussion which may arise 
out of his proposition. It will be taken up in the 
progress of the bill, and after it has been duly con- 
sidered, I dare say that every Senator will be found 
to express his opinion or give his vote according 
to his sense of duty. At present I suppose it is 
not intended to interrupt the progress of the bill, 
and the immediate amendments béfore us—the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, with 
the other amendment of the Senator from Ghio. 
On that amendment, the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio, I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHASE, (in his seat.) They have already 
been ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not rise to make a speech, 
but merely to offer an explanation which is due to 
my friend from Ohio who moved this amendment. 
in the remarks which { made the other day I sug- 
gested to the Senate that f thought it would be 
better to meet all these amendments openly, and 
not to come at them by’ circumlocutory amend- 
ments. I did not at all mean to imply that I was 
not pleased with the amendment of my friend from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cuasz.] On the contrary, I think it 
was eminently necessary to meet the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi. All that 
I wished to say was, that I preferred a direct vote; 
and that in that vote | hoped we would have a 
proposition which we could understand. But, in- 
asmuch as the Senator from Mississippi made his 
proposition, I think the Senator from Ohio has not 
only appropriately but necessarily made his, to 
rneei the contingenciesimplied in that of the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to say one word be- 
fore this part of the bill is voted upon. l must 
confess that [ rather regretted that a clause had 


been introduced into this -bill providing that the j 


territorial governments should not legislate in re- 
spect to African slavery. The position that I have 
ever taken has been, that this and all other ques- 
tions relating to the domestic affairs and domestic 
policy of the territories ought to be left to the decis- 
ton of the people themselves, and that we ought 
to be content with whatever way they may decide 
the question, because they have a much deeper 
interest in these matters than we have, and know 
much better what institutions suit them than we, 
who have never been there, can decide for them. | 
would therefore have much preferred that that 
portion of the bill should have remained as it was 
reported from the Committee on Territories, with 
no provision on the subject of slavery the one way 
or the other; and 1 do hope yet that that clause in 
the bill will be stricken out. lam satisfied, sir, 
that it gives no strength to the bill; I am satisfied, 
even if it did give strength to it, that it ought not 
to be there, because it is a violation of principle— 
a violation of that principle upon which we have 
all rested our defence of the course we have taken 
on this question. I do not see how those of us 
who have taken the position which we have taken, 
(that of non-interference,) and have argued in favor 
of the right of the people to legislate for themselves 
on this question, can support such a provision 
without abandoning all the arguments which we 
urged in the presidential campaign in the year 
1848, and the principles set forth by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan in that letter which is 
known as the “ Nicholson letter.” > We are re- 
quired to abandon that platform; we are required 
to abandon those principles, and to stultify our- 
selves and to adopt the opposite doctrine—and for 
what? In order to say that the people of the ter- 
ritories shall not have such instituuons as they 
shall deem adapted to their condition and their 
wants. Ido not see, sir, how such a provision as 
that can be acceptable either to the people of the 
Worth or the South. Besides, it settles nothing; 
it leaves it a matter of doubt and uncertainty what 
is to be the condition of things under the bill; and 
whatever shall be ascertained to be the condition 
in respect to slavery, it may turn out that while 
the law is held to be one way, the people of the 
territory are unanimous the other way. 

And, sir, is an institution to be fixed upon a 
people in opposition to their unanimous opinion? 
Or are the people by our action here to be deprived 
ofa law which they unanimously desire, and yet 


have no power to remedy the evil? I, for one, 
think that such ought not to be the case. In my 
own opinion I have no doubtas to what the law 
would be under that provision; but if 1 were left 
to the exercise of my own judgment and to carry 
out my own principles, | desire no provision what- 
ever in respect to the institution of slavery in the 
territories. I wish to leave the people of the ter- 
ritories free to enact just such laws as they please 
in respect to this institution, On this one point 
I am not left to follow my own judgment nor my 
own desire. Iam to express the will of my con- 
stituents, which has been solemnly pronounced. 
My vote, sir, will be in accordance with their in- 
structions; but I desire that that vote shall be given 
upon the direct question; to come fairly up to these 
instructions, and not to this indirect! mode, which 
settles nothing, whether itis adopted or rejected. 

Mr. DOWNS. I am very sorry, sir, to hear 
the honorable Senator from Illinois say that there 
is anythingin this bill, orin the amendments made 
to this section by the committee, that is in viola- 
tion of the principle of non-intervention declared 
in the Nicholson letter of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan. I thought, sir, it was the very 
thing. The ground it is put uponin the report, as 
I contended the other day, I thought made it pre- 
cisely of this construction. I find, Mr. President, 
that í was not alone inthis construction of it; for 
the press throughout the country, the Democratic 
press especially, have universally considered the 
question as to the territories precisely as one ac- 
cording with the views of the honorable Senator 
from Miébigan. But, sir, if the meaning of that 
letter is to be frittered away in that way~and 
there have been some explanations in regard to that 
letter—if the very foundation of that leuer is to be 
taken away, I shali regret it deeply, because I give 
a different construction to it. 

I regret deepiy that the honorable Senator from 
Hlinois cannot concur in the amendment offered 
by the committee on the subject. I was surprised 
when the territorial bill was reported to find that 
this principle was not containedin it. And I sup- 
posed that it was more an inadvertency than any 
deliberate intention to leave out what had been 
considered so important on this question. l hope, 
sir, thaton further reflection the honorable Senator 
wil] not persist in opposition to this clause of the 
tenth section reported by the committee. If he 
does, he changes the whole foundation of the report 
of the committee; he makes it a different thing 


altogether; and I submit it to him now to reflect, j 


whatever our impressions may have been on this 
principle heretofore, that he conceives under the 
practice which he had under it for twelve months, 
that the people of the territory, under any circum- 
stances, could form a consutution and exclude 
emigration from the South—I ask him if it can be 
supposed likely that the South will calmly acqui- 
esce in a principle which would certainly exclude 
them? [ask him if he can suppose, if we strike 
out this provision, when it is well known that the 


feeling of a large majority of the people of New || 
Mexicois in favor of the abolition of slavery, thatthe | 
| South will acquiesce in such a proposit.on? | say, 


for one, sir, if the Wilmot proviso is to be preferred, 


if it is to be imposed, impose it here, but do not 
j authorize it indirectly by introducing such sections 


in that bill without the amendment of the commit- 
tee. I hope, then, that if there is`a desire to pass 
this bill, there may be some general concurrence 
on the one side or on the other; but} will say this, 
that if each Senator is to oppose this bill because 
there is some clause in it which docs not square with 
his impressions, we had better iet it drop at once. 
it can never pass if such a course be pursued. 

_ I wili not longer occupy the time of the Senate 
in discussing this subject; but I could not let the 
remarks of my friend the Senator from Ilinois pass 
without expressing my eXtreme sorrow at the 


; position which he takes in reference to these 


amendments. 


Mr. CHASE. I should not adda word to what 


tors, when the amendment was originally intro- 
duced, exclaimed ‘* That is the Wilmot proviso.” 
It is no such thing. t introduced it for the pur- 
pose, and only for the purpose, of meeting and 


| denying the proposition declared by the Senator 


from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] to be embodied in 
the amendment which. he presented. 


The bill reported by the committee contained an 
express prohibition of territorial legislation in re- 
spect to African slavery. It so happens that 
hardly any two gentlemen who have spoken upon 
the subject of that prohibition have agreed as to 
its import; and it was for the purpose, as I sup- 
posed, of fixing its construction, or at least of sug- 
gesting, and at the same time, warranting a par- | 
ticular construction, that the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi moved his amendment. That 
amendment has been materially modified in the 
various stages of the discussion. As it now stands, 
it provides that the territorial legislature shall 
neither introduce nor exclude slavery, but shall 
have power to legislate for the protection of prop- 
erty of every kind which may be introduced into 
or held in the territory, conformably to the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. 

Mr. President, what does this language mean ? ` 
Shall we advance a single step towardsa clear and 
unambiguous declaration of legislative intention if 
we adopt this amendment? Undoubtedly, the in- 
tent would be clear enough if all agreed with the 
Senator from Mississippi, that the terms ** prop- 
erty of every kind held within or brought into the 
territories in conformity with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States” included property in 
slaves. But, sir, that is not agreed. On the con- 
trary, I apprehend that a very large proportion of 
Senators present, if not a decided majority, are of 
opinion that slaves cannot be introduced and held 
as property within the territories acquired from 
Mexico, under the Constitution and existing laws 
of the Union. The amendment of the Senator, 
therefore, is as liable to misconstruction, and is of 
as doubtful import as the original clause. Now, 
sir, Į desire to havea distinct expression of the 
sense of the Senate as to the import of this amend- 
ment; for this purpose I do not offer the Wilmot 
proviso. An honorable Senator, [Mr. Szwarp,] 
at an early stage of this debate, and during your 
tempory absence, Mr. President, from the chair, 
did propose that proviso as a substitute for the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, and 
his motion was declared to be out of order. Of 
course I do not undertake to introduce again that 
proposition. Itis not the proper time, nor would 
1 serve my purpose. But I do offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, which meets and negatives the proposi- 
tion that the right to carry slaves into the territory, 
and hold and dispose of them there as property, 
is covered and secured by the Senator’s amend- 
ment, or the original clause, as reported by the 
committee. Those Senators who think that under 
i| the origiual provision of the bill, or under this 
|| amendment of the Senator, slaves may be intro- 
duced into the territory, or persons heid there as 
property, who see nothing undesirable in that re- 
sult, will of course vote against my restrictive 
proposition. ButI do not see how any Senator 
can refuse to vote for it, who holds the opinion, 
|| frequently expressed here, that neither the original 
{| clause, nor the amendment of the Senator from 
i| Mississippi, when rightly construed, will warrant 
slavery in the territories, or who is unwilling to 
| 


i; see Slavery established there as the effect and re- 
sult of legislation here. Such a vote will only give 
| expression, and effect the professed wish and pur- 
i| pose of such a Senator. It will not be a vote for 
| the prohibition of slavery, in the territories. It 
i will be a vote that slavery shall not be established 
i| there by the bill or the amendment, under a con- 
| struction which maoy Senators insist upon as the 
| true one, and which, there is some reason to fear, 
| may be held to be the true one by the Judiciary, 
i 
| 
| 


i as now constituted. 
lt was for the purpose of negativing this con- 
struction, or rather, as [ said at the first, of ex- 
| eluding the conclusion of the leading friends of the 
! 


carried out intoits practical results, then my propo- 
sition should be rejected. 

IE have made these remarks in order that the 
amendment } have offered to the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi may be clearly under- 
stood. I bave nothing further to say. 


| 
| 
| .Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The difference 


| 
| 
l 
| 
| 
i 


1850. - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


between the two amendments is briefly this. Mine 
proposes to give to the territorial legislature power 

protect property of every kind which may be 
introduced into the territory under the laws and 
Constitution of the United States. The Senator 
from Ohio, true to hia instinct, comes in witha 
proposition to exclude slaves, if that is property 
which may be introduced under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. Then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the difference is this. I stand upon the 
ground which 1 have always held, that we are to 
be permitted to enjoy our rights under the Consti- 
tation, I do not ask Congress what is the true 
legal construction of the Constitution. I stand 
upon the doctrine of non-intervention as it was ori- 
ginally understood; that doctrine which prevents 
Congress from interfering to take from any man 
those rights which he holds under the Constitution, 
but which has been perverted to mean that this Gov- 
ernment shall not give the protection of its shield 
equally to all those rights which have equal claim 
to shelter under it. There is a great disunction be- 
tween this Government intervening to decide what 
is property, intervening to decide what are consti- 
tutional rights, and coming forward to give that 
protection which every citizen has a right to claim 
from every government to which he gives his sup- 
port. The distinction, then, M'r. President, be- 
tween the position of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Cuase] and myself is, that he calls upon Congress 
to intervene against rights which we may have 
under the Constitution, and to declare that a certain 
species of property held within the States is not 
property recognized by the Constitution, and, 
therefore, which there is no right to transfer into 
the territories. I ask’that the territorial legislature 
shall protect property of every kind. My opinion 
is, that that under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, slave property may go into the ter- 
ritories, but I do not ask Congress to decide 
whether my opinion is correct or not. I ask Con- 
gress only for the protection of rights wherever 
rights exist. The distinction is a very broad one. 
That which I have proposed, I have met fully and 
openly, and covered entirely in every modification 
which the amendment has undergone since it was 
introduced. 

A word now to the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. 
Doveras.) Itis to his argument that Í address 
myself. ‘he difference between that Senator and 
myself consists in who are a people. The Sena- 
tor says that the inhabitants of a territory have a 
right to decide what their institutions shall be. 
When? By what authority? How many of them? 
Dues the Senator tell me, as he said once before, 
from the authority of God? Then one man goes 
into a territory and establishes the fundamental 
law forall time to come. lt would then be un- 
questionably the unanimous opinion of what that 
law should be; and are all the citizens of the 
United States, joint owners of that territory, to be 
excluded because one man chooses to exclude all 
others who might come there. That is the doc- 
trine, carried out to its fuliestextent. I claim that 
a people having sovereignty over a territory, have 
power to decide what their institutions shall be. 
That is the Democratic doctrine, as l have always 
understood it, and, under our Constitution, the in- 
habitants of the territories acquire that right when- 
ever the United States surrender the sovereignty to 
them by consenting that they shall become States 
of the Union, and they have no such right before. 
The difference, then, between the Senator from 
Illinois and myself is the point at which the people 
do ‘possess and may assert this right. lt is not 
the inhabitants of the territory, but the people as 
a political body, the people organized, who have 
the right; and, on becoming a State, by the au- 
‘thority of the United States, exercising sovereignty 
over the territory, they may establish a funda- 
mental law for all time to come. i 

Then again the Senator states what, during the 
fast presidential canvass, was his position in rela- 
tion to the doctrine of non-intervention. f am 
sorry to hear him state it as he has. - lf non-inter- 
vention means that the Government shall refuse 
protection to property, then, sir, upon what basis 
rests the right of taxation; whence arises the claim 
to personal service of citizens? There must be 


mutual obligations—support from one, protection | 


from theother. Whatever section has its property 
excluded from this protection by the Government 
has a right, from that day forth, to withhold all 
further support. What claim, sir, has the Govern- 


g 


“ment to the assistance and support of the citizens if 

it refuses them protection? And what are all the 
great principles of our Constitution if they are 
uansferred to a Government without power to use 
them? If this Federal Government, to which the 
States have transferred their authority over the 
property belonging to them in the territories of 
the United States, is stopped by such a principle 
as is here declared by the Senator from Illinois 
from. exercising that authority, I would ask, what 
is the-value of the trust? What the power of our 
agent? It stands at the mercy of every group of 
men who may find themselves conglomerated in 
any territory of the United States, and is rendered 
unable to discharge the trust which has been con- 
ferred upon it. Willing or unwilling, as the case 
may be, to render that justice to one part of the 
owners of the public domain which another re- 
ceives, and all have equal right to demand. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Mississippi 
puts a question to me as to what number of people 
there must be in a territory before this right to 
govern themselves accrues. Without determining 
the precise number, 1 will assume that the right 
ought to accrue to the people at the moment they 
have enough to constitute a government; and, sir, 
the bill assumes that there are people enough there 
to require a government, and enough to authorize 
the people to govern themselves. if, sir, there are 
enough to require a government, and to authorize 
you to allow them to govern themselves, there are 
enough to govern themselves upon the subject of 
negroes as well as concerning other species of 
property and other descriptions of institutions. 
Your bill concedes that government is necessary. 


Your bill concedes that a representative govern- į 


ment is necessary—a government founded upon 
principles of popular sovereignty, and the right of 
the people to enact their own laws; and for this 
reason you give them a legislature constitued of 
two branches, like the legislatures of the different 
States and ‘Territories of the Union; you confer 
upon them the right to legislate upon all rightful 
subjects of legislation, except negroes. Why ex- 
cept negroes? Why except African slavery? If 
the inhabitants are competent to govern themselves 
upon ali other subjects, and in reference to all other 
descriptions of property; if they are competent to 
regulate the laws in reference to master and ser- 
vant, and parent and child, and commercial laws 
affecting the rights and property of citizens, they 
are competent also to enact laws to govern them- 
selves in regard to slavery and negroes: Why, 
when you concede the fact that they are entitled 
to any government at all, you concede the points 
that are contended for here. 

But the Senator from Mississippi says that he 
is contending for a principle that requires Congress 
to protect property, but that 1 am contending 
against it. Notatall, sir. I desire to give them 
such a government as will enable them to protect 
property of every kind and description. f wish 
to make no exception. He desires to make an 
exception. 

Mr. DAVIS. Notatall. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The government contended 
for authorizes them to protect property in horses, 
in cattle, in merchandise, and property of every 
kind and description, real and personal; but the 
Senator from Mississippi says that you must ex- 
clude’ African slavery. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; he said no such thing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. He excepted 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. With the Sena- 
tor’s permission, I will explain. He is attacking 
the bill, but I had nothing to do with the bill except 
to try and better it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I begin to discover my error. 
I am holding the Senator responsible for the work 
of the committee of thirteen. X 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) It wasa very great 
error. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was making war upon him 
by mistake. I must pay my respects to the 
committee of thirteen. They make the distinction 
that the people of the territory are to govern them- 
selves in respect to the right in all kinds of prop- 
erty but African slaves. 1 want to know why this 
exception? Upon what principle is it made? 


What is the necessity for it? 1s ttnotas important | 
asany other ghtin property? Why, then, saoald | 


it be excepted and reserved? And, sir, if you re- 
serve it, to- whom do you reserve it? To this 
Congress? No, sir; you deny it to the people, and 


you deny it to the Government here; and here is 
to be one species of property, one description of 
Institulon-—— “3 

Mr. DOWNS. Will the Senator allow 
ask him a question? mo 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. Lyield the foor. 

: Mr. DOWNS. 4 ask the Senator whether he 
did not vote for and approve of the Clayton com- 
promise bill? ~ : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | That would not prove a great 
deal. I suppose, if I did, that it would not prove 
that this was right or wrong; but, I will answer 
į the Senator’s question. 
now, for the principle that I am contending for. 
That bill was hatched up, in my absence, from a 
j| necessity which all will acknowledge. I got back 
here just time enough to vote on the question; and, 
| after all other things had failed : after the principie 
I contended for had failed, I did vote for that 
| bill, rather than to have no government at all. -I 
| preferred that bill to leaving the people, as they 
have been left, without a government. But, sir, 
whilst that was the case, 1 did not approve then of 
that principle, and I do not approve of it now; and 
| I put the question to the Senator from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Downs] whether he cannot give me a better 
|| answer, for this exception as to the right of the 
; people, than that I had from necessity, when forced. 
upon me by others, voted for a bill containing such 
a clause, rather than to leave the people without a 
government, and have the country kept in a state 
of strife and agitation? ee 

Mr. DOWNS. I merely wish to say, in. reply 
to the Senator, that the reasons why I think this 


remarks which I made the other day. He will 
| find ali I have to say upon the subject there. ` 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, Mr. President, I have 
a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Davis.] He insists that Í am not 
in favor of protecting property, and that his 
amendment is offered for the purpose of protecting 
property under the Constitution, Now, sir, [ask 
you what authority he has for assuming that? Do 
I not desire to protect property because I wish to 
allow these people to pass such laws as they deem 
i| proper respecting their rights in property without 
| any exception? He might just as well say that I 
| am opposed to protecting property in merchandise, 
| in steamboats, in cattle, in real estate, as to say 
| that l am opposed to protecting property of any 
| other description; for | desire to put them all on 
an equality, and allow the people to make their 
own Jaws in respect to the whole of them. But 
the difference is this: He desires an amendment 
which he thinks will recognize the institution of 
| slavery in the territories as now existing in this 
country. 1 do not believe it exists there now by 
law. i believe it is prohibited there by law at this 
time, and the effect, if not the object of his amend- 
ment, would be to introduce slavery by law into a 
| country from which I think a farge majority of 
| this Senate are of opinion it is now excluded, and 
he calls upon us to vote to introduce it there. 
Senator from Kentucky, who brought forward thie 
| compromise, tells us that he can never give a vote 
by which he will introduce slavery where it does 
notexist. Other Senators have declared the same 
thing, to an extent which authorizes us to assume 
that the majority of this Senate will never extend 
slavery by law into territory now free. What, 
then, must be the effect of the adoption of the pro- 
| vision offered by the Senator from Mississippi? 
| It would be the insertion of a provision that 
|| must infallibly defeat the bill, deprive the people 
ii of the territories of government, leave them in. a 
i state of anarchy, and keep up excitement and 
j 
i 


agitation in this country. I do not say, nor 
would I intimate, that such is the object of the 
li Senator from Mississippi. I know that he has 
| another and a different object, an object which 
ihe avows. That object is to extend the insti- 
| tation of slavery to this terfitory, or rather, as 
' he believes it to be already carried there by law, 
; to continue its legal existence in the’ territory. 
But, sir, Ido not hold the doctrine that to exclude 
i any species of property by law from‘any territory 
į is a violation of any right to property. Do you 
i not exclude banks from most of the territories? 
| Do you not exclude whiskey from beirg intro- 
duced into large portions of the territory of ‘the 
United States? Do you not exclude gambling 
tables, which are properly recognized ags.such in 
ij the States where they are tolerated? And has 


me to ` 


I struggled then, as Ido: 


i exception ought to be made were contained in the . 
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any one contended that the exclusion of gambling 
tables and the exclusion of ardent spirits was a 
violation of any constitutional privilege or right? 
And yet it is the case in a large portion of the ter- 


ritory of the United States; bat there is no outery | 


against that, because it is the prohibition-of a 
specific kind of property and not a prohibition 
against any section of the Union. Why, sir, 
our laws now prevent a tavern- keeper from going 
into some of the territories of the United States 
and taking a bar with him and using and selling 
spirits there. The law also prohibits certain other 
descriptions of business from being carried on in 
the territories. I am not, therefore, prepared to 
say that, under the Constitution, we have not the 
power to pass laws excluding negro slaves from 
the territories. It involves the sare principle. 
‘Buti do say that, if left to myself to carry out 
my own opinions, I would leave the whole sub- 
ject to the people of the territories themselves, and 
allow them to introduce or to exclude slavery as 
they may sce proper. I believe that that is the prin- 
ciple upon which our institutions rest. I believe it 
is one of those rights to be conceded to the terri- 
tories the moment they have governments and 
legislatures established for them; because by es- 
tablishing a government and giving them power 
to form a legislature, you admit that they are com- 
petent to govern themselves; otherwise they would 
not be authorized to establish a legislature and 
confide all their rights to it with the exception of 


H 
! 


this one of the institution of slavery. For these |i 


reasons, and others. which I will not enlarge upon, 
I am opposed to any provision in this biil probib- 
iting the people of the territory from legislating in 
respect to Afiican slavery.” l would desire to see 
it stricken out; and l repeat that I cannot conceive 
how the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] and 
those who think with him and acted with him du- 


ring the last campaign, can go for a provision of | 


this kind without abandoning the position which 
they assumed; and upon that point I have the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi with me. I recollect that 
early in the session he made a speech here in which 
he declared that he put that construction on the 
letter of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] 
during the campaign, and that it made him a little 
lukewarm in his support of that gentleman. 

I do not believe, sir, that the Senate can agree 
upon any principle by which a bill can pass giving 
governments to the territories in which the word 
“ slavery” is mentioned. 


touch the question of slavery, your bill cannot, in | 
my opinion, pass this body. Bat the bill that you 


can pass is one that is open upon these questions, 
tnat says nothing upon the subject, but leaves the 


people to do as they please, and to shape their in- |! 


stitutions according to what they may conceive to 
be their interests both for the present and the fu- 
ture. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have no right, 
Mr, President, to ask the Senator from Illinois to 
read my speeches. ‘They are not worthy of it. 
I might ask him, however, to read the amendment 
which I have lying on the table before he again 
makes a speech upon it. If the Senator had con- 
sidered my speeches worthy of perusal, or had 
listened attentively to their delivery, he would not 
have taken occasion to.say that I had avowed 
myself lukewarm in my support of the Senator 
from Michigan as a candidate for the Presidency. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Isai that in respect to this 
question you had your doubts, and therefore were 
lukewarm in your support of him. 

Mr. DAVIS. l had doubts, fears, and appre 
hensions, which reached to a conviction that the 
Senator was wrong upon the question of the power 
of territorial inhabitants; yet, sir, I took him as a 
choice of evils. [Laughter.] Isay it in no terms 
of disrespect. The Senator from Michigan knows 
that I thought it was a wrong doctrine which he 
held upon this subject, but I sustained him for 
the other doctrines which were directly connected 


with the duties of a President; and I gave him an* 


earnest support. My political opinions triumphing 
over personal feelings which were very near to me. 


The Senator from Illinois, if he will review my 
if | 


course, will never make that statement again. 
the Senator from Hlinois had read this amendment, | 
he would never have fallen into theerror of accusing 
me for what is contained in the bill. If he had even 
listened to any of my arguments in support of the 


j 


If you prohibit; if you | 
establish; if you recognize; if you control; if you 


| sir, it is the bounden duty of this Congress to repeal 


take of supposing that it was running pari passu 
with the bijl. He would have learned, too, that I 
was only claiming for the territorial legislature the 
power to protect property, which I conceived to 
be the great duty of Government. But I am glad 
to have the Senator now in a more tangible posi- 
tion than when he resorted to Divine power for 
| authority; be now locates it in Congress, and he 
now establishes the point at which the people of 


powers of legislation, to be when they receive 
| authority from Congress. 


Congress? Over what subjects can we legislate | 
or confer authority on the people of the territo- | 
ties to legislate? If Congress have power to 
decide what shall be property; to lay down the 
bounds and limits within which a certain species | 
of property shall be held, beyond which it shall 
never pass, then perhaps it can confer the au- 
i thority on the people of the territory which is 
| claimed; not otherwise. I listened with some sur- | 
prise to the chairman of the Committee on the 
Territories, when he said that we passed laws to 
prevent the introduction of gaming tables and | 
whiskey into the territories. We pass laws to 
regulate, it is true, the intercourse with Indian 
tribes, which Indians tribes live in the territories 
of the United States, if it is to that the Senator 
refers. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Some of the prohibitions to 
which { have referred relate to the Indian territo- 
ries, but others of them to the organized territories 
of the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have yet to learn that Congress 
has the power to decide what is property, and 
where it shall be held, or that it bas exercised such 
a power, although the power to regulate the inter- 
course with the Indian tribes has been granted, 
and fully exercised. That I suppose must be | 
what the Senator alludes to. I have myself, when 


; Sphere, had to arrest traders, whose property, so 
; far as it was forbidden by the Jaws regulating in- 
; tercourse, was destroyed to prevent its introduc- 
tion among the Indians; this was not done under 
any power of the Government over property, 
but under direct authority to regulate intercourse 
with the Indian tribes. The -Senator from IHi- 
nois, however, announces again and again that I‘ 
claim from Congress the establishment or intro- 
duction of slavery into the territories. Now, sir, 
it is passing strange that an amendment which 
merely goes to prevent Congress from restricting 
territorial legislation upon certain subjects should 
be considered as a law to introduce slavery into 
the territories. Time and again have I stated be- 
fore the Senate that 1 claim only our constitutional 
rights, and that, if it is our constitutional right to 
take slaves into the terrifories, Congress is bound 
to protect that as much as other constitutional 
rights, and in delegating authority should not pre- 


li 


police laws or other remedies necessary for their 
own peaceand for the protection of this species 
; of property. Can it be said that this is a law to 
introduce slavery into the territories? Does not 
the Senator from Ilinois know that I have from 
the beginning denied to Congress the power to 
establish slavery? I neither conceded that, nor 
the converse {lately so much insisted on. I denied 
it, because no such power is to be found in the 
Constitution of the United States. How, then, 
can the Seuator construe my purpose, from an 
amendment for a specific object, to be something 
different from what that amendment is? 
“ Opties sharp it needs, I ween, 
‘Fo see what is not to be seen.”? 

T regret, therefore, that the Senator did not take 
the trouble to read my amendment before he un- 
dertook to decide what it was, and to make an 
: argument against what cannot be drawn either 
| from its text or my own explanation. If the Con- 


ii 
| 
fi 


‘| property; if by the Constitution and Jaws of the 
|| United States we have the right to go into the terri- 
i tories, I hold it to be the duty of this Government, 
| if there are obstructions in the way of the exercise 
i of that constitutional right—if it be true that the 
Mexican laws are now in force in the territories, 
and constitute an obstacle against its exercise, then, 


amendment, he would not have fallen into the mis- | 


uo 


i those laws, and to repeal them at once. It is not 
the right of property in slaves that is alone affected 


H 
3i 


the territories begin to assume to exercise these | 


Then the question | 
comes back at once, what is the authority of 2) 


in the employ of the Government in a different ii 


vent the territorial legisiature from passing those ¿i 


i stitution of the United States does recognize our || 


bat in all the animals and manufactured articles 
prohibited from introduction by the Mexican law. 
Is thig prohibition to be continued? No; you all 
will answer no. Why is it, then, I ask every 
man who has a heart above the petty prejudices of 
his own sectional policy or interest, why is it that 
slaves alone are excepted—that over slaves alone 
it is precended that the Mexican law is to reign 
supreme, but in every other species of property 
itis admitted that the inhibition is overridden by 
the great provisions and principles of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States ? 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to comprehend this 
amendment rightly, for the purpose of knowing 
how to regulate my own conduct. If I understand 
the object of the Senator from Mississippi, it is 
simply to give to the legislatures of these territories 
power to protect, not slave property alone, but 
every species of property. 

Ag DAYIS, (in his seat.) Property of every 
ind. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘Well, sir, the bill as origin- 
ally introduced provides that ‘the legislative 
‘ power of said territory shall extend to all rightful 
| f purposes of legislation consistent with the Con- 
| * stitution of the United States and the provisions 
| tof this act.” I wish to inquire what can possibly 
| be the necessity of the amendment of the Senator 
i from Mississippi, when the bill expressly declares 
| that the legislative power shall extend to all right- 
i| ful subjects of legislation? Is he prepared to deny 
that regulating property is a rightful subject of 
legislation? It seems to me, therefore, that the 
amendment would be mere tautology. If to pro- 
tect this species of property is not a righful subjeet 
of legislation, how does it become wrongful under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States? 
But if to protect property in slaves is a rightful 
subject of legislation under the Constitution of the 
United States, I can see no necessity for the amend- 
iment; none whatever. I am not willing, as the 
Senator frorn Illinois has done, to attribute motives 
| to the Senator from Mississippi different from what 
| he expresses— 
| Mr, DOUGLAS. I cannot allow that remark 
ji to go unnoticed for a moment. 1 entirely disclaim 
| attributing motives to the Senator from Missis- 
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| 
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i sippi. I said that his motive was a correct one— 
| to secure the right to slave property; but that I 
was opposed to it, because I did not want any 
clause upon that subject, for or against, 

Mr. WALKER. Perhaps I used a wrong word 
when I said **motives’’-—~ 

Mr. DAYIS, of Mississippi. Will the Senator 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. WALKER yielded the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not understand the Senator 
| from Illinois as arraigning my motives. l took it 
| for granted that he was able to argue a measure 
jį Without arraigning motives. I will say to the 
! Senator from Wisconsin, that the amendment 
|| which I introduced is properly applicable to a 
phrase in the bill. Not the one to which he refers, 
but to the one which prohibited the territorial 
legislature from legislating in respect to African 
slavery—the sentence proposed to be amended. 
On reading the bill there was a question at once 
raised in my mind on the construction of that lan- 
guage, and, instead of seeking to evade that ques- 
uon by striking out the clause, I chose, after it was 
raised, to meet it and cover it by a distinct expres- 
i sion of what Congress meant. 

Mr. WALKER. I was about to say that I 
made use of the wrong word when [ said * mo- 
i tives;” perhaps “objects” would have been better. 
: Now, let us see what this amendment means, as 
explained by the Senator from Mississippi. The 
clause of the bill provides that the territorial legis- 
lature shall not legislate upon the subject of sla- 
very. They cannot prohibit it, neither can they 
establish it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississi 
protect it. 

Mr. WALKER. The Senator from Missis- 
_sippi says that it is not his object to establish 
slavery. He denies that Congress has the powea 
to establish it equally with the power to prohibit 
it. The bill, as introduced, then seems to me to 
| leave the subject to stand just where Congress 
| finds it, Again: if the right to carry slaves into 
| the territories and hold them there, exists under 
| the Constitution of the United States, then the 
, Constitution of the United States, overriding the 
| local laws on the subject enacted by the Republic 
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ppi, (in his seat.) Nor 
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OBE. 


of Mexiéo; it appears to me that, the legislative 


power extending to all rightful subjects of legisla- f 
i 
i 


tion, the regulation of negro slaves would be in- 
e'uded, and the passage of laws for thé punish- 
ment of slaves, to prevent cruelty on the part of 
masters, and to regulate the sale and transfer of 
this species of property, would come within the 
‘richtful subjects of legislation.”? F cannot seé 
that the bill, as it stands, will have the effect which 
the Senator from Mississippi apprehends; but if 
I may be allowed to take a different view from 
him of the probable effect of his amendment, I 
think it will be regarded as the establishment of 
alavery. Look at the judicial decisions of thé 
country. I have not the cases. by me to refer to; 


but I may safely state that the general principle | 


decided by the judiciary of the country in regard 
to property in slaves, is, that the éxistence of 
slavery in fact warrants the conclusion that it ex- 
ists by law, unless 4 law prohibiting it can be 
shown. Now, suppose that the amendment of 
the Senator from Mississippi is carried; if any 
number of slaves should get into the territory, 
slavery would exist there in fact; and it would, 


~ therefore, warrant the presumption, under the ju- 


dicial decisions of the country, that it exists there 
by law, unless a law could be found prohibiting it. 
Well, suppose, ander this amendment, the terri- 


toffal legislature had passed laws rugalating | 


slavery; then, if the laws of Mexico weré quoted 
to rebut the presumption that slavery existing in 
fact existed also by law, it would be answered, here 
are laws passed by the territorial legislatures 
regulating the slaves that may ke brought here, 
which are inconsistent with the prohibitory law 
of California, and amount to an abrogation of it. 
In this way the Senator can get slavery estavlished 
affirmatively by law; and, while this Congress ıs 
unwilling to extend slavery, it will be done in this 
indirect way. l would prefer the bill as it now 
stands, neither establishing nor prohibiting slavery, 
but having no expression in the bill on the subject, 
and if the committeé of thirteen are anxious for 
„the passage of t.e bill, they will do well to keep 
itas nearly in its original form as possible; for, 
when you go into déviations and amendments 
‘upon this subject, there is no telling where it will 
atop. If there is to be any provision in regard to 
slavery, one way or the other, let it be dore open- 
ly and candidly. If it be desirable to prohibit 
slavery, let the vote be taken openly for or against; 
and if, on the other hand, itis desirable to guard 
expressly the owners of slave property and to 
permit them to take it into the territories, let it 
go before the country fairly and openly, There 
is no necessity for finessing. Let us approach the 
subject directly, and either prohibit or admit 
slavery opénly, or say nothing at all about it. 

Mr. BUTLER rose, but gave way to 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. With the per- 
mission of the Senator from South Carolina, I 
wish to say to the Senator from Wisconsin, that 
his proposition is distinct, substantive, and inde- 
pendent of the amendment, and has no connection 
wiih it. He contends that Congress may decide 


whether slaves are to’be lawfully carried to or ex- |) 


cluded from the territories; then, I will ask the 
Senator, would we not still require thé very amend- 
‘ment which I have offered, if the decision should 
be in favor of their introduction? Would he 
‘leave language, which prevented the territorial 
legislature from enacting iaws upon the subject of, 
slavery, and yet give authority to take slaves into 
the territory? If Congress, according to the sup- 
position of the Senator, possesses the power and 
decides that they shall not take slaves there, then 
I grant that there is no necessity for power to 
enact police laws in respect to them. Iam ready 
atall times to meet his proposition; but not to 
propose that which we have no constitutional au- 
thority to perform, : 

Mr, BUTLER. I will not, Mr. President, take 
part in this discussion now, but will explain a few 
words which have been used on a former occasion. 
As well as I recollect, they were the words which 
were introduced into the Clayton compromise, 
“that a territory shall not legislate in respect tò 
slavery;’? and I recollect my friend from Mary- 
land, now the Attorney General, replying that if 
the words should remain in that way, ahd an in- 
dividual, with thé view of trying the question, 
should carry his slave there under articles of con- 
tract— articles of apprenticeship,” if you please 
to call them such—aind thé day after his arrival, 


y 


{ 


any one, I do not indicate any particular pérson, 
Should seduce the slave and také charge of him, 


and the owner, or master if you choosé so to call | 


him, should demand the possession of that slave, 
and should think propér to sue out a writ of fro- 


i ver, it would be replied immédiately, here’ is an 
; Inhibition in the organic liw against the courts 
i taking cognizance o 


l OST iny casé of that kind. Isay 
that that would be at once the case if the teérfito- 
rial legislature were prohibited from passing any 
law in respect to African slavery. He might have 
a perfect right to carry his property there; but 
the courts in case of seduction could give him no 
remedy, for the reason that here is an express pro- 
hibition by Congress against the territorial lė- 
gislature passing any law in réspect to African 


: slavery, by which he could have immediate pro- 


cess of law, under the conflicting provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States and the laws of 
Mexico. And I think that was the point made 
by my friend from Maryland at the time—that 
those words should be stricken out which re- 
strained the territorial legislature from passing 
any law in respect to African slavery, and. leave 
them under the rightfal exercise of authority to 
protect that property. That, sir, isa plain propo- 
sition. My friend from Mississippi (Mr. Davis] 
nevér hag said that slavery is there, nor has he 
evér pretended by his amendment that it should go 
there per lege. 1 never understood him to say that 
it should go there, or that it is there. There is no 
law to carry it there, nor any law recognizing it as 
being there; but the whole provision turns upon 
this, that if that species of property should go 
there the territorial government should give it such 
protection as would enadle the owner to protect 
bis own property, if there is any provision in the 
Constitution by which he can protect it. That is 
the proposition. Sir, | might, under other circum- 
stances, be tempted to reply to the argument 


offered by the Senator from Illinois, but will 


forbear now. Lt shall, however, express my views 
on this whole compromise scheme at another 


| time, and I promise the Senate, too,-that I will 


not make a very long speech, and shall not proba- 
bly occupy their time more than forty or fifty 
minutes. But, sir, I would hére ask, if there is 
no such law as that implied in the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi, what is 
the consequence? Sir, the obvious consequence is 
this, that if you have no such provision prohibiting 


| territorial legislation on the subject of African 


slavery, although yoa may put this power of 
trover in that legislation, they never will use it. 
We have always contended tor a fair and open 
issue. I mean, not that it isyproperty there; but 
that if any one should carry it there he shouid 
havea right to try thé validity of his title to it in 
oppcsition to the Mexican laws, which have been 
held up as a peremptory prohibition of such prop- 
erty in these territories. And it must be so. This 


i idea that a people in a territory can legislate for 


themstlves independently of Congress, that they 
have a right to assume to themselves whatever 
powers of legislation they choose to assume, is 
most monstrous. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would ask the Senator whether, 
in the event of Congress declining to. pass any rè- 
striction whatever in regard to territorial legisla- 
lation, the territorial; government would, in his 
opinion, Have any right to pass any such law? | 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 say that the Constitution 
might restrict them; but they might disregard the 
Constitution and affirm the Mex:can law the next 
day, and, without some certain and defined power, 
a man might go there with his property and there 
would be no means by which he would be able to 
protect it. i 

Sir, l was going on to speak of the people hav- 
ing a right, independently of the Constitution, by 
which even Congress derives its power, to make 
whatever laws they please for themselves. That 
is, indeed, a new idea. The principle which per- 
vades all legislation upon this subject is, that a 
territorial legislature is given by Congress, subject 
to all the Hmitations: imposed by Congress, and 
that it has no powers except those which are given 
to it by Congress. In other words, it has power 
to legislate wpon those subjects only which are 
specified in the grant.* This, ĮI am aware, is m- 
consistent with the broad notion that those squat- 
ters, the moment they put their feet upon the soil, 
are freeholders, and entitled to exercise all the 
privileges of citizens of a State. 


= 


_trover, or any other writ by which a man ¿ċar 


Í say this'miucli: if you leave the clause as i 
there is ho power by which thé térritorial legisla- 
tures can pass police laws, or to give a writ òf 

e 
for his property avid récover it from any unprind- 
pled man who may take his Slivé from hiin ih 
any shape. Such is.the argiitient contended for 
by the distinguished Attorney Generál, in. Kis 
plaice; on this subject. See 

But I shal’ hereafter ask. for an opportunity to 
express my opinions on this compromi ë; and I 
will now say to thé honorable Sënätör from Ken- 
tucky, that, when I do sò, [ will do it distidcily 


and without disguise, of what Would satisfy me as 
a representative of one of the southern States; I 
shall be explicit and Jeave nothing in doubt as to 
what I think would be sufficient to satisfy. my 
constituency in réference to thése questions. 

Mr. KING. I, too, sir, shall’ act upon the sanie 
principle, and, when the proper time shall arrive, 
shall express my opinion on this subject. I rise 
just now witha view to do some justice to my 
friend from Louisiana, who has offéréd to-day an” 
ae en : p p ` Pai: 
amend ment.to the bill as reported by the Commit- 
tee of Thirteen. Sir, it was well said by the hôn- 
orable gentleman in’ this Senate, that when that 
amendment was prepared it was made under the 
impression that it contained the éxact words of 
the Clayton compromise bil? That was a mis- 
take on the part of the gentleman, for the commit- 
tee wént on thé principle that the territorial légis- 
lature should not pass any laws respecting’ the 
establishment or the exclusion of African slavery. 
That was supposed to be the object at the time it 


| was offered by the honorable Senator from Loui- 


siana, in order to see whether it might not have 


| another bearing. 


But, sir, 1 think that the amendment offered by 
my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] yoés fur- 
ther than it is necessary to go to do all that is re- 
quired to be effected by the compromise bill, and 
all that is required to be effected now; and that isy 
that it uses the very words ‘‘ to @gevent the ter- 
rttorial legislature from passing any law respecting 
either the establishment or the exclusion of African 
slavery;’’ and I have no fear that the powers be- 
longing to the territorial legislature will not be 
sufficient to enable them to pass all necessary mu- 
nivipal regulations for the protection of ‘property 
of this description. If, then, my friend from Mis- 
sissippi will modify his amendment so as to leave 
it where it was originally intended to be placéd by 
my friend from Louisiana, { think much’ objection 
will bè removed. TaN 

Sir, I do not think there is a solitary gentleman 
on the other side, belonging to à parucular party, 
that would be in favor of giving to thése territorial 
legislatures this full power to pass laws either for 
the prohibition or the inuMduction of slavery. 


| They would be afraid of its introduction; and the 


probability is, that their fears would not be entirely 
groundless. I, sir, am opposed to giving to the 
territorial legislatures any power either to prohibit 
or to introduce it. 1 believe that the power does 
not exist on the part.of Congress, and in that rë- 
spect I differ with the Senator from Hindis in toto. 
Sir, his argument is a free-sdil speech; it is the 
Wilmot proviso, so far as the argument goes, as 
to giving to the Congress of the United States the 
power of régulating every description of property 
which the citizens of the country possess who 
choose to emigrate there. ‘The Senator went vastly 
beyond what i have heard before, because it was 
then confined to slavery, Bat he would prohibit 
ail property, because, forsooth, the Government of 
the United States prevented traders from going into 
the Indian country and selling certain articles to 
these unfortunate beings., _ 

Sir, the first territorial governments which we 
established were simply for the protection of per- 


i sons and property, and consisted of a governor and 


councii. And are Senators prepared to say that 
this governor and his council—if governments 
should be ordained for these territories—should 
have the power of regulating property entirely? 
Sir, I never did agree with my friend from Michi- 
gan in regard to what ia supposed to be the con- 
struction of the Nicholson letter. I never did 
believe that a territorial legislature possessed any 


| power whatever but such as is delegated to it by 


the Congress of the United States; and the power 
which it did possess simply related to the protec- 
tion of persons and property and ihe punishment 
of rime. Sir, what do you réquite of then? 


1118 


That they shall pass no law that is not to be sub- 
mitted to Congress for its approbation, leaving 
them strictly to the control of the Congress of the 
United States in every act that they may pass. 
And yet gentlemen get up at this day and advocate 
on the floor of the Senate the monstrous doctrine 
that these territorial legislatures, consisting of a 
mere handful of men, should make laws to affect 
every description of property. I would greatly 
prefer that my friend would leave out this provis- 
ion, which by some is considered unnecessary. 
The section, it appears to me, effects everything 
that ought to be desired, and it leaves no idea that 
anything is covered up in it which ought not to be 
there. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must say, Mr. President, 
that it appears to me that my friend from Ala- 
bama has not shown his usual courtesy in the re- 
marks he has just made. He has been pleased to 
say that my speech was a free-soil speech, and a 
Wilmot-proviso speech. And why? Because I 
made an argument in favor of the territorial bill 
in the Senate, neither adopting nor rejecting any 

rovision in relation to slavery in the territories. 

n other words, E made an argument in favor of 
ithe doctrine advocated by my friend from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. Cass,] so far as the territorial govern- 
ments were concerned. The Senator from Ala- 
bama says that he never agreed with my friend 
from Michigan on this point, and that my argument 
is free-soilism and Wilmot provisoism. He then 
changes his position with his eyes open—having 
advocated the Wilmot proviso at the last presi- 
dential election, and he became an advocate of it 
with his eyes open on that subject. 

Mr. KING. I suppose the Senator, in making 
this statement, means nothing personal? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Notatall. 

Mr. KING. I said nothing about the argument 
as to the power of the territorial legislature to pass 
such laws. The portion to which L referred was 
ahat portion in which he contended that Congress 
had all power over the territocies—to exclude 
from, or adnfit into, or control property in those 
territories. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, sir, we will turn to 
that point. My argument was in favor of passing 
a territorial bill without any provision on the sub- 
ject of slavery. l undertake to say that three 
months ago the Senator from Alabama was in 
favor of — 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
to make any personal allusions. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It cannot be out of order to 
tell the truth in a respectful manner. 

Mr. KING, Ilam still in favor of establishing 
territorial governments without saying anything 
on the subject of slavery, so far as the introduc- 
tion of it into or the, exclusion of it from the ter- 
ritories is concerned. That is what I was in favor 
of three months ago, and is what I am in favor of 
gtill, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I stated that that has been 
a doctrine unanimously entertained, so far as Í 
have understood it—tuat territorial bills were to 
be passed silent upon the subject of slavery, and 
that no provision was to be made upon the sub- 
ject. I understand that that has been the unan- 
imous doctrine; that is what I now advocate; that 
is what I made an argument in favor of. I did not 
propose tv say in the bill that the territorial legis- 
latare should have the power to legislate on the 
subject of slavery, or that Congress should have 
power to prohibit or establish it in the territories. 
I proposed to strike out that prohibition of the ter- 
ritorial legislature on the subject, and, that being 
done, it would read, that territorial legislation 
should extend to all rightful subjects of legislation 
within their boundaries. I proposed to make it 
an open question, so that the people themselves 
could do with it as they pleased. 

Now, sir, let me compare notes with the Senator, 
and see who is in favor of the Wilmot proviso and 
free-soil doctrine on this point. He desires a pro- 
hibition on the part of Congress that the territo- 
rial legislatures shail not legislate in respect to 
slavery. Why, sir, the laws of Mexico prohib- 
ited slavery in those territories when we acquired 
them from that country,and according to the law of 
nations the laws of Mexico are still in force. And 
what is it that the Senator proposes? Why, itis to 
continue those laws in force, and to prevent the 
people themselves from repealing them. And that 
is the very doctrine of the Senator from Wiscon- 


It is not in order 
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sin, which he wants to continue and retain in the 
bill. That was the reason it was voted into the 
bill by the committee of thirteen, the Senator from 
Vermont giving the casting vote to put it in, be- 
cause it was a perpetuation of the prohibition of 
slavery forever. Sir, I wish to strike it out, be- 
cause [ do not wish to perpetuate any institution 
against the will of the people. I wish to leave 
them free to regulate their own institutions in their 


i 


institution there, on the one hand, if they do not 


tablishing it if they do wish it. Sir, I only made 1 
those remarks which I thought were courteous. Ii 


always held, and I did not expect to see the Sen- 
ator from Alabama show that irritability of temper, | 
and to hear him use epithets, instead of attempting 
to reply to an argument which he knew to be | 
frankly and candidly made. I made no uncour- | 
teous remark. Now, sir, I admit that I would! 
rather take the doctrine as it is to be found in the | 


Senator from Michigan are to be abandoned, new | 
doctrines are to be raised, and the supporters of the į 


i} doctrines enunciated in 1848 are to be smoothed i 


| down and required to vote for a measure which is ; 
intended to stultify and disgrace the whole Demo- | 
are to meet; and, if we must meet it, let us mect | 
it openly and like men. The Senator from Ken- | 
tucky was manly enough to say that he was op- 
posed to this measure; he was manly enough to rise | 
| above all political rivalries, and to say that it was 
wrong to put the question on such a basis. We 
can stand where we stood in 1848, and where we | 
| have ever stood upon this question. But, sir, 
when we are required to retrace our steps and re- 
nounce what we have alleged to be our principles, | 
that becomes quite a different question. i 

Mr. WEBSI'ER. Mr. President, I do not think ! 


| far into the interests or feelings of party, past, 
present, or to come, as seems to be supposed by 
the honorable member from Alabama. 
that the amendment moved in this case by the hon- 
orable member from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] is of 
very little moment, and | doubt whether it will 
have any degree of influence upon the just con- 
struction of the bill. 


cussion, it can be very easily attained by amend- | 
ment form of amendment. l have seen on the 
surface of this question (and l suppose that every- 
thing belonging to it is on the surface) nothing but} 
a disposition to prevent the territorial government Í 
from deciding upon the question of the permanent 
establishment, or the permanent exclusion of sla-+ 
very in the territory hereafter to become a State, | 
l have taken that to be the aim and object of this 


| bill. 
is not apparent to me. Now, if that be the object, | 
| it can be reached in a very plain manner, I saw | 
an amendment the other day in the hands of the, 
honorable member from Indiana [Mr. Wurrcoms}] | 
whicn I think is calculated to accomplish that ob- | 
ject. Itis the same that has been indicated by the : 
honorable member from Alabama. 
now reads, it provides that the territorial legislature į 
shall have no authority to pass any law respecting 


African slavery. The argument is, that by possi- | 


ia y . : + l 
| introduced for the purpose which has been signified | 


rial legislature shall have no authority to pass any: 
law for establishing or excluding slavery in the, 
territory. It appears to me that this is the 
of the whole matter. That is very proper, because i 
I take it that the meaning of the whole is, that this | 
question shali be left to the people of the State to i 
decide after it becomes a sovereignty by admission | 
into the Union-on the same footing with the ori- | 
ginal States. It may then bea question for the peo- | 


own way, without compelling them to establish an | 


wish, nor preventing them, on the other, from es- | 


had made a speech in favor of the doctrines I have |} 


i 
| 
| 

| now clear that the object is to stultify the whole |! 
1 


cratic party. That, sir, is the question which we | 
party 1 | 


i 
i 

that there is anything in this question that runs so ti 
i 


Sir, if Í understand the ob- f 
ject of gentlemen who have taken part in this dis- || 


į provision} which it is proposed to strike out of the |! 
if there is anything deeper in it than that, it |) 


As the bill |! 


| ple themselves to decide, because I take it to be 
| clear that itis a municipal question. It is a queg- 


|, tion for the decision of the people in their State 


sovereignty, and there may be a propriety, there 
i certainly is no impropriety, in excluding the exer- 


i 
| 
i 
| 
noS pees 
_ cise of any power in the territorial government for 


li the establishment or exclusion of slavery. I must 


| Say, sir, that I look upon the whole matter as of 
j hot ‘the slightest practical utility in the present 
case My judgment is, that no provision of this 


actual state of things which will arise in New 
Mexico. Still the proposition is apparent. If the 
amendment be put in the shape which I have in- 
dicated it will be unobjectionable. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is in that shape 
now. 

Mr. WEBSTER. It has been advanced that 
these people while a territory have a right to do 
anything and everything that belongs to the rights 
of man. I cannot conceive that they have. Iun- 
derstand something, I hope, about the rights of 
man, as they exist before government and without 
government, and before there is a social state, and 
before there is a politica] state. But when we 


{ 

|| sort is likely to have any effect whatever upon the 
| 
| 


| speak of the rights of persons—the rights of peo- 


| State, who are under the dominion and power of a 
|| government—when we speak of their rights, | sup- 


i 
| 
| ple who are in a social state, who are in a political 
| 


| pose we must mean their rights as they exist as 
| social rights, and their political rights more es- 
; pecially as they exist in the state of things exist- 
iingat the time. 1 shall not now go into the gen- 
; eral reasons of the subject, nor shall I meet the 
| argument or attempt to meet the argument of the 
‘honorable member from Michigan, addressed to 
| us some time ago. 

| We have always gone upon the ground that 
| these territorial governments were in a state of pu- 
| pillage, under the protection or patronage of the 
General Government. The territorial legislature 
has a constitution prescribed by Congress. They 
have no power not given by that Congress. They 
must act within: the limits of the constitution 
granted them by Congress, or else their acts be- 
come void. The people under the territorial gov- 
ernment are not a sovereignty; they do not con- 
stitute a sovereignty, and do not possess any of 
the rights incident to sovereignty. They are, if 


{ . + : H 

i| you so please to denominate it, in a state of in- 
ii choate government and sovereignty. If we well 
I think || 


consider this question upon the ground of our 
practice during the last half century, I think we 
will find one way of disposing of it. It is our 
duty to provide for the people of the territory a 
government to keep the peace, to secure their prop- 
erty; to assign to them a subordinate legislative 
authority; to assign to them a subordinate judicial 
authority; to see that the protection of their per- 
sons and the securily of their property are all reg- 
j ularly provided for; and to maintain them in that 
state until they grow into sufficient importance, in 
point of population, to be admitted into the Union 
as a State, upon the same footing with the original 
States. lt seéms to me that that is all our daty. 
I shall most readily concur in anything which 
tends to the performance of that duty. Bat lcan- 
not go into any general discussion about the rights 
of the people while under the territorial govern- 
ment, and do more than they are. permitted to do 
by that constitution which creates a government 
over them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not feel dis- 
posed, for one, at this time, to concede, even by 
silence, that the question now before this Senate 
and this country is one of practical indifference. 
i a : ` X ~ 
; We have grown from thirteen to thirty States, and 


|| the history of the new States that have been added 


| to the Union since the formation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States will show this important 
fact: No matter what is the latitude or the longi- 
tude of any territorial government that has been 
: organized by virtue of the authority of Congress, 
| in every solitary instance in which slavery has not 
| been expressly prohibited by act of Congress, it has 
! gone there, and exists there at the present time. 
| Now, sir, upon this subject I desire no light but 
: the light of experience, and that light tells me that, 
| unless this congressional prohibiuon is inserted in 
| every territorial bill, slavery will go into the terri- 
| tories, and it is not worth while to shut our eyes 
| 

| 

i 


to this fact that none but those who are wilfully 
blind can help seeing. Is this, sir, a question of 
indifference and of no consequence? lask, then, 


what is of consequence, what is of nioment? 
What ought to command the attention and excite 
the feelings, and call up the most strenuous eilocts 
of the friends of freedum in this body, at this time, 
if this great question, relating to the government 
ofa country, compared with which the old thirteen 
are but a speck, dues not? If the question whether 
slavery is to go unbridled and unchecked by any 
congressional prohibition, if that is a question of 
indifference, then what is of moment, what is of 
consequence? Do not let us deceive ourselves with 
the idea that latitude fixes this matter. There is 
the State of Texas, running from the Gulf of 
Mexico to the 42d degree of north latitude, and 
slavery covering the whole of it. There is the 
State of Missouri, the whole of it north of 36° 30' 
and slavery covering the whole of that State. Now, 
itis not worth while to shut our eyes to these facts. 
It is not worth while to hug to ourselves the delu- 
sion that we are passing upon matter that is of lit- 
tleor no moment. Whatever may be the conse- 
quence, whatever may be the results, it is best to 
look these facts in the face. 

The honorable Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Donee, ] 
the other day took occasion to say that he had 
no confidence in the siffcerity of gentlemen who 
expressed any fears as to slavery going into the 
territories. 1 would ask that honorable Senator if | 
he places any confidence in the declarations of | 
southern gentlemen who tell us that it will go 
there? Does he believe the sincerity of the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] when 
he tells us that the country about the Gila is one | 
that is calculated for slave labor, and to which it | 
can go? Does he believe the sincerity of the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] when 
he tells us that in the mountain countries of these 
territories, slave labor is worth from four to six 
thousand dollars a yéar, and that, without restric- 
tions, it will go into these territories? Oris that !| 
deception? Is that pretence? Now, when honor- 
able Senators from the slave States get up here and 
tell us that this is a constitutional right which they | 
claim and intend to exercise, and that it is one |} 
immensely valuable to them, how idle is it for us | 
to pretend that it is a matter of comparative indif- 
ference and insignificance, and one about which 
we need not trouble ourselves at all. 

Sir, it is the question. Do not talk to me about 
banks, and tariffs, and protection to iron, or any 
of these matters, as being the question of the day, 
and pass by this great question, which is to fix | 
the character of the government and population of 
this immense territory forever, as one of indiffer- 
ence and insignificance, and of no practical utility. 
To my mind these others are questions which sink 
into insignificance. You may make a tariff in 
1842, repeal it in 1846, alter it again in 1850. You 
may make and unmake banks. You may fix 
upon any system regulating any of these ques- 
tions. They are the mere questions of the day, | 
and may pass away this year and present them- | 
selves anew next year in new phases. But settle 
this question once, and no man’s sagacity can 
foresee the time when the consequences of the de- 
cision which we now make wiil cease to affect the 
interests of the millions that are to occupy this 
country throughout all the stages of its existence. 
No, sir, the imagination shrinks from the attempt 
of conceiving the in:mensity of the interests that 
are at stake upon the resuls to which we may 
come in the deliberations in which we are now | 
engaged. I undertake to say that it is a question 
compared with which there has never engaged the | 
attention of an American assemblage one so im- 
portant, since the question whether we were to be 
free or slaves was agitated in the Continental Con- 
gress. [say that since that time never has there | 
been one of so much moment, of so much conse- | 
quence. And it is a libel upon the intelligence | 
of the citizens of the free States to tell them that it | 
is a matter of indifference, tbat it is a matter of no || 
consequence, that it is a matter of no moment. | 

Sir, if there be one single object about which | 
more than any other the minds of the people of | 
the free States have been engrossed, it is this one. | 
Go through the history, take the catalogue, and |} 
you will find that some of the legislatures of the ! 
free States have passed resolutions in favor of pro- || 
tection, and others against it; some for a revenue || 
tariff, and others for a protective tariff; but upon | 
this great question, whether freedom or slavery ; 
shall mark the whole of the new territories, they , 
speak but one voice, There is no Democrat, there |j 


i 
i 
{ 
i 
i 


| 


is no Whig upon this subject, All the party di- 
visions are lost.in the Consideration of its urgency. 
They speak but one sentiment; they give utter- 
ance to but one language; they entertain but one 
opinion of this subject; and that is, that it is the 
bounden duty of this Congress to adhere in 1850 
toghe principles upon which the Constitution went 
into operation in 1789. It is that the principles 
which have marked and distinguished the legisla- 
tion of the’ country from that time down to the 
present shall be maintained; and that we shall not 
be driven by any considerations from standing up 
to the line of constitutional duty, which has been 
marked out by our brothers, and adhered to from 
their day down to the present. 

Sir, | undertake to say—and I think I know 
something of the state of public opinion in the 
northeastern States—that all that I have said is but a 
poor, faint, and feebie delineation of the feeling 
which reigns paramount in the breasts of that peo- 
ple. I say that they are willing to compromise 
anything and everything else but this. You may 
make a high or a Jow tarriff, a bank or a sub- 
treasury, anything that relates to our mere purses, 
and the people of those States will compromise, 
and compromise liberally, as they have done in 
days that are past; but when you come tó ask 
them to do violence to their own convictions of 
duty, which impress themselves upon their hearts, 
you will find that they are not made of that staff 
that can compromise on such a subject. They 
are willing to give now, as they ever have given, 
and as they always will give, anything and every- 
thing that can rightfully be claimed under the Fed- 
eral Constitution. f undertake to say, that if 
there has been a doctrine that has been taught by 
southern statesmen, in days that have passed, upon 
this Subject of human slavery, it was that it was 
a local State institution, with which the Federal 
Government had nothing to do.. And when gen- 


| tlemen stand here and taik about “ property in 
property 


slaves,’’ as if it were a property that was recog- 
nized by this Constitution or by the law of civil- 
ized society as property, I can turn to their own 
courts, their Own statesmen, their own judges, 
and read them from the first period of their history 
down to the present time, assertions made in Con- 
gress, and pronounced upon their benches, that 
this very article of property—slavery—is one de- 
pendent for its existence entirely upon local law, 
and that it has none of the general characteristics 
of property in the sense in which we use the term. 
Why, in the same way, a contractor for the labor 
of convicts in our penitentiaries—and there are 
such persons recognized in States where peniten- 
tiaries exist—mignt justas well come forward and 
claim that the General Government should extend 
its constitutional protection over that property, 


| outside of the jurisdiction where they are recog- 


nized, as that gentlemen should come forward and 
claim that slave labor, dependent for its existence 
upon the local jurisdiction where it is, should be 
protected outside that jurisdiction. No, sir! If 
gentlemen want compromises, the Constitution has 
made one, and to the Constitution let us adhere; 
that is, keep your slaves in your own States. 
There, we neither pretend nor claim to have a 
right to interfere. “here the Constitution is su- 
preme. But when you undertake to go outside of 
your States, and carry a species of property, de- 
pendent for its existence on the local jurisdiction 
of the State where it exists, outside of those States, 
you ask of us too much, and more than you ever 
asked before. 2 

This question is full of embarrassments, prac- 
ticaliy. If the Constitution of the United States 
carries slavery into the territories, what sort of 
slavery does it carry? Does it carry Virginia sla- 
very or Delaware slavery? Does it carry the 
slavery of Kentucky, or of some other States? 


| Does it carry a slavery which may be abolished 


by emancipation, or does it carry a slavery which 


| cannot be abolisned by emancipation uniess the 


Legislature consent? A 
Considerations of this sort might be nfultiplied 
indefinitely to show the absurdity of such a prop- 
osition as this. But L+will not pursue them now. 
1 have only risen to say that I look upon this 
question, as I sdid in the beginning, as one of 
transcendent importance, and that 1 feel myself 
bound by every consideration to resist, now and 
forever, and at all times, anything that looks like 
the legislation of this country authorizing or per- 
mitting the transfer of this local institution into 
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territories subject to the jurisdietion of the United 
States. ; : 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, T wish’ to 
say one word, and one word only, to prevent mis- 
apprehension. I have Said that I looked upon 
the question raised by this amendment of the hon- 
orabie member from Mississippi—and I intended 


that the remark should include the amendment of 


the honorable member from Ohio—to be of no 
practical importance. That is my own opinion. 
My opinion is, that it is no question at all of sla- 
very or no slavery. My opinion is well. known 
to be that if slavery were promoted and encourased 
in the new territories, it cannot exist there.” My 
opinion is well known to be that there is no néces- 
sity for any local prohibition of slavery in the 
territories acquired from Mexico. That is my 
opinion; and if it be found right or wrong here- 
after, let the consequences fall upon my own head. 
Others may think differently; but to me there is 
not the slightest appearance of importance, one 
way or the other, in the amendment proposed by 
the member from Mississippi, or in that proposed 
by the member from Ohio, except so far as the 
latter may be necessary, in some judgments, to 
exclude slavery, which might otherwise be implied 
to exist there. To resist that implication; I shall 
vote for the amendment, if it be pressed. 

But the whole question. in this case 1 ynderstand 
to be just this, whether the question of the establish- 
ment or exclusion of slavery. shall be left to the 
people in the territories to decide when. they 
come to form a State government. Now, it is 
agreed on all hands that it isa matter of municipal 
law. We know that if slavery were introduced 
into the territories, the moment the people formed 
a State government they could abolish it. On the 
other hand, if it were prohibited, the moment they 
formed a State government they could introduce 
it, ifthey saw fit. Nevertheless, itis not upon that 
ground { proceed, though I think itisa very proper 
ground, I conceive that the proper mode of prò- 
ceeding is to leave this matter to State legislauon, 
after the territories shall have become States. But 
my ground is, standing by the declarations which 
I have a thousand times made, that there is no 
reasonable human probability, and that there ia 
therefore no substantial necessity, for doing any- 
thing in organizing territorial governments touch- 
ing the future existence of slavery therein. That 
is my belief. There are reasons for the exclusion 
of siavery in these territories which no human 
legislation can control. Acting under that con- 
viction, I shall continue to give my vote here in 
pursuance of it. Other gentlemen, entertaining 
different opinions, will of course act as their con- 
sciences may dictate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I should not have 
troubled the Senate with any further remarks, but 
for the appealofmy friend from Alabama. Before 
i answer that appeal, however, I wish to say a 
word as tu the remarks of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 1 think we have occasion to congrat- 
ulate ourselves upon the argument. made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire; as to that part 
of it which went to show that the Constitution 
only recognizes slavery in the States, it is too 
shallow to pass anywhere. | Everybody knows. 
that slavery exists in the States, independent of 
this government, and because those States author- 
ize its existence. The Constitution gave to sla- 
very an expansion of recognition equal to the terri- 
tory of the United States? That is what it did; 
and no more than that. It did not confirm and 
establish it within the States. The States were 
independent; they were the founders of the Con- 
federauon; the General Government came from 
their hands fashioned by their will. Their insti- 


| tations were not moulded by the General Govern- 
| ment, they preéxisted and survived its formation. 


But we have occasion to congratulate ourselves upon 
the argument of the Senator, who has to-day made 
such a demonstration that hereafter his declamation 
against slavery, as a moral, social; and political 
curse, must forever cease. He has declared that 
in every territory where it has not been prohibited 
by positive law, slavery has been established. 
From that we learn that its merit has supported it 
wherever by positive law it has not been prohib-~ 
ited. Statesmen must learn by experience of na- 
tions how to guard the future from the evils of the 
past. Whenever an insutation has been found so 
advantagous that all have desired it and unless 
forbidden enjoyed it, who can deny it deserves to 
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bécherished? How, with the evidence he adduces, 
can the Senator from New Elampshire deny that 
slavery isa moral, social, and poliical blessing ? | 
This is the end of the Senator’s argument; ther 
he mast stop, for that is the unavoidable conclusion. 

The gréat confidence I have in my friend from 
Alabama, [Mr. Kine,] always inclines me to ac- | 
cept any advicé he may offer. I wish I could do | 
so on this occasion; but 1 would say to him that 
his whole argument rests on his opinion that the 
amendmént is unnecessary. I entertain a dif- 
ferent view; and now I ask, notwithstanding the 
great disparity between thé éxperiénce and iù- 
formation of that Senator and my own, why, if it 
is to hima miatter of small account, and to me itis 
a matter of importance, it is that he asks me-to 
yield to him rather than he to me? His whole ar 
gumenñt is, that the amendment effects nothing, If 
it effects nothing, it certainly cannot be objection- 
able on account of any tendency it has to do 
harm. All that is in the amendment, he says, is 
contained iñ the bil. 

Mr. KING. I said the amendment would effect 
nothing beneficial, inasmuch as the territorial 
legislatures, having a right to pass Jaws, might 
embrace in their legislation all the régulations 
necessary to govern property of every description. 
But it is injurious, by making the bill such as to 
prevent iis meeting the approbation of a majority 
of the Senate, as many individuals give it a con- 
struction different from what Í give it, supposing 
that the proviso actually introduces slavery into |! 
the territory. i] 

Mr. DAVIS. That cannot be drawn from the |} 
languagé of the amendment. It may have been | 
inferred from some rémarks others have made. ! 
Bat | would say to my friend from Alabama that : 
we represent a minority. He and myself are in | 
the minority of Congresson any sectional question, | 
Our purpose should be, therefore, not to evade 
the question; not to leave it for want of language 
to a doubtful construction; but whenever a ques- || 
tion is raised, we should meet it distinctly and | 
settle it at once. My object is now to setile the || 
question, not to pass a bill which shall settle || 
nothing. Iam not here striving for the passage || 
of a bill which is to receive a construction here- | 
after, à construction given it by a majority, when | 
I represent a minority. If the amendment amount 
to bo more than the bill, it ean do no harm. If it 
is the same, why not adopt it and close the ques- 
tion—settle the construction now, and prevent the || 
discussion and agitation of this subject in the next 
Congress? idid not.understand the Senator from | 
Massachusetts as saying the institution of slavery 
was a question of no importance, but the amend- 
ment, because it effected nothing more than was ; 
contained in the bill. He said he was willing to | 
declare that the territorial legislature should not be 
invested with power to admit of exctude slavery. 
That is in the atnendmentas already proposed. 

Mr. WEBSTER, ‘That is in the bill aiso. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘hat is questionable, and there- 
fore the amendment has veen extended by the 
Senator from Maryland, that the legislature in the 
territory shall not establish or exclude slavery. 
The whole purpose, so far as that is concerned, 
is already answered. But, though the legislature 
shall have no power to admit or exciude slavery, 
if we have a right to take slaves into the territory, | 
it is necessary that the legislature have power to | 
govern then, not merely as persons, but as prop- 
erty; for they occupy that two-fold relation where- į 
ever they exist. I wish to prevent the possibility || 
of a conflict on construction hereafter, and, whilst | 
there is a provision inhibiting the territorial legis. | 
lature from establishing or prohibiting slavery, wé | 
give thefa power to protect that property, if it is | 
permitted to go there. My difficulty is this: Sup- | 
pose that at the next session of Congress there || 
should come from that territorial legislature a bill |: 
foran act to arrest runaway slaves, and some one 
should assert that such a law was a law to establish 
slavery, because without luw or police regulations 
slavery could not exist, and therefore it might be 
argued, that law which is essential to its existence 1 
is a law to establish slavery. lcan readily imagine i 
the position being taken, and the manner in which i 
it will be sustained. If I could feel that the con- ‘i 
struction which the honorable Senator from Massa- : 
esusetis has given this language would be adhered i 
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to, J should feel that there would be no danger 
But to those who hold this ground there 
lt 


from it to ul r 
is nothing objectionable in the amendment. 


i tion which is not now given to it, and which n 


a law establishing African slavery. 
: familiar expression, contained in the Constitution 


; every State in the Union. 


: duces it. 
| governments for new countries, acquired or settled, and to 


merely declares that which, as moral and consci- 
entious men, they are willing to abide by without 
the amendment. Then I ask them, in a spirit of 
morality and conscientiousness, to assist me in 
passing the amend ment, thus to prevent a construc- 
one 
do avow. 5 


Mr. DAYTON. I wish to call the attention of | 


the Senator from Mississippi, and others who 
think with him, to one familiar illustration to 
which my mifid récurs. The amendment which 
the Senator from Massachuséus suggests, that he 


| has seen in the hands of the Senator from Indiana, 
is an amendment providing against the establish- | 


ment or prohibition of slavery in the territories. 
The Senutor from Mississippi puts a case. He 
says, suppose a runaway negro should get into the 
territories, and thatthe territorial legislature should 
pass a law respecting runaway negroes for the 
purpose of protecting that species of property? 
if such language or phraseology were employed, 
he says some one might rise up and say that was 


of the United Staies, and perhaps in that of almost 
There is this language 
there, that you shall pass no law respecuung the 
establishment of religion. Now, there is not a 


i State in the Union which has not passed laws re- 
|; Specting property of religious assemblies, respect- 


mg the worship of religious assemblies, directing, 


controling them, securing their rights, and giving i 
| every possible police law which is necessary. | 
Now, thisis the identical language proposed in |: 


this amendment, What difficulty is there in adopt- 
ingit? : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
New Jersey must recollect that there is now a sec- 
tional fanaucism warring against this institution, 


ii and that those who inteud to maintain our rights 
| must look to that sectional fanaucism and to its 
| objects. 


Mr. DAYTON. I was looking at this question 
as one of legal and judicial construction. ‘ihe lan- 
guage empluyed is that which has been applied to 
an exactly analogous case, and, as | suppose, has 
been so applied in every State in the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS, 


Mr. CHASE. lam so much afraid that, in the 
debate which has arisen, the amendment which 1 


i had the honor to offer wilt be overlooked, that Í 


ask to. have it agaid read. 
it was accordingly read. . 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, a letter of mine 


which seems to have become somewhat historical, | 


has been so often referred to in this discussion, 


; and so many constructions have been put upon it, | 


that L feel cailed upon to read a portion of it, that 
it may speak for itself. 
Sybiis, if it kas any meaning, it would appear itis 
so dark that every man May read it his own way, 
or, in faci, no way at all 
istana [Mr. Downs] has remarked that the Senate 
has already been confounded with a number of ex- 
planations of that letter. 


his, not mine. 


ume my Nicholson letter appeared, it was not dis- 
unctly undersiood that it took the ground I have 
since taken, that the inhabitants of a territory have 
aright, subject of course to the limitations of the 
Consutution, to regulate the subject of slavery for 
themselves, and especially was the appeal directed 
to the southern Senators who were here at the 
time the letter appeared, some of whom, and espe- 


| cially the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Burt- | 
LER] and the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. | 
| Davis,j signified their assent to my proposition. | 


will read a portion of the letter, to show that it 


| ought net to be misunderstood. Speaking ef the 
_ right to establish territorial government, l say: 


s¢ But certain it is that the principle of interference should 
not be carried beyond the necessary implication which pro- 
ft should be limited to tihe creation of proper 


the necessary provision for their eventual admission into 
the Union ; leaving, in the mean time, to the people inhabiting 
them to regulute their internal concerns in their own way?” 


Now, takea į 


1 loot upon it as a political le- | 
gislative question, and thatis the view which is | 
j| constantly presented to us. 


Like the leaves of the | 
My friend from Lou- '| 


Sir, | repeat again what | 
i said emphatically upon a former occasion, that, | 
if any man misunderstands that letter, the fault is : 
l have heretofore appealed upon ! 
this subject, and have inquired whether, at the: 


! away, and we can all look coolly at things as they 
are, is there any man here or elsewhere who can 
put any other construction upon this letter than 
that which its words plainly import, that in the 
‘mean time,” during the pendency of the terri- 
| torial governments, ‘they should be allowed to 
manage their own concerns in their own way?” 
Does not slavery come within this category? Is 
it not a domestic concern? Is not that the dac- 
trine of the South, of common sense, indeed? No 
territorial government was ever established which 
had not power to regulate the domestic relations 
of husband and wife, of parent and child, and of 
guardian and ward; and if the inhabitants are 
competent to manage these great interests, and in- 
deed the interests belonging to all the departments 
of society, including the issues“of life and death, 
are they not competent to manage the relation of 
master and servant, involving the condition of 
slavery? 

Mr. President, there has been a good deal said 
to-day upon the subject of the rights of the terri- 
tories. lam not going into the discussion of that 
subject at all. 1 have already occupied my full 
share of the attention of e Senate in the explana- 
tion of my views respecting it. The distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wepsrer] says 
we have sovereignty over the territories, E am 
not to be led from my path by that word sover- 
eignty, which we have so often heard invoked 
here, as though it were a kind of open sesame, 
which opened all power to the General Govern- 
| ment. If you can find that word in the Constitu- 
tion, which you cannot, and that it confers any 
authority upon Congress, so be it; there is anend 
i of the question, and we may lawfully exercise 
i what is thus granted. But if the word is not 
| there, what right have you to introduce it here as 
|i the foundation of congressional power? My doc- 
| trine is this—I have already explained itat length, 
i; and f shall now but briefly refer to it, as the sub- 
| ject is in my way—my doctrine, I say, is this: 
that there is no provision in the Constitution pro- 
viding for the establishment of territorial govern- 
ments, and, without going into the matter at all 
1 would only remark, that the various clauses and 
considerations, in the Constitution and oat of the 
Constitution, which have been adverted to in sup- 
port of the power—I think a classification of them 
| makes thirteen—and the reasons, quite as various, 
urged to establish them, are enough, were there 
no other reasons, to call in question the right in 
Congress to regulate this subject. A few plain 
words would have settled the matter forever, had 
the Convention intended to grant the power, They 
i are not there, nor anything like them, and we are 
driven to forced interpretation and to remote anal- 
ogies for a great political power, instead of being 
able to put a finger upon the grant itself. My 
; Position is, that, for certain reasons, which I will 
; not recapitulate, as I have already explained them 
at length, the necessity for providing governments 
or territories was neither forseeen nor provided 
for, such governments having already been insti- 
tuted by the old Congress in all the terriwry 
belonging to the United States, and new acquisi- 
tions not being within the contemplation of the 
statesmen of that period. My doctrine, further, 
is, that it is the moral duty of any country making 
acquisitions, to take care that they are supplied 
with governments agreeably to the nature of their 
institutions. It is one of the duties of sovereignty, 
i if you so please—for that is using the word to a 
legitimate purpose—defining, as it does, certain re- 
lations, and not being made to convey power to 
any department of a Government owing its exist- 
i; ence to the popular will, and deriving its authority 
i from a written constitution, which withholds ail 
| that is not granted. The American people are the 
true sovereigns of this country, and entitled as such 
to exercise all power which fairly belongs to that 
relation. But no department of their Government 
; can have such powers, under this attribute of sov- 
ereignty, unless it is expressly conferred upon 
them. If not granted, it is reserved to the people. 
Now, I have said I acknowledge the duty of pro- 
| viding governments for the territories, but as the 
people have not granted that authority, when the 
case arises and Congress acts upon it, they yield 
to a pressing necessity, and must throw themselves 
upon their constituents for justification. If they 
believe there isa just necessity for action, they 
| will be supported; if not, they must fall. In such 
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cheerfully leave my constituents to approve ar 
condemn my course. This was the very necessity 
which induced the Congress of the Confederacy 
to institute governments for the Northwestern 
Territory, as there was not a’particle of powerin 
the Articles of Confederation upon-the snbject, and 
which, in the opinion of Mr. Madison, justified 
their action; and it is the inevitable consequence, in 
the opinion of Judge Marshall, where he deduces 
the right, or rather the duty, of Government from 
the power of acqnisition. ft was a similar neces- 
sity, growing out of the circumstances of the 
country, which induced Mr. Jefferson to assent to 
the completion of the arrangements for the acqui- 
sition of Louisiana, while he saw no warrant in 
the Constitution for the act. 

Now, sir, as your power is founded upon the 
necessity of the case, it should be carried no 
farther than that necessity requires. It is govern- 
ment which is necessary for the territories, not 


congressional legislation over their internal con- | 


cerns; and we should therefore stop at the former, 
and leave the latter to the people. To show that 
there is not the slightest necessity for Congress to 
act the part of a territorial legislature, it is enough 
to say they have never done so. 
ries have always legislated for themselves, and 
the few cases of interference with their internal 
concerns, by Congress, to be found upon the 
statute books, were useless and unnecessary ex- 
ceptions, which but the more forcibly establish 
the general principle. The territories have always 
been found competent to legislate for themselves, 
and life, liberty, and-property have been as well 
protected there as elsewhere. Then, where the 
necessity ceases, your action should cease. 

My views on another point being misunder- 
stood, I will briefly refer'to them. My doctrine 
was, and is, that the people of the territories have 
aright to Jegislate for themselves. 1 wasspeaking 


formerly of territories organized into political | 


communities by the action of Congress, and the 
process by which [ deduced this attribute of self- 
government I have just explained. But, sir, 
where the United States refuse or neglect to insti- 
tute governments for new acquisitions, l hold it 
to be the right of the people to provide govern- 
ments for themselves. [ do not intend to argue 
that point with any man. He who does not feel 
and acknowledge that clear right of self-preserva- 
tion as inherent in every community, when ne- 
glected by its sovereign, if it have one, entertains 
views so different from mine on the great question 
of human rights, that we have no common ground 
on which to argue. So far I agree fully with 
the doctrine advanced by the President, in his 


message, that communities thus situated have the | 


right to provide for their own government, though 
I dissent totally from the recommendation to leave 
them in that condition, 

Tne honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr 
Davis] says we are sovereign, and thénce s 
deduce powers from that relation. And, 
are sovereign—that is, we the people. But i 
there are rights of sovereignty, there are also du 
ties of sovereignty. That relation is not all on 
one side. These duties we ought to fulfill, and, if 
we do not, the people must fulfill them for them- 
selves. My honorable friend asks whether all 
men have a right to form a government. Mr. 
President, in the application of great principles 
you must not expect to find a definite boundary, 
a wall, in fact, to which a man may go, and where 
he must stop. Moral questions run into each 
other, and, like day and night, itis often difficuit 
to tell where one begins and the other ends. It is 
very clear that one man cannot establish a govern- 
ment, politically so called, though he may govern 
himself. it is equally clear that one milion of 
men may do sọ. 
be drawn isa question appealing to the circum- 
stances of the case, and to the common sense of 
mankind. But he who undertakes to measure 
human rights by the square and the compass will 
soon find he is dealing with a subject’ beyond his 
xeach, and which has eluded many a mightier 
grasp than his own. I repeat, this is a question 
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The territo- | 


gs to | 
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Where the practical line shall į 


|i of common senge;and I suppose the descendants | 
of.the crew of-the Bounty, who occupy Pitcairn’s 
Island, anid amount, I think, to about one hundred 


i 


| 
l 
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God and man, to provide for theirown government 
| as shave the two hundred millions who form the 
! Chinese Empire, now our neighbor on the Pacific. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will state my | 
position if the honorable Senator from Michigan | 
will allow me. “4 
Mr. CASS. Certainly, with great pleasure. 
Me. DAVIS. My position was not that a: 
small or great number of persons, being without 
government, could not take such measures as 
their condition required to govern themselves. It 
| was not, for example, that a vessel being wrecked | 
| upon a desert coast, its crew could not adopt, | 
| among themselves, certain rules which should be | 
binding upon each other. But it was, that their 
action must be subordinate to the soverignty pre- 
vailing over the coast on which they were cast. 
i! That whenever the country to which the territory 
belonged found that crew and extended its author- 
i ity over them, their legislation must be subordi- 
i; nate to its sovereignty, and any rule which im- 
i paired the rights of the owner, or violated his 
i fundamental law, would be null and void. Now, 
į in this case, suppose that five men, or five hun- 
j dred, adopted a government for themselves, it 
; would be binding upon them, but its obligation 
could not extend further, certainly not so far asdo 
make their temporary necessity sanctify an ag- į 
gression upon the right of the sovereign power of | 
the State unon whose land they trespass. i 
Mr. CASS. Iam happy to find that the honora- 
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: of measuring human rights by numbers. Now, as 
|| have stated what I consider the true position. If 
i| the sovereign fulfills his duty by providing govern- 
| ments for remote communities over which he 
i| holds dominion, there is no difficulty in the case. 
| I agree fully with him that such governments 
| should be obeyed. But that is not our inquiry. 
i; Our duty has not been fulfilled. Oar acquisitions 


i ion, they are in the very condition of the inhabit. : 
; ants of Piteairn’s island, or of any other waif upon : 
i the great political sea. 


voluntary association? 


existence, because there is a government claiming 

their sovereignty, but utterly regardless of its du- 
ties, three thousand miles from their residence? 
That will not do, in this age of the world. 
sequence from an abstraction. I wish we could 
Tc would expres quite as well our relation to the 
rest of the world, and it would save as many a met- 
| aphysical declaration of power unknown to the 
|! Constitution. But I agree that this right to estab- 
lish governments by the inhabitanis themselves, 
who are left without any, is a temporary one, and 
| that it ceases as soon as the superior government 
fulfills its. duty by providing for one of the first 
wants of society. 

Now, with respect to the amendments. I shall 
vote against them both, and then I shall vote in fa- 
vor of striking out the restriction in the bill upon; 
the power of the territorial governments. 
do so upon’ this ground. I was opposed, a8 the 
ii honorable Senator from Kentucky has declared he 
| was, to the insertion of this prohibition by the: 
| committee. I consider it inexpedient and uncon- | 
| stitutional. I have already stated my belief that 
i the rightful power of internal legislation in the | 
| territories belongs to the people. You have the 
right to govern, but not to legislate for them—the 
doctrine for which our fathers contended, and 
which brought about our separation from England. 
| Bat, sir, how is it possible to vote for this interdict 
without conceding the constitutional right of Con- | 
gress to pass the Wilmot proviso? Congress can | 
only insert. this clause upon the assumption that | 


= 


; | ‘| other; for neither can be exercised. but:by vi 
and thirty, have just as much right, in the eyes of i 7oy 


|, “is clearly exclusive and universal, and is subject 


li to the rights of sovereignty, which he invokes, Ii 


| are neglected by us, ard, so far as respects our ac- | 


What protects the Mor- | 
mon settlementin the great Salt Valley but their own | 
And are they to be told | 
that they have no right to provide for their very | 


There | 
is no such despotism in a mere word, no such con- | 


substitute the word independence for sovereignty. | 


bound 


they have full power over the territories—power 


New ‘Series... 
to admit, powe 


rto.exciude, as well as power-to say 2 


| that the territorigt legislature. may: do one or the 


for neithi : the: 
| of full jurisdiction: The power of Congress over: 
the public territory, which, as Judgé Story tiaa it; 
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| to no control” if this power can extend beyond 
the necessity, it is without limitation and law. 

It is contended by many southern gentlemen 
that the right to take slaves to the territories isa 
right secured by the Constitution, and which, of 
course, no legislation can restrain. Opinions differ 
upon this subject. But there is one mode of sete 
tling it amicably and satisfactorily to which: we 
can all agree, and thatis, by referring it tothe 
Supreme Court, the great umpire:in constitutional 
questions, and an umpire in which the wholecoun- 
try has confidence. If, however, this doctritre is 
the true one, slavery can be carried to, these terri. 
tories, independent of our action, and the legisla- 
tures will have the right to` prötectit The ‘bill 
grants to these legislatures jurisdiction. over aW 
rightfal objects of legislation, subject'to the :ptes 
visions of the Constitution. : By omitting A 
amendmends. and the prohibition, the subject i 
fully open to the claims of the South, if supported. 
| by the Constitution, and slavery isa rightful sub> 
| ject of legislation, and may be protected, but. not 
| excluded by the territorial legislature. ae 
i If, as the honorabie Senator from Louisiana 
i [Mr. Downs] says, the people of the territories 
| are opposed to slavery, you cannot make them 
| 
| 
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legislate in favor of it, and the effort, i? made, 
would be unsuccessful, But if slavery may‘go.to, 


; |! the territories, by virtue of the Constitution, what 
| ble Senator and myself agree as to the impropriety || 


right have yon to prohibit the. territorial legisla- 
ij tures from expressly providing for its admission 
by positive legislation, and from passing any lawi 
they may think proper to favor its introdugtion 
and protection ? ties 3 
One more remark, sir, in relation to this subject. 
The distinguished Senator from South Carolina 
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do. There is no need, nor is it any part of cur 
duty to reénact the Constitution. That great In- 
strument would gain no force from our legislation. 
If that were disregarded, surely we could expect 
little benefit from our Interference. 

Now, sir, the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis will permit me to ask him why.a tetri- 
tory should not be allowed to legislate: for itself 
over all its concerns? : ae 

Mr. WEBSTER. Because the law io 
give them authority. el Eat ar 

Mr. CASS. My question is, why it should 
not be allowed the control over this subject as 
well as any other. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I willtellthe gendeman. Be- 
cause it is not an astablished permanent govern- 
ment. It has too much connection, and is too 
much under the patronage of this Government, 
and especially on tae subject of slavery. I do not 
wish to see the slavery question agitated in the 
| territories while the governor is appointed by this 
Government, while the judges are all appointed 
by this Government, while they have not an inde- 


es not 


‘i pendent character like the States of this Union. 
i| This is my answer, 


Now, if the honorable gentleman will allow me 
one word, | wili tell him phe whole issue, the whole 
difference between him and myself. He read,.I 
think, an extract from the Nicholson letter, ia 
which he said that the Government was in dety 
to protect the "territories, leaving to the 
people of the territories all that.concerns:theit do-, 
mestie interests. Lf the honorable member will 
add, so far as they are permitted by the Constuta- 
tion, prescribed for them by Congress, he, Will 
| speak like alawyer, like an American. statesman, 
| and according to the practice of this Government 

from the adoption of the Constitution: : 


Mr. CASS. ‘Ido. not desire to speak so mach 
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like a lawyer as like an American Senator, who 
believes. the powers ‘of this Government are to be 
found in the Constitution, and. who: believes also 
in the rights of man. There is many a great 
question not to be found in the law reports. ~The 
honorable Senator fram Massachusetts is willing 
to give to the territorial legislature jurisdiction over 
all the concerns of life, over all the domestic rela- 
tions but one, over the whole system of policy which 
is.to:mark the future character of ths community, 
but one he would except, because the territories 
are under the control of the General Government. 
Let me ask him if he supposes this Government, 
be it administered by whom it may, is going to 
interpose, if it could, in the subject of slavery in 
the territories? i 

Mr. WEBSTER. The gentleman begs. the 
question. F wili tell the gentleman that we deny 
many powers. There were many. territories, in 
our history, where they were obliged to send up 


their laws for revision till they became States. | 


Many were obliged to send up certain laws for 
revision, The gentleman begs the question when 
hefsays I allow the territorial authority over every 
subject but one. I allow no authority but what is 
given by an act of Congress, under which they are 
formed. 

Mr. CASS. The gentleman will allow me to 
say, and I have a right to say it, as I have lived 
under a territorial government a large portion of 
my life, that he is in error when he supposes that 


the restriction of the powers of these. legislatures, | 


as to the questions of a strictly domestic charac- 
ter, is a common feature of congressional legisla- 
tion. [recollect but one provision, which comes 
clearly within this rule, and this was a prohibi- 
tion against banking, introduced when there was 
a mania upon that subject, and when in fact the 
question was in some measure a general one, as 
the money of these banks went everywhere. I 
will not speak positively, but I recollect no other 
case at this time—always, of course, excepting 
the proviso now known as the Wilmot proviso. 
I am speaking now, not of a provision requiring 
the territorial laws to be sent here for considera- 
tion, but of a previous restriction prohibiting the 
territorial legislatures from acting upon the sub- 
ject. The honorable gentleman is also in error 
when he supposes there isany provision requiring 
the territorial laws to be submitted to Congress, 
and to be approved by that body before going into 


operation. 
Mr. WEBSTER, I did not say that, 
Mr. CASS. I so understood the gentleman, 


These laws are to be submitted to Congress, not 
for confirmation, but for consideration, with the 
view, Í suppose, to repeal or modify such as 
might appear. unconstitutional or improper. But 
I can recall only one case where this power has 
been exercised, and that is in relation to banking. 
l again ask why this case of slavery should be 
excepted from the jurisdiction of the territorial 
legislatures?) The Senator from Massachusetts 
says we have excepted many other cases. But | 
repeat that he labors under a misapprehension 
upon that subject. I consider the people of a ter- 


ritory just as competent to settle this question as į 
the people of a State; and E believe a man knows | 
just as much when he goes to a territory as he did | 
And I believe, further, | 
that we have no territory where the American | 


before he went there. 


settlers will not exercise a preponderating influ- 
ence over all public affairs. The inhabitants will 
always have a legislature which will reflect their 
wishes; and, if they desire slavery, they will have 
it, and if they do not, they will exclude it, unless 
prevented by the Constitution, The simplefques- 
tion is, why you take from them one of their 
natural rights—the right of regulating one of their 
domestic relations? Thegentleman told us justnow 
that he did not desire to see the question of slavery 
agitated in the territories, Sir, this is just where I 
desire to ste it agitated, if agitated it must be, as 
it will do far less i: jury there than here. Why, 
then, I repeat, do you make a distinction between 
this right and any other? * 

Mr. WEBSTER, I will suggest to the honor- 
ahle member that we do not allow them to appoint 
their own governor or their own judges. 

Mr. CASS. I am willing to allow them to 
choose their own. governors. But that is not a 
question involving the domestic relations; itis a 
political question. I am well aware, as I stated on 
a former occasion, that it is difficult to draw.an 


exact.line between all the provisions which belong 
fairly to the power to organize governments—such 
as the appointment of officers, the qualification.of 
voters, and the like, and the rights that belong to 
the domestic forum. It is enough to say, that if 
the power to regulate the condition of master and 
servant does not belong to the latter, nothing does; 
as to the judges, their decisions may be carried to 
the Supreme Court, and reversed or affirmed, as 
may: be proper. And, so far as respects the gov- 
ernor, I do not believe there was ever one yet who 
could control the territorial legislation; and it isa 
poor compliment to the enterprising and intelligent 
men who emigrate to these new regions to attribute 
to them such an influence. My confidence: is 
equally in the people, whether they live in a State 
or a Territory. 

Mr. BERRIEN. There is, as it occurs to me, 
an amswer to the question of the Senator from 
Michigan, which will justify the provision con- 
templated to be introduced into this bill. That 
inquiry, | understand to be, why, if all other do- 
mestic relations are within the scope of legislative 
authority, that of the master and slave should not 
be? The answer which seems to me to be suffi- 
cient is this: There is no diversity of opinion, no 
diversity of interest between the different States 
in this Union, with régard to these other domestic 
relations. The inhabitants of a territory about to 
be organized, in the condition of the one now un- 
der consideration, are composed of persons grad- 
ually successive, emigrating from different States 
of the Union, with views respecting this slave in- 


| terest which are distinct and conflicting. To invest 


the first territorial legislature which should assem- 
ble with power to control an interest in relation to 
which there is such a conflict in the different States 
ofathe Union, would be to permit a handful of 


men to decide upon conflicting interests affecting | 


the feelings and interests of thirty States of this 
Union. ‘This population is not full; it is not per- 
manent; itis successively added to, and added by 
persons who have different interests from those 
who are to be invested, according to the préposi- 
tion of the Senator from Michigan, with the right 
to legislate upon this subject. 
persons who happen to be in a territory where-a 
bill of this sort shall be passed, shall have power 


to forbid the introduction of slavery into the ter- | 
| ritory, that small number of persons are enabled 


to decide upon the rights of a much greater num- 


i-ber of citizens of the United States than they con- 


stitute. The inhibition once existing, no person 
can go into the territory with interests conflicting 
with those of the persons by whom this inhibition 
has been imposed. 1 think the Senator from 
Michigan will admit that there is a distinction 
between this question of domestic slavery and that 
of all other relations of life. There is a commu- 
nity of interest with regard to all other domestic 
relations, existing between the different States, 


| which does not exist and cannot be affirmed with 


regard to the institution of slavery. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difference between the 
Senator from Michigan and myself is not very im- 
portant. I have always understood the Senator 
trom Michigan as maintaining the broad doctrine 
that if Congress has any power in the first in- 
stance to give the faculty, if 1 may use the phrase, 


to the people of a territory to legislate, from that | 


time itis a plenary power; from that time they 
have full, unqualified, and irrevocable power to 


i legislate. 


Mr., CASS. Under the Constitution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse, under the Constitu- 
tion; but, in all respects, they bave full, unquali- 
fied, and irrevocable power to legislate upon all 
subjects whatever; not that they have primitive 
power, but when we once give the power, they 
have it without revocation and without control. It 


| is a power hardly corferred, and which emanates 
! from Congress; but when it has once emanated it 
i 18 permanent. 


In other words, I bave always un- 
derstood him to hold that the territorial legislature 
has as full power as the legislature of a State could 
have upon all such subjects. In that respect I dif- 
fer from him. 

Mr. DOWNS. I wish to make a remark with 
regard to the construction which has been put 
upon the letter of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan. I wish to state that I intended to put 
my own construction upon it. Certainly Edid not 
intend to put that construction upon it which has 
heen given by some gentlemen. It is very true 


* 


Now, if the few | 


I did not examine it as strictly and as clésely as I 
might have done, because, ina political canvass, 
where we have confidence in a writer, we do no, 
examine so closely the construction which may be 
put upon all that is said as at other times. Ë meant 
to say what was my construction of the language, 
without intending anything disrespectful to the 
honorable Senator. 7 

While up I must express my astonishment at 
the language of the Senator from Iinois, as he 
has applied it,- He supposes that such atonstruc- 
tion would be to stultify the Demoeratic party of 
the last Congress. It may be very natural for 
some people to suppose that everything which 
does not agree with their ideas is stultifieation. 
Other people may take a different view of the sub- 
ject. But if it should turn out now that the mem- 
bers of the Democratie party whe voted in 1848 
for the Clayton compromise bill, for the very thing 
which they oppose now, it seems to me that the 
charge of stultification might as well be applied to 
the Whig as the Democratic party. The gentle- 
man from Illinois, in giving his excuse or apology 
for sanctioning this provision uf the Clayton eom- 
promise bill, says #} was hatched up when he was 
absent, The Senator from Hlinois has had so 
much hatching on these territorial bills, itis natural 
perhaps for bim to think that if the Senate should 
hatch anything when he was not present, it would 
not be right. With regard to the present com- 
promise bill, I think it is one of the ablest ever got 
up, and I thought he was capable of suggesting a 
better term than ‘hatching up’’ in reference to it. 
But I suppose he speaks of it in this way for a 
similar reason; because he was not one of the com- 
mittee of thirteen, and therefore he thinks it wag 
hatched up, 

‘This section of the bill, as it is reported by the 
committee, is taken, I believe, verbatim from the . 
Clayton compromise bill, with thé clause respect- 
ing slavery struck out. Iwas astonished, as I 
said, when I found that omission had been made, 
and | offered an amendment to restore it back to 
what it was before. f 

Mr. President, I am sorry to see the course this 
debate has taken. fam, as an honorable Senator 
said the other day, between two fires. F believed 
it was right to put this in the bill, and have been 
opposed by my southern friends for it; but now, 
when the vote is about to be taken, I find opposi- 
tion from another quarter, from the free States, 
and almost every northern man says this amend- 
ment ought not to have been put in. For this 
reason Tam inclined to think it about right, and 
am more than ever disposed to adhere to it. F 
hope the Senate will decide that it shall remain. 
This debate was got up irregularly, because the 
Senator from Illinois broached a subject not em- 
braced in the amendment, and I was so much 
astonished at the remarks which were got up ona 
motion to strike out, that I felt it my duty to reply. 

Mr. CASS. [am not entitled to a great deal 
of magnanimity,as my honorable friend supposes. 
He has misunderstood my remarks. I said I 


| Should vote for the restrictions, but should vote 


against all three of thee propositions. 

Mr. DOWNS, Then I did misunderstand the 
honorable Senator. 

Ang then, on motion, the Senate adjourned, 
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The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. STETSON asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent to withdraw from the files the pa- 
pers of Palmer Branch, for the purpose of re- 
ferring them to the Pension Office. 

AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill of 
which be had given previous notice, for the pur- 
pose of referring.it to the proper committee. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

« A bill to encourage agriculture and for other 
purposes. ”” $ 

No objection being made, 

The bill was received, twice read, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. | 

Mr. BAYLY calied for the regular order of 
business. ` ; i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of the committees for reports. 
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oiMr.. KAUFMAN... In accordance with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Hlnois [Mr. 
McCiesnann] yesterday, which was acquiesced 
in, I believe, by the general cénsent of the House, 
that the whole time, until the period fixed for‘ the 
termination of the debate on the California. mes- 
gage, should be devoted to that discussion, move 
that the House resolve itself into, Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for that: pur- 


pose. There is not a quorum presenta great 
many members are absent under the expectation 
that no business will be done—I therefore move. 
to go into committee. i ; - #4 

Mr. BAYLY.: There are a great many reports 
which ought to be made from committees. T hope 
the House wil! not go into committee. 

Mr. KAUFMAN (after some conversation ) 
withdrew the motion. ` s 
_ Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the mo- 
tion. There was a general expectation (he said) 
that nothing but speaking would be done. There 
was hardly a quorum present. 

The question being put and agreed to— 


CALIFORNIA. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole onthe state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the Cal- 
ifornia question. ‘ i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (who was 
entitled to the floor,) addressed the Committee in 
referencé to the pending difficulties growing out 
of the slavery question; and an appeal to the 
candor of northern men, especially of northern 
Democrats, to settle the question in a spirit of jus- 
tice to the weaker party—the South. The Dem- 
ocrdtic party, be said, would have to settle the 
question; and although by the election ofa Whig 
President, it might be contended that they were re- 
lieved of the responsibjlity, yet, as patriots, they. 
should come to the rescue, The Administration 
plan would not settle, but would rather increase 
the difficulties; Mr. Cray’s compromise would 
not answer in its present form. The plani pro- 

sosed in the Senate by the Senator from Louisiana, 

Mr. Soure,] to admit California with her south- 

ern boundary fixed at 36° 30', and providing for the 

creation of a territory below that line to be called 

South California, and the establishment over it of 
a territorial government—leaving for the people 
to decide the question of slavery for themselves 
when they come to be admitted as a State—was the 
only proposition on which they could all meet, and 
which would carry out the doctrine of non-inier- 
vention, which was a sound doctrine. 

‘Mr. T. having concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN gave the floor to 

Mr. JORN A. KING, who addressed the com- 
mittee during the hour, in remarks which will be 
published hereafter. } s 
the admission of California into the Union with 
her present constitution and boundaries, and in 
earnest support of the adoption of the policy rec- 
ommended by the President in relation to the 
territories. A 

Mr. BINGHAM next obtained the floor, and 
yielded for a moment to 

Mr. HOWARD, who gave notice of an amend- 
ment which he intended to offer to the compromise 
plan of Mr. McCreananp when it came we be 
acted upon—in the following words: 

Beit further enacted, That, with the assent of the State 
of Texas, the following shall be the southern boundary of 
New Mexico east of the Rio Grande: Commencing at that 
point on the Salt Fork of Red River where the 100th par- 
allel of longitude crosses the same, and thence to the point 
where the 34th degree of North latitude intersects ‘the Rio 
Grande. Thatin consideration for the territory hereby trans- 
ferred by the State of Texas, ihe United States cedes the 
following territory to the State of Texas: Commencing oa 
the Rio Grande at said 34th degree of latitude, and thence 
along the main channel thereof to 36° 30 norta Jatitude, 
and. thence slong said Hne west to the Rio Colorado, em- 
bracing the whole of said country east of the said river and 
south of said line, acquired by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, and the same is hereby incorporated with the State 
of Texas. f 

Be it further enacted, That the right of Texas to the num- 
ber of States secured by the joint resolutions of annexation 
is hereby recognized as by said resoiutions regulued. 

- . Beit further enacted, That the Legislature of Texas shall 
have the power to devote any alternate section of the terri- | 
tory hereby, in exchange, ceded to said State, to the con- 
struction of a railroad through Texas to the junction of the 
Gila and Colorado, or some other point on the latter river, 
in such manner as the Legislature thereof may direct; the 
remainder of said territory to stand pledged to,the payment 
of the pubtic debt of said state, in the same manner as the 
publie domain of Texas is now pledged. 


-Mis BINGHAM ‘resumed. the floor ‘and ad- 


j jected. 


dressed the committee. He advocated the imme- 
diate, unconditional admission of California asa 
State into the Union, and.the exclusion of slavery. 
from the territories. as 
Mr. BOOTH took a scriptural view of slavery, 
opposing its extension, and advecating the admis- 
sion of California, oe oe So ae ; 
Mr: HOWE obtained the foor; and yielded toa 
motion by s oS > f 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, that the com- 
mittee rise. os | 
The question being taken, the motion was re- 
a 


_Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested that a recess 
be taken until 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. STEPHENS seconded the suggestion, and || 
proposed that the committee rise for that pur- | 
pose. i 

Mr. HOWE further yielded the floor. H 

And the suggestion being acquiesced in by gen- 
eral consent-~ 

The committee rose and feported. 

And on motion of Mr. STEPH ENS— .- 


Ordered, (at near 4 o’clock,) That the House take a re 
cess until 7 o’elock this evening. : i 
É 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, (at the hour of |i ; 
seven )— J 

Thet House (technically speaking) was again 
present, in pursuance of the order this day adopted. 

Eight members were grouped together in one 
portion of the Hall, among whom were— 

Mr. Speaker COBB, and 

Mr. BOYD, chairman of the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. ilt 

At four minutes past seven— is 

Mr. CRO WELL entered the Hall from the side- |? 
door on the left of the Speaker’s chair, (making 
eight members present.) 


some months ago,:the floor went as 
a selitary bid was made for that boon w) 
hitherto been priceless. 
to doit reverence,”? 


the.committee rises: : 


|| speak, 
simply by asking for it. 


the committee rise. 


|| his disinclination to speak to-night, 
f with great complacency, resumed his seat. 


jan outline of remarks which he 
| write out to send to his constituents. . Having’ 


| bad told them, that he would not, :underian: 
cumstances, vote for the compromiseof Mri 
| He considered it entirely: inefficient’as “a remed: 
for the difficulties of the times. He aitimad verted 
| upon the remarks made by Mr. Howe,swhich be” 
considered an avowal of a design on the part of 

| the North to destroy the entire slave property of 


ij of their masters, 
| take warning by this frank avowal, and called upon: 


begging: x 
Which: 
“None'now so poor as 


After a pause=— - ER po 5 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved: that 
Cries.of no; another-speech 19 < E 
Mr.. STANTON.: Noone: seems desirous to: 


Mr. DUNHAM rose, and 


I withdraw 


Mr. STANTON. my mo ioni 


Mr. DUNHAM expressed his disinclination to l 


speak to-night. : 


{The call was loud for “another speech;” and 


| to go on”? 


Mr. DUNHAM repeattd the expression of 
[Cries of “go on, or let some one else speak]: 


Mr. DUNHAM, resigning his right to’ the floor’ 


Mr. VENABLE took the floor. : í gies 
Mr. V. briefly addressed the committee, giving. 
intended to. 


ust returned from them, he now declared, ‘ashe; 
i 


he South, and—if necessary to accomplish this ob” 
ect—to deluge their fair fields with the life-blood 
He appealed to his :sectionst 


Passing down the aisle— 

Mr. CROWELL rapped with his knuckles on 
one of the tables, and said, “The House will 
come to order.” _ 

The House did nog come to order. 

At five minutes past seven— . 


He spoke in advocacy of | 


The chandelier made its entrance, from above, | 
surrounded by a hundred glittering satellites; and |! 
light appeared where almost darkness was. 

Attwelve minutes past seven, fourteen members | 
were present, 

At eighteen minutes past seven— 

The SPEAKER took the chair, and called the 
House to order. 

There was an aggregate presence of sixteen || 


members, j| 

Mr. BOYD moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. i 
The SPEAKER put the question, and declared 


] 
| 
that the motion was agreed to. i | 
1 


CALIFORNIA. 


a 
So the House again resolved itself into Commit- | 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. ii 


| ritories. 
| ter. ] 


to a motion by 


i} man. 


| them to rely on themselves for their own defence. 


| He declared that slavery was a good institution, 


i and the proper relation between the white and the: 
| black races, when residing in a common territory; 
| and maintained the clear right of the South, under’ 


į the Constitution, to carry their slaves into the ter- 
[His remarks will be published herent 


Mr. DUNHAM obtained the floor, and yielded 


Mr. PHELPS that the committee rise. -` 
The motion being rejected— big 
Mr. DUNHAM 


yielded the floor; not wishing‘ 


to speak to-night. $ 


Mr. TAYLOR was recognized by the «Chair: 
After an apology for the desultory ‘nature 
of the remarks he might make, by stating the fact ` 


| that he spoke without premeditation, in order to’ 
| avail himself of the opportunity which now offered 


he proceeded to address the committee. ? 
He declared his decisive dissent from the:ex-; 
treme opinions which had been expressed on either 


| side, and avowed himself in favor of justice, mod=* 
| eration, the Union and the preservation: of repub+": 


lican, constitutional liberty... He-shrunk from n. - 


|| he cherished as the apple of his eye. 


Boyp in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 


of the special message of the President of the | 


United States transmitting the constitution of Cal- 
ifornia. 


Mr. HOWE was entitled to the floor, and spoke į 


during the allotted hour. He defined his position 
as that of a devoted adherent to the Whig and 
Free-Soil principles, the latter of which, he said, 


proceeded to discuss the message of the President, 
relating to California. He expressed himself in 
favor of her immediate and unconditional admis- 
sion asa sovereign State into the Union, without 
any appendages, without any stipulations, without 
any conditions, and without making her a pack- 
horse, upon which to lug in certain other (import- 
ant or unimportant) matters. 
entirely opposed to the compromise, (so called,) 


and in favor of the establishment of territorial gov- | 


ernments for Utah and New Mexico, with the 
addition of the Dane, alias Webster, alias Wilmot, 
alias Jefferson, alias Ordinance of ’87 proviso. He 
then proceeded more generally into the discussion of 


the slavery question, noticing the remarks of other | 


gentlemen who had preceded him in debate, and 
replying thereto. . į “ 

‘The hour expired, leaving Mr. H. midway in 
his argument. ~. 

Mr. H. took his seat. 

And, for the first time since the debate opened, 


‘oe 


| opinions he had heretofore expressed.: “He stood” 
by his speech of last session, upon‘all points. He 

i should vote to exclude slavery from all: the terri- 

| tories, if the question were forced upon him; but; 
atthe same time, he concurred in the views so 
ably presented this morning, by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Jous A. Kie,] in. support 


He then | 


He avowed himself |! 


of the wise and patriotic policy recommended, by 

| the President. He (Mr. T.) had been ready for 

| five months to admit California, and to give a seat 

iin the House to the Delegate from New Mexico; 

‘ who represented (as he had been told to-day, by 

i the gentleman himself) about ninety thousand 

| Mexicans and Americans, and not more than five 

| or six thousand Indians. es 
He referred to the organization of the House, dis« 

avowed any share of the responsibility of electinga”’ 

| Speaker of opposite political opinions to the Presi- | 

dent; cast it upon those who had contributed ‘to © 


| and act upon them. ; (tery 
| eulogy te the statesmanlike recommendations co; 
‘tained in the President’s annual message. relati 


i produce the result, and said that the House should 


iso have been organized as to carry out the Ex- 
| ecutive recommendations, or at least to consider: 
| He adverted in terms of 


to the encouragement and’ protection of ‘agricul 


i 

i 

| subjects, and ‘said that although six. months had: 
|| passed since that communication -was re 

| 


ture, commerce, manufactures, and various other ~ 


received, it 
had been left to slumber, forgotten jn tht recessts 
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of the committee gooms. From this gross negleet 
of the public business he cleared himself. He had 
been ready for: months to take up the important 
subjects whieh required to be acted upon and dis- 
pose of them in the way best calculated to promote 
the prosperity and interests of the whole country. 
As this debate was about to close, he trusted that 
they would immediately proceed to something 
practical, especially to pass the annual appropria- 
tion bills, several of which had not even been re- 
ported, although it lacked-less than a month of the 
expiration of the fiscal year. Efe eulogized the 
course of the President in the conduct of our for- 
eign relations, and in the discharge of his duties 
generaliy,'‘and scouted the rumors of disagreement 
between him and his Cabinet. 

Mr. F having concluded his remarks, . 

Me. DUNHAM obtained the floor, and yielded 
to a motion, by Mr. MtLanz, of Maryland, that 
the committee rise, 

Which being agreed to— 

The committe rose, and— , 

On motion by Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, at 
103 o'clock, the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: z i: 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Ogle 
and De Kalb counties, praying for a mail-route from S 
Charles, via Line, De Kath-Ccntre, Broadie’s Grove, Jeffe 
son’s Grove, Lafayette Grove, and Taylor, to Grand Detour. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McLean county, IHinois, 
praying Congress to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to : 
order national vessels to transport the delegates to the Peace it 
Congress, to be held at Frankfort, in Germany, August | 
next. i 

Also, the petition of John Evans, M. D., and others, con- | 
nected with the medical profession in Ilinois, in behalf of į! 
the medical officers of the navy. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The memorial of citi- | 
zens of Arkansas and Texas, to Congress, in regard to the | 
Red River raft. i 

x, By Mr. BOWLIN: The memorial of the ci izeus of St. |, 
‘Louis, praying the passage of a law regulating the number |: 
of passengers to be conveyed upon steamboats navigating 
the western waters. 

Also, the petition of James M. Franciscus and one hun- 
dred and two others, citizens of St. Louis, praying the es- i; 
tablishment uf uvo trial terms of the Circuit Court of the 
United States for the State of Missouri, &c. : 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of Samuel Wheaton, of | 
Michigan, an invalid soldier of the war of 1812, for a pen- | 
sion. ii 


IN SENATE. i 
Tuesnay, June 4, 1850. j; 
Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of citi- |. 
zens of Berks county, in the State of Pennsylva- |: 
nia, asking a remodification of the tariff and the |: 
imposition: of specific duties on imports; which |; 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. ii 
Also, a memorial from citizens of Delaware ji 
county, in the same State, asking the establish- i 
ment of an Agricultural, bureau in some one of |! 
the Executive Departments of the Government; ji 
which was ordered to lie on the table, a bill having | 
already been reported to carry into effect the object || 
of the petitioners. 
Mr. CLARKE presented a petition from citizens |: 
of Providence, Rhode Island, asking a reduction 
of the rates of postage; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr, SEBASTIAN presented a petition of the | 
representatives of William Armstrong, deceased, 
asking compensation for extra services by said 
William Armstrong, while agent for the Choctaw. ; 
Indians west of the Mississippi; which was re- | 
ferred tp the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SOULE presented a memorial of the Ger- 
tman Society of New Orleans, asking the enact- 
ment of a law regulating the transportation of | 
passengers on board of steamboats navigating the ; 


western rivers; which was referred to the Com- ii 


mittee on Commerce. 
DONATION OF LANDS TO STATES. i 
On motion by Mr. BENTON, $ 
Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of the Faterior, 
communicated the 2lst of January last, in eomptiance with 
a resolution of the Senate, showing the amounts of jand | 
originally contained in each State, with the amounts granted | 
to each for internal improvements, aud the quantity required 
to equalize said grants among the several States, be re 
ferred to the Commitiee on Publie Lands, to which a bill 
was yesterday referred, on the subject of a donation of land 
to the State of Missouri. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
teon Military Affairs, to which waa referred the | 


memorial of Ca 


‘and Quartmaster’s Departments, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same; 
which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to authorize the Secretary of War 
to settle the clams of the State of Georgia, for 
horses and equipments lost by the volunteers and 
militia engaged in the suppression of hostilities of 


the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in the | 
years 1836 and 1837, reported back the same with- ! 


out amendment. 
Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred several memorials in relation to paying 


rooneys advanced by States, reported a joint reso- į 


lution supplementary to the resolution to refund 
money to the States which have supplied volan- 


read and passed to a second reading. 
Also, from the same committee, to which were 


referred the several memorials of paymasters’ | 
clerks, askiig an increase of compensation, re- | 


ported a bill for the relief of paymasters’ clerks; 

which was read and passed to a second reading. 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 

nance, to which was referred the bill authorizing the 


| coinage of a cent-piece composed of silver and 
| copper, the coinage of a three cent-piece, and to se- 
| cure the recoinage of the small Spanish and other | 
| foreign coins, reported back the same with an | 


amendment, 
Also, from the same committee, to which was 


referred the memorial of Wm. Archer, proposing | 


a plan for the prevention of the export of Califor- 
nia gold in ag uncoined state from that country, 


asked to be discharged from the further considera. ! 
tion of the same, and that the memorialist have | 
leave to withdraw his paper, as he wished to make ! 


another disposition of it; which was agreed to. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on the Dis- 


i; trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill 
+, giving the assent of the United States to an act of 


ethe General Assembly of Maryland, passed at the 


December session of 1844, chapter 287, reported | 


back the same without amendment. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was | 
i referred the bill to incorporate a Mutual Insurance | 
‘| Company in the city of Washington, reported | 
“ back the same without amendment. | 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs to which was referred the memorial of | 


George Talcott, asking the dilference of pay and 
allowances between the rank of colonel and lieu- 
tenant colonel, while acting as Chief of the Ord- 
nance Bureau, reported a bill for the relief o 
George Talcott, brevet brigadier general of the 


United States army, and colonel of ordnance; : 


which was read and passed to a second reading. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- | 


ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 


memorial of citizens residing in the valley of the | 


northwestern lakes, in relation to the free naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence, reported in favor of print- 


i ing the same; which was agreed to. 


Mir. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was refgrred the bill to revive an 
act entitled ‘t An act providing for the adjustment 
of all suspended preémption claims in the séveral 


i States and Territories,” reported back the same i: 
without amendment, and, with the consent of the | 
| introducer, moved that it lie on the table, another | 
| British Government with Mr. Fulton. 


bill on the subject having been before reported; 
which was agreed to. 


DUTY ON PRESENTS FROM THE SULTAN. 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 


asked its immediate consideration; which was 


' agreed to, and the resolution was considered as in | 


Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. KING. I would like to inquire of my hon- | 


orable friend {Mr. Dicxinson] on what ground it is 
that he advocates the passage of this joint resolu- 


: tion to return to these individuals the duties which 


have been paid upon articles brought into this 
country. They fortunately obtained these article 


without paying for them. Those who go abroad | 
and purchase such articles have to pay not only | 
I cannot | 


for them, but a duty upon them also. 


ptain F. Britton, asking compensa- | 
tion for extra services in the Commissary’s and | 


teers and furnished them transportation during the | 
present war, before being mustered and received | 
into the service of the United States; which was i 


nance, to which was referred the joint resolution | 
:; for the relief of Samuel Colt and B. F. Morse, re- 
i ported back the same without amendment, and 


i inventions? 


myself conceive on what ground this application 
rests. Is it because these articles werePgiven to 
these persons on account of the usefulness of their 
That one of them is useful, not only 
to us but to other nations, is true; that of Mr. 
Morse is calculated to benefit the world. But itis 
the first time, so far as l know, that a proposition 
has been made to remit a duty ina case of this 
kind. 1 should like to hear some reasons why we 
should do it in this case.- Really I do not see 
why we should relieve these gentlemen, who are 
amply able to pay the duties, any more than we . 
should relieve persons who are scarcely able to 


buy these articles, and who obtain them abroad 


for their wives or daughters. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Itisa question about which 
I have no solicitude. The comroittee will be satis- 
fied with any disposition the Senate may see fit 
to make of this subject. They were governed 
by the consideration that we should be as libéral 
towards our own citizens in showing that we sp- 
preciate their inventions as the S iltan of Turkey 
had been. These presents were made as compli- 
ments to the genius of these individuals, and are 
valuable as presents. To levy a tax upon them 
would be to levy a tax upon the generosity of a for- 
eign Government. On that principle the committee 
have recommended this resolution, and we submit 
it to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. | wanted to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, if it is not the 
practice of the Government, when such articles 
are brought home by an individual as a part of his 
personal effects, to admit them free of duty? I 
understand that the snuff-box was preparing for 
Mr. Coltat the time of his departure from Turkey; 
but being obliged to leave before it was completed, 
it was not brought with him, but was afterwards 
sent to him, in consequence of which this duty 
was levied. I hope the duty will be remitted on 
both presents. ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The fact that influenced me 
as a member of the committee was this: these ar- 
ticles were presented to two Americans who had 
distinguished themselves by valuable inventions 
and improvements in science. They were pre- 
sented as tokens of approbation, and there is no 
value to them except simply as tokens. Now, to, 
require a duty of five hundred dollars to be paid 
upon a snuff box, given as a token or compliment 
to a man of genius, seems to me unreasonable. If 


| they were articles introduced for speculation, from 


which wealth was to be made by these individuals, 
the case would be entirely different; but they are 
simply compliments to men of genius, whose 
works have contributed to the improvement of the 
mechanic arts. In that view the committee con- 
sidered it proper that the duty should be remitted. 

Mr. RUSK. If these articles had been presented 
while these individuals were in a foreign country, 
and they had brought them home with them, no 
duty would have been demanded. The amount 
is very small, and, as has been well observed, it is 
a mark of distinction from the Sultan to the genius 
of the United States. I do not know any class of 
men to whom we are so much indebted for the 
prosperity and growth of our country as to our 
mechanics, and, so far as my knowledge of history 
goeg I can safely say I know no country whose 
mechanics have been so poorly rewarded, and 


| where so little encouragement has been given by 


the Government. [ remember investigating a case, 
some years agn, in which some papers fell into 
my hands in relation to the contract made by the 
An appro- 
priation of some two or three hundred thousand 
dollars was made, and a navy-yard was put under 
his control for the purpose of making experiments 
and testing the application of steam to ships. Ft 
seems to me this is a small amount, and it will be 
but a small thing for the Government to remit this 


i duty. Ifa few mechanics who are ingenious, who 


have done a great deal in their way for the benefit 
ofthe world, have, as a compliment, received pres- 
ents from foreign powers, which are valuable 
only as testimonials of respect for their genius, E 
think we should not regard those presents as we 
should articles of speculation and trade. I think 
there is no difficulty in the case, and that the duty 
should be at once remitted. . 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate, 
and the quéstion was on ordering it to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Lentirely concur 


in the views. expressed by the Senator from Ala- 
bama,:[Mr..Kixe.] I cannot conceive why a | 
‘person who receives valuable property from abroad | 
as a present instead of purchasing. it, should be | 
relieved from the payment of the duty; nor do I |! 
gee why Professor Morse is put in the category of |} 
mechanics. It seems to me strange that this has 
been argued as it has. There is no compulsion in | 
respect to this matter. They can keep this prop- 
erty or not, as they please. Suppose a jeweller 
should die abroad and leave his whole property .to 
the Senator from Texas. Would it be sent. here 
free of duty, because it was a present? { can make 
no distinction between a present from an individ- 
ual and one from a foreign Power. ` 
Mr. BRADBURY. [think it would be hardly || 
becoming in this Government to speculate on pres- | 
ents. made by foreign Governments to our citizens, 
as testimonials of respect: for inventions and im- 
provements which they have made, and which are | 
regarded as valuable to the world. It ‘will most 
assuredly excite great surprise abroad if we thus j 
tax the munificence of foreign Powers who show || 
respect to our ingenious citizens, and in this way li 
i 
i 


give expression to their appreciation of our discov- | 
‘eries and inventions, i hope the resolution will i) 
be adopted. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The line of argu- : 
ment of the Senator seems strange. He talks 
about taxing the munificence of a Government. 
We tax property which_is brought in by a pur- 
chaser, and it seems ridiculous to exempt the 
property of aperson who pays nothing for his prop- | 
erty. “All he has to pay is the duty, such a duty 
as is laid on property of every kind. If there 


THE CONGBESSIC 


should be any exemption, I refer it to the good 
feeling, the humanity of every Senator, if that ex- 
emption should not be upon the necessaries, and 
not upon the luxuries of life. 

Mr. RUSK, It amounts to “about this: The 


Sultan of Turkey is liberal enough to give a re- | 


ward to our mechanics. 


Mr. RUSK. ‘Perhaps Mr. Morse isnot. I do 
not profess to be scientific enough, nor well enough 
skilled in the use of terms, to say who should be 
considered. a mechanic. But, so far as Mr. Colt 
_is concerned, I will still call hima mechanic. The 
amount of it’ is, that the Sultan of Turkey is 


liberal enough to make a present of the value of 


two or three thousand dollars to our mechanics, as 
a mark of his appreciation of their inventions and 
improvements, and we, as a Government, tax 


them two or three hundred dollars upon these ' 


Hi 


i 
i 

t 
t 
i 


- 5 is ae S : é ome 
But my friend from Texas is. sotakenaway with 


the idea that this gentleman isthe inventor of re-< 


volvers, [laughter,] that he does: not look at the 
matter-and see that it- is establishiric a precedent, 
and is departing altogether from our unifortn prac- 
tice. And in favor-of whom?’ Men of wealth. 
It is trué, they have become’so in part, at least, by 


the- success oftheir: inventions, and that-of Mr..} 


Morse ig of broad national advantage. - Of that of: 


-Mr: Coli. amnot so well prepared to speak. If 
|, tay: friend ‘from Texas should give his views of it, 


they. would be more extravagant, I have no doubt, 
than mine in regard to that of Mr. Morse. But I 
think itis wrong to draw this distinction, and I 
wish the Senate to determine whether it is right, 
when you look to the consequences to which it 
leads. Our Constitution forbids any officer to 
receive any present; and when presents have been 


given, feeling a reluctance to reject them, they f 


have accepted them, and sent them to be deposited i Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


in the State Department. They ought never to 
receive any such presents. I believe it has not 
been unusual even for private individuals who 
have received presents to send them to the State 
Department, because they were not willing to 
accept and hold a present from a foreign Govern- 
ment, 


fully. 

„Mr. BRADBURY. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi says the position is ridiculous that duties 
ought to be remitted in this case. Now, F under- 
stand the case to be simply this: These individ- 


uals, one of them at least, has made an invention, ii 


the most important perhaps of the age. This 


Government has done nothing, but a foreign |) 
Power, as a testimony of the appreciation in whieh |; 
| that invention is held, sends the inventor a present, |) 


which, instead of allowing him to receive it unem- | 


barrassed, our Government taxes with an import || 


duty. Now, Task if it is reputable in our Gov- 
ernment to do that? It is asserted that many lit- 
erary productions are admitted free of duty. Why | 


not? I'see no reason why articles of this kind, | 
coming to individuals under these circumstances, | 
should be taxed by this Government. i 

Mr. MASON. It is a matter of considerable | 
moment to the character of our institutions that | 
we should be careful what precedent we set. The | 
Senator from Alabama has said that the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States, in order to preserve | 
intact the officers of the Government, forbids them | 
to receive presents from any foreign Power. ` This | 


is done because officers of the Government are in | 


f 
i 
i 


I shall be satisfied with the decision of | 


the Senate, when they have looked at the matter | 


; z 
| men form apart? ` Lithink this: honoris 
; clusivély appropriated to-these gentlemen; butt 
itreflects honor upon the:whole countrys As fo: : 
precedent it sets, I view all matters thaticorme be- 
fore th is body as: placed upon their. awn “pect iar: 
claims to consideration; and 1. would remit, if dt. 
were-an act of justice, anda matierof right, every 

cent that has ever been paid to this :Government 

by “individuals: under similar’ circumstances, op. 
shall vote for theresolution; because:to-retain the 

| tax would be an act of litdeness-on the part-of the 

i Goverment, and would shame the potenta ho 
i made the present, when he found tha 
ment had not the liberality to admit untaxed 


those 


‘| presents which he had sent to our citizens as a 


compliment to their genius. . « : ; 
The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed 

i fora third reading. eee ; 
DUTIES COLLECTED IN CALIFORNIA. 


tion, whieh lies over: 


Resolved, That the Conunittee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of refunding to California the 
amount collected for duties inthe porta of California, by du- 
H thority of tie United States officers, from the conguest‘of 
the country in 1843 and J847 to the time of the arrival of the 
United States Collector at San Francisco, in the month of 


i 


November, 1847. A Aabi 


} 

| REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. , 
| On motion by Mr. BRADBURY,.the 8 ate 
| 
| 


| proceeded to the consideration ofthe: specia 
of the day, being a resojution in: reference 
movals from office. oat Eee ee og j 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I had hardly 


supposed that it was the purpose of the honorable 


: member from Maine to bring this resolution toa 


; vote of the Senate. I had hardly supposed thatit 

was the purpose of those members of the Senate 

| with whom the honorable member. from Maine 

| usually acts, to press a resolution’ so entirely un- 

; precedented, so incapable, as I think, of producing 
any good, and so likely to produce evil: results. It 

| may be, and probably is, that in this view of the 

: Opinions and purposes of gentlemen 1 am mig- 

| taken, The resoiution seems to be pressed toja 

! vote, and l wish therefure, before my name shall - 

| be recorded upon the question of the: passage of 

| the resolution, to say a very few words. .‘ 

| _ My inclination, j 


r. President, is. to oppose, in 
| the practice of the Senate and in the practice of 


[i the Government, whatsoever is new, unnecessary, 


| and not apparently adapted to produce any. consid= 


| erable good. The difference and lines of demarka~ 


: tion between the different departments of the Gov- 


i ernment must, to a great extent, be settled iby 


presents. : i 
Mr. SHIELDS. Ican hardly think the Sena- i; 
tors from Alabama and Mississippi are serious in |; 
their objections; but, if they are, I would ask them 
to carry out the principle, and also tax medals, 
‘coming from societies of learning in Europe, and 
given as marks of high respect to gentlemen in | 
America. 1 understand that a medal is to come 
from such a society to a distinguished individual 
in our country, and you ought to tax that; and,” 
farther, you ought to tax money, and everything 
of the kind. But, I know that my friend from 
Alabama is not serious, nor my friend from Mis- 
sissippi, and consequently Í will not press the ar- 
gument.- 

Mr. PRATT. If this were a new question, I 
should certainly vote to dispense with thè pay- 
ment of the duty. But, I learn that, since the es- 
tablishment of the Government, there have been 
thousands and thousands of presents, on all: of | 
which duties have been paid. Now, if you estab- ||’ 
lish a rule that the duty in this case shall be re- 
mitted, you set a precedent by which you will 
have to refund the money in all those cases where Jj 
caduty has been paid. I think the resolution ought 
to be general, to refund to all as well as to these || 
individuals, i j 

Mr. KING. I think my friend from Minois | 

x:was wise in not attempting to argue the question. 

He acts with his usual discretion, I think, because | 
I suppose he will understand that he can piace it | 
on no ground which will justify the act. My 
friend from Maryland is perfectly right. It is 
opening a wide door. We have heretefore acted 
with great strictness. We have passed laws re- | 
leasing the duties on literary productions, on | 
books, scientific apparatus, and telescopes for col- 
leges, and it required some act of Congress to | 
remit the duties before. they could be released. |} 


the country should not also be free from the sus- ; 


picion of coming under any foreign influence? I 


have been told, as the Senator from Alabama has |; 


stated, that it has been a practice of private indi- 
viduals, receiving these high testimonials from a 
foreign Power, in order to exempt themselves from 
every possible suspicion, to send such presenis 
and have them deposited in the office of the Sec- 


retary of State. This is a proper disposition of |: 


them, and the citizen who receives these testimo- 
nials ought to consider them as paid to his coun- 
try. In the present form of the resolution, I must 
vote against it; but if the honorable Senator who 
introduced it will put it in such a shape as to in- 
sure that these presents shall go into the State Pe- 
partment, and become memorials ‘to the nation, | 


will cheerfully vote for it, and I presume other | 


Senators will do so too. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
any remarks on this subject; but it seems to.me 
that it would be unreasonable not to restore the 
duties paid on these presents. As I understand it, 
these presents are compliments to citizens of the 
United States by a foreign potentate, acknowledg- 


ing beneficient effects of their genius, not only to | 


that Government, but to the Governments of the 
world. As an honorary acknowledment of that 
fact, he has the liberality to make citizens of the 
United States these presents. I would ask gentlemen 
whetherwe are really so hard run for means, that 
we will have the stinginess, if I may so càll it, to 
refuse this acknowledgment-to our own citizens, 
who are thus honored by a foreign power; or will 
we admit that these individuals, being citizens of 


| this country, are not only honored themselves, but 


that it is according something to the genius of his 
countrymen, and the nation of which these gentle- 


i| officers at will, must be admitted. 
i 


I am very reluctant to make | 


the service of their country, and should be free |; : eea f Gover 
from all suspicion of coming under the influence |: practice and usage. ‘This is true of our Govern- 


of any foreign Power. l ask if the citizens of 


ii ment; it is true of all Governments. And what- 
li soever may be considered as a mere right. when;a 
|| question arises, it is always a wholesome rule to 
: consider what has been the settled and continued 
i| practice of the Government. Certainly, sir, there 
s no precedent for such,a resolution as that:which 
he honorable member from Maine recommends 
|i to the Senate for its adoption. . I think there.is as: 
litle foundation for it in any constitutional pr 
ciple or provision, as there is in. the, past history. 
ef the Senate and of the Government. a4 
That the President of. the United States ‘does in 
fact hold and-exercise the power of removing from 
office all persons under the Government who have 
different tenure from that which belongs to 
I am of the 
| number of persons who have always believed, 
l since I looked into the matter, and since t have 
examined it, that the original decision of Congress 
ii in this respeci—the original construction which 
the Constitution in this re- 
|| speci—was wrong. I have ever entertained the 
i! opinion that the true constructioa of the Constitu- 
i! tion was, the removing power never existed right- 
f fuliy, and was never expected to exist, except as 
| apart of the appointing power. That is the true ” 


ji 
Hi 
i 
fi 


|i nota 


|| Congress put upon 


|) analogy which this case bears to other cases. The. 
i| authority that holds the appointing power over 
ii offices naturally draws into its own hands, asa 
| consequence, the removing power, because the 
'| appointm®nt of one person to an office is necesea-: 
it rily the removal of the incumbent of that office. 
| And so the appointing power, with only one ex- 
l! ception, so far as 1 know, is the same as the 

| moving power. They are both parts of the sa 
{| power: : we aii 

i Thereis,sir,in the English Government, sprang: 
|i ing out of a particular consideration, one anomat 


- 
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lous instance in this respect. By the charter of 

the East India Company itis provided that the 

Governur General of India shall be appointed by 

the Crown. But, considering the great interests 

which the company have in the faithful and able 

administration of that high office, the charter pro- 

vides that, though appointed by the Crown, and | 
though he canbe recalled by the Crown at its 

pleasure, the Governor General of India may be. 
removed by a vote of the East India Board of 

Directors. That power has been exercised only 

once, I believe; and that was in the case of Lord 

Ellenborough, some five or six years ago. But 

generally in that country, from which our defini- 

tions of power, and of Executive power particu- 

larly, as distinct from legislative power, come, the 

understanding in all cases is that the power of 
appointment draws after it, as a necessary conse- 

quence, the power of removal, if there be no tenure 

fixed by law. 

I bave looked recently, though not for the first 
time, into the debates which took place in Con- 
gress when that construction of the Constitution 
was fixed at its first session. You know, sir, that 
the Senate of the United States, at that time and 
for several years afterwards, sat with closed doors. 
There were no debates of the Senate published up 
to the year 1794, I think. But this question was 
debated in the House of Representatives at great 
length. The speeches made there were reported 
and published. The idea that the President pos- | 
sessed a removing power, without the consent of 
the Senate, seems to-have been chiefly supported 
by-a very able speech from Mr. Madison, whose | 
opinions, as one engaged in framing the Constitu- 
tion, upon constitutional subjects, were regarded, | 
and have ever been regarded, as very high au- 
thority. His judgment appears to have prevailed 
with the Tfouse of Representatives on that occa- | 
sion. Ihave understood that the vote affirming | 
that power in the President, passed the Senate by 
the casting vote of the then Vice President, Mr. 
Adams, The question arose upon the constitution 
of the department of the Treasury; and the ques- : 
tion was, whether the head of that department 
should be removable by the President? Now, 
whatever my opinion may have been, or is, as to 
what was the original intention of the Constitu- 
tion, the actual practice under that instrument has 
not been in accordance with my opinion. l have 
found ita settled question, from the decision of 
Congress, made directly on the point, at its first | 
session, down to the present day, under every Ad- | 
| 
| 
} 


ministration. The President of the United States 
has, in more or fewer instances, of his own au- 
thority, removed an incumbent from office; and if 
made during the vacation, it has been regarded as 
creating a vacancy, which the Constitution author- | 
ized him to fill of his own accord until the next 
meeting of the Senate. 

in 1835, I think it was, this matter was debated 
in the Senate. “A bill passed the Senate, if J mis- 
take not, making some general provision applica- 
ble to this subject. But, according to my recol- 
lection, it was never taken up in the other House, !! 
and never became a law. Now, if any proposition | 
were before the Senate such as was contained in | 
that bill of 1835, as a general provision, I should |; 
be as willing now as I was then to sustain it, be- 
cause I am one who do conscientiously believe 
that the extent of Executive power over those who 
hold office in the country is one of the existing 
evils of the time, and one which endangers the 
harmonious action of the Government. Especially 
is it one which creates an interest in persons in 
office and persons out of office, the one to maintain 
and the other to oust the possessors of office. For 
the time being it excites an energy, in that respect, || 
founded too often, as we must all admit, upon 
considerations of a private object and of a private 
Nature. , 

But, sir, since the practice has become a settled 
practice, since every Administration has indulged | 
in it, and since it must now be considered, as the 
legal construction of the Constitution, that it is 
one of the powers of the President to remove in- 
cumbents from offices which they hold,’it follows, 
as a necessary and as an inevitable consequence, 
that this power, thus legally vested in the Presi- 
dent, must be exercised by him as independently 
of our control as any other power that is to be | 
exercised by him under the Constitution. If he | 
holds the power, he holds it to be exercised at his 
own control and discretion. And I see no ground 


Sy = 
upon which we can call upon him to give us rea- 
sons for the manner in which he exercises that 
power, any more than we can call upon him to 
give reasons for the manner in which he exercises 
any other power under the Constitution. 
the other hand, that we have no more right to call 
upon him to.account to us for the manner in which 
‘he exercises a power solely confided to him, than 
he has to call upon us to give him reasons for the 
manner in which we exercise a power solely con- 
fided to our hands. And I think, therefore, it 
would be against what is the settled construction 


of the Constitution, and the practice of the Gov- || 


ernment, for us to make any such requirement of 
the President. . 

It must be borne in mind that we are not now 
acting under the plausible notion or idea that we 
may make this callas being ourselves a part and 
portion of the Executive or appointing power, for 
this proceeding is brought up while the Senate is 
acting in its legislative capacity. It is no more 
properly here, or to be’ properly entertained here, 
‘than it would be in the other House of the Na- 
tional Legislature. The House of Representatives 
.may make a general inquiry of the President for 
the reasons for removals in detail, or Congress 
may ask for the reasons of removals in every 
case, extending down to the postmasters, in detail 


and seriatim, with just as much propriety, it seems | 


to me, as we can pass this resolution. I consider 
it, therefore, entirely subversive of the practice of 
the Government; and though | do not mean to use 
a term of any severe application, I must say that I 
consider it av invasion of the undoubted authority 
of the President upon the settled construction of 
the Constitution, fer the exercise of which au- 
thority he is no more answerable, or tobe made 
answerable to us, than we are answerable or to be 
made auswerable to him. The powers of the 
departments are not all mixed up in a jumble. 
They are separate, and are made separate by the 
Constitution; and have hitherto been kept separate 
by the practice of the Government. I hope they 
will continue to be kept separate, for then there is 
a just responsibility. If every department acts 
within its own power, it takes the responsibility 
belonging to its power. But if the power of two 


or more departments are mixed up irregularly and | 


jumbled together, there is no just responsibility 
upon anybody. 

Every consideration therefore of propriety ,as well 
as the written text of the Constitution, requires 
that the powers assigned to one department of the 
Government shall not be interfered with or inter- 
meddled with by another. For these reasons I 


| shall, most assuredly, record my vote agatust this 


resolution, if it is pressed. I should prefer, when 
gentlemen have made such observations upon it as 
they think fit, if I might do so without any um- 
brage to the honorable member from Maine, to 
move to lay his resolution upon the table. i 


But, now, sir, I do not feel at liberty to depart |! 


from this subject entirely, without saying a word 
or two bearing more directly upon what may be 
called the merits of this resolution. Whatever 
has occurred as being worthy of remark in im- 
pugning the course of the Administration, has been 
fully set forth by the honorable member from 
Maine, [Mr. Brappory.] Whatever has occurred 
as being worthy of remark in justifying that 
course, either by its own merits or by way of 
comparison or contrast with previous Administra- 
tions, has been set forth at much lengih by the 


honorable member from Connecticut, [Mr. Smrra.] || 


I do not propose to follow in the track of those 
gentlemen, and say anything of the particulars of 


| the case. 


But I feel bound in duty to say, that, so far as I 
know, in that part of the country with which Lam 
most acquainted, I have heard of less complaint of 
unfit removals from office, or of improper remov- 
als from office, under this Administration, than 
has occurred under any Administration coming 
newly into power within my recollection. 
not speak for the whole country, but I can speak 
pretty confidently of that part of the country in 
which I reside; and I believe the remark, is true of 
all parties there, taken as a whole and in the ag- 
gregate. My opinion certainly is, that the present 
Chief Magistrate of the United States has in his 
temper and character nothing unkind or proscrip- 
tive. I bélieve, so far, he has borne his faculties 
meekly. He is of a calm and kind temperament. 
He wishes evil to nobody. But at the same time 


Or, on || 


I can- |) 


ihe has firmness and decision enough, when he 
perceives what he thinks to be the line of his duty, 
to travel it without fear of consequences. As Í 
| believe him to act in this spirit, and with this pur- 
pose, I shall, so long as his measuges appear to 
me to be conducive to the welfare of the country, 
give them my cordial support. : 

The debate was continued until near the usual 
| hour of adjournment, and the Senate adjourned 
| without taking any question. [A report of the 
| debate will be found in the Appendix. ] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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| Mr. DEBERRY. asked the unanimous consent 
pof the House to introduce a resolution of inquiry. 
| The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
| lows: 

| _ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estah- 
lishing a mail line from Yorkville, South Carolina, hy South 
| Point and Woodlawn, in Gaston eounty, North Carolina, 
| and by Cottage House and Vesuvius Furnace, in Lincota 
| county, to Newton, in Catawba county, North Carolina. 

| No objection having been made, the resolution 
| was introduced and adopted. 


AUTHENTICATING RECORDS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House, to introduce a bill, of 
which he said previous notice bad been given. 

' The title of the bill was read for information, as 


| follows: 
& A> bill to repeata part of the 6th section of an act ap- 


i 
t 
l 


t for the safe keeping of the acts, records, and seal of the 
| United States, and for other purposes.’ ” 
No objection having been made, 
i The bill was introduced, and read twice by its 
| title. 
| Mr. BROWN said, that as the object of the 
bill was simply to do away with so much of the 
act referred to as authorized the payment of a fee 
of twenty-five cents for authenticating copies of 
records, &c., he supposed no objection would be 
made to it, and he hoped, therefore, that by gen- 
| eral consent it might be put upon its passage. 

No objection having been made, the bill was 
read a third time and passed. i 


TEXAS. 
Mr. HOWARD asked the unanimous consent 


The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested 
to communicate, for the information of this House, the re- 
i port of Lieutenant Colonel H. Johnston, United States Top- 
ographical Engincers, and the report of Colonel J. C. Hays, 
| relating to the military road, or a railroad from the coast of, 
| Texas to Ef Paso and to the Pacific. Also, any reports from 
! the United States officers in his department, recommending 
i the improvement of the navigation of the rivers of westem 
Texas, for the purpose of facilitating the transportation of 
the public stores for the United States army. 

Mr. TUCK objected. 
: Mr. HOWARD moved that the rules be sus- 
| pesded for the purpose of enabling’him to intro- 
duce the resolution. f 
i The SPEAKER said that a motion 


the rules was not in order to-day. 


CALIFORNIA. 


| On motion by Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, 
|| the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
‘| Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp in 
|i the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
i special message of the President of the United 
States transmitting the constitution of California. 
Mr. DUNHAM was entitled to the floor. 
| Mr. JONES asked the gentleman from Indiana 
'|[Mr. Dunnam] to yield, for the purpose of en- 
'abling him (Mr. J.) to offer an amendment. 
Mr. DUNHAM yielded the floor. 
| Mr. JONES then said: It is not my intention« 
i} to attempt to make a speech upon the bill now 
li before the committee. But I propose to offer at 
| this time, if in order, or if not now in order, to 


i give notice that I shall offer when it is so, a 
| proposition which clearly and definitely sets forth 
my position and my desires in relation to the im- 
portant and momentous question before us. I de- 
sire that a settlement of it should be made—let 
| that settlement affect whom it may—make or 


unmake whatever great men or aspirants for polit- 


to suspend 


> 


i! 


of the House to introduce a resolution of inquiry. - 


proved September 45, 1789, entitled ‘An act to provide , 
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ical preferment.it may—if it will only give peace 
and harmony to this distracted country. 

I will now, if Lam in order, move, in liew-of the | 
bill of the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr.-Dory,] 
a bill which I will send to the Chair. If Iam 

not in order, I will give notice that I shall offer it 
atthe proper time. [tis the bill reported in the 
Senate by Mr. Cray, as chairman of the select 
committee of thirteen, under the title of a bill “to 
admit California as.a State into the Union; to es- 
tablish territorial governments for Utah and. New 
Mexico; and making proposals to Texas for the. 
establishment of her western and northern bound-. 
aries.” I propose to strike out the words- ‘Enor 
in respect to Jfrican slavery” from the 10th and 
27th sections of that bill; And for the words | 
“‘commeonty called El Paso, and running wp that 
viver twenty miles, measured by a straight line 
éhereon,” contained in the tehth and eleventh lines 
of the 39th section, [ have substituted the words, | 
* where the 34th degree of north latitude crosses said 
river,”’—thus making the northern boundary of | 
Texas'ran eastwardly, from the point at which 
the 34th degree of north latitude crosses the Rio 
Grande, instead of from a point on said river 
+ twenty miles above El Paso. The reason for this 


change of the northern boundary of the State of |: 


‘Texas, as proposed by the biil of the Senate’s com- 
mittee, is, that at about the 33d degree of north į 


latitude, there is a settlement of about four hun- |; 


dred persons organized as a county of Texas. 


| 
From this point or settlement, in the direction of H 
Santa Fé, there isa desert of some ninety miles, |! 
destitute of water and timber, called the Dead || 


Man’s Journey. To my mind the reason for the 
change of line is satisfactory and conclusive. Ii 
have added tothe end of Mr. Cuar’s bill a proviso, 
“that nothing in this act contained shall be so 
“eonstrued as in any manner to impair the rights į 
of the State of Texas to all the territory as claimed 


by her, in the event that the terms proposed to || 


i 
} 
i 
ji 


said State of Texas should not. be accepted;— | 


{ 


ji 
{ 


i 


simply providing, on behalf of Texas, as the last , 
paragraph of the bill does on behalf of the United | 
States, that, in the event of the non-acceptance of ; 
_the propositions by Texas, her rights shall not be | 


impaired by anything this act. contains. ji 
Now, in presenting this amendment, I shall | 


i merely remark, thatin my opinion, this is the only 
practical proposition which is now, or which has 
yet been before either House of Congress. 


tive, to take the Missouri compromise line. 


to oppose a settlement of the agitating question, 
which now threatens the integrity of the Onion. 


Mr. PRESTON KING submitted to the Chair, | 


For || 
my own part, I should be willing, as an alterna- | 

L, 
would, however, prefer this bill to that proposi- || 
tions ana [ believe that to advocate the Missouri į 
compromise line at the present Ume, is, in effect, | 


whether this amendment was now in order? ij 


The CHAIR decided (amidst a great deal of 
confusion) that the amendment was not now in 
order, because other amendments were pending. | 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked a question | 
or made a remark, of which nothing was heard by | 
the reporter, | 

Mr. DUNHAM then resumed the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour. 


the misundersiandings that had gone abroad in || 
| 


imputations which had been cast upon them, and | 


i 
} 
duty. He spoke with concern of the crisis through l 
which the country was now passing, butin a spirit | 


He showed that these very crises were the natu- į 
ral results of natural causes, arising from the.; 
conflicts of interests seemingly hostile, and yet 


He 
directed the first brief portion of his remarks to a i! 


1} 


i 
i 
{ 
| 
| 
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i 


| cided. 
which had produced the existing state of things—- 


-only.-of evil. 
‘North was not alone to blame for the existing 


spirit of patriotism which had animated the framers 
of the-great charter of American liberties should 
now pervade the deliberations: of both Houses. of 


| Congress. And he earnestly invoked that spirit 


in ‘the. decision of: the grave issue now. to be de- 
He directed his attention to the causes 


first ascertaining-the disease, and then defining. the 


remedy... He opposed the plan of General Tay- 


loras one tinctured with demagogism—as hav- 
ing -no- substance in it, or, if any, the substance 
He expressed his belief that the 


tumult in the political elements. The South, 
by the bitterness and, the violence of its denun- 
ciations, had given to the Abolition party of 
the North a strength and vitality which of itself 
it never could have attained. Fanaticism, that 
peculiar condition of mind which discarded the 
controlling influence of the judgment, and yield- 
ed up everything to the promptings of preju- 
dice, the dictates of passion, and the feelings 
of interest,—fanaticism had shown itself not 


{less violent in the South than it had. been in the 
i| North. 


And for every solitary complaint which 
the South could make against the North, he could 
show a counterpartin the North against the South, 


if the two sections were only willing to look at 


each other steadily in the face, and see things as 
they truly existed, face to face. Scarcely a less 
prominent cause of the present difficulty had been 
the misapprehension of the South as to the views 
of the northern people generally. He disclaimed 
the idea that the narrow and sectional feeling which 
had been attributed to the-South did in fact per- 
vade the masses of her people, and’ declared his 
conviction that, if seen and spoken with at their 
homes and by their hearthstones, it would be 


ii found that the southern people generally were 
li guided by a lofty spirit of patriotism, which looked 


not to themselves alone, but to the promotion of 
the general good of the whole nation. He then 
passed on to a critical examination of the,consti- 
tutional power of Congress to adopt the Wilmot 
proviso. He expressed his general conviction of 
the existence of that power; ranking it, however, 
as one of a class of powers which, though un- 
doubtedly possessed, it might not be right or pru- 
dent to exercise. He thought that the one great 
error which lay at the foundation of all this difi- 
culty, was that, in dealing with these territories, 
we had not recognized, or, at least, had forgotten, 
that grand fundamental principle of republican lib- 
erty for which our fathers poured out their blood, 
that we had held this territory not for the good of 
the people who inhabited it, but for our own gen- 
eral interest. He declared his conviction that the 
Mexican laws were still in force, and his willing- 
ness to leave them so until the people themselves 
should indicate what their wishes were. . He was 
then proceeding to other branches of his argument, 
when the Chairman announced the expiration of 
the hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, next obtained 
the floor. He caused to be read resolutions, of 
which he had given notice on the 13th of March 
last, embodying the outlines of the plan which he 
proposed for the settlement of the difficulties grow- 
ing out of the question of slavery. The resolu- 
tions instructed the Committee on Territories to 
report a bill admitting the State of California, le- 
galizing “in such manner as the committee may 
deem expedient,” provisional governments which 
have been established in the recently-acquired terri- 
tory, and admitting their delegates to seats in the 
House of Representatives; providing eficiently 
for the reclamation of fugitive slaves, avd retro- 
ceding thegDistrict of Columbia, reserving the 
public buildings and grounds. He appealed to 


ii both sections to unite amicably upon some fair | 
| plan of settlement; and while the above were his 


genéral views, he reserved himself to act upon de- 
tails and specific plans, as exigencies may require. 
He reviewed and analyzed with a good deal of 
spirit, the recent speech of Mr. Wie tHrop, and re- 


iterated the charges he had formerly made against ! 


that gentleman, of partiality and unfairness to the 
South in his administration of the Speakership, and 
of divers other inconsistencies in his past course. 


susceptible, if directed by liberalized principles of || He replied to that portion of the speech of Mr. 
statesmanship, of being blended together into one |; Asumun, which traces the difficulties in which the 
great, harmonious system. To the accomplish- | country is now involved, to the annexation of Texas 
ment of this end, he argued, it was only necessa- |; as the cause, and to the Democratic party as the 
ry that the same elevated and comprehensive |; authors; and stating that he did not intend to ex- 


onerate the Democratic: party. from, thei 
the responsibility -for annexation, of 
were proud. He.proceeded, at: some leng 
show that the Whig party were equally responsi- 
ble, adducing in proof. the facts that the négotia- 
-tion. for-annexation was commenced, and that the 
resolutions. were passed during the. administration 
of Mr. Tyler, -who was. elecied by. the Whigs, 
and.referring . to the correspond of General 
‘Taylor, from the Rio-Grande, with the War. De 
partment, to show that he was responsible forthe 
first. blow struck in the war. 2E 
In conclasion, reverting to the pending } 
ties of the day, he appealed to Whigs and Demo- - 
crats from all sections, to approach their settle- 
ment in a spirit of justice and compromise, and 
looking to the whole extent, the height-and d&pth, 
the length and breadth, of the great question, the 
| amount of property involved, &c., to lay aside 
j sectional feelings, and settle it as Americans, in 
justice to the South and the entire country. He 
expressed his firm devotion to the Union, and the 
| belief that its preservation wasto. be looked to, as 
the surest support and protection of siayery:.. ; 
L Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, then obtained the 
floor, and addressed the committee. | He replied 
| to remarks which had been made, tending to fasten 
upon the Whig party. of, the United States the 
responsibility of Texan annexation... He. admit- 
ted that there might here and there, in Tennessee, 
or other portions of the Union, have few 
Whigs who, filing off from the great ‘mass of thei 
party, attempted to steal some of the Democrat 
thunder. Butit did not thence follow that the 
Whig party were in favor of annexation.” They 
| were known to have opposed it, and gentlemen 
| were well aware that but for a little slip which 
i Mr. Clay had made in one of his letters, annexa- 
tion could have been successfully. resisted, and 
that Mr. Polk never would have been chosen Presi- 
| dent of the United States. This. circumstance 
| had been taken advantage of by the Democratic 
party, and upon that issue Mr, Polk had been 
elected. Repelling a kindred charge in relation to 
the identity of the Whig party with Jobn Tyler 
and his administration, -Mr..McL. proceeded to 
advert to some general topics of. political history, 
and to the course of policy which had been pur- 
sued in the contest between Mr. Polk and Mr. 
lay, especially as regarded the double or two- 
faced issues which had been made during that 
memorable struggle, in relation to the tariff. He 
adverted to the steady and uniform support which 
Mr. Clay, sustained by the great mass of. the peo- 
ple of Kentucky, had given for the promotion of 
northern interests and the protection of northern in- 
| dustry; and declaréd that Kentucky had given the 
Í last sustaining vote which she ever wouid give to 
| that industry, until such time as the people of that 
i, State should be convinced, by the acts of northern 
| men, that her interests were to be regarded atid 
| her rights respected. {m saying this, he uttered no 
i! sentiment which was not, the result of cool deli : 
| cration. He replied to remarks having for r 
object to fix upon General Taylor the respoige 
| bility of the Mexican war, by reason of” Mie: 
4 having, in an alleged violation of his orders, block- 
aded the mouth of the Rio Grande, contending, 
upon the face of the documents themselves, that 
the argumentamounted to nothing. But, he con- 
tended, the question of responsibility was not now 
i to beargued, All parties were bound to setie the 
| pending controversy. Did they intend to do it? 
i And, if so, when? How long did they intend to 
| speak to empty benches? Flow long did they intend 
| to flood the country with pamphlets and speeches ? 
| Who here was in favor of compromise? If a single 
| member was so, he had net yet seen him. The 
|! South was disposed to settle upon any reasonable 
|| terms. If she presented a plan, the North ob- 
i jected. If the South asked the North for a plan, 
the answer was, that there was but one plan—ihat 
Í hereafter no slave State should, upon any condi- 
| tions, be admitted into the Union, Whilst the 
South desired any just atid equiable settlement, 
| there was not, in his opinion, tne slightest dispo- 
li sition in the lower House to settle the question 
|| upon any terms. The North had taken the posi- 
l tion that never, under any circumstances, should 
l another State be admitied into the Union, except 
| under a constitution which should. reject slavery. 
| The South, therefore, had ceased to expect any- 
| thing in the shape of a fair and equitable adjust- 
ment. Anxious-as he was fora compromis, he 
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had.fittle,or no hope that any could be effected. 
For his own part, he was not in favor of the Pres- 
ident’s proposition, but he was in favor of some- 
thing like it. That proposition was a little im- 
` provement on the proposition of General Qass in 
the Nicholson fetter. 
favor-ofeither. He thought that the people of the 
territories had no right to settle the question of 
slavery within their limits, until they were pre- 
pared to come as States into the Union. New 
Mexico was not qualified to form a State consti- 
tution. Her people consisted of a mixed breed, 
not familiar with our institutions, not mdoctrina- 
ted with our. principles, and, consequently, not in 
a condition to be placed on equal terms with our 
own citizens, They should go inte territorial pu- 
piläge. -So with Utah. Her people were not pre- 
pared to govern themselves, and he was opposed to 
their admission. Let them be taken care of, and 
putunder proper tuition until, having grown up un- 
der our institutions, they should be qualified tocome 
into the Union. They were entitled to some gov- 
ernment, and to that extent he opposed the Presi- 
dent’s plan, and sustained that of the compromise 
committee. There was, however, much in the 
plan of that committee to which he was opposed, 
and in the course which he should adopt here, he 


intended to follow no dead, but to act and to vote | 


only in accordance with that which he believed to 
be right. 
with her free constitution and her extended boun- 
daries, and would give territorial governments to 
Utah and New Mexico, that would be a compro- 
mise to which he would assent. ft was probable 


that even California, with her vast variety of | 


tongues, and her varied and conflicting interests, 
might not be altogether qualified to come into the 
Union. 
troublesome, an unreliable, and a wild member 
of the Confederacy. One such neighbor we might 
perhaps get along with; but if we had a batch of 
them on our'borders, he knew not how soon se- 
rious trouble might come, or how long it might be 
before we should have a rival Republic there.- 
Mr. MeL. then proceeded to speak in opposition 
to that portion of the compromise plan which pro- 
osed to give ten millions of dollars to Texas for 
her houndary claim. Though originally among 
the number of those who believed that the 
boundary extended only to the Nueces, yet her 
claim to the Rio Grande, from its mouth to its 
source, had, he contended, been asserted and main- 


tained by this Government; and he, for ene, would | 
not stultify the Government now by its repudiation. | 


He was in favor of giving to 'Texas all the bound- 
ary she had ever claimed. This point in the 
controversy, however, was but another phase of 
the one great question which was agitating the 
country—that was to say, whether this territory 
should be slave territory or free. 
nounced his intention to notice some of the argu- 


ments which had-been ad vanced in the course of the | 


debate; but, preliminarily, invited the Chairman 
to inform him how much of the hour was yet re- 
majong. i 

The CHAIRMAN said, four minutes. 

Mr. McLEAN, manifesting almost as much 
astonishment as if a small thunderbolt had hit 
him, said he must then forego that portion of his 
remarks, and in the midst of a good-humored 
notice which he was taking of a portion of the 
speech made on a former day by Mr. Cornwin— 

The hammer fell? 

Mr. HOAGLAND obtained the floor, and yield- 
ed to a motion by 

Mr. HARALSON that the committee rise. 

The motion being rejected— 

Mr. HOAGLAND resumed the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to address the committee. 
passing notice of the compromise plan proposed 
by Mr. McCuiernano, and declared his unwill- 
ingness to support it. To the proposition to 
pay Texas ten “millions of dollars, he could 
not subscribe. 
she had no claim to the disputed territory, but 
whatever it might be, he thought it should be pre- 
sented and adjudicated inthe name of Texas, and 
not be allowed to embarrass the admission of Cali- 
fornia. 
their impracticable schemes and purposes; but he 
could not go as far as some others for compromise, 
He held the doctrine of non-intervention—non- 
interference by Congress with .the local rights 
and laws of the citizens of the territories. He 


He (Mr. McL.) was notin | 


If the North would accept California | 


It was possible that she might form a | 


He then an- j 


He took a | 


He did not undertake to say that | 


He was no Abolitionist; he condemned | 


| passage of this bill. 
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warned the South to cease their efforts to extend 
slavery by the action of the General Government; 
affirming that in this they set a precedent which 
the Abolitionists could claim in their efforts to 
abolish it—the same principle being involved in 
both cases.” 

He maintained the people of California, having 
framed for themselves a constitution, Republican 
in its forms and regulating the question of slavery, 
that they were entitled to admission as a State, 
and that the people of the remaining territories 
should be left in like manner to act for themselves. 
Though not an alarmist, he deprecated the excite- 
ment and dissensions that had arisen between the 
different sections and consigered that if allowed to 
progress, they must seriously endanger the pros- 
perity and the stability of the Union. He appealed 
to all parties to pause, unitedly to breast the storm, 
and harmoniously settle the pending difficulties by 
doing justice to all sections. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

Mr. TUCK obtained the floor, and yielded toa 
motion by 

Mr. FOWLER, that the committee rise. 

Which being adopted, the committee rose and 
reported. 

On motion by Mr. VENABLE, 

‘Ordered, That the proposition submitted, to-day, by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] be printed. 


The Llouse, on motion by Mr. TUCK, ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. WOOD: A memorial from Homer Everett and 40 
others, citizens of Fremont, in the county of Sandusky, 
praying Congress to give to the authorities of said town full 
jurisdiction over the unsold strip of Government Jand, on 
the bank of Sandusky river, in the original surveyed town 
of Crogansvillee, with authority to sell the same,and apply 
the proceeds of the same tothe schools of said town. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Luther M. Kennett and 
66 others, citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, praying for the 
erection of a custam-house at the city of St. Lonis, of snf- 
ficient capacily to hold the several offices of the United 
ees at that place,and afford greater security for their 
archives. 

Also, the petition of George Knapp and 105 other citi- 
zens of St. Lonis, Missouri, also praying for the erection of 
a custam-house at the city of St. Lonis, &e. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John A. Ragan, praying 
Congress to take measures to render the lakes productive. — 
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Mr. WALKER. Before proceeding with the 
business of the day, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to an error, in the published report of 
the “Union” of this morning, of some remarks 
which T made on Monday on the compromise bill. 
I am reported to have said: 

“T believe that. the bill introduced by the Committee of 
Thirteen, anxious as Fam for its passage, should be retained 
as near the form in which it was introduced as possible.” 

I made no expression of my anxiety for the 
I find that I am correctly 
reported in the “Intelligencer” thus: 


“T would prefer the bill as it now stands, neither estab- 
lishing nor prohibiting slavery, but having no expression in 
the bill on the subject; and if the Committce of Thirteen are 
anxious for the passage of the bill, they will do well to keep 
it as nearly in its original form as possible,” &c. 


I spoke of theanxiety of the committee and not of 


| Myownanxiety. Whatever my private individual 


opinions on the subject of this bill may be, I do 


“not feel myself at liberty to express any anxiety 


for its passage. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of citizens 
of the State of Ilinois, asking that to State may 
hereafter be admitted into the Union whose consti- 
tution docs not expressly prohibit slavery within 
its limits. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery may be prohibited by law in 
the Territories of the United States. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same State, 
asking that slavery and the slave trade may be 
abolished in the District of Columbia or the seat 
of Government removed therefrom; all of which 
several petitions were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented two memorials of phy- 
sicians and members of medical associations, and 
other citizens of New Jersey, asking that the rank 
of medical officers of the navy may be assimilated 
by law with that of officers of the like grade in 
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made any estimate of what the price will be. 


the medical department of the army; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented a memorial of phy- 
sicians. residing in the State of Connecticut, ask- 
ing that the rank ofthe medical. officers of the 
navy may be assimilated to those of like grade in 
the army; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. BORLAND. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to which was referred the mo- 
tion to print the following subjects: 

The Report of the Secretary of the Interior of 
the 23d April, accompanied by a-report of W. 
Cary Jones on the Jand titles of California; 

Report of the Secretary of the Interior of the 
28th May, with translations and reports of afl the 
documents which accompanied the report of W. 
Cary Jones; 

The motion by Mr. Turney that the report of 
Thomas Butler King, special agent to California, 
communicated by the President to the House of 
Representatives, be printed; 

To report in favor of printing said reports, and 


| that two thousand five hundred copies, in addition * 


to the usual number, be printed. 
At the time the report made by Mr. Jones 
was referred to the committee, a motion was made 


i to print in the same way the report of Thomas 


Bauer King, relating to the same subject. The 
committee has considered the subject referred to 
them, but they have delayed making their report 
until some additional papers could be furnished in 
connection with the report of Mr. Jones. At the 
request of the Senate, these additional papers have 


| been submitted, and the committee now report in 


favor of printing all the papers. 

Under the circumstances, perhaps I should state 
that the report of Mr. King is not before the Sen- 
ate in manuscript; but it is before the other House, 
and has been printed, and copies have been circu- 
lated; and therefore the Senate are aware of its 
character. 

Mr. HALE, I wish to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing if he has ascertained 
the prices that will be charged for this printing. 
There are five or six classes of printing, for whieh 
there are specific prices, and I wish to inquire if 
this comes under either of those classes, or 
whether it is to be paid for at another and a most 
exorbitant rate. : 

Mr. BORLAND. The committee have not 
The 
contract fixes the, prices at which the different 
classes of printing shail be done, and it is not com- 
petent for the committee to contract for the print- 
ing, or to enter into any examination of that ques- 
tion. Thatis a question to be decided when the 
printing is done, and the bills of the printers are 
brought in. When the bilis come before the com- 
mittee, it will be.ascertained whether the charges of 
the printer are in conformity with his contract. Ht 
will be difficult for the committee to decide until 
the printing is done, and the bills are brought in, 

Mr. HALE. What led me to ask the question 
is, that I hold in my hand the contract for print- 
ing, and Senators will see that there are certain 
kinds of printing—bills, reports, &c.,—which are 
classed, and there are five of these classes. Then 
there is a general provision that all other printing, 
which is not included in these classes, shall be paid 
at a certain rate. The construction which has 
been given to that provision by the public printers 
is, that this pamphlet, which I hold in my hand, 
did not come under any of these five classes; and 
they made the price amount to some thirty-eight 
thousand dollars for printing ten thousand copies, 

Mr. WHITCOMB. How much? 

Mr. HALE. Thirty-eight thousand dollars! 


| That was the contract price as the printers con- 


strued it! But some of those who were interested 
thought it was ‘rather high,’—[laughter}— 


i perhaps rather higher than the Senate would be 


willing to,give,and they said they were not will- 
ing to accept more than twelve thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. [Renewed laughter.] And that 


i sum was paid. Now, if these papers are printed 


in the same way, they will fall under the same de- 
nomination of printing with this pamphlet, and 
the printing will cost more than one hundred 
thousand dollars. I submitted some time ago a 
resolution, which passed the Senate, inquiring 
from the Printing Committee how much of the 
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printing came under the rule which allowed such 
prices; and I think it will be prudent not to order 
any more printing which does not come under one 
of the five or six classes, until we have received ‘a 
report from that committee, and we know what we 
are to pay for what we order. 

. Mr, BORLAND. The statement made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire is correct, as 1 un- 
derstand it, as the committee have ascertained 
while making inquiries for the purpose of prepar- 
ing an answer to the resolution of the Senator 
from New Hampshire... That report is nearly 
ready, and will be made to the Senate within a 


few days, embracing all the facts. « It is: proper | 


that { shouid say that this large sum ‘of thirty- 


seven or eight thousand doWars, which was re-i; 


duced to twelve thousand five hundred dollars, was 
not a charge which came before the Committee on 
Printing. It was done before the present Commit- 
tee on Printing was raised; but the committee, 
having inquired into the matter, will make a report 
within a few days. I will say, however, that in 
my opinion; and that of the Committee on Print- 
ing, there is no printing which can be ordered by 
the Senate that does not come properly within one 
vor the other of the five classes ineluded in the con- 
tract. I think, as I understand the contract, that 
it embraces every kind of printing which can be 
ordered by the Senate, and that it provides for all 
the printing at low prices—prices not to exceed 
the ordinary price for printing done in this city 
and elsewhere. I think, in all the cases provided 
for, the prices are below the usual prices charged 
by printers. This is my opinion, and I do not 
think that any such extravagant price as the Sena- 
tor supposes could be charged, and certainly if it 
was charged it would not be allowed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. BENTON. I would inquire of the Senator 
from New Hamshire, who.seems to know some- 
thing about the document which he holds in his 
hand, whether it had been previously printed as a 
common document; and, if so, at how much? 

Mr. HALE. Thati cannot say. [ think not, 
however. 

Mr. BORLAND. I can answer the question. 
It was printed as a common document, and I think 


the price was less than two hundred dollars for | 


the ordinary number of 1,250 copies. 

Mr. BENTON. That is the point precisely. 
It was previously printed as a common document, 
under the known rules of the Senate, and one 
thousand two hundred and fifty copies cost less 
than $200, and yet afterwards, when it was re- 
printed, with some few words added to it, ten 
thousand copies came to $33,000, which, however, 
was generously reduced to $12,500! which was 
twelve times as much as it was worth. But what 
I rose for was this: We are in the fog respecting 
our prititing; and not only in the fog, but we are 
on the rocks also, We can neither see nor move. 
‘We cannot see what it is to cost, nor can we get 
anything done. Now, to relieve the Senate from 
that condition, and to enable the Senate to have its 


printing done for the purpose for which the pub- | 


lic printing was originally instituted—to enable us 


to‘do business, and not to make fortunes for print- į 


ers—-[ submitted a resolution a month ago, which 
did not get much. favor. 
signed to steer clear of all these questions about the 
abuses which had taken place, and which may take 
place, and provide a permanent remedy for the 
whole. It was to adopt one single clause of the 
resolution of 1819, which clause will authorize’our 
Secretary, when the printing has been ordered by 


the Senate, if it could not be done by the public | 


printer, to go and have it done by somebody else, 
no matter whom. Thatresolution was submitted, 
requiring that the printing that had been ordered, 
and the printing that may be ordered, and which 
was not executed when needed, should be caused 
to be done by the Secretary of the Senate, 1 care 
not by whom. There are half a dozen good print- 


ing establishments in this city that can do our |! 


work, and will do our work, and put it upon our 
tables as fast as we need it; and they will do it at 
twenty per cent. below the price paid in 1819, and 
still leave them a remunerative compensation, 
which every workman ought to have. My reso- 
lution was to thateffect. Will the Secretary do 
me the favor to read it? 
The Secretary read it as follows : 


“ Resolved, That in all cases.in which the printers for the 
Senate of the present Congress have failed, or shall here- 


The resolution was de- | 


after fail to execute any printing for thé Senate in due time 
1| OF. proper order, and according to-contraet, then, in every 
Case, past and future, it-shali- duty of the Secretary 
| of the Senate-to procure such printing to be done immedi- 
| ately hy some printer or printers, aiid aliow such printer or 
| printers the price: paid in 1819; with: 
i per cent. on that price, r 


Mr.. FOOTE. Is the number left blank ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 
| Mr. BORLAND. I propose to fill the -blank 
with twenty five hundred. . 
| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs on concurring in the report of the committee. 
Mr. HALE. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. WHITCOMB. I wish to ask the chair- 
i| man of the Committee on Printing in what style 
this printing is to be done, and whether he is in- 
j formed as to the probablé cost? - 
| Mr. BORLAND. They are to be printed in 
| the usual style of public documents. As to the 
i price, I cannot tell. I suppose it will not be a 
very expensive document, hes 
Mr. BENTON. 1 am against ordering any 
public printing, unless I know what it will cost, 
and when it will be done. 
_ Mr. BRIGHT. The report of the committee 
is not satisfactory to my mind. The disclosure 


| that there is a prodigal waste of the public money 
| in the printing of such documents, Here is print- 
ing done without any law, which cost about three 
_ dollars per copy, when, if it had been printed un- 
der a contract, it could have been done, I venture 
to say, for twenty-five cents per copy. This isa 
document that I wish to see printed; but until 
there is some data, some principle established, by 


order the printing of any more public documents, 
and I shall resist all propositions to print books or 


to pay for the work. J agree with the Senator from 
Missouri. His resolution, I think, will cover the 
wholé ground, and, if it is adopted, the treasury 
will be safe. But, as it is, I consider it unsafe; 


I move to lay the motion to print upon the table. 

Mr. BENTON. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion for a moment. 

i! Mr. BRIGHT. I will do so, if the Senator 
desires it. 

Mr. BENTON. I desire to say but a few 
words. Mr. Jones made his report, and as he 
was not disposed to wait one or two years for the 
public printer to print it, and as he had no idea of 


to print without his revision, he went to Mr. 


own expense for distribution. 

morrow I can get the bill from Mr. Gideon, which 

will show what was the cost of printing the works 
i for Mr. Jones. I can also produce a copy of the 
document, and we shall then have something to go 
by as to price, style, and workmanship. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
say on this subject. It seems to me that Senators 
are under a great misapprehension in relation to 
the printing of this document. It has been com- 
i municated by a department, and if ordered to be 
1| printed, it will be printed like all other documents 
i| under the law regulating the style of printing and 
| the work. There is no ambiguity about it such as 
i, the Senator from Indiana supposes. I think there 


i| know the style in which the work is to be done. 
|i It is like all other documents. I interpose no 
f objection to its lying over another day; but I do 
l| interpose serions objection to these charges, thus 
i gratuitously made, without any point or specifica- 
|i tion to them, . 

| Mr. BRIGHT. lam not mistaken, if the Sen- 
| ator from New Hampshire be correct, in stating 
that the printing of this report does not come 
under any one of the five rules which control the 


made by the Senator from New Hampshire shows | 


which to pay for such a work, I am unwilling to | 


| documents, of any size, until there is some fixed law ` 


and for the purpose of disposing of this question, | 


trusting his report in the hands of those printers | 


Gideon’s, and got a thousand copies printed at his | 
I think that by to- |! P 


I have but a single word to | 


i| is no foundation for the objections which have been | 
made. We know what it will cost precisely, and we | 


‘taken. “These papers aré communicated to 


_of the printing of the Senate. 


public printing at this tim 
‘printing which he shows to have co: 
dollars per copy, When it should ‘have cost less 
than a ‘dollar. AO fe One Be 
-Mr HAMLIN. That is the very pointi 
case. The Senator from New Hampshire is mis- 


from a department, and by us are ordered io’ bi 
printed; ‘and they come within the terms of 
law and the contract: ‘That is the fact-about 

Mr. BORLAND. ‘There isa mistake; which 
single word will explain. This is’ not a.ca 
the one alluded to by the. Senator fró 
Hampshire at all, It tsa case of ordinary p ' 
ing. It is a communication from one of the de` 
partments, and the proposition is, that the print- 
ing shall be done in the common way. : The case 
alluded to by the Senator from New Hampshire’ 
is one totally different. The pamphlet to which 
he refers was a decision of the Supreme Court, 
and from the peculiar wording of the resolution’ 
relating to the public printing, the public printers 
supposed they had a right to’ make a different’ 
charge for that work. That was not a document: 
of the same sort which it is now proposed to print. 
This is a document coming from the Secretary of 
the Interior, one of the ordinary character, and. 
coming within the terms of the contract, and isto- 
be printed in thé ordinary manner.: p aan 

Mr. HALE. I did not undertaketo say.whether. 
it came under this class or not.’ I simply said, it 
became us to know whether it was or Was: not 
within one of these five classes, or whether it was 
of aclass for which they might charge at the rate 
of thirty-seven thousand dollars for printing ten 
thousand copies. That was done under the fifth 
class. : 

A Senator. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. Somebody says, Oh, no?) T 
say itwas so. You will find stated on the twenty- 
fifth page of the pamphlet the various kinds ‘of 
printing to be done, and then comés this general 
clause, under which this charge was made, for al!’ 
other matter not above enumerated. Under that. 
clause a construction was put upon this work; 
instead of two dollars per hundred copies, they 
construed it to mean two dollars pèr page for one. 
hundred copies; that was done under the fifth class. 


A Sewaror. Did they establish the rule? 

Mr. HALE. I am asked if they established | 
the rale for themselves. They did establish it for 
themselves, and, under it, charged $37,000; but, ` 
one of the individuals interested, addressed a. lèt- 
ter to the Secretary of the Senate, and objected to 
receiving so large a sum, and consented to receive 
only $12,500! My impression is, thata fair price 
for the work, as I read the contract, would have 
been about $400. J 

Mr. FOOTE. I do not rise to stop debate upon.. 
this subject, but as i am satisfied that some arrange- 
ment will be made at arvearly day by which the. 
printing will be done satisfactorily, I think we may. 
postpone this matter for the present. I moves. 
therefore, in consequence of the necessity of cons" 
sidering other pressing and important matters, 
that this subject be Jaid-upon the table for the 
resent. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. BADGER. k is very obvious to every 
gentleman in the Senate, that the bisiness of the 
Senate absolutely requires that we should meet at 
an earlier hour than twelve o'clock. We have 
now arrived at a period when it is usual to meet 
earlier. That usage is enforced upon us by the 
business of the Senate. I therefore offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Ordered, That from and after this day, the daily hour of 
the meeting of the Senate shall, until otherwise ordered, be 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution lies 
over one day under the rales, 

Mr. CLAY. Irise to ask that the resolution 
may be adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE, I object. % 

So the motion was laid over one day. D 


DEBATES IN THE CALIFORNIA CONVENTION. 

Mr. WALKER. On thé 15th of April last a 
resolution was adopted by the Senate, directing 
the Secretary of the Senate to purchase two thou- 
sand copies of the debaies of the California Con- 
vention, with a proviso that the same should be 
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: furnished at a rate not exceeding the- price at 
which it shall be furnished. to subscribers. The 
publisher of the book says that there-are no sub- | 
scribers, and there is nothing, therefore, to guide 
the Secretary in estimating the price of the boak. 
The publisher lias fixed his price, and charges two 
dollars per copy for it. The Committee on Con- | 
tingent Expenses has been consulted by the Sec 
retary of the Senate, and though I do not offer the 
resolution which I present as from the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses, I believe I have their 
concurrence, for] have no doubt the price is ex- 
travagantly high. Ihave a letter from the pub- 
lisher, Mr. Brown, which concludes in this man- 
ner: . 

“IT have only a word to say, in conclusion—that whatever i 
the result may be, and whatever the loss may be lo myself, |} 
I have fixed my terms, and shall not, under any considera- i 
tion, depart (rom them.” | 

As a member of the committee—and, as I be- |; 
lieve, other members of the committee agree—I 
think it is an exorbitant and extravagant price, | 
and that the Senate will not be justified in paying 
that price for such a book, which is not adapted l 

for general circulation. With that view I offer the | 
| 
$ 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate, adopted the |: 
35th day of April last, authorizing the purchase from John | 
Ross Brown of two thousand copies of the Debates in the | 
California Convention bde, and the same is hereby, re- j 
scinded.” i 


Mr. BENTON. Did I understand the Senator 
to say, that two dollars was the price charged for ; 
that work ? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir; that is the price. 

Mr. BENTON. Why here is a work, which 
I hold in my hand, [holding up Hickey’s United |! 
States Constitution,} the price of which is one |! 
dollar. A great part of this work is what is | 
called “ rule and figure work,” the price of which, 
itis well known, is much higher than common 
plain printing, 

Mr. FOOTE. I wish to make a personal ex- | 
planation with respect to the resolution offered by 
myself authorizing the Secretary of the Senate to 
contract for the debates of the California Conven- | 
tion, Asto the form of the resolution, it was | 

| 


drawn up in a very cautious and circumspect man- 
ner by one of our officials, whom L consulted, and 
who drew it in the customary form. For the ex- 
‘traordinary price demanded I am not at all respon- 
sible. I say this to acquit myself from all respon- 
sibility with regard to it. l took it for granted į; 
that the book was ta be sold, and that the price 
for which it was sold to ordinary purchasers |! 
would be areasonable one. Butif the gentleman 
chooses to demand more than is a reasonable price, | 
I am not responsible. I think the price is very 
mach more than it is worth, though it contains 
much which is valuable for the purpose of under- 
standing the important question under discussion |; 
here, 

Mr. WALKER asked the unanimous consent 
that the resolution might be considered at this 
time. : 

Objection was made, and consequently the reso- 
lution lies over under the rule. 


MILITARY. RECONNOISSANCRE. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over under the rule: 

Rosolved, That the Seeretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate as soon as practicable with a copy of a 
journal of military reconnoissance from Santa Fé to the |! 
Navajo country, mudein 1849, by lieutenant J, H. Simpson, 


i 
of the corps of Topographical. Engineers, together with | 
copies of the map and sketches belonging to said recon- |! 
noissance. i 


THE CUBAN EXPEDITION. 


Mr. YULEE. I desire to move that the Sen- 
ate take up for consideration the message of the 
President of the United States in relation to the 
Cuban affair. I desire to have it taken up with a 
view to propose its reference to a committee. Ido 
not desire to discuss the subject at this time, and if i| 
any other gentleman wishes to discuss it now, I |] 
shall agree to postpone the consideration of the |i 
motion to any convenient time. | 

Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the Senator from 
Florida will net press the motion which he has | 
submitted.. It will be recollected that the Senator | 
from lowa has the floor upon the consideration of | 
the resolution which was before us yesterday, and |! 
which I-trust it Is the purpose of the Senate to i! 


i 
consider to-day, in order that final action may be i 


had upon it. If this message is taken up, the con- i 


: proper time for discussion on this subject. 


; and no discussion at this session. 
_ by referring the papers toa committee, they would 


sideration of it may lead to debate. If the motion 
of the Senator from Florida shall be withdrawn, 
and the resolution relating to removals from office 
be taken up, after the remarks of the Senator from 
Towa shall be made, I hope a vote. may be had 
upon it. 

Mr. YULEE. I do not feel at liberty to with- 
draw the motion, because upon the receipt of the 
message it was laid on the table at my motion. 
Ordinarily it is eustomary to order the printing of 


such communications at once; but, as Í stated at’ 


the time, I did not move it, well knowing that if 
once committed to the printer we should probably 
see no more of it till the next session. l have 
therefore thought it my duty to make this motion 
now, in order that the Senate may have an early 
opportunity to decide the disposition it will prefer 


i to make of the message. I will say that I have 


examined the papers accompanying the message, 
and, however much other gentlemen may differ in 
the conclusion after a perusal of them, I cannot help 
feeling strongly convinced that the proceedings of 
the Executive have been in several respects re- 
markably violative of the Constitution of the coun- 
try. Ithas appeared to me that the imatter ought 


; Not to pass over without notice, and it seemed to 


me desirable that it should undergo the examina- 
tion of a committee before it is taken up here. It 
is with that purpose that I have asked to take it up 
now. 

Mr. FOOTE. I wish to inquire if it is to be 
taken up simply for reference? \ 

Mr. YULEE. ftis. If any debate arise upon 
it, 1 will of course consent to have it passed over. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I would ask 


| the honorable member from Florida how he sup- 


poses that this can pass without debate, after such 
yemarks as he has made. He expressed a very 
strong opinion criminative of the course of the 
Administration, Thatis debate. Every member 
who entertains the same opinion may express it, 
and all who entertain opposite opinions may ex- 
press them. That is debate. I care not how 
soon this subject shall come up to be discussed. 
I rather wish myself, though I am not anxious to 
enter into debates ordinarily, to set forth what I 
hold the country bound to do, under its obligations 


i and stipulations with Spain, and other governments 


of Europe, made during the last twenty years. 
The declaration of opinion made by the honor- 

able member from Florida against the course 

which the President has taken, and then the dec- 


i laration of opinion made by him that this resolu- 


tion might pass without debate, reminds me of 


i what occurred in my professional practice many 


years ago. A man, not much experienced in the 
affairs of this world, had a very important case. 
The most eminent counsel in the State were en- 
gaged. When the first counsel made his very able 
argument, the good man said, ‘* It is not necessary 
to say another word; now let the jury go out and 
decide it.” (Laughter.) ; : 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I have simply a 
word to say. At the time] had the honor of hear- 
ing the very perspicuous speech of the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, declarative of his 
views on the question involved, I had thought that 
it would be necessary for some one differing with 
him on that question to present the opposite views. 


| I would state as an additional reason to show that 


a debate, and probably an extended debate, would 


| be likely to spring up on the message of the Pres- 
i ident, that the speech of the honorable Senator 


from Massachusetts has yet gone unanswered. I 
hope, therefore, that the honorable Senator from 
Florida will see the impropriety of pressing his 
resolution, when a debate is certain to spring up 
on it, and particularly when there are other im- 


i portant questions to be disposed of. 


Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, the question 
which presented itself to my mind was as to the 
I have 
no doubt that the subject deserves discussion, and 
that it will receive discussion. But ir we pass this 
subject over until the whole mass of papers sub- 
mitted can be printed, there can be no examination 


be able to examine and digest them, and report 
upon them in such manner as to place every Sen- 
ator in possession of the facts in the case. Such 
report might be made within a week, and all the 
facts might be made known. The report might 
be printed very soon, and discussion might pro- 


I suppose that, jj 


| lieve there will be any other answer? 


| ceed -at once...-My object, therefore, was to move 
the reference without discussion, in order that dis- 
cussion might take place on a knowledge of the 
facts, as they might be ascertained by a committee 
of this body. aes 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I simply rise 
for the purpose of stating that the declaration and 
doctrine of the honorable Senator from Florida, 
on the present occasion, is not exactly consistent 
with his doctrine and action on.a recent occasion 
on this subject, When the Senator from Florida 
first introduced this subject, he did not content 
himself with simply offering a resolution calling 
for information, but discussed the whole subject 
at large, and gave occasion to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to deliver that speech, of 
his alluded to just now. The general views con- 
tained in that speech are necessary to be answered, 
|. I suppose, by some of us who entertain different 
opinions. The honorable Senator from Florida is 
not acting consistently with himself, when he now 
urges us to act upon a subject, and debate it after- 
wards. His course formerly was, debate first and 
action afterwards. F will, therefore, move to lay 
the whole matter on the table. 
Mr. YULEE. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Mississippi to withdraw the motion for a moment. 
Mr. FOOTE. 1 will withdraw it with the un- 
derstanding that | shall have an opportunity of 
renewing it when the honorable Senator shall have 
concluded. : $ 
Mr. YULEE. I perceive that itis the desire 
of Senators to discuss this matter previous to refer- 
ence. I shall not, therefore, press the motion 
now; but I give notice that I shall take the earliest 
convenient opportunity to ask that the subject be 
taken up, either for discussion or reference, as muy 
be desired by the Senate. j 
Mr. FOOTE, I will now renew my motion to 
lay the whole subject on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I ask that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the order of the 


ay. 

Mr. CLAY. Itis with very great regret that I 
rise to express a hope that the Senate will not re- 
sume the subject which was under discussion yes- 
terday. 

; The VICE PRESIDENT. The subject is not 
now under discussion. The question is: Will the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of the 
order of the day. . 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. d : 

Mr. CLAY. Yesterday, sir, I was in hopes 
that the question would be taken upon this resolu- 
tion. I understood it could be taken in half an 
hour; but, instead of that, a very exciting and 
animated discussion arose, which consumed the 
whole day, and which, if it is to be continued in 
the spirit in which it was. conducted yesterday, 
will consume the whole week. If there were any 
practical benefit to result from this measure other 
than that which may have been obtained by the 
discussion of the principle connected with the ex- 
ercise of the power of dismissal and appointment 
to office, I should not be desirous of interposing 
any objection; and I would not now, if I had note 
consulted the Senator from Jowa, who said that he, 
should not deem it unkind if the subject should be 
laid over to another time. If he had any desire 
to finish his speech to-day, I would not have in- 
‘terposed, but I understand he has not. I have 
myself a wish to express some of the opinions 
which I hold upon this resolution, and when Í do 
so I wish to do it altogether. ; 

Now, let me suppose the resolution adopted, is 
there a Senator here who believes that any other 
answer will be returned than that the Executive 
conceives it is not authorized, or rather, is re- 
strained by his own view of the Constitution from 
i making any communication? Does anybody be- 
It is, then, 
"mere discussion upon a high party topic out of 
i time, when there is a question before the country 
| on which, perhaps, depends the decision whether 


the Union shall exist so as to foster any party, 
arid one upon which a painful degree of interest is 
felt as to its disposal, one way or the other. I 
hope, therefore, it will not be the pleasure of the 
Senate to consider, that subject further now. I 
will therefore move to lay it upon the table, that 


oe 


1850. 


ure. I 


` connected with other sections, as we Know there | 
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we may proceed to the consideration of:the. com- 

promise. resolutions. i R 
‘Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senator-from Ken- 

tucky will withdraw that motion for a moment, 

that | may make a single remark. i 
Mr. CLAY. 


i g 
I will do so, with the understand- 
ing that the Senator from Mississippi Will renew 
the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Iowa consent to yield the floor? 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Lam willing toleave the 
matter to the decision of the Senate, whether f shall 
proceed with my remarks to-day or ata future time, 

Mr. FOOTE. J knew perfectly well, that the 
Senator from Jowa would agree.to withdraw his 
claim to the floor for to-day. I should be one of 
the last members of the’ Senate. to interfere with 
the rights of the honorable Senator. It would be 
a thing the furthest from me, because | was ex- 
ceedingly anxious to hear him, and I should have 
listened. to him with as much interest as any other 
Senator. I entertain precisely the same views that 
he does upon the whole subject, the same views 
which. have been announced repeatedly by the 
Senator from Maine. I have no hesitation in say- 
ing, that if the Senator does desire to occupy our 
attention to-day, and will intimate it, no one will. 
present any opposition, that £ for one will listen 
with pleasure. I take it for granted, if he does de- 
sire to speak to-day, he will have no hesitancy in 
saying so; at the same time, I would say, that if 
it were agreeable to him to withhold his remarks 
for a few days, till this other more important sub- 
ject shall be disposed of, it would be very gratify- 
ing to me and. other Senators. The honorable 
Senator well knowggthat I called upon him for the 
special purpose of ascertaining whether he desired 
to address the Senate, and I understood that he did 
not. But, if he chooses now to address the Sen- 
ate, I repeat again, I shall listen to him with pleas- 
ope that when his remarks are closed, 
this subject will be allowed to rest for the present. |; 
It is out-of the question, in my judgment, that we | 
should be compelled to listen here from day to day |} 
to a subject which we know to be almost inter- |; 
minable, whilst other more important questions | 
are depending before us. 

Mr. DODGE. I have no particular feeling on 
the subject. I am willing the Senate should make | 
such a disposition of the matter as they choose. | 

H 


Mr. BENTON. I have a notice to give, and | 
it may as well be given now. We have had the | 
consideration of one section of the bill relating to 
California upon our hands fora month. Now it || 
is a bill of forty sections, and we have been em- | 
ployed for a month upon one of them. There are | 
other important sections. Then there are the ter- | 
ritories, upon which we have commenced as well | 
as upon California: hepself, And there is a ques- | 
tion connected with Texas. Now, at the rate we | 
get on, spending one month upon one clause in 
one section, and with other important questions 


i 
are, and there being forty sections, it is evident | 
that we are not getting near the close of the sub; ; 
ject. I have not spoken a word. I have given | 
the time to others. Ihave sat here, and am ready | 
to vote when my name is called; but Pgo against | 
the whole subject, the whole plan, and I have been | 
waiting for three or four weeks to take a vote upon | 
it, for it is votes which are cardinal in their effects; | 
itis votes which go to shape the course of gentle- | 
men, and enable them to see through and guide | 
their general course upon it. I have been waiting | 
to have votes taken upon propositions bearing | 
upon the slavery question in several dspects at the 

present time. One presented by the Senator from 

Mississippi, another by the Senator from Alaba- | 
ma, and perhaps some gentleman may move the | 
Wilmot proviso. Now, these are cardinal ques- | 
tions, and I prefer that we should have an oppor- 
tunity to come to a conclusion, and know how we | 
stand on these leading points. I have refrained 
from saying a word, or making any motion; but |; 
my mind has been made up that if this week shall | 
pass without settling this California question, I! 
shall make a motioù to postpose the subject indef- || 
initely. Monday next is the day when I shall |) 
make that motion. Till that time I am willing to 
sit and occupy not a moment of the time, but to | 
vote on all questions. _ I have made these remarks | 
for the purpose of giving notice that on Monday | 
next I shall move the indefinite postponement of 


the whole bill. 


-Kentueky,; and I trust he will receive it in good 


“It is to propose that the Senator from fowa be 


| ble to the Senator from Iowa to yield the floor for 


| Texas for the establishment of her western and | 


| others, am arraigned before the country as being 


Mr. CLAY: Ithought the.Senator from Mis- 
sissippi was about to renew. m tion. 

Mr. FOOTE, I am about to.do-so if still. re- 
quired. I knew that the proceedings in the other 
wing of the Capitol were such as.to make it neces- 
sary to proceed with this subject and decide 
whether we. will take this joint plan, or proceed to 
the considerati "the California question. sepa- 
rately. 1 was about to suggest to the Senator from 


feeling, a compromise proposition, one of the best, 
I believe, which the nature of the case admits of. 


heard, as he desires to be, to-day. He is prepared 
now to address us, and I propose, at the close of 
his speech that we take up this subject and con- 
tinue it till we get through it. I find it will be 
gratifying to. him to make his speech to-day, and | 
if the Senator from Kentucky will release me from | 
my obligation I shall be glad, that the Senator 
from Lowa be allowed to go on with his speech, if 
other gentlemen will say before I resign the floor 
that afterwards no further debate shall take place 
to-day upon that subject, and that it shall lie over 
for another day. Unless there can be such an un- 
derstanding, | feel bound to make the motion to 
postpone the subject that we may take up the ad- 
justment bill. The Senator from Maine can say 
at once whether he is willing that no further de- 
bate shall take place this morning. Otherwise, he 
knows that an interminable debate may spring up. 
Mr. BRADBURY. Ido not propose to say a 
single word further. I believe a vote can be had | 
on the resolution to-day. I think there will be 
little if any debate after the Senator from Iowa 
shall close his remarks. I shall not say a single į 
word myself. | 
Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator will allow me, | 
I will suggest that if the Senator from Lowa shall | 
speak to-day, | apprehend the debate will not | 
close. I shall probably wish to be‘ heard, and I; 
am authorizéd to say that it will be entirely agreea- | 


to-day, and he and myself will then take our 
chance to be heard some day next week. | 
Mr. FOOTE. I will make the motion then to |! 
lay this subject on the table for the present. 
The motion was agreed to. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Secif&te then resumed the consideration of , 
the bill to admit California as a State into the į 
Union, to establish ‘Territorial Governments for į 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to | 


nothern boundaries. s | 

Mr. TURNEY said: Mr. President, my object |i 
is not so much to discuss the particular merits of | 
the amendments as it is to notice an article relating | 
to myself, and others who act with me, which ap- : 
peared in the “ Union” of yesterday. J, with | 


opposed to this bill, upon the simple ground of the 
particular. provision which it is proposed by the 
Senator -from Mississippi to amend. But I will 
read an extract of the article. It says: 

& {tis well know that the Clayton compromise received 
the votes of the strict State-rights men from the South inthe 
Senate and in the House of Representatives; that the mass 
of southern politicians, without distinction of party, voted 
against Mr. Stephens’s motion to lay it on the table; that 
in the House of Representatives but eight southern men 
sustained that motion—all of them Whigs—and that the 
South fully and entirely sustained the compromise, aud de- 
nounced those who aided the North in defeating it as traitors 
to her. cause. - That compromise was passed to its*third 
reading in the Senate of the United States by the following |) 
vote. We ask particular attention t9 the names recorded: i| 

©The yeas were: Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Benton, ii 
Berrien, Borland, Brecse, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Clayton, 
Davis of Mi ppi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Foote, 
Hannegan, Houston, Gunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Wescott, and Yu f 

ic Among the nays we see the names of Messrs. Baldwin, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, Hale, and 
Niles, the Van Buren Free-Soiler. These men are con- 
sistent. How comes it, then, that Messrs. Boriand, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Hunter, Mason, Turmey, and Yulee, | 
vote With them now? Bat we anticipate, and therefore ask | 
two other questions. They are— } 

“1, What. propositions relative to slavery were these i 
gentlemen voting for in 1848? and | 
| 
t 
i 


«9. What proposition relative to slavery is now pending 
before the National Legislature ? 

« We will answer these questions by stating the provis- 
ions tonching slavery in the new territories, embodied in the 
Clayton compromise; and then, by stating the provisions 
touching the same subject, embodied in the plan of adjust- 
ment now before Congress. i fi 

«Looking to the Clayton compromise, which passed i 


| 


J lion of justice in said territory which shall not-be repu: 


i passage of any law ‘in respect to African: slavery.’ 


“to.this.act, or inconsistent sith the Jaws and Consti 
‘of the United States. But no law shil be passed res 
tingan establishment of. religion, or respecting: slave 
‘interfering with the primary. disposal. of the sgil; and no 
‘tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United States; 
‘nor shail the. larids or Other property of hontre sh 
“taxed -hisher than the: Jands or other: property. . 
‘dents. All the Jaws shall ‘be. sabmitted :to- the 
‘of ane United States, and, if disapproved, shalt 
void. i ee 
sé Such is the Clayton compromise, as ‘far y 
question is concerned, and for which the:gentlemén whose 
names we have given, recorded their votes, about 8 o'clock, 
a. m., on Thursday, Joly the 27th, 1848, : 
‘Let us now examine the provision touching ‘slavery 
embodied in the proposed adjustment, which some of ‘those 
same gentlemen now oppose. with bitter vehemence.. It 
reads as follows, applying to Utah and New Mexico: A 
t ¢ And bet further enacted, That the legislative power 
t of the territory shall extend to ali rightful subjects-of legis- 
“Jation consistant with the Constitution of the United States 
‘and the provisions of this act; but no law shall he passed 
‘interfering with the primary disposal af the soil, norin re- 
‘spect to African slavery; no tax shall be imposed upon the 
‘ property of the United States; nor shali the lands or-other 
‘property of non-residents be taxed -higher than the lands or. 
“other-property of residents. All the Jaws passed by .the 
‘legislative assembly and governor shall be submitted to the 
t Cougress of the United States, and, if disapproved, shall be 
fnalt and of no effuet.? ae Bed Big 
“Now, we ask our readers to compare this provision with 
that we have quoted from the Clayton coupromisé of /1848, 
and tefl us the difference between them, so faras the ques- 
tion of slavery is- concerned, “We bave compared them 
carefully, for the purpose of detecting any discrepancy 3 and 
after mature deliberation, we can see nothing, except’ that 
the Ciayton compromise forbids the passage of any law tre- 
specting slavery,’ while the proposed adjustment forbids the 
We 
must confess it requires better eyes, or worse than Ours, to 
see any real difference between the two provisions.” 


I propose to show that this allegation is palpa- 
bly untrue. In fact, so far as the reason. of my 
opposition is concerned, I assert it to be positively 
untrue, Although Iam in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, yet if that amendment should fail, 
and other important amendments be made, I: will 
give my vote for the bill, however important I ré- 
gard the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. m 

"The editor of the Union places himself before 
the country as a sort of high-priest of the Demo- 
cratic party, and proposes to read out of it certain 
members of that party because they choose not to 
obey his dictation and commands; because they 
choose to think and act for themselves; because 
they choose to represent their.constituenta and not 
represent Mr. Ritchie. In that article he has print- 
ed the vote on what is called the Clayton compro- 
mise bill, which passed this body two years ago, 
and very correctly places my vote in favor of its 
passage. And he then propounds the interroga- 
tory, “ what is there in this bill in relation to: the 
great question of slavery that was not in-the bill 
for which these gentlemen voted two years ago?”” 
He then goes on, and attempts to show: that the 
two bills are precisely the same, and that there is 
in fact but the difference of one word, according 
to his account.. He professes to give aù account 
from the record, which I shall show before I have 
done to be palpably untrue. What are the differ- 
ences, then, in point of fact between this bill and 
the one for which I voted, the ‘ Clayton compro- 
mise bill,” two years ago? Why, sir, that was 
exclusively a-territorial bill. Tis is a territo- 
rial bill and a State bill—a bill to admit a State as 
well as to provide governments for the territoriés, 
The former was nothing more nor less than a 
territorial bill; and its only provision was to create 
territorial governments for the territories of Oregon, 
California and New Mexico, That bill was found- 
ed, in my judgment, upon the non-interference 
doctrine fully and completely, and prevented the 
territorial government from legislating upon the 
subject of excluding slavery from the territories, 
leaving the rights of the southern people depend- | 
ant upon the constitutional laws of the United 
States, upon which we were then and are now per- 
fectly willing to risk our rights: If we have no 
constitutional rights, there is no use in saying any- 
thing about the matter, as I have no hopes of any 
justice at the hands of the North. But if we have 
constitutional rights, we desire that they..should 
be protected and given to ùs. The Clayton com- 
promise bill did this, It stood upon the non-inter- 
vention doctrine. It provided a speedy: rerfiedy 
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for ihe adjustment of the question whether slavery 
should or should not exist in the territories. That 
bill left the matter to the Supreme Court, and thus 
every right’ given by the Constitution was com- 
pletely secured to the South. 

Hew is it in relation to the bill now before us? 
For I propose to respond very briefly to the inter- 
rogatory put by the would be high-priest of the 
Democratie party. How does this. bill stand? || 
Why, sir, there is a provision for the admission of 
a State into the Union, and that State, too, còn- 
taining the identical territory to which the Clay- 
ton bill gave a territorial government, and embra- 
cing all the territory which I regard to be of much 
consequence or importance, with a provision pro- |; 
hibiting slavery within the limits of that State. But 
if that were all, the bill would not be so very objec- 
tionable. But, farther, what is the measure into 
the support of which Mr, Ritche tries to whip the 
Democratic party in this body? This bill includes 
territory enough within the limits of the proposed !! 
State of California to constitute at the lowest cal- || 
culation three States, one or two of them south of |! 
the Missouri compromise line, 369 30’. And this, || 
too, when it is proposed that this State of Califor- |i 
nia, with this immense boundary, shall be admitted, i 
not for the purpose of its remaining one State, for | 
no man contemplates any such thing. None be- 
lieve that California is to remain forall time to 
come one State, with such immense limits, The 
friends of the bill contemplate no such thing. The 
chairman of the committee that reported this bill 
has proclaimed to the Senate and to the country, 
that ata subsequent period, whenever it may be 
deemed necessary, other States may be admitted 
from the State of California. In the mean time the 
constitution of that State is to answer the important 
purpose of the Wilmot proviso to the surplus ter- 
ritory within that State. That constitution is to ; 
prohibit slavery, and make it perfectly certain that | 
whatever States may be formed out of California, 
they will come into the Union as free States; for 
it is provided by the Constitution of the United ;' 
States that no State shall be divided into two or 


verted into free territory. Mr. Ritchie can see 
nothing in all this; he cannot, for his life, perceive 


_any difference between this bill and the Clayton 


compromise bill. 

Mr. Ritchie publishes an extract from the Clay- 
ton compromise bill, and then from the bill now 
under consideration. The extract which he pub- 
lishes from the Clayton compromise bill, reads as 
follows: 7 

“No law shall be passed respecting the establishment of 
religion, or respecting slavery, or interfering with the prima- 
ry disposal of the public jands”? 

He says that the only difference between the two 
bills is the insertion of the word “ African” before 
the word “slavery” in the bill now under consid- 
eration. He then goes on to show that this is the 
only difference between the two propositions. 

Mr. President, I propose to show that there are 
palpable errors—to call them by no worse name— 
inthis bill... The only difference that Mr. Ritchie 
can perceive between the two bills is that in one 

bill {the territorial legislature was prohibited from 
legislating ‘on the subject of slavery,” and in the 
other “on the subject of African slavery.” On 


copy of which I have procured from the Secretary, 
I find that the provision is in these words: 


t Bat uo law shall be passed respecting the prohibition or 
establishment of rican slavery.” 


The Clayton compromise bill was reported in 
language identical fo that of the bill now under 


others, was dissatisfied with this identical lan- 


love with. 
satisfied with the languagé of that bill as reported, 
struck it out, aud inserted what | have just read 
to the Senate. Mr. Ritchie did not then under- 
take to denounce the whole Senate for thus amend- 
ing the bill. He did not then perceive that the 
Senate had done wrong. He did not then com- 


complains most lustily, and he gives us what he 
calls a true record, when it turns out that he has 


more States without the assent of said State. It 
would then require the assent of both States—that 
is,,of the people forming the new State to be ad- 
mitted from California as well as of the people of 
the State of California. The State of California ! 
would never give her consent to forming a slave | 
State out of her territory, after she herself had i! 
been admitted as a free State. Itake it, then, that || 
so far as the admission of California is concerned, |! 
with her present boundaries, it is nothing less than |; 
the Wilmot proviso in its most effective, and there- |} 
fore most odious and offensive form. Offensive, jj 
because, being in the form of a State, we cannot | 
test its constitutionality, as we could and would do 
if applied to a territorial government, and yet the 
effect, if not the exclusive object, is to exclude 
slavery from territory hereafter to be admitted as | 
a State or States. 
between the Clayton compromise bill, and that ji 
now before us, called by Mr, Ritche “the adjust- | 
ment.” 

The Clayton compromise bill left Texas the en- 
joyment of her rightful boundaries. It only pro- | 
posed to provide governments for the territories of | 
Oregon, California, and New Mexico, iF 

The Clayton compromise bill did not propose to 
purchase from Texas some ten degrees of territo- 
ry, and enougg of it south of 36° 30' to form at |: 
least two additional States, which, if permitted to | 
remain in the State of Texas, would remain slave | 
territory, and which, if admittad into the Union 
from the State of Texas, will inevitably be admit- 
ted as slave States. But if we take them from 
under the constitution of Texas, and put them into |: 
a territory subject to the Wilmot proviso, we | 
would enlarge the subject of contention, and they 
will be finally admitted as free States. Here is a 
proposition, then, which did not exist in the Clay- 
ton compromise bill, of taking from under a slave | 
constitution ten degrees of territory, and convert- | 
ing it into free soil. There was no such proposi- 
tion as that in the Clayton compromise bill. And 
what further is there in this bill? True, the 
amount. of money to be paid for converting this | 
slave territory into free territory is left blank—ten ‘| 
or fifteen millions will, perhaps, be proposed. It 
is, then, proposed to make the people of the South 
pay ten or fifteen millions—and pay it for what 
purpose? for what benefit? In order that this im- li 
mense territory shall be taken from them and con- i; 


| 


‘There is, then, some difference | 


1 


| have expressly told its enemies from the South, that they 


i that has not proved satisfactory. 


ii sideration, what are we to think? 


not examined the record, or, if he has examined 
it, that he has given a false or untrue account of it. 


that, so far as I am individually concerned, the 
reasons assigned by him are untrue, have not 
the semblance of truth to sustainthem. I consider 


the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi as | 


a great improvement of the bill; but my vote shall 


not depend upon the adoption of that amendment, |! 


becaust if it be rejected and other important 
amendments be made, I shall vote for the bill. 
But, sir, Mr. Ritchie proceeds in his article and 
says: 
« This is history, for it is derived from the public records; 
and yet, strange to say, some ofthe gentlemen who, less 
than two years ago, sustained the Clayton compromise, and 


1 denounced before weir southern constituencies those who 
i: defeated that compromise, are now moving heaven and 


earth to defeat an adjustment, giving, es their principal 
reason, « clause identical with the similar clause of the Clanton 
compromise. Taking all these things into consideration, what 
are we to think?) The friends of the proposed adjustment 


were willing to strike out the feature touching slavery, 
which some gentlemen from the South (who had voted for 
the same feature in the Clayton compromise) objected to, 


! and that they were willing to remove their new-found ob- 


Ar. Prarr’s amendment. 


But even 
Tt is all a mystery—all a 
mystery—which arrays southern State-vigits men in the Senate 
side hy side with Messrs. Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the 
leat’ of Colonel Benton, and arrays southern State-rights 


jections, by admitting 


! men in the House of Representatives by the side of Root, ; 
i| Wentworth, Wilmot, and Horace Mann, under the lead of | 


Joshua R. Giddings.’” 

Sir, it is not true, either, that we are attempting 
to move heaven and earth. We are not so vain, 
er so wicked as to attempt either. How Mr. 
Ritchie should ascertain that I was opposed to the 
bill, is a matter wholty unknown to me. Certainly 
I made no speech here against it; certainly I have 
not heretofore expressed my opposition to it; in 
the course of this debate. l have never hefore 


: opened my mouth in relation to the subject, ex- 


cept in relation to the report of the Committee of 
Thirteen, which constitutes no part of the bill. 
Yet Mr. Ritchie assumes to assign for my oppo- 
sition a reason which I repudiated, and which 
I shall show to be untrue. The article then 
proceeds to say, ‘* taking all these things into con- 
I think it isa 
pretty bard question to answer, what we are to 
think, wien we look to the gross misrepresenta- 


looking at the Clayton compromise bill, a true į 


consideration. The Senate, including myself among | 


guage, which Mr. Ritchie has fallen so deeply in ; 
A majority of the Senate, being dis- | 


plain of the action of the Senate; but now, sir, he |! 


{ would repeat | 


tions and false record- presented to the country, of 
| the reasons assumed by him for others, which 
i} reasons are not true. I think, sir, we might well 
i| exclaim, in his own language, ‘‘ that in view of all 
: these things, what are we to think?” [Laughter.] 
| He then goes on to say: 

“fi isali a mystery—all a mystery—which arrays south- 
ern State-rights men in the Senate side byside with Messrs. 
|| Hale, Chase, and Seward, under the lead of Col. Benton.” 
| Well, Mr. President, I should regard it as avery 
| great mystery if I were to be thus arrayed. Mr. 
nH Ritchie seems to have forgotten that ‘those who 
: live in glass houses ought not to throw stones.” 
| Where does he stand? Where is he now to be 
| found? Where is he who arraigns me and others 
| for the company in which we find ourselves? 
|, Why, sir, he is not side by side with the distin- 

| guished Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] and 
ithe distinguished Senator: from Massachusetts, 
! (Mr. Wegsrer,] for they would not let him stand 
there, but he is attempting to hang on to their coat- 
tails. [Laughter.] He has forgotten his old po- 
sition. He has left his old friends. He, too, is 
fourd in strange company, and advocating and 
supporting strange doctrines. Before, therefore, 
he undertakes to reprimand others, he-had better 
look a little at home, and see how he stands in re- 
lation to his own course. - But, sir, if I am to be 
found at all with the company here mentioned, it 
will be only in a single and solitary vote; and, 
after that vote shall have been given, we shall 
stand as wide apart as the poles. How long jg it 
i since Mr. Ritchie was rallying and fighting under 
the banner of the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. 
| Benron?] How long since he abandoned his 
ompany? How long sincgphe commenced de- 
; nouncing him? How long has it been discovered 
to be unpardonable to be found in company with 
| the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Beyron‘] Very 
| recently, I take it; for J have heard that Mr. Ritchie 
i would not publish, until very recently, extracts 
from papersin Missouri disapproving of the course 

f the Senator from Missouri. othing of the 
; kind could ever find its way into Mr. Ritchie’s 
|li paper until very recently, when he found it was 
expedient to denounce that Senator; and, since 
that time, he has even denounced othera if they 
i: gave a solitary vote with him, Does he not know 
i| that Mr. Benton approves every word in this bill, 
i; and would support every provision of the bill if 
i| presented as separate measures, and that he only 
|; objects because they are blended in one bill? So 
li that, in substance and measures, Mr. Ritchie is 
ii acting with Col. Benron, while I, for the sake of 
principle, am fighting them both. He denounces 
me for voting with Col. Bewron. 

In relation to those other gentlemen enumerated 
‘here with whom it is alledged I stand side by side, 
i I deny it; I repudiate themg | have one declaration 
to make to Mr. Ritchie and to the country, and I 
: hope that my constituents will read it and ponder 
: over it, and if itis unworthy of their representative 
they will repudiate me. I stand here to advocate 
and defend their rights, and in the examination of 
great measures and great principles, | am not to be 
induced to vote in a particular way because that 
would bring me in company with particular gen- 
temen. Fam not one of those who would vote 
against a bill because certainother gentlemen chose 
to vote forit. I would rather act with Satan himself, 
and be right, than act with the best man that ever 
lived and be wrong. I shall examine all measures 
; submitted for my action in this body on their own 
merits, and I shall cast my vote according to my 
jadgment of the merits of every measure, without 
looking to see who votes for it or who votes 
i| against it, Mr. Ritchie may not be able to appre- 
ji ciate this, or he may think the people of the coun- 
try so remarkably stupid and ignorant that they 
can be rallied for or against a measuse on account 
of the men who vote for or against it. Sir, he is 
mistaken. Heunderrates the intelligence of the 
people, who look at these measures for themselves, 

The people will form their opinions for them- 
selves; and no matter who votes for or against, 
they will never fail to use every effort to prevent 
the passage of an obnoxious or unjust Jaw, or to 
secure the passage of a beneficial and just one. 

Mr. President, I have now answered the main 
points in the charge of Mr. Ritchie against me and 
| others, and have answered them truly, at all 
|j events. I am willing to go before the country 
i, with my response. 1 would say here that this is 
| the only mode by which anything favoring the 


Ti done 


sh nS : 


position which Fand those who aet with me oc- 
cupy can go to the country. In other words, the | 
only mode ‘by which anything in opposition to f 
‘this measure can reach the people is by a speech 
delivered on this floor. Every press, excepting | 
the Republic—and that, I believe, stands neutral ! 
on this question—every press, or the two promi- |! 
nent presses, are out in favor of this measure. 
All three were in favor of it at one time: -This 
paper of Mr. Ritchie particularly has beeome very 
warm and zealous for it,and has even denounced 
southern Democrats. who find fault with it, ang 
undertakes tosread them out of thé party, becanse |} 
they will not blindly support a measure which their |! 
judgments condemn. How stands this: matter? || 
What is the relative strength of the bill with the |: 
southern Democracy of this body? According to | 
my estimate there can be found but five southern | 
Democrats in favor of it. There are certainly 
eleven opposed to it. And while there are eleven |; 
against and five for the position of Mr. Ritchie, he |! 
undertakes to denounce the eleven, and read them il 
out of the party. i 
Mr. FOOTE. ‘Will the honorable Senator al- | 
low me for a moment? f 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


Mr. TURNEY. Certainly. | 
Mr. FOOTE. If I understand their position, 
not one of the honorable Senators from the South, | 
to whom allusion has been made, has declared |! 
himself to be entirely opposed to this measure. 
They were all very particular in declaring that if | 
certain amendments were made they would favor | 
the measure. f now beg leave to say to the hon- | 
orable Senator that, so faras I am concerned, Fam | 
in favor of amendments, and have been from the |! 
beginning of this coittroversy down to the present || 
moment. If reasonable amendments be made, Ii: 
hope there will not be the least difference between |! 
the different. Democratic Senators from the South | 
on this measure. If the honorable Senator from |; 
Louisiana [Mr. Souke] was correctly understood |: 
the other day, he was very far from being opposed 
tə this measure toto ealo, but declared himself to | 
be in favor of it if certain amendments were made. | 
I do not believe that there is one man on this side |; 
of the house who will not support this measure in ti 
the event of such amendments being made as will į; 
render it acceptable to all. | 
Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, I really do || 
‘not see the point of the explanation, neither can I}: 
conceive why it was necessary to interrupt me in || 
order to make the explanation. f 
of Mr. Ritchie’s article against me and others, i\ 
Mr. FOOTE. Did you not speak of Senators |; 
H 
i 
i 
| 


I was speaking 


from the South? 
Mr. TURNEY. I spoke of Senators from the | 
South with a view only to show the number for |; 
and against the bill, and I repeated at least half a |, 
dozen times that I would be satisfied with the bill |! 
if certain amendments be made. I have gone j; 
further. I have gone on to shaw that, even if | 
this amendment of the Senator from Mississippi |) 
[Mr. Davis] be rejected, yet if other important |i 
amendments be made [ shall vote for the bill. Ii 
want to know who are the friends of the bill and |: 
who are not. When we speak of a bill, we speak |; 
not of a bill as it may be amended, but as it is on |; 
the table. I would say that there is nota man in | 
America who would oppose this bill if it should | 
be so amended as to suit his conveniences and | 
views; not one. When I speak of this bill, Iii 
speak of it as itis, not of it as it may_be amended 
or changed, for then it may become an entire new 
bill. 
` Mr. FOOTE. I am sorry to be under the 
necessity of interrupting the honorable gentleman 
again. Does the honorable Senator from Ten- 
nessee wish to be understood as declaring that, in | 
his opinion, any friend of this bill has opposed į 
reasonable amendments? Does he not know, does | 
not the country know, that the honorable. chair- i 
man of the committee of thirteen, in the beginning, | 
and ever since, has offered no opposition to rea- 
- sonable amendments? Has not the honorable 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] pursued the | 
same course? Have we not all done so? Have 
not those of us who are in favor of the measure 
expected and desired that modifications would be 
made? Several, including myself, have declared 
their determination, at a seasonable time, to offer 
amendments. J understand, then, from the in- 
dications around me, that there will be no opposi- 
tion to the bill, of an inflexible character, if it be 


properly amended. 2 


. to. speak, or assumes to speak,-by authority; and 


| ments to this bill. 


: country. 


MruTURNEY.. 1 do not 
the. Senator. means: by. infles 
really do not know: how te-dis 
bitt not before us. L will not discuss.the merits of i 
the bill as it may. be‘ after<it shall have been. 
amended, but as. it is 
cuss what the:bill’y rafter it shall have been 
amended, when wedo not know. how it -will be 
amended? -F was not speaking of the conduct of 
Senators at all. IT was speaking of the course of |! 
this: high-priest, or rather of this man who would 
be high-priest of the Democratic party. He seems 


= = 
exactly what | 
@pposition. -$ 


that authority is that no amendment will be made. | 
He has denounced us because we want amend- T 
We are denounced because we | 
will not vote for this bill unless it be amended, not 

because we are not in favor of passing some bill. | 
‘We are denounced because we do not take this | 
bill as it is, as it comes from the hands of the com- | 
mittee. That is what we are denounced for. frji 
was to that point, and to that point alone, that I |! 
was calling the attention of the Senate and of the 
E am anxious tevote for the settlement | 


the merits of a-l! 


territory. of Texas be ‘taken: from: hers 
under. the territorial form of government; i 


tined to-come into the Union as x free State: “There 


| is the power. to accomplish: it. 1f- the southern, 


boundary of California*be:reduced tothe line of 
360-30! ; territory. edough. will bedeft south ef that 
line to. form-one State at least, with an equal chance 
of making it a slave State, whichis; all that the 
South can ask or demand. ‘Fhere is nota } 
ern: man who would demand to the letter 
stitutional rights of the South. | | defy Mr. Ritchie, 
I defy any one else, to designate a solitary man in. 
the South who demands his full share of constitu-- 
tional- right. If the South were to demand that, 
they would not only demand that the Wilmot pro- 
viso should not be spread over the territories, but 
they would require that any obstruction, any diffi- 
culties, growing out of any doubt in relation to tha 
laws of Mexico, ought to be removed at once, and 
that the right to carry slaves into, the. territories 
‘Should be recognized by this Government. ‘They 


and adjustment of the whole question, and am 
anxious to vote for this bill, if it be amended so as 
to make itacceptable tgme. 1 have written letters 
home to this effect. have gone so far as to ex- | 
press the hope that amendments would be made 
which would enable me, and all other true men of 
the South, to give this bill our hearty support. I 


i 
} 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


would do this, if they demanded all their consti- - 
tutional rights as equal: citizens of this Union. i 


i undertake to say, therefore, that Mr. Ritchie has 


no right to read two-thirds of the Democratic party 
of the South out of that party for differing with 
him, and for maintaining the rights of the Sduth 


i believe that. the Democratic party. are governed. 


have expressed this hope in letters to my con- |! by democratic. republican ‘doctrines. We might 
stituents. J did not charge any one here with a |i have a right to turn Mr. Ritchie out, but he has 
desire to defeat amendments. . F am willing to be- f none to expel us. Ishall, therefore, still regard 
lieve, and hope, that a majority will be found in |! myself as belonging to the Democratic party, and 


| favor of placing the bill in a shape to make it ac- |; shall continue to act with it, regardless of Mr, 


ii time alone will show. 


» me, and entertain my opinions. 


ceptable to the southern people; but whether the 
friends of the bill will permit it to be so amended, 
W hat, let me ask, is the 
great bone of contention? What do the southern 
people desire ?—I mean those of them that act with 
Is there any man 
in the South, to be found anywhere, call him a 


: Calhounist, call him a disunionist, or any other | 


opprobrious term, if you choose—I challenge Mr. 


| Ritchie, and others who take his position, to point 


me toa solitary man who acts with me, who de- 


| mands for the South any more than the Constitu- 


tion guaranties. Is there any man that demands 


ti for the Somth more than equality with the people 
| of the North? 


Has any southern man.proposed 


|; to exclude the northern people from migrating to 
| the territories? Has any such idea as that been 


advanced or advocated by the southern people? 
No, sir; far from it. All they ask, and all they 
ever have asked, is their constitutional rights; that 
they shall be permitted to enter the territories with 
their property, upon an equal footing and with 
equal rights with their brethren of the free States. 
This is all they ask. They ask no more than 
that. And anybody who supposes that the South 
willsubmit toany thing less, greatly under-estimates 
the people of the South. ‘They claim to be free- 
men, and they claim that the Constitution was as 


fice, does he hold me up and denounce me. 

Now, lask what Senators mean when they talk 
to you of-extreme South and of extreme southern 
men? Will gentlemen point me to any unreason- 
able demand made by southern men? The Con- 
stitution of the country makes them equal to the 
North, and they would be degraded and disgraced, 
were they to consent to be anything less. {Í hope 
they wiil never consent to surrender any portion 
of their constitutional rights. , 


li Ritchie. I will conclude, by saying, that I hope 
; and trust the time is not far distant when there 
i will be a press in the city of Washington that 
i; will do some little justice to the people of the 
f eta and wiil appeal to the country in their be- 
i half. : 
Mr. FOOTE. Ido not rise to address the Sen- 
ate at any Jength,as I am exceedingly anxious 
i that we should proceed to the vote without delay; 
i nor shall Į enter at all into: the general merits’ of 
|| the pending controversy. But J feel bound to'say 
|| a few words in vindication of Mr. Ritchie, who 
|| is, as we all know, so eminently able to defend 
|i himself as to most of the allegations which. have 
| been made against him. . 1 will say to the Senator 
i from Tennessee, in response to one of the last.of 
|i his remarks, that he: need be under no apprehen- 
i! sion of -being read out of the Democratic party by 
|: Mr. Ritchie. Mr. Ritchie has never undertaken 
j| to do it, nor thought of doing it... The honorable 
i; Senator has made a great mistake in regard to the 
i! character of the measure before this body, It 
li happens not to be a party measure át all. It 
|i chances to be a measure above party, and in re: 
|, lation to which it is the duty of all patriots.:to co- 
|i operate and unite. This is the opinion, T well 
i know, of Mr. Ritchie. He attempts to read no 
| man out of the Democratic party in connection 
|| with this measure. Ee does not treat itas a party 
|i measure. He would scorn to speak or write of it 
li as a party measure... He:looks upon itas a great 
i! measure of conciliation and adjustment, in rela- 
| tion to. which all patriots, wherever located, or 
ii however associated politically, art bound to unite, 
i and in support of which the whole country, with 
H slight and most lamentable exceptions, concurs, . 
i Mr. TURNEY. I have only to inquire, that if 
i, Mr. Ritchie does not regard it as a party’ measure, 
| why does he denounce only the Democratic Sena- 
tors who oppose it, whilst he makes no comment 
li on the course of other gentlemen who do not súp- 
|| port the measure? F think the Senator from Mis- 
li sissippi cannot have read the article. 
i) Mr, FOOTE. I have read the whole of the 


i 
| 


i! nounees it, and denounces all those who advocate j be somewhat inconsistent. 


: will vote for the bill. y a 
i that? We know that we will gain at least two 


Mr. Ritchie has taken occasion, also, to de- `i article, and 1 beg leave to say that the Senator's 
nounce the Missouri compromise line. He de- |) course in referenceto this matter appears to me to 
| He first charges Mr. 

it. Why, sir, Mr. Ritchie has gone for north of || Ritchie with being the advocate and the editorial 
60 30' himself. Reduce California to the line of |) champion of the distinguished Senator from Ken- 
36° 80'; run the line through Texas; compensate || tueky, (Mr. Cuay,] whose party position is per- 
Texas for whatever you may purchase of her ter- |! feetly well known to be adverse to that of Mr. 
ritory, and then organize terrttorial governments || Ritchie; and, after so doing, he alleges that Mr. 
founded upon the non-intervention doctrine, and Í i! Ritchie ig endeavoring to read gentlemen out of 
Will we gain nothiog by | the Democratic party because they do not support 
| this measure. This charge of not being a true 
southem States in Texas. There will be no dis- |) and loyal Democrat, because of not following the 
lead of the most distinguished. Whigin the Union, 


È x N 

pute in relation to that, If that part of the terri- i \ : 

tory of Texas remain under a slave constitation, || appears to my apprehension: to involve something 
3 


i 
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like a gross confusiorof ideas. This whole notion 
is founded in an error. Mr. Ritchie does not re- 
cognise the measure before us asa party measure, 
and has so over and over declared; but as a great 
measure far above all mere party considerations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, [Mr.- Kive,] 
called the Senator to order for irrelevancy. 

Mr. FOOTE. I simply wish to defend my ven- 
erable editorial friend, who has been very unkindly 
assailed. Iam not going into the merits of the 
controversy between Mr. Ritchie and these‘gentle- 
men. No doubt Mr. Ritchie is perfectly prepared 
to meet them upon all the points involved, in a 
manner entirely satisfactory to the country; but I 
did not feel at liberty to remain entirely silent 
whilst a violent assault was being made upon the 
sensibilities and character of a man whose wisdom, 
patriotism, inflexible regard for principle, and a 
thousand high moral qualities, had, in earlier and | 
purer times, secured to him the friendship and es- | 
teem of such personages as Jefferson, Madison, 


and other great and good men, now no longer upon || 
|| favor, by voice or vote, the extension ofslavery or 
to posterity as one worthy to be honestly remem- | 
l! Congress, or any interference with the subject 


earth—a man who, I venture to predict, will descend 


| 
: cm- | 
bered, when all the accusations of the present time | 
shall have been disregarded and forgotten. To | 
i 
| 


illustrate what I am now saying, and to show how || 


little danger there is of Mr. Ritchie’s suffering se- 
rious detriment from the decrial how in progress, | 
I will violate in some degree the secrecy of private į 
intercourse, and mention that I have learned within 
a few days past that the present distinguished Gov- 
ernor of the Oid Dominion was, not long since, | 
heard to say that he regarded the present position 
of the venerable editor of the Union as one of more 
honor than any which he has ever heretofore held; 
and I know that a similar sentiment is most widely | 


entertained by many of the most renowned states- || 


men and patriots to be found in the Republic. 
Sustained, confided in, and defended by such 
friends, he need dread no assailment that is threat- 
ened here or elsewhere, whether by speech or 


en. 
P The PRESIDING OFFICER stated the discus- 
sion to be out of order. l 

Mr. TURNEY. If Mr. Ritchie does not re- 
gard this as a party measure, | repeat, why does 
he denounce only the Democrats who are opposed 
toit? There is not a word said against other 
Senators. Not a whisper. I do not care what 
Mr. Ritchie’s character may be. He may stand 


very high with the Governor of Virginia, but it is || 


account of the record. 
speak of these matters here in vindication of my- | 
self. lt was my right, and I chose to exercise 
that right. 

Mr. W, 


be in order to refer the matter relating to Mr, 
Ritchie to the Committee on Printing? [Laughter.] 


nevertheless very certain that he has given a false | 


Mr. WHITCOMB also addressed the Senate | 


for an hour, A report of this speech will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I have but a word to say. 


l have taken occasion to || 


LKER suggested whether it would not || 


| authorizing slavery, proposes to add a further pro- |! 
viso, that nothing therein contained shall be con- | 


strued to authorize slavery, &c. This is not, as 
has been supposed by some, the ordinance of 1787 
over again, but merely rebuts any inference au- 
thorizing slavery which the Senator thinks may 
be drawn from the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi. As, however, no such authority is 
there or can be put there, by construction, there 


sumption. Besides, as this is a proviso to a pro- 
viso, if the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi contains objectionable or doubtful phraseology 
it should be corrected directly, by changing the lan- 
| guage of the amendment, and not by explaining it 
by a further proviso. If I thought the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi could possibly be 
construed as is supposed, I would vote to change 
Í it, but I am sure it cannot, and that no amendment 
is necessary. 

Now, sir, I wish to say, once for all, that it is 
not my intention, either directly or indirectly, to 


the: restriction of slavery,in the territories, by 


whatsoever. Nor am I influenced in this conclu- 
sion by the local laws of the territory in question, 


li either natural or artificial—the laws of nature or 
il the Jaws of man; and, forall the purposes of pres- |! 


ent action, I will not inquire what they are in 
| either respect. { will stand upon the true princi- 
| ples of non-intervention, in the broadest possible 
| sense, for non-intervention’s sake, to uphold the 
| fundamental principles of freedom, and for no 
| other reason, and will leave the people of the terri- 
i tories and of the States to such rights and privi- 
leges as are theirs under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, without addition to or diminu- 
; tion from such rights by the action of Congress. 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dodge of Wisconsion, Douglas, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Miller, Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Up- 
ham, Walker, Webster, and Whitcomb—25, 


tien, Butler, Cass, Clay, Ciemens, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Foote, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turftey, aud Un- 
derwood —30, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


ator from Mississippi. 


ordered on this amendment, resulted as follows: 
YEAS~—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 

Clay, Clemens, Davis of M ppi, Dawson, Dickinson, 

Downs, Foote, Houston, Hi 


i} Underwood—25 
| NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 


| setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Doug- 


It has seemed to me from the beginning that an 
undue consequence has been given to the section 
under consideration, and to both the amendments 
proposed to it. 


slavery, and shall vote to strike it out, but I shall 
vote for the bill if it is retained, because | deem 
the measure of so much consequence that | will 
not be turned from its support by details of minor 
importance of which I do not approve. The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] notwithstand- 
ing the bill authorizes the territorial legislature to 
act upon all “ rightful subjects of legislation,” be- 
lieves that certain police legislation, which he 


thinks may become necessary, may, by a strict | 


construction of the section, be prohibited, and has 


| 
| 
| 
1 
Mih N | 
proposed an amendment providing that nothing || 
contained in that section shail be construed to pre- ` 
i| Several SENATORS. 
i 
| 
i 
d 
į 
i 


vent proper legislation far the protection of every 


species of property there, or which may be carried || 
there in conformity with the Constitution and laws |} 


of the United States. I suppose this amendment 


cannot be necessary under any view of the case, |! 


since rightful subjects: of legislation are provided 
for; but the Senator thinks it is, and I see no par 
ticular harm in it except that it makes provision : 
for cases already sufficiently provided for, The 


{ do not favor the original section, || 
which prohibits legislation in respect to African ; 


' Walker, Webster, and Whiteomb—390. 
| So the amendment was not agreed to. 
i) Mr. SEWARD. I now submit the following 


* Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise 


of said Territories of Utah and New Mexico.” 

Mr. HALE. 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Iam as well pre- 
pared to vote on this amendment now as { ever 
shall be, but I submit whether, having taken one 
vote on this matter, and some members of the 


it may be taken? 


** Question, question.” 


Mr. DAVIS. 
i the question should be postponed. 
Mr. HUNTER and other Senators. 
take a vote, take a vote.” 
Mr. DAVIS. Iam content. 


against any inference which may be drawn from 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 


Senator from Ohio (Mr. Cuase] then, to guard f The question on theamendment of Mr. SEWARD 


was taken-by yeas and nays, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 


can be no provision necessary to rebut such pre- i 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays i 
on the amendment of Mr. Cuasg, and resulted as | 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Renton, Ber- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ! 
now recurs on the amendment offered by the Sen- | 


The yeas and nays having been demanded, and | 


ter, King, Manguin, Mason, | 
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and ! 


amendment, to be inserted at the thirty-eighth į 
ii section: 


i than by eouviction for crime, shall ever be allowed in either | 


I call for the yeas and nays on || 


Senate being absent, it would not be better to posi- : 
pone it for the present, and to fix a time at which |j 


“ No, no, no,” and cries of | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 


| ator from Mississippi make a motion? i 
I merely wished to suggest that i). 


** No, no; 


p 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch,.Greene, Hie, Ham- 
lin, Miller, Norris, Seward, Shietds, Smith, Upham, Whit- 
comb, and Walker—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atebison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Lowa, Downs,. Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Souté, Spruance, Sturgeon, 


| Turney, Underwood, Webster, and Ynlee—33. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
. Mr. BERRIEN. I move to strike out in the 


| sixth line of the tenth section the words ‘tin re- 


spect to,” and insert the words “establishing or 
prohibiting.” The section will then read: 

« But no law shail be passed interferring with the primary 
disposal of the soil, nor establishing or prohibiting African 
slavery.?? > 

And upon that amendment I ask the yeas and 


| nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WALKER. I wish to offer an amendment 
> A 
to the amendment. After the word “ slavery” in- 
sert as follows: 

“That peon slavery is hereby forever abolished in the 
said territories.”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
mentis not now in order. 

The question, being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Berrien, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Butler, Clay, Clemens, Davis of Mississipi, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones. King, 
Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Webster, and Yu. 
lee—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin Bodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Norris, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Whit- 


| comb—27. i 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to amend the tenth 
section by striking out the words ‘in respect to 
African slavery.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These words 
have already been stricken out and other words 
substituted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I move toamend it by 


‘striking out these words, and also the words 


which were added, and on that amendment I ask 


i the yeas and nays. 


Mr. YULEE. Ihave an amendment to offer, 
which I think might very properly precede the 
amendment offered by the: Senator. from Illinois. 
It is for the purpose of including in the section all 


| the words of the Clayton compromise bill, which 


I presume was intended by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Berrien. ] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
in order. ; 
Mr. YULEE. My purpose was simpiy to put 
the section in such a condition as might, perhaps, 


It is not now 


Bright, || tend to modify the vote to be given on the amend- 


Cass, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachu- | 


The 


ment proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 


i las, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, il words I would offer are: 


Seward, Shiclds, Smiti, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, | 


« And the Constitution and laws of the United States are 


i hereby extended over and declared to be in force in said 


territory, so far as the same may be applicable.” 

Mr. CLAY. There is already a clause in the 
bill to that effect. ; 

Mr. YULEE. l have not been able to find it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment would not now be in order. 

Mr. HALE. Itis in order to move to amend 
the sectioñ, by adding to the words which have 
already been added by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. I believe an amendment 


1» which proposes to add, has precedence over one 
‘| which proposes to strike out. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the proposi- 
tion is to amend by adding, it has precedence over 
any proposition to amend by striking out. 

Mr. HALE. Then I propose to amend the sec- 


i| tion by adding, after the word ‘ prohibiting,” the 
| words ‘or allowing.” 


Mr. WALKER Mr. President, what has be- - 
come of my amendment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


order. 

Mr. WALKER. I understood the Chair to 
decide that the amendment of the Senator from H- 
linois was out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
cided it to be in order. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I wish to ask the Chair a. 
question, I thought the motion of the Senator 


Tt was out of 


The Chair de- 


1850. 


‘GLOBE: 


t 


from Ilinois: was merely to strike out, and: of 
course that motion is not capable of being amended 
by a motion to insert. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in- order 
to perfect a clause before a motion is put to strike 
out. 

Mr. WEBSTER. But it does not come as an 
amendment to the motion to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator: 
from New Hampshire proposes to amend that 


clause by inserting certain words. If that should | 


be carried, then the question recurs on the amend: 
ment of tHe Senator from Illinois to strike out the: 
whole words. : ee 

Mr. RUSK. I understand this to bean amend- 
ment to an amendment which has been adopted. 
Tam not very conversant with parliamentary rules; 
but it seems to me to be out of order. 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
no difficulty on the subject. The 10th section o 
the bill was amended by striking out the words | 
‘tin respect to,” and inserting “ establishing or : 


prohibiting,” so that the clause reads ‘establish- | 


Ing or prohibiting African slavery.” In the first 


i 
| 
place, it is proposed by the Senator from Illinois | 
to strike out all these words; and, in-the next | 
| 
f 


place, it is proposed to add to that clause of the 


bill two other words, “or allowing.” Now, when || 
that amendment prevails—if it shall prevail—then | 
the question comes up upon striking all these ji 


words out. 

Mr, PRATT. It occurs to me, Mr. President, 
that this amendment is out of order, inasmuch as 
it is precisely, in substance, what the Senate has 
already voted upon in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from New York, and which is the 
Wilmot proviso. It is, that slavery shall not be 
allowed there. It is the Wilmot proviso, ‘ac- 
cording to my construction of it. It is precisely 
what we have just voted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair is 


of opinion that the amendment is in order. as 
I would suggest, Mr. Presi- |) 


Mr. BUTLER. i S 
dent, that it isout of order, for a sull more definite 
reason than any yet offered; and that reason is, 


with the other words already tbere, The legis- 
lature is restrained from “establishing or pro- 


! 
that these words “ or allowed” are inconsistent ; 
{ 


hibiting”’ slavery. Now, these words stand there. | 


An inconsistent and contradictory term is proposed 
tobe inserted. I say it is out of order, because it 
is inconsistent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
question of order raised? 

Mr, HALE. 


Is there any 


or inconsistency, con 
amendment, it is one 
not the Chair. 


gruity or incongruity of the 
for the Senate to decide, and 


Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps so; but the purpose |; 
of my rising was to show that this is an indirect | 
way of reaching what the Senate has directly | 


voted upon and negatived. 
Mr. CLAY, (in his seat.) That is it, certainly. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to say a single word in 
explanation of this amendment. The bill as it 
now stands, prohibits the territorial legislatures 
from passing any law either to prohibit or to es-. 


tablish slavery; but it does not prohibit the legis- | 


lature from assuming that slavery is already there 
and going on, and from legislating upon the ad- 
mitted fart that slavery is there already. Now, 
that is what I want to know, because, if you do 
not adopt this amendment, or some similar pro- 
vision, you do not exactly prohibit them from 


legislating onthe subject, because they may say, || 
« We do not prohibit slavery, but,” to use a com- || 


mon phrase, “we take it as a fixed fact per se 
that itis here;” and they may then go on legis- 
lating upon that admissien. Now, it is to ex- 
clude slavery that this amendment is offered, and 
if I had any doubts heretofore of the propriety of 
such an amendment, these doubts are entire 
moved. 


Mr. FOOTE. Tt will be recollected that the 


same meaning which we give to it in common 
acceptation, namely, “admitting,” or ‘ permit- 
ting.” 

. Mr. HALE. 
Mississippi that he has mistaken the phraseology 


[was going to suggest to the jj 
Senator from South Carolina, that if this is a: 
question of order, arising out of the consistency || 


ly re- į 


i 
j 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
ij 
i 
i 
l 


I wish to remind the Senator from | 


|i ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iewillbein order. | 


of the amendment: - The word. 
there... It is “ establish or proh 
Mr. FOOTE.» In ‘the: sense. 


admit? is not 


rhich we are 
permit.” Now, this term 
believing that it is the same as t 
ii tor ‘wishes:to introduce; I se 
„introduction: 
Several SENA: 
I Mr HALE. 


dopted, and really 
he word the Sena- 


rors. Question! Question! 

I cail for the yeas and nays. 

The yèas-and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not wish to detain the Senate 
for a single moment, but I really must say that if 
| these words are put there it will amount precisely 
to what has already been voted down; it will be to 
‘all intents and purposes the Wilmot proviso itself. 
As the bill now stands it prohibits the territorial 
i legislatures from either establishing or prohibiting 
slavery in the territories; and if that amendment is 
adopted they will be prohibited from allowing it. 
‘What does it mean? Why, that they shall take 
legislative action to prevent it; which is the very 
question on which there has been so much debate, 
and is the Wilmot proviso itself. That would be 
the construction placed upon it. It is the very 
question we have voted upon before. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. {shall vote against this 
amendment, as I voted against the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Georgia. I mean to 
vote for striking out the entire section, as has been 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois, because 1 
look upon it, that to allow the section to remain as 
it is, is nothing more nor less than to establish the 
Wilmot proviso. The legislature of the State of 
; Coahuila and Texas abolished slavery, and I pre- 
sume the legislature of New Mexico did the same 
thing, after the general legislature of the empire 
of Mexico was abolished. Ihave recently exam- 
ined the constitution of the State of Coahuiia, and 
; by that constitution they fix a day when all the 


i children who may be born in slavery shail be free; 
{ 


and I presume that such was the case in New 
Mexico, although I have not had access to the law 
| of New Mexico. 
| To sustain the provision as it now is in the bill, 
i is to maintain the Wilmot proviso, and it is won- 
| derful that the gentlemen from the free States 
rf should not be content to take it as itis. That is 
|| my objection to it; and itis based upon the ground 
| that slavery was abolished by State legislation in 
‘| New Mexico, when that territory was part of the 
| Mexican: confederacy. For that reason I am 
| against the whole thing. 1 make these remarks to 
: show the ground on which I give my vote. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Hae, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—M-ssrs, Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, Cor- 


5S 


achusetts, Dayton, Dadge of Wisconsin, 


li 
l] win, vavis of M A 
|} Douglas, Fetch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Norris, Sew- 
i ard, Shields, Smith, Upham, Walker, and Whitcomb—21. 
i NAYS—Mesers. Atchison, Badger, Beit, Benton, Berrien, 
| Borland, Bight, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, 
|| Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Towa, 
1] Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, 
iI Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Souié, 
H Spruance, Sturgeon, Tumey, Underwood, Webster, ami 
į Yulee—3i. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| now recurs on the motion to strike out the words 
| “nor establishing nor prohibiting African slavery.” 

Mr. CASS. [ should like the words imme- 
diately preceding the words proposed to be stricken 
out to be read. : 

The clause was read accordingly. 
i Mr. HALE. I beg leave to suggest to the 


strike out the whole of the clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
: state to the Senator that it would not be in order 
| to strike out the words which have just been 
‘inserted, except in connection with some other 
words. It is not in order to move to strike out 
by themselves the words “establishing or prohib- 
iting,” because they have just been inserted 3 but 
they may be stricken out in connection with some 
other words. 
; Mr. DOUGLAS. As there is some doubt as to 


The section was accordingly read as desired. 

Mr. CHASE. I would inquire of the Chair 
uo whether it is iñ order to amend the section by 
i| striking out the words * or prohibiting African?” 


accustomed to use the word: ‘establish?’ it is “to 


duce ee NO necessity for its’ 
hink it would give rise to dispute. | 


Chair that the motion, as | understand it, is to | 


j which none has been more 


` Mr. CHASE... Then I move :that th 
be stricken.out, and Fask. the yeas.and na 
The yeas and nays were riot ordered 
The. question being taken on the motion: 
Cuase, it was not-agreed. toi #4) 
Mr. BALDWIN. If itis in ordet to mov 
amend the. words proposed to be-stricken ont 


TEN 


will moveio add'to the. words. which “Have been: 


adopted on: motion. of- the Senator fror Georgi 
the following: “ Butit-ig hereby intendéd and. 
‘ clared that the Mexican laws prohibiting slave 
‘shall remain in force in the territory: wntil: t 
‘shall be altered or repealed by. Congress 
wish to amend by adding thest words immediate} 
afier the words ** establishing nor prohibiting. Af= 
rican slavery.” : : ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be a. 
substantive proposition. ‘The Senator can offer it 
after the pending amendment is disposed of. 3 
The question was then taken on the motion of: 
Mr. Doveras, to strike out the, words ‘inor ès=¿ 
tablishing nor prohibiting African slavery; ” and: 
it resulted as follows : SOENE 
YEAS—Messrs, Bradbury, Cass, 
foun as Dickinron, age 
J cen amiin, Jo A ris, 8 
Shields, Sturgeon, Undefwood, tng Upan a? Pewag, 
NAYS--Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton 
Berrien, Borland, Bright, Bader, Clemens, Davis of Missi 
sippi, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Foote, Hale 
Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Peart 
Pratt, Rask, Sebastian, Soulé, Spruance, Turney, ‘Walk 
Webster, Whitcomb, and Yulée—33. 007s 
Mr. WALKER. _I believe my amendment will 
now be in order. I now move to amend. the bill 
in the tenth section, by adding, after the word © 
“slavery,” the following words: { And that pesn - 
slavery is forever abolished and prohibited,?? 
Mr. HALE. I move to amend that amendment | 
by striking out the word “ hte 
Mr. WALKER. We have just. voed onia. 
proposition in regard to African slavery, and it has 
been rejected. There is a species of slavery there 
which I think ought to be abolished, and against . 
eloquent in his decla- 
Senator from, Louisis .. 
species of slavery that ` 
amendment, and. I hope it will be 


Chase, Claike, Clay,” 


Dodge of. fowa, Dougias, 


mation than the honorable 
ana. It is in regard to this 
l propose my 
adopted. f ; : ; 

Mr. BENTON. Theamendmentis well faunded 
and deserves the attention of the Senate. . With. 
the view of showing this I will read from an ordi- © 
nance passed.at Monterey in relation to peenage:. 

“< That no person whatever shall ftom henceforth hire or: 
take into his service any Indian without a cértificate from. | 
the former employer of that Indian stating that. the said.” 
einployer has uo claims on the services‘of that Indian for 
wages advanced.” re 

It is still stronger in the Spanish, the word 
amo, which is translated * employer,” correspond- 
ing with our words “ master, owner, or propri- 
eior.”, The ordinance in another -clause then goes 
on to say: ae 

é Any person taking into his employment any Indian ., 
without such certificate, and advancing any money or prop- z 
erty to said Indian, shall forfeit any money or property. so 
advanced; aud if it should be proved that any Ensian: has 
been enticed away from the service of his master, the: per- 
son convicted of having so enticed him shali be liable tna 
Bue not exceeding twenty dollars-nor Jess than five dol- 
ars. 

This ordinance was issued at Monterey on the 
llth of January, 1847. The word “s slavery,” 
which is in the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, 1 do not think is technically cor- 
rect. [would suggest that the word “ servitude” 
would be more technically correct. a 

Mr. WALKER.. I accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Missouri. ce : 

Mr. PRATT. k occurs to me, Mr. President, 
that we have no legislative power to interfere with 
this subject. Slavery either exists there or it does 
nut. This peonage, to which. the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin was intended to ap- 
ply, was servitude existing by virtue of the cone; 
tract of the individuais. Here, then, is thia ser 
vitude existing by the recognized law of that 
country. Now, what right has Congress to: in- 
terfere with the vested rights of these people, and 
say that those rights shall not exist which are 
guaranued by the treaty between this country and. 
Mexico? po eae 

But, sir, if this amendment is passed, if slavery 
or servitude, either in the peon or-the. negro, is 
abolished there; it must include the obligation 6n 
the part of this. Government: to ‘pay the: debt for 
which that servitude was pledged, or the value of 


peon.”  [Laughter.] < 


» 


e that this dig 


nate, and that 


; ‘T feel the full force of the re- 
e just fallen from my fend from 


‘Maryland, and: it seems. to methat they should 
“a e attention of the Senate. te appears. ta- 
‘me that. we are-praposing to. interfere with vested | 


“sights, go far as Lhave any knowledge of this-sys-: 


„tem of peonage... -Now, siry E think.that- whatever 
“we Jony.. to the future, we: should let the 
present-sta' AE itis in- order. now: to. move. to 


‘amend the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, L will move to. amend it. by adding after. the 
words.‘ peon: slavery,” the words “ growing out 
öf or connected with any. future contract.” -lpro- 
pose that as an amendment, and, if it should be 
„agreed: to, the whole amendment can be voted 
down, if-it be deemed necessary. 

Mr. CLEMENS, I move that the Senate now 
‘adjourn. g 
<Mr. WALKER. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama withdraw that. motion for onë moment, for 
ah explanation ? f 

Mr. CLEMENS, I withdraw it. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not know what the 


Senator from Maryland intended to imply'by Sen- 


atòrsmoving the same question again and again, 
but I can assure him that my motive was not to 


io such intention whatever. 
` One other: observation. As I understand peon 
service, it isa kind of a modified form of imprison- 
ment: for debt... Now, we know that the Congress 
of the United States has heretofore abolished the 
system of imprisonment for debt. In the case of 
these peons they are obliged to work for a certain 
master, to whom they are confined, and imprison- 
ment for débt -is only being confined to certain 
limits. - Congress hag already exercised jurisdic- 
tion in abolishing imprisonment for debt, and as 
we are now legislating for a territory under a doc- 
trine which has already been decided, E think we 
may clearly exercise this power. . However, | am 
willing'to defer to’ the opinions of those who are 
more enlightened on this subject than I am. 
On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY; June 6, 1850, 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
' Mr, ROBINSON: asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion fixing eleven, a. m., as the daily hour of meet- 
ing, from-and after Monday next, until otherwise 
ordered by the House. 

Objection being made, the resolution was not 
received. ` 

Mr. OTIS, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution, which was read and 
adopted, viz; 

Ressived, ‘That the Comittee on Commerce beinstructed 
to.iiquire into the expediency of modifying the 18th section 
of, the ff act to regalate the collection of the duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, passed March 2d, 1799,” so as to allow 


foreign vessels to unicid atany port of delivery; and that 
they report by-bill or otherwise, 


CALIFORNIA 


On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 
the House. resolved. itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
California question, 

Mr. TUCK. (who was entitled to the floor from 

yesterday) addressed the committee during his 
hour in‘remarks of which a more extended report 
will be published hereafter, He remarked, at the 
‘outset, that were Congress ready to perform its 
“tegitimate business, he would waive his right to 
speak, and not for a moment defer the needed 
legislation of the country. But the House having 
devoted the time until’ Tuesday next to this de- 
bate, he desired, briefly, to express his views, to 
clear himself of the responsibility of the neglect 
of the business of the country, and to point out 
where. it rested, 

The people had-spoken with great unanimity in 
favor of cheap postage, of river and harbor-im- 
provements; of liquidating the just claims of-indi- 
viduals upon the Government, and of modifying 


ve 


endment; for. 
estion axain 4}: 


‘reach the question of African slavery under this | 
i assure the Senator and the country that I | 


$ 


} 
i 


‘| country in a war with Mexico for the great object 


Though the Representatives 
sylvania could speak for theirown State, he 
might met the fact, that the county of Schuy!l- 
kil alone had lost about four thousand inhabit- 
ants.in one year; the fires of their farnaces were 
being extinguished, and all- business. wag. pros- 
-trate—the.only. in-the county, fully employed, 
being the sheriff. Fhe cotton: manufacturers of 
the North were also. suffering severely, and. com- 
lied to discharge their operatives by hundreds. 
Ve had. heard: a great -deal of the. loss of. the 
South in their runaway slaves, but he gavé it as 
his opinion that the manufacturers of the country, 
every six months this tariff continued in operation, 
were losing more than enough to pay for all the 
fugitive slaves which had escaped from. their mas- 
| ters since the foundation of the Government. He 
! was nota high-tariff man, but he favored such a 
tariff as would at least allow our industrial inter- 
| ests to survive. 
| As he had said, the people with great unanimity 
| demanded a modification of the tariff of 1846, and 
that Congress should take action upon the various 
| other measuresto which he had alluded. Why,then, 
| had they failed to act? Why had they abandoned 
| all those great interests? The reason was, that the 
majority of Congress were governed by the minor- 
ity, and thata very small minority, too, of southern 
men—less in number by thousands and hundreds of 
thousands than those represented by the three hun- 
dred thousand F'ree-Soilers who atthe late presiden- 
{tial canvass had voted for Mr. Van Buren. Califor- 
niahad formed a constitution and applied for admis- 
sion as a State into the Union; the people were 
more unanimously in favor.of admitting her than 
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for the last twenty years; but this smali—and truth 
required him to add—this tyrannizing. minority 
had hitherto prevented any action being taken 
| upon this question, which should have been settled 
| months ago. It was true they had some months 
| ago undertaken to take a preliminary vote, but 
the minority, by factious opposition, motioiis to 
adjourn, calls of the yeas and hays, &c., had kept 
| them tll midnight, and prevented their taking the 
first vote which was necessary. He said that 
California, considering her size, might well have 
been divided into two States and presented herself 
at the doors of Congress with four Representatives 
for each House, (instead of two,) and that this 
would probably have been the case had her people 
been in favor of slavery and made slave States; 
notwithstanding, coming here in the humble way 
in which she had presented herself, she was to be 
denied admission unless her people would fall 
down and worship slavery. It was a high-handed, 
i unjust, and unjustifiable proceeding on the part 
of southern members, (who were engaged in it— 
there were some honorable exceptions:) and the 
grave responsibility would rest upon. them before 
; the country. 

| He did not wonder at the disappointment of 
those politicians who,fhaving planned and brought 
about the annexation of Texas, and involved the 


of the extension of slavery—now saw the unex- 


of a free State for admission into the Confederacy. 
But this reason would not justify them for setting 
aside all republican principles, and the doctrine 
which they themselves had heretofore avowed 


they had been in regard to any other public measure | 


pected result of their measures in the application | 


vania, that. the North designed, by surrounding 
slavery: with a cordón of free States, te abolish it. 
It- was no part of their political parpose to abolish 
it; the Representatives of the North: sought only 
to do their legitimate duty; while they admitted 
that they had no power-to-abolish-it in the States, 


tend it by the power of the Genéral Government. 
The people of California, for themselves, had set- 
tled the. question, and Congress should: not: inter- 
fere with it,.but receive her as a State. into. the 
Union. o= oe ae 
With reference to the application of the Wilmot 
proviso to the’ territories, premising that he-had 
never been able to'seeits injustice, he proceeded 
to say, that it did not affect the South more than 
the North; it operated upon those alone who went 
to the territories—and he mentioned, as a fact hu- 
miliating to the North, that northern, equally with 
southern immigrants, were disposed to -hold. slaves 
in the territories if slavery were tolerated. He 
did not pretend that the people of the North:-were 
better than those of the South, human naturé'was 
the same in both sections.” The South, then, had 
no especial ground of complaint—the proviso op- 
erated equally upon all parts of the country, He 
disavowed any hostility to the South, but advo- 


on the ground that it was a.blight wherever it en- 
tered. He was not certain that the Wilmot: pro- 
viso was absolutely necessary to: exclude slavery 
—-he thought nobody was certain; but he thought 
it should be passed to prevent any. possibility of 
slavery finding its way to the new territories. In 
this matter he was willing to trust nothing to Prov- 
idence, without taking all possible precautionary 
measures. But he advocated the proviso, inorder 
to place upon the records of Congress, that ifany. 
new conquests were made, the trrritory. should 
come in free. In this respect, perhaps more than 
any other, he considered the proviso important. 
In reply to the argument against the proviso, 
that the South is entitled to her’ full share in the 
common acquisitions of the country, he said that 
she had already had “the lion’s share,’’ in théad- 
dition to theslave States of the magnificent domain 
of Texas. . Patent eget ise. E 
He proceeded to state some of his.objeétions to 
the compromise plan of the Senate—a plan which, 
he said, was odious to the whole people, which this 
House would have rejected any day during: the 
session, could they have had a chance to strike 
the how. But it had been kept back by those 
who well understood management, and the attempt 
was made to manufacture ‘public opinion, and 
render this “ compromise’’ palatable to the people; 
a “ compromise”’ brought forward. by men whose 
whole lives had been nothing: but compromise— 
who magnified the evils of the day, and themselves 
assumed: to invent- specifics to remedy. them ! 
He was, at times, almost disposed to pray that 
the.country might. be delivered from the control 
of those men of ungommon sense; and that. it 
might be léft to pursue its peaceful and prosperous 
course, under the guidance.of men of sound, pa- 
triotic common sense. A. Senator from. Missis- 


respecting the right of the people for seif-govern- 
ment. , 


} 
H 
| 
to the system of slavery, he had no desire to en- f 
croach upon the rights of the States respecting it; | 
| but whenever it came within his legitimate sphere | 
! 

| 

i 


; of action, he would destroy it. He had nothing 
| to do with the institution in the States, but when | 
slavery propagandists sought to array the power | 
| of the General Government in its support and ex- 
; tension, he must resist their efforts, and act in ! 
i accordance with his view of its evils. i 
; mitted, as one argument against it which he had J. 
never heard answered, which he affirmed to be: 
| a fact, that its opponents unanimously admitted 
| that {the education of the slaves was inconsistent- 
with -the existence. of the. institution. That: the 
| slave—a human being— must be denied ‘the čülti- 
[vation of-his moral, intellectual, and- religious 
l faculties, he considered, in the sight of God and 


sippi had set himself up to be written:to, and-let- 
ters in favor of this scheme, written -by. broken- 


: ii down, thread-bare politicians were, from: time to 
He proceeded to say, that while he was opposed | 


H . . e . ji + Pi 
| time, being published in the “Union” of this city. 
| They deserved to be noticed, side By side; with 


i| ceruficates of quack medicines—a very similar 


mode of reaching the public, and perhaps sug- 
gested by that system of advertisements.. This 
** compromise”. was urged upon the false pretence, 
that the country was. distracted, bleeding at every 


t 
H = k 

li pore, and:suffering under *“ five mortal wounds.” 
f 


There was. scarcely a boy in the gallery but:must 
have laughed “to. hear such a declaration fall from 
an -honorable Senator. The distraction: in: the 
country was caused, in a great degree, by the men 
who:so loudly proclaimed it: the greatest. obstacle 
to healing ali our “ wounds, è was’ to_bé-found in 
those quack doctors, who were determined: that 
they never should be healed, except-by theirvown 
nostrums—in other. words, that’ the difficulties 
| should not be. remioved: if ‘they could not make 


they contended that the South had no: right to-ex-~ 


cated the exclusion of slavery: from the territories, 


As proof of the controlling de- 


He ridiculed the theory of “ equilibrium,” and 
was proceeding, when his hour expired, to argue 
that, in laboring to.extend slavery, the South were 
pursuing a course directly antagonistic, to the opin- 
ions of the framers of the Constitution, who ex- 
pected it to be a temporary institution, and had 
excluded the word from that instrument, and a 
course in conflict with the spirit of the age and the 
sense of the civilized world. 

Mr. DIMMICK obtained the floog and addressed 
the committee during the hour, in a speech which 
will be published at an early day. He adverted 
to the deep sense of constitutional obligation which 
he felt in respect to the great question before the 
committee, and to the spirit of sincerity and truth 
in which he had endeavored to meet that obliga- 
tion. He spoke of the desire which he had ever 
felt that the counsels of peace and of forbearance 
should alone prevail; and that the question should 
be met in that same spirit in which the Union had 
been formed and by which alone it could be pre- 
served. Having expressed these preliminary 
views, he proceeded to consider some of the facts 
of the case in their bearing both upon the North 
and the Soath, and to indicate the course which it 
was his own intention to pursne. California, the 
star of the West, should, ha thought, be received 
without delay into the Union. He regarded this 
as a foregone conclusion, unless southern gen- 
tlemen, by devices of doubtful constitutionality, 
should attempt to stifle the voice of the nation. 
He had not been able to persuade himself that any 
such attempt would be made. The objections 
which had been urged against her admission, were 
not substantial. She was already in existence as 
a State, and no act of Congress could deprive her 
of her rights, or disrobe her of her sovereignty. 


Nor could he entertain for a mament the proposi- |; The difficulties in which we are now environed, | 


tion which had been suggested, that she should be 
remanded to a state of territorial dependence. 

Let her (said Mr. D.) be at once admitted as a 
State into the Union, either as a distinct proposi- 
tion, or in connection with provisions for territo- 
rial governments in Utah and New Mexico, with- 
out the addition of the Wilmot proviso. For such 
measures he intended to give his vote. And here, 
he said, it was proper to ascertain what was the 
power possessed by Congress over the territories 
of the United States, and whether Congress could 
exercise the power contemplated by the Wilmot 
proviso. He entered into an elaborate and eriti- 
cal examination of the main arguments which had 


been put forth on both sides of the question— |: 


comparing them witha view to show their relative 
points of weakness or of strength; and finally de- 
clared himself inclined to the belief that Congress 


did in fact possess the power to adopt the proviso, | 
but that, under all the circumstances of the case, |! 
the highest welfare of the country demanded calm | 


and moderate action. He was aware of the epi, 


thet of “doughface,” to which the assertion of | 


such opinions subjected him, but was not to be 
driven by them from a position which he believed 
to be correct. He referred to the course of the State 
of Pennsylvania in relation to the slavery ques 
tion, especially as it concerned the question of 
fugitive slaves. He believed that she had been 
“ more sinned against than sinning,” and he inti- 
mated his intention, when the fugitive-stave bill 


should come up for consideration, to show what i! 


her course on that matter had been. It seemed to 
him that if the doctrines of the Democratic party 


and the principles of non-intervention had pre- ` 
vailed at the last presidential election, the difficulty | 


in which the nation now found itself involved never 
would have arisen. And even now, he said, lead- 
ing members of the Whig party were compelled 
to fall back upon the principles which had been 
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| adopted by the Democratic party during the last 
| presidential campaign. 

He deprecated the evil which would follow, ifthe 
question were left open’ until another presidential 
| Struggle. There had been no application from these 

territories invoking the interference of the Gov- 
| ernment in relation to slavery. All that the people 


| conducting their own internal affairs. Were they 
| capable of self-government? The fact, he believed, 
| had not been seriously denied. Why, then, should 
| Congress withhold from them territorial govern- 

ments, and the right to legislate for themselveson the 
| Subject of slavery? Ifthey were capable of self-gov~- 
| ernment, it was his opinion that Congress should 


|| submit to their own decision the question of sla- 


very, as well as all other matters affecting their 


bility of prohibiting slavery if they choose to pro- 
hibit it, or of introducing it if they choose to intro- 
j| duce it, This was the principle by which his 
| action and his votes would be controlled. He was 
| willing to abide by their decision, whatever it might 

be, for who so deeply interested in the issue as 
| themselves ? If the people were opposed to it, they 
i| would of course prohibit its introduction. If not, 
| not. He expressed the regret with which he had 
| listened to the utterance of extreme sentiments 


| have heard southern men declare, that their devo- 


|| deeper and greater than their devotion to the Union; 
and his regret to have heard northern men speak 
| of war, and pestilence, and the broken peace of the 


‘| Union, as lighter evils than the extension of sla- 


li come from such opinions. 
| cated their expression. 


j | 


‘| over passion. 


f 


taken religious zeal, a Protestant Jesuitism in all 
l; its effects, an attempt to ingraft upon the politica! 
H ; 

i! 
Vf 
i 


| ative to slavery of a particular section. 


ritories, what shouts of scorn weuld it not occa- 


would gentlemen say, that the descendants of 
southern revolutionary patriots were Jess worthy to 
pa 


cqeisitions ? 


x 


| owing to the forcible remonsirances of Maryland, |, 
i Virginia and New York had been induced to |: 


i make the cession to the General Government of 


| the northwestern territory, and, said that Maryiand | 
i at that time acted upon the principle that the terri- 
| torial and other benefits acquired by the common | 


t 
all the States. This had always been her policy, 
| andit had been expressed in the resolutions (which 
he caused to be read) adopted by her Legislature 
at its recent session. 


| resist all efforts to exclude the South, or deprive 
| her of her share in the territories. 


ji of these territories had asked was, that they might : 
have a territorial organization, and the liberty of || 


own internal polity. Let them take the responsi- | 


from both sections of the country—his regret to | 


tion to the principle of slavery extension was ‘| 


; very. No good, but evil alone, he thought, could | 
He earnestly depre- |; 


i| that deliberate progress by which reason triumphs | 


|, growing out of the question of slavery, he consid- | 
|i ered had not arisen (as had frequentiy been ar- | 
gued) from the annexation of Texas, or from other 

auses which had been assigned, but from a mis- | 


institutions of the country the religious views rel- | 
He named `; 
1i as another (though a minor) cause, the lust of: 
|i power. If the Wilmot proviso were a proviso to | 
exclude the Roman Catholic religion from the ter- | 


|) sion; yet it would be no less obnoxious in principle | 
{than to exclude slavery because, in the opin- | 
The į 
1; the struggle of °76, and our ancestors of both sec- ; 
tions had shared equally the benefits achieved: | 


rticipate in the benefits of our recent territorial | 


In allusion to a portion of the speech of Mr. J. |, 


blood and treasure, were the common property of | 


He considered himself vir- : 
tually instructed to carry out this policy, and to | 


The Wilmot | 


for residence in the territories, by forcing him, if 
he settled. therc, either to manumit or sell his 
slaves. True, the decldration was often made with 
-great suavity, by the advocates.of the proviso, that 
they would throw “ no impediment in the way of 
the South’? enjoying the common benefits of the 
territories; but what more insuperable obstacle 
could be placed in their way, the greater part of 
whose property was in slaves! This policy, if 
persevered in, was enough to justify resistance to 
the end. 

He appealed to the Representatives of New 
York in the spirit of patriotism which animated 
their ancestors in 1787, to adopt some platform 
upon which the difficulties of the day could be 
settled consistently with their own honorand rights, 
and with the honor and rights of the South. Let 
them hold out the olive-branch, secure the settle- 
ment of this question, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. J. A. Krxe] and his associates, 
would acquire even greater honors and glories 
than the gentleman’s illustrious father and his as- 
sociaies had acquired in former days—New York 
would hold in her hands, not only the power, but 
all the hearts of the Republic. 
| He reprobated the sentiment expressed some 
time since by Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, that 
‘| the North designed to force the South to emanci- 
pate her slaves; and to show that this was not a 
true expression of the feelings of Pennsylvania, 
read from a communication of Governor Porter to 
her Legislature, in 1847, and from the report of 
their judiciary coramittee in reply thereto, (sub- 
sequently adopted by the Legislature,) breathing 
liberal and fraternal sentiments towards the slave 
| States, and doing great credit (he said) to Penn- 
sylvania. 

How were the difficulties to be adjusted? In 
his humble judgment, the platform had already 
been submitted in the other branch of+ Congress. 
: He proceeded at some length to speak of the. pro- 
posed plan of compromise, and to give his cordial 
adhesion to its principles, if not its details. It was 
broad enough for all sections to stand upon, if 
they were willing to sacritice some personal pride 
and peculiar opinions. In reply to Mr. Tuck, he 
warmly defended Mr. Cray for the part taken by 
him in originating and advocating this scheme, 
and pronounced a glowing eulogy on his long dis- 
tinguished public services, no less than on his 
present statesmanlike and patriotic efforts at con- 
ciliation of conflicting opinions, He declared that 
there were bleeding wounds and distractions 
|. which required to be healed, and said that if boys , 
| from the galleries laughed at the declaration, it 
was the laugh of ignorance, the silly laugh of those 
who could not appreciate the condition of the 
| country. 

In reply to a remark of Mr. Mzactam, that the 
representatives had the right to vote upon meas- 
ures separately, per se, he said that no measure 
came before Congress strictly disconnected from 
all other subjects, and argued that the connection 
of subjects in the compromise plan of the Senate 
was natural and proper. 

In reply to the argument adduced by Mr. Tuck, 
against slavery, that the masters did not allow 
their slaves to be educated, he said that this had 
/ not been the fact in times past; that they had edu- 
' cated them while the North were their friends; but 


1i 


| when they found those who should continue their 
friends placing poison within the reach of their 
slaves, they had been obliged, in some degree, to 
seal up the cup of knowledge and withdraw it 
from their lips. If the light of education was 
shut out from the slaves of the South, it was 
owing to the superserviceable efforts of their false- 
Batin many in- 
| stances this was not now the fact. The slaves 
| now received as much education as their subordi- 
i: pate condition would admit. ; 

Mr. B. having concluded his remarks, of which 
a full report is prepared, and will be published 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. DICKEY obtained the foor, 
motion by 


i ly-professed Atolition friends, 


and yielded 


i| proviso, he considered, virtually disqualified every || tos 


Mr. CASEY, that the committee rise. 


ii Marylander from the first congressional district |; 
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The question being taken, the motion was rejected. ii 
Mr. DICKEY followed, and addressed the com- 


mittee during the hour. Hespoke of the deepand i 
abiding interest which the people whom he repre- į. 
sented felt in the question under consideration, | 
and of the proverbial sentiment of hostility, com- £: 
mon to the people of Pennsylvania, in relation to :: 
slavery. They had uniformly felt a repugnance :: 
to the extension of that institution, because they | 
believed that it stood out in bold opposition to the 
best interests of society. ‘That State had herself, | 
at one period of her history, been the abode of | 
slavery. She was now free from it, and her peo- | 
ple could the better appreciate the blessings of; 
freedom, because they had taken a practical lesson 
in the evils of slavery. That the institution was 
evil—continually and altogether evil—the people 
of Pennsylvania did not entertain a doubt. And 
they would never violate that great principle © 
haman conduct which required them “to do to 
others as they would others should do to them,” 
by giving their assent to the extension of slavery |. 
in territories where it did not now exist. Hei: 
spoke of that early feeling of hostility to slavery, : 
which had its original birth in the southern por- i 
tion of the Confederacy—quoted the well-known | 
seatiments of Jefferson, and referred, amongst 
other things, to the fact of the emancipation of | 
John Randolph’s slaves, by himself, as evidences 
of the hold which that sentiment had taken upon 
the southern heart. 
He adverted to the change which of recent years |) 
had come over the views and opinions of southern 
men on this question; and proceeded to show, that | 
if slavery was, as the people of the North believed |! 
it to be, a great wrong and sin, their Represent- | 
atives here were bound, if they could do so with- į 
outa violation of their constitutional obligations, 
to prevent its further extension. He devoted 
some portion of his hour to an enumeration of the 
evidences of condemnation which had been fur- 
nished against the institution—setting out with 
the position that at the date of the formation of the | 
Constitution, the hope was cherished that slavery +! 


would gradually die away, until it ceased to have į! 
any existence in the Confederacy; and he drew a |; 
comparison” between the results which had been l; 
attained in the great march of civilization, by the | 
States of the North and the States of the South. 
He denounced the institution for its resemblance |; 
to some of the despotisms of Europe, as manifest- |! 
ed in its desire to stifle investigation and inquiry; `| 
for its anti-republican and aristocratic tendencies; 
for the spirit of usurpation which it evinced in 
crossing the boundaries even of its own legitimate i 
domain;—and he presented all these considerations |; 
to the mindsof northern gentlemen as so many liv- |! 
ing arguments appealing to them to pause before į; 
the institution, by any vote or coöperation of |: 
theirs, should be extended beyond its présent con- | 
fines. He replied to some of the remarks of his 
colleague, who had denied the existence of any 
necessity for the adoption of the ordinance of ’87. |: 
He met this denial simply by contrasting it with |: 
the action of Thomas Jeferson and of those who | 
voted with him; and he areued that, if in that re 
mote day, and at a time when the conviction, that 
slavery was a paramount evil, prevailed in every j 
section of the country, the passage of the ordinance ;; 
of ’87 was deemed essential, the adoption of a |: 
similar provision was incalculably more necessary 
in our day—when the demand for the extension of 
the institution had become a great leading princi- |: 
ple of the southern mind. 
He avowed himself in favor of the immediate ! 
admission of California as a State into the Union, 
answering some of the objections which had been 
made to that measure, and contending that all of 
them had been successfully met and overcome. 
He then proceeded briefly to state a few of the ar- 
guments which presented themselves in favor of 
the admission of California. Amongst these, was 
> her locality, her distance from other States hav- 
ing constitutional governments, and the obstacles 
in the way of immediate intercommunication. The 
character of her population, (composed, as it was, À 
of many nations;) the nature of that pursuit which 
had so suddenly attracted a vastemigration thither; 
the disputes in respect to land titles; and the reve- | 
nues to be collected,—all these causes—presenting 
a state of things such as had never before existed 
in the history of this country—furnished, he 
thought, irresistible and conclusive arguments in 
favor of immediate admission, 


i 
| 
| 
i 


i mands which his constituents made. 


i to his constituents. 
Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, obtained the || 
! floor, and yielded to a motion by 
Mr. FEATHERSTON, that the committee rise. | 


The hammer fell. 

Mr. MEADE obtained the floor, but yielded to 
a motion that the committee rise. 

The motion having prevailed, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That the House take a recess until eight o’clock 
this evening. 

Whereupon the House took a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The hour of eight arrived. A few members were || 


present. 

At ten minutes past eight o’clock— 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

Twenty-six members were present. 
CALIFORNIA. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the House resolved 


: itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of |; 
| the Union, (Mr. Boyn, of Kentucky, in the chair,) |) 
“and resumed the consideration of the Special 
Message of the President of the United States ! 


transmitting the Constitution of California. 
Mr. MEADE was entitled to the floor, and 


addressed the committee upon the slavery question | 
Mr. M. not having time within the i 


generally. r 
hour allotted to enter into the discussion of all the 


‘points he desired to speak upon, said he should 
‘ content himself with stating the heads of his argu- | 
; ment, reserving the argument itself for publication. 
Mr. HUBBARD said, humble as were his pow- | 


ers, he wished to state to the committee the de- 
They de- 


manded, and they intended to have, their share in į 


the territories, however it might be sought to ex- 


; clude them, by the Wilmot proviso, the Califor- 
: nia proviso, or otherwise. 


He proceeded at some length to draw a parallel 


li between the condition of the slaves of the South 
' and that of the agricultural laborers of England, 
ii and by reference to the report of a commission : 


made to the British Parliament, to show that the 
slaves were better fed and cared for than the white 


‘laborers of that country, which vaunted itself so 


much of abolition philanthropy, and from which 


! the abolition sentiments of this country originated. | 
: He did not apologize for slavery, but maintained 
that it was a necessary institution, and the only 
i: relation in which the white and the black races 
| could coexist. . 

He glanced at the compromise proposed in the | 


Senate, expressed his unqualified opposition there- 


to, and closed his remarks—which were enlivened |: 
by much native humor, and were listened to with | 


marked attention—by stating that, having spoken 


unpremeditatedly, he shoald take the ordinary | 
‘liberty of publishing what he might desire to say 


The motion being agreed to— 
The committee rose and reported. 


And, on motion by Mr. Crowext, at a quarter |) 


to ten o’clock, the House adjourned. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


By Mr. DOTY : A bill to'amend the actentitled & An act i 
: to provide for the punishment of offences committed in eut- 


ting, destroying, or removing Jive-oak and other timber or 


ot tom reserved for naval purposes,” approved March 2d, ; 
H IS31 i 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 6, 1850. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, on looking , 
| over the reported proceedings in the Senate of the į; 
i day before yesterday, I find there isan omission in | 


relation to an occurrence which took place between 


debates. But, in justice to you, it is proper that I 
hould here state, that when you indirectly called 
meto order, to the remark that I made you replied 
that you had no power to call a Senator to order 
for what was said in relation to individuals beyond 
the Senate Chamber. Your reply wasomitted. I 
take this oceasion to correct it, that it may take its 
place in the proper register of our debates, 

Mr. ,UNDERWOOD. I wish to throw myself 
upon the indulgence of the Senate for a moment, 
to call their attention to a matter which concerns 
not only myself, but every member of the Senate. 


you and myself, which, 1 am informed by theii 
stenographer, will be corrected in the permanent |! 


i ; ! 
L i subject. Others are as much interested in it as I 
I am not much addicted to complaints, and dislike |j am. 


to make them very much, and never do unless the 
matter is of such a character as so grossly to mis- 
represent me that I think it indispensably neces- 
| sary to do it. eg 
| Yesterday I made some remarks explaining the 
| reasons-of the vote I intended to give, and I find 
| myself reported in the Intelligencer of this morn- 
ng in this way: 
“The Legislature of the State of Coalmila, in Texas, abol- 
ished slavery, and I presume the Legislature of New Mex- 
i ico did the same thing, after the General Legislature of the 
; Empire of Mexico was abolished.’? 
| Now, what a string of ideas, if there be ideas 
iin itatall! In the first place, I am made to say 
“the Legislature of Coahuila, in Texas.” There 
| never was sucha Legislature; there wasa State of 
| Coahuila and Texas combined, and I was speak- 
| ing of the Constitution and Legisiature of that 
Í 
f 
i 
i 


State. Ispoke, sir, of what the States in the Con- 
federacy of Mexico had done, and spoke of what 
I believed had been the action of the General Con- 
' federacy, and they make me say that the Generat 
l: Legislature had been abolished. 


» 4 Thave recently examined the Constitution of the State 
į of Coahuila, and, by that Constitution, they fix a day when 
li all the children who may be born in stavery shail be free? 

i 

j 

i 


I said no suth thing. I endeavored to say—f 
i think F did say—that the constitution of the State 
i| of Coahuila and Texas did fix a day after which 
l! all the children born of slave parents should be 
‘free. That is the idea I intended to convey. 

i A Senaror. Isthat so? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is so. 

The report in the Union is something different, 
but not greatly improved upon what I have read, 
: The words are these: 
| «The Legislatures of the States of Coahulia and Texas 
abolished skivery.” 

Here, you perceive, by making me use a plural 
i term, they convert Texas and Coahuila both into 
separate and distinct States, and make both act in 
abolishing slavery; whereas, the idea was, it was 
the act of the one State, which State was com- 
posed of Texas and Coahuila combined. 

Now, sir, I have seen instances of this sort time 
after ime. I have never complained; but 1 have 
heard other Senators, in private conversation, 
complain of these things, till, in my humble 
judgment, it has become a grievance, We never 
read each other’s speeches—it is enough to hear 
them; but those who reside ata distance in the 
ii country do read them; and it must be mortifying 
to any one of us to see such stuff go out as having 
been delivered by an American Senator. Js there 
no remedy? In order to see if there bea remedy, 
I propose to have the subject referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and have a resolution to offer 
|| to that effect: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire whether apy existing contract or contracts for 
prining the debates of the Senate wonld be violated by re- 
stricting the publication of such debates, at publie expense, 
to those speeches whieh shall have been revised by Senators. 

Now, it seems to me that if the Senate would 
| have our debates, so far as they are printed at the 

public expense, confined to those speeches which 
the Senators revise, we would get clear of the in-, 
ji jastice of which I have complained. 
Resolved, further, That said committee, in case no exist- 
| ing contract is thereby violated, be instructed to provide 
i such regulations as shall limit the publieation of the remarks 
! and speeches of Senators at public expense to such only ag 
| shall have been revised and corrected by the Senator who 
delivers them. 

Now, if there be a public contract under which 
the Committee on Printing act, which authorizes 
them to pay forevery thing which the Reporters may 
think proper to print, Lam not for violating that 
contract. Butif there be no auch contract, then f 
am for adopting such a regulation that the Senate 
| shall pay for that only which the Senators shall 
l revise. If our hands are tied by a contract, there 
is an end to it. 

I hope these resolutions may be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and that they will let us 
ll know something on the subject. l have never 
ii seen the contract by which this matter is regulated, 
i| and do not know what it is. I should like to 
ii know, and should hke to see some mode adopted 
i by which these grievances can be remedied, 

i] The resolutions were sent to the Becretary’s 

|] desk. 
i 
| 


! Mr. BENTON. They will lie over, of course. 
|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection, I 
wanted to call the attention of the Senate to the 


1859. 
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Mr. BENTON. All I want to say is buta word || 
with respect to those who have no vaice on this 
fior—t mean the reporters. Now, that a reporter ij 
may sometimes mistake what is said here can be | 
no matter of surprise to anybody; for we mistake || 
one another, and haveexp 

made on this floor, as to what ene or another bas || 
said. ft ean, therefore, he no mauer of surprise if i 
reporters, in the hurry of the basiness here, should {| 
mistake us. 

But Í have to bear testimony with regard to the 
corps of reporters Ly whom our debates are now 
reported, that there has been a degree of accuracy, 
of general accuracy in their reports, such ag I never 
wimessed, and such asf never expected to see. | 
They have exceeded my expectations. 

And now, Mr. President, there is a provision in | 
the resolution which will enable every geutleman |} 
to do justice to himself. A paper is put into the 
hands of each Senator every merning, containing | 
the reports furnished by the reporters; so that 
every gentleman can have an opportunity of re- 
vising his remarks, if he will take the trouble todo 
80, before they go into the final register of the de- 
bates, where they will stand as a parliamentary 
record. Every member has ample t me to revise || 
his own speeehes; for, until they go into the Re- 
gister of Debates, they are open to revision. l 

_ Mr. DAYTON. It scems to me that we some- 
times exhibit too much sensitiveness on the sub- | 
ject of these reports, | 

Mr. HALE. There is no question before the || 
Senate, and L think, therefore, that the Senator is 
notin order. I have no objection, however, to his 
proceeding. Tsimply wish to make the suggestion, 


Mr. DAYTON. ‘I yield the floor, sir. | 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. | 
| 
| 


i 
i 


it 
in 


lanations, too,constantly | 


ji 


i 


Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Dr. Thomas M. Morton, asking that he may be |i 
recognized as Surgeon for Colonel Doniphan’s | 
regiment, instead of Assistant Surgeon; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of G. Thos. | 
Howard, asking that a bill may be passed granting | 
him compensation as bearer of dispatches from 
Texas to the United States, with docaments in re- | 
lation to the annexation of Texas; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Benja- 
min Rogers and others, medical gentleman in the a 
State af Connecticut, asking that the medical offi: | 
cers in the navy may be assimilated to officers of f 
the same grade in the army; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the peti- |! 
tion of J. R. Jefferson, asking compensation for | 
carrying the mail; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Offive and Post Roads. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD 


sutlers to the army in the Mexican war; which | 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SOULE presented the memorial of Ernest i 
Eude, Clement Duhamel, and Joseph Derbis, ask- | 
ing compensation for a vessel and cargo plundered ‘| 
by guerrillas during the late war with Mexico; | 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a resolation of the Legislature of Lovi- 
siang, in favor of the construction of a national 
road from Milligan’s Bend, in Madison parish, to 
the Texas line; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in favor of the 
ereciion of a light-house at the southwest pass of 
the Mississippi river; also at the west end of Lost i 
Island; of extending the part of New Orleans, and | 
removing the raft of the Red river; which were © 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and or- `’ 
dered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the same, in favor of a 
mailroute from Natchitoches to Shrevesport, in 
that State. which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed, i 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition of citi- | 
zens of Gardiner, Maine, asking a reduction of the i 
rates of postage; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. j 
DEVOTION OF KENTUCKY TO THE UNION. i 

[i 
l 


Mr. CLAY. I have received a series of reso- 


| that. 


i fate may be known. 


| for the printing of them. 


lutions, adopted by a large meeting, embracing 
both parties, in a tow f 7 
in the neighborhood 
of that beautiful Elkhorn region, which is unsur- 
passed for its fertility and attractivencss by any 
portion of this habitable globe that my eye has 
ever gazed npon. It is the paradise of that portion 
of the world. That great meeting of both parties 
have adopted a series of resolutions in favor of 
that Union to which no portion of the people of 


H s 
the United States are more devoted tban the peo- 


ple of Kentucky. They have gone further than 
I will only'trouble the Senate by reading 
two of their resolutions: 


“ Resolved, That this meeting, and, as we firmly believe, 
the people of Kentucky of all parties, have a deep and abi 
ding love of the Union as it is, and regard itas the only suar- 
ant e of their future safety, prosperity, and liberty, as it has 
most assuredly heretofore heen the great promoter of their 
happiness and glory, and we should consider its dissolution 
as the greatest calamity, not anly to ourselves but ta man- 
Kind. 

“That the same fraternal feelings and love of freedom 
which controled the immortal framers of that great instru- 
mentongh always to govern us, and we donbt not influenced 


the committee of thirteen in agreeing to their report on the | 


stave question in the Senate of the United States. 
“That we are rejoiced to learn that our Senators and 


; Representatives in Congress fram Kentucky are perfectly 


united on this disturbing question, and we lope soon to see 
an amicable settlement effected on the basis of that report? 

They then express the wish that these resolu- 
tions should be sent to their Representatives, that 
they. may be laid before the respective Houses of 
Congress. 

Mr. President, I believe that nineteen-twentieths, 
if not ninety-nine out of a hundred of the people 


of the United States, desire most anxiously a | 
settlement of this question, of the whole question— | 


of the restoration once more of peace, and harmony, 
and fraternity. And, sir, I do think thata large 


majority, an immense majority of the people is in | 


favor of that particular mode of settlement, in sub- 
stance, which has been reported by the Committee 


of Thirteen, and adverted to in these resolutions; |) 


but, atali events, of settling the question and re- 
storing peace, and restoring to the Congress of the 
United States the feculty of legislating once more 
for the great interests of the country. This is the 
sentiment which prevails in the entire Union. Sir, 
I hope the Union will be shortly gratified by some 
measure reasonably satisfactory to the whole 


country, in every quarter. To suppose that it |: 
will be entirely so to one side or the other, exclu- | 


sively, is to suppose whatis impossible. We must, 
upon subjects of this kind, as upon all human sub- 
jects, recollect the frailties, defects, and diversities 
of opinion which prevail in the constitution of our 


natures, and take things, and men, and govern- | 
ii ment, and measures as we find them. 
Bat I really did not intend to say as much as I 


have. I rose to present the resolutions in the first 


! place, and to express the hope_also that the reso- | 
i! Intion presented by the Senator from North Caro- |: 
i lina, [Mr. Bapcer.] to meet hereafter at eleven | 
! o’clock, might be taken up and adopted at once, i; 
| and that for the three ensuing days, including | 
! Saturday, we will meet at eleven o’clock, and in 
| the course of that time come to a vote upon the 
| report of the Committee of Thirteen, so that its 


I hope the bill may pass, 
though some have supposed that a different. fate 
awaits il; but, whatever it be, let its fate be known. 
We know that a vote is to be taken soon in the 


other House on a subject embraced in this bill, and |: 
it is of as great importance that they should know |: 


what we have done, or are likely to do, as it is 
that we should know what they have done or are 
likely to do. 


or the other, f g t 
l ask that, without reading, the resolutions which 


f offered may lie upon the table. 1 will not agk 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


ng, to which was referred the motion to print the 
proceedings of a publie meeti held at Syracuse, 


rey 


New York, the 16th day of May, 1850, with a | 


preamble and resolutions expressive of the opin- 
ion of said meeting in relation to the edmission of 
California, and the questions in agitation before 
Congress, reported against printing the same; 
which was agreed to. 


n in Kentucky, (Lexington) | 
of which I live, in the midst | 


I hepe the resolution will he taken | 
up, and that for the next few days we shalldebate | 
this subject and decide the fate of this bill, one way ; 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- | 


PRIVATE BILL. . i 
The Committee on Pensions, to 
referred the joint resolution from. the 
the relief of the children of Sarah 
| Stokes, have directed me to report it back without 
i amendment, and to ask its immediate considera- 
| Uon. The facts are simply these: the widow 
i 

| 

| 


Mr. HALE. 
which was 
House for 


i Stokes died, leaving the sum of three hundred dol- 
i lars due to her. This resolution is merely to au- 
| thorize the department to pay that sum to her ad- 
ministrator, for the benefit of her children... There 
is some difficulty in the way of the payment; and 
therefore this joint resolution has been reported. 
The Commissioner on Pensions says he has no 
objections to its passage. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 object to its consideration at 
this time. 

The resolution was accordingly laid over under 
the rules. 

INCREASE, OF THE ARMY. 


; Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Committee 
| on Military Affairs, to which was referred Senate 
| bill to increase the rank and file of the army, which 
has passed the House of Representatives with an 
amendment, have had the amendment under còn- 
sideration, and have directed me to report it back 
to the Senate without any recommendation, T 
i will state to the Senate- that the members of the 
| committee that were present were equally divided 
; as to whether the amendment should be adopted 
| or not, and they, therefore, report it back to. the 
| 


Senate without any recommendation. I would 
also say to the Senate that this bill provides for 
the increase of companies serving on our frontier, 
giving a force which is very necessary at the pres- 


l ask 


‘ent time to defend the frontier settlements. 
for its consideration now. 

Mr. CLAY. I object. 

So the report was laid over under the rules, 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. BADGER. If there be no further reports, 
‘Task the Senate to take up for consideration the 
i resolution which I offered yesterday respecting 
i the hour of meeting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will 
| be on taking up the resolution. 

| Mr. HALE. 1 hope the rules will be adhered 
1 to. 

Mr. CLAY. What rules? 

| Mr. HALE. The rules prescribing the order 
i of business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been 
i adhered to. The Chair has called for petitions and 
i reports in their regular order, The question now 
‘is on the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
; this resolution, 

Mr. CLAY. On that question I ask for the 
j yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

i Mr. SMITH. Task thatthe resolution may be 


i read. 

The Secretary accordingly read it, as follows: 

Ordered, That from and after thi- day the daily hour of the 
mecting of the Senate shall, unt l otherwise ordered, be 
even o’elock, a.m. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. F just now pre- 
sented a bil, and asked the unanimous consent of 
the Senate for its consideration. Objection was 
made to it for the purpose of considering this reso- 
lution. My opinion is, that to furnish men for 
the defence of the women and children and de- 
i fenceless inhabitants of the frontier is more im- 
ii portant than to meet at eleven o’clock. Debates 
| here only serves to expand the subjects of debate 
; My opinion is that the most important service Í 
| ean render is in the committee room, and that all 
this Congress has done has been to scatter seeds of 
excitement over the country. It would be for- 
tunate indeed if we sat fewer days and fewer 
hours. 

Mr. HALE. I also wanted to say that I re- 
ported a joint resolution to pay to the orphan 
children of a deceased soldier the sum due to them 
on the treasury books of the United States; but 
that was objected to by the mover of this resolu- 
tion, and it appears as though we considered this 
li resolution to meet an hour earlier of more conse- 
| quence than doing justice to the children of those 
who fought the battles of our country. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘There are hundreds, at least a 
great many others, who are precisely in the same 
condition, or perhaps in a worse condition, than 
those referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire. Their appeals are on our table, and itis 
impossible to get at them. The fact is, we have 
been here for a period equal to a very long session 
of Congress, and I venture to say that, since the 
foundation of the Government, there never was so 
little of the ordinary legislative business of the 
country transacted during such a length of time. 
The whole time is consumed in making speeches, 
and there is no voting. Until yesterday, I do not 
know when we have voted half a dozen times on 
any single day. There have not been a dozen 
bills sent to the President during the six months 

- we have been in session. We have tried meeting 
at twelve o’clock, and nothing has been done. Let 
us try meeting at eleven, and perhaps Senators 
will get tired of speaking all day, and proceed to 
take some votes towards evening. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator who sits before me 
{Mr. Harz] really wants, as | suppose he does, 
to dispatch business, he ought to vote for this 
very resolution, which will enlarge the time for 
legislative action, and give more time and better 
opportunity to dispatch the ordinary public busi- 
ness. With regard to the report made by the 
Military Committee, of which the Senator from 
Mississippi is chairman, what was it? He stated 
that he had made a report, with regard. to which 
there was an equal division in the committee, a 
great diversity of opinion, and he proposed to 
take it up now, with that division of opinion in 
the committee, and go into its consideration. Now, 
I suppose it is a case of which I know very little, 
and should expect to be guided very much by the 
opinion and explanation of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. I know nothing about it: but I suppose 
there would be discussion, and a prolongation of 
debate upon the subject, and therefore 1 thought 
it right not to take it up. . 

Sir, we havc now been six months in session, 
and what have we done? The whole country is 
anxiously looking to have us arrive at some con- 
clusion on the subject before us, and will the Sen- 
ator who sits before me say, interesting as the 
subject he presents may be to individuals, that it 
is to be compared with that paramount subject 
which engrosses everywhere such a feeling 
throughout the country? Itis with no unfriendly 
spirit towards any measure that I have desired the 
passage of this resolution. On the contrary, the 
very opposite is the case. It is to give time, and 
a due hearing to everything. I think by meeting 
at eleven o’clock, we can, at all events, dispose of 
those subjects which stand in our way, and which 
now preventus from doing anything with regard 
to the great public interests of the country till we 
have disposed of them. After these are dispatched, 
if gentlemen want more time in committee, we 
can meet at twelye, or adjourn over from Thurs- 
day. To that [ shal) have no objection. This is 
only to meet the present crisis and exigency, and 
the necessity which arises not only from the 
public feeling and the nature of the subject, but 
from what we all fecl who know anything of the 
condition of things either in this house or in the 
other. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Tam very glad 
to see that there was an error with regard to the 
subject which I proposed for consideration. It 
was nota bill to be considered for the first time; 
it was one which had been passed and sent to the 
House, and passed there with an amendment. It 
was this amendment only which I wished to have 
considered. 

Mr. CLAY. But there was a division in the 
committee on the amendment, I suppose. 

Mr. DAVIS. There was. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from Kentucky, 
tells me what | ought todo. Perhaps I ought to 
listen to him—— 

Mr. ATCHISON, I ask whether discussion 
on the merits of this resolution is in order tiil it is 
taken up? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not. 
of taking up the resolution. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then I consider this discus- 
sion out of order. : 

Mr. HALE. t will endeavor to confine myself 
to the reasons why we should not take up the 
resolution. and I shall be compelled to refer to 
the reasons given by the Senator from Kentucky 
why we should take it up. If I understand him, 
it is that we should have time to consider and pass 
the California bill, which we can do perhaps by 


Debate should be confined to the propriety | 


' would not command the approbation of the Senate. 


„other committees. 


| o’clock. 
| let us meet as early as possible. i 
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coming here at eleven o’clock and sitting all day 
on Friday and Saturday, in order to have the vote 
taken here before it is taken in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. That is the reason, as I understand 
it. Ido not know how far it is consistent with 
the rules of the Senate to allude to what is tran- 
spiring in the other House. {.do not propose to 
raise that question now. Iam opposed to taking 
up this resolution for the reason which others 
assign for taking it up. In this hot weather Ido 
not want to be driven to work harder, meet earlier, 
and sit later, for the purpose of hurrying a measure 
through, in anticipation of what may be the action 
in the other House. F do not know what the vote 
in the Ilouse may be, although J suppose the 
Senator wants to know. My impression is that 
when the House speaks they will speak louder 
than any speech that can be made here during any 
of these three days. But when a vote shall have 
been taken in the other House it will do more to 
quiet the country than anything that can be done 
here. Whathas delayed action here? It is this 
report of the Committee of Thirteen, which has 
occupied nine-tenths of the time of the Senate, and 
if that committee had not been raised we should 
have gone on and finished the business which has 
now accumulated upon our hands. ftis this ex- 
traordinary attempt made by the committee of 
thirteen to tack together all these subjects in one 
dish so as to make it palatable—it is that which 
has caused this delay. I see the Chair thinks 1 
am out of order, and therefore I will sit down. 
[Laughter.} 

The question was then taken on taking up the 
resolution, upon which the yeas and nays were as 
follows: 

VEAS—Meeers. Atchison, Badger, Bradbury, Bright, 
Butler, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, 
King, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
and Whitecomb—3v. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Berrien, Borland, 
Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetis, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Pearce, 
Seward, Soulé, Upham, and Yulee—19. 

So the motion to take up the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 1 now move to amend the 
resolution by striking out eleven and inserting ten. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, 1 desire to 
state the reason which shall influence my vote 
against this proposition, I do not oppose the res- 
olution from any disposition to delay the settle- ; 
ment of this question, which seems to absorb 
everything else, or from a desire to shrink from 
the labor which sessions beginning so early and 
terminating so late will impose on me; but it is 
because there are other indispensable duties which 
must be performed, and which cannot be performed 
if we meet so early and adjourn so late as is pro- 
posed. Iam, for example, ona committee charged | 
with business exceedingly harassing and trouble- 
some, and which requires the committee to meet 
every day in the week, when the members of it 
are not called away by necessary business before 
If we meet at eleven o’clock, 
the hour proposed by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Bancer,] that committee 
will not probably be able to make any report until | 
the close of the session, if they make any then. 
For these reasons, ] cannot vote for the resolution 


in the shape in which it was originally introduced, || 


or for it if it be amended in the manner proposed 
by the honorable Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
CieMENs.} 

Mr. CLEMENS. I made the motion to strike 
out eleven and insert ten, for the reason which I 
will briefly state. If we meet at eleven o’clock, 
we will not be able to attend our business in the 
departments and in the committee rooms. And 
as we must neglect such business, anyhow, if we | 
change the hour of meeting, we had better meet 
as early as possible. I voted against taking up | 
the resolution because I have business that con- | 
stantly requires my attention until after eleven 
But if our business is to be neglected, | 


Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I am person- 
ally in favor of the amendment proposed by the 
honorable Senator from Alabama, and am, person- | 
ally, very willing to meet at ten o’clock. T should | 
therefore vote for the amendment without hesita- 
tion, so far as I am personally concerned; but I | 
am well aware that the resolution so amended 
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|; instead of one o’elock. 


j now fixed. 


For that reason, and for that only, I shal} vote 
against the amendment. 

While up, I would say to the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haze,] who has 
taken it in such ill part that I should object to the 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
which he proposed this morning, that this enlarge- 
ment of time which the Senate will have, if the 
resolution be adopted, to devote to business, will 
be a means of affording an opportunity to gentle- 
i men to get such necessary business through, 
| without interfering with that portion of the day 
that ought to be devoted to the consideration of 
i the order of the day. If his object, therefore, is 
to get such business through, he ought to vote for 
the resolution which | have offered. Unless that 
resolution be adopted we must be under the neces- 
sity, in the first brief hour, mostly consumed in 
morning business, the presentation of” petitions, 
reports, and resolutions, of interposing some ob- 
jection to the consideration of measures which 
gentlemen may desire to have considered and 
passed. 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered 
on the amendment of Mr. CLEMENS. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
from the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
| North Carolina, it would seem that we are to have 
two hours of morning business if this resolution 
be adopted. 1 would ask him if such is to be the 
case? 

Mr. BADGER. If the gentleman will consult 
the rules of the Senate, he will find that “the 
President of the Senate shall not call for the orders 
of the day until one o’clocs, unless otherwise di- 
rected by the Senate.”’ . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
` from the tone of this discussion it is evident that 
the object of meeting an hour earlier than usual is 
to begin to consider the report of the Committee of 
Thirteen at twelve o’clock. We shall thus gain 
‘nothing for other measures by meeting an hour 
‘earlier than the regular time. We can scarecly 
| get a quorum so early as eleven o’clock, and in 
i the mean time the business of the several commit- 
tees will have to be neglected, If my services are 
in any degree important to the Senate, | would 
say that my labors in committee are worth much 
more than they are in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, in order to 
make myself understood, I must say that I did 
not mean to intimate that it would necessarily fol- 
low that the Senate should not proceed to the 
consideration of the orders of the day unti} one 
o’clock; but it seems to me very obvious, that if 
we meet an hour earlier than usual, we can, when 
occasion requires, go half an hour beyond twelve 
- o’clock, or even go on until one o’clock, if pressing 
business, requiring immediate action of the body, 
should render such a course proper, That has 
been the course heretofore, when the Senate met 
at eleven o’clock, as it has been usual to do about 
this period of the session. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to suggest that whether 
we agree to meetat ten o’clock or at eleven o’clock, 
we should adjourn sooner than we do. I myseif 
prefer doing business in the morning. There is a 
great deal of business to be done in the committecs, 
to be sure. But what is the use of the committees 
laboring, when no reports which they make can 
be acted upon. I prefer being in the Senate Cham- 
! ber in the morning. Let gentlemen who have pro- 
| fessional business to attend to take the afternoon 
i for it. 


| Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, I understand 
| that the original resolution to meet at eleven o’clock 


| was offered in order to afford time to bring to a 
i terraination the debate on the principal bill re- 
ted by the Committee of Thirteen. With that 
| object in view, of course nothing can be gained for 
posed; for I suppose that the consideration of the 
order of the day will be called for at twelve o’clock 


I am not disposed to be- 


i| the morning business by meeting at the hour pro- 
f 
J 
| 


i lieve that anything can be gained by meeting at 
| the early hour proposed. For that reason I shall 
vote against the resolution. 
| Mr. KING. Mr. President, I understood my 
| friend from Georgia to say that nothing is to be 
gained by meeting at an earlier hour. than that 
The orders of the day constitute all 
the business that is before the body, and should 
| be taken up so soon as the special orders can be 
| got out of the way. If we meet at eleven o'clock, 
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so soon as the special orders can be got out of the 
way, the orders of the day, which constitute the 
ordinary business of legislation, can be taken up. 
[think"that the morning business, petitions, re- 


ports, and resolutions, would be expedited by į 


meeting at the time proposed. [I am exceedingly 
anxious tn dispose of some of these orders, which 
are very important. It is utterly impracticable to 
get at the ordinary business until the great ques- 
tions reported upon by the Committee of Thirteen 
shall have been acted upon. 

I shall not vote in favor of meeting at ten o’clock, 
necause I think that the hour between that and the 
proposed hour of meeting might be employed by 
the committees in getting through the business be- 
fore them, which must now be greatly diminished. 
We have now been between six and seven months 
in session, and of course the business before the 
various committees must be greatly diminished. I 
am on the same committee with the honorable 
Senator from Maryland, {Mr. Pearcs,| and for 

_ myself I am willing to meet at an earlier hour, in 
order to get through with the business of that 
committee, provided that by so doing I can facili- 
tate action here an important public business. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I propose to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
by adding ‘* and that the Senate shall proceed to 
the consideration of the compromise bili one hour 
after the meeting of the Senate.” f desire this 
mensüre to be a temporary one. I know very 
we 

Mr. CLAY. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator that he can make that motion when we 
take up the bill. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move to add it to the reso- 
ution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not now 
in order. 

Mr. MANGUM. But it will be after we shall 
have voted on the pending amendment. I shall 
vote, Mr. President, for the proposition of the 
Senator from Alabama. I was opposed, originally, 
to changing the hour of meeting; but it has been 
formally announced to the Senate that on Monday 
next a proposition will be made for the indefinite 
postponement of the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Thirteen. I desire that that bill shall be 
amended. Though I concur in the report of the 
Committee of Thirteen, yet I shall give my assent 
to reasonable amendments that will make the 
measure more agreeable—always retaining the 
great principles of that report as the basis. I 
shall, therefore, vote for the earliest hour pro- 
posed, with a view of gaining so much more time 
for the consideration of this subject. I know 
very well, sir, that it is in the power of the Sen- 
ate, day by day, to cail up that measure for con- 


sideration at any moment; but I desire that, when | 


we make a change so unusual as this at this 
period of the session, we shall;know for what we 
do it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, before the 
vote is taken on the amendment, I wish to give the 
reasons which will contro! my vote. I voted 
against laking up this resolution, for the reasons 
assigned by other Senators, that there is before the 
committees business of such an amount as to 
make it almost impossible for Senators to do their 
duties in committee, and attend to their places in 
the Senate at the time proposed by the resolution. 

I always like to be here in proper time. It has 
pleased the Senate to place me on four committees, 
all of which are working committees; and I can 
say, in all candor, that [ have more business on 
my hands than [ean attend to. Although I çon- 
sume a very large portion of the twenty-four hours, 
I am still behindhand; and if we meet an hour 
earlier, I shall get much more behind. But, for the 
very good reasons assigned by the Senator from 


Alabama in offering his amendment to make the 
hour of meeting ten instead of eleven o’clock, I 


shall vote for the earlier hour. 
glect our duties in committee, we might as well 
neglect them altogether. 
for the amendment. 


Mr. RUSK. 


not be under the necessity of saying another word. 


The reason offered why we should not meet at the if 
time proposed—eleven o’clock—is the great labor | 
which Senators have to attend to on their respect- ; 
As it happens to be a little fash- | 


ive committees. s 
ionable to give experience, I will say that L am on 
the same committee as the honorable Senator from 


I shall, therefore, vote į 


If we are to ne- | 


Mr. President, I thought I should | 


i 


| the compromise bill. 


Maryland, [Mr. Pearce] The duties of that 
committee are very laborious. I happen also to 
belong to another important committee. But what 
is the use of our acting in committee, when the 
reports of committees are laid upon the table and 
never acted upon, and cannot be acted upon, until 
this other matter shall be disposed of? 1 myself am 
willing to devote three or four hours in the evening 
to business, in order to get clear of the intermina- 
ble matter before us. We are expected to come 
to some issue upon the all-absorbing topic of the 
day. The eyes of the whole country, from the 
St. Lawrence to the Rio Grande, are upon this 
Congress. Excitement rages all over the country. 
Bill upon bill has been reported on other subjecis, 
but they cannot be acted upon. Under all the cir- 
cumstances, let us, at least for a few days, try the 
experiment, and see whether or not it will be at- 
tended with any beneficial result. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, E do not under- 
stand that the resolution contemplates any perma- į 
nent change in the hour of meeting. The change ! 
is only proposed for the present, for the purpose | 
of meeung the peculiar state of business now on | 
our hands. It is intended to meet the peculiar 
state of public affairs at this time. 

While, sir, it is impossible to get the Senate to 
consider any question of a private character; while 
it is impossible to get private bills considered, and 
for the reason that this great measure absorbs all 
others, I am in favor of changing the hour of 
meeting—not to ten o’clock, however, for} do not 
believe that practicable; I do not believe that we 
could meet at ten o’clock in sufficient numbers to | 
transact business; but F believe that we can meet | 
at eleven, and that something will be gained by 
that change. I shall vote aguinst the amendment | 
for another reason. I believe its adoption would 
defeat all change. 

Mr. CLEMENS. From what has fallen from 
the Senator from Indiana, it is necessary that I 
ask a question. Is it not the constant practice of 
this Senate to make special orders for half-past | 
twelve o'clock? And if we can make a special | 
order for half-past twelve o’clock, can we not for 
half-past ten o’clock? Can we not make the com- | 
promise bill the special order for half-past ten | 
o’clock? And then who will stay away? 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Ciemens’s amendment, it resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS~Messrs, Borland, Butler, Chase, Clemens, Cor- | 
win, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsix, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, | 
Hale, Jones, Mangun, Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Soulé, | 
Sturgeon, Turney, Walker, and Yulee—20. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Bradbury, Bris , Cooper. Davis of 
Massachusetts, Davis of Miss Dawsen, Dickinson, 

Downs, Fel h, Foote, Greene, Houston, Hunter, King, 
Mason, Miller, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, ; 
Soruante, Underwood, Upham, Webster, and Whiteomb— | 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I shall not 
offer the amendment which I indicated awh 
ago. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I now move to amend the 
resolution by saying that each day, at half-past 
eleven o’clock, we proceed to the consideration of 


ile 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion isnot 
now in order. It will be properly in order when 
that bill shall be taken up. : 

Mr. HALE. [I move to amend the resolution 
by triking out the word “ hereafter,” and in- | 
serting in lieu thereof, * from and after Monday | 
next.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question on the resolution being then taken | 
by yeas and nays, it resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Benton, Bradbury 
Bright, Rutter, Clay, Clemens, C awason, Diekinson 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lo g 
Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Miller, | 
Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rask, Seward, Shicds, Smith, Spra- : 
ance, Turney, Underwood, Walker, and Whiteomb—35. 

N AYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Berrien, Borland, Chase, | 
Clarke, Corwin, Davis of Massactusetis, Davis of Mi i 
sippi, Davton. Felch, Greene, Hale, Soulé, Upham, Webster, | 
and Yulee—16. 5 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of the special 
order of the day, being the bill to admit California 
as a State into the Union, to establish Territoria 
Governments for Utah and New Mexico,and ma 
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king proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundary. * 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending ques- 
tion is on the amendment submitted by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey, to the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, to insert after the word 
“slavery,” the words ‘connected with or grow- 
ing out of any contract hereafter made.” 

Mr. SEWARD. On that amendment I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam inclined to think, Mr. 
President, that the amendment submitted by: the 
Senator from New Jersey, was submitted by him 
from an apprehension that there was some consti- 
tutional difficulty in the way of the amendment 
which I introduced. So far as I have been able 
to inform myself, {am inclined to think that the 
apprehension is not well founded. Peon servi- 
tude, as it exists in any of those territories, does 
not seem to grow out of a species of contract of 
any kind, standing alone, as a contract ypon 
' which a prohibition against the validity of con- 
tracts would apply; but it seems to grow out of a 
kind of local institution, or ordinances of the dif- 
ferent cities, communities, or countries. It ap- 
pears that there is a kind of practice there of ad- 
vancing wages to the individual who enters into a 
contract to serve or work. He can extinguish the 
debt thus contracted by working it out; but then 
his servitude becomes perpetual ‘by reason of 
there being no way of his escaping from -it, in 
consequence of the prohibition which we find in 
the ordinances of the country. I will again read 
one of these ordinances, which was brought to 
the notice of the Senate yesterday; and by its 
Operation, you will perceive that the peon is com- 
pelled, either to serve his former master, or rather, 
I should say, the master to whom he is indebted, 
or to go without employment altogether. The 
translation of the ordinance is this: 

‘That no person whatever shall from henceforth hire or 
take into his service any [ndiau without a certificate from 
the former employer of that Indian stating that the said em- 
ployer has no claims on the services of that Indian for wages 
advanced. 

“Any person taking into his employment any Indian 
without such certificate, and advancing any money or prop- 
erty to the said Indian, shall forfeit any money or property go 
advanced ; and if it should be proved that any bondiau has 
been enticed away from the servicc of his master, the person 
convicted of having so enticed hit shalt be lable to a fine 
not exceeding twenty dollars, nor Jess than five dollars.” 

Now, it will be observed that before the servant 
ean obtain any subsequent employment, he is to 
procure a certificate from the employer he has just 
left, who may, on the most trifling allegation of 
debt, refuse it; and in this way his servitude is per- 
petuated by these oppressive ordinances. Now, it 
appears to me, and I think it may also be made to 
appear to the Senate, that we can easily abolish 
that system of peonage by which the freedom of a 
man is placed entirely within the control of his last 
| employer—for it is effectually placed within his 
control, and all he has to do to prevent his obtain- 
ing employment elsewhere is to refuse to granta 
certificate. 

For myself, Mr. President, I cannot see that 
those contracts are of such a kind that we are 
constitutionally prohibited from impairing their 
validity. I therefore hope that the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey may not be adopted; 
for Lhave no doubt that, if he understood this 
thing, as I think I do, he would bê decidedly op- 
posed to the continuance of this system of oppres- 
sion; of continuing this power and control-—cus- 
tody, I may call it—in the hands of the employer, 
because he may, at some period of his hfe, have 
advanced a few dollars to a poor creature who has 
been under the necessity of submitting to that spe- 
cies of employment. However, sir, if E be in 
error, if there beanything in those contracts which 
we onght not to impair, I would be as much op- 
posed to doing anything improper in regard to the 
righis of contract, as guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion, as any other Senator. But J must say that 
I do not view it as violating the Constitution in 
any particular, when I propose to abolish this sys- 
I must say that I am opposed to slavery in 
every shape; and I will further say now, that my 
feelings were greatly moved the other day when I 
heard the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, who spoke of American citizens being 
in penniage and bondage, and under the control of 
Texicans. My feelings, sir, as an American, re- 
volted at it; and while my feelings also revolt at 
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any other species of stavery which familiarity has | 
rendered less gevolting, and which is only Jess re- 
volting from its very familiarity, this system is pe- 
culiarly revolting. i 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, in the obser- | 
vations which I made yesterday, 1 suggested that | 
I had no anxiety for the passage of this amend- 
ment, even if it should be reamended by my prop- 
osition. But if it is to pass—and F understand the | 
Senator from Missouri and others are in favor of | 
that proposition—I desire to put it in the most un- 
excentionable shape. A 
Now; sir, one word in reference to the proposi- | 


tion itself, and the amendment which I proposed. || 


One objection which Í have to the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, arises from the fact 
that we are dealing with a subject which we do not 
even profess to understand. ft is making the Fed- | 
eral Government take the initiative, as to the mu- 
nicipal regulations of a new State or Territory, or 
whatever it may be. . And Lam not disposed, for 
one, in this blind way to legislate, changing so ma- 
terially a municipal and long-continued law of that 
country. Lrhink if we attempt it, we shall vote 
without due light, and without a due knowledge of 
the subject; and for this reason | dislike to vote at 
all upon the main proposition. | 

But, sir, it seems to me, that from the statements | 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, and the decree | 
read by him, (which I believe wasalso read by the | 
Senator from Missouri yesterday,) of themselves, | 
show the propriety of adopting the amendment 
which I have offered. The amendment is, that this 
peon servitude shall not exist as connected with or | 
growing out of future contracts. The Senator 
says he does not know that it isa servitude which 
is of such acharacteras to come within the provis- 
ion of the Constitution in relation to contracts. 
I do not myself know that it is, but it is, at all | 
events, a doubtful question; and I must say that, | 
so far as l understand it, it isa question growing 
out of, or connected with contracts, If it does not 
grow nut of contracts, what does it grow out of? 
Jt entitles the master or employer, or whatever 
you may choose to call him, to the labor of the 
Jaborer, be he Indian or whoever else he may. 
Now, what doesthat grow out of? It grows out | 
of the preéxisting debt, the contract of the parry, | 
whether Indian or not, to work out the debt. You ! 
are about now to say that that agreement shall | 
have no force, no efficacy, either as to the time 
past or the time to come. l mean that it shall have 


in those countries in which it exists. 
Mr. President, F profess to have no such amount 


six months, about which I myself know but little, 
and perhaps the Senate generally do not know 
much. We have some general historical informa- 
tion which travelers have told us about it, but we 
| do not know its minute operations, its relations 
| pon society, its effects upon the Indians them- 
selves, or its tendency to civilization or otherwise, 
i For one, 


of information upon the subject as to authorize 
i me to legislate upon it. Ido hope that, as I be- 
lieve there are many important amendments to be 
offered to the biil, the Senator from Wisconsin 
will withdraw his amendment, so as to avoid dis- 
| cussion, as we are evidently not in a position to 
| legislate on the subject now. Is it not a much 
more fitting subject for the consideration of those 
local legislatures, which we propose by this bill or 
some other bill to establish——is it not, E say, a 
much more fitting subject for such local legisla- 
tures to consider? We have never been among 
them; we know nothing of them; but the legisla- 
; tures of the localities will be particularly informed 
| of its operation, and if it is oppressive, or tyran- 
| nical, or injurious, they will doubtless repeal it. 
There is no prohibition of the exercise of their 
power, and I think it is unnecessarily taking up 
i the time of the Senate when we have momentous 
amendments before us. I hope the Senator from 
i Wisconsin will withdraw his amendment, and Jet 
us proceed to the consideration of other amend- 
ments which appear to me to be more important. 
But, sir, if he persist in it, I must say that I think 
the Senator on my left [Mr. Dayron] is right. 
We cannot violate contracts. J do not know much 
about this system; but, from what Ido know, it 
j appears to me to be a description of servitude 
| Springing out of contracts, and if they are con- 
| tracts, it is an infringement of the Constitution of 
the United States to violate them. 

| Mr. SEWARD. I have asked for the yeas and 
Nays upon the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey for the purpose of recording my vote 
against it; as Í shall with great cheerfulness and 
pleasure record my vote in favor of the original 
proposition to abolish peon slavery. We have 
been, as was remarked by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, six months here engaged in 
endeavoring to admit California, and I have spent 


|i all the days of those six months endeavoring to 


| arrest African slavery. Failing in that, to my 
profound regret, ldo not think it ought to be un- 


no efficacy as to the servitude, whatever may have |j 


been the contract. It seems to me, therefore, that | 
itis a question immediately connected with and | 
growing out of contract, and nothing else. H 

Then again, sir, 1 admit that my feelings have | 
not been so much excited in regard to the doctrine, į 
or the fact, or the nature of peon servitude, as ap- | 
pears to be the case with some gentlemen in this 
Chamber. Sir, within the memory of every man 
inthis Chamber, there has been a worse than peon 
servitude in every State ofthe Union. In Great 
Britain what was the system in relation to debt, 
even in our memory? Why, sir, you were en- 
titled to take every article of property the debtor 
possessed, and, if that was not sufficient to liqui- 
date the claim, you were entitled to the surplus 
proceeds of his labor, or at your option to seize 


his person and confine him within the four walls |: 


of a jail. That f suppose was peonage at the | 
common-law, dnd infinitely more harassing and | 


tyrannical than this system of peonage known to |: 


the laws of Mexico. My sensibilities, therefore, 
are not so highly worked upon in discussing this | 
doctrine of peonage. 
the doctrine, as a doctrine, and the practice, as a | 
practice, is wrong; and at the proper time, and in 
a proper way, Lam willing to abolish it; but I! 


dislike to deal with it finally now, for I do not jj 


understand it. I must say, too, that it would be : 
more proper and more in cenformity with our gen- | 
eral mode of legislation to leave these municipal 
regulations to the people of the country them- 
selves, and not to inflict upon them a mode of col- | 
lecting their debts by legislation here. 


pass with the additional amendment which I have | 
offered, although I must confess that I have no 
anxiety about either of them. . 

Mr. CLAY. We have been six months, in 
some form or other, engaged in the consideration 
of African slavery; and, as if we had not enough 
of that, peonage has sprung up at the end of these 


Sul, however, Ladmit that |i 


l therefore | 
desire that if this amendment pass at all, it should |! 


worthy of our care to prevent the enslaving of 
Indians or of any other class or caste of men. We 


|l are told that we know nothing or not enough about 


| thìs peon slavery to legislate upon it. Sir, we 
| have known enough to subvert the constitution of 
| New Mexico and to undertake to give it another, 
and to subvert the constitution of Utah and to 
give it another; and we know, therefore, that we 
| ought to understand the systems which have pre- 
i vailed there, and the systems which ought to be 
substituted, if any, in their place. Now, we 
i know this in regard to peon servitude—that it is 
| sLAyery, and that itis slavery that is created there 
| 


| either by law or by contract. If itis created by 
‘law, and without the consent and will of the slave, 


| then itis void, or ought to be, and ought to be 
n abolished. 


if it be created there by contract, then, 
sir, I have no difficulty in regard to the proposi- 
tion; for [ hold this truth to be self-evident, that 
“all men are created equal,” and that they have 
inalienable rights, and that among those rights is 
| LIBERTY. 

Mr. PRATT. Idesire to say a word to the 
Senate in relation to the ordinance which has been 
referred to by the Senator from Wisconsin this 
i morning, and also referred to by the Senator from 
Missouri yesterday. I find that this is not the 
ordinance by which this species of servitude was 
originally established, and there may be some 
question whether it applies to the territories in 
reference to which we are now legislating. 


territories, it is only a municipal regulation in 
reference to that subject, and not the law b 
which this servitude was originally established. I 
believe, however, it does not apply to the territory 
ifor which we are now legislating. Itis an ordi- 
nance respecting the employment of Indians. Thus 
it commences: 

“Be it known to all persons residing within the jurisdic- 
tion of Monterey that the magistrate of said jurisdiction and 
the board of council have decreed the following.” 


But,. 
i| even if it does apply without the limits of those 
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fatal, we may go further than we design. 
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Then comes the ordinance itself, as it has al- 
ready been read. Now, there is a decree affecting 
only a particular district—that of Monterey—and 
it is signed by ** Walter Colton” as ‘chief magis- 
trate.” It is, then, an ordinance established by 
our own people since the conquest of Catifornia, 
and is applicable to that district of country in 
reference to which this amendment does not apply. 
It does not at all apply to the territory to which 
this clause of the bill refers. 

I rose merely to correct the Senator fram Wis- 
consin—to put him right in reference to this law. 
It is not, perhaps, that our own people in this ter- 
ritory would not have aright to do what this law 
has done; but the ordinance certainly has no refers 
ence to the original law by whieh this description 
of servitude was created. Now, if we had that 
law before us, or if it be the law of custom, it 
would be necessary for us to understand it before 
we can legislate upon the subject, But it occurs 
to me, that, independently of the considerations 
growing out of this ordinance itself, the territorial 
legislature which we are about to establish, if it 
has any pecutiar offices to perform, among those 
offices will be to legislate upon the very subject 
now under consideration. Can the Senator from 
New York suppose that American citizens, inhab- 
iing that country and forming a territorial legisla- 
ture, would not legislate properly in reference to 
this subject of servitude or slavery, if it is to be so 
called? I em entirely willing to leave it to the 
territorial legislature; and, moreover, } do not be- 
lieve that we have power to pass such an ameng- 
ment as that which is proposed. 

Mr. HUNTER. l am opposed to legislating 
on this subject, for the reasons which have been 
given by the Senators from New Jersey and Ken- 
tucky. This is a matter upon which none of us 
are sufficiently informed; I certainty have not in- 
formation enough to justify me in acting upon it. 
It has been called an institution; I incline to the 
belief that there is no such institution as that of 
peonage in the country for which we are legislating. 
It is not one which is known to the Mexican laws; 
and Tam afraid that, if we meddle with the subject 
We 
may not only deprive the laborer of an opportunity 
of disposing of his labor, and exchanging personat 
service for the means of subsistence, but we may 
impose great inconvenience upon society in the 
district where this labor is required. 

So far as I have been able to ascertain the bis- 
tory of this matter, I am inclined to believe that 
the form in which it now exists arose out of cus- 
tom. Originally, under the Spanish law, there 
were certain officers in each municipality who as- 
signed these Indians to certain persons who were 
allowed to appropriate their services; a certain 
class of Indians were required to labor during 
certain weeks, and were assigned to the various. 
Spanish proprietors of the soil around. Finding, 
however, that this was against the spirit of the 
age, in the year 1812 this forced assignment of 
Indian laborers was prohibitea. But there had 
arisen a custom, and it isthat custom which now 
exists. It appears that these persons who em- 
ployed peons used to sell them goods, for which 
they bound themseives by contract to serve their 
creditors; and the Indians, being improvident, 
never paid the debt, so that it resulted in this 
species of servitude; and this, as [ have already 
said, was owing to no peculiar fault of the Mexi- 
can law, but to those improvidences which we 
cannot regula‘e by law. As [ understand it, the 
Indian who can pay his debt is entided to be re- 
leased from servitude by the Mexican law. And 
it is because of his recklessness and want of fore- 
aight that he is nut released. I do not see, then, 
how we can destroy this system, without at least 
running the risk of destroying what is regarded as 
arelation between master and servant in all other 
countries in the world. I believe that in this case 
the master may require a specific performance of 
the contract; that is, he may require it to be per- 
formed in service or labor, and there may bea 
punishment if he does not so perform it; in other 


| words, it is a relation subsisting between the In- 


dian and the master similar to that which subsists 
between the master and the apprentice. 

Now, I submit to the Senate whether, in a mat- 
ter of this importance, we ought to be legislating 
in the dark, and more especially when we con- 
sider that there will be a territorial legislature 
composed of persons cognizant of all the circum- 
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stances, who will understand the relation between 
master and servant as it exists there, and who will 
also have the power to remedy whatever it may be 
necessary to remedy in it. Will it not be better 


to leave it to them to make any changes which the | 
it seems to me | 


nature of the case may require? 
that it would be unsafe to legislate on the question 
now, 

Mr. WALKER. Had | assumed the position 
which the Senator from Maryland represents me 
as having assumed, he would have been correct in 
what he has stated; but he misapprehends the 


position which I took, and places mein one which | 
J did not seek to occupy, and then he corrects me. į 
Sir, l referred to that ordinance simply as a speci- | 


men of the laws passed in different parts of the 
country. F read this one to show that, under its 
operation, the servant did not become a servant so 
much by virtue of his contract, as by the inter- 
ference of the man who had last employed him; 
for it will be perceived that this species of ordi- 
nance is such as to prevent him from becoming a 
free man—not of his own fault, but because the 
master whom he last served refused to give him a 


certificate, which he might do on any trifling alle- į 


gation of debt. It was for this purpose that I 
produced that ordinance, and for none other. 

A word now as to what has fallen from the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. He says that this is an in- 
terference with municipal regulations. Does he 
see nothing in this bill which interferes with the 
municipal regulations of the country? What does 
he see in that provision which prevents the author- 
ities from taxing the property of non-residents 


higher than that of residents, and which may be ; 


a provision of the most.injurtous kind? I have 


been in a territory, and [ know the embarrassment jj 


and injustice which such a provision produces. 


You have non-residents holding large landed prop- | 


erty, which they keep on speculation, while the 
settlers of the country are improving these lands 
in value, by the improvements which they are 
making in the vicinity of these lands; and yet the 


Jocal authorities have no power to tax the non-resi- | 
9 This I i 
regard asan interference with municipal regulation, |: 


dents higher than those who reside there. 


and which, as I shall propose, should be stricken 
out of the bill. 


Again, we propose to restrict the people in the | 


right of exercising the suffrage. This, it is true, 
may be a political regulation, but they may adopt 


the township system of government, which gives |) 


them the power to levy their own road and school 
tax, and yet you would restrict the class of per- 
sons to whom this privilege should be given; and 
there are various other matters in this bill which 
may be said to be infractions of the municipal 
rights of the people. Bat, sir, on the subject of 
the constitutional objection, let me add another ob- 
servation. It is not every interference with a con- 
tract which affects its validity. Here is a contract 
made: what is it? Say an obligation to pay so 
much money. But we know that, in our country, 
a contract for labor may be liquidated by money. 
It is, therefore, only the remedy which is proposed 
to be affected by this amendment. There was 


once such a remedy as imprisonment of the body. |: 
Who ever thought it was affecting the provisions i! 


of the Constitution of the United States in relation 
to contracts when that remedy was proposed to be 
repealed? And now, in proposing this remedy, I 
think we are none the more interfering with the 
validity of contracts than we were then. 

I again disavow any desire to interfere with the 
constitutional rights of the people there, or to im- 

air the validity of contracts; but, if there be an 


improper law existing there, it is well that Con- į 


gress should step in and see it repealed, and pre- 
vent the possibility of its existence in future. 

Mr. FOOTE. F have no idea of detaining the 
Senate by discussing this question. But it appears 
to me that upon this question the Senate is divided 
into two distinct classes, one professing to know 
nothing on the subject of peonage at all, and the 
other professing to know everything, and yet who 
prove that they know less than those who frankly 
acknowledge their ignorance. I doubt much 
whether there is a single Senator here who ever 
saw a peonage contract, except it may be my 
friend on the left, [Mr. Rusx.] and he considers 
the thing of so little importance as not to regard it 
worth his while to detain the Senate with any at- 
tempt at explanation. Allow me to saythat nothing 
can be more mischievous in itself, or more ridicu- 


lous, than attempts to meddle with legislative mat- 
| ters which we do not understand. Itis obviously 
i much wiser to allow such matters to be attended 


our attention to suitable subjects of legislation. 
My own opinion is, further, that we cannot le- 


out violating the ‘principles of good faith towards 
Mexico, and the people of the territories; because 
if such an institution be actually existing there— 
the existence of which has not yet been proved 
on this oceasion—it is evident from the fact of its 
being established there at the time of its acquisi- 
tion, that it was not expected by the Government 
of Mexico that we would do the least detriment 
to this institution in the manner now proposed; 
nor could the people of the territories ceded have 


mestic rights, else they would hardly have acqui- 
esced so quietly in the transfer of citizenship 
effected by the treaty., Now, sir, I am as much 
opposed to violating any principle of good faith, 
impliedly connected with this treaty with the 
Mexican Government and the people inhabiting 
those territories, as I would be of violating my 
own oath of office for the purpose of carrying out 
| certain abstract principles of national lav. Never 
| will I consent to violate my own sense of what is 
| honest and equitable, and conformable- to good 
| faith, in order to enhance my own consequence as 
an agitator of abstract and startling theories. I 
hope, therefore, that we will give the go-by to this 
proposition. Every one must see that, in under- 
taking to legislate on this subject, we are wander- 
ing in the dark, and may commit mischief withou. 
intending it. 

Mr. WALKER. I donot know what the Sen- 
ator means when he speaks of violating his oath 
|| of office. Perhaps he will explain. 

i Mr. FOOTE. 


i, from Wisconsin. 


‘Mr. WALKER. I hope the Senator from |i 


who support this measure would violate their 
oaths of office. 
Mr. FOOTE. 


|i Mississippi did not suppose that any gentlemen 
j 


I was not alluding to any gen 
|| teman in particular. I merely made a genera 
|| remark. If any one felt its application to himself, 
i| Lam not responsible. But I feel bound to say 
|! that the honorable Senator from Wisconsin is one 
i of the last men in the world to whem I would 
| think of specially applying the remark referred to. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think we have 
| traveled far enough now to perceive that we are 
! out at sea, without chart or compass, legislating 


|! upon a subject about which we know but little. | 


| The sooner, therefore, that we get back to port the 
: better. 
; of peonage, and it is evident, from the ordinance 
| that has been read, that some members of the Sen- 
| ate suppose it is confined to Indians, 

| Mr. WALKER. I merely referred to that or 
| dinance as an instance of legislation on the subject. 
| Mr. DAVIS. Then it appears that the Senator did 
4 
i 


the existing laws of the country, could have none 
| of the evil effects which he supposes, because the 
| owner of the peon, if he refuses his discharge upon 


|i the payment of the debt, can be compelled by the ; 


|; magistrate of the district to give that discharge. 
Peonage does not rest upon any law of Mexico. 
It came from Spain to Mexico, and to Spain it 
came from Rome. 
his estate. It isa hard species of service; and this 


takes no care of the peon. 


i 
i 


li 


for which the Federal Government cannot legislate. 
I do not take the ground that the Constitution for- 
l| bids us to interfere with contracts. The Consti- 
|l tution forbids any State to impair the obligation of 
l! a contract. Those who framed that Constitution 
|! believed that the Congress of the United States 
f they could not therefore impair the obligations of 

contracts. This species ofproperty, then, resting as 
t does upon contract, is much in the same position 
as the apprentice is to his master. The apprentice 
runs away from his master; what does the master 
do? Why, he advertises him, and forbids all per- 


i 
| 
i 


to by those who best understand them, confining | 


i| gislate upon this subject of Mexican peonage with- |i 


expected that we would interfere with their do- |! 


Í did not allude to the Senator : 


{tis proposed to legislate on the subject |: 


not mean us to understand this as the general sys- | 
| tem of law upon the subject. That ordinance, under | 


Jt isa contract modified by A 
custom, so that the child of the peon passes with | 


causes peonage to be worth so little that the master | 
I think, Mr. President, that we know too little : 


on this subject to legislate upon it; besides, I hold | 
li that it is one of those relations of personal property į 


would never interfere with private property, and that | 


i, sons from employing him; and] take it to be ex- 
actly the case with the peon. a 
; Again, Mr. President, by the 9th article of the 
: treaty, itis obligatory upon us, in relation to the 
i Mexicans in this country, to grant to them fùil 
protection to their property. ‘This isa species of 
property, and we have no right to interfere with: 
it, I believe it has been often said that when our 
institutions are fally established in that country, . 
the course of time would abolish this system of 
peonage, hecause it is a thing which is opposed to 
the feelings of our people, and. could hot. exist 
where our people establish laws and government. 
Till that time arrives, I trust that we will not-pass 
the limit of our proper authority; and that we will 
i not interfere with the domestic relations of a peo- 
: ple over whom we clairn to exercise the powers of 
government. z 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In the present condition of 
: the bill, I shall vote for the amendment-of the Sen- 
i ator from New Jersey, although, under other cir- 
| cumstances, | should have voted for the proposition 
i of the Senator from Wisconsin. 1 would, Ww- 
ever, prefer that the bill should be silent upon these 
; questions; but if we are to take cognizance of the 
i subject of slavery there, then I am compelled to 
| vote according to my view of what is right under 
i my instructions This species of servitudé called. pe- 
! onage [ understand to result not from a contract to 
serve, but is the effect of being in debt. It requires 
no contract on the part of the peon to serve his.mas- 
ter or his creditor; it only requires thatany individ- 
ual should create a debt, and then peonage exists, 
i if he is unable to pay; for this gives the creditor a 
|: right to take the peon before the alcaide, and he 
ii gives the creditor power over him, so that he must 
; complete his service before the debt is paid. The 
i master then furnishes the debtor or the peon with 
all his supplies, for which he charges his own 
prices, and credits him with his services, and doubt- 
less always takes care to strike a balance against 
the debtor, so that he is never able to discharge the 
debt. The consequence is that the peon becomes 
a slave for life; and net only a slave for life, but 
the debt descends to his posterity, and the children 
are furnished with suppties by the master in the 
same way as were the parents. Thus the son, 
: when he comes to maturity, finds himself indebted 
to the master to such an extent that he never can 
free himself, and the consequence is, that his chil- 
dren are made slaves irrevocably, without their 
own consent. Thisisaspecies of slavery that isnot 
confined to any color, to any race, or to any de- 
scription of mem, but applies to all men, black and 
white, no matter what may have been their origin, 
male and female; there is no distinction of color or * 
i! sex, of age or of race. An American citizen who 
may be in New Mexico under this law, and be- 


i 
t 
$ 


|| comes in debt to the amount of five dollars, is, un- 
| der this system, a siave, and his posterity after 
i him, for ail time to come, if it should happen that 
he cannot pay. It requires, as l understand it, no 
l; contract except the one creating the debt; and the 
law gives the creditor the power to seize the debtor, 
and have him conveyed before the alcalde, and: 
gives hima right not only to take possession of 
that debtor, but to charge him with all his supplies, 
i and thus the peon becomes a slave for life, and his 
children after him. If this be the case, there is no 
remedy; for we have been told, and the Jaw has 
been read here, showing that no man can be hired 
as a servant or workman to any second master, 
‘ until he has had a certificate of discharge from his 
first one. Thus it is clear that there is no remedy, 
no escaping this servitude, and the white man, the 
: free man, the American citizen who has been free 
his whole life, and his posterity, may be held to 
i: servitude which has no end. 

Sir, I think, if we are to take jurisdiction of this 
subject of slavery at all, if we are to restrict and 
limit the action of territorial legislatures, our first 
i duty should be to abolish this revolting system, 
! by which white men, our own kindred, may be 
| reduced to a system of slavery, provided they 
| should happen to be so unfortunate as to be unable 
to pay a debt of five dollars. For one, Mr. Presi- 
dent, | am disposed to put an end to this peonage 
system. ; ; 
€ Mr. RUSK. Idesire, Mr. President, to say on 
! this subject a very few words. Mexican peonage 
has its origin in the civil law, and existed in Spain 
_ long before Mexico was discovered, and it is bot- 
‘| tomed upon contract. The Senator from Illinois 
i| says that there is no contract about it. 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Isaid the debt created the 
contract. 

Mr. RUSK. I should like to know how a debt 
can be created without a contract. This is one of 
the institutions growing out of contracts, and can- 
not be interfered with without impairing the valid- 
ity of contracts. If it is an institution of such an 
outrageous character as has been represented, it 


ought to be abolished; butit seems to me that j 


much time anda great deal of breath has been 
wasted on the subject of extending the curse of 
African slavery into these free territories, when 
gentlemen might have exhausted their philanthro- 
py on a subject much more worthy. 

It has been supposed by some high function- 
aries that these people of New Mexico are capable 
of forming a State government, and are now ready 
to do so and to ask admission as a State; and cer- 
tainly, if I am not mistaken, the Senator from IHi- 
nois was desirous of giving them that privilege. 
Well, sir, if these people are so enlightened, if 


they understand so well how to manage all their | 


polfical matters as to come in as a State, in the 
name of common sense, I ask, cannot they be per- 
mitted to regulate this matter of their own, about 
which we know very little? As a general system, 
I believe I know something about its operation, 
but not sufficieut to enable me to legislate upon it. 
Every city, every town, every municipality bas a 


right to make regulations about their peons or | 
And perhaps there may be half a dozen | 


servants, 
different systems now existing in New Mexico, 
in different localities. Under all the circumstances, 
it seems to me clear that the best plan that we can 


adopt is to leave this matter to the regulation of | 


the people among whom it exists, because we do 
not know what remedy we can apply. But, sir, 
if gentlemen want an object on which to exercise 
their philanthropy, let me tell them that there is 
now in New Mexico a system of slavery of the 
most abject and heartrending character—a_ system 
which is not only continued from day to day, but 


is increasing from day to day, by the culpable ne- | 
glect of this Government to protect its citizens | 


there, of which I shall present some instances 
when the proper ime comes; and then 1 hope gen- 


tlemen will use both their cloquence and their votes | 


in providing for such measures as will prevent the 
wives and children of the citizens of that territory 
from being carried off and made slaves to savage 
Indians. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have made no harangue on 
the subjectof black slavery. The gentleman from 
Texas has misiaken entirely the purport of my 
observations, 1 think it is probable he did not in- 
tend to do me the injustice of attributing to me the 
idea which his remarks would seem to convey, 
when he spoke about carrying slavery into the 
free territories. 

Mr. RUSK. The only reference I had to the 
Senator from Illinois was that he had said that 
these people were capable of forming a free gov- 
ernment. If they were so capable, there could be 


no doubt about their ability to manage their own | 


affairs as related to peonage. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Precisely. And now one 
word upon that point. Ie asks me, il these peo- 
ple are capable of managing their own affairs upon 


all other subjects, are they not capable of mana- ! 


ging their own affairs on this subject? Certainly 


they are. If they are capable of managing all: 
their affairs in all things except regulating this | 


matter of servitude, are they not capable of regu- 


lating their affairs so far as they relate to master | 
and servant? I say they are; and | put that very | 


principle to the test yesterday in the Senate, and 
the Senator from ‘Texas voted against that very 
principle. Am I mistaken? 

Mr. RUSK. What was the question ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I said I yesterday put the 
Senate to the test on that very question, 


Mr. RUSK. If my vote of yesterday requires ;; 


an explanation, Lam ready to give it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
then to vote that the question of the relation be- 
tween mester and servant should not be left to the 
territorial legisiature. I am acting now in obedi- 


ence to the decision of the Senate, and if you are | 


not willing to leave it to the territorial legislature, 


Task you to regulate it yourselves, and let us ` 


abolish this system of peonage. l should not 
have asked to abolish this system of peonage if 


you had been willing to leave the whole qucstion i 


with them. But if they are competent to regulate 


I understood the Senator | 


| this question of peonage, they certainly are able to 
regulate everything relating to slavery of any 

other kind. If, however, we are to perpetuate 
any system of laws there, let us exclude white 
men from being subject to peonage. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment proposed by Mr. Darron, and 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Bradbury, Clay, 
Ciemens, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Douglas, Fetch, Hamlin, Hanter, King, Mason, 
Miller, Morton, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
and Webster—23. 

NAYS—Messts. Badger, Bal Iwin, Bell, Benton, Borland, 
Butler, Chase, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Foote, Houston, Jones, Mangum, 
Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, Upham, Watker,'and Whitcomb—26. 

So the amendment to the amendment was lost. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Watxer’s 


amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS called for the yeas and nays, 
i and they were ordered. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I know enough about this 
peonage, from what I have read and heard, to be- 


which it is very desirable to getrid of; but I do 
not desire or intend to complicate this bill, or to 
embarrass it with any such questions. Whatever 
restrictions may have been placed in other parts of 
the bill, were not placed there with my consent, 
for I voted to strike them out and get rid of them. 
I will not vote to legislate over matters in this 
territory so entirely domestic as this is. The re- 
striction which has been placed in this bill, or I 
should rather say, perhaps, which has been re- 
tained in it—by the vote of the Senate yesterday, 
does not embrace legislation in the territories 
against this form of servitude. “Al rightful sub- 
jects of legislation” are still left open to them, and 
if the people in the territories have not intelligence 
to legislate to regulate a domestic affair of this kind 
| understandingly, and as it should he legislated 
i upon, I shall despair of guiding them in this way 
with leading-strings three thousand miles Jong. T 
have no doubt that it is very desirable to get rid 
of peonage, and J have as little doubt that it will 
i| be done at an early day; but I do not desire to 
embarrass this bill with it. ‘here is embarrass- 
‘| ment enough around it already, and conflict of 
‘| views enough, and I therefore prefer to keep it 
out, and shall vote to keep it out. 
The question was then takeifon Mr. WALKER’s 
amendment, and resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Chase, Cor- 
win, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
i of Towa, Douglas, Peleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, 
Norris, Seward, Shields, Spruance, Upham, and Watker—20. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Ber- 
| land, Bright, Butler, Chay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Mis- 
api, Dawson, Dickinson, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hun- 
p ter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
| Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
Webster, and Yulee—32. 
|| So the amendment was lost. 
| Mr. CLEMENS. I gave notice of an amend- 
ment to the 39th section of the bill, in relation to 
the boundary of Texas, on the 16th of. May last, 
which I will now move, after having first modified 
it. I wish to strike out the word “ that” in the 
A 14th line, and insert the word ‘ such;” and after 
i the word “ latitude,” in the 16th line, to insert the 
words “and the legislature thereof may direct.” 
| Mr. YULEE. We have not yet disposed of 
nall the amendments proposed to the 10th section. 
i Mr. CLEMENS. I have no objection to your 
i, amendment beins voted on first. I withdraw my 
;, amendment for that purpose. 
‘| The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 
Mr. YULEE. Before leaving the tenth section, 
I will propose the amendment which I brought to 
ii the notice of the Senate yesterday. I suppose it 
was the intention of the Senator from Georgia, 
(Mr. Berrien,] and the majority who adopted hig 
‘amendment yesterday, to put this bill, as far as 
relates to the territorial governments, upon the 
; basis of the Clayton compromise. A material 
point in that compromise has not been reached by 
theamendment. The idea which ruled in that bill 
| was to throw both partiesupon their constitutional 
| rights, removing all obstructions to a fair test, and 


facilitating an early trial, 
and understood to have been so decided by the 
Supreme Court, that the Constitution of the United 
i: States did not extend, proprio vigore, to the terri- 
ij tories, but only so far as it was extended there by 
| the legislation of Congress. To avoid any em- 
i) barrassment from this technical point, the Consti- 


lieve it to be an execrable kind of service, and one | 


Tt was alleged by some, ! 


tution was. expressly extended to California and 
New Mexico by a section which was the only one, 
I believe, introduced by the Clayton committee. 
To prevent the legislature from interrupting by its, 
local legislation this trial of right under the Con- 
stitution, the authority to legislate for ** establish- 
ing or prohibiting slavery” was interdicted. It 
will be recollected also by the Senate;' the exten- 
sion of the Constitution to the territories was the 
precise point of controversy during the last session. 
The Walker amendment, as it was designated at 
the time, extended the Constitution to the terri- 
tories. lt was objected to by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Dayron] and other Senators 
mainly on that account, their purpose being to 
leave the Mexican Jaws in unobstructed force, so 
far aslegislation could accomplish thatend. Upon 
this point the two interests mainly divided—upon 
this point the Senate and House of Representatives 
divided—and upon this point all legislation for the 
government of the territories failed at that session. 
With the view to bring the Senate to a direct vote, 
and to determine if it is the intention of the friends 
of the measure to ingraft the whole spirit of the 
Clayton compromise so far as the territories are 
concerned, I will offer as an amendment, to be 
added at the end of the section, the following 
words: “and the constitution and laws of the 
United States are hereby extended over, and de- 
clared to be in force in said territory, so far as the 
same, or any provisions thereof, may be applica- 
ble.” 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr, President. 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will allow me, L 
will read the section in the Clayton compromise 
bill, from which it is taken. 

Mr. FOOTE. I rose for that purpose. 

Mr, YULEE. The thirty-fifth section of the 
Clayton compromise billis as follows: 

«That the Constitution and Jaws of the United States are 
hereby extended over and declared to be in force in the said 
‘Territories of California and New Mexico, so far as the same, 
or any provision thereof, is applicable.” 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I stated yesterday, 
that if the Senator would look at the bill, he would 
find the thirty-eighth section to be as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, That the laws of the United States, which 
are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force and 
effuct in the said ‘Territory of New Mexico as elsewhere in 
the United States.” 

Mr. YULEE- That provides for the laws only. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator would move to 
amend the thirty-eighth section by inserting the 
‘words * Constitution and,” so as to make it read, 
“ the Constitution and laws of the United States 
not locally inapplicable,” it seems to me that 
that would be the most appropriate: place to intro- 
duce it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I will say tothe Senator from 
Florida, thatthe reason why the amendment which 
I proposed to the tenth section was confined as it 
is, was that there are two sections in this bill spe- 
cially applicable to New Mexico and Utah, one of 
which has been read by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and the other of which is in the same words. 
His amendment ought to be offered to those two 
sections. 

Mr. YULEE. I would have no objection, but 
my purpose in offering it where I did, and in the: 
words I did, was, to adhere precisely to the phrase- 
ology of the Clayton compromise bill, which is 
departed from in the section to which the Senator 
has called my attention. As a part of the phrase- 
ology had been adopted in the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Georgia, it appeared to me 
best that the rest should be preserved. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I should have had no hesita- 
tion in adopting that course, if there had not been 
two other sections of this bill by which the laws 
of the United States are extended to these territo- 
ries. {t seemed to me that an amendment propo- 
sing to extend the Constitution of the United States 
to those territories, should be made to those sec- 


| tions which extend there the laws of the United 


States. The object sought by the Senator from 
Florida would be attained if he would modify his 
amendment so as to make it an amendment to the 
twenty-first and thirty-eighth sections. 

Mr. FOOTE. Ido notintend to say anything 
in opposition to this amendment, except that I 
never have doubted, and I trust that no southern 
man does, that the Constitution of the United 
States was carried to these territories by the treaty. 
But if this be not the case—and surely speeches 
have been made here that ought to convince any 
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one that it is—if this be not the case, does any one 
doubt that the act of establishing territorial gov- 
ernments, under the Constitution of the United 
States, has the effect of carrying the Constitution 
of the United States there? Surely there can be 
no doubt upon this point. {do not mean to avow 
adetermination to vote against the amendment; for, 
in a spirit of compromise, I will agree to it, but I 
regret the disposition manifested to overload the bill 
with unnecessary amendments, which may lead to 
misinterpretation and mischief. 

Mr. CLAY. One word only. On the ques- 
tion whether the Constitution of the United States, 
immediately upon the adoption of the treaty, was 
carried into California and New Mexico, and so 
forth, or not, is a question upon which I do not 
mean to express any opinion, as itis not necessary. 
Yam inclined to concur, however, with the Senator 
from Mississippi, in the other. position which he 
takes, that by the passage of this law the Consti- 
tution of the United States would be incidentally, or 
by implication, carried over those territories. But, 
sir, waiving all these matters, itseems to me that the 


amendment can do no harm, because, if the Con- | 


stitution of the United States is there already, why 
our putting it there by another enactment will not 
alter the case. If, then, the Senator from Florida 
will alter his amendment so as to insert the word 
* constitution” before the word “law,” in the 
two sections alluded to by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, | shall make no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. I will suggest this course to the 
Senator from Kentueky as being preferable to the 
one he recommends. Í have not carefully exam- 
ined the phraseology of the section as it exists in 
the bill, I will, therefore, prefer to take the sec- 
tion as it exists in the Clayton bill, altering the 
word ‘ California” to ** Utah,” so'as to make it 
appropriate to this bill, and offer that as a substi- 
tute for the 21st section of the bill reported from 
the committee. 

A Senaror. The 31st section. : 

Mr. YULEE. I understand the 31st section 
to be the one which extends the laws of the Uni- 
ted States to the territories. 

A Senator. 
section 21 to Utah, 

Mr. YULEE. Well, then, I propose to sub- 
- stitute the words of the Clayton compromise bill 
for section 21. A 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, | am really indif- 
ferent about it. 
compromise, it has not been made the standard by 
which this bill has been drawn atall. [ never read 
itin my life. We heard something about it yes- 
terday, and I had Jearned something about it be- 
fore, but the advantage of this clause as it now 
stands in the bill is, that itis taken literally, not 
from the Clayton bill which did not pass Congress, 
but from repeated acts of Congress passed in the 
case of Arkansas, and, I think, of Illinois, but cer- 
tainly of several other States. I have taken the 
precise language—which was adopted also by the 
Senator from Iliinois [Mr. Doveras] in the original 
draught of his bill—I have taken the precise lan- 
guage of the existing laws; in which the “ con- 
stitution”? is not specified. f have no objection to 
the specification of the “ constitution,” but I think 
it would be better just to add it to the existing 
clause of the bill. ; 

Mr. YULEE. I will move, then, to amend the 
bill by striking out the twenty-first section, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Ant he it further enacted, That the Constitution and 


laws of the United States are hereby extended over, and de- | 
elared to be in foree in the said territory of Utah, so far as 


the same or any provision thereof mav be applicabie.”? 


Mr. CLAY. Well, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Have the yeas and nays 
been ordered on this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have not 
been ordered. À 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. President, I 
rise for the purpose of asking that they may be 
given, and [ do it for the purpose of recording my 
vote against the amendment, because it is identical 
with the provision of the bill as it now stands in 
substance, although the phraseology is not pre- 
cisely the same. It is identical with the provision 
of the bill as it now stands, with the exception tnat 
it proposes to extend the Constitution over the 
territories. Lam not willing, for one, by a legis- 
lative vote, to say that the organic laws of the 
United States do not extend over every part of the 


Section 38 relates to New Mexico, | 


But, with regard to the Clayton | 
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country, but that, after we have made by treaty 
any acquisition of territory, it then becomes ne- 
cessary by legislation to extend the organic laws 
over that ċountry. Fam not willing to sanction a 
principle of that sort by my vote, and I wish to 
have an opportunity of voting against it, to show 
that I entertain a contrary opinion. I therefore ask 
for the yeas and nays; i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iwish to make an appeal to my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. UnpER- 
woop,] with whom I perfectly concur as to the 
entire uselessness of this amendment. In a spirit 
of conciliation, however, | have been willing, at 
the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, who 
sits furthest from me, [Mr. Cray,] to amend the 
bill as far as practicable, so as to be satisfactory 
to all. I will, therefore, vote for what I consider 
to be useless, and refer my honorable friend toa 
principle of the common law, with which no one 
Is more familiar than himself, which runs thus: 
utile per inutile, non vitiatur; which, liberally trans- 
lated, means simply that a surplusage cannot vitiate. 
On this principle l can vote for the amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam disinclined to put 
upon record anything which will justify the in- 
ference hereafter that the Constitution is to be ex- 
tended by legislation. It does seem to me to be a 
matter of some little consequence, and I would 
rather vote against the amendment on that account, 
and leave it upon the record that we did not think 
it necessary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I agree entirely with the 
Senator from Kentucky, who last spoke upon this 
point, that the Constitution is there now, but I 
also say that if it is not it ought to be. I should 
not have had any doubts about voting with the 
Senator from Kentucky against this amendment, 
but for the fact that, two years ago, a very learned 
discussion took place here between distinguished 
Senators, to prove whether the Constitution was 
or was not in force in the territories. The distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wes- 
STER) made repeated arguments here in contro- 
versy with a Senator from South Carolina, now 
deceased, [Mr. CatHoun,] to prove that the Con- 
stitution did not apply to the territories, unless 
extended there by law. He did not, however, 
convince me. I still think that every American 
citizen, on American soil, is entitled to the benefits 
of the Constitution; but if there is any doubt upon 
that subject, if it is not there, it ought to be, and | 
I shall therefore vote for the amendment, in order 
to avoid any controversy upon that point. 

Mr. DAYTON. I desire only to ask whether, 
if thè Constitution is not there, you expect to 
carry it there by a legislative enactment? 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I hope we shail not 


prolong the discussion as to whether the Constitu- 
tion is or is not there, for I believe that a speech 
upon either side of this question might be sensibly 
made for an hour and ahalf. (A laugh.) Ido not 
think there has been any subject which [ have so 
much considered in relation to this matter as this 
very question; and I musteonfess that my opinion | 
inclines to what I understand to be the opinion of | 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster;] | 
but let us avoid the question, and not take up and | 
discuss a matter of this kind to consume time. ‘If 
the Constitution is there, well and good; if it is | 
not there, this enactment will carry it there. I 
will not, however, discuss this question, Itis not | 
t 


necessary, and I trust the worthy Senator on the | 
opposite side [Mr. Yver] will be gratified by 
having his own language introduced into the bill. : 
I always give way, whenever the question is | 
simply as to the form of expression, both forms 
meaning the same thing, to that which wiil please 
most the gentleman who insists on his particular 
phraseology. With that view, F shall cheerfully 
vote with the Senator from Florida, although I 
think he might have accomplished his object in the 
manner I suggested. 

Mr. YULEE. It was not my purpose when I) 
offered this amendment, nor shall [ now, go into | 
any extended discussion, I will say to the Sen- | 
ator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] that it is not my | 
phraseology which I insist upon, but inasmuch as 
the committee which reported this bill communi- 
cated to the Senate its purpose to have adopted the 
words of the Clayton compromise, and inasmuch | 
as, for the purpose of bringing the billinto theshape | 
of the Clayton compromise bill, the phraseology 


was changed at the instance of the Senator from | 


Georgia, [Mr. Bernrien,] it appeared to meto bë 
very proper that we should pursue that purpose by 
adopting in this respect also the prascology of the’ 
Clayton compromise bill. SpE: 

Now, sir, with respect to the question pro- 
pounded by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr 
Dayrow,] Í will answer only that the same ques- 
tion was put and discussed by that Senator durin 
the last session of Congress, and was then fully - 
answered. Iam perfectly willing to leave the ar+ 
gument where it stood then. In respect: to the 
remarks made by the Senator from. Mississippi, 
[Mr. Foorts,} I would say that the Senator when 
he voted for the Clayton compromise bill did not 
consider it useless. The Senator from Missis- 
sippr 

Mr. FOOTE. I regret the spirit now mavi- 
fested by the Senator from Florida, but I will say 
to him that when I voted for it then, I thoughtit 
useless, and Í voted for it for the same reason that 
will induce me to vote for it now. 

Mr. YULEE. Well, if the Senator voted for it 
in the Clayton compromise biil thinking it uses 
less, that was not his opinion, I presume, when he 
voted for it in the Walker amendment at the Jast 
session, in the support of which he had so large 
a share. The amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, contrasted with that sent us from the 
House, presented mainly this single point of dife 
ference, that the one provided for the extension of 
the Constitution of the United States, while the 
other did not. i i 

Mr. FOOTE. I think the Senator must per- 
ceive that there is a difference between the two 
cases. In that case the point was considered 
doubtful, and was discussed at some length by the 
Senator from Massachusetts and others, and it 
was deemed prudent to insert this phraseology; but 
1 do not deem it necessary in the enactment of a 
territorial bill like this, because the act itself would 
have the effect of extending the Constitution, if it 
had not been already extended. 

Mr. YULEE. I will not press the point. Ag 
the Senator thought it useless on both these occa- 
sions, I shall be satisfied with the vote he promises 
me on the present occasion. With respect to the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] I will 
say that, notwithstanding the opinion which the 
Senator expresses now, and which he expressed’ 
on a former occasion, when he votéd against the 
Clayton compromise, a majority of the Senate: 
adopted the section referred to as a part of the very 
gist of the compromise. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Ido notintend toenter upon 
the discussion of this question. Enough was said 
about it at the last session, and if I did not satisfy 
the Senate then, I shall not go into it now. But 
it does appear to me that the adoption of such a 
proposition as the one now before the Chair is 
subject to great objeciions. One is, that it extends 
the Constitution of the United States ‘‘so far as 
applicable.” Who is to judge how far that is? 
There must be something more distinct and defi- 
nite than that, if you mean todo anything. And,” 
then, sir, what are the great principles of the Coni: 
stitution of the United States? That: there shall 
be a Government—an Executive, a Senate, and 
House of Representatives; and another great prin- 
ciple is, that the judicial office shall be independent. 
Well, does the bill say that this shall be the case? 
No; it provides that the judicial office shall be de- 
pendent. And so you may run through the whole 
bill, and compare it with what we call the princi- 
ples of the Constitution of the United States, and: 
you will find them equally repugnant to any such’ 
general declaration. Now, sir, I shail take no 
pains to resist this proposition at present, but when 
it shall get, on some future day, into the Senate, I 
shall take the pains to draw up an amendment 
stating that certain things established as bul warks 
of liberty in the Constitution and law—such as 
trial by jury and habeas corpus, &c.—shall. be 
held to be binding, and obligatory, and lawful, and 
paramount in these territories, while they remain ` 
as such. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I confess that I hear with 
some surprise the objections made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts to the terms that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is to be extended to the: 
United States, “so faras it may be applicable.”’: 
Now, sir, the Senator from Massachusetts will 
recoliect, for he well knows, the common law 


| principle that governs every rule “so far as dp- 


plicable.” So the organic laws are adapted and 
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extended to Utah and New Mexico, ‘so far as 
they are applicable.” These expressions are lia- 
ble to the same objections when applied to law as 
to the Constitution. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Will my honorable friend 
allow me to ask him if the expression in common 
law. is not ‘so far as it has been used and ap- 
proved,” and not ‘ applicable?” : 

Mr. BERRIEN. Those words certainly applied 
to the common law of England, as it had been 
s used and approved” to a certain extent before 
the Revolution; but we are about to apply our 
laws to a territory where they have not been 
‘used and approved,”? and consequently there 


must be a difference of phraseology arising out of | 
This expression | 


a difference of circumstances. 
is analogous to that which was used in regard to 
the introduction of the common law of Great 
Britain here, as far as in the nature of circum- 
stances it can be analogous. But, it is asked, 
what are the principles of the Constitution which 
are to be extended to the Territories? And the 
Senator from Massachusetts adverts to the organ- 
ization provided for by the constitution of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives and the judicial 
department. Well, E can say generally, in answer 
to that, that the Constitution of the United States 
separates into two parts. One regards the organ- 
ization and administration of the Government, the 
other the rights of citizens. Those provisions 
which accomplish the organization and adminis- 
tration of the Government, are of course not 
needeu.in the territory. But the rights of citizens, 
those which the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 

oses to specify in the amendment which he has 
intimated it to be his intention to introduce, those 
in general terms which are principles of the Con- 


stitution applicable to Americen citizens, wherever jj 


found within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
will be transferred by the operation of this pro- 
vision into the territories. But really, sir, this is 
giving the amendment too much importance. I 
hope that the further discussion of this subject 
wilt be postponed until the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall offer the amendment of which he 
has spoken when the subject will be open for gen- 
eral discussion, 

Mr. BUTLER. [ shall not detain the Senate 
long; but as my vote will not perhaps altogether 
explain the opinions I enterttin on this subject, I 
desire to say a few words. J have always under- 
stood that when you organize territorial govern- 
ments, and establish the machinery of government 
and courts of justice, that the judge in those courts 
administers the laws of the territory, but that the 
Constitution of the United States is the supreme 
Jaw. And without express extenston of the Con- 
stitution, any judge going into any one of the 
territories of the United States under the organi- 
zation of a territorial government, could not deny 
the right of habeas corpus without being im- 
peached, because it is a part of the law; and I say 
furthermore, that if he undertook to construe any 
contract, or permit any ex post facto law to be 
passed there, he would violate the supreme law 
under which he was acting, because the Constitu- 
tion, to the extent to which it is applicable, is not 
only a part of the law, but it is the supreme law 
for every judge who administers there. l agree 
with the Senator from Georgia that there are two 
divisions in the Constitution. One is the organi- 
zation of the Government itself. Of course that 
is not applicable. And the other is the law of the 
country, Now the Constitution has certain great 
principles which must be enforced. You cannot 
disregard it in any part of the United States where 
an American citizen claims the protection of the 
laws of the country. l have only to say, that if 
to morrow any set of men in the Territory of 
Utah were to rise in arms against the Government 
of the United Siates, to levy war, or to aid and 
give countenance to an enemy, they would be 
guilty of treason, without any special extension 
of the Conatitution. 

I know that this subject has been a goad deal 
discussed, and I am sorry that the Senator from 
Florida has thought proper to introduce it now, 
for l agree thoroughly in the opinion that the 
moment we organize a territorial government, it 
carries with it the constitutional law. 


Mr. YULEE. 1f the Senator from South Car- 


4 
olina does not like the amendment, I presume he i 
i 
fi 


will vote against it, and l am sorry for it. [tis 


attach to this amendment, or whether I attach any 
i value-to itatali. I do myself entertain opinions 
in some degree cnincident with those expressed 
by the Senator from South Carolina, but there is 
another class of gentlemen who think otherwise. 
The Senator from New Jersey expressly objected 


l it might give to the South an advantage which it 
had not otherwise——~ _ 
| A Senaror. That was to the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, (Mr. Watxer.] 
Mr. YULEE. It is precisely the same thing, 
and inasmuch as the friends of this bill announce 
to the public that those opposed to it are opposed 
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those proposed in the Clayton compromise bill for 
which they voted; I say that, inasmuch as this 
pretence is made by the friends of the bill, I have 
simply desired that they should include, in the 


i 
l 
i 
{ 
i 

i 

|! 

l pose for these two territories, precisely the in- 

li tents and contents of the Clayton compromise. 

| That is all. Whether I attach more or less value 

|| to it, it is not necessary for me to say. 

| Mr. WALKER. I would snggest that, by the 

| fifteenth section of the bill, officers of the terri- 


| 


; territorial bill. 
ji eral provisions of the Constitution in favor of 


| human liberty go with the bill, without specially 


{ 


|i ment is therefore unnecessary. 

Mr. FOOTE. 
Senator from Florida does not attach any import- 
ance to the amendment, it can only be for the pur- 
pose of momentary entertainment. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator has no right to 
impnte motives. 

Mr. FOOTE. 
portance to it, I shall vote for it; if he does not, I 
' shall vote against it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Every Senator will ask 
himself now, by what authority we hold this ter- 
ritory? If we can hold it under anv other author- 
f ity than the Constitution of the United States, I 
i should Jike to know what itis. Itseems to me, 
|; therefore, that the amendment is entirely unneces- 
i sary, but will vote for it rather than lose time 
ji on it. 

Mr. CHASE, 


ii 
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i from New York assigns for voting for it—because 
| the Constitution extends to the territories, inde- 


! those provisions which are designed to secure 
| rights of person or property. I shall vote against 
| the amendment because it is nugatory; no result 
| will be attained whether we adopt or reject it. It 
| 

| of the provision in regard to slavery. Nothing is 
j settled by it. The question in dispute is merely 


i the courts. The billis brought forward as one of 
į settlement and peace; but it will settle nothing, 
and effect nothing beyond throwing the question 
i] of slavery into the arena of public discussion and 
party strife. 

For myself, I hold that the Constitution extends 


if 
| 
Jt 
il but we differ widely as to the effects of the Con- 
i stitution upon personal rights. For my own part, 
| so long as the Constitution retains unaltered, that 
| provision which denies to Congress all power to 
| deprive any person of liberty without duc process 
| of law, Í shall not believe that any person can be 
r held in the territories as a slave without a viola- 
f tion of that instrument. 

I! The question was then taken on Mr. YuLEE’s 
amendment, and resulted as follows: 

i) YRAS—Vessrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Borland, Butler, 
|| Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dick- 
ij inson, Dadge of towa, Dou ; Downs, Fonte, Hon-ton, 


jr Hanter, King, Mangum. Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt. 


\ 
i 
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| 
i 
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i 


| 


ji Yutee—30. 

i NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Bright. Chase, 
ii Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of 
ji Wisconsin, Felch, Greene, Ha clin, Jones, Miller, Nortis, 
li Saward, Shields, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
ji Webster, and Whitcomb—24. 


So the amendment was adopted. 
On motion by Mr. Downs, the twenty-seventh 
section of the bill was amended go as to corre- 


not necessary for me to say how much value I | spond with the tenth section. 


i) Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Spruauce, Sturgeon, Turney, and À 


to this particular phraseolagy, on the ground that | 


to territorial organizations that are identical with | 


| form of territorial government which they pro- | 


| tory-are required to take an oath to support the | 
i Constitution of the United States; and there is, L | 
believe, a provision of the same kind in every | 
I take it, therefore, that the gen- | 


| extending the Constitution, and that the amend- ; 


l rise simply to say that if the || 


If the Senator attaches any im- ʻi 


I shall vote against this amend- i 
‘ment for the precise reason which the Senator: 


| pendently of all legislation of Congress, im all 


is in keeping, however, with the general character ; 


i shifted from Congress to the Administration and |: 


o the territories, and in this we nearly all agree; $ 


Mr. BALDWIN. I now move to amend the 
27th section by inserting the following immediate- 
ly after the words, “ African slavery,” in the Gth 
i| line: “It being -hereby intended and declared that 
i the Mexican laws prohibiting slavery shall be and 

remain in force in said territory until they shall be 
altered or repealed by Congress.” It seems to be 
| conceded, Mr. President, on all sides of the cham- 
ber, that slavery is prohibited in all those terri- 
tories which we acquired from Mexico; that if 
the Mexican law is to remain in force, that Jaw 
: establishes freedom and not slavery as the law of 
‘| those territories. The distinguished chairman of 
|| the committee who reported this bill, has himself 
|| declared to the Senate that such is his understand- 
ing of the law, and that if we pass this hill the 
Mexican law will remain in force; and, indeed, he 
has informed the Senate that if such were not to 
| be the law, he would vote against this bill; for he 
would never vote for any bill that would have the 
| effect of extending slavery to territory now free, 
|! My own opinion is in accordance with that of the 
|i chairman of the committee, that if we pass this 
bill, the Mexican laws prohibiting slavery will re- 
ii main in force, and that the territorial legislature 
|! will not have the power of repealing or changing 
|| those laws by its own legislation, under the pro- 
i visions of this bill. But, sir, that is not the opin- 
i| ion of other distinguished gentlemen who have 
|| delivered their sentiments in the course of this de- 
i, bate. ‘The Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Berrien,] 
ii on the other hand, has expressed the opinion, that 
by the establishment of a territorial government 
|| the Mexican law upon this subject will be abro- 

gated, and that slavery may, under the Constitu- 
l| tion and laws of the United States, which will 
, then be in force, be carried into those territories, 
i| notwithstandifg the original probibition in the 
|| Mexican law. Now, sir, this is a subject about 
| which, in my judgment, there should be no differ- 
ence of opinion as to what Congress intends. We 
|, are here for the purpose of making a law for the 
‘i people of these territories—a law which is to gov- 
i| ern all our citizens in their relation to these territo- 
ries; we are enacting a law in behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, who, however much we may differ 
in sentiment in regard to what would be the effect 
‘| of this bill, can have, as lawmakers, but one will; 
j and they require us to express their will by a law 
ij which is susceptible of but one legal construction, 
Tf it be the intention of Congress that the law of 
Mexico shall remain; if it be the understanding of 

Senators who vote for this bill, that such will be 
i| its effect, why not frankly place upon the face of 
the bill, language which will be subject to no mis- 
construction? The object of the amendment is to 
| declare what the honorable chairman of the com- 
| mittee has stated to be, in his opinion, the effect of 
l the bill. {agree entirely in the sentiment which 
i| was advanced the other day by the Senator from 
, Louisiana, (Mr. Souxe,} that we ought not to pass 
ia Jaw which shall be understood in a different 
i sense by those who coéperate in its passage. I 
; do not concur in the sentiments advanced by the 
|| Senator in regard to what, in his opinion, ought to 
i be the law; but | 
1 


|i one sound rule of legislation for us to adopt, and 
ii that is, to declare our meaning in clear, plain, and 
ij intelligible language, so that there shall be no mis- 
ii take in regard to it. I hold, sir, that thisisa mat- 
ter which concerns us as legislators; that we have 
a daty to discharge which we cannot throw off on 
il others. The people demand a law, a rule for their 
li conduct, clear anu intelligible. They do not ask 
‘us to give them a Delphic response, which may be 
i interpreted in one way or in another, accordieg to 
i| the wishes of every inquirer. They do not ask 
i| us for a law like those which are said to have been 
‘| promulgated by one of the Roman emperors, so 
legibly written and hung up on pillars so high 
li that they could not be read. They wanta plain 
; and intelligible law. The owner of slaves, if he 
wishes to emigrate into those territories, hasa right 
to know before he goes there whether the law will 
‘allow him to take with him his slaves, and hold 
them there in servitude. The free man of the 
North, or of the South, who desires to emigrate to. 
acauntry where freedom is to be the law, has a 
right to know before he goes—as far as we can 
inform him—whether heshall find it on his arrival 
a slaveholding territory, or a territory where the 
law of freedom prevails. 


The object of my amendment, then, sir, is 


ae 
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simply to declare what we mean. We are enact- 
ing a law which means something—a law which 
we desire the people to understand. How, then, 
do we ourselves understand it? Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber-understand it in one sense; 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber say 
that they understand it in another sense. Let us, | 
then, not deal with the peaple in ambignous lan- | 
guage, but let us declare’ plainly and frankly what | 
we do mean; and when we have intelligibly ex- 
pressed what a majority of the Senate understand 
the law to be, if this bill is passed, then the people 
of these territories will know from us what we 
intend to declare the will of the American people 
to be. : 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rather think the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut is talking of 
what emigrants going to the new territories want, 
and he wants to give them that by another form 
of the Wilmot proviso. Now, thathas been voted 
upon and xejected. If you get this enactment 
made, is it not equivalent to the Wilmot proviso? | 
And will not one expression of the sense of this Í 
body satisfy the Senator from Connecticut, with- | 
out prolonging our sessions and our debates day 
after day, by bringing forward the same things, | 
only in a different shape? | 

Mr. BALDWIN. I wish to ask the Senator a | 
question. Does he understand that snch will be 
the effect of the law, if passed without the amend- 
ment Í have proposed? | 

Mr. CLAY. If the amendment which. the gen- į 
tleman has offered prevails, it will be exactly 
equivalent to the Wilmot proviso, for it declares 
that the law of Mexico abolishing slavery shall 
continue in force, 

Mr. BALDWIN. My question was, whether | 
the honorable Senator himself supposed such | 
would, or would not be, the construction of the 
law, without my amendment? 

Mr. CLAY. l have frequently expressed my | 
opinion on that point, and what | have said I will 
not retract, nor have [ altered my opinions. But, 
sir, in what condition are we, with conflicting 
opinions and attempting to make a compromise 
without any one opinion triumphing over another? 
The Senator said that it was a conceded point that 
the Mexican law is the local law in existence. 
Why, this is disputed on all sides of the Senate. | 
I have stated what my opinion was. Other Sena- 
tors, whose opinions are entitled to quite as much 
weight as mine, have expressed a different opinion. 
Then, again, there is another opinion, that the 
Constitution of the United States, the moment it 
came to operate on these territories, abrogated the 
local Jaw. 

Now let us see, assuming that opinion to be cor- 
rect, what will be the effect. Remember, lam not 
expressing my own opinion, but the opinion of 
those learned and able gentlemen who have ex- 
pressed the opinion that the Constitution of the 
United States, in virtue of its own self-operation, | 
abolishes ali the local law, and all obstacles for the 
introduction of slaves. How, assuming that to be 
correct, will the question then stand, if the Sena- 
tor’s amendment prevail? The Constitution would 
say one thing, and the honorable Senator’s amend- 
ments would be in direct violation of the Constitu- 
tion, if that Constitution, according to the opinion 
to which I have alluded, has abolished the local 
Jaw. If that opinion be correct, his amendment , 
will be unconstitutional. Butif it were constitu- | 
tional, it is preciseiy the Wilmot proviso in another | 
and different form of expression. ; | 

Now, sir, l am desirous of arriving at a speedy 
conclusion of this matter. I submit to the honor- 
able Senators who have so much at heart the sub- 
ject of the abolition of African slavery, whethera 
little deference is not due to the opinion of the | 
Senate,.which has been expressed over and over 
again? Sir, I do not myselt offer my own course 
or my own practice as an example for others. 1 
have already had occasion to state once before 
during this session—and I wiil now repeat it—that 
lam for the trial of questions by argument and 
reason, and if these instruments are not sufficient 
to satisfy a majority, I would submit, supposing 
that the majority have the same right to their 
opinions as [have to mine. Lrepeat that this prop- | 
osition is the Wilmot proviso, and the second in- 
stance of its having been presented after a majority 
of the Senate had rejected it. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I do not re- 
gard my proposition in the same light in which it is 


viewed by the Senator from Keptucky, Jt is not 
offering to the Senate the Wilmot proviso in a dif- 
ferent form, but it is offering to the Senate, ina 
palpable form, that which the honorable Senator | 
himself, in reporting this bill, said would be the 
effect of it, if it should be passed into a Jaw, but | 
which other Senators deny. Sir, it is simply de- | 
claring what, in the opinion of the majority of this | 
Senate, the local law now is. tis nota call upon | 
the Senate to enact any new law, orto pass the | 
Wilmot proviso, but it is to declare, as the sense l 
of the Senate, what the law now is. It is because | 
other Senators have denied the construction put | 
upon the bill by the Senator from Kentucky, and | 
beranse they have claimed that the law of Mexico | 
establishing freedom and prohibiting slavery would | 
be abrogated, that I have felt it necessary to intro- | 
duce this amendment, in order that when we are | 
called to vote upon the bill we can vote under- | 
standingly for a law which shall be interpreted 
alike by us all. Ido not wish to send out to the 


people a bill which one-half of this body under- |! 


stands to be one thing, and the other half under- 
stands to be another and totally different thing. 
But, sir, there is another circumstance to which 
I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate, and | 
which will show the necessity of this amendment. 
This bill contains a provision for the purchase of ; 
a large part of what the State of Texas, an inde- |} 
pendent member of this Union, claims as a portion | 
of her territory—all that portion of New Mexico jj 


lying eastof the Rio Grande. The State of Texas li 
is, at this very. moment, trying to obtain jurisdic- |: 
tion in fact over that territory, which she has |! 
never, in my judgment, either rightfully held or |: 
attempted before to exercise. Now, if this bill be |: 
passed by Congress, prohibiting the people of the |. 
territories from passing any law, either for the ad- |: 
mission or the exclusion of slavery, I want to j 


i £ i ig 
i simply, that the law of Texas ant: not the law: of 
ji Mexico will prevail over this entire territory; that 
i tt shall be converted into slave territory, although 


in point of fect Texas has never. for. one: moment, 
exercised jurisdiction over it. That territory east 
of the Rio Grande has been, from the time of the 
rst prohibition of slavery by the Mexican law 
own to the present time,as much dedicated. to 
freedom as the soil of any free State in this.Union, 
Now, if the honorable Senator from Georgia, un- 
derstands correctly what will bethe relations of the 
people of this territory to the Government, of. the 
United States when this cession. shall bè made; IE 
he is correct in his supposition that we .shallres 
cognize Texas as the proprietor of this territory, 
then it will follow that the Texan law or law of 
slavery will be claimed by Senators who concur 
; with that distinguished Senator in opinion, to be 
i the law of this territory. Jt is to exclude any such 
conclusions that | have offered this amendment, 
But the honorable Senator from Georgia.is not alone 
in the expression of that opinion, The same opin- 
ion was expressed by another Senator, by one of 
i the Senators from Mississippi, [Mr. Foore,}.in 
| reply to the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. Coemzns.] 
! That Senator used the following language: : 

s Yes, sir, J insisted then that no scheme ofcesston should 
he proposed ta Texas which did not cautiously reserve to the 
territory in which the visht of property in the public lends was 
to be purchased, the principle of cumyromise embodied in the 
resolutions of annecution; thìs very thing was done by: the 
report of the committee; and yet the honorable Senator 


from Alabama can see no difference in this-respect between 
the bill of the Senator from Missouri and the present one.” 
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Sir, with this difference of opinion expressed in 
the Senate, hy members of this body who are in 
favor of the bill reported by this committee, am {£ 
notright in supposing that a difference of opinion 
prevails among other Senators, who are expected 

i to unite in the passage of this bill, as to what. will 


know what is to be the law of those territories? l be the legal effect of it, if it does not receive some 
I want to know whether the slave law of Texas is ‘such amendment as that which F have proposed ? 


| to be the law of that portion of New Mexico ly- || Jf jt be indeed the intention of the Committee of 


ing east of the Rio Grande, or whether it is to be | Thirteen, if it be the intention of the majority of 
governed by the law of Mexico prohibiting sla- . this Senate, that the law of Mexico, the sta'u quo, 
very? If the law of Texas is to prevail, you will |: shall remain until it is altered by Congress, why. 
establish by the provisions of this bill perpetual . shall we notsay so? The honorable Senator from 
slavery over these territories, with no power in|: Kentucky says that it is a constitutional question, 
the territorial government to prohibit it. If this | and that you are called upon to decide upon your 
amendment prevails, the bill will declare that these |} eonstitutional powers. Are we not called upon, 
territories are under the law of Mexico, from ‘: sir, to decide upon our constitutional powers 
whom, and from whose actual possession and ju- |} whenever a bill is presented for enactment intoa 
risdiction, we received them by the treaty of: Jaw? We must always decide what we believe to 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. That is the point which Iii be our constitutional powers, and, having settled 
wish to establish. I do not wish to concur in the i| that question to our own satisfaction, we ‘act. in 
passage of a bill, the effect of which, in regard to |; pursuance of those powers as we understand them: 
the actual state of the law, either in that portion ' Then, and not till then, is it the proper time to'turn 
of this territory of which it is proposed to takea i| overa question of this sort to the judges of the 
cession from Texas, or in any other portion, shall |: United States for their decision. 
not be clearly known. | deny that, according to any just theory of our 
Now, Mr. President, when this bill was repori-: Constitution, we can in the first intance turn over 
ed to the Senate, other declarations were made by "a great political question to the decision of that tri- 
distinguished members of that committee, besides | bunal. No, sir. The judges of the Supreme 
those made by the honorable chairman himself, : Court of the United States should be kept free from 


| expressive of their views in regard to the effect. the turmoil of political agitation and from the sns»: 
| of certain provisions in this bill. The Senator i: picion even of sectional bias, when they are called: 


from Georgia, [Mr. Berrten,] in reference to the 
contemplated purchase of territory from Texas, 
made this declaration: 


upon to decide questions upon which the: people 
ii of this country are sectionally arrayed, and in a 
ii great measure opposed to each other. Fr is for us 


© The recommendation—with which I, in common with | to meet this question. It is for us to tell what we 


all the other members or the committee, cordially concur— 
which proposes an appropriation ofa certain stin of money 
to Texas, in consideration of her cirennseribing her bonnd 
ary—a recommendation which is founded on the assumptior 
ot her existence as one of the States of this Union on the 
terms and conditions on which she was admitted—seoems ta 
impose an obligation to explain that the ground which I 
have. assumed is precisely that which Toceupied when the 


resolation of annexation, after having received the assent of! 


Texas, was brought back to the Senate of the United States, 

Then, sir, notwithstanding tny Opinion that the Congress of 

the United States, in the adoption of that resolution, had 

transcended their constitutional power, T considered that it’ 
was my duty tosnbmit to the will of the majority, expressed 
in the form whieh the Constitntion had prescribed for the 
exuression of the legislative will, Considering urit the 
opinion which E personally entertained as to the consin- 
tionality of this measure had heen overrated by the decision 
of the competent constitutional authority of the United 
States, Lacquiesced then. as F have done ever since, in the 
validity of thatact; and, therefore, E have cord ally eon- 
eurred in the proposition to which the report refers—that 
whieh recognizes Texas as the rightful proprietor of the 
soil which the United States proposes to acquire from that 
State.” : 


Now, sir, if in the opinion of Congress Texas 


| is the rightful proprietor of the soil and jurisdiction 


of the territory east of the Rio Grande, to he ceded 
to the United States on the terms proposed in this 
bill, what will hereafter be the claim? Why,’ 


+ 


‘| mean, and when we have told the people what we 


intend shall be the law, then, if we have misjadged 
our constitutional powers, will it be the time for 
i those who claim to be injuriously affected by our 
legislation to appeal to that high tribunal to decide 
between them and us. 

Mr, BERRIEN. Mr. President, 1 have but a 
few words to say in reply to the honorable Senator 
| from Connecticut. That honorable Senator could 

have relieved himself from bis embarrassment on 
‘discovering that some individual members of the 


: Committee of Thirteen entertained the opinion 


‘that the purchase of this portion of the State of 

Texas would be an acknowledgment on the part 
_ of the United States, of the title of Texas to the 
; territory which has been referred to, by referring 
| to the report itself. True, that opinion was ex- 
| pressed by me and by another member of the eam- 
| mittee, as a reason which induced us to concur in: 
‘that proposition of the committee. But. the hon- 
: arable Senator would have relieved himself of all 
. his embarrassment if he had referred to. the report 
"of the committee and the provisions of the bill, 
‘which expressly -preclude that conclusion: © So 
: much for that. ; = 


» 
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Now, as to the operation of the Mexican law as 
provided for by the amendment of the Senator. 
The difference between the Wilmot proviso and 
the amendment of the Senator, is exactly the differ- 
ence. between an enacting and a declaratory statute. 
If the Mexican law were not of force in the view 
of the Senator, and if slavery could be permitted 
to exist in the territories, he would introduce an 
amendment which would.be enactive. That would 
be the Wilmot proviso in terms. But as there is 
a diversity of opinion between Senators as to the 
question whether the Mexican laws inhibiting 
slavery are, or are not in force, for the purpose of 
settling this doctrine by the authority of the Con- 
gress of the United States, the Senator proposes a 
declaratory statute, which shall perform the office 
of an enacting statute, containing the Wilmot pro- 
viso in terms. This is the simple and only differ- 
ence between the amendment which the Senator 
has introduced and the Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, what the law is, so 
far as respects existing rights, is a question for the 
judiciary. What the law shall be, is a question 
for the legislature. If we have legislative jurisdic- 
tion over a subject, we may make or change the 
law at pleasure. If we have not, and pass a de- 
claratory law, such a law is a mere expression of 
opinion, and binding upon nobody. 

Mr. BALDWIN. {call for the yeas and nays 
on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I propose to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut by 
striking out all after the word “ be,” in the third 
line, and inserting, “ and the same are hereby re- 

ealed.’? : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have been sitting 
here for some time trying to get the floor to offer 
a very sensible amendment, that does not relate to. 
slavery or peonage. It is apracticalone. I have 
consulted with some of “the leading members of 
the Senate” in relation to it, and they have con- 
curred in it. Tam well aware that we shall not 
effect anything so practical for some time. I have 
lately changed my boarding-house, and F dine half 
an hour earlier than formerly. [Laughter.] I 
therefore move that the Senate now adjourn. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, if the honorable Sena- 
tor will renew it. 

Mr. KING. I cannot promise that. I rose 
simply to ask my friend from Missouri to with- 
draw his amendment. I wish to vote on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, and 
to stamp it with the reprobation which it deserves. 
I hope, therefore, that the amendment will be 
withdrawn, in order that we can vote on the 
affirmative proposition. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, I only 
offered the amendment because I was convinced 
from the manner of the Senator from Connecticut 
that he was really in earnest. I thought that the 
sense of the Senate might as well be tested on the 
subject of the Mexican law relating to slavery by 
a proposition to repeal, as by a proposition to 
affirm that Mexican law. 

Mr. KING. Withdraw the amendment. 

Several Senators. Withdraw it. 

Mr. ATCHISON, . It seems to be the general 
sense of my friends on this side of the house that 
they be not tested on this question. [{Laughter.] 
I will therefore withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I now renew my motion to 
adjourn. g 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, this 
amendment involves a question of more human 
liberty than has ever been involved since the im- 
mortal Declaration of Independence. I would 
therefore suggest to the very worthy and respecta- 
ble Senator from Connecticut, that he had better 
enlarge his proposition so as to carry to the terri- 
tories that other and ‘ higher law” of the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarv.] [Laughter.] 

The question was then taken by veas and nays 
on Mr. Batpwin’s amendment, and resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Greene, (fale, Hamlin, 
Miller, Norris, Seward, Shields, Sinith, Spruance, Upham, 
Walker, and Whiteomb—23, 

NAYS—Messzrs. Atchison, Badzer, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 


Borland, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis of Missis- 


> 


i 


sippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, and Yulee—32. 

Mr. FOOTE then submitted the following 
amendments, which were laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed: 


Strike out the 10th tine, 39th section, and to the word 
‘thereon’ inclusive in the Hth line, and insertin lieu thereof 
‘where the 34th degree of north latitude crosses said 
river? ?? 


At the end of the bill add as follows: 


“ Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be 
so construed as in any manner to impair the rights of the 
State of Texas to all the territory claimed by ber in the | 
event that the terms proposed to said State of Texas should 
not be accepted.” 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, and that it be made the special 
order for that time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Frivay, June 7, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
POST ROUTE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post-route from Jacksonville, in Illinois, via 
Princeton, Pleasant Plain, Clarie’s Grove, Petersburg, and 


Sugar Grove, to Middletown, in said State. ty 


Mr. BURT moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DANIEL (this being private bill day) 
moved that this House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER said the latter motion would, 
this day, have the precedence. 

SPECIFICATIONS FOR PATENTS. 

Mr. STANLY, by unanimous consent, intro- 

duced the following resolution, which was adopted: 


Resolred, That the Committee on Patents be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of providing by law that speci- | 
fieations of applicants for patents shall be prepared by some 
proper person in the Patent Office, when such applicants 
are unable to prepare them. 


PRIVATE. 

Mr. HOAGLAND, on leave, introduced a bill 
of the following title (of which he said notice had 
been given:) 

A hill for the relief of Charles Hinckle. 

The bill having been read twice by its title, was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TUCK rose, he said, toa privileged ques- 
tion. He desired to correct a report in the “ Daily 
Globe.” 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER said, the question was not a 
privileged question. . 

. The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Danrez, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the motion of Mr. Burr, and was decided in the 
affirmative. 


CALIFORNIA. 


So the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Bovp in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the special message of the President of the 
United States relating to California. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, was entitled 
to the floor, but yielded to several gentlemen who 
desired to give notice of amendments. 

Mr. HUBBARD gave notice that he would, at 
the proper time, submit the following, as an amend- 
ment to the proposition submitted by Mr. Jones, 
to provide governments for New Mexico and Utah: 


“ The right of the citizens of the several States and terri- 
tories of this Union, in so far as they exist, or are sane- 
tioned by the Constitution and laws of the United States, to 
migrate with their property into the said territories, shalt 
not be obstructed or impaired by any law, usage, or custom, 
existing or in force in said territories now, or at the period 
of their acquisition from Mexico; and the rights of every 
citizen of the United States, existing under er recognized 
by the said Constitution, to protection in his person and 
property, are hereby recognized as existing in said tertito- 
tories. i 


Mr. RICHARDSON gave notice that he would 
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| territorial government for New Mexico. 


at the proper time introduce, as a substitute for the 
bill of Mr. Dory to admit California as a State, a 
bill to admit California as a State into the Union, 
and to establish a territorial government for New 
Mexico. 7 

[The first four sections of this bill provide for 
the admission of California on an equal footing 
with the original States, with her constitutional 
bounds, and with the right to two Representatives, 
until a census shall have been taken. 

The other fifteen séctions of the bill provide a 

e 
fifth section provides that all that portion of the 
territory of the United States acquired from Mex- 
ico by the treaty concluded ‘February 2d, 1848, 
and not included within the State of California, 
shall be erected into a temporary government by 
the name of the Territory of New Mexico. Pro- 
viding also, that this shall not inhibit the United 
States from dividing said Territory into twoor more 
territories, or from attaching any portion thereof, 
to any other Territory or State.] 

Section ten, which defines the powers of the ter- 
ritorial legislature, extends it to all rightful subjects 
of legislation consistent with the Constitution of 
the United States and the provisions of this act— 
and thus neither affirms nor restricts the power of 
the legislature over the question of slavery. 

In regard to the boundary between New Mex- 
ico and Texas, this bill leaves itan open question, 
and subject to future adjustment. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, by the permission of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CALDWELL. ] gave 
notice to the committee, and sent to the Clerk’s 
table a bill to admit California as a State into the 
Union, and to establish territorial governments for 
Utah and New Mexico. He said that he would, 
at a proper time, offer the said bill as a substitute 
for the bill for the.admission of California offered 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Dory.] 
Mr. W. stated that his object was to disconnect 
the Texas boundary question, the fugitive slave 


i bill, the question of slavery in the District of Co- 


lumbia, and present for the consideration, and he 
hoped the adoption by the committee, of a plan of 
adjustment that would settle the question of slavery 
as connected with the territory acquired from 
Mexico. Adjust that question, and the other difi- 
cult questions if relation to slavery would be 
more easily arranged, in his opinion. 

Mr. CALDWELL tien resumed the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the allotted hour. 
He referred ‘to the alarm which had seized upon 
the great popular heart in respect to the question 
now before the committee. The eyes of all na- 
tions, he said, were upon them. The voice of the 
people demanded to know whether the question 
could be settled or not. That answer was in the 
womb of time. Hecould not, nor did he believe 
that the wisdom of man could, now give that an- 
swer. For himself, God knew that there was no 
personal sacrifice which he would not make to 
preserve our glorious Constitution. But the ques- 
tion still came back, could Congress agree upon 
any terms by which the controversy could be set- 
tled? To ascertain this, it might not be amiss to 
look into the causes which had created the difi- 
culty. To arrive at a satisfactory explanation of 
these causes, it would be requisite to go back far 
beyond the date of the acquisition of the territory 
from Mexico. The difficulty was much older and 
deeper. The country had long previously been 
agitated. Fanaticism, it was true, had had some 


| part in bringing about the state of things which 


now existed, but that fanaticism had been made 
use of by those who had their own ulterior ends to 
accomplish. ‘The whole difficulty was to be traced . 
to a struggle for political ascendency on the part ` 
of the North. The contest had been raging al- 
most from the commencement of the Government. 
No opportunity had been permitted to pass on the 
part of northern politicians, without availing them- 
selves of itto appeal to northern sympathies in aid 
of the purposes they had in view. He regretted 
to know that many honest men in the North, who 
had“no sympathy with the objects sought to be 
attained, had yet been deluded into the support of 
measures having these objects in view. He ad- 
verted to the early history of parties since the 
election of Jefferson, to show that from that hour 
the whole contest on the part of northern poli- 
ticians had been for political ascendency; and he 
réferred, in this connection, to the various devices 
to which the Federal party had resorted for the 
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purpose of strengthening the arm of this political 
party. He replied to claims which had been as- | 
serted, in the course of the debate, that the views | 
of Mr. Jefferson on the subject of slavery corre- 
sponded with those of this northern party. He 
pronounced all such statements to be a slander 
upon the illustrious dead; and proceeded to show, 
by citations from Mr. Jefferson’s letters, in 1821, 
to the elder Adams, (on the subject of the Missouri 
compromise,) and to General La Fayette in 1823, 
that, however his opinions might originally, or even 
at that time, in the abstract, have been opposed 
to the institution of slavery, yet that he had. no 
sympathy with that party whose object was to 
trample under foot the rights of half the States of 
the Union. He cited also the declaration of Rufus 
King, (of another school of politics,) to show that || 
the controversy which resulted in the adoption of |: 
the Missouri compromise, was a struggle for po- |j 
litical power. Comingdown to more recent times, |! 
he adverted to the unexampled virulence which 
had signalized later issues. 

He alluded to the war waged, he said, by a dis- || 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, now no 
more, [John Quincy Adams,] in which it had been 
avowed on all occasions that the object was to 
gain political power. In that controversy, which 
had kept up in the House of Representatives a |! 
continual state of excitement, whose vibrations had 
been felt in every quarter of the Union, it had ! 
been openly avowed that the great object was to | 
secure the political ascendency of the North by || 
getting rid of that portion of representation in the 
southern States which was based upon the institu- 
tion of slavery, That gentleman had introduced 
an amendment to the Constitution, the ultimate 
aim of which was to abolish slavery in the South. 
Not only had he done so, but he came on to this 
floor, bearing with him the wishes and sentiments |! 
of his State; for he presented here the resolutions 
of the Legislature of Massachusetts, asking the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution, so 
as to get rid of that portion of the representation 
of the slave States which was based upon sla- 
very. He (Mr. C.) intended to refer to these 

ropositions, if he had time, in another portion of 
fis remarks. He had adverted to them for the 
purpose of showing that the present difficulty did |} 
not originate in the acquisition of these territories, | 
but that that acquisition was used as the instrument 
of effecting a long-settled and cherished purpose 
onthe part of northern politicians. He did not 
apply these remarks to the great masses of the 
northern people, and most especially not to the 
Democracy of the North. 

He then proceeded to notice the argnment which 
had been urged, that if the opposition to the an- 
nexation of Texas had succeeded, this trouble 
never would have arisen. Suppose Texas had 
not been annexed, what, he asked, would have 
been the condition of the country? That very 
equilibrium which the true friends of the South 
earnestly desired to preserve, would before now 
have been broken up by the admission of Iowa | 
and Wisconsin. The North would have had 
majorities in both branches of Congress. By the 
admission of Texas this equilibriam had hitherto | 
been preserved. Had it not been so, the South | 


could no longer have maintained her rights in |; 


either branch of the Capitol. The North would 
have had the giant’s strength, and might, if she | 
chose, have used it like a giant to accomplish the | 
purposes for which she had so long contended. 
And he vindicated the annexation of Texas, and 
his own course in favorof that measure, even if it 
could be shown that the Mexican war was the re- 
sult of that annexation. Since then a sort of 
hereditary disease, of which the present difficulty 
was but one phase, had prevailed. And it became 
very important to inquire whether any plan of 
adjustment could be devised. He was anxious | 
that a settlement should be effected, but entertained | 
serious doubts as to its practicability. He had 
examined all the propositions which had been sub- 
mitted, with the limited capacity which he had 
been able to bring to the inquiry, and under all 
the disadvantages of a state of health which ren- 
dered it impossible for him to labor very much 
upon anything. There were terms which he was 
willing to take, but he did not think that they could 
be obtained. on | 
that which he considered the Democratic doctrine | 


of the country—growing out of a strict construc- |: 


| forthemselves their own local rights—as Kentucky 


| she ought to have; but one thing she would obtain— 


He was willing to plant himself on |; 


was upon the right of the sovereign States of this 
Union to regulate their own domestic concerns— 
| based as it was upon the doctrine that the General 
Government should in no manner interfere between 
| the people of the different sections of the Union in 
į relation to their private and local institutions. He 
was willing to plant himself upon the doctrine 
that a State, when she asked admiasion into the 
Union, had a right to determine her own local 
institutions. In other words, he was willing to 
| plant himself on the doctriue of non-intervention. 
This was no new doctrine to him. He had suc- 
cessfully maintained it two years ago. 

He was willing to accept a bill that should or- 
ganize territorial governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, without any interference on the part of 
the General Government in the question of sla- 
very; and with these measures he was willing to 
counle a bill for the admission of California into 
the Union as a State, leaving her people to: settle 


had claimed the right to do for herself, and as she 
had recently done. He was well aware of the 
grave objections which existed to the admission of 
California with her present constitution and bound- 
aries. As a separate measure—apart from the 
interests and feelings which, under present circum- 
stances, were inseparably connected with it—he 
would have voted against it. These objections he | 
briefly noticed. But.in a liberal spirit of com- 
promise and conzession, and in the anxious wish 
of his heart to restore peace to the country, he 
would concede this point if, on the other hand, 


State, with a constitution guarantying. slavery 
throughout its entire limits; but, not content with 
the ‘equilibrium ” thus obtained, a southern Prés- 
ident had involved the country in war for the ex- 
tension of slavery. He did not charge that all 
who voted for the annexation of Texas meant. to 
extend slavery; but he must be a cursory observer 
who did not see that the object with which the war 
was commenced and carried on was to acquire ter- 
ritory over which. to extend slavery. ** Indem: 
| nity for the past and security for the future,”? was 
the watchword with the Democratic supporters of 
the war; but it was well known that’ no other 
“indemnity”? could be procured. from a Republic 
whose treasury was bankrupt, and who could not 
even pay her own officers, than a cession of terri- 
tory. ‘Indemnity ” meant a considerable portion 
of the ferritory of Mexico; that territory was sought 
for the purpose of extending slavery and perpetu- 
ating the “equilibrium.” He had voted against 
the war at the outset, and at all subsequent times 
against prospective measures for its prosecution. 
He claimed none of its glory; he shared none of 
its guilt. During its progress the South had been 
warned by himself and by others to beware, lest if 
they acquired territory from Mexico the Wilmot 
proviso might be extended over it. BoE 
Slavery, he said, had already been excluded 
from California—he trusted in God it would’ be 
from the remaining territories—not by this House, 
(for he had not much confidence in it,) but through 
| the people demanding and insisting upon it. ‘The 
northern Representatives, if they truly represented 


such concessions were made as would secure the | 
settlement of both questions. By these terms, it | 
was true, the South would not obtain all which | 


peace, and the Union would be preserved, and the 
Representatives of southern interests could return 
home with an untarnished honor to their people. 
They would get rid of that which, if adopted, 
would have left the South no alternative but dis- 


the Union and preserve her rights, her equality, 
jand her honor? As the equilibrium had been 
| broken up, the South could no longer rely on its 
i numerical strength in either House. 
in this exigency, appeal to any portion of the 
: North to sustain her? He referred to the histori- 


| cal records of the country to show that this appeal 


| party in every section of the country had hereto- 
| fore sustained the rights of the South, and that to 
| them, and them alone, the South must now again 
i appeal. The Democratic party had never joined 
in the crusade of the Federal party of the North 
| for political ascendency. He referred to the votes 
on the admission of Texas, on the proposition of 
| Mr. Adams to open diplomatic relations with 
| San Domingo, on the twenty-first rule, and other 
political questions, as illustrating the correctness 
of hisposition. If any support or help was to be 


and Dixon’s line, they must be found on the 
| Democratic side of this Chamber. 
| not tobe found there who would stand by the 
| South, and who would see that even-handed justice 
was meted out to her, all hope would vanish, 


must dissolve it. 


i 


| gentlemen who had undertaken to account for 


tion of the Constitution—based as that doctrine 


j them. Texas (he said) was admitted as a slave 


Could she, }: 


‘had never been made in vain; that the Democratic || 


obtained from members residing North of Mason || 


If men were |! 


ignominiously to disgrace in the Union, or she | 


He-had but just entered upon this point of his re- | 
| marks when—the hammer fell. 
| Mr, ROOT conceded that the gentleman from |! 


| their people, would be unanimously in favor of 
| the application of the proviso to the territories. 
| The dread of the proviso, the gentleman from 


` Kentucky had told them, had kept slavery out of 


| California. If it had accomplished nothing else, 
j| it had done this, and he hoped its effects would be 
i still further felt in excludiag slavery from the re- 
ii maining territories. 

i} He referred to the history of the resolution of- 


reporta bill establishing territorial governments 
|| for California and New Mexico, and excluding 
i| slavery therefrom, and briefly glanced at theaction 
ij of his colleague [Mr. Viwron] and of the Whigs 
‘of the House generally thereon, arguing their un- 
| willingness to meet the question upon a recorded 
| vote, and commenting upon their declaration that. 
| the resolution was ‘* premature.” He then pro- 
| ceeded at length to review the controversies whiv 

i have heretofore occurred between himself and Mr. 
; Wintarop, replying to portions of the most’ re- 
i| cent speeches of that gentleman in the House of 
‘| Representatives, and reiterating and enforcing the 
if positions in which he had heretoforeimpugned the 


: Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, then obtained the 
‘| floor, and addressed the committee during the 
li hour. He desired, he said, to make no effort of 
HI display, and the committee would bear him wit- 
| ness that it was not his habit to trespass upon. its 
i time. He intended to read, in a very quiet tone, 
| the remarks which it was his-:desire‘ to- submit. 
| He did so in order that he might not say anything 
| which he did not design to say, and that he might 
|i say the things which it was his wish to say. He 
|| earnestly advocated a union of the people of the 
| States of the South, for the defence and preserva- 
| 
li 


i 
j 
i 
I 


tion of the South. This was a policy, the neces- 
| sity of which he could not have dreamed of, until 
| he had seen what was going on before and around 
chim. He referred to the conflicts of interest and 


of the Constitution, and the existence of the just 
id . . Y 

: and happy Government which it had ealled into 
i But for the determined, sectional spirit 
| which then existed, this Government would never 
i have been made the justand equal Government 
which it was designed to be. Jt 
been diverted from its true and legitimate purposes, 


He adverted to the violations of the Constitu- 
tion, which had been committed in the North, in 
respect to fugitive slaves—to the case of the “Cre- 
| ole”—to the hostility which had been manifested 
: towards the South, as evidenced in the proceéd- 
ings of the Government in the case of California, 
and to the existence of a great sectional party, 
{| which numbered in its ranks men of all political 
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It had, however, . 
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opinions, whose sole object was opposition to the 
interests and rights of the South. And he asked 
whether the South was tainely to submit to such 
encroachments, or whether her sons were to be 
denounced as disunionists because they protested 
against them. The Government was to be sus- 
tained only so long as, in the fulfillment of the 
just purposes of its creation, it gave equal secu- 
rity and protection to the rights and interests of 
all parties. It existed only in the affections of its 
constituent parts. Sweep that away, and the 
Government would and ought to fail. The South, 
therefore, must unite. She must drive from her 
bosom those who would not sustain and defend 
her. Her only hone was in firm and united re- 
sistance to oppression. 

He then proceeded, at considerable length, to 
reply to the speech made some weeks ago by Mr. 
Stranty. He denounced what he declared to be 
the northern predilections and destructive princi- 
ples of that gentleman, and the insidious blow 
which he had aimed at the harmony and peace of 
his southern brethren. 7 

He advocated the adoption of the Missouri com- 
promise line. Ft had, he said, been the policy of 
the country for thirty years. It had been a happy 
policy. Tt had given us peace, unity, and brather- 
hood. It should be adapted now, and the South 
should refuse to accept any proposition Jess satis- 
factory. Jt had been carried out in the case of 
Oregon and Texas, Under that policy the South 
would obtain not more than one-third of the terri- 
tory, whilst the North would acquire two-thirds. 
The South believed itself entined to half; but as 
the North would not assent to that, the South was 
willing to accept one-third. The North, however, 
declared that the South should not have a foot of 
it. Ifone-third was given, the South did not even 
ask that it should be guarantied to he slave terri- 
tory, but was willing that the people should, at 
the proper time, adopt their own laws, and ex- 
clude slavery if they desired. But nothing but 
exclusion, immediate, total, absolute, exclusion 
from the entirety of our common acquisitions, 
would satisfy the North. The demand was im- 
perions and urgent. He argued that the Demo- 
cratic party had made a great mistake during the 
last canvass, in abandoning the Missouri com- 
promise policy for the new doctrine of non-inter- 
vention; and that had they not done so, the whole 
difflenlty might have been settled on that basis. 

Mr. DUNCAN, after brief preliminary remarks, 
in whieh he expressed his unwavering devotion 
to the Union as it is, and to the Constitution, with 
all its compromises, proceeded to say that he was 
in favor of the admission of California with her 
present constitution and boundaries; in favor of 
the exclusion of slavery fram Utah and New 
Mexico, if territorial bills for those territories 
were presented; of a justand proper measure for 
the settlement of the houndary of Texas; of the 
abolition of the slave trade inthe District of Colum- 
bia, and af the extinction of slavery therein when- 
ever required by the voice of the people of the 
District, and Congress were willing to indemnify 
the owners; and of any proper bill to carry into 
effect that clause of the Constitution providing for 
the reclamation of fugitive slaves. He devoted 
the greater part of his hour to the defence and en- 
forcement of these pronnsitions. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, was next recog- 
nized by the Chairman, and yielded the floor for 
o motion to rise, to 

Mr. DUER, who said, that before making that 
motion, he wished, with the leave of the gentle- 
man fram Georgia, to give notice of a bill which 
he might move hereafter, embodying a plan of 
settlement of some of the Cifficulties arising out of 
our recent territoral acquisitions, and the subject 
of slavery as connected therewith: the bill which 
he held in his hand proposed an adjusiment of the 
boundaries of Texas, by means of a convention 
with that State; and then it provided for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico, and ultimately of the 
residue of the acquired territory under the name 
of Utah, as States into the Union. He wished to 
sav. that in drafting this bill, he had not sought 
originality: on the contrary he had endeavored to 
avoid it. The bill was founded on the principle 
recommended to us by the President of the United 
States, and was in accordance with his policy, ex- 
cept upan one point—the settlement of the bound- 
aries of Texas. Upon that point the President 
had recommended no specific plan; and he,(Mr. D.,) 


I the said State 


| delivered to the lawful agent of the State of Te 


after much reflection, had adapted, with a few 
changes, the provisions, and indeed the very lan- 
guage, of the compromise plan proposed in the 
Senate. He was aware of the existence of strong 
objections to this feature of that plan; but there was 
an urgent necessity for action upon this question, 
and no mode of settlement had suggested itself to 
his mind which was not liable to even greater objec- 
tion. He did not wish to be considered as offering 
this bill, but he presented it thatit might be printed, 
and read by gentlemen, reserving to himself the lib- 
erty to offer it or not hereafter. He desired also to 
say that he did not bring it forward as embod ying 
his individual views and opinions upon all points, 
which it did not by any means; but as a practica- 


i ble proposition, and one that to his mind was less 


objectionable than any measure likely to be success- 
ful. In that view he wished it printed and con- 
sidered; and in the emergencies that might occur, 
he reserved it to himself to decide, when and how 
he should offer it, or whether or not he should 
offer it at all. 

The contemplated amendment is as follows: 

A BILL to provide for the settlement of the boundary of 
Teras, and to authorize the people of New Merica and 
Utuh to form constitutions and State governments, and for 
the admission of such States into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

Whereas, doubt exists as to the true houndarics between 
the State of Texas and the territories of the Ucited States; 
therefore, for the purpose of removing such doubt, and de- 
termining the hound:aries aforesaid : 

Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stites of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following propositions shall be, and hereby are, offered 
to the State of Texas, which, being agreed to by the said 
State, in an act passed by the General Assembly thereof, 
within -months fram the day of the passage of this 
net, shall be binding and obligatory on the United States: 

First. The northern boundary of said State is herebv de- 
clared to be as follows: Beginning at the point on the Rio 
de} Norte, commonty called El Paso. and ranning up that 
river twenty miles, measured by a straight line thereon, and 
thence eastwardly to a point where the hundredth degree of 
west longitude crosses Red river, being the southwest angle 
in the line designated between the United States and Mex- 
ico, and the same angle in the line of the territory set apart 
for the Tadians, by the United States. 

Second. The United States relinquishes to the State of 
Texas all right and ekim whieh they may have to any ter- 
ritory lying south of the line aforesaid. And the said State 
of Texas relinquishes to the United States all right and 
claim which it may have to any territory lying north of the 
sail line. 

Third. The State of Texas relinquishes to the United 
States all claim upon them, for liability for any partion of 
the debts of Texas, and for compensation and indemnity for 
the surrender to the United States of her ships, forts, arse- 
nals, custom-houses, revenue derived from foreign imports, 
arms and munitions of war, and public buildings, with their 
sites, whieh became the property of the United States at the 
time of the annexation of Texas. 

Fourth. The United States, in consideration of the three 
preceding articles, and considering that to a portion of the 
creditors of Texas were pledged the duties on foreigs iim- 
receivable in her ports, as a secur ty for the reim- 
sement of the loans and advances whieh thev made to 
the said State, and that the said duti s.sinee the annexation 
of the said State to the United States, have been received, 
and are receivable by then State of Texas 
the sum of dollars, in a stock ben five por cent. 
interest. payalle hatf yearly ar the Trea nry of the United 
States, the principal to be redeemable at the end of foorteen 
years; Which soid stock shall be firstappied to the extine- 
tion of any debt for which the duties on i eports were 
pledged as aforesaid. and the residue thereof in such man- 
ner rs the said State may cireet: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained is to he construed to imply or admit the 
liabititv af the United States for any portion of the public 
debt of Texas, 

Fifth. Immedi tely after the President of the United 
Sates shall have officially reecived an authe tie copy of the 
retof the General Assembly of Texas, aceepting in behalt of 
sand eomplying on her part with these propa- 
sitions, he shail cause the steek aforesaid to be issued and 
as pro- 
vided for in the fourth article aforesaid; and this compact 
shall he binding and obligatory on the United © tates and the 
said State af Texas, 

Stoth., If the said State of Texas shall not. within 
calendar months accept, or shall refuse o- decline ta accede 
tothe preceeding anicles, they shall hecome null and void, 
and the United States shall be remitted back to all their ter- 
titorial rights in the same state and condition as if these 
articles of compact had never been tendered to the accept- 
ance of the State of Texas. 

Sac. 2. Ant he it further enacted. That if the propnsitions 
in the last preceding section contained shall be accepted by 


the State of Texas. as herein provided, then. upon the receipt i 


by the President of the Unired tates of an authentic copy 
of the act of Texas accepting the same, it shall be his duty 
to make proclamation thereof; and ther: upon, all that part 
of the territory of the United Sues acquired by the treaty 
at Guadahipe Hidalgon, and which is not included within the 
limits of the State of Catifornia, nor within the Jim ts ofthe 
State of "Pe xas, nor within the limits of the territory of Utah, 
asin this act aflerwards prescribed, shall br set aparı and 
knawn by the name of the District of New Mexico. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted. That the sum of 
thonsand dofars is bereby appropriated, out of anv Moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. to be expended 


under the direction of the President of the United States, in | 


paying such expenses as may have been incurred since the 


final ratification of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, or as 


may be incurred Hereafter by the people of the said District, 
ia administering justice and. preserving order therein, and 
otherwise at the cretion of the Presideut, for the bencfit 
and protection of the people of the said distriet. 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That it shali be the duty 
of the President of the United States, as soon as practicable 
after the acceptance by Texas of the propositions aforesaid, 
to divide, or cause to be divided, the said District of New 
Mexico into a convenient number of election districts, for 
the purpose of holding an election to choose representatives 
to a convention, to be convened for the purpose of forming 
a constitution and State government for the inhabitants of 
said district; and it shall also be the dnty of the President 
to fix the time and places for the holding of said election, 
and to fix the number of representatives thereto, and ta 
apportion the same among the said election districts, in pro- 
portion, as nearly as may be, to thé numbers, so far as the 
same can be ascertained, of their inhabitants respectively; 
andto make all necessary and proper regulations respecting 
the mode of holding saidelection, the apprintnent.of inspect- 
ors to preside thereat, the canvassing of the votes, the ma- 
king of the returns, and all other matters appertaining to the 
said election, and the ascertainment and proof of the result 
thereof: Provided, That the number of representatives to 
the said convention shali not be fess than thirty, nor more 
than sixty, 

Sesc. 5. And be it further enacted, That alt white male citi- 
zens of the United States, inelading such persons tormerly 
Mexican citizens, as may bave elected under the provi-iors 
of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo aforesaid to hecome 
citizens of the United States, who shall have arrived at the 
age of twenty-one years, and have ided in sanl distriet 
six months previous to the election, shall be, and they are 
hereby authorized te vote for representatives to the said 
convention; provided that they shall actually reside, and 
shall have resided for thirty days previous to such election, 
in the election district in which they may offer to vote. 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That the said conven- 
tion shall meet aud hold its session in the city of Santa Fé, 
at such tine as the President may appoint. 

See. 7. And be it further enacted, ‘hat a majority of the 
said convention shall constitute a quorum fort the transac- 
tion of business, and that the said convention when met, 
shall first determine whe ther it be or be not expedient at 
tbat rime to form a constitution and Stale government for 
the people within the said distriet; and if it be determined 
ta be expedient, the said convention shal be, and hereby is, 
authorized to form a con-titution ant State government. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That upon the final 
adoption of a constitution by the said convention, the said 
district shall thereapon and thereby and without further 
action of Congress, became a State of the Union, by the 
name of the State of New Mexico, upon the same footing 
with the original Stules in ail respects white ser: Provided, 
That the said constittion shall he republican in its form, 
and provided, also, and npon the express condition that the 
said convention shall. by an affirmative act, assent to and 
ratify the following articles, namely : a 

First, That the people of the said State, throngh their 
legislature or otherwise, shall never interfere with the pri- 
mary disposal of the public lands within ite limits and shall 
pass no law, and do no act whereby the tite of the United 
Stutea to the right to dispose of the same, shall be impaired 
or questioned, 

Second. That the said State shall never lay any tax or as- 
sessment of anv description whatsoever upon the public 
domain of the United States, and shalt in no case, tax non- 
resident proprietors who are citizens of the United States 
higher than residents. 

Third, That all the navigable waters within the said State 
shall be common highways, and forever free, as well to the 
inhabitants of said State as to the citizens of the United 


| States, without any tax, duty, or impost : Therefore, 


Sec. 9. And he it further enacted, That when it shall be 
shown to the President of the United States, that the people 
of the said district have by a convention, convened as 
herein before prescribed, adopted a constitution for their 
government, and that such constitution upon inspection 
thereof appears to be republican in iis form, and in other 
respeets in accordance with the provisions of this act, it 
shalt be his duty to declare such facts by publie proclama- 
tion, 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That until the general 
census to be taken next after its admission, the said State 
shall he entitled to one representative in the House of 
Representatives of the United States. 

Sec. IH And be it further enacted, That in case the con- 
vention convened to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment for the said district of New Mexico, shall determine 
that it is not then expedient to do so, or shall fail to do so 
for any other reason, orin case the constitution formed by 
sneh convention shall nat be republican in its form and 
otherwise in accordance with the provisions of this act, 
then the President of the United States is hereby authorized, 
and it shall be his duty, whenever it shali appear probable to 
lim that a majority of the peaple of the said district are 
desirous to be admitted into the Union asa State, to pro- 
ceed to convene another eonvention for that purpose, in the 
manner hereinbefore prescribed, and the same proceedings 
shall take place thereupon in all respec s as hereinbefore 
provided, and so incase of a second and other subsequent 
faiinre, until the said di-triet shall be admitted as a State 
into the Union, in accordance with the provisions of this 
act. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That all that part of 
the territory of tbe United States, inctuded within the fol- 
lowing limits, to wit: Bounded on the west hy the State of 
California. on the North by the Territory of Oregon, and on 
the east and south by the dividing ridge, which separates 
the waters flowing into the Great Basin from those flowing 
into the Calorado river.and the Gulf of California, is hereby 
set ap rt, and shall hereafter be known by the name of the 
District of Utah. 

Sec. 13. And he it further enacted, That the sum of 

doltars, and an equal sum to be paid yearly, in every 
year, for eight years hereafter, is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
be expended under the direction of the President of the 
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United States, to pay such expenses as may he incurred hy 
the people of the said district in administering jastiee and 
preserving order therein, and otherwise, in his discretion, 
for the benefit and protection of the people of the said Dis- 
trict. 

Sec. 14, And he it further enacted, That whenever it shalt 
appear probable to the President of the United States that 
the inhabitants of the said district of Utah are sufficient in 
nomber to entitle them to one representative in the Fouse 
of Representatives of the United States, acenrding to the 
then existing apportionment. and that it is the desire of a 
majerity of the said inhabitants to be admitted as a State 


into the Union. it shall be his duty to order a census or i 


ennmeration to he taken of said inhabitants, 

Sre. 15 And be it further enacted, That the President 
shall have power to designate seh persons to act in toking 
such census, and to make such regulations in relation there- 
toas mav be necessary and proper to seenre an accurate 
enumeration ; and for the purpose of defraving the expenses 
incident to such enumeration, the sum of ten thousand dol- 
lars is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treas- 
nry not atherwis* appropriated. $ 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That if npon such 
enumeration it shall appear that the number of the inhabit- 
ants, ascertained according to the rule preseribed by the 
Constimtion of the United States, are sufficient to ertitle 
the said District to one Representative in the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, it shall be the duty of the 
President of the United Stat-s ta divide, ar to cause to be 
divided. the said District of Utah into a convenient number 
of eleetion districts, for the purpose of holding an election 
to chonse representatives to n convention to be held for the 
purpose of forming a constitution and State government for 
the inhabitants of said district; and all the provisions in 
the fourth, fifth, seventh, eighth. and ninth sections of this 
act contained, respecting the election of representatives to 


a eonvention for farming a State constitution in the District | 
of New Mexico, their numbers. their apportionment, the | 


qualifications of voters at such election. the powers and du- 
Hes of the convention when assembled, the admission of 
the State into the Union upan the adoption of a State consti- 


tution, the terms and eondiions of such admission, and all | 


other matters whatsoever, so far as the same may he appli- 
cable, are hereby declared to apply to the said Distriet of 
Utah; and all the powers conferred, and duties imposed 
upon, the President of the United States in said sections 
with respect to the District of New Mexienare hereby enn- 
ferred and imposed upon bim with respect to the said Dis- 
tietof Utah. 

Sec. 17. And he it further enacted, Thatthe convention to 
he convened far the purpose of forming a constitution and 
State government in the said District of Utah, shall he held 
at such time and place as the President of the United States 
may appoint. 


Sec. 18. And he it further enacted. That the said State of | 
Utah shall and may have npon her admission into the Union, | 


such number of Representatives in the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States, as her population shalt entitle 
her to, according to the then existing apportionment of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress among the several States. 


Sec. 19. And he it further enacted, Thatif npon the taking | 
of the census prescribed in the fifteenth section of this act, ; 


it shall apnear thatthe numbers of the inhabitants of he di 
trictof Utah are not sufficient ta entitle them ta one mem 
ber of the Mouse of Representatives of the United States 
or in ease the convention convened ta form a eanstitution 


and State government for the said district, shall determine | 


thatit is nor then expedient to do so, or shall fail ta da so 
for any other reason ; or in case the constituiion farmed by 
such convention shall not be republican in its form and 


otherwise in accordance with the provisions af this act, | 


then the President of the United Srares is herchy authorized. 
and it shall he his duty, whenever thereafter it shall appear 


probable to him that the inhabitants of said distriet are snf- | 


ficient in number to entitle them to ane Representative in 
the Hon-e of Representatives af the United States, and that 
jt isthe desire ofa majority of the said inhabitants tobe ad- 
mitted as a State into the Union, ta arder a second census 
or enumeration to be taken of said inhabitants, as herein- 
hefore prescribed, and the same procecdings shalt take place 
thereupon, in all respects. as hereinbefore nrovided. and so 
in case ofa second and other subsequent failure. until the 


said distriet shall be admitted asa Srate into the Union, in | 


accordance with the provisions of this act, 


and reported. 

On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the proposition 
of Mr. Duer and the various propositions on the 
same subject which had not heretofore been, were 
now ordered to be printed. 

The House then, on motion, took a recess until 
eight o’clock, p- m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order at 
thirteen minutes past eight o'clock, 

Thirty-two members present. 

CALIFORNIA. . 

On motion of Mr BOYD, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the W hole on the sta'e of 
the Union, (Mr. Boyn in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the California question. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, being entitled to 
the floor, proceeded to discuss the pending ques- 
tion, and occupied his hour. He said, that before 
he left home, the resolutions of Mr. Cray had 
been spread before the country, and his constitu- 
ents had generally disapproved them. But those 
resolutions differed materially from the provisions 
of the compromise bill now pending in the Senate. 
He said he disapproved many of the features 


of that bill; but he went for compromise. He 


should vote as he thought his constituents would 
desire him. He was for the Union, if it could be 


gression upon the South, if they passed the Wil- 


rights of Georgia. By 
Mr. J. having coneluded 


slavery. 


yielded toa motion that the committee rise. 


taken, thirty members were counted. 


rule.) Forty members (out of two hundred and 
thirty-one, the aggregate number of the House) 
answered to their names. 

The CHAIRMAN left the chair and reported 
the facts to the House. 

The names of the absentees were ardered to be 
entered on the Journal, (as required by the rule.) 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of Uriah Gane and 55 


laws, 


Schaylkill county, Pennsvivania. for the saine purpose, 
Also, the petition of Samvel A. Waddon and 59 other citi- 


pose. 
Also, the petition of Samuel MeMackin and 22 other 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same 
purpose. 
Also, the petition of Joseph Baker and 53 other citizens 
of Sehuvtkill county. Pennsylvania, far the came purpose. 
Also, the petition of George Brasey and 39 other citizens 
of Sehuvikill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 


of Schuylkill county, Pennevivania, for the same purpose. 


citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same 
purpose. 

Also, the petitinn of Thomas Spencer and 87 other citi- 

| zens of SehuyikiH county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- 
i} pose, 
} By Mr. FREEDLEY: The memorial and address of Dr. 
Jaeoh Dewees. of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, in 
relation to a railroad from the Atlantic States to the Pacific 
eean. 


land. for comnenestion for revolutionary services. 


| 
i 
i| O’Donald, a soldier of the war of 1812, praying for a pen- 
i sion. 

i 
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nia, asking an alteration in the tariff, and the im- 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 


United States to the Peace Convention at Frank- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Washington, asking a reform in the 
|, judicial system of the District of Columbia: which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Spanish Minister, charging them with ‘‘ organiz- 
ing a piracy against a friendly nation, and that we 
raised a standard for enlistment and calling to 
arms against Spain, endeavoring to organize. an 
armed expedition,” and appeabto the recent and 


the United States in the city of New York as an 


lie on the table. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am charged 
with the petition of Wm. M. Belt, one of the con- 
tractors for the public printing of the two Houses 
of Congress. 1 have read the petition, and it sets 
forth in substance the inability of the contractor 


preserved with honor; but if the North made ag- £ 
mot proviso, he should draw his sword for the į 
Mr. DURKEE. obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee on the general subject of | 
Mr. PHELPS then obtained the floor, and | 
Some points of order followed, and, on a vote | 


The roll was then called, (as*required by the | 


other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking | 
Congress for an immediate modification of existing tariff ; 


Also, the petition of Amaa Shire and 54 other citizens of | 


zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- ; 


Also, the petition of Mitton Bailey and 33 other citizens į 


Also. the petition of William L. Whitey and 10 ather | 


By Mr. KERR: The petition of Henry Dennis, of Mary- | 
Ry Mr. PARKER: The petition and papers of John | 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of citi- į 
zens of Clarion county, in the State of Pennsylva- | 


ii position of specific duties on imports; which was | 


Mr. CLARKE presented a memorial of citizens 
of Providence, Rhode Island, asking that a public | 
. z || vesse yb loved to carry delegates fram the ii 
On motion by Mr. DUER, the committee rose | vessel mày >e empioyer to carry 


fort, in Germany; which was referred to the Com- |; 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a communication | 
from the proprietors of the New York Sun, deny- |; 
ing the statements made on the authority of the || 


stringent examination into the subject of violations | 
of the law of 1818, made by the grand inquest of | 


ample refutation; which was read and ordered to | 


to continue the public printmg: upon: the terms’ of 
his contract, . Upon conversation with the Senator. 
who is atdhe head of the Committee on Printing; 
[Mr. Borzanp.] I learn from him that the commit- 
tee havesome time since had this subject of the con- 
dition of the public printing before them, and that 
their deliberations resulted in the resolutions re- 
ported by them to. the Senate some time sincé, to 
which an amendment was offered by the chairman 
of the committee himself. Thoseesolutions in sub- 
stance, recommend that the contract under which 
the public printing is now executed should. be ab-. 
rogated upon terms set forth in the resolutions, : 
but the Senate has not y@ acted upon those resos. 
lutions. The object of the petitioner in presenting 
| this memorial to Congress, as he informs me, is to 
| bring to the attention of the Senate for its consid- 
| eration the fact, that it will be out of his power to 
continue the public printing upon the terms of the 
present contract, and that with every disposition, 
as stated in the petition, to discharge the duties 
which he has assumed, he will-be disabled from 
doing it, in order that the Senate may take such 
action on the subject as the Senate may deem 
proper. Fle has expressed in the petition and ‘in 
conversation with me extreme reluctance to dis- 
continue the public printing, as it might be con- 
sidered disrespectful towards the Senate, and he 
desired to lay before that body thé reasons why 
he iggdisabled from fulfilling his contract, and to 
ask the consideration of the subject, and thata 
proper remedy may be provided. 

Mr. M. then read the material parts. of the fol- 
lowing petition: ` 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States : 

The undersigned begs leave most respectfully to repres 
| sent that he became the contractor for certain classes of the 
public printing under the jointaet of the two houses of Con- 
gress, passed the third day of August, eighteen. hundred and 
i| forty-six, ta 
Before entering into the contract, he considered the 
ii means which he might command, and they were, the ma- 
|! terials, presses, and other means at the Union office, where 
i} the work has been executed. 
| Those means were supposed to he fully adequate to the 
|| undertaking, and he is yet convinced that, under ordinary 
| cirenmstances, the contractor would have been able to exes 
cute the contract to the entire satisfaction of Congress, by 
A prompt delivery of all the work whieh was stipulated to 
be performed, en ee erga 
i He is prepared to show, by unquestionable evidence, that 
li every endeavor has been made to execute the contract 
! faithfully ; and that the public work has never been executed 
bester, if so well, and never more promptly, than during the 
present session, notwithstanding the extraordinary inipedi~« 
ments to which the work has been subjected. Of unese 
i facets he speaks with nndoubting confidence. 

He admits that there has heen an apparent: delay in the 
execution of the work; but it has arisen from causes alto- 
| gether heyond the control of the contractor. . With astarge 
an office, and as ample materials as have ever been bereto- 
fore employed to execute the pubie printing; with as €x- 
tensive arrangements for press work, and for obtaining 
paper, as were thonght sufficient to do the work in goog 
manner and in good time.the contractor has been prevented 
i} from delivering the public documents as rapidly as Was 
i vxiously desired, through a concurrence of cuuses over 
ii whieh he could exercise no control. . 
j} First among these eauses was the loss of more than three 
i! weeks before the manuscripts were received, owing to the 
i want of organization in the House of Represent tives; 
secondly, the great variety of the docunients 5 thirdly, their 
unusual lengih; fourthty, the unprecedented Humber óf 
i extra copies which were ordered to be struck, (of the two 
ji volumes of Executive papers, for example, 28,090 copies; of 
| the Treasury. Report, 33,000 ;) fifty, the loss of tour or five 

weeks in the Linding after they were printed, a thing which 


| 
J has never been done before; sixthly, the detention of en- 
f gravings. Congress is assured, iu the mosl earnest tuanner, 
i that these are the causes which have kept back the work, 
ji and nat any sinister design, as has been insinuated, to effect 
ji anv selfish object. 

Ho Tt is most respectfully stated to your honorable bodies 
j: that the contract is a losing ard almost ruinous one; that 
> several thousands of dollars have already been sunk, and 
that, even if theeontractor had the most effective mans to 
| goon with the work, the coutract is calculated to involve 
him in serinus lass; Uierefore, with every confidence in the 
justice of Congress, be appeals to them for relief. 

Had the terms of the contract been more Hberal, the 
contractor wanld have been enabled to obtain additional 
foree, material, and press power to enable him to execute 
promptly even the unprecedented amount 8f work which 
was ordered, z 3 

Bat, as hie contract was a losing one, it was not in his 
power to make more extensive arrangements, and he thought 
he was discharging | vhole daty, udder the circuuistaners, 
in executing his work as well and more rapidty thas it had 
i ever been executed by others, under mo.¢ faverable terns 
i and more propitious circumstances. He wus forecd, besides, 
to keepin his employment a large number of hands tor a: 
considerable period of time, without having anyliing for 
them to do, because of the delay in organizing the Hoase of . 
| Representatives. And the contingent fund of both Houses 
being exhausted, he could not obtain conipensation accords 
i ing to the stipulations of this contract for bis work asi was 
i: delivered; and he was thereby forced ‘to obtain means at 
ii heavy cost from other sources, in order to-enable ‘him 19 
ji fulfill his undertaking. These facts are urged by the under- 
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signed, in the full belief that your honorable bodies wili 
regard them as ample and satisfactory reasons why the con- 
tractor did not, and could not, employ additional means to 
execute the public printing with more rapidity. 

The undersigned begs leave further to state, that when it 
was ascertained that the work ordered by Congress was 
greater than the means at his disposal would allow bim to 
execute, with that promptness which the public interests 
demanded, and when he perceived that the circumstances 
already detailed made it impossible for him to procure ad- 
ditional! force, material, and press power, he promptly in- 
formed the honorable chairman of the Senate’s committee 
on public printing (who had most liberally addressed him 
on the subject) of the situation in which he was placed ; 
and be put it within the power of the committee to abrogate 
the eontract, and make whatever arrangements might be 
deemed necessary to promote the public interests. 

Having done thal, the contractor has heen led to believe, 
from time to time, by certain movements made in the Sen- 


ate, that some new arrangement would be effected by Con- | 


gress, and he has therefore delayed until the present time 
addressing your honorable bodies. 

Bur, as no definite movement has been made in either 
House of Congress, and as the pressure upon him is now 
becoming every day greater and greater, he thinks it due to 
Congress, as well asto himself, to give them notice in time 
to make the necessary arrangements, before he may he 
compelled to suspend his Jabors with the publie printing 
now on bis hands. R 

He prays, therefore, with all respect, that Congress would 
be pleased to grant an inquiry before the joint committee of 
the two Houses, (as the contract is made under joint resolu- 
tion,) to ascertain how the contract has been fulfilled, and 
how the work has been done; and to see what relief may be 
given to the contractor, and what arrangements may be 
made for carrying on the ‘congressional printing with more 
expedition than ever. 

Exelusively of the large portion ofthe publie printing which 
has beeu completed, there is still a Jarge quantity on haud, 

and among these jobs is the 22d volume of the Executive 
Documents, which is much advanced, aud the Patent Office 
report, which is now in the process of being stereotyped. 

The contractor begs teave, in the most respectful manner, 
to remind your honorable bodies, that, even if there had 
been just cause of complaint against him, in relation to the 
execution of the contract, he might also allege that he would 
have been unable to obtain, until the deficiency bill lately 

sed, any payment for the several jobs, as they were 
red off, agreeably to another stipulatio: in the contract. 

Every part of the contract is a losing one, except one 
eclausu—and but one job has been done under that clause— 
and for the amount. due for that job under the contract the 
contractor has dedneted nearly two-thirds. Yet, if your 
honorable bodies woukt grant him more reasonable terms 
than the contract calls for, on the immense mass of work 
which has been executed, and is now going on, he would 
most cheerfully throw this job in, and scale it according to 
the terms which Congress in its wisdom and justice would 
think fit to allow. 

The contractor is perfectly willing to share the large mass 
of printing which is now on hand witb any otheroffiice which 
may be designated by your honorable bodies, on the terms 
which sueh office may be willing to receive; or, if this be 
not satisfactory, the undersigned is willing that the work 
may be placed at the disposal of your bonorable bodies, so 
thafsuch a destination may be given to it, without reference 
to the contract, as the public interests may require. 

WILLIAM M. BELT. 


WASHINGTON, June 4, 1850. 


Mr. MASON. Whatever may be thought of 
the reasons given by the contractor for being 
thus disabled from complying with his contract, 
the fact remains that it isunquestionably necessary 
that some measures should be taken in relation to 
the public printing, 

Mr. DAYTON. 

Mr. MASON. 


Who is the contractor? 
William E. Belt. 

Mr. DAYTON. Who are his sureties? 

Mr. MASON. Thomas Ritchie is one, and I 
think Thomas Green is the other. I take it for 
granted, from conversations which I have had with 
Thomas Ritchie, although I am not authorized to 
say so, that he is substantially the contractor. I 
was avout saying that itis indispensably necessary 
that some steps should be taken in relation to the 
public printing. I confess that, for my part, with 
every disposition to hold contractors to the fulfill- 
ment of the contracts into which they have vol- 
untarily entered, still, from the examination which 
I have made into the matter, at the instance of the 
contractor, and from conversations I have had with 
him, fam satisfied that, under the present contract, 
he not only receives no remuneration for his work, 
but sustains constant and daily loss in its execu- 
tion. 

There is another subject to which I would re- 
vert very briefly in reference to this contractor, 
and itis this: I examined the contract yesterday 
with great care, and though I have no practical 
knowledge of printing that would enable me to 
form an opinion as to where the contractor would 
gain and where he would lose in the peformance 
of this work, yet I entertain the strongest belief, 
and I think such is the opinion of the honorable 
Senator at the head of the Committee on Printing, 
who is thoroughly informed upon this subject, that 
on the greater portion a heavy loss must be sus- 
tained in its execution. Iam informed that there 


has been but one single document printed by order 
of Congress during the present session upon which 
an unusually large profit was made, and that was 
on a document referred to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] the other day. Con- 
gress ordered the printing of the decision of the 
Supreme Crurt in a certain case, and, under the 
strict terms of the contract, the printer was en- 
titled to a very large sum of money for the print- 
ing of that document, far more than was in con- 
templation by the parties who framed that contract. 
Tam further informed that, though he was very 
amply paid by the terms allowed him with his 
own assent by the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House, yet that he did relinquish at 
least two-thirds of the money to which he was 
entitled under the contract. I submit the memo- 
rial, and move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Printing. a 

Mr. BORLAND. Tshould be glad if this me- 
morial could have another direction. I will state 
that the Committee on Printing have already re- 
ported as fully as they could report upon this sub- 
jectsome weeks ago. I donot think that the com- 
mittee could, ascertain anything new in reference 
to it, or make a report essentially different from 
the one already submitted. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will my friend allow me to sug- 
gest that the motion just made arose from the high 
respect entertained for the Committee on Printing, 
and deference to the profound knowledge which 
they are known to possess in relation to all mat- 
ters connected with this subject. I believe that 
the facts presented in this memorial will, upon 
proper scrutiny, lead to the recommendation of 
some measure to the Senate. But I take it for 
granted, from conversations I have held with the 
Senator from Arkansas, as well as from his 
present declaration, that the committee are re- 
Juctant to enter on a new investigation of the same 
subject. Whilst I would greatly prefer, and the 
memorialist evidently desires it, that the whole 
matter should remain in the hands of the commit- 
tee, yet, believing, as I have reason to do, that the 
Senator from Arkansas has deliberately declared 
what is his wish and judgment on the matter, he, 
no doubt, with authority to speak for the rest of the 
committee also, and having looked into the subject 
somewhat, and being perfectly convinced that the 
memorialist has an equitable claim upon this body 
to be released in the manner sought in this peti- 
tion, I will, without meaning to be understood as 
in the least degree intending any offence or. disre- 
spect to any member of the Committee on Print- 
ing, interpose a motion for the raising of a special 
committee to conduct the investigation of this 
whole matter, and to make a full report at the 
earliest possible period. 

Mr. BORLAND. When I yielded the floor 
for the motion of the Senator from Mississippi, I 
was about to say, in justice to myself and the 


imposed upon us, but for the reason which I have 
already stated, that we investigated this subject 
thoroughly at an early period during the session. 
I myself, upon entering upon my duties as chair- 
man of the committee, looked into this contract, 
and I was then satisfied of the facts stated in this 
memorial, that the contractors had undertaken to 


| do the public printing upon terms that would be 
I addressed a letter to the con- | 


ruinous to them. 
tractors, telling them that, in my opinion, the con- 
tract they had entered into was a ruinous one, and 
advising them to ask Congress to release them 
from their contract and permit them to abandon 
it. I urged it upon them in more letters than one, 
and also in conversation. I foresaw precisely 
what has taken place; for, although not a practical 
printer, I know enough about the printing busi- 


ness to foresce, what they as printers must have 
|! known, would be the consequences of their con- 


tract. I think, therefore, that the memorialist 


; comes here without just cause. i 
| Mr. FOOTE. Will my friend bear with me? | 
| I suppose it must be known to him—it certainly 
| is to me—that ithas been the standing desire of |! 
| the person most interested in this matter, for a 
| long time, to get. rid of this contract. 
alluded toin this body, gravely stated, freely de- 
| clared, and emphatically insisted on, that this con- 
| tract is a losing one, and that, therefore, it is the 
| duty of the Senate to release him from it; but oppo- 


It has been 


sition was made to it by the Senator from Wiscon- 


| executed 


x 
sin, [Mr. WaLrkeR]andothers. I feel authorized to 
say, that four months ago, the desire embodied in 
this petition was entertained, but it must be re~ 
membered that it was not in the power of the 
memorialist to rescind the contract. All he could 
do was to apply to the Senate in some proper 
form, and but for the interruption of other and 
more important business, as one decidedly friend- 
ly to the memorialist, I should long since have 


| pressed this matter on the attention of the Senate. 


I believe now, and I shall ever believe, that there 
are grounds for his release from this contract, 


| which, though not in the strictness of law, should 


weigh with any generous-minded man. And as 
a magnanimous body, representing the twenty 
millions of people who constitute this nation, 
under all the circumstances of the case, it would not -- 
only bea case of great personal grievance, but of 


: gross unkindness and shameful illiberality, if we 


held the memorialist responsible according to the 
rigid construction of the contract. 

Mr. BORLAND. There is no difference of 
opinion betweeen the Senator from Mississippi 
and myself, as tothe main facts of the case. The 
facts set forth in the memorial have been before 
the Senate for a month past, and the committee, in 
reporting, recommended substantially what the 


| memorialist now seeks—and if they were to in- 
vestigate the matter from now to the end of the 


session, they could come to no other conclasion— 
that the contract should be abrogated, and new 
arrangements made. The memorialist seeks noth- 
ing more, and it was therefore unnecessary, [ 
think, that he should come before the Senste. 
For this reason, too, Lam unwilling that the me~ 
morial should be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, as they must make the same report. If, 
however, the suggestion of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi be approved of, let it be referred to a special 
committee for another investigation; but it is ex- 
ceedingly desirable that the matter should be 
speedily disposed of, to promote the public inter~ 
esta, and release these unfortunate individuals from 
the contract which, if executed according to its 
terms, must prove ruinous to them. 

Mr. HALE. I think this is a matter which 
demands the attention of the Senate, but I think 
there is a view of it which has escaped notice. 
The chairman of the Committee on Printing says, 
and [ suppose says truly, that this printing was 
taken at such ruinously low prices that he knew it 
could not be executed. Well, sir, the Senator 
from Virginia who presented this petition says, 
that the real contractor is Mr. Thomas Ritchie. 
I have not the pleasure of an acquaintance with 
Mr. Thomas Ritchie, but it seems that, for some 
purpose or other, he took this contract at ruinously 
low prices. Now, if Mr. Ritchie was an ardent 
ambitious young printer, just setting out in life, 
and beings desirous of the eclat of being chosen 


: elk i printer to Congress, undertook its work at prices 
other members of the committee, that it is not for | 3 
the purpose of avoiding any labor that might be | 


a little too low, let us by all means relieve him. 
But if, on the other hand, it turns out that this 
Thomas Ritchie is an old gentleman, long engaged 


i| in printing, understanding as well as any man in 


the United States what printing is worth, and 
understanding perfectly the nature of his contract, 
and what he was about when he made it, he must 
have had some object in putting it at such ruin- 
ously low prices, at which it could not possibly be 


Mr. FOOTE, Will the honorable Senator allow 


ime to appeal to him, as a generous-minded man, 


whether, upon such a proposition as this, simply 
for the raising of a committee of investigation, he 


| conceives it right, manly, or proper to attempt to 


awaken prejudice in advance of the scrutiny of the 
committee? Is it not better, more dignified, more 
Senatorial, more liberal and fair, under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, to allow this committee to 


fi * . f : Í 
i! be raised for the purpose of investigating the whole 

matter? and then, when the subject is before us in 
|| a proper form, he ean discuss it. 


Mr. HALE. [If this is a young man, who has 
been inadvertently taken in, I am not exciting 


| prejudice against him, but, on the contrary, I am 
; appealing to the sympathies of the Senate in his 
| behalf. 


The Senator misunderstood the tenor of 
my remarks. I was going on to say, that if it be 
the fact that this was such an old stager that he 
knew all about printing, and took the contract at 
ruinously low prices, such as the Senator from 
Arkansas knew enough about printing to know to 
be too low, then there must have been some pur- 


3lst Concress, ist Session. 


pose. Well, I am not a practical printer, but I | principally th acquiesce in the suggestion ofthe | : ! , 
have been told by a practical printer that the ob- || Senator from ‘Mississippi. : Mr. BENTON. When a motion: 
ject of the ruinously low prices was perfectly || Me HALE. I think the matter had better go || the other day for the. printing of M 
understsod amongst the printers of Washington, || tothe Senate committee, and therefore | renew || Port, I stated to the Senate- that M 
and that it was a matter of common talk among: || the motion to refer the petition to the Committce | caused one thousand copies of thi 3 
them that this contract.system of Congress would || on Printing. : | printed by Mr. Gideon; and that I would bring up 
be broken down, and that this was the mode by || Mr. BADGER. I desire to suggest whether, || a copy of the, report so printed ‘and Jet the Senate 
which it was to be done, 3 i| after what has been said by the Senator from Ar- || see the style of execution; and also: that I would 

i | 

| | 

| i 

| 


i 

| 
_ Mr. FOOTE. Will the Senator allow me to | kansas, [Mr. Borianp,] the Committee on the Ja- i| apply to Mr. Gideon to know what was the cost: 
interrupt. him ? f ' | diciary would not be the appropriate reference of | I have done sb, and Mr. Gideon writes tó Mme as 
I 
Hi 
| 


«, The VICE PRESIDENT... Does the Senator |! this memorial? It seems to involve a question of i! follows: «We printed for Mr. Jones one thou- 
rise to a point of order? il Jaw as to the propriety of discharging these par- | sand copies of his report on California for $120.7? 
Mr. FOOTE. - I tise simply to protest against || ties from their contract. . || There are sixty pages of it. ‘here is the execu 
this attempt to drag in mere vague hearsay state- || The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not ii tion of it—good paper, good ink, and good: work- 
ments upon a matter of this kind. I appeal to the || now in order. i; manship, I will put it- upon the table ‘for the'use 
Senator again whether he considera it to be en- | Mr. HALE. I will accept it as a modification : ; SEE 

: | | 

i 


| of the Senate. ; : 
tirely Senatorial ? i of my motion, so that it is in order. THE COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION, © 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- l Mr. BUTLER. I cannot see the necessity of Mr. KING. E rise, Mr. President; to`ask a 
posed the Senator from Mississippi rose to a point || referring it to the Committee on the Judiciary, or || favor of the Senate, which is personal to myself. 
of order, | that it involves any doubtful question of ‘law. During the lone period that. U have. served as a 
Mr. HALE. Well, I wil dron that point. | These parties cannot claim to be released from their member of the Senate of the United States, I have 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair is of | contract on any legal grounds; it is only as a mat- | always endeavored, to the extent of my-ability;to 


pinion that the merits of this subjuct are not now || ter of favor, on which the Senate is as competent || discharge’-every duty which it: has pleased: this - 
under consideration. A | to decide as the committee, Besides, if the Sena- || body to impose upon me. F have never asked to 
Mr. HALE. Iam merely suggesting some of | tor from North Carolina knew how occupied I am || be excused from serving on any ¢ ittee to 


which I have been called, however laborious or 
to be made. Ë have been told, and I believe it |! involve me further? unpleasant. I have always considered, sir, that 
Is not a mere vague rumor, but that it will appear Mr. UNDERWOOD. I renew the motion to || there was but one reason which would justify any 
upon inspection to be true, that under this con- |; refer the petition to the Committee on Printing, || Senator in asking to be excused, and that is, when 
tract as it has been executed, the documents print- ij and I will assign the reasons there were any considerations personal to himself 
ed. and laid’ upon our tables are printed upon paper || The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is || which rendered it improper that he should serve. 
costing over a dollar more than the paper costs |; not now in order. | An occurrence, Mr. President, whieh took place 
upon which the documents are printed which are |! Mr. UNDERWOOD. Havel nota right to || yesterday in the committee that has-been appoint- 
folded up and sent off to our constituents. I be- | move to refer it to the Printing Committee now? || ed to investigate the disorder which recently took 
lieve it is not in order to refer to the proceedings The VICE PRESIDENT. he question be- | place in the Senate, places me, as I conceive; in: 
at the other end of the Capitol, but I have been || fore the Senate is to refer the petition to the Ju- |Í that position. Task, sir, that I may, be excused 
told that this is not a mere vague ramor, but that |, diciary Committee. from longer serving on that committee. `E ask it, 
_it-has come out under oath before a committee of | Mr. BUTLER. [hope it will not be done. || because E could not, with a proper regard to. my 
another body now in session in this District. ii The motion was then put and lost. '| own self-respect, consent longer toicontinue on it. 
Paper costing four dollars per ream is used for the |} Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now renew the mo- | I hope, therefore, that I shall be excused. ` Oke 
printing of documents to be laid on our desks, but | tion to refer it to the Committee on Printing, for The VICE PRESIDENT stated the question to’ - 
paper costing twenty-five per cent. less—— his reason: That committee is familiar with the || be on excusing the Senator from, Alabama. from: 
Mr, RUSK. Teall the Senator to order. The || duties assigned to them, and with the whole sub- | further service on the select committee referred: De 
question before the Senate is the raising of a com- | ject, from the commencement of the session. If ii Mr. BADGER. I do not know. that’ I'dis.- 
mittee. He is now giving testimony, and is giv- | this contract is to be abrogated and annulled, it | tinctly understoodthe reason why the Senator from 
ing no reasons that | can hear why this matter 3 


the reasons why I think this investigation ought I with the jadiciary of this District, he would not 
H 
| 


| will be their duty to submit something in place of || Alabama desired to be excused. > > eee 
should or should not be referred to a committee, || it, and from their familiarity with the subject, Ei} Mr. PRATT. A personal difficultys 0° eo)" 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; I was suggesting it as | believe they can do it much better than any other | Mr. BADGER. The Senator from’ Alabama 
a reason why the inquiry should be made, in order i| committee. I hope, therefore, it will be referred || has been on the committee now for one month, 
that we may know whether this fraud has been || to that committee. |j and I suppose agentleman’s going there now for 
practiced upon us. | Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say one word: In |! the first time would be placed in a very awkward 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on | case this motion should be lost, as I hope it will, |) situation; and, being unacquainted with the previ- 
the motion | and the matter referred ta a select committee, ] beg i| ous details of the inquiry, he: would labor under 
Mr. HALE. No, sir; I want the decision of | leave to submit one statement for the information i| great disadvantage. And I am sure that if the 
the Chair en the point of order first, i of that select committee, if it should be raised. It |} Senator from Alabama cannot discharge the duties 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of | is this: Among the reasons assigned to the Com- | of the committee efficiently, F know not'where we 
opinion that the Senator was out of order in refer- | mittee on Printing for the delay in the public print- || can find a person who can do, it. Bee gore BEE 
ring to what took place in another body notreferred | ing was the want of payment by Congress for the ‘Mr. CASS. [-anite in the wish expressed by. 
to in the petition. The simple question before : work ordered. Under the terms of the contract |: the Senator from. North Carolina, that the Senator 
the Senate is, whether the petition shail be referred |) the printing was to be paid for when done. So |) frora Alabama’ will not abandon his position. His 
to the Committee on Printing. li that, whenever an order was executed, small or }| absence from the head of that committee would be 
large, the printer should have only to come for- || a loss tothe country; and I trust he will not aban- 


i 
j 
i 
H 


| 


Mr. FOOTE. When I suggested my motion f ‘ 
before, | forgot that the Senator from Virginia had |; ward with his bill to have it passed and paid; but, | don it: - . : : 
not withdrawn his original motion, and therefore if owing to the want of funds in hand prior to the | Mr. KING. Tam not chairman. Itis the special 
that it was not in order: E understand, however, |! passage of the deficiency bill, there were no || committee 


Mr. CASS. Ah! i beg your pardon. I thought 
it was the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to say, that it would 
be exceedingly agreeable to myself, and J believe 
to every member of the committee, if the Senator 


that he is willing to withdraw it now. i} means to pay them, and they did not bring forward || 

Mr. MASON. At the suggestion ef the Sena- || their bill. Well, T consider that a good ground of 

tor from Mississippi, and at the desire, as 1 under- i complaint, and a material obstacle in the way of | 
| 


H a x . > ` 
stand, of the Senator from Arkansas, I will with- |) the execution of their work. We did not comply 


draw my mation to refer the petition to the Com- || with our part of the contract by paying them for ł 1 
mittee on Printing, and accede ‘to. the motion to 4 the work as it was done, and of course there was |} from Alabama would consent to remain on it: uf 


refer it toa select committee. I do not mean to li the less obligation on their part to execute their say this, because otherwise it might be supposed: 
reply to the irrelevant matter introduced into the ji part of the contract. I considered that a good ex- f that some difficulty between the members of the - 
discussion by the Senator from New Hampshire. |! j| committee had induced the. honorable Senator t 
He has chosen to drag these matters into debate, i| the deficiency bill has been passed two or three | relinquish his position, At the same time I shall 
giving testimony, as suggested by the Senator from i weeks, not a bill can I get brought forward, al- |; offer no objection to the motion, though I epee 
fexas, [Mr. Rusx,] for purposes best known to | though the want of payment was said to be one of |; my earnest wish that the honorable Senatgr shou 
himself. Now, with regard to this committee. | the great obstacles in the way of the execution of | remain on the committee, = 8 i ae 
Although 1 am decidedly of the opinion that if it i the work. -Thisjis a circumstance which Í feel it | Mr. KING. [certainly did not inten omn 
shall appear that these parties have, from some | proper to state, and to say, that, so far as that |! mate that anything of a persenal nate of the 
cause of other, undertaken the execution of this i very material obsiacle is concerned, the contractor i curred between myself and any member pT 
work upon terms absolutely ruinous, that they ii himself refuses to remove it, although the money | committee.” I bave attended, as the chairman weg. 
ought'to be relieved, and J think any committee of | has been lying in the hands of the Secretary of the if knows, punctually. - I have not: been absent any: 

7 

i 

i 
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P : ichi i me ên- 
this body would so determine. Yet the great de- |, Senate for some time. ; . i day on which the committee bas-met. ave En 
sideratum is to have action upon this matter; so |. The question was then taken on the motion to! 


that the public interests may be subserved by hav- || refer the memorial to the Committee on Printing, | 
ing this work executed, and itis for this reason ' and it was agreed to. 


713 


a certain quarters.that-1-h ye a bias— ; 
which need notexist, but w. ‘renders it proper 
that I should relinguish my seat: 1 hope the Sen- 
ate will allow.me'to.do it: p e Lg tebe 
“The motion was then agreed tons.) coss 

:On motion by Mr: PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
‘dent.was authorized to fill:the vacancy in the cöm- 
mittee; caused ‘by the resignation of Mr. Kina. 
<<" REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, CLARKE; from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, made the following report: o ooo onns 
JOINT RESOLUTION. authorizing the expenditure of an 

; unexpended balaiice of an appropriation. - 
Resolved;:S¢,;:‘Ehat'so' much of the appropriation made. for 

painting the, Capitol as is yet. unexpended and not required 
forthat purpose, be and’ the same. hereby is transferred to 
repairs npo the President’s House; and that the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings be and he hereby is directed to 
expend the said unexpeniied balance, or so much thereof as 
is necessary, upon the Presidents House, and the out-build- 
ings immediately adjoining; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. os ah 


SEATS FOR REPORTERS. 


Mr- DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings, submitted the following 
resolution: ` 

Resolved; That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby in- 
structed to procure andcause to be placed in the area in the 
centre, two chairs suitable for the purpose, the same to be 
appropriated to the use of the official reporters of the Sénate 
proceedings and debates. 

T will state to the Senate that the object is to 
place two movable chairs, with small tables or 
benches.a@tfached to the right.arm, in front of the 

yes desk. I believe there the reporters 
may be able to hear what is said by Senators, and 
report more correctly than in their present position. 
Task that it may be acted upon now. 

Mr. MANGUM. | I object. 

Mr. FOOTE. I am very sorry there is any 
objection. lL hope it will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BADGER.: 1 wish to ask whether unani- 
mous consent is necessary to take up this resolu- 
tion? Jt is reported from a committee, and not 
introduced by a member. [am strongly in favor 
of it, and [ hope it will be considered. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will withdraw his objection. We can 
pass the resolution in half a minute. 

Mr. MANGUM. “No, I will not. Lam utterly 
opposed to it. I think the Senate chamber is 
designed for other purposes, and for the con- 
venience of Senators, and that we should not lum- 
ber up-the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. HALE. I want to call the attention of the 
Chair to the last words of the 26th rule, which 
says that every resolution shall lie on the table for 
one day. we: 

Mr. MANGUM withdrew his objection, and 
the resolution was taken into consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS, of, Mississippi. ‘The Senator from 
North. Carolina says that he objects to lumbering 
up the Senate chamber. The Senator evidently 
does not understand what the resolution proposes. 
It is simply to place a chair like the one he sits on 
for each of the reporters in front of the Secretary’s 
desk, with a small bench or table on the right arm 
of the chair. When the reporter uses it, it will just 
be that much in the way; when he is not there, and 
the Senate wishes him not to be there, it will not 
be in the way atall. 

„Mr. BADGER. Letus try it. 
manent fixture. : 

Mr. CLEMENS. I renew the. objection to 
taking up the resolution now. : 

Mr.-DAVIS. The objection was withdrawn, 
and the resolution is now under consideration. If, 
however, the Senator from Alabama objects, I will 
let it Jie upon the table; but I hope it will be taken 
up to-morrow morning by general consent. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of so amending the pension 
laws as tggplace the officcrs and soldiers of the army on the 
same footing with the officers and seamen of the navy ofthe 
United States. And further, into the propriety of providing 


It is not a per- 


by law for granting peygions to the widows and orphans of 


those soldiers, whether volunteers or regulars, who served 
on the frontiers of the United States during the late war 
with Mexico; and that the committee report by bill or other- 
‘Wise. 

Mr. KING submitted the following, which lies 
over one day, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate’such information as his department 


partiality, - 


to.the-Committee:on the Judiciary. Ț 
R OMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
| sumed the consideration of the bill for the admis- 
| sion: of California as’ a State into the Union, to 
| establish Territorial Governments for Utah. and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to ‘Texas 
| for the establishment of her western and northern 
| boundaries. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, I desire to 
| submit. an amendment to the 39th section, as fol- 
ilows: Strike out the words— 


| « First. The northern boundary of said State shall be as 
| follows: Beginning at the point on the Rio del Norte, com- 
|! monly called El Paso, and running up that river twenty 
i miles, measured by astraight line thereon; and thence east- 
| wardly, to a point where the hundredth degree of west 
| longitude crosses Red river, heing the southwest angle in 
i 

i 


the line designated between the United States and Mexico, 
! and the same angle in the Jine of the territory set apart for 
the Indians by the United States. 

“The United States cede to the State of Texas all right, 
| claim, and title which they have to any territory lying south 
of the line aforesaid. And the said State of Texas cedes to 
the United States any right, claim, and title which it has to 
any territory lying north of the said line.” i 

And insert the following: » 


« First. The boundaries of the said State of Texas shall 
be confirmed and acknowledged as settled by her law of 
limits, passed by her Congress in eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, and the sovereignty over the whole of the terri- 
tory included in said boundaries shall be reserved absolutely 
to the said State of Texas. 

« Second. That for the safety and comfort of the white 

nhabitants, and to enable the Government of the United 
States the better to repress Indian depredations, and other- 
i wise control them jn such manner as the peace of the coun- 
| try may require, the various Indian tribes within said State 
shall be collected and removed to such part of the State of 
Texas, vorth of the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude, as 
the Legislature thereof may direct; and such collection and 
| removal shall be made under the authority-and at the ex- 
pense of the United States.” 

Mr. President, (continued Mr. CLemens,) when 
I gave noticeof this and of other amendments, it was 
my purpose, of course, to discuss them. But, as 
we have notice now that there will be a motion 
made on Monday next which will cut off all amend- 
ments, and as | am exceedingly anxious that the 
vote should be taken upon all amendments, I do 
| not intend to discuss any of the amendments which 

I have offered now. I want votes. I may, how- 
ever, discuss them when a suitable opportunity 
presents itself. I take occasion -to say that the 
' amendments offered on this side of the House have 
been offered in good faith, and with the honest 
purpose of improving the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words ‘shall be confirmed,” 
and inserting “ are hereby récognized.’’ 

Several Senators. Accept the amendment. 
| Mr. CLEMENS. I accept the amendment. 
| The amendment therefore now stands: ‘The 
boundaries of the said State of Texas are hereby 
| recognized and acknowledged as settled,” &c. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the amendment, I 
believe, which has been proposed by the Senator 
| from Alabama is to strike out the proposition made 
| to Texas for the purchase of the portion of her ter- 
| ritory which is designated in the bill; that is to 
| say, the territory claimed by her, embracing New 
| Mexico; to strike out all the propositions, if I un- 
| derstand the amendment, made to Texas for set- 
| tling the question of her title to the territory which 


| I have described, and in lieu of them to recognize 


and confirm her rights, as claimed by her, from the 
i mouth to the source of the Rio Grande. 

| Mr. President, I had hoped that I would not be 
‘compelled to address the Senate any more on 
i amendments to this bill; but the one now offered 
| renders it necessary that I should say a few words. 
i The effect of the proposition of the Senator from 


|| by Texas, including New Mexico, in the posses- 
i sion of Texas, sovereignty and all, and canse- 
| quently to place New Mexico under the perma- 
| nent dominion of Texas. To that, for one, I, 
| cannot consent. This I consider to be far. the’ 
most Important amendment which has been, or 
which probably will be offered to this bill. Icon- 


boundaries of ‘Texas. ` a 
The questions involved ‘ip the amendment ate 
very: complicated, and. it requires earnest attention 
to comprehend it. ft. involves-questions of title, 
questions of law, and.perhaps some :other ques- 


| Alabama isto leave the whole territofy ever claimed.| 


deal of misunderstand- 
thom the country andsin 


as connected: with the 


tions. Before I consider any of these questions, 
let me say that the whole section which: it is pro- 
posed to strike out, amounts to nothing more than 
a proposal, on the part of the Government of the 
United States to the Government of Texas, to settle 
and quiet a disputed title. That isthe view Itake 
of it. If these proposals be acceded to by Texas, 
then the question of title in controversy is quieted 
and settled.. If they are rejected, both Texas-and 
the United States revert back respectively to all 
the rights which they possessed prior to making 
the proposals. . It is, therefore, a mere overture to 
settle a territorial matter in dispute beween Texas 
and New Mexico and the United States. i 
It has been said that the proposals involved a 
great concession of slave territory. to the princi- 
ple of free territory. Sir, I think I shall be able 
to show that, upon a certain hypothesis, which. 
may be well assumed, there isa great conversion 
of free territory into slave territory; that there’ is. 
a concession of three-fourths of the disputed ter- 
ritory to slavery by the terms of the proposals to 
Texas. J say upor. a certain hypothesis. I do 
not mean, at this time of day, to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the validity of the title of Texas to all 
that portion of the territory conceded to us by 
Mexico lying east of the Rio Grande. -That gues- 
tion has been discussed again and again. It has 
been very ably discussed by two or three mem- 
bers now in my eye. It has been discussed by 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Benton,}, who upon that occasion, displayed, as 
he does upon almost all occasions, the extent'and 
the value of his diligent researches. It was dis- 
cussed. by a member from Maryland, {Mr. 
Pearce] also, who contended with great ability 
that the Nueces was the western limit of Texas; 
and, consequently, that the hypothesis to which I 
allude is correct.. I do not deem it necessary 
again to discuss, and now to settle the question of - 
the controverted title. And I beg leave to say. to 
those who believe in one state of the tite, and to 
those who believe that. the opposite state ‘of title 
exists, not to draw from any observations which 
I am about to make, conclusions favorable or un- 
favorable to the one side or the other. : 
Sir, we know that.this question has greatly di- 
vided the people of the United States—whether 
the western boundary of Texas was or was not 
the Nueces. I believe I may say that one great 
party in the United States, without, as far-as I 
know, any exception, were of opinion, a few. years 
ago, that the Nueces was the western limit of Tex- 
as. But that opinion was not confined to that 
party. ‘The distinguished Senator from Missouri, 
to whom I have referred, on the other.side:of the 
Chamber, belonging to the other party, wasalways 
of that opinion. We all remember—none of-us 
can forget—the great effect of the powerful speech 
of the honorable Senator. Though not a member 
of this body at that time, I must confess that l read 
the speech of the honorable Senator from Missouri 
with great attention, and I went along with him 
generally in the conviction which he sought to im- 
press upon the Senate and upon the public mind; 
but, while I abstain, and. mean cautiously to 
abstain, from going into the general discussion, 
whether the Nueces or the Rio Grande from its 
mouth to its source was the western boundary of 
Texas, as declared by the act of the Congress of 
Texas of 1836, 1 will say that l think Texas 
would be unwise, extremely unwise, if she desires 
to increase the sphere of slave territory, to submit 
that question to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Sir, assuming that the-Nu- 
eces was the western limit of Texas—and that. is 
the hypothesis to which I have referred—upon 
that predicate, there is a cession of free territory. to 
slavery of the country extending frora the: Nueces 
to the Rio Grande, and from the mouth of. the Rio 
Grande up to 36° 30! of north latitude: That extent 
of territory upon the Rio Grande is about one 
thousand two hundred and fifty miles, about three- 


fourths of which are conceded by the partisans of 
free territory. to slavery, assuming the Nueces tu 
be the true western limit of Texas. 
On the other hand, if you take the opposite 
principle, which has. been contended for, that the 
io Grande, from its mouth to its source, -be the 
western limit of Texas, what will be the result. 
We know that, besides the Senator from Missouri, 
to whom I have referred, there are other gentle- 
men of each party who entertain the opinion that 
Texas has no title whatever to any portion of New 
Mexico. The honorable member from: Illinois, 
{Mr. Surexys,] just before me, who made a-capi- 
tal speech upon that general subject; to which’ I 
listened with. profound: attention and -unfeigned 
pleasure—a speech alike worthy of his head and 
of his-heart; a speech worthy “of an American 
heart; a speech worthy of an Irishman’s heart, 
Wand that is saying identically the same thing)— |; 
declared that he did not think Texas had the 
slightest claim to any portion of ‘territory contained 
within the limits of New Mexico. And the hon- 
orable Senator clearly stated the whole case in a 
few convincing words. So that, while there is, or || 
was, with one party a unanimous conviction that || 
the Nucces was the legitimate western boundary 
of Texas, distinguished members of the other 
party concw with those who maintain that the 
Nueces was the true boundary. I suppose, upon || 
the assumption I made that the Nueces was the | 
western limit of Texas, no one will doubt that | 
there is a concession of all that scope of territory 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and from 
the Rio Grande up to twenty miles beyond El Paso. 
In other words, that for about nine hundred and 
twenty miles, up to the Rio Grande, there is a con- 
cession, in the proposals to Texas, of what, inthe |! 
hypothesis assumed, must be regarded as free terri- 
tory, to those who desire the extension of the the- 
atre for slavery. | 
Sir, this question of disputed boundary presents |! 


| whatever it may be, to this territory, it would | 


| ciple of non-intervention is applied. by the bill. 


| ing in these acquisitions of territory to the trans- 


have heard it complained, in tonés-of. the greatest 
Severity, that. we-were concedi 
a. vast territory, which, 
will by that means, be 
ciple of free soil.” 

shall not. go into the 


appropriated to the prin- 
Here An, I repeat that E 
n argument of this question. 
My Worthy friend iy eye [Mr. Srugips]} ex- 
pressed; in two or- three paragraphs of his excel: 
lent speéch; to which I have already adverted, ‘all 
that need be said, if we were discusing the title of 
‘Fexas to the country called New Mexico, this 
side of the Rio Grande. But, let me ask, how it 
is made out that by purchasing the right of Texas, 


follow, as the argument goes, that it amounts to a 
conversion of slave territory into free territory? 
No such result can take place, if the passage of 
the bill now under consideration should occur. 
On the subject whether slavery does or does not 
exist within the limits of New Mexico, the prin- 


Those who argue in this manner, say that it is now 
slave territory, because it composes a part of Tex- 
as, which, being a slave country, established sla- 
very where its law extended, and gave slavehold- 
ers the right to carry their slaves to New Mexico. 
If that be true, the right of the slaveholder remains 
unaffected by the bill, because there is no prohi- ; 
bition of that right, no abrogation of the law of 
Texas. The Texas laws will remain in force and 
vigor, if it be true, as is contended, that the laws 
of Texas extended to and were in full operation 
in that territory. 

Again; it is contended by gentlemen on the 


mi iz to New Mexico}! 
being now slave territory, j| 


| fined:to.one State, but has. -been,c 


other side of the House, and by some on this, thet | 
the Constitution of the United’ States, in virtue of || 
its own self operation, removes all obstacles exist- 


j 
| 
j 


portation of slaves thither, and that in virtue of 
the supremacy of the Constitution of the United | 
States, the people of the slaveholding States have 


exactly one of those cases which are eminently 
suitable for accommodation and amicable arrange- || 
ment. If there be in the circle of human affairs |! 
and transactions, a matter which is a fit and prop- |! 
er subject of arrangement and adjustment, for |} 
compromise, it is precisely the case of disputed || 
tides, whether in a national or an individual point | 
‘of view. | 
One side contend for the Nueces and the other | 

| 


for the Rio Grande, according as the one or the 
' other wish the theatre for slavery to be contracted 
or enlarged. I have, therefore, when looking at it 
as a question of adjustment of the disputed title 
of Texas, thought that gentlemen from the South 


ought to be content in withdrawing from all future i 
|i The bill leaves in full force the paramount author- 


controversy a large extent of territory, stretching 


and dedicating it toslavery, if its future population | 
shall so decide.. Now, on the other hand, what 
“is the concession from the slaveholding States to | 
the free States? It is that portion of the territory | 
comprehended within the boundaries of New 
Mexico, between twenty miles beyond El Paso, |! 
on the Rio del Norte, up to 36° 30’ of north lati- |! 
tude, or, in other words, about four and two-third ji 
degrees. On the one hand, the amount conceded i 
by the free States to the slave States, has an extent 
of nine hundred and twenty miles; while, on the ; 
other hand, the concessions on the part of the slave 
States to the free States, is only about three hun- 
dred and twenty or three hundred and thirty miles. 
Three-fourths are received by one party, one- 
fourth only by the other! Now, sir, in’ such an | 
adjustment as that, I ask, if there be cause for 
complaint on either side, which is the side that 
ought to complain? 1 repeat, I do not mean to go 
into the argument of this question of title now. I 
know with what confidence it has been asserted 
that there cannot be a particle of doubt about the 
‘tide of Texas to the territory east of the Rio Grande 
from its mouth to its source; but I will hazard the 
prediction, that if that question be ever determined 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, those 
who claim the validity of the title of Texas to the |! 
extent stated, will find themselves greatly mista- |! 
ken. Thatis my opinion; and I merely repeat | 
the opinion which I expressed in the beginning of |! 
the session. The conclusion at which I arrive, |! 
however, is, that it is a fair and fitting subject for 
adjustment and mutual concession’ between the /, 
two portions of the Union. 

But. now let me pass from El Paso, or from 
Texas proper, to the limits of New Mexico. I 


| the right to carry their slaves to Utah or to New | 
| Mexico, as well on this as on the other side of the | 


i of the slaveholding States to the free States, and | 


| Mexico composed part of Texas, and that the laws 


$ 
l 
nine hundred and twenty miles on the Rio Grande, 
| 


i exist there, and the territory will be appropriated | zs I 
( 7N _ effert to dissever them from the authority of Texas, 


| decided by the only competent authority that can 


‘i irrefutably by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 


Rio del Norte. 
there is a concession of New Mexico on the part 


How, then, can it be said that | 


the conversion of it from slave territory into free | 
| territory? Itis either right or wrong that New l 
H 


of Texas prevail there, and that those laws entitle 
you to carry your slaves there. If it be so; your 
right is preserved, and it cannot be abrogated or 
infringed by the operation of the bill which is now 
under consideration. You say again that the Con- | 
stitution gives you the right to carry your slaves 
into New Mexico this side of the Rio Del Norte. 


i 
i 
| 
| 
f 
1 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
f 
f 
| 
| 
f 
| 
| 
i 
H 
H 
Ji 
if 
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ity of the Constitution. The conelusion then is 
irresistible, that if there be slavery there now, or || 
if there be authority to carry slaves there, either |: 
by the prevalence of the Texan law or by the au- i| 
thority of the Constitution, those rights will con- ji 
tinue unimpaired and in fuil force, notwithstanding |} 
the passage of this bill. On the other hand, if the | 
Texan authority and Texan law never reached 
New Mexico, which is my private opinion, it fol- | 
lows that New Mexico continued, notwithstand- į! 
ing the passage of the act of 1836 by the Texan 
Congress, to be a part of the Mexican republic, 
and if it never were detached from that republic 
by the arms of Texas, and the Texan laws never | 
stretched over New Mexico, it follows that, up to |} 
the moment of the cession of that territory to the || 
i 


j 
| 
| 


United States by the republic of Mexico, the laws |: 
of that republic having, according to my humble 
conception, abolished slavery, slavery does not | 


to the principle of free soil. Now, what ought to 
be done more satisfactory to both sides of the | 
question, to the free States and to the slaveholding’ | 
States, than to apply the principle of non-interven 
tion to the state of the law in New Mexico, and to 
leave the question of slavery or no slavery to be | 


definitely settle it forever, the authority of the Sa- 
preme Court of the United States? 

The honorable member from Connecticut [Mr. | 
Barpvwin] on yesterday wanted the law settled. į 
He was answered in a manner triumphantly and | 


If we | 


Cass,] that we have no authority so to do. í 
were to declare what the preéxisting law was, it 
would have to be done in the form of a declaratory 
statute. ‘The effect of a declaratory statute I take | 


i 
i 
i 
1 


to-be this... Although the: declaratory-statute cane. 
‘not aller the preéxisting lawit- becomes. s 
gard: to the future state-of the law, eq 
new enactment from its date.: Suppose; 


Sey 


we 
were to make a- declaration. of thé law: pleasing to 
the learned Senator; whose eminence-at the -ba 
and the knowledge of: whose emin : 
oextensive with 
the Union, how, 1f we were to attempt: ettle 
this question, could je settle 
place we cannot settle it; because 
versity of opinion which exists; 
ator will ask those who differ with: hi 
to surrender their o 


fe 
in 


inon 
pinion, and, after thay. have 
made this sacrifice of opinion, can they. declare 
what the law is? When ‘the question comes 
before the Supreme Court of the United States, 


| that tribunal-alone will declare what the law is: 


Mr. President, I did not rise, as I said, to dia- 
cuss the state of facts under the operation of the 
bill now under consideration. But, while Lam up; 
I should be wanting in the discharge of my whole 
duty, if I did not advert to the present condition-of 
New Mexico.’ Has any man. cast. his, eyes;on 
that country, can any American statesman :pro- 
pose to leave this question unsettled, without enter- 
taining the most serious apprehensions of a. do- 
mestie difficulty which will- end in. blood and 
slaughter?, Already, according to the information 
which I have received, there hag. been. a @ 
between the people of Santa-Fé and son 
—according to the accotint which 1 
hundred—in the employment of the 
ter’s department of the General Government; un- 
der the direction and control of that military gov- 
roment, that lieutenant colonel, who now holds 
in his hands perhaps the destinies of Santa Fé and 
New Mexico. He looks on wholly indifferent, 
and is neutral in the struggle about to arise be- 
tween the people of Santa Fé, composed, l únder- 
stand, of American citizens, Mexicans, and Span- 
iards, this side of the Rio del Norte, and: the 
authorities of Texas. And this neutrality is torbe 
kept by the appointed governor, the military gov- 
ernor, the lieutenant colonel, who has the Jealing 
out of civil commissions, acting, it is ‘true, under 
one of the departments in Washington, as if he’ 
were the Autocrat of the Russias. This. military 
governor, this lieutenant colonel, who has: been 
placed over this people, and who, as their guardian, 
1s bound to protect them, looks with. cold ‘indi 
ference upon that struggle already. begun.in the 
streets of Santa Fé, in the conflict, according to 
my information, of some: one hundred: men: on 
each side, those in the service of this Government 
taking part with Texas! It was suppressed, alti- 
mately, it is true, by the application of some por- 
tion of that force under his command. 

Now, Mr. President, I put it to the Senate and 
to the country—dismissing altogether the question 
of the title of Texas to the Nueces, or to. the Rio 
Grande, leaving out of view the extent of conces- 
sion from the slaveholding States to the free States, 
or from the free States to the slaveholding States— 
leaving out of view all these considerations, E sub- 
mit, if you do not know that there.is a most insa- 
perable antipathy existing between the people of 
Santa Fé and those of Texas. We know they 
cannot live happily together, and the inevitable 
result of doing nothing will be to lead to civil war. 
Task you, waiving all these considerations about 
right, and about whether the Nueces or the Rio 
Grande was the western limit of Texas-——waiving 
the question of the extent of free or slave territory 
gained by one or the other party—l ask if our ob- 
ligations with regard to the people of Santa Fedo 
not impose on us the obligation to make: some 


to which they are so unalterably determined not 
to be attached? Such ismy view of the case. |, 
I believe that. there has prevailed a. most exten- 
sive misconception of whatis granted to the South 
by dissevering New: Mexico from Texas. It is 
said that the South will gain nothing by. that. 
Have Į not shown that she will gain free times 
as much as the North, even assuming that New 
Mexico shall be free territory, and whether or-not 
the Texan law, or the Constitution of the United 
States, carries slavery there? . i pee 
I have felt it my duty to make this brief.exposi- 
tion of the reason. why I think the amendment 
should not be adopted, and the bill should be al- 
lowed. tò stand as-originally reported.: 
Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, L 


unwil- 


Jing to consume: the-time: of ‘the Senate; but ‘the 


observations of the Senator from’ Kentucky render 
it necessary that I:should say something in justice 
to the State that I represent. Let me assure the 
‘Honorable Senator from Kentucky that he is not 
ore Anxious for the adjustment of. this difficulty 
étween.the North and the South than Tam. And 
Tthidk.that Hean say for. my constituents, that, 
Jateas Téxas came into the Union, and as much 
slander as has-been heaped upon- her, in times of 
high party excitement, and. cavalierly as, I think, 
she has been treated in this matter-of- boundary, as 
if she were a mere county or: corporation, subject 
tothe. whim-or-caprice.of Congress, and liable to 
be'brought before the Supreme Court, there is no 
State in the Union that will make more sacrifices 
tobring about good feeling and preserve that Union. 
The.fonorable Senator says that he will-not go 
into'the question of boundary and the rights of 
the State of Texas beyond the Nueces or to the 
Rio Grande... He said that matter had been ubly 
argued by others, and endorsed the positions ad- 
‘verse to Texas assumed. by those to whom he re- 
ferred.: Now, L hope that he will continue that 
endorsement; so far as the position assumed by 
the honorable Senator from Missauri [Mr. Ben- 
ton] is concerned throughout. He alluded to the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. Pearce] as having 
argued this question in 1848. The question then 
was, not between the Goveenment of the United 
States as a- claimant, and Texas, but between 
Texas and Mexico; and a very different state of 
affairs'e d.. The honorable Senator commends 
the/argument of the Senator from Hlinois, (Mr. 
Suievps,].and in the commendation of the feelings 
whieh he attributes to that Senator, I certainly 
most cordially join; but as to any argument pro- 
duced against the right of Texas, I enter my pro- 
test. What single fact did the honorable Senator 
from: Ilinois produce, except his mere dictum ? 
Sir, I deny to the Government, I deny to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, the right to de- 
cide upon the boundaries of Texas, without her 
consent. 
ject to the action of this Congress in times.of high 
party excitement, then you may do with her as 
you see fit; you may set her boundary at the 
ueces orat the Rio Grande. Bot if she be a 
sovereign State of this Union, the Constitution has 
` nowhere vested one particle of authority in this 
Congress, in this Government, or in the Supreme 
Court, to meddle with her boundary. I deny, 
most conclusively and positively, that this Con- 
gress, that this Government, or the Supreme 
Court, has any right to interfere with her bound- 
aries. Jn this 1 am sustained by the speech of the 
horiorahle Senator from Missouri, to which the 
Senator from Kentucky has referred. I was glad 
to hear the honorable Senator commend the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Missouri, and say 
that he carried him along with him in his argu- 
ments, I hope he will, throughout this whole 
question of boundary, agree in the sentiments the 
Senator from Missouri then expressed. 
That Senator, in his speech made in the Senate 
May 16, 1844, used the following language: 
“Phe Republic of ‘Texas is ceded tous by name. 
boundaries. swerenot specified, nor was it nee 
them. | A State isa corporate body, annit; on 
embodied thing, with a name lo distinguish i 
wenne it acts aud p s without further description or g 
Jion There was no necessity for ag exbibition of me 
and boundaries. The Republic of Texas 


s 


tt 


and by 


daries which it asserts tobe its own? 


To his remarks upon the joint resolutions for the 
annexation of Texas, February 5, 1845, he said: 

“fa fact, when once admitted as a State, she never can be 
reduced without her consent. The Cousutution lorbide ite? 
_ Bya bill whieh the Senator from Missouri has 
ptroduced this session, he has fully endorsed the 
inion previously advanced by him on this sub- 
ject. I know we have been approaching to the 
belief here that all power is concentrated in this 
General Government. In my opinion, we are 
travellingwa litle too rapidly to that point. The 


Government of the United States is one of limited | 


powers, and cannot, without a viclation of the 
charter under which“it acts, wanscend its powers 
The S:ates have justas much sovereignty, nay, 
much more sovereignty, than this Government. 
The honorabie Senator chooses to say that there 
Is great question as to whether the boundary of 
Texas extends beyond the Nueces. I shall not 
now. investigate fully the actual possession, and 


If Texas be a corporation, if she be sub- | 


: Xas wets hy its nume, | 
and pisses ta us in the whole extent af the limits and boun- | 


į 


jurisdiction, ant: title; but if any gentleman will 
produce æ title of the Government of the United 
States to any portion of that territory, Twill con- 
test the point with him. - ne 

Sir, the very first act of the Government of the 
United States, after the resolutions of annexation 
were accepted by the Convention of Texas, was 
to occupy a poston the west side of the Nueces. 
The first act of the Government of the United 
States was. to take ‘possession of Corpus Christi, 
on the west side of the Nueces. A war broke out 
in Mexico, as we'all know. It was under the title 
of Texas, and acting as the agent. for Texas, and 
inno other canacity, that this Government took 
possession of Santa Fé. Now, the records show 
such to be the fact. Possession of Santa Fé was 
taken under the claim of Texas, and has been 
continued under that claim. 

Mr. DAYTON. Where can that be found? 

Mr. RUSK. The records of the Government 
show it, and I challenge any gentleman to show 
to the contrary. I have not the documents before 
me, or I could refer to them. I was surprised 
that the honorable Senator from Kentucky. was 
prepared to contest this matter. I have already 
expressed my willingness to investigate the title of 
the United States to this territory, if onecan be 
shown, I have never yet seen the title of the 
United States. If the honorable Senator will pre- 
sent such a title in any tangible form, I will show 
him, to his heart’s content, what have been the 
acts of the Government of the Unied States in 
relation to this subject. I can refer him to what 
the United States said to the Government of Texas 
in relation to this matter before the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. The President then said 
that he considered the claim of Texas ‘to the Rio 
Grande as valid and well-founded. I would ask 
the honorable Senator how the Government of the 


: United States could recognize the boundary of 


Texas as it has done, and thus lall Texas into 
seeurity, and then claim the territory which she 
acquired for Texas to the exclusion cf Texas, and 
for free soil, or for anything else? 
how the United. States Senate can justify such 


duplicity—for it is entitled to no better name—in | 


their action with the Government of Texas pend- 
ing this controversy, and when Texas could have 
asserted her own title, and was in a condition ef- 
fectually to do it. 

But, sir, this is notall. By the terms of the 
joint resolutions of annexation, the Government 
of the United States was authorized to settle all 
questions of boundary between Texas and other 
Governments. What was the extent of this power 
and the object and limitations of it? Texas came 
into this Union with this claim, and the idea 
which has been suggested lately, that itis a claim 
which has been recently ‘ advanced by Texas,” 
is unworthy the. source from which it emanates. 
Texas asserted her claim to that territory when 
ten times the number of the soldiers that she had 
in her service were upon her soil, not only on this 
side of the Rio Grande, but on this side of the 
Nueces river, She asserted that claim in 1836, 
and placed it upon her statute books. ‘The honor- 


able Senator from Missovri disenssed this very | 


matter in the speech or speeches extracts from 
which I have read. He pointed out the very dif- 
celties that might spring up between the Goverg- 
mont of the United States and the State of Texas, 
and showed that this Government was utterly 
nowerless to settle them withent the consent of 
Texas; and this very claim, which gentlemen hay 
found out to have been so recently advanced, was 
asserted by the State of ‘Texas in 1836, and ha 
been persevered in for ten years. Pending the 
annexation of Texas, a map was prepared under 
,the direction of the President, and communicated 
to Congress, designating the State of Texas ac- 
cording to the statute of 1836, and that map was 
placed in the hands of every Senator then on this 
floor, é 

These facts all show that the power which was 
vested in the Government of the United States by 


the resolutions of annexation was only to settle! 
ithe boundary dificulty between Texas 


and 
Mexico. Now, what was the boundary settled 
between the two countries? It is put down on 
the map, which is part of the treaty; and which 
was signed as a part of the treaty; and, if F am 
not mistaken, voted for by an honorable Senator 
who -seems rather to smile at the idea-that this 
wasa part of that treaty, That map recognizes 


1 want to see | 


all east of the Rio Grande as the State of Texas. 

Now, is: it’ fair deating for the United Statés to 
| come in and claim that which she secured for the 
State of Texas?» Is it even honest, after having 
lutled ‘Texas ‘into security, to set p'a title tothe 
| very territory which ‘was won for her? Can it 
be recoriciled with’ old-fashioned nouions of mo- 
rality? I think not. < a es 

The Mexican commissioners who. negotiated 
he treaty tell a very different story on this sub- 
ject from that which has been stated here. ‘They 
said that since 1836 the Rio Bravo was always 
| considered the eastern limit of Mexico, and that 
| they did stipulate to evacuate that territory, and 
did vacate it in 1836; and that it was, therefore, a 
j part of Texas. . 
| Thave felt itmy duty to say this much with re- 
| gard to this matter. ‘Title rests not on the power 
of eloquence, but must rest upon facts. Lens 
these facts be presented. Texas will yield a great 
deal for the sake of concord and harmony, but she 
i} will never submit to an unjust demand, and will 
stake everything in defence of her rights. 

l make these remarks with no view of exciting 
l ill feeling. The action of the Government of the 
United States, and the discussions in Congress on 
this subject; have induced many people out of this. 
Chamber to alarm the prejudices of tae Mexicans 
against the authority of Texas, and make them 
believe that some awful calamity was to fall upon 
them in the shape of African slavery, and this 
while their defence against the worst of calamitics 
has been most shamefully neglected, their women 
and children are being carried into hopeless and 
abject slavery. Statements have been made in 
Santa Fé that the ‘Texans would come there and 
i] confiscate every article of the property of the peo» 
| ple, that they would destroy their religion. Those 
people were thus very much alarmed, and were 
about as much afraid of a Texan as they would 
be of the devil himself. (Eaughter.] AH this 
has been done by those kind friends who want to 
come from Santa FE to Congress, at eight dollars 
for every twenty miles’ travel, and eight dollars 
per day. Ł doubt whether these persons have 
ever prevented the Indians from taking a single 
sealp. { will mention the fact—for | am familiar 
with it—that, notwithstanding Texas had some 
traitors in her midst, during the period of her 
revolution, who were inciting the Indians to mas- 
sacre the wives and children of those who had 
gone in defence of thè country, nota single con- 
fiscation took place throughout that whole revolu- 
tion. Not one; not a single confiscation... We, 
however, did put a clause into our constitution, 
which was never carried: into effect, more witha 
view of frightening them into a discharge of their 
duty than anything else, but which is now entirely 

} . A Q: re 

epealed. With regard to our title to Santa Fé, £ 
| assert that it is well-founded. But L will ask the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, if this discus- 
| sion shall go further, to point me out how and in 
what manner, consistently with the Constitution 
of the United States, under which we act, this 
uestion can ever come before the Supreme Court 
without the consent of Texas? 

Mr. CLAY. 1 will answer the question in a 
i! very few words. By referring to the controversy 
ii between: Rhode Island and Massachusetts, the 
ti Sengtor from Texas will see how this matter can 
| be brought before the Supreme Court. The Con: 
+ stitution of the United States, as it originally stood, 

i! allowed citizens of the United States or foreign 
| subjects to bring suit against the States. Fhe Con- 
» stitation was afterwards amended so as to deprive 
| the judiciary of the United States of any power to 
exercise jurisdiction over a suit brought by a for- 
eign subject or by a private citizen against a Siate 
i| There, amendmentto the Consitution stops. Before 
i E proceed more directly. to anwer the qnest on of 
i| the honorable Senator from Texas, allow me to 
l; advert to that portion of his argument in which he 
| says, that, as Texas has been admitted as a State, 
i there is no-power to curtail her limits. But the 
| question. is, what was admitted? What was the 
territory admitied? I admit that where the limits 
of a State are acknowledged and indisputable, no 
power exists to take any portion of its territory 
from that State. But the question of what, was 
| the acknowledged, ascertained, and. indisputable 
| boundary, is a totally different question. ee 
| Now, 1 will tell the Senator how the question 
| can be brought before the Supreme Court.’ Let 


it 
} 


i 
| 
fi 


ii New Mexico be admitted as a State. She will 
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then be a Statc—a peer, and equal with ‘Texas. | 
New Mexico, then being a State, the question | 
would arise as to the title to this territory between | 
Wew Mexico, as the new State, and Texas the | 
prior State. That question can be brought before | 
the Supreme Court by a bH} in equity, the mode of | 
proceeding which is generally carried on. That | 
was the mode of proceeding adopted in the dispute. || 
between New York and New Jersey, and between! 
Hlinois and some other State, ; 

¿< While up, I would say that E have purposely 

abstained from all discussion upon the question of. 

the tide of Texas. I certainly did not mean to.say. 

that.there was nothing in that title.) Eknow that: 
there are many, plausible acts of Governinent,-and. | 
acts of the military and civil‘agthority, which give | 
color to that tide, lt may, perhaps, give a valid ii 
title. J, however,-abstained. from: discussion on i 
that point. I will repeat thatit was not to contest | 
the title of Texas that the. proposition, offered by 
the committee has been brought forward. H the 
commitiee did. not think there was something in 
her tile, they. would not propose a large and liberal 
equivalent to Texas for the surrender of whatever 
title she bas beyond El Paso. If I did pot conceive 
that she had some sort of title, f should not justify 
myself in offering her such a large equivalent for 
the surrender of her title. I suppose that she has 
atite. [have no doubt that it is the belief of the 


i 


misapprehension. 
giving her.nothing, and giving the North every- 
thing.. | have shown that there are grounds for :| 
mutual concession,:and that there was a mutual 
eoncession, and that, therefore, neither party has |! 
aright tọ complain. : 

I shall be sorry to see the question entering into 
that boundless discussion—almost as boundless as 
the territory claimed by Texas herself—of what is |! 
the exact slate of the title of Texas. I do not | 
think it necessary to go into that now. I would! 
aay, however, that the honorable Senator from || 
‘Texas has, on this occasion, as he has on every | 
occasion, shown that he will support what he be- | 
lieves to be the just rights of his State, at every 
hazard, and to the last extremity. i 

l bee pardon for having trespassed thus long on |} 
the patience of the Senate. I merely rose at first 
for the purpose. of showing how this question might 
be brought befere the Suprerae Court. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish my friend from Texas 
would yield me the floor for a moment. 

Mr. RUSK. I will yield the floor to my friend |; 
with great pleasure. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, I do not wish 
to enter into a discussion of this matter. I merely 
wish to-present a statement which has been over- 
lacked, entirely. by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. dn the proclamation of the President 
of Mexico announcing. the treaty. of Hidalgo to 
the Mexicans, he made a statement of the territory 
conceded. In that statement he not only said that 
the territory was a part of Texas, but went on to 
say expressly that all that part of the ceded. terri- 
tory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande ever 
since 1836 had belonged to the State of Texas. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the honorable | 
Senator from Kentucky points me-out a mode by 
which this question of the boundary of Texas can: 
be brought before the Supreme Court. With due i 
déference to his opinion, I dispute his position, | 
because this case does not come within the prece- | 
dent cited by the honorable Senator. Before pro- į 
ceeding, however, to answer the explanation of the | 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, allow. me to, 
make an explanation of the motives which actuated | 
ay observation. ‘Tam well aware that the Sena- į! 
tor [yas not entered into the discussion, and has | 
nat attempted to enter into the discussion of the 
question of the boundary.of. Texas. I am, well 
awaré¢,of that. Bat the Senator made approving 
reference to certain others who have done so: I 
shali ‘always entertain grateful feelings to the hon- |) 


i acquiescence in his position. 


| her boundaries. 


| agitation. : 
i ces, if the business of the country was not inter- 
: rupted, if the social and kindly feelings of one 


arable Senator, for I know‘that h 
settle the pending difficulties betwee: 
tions of the: Union, becaus i 
fested in such a way as ĉa 
nope the honorable Senator from Kentucky will 
succeed in: adjusting-all difficulties and. dispu 
T-believe that he is anxious to deal with the utmost 
liberality towards Texas. I concede thia;.. ‘Bat ‘it 
must: be remembered that the honorable Senator: 
occupies a prond: and prominent position before 
the erican people. I hope it will never be less 
prominent. [lis doubts amount to arguments with 
thousands. If the question here was a mere iso- 


een it mani- 
> mistaken. I 


lated one as to the boundary of Texas, I think we | 


would have no diffeulty about it atal. But free 
soil, and slavery, and anti-slavery, with their nom- 


berless ranks and companies, buglers, and tram- | 


peters, throw their weight on both sides of this 


question, and hence it may not be settled in such | 


a- way as to satisfy Texas and the United States. 
Any silence on my part as to What has fallen from 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky would be 
construed, in a future controversy bere, into an 
Texas has never 
yetand never will be governed except by her own 
consent. 

Then, sir, to answer the position which the hon- 


f 
orable Senatar assumes as giving the Supreme | their children two dollars a head, to support à 
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l| ment to settle her boundary with Mexico, and is} 
| not the Government thereby precluded from setting 


up any claim to the territory obtained for Texas? 
Can an agent take benefit of the transaction of hi 


principal, and make profit of it to himself? or is à 


he liable to damages for any loss that is not in- 
curred by negligence? Or is he, on the other hand, 
entitled to any profits that may accrue from the 
transaction in which his principal only has an in- 
terest? This Government stood in the relation of 
an agent between Texas and Mexico. That char- 


acter was voluntarily assumed by this Government, |) 
ii and the moment its functions were fulfilled its 


power was exhansted. ‘Now, sir, under the Con- 


i stitution of the United States, what right has the 


Government to make a State within another State? 
for it results in that. The Government will have 
to make a State, and make it out of the limits of 
another State. There is the act of Texas declaring 
Has the State of Kentucky or 
the State of South Carolina boundaries different 
from those claimed in the acts of their Legisla- 
tures? Then how can the power be assumed for 


this Government to turn in and form a State gov- 
ernment for the purpose of putting them in the |) 


condition of testing the rights of the State in which 


i they reside? Sir, this is deciding the whole ques- 
ition in issue before you. give jurisdiction to the 
: Supreme Court. 


But this brings me to consider 
this matter of a State government in Santa Fe. 
Mr. President, this very preposition to make a 


| State out of Santa Fe, is one of the strongest evi- 


dences of the mischievous effects of this slavery 
If there were no other evil consequen- 


ection towards another were not interrupted, if 
the Union itself was not endangered, the prepos- 
terousness of the proposition to make Santa Fé a. 
State would seem to bea sufficient warning to gen- 
tlemen not to subject themselves to the control of 
ene solitary. idea. What is the condition of that 


territory? ` it has: a population of about sixty | 
thousand inhabitants, extending over some three | 
or four hundred miles on the Rio Grande, and in- ; 


cluding some territory now organized under the 


authority of Texas, and that have voted in her re- p 


+ 


sent elections. If you take out 
United States, I defy you to ce evidence that 
there sre two thousand Am nsthere, Ido not 
believe that there are more than one thousand there, 
and that is the opinion of some very intelligent 
gentlemen who have lately come from Santa Fa, 


the army of the 


Mr. CLAY. Leaving out the army, I de not | 
think there are more than five hundred Americans ; 


iere.. 


Mr. RUSK. 


Í as liberal a conclusion as possible. Well, now, į! 
what sort of a population is this? One half of- 
them, or nearly so, consists of the Pueblo Indians. | 


These Pueblos are what are called civilized Indians. 
The. only evidence of civilization, Tam told, al 
though there are prdbably.some very intelligen 


i 


l Nor do I: But I wish to maka i 


men amongst-them. is that they profess t 
olic religion, and wear’ er: ‘con't 

They cultivate's litle; to raise provisioh# ön w 
to live, and ‘have focks.> They are not f 
intelligent: as the Choctaws: : The factis t 
cannot speak the Spanish Janguages An 
twenty pueblos, or: towns; which contain 


1 


some say one-half, of ‘all the popula 

But they are, no doubt, very honest; indus : 
and sober Indians.: I have no-.doubt ofthat: 
These sixty thousand mongrel inhabitànts ‘are 
recommended to incorporate into this Union asa 
State, and to come here. and be incorporated as 
|i such. Why, is it not preposterous? ` Ja not 
|| the idea utterly preposterous? : What : would, 
| be the effect of this policy, of. bringing: States 
| forth with such great rapiduy? ‘The expenses,of 
ithe State government, on the most economical: 
plan,.would be at least $120,000. That would be 
| two dollars a head. for every Indijan; and evety: 
i child of an Indian, and every other. inhabitant of 
| the territory. Now, if you tux these Indians and 


government which they cannot: understand, they; 
will soon move out of the couritry. Aud that 
the sort of State you want: to. -bring in, fo eonies 
the validity of the title of the: State of ‘Texas ta, 
| this territory. E OAS 
Mr. BELL. I merely wish to ask the Senator: 
ja question for the purpose of information. E 
i should like to know the authority from. which thé 
i honorable Senator learns the number of inhabit- 
‘ants there are in New Mexico. Does it inot, 
| amount to more than sixty thousand, and.is ones; 
half composed of these Pueblo Indians. bh, 
Mr. RUSK. I bave various authorities. In 
the first place, I have the authority of some half. 
a dozen intelligent, respectable men, from there, 
with whom [ haveconversed. . Inthe next places, 
in the President’s message, in reply to.a resold- 
tion submitted by the honorable’ Senator from 
Alabama, in the early part of the session, `a cene: 
' sus of this people taken in 1847, was tradsmitted 
by Mr. Brent. And _ in this same document: we: 
i find in the letters of J. S. Calhoon, Indian agent. 
i 
! 


`, 


il 
i! 
| 


| there, many statements corroborative of the: 
i: facts.. Now, l happen to know this Mr. Calhdon 
and a more honorable and chivalrous gentleman:, 


j 
| 
i does not exist. What I say in relation tochim, 
{ 
| 


i will be endorsed by both the Senators from: Geor- 
giaand by every gentleman who has the honor of. 
|; his acquaintance. He states some of these, facts. 
ii And, more than thet, he states that these’ people 
ii are more discontented with the protection which 
“they hava received from the Government of. the: 
'' United States since the Americans have taken 
4) possession than they were before they took pos- 
[ session, Sir, if one-tenth of the money. that has» 
| 
i 
1 
1 


: been expended in debates here onthe miseries 
` African slavery, had been expended in.employ, 
| Mr. Cathoon and other chivalrous spirits dike him, 
| the women and -children of these Pueblo. Indians 
i! would have been kept-out of the most abject sla~ 
| [ intendi to ask some gentleman, whose 


[i very so eye 
|! philanthropy takes in the whole civilized world, œ 
i and who seem to be devoted to philanthropic ex- 


j ertion, why we should not afford protection to 

| those people, and give such men as Mr.’ Calhoon 

l opportunity to protect those people. Yet these: 
l are the people we are trying to protect from the 

l curse of African slavery. Some of them will be, 
U on here one of these days, and I should. like to.» 
‘give them an introduction to. some of théivkind:.” 
friends in this country, and let. them tell their 
: woful tale of distress, snd then let us see wha 
you will do with this people, for wham it is pro: 
; nosed to farm a State government. Texas frol 
4 the beginning bas been anxious to adjust-the mati 
li ters in dispute between the two secuon of the 
/ Union. If the people of Santa Fé knew. as well 
as the people cf Et Paso the character of, the Tex- 
ans, they would know that they could. prevent 

i the women and children from being sealped by the. 
į Indians, and that would commend them very much » 


i te. the peonie of Santa Fé. : ae 
i I have said much more tian I intended -to 
i but f will now ryto bitang my remarks to: 
u Lawould say that, while Í believe, and. 
il believes, that she hasn ju 


at, 
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tionable title to all the territory: east of the Rio 
Grande, Lam willing; and [believe the people of 
‘Texas will be willing, to adjust this difficulty by 
eeding a portion of- our territory, if she be paid a 
reasonable aud fair compensation for it. I believe 
that. the ‘people.“of Texas, in, common with the 
eople of the: United States everywhere, will re- 
joice:if we adjust this matter. -To be sure, there 
will be’ some fanatics, in some parts of the coun- 
try, who will cry out against the adjustment, if it 
shall have been made; but they will find that the 
people will not follow, and they will give up their 
agitatior, : : a 

If we pass this bill, or some such scheme for 
adjusting the matters’ in. dispute, Congress can 
once more come to consider some questions in 
whichthe general interests of the country are con- 
cerned. ‘Then, sir, I will say that ‘Texas ‘will 
make‘any’sacrifice not degrading to her, will ac- 
cept: any terms to enable her to adjust matters 
with her. creditors for fixing her northern bound- 
ary, provided that by so doing, she can contribute 
to the general peace and harmony of the Union. 

Ishall vote for this amendment. At the same 
time, I must: say that the character of the amend- 
ment is mistaken by the Senator from Kentucky. 
It only strikes out that part of the proposal to 
Texas with reference to her boundary, and gives 
the territory above the 34th parallel of north lati- 
tude to the United States to settle the Indians upon. 
I intended to say something upon this part of the 
subject, but as that question is not now before the 
Senate, Iwill forbear doing so, and will content 
myself wii what I have already said. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have listened to 
the Senator from Texas with a great deal of pleas- 
ure.” He satisfies me that’ he talks earnestly, I 
have risen to call the attention of the Senate toa 
fact that is_to be found in the legislation of the 
country. Fle speaks of the act of the Government 
recognising the boundary of Texas to be as she 
claims: I understand that when the Senator spoke 
of the Government he spoke of the President. 


Now, I do not consider that the President is the | 


whole Government—— 
«Mr. RUSK. I spoke of the treaty-making power 
—the President and the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. I want to call the attention of the 
Senator from Texas to an act of the Congress of 


the United States, approved by the President | 
‘We must remember that the | 


March 3, 1845. 

resolutions for the annexation of Texas were ap- 

proved on the first day of the same month of 
arch. 


Mr. RUSK. I think that I can save the Senator ; 


some trouble. I have seen in several newspapers 
an account of that- act, and I see nothing in at all. 
The joint resolutions of annexation passed, I be- 
lieve, ow the'3d: of March, 1845. They were not 
presented to Texas until July of that year, and on 
the 4th of July the people of Texse, in convention 
assembled, assented to the terms of the resolutions 
of annexation. The Republic of Texas was not 
the State of Texas until the year 1846. All the 
preliminaries were not complete until the day that 


the Congress of the United States accepted Texas | 


asa State of the Union. So that the act to which 
the Senator refers amounts to nothing. 

Mr. HALE. The* Senator does not exactly 
meet my point.. The Senator is mistaken in the 
date of the resolutions of annexation. The joint 
resolutions for the annexation of Texas to the Uni- 
ted. States, or, as it should be more 
termed, the annexation of the United: States to 
Texas, passed on the first day of March, 1845. 
The joint resolution to which I referred—and I do 
not refer to it as binding on Texas, or showing 
what-'Texas assented to, but as showing what all 


assed on the third day of March, 1845, two days 


“Dine tide of that joint resolution was, ‘ Joint res- 
olution allowing a drawback on foreign goods and 
merchandize exported to Chihuahua and Santa 
Fe, in New Mexico.” Ido not call attention to 
this as indicative of any assent on the part of 
Texas to the limitation of her boundary, but as 
an act of the Government of the United States— 


of the same Congress that annexed Texas, show- | 


ing that that Congress which annexed Texas, and 
that that Presidegt which approved the joint reso- 
lution annexing Texas. did not believe that they 
annexed Santa Fé, in New Mexico, because two 
days after the approval of the joint resolution for 


properly | 


the departments of this Government thought—was | 


: aner the resolutions of annexation were passed. | 


t 


i 


‘exported to Santa Fé, in New Mexico. 


annexation, heapproved a joint resolution allowing 
a drawback. on foreign goods and. merchandize 
y That is 
one fact to which I beg to call the attention of the 
Senate. ~: : 

There-is' another fact that is to be found in the 
resolutions of annexation. That fact is briefly 
alluded to by the Senator from Kentucky.. The 
question is, what was annexed to the United 
States, or to what, more properly speaking, was 
the United States annexed? The resolutions of 
annexation read as follows: “That all that terri- 
tory properly included within and rightfully be- 
longing to the Republic of Texas may be erected 
into a new State.” That seemed to proceed upon 
the supposition that. some claim was put up by 
Texas which was not rightful, and that Congress 
meant to annex only that which was rightfully 
included within the limits of Texas.y 

According to the honorable Senator from Texas, 
the resolutions of ahnexation only allow the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to adjust the question 
of boundary between Texas and Mexico. But 
those resolutions do not so read. Mexico is not 
named in them, and the resolutions confidently 
contemplated the questions of boundary with more 
than one Government. I suppose that the reso- 
lutions refer to matters of boundary between 
Texas and some of the Mexican States. I believe 
New Mexico was one of the Mexican States. 
Will the honorable Senator inform me whether it 
was a State, or whether it was a territory? 
` Several Senarors: It was a State. 

Several other Senators. It was a territory. 

Mr. RUSK. It was a province. k 

Mr. HALE. About one-third of the Senate 


answer that New Mexico wasa State; one-third | 


answer that it was a territory; and still another 
third, that it was a province. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. New Mexico never was a| 


State of the Confederacy. It was merely a prov- 
ince. 

Mr. HALE. I find that the resolutions of an- 
nexation provide that any question of boundary 
which may arise with other Governments may be 
adjusted by this Government with such Govern- 
ments. I suppose this meant the local govern- 
ments into which Mexico was divided, not recog- 
nizing the Supreme Government of Mexico as the 
sole jurisdiction. Ido not propose to enter into 
the question of boundary now, or to discuss the 
question whether this Government succeeded to 
the rights of Mexico. Nor shall I go into the 
question of-whether the territory we acquired was 
acquired for the benefit of Texas. I would sug- 
gest to the Senator from Texas that I only want 
ligbt on this subject: Ido not want to act on a fa- 
natical idea. But I wish to suggest this further 
inquiry: whether it be a sound principle that a 
State adjoining a foreign territory may, by a mere 
act of its own legislature, extend its boundaries so 
that whenever we negotiate’ with the power to 
whom that territory rightfully belonged we could 
not possibly acquire it without giving it to the 
State whose legislature had asserted a claim to it? 
Let me illustrate for a moment. Suppose that the 
State of Maine were to pass a law including within 
its boundaries the province of New Brunswick 
and Nova Scotia, and it were to stand upon their 


| statute book very much as did the claim of the 
; King of England in olden days to be the King of 


Great Britain, France, and Ireland. Then if, in 
the progress of events, we should acquire New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia from the Crown of 
Great Britain by treaty, would it follow that be- 
cause the State of Maine had asserted her author- 
ity over New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, when 
we by treaty would have to pay a liberal price for 
the territory, would that be acquired for the ben- 
efit of the State of Maine, or for the benefit of the 
United States, who pay the price? Now, it seems 
to me that the gentleman makes an assumption 


that is not warranted by any principle of ethics, | 


morals, or politics. He assumes the position that 
a mere act, existing in the shape of a statute, un- 
executed and unaccompanied by authority and by 
possession, if the fact be so, gives the right to the 
territory so claimed. Isay thatthat isan assump- 


| tion unwarranted by any principle of morals, 


ethics, or polities. . 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the act. of 1845 
was-passed at a time-when no obligations existed 
between the State of Texas and the United States. 
An overture had just passed between the two Gov- 


ernments, and, as‘a matter of course, those who 
passed:the law to which the Senator has referred, 
had-no reference to the pending question of annex- 
ation. I-think that the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire is disposed to do what is just in 
this matter. . The joint resolation to which the 
Senator refers cannot be so ridiculously construed 
as to make this Government enter into ‘contracts 
and arrangements with subordinate departments of 
a foreign Government. We had- no minister: at 
Santa Fé, nor at Chihuahua. . This Government 
only knew the Supreme Government of Mexico. 
Now with regard to the state of facts, Here was 
the claim of Texas understood by this Govern- 
ment. This Government proposed tg settle it with 
other Governments. What couldthe term ‘other 
Governments” have meant? Does anybody sup- 
pose, and would it be consistent to suppose, that 
under the term ‘ other Governments’? was lurk- 
ing a right, on the part of the United States, to 
avail herself of any part of Texas? It is out-of 
the question, and preposterous to enter into such 
an argument as that. Does any one suppose that 
the Government of the United States meant to step 
inand takea part of the territory claimed by Texas, 
and especially Santa Fé, because the joint resolu- 
tions of annexation contained a very significant 
fact, which has reference directly to this very: ter- 
ritory in dispute? That is, that all that part of 
Texas north of the parallel of 36° 30' of north lati- 
tude, when it comes to be admitted into the Union, 
shall be admitted as a free State. Now; Santa 
Fé is south of 36° 30’, and the United States stip- 
ulated for the future disposition, as belonging to 
Texas, of all the territory north of 36° 30’. What 
could that mean? What reference could it have? 
What boundary could the United States have 
meant, except the boundary laid down by the law 
of Texas? That was intended to be recognized, 
and nothing less, in my opinion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 1 think it is 
essential to put in some other facts for the ‘consid- 
eration of the Senator from Texas, which are also 
necessary to be regarded in the decision of this 
question of boundary. I have not the documents 
by me which contain the facts to which J allude; 
but as I do not propose to go into any argument 
beyond what may arise from a statement of evi- 
dence, perhaps my memory wil enable me to state 
the points so that they may be understood. He 
thinks the Jaw of 1843 (passed a day or two after 
the resolutions of Congress for annexing Texas) 
intended to regulate trade and intercourse with Chi- 
huahua and Santa Fé, as foreign territory, should 
not be considered as evidence at all conclusive that 
Santa Fé was no part of Texas at that time, but 


| a partof Mexico, as Texas had not then assented 


to the proposals contained in the resolutions, and 
Congress did not know what the decision would 
be. This may be conceded; but it affords no solu- 
tion of the fact that the tide was considered to be 
in Mexico, and not in Texas; for, however the 
question was decided by Texas, it could not alter 
the claims of Mexico. He then asks if the United 
States had any minister or public agent in these 
places? I answer, yes; we had not a diplomatic 
agent, nor could we have one in those provinces; 
but we had at Santa Fé a consul to- watch over and 
protect the trade, and to cause the rights of our 
citizens to be protected; and a consul remained 
gere—and this civil relation with a foreign coun- 
try was continued until the United States took pos- 
session of the country by an armed force. Gene- 
ral Kearny found such an officer there, and trade 
and intercourse between the two countries were 
carried on under this and other laws up to that 
time. The law, therefore, was not passed, nor has 
it been executed under any mistake or misappre- 
hension, but in the full belief that we were dealing 
with Mexico and not with Texas.. It would, per- 
haps, be of some service in adjusting this question, 
which is of some considerable importance, since 
the disposition of some millions of dollars is .em- 
braced in it, to know what the Government of the 


! United States have thought in relation to this title 


to the territory. Well, sir, we learn what the 
Government thought of this matter by referring to 
its action at the time Mr. Slidell was sent asa 
Minister to Mexico after the annexation and before 
the war. Mexico had recalled her Minister from 
this. country, and indicated something’ like: ùn- 
friendly feeling, if not hostility toward-ns, and-our 
Minister had retired from Mexico. “After the re- 
lations of this description had been ruptured, the 


1850. 


United States sent Mr. Slidell as a Minister to that 
country to see whether an adjustment could not be 
made. The instructions given to this Minister 
are of some importance, and they bear pretty dis- 
unctly on this question, and, I think, pretty 
strongly too. If Senators will turn their attention 
to this document, which will be found among the 
public documents of 1847-’8, they will find what 
were then deemed to be the facts in the case, which 
are contained in a letter from Mr. Buchanan to 
Mr. Slidell, the date of which I do not now recol- 
lect; but they will find the President of the United 
States saying, in so many words, that Texas never 
had possession of the province of New Mexico— 
if a province it be. Of that territory“ which is 
called New Mexico, he says that Texas never had 
at any time established her sovereignty there, and 
that the people of the territory never acknowledged 
her jurisdiction, and that they had never been rep- 
resented in any of the conventions or of the legis- 
lative assemblies of Texas, and that, at the time 
the United States sent a military force to subdue 
this country, it was found in possession of Mexico, 
and the people had a Mexican governor, acknowl- 
edging allegiance tothatcountry. And, moreover, 
the President states in this document, that not only 
do these facts exist, but there was an organized 
force there to resist their taking possession by our 
army. The President comes very distinctly to 
the conclusion that Texas never had asserted any 
right of conquest over this country; she had never 
established her jurisdiction, her sovereignty, or 
laws, over the country. {Note 1.] 

In the absence’ of other title by treaty stipula- 
tions, the President considered this country as 
belonging to the Republic of Mexico, and he 
therefore proceeded to treat the subject of its final 
disposition, as if it belonged to Mexico. He in- 
structs the Minister, therefore, to make certain pro- 
positions founded on that idea. Now, | ask the 
attention of my friend from Texas to these propo- 
sitions, to see if he can reconcile them with the ex- 
istence of an unquestioned title in Texas, as he 
supposes. One proposition was to obtain a cession 
‘of New Mexico to the United States, and by New 
Mexico he is understood to embrace that tract of 
country east of the river, and north of El Paso, 
and west of the river to the mountains which 
bound the valley, and along these mountains north- 
ward till the line comes again to the river, then up 
the Del Norte to its source, and thence due north 
to the boundary of the United States. That seems 
to have been marked out as the boundary to be 
sought by the cession which was to be made. 
The President represents this valley as a long and 
narrow tract of country, and he proposes, if the 
Mexican Government will cede to the United 
States this province of Mexico, thus bounded by 
the mountains which bound the valley west of the 
river, that he would assume the claims which the 
citizens of the United States had against the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Mexico, be the amount 
more or be it less. If they would cede this terri- 
tory, the Minister is further authorized to give five 
millions of dollars, in addition to assuming the 
claims of the citizens of the United States against 
Mexico, the amount of which in the aggregate 
was found to be something more than six millions 
of dollars. This was the. proposition which the 
Minister was authorized to make in behalf of the 
United States, to obtain a cession of this territory 
of New, Mexico from the Republic of Mexico. 

Then the President, supposing that Mexico 
might be willing to cede the territory east of the 
Rio Grande, whilst unwilling to cede the country 
west of it, directs the Minister to make another 
proposition, which is this: that if Mexico would 
cede precisely the same territory around which the 
‘Republic of Texas had run her boundary on paper, 
‘in 1836, he would giveas an equivalent, or assume 
as an equivalent, all the claims which the citizens 
“of the United States had against the Republic of 
Mexico, amounting, as the same document states, 
‘in the aggregate, to something like six millions of 
dollars. In other words, he proposed to pur- 


{Nore L] 
Doc. 52, p: 77, 1st session 30th Congress, 1847-8. 
Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Slidell. 

«The case is different.in regard to New Mexico. Santa 
: F6, its capital, was settled by the Spaniards more than two 
centuries agns and that province has been ever since in their 
possession and that of the Republic of Mexico. The Texans 
never have conquered or taken. possession of it, nor have its 
copie ever been represented in any of their legislative as- 

sembiies or conventions.” $ 


chase ‘of the Republic of Mexico, the very terri- 
tory which the honorable Senator now asserts was 
at that time territory withint diction of, and 
belonging to, the republic of Texas: [Note 2.] 
That was the proposition made by the President 


of the United States in the instructions given fo | 


Mr. Slidell. If my memory serves me, I have 
stated the propositions correcily. In connection 


very significant remark: 
-alt Is hardly to be supposed that, for the narrow strip of 


with the-instructions, the President makes. this | 


land‘along the river and west of it, the Republic of Mexico | 


will refuse the sum: of five millions of dollars.?? 


Subsequently, the same’ President sent a mil- 
itary force there, and they found the country in 


the possession of the Republic of Mexico, and i 


they conquered and took possession of it; and it 
isa fair inference from the whole statement con- 
tained in these instructions, and from the subse- 
quent facts revealed, that the United States had a 
twofold title to the country—first, because we had 
conquered it with our arms; and, second, because 
we subsequently purchased it, and paid a large 
sum of money for it. We both conquered and 
took it by cession, and paid forit. Now, let these 
facts stand together, in their historical order, and 


we shall see their bearing upon the title of Texas. | 


‘The President says, whilst making the proposi- 
tion I have named, that Texas never had any juris- 
diction over New Mexico, and her laws never 
were extended over any part or parcel of it. 
In the mean time, and up to this time, we were 
maintaining relations with New Mexico, through 
Mexico herself, as with a foreign country. We 
had a consul there, and exported merchandize as 
toa foreign country. We then established a gov- 


ernment there, under the authority of the Presi- | 


dent of the United States, over a conquered peo- 
ple, which has continued from that time to this 
time without any material change—a government 
which was the result of conquest, in the first place, 
and then continued under the cession by treaty. 
What I desire is, that the Senator should show 
that these facts are consistent with his claims; that 
these obstacles can be surmounted, and the right 
of Texas to the country be fairly established. If 
that can be done, Lam ready to vote for it. 


fore I am called upon to fill up the blank contained 
in this bill, which proposes to give how many 
millions of dollars I do not know, | want the ques- 
tión of title made plain. The proposition, as it 
now stands, is to re-purchase the territory from 
Texas, after having conquered and purchased it 
from Mexico. I think this demands some ex- 
planation, to say the least of it; but if it is just, 


and right, and proper, that Texas shall receive a į 


[Nore 2.} 


t 'The long and narrow valley of New Mexico or Santa 


Fé, is situated on both banks of the Upper del Norte, and is | 


bounded on both sides by muuntains.”? 


¢ But the President is desirous to deal liberally by Mex- | 
You are therefore authorized to offer to assume the į 
paymentof all the just claims ofour citizens against Mexico; | 


ico. 


and, in addition, to pay five millions of dollars in case the 
Mexican Government shall agree to establish the boundary 
between the two countries from the mouth of the Rio Grande 
up the principal stream to the point where it touches the 
line of New Mexico; thence westerly of the river along the 
exterior line of that province, and so as to include the whole 
within the United States until it again intersects the river, 
(Rio Grande,) thence up the principal stream of the same to 
its souree; and thence due north until it intersects the 42d 
degree of north latitude.” 

This line was to run along the mountains which consti- 
tute the western boundary of the valley of the river. The 
President then proceeds: è 

t Should the Mexican authorities prove’ unwilling to ex- 
tend our boundary beyond the Del Norte, you are in that 
event instructed to offer to assume the payment of all claims 
of citizens of the United States against Mexico, stiould she 


agree that the line shall be established along the boundary | 


defined by the act of the Congress of Texas, approved De- 
cember 19, 1836, to wit, beginning at the mouth of the Rio 


Grande; thence up the principal stream of said river to its | 
source; thence due north to the 42d degree of north lati- | 


tude.” , 
«Jt is scarcely to be supposed, however, that Mexico 


would relinquish five millions of dolors for the sake of re- 
taining the narrow strip of territory in the valley of New 
Mexico west of the Rio Grande.” 
Claims of citizens of the United States on Mexico. 
1. Amount allowed by the decision of both 


boards of Commissioners.......++0 56 $439,393 
2, Amount allowed on disagreement by the A 

CENO iCZEEEREETETELETEN 1,588,745 | 
3. Amount alowed by our ©: 

and not acted on by the umpife....... 928,637 
4, Amount not acted ON ...eecee eee eens . 3,336,827 
Aggregate claimed... cee eceeveveen erence $5,291,603 


Ifi 
Texas posseses this territory, and, above all, be- | 


| the act of 1836. That convention between these 


| tor to do so. ` 


| of subscribing this. instrument,.. severally. and ‘sotemnl 


New Mexico to be quite: differe 
have it understood that Tex 
by conquest, by possession, by. 
other mode by which a country cat 
by one nation from another, so as to.come uh 
sovereignty of the country. I know thata 
planation of this has been offered. 1 know. tha 
convention was entered into with Santa Anna 
when he became a prisoner to Texas, after the 


| battle of San Jacinto; and that whilst thus a pris- 


oner, he, with other officers, entered into a conven- 
tion with Texas, and that convention ‘recognised 
the right of Texas to the boundary established by 


prisoners of war and the State of Texas'is one of 


least. 7 x 4 
In the first place, is. it not true that this 
of war was not the Government of Mexico’? ‘\ 
it not true that he had no authority from ‘the Goy- 
ernment of Mexico to make such a treaty as this? 
But, without adverting to the fact of making. `a 


| treaty with aman who is a prisoner, and mani- 
| festly incompetent to bind the country, the terms 


of that agreement were not pretended to be of ‘ob- 
ligatory force. Santa Anna and others made a 
solemn promise to exercise such powers and such 
influence as they had to induce the Government of 
Mexico to make a similar treaty with Texas, and 
declare it to be an independent State. This is all 
they did, and they did not go beyond that. Here, 
then, is a promise made by prisoners of war, and 
not by the Government of Mexico; and there- 
fore it is difficult to see how it could have power 
and efficacy till the Government of Mexico, in. 
some form, recognixed it. If] recollect right, it 
was a fundamental principle in the Mexican goy- 
ernment that the moment a chief magistrate took 
command of the army his power asa civil Gi 
ernor ceased. The constitution provided at once 
for a successor; and it would be an error to’sup- 
pose that Santa Anna was at the head of the Goy- 
ernment, and had the right to exercise the powers 
which properly belonged to the chief civil gov- 
ernor of the country, as those powers were then 


‘in other hands. Itis enough to say that this con- 


vention resulted in nothing. - Mexico did not in 
any way sanction the transaction. She did noth- 
ing to establish this convention, so far as I recol- 
lect. : 3 : a 

Mr. UPHAM. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will read the articles of agreement. e d into 
between the President of Texas and Santa “Anna, 
and other Mexican officers. 00 o o S S 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘Ishall bé glad to have the Sena- 


Mr. UPHAM then read as follows: 

č Articles of agreement and solemn compact, made an 
adopted by David G. Burnet, President of the Republic of 
Texas, and the undersigned members of the Cehinet there+ 
of, on the one part,and Don Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, 
President of the Republic of Mexico, and Don Vincente 
Filisola, General of Divisions, Don Jose Urea, Don Joaquin 
Ramires y Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, Generals ‘of 
Brigades of the armies of Mexico.” i a4 

«See. 10. The President, Santa Anna, and ihe, Gen- 
erals Don Vincente Filisola, Don Jose Urea, Don Joaquin 
Ramires y Sesma, and Don Antonio Gaona, do; bY this act 


pledge themselves on their inviolable parole of honor, 
in the event the Mexican Government shall refuse, or 
to execute, ratify, confirm, and perfect this agreement, tf Fe 
will not, on any occasion whatever, take up arias against. 


[Nore 3.] f 
Again: Doc. 70, p. 3, ist séssion 30th Congress, 1847 78- 

President’s Message of July 24, 1848, 5 ee 
“t She [Texas] had never conquered or rednced to actdal 
possession, and breught under her. Government and Jaws; 
that part of New. Mexico lying east of the Rio Grande, which 
she claimed to be within her limits. On the breaking: out 
of the war, we found Mexico in possession of this diaputed 
territory. Asour army epproached Sante Fé (the captar or 
New Mexico).it was found to be. held by a goverfior ynder, 
Mexican authority, with an armed force collected. tp resist 
onr advance. The inhabitants were Mexicans, acknowl- 
edging allegiance to'Mexico.”” 


the-people of Texas, or.any_portio 
aider. theniselves bound, by every 
stain. from aH hostility towards: T i S 
“Mr. DAVIS. “Ido pot wish to detain the Senate. 
T did not rise to make aspeech, but simply to make 
a statement, and Ihave accomplished stibstantially 
what. hadin view. I will, however, add a word 
to it. There are two modes of acquiring territory 
d jurisdiction over a territory; one is by con- 
quest, and the other by some contract or agreement 
Fetween ‘parties. T take it for granted that the rev- 
olution in Texas, so far as it went, and so far as 
territory was acquired by that process; it was ac- 
quired by force of arms, It was a.conquest, and 
‘to the extent that. she obtained’ possession. of the 
territory of .Mexico, and extended her laws over 
it, and exercised her jurisdiction over it, to that 
extent she reduced it to her possession. Now, did 
shé ever acquire territory in any other way? I have 
shown what this convention was. It seems to me 
it was hardly adequate to establish a good and suf- 
ficient title to any territory whatever. Then, so far 
äş regards ‘possession and the exercise and astab- 
lishment-of law over New Mexico, is not the Presi- 
dent of the United States right, when he says that 
she never extended her jurisdiction over New Mex- 
ico; never asserted her laws over that people; and 
that, at all times and under all circumstances, they 
had acknowledged their allegiance either to theSpan- 
ish Government when Mexico was a Spanish prov- 
ince, or afterwards when the independence of that 
country was established, they acknowledged their 
allegiance to the Republican Government. Now, if 
there never. was any change in these circumstances, 
it cán hardly ‘be argued that because the Republie 
of ‘Texas saw fit to pass a law on paper running 
her boundaries around the province of New Mex- 
ico, that that constitutes a good title. With res- 
pect to this very tract there were conflicting claims: 
that of Mexico on the one hand claiming to the 
Sabine, and that of Texas on the other hand claim- 
ing to'the Rio Grande. This very dispute shows 
that there was unsettled title, and brings us. back 
to the question how far Texas had a right to ex- 
tend her jurisdiction over this public conquest, so 
as to spread her laws over it and exercise her sove- 
reign power. ` l 
Theo, Lask again, is not the President right 
when he repeatedly says, with all his sentiments 
in favor of Texas, orat least far from being un- 
favorable to her, being a warm and ardent friend 
of that State, when he says the authority of Texas 
was néver exercised there; and the people were 
never represented in the conventions or legislative 
assemblies of Texas; and that the laws of Texas 
were not known in that country? These are mat- 
ters, which I should like to hear discussed here, 
and syill surrender the floor for those who choose 
to do its.: : be? 
“Mr. RUSK. Ishall be very brief in my an- 
swer to the suggestions of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis; andl will begin by replying first to his 
last remark; that is, with rezard to the treaty made 
with Santa Anna in 1836. It is true I argued upon 
the existence of that treaty, but that. was before 
the treaty between the United States and Mexico 
settling the boundary of Texas. But I shall not 
go into any argument upon that point now. Itis 
true it was made with Santa Anna when a prisoner 
of war; but it. was, not made with him alone; it 
was sanctioned by the other officers of the Mexi- 
canarmy. Senators must remember that the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico was a military despotism. At 
that time T'was at the head of five hundred and 
twenty men, and General Filisola, the second in 
command in the Mexican army, on whom devolved 
the command when Santa Anna was captured, 
was at the head of about four thousand men, ata 
distance of twenty or thirty miles. He sanctioned 
the treaty, and transmitted it to the Government of 
ico. The Mexican Government then having 
“the authority to do so, issued an order granting to 
‘iro the full authority which Santa Anna had ex- 
ercised as Supreme Dictator of Mexico. 
not care any thing about that. I now come to the 
main principle which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts lays down as the ground-work of the title of 
the United States to this territory. Let us see 
what itis, He says, in the first place, that the 
United States have conquered this territory; and, 
besides that, they have paid for it. Suppose an 
army of a foreign power should take possession 
of the city of Richmond, Virginia, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in the dischaige of 


But ldo | 


F 


i 


its proper functions and. duti 


) n should send. an 
army and conquer the cit ichmond, and. res- 
cue tt from the foreign power. According tothe 
same rule, it would then vest the title in the United 
States: Is-that the sort of way to deal witha 
State ôf this Union? ‘Is that the kind of argument, 
is that a good foundation upon which the Govern- 
ment of the: United States rests its title to this 
territory? Is that the way she will deal with one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred thousand inhab- 
itants of a State to which it has been solemnly 
Suaranteed-that she shall come into the Union upon 
an equal footing with the original States? 

The Senator. says that the President of the Uni- 
ted States. entertained the opinion. that Texas did 
not extend higher than El Paso. He takes this 
opinion from the instructions given to Mr. Slidell. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did. not state that the opinion 
of the President should prevail. I merely stated 
the facts as to. what he said. 

Mr. RUSK. It must have been suggested as 


having a bearing, I presume, in favor of the title | 
d £ p > 


of the United States.. The Government of the 


United States was bound in justice io assert, so | 


far as was required, the claim of Texas to the 
limits with which she had been admitted. Who 
will pretend to deny, for a single moment, that 


the Government of the United States admitted | 


Texas with these limits? You. make provision 
in the resolutions of annexation for the disposition 
of this very territory. You make provision that 
the territory north of 36° 30’, the subject-matter 
of dispute now, shall come into the Union as free 
territory. The President, however, declared a 
different opinion in 1848, in his special message, 
whatever he may have said to Mr. Slidell respect- 
ing purchasing these territories. It has been stated 
by his opponents that Texas has been a pretty 
hard bargain to this Government. The honorable 
Senator’s constituents now drive a profitable trade 
with that State, amounting to five millions of dol- 
lars annually, not one dollar of which they would 
have got if Texas had remained separate. These 
things ought to be looked into,.and taken into 
consideration, It is said the Mexican war was an 
enormous expense to the country. ` But the hon- 
orable gentleman himself will not agree to cede 
the territory now for ten times the amount which 
the war cost. Gentlemen say that war was one 
of the consequences of annexation. So we see of 
what great benefit it has been. Butas what the 
President said is to be laid down as fixing this 
subject of title to this territory, and the assertion 
seems to be the ground-work of this title, let us 
see what thé President said to Texas. 

As I have said, the power was vested in the 
United States Government to settle our boundary 
with Mexico. [f it had fixed it at the Nueces we 
should have been bound by it, because we agreed 
to stand by what the treaty-making power might 
settle for us. They did not choose to curtail our 
limits. About the time these conquests took 
place, the Governor of Texas, representing the 
State of Texas, asked the President of the United 


States what he meant by establishing a military | 


government within the territory of the State of 
Texas. What was his‘answer? I read from his 
message: 

“Tq answer to a letter from the Governor of Texas, dated 
on the fourth of January, 1847, the Seeretary of State, by 
ray direction, informed him, in a letter of the twelfth of 
February, 1847, that in the President’s annnal message of 
December, 1846, “You have already perceived that New 
Mexico is at present in the temporary occupation of the 
troops of the United States, and the government over it is 
military jn its character. 
as must exist nner the laws of nations and of war, to pre- 


will cease on the conclusion of a treaty of peace with 
Mexico. 
this temporary. government, resulting from necessity, can 
never injuriously affeet the right which the President be-. 


lieves to be justly asserted by Texas to the whele territory | 


on this side of the Rio Grande, whenever the Mexican claim 
to it shall have been extinguished by treaty?” : 

Thus, before the treaty was made, the Governor 
of Texas is assured that the President of the 
United States recognized the title of Texas to the 


territory in dispute. There wasa message laid on | 


our tables to the same effect, against which no 
protest was made. Now, can the opinions of the 
President, or anybody else, of which ‘Texas was 
not cognizant, be brought up in opposition to the 
public declaration made to Téxas, and the positive 
sanction of the Senate, when no man in either 
House of Congress raised -his voice against it? “If 
that be the broad principle upon which you are to 


It is merely such a government | 


Nothing, therefore, can be more certain than that i 


A- 


H establish your 


‘overruled. me. 


te, it: will require some argument, 
2 the community, that it 


in my opinion, to convi 
ig ood, 9 vee ae 

Mr. HALE. . The Senator from Texas seems 
to attribute some force to the resolutions of annexa- 
tion about the provision for the government of the 
territory which. lies north, of 36° 30’ north lati- 
tude. The ‘honorable Senator from Mlinois wag 
in the House of Representatives at the time the 
resolutions.of annexation passed. “I think he can 
give some light as to the manner.in which that 
provision. came to be.inserted in those resolutions, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not hear, as ‘I was not 
listening particularly, the remark of the Senator 


i from New Hampshire, and I am. therefore unable 


to answer, or understand to what he refers. © It is 
true I was a member of the House of Representa- 
tives at the time. the resolutions of annexation 
were passed, and I participated in moulding the 
resolutions, and helped to pass them. 

Mr. HALE.. Iwill state what my own remem- 
brance of it is. I may be mistaken, but I think 
the Senator from Illinois will remember. This 
resolution of annexation bad gone through all the 
stages of amendment in the Flouse of Representa- 
tives, if I remember right, when this restriction ag 
to slavery north of 36° 30’ was introduced by Mr, 
Brown, of Tennessee. I think that, just about 
the time the final vote was to be taken, as thé 
amendment could not be made except by unani= 
mous consent, the Senator from Hlihois, then a 


| member of the House, got up and requested that 
! the honorable member from Tennessee would con- 


sent to have this amendment inserted. He as- 
sented, and thatis the way it got into the bill, 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Although I do ‘not see itg 
bearing upon this bill, I will state my recollection 
about it. Various propositions of annexation were 
pending in the House. It was somewhat difficult 
to find one upon which all the friends of annexa- 
tion wauld unite. I brought in one series of reso- 
lutions for the annexation. of Texas, by which it 
was proposed to extend the Missouri compromise 
line through Texas. That was the first time the 
Missouri compromise line was*introduced in con- 
nection with Texas. That, in the form in which 
I offered it, was voted down. The gentleman from 


Tennessee intending, aa. L suppose, to offer the 


| same proposition in a different form, moved the 


Missouri compromise, but omitted, as L suppose, 
by mistake, that part which prohibited slavery, 
north of 36° 30”. I suggested, in my place, that if 
he wanted the Missouri compromise line, he must. 


j put in the whole; which was done, and: the bill 


thereupon passed in that shape. This is according 
to my recollection of the transaction; which, I be- 
lieve, is substantially as the Senator from New 
Hampshire has suggested. 

I have a word or two—not a speech—to offer on 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama.  Ẹ 
cannot vote with him and the honorable Senator 
from Texas for the amendment as it is offered. I 
have taken a good deal of pains on a former occa- 
sion to prove that the title of ‘Texas to the Lower 
Rio Grande was clear and valid. th my speeches 
I usually putin the reservation of the Lower Rio 
Grande; for I never could bring my mind to the 
conclusion that Texas had conquered Santa Fé and 
the valley of the Upper Rio Grande, unless getting 
her own force captured amounted to a conquest. 
Hence, fam not prepared to say that Texas hag 
attle to the whole country watered by the Rio 
Grande, from its mouth to its source. I cannot 
vote to affim her title to the Upper Valley and to 
Santa Fé. Lam willing to take the 34th parallel 


i ‘the inhabi | of itude n, Texas 
serve. order and protect-the rights of the inhabitants, and į! of north latitude as the boundary between, Tex 


and New Mexico, as suggested by the Senator 
from Alabama, and also by my friend from Mis- 
sissippi in his amendment, although I would pre- 
fer the line as proposed by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. I will not stand upon that 
point, whether the 34th parallel shall be the line, 
or the one agreed upon by the Committee of Thir- 
teen. The Committee on Territories voted in favor 
of the line of thé 34th parallel of north latitude. 1 
acquiesced, in deference to the opinion of the ma- 
jority, that being the only point in which they 
1 am willing, therefore, to agree 
upon the line of the 34th parallel of north latitude. 
“I can see much merit in the proposition of the 
Senator from Alabama, if he can obviate ñe diffi- ” 
culty. The. merit I see is this: He proposes to 
locate the Indians now in Texas in that part of the 
country north of the thirty-fourth parallel, so that: 
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by enlarging the present. Indian country west of | 


be relieved from the irruptions of the Indians. . 1! 
see, therefore, much merit. in the amendment o f 
the Senator. The difficulty I have is this: The || 
proposition to confirm the tide of Texas to the Rio 
Grande, and then turn, it into an Indian territory, 
would be to convert the present settlement east. of 
the Rio Grande, the civilized portion of it, i 
eluding Santa Fé, into an Indian territory.. ‘That 
I never can do. FT never can do that act of inja 
tice to those people now’ inhabiting Santa’ Fé, 
whose ancestors for two hundred years have lived 
there. Really, 1 cannot, think ‘the Senator from 
Alabama would desire such a result, > L believe the 
true boundary of Texas isa line nearly north and 
south, east of Santa Fé, being formed by the 
range. of. mountains which separates the waters | 
which flow into the Rio Grande from those which 
flow into the Arkansas and Red rivers. There is 
a range of mountains there running nearly parallel | 
tothe river, which separates the waters through | 
that entire country. I believe Texas is entitled to 
the country east of that range, and New Mexico 
to that west of it. There is no Mexican setle- 
ment east of that range, and by making that range | 
the dividing line, no injustice would be done. to | 
New Mexico, and it would not interfere with any | 
of her settlements, and it would be a natural bar- | 
rier between that and the Indian territory. 1 || 
eannot doubt that the title of Texas is good to all 
that part east, of those highlands, for the resolu- |! 
tions of annexation provide that from all that part 
of the territory north of 36° 30! slavery shall be į 
excluded. The resolutions therefore admit the 
title to a portion of the territory north of that line. 
You are therefore estopped from denying the title 
of Texas north of 36° 30’, and east of the moun- |! 
tains to which I have referred, by the very resolu- || 
tions of annexation. My idea was, and is, that |! 
the range of mountains was the dividing line. 1: 
am willing. to.take the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama, if he will limit the western bound- 
ary by that range of mountains instead of the Rio 
Grande. * Then the northern boundary of Texas 
will be the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude, | 
and the eastern boundary of New Mexico will be | 
the range of mountains which separates the waters |! 
which flow into the Rio Grande from those which 
flow east. And then the Indian territory will be | 
bounded on the north by the present Indian coun- H 
try, on the south by the thirty-fourth parallel of |! 
latitude and Red river, and east by the State of | 
Arkansas, bringing the Indians as compact as is | 
consistent with our present system, into an Indian || 
territory better adapted to them than to white i 
settlers, and in the best place that we can locate 
them. I believe it will answer all the purposes 
both of New Mexico and Texas. better than the | 
plan reported by the Committee of Thirteen, with |! 
respect to the territory there. I would much | 
rather take the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama, if we can, and net disturb the present 
settiement there. 
may obviate much of the difficulty in the way of || 
the adjustment of this vexed question, | 
“Mr. DAVIS, of, Massachusetts. Tam quite | 
aware that the President of the United States ex- |! 
pressed the opinion which the Senator has read, || 
and | am also aware that he has expressed other | 
favorable opinions with regard to the claims of || 
Texas, but I have been perplexed to see how such | 
opinion can be. reconciled with the facts which he | 
admits and states with great precision. . Hè de- 
clares that Texas never had. possession of'or juris- 
diction over any part of New Mexico. Now, sir, 
Ido not see how the mere opinion of the. Presi- 
dent, drawn from such premises, can make the 
title of Texas from the mouth of that river to its 
source a good title. The premises must stand 
with the conclusion, and my embarrassment is in 
seeing Hw the one follows from the other, 
“Then, sir, the Senator says that 'l'exas had ter- 
ritory here, and the proof of it lies in the fact that 
Congress so considered it when they established 
the Missouri compromise line as applicable to the 


territory. Now, Í look upon the matter in this || 
light. There was a boundary in dispute. The | 


resolutions of annéxation ` prove, this beyond all ; 
question, for the boundary. is expressly reserved 
for settlement by Congress, This: resolution, | 


| could be any trouble or difficulty. 


| very claim which created war between Me 


i mentof the United States doing when she entered 


! that law should never go into effect, 


1| that consistent? Has he a right to falsify the fact? | 
i! The Government of the United States cannot be- 


i: well founded. 


il say a few-words in angwer 


gje sted. [never assumed that the || 
J lution gave ‘Texas any title at all; but 1 | 
assumed this: that the Government of the United | 


Oye Hes S ee . * | 
Slates, in treating with Texas, informed her by |, 
this resolution that she took into consideration 
and regarded her claim as she had asserted it in 


her law; for unless that was the case, there could 
be no territory north of 36930’, about which there 
Į do not assert 
that. the opinion of the President of the United 
States makes a good title to Texas; but what I as- 
serted was, that.to assert the claims of Texas in 
correspondence with her officer, and to recognize į 
it, and then to make a treaty afterwards-and ac- | 
quire the very title which this Government said | 
belonged. to Texas, was an act of bad faith, and 
one from which she can claim no. benefit. The | 
right of Texas was in dispute between her. and i 
Mexico. I have never asserted here, nor is it ne- 
cessary at all, that the title of Texas up to the Rio | 
Grande was indisputable before the treaty of Gna- 
dalupe Hidalgo. That is notthe question. But 

the title has been recognized in every act that has | 
been done—recognized by Senators. here as the | 
xico and 


the United States, . 
Well, then, so faras the territory east of the 
Rio Grande is concerned, what was the Govern- 


into the treaty with Mexico and terminated the 
war? Was she acquiring territory for herself, or 
settling the boundary of Texas? If she was set- 
iling the boundary of Texas, she was acting within 
her legitimate sphere of action; and. I say that she 
was settling that boundary because it is impossible | 
to reconcile those acts of the Government with | 
any other supposition. She was then settling it; 
and to insist upon a different position—that she |) 
was acquiring territory for herself, tothe exclusion |! 
of Texas—is an assumption inconsistent with fair |! 
and open dealing with Texas. What! have an 
intention at the time we were making a law that | 
© ut to make | 
it as amere pretext for grabbing territory? Is 
that fair? I ask whether such a supposition. is |} 
consistent with our notions of the dignity of the 
Government of the United States? 

Watchful of the rights of Texas, the Governor 
asked the President of the United States if he in- 
tended to claim it? “ No,” said the President... Is 


gin anywhere else with her title but at the taking 


nossegsion of Santa Fé, and when that was done, |) 
Texas was assured her claim was recognized as 


to the title of Texas would have been more appro- | 
priate if the question had been.ona treaty of limits | 
with Mexico. If, instead of domestig legislation | 
we had been engaged in negotiations with a foreign | 
Government to establish the boundary of Texas, | 
then these investigations and results would have | 
entered into. the determination of what we should | 
demand and what we might yield. But-all these | 
questions are now closed. The whole power of | 
the United States to change the boundaries of | 
Texas was derived. from the compact of annexa. |; 
tion, and exhausted by the treaty. of Guadalupe | 
Hidalgo. Then it became the duty of this Gov- 
ernment to declare what the boundary of Texas 
was. Thold thatasa domestic question we have 
not, never have had, a right to reduce the bounda- | 
ries of that State more than of any other State of |! 


i 
ft 
| 
i 


| source, when one of the most remarkable war: 
that has marked the history of man was ter 


í from the United States, as she continu 


ti 
p 
u 


and recognized as a sovereign Siate; it is Texas as 
her boundaries were established in 1836; Texas 
as she was annexed to the United States, that we 
have to consider. All which is beyond that, is 


| without the proper limit of our present iñqairy: 


I will not go into the history of ‘the recognitjon 
of that boundary by. the Republic ‘of Mexico,’ 
though tempted to do so by the manner In. which 
it was adverted to here to-day. Suffice it to say, 
that 1 hold Mexico did recognize the boundary of 
Texas to he the Rio Grande, from its mouth toi 


ted by one of the most triumphant achievements 
which military annals record. A treaty was the 

made with’the President, being Dictator. of Mex- 
ico; and if the fact that he was a prisoner during 
the negotiation. destroyed ‘its, valué, still; sir; 
treaty acquired validity from the authority whieh. 
the Government ad interim, upon “hearing ‘of, his 


| capture, conferred upon the General who succeeded’: 
| to him in the command of the army inthe N 
| to enter into any stipulations or arrangemer 
| might be necessary to save the army, and to. òb- 
|| tain the reléase of their President from his captiv- 


orth, 
ich 


p 


ity as a prisoner of war. By virtue of that treaty, 


| which recognized the boundary of Texas'to be the 


Rio Grande, theit captive President was released; 
and theirarmy, with all its provisions ang mun 


: tions of war, was allowed to return to Mexico.. 
i Mexico then got the whole benefit promised to he 


by the treaty, and Texas has a right-now. tra 


mand of Mexico, a fulfllment-of ndition ‘of 
the treaty in consideration of which those benefits 
were granted and received. : 
In the bill which is now before us, it Seems 10 
mé that the duties of the Government aré inverted, 
The first obligation, whether determined by prior- 
ity or degree of importance, was to define and ës- 
tablish the boundaries of Texas. Itis brought in 
as the make-weight, the last- part of this general 


fthat co 


; plan of compromise, as it has céen called, 1t ap- 


pears to me that it should have been a proposition 
prior, separate, and distinct, because that must be 
determined before we know what and where. 
is the territory for which we have to provide, 
Whatever were the rights. of ‘Texas, they shou 
have been settled conformably to the resolution of: 
annexation, and defended as required by the Cori: 
stitution of ihe United States. It is the duty of 
this Government to suppress Insurrection and to 
secure quiet within the boundaries of a State. Bat 
by disputing the territorial rights of Texas, you 
have not merely failed to perforin this duty, but 
have fomented disorder and created insurret ; 
ary movements against the authority in’ thet 
tory along the Rio Grande; ang hence proc i 
the commotion at Sania Fé, which: has been Spo- 
ken of to-day. by the, Senator from icky: 


. 
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r nator, to present trong necessity for 
civil government, depicted ihe horrors of military 
authority, as éxercised-at Santa Pe. He referred, 
in. terms certainly. not.commendatory, they seemed 
to: be-deprecatory, to the officer who has until very 
recently been ‘discharging the duties which, in ad- 
dition to those of a military commander, had, by 
the nécessity.of the case, devolved upon him: with 
expressive emphasis, spoke of him as a lieutenant 
colonel. | Sir, although. he holds ‘no, higher rank 
than that, he is a veteran whose head has bleached 
in the service of his country, who ‘has ‘performed 
services sufficiently important to have made him a 
general, and-posseases acquirements and certainly 
merit enough.to entitle him to be governor of.a 
better place than Santa Fé. But, sir, that officer, 
after some years of arduous service in the war with 
Mexico, and in Indian campaigns since; was re- 
cently granted a short-leave of absence, for the 
purpose of visiting his family, whom he had not 
seen throughout that whole period of toilsome and 
dangerous service.’ It will. strike him with some 
surprise, in the retirement and repose he is per- 
mitted briefly to enjoy, to hear that the Senator 
from Kentucky holds him responsible for all those 
bloody scenes which might have been enacted, 
and which were depicted before the Senate this 
day. 

Bir, I think that the Secretary of War, who has 
been described as wielding the power of an autocrat, 
has done no more than his duty in this case, and 
has performed it with propriety and discretion. 
He has given, as I understand it, those entrusted 
with the command of the United States troops in 
the district of Santa Fé instructions not to interfere 
with any civil controversy between those who are 
claiming jurisdiction over the territory. He wag 
right. You have failed to establish the boundary, 
and it was because it wis a disputed question, that 
he’ was right; otherwise it would have been his 
duty to order; and in the absence of orders, l hold 
it would have been the duty of the military com- 
mander there to suppress any insurrection against 
the lezally-constituted authorities of Texas. Under 
the circumstances, I think the Secretary of War 
acted with great propriety; and that the officers 
under his command who, with a feeble force, have 
been giving protection to the citizens of that fron- 
tier, deserve commendatioh for having kept aloof 
from the local controversies which had no connec- 


tion with the duties of their profession, and from j 


those questions which we know have been disturb- 
ing the peace of that country, and which it is our 
duty here and now to decide. 

This results from the unsettled condition of that 
boundary question, which is presented, but not 


settled by this bill, and which defect it is. proposed | 


by the’ amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
toremedy. It is a question which stands before 
your. bill, and which can scarcely be evaded. Has 
Texas a title, or has she not? If she has no title, 
then what land do you propose to pay her money 
for? If she has a title, you have no right to buy 
it. The committee may take either horn of the 
dilemma they please. 1 hold their proposition to 
be irremediably wrong. Within the States, this 


Government may by cession take territory and | 


exercise exclusive jurisdiction over it for certain 
enumerated objects only; for the establishment of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and other 
needful. buildings, and fora seat of the Govern- 


ment of the United States, a district not to exceed | 


ten miles square. The grant is for specific objects, | 
and has no application. beyond ‘them. © The pur- 
pose of diminishing the limits of a State só as to 
reduce the number of States into-which it may be 
carved, or of changing the jurisdiction under which 
the institutions may be moulded in their embryo 
state, can hardly justify an argument for the exer- 
cise of such an extraordinary undelegated power. 
an those who have questioned the power of this 
“Government. to govern the territoriés we possess, 
now advocate a proposition to invade the limits ofa 
State, and drain the common treasury to buy land 


that it may be transferred to the exclusive jurisdic- | 


tion of the United States. Ifthe purpose of this pur- 
chase be that which has so often been intimated-— 
and whatever else may be the purpose such is the 
probable result—if a portion of the territory now | 
secured to the slaveholding States is to be trans. | 
ferred to the authority of Congress, at least let us | 
show a sense of our right by sternly resisting this 
twofold wrong, by which our political power js to 
be diminished and our taxation increased. Itisa 


gross: misapplication ‘of the: public fands; ard a 


gréat perversion of the object for which the Union 
‘was formed; it is calling upon this Government, 


by omission and commission, through’ its infu- 


ence, and by its treasury, to take froma State a 
portion of its‘domain for the purpose of convert- 
ing it into a Territory of the United States. Sir, 
1 would ask, can this be a legitimate objéct of our 
Confederacy ? “There tan be but one answer; then, 
in accordance with it, let.us ‘abandon this oblique 
approach, and come at once to the question which 


should long since have been met: Where is the | 


boundary of Texas?’ That being. established, 
you have the ‘power to see where and how the 
next step is to be taken, and must leave. the 
boundary of Texas fixed until the creation of a 
new State within her limits may modify it. 
is in keeping with the Constitution, and with the 
resolutions of annexation, which never contem- 
plated the separation of one acre of her territory 
except when that territory with the consent of 
Texas became a State of the Union. Why, I 
press the inquiry, why is it sought to transfer this 


territory from the jurisdiction of Texas, and place | 


it under the control of Congress? Has Congress 
shown such great capability to govern her other 
territories? Have you passed laws and provided 
officers, to execute those laws within the territo- 
ries you already possess? And if not, if you 
have appeared before the country and foiled in 


every effort you have made to provide govern- | 
ments for your territories, why do you seek to | 


take domain from Texas and transfer it to a con- 
dition for which you may never be able to pro- 
vide? What becomes of the argument to waive 
the irregularities in the case of California, because 
of our inability to form a territorial government 
for them? Sir, this Government has been hum- 
bled before the world; in this, that it has stood 


paralyzed by a faction, failing to discharge its du- | 
ties to those territories, which it was bound to | 


govern and to protect, both by the treaty of acqui- 
sition and by the Constitution itself. Why, then, 
if the power exists, does any one seek to acquire 
territory which is under the jurisdiction of a State 
of this Union? Can it be, is it that you avoid 
your obligations to determine and to declare the 
boundaries of that State? Sir, I dislike this eva- 
sion of a question which falls upon us legitimately, 
It came to us with the resolutions of annexation; 
it has been our duty to meetit ever since the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo gave us that power; and 
now I ask that the question should be met; I ask 
the Senate by its vote to say whether they will 
dispute the boundaries of Texas, or, if you do not 


dispute them, whether you will shrink from the | 


duty of declaring and establishing them? 


The Senator from Texas, who sits on my right, | 
[Mr. Rusx,] has discussed the question of the | 


title of Texas so generally and ably that itis not 


necessary for me to add anything. But I will | 
take this occasion to say that this is nota question | 


which. affects Texas alone; it is one in which 
every southern State has deep interest. 


of power which they have heretofore possessed. 
When they become such a minority in the Senate 


This | 


i 


Tt isa} 
fact which is daily and painfully enforced upon | 
us, that the southern States are losing that balance | 


and in the House that they stand powerless before ! 


a sectional majority, and when legislation shall be 


directed by sectional hostility against their inter- | 
ests, think you, sir, that the sons of those who ; 
snapped the ties which bound them to the mother | 


country sooner than be taxed where they were 
not represented, and who rejected as a hollow 
mockery the idea of being represented in the Brit- 


ish Parliament by a minority so small that it must : 


be unable to protect their rights—think you, I 
say, that they will, under this hypothesis, consent 
to remain in this confederation, however loved 
and revered it may ‘be? Itis but too well known 


| that our rights would cease to be respected when 


we have no longer the physical power to maintain 
them, 


Is it not our policy, and is it not the true | 
policy of all who love the Union more than sec- | 


tional aggrandizement, to unite with us to secure | 


that equilibrium which will prevent unjust sec- 


| tional legislation, and to preserve the Confederation 


in a state similar to that for which our fathers 
formed its Constitution, and to which, as it came 
from their hands, it is so admirably adapted ? 


` Now, sir, we are in a minority, and every year | 
becoming relatively less. We have a wide domain | 


within the limits of Texas. Itis the duty of every | 


southern. man, ai least I feel it to. be my own, to 
protect. every acre of it to the maintenance of the 
political power of the South. Equally with other 
sections of the Union we have borne the toil, the 
danger, and the tax’of acquiring new territory from 
Mexico, but it appears that-weare notto be equally 
benefited by the acquisition... Not equally !. No, 
not at all. Then, sir, while we are to be deprived, 
if we judge from the signs which ‘surround us, of 
any share in these recent acquisitions, we are 
asked in addition to surrender a portion of our old 
domain. Sir, to do that forms no part of.my pòl- 
icy. I feel that it forms no part of my duty. I 
know that it forms no part of that conduct expect- 
ed from me by those whose representative | am. 
Against all that part of the bill which. seeks to 
transfer any portion of ‘Texas to the jurisdiction 
of the United States, I am unalterably opposed. 

The amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
proposes to confirm and establish the boundary of 
1836; it proposes, moreover, to remove the In- 
dians from all that country where the chaparral 
gives them hiding places, and to transfer them toa 
country where they can be more easily guarded, 
and effectually prevented from committing depre- 
dations on our defenceless citizens, and, by the 
coöperation of the Legislature of Texas, the whites 
be prevented from trespassing upon the Indians. 
Et is not, as the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Dove- 
LAs] supposes, to crowd them up in Santa; Fé and 
Taos, but to place them in that part of Texas 
north of the 34th parallel of latitude, which shall 
be designated for that purpose by the Legislature. 
It never was intended to crowd them into Santa 
Fé or upon the Rio Grande, or.to crowd all the 
different tribes together; but ina country unset- 
tled, and adjacent to the great Indian reservation 
of the West, to place appropriately such tribes as 
should be removed to it. The southern boundary 
would be the 34th parallel of latitude; thé eastern 
might be the line dividing the territory now set 
apart for Indians from the State of Texas; the 
western might be the meridian of longitude which 
was assumed by New Mexico as her provin- 
cial boundary; all this is open, left for the de- 
cision of Texas, except the removal of the In- 
dians.to that country north of 34° north latitude, 
being within the limits of Texas, and where no 
persons are engaged in cultivating.the land. It is 
not to mingle the nomadic tribes with the Pueblo 
Indians, who are thought to be so fit to form a 
State government, There is nothing in the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Alabama which would 
justify that conclusion. It merely designates a 
line above which the Indian territory shall be sët 
apart. That line is drawn through a desert coun- 
try, bordered by wide plains, where neither woods 
nor chaparral jungles would conceal the Indians, 
who, in predatory bands, might seek to pass into 
the settlements, and therefore where they could 
easily be governed. These are the reasons indi- 
cating that locality, and which, it strikes me, con- 
stitute a great advantage over any other proposi- 
tion which has been submitted. My own idga is, 
that the line of posts should be established north 
of the thirty-fourth parallel of latitude, say along 
the Canadian river; thereabouts, in my opinion, 
is the country to which the Texas Indians should 
be removed, where ought to be established a line 
of military posts, resting on one side on the coun- 
try of the Choctaws and Creeks, and on the other 
on the Rio Grande, and above that line you may 
keep those wild indians with least expense to the 
Government and greatest safety to the frontier in~- 
habitants of Texas—the latter being the consider- 
ation which will probably induce, Texas to set 
apart the land for Indian occupation. 

Mr. CLAY. I certainly do not rise for any 
purpose of discussing the title of Texas to all the 
country on this side the Rio Grande, but to make 
a few observations in reference to what fell from 
the Senator from Illinois. "The Senator from Ihi- 
nois suggests the propriety of making the eastern 
limit of New Mexico the ridge which sgparates 
the waters of the Mississippi on the one hand from 
those of the Rio Grande on the other. Now, in 
the Committee of Thirteen I proposed myself sub- 
stantially that limit. I proposed that we should 
run the eastern line of New Mexico by beginning 
at El Paso and thence running to the uppermost 
source of the Red river, and thence to the 42d de- 
gree of north latitude, or the ancient line between 
the United States and Mexico. That would have 
assigned to New Mexico all of what was origin- 
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ally considered as a part of New Mexico, and left 
east of that line and south of it down towards 
Texas an ‘extent of territory, according to-my 
recollection of the map, of about two-thirds of 
what is proposed to be ceded by Texas to the 
United States in the proposition before the Senate. 
I proposed that line in the committee, beginning at 
El Paso, which is the ancient limit of New Mex- 
ico, and running from El Paso to the Red river, 
and ‘thence to the 42d degree, adeaving about two- 
thirds of the present territory comprehended in thé 
proposed cession by Texas to the United ‘States, 
The committee, upon full consideration, thought 
it best to run a line in the manner proposed, be- 
ginning twenty miles up the Rio Grande’ by ‘El 
Paso and to the northwest angle of the Indian 
country; and it was proposed ‘and recommended | 
to the Senate. MASE f 

Now, ‘sir, | think there`is a good deal in’ the 
suggestion of enlarging the Indian territory, by 
making to itan addition from what would be ceded 
by Texas, if.this bill pass—if that two-thirds 
or one half, be it more or less, be taken from her, 
leaving what were regarded her ancient limits; for 
I need not tell gentlemen familiar with the subject 
that with respect to the boundaries of provinces, 
it was not the habit of Spain to demark all their | 
external lines; they were designated generally by 
their principal cities, or places which constituted 
their center, and the outward lines were not de- 
marked by the authority of Spain or Mexico. 
But El Paso, according to an ancient document I 
have seen of nearly two hundred years standing, 
as well as by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
was one of the limits of New Mexico. My prop- 
osition, I repeat, was to begin at El Paso, that an- 
cient limit.of New Mexico, and run to the head 
of the Red river, and thence to the 42d degree of 
north latitude. But does not the Senator from Il- 
linois perceive that if the proposition made by the 
committee should be acceded to by Texas, it will 
always be inthe power of the Government of the 
United States to take such part of New Mexico as 
it pleases and assign it to the Indians there? 
v-Now upon the other supposition, The proposi- 
tions of the Senator from Alabama are two—first 
to confirm the ‘title of Texas from the mouth to |; 
the source of the Rio Grande, and to declare it to 
bea part of Texas. Well, it is known that with |; 
a large number of the members of this body it is 
impossible to do that. 

The next proposition is this: considering Texas 
aa undertaking to remove the Indians and place 
them north of the line of the 34th parallel of latitude, 
still within Texas; how can we do that? By what | 
authority can we do it? 

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Kentucky 
misunderstands the amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. Ah! that may be; Ihave how- 
ever, the printed amendment before me. 

Mr. CLEMENS. But it has been modified. 
Tt proposes to remove the Indians to such part of 
the territory as the Legislature of Texas may | 
select. 


Mr. CLAY. It was the printed amendment I 
had before me. It is to be done with the consent 
of ‘Texas. Well, I shall not quarrel with that; 


bùt the question is, whether it is not better to take 
the line proposed by the committee, in which will 
be contained the power of the United States to 
take any portion of it, from the head-waters of 
the Arkansas river—for really, sir, itis a country | 
not worth disputing about, only fit for Indians to |! 
hunt upon—take it at any time and assign it to the 
Indians. f 

But, sir, allow me to express another senti- | 
ment, and to make a request. Let us take a vote || 
upon the amendment now proposed. Let it be | 
adopted or voted down, according as the majority 
shall determine. If it is rejected, it will be compe- 


that subject before me.- There. 
my opinion, in which-we can: 
just the questidn by our own’ act: 


atone ‘way, in 
itatively ad- 
nd that is, by 


the full recognition of-the Texas claim.. This I 
am Not prepared to-do.: We'have not the neces- 
sary information: for: that purpose. Any other 


settlement must be attained by mutual arrange- 
ment, and Tthink the most’ satisfactory arrange- 
ment we can: makeis, by the offer of a sam ‘of 
honey; and by the consequent extinguishment of 
the chim of Texas. That is the object of this 
bill, and'I shall vote for it. 

- “Mr. BERRIEN. Having formerly expressed 
the opinion that the boundary of Texas was limit- 
ed by the Nueces, I desire to have it understood 
that that opinion was so expressed anterior to the 
acquisition of territory from the Mexican’ Govern- 
ment by the treaty of Guadalupe. The question 
what was the rightful boundary of Texas, as it 
stood-when Texas and Mexico were the parties 
to the controversy, is presented in a very different 
aspect as between the United States and Texas. 
I believe, from the evidence before me, and to 
which Ihave referred. on a former occasion, that 
the United States received Texas into the Union 
with the limits which she asserted, reserving to 
this Government solely the power to negotiate the 
question of Texan boundary with Mexico, and 
with Mexico as emphatically as if the word “‘Mex- 
ico” had been inserted instead of ‘* foreign Pow» 
er;” for I believe that there was no conterminous 
foreign Power possessing the * right of embassy,” 
and power to negotiate with foreign nations with 
whom this Government could have treated in re- 
lation to the boundary of Texas, save and except 
Mexico alone. I consider, therefore, that, by the 
resolution of annexation, Texas came into this 
Union with the limits which she had claimed for 
herself, subject only to have those limits restricted’ 
by negotiation between the United States and 
Mexico. I suppose, from the abundant evidence 
which has been laid before us, that the war which 
was entered into between the United States and 
Mexico was a war entered upon in affirmance of 
the rights of Texas upon the question of boundary; 
and I suppose, therefore, that the territory which 
was aceuired by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 


| go far as it fell within the Jimits claimed by Tex- 


as, was acquired by the United States, not for her- 
self, but in affirmance of the right of Texas. I 
am not considering the question whether Texas was 
or was not in actual possession of all the territory 
which she claimed. Her claim to territory within 
certain prescribed limits was asserted; her capacity 
to maintain that assertion and to take possession 
of the territory which she claimed, was taken from 
her while war yet existed between Mexico and 
herself, by the act of annexation, which made her 
part of the United States. She had no longer a 
right to wage war for the purpose of keeping or 
reducing to possession the territory which had 
been claimed by her act of 1836. The right which 
she possessed was then surrendered to the United 
States, of which she became a part, and the action 


| of this Government, whether by war or by nego- 


tiatifm, was in her behalf, so far as her limits 
were concerned, since the act of annexation pre- 
vented her from maintaining that claim by either 
of these means, 

Sir, I ask Senators, in considering this claim, to 
eall to their recollection the treaty with Great 
Britain, by which the northeastern boundary ‘of 
the United States was settled. It has been said 
that the question is, not what boundary was claimed 


i by Texas, but with what limits did she come into 


the Union? Referring to that treaty, I ask with 
what limits did the State of Maine come into the 
Union? We all know that she did so, claiming a 
boundary which was contested by Great Britain. 
The boundary between the United States and Great 


tent for the Senator from Ilinois to make the pro- 
position he hassuggested. Voting this proposition || 
down will not prevent that proposition from being | 
made. ~Let us take a vote upon this, and its adop- 
tion or rejection will not prevent us from making |! 
any other proposition. | 

Mr. CLEMENS. That is precisely what we | 
want. i 
| 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, before I vote I 
wish to state my position. I shall vote against ! 
the proposition. In doing so, I wish itto be un- | 
derstood distinctly that E give-no opinion on the | 
validity ofthe claim of Texas. Strong considera- į 
tions are urged in its favor; but I have not now: 


Britain was settled by the treaty of Washington. It 
embraced a portion of territory claimed by Maine, 
of which she had not had possession, but which 
was actually occupied by British subjects; and 
this territory was acquired by virtue of that 
treaty, not for the United States, but for the State of 
Maine. The title of Maine to that portion of ter- 
ritory so acquired, of whith she had not possession 


anterior to the treaty, was recognized by this Gov- į 


| ernment, and it being stipulated in the treaty that 


: those British subjects who had been thus divested 
| of their nationality, should be indemnified for the 
| property they held in what was thus determined to 
i be within the limits of the United States, the State 


of Maine fulfilled:the. 
Government, mthe exé 
rights, and, asa consider 
a sum of money from t 
“Now, sir, here is a question which- appë 
me to be analogous. The State of Maine is 
-Initied into the Union, ‘claiming jorisdictic 
certain limits which are disputed. * A portion of t 
; : 


territory claime 
subjects. “When this terri 
treaty, it is acquired not fe 
for the State of Maine, °°)" 
But, sir; with this view of the title 
am free to declare that there were considera 
more. importance in my view than the immedie 
assertion of that title in its full extent, which in- 
fluenced ‘me to acquiesce in that report of the Come, 
mittee of Thirteen, which T am still disposed to 
sustain, Iam still disposed to sustain the provis- 
ions of this bill, so far as they relate to the State 
of Texas, because I believe it better to compromise 
a question of conflicting title than to leave it for the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, whenever that, state of things’ shall a 
which will require that tribunal to'take jurisdiction 
of the question. Of its jurisdiction over such a. 
question I entertain no doubt.. There is only gne 
consideration which prèsses upon my mind, a) 
which I believe has presented itself to Senat: 


> 


into this Union, without regard to the manner ‘in 


which they may determine that question. Now, 
whether this boundary begins at El’ Paso, ‘or 
twenty miles above it, I desire so to guard the 
provision which is contained in the resolution of 
annexation, that by the transfer of this propert 
between El Paso and the limit of 36° 30’ of nort 
latitude, the stipulation contained in the resolution 
of annexation on this particular subject shall rot’ 
be interfered with. If this provision should be 
acceptable to the Senate, I should be very glad to 
see one obstacle removed out of the way. | °°, '- 
Mr. BUTLER. ‘On a former occasion I ex- 
prested an opinion that Texas was bounded by 
the Nueces, but since the termination of the war | 
take a different view of her title.. As {understand 
it, Texas proper was a State, and she acquired her 
independence by revolution, which was coéxtensive 
with her State boundaries. She'assumed,; howéver, 
to have done more. After she had acquired her’ 
title by revolution she also contended that she had 
acquired other rights by conquest beyond those 
limits. Now, the part of the country which she 
claims to have acquired lies between the Nueces and. 
the Rio Grande, and this Government has 
acknowledged that her title to that territory was 
good, for it was in consequence of the invasion of 
that disputed territory by the Mexicans that the. 
war was commenced. ee o EE 
The territory of which I speak did not embrace 
any portion of New Mexico. : But Texas also as- 
sumed, by the declaration of a solemn legislative 
act, that she had acquired not only the country 
lying between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, but 
that she had also acquired to the forty-second par- 
allel of latitude east of the Rio Grande, or that 
portion:of the land which is now, claimed to bein 
| New Mexico. Sir, if we had not gone to war, and 


self could have made good her claim by the sword, 
But instead of Texas making good her'claim by 
! the sword, what did the United States do?.. They 
| took upon themselves the quarrel. War was the. 
| arbiter, and it was not a mere trespass to try title: 

| for when we resort to war we undertake to make’ 


i ject. So far as regards this boundary, [grant that 
i Texas, in conjunction with the United .Srates, 
might appoint a commissioner to lay it out; but so 
| long as she contests it, we have nota right to in- 


awrd.o 


ae 


take the. 


misund Í 
volleagué has said that he is unwilling to give- up 
a single acre of the territory of Texas to the dos. 
minion of free-soilism, ahd so am; I.: If the prin 
ciple of free, soil is to. be carried. te 
thus ceded, no man will.be found more opposed to | 
it than myself. . Bat, sir, Lnever shall believe that | 
the cession of a portion of the territory of Texas | 
to the United States, for the purpose of establishing | 
therein a territorial government without the Wil- | 
mot proviso, can result in placing there the Wilmot | 
proviso after it hag been so signally defeated here; | 


or that it will have the effect of converting territory | 


which.is not free soil into free soil; or that it will | 
have the least effect in relation to the law of that 
région in regard to slavery. | 

But, siry notwithstanding this belief, I was about 


the territory: |; 


| question would get before the. Supreme ‘Court 
when.the.United States, in. Congress. assembled, | 
shall establish a new State-east of the Rio Grande; 
that such new -State would be the peer of Texas, | 
and ‘she. can -go into the Supreme Court and con- | 
! teşt her boundary. -But-thatis only on condition 
| that.such new: State:should be formed. Now, how 
is: that.to-be done?: If all the territory mentioned 
belongs to Texas, there is-none. out of which a 
new. State.can be made.: -I understood the Senator | 
from. Kentucky: further to say, that. (provided. we || 
would assume his hypothesis, that. Texas has no. 
claim to. the- territory west of the Nueces) he. could: |} 
then-demonstrate that the advantages to bede- |] 
rived. from this bill, resulting to the South from 
the proposed purchase. of territory from Texas, 
were greater than those to be derived by: the 
| North. > i 
Now, if we are to take that hypothesis, what 
i should we have done? We should have- contra- 
dicted the action of the Federal Government, both 
on the part of the Executive and. the Legislature; | 


to offer an amendinent, so as to ‘make assurance 
doubly, sure.” . Weeks ago Tannounced my de- 
termination to do'this, and f shall take an oppor- 
tunity of dgingit now. Some time ago I consulted 
with various distinguished gentlemen from the 
- North—from the free States—in regard to this 


very point, and I did not consult with one who did |; 


not express a willingness to adopt such a provis- 
ion. Now, [ intend to vote for the amendment | 
of the honorable Senator from Alabama; but Ien- | 
tered into the busineas in. which we are now | 
engaged in a spirit of conciliation and of compro- 
mise. That spirit I shall cultivate ‘throughout 
this contest. | am perfectly willing to sacrifice 
any opinion of mine, with the view of harmonizing | 
with those who represent the southern States of | 
the Confederacy. I will go as far as any man in 
this body in sacrificing my opinions—I will go just | 
sô far as my conscience will allow me to go, and | 
not hazard the main features of the bill. After 
voting on the amendment which is now before the 
Senate, [ intend to offer the amendment which I | 
now holdin my hand, with some additions. 

I have made these remarks now for the purpo 
of signifying what is my intention hereafter. 


l 
believe that these two amendments which I shall | 
propose will make the bill better, will make it more | 
palatable to both sides, and will have a tendency, |: 
atleast, to insure its passage. 


Mr. MASON. F was not present in the Com- | 
mittee of Thirteen when this subject was under | 
consideration, being absent on other duty assigned 
tome by the Senate. I do not know, therefore, 
the considerations which led to the adoption of the 
line proposed. . L do know, however, that after it 
was submitted to the committee for their final ac- 


tion—looking upon it then as I have looked upon | 


it ewer since, as a proposition tò which, in my 
judgment, the southern States should never assent— 
that in committee | moved to strike from the bill 
all that part of tt which related to Texas. 

Now, sir, if 1 rightly understood the Senator 
from Georgia in the argument which he submitted 
to us just now, E learn that he entertains the opin- 
jon, as a jurist, that the effect of the treaty with 


Mexico was, so fir as it contained a cession of |: 


territory contiguous to the unsettled boundary of 
Texas, to inure, as a resulting trust, for thegbene- 
_fivof that State—to give to Texas the terrifary so 
acquired.. F understood the honorable Senator to. 
say that the effect would be to confer upon Texas 
all the territory which was acquired by us éast of 
the Rio Grande, and contiguous to her boundary.. 
Yn that opinion | entirely concur; and if that he 
so, Í submit to the honorable Senator on what 
earthly consideration he can now ask the State of 
Texas to cede to the United States a part of her 
acknowledged territory, for the purpose of con- 
verting it into praperty of the United States? The 
reason, as I understood it, was this: that it was | 
his opinion that if the question of boundary was 
submitted to the Supreme Court, Texas would 
obtain a less advantageous boundary than she will 
by the proposals of this bill. Then, sir, the hon- 
orable Senator must suppose that. the Supreme | 
Court would entertain à view of the operation of | 
the treaty different from that which he himself. 
entertains. _ But I submit to that honorable Sena- | 
tor, and to the Senate, that there is no practicable | 


j 


f Louisiana treaty, decided, 1 think, in 1829, and 
| followed in subsequent cases. The opinion of the |! 


for I undertake to assert that the title of Texas 
west of the Nueces has been admitted by act of the 
Congress of the United States. And where should 
we stand? In order to conform to the hypothesis | 
of the Senator from Kentucky, we must falsify a 

most solemn act of the Congress of the United 

States. I allude to the act declaring that a war || 
existed between the United States and Mexico. 1 


i 
| 
i 


gent and patriotic portion of the two Houses who 

differed with the majority upon that question; but | 

they were overruled, and it went upon the statute | 
i 


-book of the country. The President in his mes- 

sage declared that war. existed between the two | 
countries by the act of Mexico. Andas the act | 
that caused the war, he assigned the crossing. the |! 
Rio Grande by the Mexican troops and. “ shedding | 
American blood upon American soil. That was 
the act in which consisted the war; and the Con- 
gress of the United States sustained the. President 
in the view which he tock of the territorial bound- |! 
aries of the United States at that time—not by de- |! 
claring war against Mexico, but by declaring that | 
war existed, and that it existed by the act of Mex- || 


! ico. | 
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Now, if war existed between these two countries |! 
by the uct of Mexico, it was because the Mexi- | 
cans by crossing the Rio Grande had invaded the || 
territory of the United States, and by shedding || 
American blood there had caused war. I say, || 
then, that we shall falsify the action of this Gov- | 
ernment, both in its Executive and its legislative || 
departments, if we now deny the right of the State 
of Texas to the country west of the Nueces. æ 

Sir, I will go further. If this question could be || 
got before the Supreme Court, that court. would || 
be bound to follow the action of the Government 
| of the United States in relation to this boundary, 
beyond all question, The honorable Senator from | 
Kentucky has said that the Supreme Court would |! 
not find for the State of Texas so favorable. a || 
boundary as is proposed to be granted to it by this |! 
bill. Mr. President, I should. construe the law of |! 
the Supreme Court differently from that Senator. |! 
l understand their rule of decision.to be, on every || 
question of boundary arising under a treaty, to | 
| conform their judgment to the actions. of the! 
; Federal Government, and strictly to adopt that as | 

t 


| 
| 
1 
| 


| the true boundary. which the Government assumed 
28 the boundary. This was the rule laid down in |! 
the case of Foster vs. Elam, arising under the | 


i 


court was, that questions of boundary between |) 
nations were polilical; and, in deciding such, the | 
! Supreme Court must take for its guide the acts |! 
and determinations regarding it, of the Govern- | 
i ment of which it was a coérdinate department, | 


| Now, suppose this case went before the Supreme: | 
i 


| Court, and.it was said you must look to the actual 
! tide tothe country west of the Nueces. “An 
| answer ‘would be: given at. once by the political 


J 
{i 


| 
| 
know very well that there was a large and intelli- || | 
i 
| 


was definitely settled, and the Federal. Governe 
ment.conclpded, hy the act. declaring war to exist. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I look upon this as a very 
important part of, this.measure, and | think it de- 
serves full- consideration.: T have never desired to. 
see great political questions. referred to the judici-. 
ary. of the country... I. mach prefer that they, 
should be settled by Congress, or by. some form, of 
compromise. Itchas always seemed to. me. that 
such questions are better adjusted in-one or other, 
of these two. modes, than by a proceeding at law. 
Nevertheless, sir, in answer to the honorable gen-: 
tleman from Virginia, I must say ‘that Í. gee no. 
difficulty whatever in bringing this question to trial 
before the Supreme Court of the United States; not 
the slightest. The controversy respects territury or. 
land, claimed:by the United States on the one side, 
and the State of Texas onthe other. ‘That it is- 
a territory of the United States, and not a part of 
a State, is the very thing -which gives the United. 
States a right to. sue; nud the Supreme Court must 
decide the matter ultimately, unless it is decided 
by a mutual agreement between the United States 
and the State of Texas, herself. Now, the honor- 


it, the Chief Justice said: ‘* The language of 
treaties is addressed io Governments and not to 

Courts.” I. believe that is the expression, al- 

though I have not read the case for many years; 

but that decision was given on the ground that, in 

settling questions of boundary between the United _ 
States and other. Powers, the boundaries in whieh 

those Powers have been interested heretofore, and 

which boundaries have been the subject of treaty, 

that decision does go upon the ground that the 

Supreme Court is bound to look to—{ will not say 

absolutely bound by—the course which the ex-: 
ecutive and legislative departments may have. 
taken. . 

I do not think, sir, that, under the circumstances 
of this case, itis a fair case for compromise. I. 
shall be most happy, for one, if, in the further- 
progress of this bill, a provision. may be made 
likely to be satisfactory to Texas; and, although I. 
would not wish to buy what is already our own, 
yet I would buy peace. Every individual who 
buys peace comes to.terms of accommodation, 
without the formal surrender of any claim; and I 
think this a proper-occasion to. put an end toa 
roublesome dispute between the United States and. 
Texas.. $; for one, shall.not regard any moderate 
and reasonable.cost which might be incurred to. 
bring about that amicable adjusiment . 

Mr, President, I shall only say further, that 
there are some gentlemen around me who have 
been in this Chamber since npne o'clock this morn- 
ing; and L believe there is an occasion. for a few, 


i 
minutes’ business in executiye session, and, with; 
the permission of. the honorabie member from, 
Kentucky, I will move that be Senate, now. pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 


“Mr. MASON, Will the Honorable gen 
withdraw that motion for a moment, arid 
renew jt? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly. 9 = = 

Mr. MASON. Entertaining, as I do, the highest 
possible estimation of the legal talent of the Hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, I must enter 
a dissent ta the doctrine he has asserted. I dé not 
think that in any case it is possible for the United 
States to be a party to a’suit on the one side and 
a State on the other. | ie 
“Mr. BELL. Iwill not detain the Senate moré 
than a moment; but as this iš a véry impo 
question, TI wish to state the reasons for the vote I 
give. I wish to say that, in voting against the 
proposed amendment, ] do nót wish té "be under- 
stood as deciding against the claim of Texas to 
extend her boundary to the Rio Grande; and Lam 
not satisfied, on the grounds suggested by honor- 
able Senators. on ‘the ‘other side, that Texas has 
such a clear title to this boundary that itmay not 
be fairly and ‘properly made a matter of adjust- 
ment.by Congreas, or by arrangement between the 
United States and Texas; and I repeat that in 
voting against the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, l wish it to be understood that 
I do not mean to indicate that Texas has not the 
better title to the whole of this territory. 

I further wish to say, that one groind on which 
I give my vote is, that I have considered the ad- 
justment of te boundaries of Texas, and the difi- 
culties likely to grow out of that question, if it is 
not now settled, to bea chief merit of the bill now 
before the Senate. And when it was proposed to 
Separate these measures Í voted against the separa- 
tion, thinking that all the questions growing out of 
the annexation of Texas might be adjusted upon 
some grounds satisfactory both to the North and 
the South. ‘On this ground | shall vote against the 
proposition of the Senator from Alabama, hoping 
that the proposition of the Committee of Thirteen 
in regard to the settlement of this boundary, and 
all other questions, may yet be ŝo modified as to 
produce a satisfactory result to the South and the 
whole country. 

. The question being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Ciemens, it was decided in the negative, as 
follows: 

‘ YEAS—Mossrs. Atchison, Borland, Butler, Clemens, Da- 
vis of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Kisg, 
Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, and Turney 


NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Pell, Benton, Berrien, 


Bright, © Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Corwin, Davis 
or Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of 


Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Jones, Mangum, Miller, Norris, Pearce, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
Webster, and Whitcomb—37. 


“Mr. FOOTE. ftis by no means my intention 


to‘address the Senate at length upon the pending | 


question, nor should I, in my present state of il] 
health, utter a word in relation to it, but for the 
strange misconstruction and gross misrepresenta- 
tions to which I have been subject for a week or 
two past, in regard to the proposition to transfer to 
the United States a portion of the present territory 
of Texas. Sir, Lam quite as determined as my 
eoHeague has just declared himself to be, not to 
codperate in any legislative act of a nature calcu- 
lated to convert any territory where slavery now 
exists, into free territory; and did I think that the 
simple establishment of a territorial government, 
without the Wilmot proviso, (especially when the 
establishment of sucn a territorftal government is 
to take place after repeated and signal triumphs, 
achieved in the progress of the-sirugzie now going 
on over the Wilmot proviso principle in all its va- 
rions forms,) could have the effect of converting 
slave territory into free soil, I should be as much 
opposed to this measure as he is. But I have 
never thought that such could be the effect of 
establishing a territorial government withont any 
slavery restriction. Such was not the effect of 
such.a measure when the territorial governments 
of Louisiana, Arkansas, and others which I 
could mention were adopted, nar has any one 
ever so contended. The extension of the Constt- 
tution of the United Srates to the territories of 
New Mexico and Utah, both generally and spe- 
cially, by this very bill, it would seem, might well 
satisfy those of us who he heretofore contended, 
and who still contend, that the entrance of the 
Constitution within the limits of those Territories, 
with all its guarantees, necessarily had the effect, 
proprio vigers, of repealing the Mexican laws ‘on 


| man will state his question. 


the subject ‘of ‘slavery. But, 
this, we have restricted the té 
from all action eithe 

hibition” of slavery. - This, 
unnecessary, inasmuch as 
the territorial go 
power to legislat 


ial goverriments 
aut ment of pro- 
have thought,. was 
ot believe that- 
uld have had any 
power to | fe slavery, had:no‘re-. 
striction w een imposed; but'still, in order 
£ y rance doubly suté upon ‘a point so 
i Ving southern feeling, I have been 
W to vote for every reasonable amendment 
; ight be brought forward for the purpose of 
guarding southern rights from infraction. ‘In the 
Same spirit, and with the same purpose, I shall 
now bring to the notice of the Senate certain other 
amendments which I have heretofore, on repeated 
occasions, promised to bring forward at a suitable 
time, and which i hope tò have an opportunity of 
offering this morning. When I read the amend- | 
ments, as I shall presently proceéd to do, it will 
be apparent I hope to all, that itis no part of my 
infention to despoil the South of any part of her | 
rights, or to involve her in a plan of adjustment 
to which she cannot consént without dishonor. 
Here are thé amendments: i 

“Birike ont the tenth line, and to the word ¢ thereon? in- 
elusive in the eleventh line of thirty-ninth section, and 
insert in. Heu thereof, ‘where the thirty-fourth degree of 
north latitude crosses said river? ??. 

At the end of the bill, add as follows: 

« Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be so 
construed as in any manner to impair any rights which the 
State of Texas may now have to any territory elaimed by 
her, under and by authority of her line of boundary of 1836, 
in the event.that the terms proposed. to said State of Texas 
shold not be aecepted, in the same manner as if this act 
had not passed: And provided, also, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be so construed as to contravene the | 
principle of compromise on the subject of stavery em- 
bodied in the Texas resolutions of annexation, in regard to 
the territory, the cession of which, on the part of Texas, is 
provided for by this act? 

As l have already said, the state of my health 
is not such as to allaw meto address the Senate at 
length. Indeed, I think it was hardly consistent | 
with prudence to have said as much as I have 
done. x | 

Mr. HALE. I move that the further consider- 
ation of the subject be postponed until Monday. | 

Mr. CLAY. 1 hope that motion will not pre- 
vail, if it is moved for the purpose already indi- 
cated—that of adjourning over to-morrow. I hope 
the Senate will get through these amendments. | 
If this motion be persisted in, I shall move an 
adjournment. 

Mr. BENTON. I merely have to say that I | 
have been waiting for a long time to take the 
sense of the Senate on a motion for the indefinite | 
postponement of this subject. I waited, because | 
there were several large points on which gentle- | 
men wished to address the Senate, and to take 
the opinion of the Senate, so that when these 
points were disposed of they could see their way 
through the bill. f was in hopes that we should 


1 
be able to get through these large points this week; Í 
and | now give notice thaton Monday next J shall | 


move that the farther consideration of this bill be 
postponed indefinitely. 
The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Hare to pestoone the further consideration | 
of the bill unti) Monday next; and there were, for 
the motion—ayes 19, noes 30. 
So the motion to posipone was not agreed to. . 
Mr. DICKINSON... I move that the further | 
consideration of this bill be postponed-until to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturday, June 8, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 
Mr. JONES addressed the Chair and was rec- 
ognized. i j : 
“Mr. RICHARDSON rose ( 
Heged question, : 
Mr. JONES said, the object to which he had 
risen, he believed, was of a privileged character. | 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Sows.) The genue- | 


he said) to a priv- 


Mr. JONES said, he was in the chair in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. on the state of the Union ; 
last night, and after ‘ten o'clock a motion was : 


| 


called in pursuance ol 
consequently calléd, and the-n 
ees were reported to the Hou 
the Journal.. He how asked ‘thé a 


tered on the Journal. i a 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said he had no 
objection to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, but he was going to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that. the rule in question be 
‘so modified as to provide that when the Commit: 
tee of the Whole on the state.of the Union found 
itself without a quorum, the roll should be called, 
except uppen a motion: to rise; for certainly. it, was 
not contemplated that the. roll shauld-be called 
when there was-not a:quorum upon the motion to 
rise.” It. was only. when the: committee ‘found 
themselves without a quorum ‘upon measures of 
business. .: o Sera wed 

Mr. JONES wisha to make ‘a suggestion. on 
that point: Supposing that the rules were modi- 
fied as the gentleman from Georgia proposed, if 
no quorum voted on a motion to rise, and the ma- 
jority voted against rising, what would be their 
condition? They could not go to business, and 
the majority would have refused to rise. A 

Mr. STEPHENS asked the gentleman to allow 
the House to vote upon the proposition which:he 
suggested. ver ee EN 

The SPE 
he on the motion made by the gentleman 
Tennessee, if no objection was made. a i: 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, | have no objec- 
tion to that. . ; et 

The SPEAKER stated the motion proposed by 
the gentleman from ‘Fennessee,.and said it would 
be put to the Honsé if no objection was made: |. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he thought that the rule. 
ought to be amended, butas long as it stood 
should be carried out. He himself was ‘absent, 
with the great. majority of the House, last night, 
with the full understanding that there was only to 
be debate; and he was willing that his hame should 
be recorded with the other gentlemen who! were 
absent under such circumstances. | ae 

bjection thus being made, the proposition of 
Mr. Jongs was not received. 

Mr. CLEVELAND rose (and no objection be- 
ing made) said, he wished to be allowed to say that 
| Jast evening a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 

Owen,] had called at his room, and. stated that 
severe domestic affliction rendered it proper ‘wat 
| he should return to his family, but he would not 
| unless he could pair off with some member’ who 
| voted differently from him tipon politics and upon 
the great questions which were to be voted upon in 
this House: The gentleman had proposed to him, 
(Mr. C.,) knowing that he had been for a consid- 
erable time out of health and desirous of returning 


AKER stated that the question would 
from 


| 


! home that he might regain it—that he should pair 


off with him; assuring him that he should remain 
unless he could pair off with some one who voted 
diferently from him, and that they had not. voted 
together this session, and probably would not. 
Under these circumstances—doubting exceedingly 
| whether his.health would allow bim-to remain‘in 
the House, and especially during the night sés- 
sions, and knowing that the result could not ‘be 
changed in any vote whether they both left or both 
remained, he had consented to pair off with the 
gentleman. ; Bad 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose to a privileged ques- 
tion. He said the proposition. of ‘which he had 
yesterday given notice in Commitiee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, provided for the admis- 
sion of California and for ane territorial governe 
ment over Utah and New Mexico; the Journal 
stated that the proposition was for two go 
ments, one for each territory. He hoped it would 
be corrected: . ; 

The SPEAKER- T 
accordingly. : 


The Journal, as ainended, was'approved 


he Journal will 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 8, 


“Mr. DANIEL said he had risen for the-purpose : 
of submitting a motion to proceed to the private 


1 
| 


business which was in order to-day.: But before | 


he did sọ, he wished. to ask leave to make-an 
adverse report. from the Committee of Claims, 
whicn he had for some time had in his hand, and 
which “he: had been prevented from making when 
the committees were last called by being absent on 
‘account of indisposition. 
“Mr. McCLERNAND. | It is with great reluct- 
ance that I object to the gentleman’s proposition. 
Jt will interfere with the debate to which we have 
agreed to devote the time until Tuesday. 
PRIVATE: CALENDAR. 

Mr DANIEL. |‘ Inow submit the motion that 
the Elouse resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the 

rivate calendar. i 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw: the motion to allow the proposition 
which I suggested to be submitted to the House. 

Mr. DANIEL declined to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the House 
resoive itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the California question. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion of Mr. 
Daxner was first in order, and propounded that 
question. i , F 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative. ; 

So the House refused to resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

; CALIFORNIA. 


The question recurred, and was taken, on the 
motion of Mr. Kine, and decided in the affirmative. 
So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp 


in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 


the President’s message transmitting the constitu- | 


tion of California. 

Mr. PHELPS, who was entitled to the floor 
from last night, addressed the committee during 
his hour, (in remarks which will be published 
hereafter.) He referred with some minuteness to 
the history of the action of the people of Califor- 
nia in their meetings and conventions preliminary 
to the Convention which framed their constitution, 
showing conclusively, he contended, that the plan 
of the State government originated with the peo- 
ple of California. Some of his political friends 
charged that this Administration had influenced the 
people to form the constitution which they had 
submitted to Congress: he (Mr. P.) had no doubt 
but this was the will of the Administration, but 
the people of California had previowsly determined 
the question. The constitution of California was 
not the child of this Administration: it was too 
impotent to beget it. In confirmation of this view, 
he further referred to the: memorial to Congress of 
the delegates from California, and then passed to 
a review of the action of the Senate at the last 
session, and to the report of Mr. Senator Douezas, 
from a select committee, in favor of the admission 
of California as a State. He also read divers ex- 
tracts from the Union of this city, published during 
the last session, strongly urging the admission of 
California, and demanding it as a matter of right, 
leaving to her people to decide upon the question 
of slavery, and referred to other evidences that the 


Democratic party were at that time in favor of the j 


admission of California as a State. 

Mr. AVERETT inquired if the “ Union?” was 
sustained in this position at -that time by the 
South? He (Mr. A.) was then in the Senate of 
Virginia, and the doctrine was repudiated by both 
Whigs and Democrats. 

Mr. PHELPS said, he had not spoken of Vir- 
ginia opinions especially, but there were many 
southern Democrats in Congress ready, at that 
time, to vote for the admission of California. Mr. 
Preston’s bill was endorsed by a distinguished 
Democrat from Virginia, (Governor McDowetL;) 
it did not, in all respects, suit his (Mr. P.’s) views, 
but the general policy was sustained by himself 
and his constituents. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON desired to know on 
what authority the gentleman from Missouri based 
the supposition that the southern Democrats in 
Congress were in favor of the admission of Cali- 
fornia at the last session of Congress? E 

Mr. INGE said, there was but one southern 
Democrat at that time in favor of it—the gentle- 


man from Virginia, [Mr. McDowexu,] to whom 
reference had been made. ~ . ee : 

Mr. PHELPS said, he was reading from the 
files of the Union, which repeatedly and strongly 
urged upon. the Democrats in Congress the admis- 
sion of California as a Democratic measure. 

Mr. INGE said, he was not bound by what 
was published in the ‘* Union,” unless he ex- 
pressly endorsed it. i hy 

Mr. PHELPS said, it was well known that th® 
editor of that paper. was imported from Virginia 
to express the sentiments of the Democratic party 
of Virginia, and of the South generally. if he 
had erroneously represented them, why had not 
his authority been repudiated before? 

Mr. BOCOCK said, he had at the time pro- 
claimed. his opposition to. that bill, and his senti- 
ments would be found on record in the Appendix 
to the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. INGE said, he had voted—together with 
the great body of the Democrats in Congress— 
against it, which he supposed the gentleman would 
admit was the most emphatic way of showing 
their opposition to the measure. 

Mr. PHELPS said, that bill was voted upon in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where no record was kept, but he was 
certain that it received a very respectable vote. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, that some of their 
friends attached the Wilmot proviso to it, and then 
the southern Democrats voted against it. 

Mr. PHELPS replied, that they ought to have 
voted against it then. Without relating private 
conversation, he might say that he knew many 
southern Democrats, who at that time expré&sed 
themselves favorable to the admission of Califor- 
nia and of New Mexico; and, in accordance with 
that opinion, “ Father’? Ritchie appealed again 
and again in its behalf, and declared that Congress 
must not adjourn without passing it. 

Mr. INGE inquired if Mr. Ritchie had not, at 
the commencement of the present session, declared 
the movement in California a fraud, and taken 
the strongest ground against the admission? 

Mr. PHELPS sai, if the measure was right 
when the Union first advocated it so warmly, it was 
right afterwards. He could not reconcile or see 
the consistency of the two positions. 

He further advocated the admission of the State, 
estimating her population, according to his best 
information, at one hundred and five to one hundred 
and seven thousand, which would entitle her to 
two Rrepresentatives; replying to the objections 
on the ground of precedent, and of the size of the 
State; and assuming that, according to the Dem- 
ocratic principles of the right of the people to self- 
government, she should long since have been ad- 
mitted. He declared his decided opposition to the 
Wilmot proviso, and expressed the opinion that it 
is not within the constitutional power of Congress; 
and appealed to northern gentlemen, if they were 
sincere in professing to believe that the Mexican 
laws and the geographical character and climate of 
the territories would exclude slavery, to desist from 
pressing the legislative prohibition. He was de- 
sirous to have all the questions of difficulty settled 
in accordance with the rights and wishes of the 
South, and with the Constitution, and to see the 
harmony of the different sections restored. He 
was arguing the imperative duty of the northern 
States, in compliance with the strict injunctions of 
the Constitution and in justice to the South, to de- 
liver up fugitive slaves, when— 

The CHAIRMAN’S hammer announced the 
expiration of his hour. 


addressed. the committee for an hour. He spoke 
of the perfect understanding which he had of the | 
Opinions of his constituents upon the question 
under discussion, and of the desire which he felt 
to compare views with gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, in order to see whether some | 
plan might not be devised to relieve the country 
from its existing difficulty. Something should be 
doue, and that without delay. He noticed some | 
of the remarks which had been made by the gen- 
Ueman from Missouri, [Mr. Puetps.] He (Mr. 
McM.) characterized the speech of that gentle- 
man as being, if not the speech of an out-and-out 
Free-Soiler, at least that of a southern man with 
northern. principles—a speech which, in the judg- 
ment.of his constituents, should nail him to the 
counter.as a counterfeit dollar. 
Mr. MecMULLEN then yielded to 


i 


‘Mr. PHELPS, who explained what his argu- 
had been, when— 

Mr: MeMULLEN said: Then 
of the President’s plan? os 
Mr. PHELPS. Not atall. 

Mr..-McMULLEN... What plan are you. ia 
favor of? : o Ë 

Mr. PHELPS.. In relation. to the President’s 
plan of non-action, I had. nothing.to say. I de- 
clared that my constituents were in favor of ad- 
mitting California as she is. J further avowed 
my desire to adjust all matters in dispute between 
the North and the South in accordance with the 
principles of the Constitution, and with the rights 
of: the people of the South. And | said that if 
any plan by which all the matters which were the 
cause of the existing difficulties should. be pre- 
sented, it would receive my approval. J did not rè- 
fer to the plan of the Senate, because I did not 
know what it would be. I will not declare my- 
self in favor of that plan, because I do not know 
what amendments may be made to it, or what 
form it will ultimately assume. re 

Mr. McMULLEN. . Does the gentleman mean 
to say, that he will vote for the admission of Cali- 
fornia in advance of the settlement of the other 
questions? 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, in relation to that mat- 
ter, I will say, that I expect to vote for the ad- 
mission of California if there is nothing put into 
the bill. That I believe to be the voice of my 
people. $ 

Mr. MeMULLEN. Then you are practically 
a Wilmot-proviso man. If you will admit Cal- 
fornia as an isolated question, in advance of the 
provision for the establishment of territorial gov- 
ernments for Utah and New Mexico, will any 
man say that they will not follow the example of 
California, and thus to all intents and-purposes we 
shall have the Wilmot proviso enacted ? : 

Mr. PHELPS. Will you vote against the ad- 
mission of California, if the bill does not contain a 
provision for territorial governments for Utah and 
New Mexico? and will gentlemen thus keep Cali- 
fornia out of the Union until you have two non- 
slaveholding States? 

Mr. McMULLEN. | I will vote against the ad- 
mission of Californiain that event. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then you are desirous of 
having two non-slaveholding States in the Union. 

Mr. McMULLEN. That is another question. 

Mr. McM. contended that they mightas well vote 
directly for the Wilmot proviso, as permit Califor- 
nia to come into the Union in advance of the set- 
tlement of the other questions. He then proceeded 
to argue, that Congress possesed no constitutional 
| power to pass the Wilmot proviso, and that it was 
| their duty to establish territorial governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, without that proviso. 

Mr. ALLEN said, the debate which had taken 
place in the two Houses during the present session 
was not without its use. A mass of information 
had been communicated in regard to the history 
of the Government, the intentions of its founders, 
&c., which was of inestimable value to those who 
should succeed them in Congress. It had shown 
that the Government was originally framed (as 
was declared in the preamble of the Constitution) 
for the preservation and security of liberty, but 
that a great change had taken place, and that it 
was sought to make it the instrument for the sup- 
| port and extension of slavery. He spoke of the 
acquisition of Louisiana and. Florida, the admis- 
sion of Missouri, the annexation of Texas, and 


you are in favor 


|| characterized them all as parts in the great plan of 
Mr. McMULLEN next obtained the floor, and | 


the perversion of the Government from its legiti- 
mate objects to the-perpetuation of slavery. He 
glanced at the policy which had. been pursued by 
southern politicians—a policy of encroachments 
on the Constitution by new and unheard-of con- 
structions; at one time insisting upon a strict con- 
struction—denying the right of the Government to 
engage in works of internal improvement, and 
to impose a protective tariff; at other times, when 
necessary to the promotion of their darling scheme, 


| sanctioning the most latitudinarian construction, or 


even. confessedly violating its provisions. Ag in- 
stances of the latter course, he cited the acquisition of 
Louisiana, which was pronounced by Mr. Jefferson 
to be unconstitutional, aad not to be accomplished 
without an amendment of that’ insfrument; the 
purchase of Florida, the annexation of Texas by 
joint resolution of Congress; and, as instances of 


i attempts to ingraft upon the Constitution new 


1850. 


» features by construction, he named the theor 
copartnership among the several States,’ 
tenancy in thé territories—a doctrine, he said, 
unknown to the framers of the Constitution~and 
the theory of “ equilibrium.” Sot ace 

Repeating that the object of this policy was to 
convert the Government into an instrument for 
the protection and perpetuation of slavery, he 
passed to notice the constitutions of some of the 
slave States, specifying that of Virginia, which he 
said was so framed as to enable ihe eastern 
minority to control. the. large. western majority of. 
the free people of that State; and the constitution 
of South Carolina, under which, he said, less than 
one-third of the freemen of that State elected 
twenty-eight members, while the other two-thirds 
elected but seventeen members to the State Senate, 
and which made a necessary qualification. for 
eligibility to the House of Representatives of that 
State (in addition to a certain amount of real 
estate) the possession of ten negroes, and to the 
Senate the possession of twenty. He referred to 
these facts to illustrate the objects to which 
southern politicians would convert the Constitu- 
tion of the General Government if they had the 
power. He defined the objects of the Free-Soil 
party to be to restore the Constitution to its original 
purposes—to resist this progress in the wron 
direction. That party, he said, boldly declared 
in Congress, as they did at home, their opposition 
to the extension of slavery, their determination to 
put forth every effort to arrest its progress, and 
their confident hope that so surely as truth pre- 
vails, as the Almighty reigns, the day would come 
when a stop would be put to the encroachments of 
this abominable power, and all should enjoy the 
blessings of freedom. 

Mr. A. having concluded his remarks— 
| Mr. THURMAN obtained the floor, and yielded 
to a motion by : 

Mr. FOWLER, that the committe rise. 

The motion was rejected. | 

Mr. THURMAN followed, and addressed the 
committee for än hour. After some preliminary re- 
marks, he entered upon an examination of the 
constitutional question involved in the adoption of 
the Wilmot proviso, and declared his belief to be |) 
that Congress had fuli power to adopt it.- Believ- 
ing slavery to be a social and political evil, he 
would exercise the political power which had been 
intrusted to his hands, to keep it out of these new- 
ly-acquired territories. Whilst he did not begrudge 
the South the representation which it already pos- | 
sessed here, yet he was unable to see anything in 
the Constitution or history of the country demand- 
ing of him the extension of the institution of sla- 
very. He would not oppose the equilibrium, of 
which so much had been heard, if it were to be 
obtained by constitutional and fair means. If any 
other means were resorted to, he would insist on 
his constitutional rights. And believing that Con- 
gress had the power to prohibit slavery in the ter- 
ritories, one strong motive which would influence 
him to vote in favor of its exercise, (as he intended 
to do,) would be to prevent further representation | 
of the institution in Congress, and especially in 
the Senate. Buthe disclaimed any desire to choke ! 
and strangle slavery within the domain in which 
it now legitimately existed. He objected to load- | 
ing down the bill for the admission of California | 
with any other issues; and if, as Congress, not by 
a general vote, but by a general expression of sen- 
timent, had declared, the time had come when, un- 
der the ninth article of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, California ought to be admitted into the 
Union, he should feel it to be -his imperative duty 
to vote for her admission at once. “He deprecated 
the mingling together of various and, as he be- 
lieved, incognate measures — thus embarrassing 
allofthem. He then gave his views generally on 
the subject of the compromise bill, (and they will | 
appear in his published remarks.) H 

Mr. T. having concluded, 

Mr. HAMILTON obtained the floor. 

The committee then rose, 

And the House took a recess until 80’clock to- 
night. | 


EVENING SESSION. 
The SPEAKER called the House to order at 
twelve minutes past eight o’clock. 
Twenty-eight members present. 
CALIFORNIA. 
On motion of Mr. JONES, the House resolved 


State, “He d 


-quéstion with that of the admission of the State, on 


i) Harlem river. 


i dè the claims of Califor- 
ued that the South 
ng (but tie exasperation of the 


w remanded to a-territorial con- | 
iSt eventually be admitted’ as.a free 
j efended the compromise plan of the 
Senate, justified the connection of the territorial 


the ground that they both disposed of the slavery 
question; and advocated itas the best policy for 
the South, and as a means of restoring peace and 
harmony to the country. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, said he would 
vote. for a measure combining the admission of 
California and the establishment of territorial gov- 
ernments for Utah and New Mexico, excluding 
any provision in form, or in fact, by implication 
or direct consequence, relative to slavery, but leav- 
ing the question in its present state. He avowed 
himself in favor of the admission of California as 
an independent measure, and of the President’s 
plan, but said he was not inseparably wedded to 
it, but would assent to any amicable and just set- 
ulement of pending difficulties. 

Mr. McQUEEN obtained the floor at ‘ten min- 
utes past ten o’clock, and addressed the committee. 
He asserted that there was a regular system of 
war by northern men against the rights, the honor, 
and the property of the South. He proceeded to 
expose the fanaticism of the North; demanding of | 
them to cease their attacks upon the South, and 
giving warning, thatif this was not done, the South 
would take upon herself the defence of those rights 
at all hazards and to the last extremity. 

Ata quarter past 11 o’clock, p. m., adjourned, 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 
Kendall county, iu the State of Mlinvis, praying for the pro- 
hibition of slavery and the slave trade in ali the territories ; 
and remonstrating against the admission of more slave States 
into the Union. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kendali county, in the 
State of [Hiuois, praying for the right of trial by jury to fugi- 
tive slaves. j 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kendall county, in the 
State of Ilinois, praying for the repeal of all laws author- 
izing slavery and the slave trade in the District of Columbia, 
and in the event of non-repeal, the removal of the seat of | 
Governinent. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial signed by the Gov- 
ernor of Peunsylvauia and the members of both branches of 
the Legisiatare of that State, asking Congress to grant assim- 
ilated rank to surgeons in the Navy. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Philadetphia, ask- 
ing for a uniform rate ef prepaid postage of two cents per 
half ounce. | 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of D. P. Ingraham and į 
others, citizens of New York, praying Congress to make | 
appropriations for the improvement of the navigation of the | 


By Mr. HILLIARD: The petition of citizens of Pike coun- 
ty, Alabama, asking Congress to establish a direct mail-route | 
from Troy to Montgomery, via Orion, Carter’s Hill, and | 


using her admission; |} 


from the United: 
on the table. — ~ 

Mr. CHASE presented a 
Klotz, D. B. W yandi, and: © 


States; » 


peti oh oF 
ther cilize; 


ing States be admitted into the Unio 
trial by jury be allowed by law to fugiti 
and the domestic slave trade abolished. 5) Y 

Also, a petition from citizens of lowa, asking 
that slavery may be prohibited by law in: the ter 
ritories of the United States,” erie y a 

Also, a petition from citizens of the-same State, 
asking that slavery may be abolished in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the seat of Government re- 
moved therefrom. f a 

Also, a petition of citizens of Ohio, asking that 
the right of trial by jury may be allowed. by 
to fugitive slaves; all of which were. ordered to lie 
on the table, i : tee eg hd 

Mr. DODGE, of. Wisconsin, presented a me- 
morial of citizens of Greenbush, Wisconsin, ask- 
ing a grant of unsurveyed land, in the Green Bay 
land district, to the, town. of Greenbush, for the 
purpose of educatiogu,which was referred to the 
Committee on Publi@Lands. ` z : 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Territo- 
ries, to which was referred House bill No. 148, 
making further appropriations for public buildings 
in the Territories of Minnesota and Oregon, have 
had the same under consideration, and have direct- 
ed me to report it back without amendment, and 
to recommend its passage. I would state that the 
appropriations are very limited, and ‘are very ne- 
cessary for the erection of public buildings in 
Oregon; and it is important to pass this bill imme- 
diately, as a steamer is about to leave for Oregon: 
I presume there will be no objection to it, and I 
therefore ask for its immediate consideration. : 

The motion was agreed to,‘and. the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded’ to ihe 
consideration of the bill. : RY 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that this bill 
is under consideration as in Committee of ‘the 
Whole? TERCA E 

The VICE PRESIDENT, : It is. i 

Mr. BUTLER. ` I should ‘like: to` have 
explanation of it. ait rea 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will explain it-in a ‘few 
words. The first section provides an appropria- 
tion of $20,000 to each of the Territories, Min- 
nesota and Oregon, for the purpose of erecting 
penitentiaries, there being no prisons. there, ‘the 
bill creating the Territories having omitted “to 
make any appropriation for the purpose, 

The second section provides that the Legislature 
of the Territory of Minnesota may. expend. an 
appropriation heretofore made, in. the érection of 
public buildings, any law: to the contrary notwith- 
standing; which means just this: When the law 


some 


Pine Level. 
* By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: An application to have | 
refunded the duty paid on a church bell presented in the 

year 1843, by Prince Alexander Forlonia, of Rome, to John 

Joseph Chanche, Bishop of Natchez, and imported from 

Rome in the year 1850. 

By Mr. DOTY: ‘The petitions of P. P. Winslow, Frank- 
lin Warner, P. B. Richmond, and other citizens of Columbia | 
county, in. Wisconsin, praying that slavery and the slave 
trade may be prohibited in the territories ; that no State be 


admitted whose constitution docs not prohibit slavery; that |i 


fugitive slaves shall be entitled to trial by jury; and that all 
Jaws authorizing slavery or the slave trade in the District | 
of Columbia be repealed, or the seat of Government $ re- 
moved. , 5 

By Mr.CALVIN: The petition of S. Miles Green and 35 
others, citizens of Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for a modification of the tariff act of 1846. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 8, 1850. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted documents in re- į 


lation to the claim of Isaac Graves, a soldier in | 
the last war with Great Britain, to a. pension; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of William | 


Holmes, Henry C. White, and other citizens of 
the United States, asking the adoption of measures 
for encouraging the emigration of the African race 


creating the Territory of Minnesota was passed, 
it provided that the first session of the territorial 
legislature should be held at St. Paul, and-that this 
legislature should provide by law for the locatiou 
of the seat of government. ‘They omitted to go 
through the formality of locating the seat of govs 
ernment, as required, at the first session.. This is 
to cure that defect, so that they may expend the 
money in the same way as if they had acted at 
the first session. i 
The other provision relates to the appropriation 
for Oregon. The usual appropriation for public 
buildings in territories is $20,000. The Oregon... 
bill appropriated but $5,000. This is to add 
$20,000 to that $5,000, supposing that $25;000° 
would not now be equal in value to $10,000, and 
certainly not equal to $20,000 at that time; conse- 
quently it is. proposed to give €5,000 more than 
the usual amount appropriated for the erection: of 
public buildings. . That is the whole bill, and, ag 
the House has passed it, the Committee on Terri- 
| tories did not hesitate to recommend its. passai 
Mr. BUTLER. Of course. the best guarantee 


Subject; but iesitlkes’ rhe | 
as.t-know, to appropriate 


ould be'stifficient for all the purposes of 
the’territory.° At.ariy rate, Ido not know whether 
itis proper to make appropriations: for peniten: 
tiaries at‘all. “I know’ that sori ; 
posed’ to penitentiaries, ‘and ‘others are in. favor of 
them. The system has not met ‘the approbation | 
of all. the States of thé Union: T would rather 
leave this Matter till “thé country is more setiled 
before we take any appropriation, unless’ there 
is some very urgent reason for it. I suppose they 
can dispose ‘of their criminals without a peniten- 
tiary. They can tie them tp toa sapling, or con- 
fine them ia some. such way. [Laughter.] I 
think. the worst punishment would be to shut 
them up in that. wild territory, particularly ina 
penitentiary: a 

Mr: JONES.” Feeling a deep interest in what- 
ever, relates to the welfare of the people who in- 
habit the territories, and as it happens that I was 
the delegate in Congress froni the Territory of 
Wisconsin ‘when that territory was organized, 
and when the appropriation for her public build- 
ings was made, and havingé@Pen continued as the 
delegate atthe time of the passage of the act for 
the organization of the territorial government for 
Towa, I desire.to correct a misapprehension into 
which some have inadvertently fallen. 

- The first. appropriation made for public build- 
ings in Wisconsin, was $20,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the. legislative assembly of 
the territory. The law provided that the seat of | 
government should be established by the legisla- 
tive assembly and governmentat the first session. 
The sum of $20,000 proving to be inadequate to 
the purpose, the legislativeassembly memorialized 
Congress for an additional sum; and at the session 
of 1838, I being still the delegate, $20,000 more 
were appropriated. At that session of Congress 
Lintreduced the bill, which became-a law, for the 
establishment of the Territory of lowa, That act 
appropriated $20,000 for the erection of public 
buildings; and in the bill making the usual appro- 
priation jor the Military Academy at West Point, 
Í procured a further appropriation of $20,000, it 


being understood at the time, that the whole | 
$40,000 were to be expended in the erection of | 
public buildings, and that a penitentiary migit be | 
erected if the legislative assembly chose so to use it. | 
At the first session of the legislative assembly of | 
lowa $20,000. were appropriated for the erection | 
of, a State-house at the seat of government, lowa | 
City, and the like sum for the construction of the | 
pehitentiary at Fort Madison. Subsequently to 
that time, my honored colleague obtained an addi- 
tional appropriation of $14,000 for work done and 
materials furnished, inthe erection of the latter 
public building. | 

The United States courts of our territories, Mr. | 
President, are held in all the organized counties | 
therein in which the cases arising under the laws | 
of the United States, as well as those which grow 
out of the territorial Jaws, aretried. These differ- 
ent counties of the territories have to construct | 
their own ‘court-houses, clerks’ offices, and-jails; | 
all of which are used as much for the benefit of | 
the United States as for the territories; and yet, | 
the parent Government has never made any- remu- 
neration to those counties fur the use of those | 
public buildings. The criminals of the Usted, 
States are confined in these county jails, before 
and after conviction, unul they are sent to the 
penitentiary, if there be one, as there should, in 
every. territory. l therefore hope that these appro- 
priations will be made, and regret that we are not 
abont ta give them more; for I know how difficult | 
and how expensive it is to erect these public build- 
ings in our frontier settlements. Oregon and Mm- 
nesota, the most remote of all the territories ever 
yet organized, have been too long neglected by this 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to inquire what | 
has become of these public buildings since you be- | 
came a State. Do they fall within the State or 
Federal jurisdiction? 


| 
fi 
| 


i 


Mr. JONES. The public buildings fall in both | 
jurisdictions, as the courts of the United States as j 


| erect the public buildings. 


itovial legislature 
specific object, 
Kerétofore, the Tertit ad no appropria- 
tion for any object of this kind. The prisons 
should be in the different counties, so that criminals 
may be’ confined ‘there until convicted, and when 
convicted they should be confined ina penitentiary, 
if there be oné, according to tiré teris the judge 
may prescribe. As the Senator from Soreth Caro- 
lina remarked, many States are opposed to the 
penitentiary system. They govern and regulate 
that matter to suit themselves, and 1 think we 
should not impose upon the people what would 
hot be agreeable to them when they become a 
State. lonce lived for some monthsina Territory, 
under a territorial government. We there erect- 
ed a house for our own territorial legislature, 
for the governor and council, at the expense 
of the territorial gevernment—the United States 
giving nothing except a tract of land on which to 
With regard to the 
appropriations for the erection of public buildings 
of this kind, | know that of late years a gréater 
degree of liberality has been practised than formerly. 
We make appropriations independent of giving 
some two or three sections of public land. 
give them public lands, and of late we have gone 
so far as to aid in the erection of public buildings; 
but itis only of late that it has béen done. it was 
not so formerly. t do not’ gée the propriety of 
making this appropriation for the erection of a 
penitentiary. {£ would much rather, if we make 


any appropriation, make it for the erection of H 


prisons or jails in the counties of the Territories, 
so that persons may be confined while charged 
with crime and awaiting a trial. As the offences 
occur in different counties, the penitentiary would 
not be the proper place to-confine them till after 
their conviction. : 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


ied by ttie Senatda 


We, 


I suspect that there is some | 


misapprehension as to the object of this appropri- | 


ation for a penitentiary. 1 do not understand that 
a penitentiary has such a technical meaning that a 
prisoner may not as well be confined there before 
as after conviction, It is immaterial what you call 


it, whether a prison, a jail, or a penitentiary, if it | 


be a place where you can have a person charged 
with crime confined until he is tried. There are 
crimes against the Government committed in the 
Territories; the laws of the United States are in 
force over these Territories; your maiis are robbed 
there, and the mail robber is arrested, and where 
is the prisoner to be kept? A Senator says, in 
jail. 1 do not suppose there isa jail in either of 
the Territories. You have counties there; but the 
people are scattered, and have hardly been able to 
erect their own necessary buiidings, much less 
jails. You may convict a mail robber, and by law 
pe should be confined; but where is he to be con- 
fined? There are crimes committed upon the 
ocean, and the guilty persons should be tried in 
the first or nearest place of jurisdiction; but where 
will you confine them? All that this amounts to 
is, that there shall be a place established as a pris- 
on-house—call ita jail, a penitentiary, or what you 
please. kt is not to be understood that you are to 


apply the penitentiary sysiem, but simply that į 


ther® shall be one prison, and that is all. ‘That is 
the only object of the bill. 
One word about the precedent. The Wisconsin 


| appropriation was $40,000 for public buildings. 


The legislature erected various kinds of public 


| build:ngs under that appropriation—a State-house 


and offices, and a prison or penitentiary. If you 
would make this appropriation ¢40,000, instead of 


$20,000, for public buildings, and $20,000 for a į 


penitentiary, it willbe the same thing. They di- 


vided it, and appropriated for two kinds of publie |} 


buildings—one for criminals, and the other for 
earrying on the public business. They were pub- 
lic buildings, in every sense ‘of the word; and 


Congress approved the act of division, and passed {| 


the appropriation. -I would assent to a ehange “in 


this bill, to conform to the-wishes of Senators, but |) for themselves. 


as a steamer is about to: leave 
Delegate has made an earnest a 
it throug! Senat 
out in the steamer. . He. se 
there requires this. appropr 
the‘ Delegate had made the, ) > 
ator from Alabama that he did that Senator 
would not ‘resist it; and therefore, appealing 
him, Í ask that it may be appropriated now. . 

Mr. KING. T have to ask one question. more. 
I want to know what is the meaning of-the second 
section, as in reference to the appropriation to. the 


Territory of Minnesota? Se ais 
“Mr. DOUGLAS. The Minnesota bill; estab- ` 
lishing a territorial government, contained the. 
usual appropriation of $20,000 for the erection of 
public buildings; but in the same section it, piro-, 
vided that the Legislature should be held at St. 
Paul’s until the seat of government was located by 
an act of the Legislature; and that the location of 
the seat of government should take ‘place at the, 
first session. They failed to make that location. 

It is true, they can go on uuder that same act 
and locate it now; and I think the moment they 
do locate it, they will be justified in expending the 
$20,000, and therefore [do not think ‘this section 
necessary. The Delegate, howevér, out of abun- 
dant caution, had this section inserted in the House 
of Representatives, that they may go on and ex- 
pend the money. This bill makes no appropria- 
tion now. { would be willing to strike it out, but 
for the fact that the bill would have to go back to 
the House of Representatives, and then be returned 
to us, and of course, the Oregon part of the bill, 
under such circumstances, would not be passed in 
time. ar i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will statë an additional 
fact. ‘I'he act to which this bill refers, appropri- 
ated $20,000 for the erection of publié buildings in, 
Minnesota. Itcontained a provision likewise that 
the people should select a permanent seat of gov- 


| ernment by a vote. It seems that the $20,000 were 


not to be expended till this permanent seat of gov- 
ernment was selected by the people, and that then, 


jit was to be appropriated there. Now, in the 


present condition of the country, you ought not 
to postpone this appropriation ull.this permanent 
location shall take place by a popular vote. Lam 
disposed to let the Legislature use its discretion, 
now, as it kas done.heretofore, * 0 0 a 

Mr. BUTLER. I would suggest that this sub- 


ject be postponed till Monday next. 


Mr. DOUGLAS... L bope not. The steamer is 


; about to leave, and the object is to sénd the money 


out now. 
bill. : 
Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt of that; but I 
believe there are no civil officers in Oregon. From 
what I can learn, there are none. I movethat the 
farther consideration of thé subject be postponed. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘I appeal. to the, Senater to 
withdraw that motion. "he Senator from South 
Carolina suggests that thére are ‘no civil officers if 
Oregon; but there isa governor there, and there 
are judges there. Jt is true, one of them is here 
now, but he will retum soon with his family. 
There isa judge there still holding the courts in 
both circuits. And there are marshals and other 
officers. ‘Phere isa necessity for immediate action 
on this bill, and I hope it will not be postponed. - 
M.. KING. 1am sorry to be under the neces- 
sity of producing any delay, as the gentleman 
seems so anxious to pass this bill; but I ibink it 
is well enough to understand what we are doing. 
if we make an additional appropriation of $20,000 


It will take’ but a moment to pass the 


| to Minnesota now, and do. not wait to see where 


the seat of government will be located, what will 
be the consequence? -Expend this money, and 
then the people may determine on another point. 
And will not Congress be asked for another appro- 
priation to erect public buildings at the new point 
that may be selected? Will they be deterred from 
asking, and shall we be prevented from granting it 
for so important a purpose as the erection of pub- 
lic buildings? Ought we not to wait till we see 
where they themselves want it? It seems to. me 
that would be the better course. Such was thein- 
tention of the original provision. . 1 prefer that the 
people should meet and determine on-the location 
L have seén so much—I do not 
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like to make charges on vague grounds or suspi- 
cions—but I fear something more than appears on 
the surface. We have seen towns fostered and 
made to grow up under the influence of private in- | 
terests, aided by public appropriations. Men will 
be very anxious to have the public money -ex- 
pended where it will give value to their property, 
and they are ambitious to have their “own towns 
built up.. I think it is beger, in every point of 
view, to wait till the peopi@M™Bhall have decided for 
themselves where the seat of government shall be, 
and, after they have made their decision, we may 
exercise our liberality to aid them, if it is proper. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. "| will explain that point. 1 
presume my friend from Kentucky did not intend 
to be understood that the existing law is compul- 
sory on the territorial legislature to take a vote of 
the people, in order to locate the-seat of govern- 
ment, before the expenditure of the money now 
appropriated. It provides that the legislature may 
prescribe the mode of selecting a site for a perma- 
nent seat of gavernmeat, so that they may give 
the people an opportunity to do it, or they may do 
it themselves, and that in the mean time St. Paul’s 
shall be the seat of government. The provision 
is therefore complete. All the legislature need do 
is to declare St. Paul’s the seat of government, and 
the difficulty is obviated. I do not think this sec- 
tion is necessary, but to strike it out will require 
the bill to go back to the House of Representatives, 
and it will be delayed perhaps a month or two in 
its passage, and produce delay in accomplishing 
its great object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Imade thesame sugges- 
tion in the committee which the Senator from Ala- 
bama has now made here. I thought whether there 
was not a possibility that some local interest in 
Minnesota might not appropriate this ¢20,000 to 
‘buildings in some favorite town, and that then they |! 
might afterwards cail upon Congress for another 
$20,000. That wasmy objection; but { yield that 
consideration. This provision for a popular vote 
in the bill establishing the Minnesota territory, is 
the first of the kind, I believe. The legislatures 
have heretofore had the decision of the matter 
with respect to the manner of appropriating the 
money which Congress has appropriated for public | 
buildings. The Legislature has failed to have any 
popular vote taken at present, and [ do not think 
they ought to take any popular vote for many 
years, on account of the extent of the territory and 
the sparseness of the population, which is disper- 
sed ata few points. Any determination that might 
be arrived at now might be extremely adverse to 
the interest of the mass of the people when they 
have spread over the whole country.. They have 
therefore refused to execute that part of the law. 
Under all these circumstances I was induced to ad- 
mit that it might be better for the Legislature to 
have the disposition of the question at their own 
discretion, I am also inclined to think that the jj 
chairman of the committee is correct in what he 
says of the bill, and of the power of the Legislature 
toexpend the money, but I do not wish to embar- 
rass the bill by sending it back to the House. 

Mr. JONES. [think my friend from Kentucky 
is mistaken in supposing that this subject was re- 
ferred to the decision of the people. It was 
referred to the Legislature, and the law provided 
that the Legislature, at its first session, should se- 
-lect a location of the seat of government. 

Mr. DOUGLAS read the section of the law re- 
ferred to, to show the powers of the Legislature in 
this' respect. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, You will perceive by 
the act that the Legislature is authorized to estab- 
lish a temporary seat of government, and that they 
are authorized to have the seat government located 
by a vote of the people. ‘This is a change which 
I believe was not introduced into any former legis- 
lation on the subject of the territories. 

Mr. FOOTE. I have heard no good reason for 
the postponement of this bill: However much I 
may respect the gentlemen who have urged objec- 
tions to this bill, it seems to me that the objections 
themselves which have been urged are of too light 
a character to be entertained. I know something 
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| gers of settling our new and exposed frontiers; and 


| kind. 


| for the interest of the people themselves. The 


| all sincerity. But I do say this, that the commit- 
| tee has investigated the matter, and I thought 


| ers may be prepared to act, I for one, wanted to 


of the gentlemen under whose auspices this bill 
has made its ‘appearance here. ` I know them well; 
and I must say that there is no foundation, and 
that there can be no possible foundation, for any 
such suspicions as have been suggested by my 
friend from Alabama. Ihave another remark to 
make. Ido think that for several years there has 
been a manifestation on the part of Congress of a 
want of due and proper sympathy with our new || 
territories, and the emigrants who go there, and a 
willingness to leave them destitute of such provis- 
ions as are necessary for their domestic safety and 
happiness. I fear that we do not sympathize 
enough with them. F make no charge against any 
one, but it seems to me that there is often a desti- 
tution of that generous sympathy which we should 
feel for our fellow-citizens who encounter the dan- 


ji 


I do not like, when such propositions are before 
the Senate, to hear frivolous objections urged || 
against making such appropriations as are abso- | 
lutely indispensable to the well-being of those 
young and feeble communities. 

Mr. KING. I have had occasion often to know | 
that my friend from Mississippi entertains strong | 
sympathies and warm attachments, and that he is | 
very much governed in legislation by his sympa- | 
thies and attachments. The objections which 1 | 
made to the immediate passage and to the terms of | 
this bill, were made in a respectful manner, and | 
were not, I submit, of a frivolous or unimportant | 

However, the Senate may take them for | 
what they are worth. As to sympathy for the | 
people of the territories, { myself have never been 
disposed to exercise tawards them any other than a 
just liberality, consistent with what Í believe to be 


objection which I raised was not made because [ 
knew anything of those gentlemen whom the || 
Senator from Mississippi has eulogized so much, | 
for I have never had the honor of their acquaint- | 
ance. I take it for granted they are high-minded 
and honorable men; but have they control over the 
whole matter, either in Minnesota or Oregon? | 
Does it not belong to others to control it? And 
is it not right that the people should be permitted | 
to control it in the manner which they consider | 
will promote their own interest? Tam not dis- 
posed to prevent the passage of this bill. I sce | 
it is the sense of the Senate to act upon it now, : 
and I wili not throw any obstacles in the way. || 
Bat I submit that myself and other Senators, who 
are capable of judging what is right and proper, i 
have as much sympathy for the Territories as the || 
Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. FOOTE. Iam sure I did not undertake | 
to assert very superior capabilities; for it is some- 
thing that I never indulge in for a moment, either ! 
directly or indirectly. 1 certainty would make no 


| for it. 


comparison between myself and the superior pow- | 
ers of the Senator from Alabama. I say this in |! 


some deference was due to them, : And I did say 
that [ have thought that, for some years past, the 
Congress of the United States has manifested a || 
want of that proper sympathy for- our fellow-citi- |] 
zens in distant parts of the Republic, to which I 
thought them entitled at our hands. In making | 
this statement I did not intend to implicate the 
Senator from Alabama at all. On the contrary, I ; 
believe he is one of the last men in either branch | 
of Congress who would be wanting in sympathy | 
for that portion of our fellow-citizens. I under- |} 
stand my friend from South Carolina is inclined i 
to withdraw the motion to postpone. 1am sure, |! 
from the generosity of his nature, he will do so. |l 

Mr. BUTLER. Fam not ia the habit of ap- | 
pealing to sympathy in legislation, and I. dislike | 
to hear arguments of the kind used by my friend | 
from Mississippi this morning. In stating my ob- |; 
jection to the passage of this bill now, I said that 
`I needed further information. However well oth- 


know more about it, for I am not now able to give 
an intelligent vote.. As- a parliamentary privilege, 
I interposed my objection to prevent the hasty | 


ii of the Senate, wa 


i the country in 


| November, 1847, 


passage of this bill. As regards my personal feel- 
ings in relation to these people, I do not think 
prover to disclaim or acknowledge’ them one way 
or the other, I thought it an extraordinary: extr- 
cise of power that we could put $20,000-under the: 
control of the Legislature of Minnesota at this 
time. I say this with reference to the fact that if 
the money be appropriated at St. Paul's, and 
hereafter the seat of government is changed, they 
may come here and call for another appropriation 
of $20,000 or $40,000. Iam not prepared to-vote 
If I had all the information which thé 
Senator from Mississippi has, perhaps [ should 
be induced to vote for it; but I say that now, ac- 
cording to my present impressions— what my 
judgment may be hereafter I know not, but accord- 
ing to my present information, I think it is anex- 
traordinary piece of legislation to establish prisons 


jat the seat of government of a Territory where 


prisoners must be carried five hundred ‘miles ‘for 
trial. If a territorial government is worth having, 
they ought to establish prisons in the counties. 
As to the penitentiary..system, I do ‘object toit; 
but as this‘debate is taking up too much time, and 
as the Senator from Illinois has ‘shown’ that there 
issqme necessity for making this appropriation 
for Oregon, though Í think there is none foriMin- 
nesota at present, I will not press my opposition 
to taking the vote. But I shall vote against the 
appropriation, notwithstanding all the arguments 
I have heard. I therefore withdraw my motion 
for a postponement. roe 
Mr. ATCHISON, It seems to me this is a very 
simple matter, and amounts to about this. We 
are told by the chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories that there is no jail in Oregon or Minnesota. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri allow me to state one fact? The Delegate 
from Oregon tells me—and I am also. told: by ‘the 


| Chief Justice of Oregon—that there are now ag 


many as six Indians arrested for murder there, 
but there is no place in which to confine them, and 
they have to detail a military guard to. watch-thém,, 
at the public expense, while they await their trial. 
Several men have been arrested ‘onicharges. of. 
horse stealing. If convicted, there will be no place: 
in which to confine them. There are other prise 
oners there, and a military guard, at thg public 
expense, is detailed to watch them. In‘one. year, 
the expense of guarding them, in this way, will be 
twice what it will cast to build a prison. 
~ Mr. ATCHISON. The Senator has said on 
that subject what I was about to say, and I need 
not repeat it. 

The bill was then reported to the’ S 
was read a third time and passed, 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on. Print- 
ing, to which was referred the following resolution, 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered: to 
be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing he instructed 
to inquire and report to the enste wheihec the payment-ot 
812.500 for printing ten thousand eopies of ihe opinions of 
the Supreme Court inthe cases “ Sinith vs. Turner? and 
“Norris vs. the City of Boston,” making a pamphlet of one 
hundred and eighty-one pages, made since the last sess 
made in pursuance of the existing laws 
on the subject of printing; and if it was, under what class of 
printing, as classified in the proposals for doing the public 
printing of Congress, the said pamphlet fails; and bow 
much of the printing of the present Congress will have to be 
paid for at such rates. i 


REVENUE COLLECTED IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BENTON moved to take up for consider- 
ation the resolution subinitted by him on.the 4th 
instant relating to California. f 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of refunding to California the 
amount collected for du ies in the ports of California, hy 
authority of the United States otlicers, from the conguest.of 
JS46 and 1847 to the time of the arrival ofthe 

sin the month of 


enate, and 


United States Colleetor at San Francisco 


The resolution was adopted. oe 
Mr. BENTON. | Mr. President, Fask to com- 
municate a paper to go along with the resolution. 
lt isa report from a select committee of ‘the Gen- 
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eral Assembly of Califórnia, examining “into the 

whole subjectand” reporting upon it. There-are 

two questions in:.it:- First, whether. the money 
pehould be refunded, and, if so, to whom ? Wheth- 

er to the. merchants who paid the duties or to the 

State? Now, they think it should. be paid to the 

State,-arid that is the prayer of the resolution, be- 
-cause.the merchants have collected it all from the 

people. : 

~The paper was referred as desired. 

MILITARY RECONNOISSANCE. 


Mr. CASS called up the following resolution, 
which was submitted by bim on the 5th instant: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War, 


furnish-the Senate as soon as practicable with a copy of ae 


journal ofa military reconnoissance from Santa Fé, to the 
Navajo country, made in 1849, by LiuetenantJ..H. Simpson, 
of the corps of Topographical Engineers, together with 
copies of the map and sketches belonging to said reconnois- 
sance. 

Mr. RUSK moved an amendment, calling for 
` additional and similar reports; which was accepted 
by Mr. Cass as a modification of his resolution. 

"Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I would suggest 
to the Senator from Michigan that his resolution, 
even as amended by the Senator from Texas, does 
not include all the reconnoissances made, They 
were made under an appropriation by Congress 
for reconnoissances between the Mississippi river 
and the Pacific ocean. This particular reconnois- 
sance, I have no doubt, is a very interesting and 
important one, as indeed are those asked for by 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas; still 
therqare others made under the appropriation to 
which I refer, and some made under the order of 
the military governor of California; and I rise 
merely to suggest to the Senator from “Michigan 
that it would probably be as well to call forall the 
reports, of reconnoissances, with maps and sec- 
tions, made by the officers of the topographical 
corps, or others serving as topographical engi- 
neers. 
Mr. RUSK. I thought of that in preparing my 
amendment, but it might perhaps cause delay. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Those in the bu- 
reau cannot possibly produce delay. I require 
only those already returned to the bureau. There 
are reconnoissances now going on, but of course 
I do not expect the answer to the resolution to be 
delayed for them. ‘ - 
Mr. CASS. Iwill consent to the modification 
of the resolution as you suggest. ; 
Mr. MANGUM. ` Before that resolution is put, 
Task the attention of the Senator from Michigan 
to a proposition which I design to make, which I 
hope will be acceded to. l have recently had 
placed in my hands the report of Captain French 
to the Quartermaster General’s Department, who 
was engaged in the survey of a military route to 
San Antonio from El Paso. It is in the form of 
an abbreviated diary, but it gives the most satis- 
factory account of the region through which they 
passed that I have met with on any occasion. As 
it is desirable to have all the information possible 
of acountry so little known, I hope that an amend- 
ment which I propose, to have this report also 
sent to the Senate, will be acceded ta. 
Mr. CASS. J have no objection. 
The resolution having been amended as sug- 
gested by Mr. Manaum, was then adopted, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate, as soon as practicable, with copies of 
the journals of all reconnoissances returned to the Topo- 
graphical bureau by officers of the United States making 
such surveys, made within the Jast year, and not heretofore 
communicated, together with copies of the maps and 
ekxetches belonging to said reconnoissances ; also, the report 
of Captain French of the Quartermaszér General’s Depart- 
ment, designating a route fora military road from San Anto-> 
nio to El Paso. 


SEATS FOR THE REPORTERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I want to ask the 
Senate to tuke up a resolution offered by me yes- 
terday about providing seats for the reporters. 
The Committee on Public Buildings have exam- 
ined into the matter, and although there are some 
objections to every position in which the reporters 
could be placed, there is as little objection to the 
one now proposed. as to any other. 

Mr. CLEMENS. [If it is the desire of the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the com- 
promise bill, this motion shoald not be taken up, 
I have serious objections to having the reporters 
here, and shall have something to say about it. 


speech about it I will not press it now. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, as the matter 
has been referred to by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, Í beg leave to make a statement -on the part 
of Messrs. Gales & Seaton, in connection with 
this subject.. It-was observed that I was about to 
interpose.a word in behalf. of the reporters when 
this matter was up the other day, and in conse- 
quence of that intimation, on.my part, I suppose, 
they have addressed a communication to me upon 
the subject, in which they express very great re- 
gret that there should have been any disapproba- 
tion felt at the reporting under the contract entered 
into by them; and they desire to say that if the 
Senate is in the slightest degree dissatisfied with 
that contract, or with the arrangements. under it, 
they are perfectly willing to abandon it, and to 
abandon all rights which they may have under the 
contract entered into for this daily reporting on 
the part of the Senate. They have made every 
possible effort, and I suppose myself that the char- 
acter of the reporting in. this body will compare 
favorably with the reporting in avy other deliber- 
ative assembly in the world. If any gentleman 
will look at the English reports and compare them 
with one another, he will observe the difference in 
the character of the reports, and be satisfied that 
the reporting here is at least equal if not superior 
to any found abroad. Bat, let it be good, bad, 
or indifferent, if the Senate is at all dissatisfied 
with the contract, or with the mode in which the 
reporting is done, all they have to do is to inti- 
mate that dissatisfaction and express a wish to be 
„relieved from the contract. It is not a profitable 
contract to these gentlemen. I make this statement 
out of regard to the express wish of these gentle- 
men, who have done everything in their power to 
satisfy the Senate and the country. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. . 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order 
of the day, being the bill for the admission of 
California as a State into the Union, to establish 
territorial governments for Utah and New Mexico, 
and making proposals to Texas for the establish- 
ment of her western and northern boundaries. 

The immediate subject under discussion was the 
boundary of Texas, upon which a debate arose 
that continued from twelve to four o’clock. Sev- 
eral amendments were offered, which we shall 
publish with the reported debate in the Appendix, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 10, 1850. 


The House met at ten o’clock, (pursuant to the 
order made on Saturday night.) 

A few members only were present. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


LIVE-OAK. 


Mr. DOTY, by unanimous consent, in accord- 
ance with previous notice, introduced a bilt of the 
following title: 

«A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the punishment of offences comimnitted in cutting, destroy- 
ing, or removing live-oak and other timber or trees reserved 
for naval purposes,’ approved March 2, 1831.” 

[The Supreme Court having lately decided that 
the provisions of the actof 1831 extend to all public 
lands, the object of Mr. Dory’s bill is to limit 
them to the purpose avowed in the title to the act, 
to wit, to timber reserved for naval purposes.) ~ 

The bill having been read twice by its title, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


. DEBATE ON THE CALIFORNIA BILL. 


Mr. EVANS rose, he said, to what he consid- 
ered a privileged question. He moved that the 
resolution heretofore adopted, by which all debate 
on the California bill was to terminate to-morrow, 
be rescinded, with a view to the adoption of 
another resolution terminating debate in two weeks 
hence. And if permitted by the House, he said, 
he would state his reasons for this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man is not a privileged motion. It can only be 
received by unanimous consent, or by a suspension 
of the rules. s 

Mr. EVANS asked the unanimous consent to 
make the motion. 

Mr. PRESTON KING rose and objected. 

Mr. EVANS moved a suspension of the rules; 
and, as a preliminary motion, moved that there be 
a call of the House. en 


“Mir DAVIS. “If the Sénator intends to make a’ 


Mr. CARTTER hoped, he said, that the gen- 
tleman would: withdraw his motioa, The House 
had met at this early hour wita a- view to continue 
the-discussion, not for the purpose of voting upon 
anything; and he would regard it asa fraud upon 
the members to put this question, or to take. one 
vote. to ae 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Debate. is out 
of order.. The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
Evans] has moyed a suspension of the rules, and 
that there be a call of the House. The Chair will 
suggest that the House is very thin; that it may 
find itself without a quorum; and that. the. hour 
designed to be appropriated to debate may be con- 
sumed in the call of the House, should that mo- 
tion prevail. The Chair would also suggest that 
the House adjourned@#ver to this hour in order | 
that those gentlemen who had not spoken might 
have as much time as possible. 

The question on the motion fora call of the 
House was then taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive, without a division. 

So a-call of the House was refused. | 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?”” 
was then taken, and decided in the negative with- 
outa division. 

So a call of the House was refused. ox 


CALIFORNIA. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, . 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the spe- 
cial message of the President of the United States 
transmitting the constitution of California. 


Mr. BOWDON was entitled to the floor, but 
yielded for the moment to 

Mr. MEADE, who gave notice that he would, 
at the proper time, offer the following amend- 
ment, which was read for information: 

Whereas, an unfortunate disagreement exists between the 
northern and southern States of this Confederacy, in rela- 
tion to the constitutional powers of the Federal Government 
over the territories, and the territorial rights of Texas, and 
the interests of both sections demand a compromise of con- 
flicting op nion, and an early adjustment of all sectional 
issues; therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to report the folowing bills, to wit: 

Ast. A bill to admit California into this Union as a State, 
with her present constitution so modified as to fimit her 
southern boundary by the line of 36° 30/ of jatitude north 
of the equator. 

2d. A bill to establish a territorial government over all ter- 
ritory belonging to the United States, which lies south of the 
parallel of 33° 30/ north—dectaring all laws repealed which 
were ever in force in said territory, and establishing a code 
for the government of the same, which shall contain no 
clause prohiliting negro slavery therein. 

3d. A bill toestablish territorial government over all the 
territory acquired from Mexico lying north of the pratlel of 
36° 30/, with a provision that negro slavery shall be prohib- 
ited in said territory. 

4th. A bill to define the western and northern boundaries 
of Texas, which shall provide (with the assent of Texas) 
as follows: First, that her extreme northern boundary shalt 
he the line of 30° 30/ of north jatitude y her western bound. 
ary the Rio Grande, to the point where it is crossed by the 
southemmost line of New Mexico, thence along said line 
east of said river, and northwardJy until it interseets the 
parallel of 36° 30/ north latitude. Secondly, that Texas 
shall relinquish all claim to territory north and west of 
those lines, and slifajl: moreover grant to the Uniled Siates 
tile to all unappropriated lands within her limits; and in 
consideration of her consent to those provisions, she shall 
receive of the United States certificates of stoek, redeem- 
able in fifteen years, bearing an interest of five per ceut., for 
, Which shall be applied in payment of debts due by 
said State previous to her annexation to the United States. 


Mr. BOWDON then resumed the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee duriog the allotted hour. 
He gave a history of the manner in which the 
convention of the people of California was gotten 
up, denying the validity of a constitution framed 
in such an irregular manner. He was.against the 
compromises recommended. by the Senate com- 
mittee, advocating such a compromise only as 
would secure a non-intervention with the rights of 
the South to carry their property into California 
and the new territories. If California was admitted 
as a State, and then prohibited slavery, he would 
submit; but he. was for restricting the legislation 
of the territories, so as to be within the prescribed 
limits imposed by the Constitution. 

Mr. GENTRY traced the difficulties in which 
the country was now involved, to the annexation 
of Texas; cast the responsibility for that measure 
and for its present consequences, upon the Demo- 
cratic party; and declared himself, generally, in 
favor of any plan of settlement, not practically em- 
bodying the Wilmot proviso, which should do 
justice and harmonize all sections. He then pro- 
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ceeded to state his objections to the plan of the 
Committee of Thirteen in the Senate—denying that 
it would compose the public excitement on the 
question of slavery—and to vindicate the Presi- 
denvs plan, as the only one practicable, as that 
most consistent with the great American princi- 
ple of self-government, and best calculated to se- 
eure the interests of the South and the whole 
country. He deprecated the extreme ground 
taken by Mr. Crtneman and others, both at the 
North and South, counseled moderation, forbear- 
ance, and justice, and expressed his unwavering 
devotion to the perpetuation of the Union. Í 
a [His remarks will be published in. the Appen- 
ix 

Mr. McCLERNAND next took -the floor and 
proceeded with an elaborate view of the various 
questions concerning the anti-slavery proviso, the 
admission of California, and provision for the ter- 
titories. He said that he had carly foreseen the 
danger that had resulted from the agitation of sla- 
very, in connection with governments for the terri- 
tories, and had striven, in the first place, to prevent 
the agitation, and was now ready to terminate it- 
in a way that should be satisfactory to all parties 
and sections of the country, if possible. He spoke | 
of the authorship of the modern anti-slavery pro- 
viso, and characterized in emphatic terms, that | 
measure—tracing its influence upon the Mexican | 
war—the cause of slave amelioration and emanci- 
pation; and vindicating the opposition of himself 
and others to the application of the proviso to the 
conquered territories. He next spoke of what he 
denominated the Winthrop proviso, and traced its 
operation to defeat all attempts to establish a gov- | 
ernment for Oregon, until the measure was mar- f 
shaled through the Senate under the most angry cir- 
‘cumstances, which rocked the Capitol to its found- 
ation. He next spoke of the authors and advo- 
cates of the policy of non-action; and argued that 
it would jeopardize thé peace of the country, com- |} 
promise our faith under the treaty with Mexico, 
aod our duty to the native population of the terri- 
tories acquired from Mexico, and to our own citi- 
zens. who have emigrated to that country. He! 
next proposed what he thought ought to be done. 
Said he was for the admission of California, and 
making provision for the territories by one and 
the same act, if possible, and if not by the same 
act, by several acts, but in the shortest time possi- 
ble. He then explained and defended the princi- 
ples and provisions of the bill for the common set- 
tlement of all the territorial questions, including 
the Texas boundary, which he had offered for the 
consideration of the committee. He here referred 


to the assistance and agency of the Chairman [Mr. || 


Boyp] in regard to the plans proposed for restor- 
ing the concord and quiet of the country. He 
asked, in conclusion, what would be the result of 
the non-settlement of these questions? He ar- 
gued, first, that the result would be destruction of 
political parties, and the erection upon their ruins 
of geographical parties; next a collision would 
probably ensue between the people of Texas and | 
the people of New Mexico; next with the loss of | 
our territories—California and Oregon would prob- 
ably ultimately unite and form the Republic of the 
Pacific. Lower California would be absorbed; í 
this. would probably provoke a war between Mex- 
ico and her young and aspiring Republic on the 
Pacific, which would result, sooner or later, in the 
absorption of Mexico, and thus extended and for- 
tified, &e., the new Republic of the Pacifie would | 
become a formidable rival tous. He urged that if 
disunion should follow, there would be no north- 
ern and southern, no slaveholding and non-slave- 
holding Confederacy, but a Republic of the Atlan- 
tic; of the Mississippi valley, and’ of the Pacific, || 
conforming to the great natural divisions of this | 
continent. He concluded by an invocation in fa- i 
vor of the Union, administered in the spirit of the 
Constitution, to be perpetuated forever, for the 
good it had done and promised to do. 

{A report of this speech will appear at an early 
day in the Appendix.] i 

Mr. WOODWARD said, his object was not to 
present, ọn this occasion, the views he had intend- 
ed to make, and at some future time would make, i 
He wished to . 


technicalities. He did not take the ground that it | 
would be unconstitutional to` admit California. ii 
The Constitution did ‘not prescribe the mode of | 
admitting new States, or the terms and conditions į 


| strating against the cenewal-of the patent of Austin and 


of territorial probation. All this waa left to the 
discretion of Congress. He looked to the question 
of expediency. The fraud and imposition prac- 
ticed on the South in getting up this California 
constitution—the rights sought to bé destroyed by 
it—the consequences to the South—the disastrous 
consequences. -He then proceeded to discuss the 
question of expediency, and presented a great-va- 
riety of views. [The entire speech will be pre- 
pared for the press.] 

‘Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (there being no 
competition,) took the floor. He spoke in re- 
affirmation of the views which he had heretofore 
expressed upon the questions before the committee, 
and the correctness of which, he said, maturer re- 
flection and the lapse of time had served only to 
confirm. He opposed the admission of California, 
as a single measure, and regarded the adoption 
of the Missouri compromise line (unequal to the 
South as such a division would be) as greatly 
preferable to the compromise bill of Mr. Cray, 
which he opposed. Jn answer to the argument 
which had been insisted upon, that the South could 
not now obtain that line, he said that if the South 
should become united upon it, and if the North was 
so bent upon mischief as to be uawilling to yield 
even this measure of justice, it was idle, it was 
hypocritical, to speak ‘of the preservation of the 
Union. Jn that event he should abandon all hope of 
its continuance. 

à Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 
oor. 

The committee then rose, ‘ 

And the House took a recess until 7 o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. | 

The House, pursuant to its order, again met at 
seven o’ctock. 

CALIFORNIA. 

On motion, the House again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Boyp, of Kentycky, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the California question. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. KAUF- 
MAN, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, WELL- 
BORN, HARRIS, of Alabama, and THOMP- 
SON, of Pennsylvania, (of whose speeches a re- 
port will be given in the Appendix. ` 


Mr. HOWARD obtained the floor at half past || 


11 o’clock, p. m. 
And the House adjourned to 11 o’clock to- 
morrow morning. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were || 


presented under the rule,and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 


By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Henry and Rohert 
Biow, of Southampton, Virgiuia, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion dne Henry Blow, deceased, for his services in the late 
war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. KING, of New Jersey: The petition from physi- 
cians, &e., of Newark, New Jersey, and of physicians, &e., 
of Paterson, New Jersey, in behaif of the medical officers 
of the United States Navy. 

By Mr. REBARD: ‘The petition of Sarah Smith, for a 
pension. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Isaiae 
Seymour, an invalid goldier of the Seminole war, praying a 
pension. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of Lucius Collins and 
25 others, citizeus of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, remon- 


Zebulon Parker. T 

Also, the petition of Henry Eagell and 10) others, citizens 
of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
renewal of the patent of A. and Z. Parker. 

By Mr. ROSS: The memoriat of 18 members ofthe med- 
ical profession of Bucks county, Pennsylvania, relative to 
the grades of medical officers of the Navy. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Samuel Lumin, 
for remuneration for services rendered in preventing the 
robbery. of the United States Mail. 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. PEARCE submitted an additional document 
relating to the memorial of the legal representatives 
of Rinalto Johnson, deceased; which was referred 
to the Camimittee on Claims. i 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of phy- 
sicians of St. Louis, asking that the rank of medical 
officers of the navy may be assimilated by law to 
that of officers of similar grades in the medical de- 
partment of the army; which was referred to the 


relating to the. memorial of “Daniel. Turner; awhich: 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affair: 
Mr. PRATT presented two- memorials of phy- 
sicians of Baltimore, Maryland, asking. thar the: 
rank of the medical-officers of the navy may by law! 
be assimilated to that of officers of like grades- in’ 
the medical department.-of the army; which were 
referred to the Committee:on Naval ‘Affairs, © ; 
Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of citizens 
| of Iflinois, asking a grant of the right of way.and 
a portion of public land to. the Terre Haute and 
Alton railroad company; which was referréd to the 
Committee on Public Lands. eae 
Mr. CASS presented a memorial of Clarion 
| county, Pennsylvania, asking a modification of the 
tariff and the imposition of specific duties on such 
articles of foreign growth or manufacture as may 
| be produced in the United States; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Finance. Es 
Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial, nu- 
merously signe by citizens of Schenectady, in the: 
State of New York, asking the adoption of the 
measures recommended by the Select Committée 
of Thirteen; representing that six months ‘of the 
| session have passed without the transaction of 
| much of the public business; that the true interests 
_of the country and the wants of the territories are 
not wholly provided for; and, believing that the’ 
spirit of compromise which formed our: Govern- 
ment should ever be cherished as the only safeguard 
of the Union, and believing also that a speedy ad- 
justment of the slavery question, which has been: 
agitated long enough, is demanded by the patriotic 
and reflecting men of all parties; therefore asking 
that the measures, as substantially reported by the 
Committee of Thirteen, should be speedily passed, 
restoring peace and concord to our common 
country. ` : : 
Mr. D. sent the memorial to the Secretary, with 
the request that it might be read; after which it 
was laid on the table 


EXPLORATION OF COAL REGIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I have been 
requested to present to the Senate a short but very 
| interesting memorial, signed by a considerable 
number of men of business and enterprize in the 
city of Boston. It relates to the subject. of coal, 
and its prayer is, that Congress will: adopt the’ 
necessary means fora further and fuller exploration . 
of the coal regions and coal beds, of the; United 
States. The petition is short; if: E may’have the 
indulgence of the Senate to allow it to be read, I+ 
will then make a motion for its reference, > « 

The Secretary then read the memorial of David. + 
A. Neale, Josiah Quincy, and others, asking that 
| provision may be made by Jaw for continuing 
experiments on American coals. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The Senate will perceive, 
from the reading of that. document, that the, con- 
sumption of coal in the United States has doubled 
in five years; that there isan appearance of such 
a great variety and great excellence in some. varis 
eties of American coal, that an exportation. from 
the United States. of that article -may ere long .be 
expected. to take place; and that further discov- 
eries and the prosecution of the explorations may - 
add much to our knowledge of the vast means of 
the general wealth of the nation, I think there 
are eighteen or twenty States in the Union in 
which coal has been discoveréd; and there is no 
State perhaps in which it is not desirable that the 
exploration and search for coal should be made. 
I think a modern writer remarks, in speaking 
of England, that while some ascribe the great 
wealth of England to the profits of her West Indies, 
and others ascribe it to the great profit of her East 
! Indies, the trath is, after all, that a greater share 
: of her existing wealth has been. drawn from her 
Black Indies—the coal and jron that she has ex- 
tracted from beneath the surface of the earth, and 
employed in all the prominent uses and purposes 
of life. Lsuppose that there are portions of the 
United States richer in this article than any part 
of England, and that some parts of Maryland and 
Pennsylvania, and perhaps of some other States; 
are richer in varieties of coal than England herself, 

I take occasion to remind the Senate that early’ 
in the session a report.was made by the honorable, 
member from Arkansas, [Mr, Bontann,]} from the, 
Committee on Public Lands, stating that the work, 
of Professor Johnson, since its publication it 1843, 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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has been much enlarged and -improved by sub- 
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l sequent discoveries, observations, and remarks, 


and. that it. has-been: reprinted ine England with. 
great. commendation, and found.to be highly use- 
fal.. And: the Committee. on. the Pablic Lands, 
in its report, presented on- that. oceasion,, recom- 
mended. the publication, at the. expense of the 
Government, of this improved work of Professor 
Johnson.. I. recollect that the. subject was. dis- 
cussed here, andit was mixed up with that always 
troublesome, and, as far as I see, interminable 
question about the public printing; and, on that 
account, I believe, it. was Jaid upon the table. I 
hope that the honorable member from Arkansas 
will revive that topic and ask the attention of the 
Senate to his report, and take the decision of: the 
Senate upon it. And [am prepared to go further, 
and do what I can to induce the Senate to make 
provision by law for further explorations to be 
made of these American. coal-fields; and if we 
shall ever arrive at the end of our present debate, 
and, especially, as I fervently hope, if on arriving 
at it, we shall come to a conclusion that will give 
a restoration of peace and harmðħy to the com- 
munity, and leave Congress to pursue the ordi- 
nary. business of the Government with its accus- 
tomed temper of harmony and union, it will be 
one of the first things I do, sir, in connection with 
the smaller class of public measures, to take up 
this subject of the authorization on the part of 
Congress to Professor Johnson ‘to pursue his re- 
searches. I move the reference of this memorial | 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
` Mr. BORLAND. A report has already been 
made.on the subject of Professor Johnson’s work. 
. Mr. WEBSTER. | This isa memorial praying 
that Professor Johnson may be authorized by 
Congress to pursue his researches. I suppose the 
Committee on the Public Lands is the proper refer- 
ence, I desire also that it may be printed, and 
that the Senate will now act upon that question. 
The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred House 
pill for the relief of James T. Shackleford, reported 
back the same without, amendment, and asked its 
immediate consideration, 

The bill was then considered in Committee of 
the Whole, and, no amendment having been 
offered, it was ordered to a third reading, and was 
read a third time by unanimous consent, and 
passed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of the Legislature of Minnesota relative to the pur- 
chase of the Sioux lands west of the Mississippi, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the same, on the ground that it was a 
matter pertaining to the executive branch of-the 
Government, which was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on 
Printing, to which was referred the motion to 
print the report of the Secretary of the Interior in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate in relation to 
the expense of the judiciary of the District of 
Columbia, reported in favor of printing the same; 
which was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF GUANO. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, 1 submit the fol- 
lowing resolutions: f 

Resowed, That the Secretary of State be directed to in- 
form the Senate whether, by the existing treaties of the 
United States with the Peravian Government, the citizens 
of tbe United States are placed upon an equal footing with 
the citizens or subjects of other countries in the trade in 

uano. 
= Resolved, further, That, if no such treaty-stipulations 
exist, the Secretary of State be instructed to inform the 
Senate whether there is any obstacle to such treaty-stipu- 
lations being effected with the Government of Peru as 
woul place the citizens of the United States on an equal 
fooiing with the citizens or subjects of other countries in 
regard to said trade. 


During the whole of last week, the morning 
hour having been occupied with important busi- 
ness, I had not an opportunity. of offering the 
resolutions which I have now submitted. They 
relate to a letter received by the Agricultural So- 
ciety of Maryland, in which they allege that the 
Government of Great. Britain, by a treaty with 
the Peruvian Government, has obtained for the 
subjects of Great Britain a monopoly in the arti- 


‘ele of guano, which has resulted in this state of 


facis: that now no guano can be brought into the 


United States. from ‘Peru, except such as is pur-. 
chased from. English merchants. . This results, in. 


two ways, injuriously to our country. , In. the first 
place, we are obliged to pay for this valuable arti- 
cle of manure a much larger sum than we would 
otherwise be obliged to pay; and, in the second 
place, it operates against our shipping interest, 
because it must be imported here in English ves- 
sels. 
the Senate to take up the consideration of these 


“resolutions now... They are mere resolutions of 


r. WEBSTER. T - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
from Massachusetts object? - a 

Mr. WEBSTER. ..So far from objecting, sir, 
the only question with me is, whether these resolu- 
tions should be referred to the Department of State 
or to a committee of the Senate? The evil to 
which the resolutions allude is one which is much 
complained of in some portions of the country, 
where the article would be extensively used, if it 
could be obtained at a fair cost. The difficulty is, 
that, under the present arrangement, it cannot be 
so obtained. If it could be obtained at a fair ex- 
pense, it would be a most useful article of com- 
merce, and would be found to be highly beneficial 
to the land in many portions of the country. I 
concur entirely in the importance of the object, 
and am willing that the resolutions should go as 
resolutions of inquiry to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. PRATT. J apprehend the proper course 
will be to obtain the information which is sought 
to’ be obtained, and then probably that information 
would be referred to a committee. 

The question being taken on the resolutions, 
they were adopted. 


PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. TURNEY. 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 200, 
being ‘A bill to amend ‘an act to promote the 
progress of the useful arts.’ °? My object in ma- 
king this motion now is notéto enter upon any dis- 
cussion of the bill, or to ask for its passage to-day, 
but with the view of making it the special order 
for half-past eleven o’clock to-morrow, and for 
every succeeding day at that time until it is dis- 
posed of. ` 

Mr. HALE, Is the new bill printed? 

Mr. TURNEY. Yes; it has been printed for 
more than a week, and, I believe, has been laid 
upon the desks of Senators, : 

Mr. FOOTE. If I understand the object of the 
Senator from Tennessee, } shall have no objection 
to his motion. I suppose the consideration of this 
pute only to consume a portion of the morning 

our. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. This bill has 
already created a good deal of debate, and is not 
entitled to preference on the calendar. I dislike to 
make any special order for that hour, because I 
think the hour ought to be reserved for the busi- 
ness specially appropriated to it. 

Mr. HALE. If it will be in order, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will move for a division of that motion. [ 
mean to say that I have no objection to making this 
bill the special order for to-morrow, but I do ob- 
ect to making it the special orger for every suc- 
ceeding day until it is disposed of. 

Mr. TURNEY. Well, I will accept that asa 
modification of the motion. 

Mr. HALE. It would be better if the Senator 
from Tennessee would simply move to make this 
bill the special order for to-morrow. However, 
he can take his own course about it. 


inguiry. ; 
T have to say—— A 
Senator 


Mr. TURNEY. Very well: 1 withdraw that: 


part of the motion which asks that the bill be 
made the special order of the day for every day 


till disposed of, and simply move that it be made ; 
the special order of the day for to-morrow, at half- į 


past eleven o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT BANGOR, IN MAINE. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iask the Senate now to take up 
Senate bill No. 73. It is “A bill making an appro- 
priation for a custom-heuse at Bangor, in the State 
of Maine.” Lapprehend it will. not give rise to 
any debate. The object of it is urgent. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of this bill as in Committee of the Whole. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not design to occupy the 


attention of the Senate, but I willsimply state that 
that bill has been unanimously recommended by 
ee emerge A 


a 


T ask, therefore, the unanimous consent of | 


I move that the Senate pro- || 


June 10, 


the Committee on Commerce, having first. been 
recommended by the department. It.appropriates 
only a small sum, and. the place where it 1s pro- 
posed: to erect this custom-house is one of the 
largest in the State of Maine without a convenience 
of. that kind. . Having been thus recommended, E 
| have no doubt it will be réceived favorably by the 
Senate. : Oe eee eee : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, “When. the bill was in- 
troduced here a few years ago to eréct.a custom- 
housein Boston, I endeavored to obtain a restriction 
of the amount which that custom-house was to cost, 
Although I labored hard for this purpose, my 
efforts were in vain; I failed in accomplishing it. 
Since that time much discussion has taken place 
here at various times in regard to the great expense 
to.which the country has been put in completing 
this custom-house; and I rise to submit to the con- 
sideration of the Senate the propriety of amending 
this bill by fixing some limit to this appropriation; 
and I desire to test the sense of the Senate whether 
they will hereafter put some limits upon appropri- 
ations for objects of this kind, or whether, as in 
times past, they will commence a work of this 
description by appropriating some twenty, thirty, 
or forty thousand dollars to begin with, as an 
entering-wedge, and then allow those who com- 
mence the work to lay foundations for buildings 
on such a scale as will make them cost millions of 
dollars before they are completed. Sir, this is a 


subject worthy of the consideration of the Senate; 
and ifthe Senate choose to make an appropriation 
of that sort when there is a risk of the amount be- 
ing trebled or quadrupled before the superstructure 
is finished, it seems to me we had better pause a 
little, and let the matter lie upon the table till gen- 
tlemen have had time and opportunity to take the 
subject into their consideration. If the Senate do 
| not wish to begin now to make restrictions by 
limiting the sum which such a building shall not 
transcend, they can refuse to let the bill lie upon the 
table, and act upon it now; but I wish to take the 
sense of the Senate on the subject, as a test of what 
they will do hereafter. If the Senate determine 
upon considering this bill now, I shall regard it as 
a determination to keep up the old system of be- 
ginning with small appropriations, and then laying: 
such foundations as will.cost the country millions 
to complete the superstructures. On’ the other 
hand, if the question be laid upon the fable, I shall 
look upon it that there is a disposition in the Sen- 
ate to restrict these appropriations to a definite 
amount, and thus reform a practice which certainly 
needs reforming. I now move to lay the bill upon 
the table. athe j 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will withdraw that motion for a few mo- 
ments; at any rate, for an explanation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw it for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope that this motion, if it 
is renewed by the Senator from Kentucky, will 
not prevail. The estimate of the cost of a site 
and building, in this instance, is $30,000. Ican 
well see how there may be a variationwf ten or 
fifteen thousand dollars, because it is not exactly 
known in what location the site will be purchased, 
| and the cost of the site, in the first place, might 
i vary the sum required for the whole. I have, 
however, no hesitation in saying that the maxi- 
| mum sum that will be required for thts site and 
| building will be $50,000, although it is quite prob- 
| able that $30,000 may cover the whole. .'Then, 
i| sir, itis very well known that the seasons when 
work of this kind can be prosecuted in. that part 
of the Union, are very short; and as there is no 
| building of this kind for the accommodation of 
the Government at that place, and as one is very 
much needed, I hope that the Senator will not 
|| press his objection, for it certainly is desirable that 


|| some early action should be had upon this bill, in 
i order that, if the appropriation be determined 
| upon, the work may progress." I can assure the 
| gentleman from Kentucky that the amount ex- 
| pended will be strictly confined to the. commer- 
cial requirements of. the place. 

Mr.. UNDERWOOD. I must inform my 
friend over the way, that I have heard assurances 
of this kind, insimilar cases, given again and 
again in times gone by, and that they have inva- 
riably failed. Butlet meask how are we situated ? 
You. have no plan of the building; you have no 

estimate of the cost; you have no data on which 
| to go. Weare just leaping in the dark, precisely 


H 


1850. ` 


as we have been doing on all former occasions of 
the kind.. Now, my plan of operation has been, 
if I could have succeeded init, to have a plan of 
the-building——to have an estimate of the cost of the 
building made by some competent mechanics: We 
could then have reported to us the site of the build- 
ing and the cost of the ground, before we deter- 
mined on making an appropriation. All these 
things can be determined on beforehand quite well, 
and they are what, in our own affairs, as prudent 
men, we always do for ourselves; but so far as my 
experience has gone, we never do anything of the 
kind for the Government: i rA 

Now, my friend from Maine says that we ave to 
make an appropriation of $30,000, with an as- 
surance on his part that this site and building shall 
not exceed $20,000 more. 
plan of the building, nor an estimate of its 
cost, or the cost of the-site, and I beg respect- 
fully to remind my friend from Maine that, under 
these circumstances, he cannot give usany reliable 
assurance on this subject. It is beyond his power 
to do so. I want, therefore, to test the sense of 
the Senate on this matter. Ifthe Senate are dis- 
posed to prescribe a limit to these appropriations | 
in the outset, they will vote with me to lay this 
_billupon the table for the present, until we have 
some more definite information as to the cost of 
the site and the superstructure; if they are not dis- 
posed to prescribe some limits, but to go an as we 

ave done heretofore, without regard to the ulti- 
Mate cost, they will refuse to lay this bill upon the 
table. Ifthey do, sol am content. I only desire 
to obtain the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I only wish to say that, in 
this case, estimates have been made, and plans of 
the building have been drawn by practical mechan- 
ics, and that the highest estimate of cost, which 
will be regulated entirely by the cost of the loca- 
tion fixed upon as a site, is $50,000; and that 
amountis fixed upon in plans and estimates made by 
the most competent mechanics in the neighborhood. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I believe that 
there is go question whatever that this isa measure 
which ought to meet with the approbation of the | 
Senate. As to the amount of money, I think it is | 

uite reasonable, although Lam obliged to say that 
the Senate has sometimes been misled by indefi- 
nite propositions in making their first appropria- 
tions for objects of this kind. Now, sir, as I 
understand this matter, the sum of $30,000 was 
supposed by the department to he adequate to 
cover both the expense of a lot, and that of erect- 
ing a suitable building at the city of Bangor, 
and L would suggest to the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Hamiin] the expediency of agreeing to the 
limitation of $30,000. 1 cannot doubt that that 
sum will answer all the purposes he has in 
view; that it will be sufficient both for the pur- 
chase of a lot and for the erection of a suita- 
ble custom-house, fit for the accommodation of 
the public in that place. If [ had charge of such 
a measure, for any place in my portion of the 
country, as this is in that of the Senator from 
Maine, I think I should agree to the limitation pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Un- 
DERWooD,] and let the bill pass. I think $30,000 
will be found to be amply adequate, both for the 

urchase of the land and for the erection of the 

uilding. It seems to me, that if thereis yet some 
doubt as to where the building is to be erected— 
where its excellent location is to be—if the sum is | 
limited, the parties who have to sell the land will | 
be more reasonable than they would otherwise be. 
I would suggest, therefore, that the Senator from | 
Maine should agree to the limitation. Were Iin 
his situation, I would do so; and that will proba- | 
bly meet with the views of the Senator from Ken- 
‘tucky, and prevent further debate. 
“Mr. HAMLIN. I desire only w 
and proper. I will propose an amendment to the | 
bill to the effect that the ultimate cost of the build- | 
ing shall not exceed $40,000. Iwill put it in this | 
shape, at the end of the bill: 

“ Provided, That the cost of the site and the construction of 
the building shall not exceed the sum of forty thousand 
dollars.” 

The question was then taken on the amend- | 
ment, and it was agreed to. | 

The bill having been: reported back to the Sen- | 
ate, and the amendment agreed to by the Senate | 
as in Committee of the Whole having been con- 


We have neither a | 


hat is right K 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Lo PRIVATE BILL; =< 

Mr. BORLAND. Task the Senate now to take 
up Senate bill No. 13.1t is :thesecond on the 
calendar, and is for the relief of Cincinnatus Trous- 
dale and John G. Conolly; of Arkansas. 
apprehend that there.. willbe any discussion upon 
it,-and it may be passed in two or three minutes: 
obstacles in: the way of gentlemen taking up and 
passing their favorite bills, but there are a great 
many resolutions lying on the table, some of them 
of great importance, and I think we ought to pro- 
ceed with them in their regular order. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to state that some 


and I yielded the floor to some gentleman who 
had business which was thought of more import- 
ance. And now, as the hour appropriated to 
morning business has nearly closed, I ask that this 
bill may be taken up. Ican assure the Senate that 
it is not one on which there is the least probability 
of discussion. 


considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I regret to vote against this bill; 
provision for the payment of two officers. I think 
tke bill ought at least to limit the sum which they 
are to be paid 


I think, will satisfy every Senator. The facts 
are set forth by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in a report made by them a long tintauago. They 
are these: During the Mexican war, the battalion 


points distant from the main army, which was com- 
manded by General Wool. Under an order by 
him, I appointed two personsto perform the services 
of adjutant and quartermaster. Those persons 
were the parties for whose relief I have brought 
in this bill; and they were appointed by me, with 
the approval of General Wool. They were not 
commissioned officers, for there were not commis- 
sioned officers to spare for the performance of those 
duties. One of them was a non-commissioned 
| officer, and the other was a private; and they per- 
| formed those duties from the 26th of September to 
| the 18th of November, acting under the orders of 
the commanding general. Upon the presentation 
[i 


of their accounts. at the accounting offices here at 
Washington, the equity of the claim was admitted; 
but, under the regulations of the department, they 
could not be paid. I introduced a bill, therefore, 
; to allow them that amount—to allow to one of them 
| his pay as adjutant, and the other his pay as quar- 
termaster, for the time specified—merely from the 
26th of September to the 18th of November. 

Mr. HALE. In the same year? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes, in the same year. These 
| men rendered efficient service in these capacities. 
They are very poor, and the amount cannot exceed 
that which would be given to an adjutant and a 
quartermaster for that short period. This is fixed, 
and the only object of the bill is to make the 
amount equal to the pay of an adjutant and a quar- 
termaster for that time. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection. 


i was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
| and was subsequently read a third time and passed. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Kine on the 7th instant, was taken up and adopted: 


municate to the Senate such information as his department 
ean furnish as to the practieability of removing the obstruc- 
| tion and deepening the channel at Dog river bar and Choc- 
taw pass, in Mobile bay, with the estimate of cost, if any 
such has been made. 


SEATS FOR REPORTERS. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate proceeded to consider the resolution re- 
| ported from the Committee on Public Buildings on 
| the 7th instant: 


ra . 
Resolved, That the. Secretary of the Senate is hereby in- 
structed to procure and cause to be placed in the area in the 
centre, two-chairs suitable for the purpose, the same to be 
appropriated to the use of the official reporters.of the Senate 
proceedings and debates. : 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 
The Senate then: proceeded to the consideration 


curred in, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. a ; 


| of the bill providing for the admission of Califor- 
4 


Ido not- 


Mr. KING. Lam very unwilling to throw-any 


time ago I asked the Senate to take up this bill, . 


The bill was taken up accordingly, and was | 
but it appears to me that it is to make an indefinite | 


. } 
Mr. BORLAND. A few words of explanation, 


commanded by myself wes ordered to do duty at į 


The bill was then reported back to the Senate, | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to eom- j 


i 


| 
i 
i 
i 
f 
| 
4 
i 


it 


| a continuation. ‘ 


‘tended to make this morning; but, as they relate 


| self and Mr. Dawson, on Saturday. |; 


nia into the Union as- a: State, for ‘establishing 
territorial governments for Utah:and’New Mexizo,. 
and making proposals to Texas for the settle 
of her northern and western boundary... ro 
The VICE PRESIDENT... The Senator fro: 
New Hampshire is entitled to:the foort eh 
Mr. HALE. | I had but a few remarks to’mak 
when I yielded the floor on Saturday, which Lin-' 


to myself, and. as the Senator: from:Missourf has 
requested me to waive my remarks this morning, as. 
he is prepared to proceed, for the purpose ing: 
him an opportunity to present: his motio: Os 
with pleasure, for his benefft; having rio doubt the 
Senate will prefer to listen to his remarks. ee 
Mr. CLAY. I, of course, have no desire to 
prescribe in this matter. Far from it, But.I 
would ask leave to suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri, whether the original idea upon which 
he intended to act wiil not be better conformed to 
by not making his motion till the amendments are 
gone through with. There are but two or three. 
that remain to be acted upon, and .upon those I 
think the Senate is now prepared to vete. After 
having done that, it seems 10` me it will be. more 
suitable to make his motion than now, as indeed I 
understood him to design to. make his motion, after 
the amendments were gone through with... [twas 
hoped they would be gone through with on Satur- 
day, butihey were not... That was.a lost day. I. 
think that we may get through with them to-day,. 
I hope it may be so. MP Bi tee et 
Mr. BENTON. It is all considered, ‘sir.’ F 
said, at the time I gave notice of the motion to 


| which reference has been made, that there were 


still some large points upon which gentlemen 
might wish to offer remarks, apd upon which they 
might wish to have a vote taken. Sir, upon the 
motion which I now intend to make discussion can 
take place upon those large points of-the bill. I 
now move that the consideration of this. bill be 
postponed until the fourth day of March, 1851.. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This question takes 
priority over all the amendments. aad 
Mr. BENTON then addressed. the Senate. at, 
length, in support. of his motion. in favor of, the 
indefinite postponement. [See the Appendix for 
the speech 1, A E Ea E 
Mr. HALE next addressed the Senate in con-. 
tinuation of some personal remarks between, hiti- 


Mr. DAWSON replied. a tog: 
It is proper that: this discussion: should 
reserved until we publish the debate of which itis 
Mr. CASS (Mr. Dayton, who rose at the same. 
time, yielding) next obtained the floor, but gave 


| way, on the suggestion of Mr. Rusg, for a motion 


to adjourn. 

The Senate, however, first:proceeded to. the cons 
sideration of executive business, and after some 
time so engaged, the doors were reopened. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. le 

Mr. BORLAND moved that the joint resolu. 
tion reported from the Committee on Printing be 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing; which 


motion was agreed to. 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, June 11, 1850. f 
The House met at eleven, a.m.. The Journal 


; was read and approved. 


(CALIFORNIA. . 


On motion of Mr. INGE, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole-on the siate of 
the Union, (Mr. Boy» in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the President’s message trans- 
mitting the constitution of California. i 

Mr. HOWARD (who was entitled to the floor 
from last night) addressed. the committee, (in. re~ 
marks which will be published in the Appendix.) 

The floor was then given to : 

Mr. McDOWELL, who addressed. the com- ` 
mittee on the general subjects, (in. remarks. of 
which a report is in, preparation, and -which will 
be published in the Appendix.) : FoR 

The hour of one having arrived— 

The Chairman’s hammer. fell, and ie 

The CHAIR stated that the time-alJotted to de- 
bate by order of the House had expired: : 


proposition before the committee? See 
Mr. McDOW ELL, (who still remained on his 
feet.) Have Ldone?. 92 
Cries of «Go on,” “go on?” 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from. Vir- 
ginia’can only proceed by universal consent. 
Ay. CONGER rose and objected. 
Mg: MeDOW ELL addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the 
gentleman’s proceeding. oa 


Mr. KAUFMAN, (to Mr. Concer.) 1 hope: 


the gentleman from New York will withdraw his 
objection. X 3 

Great confusion’ prevailed.: The area in front 
of the Chair ‘was filled by gentlemen who had 
gathered there to hear Mr. McDowexz, and were 
now rising to seek their various seats. 


‘The CHAIRMAN rapped to order, and re-- 


quested gentlemen to resume their seats and pre- 
serve order, stating that it would be impossible to 
proceed to business until order was restored, 

A pause of several minutes ensued. 

Order having in some degree been restored — 

The CHAIRMAN.. In reply to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. McCuzananp,] 
the Chair begs leave to express his opinion that, 
as growing out of the President’s message trans- 
mitting the constitution of California, the bill of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] is the 
subject immediately before the committee for its 
action. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

Mr. JONES. We have been here a long time 
holding night-sessions. Several very long and 
important amendments have been ordered to be 
printed, which have just come. in ‘this morning, 
and’been laid on our tables. We certainly have 
not had time to read or examine them. 1 there- 
fore propose, if it meets the approbation of the 
committee, that the committee rise, forthe purposé 
of adjourning till to-morrow. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Fow.er and HamiLrton were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 86, noes 107. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN again called to order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND addressed the Chair, and 
simultaneously _ f 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who said he 
rose to inquire whether the bill had ever been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I call for the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rose for the purpose 
of making an inquiry. 

. The CHAIRMAN interposed, called the com- 

mittee to order, and stated that the noise in the 
Hall was so great that the Chair could not hear 
what was said by gentlemen. It was impossible 
to get along with anything like regularity unless 
order was preserved. 

Mr. McLANE rose to a point of order. The 
Chair (he said) had stated in reply to an inquiry 
made by a gentleman on bis right, that the hour 
of one having arrived, the bill of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory} was the pending 
question before the Committee. He (Mr. McL.) 
submitted to the Chair that the bill of the gentie- 
man from Wisconsin, and the amendment thereto 
of the gentleman from Missouri, {Mr. Green,] and 
the substitute which he (Mr. McL.) had had the 
honor to offer were the questions now pending. 

' The CHAIRMAN. The reference of the Chair 
was not at all inconsistent with that state of the 
question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rose to a point of or- 
der before the gentleman from Maryland 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Illinois 
will allow me, I hope, to state my point. I am 
very far from wishing to interfere with the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. DUER, (to the Chair.) I hope order will 
be restored. It is impossible to hear anything 
that is going en. ` . 

The CHAIRMAN again called the committee 
to order, and said he was very much obliged to 
the gentleman from New York for making the re- 
quest. The Chair would again remark, that unless 
there is less disorder and confusion, it will be im- 
possible to act understandingly, and the Chair will 
state his determination not to proceed unless- in 
order. He trusted every gentleman would see 
the necessity of endeavoring to preserve order. 


Mr. MeCLERNAND inquired what was the: 


he was followed by the gentleman from Miinois, 


| Chair would respectfully request gentlemen to | 


June It; 


_ My, McLANE. The point of order which I 
submit te the Chair is th's: When the gentleman 
from Wisconsin offered his bill, which I now. hold 
io my hand, for the consideration of the.commit- 
tee, the: gentleman from Georgia, on my right, 
{Mr. Toomss,] had the floor; the gentleman gave 
way to thegentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Grezy,} 
in order that the gentleman from Missouri might 
bring to:the consideration of the committee an 
amendment; that amendment was offered. The 
gentleman. from Georgia spoke to. the bill of the 
gentleman from. Wisconsin, as proposed by the 
gentleman from Missouri to be amended. . When 
the gentleman from Georgia concluded his.temarks 


on my right, [Mr. Baxer.} I took the floor after 
the gentleman from Lilinois,and moved an amend- 
ment as a substitute for the bill, and I made my 
speech to the bill as proposed to be amended by 
the gentleman from Missouri, and as further pro- 
posed to be amended by the substitute which I 
offered. I now submit, as a question of order, to 
the Chair, that the question pending is the bill of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, as proposed to be 
amended by the gentleman from Missouri, and to 
be amended further by the substitute offered by 


myself. : 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair recognizes the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland as 
pending; but that amendment being in the form of 
a substitute, the question upon it cannot be taken 
until the original bill shall have been gone through | 
and perfected. 

Mr. McLANE. The Chair, then, considers 
the substitute as pending; which is precisely the 
point which I make. 

Mr. McCLERNANE. I ask that the bill of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin be read. 

Mr. Dory’s bill was accordingly read, as fol- 
lows: : 

A BILL to admit the State of California into the Union. 

Whereas, the people of California have formed for them- 
selves a constitution and State government, and applied for 
admission into the Union as a State; and whereas, the 
said constitution has been officially communicated to Con- 
gress, and is republican; Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
State of California, with the bonudaries described iu the | 
said constitution, shall be one, and is hereby declared to be | 
one, of the United States of America, and admitted into the 
Union onan equal footing with the original States, in all 
respects whatever. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said State of 
California shall never interfere with the primary disposal of 
the soil within the same by the United States, nor with any 
regulations Congress may make for securing the title insuch 
soil to bona fide purchasers thereof, and no tax shall be im- 
posed on lands the property of the United States; which, 
said provisions are hereby declared to be fundamental con- | 
ditions upon which the said State is admitted into the 
Union. . 

Mr. McCLERNAND. F understand that the | 
pending question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the first question. 

Mr. SEDDON rose to a question of order, and 
inquired if he understood the Chair to intimate 
that the amendments first to be offered were 
amendments to the original bill? 

The CHAIRMAN replied.in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEDDON. Then I have several proposi- 
tions of amendment to that bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
giniu is addressing the Chair upon a point of order. 

Mr. SEDDON. I want to know. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
gìinia will suspend till order is restored. The 


come to order. 
Mr. SEDDON inquired of the Chair if amend- 


ments to the bill of the gentleman from Wisconsin |; 


were not first in order, and if they did not take 
precedence in the order-of the line which they 
proposed to amend? He had one or two amend- 
ments to the first line. 

The CHAIRMAN’S reply to Mr. Seppon was | 
not heard. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if the pending | 
question was not upon the amendments of the 
gentleman from Missouri? : 
_ The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the pending ques: 


tion. 4 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ‘I propose to move an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute for the 
bill. lam aware that the Chair has decided that 


* 


the vote cannot be taken on. the amendment which 
I proposed until the original bill shall have been 
perfeeted by the committee; but when that shalt 
have been done, will not.the question recur on my 
amendment? Á or ‘ ae 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to say, that 
he had not looked at the order-in which. the va- 
rious propositions of amendment had been made. 
‘The substitute of the gentleman from. Maryland 
[Mr. MéLanx] was in order, but the. vote could. 
not be taken upon it wntil the committee had per- 
fected the original bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said-he believed that, in 
strict parliamentary law, it had not, up to this time, 
been competent to move an amendment in the pa- 
ture of a substitute to the original bill; and it was 
not now in order to vote upon a substitute until 
thæbit should have been perfected. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Hlinois, that, in the opinion 
of the Chair, the: bill must be taken up section by 
section and line by tine. While the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri was in order the 
Chair held that it would be proper to suspend the 
vote upon that proposition until the preceding lines 
shall have been amended. 
Mr. SEDDON. In. the first section I pro- 


ose-——~ 
i The CHAIRMAN.. The gentleman will sus- 
pend for a moment, 

Mr. HILLIARD. 
of the Chair ; 

The CHAIRMAN repeated that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland was in or- 
der, but it was not in order to vote upon it until 
the original bill should have been perfeeted. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I desire to move an amend- 


I design to ask permission 


,, 


I| ment to the first section of the bill. 


The first section was read, as follows = 

Be it enacted, §c., That the State of California, with the 
boundaries deseribed in the said constitution, shall be one, 
and is hereby declared to be one, of the United States of 
America, and-admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out of the first line the words ** with the 
boundaries described in said constitution,” and 
insert at the end of the section the following, viz = 
. «And the said State shall embrace within its limits‘all the 
territory acquired from Mexico known as upper California, 


` Iying north of the parallel of 36° 30 north latiride?? 


Mr. GREEN rose to a point of order, and said 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
proposed to come in precisely at the point where 
his: (Mr. .G.’s), amendment commenced—at the 
termination of the first section—and consequently 
it was not in order until his (Mr. G.’s) amendment 
should have been disposed of, 

Mr. HILLIARD. .I don’t know what the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is. Will he have the kind- 


-ness to state his amendment? 


Mr. GREEN said a word which was lost to the 
reporter. ` 

Mr. HILLIARD. I believe my amendment is 
the only one before the House. 

The,CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Alabama is identical with that proposed by 
the gentlemanifrom Missotiri. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I understand it to be widely 
different. ` 

The CHAIRMAN, (to Mr. Huuiarp.) Will 
the gentleman suspend his remarks to allow the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri to be 
read ? i 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Missiasippi. Will the 
Chair allow me to make a suggestion? Hie 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Grerx] is on-the floor. . 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rose merely to a point 
of order. CA 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 


| sovri is already.on the floor upon a point of order. 


Mr. GREEN. The point of order which I 
make is this, not that the amendments are the 
same, but that the gentleman from Alabama pro- 

osed his amendment to come in at the same point 
at which I propose mine. The Chair very prop- 
erly rules that an amendment to a preceding line 
would be in order before my amendment; but as 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
and my amendment come in at the same place, 
mine, being offered first, takes precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had under- 
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stood that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri comes in at the end of the bill. 

‘Mr. GREEN. The Chair is mistaken. _ I pro- 
pose, instead of the end of the bill, to have it come 
in at the end of the first section. 

Mr. SEDDON. I rise toa question of order. 
If I understand, no amendment is in order to a 
subsequent part of a section so long as an amend- 
ment is offered, or is liable to be offered to a pre- 
cedent part of it. I have an amendment to offer 
in the first line. I now propose to-offer it; and I 
insist that, until it shall have been disposed of, no | 
amendment to another part of the section .will be 
in order. ed 

TheCHAIR. Such is the decision of the Chair. 
me GREEN rose and was recognized by the 

air. 

Mr. HILLIARD.. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide 

Mr. GREEN (interposing) said he would yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. 
Hirra.) 

The CHAIRMAN requested Mr. HiLurar to 
state at what point he proposed that his amend- 
ment should come in. 

Mr. HILLIARD explained. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HrLLIaRD} was in 
order as an amendment to the first line of the bili. 

The reading of the amendment was called for, 
and it was read. 
` Mr. SEDDON. I understand the decision of 
the Chair to have been that no amendment was in 
order to any subsequent part of the section so long 
as an amendment was offered to the first line. 

The CHAIR. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr.. Hittrarp] is an amend- 
ment to the first line. 

.Great confusion ensued, and the Chairman for 
some time found it impossible to restore order. 

Mr. FOWLER addressed the Chair. 


iy gentleman until the committee shall come to 
er, 
” Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise 
to a point of order? 

Mr. FOWLER. Ido.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. FOWLER. The question of order is this— 
whether it is in order for the House to remain in 
ae after the Chair has repeatedly called to 
order? 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis disorderly to do so. 


The amendment of Mr. Hitano was again | 


read, | 

Mr. HILLIARD explained where it was to 
come in. 

Mr. GREEN rose to a question of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the | 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hrrriarp] appears 


to come in at the end of the first section of the |} 


bill. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] 
proposes to offer an amendment to the first line of 
the bill. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I also propose an amend- 
ment to the first line of the bill, by striking out; 


and I submit that my amendment is the first in j; 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that a few mo- 
ments should be allowed to decide the question of 
precedence between the two amendments; and the 
Chairman requested the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. Seppon] to send his amendment to the 
hair. 

Mr. Seppon sent his amendment to the Chair, 
which was read substantially as follows: Strike 
out all afler the enacting clause, in the first section, 
and insert, ‘ That the portion of the State of Cali- 
fornia lying north of 36° 30’, shall be, and is here- 
by declared to be, one of the United States of | 
America, and admitted into the Union onan equal 
footing with the original States, in all respects 
whatever.” 

Mr. MEADE rose, he said, to a question of 
order. 

Mr. GREEN addressed’ the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mis- | 
souri [Mr. Green] will suspend until order is 
restored. 

Mr, MEADE wasunderstood to inquire whether 


an amendment in the form of a preamble was not | 


The CHAIRMAN. THE Chair will not hear |! 
‘| the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Seppon,] but 


The CHAIRMAN said that the preamble was 
always last in order. eee 

Mr. GREEN rose, he said,: to’ a question of 
order, which he desired to submit; in order that 


which would enable them to proceed with the bill. 
All the amendments which had‘ been offered to the 
first section, were predicated uponfthe subject-mat- 
ter of the boundary. He had enjoyed the privi- 
lege of submitting the first amendment on the sub- 
ject of thé ‘boundary. Hence, he submitted, that 
amendment was entitled to priority. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Seppon] has precedence. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Then I call for-the reading 
of the amendment. f : 

Mr. HILLIARD addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend 
until the committee come to order. : 

Mr. HILLIARD again addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN.. Will the gentleman sus- 
pend, either until order is restored, or until the 
fact shall have been ascertained that we cannot 
have order? 4 ; 
ae STEPHENS, of Georgia, addressed the 

hair. 

Mr. SWEETSER. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize 
no gentleman until order has been restored. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. When order shall have 
been restored, the gentleman can make the motion, 
hut not before. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (after a pause,) 
I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee shall 
come to order, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Seopox]} will be entitled to the floor, on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Iam unwilling to interrupt 
il E desire to know upon what grounds the Chair 
|| has decided that the amendment of that gentleman 
'| has precedence aver that which I submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Simply for the reason, 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
i ginia [Mr. Seppo] relates to a portion of the bill 
| anterior to that to which the amendment of the 
i gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Hirrraro] relates, 
i Mr. SWEETSER addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hixtiarp] is entitled to the floor. The 
i| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] is not in 
order. 
| Mr. WINTHROP addressed the Chair. May 
|! T ask (he said) that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mri Seppon] may be read, 
before he proceeds to make his remarks. 
| The CHAIRMAN. When order is restored, 
| the amendment will be again read. 

After the lapse of a few moments, the amend- 
ment was again read. ` 

Mr. HILLIARD. I rise to a question of order. 
|! The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. And the Chair will remind 
' the gentleman from Alabama,, [Mr. Hitrrarp.] 
that, under present circumstances, the question of 
| order is not debatable. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Ido not propose to debate 
it. I merely desire to suggest that I sent an 
| amendment to the Chair, proposing an amend- 
ment to the first line, by striking out. Ido not 
know upon what ground precedence is given to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Seppon.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. HILLIARD. May I ask that the amend- 
ment be again read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Order, gentlemen, order in 
the Hall. The Chair will feel constrained to ad- 
dress members by their names if they do not 
preserve order, or the Chairman will leave the 
Chair, and let the committee take care of itself. It 
is impossiblé that business can proceed with regu- 

larity, or with satisfaction to anybody, unless the 
| committee will maintain order. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] proposes to strike 
out from the first section of the bill the following 
words, which will be read by the. Clerk, {the 
words were again read;] and to insert the following, 


first in order? 


which will be read: [they were again read.] 


& 


the committee might arrive at ‘some conclusion ` 


Mr. HILLIARD: 
der. a 
Great confusion-and disorder. © ; 

The amendment. of Mr. Hinuarp Wasa 
read. : : eon eS 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair decidés that thë.: 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia: {Mr.. 


I make the point of or: 


-Seppon} is first in order. : 


Mr. HILLIARD: -Lsubmit a question of ordér, 
If I understand, the afiendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr.Seppon] proposes tos 5i 

Mr. CARTTER. Irise to a question of order: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
bama [Mr. Hitriarn] ds on the floor ona g 
tion of order. d pT 

Mr. CARTTER. It isa question of order upon’ 
the gentleman from Alabama. The Chair has'đe-: 
cided that the amendment of gthe gentleman from‘ 
Alabama [Mr. Hriitarp] is not in order, and the 
gentleman is proceeding to discuss it. a 

The CHAIRMAN called to order. À 

Mr. HILLIARD procecded to explain what his- 
amendment was. d 

Mr. SEDDON claimed the floor, remarking that 
he could not yield it. F $ 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the amendment of the gentleman. from’ Virginia: 
(Mr. Seppon] is in order, and upon that ‘amend- 
ment, the gentleman from Virginia is entitled to: 
the floor. : Sues 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I appeal from: 
the decision of the Chair; ànd the Chair will ‘no: 
doubt permit me to state the reasons why T do so. 
Many friends about me believe that the business 
of the committee cannot go on under that decision. 
I submit to the Chair that no amendment is in or- 
der except an amendment to the amendment of thé 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Green.] The 
Chair has deoided that the amendment of that gen- 
tleman to the fist section of billis pending, with- 
out regard to any line in the section. Thatis in 
accordance with the uniform practice. The first 
section was tead. The amendment was then read. 

Mr. STRONG, (interposing.) Is the question 
debatable ? wa 

Mr. McLANE. I am not debating. I am stating 
the point of order. The amendment-to thefirst sec- 
tion is pending—that is to say, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Green.]* I, 
submit that the original bill introduced bythe: 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] must be 
amended and perfected, section by section, and: 
that no amendment is in orderexcept an amend-. 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri. I therefore appeal from the decision of : 
the Chair, ruling the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] (which is an amend- 
ment to the first section of the bill, and not to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri) in 
order. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. With the permission of ` 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Seppow,] T 
move thatghe committee rise. ae a ; 

Mr. SEDDON. Iam content to yield the foor : 
for that motion, with the understanding that’ I am” 
entitled to it when the consideration of this subject. 
shall be again resumed. £ DOR i 

[A number of voices.’ Certainly—-you will be 
sò. : 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Seppo] to be in order, and from that decision the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. McLane] appeals. 
The question is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?”” 

Mr. VINTON. Irise to inquire as to a matter 
of fact. I wish to know who offered the first 
amendment—whether the amendment of the gen- 
tlemen from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] or of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hixuiarp,] or ofthe 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppow] were first 
offered. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Green] had offered an amend-. 
ment to come in at the end of the bill. E 

Mr. GREEN, (interposing.) At the end of the 
first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion has been made 
that the committee rise. ; ce 

Mr. SEDDON. I would prefer not to yield the 
floor for that motion. The amendment offered by 
myself- aera 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bate the pending question. 


It is not’ in’ order, to de- 
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“Mr. SEDDON. I decline to: yield the floor. : 
‘Mr. McCLERNAND... Lhave moved that the 
committee rise... eg esami È _ = 

Mr. SEDDON... T, have. expressly declined to 

jield the floor. for:that motion. a 
~The CHAIR... The. gentleman: from Virginia 
TMr. Seppon]} will- recollect that.the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McLane] rose to a question 
of-order.. During the pending of that question, the | 
gentleman “from Illinois -[Mr., McCirrnanp] 
got the floor and. moved tha: the committee rise. 

Mr..GORMAN. Is it in order. to move to 
amend the motion so as to provide that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the: House, and 
recommend its passage? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It is-not in order so long 
as an amendment is pending. The question ison | 
the motion that the comm ttee rise. i 

Tellers were order@l, and Messrs. Gippines, of 
Ohio, and Howard, of Texas, were appointed. 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
négative—ayes 71, noes 106. : 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question then recurred on the appeal of Mr. 
McLane from the decision of the Chair, ruling | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia | 
{Mr. Szppon] to be in order. i 

The CHAIRMAN again stated the question, 
and the reason for the decision; remarking that he 
had no pride of opinion in regard to it, and that the 
Chair would endeavor to carry out the decision of | 
the committee, whatever that may be. | 

Mr. SCHENCK. I understand that th gentle- | 
man from Missouri [Mr. Green] still insists that 
his proposition was offered as an amendment to | 
the first section of the bill. \ 

-The CHAIRMAN assented. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then I presume itis in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided, 
but has also decided thatan amẹepment to the 
prior portion of the section is first in order., 

Mr. DUER. I hope the question will be taken | 
on the appeal. . i 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the ; 
Chair stand. as the judgment of the committee?” 
was then taken, and decided in the negative with- 
out a division. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

And. the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Green] was declared to be first in 
order. : 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the southern boundary of the | 
State of California shall be the parallel of latitude of thirty- į 
six degrees and thirty minutes: And provided further, That į 
the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes of north 
latitude, known as the Missouri compromise line, as defined 
by the eighth section of an act entitled “ An act to author- 
ize the people of the Missouri Territory to form a consti- 
tution and State government, and for the admission of such 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, and to prohibit slavery in certain territories,” ap- 
proved March sixth, cighteen hundred and twenty, be, and 
the same is hereby, declared to extend to the Pacific ocean, 
and the said eighth section, together with the compromise 
thercin effected, is hereby revived, and declared to be in 
full force and binding for the future organization of the 
territories of the United States, in the same sense and with 
jhe same understanding with which it was originally adopted; | 
and upon the ratification of the boundaries of the State of ! 
California, as hereby limited and declared by the people of H 


H 


said State,in such manner as the Legislature thereof may |! 


propose, the admission of said State 
equai footing with the original States, s 
of the President, be declared complete. 


ito the Union on an i 
iall, by proclamation ! 


Mr. GREEN supported his amendment in a few | 


remarks. .. i 
Mr. SEDDON. moved to amend the amendment | 
of Mr. Green, by inserting after the word “ ef- | 
fected,” the following, viz: 
« Making practically a partition hetween the slaveholding į 
and non-slaveholding States, as to the privilege of settle- | 
ment.?? 

Mr. SEDDON said: 

Teoncur, Mr. Chairman, in the amendment offer- 
ed by the honorable gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Green,] and I have suggested a verbal addition, 
to enable me briefly to present a view which may | 
gerve to show its compatibility, at least, with the 


United States, and thus remove some objections 
to its adoption. -I belong myself to. that class of 
State-rights politicians who have generally been | 


supposed to be opposed, on constitutional grounds, | 


to the Missouri compromise. I have seen it con- 
jectured in relation to myself, and I am aware that - 
it is the case with some southern members, that | 
constitutional scruples may interpuse difficulties 


to. the support of this amendment;——of such south- 
ern men, I venture to ask an audience and-con- 
sideration to this view. =. è 3 
J-think it -very clear, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Constitution did not contemplate distinctly, in the 
enjoyment of the common property of the Con- 
federacy, that there should be partition or sever- 
alty in use among the States or sections of the 
: Union. . It was not-framed upon the supposition 
that there would be.any:such antagonism or in- 
compatibility: of interest:between the States or 
sections of. the. Confederacy that equality of en- 
joyment and -free participation to all could not be 
obtained. by community. of possession, and the 
privilege of general settlement. by the citizens of 
all, with their property, in every portion: of. the 
joint domain. The fundamental principle—the 
primary end, however, of the Constitution in rela- 
tion to this matter was equality of right and priv- 
ilege among the people of the different States, in 
the use and enjoyment of the common territory of 
the Union. Freedom of geferal settlement. was 
but one (and, as must be confessed, the most na- 
tural and easy).mode of accomplishing this pri- 
mary object of equality and right. But if, from 
after events, or the development of latent causes 
then existing, such antagonism or incompatibility 
| of interest arose between the States or sections of the 
Union, that there could not be free participation and 
equal enjoyment under community of possession 
and settlement, then to attain the primary end, 
and give to all real participation, some other mode 
than that of joint holding must be devised and re- 
sorted to. The natural, as well as equitable resort 
would be to partition—a division of the common 
territory that could not be jointly settled, and an 
assignment of just proportions to each of the 
States or sections having such incompatible inter- 
ests. Would not this be not only consistent with, 
but actually demanded by the spirit and intent of 
the Constitation, and in the case supposed, of in- 
compatible interests, be the only just plan of carry- 
ing out the provisions of the Constitution? This 
was exactly, as I understand, the ground of 
principle on which the Missouri compromise was 
originally adopted. It was alleged that between 
the slaveholding -and non-slaveholding States 


| equality of enjoyment while the territory was 
| open to all, for that the admission of the slave 
i was the exclusion of the white laborer. I deter- 
| mine not the fact whether this was so in reality 
—in my opinion it was not, and therefore, on that 
ground, as well as because of the grossly inequi- 
| table partition made for the South, I have 
always deemed the Missouri compromise a most 
| disastrous and unfortunate adjustment, and had I 


think I would have been found among its sternest 
opponents. Its principle, however, I am now 
dealing with, and that, although unequally applied, 
| was, on the supposition of incompatibility of joint 
| enjoyment and settlement, just and constitutional. 
| It was the principle of partition—of joint owners 


|; dividing and assigning to each a part in severalty. 


iJn principle and in fact, whatever was the mere 


i language of the compromise, the territory north 
zof the line was assigned to the North and its insti- 


‘| tution; that below it, to the South and her institu 


! tions. i 

| Now, Mr.-Chairman, this principle is again in- 
voked under even stronger circumstances. The 
| former division has increased and made much more 
(clear the alleged antagonism of interests—the 


il incompatibility of joint occupancy and joint settle- 
| 


ment. To attain the primary end of equality of 
| right and privilege, under the Constitution, division 
| between the opposing sections or States must be 
had. It is now sanctioned by previous precedent, 
recommended by the peaceand fraternal feeling it 
| once restored and assimilated by use and acqui- 
| escence in the minds of the people to fundamental 


‘law. Let it be again resorted to, bat on the prin- 


ciple of just partition and with a recognition of the 


rv S t least ii rights of the opposing States in the parts severall 
spirit and provisions of the Constitution of the | rae z p A 


assigned, as is here practically done; and I trust 


permanency and glory of our Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
i the amendment of the gentlemen from Missouri, 
[Mr. Green,} by adding, at-the end thereof, the 


following, viz: 


admission into the Union.of any State which may hereafter 


there could notbe community of settlement and | 


been at its adoption a member of this House, I | 


all of present agitation may yet redound only to the | 


“ Provided, however, “Phat ‘it shall be no objection: te ‘the | 


% 


be formed. out of th tory lying south of. the. parallel of 


latitude -35° 30/, that constitation of said State niay au- 
thorize or establish African slavery Werein.” 

~Mr. STANTON said, there is no gentleman. on 
this floor more desirous -that this great'and ex- 
citmg question should be settled than myself. I 
know, too, sir, that there exists among’my constit-_ 
uents an all-pervading solicitude, that our con-. 
tentions hereshould be brought: to-an early close— 
that we should adopt some ‘settlement that will 
give peace and quiet to the public mind.” No: set- 
tlement which may be made can give quiet and 
repose to the country, which: is not based-upon 
fair and equitable principles. < No patchwork will 
do. No measure which is not just, and fair, and 
permanent—no measure which leaves this subject 
open to future agitation and interminable conten- 
tion will be satisfactory to the State which I, in 
part, represent, or to the people of any other State 
having su great a stake in the peculiar interst in- 
volved. Were 1 to return to my constituents, 
having voted for any half-way, imperfect measure, 
sacrificing the great constitutional rights of those 
whom I represent—having voted for-a settlement 
which in truth: was.no settlement—I should not 
only be indignantly repudiated by them, but that 
repudiation would be just and weil merited. 

Sir, there can be no substantial, permanent, and 
satisfactory settlement of this great question, that 
does not respect the. constitutional rights of the 
people of Kentucky and other slaveholding States 
—that does not recognize their right to an equal 
participation in the settlement and enjoyment of 
the territories. Adopt any other plan of settle- 
ment, which does not have this object in view, : 
and it will be utterly worthless. The proposition 
which I have offered simply asserts a.principle 
which every man of intelligence must agree is a 
correct one, that the States south of 369-30’, when 
they ask admission into the Union, should not be 


? 


| denied on account of any provision which their 


constitutions may contain in regard to slavery. 
Certainly, if the North intends to deal fairly and 
justly with the South, northern men wiil not fail t 
support the amendment which embodies this prin= 
ciple. ma 
"What is our present condition? Here are fifteen 
States represented upon this floor, in which sla- 
very is tolerated, and fifteen which are called free 
States. These Jatter have the numerical majority 
on this floor, and they say to the slave States, that 
in all time to come you shall never-extend your 
institutions one inch beyond their present bounda- 
ries, while they claim, and exercise the right of 
going with their institutions into any and all parts 


| of the territory belonging to the Union. If this be 


the fixed, resolute purpose of the majority, delib- 
erately, and, as I believe, maliciously determined 
upon, then, indeed, the partnership between us is 
unequal, and it is time the people of the South 
should knowit. It behooves the representatives 
of the southern States’ to insist firmly upon their 


| rights, and require an unequivocal recognition of 


them below the parallel of 36° 30’, if that line 
should be the basis of compromise. For one, sir, 
I shall give no vote-here which excludes my con- 
stituents from their just rights in the territories, or 
which denies to them a fair and equal participation 
in the settlement and enjoyment of those territo~ 
ries. I shall insistupon the adoption of the amend- 
ment I have offered, asa measure of justice to the 
people of the slaveholding portion of the Union, 
and one which the North, if it intends to deal fair- 
ly with us, cannot withhold, 

Mr. MEADE obtained the floor, and requested. 
Mr. Sranron to withdraw the amendment, he. 
promising to renew it. 

Mr. STANTON accordingly withdrew it with 
that understanding. 

Mr. MEADE said he would vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, which 
is nothing more nor Jess than the old Missouri 
compromise; and though he believed that under 
the Constitution he had aright. to go to any part 
of the territories. of -the United States with his 
property of every description, yet upon a doubt- 
ful point of constitutional law, involving vital iñ- 
terests of a sectional character, it was the duty of 
the two sections to compromise their differencés 
by ani agreed construction, and especially where 
the opinions of neither could be adopted’ ‘as thë 
rule of action without seriously injuring the rights 
of the other. This is a qestion of implied power. 
No direct grant was.to be found in the..Constitu- 
tion, Weare to presume that both sides are 
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equally honest in their interpretation of the Con- 
stitution. But the views of neither can be adopt- 
ed without serious injury to the other,amounting 
to a disfranchisement. In ordinary cases, the will 
of the majority would, and ought to be submitted 

to. In cases like this, it cannot be, because it in- 
volves the very existence of the weaker party. If 
the constitutional views of both parties are hon- 
estly and seriously entertained, then. neither can 

say authoritatively that the other is wrong. It 
presents the very case for a compromise,as neither 
can submit to the views of the other. An agreed 

construction of the Constitution, therefore, where- 
each shall yield something to the other, is the 

only alternative to disruption, and the qiestion 

becomes one ofcompromise or separation. A third 

result, it is true, may be the submission of one of 
the parties. Now, sir, let us settle: this dispute, in 

imitation of eur fathers, by waiving the question 

of powerand dividing the territory. We offer the 

North the “tion’s share.”? 

Mr. McWILLIE renewed the motion, and said: 
Mr. Chairman, 1 have made the motion now 
under consideration, with the honest purpose of 
perfecting the bill, so far as to be able, if possible, 
to give the measure my support; believing, as I do, 
that no measure is so likely to pacify the country 
as the adoption of the Missouri compromise line, 
Feannot do otherwise than voteforit. I would sup- 
port almost any measure which would give repose 
tothe country. The Missouri compromise line has 
in its favor a prescription of thirty years; the 
people understand it, and, in my opinion, it is the 
safest measure for the whole country. If wecannot 
enjoy this territory in common, why not divide it? 
I greatly deprecate the present excitement—l think 
it most mischievous in its effects upon the country. 
Since the first day of the session of the present 
Congress, we have been sowing dragon’s teeth: 
I fear we are to have an abundant harvest of armed 
men. Wehere are in the habit of talking about a 
dissolution of the Union, and the formation of a 
northern and southern confederacy.” We may 
readily, by the use of a sufficient quantity of 
powder, blow this Capitol to fragments; but no 
man can tell who would be destroyed by the ex- 
plosion, or where the pieces would fall. So as 
to the dissolution of the Union—no man can tell 
what may be the result. To avoid such a catas- | 
trophe, we should settle the question now unfor- 
tunately causing so much excitement and dis- 
agreement between the two sections of the coun- 
try, iù a manner which shall satisfy all, by doing 
justice to all. 

As to the Mexican laws, of which we have 
heard so much in this debate, I do not believe that 
there is the shadow of a shade of a Mexican law, | 
on the subject of slavery, in force in the newly- 
acquired territories. The civil institutions of that 
people, existing under the Mexican laws at the 
time we acquired the territories—the rights of prop- 
erty, the rights and obligations of contract, the 
civil relations of parent and child, of husband and | 
wife, have come to us; and if the institution of sla- 
very had been there, it, too, would have come. 
But there is no such thing there; the institution of 
slavery does not exist: the declaration that it 


should not be there was but a mere emanation of ij- 


the sovereign will; it was the political law of the | 
land, and, being such, I hold was superseded by | 
the extension of our political law, the Constitution, | 
over those territories. But that point being dis- 
puted, it is our duty to pass upon it. We profess to 
be anxious to settle our present difficulties, and shall 
‘we dodge the question? sball we evadeit? shall we 
go home and leave it to the courts hereafter under 
the excitement and fury which has been gotten up 
—shall we leave it to the courts year after year to 
have this question debated before them, for the 
purpose of agitation, and with the result possibly 
of destroying this glorious fabric of our Union? 
The five minutes expired. - 
Mr. McWILLIE withdrew the amendmen 
temporarily at the request of n E 
Mr. CARTTER, who renewed it, to afford him | 
an opportunity to address the committee. He 
said: Mr. Chairman, Lwill renew the amendment, 
not for the purpose of Making a speech on slavery. || 
I have not troubled the committee, nor do 1 intend |! 
to upon that subject. I rise, sir, with the view of j 
making a single remark in answer to the claim i 
put forth by gentlemen of the South—-that. Cali- | 


kag soe 
fornia ought to be divided between free and slave | 


t f 
| 


| edge but once before, and it was then, as now, 
| overruled by an overwhelming vote. I now proceed 


governments. Sir, I consider the question of thei 


character of that government. already-determined;* 
wisely and irreversibly determined, settled and 
unalterably settled by the-citizens-of California 
in State convention assembled—the only. manner 
in which, and the only basis by which it could be 
settled. The sovereign control-of the subject of 
slavery in State conyention-is. conceded by every 
fraction of opinion, and: faction of sentiment-in. 
this House, and connected: with this subject, this 
is the only: point upon which it does agree. Why 
then: this’ war. upon California—this attempt to 
control her public mind upon this subject, this 
effort to reverse her judgment, or bar her admis- | 
sion? Let me admonish honorable members, that 
California is peopled by men from the loins of | 
every State in the Union,—freemen, who have 
been educated to believe that they have a right to 
construct a government after their own,choice, as 
far as this subject is concerned. I ask gentlemen 
seriously, if they vainly suppose that a minority, 
or a majority of this House could control their : 
will in this particular, whatever might be the vote? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the freemen of California, 
I apprehend, are fashioned very much like our- 
selyes—they are bone of our bone. And if men 
upon this floor possess hardihood enough toattempt 
to bring their organic law under contribution to 
their own peculiar State institutions, they will find 
the freemen cf California possessing manhood 
enough to defend the government of their own crea- 
tion. I repeat again, sir, this question, as far as it 
relates to California, is already adjudged, deter- 
mined by its legitimate tryers, and it is pure polit- 
ical arrogance to interfere with it. If we are to 
have a continued effort on the part of existing 
States to provincialize infant States to their pecu- 
liar. institutions, I would recommend members 
desiring it to Sparse the venue, turn your atten- 
tion in the dired@fon of the Rio Grande; itis possible | 
you may find victims there—it is quite too late in 
California. 

Mr. VENABLE renewed the amendment. 

Mr HARRIS, of Illinois, rose to a question of 
order. How long, he inquired, could an amend- 
ment travel round the House, and be handed over į 
in this manner from one member to another to al- 
low speeches to bemade? Was this in order? | 

The CHAIRMAN decided that a member had 
aright to make a motion and withdraw it, and that 
another member had a right to renew it, 

Mr HARRIS. Does the Chairman overrule 
by point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does overrule it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then J appeal from the decision, 
and desire to see whether these amendments are to 
travel round and be debated forever. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the point of order and | 
his decision. 

Mr. HARRIS desired, he said, to state his point 
of orderas he had made it. His point of order i| 


was not thata member had no right to make a || i 
thought that speeches were evasive; 


motion and withdraw it when made, or that an- 
other member had not the right to make a similar 
motione Butit was that the motion could not be 
handed round, by concert, from one member to 
another, time without end, for the purpose of ma- 
king speeches. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. a f 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committe,”’ was then 
taken, and decided inthe affirmative without a j/ 
division. 7 ` 

So the decision of the- Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. VENABLE then resumed the floor. He i 
said, I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ; 
Harris] is now satisfied with the point of order. | 
It has never been raised here within my knowl- || 

H 


to reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cart- 
TER.| To the patriotic appeal of my friend from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Mc Wivuie,] he sneeringly re- 
plies, that before we bargain about boundanes we 
must be on bargaining ground; that the people 
of California, in their sovereignty, have fixed the 
constitution and boundary, and Congress have no 
right to alter it—that it is a foregone conclusion, 
Sir, does the gentleman forget that. Congress has 
always asserted the right to fix and alter bounda- 
ries? Michigan, Lowa, and last session Wiscon- 
sin, all had their boundaries altered. Yes, sir, | 
Wisconsin, who came here as the last of five 


"GLOBE. 


| House, debate had been stopped. 


i that 


States to be made out of the territory included in | 


the ordinance :of 1787-~Wisconsin was divided, 
and in the- face of that ordinance ‘ehdugh’ terri- ` 
tory left to: make another- State. Sir, this is-In 
character —when the-South:’ is: to-be‘plundered ally 
arguments in our favor are: foregone conclusion 
When Free-Soil and Abolition are to be promoted; 
then all -conclusions -are for: the: North: and: 
against the South. . The remarks of the gentleman: 
could only be made by one who doés ‘not appre: 
ciate -the real: danger: which: menace : thé ‘peace: 
of the country and the integrity. of this¢Unions . 
Does he not’ perceive: that: the whole: country. 
is deeply agitated? -And will he: minister sto 
these agitations? will he. hurry the apprehended: 
mischief by contemptuous indifference ‘to: the 
result? Sir, I desire the repose of the’ people: 
of the United States, I earnestly desire the resto- 
ration of confidence and good feeling. I know that: 
the South has rights and knows them, and that 
forbearance will not be increased by a disregard of 
our claims. I perceive a gentleman smile: at: this 
statement. Sir, it may be a matter of amusement 
to one filled with that pride which springs from the: 
consciousness of the power of a majority. : He 
may smile and when feeling, alienated by injustice, 
shall have destroyed all that the patriot loves’in: 
our Union, he may perhaps have.acquired the no- 
toriety of the incendiary of the temple of ‘Diana. 
So let it be, if he covets it. For myself, for the 
South, I repeat, with my friend. from Mississippi, 
(Mr. McWixtisz,] we have. borne much. for the! 
Union, we will still: bear much; but when ‘theiron. 
heel of oppression by tyrany of a foreign. or dom- 
estic oppressor is raised at me, itis a duty which 


is due to God, and those dependent wpn us, and 
resistance will be made whatever aie conse- 
quence. 

Mr. DOTY. ‘¢*Let it come!” 


Mr. VENABLE, Yes, sir, if your counsels 
prevail itwillcome. It shall not be brought about 
by any act of injustice of mine. If it must come, 
the authors of the evil will occupy an appropriate: 
place in the records of our country. | 1 offered the 


| amendment merely to assert the right which Con- 


gress has always exercised of repealing the boun- 
dary of any territory which claims to have es- 
tablished a State government, and asks admission: 
into the Union. ' ae 
Mr. V. withdrew the amendment. 8 0% s+ 
Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Green, by striking out the second’ 
proviso, and thus confine the Missouri compro-! 
mise to the State of California-alone.'* f 
The amendment having been read— : . TIE 
Mr. ASHMUN said, he had offered it:for.the: 
purpose of bringing the committee to a vote, and 
he did not intend to withdraw the amendment for 
any one. He understood that, by an order of the 
He was not 
about to make a speech, even of the five minutes’ 
duration which the rule allowed, because he 
His object 
was to obtain a vote—to test the sense of the com- 


| mittee upon a question which they all understood, 


and apon which, therefore, there was no necessity 
for discussion afier the six months’:debate which 
had already taken place. ee Oe ea ad : 

The question was then stated to be on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Asnmun. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
tee rise. 

Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. Ewine of 
Tennessee, and Ocie of Pennsylvania.) 

The question was then taken, and the vote was. 
declared to be—ayes 67, noes 84. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Asumun. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, that’ as 
part of the proposition was to strike out, he prè- 
sumed it would first be in order to move to amend 
oint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will remember that itis an amendment to 
an amendment, and that therefore no amendment. 
is now in order. : 

Mr. STANTON. I spppose, sir, that the: por- 
tion proposed to be stricken out is amendable be- 
fore the question is taken on striking it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisan amendment to 
amendment. . Beyond that we cannot go. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. 
to move to-amend the section before 
is put on striking it out? 

kál 


I move that the commit- 


2 


an 


Is it notin order 
the question 


Soo mrs 
‘The CHAIRMAN: Itis not in order. 

“Mr. EVANS: 1 appeal fram the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN said-that:the proposition 
was not understood. | And- the Chair explained it 

The amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setta; [Mr.:Asumon]:wasan amendment to.an 
amendment; therefore no further motion to amend 
was in order.” ; ; f 

Mr EVANS gaye his understanding of the 
proposition, and said that he proposed to amend 
or, perfect the original proposition before the ques- 
tion. was taken on striking out. 

After some conversation between the Chairman 
and Mr, Evans— 

The CHAIRMAN reconsidered his decision, 
and declared that it was competent to move an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. AsHmun.] 

à Mr. STANTON, of. Tennessee, claimed the 

oor. l i 

-Mr. EVANS said he would yield it. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked for an explanation of the 
decision. 

The Chair explained. 

“Mr. ASHMUN appealed from the decision 
{declaring admissible an amendment to his amend- 


ment.) 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, called for 
tellers on the.anpeal. 

Messrs. McMuuey, of Virginia, and OGLE, 
Pennsylvania, were appointed, 

And the question, ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
was then taken and decided in the negative—ayes 
TA, noes ii 

So the Aon of the Chair was reversed. 

‘And it was declared that no amendment to the 
amendment of Mr. Asumun was in order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise. 

Tellers (the same gentlemen as on the last pre- 
ceding vote) were appointed. 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
negative+-ayes 74, noes 89. 

So the committee refused to rise: 

Mr. BAYLY. I move the following amend- 
ment to the clause proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the decision just 
made by the committee, it is not in order to move 
an amendment to the amendment. 

My BAYLY. 1 know it has been so decided. 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that an 
amendment would be in order. An appeal was 
taken, and the decision of the Chair was over- 
ruled by the committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. Contrary decisions have been 
made Ly every Speaker since | have been in Con- 
gress, and I appeal from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. A contrary decision was 
made by the Chair, and was overruled by the 
committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. I wish to reverse that decision 
of the committee. The decision is absurd. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 


of 


order. 

Mr. BAYLY. Does the Chair mean to decide 
that the decision made by the committee is to stand 
through all time, and that I cannot raise the point 
again with a view to reverse the decision of the 
committee itself? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that it 
wasin order to amend or perfect before striking 
out, and the committee overruled the decision. 
Upon that decision the Chair feels constrained to 
declare the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 know it; and I appeal. 
sire distinctly to state this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 hope the House understand 
the question. I call for tellers. 

Mr. MEADE invited the Chair to state the point 


I de- 


of order. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question, and his 
decision, (as conforming with the expressed will 
of the committee.) 

Mr. McLANE, of Mayland.” May I havea 
paragraph from the “ Manual” read for informa- 


tion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. McLANE. Iask it. 


Objection was made. 
Mre ASHMUN called for the reading -of the 


La 


decision, the gentleman from 


proposed amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr Bayry ] 0 i L 

-The CHAIRMAN, (to Mr. Bayry.:) Will the 
gentleman from Virginia send his: proposition to 
the Chair? ` $ s 

[Several Voices. It-makes no difference what 
the proposition is—not at all—the only question 
is; whether any amendment is in order?] 

Mr. BAYLY. Ishalf not send my amendment 
to the Chair; because it has been declared out of 
order. If the decision should be reversed, I will 
thet send it 3 te 

The CHAIRMAN. ©The Chair has decided 
that, under the decision of the committee, no 
amendment is in order to the amendment of ‘the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Asumoun.] 
The amendment itself, for aught the Chair knows, 
may be outof order. But the decision is made, 
without reference to the character of the amend- 
ment, and solely under the judgment of the com- 
mittee, which has declared any amendment out of 
order. i s 

Mr. ASHMUN. Ts the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bary Ly] or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia proposes an amendment. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will the Chair state what 
the amendment is? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia inquires.whether it is in order to move an 
amendment to the proviso of the gentleman from 
Missouri, The Chair decides that it is not in 
orger. 

Mr. ASHMUN, (interrupting.) That is an 
abstraction. T want to see what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN, (continuing.) From that 
Virginia appeals. 
The question is on the appeal. 


reading of the manual? 

Mr. SILVESTER suggested, as a question of 
order, whether the gentleman from Virginia could 
take an appeal, when he had offered no aménd- 
ment? The amendment (he said) had not been 
offered. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Chair has decided that no 
amendment is in order; and from that decision I 


apneal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not informed 
what the gentleman’s amendment is. The Chair 
cannot decide whether itis in order or not, until 
it is offered. 

Mr. BAYLY sent his amendment up to the 
Clerk. i 

The Clerk was about to read it. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will the Clerk hand the amend- 
ment to the Chair? The Chair can see what it 
proposes. 

The amendment was passed to the Chairman, 
and by him examined. 

Mr. SILVESTER. The amendment has not 
been read to the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

amendment. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississinni. I object to 
the reading of the amendment. 
what it proposes canot affect the point of order. 
The Chair decides that no amendment can he of- 
fered. 
decided by gentlemen as they may be in favor of, 
or,against, theamendment. I myself do not know 
what the amendment is; F want the question, 
whether or not any amendment can be offered, de- 
cided befnre the amendment is read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
culty whatever in deciding that it 
the committee to 
Clerk will read the amendment. 


The Clerk will read the 


has no diffi- 


move to strike out, in the 13th line of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, the words, 
t together with the compromise therein effected.” 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment out 
of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. From that decision I appeal. 

Mr. EVANS; of Maryland. I call for the read- 
ing of the Manual upon this paint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Manual will be read, 
if the reading is not objected to. 

Mr. PARKER objected to the reading. 

Mr. EVANS. Itisthe rule by which the House 
is governed. 1 make the point that any member 


has the right to-have-the rule relating to the busi- 
ness on which we are acting read. 


Mr. McLANE. Does an ybod object to the | 


The question of ; 


I have no idea that the appeal shall be | 


is the right of ; 
have the amendment read. The | 


My. BAYLY. I withdraw the amendment, and | 


8 June -$ 1, 


The CHAIRMAN 


VLA was understood to say, that 
it was.the right of thée-genfleman to cali for the 
reading. i FARD 


The extract from the Manual was accordingly 
read, as follows: TRS P AA we 
t When it is proposed to amend, by inserting a paragraph, 
or part of one, the friends of the paragraph may. make it as. 
perfect as they can by amendments, before’ the question is 
put for inserting it. if it be received, it cannot-be amended. 
afterwards, inle same stage; because the. House has on a 
vote agreed to it in that form. in like manner, if itis pro- 
posed to amend by- striking out a paragraph, the friends of 
the paragraplPare first to make it as perfect as they can by 
amendments, before the question is: put for suiking it out. 
If on the question it be retained, it cannot be amended af- 
terwards, because a vote against striking out. is equivalent 
lu a vote agreeing to it in that form.?? 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the question was 
on the appeal. ` 
Mr. BAYLY asked for tellers. 
Mr. ASHMUN. Will the Chairman state the 
precise words which it is proposed to strike out? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. . 
The Clerk read the words, 
compromise therein effected.” 
Mr. ASHMUN inquired if it would be in order 
to strike out the words ‘* therein contained,” and 
so keep on?. Would it not be equally in order 
with the motion of the gentleman from Virginia? 
The CHAIRMAN humorously replied, that the, 
Chair could not undertake to say whether such 
an amendment would be in order until the point 
of order, whether or not the proviso was amend- 
able at all, was first decided. 
The CHAIRMAN propounded the question on 
the appeal. 
r. KAUFMAN said, he would move that the 
committee rise. : $ , 
The motion not being heard by the Chair, and 
not insisted on, was not received. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr, ORR asked that the question be stated. 
The CHAIRMAN again stated the question. 
The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Green] had 
proposed an amendment to the first section; the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Asamun] had 
proposed to strike out a portion of that amend- 
ment, being the whole of one proviso proposed in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. 


“ together with the 


i| The gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Bayiy] pro- 


posed to amend, by way of perfecting the matter 
proposed to be stricken out by the gprueman from 
Massachusetts. The Chair decided——was: com- 
pelled to decide, by the decision just made by the 
committee, involving the same question—that the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia to amend 
the matter thus proposed to be stricken out was 
not in order. From that decision. the gentleman 
from Virginia appealed; and the question was, 
‘ Shall the decision of thé Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee?” 

The question was taken, 
ayes 79, noes 90. 

So the decision of the Chairman (made in ac- 
cordance with the decision of the committee upon 
the previous appeal) was overruled. 

So the amendment of Mr. Barzy was decided 
to be in order. 

Pending the question upon its adoption— . 

On motion by Mr. KAUFMAN— 

The committee rose and reported. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made a report. 

And the House adjourned. 


and the tellers reported 


PETITIONS, &e, i 
The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under the rule, and appropriately re- 


ferred: 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of David Harttung and 
86 other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking 
an immediate modification of existing tariff Jaws. 

Also, the petition of Sagar Chadwick and 57 other citi- 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- 

OSC. 
Also, the petition of ‘William Parmly. and 66 other citi- 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- 
ase. z 
Also. the petition of Amos Stine and 54 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Petinsylvania, for the same purpose. 

Also, the petition of John M. Crossiand and 11 other 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same 
purpose. 

‘Also, the petition of John Temple and 15 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for ihe same purpose. 

‘Alsogthe petition of T. Garretson and 17 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. , 

Also, the petition of David D. Lewis and 51 other citi- 


zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania; for the same pur- 
pose. ee 


1850. 
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Also, the petition of James .A. Inness and 67 other citi- 

zeus of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- 
Ose. K 

Aiso, the petition of Daniel Bush and 56 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose, 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of G. Erskine and 141 
oltier citizens of St. Lovis, Missouri, praying the establisbh- 
ment of an additional trial terns of the cireuit court of the 
United States, in the State of Missouri, and a correspond- 
ing increase of compensation to the district judge. 


By Mr. PHGENIX: A memorial to amend an act entitled’ 


“An act coucerping the registry and recording of ships or 
other vessels,” passed December 3}, 1792. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania: The remonstrance 
of O, Collins and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, «gainst 
the rengwai of the patent granted to Austin and Zebulon 
Parker, for alleged improvements upon reaction water- 
wheels. ; i 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of citizens of the city of 
Rochester and veie New York, for the reduction of post- 
age to two cents, pr jd, Upon letters not over halfan ounce, 
and five cents upon letters not over one ounce, for all dis- 
tances, 

Adso, a petition for the abolition of the franking privilege, 
and providing for the free transmission of newspapers 
through the mails within thirty miles of the place of publi- 

, cation. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of William Burke and 
8 others, volunteers in the Florida war, who were on board 
the ship Charles Wharton at the time of her shipwreck, 
praying for bounty land and compensation for losses. 

Also, the petition of Charles P. Smith and seven athers, 
who were on board of the same ship at the time of her ship- 
wreck, praying for bounty land and compensation for losses. 

` By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of Charles H. Frisbee 
and 37 other citizens of Columbus, Ohio, asking the passage 
of a law compelling all vessels navigating the waters of the 
United States, which carry passengers, to provide and carry 
life-boats and other life-saving apparatus. 

Also, the petition of J. A. ‘Taylor and 46 others, of same 
place, upon the sane subject. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 24 citizens of Dear- 
born county, Indiana, praying Congress to repeal all laws 
by which slavery or the slave trade is authorized in the 
District of Cotumbia. 

Also, the petition of 34 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to refuse the admission of any more slave 
States. 

Also, the petition of 39 citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to provide a trial by jury for persons claimed 
as fugitive slaves. 

_ Also, the petition of 3) citizens of the same county, pray- 
ing Congress to secure, by law, freedom in all the territories 
of the United States. 


IN SENATE. 


Turspay, June 11, 1850. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, in compliance with a resolution 
of. the Senate of the 3d instant, calling for instruc- 
tions given and orders issued in relation to the as- 
semblage of persons on Round Island during the 
summer of 1849, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of the Navy and accompanying docu- 


ments, containing all the information not hereto- | 


fore communicated to the Senate; which was read 
and ordered to be printed. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War in 
further compliance with the resolution of the Sen- 
ate calling for copies of reports on the geology and 
topography of California. The motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. RUSK presented a memorial of citizens of 
Brownsville and its vicinity, in the State of Texas, 
in the valley of the Rio Grande, setting forth that 
the trade of the valley has increased so as to be- 
come second in importance to no other port on the 


Gulf of Mexico, and bidding fair at no distant date | 


to equal thatof any port on the Atlantic south of 


New York, and asking the extension of mail facil- | 


ities between that place and New Orleans; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
and Post Roads.’ . ' 

Mr. RUSK. Ialso present the petition of cer- 
tain clerks, temporarily enmployed in the office of 
the Second Auditor for some two or three years 
past at the daily compensation of $3. They ask 
Congress to increase it to $4 per day. | The peti- 
tion is accompanied by a letter from the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury, than whom perhaps 
there is not a more faithful officer, stating the ser- 
vices which these individuals have performed. I 
hope the petition will be favorably considered by 
the Finance Committee, to which I move its refer- 
ence. The petition was so referred. 

Mr. HALE presented four petitions from citi- 
zens of Whiteford, in the county of Coos, New 
Hampshire, asking for the repeal of all laws en- 
acted by Congress by which slavery or the slave 
trade is authorized or sanctioned in the city of 
Washington, and that inthe event of their non- 
-repeal the seat of the Natidnal Government may 


E 


Post Office’ 


be removed to.some-more suitablelocation; which 
were read and ordered ‘to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of Wm. Goodell and twenty-one 
other citizens of Qntario county, ‘New York, ask- 
ing the prohibition. of the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. i i 

Also, a petition of A; G. Foss and one hundred’ 
and sixteen other citizens of Hillsborough county, 
New Hampshire, asking that the resolutions in- 
troduced by Mr. Cray may not pass, and that the 
slave trade may be abolished in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the law of 1793 in relation to the rec- 
lamation of fugitive slaves may be repealed, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of J. By McAllister and thirty- 
eight other citizeris of Chester county, Pennsylva- 
nia, asking that the slave trade be expressly pro- 
hibited by an act of Congress in all the Territories 
of the United States, and that no State be admitted 
into the Union whose constitution does not ex- 
pressly prohibit slavery within its limits, and that 
slavery may be abolished in the District of Colum- 
bia and wherever else Congress has the constitu- 
tional power to abolish it; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also, a petition from Charles Adams and thirty- 
six other inhabitants of the city and county of 
Philadelphia, for a law prohibiting internal slave 
trade; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

„Also, a petition from J. Franklin and eighteen 
other citizens of Gloucester county, in the State of 
New Jersey, praying that if slavery be a blessing, 
that all the people of the United States may be al- 
lowed to participate in its benefits; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition from Samuel H. Peckham and 
four others, of Lunenberg, Massachusetts, ex- 
pressing their apprehensions that the contest now 
going on to decide whether our newly-acquired 
territory shall remain free, or be cursed with the 


| plague-spot of slavery, will eventually dissolve the 


Union, however it may be decided, and requesting 
Congress to restore immediately to Mexico all the 
territory obtained from her, either by conquest or 
treaty, as being the most honorable compromise 
of the question; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. ; 

Also, a petition from Abigail Euller, late widow 
of Timothy Newman, an officer in the naval ser- 
vice during the Revolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


TEXAS AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following reso- 
Jution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


| qnesied to inform the Senate whether any orders have been 


issued to any military officer or officers at Santa Fé to hold 
possession against the authority of Texas, or in any way to 
embarrass or prevent the exercise of her jurisdiction over 
that country, and that he be requested to furnish the Senate 
with any correspondence which may have taken place be- 
tween the War Department and the military stationed at 
Santa Fé, since the date of his last communication to the 
Senate on that subject. 


RECORDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
repeal a part of the Gth section of an act approved 
September 15, 1789, entitled ‘ An act to provide 
for the safe-keeping of the records and seal of the 
United States and for other purposes,’’ was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE IN MAINE 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the bill making 
an appropriation for a custom-house at Bangor, in 
the State of Maine, wasreada third time and passed. 
PRESENTS FROM THE SULTAN OF TURKEY. 

Thé joint resolution for the relief of Samuel B. 
Colt and J. F. Morse, was read a third time and 
passed. 


INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the Elouse of Representatives to the bill 
to increase the rank and file of the army, and to 
encourage enlistments. 

The first question was on concurring in the 
amendment of the House to the second section. 

Mr. RUSK. hope that amendment will. not 
be concurred in. It would be an expense for no 
possible benefit whatever. All those who have 


GLOBE: 


any acquaintance with military service kndw 
that mounted infantry, those who have ber 

years in the. service and know nothing: o 
about horses, and who are at an age too when U 
can learn nothing with regard to them, are perfe 
useless; more useless on horseback,a vast eal than" 
ön foot. In the first place, they do not know how tọ 


House of Representatives does not anèwer the 


purpose at all. Lt will be a mere expense forno 
earthly use; for E am sure thatthe infantry would 
be utterly useless and unable to contend against 
the Indians, if mounted. s 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not entirely 
approve of the amendment of the House. Indeed, 
I had expected to oppose it. Itis not, however,’ 
quite so bad as the Senator from Texas represents, 
It is a discretionary power conferred on the 
President to mount such portions of infantry: 
serving on the frontier as he may ‘think proper. 
In the bill which passed the Senate, and’ which’ 
comes back from the House with this amendment, 
provision, is. made to secure the enlistment sof" 
western men; and I may be permitted to say to’ 
the Senate that the Secretary of War connected 
that provision with this amendment, expecting” 
that men would be enlisted in the West who would 
be suitable for mounted service; and I do not 
doubt such enlistments may be made, if they have 
a guarantee that they are to serve on horseback. 
The Senator from Texas will probably admit that 
this isan expectation which is well founded. The 
Secretary of War proposes, then, to select such men 
from the different companies at various stations on 
the frontiers, and convert them into mounted men. 
The companies of infantry will thus have on their 
muster-rollsmen serving on horseback. Theyare to 
be equipped and used as mounted men, to act as es- 
corts and to pursue the predatory bands of Indiana. 
Such, [think it due to the Secretary of Warto 
state, was the plan he proposed; and itis, in my 
opinion, capable of execution, if we may consent 
thus to disturb the organization of the army. It 
would require additional remuneration to the men 
thus to serve on horseback. They would require 
the pay of cavalry, because their expenses would 
be increased by such service; and unless ‘they 
serve permanently, | agree with the Senator from 
Texas that they would be utterly useless. You 
could notdetaila man unacquainted with his horse, 
and untrained to riding, and expect him to perform 
the duty of a soldier of cavalry. He could only 
use the horse for transportation, to. carry him 
where he had to act, and the chances would be 
that the man and horse would part company be- 
fore they got to the place of destination.: ‘But if, 
j indeed, the man and horse should together, get 
there and ‘back again-—he having no cavalry m- 
struction—no, perman nterest or attachment to 


ent I 
the horse--would, by his ignorance and careless- 
ness, neglect and abuse the animal. 


I. think, 
therefore, on the whole, that the provision is not 
entirely an economical one. | would myself pre- 
fer, both for efficiency and economy, to see such 
mounted force as is required regularly organized, 
Yet, though the expense would be greater, man 
for man, as long as itis kept up, according to the 
proposed plan, it is much easier to get rid of it 
when no longer required as a mounted force., The 
infantry could be ordered again on foot, without 
alaw for disbandment, and the horses gould be 
sold. I think with the increase of the a pro- 
posed, by increasing the rank and file of the fron- 
tier companies, and with the enlistments which 
can be effected with 


the guarantee that they are to 
serve on horseback, that the amendment co 


uld be 
made quite useful, though not so good-asa regular- 
ly organized force of cavalry. [havealways been, 
in favor of having in our army, upon the peace 
establishment, a nucleus for every branch of the 
service. We have in recent years added lighet 
artillery and dragoons. We have, however, Bo 
light cavalry and no lancers.. J think a segiment: 
of light cavalry,‘and one. or two aquadrons of that 


| 
| 
| 
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regiment armed as lancérs, would’be a proper ad- 
dition to the permanent organization of the army, 
on the peace establishment, and would be the 
most effective force that we could have for the 
protection of the frontier. akc ` 

Mr, RUSK.” I am satisfied that this is clearly 
an expense for nothing. ‘The advantages which 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi supposes 
would result from it are not commensurate in my 
opinion with the expense. When we seek to en- 
list men they will certainly much more ‘readily. 
enlist for horse than for foot service. But here 
there will be no guarantee. They will be enlisted 
in‘ the infantry, and at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War or the President they may or may not 
be mounted. You could not, then, get the proper 
materials, from the uncertainty as to what kind of 
servicé they would perform. Now, so far as in- 
fantry or mounted infantry are concerned, on the 
frontiers of the country they are worse than use- 
less. speak from experience, and I say that they 
are worse than useless. They operate as no de- 
fence to the frontier and as a temptation to the In- 
dians. The business of these prairie Indians is to 
rob, steal, plunder, and scalp. You place, then, 
in their neighborhood a garrison of infantry, who 
must necessarily have some kind of property about 
the garrison. The {ndians are first-rate horsemen; 
they are tempted there because they know the in- 
fantry cannot pursue them. They are tempted, in 
the first place, to these places in the hope of plun- 
der, which they carry back to their tribe as an 
evidence of chivalry and bravery; and, in the sec- 
ond place, if they can catch a careless soldier about 
the infantry. establishment they scalp him, and 
carry back his scalp as a mark of great honor and 
bravery, and dance over it with their tribe, It is 
utterly impossible for the infantry to follow them, 
and there 1s a great necessity of a mounted force of 
a most active character. As I have before had oc- 
casion to state, the people of Santa Fé are worse 
protected row and the Indians commit more depre- 
dations than ever before; and what is the reason? 
The reason is, that the temptation to commit these 

depredations is greater. Travelers. are passing 
through an unprotected country, and they cannot 
resist the temptation to attack these unguarded 
travelers for the sake of plunder. Some places on 
the frontiers of Texas are suffering worse than 
they have ever done before, and the reason of it is 
the unguarded condition of the country and the 
number of emigrants passing to California by land. 
Under these circumstances, in my opinion, we are 
adopting a method totally inadequate to the neces- 
sity of the case. The expense of one or two regi- 
ments on the frontier should be nothing compared 
with the absolute obligation which rests on the 
Government to protect it. You cannot stop the 
travel to California or the settlement on the fron- 
tiers of Texas and in New Mexico, and it becomes 
therefore the imperative duty of Congress to pro- 
tect them. And, sir, if this state of things is al- 
lowed to continue fortwo or three years, the whole 
tribes will join in these warlike depredations, and 
what might now be preyented by the expenditure 
of a few thousand dollars will cost millions here- 
after. { hope, therefore, the amendment will be 
rejected; and at the proper time I will introduce a 
bill to increase the cavalry of the army. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have listened with some at- 
tention to the gentlemen who have discussed this 
bill, who are both gentlemen of great military ex- 
perience ; and although I do not profess to know 
much about such matters, yet I think I see that 
the question lies inanut-shell, A bill has passed 
the Senate to increase the army one-third. An 
amendment has been put in by the House, which 
is designed to make that inercase of one-third 
cover both the increase of the infantry and of the 
cavalry. The Senator from Texas wishes to 
strike @pt the amendment of the House which 
confines the increase of both arms of the service 
within certain limits, because he wishes to increase 
the army not only by one-third in infantry, but 
also to raise an additional force of cavalry; thus ma- 
king the increase greater than the House is willing 
to sanction, and greater than the Senate is willing 
to authorize, unless there was a greater necessity 
for it than has yet been shown. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator allow me to 
interropt him? The bil] makes the increasé of the 
army discretionary in the President of the United 
States. If, after the passage of the bill, it is not 
deemed necessary to increase the infantry of the 


‘army, be can increase the cavalry. It is perfectly 


discretionary. _ P am 

Mr, HUNTER. The bill, with the proposed 
amendment, imposes this limit on the discretion of 
the President, that he shall not increase the army 
more than about one-third in mounted cavalry as 
well as infantry. But if the amendment is reject- 
ed, he may then not only increase the army one- 
third, but he may also raise. such an additional 
force of cavalry as the Senator from Texas may 
induce Congress to sanction. Now, I think the 


increase of one-third enough fora first step. I. 


think the argument of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is conclusive, that the additional forces raised 
in the. West, on the guarrantee that they are to 
serve on horseback, will secure as good dragoons 
as if they were raised for the cavalry service spe- 
cially. T can see no difference between the two 
propositions, except that in the onecase the entire 
increase is limited to one-third of the present 
army, whilst in the other the increase may be much 
greater, should the President sanction it in the ex- 
ercise of the discretion which it is proposed to 
give him. [think one-third enough, and L shall 
therefore vote for the amendment of the House. 
Mr. RUSK. I dislike to trouble the Senate 
again, but this isa matterin which I have more feel- 
ing than if it were a mere matter of economy, or 
of the discretion of the President. We are far 
from these dangers of Indian depredations, and it 
is dificult for us, when examining political econ- 
omy, to realize the position in which the frontier 
is placed, where every night the women and 
children lie down with the expectation of hearing 
the war-whoop of savages before morning. Indian 
depredations are committed all along the frontier, 
from the mouth to the head of the Rio Grande. 
Marders are committed by the Indians on emi- 
grants on their way to California, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States is called upon, day after 
day, by petitions, to protect them. And what 


power has he to do it? Are we to limit his dis-. 


cretion in a matter of this description? He is a 
soldier himself, and has been on the frontier, and 
will know what increase is needed for its protec- 
tion. The treaty obligations which we have in- 
curred to Mexico are every day violated, and the 
President has not the means in his power to pre- 
vent it. Sir, these things may do very well here; 
they may do very well away from the frontier; 
but when [ know that the frontier is bleeding 
everywhere, that it is in a worse condition, so far 
as Texas is concerned, than it was before annexa- 
tion;. when I know that these depredations are 
being committed constantly, and that tribe after 
tribe of the Prairie Indians are joining in them, 
and that Mexican captives are constantly being 
taken by the Indians residing in the territories of 
the United States, in violation of the treaty; when 
I know all this, I do think that it does not become 
us to be arguing concerning the discretion of the 
President of the United States. It is his duty to 
defend the frontier, and to carry out the provisions 
of the treaty, and to put a stop to the scalping of 
women and children along the frontier, and it is 
our high duty to afford him the means to do it, in- 
stead of discussing economy and the propriety of 
limiting his discretion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I concur entirely with the 
Senator from Texas as to the obligation which 
rests on us, to raise force enough to defend the 
frontier, but the whole question is, how much is 
enough? He might use, with as much propriety, 
the same argument against me, if I was opposing 
a proposition to raise 40,000 or 50,000 troops, as 
in the present instance, because the whole ques- 
tion is as to the amount of increase which may be 
necessary, and not as to the obligation and duty 
of defending the frontier, which we all acknowl- 
edge. Yes, sir, the question is, how many troops 
are required for that purpose. I take it for granted 
that this bill was framed and the amendment of- 
fered at the suggestion of the War Department, 
particularly charged with the subject, and if they 
think this force enough, Iam bound so to consider 
it, unless I know more of the subject than I do. 
Iam no military man, and I do not profess to have 
a particular knowledge of the subject, nor was I 
arguing this as a question of Executive discretion— 
lam arguing as to what is a sufficient number to be 
raised, to enable the Executive to peérform.its duty, 
and I take its own testimony as the best evidence 
within my reach. Ido not want to raise: more 
troops than enough, and I understand:that this is 


a 


+ [Mr. Doner, 


the- -quantity which the. War Department desires, 
and has asked for the defence of the frontier. If. 
itshould be shown, that this is not enough. to prò- 
tect the frontier, then I adroit the obligation that 
would. rest on me to vote for more, and I would 
do it; but I believe. thatthe: proposed-increase is 
enough, and therefore I shall vote for the amend- 
ment. l Joes 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, { 
wish to make a few additional remarks before the 
question is put to vote. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia has properly said. that this is not a question 
whether or not we shall perform our duty of pro- 
tecting the frontier. That has been done by all- 
the means at the command of the Secretary of 
War, and the employment of ifiẹgers in addition. 
to the troops he had at his command. In his 
report for this year, the Secretar asks for the ad~ 
dition granted to him in this bill, and throws out 
a suggestion, which is carried out by the amend- 
ment of the House, that authority should be given 
to mount á certain portion of the infantry. ‘That 
is done to a certain extent.usually on the frontier 
stations. It is done either by hiring or by keeping 
horses to furnish escorts, and for other detached 
service. The question to be decided in the amend- 
-mept is, not whether the infantry ride, if tempora- 
rity mounted, as well as the Indians, but whether. 
a force organized as recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War can act efficiently against the Indians. 
I believe they can. I believe that white men, 
mounted upon our horses, can catch and control 
these much-vaunted horsemen, the ‘wild riders of 
the prairie. And this is not a vague opinion. 
recollect when my venerable friend behind me 
of Wisconsin,] commanded a regi- 
I held an humble post, he pursued 
the Camanches, followed them from day to day 
till he overtook them, with a force much smaller 
than their own; and when by treachery they es- 
caped and fled, he pursued and caught them again, 
and compelled them to come to terms of peace. 
Colonél Doper’s men had been but recently 
enlisted; they had undergone little cavalry instruc- 
tion; they were just such men as would be enlisted 
in this instance. There were many of those men 
brought from the East, from New York, and Penn- 
sylvania, wholly unaccustomed to the frontiers 
they had not been accustomed ‘to ride from their 
youthe They were not selected from western re- 
cruits, which is the proposition of the Secretary 
of War. But the Senator from Texas mistakes 
my purpose. It is nota measure ofeconomy with 
me. [repeat that I objected to its and, among 
other reasons, because I believe it will be more 
expensive than regularly-mounted men. 1 believe 
it will cost far more money than a regularly~ 
organized corps, on account of the great waste of 
horses and equipments which will result from their 
irregular employment by this infantry acting as 
mounted men. Iam in favor of the creation ofa 
mounted regiment. I prefer that now to the 
mounting of infantry; but I do not think this plan 
so utterly obnoxious as stated by the Senator from 
Texas. These men, 


thus enlisted, and thus 
equipped and mounted, can, I believe, tame the 
terror of those predatory Indians which infest the 
borders of Texas. Our race is superior to theirs; 
our horses are superior to theirs; we are their 
superiors in every way. As to the skill and horse- 
manship of the wild men on their little grass-bred 
horses, it is nothing when brought face to face with 
our own race, riding our own horses and bearing 
the weapons which a skilful ordnance corps far- 
nish to our troops. j , 
I will say to the Senator from Texas that there is 
no one who sympathizes with him more, and few, 
if any, more willing to remove the difficulties en- 
countered on his frontier. Iam ready, and have 
been anxious to organize a mounted corps | of 
light cavalry and lancers—the organization which 
I believe peculiarly adapted to that service. This, 
is not my plan. [do not favor it, or advocate it 


as a measure of economy. It has some advantage, 
the Secretary of War, 


and I thought it due to f 
when such strong grounds were taken against his 
recommendation, that I should state what there 
is in favor of it. It was an act of candor and of 
justice due from meas chairman of the Committee 
‘on Military Affairs to the Secretary ’s plan, although 
Inever approved it. But, sir, we are reduced to’ 
this point: shall we reject the amendment, and be- 
tween the two Houses lose the whole bill? Shall 
we deprive the frontier of the advantage which 


te 


ment in which 
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this bill gives it, and stake all on the hazard of 
raising a cavalry corps? I consider it a very 
imminent hazard. [agree with the Senator from 
Texas as to its necessity, and will unite with 
him in any efforts he may make to accomplish it. 
But, I tell him now, [believe he willfail. I donot 
expect the two Houses of Congress to incur ex- 
pense for a greater increase of the army, or for its 
increase on a plan other than that recommended 
by the President and the Secretary of War. I 
wust say that I think something is due to those 
functionaries. I think‘that the individual placed. at 
the head of a department to execute particular 
duties, should be allowed to a great extent to se- 
lect the means for the execution of those duties. 
For this reason [shave felt disposed from the begin- 
ning to concede a great deal to the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, and to adopt his plan as 
far as my judgment would allow. I objected to this, 
however, not merely for the reasons stated by the 
Senator from Texas, but because I think itdestroys 
the unity and perfection of the organization of the 
army. I object to it, not for the reason stated by 
the Senator from Virginia, but because it gives 
too much discretion. I think we should pass 
laws which deciare what we mean, and not turn 
over the law, half made, to be finished at the dis- 
cretion of the Executive. We should, if we want 
cavalry, say so, and how many. I object to this 
partition of the legislative power; and it is merely 
on the score of necessity, uagent necessity for the 
protection of this frontier, which the Senator from 
Texas describes as now bleeding from the assaults 
of predatory bands of Indians, that l agree to the 
bill. I believe the necessity to be great and imme- 
diate, and that this is the only plan by which we 
can provide for it at this session. 

Mr. RUSK. Lam bound to believe, sir, that 
the remedy is as bad as the disease. If you mount 
infantry, unaccustomed to horses, and to serve on 
horseback, you increase the cupidity of the In- 
dians by sending these horses among them under 
the control of men who cannot and do not know 
how to take care of them. It is increasing the cu- 
pidity of the Indians, by sending among them the 
very kind of property which they desire to steal. 
` Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. “Let me turn the 
attention of the Senator to the recommendation of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RUSK. The recommendation to which 
the Senator has pointed me, is to increase the reg- 
ular force as‘that bill does increase it, And I de- 
fer to the President of the United States and his 
recommendation, to that extent, and I am very 
willing to vote for it. That is discretionary with 
him. The Senator from Virginia seems not will- 
ing to trust him with that discretion. My object 
is to ‘have an increase of the regular cavalry, of 
those who can render efficient service on the fron- 
tier. The amendment proposcs to mount the in- 
fantry, and substitute them for cavalry. I have 
had some experience with this sort of force. In 
the first place they cannot take care of their horses, 
or they will not take care of them, and then it em- 
ployed they are useless. To put one upon a 
horse, or to give him a horse, is nothing more than 
to hold out a stronger temptation to the Indians to 
come and steal. My object is to put more force 
on the frontier, but I think this is totally inade- 
quate, and worse than none at all. A 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and there were—yeas 24, nays 18. 

So the amendment was concurred in, and the 
Secretary of the Senate was ordered to inform the 
House of Representatives thereof. 

POST OFFICE REPORT. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the mo- 
tion submitted by Mr. Urnam on the 7th instant, 
to print 5,000 copies in addition to the usual num- 
ber of the report of the Committee. on the Post 
Office and Post Roads on the bill to reduce the 
rates of postage; and the motion was agreed to. 


PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. TURNEY. As the hour for the consider- 
ation of the special order, namely, the bill to 
amend an act to promote the progress of the use- 
ful arts, is past, | move that its consideration be 
postponed till half past eleven o’cleck te-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move to amend 
the motion by striking out half-past eleven, and 
inserting twelve o'clock. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the original mo- 


En 


tion, and the subject was postponed to half-past 
eleven o’clock to-morrow.. 7 77 


COMPENSATION..FOR. SERVICES. 


_ The Senate then proceeded to consider the mo- 
tion, made on the 14th, day of May last, to recon- 
sider the vote agreeing to a reported amendment 
to the resolution to compensate William G. Col- 
lins, P. G. Washington, and others, submitted 
16th January last. 

Mr. UNDER WOOD. I will state to the Sen- 
ate that the committee reported in favor of a com- 
pensation to these gentlemen at the rate of about 
$12 per -day. Considering the salary they were 
drawing, the original resolution makes the com- 
pensation about $16 per day. The amendment 
which the committee make to the original resolu- 
tion makes the compensation not quite $12 per day. 
We thought that enough, and Í therefore hope 
that the motion to reconsider will not prevail, but 
that the resolution wil) pass as it came from the 
committee. ` 

Mr. MASON. I do not wish to raise a debate 
upon this resolution which may interfere with its 
passage, and therefore I hesitate about pressing a 
reconsideration. But I was not present when the 
resolution was under consideration before. I ask 
the Senate, therefore, to indulge me in giving my 
views upon it. I consider that there is a personal 
obligation on me to seek to have justice done to 
these gentlemen, whatever that may be. This 
work was devolved upon them at my instance, as 
chairman of the Committee of Claims, at a former 
Congress. It was done by order of the Senate of 
the United States, to relieve the Committee of 
Claims from a duty which they are wholly un- 
able to discharge. I have looked into the amount 
of work which was done, and the manner in which 
it was performed, and when I presented this reso- 
lution to pay what is proposed, and which has been 
cut down by the present Committee of Ciaims, I 
did it after a great deal of examination of the work 
done by them; and I declared at the time, and be- 
fore I had consulted them, but after having con- 
sulted with my colleague and one or two other 
gentlemen, that I believed | had placed it at a rate 
too low as a proper compensation for that work. 
I placed it at that low rate because I wished to take 
away all objection to the passage of the resolution. 
I understand the Senator from Kentucky to state 
that the amendment which has been made by the 
committee allows a rate of compensation of about 
twelve or thirteen dollars per day for their Jabor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lt is not quite twelve 
dollars. 

Mr. MASON. Notquitetwelve dollars. And 
in making that estimate he has allowed compensa- 
tion only for the time actually employed in the 
examination of documents, and making compila- 
tions, which by no means embraces all the ume 
they were employed. They were for a consider- 
avle time sedulously employed in searching for 
documents and hunting them up, and of making 
selections of such as they needed before they com- 
menced the examination of the papers. If you 
confine them to thé time actually employed in ma- 
king calculations, you willcut them off from alarge 
proportion of the time for which they are entitled 
to pay. This examination occupied many months, 
and a number of hours each day through these 
months, when they were entitled to remuneration 
as officers of the Government. It was work de- 
volved upon them by the Senate, because they 
were acquainted with it, instead of being devolved 
on strangers to the Government. I shall be grati- 
fied if the amendment can be reconsidered, and the 
original resolution adopted. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I do not know 
what amount of time the committee has allowed 
to these gentlemen; but Í know itis true, as the 
Senator from Virginia has stated, that their labors 
commenced immediately after their appointment; 
that they began to examine papers, and make 
preparation for future work immediately; and that 
they were incessantly engaged ull the work was 
accomplished. I apprehend they are as well en- 
titled to fay for their services in preparing for.this 
work, afterwards to be accomplished, as for the 
work itself. They performed services which were 
highly meritorious and necessary, and I think the 
amount of compensation proposed by the Senator 
from Virginia is not at all too great, or scarcely 
equal to their services, and I would be glad if the 
motion to reconsider should prevail. Lhope it will. 
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` Mr. HUNTER. I only desire to say, 
or two, for I know that if we continue ' 
may kill the resolution itself. I happ 
be in my seat when the Senator from Kenti 
made his motion to. amend this resolution.» 
not then hear his reasons for it. ` 1 think he. says 
the compensation which he proposes will be some 
ten or twelve dollars per day. These gentlemen 
were engaged something like six months in the 
investigation of papers and documents preliminary 
to the actual settlement.” I read on a formër o 
sion a letter from the late Secretary at War; wh 
fixed the compensation at $1,200, and another . 
from the late Comptroller, who fixed it at $1,000. 
I moved the adoption of the lowest sum. I have 
a letter from the present Comptroller, (Mr. W hit- 
tlesey,) who testifies as to the great amount of 
labor performed. Jt is an important and an im- 
mense labor, and I believe this sum will scarcely 
be an adequate compensation. I hope the Senate 
will consider this testimony, and will pass the 
claim. I cannot see how the Senator from Ken- 
tucky makes the compensation amount to twelve 
dollarsa day. They were employed a longer time 
than he has estimated, I think. One, or both of 
them, had to go to Norfolk, in Virginia, to exam- 
ine the books of the bank there, and ascertain the 
claims of ‘that bank. `E believe that the principle 
upon which allowances have been made heréto- 
fore, has been to give them compensation in pro+ 
portion to the salary which ‘they receive, and the 
time occupied in the work. Under the application’ 
of that principle, I think the um which [ propose 
of $1,000 is not an extravagant one, and would be 
less than they would receive under that rule. 

_Mr. UNDERWOOD. The facts are all very 
simple and plain, and I only purpose to state them 
to the Senate. These gentlemen received salaries 
at the rate of $3,000 a year. The committee pro- 
posed to allow them in addition at the rate of 
$100 per month, making $4,200 for the year. We 
thought that enough. The time employed was 
then the only thing to determine.’ If we ascer- 
tained the time correctly, we thought $4,200 a 
year would be enough to compensate them for the 
service rendered. As to the time, there can be no 
difficulty. The report shows the time. ‘The re- 
port states upon its face that they advertised, and 
requested the parties interested in the claims to 
meet on the fifth or sixth of October, when they 
would commence the investigation of these: claims 
before the parties, and before their attorneys. 
The day was fixed to commence, and then the 
date when the report was. made shows when. the 
investigation terminated. We then have ‘the 
commencement of the service shown by the adver- 
tisement, and the termination of the service ac: 
cording to the report; and so the committee fixed 
the time; there can be no dispute about it. My 
friends on the other side say that they rendered 
service before the day arrived which is fixed in 
the advertisement as the time when they were to 
commence investigation, and that they rendered 
service from the date of the adoption of the reso- 


| lution, which I think was the ninth of August. . 


The advertisement shows that the investigation 
was to commence about the sixth of: October, a 
difference of something like two months ‘In time, 
For the purpose of ascertaining what services were 
rendered between the ninth of August and sixth 
of October, I asked one of the commissioners, 
“what did you do?” His answer was, they 
hunted up the papers; they collected the papers. 
That is ail I could ascertain that they did before 
the day of investigation arrived. : 
These claims have been before Congress for 
twenty years, I believe, and there has been inves- 
tigation after investigation; or atleast as my friend 
well knows, time after time the claims have been 
here, and all the papers were in the hands of one 


old gentleman, so far as one party was concerned, 


Weil, it would not have taken a day to get these 
papers together. We then pay for the services 
rendered by the officers of the banks, as a separate 
charge entirely. If we make this allowance, it 
seéms to me it is enough. These are the facts, at 
all events. i 
Mr. WHITCOMB. -l made a mistake in the 
few remarks I made when this subject was up be- 
fore, whieh I feel bound now to-explain.” F then 
said that it had been the common practice of Con- 
gress to refer cases of this very kind to the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department, to be 
settled on principles of equity. Å never! heard of 
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a elaim being brought here by any such officer as 
for extra services. | apprehended, if we. passed 
this claim, we should. lay the foundation for the 
presentation of many similar ones heretofore acted 
on. But I was mistaken*in the supposition that 
this claim came legitimately within the duties.of the 
officers ‘who prefer it.. It didnot come within that 
branch of the accounts at the Treasury Depart- 
ment which it was their duty to attend to. E make. 
this explanation that they and their friends. may. 
have the fall benefit of it: But while [do this, I 
cannot say that my mind has undergone any. 
change as to the amount which I think these gen- 
tlemen ought to have. If the principle which I 


stated at the first was correct, it is clear that they | 


ought to have nothing in addition to their regular 
salaries. I know, sir, there is some difficulty in 
resisting claims; nevertheless, all claims should be 
scrutinized, and, unless well founded, I shall be 
found in opposition to them. 

While the present claimants were performing 
the services for which they now ask compensa- 
tion, they were in the receipt of regular salaries, 
amounting to $8 25 per day. The committee es- 
timated that they were employed about four 
months, and recommended that they should be 
allowed $100 per month for these extra services. 
The present motion seeks to give them nearly 
double that amount, which, even if (us contended 
for). they were employed six months, would 
amount to four dollars; and if four months, six 
dollars per day in addition. 

If L felt disposed to be liberal at all, it would be 
in the case of these very gentlemen. I know one 
of them well, and I know him to-be au excellent 
officer. ‘The other is recommended to me from a 
source in which | have full confidence, as merit- 
ing the most favorable regard. But it is not with 
me a matter of personal favor; and if it were, and 
I felt disposed to manifest my friendship, 1 should 
not feel at liberty to do it atthe expense of the 
public. When a proper occasion presents itself 
to exhibit generosity, I desire to do it from my 
own pocket, for such only would be worthy of 
the name. - Believing the sum recommended by 
the committee to be sufficient, I feel constrained to 
vote against the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, £ cannot under- 
stand what the Senator from Indiana proposes by 
asking, in this Senatorial hody, whether an indi- 
vidual, in his vote for the payment of public 
money, may not be governed by consideiations 
of personal favor. Personal favor to whom? I 
brought in this resolution; it was at my instance 
the Senate directed this work to be done; it was 
the estimate which I placed upon the services 
rendered which the committee reported to the 
Senate. They were services as truly disconnected 
from their appropriate labors as if they had been 
brought from the State of Indiana, So far as I am 
concerned, with relation to a feeling of liberality 
toward these gentlemen, or any other considera- 
tion, one of them I never knew at all, or heard of 
in any manner, except that he was one of the 
‘Auditors of this Government, and | made his ac- 
quaintance incidentally, which has not been con- 
tinued, because there has been no opportunity for 
itsince | came into the Senate. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. If the Senator will allow 
me, I will say that most assuredly I had no idea 
of reflecting upon the motives of any Senator. I 
knew. nothing of the personal relations. of the 
Senator from Virginia. I was thinking of my own 
vote with regard to this question, and of the regard 
J entertained for these gentlemen, but said that if 
I were disposed to gratify my personal feelings, I 
could not do it except at my own expense. lin- 
tended no personal allusion, and entirely exoner- 
ate my friend from any wrong motive. 

Mr. MASON. I do not take it to myself, I 
assure the Senator; but the effect of his remark 
seems to be that there is something in this case 
more than a just regard to the rights of the parties. 
As to the other gentleman who discharged this 
work, I made his acquaintance casually within the 
last eight months, and know but httle of him, 
from having met him in the circles of Washing- 
ton. 1 mention this to show that I had no feeling 
of personal regard to influence me. I go further. 
I say that I fixed the amount of $750 after an 
examination of the work done. And those whom 
I consulted told me it was too low. I replied that! 


thought it better to give amoderate sum, to which- 


all might see they were justly entitled, than to put 


the amount so high as to run the risk of delaying 
of losing the passage of the resolution. i 

I have a single word in-reply to the remark of 
the Senator from Kentucky. He says he under- 
stood that all, the papers examined were in the 
possession of one gentleman of a very eccentric 
character, who-represented One of the parties 
whose claims. were egamined. Mr. President, the 
papers necessary to be examined with reference to 
these claims: were an immense. mass, and were 
stored:away ina state of confusion in one of the 
upper rooms of the War Department, where they 
had been for.a long period of years, having been 
put away without any expectation that they would 
ever be examined, and in the condition that such 
papers will be undersuch circumstances. Of course, 
a great deal of time was required to arrange them. 
i am sorry to have detained the Senate so long. ` 

Mr. CLAY. I am sorry to interfere with the 
passage of this resolution, as I believe this is the 
second time I have felt called on to move its post- 
ponement for the purpose of taking up the order 
of the day. 

Mr. MASON. I the Senator will allow the 
vote to be taken now, it will require buta moment. 

Mr. CLAY. I will allow it, if the speeches will 
allow it. 

The question was then taken on reconsidering 
the volte by which the amendment was adopted, 
and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment, 
which was to strike out $750, and insert $413 333. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 
` The question was then taken on ordering the 
original resolution to a third reading, which was 
agreed to, and it was read a third time aad passed, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary pay out of the contingent 
fund of Ue Senate to William Collins, late First Auditor, 
and to Peter G. Washington, late Sixth Auditor, the sum or 
seven hundred and filty dollars each, for services rendered 
in examinivg aud stating the. accounts of Jennings, Roddy, 
and Carter, under a resolution of the Senate or the Lith 
August, 1848, reported by them to the Senate the 12th Feb- 


ruary, 1849; and that be also pay to William D. Baguall the 
sun of one hundred dollars. 


A THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the ad mission of California asa State into the 
Union, to establish ‘Territorial Governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate for nearly two 
hours, of whose speech a report will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. DAYTON also addressed the Senate for 
upwards of an hour and a half, and, without con- 
cluding, gave way for a motion to adjourn. A 
report of his remarks will appear in the Appendix. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 12, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. GREEN asked the unanimous consent of 
the Efouse to present a memorial from the con- 
tractors for the public printing, with a view to its 
reference to the Committee on Public Printing. 

Mr. ASHMUN (scarcely heard) was under- 
stood to suggest its reference to a select commit- 
tee. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 

So the memorial was not presented. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. BRIGGS asked that the House, by unani- 
mous consent, should proceedto the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. There were, 
he said, a number of bills which it was desirable 
should be taken up and referred. 

Mr. JONES. i have no objection to proceed 
to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table, but I protest against taking up the bills to 
refer them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair SE hie the 
sugvestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Briaes] to be, thatthe House should proceed to 
dispose of bills.on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BRIGGS! That is my object. 

The SPEAKER. ls there any objection? 

Mr. PRESTON KING rose and objected. 

So the motion of Mr. Briges was not enter- 
tained. i i 


"The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for E A as i 
REPORTS: i 
Mr. EWING; from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which-the memorial of the Legislature 
of Texas upon the subject was. referred, reported 
a bill to authorize the payment.to the State of 


| Texas of the amount advanced for the payment 


of a company of volunteers called. into. service du~ 
ring the years 1848 and 1849; which. was read a 
first and second time by. its title, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 
CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 85, noes 65. 

-So the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Boyep in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the special message of the President rela- 
ting to the admission of California, and of the bill 
heretofore reported by Mr. Dory. 

The pending question was on the amendment 
offered yesterday by Mr. Bayxy, to strike from 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Green] the worde, ‘* together with 
the compromise therein effected.” 

Mr. BAYLY was entitled to the floor, 
son ASHMUN desired to ask a question of the 
Chair. 

Mr. BAYLY yielded for the purpose. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired whether, if he should 
now withdraw his amendment, the amendment. of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayxy] would 
fall with it? 

The CHAIRMAN answered that it would. 

Mr. BAYLY. But1 do not yield the floor for 
the purpose. Í 

Mr. B. then proceeded with his remarks, 

Mr. B. said: Mr. Chairman, I had desired to 
be heard in full upon the various propositions now 
before the committee, but l have been so occupied 
with other matters connected with the business of 
the House that I had not time for it, until late in 
the debate, when, from the competition for the 
floor by those who had been struggling for it for a 
good while, I was unable to obtain it. I regret 
this less, as I have on former occasions expressed 
my views at length upon the questions which agi- 
tate us, in most of the bearingsin which they are 
now presented. Indeed, I may say l have been a 
pioneer in the discussion of them; and if l had 
been more fortunate in getting the foor, | confess 
I could have added but little to what I have here- 
tofore said. 1 wish now, before we have come to 
any vote, to state, as explicitly as possible in the 
five minutes which our rules allow me, the princi- 
ples that will guide me throughout. 

l shall act, sir, in the spirit in which the patriots 
and statesmen of the country acted from 1784 to 
1846—for a period of sixty-two years. In the 
former year, Mr. Jefferson introduced into the 
Continental Congress his ordinance for the govern- 
ment of the Western Territory. It proposed 
to include within it “all territory ceded or to be 
ceded” to the United States, as well south, as 
north of the Ohio, It was simple in its pro- 
visions. It proposed to authorize the people, 
‘+ on their own petition of on the order of Con- 
‘ gress, to meet together for the purpose of estab- 
‘ishing temporary governments; to adopt the con- 
‘stitution and laws of arfy one of the original 
‘States, so that such laws, nevertheless, should be 
‘subject to alteration by their ordinary legisla- 
‘ture.’? And it further provided, that when any 
such territory should have twenty thousand inhab- 
itants, the people should meet. together to form a 
permanent government for themselves; and that 
whenever the free inhabitants. thereof should 
amount to as many as the inhabitants of the least 
numerousof the thirteen original States, they should 
be admitted by their delegates into the Congress of 
the United States; Itis true it provided for the 
prohibition of slavery after the year 1800, which 
was a prospective prohibition sixteen years in ad- 
vancé. But this provision was stricken out, Vir- 
ginia, even against Mr, Jefferson, with the other 
southern States voting to strike out. After this 
Mr. Jefferson’s ordinance did not contain a solitary 
j provision of a legislative character. Even the 
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provision that Congress should assent to the meas- 
ures not inconsistent with the principles of the 
Confederation, and necessary for the preservation 
of the public peace and good order among the 
settlers in any of said new States, until they should 
assume a temporary government, was put in by 
amendment. And further than this the Congress 
did not go; and no one proposed to go furthér. 

- It proposed no legislative enactments such as 
the ordinance of *87 contained. The latter pro- 
vided for a course of decents; for the mode of con- 
veying property. Ina word, it provided to someex- 
tent a code of laws. ‘The former did nothing of 
the sort; but it authorized the people to'be affected 
by them to adopt the laws of any of the original 
States. The first ordinance was adopted when 
the Congress was in its full vigor, and when it 
contained the first men in the nation. The last 
when it was expiring, and when most of the 
statesmen enjoying the public confidence were in 
the superior body, the Convention sitting to frame 
the Constitution. Mr. Jefferson left Congress in 
yeh and had nothing to do with the ordinance of 

In 1785, Mr. King, of Massachusetts, moved 
to append the slavery prohibition to the ordinance 
of the year before; and although it was committed, 
(against the vote of the southern States,) nothing 
more was heard of it. In 1787, the proposition 
again came up, and the ordinance of that year 
was adopted. As adopted, it was a compromise. 
It no longer covered the whole territory of the 
United States, as well northwest as southwest of 
the Ohio, but it was confined to the territory 
northwest of that river; the southern point of 
which was north of the thirty-seventh degree of 
north latitude, and the main limits of which were 
still north of that. And it contained a provision 
for the surrender of fugitive slaves. This latter 
provision, which was not contained in the articles 
of Confederation, and the restriction of the appli- 
cation of the slavery prohibition to the Northwest- 
ern Territory, bounded on the south by the Ohio, 
was the compromise. 

In the Convention which framed the Constitu- ! 
tion the compromises on the subject of slavery are 
too well known to admit of a comment. 

In the Missouri compromise, the line of demar- 
cation between the North and the South was 
moved south to 369 30' of north latitude. 

In the Texas annexation resolutions it was ex- 
tended to territory to which it did not apply in 
terms—to territory acquired after its adopuon. 
Its application in that instance was made on the 
motion of a northern, or rather a western man, [Mr, 
Dovcuas,] and it was willingly acquiesced in by 
the South. i 

Thus has this question, on all former occasions 
in our history, been settled upon principles of mu- 
tual concession and harmony. In that spirit Iam 
willing to act now. Butthe course which I shall | 
ultimately take will depend upoh the spirit in 
which | ‘am met upon this point by others. 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed it. 

Mr. S. said, he had renggved the amendment for | 
the purpose of making a few remarks in reply to 
those submitted yesterday by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] and, (continued Mr. S.,) 
1 shall make those remarks, as the gentleman 
knows, in a spirit of friendship, and at the same 
time in that earnest spirit: 

Mr. VAN DYKE interposed to a question of 
order. He understood, he said, that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] had renewed the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] for the purpose of making some remarks 

_ in reply to remarks by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Carrrer] yesterday. Now he, (Mr. V. D.) 
submitted that the gentleman must speak to the | 
amendment, and only to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman would 
confine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, (resuming.) Undoubtedly, 
sir, I shall confine my remarks to the amendment. 
This amendment proposes a stipulation—an agree- 
ment, so far as any agreement or stipulation can 
be made by act of Congress—that States to be 
hereafter organized in the territory south of 36° 
30' shall be admitted into the Union whether they 
adopt slavery as one of their institutions or not. 

Bat, says the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cart- 
reR,] the time for bargaining is gone by, because 


| 


— 


| able to show 


the people of the Territory—the people of the so- 
called State of California, have decided the ques- 
tion for themselves. Who authorized them to de- 
cide it? Upon the same principle, the question was 
decided some -months before by the people of 
Deseret; and how. can-the gentleman give valid- 
ity to the doings of the settlers on the coast of the 
Pacific, and ‘refase a similar yalidity to the ddings 
of settlers ‘upon territories in the interior? If 
the settlers on the Pacific had the right to usurp 
whatsoever power they chose, and to organize 
into a State government territory sufficient for an 
empire, why does the gentleman refuse ‘to an- 
other people, as respectable in all particulars, and, 
so far as we know, as numerous, a similar privi- 
lege to incorporate an equal extent of territory 
into a State government? But neither the one nor 
the other had the right to do this without the 
assent of the Congress of the United States. 

A few days ago, m some remarks which Í had the 
honor to make, I said that I believed it to be the 
duty of the Government of the United States to 
assert its supremacy over this territory—that it 


was ahigh and important principle—a principle ; 


pregnant with momentoustonsequences. And I 
say that it is indispensable to the harmony, the 
welfare, and the progress of the Government, and, 
above all, to the union of the States, if that union 
is to be preserved, that this principle should be 
maintained in its purity and supremacy; that it 
is not in the power of any number of people, who 
may choose to squat down upon the public do- 
main to erect themselves into a State government 
at their own will and pleasure, without the assent 
of the Federal Government, which is but the organ 
and representative of the several States of the 
Union. The time for bargaining, the gentleman 
says, has passed. No, sir, it has not passed. 
Now is the time, and the only time, when the insti- 
tutions of this territory can be legally and constitu- 
tionally settled. ft ought to be settled by the in- 
tervention of the General Government for the 
purpose of bringing about non-intervention, and in 
order to remove those illegal and unconstitutional 
embarrassments which have been thrown in the 
way by the action of the Executive Department of 
this Government. It is indispensable that the 
Federal Government should perform this duty, in 
order that the southern States shall not feel that, in 
the settlement of this question, their rights have 
been disregarded and trampled upon. Therecan be 
no doubt of the power of this Government to disband 
this pseudo government of California. There can 


be no doubt of the power of this Government to | 
this pseudo government of California. There can | 


be no doubt of the power of this Government to 
remand that territory to the condition of dependence 
which properly, legally, and constitutionally be- 
longs to it, unul such time as Congress shail ex- 
press their will that a different character shall be 
given to it. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MORSE said he would renew the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, though he 
would have preferred greatly to speak upon an 
amendmentof his own; but lest some over-scrupu- 
lous gentleman should raise a question of order on 
him he would speak upon the amencment before 
the committee; but inorder that they might under- 
stand the application of his remarks, he would 
state it. It was in these words, in the nature of a 
proviso. As it seems that this Congress deem itto 
be their duty to regulate the customs, manners and 


social relation of the people of the territory, Li 


desire to have inserted ina suitable place in the bill 
the following words: 
« Provided, That neither abolitionism, anti-ventism, agrari- 


anism, Pouricrisin, or Socialism, shall exist in the said State 


or Territory, exceptas a punishment for crime, whereof the 
party shall have been duly tied and convicted by a jury.” 


No attentive observer of the debates for the last 


six months, unless willfully blind, or stricken | 


with judicial blindness, which seems to imply 
some most terrible obliquity of vision, I say, no 
one can doubt that the South have nothing to hope 
from the overwhelming majority of this body, 
either that the securities and guaranties of the 
Constitution will be respected, or that any conces- 
sions will be made by a relentless majority, upon 
any subject connected in any manner with slave- 
ry; but while we have nothing to expect from 
the North by appealing to the Constitution, or to 
the generosi:y of a stronger power, 1 hope to be 
, in a speech, of which these few re- 


marks are only the skeleton, if T am not too 
much occupied to write it out, and. the. unfortu= 
nate controversy is net satisfactorily settled -bo~ 
fore the adjournment, that this jealousy and vin- 
dictive hostility against the South emanate fiom 4 
morbid feeling which exists, and is now “embo- 
died: in the terms expressed “in the ‘proviso: “I 
propose “to: insert: That “this” “vate-yourself-a- 
Jarm party,’ and all these ‘isme arise fron a feeling 
of envy and dislike. - This ‘sentiment “does not 
relish the idea that a southern. gentleman ‘should 
have a slave to wait upon him, while they ‘have 
to wait upon themselves. And ‘as soon as ‘they 
have destroyed our property in slaves, they will 
fall upon you, gentlemen of the North; and [ 
am surprised to see my friends from New York, 
your millionaires, ‘Messrs. Iking, Pheenix & Co-,” 
lending yourselves to carry forward this war 
against us. Do you not know that when we are 
destroyed they will fall upon you? What right 
have you to have more than one house? and what 
right have you to ride in carriages, when your 
neighbor has to go on foot? You hold ‘your 
horses and carriages and houses by the same ten- 
ure we hold our slaves, and by no other; and if 
you lend yourself to give efficiency to. this sènti- 
ment, it must necessarily turn upon you. Reeol- 
lect, that by pandering to this feeling you cultivate 
the doctrine, which 1 see foreshadowed in some of 
your northern papers, that between: the stout 
heartsand strongarms of the mob, and your wives 
and daughters, there is buta thin pane of glass, ‘and 
if this feeling cannot be arrested when ìt operates 
as between the white and black races, whose su- 
periority seems to be universally admitted on 
our side, you can hardly check it when the con- 
test is between the effeminate, wealthy few, and 
the numerous, powerful, and starving many. 

Mr. M. withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the following as an 
amendment, to come in at the end of the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. GREEN: f 

« Provided, That the said 8th section and compromise there ' 
in contained, stall not be considered as having any force or 
validity as jaw, but shall depend for its ctìciency, only on 
public opinion.” : 

A Memger. What does that mean? S 

Mr. SCHENCK. ‘I will explain. But; before 

I proceed to do so, I will take the liberty to re- 
mark, that itis offered to be voted on in good faith, 
Now that the general debate, and the hour speches 
have stopped, L hope the voting will really: begin. 
I have taken no part in the long, long discussion 
that has been going on, because L have all along 
preferred aclion to talk. | wasasready four months 
ago to vote for the admission of California as I 
am to day—ready to welcome her to take her place 
among the States, just às she stands there with, 
her boundaries declared, and her free constitution 
in her hand; and then to vote upon other questions 
and subjects proper for legislation as they should 
arise, whether connected with the existing contro- 
versy about slavery in which we are engaged, or 
with other matters of public interest and demanding 
ourattention. Itis for this reason] have notspoken: 
and I give notice now, that any amendment which 
I may think proper to offer, during the further 
pendency of this bill in commiuee, will be pro- 
posed not merely to hang a speech on, but for the 
more practical purpose of obtaining a vote. Í 
shall not be drawn in to take any part in this game 
of consuming time; and I shall therefore neither 
borrow any other gentleman’s amendment, nor lend 
one of my own; but, as far as | know how, labor 
i! faithfully to bring this business to a conclusion. 
‘| And now as to my amendment. I propose it, 
| Mr. Chairman, in order that Congress and- the 
country may clearly understand just what it is 
that gentlemen from the South offer us, or consider 
| themselves as offering us, when they present an ex- 
tension of the “© Missouri compromise line,” as a 
basis for the settlement of this vexed question. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Green] is an offer to extend and establish 
that line to the Pacific. What does he mean by 
that? What is the understanding of many, if not 
of all, of those who will unite with him in that 
offer? Let us see what the Missouri compromise 
is, It is contained in the Sh section of the act of 
March 6, 1820, “to authorize the people of the 
Territory of Missouri to form a constitution and 
| State government,” &e. [hold that law in my 
hands, and will read its exact terms: | 0° 


“Sac. 8. Andbe it further enacted, That in all that terri- 
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tory ceded by France to the United States, under the name 
of Lonisiana, which lies north of 36° 30 north latitude, not 
included within the limits of the State contemplated by this 
act, slavery.and involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the 
punishment of crimes whereof. the parties shall have been 
duly convicted, sball be, and is hereby, forever prohibited.” 
* Now,.sir, what does that language mean? Is 
it not the. very provision of the ordinance of 1787? 
‘Is. it not what you have nicknamed the Wilmot 
proviso itself, applied to all that territory north of 
36° 30'?. Yes, sir, just what you have denounced 
as the ‘odious,’ the “infamous,” the.‘ defunct 
‘Wilmot proviso??? And that you say is. unconsti- 
tutional.. You totally deny the right of Congréss 
to legislate on the subject of slavery in the terri- 
tories. You say that there is no power to exclude 
slavery from any territory; and yet you propose 
to reénact, in express terms, its exclusion from a 
portion of the territory now in question. How 
do you reconcile such palpable inconsistency?. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Green] himself, 
when he moved this compromise, explained his 
own understanding of it, and its effect; and that I 
am bound to believe is the understanding of other 
southern gentlemen who sustain it. He says that 
ke does not regard it as being a constitutional 
enactment,—as having any force of itself; but it 
would be assented to, it would be acquiesced in, 
it would be supported by public. opinion. Sir, 
that is the reason, and the whole reason and sense 
of my amendment It isa strange thing to talk of 
a settlement of a grave question and difficulty 
which must depend for its permanency upon what 
may prove a fluctuating public opinion; but I 
would have southern gentlemen, when they offer 
a proposition of compromise, put it into just such 
shape of expression as will indicate what they 
‘mean and intend. I believe in this constitutional 
power to legislate as to slavery in the territories. 
{ believe in that ordinance of 1787, and in the con- 
stitutionality of the act of Congress by which that 
ordinance was affirmed. Whatever the expedi- 
ency of the Missouri compromise, when it was 
passed in 1820, I, for one, have no doubt .of the 
entire legality of the eighth section of that act, by 
which slavery was excluded from a portion of the 
territory then in question, any more than I would 
doubt if the exclusion had been general in its ap- 
plication, instead of limited as it was. It is not, 
therefore, because I think your Missouri compro- 
mise, your Wilmot proviso—either north or south 
of 36° 30'—would not be law, that I offer thus to 
amend; but 1 would have gentlemen put their 
propositions in a shape which will express just 
what they intend. I am moving to make the dec- 
laration in the speech of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Green] a part of his amendment, that 
they may all go together. In one breath, southern 
gentlemen offer a compromise; in another breath 
` they admit that. what they offer can have no bind- 
ing force. Let their proposals, then, take that form. 
Let them be made to say upon its face, that that 
is what they understand and mean by it. Let 
them not come here with that which ; 
“ Keeps the word of promise to the ear 
And breaks it to the hope.” 

I would help them to give the true form and 
meaning, as they themselves avow it, to the com- 
promise they offer, and then it will be time enough 
for us to determine whether it shall be accepted or 
not. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Would you 
vote for it with that understanding? 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 would nat. I will vote 
for my amendment, so as to exhibit, as 1 said, 
what you mean by, and what you think of, your 
own offer. But my amendment prevailing, I am 
ready to admit that E would still vote against your 
“ Missouri compromise line.” 

Mr. WOODWARD. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw his amendment? 

Mr.SCHENCK. 1 must decline to doso. As 
I said in the commencement of my remarks, I 
will neither borrow nor lend. 

Mr: HILLIARD suggested to the Chair, asa 
point of order, that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio was not in order, because it did 
not propose to perfect the paragraph which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts proposed to strike 
out, but it added substantive, disunct matter to 
that paragraph, 

Mr. KAUFMAN raised the point, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio was not 
in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 


bama-[Mr. HiuLiand] has already made the point 
of.ogder. - : 

Mr. KAUFMAN, 
the same ground. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
is in order. : 

Mr. WOODWARD.. If it is in order, I move 
to amend: the amendment. of the gentleman from 


Ido not make the point on 


Ohio. =. Siy 


The CHAIRMAN. There is already'an amend- 
ment to an amendment. .An amendment in the 
third degree will not be in order. | ; 

Mr. SEDDON. I submit to the Chair, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is clearly 
out of order; and on this ground, that it proposes 
to render the operation of a law dependent upon 
public opinion; that it is in itself an absurdity, 
and an inconsistency utterly at war with the pur- 
poses of legislation. A proviso which is repug- 
nant to the Jaw, is null and void. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called the gentleman 
from Virginia to order. 

The CHAIRMAN called to order. 

Mr. SEDDON. Fam stating a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, (to Mr. Seppon.). The 
Chair called the committee to order, not the gen- 
tleman. y 

Mr. PRESTON KING. The Chair has de- 
cided that the amendment is in order; can the 
point of order be repeated against it, without an 
appeal, and debated ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers the 
amendment now pending in order. The Chair 
proceeded to state the question, and the grounds 
of his decision. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Asumun,] he said, bad proposed to 
strike out a part of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, and the proposition to amend 
that part proposed tobe striken out, was in order. 

Mr. WOODWARD. Then my amendment to 
the amendment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to respond 
affirmatively. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from ‘Ohio, by 

Mr. STEPHENS (interposing) rose to a point 
of order. He submitted to the Chair that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Scuenck,] was not in order. Š 

Mr. SCHENCK objected to Mr. Srernens’s 
debating his point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he did not intend to de- 
bate it, though he should like todo so. He had 
aright to have a clause of the Manual read, and 
he asked the Clerk to read from the 65th page of 
the Manual, which is as follows: 


“ in like manner, if an amendment be moved to an amend- 
ment, itis admitted. But it would not be admitted in an- 
other degree, to wits to amend an amendment to an amend- 
ment of a M. Q., (main question.) This would lead to too 
much embarrassment. The line must be drawn somewhere, 
aud usage has drawn itafter the amendment to the amend- 
ment. The same result must be sought by deciding against 
the amendment to the amendment, and then woving it again 
as it was wished to be amended, In this form it becomes 
only an amendment to an amendment.?? 


Now, (said Mr. S.,) the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio is an amendment either 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,}] which is an amend- 
ment to the amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] or, it is an 
amendment.to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri. If it is considered in the latter 
light it is out of order, because the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, being first 
moved, has precedence, and should be first put; and 
if it is considered in the former light, it isan amend- 
ment in the third degree, and is out of order, under 
the rule laid down in the Manual, as just read. 
For these reasons, (Mr. S. said,) he should ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. .The ruling 
of the committee yesterday, on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry,] was 
clearly wrong. When an amendment was pend- 
ing to an amendment, no other motion to amend, 
either the main question or the first amendment of- 
fered, was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN said, in the opinion of the 
Chair, the question of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Georgia came. too late, inasmuch as 
the committee had submitted to the decision of the 
Chair recognizing the right of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to make the motion he had made. * 


1; sustained by the committee. 


Some conversation ensued between Mr. Stu- 
pHens and the Chairman. . 

The CHAIRMAN, in-order (he. said) to ob- 
viate any difficulty, entertained the appeal. 

Mr. HARALSON said he had.a.point of order 
-which he wished to make, which shouldbe enter- 
tained prior to. that of his colleague, (Mr. Sre- 
puens.| If he understood. correctly the state of 
the case, there had been no-decision made upon 
the point of order. raised. by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Seppon;] that the amendment of 
the gentleman from.Ohio was not in order, inas- 
much as the idea of a law dependent upon public 
opinion for its validity, was absurd. He (Mr. 
H.) held, also, that the amendment was not in 
order, as being irrelevant. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
is in order. 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to say, that 
he proposed to take.an appeal from that decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia,on the left, [Mr. Srernens,] has already 
taken an appeal. ` 

Mr. SCHENCK said his amendment was a 
proposed addition to the proviso in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had moved to 
strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN said the appeal was not de- 
batable. : 

Mr. DUER said he was quite ignorant of the 
state of the question, as he believed many. of the 
committee were. He wished, before the question 
was put upon the appeal, that the Chair would 
state, in their order, what questions were now 
pending before the committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor 
to do so, that the committee may understand the 
questions on the appeal. The gentleman’ from 
Missouri [Mr. Green] proposed to amend the 
original bill; the gentleman from Massaghusetts, 
[Mr. Asumun,] on yesterday, submitted a motion 
t strike out one of the provisions contained in 
that amendment; a motion was made to amend, 
by improving, as it was contended, the matter 
proposed to be stricken out. On yesterday, the 
Chair decided that it was in order to perfect the 
proposition proposed to be stricken out. The com- 
mittee overruled the decision of the Chair. After- 
wards, however, upon another appeal, the Chair 
was sustained in that decision, which is, that it is 
competent for the committee to perfect or amend 
the matter proposed to bé stricken out before the 
voie is taken on striking out. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] proposed to amend, by 
an addition to the matter proposed to be strick- 
enout. The Chair has decided that the motion 
is in order. {f the committee will indulge the 
Chair, the, Chair will suggest the propriety of the 
Clerk reading firstthe proviso proposed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to be stricken out, 
ane then the amendment of the gentleman from 

10, 5 

‘These propositions were read accordingly, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled’ yester- 
day that it was in ordgr to amend by way of per- 
fecting the matter proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to be stricken out and perfecting 
itz that decision, was yesterday on the last appeal, 
The Chair has made 
the same decision to-day; and from that decision 
the gentleman from Georgia appeals. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have no doubt but the de- 
cision of the Chair yesterday was wrong. 

Mr. SCHENCK stated that he proposed to 
have his amendment come in. after the word 
“adopted’’ in the eighteenth line of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
taken and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment.of Mr. Scnencx was decided 
to be in order. 

- And the question being on its adoption— 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend it by 
striking out the word “ opinion,” and inserting the 
words * good faith.” 

Mr. MEADE. Irise to a point of order. I 
rise for the purpose of gffering an amendment. 

Mr. WOODWARD. 1 do not withdraw my 


amendment. 


Mr. MEADE. [rise to an amendment which 
takes precedence of the amendment of the gentle- 
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man from South Carolina, and also of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio has the effect of doing away altogéther 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Missou- 


ri; and it is the same as if it declared that that } 
amendment should be-stricken out from the words < 


** Be it enacted” &c. I understand that the decision 
of the Chair is, that it is in órder to receive an 
amendment to improve the arnendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri; and that, under that deci- 
sion, the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
is ruled to be in order, which, if adopted, will have 
the effect of completely abrogating the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the l 


point of arder of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MEADE inquired, in case the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio were agreed to, if any 
further amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri would be in order? Inas- 
much as the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio would completely repeal and abrogate the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, no 
amendment which might hereafter be offered would 
have any force whatever. : 

The CHAIRMAN. If an amendment be pro- 
posed inconsistent with the one already agreed to, 
that fact will constitute fit ground for its rejection 


by the committee, but it is not competent for the |} drawn. i 

€ | Mr. HILLIARD. I move the following amend- | 
Mr. MEADE repeated, that the amendment of | j 

the gentleman from Ohio, if adopted, would beä |! 


Chair to rule it out on that ground. 


virtual abrogation of the amendment of the gentle- 


man from Missouri, and that being the case, every |} 
il tory acquired from Mexico Known as Upper Cali- | 
| fornia, lying north of the parallel of 36°30’ north | 


other amendment offered to the amendment of the 
gentleman fromm Missouri would be nugatory, in- 
asmuch as soon as adopted it would be immedi- 
ately repealed by the force of thé proviso of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not for the Chair to 
decide upon the consistency of amendments. 

Mr. WOODWARD. Is the debate between 
gentleman from Virginia and the Chair in or- 

er? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Out of order. . 

Mr. WOODWARD, (continuing.) Ifitis not, 
Ical you both to order, (laughter,) and I insist 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. W. renewed his amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, to strike out 
therein the word “ opinion,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ good faith.” 7 

He was proceeding to reply to Mr. SCHENCK, 
and to give his views of the Missouri compromise, 
when he was called to order by 


Mr. MATTESON, who said that the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scurencx] 
was the pending question. 

Mr. WOODWARD said he had offered an 
amendment, and he stated its purport. 


~ Mr. MATTESON repeated, that he understood | 


that the smendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Scaner} was now pending. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I offered an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Scuencs,} which was accepted by the Chair- 
man, 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from South Carolina had offered an amendment to 
thë amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND raised the point, that the 
_ amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Woopwarp] was not in order. 


: | 
The CHAIRMAN (very indistinctly heard) 


atatéd thé question, and’ said that, upon farther 
reflection, the Chair was of opinion thatthe amend- 
miért of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Woopwarp] Was not in order. 

The question then recurred on the arhendment 
of the géntleman froi Ohio. 

Tellers were ordered, and Méssrs. Tuck, of 
New Hampshire, and Thompsow, of Pennsylvania 
were appointed. 

Mr. STRONG asked for the reading of the 
amendment. : = 

Objection having been made, the amendment 
was not aggin read. 


| 


j 


i on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 


| liné was unsuited to slave labor. 


| H.) proposed to fix the southérn boundary of the 
| new State of California at the parallel of 36° 30’ 


| Mexico lying north of that parallel within its limits. || 


! of California, as it was presented to us to-day, || 


$ 


| heretofore insisted upon fixing the southern bound- 
| ary of California at that line, it had been said that 


New Sens... No. 75... e 


ER 


And the questton having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayeés 70, noes 79. l 
So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ASHMUN. After what I consider. | 
The CHAIRMAN, (interposing.) The gen- 
tleman will suspend his remarks until order is re- | 
stored. Gentlemen are requested to resume their 

seats. 


Mr. ASHMUN, (after a pause.) I understood || 
| the Chair to say this morning, that if I withdrew || 
| my amendment, the proposition which had been || 


oferea by the gentleman from Virginia would fall 
with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot hear a 
word the gentleman says. 

Mr. ASAMUN. IfI withdraw my amendment 
is any other amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman with- | 
draws his améndment, the question will then recur 


souri, [Mr. Green,] there being no other amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ASHMUN. In view of what I consider 
the very erroneous and absurd action—— 

Calls to order. 

Mr. ASHMUN, (continuing.) Of the committee, 
[laughter,} I withdraw my amendment. 

So the améndment of Mr. Asnmun was with- | 


ment: 

Strike out all after the word “ provided” in Mr. 
Greene’s amendment, and insert, ‘ That the said 
State shall embrace within its limits all the terri- 


latitude.’ i 
Mr. HILLIARD (in explanation) said, it would | 
be perceived that his amendment was widely dif- | 
ferent from that offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri, (Mr. Green.] That gentleman pro- 
posed to cut off from California all the territory 
lying south of the parallel of 36° 30’ north lau- | 
tude, and to leave the eastern boundary as it is 
fixed by the constitution of that State. He (Mr. 


north latitude, and stretch its eastern boundary so 
as to embrace the whole territory acquired from 


He had offered this amendment in good faith. || 
Its advantages were striking. If adopted, he 
should he ready to vote for the admittance of Cal- 
ifornia into the Union. 

The proposition to admit a State into the Union |; 
was one thing, and the proposition to fix its | 
boundaries was quite another thing. The State 


covers the whole Pacific coast, extending along it, 
he supposed, for more than seven hundred miles. 
He much preferred to exchange Utah, as it is 
called, for southern California, When he had | 


it would merely increase the number of non-slave- | 
holding States, as the country lying south of that į 
i By his plan it |! 
would be perceived that the number of States pro- |! 
posed to be admitted into the Union would not be | 
increased. The shape of California would be || 
altered, but he supposed that the size of the State | 
would not bé materially enlarged. The whole | 
southern country would no doubt acquiesce in this 
southern boundary for California, and it was im- 
portant to guide the legislation of Congress in re- 
gard to this great question so as to secure the 
tranquility of the country. f 

Besides this, by giving to the new State of Cal- 
ifornia all the territory known as Upper California, | 
north of the line of 36° 30°, we should escape the |; 
difficulty of legislating for the inhabitants of the | 
territory called Utah. TIe did not suppose that 
we could ever consent to admit the Mormons into || 
this Union as the people of a distinct State. Was 
it to be supposed that we should allow the inhab- | 
itants of Utah to organize a State government, and | 
dome into thé Union?—to send a Représentative 


to this Hall, and two Senators to the other Cham- 
ber, to take part in our deliberations; and sitting 


| side by side with Senators from Massachusetts, 


from New York, from Virginia, from Georgia, 
to determine, by their votes, the destiny of this 
great country? The State of Utah! When could 
it become a State? Was it to be left ih its present 
condition till its population entitled it to come ih 
as a State? When would that be? But by cutting 
off from California the territory lying south of 36° 
30', and by stretching its eastern boundary so as 
j to touch New Mexico, you would at once wel- 
| come a State into the Union, and leave South Cal- 
| ifornia and New Mexico to grow in population, 
in commerce, and in wealth, and form at some 
ifature day respectable and prosperous ‘States. 
Why should not this be done? Why allow a 
single State to seize and appropriaté some ten dé- 
grees of latitude upon the Pacific, when its limits 
| might be so advantageously changed, and an ad- 
justment effected which would secure such import- 
ant benefits to the whole country? _ 

He should at some future time press his aménd- 
Ment to a vote, and he trusted it would méet thé 
approbation of the committee, as thé plan, ih his 
judgment, possessed great merit. 

Mr. SEDDON moved as an amendment to thè 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
GReEEN,] to insert after the word “extend,” in 
the 12th line, the words ** as previous to the ac- | 
quisition of California, it was justly expected td 
bè extended;”? making the whole read, the Mis- 
souri line is hereby declared as previous to the 
acquisition it was justly expected to be extended 
to the Pacific ocean. í 

Mr. HALL raised the point of 
amendment. 

The CHAIR overruled it. : i 

Mr. HALL, appealed from the decision of thé 
Chair. ‘ e 

The committee sustained the décision of thé 
Chair. So the amendment was declared to be.in 
order. f 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennesseë. I desiré fó 
make a suggestion to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr.Sevpon.] If he will accept it, T will vote for 
his amendment with a grét deal of pleasure.” T 
ask that my amendment may be réad for ‘informa- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by 
general consent. 

Objection was made. A 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Seppox— 

Mr S. said: As I expect, Mr. Chairman, to 
propose several amendments to this bill, 1 may as 
well say, once forall, that I shall bring. forward 
none that do not aim, bona fide, either to improve 
the bill, or to illustrate a principle on which’ we 
should act in adopting or rejecting it. The amend- 
ment offered, E conceive, does both. Tt would 
justify the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Greex] by the assignment of a strong 
reason for its adoption, and serves to illustrate one 
firm ground of the claim of the South for the 
adoption of the Missouri compromisé line. Sir, 
in its original adoption, that line was intended, and 
has since been recognized as practically a pt 
tion between the slaveholding and non-staveh 
ing States of the territory of the Union, to the 
uttermost extent of its western limits. That, sir, 
created à just expectation that when thé territories 
of the Union were extended, particularly under a 
then existing claim, as was the case with Orevor, 
that line, as originally contemplated, would go 
with them, even to the Pacific. Such, sir; was 
the result, practically by the President’s recogni- 
tion of the Missouri line, as to that territory. 
When Texas was annexed, the same line was 
again recognized and incorporated into the com- 
pact of annexation. That justified the expécta- 
tion that, in the acquisition of néw territory, the 
same principle of partition would be adhered to, 
and carried out: ] 4 

But, sir, the: gentleman from Tentéssée, {är 
GexTRY,] who addressed the committee a few days 
since, strangely enough’ contended, that before the 
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acquisition of thé territories-acquired from Mexico; 
and during the pendency of the war, adequate 
notice was given by.the-North, that in the-event 
of new territories being acquired, slavery should’ 
be positively prohibited, and thus the South ex- 
cluded from all participation in them. He referred 

particularly. to the declarations emphatically made 
on this floor. some years since by the honorable 

gentleman from New York, [Mr. Preston Kine,] 

in a sort of manifesto, which under the guise of a. 
personal explanation, he introduced here, against 

the extension ofslavery, and in favor of the Wilmot 
proviso, should new territories be acquired -by the 
existing war. Sir, before such effect is to be im- 
puted to the declarations of the gentleman from 
New York, however positive or pointed, reference 
ought to be had to the action and declaration of 
others here.. I was, sir, an humble member of 
that Congress, and having participated deeply in 
the feeling that the course of the gentleman from 
New York and others, then excited among south- 
ern representatives, I have a vivid recollection of 
the whole. Sir, at the earliest possible moment 
after the declarations of the gentleman from New 
York that the rales of the House would allow, 

an able and influential friend from the South, 

(then, as for the sake of his section more than 

for himself, | wish he were now, a member of the 
House,) Judge Dargan, of Mobile, and myself re- 


plied to and denounced the positions of that gen- | 


tleman. I distinctly declared, that if the purpose 
and principles of the North were such as that gen- 
tleman declared, the South ought not, and in my 
opinion would not. furnish a dollar or a man for 
the prosecution of the war, and for one, humble 
as I was, so help me God, with that understand- 
ing and expectation, I never would have given a 
vote for either. But, sir, in the course of the de- 
bate that followed on the Wilmot proviso, I well 
recollect that at least one distinguished gentleman 


from the Northwest, [Mr. Dovetas,] who enjoyed | 


largely the confidence of the Democracy of that 
section, openly repudiated thé doctrine of the 

entleman, and declared he would, in the event of 
Acquisitions, adhere to and carry out the Missouri 
compromise line. I certainly understood that there 
were other northern Democrats at least who con- 
curred in the same sentiments; but surely the gen- 
tleman to whom I referred is at least an adequate 
offset to the gentleman from New York, whose 
remarks were so insisted on by the member from 
Tennessee. But, sir, apart from this House, was 
there not throughout the whole country, at the 
time of the acquisition of the territories by the 
treaty of peace, a general expectation that the 
Wilmot proviso would not be enforced, to the ex- 
clusion of the South, but that some fair adjustment, 
either on the principle of the Missouri compro- 
mise line, or of non-intervention in its just sense 
of no invidious discrimination by our common 
Government against the property of any section 
or State, would be secured? It was expected that 
a fair chance of participation would be allowed to 
the South. Sir, had not the Wilmot proviso been 
rejected in the Senate? Had it not been emphati- 
cally declared by the then President that he would 
veto it? Was not the great Democratic party, 
whose triumph in the coming presidential canvass 
was sanguinely expected, pledged, through its can- 
didate and its solemn resolves, to the repudiation of 
the proviso and the settlement of the sectional 
controversy on fair terms? Sir, a general expecta- 
tion of adjustment—of participation on the part of 
the South, wasentertained. The principle of non- 
intervention was unfortunately not understood 
alike in both sections. It canpot be resorted to 
without disappointment and mockery to one sec- 
tion or the other. The Missouri compromise re- 
mains, commended. by past precedent—by the 
peace it once administered—by the long acqui- 
escence and consent of the country. Is it not a 
reasonable expectation—is it not demanded by 
equity and good faith that it should be again 
adopted and made forever permanent? 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. SEDDON proposed, as an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. Gaeen,] to insert after the word “ territory,” 
in the 12th line, the words “ as by the past action 
of the Government the benefit of the Missouri line 
has been fully realized to the non-slaveholding 
States. ”? 

Mr. S. said: The amendment presents anotber 


| ject of property and political dominion. 


strong ground of reason and. justice. for the adop- 
tion of the Missouri line. As { have said, sir, and 
no fair-minded man has denied or can controvertit; 
the Missouri line was adopted and designed as a 
compromise, by partition between the slaveholding 
and non-slaveholding States of the whole territory 
of the United States, and intended to apply to the 
utmost western limits of such territory. Sir, the 
full benefit of that line to the Pacific-ocean has, on 
the faith of that compromise, been realized, and is 
now enjoyed by the non-slaveholding States. Sir, 
as has: been recently stated here, when the ordi- 
nance of ’87, or the prohibition of slavery, was first 
introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Winturor] into the Oregon bill, it was based 
on a recognition of, the Missouri compromise, 
as applicable thereto, and on that ground many 
southern men voted for it. When afterwards the 
prohibition was actually inserted in the Oregon bill, 
is it not known—for was it not solemnly declaged 
by the then President-—that it escaped a veto and 
received his sanction only on the faith and sup- 
posed obligation of the Missouri compromise? 
The interdict of slavery in Oregon never could 
have been law but for that compromise. Above 
that line to the Pacific, the North has undisputed 
possession and enjoyment. The institutions and 
the rights of the slaveholding States are debarred 
and precluded therefrom. We of the South have 
acquiesced in this, for it was in the bond. On the 
faith of past legislation—on the force of com- 
pact scarce less stringent than fundamental Jaw— 
we have relied, and now claim our reciprocal 
rights—our proportion of the territory south of 
that line. As justand honorable men, can you, 
representatives of the non-slaveholding States, now 
deny and exclude us? Lappeal to your respect 
for the faith of your honored sires—l invoke the 


| solemn obligations imposed by the reliance and 


trust we have reposed in your honor and jus- 
tice, and 1 call on you to allow to the slavehold- 
ing States the enjoyment of the territory south of 
the line, in the full sense and to the full extent, 
even to the ocean, in which you enjoy all north of 
it. The fact that you have realized and are now 
enjoying the full benefit of the line to that extent, 
with men of honor, must be conclusive against the 
denial or repudiation of the reciprocal rights se- 
cured by that line to the ocean to the slaveholding 
States. I appeal from your prejudices and aver- 
sions to your honor and justice. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER renewed the amendment, and 
said: Mr. Chairman, [ will ask the indulgence of 
the committee again for a few moments, for the 
purpose of adding another word of remonstrance 
against the unnatural and persevering attenipt 
to fasten upon California the peculiar institu- 
tion of a portion of these States. The preten- 
sion of the right to do it is claimed by a portion of 
the South, and by all who have seen fit to address 
the committee in support of the position, upon the 
ground, that California is the joint conquest of 
the States, purchased by the common blood and 
treasure of the States, and of right, under the Con- 
stitution, should be partitioned to the two great 
sections of the Union for all political’ and proper- 
ty purposes; that the Federal Government is a 
mere trustee of the States for such purpose, and 
bound in the faithful execution of the trust, to 
give the required direction to the territorial ob- 
Sir, T 
propose, with the view of placing myself right 
upon the record, to examine in outline this claim. 
Ig it true, that the territory was conquered with 
the common blood of the States? I deny it totally. 
The States, like all other corporations, are desti- 
tute of blood. Is it true that the territory was 
conquered by the blood of the citizens of the 
States, as Stale sovereigniies? This proposition is 
equally untrue. 

Sir, the citizen within the sovereignty of this 
nation, owing duty to, and entitled to the protec- 
tion of the several State and National Governments, 
has a compound political being. His political rela- 
tions to his State government is one thing; his 
political relations to the Federal Government anoth- 
er. The separate political attributes in the same 
person are distinguished by the distinct rights and 
duties enjoyed and enforced within the orbits of 
the respective governments. Sir, the war with 
Mexico wasa war, not of the States or ofa single 
State—they all or either of them, in their Gtate 
sovereignty, possessed no such power. The war 
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was recognized to exist by this Government, the 


only Government having the power over the subs 
ject. The soldier, in the exercise of his natural 


‘and individual ‘sovereignty, voluntarily, and of his 


own right and authority, enlisted into the service 
of this Government, and in this capacity prose- 
cuted the war. The war was.closed by treaty— 
with whom? With this Government, the only 
Government possessing the. power to treat upon 
the subject. The result of that treaty was a con- 
cession of the territory, not to the. States,. but. to 
the Government of the United States, - n ot 

It is urged again, that the territory was bought 
with the common treasure of the several. States, 
or the citizens thereof. This conclusion is equally 
false. The war was prosccuted, and the territory 
purchased with funds drawn and to be drawn from 
the Treasury of the Federal Government, and this 
fand is the fruit of an indirect impost, not upon 
the States, but upon the individual citizens of the 
severa} States in the discharge of a. tax-paying 
duty to the Federal Government, a tax drawn 
from their Federal citizenship. 

Sir, if am correct in this view of the subject, 
it answers the stereotyped argument, that the ter- 
ritory was conquered with the blood and treasure 
of the States. 

Iam willing to concede that the Government . 
holds the territory in the nature of a trust.. But, 
itis a trust for the benefit of the population upon 
it, and that may accumulate upon- it up to such 
period and to such condition and extent as shall 
entitle them to lay aside their infancy and put on 
the character of State sovereignty. This is the 
only doctrine, as 1 humbly conceive, that can pass 
the population of a territory through their inchoate 
trial to State independency. This leaves every 
citizen of every State to migrate to the territorics 
and take with him all the natural rights of prop- 
erty. Ifthe right of the master to property in his 
slave is a right of natural origin and sustained by 
natural justice, as claimed by its defenders here, 
his way is open to the territories as clearly as 
though he tgok with him any other uncontested 
subject of property. The only hazards he en- 
counters are the hazards of judicial jadgment. If 
his property is the mere creation of force or posi- 
tive law, he must in this, as in the case of all other 
legislatively created rights, remain within the ju- 
risdiction that creates and justifies his property 
pretentions. Sir, I hold, that the success of this 
attempt to transfer the institutions (whatever their 
character) of the existing States, to the States in 
infancy or prospect, to be a monstrous subjugation 
of State rights, as far as our new territories are 
concerned, and an alarming assumption of power 
on the part of existing States, which would, if 
permitted to be successful, transform the free 
West from independent constituencies of this vast 
empire to mere provinces, creating to reflect, the 
worm-eaten policy and prejudices of its senior 
sisters. And permit me to say the ambition of the 
old States in this respect can never be accom- 
plished; the West will fashion its own govern- 
ments to fit its own limbs—your old clothes will 
not cover them. | 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. VENABLE renewed the amendment. He 
said, no proposition is clearer than that the people 
of the non-slaveholding States have enjoyed all 
the benefit of the Missouri compromise line, 
They, as my friend from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] 
remarked, were willing to acknowledge it in former 
times. Sir, it was when the bargain benefited 
the North—when lowa was coming into the Union 
and territories were growing out of the domain cut 
off by the Missouri compromise line. When Texas 
was admitted, that line was run... When Oregon 
was made a territory,a southern President signed 
the bill, with the averment, that if it came below ` 
the line of 36° 30’, he would have vetoed the bill. 
Now, when the line is to inure to the protection 
of the South, we are told that the bargain was 
not binding. . Thus have the South been made the 
subject of imposition. Thus do gentlemen press 
a war upon us, and sustain the whole system by 
arguments SO contradictory as to demonstrate that 
they seek only to justify a purpose of oppression. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrter] denies 
that the Federal Government is a trustee for the 
whole people in relation to the interests of the 
territories. Ele laughs at all that is said about 
common blood and treasure of the. people of the 
States. Says he, they (the States) have no blood, 
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no treasure, but, like all other corporations, are des- ` 
titute of both. He speaks the language of one who | 
believes in the omnipotence of majorities. They | 
have no blood, no charity, no sympathy with the | 
minority. Power, mere power, is the tribunal to | 
which he refers for the arbitrament of this ques- | 
tion. Constitutional guaranties and provisions 
disappear before the majestic touch of this mis 
taken impulse. Sir, he says that this Governmen 
is no trustee for the States;—for whom, then, is it’; 
a trustee ?—to whom do the powers not granted be- {| 


long, which are deposited in the Senate and in |! 
this House?—and to whom do the limitations of |! 
power refer? Sir, it is a trust in the strictest sense |: 
in all matters held from the people, by a deed of i: 
settlement made and delivered with due solemnity. |) 
He says that they are trustees only for the people | 
of the territories and for their benefit. Sir, the : 
Constitution provides for territories as property, |: 
and authorizes Congress to dispose of and make | 
all needful rales for their regulation. Sir, it is 
convenient for gentlemen to claim powers, where | 
those powers are to inure to the benefit of their 
constituencies, to seek the aid of the Government to 
carry out their views, and deny that action when 
it inures to the benefit of others. Gentlemen talk 
about nationality, and deny that there is a common 
interest in the States. Before his new system, 

the common doctrine of common interest and |; 
patriotic feelings which caused the soldiers of the | 
several States to mingle in the dangers of the | 
battle-ficld, is all gammon. They were the soldiers 
of the United States, says he, and not of those 
bloodless, treasureless States. This is the work 
of the progress of this majority principle. It is 
to concentrate all power here, and obliterate all 
evidence of the existence of States or State- 
rights, State sovereignty, and the interests of 
States, and the people of the States in the territo- 
ries, has become gas and gammon, to use his 
words, and we are to look on, to see the Federal | 
Government form’ States out-of territories, as 

trustees of the sovereignty of the people of the | 
territories. If this be true, the President and his 

Cabinet have executed the trust most satisfactorily |; 
to the gentleman, by making, in the face of the 


` denial of Congress to organize territorial govern- | 


ments for California and New Mexico, a govern: |! 
ment, this government of California, who now de- | 
mands admission as a State. 

History will place before a candid posterity the 
true position of this breach of faith. Fanaticism 
may claim, insincerity may cover up with sophis- 
try, injustice may resort to the power of a major- |: 
ity to effect its purposes, but when another gener- |: 
ation shall pass upon it, l do not envy those who 
shall be tried by that impartial tribunal. It will 
then be manifest that all that was valuable, all 
that was lovely and interesting in our institutions | 
and our Government, were put to hazard by the | 
reckless injustice which appropriated the whole | 
domain for sectional purposes. ‘The gentleman 
asks, what sort of a mess will you make of the 
territories? South Carolina, says he, can go with 
her institutions, and if slavery is a natural, a right- 
ful institution, decreed by Heaven, you may go || 
there; and yet he proposes to exclude the 
slaveholder from carrying his slaves. He limits 
southern men to natural rights, and claims for his 
constituents, those both natural and acquired. Sir, 
no man can look upon the facts of this case and 
doubt that the North has had all the benefit of the 
Missouri line as long as they were in the minor- 
ity, or as that question was doubtful. As soon as 
the majority is clearly settled to be with the non- | 
slaveholding states, the compromise is abandoned 
and all the domain is claimed. Sir, I wish the 
country to be informed as to these facts; toremem- 
ber that all the vast domain north of the the Mis- | 
gouri fine, is forever gone to the South and that 
now that line is to be disowned, because the South 
may get some, even the smallest share. A distin- 
guished Senator [Mr. Cray,] said afew days 
since that the Missouri compromise gave quiet 
and repose to the country. Why does he now j 
refuse to adopt the same expedient? i 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed it. He | 
thought there could be no question of the truth of | 
the principle on which theamend ment was founded. |; 
lt was undoubtedly true, that the people of the | 
northern States had enjoyed the benefits on their 
part of the Missouri compromise. It was un- | 


doubtedly untrue, that upon the acquisition of this 


t 


|; territory the people of the South had no reason to l 


‘would be adopted by the Federal Government 


i! into-a law. Besides this, in addition to the facts 


:; adopted without that exclusion. 


: had been an enumeration of that people, looking to 
‘the fact that hundreds of thousands who voted 
' for that constitution were mere sojourners, foreign- 


|; to express more arrogance than arrogance itself, 


‘justice, in point of policy, in point of any con- 
: sideration that was to be characterized by prudence, 
: or by right, to come here, and under these circum- 
‘stances ask admittance into the Union of these 


í on this floor sought to control the institution of a 


| the characteristics of a State, either in its infancy 


' of the authority or the characteristics of a State. i u € 
| condition may require. 


i. territory does not so much confer rights, as impose | 


believe that -the principle of excluding slavery | 


they had no reason to believe it, because it would : 
be unjust in itselfand opposed to the Constitution | 
of the land. Whatever individual gentlemen might 
have said, whatever threats might have been made | 
‘from any quarter, the South had had no reason | 

t 

| 


to believe that so illegal, so unjust, and unconsti- 
tutional an exclusion would be pursued or enacted | 


mentioned by the gentleman from Virginia, various 
distinguished men—Mr. Buchanan and others— i. 
had declared themselves in favor of the extension | 
of this line to the Pacific. It could not be forgotten | 
that in the Senate of the United States, when the |: 
treaty was before that body, a proposition was |) 
made to exclude slavery from the territory ae- |: 
quired, and to incorporate that exclusion into the | 
treaty itself, it was rejected, and the treaty was |: 
He therefore | 

maintained that the southern States had no reason | 
to believe that this exclusion would be adopted. | 
But the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,| | 
speaking of the position of southern gentlemen on || 
this floor at this time, and of their disposition to |! 
control the people of California in the erection of |! 
a State government; in other words, to control the || 
destinies of a people that belonged to the Union || 
in common,—ealled it the arrogance of legislation. į! 
Now, he asked, what did the gentleman call the || 
conduct of the people of California? Looking to |i 
their character, looking to the fact that there never i 


ers, an amalgamation of all kinds of people, he 
asked the gentleman what he called their conduct? | 
If he called the conduct of the Congress of the 
United States in seeking to maintain the rights of 
all the States, and perform the duties of this 
Government—arrogance, what did he call the 
conduct of those people? If there was any term 


more presumption than presumption itself, more | 
illegality than illegality itself, more unconstitu- 
tionality than unconstitationality itself,then he (Mr. 
S.] would call that conduct by that name., These 
people had no right in point of law, in point of , 


States. 
such a claim. 


It was worse than arrogance to set up 
It was not true thatany gentleman 


State, infant or mature. California had none of 


or maturity. It was something worse than a 
bastard—it was an anomaly, without any legal 
existence, but in its inception without authority 
of law orof precedent. It had none of the charac- ; 
teristics of a State; and, therefore, in refusing ad- | 


| mission into the Union to California at this time, |) 
i they did not seek to control the institutions of any |; 


State—California not having the slightest shadow || 


i 

Now, the people of the southern States of this | 
Union had always stood upon the ground, and li 
hey still stood upon the ground, that it was not i 
ompetent for the Federal Government to inter- | 
fere , | 
The five minutes here expired. | 
Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. i 
Mr. MILLSON. [renew the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Tennessee. , l 
approve its provisions. In the few brief minutes || 
allowed me, I wish to show, that in the adjust- 
ment of this controversy, itis not merely our night, 
but our duty to adopt the principles of the Mis- 
souri compromise, Sir, whence do we derive our | 
authority to legislate for the government of the |; 
territories? It was insisted by Mr. Louis Mc- || 
Lane thirty years ago,and by other, eminent states- 
men also, that the power to establish government |) 


| Oa Kean if 
for the territories was incident to the power to at- || 


quire territory. But we should rather speak of |; 


the duty, the obligation to govern the territories than |} 
of our right or power to do so. The acquisition of |} 
obligations upon it. This Government cannot by i 
its owņacts enlarge its own powers and jurisdiction. |, 
These *are forever fixed by the Constitution. It ji 


is the same case with the duties imposed. These li 


li ishor exclude slavery? 


I do so, because I LJ 


are imposed by the Constitutlon; for both the pow- 
ers and duties of this Government are conferred 
or imposed by. theConstitution.. Now, sir, will 
any man, whatever he may think of the right or 
pri vilege of Congress, go so far as to say, that the 
Constitution makes it the duty of Congress to abol- 
I beg gentlemen to re- 
member how this Constitution was formed. It was 


: established by eleven States, each acting for itself, 


and binding only itself. Neither North Carolina 
nor Rhode Island had anything to' do with the 


‘ original adoption of the Constitution, and neither 


was a member of this Confederacy at the time of’ 
the election of the first President. Of these eleven ` 


i! States, all but one or two were slaveholding States. 


Can it be contended, then, that these slaveholding 
States meant to make it obligatory upon Congress 
to abolish or exclude slavery from any territory 


‘they might acquire—to deny to themselves the 


privilege of expanding their own population of 
every kind? 

No, sir; they laid no such duty upon Congress. 
The duty imposed is simply to manage it. This 


| isa resulting duty. ‘They must manage this prop- 


erty as they would all other property belonging to 


i the United States, such as money, buildings, ships, 
| or anything else for the benefit of those whose 


trustees and agents they are. Will any one main- 
tain that Congress may deny to the people of the 


| slaveholding States ali benefit of participation in 


the revenues of the Government? in the public 
buildings, arsenals and dock-yards of the Govern- 


| ment? or may refuse to distribute the public arms 
i to the people of the South, unless with a proviso 
i that neither slavery nor involuntary servitude 
; should be tolerated among them? 


No, sir. Ihave said that the only duty imposed 
upon Congress is to manage it, They must man- 
age it as these States would themselves manage it. 
They must give it up to be used by them, as they 
would themselves use it. It is their duty todo 
what they cannot but know the States would them- 


| selves have done at the time of forming the Con- 
‘stitution, if their attention had been particularly 


called to the subject. Itis their duty to do what 


' the States would themselves do with this common 


property now, in case of a peaceable separation by 
common consent; that is, apportion it—make a ` 
fair and equal division of it, according to the wants 
nd wishes of the parties for whose use it was ac- 
q:tired, and for whose benefit only it can be held. . 
Sir, this mode of partition, [ admit, is not enjoined ` 
by the letter of the Constitution. That instru- 


: ment makes no express provision for the govern- 
| ment of the territories. 
' when we do undertake to establish governments, 
‘it is easy to see what the spirit of the Constitution 


It is a casus omissus: but 


what the relations existing between the 


requires; 
and necessary} 


States render just, and proper, 


| what we, the trustees and agents of the people of 


these States, are absolutely bound to do, in the - 


| maintenance of those équal rights which it was 
the object of the Constitution to secure. 


Give up 
to the North its fair and proper share, to be en- 
joyed as its people may prefer. Set apart for the 
South such reasonable portion as may be adapted 
to its use, and as the wants and exigencies of its 
Draw your line at 36° 
30', not because the Constitution indicates a line 
of latitude as a line of limit to constitutional power, 
but because it is a line established by that justice, 
fairness, and equality upon which the Constitution 
itself is founded. i 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON renewed the amendment, pro 
forma. He said he had risen for the purpose 
of making a single statement. The honorable 


: gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] bad stated 


‘that it was the almost universal understanding in 


this House, upon the acquisition of this country, 
that the Missouri compromise line should be ex- 
tended over it, and 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and said a word of 
explanation, which, from turning his back to the 
reporter, was entirely lost. chug 

Mr. VINTON, (resuming) said if he had under- 
stood the gentleman to say that before this coun- 
try was acquired, it was the general understanding 
here that the Missouri compromise line should 
extend over it. Now, that was followed up, as 
a matter of course, not by a direct accusation, but 
by an implication of bad faith on the part of the 
free States. The committee had also heard the 
same declaration from: the gentleman from ken- 
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nessee, [Mr. Sranron.] So far from that being 
the case, it was well known that this Wilmot pro- 
- viso, as it was called, which was nothing more 
nor less than a renewal of the old ordinance of 
1787, was. passed by a large majority in this 
House. When the proposition of the President 
of the United States for an appropriation to pur- 
chase this country was brought in, at that time, 
upon the vote of alarge majority of this House, 
it was declared thatif any territory was purchased, 
slavery should not enter into any part of it, | In- 
stead of its being understood by the House, that 
the Missouri compromise line skond be extended 
to the Pacific ocean, there was. a direct vote of the 
House, as he had said, to the contrary. And he 
undertook to say, that from that day down to the 
date of the ratification of the treaty, there had 
never been atime when such a vote would not 
have been taken, if the House had been called 
to act upon the question. Furthermore, after the 
territory was acquired, a bill was brought into 
the House to. establish territorial governments, 
and the “Wilmot proviso’? was incorporated 
into it by a vote of this House.. We had, then, 
the vote of this House, before the country was 
acquired, and after it was acquired, that no portion 
of this territory should be made slave territory. 
He had thought proper to make these remarks, ; 
that it might not go out as an uncontradicted as- 
sertion and a fact, that there was an understanding | 


that the Missouri compromise line should go to || 


the Pacifie ocean, and that they who opposed | 
the extension of that line were now acting in bad | 
faith. He withdrew the amendment. if 
Mr. THOMPSON, ‘of Mississippi, renewed | 
the amendment, and said that, so far as this ques- 
tion was concerned, there had been but one under- 
standing and one expectation in the South from | 
the beginning. This dispute had first come up 
during the diseussion on the annexation of Texas. 
It was then that the North insisted that there 
should be a renewal of that compact between the 
two sections of the country, which had been sol- 
emnly entered into in 1820, and which is known 
as the Missouri compromise. The North de- 
manded, and the South yielded in good faith. At 
that time, the two allied questions were Oregon 
and Texas. No sooner had Texas been annexed, 
than it was required of us to establish a territorial 
government for Oregon, all of which was situated 
north of 360 30’. With the understanding that, in 
spirit, justice, and good faith, this country was 
covered by the Missouri compromise line even to 


the shores of the Pacific ocean, he had voted for |! 


this bill, even after the insertion of the proviso of 
the gentleman. from Massachusetts, (Mr, Win- 
Turop.] So clear was the conviction on this sub- 
ject, that many members from the. South felt indif- | 
ferent about voting against its insertion, regarding 
it as of no consequence. At that time we had no 
territory which was. not divided by this Missouri | 
compromise line. . 


Thus was this dividing line extended to the |i 


Pacific ocean by the solemn action of this House. | 
Thus this country stood at the commencement of | 
the war with Mexico. After we had progressed 
with that war for some time, and it became appa- | 
rent that the inevitable result of the war would be | 
an enlargement of our. territory, then it was that | 
this Wilmot proviso made its appearance, It was | 
an after-thought, used by the enemies of the war 
to embarrass our country’s cause. He regarded | 
it, then, as one of the engines turned to draw off the | 
public from the prosecution of a war to the success i 
of which our honor was pledged. Ft was never 


breathed till the country had gone so far that re- 4) 


treat was impossible without dishonor. These | 


attempts at warning them came too late, and he; 
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_ One word in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 


held by the United States as trustee for the people 
in their individual capacity as one people. And the 
gentleman furthermore avowed himself a State- 
rights man. He regretted the shortness of his 
| time, which would prevent him from doing justice 
to thig subject. But the lessons we had learned in 
the same school brought. us to different conclu- 
sions. This Confederacy wasaunion of States— 
separate, independent States; they were equal part- 
ners. It was by the action of Mississippi, and her 
action alone, that he was a citizen of the United 
States. His allegiance was first due to. Missis- 
sippi, and his first, highest, imperative obligation, 
bound him to be true to her. And by her free, 
sovereign action, she had devolved upon him du- 
ties to this General Government. As a member of 
one of the parties to this general contract he had 
rights under the Union. 

Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, and Mr. T. 


|; said he regretted he could not pursue the argu- 


ment, and withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ROOT renewed the amendment. He de- 
sired to say a few words in reply to the reference 
made to the decisions of the House before and 
| since this territory was acquired. He supposed 
that if anything was understood it was this, that 
the North insisted that any territory acquired in 


and thiédetermination was sustained by the House. 
It had been alleged that the Wilmot proviso was 
not thought of until we had become involved in the 
war. Had we acquired this territory before the 
war?, The President had said nothing to Congress 
about the acquisition of territory, until he came 
here for a special appropriation of three millions. 
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Sreruens} had 
predicted what would be the result of the war; he 
had foretold that it would lead us into difficulties 
which would agitate the Union throughout its 
whole limits. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Grenrry]. took the same ground; and the 
events which have since occurred, have verified 
these predictions. The first movement for the ac- 
quisition of territory was met with the Wilmot 
proviso, which was moved by a gentleman near 
him, The Missouri compromise line had been 
repeatedly tried: it had been voted down half a 
dozen times. There were gentlemen from the free 
| States who had voted for the Missouri compro- 
mise, and gentlemen from the southern States who. 
had voted for the Wilmot proviso. The South 
knew that trouble would grow out of this acquisi- 
tion of territory. The Whigsknew it, and warned 
the southern and the northern Democrats against 
it. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed it. 

Mr. B. said: I regard the mere declarations of 
individual members of the House upon this ques- 
tion as of very little avail, because they commit 
nobody but themselves.. But as late as the winter 
of 1845-6, when the resolutions for the annexation 


j 


States—the Executive—the Government—which 
could alone make any committal upon the sub- 
ject, did commit itself to carry the anti-slavery 
prohibition no further than 36° 30’ of north lati- 
| tude. J recollect well the history of the. transac- 
tion. I recollect that the provisions of the Texas 
resolutions committed this Government to the ap- 
plication of the Missouri compromise to territory 
to which it did not in terms apply—to territory 
subsequently acquired. But gentlemen tell us it 
was the understanding that slavery was to be ex- 
cluded. I undertake to say that the ground upon 
which the dominant party of the country staked 


thought, in bad faith. In his conscience he be- 
lieved the South had acted up to.the principles of 
honor and good. faith in all this matter, and he 


farther believed the North intended to act in bad ; 


faith, regardless of honor, truth, justice, equity, of 


every principle which should characterize honor- ; 


able men dealing with equals. This can, with 
justice, be said, if they now persevere unto the 
end in excluding the South fromall participation of 
the common benefits resulting from our joint acqui 
sitions, He would bear this belief with him to 


his grave, should such injustice characterize the | 


conduct of the majority. The North had, it was 
true, the majority; bat all the principles which 


should charcterize honorable men, should have | 


some influence over their conduct. 


i Intervention with the question of slavery in the ter- 
ij ritories or anywhere else—a true, and substantial 
| non-intervention—not that which wouid ‘‘ keep the 
i| word of promise to the. ear, but break it to the 


| hope.” That was the policy to which the country 

i, was committed, but which has not been carried 

|; out in good faith. 

i| Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

|i Mr. MEADE renewed the amendment, for the 

| purpose of showing that the North was as deeply 

i implicated in the annexation of Texas as the 

| South, and thatthe acquisition of that territory had 
greatly benefited the northern manufacturers, while 
the South had derived no advantage from it. The 

ii annexation. of Texas: had led to the war with 


[Mr. Carrrer,] who had said the territory was: 


consequence of the Mexican war should be free, | 


of Texas were passed, the Congress of the United | a 
| the lead in this Hlouse against any acquisition. 


| itself, was that of non-intervention—a real non- | 


|| Mexico secured to the United States? 


Mexico, and the object of the war was to procure 
indemnity. When Texas was annexed, it was at 
the instance of the North that the Missouri line 
was run through the territory of Texas, where 
slavery existed; and the same policy which led to 
this restriction, led to the original adoption of the 
Missouri compromise in 1820. Then there had 
never been heard a word about non-intervention, 
Slavery existed in the States through which the 
Missouri line was to be run; but by mutual agree- 
ment slavery was excluded north of 36° 30’, and 
in pursuance of the same policy, the same line 
was ran through the slave territory of Texas. 
What other inference was the South justified in 
drawing from those facts but that the same policy 
would be pursued in relation to the territories àc- 
quired from Mexico? If the South is to be.ex- 
eluded from all these new territories, where is her 
share of the indemnity which the treaty with 
It is gone. 

He said a few:words in reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] in- 


| sisting that this Government was established, not 


for general, but for specific purposes; and that any 
infraction of the rights of one of the States, although 
the smallest in the Confederacy, was an infraction 
of the compact by which the Union was formed. 
He was disposed to demand the adoption of the 
Missouri line at every hazard, and at every ex- 
tremity; and in making this demand, be could. not 
perceive that he was doing that which would be 
either unjust or injurious to the North. The 
North had enjoyed all the benefit resulting from 
the annexation of Texas, while it had been pro- 
ductive of no advantage to the southern States. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS renewed it. He said that he 
did not rise to take sides on the question, as to 
what was the understanding between the two 
great sections of this country, with which these 
acquisitions had been made. For his part, he did 
not believe that there was any very explicit un- 
derstanding upon this subject. And out of this 
want of understanding, or perhaps it might be 
more properly said, out of this misunderstanding, 
most of the difficulties. that now surround us arose. 
It was true, he believed, that all of the southern | - 
gentlemen who had favored the acquisition, did 
so with the view of having an equal participation 
in the territory acquired. And it was equally true, 
he believed, that a large majority, if not all of 
those from the North, who. went for the acquisi- 
tion, did so with the view and for the purpose of 
having it devoted and set apart exclusively, as 
they avowed, for freedom. He (Mr. S.) had op- 
posed the acquisition from the beginning—not 
only: because he considered it the illegitimate fruits 
of a war of wanton aggression, but because he 
foresaw the evils which would inevitably grow 
out of the conquests, in consequence of the radical 
difference of opinion between those distinct di- 
visions of the Democratic party, who joined in 
the prosecution of the war for the purpose of con- 
quest. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Root] 
was right in saying that he (Mr. S.) had taken 


He offered. a resolution. on the 22d January, 1847, 
that the war should not be waged for the purpose 
of conquest. Ona motion to receive that resolu- 


| tion, every Whig of this House, north and south, 


voted in the affirmative; and every Democrat, 
north and south, with two or three exceptions, 
had voted in the negative. And the resolution 
was rejected by a vote of 76 to 88. À 
{f the southern Democrats had then voted with 
him and those who were opposed to all acquisition 
of territory, we might now be relieved from those 
questions which are likely to disturb the peace 
and quiet of the Union for all time to come, and 
which all. now see will in every: reasonable proba- . 
bility prove so disastrous to theSouth. This vote, 
too, was given. not only after the Wilmot proviso 
had passed the House by a sectional majority, but 
after the extension of the Missouri compromise 
line had: been expressly repudiated by a similar 
majority. It would be recollected that in August, 
1846, within or about ninety days from the com- 
mencement of the war, when the then President 
asked for two millions of dollars to purchase these 
territories, the Wilmot proviso: was first sprung 
upon the country by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, {Mr. Wirmor.] Every member of this House 
from the North, Whig and Democrat, voted for it 
in committee, and. every member fromthe South, 
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Whig and Democrat, voted against it. Sach was 
the voie in the committee; and though some 
Whigs and some Democrats from the North voted | 
against the bill in the House after that proviso was | 
incorporated in it, yet a large majority of both 
parties from the North voted for it, and carried it 
by a vote of 85 to 79. ` 

Mr. 8. said he spoke from the record, And after 
that, on the 18th of January, 1847, when the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] offered 
the Missouri compromise line to the Oregon bill, 
it was expressly rejected by a vote of one hundred 
and thirteen against it, to eighty-two only in favor 
of it. This also was a sectional vote, only six 
northern men voting for that line. And several 
southern gentlemen voted for that measure, not 
only with the Wilmot proviso in it, but even after | 
the Missouri compromise line had been repudiated. 
Yet in the face of these demonstrations, southern 
men had gone for these acquisitions. The cry then 
was ‘‘ indemnity for the past and security for the 
future.” The ery was taken up not only by gen- 
tlemen.from the South, who went for it as slave 
territory, but by their allies at the North, who de- 
elared by their repeated votes that it should be 
free territory. It required no far-seeing sagacity 
then to perceive what would be the result. The 
only difference between parties at the North was 
this: The Whigs were opposed to acquisition, but 
said, ifacquisition was made, the territory acquired 
should be free territory; whilst the Democrats 
went for the acquisition for the purpose of extend- 
ing the area of free territory. Apprehending just 
such a state of thing as we are now witnessing, he 
(Mr. S.) had attempted to arrest and prevent 
the evil. He met but little encouragement from 
that quarter where he ought to have got most. 
But he knew the day of retribution would | 
come. That, in his opinion, was the time for the 
South to have looked to her interests; and that 
was the time for all friends of the Union to have 
counted its value. It was then his voice was raised, 
and it was then that those who acted with him 
were denounced as “ Mexican Whigs,” for at- | 
tempting to save the country from its present | 
calamities. An insinuation had even gone forth 
from the then Executive that all those who ex- 
posed the mischievous tendency of his policy 
were “giving aid and comfort”? to the public 
“enemy. That insinuation he (Mr. S.) had treated 
with the scorn it deserved. 

The conquest, however, was not arrested. Glory 
was all then that could he heard. ‘Indemnity for 
the past and security for the future’’ were the 
watchwords. Well, you have got the “ indem- 
nity for the past,” and what is it? A war that | 
has cost you not less than. $120,000,000, to say 
nothing of the waste of human life. And as for 
your security for the-future, what isit? Sir, (said 
Mr. Sreruens,) in this House, more than three 
years ago, when this war was in full blast, when 
the thirst fðr conquest and dominion was at its 
greatest rage, 1 warned members from the North 
and South to take heed, lest in their eager 
_pursuit after the dismemberment of a neighboring 
Republic, they might have the unenviable distinc- | 
tion of looking back upon the broken fragments 
of another and a more glorious confederacy, The 
warning was not heeded—the acquisition has been 
made. I opposed it in the beginning—I opposed 
it in all its stages, and'I expect I shall oppose it 
to the end. I have never seen any good to result 
from it, but mischief incalculable. I am willing 
to stand the test of the future upon the propriety 
of my course throughout. My motto at first was, 
této touch not, taste not, and handle not” the un~ 
holy thing. I never voted a dollar for these terri- 
tories; and | think it was a solemn duty on the 
part of all well-wishers for the peace and harmony 
of the country to have withheld the ratification of 
the treaty by which the acquisition was proposed | 
to be made, until all these perplexing questions 
which now distract and divide the country were 
settled and adjusted. L opposed the ratification of 
the treaty on the part of this House by voting the 
money. In this last position, it is true, I regretted 
to find myself deserted by many, yea a large ma- 
jority, of the northern as well as the southern 
Whigs. Some stood by me. My colleague, [Mr. | 
Toomss,] and a few others I see here, voted with 
me against the appropriation. But the measure 
was carried. The treaty was sanctioned by all 
the deparments of the Government. No under- 


standing or settlement of the vexed questions 


was had. All was left open—the South declar- 
ing, rightly and justly, that she should have an 
equal participation, while the North was firm in 
the declaration that it was free territory, and 
should remain freé. And we are now quarrel- 
ing about the division of our ill-gotten plunder. 
This is the spectacle we present. If we had come 
to a distinct understanding at first, we should have 
had none of these difficulties. The’ gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. THomrson] said the other 
day that the honor of the acquisition belonged to 


his party. This I fully believe. If there be any | 


honor in the achievement, they are welcome to 1 
for me. And I agree with him that the main re- 
sponsibility of settling these questions rests with 
the same party. It would have rested with them 


entirely, if the Whigs had maintained their integ- | 
But, sir, a majority of them : 
1) 


rity to the last. 
joined in the consummation of the measure. 
regretted to see it, and regret more now to see 
them, after having done so, abandoning the prin- 
ciples of justice, right, and equality, and claiming 


the whole of the territories to the exclusion of the ; 


South. I speak of and to the northern Whigs 
upon this floor. I acted with you in resisting the 
acquisition until the final consummation. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McMULLEN renewed the amendment. 
He expressed his surprise that the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. Vinron] should have said that the | 


country was mortified, that if we acquired these ter- 
ritories from Mexico they should be free. On 
what ground could the people of the South give 
their confidence to those who made these declara- 
tions? Had they not higher obligations to look to 
than the declarations of these gentlemen? He put 
this question to the gentleman from Tennessee, 


(Mr. Genrry,] who came forward a day or two | 


ago, and told the committee that he had predicted 
all these difficulties, and foretold the agitation 
which would be brought on us by the acquisition 
of these territories. What had the South to look 
to? They hada right to look to the Constitution. 
And they had also to rely on the Missouri com- 
promise, which they expected would be regarded 
in good faith. They had reason to expect that 
the North would abide by this compromise. The 
South had a right to look for a settlement of the 
slave question on this line. He begged to ask 
northern gentlemen what had the South done since 
this solemn obligation was entered into, to justify 
them in coming forward at this day to oppose the 


extension of the Missouri line through these terri- | 


tories? 


He wished gentlemen from the North 
to answer this question. 


He wished they 


would tell him, and tell his constituents what the | 


southern people had done to induce the North thus 
to violate her solemn obligations? 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Srernens] | 


took great credit for warning the country against 
the danger which the acquisition of these territo- 
ries was to bring upon us. He wished to tell 
that gentleman, and some other southern Whigs, 
that if they had come up to the point like men— 
and like statesmen, at a proper time, this question 
could have been settled. Then the country would 
have been tranquil. He desired to put the saddle 
on the right horse. Why did they not come for- 
ward and settle this difficulty during the last Con- 
gress? He would not make the charge, but they 
might be suspected of being actuated by political 
considerations. The South, however, throughout 
had, in good faith, adhered to the Missouri com- 
promise. 
He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. ORR renewed the amendment, and ad- | 
dressed the Chair as follows: There is one fact ' 


conclusive to my mind, that the North did not in- 
tend to exclude the South from all participation in 
the acquired territory, or thatif it was so intended, 
the North was guilty of unpardonable duplicity in 
not disclosing its purpose. The acquisition was 
made by treaty, and when the treaty was under 


consideration in the Senate the proposition was |! 
made to ingraft the Wilmot proviso on the treaty : 
itself, Only fifteen votes were cast in favor of this | 
amendment, all the other Senators voting against | 
Now, if the North had voted unanimously in || 
its favor, the South would have understood their | 


it. 


purpose; as they did not, the South justly inferred 


that they were assenting to an equal participation | 
If the South had un- 


in the common territory. i an 
derstood that she was not to share in the acquisi- 
tion—that she was to be unjustly excluded, she 


fi had it in her power to have defeated the acquisi- 
i tion. She had thirty Senators on the floor-—one- 
| half the body, and less than two-thirds could not 
|! have ratified the treaty. She could, therefore, have 
| gaved herself the indignity and humiliation you 
|| seem determined to inflict on her by rejecting the 
ji treaty. Hias not the North acted, therefore, in 
| bad faith towards us, in not disclosing their pur- 


line was adopted, which gave more of the territory 
i| to the northern than southern section—this was 
at its acquisition all slave territory. Texas was 
acquired, and this line again adopted; territory 
enough yielded by the South to make two free 
States. This was slave territory. 

Now, when by two acquisitions of slave terri- 
| tory we surrendered more than we retained, with 
what justice, with what honesty, with what pro- 
|| priety can the North exclude us from all participa- 
tion in every foot of the first acquisition of free 
territory? Let the fair-minded man answer that 
question. I do not appeal to northern men to do 
us justice; I hope I never shall be so far lost to 
self-respect as to become a suppliant at the feet of 
power. We tender you this line to the Pacific— 
l| you can accept it or reject it; but there is one 
i thing which it is my duty now to say: we do 
| not intend.to submit to exclusion from that terri- 
tory; we will have a fair proportion of it, ‘* peace- 
! ably if we can—forcibly if we must.” 

(| He withdrew the amendment. 
| Mr. MORSE said, he renewed the amendment, 
although he did not ca exactly what it was; 
|! and if his remarks might not seem as pertinent as 
li some gentlemen desired, he hoped that it would 
it not be considered as an intentional violation of 
il the rules of the House. Presuming that the re- 
|| marks of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. STE- 
|| pens] were in order, I desire to reply to him 
ii and some‘other gentlemen of the Whig party from” 
the South, like Mr. Genrry, who, on more occa- 
sions than one, have taunted the members of the 
Í Democratic party with having brought this trou~ 
| ble upon the country, and with great complacen- 
i cy arrogate to themselves great credit for their 
warning voice during the Mexican war. In the 
first place, as regards the vote on the territorial 
bill for Oregon, with the proviso in it, I have only 
this to say, that up to that time „the Missouri 
compromise had never been violated; the North 
had admitted Texas a slave State, and it was de- 
| sired as an over-caution to have it so inserted, and 
I would not be the first to show an example of 
bad faith. Shall I violate my duty because I fear 
|| that another may not comply with his part? No, 
i| sir, I would not put such a dishonorable imputation 
‘upon them. Thegentleman from Massachusetts, 
| [Mr. Winturop,] introduced it, and though I con- 
| sidered it a work of supererogation, 1 voted for it. 

I would not, when any additional territory should’ 
be acquired, that I should be held up as the. first 
violator of a solemn compact, made under such 
circumstances, and after five months discussion, and 
I would vote in the same way under similar circum- 
stances. But these gentlemen make a great merit 
j| of having warned us about continuing the war. 
li Sir, they opposed the war because they knew 
i| and feared it would redound to the credit of the 
Democratic party, and the glory of the adminis- 
tration of the late lamented James K. Polk. Sir, 
I believed my country engaged in an honorable 
war, and I was determined to prosecute it until 
we had obtained indemnity for the past and secu- 
rity for the future; and if, when the country was 
obtained, the people of the North chose to de- 
prive us of our rights there~zthe sin is theirs. 
Sir, the gentleman from Georgia would better sub- 
serve the interests of the people of the South, in- 
stead of quarrelling and endeavoring to make a 
little political capital by finding fault with bis po- 
litical opponents. Instead of the petty ambition 
of making small points in the Democratic party, he 
would unite with the South, by his vote and his 
counsel, and give quiet and peace to the country. 
i If there isa man who is responsible more than 
another it is that gentleman, who moved to lay the 
Clayton compromise on the table, and who, with 
eight or ten others, preferred to make a little capl- 
|| taljfor Gen. Taylor, over the higher and noblec 


i 
| 
if 
if 
i 
1 
i 


| 
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aim of giving peace to his distracted country, for 
he well knew that. if this question had been 

eaceably and permanently settled, as it would 
ee been under the administration of James K. 
Polk, the late administration would have gone 
outina blaze of glory which would forever have 
consumed the hopes of General Taylor. 

He withdrew the amendment. ; 

Mr. AVERETT renewed the amendment. _ 

Mr. A.. said: Mr. Chairman, it gives me pain 
to engage ina controversy about party in con- 
nection with the question now before us. All 
present will bear witness, that I have not played 
the partisan in the. discussions in which we have 
been engaged. But since certain gentlemen [Mr. | 
Gentry, of Tennessee, and Mr. Sreruens, of 
Georgia] have thought proper to glorify them- 
selves, not only as partisans, but as prophets, and 
have endeavored to throw the responsibility for 
all the troubles which now beset the country upon 
the Democratic party, I beg leave to occupy | 
the five minutes allowed me under the rules and 
usages of the House, in replying to them. 

“Í told you so! I told you so!’ is their text. 
They predicted,in opposition tothe war with Mex- |! 
ico, that the people of the North would seize upon 
the spoils, to give them the mastery over the peo- 
ple and institutions of the South. They cried 
t enough’? before they were whipped. For, get 
what credit they may as prophets, they but played 
the part of subm/ssionists to that northern revolu- 
tionary spirit of which I spoke when I address- 
ed the committee some few weeks ago. Sir, I 
dealt in no humbug, when F proclaimed that we 
were “in the midst of a revolution.” Every de- 
velopment here and throughout the North sustains 
me in asserting, that the legitimate, the consti- 
tutional functions of Congress are superseded by 
revolutionary schemes, to break down the institu- 
tion of slavery, and to divest the States and peo- 
pees the South of their equal rights in this 

nion. 

Gentlemen may glory in the prospect of the fal- 
fillment of their evil predictions. For my part, 
when they first put forth their prophecies—when 
they founded their opposition to the war with 
Mexico upon the plea that our share of the spoils 
would be wrested from us by the northern revolu- 
tionists—I could not help viewing their position as 
most humiliating. { could not view those proph- 
ets in any other light than as tame submission- 
ists to, or allies of, those revolutionists. I, too, 
had my apprehensions that the struggle in which 
we are now engaged would come upon us. But I 
could not allow such apprehensions to govern me, 
when the interests and honor of the country were 
at stake. I could not agree to be governed by the 
counsels of those who showed more zeal in the 
cause of the Whig party than in the cause of the 
country, and who preferred to rely upon gaining 
credit for evil predictions, rather than go for na- 
tional honor, regardless of enemies’ at home or 
abroad. I repeat, sir, that the appeals which they 
made to us, and which are to-day repeated, amount 
to nothing more nor less than a tame acknowl- 
edgment of the mastery of the incendiary, revolu- 
tionary spirit, which seeks to degrade the people 
of the South, I, sir, hold no fellowship with those 
who foster that spirit. I do not mean, as long as 
T hold a seat-on. this floor, to succumb to it, or to 
buy peace from it at the price of southern rights 
or southern honor. i 

But what a strange dogma is this—so vehe- 
mently proclaimed by those who contend for the 
sovereignty of the adventurers and squatters upon 
the public. domain? Is it true, sir, that our © in- 
demnity for the past and security for the future” 
mean nothing more nor less than the supremacy 
of those who run fastest to clutch the domain 
which our blood and treasure acquired from Mex- 
ico? 

Sir, it is a startling truth that the revolutionists 


have driven this Congress from the line of its |V 


duties. The powers conferred, and the obliga- | 
tions imposed by that clause of the Constitution | 
which empowers us ‘to dispose of, and make all | 
needful rules and regulations respecting, the terri- 
tory or other property of the United States,” are 
recklessly disregarded. 


H 


i We have not spent a i 
se-jous thought upon our real duties. Our consti- | 
tutional functions are lost sight of amidst the re- I 


volutionary struggie, to thrust California lawlessly 
into the Union, as an abolition State. We are 
commanded not only to acknowledge the sover- 


; eignty of the adventurers there over our territory, | 


but their right to exclude us from it 
in governing us here. 
He withdrew the amendment. 
- Mr. VAN DYKE renewed the amendment, not 


, and take part 


| (he said) for the purpose of making a speech, but 


of having the question taken upon it, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, appealed to 
the gentleman to. withdraw it, to enable him to 
say a few words. 

Mr. VAN DYKE, remarking that the gentle- 
man had spoken once, declined to withdraw the 
amendment. : ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the reading of 
the amendment. 

Jt was read—being the. amendment originally 
offered by Mr. SEDDON. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
tellers. 3 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WiıLLIams 
and Mitier’ were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 63, noes 90. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurring on Mr. Seppon’s amend- 
ment— 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Durer and 
Bear were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 88, noes 103. 

So the amendment of Mr. Szppon was rejected. 

Mr. McQUEEN moved that the committee rise. 

Taers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Asumun and Brae were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 70, noes 89. . 

So the committee refused to rise, 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend | 


the amendment, by inserting the following, viz: 


t Provided, however, Thatit shall be no obstacle to the ad- 
mission into the Union of any State which may hereafter 
be formed ont of the territory lying south of the parallel of 
Jatitnde of 36° 30/, that the constitution of said State may 
authorize or establish African slavery therein.” 


He said that the amendment he had sent to the 
Chair contained in. itself the true spirit and inten- 
tion of the Missouri compromise. That 


fully adhered to, until the annexation of Texas, 
when it was again enacted. To this Missouri line 
the faith of the North stood pledged. . When he 


said he considered the faith of the South pledged | 


to this compromise, he did not attempt to deny 
that here, and on various occasions, the Wilmot 
proviso had heen passed, and the Missouri com- 
promise had been rejected in this House. But he 
meant to assert, as had been asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that with the consent of 
the Government, and the acquiescence of the South, 
the North had enjoyed all the advantages resulting 
from this compromise. And these facts involved 
an obligation on-the part of Congress to revive 
that compromise in its terms and in its spirit. It 
was true that the Wilmot proviso had been 
adopted by this Honse, but it had never been 
sanctioned by the Senate. In that branch it was 
repudiated. 
the President. Nor is there any evidence to sat- 
isfy the South that it ever can become a law. 
This Government had never committed itself to 


the Wilmot proviso, and he believed never would į 
so commititself. The moment it did commit itself |: 


to the exclusion of the South from below 36° 30’, 


he believed that the same vote would exclude the | 


southern States from the Union. He had already 
said, that he, as one southern man, would be read 
to walk out. He said this deliberately. 


2 great | 
measure was adopted in 1820, and had been faith- | 


It never received the approbation of | 


heard the threats of gentlemen, who had said they | 


due the South. 
were not made without consideration. 
full well the gallantry of those who had given ut- 
terance to these measures, and the gallantry of 
their constituents. But, in the face of all this, he 
repeated, that an exclusion of the southern people 
from below 36° 30’, would drive them out of the 
Union. f 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SEDDON obtained the floor. 
_Mr.. VAN DYKE moved that the committee 
rise. 


would march regiments from their States to sub- | 
And he believed these threats | 
He knew | 


| and enjoyed by all the States. 
He kad | 


Mr. SEDDON claimed the floor, and said: 

I renew the amendment which the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. STANTON] 
has induced him to withdraw, to allow me the 
privilege of the floor, That amendment reopens 
for consideration the true intent and obligation of 
the Missouri compromise, and enables me more 
fully to explain and fortify the position taken by 
me, and which has been so vehemently assailed 
by several gentlemen. That position has been to 
some extent misconceived by my assailants, but ag 
stated by me, is, submit, just and true. Before pro- 
ceeding, however, to restate and defend it,allow me, 
Mr. Chairman, to express my regret and mortifi- 
cation that out of anything falling from me, there 
should have sprung partisan debate and party 
asperities between southern men here. It was 
very far from my purpose, as I certainly. think it 
was from the legitimate tendency of my remarks, 
to lead to criminations ag to the past, between 
southern men, and instead of fomenting, I have 
the most earnest desire to allay all such feeling. 
{have particularly regretted the tenor and spirit of 
the remarks of the able gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr.Srernens.] He seems to have cast down the 
glove for a party tourney. If, sir, ambition or the 
desire for party eclat influenced me, 1 might 
covet the distinction of breaking a lance witha 
gentleman so justly renowned, but other and par- 
amount considerations withhold me. I did not in- 
deed look to be struck at and weakened in our 
position by a champion of the South, but I aim 
no shaft in return; I have, instead a proposition 
to make the gentleman. We havea common 
cause, and a common section—we of the South 
are engaged, against all odds, ina fierce struggle 
for vital rights. Let our only rivalry and com- 
petition be, not about old party feuds, or bygone 
responsibilities, but who now shall most stoutly ` 
stand by the cause of our section, and most gal- 
lantly bear its standard against the common 
adversary. “ 

But, Mr. Chairman, I must return to the ex- 
planation of my position. I did not state, as hag 
been erroneously imputed to me, that during the 
debate. referred to by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Gentry,] there was a general un- 


|| derstanding among the members of this House, 


that in the event of acquisitions from Mexico, the 
Missouri compromise would be so adopted and 
applied to them. I said, sir, there certainly was 
not, on my part, nor did I believe there was any 


| general understanding, at that time, among. mem- 


bers, that, in the event of such acquisitions, the 
Wilmot proviso would be applied to them, and the 
South entirely excluded; and I referred to my own 
action at the time, and the declaration of at least 
one distinguished northwestern Democrat, in favor 
of the Missouri compromise, to repel the idea of 
any such understanding. I did, however, insist 
that, before the territories were finally acquired by 
the treaty of peace, there was a very Seneral ex- 
pectation throughout the country that the proviso 
would not be enforced to the exclusion of the South, 
but that some equitable adjustment, allowing par- 
ticipation to the South, either on the basis.of the ` 
Missouri compromise, or the non-intervention 
principle in its true sense, would be effected. And, 
sir, was I not right in this? The clear obligations 
of the Constitution recognized the equality of right 
and privilege among the States of the Confeder- 
acy. How, then, could itbe expected that there 
would be exclusion of. the citizens of one half the 
States, and an odious discrimination against their 
institutions and property? It was the plain dictate 
of common sense, equity, and justice that the prize 
of common valor and treasure, the indemnity of 
coramon sacrifices and sufferings, should be shared 
We.could not 
anticipate that the. wrong and outrage of mo- 
nopoly by the North, and of exclusion to the South 
would be persisted in and consummated, ; 
But, sir, will be more plain as to the ground of 
our expectation to be allowed just participation. 


| In the Senate, when the treaty by which this ter- 


ritory was acquired, was being ratified, was not 
the proposition to incorporate a clause prohibiting 
slavery in the ceded territory expressly rejected ? 
Was not thata significant indication that we-were 
not to be excluded? Again, sir, had not the Exec- 
utive distinctly and officially declared, that any bill 
prohibiting slavery south of the Missouri line 
would not receive his assent? Was it not known 
the North had secured and was enjoying the whole 
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territory north of the Missouri line, in consequence 
of the faith and obligation of the compromise as re- | 
cognized by the President? Could it be reasonably |! 
expected they would not, in some equitable mode, | 
adjust and allow the rights of the South below it? | 
Both parties at the South were thoroughly pledged: || 
and united against the Wilmot proviso, and our | 
exclusion. The presidential canvass was coming 
on, and it was believed neither of the great parties | 
could elect a candidate who would approve the pro- | 
viso on the principle of our exclusion. The great 
Democratic party, then confidently expected to | 
triumph, was committed against the proviso, and | 
its candidate pledged to veto it. [Here the gentle- ; 
mzn from New York, Mr. Durr, interposed and | 
Mr. S. yielding the floor— | 

Mr. DUER asked him if that candidate was 
not equally pledged to veto the Missouri compro- ; 
mise line ?] i 

Mr. SEDDON resumed. Certainly not, sir, so | 
fav as I ever understood. On the principle that it 
was a thing done in times past and acquiesced in, | 
he might well have abided by it; but if he would | 
have vetoed the Missouri line, it would only have 
been on the principle that there was no constitu- | 
tional power to prohibit slavery even north of 
the line; and surely that, instead of justifying an 
expectation of an exclusion from free participation, 
would have sanctioned the contrary. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, interposed, 
and (Mr.S. yielding the floor) inquired if, because 
the candidate of the Democratic party had pledged | 
himself to veto the Wilmot proviso, the people 
had not put their veto on him? 
` Mr. SEDDON resumed. I think not even in 
the North—certainly not in the South, where the 
people who vetoed General Cass, and preferred į 
the present President, did so on the ground that 
General Taylor would more certainly veto the 
Wilmot proviso and secure the rights of the South. 
Many considered that his identity of interest and | 
property—his birth, associations, and feelings, as 
asouthern man, gave fuller guarantees of his fideli- | 
ty to the South and his maintenance of our rights, 
than could be afforded by his northern competitor. || 
~ The’ hammer fell. , i 

“Mt. SEDDON, (at the request of Mr. Baxer,) | 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER renewed it and made some re- | 
marks, which will be published hereafter. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, 

The committe rose and reported. 

Mr. DICKEY madea report from the commit- | 
tee on enrolled bills. 

- On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. | 
- The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- | 
propriate committees: 
By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of John Fitzgerald, 
W. V. K. McLean, and 62 other citizens of the town of 
New Sweden, Clinton county, New York, praying Congress 
to so modify the tariff of 1846 as to impose ad valorem duties i 
on the basis of the prices of that year. os | 
- Also, the petition of P. S. Whiteomband 57 other citizens: || 
of the county of Essex, State of New York, praying Con- || 
gress to so modify the tariff of 1846, as to impose ad valorem į 
duties on the basis of the prices of that year. ! 
| 
| 


‘Also, the petition of Abraham Weiden and 64 other citi- 
zens of the town of Hillsborough, Essex county, New York; | 
praying Congress so to modify tbe tariff of 1846, as to im- | 
pose ad valorem duties on tha, basis of the prices of that 

ar. f 
Ry Mr. LITTLEFIELD: The petition of Philip Greely 
and others, for the passage of a Jaw authorizing the appoint- 
ment ofan additional weigher and gauger for the port of 
Portland, Falmouth, Maine. 

By Mr. SIBLUY : The memorial of Governor Alexander 
Ramsey and 152 other citizens of Minnesota, for the grant | 
of a township of land to aid in the constriction of a tele- ! 
graph from St. Paul, to connect with the eastern fine of | 
telegraph. s T i 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 33 citizens of Wayne | 
county, Indiana, praying a reduction of postage on all pre- | 
paid letters to a uniform rate of two cents per half ounce. | 

ii 
t 
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Mr. NORRIS presentet additional documents | 
in relation to the claim of Silas L. Loomis; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of the || 
Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, |! 
asking that a scientific corps may be attached.to |! 


H 


the commission appointed to run the boundary | 


f 
1 


| 
| 
i 
f 


line between the United States and Mexico; which | 


was referred to the Committé on Territories. 


Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of Asahel 
Brainard, a pensioner, asking an increase of his 
pension; which was referred to the: Committee on 
Pensions. $ 
_ Also, a memorial of citizens of Minnesota, ask- 
ing a grant of land for the purpose of constructing 
a magnetic telegraph from St. Paul, to connect 
with the telegraph lines south and east; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also,a memorial of citizens of Lawrencecounty, 
Ohio, asking a modification of the tariff so as to 
adopt specific duties in place of ad valorem; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Licking coun- | 
ty, Ohio, asking Congress to authorize Asa Whit- 
ney to construct a railroad from the Mississippi 
valley to the Pacific ocean, on the plan proposed 
in his memorial to Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee an Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Colonel Ward B. Burnet, asking for the allowance 
of expenditures made by the Common Council of 
the city of New York, in raising the first regi- 
ment of New York volunteers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial from John 
S. Gilbert and Zeno Secor, asking additional com- 
pensation for constructing the dry dock of Kitttery, 
in the State of Maine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Nava! Affairs. p 

Also, a memorial from the Jegal representatives 
of Charles Porterfield, deceased, asking bounty 
land, commutation pay, and the reimbursement of 
advances made for the public service; which was | 


referred to the Committee of Claims. jj 


Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a petitiog from | 
Francis Ayler and Chasteen Scott, citizens of} 
Boone county, Kentucky, asking indemnity for 
slaves that escaped into Ohio, and which they are 
unable to recover for want of the passage of neces- 
sary laws by the United States; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition signed by 
265 inhabitants of Boston, Massachusetts, among 
whom were many females, asking that the right 
of trial by jury and the writ of habeas corpus may 
be allowed by law to fugitive slaves; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to report back to the Senate the bill entitled «A bill 


to cede the public lands of the United States to the States |] 


respectively in which they are sitnated, on condition that. | 
the said States shall severally grant and convey the said 
lands to actual occupants only, in limited quantities, for cost 
of survey, transfer, and title muniments merely.”? 

The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 
ally'read in their order, and passed over when not | 
called up for consideration. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Batpwiw, relative to the delay in furnishing the 
Senate with certain documents, was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing he directed to 
inquire into the causes of the delay in furnishing the Senate 
with the President’s message and accompanying documents, 
and the r port of the Secretary of the Treasury, which have 
been ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate, and to 
report the same to the Senate. 


The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Borax, the 18th of April, in relation to the es- | 


i 


ji 


tablishment of certain mail routes, were considered 
and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to Inquire as to the propriety of estab- 
lishing a mail rounte from Bark, in Franklin county, via į 
Brawley’s, Grand Prairie, and Robert Mafiit’s, in Scott 
county, to Boonville, in Scott county, Arkansas. 

Resolved, further, That the same committee be instructed 
to inquire as to the propriety of extending the mail ronte 
from Camden, Arkansas, via Buena Vista and Seminary, 
in Ouachita county, Calhoun, in Lafayette county, Arkansas, 
via Walnutercek, to Homer, in Claiborne parish, Louisiana. | 

Resolved, further, That the same committee be instructed 
to inqnire as to the propriety of establishing a mail route 
from Searey, in White county, to Clinton, in Van Buren 
eounty,in Arkansas. 


H 

l 

i 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. | 

Borvanp, the Tth instant, in relation to extending 

the naval pension system to the army, was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of so amending the pension 
jaws as to place the officers and soldiers of the army on the 
same footing with the officers and seamen of the navy of the | 


United States. And further, into the propriety of providing 
by law for granting pensions to the widows and orphans of 


# 


; that passed in the case of Louisiana, 


those soldiers, whether volunteers or regulars, who served 
on the frontiers of the United States during the jate war 
with Mexico, and thatthe committee report by bill or other- 


wise. 

The following resolution, submitted by. Mr. 
Water on the 5th instant, relative tothe pur- 
chase of the Debates of the California Convention, 
came up: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate, adopted the 
15th day of April last, authorizing the purchase from John 
Ross Brown of two thousand copies of the Debates in the 
California Convention, be and the same is héreby rescinded, 

Mr. WALKER observed that Mr. Brown had 
made some statements which would induce him to 
move to refer the resolution to the Committee ‘on 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate; which was 
agreed to. 

SWAMP LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BORLAND moved that the Senate take up 
the Senate bill No. 3, being the bill to grant to the 
State of Arkansas the public lands remaining un- 
sold, on account of overflow, in that State; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The bill having been read a second time, was 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. The first question was‘on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the bill, or 
to the amendment, but it strikes me that the fourth 
section is a pretty sweeping affair, and that we are 
about to makea grant of the extent of which we 
know but little. I think Congress ought to have 
a little more information before they make any 
such grant. The fourth section of the bill. conveys 
every inch of land in the United States, known 
and designated as swamp lands, to the States in 
which they lie. I wish the amendment may be 
divided, so. that we may vote on the sections gep- 
arately. : 

Mr. BORLAND. I willsay to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the principle of the bill 
applies as well to every other State as to Arkansas, 
and that it is not as sweeping as he seems to sup- 
pose, because there is no uncertainty in regard to 
the quantity of this kind of land. Itis known and 
properly designated at the Land Office, from re- 
turns made by actual surveys. The term used 
here is the technical term by which it is known at 
the Land Office. 

Mr. HALE. I would ask the Senator from 
Arkansas if he can inform the Senate what is the 
amount of land in all the States known as “ swam 
lands?” I understand there are something like 
four millions of acres in Arkansas. 

Mr. BORLAND. I cannot tell precisely, be- 
cause I have not the estimate by me. Buta report 
made by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, showing it, was laid before the Senate more 
than a year ago, 

Mr. WEBSTER. Will the honorable member 
from Arkansas state, whether in this part of the 
bill he has followed the precedents of other bills 
passed for a like purpose? 

Mr. BORLAND. Ihave copied the bill from 
The provis 
sion corresponds precisely. It is even in the same 
words. ; 

Mr. KING. The law which was passed grant- 
ing to Louisiana her swamp lands was discussed 
here, and understood by the Senate generally. It 
is wel] ascertained from the Land Office that these 
lands are of no earthly value, while in their present 
state, and that they render the country contiguous 
exceedingly unhealthy. The Government of the 
United States will not engage in asystem of drain- 
age, So as to bring these lands into a state that will 
enable them to command anything by their sale; 
and in order to relieve the States from the difficul, 
ties which they encounter for want of proper facil: 
ities of communication through the swamps, as 
well as to improve the general, health of the coun- 
try, it was thought to be right and proper to give 
these lands to the States and let them drain them 
ifthey can. The quantity was calculated and per- 
fectly well sscertained by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and the statement was 
laid on our tables, so that every one has an,oppor- 
tunity of seeing what is the quantity of land in the 
different States. The lands are overflowed and of 
no value, unless the Government adopts a system 
of drainage. ‘The Senator from Arkansas is.mis- 
taken in one particular, and that is with regard to 
the latter part of the section. This bill passed in 
the case of Louisiana. did not give the same priv- 
ileges and advantages to other States of the Union 
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similarly situated, where there are swamp lands. 
Had that been the case this bill would have been 
altogether unnecessary . 
goes further than the one conferring the same 
privilege on Louisiana. If, however, there is 
amy difficulty in the minds of honorable Senators 
with regard to the general provision—and 1 confess 
no such difficulty weighs with me, knowing the 
nature of the land—the Senator from Arkansas 


I hope there will be no. difficulty.in passing the 
bill, for the United States will lose nothing by its 
passage, and they may gain something, for the 
lands contiguous to these swamp lands are now in 
many cases rendered useless and unsaleable. 

Mr. BORLAND. ‘I will state that when I first 
introduced the bill, the fourth section was precisely 
the same'as in the Louisiana bill. On referring ihe 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands, however, 
the committee, after consulting with a number of 
Senators, thought proper to make it applicable to 
all the States. But if the principle ‘is right as 
applied to Arkansas and Louistana, itis right as 
applied to all other States, without reference to the 
quantity of the lands. 

Mr. SHIELDS. { will state that the Committee 
on Public Lands thought it would be better, in- 
stead of introducing a separate bill for each State, 
that there should be provisions added to the bill to 
make itapply to all the States. After what has 
been said by my honorable friend from Alabama, 
it is‘unnecessary for me to add a word upon that 
subject. I know what these lands are in my own 
State, and we only want to get possession of them 
to give them away to those who will drain and im- 
prove them, and make them habitable and healthy. 
The same is the case in Indiana, Missouri, and 
other States, and in Arkansas perhaps more than 
all the rest. We call these lands ‘fever and ague 
lands”? in my State, and the sole object in getting 
possession of them is to have them drained and 
improved. I hope there will be no objection to 
the fourth section of the bill; it is rendered appli- 
cable to all the States to prevent the necessity of 
a separate bill for each State. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missiasippi. I have long been 
an advocate of the graduation of the price of the 
public lands. 1 have been an advocate of the sur- 
render to the State of those lands that could not 
be sold by the General Government within a cer- 
tain term of years; and in proof of the wisdom of 
such a policy, I would cite a case that occurred in 
my own State. The Chickasaws in that State 
were entitled to receive, instead of an annuity, the 
net proceeds of the lands from which they re- 
moved. The graduating principle was applied to 
those lands, so as to reduce some of them down 
to 12; cents an acre. The lands were sold rap- 

dly, and were gotrid of inashort period. These 
lands netted more than any lands which have 
been sold by the Government at41 25 per acre, by 
being kept in the market a long term of years. 
The case included in this bill is of swamp lands, 
which cannot be sold if they have been surveyed, 
and much of which cannot be surveyed at all, as 
in Louisiana. Some portions of the lands of Mis- 
siseippi arein the like difficulty. These lands can- 
not be sold by the Federal Government, Again, 
sir, the lands lying contiguous to them—I speak 
particularly of a portion of the lands of Missis- 
sippi—cannot be occupied, and consequently are 
unsaleable, because they are separated entirely from 
communication either with the river or the high 
land, wherever the country isoverflowed; and be- 
sides, the adjacent country is rendered so unhealthy 
that lands susceptible of cultivation cannot be oc¢cu- 
pied. To grant the inundated and unsaleable 


lands to the State, forithe purpose of draining them, | 


is to render the contiguous lands saleable, and of 
double value. 1t will secure a rapid settlement, 
and not merely bring into the treasury the moneys 


Hence it is that this bill || 


received for the lands, but the customs-revenue | 
from the settlers upon them, which Is always far | 
the greater item of profit to the United States Gov- | 


ernment. 

To exclude the fourth section, then, as pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
would be to restrict the provisions of this bill to 


| with a more correct knowledge of the details of 


States. ; 

Now, sir, if the fourth section should be sepa- 
rated from the other three, and the fourth section 
should be lost, I should feel it my duty to bring 
in a bill allowing Mississipi the same rights that 
we here grant to Arkangas, the argument for 
which would equally apply to the lands extending 
from just below Memphis to the mouth of the 
Yazoo river. It would be a mere waste of time, 
and multiply bills, to pass the first three sections 
and not the fourth, which is the mere application 
of the same principle to all cases of like import. 
Surely we would not grant to oneand refuse to 
another. ` 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no opposition to the bill. 
I merely made the inquiry because E thought the 
Senate,pught to have. some information about the 
matte” [tis oneabout which I feel very litle in- 
terest. {do not object to the bill, and I do not 
know that I should object to it if it allowed all | 
the lands to the States; but I asked for a division | 
of the question in order to obtain information, and 
bring the matter before the Senate. As it seems 
to be the sense of the Senate that the question 
should be taken on the amendment as a whole, 1 
withdraw the call for a division of the question. 

Mr. FOOTE. I have no notion, after what has 
been already said, of detaining the Senate with a 
speech. When the Louisiana bill was before this 
body, I expressed my views at length on the sub- 
ject, and warmly urged the adoption of the bill. 
[ feel great interest in this bill, because my owh 
State is interested in it. I trust that, after the 
cogent reasons for the adoption of the measure 
which have been given here this morning, ‘gentle- 
men will withdraw their opposition, and allow the 
bill to become a part of the law of the land. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this is a general 
bill, and applicable to every State in which there 
are public lands covered with swamps. There is 
not much of this description of land in the State 
from which I come, but a sufficient quantity to make 

me feel a deep interest in the passage of this bill. 
Edo notexpect to be able to add much to what has 


been so well said by my distinguished friend from || 


Ilinois, [Mr. Suieiys,] and otherg,Jn support of 
this measure. His [Mr. 8’s.} long and intimate 
knowledge of everything connected with our 
land system, having been for several years, as we 
all know, its efficient head, enables him to speak 


this subject, than perhaps any other member of the 
Senate. 


Having been for several years connected with || 


the surveys of the public lands, my attention has 
been necessarily drawn to this particular subject. 
These swamp lands are now entirely valueless to 
the General Government, and are highly injurious 
to the health and settlement of those portions of the 
States in which they lie; so much so, indeed, as to 
injure, and oftentimes to prevent the sales of the 
contiguous lands, which are susceptible of cultiva- 
tion and inhabitation. The question then is, sir, 
whether the General Government will continue its 
ownership over these inundated lands—which 
spread death and disease amongst the people—or, 
by surrendering them to the States, allow them to 
be rendered fit for cultivation and settlement. No 
one, I presume, ever thinks that the United States 
will ever enter upon any system for the recluma- 
tion of these lands ; the sooner, then, it parts with 
its ownership, the better far all concerned. Some- 
thing has been said as to the quantity of these lands 
to be granted by this bill; with me, it makes no 


|| that proposed by this bill. 


act upon the principle that we are all bound to do 
something with these refuse lands, and 1 know of 
no other or. better mode of disposing of them, than 
€ } Į shall, therefore, will- 
ingly vote for this bil, and most sincerely hope 
that it may become alaw. “ . 

£ Itis made the duty of the Government deputy- 
‘surveyor,’ by law, and under the instructions of 


F thesurveyor-general,to designate the swamp lands. 
f They are therefore, so delineated upon the plats, 
Í and by the field-notes of the deputies,as to enable 
| the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 


assign them to the States in which they lie, with- 


| out there being any danger that any other than 
I swamp lands would or could be given to sych 
States, 


Mr: UNDERWOOD. I live in a State where 
there are none of these swamp lands; but | was on 
the Committee on the Public Lands during the 
last Congress. . I was then opposed to granting 
the swamp lands to the different States, but | ad- 
voeated a system by which the General Goyern- 
ment should undertake to drain. these public lands 
for the benefit of the whole. ‘found that this plan 
met with so little support, that, in all probability, 
it could never be dane, and that brought my mind 
then to this conclusion, thai these lands must re- 
main swamp lands forever, or that we mast give 
them up to the States, and let the States drain 
them and make them valuable. J became hopeless 
of my plan being carried out, and, indeed, the 
more L considered it, the more dissatisfied I be- 
came with. my own system, and it bropght me to 
this alte(Mative, that we must either give the lands 
to-the States, or allow them to remain in their pres- 
ent condition. Qa due reflection, E have come to 
the determination to vote for this bill, withopt the 
amendment, and to yote for. similar bills in behalf 
of other States, as they shall be presented. | 
make these few remarks by way of explanation of 
the change in my opinions, ' 

The amendment was then agreed to; and there. 
being no further proposition to amend, the bill 
was reported back to the Senate, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read, 
« A bill to enable the State of Arkansas and other 
States to reclaim the swamp lands within their 
limits”? 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the admis- 
sion of California as a State into the Union, to 
establish territorial governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
establishment of her western and northern bound- 


j aries. 


Mr. DAYTON resumed, and concluded the 
speech which he commenced yesterday. 

Mr. CLAY then suggested that the vote on the 
pending motion to postpone to a day certain, be- 
yond the session, be now taken, that the Senate, 
in the event of its rejection, might resume the con- 
sideration of amendments, `> 

“Mr. BENTON, in accordance with an intima- 
tion which he gave when his motion wag made, 
withdrew that motion for the present, to permit 
votes to be taken on important amendments, f 

The residue of the day, until four o’clock, was 
devoted to the consideration of amendments in’ 
relation to the boundary line between New Mex- 
ico and Texas, a report of which will appedr in 
the Appendix. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
’Tuurspay, June 13, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday. was read and approved. 
Mr. INGE, by unanimous consent, presented 
an amendment to the bill heretofore referred to the 


| Committee of the Whole.on the state of the Union 


of the following title: 

‘© A pill ‘to establish an armory and foundry at 
Fort Massac, on the Ohiorriver.”’ 

On motion by Mr. INGE, the amendment 
(without being read) was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT BANGOR. 


difference whether the quantity be more or less: E| 


„Mr. STETSON roge and said, he was exceed: 


1850; 


BE. 


ingly desirous that a hill fr 


taken up, in order that it might be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. The House would 
bear him witness that he had not heretofore tres- 
passed on its patience. The bill was of some 
importance, and as he merely proposed that it 
should be taken up and referred, he hoped that 
the unanimous consent of the House would-be 
given for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER put the questionas a metion 

that, by unanimous consent, the bills from ‘the 
Senate on the Speaker’s table should be taken yp. 
and referred. f 

Mr. JONES. I object to any reference. 

So the motion of Mr. Srersen was not enter- 
tained. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
business, i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the. House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. ; 

Messrs. ROOT, PRESTON KING, and others, 
demanded tine yeas and nays. 


I call. for the regular order of 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for tellers an | 


taking the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. McQueen, 
of South Carolina, and Root, of Ohio, were ap- 
pointed. i: 

And the question having been pu tthe vote 
stood, in favor of taking the yeas and nays 41, 
noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 94, nays 88; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Asbmun, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Burrows, Phonjas. B. 
Huuer, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Con- 
ger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Fowler, Fuller, 
Giddings, 
loway, Hampton, Harlan, Fhomas 
land, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, Daniel 
P. King Wames G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Lef- 
fer, Littiefield, Horace’ Mann, Matteson, Meacham, Moore, 
Morris, Nelson, Nes, Newell, Ogie, Olds, Otis, Peasice, 
Peck, Lhelps, Pitman, Power, Panam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
telle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, E. G. 
Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Taylor, William ‘Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Walden, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, 
Wilmot, Witson, Winthrop, and Wood—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Bayly, Bissell, Bocock, 
Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Buel, Bart, Chester Butler, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Deberry, Dimmick, Duncan, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Green, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, S. W. Harris, 
Hay, Haymvud, Hebard, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, Hub- 
hard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johuson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Job Manu, Mar- 
shall, Mason, McCiernand, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. 
McLean, MeQueen, McWiltie, Miller, Milson, Morse, 
Morton, Outlaw, Parker, Phoenix, Powell, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex. H. Stephens, Thomas, 


L. Harris, Henry, Hoag- 


Jacoh Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Venable, į 


Vinton, Watdo, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wiliams, and 
Woodward—88. 


[Mr. ROOT, when his name was called, stated | 


that he had paired off, until half-past one, with Mr. 
Orr, of South Carolina. } 


CALIFORNIA. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of- 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn, 
of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the cen- 
sideration of the California question. 

T'he amendment offered yesterday by Mr. Sran- 
ron, of Tennessee, and which had been renewed 
by Mr. Bager, was withdrawn. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississ 
amendment, which was as follows: 

“Pronided, however, That it shall be no obstacle to the 
admission into the Union of any State which may hereafter 
be-formed out of the territory lying south of the parallel of 
latitude of 36° 30, that the constitution of said State may 
authorize or establish African slavery therein.” 

Mr. T. said he had renewed the amendment for 
the purpose of making one or two remarks, chiefly 
in reply to those submitted yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr.Srernens.) 1 (con 
tinued Mr. T.) then attempted to get the floor. | 
regretied to hear the remarks of that gentleman, 
not because the argument, or anything he said, 
related to myself, but because I regretted the effect 
produced by the speech. I believe,and Tam will- 
ing to avow my belief, that the Democratic party 


om the Senate, now on 
the Speaker’s table, providing for the erection of | 
a custom house in the city of Bangor, should be | 


Goodenow, Gorman, Gort, Gould, Grinnell, Hal- |) J 


ippi, renewed the į 


is responsiblein a great degree for. the nuodus 
tion of these territories. I believe they are in jus- 
tice hound, as patriots, to do all which it may be 


i in their power to do to settle, these questions. I | 


i; belieye that if they had done so immediately upon 
j; the. acquisitien of these territories, they would: 
; now have been in the ascendancy, and would at 
i this moment have been-invested with the power of 
this Government. But, at the same time, it is to 
; be remembered that during the last presidential 


į election, this was made a prominent question of 


i: discussion. The Democratic party having failed 
to setle it, the country, panting as it was for a 
; settlement, released that party from all responsi- 
|, bility, and the responsibility then devoWed upon 
|| the Whig party. And I appeal to the gentleman, 
|i from Georgia (Mr. STEPHENS] to say, whether he 
|: does not feel that a heavy responsibility rests upon 
ii that party for the settlement of the question in a 
|; manneramicable, just, and satisfactory to all por- 
i! tions of the Union? 

"| , Does not the gentleman feel that almost the en- 
tire responsibility rests upon that party for the 
: settlement of this question? Does he not know 
| that when General Taylor was a candidate for the 
| Presidency, his election was advocated upon the 
i} broad ground that he was to be trusted with. the 
settlement of this question, in preference to the 
Democratic candidate, General Cass?” And I ask 
i him, can he justify his own friends in refusing 
i any aettlement of this question, except by the 
‘enactment of the Wilmot proviso, or by doing 
| that which is equivalent, the continuance of the 
| military government in that country, under the di- 
i rection of the President, until the South shall 
have been entirely excluded—thus practically car- 
rying out the Wilmot proviso as effectively as 
thoagh it were enacted into a law? Will the gen- 
tleman justify his Whig friends in thus attempting 
to be unjust upon this subject? Ido not wish to 
raise any issue with the gentleman upon this sub- 
ject; on the contrary, I am willing that by-gones 


should be by-gones; Iam willing that my record 
should be made up, and the gentleman’s record 
|| should be made up, and I have no wish to open it 
now. I do not wish to recur to the past, because 
in so doing we would each find that which would 
be made the subject of party recrimination and 
violent remark; but I do hope that if we can agree 
upon any. great measure which will give peace 
and quietness to the country, we will, for a while 
at Jeast, lay down our party armor. Ido not wish 
to vindicate myself at this time for the votes I have 
given, having always acted in accordance with the 
principles of the Missouri compromise, and with 
the hope that all parts of the country would be 
just, that all parties would be patriotic, and that a 
settlement would finally be made which should 
be such as to give peace and quietness to the whole 
country and secure the rights and the equality of 
all the States. , ; 

Mr. OLDS interposed, and inquired if the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi had voted for the Mis- 
|| souri compromise—in the annexation of Texas? 

Mr. THOMPSON. -I did vote for the Missouri 
compromise in the annexation of Texas. I am 
glad my friend recurs to the matter. It was then 
asserted and understood by the whole country—at 
least by all the friends of Texas—who were the 
Democratic party—that that line should be the 
line of division to the Pacific, and we immediate- 
ly acted up to that great principle, 
to orgahize a territorial government for Oregon. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have but a 
word to say in reply to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order, pending 
the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I withdraw the amend- 
| ment for the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I renew it. { have but a 
word, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. THURMAN rose to a point of order, and 
sent up to the Chair, in writing, the following: 

Mr. ‘THURMAN raises the point of order, that when a gen- 
tleman has spoken five minutes, and the floor is given to 
another gentleman, the former gentleman not being entitled 
to the floor, has no right to withdraw the amendment. 

The reporter did not understand that the point 
of order Was pressed at this time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the 
amendment, and said that he had but a few words 
| to offer in reply to the gentleman from Mississippi, 


when we came |} 


[Mr. Tuomeson.] He would. tell him candidly, 
that he was utterly opposed.to keeping these jers 
ritories under military goyernnients. There. was, 
no day, during the last two sessions of Congress. 
that. he would not have voted to impeach Mr. 
Polk for the cregtion or establishment of those. 
governments. It was done without the authority. 
of law, and in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, as he. firmly. believed, as he had 
often declared on this flopr, and. as he believed. 
every Whig who was then. here was ready to 
vote. His (Mr. §.’s) past course aad position 
upon this subject could. not be, forgotten .or mis-, 
taken, The creation of these civil governments,. 


| even in lime of war, by the authority of the Pres- 


ident of the United States, he held to be æ most 
glaring and dangerous usurpation of power, and 
it deserved the rebuke and condemnation of Con- 
gress atthe time. Bat it was then defended by 
| the friends of the President, as a war measure, 
He derived his power (he and they said) from the 
“laws of nations and the rights of war.” Nobody 
pretended that such governments could or ought. 
to. be maintained in time of peace. And the only 
way that he got out of the difficulty, at the termi» 
nation of the war, was to assume the pogition that 
the governments, were rightfully instituted in time 
of war, as war measures, and that, though they 
ceased to exist as such on the conclusion of peace, 
yet that, as they were the existing governments 
at the time of peace, they could continue to exist, 
under the laws. of nations, as.governments de: 
facto, until others were organized. In this light 
they were recognized by him after the peace; 
and in this condition the present Administration 
found them. 

Mr. S. said he did not deem it necessary for 
him to state what course he thought it would 
have been proper for the present Administration 
to take towards them. Finding the governments 
existing there as they did, perhaps those in an- 
thority could not have done better than to con- 
tinue to recognize them as governments de facio, 
until they should be superseded by others in- 
stituted by competent authority. The present 
Administration, therefore, he did not think were to 
blame for the ‘present state of things; but he 
wished it digtinctly understood, that he did not ap- 
prove, and he never could be brought to sanction 
the policy. of having these territories, in time of 
peace, under military sway and rule, Lt was.con- 
trary to the first principles of republican constitu-. 
tional liberty. .Upon.the acquisition of these terri- 
tories—upon the ratification of the treaty—the 
government of them devolved. upon Congress, and 
it was the duty of Congress, either to allow. the 
people there to govern themselves according to 
their choice, or to provide a government for them 
suitable to their condition. And in candor, he 


| would say to the gentleman from Mississippi, that 


those. Whigs, in his opinion, whotnow avow the 
extraordinary policy of leaving the territories 
under a military. government in time of peace, are 
strangely inconsistent with the position that they. 
and he occupied two years ago, when they held 
upfor public condemnation such a course of policy. 
even intimeof war. We.livein.a Government of 
laws and under a written Constitution, and from 
neither of which is any. authority possessed by 
the President to maintain military governments 
over any portion of our territories. The whole 
idea is revolting to every one who has a proper 
appreciation of the value of American liberty. 

ut, said Mr. S., the gentleman from. Missis- 
sippi has alluded to the late canvass for the Presis 
dency, and says that while General Cass was 
openly against the Wilmot proviso, that the people 
of the South had preferred General Taylor, because 
they were more willing to trust him with the 
settiement of these questions than General Cass; 


! and hence he argues, that the responsibility has 


passed from the Democratic party to the Whig 
party of adjusting them. He (Mr. S.) wished 
simply to say, that he believed other consider- 
ations had much more to do wiih the late presi- 
dential election than these difficult questions. 
The very policy that brought these difficukies 
upon us, was one of the main reasons. that. in- 
duced him to take such an active part in the overs 
throw of the late Administration. It .was true, 
General Cass was opposed to the Wilmot proviso, 
and he (Mr. S.) had never, on this floor or before 
his constituents, attempted to represent him-orher~ 
wise. He had generously awarded 10 him all 
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the merit that he was entitled to for that posi- 
tion. But he had stated, what he would now say 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, that the posi- 
tion of General Cass was no better, if it was not 
worse, for the interests of the South, than an open 
advocacy of the proviso itself; for General Cass 
held, that slavery did not exist in these territo- 
ries—that it never could go there—and that it was 
not within the ‘constitutional power of Congress 
to make provision for its extension or protection 
there. This was the purport of General Cass’s 
Nicholson letter. This was his (Mr-S.’s) under- 
standing of it at the time. He never misrepre- 
sented him. He knew it was read one way at the 
North and another at the South; but he had never 
in his life done General Cass the slightest inten- 
tional injustice on this subject. He represented 
his position fairly, as he understood it, and justas 
General Cass himself had stated it afew days ago, 
in the Senate. He there said, on Tuesday last, 
after reviewing the Nicholson letter: 

« Andam I not right in saying, that whatever other quali- 
tics he may want, a man, with my letter before him, who 
could say that I never took the ground that slavery could not 
exist in the new territories, does not want moral courage ?” 

How anybody could candidly have come to any 
other conclusion at the time was a wonder to me. 
Now I say tothe gentleman from Mississippi, that 
neither in the canvass, nor in this House before 
or since, nor before my constituents or the people 
of Georgia, before nor since these acquisitions 
have I countenane2d any imposition upon this sub- 
ject, North or South, [have been for fair, open 
dealing. J did not desire to deceive or cheat any- 
body; and I did not intend to be deceived or cheated 
by anybody. I do not say that General Cass 
intended any such thng. I think his letter was 
clear and explicit; and it amounted to this, that the 
Wilmot proviso was already over the country, 
both by the laws of the land and the laws of na- 
ture, and that it was not within the power of 
Congress to remove it. Of course, according to 
his viewsand policy, the South would be excluded 
from any participation in the territories acquired 
from Mexico. Hence I could not endorse him 
and his policy upon this subject, if I had agreed 
with him upon all other questions. IT have from 
the beginning been, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi says he is,in favor of the extension of the 

_ Missouri compromise line, or some other fair and 
just division of the territory. But I want no di- 
vision which will not give as ample protection and 
security to the South in the enjoyment of her 
portion as it does to the North. The extension 
of the Missouri compromise without the recogni- 
tion of slavery south of that line and all necessary 
protection, would, in my opinion,be a perfect mock- 
ery of right,—just as much so as the doctrine of 
“‘non-intervention.”? This was my position two 
years ago upon this floor, and upon which I then 
declared I should stand or fall. I hold that upon 
the acquisition of these territories, their govern- 
ment devolved upon Congress, and that it was 
the duty of Congress to pass all necessary laws for 
the fair and equal enjoyment of them by all the 
people of the United States, or such of them as 

_ might go there with their property of every de- 
scription. 

As a difference of opinion exists between the 
North and South upon the subject of slavery, I 
thonght,and still think, that for the purpose of 
such equal and just enjoyment a division of the 
territory would be best. That Congress had power 
to pass all such laws I never doubted—indeed I 
was amazed at the position of those who claimed 
the constitutional right to carry and hold slaves 
there and yet denied to Congress the power to 
pass laws for the protection of their rights. The 
doctrine of *‘non-inteyvention”’ denied that power. 
I understand the gentleman from Mississippi now 
to be in favor of the extension of the Missouri 
line, with a recognition and protection of our rights 
south of the line. And yethe will allow me to 
tell him, that according to the doctrine of General 
Cass and the whole party to which he belonged 
two years ago, such a compromise or settlement 
would be an unconstitutional act, for they denied 
the power of Congress to pass any such law. For 
myself, I have always maintained that the South 
had an undoubted right to an equal participation 
in these territories, and that it was the duty of 
Congress to see to it that that right was properly 
secured and protected. It is true these opinions 
of mine were held by many, two years ago, to be 
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hetrodoxical, and even dangerous. But I have the 
gratification now of seeing them fast becoming the 
common sentiments of men of all parties at the 
South. Conscious of the right then, 1 was willing 
for time to vindicate the truth. So much for the 
remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi. And 
in conclusion I repeat to him, I am opposed to the 
continuance of military: governments in these ter- 
ritories—they are anti-republican, and inconsistent 
with the first principles upon which our Govern- 
ment rests. Iam fora settlement of all these sec- 
tional questions if they can be settled consistently 
with the rights and interests of the people of my 
State. It has been said that I opposed the settle- 
ment two years ago. I did—and if I were to 
judge from the debates in this and the other end of 
the Capitol, I should find abundance of evidence to 
justify me in that opposition, even out of the 
mouths of some of the very men who were dis- 
posed to censure me for the course I then took. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Will the gentleman 
from Georgia withdraw the amendment ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will withdraw it if the 
gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he would renew the 
amendment, to enable him to say a word. He 
feared that the debate between the two parties in 
the South might place gentlemen from the North, 
who went for the admission of Texas, in a very 
false position. He had been for Texas from the 
beginning; the Democratic party had been for 
Texas. 

Mr. ASHMUN (interposing) rose to a point 
of order, and called on the Chair to enforce the 
rule, that gentlemen in making their five minutes’ 
speeches shall be confined to an explanation of 
their amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why did not the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts call the gentleman from 
Georgia, on his side, [Mr. Srepuens,] to erder, 
instead of allowing that gentleman to go on with- 
out objection, and now objecting to my colleague’s 


proceeding? i 

Mr. ASHMUN. Because: I did not call the 
gentleman from Mississippi, on the gentleman’s 
side, [Mr. THompson,] to order. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware that 
on various occasions the debate has wandered 
very wide indeed from the question immediately 
before the committee; but in five minutes’ expla- 
nations, it is utterly impossible for the Chair to 
undertake to confine gentlemen immediately to the 
line, or within the line, of legitimate debate, and the 
Chair is not disposed to attempt so impossible a 
task. The Chair, therefore, does not sustain the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts, | 


Mr. ASHMUN. I called the gentleman to: 
order; does the Chair decide that he is in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Then I appeal from the de- 
cision. My point of order is, that the gentleman, 
instead of explaining his amendment, is discussing | 
the question of the annexation of Texas, the con- | 
duct of the Democratic and Whig party, and the 
result of the war. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
about the war. i 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading of | 
the amendment; Which was read. 

Mr. ASHMUN called for the reading of the 
rule authorizing five minutes’ speeches; which 
was read, as follows: 

‘£34, No member shall occupy more than one honr in | 
debate on any question, in the House, or in the committee ; 
but a member, reporting the measure under consideration || 
froma committee, may open and close debate: Provided, || 
That where debate is closed by order of the House, any | 


member shall he allowed, ia committee, five minutes to | 
explain any amendment he may offer.?? 


The CHAIRMAN: This rule is stringent in || 
its provisions; but in five minutes it would be ex- | 
tremely difficult for the Chair to determine what | 


I have not said a word 


use the gentleman from Illinois might make of the | 
remarks which he has submitted, in reference to į 
the Missouri compromise, and the annexation of || 
Texas, The Chair did not feel it to be his duty : 
to call the gentleman to order, or to sustain the | 
question of order raised by the. gentleman from | 
Massachusetts. | 

Mr. STRONG. I understood the gentleman | 
from Illinois to propose to submit remarks against | 
the amendment which he offers; if this is the case, i 
1 submit that he is out of order. i 


The question, ‘* Shall the opinion of the Chair i 


stand as-the judgment of the committee?”’ wag 
taken, and ý : 

The CHAIR stated 
have it. . : 

Mr: ASHMUN asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Corwin and 
Beas were appointed. : : 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 77, noes 80: 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the remarks which Mr. WenrwortH had com- 
menced were declared to be out of order 

Mr. WENTWORTH (still retaining the floor) 
asked now to have the amendment read. He was 
not going to speak upon it; he was going to cail 
fora vote. He said he preferred to have the point 
of order made on himself to any other man,as he 
believed the whole debate out of order, and had 
no desire to speak himself or hear others. He 
thought the day for speaking had passed, and that 
it was the duty of Congress to vote now, and do 
nothing else but vote.: There were some things, 
however, which he would like to explain, about 
the admission of Texas; yet he would rather they 
would go unexplained to the end. of time, than 
have this omnibus debate continued. 

The amendment was read accordingly. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. 1 rise to a point of order. 
I make the peint, the amendment is not germane 
or relevant to the subject before this committee. 
I understand the question before the committee to 
be, a bill for the admission of California asa State 
into this Union, with the limits and bounds pre- 
scribed by her constitution: the amendment re- 
lates to a State which. gentlemen intend to have 
framed out of territory lying south of 36° 30’, and, 
of course, not the State of California atall. Itre- 
lates, therefore, to a matter not now before the 
committee, and is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman that 
the question was not debatable; and he overruled 
the point of order. 

Mr. VAN DYKE appealed from the decision. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Will the Chair 
be good énough to inform the committee whether 
the pending amendment is not an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The CHAIR.” Itis. i 

Mr. McLANE. Then I desire that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri shali be read. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that every gentleman 
would undoubtedly recollect that the first proposi- 
tion before the, committee was the bill offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Dory,] to 
admit California asa State. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Green] had moved an amendment 
to that bill; the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hititarp] had proposed to strike out a part of 


hat the noes appeared to 


j| thatamendment, and the gentleman from Tennessee 


(Mr. Stanton] had moved to amend the matter 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked that the various 
amendments be read. 

They were read accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN desired the gentleman from 
Tennessee {Mr. Stanton] to state to what partic- 
ular portion of the amendment his amendment 


| belonged. 


Mr. STANTON said, it was to come in at the 
close of the amendment of the gentleman from 


| Missouri, (Mr. Green]—of the part proposed to 
| be stricken out. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood. 

After a brief conversation between Mr. Van 
Dyxe and the Chairman, 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. : 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. McMULLEN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question re- 
curred on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Stanron,] and that no debate 
was in order whilst the gentleman from Hlinois 
(Mr. Wentwortn] adhered to his amendment. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, as he had, as an 
act of courtesy on the part of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srernens,] received this amend-: 
ment at his hands, he (Mr. W.) would return it to’ 
him. 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. McMULLEN desired to know if it was in 
order to move to lay aside this subject to take up 
something else? 
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The CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman 
was not entitled to the floor. 

Some further conversation followed. 

The amendment was withdrawn. - j 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, renewed the amend- 
ment. He said: Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the 
amendment, to be perfected by the words pending, 
limits the boundary of California by the latitudinal 
line of 36° 30’, the question is opened in allits merits, 
as regards the principles which must prevail in pro- 
viding territorial governments, as well as the con- 
siderations proper to influence our discretion in 
voting upon the admission of California. I can, 
therefore, without deviating at all from strict parli- 
amentary law, refer to the principle of dividing 
our territory in twain by a geographical line, be- 
tween slaveholding and non-slaveholding States— 
as also to the principle of non-interference, referred 
to by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Sre- 
PHENS;] and I mean to do so. Indeed, it is ma- 
terial that I should do so; and I would remark 
here that when a gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cartrer] talked about the ‘ hardihood” of dis- 
cussing the propriety and wisdom of limiting the 
boundary of California, he did not approach the 
question; for a proposition to limit the boundary 
of the territory formed and admitted as a State, 
has nothing whatever to do with the institutions of 
the new State. I protest against any such view of 
my course, when I set myself to work in good 
faith to make up my discretion and judgment in 
regard to the pending question of admitting the 
State of California—a question which I will take 
upon its merits. Now, as to the propriety of limit- 
ing the State of California by the latitudinal line of 
36° 30’, and of the terms in which such limi- 
tation shou!d be expressed. Now, sir, in regard 
to this limitation of boundary I wish to say, 
that I will not consent to vote for any propo- 
sition which divides this territory by a geograph- 
ical line, prohibiting slaveholders from an occu- 
pation of the northern section, unless it should 
provide expressly for their protection south of the 
dividing line. 1 will not vote for it, because it only 
leaves slaveholders to their constitutional rights, 
uninterfered with by Congress south of the divi- 
ding line, while it prohibits their enjoymentof these 
rights north of the line, 1 will vote for this geo- 
graphical division, however, upon the principle 
that Congress will at every hazard assume the 
power of interference, and I will of course greatly 
prefer that this power shall be exercised to divide 
the territory in twain, that each section may enjoy 
their respective share of that which, in my judg- 
ment, they ought to enjoy in common, uninterfered 
with by Congress. This course is not intended 
by me as a surrender of my opinion, that such in- 
terference by Congress is arbitrary and tyrannical, 
and in my humble judgment inconsistent with the 
spirit of the Constitution; but I consider it folly in 
southern men to abandon this principle of non-in- 
terference for the Wilmot proviso north of 36° 30', 
and for non-interference south of that line—it would 
be, I think, unwise to assume any such responsi- 
bility, no matter who invites me to it. I will, 
however, rest content to adhere to the principle of 
non-interference, and abide a judicial arbitrament 
of our rights. I take an entirely different view 
of this policy and principle from that taken by the 
gentleman from Georgia. I deny that this princi- 
ple, as set forth by General Cass, eitherin his ort- 
ginal letters before and pending the presidential 
election, or in his late speeches, necessarily ex- 
cluded the slaveholder from the territory in ques- 
tion—this principle opens all the territory of the 
United States to the occupation of the slaveholder 
with his slaves, if by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States he is entitled to carry that property with 
him when he emigrates. This is the explanation 
which | make now, which I have always made, 
which General Cass always made; and I appeal to 
his friends from the North and South to say if 
this is not the view in which they represerted him 
and his. policy to their people; and I say further, 
that this is the view represented of it in his late 
speech. His individual opinion as to what may 
be the existing law, or what may be the final 
adjudication of it, has nothing to do with the ulti- 
mate determination of. the constitutional right. 
This policy of non-interference, or a geographical 
division, was the policy of the late Administration; 
and I deny that General Taylor has adopted and 
continued the policy of the late Administration. 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN said, he thought the remarks 
of the gentleman were irrelevant. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. That is the point which 
T was about to make. . i 

Mr. McLANE. I mean to bein order. This 
condition of the territory south of 36° 30 is open 
to our consideration, and in considering it, the 
question of. congressional interference with the 
rights of the people therein is strictly in. order, 
and therefore l feel it my right to correct the view 
taken of this principle by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Srepuens,] and to illustrate farther 
the true view of it, and the view which | allege is 
now entertained of it by gentlemen on this side of 
the House, from the North and theSouth. (Here 
the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McL. then withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BOCOCK renewed it. He said that the 
| amendment brought up the question of the propri- 
ety of the adoption of the Missouri compromise 
line, and why, he asked, shall it not be adopted? 
: The line of 36° 30', when first established, was not 
suggested by anything peculiar to the territory ac- 
quired from France, called Louisiana territory. 
| It was an arbitrary line adopted by the legislators 
of that day, because they desired to agree upon a 
line across the continent which should forever di- 
vide between the opponents of slavery and those 
who defend that institution as it exists in the 
State. That purpose should apply to the territory 
now under consideration, as much as to the terri- 
tory acquired from France. By the adoption of 
that line the South lost much territory. Notwith- 
standing that faet, she bas faithfully lived up to it. 
Under that compromise, as she understood it, she 
gave upa part of Texas, and was willing to give 
up the whole of Oregon. She is willing to its 
continaance now; and why shall it not be contin - 
ued? Simply because the South might get a poor 
pittance under it, and the North would not get 
all. Thatis the whole matter. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] 
said a few days ago, and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Sreruens] said on yesterday, that they 
had foretold the present state of things several 
years ago, and that the Democratic party alone is 
responsible for it. Mr. Chairman, 1 was pained 
to hear such remarks from those gentlemen. Do 
they not know that there are some prophecies, the 
bare annuneiation of which tends to bring about 
their fulfillment? 

When the Whig party predicted that Mexico 

would make war forthe annexation of Texas, they 
did not mean surely to say, that Mexico would 
do what, in their judgment, was wrong. They 
said in effect then, if not in words, that Mexico 
ought to make war for the annexation of Texas. 
And surely, Mexico was not to be expected to 
be less tenacious of her honor than these gentle- 
men. ; 
When the gentlemen from Tennessee and Geor- 
gia said that the North would appropriate to itself 
all the territory that might be acquired from Mex- 
ico, they had no right to predict in advance that 
the North would do what they thought.wrong. 
And surely we were not bound to act upon the 
fear that the North would: wrongfully violate our 
rights. 

E When they made this prediction, they in effect 
said that the North ought to claim this territory, 
and the mention of it now encourages that section 
in its course. I know that these gentlemen have 
no such intention. The gentleman from Georgia 
said, during the last Congress, that he would 
never agree to any arrangement which would not 
give to his constituents their share of this terri- 
tory. 

Such remarks are further objectionable, because 
they tend to revive the spirit of party. Sir, the 
country is in danger. If we must have party con- 
tests on this floor, let them be delayed till that 
danger is over. Then we shall not shrink from 
them. ‘Till then let us have a generous emulation 
who shall do most to save the Constitution and to 
save the country. Let no man coldly stand off, 


His all is involved as well as ours. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amandment, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON renewed it. He said: 
Mr. Chairman, the principal reason assigned by 
the friends of California for her immediate admis- 
| sion is, that the will and wishes of the people 
there in forming a State government should be 


carried out. If we act on this principle, we must 


and say, You are responsible, get out as you can. | 


necessarily confine her southern: boundary ‘to the 
line of 36° 30. South of that line the people do 
not ask for a State government, but. on the con- 
trary protest solemnly against it, and desire a ter- 
ritorial government. This fact is clearly demon- 
strated by the proceedings of the convention. 
The delegates south of 36° 30’ voted against it all. 
Why do you force a form of government upon 
them contrary to their will, one for which they 
do not ask, and which they reject? -Your decla- 
ration is, therefore, unfounded in fact, and a solemn 
mockery of the very principle that you profess to 
hold so dear, to wit, that the people should deter- 
mine for themselves what form of government 
they would adopt. 

__ This territory, too, south of 36° 30', is a part, 
if not. all, included within the boundaries of the 
State of Deseret. If your position be correct, 
that the people of California had the right to form 
a State government without the consent of Con- 
gress, then you must admit that Deseret had the 
same right. If she had.the same right, her title | 
to the territory south of this line of 36° 30 
is best. She first formed her constitution, first 
exercised this right. Why do you reject her tide, 
and recognize that of California? : Because Cali- 
fornia excluded slavery, and Deseret did. not. 
The question of boundary is a question within the 
control and jurisdiction of Congress. : 

Five minutes expired. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MEADE renewed the amendment. He 
desired to make a few remarks in reply to an ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carr- 
TER,] who spoke yesterday. That gentleman had 
thrown out the idea that this territory is held in 
trust by the United States for the benefit of the 
people inhabiting the territory. According to this 
view, then, the moment the treaty with Mexico 
was ratified, eo instante we became trustees for 
the benefit of the people of Mexico inhabiting the 
territories. This would present this anomalous 
state of things: The United States complained of 
injuries received from the Republic of Mexico 
and her dependencies, and for the purpose of ob- 
taining indemnity for these injuries, we waged 
war with her. When we demanded. indemnity 
for these outrages, were we. demnnding it. for 
those who perpetrated them, or for those who 
suffered from them? Was there ever such a pre- 
posterous proposition submitted? Who commit- 
ted these outrages? Were they not committed 
by Mexico, of which this tegritory formed a part? 
Of whom did we demand indemnity? Of those 
very people for whose benefit the gentleman says 
we hold the territory. Are we, then, to be regard- 
ed as trustees for those who committed the out- 
rages, or for those who demanded reparation? If 
anything more preposterous than this had ever 
been submitted, be would like to hear it, 
The people of the United States had received in- 
jury from Mexico, and had demanded indemnity 
for an injury done to all the States of the Union, 
and to all the people of the States, and if we ob- 
tained indemnity it inured to all the States, and.to 
the people of the. States. And if any of the 
States are excluded from their portion of it, in- 
jury and injustice are done. to the portion of the 
States so excluded. If the. North appropriates 
the whole of it to herself, the South hasa right to 
complain of this as an act of injustice. Had it 
been an indemnity in money instead of territory, 
does any doubt that the South would have been en- 
tilled to the millions which would have been her 
share? The people of the South had to pay their 
proportion of the expenses of the war, and thier 
share of the fifteen millions paid for this territory. 
After having thus contributed her proportion of 
the costs, can it be permitted that the. North, re- 
lying on her numerical strength, should come here 
and pass laws for the purpose of excluding the 
South from all participation? They offer the 
Wilmot proviso. The South can never submit 
to that proviso without a sense of her ‘inferiority, 
that must ultimately degrade and humiliate her 
people. No, sir, the Federal Government is 
agent and trustee for all those who suffered from 
the outrage to repair which the territories were 
acquired. E 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. pag 

Mr. HILLIARD renewed it and said: This 
amendment brings upa great question. It pro- 
poses to allow such States as may hereafter be 
formed out of territory lying south of the parallel 
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of 36° 30", to come into the Union either with or 
without slavery, as their. people may happen to 
prefer when they form their constitution. ? 
- This brings up the question of the power. of 
Congress-over the institutions of a State: when a 
State applies to be admitted into the Union, formed 
out of territory belonging to the States of this Con- 
federacy, ought. Congress to attempt to compel its 
people to establish. or to abolish slavery within its 
limits, or should we confine ourselves to an exam- 
ination of the republican character of the Consti- 
tation which is presented to us? Now, sir, this 
is, I have said, a great question—a very great ques~ 
tion. To maintain that Congress may compel the 

eople of a State applying for admittance into the 

nion to alter their organie law, it being republi- 
can, to: modify their institutions and shape their 
internal policy so as to make it acceptable to what 
may: happen to be the prevailing sentiment of that 
body, is to assert a doctrine which overturns every 
principle which supports the popular government 
under which we live. Great considerations may 
weigh with Congress in admitting or excluding a 
State—the condition of the country at the moment 
of the application, the fitness of the inhabitants of 
the new State to participate in the deliberations or 
the action of the Government—these and other 
considerations, may well be regarded as bearing 
upon the question. But I trust never to see this 
Flouse deliberately reject a proposition like that 
now before us, and thus to deny to the people of 
any part of this country the right to form the in- 
stitutions which may seem to ‘them best suited to 
promote their prosperity and happiness as a State. 
No one who has any just conception of popular 
rights, or any disposition to maintain the great 
principles which are essential to their protection, 
can allow himself to. be thrown into hostility to 
this fundamental doctrine, which all the States of 
this Union have heretofore recognized, and will, I 
believe, at all times uphold. The existence of sla- 
very within the limits of a new State affords no 
ground for the rejection of its application to come 
into the Union, nor does the exclusion of slavery 
from the limits of a State by its constitution, af- 
ford any just ground. The objection made to the 
admittance of California into the Union as a sin- 
gle and distinct measure does not rest upon any 
such ground, but upon the fact that its admittance 
under present circumstances, with the boundaries 
claimed for it, would tend to disturb the harmony 
which should reign between the States of this 
Union, and so far from adding to our strength, 
would essentially weaken us as a confederacy. 
Let the boundaries be altered, as I propose they 
shall be, and I will not hesitate to vote that the 
State shall be admitted. I know that irregularities 
have marked the proceedings which resulted in 
the formation of the State government, but I will 
overlook all these, and welcome the new State 
into the Union, with suitable boundaries, even 
though its constitution excludes slavery. As l 
have herctofore said, the legislation of Congress 
admitting the State will relate back to the original 
proceedings, and legalize them; and allow me to 
ask what objection can be raised to the change of 
boundaries. which I propose? Some of the ablest 
and most influential members of the convention 
which formed the constitution of California, were in 
favor of embracing all the territory called by that 
name within the limits of the new State. Among 
those, I believe, was Mr. Gwyn, one of the Sen- 
ators chosen to represent that State. He brought 
forward a proposition, if I remember correctly 
the proceedings of the convention, to take all Up- 
per California acquired from Mexico into the State 
of California, and his proposition was maintained 
with ability by himself and, I believe, by others. 
Now, sir, } desire to take from the projected State 
its southern territory below the parallel of 36° 30’, 
and extend its eastern boundary, so as to embrace 
the country called Deseret or Utah. Our right to 
do this is clear, the whole territory belongs to the 


people of the United States, and not to the inhab- į 


itants who are now thrown into that remote re- 
gion, many of them there temporarily, drawn 
thither by the spirit of adventure. The whole 
subject of boundary is perfectly within our con- 
trol. 

By what authority have the people of Califor- 
nia formed a State government? Not by the au- 
thority of Congress. Ido not complain of their 
having done so. Our neglect compelled them to 
take care of themselves. But I mean to say: that 


California is not a State; it is a territory be- 


longing to the United States, and we might to-day |: 
The |] 


stretch: our authority over the whole of it.. 
question of boundary belongs to us, and act to the 
inhabitants who now happen to eccupy our -terri- 
tory. It is avery different state of things. from 
that which Missouri presented when that State 
came forward and applied for admission into. the 
Union. The people of Missouri had, by the au- 
thority ef Congress, organized a Stare. It might 
be admitted into the Union, or it might be kept 
out, but still it.was-a State, and would have con- 
tinued to exist as a. State, either within the Union 
or out of the Union. Itis not so with California. 
The whole subject of its limits: belongs to us. 
Let us exercise our authority for the good of the 
whole country, so that when we welcome the 
new State into the Union, we shall not hereafter 
regard it as the apple of discord, but feei that it 
adds a new guarantee to the power, prosperity, 
and perpetuity of our glorious political system. 
Sir,  earnestiy hope that this will be done; that 
we shall, by our votes, recognize the great pop- 
ular principle of the right of every State to form 
its own institutions, and that we shall receive this 
new accession to our Confederacy in a way to in- 
crease its strength and its glory. 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD renewed the amendment and 
said: Mr. Chairman, it has become my duty on 
this amendment to state what my constituents ex- 
pect-at your hands. Members from the North 
have many friends among us who have, up to this 
time, contended “that you would act uprightly 
and divide fairly this conquest from Mexico.” 
‘fhe vote you are now about to give will prove 
whether they had a right to confide in you or not. 

If your vote should do us justice, the whole 
united South will feel safe and secure for the future, 
under this assurance that our revolutionary strug- 
gle with power was. not in vain. Butif, on the 
other, hand you refuse us, it makes no difference 
under what pretext, or what object you may have 
in view, whether to make Presidents or get offices 
under them, they never can place further confi- 
dence in this Government. And if, hereafter, in 
your greatest need, you should call on them for 
men or money, they will not have that sense of 
pride and republican equality which has hereto- 
fore animated their bosoms as equals, and must 
make all future sacrifices, under a sense of the 
degradation of subjugated colonies, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL renewed the amendment, 
He said: Under the regulations of representation 
provided by the Constitution, not merely power, 
but responsibility, resides with the members 
from the free States—l mean the responsibility 
of effecting or defeating a suitable and proper 
adjustment of the controversy which now dis- 
tracts this country. All eyes.are turned upon us. 
I have arisen to say, that t hope we will proceed 
to the vote—the most important vote of the ses- 
sion. For two days we have heard speeches on 
this amendment, and nearly every remark that has 
been made has fallen from members from the 
slaveholding States. The representation from the 
free States is silent, still, ready for action. Why 
appeal again and again? Why crave asa boon 
that which may be demanded asa right? Look 
at the proposition under consideration! fr merely 
asserts that should the line 36° 30! be adopted as 
the southern boundary of California, no objection 
will exist to the admission of the territory south of 
that line, should slavery be recognized by the peo- 
ple of said territory in the formation of their con- 


stitution. Who gainsays such a proposition? It 
does not involve the question of boundary. It 
does not declare that California shall be divided. It 


does not establish through California the line of 
the Missouri compromise. No. it is an amend- 
ment or addition which merely presents another 


isolated question, thus: if California is divided, | 


the people South may admit slavery if they choose, 
and, should it be admitted, that shall constitute no 
just ground for the rejection of the new State. 1 


hope the argument will cease; for I cannot fancy | 


the North will reject this principle. 


A Voice. We will show by the vote what we 
will do, 
Mr. M. continued. It is said the vote will 


prove opinions. The slaveholding country will 
scarcely realize the adoption of any principle so 
adverse to their interests and to justice, to say 


nothing of constitutional right, as the reg ae of 
the views declared just now. What! ake a 
practical, legislative assertion that the recognition 
of slavery in a State constitution shall henceforth 
| beabar to admission inte the Union? | cannot 
believe it. I cannot realize the fact that sentiment 
at the North has descended to. such gross fanati- 
cism. lt presents a question. which, under our 
form of government, with our Constitution and our 
elements of republican sovereignty, ought not to be 
debated in a council of freemen and equals. The 
practical assertion of any such dogma will not be 
tolerated. 1 am temperate, calm, and, I hope, 


| considerate in the contest which is going on. My 


chief aim is to reach a result which shall preserve 
harmony and union. But, 1 call the attention of 
this committee to my declaration, thatif the North 
hasin fact. concluded to.assert in this Hall, in the 
form of aijlaw, the proposition that no State shall 
| henceforth be admitted which adopts a constitution 
recognizing slavery, the States in which slavery is 
now recognized will not, cannot, and ought not to 
submit to it. But, at-all events, I hope we, the 
Representatives of the people, will stop these ap- 
peals, and terminate this spectacle, especially as the 
members from the free States lend us unwilling 
ears and seem to be anxious to make a legislative 
declaration of their intentions. Imove we pro- 
ceed to the vote. 
Calls for the question. 
Mr. STANTON, of 
lers. 
Mr. CROWELL called for the reading of the 
amendment; which was read, as follows: 


Tennessee, asked for tel- 


“ Provided, however, That it shall be no obstacle to the ad» 
mission into the Union of any State which may hereafter 
be formed out of the territory lying south of the parallel of 
altitude of 36° 30, that the constitution of said Stare may 
authorize or establish African slavery therein.”? 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Mason and 
Carvin were appointed, 

The question was taken, and.the tellers re~ 
ported, ayes 78, nays 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SEDDON proposed as an amendment, 
after the word “twenty,” in the 12th line, to in- 
sert, “ and, at the time of its adoption, intended 
‘and understood as. a partition for the future, be- 
‘tween the slaveholding and .non-slaveholding 
«States, of the territory of the United States, to 
* the uttermost extent of its western limits, and as 
‘such was enacted mainly by the votes of repre- 
‘sentatives from the non-slaveholding States.” 

Mr. S. said, the amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
recalls a fact of great moment, in considering the 
obligation of the Missouri compromise line. ‘That 
fact history has recorded and attested. it is, that 
at the time of its adoption, and when understood 
as a partition to the extreme of our western limits 
of the territory of the United States between the 
North and the South, its enactment was effected 
mainly by the representatives of the non-slave- 
holding States. The majority of the southern. 
Representatives were earnestly and decisively op- 
posed to it, and their resistance to its passage was 
ardent and protracted. Sir, it was forced upon 
the South, in despite of upposition and remon- 
strance. With great reluctance the South received. 
and acquiescedin it. And why, sir? Her power 
was then relatively much greater than now. The 
mere retirement of her members would have left 
no sufficient body for legislation, and would have 
abrogated the Government. Persistance in deter- 
mined opposition—refusal on her part to acquiesce 
would have resulted either in the allowance of her. 
equal right of settlement in all the territories of 
this Union, or in the dissolution of the Confed- 
eracy. Her power would have sufficed easily to. 
have shattered this Union into fragments. But, 
sir, for the pacification of the country, in a spirit 
of enlarged patriotism and. liberality, the South 
acquiesced in the denial of her just rights, and 
submitted to be cramped: and confined to a small 
portion of fhe joint domain, although the whole 
of it was then covered by laws recognizing and 
sustaining her institutions. Fraternity with the 
non-slaveholding States was cherished by her. 
The glorious memories of joint struggles and tri- 
umphs—the sympathies of a kindred: lineage and 
acommon language-—the associations. of interest 
and intercourse, and all the: hallowing influences 
that had cemented our fathers into. confederation 
and unity, had consecrated the. Unionin heraffec- . 
tions. For the sake. of that Union, and to main- - 
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tain the cherished relations of amity and peace 
with their sister States, the States of the South 
acquiesced in the terms of settlement forced upon 
her, and in perfect faith have ever since adhered 
to and maintained them. But, sir, surely they 
are not now to be abandoned, and their spirit re- 
pudiated by the Representatives of that section 
who adopted and put them upon the South. Rep- 
resentatives of the North, I appeal to you. Does 
not the fact, that your section forced this measure 
originally on the adverse South, impose the most 
potent obligation on your honor, your consciences 
and good faith, now to adhere to and reénact it in 
its fullest sense and spirit? 

Mr. Chairman, the attitude of the two sections 
at this time and on this- floor, presents a striking | 
contrast with the past, full of solemn admonition 
to both. Sir, the measure which, some thirty 
years sirfte, the Representatives of the North mainly 
forced upon the opposing Representatives of the 
South,—that measure, the Representatives of the 
South—even the most violent—almost unitedly 
proffer and press upon your acceptance, and even 
that scant measure of right you refuse and deny 
us, If this be a sad and striking illustration of 
the waning power and influencé of the South, with 
what force to every liberal and just mind ought it 
to come, in aid of the appeal we make to the North. 
You can entertain no visionary apprehensions of 
the encroachments of this weakened section. You 
cannot fear for your institutions or your interests, 
nor even dread the loss of northern ascendency and 
power. You canbe just without danger—itberal 
without even the impairment.of future power. 
And, sirs, if you are wise, you willbe so. It is 
the noblest prerogative of conscious power that it 
can afford to be both just and liberal, and in the 
ordinations of Providence, itis wisely arranged, 
that by the exercise of such ennobling sentiments, 
power is made most secure and harmonized. with 
its true and most enlarged interests) In your con- 
nection with the southern States, you realize your 
sea progress, prosperity, and development. 

rom the very institutions you now wantonly 
aim to cramp and crash, flow in innumerable rills 
the springs that nourish and fructify your diversi- 
fied fields of labor and enterprise. You cannotbe 
unjust and detrimental to them without marring- 
all the fair effects of your present prosperous con- 
nection. Cause them, by wrong, to feel alien and 
adverse to you and your interests, and if even the 
forms of confederation remain, rely upon it, its 
substantial benefits—its rich fruits of emolument 
and prosperity must soon perish and be forever 
lost. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, renewed the 
amendment, pro forma, and said: 1 long since made 
up my mind that I would introduce no proposition 
of my own, nor vote for any other man’s propo- 

„sition, which did not give ample justice to my 
section. My determination was not formed with- 
out consideration. The whole ground had been 
duly examined, and my judgment was based on a 
solemn conviction, that no proposition which: did 
not inflict positive injury on the South had the 
least chance of favor in this House. If I had ever ; 
been brought to doubt the correctness of this judg- 
ment, the vote just taken would have convinced 
me beyond all dispute that F was. right. 

Day by day our ears are filled with the cry of 
e compromise!” “adjustment! P? We have been 
invoked time and again to come forward and settie 
this angry dispute, on terms equitable and just to 
all sections of the Confederacy. We have been 
admonished, in high-sounding phraseology, that 
to the people of the States, when forming their | 
constitutions, belonged the duty and the right of | 
settling for themselves the question of slavery or 
no slavery. Some, we have been told, fanatical 
and violent, would repudiate this doctrine; but the 
great body of the moderate men of the North, of 
all parties, we have been assured, had planted 
themselves on this broad, republican platform, 
Now, sir, what have we seen? The question has 
been taken on a proposition declaring that it shall | 
hereafter be no objection to the admission of a 
State lying south of 36° 30' that her consutution 
tolerated. or prohibited slavery, and this proposi- 


tion has been voted down—voted down, sir, by a | 


strictly sectional division—all the southern mem- 

bers voting for it, and. all the northern members, 

with. but one honorable exception, voting against it. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Mlinois. Three or four. 


| fore us. 


| germane to the bill providing for the admission of į 


Mr. BROWN. I saw but one—Mr. McCier- 
Nand. ‘There may have been three or four. It 
may have been that five or six threw up their hats 
and cried ‘God savé the country!” 

Mr. BISSELL. I was not in my seat. I should 
have voted for it with great pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hiinois. - 1 voted for it. 

Mr. BROWN. It-may be that five or six voted 
for the proposition. But what of that? Where 
was the great body of the northern members, 
Whigs and Democrats? They were just where | 
have always predicted they would be when it came 
to voting. They were found repudiating the very 
doctrine on which they ask us to admit Califor- 
nia—the doctrine of self-government in regard to 
slavery. 

There could be no mistaking the intention of 
this vote. The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
MarsHALL,] in a speech of marked emphasis, had 
called on the South to cease debating, and let us 
have a vote—a vote which should test the ques- 
tion, whether northern members were prepared to 
assert the doctrine, that under no circumstances 
should any other slaveholding State enter this 
Union. The debate did cease in obedience to that 
appeal, the vote was taken, and the result. is be- 
And now, sit, in reference to that resalt 
I have a word to say. It explodes at one. dash, 
the hollow-hearted and hypocritical pretension 
that this question was to be left to the people, when 
they caine to form their respective constitutions. 


i It verifies what i have said here. and elsewhere, 


that this doctrine was a miserable cheat, an in- 
famous imposition, a gross fraud upon the South. 
If the people, as in the case of California, make 
an anti-slavery constitution, the doctrine ts applied 
and the State is admitted; but if any other State 
shall offer a pro-slavery constitution, we are given 
by this vote distinctly to understand, that such 
State, her constitution, and this doctrine, will all 
be trampled under foot together. 

I want my constituents and the country to see 
to what end we are to come at last. ‘The boid 
stand is taken by this vote that not another slave 
State is to be admitted, no odds what her constitu- 
tion may say. 

I take ground with the eloquent gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and now declare, that if 
this is to become the ruling principle of the North 
—if we are thus to crouch at the footstool of 
power—if we are to be brought down from our 
high position as equals to become your dependents 
—if we are to live forever at your mercy, rejoicing 
in your smiles and shrinking from your frown— 
if indeed, sir, it has come to this, that the Union 
is to be used for these accursed purposes, then, 
sir, by the God of my fathers, I am against the 
Union, and so help me Heaven, I will dedicate the 
remnant of my life to its dissolution. 

Men may talk of adjustments, letters may 
be writen, speeches may be made, newspapers 
printed to glorify the Usion—bat, sir, if this is 
the Union you would glorify, it is base-born slan- 
der to say the South is for it. If weareto havea | 
Union of equals, it will forever rest upon aligour 
hearts and ali our hands—it will be eternal. But 
if itis to bea Union of the tyrant and the serf, a 
Union of the monarch and the menial, a Union of | 
the vulture and the lamb, then, sir, | warn gentle- 
men it will be a Union of perpetual strife. Say 
what you will, write what you will, speak what 
you will, think what you will, the South will 
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not oly a departure from the -matter before the 
committee, but embracing no subject of present 
legislation whatever, either pertinent or. imperti- 
nent. For the farther reason, sir, that the amend-: 
ment, if not designed, has the tendency to encum- 
ber and embarass the action of the committee and 
delay the object of its labors, : 

Sir, the effort to crush California. in her: appli- 
cation for admission into the Union, is remorse- 
less and inventive in one branch or other of the: 
Capitol. She has been loaded -down with com- 
plicated and discordant subjects of - legislation, 
with which she has nothing to do, and in connec- 
tien with which ought not to. be made to account. 
Though her claim is a simple and single one, jus- 
tified by ample reason and precedent, and de- 
manded by imperious necessity, she is compelled 
to await the adjustment of foreign political sub- 
jects, involving the past, present, and future. Nay, 
more, sir, her enemies insist upon it, that her ad- 
vent into the Union shall be marked bya mira- 
cle. She has got to establish what is styled an 
equilibrium of power between the free and slave 
States, or, in other words, she is under the necessity 
of making one-fourth of the population of the 
Union equad to the remaining three-fourths. This, 
sir, is not only a mathematical absurdity, but in 
the political sense a practical impossibility. The 
numerical difference of population is destined to 
increase. in increased ratio; and Jet me say to 
southern gentlemen, that the problem of popula- 
| tion is not within the control of Congress. It 
will be regulated by emigration and the natural: 
laws of population, and those who contemplate 
dissolution, would do well, while they are about 
it, to make but one job of it, and dissolve their re- 
lations with the world. The last amendment was 
a pure abstraction, as I have before remarked, cal- 
culated to embarrass the admission of California; 
| and if I had voted at all upon it, I should have 
voted against it, for this reason if no other. It 
ought to be the policy of the friends of California, 
to sweep from the way of her admission, all techni- 
cal obstacles to her success. The Union, though 
ostentatiously and repeatedly threatened, in my 
opinion is in no serious danger. She will Jong 
outlive this outburst of fury. if the admission of 
a free State under the circumstances of California 
is sufficient to sunder the ties which bind any of 
her citizens to her, no sacrifice which the integ- 
rity of her repelican institutions can endure, will 
preserve their affection; no humility which free- 
men can submit to will hold them. If the self- 
preservation and power of this great empire rests 
for strength and support on such frail. fealty, the 
Union could not be preserved whether California 
be admitted or rejected. 

Mr. C. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, having re- 
newed the amendment, remarked that the vote 
upon the last proposition, or rather the proposition 
itself, had so little to do with the settlement of the 
present question, that a large number of the mem- 
bers of that Hotise did not even consider it worth 
while to vote upon. it, himself among the number. 
‘It was a mere abstraction. Will it be asserted; 
i continued Mr. T., that the North by this vote have 
indicated any indisposition to carry out in good 


ii faith all the rights given by the Missouri compro- 


mise as it stands? Let it not be done. It would 
not only be wrong to do so, but, without saying 
or intending any imputation against the gentleman 


wage eternal warfare upon such a Union. We will 
invoke with one voice the vengeance of Heaven 
upon such a Union—we will pray unceasingly to 
the God of our deliverance that he will send us a 
bolt from Heaven to shiver the chain which thus 
binds us to tyranny and oppression. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. CARTTER renewed the amendment, and 


said: Mr. Chairman, ove word in reply to the | 


honorable member from Mississippi, who has 
seen proper to give to the vote upon the amend- 
ment which has just been lost in committee, the 
construction that it was significant of the fact that 
no slave State was hereafter to be suffered to come 
into the Union. Sir, i did not vote one way or 
the other, upon the question, knowing that my 
vote was not necessary te-the resulu If | had 
voted, I should have voted against the amend- 
ment, for the reason that the amendment was not 


California, but totally foreign to the subject. For | 
the further reason, air, that the amendment was | 


from Kentucky, this had nothing to do with the 
qnestion, was an abstraction, calculated to mislead 
| and place those who voted against it in a false poè 
sition. Will it be said that itindicates that States 
from ‘Texas, under the compromise assignment, are 
not to come in? {f so; it is wrong—a gross wrong. 
[ do say that I think the Chair should have ruled 
the motion out of order. 

There is nothing that could be drawn from the 
vote except the condemnation of an absiraction. 
Sir, there should be no abstractions here. One 
word further, sir, in regard to this controversy. 
I must say that all propositions in regard tothe 
adoption of the Missouri compromise are entirely 
out of the question now. Even the able advocate 
of the Missouri compromise (Mr. STANTON, of 
Tennessee,] ought to know this. Why do Tsay” 
so? Sir, because it strikes at the foundation of- 
the hopes of the admission of California. Why, 
to adopt the Missouri compromise now would be 
to dismember, cat in two, California;-it would be, 
in offeet, a defeat of the bill for her admission, 
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whilst throughout the whole country, to the North 

and in the South, there is, 1 sincerely believe, a 

large majority of the people in favor of her-admis- 

sion. And, if we determine here to cut ker in two 

parts by means ofthe Missouri compromise line, 

it would be butamovement backwards, that would 

render admission impossible—to admit her asa | 
unit in policy, such as her friends claim that shehas | 
established for herself in her constitution, almost 

unanimously agreed to by her people. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (the floor | 
being temporarily. yielded to him,) said:: Does the 
gentleman not know that all the people of Califor- 
nia living south of the line of: 36° 30' desired a 
territorial government, and voted for it in conven- 
tion, and is not this reason sufficient for us? Be- 
sides, it does not raise any question as to our power 
over the question of boundary. The people desire | 
it, and if we are willing to consult their wishes we 
will do it. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. I would 


like to be informed upon what evidence the gen-. 
tleman bases his assertion? . : 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. The peo- 


ple of California south of the line of 360 30', by 
their Representatives in Convention, voted for a 
territorial government. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. The con- 
stitution of California, I believe, was unanimously 
adopted by the Convention, and nearly so after- 
wards by the people. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. My hon- 
orable friend will surely not deny that those south 
of 36° 30' were in favor of a territorial govern- 
ment? . : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; 
Ido not know that; it may have been so to some 
extent, but the people of California agreed to the | 
constitution on ail sides of the line, and ask ad- | 
mission in their own form of government. | 

Gentlemen very well know that the adoption of | 
the Missouri compromise line now, would condemn 
the whole proceeding. 1 am perfectly certain of it. 
I do not think, however, that it can receive a sin- | 
gle northern vote with this effect apparent such | 
as l have noticed. It need not be pressed. The 
admission of California, to use a common phrase 
row, isa ‘foregone conclusion.” This amend- 
ment, sir, had nothing to do with the measure 
under discussion. 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VENABLE, having renewed the amend- 
ment, said: Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Tuompson] says that he voted | 
against the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Sranron,] not as expressing the con- | 
victions of bis mind upon any proposition, but | 
because it was an abstraction. This horror of | 
abstraction in which gentlemen indulge is nota 
little amusing. Abstract propositions, which pre- 
suppose the existence of rights to the South, are 
always to be reprobated; but free-soil, the most 
inveterate abstraction ever conceived of, is per- 
fectly legitimate. Sir, 1 had always supposed an 
absiraction to mean the assertion of a principle, 
without the necessary power to enforce it. If the 
amendment had been adopted, it would have en- 
gaged the good faith of the Government to have 
complied with its spirit and its meaning. He 


says that it is too late to apply the Missouri com- || 


promise line, for this would dismember California; 
that such a measure would defeat the admission į 
of California, because it would unstate her. 
Has he forgotten the universal practice of the 
Government to fix and alter boundaries on ap- 
plication of States for admission? Has he for- | 
gotten that California herself, in her application 


to the voice of reason and of justice if the same 
or similar reasons sustain our claims. 

The. Missouri compromise was considered by 
Mr. Cray as adjusting, once and forever, the line 
of settlement as to territory between the northern 
and southern sections of this Union. I refer to a 
speech delivered in 1837. Sir, a gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. Baxer,] when speaking of the pos- 
| sibility of disunion from the action of Congress, 
| asked, with a sneer, where would those who with- 
drew from the Union go? [will tell him that they 

will go nowhere, but stand by their firesides, 
their altars, and their homes. They will not. go 
where the gentleman came from—they are nativé 
born citizens of the South, who mean to occupy 
the land which belongs to them, and take care of 
their own honor. They will never ask of those 
| who would usurp the inberitance, or brand them 
with inequality, for a home or a refuge. In the 
language of a gentleman from Georgia in the early 
part of this session, they would rather-see this 
lovely land another Hungary, overwhelmed afer 
honorable and gallant resistance, trodden down by 
the heel of power after a gallant struggle, than to 
be first cheated, then subjugated and dishonored. 
| Sir, we have been charged with making threats—I 
make none unless honestly declaring the certain 
consequences of an unjust policy be a threat. We 
have power to receive or reject California, to alter 
i her boundaries, or to remand her toa territorial 
condition—to make conditions of admission, and, 
as we did with other States, wait until these condi- 
tions are complied with. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. THompson,] cannot have for- 
gotten that he voted last session for the alteration 
of the boundaries of Wisconsin. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER renewed the amendment. I am 
much more obliged, said he, to the gentleman for 
the courtesy which enables me to renew: the 
amendment, than for the remarks of the gentleman 
which were personal to myself. And little as I 
am in the habit of regarding these personalities, 
which do more to detract from, than they do to 
elevate the course of proceedings of this body, I 
may be allowed to say one or two things in answer 
to what I suppose the honorable gentleman in- 
tended as a fling at me, personally. It is my for- 
tune, or misfortune, as he says, to have been born 

|in another country; but, sir, if experience has 
| enabled me to determine anything, it has taught 
me to know the value of this Union, and I do not 
wish that it shall be broken up. And while the 
honorable gentleman says that he and his friends 
do not threaten, 1 beg leave to say to him that 
they do threaten, and have threatened from be- 
ginning to end; and threatened, too, with the 
worst sort of temper, indulging in all sorts of mis- 
erable personalities, that are unworthy to be per- 
mitted in debatehere, or anywhere else. So far 


concerned——so far as the fling that he has thought 
| proper to indulge in against me is concerned, I 
| have only to say, that Í do not feel it to be any 
| disgrace to be born in a foreign country, nor do 1 
conceive that it renders me less worthy to occupy 
the position that 1 do. J esteem it to be more to 
the praise, and honor, and credit of the people 
whom l represent, to say of them, that they at 
least have discarded prejudices that are unworthy 
of them, as they ought to have been unworthy of 
the gentleman from North Carolina. But L tell 
| the gentleman another thing, if he means to inti- 

mate that itis so great a disgrace to have been 
| born in a foreign country, } teil him in return that 

1 imagine the disgrace to be infinitely greater when 
| aman desires to make one portion of his country 


for admission, placed herself at the discretion of 
Congress in this matter? He says that the con- 
stitution was unanimously adopted, although there 


was some opposition by those residing in South | 


California. 
Mr. ASHE. Will my colleague give way? 
Mr. VENABLE. Certainly. 
Mr. Asne here read a statement of Dr. Gwyn, 


he said, that in the convention the members 
who represented that portion of California which 
was south of 36° 30’, preferred a territorial toa 
State government. i 

Mr. VENABLE. Iagain refer to the astound- 
ing fact of how nice gentlemen are in their per- 
ceptions as to foregone conclusions and questions 
settled against the South; and how deaf they are 


foreign to ano:her portion. 

Though born in a forcign land, I have, at least, 
done something to show my devotion to this, the 
country of my adoption; in which is the grave of 
my faiher, the birth-place of my wife, the birth- 
|i place and the place of burial of my children. I, 
| at least, am not conscious that I ever entertained 


| a foreign wish, that | have ever attempted to alien- 
one of the Senators elect of California, in which |! 
i 


ate and divide those whom God has intended 
should remain together forever; and 1 disown any 


|, other intention than to reply to the gentleman in 


| the spirit and temper in which he has referred to 
ime. A 

An honorable gentleman before me asks me 
from what authority | speak of God’s intention? 
The remark itself is irreverent. Hesays he wants 
to see the evidence. There is a record which, per- 


as the gentleman’s personalities towards me are | 


| ted States. 


haps, it would be well for the gentleman, and for 
all of us; to read with more attention. But, my 
purpose was merely to say that-1 do not regard 
the threats of gentlemen about'a dissolution of the < 
Union as seriously deserving a reply. -L repeat 
what l have said on a former occasion, gentlemen > 
will find that their constituents are not in earnest, 
if they are themselves, about dissolution; they do 
not represent one single fact truly, as it occurs in 
history. They do not vindicate its truth. I'do 
not believe that Mr. Cray ever said that the Mis- - 
souri line, at the time it was adopted, had refer- | 
ence to territories not then belonging to the Uni- 
No gentleman will dare to say that 
such was Mr. Curay’s assertion; and it would 
certainly not contribute much to the high esteem 
in which his sense and judgment is held if he had 
said so. 

Another word, in reply to the gentleman, and it 
is in relation to a material point in this discussion: 
we understand the Missouri compromise line to 
apply to all the territories, to be extended to the 
Pacific: Mr. Cray never said so; to attribute to 
him such language is preposterous; he never could 
have intended to say so. -It is thrown inasa 
make-weight; it is brought in to support that 
which is not reasonable in itself. 

. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MEADE renewed thé amendment for the 
purpose of stating that he was inclined to accept 
the apology, if offered in honesty and sincerity, 
of those who stated that they had not voted for 
the amendment because they did not wish to place 


| their votes on the record in favor of a mere ab- 


straction. But how is it that they are not now 
disposed to record their votes in favor of an ab- 
straction? Have not northern gentlemen, during 
the last five years, on every question touching 
slavery, introduced here by the ultras of the 
North, been found voting for all these proposi- 
tions? And this they did, although they were 
well aware that no legislative act could grow out 
of it. This amendment merely recognized the 
right of a territory to come in as a State with sla- 
very if she chose. He wished to know from the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asnmun,] | 
and from the gentleman who lately occupied the 
chair of this House, (Mr. Winrnrop]—he desired 
to hear from them, whether, if California, or either 
of the new territories, should hereafter offer her- 
self for admission, with a clause admitting slavery, - 
ihey would be ready to vote in favor of their ap- 
plication? If he could hear such a declaration 
from them, he would feel more disposed to excuse 
the vote they had given. He wished much to 
hear such a declaration. He wished to have a 
pledge that if any territory should hereafter apply 
for admission among the States of the Union, the 
fact of her bringing with her ’a constitution ad- 
mitting slavery would not influence the North to 
refuse the application. I will pause for an answer. 
There was nothing objectionable in the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky. If it was 
his object to obtain the real sentiments of the 
North, in order that we might all vote understand- 
ingly, the mode. which he had adopted to do this 
was a legitimate one. 

We desire to know distinctly whether the North 
will or will not hereafter vote for the admission of 
States that admit slavery. The-fact will govern 
our votes on all questions of compromise. With- 
out such a declaration, no compromise can be 
made. And if*this vote be an index of northern 
intentions, if it be indicative of a settled purpose, 
none should be made—the question is beyond the 
reach of adjustment. 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed it. 


I 


; believe (he said) that the amendment before the 


committee asserts that the Missouri compromise 
was adopted by the votes mainly of northern Rep- 
resentatives, and that its spirit and design contem- 
plated its extension to the Pacific ocean. When 
i said, yesterday, that if the States, having the 
power in their own hands, had come to the con- 
clusion to exclude the South from a fair partici- 
pation in this territory, they would, by doing so, 
inevitably drive the southern States from the 
Union. Í maintain that I uttered no threat. I 
maintain that by repeating the same decluration, 
as I now deliberately do, Lutter no threat. What 
is the state of things? Northern statesmen assert 
the power so to construe the Constitution as to 
impose unjust and unequal restrictions upon half 
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the States of the Union. Not only do they claim 
the power to give this construction, but to enforce 
it; and when we of the South say that such a 
course will drive us from the Union—from which 
we have a right to go—they tell us that they will 
send their northern regiments upon us to enforce 
this construction, and hold together a Union 
which by the very act is abolished, because the 
Constitution itself is abolished. It has been pro- 
claimed at the other end -of the Capitol, by one 
whose voice will never more be heard, that these 
principles converted the Government into one of 
the worst of despotisms. I maintain that this is 
true; and I maintain that all the threats which 
have ever been uttered here, have been uttered by 
those who assert the unconstitutional power of 
maintaining by force, a Confederacy which exists 
only by the will of the free sovereign States that 
compose it. The threats come from those who 
tell us that they will send their regiments into 
the southern States, to enforce their construction 
of the Constitution. I have made no threats, I 
make none now. I simply warn the North of 
what I believe will be the inevitable consequences 
if they persist. It is a falsification of fact, it is a 
glaring misinterpretation of language, it is a false 
construction of words, to charge upon me, and 
upon those gentlemen who stand in the same posi- 
tion with me, that we threaten. What do we 
threaten? Simply that we will maintain our rights 
against that force which you say you will send to 
destroy them. ‘This is nothing more nor less than 
the threat which every oppressed people, in all 
time, have made and carried out by their strong 
right arms, when they have resisted oppression, 
and poured out their blood in vindication of their 
rights. That is all we threaten. We will stand 
upon the Constitution of the country—we will 
stand upon it to the last moment—we will stand 
upon it to the death, in spite of all the regiments 
which all the States of the North may array 
against us. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the amendment. He 
desired to occupy the five minutes allowed him in 
calling the attention of the committee and the 
country to the vote which had just been taken. 
He had long entertained and uniformly expressed 
the opinion, that the pretended support of the 
northern Whig party to what is called the Presi- 
dent’s plan, was a fraud—that they did not and 
would not support and maintain the principles of 
that plan, even as unsatisfactory as it justly was | 
to the South. That plan proposes to admit Cali- 
fornia as a State and refrain from legislation as to 
the rest of the territories until the inhabitants were 
sufficiently numerous and otherwise qualified to be 
admitted into the Union, and then to allow them | 
to come in with or without slavery, as they should 
decide for themselves. Yet we find the pretended 
supporters of the plan throughout the whole 
North and in this House, accompany their pro- 
fessed adherence to it, with the declaration that 
‘no more slave States shall be admitted into the 
Union.” They will take so much of itas gives 
them California, and doubtless will take the rest | 
of the country whenever it presents an anti-slavery 
constitution, but they will not affirm that they 
will take the States. which may hereafter be 
formed, if the inhabitants should choose to toler- 
ate African slavery, Such is the uniform tenor 
and character of the support which the President’s 
plan receives from its northern friends out of 
doors, and the vote just taken refusing to give į 
this right is supported by every northern Whig in 
this House but the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Butrer.] The member from 
Boston, who a few days since, with fulsome adula- 
tion of the author, gave in his adhesion to the plan, 
to-day disavows by his vote this principle of the 
right of the people when prepared for admission | 
into the Union to decide upon their own domestic 
institutions. This is the only sound principle in | 
the ‘plan,’? and that is murdered in the House, 
and by the hands of its pretended friends. 1 de- 
sire this fact to be noticed and marked by the peo- 

le of the South, and by the author of the pian. 
Pam not its supporter in any form, but I desire it | 
marked that those men of the North who pretend 
to be for it are not ready to back it by their votes. 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. DUER. renewed the amendment, and said: | 
When the inference was first sought to be drawn | 
from the vote referred to by the gentleman from | 


| the word ** fraud ? in connection with his name 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] that it was the intention 
of the North to deny the principle. that the people 
of a tersitory, in establishing a constitution for 
their government as a State, have the right either 
to establish or prohibit slavery, I sought to ob- 
tain the floor for the purpose of repudiating for 
myself any-such inference. I have publicly -de- 
clared myself. willing-to. place the settlement of 
this question upon that principle. 1 have intro- 
duced a bill for that purpose. What 1 have said 
I stand to. I cannot speak for others; 1 speak for 
myself. What is the motive of my votes none 
can know but myself. The inference of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is, as respects myself, utterly 
unfounded. Sir, the question may be settled on 
that principle, if the South will support it. Cali- 
fornia seeks admission on that principle, and it 


may be applied to the residue of the territories. | 


But what are southern gentlemen asking now? 
The Missouri compromise; the Missouri compro- 
mise, which, by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, is defined to be an establishment or 
recognition of slavery south of 369 3u’, And 
whether so expressly declared or not, this is what 
all intend. Preliminary to the action of the peo- 
ple, you demand the’ extension of slavery to the 


territory. tis you who ask affirmative legisla- | 


tion. It is you who now, by your action, reject 
the application of this principle which you charge 
us with rejecting. But an amendment is intro- 
duced, ingeniously adapted. 1t was not designed 
to place a false construction upon the votes of 
those in favor of the admission of California as a 
separate measure; and then the charge is made 
that the North denies the right of a State to regu- 
late its own domestic institutions. You propose 
to dismember California, which has acted on this 
principle. Are you ready now to apply it to the 
rest of the territory? I have not seen the evi- 
dence. The geneman from Georgia should be 
more éautious in drawing his inferences. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I draw my inference from the 
vote. It is a legitimate inference. 

Mr. DUER. The vote! The vote admits of a 
very different construction. The construction as 
respects myself [ know, and as respects others, I be- 
lieve, is erroneous. If gentlemen desire to discover 


the truth, it isnot difficult. [sit not easy to see that | 


we who desire the admission of California sepa- 
rately and at once, will vote against all amend- 
ments embarrassing that measure? Does the gen- 


tleman from Georgia say that he does not himself | 


sometimes vote against propositions embodying 
what may abstractly be true because he regards 
them as inappropriate? I venture the opinion that 


he has voted so fifty times since he has been a 


member of the House. It is a matter of common 
and familiar occurrence so to vote. 

I repeat, sir, that if the South desires a settle- 
ment on the principle I have stated, it may have it; 


and that it is the South, as we now daily see, that |, 


is demanding affirmative legislation designed to 
introduce slavery where it does not exist. Upon 
that principle there cannot be a settlement. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP renewed the amendment. 
He desired to say, in the first place, that he had 
hitherto purposely abstained from taking any part 
in the five minutes discussion, although there had 
been more than one provocation; and the reason 
why he had done so was, that he had perceived, 
at the very outset, what. appeared to him to bea 
determined purpose to protract the debate, 
with the view of consuming the time, 
Senate might act upon the compromise bill. It 


was possible that he was mistaken in the judgment i; 


that he had thus formed; but, whether it were so 
or not, he, for one, was not disposed to contribute, 
in the smallest degree, to any such purpose. 

He did not acknowledge the right of any mem- 
ber of that House to call him inte the debate, and 
still less was he disposed to admit that there was 
anything in the personal relations subsisting be- 
tween the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toombs] 
and himself, which authorized that gentleman to 
indulge in speculations upon his purposes and 
views. He would only say, that if the gentleman 
from Georgia intended an insult to him, by usiug 


he should Jeave the imputation to recoil upon the 
gentleman himself. He had pursued, during his 
connection with the Congress of the United States, 
a period of about ten years, a policy that was 
clear in the sight of man and of God; he had done 


merely | 
until the jj 


nothing for the purpose of evasion or. equivocation. 
In regard to the present measure, he had long ago 
declared his purposes. If the amendment, which 
had just been voted upon, had been phrased in 
precisely the opposite manner, he should have 
| voted against it, just as he had now done. And 
he would vote against everything that was calcu- 
Jated or intended to encumber. or embarrass. the 
bill for the admission of California. He bad again. 
and again declared his purpose to vote for the ad- 
mission of California as an isolated measure. He 
| was in favor of her admission precisely in. the 
condition in which.she had_ presented. herself, 
And he would therefore vote against every amend- 
| ment, of whatever shape or kind it might be, that 
‘ would have a tendency to embarrass or impede 
il the -passage of the. bill under consideration. He 
cared not what the nature of the amendment 
|! might be, whether it was for slavery or against it, 
|| whether it was for the line of 36° 30' or against 
| it, he would vote against every amendment that 
|| might be offered, that did not pertain directly and 
|| purely to the bill for the admission of California. 
This was his policy; and he had no further expla- 
nations to give. He withdrew the amendment. 
ii Mr. HALL renewed the amendment, and said: 
i| Mr. Chairman, in view of what has been said 
|| with reference to a vote just given by the commit- 
i! tee, I desire to offer a few remarks. I did not 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. My objections to that amendment 
were twofold. In the first place, I considered it 
entirely unnecessary. The Missouri compromise, 
i so called, is before us. ‘T'hat compromise has long 
since received a construction with which I am sat» 
‘lished. It has been for years past understood as 
| applying only to the territories, and to have no 
| application to the States formed out of the territo- 


| only to the territories, as such, Whenever, there- 
| 


i 
| peop 
|; slavery 
| ents are 


constitution shall be republican. 1 care not whether 
! a State is formed out of territory north or south 
‘of a given line, the people thereof—and they 
alone—have the right to pass on the question of 
slavery for themselves. . 

| One word more, sir, and I will be done. [thas 
‘| been said that the people in California south of 
li 360 30’, are opposed. to coming into the Union as 
a State. I do not so understand the fact. It is 
true, that the delegates in the California Conven- 
tion from the section south of the line | have men- 
tioned, expressed themselves in favor of a territo- 
rial government; but when the question was sub- 
1} mitted to the people, there were only twenty-one 
|! votes cast south of 360 30! against the constitution. 
i Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Was not 
| the question submitted to the people merely 
l; whether they were in favor of the constitution or 
© not? 

| Mr. HALL. Sir, the question submitted was, 
«© Would the people come into the Union asa 
under the constitution prepared by the Cal- 
2? That was the question; and 
|| upon that question but twenty-one negative votes 
were cast south of 36° 30’. My authority for 
this statement, is a memorandum furnished me 
| by three of the Representatives of California, now 

in this city. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, obtained the floor, 
and renewed the amendment. He said: Mr. 
Chairman, I have, up to this time, refrained from 
this debate upon the various amend~ 


it 
i 


| 


| 
i 
fi 
i 
|| State, j 
|! ifornia Convention 


i 
| 
l taking part in ; 
|| ments proposed, because they. have $0 far seemed 
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to result in ricthing but the consumption of time, 
without leading to any beneficial result. Nor do 
I now intend to discuss the amendment before the 


committee, but to speak in dbediéricé to an impulse | 


which I cannot resist. J endeavored to obtath the 
floor at the coriclusion of the remarks made by the 
honorable metnber from North Carolina, {Mr. 
‘VENABLE,] tò give uttérance to feelings which I 
entertain, and which I now have an opporturiity to 
declare. 1 wish to advert to the allusion made, 


and thé manner in which it was made by that get- | 


teman, tomy colleague from the Galena district, 
that he was born in a foreign land. § do it not as 
an act necessary for my colleague. 
antly able‘to take care of himself, his character, 
and his reputation, whenever and wherever as- 
sailed. [take upon myself fio such daty. But I 
wish to say to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
that if he had- seer my colleague where I have seen 
him, and known him under the circamstances 1 
have known him, his own self-réspect would have 
deterred him from making the allusion which he 
has made to my colleague upon the floor ef this 
House, and he would appreciate the motive which 
impelé me to say what I now do. Sir, in the 
battles of his country, my colleague has carved 
the evidence of his American citizenship, and the 
evidence of his devotion to the Government under 
which he lives. The military dispatches in your 
national archives, contain the recorded proof of 
his gallantry, his éarnest zeal in the vindication of 
the rights of his country, and in the promotion of 
its glory and its power, and, sir, these proofs will 
rémoin, whem all such petty flouts and flings, to- 
gether with their atthors, are forgotten. 
Jove of country, which found utterance upon this 
floor, from my colleague on alate occasion, in one 
of the most eloquent appeals in behalf of the 
Union ever spoken, shall be equalled by all the 
gentlemen of this body, the country will be safe, 


eome what may. Unkind and uncalled for as | 


‘such an allusion would be, if made by any Ameri- 


can citizen, it seems to the doubly so, coming from | 
a gentleman so long a prominent member of the | 


Democratic party—composed, as I have ever be- 
lieved that party to be, of the friends of the foreigner 
coming among us, and the enemies of Native Ame- 
ricanism—coming, too, from a gentleman who was, 
I believe, a friend to the soldier, and a supporter of 
the late war in which my colleague bore so hon- 
orable a part. Sir, I can say all this in the expres- 
sion of my own feelings, and, Í trust, without im- 
propriety, differing as I do from my colleague on 
most political and all party quéstions, and op- 
posing him as I always have opposed him, upon 
those questions. The expression of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, to which I have adverted, 
shows how far wé are wandering from the true 
point of discussion, and thé danger there I8 of de- 
stroying all thosé feelipgs of personal regard and 
consideration, without which this hall will become 
a mere den of dissension. 

Nor can I forbear to notice the disclaimers just 
heard, of threats having been made by gentlemen 
of the South, relative to the overthrow of this 
Government and the dissolution of this Union, 
and the charge made that similar threats have 
come from the North. I know that there is a 
miserable gang of fanatics here from the North— 
miserable from its paucity of numbers, but more 
miserable for its political depravity, whose wish, 
as indicated by the conduct of those who com- 
pose it, is for the overthrow of this Union. I 
pray for their speedy political destruction, and I 
believe it will come. But, sir, it is also true, that 
from the time when, at the commencement of this 
session of Congress, the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. ‘Poomss,} with brows knit in fury, and 
a voice thundering with denunciations, told us 
that, unless certain things were done, he would, 
as far as he was concerned, ‘let discord reign 
forever.” Down to this hour, we have heard 
from different gentlemen of the South language 
which, if it means anything, means that, unless 
Congress will refrain from doing what J am sure 
will not be done, or do what I am equally sure it 
will not do, that the bond of Confederation shall 
be severed, the Federal partnership ended, and the 
Union of these States overthrown. The country 
knows of these declarations. ‘Fhe records of our 


debates Jaid daily before the people show them. | 


Such, sir, are the facts, and 1 am pained that they 
exist. And, sir, these threats and these dénuu- 
ciations have done more to alienate from them the 


| feelings, if not to drive from ‘their support, those 


‘have heretofore been the opponents of the “ pro- 


He is ‘abund- |. 


Tf that | 


| seat, leaving the point unsettled. 


members of this House from the North who 


viso,” and who have been anxious to codperate 
with them for the settlement of the existing diffi- 
culties m & manner not offensive to any portion of 
the Union, than all other causes put together. 


séttlement of these distracting questions. I will 


vote for the admission of California as she is, as a | 


measure by itself. H I cannot get her as a separate 
measure, | will yote for- her combined with other 
measures, for the disposition of our territorial ac- 
quisitions, not in themselves utterly odious. The 


| people demand a settlement of these questiongat our 


hands. They have a right to demand it. Nor do 
they stickle for any particular mode of settle- 


| ment, or forms of phraseology by which it may 


be done. These arè all petty points, compared 
with the magnitude of the object to be attained— 
mere whims, i which the péople feel no interest. 
Let an adjustment be made, and made at once, on 
any reasonable basis, and, notwithstanding all 
we have heard by factionists, finatics and ultras, 
thé whole people—north, south, east and west— 
will send up from their hearts one united shout of 
joy that will put to shame, that will stifle, that 
will drown forever arry contemptible bickerings of 
disappointed mischief-breeders, that may seek ex- 
pression in the midst of a natidn’s jubilee. Hu- 
minations will beautify your cities in commemo- 
ration of the auspicious event, and from every hill 
top the blaze of bonfires shall light up the whole 
land, indicating, though but feebly and faintly, 
that glory which will then await us, and which 
} trust will enduré forever. He withdrew the 
amendment, 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the ameridment, and re- 
sumed. The gentleman from New York avows 
his readiness to support the principle affirming the 
right of the people of & territory in forming a 
State constitution, to admit or reject slavery, and 
explains his voteagainst the amendment, affirming 
that principle upon his opposition to all amend- 
ments to the California bill Why this opposi- 
tion? What reason is there for it? Ftisin order. 
It has precedent in its favor. The Missouri com- 
promise was introduced as an amendment to’ the 
bill admitting Missouri into the Union; and there 
is no parliamentary or other sufficient reason for 
offering it at this time of im this place. Where 
would the gentleman have it? In what form 
would he affirm the principle? 

Mr. DUER here explained that he had given 
notice of a bill allowing New Mexico to come into 
the Union at once, anu the rest of the territory as 
soon as the population should be sufficient. 

Mr. T. resumed and said: Then you would in- 
troduce the principlé in a bill to admit New 
Mexico, but not in a bill to admit Califordia into 
the Union. {am unable to seé the reasons of its 
appropriateness inthe one bill and not in the other, 
and I apprehend the principle will be hard-to find. 

The member from Boston [Mr. Winrnror] 
denies my right, from our relations, to call him to 
the floor. Call him to the floor! Whether he 
comes to the floor or not, is a matter wholly in- 
different to me, but if he supposes that, because 
l thought him unfit to` preside over this House, 
that therefore his speeches and public caréer here 
are exempt from my criticism and such comments 
as I may choose to make upon either, he is mis- 
taken. As to hishypothetical remark about * hurl- 
ing back insults,” I find such remarks, from such 
a source, difficult to reply to, especially as I make 
It a point not to quarrel heré; but if he is respon- 
sible as a gentléman for what he utters aga mem- 
ber of this House, and willdrop his hypothesis, 


; and put down his hands as becomes a gentleman, 


Ishall then be relieved of all difficulty in the case. 
But notwithstanding that member’s usual lauda- 
ton of his own openness and candor, he took his 
He does not 
yet state, and I doubt if he can be brought to 
state, whether or not he would vote to admit the 


| rest of the territory as States into the Union, 
| with constitutions protecting African slavery. 


The President’s plan avows this principle, the 
member professes to’ be for the plan; but | do not 
believe that profession to be sincere, and 1 offer 
him the opportunity to speak out. As to the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Duer,j if he 
waits until he gets a vote on his bill to Het New | 


| Mexico into the Union before he affirms this 


great principle, he is not likely to be soon embar- 


| rassed by the question. No considerable portion of 
| Congress or the country can seriously entertain 
| the idea of admitting the population of New Mexi- 
| co to the éxercise of the rights of a sovereign State 
H of this Union. 
For myself, L am ready to vote for any resonable |: 
measure or set of measures which will effeet the f 


The proposition is ronstrous. 

Mr. DUER. Did wot the gefitleman from 
Georgia vote to admit thet into thé Union at the 
last session of Congress ? ; 

Mr. TOOMBS, (resuming.) No, dir; nò, sir. 
No such proposition ever was voted for ih Con- 
gress that I know of. If the gentleman alludes 
to the bill of the present Secretary of the Navy, 
of thé Jast session, I have to say, E did not vote 


| for that bill, and I do not think, from thé 


shape it assumed, and by the vote of thé 
North, that it got any votes at all. I was in 
favor of the bill as introduced by its author} 
but it embraced all California, and upon a caleu- 
lation then made which proved to be correct, it 
was supposed there would be above a hundred 
thousand American citizens in the limits of thé 
proposed State of California. Under the then cir- 
cumstances of the ¢ountry, as TF have before said, 
I was in favor of its passage, and would support 
it again under thé same circumstances. But, sig, 
the idea of admitting New Mexico how, with her 
present population of Mexicans and mixed breeds, 
undoubtedly the most worthless and ignorant pop- 


| ulation on this continent, would be met With a 


spirit of dérision all over thé Républie. 

I cannot be induced by.any power whatever to 
betray the rights of those I represent, by the adop- 
tion Of any schemé of méasures. I have never 
said upon this floor what my constituents will or 
will not do. I havespoken only for myself. If 
their rights aré ever surréndered they must per- 
form that work. The member from Illinois [Col. 
Baker} seems to have taken charge of southern 
sentimént and opinion. Heé affects to know what 
the people of the South will do in every emergen- 
cy. He seems to count upon their submission to 
bis acts of oppression upon the principle that he 
can’t see how they are to help themselves. It is 
not strange that he does not know how national 
rights may be defended and public liberty pre- 
served. But the descendants of the earlier emi- 
grants from his country did find out in 1776 what 
is incomprehensible to him now, They affirmed 
and maintained the great priticiple that, when gov- 
ernments' failed to perform their duties, it was 
the right and duty of the ptople to overthrow 
them and establish better onés. This is the sol- 
vent of all tyrannies—the will to be free. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, after having renewed the propo- 
sition to amend, said: I beg leave to trouble thé 
committeé once more, since the course of thè des 
bate seems to be somewhat personal, although not 
altogéther so; but whatever of a personal nature 
there may be, [ trust I shall not be frightened from 
my temper or propriety. F do not see what the 
birth-place of an individual so humble as myself 
can possibly have to dé with California; and’ per- 
haps T ought to be obliged to the gentleman for 
dignifying me, by connécting my name for à mo- 
ment with such a controversy. But no man feels 


| altogether satisfied to have his position studiously 


misrepresented, and F appeal to the candor of the 
gentleman, with whom my associations have hith 
erto been agreeable if not friendly, to inform më 
what my ancestors, up to father Adam, have to do 
with the admission of California into this Union: 
Whether they came from Great Britain or any- 
where élse, it can make but little differéncé so far 
as this question is concerned. f 
But, while E acknowledge the grace and mag- 
nanimity with which my colleague has spoken’ for 
me, I desire to say, also, for myself, that if any 
gentleman on this floor, directly or indirectly, 
means to impute to më that, because my first breath 
may have been drawn in a foreign land, and bė- 
cause my eyés first opened to the light of another 
sky, that I am not m mind, heart, feelings, pur- 
poses, and’ intentions, as true to the land of my 
childhood, and the lind of my choice, as thé man 
who dares impugn me, he says what is from thè 
beginning untrue in word and act and thought and 
deed—that which is utterly and entirely untrue: 
Sir, { have proved it, as my colleague has said; I 
have bared my bosom to the battle on the north- 
western frontier in my youth, and on the south- 
western frontier in my manhood. I have darned 


Z 


somewhat of the good will of my country. In the 
councils of my State for a period of ten consecu- 
tive years, and in her service here, my constitu- 
ents have confided in my devotion to their inter- 
ests and my attachment to the Union. I have 
only to say, that if the time should.come when 
disunion rules the hour, and discord is to reign su- 
premis I shall again be ready to give the best 
lood in my veins to my coantry’s cause. [shall 
be prepared to meet all antagonists with lance in 
rest, to do battle in every land in defence of the 
Constitution of the country, which I have sworn to 
support, to the last extremity, against disunionists 
and all its enemies, whether of the South or the 
North—to meet them everywhere, at all times, 
with speech or hand, with word or blow, until 
thought and being sball be mine no longer. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VENABLE renewed the amendment, and 
said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to be fully understood 
as to what I meant by the remarks made by me 
when on the floor before, and what I mean to say 
now. I certainly could not have meant a personal 
imputation to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Baxer,}] when I intimated that he was born in 
England. He does not certainly suppose that it 
is discreditable to him? 

Mr. BAKER. ldo not suppose that such was 
the gentleman’s purpose, nor did | so understand 
him. l am notin the habit of noticing personal 
and offensive allusions here. 

Mr. VENABLE. That is all very well, and 
outside of this matter. Perhaps the gentleman is 
entitled to much more credit for being an Ameri- 
can citizen now than myself, as he is from choice, 
and I am by birth and of necessity. But lam 
persuaded that I have as many reasons connected 
with the past, the present, and the future, to value 
the Union as he has. He tells us that he has 
done much service.to the country, and alludes to 
his achievements on the tented field and legis- | 
fative halls. l am not inclined to detract from | 
his renown. He has served his country in sev- 
eral capacities. He was at the same time a 
colonel in the army of operations against Mexico, 
and eccupied his seat on the floor of this House, į 
and military honors bloomed in the garland which 
encircled his brow. When glittering in’ military 
command he occupied a seat in this House. The 
records of this House and the reports of its com- 
mittees disclose that he enjoyed both the honors 
and emoluments of the stations which his services 
so eminently adorned. l have no purpose to dis- 
parage him or them. Jt was only in reply to a 
sneering question of the gentleman on yesterday, 
as to where the South would go in case the pres- 
sure of power above and against the Constitution 
rendered the connection intolerable, that I made 
the remark that we would stand by our homes aud 
our possessions, and woud not seek protection 
where the gentleman came from, He speaks of 
threats, Sir, they are not agreeable things, 
neither are they very dignified in those who 
make them. But gentlemen ought not to mis: | 
take complaints against injustice, or remonstrance 
against injurious purposes for threats. They 
should remember that they are in a majority, and 
thata majority can do justice with dignity or can 
make concessions without the loss of self-respect. 
Notso with a minority. They must protest, they 
must resist, or else they are left to certain and hope- 
Jess degradation. The gentleman ought to remem- 
ber that his colleague from illinois, (Mr. Bissex,] 
spoke of the terrors which a few regiments from | 
his State would carry to the South in case of open 
resistance on our part. This was hard enough to 
hear from him, but it was not less offensive when i 
the gentleman himself, in a speech, endorsed the 
menace, as I understood him. | regret that another 
gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Harris] should have 
considered it necessary to come to the rescue of 
his colleague, [Mr. Baxer.] They were brother 
officers, and it was, 1 suppose, a mere labor of 
love, as his colleague is surely able to take care of 
himself. The combination of two military chiefs 
against one poor civilian was fearful odds. The 


genileman, after exalting the achievements of his | 
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| longed to the States exclusively to fix the charac- 


be forgotten. 
and Mr. Venage was prevented from finishing | 
the remarks which he has now written out] 
be so, but the gentleman has not improved in my 
estimation as a prophet since the meeting of the 


It may [here the hammer fell 


Nashville Convention. He, in a speech which he 
has given to the public, foretold that the members 
of that convention would be met by the patriots 
of Nashville with tar and feathers, and a due pro- 
portion of stale eggs. As his foresight has been 
at fault here, he will excuse me for distrusting it 
in future. Whilst I doubt not that the civil and 
military renown of all three of the gentlemen from 
Hlinois will go down to posterity fresh and fair, I 
have no doubt that the humble civilian who enters 
his claim for the rights of those whose interests 
he represents—who will assert those claims in the 
face of a majority—who will demand the protec- 
tion of the Constitution and its guarantees, even 
though the honest avowal of the consequences be 
called menace, and may excite ridicule from some 
heroic men,—will receive some consolation in the 
approbation of his own conscience and the same 
sure appreciation of his services by those to whom 
he is responsible. 

The gentleman (Mr. Barer] denies that Mr. 
Cray had said that the Missouri compromise 
ought to be regarded as a desirable division of ter- 
ritory between the North and the South. I give 
his own words on the admission Florida, in his 
speech, in 1837: 

« By the compromise which tonk place on the passage of 
the act for the admission of Missouri into the Union in the 
year 1820, it was agreed and understood that the line of 
33° 3)/ of north latitude should mark the boundary between 
the free States and the slave States to be ercated in the ter- 
titories of the United Stares ceded by the treaty of Louisi- | 
ana. * * * But Florida is south of that line, and conse 
quently, according to the spirit of the understanding which 
prevailed at the period allnded to, should be a slave State. 
It mav be true that the compromise does not in terms em- 
brace Florida,and thatit is not absolutely binding and oblig- 


1 
] 

1 
atory; but all candid and impartial men must agree that it | 
ought not to be disregarded.” | 
| 

| 

i 

ji 

| 

i 

i 

i 


The committee can judge who is in error, the 
gentleman or myself. 

Mr. V. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND renewed the amendment, 
and said that since different constructions had ; 
been placed on the vote rejecting the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, it was | 
due to Mr. McG. that he should offer a brief ex- | 
planation. He had voted for the amendment upon | 
obvious grounds—because he believed that it be- 


ter of their municipal institutions—whether ad- 
mitting or excluding slavery—and, after having 
done s9, Congress could only constitutionally in- | 
quire whether the State applying for admission 
into the Union had a republican form of govern- | 
ment, and if so, she was entitled to admission. 
Upon this principle, of course, he could have no 
objection to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man fronf Kentucky, which only proposed to | 
leave it to,the people of the territories of the Uni- į 
ted States south of 36° 30’ to come into the Union | 


with or without slavery, as they might decide by | 


i 
i R | 
their State organizations. i 


He withdrew the amendment. . i 
On motion by Mr. STRONG, the committee | 
then rose, 


And the House adjourned. | 


NOTICE OF 4 BILL. 


Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, gave notice of his intention | 
to introduce a biil to be entitled An act to provide for the 


i 
j 
: 
removal of obstructions in the river Savannah, iu the State | 
| 


of Georgia, and for ihe improvement of the same,” 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 

presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

€ By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Thomas 8. Easton, i 


praying certain regulations by law for the construction of 
bulk heads, to protect deck passengers on steamboats from 


of St. Louis, a practical navigator of the western riverg, || 


the easyalties to which they are. now subjected fiom burst- 
ing borers. ; A 

Also, the petition of Dr, Edward H. MeCahe and 30 others, 
citizens of Missouri, and practiving physicians; in the city 
of St. Louis, praying that the medical officers in the navy 
shall have the same degree of raisk, relatively to the officers 
of the line in the navy, as corresponding grades of medical 
Offierrs in the army now possess, according to law, relatively 
to the officers of the line in the army; without increase of 
pay for this assimilated rank. % 

By Mr. REED: Tue petition of Adam Wier, jr., and 91 


| others, citizens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, for 


an Agncuitnral bureau, 

By Mr. BUEL: The petition of Hyacinth Kropvilte, for 
the passage of an act granting a patent of acertain tract 
of jand. 

Ais, the petition for a mail-ronte from Tecumseh, in 
Lenawee county, Michigan, to Ypsilante, in Washtenaw 
county. same Siate, via Ridgway and York, and for two new 
post offices on said ronte; also, remonstrance of D.S. Baron 
and others, against the renewal of patent of Z. & A. Parker 
for percussion aud reaction water-wheels, or improvement 
of same. 

By Mr. WALDO: The petition cf the members of the 
Toliand County Association of Congregational Clergymen, 
in the State of Connecticut, asking fur a uniform and. re- 
duced rate of postage. 

By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of Joseph Bilow and 
48 other citizen. «f the town of Champlain, Clinton county, 
New York, praying Congress to so inodify-the tariff of 1846 
as to lay specifie duties of au amount equal to the ad vatoreus 
duties based upon the prices existing at the time of the 
passage of that law. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Gilmer and 69 others, citi- 
zens of the town of Beekmantown, Clinton county. New 
York, praying Congress to so modify the ‘ariff of 1846 as 

to lay specifie duties of an amount equal at teast to the 
Lad valorem duties based upon the prices existing at the time 
of the passage of that Jaw. 

Also, the petition of Chester Howe and 19 others, citt- 
zens of Clinton county, New York, praying Congress to so 
modify the tariff of 1846 as to lay specific duties of an 
Amount equal at feast to the ad valorem duties based upon 
the prices existing at the time of the passage of that Jaw. 


\ IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 13, 1850. 


Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials, one 
| from surgeons and assistant surgeons 1n the navy, 


| and the other from medical gentlemen of Philadel- 


phia, asking thata rank corresponding with that 
conferred on the army may be extended to. the 
navy; which were reterred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE, I have received and beg leave to 
present to the Senate a memorial from citizens of 
Akron, in Summitcounty, Uhio, very numerously 
signed by gentlemen of all political parties. 
Among the signatures, is that ofa distinguished and 
leading supporter of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan during the late presidential canvass, and 
also that of a prominent supporter of the present 
Chief Magistrate of the United States; another 
gentleman whose character and talents command 
the confidence and respect of the community, and 
whose name is signed to the memorial, supported 
the eminent citizen of New York who received the 
suffrages of the Free Democracy. The other signers 
are not so well known to me, but Lunderstand that 
they are among the most respectable and influential 
citizens of northern Ohio. They ask for the admis- 
sion of California, and earnestly remonstrate against 
making that admission at all dependent upon any 
other question whatever. | They also emphatically 
protest against the establishment of governments 


il : 


for the territories without an express interdiction 
of slavery therein, In the letter which accom- 


1 
| à A 

! panied this memorial, I am assured, and I do not 
i 

| 


l| doubt it, that this remonstrance expresses the senti- 


ments of nineteen twentieths of the people of that 
portion of the State. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I understood the Senator to 


| < 
i say that this petition or memorial was from the 


State of Ohio, and that it represented the opinions 
| of nineteen twentieth of the people of that State. a 
Mr. CHASE. I stated that the letter I had re- 
ceived enclosing the petition represented such to 
i be the fact, and that | had no reason to doubt the 
truth of the statement which the letter contained. 
Mr. BRIGHT. It isa matter of astonishment 
to me, Mr. President, that the States of Ohio and 
| Indiana should differ so widely in reference to the 
unsettled political questions of the day. Why, 
sir, only last night I received a letter from a mont 
respectable gentleman in my Siate, who has, for 
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the last ten years, been honored’with a seat in one jj 


or the other branches of her legisiature, in which 
he informs me that, for two or three weeks pre- 
vious to the writing of his letter, he had been in 
attendance at the sitting of the Circuit and District 
Court of the United States, holden at the capital 
‘of that State; that he had seen and conversed with 
gentlemen from all parts-of the State, and leading 
men of both the great political parties, and that he 
had not met with a single individual who was not | 
in favor of the general adjustment of the measures 
embraced ip the compromise bill, and upon the 
basis proposed by that bill; and, as confirmatory 
of his statement, he mentions an incident that it 
will not be out of place or improper for me to state 
here. The grand jury in attendance at the court I 
have mentioned, numbering some seventeen or 
eighteen of the picked citizens from various quar- 
ters of the State, and about equally divided in po- 
litical sentiment, proceeded, before closing their 
official labors, to declare on paper their opinions 
in reference to the ‘exciting and perplexing ques- 
tions now agitating the country, North, South, 
East, and West, and concluded with a most earn- 
est expression of the hope and wish that all might 
be setiled before the adjournment of Congress upon 
a just, equitable, and constitutional basis, declar- 
ing their concurrence and approval. of the princi- 
ples contained in the bill now before this body. 
My correspondent further adds, as an evidence of 
the undivided state of public sentiment there, that 
the court ordered the opinion of the jury, thus 
informally embodied, to be entered on the minutes 
of the proceedings of the court,and requested their 
publication in the newspapers located at the capital, 

I have said thus much by way of an offset to 
the wholesale condemnation of this measure by 
that portion of the citizens of Ohio who have 
signed the remonstrance just presented by the hon- 
orable Senator from that State, Mr. Cuase,] and 
at the same time to congratulate the Senate and 
country on the very wholesome state of public sen- 
timent prevailing in Indiana compared to that in 
her adjoining sister State, Ohio; but, sir, I hope— 
though I have no right to speak for Ohio, nor shall 
I attempt to do so—but I hope, if the sentiments 
embraced in the memorial just read prevail in Ohio, 
they will not pass beyond her western boundary. 
I should be sorry, truly sorry to realize that any 
part of my constituency, at least any considerable 
portion of them, were so blind to what I believe 
for the honor, interest, the peace and quietude of 
this Union, as to oppose all measures looking to a 
final adjustment of these questions. > 

Sir, [am not mistaken when | declare that the 
sound-thinking, practical men of the great and grow- 
ing West, of all parties, are tired of this eternal 
agitation, The public mind is wearied and worn out 
with it, and every voice that reaches my ears but 
confirms me in the opmion that it is due alike to 
the Union, to our constituents, and ourselves to 
settle all these questions, and that without further 
delay. 

Mr. CHASE. Ihave not undertaken to speak 
of or for the people of Indiana. I have not even 
expressed an opinion as to the sentiments of the 
whole people of Ohio. I but repeated the state- 
ment of the eminent citizen who transmitted that 
remonstrance to me, and who had the honor, | be- 
lieve, of standing side by side with the Senator 
from Indiana in the last presidential struggle. The 


honorable Senator and that gentleman supported | 


the same candidate upon the same platform. I 
will not say that my friend displayed an ability 
and zeal equal to that of the Senator, for that 
would be going very far, but certainly distin- 
guished ability and uncommon zeal. He states the 
prevailing sentiment of that portion of the State in 
which he resides, and I have no doubt that he states 
it correctly. But he is not alone. Among the 
signers.of the memorial, I see the name of a lead- 
ing editor, heretofore an active and ardent po- 
litical friend of the Senator from Kentucky and 
> now as ever a zealous Whig. Another gentleman 
whose signature is here has been a member of the 
other House, and stands second to no man in the 
regards of his fellow-citizens. 1 have no doubt 
that these gentlemen and their fellow-remonstrants 
express the almost universal sentiment of the peo- 
ple among whom they live. I said nothing of the 
opinions of the people of Indiana. She has able 
Representatives who will, I hope, reflect truly her 
sentiments here. I will say, however, that if In- 
diana is now in favor of this compromise bill which 


| It is emphatically ‘* non-interference, 


repudiates the very principle on which the Demo- 
eratic.party stood in the late presidential canvass, 
by denying to the people of the territories the right to 
exclude slavery from their limits,and which repu- 
diates also the doctrine of congressional prohibition 


of teritorial slavery upon which the Whig party | 


stood in that canvass, a great change indeed must 
have been going on in the minds of the people of 
that State. . i 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do not wish to. consume 
time, -or to occupy the attention of the Stnate with 
any debate upon this matter. 1 didnot intend, 
by any thing | said, to intimate that. the Senator 
from Ohio did not represent the opinion of the 
people from that State. I only meant to say that 


if he did represent their feelings on this question, | 
they differed very widely from the people of the | 


State which I have the honor to represent. But, 
sir, I deny that there is any provision in this com- 
promise bill which is violative ofthe principle laid 
down by the Democratic party in the late contest. 
»? leaving 
the people to settle the character of their State in- 
stitutions for themselves; and in advocating that 


bill, I advocate nothing more nor less than the | 


principles which were advocated in that contest. 

The memorial was then received and ordered to 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLAY. lam quite feeble, yet I feel it 
nevertheless in conformity with my duty to pre- 
sent myself daily here. With regard to the peo- 
ple of Ohio, I know something of them; I have 
the highest possible respect for them, and am 
very grateful to them. But I shall be greatly 
disappointed if, in some instances—} will not say 
what—gentlemen, when they go ‘home, shall find 
themselves without constituencies, so far as a 
conformity of will creates a constituency. But 
that is en passant. 
resolutions from a portion of the “ frantic people” 
of the United States—frantic on behalf of the 
compromise everywhere, if not in Ohio. These 
resolutions are from that city which is going to 
vie, in a few years, perhaps some twenty or thirty 
years, with the empire city of the country. I mean 
the city of St. Louis. They were passed at a 
meeting of both political parties, and they speak— 
as any man would confess, who knows anything 
about the sentiment of Missouri—the sentiment 
of that State: These resolutions are from that 
great city, great in fact, and greater still in embryo, 
and contain the undivided sentiment of both Dem- 
ocrats and Whigs. They have been sent to me, 
and itis with no ordinary pleasure that I submit 
them to the Senate, and ask that they may be 
read and laid upon.the table. 


The resolutions were then read, as follow: 

Pursuant to a call through the public newspapers, a mass 
meeting of the citizens of St. Louis in favor of the compro- 
mise bil} reported to the United States Senate by the Com- 
mittee of Thirteen, without distinction of party, assembled 


at the rotunda of the court-house, in St. Louis, Monday | 


evening, June 3, 1850, 


On motion by General Nathan Ranney, Hon. Henry S. | 
Geyer wis called to the chair, as president of the meeting, | 


and W. H. Heiskelf, Thornton Grimsley, A. H. Buckner, 
Charles Keemle, M. Steitz, G. K. McGuunegte, A. Iamil- 
ton, Wyllis King, J. Chambers, T. B. Hudson, and George 
Prun, were appointed vice presidents. 

B. W. Sharpe and Edmund Fiagg 
taries. 

On assuming the chair, the president stated the object of 
the meeting in a few torcibie remarks. 

On motion of Hon. Jonn M. Kram, a committee of ten 


was appointed to draught resolutions expressive of the sen- | 


timents of the meeting. 

The chair appointed the following gentlemen: John M. 
Krum, T. Yeatman, J. B. Wells, N. Ranney, L. T. Dashiell, 
W. Palm, George W. West, J. U. Coaiter, C. M. Valleau, 
H. Von Phul, H. R. Gamble, and C. C. Carroll. 

In the absence of the committee, the meeting was most 
eloquently addressed by Uriel Wright, esq., Dr. J. N. Me- 
Dowell, and Trusten Polk, esq., whose remarks were re- 
ceived with the utmost enthusiasm. 

oe following preamble and resolutions were then re- 
ported: 

Whereas the agitation of questions growing out of, or 
connected with, the Subject of slavery, has produced much 
ill-feeting between the @fferent sections of the Union, and, 
if continued, threatens to disturb the fraternal relations 
which alone can preserve this Gmion in its spirit and inten- 
tion, and conserve the rights and interests of all; aud 
whereas the Senate of the United States has appointed a 
committee of thirteen of its most patriolie and experienced 


members to report such a mensure of compromise as shall ! 


heal the wounds of the country, and restore te it peace and 
concord ; and whereas the said committee have reported a 
plan of compromisé such as, in the gpinion o: this meeting, 
appears just and adequate to the settlement of the whole 
question: therefore 

Resolved, That we, the people of St. Lous, without dis- 


tinction of party, assembled here, declare our depp and un- | 


wavering devotion to the Union of these United States, and 
avow our solemn and inflexible purpose to adhere to if, in 


I have risen to present some | 


were appointed secre- | 


head is not burnt yet. 


despite of every effort made or meditated against it either 
by the fanatics of the North or the hotspurs of the South. 

Resolved, That we of the West have too large a stake in 
this confederacy to allow our misguided brethren of either 
section to endanger its integrity. y! XS 

Resolved, That while many of us differ in opinion respect- 
ing some of the details of the several propositions or bills 
reported by the committee of the Senate, yet believing that 
those propositions, taken as a whole, are just and equitable 
in respect to the rights and interests of the whole country, 
we yield our hearty concurrence and support to those meas- 
ures as a compromise of the conflicting opinions and meas- 
ures that now agitate the people in different portions of our 
common country. . X 

Resolved, That in the opinion:of this meeting, if the prin- 
ciples of the compromise are faithfully carried out by the 
action of Congress, peace and harmony will speedily be 
restored, sectional jealousies allayed, the union of the 
States more firmly cemented, and all will aid in strengthen- 
ing and perpetuating the institutions of our beloved eountry. 

Resolved, That the peace, harmony, prosperity, and in- 
tegrity of the Union can only be preserved by. that spirit of 
magnanimous concession and compromise in which the 
Federal Constitution had its birth, aud that we deeply dep- 
recate and deplore the factious spirit, which has manifested 
itself in Congress, calculated to weaken the bonds of fra-~ 
ternal union, for sectional and selfish purposes, 

Toe report was received, and the resolutions adopted by 
acclamation, 

Oa motion of Thomas Harney, esq., it was resolved that 
the proceedings of this meeting be forwarded to our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress; and, on amendment of 
A. S. Mitchell, esq., to the chairman of the Committee of 
Thirteen, to be by bim communicated to each member of 
that committee. 

On motion, it was resolved that all the papers in thia city 
are requested to publish the proceedings of this meeting, 

On motion, the meeting then adjourned, 

fi. S. GEYER, President. 
B. W. SHARPE, EDMUND FLAGG, Secretaries. 


The pending motion being to lay the resolution 
on the table— 

Mr. BENTON. Lsuppose, Mr. Presiderit, that 
that motion will be withdrawn after the manner in 
which the Senator introduced it. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Kentucky withdraw the motion? 

Mr. CLAY. Most certainly; although itis not 
reciprocating what thet Senator does when I ask 
him to withdraw a motion. It is withdrawn; I 
will return good for evil. f 

Mr. BENTON. ‘Che Senator from Kentucky 
this morning. represents one of those persons 
spoken of in Scripture as ‘‘returning good for 
evil” and who are represented as “ heaping coals 
of fire upon the head” of the wicked. Well, my 
i will thank the Secretary 
to read the last resolution but one. 

The Secretary read the resolution as follows: 

“On motion of Thomas Harney, csq., it was 

“ Resolved, That the proceedings of this meeting be for- 
warded to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 5 
and, on amendment of A. S. Mitchell, esq., to the chairman 
of the Committee of Thirteen, to be by him communicated 
to each member of that committee,?? 

Mr. BENTON. If Tunderstand the reading of 
that resolution aright, a copy of these proceedings 
was to be sent to each of the Senators and the 
Representatives from the State of Missouri, of 
course for the purpose of being laid before Con- 
gress. i have not yet received a copy. My col- 
league may have received one. If he hag received 
a copy of these resoiutions, he will doubtless 
present them; and when I receive a copy, L wiil 
also present them. I shall present them in that 
respectful manner which will be due to any por- 
tion of my constituents, and especially to those 
who composed this meeting, who, so far as l can 


| judge by the names attached to these resolutions, 


are among the most respectable citizens in the city 
of St. Louis. I shall present them in that manner 
when they come. Now, ifi heard aright, I thought 
there was a copy of these resolutions to be sent to 
the chairman of the Committee of Thirteen; and, 
I suppose, perhaps thirteen copies—one for each 
member of the committee. 

Mr. CLAY, (in his seat.) Yes. 

Mr. BENTON. That the chairman of the 
commitiee ‘might present one to each member. 
There may be some other resolve, by virtue of 
which he presents his copy to the Senate and to 
the members of the committee also. If there be, 
1 know nothing about it; but I have no doubt that 
he will do ali that he is asked to do, and thus far 
he bas certainiy done more than he bas been asked 
to do, for he has not only presented them to this 
body, but he has adverted to them in a manner 
which makes it personaily applicable to myself. 

Now i will thank the Secretary to read me the 
first words, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


“ Pursuant to a call through the public newspapers, a masa 
meeting of ihe citizens of St. Louis in favor of the compro- 


oa 
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mise bill reporied to the United States Senate by the Com- 
mittee ef Thirteen, without distinction ef party, assembied 
at the rotunda of the court-bouse in St. Louis, Monday 
evening, Jane 3, 1850. 


Mr. BENTON. Good! thatis good! A mass | 


meeting in the rotunda of the conrt-house of St. 
Louis! Well, sir, it will held a great many; but 
when I speak to a mass meeting there, we can no 
more get the “ mass” into that rotunda than we 


can get them into my jacket-pocket, {laughter,} l 


though it is a very considerable one. 

Mr. President, í believe I have read in the news- 
papers the call for this meeting. When I read it, 
and observed the manner in which it was got up, 
it did not impress me very forcibly. Perhaps I | 
may receive a paper to-night containing & report | 
of the proceedings, and if Ido I will read it to- 


i P 

i dragooning Congress, have not been found to be 
4 utterly mistaken. 

f whole object, 

| the next general election, And now we are to 
|! have itall over again, This, sir, seems to me to 
|| be a feeble, a pale imitation of the old work; and, 
! as the old work answered no purpose, and pre- 
il sented such a lamentable catastrophe in the con- 
clusion, what is to happen to this small imitation 
which wenow-have? Sir, those gentlemen whose 
names are attached to this paper are, I have no 


and I have no doubt they spoke their own senti- 
; But I believe I do not recognise among them a sin- 


gle name that ever voted for me. I believe they 
are amiable and kind in their social intercourse, 


morrow morning. But hitherto I have paid little 
attention to it; for the call, headed as it was, does 
not impress me very forcibly. f believe that call 
was to those who where friendly to the compro- 
mise, and that accounts for the unanimity of a 
meeting held in a city containing eighty thousand | 


| 
ji 
h 


i 


souls; a city, sir, which has its own contentions, | 


as all people in tke world have theirs, not except- | 
ing the committee of concord; which is going to | 
reconcile all the dissensions that exist in the coun- 
try. And 1 will undertake to say, sir, that if you 
collect together the eighty thousand people of the 
city of St. Louis on a call for any purpose, or | 
even a fragment of them, you will find some dis- | 
senting voices upon any proposition, I care not 
what itis. So much for the nature of the cail; it 
was a call of those who were in favor of the 
compromise, and that accounts for the unanimity 
of those were in favor of the adoption of the reso- 
lutions. If there is any mistake in this, I will cor- 
rect it; but | think those only were called who 
were in favor of the object. 

Now, Mr. President, this puts me in mind of | 
eld times; and I really think itis time for us to | 


put less stress upon what we deem to be universal || 
public sentiment. This thing of reasoning from || 


particulars to generals leads to vast mistakes; and, 
aso far as I know, I have never ventured on any oc- 
casion to enforce what I might be saying by sta- 
ting that any given proportion of the people of my 
State, much less of the United States, were in fa- 
vor of the object or against the object. Ihave 
never undertaken to back my poor argument with 
an assertion thata majority of four fifths, or of 
nine tenths, or of ninety-nine hundredths, or of 
nine hundred and ninety-nine thousandths, were 
soand so. I know the fallacy of all such calcula- 
tons, and am satisfied that any gentleman who 
goes into it will find himself mistaken in the end. 
Í never ventured upon any such backing of what 
I say; for if, in what little l say to the Senate, there | 
is no reason, no weight, it may fall to the ground.| 
before I will undertake to say that one half or nine | 
tenths of the people of my State are with me. I | 
will nat do it, sir. Sir, we have had experience 
upon the subject, and we have seen how it has all 
ended. This is the old way—the old style. Some- 
thing is got up that must override every thing else; 
the publisher ofa newspaper takes it up,and all who | 
go against it are enemies to the country—traitors 
—sometimes British traitors—they are Whig trai- | 
tors—Democratic traitors—and sometimes they | 
are Abolitionists, and so forth. The newspapers 
take it up, then follow the meetings about it, and | 
then memorials are addressed to Congress. And | 
the old style was, ifthe meeting was against the 
Jackson Administration, then there must be a 
Jackson president, and a Jackson vice president, 
and Jackson secretaries, and Jackson orators. 
Little as they were wanted on other occasions, they 
were all indispensable then, and they received im- 
mense encomiums from those who the day before, | 
or the day after, would compliment them in a de- | 
scription very little complimentary to their feelings. | 
That, sir, is the old style. 

Sir, we have seen these petitions and memorials | 
and resolutions presented here morning after morn- 
ing, week after week; and month after month, for 


and would do me any personal kindness; but l 
| believe they do not vote for me, and I should be 
| very much surprised, indeed, if my nature has not 
very much altered, if I should be governed by 
what they say, never having been so before. 

Sir, I should have said nothing on this subject, 
if the Senator from Kentucky had not brought 
forward this imposing declaration with respect to 
the sentiments of the people of St. Louis in a 
way to address himself to me personally, and in 
a way to iuduce me to take notice of it and gov- 
ern myself by it. I should have paid no attention 


| to his having presented it to the Senate instead of 


his committee, but for the remarks which were ad- 
| dressed to me. 

And now, Mr. President, all I have, to say is, 
| that whenever the memorial shall come to me, I 
shall present it to the Senate with all the respect 
that is due to the very respectable citizens whose 


ing. 
‘Mr. ATCHISON, 
three days since I received the first paper from 


meeting referred to. All the papers published in 
the city of St. Louis, both Whig and Democratic, 
state that this meeting was got up upon a call of 
something like fifty persons. 


signed the call, They belong to both the great 
political parties of the country; and I will use a 
erm which is very often used in the Senate, and 
tay they were * leading men’? of hoth parties. I 
suppose the notice making the call must have been 
sn the papers of both parties. 


terday evening I received an account in papers 
sent to me—papers of both the Whig and Demo- 
| cratic parties. The statements in all these papers 
amount to about the same thing, 
facts much as they are stated in the resolutions 
presented by the Senator from Kentucky. I have 
also letters from gentlemen residing in the city of 
St. Louis, corroborating the accounts as given 
in the papers I have received. It is represented 
to have been a very large meeting, and composed 
of the most respectable citizens, and one of the 
most respectable meetings ever held in the city of 
St. Louis. It was made up of the principal busi- 


ers. The number is stated to have been from 
eight hundred to a thousand. It is true, as I sup- 
pose, that in the city of St. Louis they will poll 
from five tosix thousand votes. Here, then, were 
about one-fifth of the voters of the city of St. Louis 
present at this meeting, and from the most respect- 
| able portion of the people. These are the repre- 


received from that city. In addition to this, Mr. 
President, a Whig congressional convention met 
in the county of Cape Girardeau, in that congres- 
sional district. I suppose all the counties in the 
district were represented, or at least a large major- 
ity of them, in that convention. That convention 
unanimously speak the same voice spoken by 
| these resolutions in the city of St. Louis. ‘This is 
| a mere matter of opinion, and I only give it as 


DI Hs y - 
six months ata time. We have been kept reading 


memorials which speak the ‘universal sentiment 


of the country” upon such and such measures, in | 


conformity to which we were required to act; and 
yet, when it came to a general election, which 
tested these things, what have we seen in every 
instance? Why, sir, there is not one solitary in- 
stance in which this mass of memorialists, who 


such. From the information f have received, so 
ij far as I have received the papers of the Whig par- 
i| ty in that State, they uniformly advocate this ad- 
l justment, or compromise; and the papers belong- 
line to that wing of the Democratic party of which 
L have the honor to be an humble member, advo- 
cate this same adjustment, or compromise, as re- 
ported by the Committee of Thirteen. But, sir, it 


The whole party, and the | 
has been overturned, crushed, at į 


doubt, among the most respectable in the country; | 


ments; and,-so far as that went, well and good. i 


names I see attached to these resolutions, and ij 
| whom I judge to be a sample of the whole meet- | 


It has been some two or! 


the city of St. Louis, containing an account of the | 


I saw their names, ; 
and recognize some among these gentlemen who 


_ I first received a | 
|i short telegraphic account of this meeting; but yes- 


They state the | 


ness men, professional men, mechanics, and labor- | 


sentations made in the letters and papers I have i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
lj 
| 
i 
l 
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i 
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sent their memorials in here fer the purpose of || is due perhaps that I should say that some weeks |! 


prior to this mass meeting, there Wasa meeting of 
the members of that wing to which Ido ‘not be- 


| long, and they adopted one resolution, the tenth 


of a series, in which they, as I understand it, re- 
pudiate this proposition of adjustment; and they- 
say, in speaking of the Senator from Kentucky, 

that he has now in 1850, as he did in 1832, come 

to the rescue of the nullifiers of the Union, 1 do 

not pretend to give the exact words, but the idea 

was as I have stated, and 1 wish to call thé atten- 
tion of my ultra southern friends to this fact, that 
the Senator from Kentucky is said to: have come 

to the rescue of the nullifiers; and the considera- 

tion, they intimate, will be the same as that when 

he came to the rescue of the nullifers in 1832, 

which is, that if he shall bring theiz proposition 

forward, they will sustain him in'a proposition for 

a national bank, if he shall bring one forward. 

_ Now, we have three political parties in Missou- 
ri: the Whig party, under the old organization, 
and then there are what are called the test and the 
anti-test parties; or, in other words, on this great 
question of slavery, the Democratic party seem to 
be divided. What is public opinion, which party ` 
will triumph in August, we cannot tell; but then: 
all these things will be tested at the polls in a man= 
ner not to be mistaken, and not to be misunder- 
stood. [do not pretend to say, the time is so 
long before the test is to be made, which party 
will triumph. But of one thing 1 feel very cer- 
tain, that the party in favor of the adjustment of 
this question, in the manner proposed by the 


| Committee of Thirteen, will triumph. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I did intend some time since to have given 


my views upon this question, humble as they are, 
to the Senate. Tintend to do it yet. | will now 
take occasion, as this is the first time I have pub- 
licly expressed myself upon this great question, 
to say that I shall vote for this compromise bill aa 
it was introduced. Yes, sir, I will swallow the 
whole bottle of “Old Doctor Jacob Townsend’s 
Sarsaparilla.” [Laughter.] 1 utterly abhor. bro- 
ken doses. [Renewed laughter.] 

I will take this occasion to say that I would not 
vote for but one solitary measure separate and 
apart from this compromise union; and that is the 
measure for the organization of a territorial gov- 
ernment. I would not vote for the admission of 
California as a separate measure. I would turn 
her loose in the wilderness, as the Jews did the 
scape-goat. I believe I would go further, although 
it would be an operation foreign to my nature and 
quite revolting: | would hurl her from the rock 
backwards before I would vote for her admission 
as a separate measure. And I have one good rea- 
son, and that is, [ do not believe we should have 
any adjustment of this question if California was 
admitted into the Union as a separate measure. [ 
believe the question would be open for agitation, 
and the agitation would be of a worse description 
than any we have seen. | do not pretend to know 
what the result will be, and I will not pretend tọ 
speak of it; but one thing Ido say, as [ said at 
the beginning of this session, that | do not believe 
the people of Missouri would ever submit to the 


| Wilmot proviso; never, sir, never; nor do | be- 


lieve that any southern or slave State in this Union 
would submit to it, Mr. President, 1 have noth- 
ing more to say on this subject at this time. 

Mr. CLAY. I move that the resolutions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOOTE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the report of the 
Secretary of State communicating information in re- 
lation to the conduct of the Japanese Government 
towards American seamen wrecked on the coast of 
Japan, the capabilitiés of the independent oriental 
nations for commerce with the United States, and 
theproper observance of the treaty of 20th March, 
1833, with Siam, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That Mr. Palmer have leave to withdraw, take 
out a copyright for, and print on his own account, the doct- 
ments entitled “ A comprehensive view of the principal in- 
dependent maritime countries of the East,” which aceon- 
panied the report of the Secretary of State to the Senate, 
under date of the 23d Aprillast, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreiga Relations; and that the Secretary of the 
Senate be and he is hereby authorized to subscribe for —— 
copies of the work under the above tite fur the use of the 
Senate, provided the same shalt be delivered by Mr. Palmer 
at a price not exceeding per copy the rate of printing, litho- 
graphing, and binding public documents forthe Senate in 
1819, with twenty per cent. discount. 


Mr. FOOTE. As the filling up of the blank in 
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the resalution is now the pringipal matter,.J..move 
that it be filled. up-by the words.“ fifteen. hundred,” 
Mr, WALKER. I moveto amend the resolu: 
tion by: striking, out all that portion which relates 
to the subscription by the. Senate. ee 

Mr., FOOTE. .. Anxiousito proceed to. the. con- 
sideration. of, the order of: the day, I will not now 
occupy. the Senate with any remarks.: I will merely 
state-that this document ;has been warmly recom- 
mended by the Secretary of State;,that it has been: 
carefully examined by, the Committee. on. Foreign 
Relations, and, that they unanimously. came.to the 
conclusion thatit wasa work.of great yalue..:‘The. 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.. Wensrer]} has, 
formed. a high, opinion ofit; and -[ earnestly hope 
the Senate wall adopt.the resolution without. the 
amendment offered b 
sin. T EA PE E PE : 
Mr. WEBSTER.. I suppose itis known on all 
hands that the author.of this pamphlet. has. been 
about it for many years. It.appears to me to be a 
work. of. great value, and contains much .useful in- 
formation, as to the commerce of the east; and as 
to the author printing. it without a subscription, 
that ig out of the question. 1 hope the amendment 
will not prevail, but that the resolution as it is ofa 
fered will be adopted, 

Mr. BUTLER.. I had .occasion once before, 
when a motion of this kind was made to print 
two thousand copies of a certain work, to protest 
against it. Iam not aware by what authority the 
Senate of the United States. publishes .books of 
this. kind, which are not specially demanded to. aid 
us.in intelligent legislation, but which are designed 
principally for general, circulation; | With: regard 
to the former case to which I have referred, I pro- 
tested against the printing. I have learned that 
the printing of that work, would have cost.us some 
$30,000, if the strict terms of the contract had 
been adhered to. Under any circumstances, it 
cost us $12,000 to publish.a pamphlet of a few pa- 
ges of a report of decisions in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which is now, | suppose, to 
be found among the law reports every where, and 
can. be bought at the bookstores fora dollar or a 
dollar and a half. Thisis a proposition to publish 
a general boak,, the result of inquiries and obser- 
vations of an individual, Iam willing to vote for 
the usual number to supply the Senate, but Lam 
opposed to making this body the vehicle to.send 
books out to the public. 
number. This idea of publishing books to be sent 
out to the public is likely to bring too onerous 
duties upon this body, according to my notions. 

Mr. KING. The Senate will recollect that the 
papers containing the documents now proposed to 
be printed were, communicated „by the State De- 
partment, and that they were very numerous. On 
looking. them over. I. came to the conclusion that a 
large number of them would not be necessary. to j 
be printed for any purpose. connected with the 
legislation of the country, and ‚therefore I did not 
ask for the printing of the whole of them. 


printed, they would cost, even under our present | 
contract, a sum which perhaps the value of the | 
| 


documents would be far from justifying; and they 
would not be so useful as the mere publication of | 
the document now referred to, inasmuch as they | 
would lead the mind toa variety of subjects not | 
connected with the important question in regard 
to our commerce in the east., l believe that most 
of this pamphlet is of such a character as would | 
be useful in enabling us to judge of how far it 
would be proper: to institute diplomatic relations 


with other countries—at least how far it would be | 


advisable to have consular agents in those coun- 
tries where they would be permitted to reside, in 
order that the interests of the country may be 
promoted. ‘This individual has been enabled to 
collect a great deal of information which will be 
useful to us, As to the number of copies to be or- 
dered, that is for the Senate to decide upon. If 
Senators do not consider it necessary that this in- 
formation should go to the country, but that it 
should be merely confined to such a number of 
copies as would ‘be necessary for both Houses of 
Congress, let, such a number only be ordered. | 
repeat, sir, that. from the, limited information Í 
possess of this work—though there is much that | 
do not entirely subscribe to—{ think upon the 
whole it will be useful, as furnishing information 
which we cannot weil obtain in the same. condensed 
form in any other way. And the man who hag 


y the Senator from Wiscon- | 


Ishall vote for the lowest | 


Mf 
the whole of the documents communicated were | 


prepared this paper has done so without any fee 
or reward... He has doubtless. labored asihe sup- 
paper is.of that. description which I suppose it to 
be, he. has labored for the benefit of his country. 
The Secretary of State considered this a valuable 
paper; it was brought before the committee. in 
connexion with.a.mass. of other documents which 
we. did: not think ought to ke printed, and this was 
selected... T am. not much,in,the habit of recom- 
mending the printing of. works of a general charac- 
ter.at.the cost of the, Government, but this is one 
which, I-conceive might be useful.: The individual 
who. prepared itis not.in the employ of the Goy- 
ernment, and he wishes, to. withdraw the. paper 
thus prepared, and to. have it published for the 
benefit of his. country, and at the same time.that 
the Government should take such.a number of 
copies as may ina small degree reward him for 
his labor. . ME : 

Mr. BENTON. Does this come up regularly 
from the calendar ?. ; 2 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The resolution 
was presented this. morning, and was received by 
unanimous consent, . . i 

Mr. BENTON. This seems to be a very ex- 
temporaneous way. of getting up business without 
reference to what may: be.on the calendar, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a motion 
on this resolution, and the Chair would like to be 
informed what the practice in a case of this kind 
is, On looking at the rules, 1 find the following 
as a part of the 26th rule: 

« And all resolutions proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution, or to which the approbation aud signature of the 
President may be requisite, or whieh may grant moncy out 


of the contingent fund, shall be treated, in all respects, in 
the introduction and form-of proceedings upon then in the 


also reports of committees’? 


The Chair thinks’ this is restricted to that rule. 

Mr. BENTON. l know that rule was made 
for the protection of the contingent fund. | know 
that all resolutions which relate to drawing money 
out of the contingent fund are treated as bills, 
The unanimous consent to consider them is asked 
on the spot, where the sum to be granted is a 
small one. . zi > 

But, Mr. President, this is an old work, an old 
manguvre on the part of booksellers, which has 
been broken up fora while. There used to be an 
old guard who came here to watch and influence 
the Senate in matters pertaining to their book-sales. 
Now, the business seems to be pretty triumphant 
again. 
illustrate the money part of the business, but to 


war by the Senate of the United States having 
purchased -horn-books, got up. by men who draw 
up what they please, uight after night, and go 
and put it downin the Secretary ’s office, and then, 
after a while, call it forth for the information of 
the Senate. We have been brought to the verge 
‘| of a war by such impertinence as that, and I want 
to show an instance of it. Sir,a Senator who 
has attained the age.of thirty. years, and who 
represents a sovereign State of this Union, is sup- 
posed to have made himself acquainted with the 
duties of his statión.. And, if not, there is ana- 
tional library to which he has access, and he may 
go there and qualify himself. 


|i The framers of the Constitution never antici- 
| pated that Senators thirty years.of age were to 


i purchase horn-books made for them, in order to 
instruct them in their duties, and I want an oppor- 
tunity, to say something on this. subject. We come 


‘another. 1 believe we have no calendar, and no 
order of business, and we never know what is 
; coming up ull something is brought before us. I 
i move that this resolution be laid over till I have 
‘had an opportunity to gather up something-that I 
; have laid by among my old papers and notes, and 
; which will serve to illustrate not merely the money 
: part of this business, but the danger to the country 

of receiving this information from books got up 
by a person who perhaps has had an eye to num- 
ber one during the whole session, 

Mr. FOOTE. I made this report as the organ 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, , I stated 
‘in the hearing of the Senate that I did so under the 
; Unanimous instruction of that committee... There 
i ig one individual who: happens to be a member of 
that committee, who does not pretend to Know a 


| 
| 
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posed for his own interest; but certainly, if thes 


Senate, ina similar manner with bills; aud all other reso- | 
lations shall tie on the table one day for consideration, and | 


l want to takea puil at it, not only to | 


show that we have been brought to the verge ofa | 


‘here to do-one kind of business, and we follow | 
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great deal about the value of books; but he is well 

satisfied that thé other three gentlemen. of the 
committee have as much competency to judge of 
the character of a book, and to judge whether it is 

a horn-book, as:any individual who undertakes to 

denounce it. Now, sir, I am very indifferent as to 
the number. of copies... L certainly concur most 

heartily with the members of the committee as. to 
the value of the book. I agree with the Secretary 
of State, who is also acquainted .with the subject; 
and his reputation asa man of intellect and attain- 
ments is much too high to need any vindication ` 
from me against any suggestion that may come 

from any quarter calculated to depreciate the repu- 
tation of any ordinary person. But, I am not the 
special champion of this particular proposition; 
agreeing with the committee in regard to the gen- 
eral merits of the book as well as with regard to 

its being published in some mode by the Senate, I 

became the organ of the committee, and thus be- 
came responsible before the public for the motion 

now pending. I wish it to be understood that, 

limited as my information is, I. did not introduce 
this motion for the purpose of monopolizing all 

the instruction contained in that book; and fÍ trust 
that, young as I am—being somewhat over thirty 

years of age [a laugh]—and limited as my inform- 
ation is, I did not stand in need of any recommen- 
dation from any quarter, to go to the national 

library for instruction. Other gentlemen, who.are 

not:in the habit of boasting of their knowledge, 

and who are not remarkable for self-sufficiency of 
demeanor, are Known to have recourse to the na- 
tional library for instruction as well as entertain- 

ment, as freely as. those who boast of more knowl- 

edge, and whose. demeanor here is not character- 

ized. by too much bashfulness. ` 

Sir, I have said all that I have to say upon the 
subject, except that I am little inclined to waste 
the funds of the Senate, and further, if you will go 
back a little in the history of the Senate, and re- 
view the appropriations which have.been made for 
purposes similar to this, I feel authorized to say 
that in. this respect 1 would not suffer quite so 
much detriment as others. On that score, therefore, 
I am anxious that a full scrutiny should be had, snd 
that most speedily. I therefore ask that the further 
consideration of the resolution be postponed, so 
that. all may have an opportunity of looking into 
the matter-as fully as may be requisite, and that 
those gentlemen who concur with me in the neces- 
sity of publishing the book may aid me in getting 
it published.. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I rise to make:a suggestion 
to the Senator from Mississippi. E understand 
the Chair to make an intimation that there was a 
doubt as to the course this report should take, and 
whether there should be two or three readings. If 
there is any doubt about it, I would suggest that 
it have two readings now, and then be referred. [ 
believe that all reports made during the session, 
while E have had. a seat in this body, have been 
treated ag ordinary orders. ; 

Mr. CLAY.. I would prefer to have it laid upon 
the. table, because, with the honorable Senator 
from Maine, I have some doubt whether this isa 
case to which the rule applies. This will afford 
the Presiding. Officer an opportunity to-look to the 
rule. And, besides, I fear we shall havea dis- 
cussion upon it. 1 therefore move that it be laid 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE SEVENTH CENSUS. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to give notice 
that to-morrow, or at some subsequent time, E 
shallask leave to introduce a bill supplementary 
to ** the act for taking the seventh census.” Corm- 
munication has been made to us that probably the 
compensation allowed for taking the census in 
California and Oregon, unless some new provision 
is made, will be insufficient. It is deemed neces- 
sary, therefore, to have a supplementary bill, by 
which the necessary provision shall be made. 

i INDEX OF PATENTS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Otce be instructed to inquire into the prepricty of causing 
to be prepared and published an anatytical index nf the 
patents which haye been granti d by the United States io 
promote the progress ofscience and the useful arts. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. i 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


1850. 


the bill for the admission of California as a State 


into the Union, ‘to establish territorial governments | 


for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. — j : f 
A general discussion ensued, which consumed 
three hours and a half, of which a report will be 
found in the Appendix. ` f 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fray, June 14, 1850. i 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a report from the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. JONES. I object, and ask that the com- 
mittees may be called for reports. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL made two or three remarks 
which were very imperfectly heard from the dis- 
tance at which he spoke. But he was understood 
generally to call the recollection of the House to the 
fact, that Congress had now been more than six 
months in session; that one of the rules of the 
House, with a view of affording to those who 
had claims upon the justice and equity of the | 
Government, an opportunity of being heard, pro- 
vided that two days of each week’ should be set 
apart for the consideration of these claims; and 
yet, he believed he was correct in stating, that du- 
ring the whole period of the present session, the 
House had not devoted more than fiveor six days 
to the consideration of private bills 

Several gentleman interposed to order. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said that it was 
not in order for the gentleman to proceed with his 
remarks, except by unanimous consent. . 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, sir, |} move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee ofthe Whole, 
for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of the private calendar. °” 

Mr. PRESTON KING. And I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the bill for the admis- 
‘sion of California. ` ‘ 
“Mr. BAYLY. [have to state that there is a 

_billupon which the Administration is earnestly 
urging action, and I eall for the regular order of 
business. 

Cries to order. 

The SPEAKER. Allremarks are out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 
ness would be the call of the committees for re- | 
ports. But as this day is set apart by the rules for 
the consideration of private bills, the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Daner] will 
take precedence of the order of the day. 

Mr. THOMAS asked the yeas and nayson the | 
motion of Mr. Danren; which were ordered, and, | 
being taken, were—yeas 86, nays 101, as follow: 

” YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, 
Avercu, Bay, Beale, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, A. G. 
Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, George A. Cald- | 
weil, Joseph P. Caldwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Deberry, ' 
Dimmick, Danham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, | 
Freedley, Futler, Gilmore, Hall, Hamilton, Haminond, Har- | 
atson, J. G. Harris, Haymond, Hilliard, Holfaday, Holines, | 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, | 
La Sére, Leffler, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Finis E. Me- | 

| 

| 

| 


Lean, McMullen, MeQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, | 
Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Nes, Orr, Out- 
Jaw, Parker, Peck, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Savage, 
Seddon, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, 
Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, James Thompson, William 
Thompson, ‘Coombs, Van Dyke, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, | 
‘Wellborn, Whitdesey, Williams, Woodward, and Young, | 


NAYS—Measrs. Alexander, Alien, Ashmun, Bayly, Ben- | 
pett, Kingham, Bakee, Booth, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Jos. 
Cable, Calvin, Cartter, Casey. Chandler, Cote, Conger, Cor- | 
win, Crowell, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Nathan | 
Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, Thomàs Fa 
Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, 
Howe, Hunter, William 1T, Jackson, Jones, Julian, Daniel | 


+P. King. George G. King, James G: King, Jobn A. King, 4 


Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Matteson, MeLana- 
han, Robert M.M Lane, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Newell, Í 
Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peaslve, Phelps, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, 
Ristey, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
tele, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague. Stanly, Thaddeus ‘Stevens, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, | 
Walden, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Wilson, Winthrop, | 
‘and Wood-—101. | 


|| affai 


| Daniel, Deberry, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, N. 


i| and it was laid on the table. | 


So the House réfused to go into Committee oñ 


The question récurred on the motion that the | 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole || 


on the state of the Union. ` 

Mr. BAYLY. The bill which I desire to re- 
port i 

Calls to order. 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing amidst repeated calls 
to order) is a bill necessary to keep the wheels of 
Government going: ` peas 

The SPEAKER said remarks were not in order. 

Mr. VINTON hoped, he said, that the House 
would sustain the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Bayiy.] ue 

Calls to order. 

{Mr. RICHARDSON, on leave given, with- 
drew from the files of the House papers ih the 
case of James Orr.] 

Mr. FITCH said that if the House refused to 
vo into ‘Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the call for reports of committees 
would be in order. oie 

The question was taken arfd decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 81, nays 122; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bennett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Buel, Burrows, Thomas B, But- 
ler; Joseph Cable, Cartier, Chandler, Cole, Corwin, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Fowler, Fuller, Giddings, Gil- 
more, Goodenow, Gott, Grinnell, Hall, Haloway, Harlan, 
Hoagland, Hunter, Julian, Preston King, Leffier, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Mann, Matteson, McLanaban, Moore, 
Morehead, Morris, Nelson, Nes, Newel, Ogle, Olds, Peas- 
lee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Putnam, Risley, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Root, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Silves- | 
ter, Sprague, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson. Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, William Thompson, 
Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, Whiwwesey, : 
Wihnot, Winthrop, Wood, and Young—ol. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bayly; Beale, Bocock, Bokee, Bowdon, Bowie, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 
Chester Bauer, George A, Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Casey, Clingman, W. R, W. Cobb, Conger, Crowell, 


Evas, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Gould, Green, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Hampton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holaday, Holmes, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jack:on, 


Wihiam "P. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, £; 


Robert W. Jubnson, Jones, Kaufinan, Kerr. Daniet P. King, | 
GeorgeG King. James G. King, La Sére, Marshall, Mason, | 
McClernand, MeDowell, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. 
McLean, McMullen, McQueen,” MeWinie, Meacham, 
Meade, Miler, Milson, Morse, Morton, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, | 
Parker, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, į 
Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan. 
ton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James ‘Thompson, John B, 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Van Dyke, Venable, Vin 
ton, Wallace, Waikins, Wellborn, White, Williams, Wil- 
son, and Woodward—122, 

So the House refused to go into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. ; 

REPORTS. 
Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of busi- 


ness. ; 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 

ness is the call of the committees for reports. Re- 

perts are in order from the committee on Military 


aly een 


ys. 

“Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, the bill | 
from the Senate for the relief of Adjutant General | 
Roger Jones; which was referred to a Committee | 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
c nsideration of the memorial of James-Hardy, 
Peter Wood, and others, asking an extension of 
the benefits of the various acts of Congress grant- 
ing bounty land and extra pay to soldiers and 
marines who served in the late war with Mexico, 
to the seamen in the navy of the United States who 
served on the coast of Mexico during the said war, 


On motion by Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was ‘discharged from the further 


‘in China, “including Macao.’ © 


méat objects to them. | She obje 


and John Reed, Benjamin Daniel and others; for 
bounty land for officers and soldiers in the war ‘of 
1812; and théy Were referred’ to the’ Committee 
ön Public Lands: CS T0 T 0 Tae E 


and‘ second’ time “by’itw' title, Feferred to'a Com- 
thittee öf the Wholé House, and, with the repòrt- 
accompanying, ordéréd ‘to be ‘printed: ae 

Mr. CABELL, of Florita; trom the Commit- 
tee on Navat Affairs, reported’ a ‘bill for the ‘relief 
of John ` W.’ Simonton; which was read a fifst 
and ‘second time by its title, referred to a Commit 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the report ac- 
companying, ordered to be printed. `` í 

‘Mr. McWILLIE, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whith was’ referred, on the 16th of 
May last, the resolution relative to the expediency 
of printing an extra number of copies of the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the con- 
dition of the banks of the United States, in pursu+ 
ance of a resolution of July 10, 1832, made a report, 
accompanied by the following resolution: 

. Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the letter 
and report of the Secretary of ihe Treasury relative to the 
condition of the banks of the United States, be printed for 
the use of the Houses Gee eae sie 
`The question was put on the adoption of the 
resolution, and it was agreed to. Seg Seal aren ag 

Mr. Me WILLIE, from the same committee, to 
which was referred, on the 16th of May last, the 
communication of the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting the report of Messrs. Foster and 
Whitney, United States geologists, made a report, 
accompanied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the report of 
Messrs. Foster and Whitney, United States geologists, on 
the copper lands of the Lake Superior Land District, Michi- 
gan, be printed for the use of the House, withthe letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior transmitting the same to Con- 
gress, ` . 
The question was put on the adoption of the 
report, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House had adopted the resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Printing, 
ordering the printing of ten thousand extra copies 
of the report of the survey on the mineral lands. 

Mr. W. explained that his object was to move ` 
that the documents be bound, (as other documents 
were.) ` 


After a brief conversation between Mr. Warre 


| and the Speaker, 


The question was taken, and the vote was re- 
considered. À 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend it so as to pro- 
vide for the binding. | ` 

The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill amendatory of the 
act entitled ‘An act to carry into effect certain 
provisions in the treaties between the United States 
and China and the Ottoman Porte,” approved 
August 11,1848; which having been read a first 
and second time by its title with a view to its 
commitment,. 

Mr. McC. said that he had been instructed by 
thé committee to ask that the bill be put upon its 
passage. | 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. McCLERNAND ‘said that the bill had 
been made the subject of a special communication 
by the Secretary of State. A few words of expla- 
nation would be sufficient to satisfy the House 
that the bill should be passed without delay. 

Under the treaty with China, concluded in July, 
1844, the United States were authorized to extend 
their laws over China, with the limitation of their 


} operation to citizens of the United States, and to 


punish all such offenders against these laws. 

In pursuance and execution of this treaty, an 
act of Congress was passed in August, 1848, actu- 
ally extending our laws over China for the pur- 
poses named, and authorizing the American Com- 
missioner and consuls in China to try and punish 
all citizens of the United States committing offences 


Now, the words ‘including Macao” are the 
exceptionable words : and the Portuguese Govern- 
s to them upon 
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the ground that Macao is no part of the Chinese 
dominions, but belongs and. has belonged to her, 
together with its dependencies, for some three hun- 
dred years, Without undertaking to affirm the 
title of Portugal. to this establishment, which was 
situated on the southern peninsula of an island in 
the gulf of Canton, he wag not aware that it-was 
now seriously, if at all; questioned. Portugal ob- 
jected to this phraseology, and had made it the 
ground of a refusal to receive an American consul 
at Macao, To obviate this objection the Secretary 
of State had promised to bring the subject to the 
notice of Congress;.and. thus the history of the bill 
was given. Its passage was necessary to correct 
what was a mistake in the act of 1848, and its im- 
mediate’ passage called for. by. the faith of Mr. 
Clayton’s promise and by our interests at Macao, 
now unprotected by any commercial agent at that 
city. He hdped the bill would be at once passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, was read the third 
time and passed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. BUEL, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the ascertain- 
ment and satisfaction of claims of American citi- 
zens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to July 31, 1801; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MINNESOTA AND OREGON. 


Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported a bill authorizing the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territories of Minnesota and Oregon, 
to prolong their next annual session to'a period of 
ninety days; which, being read a first and second 
time by its title, 

Mr. B. said that he was instructed by the com- 
mittee to ask that the bill might be put on its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was then read through. 

Mr. BOYD said he would say a single word 
in explanation. By the law establishing terri- 
torial governments in Minnesota and Oregon, the 
Legislative Assemblies of these ‘Territories were 
authorized to continue their sessions one hundred 
days, for the purpose of completing a code of 
Jaws, so that the machinery of the governments 
m ght be put in operation. For some reason, the 
members had not been paid, so far, at least, as 
Oregon was concerned. In consequence of this 
state of things, the Legislatures sat but little more 
than half the time allowed by the law, and ad- 
journed without completing the codes. They 
asked, and this bill proposed, that the next session 
might be extended only ninety days. He hoped 
there would be no objection to the bill being put 
on ifs passage, 

The bill was read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. WALDO, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions of Mary A. 
Turner and Jobn L. Turner, and of William Ran- 
dall, heir of Richard Randall, deceased, and they 


were referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Claims. 

Mr. WALDO, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following bills, which were severally 
read a first and second time by their titles com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
pie the accom paning reports, ordered to be print- 
ed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Jack- 
son, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Mary Martin. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the fol- 
Jowing cases; which were severally ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of John Bain for an increase of 
pension; 

The petition of Adam P. Campbell, a son of 
Patrick Campbell, for a pension; Er 

The petition of Elizabeth Haxton, for a pension; 


The petitions of Hannah Phelps and Eunice | 


Page, for the benefits of the pension act of 1838; 
The petition of Philip Tabor, for arrearages of 
pension; 4 
The petitions of James Pitman fora pension, of 
the heirs of Rachael Rowell for back pension, and 
of Jane Sexton and Margaret Field, for pensions. 


Mr. W. also, made adverse reports in the cases 
of. Francis Wallace, Samuel Menifield, William 
Quait, Peter Hilton, Buckley Hutchins, Daniel 
Risdon, of the war of 1812, and the memoriat of 
the surviving officers and soldiers who served in 
the defence of New Orleans, asking for pensions; 
which reports were severally ordered to He on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 


bf John Adams, of Blair county, Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
printed. i 
a REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported the following resolu- 
tion, viz: : 

“ Resolwed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be and are hereby instructed. to inquire and report 
upon the expediency of extending the benefit of the act of 
Congress of the 7th June, 1832, and the amendments 
to the same, granting pensions to revolutionary soldiers 
and the widows of those who have died who served in 
the war of the Revolution, either in the continental line, 
militia, or State troops, for a period of not iess than four 
inonths.?? 

Mr. W. said that the committee had instructed 
him to introduce the resolution, so as to take the 
sense of the House upon the adoption of the reso- 
lution. . 

Mr. BAYLY. Is it a resolution of inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BAYLY. Then there is no test question, 

Mr. WALLACE! Lxcept upon the coming in 
of the resolution, 

The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. ALBERTSON moved to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out ‘ four?” months and insert- 
ing ‘ three.’” 

The amendment was rejected. 

And the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in 
the following cases, which were severally ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Stephen Howard, of Clarendon 
county, New York, praying fora grant of land in 
consideration of the services rendered by his 
father, Jonathan Eloward, in the revolutionary 
war. 


pensation for the services of their father, Captain 
Robert Sevier, in the revolutionary war. 

The petition of the officers of the volunteers in 
the war with Mexico, praying for additional com- 
pensation. E 

Mr. SILVESTER, from the Committee on 


on the petition of the heirs of Noah Wiseman for 
a pension, on account of the death of said Wise- 
man of disease contracted in the service of the 


table and be printed. 
Mr. LEFFLER, from the Committee on Inva- 


Hinkle; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report in the case of Samuel Spalding for 
an increase of pension; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed, 

On motion by Mr. L., the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of David Troxel, for a 
pension; and it was referred to the Committee on 
|| Revolutionary Pensions. 
| Mr. AVERETT from the Committee on In- 


Whole House, and, with the report accompany- 
ing, ordered to be printed. 


|| verse report on the petition of Jefferson W, Cook, 
praying that the bounty land and extra pay due 
his father, Seaborn I. Cook, may be placed at his 
disposal for the benefit of the infant heirs of said 
Jefterson W, Cook; which reported was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief | 


with the report accompanying, ordered to be | 


The petition of Valentine Sevier, praying Con- | 
gress to grant him and his brother Charles, com- | 


Revolutionary Pensions, made an adverse report | 


United States; which was ordered to lie on the | 


lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Charles | 


valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
John Hazen ; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the | 


Mr. A., from the same committee, made an ad- ` 


: and, with the reports accompanying, 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills, which 
were severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 

ordered to be 
printed, viz: ae Phe . 

A bill for the relief of John W. Robinson; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Howard, an in- 
valid seaman; and 

A bill for the relief of Ichabod Waymouth. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee; made 


| adverse reports in the following cases; which were 


severally ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
viz: 

The petition of Michael White, a master’s mate 
in the United States navy, for an invalid pension; 

The petition of Isaac Olway, for an invalid pen~ 
sion, on account of services in the late war with 
Great Britain; 

The petitions of Washington Denham and Wil- 
liam Ferguson, for arrears of pension. 

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Butler; which was read a first and second time by, 
its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report accompanying, ordered 
to be printed. 

My. H. also, from the same committee, made 


| adverse reports in the following cases; which were 


severally ordered to lie on the tableand be printed, 
viz: 

The petition of Robert Trevett, for arrears of 
pension; 

The petition of John English for a pension on 
account of disability received in the service of the 
United States in the late war with Great Britain; 

‘The petition of Edward Taylor, for a pension; 
and 

The petition of Stephen A. Corey, for back 
pension. 

On motion by Mr. WALDEN, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of— 

The petitions of Elnathan Phelps and Joseph 
Morrison, for arrears of pension; 

The petition of Daniel Palmer, for an increase 
of pension; 

he petition of Richard G. Caswell, Apollo 
Hitchcock, Isaac Graham,.and:Samuel ©. 'Mabson , 
for pensions; 

The joint resolution of the Legislature of Indi- 
ana, for three months’ extra pay and bounty lang 
to deceased officers and marines who served in the 
Mexican war; and ` 

The petition of Mary B. Rice, praying that a 
pension may be granted her, asthe widow of 
Wm. Rice, for services in the Mexican war. 

Mr. WALDEN, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported a bill to authorize the Commis- 
sioner of Patents to grant an extension of a patens 
to Andrew Morse, jr., for the improvement in 
capstans; which was read a first. and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. WALDEN, the Commit- 
tee on Patents was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of John Pettibone 
and other heirs of Daniel Pettibone, for pay for 
the use by the United States of a bullet-mould, 
invented by said Pettibone, and it was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


CALIFORNIA DEBATES. 
Mr. GILMORE, from the Committee on the 


Library, reported the following resolution, which 
was read: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be, and he is hereby authorized and directed to subscribe 
for three thousand copies of the debates in the California 
Convention by J. Ross Brown, on the formation of her con- 
stitution: Provided, That no greater price per copy shall he 
paid than will pay for the composition, for paper, press 
work, and binding. 

Mr. GILMORE asked that the resolution might 
be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The opinion of the Chair is. 
that the resolution must go to the Committee on . 
Printing. 

Messrs. PRESTON KING and GILMORE 


moved that reference. 


Ordered accordingly.. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Joel Henry Dyer; which was read a first and 
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second time by its titte, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. K. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the following cases; which 
were severally ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, viz: ; 

The petition of James Armstrong, praying that 
an act may be passed to refund him and James 
Coulter money paid by them for rent for quarters 
for the second regiment of Pennsylvania volun- 
teers; and f 

The resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Indiana, asking the passage of a law to enable 
said State to draw arms and equipments from the 
United States. 

The Committee of Ways and Means having 
been called, 

Mr. BAYLY rose and said: The seventy-ninth 
rule declares that— 

ft shall also be the duty of the Commitee of Ways and 
Means, within thirty days after their appointment, at every 
session of Congress, commencing on the first Monday of 
December, to report the general appropriation bills, for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government; for the 
army, for the navy, and for the Indian Department and En- 
dian annuities; or, in failure thereof, the reasons of the 
failure.?? : 

Tam directed by the committee, under this Jast 
clause of the rule, to make a statement to the 
House. On the third of June, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scuencz] moved a resolution censuring 
the Committee of Ways and Means:— 

“Resolved, That, inasmuch as the Committee of Ways 
and Means of this House have not yet reported the annual 
appropriation bill, providing for the civil and diplomatie 
expenses of the Government, for the next fiscal year which 
will begin after the thirtieth day of the present month, but 
has neglected and failed to present the same for more than 
four months beyond the time when, by the practice and rule 
of the House, the same should have been reported, the said 
committee be now instructed and dirceted to report the said 
bill, and such other general appropriation bills as have not 
yel been brought in at this session, without further delay, 
And in answer to a question of my colleague [Mr. 
McMo tien] as to the period when these bills 
were usually reported, he said within thirty days 
after the appointment of the committee. : 

Mr. SCHENCK, (interposing.) WiN the gen- 

-tleman from Virginia allow me to say a word in 
explanation? 

he SPEAKER (to Mr. Bayxy.) Does the gen- 
tleman from Virginia give way? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will yield to the gentleman, if 
he desires to make an explanation. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, that the gentleman’s col- 
league [Mr. McMu.ien] was reported in the 
Giobe of the next morning to have asked him (Mr. 
S.) when the general appropriation bills were 
actually reported; in the confusion of the Hall he 
had misunderstood the gentleman, and sypposcd 
him to have asked when the rule required the 
should be reported. To this inquiry, he (Mr.S.) 
had replied, Within thirty days from the appoint- 
ment of the committee; but seeing the next morn- 
ing that the gentleman’s inquiry was in a different 
form from what he had supposed, he had had his 
own reply corrected for the Congressional Globe, 
by stating that it was a reply to the question which 
he had just stated he understood to have been put. 
The gentleman [Mr. Baruyr] would so find his 
(Mr. S.’s) reply by reference to the Congressional 
Globe. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said, the explanation 
of the gentleman did not mend the matter in the 
least, because in his resolution the gentleman had 
stated that he (Mr. B.) neglected and delayed the 
report of the general appropriation bill at the pres- 
ent session for more than four months beyond the 
time when, by the practice and rule of the House, 
such appropriation bills were required to be re- 
ported, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Jask for the reading of the 
resolution which I offered. 

Mr. BAYLY. I have read it, as contained in 
the official report of the “ Globe.” 

Mr. RUMSEY rose to a point of order. The 
rule, as he understood it, required that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means should either report 
the “ general appropriation bills within thirty days 
from their appointment, or, in case of failure to 
do so, report their reasons.” He. did not under- 
stand the gentleman to be offering a report from 
that committee of his reasons. The gentleman 
did not profess, in the remarks which he had thus 
far made, to give a report which was authorized 
by the committee. 


i 
} 
i 
I 
| 
ii 
i 
| 
i 
H 
| 
i 
j 


| be patient—to report. 
| 


; to the reasons why they have not reported the 


jas deciding that the Committee of Ways and 


_ rected by the Committee of Ways and Means to 


/ make this statement, when the gentleman from | 
‘New York [Mr. Rumsey] rose to the point of || 


i The gentleman from Ohio, on the left, [Mr 


Mr. BAYLY. I am about—if gentlemen would 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Virginia as rising to make a state- 
ment which he has been directed, as chairman of | 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to make, as | 


general appropriation bills. 
Mr. STANLY. Do I understand the Speaker 


Means have the right to make a verbal re 
that sort? 

The SPEAKER. That point has not been de- 
cided. The point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Rumsey] was, that the | 
gentleman from Virginia was not making a report i 
of the reasons why the appropriation bills had not li 
been reported. The facts were, as the Chair had ; 

ji 


port of 


stated, that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] had risen and stated that he had beén di- 


make a statement in reference to the reasons why || 
these bills had not been reported, in compliance | 
with the rule. The gentleman was proceeding to 


order, that the gentleman was not making an || 
authorized report of the reasons why the com- 
mittee had not reported the bills. 

Mr. BAYLY. I think it is very extraordinary 
that—— 

Mr. SCHENCK, (interposing.) I rise to a | 
question of order. Under the seventy-ninth rule 
it is provided, in terms, that the Committee of | 
Ways and Means shall report certain appropria- 
tion bills within a limited time, or, in failure to do 
so, that they shall report the reasons for their 
failure. The committee are required to report an 
affirmative—either the bills or the reasons of their | 
failure. All reports must be in writing. As Ij! 
understand, the chairman of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means proposes to report a bill, and i 

1 


also the reasons for the failure—— | 
Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) I have not stated |; 
whether | was going to report a bill_— j 
Mr. SCHENCK. If the gentleman reports a /! 
bill, he cannot report reasons for the failure. i| 
Mr. BAYLY. 1 have not proposed to report a 
bill. 


Mr. SCHENCK. In case of failure to report | 


; the appropriation bills within thirty days, the rule |} 
| requires the committee to report their reasons for 


be in writing,) the chairman gets up here to make || 


i 

| 

such failure; but instead of a report, (which must | 

; l 

a verbal statement, or a speech, as a substitute for || 
' 

i 


| a report to this House. 


Mr. CARTTER called his colleague [Mr. || 
Scuexcr] to order, l 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, i 
on the left, {Mr. Scumncx,] is stating a point of:; 
order. j ‘| 
Mr. CARTTER. Isa point of order debata- || 
ble? y 
The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. The 

i 


i: Chair will request the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, |! 
| Scnencx] to confine himself to a mere statement | 


of his point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Certainly I shall. Now, 
instead of cgnfining himself to making a report 
of the reasons for the failure of the committee, the 
chairman proposcs: 

Mr. CARTTER, Irise toa point of order, |! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, || 
on the right, [Mr. Carrrzr,] is out of order. || 


| 


tl 
it 


It is ont)! 


Mr. CARTTER. Bid the Chair wait to hear 
my point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
cannot rise to a point of order when there is al- 
ready a gentleman on the floor stating a point of 
order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I will begin where Left off. 
That instead of making a report in the form in 
which it is usually made, the chairman is sub- 
mitting a verbal statement, or a speech, taking 
some resolution which ‘has been offered’ heréto- 
fore—no matter what it was—for his text. My 
objection is, that the gentleman’s statement is not 
within the meaning and intention of the rule, 
which requires the committee to make a report of 


į the reasons for their failure; this verbal statement 


is not capable of being laid on the table, recom- 
mitted, or otherwise acted upon asa * report” of 
a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, 


| (Mr. Scuencx,] submits as a point, that it is not 


in order for the gentleman from Virginia to make a 
verbal statement, as a report of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, upon this subject; the Chair 
is of opinion that the Committee ‘must report in 
writing andthat the statement of the gentleman 
from Virginia, can only be received by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, or if he brings it in 
as the report of a committee, that it must be in 
writing. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I object to the gentleman’s 
making a verbal statement. I should liketo see the 
“ reasons ” in writing. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is very extraordinary after 
the gentleman from Ohio has brought in a resolu- 
tion censuring theCommittee of Waysand Means, 
that he should now object to hearing the reasons 
why they have not reported. 

The SPEAKER called the 
ginia to order. 

Mr. BAYLY. The rule requires that we should 
report the reasons; is it necessary that that report 


gentleman from Vir- 


i be in writing ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
report of a committee must be in writing. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed his seat. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Ail reports 
of committees in reference to business must be in 
writing, but I feel myself constrained to.appeal 
fromthe decision of the Speaker, that the reasons 
for the non-action of the committee should be in 
writing. Ithink the very nature of the rule itself 
precludes the idea that the statement or report 
should be in writing. It is intended merely ag 
information for the House; it is not a report to be 
made on which the action of the House can'be 


i| taken. 


Mr. SCHENCK. If the subject is debatable, 
F shall want to take part in the discussion, 
If it is not, I call the gentleman from Mississippi 
to order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Scnenox.) The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi takes an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr.SCHENCK. And theappealis debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I wish to 


| make a single statement upon the point of order— 


not an argument. Thé rule requires that reports 
for business shall be in writing; adverse reports, I 
know, are very frequently made, not in writing, 
but by the mere statement of the member ma- 
king the report that the committee has acted 
unfavorably upon the question. In case of busi- 
ness reports there is manifest propriety that they 
should be reduced to writing; but this state- 


F 

! Scuencx,] is stating a point of order. 
| i second point of order, until the 
i of order to raise a second point o i 1 

: first one is disposed of. The gentleman from Ohio 
| [Mr. Screncx] will proceed with his point of order. 


i ‘Mr. CARTTER. Can I not require that the 
t 


point of order shall be reduced to writing? 
| The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Scaexcx.) The gen- 
; tleman from Ohio will make tbe statement of his 
| point of order. À 
| Mr. SCHENCK. When my colleague inter- 
i rupted me, I was stating that instead of reporting 
| a written statement of reasons for the failure to re- 
port, as required by the rule, the chairman is con- 
. fining himself to a verbal statement. 
Mr. CARTTER, I call the gentleman [Mr. 
Scuencx] to order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
| (Mr. Scuencx] is in order in making the state- 
i ment of his point of order. 


| 
! 
i 
i 
t 
i 


» ment of the reasons why the committee has not 
‘i reported in such a time is a very different thing 
i from a business report. Jt is amere statement 
¿į exculpatory of apparent neglect of the committee, 
i called for by a rule of the House for the informa- 
‘| tion of members, and not to be made the basis of 
any motion. It cannot be laid on the table, as the 
ii gentleman from Ohio suggests; it is not to be 
i considered, it is not to be reversed; it is a mere 
|| @atement for the information of the House and 
|i the country; and, therefore, from the very nature 
i| of the case, I should think a verbal statement must 
|| be the proper way in which this report should be 
| made. > 

i Mr. VAN DYKE. I move that the appeal be 
| laid on the table. 

i Mr. SILVESTER. I move that the House re- 
|| solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
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state of the Union, forthe further consideration of | 


the California bill. ar 

Mr. BAYLY.. I hope not, T havea parcel of 
bills which [am ready to report. 

Mr. DANIEL. {suppose it will bein order to 
renew the motion which I made to go into Com- 
mittee df the Whole’ House to-take up the private 
calendar? p 

The SPEAKER. That motion will -be in or- 


jer. , 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘I make that motion. 

The question being firston Mr, Dantex’s motion, 
‘the yeas and nays were asked and refused, ; 

And the -question was taken:and decitted in the 
negative. ý 

Mr. BRIGGS. The morning hourchaving ex- 
pired; | move that the House proceed to business 
‘on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to go into Com- 
mittee of ‘the Whole’on the state of the Union, is 
pending, which ‘has precedence of ‘the motion to 
take up'the business on the Speaker’s table; that 
motion being rejected, the motion of the gentleman 
will be in order., 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvanin, was un- 
derstood to ask leave to make a report from the 
-Committee on the Judiciary. 

Objection was made. 

The pending question being on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. WHITE asked if the Committee of Ways 
and Means wished to report? 

‘Mr. BAYLY. Ihave three very important 
-pitis to-repart. 

The ‘SPEAKER propounded the ‘question on 
“the motion of Mr. YLYESTER. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays; 
-which were refused. , ; 

The question was taken and decided ‘in the 
negative. é 

“So the House refused torga into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
recurred on the motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, (Mr. Van Dyxeg,] to lay on the table the 
‘appeal of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
"THomPson. | 

‘Mr, THOMPSON, of Mississippi. In accord- 
‘ance with the wishes of some of my friends around 
me, I withdraw the appeal. 

‘Reports still being in order— 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriation 
out of the revenues of the Post Office Department 
for its.service for the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1851. 

He moved that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the ‘state of the Union, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and 
printed. 

He said he believed the motion to print was de- 
batable, and inquired of the Speaker if this was 
the case ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the question on the 
motion to print in this case must be confined within 
very narrow limits, viz., the propriety of printing 
this bill. The rule of the House was express that 
all proceedings touching appropriations of money 
sshould be first considered in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. ‘ 

The bill was then referred and ordered to be 
printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill making appropriation for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for the fulfillment of treaty stipulations with 
the Indian tribes, for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1851; which, being read a first and second 
time by its tide, was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEFICIENCIES FOR JUDICIARY. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill appropriating $50,000 to supply defi- 
eiencies in the appropriation for the judicial ex- 
penses of Government-for the fiscal year ending 
3J)th June, 1851; which was read a first and second 

‘time by its title, with a view to commitment. 
dn reporting this bill, Mr. B. desired to‘say: to 


there now whose accounts.could not be settled be- 
-cause of the want of funds. 


courts would not be-able to beheld inthe several 
States unless this bill were passed. 


-moved to the deficiency bill when it was before 


!-up this bill. 


“up the bill to supply ‘deficiencies in the appropria- 


egard to them??? 


the House, as he could. now do it in order, for its 
understanding of a motion which he should im- 
mediately. make, that he was informed by the Sec- 
retary.of thé Interior, in a letter received yester- 
day, that unless this appropriation were made at 
once, the most serious embarrassment-would occur 
to the country. ‘There was a deficiency in the ap- | 
propriations for defraying the expenses of the Judi- 
ciary Department of the country; marshals were 


And he was told that 
there was great danger that the United States 


It was a short | 
bill; it contained the’ precise item which he-had 


the House, and which was ruled.out of order. 

He made this statement because, as soon as this 
bill was-read-and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, he should ask 
the House to resolve itself into committee to take 
He should make such a-statement 
as, he thought, would satisfy the House and the 
country that it ought to be passed in ten minutes. 

The bill was read through. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve it- | 
self into Committee of the Whole on ‘the state of 
the Union, with the view of taking up the.bill, the 
character of which he had just explained. 

Mr. VINTON. I beg leave to say | hope the 
motion will prevail, 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House that the motion to go into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union is clearly in 
order. ‘It:will be for the committee to determine 


what question they will take up. l 


The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
Bayuy, and:agreed to, | 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole on the-state of the Union, (Mr.:Boyp 
in the chair.) 

Mr. BAYLY. 


I move that the committee take 


tions for the Judiciary Department. 
Mr. JONES. Irise to a question of order: I 


ask the Chair to decide whether the motion of the į} 


gentleman from Virginia is in order'or not. If I 
understand the rule, it provides that the business 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union shall be taken up in the order in which it 
stands on the calendar. 

Mr. BAYLY. The general 
have precedence. 

Mr. JONES replied that this-was not one of the | 
general appropriation bills which came within the | 
provisions of that rule. The deficiency bill was | 
one unknown to the rule, apd not provided for by | 
the rule. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
the reading of the rule regulating the order of | 
business in committee. f 


appropriation bills 


It was read, as follows: it 


“In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
the hills shall be taken up and disposed of'n their order ou |! 


the calendar; bat when objection is made to the considera- | 
ton of a bill, a majortty of the committee shall decide | 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up.and disposed } 
of, or laid aside: provided, that generel appropriation bills, | 
and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and bills 

concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all 
other bills at the discretion of the committee—and, when 
demanded by any member, the question shail first be put in 


The CHAIRMAN decided the motion to be in 
order, and suggested that, for the purpose of 
reaching this bill, the proper. motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia would be, tolay aside the 
California bill with the view of following up that 
motion by a motion to take up this bill. 

Mr. JONES. I submit this question of order: 


whether the California message is not the very |; 


first business, and whether the committee are not 
acting upon that under an order of the House, that | 
they shall proceed to vote upon such amendments 
as are pending and shall be offered, and shall re- 
port them to the House? and can this committee 
dispense with that order of the-House in order to 
get at this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN said, the same order had 
been passed by the House with reference to the 
Oregon land-bill, and yet:that bill remained undis- 
posed of in committee -and superseded :by -other 


matter. The Cheir-had no difficulty in deciding 
that it was in order to move to lay aside the Cali- 
fornia bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. That is the motion [ make. 

Mr. JONES. Then the Chair decides, as I un- 
derstand, that the committee can act in violation 
of the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
they can lay aside this bill and take-up another, if 
they, see fit. : 

Some further conversation took place -on the 
point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, submitted that 
the resolution adopted by the Fouse was a per- 
emptory order directing the committee to vote on 
the various propositions on the California ques- 
tion. Ifa similar order had been made directing 
the Committee of Ways and Means, or any other 
committee of the House, to do a certain thing, 
could that committee disregard the order of the 
‘House? 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair would again 
state that there was precisely such an order in the 
case of the Oregon land bill. 

Mr. PRESTON KING suggested that the cases 
were not parallel. TheOregon land bill had been 
made a special order for a certain time, and before 
the bill was disposed of, the time allotted to it asa 
special order expired. 

Mr. GREEN suggested that if there was no 


‘special order, it was competent for.the committee 


to take up any business. it chose. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, submitted that 
there was no instance in which, when an order of 
this kind had been passed by the committee, the 
House had proceeded to other business. before the 
bill had been disposed of, 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Sre- 
puens and the Chair, of which but little was heard 
by the reporter. ; 

Mr. JONES restated his point of order. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether the California 
bill had been made a special order by-any other 
vote than that which closed the debate at a certain 


| time? 


The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. VINTON contended, then, (he said,) that 
there was no special order. 

Mr. JONES said, that under the construction 
which he inferred the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Vinton]. put upon the bill, it would be in order for 
any member when the House again went into 


| committee, to move at any time that he thought 


proper, to take-up other business. 

Mr. INGE inquired what the decision of the 
Chair was? 

The CHAIRMAN stated it. 

Mr. INGE believed, he said, the appeal was not - 
debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not debatable. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 
ask one question as to the uniform practice 

Objections and cries to order, 

Mr. ASHE moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the appeal. 

The CHAIR stated the question: The Chair 
had decided that the California message and bill 
were first in order before the committee. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BayLy] moved to 


' way them aside in order to take upa biil, which the 


Chair decided came within the spirit and meaning 
of the rule giving precedence to general appropria- 
tion bills. From this decision the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. Sreruens] had appealed, upon the 
ground that, under the order of the House, the com- 
mittee must complete the business now before it. 

The question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 


-taken, and decided in the affirmative, without a 


division. a 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Bayzy, and, having been decided in the 
affirmative— 

The California-message and bill were laid aside. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the deficiency bill-be 
taken up. 

-Mr. POTTER inquired what was the next bu- 
siness-in order-on the calendar ? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the -opinion of the 
Chair, it will be the Oregon land bill. 

Mr. POTTER. Does any one object to its 
consideration ? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to proceed | 


to the consideration of one of the appropriation 
bills. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
POTTER and the CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. JONES submitted that this was not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, but a special bill in addi- 
tion to the general appropriation -bill which had 
heretofore passed, and that, therefore, it did not 
come within the rule. 


The CHAIRMAN. As it is abill to pay sala- | 
ries of persons whose pay is regulated by law, the: 
Chair decides that it comes within the meaning: 


and spirit of the rule. 

Mr. JONES said, we have passed an.appropri- 
ation bill to pay these sums. 

The question.was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Barty and was decided in the affirmative 
without a division. 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to supply deficiencies in appropriations 
for the service of the current fiscal year. 

A debate followed, in which Messrs. BAYLY, 
SCHENCK, JONES, and GREEN participated, 
and which will be found in the Appendix, 


Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill by striking | 


out $50,000, and inserting $1. 

A furtherdebate ensued, which will be published 
with the foregoing. 

The question was-taken, and the motion of Mr. 
Jones was rejected. 

Mr. ASHE moved to insert $30,000 instead of 
the amount.mentioned in the bill. 
* He said $30,000 was the only actual deficiency; 
for the rest the Secretary of the Interior had drawn 
on his imagination, or his prophetic powers. He 
(Mr. fA.) objected to this helter-skelter mode of 
appropriation, because.it appeared to bim that if 
they were going to vote away the pnblic. money 
in this way, without ever having the. bilis printed, 
they might asrwell at once erase the rule which re- 
quired all appropriation bills to be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole.on thestate of the Union. 
What was the object of thatrule? It was that 
they might know what they were voting upon. 
His friend from Virginia said the Judiciary wanted 
the money, but it was admitted a part of it was 


not for deficiency but for prospective wants, He | 
(Mr. A.) could not and would not vote for such 
‘appropriations, however desirous he might be of | 


extending every facility to the operaiions of this 
Government. 

Mr. BAYLY wished to be allowed to say one 
word in reply to his friend from North Carolina. 
The actual deficit now ascertained by the accounts 
that had come in was.$30),000; butali the moneys 
being paid out, and the Secretary of the Interior 
knowing positively that other accouts would come 
in, had suggested the sum proposed. 

In reference tothe remark of the gentleman that 
they were voting, haphazard, around sum, in. the 
dark, he, (Mr. B.) would only say thatin regard 
to objects of that character, it was of very little 
consequence what amount of appropriations was 
voted, because no account could be passed unless 


which the Government was .bound to meet— 
and therefore.if they were to vote $500,000, paya- 
le for these objects there would be no danger. 


Mr. VINTON made a remark, which was lost | 


to the reporter. 


Mr. ASHE repeated, after what he had heard | 


il operation of the revenue law of 1846 most disas- | 


from the chairman, that this amendment was not 
to supply actual deficiences,.but in. anticipation .of 
deficiencies; it wasa sum,.as had been stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, which was.to be subject 
to the certificates of the judges of the Federal 
courts. He repeated that this was voting away 
the publicmoney helter, skelter, blind-folded: for 
one,-he could not agree to it. 
[Gries of ‘Question, question. ”] 

, an amendment, by ayes 31, noes 118, was re- 
ected. 

3 The committee then rose and reported the bill 
‘to the House- without amendment. 


And the question being on the engrossment of | 


the bill, 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that | 


when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next; but withdrew the motion. 

The demand for the previous question on the 
deficiency bill was then seconded. The main 
question was ordered and, being taken, 


i 


The bill was ordered to a third fades 

And, having been read a third time—— 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question— 
there was a second, and the main question was 
ordered. 

Mr. ASHE asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ne i 

Mr. JONES moved that the bill be Jaid upon 


| the table. Rejected. 


Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 
The House refused to adjourn. 
The bill was then read a third time and passed. 
: Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 


! vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 


Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next; but withdrew the motion. 

Mr. KAUFMAN renewed it. 

The House refused to adjourn to Monday. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. GILMORE: The petition of citizens of Clarion 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for au alterauon in the tariff 
Jaws of 1843 

Also, the petition of citizens of Butler county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying tor a donation of jand to the officers and 
soldiers of the war-of 1812. 

Also, the petition. of citizens of Lawrence county, Penn- 
svlvania, praying for a donation of fand to the officers and 
soldiers of Wie war of 1812. 


5 ‘By Mr. HOLLADAY: The memarialof citizens of Fred- | 


ericksburg, Virginia, in relation to the rank of medical 
officers in the navy of the United States. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of James Hackley, praying 
for commutation pay, 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mi 


the State of Mississippi. 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of 84 citizens of Virginia, 
praying Congress to abolish the military systen now in force 
at the national armories, aud to place the same under the 
charge of civil superintendents. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: The petition of Samuel Chase Barney, 
and Mary E., his wife, for a change of Circuit Court of the 
Dretrict of Columbia, or a change of venue to Baltimore. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of David Bumbaugh 
and others, ciiizeus of Wasbingten county, Marylaud, 
against the renewal or extension by Congress of the patent 
of Austin and Zebulon Parker for ‘vertical reaction 
wheels.” . 

By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of Moses Taggart and 
others, attorneys at law in the county of Genesee, New 
York, fora new judicial district in western New York, 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Robert C. Larned 
and 30.olher ministers of the Gospel, in Windham county, 
Connecticut, praying for a reduction of postage and the 
abolition of the frauking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 14, 1850. 


Mr. MILLER. I have been requested to pre- 
seni a petition from New Jersey, in relation to the 
tariff law of 1846. This petition comes from citi- 
zens of Morris county, in that portion of the State 
of New Jersey which contains some of the richest 
iron ores to be found in the country, and it is 


it were authorized by law, unless it was a debt ;j signed by persons who have for years been en- 


gaged in the manufacture of those ores into iron. 
Í am acquainted with mos: of the petitioners, and 
entertain no doubt whatever of the -truth of their 
representations. 
by the most severe as well as the most true of all 
lessons, that of experience, they have found the 


trous to their industrial pursuits, that the system 


of ad valorem duties has proved fatal to all these i: 


pursuits in this country in which labor constitutes 
the major part of the cost of the product. They 
ask for the adoption of specific duties upon all 
those articles which come in competition with 
American products, of an amount equal at least to 
the ad valorem duties which would have been col- 


lected under the present law, if foreign manufac- | 


tures were at the same price which prevailed when 
this law was passed. 


This petition was accompanied bya short but 


pithy note, from one of our most respectable citi- | 


zens, also one of our most intelligent and skilful 

manufacturers in iron. I will read it to the Senate: 
& Rockaway, May 6, 1850. 

« Dear Sir: T enclose you a petition respecting the tariff, 

with but faint hope of success. We are all diing-graduatiy ; 


| and if this Congress don't help us, we shall be past recovery. 


“Hon. J. W. MILLER.” 
This is rather a melancholy note; but it is nev- 
ertheless a true representation of the situation of a 


sippi: The petition of Thomas | 
C.. Evans, praying for an adjustment of certain kand titles ia | 


They state in their petition that į 


great portion of the iron manufacturers of the 
country. I believe that with them itis a question 
of life and death; and, unless some relief be ef- 
fected during this session of Congress, they will 
| be entirely prostrated. Jt is.a notorious fact -that 
millions of American capital have been sacrificed, 
and thousands of American lavorers have been 
thrown out of employment, under the operation 
of. our-present injudicious and unequal: tariff pol- 
icy. All-admit that something should be ‘done to 
remove the evil. The Executive has done his 
duty in calling the attention of Congress to this 
great national question; and I hope that therejis a 
majority in Congress willing to grant.the relief 
asked for by the people. But, sir, it has so turned 
out, inthe course of our legislative proceedings, 
i that a certain other question has so taken pos- 
session of both houses of Congress as to exclude 
the consideration of other questions. A kind of 
political monomania has come upon us; and for 
sıx months we have been engaged in this all-ab- 
| Sarbing subject of controversy, and laboring upon 
a single question to the exclusion of all others. 
It has been announced on high authority that 
nothing can be done for the relief of the capital and 
labor employed in manufactures until the meas- 
ure called the ‘compromise bill” shall be disposed 
of. If this be so, Í take the liberty on this occa- 
sion to appeal to the distinguished and leading 
members of the Senate, who have this measure 
under their control, to bring it to a speedy termi- 
nation, The measures included in this bill have 
had their. full share of public time. There are 
other measures demanding our immediate atten- 
tion; there are other subjects of inquiry demanding 
our attention, besides those relating to our Mex- 
ican territory. in my opinion, sir, the people of 
this country have suffered more, have sustained 
greater Josses during the last six months, by rea- 
son of our omission to amend the tariff of 1846, 
į than the people of New Mexico and Utah will 
: suffer for five years for the want of a territorial 
government. 1 therefore hope that we may, in 
the course of a few days, be able to put ourselves 
: in a position so that we can proceed to the consid- 
, eration of the great subject mentioned in this pe- 
| ition. 
i The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. on 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave,received and been requested 
to present to the Senate, three petitions: one from 
Clarion county, Pennsylvania, and the other.two 
from the city of Pittsburg, signed by a consider- 
able number of persons, all complaining of tbe 
operation of the revenue or tariff Jaw of 1846,and 
depicting, in very strong and touching colors, the 
scenes of distress which that tariff, they think, 
inflicts upon the great industrial pursuits of the 
people of Pennsylvania, and especially upon those 
staple interests which are so well known, to the 
whole country. They implore Congress, in lan- 
guage of a strong and interesting character, to take 
up the subject of the tariff, and affurd them some 
relief by a modification of the tariff of 1846, es- 
pecially on the point of a conversion of ad valorem 
duties into specific duties. I move that the petu- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE. I would like to inquire if these 
petitions were not printed? because we were ad- 
monished that printed petitions sent around the 
country. did not amount to much. 

Mr. CLAY. They are printed, 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


: Mr. YULEE submitted a communication, ad- 
: dressed to him by A. D. Bache, superintendent of 
i the coast survey, recommending the erection of a 
|i lignt-house on Sea Horse Key, on the coast of 
| Florida; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 
ii Mr. CASS presented. a petition of citizens of 
| Wayne county, Ohio, asking a grant of a quarter- 
section of land to each actual settler; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, 

Ordered, That Rabert Piatt have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. ` 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the memorial of the Cliam- 
ber of Commerce of Savannah, urging ‘the re- 
moval of obstructions from the Savannah river, 
|| reported a bill to provide for the removal of ob- 
i| structions in the river Savannah, in the State of 
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Georgia, and for the improvement of the’ same; 
which was read and ordered to a second reading. 


RESOLOTION. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized 
and directed-to supply the State of Alabama with such vol- 
umes of the laws.of tne United States, and other public docu- 
ments, as were destro; ed by the burning of the capitol ofthat 
State. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following, which 
lies over under the rule: > 
Resolved, That the regular hour for the mecting of the 
Senate hereafter. shall be 10 o’clock.a. m, of each day. 
RECESS. 


Mr. YULEE. I wish to submit the following 


motion: 

« Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns on Monday 
Hie it will adjourn to meet again on the Thursday follow- 

[ will state my purpose in offering this resolu- 
tion. We have pow reached a period of the ses- 
sion mach beyond the time when it is usual for 
the Senate to adjourn a short time, to afford an 
opportunity for cleaning up the hall, that it may be | 
prepared for summer use. lt must be obvious to 
every one that this session is likely to be protracted 
to a late day in the approaching summer, and that 
our comfort here requires a change of carpets and 
a cleaning up of the hall. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 do not wish to do anything 
discourteous, but I rise to inquire whether this 
motion is in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that it has been usual to receive motions of 
this kind if no objection is made. 

Mr. GLAY. Ì object. 

Mr. YULEE, Irise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order 
is, whether this motion comes within the rule that 
prohibits the consideration of a resolution without 
ying over one day. 

Mr. YULEE. It is not presented as a resolu- 
tion, but as an order of the Senate. The purpose 
is to indicate what-will be the will of the Senate as 
to adjournment on Monday. It isin the nature of 
a command, | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read a part of the 26th rule. After making pro- 
vision for certain other resolutions, it says: 

“ And all other resolutions shall lie on the table one day 
for consideration,” 

The simple question is, whether this be a reso- 
tion within the rule? 

Mr. YULEK. [agree it is not in fact so, It 
is not presented as a resolution. If the Chair will 
examine the paper which I have presented, he will 
find it proposes to “order,” and is not presented 
asa resolution, Now, in a parliamentary under- 
standing, there is a wide difference between an 
order and a resolution, and, though that difference 
does not appear, it exists in this case, Í think. 
‘The rules contemplate immediate action upon an | 
order. You will find, by reference to the rules, 
that when the House commands, that command is 
to be treated as an order. There is this distinction 
in a legislative proceeding: In placing upon legis- 
lative record, opinions, purposes, facts, and prin- 
ciples, a resolution. or law is necessary; but when 
the House designs to command, it is done by what 
in parliamentary language is called “an order.” 
1t does seem to me. that it is an essential thing that 
this body should have it in its power to act imme- 
diately upon any ‘‘order,” for the reason that these 
“orders” relate to its own convenience, and the 
convenient transaction of business. | will show | 
why such a motion as this should be regarded as | 
an “order,” and why it requires immediate action. 
I am informed by the Secretary of the Senate that 
the time required to execute the change in our Hall, 
to fit it for the summer session, may be shortened 
by having a few days previous notice given to him; 
and thus some two or three days of the session 
may be saved by our immediate action. Poa 


‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, lj 


whether it is in order to consider it at this time? 
Mr. YULEE. I was showing that this should 
be regarded as an order designed to promote the 
dispatch of business. * 
Mr. FOOTE. ‘The gentleman’s own authority 
is directly against it. is this a command? Not! 
atall, Ivis a resolution, having the purpose and | 


object of adjournment in view. A most import- 
ant purpose that is; a purpose that I am disposed 
tö condemn, which the people of the United States 
will condemn, and which, if carried ont, will 
cause a great waste of time in the consideration 
of the important question now pending, involving 
a violation of duty and a discreditable refusal to 
perform our high duty. A more distinct and clear 
purpose I cannot imagine to exist; and it is sucha 
purpose as, if we undertake to accomplish it, will 
disgrace us in the eyes of the people of the country. 
This is not an-order; it is a resolution having a 
purpose beyond it. Who cares whether this car- 
petis taken up or not? This matter was con- 
sidered the other day, and treated in a proper 
manner. We are just as comfortable with the 
present carpet as we can be by the proposed 
change. i 

Mr. YULEE. The gentleman is not in*order 
in discussing this matter now. 

Mr. FOOTE. l am not discussing it, but I 
think this is a purpose—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that a motion of this kind comes within the rule. 
The Chair cannot conceive that the bare fact of 
introducing a resolution under the name of an 
order makes any difference. We order things to 
be done by our inferiors, and not things to be 
done by ourselves. Therefore the Chair decides 
that this comes under the rule. 

Mr. YULEE. May I suggest that this may be 
considered an order to the Vice Presipent that he 
shall announce an adjournment? 

Mr. FOOTE. If so, it would be very disr® 
spectful to him. 

Mr. HALE. Is there an appeal taken from 
the decision of the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is not. 

Mr. HALE. {í move, then, that when the 
Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senator will withdraw 
| his motion ull the Senate is more full. l hope he 
will be liberal towards us. This is an exceeding- 
ly important matter, and it is desirable that the 
Senate should sit to-morrow to get this bill forward 
if possible, so that we may have a vote upon it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Perhaps it may take a long- 
er time than to-morrow to finish the discussion 
upon it. There are three or four of us who would 
i like to have something more to say, before the 
vote is taken. 

Mr. FOOTE. However that may be, I hope 
we shall not adjourn over. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope we shall not adjourn till 
we get through with this bill, either to take up a 
carpet, or for any other reason. F believe, if the 
Senator from New Hampshire will waive his mo- 
tion, we can get through ail the amendments, and 
all that are likely to be proposed, and get at the 
question of a third reading by Monday. At all 
events, we shall get through some of the amend- 
ments, and make some progress. I do not pro- 
pose—I have too much respect for the Senate and 
myself—to impute motives to any one; still itis a 
fact, whatever may be the purpose, that all these 
motions come from Senators who do not view this 
bill as the majority of the Senate view it. Still 
those persons charge this bill with having caused 
the delay of the business of the body. Every 
motion of this kind, so far as 1 remember, has 
come from those who were opposed to the bill. 
t hope we shall not adjourn. Sir, if there is a 
man in Congress, and especially in the Senate, 
who wants rest and repose, it is the one who hap- 
pens, I believe, to be the oldest member of this 
body; and yet I would work on this carpet, or on 
any other carpet, to accomplish the completion of 
this bill. Washington surrendered his sword in 
an uncarpeted room, and yet we must adjourn 
three days, when the whole country is in a crisis, 
to take up a carpet which I would prefer to the 
one which it is proposed to substitute for it. I 
hope we shall not adjourn till we get through this 
| bill, and then, if members desire it, I will be one 
of the first to agree to it; and then the carpet can 
be changed if it is desired. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know by what right it 
is that the Senator from Kentucky is constantly 
assuming that the friends of this measure, the 
compromise bill, are in a maiority here in the 
Senate; particularly, when in consequence of the 
opposition of gentlemen on the other side, it was 
| barely saved by the skin of its teeth from being 


‘ately. 


laid'on the table; and when it is dragging out a 
sickly existence by their forbearance. Now, this 
is not a motion to adjourn to take up the carpets, 
but one which I was induced to make in conse- 
quence of a suggestion coming from one of the 
greatest friends of this compromise bill. I allude 
to the editor of the Union, in whose paper I find 
an article relating to this compromise bill, and a 
suggestion that we should adjourn over Saturday 
and the Sabbath to give Senators an opportunity 
to pray over the measure! The editor suggests 
that if such a course as that is adopted, we may 
come together better prepared for the great duties 
before us. It was in obedience to that suggestion 
that I moved that we should adjourn over Satur- 
day and Sunday. This is according to general 
usage, although we did sit on the last Saturday, 
because this same promise was then made, and 
we had the assurance that we could, by doing so, 
get through with this bill. 

Mr. YULEE. I will make aremark or two upon 
this subject, with the permission of the Senate. I 
desire to say to the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Cuay,] that although I stand in op- 
position to this bill, the purpose which I have in 
view in desiring and in moving, conformably with 
that desire, for an adjournment, has notany imme- 
diate connection with my opposition to the bill. 
If I entertained the opinion which the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky entertains, that this bill 
can-be disposed of in the short time that he men- 
tions, I should have no hesitation in concurring 
with him that we should continue our sessions, 
and proceed to vote on the amendments until the 
bill is so far perfected as to be reported back to 
the Senate. But I know that the Senator is en- 
tirely deceived in the expectation in which he 
indulges as to such a speedy disposition of this 
bill Sir, if this bill is disposed of in a month 
hence, it will have done well, according to my cal- 
culations. The Senator may know what he pro- 
poses in respect to it; he may know what he de- 
sires in respect to it; he may have accomplished 
all that he desires in respect to it, but he cannot 
know what are the desires and intentions of others 
in respect to it; and I tell him now that there are 
many amendments yet to be proposed, amend- 
ments which will elicit much discussion, before it 
can be put into a shape in which the question can 
be taken upon its merits; and when the question 
does come up upon the merits of the whole bill, it 
is not in one day, or in two days, or in one week, 
or in two weeks, that we are to reach a final vote 
upon it. I know that there are many gentlemen 
on this floor who will feel obliged by their duty to 
themselves as wellas to their constituents to treat 
at large this bill before they give their vote one 
way or the other. Every gentleman acquainted 
with the mode in which discussion has been and is 
conducted upon this floor, must know that discus- 
sion on so large a bill as this, discussion in which 
every new speech, every new argument, every new 
set of views presented to the Senate, will present the 
occasion of still more and larger speeches and dis- 
cussion: I say that there is no gentleman ac- 
quainted with the ordinary course of discussion on 
ordinary measures who can expect a final decision 
on this bill -in less than two or three weeks after 
the bill has been placed in this perfect shape. 

Now, sir, believing this to be the case—and I am 
not alone in this opinion—I see no reason why the 
Senate should depart from its usual course no rea- 
son why we should expose our health, and subject 
ourselves to discomfort, to drive this bill through. 
Sir, I have suffered considerably for the last two 
or three days. Jt has become necessary that the 
Chamber should be cleaned after a close session of 
more than six months. The condition of the Hall 
for the sake of health renders it imparatively neces. 
sary that the carpets should be taken up, and the 
accumulations of the winter and spring removed, 
if nothing more is done. We have never, I be- 
lieve, in any long session, reached so late a period 
in the season before without having this duty per- 
formed. At'the last long session’ an adjournment 
took place on the 20th of May, upon motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, identical with that which 
I have presented, and it was acted upon immedi- 
In that case the motion was made on 
Thursday, and it has always been customary, in 
anticipation, to make an order of this kind. 

Now, I am confident that this bill cannot be dis- 
posed of ina month to come; I may say that I 
know that it cannot be disposed of in two or three 
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weeks to come; and IJ. can really sec no reason 
why there should be an attempt to drive the Sen- 
ate in this matter. For my part Ido not believe 
the country is in any more of a crisis to-day than 
it was six months ago; on the contrary, my opin- 
ion is, that with every protraction of this matter 
the probabilities of an adjustment are increased. 


I see that in many of the northern States such res- | 


olutions of instruction as have been sent to Sena- 
tors, indicating the course which their constituents 
wished them to pursue in relation to this question, 
have been withdrawn, so that some Senators are 
now more at liberty to vote according to their own 
opinions, This is one advantage we will gain by 
ashort adjournment. We will give the popular 
mind an opportunity to settle itself and its opin- 
ions; and it is more than proable that other Sena- 
tors by that time may feel themselves less tram- 
melled by what they may consider previous in- 
structions. 

But further, sir, this short interval will perhaps 
give us an opportunity of knowing what is the 
disposition of the House of Representatives in the 
matter, and that knowledge will most probably 
facilitate the action of this body. Sir, it is better 
that we should learn from the House of Repre- 
sentatives what they can or will do in reference to 
this question, than that the House should learn from 
the Senate. 


know what the mind and will of the popular mass 
is; and we can better learn from them what is 
practicable in the present state of the popular 
mind, and whatcan be done towards an adjust- 
ment of these questions, than we can by our own 
opinions of the purposes and the temper of the 
people. We shall certainly be losing time on 
these questions by going in advance of the House, 
It is much better, therefore, as it appears to me, 


that one body or the other should proceed; and it | 


is much better that the House should proceed than 
‘the Senate. Now, as it will be imperative upon 
us to take a short recess, as there is every pros- 
pect of the session being an unusually protracted 
one, I think we cannot do better than to take it 
now, and. I shall therefore vote for the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, with the ex- 
pectation and avowed purpose that on Monday 
we shall continue the adjournment till Thursday, 
so that the Secretary of the Senate may make ar- 
rangements for the speedy fitting up of the Cham- 
ber suitably to the season. 

Mr. CLAY. I am asked how I know that a 
majority are in favor of this measure. l do not 
know how the majority will be found on the final 
passage of the bill; but all the questions hitherto 
disposed of evince that there is a majority in favor 
of the bil, But, whichever way’ the majority 
happens to be, we know fall well which way the 
Senator will vote. We know he is opposed to 
the bill. The Senator from Florida asks how ] 
know we can get through this bill ina week. 
will now ask the Senator from Florida how he 
knows we may not get through with this bill in 
the course of the next week ? 

Mr. YULEE. Iknow many members desire 
to address the Senate, and feel bound to do so. 

Mr. CLAY. I should suppose that six days— 
the period in which the universe was made—might 
admit of a good many speeches being made. I 
do not know, but I will take the Senator at his 
word, that it will take a month to 
it. Then there is so much more necessity not to 
give up a day, or three days, to be spent for the 
purpose of exchanging a carpet. Why, sir, I do 
not know how it is, I cannot afford to have a great 
many carpets, and I hsve been accustomed to a 
woollen carpet throughout the whole year; and 
the only change I have made this year was to pro- 
cure a softer one, and the effect has been that I 
took cold by the means. 


How can we go out to the country and the peo- | 


ple—this anxious people—and excuse ourselves 


for leaving this bill in such a crisis? The Senator | 


from Florida talks about what was done ata former 
session on the subject of achange in the Hall; but 
when before, in this country, was there ever a 
question of such deep and vital importance as the 
one before us at this moment? and yet the Senator 
calls on us, at the very crisis of this question, to 
adjourn over, first to-morrow, and then from Mon- 
day till Thursday of the next week, in order, I 
repeat it, to change a carpet! Sir, I cannot, ac- 
cording to my sense of duty, vote for such a 


The gentlemen in the other wing of | 
the Capitol come directly from the people; they | 


1} 


get through with | 
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proposition. Icall for the yeas and nays on the 

motion. 
The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. © 
Mr. BERRIEN. I shall vote for the motion 

for an adjournment till Monday. But I beg it to 


not friendly to this bill. I am sincerely desirous 
to see this bill put in sucha form that I can vote 
for it; and I believe we shall be very much more 
likely to accomplish the passage of the bill by 
deliberate than by hurried action. 
necessary to say this to prevent the imputation of 
any wrong motives to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think when we adjourn to- 
day, we ought to give an order to have the carpets 
taken up in the mean time between this and Mon- | 


will be in order. I am anxious to see to what 
not see much necessity for elaborate discussion on | 
the amendments which may come up while the | 
| bill is before the Senate asin Committee of the | 

Whole. I do not believe there is much instruction 
‘in much speaking, although there may be wisdom | 
in much counsel.- When the bill comes up for its į 
final passage, I presume many gentlemen will | 
choose to put their views in such a responsible 
form that their constituents may judge of them, 
and in such a manner as is becoming a great crisis 


in this country. I shall probably have something ! 
i 


could come to some general agreement not to make 
speeches more than an hour in length, we might 
get through the bill in a week. I should, how- | 
ever, like to have the final vote upon it postponed; 
until my colleague shall arrive, so that he may 
have an opportunity to vote upon it; but I shall 
ask no favor out of the ordinary mode of pro- 
ceeding. : i 

The question on the motion to adjourn till Mon- 
day, when the Senate adjourns, was then taken, 
on which the vote was as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, Clemens, 
Corwin, Greene, Hale, Hunter, Miller, Sebastian, Seward, 
! Soulé, Tumey, Upham, Wales, and Yulee—17. 

NAYS—Messes. Atehison, Baldwin, Benton, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of | 


i 
i 
i 
j 
{ 
i 
i 
i 
l 


Jones, King, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Smith, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Underwood, Walker, and Whiteomb—28. 


So the motion was lost. | 
| EARLIER MEETING OF THE SENATE. | 


| Mr. CLEMENS then introduced the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the regular hour for the meeting of the ; 


The resolution was laid over under the rule. j 
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. WALKER. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up bill No.2, which is entitled ‘ A bill 
to authorize a change of venue in certain cases.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe that bill has been 
three times reported by the Judiciary Committee. 
It applies only to civil causes, and for reasons 
which it is perhaps unnecessary to assign, I will 
not go into any extensive explanation. Since 
Alexandria has been taken from the District of 


i 


be understood that I do not do that because I am |} 


I thought it n 


day, and when we then meet again, the Chamber |! 


complexion this bill will come at last; but I do |! 


Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Hamlin, Houston, i} 


Senate shali be ten o’clock each day. j: 


| ject. 


grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently 
read a third time and passed. 


THE COMPROMISE BILE 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill providing for the admission of California 
into the Union as a State, for establishing territorial 
governments for Utah and New Mexico, and 
making proposals to Texas for the settlement of 
her northern and western boundaries. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. stated the question 
pending to be on the motion to fill the blank in the 
39th section with * one million dollars,” and that 
on that motion the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish only to say that I shall 
| vote against the amendment, so as to leave the 
blank as the committee proposed, to fill it up 
after the ascertainment of the extent of territory 
which may be proposed to be purchased from 
| Texas. N 

Mr. HALE. ! wish simply toinquire if, so far 
as the action of the Senate is concerned, the bound- 
| ary of Texas is not already fixed? | understand 
that it is. Several amendments have been pro- 
posed and voted upon, and, so far as the action of 
| the Senate is concerned, we have fixed the bound- 
| ary. The next thing isto know what we are to 
give for the territory, and it is very important to 
know that before we vote upon the question to 
strike out. If it were “filled with one million, we 
might be willing to retain the section; bat if filled 
with ten millions, we might be disposed to strike 
it out. I hope it will be stricken ont. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope the blank 
| will be filled with some amount, and that those 
who have charge of the bill will declare what ig 
proposed. I think it due to those who are trading 
in bonds that they should have some basis on 
i which to found their calculations. It is due both to 
the buyer and the seller. J think that in all fairness 
we should announce to the country what we are 
going to do. For myself ł am opposed to paying 
anything for jurisdiction, because lam opposéd to 
| any cession, for reasons which 1 have already 
i given, and which I will not therefore repeat. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam very sorry to be compelled 
to repeat what [have three times said. Wedo not 
| know the exact amount of territory whieh it is pro- 
| posed to purchase from Texas. Weknow whatitis, 
according to the present expression of the opinion 
of the Senate, but the bill has to be reported back to 
| the Senate, and it may be varied there, and the 
amount of territory to.be purchased made more or 
less than that now proposed, according to the last 
| expression of the opinion of the Senate. The 
committee, therefore, thought it right to forbear, 
i for this as well as other reasons which 1 have 
stated, to make any proposal to fill the blank til! 
į the bill arrives at the period of its third reading, 
when, according to parliamentary usage, blanks 
are most generally filled up, These were the 
reasons which governed the committee, and they, 
cannot be enlarged on or refuted by prolonged 
; discussion. 
| Mr. CLEMENS. If the Senate should change 
| the boundary they can change the amount also. 

Mr. KING. I have but one word to say. I 
do not wish to protract the discussion at all; but, 
inasmuch as I shall vote against the proposition, I 
think it due to myself to say a word on the sub- 
If the motion to fill the blank does not pre- 


i 
| 
| 
j 


Columbia, the only proceedings of a judicial char- 
acter that can be instituted in the District are those 
which may arise in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown. There are complaints made that, in 
cases of a popular kind, parties cannot always have | 
justice done them in this limited community; and 

the bill proposes in civil cases, on application of; 

one of the parties, sustained by sufficient affidavits, 
| he may go to the chief justice, and by his leave | 
may go either into the State of Maryland or Vir- | 
ginia, by way of changing the venue. : 
bill to provide for the changing of the venue, in 
such cases as those I have mentioned, from the 
District of Columbia to Maryland and Virginia, 
and here is the security (the affidavit of one of the : 


| 
l 
i 
| 
i 
j 
| 
j 
| 
| 


parties) that such change shall not be made with 
out sufficient showing of cause to the chief justice, 


ie a $ rE 
and the giving of due notice to the opposite parties. |! 


i 
{ 


This bill seems to be called for by the general wish | 


of the community, and I believe that no evil what- | 
ever will arise from it. | 

There being no amendment offered to the bill, it | 
was reported back to the Senate, ordered to be en- | 


This is aij 


i filling up the blank now. 


vail, then it will be in the power of any Senator 


li hereafter to offer to fill the blank with any sum, 
‘according to the quantity of land which may be 


determined to be purchased from Texas. Well, 
if you fill the blank now with one or two millions 
it does not alter the case. 


It will still be subject to 


ther; for, ifa large sum he put in the majority can 
reduce it hereafter, and ifa small sum they can in- 
crease it. Nothing, therefore, would be gained by 
I know nothing of the 
speculations 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I did not speak 
of them, though I dare say they may exist. 

Mr. KING. Men will speculate about every 
thing, and nine tenths of them rain themselves by 
the experiment. ` I know nothing about that. 


i 
1 


l 
} 
H 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. f did not claim 
any particular knowledge about the speculations 
which are going on. I did not pretend to that. 
Bat if they exist, I think it is our duty to declare, 
instead of concealing, that on which the specula- 
tions exist, thereby throwing it into the hands of 
the more sharp and against the more credulous. 
Now I think the amount proposed by thé Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Clemens] is probably about 
what will cover the other claims of Texas for forts, 
arms, munitions of war, ships, &c., turned over to 
the United States. I have no means of making an 
accurate calculation of what is due on this account, 
but, taking it for granted that the Senator from 
Alabama has examined it, and that one million 
will cover the other items without the land, and 
being opposed to receiving any portion of the land, 
l shall vote to fill the blank as proposed. 


The question was then taken on Mr. CLEmENS’s’ 


amendment, which resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, 
Hale, Hunter, Pearce, Soulé, and Yulee—s8. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger; Baldwin, Bell. Ber- 
rien, Bright, Cass, Clay, Cooper; Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Houston, Jones, 
King, Norris, Prau, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smim, Spra- 
ance, Sinrgean, Uaderwood, Wales, Walker, Webster, and 
Whitcomb—30. 


The question then recurred on the motion to 
strike out the.39th section. 

A lengthened debate ensued on the question, in 
which Mr. KING, Mr. RUSK, Mr. BERRIEN, 
Mr. HALE, Mr. DAYTON, Mr. WEBSTER, 
Mr. DAVIS of Massachusetts, and others, parti- 


cipated, of which a report will appear in the Ap- | 


pendix, ‘ 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, the motion is 
to strike out the thirty-ninth ‘section of the bill, 
which relates to Texas. [tis very well known, sir, 
that Lam in favor of.making a liberal appropria- 


tion to Texas, for the purchase of the country in | 
dispute between herand New Mexico, by which | 


-we should acquire that large and extensive coun- 
try, four degrees north of the boundary of Texas, 
cand one thousand miles along the Arkansas river. 
l am ready to vote for the measure in a separate 
bill, but combined with other measures, I cannot 
vote forit. I have struggled against the conjoin- 
ing of these different measures. This seems to 
be a sort of a bill of appropriations, lt proposes 
a large sum of money, in which a vast number 
of persons are interested. f do not speak of this 
body atall. Itisa natural result. Ic will go to 


the payment, perhaps, of debts at par, which are | 


wo.th but a few cents. [tis a natural and a fair 
result that there should be a great interest in this 
bill, for the stocks will probably rise from thirty 
or thirty-five cents on the dollar to a hundred 
cents on the dollar. There will then be activity in 
dealing in these stocks, and a great interest felt in 


favor of this biil, which will make stocks now worthy 


but thirty cents on the dollar, worth one hundred 
cents on the dollar. 
of the bill. 


stood are to be proposed to Texas, are brought to 
bear upon other portions of the bill, to which it 
does not belong. lt createsa kind of interest in 
favor of the other portions of the bill, which 


ought not to belong to it, according to the par- | 


liamentary law, and which is repugnant to ail 
principles of fair legislation. 
legislation praceed upon the ground .that what is 
done must be fairly done; Here are ten millions 
of dollars brought to bear. upon three subjects in 
the bill which have no connection with the object 
for which the money is to be paid, and thus these 
three subjects are to be strengthened. It mixes 
these subjects by joining them in ane bill, so that 
they shall sink or.swim together. It is one of 
those things, which are not only utterly forbid den 
by the parliamentary law, but utterly forbidden 
by principles of fair legislation, and must be re- 
volting to the feelings of the American people. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- 
tion to strike out the 39th section. 

Mr. KING rose before the result was announced, 
and said: 1 was not in my seat when the voting 
commenced, and I hope now to be permitted to 
say, at the request of my colleague, that in con- 
sequence of the indisposition of Mr. Doveras, he 
has agreed not. to vote, and therefore he has re- 
tired: He has made this arrangement to save 
Mr. Dovetas from.the necessity of coming up to 
vote.which he would do under other circumstances, 


All this will result in favor į 


The principles of |; 


even at the hazard of his health. Jt is due to my 
colleague that this explanation should be made, to 
account for the absence of his vote. f 

Mr. CLAY. Lalso know the fact to be so. 

Mr. SHIELDS. This was done at my special 
request. I made application to the Senator from 
Alabama to refrain from voting, in consequence of 
the illness of my colleague. : 

The vote was then. announced to be as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs aldwin, Benton, Butler, Chase, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetis, Davis of Mi ppi, Day- 
ton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Mason, Miller, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, ‘Turney, 
Upham, Wales, and Yulee—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Rell, Berrien, Bright, 
i Cass, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Towa, 
Downs, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Morton, Norris, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wailk- 
er, Webster, and Whiteomb—27, 

So the section was not stricken out. - 

Mr. HALE moved to.amend the 30th section, 
which establishes the judicial power-of the terri- 
tory, by striking out in line 38 the word “where,” 
and the 39th, 40th, and 41st lines to the word 
“and” in the 42d line, and insert: 

«In all cases in which said Supreme Court of the United 
States would have jurisdiction if said cases had arisen in 
any of the United States.” 

The words to be stricken out are the following: 

<¢ Where the valne of the property, or the amount in con- 


ether party, or other competent witness, shall exceed 
$1,000." . 

If amended as proposed, that part of the section 
will read thus: 

<¢ Writs of error and appeals from the final decisions of 
said Supreme Court shall be allowed, aud may be taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same man- 
ner and under the same regulations as from the Circuit 
Courts of the United States, in all cases in which said Su- 
preme Courtof the United States would have jurisdiction, 
if said case had arisen-in any of the United States.” ` 

The further consideration of the subject was 
then postponed to twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


i! HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, June 15, 1850. 


| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
| Mr. DANIEL said he hoped there would beno 
objection to occupying the morning hour with the 
regular business, (the call of the committees for 
reports.) If, however, there should be objec- 
i tion to that course, he should feel itto be his duty 
| to submit a motion to go into Committee of the 
|| Whole House upon the private calendar. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, moved that the 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
| onthe state of the Union, for the further consi- 
deration of the California bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
ority? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that the gentieman has made a motion. 


Mr. DANIEL. 


morning hour. 


The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 
i THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


i Mr. DANIEL. Well, move that the House 
| resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
‘on the private calendar. i 


|! The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina has precedence. 

Mr. THOMAS asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. j 

And the question was then taken and decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 108; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, E. Cariington Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Dunean, Ed- 
mundson, Ewing, Featherston, Green, Hamilton, Haralson, 
shain G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hilliard, 
olladay, Houston, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
ji James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sere, Lefiler, 
| Marshall, Mason, McClernand, MeLanahan, Robert M. 


Willie, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Orr, Outlaw, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, 
Shepperd. Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex: 
ender H. Stephens, Thomas, James Thompson, John B. 
‘Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, 
Williams, Woodward, and Young—s0. 

NAYs—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashmun, Baker, Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Bokee, tooth, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Carter, 


i 
i 
1 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
! 
| Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 


il Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, | 


troversy, to be a-certained by the oath or affirmation of 


I suppose my motion has pri- | 


I hope that the House will j 


These ten millions of dollars, which it is under- |; proceed with the call of committees during the | 


f McLane, Fisis E. MeLean, MeMuilen, MeQueen, Me- i 


Freedley, Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
GrinneH, Hall; Halidway, Harlan, Thomas L. Haris, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howe, Bunter, William 
T. Jackson, Julian, Daniel P. King. George G King, James 
G: King, John A. King, Preston King, Litiefield, Horace 
Mann, Job Marin, Meachain. Moore, Morris, Newell, Ogie, 
Olds, Otis, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps; Phænix, Patnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Ristey, Robinson, Rockwell. Root, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooteraft, Sitvester, Spaulding; Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweéetser; Tavlor, Thurman, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van- Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wilmot, Wilson, Winthrop, and 
Wood—108. ` ` i oF 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the private calendar. 

The question then recurred ọn the motion of 
Mr. Harris, of Hlinois, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of-the Union. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. ` ` 


CALIFORNTA. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, 
of Kentucky, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN announced the unfinished 
business to be the consideration of the special 
message of the President of the United States 
relating to the admission of California, and of the 
bill relating thereto. 

Mr. INGE inquired what was the pending 
question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Clerk would report 
the. amer.dinent. 

THE CUMBERLAND. DAM. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the 
message and bill be laid aside for the purpose of 
taking up the bill in relation to the Cumberland 

am. : 

Mr. McL. said he desired to say a single word 
in explanation. The bill was intended ( Wr. Me- 
L. was understood to say) to provide for opera- 
tions during this year; and unless the House acted 
upon it before the first of July, it would be im- 
possible for the operations connected with the im- 
provement to goon. The work was now in ex» 
istence, and there was an immediate necessity for 
repairs upon it. He hoped, therefore, that the 
House would take up the bill, and pass it to-day. 
The whole navigation of the western rivers was 
now very much interested in it, and the bill had 
been pressed upon the attention of the House by 
the department. f 

Tellers were called for, and ordered on the mo- 
tion of Mr. McLane. 

Messrs. Oee and FEATHERSTON were ap- 
pointed. 

The affirmative vote was taken, and declared to 


|| be 42. 


Mr. McLANE, I withdraw the motion. I do 
| not see why I should press the bill, if gentlemen 
| interested in the improvements vote against taking 
it up. f . 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope the gentleman 
will not withdraw the motion. Í want to have the 
pleasure of voting it down. 

The negative vote was taken, and declared to 
be 89. ; ae: ‘ 

So the committee refused to take up the bill. 


CALIFORNIA. 
Thereupon the committee resumed the consid- 
eration of the special message of the President re- 


i lating to California, and of the bill relating thereto. 


Mr. INGE requested that the pending question 
might be stated. i | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The pending amendment was read. 

Mr. INGE offered the following amendment: 

Provided, That, the people of any portion of said territory, 
when assembled in convention in pursuance of constitutional 
anthority to frame a State constitution, have the right to 
adopt or exclude African slavery, and their determination 
of this question, by the adoption or exclusion of African sla- 


| very, shall be no obstacle to the admission of such State into 
| the Union. — Aas ` 


Mr. INGE, in explanation, said: During our last 
sitting, the following proposition was rejected: 

“ Provided, however, Thatitshall be no objection to the ad- 
mission into the Union afany State which may hereafter be, 
formed out of the territory lying south of the paratiel of lati- 
tude of 36° 30 that the constitution of said State may au- 
thorize or establish African slavery therein.” 

. Some members objected to that propositon, be- 
cause it was limited in its application to. territory 
south of 36° 30. My amendment. obviates that 
objection, and: infer that all those who do not 


-Wish to be understood as opposed inall future time 
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to the admission of another slaveholding State into 
the Union, will vote for it. 1 offer it asa test 
of the sense of the committee in regard to the ad- 
mission of new slaveholding States out of the terri- 
tory acquired by che treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
And | must say, that unless this principle is 
affirmed—unless members of the North can go to 
this extent, there is no hope of adjusting these 
difficulties. The declaration has gone out, that no 
more slaveholding States are to be admitted, and F 
now insist upon its reversal, I insist upon it as a 
necessary preliminary to any adjustment. __ 4 

The Missouri compromise is the.pending amend- 
ment, and the proviso which I offer thereto is rel- 
evant and appropriate—indeed necessary to the 
understanding of a point, which has been, to some 
extent, controverted; that is, the uncontrolled right 
of the people to determine for themselves the ques- 
tion of slavery when assembled in convention to 
adopt a constitntion, in pursuance of congressional 
authority. I hold this to be universally true, every- 
where, both north and south of any compromise 
line which may be adopted. And I trast that even 
those who assert the authority of Congress to 
abolish or prohibit slavery in the territories, are 
willing, by the adoption of this amendment, to 
concede the expiration of the power, when the re- 


lation of territorial dependence changes to that of | 
. State sovereignty. If this principle be true, it re- | 
sults as a corollary, that upon the application of a | 


new State for admission into the Federal Union, 


Congress has no right to inquire whether her con. | 


stitution establishes or prohibits slavery; a power 
higher than Congress will have determined it; and 
any interference with that determination would be 
to overleap the barrier of its limited powers. 

The distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
seus, (Mr. Winruror,] the leader of his political 
party in this House, declared, in explanation of 
his vote against the proviso, rejected at our last 
sitting, that he was unwilling to embarrass the 
admission of California by any amendment; and 
he took oceasion to make the gratuitous and un- 
founded assertion, that amendments heretofore 
offered by southern gentlemen were with the de- 
sign to, retard action upon the questions involved. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Isaid calculated to embarrass. 

Mr. INGE, When Missouri craved admission 
into the Union, with a constitution recognizing 
slavery, northern gentlemen seemed quite willing 
to embarrass her, and imposed upon her admission 


a clause prohibiting slavery in the Louisiana terri- | 


tory north of 360 30'. When Texas, with her 
slaiveholding constitution, desired ingress, the same 
spirit prevailed, and the North were then willing to 
embarrass her, by a condition that in new States, 
carved out of her territory north of 360 30', slavery 
should be forever prohibited. Sir, national good 
faith, political integrity, and personal honesty, all 
demand the assertion of the principle émbodied in 
the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. INGE withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VAN DYKE, renewed it, and said: I do 
not know that the expression of my opiniop here 
willamount to much, although, such as it is, I 
have no objection nor hesitation to give it. This 
amendment is now renewed, as i understand, 


because it is said that'it embraces a very important | 


question upon which the South desires to have an 
expression of opinion. l cannot speak for any- 


body but myself upon this question, and, as I said | 


before, L have no idea that my opinion will be 
worth much. But I am willing and prepared to 
say that, at any time when the question can be 
fairly presented to the consideration of this House 
and to this committee, | shall be ready to express 
my views upon it. 
nota good ground of objection to a State, when 
she asks admission into the Union, (her admission 


My own opinion is, that itis | 


in all other respects being right and proper,) that | 


she either puts slavery inte her constitution, or 
excludes it. That, i say, is my own individual 
opinion—and more especially when the applica- 
tion comes from a State where slavery existed be- 
fore the application was made. But I must be 
allowed to say, that I did not vote upon this very 
amendment the uther day, 
although I was in my seat.. It was because I had 
some hesitation; and I must say that, notwith- 


standing this expression of my opinion, I cannot | 
vote for it now, because the amendment goes upon 


the assumption that California is to be divided 
Mr. INGE, (interposing.) That does not touch 
this question. . 


one way or the other, | 


4 


„Mr. VAN DYKE, (proceeding.) Allow meto 
say a word in explanation, and you will perceive 
what my meaning is. The amendment of the | 
gentiemaa from Missouri [Mr. Gruen} is to divide 
the country—that is to say, torun a line through 
36° 30° as it is understood. This certainly does 
divide it, And the amendment to the amendment 
is that, as to.all the country thus cut off upon the 
south side of. the line of 369 30', within the present 
limits of California, when the country shall apply 
for admission, it shall be no objection to her ad- 
mission that she has slavéry in or out of her con- 
stitution. N coe DEREN 

lt seemed, therefore, that California was to be 
divided; that her southern boundary was to be 
36° 30'; that a State was to be created south of 
that fine, and that it should ve no objection to the 
admission of such State, either on the part of the 
North or the South, that her constitution admitted | 
slavery, if such should be the case. . 

Mr. MeCLERNAND (interposing) inquired if 
it would not be better that they shouid vote for the 
amendment to the amendment, then vote down the 
amendment as amended. ay, ; 

Mr. VAN DYKE replied, that that was merely | 
child’s play. He was expressing merely his im- 
dividual opinion, which was denied by gentlemen į 
from the South. He did not disapprove of the | 
expression of their opinions by the Representatives | 
on this fluor, if gendenen who wished them would 
present a case in which they could express them, 
and not embarrass great practical measures. But 
as he believed such would be tlie effect of voiing 


i 
to perfect the bili, he should vote against it. f l 
But he could not approve of the amendment for ; 
another reason. He held thatit was not proper | 
for this Congress, at this time, to speak upon this | 
subject. He could not speak for his successor; | 
he (Mr. V. D.) did not expect to be here when | 
that question came up in a practical form—he did 
not know whether the gentleman trom Alabama, 
or any gentleman now tere, would be here then: 
why, therefore, should they express thetr opin- 
ion upon a subject which was not before them? 
They were not called to act—they could not de- 
termine the question; but they might embarrass 
those who should come after them. He did not 
know that it would embarrass their successors in 
Congress, but it could have no binding effect atall 
upon them. os ; 
For this reason he was unwilling to express that 
opinion now, and for the other reason, that the 
amendment of the geniléman from Alavama as- 
sumed that Califoruia was to be divided. He 
repeated, however, if that question were to be pre- 
sented in any fuir, proper, useful way—such, for 
instance, as the applicatioti of a State for admis- 
sion with a constitution recognizing slavery—if it 
were to be presented in connection with auy such 
question, aud to be legitimately before the House, 
he believed st would nut be proper for him to vote 
| to reject the request of such State applying for ad- | 
mission, merely because she had such a provision | 
in her consutuuon. | 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he would rénew the 
amendment offered by his friend from Alabaina, 
{Mlr. ixce,}] for the purpose of enabling bimselr 
to make an explanauon. He differed from the 
gentieman from New Jersey, [Mr. Van Dyxe,] 
who said he would vote against the amendment, 


forthis, or for any other amendment not necessary |! 


although he approved of the principle it contained. 
How could the gentleman do that consistently ? 
Did he not suppose that his vote would be regarded 
as affording the best index of his future course? 


the country and seule this troublesome question | 


Mr. McC. said he would vote for the amend- | 
ment, because he approved of the principle it con- į 
tained—he would vote forit now, and ever ex- | 
pected to be willing to vote for it. It belonged to | 
the people of the States, and not to Cortgress, | 
to determine the character of the municipal insti- | 
tutions of the States, whether in regard to slavery, | 
or any other subject of municipal regulation. In | 
all such respects the States were as foreign to the | 
Federal Government as to Great Britain. It was | 
only in the excepted cases expressed upon the | 
face of the Constutution, that Congress had any | 
power to restrainor control the States; and upon | 
this principle; when Congress had been assured | 
that the State applying for admission into the | 


i 

i 
of slavery. H 

l 


Union was republican in form 
but for Congress to admit the State, in the éxer- 
cise of a sound discrétion—it might be that Con-. 
gress was absolutely bound to do so, Upon this 
principle Mr. McC. was now ready to. admit 
California. conjoinuly with. provision for the ter- 
ritories, if possible; and if not conjointly, separ- 
ately. . And upon the same principle he would 
have felt himself bound to vote for the admission 
of California as a slave State; if she had so pre= 
sented herself. He had voted for the. admission 
of Texas and Florida, two slaveholding States, 
notwithstanding their toleration of slavery; and. 
in like manner, he was willing, at the proper time, 
to vote for the admission of the States to. be 
formed out of the residue of our territories with- 
out reference to slavery, notwithstanding his in- 
dividual opinions in regard to that institution. 
Yes; he would vote for the amendment, as the as- 
sertion of a sound and substantial principle~—he 
would do that, although he might feei it to be his 
duty to vote against ihe proposition upon which it 
was proposed to ingraftit—that was, theamendment 
offered by the gentieman from Missouri; which, 
if it prevailed, would disrhember the State of Coli- 
fornia, And he would take the hLberty to advise 
the same course to all who agreed with him on the 
principle maintained. The principle in question 
was equally applicable to the North and the South 
—it.was a State right—a constitutional principle. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HIBBARD renewed the amendment. He 
gin- 


» nothing remained: 


said that he did not vote for the amendment ori 
ally proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Sranron,] embodying substanually the sume 
principle with the one now offered, not because he 
was opposed to that principle, but because he waa 
not willing to incorporate it into the bili for the 
admission of California, which it might tend to 
embarrass. ft could not operate as a law now or 
hereafter. ft could not bind our successors upon 
this floor. dt had’ force simply as an expression 
of our own opinion. He would give his assent to 
it as a disconnected and single proposition; and he 
saw no particular objection to its being adopted as 
an addition to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Greew,] which could then 
be rejected. To maké his meaning more clear, 
he would suggesta modification of it, so that it 


| should read: 


“ Tliat no State whielmay heresfter apply for admission 
into the Union, and whiei shall be in other respects entitled 
to such admission, ought to be excluded. fur the reason tat 
its Constitution does Or dues not tolerate slavery.) 

This was his doctrine. It went upon the ground 
that the people of a State, in forming their consti- 
tution, had a right to determine this question for 
themselves. lı was true that Congress had the 
power to exclude them, for this or any other rea- 
son, But the fact of their decision either way in 
regard to slavery was nota sufficient cause for the 
exercise of that power. The only requirement of 


| the Constitution with regard to the government of 


new States was, that it be republican in form, 
Such he believed to be the long-established doc- 
trine of a large majority of the people he repre- 
sented. The contrary principle—the position that 
we will exclude States trom the Union for the sole 
reason that they do or do not tolerate slavery— 
was subversive of the spirit, if not the letter, of the 


| Constitution. Its prevalence would have prevented 


the formation of the original Confederacy of fiee 
aisd slaveholuing States under which the batiles of 
the Revolution were fought, and our liberties 
achieved. lt would have defeated the formation 


; of our preseat Union and our present Constitution, 


inde se? It would have prevented the admission of every 
it was voles, not professions, that would satisfy | 


slavcholding State which has been added since the 
Constitution was adopied. If now adopted, he 
feared it would go far to unsettle and render inse- 
cure the foundation of our existing institutions. 
He was in favor of the admission of California 
as she is, with her present boundaries, and her 
present constitution. He would prefer to admit 
her by herself, unconnected with any other meas- 
ure. This was the usual and legiumate mode of 
proceeding. But if, for causes existing here. or 
elsewhere, it should be found impracticable to 
procure her admission by herseif—if that act wus, 
when finally acted upon, to be coupled with snme 
other measure or measures, he should not withhold 
his support from it, in that form, for that reason 
alone. His vote would then depend upon the na- 
ture of the measures with which it should be con- 


nected. 
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While desiring the admission of California as a 
State, he was no friend of that policy which would 
leave the remaining territories without civil gov- 
ernments. He was for their organization. Want 
of time, as well as the obvious and urgent nature 
of the reasons for this policy, would prevent his 
attempting an enumeration of them now. Others 
had fully and forcibly done that work before him. 
These territories were now free. It was evident 
that a very large majority of their inhabitants de- 
sired them to remain so. He was opposed to the 
extension of slavery over them. 

kt was our clear constitutional duty, and ought 
to be our choice, to leave that institution in the 
States where it exists, without assault or interfer- 
ence either from the people or governments of 
other States, or from the General Government. 
He knew that a contrary spirit prevailed among 
certain people, thouga he believed of compara- 
tively few in number, especially in the free States, 
that a different course had been pursued. 

The course of these people, or of portions of 
them, however designed, had been productive of 
great and unmitigated mischief. They had done 
more to exasperate the people—the two sections 
of the country against each other—to make worse 
the condition of the slave, to tighten his fetters, 
and to retard the cause of emancipation, than any 
other one cause, if not more than all other causes 
combined. i 

The extension of slavery into territories now 
free, was another matter. He believed in 
power of the Government to prohibit it. -If this 
question of power was ever one of doubt, the 
long-continued and almost uniform practice of the 
Government had settled it. The course of those 
gentlemen on this floor who favor and demand the 
reénactment of the Missouri compromise in re- 
spect to these territories, was an admission of this 
power—was a call for its exercise at this time. 
What is the Missouri compromise? the prohibi- 
tion of slavery by the General Government north 
of acertain specified tine, leaving it to the decision of 
the people at the time of the formation of their State 


governments south of that line. If itis constitutional | 


for Congress to exclude slavery from a part of this 
territory, it cannot be unconstitutional to apply the 
sume legislation to all of it. The question, then, 
is one of expediency simply. ‘The people whom 
I represent (said Mr. H.) believe itto be expedi- 
ent so to exclude it, and ask it at my hands, so 
far as my vote is concerned. This is authority 
enough for me, and will determine my course upon 
this point. I proscribe no man, denounce no 


man, North or South, because he differs from me | 


upon this subject. I submit to no man’s proscrip- 
tion on account of my own position, and presume 
it will not be attempted. : 

Should this restriction fail to be adopted, my 


course with regard to such measures as shall be | 


proposed for the organization of territorial govern- 
ments, alone or in company with other measures, 
will depend upon the nature of their provisions. 
T'he existing laws of these territories, sustained as 
they seem to be, by the character of the country 


and the almost-universal voice of the inhabitants, | 
These laws, as I believe, will í 


prohibit slavery. 
remain in force unless abrogated by act of Con- 
gress. If a provision excluding slavery cannot 


without it, But [deem it due to myself, as well 
as those with whom | act, to declare, that | cannot 


vote for any form of territorial organization, or for | 


any law which establishes slavery within their 
limits, thrusting that institution upon an unwilling 
people, who have it not, and do not wish it. 

In the urgent desire of settling finally and for- 
ever, if it may be, this long and distracting contro- 
versy—in the spirit of concession and compromise, 
if that concession is to be reasonable, and that 
spirit mutual—i am willing to abate somewhat of 
my own preferences, of my own wishes. Iam 
not willing, as I am not at liberty, to sacrifice the 
interests of my people, to disregard their expressed 
wishes, nor to prove untrue by enlisting under the 
banner of either extreme, to the great interests of 
patriotism, unanimity of our glorious Union and 
our common country. 


Mr. STANLY renewed the amendment, to say 


a single word. He did not. wish to discuss the 
amendment of the gentieman from Alabama at all, 
but merely to call attention to a particular part of 
that amendment, viz: the words “ in pursuance 
of constitutional authority,” The gentleman had 


very shrewdly drawn his amendment, so as that 
the committee, if they sustained it, would in effect 
declare that California was doing wrong in asking 
to be admitted at this time. If they voted in the 
gentleman’s amendment, they voted California 
out. He did not wish to say anything more. He 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL renewed the amendment. He 
said, the proposition submitted by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Ince] asserts substantially, 
that States hereafter presenting themselves for ad- 
mission into the Union ought not to be refused such 
admission, on the ground that their constitutions 
prohibit slavery on the one hand, or on the other 
permit it. : 

i shall vote for that proposition. I shall vote 
for it because, in my judgment, it declares a cor- 
rect principle. “It is a principie, sir, upon which 
l have always stood, and from which I have no 
idea of departing—a principle maintained and cher- 
ished by my constituents, and one which they 
will be slow to surrender. J shall vote for it, sir, 
| for the further- reason, that I desire to correct, as 

far as may be done here, an erroneous and injuri- 
| ous inference deducible from yesterday’s vote on 
the proposition introduced by the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,] and which was in 
substance like the one now under consideration. 
I cannot but regard the vote by which that propo- 
sition was defeated as a most unfortunate one; 


i| and, as such, I regret it profoundly. Not that its 
ne 


necessary practical results are so much to be dep- 
| recated, for they, indeed, are just nothing at all, 
but because the true explanation of that vote will 
sever be known by one in a hundred of those who 
will learn with alarm the simple fact that such a 
proposition was voted down by northern members 
on this floor. 

The proposition yesterday voted on was in sub- 
| Stance this: that no State ought to be denied ad- 
| mission into the Union (when otherwise entitled 
to come in) on the ground that the constitution 
that she may have adopted for herself permits sla- 
| very. This proposition was, in my judgment, 

most unwisely voted down. 
| _ Now, looking at the naked vote on this ques- 
tion, it appears like a solemn declaration by the 
northern members of this branch of Congress, that 
no more slave States are ever to be admitted into 
the Union—that such is the fixed, irrevocably set- 
tled determination of the people of the North. It 
is in that aspect, sir, that that vote will be too 
generally regarded, especially in the South. Thou- 
sands there who learn the result of the vote, will 
regard it as a declaration by the North that only 
States with constitutions prohibiting slavery are 
| henceforth to be admitted into the Union. Some 
wilt honestly suppose, and others will assert with- 
; out caring to inquire whether it be correct or not, 
that such is the legitimate and fair interpretation 
| of that vote. You and I, Mr. Chairman, and 


| better. We know that no such inference is 
| fairly deducible from that vote. We know that 


i 


| many did not vote upon the proposition at all, 
| regarding itas a mere declaration of an abstract 
| principle, out of place and out of time, and real- 

ly calling for no vote either for or against it. 


ng {| And a large number of those who voted against 
be adopted, i may vote for territorial governments || 


it, did so, as we know, from a desire to see the 


|! California bill kept unembarrassed by this or any 


| other amendment, ‘These are the considerations, 
|as we who are here know, which induced that 
| vote. But will the explanation travel into all 
| places side by side with the announcement of the 


i day’s sun went down, our telegraphs had con- 
veyed with lightning’speed the result of that vote 
into every quarter of our Union, and especially 
into the South? And think you that the facts 


|| necessary to its correct understanding went with 
Be 
rite 


Will not hundreds learn the result of that 
| vote, and be startled at it, who will never know 
its rue explanation at all? 

Look for a moment at the inevitable effect. of 
! this in the South. It has been declared here by 


| the North to admit no more slaveholding States 


: : : 5 À 
into the Union; and although it has been denied 


there, yet we know that these declarations have 
been extensively circulated in the South, as indic- 
ative of the policy which the North intends ‘to 


others who witnessed the proceedings here, know } 


vote? Know you not, sir, that before yester- | 


| one or two, or perhaps three northern members, | 
| that it is the fixed determination of the people of | 


again and again that any such determination exists | 


‘sition in any degree. 


pursue towards that section of the Union. — I trust 
that few men, even in the South, have placed any 
confidence in, or attached any consequence to, 
these declarations. But, sir, with yesterday’s 
vote in seeming confirmation of these declarations, 
how will it appear to them then? Will not those 
who are disposed to agitate this subject in the 
South, and to mislead and excite the people there, 
point to this vote and say, ‘‘ Behold the proof of 
all we have told you, as to the designs of the 
North against us! Is not here the proof that the 
extremest declaration as to the designs of the 
North made by the extremest Abolitionist on the 
floor of Congress is true??? Sir, I am opposed to 
furnishing agitators in any quarter with any such 
material for their operations. Let those who are 
disposed to make war upon our institutions, or the 
Union, furnish their own ammunition. 

Sir, | maintain that the proposition now under 
consideration contains a principle correct in itself 
and recognized by the people of the North, and 
especially by the Democratic party. Upon the 
slavery question they are in favor of non-inter- 
vention; and when new States shall be formed; 
they desire that the people thereof shall be as free 
to adopt such a constitution a3 they may choose 
for themselves, as were or are the people of [lli+ 
nois, or Massachusetts, or South Carolina, or 
Mississippi. The proposition now before us 
asserts this proposition~-no more, no less; and, 
for the reasons I have given, | am in favor of it. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, renewed the 
amendment, and said, he had voted yesterday for 
the same proposition substantially, when offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, and he believed 
he was pretty much alone from the Whigs of the 
North. He was glad to find this morning that 
others were coming round to the same opinion. 
He was not in the habit of explaining his reasons 
on all occasions for his votes, but he wished to 
say that he thought it right then so to vote, and 
he thought so still. He thought it unfortunate 
that the committee rejected the proposition yes- 
terday, for the effect which that result was calcu- 
lated to have upon the minds of gentlemen uere, 
and upon the feelings of the people of the South, 
as had just been so strongly and eloquently stated 
by the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. Biisser] 
He (Mr. Burier) did not feel the force of the ob- 
jection stated by some for refusing to vote for the 
proposition, because they did not wish to embar- 
rass the California bill by adding this as an amend- 
ment. Why, sir, it was offered as an amendment 
to an amendment, and would not be attached so 
as to embarrass the bill, unless the amendment 
itself should be adopted; and if that was done, the 
proposition would not add to the difficulty. He 
admitted fully the right of the people to form their 
constitution to suit themselves, and when formed, 
they were entitled to come here and claim admis- 
sion as a State into-the Union; and that there isa 
pro-slavery clause in their State constitution forms 
no insuperable objection with him to such admis- 
sion, any more than that an anti-slavery clause 
in her fundamental law shall form such objection, 
He believed such to be the sentiment of bis con- 
stituents; and so far as his expression of the views 
he entertained may have an influence, he was 
willing to let it go, with the hope and expectation 
that it may be sustained by those who hereafter 
represent those constituents on this floor. Such 
States have a right to come in on an equality with 
the old States, and to enjoy all the benefits and be 
subject to all the compromises of the Constitution. 

T'he principle of this amendment is that in which 
the admission of California is urged. Her admis- 
sion with her anti-slavery constitution is advo- 
cated on the ground that the people there are op- 
posed to slavery, and have done what they had the 
right to do—exclude it by their own action; and 
yet many of those who thus think, opposed the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky yes- 
terday. And there is the same inconsistency on 
the other side, on the part of those who offer this 
proposition, and yet oppose California because of 
the anti-slavery clause in her constitution, or who 
suffer that consideration to influence their oppo- 
He thought if all parties 
would Jay aside their passions and prejudices, and 
give fair and full expression to their real senti- 
ments, the proposition to permit a State to come 
into the Union with a republican constitution, the 
work of her own hands, recognizing or excluding 


i 
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slavery, as she thought best, would receive an 


almosi unanimous vote here. The discussion this 
morning has furnished cheering evidence that such 
would be the result. 

But whether this would be so or not, Mr. B. 
thought there was no use in quarreling about it, 
and that nothing was to be gained by refusing to 
admit a State on this ground. Suppose a State 
should offer herself with a constitution containing 
a clause permitting slavery, and Congress should 
strike out the clause and then admit her, could she 
not, as soon as she could call # convention of her 
citizens, alter her constitution, reinstate the pró- 
slavery clause, and admit slavery? If she did so, 
would she not still be a State of the Union, on an 
equality with the other States?” There is no doubt 
of this, nor that if a State (California for instance) 
should be admitted with an anti-slavery clause, 
she could immediately afterwards change her con- 
stitution in this respect, and become a slave State. 
Mr. B. did not see when there would be any rem- 
edy, even if Ohio, or any other State which came 
into the Union under the operation of the ordi- 
nance of 1787, should change her constitution and 
become a slave State. If she did, however it 
might be a breach of that compact, her Senators 
and Representatives would not be turned away 
from the doors of the Capitol as intruders, having 
no right here. No, sir, she would sull be a State 
of the Union, with the rights of a sovereign State. 
He would add, it is true, the admission of a slave 
State carries with it that feature of the Constitu- 
tion respecting representation which is so objec- 
tionable to some. Slaves cannot. vote, though 
three-fifths of them are represented ;—this is fixed 
by the Constitution under which we all live;—and 
however much any gentleman may wish it other- 
wise, it is not such an objection as would influence 
him to vote against the admission of a State. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ROOT renewed the amendment, and made 

` some remarks, which were very imperfectly heard. 
He was understood to say that this amendment, as 
he understood, was advocated. by the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Burier,] the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BisseLL,] 
and others who had preceded him in the debate, as 
a kind of peace-offering to the South; but he wanted 
to ask gentlemen what effect they could give to it? 
It had nothing to do with the vill; and were gen- 
uemen who voted for it, ready to vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, if 
it were so amended? [le wanted southern men to 
consider how much ofa peace-oftering it would be. 
The country wanted peace and quiet, God knew; 
but they would not get it by sticking into this 
amendment this abstraction, which the same gen- 
tlemen avowed they meant finally to strike out. 
What was the use of all thisgammon? He could not 
understand the consistency of gentlemen voting for 
the Missouri compromise, when they said it was 
unconstitutional. He ridiculed the idea of north- | 
ern gentlemen being so stimulated by fear that the || 
South would misapprehend the vote of yesterday, 
which, it was said, had been carried on the wings 
of lightning over the entire South, as by way of 
pacifying the Southand giving peace and quietness |! 
to that section to vote an amendment to a proposi- 
tion and then to vote down the entire proposition. 
Was this the Committee of the Whole of the House 
of Representatives? or was it a place where they 
were distributing sugar-plums and bonbons? This 
amendment had nothing to do with the subject 
under consideration. He should vote againt it, as 
he should against any other proposition which 
was not necesssry to perfect the bill. He went 
for California alone, by itself, and he would even 
vote against a proposition of amendment embody- || 
ing the Buffalo platform itself- 

He wished it was a legitimate case for offering a 
proposition declaring that any people emigrating 
from any part of the United States had the right to 
convert a free teriitory into a slave territory. He 
would like to vote against it, and he would like to 
have the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bur- | 
LER] vote for it, and have the gentleman’s constit- 
uent’s understand it, He wouid like to know 
how many men there were from the free States 
ready to declare that free territory might be con- | 
verted into slave States. The gentleman from Hii- |) 
nois (Mr. Bisseit] spoke about little segments of || 
parties, and said that the ‘great parties” of the 
North were not in favor of such things. There || 


‘gether again, unless you got them into an omnibus. 


' them or him. 


| gression, which only mistakes conciliation for 


| had intended to move an amendment germane to 


gentleman, in favor of the “great parties; they 
were separated, and you could never get them to- 


[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] Mr. R. 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MORSE renewed the amendment. He 
said: Mr. Chairman, | thank the gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. Root] for withdrawing the amend- 
ment, and [ renew it; and Í thank him again most 
sincerely for helping us to smoke out (to borrow 
his own striking expression) some of our pre- 
tended friends, North and South; and if he and his 
brother Free-Soilers will only give us their help, we 
shall be able to show to our constituents at the 
South what is the public sentiment at the North 
in relation to the vexed question of slavery. I 
was astonished to hear the gentleman from Mi- 
nois [Mr. Bisser1] make it a matter of reproach 
that the result of yesterday’S vote on the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Stax- 
TON,] should have been transmitted on the wings 
of lightning and by lightning itself, to all parts of 
the South without the explanation accorapanying 
it. Well, sir, we heard the explanations of the 
gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. BisseLL,] the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Van Dy«e,} and 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. His- 


BARD,] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 4 


(Mr. Burter,] and what does itamount to? Why, 
an abstract proposition was presented which at 
the proper time some of them were in favor of, 
but which some of them did not choose to vote, 
and which all, I believe, would vote to strike out 
of the bill,—some for one reason and some for 
another,—and yet we of the South, who tell our 


constituents that the Free-Soilers speak the truth, || 
-and that the entire North is hostile to our institu- | 


tions, are denounced daily as ultra men, faction- | 
ists, disunionists, &c., &c. 

Sir, Ldo not want any of these peace-offerings 
in the form of an amendment to an amendment, | 
and then a vote to strike out the whole. IT want 
true, substantial votes, and tangible justice. l 
shall never remain quiet as long as any distinction 
is made between slave property and aly other 


| 
| 
t 


property, either in the territories or in the States; || 


and you may rest assured that the agitation wili | 
never cease, as long as that odious distinction is | 
kept up. If we are equals, we should be allowed 
to travel peaceably and unmolested with our slave 
property not only in every part of every territory, 
but in all the States of this Union. The States of 
the South have made slaves property in fifteen 
States, aud we should have the right de jure and i 
de facto to go with them wherever we please. As 

long as a citizen of Massachusetts can go to every | 
southern State with his horse, his dog, or any 
other property, and be protected in the enjoyment 
of them, and a citizen of Louisiarfa cannot go into 
every other State with his slave, there is no 
equality, and no man doubts, that if the slave 
States had sa insisted, such a provision would 
have been inserted in the Constitution. But being 
in a large majority, they never dreamed that sucii | 
aright would have been denied. In fact, it was 
the case untila few years since. When l was at 
school and at college at the North, my father 
brought his servants with him in Boston and Cam- ; 
bridge, and there was no disposition to molest 


For myself, I want no paper compromises, no 
new compromises. If you will not keep the old 


one, Lam willing to part company now; and I hope |, 


the South will reject indignantly every wishy- | 
washy, milk and water, ridiculous compromise, | 
and resist to the last extremity. The course of | 
the South on this question is another lamentable 
instance of the absurdity of receding before ag- 


fear, and always advances as you recede. 


Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. SCHENCK renewed theamendment. He 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
$i 
H 
H 


understood gendemen who were in favor of the | 
proposition, desired a vote upon it. It had been | 
his purpose to submita different proposition. He | 
the biil, and which is as follows: : 

¢ Aud it is hereby understood and declared, that it is no { 
objection to the admission of the State of California as oue 
of the States of this Union, that sie bas inserted a pro- | 
vision inte her constitution exciudiug slavery and involun- | 
tary servitude.” 

He desired a vote on this amendment; but he 
would renew the amendment of the gentleman 


i| ruled out of order. 


j 
1 
| 
f 
: | 
were very few men at the North, he could tell the Il from Alabama, as there was a desire to take a vote ii 


upon it. The present discussion seemed to him 
ito present a singular spectacle. The people of 
California came here five or six months ago, with 
a constitution asking to be admitted as one of the 
States of the Union. Until this moment the scene 
we have exhibited here is such an opposition by 
a minority in this body as has prevented her from 

being admitted. And why has she not been ad- 
mitted? Is it because the people of California 
held a convention for the adoption of a constitu- 
tion without the previous assent of Congress? 
Did any one believe that to be the trué reason? 
| Is it because they had not adopted the lite of 
boundaries which her opponents wish? One could 

hardly believe that to be the true reason. Who 

| opposed the admission of California? The South. 


l| There must, then, be some other question which 


incites to this geographical division upon this 
i question, Itis not a mere coincidence—an acci- 


| dent, that the South so generally oppose this new 


State, while the North are so generally, so unan- 
imously in her favor. And whatthen ts the ques- 
tion? Slavery. It is the word slavery. It is 
manifest that the true, the real objection of the 
South, is that the people of California have in- 
serted in their constitution a clause prohibiting 
slavery. It is not, then, because the boundaries 
are not approved; it is not because the people 
formed a constitution in convention, without the 
previous sanction of Congress; it is not because 
there is nota sufficient number of population; it 
is on none of these points that objection is made 
| to the admission of California. Every one now 
admits that it is this question of slavery which 
raises all the difficulty, and all the propositions 
of compromise which have been submitted look 
to that clause. Her admission has been opposed 
on that account; and all these other objections ag 


H to boundary, the irregularity with which the con- 


stitution was formed, d&c., are all introduced ag 
mere incidents, nothing more than by-play. All 
these amendments which have been submitted look 
to that, and, in his opinion, ought to have been 
And now the gentlemen who 
have opposed the admission of California wish to 
have a vote on this abstract proposition. They 
want us to declare that a State bas a right to come 
in, whether in her constitution she allows slavery 
or prohibits it. And while they ask for this vote, 
they are in fact opposed to the principle it con- 
| tuins, inasmuch as they oppose the admission of" 
California because her free people have chosen to 
excludeslavery bya clause in her constitation. He 
trusted that the people would understand that the 
admission of California was opposed because she 
was the first of these newly-acquired territories 
which had desired to come into the Union aga 
free State; and gentlemen of the South now asked 
an expression of the opinion of the committee on 
this abstract question, while they themselves are 
opposing the admission of California and the wish 
of her people, because they have inserted in their 
constitution a clause prohibiting slavery within 
their limits. Now, he considered an ounce of 
practice to be worth a pound of precept, and he 
would like to see whether the gentlemen who ad- 


He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SEDDON, renewing the amendment, said, 
I am happy, Mr. Chairman, to see that with some 
honorable Representatives from the North, there 
is a limit, short of the extreme of anti-slavery fa- 
naticism, which they profess no desire to exceed, 
: | understand such to avow, with manly frank- 
| ness, that Congress is, by the provisions and spi- 
i rit of the Constitution, bound to admit into the 
| Confederacy new States when legitimately organ- 


reference to the question whether, in their consti- 
tution, they may have recognized or prohibited Af- 
rican slavery. They maintain, and rightly, that 
the people of a territory, when authorized to form 
a State and establish organic law, are entitled to 
i perfect freedom of election, and are alone empow- 
| ered to decide whether they willestablish or ex- 
| This proposition 


i ized out of the territories of the Union, without 


| 


| clude the institution of slavery. 
| is, f acknowledge, plainly just and true, and in 


| entire conformity with the Constitation and the 


| elation of the States to the territories. But, sir, 
| Ladvert to and restate it, that the gentlemen who 
; avow il, and all others, may recognize and under- 
| stand its character and legitimate consequénces, 
i 


Sir, the inevitable corollary from it is, being 
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bound to leave thé people of the teiritoriés when 
called on to form a State, perfect freedom. and un- 
restricted choice to prefer or prohibitslavery. You 
are under a ño lèss clear obligation, not by prece- 
dent legislation to exclude thé institutions of sla- 
very, or slave property, and. thus impel them, by 
controlling’ influence, to decide oaly one way, 
and against thé institution, Ifyou arë bound to 
admit States, whether free or skive, and the péople 
duly authorized to forth a State aré alone entitled 
to decide, then aré you nót bound to lédve the cit- 
izens of the embryo Staté free to bring in or récéive 
slavés, uninfluencéd by your legislation, and ac- 
cording to the dictates of their own inclinations or 
necessities? If you cannot impose institutions of 
property or constitutional provisions upon them, 
aré you not clearly excluded from thé right of so 
framing legislation for them’ while territories, as 
to preclude them from having the property among 
them, and so compel them not to recognize or es- 
tablish it? There is scarce a differénce in form, 
and ‘none in substance, between absolutely com- 
pelling them to exclude the property, and prohibit 
it as the condition of their adniission, and so pro- 
hibiting and excluding slave propérty and slave 
institutions from the territories, as to place the 
people under a certain compulsion to exclude. 
‘What matters it whether you dssume directly to 
dictate their constitution and prohibit slavery, or 
only by your prévious interdicts and hosiile legis- 
lation force the people to your foregong conclusion 
to exclude? Suppose by your legislation you forced 
all citizens who emigratéd to the territories to 
take slaves and hold them there, would you not 
effectually secúre and comy él the adoption of con- 
stitutions recognizing and establishing slavery? 
So, with no less certainty, When you undertake to 
exclude slaveliolders and slaves, and to admit 
only citizens without slaves, by your legislation, by 
your invidious action, you have assured and com* 
pelled the adoption of constitutions containing the 
mterdict of slavery. Nothing could more clearly 
demonstrate the injusticé and unconstitutionality, 
on your own data, of the Wilmot proviso and all 
Kindred measures of exclusion, as applied to the 
territories. [am amazed at thé inconsistency and 
inadequate conception of their position displayed 
by the honorable gentleman from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Hipparp] and others, who acknow'edge 
the obligation to admit new States, whether slave 
or free, and to secure to the people alone entire 
freedom of choice as to the institution, and yet at 
the same time are in favor of, and ready to enact, 
the Wilmot proviso. Why, sir, it is palpable 
mockery, which covers both a wrong and an in- 
sult to the South, to avow that the right of de- 
ciding on their institutions belongs alone to the 
people, when called on to form States, and at the 
same time, by express legislation, to exclude the 
property to be recognized, and admit to settlement 
only those who are without and hostile to it. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] con- 
fidently asserts that the opposition of southern 
members to the admission of California, is solely 
becanse her people in their constitution have ex- 
cluded slavery; and he challenges contradiction or 
denial. Tor one, sir, Lam free to answer the gende- 
man without disguise or hestitation. There are, sir, 
independent of the interdict of slavery, very grave 
impediments to the admission of California as she 
presents herself; but the most conclusive objection 
with, me is, that her people have not had the oppor- 
tunity of fairly determining as to the institution of 
slavery, and its adaptation to their circumstances 
and necessities, and of unchecked election to adopt 
or reject it, but have been, in effect, so dealt with 
and constrained as to have no option but to exclude 
it, In violation of your own alleged principle of 
non-interference, and of allowance to the people 
who mizht emigrate there freely to determine their 
own institutions, you have refused to give them a 
territorial government without the odious proviso; 
you have refused even to assént to the formation 
by them, freely and without bias, of a State gov- 
ernment; you have held constantly impending 
over them a positive prohibition of slaveholders 
with theirslaves. You have incessantly clamored 
about the existence of Mexican laws to exclude 
them. You have refused to extend over them the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, and 
have withheld evén the privilege of asserting, by 
appeal to the courts of the Union, the invalidity 
of alleged obstructions, whether those of Mexi- 
can law or of your own creation. Having thus 


éffectuallly debarred the slaveholding citizens of the 
Union with their property, and invoked all possible 
influences to assure thé interdict of slavery, you 
now turn round, and cry out for the rightof a 
people, regularly organized and authorized . to 
form a State, which we have always acknowl- 
edged, to determine their own institutions, and 
demand that we should recognize as legitimate and 
conclusive the constrained and unauthorized action 
of the hordes of adveniurers and gold hunters of 
California, whom you dignify with the name and 
rights of the sovereign people. The whole thing 
is. barefaced, shallow trickery; and though you 
may not scorn to offer it, you would despise our 
silliness if we accepted it. No, gentlemen; if you 
our good faith invoke, and rest on this right of the 
people, first. remand California to her Jegitimate 
condiuon of territoraal dependétice—organize and 
establish a proper territorial government without 
thë proviso—give, as the Constitution entitles, to 
the citizens of all the States the privileges of mi- 
gration and settlement with their property; and 
then, when sufficiently settled and authorized to 
constitute States, let the people freely decide, and 
I guaranty thé cheerful acquiescence of the South 
in their decision, whether it be favorable or ad- 
verse to their institutions. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the amend menit, and said 
the gentleman froni Ohio had just charged that the 
opposition to California with her present constitu- 
tion by the South was founded upon the anti-sla- 
very clause in her constitution, and therefore, in the 
dental of this right of a people forming á State con- 
stitulión, to admit or exclude slavery. Mr. T. 
denied the fact, and demanded proof. On the con- 
trary, he asserted that the South had uniformly 
held and maintained this right. That in 1820, on 
the Missouri question, the North denied it, but the 
South unanimously affirmed it. From that day 
till this, the South, through all her authorized ex- 
ponents of her opinions, has affirmed this doctrine; 
her legislatures, her governors of States, her mem- 
bers upon this floor, and even her primary assem- 
blies, have all affirmed, it and the gentleman from 


Ohio cannot point toa single particle of evidence | 


to support his unfounded charge. The South can 
proudly point to her whole political history for its 
reputation. But how stands the case with the 
North? She denied the truth of this great princi- 
ple of constitutional right in 1820, acquiesced in the 
compromise then made as long as it was to her 
interest, and then repudiated the compromise and 
reasserted her right to dictate constitutions to ter- 
ritories seeking admission into the Union. She 
put her anti-slavery proviso upon Oregon, and at 
the last session of Congress, when the present 
Secretary of the Navy introduced a bill to author- 
ize California to form a State government and come 
into the Union, leaving her free to act as she pleased 
upon the question of slavery, the North put the 
anti-slavery proviso upon this State bill. 1 know 
of no northern Whig who voted against that pro- 
viso. A few gentlemen of thé Democratic party 
from the Northwest, and my friend from Illinois 
among them, [Mr. Ricnarpson] boldly and hon- 
estly struck for the right, ang opposed it; but they 


were powerless agatast the torrent of northern | 


opposition. The evidence is complete; the North 
repudiated this principle—and while, for sinister 
and temporary purposes, they may pretend to 
favor the President’s plan, which affirms it, they 
will not sustain it. ‘Paey will not find a right 
place to affirm it until they get California into the 
Union, and then they will throw off the mask and 
trample it under foot. I intend to drag off the 
mask before the consummation of that act. We 
do not oppose California on account of the anti- 
slavery clausein her constitution. It was her right, 
and I am not even prepared to say that she acted 
unwisely in its exercise—that is her business; but 
istand upon the great principle that the South has 
right to an equal participation in the territories of 
the United States. I claim the right for her to en- 
ter them all with her property and securely to 
enjoy it. She will divide with you if you wish it, 
but the right to enter all or divide I shall never 
surrender. In my judgment, this right, involving, 
as it does, political equality, is worth a thousand 
such Unions as we have, even if they each were a 
thousand times more valuable than this. I speak 
not for others, but for myself. Deprivé us of this 
right and appropriate this common property to 
yourselves, it is then your government, not 


| pockets with pearls. 


j ject to the admission of more slave States. 


| freemen of the northern States. 


mine: Then I amits enemy, and I will then, if I 
can, bring my children and my constituents to the 
altar of liberty, and like Hamilcar, T would swear 
them to eternal hostility to your foul domination. 
Give us our just rights, and we are ready, as ever 
heretofore, to stand by the Union, every part of 
it, and its every interest. Refuse it, and for one, 
I will strike for Independence. 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. _ 

Mr. MEADE renewed the amendment, and 
said, I wish to notice some remarks which fell 
from the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman 
asks whether the South would have been in favor 


| of admitting California had she admitted slavery? 


In the présent heated state of the controversy, we 
might have been in favor of it; but in such case, 
we should have commitied the same wrong as the 
gentleman is now doing. Let me ask of the gen- 
tleman, would he, in such event, have been for it? 
I wish fiim to answer? 

Mr. SCHENCK said, it would be time enough 
to consider that question when it arose. Fle had 
always recognized, and did now recognize, the 
perfect right of the peoplé, when they formed 
Siate governments, to put in, or exclude slavery 
from their constitutions, as they pleased. And hig 
argument in favor of the application of the Wil- 
mot proviso to the territories whilst they were 
territories, was, in a great measure, based upon 
the ground, that if Congress gave them free insti- 
tutions whilst they were territories, there was the 
more probability that they would adhere to those 
institutions when they came to legislate for them- 
selves. 

Mr. MEADE continued. Tundertake to say, 
he would not have been for her admission. Now, 
sir, the truth is, if all the States were free States, 
or ail slave States, no one would have been for it; 
no, not one. The objections to her admission 
would have been too glaring. Her great extent 


| of sea-coust~—her immense size—her utter unfit- 


ness for being a State—the fact that those who 
made her constitution were non-residents. They 
had not arrived in the country more than two or 
three months before they were, by some means, 
maile members of convention; and, having made 
a constitution to govern others, they have left the 
country, to which they went merely to fill their 
Their Representatives have 
only come back to their homes and families; and it 
is well known that one-half of this territory is now 
anxious to be made a territory of, and the other 
would, but for certain influences. Were shea State 
to-morrow, she would not support her government. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Van 
Dyxe] assigns reasons for voting against this 
amendmeat pernicious to, and utterly at war with, 
wholesome legislation. ‘fo almost every bill, im- 
portant amendments are offered, and its friends 
have the right to perfect those amendments before 
the vote is put. 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS renewed the amendment. He 
said he had been willing to abstain from the dis- 
cussion of this question for the past three or four 
months, from the conviction that the time for talk- 
ing had gone by, and the time for action had ar- 
rived. He had been induced to rise merely for 
the purpose of expressing his dissent from the 
opinion thrown out, that northern men do not ob- 
It 
would be understood by all that if a slave State be 
admitted she must come into the Union with her 
slave representation, by which the freemen of such 
State would have a voice, in the election of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, members of Congress, and in 
the conducting of this Federal Government, in pro- 
portion to the number of slaves which they hold in 
bondage. That is to say, that for every five slaves 
they will increase the influence of the slaveholder 
to the extent of three freemen. 

This power is exercised in favor of slavery and 
oppression, against freedom and the rights of man. 
The power of the slaveholders—of the freemen of 
such State, is thus increased over and beyond-the 
He regarded this 
inequality as disgriceful to the freemen of the 
North. fis constituents regarded such a proposi- 
tion as unjust, and degrading to northern freemen, 

Efe had seen honorable members from Iinois, 
and from Pennsylvania, state that they were will- 
ing to go into a union with new slave States upon 
such terms. Gentlemen had told us, that their 
constituents were willing to go into such a union, 
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upon such terms; in other words, their constituents 
were willing to be thus degraded. 

To this degradation of northern freemen he was 
opposed. He saw neither justice nor propriety in 
it. He, for one, would oppose it; his constituents 
would oppose it. He felt himself as worthy of 
moral and political influence as he would be, if a 
hundred slaves bowed beneath his lash. His con- 
stituents treated such a proposition with contempt. 


They will never consent to go into a union with | 


New Mexico, upon terms by which the owner of 
a hundred slaves in the mines of that country shall 
hold an influence equal to sixty of our intelligent 
formers and mechanics. They will never yield their 
opposition to a proposition so dishonorable to free- 
dom and to humauity. 

Mr. G. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EWING renewed it. He said the vote on 
this amendment has now become a matter of vital 
importance. So long as it was opposed by the main 
body of the North solely on the ground of its 
impracticability and abstract character, it produced 
no serious anxiety in my mind; but, sir, when 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scwencx,] who 
belongs to the Whig party, and boasts that he 
does not belong to the Abolitionists, refuses to 
answer whether he will ever vote for the admission 
of a slave State, and says he is in favor of apply- 


ing the principle of restriction of slavery over the || 


territories until their admission, so as to prevent 
the possibility of slavery, the question assumes 
a different aspect. The people of Tennessee, sir, 
have been, and are now, in favor of the principles of 
the compromise bill. They are now moving unani- 
mously and harmoniously inits favor. They sought, 
almost alone, to have its propriety recognized in 
the Southern Convention. They are essentially for 
harmony, conciliation, and union. 1, sir, have 
supported this measure on this floor; but it is time 
now to understand the North, before we commit 
ourselves irrevocably to this adjustment. We wish 
not to misunderstand or be misunderstood; we do 
not wish the concessions of that bill, like Dead 
Sea fruit, “ to turn to ashes on our lips.” 

The principle of non-intervention in the com- 
promise bill means, that upon the application of 
the territories for admission as States, they shail 
be free to enter the Union either as free or slave 
States, as they may determine. If this is not so, 
and hereafter, when the compromise bill has 
wrought its work in its other provisions, that we 
are then to havea death struggle for our rights 
under it, then, sir, all adjustment is useless and 
worse than idle. We were warned the other day 
that when Mexican territory was about to be ac- 


quired, the South was duly notified that if ever | 
admitted as States into the Union, they must come |; 


in as free. Now I want no more’ such notifica- 
tions; or if made, we wish them placed upon the 
record. If no more slave States can be received 
into our Union, then the contest is over, the door 
of conciliation is closed, and you drive-us from 
your doors, although we retire in the deepest 
sorrow at the unfortunate result. I would fain 
hope that this declaration will not beemade, and in 
that strong and earnest faith, call upon the North 
to support this amendment and rescue us from 
impending danger. . 

Mr. E. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS renewed the amendment. 


He said: Mr. Chairman, my colleague does not || 


understand the run of this question. He speaks 
as if the northern members were for the compro- 
mise. The reverse is true; their conduct here 
speaks trampet-tongued against the Senate com- 
promise. The friends of California wish to run it 
through this House unconnected with the terri- 
tories, and to defeat the compromise bill of the 
Senate. That is the object. They are fighting 
under a masked battery. They have ensconced 
themselves behind the President of the United 
States. ‘They pretend to go for the President’s 
plan, but, in reality, they go for more—they go 
beyond it, So soon as they accomplish their ob- 
ject,and California is admitted into the Union, they 
will be ready for a stampede, and will run over the 
balance of the President’s plan. This is the object 


V7 


and design of the friends of California. -A gentle- 
man [Mr. Winrurop] the other day stated, that 
he had discovered from the first that the object 
was to prolong this debate until the Senate could 
act upon the compromise bill. 

For one, sir, 1 declare my object to be, to stave 
off (by all honorable means) action in this House 
until the Roman-like effort now being made in the 
Senate of the United States, to save this Republic, 
to save this Union, shall have succeeded, or shall 
have failed. The two great leaders of the two 
i great parties of the country are laboring, with an 
ability and an ardor never surpassed in any age or 
country, to accomplish a great and patriotic ob- 
ject. I charge, that it is the wish and design of 
an overwhelming majority of the northern friends 
of California to defeat their noble efforts, by si- 
lence, by action upon the part of this House. I 
lj sail, sir, under an open banner; the northern 
friends of California are moving under cover, and 
are silently hoping to use the President’s plan ben- 
eficially, so far as the admission of California; then 
| repudiate and abandon the balance of the Presi- 
dent’s plan. ~ 

Why proceed with this debate? Why not take 
| up,the appropriation bills? The fiscal year is about 
to end, and the appropriation bills must be passed 
by the first of July, or the public service will suffer. 
We can lay the California bill aside, and take up 
and pass the necessary appropriation bills. In the 
mean time the Sgnate will have acted definitely upon 
the compromise bill. If this is done, I, for one, 


done, to see the majority of this House admit Cal- 
ij ifornia. 

Understanding as I do that it is the secret, if not 
| the avowed object of the friends of California, to 
hasten action here, in order to defeat the compro- 
i mise bill of the Senate, I shall continue, as | have 
done, openly, not secretly, to accomplish my object 
and prevent your hasty action. 

| Will gentlemen of the North permit an abstrac- 
tion, an idea, and assumed sympathy, to override 
: the appropriation bills and all otherlegislation? And 
| for what purpose? For the purpose of getting the 
| President’s plan, when everybody knows that a 
very large majority of the northern members are 
| willing and ready to ran rough-shod over his entire 
| plan, except California. The amendment sub- 
i mitted by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
| Strawron,] which, in my judgment, was a mere dec- 
|| laration of opinion, and not practically applicable 
i; to the ball, you voted it down—a mere sugar-plum, 
i as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Root] called it; 
yet you are afraid to vote even forasugar-plum, if it 
bears upon its face the remotest idea that you would 
j ever vote for the admission of another slave State 
| into this Union. You have raised the feelings of the 
! North to such a pitch, that you cower before it. 

| E make these remarks, sir, in order that the 


the compromise bill from the South are for a manly 


friends of California in the North are for disguis- 
ing their object, which is, to defeat the compromise 
bill of the Senate, while they receive credit from 
the country as the silent and working members. 
Why, gentlemen, you have plenty of work to do 
| if you will do it, and you will not be opposed by the 
refractory friends of the compromise bill. Take up 
the private calendar, or take up the appropriation 
bills. (The rap came—five minutes out.) I with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. CASEY renewed it. I confess (said Mr. 
|! C.) that I do not exactly understand what would 
be the effect of the amendment that has been 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama. And f 
ask leave to inquire of the gentleman, whether his 
: proposition is intended to apply toall the territories 
acquired by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
or whether it is intended to apply merely to the 
territories embraced in the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri? _ 

Mr. INGE. The proposition is confined ex- 
pressly to the territories embraced in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. Lt has no 
reference to any other. 


| would be willing, if it was the best that could be | 


country may understand, that while the friends of | 


and straightforward course, the majority of the |! 


Mr. CASEY. Iam in favor of the principles 
but if that is: the intention and view with:which 
the amendment is offered, I am: opposed to it: 
_ Mr. INGE. I will say that the principle is true 
in its application to all the territories, nee 
Mr. CASEY, Ifit is made to apply to-all, T will: 
vote for the proposition; and I take occasion to sayy: 
in my place, that if California had come here witha 
recognition of slavery in her constitution, } should 
have voted for her admission, if there were no 
other objection. I said so the other day, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Kentucky; i said toat 
if New Mexico comes here recognizing slavery in 
her constitution, I will vote for her admission. I 
am not to be deterred from the assertion of a prin- 
ciple, by an appeal to my constituents, any where. 
I have avowed myself here, and at home, and 
everywhere, against ultraism. Ido not go with 
gentlemen of the South in their ultraism, nor do L 
go with gentlemen of the North in their ultraism. 
No, sir: 
“ The hand of Douglass is his own, 


And never shall in friendly clasp 
‘The band of such as Marmion grasp.” 


I am in favor of the President’s plan, which the 
gentleman from Tennessee has alluded to. T telf 
him, sir, that [ am not afraid to assert the princi- 
ple embraced in that plan. Iam notafraid to as- 
sert it here, or anywhere; not as applicd to Cali- 
fornia, because I am opposed to the dismembering 
of California. I am in favor of. her admission 
as she stands, with her constitution as it is, and 
her boundary as it has been fixed by her; E am 
in favor of her admission without amendment to 
her constitution, and without restriction or limit to 
her boundary, other than that embraced in her con- 
stitution. But I say the principle itself I am in 
favor of; and I take occasion to say now, that itis 
the principle of the President’s plan. If you 
leave it to the people, if you refer the question to 
the people of the territories for their arbitrament 
and decision, you must abide by thatdecision... — 

Mr. INGE, (the floor being temporarily y:elded). 
said he understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to explain the President’s plan as being in 
opposition to the proposition which he had sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. CASEY, (resuming.) No, sir, I say that 
the principle embraced in the proposition of the 
gentleman, though not as applied to California, is 
the correct doctrine; it is the substratum, the 
foundation upon which our government is based, 
and upon which all free governments rest for their 
support. I say, if you refer the settlement of 
questions of principle which are to govern a cer- 
tain people to those people, you are bound by 
their decision—you cannot go beyond it. You 
might as well refer to a judicial tribunal the ‘set- 
tlement of a dispute, and suppose that you are 
bound by the decision if it be in your favor, and 
are at liberty to reject it if it is against you. 

{ withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed the amendment, and 
said he had heard with great pleasure the remarks 
which had fallen from the gentleman from Penn- 
sytvania, [Mr. Casey,] as well as those from his 
colleague, [Mr. Burier,] and that he was happy 
to find that two at least of the sons of that notie 
and gallant State, which lay immediately adjoining 
the State which he had the honor to represent, 
were prepared to sustain him in the position which 
he occupied in regard to the question then before 
the committee. He was one of those who had 
cheerfully voted for the amendment of the honora- 
ble member from Kentucky two daya since, not 
with a view to embarrass the bill then under con- 
sideration for the admission of California, for such 


| would not be its effect, but because it contained a 
| great and cardinal republican principle, which lies 


at the foundation of our whole system of Govero- 
ment, and because it contained an abstract propo- 
sition, the truth and justice of which is so obvious 


. In itself, and so vitaily essential to the harmony 
j and stability of. the Union at all times, that he 


could not let any opportunity, and least of all the 
present, pass without fully and emphatically atfirm~ 
ing it, so far as he could do so by: his vote. He 
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had cheerfully voted for that amendment, and he 
should cordially support the one now offered by 
the honorable gentleman from: Alabama, for the 
same reason, because it contained the same-sub- 
stantial principle, on which he was willing to risk 
not only his political existence, but if necessary, his 
life, arid even this Union itself. For it is manifest 
that-when the issue, which had been made here 
to-day and day before yesterday is again presented 
in a tangible and practical form to the people of 
this country on the broad ground which-has been 


assumed by some who have participated in this: 


debate, it will at once resolve itself into a question 
of disunion—of open and.undisguised dissclution—._ 


and nothing can prevent it. And when that day ar- 


rives, and that fatal and disastrous issue is again dis- 
tinctly made and presented to the people, that no 
State is hereafter to be admitted into this Union, 
under any circumstances whatever, without a pro-. 
hibition of slavery in her constitution, disunion, 
he repeated it, must-and would be its inevitable 
result; and when disunion followed on such an 
issue as that, he would here take occasion to say 
to gentlemen from all sections of the country, that 
not yon blue stream which now winds its tranquil 
course ‘beneath his eye, would mark the line of 
separation, but on the bold banks of another anda 
broader river, where the longest and the loudest 
of the roars of the Revolution were heard, and 
the hardest of its thunder-shocks had been felt, 
would that line be drawn. For firm and uncom- 
promising would be the stand which every slave- 
holding State in the Union, and Delaware with the 
rest, would then be constrained to assume and 
maintain, at all hazards, against. such as would 
dictate dishonorable and unequal terms to at least 
one-half of the sovereign States of this Union. 
He did not wish, however, to be misunderstood, in 
the tenor of his remarks on this subject. He 
was in favor of the admission of California, with 
her present limits and her present constitution, 
and should vote for the bill now before the com- 
. mittee for that purpose, at the earliest moment he 
should have an opportunity of doing so; and in 
doing so he should consider that he was acting in 
strict and faithful accordance with the views com- 
municated by the Executive on this subject. He 
approved of what is termed the “ President’s 
plan,” and understood it precisely as it had been 
defined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
President leaves it to the. people of the territories 
when they prepare, by adopting constitutions, for 
admission into the Union as States, to settle this 


question of slavery for themselves, either by ex- | 


cluding or establishing it as to them may seem 
proper; and so help him Heaven, if there was any 
man there or elsewhere who intended to deny this 
sovereign and republican right inherent in the peo- 
ple of every State, he was against him, and if 
needs be, against him to the death; and when 
that issue comes, if come it must, he for one should 
be prepared to meet it, as becomes a firm and 
consistent friend of the Constitution, and the clear 
and equal rights of the people of all the States. He 
should vote for the amendment submitted by the 
honorable member from Alabama, because, as he 
had before said, it contained a solemn principle, 
although an abstract one, if you please, so far as 
the present bill was concerned, which he most cor- 
dially approved, and which was involved, he be- 
lieved, in every scheme which had yet been sug- 


gested in either branch of Congress for the settle- | 


ment of the bitter and acrimonious controvers 

which had grown out of the acquisition of these ill- 
fated territories. He was in favor of the immedi- 
ate admission of California into the Union, because 
he thought the people of that State had suffered 
long enough, and far more than any other people, 
from our dissensions and distractions on this sub- 
ject, and from our utter failure thus far to provide 
any government for them; and because he believed 


that the convention which had framed the consti- | 
tution which had been sent here, had voluntarily | 
excluded slavery from the State, in accordance | 


with the almost unanimous wish of the people 
whom they represented, and in the exercise of an 


undoubted right for which they were responsible | 


to no power and no authority beyond their own 
limits; and no consistent statesman, north or 
south, east or west, in his opinion, could or would 
object to her immediate admission on that ground 
alone. On the contrary, if the people of New 
Mexico, or any other territory in the United 
States, should prefer the existence of the institu- 


tion among them, and on the formation of-a State i 


constitution preparatery to their admission. into 
the Union, should voluntarily adopt and establish 
it, and there should be no ‘better ground of objec- 
tion to its admission, he, for one, should feel it to 
be his duty to do everything in his power to se- 


cure its admission. No State has ever yet been | 


excluded from admission on any such offensive, 
insufficient, and unconstitutional ground as this; 
and, if in a fatal hour, one ever should be excluded 
on such. a ground, it required no prophetic foresight 
to perceive, that it will be the last of admissions, 
and the last of exclusions, from the glorious com- 
pact which now binds together, in bonds of equal 
dignity and equal rights, these free and confeder- 
ated States. These>were the sentiments which he 
had long entertained on this subject, and they were 
the sentiments by which his course and his votes 
would be governed on this occasion; and those 
who might differ with him, would find him stead- 
ily and inflexibly adhering to the principles which 
he had here avowed; and that he would not depart 
from them in any of the stages of the bill then þe- 
fore the committee.. He felt it due to himself to 
say, that he did not sympathize with either of the 
extreme sections of the Union in the acute and 
nervous sensibility which they sometimes exhib- 


ited on this subject of slavery. Perhaps it was į 


natural in his position that he should be, in a con- 
siderable degree, exempt from extreme agitation 
either way. That he did not entertain such opin- 


ions as both gentlemen from the South and the | 


North had frequentiy expressed here; but so far 
as the present question was concerned, he looked 
upon it as a question solely for the people of the 
respective territories to settle for themselves, when 
they come forward and apply for admission into 
the Union; and settle it which way they might, 
for or against slavery, he held that no one here 
or elsewhere, had any legal or constitutional right 
to call in question their decision. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, renewed the 
amendment. 
to know how to vote upon this question. At 
first he had not much doubt about it, but since 
two of his distinguished colleagues had gone, and 
since he found that the gentleman from Delaware 


was going with the South, he was quite frightened, | 


for he did not know what would be the conse- 
quence, if disunion should take place and they 
should be against us. He hoped the gentlemen 
would retract, and let us act fairly and leave at 
least doubtful questions where the gentleman from 
Delaware was for leaving them, with the people 
themselves. But, seriously, he could not support 
this amendment, and he did not want to hold out 
the idea to the South, for he desired to deal frankly 
even if offensively with them. He was not willing 
to hold out the idea to the South that he believed 


that any considerable portion of the North were | 


in favor of the principle of this amendment, for he 
did not believe it was the case. And he believed 
they would find, however much they might be in- 
clined to lay the flattering unction to their souls now, 
what had been demonstrated to-day by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey and others to be truc, that 
when the occasion comes, although as the gentle- 
man had well said, they would not be here them- 
selves, they would find successors who held no 
such principles. He believed it was the settled 
purpose ofa vast majority of the North that no 
new slave States should be admitted into the Union 
out of territory that was now free. 


the country that this was a test quesiion—thoug 
he did not believe it was—and he would ask no 


better test, he would ask no better platform to | 


stand upon. But there was another kind of prin- 
ciple which he thought ought to govern them, and 


it was this: when the Constitution was formed, | 


the slave States then in the Union were allowed to 


have their slave property represented, five slaves |. 


counting equal to three freemen. It was said then 


to be evidently unjust, unless other kinds of prop- |! 


erty were permitted also to Le represented; but 
there was nothing in the Constitution which re- 
quired that this privilege should be extended to 
new States; yet itappeared that some of the Repre- 
sentatives of the free States were ready and willing 
now to admit new slave States, and to extend to 
them this principle, although the Constitution did 
not require it. 
new States one man and five slaves should have 


Ti 
i 
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as many votes as four of their free constituents, 

He understood his respected colleague from Lu-- 
zerne and his respected colleague from Union 

county, as being willing to give to five slaves and ` 
their master, in the new States, as many votes ag 

four of their white constituents were entitled to, 

Let this fact go to their constituents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS made a remark which did not 
reach the ear of the reporter. 

Mr. STEVENS said he did not intend to mis- 
represent his colleague. He repeated, that such 
would be the effect of admitting new States in 
which the institution of slavery prevailed. Every 
new State where slavery existed would be entitled 
to a representation in the Federal Congress, based 
upon slave representation in the proportion of five 
slaves for three freemen; and the people of the 
old Connecticut Reserve, and the honest yeomanry 
of the Union, were to be balanced against a slave 
representation in that way. He, for one, could 
never agree to any such doctrine. The Constitu- 
tion did not require it; and by the Constitution he 
would abide. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON renewed the amendment. He 
said that Congress had now been in session more 
than six months, the ordinary length of along ses- 
sion, yet it had done absolutely nothing in the way 
of the transaction of the important public business 
which oughtto receive its attention. Both Houses 
have, with slight exception, been exclusively en- 
gaged in debating questions connected with the ad- 
mission of California, the territories, and slavery. 
In this House, we have had the President’s Califor- 
nia message before us for over four months, and over 
a month ago we voted to stop the debate on T'ues- 


He was somewhat puzzled, he said, | 


Let gentle- | 
men make this the test of their policy; jet it go to 


gin | 


day last, so as to cease talking and commence act- 
| ing. Inall this time, I have forborne to say one 
word upon any of these subjects, as I preferred to 
show my faith by my acts rather than by profes- 
sions. I have been ready and anxious to vote, 
but not to speak, and no one who has either heard 
or read the speeches that have been made can fail 
to conclude, that however able, and eloquent, and 
patriotic many of them have been, taken as a 
whole, they have done infinitely more barm than 
good, by tending, as they have, to excite and in- 
flame the public mind, but for which the country 
would be tranquil and happy. Believing this, T 
say, l have foregone any disposition I have had to 
mingle in these discussions, even at the risk of 
being misrepresented and assailed, as I have been 
at home. It is the conclusion, I find, of many 
persons, that a member of Congress must needs. 
speak upon every subject that comes up, or be set 
f down as of no account whatever; yet if he does 
| do so, he subjects himself to the just censure of the 
i| same class of men for thus delaying the public 
| business. 

| Lhave been ready and anxious to vote for the 
| separate admission of California from the first 
| moment she presented us her constitution. J am 
; no less willing and desirous of giving-proper gov- 
; ernments to New Mexico and Utah—in short, of 
| action upon all these questions, each by itself. 
| Action, not talking, is what the people demand of 
| 
| 
j 
j 
f 


us, and almost any kind of action is better than 
the miserable no-action policy recommended to us 
by the President. 
; But, my one object I had in rising at this time 
| is, to call the attention of the people to the spec- 
tacle we are now exhibiting. We resolved, over 
| a month ago, that we would stop this debate last 
Tuesday. lt was thought five months and more 
was quite time enough to debate one subject, 
Under our rules, however, after the regular debate 
i ceases, a member can move an amendment, and is 
allowed five minutes to explain it. Availing them- 
|| selves of this, we find that one amendment is 
moved, the member moving making a speech 


They were willing that in all the, 


|i thereon, withdraws it, and his friend who next 
gets the floor renews it, and so on to the end. 
: Thus, instead of closing debate, it appears we 
| have renewed it in another form, likely to prove 
far more acrimonious and unprofitable than under 
the hour rale. Now, that those who oppose the 
admission of California should seek to ingraft 
amendments upon the bill, and otherwise embar- 
rass its passage, is natural, and perhaps not un- 
fair or improper. But, that those who claim to 
be leaders, exclusive friends of California, should, 
j as has been the case, contribute also by their 
motions and speeches to delay action on this 
subject, is past my comprehension. For be it 
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known everywhere, that the South alone is not 
responsible for all these motions and delays for 
three days past. Let any man Inok over the de- 
bate, and he will find that, though southern gen- 
tlemen have made more speeches, yet you will 
find that northern gentlemen, who will have Cali- 
fornia alone, if we believe their professions, and 
nothing else, have furnished most unnecessarily 
and unwisely the text for these speeches. The 
country cannot fail to see that all such motions and 
speeches are out of place and suicidal on the part 
of those who desire to bring the House to a vote 
on this question, and T have used five minutes to 
invite attention to the fact. 

A word as to the amendment now under consid- 
eration, a vote upon which has so strangely ex- 
cited some gentlemen in the South. I have rarely 
heard it questioned by any one, that the people, in 


forming a State constitution, have notaright to do | 


as they please in reference to slavery, and that no 
objection can rightfully be made against their ad- 
mission into the Union, let them decide it as they 
may. And surely Whigs of the North who ad- 
vocate the President’s plan, must.admit this, for 
he urges no action by the Government, in order to 
let the people do this very thing. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON renewed the amendment. He 
said, the President had transmitted to the House 
the constitution of California, and the question 
now before us is, whether that constitution shall 
be accepted. That is what the bill now under de- 
bate proposes to do, and it proposes nothing more. 
Wow, sir, E shall vote for nothing that does not 
lead directly to a decision of that question, discon- 
nected from all extraneous matter. I shall, 
therefore, vote against the amendment now pro- 
posed, and against that which my colleague [Mr. 
Scuencx] has given notice of his intention to offer, 
and all others of a like character. The amend- 
ment, in substance, is a declaration that it shall 
not be an objection to the admission of any State 
hereafter that the constitution of such State admits 
or excludes slavery. By this I suppose it is in- 
tended to declare that it is no constitutional or 
legal objection to the admission of a State that its 
constitution prohibits or recognizes slavery. Let 
me take one of these alternative propositions first, 
which is, that we shall declare in this bill that it 
shall be no objection to the admission of a State 
that its constitution prohibits slavery. What prac- 
tical purpose, sir, can that answer? If any prin- 
ciple is more firmly established than any other by 
the legislation of this country and by the opinion 
of the nation, it is that very one, 
tion of the Constitution, not less than seven States, 
with constitutions excluding slavery, have been 
admitted into the Union. It has, then, been seven 
times affirmed by every branch of the law-making 
power that it is no objection to the admission of a 


State that its constitution prohibits slavery. And | 


it has been still oftener affirmed that it is no objec- 
tion to the admission of a State that its constitution 


admits of slavery, since a greater number of slave | 
This is | 


than of free States have been admitted. 
the solid and immutable basis on which both parts 
of this proposition stand. And for one, sir, as a 
Representative from a free State, lam not willing 
to weaken jt by voting for a proposition that, if it 
have any efficacy, carries with it an inference or 
implication that the position is in danger or 
doubt, and requires to be reatiirmed. I do not 
want any such declaration in behalf of the free 
States; and I am not willing to give, and shall not 
give, any vote that may imply that there is any 
doubt or question about the right to admit a State 
with a free constitution. And if I were the repre- 
sentative of a southern State I would not vote for 
a declaration that carries with it an implication that 
the right to admit a State with a constitution allow- 
ing slavery does not stand on an immutable basis 
By the repeated and solemn sanctions it has re- 
ceived. Again, sir, lam opposed to this declara- 
tion, because, as it is now proposed to be intro- 
duced, it is not legislation, and has nothing to do 


Since the adop- | 


with the question before us, but is a mere idle ab- | 


straction, which nobody ever disputed. To intro- 
duce such abstractions into practical legislation is 
to convert the House into a debating and resolving 
club. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the 
amendment, and said: I wish, Mr. Chairman, to put 
a question to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vin- 


ron,] who has just taken his seat. I wish to know | 
ifhe would vote for the admission of a State into the 
Union with a constitution recognizing African sla- 
very? Hehas just said that there could be no 
legal or constitutional objection to the admission 
of sucha State; but there might be some ‘* senti- 
mental ” objection. Wehave heard strange doc- 
trines lately—we have heard of principles and senti- 
ments higher than the law, and carrying obliga- 
tions stronger than the Constitution. It is useless 
for the gentleman totell me that there could be no 
legal or constitutional objection to the admission 
of a slave State into the Union. That I know 
quite well. And it is equally useless for him to tell 
me what has been the past history of the country 
on this subject: that I also know quite well, But 
I know likewise, that there isa party in the North 
who aver that there shall be no more slave States, 
notwithstanding there is no legal or constitutional 
objections to their admission; and I want to know 
if the gentleman from Ohio belongs to that party. | 
I therefore put the question directly to him, and 
ask him if he would vote for the admission of a 
State with a constitution recognizing slavery? } 
put the question to him, and I want him to an- 
swer it here, in the presence of this House, and 
before the American people. I pause for a reply. 

Several Voices. Heis silent, > 

Yes, (continued Mr. 8.,) the gentleman is silent. | 
I call upon the House and the country to note 
the import of that silence. If the amendment pro- 
posed be such a bare abstraction as he represents 
it, why does he not respond to my plain, but di- 
rect'question? Tam bound to infer, sir, that he 
would not vote to admit a State, if the people in 
any of our territories should form a constitution 
with slavery. And I am bound to infer the same 
thing of all those other gentlemen around me, who 
profess to be for the President’s plan, as they call 
it. That plan, Tam bound to believe, was under- | 
stood by the President to be nothing but the adop- 
tion of the principles of this amendment for the ter- 
ritories. That principle is, to let the people decide 
this question for themselves when they form a 
State constitution; and yet, strange to say. only 
two gentlemen of the Whig party from the North, | 
(Mr. Burter and Mr. Casey,] both of Pennsyl- 
vania, have this day risen and declared on this floor, 
that would they stand by that plan in good faith. 
I call the especial attention of the House and the 
country to this fact; and I ask any fair and can- 
did man, if my colleague [Mr. Toomss] was not 
right the other day, when he charged upon mem- 
bers of this [louse who had pretended to espouse 
that plan, purposes of fraud and deception? You | 
cannot escape from it. You are for the plan only 
so far as it suits your interest. You will Jet the 
people settle the question, provided they settle it į 
your way, but if they do not, then you will reject jj 
their application to be admitted as States. Sir, I 
want this House purged upon this question. 1 
want no equivocation, no evasion, no dodging, |: 
and no skulking. If you arefor the President’s || 
plan, if you arein favor of leaving this question ʻi 


for the people, untrammeled, to decide for them- i 
selves, have the manliness to say so; and if you || 
are not, don’t show the pusillanimity of attempt- I 
ing by fraudulent practices to make people believe || 
that you are when you are nat. [intend to speak |} 
plainly to the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Vinron.] jj 
He cannot deceive me in this matter. How did |! 
he vote on the bill introduced last session by the 

present Secretary of the Navy, to allow the people |; 
of California to form a constitution for themselves i 
untrammeled by Congress. That was the plan i| 
of the President. Was he then for it, or was he 
for loading it with the proviso? Let him answer | 


me. 

Mr. VINTON interposed and said, he did not 
vote upon it at all—he was in the chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS continued; yes, sir, I know 
that. But was he for the bill? Would he have | 
voted for itif he had been out of the chair? Or 
would he vote for a similar bill now, for the other | 
territories? That is the question I put to him, and | 
he ;is again silent. Now, sir, I ask, is this fair |! 
dealing, and do gentlemen really think they can į 
humbug me, and bamboozle the country in this | 
way by their pretending that their opposition to || 
this amendment is for no other reason than because |) 
itis an abstraction, thrown in to embarrass the ad- | 
mission of California? i 

One word, sir, in reply to another gentleman | 


from Ohio, {Mr. Gippines,] who comes out boldly, |! 


: tee. 


; altogether mistaken. 


and declares his opposition to the admission of 
any more slave States. He says, that those north- 
ern gentlemen who are willing to.allow slave States 
to be admitted, are-for putting their free constitu- 
ents of the North ona footing with southern slaves. 
I deny it. I join issue with him upon the fact.. Í 
say that his assertion is groundless and gratuitous. 
I have heard a great deal upon this floor about the 
political power secured to the South on account of 
the two-fifth representation. That. gentleman: has 
just said, that one man with one thousand slaves 
in New Mexico, would have as much power in 
this Government, as six hundred freemen of the 
North. Ideny the fact. A freeman inPennsyiva- 
nia and a freeman in Ohio, has as much influence 
and power in this Government under our Constis 
tution, as a freeman has in Georgia, Virginia, or 
any other slave State. And a freeman in any one 
of those States with a thousand slaves, has no 
more power or influence, has no more privileges, 
immunities or franchises under the Constitution of 
the United States, than a freeman in the freest 
State of this Union has. This whole argument 
against the South on account of the two-fifth rep- 
resentation rests upon assumptions which are 
unjust and untrue. Instead of giving the South 
additional power, it is actually restrictive of her 
power. This 

(Here the hammer fell.) Mr. S. withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed the 
amendment. He said, the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Vinroy] says that the proposition now be- 
fore the committee is one about which there can 
be no controversy—that itis settled—and that he 
will not throw doubt upon such a proposition by 
voting for it. Does the gentleman, then, desire to 
throw light upon it by voting against it? Now, i 
understood the gentleman to be silent when he was 
asked whether he had voted for the admission of 
a slaveholding State, or whether he would vote for 
the admission of such a State hereafter. 1 under- 


| stood the gentleman, by his silence, toassume this 


position: that he would not vote as a question of 
policy—not upon legal or constitutional grounds— 
that he had committed himself not to vote——~ 

Mr. VINTON. The gentleman has no right to 
assert any such understanding. 

Mr. STANTON. Why, then, didnot the gen- 
tleman answer when the question was put to him? 
Now, I understand that the Legislatures of fourteen 
of the northern States have declared against the 
admission hereafter of any slaveholding State into 
the Union. This is the sum and substance—this 
is the gist of of the whole question, T'his is the 
pivot upon which it turns—this is the pivot upon 
which this Union is balanced 

Mr. DUNCAN interposed, and (Mr. S. yielding 
the floor) was understood to suggest that the dec- 
Jaration of those Legislatures had been qualified so 
far as to make it applicable to States made out of 
territory now free. 

Mr. STANTON, (resuming.) I know that the 


ii non-slaveholding States have begged the question, 
| by assuming that the territories recently acquired 
i from Mexico are free; but when the question comes 


toa vote here, their Representatives have invariably 


i considered it necessary to impose upon those ter- 


ritories the Wilmot proviso, which, if heir doc- 
trine had been true, or if they themselves believed 
it to be true, was altogether unnecessary. 1 can 
well conceive how these gentlemen, who always 
voted against the Wilmot proviso, can consist- 


| ently vote for the propositions before the commit- 


l honor those gentlemen who uniformly 
maintain the principle in that proviso. But as 
regards any other northern gentleman who votes 


i| for the Wilmot proviso, and, at the same time, 


declares himself in favor of that proposition, 1 say 
I am unable to comprehend the consistency of 


: his position. 


Mr. BISSELL (interposing, and Mr. S. yield- 


i ing the floor) said, did I understand the gentle- 
i man to assert, that fourteen of the non-slavehold- 


ing States had passed resolutions declaring that 
no slaveholding States should hereafter be ad- 
mitted into the Union? 

Mr. STANTON. I understand so. 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman is mistaken— 


Mr. STANTON. If 1 amso,I am happy to 
be corrected. I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. renewed the amendment, 
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He was aware that a vast number of the States of 
the North. had passed resolutions asserting that no 
more slave States should be admitted into the 
Union. He stated that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Mann,]-had stated that fourteen 
of the free States had passed resolutions in favor of 
the proviso, and that. gentleman was better in- 
formed on the subject than he (Mr. C.) was. He 
had seen the resolutions of some of these States. 
Those of Vermont and Massachusetts had decided 
that no more slave States ought to be admitted into, 
the Union. He had read over these resolutions, 
and he had no doubt that all the New England 
States had so decided. + 

Mr. FULLER. There is oneexception. The 
< State of Maine had passed no such resolutions. 

Mr. CLINGM.AN resumed. Maine then was 
an exception. How had it been with the State of 
New York? Had she made a similar decision ? 

Mr. JOHN A. KING. Her decision may be 
gathered from the resolutions of her Legislature, 
which he had presented a short time ago. She 
affirmed that Congress had no right to extend 
slavery over the free territories which we have 
recently acquired. ; 

Mr, CLINGMAN said the limitation made no 
difference. Jt was not, however, a matter of much 
moment how many States there are. There was 
a great majority of the free States. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said that almost 
all the free States had passed resolutions in favor 
of the Wilmot proviso, which was the same thing. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said he knew that. Califor- 
nia knew as well us we know on this Foor, that her 
surest way. to get admission into the Union was 
to insert in her constitution a clause prohibiting 
slavery. i 

Mr. CARTTER was recognized, and yielded 
the floor, for explanation, to 

Mr. CASEY who merely wished to say, in an- 
swer toythe declaration of his colleague, [Mr. Sre- 
yens,] that he wanted it to go out to his (Mr.C.’s) 
constituents, that he (Mr. C.) would give as much 
power to a slaveholder owning five negroes as four 
of his constituents had—that he (Mr. C.) denied 
the principle in toto. The representation was not 
of the slaveholder, but of the negroes themselves, 
and a slaveholder in New Mexico, even if he 
owned fifty slaves, would only have the same vote 
as one of his constituents. 

He would return his. colleague’s compliment by 
saying that he wished it to go out to the thirteen 
or fourteen thousand Whigs of Lancaster county, 
who voted for General Taylor, that, although his 
colleague [Mr. Stevens] had made three or four 
speeches, he had not said a word in favor of the 
eminently statesmanlike and patriotic plan of the 
Administration for the settlement of this great 
question. 

Mr. CARTTER resumed, and said he had not 
obtained the floor for the purpose of making a 
speech, but bringing the amendment to a vote. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to know whether 
the amendment is under the control of the gentle- 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. CARTTER. I don’t withdraw it whether 
it is or not. 

After some conversation on the point of order— 
it appearing that Mr. Cartrer had not renewed 
the amendment, and 

Mr. GORMAN risingand addressing the Chair, 
and renewing the amendment, 

The floor was given to the latter gentleman. 

Mr. GORMAN said: Mr. Chairman, I had not 
intended to have said anything upon this subject. 
I thought it the best policy for those who, acting 
with me, were in favor of the admission of Cali- 
fornia, to have remained silent; but some remarks 
which have fallen from the Whig side of. this 
House, l think, should not go unnoticed. The 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Scuencx] was in favor 
of applying the Wilmot proviso to our territories, 
and thereby keep them free, while Congress had 
the power, as he conceived, to legislate for them, 
and that when they were ready to form their own 
constitution and ask for admission into the Union, 
they surely would then prohibit slavery, This, 
sir, is saying substantially, that he will not con- 
gent to vote for the admission of any State into the 
Union unless it prohibits slavery. 

Gentlemen are opposed to African slavery, and 
have agitated the subject here and elsewhere, until 
the very Union itself is now endangered and se- 


viously threatened with dissolution, They never 


think that, by the Wilmot proviso, they məke |; 
white freemen slaves, and compel them, without 
letting them be heard, to take such institutions as 
the gentleman from Ohio and his coadjutors would 
impose upon them. 

Sir, Lhold no political communion with any 
party who refuse to trust the people to mould their 
institutions to their own liking. ‘That party which 
refuses to trust the people with political power, is 
unfit and unworthy, politically, to be trusted them- 
selves. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] dis- 
tinguished for his long and able services, says that 
it is no objection to the admission‘of a State into 
the Union that she establishes or prohibits slavery; 
yet he studiously avoids answering the question 
put to him by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
Toomns,] and the gentleman from Tennessee, fMr. 
Sranron,] whether he would now vote to admit a 
slave State into the Union? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] says itis the settled | 
determination of a large majority of the North, 
that no more slave States shall be admitted into 
this Union. The gentleman from Ohie, [Mr. Gip- 
pings,] solemnly, in his place, declares that such 
is the determination of his constituents and of 
the people generally of the North. This may be 
true with the Whig party, with whom those gen- 
tlemen act. Sir, the Whig party of the North 
have echoed the Free-Soil-Abolition sentiment, to 
wit: ** No more slave States to be admitted into | 
the Union,” with a few honorable exceptions, and 
those exceptions, too, chiefly confined to the North- į 
west. 

Sir, the Constitution we have sworn to support, 
and that we are solemnly bound to observe and 
maintain, declares that ‘‘ new States may be ad- 
mitted by the Congress into this Unign,” with | 
bat one qualification, viz: that her constitution | 
shall be republican in form. The doctrine that | 
no State shall be admitted into this Union, unless | 
her constitution prohibits slavery, is anti-repub- 
lican—contrary tothe genius of our institutions, 
and a violation of the sovereign righ's of freemen, 
and a vital stab at the equality and rights of the 
States. You want negroes to be free! but you | 
want to make slaves of white American citizens. 
If the freemen of the territories are capable of 
modeling their institutions for the governmeng of 
the domestic relations between husband and wife, 
parent and child, goardian and ward, they must 
be, and they are, capable of regulating the rela- 
tion of master and servant. i 

Sir, a distinguished gentleman in the other end 
of the Capitol who, not long since, bore the banner 
of the Whig party in the great Empire State, and 
to whom the whole Whig party of the North did 
homage, has proclaimed that there is ‘fa power 
higher than the Constitution.’ Sir, if we are to 
sit still, and see encroachments upon that sacred 
instrument made day after day, hour after hour, 
and month after month, until itis torn to pieces 
by the ruthless hand of agitators, we had as well 
give up our Unionatonce. Sir, if the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Scuenex] will stand upon the 
doctrine of the present Chief Magistrate, in re- 
gard to the right of the people to form constitu- 
uons for themselves, I will give him my hand; 
and, so far as that point is concerned, welcome 
bim into the Democratic ranks, But there are 
but few Whigs in the northern States who can 
stand up boldly on this floor, and proclaim that 
they would vote, to-day, to admit a slave State || 
into this Union that had been formed by the in- 
dependent votes of independent freemen. For 
sir, when they return home they would be me 
hy their former declarations, that no more slave | 
States should be admitted into this Union formed 
out of territory now free. Since the present 
Chief Magistrate has repudiated that declaration 
in his message now before the committee, some 
gentlemen are beginning to hesitate, “squirm,” 
back out, and apologize, rather than io seem to re- 
fuse to follow the hand of power and patronage, 
and by this cry, the Whigs, with the aid of Free- 
Soil Abolitionists, have beaten down and de- 
stroyed many cf our best Democrats, who dared 
to stand by the Constitution and the rights of the 
people, to settle this question for themselves. 

Mr. THOMAS moved that the committee. rise, 
but waived the motion temporarily at the request 


of 
Mr. J. A. KING, who, in order, he said, that 
there might be no mistake about his own senti- |j 


ments, or the sentiments of the State which he had 
the honor in part to represent, desired to read the 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, on the subject of slavery, to which he 
had referred. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. KING read the following: - 

Resolved, (iť the Assembly conctr,) That the determina- 
tion indicated by the governor’s messages and the resolutions 
of the legislatures of various of the slaveholding States, 
and by the representatives of such States in Congress, to 


| extend domestic slavery over the territory acquired by the’ 


late treaty of peace with the Republic of Mexico, we feel 


| bound to oppose by all eonstimtional means 5 and recogni- 


zing the constitutional power of Congress to prohibit, by 


| positive enactment, the extension of slavery into free terri- 


tory, our Senators in Congress are hereby instructed, and 
our Representatives requested, to use their best efforts to in- 
sert such a positive prohibition into any law they may pass 
for the government of the territories in question. 

Resolved, (if the Assembly coneur,) That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives requested, 
to resist firmly, ald to the utmost of their ability, aud by 
such positive legislation as may be necessary, the extension 
of human slavery, or the jurisdiction of Texas over any 
part of New Mexico. 

Resolved, (if the Assembly concur,) That we bave Jearned 
with great satisfaction thatthe people of California have 
adopted a constitution which is entirely in accordance with 
the spirit of the free institutions of our country, and our 
Senators in Congress are hereby instracted, and our Repre- 
sentatives requested, to aid in the passage of such Jaws a3 
may be necessary to admit that State into the Union. 

Resolved, (it the Assembly coueur,) That the people of 
this State are desirous of preserving inviolate the federal 
Union, and that they wiilstrenuously oppose al attempts, 
from whatever source they may emanate, or under what- 
ever pretence they may. be made, to effect its dissolution. 


'To that extent (said Mr. K.) my responsibility 


| goes; and no further. 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Tuomas, was taken, and agreed to. 
So the committee rose and reported. 


CALIFORNIA DEBATES. 


Mr. GILMORE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution relating to the pur- 
chase of certain copies of the debates of the Cal- 
ifornia Convention, to form a State constitution, 
had yesterday been referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The motion was entered, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 15, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 10th instant, calling for information in rela- 
tion to the practicability of deepening the entrance 
to Mobile bay; which was read and ordered to lie 
on the table, ` 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented a memorial of clergymen: 
of the city of Boston, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, asking that a public vessel may be employed 
to carry delegates from the United States to the 
Peace Convention, to be held at Frankfort, in 
Germany; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, asking that the right of trial by jury may be 
allowed to fugitive slaves. 

Also, a petition from citizens of the same, ask- 
ing that slavery may be abolished in the District of 


; Columbia, 


Also, from the same, asking that slavery may be 


| prohibited by law in all the Territories of the United 


Siates. 

Also, a petition!from citizens of the same, asking 
that no State may hereafter be admitted into the 
Union whose constitution does not prohibit sla- 
very within its limits. 

Also, four petitions from citizens and female in- 
habitants of the Siate of Pennsylvania, asking the 
adoption of measures for abolishing slavery 
throughout the United Siates, or relieving the peo- 
ple of that State from the responsibility of aiding in 
its support; all of which several petitions were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Champlain, New 
York, asking the adoption of measures for the ad- 
justment of international difficulties by arbitration; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : 

Also, a petition from inhabitants of the State of 
Maine, asking that thearmy and navy may be abol- 
ished, and that portion of the Constitution which 


# 
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confers on Congress the power to declare war may 
be amended; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial from the 
faculty of the Medical Department of the George- 
town College, in the District of Columbia, asking 
„an approrpriation te aid in the establishment of an 
infirmary for the sick and disabled poor; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, asking the establishment of mail routes 
from Grand Rapids to Mackinac, from Saginaw to 
Grand Taverse bay, in the State of Michigan, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of physi- 
cians, and other citizens of Fredericksburg, Vir- 
ginia, asking that the rank of medical officers of 
the navy may be assimilated by law to that of offi- 
cers of like grades in the medical department of the 
army; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KING submitted documents in relation to 
the claims of the State of Alabama for interest on 
the two and three per cent. funds of that State, 
arising out of sales of public lands within her limits; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, ~ 

Mr. SHIELDS submitted documents relating to 
the claim of Gustavus Heimberger, an officer in 
the late war with Mexico; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

THE MORMONS. 


Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of 
James J. Strang, George J. Adams, and William 
Marks, Presidents of the Church of the Saints, 
Apostles of the Lord Jesus Christ, and witnesses 
of his name unto all nations, asking that Congress 
will pass a law giving the consent of the nation 
that the saints may settle upon.and forever occupy 
all the uninhabited lands of the islands in Lake 
Michigan, and to cease to sell the same to other 
persons, and asking of the people of the United 
States, as they have not allowed their brethren to 
remain in peace with them, they will atleast suffer 
them to remain there, separate from them. The 
memorial sets forth that ten thousand men, women, 
and children, were illegally expelled from the State 
of Missouri, plundered of their possessions, exiled 
from their homes, and driven in destitution, hun- 
ger, and want, in midwinter, to a distant Jand, 
passing much of the way in the midst of foes who 
not only refused them shelter and food, but kept 
them in continual danger. If you tell us (say 
they) as some of your predecessors told our mar- 
tyred prophets while they were yet alive, ‘‘ that 
you have no power to redress our wrongs,’ then 
there is presented to the world the melancholy 
spectacle of the greatest Republic on earth, a 
christian nation, acknowledging itself powerless to 
judge; unable to protect tne right; a nation on 
whose righteousness half the earth rest the hopes 
of man, confessing that there is a power above 
the law, riding down the Constitution, which 
stalks abroad to plunder and banish the citizens, 
and none to rebuke; murders the unoffending in- 
nocent, and none to say ‘“ why do ye so?” which 
sanctifies its deeds of violence even in the eyes of 
religious men, by blackening the fame of their 
glorious deeds with the name of crimes, which in 
their lifetime it dared not attempt to prove, even in 
its own tribunals. 

After presenting the petition and stating its ob- 

ect— 

Mr. WALKER said: As the petition is en- 
dorsed with a wish that I should present it to the 
Senate, I move that it be received, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr.. FELCH. I would suggest the propriety 
oflaying the petition on the table. I believe the 
Government now owns no lands in that part of the 
country. 

Mr. WALKER. If there are no such lands, 
of course there isan end of the matter, and the 
committee can so report; but as the petition is 
couched in respectful terms, | should prefer that it 
be referred, in order, to satisfy. the memorialists. 

The petition was then referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
“following resolution, which was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to report 
to the Senate any evidence in his Departusent of vexauous 
suits instituted in any of the courts of admiraity in the 
United States against foreign vessels entering our ports. 

_ Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 


< 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expedieucy of allowing an increase of 
pension to Gustavus Heimberger, who wasseverely wounde 
in an action near Tampico, in the late war with Mexico. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-route from Pine Bluff, Arkansas, via Monti- 
cello, Dry Ridge, Lacy, Fountain Hill, te De Bastrop, and 
report by biH or otherwise. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: > 

Resolved, That the Committce on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
payment of interest to the State of Alabama upon the five 
per cenl. stock of the proceeds ofthe sales of ihe public lands 
within said State which has been withheid by the United 
States. 

IMPEACHED CLAIMS UPON GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to present a reso- 
lution of inquiry, and I beg leave of the Senate to 
state the facts upon which I base it. I claim to 
be the descendant collaterally of a gentleman by 
the name of John Rogers. As the heirs of this 
Mr. John Rogers, some fifteen or twenty years 
ago, my family drew from the treasury some 
three or four thousand dollars; and recently an- 
other family claiming to be the heirs of this gen- 
tleman have drawn twelve or fourteen thousand 
dollars for the same services. So that two fami- 
lies representing John Rogers, who wasa captain 
in the Virginia State line, have presented their 
claims and obtained money from the treasury of 
the United States. Iclaim to be the nephew of 


this man, and according to tradition in our family, | 


he died a few years after the Revolution, without 


having been married, or having children, and ! 
for that time we have been paid a claim which | 
amounted to between three and four thousand dol- |! 


lars. But the other family say that the true John 
Rogers lived a great many years longer, and as 
the amount of the half-pay would be in propor- 
tion to the time he lived, the second family got 


about three or four times as much as my family 
l 


was paid. 


A man by the name of Williams, some fourteen 


or fifteen years ago, wrote to an old uncle of mine, 
now in his eighty-fifth year, who received this 
money as theadministrator of his deceased brother, 
and asked by what authority he received the 
money which was paid to him. My uncle an 
swered, stating that he received it because he wa 


| the administrator of the estate of Captain Rogers; | 
| because he had the diploma of Captain Rogers as 


a member of the Cincinnati society, identifying 
him as the true Captain Rogers; because he held 
two commissions of Captain Rogers establishing 
his identity, and that he and his family bad inher- 
ited the property of Captain Rogers. 
heard no more of Mr. Wililams, the prosecutor of 
the claim of the second family, until I came on 
here, when 1 found that some twelve or fourteen 
thousand dollars had been paid out to them. This 


; is not the only case of the kind, and, in view of 


this matter, 1 think the following resolution would 
be proper: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the rééxamination, by the judicial deparuucnt of the 


Government, of any paytnent imade by the cxeeutive de- 5) 
partment which may be unpeached by subsequent informa- |! 
ag the payment, | 
ary tO re over ii 


tion communicated to the department m; 
and whetherany further legislation be necess 
money abstracted from the treasury th:ough traud or mis- 
take. 


In justice perhaps to the department which paid |) 


this money, l shouid state that | called upon the 
department, after learning the fact that this dou- 
ble payment had been made, and made some in- 
quiries into it. The Secretary of the Interior in- 
formed me that a bundle of papers had been filed 
as the proofs, which he had examined before the 
claim was paid, whereas that of my living uncle 


rested ona single affidavit, made by an old soldier. į 


There was a whole bundle of testimony to prove 
that John Rogers who lived to the latter period was 
the trueJohn Rogers; and Mr. Ewing informed 
me that, on looking over the papers, he thought 
the payment had been improperly made to my 
family; and i put myself to the trouble of satisfying 
the Department of the claim of my family, by ob- 


Well, we: 


taining the original commissions, the original pat- 
ents of the land, and a great many other things of 
that sort. There can of course no blame attach 
to the Department in a case of this sort, because 
it must be a matter of judgment which testimony 
should prevail; and here is an accumulation of tes- 
timony to countervail the testimony by which the 
money was drawn in the first instance, some twenty 
or thirty years ago. In the conversations which 
have grown out of this business, this question has 
arisen: whether the payment thus made by the de- 
| partment upon testimony filed is final and conclu- 
Sive, or whether it may not be recovered back, 
i It is perfectly clear in this case that one of these 
families should refund the money, and the ques- 
tion is, whether these adjudications are so final that 
| the money cannot be recovered. The object of 
this resolution is to get the Judiciary Committee 
to take up this matter; and I make this statement 
| of facts to show that it is a matter of some import- 
| ance, and that they ought to provide some means 
| by law for the reclamation of money thus paid 
through fraud or through mistake. l 
The resolution was adopted. 


REPAYMENTS TO STATES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved that the 
Senate proceed to the cousideration of the joint 
resolution supplementary to the resolution to re- 
| fund money to the States which have supplied 
volunteers and furnished them transportation, 
during the late war, before being mustered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I rise for the pur- 
; pose of making a brief explanation of the resolu- 
i tion. It will be recollected that, by the act re- 
i ferred to in the resolution, provision was made to 
: pay all persons, corporations, or States, any money 
| expended by them in raising or equipping troops 
{| for the war with Mexico. It has occurred that 
i some of the States have paid accounts for the 
j raising and equipping of troops without taking 


ji their vouchers in a formal manner, and that 


| On motion of Mr. CLARKE, several verbal 
ii amendments were made. The resolution was then 
reported back to the Senate, the amendments werè 
concurred in, the resolution was ordered to be en- 
| grossed for a third reading, and subsequently read 
a third time and passed. 


if RECESS. 
|| The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


|; of a resolution offered by Mr. Yuree, that when 
i the Senate adjourns on Monday, it adjourn ‘to 
| meet on the Thursday following. f à 
| After some conversation, the resolution was 
l modified so as to read that, when the Senate ad- 
; journs on Thursday next, it will adjourn to meet 
i on the Monday following. On which motion the 
|| yeas and nays were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Chase, Clay, Clemens, Corwin, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, 
, Foote, Greene, Hele, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, 
se, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
Spruance, Stargeon, Wales, and Yulee—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Housion, Norris, Underwood, Upham, 


i 

| 

F Walker, aud Whitcomb—1l0, 

|| The resolution was adopted. 
| DONATIONS OF PUBLIC LANDS, 
i 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate, 
! asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
| consideration of Senate bill No. 28, being the bill 
in relation to donations of lands to certain persons 
in the State of Arkansas. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, with an amendment, upon which 
the question was stated. i 

The amend mentis as follows: 

Strike out ail after the enacting clause, and insert tie fol- 
i lowing: 


} 
| 
| 
li 
i 
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«That all claims to donations of land in the State of Ar- 
kansas, which have been adjudicated and allowed by the re- 
gister and receiver of the proper land district, in virtue of the 
provisions of the eighth section of the act of Congress, ap- 
proved on the twenty-fourth of May, one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-eight, entitled An act to aid the Strate 
of Ohio in extending the Miami caval from Dayton to Lake 
Erie, and tò grant a quantity of laud to said State, to aid in 
the construction of canals authorized by law, and for mak- 
ing donations of Jand to certain persons in Arkansas terri- 
tory,’ and of other subsequent acts of Congress on the same 
subject, and which have not been located and patent-certifi- 
cates issned therefor, or which, having been so located, were 
compelled to yield to other and prior rights, either in whole 
or in pact, and not subsequently relocated within the period 
fixed by law, may he entered with the register of any one of 
the land offices in the State of Arkansas, at any time within 
one year from the passage of this act, in the same manner 
and under the same restrictions aud conditions as existed 
prior to the twenty-fourth day of May, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-eight, the day last limited for the location 
of these claims: Provided, That no such claim shall be so 
located against which fraud has been or may be alleged, 
until all objection thereto shail have been removed, to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Uffice.”? 


Mr. SEBASTIAN remarked that the amend- 
ment reported by the committee was a substitute 
for the original bill as offered by himself, and would 
attain the same object, and in a manner much 
more to his liking than the original, He hoped, 
therefore, the amendment would be adopted; and 
it was then his intention to offer an amendment 
embracing a separate and independent class of cases 
entirely different from the others. He would then 
move to recommit the bill with the amendments to 
the Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. KING said it was far from his intention to 
throw any obstacle in the way of the object which 
the Senator desired; but the method proposed by 
the Senator would effect nothing. If his intention 
was to recommit the bill, he might offer his amend- 
ment, and have the whole matter referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, embracing the various 
objects which he desired; but the adoption of his 
amendment would not change the character of the 
bill in the slightest degree. He would, therefore, 
suggest the propriety of offering the amendment 
which the Senator has intimated, and then recom- 
mit the bill with the amendment offered by the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN accepted the suggestion of 
the Senator from Alabama, and submitted the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in as additional sec- 
tions at the end of the amendment of the com- 
mittee: 

Be it enacted, That, after the expiration of one year from 
the passage of this act, all public lands lying within the State 
of Arkansas, remaining unsold, and heretofore reserved trom 
gale on accountof any Spanish or French land-claim, which 
may have been at any time confirmed by the edicts of the 
late Territory of Arkansas, shall be proclaimed and offered 
for sale by the Presideut of the United States, aud subject 
to sale in all respects as other public lands, — 

And be it enacted, Sc. ‘That until the expiration of one 
year from the passage ofthis act, any person owniug or claiin- 
ing any land located with any such Spanish or French con- 
firmation, and who is a purchaser thereof subsequent to 
such confirmation, for a valuable consideration in good faith, 
or whose assignor, mediate or immediate, has purchased in 
good faith, or who, uot being such owner or elaimant, is in 
the actual possession and cultivation of the same, or who, 
not being an occupant, shall be owner of legal claim or title 
where there is not an adverse possession, shall be en- 
titled to a right of pre@mption to such land; and such per- 
gon, or the legal representative of any such person, shatl be 
allowed to enter and purchase the same at the minimum 
price of the public lands, at any time within one year from 
the pas-age or this act, in legal subdivisions cf not less than 
forty acres, in the same manner as other preémptors: Pro- 
vided, Such person, so claiming such land, shall, before he 
is allowed to enter and pu chase the same, make proof, to 
the satisfaction of the proper land officers of the district 
within which such land may be situated, of the facts re- 
quired hy this act to entitle such person to such right of pre- 
emption and purehase, under such rules and regulations as 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall pre- 
acribe, 

nd be it enacted, &c., That all laws and parts of laws in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act shall be, and the 
same dre hereby, repealed. 


On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the bill was 
then recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the admission of California as a 
State into the Union, to establish  territcrial gov- 
ernments for Utah and New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundaries; an account of 
which will be published in the Appendix. 

“he Senate next proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and after some time thus 
spent, 

The Senate adjourned. 


| Jsdt;—be made the special order of ibe day tor Monday, June 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 17, 1850. 

The Journal of Saturday was read ahd approved. 

Mr. BAYLY rose and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to enable him to submit the 
following resolution; which, at his request, was 
read fow information: 

Resolved, ‘That the bill making appropriation for the sup- 
port of ute Military Academy for the year ending the 30th 
June, ledts 

‘Tye bilt making appropriations for the payment of revo- 
lutionary and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 18513 

The bill making appropriations for the payment of navy 
pensions for tife year ending 30th June, 1851; 

‘The bill making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes, for the year end- 
ing the 80th June, 18515 
_ Tue bi} making appropriations for certain fortifications 
for the year ending 30th June, 151 5 

The bill making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the year endiug 30th June, 18515 

The biil making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending 30m of June, 18515 

The kill making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending 3Uth of June, 18515 and 

The bill making appropriation forthe civil and diplomatic 
expeuse of the Government for the year ending 30th of June, 


24th, at 1 o'clock, p. 1.5 to be considered in the order named 
above, aud that they continue to be the special order of the 
day at the same hour of the day for every day thereafter, 
Fridays and Saturdays excepted, til said bills shall have 
beer finally disposed of, 

Mr. BURT desired to make an inquiry. He 
asked whether such of these bills as are in Com- 
miee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
could not be taken up at any momentat the pleas- 
ure of the committee? 

The CHAIR said, they could not be taken up 
in Committee of the Whole on the stete of the 
Union, without a previous notice to lay aside the 
question now pending before that committee. 

Objection being made by Mr. Burr to the intro- 
duction of the resolution— 

Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules, in or- 
der to enable him to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. WHITE submitted, that it was notin order 
to take any action in relation to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, embraced in the list of 
bills named in the resolution, asit had not yet been 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ASHMUN rose and stated, that he had not 
distinctly heard the resolution. He desired to 
know whether the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill was included in the resolution. 

The CHAIR. ‘That bill is included. 

Mr. ASHMUN. The civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill has not yet been reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYLY replicd, that he should be ready to 
report it whenever the committee should have 
another meeting. 

Mr. BURT insisted that it was not in order to 
make such an order in relation toa bill which had 
not yet been reported. | 

Mr. WHITE. ‘That is precisely the point of 
order I made. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the motion 
to suspend therules. ‘he resolution will be again 
reported, 

The resolution was again read, 

Mr. BAYLY. Allow me to suggest, that if the 
rules are suspended, [ will then strike out the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, which may 


be made a special order after it is reported. 

The CHAIR. The resolution is modified by 
striking out the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. f 

Mr. MOORE. Should the rules be suspended, 
wiil it be in order to move to amend the resolu- 
tion ? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I[fthis resolution should 
be adopted, will it give the bills named in it prece- 
dence over the bill now under consideration in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
provided that bill shall be still pending? 

The CHAIR replied, that as the special or- 
der, these bills would be entitled to a preference. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Then I cannot vote 
for it, or any that will take precedence of the Cal- 
ifornia bill. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the yeas and ‘nays; 
which were ordered, and the question, ‘Shall the 
rules be suspended ?’’ was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 114, nays 67; as follow: : 


YEAS—Messrs, Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Bay, 


Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Conger, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Duncan, d- 
mundson, Naihan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Pieediey, 
Fuller, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Green, Halloway, Hamilton, 
Hampton, Isham G, Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Hiltiard, Hoagland, Howard, J. W. Jackson, W, 


| T. Jackson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, D. P. King, George G. 


King, J. G. King, Joon A. King, La Sére, Leffler, J. Maun, 
Mason, Matteson, McClernand, MeDonald, McDowell, 
MeLanahan, R. M. McLane, Finis E, McLean, McMullen, 
Meacham, Mille:, Mitlson, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nel- 
son, Nes, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynvids, Richardson, Risley, Robbing, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Schermerhorn, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Stanly, R. H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, James Thompson, 
W. Thompson, ‘Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, 
Watkius, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, Winthrop, 
and Young—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashe, Bingham, Bocock, Booth, 
Bowdon, A. G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Cartter, Clingman, W. 
R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Disney, Doty, Dunbam, Feaihersion, 
Gorman, Hall, T. L. Harris, Holladay, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Inge, R. W. Jonuson, Julian, Preston King, Litte- 
field, Marshall, McGaughey, McKissock, McQueen, Meade, 
Morris, Mosse, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peck, Potter, Powell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schooleraft, Seddon, 
F. P. Stanton, Alexander H, Stephens, ‘I’. Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompsen, Toombs, Tuck, Ven- 
able, Walden, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, 


| Wilmot, and Wood—67. 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 4 

Mr. CALVIN, who was ont of his seat at the 
moment his name was called, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to record his vote. 

Objection was made. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer a resolution, 
giving notice that, if objection was made, he should 
move a suspension of the rules. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That the 
Speaker of this House and the President of the Senate bri-g 
the present session of Congress to a close, by an adjourn- 
ment of their respective House, ou Monday, the 12th day of 
August next, at the hour of twelve o’clock meridian. 


Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Chair 
whether this was résolution or petition day? 

The SPEAKER. Itis petition day. 

The resolution having been read— 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable him to offer the 
resolution. ; . 

Mr. JONES and other members asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

And the question, * Shall the rules be suspend- 
ed?’ was then taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 81, nays 116; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 


% 


| Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, A. G. Brown, 


Burt, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Clingman, W. Re 
W. Cobb, Daniel, Deberry, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fiteb, Giddings, Giinore, Green, Ham- 
iton, Haralson, Isbam G. Harris, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holla- 
day, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W., Jackson, James L, 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson; Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, 
Leffler, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McDowell, 
McGaughey, McLanaban, Finis B. McLean, McMullen, 
McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morris, Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Potter, Powell, Putnam, Roh- 
inson, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Alex- 
ander tH. Stephens, Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, Toombs, 


| Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Welborn, Wil- 


liams, and Woodward—sl. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Ashmun, Beale, Bennett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butlers 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Carter, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Dimmiek, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Frecdley, Fuller, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hay, Haymoud, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Howe, Hunter, 
William ‘PT. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Lit- 
uefield, Horace Mann, Matteson, McClernand, McKissock, 
Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Nes, Ogle, Olds, Otis, 
Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, 
Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
telle, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, Wiliam Thompson, 
Thurman, ‘Tuck, Underbill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Went- 
worth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wilson, 
Winthrop, Wood, and Young—116, s 


So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended— 
And the resolution was not received. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. NELSON asked the unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution, providing that the daily hour of 
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meeting shall be, until otherwise ordered, at ten 
o’clock, a. m. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. NELSON moved to suspend the rules for 
its reception. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. JONES called for the reading of thé reso- 
lution. 

Mr. NELSON modified it by fixing eleven 
o’clock as the hour. 

The resolution, as modified, was read, 

Mr. VINTON. Willit be in order to move to 
suspend the rules to go into Committee of the 
‘Whole.on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend is 
already pending. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Nexson, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 144, 
nays 52; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 


Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, | 


Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Cart er, Casey, Clarke, W. R. 


W., Cobb, Cote, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, į 


Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Nathan Evang, Ewing, Fite, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, 


Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, | 


Hall, Halloway, Hamiiton, Hampton, Harlan, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hay, Hayinond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Howe, W. T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Daniel P. King, George Ge King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Preston King, Leffler, Littlefield, Job 
Maun, Mason, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughcy, McKis- 
} yahan, R. M. MeLane, F. E. McLean, Meacham, 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Nes, Ogle, Olds, Orr, 
Oiis, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Spaulding, Thaddeus Stevens, Stet- 
son, Swectser, Taylor, James ‘Thompson, William Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tack, Underhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wil- 
mot, Wilson, Winthrop, Wood, and Young—144. 
NAYS—Mesgsrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bissell, 
Bocock, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Burt, E. ©. Cabell, 


Chandler, Clingman, Colcock, Daniel, Disney, Featherston, | 


Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, 
Horace Mann, McClernand, McDowell, McQueen, MeWil- 
lie, Meade, Murse, Morton, Outlaw, Richardson, Robbins, 
Ross, Savage, Seddon, Stanly, Frederick P. Sianton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Vena- 
bie, Vinton, Wallace, Wellborn, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—82, 

So the rules were suspended and the resolution 
was received, 

The question being on its adoption, 

Mr. NELSON demanded the previous question. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Is the resolution open 
to amendment? 

The SPEAKER, Not pending the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
to enable me to offer an amendment. 

Cries of “ No, no.” * Whats your amend- 
ment??? 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. 
11 and insert 8 o'clock. 

The demand for the previous question was not 
withdrawn. There was a second. 

And the main question (on the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. ASHE asked the yeas and nays on the 
main question; which were refused. 

And the question, ‘Shall the resolution be 
adopted??? was then taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


THE AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr. BURT rose and said, that le desired to of- 
fer a resolution calling upon the the President of 
the United States for information. i 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: s 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House (if not incompatible with the public in- 
terest) the number of vessels, the number of guns, and the 
number of men that have, cach year, constituted the squad- 
ron for the suppression of the African slave trade, according 
to the treaty of Washington ; and the annual expenses and 
costs of that squadron; also, the number of slave ships that 


I want to strike out 


“have beer aunually captured, aud of slaves released by 


that squadron; and the number of officers and men that 


- have died annually in that service. 


Mr. PRESTON KING rose and objected. 

Mr. BURT moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, for the purpose of enabling him to 
introduce the resolution. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having 
voted in the affirmative, the rules were suspended. 


And the resolution having been received, was 
considered, and, without debate, was adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew from the files the papers in the 
case of G. K. Lewis. 

_ Mr. CARTTER moved that the House resolve 
itseif into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. ` 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Mc- 
CEEENAND and the Speaker as to the right to the 

oor. 

Mr. BAYLY requested the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Carrrer| to withdiaw the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to cnable him (Mr. B.) to introduce 
a resolution. 

Mr. CARTTER said he would withdraw the 
motion if the gentleman would renew it. 

Mr. BAYLY said he would renew it. 

Mr. B. moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer a resolution, which he sent to 
the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND claimed that the right of 
the floor was in him. 

The SPEAKER explained. 

Some further conversation followed between Mr. 
McCucrnanp and the Speaker. 

Mr. McCLERNAND then objected, as a point 
of order, to any contract or covenant between the 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mc. Carrrer,] and the | 


gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] by which 
the right to the floor should pass from one to the 
other. 

The SPEAKER. 
reply to the point of order of the gentleman from 
lilinois, [Mr. McCiernanp,]} that the Chair re- 
cognized no contract or agreement. ‘The gentle- 
man fron® Ohio, [Mr. Canrtrer,] as the Chair 
understood, withdrew the mouon to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The Chair has recognized the gentleman from | 
Virginia, [Mr. Bayny,] and that gentleman made |: 
a motion that the rules of the House be suspended | 


to enable him to offer a resolution. As to any un- 
derstanding between the two gentlemen, the Chair 
recognizes nothing of the kind. 
Mr. McCLERNAND addressed the Chair-—— 
Mr. CART VER calied to order. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said, he rose to a point | 


of order. 
for the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayxy] to 
take the floor under these circumstances? 

The SPEAKER. When the gentieman from 
Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] withdrew tie motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whoie on the state of the Union, he was no longer 


entitled to the fluor. ‘The gentleman from Vir- || 
ginia (Mr. Bayxy] first addressed the Chair, and | 


was recognized, and it was in order for him to 
move a suspension of the rules. 


REVENUE IN CALIFORNIA. 


The resolution of Mr. Bayiy was then read, as | 


follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate wW this House the amount of money 
collected trom customs in California froin the period of the 
conclusion of we war with Mexico, dail iue collector, ap- 
pouted under the act of ike third of Marci, 1939, entered 
upon the duties of iis otlice ; and what disposition has beei 


j made of the money thus collected; and whether any has | 
| been expended, and if so, for what purposes such expendi- 


tures were made, and also, under what authoriiy such col- 
jeclious Were made, and under what law said uoney was 
disbursed. 

The resolution having been read— 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on |; 


the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
Bayur} to suspend the rules for the purpose of 


enabiing him to offer it. 
And tne question, “Shall the rules be suspended?” 


was taken, and decided in the ailirmative, without ||. 


a division. 

So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended, and the resoiution being 
before the House, and the question being on the 
adoption thereof— 

Mr. SWEETSER moved that the resolution 
be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER counted the affirmative vote— 
when— 

Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SWEET SER withdrew the motion. 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the reso- 
lution; which was again read. 


The Chair will state, in |j 


He submitted whether it was in order | 


Mr. V. suggested to the. gentleman. from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayty,] so to modify the resolution as 
to guard it with the usual words, ‘if not incom- 
patible with the public. interests.” 2 

Mr. BAYLY saw no necessity, he said, for 
such. a modification. The resolution related to no 
foreign matter. 

The question was then taken on the demand 
for the previous question, and by ayes 95, noes 
not counted, there was a second, : i 

And the main question was ordered, and having 
been taken, the resolution was adopted. 


DONATIONS OF LAND. 


Mr.. McCLERNAND asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the following 
resolution; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to report a bill without delay, granting to each 
State in which there is, or may hereafter be, a public insti- 
tution forthe benefit of the deaf, dumb, blind, or insane, 
a section of land for the use of such institution: Provided, 

; ‘That the Secretary of the Enterior shall locate said Jands— 
in the case of the States in whieh public lands are situated, 
in said States respectively, and in the case of the States 
where there are no public lands, in any territory. of the 
United States in which where are public lands sutjeet to 
| private entry and sale. 

i úi . 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. CONGER rose and objected to its introduc- 
tion. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the rules of 
the House be suspended, to enable him to intro- 
duce the resolution. i 

Mr. ROOT suggested to the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. McCiernanp] so to modify the res- 

i olution as to, substitute ‘‘ townships” for ‘ sec- 
tions.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND modified the resolution 
|i accordingly. 

Mr. CARTTER suggested, that the resolution 
should be so modified as to insert ‘counties in- 
stead of ‘ townships.” 

_ The question was then stated to be, on the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. McCLERNAND and Mr. DANIEL 
| asked the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 150, nays 38; as follow: 
|| Y&AS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
|| Ashmun, Bay, Beale, Benuctt, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, 
|! Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Browns 
As 
Re 


{| Buel, Burrows, Chester Buter, Joseph Cable, George 
i Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 

| W. Cobb, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, 
| Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
| Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Fuller, 
: Gilmore, Gorman, Gout, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Hampton, 
Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harriss 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoag- 
| land, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnsou, Robert W. 
| Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, James G. 
King, Jobn A. King, La Sere, Leter, Litlehetd, Horace 
Meum, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, 
McDonald, McGaughey, McKissuck, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis £. McLean, MeMullen, McWillie, Meacham, Miller, 
Moore, Morris, Morwn, Nelson, Nes, Ogle, Olds, Otis, 
Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Potter, Putman, Reed, 
Reynolds, Richardson, Ristey, Robbins, Robinson, Rock- 
weil, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Spaulding, Stanly, P. P. Stanton, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
William Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Walden, 
Waldo, Watkins, Weliboru, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Wilson, Winthrop, Wood, and Young— 
150. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bocock, 
Boyd, Breck, Burt, Thomas B. Butier, Clingman, Conger, 
Daniel, Edmundson, Giddings, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, 
Kaufman, McDowell), McLanahan, McQueen, Meade, Milt- 
| son, Morse, Orr, Parker, Powell, Sackett, Sawtelle, Sed- 
|! don, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Thomas, Vinton, Wal- 

lace, Whituesey, and Woodward—38, 

, So the rules were suspended and the resolution 
;| Was received. . : : 
| The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
jn lution, i 
1. Mr. STANLY suggested to the gentleman from 
| Hiinois to modify his resolution so as to embrace 
| those States which should hereafter have such in- 
stitutions. f 
| Mr. McCLERNAND said he would move to 
‘amend the resolution by inserting after the word 
| “is,” the words “or may hereafter be,” and he 
; demanded the previous question. 
i SAATA : 4 $ 
| Mr. HAMPTON inquired if it would be in order 
, to move anamendment to the resolution ? 
_ The SPEAKER replied that no amendment was 
in order pending the demand for the previous 
i uestion. fod 
|” Mr. COBB, of Alabama, appealed to the gentle- 
| 3, Ol ama, app 
| man from Linois to yield the floor. 
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Mr. McCLERNAND said he should be happy 
to do so, but he felt himself bound to decline 
yielding the floor to any gentleman. 

Mr. P. KING desired to ask the gentleman from 
Hlinois to modify his resolution so as to give this 
quantity of land to each institution: where there 
was more than one in a State. 

Mr-MeCLERNAND declined further to amend. 

Mr. HILLIARD desired to be informed if the 
last modification suggested had been. accepted by. 
the gentleman from Lilinois? ee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IHinois 
moved it as an amendment to the resolution. In 
the opinion of the Chair, the resolution is beyond 
ihe power of the gentleman from Hlinois to modify. 
Resolutions ordinarily are within ‘the power of 
the mover, but when a resolution is introduced 
under a suspension, (which requires a vote of two- 
thirds,).as the suspension is to introduce that reso- 
lution, it cannot be materially modified by the 
mover; otherwise it: might be converted into a 
résolution which the House would not have sus- 
pended its rules to receive. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Is the amendment pro- 
spective? 

Cries of “ yes. š 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been re- 
ported. The Chair cannot construe it for gentle- 
men, 

Mr. HAMPTON. 
amendment. 

Objection was made; but l 

Mr. H. stated that its object was to equalize the 
donations of lands to all of the said institutions 
throughout the United States. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded—ayes 79, noes 52, 

And the main question was ordered to be npw put; 
being first on the amendment of Mr. MeCLERNAND 
to insert the words ‘* or may hereafter be.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended— 

Mr. BURT moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were asked and ordered upon the ques- 
tion of ordering the yeas and nays, and Messrs. 
Hunter and Venasie were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 21—not one-fifth, 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the table, and was decided in the negative. 

The question recurring on the resolution, as 
amended— - ; 

Mr. PARKER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced the call— 

Mr. JOHN A. KING. Before the yeas and 
nays are taken, have l the right to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. A gentléman has responded 
to his.name, It is too late to make any motion 
until the roll has been called. 

And the question, “Shall the resolution be 
adopted?’ was taken, and decided in the afirma- 
tive—yeas 141, nays'42; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Ashiiun, Bav, Beale, Beuhett, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Breek, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buel, 
Burrows, Chester Butier, Thomas B. Butler, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Joseph. Cable, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Clingman, W, R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixou, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Darkee, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freediey, Fuller, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Green, Griunetl, 
Hall, Jatloway, Hampton, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, 


cx) 


I ask for the reading of my 


Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Hoagland, Howard,. 


Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert 
W., Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George 
G. King, James G. Kinz, Johu A. King, Leffler, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Maun, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, 
McClernand, MeKissoek, McLanahan Robert M, McLane, 
Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Moore,- Morris, Morton, 
Nelson, Ovle, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Peck, Pheenix, Pitman, 
Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Root, Ros:, Ross, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schermer- 
horn, Sehooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, 
Frederiek P. Stanton. Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, William 
Thompson, Thurwan, Tuek, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, 
Wildcick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, and 
Young—141. 


NAYS—Mesers. Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bocock, Boyd,’ 


Burt, George A. Caldwell, Coicock, Conger, Daniel, Ed- 
mundson, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, 


Í Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Preston King, La Sére, 


McDowell, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Orr, 
Parker, Powell, Sackett, Savage, Seddou, Richard H. 
Srauton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thonipson, Toombs, 
Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, and Woodward—42. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the resolution ‘had been 
adopted, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. a 

Ordered accordingly. 

_ THE SURPLUS FUND. 

Mr. SWEETSERasked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolution; 
which ‘was read for information: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members of 
this House be, and the same are hereby appointed, with 
power to examine and. ascertain whether the Secretary of 
the Treasury has not used or appropriated a large amount 
of money from the surplus fund, without authority of law, 
which had accunulated to said fund under the provtsions 
of the act of Congress of 1795, from appropriations made for 
the Florida Indians, and for other purposes, under various 
specific appropriations made by Congress since 1839, aud 
that said committee have power to send for persons and 
papers. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. SWEETSER said I have reason to be- 
lieve that the charges—— 

The SPEAKER said no remarks were in order. 

Mr. CASEY objected to the introduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SWEETSER moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable him to introduce 
the resolution. 

And, two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, 
the rules were suspended. 

The resolution being thus before the Flouse, and 
the question being on the adoption thereof. 

Mr. SWEETSER said, I have reagpn to be- 
lieve from authority which { cannot question 

Mr. S. broke off in the midst of the sentence, 
apparently in compliance with the suggestions of 
gentlemen near him, and said, 

l call the previous question. 

There was a second. The main question (on 
the adoption of the resolution) was ordered, and 
having been taken, was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. JOHN A. KING moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. DOTY. 1 move to amend the motion by 


| adding certain instructions, which I now send to 


the Chair, the object of which is to provide for 
the discharge of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union from the further considera- 
tion of the subject now before them. 

The instructions were read by the Clerk, as 


i follow: 


That the committee be instructed to report, when it rises 
after its next sitting, to the House the Presidents message 
transmitting the constitution of the State of California, and 
also the following bill to admit the State of California into 
tbe Union; and after said report, that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of said message. 

Whereas, The people of California have formed for them- 
selves a constitution and State government, and apphied for 
adinission into the Union as a State 3 and whereas, the said 
constitution bas been officially communicated to Congress, 
and is republican ; therefore— 

Heit enucted bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the State of California, with the boundaries described in the 
said constitution, shall be one, and is hereby declared to be 
one, of the United Siates of America, and admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States in ail 
respects Whatever. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said State of 
California shat! never interfere with the primary disposal of 
the soil within the same by the United States, nor with any 
regulations Congress may make for securing the title iu such 
soil to bona fide purchasers thereof; aud no tax shall be im- 
posed on lands, the property of the United States; which 
said provisions are hereby declared to be fundamental Coun- 
Gio. upon which the said State is admitted into the 

njon. 

Sec. 3. ni be it further enacted, That until the next 
general apportionment of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be made, the said State shail be entitled to 
two Representatives in the said House; and the Senators 
and Representatives who have been etected by the xaid 
State as its representatives in the Congress of the United 
States, shall be entitled to take their seats in the Senate and 
House of Representatives respectively, without further 
delay. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
question of order. 

Mr. J. A, KING, (to the Chair.) Can I accept 
the amendment.as a modification of my motion? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has no hestitation 


I rise to a 


a provision which does not come within the rule 
of privilege. Therefore, the Chair rules that the 
amendment is out of order. A 
Mr. DOTY. 1 call for the reading of the 136th rule. 
The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that 
the House do now adjourn. 
{Cries, Oh! let the rule be read.} 
Mr. STANTON did not persist in his motion. 
The rule was then read, as follows: 


“ No standing rule or order of the House shall be re- 
scinded or éhanged without one day’s notice being given of 
the motion therefor; nor shall any rule be suspended ex- 
ċépt by a vote of at least two-thirds ot the members present; 
nor Shali the order of business as established by the rules, be 
postponed or changed, exceptby a vote of at least two-thirds 
Of the members present. ‘The House may, at any time, by 
a vote of á majority of the members present, suspend the 
rales and orders for the purpose of going into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; urd also for providing 
for the discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ofthe Commitee of the Whole ou the state of the 
Union, from the further consideration of any bill referred to 
it, alter acting without debate on all amendinents pending, 
and that may be offered.” 


Therule having been read— . f 

The SPEAKER said, the rule which has 
been read is perfectly familiar to the Chair, as it 
doubtless is to most of the membersof the House, 
and the additional rule since adopted has received 
a uniform constraction. A resolution has been ` 
adopted by the House in conformity to that rule, 
and to the uniform construction which has been 
given t» it, and to the practice under it, termi- 
nating debate on the special message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States relating to California. 
But the Chair understands the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] as going be- 
yond the provision of the rule, and, therefore, out 
of order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Is it not in order for 
the House to instruct the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to reporta bill to the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Wentwoxrs,| the 
Chair will state that the House has the power 
to instruct the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to report a bill. On that point 
there can be no doubt. But in order to bring such 
a motion before the House, it is requisite to move 
a suspension of the rules. The motion now pend- 
ing to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union isa privileged motion by the 
rule; and the gentleman cannot add to that, by 
way of amendment, anything that ‘is not privi- 
leged also. If the House had suspended the rules, 
the gentleman might then introduce a resolution 
instructing the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to report the bill—but it cannot 
be done as a privileged question. 

Mr. PRESTON KING suggested that the rule 
put the two cases precisely on the same footing. 
This was a motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. It is a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules; and there would be no 
difficulty in receiving a motion to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of entertaining the proposi- 
tion of thé gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Doty.] 
But the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is made a privileged 
question, requiring only a vote of a majority. ‘The 
motion ‘to suspend the rules to entertain the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin would re- 
quire a vote of two-thirds. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said, that the 136th rule 
which had been read, expressly provided that a 
majority might discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration.of any bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule under which 
aresolution was adopted terminating debate. It 
was introduced for that purpose, and the commit- 
tee is Now acting under that order on the Califor- 
nia message. 

Mr. KING. The motion, under which the com- 
mittee is acting, to terminate debate, was made in 
order without any suspension of the rules, 
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The SPEAKER. The motion was made under 
one of the provisions of that very rule. 

Mr. HALL said, that the 136th rule, which had 
been read, applied only to bills which had been 
referred tu the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union by the House; -and he desired to be 
informed by the Speaker whether this bill had 
been so referred ? | 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair | 
would be the same in either case. ; 

Mr. McLANH, of Maryland. Has an appeal 
been taken from the decision of the Chair? | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that any appeal has been taken. i 

Mr. DOTY. I appeal from the decision. - i| 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- |! 
consin appeals. The question, therefore, is, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the House?” 

Mr. DOTY. I desire to state that I base my 
appeal on that portion of the 136th rale which 
provides that the House. may discharge the com- 
mittee from the further consideration of any bill 
referred to it. [tis on that ground, as I conceive, | 
that the motion is in order, and I hope the House 
will sustain me. l 

Mr STEPHENS, of Georgia, said, that what | 
the gentleman from Wiscorsin [Mr. Dory] de- |) 
sired might be attained in another way, but not | 
in the manner he proposed. His proposition, as | 
he made it, was clearly out of order, and the de- ; 
cision of the Chair was certainly right. The object 
of the gentleman seemed to be to get an order of 
the House directing the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to report a particular | 
measure, but this could not be done without a | 
suspension of the rules, which would require a | 
two-thirds: vote. ‘Fhis would appear from two i 
considerations. The rule that the gentleman had 
just read applied only to stopping debate in com- 
mittee, and discharging the, committee from the | 
further consideration of a subject. It did not | 
apply to giving instructions to the committee as to | 
the subject of their action. It is true that a ma- | 
jority of the House may instruct any one of the | 
standing committees of the House to do a particu- || 
Jar thing, or to report a particular measure, pro- ;i 
vided such instructions be moved in order; but || 
such a motion is not now in order, for it is not || 
resolution day, and if it was, the gentleman’s ! 
State has not been called. A motion, therefore, 
to instruct any committee in the House to report 
the bill mentioned could not be entertained at this | 
time without a suspension of the rules. The same | 
principle would apply to a resolution instrueting | 
a Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 

nion, | 

Mr. GREEN said, he desired to submit this fact ! 
to the consideration of the committee: that the rule 
did authorize any member, asa privileged motion, | 
to move to close debate on a subject-matter pend- 
ing before the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. That motion had been heretofore 
made as a privileged motion, and had been sus- }| 
tained by the House. A motion had now been | 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. J.A. 
Kine,] that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Was | 
that.motion amendable? He (Mr. G.) submitted 
that it was not amendable under any circumstan- | 
ces. lt was that kind of a motion which was not | 
susceptible of amendment. Even if it were in 
order to amend it, if the House had the right to 
entertain the motion to amend a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Dory] would not be in order as a privileged | 
motion, for this reason: the House, as a privileged į 
motion, could entertain no amendment which | 
would not be in order as an original, independent || 
proposition. If not in order, then, as an original, 
independent proposition, it could not be in order 
as an amendment to a privileged motion. Was 
this amendment a privileged motion? He an- 
swered, clearly not. But the gentleman from 
Wisconsin had, in his own mind, confounded the 
two things together as privileged motions. The 
House would understand the difference between || 
the two propositions. The House had a right to |) 
order, as a privileged motion, that debate should | 
cease. The House had the right to discharge the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
from the consideration of a subject-matter before it. ° 
But the latter had not been done, and could not be ; 


amendment to another proposition. 


| done, asa privileged motion. It might be done as 
; a motion, but it must be done in order upon reso- 

lution day, or under a motion to-suspend the rules. 
, The House had determined that debate in Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
should cease. Debate had ceased. What, then, 
followed? That the committee should report the 
bili? No. The rule said in express terms, “after 
having acted on all amendments pending, and that 
may be offered: Hence, the motion which closed 


| the debate, and which was received as a privileged 


motion, could only, under the rule, be followed by 
the discharge of the committee after all amend- 
ments pending, or that might be offered, should 
have been acted upon. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I am so clearly satisfied 
that the decision of the Chairia right, that l cannot 
regard it as a debatable question. 1 move that the 
appeal be laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tlemau from North Caroiina (Mr. Cimemay] 
oblige me by withdrawing the motion for afew 
moments ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will do so with great 
pleasure, if the gentleman wili renew it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 will do so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN withdrew the motion. 


And the question recurring on the appeal— 

Mr. SEEPHENS, of Georgia, said, there was 
another consideration in addition to that which 
he had already suggested, which showed that 
the motlon of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Dory] was out of order. Even if this was 
resolution day, and the gentleman’s State had 
been called, and he had the fluor, though in that 
case it would be perfectly in order to move and 
carry, by a majority vote, a resolution instructing 
one of the standing committees of the House to 
report a particuiar measure, yet it would not then 
be in order to move and carry, by a majority vote, 
a resolution instructing the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to report a sim- 
ilar measure; for, by the 134th rule of we House, 
the order of doing business in Commitiee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, is pointed out, 
and, by another express rule of the House, any 
member in the Committe of the Whole has a 
right to move an amendment to any proposition 


ij pending, and to speak five minutes to his amend- 


ment, ‘hat is a part of the organic law of the 
House, and it cannot be changed by a bare ma- 
jority vote. That rule of the House, governing 
the proceedings of the Committee of the Whoie 
on the state of the Union, could not be suspended 
but by a vote of two-thirds of the House on a 
motion to suspend the rules of the House. 


Mr. S. said, he trusted the gentleman himself |i 


saw the point.. His motion, as a disunct proposi- 
tion, would not be in order at this time if applied 
to any one of the standing commiitees, the pro- 
ceedings of which are not regulated by express 
rules of the House; and not being in order as a 
distinct proposition, it cannot be entertained as an 
And much 
less is it in order, as ıt proposes to impose a duly 
upon the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, winea will require them to disregard 
several of the standing rules of the House; those 


ruies can only be dispensed with by a suspension | 
! of the rules, and that requires a majority of two- 


thirds. The only way the genticman wan pro- 
cced, in order, to obtain his object, is to move a. 
suspension of the rules to enable him to offer his 
resolutions of instructions. 

Mr. WINTHROP was understood to say, that 
he did not rise to enter into debate, but simply Lo 
bear his testimony, that the decision of the Chair 
was entirely uniform with the action of the House 
under the rale and with the construction which had 
been given to it since us adupiion, and entirely in 
conformity wilh the construction given to it during 
the two years ef his own administration of the du- 
ties of the Chair. He believed the decision to be 
right, and it was his intention to sustain it. 

Mr. PRESTON KING read that portion of the 
136:h rule, which provides that the House +‘ may, 
atany time, by a vote ofa majority of the members 
present, Suspend the rules and orders, for the pur- 
pose of going into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of che Union, and also for providing for the 
discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, 
and the Committee of the W hole on the state of the 


| Union, from the further consideration of any bill 

refered to it, after acting without debate on all 
amendmenis pending, and that my be. offered.” 
Now, he would ask the géntiéman’ from Maésa- 
chusetts, [Mr. arenor] who had stated that 
the uniform action of the House had been in ĉon- 
formity with the decision of the Chair, whether, 
in the whole course of his experience here, he [Mr. 
W.] had ever Known such a motion or decision? 

Mr. WINTHROP. I am entirely certain that 
no such motion ever could have been made in or- 
der, and, therefore, I presume it néver has been 
made. | ‘ 

Mr. KING. Then it seems that there is no 
practice on the subject, An extraordinary condi- 
tion of things exists here at the present time; and 
| the rule, in terms, makes provision by which the 

control of its business is given to the House. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WintHrop} 
| says that the practice of the House has always 
heen in conformity with the decision of the Chair; 
‘and now it seems that there is no such practice. I 
i have never kuown the action of the House re- 
| sisted as it has been in the present case, and this 
| motion to aménd was made to meet the case. 

Mr. INGE. It cannot be necessary to debate 
this matter further. I move that the appeal be laid 
upon the table. ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays. 
| Mr. ROOT appealed to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to withdraw the motion. - : 

Mr. DOTY. Upon the opinion which has been 
l expressed by the older members of the House, ¥ 
feel myself justified in withdrawing the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal being withdrawn, 
the question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Joun A. Kixe,] to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. | I renew the appeal. 

Mr. INGE. [| renew the motion to lay the ap- 
peal on the table. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Understanding that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] desires 
isome other motion to be made, } withdraw the 


| appeal. 

PM r. WENTWORTH. Understanding that the 
| question now recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
| leman from New York, (Mr. Joun A. Kine,] if 
| the gentleman will withdraw that motion 1 will 
| move, asa substantial proposition, the instructions 
which have just been moved as an amendment ‘by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. i 
| Mr. JOHN A. KING. Have 1 the right to 
withdraw the motion? i 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. KING withdrew the motion. ° 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 now move that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be instructed in accordance with the amendment 
| moved by the geneman from Wisconsin to-the 
: motion of the gentleman from New York. 
| Mr. JONES objected to the reception of the 
motion. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to ‘suspend ‘the 
| rule for its reception. i : 
| Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Would nota 
| motion to suspend the rules to go into Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union take prece- 
| dence? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
| man from Illinois is a motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. ‘TOOMBS rose to a question of order. He 
l made the point that it was not competent for the 
i| House, by a suspension of the rules, to change 
one of its standing rules and orders. One of the 
' standing rules and orders was, that in Committee 
i of the Whole on the state of the Union, business 
‘should proceed in a particular way, that they 
i| should vote on all amendments which might be of- 
f| fered, that members offering amendments should 
i| be allowed five minutes for their explanation, &c. 
l| This was the law of the House, as well as of 
i| the committee; it was the right of the members of 
ithis House, and it was incompetent, he held, for 
the Chair to put the motion which the gentleman 
| from Illinois made, because a motion to alter the 
standing rules and orders of the House of Repres 
| sentatives cannot be made without one day’s no- 
| tice being given. ; 
| Mr. McLANE. [rose to the same point, and 
| I call the attention of the Ghair to the first three 
| lines of the rule, under which the gentleman from 
} IHincis claims his right to make this motion: 


| 


ł 
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« No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded 
or Changed, withoutone day’s notice be given of the motion 
therefor.” : 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state to the 
House his opinion on the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Georgia. If this resolu- 
tion was introduced on resolution-day, when the 
States were called for resolutions, the Chair would 
unhes.tatingly rule it out of order; it is not now 

roposed as the regular order of basiness on reso- 
ution day, but it is proposed to suspend the rules 
of the House, in order to introduce it. The Chair 
holds that you may repeal any rule of the House 
under a suspension of the rules, you may suspend 
the operation of the rules of the House under a 
suspension of the rules; and, therefore, a motion 
to suspend the rules, to offer a resolution of this 
kind, in the opinion of the Chair, is in order, 
though such a resolution on resolution day would 
be very clearly out of order. : 

The Chair will illustrate: Ifa motion is made 
to amend one of the rules of the House, the rule 
referred to by the gentleman from Georgia would 
require that the motion should lie over one day; 


but that rule can be suspended by a vote of two- ! 
thirds as well as any other rule, and all the rules | 


of the House conflicting with the resolution pro- 
posed to be introduced, can by a vote of two- 
thirds be suspended. In taking this view of the 
subject, the Chair will state, that he has bestowed 
much reflection upon this point, it having been 


suggested to him at an early stage of the session; | 


and he is clearly of the opinion that such a resolu- 
tion would not be in order on resolution day, be- 
cause a majority of the House cannot suspend the 
rules of the House on resolution day, or aay other 
day; but two thirds of the House can suspend the 
rules at any time when a motion to suspend is in 
order. 

Mr, VINTON, It is very evident that we shall 
spend all this day in debating points of order. 4 
move that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew the motion, 

Mr. WALLACE renewed it. 

Mr. MOURE renewed the call for the yeas and 
nays, but withdrew it. 


The question was taken and decided in the nega- į 


tive—ayes 80, noes 96. ; 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


"he question recurred on ihe motion of Mr. | 


Wenrwortn, to suspend the rules, 


Mr. McLANE rose and said. he desized to pro- 


pound an inquiry tø the Chair, , Lie Gesired to 
know whether, under parliamentary law, in the 
absence of this rule, the House would have any 
power to instruct the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER replied, that when that state of 


facts arose, the Chair would be prepared to de- į 
cide the point of order, The gentleman from | 


Maryland would see the impropriety of the Chair 


responding to questions of order, which were not 


before the House. 

Mr. MecLANE said he would take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, in order to draw 
the attention of the Chair and of the House to the 
point which he made, and which, without an ap- 

eal, he could not submit to the Chair. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Is the appeal deba- 
table? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair indulged debate | 


on the previous appeal, and he is disposed to do 


80 on this. an 
Mr. INGE asked what the decision of the Chair 


was. , 

The CHAIR stated, in reply, that the gentle- 
man from lHinois [Mr. Wentrwortn] had moved 
a suspension of the rules to enable him to offer a 
resoluuion, being precisely the same resolution of- 
“fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin, as an 
amendment to the motion of the gentleman from 
New York, which was ruled out of order by the 


Chair as an amendment; the Chair now entertained | 


the motion for the suspension of the rules to intro- 
‘duce this resolution, as he held that the ruleseould 
be suspended by a vote of two-thirds to entertain a 
motion which was not in order. 

Mr. INGE. 


ng? 

Ehe SPEAKER. It is withdrawn. 

Mr. McLANE,. When the gentleman from 
Wisconsin announced his intention to offer this 


: Is the motion to go into Commit- | 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union pend- |! 


resolution, I was somewhat inclined to yield my. 
opinion, and adopt one similar to that of the Chair, 


[until my attention was called to the 136th rule, 


under which the gentleman from Wisconsin pro- 
fessed to have made that motion; but upon exam- 
ination of that rule, Í at once came to the conclu- 
sion which is the conclusion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. ‘Toomns.] I make the point, 
that if the House were without any rules at all, but 
were acting under parllamentary law, we would 
not have the power to instruct the Committee 
of the Whole.on the state of the Union to report 
a bill; and-the only power which the House has 
being fixed by the rule, 1 submit that this is nota 
question of suspending the.rule, but of rescind- 
Ing it. 

Mr. TOOMBY was understood to say that he 
was Satisfied with the decision of the Chair as far 
as it went. 

Mr. INGE suggested to his friend from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Meclane,] that the decision of the 
Chair was correct, and that upon the motion to 


suspend the rules they could not raise the ques- 


ton of the admissibility of the.resolution, but 
not until after the rules ‘should have peen sus- 


| pended, and the gentleman from Illinois should 


attempt to bring the resolution before the House. 

Mr. McLANE. This is a proposition nomi- 
nally to suspend the rules, but 1 submit it is in 
effect. a motion to rescind the rule, because this 
very motion to instruct the committee to report, 
and to close debate, cannot be made, unless by the 
positive power of the rules, and it is sought so to 
alter the rules as to give that power. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND inquired whether it is not 
in order to move to suspend the rules of the 
House? His colleague (Mr. Wenrworru] had 
made that motion; when that should have been 
acted upon, other questions could be made. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man’s colleague is not a mere motion to suspend 
the rules, but a motion to suspend the rules for 
specific purposes, to: enable the gentleman to intro- 
duce a resolution, and the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. McLang,] raises the point of order, 
that the Chair cannot entertain that motion, which 
point of order was overruled by the Chair; from 
that decision the gentleman from Maryland takes 
an appeal, and the question is, shail the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLang,] is 
enutled to the floor, 


Mr. McLANE. I shall not occupy the time of 


| House any longer than is necessary tor the Chair 


and for the House to apprehend the point of order 
which I make. I have no disposition to debate; 
and Lam the more impressed with the propriety 
of fairly stating it, that the House may apprehend 
it, from the very manifest misapprehension of the 
gentleman from Illinois, (Mir. McCiernanp.] 
Now, if the proposition had been simply a propo- 
sition to suspend the rules, | never would have 
made any objection; but the proposition is to sus- 
pend the rules in order to submit a certain resolu- 
tion; and the point 1 make is, that the resolution 
rescinds the rule, not suspends it, or the thing to be 
done cannot be done by the general parliamentary 
law. When the rules are suspended, the parlia- 


| mentary Jaw is in force, and therefore, this resolu- 


ution is in itself of force as a rule if of any force at 
Jaw; and a rule cannot be altered or changed, ex- 
cept upon one day’s notice, though it and ail rules 
may be suspended. In @ word, the point made is, 
that this resolution is in itself, a change of the rules 
and not a suspension of the rules: the last can be 
done at any time by two-thirds, the first can never 
be done without one day’s notice. 

Mr. ROOT moved to jay the appeal on the table. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

‘The question recurring on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the yeas and 


nays; which were ordered. 


‘Phe question, ‘*Shall the rules of the House be | 


suspended +”? was then taken and decided in the 

negative—yeas 121, nays 77; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 

Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Bouth, Briggs, 


| Brooks, Buel, Burrows, Chesier Butler, 1. B. Butler, Joseph 


Cable, Calvin, Uartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cule, Con- 
ger, Corwin, Crowell, Distiey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dun- 
hain, Durkee, N. Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Fuller, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 


s. 


Hampton, Harlan, T. L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibvard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, W. ‘Ty 
Jackson, Julian, Dawel P. King, George G. King, Jamnes G, 
King, J. A. King, Prestou King, Letiter, Lietictd, Horace 
Maun, J. Mann, Matteson, Me Donald, MeKissock, McLan- 
ahan, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Oids, Ous, 
Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, Pinan, Potter, Putuam, Reed, Rej- 
noids, Kichardson, Rislep, Robinson, Rockweil, Root, Kose, 
Rumsey, sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, schovicraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Stauly, T. Steveus, Steisun, Sweeter, 
Taylor, James Thompson, W. Thompson, Tourman, Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waiden, Waldo, Weutworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wilson, Wintirep, 
and Woou—121, j 

NAY S—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bocuek, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowiln, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, E. U. Cabeil, G. A. Caldweil, Clingwan, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Culcock, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, Danwick, Ed~ 
mundson, wing, Featherston, Green, Hali, Hamilton, Har- 
abon, Isham G. Harris, S. W. Hanis, Huluard, Holladay, 
Howard, Hubbard, lige, J. W. Jackson, A. Johnson, R. W, 
dobnson, Jones, Kaunnan, Kerr, La sère, Meclernand, 
Robert M. McLane, F. E. McLeau, McMullen, McQueen, 
McWihie, Meade, Miller, Millsou, Morehead, Morse, Mor- 
ton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Vowel, Roubius, Ross, Savage, 
Seddon, Sbepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. H Stanton, A. H. 
Stephens, Tuomas, Jacob 'Piioupson, Toombs, Venable, 
Watiace, Watkins, Welborn, Walliams, Woodward, and 
Young—77. 


So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, 


On motion by Mr. MEADE, the Committee on 
the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of a memorial, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

And then the House adjourned unul eleven 
o’clock, to-morrow. i 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate commitiees; 


By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Nathan 
P. tlorton, Joseph Nightwine, and 75 cuhers, citizens of 
Hopewell, Bedtord couuty, Penusytvania, setling torte that 
the business of the mauuwacture Of iron, in tual vicinity, is 
in a depressed and suffering condition, affecting injurtuusly 
the prices of agricultural productions, and ot labur, tu Cou 
sequence of the very large impo: tation of foreign iron ducing 
the past year; and praying toat the duties om foreign Lon 
anay be so modilied as to prevent sudden and enormous im- 
ports of a Joreigu article. 

By Mr. JOHN A, KING: The memorial of the New 
York Agricultural Society for the ivtroduction of agricul- 
tural iusplements and seeds from abroad. 

By Me. UNDERHILL: Lue petition of 158 citizens of 
Georgetown, D. U., in tavor of a unilorm rate oi two cents 
postage, prepaid. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois: The memoria] of Julius 
Elmore, of Cass county, Stephen Snort, of Morgan county, 
and Jawes Gulds'y, ot Menard county, voluuteers iu Wwe 
war of 1812, aud 260 others, soldiers in said war, and Citi- 
zens of said counties, praying Congress to graut roher to 
the volunteers of said war, so as ‘to put them on an equality 
with tie soldiers of other wars of the United States. 

Also, the memorial of D. Huey, of Morgau couuty, lsaac 
Bpier, of Cass county, Elijah ‘Saylor, of Menard cuauty, 
Joun Dorrell, of Saugamon couuty, aud 257 others, soldiers 
aud citizens of said Counties, lor the same purpose. 

Also, the memorial of Dawel McAtee, aud 50 others, 
eitizeus of Morgau and Sangamon couuties, tor the same 
purpuse. 

Also, the petition of Nathaniel Harris and 27 others, citi- 
zens oF Putuain county, Liinois, for a post route trom Hen- 
nepin via Picrida and Caledonia, to Magnolia in said State. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin ©. Sabor and 58 others, 
citizens of Futnam county, iiinois, tor we same purpose. 

By Mr. SEDDON: A petition iu bebalt of te aiedteal 
officers gf the navy of the United States, signed by many of 
ihe physfeians of Richmond, Virginia. 

By Mr. DOTY: Tne peution of James Densmore, Eli- 
phalet Gurdon, Leonard P. Crary and others, for a mail 
route from OsbKush, by Groveland, Howevilic, Mukwau, 
aud Lite Wolf river, to Steveus’s Point, on Wisconsin 
river. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespary, June 18, 1850. 


The Journal was read. 

Mr. GORMAN rose to a correction of the 
Journal. He said, if he was correctly reported in 
the Globe, he was recorded as not having voted 
upon the resolution of the gentleman from iiinois, 
[Mr. McCLernanp,] yesterday. He had voted, 
He would like to see whether the record upon the 
Journal corresponded with the report of the 
Globe ? ` 

After examination of the Journal by the Clerk, 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
Indiana- was not recorded as having voted on the 
passage of the resolution, 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 voted in the affirmative. 

No objection being made, 


‘The Journal was corrected by recording Mr. 
G.’s vote. 
Mr. INGE. I am reported in the Globe as 


having voted against the resolution of the gentle- 
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man from Illinois, [Mr. McCiernanp.] I voted 
for the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded 
on the Journal as having voted against the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. INGE. Then, I ask that the Journal be 
corrected, and that my vote be recorded in the 
affirmative 

The SPEAKER said, if there be no objection, 
the vote will be so recorded. The correction 
would not change the result. : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER said: In the Journal of Saturday, 
on the motion made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Danrex,] that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House on 
the private calendar, | am recorded as having voted 
against the motion. I voted forit, I hope that 
the Journal may be corrected 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be so cor- 
rected if there be no objection. 

‘There was no objection. 


IOWA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. STRONG rose to a privileged question, 
and made a report from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, to which was referred the memorial of 
Daniel F. Miller, praying to be admitted to the 
seat occupied by Mr. William Thompson, as the 
Representative from the First Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Iowa, accompanied by the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That Witliam Thompson is entitled to the seat 
in this House which he now occupies as the Representa- 
tive from the First Congressional district of Iowa. 

Mr. S. moved that the further consideration of 
the subject be postponed until Wednesday, the 
Q6ih instant. 

Mr. VAN DYKE said that there were two re- 
ports from the Committee on Elections, both of 
which, he believed, claimed to be majority reports. 
He simply asked that the report which he now 
made be printed, and take the same direction as 
had been given to the other. , 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired, in case the considera- 
tiou of the subject were postponed till to-morrow 
week, if it could be called up at that time? 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair was clearly of 
the opinion, that it could be called upas a ques- 
tion of privilege at that time. í 
© The question was taken on the motions of 
Messrs. Strona and Van Dyxe, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

So the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until Wednesday, the 26th instant. 

THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, asked the unani- 
mous consent to introduce a bill, of which he had 
given previous notice, for the purpose of referring 
it to the Committee on Commerce. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

“A bill to provide for the removai of obstruc- 
tions in the river Savannah, in the State of Geor- 
gia, and for the improvement of the same.” 

No objection being made, 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

THE SURPLUS FUND. 

Mr. CHANDLER roseand said, he would move 

to reconsider the vote by which the House had 

` authorized the appointment of a select committee 
of five members, to make certain inquiries in ref- 
erence to the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
House (said he) will bear in mind, that the state 
of order at the time that resolution was offered 
was such as rendered it exceedingly difficult for 
members to ascertain the character of that resolu- 
tion; and before it could be ascertained, the pre- 
vious question was put. Iam persuaded that if 
members on the other side of the House will read 
this resolution as it is printed in the papers of this 
morning, (and I have no doubt it is printed cor- 
rectly,) they will feel that, if it is not an insult to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it is wanting in 
proper respect to ourselves. 1 hope, therefore, it 
may be reconsidered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolve’, That a special committee of five members of 
this House be, and the same are hereby appointed, with 
power to examine and ascertain whether the Secretary ot 
the Treasury has not used or appropriated a large amount 
of money from the surplus fund, without authority of law, 
which had accumulated to said fund ander the provisions 
of the act of Congress of 1755, from appropriations made for 
the Florida Indians, and for other purposes, under various 
specific appropriations made by Congress since 1830, and 


thatsaid committee have power to send for persons and 
papers. > 

Mr. C: I wish merely to state, that the 
character of the resolution is such as differs ma- 
terially from those which have preceded it. It 
is a charge of dishonesty on the Secretary of the 
Treasury; a charge that he has “used and appro- 
priated’’ a large amount, (whether for himseif or 
for othersis not stated.) Í stand not here as the 
advocate of the Secretary of the Treasury—though 
a personal friend: but those who know him as | 
know him will believe him incapable of misusing 
money, his own or others—wholiy incapable of 
malappropriation. He of all men needs defence 
the least; but I cannot allow such language to 
proceed from this body without protesting against 
its use, not less from self-respect and respect to 
this House than from regard to the character and 
worth of the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
character and temper of this resolution are such 
as to convey to the world the impression that we 
believed the Secretary had done some open wrong. 
I do not and will not object to a resolution of in- 
quiry; but to such an array of language | do ob- 
ject, and Lam sure I shall be sustained by a large 
majority of this House: gentlemen on both sides 
will sustain my motion. 


Mr. ASHE interposed to a point of order, and | 


asked what was the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Phe motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution of the gentieman 
from Ohio was adopted yesterday. 

Mr. ASHE. Is that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Its. 

Mr. ASHE. Very well. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. | appeal to the good sense, 
the proper feeling of the House on both sides, to 
reconsider the resolution. 

Mr. SWEEUVSER, in reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CHaxDLER,] said that the 
information upon which he had offered this reso- 
lution was from a very respectable source. He 
had no reason to doubt the truth of the charged 
which it contained; he had moved the resolution 
in good faith, with the view of investigating those 
charges; and in justice to the Secretary he would 
say, that the resolution related only to his official 
conduct, and had no reference whatever to his pri- 
vate character. 


Mr. MORSE obtained the floor and yielded, at | 


request, to 

Mr. CHANDLER, who said he did not wish 
to suppress any inquiry in regard to any officer: 
he desired the resolution to be reconsidered that 
its phraseology might be changed. 


Mr. MORSE desired, through the Chair, to ask | 
the gentleman from Onio, [Mr. Swrerser,] wheth- | 


er this charge, whatever might be its nature, was 
made upon the gentleman’s own responsibility ? 
He would yield the floor for a reply. 

Mr. SWEETSER. ltis not. 
before stated, from information which | have re- 
ceived. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
that information is befpre the House? 

Mr. SWEETSER. The object of this investi- 
gation is to bring it before the House. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I am satisfied. I desired 
merely to make one or two remarks, which | had 
not the opportunity of making upon several reso- 
lutions which have previously been introduced into 
this body. lin vain essayed to get the floor upon 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Lili- 
nois, [Mr. Ricarpson,] making charges against 
the Secretary of the Interior; and I think now, as 


I thought at that time, that this House should put |) 


the stamp of its reprobation upon this mode of 
lending the arm of this body to persons outside 
of these walls, for the purpose of arraigning dif- 


ferent officers of this Government, and perpetra- |; 


ting their slanders, it may be, upon meñ who have 
been honored by the Executive of this country 
with high official stations. 

l desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio, as 
Idoto the gentleman from Illmois, if a single 
member, a respectable member of this body—if 
any member, (1 make no distinction,) will rise in 
his seat and say that from his own knowledge he 
has reason to believe that any officer of this Qov- 
ernment has been guilty of dereliction of duty in 
agy manner, he shall have my vote to test and 
examine the charge; but without my having the 
means of knowing the character and standing of a 
person who shall whisper in the ear of a member 


itis made, asI | 


of this body, I will not—and I have been surprised 
to see this House, on more. occasions. than one, 
lendin, 

Mr. SWEETSER, (interposing and the floor 
being yielded.) Iwill inform the gentleman that 
this matter having been rumored, the Committee 
of Ways and Means, through its organ, addressed 
a letter making inquiry of the Secretary of that 
Treasury, touching this very point. 1 am soad- 
vised; and { now call upon the chairman of the 
i committee to know whether that inquiry. has not 

been made by that committee, and whether, up.to 
this moment, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
not been silent? i 
Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Speaker, I take pleasure in 
answering the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser.} While the Committee of 
Ways and Means had the Indian appropriation 
bill before them, we were asked by the Adminis- 
| ration to reappropriate several sums of former 
| appropriation which had gone, under law, into the 
| surplus fand—in other words, had gone back into 
|| the Treasury. We were informed by the genile- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. THompson,} who is 
ii not now in his seat, that he had learned that the 
Administration had decided that they could use, 
and that the Secretary of the Interior had drawn 
from the Treasury, funds which had passed into 
the surplus fund; and if such was the case, he saw 
| no necessity for our making reappropriation. We 
| did not believe it possible that any such decision 
had been made; but to remove all doubt about it, 
we authorized the gentleman frum Mississippi 
(Mr. Tnomrson] to investigate the matter. He 
wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Interior upon 
the subject. Yesterday, when the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] moved his resolution, re- 
cognizing it as the same subject to which our at- 
tention had been called, I asked the gentleman 
| from Mississippi (Mr. Tuompsoy] if his etter 
; had been answered; and he informed me thatit had 
not. The letter was written some two months 
ago—probably longer ago than that. 

Mr. MORSE, (resuming.) With the particular 
appropriation of this fund alluded to by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Waysand Means, I have 
nothing todo; but [have something to say in defence 
of the character of this body, and of myself in par- 
ticular as one of its members, I have uniformly 
voted against the organization and appointment of 
any such committee since | have been a member of 
this body, with the exception of the committee to 
| examine into some charges against the Secretary of 
War, which were made current through the news- 
papers, and to investigate which that high function- 
nary of this Government asked a committee of this 
House. I felt itdue to that gentleman’to give him 
|i this committee. Upon more occasions than one, 
| gentlemen have risen in their seats, and said that 
they had heard rumors injuriously affecting the 
character and official acts of high officersof this Gov- 
ernment, and have asked of this body a committee 
to examine into the truth of such rumors, without 
giving the names of the persons with whom they 
originated, that the House might judge of their re- 
| spectability and standing. 1 have uniformly voted 
| against authorizing the appointment of such com- 
mittees on such grounds. Itis a matter of great 
surprise to me, howa vote of this kind should 
have passed this body; thus, upon information re- 
ceived by an individual member, and which he 
keeps secret from the other members, bringing 
the strong arm of this Government to bear aguinst 
high officers of this Government. 

Now, I desire, in order that my motives may 
not be misunderstood, to say, that | utterly repudi- 
ate this particular course of constituting this body 
i| into a grand-jury of inquest upon the morals and 
habits of the officers of this Government, acting 
upon information received through a single mem- 
ber and unknown to the rest of the Heuse. The 
f very fact that a committee of that kind has been 
| raised—the very fact thata body of two hundred 
| and thirty members have so far endorsed the charge 
| as to appoint a committee to investigate it—leaves 
| more or Jess of stain upon the fair fame of any gen- 
i teman, f am nota particular or a political friend 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; Lam not person- 
ally acquainted with him; but I have some regard 
for the character of those gentlemen who have 
been honored with these high places as the officers 
of my country, aad I feel every imputation. made 
against their fair fame as an imputation against 
the fair fame of my country. I hope the House 
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will reconsider their vote, and before they consent 
to give the gentleman from Ohio, or any other 
gentleman, be he Whig or Democrat, a committee 
to investigate charges seriously.affecting the char- 
acter of high functionaries of* the Government, 
thatthe House will know who makes these charges. 
¥f it is a gentleman outside this bar, and if he is 
a gentleman of sufficient character and standing to 
‘give importance and credibility to the charges, 
I will vote for a committee to investigate them, 
if one is required; but I will not consent that any 
gentleman on this floor shall be made the vehicle 
of slanders from without, of the source of ‘which 
the other members of the House know nothing. 
‘It may be that the gentleman from Ilinois and the | 
gentleman from Ohio have every confidence in the 
persons from whom they obtained their informa- 
tion; I want to know myself who is the person, 
‘what is his character and standing, before 1 lend | 
the arm of the Government to-crush or to cast im- 
putations upon our high officers; and unless I do 
Know, f will not vote for any committee of inves- 
tigation. I demand to know who is the man who 
makes this charge. I asked the gentleman from 
Ohio, in the presence of this Hoyse, whether he 
made the charge on his own responsibility; he re- | 
plied that he did not, and declines to state the name 
of the person who did. Until his name is given, 
and until I can judge of the degree of importance j 
which is to be attached to the charges, by knowing 
the character and credibility of their author, I will 
never by my vote sanction the proposition for this 
body to raise a committee to investigate them. I 
hope, therefore, that the resolution will be recon- 
sidered, and that it will not again be adopted until 
charges are presented in a tangible form, and from 
a source with: which the House are acquainted, 
and which shall entitle them to our investigation, 


Mr. ASHMUN said, J feel bound to express to || 


the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Morse] my | 
sincere thanks for the course he has pursued upon 
this occasion. He is entitled to the thanks of the 
House, and [ am sure that there is not an honor- 
able man now in the House whuse heart does not 
respond readily to the manly and highly honorable 
tone in which he has spoken. [t is characteristic 
of him--frank and: honorable, as he always is 


upon this floor, whatever his opinions may be. | 


Sir, I agree with him that it is time—high time, 
that this House should stamp with the seal of 
emphatic reprobation the practice which has com- | 
menced here, of introducing resolutions Which con- | 
tain injurious imputations upon the character and | 


conduct of gentlemen high in office, without a re- i 


sponsible person to vouch for the facts upon which 
the imputations are founded. It has gone too 
far already, and I hope that the House will seize | 
this occasion to puta stop to it. Resolutions con- 
taining charges of official delinquency, of fraud | 
and corruption, are offered here, for which no man | 
comes forward to be responsible; which have 
been framed upon secret and malicious whispers 
poured into the ears of such members as may 
be disposed to listen to slanderous gossip. And į 
when they are presented by a member, he dis- 
claims all personal knowledge of the facte him- | 
gelf; and when called upon to give us his means 
of information, he utterly refuses. Now, in the 
present case, the House has heard that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr. Morse,] before pro- 
ceeding to denounce this procedure, took particu- 
lar pains to inquire of the mover of this resolution } 
{Mr. Sweerser] whether he made these charges, 
or framed tais resolution upon any facts within hia | 
own knowledge. The answer was in the negative. ` 
The gentleman from Louisiana then asked the 
mover to give the House the name of his inform- 
ant. This he refused to do. Here, then, we have 
a resolution containing imputations upon both the 
personal and official character of a gentleman whose 
character stands as pure and high as that of any 
man in the nation, and all we know of the author- 
ity upon which the proceeding is instituted is, that 
some unknown person has whispered in the ear ; 
of the gentleman from Ohio, and stimulated him | 
to make this movement. i 

Mr. SWEETSER interposed: and (Mr. A. | 
yielding the floor) said, that the gentleman was | 
assuming what he (Mr. 8.) did not intend to say. 
He had stated that he had received his informa- | 
tion from a source which was entitled to the ut- 
miost credence, and that he had no doubt of the 
facts. In relation to the names of the persons, he 
regarded it as improper to give them. 


| hands. 


Mr. MOORE was understood to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Swaerser] in- 
tended to say that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had applied the money to his own use. 


Mr. SWEETSER disavowed any such inten- | 
The Secretary of the Treasury was referred | 
to (Mr. S. said) in his official capacity, and the | 


tion. 


language of the resolution applied to him in that 
connection. It wasa forced construction to apply 
to it any other meaning. The gravamen of the 
charge was against the Secretary in his official ca- 
pacity. f ; f 
Mr. ASHMUN resumed. The gentleman now 
says that he did not intend to make a charge of 
personal peculation, that the Secretary had applied 
the money to his own use. I can only sav, then, 
that he made a most unfortunate use of the English 
language when he framed his resolution. The 


resolution reads: 
Resolved, That a special committee of five members of 
this House be,and the same are hereby, appointed, with 


| power to examine and ascertain whether the Secretary of 


the Treasury has not used or appropriated a large amount of 
money from the surplus fund,” &e. 


What did the gentleman mean hy the word 
“tused?” Tam bound to take the disclaimer which 
he now makes, but I still think that those who 
read the resolution as it apnears in the papers, and 
upon the Journal of the House, and who do not 
hear the disclaimer, will be Jed into the suspi- 
cion that the resolution did propose an inquiry 
into a corrupt use of the public money; and if it 
was not so, why was a special and unusual power 
demanded to send for persons and papers? Surely 
the resolution at least is most unfortunately loose 
and ambiguous, and if there was no other reason 
for the reconsideration which is moved, itis enough 


i that itis so worded as to need amendment, to clear it 
from the offensive implication which it now con- |! 


tains, and which the gentleman now says he did 
not intend. 

But, there is still another reason why this reso- 
Jution should not be adopted. The resolution asks 
fora special committee; but it now seems, from 
the declarations of the chairman of the Committee 
of Waysand Means, [Mr. Bayty,] that his com- 
mittee has this very matter under examination, 
and hasaddressed an inquiry to the Secretary, ask- 
ing for information concerning it. That is the 
proper committee to have the matter in charge, 
and I am content to leave it there, and see no neces- 
sity for the ceremony of raising a new and spe- 
cial committee for the purpose of taking it out of 
the hands of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYLY (Mr. A. yielding) said: The letter 
we addressed was not to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but to the Secretary of the Interior, 
upon whose application we understood these drafts 
had been made. The gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. Tuomrson] will, however, make a fuller 
statement than I can make. 


Mr. ASH MUN resumed. Tt seems, then, that 


| this matter belongs to the Department of the Inte- 


rior; and if so, I should be glad to know why the 
charges in the resolution are aimed at the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Which of these officers is 
implicated? or do not gentlemen know exactly 
whom they arein pursuit of? At all events, let 
the Committee of Ways and Means pursue the 
investigation which it has begun. Itis the com- 


mittee which has the legitimate supervision of | 


subjects of this character—of appropriations and 
their use. Itis a committee composed of men of 
known ability, and, more than any other, usually 
entitled to the confidence of the House. They 
have the matter now in charge, and I see no reason 
for this extraordinary attempt to take it out of their 
I have no fear or anxiety that any inves- 


tigation will result in anything which can in the | 


least degree touch the honor, personal or official, 
of Mr. Meredith; but it is due to propriety, to the 
character of the House, to our own self-respect, as 
well as to the Secretary, that we should retrace 
the step into which we were yesterday led, amidst 
such confusion as disabled members from hearing 
and understanding the true character of the reso- 
lution, as it was read a single time at the Clerk’s 
desk, 

Mr. DISNEY, after a preliminary remark, the 
purport of which was not heard by tle reporter, 
proceeded to remark, that under some circum- 
stances he should wonder much to see gentlemen 
on the other side of the House object to any 
proposition looking to invéstigations of this char- 
acter; but after the developments which had 


been already made in respect to the present Ad. 
i| ministration, he could no longer feel surprised at 
any degree of sensitiveness which might be mani- 
fested as to any investigations into its proceedings, 
The resolution involved matter of grave and serious 
import—so grave that, in his judgment, if the 
facts, as suggested in the resolution of his col- 
league, [Mr. Sweerser,] should be established, 
they would properly form the subject-matter of an 
impeachment. As he (Mr. D.) understood the 
matter, the charge was this—that after balances of 
| appropriations which, by the requirements of the 
statute of °95, had ‘been turned over to the general 
treasury, (having remained unexpended for a 
period longer than two years,) the Treasurer, or . 
some other person, had taken the liberty to re- 
take such balances from the Treasury—to- reap- 
propriate, without authority of law, the moneys 
there found. This was the charge. He under- 
‘stood that, under the practice of the Government 
since its formation to the present time, more than 
thirty-six millious of money had been thus trans- 
ferred to the surplas fund; and if sums of money 
could be taken from the Treasury in this manner, 
| the whole might be taken. The forms and cere- 
j monies by which the public treasury had been 
guarded, would become mere mockeries, having 
no binding force, and the money of the people 
would, for all practical purposes, be Jeft at the 
mercy of the Secretary of the Treasury. Did 
gentlemen on the other side of the House shrink 
from the investigation of such a charge? Sen- 
| sitive as they might be on all matters of this 
kind, he must be permitted to suggest whether 
|| it was in good taste for them thus to avoid a fair 
and open investigation of the charge., What 
would be the effect upon the public mind if gen- 
tlemen were successful in this attempt to crush 
investigation? He understood—he had been led 
| to believe, like his colleague, (Mr. SweeTser,]—~ 
| that the facts set forth in the resolution were true. 
He (Mr. D.) had learned, that on the 27th of 
| June, 1847, under the administration of Mr. Polk, 
about $152,000 unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions made by Congress, had been tiansferred to 
| the general treasury of the nation. He had un-. 
derstood, further, that in December, 1849, the 
| present Administration did take that same amount 
from the Treasury and reappropriate it without 
authority of law. And the resolution of his col- 
league proposed to inquire and ascertain whether 
this statement was, or was not, true. That was 
the object of the resolution. His (Mr. D.’s) in- 
formation was of such a character that he dared 
not disbelieve it, although he could not take upon 
himself the responsibility of making the charge 
upon his own knowledge. But he thought every 
gentleman, upon reflection, must see that the cage 
had assumed an aspect which made it the impera- 
tive duty of the House to take action upon it. It 
was due to itself, and due to the character of the 
Government, that an investigation should take 
place; and the proposition of his colleague called 
for and demanded that investigation, 

In conclusion, he would say to gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, let them not shrink from 
this inquiry. This. sensitiveness which had been 
manifested was altogether ill-timed. Whatever 
the present Administration might have done, let 
not gentlemen attempt to shroud or conceal it.. 
| The charge, he repeated, was a serious one; and it 
was the duty of every member who believed that 
i| there was any sufficient ground upon which to base 
i the inquiry, to aid in throwing light upon that 
charge, and in letting the country know to what 
extent it could be made good. He admired the 
l| feeling which would repel all unfounded charges 

or imputations against the character of any indi- 
viduals, be they who they might; but when 
charges were well-founded, as he believed the 
present to be, the duty of investigation was, in his 
opinion, too plain to be mistaken. Since his at- 
tention had been directed to this subject, he had 
found, by the official returns of former years, that 
in the fiscal year ending June, 1847, this amount 
of money had been reported to the House as hav- 
ing been turned over to the general treasury in 
pursuance of the provisions of the law. So far, 
then, there was official testimony to sustain the 
allegation. The charge was made. His colleague 
and himself verily believed it to be true, and, in 
his judgment, an imperative sense of duty should 
compel this House to take cognizance of it. 

Mr. CASEY said: Mr. Spzaxer, when the, 
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gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] offered this 
resolution I objected to it, because of its offensive || 
and unfair character. | voted against the suspension 
of the rules and the adoption of the resolution, but H 
failed to draw the attenaon of the House tu itar i| 
the time. I agree, sir, with the gentleman from |! 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] that the honorable |; 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. Morse) deserves 
the thanks of this House and the country, for the i 
ability and magnanimity with which he has vindi- |! 
cated the dignity of this House and the honor of. 
the Government, and I take particular pleasure in | 
noticing instances of this kind, as it exhibits to the | 
country, that there are upon this floor gentlemen 

who are not to be drawn aside from the assertion | 
of a great and correct principle, as. applied to the 

officers of this Government, vy the zeal and heat of |‘ 
partisan opposition, or be induced to make an im- ji 
pution upon the honor and integrity of a high offi- i 
cer of this Government, without a single scintilla j! 
of proof being presented to the House, upon which || 
such charge could be sustained. And | here take 
occasion to say, that I believe all proceedings of 
this kind utterly wrong in principle, and. unfair 
and unjust to the persons who are sought io be 
affected by them. Ln regard to this particular res- | 
olution, L opposed it when it was offered, being, as į 
l believed, both calculated and intended to impute 
dishonesty and dishonor to the Secretary cf the 
Treasury, whose personal and political friend I 
have the honor to be, and who is a son of that 
State which I have the honor in part to represent. 

Now, sir, | should be recreant in my duty as a 
Representative, and but poorly exhibit my friend- 
ship for this distinguished gentleman, if | failed |! 
to give my assent to the investigation of all his |! 
official acts, in the fullest and amplest manner, 
when such investigation is sought in a mode | 
becoming the honor and dignity of this body, and |} 
without committing such gross and flagrant in- |} 
justice to an honorable man, and a high func- || 
tionary of the Government. eee 

The gentieman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] insists | 
that this is a most grave and serious charge, and | 
if true, would lead to the impeachment and dis- | 
grace of the Secretary of the Treasury. And it! 
is for this reason, sir, that | oppose the resolution, 
as it now stands, and under the circumstances 
under which itis presented. {t assumes the crime, 
without, so far as this [Louse knows, the existence |} 
of one iota of proof to sustain it. He is to be 
pronounced guilty, and tried afterwards, contrary 
to all’ rules of fairness, justice, and law. Sir, a 
gentleman, with as good a character as any man | 
in this Hall for honor, honesty, and integrity, in |; 
ali the relations of life, aud in every position in |} 
which he has been placed, in public or private 
trust, and who has hitherto escaped unsullied and 
unscathed, when a charge of dishonesty and cor- 
ruption in his high office is alleged against him 
in this House, is to be deprived of the common 
justice which is extended to every man under our 
Constitution and laws, when accused of the most 
petty and trifling misdemeanor, 

I repeat again, sir, it is unbecoming the charac- 
ter of members of this body and the dignity of 
this House, that a member should rise here ia his 
place, and by merely stating that he has heard 
such and such rumors, drawing in question the 
character, both official and personal, of members | 
of the Cabinet, and that he believes them, that 
this House should be called upon to endorse such 
idle and malicious falsehoods. It is a low, mis- 
erable system of pettifogging, which would be un- 
worthy a justice’s county court, and in a body 
like this, is most intolerable and discreditable. |! 
Where is the evidence? What is it? Who gives || 
this information? The gentleman refuses to tell. 
I insist, that Í, asa member of this House, have 
a right to hear and know them, and to form 
my own judgment of them, whether they are ; 
worthy of credit, whether they are of such a char- ! 
acter as to justify this investigation, If this in- | 
formation has been fairly obtained, and is worthy | 
of credit, why shall it be withheld? The gentle- | 
man disclaims any personal knowledge on the |! 
subject, and refuses.to give bis authority. Í ask 
this House and the country, is this right, is it fair, 
is it just? ‘| 

Mr. SWEERTSER, (interposing.) I desire to | 
say that the gentleman shall be gratified to bis 
heart's content. But at this time, and on this pre- | 


i 
liminary proceeding, I shall neither suffer my feel- | 
| 


f 
| 
| 


from the plain purpose before me. Idonotknow the 
Secretary of the Treasury. personally. These 
cuarges have been made, and at a proper time will 
be brought before the graud inquest of this House 
—when the gentieman shall be graufied with the 
exhibition of the ground upon which they are 
predicated. The gentleman. has spoken of petti- 
fogging. | appeal. to honorable gentlemen. to 
say from what side of the House the pettifogging 
comes. 1 came into this House yesterday under 
a solemn sense of duty, and with a determination 
to discharge that duty truly and fearlessly. This 
House has given me acommittee, which will either 
exonerate the Secretary from these charges, or 
arraign him before the bar of this House. . And 


| so help me God, if] am permiued, I wiil discharge 


my duty faithfuliy, and in such a manner that 
the whoie truth shall go to the country. 

Mr. CASEY, (resuming.) Now is the proper 
time to furnish it. Che gentieman has no right to 
ask me and this House to be guided and concluded 
by his belief and his opinion of those rumors, 
colored and blinded as his belief and bis judgment 
may be by partisan feeling and hostility to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the Administration of 
which he is a member. 

‘Tue gentlemen taik of us shrinking from an in- 
vestigation. i wish the gentlemen to understand, 


i that 1 shrink from no investigation of the charac- 


ter and conduet, official or personal, of Mr. Mer- 
edith. I am willing, perfectly willing, that he 
shall pass the ordeal to which they refer. 1 know 
his character too well not to feel the most perfect 
assurance that he wiil come forth from it unsui- 
lied. and uninjured, “ Jike gold tried in the fire.” 
But what L insist upon is, that you have no 
right to frame an accusation like this, and put an 


officer on trial without some clear, distinct, and | 


tangible proof, making out at least a prima facie 
case, giving some assurance to the House of the 
existence of some probabile cause for such extra- 
ordinary proceedings. This the individual ar- 
raigued in our county courts, upon an accusition 
for the most petty misdemeanor, is entitled to. 
But a man occupying a high position in the Gov- 
ernment, and against whose honesty and integ- 
rity even the breath of slander has not dared, 


| heretofore, to breathe a whisper, is to be pre- 


judged by the House of Representatives of the 


United States, and is to be condemned before trial, | 
| and without mercy. 


If gentlemen have any ground of suspicion, let 


| them commence in the right way, and ina man- 


ner becoming a fair and an honorable opposition. 


Let them cail upon the Secretary for information | 


on this subject—for ail the papers in relation to it; 


and when that information comes, and it shows | 


that an Investigation is necessary, I shall be the 
last man upon this floor to oppose it. If that Sec- 


retary has been guilty of fraud and dishonesty in | 
the management of the public funds, | wili go as | 


far as he who goes the furthest, in not only ex- 
posing such fraud and corruption, but also in hold- 
ing him amenable to the just judgment of Congress 
and the country. 1 have nothing, sir, to shrink 
from. I am well convinced these are idle and 
untounded rumors, and I think there is great cause 
of complaint that they should be moulded into a 
distinct charge of dishonesty by an honorable 
member of this House, and -particularly when he 
pertinaciously refuses to furnish to us the evidence 
upon which he predicates the charge. 1 repeat, i 
am ready. to vote fur anything which will elicit tie 
facts in the case, without endorsing the charge and 


| giving it currency, and sending it over the coun- 


try. 


The gentleman disclaims any intention of ma- | 
king a charge of personal dishonesty on the part | 
Netther does the resolution of |! 
i the gentleman make such an accusation openly; | 


of the Secretary. 


yet no one can fail to see, that it implies what dare 
not be charged directly, and that its effect will be, 
to send out, with the approval of this House, this 
only half-concealed aud insidious stab at the repa- 
tation of a high-minded and honorable man. I 
hope, therefore, that this House will assert 1ts.own 
dignity, and maintain iis character by withdraw- 
ing this charge, made without proof, against a 


member of another branch of the Governmen:; | 
and take such action as shall comport with the | 


character of this body and the great country which 


we represent. tne hago 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, that he 


ings to become excited, nor shall I be drawn aside i was ngtin his-seat at the moment the debate aroge 


f 
1 


E 
| mitted that he had done itin this case, ani, 
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this. morning, and he. did not, understand the full, 
purport of the resolution which had been offered. 
yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Sweerser.} In some degree, however, he (Mr. 
T.) was acquainted with the matter to which the: 
resolution referred, and. he would submit to the 
House such information as he possessed in regard: 
to it, : : 

Some six weeks or two months ago, the Com- 
mittee of Ways.and Means had referred, to him, 
for examination, the. Indian appropriation. bill. 
There were in the bill several items of reappropri- 
ation of funds from the surplus fund. He had 

gone to the department to make inquiries in re- 

spect to them. His examinations there had led 

to the information that the department had recent- 

ly decided that money which had been carried to 

the surplus fund could be drawn out again without 

authority of law. He had come back with that 

statement, and said, if that rule was to be made 

and acquiesced in, there was no need of these re- 
appropriations. The committee of Ways and 

Means had put them in: that bad indyced him to 
visit Mr. Ewing; he had done so; he had asked 
him if such a rule had been adopted, and been 
told that it had been carried out in the case of the 
appropriation for the Seminole Indians, which he 
belfeved were the same with the Florida Indians, 
‘The money had been carried to the surplus fund 
hy a warrant drawn. June 30, 1847. Mr. Ewing 
took the ground that the appropriations had been, 
improperly carried to the surplus fand. But it 
had gone to the surplus fund, and it had there re- 

mained Vor two years, he (Mr. T.) believed, TIe 

returned; the Commitee of Ways and Means put 

into the bill these reappropriations, thereby not 

sanctioning, but, on the contrary, dissenting from 

this principle. The facts, therefore, stated by the 
gentleman from Ohio were true to tlas extent: that 
the Secretary of the Interior drew his warrant 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury; and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior received the money and used 
it, knowing that it had come from the surplus. 
fund, 

Whether there was anything peculiar in this 
case he (Mr. T.) had not been able to deter- 
mine; whether the appropriation had been im-. 
properly carried to the surplus fund he was unable 
tw give an opinion; but it had been carried to the 
surplus fund, and some two or three years after- 
wards it was drawn out on the warrant of the Nec- 
retary of the Treasury. i 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the Secretary of the 
Interior had not said that the appropriation was 
improperly carried to the surplus fund ? f 

Mr. THOMPSON. He did say so. 

Mr. VINTON had only further to ask whether 
the same thing had not been done before under 
preceding Administrations? Whether, when money 
had been erroneously or improperly carried to the 
surplus fund, it had not been returned and the 
books of the Treasury corrected ? 

Mr. THOMPSON said, as be had stated a part 
of the conversation he would state it more fully. 
Phe Secretary of the Interior admitted that it was 


| a dangerous principle; he (Mr. T.) had said it 


ad- 
id 
there were three or four precedents to justify it. 
[Immediately afterwards he (Mr. T.) had calied 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury in writing for 
a fuil statement of the matter, and, from that day 
tu this, by some strange neglect or by a suppost- 
tion that it was an impreper interference on hig 
(Mr. T.’s) part as a member of the committee, or 
rom some other reason, the Secretary had never 
answered the letter. The letter must have been 
written some five or six weeks, in fact some two 
months or more since, 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired whether there had 
been any investigation of the subject as related to 
the conduct of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that there had been 
none so faras the Secretary of the Treasury was 
concerned: it was a matter pertaiing entirely to 
the Indian bureau, which feil entirely within the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ASHIMUN inquired whether there was 
anything that would jusufy the House in appoint- , 
ing a committee with power to send for persona 
and papers; in other words, whether there was 
anything to impeach the propriety, honesty, or 
integrity of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury? i 

Mr. THOMPSON would answer the.gendeman, 


was a very dangerous principle; the Secreta 


s 
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from Massachusétts in all candor. In the first 
place, he had not investigated the propriety of the 
draft: drawn upon this fund; in the second place, he 
had not invéstigated the fact whether the money 
had properly been cartied to this fund. He could 
only assert the fact that was admitted, that it had 
been carried to the surplus fund and there remained 
for some time, and had been drawn out again. 
Wot having investigated this case, therefore, it was 
for the House to determine the propriety of the 
Secretary’s conduct, and not for him. , For his 
own part, he thought it a very proper investiga- 
tion, and he should vote for it with pleasure; he 
was astonished that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts did not vote for it. Ifthe money had been 
improperly carried to the surplus fund, all that 
would be necessary would be for the committee to 
show that fact, and the Secretary would stand vin- 
dicated; on the contrary, if it was rightly in the 
Treasury of the United States, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would certainly never justify 
the Sccretary of the Treasury in drawing it out 
without an appropriation from Congress. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he knew the gentleman 
from Mississippi acted fairly about this thing; he 
wanted to know of the gentleman whether a call 
upon the Secretary for information in the ordingry 
mode, through the President, would not disclose 
all the facts? 

Mr, THOMPSON replied, that in all frankness 
he could not answer. He himself thought it was 
a very proper subject for investigation. One 
thing was very certain, that the Secretary had not | 
answered the letter of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Ifan ordinary call was made, and a re- 
ply was received, the report would amount to this: 
that the money had been carried to the surplus 
fund improperly. He (Mr. T.) doubted whether 
the report would state the ground upon which the | 
transaction had taken place. Atall events, he did 
not think a committee of investigation would doany 
harm. He believed that this money was in the 
Treasury of the United States, and that it had 
been improperly drawn out, That was his belief. 
Now the question was, whether this involved im- 

ropriety on the part of the Secretary. „He (Mr. 
TS did not give an opinion: it was for the House 
to determine. One other fact: He had been told 
by one of the clerks (the authority of course 
would go for what it was worth) that the Cabinet 
had reversed that decision and decided that no 
more money, after it was carried to the surplus 
fund, could be drawn out without authority of 
law. Whether that decision had been reversed by 
the Cabinet or not, was a question which he had 
not the means of determining. 

Now, the only question upon the resolution of 
the gentleman from Ohio arose from its terms. It 
proposed to inquire ‘ whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury has not used or appropriated a large 


amount of money from the surplus fund without 


authority of law.” 

Whether that question implied any corrupt con- 
duct upon the part of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was for the House to determine. He 
thought that this warrant had been improperly 
paid and t ion © 
money, (though it might have been for the public 
service in violation of, or witboutany authority of 
law. He therefore thought it was a very proper 
case for investigation, and he was astonished that 
the gentlemen on the other side were not willing | 
to vote for it. g 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and wished to propound 
an inquiry to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi yield the floor? 

Mr. THOMPSON. If the gentleman wishes 
to make an inquiry. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he wished to know of the 
honorable member from Mississippi why, if he 
entertained this opinion that it was proper that a 
committee of inquiry should be raised to investi- 
gate this matter, the honorable member had not | 
himself called the attention of the House to it? | 
Why he had left it for some six or eight weeks, | 
and then to be brought up by an honorable | 
member who had no connection with it as amem- 


ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, and i 


who brought it forward on the authority of a per- i 
son whose name he was very unwilling to dis- 


close? 
Mr. THOMPSON. That is a very fair ques- 
tion, and it requires a direct answer. I believe a 


herefore that it was an appropriation of | 


| priated the money to his own use, 
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plain story will answer it directly and satisfac- 
torily: I wrote a letter to the Secretary of the fn- 
terior, asking for the facts; the Secretary to this 
hour has neglected to give me the facts; and Í, 
therefore, have not felt myself called upon, froma 
mere verbal answer of the Secretary, to bring this 
matter forward for the actionof the House. Is 
not that a satisfactory and direct answer? 


Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all. 


Mr: THOMPSON. lt is very satisfactory to 
mé, => 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, interposed to a point 


of order, and called for the special order of the 
day, the bounty Jand bill. : 

"fhe SPEAKER said, that the gentleman could 
not call up the special order while the gentleman 
from Mississippi was on the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON (Mr.T. further yielding at his 
request) said he wished further to inquire of the 
honorable member from Mississippi, why it was 
that, after the honorable member had addressed 
this letter—not to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
(whose conduct it was now proposed to inquire 
into,) but to the Secretary of the Interior, asking 
for information, and the Secretary remained silent, 
the honorable member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had not brought the matter before the 
House, and called upon the House to inquire of 
the Secretary of the Interior why, without color 
or autrority of law, he had made this draft upon 
the treasury ? i 

Mr. THOMPSON said he was not responsible 
if the gentleman from Delaware could not see and 
comprehend the force of his reasons. He (Mr. T.) 
was certainly thejudge of his own conduct; and he 
was certainly very willing to pry into the matter, 
whenever he thoughta flagrant abuse existed; and | 
he should not be deterred atany time from in- | 
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| without a reappropriation by Congress. 


quiring into it, or seconding the inquiry which any | 
gentleman might see fit to propose. in this case | 


he thought the gentleman would comprehend that f 


he (Mr. T.) was acting as a member of the com- 
mittee; that he had calied upon the Secretary of | 
the Interior for information: the committee had 


said they had nothing to do with it, He had 


waited, as a matter of course, fora reply to his 
inquiry before he should proceed further, Now 
it was true he had had nothing to do with pro- 
posing this investigation, but the subject was be- 
fore the House, and he bad been called upon as a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to state what he knew: he had stated what had 
been done in committee, and the long delay of the 
Secretary in answering his inquiry was justifica- | 
tion enough for him to vote for this investigation; 
and he would vote for it through all its phases. | 
He did not believe that the tone of the resolution | 
implied any moral dishonesty—it did not insinuate 
that the Secretary of the ‘Lreasury had appro- 
but merely that | 
he had appropriated it without authority of law. } 

Mr. SWEETSER (Mr. T. yielding) desired | 
distinctly to state, that be might not be misunder- 
stood, that in the resolution which he had had the 
honor to move, he had not intended, nor did he 
now intend, to impute to the Secretary of the 
Treasury any personal dishonor in this matter, 
His whole object was to investigate the oficial | 
conduct of that officer. He hoped the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and the House would receive 
this explanation and disclaimer now. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois (Mr. T. further | 
yielding,) inquired of the gentleman from Missis- į 
sippi whether the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury gave the transfer of these balances? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that in June, 1847, as | 
he understood it, this money was carried to the 
surplus fund; that that fact was reported in the 
December following, but that the fact of drawing | 
the money from this fund, on the ground upon | 
which it was done, had never, so far as he knew, | 
been reported to the Congress of the United | 
States. : 


Mr. McLANE desired to know of the gentle- || 


man from Mississippi, as the member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways und Means who had had this Indian 
appropriation bill referred to him, if the sum of 
money drawn from the Treasury by the warrant 
referred to, was a sum of money belonging to that 
class of appropriations which, by law, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had the right to transfer 
from one branch of the service to another? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that he could not 
give the gentleman an. answer, having never satis- | 


factorily investigated that matter. This was an 
inquiry which had been put to him by several gen- 
tlemen in conversation: he could not answer it. 
But this was nota question involving transfers 
from one head of appropriations to another, but per- 
taining entirely to the surplus fund, and the effect 
produced by returning money under the law of 795 
into the Treasury of the United States, which was 
quite a different affair. This appropriation which 
went to the surplus fund, was for the removal of 
the Seminole Indians: at the end of the two years, it 
was not found necessary to draw it from the Treas- 
ury for the purpose of carrying out the objects for 
which it was appropriated: it was therefore, accord- 
ing to law, returned into the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, under the head of surplus funds. Sub- 
sequently it might have been found necessary to 
use the same -money for the purpose for which it 
was originally appropriated. Now, the object of 
this investigation was to furnish the Secretary 
with an opportunity to give the grounds upon 
which he acted in thus drawing this money, which 
had gone to the surplus fund, from the Treasury, 
i For his 
own part, from the investigation which he had 
made, he could not'say that he entertained a deci- 
ded belief that the Secretary had acted wholly 
without authority of law; but this facthe would 
state, that the money went into the surplus fund, 
and had been drawn from the Treasury without 
reappropriation: and such a state of facts re- 
quired explanation. 

Mr. STRONG interposed, and (the floor being 
yielded) said, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
seemed to understand this case better than any 
other gentlemanwho had given his views in regard to 
it, he desired to ask the gentleman, what there was 
in the case that a committee could ascertain, which 
could not be ascertained by a resolution of inquiry 
directed to the Secretary of the Treasury? The 
raising of a committee of investigation implied a 
charge; a resolution of inquiry implied no such 
thing, as he understood it. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that if a committee 
were raised, an opportunity would be afforded to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to give the grounds 
upon which he had drawn the money out of the 
Treasury, without authority of law, as this must 
be admitted to be an irregular proceeding. The 
question, then, for the committee of investigation 
to determine was, whether the money had gone 
into the Treasury properly or not, and whether it 


i had been drawn out improperly or not? These 


were questions which, he thought, the committee 
of investigation could and ought to examine. 

Mr. DISNEY inquired. whether, in case the 
money was not expended within two years, under 
the statute of °95, the same could have been used 
without a reappropriation by Congress? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that, in his opinion, 
the money could not be used without a reappro- 
priation by Congress; but there are exceptions in 
cases of appropriations for objects which are to be 
continued, and this would be a subject for the in- 
vestigation of the committee. The usual custom 
with the departments was, when the money was not 
needed within two years, it was technically drawn 
out of the Treasury and placed to the credit of the 
disbursing officer. 

He did not sce the necessity for this peculiar 
sensitiveness on the part of gentlemen on the other 
side. He didnot believe that there was any im- 
propriety in this investigation: on the contrary, 
any gentleman of mice sensibility, whose honor 
was in any way impeached, would rather court 
investigation, in order that his conduct ‘might be 
explained and his honor vindicated. Here was 
an irregular proceeding; every gentleman must 
feel that an explanation was needed, and there 
could be no impropriety in the friends of the Sec- 
retary even pressing a fulland free examination, 
if they felt a consciousness that there was no sem- 
blance of official misconduct. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey. From what has 
been said on the other side of the House, it is 
clear that two points chiefly are presented; one is, 
that money has been drawn, without authority of 
law, by the Secretary of the Treasury; because, 
although originally appropriated to the purpose 
for which it was used, it had, from lapse of time, 
passed to the account of ‘*Surplus Funds.” The 
version alluded to by the honorable gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. T'nompson,] that it had so 
passed, in error, as he was informed, if correct, 
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would only show that a mistake in keeping the i the resolution, he 


books had occurred. If so, I may say, it had | 
been corrected, and properly so, by the head of the 
department—who thus brought back the money— | 
subject to his warrant, for the original appropria- 
tion. 

The other point presented is, that by law there 
is authority to transier from moneys properly 
carried to the account of surplus funds, amounts 
needed for specifie public purposes. These points 
are against inquiry, on the grounds assumed; for 
if either point be established, there is surely no 
need of inquiry at all—still less of a select com- 


mittee, with power to send for persons and papers, 


H 
: P ` i [E 
inorder to ascertain what offence against the law |; 


has been committed. As suggested by the honor- | 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srrona,] | 
a simple resolution of inquiry would have accom- | 
plished the object, in order to put the House in | 
possession of all requisite information. | 

{ put it to gentlemen on both sides of the House, | 


whether it is courteous, and fair, and manly, to 
make charges in such language as is contained in 
this résolution—involving high delinquency, per- 
sonal as well as official, without any substantive 
allegation by a member of this House, on his 
own authority, or on that of any responsible au- 
thor, to give even color to such charges? The | 
honorable mover of these resolutions disclaims | 
any such inference, from the language he has used, : 
and confines himself to objections to the Secreta- | 
ry’s course, as being without authority of law. 
But it is not sufficient, in my view, here among 
us, to make such disclaimer, while the charge 
stands, in writing and in print, stamped with the 
authority of the vote of two-thirds of the members 
of this House, and circulating throughout the 
country. The contradiction now is even too tardy 
to overtake the undeserved allegations of wrong. 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House, as | 
well as on this, must feel the propriety of limiting | 
inquiries through special committees of investiga- 
jion to matters of real importance, and based upon 
sufficient proofs, instead of making narrow points, 
accompanied by general and offensive imputations, 
the ground of such inquiries. The Secretary of | 
the Treasury in thé resolutions, stands charged in | 
the general terms, of having used and appropriated | 
the public money contrary to law. f 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposing. | 
“ Without authority of law.” ; 
Mr. KING. Well, “without authority” is | 
contrary to law. And the gentleman now says, | 
that the money has been used for public purposes, | 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
House to these facts and explanations. A direct | 
charge of using and appropriating public moneys | 
without authority of law, is narrowed down to | 
such use, for public purposes, under a construction | 
of law which may prove entirely legal, or under 
an error of book-keeping, which the Secretary not ; 
only had a right, but was bound to correct. The 
gentleman from Ohio, moving the resolution, did 
not really know what the point of inquiry was, | 
beyond the belief, founded upon hearsay, that the į 
Secretary had used moneys passed to the account 
of “ surplus funds,’ without authority of law; and | 
really, that gentleman seems to have derived much 
of the information upon which he was trustingly | 
proceeding, to what has been since stated to the 
House by the honorable member from Mississippi. 
Nor did he seem to know the effect of the laws re- | 
ferred to by that gentleman, or by the gentleman | 
from Maryland. Altogether, the ground of inquiry, 
compared with the terms in which it is couched, 
are singularly at variance. 
If there is a law permitting the use of surplus 
funds, under given circumstances, and this is one 
of those circumstances, there is no offence, and no 


aes : 3 | 
ground of inquiry, still less of censure, in the terms H 
If there is no such law, and there lj 


of that inquiry. 
is any unauthorized use of money in the Treasury, 
even for public purposes, I am for an inquiry, and 
so are my friends around me; but 1 desire that the 
facts should be stated to the House, not throagh 
any prejudiced or prejudging medium, but upon 
the Secretary’s answer to a simple, considerate, 
and respectful resolution of inquiry. Isay more; 
it is impossible to know the grounds upon which 
the Secretary of the Treasury has proceeded, until 
his answer is received. 

Mr.SWEETSER explained. He repeated what 
he had before said, and he would now tell the gen- 
tleman, that in relation to the charge contained in 


give. ~ He said again, thai the charge was against 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his official ca- 
pacity. The charge was, that he had used this 
money in his official capacity alone; and when he 
(Mr. 8.) declared that he made no personal impu- 
tation against that officer, he (Mr. S.) did not 
take back one jot or tittle of the charge, as it re- 
lated to his official capacity. Mr. S. alluded to 
the requirements of the act of °95, and remarked, 
that the act to which the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McLane] had referred, did not relate to 
these Indian appropriations. He also referred to 
the statement made by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Tuompson,] and remarked, that in 
no case where the money had passed to the sur- 
plus fund, bad any officer dared to draw it out, 
except upon specific appropriation made. 

Mr. KING. 
House, if the gentleman’s explanation has re- 
moved the objections made to the tenor of the res- 
olution, and whether sufficient authority has been 
produced by him to justify the course he pursued. 
I ask of the House—and especially of the gentle- 
men opposite—to give to the Secretary of the 


Treasury, simply, the measure of justice which in | 
similar cases they would claim for themselves—: 


to discard gratuitous imputations, personal and 
official, and to adopt regular resolutions of inquiry. 
1 will then go as far as any one in probing this 
matter to the bottom. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, interposed, and (Mr. 
Kine yielding the floor) asked, Does not the gen- 


tleman know that the Cabinet in council have had | 
that matter under consideration, and a majority | 


thereof condemned the act ? 

Mr. KING. So far from it, I know nothing 
either of the deliberations or determination of the 
Cabinet, and I am surprised that such a question 
should be made, or that such an intimation should 
come from that part of the House. 

Mr. CONRAD desired to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Cape] whether he knew 
anything about it? 

Mr. CASEY put a similar question. 

After some conversation on a point of order— 


Mr. KING said, he would settle the point of or- | 
der, by asking the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 


CasLe,] by what authority he had made the state- 
ment, or asked the question? 

Mr. CABELL. {did not make it as a charge; 
but to ascertain if the gentleman was familiar with 
the Cabinet doings. To show what my motive of 


inquiry was, | have heard upon pretty good au- | 


thority, that the Cabinet had condemned the act, 
but have not returned the money ! 

Mr. CARTTER inquired whether the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Kine] knew, or ex- 
pected that the present Cabinet would reverse any 
order for the payment of money ? 

Mr. KING said, the gentleman was like his 
colleague, (Mr. Disney,] who could see nothing 


that was right in the financial acts of the Adminis- | 


tration. When such questions shall properly come 
up, I trust they will be met successfull y—they cer- 
tainly will not be blinked. 


But I will simply declare here, and in the face of !: 


the country, that in its control of the financial, do- 
mestic, and foreign affairs of the nation, this Ad- 
ministration will bear a favorable comparison with 
any which has preceded it. ie ints 

Bat the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompsoy,] asks, Why so much sensitiveness 
on this side of the House to such inquiries? Does 
not the gentleman know that sensitiveness is be- 


coming, when gentlemen are charged with unwor- | 


thy conduct? Does he not feel that the honor and 
character of men at the head of the departments are 
public property, not to be lightly assailed, or coolly 
defended? I know of no rule that enjoins silence, or 
calmness? When such assertions are made, pri- 
vate honor and public honor alike forbid. But I 
will tell gentlemen on both sides of this House, 
make out your case or the semblance of it, and I 


will go with you in probing matters to the bottom; | 
but short of that, and from high considerations of |! 


public duty, [ pause, and call upon you to pause. 
And, therefore, I ask the House to reconsider the 
vote by which, yesterday, they did an uninten- 
tonal wrong; for Lam sure the tenor and purport 
of the resolutions which were then passed by a 
vote of two-thirds, will not be deliberately sus- 
tained and reaffirmed by a vote ofa majority to- 
day. 


(Mr. S.) had no explanation to | 


I leave it to the judgment of the || 


Mr. BISSELL moved that thè motion to recon- 
| sider be laid upon the table. : . 

Mr. VINTON asked the yeas and nays-on that 
motion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, appealed to the: 
gentleman from Illinois {Mr. BisseLL}] to with- 
draw the motion, to enable him (Mr. 8.) to say a 
few words. : . : 

Mr. BISSELL did so; (conditionally, as it 
seemed.) Los 

So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table was withdrawn. ioe 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, proceded with 
his remarks. He said that after listening with 
: much attention to the debate which had taken 
| place this morning, he had come to the conclusion 
i that it would be a graceful act on the part of gen- 
| lemen onthe Democratic side of the House, to 
vote in favor of the motion to reconsider the, vote 
by which this resolution had been adopted. If he 
bad not thought so—if he had not been of a differ- 
ent opinion from most of those gentlemen who had. 
spoken upon that side, he should not have said a 
single word. It seemed to be. perfectly clear that 
i nothing dishonorable or corrupt was charged 
, against the Secretary of the Treasury; and, as was 
to be inferred from the very appropriate question 
put by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, every- 
thing that could be obtained by means of a com- 
mitiee of investigation could be obtained by a 
simple resolution of inquiry. The facts were of 
such a nature as to render it impossible to conceal 
them. Why should the House adopt a course 
calculated to throw censure upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury, when no one suspected him of a 
i graver wrong than such as might be involved in a 

mistake—if such a mistake had been made—in the 
; construction of an act of Congress. He (Mr. S.) 
{i should vote in accordance with this view, more 
| out of respect to himself and to the Democratic 
i party of which he was a member, than from any 
| tenderness towards the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury himself. It could not be denied that such 
an investigation did imply censure; and when 
that investigation was altogether unnecessary, 
when the facts could be as readily adduced 
by another process involving no such. censure, 
why should the House adopt the former and 
more objectionable course? If this appropria- 
tion had been improperly carried to the surpius 
fund, it was put there against the law; and if such 
was the fact, then, as the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Kine] had remarked, it was but an error 
in book-keeping, and the money would be subject 
to the drafts of the ‘Treasury officers. Suppose 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had made a 
i blunder, and, under a misconstruction of the law, 
had taken the money out of the Treasury. That 
| error was seen and acknowledged. He (Mr.8.) did 
| not know how the facts were. Butheapprehend- 
| ed that this was not a very grave matter, and that, 
|; perhaps, similar occurrences had frequeutly taken 
place, and although it might demonstrate what he 
| believed to be true, that the Secretary of the 
: Treasury, at the time he entered upon his office, 
had not the experience requisite for the discharge 
of its duties—yet it did not show that he was 
corrupt, or that he had done any serious injury 
to the Government; for no one contended that he 
had appropriated the money to improper uses. 
He (Mr. S.) should, therefore, vote in favor of 
the motion to reconsider, in the hape that a reso- 
lution of inquiry would be adopted, by which all 
the facts of the case might be made known. 

Mr. ROOT said, that he had listened to the re- 
marks of gentlemen on all sides of the House—— 

Mr. STANTON interposed and said, that at the 
; Moment of taking his seat, he had forgotten to re- 
j deem the pledge which he had given to the gentle- 
man from Hhnois, (Mr. BisseLL,] to renew the 
|| motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the ta- 
i! ble. 
| A brief conversation followed, when 
Mr. BISSELL waived the motion, 

Mr. ROOT proceeded with his remarks. 
ii had, he said, listened to the remarks of gentlemen 
i| on both sides of the House, with a view, if possi- 
|| ble, to ascertain the length and breadth of the 
| question now under discussion. He could not, 
ij for the life of him, understand what necessity there 
i was for a committee of investigation, unless iù- 
| deed it should be a committee to investigate. the 
law. It seemed thata certain balance of an old 
appropriation had been earried to the surplus fund 


He 
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—whether correctly or not, he. should: not under- 
take to decide, nor did he think that the House’ 
could decide. Subsequently: the Secretary of the 
Interior, and probably the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, believed that this money had been erroneously 
carried to that fund. it was then drawn out and 
appropriated: to the use of the Government—not 
sSquandered—not expended upon illegal or unau- 
thorized objects—not expended contrary to law, |; 
but to pay a debt due by the Government of the 
United States. What; then, was there in the 
whole case? {t might be found that. the. money 
had been properly transferred to the surplus fund 
of the United States, and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury was mistaken in. supposing it to have 
been improperly transferred there. It might be | 
that the money had been erroneously drawn out 
of that fund, but he (Mr. R.) had not heard any 
gentleman say that it had been squandered, or ap- 
plied to. the payment of any invalid claim, or with 
any impropermotive. lie admitted the necessity of 
holding the officers of the Government to a rigid 
accountability; he admitted the necessity of sirtct 
regulations in the transaction of the public business. 
But was it necessary that a select committee of 
invesiization. should ve raised? Not-at all, in his 
judgment. The Committee of. Ways and Means 
could pursue the inquiry as well and quite as ef- | 
fectually. Or the Committee on Public Expendi- 
tures, whose duty it was to examine into the state 
of the several departments, and to inquire whether 
the public moneys had been expended conforma- 
biy to law, might be instructed to inquire into the 
matter and report the facts to the House; in fact, 
it was their peculiar business to look into all such 
maters as these. A resolution had been intro- 
duced by the gentleman: from Ohio, [Mr. Sweer- 
ser,] to investigate the charge growing out of this 
transaction. ‘The gentleman declared that he 
made the charge against the Secretary of the || 
Treasury in his official capacity—that he did not | 
make it against him in his private capacity. But 
suppose an impeachment should grow out of it, 
would not the Secretary be punisheu in his private 
character for his official acts? Lt reminded him of 
the language which had been attributed to the 
Pope in regard to a certain dignified character who <| 
combined in his own person the attributes of Gen- || 
eral and Cardinal. On being arraigned for some }} 
f 
| 


act which he had done, he replied that he had | 
done it in his character as General and that that 
had nothing to do with his character as Cardinal. | 
To which the Pope replied, “Åf the devil gets the | 
soul of the General, what will become of the soul | 
of the Cardinal??? and I cannot, (continued Mr. 
R.,) in the present case, see precisely the distinc- | 
tion which is attempted to be drawn, nor the effect 
of it. {cannot see that it amounts to anything. ! 
The mover of the resolution disclaims any impu- | 
tation upon the Secretary of the Treasury. To | 
my mind, the language of the resolution does 
clearly convey such an imputation. But there is 
a difference of opinion as to what the import of 
the language is, and that of itself, to my mind, is 
a sufficient reason why the vole shouid be recon- | 
sidered in order that the phraseology of the reso- | 

j 

| 


lutivn may be made significant and plain. ! 
Somethiag has been said about the sensitiveness i| 
of gentlemen on this side of the House. i du 
not know upon what ground the gendeman from | 
Ohio [Mr. Diswey| should impute any such feel- | 
ing to me, in conuection with a charge made upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 1 have never 
spoken to that gentleman, (Mr. R. was understood 
to say.) So far as he discharges his duty to the 
country with fidelity, L will go for him. If that | 
officer does anything that is wrong, I will as | 
readily vote to investigate that mauer, and to 
punish him, as L would give a similar vote in the |; 
case of any other man—no more, no less. Per- | 
sonally, 1 have no feelmg in the matter. {do not | 
care a straw aboutit. But respect to myself, and || 
respect to the body of which Lama member, re- |! 
quires that I should not act rashiy, and tbat [ |! 
should not mete out to the Secretary of the Treas- 
uy a less measure of justice than that which 
s ould be meted out to any other honorable man. 
I hope that the vote will be reconsidered; and that | 
if any resolution is to te adopted, it shall be | 
adopted deliverately, so that all may know pre- | 
cisely what ius import is. For my own part, l | 
have voted for all these investigations. 1 have 
voted for them under the last Administration and 
under this. Whenever a charge is put ing proper 


| their inquiries. 


f to dishonesty and peculation. 
| conceive of any fair standard of decision, by 


form—whenever there is good reason: to believe 
that there is matier requiring investigation, I shall 
be in favor of it. i 

I comply with the wishes of many gentlemen 
around me, by moving the previous question, Lie 
subsequently withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryiand, had the law read, 
which authorized the President, upon application 
of certain heaus of departments, to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to.draw from the Treasury 
certaifi surplus money of unexpended appropria- 
tions, and then he argued that, whether this money 
was legally or illegaily drawn from the Treasury, 
it was doubtless done under the direction of tne 
President, and the inquiry should be broad enough 
to cover the whole case. However, (Mr. Mehi 
said,) he considered that the whole subject was 
properly before the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and after the statement of the honorable 
gentleman from Mississippi,-he was disposed to 
reconsider, and instruct the Committee of Ways 
and Means to report to this. House the result of 
Mr. McL. examined at length 
the obligation of the House to proceed with any 
inquiry upon the responsibie statement of a mem- 
ber of this House without requiring him to expose 
his sources of information, and dissenied altogether 
from the positions taken by the gentleman from 
Louisiana on this point. tHe acknowledged the 
right of a member to make lus charges without 
disclosing his proof or his sources of information. 


Upon this question he entertained no doubt; but | 


the statement of the gentleman from Mississippi 
disclosed a totally dierent siate of facts. Nothing 
remained for tms House but to direct that gentle- 


result thereof to this House. 


Mr. TUCK said: Mr. Speaker, this Congress ; 


feasance snd misfeasance, made against the Cab- 


‘inet of the present Executive, and against other 
|| officers under this Administrauon. Í must be per- 
| mitied to say, that if l were to judge from the | 
! manner in which these humerous charges are made 
and followed up, and not from the character of 


gentlemen as they are known in private, 1 should 
conclude that certain members believed 1t morally 
impossible to admunisier the disbursement of 
public money without yielding to the temptations 
I am unable to 


which men can be so switt-fooied to impeach the 


| motives, and to attack the honesty of iidividuats 


occupying high official station. 


T'he last important investigation which origin- | 
i| ated in this undue readiness to charge dishonesty, 


was the laborious investigation in regard to our 
Doorkeeper. That invesugation was pursued to 
its end, on solemn charges made by a member 


|| against Mr. florner, anu resuited iu the manner 


we all know. ‘The committee, on that Occa- 
sion, considered with appropriate formality, what 
“James” had said to another page ‘fat the cake 
table,” and whether Mr. Horner had not corruptly 
discharged him; and the whole proceedings were 
laid on the table, on the motor of a particular 
friend of the member who made the original 
charge, who gave as a reason for the motion he 
made, that it was “too small business.” { think, 
if this suoject snould be pursued, it would end in 
becoming * too small business” for our considera- 
uon wih due regard to self-respect. 

The resolution which itis proposed to reconsid- 


er, is In bad taste, indicative of a bad spirit, and 18 | 


unjust towards the Secretary of the Interior. 1 will 


| not argue this quesUion; if a man cannot detect iis 


want of good tasie, and its actual injustice, with- 
out one word of comment, | shali despair of ever 
convincing him on that subject. 
the facts, as now confessed on all sides, the whole 
error, if any exists, isan error in book-keeping, 
and nothing more or less. 


« $ t=] 
it “too small business,” but 1 wiil do the next 


best thing 1a my power, and will cail for the pre- | 


vious question. 

Mr. INGE moved that the motion to reconsider 
be iaid upon the table. 

Mir. VINTON rose to make an inguiry of the 
Chair. If the motion to lay on the table the mo- 
tion to reconsider should be agreed to, would the 
investigution (he asked) go on? 


The SPEAKER, If the motion to reconsider 
should be laid upon the table, the resolution stands 
passed and the investigation will go on. : 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
motion to lay oñ the table, f 

Mr. SWEETSER asked the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were refused. ` 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
negative, without a count. 

So the House decided that the motion to recon- 
sider should not be laid upon the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
(on the motion to reconsider) was ordered to be 
now taken, i 

Mr. SWEETSER asked the yeas and nays; 
and they were’ ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 125, nays 57; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Buter, Thomas 
B. Bauer, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, 
Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dim- 
mick, Dixon, Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan 


; Evans, Ewing, Fowler, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, 
! Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymoud, 


Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Holladay, Houston, Howe, Hunter, 
Joseph W. Jackson, William ‘T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 
Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James Ge 
King, John A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Horace 
Manu, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McDowell, Me- 
Gaugttey, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, Finis E MeLean, 
Meacham, Millson, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Nes, Ogle, Orr, 


Otis, Outlaw, Piunav, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, 


I! Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerborn, 


Schoolcraft, Seddon, She pperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, 


Pain - i| Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, 
man to proceed with his inquiries, and report the į 


Taylor, James Thompson, John B. ‘Phompson, William 


' Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tack, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Wellhorn, White, Williams, 

! 7i ilg 7i = A ard—125. 

will be regarded as peculiar jor several things, and i Wilmot, Wilson, Winthrop, aud Woodward—125 

among others, for the number of charges of mai- |! 

l Caldwell, Cartier, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cotcock, Daniel, 


NAYS—Megssrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Beale, 
Bissell, Bowlin, Boyd, Buel, Joseph Cabie, George A. 


Disney, Edmundson, Featherston, Fiteh, Fuller, Gorman, 


| Green, Hali, Hamilton, Isham G. Barris, Sampson W. Harris, 


Thomas L. Harris, Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, Inges 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Littlefield, 
McClernand, MeMutien, MuWillie, Meade, Morris, Olds, 
Parker, Peaslee, Potter, Powell, Ricbardson, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Walden, 
Wallace, Wildrick, Wood, and Young—57. ` i 

So the resolution was reconsidered. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution— 

Mr. SWEETSER said he had no personal 
feelings in this matter, As he had already an- 
nounced to the House, he had from the beginning 
no pride to subserve in the course which he had 
taken. He had moved the resolution purely in 
discharge of a public duty, believing that the use 
of this money, which—it seemed to be admitted 
on ail hands—was from the Surplus fund, had 
been without authority of law. Inasmuch as it 
had been the pleasure of the House to reconsider 
the resolution, some of his political friends differ- 
ing with him in respect to the course which he had 
pursued, he had but a single remark to make. On 
yesterday, when he had offered the resolution, he 
had desired to make the explanation which he had 
made to-day—to give the information upon which 
he had acted, as far as it was proper to give it, and 
to state his views of the propriety of offering the 
resolution—he had been called to order. He now 


| rose to offer a modification of the resolution whieh 


‘The country has iost i 
no money, aud no person has gained any. l- 
| cannot propose to dispose of this charge, by calling | 


1 


| he had yesterday moved; and he now stated to the 
ii House and the country, that had he known that 
| this matter had been brought before the Committee 


of Ways and Means—such was his confidence in 
that committee—he would have left it to them with 
pleasure. He had no desire—being a junior mem- 
ber of the House—to figure before them in any 


| matter where public duty did not require his action. 
|| He abated naught from the full force of the resolu- 
As i understand | 


tion which he had offered in the first instance. If 
this country was to be governed by law; if the 
House of Representatives 
Mr. CARTTER interposed, and inquired if 
there was any question before the FLouse? 
The SPEAKER replied, that the question re- 
curred upon the adoption of the resolution, which 


: was the pending question. 


Mr. SWEETSER (continuing) said that this 
House, being charged by the Consiitution and 
laws with the custody of the public moneys, he 
conceived that whenever any member had inform- 
ation which induced him to believe that there 
had been a misapplication of the public money, he 
| would be derelict to his duty if he did not bring 
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the matter before the House, and demand an in- 
vestigation—let the blame fall where it might. 

He repeated, had he known that this matter had 
been before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
he should not have moved in it. He now felt no 
mortification that the vote was reconsidered; he 
was relieved by it,-of a duty which would have 
been very unpleasant to him, and the senior mem- 
bers of the House, and the political friends of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, would be gratified that 
the matter was to be investigated by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. He had made no war 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, or upon the 
Administration. In the discharge of public duty, he 
knew no man in regard to his public acts, except so 
faras they were performed in the honest discharge 
of his duty; and he submitted tq the House and to 
the country, that there had been exposures enough 
in regard to the conduct of this Administration, to 
induce its supporters to pause before they attempt- 
ed to inculpate men. in this House, who differed 
from them in political opinions. He had no 
charges to withdraw; he stood by the resolution 
which he had offered, in its fall extent. He dif- 
fered entirely with the gentleman from Maryland, 
{Mr. McLanz,] and with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, (Mr. Sranron,] inthe views which they had 
taken of the question. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that the resolution did 
impute serious charges upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury; he admitted that if it were true that 
money had been drawn from the Treasury without 
authority of law not only, but in direct violation 
of law, and that while Congress was in session, it 
did involve a grave, a serious responsibility, for 
which the Secretary of the Treasury should be 
held to account. Although there was a law which 
required the President to give the orders for the 
drawing of money, he had directed his resolution 
to the Secretary, and not to the President, as it 
had not been shown that the President had had 
anything to do in the matter, and as he under- 
stood that it seemed to be agreed on all hands, 
that they should not inculpate “old Zack,” for 
the acts of his high public functionaries. He had, 
therefore, directed his resotution immediately to 
the Secretary, who, he had goad reason to. believe, 
had acted in direct violation of law, and of the 
fundamental principles of the Government, in ref- 
erence (o the administration of the public moneys. 
He represented a constituency who did not ask 
of him to blink any question of this kind, and he 
believed that even the Whigs of his district, if he 
was satisfied that there had been a misapplication 
of the public inoney, a usurpation of legislative 
power on the part of the executive officers, by 
diawing money out of the Treasury without au- 
thority of law, would justify him in the step which 
he had taken. j 

He sent to the Chair a modification of the reso- 
lution, which he would offer, to refer the whole 
matter to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The proposed modification was read, as follows: 


Resotved, That the Committee of Ways and Means he in- 
structed to examine and ascertain whether the Secretary of 
the Treasury has drawu by warrant a large amount of mo- 
ney from the “surplus fund? without authority of law, 
whieh had accumulated to said fund under the provisions 
of the act of Congress of 1795, from appropriations made for 
the Florida Indians, and for other purpo under various 
specific appropriations made by Congress sinee 1830; and if 
such warrant or warrants have been drawn in conformity 
with law, ther that they shall report what law or Jaws, 


Mr. S. said he concurred in the suggestion which 
had been thrown out by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, that the matter properly be- 
longed to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
And he hoped that some gentleman would propose 
an amendment to his modification, so that the sub- 
ject might be referred to that committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER said, he had prepared a res- 
olution, which he proposed to submit as a substitute 
for the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 
He did this, not because, as a personal friend of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, he had any dispo- 
sition to evade any inquiry which could be insti- 
tuted into his official conduct. He did not wish 
to shrink from any latitude of investigation into 


78 


[z 


j consciousness on our part of the justice of their 


| doubtless be ultimately forced to the conclusion 


! investigation out of which we must come forth 


which gentlemen might desire to travel, or to limit 
them in the most enlarged views they might in- 
cline to take of the subject. He congratulated 
honorable gentlemen on the other side, on the ex- 
hibition of those good feelings which they shared 
with all honorable and high-minded men, of any 
and every party, and which always were called 
into action when men, standing in a distinguished 
position before the country, were relieved from 
injurious and ungrounded charges alleged against 
them. But it appears that some gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber felt, and had expressed, 
surprise that we should have been at all desirous to | 
draw out any member of the Administration from | 
beneath this imputation of crime which had been 
cast upon him. While, on the other side, there has 
existed a wild and morbid disposition to invent ac- | 
cusations against every member of the present Ad- 
ministration, and to the creation of committees of 
investigation, they seem to suppose that there is a 


charges, which shows itself in the sensitiveness 
we exhibit. Gentlemen who come to this conclu- 
sion, have greatly deceived themselves, and will 


that we have no canse for concealment, no reason 
founded on a consciousness of guilt for eluding an 


with clean hands. But if there be no reason on 
that score, to shun these investigations, we ought 
to show some desire to keep our distinguished | 
men as free as possible from the stain which always | 
results from the imputations of guilt. The impu- 
tations themsclvcs may be satisfactorily repelled, 
but the mark remains. Charges against public 
men are invented and sent forth through the 
country to poison and prejudice the public mind, 
and it isa long time before truth, traveling slowly 
on her crutches, can overtake the falsehood. And 
thus it is that characters, the most pure and ex- 
emplary, may be destroyed by the breath of an į 
obscure or altogether unknown slanderer. 

He did not intend to charge bad motives against 
the gentleman from Ohio, who had brought for- 
ward this accusation, but he could not acquit him 
of bad taste in originating this movement. All 
he (Mr. ©.) asked in behalf of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was, that the whole subject 
should be inquired into. There could be no ap- 
prehension as to the result in this case. The high 
character of the person assailed placed him above 
the reach of his assailants. But it was deeply to 
be regretted that by the sanction given by this 
House to such a course of proceeding, an encour- 
agement is held out to those who have an instinct- 
ive hatred of distinguished talent. Scores of 
charges could be set up by any one who may have 
a personal pique to gratify or a personal wrong to 
avenge, and introduced here, through a member of 
this House, without any foundation in truth, and 


committees appointed to search cut for testimony, |! 


and by this very process, a stain would be fixed on 
the most virtuous character, which not all the wa- 
ters of the Potomac could wash away. . 

And, after. all this getting up of a committee, 
armed with power to send for persons and papers, 
it turns out, from the explanations made during the 
debate, that this whole matter is merely a question 
concerning legal construction. ‘The only question | 
is, whether the Secretary of the Treasury has 
transferred funds from one branch of the service 
to another, and whether, in doing this, he has 
transcended the power vested in him by law. This | 
is a question which could be easily answered. | 
Some gentlemen have assailed the Secretary of the 
Interior, and others think it is only the Secretary | 
of the Treasury who is criminal. No one seemed | 
disposed to assail old Zack. Ue would like to see į 
any one attempt to make him responsible for any | 
act which was characterized as unlawful. He | 
doubted not that the accuser would receive a 
prompt and decisive answer to the charge. i 

He would now move to amend the resolution of | 
the gentleman from Ohio, by striking out all after | 
the word “ resolved,” and inserting the following as | 
a substitute: 

& Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury ba re- 


quested to report to this House an aceouniof all snms of 
money which may have been taken (if any) from the surplus 
fund, which had accumulated to said fund under the provis- 
ions of the aet of Cougress of 1795, from appropriations 
made for the Florida Indians, and fer other purposes, under 
various specific appropriations made by Congress.” ` 


The SPEAKER. A resolution was offered to 
raise a select committee, and it is proposed to 


amend that resolution by adopting an amendment 
which calls upon one of the departments for inform- 


| ation. The Chair holds that a resolution calling 
for information, belongs to a different class of busi- 


ness altogether from the other resolution; and there 
are rules of the House, containing provisions in re- 
spect to resolutions calling for information, which 
do not apply to other propositions. One of these 
provisions is very important. It provides thata 
resolution calling for information, must lie over, 
and that it cannot be considered on the same day 
on which it 1s offered. The resolution now pend- 
ing is in order; but the moment the Chair enter- 
tains the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CHANDLER, ] and that amendment is 
brought before the House, the House must stop 
in the midst of the proceeding, and the resolution 
calling for information must go over. The Chair 
gives this illusuation to show that a resolution 
calling for information is never in order to a res~ 
olution of the character of that now under con- 
sideration. There is also another difficulty in the 
way. The rule of the House declares that these 
resolutions calling for information shall never be 
considered on the same day on which they are 
offered. Thatrule would be null and void, if such 
a resolution could be brought in by way of amend- 
ment. And the rule which requires calls for in- 
formation to lie over one day, would thus, in 
effect, be abrogated. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, suggested to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CHANDLER,]} 
to put his amendment in the form of instructions. 
lo this form it would be in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER said the floor belonged to the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Mrape.] 

Mr. MEADE said: Mr. Speaker: I could with 
more patience listen to lectures from the other side 
of the House on courtesy and propriety, had I 
not been a member of the last Congress. When 
Mr. Polk was President, and the Whigs had a 
majority here, the code which they recommend 
now to us, had then no existence. We had to list- 
en to, and bear with their assaults, in the shape of 
resolutions and otherwise. ‘Then, sir, those who 
now affect decency and propriety, seemed to act 
in utter forgetfulness of those virtues to which 
they havealways affected an exclusive right. The 
vote which has just been taken surprised me no lit- 
tle. The Democracy have been sometimes called the 
unterrified Democracy, the lion-hearted Democracy. 
But it would seem now they were emulous of the 
virtues of the lamb, and have been driven from 
their propriety by the stringent lectures of their 
opponents. When the resolution which has just 
been reconsidered was offered, i might have con- 
sented to any reasonable modification (provided it 
did not change its purpose) which the tender sen- 


| sibilities of the party in power might have de- 


manded. But, sir, we have, in the course of this 
debate, learned from members of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, that money has been uns 
lawfully taken from the Treasury and expended. 
That committee, as agents for this House, are the 
peculiar guardians of the nation’s purse. 

It is their business to examine the condition of 
the treasury, and report bills of appropriation, 
within its means. They discovered that money 
had been unlawfully subtracted, and wrote to a 
member of the Cabinet for an explanation two 
months ago. He has never condescended to re- 
ply to that letter He stands out in contempt of 
this House, and because this House proposes, in 
a more peremptory way, to investigate the mat- 
ter, the friends of the Cabinet complain of want of 
courtesy, and my honorable friends from Mary- 
land and Louisiana, in their tenderness, yielded to 
the pathetic remonstrance. Now, sir, though I 
might have done the same thing before these dis- 
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closures, I shall not now consent to a simple reso- i 
jution of inquiry; for inquiry has already been i 
made, and up to this time refused; not by the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury, it is true, but by a mem- || 
ber of the same household, both of whom is'con- l} 
nected with the transaction sought to be inquired | 
into. It is the duty of this House, and every 
member of it, to protect the treasury of the nation, |! 
and ido not admit the doctrine that we must have 
incontestable proof before we institute an examin- || 
ation. it must be remembered, we are in the op- | 
position, and-have not the privilege of free ingress; 
ithe doors are closed upon us, and. if we have , 
good grounds of suspicion, it is not only our right | 
but our duty to go and ascertain if all is right. | 
Men are often arrested. upon mere suspicion of ; 
felony. Those who have charge of the Govern- | 
ment, and treasury of the people, should at all | 
times be ready for examination. They should be | 
like Cosar’s wife, not .only innocent, but above i 
suspicion. And when there is even a whisper | 
against them they should be the first to court in- i 

i 


quiry. 
Now, si 


1 
His remarks were imperfectly heard by the re- 
_porter. He was understood to say that he, for 
one, had voted for the adoption of this resolution į 
yesterday, and, unlike some other gentlemen who | 
had spoken on the subject, he had not done so į 
either in haste, or through inadvertence, or be- | 
cause he had not comprehended the character and |) 
bearing of every feature it contained. He had i 
voted for itbecause he thought that it did contain | 
serious, grave charges against a distinguished |; 
officer of the Government. He had supposed that | 
the charges had been made on the responsibility | 
| 

i 


| 
| 
| 
i 


ofa member of this House, who had all the testi- | 
mony befure him, and who would not have intro- | 
duced a resolution of this criminating character | 
unless he had such proofs in his possession. What 
was this resolution? What did it charge? He | 
would read an extract: 
« Rewpdved, That a special committee of five members of | 
this House be, and the same are hereby, appointed, with 
power to examine and ascertain whether the Secretary of 
the Treasary has not used, or appropriated a large amount 
of money from.the surplus fund, without authority of 
law,” &e, 
it was an indirect charge, certainly a strong in- 
sinuation, that the Secretary had used a large 
amount of the public money. Now he put it to 
the Ilouse whether the resolution authorized any 
other construction than that the Secretary had 
used this money. Gentlemen who had spoken | 
on the subject had regarded it as involving this 
serious and criminal charge. He had voted for it, 
because he was well assured not only that there 
could be no foundation for it in feet, but that an 
investigation into the truth of the allegation would |: 
result in the triumphant vindication of the Secre- 
tary from so unfounded an imputation. i 
He had voted for it for another reason. He || 
voted for it because he knew that every unfounded 
charge of this character recoiled on its author. i 
He knew that the Secretary would come out of |} 
any such investigation without a stain on his 
character, and he was willing, if the Secretary ; 
was found innocent of the charge made against 
him, that the member who had made it shouid be 
compelled to find some explanation, which, in the 
opinion of the House and the country, would be 
sufficient to justify him for bringing it forward. 
He felt some little regret that the resolution had | 
not been permitted to take the regular course. 
Facts had leaked out, accidentally, which showed 
that there was no ground for any impeachment of 
the oficial conduct of the Secretary. The charge 
was brought forward in the most serious form, 
the committee was to have great powers vested 


i 


i 
t 
i 
i 
T 


3 : , | 
|! on by that committee, and was still pending be- j 


‘ explanation.) I assert positively that I did not 


|! consideration of the Committee of Ways and | 


| character of the resolution. 


| of some unknown individual. 


i action attested the truth of the charge so far as it 


the head of that committee, and nothing which 
was likely, in any way, to expose the anticipated 
criminality of the Secretary, was likely to escape | 
him—and how has it all resulted? The mountain | 
has brought forth nothing, and ali this great labor 
and effort has terminated in the partucition of a | 
ridiculous mouse. lt has turned out that all that! 
expectation of the genius of the gentleman from 
Ohio, out of which was to emanate this great į 
committee, armed with extraordinary powers to 
send for persons and papers, involved nothing be- 
yond an inquiry whether it was competent to the | 
Secretary of the Treasury to draw from the sur- | 
plus fund a sum improperly placed, there, and to | 
apply it to the wants of the public service. The | 
subject, too, had already been before an organ- | 
ized committee of the House, and had been acted | 


fore it. : 
Mr. SWEETSER, (Mr. Conran yielding for 


know that the subject bad been brought under the 


Means. 

Mr. CONRAD (resuming) thought that this ex- 
planation gave a stl] worse complexion to the 
The gentleman then 
had brought forward the charge on the authority 


Mr. SWEETSER (interrupting) begged to ask | 
discussion which had taken place? 


tion. 
the subject before it, and the history of the trans- 


was contained in the resolution. . | 

Mr. CONRAD (resuming) expressed himself | 
somewhat at a loss to reconcile the conflicting | 
statements of the gentleman from Ohio. He had 
emphatically disclaimed anyNlesign to cast any 
imputation on the character of the Secretary. Í 
(suid Mr. C.) bave asserted that he did. After all 
the facts had come out in the discussion; after it 
had been declared that the Committee of Ways 
and Means had looked into the matter, and appro- ; 
priated the money to replace what was drawn 
from the surplus fund, he comes forward and says 


he did not mean to impeach the conduct of the i, 


Secretary. And now he comes forward and de- 
clares that he does not withdraw a single allega- 
tion which is c-ntained in bis resolution. | 

Mr. SWEETSER (My. Conran yielding the | 
floor) expressed a hope that the gentleman from 
Louisiana did not intend to put a wrong construc- 
tion on what he had suid. He would now repeat 
thatthe charge was, that the Secretary had with- | 
drawn a certain amount from the surplus fund, | 
aud had appropriated it in violation of law. He | 
had imputed this act to him in his official charac- 
ter as Secretary of the Treasury,and had said that | 
it was done without authority of law. And has | 
he not done so? [t had been said that there are 
other cases in which similar illegal drafts had been 
made on the surplus fund, Tt had been brought 
before the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. CONRAD (resuming) suid itappeared from 
the gentleman that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had already before it those facts which it 
was the object of his special committee, armed 
with power to send for persons and papers, to ob- 


He considered | 
that the whole had been clearly substantiated. He || 
‘would not withdraw a single point in that resolu- i 
The Committee of Ways and Means had | 


tain. The gentleman admitted this fact. Now it 
appeared that the whole matter is a question con- 
cerning a construction of law, and the subject 
would be more appropriately referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. The gentleman said the whole 
information was before the Committee of Ways 
and Means. How did it get there? The gentle- 
man had alluded to some clerk. Was it an actual 
clerk, or an ex-clerk ? 

Mr. SWEETSER denied that he had said any- 
thing about a clerk. He protested against the 
right of the gentleman from Louisiana to put these 


ed to go to the seles ce, the whole matter 
would have beer it 

Mr. CONRAD said, it might have been another | 
gentleman who stated something about a clerk. | 
He did not pretend to know from what source | 
the gentleman or the Commitee of Ways and | 
Means got this information. | 
Mr THOMPSON, of Mississippi, explained, | 


l that he'had addressed.a letter to the Secretary, to 
| which no answer had been received. 

Mr. CONRAD expressed surprise that the sub- 
ject should have come before the committee and ng 
one seemed to know how. 

Mr. THOMPSON (Mr. Conran yielding) said, 
he had understood the gentleman from Louisiana 
as stating that the matter had been investigated by 
the Committee of Ways and Means. It was not 
so. The subject came up incidentally while the 
| Indian appropriation bill was under consideration, 
i and then it was discovered that some money had 
been appropriated out of the surplus fund. it 
then became necessary to make an appropriation 


i to reimburse that fund. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, interposed. The 
letter was not answered. The proper course, in 
his opinion, was to instruct the Committee of 
| Ways and Means to report the answer when it 
should be received. 

Mr. CONRAD assented to the correctness of 
this suggestion. 

Mr. SWEETSER said he intended to move a 
resolution to that effect. 

Mr. CONRAD said, he would only further oc- 
| cupy the time of the House while he congratula~ 
ted gentlemen and the country on this effectual 
movement to arrest a practice of investigating by 
a committee raised for the special purpose, the 
truth of every out-door whisper which reached 
the ears of menrbers of the House. t had be- 
come quite a farce; and no practice could be more 
productive of mischief than this anxiety to im- 
peach the conduct of every member of the Ad- 
ministration, without any proof of any impro~- 
priety. He rejoiced that there should have been 
found gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
30 magnanimous as to induce them to break 
through party:trammels rather than to sanction in- 
justice to a, distinguished officer of the Govern- 
ment. He made some reference to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meane] on the 
change in the character of the Democracy, from 
the lion to the lamb, and stated that this practice 
of hunting up food for the morbid appetite for 
slander and detraction, had more in it of the char- 
acter of the jackall. If he had not been misin- 
formed of the political course of that gentleman, 
he once belonged to the Whig party, of which he 
is now disposed to speak in terms of censure. 

Mr. MEADE. -The gentleman from Louisiana, 
I perceive, is not very familiar with my political 
history. It is true, sir, L have been a member of 
the Whig party, and voted once for a Whig presi- 
dential éandidate who was under pledges. For 
my sins, or rather errors, I have asked and re- 
ceived the forgiveness of the Democracy of which 
I was a member in the days of the hero of Orleans, 
for whom my first two presidential, votes were 
| given. The gentleman will remember I expressly 
exempted the Secretary of the Treasury from any 
corrupt motives. 

Mr. CONRAD concluded with expressing a 
hope that the gentleman had no weightier sins on 
his conscience. He appealed to that gentleman 
whether, with his high sense of honor, he would 
be calm if such a resolution was direeted against 
him. He thought the facts ought to be examined 
| into, and if anything improper had been done, the 
repetition should be guarded against by some legis- 
lative action. His objection to the resolution was, 
that it criminated the Secretary in the first place, 
and then sought for a committee to ascertain 
| whether he had been criminal. He was of opin- 
ion thata resolution calling on the Committee of 
Ways and Means to report the reply from the 
Secretary when itshould be received, would be alt 
that was required. 

Mr. MASON, of Kentucky, obtained the floor, 
but yielded for the moment to 

Mr. CHANDLER, who modified his amend- 
ment, to read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means he in- 
structed to procure and to report to this House an account 
of all sums of money which may have been taken (i: any) 


N . Ps ran PN Ene i TS tus funud which had accumulate Sä f 
| questions to him. H the subject had been permit- |; ora Ibe eure : ee 


under the provisions of the act of Congress of 1795, from 


i 
i appropriations made.for ibe Florida Indians and for other 
i 


purposes, under various specific appiopriations made ‘by 


i Congress, 
| Fhe amendment, as modifed, having been read— 


Mr. MASON, resumed the floor. He had 
no desire, (he said,) to throw any embarrass- 
| ment about this question. If there had been 
| a mistake, and gentlemen chose to .vote upon it, 


a 
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he would move the previous question. If there 
had not been a mistake, and gentlemen were dis- 


posed to change the shape of the matter, he would 


yield to them to do so. 


Mr. M., in reply to a very generai call, de- | 


manded the previous question. 
The resolution and amendments were read, 
There was a second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and the main question was ordered 


to be now taken; (which main question was first | 


on Mr. Cuanpirr’s proposition.) 

Mr. STEPHENS. of Georgia. 
House to give me the yeas and nays. [am op- 
posed to all investigations of this kind, except 
upon charges specifically made. 

Mr. EWING made an inquiry of the Speaker 
not heard by tie reporter. 

Mr. JONES. As f do not think that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means want anything to do 
with the matter, | move that the whole subject lie 
upon the table, 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted 
yeas 96, nays 96; as follow: > 
YEAS— Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bake, Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, Bokee, Boo b, Bowdon, 
Bowie, Breck, Brooks, Burrows, Gassier Buter, Toomas 
B. Bader, B. O. Cabell, Culviu, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cole, Conger, Corwin, Beberry, Dickey, Dixon, N. Bvans, 
Fowler, Freedley, Guudenow, Goit, Guuld, Grinuell, Hallo- 


way, Hainpton, Hay, Haymond, Hevard, Henry, Hatiard, |! 
Hotines, louston, Howe, Jas. L. Joanson, Joses, Kerr, D. |] 


P. Kig, G. G. King, J. G. King, J. A. King, Horace Mana, 
Marshall, Mattesou, McGaughey, MceKissock, Meacham, 
Moore, Morehead, Morton, Omie, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Pit- 
man, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Roobins, Rock well, Ruse, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, -chenmeraorn, Schoolcrart, Siepperd, Sives- 


ter, Syaulding, Siauly, A. H. stephens, T. Sicvevs, Sireng, | 
an, i! 


Taytor, James Tuompson, J B. Thompson, Whur 
Townes, Onderhill, Van Dyke, Watkins, White, Williams, 
Wilson, and Winthrop—bs6. 

NAYs—Mugara. Aibostson, Alston, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bissell, Bowiia, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 


Joseph Cable, George A. Cuidwell, Cartier, Williamson R. ! 


W. Cob, Colcock, Conrad, Danivi, Dunmick, Disney, 
Duncan, Dunbam, B imusd:on, Alexander Evans, Ewing, 
Featherston, Faen, Puller, Giinore, Gorman, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Aarhue. Isham G. Hanis, Thomas L. Harijs, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Hunter, lige, Joseph 
W. sacitoun, Andrew Joitusoa, Robert W. Jonson. Kaut 


man, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Jub Mana, ! 
Mason, McClernaud, MeDouald, MeQowell, Robert Ml. Me- | 
>» Moade, Miller, £ 
Milison, Morris, Morse, Olds, Parker, Peastee, Peck, Pheips, | 


Line, MeMulten, McQueen, McWu 


Potter, Poweil, Richardson, Kobinson, Root, Ross, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. stanton, Richard H. Stau- 
ton, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, William 


Tiompsou, V 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and 
Young—Ss. : 

So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 

‘The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Caanpter— 

All the propositions (on call of Mr. Orr and 
Mr. Sranton of Tennessee) were again read. 

After some conversation on.a point of order— 

Mr. SWEETSER asked the yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. JONES submitted to the Chair whether | 
these amendments, as substitutes, were in order? ; 
They changed entirely the character of the original | 


resolution; and, in respect to the amendment of | By Mr. HOWE: ‘Che petition of William Gates and 63 : 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CHanD- 


the standing rules of the House, which required 


that resoluuons calling for information should lie | 


ovewone day; and this resolution, it seemed to 
him, would have the effect to make the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means the organ through which 
to procure information that could not be obtained 
directly by resolution without lying over. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
It was now too late; but even if suggested at the 
right time, it would not, in the opinion of the 
Chair, have been vaiid. 

After a brief conversation— 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired if it was in order to 
move the reference of the whole subject to the 
Committee on Pablic Expenditures? 

The SPEAKER. It will notbe in order. The 
House is acting under the operation of the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr, JONES made an inquiry of the Chair as 
to the particular state of the question. 

The CHAIR again explained, 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative-—-yeas 106, nays 90; as follow: 


YEASe-Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, | 


I will ask the i 


enable, Vinton, Watden, Watdo, Wallace, | 


Andrews, Ashmun 
Breck, Brooks, Burrows, 


h 
2 
Ca 


i 
i 
i 


McQueen, 
Olds, Our, Parker, Peastee, 
son, Robbins, Robinson, I 
A. Stanton, Stetson, Sweet-er, Thomas 
William ‘Thompson, Walden, Wallace, 
Uesey, Wildrick, Wood, Wi 


Mede, Milisou, Morris. Morse 
Peck, Potter, Powel, Richard: 


z 
Q 
z 
a 


oodward, and Young—90. 


agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, 

Mr. BISSELL moved that the House adjourn. 
He did not however press the motion, ` 

ane question being on the motion to jay on the 
i table, 
|| Mr. SWEETSER asked the yeas and nays. 
‘| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
| The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
i| ative, without a division, 
‘| So the House refused to ! 
| tabie. 

Pending further action on the subject— 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES inquired, in case the House ad- 
journed without taking up the bounty land bill 


| if it would come up as the special order to-morrow? 
The SPEAKER replied that it would come up 
| to-morrow, having been made the special order 
i! for to-day, and from day to day until disposed of. 
The question was taken and agreed to. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e, 
| The following petitions, memorials, &., were 


priate committees: 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The pet 
| several others, citizens of Phila 
| ufacturers and laborers engaged in maumactaring tobacco 
pipes, asking for an afteration of the present tariff, both a 


terial. 


echange in the reveuue Jaws af 1348 


Congress to modify the tauiff of 1846, change the principle, 
and increase the duties upon iros. 

By Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia: The memorial of the 
physicians of the city of Savannah, Georgia, in behalf of 
the medical officers of the navy. 

By Mr. MCMULLEN: The petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington county, Virginia, asking the establishment of a mail- 
route from said connty to North Carolina. 

By Mr. CALVIN: The petition ot A.J. Shugert and 63 
Others, praying for a modification of the tariff of 1845. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition fora post-route 
| from Ottawa, via Brookfield, Wanponsia, and Mason, to 
| Wilmington. 


Franklin county, Pennsylvania, for amendar 


thereon, 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, June 17, 1850. 
A message was received from the President o 
the United States, in answer to a resolution of 


e 
i 


any orders have been issued to any military offi- 
cers at Santa Fé to hold possession against the 
authority of Texas, or in any way to embarrass 
the exercise of her jurisdiction over that country, 


respondence on the subject. 


1 presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 
| 


ry, Dickey, }į 
ans, Fowler, ij 


oss, Savage, Sawtelle. Richard | 
Jacob Thompson, i 
Wentworth, Whit- ; 


So the amendment cf Mr. CHANDLER was | 


ay the subject on the | 


which bad been made the special order for to-day, |! 


i 
i 


ion of John Richards and į 
ja, Pennsytvanya, man- +| 


į to thé duty on the mauufactured article and ou the raw ma- j 


By Mr. MEACHAM: The petition of J. and J. H. Peck, | 
and 230 citizens of Burlington; also the petition of Horatio | 
Needham and 30 citizens of Bristol, Vermont, asking a | 


J z i ~ || others, citizens of Venango couuty, Pennsyivania, praying | 
LER,] it seemed to him (Mr. J.) that it was notin | 
order, because it was so framed as to avoid one of | 


} By Mr. MceLANATAN: Two petitions from citizens of i 
sto the laws -/ 
of the United States in relation to pateut rights, and suits i 


H 
i the Senate of the 11th instant, inquiring whether |! 
| 


and to furnish the Senate with copies of any cor- || 


| In this message the President says: “In reply 
|| € to that resolution | state that no such orders have 
f Leen given. l herewith present to the Senate 
‘ copies of all the correspondence referred to in the 
‘resolution. All the other orders relating to the 
‘subject-matter of the resolution have been here- 
‘‘tofore communicated to the Senate. I have al- 
‘ready, in a former message, referred to the fact 
‘that the boundary between Texas.and New Mex- 
| ‘ico is disputed. I have now to‘state that inform- 
: ‘ation has'been recently recived that a certain 
| ‘Robert S. Neighbors, styling himself commis- 
i ‘sioner of the State of Texas, has ‘proceeded to 
‘Santa Fé with the view of organizing counties in 
‘that district, under the authority of Texas. 
H “While I have no power to decide the question of 
‘ boundary, and no desire to interfere with it as a 
i “question of title, | have to observe that the posi- 
‘tion of the territory into which it appears that 
‘Mr. Neighbors has thus gone was actually ace 
‘quired by the United States from Mexico, and 
‘ has since been held by the United States, and, in 
; “my opinion, ought so to remain until the ques- 
i| {tion of boundary shall have been determined b 
‘| ‘some, competent authority. Meanwhile L thinke 
j ‘there is nó reason for seriously apprehending 
‘that Texas will practically interfere with the pos- 
“session of the United States. Z. Tayuor.”? 
On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the message was 
į laid on the table and ordered to be printed. | 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the proceedings of a 
| meeting held at the city of Troy, in the State of 
i New York, in favor of a law abolishing the spirit 
| ration and corporal punishment in the navy of 
. the United States; which were referred to the Com- 
| mitice on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting held 
|in the city of Hartford, Connecticut, to the same 
| effect; which were also referred to the Committee 
i on Naval Affairs, 
| Also, a petition of inhabitants of Kingston, New 
| York, male and female, asking that a public ves- 
li sel may be employed to convey delegates from the 
» United States to the peace convention at Frankfort; 
i} which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


j 
| 


peis. , ‘ i 
i Also, a petition from thirty-nine legal voters of 
|; Elizabethtown, Essex county, New York, asking 
i, that no State may hereafter be admitted into the 
| Union whose constitution does not prohibit the 
I existence of slavery within its limits. 

| Also, a petition from forty-two legal voters of 
| the same place and State, asking that the right of 
i trial by jury may be secured by law to fugitive 
| slaves. 

| _ Also, the petition of thirty-eight legal voters of 
i| the same place and State, asking the repeal of laws 
l! for the support of slavery in the District of Colum- 
i| bia. 

Also, a petition from thirty-nine legal voters of 
the same place and State, asking that slavery and 
the slave trade may be prohibited in all the Terri- 
tories of the use of the United States; all of which, 
were ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted documents rela- 
j! ting to the claim of Theodore E. Elliott, to com- 


| pensation for a keel-boat delivered to the late Cher- 
i| okee agent for the use of the United States; which 
| were referred to the Committee on Indian A (fairs. 
Mr. KUNG presented a statement’of the claim 
of the State of Alabama against the United States 
i for interest on the deferred payments due said 
, State on account of the five per cent. fund, under 
‘the act for her admission into the Union; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, 
| Ordered, That the memorial of Seneca G. Simmons, on 
! sin relation to bis liability for money 
| stolen from his possession during the Mexican war, be re- 
ij ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that the 
H 
H 


the files of the Senat 


| papers of the same memorialist on fileyaskiag compensation 
for services as secretary of the Creek and Osage comiiis- 
sioners, be referred to the Committee on Indiaa Affairs. 

Qa motion by Mr. BRIGHT, 

Ordered, That B. F. Mullen have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers from the fies of He Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. I have received a petition from 
John M. McGuire, a citizen of the State of Indiana, 
a person with whom | was acquainted many years 
! ago, who was a volunteer in the late war with 
| Great Britain. He has never yet received any- 
thing from the Government for his services except 
the pay he received. The petition is accompanied 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
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by a certificate of the very honorable discharge he 
received from his commanding officer, with whose 
signature I am well acquainted. He asks of Con- 
gress some remuneration for his services, tn con- 
sideration of their value and of his present desti- 
tute condition. + k 

Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens of 
Wisconsin, asking the construction of a road from 
Green Bay, in that State, to Fort Wilkins, in 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Publie Lands. 

MICHIGAN ON THE COMPROMISE. 

Mr. FELCH. I beg leave to present the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting held at the capital of the 
State of Michigan by members of a convention 
now in séssion at that place for the purpose of 
forming a new constitution for the State of Michi- 
gan. ‘They relate to the compromise bill, as it is 
called, and to the general principle of non-inter- 
vention. The proceedings emanate from a body 
of men of us high a character as any assemblage 
éver held in that State. [ ask for them the respect- 
ful consideration of the Senate, and that they may 
be printed. I do not intend to be understood that 
they are the official action of the convention as a 
convention, but a very full assemblage, as I under- | 
stand, of members of’ that convention, friendly to | 
the compromise bill now pending. 

I request the Secretary to read the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read as follow: 

Resolv.d, That the great doctrine of Congressional non- 
intervention in the domestic legislation of the territories har- 
monizes with the true spirit of our institutions, and is the 
only platform upon which the Democratic party of the 
Union can maintain tts nationality avd its ascendancy. 

Rewhe', That the general provisions contained in the 
© compromise bill,” now under consideration in the United 
States Senate, ought to receive the sanction of Congress. 
Che bill is conceived in a spirit of harmony, its provisions 
respect and preserve the rights of the different sections of 
the Union; and the tendency of its passage will be to allay 
agit tion, secure peace and tranquillity, and set at rest the 
only question which threatens the stability of the Union. 

Resolved, Thatihe Democracy of Michigan have witnessed 
with, unmingled and heartielt pride, the patriotic efforts of | 
our distinguished Senator, General Lewis Cass, in behalf 
of the National Union, Placing himself in the breach and 
stemming a current of popular prejudice and fanaticism, as | 
relentiess and proscriptive in its character as it is sectional 
and destructive in its objects, he his achieved a moral tri- 
uinph no less creditable to himself than itis salutary in it 
results upon the permanency of our republican fori of Gov- 
eminent, 

Resolved, That Henry Cray, who, in the evening of his 
days, has left the retirement which is so congenial to his de- 
clining years, and become a pacificator in the difficulties 
which divide the different sections of the country, is entiticd 
to the thanks ofthe American people. 

Mr. FELCH. I move that the resolutions lie 
on the table and be printed. The motion to lie on 
the table was agreed to, and the motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENT IN THE PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. PRATT. I hold in my hand a petition 
from a number of citizens of Maryland, asking a 
change in the patent laws, Under the practice in 
Maryland, and I suppose it is so in other States of 
the Union, after a party supposes that he has ob- 
tained a patent, and has erected machinery to carry 
on the manufacture he has patented, it frequently 
happens that some person, supposing there has 
been a violation of an antecedently granted patent, 
files a bill in chancery, and the court of chancery 
issues an injunction, by which great injury is done 
to the party supposing he has properly obtained a 
patent. The prayer of the petition is, that the law 
may be amended in this regard. I hope the Com- | 
mittee on Patents will take this petition in charge, 
and prepare amendments to the bill now pending 
before the Senate, before it shall come up again, in 
accordance with the prayer of this petition. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr, FOOTE. I rise to perform a rather pain- 
fal duty, but one that I cannot wellavoid. Ihave 
had occasion hevetofore to bear testimony to the 
general accuracy of the reporters for the Intelli- | 
gencer, as well as for the Union. I certainly en- 
tertain the same opinion of their general accaracy 
as I formerly expressed. But 1 was misunder- 
stood go grossly the other day in a few remarks 
that I made, that I feel bound at once to correct j 
them, as it would place me otherwise in a ridicu- 
lous position. I was saying to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Butter] that he had shown 


himself to ba not a good “ Statea-right”” man, and 


THE CO 


that the views which he had put forward were not 
in accordance with his creed. I referred to the 
well known incident, familiar to us all, of Mr. Pitt 


having said, after a tory dinner, in relation to Mr. | 


Fox, that he intended to “ un- Whig the gentleman 
for life.” Lam reported as saying “I recollect it 
was said by a distinguished member of the British 
Parliament, William Pitt the younger, that Mr. 
Fox had made a speech, after he had gone home 
to dinner, that he intended to unwig him for life.” 
There are other important mistakes; but as I have 
been kindly promised an opportunity of revising 
my remarks to appear in the columns of the Intelli- 


gencer to-morrow, I forbear to make further cor- | 


rections now. But I felt bound to protest against 
this particular report, and to express my regret 
that the reporters did not, as usual, furnish me 
with the notes of my remarks. — 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to grant to 
the State of Missouri a certain quantity of public 


land for objects of internal improvement, which, į 


added to the quantity heretofore granted to this 
State for that purpose, shall make it equal to the 


quantity heretofore granted to any other State for į 


the same purpose, reported back the bill with an 
amendment. r 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Frederick 
Dixon, of Jackson county, Iowa, asking remuner- 
ation for wounds received in the late war with 
Great Britain, submitted a report, which was or- 
dered to be printed, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief, which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred a petition of John W. Mount, asking ‘an 


increase of his pension for the loss of his right | 
eye in the late war with Mexico, submitted a | 


report in writing, concluding with asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of citizens of Clay county, 
Indiana, asking that a pension be granted to the 


widow of Thomas West, late a soldier in the war | 


with Mexico, submitted a report in writing, which 
was ordered to be printed, asking to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same; which 


i was agreed to. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 


referred certain papers and documents in aid of} 
the claim of Famous Mortimer, for an increase of | 
pension, submitted a reportin writing, which was | 
ordered to be printed, asking to be discharged from | 
the further consideration of the same; which was | 
| agreed to. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Silas Chatfield, askinz ar- 
rears of pension, submitted a report in writing, 


| which was ordered to be printed, asking to be dis- 
| charged from the further consideration of the same; 


which was agreed to. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was | 


referred House bill for the relief of William 
Whicker, reported back the same without amend- 
ment, and recommended its passage. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill for the relief of Anna Griffin, 
reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives, expluining the acts of 17th of 


July, 1838, March 3d, 1843, and Juné 17th, 1844, | 


reported back the same without amendment. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was | 


j referred House bill for the relief of Jacob Zimmer- 


man, reported back the same with an amendment. 
Mr. JONES. The amendment is a trifling one, 
and consists simply in making the pay commence 
the 21st of April, 1848, instead of the first of Jan- 
uary, 1850. The bill has been twice passed be- 
fore, and lost in one or the other branch of Con- 
gress for want of time. I am instructed by the 
committeee to ask that the amendment be now 
considered. ` 
The motion having been agreed to, the amend- 
ment was read, and the bill considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the amendment was 
concurred in; and no further amendment having 
been offered, it was reported to the Senate, or- 


dered to a third reading, and read a third time and 
passed. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 


i which lies over one day under the rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to certify to the Secretary of ihe Senate the amount which 
Wm. M. Belt was entived to receive for printing ten thou- 
sand copies of the opinions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the eases Smith es, ‘Furngr, and Norris vs. 
the city of Boston, under his contract, and that the Seere- 
tary be directed to retain from what may be due to the said 
Win. M. Belt tor other printing done by him for the Senate, 
the difference between what he was legally entitied to re- 
ceive and the sum which be actually received. 


DAMAGE BY MILITARY OCCUPATION. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| to the consideration of Senate bill No. 231, for the 


relief of George Poindexter. 

Mr. KING. I wish the Senator from Missis- 
sippi would state whether he knows of any in- 
stance of a similar payment being made. We 
have no information as to the degree of injury 
sustained by this individual in consequence of the 
occupancy of his land by the Kentucky regiment. 
We have heretofore had some estimate 

Mr. DAVIS. A very brief explanation, L hope, 
will suffice to satisfy Senators of the merit of the 
claim. Troops, called for during the Mexican war, 
from the State of Kentucky, were received and 
mustered into the service of the United States, at 
Louisville, Kentucky. When they arrived there, 
(cavalry and infantry,) no tents were on hand to 
shelter them if they wentinto encampment. This 
want of camp equapage was the result of a want 


| cf appropriation, and ts, therefore, if a fault, one 
| which lies at our door—we, the Congress of the 


United States. By permission of the agent having 
charge of the property, these troops were quar- 
tered ona tract of land belonging to George Poin- 
dexter, which is known as the Oakland race-course. 
The sheds and stables on this property served to 
shelter the men and horses, and formed for them 
adesirablecantonment. Soon thereafter, the owner: 
of the property, Mr. Poindexter, arrived, and ob- 


jected to the occupation of it by the troops, Upon 


an interview with the commanding officer, General 
Wool, and the quartermaster of the United States 
army ons duty there, he (Mr. Poindexter) agreed 
that the troops might remain, for compensation, to 
be determined by assessing the damage done to the 
property when the cantonment should be aban- 
doncd. They remained, as it appears by the evi- 
dence on the table, under this understanding, and, 
when removed, Mr. Poindexter called on three 
gentlemen of high respectability, resident in Louis- 
ville, to act for him in the assessment of the dam- 
ages, (the quartermaster appointing no one on the 
part of the United States.) Two of those selected 
by the claimant met, examined the property, and 
assessed the injury sustained by its occupation 
whilst in possession of the troops. This award 
was sent to the quartermaster, who then, with an 
officer of great experience, visited the premises, 
and expressed “the opinion that the award was 
reasonable, and (it appears from the correspon- 
dence accompanying the report) said to the agent 
of the property thathe would have assessed higher 
damages than the referees had done. But the con- 
tract not being in strict conformity to the forms of 
the quartermaster’s department, it was submitted 
to the Quartermaster General, with an explanatory 
and recommendatory letters- The Quartermaster 
General decided against the claim, because it inclu- 
ded the question of damages for injury done to the 
property, and, by the regulations of the army, the 
commanding officer was made responsible for dam- 
age done to private property by his command. It 
seems, therefore, to have been a difficulty about 
terms; for the damage alleged was the consequence 
of the use and occupation of the property by the 
troops. i 
The claimant has presented his case in language 
objected to. Had he asked the same amount as is 
now claimed in different terms, it would have been 
paid, as appears from the letter of the Quarter- 
master General, on presenting this case to the Sec- 
retary of War during the present session of Con- 
gress, in which he admits that the amount is buta 
reasonable allowance for the use and occupation or 
rent of the property; but that the claim, by- pre- 
senting the question of damages, involves a prin- 
ciple which he deemed it essential to maintain: 
that is, the regulation which makes the commander 
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responsible for injury done to private property, 
and the Government bound only for the use. The 
Quartermaster General’s letter brings my mind to 
the conclusion that if the account had been simply 
for the use and occupation, it would have been 
paid on presentation. ‘Theequity being established, 
we can have no difficuity such as the accounting 
officers encountered, and the object of this Lill is 
simply to remove the obstacle interposed by terms, 
and which prevents the settlement of an equitable 
claim. . 

Mr. KING. What is the amount? 

Mr. DAVIS. About $1,500. 

Mr. KING. How long was the land occupied? 

Mr. DAViS. I do not recollect; the papers 
will show what was the award and time of occu- 
pation. ; 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill | 
was reported back to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. It was subse- 
quenuy read a third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILL. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 130, being the 
bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, widow 
and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late Assist- 
ant Quartermaster in the army of the United 
States. ; + 

Mr. DAWSON. Iwill merely state that this 
bill was unanimously reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. It is to settle an unad- 
jasted account between the paymaster and thè ad- 
ministratrix of a deceased quartermaster. - 

Mr. HALE. I want to inquire if the bill is 
limited to any amount? i 

Mr. DAWSON, $12,988 74. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of the re- 

ort. 

g And it was accordingly read, as follows: 


«The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was fre- 
ferred the petition of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, widow and 
administrat:ix of A. R. Hetzel, late assistant quartermaster 
in the army of the United States, report: 

«(hat it appears that her husband died on the 
of July, 1847, at Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, in at- 
tempting to reach home, Atera most laborious service at 
the city of, Vera Cruz, duting the siege by the troops of the 
United States, leavitig the memorialist, his widow, and 
three children. : 

“That the deceased had served in the quartermaster’s 
department more than twelve years previous to his death, 
and had disbursed large swns cf money for the Government; 
that his accounts have all been settled at the Treasury. 


20th day 


! twelve thousand and odd dollars. 


“Phat in the account rendered by the deceased for a part 
of the third quarter of the year 1833, the following item, 
charged by him to the United States, was disallowed at the 
Treasury, viz: . 

«< Percentage on disbursements, on accouut of the ap- 
propriation for preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities, 
from the 4th day of July, 1836, to the 30th of September, 
1888, $519.549 78, at wo anda half per-cent., $12,983 74.’ 

«& ft willbe noticed that that duty was entirely disconnect- 
ed with his regular quartermaster’s account, which was 
covered by his official bond; but, during this very period, 
his official disbursements ov account of the army amounted 
to several hundred thousand dollars, which was duly closed 
at the Treasury Department. : : . 

« Upon the account presented by the deceased, in which | 
the foregoing item is found, is the following memorandum, 
under his own hand, in explanation of the charge: 

«<The amount charged as percentage is not retained, but | 
the undersigned cannot but consider it as a just and equita- 
ble claim against ihe Government, in consequ nee of the 
unnsual and extraordinary responsibilities be assumed while 
on dity as ptincipal, quartermaster in the Cherokee nation, 
The funds placed in his hands, amounting to nearly §:09,- 
030, owing to the system of accountability be established, 
were disbursed in such a manner that Guvernnent lost 
nothing by the defaleation of agents, Whom it became ne- 
cessary to employ from time to time to assist in furnishing 
supplies, procuring transportation, &c., at the varigus posts 
in the Cherokee nation. His duties were arduous in the 
extreme, as the several commanding officers, under whose 
orders he was acting. can testify; and as the money ex- 
pended, on which he claimed a per-ceutum, was oul of an 
appropriation distinct from the regular army appropriation, 
he considers it, to say the least, equitable, and that it ought 
to be allowed’ 

«To show the faithfulness and strict honor and honesty 
which marked the character of this officer, and the rectitude 
of his trangactions, the committee have extracted from the 
samé account the following item: 

“sPremium on Tennessee funds, $337.’ This item is ex- 
plained thus: i : 

“<sDrafts on the Quartermaster General commanded a 
premium in Tennessee currency, varying from five to ten 
per-centum. -The funds thus obtained were paid out, as far 
as practieable, as they were received—the premium received 
on the drafts being paid to claimants. In liquidating small 
accounts the premium was not calculated, which explains 
the above entry.? 

K By the act of Congress ofthe 3d of March, 1839, it seems 
that claims of this character, after the passage of said act, 
were to be disallowed, and it was, no doubt, intended tocut 
of all claims not founded in justice; but your committee are 
of the opinion that that act should not be applied in opposi- 


tion to a claim in itself reasonable and just, and which is | 
not embraced within its provisions, but was existing and i 


pending for adjustment before the passage of that law; there- 
fore they recommend that the claim of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow and administravrix of A. R, Hetzel, late assistant 
quartermaster in the army ofthe United States, he allowed, 
and that the certificates of Major General Winfield Scott and 
Major General Jolin G. Wool, marked A and B, showing the 
justice of this claim, he annexed aud considered a part of 
this report, and he printed with it.” 

Mr. DAWSON. I hold in my hand a letter 
from General Scott, and also one from General 
Wool, which I will read, if desired. The letters 
are not long, and they confirm every thing stated, 
and show the equity and justice of the claim. 
Here is the letter of General Scott: 

“From 1836 until the actual removal of the Cherokees 
west, in 1838, Captain A. R. Hetzel was the principat quar- 
termaster of the army on daty in that Indian country, em- 
bracing parts of North Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee, aud 
Alabama.” 

_ Mr. ATCHISON. [really do not think there 
is any necessity for reading the letter. Ail the 
facts are stated in the report. 


Mr. DAWSON. Very well; I yield with 
pleasure. 
Mr. HALE. I have listened somewhat atten- 


f tively to the report, and it seems to me that this 


bill ought not to pass. If L understand the matter, 
this quartermaster was employed in disbursing 
certain sums that came into his hands, which did 
not come properly and legitimately within his duty, 
and he claims a percentage or commission of 
Now, we all 
know that claims of this sort have of late been 
‘multiplied against the Government. Whenever 
an officer is discharged, and there is a deficiency 
in the funds of the Government that have come 
into his hands, it is made up by charging a pretty 
extravagant. commission. Some of these claims 
go back, covering thé whole time the parties have 
been in office. In some cases, suits have been 
brought to recover these claims, and I believe they 
have been allowed by juries, in contradiction to 
the express decision of the accounting officer of 
the Treasury. It seems that this claim has been 


| refused by the accounting officer of the Treasury, 


and it would be a very dangerous precedent to pass 
this bill in direct contradiction of the act of 1839. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will state, that by the act 
of 1839, the question was settled by Congress- 
ional action, as stated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire; but the case now before us existed 
prior to that time, and therefore does not come 
within the provisions of that act. This was the 
unanimous decision of the committee. I will read’ 
the letters of Generals Scott and Wool, to show 
the facts of the case, and to serve as a reply to the 


i views presented by the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire. Here is the remainder of General Scott’s 


| letter: 
“To effect the removal of the Indians, a large volunteer | 


force was assembled and made to overspread the whole 
Cherokee nation, by being divided. into many detachments, 
at separate posts. ‘I'he agents of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment at these several posts were employed in the dis- 
bursement of finds, placed by the Government in the hands 
of Captain Hetzel. He was obliged to appoint these agents, 
from the want of Government agents, and to instruct them 


in their duties, as well as b: come responsible for their acts, | 


ta an enormous amount, and thus assumed unusual and 
extraordinary responsibilities. 

“Having myself been employed as the commander of 
the troops in the Cherokce country at the time that the 
removal of the Lndians was effected, viz: from early in 
May to the middle of November, in 1838, [ take pleasure 


i in bearing testimony to the arduous and able services then 


rendered by Captain Hetzel, and believe that while the 

extraordinary responsibilities he assumed greatly facilitated 

the operations of removing the Indians, they could not have 

been required of him by the Government, and were, there- 

fore, eminently extra-official, for which, it seems, bis now 

destitute family may reasonably claim extra compensation. 
a WINFIELD SCOTT.” 

General Wool says: 

« Captain Hetzel was long known to me as an intelligent, 
active, and effici-nt officer. He served under my command, 
in the Cherokee nation, from tbe Ist of July, 1886, to the Ist 
of July, 1837. Duriug this period, his duties were highly 
onerous and responsible. He was chief of the Quarter- 
master’s Department in that connuy, and I held him re- 
sponsible for the faithful performance of the duties of all 
subordinates in the department. As it was the practice at 
this time fur the War Department to allow for extra services, 
I know of no officer who could claim, with greater justice, 
compensation for onerous and extra services than can 
Captain Hetzel. He was faithful to the last degree. 

& Fn 1846, during the Mexican war, he again became sub- 
ject to my authority, when he rendered important services, 
in preparing and providing the. means of transporting the 
volunteers to their distant services. After which, he was 
engaged in procuring supplies and the means of transporta- 
tion of the troops for Vera Criz. Being stationed at this 
place, he contracted a disease which compelied him toleave 
for his home, but which, as I am informed, before his arrival, 
carried him.to his grave. 

¿cI trust his claim will receive all the attention and con- 


sideration which is justly due to gallant eficient, and. ete 
traordinary services. JOHN G. WOOL.” 

I will state that Captain Hetzel paid upwards of. 
a million dollars into the Treasury in the course of 
one year, without retaining a single cent for this 
extra service, but merely claiming it by a memo- 
randum. After that, he was called into service in 
Mexico, and.was unable to prosecute hisclaim here. 
Since his death his widow has applied for it, and: 
[think it but reasonable and equitable, that it 
should be paid. I hope, after this explanation, 
that the Senator from New Hampspire will with- 
draw his opposition. I may add, that two and a 
half was the regular percentage allowed- in cases 
of this description prior to the passage of the act 
of 1839. 1 will read what the committee say on 
the subject of that act: 

“ By the act of Congress of the 3d of March, 1839, itseeni 
that claims of this character, alter the passage of said act; 
were to be disallowed, and it was no doubt intended to. ent 
off all claims not founded in justice; but your commitee 
are oC opinion that that act should not be applied in relation 
to a claim in itself reasonable and just, and whieh is not 
embraced within its provisions, but, was existivg and pend- 
ing for adjustment before the passage of that law.” 


Mr. HALE. My impression is that the ast of 
1839 was not intended to establish any rule; bat 
that it was a declaratory act, declaring the. sense 
of Congress against making these allowances. | È 
suppose that all Departments of the Government: 
considered this an abuse, and it was. to remedy. 
that abuse. that the act of March 3, 1839,.was 
passed, and the intention of it was to eut off all 
allowances of this sort. I hope Senators will 
pause before they give a legislative sanction to a 
measure of this sort. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I desire to know what is 
the amoant proposed to be granted by the bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. I willread the statement of 
the committee: ; 

“This claim was made in an account rendered by m 
husband in the third quarter of 1838, in the following item, 
viz: ee 

“ Percentage on disbursements, on account of the appro~ 
priation ‘for preventing aud suppressing Indian hostilities? 
from the 4th of July, 1836, to the 30th of September, 1838, 
$519,549 78, at 2} per cent., $12,988 74.” 

“The following explanation of this charge 
band’s own handwriting: : . 

“The amount charged as percentage is not retained, 
but the undersigned cannot but consider it as.a just and 
equitable claim against the Government, in, consequence 
of the unusual and extraordinary responsibilities he assumed 
while on duty as principal quartermaster in the Cherokee 
nation. ‘The funds placed in his hands, amounting to nearly 
$700,000, owing to the system of, accountability he estab- 
lished, were disbursed in such a manner that the Govern- 
ment lost nothing by the defateation of agents, whom. åt be- 
came necessary to employ from time to time, in furnishing 
supplies, providing transportation, &c.,,at the. various posts 
in the Cherokee nation. His duties were arduous in the 
extreme, as the several commanding officers, under whose 
orders he was aeting, can testify; and as the money ex- 
pended, upon which he claims a per-centam, was ont of an 
appropriation distinct from the regular army appropriation, 
he considers it, to say the feast, equitable, and that it ought 
to be allowed. “A. R. HETZEL, 

“Captain and Assistant Quartermaster.” | 


That is the memorandum of Captain Hetzel, 


is in my hus- 


| made at the time to the Treasury Department. Of 


the immense amount of surplus funds that ré- 
mained in his hands, not a cent did he detain, but 
forwarded the whole to the Treasury Department. 
He did not even demand payment for thesé extra 
services, but merely forwarded this memorandum 
to the Government. If ever there was a case of 
the kind which entitled the individual to the indul- 
gence and liberality of this body, this is the case; 
especially, when we recollect that he has left a 
widow and two or three children entirely depend- 
ent on the services he rendered his country, and 
in which country’s service he died; and when they 
claim what is justly due him, are we not bound 
in liberality, bound in equity, bound in justice, to 
pay it? 

Mr. HALE. I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate while | read the section of the act of 1839: 

“ Be it further enacted, That no officer in any branch of 
the publie service, or any person whose salary, or pay, or 
emoluments is or are fixed by law and regulations, shali ree 
ceive any extra allowance or compensation in any. form 
whatever, for disbursements of public money, or the per» 
formance of any other service, unless said extra allowauce 
or compensation be authorized by law.” 

I remember something about the abuses. which 
this was intended to remedy. At the time when 
treasury notes were issued, the Register and 
Treasurer filed a claim, charging a cent a piece for 
signing their names to these treasury. notes, and 
their claim was allowed and paid, Thè object of 
Congress in passing this act, was to meét cases of 
this kind, and to cut off these extra allawarices; 
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and it seems to me that it would apply to all cases 
that had taken place before its passage, as well as 
after, because it does not alter the law, but simply 
says that they shall not receive extra pay, unless | 
the same is allowed by law. The very object of į 
it was to cat off allowances of this sort. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is partly correct; 
but at the same time he falls into very great errors. 
Itig true, that provision af the law which he has 
yead, was intended to stop what was not consid- 
ered to be founded on law, but on abuse in custom. 
It was to stop the payment of a per centage on 
disbursements, which had grown, it was thought, 
into a great evil. But the Senator from New 
Hampshire, | think, is not particularly informed 
of the facts of the case. In the first place, no per- 
centage is charged by the widow of the late Cap- 
tain Hetzel for disbursements made as quarter- 
master; itis disbursements made when removing 
the Indians, which constitute, I think, the whole 
sum on which any percentage is charged. it is 
not, therefore, such a case as was contemplated 
by that law. It is not charging per centage on 
disbursements proper to his official capacity, but 
on disbursements extra-official. Now, it will be 
in the remembrance of every Senator who hears 
me, that at the close of the Mexican war we 
passed aspecialact, which renewed this custom or | 
usage of percentage to pavmasters who had been 
disbursing money to volunteer troops, because 
there was a great risk and hazard both before and 
after the time of payment; and it was extra-oficial 
in the sense contemplated, when that provision in 
the Jaw of 1839 was passed. This officer, when 
he closed these disbursements, was, under the cus- 
tom of that day, enitled toa percentage on the 
amount. Had he then returned to this city, made 
ovt his account, and claimed the percentage, it 
wouid have been paid overto him at once. Instead 
of this, he continued to perform this extra service 
out of the proper line of his duty, and remained 
thus separated from any place where his account 
could be settled, until he lost his life in the service 
of his country, Then, afier the passage of this | 
law, his widow asks of Congress that they shall 
give to hia bereaved family exactly that sum which 
her husband would have received, if he had re- 
turned immediately to this place, presented his 
account, and claimed percentage for disburse- 
ments made before the passage of the law which 
the Senator from New Hampshire quotes. It is 
not perfectly within the restriction of that law. 
But of course when the widow went to the Treas- 
ury Department, or to the accounting officer, she 
was answered by the law which the Senator from 
New Hampshire has read; and it is for that very 
reason that she comes to Congress. If the claim 
were a clear one under the law, why should she 
be here?) But the witows and orphans of the of- 
ficers who sacrificed their lives in the land-service 
of their country are allowed nothing. It is well 
known that the pay of an officer is too small for | 
him to leaveanything. They are not on the same 
footing, either as to pay during their lives, or pro- 
vision made for their families after their deaths, 
on which you place the navy. This is a case in 
which equity and not law should be considered. 
The widow comes to us to ask equity, and not the 
rigid construction of the letter of the law. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me to | 
ask him what was the pay of Captain Hetzel at 
the time this claim grew up? 

Mr. DAVIS. He wasa captain and quarter- | 
master. I suppose his pay was about $1,500. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [think it would be un- 
just to give this act of 1839, a retrospective opera- 
tion, and for this reason: A great many persons 
obtained these extra allowances; and if you gave 
the act a retrospective operation, it would permit 
them to retain what they have received and cut 
out others equally entitled to it. {I do not think 
we ought to make the distinction, | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. There are very | 
few disbursing officers who did not return and get 
the percentage. I doubt if be can find three cases. 
I do not know one case precisely like this. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD, That is precisely what 
I say. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
great many. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A great many who had 
already received their percentage. 


I thought you said there were a 


| will be tolerating and sanctioning in the case of | 


4 


| the claimant, but where its equity and spirit are 


Mr. DAVIS. Ah! I bez your pardon. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. At the time this subject 
was agitated in 1839, it was thought to be a great 


was to make the bill operate prospectively, not 
retrospectively, and my remark was, that if you 
give it a retrospective operation in this case, you | 


these who have already received it, what under 
similar circumstances you are refusing to others. | 
I am opposed, therefore, to making the distinc- 
tion, especially in this particular case. [ would 
ask the Senate not to discriminate against a gen- 
tleman who, in my opinion, from the facts stated 
here, presents himself in the most laudable point 
of view—a gentleman who has said “although the 
‘practice heretofore has been to retain the per- 
“centage, I will not retain it, but make my memo- 
‘randum and leave it to the Government.” I do 
not blame the Executive Department for refusing 
to pay the claim under this law, because the law | 
does not discriminate on its face between prospec- 
tive and retrospective operation. It is general, | 
and merely says that this thing shall not be done. 
They have taken the letter of the law, therefore, 
to govern their conduct, and they have acted prop- 
erly under the law. But we cannot refuse to make 
this payment without making the unjust discrimi 
nation which I have suggested. 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill 
was then reported back to the Senate, and the 
question stated to be on ordering it to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. BENTON. I wish to say a single word. | 
I know something of the merits of this. officer. 
I know his merits to have been great. The ser- | 
vices which he rendered to his country were ; 
great, and most faithfully and patriotically ren- | 


dered, and he has died in the service of his coun- |; 


try, leaving a small family greatly in want. I 
shall most cordially vote for the bill. | 

Mr. GREEN. Irtis, perhaps, proper that I should į 
state that [concurred with the committee in recom- 
mending this bill, and I did it on the ground which 
has been taken by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. | 
Unperwoop,] thatitis only placing this officer | 
onthe same ground with others who received 
their pay pay prior to the passage of theact. We 
regarded the act itself as interposing a technical 
ditficulty which the accounting officer of the Gov- 
ernment could not get over, but we considered that 
this was just the casein which Congress ought to | 
interfere—one where the letter of the law is against | 


entirely in his favor. 

Mr. HALE. The facts stated by several Sen- | 
ators show that the construction put upon the 
act by the treasury officers was, that it did apply 
to everybody. Again, | understand the Senator 
who introduced this bill [Mr. Dawson] to admit 
thattthis is an abuse, and that the act of 1839 
was passed to remedy the abuse Then what 
does he do? Why, he says that inasmuch as this 
officer did not hve long enough to partake of the : 
abuse, we must pass a law to enable his widow 
tn take advantage of the abuse at the present time. 
With regard to the family, I look upon that as 
altogether extraneous. There area great many 
poor families in the country, large and small, but 
we ought not to be influenced in our legislation 
by matters of this sort. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh no! let us 
take the vote. 
Mr. CLAY. You cannot get a vote. Every- 


body understands the principle, and yet Senators 
will go on discussing it. 

A Sexator. There will be no more speeches | 
on it. 

Mr. CLAY. I will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table, then, if gentlemen will cease | 
talking. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on 
the engrossment of the bill, which were ordered, 
and on being taken, resulted as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell. Benton, Berrien, 
Bright, Clarke, Clay, Cicmens, Davis of Mississippi, Daw- 
son, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, 
Felen, Foote, Greene, Houston, Jones, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Seward, Souté, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
Wales, Webster, and Yulee—32. 

ee Chase, Hale, Pearce, Walker, and Whit- 
comb—s. 


i 

| 
|| postponed till to-morrow. , 
i 

i 

} 

i 

| 

i 


| Mr. WHITCOMB. I beg leave to read another 


ł | section of the Jaw which cannot have been present 
abuse which ought to be corrected, but the design | 


| to the minds of the committee when they reported 
í this bill. 
i Mr. WEBSTER. Will the honorable member 
allow me to suggest that the further consideration 
of the bill should be postponed? 
Mr. WHITCOMB. 1 am perfectly willing. 
The further consideration of the bill was then 


BILLS FROM HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
amendatory of an act to carry into effect certain 
provisions of the treaties between the United 
States and China and the Ottoman Porte, approved 
| the 11th August, 1848, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

The. bill from the House to supply a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1850, was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill from the House authorizing the Legis- 
lative Assemblies of Minnesota and Oregon ‘Verri- 
tories, to prolong their next annual session to a 
period of ninety days, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and ref€rred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill providing for the admission of Califor- 
| nia into the Union asa State, for establishing ter- 
i vitorial governments for Utah and New Mexico, 
| and making proposals to Texas for the settlement 
of her northern and western boundaries 

The pending question was the amendment offered 
by Mr. Dicxinson to Mr. Soute’s amendment. 


1 
| 
i 


1  Atthe suggestion of Mr. HALE, the 30th sec- 


tion of the bill, relating to the Territory of New 
Mexico, was amended so as to make it correspond 
with the 13th section relating to Utah, previously 
amended by the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. The amendment pending is that 
which is offered by the Senator from New York, 
{Mr. Dicxinson,] who is now absent, to the 
| amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Soute.] The Senator from New York had 
no very great preference for his amendment, 
although he preferred the phraseology of it, and £ 
| rather should have preferred it myself; but being 


|) entirely indifferent for his part, he authorized me, 


i before he left, to withdraw his amendment, and in 
| pursuance of that authority I withdraw it, leaving 
i the question pending on the proposition of the 
| Senator from Louisiana. 

The amendment was withdrawn by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about making a few 
remarks in reply to the Senator from Mississippi, 
at the time the Senate adjourned on Saturday. It 
is not my wish to take up the time of the Senate, 
| further than to present,in a distinct form, the 
| propositions which 1 then barely indicated. My 
friend from Mississippi said that he was going to 
“un-Whig”? me, or deprive me of the right of 
being considered a “‘State-rights’? man. The 
proposition that I laid down was, that Congress, 
by virtue of its authority under the Constitution, 
had jurisdiction over the territories; there is no 
metaphysics in that. I further intimated that L 
believed, pro tanto, it was the sovereign power to 
the exient that it could be exercised under the 
Constitution of the United States; and I further- 
more maintained that the safest mode of admitting 
new States is to pursue precedent and usage, and 
to allow no Siate to come into the Union that had 
not applied to Congress in the first instance to © 
form a constitution; and that on presenting that 
constitution it should be admitted into the Union, 
because when the people, during their: territorial 
existence, meet to form a State constitution with- 
out such authority from Congress, they necessa- 
rily form it in a way to accommodate themselves 
to the majority, and to propitiate the prevailing 
power in this Government. I know this doctrine 
is in conflict with the opinions of the school of 
politicians who believe that the people who first 
settle in the territories have a species of sponta- 
neous sovereignty springing up. I believe there 
are philosophers who believe in the spontaneous 


The bill was then read a third time, and the 
question stated to be upon its passage. 


production of plants without seed. I believe they 
i may be very well classed with that class of politi- 
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cians who believe that Congress has no authority, 
but that the jurisdiction belongs to the first settlers 
on the soil. Ido not intend to detain the Senate 
by any longer discussion upon these points, as I 
believe the Senator from Louisiana designs to 
speak upon his amendment, and 1 shall therefore 


reserve any further remarks { have to make on | 


these points, until I address the Senate on the 
general question. 

Mr. WEBSTER. On the 7th of March, sir, I 
declared my opinion to be, that there is not a 
square rod of territory belonging to the United 


States, the character of which, for slavery or no. 


slavery, is not already fixed by some irrepealable 
law. IL remain of that opinion. The opinign, 
sir, has been a good deal canvassed in the country, 
and there have been complaints—sometimes re- 
spectful and decorous, and sometimes so loud and so 
empty as to become mere clamor. But I have seen 
no argument upon any question of Jaw embraced 
in that opinion, which shakes the firmness with 
which I hold it, nor have Į heard any discussion 
upon any matter of fact, as to that part of the 
opinion which rests on facts, which leads me to 
doubt the accuracy of my conclusions as to that 
part of the opinion which regarded the true con- 
struction, or | might with more propriety say, al- 
most the literal meaning, of the resolutions by 
which Texas was admitted into the Union. | 
have heard no argument calculated, in the slight- 
est degree, to alter that opinion. The committee, 
I believe, with one accord, concurred in it. A 
great deal of surprise, real or affected, has been 
expressed in the country at the announcement by 
me of that opinion, as if there were something new 
init. Yet there need have been no surprise, for 
there was nothing new in it. Other gentlemen 
have expressed the same opinion more than 
‘once; and I myself, in a speech made here on 
the 23d day of March, 1848, expressed the same 
opinion, almost in the same words; with which 
nobody here found any fault—at which nobody 
here cavilled or made question, and nobody in the 
country. 

With respect to the other ground on which my 
‘opinion is founded, that is, the high improbability, 
in point of fact, that African slavery could be in- 
troduced and establisned in any of the territories 
acquired by us in pursuance of the late treaty with 
‘Mexico, [ have learned nothing, heard nothing, 
from that day to this, that has not entirely con- 
firmed that opinion. That being my judgment on 
this matter, I voted very readily and cheerfully to ex- 
clude what is called the Wilmot proviso from these 
territorial bills, or to keep-it out, rather, when a 
motion was made to introduce it. {did so, upon 
a very full and deep conviction that no act of Con- 
gress, no provision of law, was necessary in any 
degree for that purpoe; that there were natural 
and sufficient reasons and causes excluding for- 
ever African slavery from those regions, That 
was my judgment, and I acted on it; and it is my 
judgment still, Those who think differently, wiil, 
of course, pursue a different line of conduct, in ac- 

. cordance with their own judgments. That was 
my opinion then, and it has been strengthened by 
everything that I have learned since, and I have 
no more apprehension to-day of the introduction 
or establishment of African slavery in these terri- 
tories, than 1 have of its introduction into, and es- 
tablishment in, Massachusetts. 

Well, sir, E have voted not to place in these 
territorial bills what is called the Wilmot proviso, 
and by that vote have signified a disposition to 
exclude the prohibition, as a thing unnccessary; | 
am now called upon to vote upon this amendment, 
moved by the honorable member from Louisiana, 
{Mr. SovLe,] which provides that the States formed 
out of New Mexico and Utah shall have the right 
and-privilege of moking their own constitutions, 
and of presenting those constitutions to Congress 
conformably to the Constitution of the United 
States, with or without a prohibition against sla- 
very, as the people of those Territories, about to 
become States, may see fit to declare. I have not 
seen much practical utility in this amendment, I 
agree. Nevertheless, if 1 should vote, now that it 
is presented to me, against it, it might leave me 
open to suspicion of Intending or wishing to see 
that accomplished in another way hereafter which 
T-did not choose to see accomplished by the intro- 
duction of the Wilmot proviso. That is to say, 
it might seem as if, voting against that form of ex- 
clusion or prohibition, 1 might be willing still that 


in there should be a chance hereafter to enforce it 
some other way. Now, I think that ingenuous- 
ness and steadiness of purpose, under these cir- 
cumstances, compel me to vote for the amend- 
ment, and | shall vote for it. I do it exactly on 
the same grounds that I voted against the intro- 
duction of the proviso. And let it be remembered 
that I am now speaking of New Mexico and Utah, 
and other territories acquired from Mexico, and of 
nothing else. I confine myself to these; and, as 


to them, Í say that I see no occasion to make a! 


provision against slavery now, or to reserve to 
ourselves the right of making such provision here- 
after. All this rests on the most thorough con- 
viction, that, under the law of nature, there never 
can be slavery in these Territories. This is the 
foundation of all. And I voted against the pro- 
viso, and [ vote now in favor of this amendment, 
for the reason that all restrictions are unnecessary, 


absolutely unnecessary; and as such restrictions | 


give offence, and create a kind of resentment, as 
they create a degree of dissatisfaction, and as [ 
desire to avoid all dissatisfaction as far as I can, 


by avoiding all measures that cause it, and which |: 


are in my judgment wholly unnecessary, I shall 


vote now as I voted on a former occasion, and | 


shall support the amendment offered by the hon- 
orable member from Louisiana. I repeat again, 
I do it upon the exact grounds upon which | 
declared upon the 7th day of March that I 
should resist the Wilmot proviso—the precise 
grounds. 

Sir, it does not seem to strike other Senators as 


it strikes me, butif there be any qualification to | 
that general remark which I made, or the opinion 


which I expressed on the 7th of March, that every 
foot of territory of the United States has a fixed 
character for slavery or no slavery; if there be any 
qualification to that remark, it has arisen here, 
trom what seems to be an indisposition to define the 
boundaries of New Mexico; that is al! the danger 


| there is. All that is part of Texas was by the reso- 


lutions of 1845 thrown under the general character 
of the Texan territory; and if, for want of defining 
the boundaries of New Mexico, by any proceeding 
or process hereafter, or by any event hereafter, let 
me say to gentlemen, that ifany portion which they 
or Í do not believe to be Texas should be consid- 
ered to become Texas, then, so far, that qualifica- 
tion of my remark is applicable. And therefore, F 
do feel, as I had occasion to say two or three days 
ago, that itis of the utmostimportance to pass this 


bill, to the end that there may be a definite boun- | 


dary fixed now, and fixed forever, between the 


| territory of New Mexico and Texas, or the limits 


of New Mexico and the limits of Texas. - Here 
the question lies. If gentlemen wish ta act effi- 
cienily for their own purposes, here it is, in my 
poor judgment, thatthey are called upon to act. 
And the thing to be done, and done at once, is to 
fix the boundaries of New Mexico. 

Mr. President, when I see gentlemen from my 


| own part of the country, no doubt from motives of 


the highest character, and for most conscientious 
purposes, not concurring in any of these great ques- 
tions with myself, I am aware that I am taking on 
myself an uncommon degree of responsibility. 
The fact that gentlemen with whom I have been 
accostomed to act in the Senate took a different 
view of their own duties in the same case, natur- 
aily led me to reconsider my own course, to reéx- 
amine my own opinions, to rejudge my own judg- 
ment. And now, sir, that I have gone through 
this process, without prejudice, as I hope—and 
certainly I have done so under the greatest feeling 
of regret at being called upon by a sense of duty 
to take a course which may dissatisfy seme to 
whom I should always be desirous of rendering 
my public course and every event and action of 
my public life acceptable—yet I cannot part from 
my own settled opinions. I leave consequences 
to themselves. 


exigency, that this country is placed in. I shall 


endeavor to preserve a proper regard to my own | 
consistency. And here let me say, that neither |; 
here nor elsewhere has anything been advanced to |: 


show that on this subject 1 have said or done any- 
thing inconsistent, in the slightest degree, with 
any speech, or sentiment, or letter, or declaration 
that { ever delivered in my life; and all wouid be 
convinced of this, if men would stop to consider, 
and look at real differences and distinctions. But 
where all is general denunciation, where all is 


clamor, where all is idle and empty declamation, |: 


It is a great emergency, a great |i 


where there is no search after truth, no honest 
disposition to inquire whether one opinion is dif-_ 
ferent from the other, why, everybody, in that” 
way of proceeding, may be proclaimed to be 

` inconsistent. 

i. Now, sir, I do not take the trouble to answer 

| things of this sort that appear in the public press. 

I know it would be useless.. Those who are of an 

i. unfriendly disposition would not publish my ex- 
planations or distinctions, if | were to make them. 

But, sir, if any gentleman here has anything. to 

say on this subject—though L throw out no chal- 

lenge—yet, if any gentleman here chooses to.un- 

dertake the task—and Many there possibly are, 
‘who think it an easy task—to show in what re- 
spect anything that 1 said in the debate here on the 
7th of March, or anything contained in my letter 
to the gentlemen of Newburyport, or anywhere 
else, is inconsistent with any recorded opinion of 
mine, since the subject of the annexation of Texas 
began in 1837, 1 will certainly answer him with 
|. great respect and courtesy, and shall be content to 
i stand or fall by the judement.of the country. 

Sir, my object is peace. My object is recon- 
ciliation. My purpose is, not to make up a case 
for the North, or to make up a case for the South, 

: My object is not to continue useless and irritating 
controversies. Iam against agitators, North and 
: South. | am against.local ideas, North and South, 
i and against all narrow and local contests. Iam 
i an American, and I know no locality in America: 
ithatis my country. My heart, my sentiments, 
my judgment, demand of me that I shall pursue 
such a course as shall promote the good, and the 
harmony, and the Union of the whole country. 
This I shall do, God willing, to the end of the 
chapter. : . 

The honorable Senator resumed his seat amidst 
general applause from the gallery. 

The debate was continued by Mr. NORRIS, 
Mr. SEWARD, Mr, FOOTE, and Mr. BALD- 
WIN, who moved to amend the amendment of 
i Mr. Sours, viz: 

“And when the said Territory, or any portion of the 
same, shall be admitted as a Siate, it shall be received into 
the Union with or without slavery. as their constitution 
muy prescribe at the time of their admission ;”” i 

By striking out all after the word ‘State’? and 
‘inserting the following: ms 

“ At the proper time, to be judged of by Congress, the 
peopie of said Territory shall be admitted to the enjoyanent 
of all the rights of citizens of the Unired States, according 

: to the principles of the Constitudon.? Pa 

After debate by Messrs. CASS, KING, HALE, 
SEWARD, BALDWIN, and SOULE, the ques- 
tion was taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Chase, Clark, Divis of Massa. 
chusetir. Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Green, Hale, Miller, 
Smith, Upham, and Walker—-12. i 

'  NAYs—iMessrs. Atchison, badger, Bell, Benton, Berien, 
at, Buter, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Mis- 
sippi, Dawson, Dadge of Towa, Douglas, Downs, Foote, 
stot, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Norris, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Souié, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Wales, Webster, Whitcomb, 
and Yulee—2s. : j 

So the amendment was rejected. F 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
‘offered by Mr. Sourz, and a debate ensued in 
| which Messrs. MILLER, DODGE of lowa, 
| BUTLER, DAYTON, SEWARD, and DOUG- 
LAS parucipated. 

The yeas and nays having been demanded and 
: ordered on the amendment, resulted as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
right, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Mis- 
pri, Dawson, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Downs, Foote, 
uston, Hnuter, Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Norris, 

te, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Soulé, Spruance, 
geon, Turney, Cuderwood, Wales, Webs.er, Whiteumb, 
-and Yulee—2e, | g 
NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Chase, Clark, Davis of Mas- 
i sachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, Hale, 
Miller, Smith, Upham, aud Walker-—2. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE offered the following amendment, 
to be added to the first section of the bill: i 

“New States, not exceeding two in number, of conve- 
h ficient population, may hereafter, 
i by the consent of the said State O lifornia, be formed 
' out of the territory thereof, which shall be entitled to ad- 
‘ mission under the provisions of the Federal Constitution.” 

The farther consideration of the bill was then 

|i postponed until twelve o’clock to-morrow. : 

| On motion, the Senate then proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and, after 
some time spent therein, the doors were reopencd, 
and the Senate adjourned. 


B 
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June 18, 


. IN SENATE, . 
Turspay, June 18, 1850. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
& communication from the Secretary of State, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the | 
15th instant, calling for any evidence in said de- 
partment of vexatious suits instituted in any of the 
courts: of admiralty in the United States against 
foreign vessels, transmitting documents containing 
all the information in the department in relation to 
the subject. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, - 

Ordered, ‘Phat the documents be referred to the Committée 
on Commerce. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. RUSK: presented the memorial of Tsaac 
Hit, asking the protection of the Government in 
certain libel suits instituted against him in conse- 
quence of his official acts while in the service of 
the Post Office Department, and an investigation 
of the manner in which certain contracts have been 
awarded by that department; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. i 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial of physi- 
cians and members of medical associations in 
Savannah, Georgia, asking that the rank of medi- 
cal officers in the navy may be assimilated by Jaw |i 
with that of officers of like grades in the medical 
staff of the army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, j 


Ordered, That the petition of John Bronson, on the Giles 
of ihe Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. { 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
Louisiana Elizabeth Lee Alice Ripley, (now Mrs. 
Lawson,) the only surviving child of the late Ele- 
azer W. Ripley, asking payment for the amount 
due her father by the United States courts, sub- 
mitted a report in writing, which concludes that it 
is inexpedient to grant the claim. The report was 
ordered to. be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the same committee, made 
a minority report on the same case, which was 
likewise ordered to be printed, accompanied by a 
bill for the relief of L. E. L. A. Lawson, sole sur- 
viving heir of General Eleazer W. Ripley. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the memorial of the West 
Feliciana Railroad Company, asking a remission 
of duties on certain importations of railroad iron, | 
submitted a report, which was ordered ‘to be print- | 
ed, accompanied by a bill for the relief of the West 
Feliciana Railroad Company; which was read and 
passed to.a second. reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1250, reported back the same with- | 
out amendment, and asked its immediate consid- | 
eration. | 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and, no | 
amendment having been offered, it was reporte l to 
the Senate, and ordered to be read a third time, 
and was read a third time and passed. 


M. DE BODISCO—MAJOR TOCHMAN. i 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 


tions, which lie over under the rules: 

Resolved, That no. penal law of a foreign country, for al- 
leged political offences, can or ought to be enforced, directly 
or indirectiv, within the United States; and that it is the 
duty of the Executive of this Government to protect citizens į 
of the United States against any attempt of foreign powers, 
or their diplomatie representatives, to interfere with the 
private pursuits, rights, or privileges of such citizens, for 
the purpose of visiting upon them the effects of such foreign |! 
penal laws. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- }i 
munieate the foregoing resolution to the diplomatic agents | 
of all foreign powers having such agents aceredited to this 
Government; and that ne be also directed to inforin his ma- 
jesty, the Emperor of Russia, that this Government disap- 
proves of the attempt of the honorable Alexander de Bodisco, 
ininister from Russia, aceredited to this Government, to su- 
persede the authority of Gaspard Tochman, esq., attorney 
and counsellor at law, under the employineut of the heirs of 
General Thaddeus Kosciusko. 


PRIVATE BILL. 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow and administratix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
assistant quartermaster in the army of the United 
States, came up for its third reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill having } 


{ 
I 


been read a third time, the question ison the pas- 
sage of the bil. i 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I merely rise to read a 
section of an act of Congress, which I think is 
applicable to this case. It is an act approved 
June 30, 1834. It occurs to me that the provisions 
of this act were not before the minds of the com- 
mittee who reported this bill: 


« And atl other purchases on account of the Indians, and | 


all payments to them of money or goods, shall be made by 
such person as the President shall designate for that purpose. 
And the superintendent, agent, or sub-agent, tdgether with 
such military officer as the President may direct. shall he 


| present and certify to the delivery of all goods and money 
required to be paid or delivered to the Indians. And the 


duties required by any section of this act of military officers 
shall be performed without any other compensation than 


their actual traveling expenses; and. all persons whatsoever 7). 


charged or trusted with the disbursement or application of 
money, goods, or effects of any kind for the benefit of the 
Indians, sha } -ettle their accounts annually at the War De- 


‘partment, on the first dav of October, and copies of the 


same shall be Jaid annually before Congress at the com- 
mencement of the ensuing session by the proper accounting 
othcers, together with a list af the names ofall persons to 
whom money, goods, or effects had been delivered within 
said year for the benefit of the Indians, specifying the 
amount and object for which it was intended, and showing 
who are delinqnents, if any, in forwarding. their accounts 
according to the provisions of this act; and also a list of the 
names of all persons appointed or employed under this act, 
with the dates of their appointment or employment, ard the 
salary and pay of each.” 


It is no wonder, then, that there was no charge 
made by this deceased officer for any compensation 
for disbursing this money; for he very well knew 


it was a duty required of him by the existing law. | 


This is an application made by his widow, and 
on jts own separate merits. Whenever a question 


shall come up in ageneral form for the relief of the i 


widows of deceased officers, that will be another 
matter for consideration, and [ trust I shall he as 


liberal as others, with a due regard for the public į; 


interest. This was clearly a duty which he was : 


obliged to perform under the existing law. My 
attention has been called to another clause of that 
law: 

«c And every Indian agent shall reside ant keep his agency 
within or near the territory of the ibe for which he may be 
agent, and atsneh place as the President may designate, and 
shall not depart. from the limits of his ageney without per- 
mission, And it shall be competent for the President to re- 
qnire any military officer of tie United States to execute the 
duties of Fudian agent.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer that this 
bill lie upon the table till to-morrow, that all may 
have an opportunity to look into the law which 
applies to this case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not think 
there can be any great difficulty about this bill. I 
think the Senator from Indiana has confounded 


| disbursements of annuities as an Indian agent, 


with the service of removal. This was service in 
the removal of Indians—a service assimilated to 
the duties of a quartermaster in the army. It 
is not the disbursement of money as an Indian 


; agent. 


Mr. DAWSON. I will read the act which re- 
lates to this. particular case, aithough I am much 
obliged to the Senator from Indiana for the state- 
ments he has made: 

“« And be it further enacted, Thatall merchandise required 


| hy any Indian treaty, for the indians, payable after making 


such treaty. shall be purchased under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, upon proposals to be received to be based 
on notices previously to be given; aud all merchandise re- 
quired at the making of any indian treaty, shall be pur- 
chased under the order of the commissioners, hy such per- 
on as they shall appoint, or by such person as shall be des- 
ignated by the President for that purcose. Alt other 
purchases on account of the Indians, and all payments to 
them on account of money or goods, shill he made by such 
person a3 the President shall designate for that purpose. 
And the superintendent, agent, or sub-agent, together with 
such military officer as the President may direct, shall be 
present, and certify to the delivery of all goods and money 
required to be paid or delivered to the Indians. And the 
duties required by any section of this act of military officers, 
shat! be performed without any other compensation than 
their actual traveling expenses; and all persons whatsoever 


i charged or trusted with the disbursement or application of 


money, goods, or effects of any kind, tor the benefit of the 


i Indians, shall settle their accounts annually at the War | 


Department on the first day of Octoher, and copies of the 
same shall be laid annually before Congress at the com- 
mencement of the ensuing session, by the proper account 
ing officers ; together with a list of the names of all persons 
to whom money, goods, or effects had been delivered with- 
in the said year for the benefit of the Indians—specifying 
the amount and the objeet for which it was intended, and 
showing who are delinquents, if any, in forwarding their 
accounts according to the provisions of this act; and also a 
list of the names of all persons appointed or employed under 
this act, with the dates of their appointment or employment, 
and the salary and pay of each.” 


That is the only law,and has no connection 
whatever with the case now before the Senate. 


The law relating to disbursements made in form- 
ing a treaty is designed to keep fraudulent conduct 
out, and to apply to all presents and donations 
made at the time. Itrequires that there shall be 
an officer of the army to certify to these things, 
and he frequently acts, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs hag stated, in the 
capacity of a commissioner, and he frequently dis- 
burses thousands of dollars. In these cases he 
receives no pay except his traveling expenses 
But these disbursements were made under different 
circumstances, on the removal of the Indians, and 
involved the paying out of large sums of money 
and the transporting of everything belonging to 
the quartermaster and commissary’s department, 
I hope the vote upon the bill will not be postponed. 

Mr. KING. The bill before the Senate is one 


of considerable importince, not so much on ac~ 


count of the amount appropriated, as on account 
of its being a precedent for similar cases. To my 
mind, it appears to open a wide door. The act of 
Congress was designed to guard against these 
charges, mde by officers who had made disburse- 
ments for Government which they did not con- 
sider as strictly within the line of their duty as offi- 
cers. I am, however, prepared to look at this thing 
in the most favorable light, and to examine it with 
care, and if I can see that itis in accordance with 
the act of Congress to distinguish this case from 
others, where persons are detailed for the purpose 
of carrying out these Indian treaties, it shall have 
my support. This disbursing officer was desig- 
nated, | believe, for that purpose, in consequence ` 
of its being necessary that a considerable sum of 
money should be disbursed in removing these 
tribes of Indians. I am not now going into the ex- 
amination of the case.. 1 wish the Senate to tarn 
their attention to it, because it appears to me to 
open a wide door. I therefore cordiaily em: ur in 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky to postpone the further consideretion of the 
bill till to-morrow, in order that the Senate may 
look into it. Anxious as I am to do full ju: tice to 
this meritorious officer, if I can vote for this bill, 
1 shall assuredly do so with great pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope the friends 
of this bill will not press the action of the Senate 
upon it at this time. If Senators desire to exsm- 
ine it further, I am willing it should lie over. But 
I wish to say to the Senator from Alabama that 
this cannot involve avery large amount. IJtisa 


i case of an officer having disbursed money before 


the Jaw was passe to which the Senator from 
Indiana refers. He never received the percentage 
which all officers who made disbursements before 
that time did receive. Jt was a mere accident that 
he did not. If he had presented his claim before, 
he would have received his percentage. There 
must be few if any cases gf this kind which have 
rot been already settled. I stated yesterday that 
I knew of none. tł, however, make no objection 
to its being postponed. 

‘The motion to postpone was accordingly agreed to. 

AMENDATORY ACT. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, the Senate took 
up for consideration bill No. 172, being the bill to 
amend an act entitled “ An act to regulate-the col- 
lection of duties on imports and tonnage,” ap- 
proved 24 March, 1799. 
` No amendment having been offered, the bill was 


| reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed 


for a third reading, was read a third ume and 
passed. 
DONATION OF LANDS. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I rise to ask a 
favor of the Senate; and, as it is but seldom that 
I make calls upon the time of this body, I hope 
the indulgence will be accorded tome. I move 
you to take up and consider at, this time, though 
not strictly in the order of business, bill No. 20, 
to grant alternate sections of the public Jands to 


| aid the State of Jowa to construct a railroad from 


Dubuque, via- lowa City and Keokuk, in lowa. , 
This bill, Mr. President, as I have amended and 
prepared it, is made to conform in its provisions 
to the bill making a grant of land to-the State of 
Hlinois to aid that State in the construction of 
what is called the Central Railroad. I have pur- 
posely made its provisions conform to the bill 
passed for Illinois, in order that there may be no 
necessity for amendment or discussion in relation 
to its provisions and principles, the whole having 
been fully discussed in this body at the time of 


1850. 
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the passage of that bill. This bill, as amended 
by my colleague and myself, with the consent of 
the Committee on Public Lands, unites the two 
bills reported from that committee, providing for 

rants of land to construct a railroad from Du- 
Eadie to Keokuk, and one from Davenport, via 
Jowa City, to the Missouri river. The quantity 
of land proposed to be appropriated, as near as Í 
can estimate the same, with the data now given— 
the whole country throngh which the proposed 
roads are to be constructed not being yet sur- 
veyed—is about one million four hundred and fifty 
thousand acres; being some seventy or eighty 
thousand acres less than that granted to our sister 
State of Hlinois. 3 

The bill was taken up and read, together with a 
substitute reported as an amendment by the com- 
mittee, and an amendment to the amendment | 
which was offered by Mr. Jones. 

Mr. HAMLIN, ‘There aretwo or three things 
which I desire to know before I vote on this bill, || 
and I presume the Senator from lowa can give me 
the information I desire. I wish to know, first, 
the number of acres appropriated by the amend- |; 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa; and, 
second, l desire to know whether there is any pro- | 
vision in either of the amendments, or in the ori- |} 
ginal biil—for | believe this jsa triangular bill— 
providing for the disposition of the remaining sec- 
touns, after the alternate sections shali have been 
selected for the railroad, for any sum beyond the 
maximum price established by law, $1 25? 

Mr. JONES, In answer to the inquiry of the 
Senator, I have to state, that the alternate sections 
reserved to the United States within the limits of 
this grant, are to be increased in the minimum 
price $1 25 per acre—to $2 50. I consider this an 
liberal provision; but as it was incorporated in 
the Illinois grant, and as the passage of our bill 
might be endangered were the reserved sections || 
not enhanced in price, we have been constrained to 
submit to this (as we regard it) onerous provision, 
imposed upon us by the committee before present- 
ing it to the Senate for its action. The Govern- ij 
ment will lose nothing by the grant at all, but, on 
the contrary, will be greatly benefited, and its || 
treasury replenished by the immediate and much | 
more rapid sale of its public domain. The antici- 
pated construction of these roads will direct the at- i 
tention of the emigrants to the country through 
which they are to pass, and will cause the sale of 
millions of acres of land—the prairie and other less 
valuable portons of which would not otherwise 
be sold for many years to come, because of the |! 
difficulty of precuring timber; and of transporting || 
to market the immenseamount of surplus produce || 
which our State must-eventually, and at no distant 
day, yield. : 

‘The first of these railroads is to connect with the 
great national railroads which bind the wealtby east- 
ern cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
the western cities of Buffalo, Detroit, Chicago, and 
Galena, with the Father of Waters, at the flourish- 
ing young city of Dubuque, which is the heart of | 
one of the richest and most extensive mineral and 
agricultural regionsin America. It is to run a dis- 
tance of about one hundred and eighty miles, in a | 
south western direction, through the interior of our 
State, and by way of our seat of government, 
lowa City, Fairfield, and other flourishing towns 
aud rich portions of Iowa, to the city of Keokuk, 
4 the most. wealthy and populous county of our 

tate. 

The other road, from Davenport to the Missouri | 
river, is intended to be the last link which is to 
unite the territories of the United States, which lie 
west of the Missouri river with another branch of 
railroads which run further to the South, through 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and. Hlinois, and 
which are now being prosecuted with considera- 
ble energy, as I am informed, by those States. 
The completion of these works of internal im- 
provement, is earnestly desired by the people of 
our State, who have held public meetings, conven- 
tions, &c., in various places, and at all seasons, at 
great Wouble, cost, and expense to themselves. 
Sir, as one of their Representatives, I sincerely | 
hope this boon may be granted to them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD.. I wish to get some addi- 
tional information from the gentleman from Iowa 
before I vote upon this amendment. I want to 
know whether these railroads which are contem- 
plated here have been begun? Whether any steps 
have been taken to make any of them? Whether 


any company. has been chartered to construct 
them? Whether the State has done anything to 
put these works into operation? Or whether it is 
merely a grant of land, in contemplation that the 
State will hereafter do something to construct 


‘these roads and to provide the necessary funds? 
| Now, sir, I have been quite liberal in granting 


lands, and I feel disposed to be liberal in granting 
lands for the. purposes of internal improvement, 
for that is one of the articles of mv political creed. 
If itis not done by the United States let it be done 


„by the States; and if not by the States, let it be 


done by companies. Butit seems to me that this 


bill probably contemplates going further than we 


ever have gone heretofore, bv granting lands in 
anticipation that the State will do something for 
the purpose of constructing the roads. 1 am dis- 
posed to wait until the State shall have com- 
menced operations, as in the case of Titinois the 


‘other day; and if Iowa has actually commenced 


these works, | have no objection at all to give to 


f 
| her, so far as she may have commenced them, 


the same grant which we gave to Illinois. Ido 
not think it would be proper to make the grant 
without information on this paint. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. The people of our 
State feel a deep interest in this measure. My 
colleague has the more immediate charge of the 
bill, and has worked at it very industriously in the 
committee, and succeeded in getting the bill re- 
ported. I will state, however, that the Legislature 
and people of Iowa have made a commencement 
in this matter. They have gone to a consider- 
able expense in making very minute geograph- 
ical and topographical surveys of the country, 
and they are now making every preparation which 
they can make. Bat a large portion of the plan 
lies through the Government tands, and the people 
are desirous of obtaining this grant as the founda- 
tion on which to raise a fund to complete this to 
them very great and important work. : 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to make a single inquiry. 


|! As t understand the amendment offered by the 


Senator from lowa to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, it is simply to make this one hill embrace 
two bills which have been reported from the com- 
mittee. Arm I right? 

Mr. SHIELDS. It is simply uniting together 
two bills which have passed the committee, or 


“ tacking” them together is, I believe, the proper | 


term. 

Mr. FELCH. Iam perfectly satisfied with the 
explanation. I have had occasion to examine 
the two bills, and am satisfied that they ought to 
receive'the sanction of the Senate, 

The question was then taken on the amend- 


| ment to the amendment offered by Mr. Jones, 


which wasadopted. The amendment, as amended, 
also was adopted. 

Mr. DODGE, of Fowa, moved further to amend 
the bill by adding after the end of the last section 
the following words: ‘* Provided the said State of 
Jowa shall, by jts Legislature, accept said grant of 
lands for the purposes and on the conditions named 
in this act.” 

Mr. KING. I think my friend will see that the 
amendment is unnecessary. 

Mr. DODGE. Well, I will withdraw it. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. There is one 
feature of the bill, which has heretofore been ob- 
jected to, of whieh I should like to have some in- 
formation. J mean the right to go beyond the 
adjoining sections to bunt for any amount of land 
which may he deficient within these tiers. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
same as the Illinois bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. k is a precise copy of the 
bill already discussed and past by the Senate, and 
has no new provisions in it at all. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 do not know whatis the pre- 
cise form of the bill at present, but I believe that 
two bills have been united. I see in the last sec- 
tion a provision for the carrying of the mails at a 
reasonable price. Now, we make a pretty large 
donation to this railroad. I understand the Sen- 
ator from lowa to say the number of acres appro- 
priated by this bill is between eleven and twelve 
hundred thousand, which, at the rate of one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, amounts to about a 
million and a half of dollars, the interest on which 
would be about ninety thousand dollars a year. 
Lands given in alternate sections—six alternate 


sections on each side—is equivalent to a grant of a: 


It is limited to fifteen—the | 


continuous line of land six miles wide. , ] eappose 
the road will be about three hundred miles. in 
length. Am [ right? . 

Mr, JONES. Rather Jess. 

Mr. PEARCE. The maximum price for trang- 
portation on railroads is about three hundred dol- 
lars per milé; so that it would bè about ninety 
thousand dollirs for the whole road; or rather less, 
as the road is less in extent than three. hundred 
miles. I suppose that the interest upon the value 
of this land, thus given as a contribution to this 
railroad, will be about equal to the maximum 
price of transportation of the mails over that road, 
and yet by this bill the Government is to pay a 
| reasonable price for the transportation of these 

mails. It séems to me that we should have a quid 
i pro guo. The interest on the grant of Jand ($90,000) 
|| 8 the exact rate of the transportation of the mails. 
i| I therefore move to amend the 8ih section, pro- 
|| viding for the transportation of the mails, by stri- 
|| king out all after the words * Post Office Depart- 
ment,” and inserting “ transported free of any 
charge.” k 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
will not be in order until the billtis reported back 
to the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I wish to say one word only 
| upon this matter. The error into which the Sen- 
ator has fallen is this: This is not a donation en- 
tirely, because the Government is to have a'double 
|| price for the other allernate sections ; 
i| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs 
i| leave to state that there is no question pending. | 

There being no further proposition to amend, 
the bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
Wamendments were concurred in. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the section of 

the bill providing for the transportation of the 
‘| mail by striking out the words ‘at such price as 
Congress may by Jaw direct,’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof “free of all charge to the United 
States.” : 
g Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to state that, 
whilst the bill grants alternate sections to the 
State, on condition that the road shall be made, it 
also provides that the price of the other alternate 
| sections should be doubled, so that the Govern- 
i| ment will lose nothing by the passage of this bill; 
and I think we may safely leave the rate to be 
paid for the transportation of the mails to be fixed 
by Congress, as proposed by this section. I shall 
not argue the question, because this point was 
thoroughly discussed on the Illinois bill, ard re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate by an overwhelm- 
ing majority; and, as an Iilinoian, I dislike to see 
our friends from lowa worse treated than the Sen- 
ate treated us, and Jess liberality shown’ towards 
them than was shown towards us. 

Mr. PEARCE. The payment of double price 
for the other alternate sections will fall upon 
others than the railroad company. They will be 
i| benefited by this grant, and it iz right that we 

should have some consideration from them. Ishall, 
| therefore, not wibdraw my amendment. ; 

The fquestion was then taken on the. amend- 
ment, and it was:negatived. i : 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. HALE. I donot know that I want to ob- 
ject to this individual case, because I do not want 
to be invidious; but £ want to make this suggestion 
for the consideration of the Senate. Jt has been 
decided to be pretty orthodox doctrine that we 
should not enter upon a system of internal improve- 
ments for the General Government. That is a 
part of the Baltimore platform, | believe. There 
is no objection to individual cases, but only to “a 
|| system.” Now, how many cases were needed to 
|| make ‘a system?” I believe grants have been 
already made to Indiana, Hlinois, and Iowa. I 
am willing to go as far as we can with individual 
cases, but ] think there is some danger of our get- 
ting into a system. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the admis- 
sion of California, as a State, into the Union, to es* 
tablish territorial governments for Utah and. New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
establishment of her western and northern. bound- 
aries, 
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A discussion of several hours’ duration ensued, 
for which see Appendix. ° : 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenonespay, June 19, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read und approved. 
PENSACOLA AND MONTGOMERY RAILROAD. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a bill, of which, 
he said, previous notice had been given. 

The title of the bill was read as a bill “ granting, 
upon certain conditions, alternate’ sections of the 
public lands along the route of a railroad from 
Pensacola, in the State of Florida, to Montgomery, 
in the State of Alabama, and for other purposes.’ | 

Mr. PRESTON KING rose and objected. 

So the bill was not introduced, ; i 

Mr. BAYLY calied for the regular order of bu- 
siness. 

The SPEAKER thereopon announced the reg- 
ular order of business to be, the call of the com- | 
mittees for reports, commencing where the call was 
last suspended, with the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ' 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL, | 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, reported the biil making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30th, 1lsdl, and |} 
for other purposes. i 

The bill was read a first and second time by its | 
title. | 

Mr. BAYLY said, in order to avoid cavil herege 
after, he desired to state ihat the amendments and 
additions to this bill had been so numerous, that 
it woald be requisite that the whole bill should be 
copied. It would not be safe to send it to the | 
printer in its present condition, He had made this 
statement to avoid dispute hereafter. He moved 
that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that it be 
printed. 

Ordered accordingly. 

BOUNTY LANDS. ; 

Mr. MASON asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to offer a resolution, providing that all | 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union should terminate in two hours (after it | 

H 
} 
| 
| 


should have been taken up) upon the bill providing | 
for the soldiers of the war of 1812, 713, 714, and |} 
745, with Great Britain, the Indian wars of 1811, |; 
the (Fiorida) Seminole war of 1835-6, &c., and | 
the war, known as General Wayne’s, of 1792 
to 1795, that have not heretofore been provided || 
for. 

{Several Voices. 
not take up the bill at all} i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I make the 
point of order. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in re- į 
ply to the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
‘L'uompson,] that it will not be in order to oiler a 
resolution clusing debate until the bill shall have 
been taken up in committee. 

Mr. MASON. ‘Then | move that the House ; 
resolve itself’ into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of taking up 
the bill, The House will recollect that it has been 
mate the special order of the day. 

{Several Voices. Let the committees be called 
for reports.] 

Mr. MASON. I would cheerfully withdraw | 
my motion to permit the call of committees for | 
reports, if there was any prospect that that object 
could be accomplished. But the whole of yester- 
day was spent in av unprofitable and useless dis- 
cussion, and it is probable, if l should withdraw 
the motion, that this day also will be consumed in 
a similar, way upon some other proposition. I | 
adhere to my mouon. | 

Mr. WENLE WORTH put an inquiry to the | 
Chair in relation to the order of business, to which | 

The SPEAKER replied, that the bounty land 
bill being the special orderof theday, if the House | 
should resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on ibe state of the Union, the committee wouid 

“have no discretion, but would be compeiled to take 
up that bill, it was not in the power of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union jo 
change an order of the House, 


Mr. WENTWORTH. If the bill should not 


No, no; we might as well || 


j 


| than eighty acres each 


j States to which there shali be a preëimption right, unalo 


be disposed of to-day, will the special order have 
been exhausted ? ` 

The SPEAKER. It will not. The special 
order is to continue from day to day until the bill 
shall have been disposed of. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Mason, and was decided in the affirmative, 
without a division. i 

So the House resòlved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ricu- 
arpson, of Ilinois, in the Chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the special order of the day, 
being the bill ‘providing for soldiers of the war 
of 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815 with Great Britain, 
the Indian wars of 1811, the (Florida) Seminolean 
warof 1835, 1836, &c., and the war known as 
General Wayne’s, of 1792 to 1795, that have not 
heretofore been provided for.” i 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, rose to put an | 
He understood that thé į 


inquiry to the Chair. 
gentleman from Indiana {Mr. ALsertson] had 
prepared an amendment in behalf of a minority of 
the Committee on Pablie Lands, which extended 
the law to militia as well as volunteers, and took 
off the limitation as to the time of service, leaving 


the law like the law giving land to Mexican sol- | 


diers. He(Mr. McL.) desired to know whether 
it would be in order for the gentleman from in- 
diana to move that amendment. If it would not 


| be in order, then it was his (Mr. McL.’s) intention 


to move that the committee should go back into 
the House, in order that that amendment might 
be moved. 


The CHAIRMAN said, it would be in order for. 


ihe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ALBERTSON] to 
move his amendment in committee. 


Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading of | 


the bill. 


A brief conversation followed between Mr. 


Jones and the Speaker. 
The bill was then read, as follows: 
Be it enacted-by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


i the United Stwes of America in Congress assembled, That each 
i non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, enlisted or 


regularly mustered into, and served in, avy volunteer compa- 
ny for a period of six months aud over, in the war with Great 


) Britain of eighteen hundred and twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
į and fifteen, the fndian wars of eighteen hundred and eleven, 


(Plorida) Seminolvan war of eigiteen hundred and thirty- 
five, thirty-six, &¢., or in the war, known as General 
Wayne’s war, of seventeen hundred and ninety-two to sev- 
enteen hundred aad ninety-five, that have not been hereto- 
fore provided for by the General Government with bounty 
land, pension, or a bounty of more than fifty dollars, and 
who have received an honorable dischaige, shall be entitled 
to receive a certificate or warrant from the Department of 
the Interior, for those who served six months and less 


; Jess than twelve months, eighty acres; and those who served 
i 


Welve mouths and over, one huadred and sixty acres of 
end; which may be Jocated by the warrantee or his widow 
at any land office of the United States, in tracts of not less 
and in conformity with the legat 
i such district then subject to private 


subdivisions thereof, 


ir entry 5 and upon the return of such land warrant or certifi- 


cate, with evidence of the location thereof having been te- 


| gally made, to the General Land Office, a patent shall issue 


therefor; and that, inthe event of the death of any non- 
commissioned officer, inusician, or private, who may have 
received bis discharge, and before the issue of the certificate 
or warrant, then itshall be issued in favor, and innure to the 
benefit of his widow, if z at the time of the passage of 
this-act; and in the event of her death before the issue of 
the certificate or warrant, then it shall go to his children, if 
any; and all sales, mortgages, powe s, or other instruments 
of willing, going to affect the tile or claim to suen bounty 
rigitt, made or executed prior to the issue of such warrant 
e, shall be nall aud void to a} intents and pur- 


| poses whifsoever; nor shall any such claim to bounty right 


be, in any wise, affected or changed vy any soldier prior to 


| the issuance of such certifieate or warfant: Provided, That 
i no land warrant or certificate, issued under the provisions 


of this act, sball-be located upon any lands of the United 
ie 
the consent, in writing, of the preémpto:, attested by tue 
respectable witnesses. and filed in the office where located. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said that the bill be- 
fore the committee was not such as he wouid 
desire it to be. It did not provide for as many of 
these meritorious citizens and soldiers, whose ser- 
vices were so highly estimated by the American 
people, as he desired that it should provide for. 
He stated that this bill had undergone the ex- 
amination of the Committee on Public Lands. It 
varied from the one which he had the honor to 
introduce. With reference to the bill he had in- 
troduced, it will be discovered, by all who will 
take the trouble to examine it, that he had made 
provision for all American soldiers who had not 
heretofore been provided for. My friend from 
Kentucky (continued Mr. C.) had also introduced 
a bill containing similar provisions. The Commit- 
tee on Public Lands took both these bills into 
consileration, and dissected them so as to con- 


struct out of them the bill now before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I would have greatly 
preferred my own bill, or the bill introduced by 
my friend trom Kentucky; but I could not get 
either of these bills, and I have been obliged to 
take the bill prepared by the Commuuee on Public 
Lands. I understand that it is intended, by one 
of the minority of the cominittee, to move as an 
amendment, a substitute for the bill; and, as i de- 
sire to place myself in a right position, I will now 
say, that this is the first time i have ever heard of 
that amendment. if, however, the substitute 
should be of. the character which | believe it to 
be, i shall support it. I like it better than the bill 
which has been reported from the commigtee. 
When, therefore, that amendment shall be per- 
fected and offered asa substitute for this bill, I 
shall be inclined to vote for it; because it proposes 
a provision for a greater number of those of our 
patriotic citizens who have stood forward to fight 
the battles‘of their country, than the bill which I 
have reported by instruction of the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

l have no intention, Mr. Chairman, to take 
up the time of the committee, by making a 
speech. I will not consume time, by taking an 
hour to explain matters which must be familiar to 
every member of the committee. The provisions 
contained in this bill ought to have been made 
many years ago. The patriotic soldiers, for whose 
benefit this bill is intended, ought to have received 
the recompense it gave years ago. Long before | 
had a seatin this House, | was instructed that Con- 
gress had not provided for those meritorious men, 
The occurrence of the Mexican war presented a 
favorabe opportunity for including this neglected 
class in the legislation which necessarily grew out 
of that contest. He did not mean to disparage 
the services of the soldiers who fought in the 
Mexican war, or deny their right to the compen- 
sation which had been awarded them. It was right 
and proper that they should have their reward, 
and he would have supported the bill for their re- 
lief had he been a member of this House. 

He would occupy no more of the time of the 
committee, except to give notice of his intention 
to move certain amendments, and he desired to 
state what these amendments were, in order that 
his views might be intelligible to the committee, 
and that there might not hereafter be any miscon- 
ception of his course. 

My first amendment, Mr: Chairman, is in re- 
lation to officers. it 1s my desire to bring the 
officers within the beneficial operation of this bill. 
The Commitee on Public Lands had that question 
before them, but it has been voted down. li was 
held by the committee that the officers were netso 
much entitled to the benefit of the provisions of 
this bill, as the non-commissioned officers and 
soldiers. Since the disevssion which took place 
in the committee on this subject, | have become 
more thoroughly convinced of the propriety cf 
extending the provisions of the bill to officers. + 
therefore give notice of my intention, ala prop-r 
time, to move to amend the bill by inserting the 
word “officers.” 

There were also other verbal amendments which 
he designated, the objects of which were, to extend 
the provisions of the bill to those who had left the 
army, but who may not have their honorable dis- 
charge in their possession, provided they shall 
have rendered the services entitling them to the 
recompense; and also to diminish the term of ser- 
vice which should qualify them for the relief pro- 
vided by this bill, so as to give some fifty acres to 
each person who may have rendered faithfnl ser- 
vices for the period of three months. It was not 
so much the quantity of land granted, as the evi- 
dence it yielded that Congress and the country 
had a just appreciation of their services, which 
would satisfy those gallant men who had risked 
their lives in the service of the country. 

He concluded with stating that it was not his pur- 
pose now to go into any long discussion. He had 
in his desk many volumes containing a history of 
the war, and of the services rendered by these sol- 
diers. He could give copious extracts from these 
for the information of the committee, but he did not 
deem it necessary to detain the committee for that 
purpose. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

Mr. ALBERTSON offered the following as a 
substitute for the bill; which was read: 

Strike out after the enacting clause and insert, 
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“That each non-commissioned officer, musician, Or pri- 
vate, who served in the military service of the United States 
during the last war with Great Britain, commenced in tie 
year 1812, or ia any of the [idian wars before or since that 
period, includisg regulars, volunteers, spies, rangers, sea- 
fencibles, and militia, for a period of not Jess than six 
Hons, and who sal Gave remained in said service to te | 
date of their death, or who was houoratly discharged, stall 
be entitled to receive a certificate of warrant trom the De- 
partment of the Enterior, for the quantity of eighty acres of 
land, which may be loéated by the warrantee, or bis as- 
signe, or heirs-at-Jaw, at any tand otee of the Uuited 
States, in one body and in couformity to the legal subdivis- 
ions of the public lands, upon any of the public lands in 
such district Lhen subject to private entry 5 and upon the re- 
turn of such warrant, or certificate, with evidence of the lo- 
cation thereof having heen Jegally made to the General 
Lani Office, a patent shall be issued therefor. 

“That inthe event of the death of any such non-com- 
missioned officer, ma-ician, or private, during service, or 
after his discharge, and before the issuance of a certificate or 
warrant, as aforesoid, the said certificate, or warrant, shall 
be issued in favor and innure to tbe benefit of his widow, i! 
if living, and if no widow be living, to his children: Provi- 
ded, ‘Chat no laud warrant issued under the provisions of this 
act shall be laid upon any land of tie United States to which |; 
there shall be a preémption right, or upon which Were 
shall be an actual settlement aud cultivation, witout the 
consent of such settlers and cultivators be given thereto, 

“sec. 2, And be it further enucted, That each non-com- 
missioned officer, musician, or private, who was mustered 
into the military service of the United States, and served as 
specified in the first sectio of this act, for a period of twelve 
months or more, stall be entitled Lo receive a warraut for ! 
one hundred and sxty acres of land, which may be subject to 
private entry, under the provisions of the first section of this 
act, and in the event of the death of any person herein pto- 
vided for, before the issuing of the certificate, or warrant 
then the warrant for such land shall issi.e to the widow of 
such person, if there be one, and if not, then to bis ebilaren. 

6 Sec, 3. And be it further enucted, That each non-eommis- 
sioned officer, musician, or private, who was mustered into 
the military service of the United States, and served as spe- 
cified in the first section of this act, for a iess period than 
‘six mouths, shall be eutitled to receive a warrant for torty |; 
acres of land, whieh may be subject 10 private entry, under 
the provisions of the first section of this act, and in the event 
of the death of any person herein provided tor, before the 
issuing of the certificate or warrant, then the warrant lor 
such land shall issue to the widow of such person, if there 
bè one, and iPnor, then to his children. 

“ Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Vhat the grants of land | 
herein made, and the warrants authorized to be issued, and | 
patents granted thereon, as well as the location and transfer 
and as ignmeut thercof, shall, in all respects, he made under 
the provisions, restrictions, and limitations of the muth sec- 
tion of the act of February 11, 1847, entitled ¢ An act to 
raise for a limited time ao additional military force, and for 
other purposes,’ so far asthe same are not altered by the 
provisions of this act. 

“Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be con- 
strued to authorize the issuing ofa certificate, or warant, to 
any non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, tor ser- 
vice for which he bas heretofore received, or beeu author- 
ized to receive. under act of Congress, bounty land.?? 

The substitute having been read— 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
berween Mr. Elarason and the Chair. 

Mr. MASON. I desired to get the floor, for 
the purpose of submitting a motion which I think 
there is a disposition on the part of the House to 
agree to. ft is, that the committee rise, for the 
purpose of allowing a resolution to be adopted in 
this House, closing debate upon this bill in two 


hours. 

Mr. VINTON. Will the gentleman withdraw 
the mation for a moment? 

Mr. MASON. I have not yet made the motion, 
I had merely submitted a preliminary remark. 

Mr. ALBERTSON claimed the floor, declaring 
that, after offering his amendment, he had never j; 
yielded it. 

Mr. MASON submitted, that the floor had been 
duly awarded to him by the Chair. 

Mr. ALBERTSON submitted to the Chair, 
that the right to the floor was his, as he had never |; 


S 
X 


ielded it. : i 
The CHAIR, on this statement, awarded the 
floor to i 
Mr. ALBERTSON, who was proceeding to ad- 
dress the committee, when 
Mr. VINTON appealed to the gentleman to 
yield the floor for a moment to him, (Mr. V.) 
Mr. ALBERTSON yielded the floor. l 
Mr. VINTON. 1 merely desire to express my | 
earnest hope that the committee will not rise for | 
the purpose of closing the debate on this bill in | 
two hours. Itis one of the most important bills 
that has been broughi before the consideration of 
this House at any ume—a bill which, in my judg- 
ment, if passed, will exercise a more prominent in- 
fluence on the operations of the Goverament and | 
the Treasury of the United States, than any 
measure which has been passed here for fifteen 
years. I hope, therefore, that the bill will be 
fally discussed—! hope that its friends and its | 
opponents will both be heard, and that its bearings 
„and influence will be fully understood before, a: 


| motion. 


' bounty for those who served six months, and less | 


| the dangers, privations, and hardships of war, for 


| with an American heart in an American bosom, 


| forward, and in some degree do justice to those | 


| patriotic citizen-soldiers, to whose bravery and |; yi 
lers. 


the public voice docs not demand it at our hands. 


i the war of 1812? 


vote shall be taken. Ifany motion is to be made 
to stop the debate, I hope it will not be for the 
present, nor until the bill is thoroughly understood. |! 

Mr. ALBERTSON resumed the floor, but yieid- f 
ed at the request of 1 

Mr. MASON, who said: I have heard the state- į 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton.] | 
He proposes a protracted debate. Here we have 
been six months listening to interminable debate— 
often interesting, often not so. The subject now 
under consideration has been before the House 
five months, for | brought it here shortly after the 
commencement of the session. The miuds of the 
members are, | believe, prepared to act upon it. 
l believe that every member has made up his} 
mind uponit. Upon the other question to which 
i have alluded, and which has engrossed so much 
of the attention of the House, | doubt whether the 
mind of any gentieman has been changed, not- i 
withstanding the long debate which has taken | 
place. Those members who are not disposed to | 
consume the time of the House in debate may 
have as good a judgment, and come to as sound a | 
conclusion, as gentemen who make speeches, | 
And i think itis ime we should be acting. That | 
isall. If the committee are of my opiniun, then 
we shall rise and adopt a resolution in the House ! 
closing debate—say to-morrow. And I give no- | 
tice that, at the proper time, I shall make the 
l have no right to make it now, because j? 
l hold the floor only by the kindness of the gen- | 
Ueman from Indiana, [Mr. ALBeRrTSoN.] 

Mr. McDONALD gave nouce of the following | 
amendment; which was read: f 

To strike out of the fiith line of the bill the 
words, “for a period of six months and over,” 
and to insert in the sixteenth line, alter the word 
“interior,” the words “for ail those who served | 
three months and over, and less than six months, | 
eighty acres;’’ and to strike out the word “eighty,” | 
and insert “ one! hundred. and twenty,” as the į 


than twelve. 

Mr. ALBERTSON said, that in offering his 
amendment io the original bill, he did not intend 
to make any lengthy remarks. His amendment 
reaches a large ciass of those patriotic and merito- 
rious soldiers, who had devoted themselves to the 
defence and glory of our common country, for 
whom the origmat bill does not provide. ‘The bil 
of the committee provides only for those who ; 
served for a term of six months and longer, but | 
his amendment provides for aii—as well tur those 
provided for n the original bill, who had served | 
for six months or longer, as for those who may | 
have served fora less term of time. He could see 
no just grounds or reason why a distinction should 
be made, where’ really no distinction exists. 
Those who had served for three, four, or five 
months, were as meritorious in degree as those 
who bad served for a longer term. He urged the 
great and urgent demand in the public mind, why 
this large and patriotic class of our fellow-cilizens, 
who left their familhes and homes, and endured 


the detence and security of our fires:des and our ; 
homes, should now, at this late day, receive the 
small and inadequate compensation which this bill 
now proposes to give them, for their invaluable 
public services, Where, he usked, was the man, 


that would not be willing, at this late day, to come 


prowes we are indebted for the perfect security ofi; 
our families and homes? He trusted that this 
Congress would not adjourn before some bill being 
passed providing for tnem. If it does not, in his | 
humble opinion, the reason would not be because 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, addressed the com- 
mittee. After expressing his hearty concurrence 
in the appeal of the gentleman from Onio, [Mr. | 
Vinton, in favor of deliberation before passing: 
this bill, as preliminary to the remarks he intended 
to make, he inquired of the gendeman from Aia- | 
bama, [Mr. Coss,] how many soldiers this bill 
provided for, and how many soldiers there were in 


Mr. COBB stated that the bill only provided for 
the living soldier or for the widow of the deceased. :| 
It was therefore impossible to state the exact num- || 
ber who would receive the benefits uf the bill. 4 

l 


Mr. EVANS said, if the introducer of the bill 


i 
i 
i 
f 


had been prepared to tell how many soldiers there, 
were in the war of 1812, he should have followed 
up the inquiry by asking how many soldiers there 
were in the Indien wars of 1811, the Florida war, 
and General Wayne’s war. He considered the 
inability of the introducer of the bill to give any 
idea of the quantity of land it would dispose of at 
“ one fell swoop,” fatal to the bill. ` 

Mr. COBB, Did the gentleman say that I was 
incapable of informing the country how many sol- 
diers there were in the war of 1812? 

Mr. EVANS. I understood the gentleman. to 
say So. 

Mr. COBB said he was well posted up in these 
statistics; he had the documents before him, and 
could tell the exact number of soldiers in the war 
of 1812 to one man. But this was not a question 
involved in the bill, as the bill did no such thing 
as provide for all the soldiers of that war. i 

Mr. EVANS said, as the introducer did not 
state the amount of publie lands which would be 
given away by this bill, he (Mr. E.) would tell: 
It would be enough to bankrupt the Treasury, as 
far as it relied upon this source of revenue. He 
called upon Democrats on that side uf the House, 
who had always gone against an increase of tariff 
and against distri ution, not to accomplish these 
objects in an indirect way. THe called upon gen- 
tlemen to meet this question directly, and not take 
away from the revenues of the United States, for 
twenty-five years at least, more than three mil- 
lions annually. 

He proceeded to say, that the principle upon 
which bounty lands had, with one exception, uni- 
formly been granted, was as an inducement for 
enlistments—as a means of obtaining soldiers for 
the war. The single exception in the whole Gov- 
ernment was the grant of bounty lands to a part 
of the soldiers of the Mexican war, Yet it was 
now proposed, thirty-eight years after the services 
were performed, to give away an untold amount 
of publiclands,as gratuities. He reminded gentle- 
men, especially new members, that this was no 
new proposition. During the Jast Congress they 
had had under consideration, ard fully discussed, 
a bill to grant 160 acres of the public lands. to 
everybody who had ever served in any war or 
skirmish; 160 acres to every man who wanted to 
kill a Mexican, and another 160 acres to the man, 
whoever he was, who first began that war. He 
(Mr. E.) voted against all such Buncombe propo- 
sitions. He named, as another reason, conclusive 
of itself, against the passage of the bill, the fact 
that the sales of the public lands had already been- 
solemnly pledged far the payment of the principal 
and interest of the debt of the United States. To 
give away the public lands, as proposed by this 


bill, he argued, would be a violation of the solemn 
i faith of the Government. Since they were disposed” 


to give away the public lands in this lavish man- 


i ner, he asked why not give them to other equally 


Meritorious classes—to the sailors, to the officers: 


of the navy of 1812, to the soldiers of the Chero- 


kee, Creek, Black Hawk, and other wars? : He 
glanced at the brilliant exploits of the navy during 
the war of 1812, laying the foundation for Ameri- 
can naval fame; and argued, that upon every prin. 
ciple of justice the satlor of that war was equally 
with the soldier entitled to this gratuity. But he 
intimated that the reason for the discrimination 
might be found in the fact, that our veteran tars 
usually remained in the service, and their votes 
were not to be looked after, like those of the sol- 


If gentlemen were determined to enter upon this 
system of getting rid of the public lands. he rec- 
ommended to their support the following propo- 
sition, which he had drawn up as a substitute for 


| the bili: 


© That all the public lands of the United States are here- 
by granted, in portions of one hundred and sixty acres, to 
each person who will permanently seitie upon andeuitivaie 
the same.’? 


This, he said, while it would not perhaps give 


: away any more lands in the aggregate, would dis- 


tribute the bounties more equally, and he thought 
was a fairer measure, though he did not promise 
to vote for it himself. 

Mr. BURT referred the gentleman to the first 
four lines of the bill, to show that the class of per- 
sons to whom it proposed to give these bounties, 
was much more limited than the gentleman sup- 
posed. 
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- Mr. EVANS admitted that the gentleman might 
be right in his strict reading of that part of the bill; 
but they all knew that no such strict construc- 
tion was intended for the bill; if it provided only 
for a limited class, nobody would vote for it; it was 
intended, and if it did not now include it, would, 
by amendments, be made to include all persons who 
served in the war of 1812. IF it provided for 
everybody, he opposed it because it would break 
down the public land revenue; if it were limited, 
he opposed it because it was partial and unjust. 
He opposed it because thé public lands were spe- 
cially pledged to pay the principal and ifterest of 
the debt of the Government; because the procéeds 
of the sales of thé lands (if they did not go into 
the genéral Treasury) belonged equally to all the 
States, ind as such oughtto be distributed for pur- 
poses of éducation, enlightening the people, and 
other good and holy purposes; because all pérsons 
who had served their country faithfully were not 
included; because it was not known how many 
persons it provided for, or how far it would put its 
hand into the public Treasury; because agents, 
speculators, and other corrupt persons would get 
the principle part of its benefits; because it intro- 
duced into the country a system of bribery and 
corruption, and a system of log-rolling; because it 
was not an act of tardy justice, but a mere gratuity 
proposed forty years after the services were ren- 
dered,and which would not go to those who were 
justly entitled to the gratuity, if gratuity were to be 
made; and for divers other reasons which hestated. 
He called upon Whigs and Democrats to vote 
against the bill, on the ground that its support 
would involve the abandonment of the doctrines 
for which each party had so long contended, viz: 
of the land proceeds belonging to the States equally, 
and of their constituting a necessary part of the 
public revenne for the support of the burdens of 
the Government; and he denounced it as a bill for 
the benefit of speculators, agents, and corrupt per- 
sons. 

It was unjust; it was wrong; and it ought not 
to be done. And every nation that would be 
guilty of injustice and wrong, must suffer the pen- 
alty ofits own acts, If a. bill of this description 
was to be passed, he contended that it should be 
made general in its operation. Why should one 


man receive one hundred and sixty acres of land, | 


whilst another was landless? If this principle was 
to prevail, why not at once adopt one gf the favorite 
doctrines of the day, “ vote yourself a farm 7’— 
t every man was entitled to a farm.” If the bill 
was to be pressed, then he should insist upon the 
substitute which he had indicated. 

Mr. E. concluded by calling upon gentlemen to 
give some sufficient reasons for the passage of the 
bill, None such had yet been urged. He alluded 
to the effect which such a measure might exercise 
on the popular vote. For his own part, (he said,) 
he would not do a wrong act to secure a million 
votes. Votes which were bid for at the expense 


of the treasury of the United States, or at the sac- | 


rifice of great public principles, possessed no at- 
traction for him. 

Mr. E. having concluded, 

Mr. HUBBARD said, my object In addressing 


the Chair is, to call attention to two provisions of | 


the bill, which need amendment, and to propose 
the amendments, 

The bill, as reported by the committee, requires 
tt Laa months service to entitle the soldier or 
his heir to any laud.” This is not right, for one 


army may do more service, and encounter. more | 
perils, hardships, and sufferings, in two months, | 


than another in six or twelve. Let us, therefore, 
make but one line of division, and give to all who 
served less than six or more than one month, 
eighty acres, and all who served six months or 
upwards, one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
This will be easily understood by the people con- 
cerned, and easily executed by the land office de 
partmenjg. . i 
The ONI, as reported, requires that the soldier be 
“regularly enrolled, or enlisted” into service, and 


“honorably discharged.’ These, in many cases, | 


would be very hard, useless, and unjust requisi- 
tions, and would, to my knowledge, deprive many 
of the very best soldiers of land. 


1 will proceed to show how a call was made for : 
volunteers to assemble at Fayetteville, Tennessee, | 


to serve against the Creek Indians in the last war. 
They assembled promiscuously, and the first who 
got there were mustered into service and enrolled, 


and marched directly into the Indian country; 
they were followed by dozens of others who over- 
took them, united with them, fought and starved 
with them, and they got into that state of suffering 
and confusion, that they were compelled to return or 
perish. They dispersed to their homés,and were 
never discharged; and although their achievements 
were the wondér of that age, and their privations 
without parallel, yet, for the want of a regular 
muster-roll and ‘honorable discharge,” this bill 
would give them no land. Again, the bill makes 
no provision for drafted militia at any time, nor 
for volunteers in the Seminole war of 1818; and 
General Jackson has testified that these last-named 
troops “underwent privations and hardships. be- 
yond anything he had ever known.’? They 
marched from remote sections of Tennessee and 
Alabama, through Georgia and Florida, had five 
skirmishes with Indians; took three Spanish posts; 
removed the Governors; shot Armbrister, hung 
Arbuthnot and others, and returned to Tennessee 
in little over five months; and many of them were 
neither mustered regularly. into or out of service, 
or were discharged atall. This bill would deprive 
all of these of iand. 

All the proof, sir, which should be required, is, 
that the party actually served in the army for the 
time required; but whether his enlistment was 
“ regular’? or not—whether he was “ discharged” 
or not, yetif he was paid, and regarded as actu- 


ally in the military service for the time, and can | 


make that proof, it is all you ought to require; and 


it were beiter that a few “ stragglers” should get | 
eg 4 


a piece of land (which no one will give one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre for at the sales) 


than to wholly cut off others who are entitled, by | 


requiring impossibilities of them, or by putting 
those who come within your rules to so much 
trouble as to make it nearly equal to the worth of 
the land to prove their claims to it. 

{t has been attempted in this bill to bring up 
other feelings than ought, in my judgment, to 
occupy members here. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland (Mr. Evans] has called upon Whigs as 
“« Whigs,” and Democrats as “ Democrats,” to 
resist this bill. 1 hope the gentleman will not be 


able to succeed in his purposes—! know he cannot | 


make it a party question among the people. 

I have constituents, of both parties, who fought 
together as patriots, and never asked a question, 
when in service, to what party either belonged. 


| Many of the Whigs, I am fully persuaded, are 


more attached to their party, for the name it bears, 
than on account of the conduct of their rulers. 
They love the name of ‘ Whig,” because their 
fathers bore it in the revolutionary struggle; and 
would despise to be considered as Whigs, if oppo- 
sition to this bill and kindred measures are to be 
taken as evidence of ‘* Whig” principies, or if 
W bigs are rallied under their party name to defeat 
it. ‘That gentleman has charged as a motive with 
the supporters of this bill, that we * want votes.” 
‘These soldiers and their friends, he alleges, “ have 
votes.”? Very well; let that be admitted, and does 
that constitute an objection? If so, none but the 


| worst measures ought ever to be voted for. And 


we ought to refuse to do justice to these old sol- 
diers, because they and their friends have ‘‘yotes.”” 
i thought that to secure their and his right to vote, 
was the very thing they had been fighting for, and 
lam sorry he has thought fit to use his right so 
freely against them; but, perhaps, they are not so 
powerful as some other classes who ‘* have votes” 
also. Weavers, spinners, manufacturers of al 
kinds, are a very numerous class, and “have 
votes’’—perhaps the gentleman has voted for a 
protective tariff; but he, I expect, never once 
thought of the votes. Merchants, bankers, bor- 
rowers, and speculators of all sizes and sorts, with 


great unanimity, and many others without selfish | 


motives, have been in favor of a national bank. 
I suppose, however, that it never entered into the 
gentleman’s head that any of these ‘ had votes.” 
‘The gentleman may have been willing, nay, anx- 
ious to distribute the proceeds of the sale of all of 
the public lands among the States, or for internal 
improvements; but in all of this he was, without 
daubt, only anxious for public good, and never 
once thought of the “votes” of those who favored 
these measures. 

If, in his own views, all of these measures hav- 
ing such vast numbers in wealth and interest in 
their support are correct, yet he ought not to call 
to his aid such a vast multitude of voters, such an 


army of interests, to bear down the just clainis of 
a few scattered soldiers, their widows and children, 
who have so faithfully served their country in the 
day and hour of danger.. . 

There aré questions, Mr. Chairman, where, in 
my judgment, it is wrong to call upon party, or to 
call up party feclings. Whenever the justicé or 
the injustice of our acts falls alike upon individuals 
of each party, this justice Should not be withheld, 
or injustice inflicted, to créate party strength. 
This case is oné of them, and I hope no member 
or set of members will be allowed to convert it into 
a party contest, by calling upon Whigs or Demo- 
crats, as such. j 

Before { conclude, it is my wish to say a few 
words to those members who affect to consider 
themselves as statesmen above the ordinary level, 
and who would be thought to view all such ques- 
tions without regard to the feelings of the persons 
concerned, but only as it concerns the finances of 
the Government—the ways and mèans of keeping 
upa supply of money for the uses of its machinery. 

These pretend that they only object to this grant 
of bounty land to soldiers for fear of its diminishing 
the means and credit of the Government. 

L now, sir, propose to meet these on their own 
grounds, and break down their opposition by a few 
plain and undeniable positions. 

I will ask them three questions upon this sub- 
ject, true answers to which will be fatal to them: 

Which has best credit and greatest resources, 
a Government owning vast bodies of wild, uncul- 
tivated lands, and smallér productions, or one hav- 
ing these lands in cultivation, and an extended 
commerce? y 

Has Texas, with equal population and millions 
of acres of wild lands to pledge, more credit than 
Rhode Island and Delaware, not together so large 
as one of her counties, and no wild land? 

Would the descendants of the Pilgritns of Ply- 
mouth Rock alone, if they owned all of this vast 


continent, and not an Indian upon it to dispute ` 


their claim, have more credit and resources at the 
present day than our present inhabitants, mixed 
together from so many countries, with all of our 
vast improvements in agriculture, commerce, and 
manufactures ? 

Answer these questions truly by your votes, 
and you settle the future policy of this Govern- 
ment as it should be, in rélation to this important 
question. 

You will find that you can make more money 
and greater revenue by letting the lands be settled 
and worked, even if you give them away, than 
you can by keeping them up forsale. I can make 
this plain as any other demonstration. Most men 
not engaged in trade, who work about as tenanis, 


Jand those who are idle and would work if they 
| owned land, are now of but little use to the Goy- 


ernments, State or Federal, compared to what 
they would be if they were owners of soil. Letus 
take one of these, now producing nothing, and put 
him upon eighty acres of land, which you are 


| holding up for sale, and which you make sale of 


ten years hence for $100. You give the man the: 
land, and in two years he has ten acres in cultiva- 
tion, producing $8 per acre in some crop. This 
gives him $80 a year for his crop, and in eight 
years $640 worth of crops at a very low estimate. 
This goes abroad, and returns you in goods of 
$640 worth, upon which he has annually paid 30 


| per cent., or equal to $192, And perhaps his 


labor has made the land worth $500. Now you 
have $192 in hand, and a prospect of $24 a year 
tax, and a farm and buildings worth 8500 instead 
of $100. And all of this is made by giving the 
eighty-acres tract of land to some man. who will 
work it, and you have added to the list of your 
useful and permanently prosperous citizens. Now, 
I ask, which is best, the keeping the land fora high 
price, with poor dependent inhabitants, or giving 
it away to get it cultivated, increasing the pro- 
ductions of the country by millions, and the hap- 
piness, comforts, and independence of families by 
thousands and tens of thousands? 

“You need not let any feeling of stinginess come 
over you, and make you grudge this so-called 
gift. 1 can tell you from experience, that he who 
goes upon a piece of wild land, grubs up the small 
wood, cuts down the large trees, fences in the 
ground, builds his hut, and breaks up the turf, 
and makes two crops, (for it takes two to be even) 
—he, I say, who does this, earns the land; and if 
it is afterwards worked by anybody, you are 


& 


1850. 


more than paid for it. Such are benefactors to 
your Treasury, and not drains upon it. . > 

Then, I say, let the bill be amended so as to 
create as few difficulties as possible to the settle- 
ment of our vast population; and instead of lay- 
ing yourselves open to the charge of being mere 
‘“vole- seeking demagogues,’’ you will lay a just 
foundation (so far as this act is concerned) for the 
claim of being considered far-seeing, wise, and 
sagacions statesmen, as well as patriots; to which 
those who oppose it can never be considered as 
more than mere pretenders. 

The amendment of which Mr. H. gave notice, 
is as follows: 

“That each non-commissioned officer, musician, and 


private, enlisted or regularly mustered into, and served in | 


any company in the military service of the United States 
for a period of less thai: six months and over one month, it 
the war with Great Britain of 1812, °13, 14, 715, the Indian 
wars of 181], the (Florida) Seminolean war of 1818, 719, 
and 1835, °36, &¢., orin the war known as General Wayne's 
war, of 1792 to 795, that have not been heretofore provided 
for hy the General Government with bounty land, pension, 
or bouaty of more than fifty dollars, and whose names ap- 
pear upon the pay roh, shail he entitled to receive a certifi- 
cate or warrant trom the Department of the Interior, tor 
those who served less than six mionilis and over one mont 
eighly acres, and those who served six months or over 160 
acres of land,” &e., &e. 


Mr. SACK EI'L said, he should not detain the 


committee long in presenting his views. He was 
opposed to the passage of this bill. It was not 


based on a sound principle, and however merito- 
rious the service may have been, he could not sup- 
port a measure that was not founded on correct 
principles. The domme sought to be ingrafted 
upon our pension system by this measure, should 
never obtain in legislation, it should never be 
maintained for the purposes of this bill, or for any 
other purpose. 

What is the nature and character of the service 
this bill seeks to reward? It is a service rendered 
under a contract, under a voluntary contract; un- 
der a contract entered into upon due consideration, 
without coercion, without the exercise of power— 
a contract made to doa specific amount of service 
on the one side, to be paid for at a specific price on 
the other; all of the terms and provisions of which 
are agreed upon before hand. It is entered into 
with a full knowledge of the kind and character of 
service to be performed. Now, sir, if I enter into 
such a contract for six or twelve months, render 
the service, am in no way injured, and the Gov- 
ernment performs all its duty, pays me all it agreed 
to pay, and executes the agreement in all things 
on its part,——upon what principle have I a right to 
ask of Government a gratuity, a bounty—ask, in 
fact, to make mysclf a pensioner on the country 
for life? Itis plain, sir, that this bill cannot be 
sustained upon any sound principle. 

In time of war Government. may, and it fre- 
quently does, offer bounties, by way of encourage- 
ment to enlistment, of lands and maney. But in 
all such cases it is part of the contract; it enters 
into the consideration of the service; it is part of 
the price agreed upon beforehand; and offered solely 
on account of a supposed necessity at the time for 
rapid, more rapid enlistments than could be ob- 
tained without it. These offers are always made 
as convenience to Government—muade in advance, 
and are part of the agreement, not a gratuity. If 
we are to act on the rule of gratuities and not ac- 
cording to our agreemenis, there area thousand 
other services as meritorious, of .as much service 
to the State—service encountering as much priv- 
ation and hardship as the one under consideration, 
that should be placed on the bounty list. 


We have general laws providing pensions for all | 


soldiers wounded in the service, or who may be- 
come disabled. 
cases is right, because these laws are in force when 
the soldier enlists, and they are therefore part of 
the consideration of his service. He knows, when 
he enters the army, if he is killed in battle, his 
widow, if he leaves one, will receive a pension; he 


To grant pensions in all such | 


knows also, if he is in anyway disabled, the laws | 


provide for him a compensation for life. All such 
pensions, therefore, are based on sound principles, 
and should be granted. They are aiso necessary to 
secureenlistments, But where is the necessity forty 
years afier a war is over—after the Government 
found it could provide itself with three soldiers 
when it wanted one, upon the terms it offered at the 


time—I say, where is the necessity forty years | 


afterward, for a law like this? Government is 
as much bourd to manage its affairs with econ- 
omy, and upon sound and correct business-like 


plans, as individuals; and we have no more right to 
squander the public lands upon those who have no 
just claim, than we have to vote away any other of 
the public property. i 

If the avails of the public lands are to be taken 
from the Treasury, I had much rather they would 
go to the actual settlers—to those who will occupy 
them, who will settle and cultivate them. ‘These 
soldiers, as the whole history of the country 
shows, are but the instrumenis used by sharpers 
and speculators to get these lands. They do nor, 
they seldom, if ever, have settled on the land 
themselves. These land warrants go into your 
broker shops and into the hands of agents and 
of land-jobbing speculators, at almost nominal 
prices. 

Our pension system has become enormous, and 
is increasing every year. ltis high time we be- 
gan to look to it—began to examine into the prin- 
ciples upon which it is based—that we began to 
| distinguish between what is based upon just rules 
of legislation and what is but the fruit of popular- 
ity-hunting and demagogue ambition. If we do 
not do this, the result will be the same as the re- 
sult ofa reckless disregard of the right always is 
i —an utter overthrow of even what is just and 
| resonable. 


He Our revolutionary pension system is not more 


liberal than it should be. And even there the 
whole bounty-land system was adopted during 
the war, and has not been substantially changed 
from that day to this. The patriots of that day 
served, as it were, ‘* without money and without 
price.” A nation without credit, a currency with- 
out value, and a patriotism almost without hope 
of-reward, fought the battles in that memorable 
struggle. And, sir, the pensioned of that war re- 
ceive but their just dues—but what the Govern- 
ment agreed to pay at the time, but was unable 
to pay. And, sir, while 1 would sustain to the ut- 
termost any law securing just compensation to our 
nauional soldiery under such circumstances, | 
| would not move one inchin a proiligate system of 
rewards and glorification bounties forty years af- 
terwards—in fact to the next generation—or, more 
properly speaking, to sharpers, speculators, and 
land agents, that infest the community, ready, at 
all times, day and night, to devour the substance 
of the soldier, to seize everything provided by 
these special laws. 

Sir, I will go with you for a fair disposition of our 
public domain to the hardy pioneer who will settle 
and cultivate it, who is landless, and will help to 
, clear away the forests, and bring into use the 
wilderness of the West. Sir, such a course will 
not only help the needy, but the whole communi- 
ty will be benefited. People the West with such 
as receive this bounty for their own use, and 
make such provisions as will prevent others from 
monopolizing our public lands, and you will have 
done more to redeem this country from want, 
from squalid poverty, wreichedness, and the 
thousand crimes that necessity engenders, than 
you can do by any other act you can pass. 

Let us look into the details of this biil—what are 
they? Itprovides bounty land for all those en- 
gaged for three months or over—militia, regulars, 
and volunteers—in the wars, the predatory in- 
cursions, of whatever name or nation, with the 
Indians, from the earliest history of the Govern- 
ment. ‘True, this bill is now limited to those wars 
from 1792 to 1795; but if the principle it adopts be 
admitted, all those early contests should, as a mat- 
ter of course, be included. It provides for all the 
twelve and eighteen months enlistments of the war 
of 1812 with Great Britain, and for ail the militia 
engaged in that service, and for ali.the volunteer 
corps. lt provides forall the regular, volunteer, 
and militia service of the Florida war—and here is 
the great grabof the bill. You might as well pro- 
vide bounty lands at once for the entire State of 
Florida, one third of Georgia, Alabama, and South 
Carolina, and the States that were so gallantly en- 
gaged for five years in mortal combat with from 
one to three thousand squaws and Indians in the 
Everglades of the peninsula. 

itis believed that at least fifty thousand men of 
those sufficiently engaged in the early Indian wars 
to entitle them to bounties under this act, will 
| claim under its provisions. Should this bill pass, 
there will be no check, no limit to the claims for 
service in those conflicts. There is hardly a record 


or scrap of written evidence in relation to any part 
i| of them. The doors will be completely open to 
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an army of agents, who-can make the'forma? proof 
of any kind of service in these wars, Sir, T ques- 
tion much whether the number will not reach nearer 
a bundred thousand than fifty. In a service so 
irregular as that was, who cannot show three 
months’ duty, in some form or other ? Who, that 
lived any where near the frontier, A 
in the sense of this bill? 

In the war of 1812, the law that provided for 
raising the army that carried on that war, passed 
at its commencement, provided bounty land and a 
bounty in money, for all who enlisted for five 
years, or during the war. This was ‘deemed à 
wise and suficient law then. It was suflicient—it 
answered every purpose. All soldiers wounded 
or disabled, were also duly provided for, and pen- 
sioned. But there was a large, irregular, unde- 
fined, uncertain militia service, and a class of 
twelve and eighteen months? enlistments, that the 
Government of that day did not think it wise to 
grant bounties to. Had it done so, the army for 
the war, or for five years, could never have been 
enlisted. Jt was a prudential measure, and 
could not have been changed with safety. Yet, 
forty years afterwards, we are asked to undo what 
they did—to do what would have greatly preju- 
diced the war then. g 

The number who will be entitled under this bill, 
engaged in that war, in the kind of service l have 
menuoned, cannot be less than Afty thousand — 
probably a much higher number. 

in that most patriotic Florida war—thatgreat con- 
test between two great powers of the earth—the re~ 
turns on file show, of volunteers twenty-nine thou- 
sand nine hundred and fifty-three, with a back- 
ground of Florida militia, as I think, only limited 
by the population of the State. ‘There was also a 
regular service, amounting to not less than ten thou- 
sand men, during the five years this Struggle with 
the great Seminole nation was waging. So thatat 
Jeast forty thousand—and the Lord knows how 
many more !—will be entitled, for this distin- 
guished five years’ christian war, not only to the 
eternal gratitude of the nation, but to bounties 
under this bill. 

Then, sir, come the persecuting, and, as many 
would call them, aggressive wars against the 
Creeks, Cherokees, Choctaws, and other Indian 
tribes. And, sir, in those scrambles for land, in 
those early evidences of our lust of dominion, the 
whole population in those regions were engaged ; 
and, sir, if this bill passes, they will all become: 
the pensioners of Government. ` Sir, this scheme 
is a stupendous plan to use up your public lands, 
to take them from, even the hope, of those who 
look to them as an asylum for the pioneers of 


| actual settlement, for the families of want, of pov- 


erty, of houseless, of homeless need. [ warn the 
country against this plot to seize upon our public 
domain, couched-as it is in the captivating terms 
of bounties to the soldiers of our armies, but in’ 
fact but the well-devised scheme of speculators and 
demagogues. ` 

Take this bill in connection with the laws now 
in existence granting bounty lands to the soldiers 
of the Mexican war. You will find that, at one 
hundred and sixty acres each, the amount granted, 
they will swallow up, of your public lands, at 
least forty millions of acres. As enormous as this 
amount may appear, it is not greater than will be 
realized; in my own belief, from the best lights I 
can get, it will be more likely to excecd than fall 
short of that amount. There have been issued al- 
ready seventy thousand land warrants to soldiera 
in the Mexican service; eighty-seven thousand 
have been applied for, and there will be at least 
twenty-five thousand more. Here is an illustra- 
tion of the extent to which such laws go. Accord- 
ing to the common understanding, who believed 
there were from a hundred to a hundred and twen~ 
ty thousand soldiers in our Mexican armies? Yet 
such are the facts. 

Sir, I use these facts and figures to show the im- 
portance of this measure. Pass it, sir, and you 
may as well close up your land offices at once— 
the public lands are gone. There isnot more ara- 
ble land in the States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
and Ohio than will be required, out of the public 
lands, to pay the warrants that will be issued under 
this bill, if itis passed, and under Mexican war 
land bills. Who is prepared for a sweeping 
measure like this? and all unger the pretence of 
granting gratuities to the militia, volunteers, three 
months, six months, ‘twelve months’ men of the 


ENE 
Florida, Indian, and other wars mentioned in this 
bill; every one of whom left the service unharmed, 
unwounded, undisabled; every one of whom re- 
ceived every cent he asked when he entered the 
service; to avery one of whom the Government has 
paid all itagreed to-pay at the time the contract 
was made. 
hope its frien ) 
by the usual gasconade about their superior pa- 
triotism and devotedness. l hope they will be 
called upon to show its soundness and wisdom. 
Sir, if this spi 

bounties and pensions is not checked, the time. is 


not distant when our pension system will become |! V 
| sorted to to delay and prevent action upon. it. He 
-regretted to bear the gentleman from Obio, (Mr. 


larger and more burdensome upon the Treasury 
than that of England. Let us pause and see where 
we are on this subject before we go further—be- 
fore our whole system has become corrupted, and 
we are irretrievably sunk in the labyrinth of boun- 
ties, pensions, and half-pay retiracies, into which 
Eogland has fallen. : 

The income from our public lands does not 
amount to two millions a year, Fitty millions will 
not pay the bounties contemplated by this bill 
and betore provided for; so that all sales of other 
lands, if this bill pass, may be considered as at an 
end for a quarter of a century to come. 

There are many other objections to this bill. It 
is little else than a bounty on the war spirit—an 
encouragement to those who are fofever disposed 
to embroil us in difficulties with other nations. 
Our whole history shows it is not necessary to 
secure an army—il is not to pay a debt due. 
W hat is it, then, but a measure to foster the worst 
gpirit of aggression, now by far too rite in this 
Republic? It is saying to the whole country, and 
to every man in it, serve but-three or six months 
in any war you may get up, whether with the 
Seminoles of Florida, the inhabitants of Cuba, or 
our Mexican neighbors, and you shall be a pen- 
sioner for life, you shall be rewarded with boun- 
ties. Sir, l shall never sustain a doctrine so 
repugnant to the best interests of the country; it 
is dangerous and destructive in every aspect In 
which it can be viewed, and should not be en- 
couraged. 

| know -there is great merit in the service; I 
know there has been great devotion in our armies; 
] know, too, it is popular to talk about old sol- 
diers. I know of their hardships and their suffer- 
ings; but when ave are legislating, we must do so 
upon some principle, and not be governed by 
visionary notions, nor clap-trap schemes for popu- 


larity. "The people require of us just laws, not | 


Jaws germinated in the hot-bed of passion, preju- 
dice, or selfish design. 


Pay to every soldier his just due; give to the į 


patriots of the Revolution the reward Government 
could not pay at the time; give it in pensions; se- 
cure to every man wounded orin any way dis- 
abled in the public service, a support and mainte- 
nance for life; restore to him, so far as the country 
can restore, the competency health and vigor 
would give; secure to the widow and the father- 
less, in some degrce at least, a compensation for 
the loss ofa husband and father; give to all such 
an adequate pension; perform, in ail things, your 
obligations and contracts with the soldier who 
leaves the service, after receiving his full pay, in as 


hale and healthy a condition as he entered into it. } 


if he performs on bis part, see that you perform 
on yours. And, sir, when you have placed your 
pension and bounty system on this sure and en- 
during basis, you will have a sound principle to 
guide you. In the place of a little gratuity 
here, which is used as a precedent for a hule 
gratuity there, and as a justification for something 
somewhere else, you will have system, order, cer- 
tainty, security. And, in one branch of the Gov- 
ernment at least, we shall have abandoned that 
most dangerous of ail practices, the practice of 
following precedents in the room of principle. 

_ L repeat, sir, that with the hale, healthy soldier, 
who remains uninjured by the service, the nature 


of his service is that of contract—contract he vol- | 


unteers to make upon terms well known before 
it is made—terms he anticipates, and agrees to 
perform for a consideration known and agreed 
upon. Adopt this sound system, and you will 
keep down your standing army. You will not 
make your army a favored class, nor swell its 
ranks, for the hope of a pension in expectancy. 
if you would maintain your Republican simplicity, 
guard well every question touching your armies 


Sir, if this measure can be justified 1 | 
ds will do it in some other way than 


rit of recklessness in respect to | 


f 
‘| 
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and :navies, and especially touching a system of 
bounties, pensions, and half-pay salaries. 

Mr. PRESION KiNG asked his colleague to 

ield him the floor for a few munutes. 

Mr. SACKETT yielded. 

Mr. KING said, he desired toask his colleague, 
who was entitied to the fluor, and coula make the 
motion to move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of moving in the House a resolution to 
close debate and finaily dispose of this bill to-day. 
The House had been in session more than six 
months, and had done nothing. ‘The question of 
admitting the State of California was sull before 
the House—undecided—and every device was re- 


Vinron,] this morning, oppose tive prompt decis- 
ion and disposal of the subject now before the 
House. Tne friends of the bill desired prompt 
action, Ji was before the committee an ovstacle 
to action on California, and yet the gentieman 
from Ohio, a prominent and influential leader of 
the Whig party, advocates delay. 

Mr. JONES rose to a quesuon of order. 

Mr. KING desired the point of order to be 
stated. 

Mr. JONES made the point that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sackerr] could not yield 
the floor to his colleague to discuss the propriety 
of rising, or the question of California, or any 
thing else. 

Tne point of order was settled by 

Mr. SACKETI resuming the iloor and con- 
cluding his remarks as above. 

Mr. McDONALD. 1 had supposed, sir, that 
the time had arrived when the case of the soldiers 


of the war of 1812 wouid be taken up and dis- | 


cussed, und their claims considered without run- 
ning into parly measures and disunctions. | had 


supposed that, on this occasion, the only occasion | 


when the question has been agitated in unis House 
during this session, this hostility would not have 
been manifested. ` L had supposed that the people 
of the United States had formed an opinion as to 
the justice of these bounties, and that this bill 
wouid not be met by an attack upon. the principle 
upon which it is based. But l have been mis- 
taken. 1 find gentlemen rising on the opposite 
side of this House, and attacking the bill, and en- 
deavoring to defeat its passage. he genileman 
from Maryland is particularly hostile, and bas la- 
bored most strenuously to deteatit, Hedenounces 
it on the ground that itis contrary to the Demo- 
cratic principle. If that be true, then L would ex- 
pect the gentleman to Support It. His conversion 
to Democracy is too recent for me to put any trust 
in it. Itis not from the gentleman, nor from that 
side of the House, that t should expect to hear 
Democratic principles expounded and practiced 


upon, He may be like King Agrippa in the pres- | 
|! ence of St. Paul, almost persuaded to be a Chris- 


tian, bur that he has not sufficient faith to lead him 
to the performance of good works. He says itis 
not Democratic to give bounties to soldiers for 
services rendered to the country. This is, cer- 


tainly, not orthodox; and yet, before the close of ji 


his remarks, he oifered,asa substitute for this bill, 
a proposition to give away the public domain to 
ihe first settler. 

He says further, that he did not know where- 
the claimants of the bounty of the Government 
under the provisions of this biil, are to be found., 
'I'hey may not come from the gentlenian’s district. 
lt may be that the provisions of the bill may not 


affect the gentleman’s constituents; It undoubtedly | 


would be a Lenefit to them if his substitute could 


become a law.. t have no doubt nany of them are | 


perfectly indifferent whether they are settied on 
their own or on the land of any one else. 

But the gentleman is opposed to the bill because 
it does not make provision for giving bounties to 
those who carry our flag upon the seas. Then 
why not amend the bill so as to make it include 
that class? ‘This is a matter which does not go to 
the principle of the bill, Leu the gentleman bring 
forward nis amendment, and when it comes to be 
acted on, I, for one, will support it. Let not the 
gentieman object to the bill, because its provisions 
are not extensive enough to include all that may 
be meritorious. 

But there is an objection which comes from the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sacxert,] who 
has just taken his seat. .Whatis that objection? 
It is that a contract was entered into by these peo- 


ple; that a contract was formed between the Gov- 
ernment and the soldier, and that that contract has 
been completed. He supposes that the soldier, 
when he offers himself to serve his country on the 
field of battle, enters into. a caleulation of how 
many dollars. and cents he is to receive from the 
Government, and that this stipulated sum is ample 
compensation for all the services he. may render, 
no matter what hardships he may be called on to 
endure. 1 am not surprised that this objection 
should come from that section of the Union, where 
the whole business of life is regulated by the stand- 
ard of the almighty dollar. 

This may be so in relation to his region of coun- 
try, but let me tell the gentleman that a Govern- 
ment which treats its volunteer soldiers in this 
manner, when it comes to need their services again, 
will find some difficulty in procuring them. 

But this bill is based upon a different principle. 
What is it? This Government has always acted 
liberally towards all those who have stood up in 
her defence, with the exception of those who are 
contemplated by this bill. They have been over- 
looked; they have been placed in the class of step- 
children; forty years have rolled around, and this 
Government has not yet done justice to them. We 
are now called upon to do them justice; shall we 
refuse this reasonable demand ? shall we refuse to 
do what justice demands at ourhands? The stat- 
ute of limitations, though it may properly be 
pleaded in some cases, is not to be applied in such 
a case as this. Many of those whose services 
entitled tnem to this bounty are no longer among 
us. Ido not know how it fs in other sections of 
the country, but in that portion which I have the 
honor to represent, I have had the pleasure of 
meeting, within the last three weeks, during a re- 
cent visit to my district, some two hundred of the 
survivors of these wars, composed of men from the 
North, South, East and Wesi—they who fought 
at Orleans, and on the bloody heights of Queens- 
town—those engaged in border warfare, under 
General Wayne—those who have bled for the 
country on many a well-fought field. They have 
reason to complain, that they have not been fairly 
dealt with. And yet, sir, there seems to be no 
means of passing this measure of relief. 

Another strange objection that is urged against 
the bill is, that justice has been withheld so long. 
It was notgiven to them when they were vigorous, 
when they could have made use of, when they 
could have profited by the bounty. But is there 
not the greater reason why it should be no longer 
withheld—why it should now be given to cheer 
and support their declining age, now that they 


i have become enfeebled by age, and, perhaps, by 


disease, and when they are no longer able to earn 
their subsistence? Thus you will render their last 
days, days of gratitude to their country for the 
bounty bestowed upon them. Their highest pride 
will thenceforth be, that they have shared in the 
defence of their country, and that that country has 
not forgotten them in their old age. 

iam in favor of the amendment proposed by 
myself, or the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama would be acceptable to me. My object 
is, that none shall be left out. f 

It is a matter of some consequence to me, that 
this Congress should not adjourn and leave those 
men to suffer the pangs of penury and want, by 
withholding from them that which is theirs, as a 
strict matter of justice and right. 

Talk to me, sir, about a contract! Itis a term 
that has no connection with this question—no 
meaning whatever. Will you talk to me about a 
contract in reference to the ran who has bared 
his bosom to the shafts of the enemy, when it ‘is 
proposed to give him a homestead to shelter him 
in his old age? Sir, this is trifling with the sub- 
ject. Before closing my remarks, | wish to offer 
another amendment, for the reason, that the bill, as 
itnow stands, will come-in conflict with amend- 
ments already offered in regard to other matters, 
My proposition is, to strike out in the fifth line 
the following words, ‘fora period of six months 
and over.” 

In conclusion, I have to say, that whatever may 
be the reason which actuates the gentleman from 
Maryland in voting against this bill—whether it is 
because he sincerely believes it to be antt-Dermo- 
cratic, and is disposed to turn from the error of his 
ways, or whetherhe desigrs to reserve these lands 
for the benefit of the paupers of his district to the 
exclusion of the soldiers, who defended their coun- 
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try,—whatever reason may have brought his 
mind to this conclusion, I stand here to support, 
to tbe fullest extent, the largest measure of relief, | 
because | believe it to be just. 

Mr. VINTON addressed the Chair and was | 
recognized, 

Mr. PRESTON KING said he would like to 
address the committee, and claimed the floor, on 
the ground that the gentleman from Ohio {[Mr, 
Vinton] had once spoken. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Ohio had addressed the committee by the 
leave of the gentleman from Indiana, and had not 
occupied the floor in his own right. 

Mr. VINTON proceeded to address the com- ` 
mittee, substant ally as follows: 

Mr. V. said, that most of the bounties proposed 
to be given by this bill had been repeatedly before | 
the House, and some of them almost every year | 
for more than a quarter of a century, without 
meeting with a favorable consideration; but from 
Appearances, the current in favor of this bill was 
so strong that he did not know it was of any avail 
to try to stem it, He was, however, desirons of 
stating the grounds which would govern his vote. 
The bill proposes to give land bounties to those 
troops who served in tne ludian wars in the west- 
ern country, under Wayne and others; in the last 
war with Great Britain; in the Florida war, &c. 
In the case of the troops who served in the war of 
the Revolution, inasmuch as the country was un | 
able to pay them for their services, pensions were | 
allowed them at a subsequent period by way of 
compensation; though land bounties were not | 
granted even in the case of the revolutionary sol- | 
diers, to any except those who served during the 
war. In all the cases provided for in this bill, the 
troops*were fully paid all that the Government 
Contracted to pay, and all that the soldier at the 
time €xpected to receive, to the last dollar. The 
proposed bounty, then, cannot be claimed as a mat- 
terof right. Jt is a pure gratuity, and a gratuity, 
too, the value of which is greatly diminished from 
the fact that speculators, in these warrants will 
pocket nearly the whole value of the land granted. 
ifthis immense quantity of land warrants be added 
to those already in the market and yet to be issued 
to the soldiers of the Mexican war, it is perfectly 
plain that a land bounty, or soldier’s right to 160 
acres of land, willsink duwn to a mere song in the 
market, not to exceed some $20, which was for a 
long time the standing price of the warrants issued 
to the soldiers of the jast war with Great Britain. 

Gentlemen who have gone before me, and have 
inquired into the subject, estimate the quantity of 
lands that wiil be granted by this bill, at from fifty 
to a hundred milions of acres. And the gentle- 
man who reported the bill admits that he cannotin- 
form us what quantity his bill does give away. One 
thing is certain, that with the Mexican warrants 
yet to be laid on the lands, the quantity embraced 
by this bill will be equal to the whole demand tor 
public lands for some fifteen or twenty years to 
come, at least, if not longer, When a bounty 
land warrant can be bought for $20, or for any | 
sum much below $200, for one hundred and sixty 
acres, which is the Government price iu cash for 
that quantity of land, it is very certain that the 
Goverumentcan never sell an acre uf land while this 
staie of things continues, Ll then assume it to be 
trae, that this bill, if it become a law, will entirely 
dry up, for the next fifteen or twenty years, that 
branch of the public revenue which is derived from 
the sale of the puvlic lands. ‘This brings me to 
the inquiry, whether the financial condition of the 
country is such as to justify us in granting away, 
in mere gratuities, this important tranch of the 
public revenue. Hor, if once given away, we 
shall not have the ability to get it back again in 
time of need. ‘This leads me to inquire what are 
to be our necessary public expenditures, and what 
our means or income to meet them? In the first 
place, the registered debt of the country is about 
sixty-five millions; to which must be added our 
debt to Mexico to and our own citizens under the 
treaty of peace with that country, which will in- 
crease the whole debt of the nation at this time to 
about eighiy millions. ‘The interest on this debt 
is to be proviced for, and we ought to creale a | 
sinking fund to meet the principal when it falls 
due, jn addition to this, we must provide for the 
current expenses of the Government, which will 
hereafter unavoidably exceed our past expendi- 
tures, let whatever party may come into power or || 


| days of commercial revulsion are past. 


remain jn power. The expenses of the Govern- 
ment, including the interest on the debt, will, in 
future, in all probability amount to from thirty-five 
to forty millions per annum, without making pro- 
vision for a sinking fund to meet the principle of 
our debt, If we dry up this branch of the reve- 
nue, what have. we left to. meet this large demand 
for money? Nothing but the income from the 
customs, Is there any well informed gentleman in 


| this House, who will say that we can safely rely 


on this one branch of income to meet our Tuture 
wants? Is it safe to assume there will be no future 
diminution of imports? On the contrary, is there 
not every reason to expect that the lime is not lar 


distant when we cannot pay the balance against | 


us by sending abroad our public securities, and 
that an export of specie will take place? An ex- 
port of specie to any considerabie amount will, of 
necessity, curtail our imports, and with it our re- 
venue from customs, We cannot expect that the 
They will 
come upon us and on all other commercial nations. 


Let me, then, imagine, what perhaps is more than į 


probable, that in the course of two or three years, 
the income from customs will be insufficient to 
meet the wants of the Government. Whatare we 
tw do, if we part with theland revenue? We have 
several expedients, to all or any one of which we 
may resort, to meet the deficiency. But let us 
consider whether the motive to grant these gratui- 
ties Is Song enough to induce us to resori to all 
orany ofthem. In the first place, in case of need, 
we can make a loan. But to make a loan in time 
of peace to meet the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, is contrary to all ournotions of sound econ- 
omy. Itisa very boid experiment to grant gra- 
taiues that will bring about that necessity. Lf we 
do not make a loan, we can add to the duties on 
imports. Will the South and the free-trade gen. 
tlemen vote for gratuiues that will force them into 
that necessity? ‘his may be acceptable to the 
manufacturing interest; but will it not be well for 
the friends of manufactures to consider wheiher, 
if this state of things be brought about by their 
votes, the advocates of free-trade may not insist on 
an excise on manufactures, and resist an increase 
of duties on imports? Au exdise is an expedient 
to which we may resort to replenish the Treasury., 
Last of ail, we may resort to direct taxation., I 
do not believe any part of the country would stand 
that, and certainly the South and West would not. 
It is, under our system, a most unequal as well as 


most oppressive tax, being laid, not according to | 


the value of the property in the different States, 
but according to the number of their people; so 
that Llinois would pay as much direct taxas Mas- 
sachusetts. Is it politic or right to grant bounties 
that will subject us to the hazard of any of these 
necessities‘ l think not. Lostead of that, it ap- 


pears to me we ought to preserve this great landed | 
Interest, and appropriate it to public uses, and | 


especially to create out of its Income a sinking 
fund for the discharge of the public debt. Ina 
little time the Mexican land warrants will be ab- 
sorbed, and if we make no more grants, we may 
safely calculate after that the revenue from the 
public lands will be equal lo five or six millions 
perannum, , i 
from its natural growth, and from immigration, 
renders this all but certain, A majority of the 
three hundred thousand emigrants thal now come 
into the country annually become agriculturists, 
Ought we wot, in justice to ourselves, to avail our- 
selves of this opportunity to pay off the public debt 
of the country without taxing the country a cent? 
These emigrants have no right to complain, if they 
pay for our choice lands only what our own eiu- 
zens have always paid, and which, considering 
their quality, are the cheapest lands in the world. 
The public domain of this country ts worth this 
day one thousand millions of dollars; and nothing 
can be more certam, than if this bill passes, the 
whole of them will be abandoned to wild specu- 
lation, to the great detriment of the settlement of 
the country, while the expeuse which they occa- 
sion to the Government wil be in no wise dimin- 
ished, but rather increased; for the lauds must 
sull be surveyed, the Indian utes must suil be 
bought in, the land offices must sull be kept open 


to receive the entries of the warrants, the Land | 
| Office at the seat of Government, and the Pension 


Orice must be kept up; in a word, our whole ma- 
chinery must be maintained; while, so soon as the 
revenue from the lands ceases, they will be ree 


The great increase of our population, | 


garded as abandoned, and will become the subject 
of the most enormous plunder and speculation. 
Posterity, when it looks back on. this great herit- 
age, will wonder at our folly. 

In the course of his remarks, 

Mr. VINTON yielded the floor to : 

Mr. MEADE, who offered the following amend- 
ment: . A 

And be it further enacted, That.all warrants heretofore 
issued to soldiers in. the war of 1819 with Great Britain, or 


to their widows or orphans, shall be transferable in the same. 
Manner as other military laud warrants, 


Mr. BISSELL said: Mr. Chairman, Iam-in- 
favor, most cordially, to the bill now under dis- 
cussion. l am in favor of it upon principles of 
justice and national policy, because it proposes an 
act of justice to a meritorious class of our citizens, 
and because the true policy of our Government is 
indicated in the principle upon. which the bill is 
supported. But, before giving my reasons. at 
large for advocating this measure, I wish to notice 
some remarks of the honorable gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Evaws.] That gentleman as- 
seried that the friends of the bill had brought it 
forward with the view of making political capital 
in their respective districts. This is the motive 
which, in the opinion of that gentleman, influences 
the friends of the measure. 

Now, I protest against any gentleman looking 
into his own bosom to find motives for my action. 
He knows the influences that control him; be 


| knows why he votes for a measure or against it, 
j and on that subject I shall not quarrel with him; 


but when he infers from his knowledge of him- 
self, or from any other cause, that the friends of 
this bill support it upon such considerations, and 
from such motives as he has ascribed to ug, Å beg. 
leave most respectfully to say, that he must not 
speak for me. Why, sir, the benefits conferred by 
this bill are not confined to any locality, nor to 
any particular districts. 

‘Lhe bill is not sectional or local in its character. 
Its benefits are not to be confined to particular dis- 
tricts. Are there not soldiers living in Maryland? 
Are they not to be found in the northern and 
middle States, as well as in the western? Un- 
doubtedly. Then how is it that this measure is to 
be peculiarly popular in my district or in yours, 
sir? Is it the new States only or chiefly, thatare to” 
be benefited by this measure? On the contrary, sir, 
those who are to be the recipients of whatever 


| benefits this bill may confer, are to be found prins: 


cipally in the old States, and not in the new.. In- 
advocating this measure, therefore, L am-sustain- 
ing the interests of the people residing in the gen« 
tleman’s own State, and in the States of New York 
and Pennsylvania, as well as in Illinois. And 
more particularly their interests, because the class 
of persons embraced in the provisions of this bill 
are chiefly the residents of the old States. Flence 
it is no sectional measure; it has no sectional ten- 
dencies; it is not for the benefit of the new States 
so much even as for that of the ald, 

One objection, which the gentleman from Mary- 
land urges with great force, and which has been 
urged with equal pertinacity by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,} who has just resumed hig 
seat, is, that it will divert from the Treasury of the 
General Government a fund of very great import- 
ance, The gentleman from Ohio, especially, pre- 
dicts that a high tariff, and other calamities equally 
to be deprecated, will fall upon the country as ‘a 
consequence of diverting a portion of the avails of 
the public lands from the general Treasury; but E 
beg leave to dissent from his views altogether, 
You well remember, Mr. Chairman, that there wes 
a notable scheme once started, of giving away to 
the States the entire avails of all the public lands. 
l am not quite sure, but I suspect, from knowing 
the political party which advocated the measure, 
and knowing the party to which the honorable 
gentlemen (Mr. Evans and Mr. Vinron] belonged, 
that they both favored the scheme. That scheme 
proposed to give tothe States—not to individuals 
that they might cultivate them—not to decrepit 
soldiers, wha had fought the batules of your coun- 
try—not to the descendants of those who had fallen 


| in battle, but to the States, the entire avails of the 


public lands. ; 
Mr. VINTON (the floor being temporarily- 
yieided to bim) was understood to say that that 
bill was passe@ by a majority of something like 
two-thirds of the members of the House. of all 
parties, and that the reason for it was, that there 


e eae mean aa 


rplas fuid in the possession of the: 
Government, and the great question ‘of the’ day. 
was how’ to ‘get rid of the money. ‘The Govern- 
ment was then more embarrassed by surplus funds 
than it is now by its debts; and it was for the pur- 
pose of getting rid of that surplus that the law was 
passed: © at PEIRA AY. : 

Mr. BAYLY. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
speake.of the time when the surplus funds in the 
‘Treasury of the United States were deposited with 
the States, and not of the time when the distribu- 
tion law passed. 

Mr. VINTON. Certainly the distribution act 

was passed subsequenily. : 
“ Mr, MeCLERNAND. The reasoning of the 
gentleman “from Ohio was not followed by his 
party in 1841. Oa the Qlst of July, 1841, they 
authorized, by act of Congress, a loan of twelve 
millions of dollars, and on the 4th of September 
after, passed the distribution act. VE 

Mr. BISSELL. t suppose the gentleman from 
Okio, Mr. Vinron,] will not deny that he favored 
both those measures. Nor will the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Evans] make any such 
denial for himself; and 1 would like to ask why 
slept the vigilance of these watchful guardians of 
the public ‘Treasury then? Why does their alarm 

_ for the Treasury manifest itself only when soldiers 
and soldiers’ widows are to be the recipients of a 
small portion of these benefits which they were so 
ready to confer upon the States ? 

Mr. Chairman, to suppose that the General 
Government can be enriched, that it ever has been 
or ever will beenriched,in any degree, by the avails 
from the publie lands, is erroneous. Lassert, sir,asa 
fact, susceptible of the clearest demonstration, that 
the lands disposed of by tne General Government, 
in all the various modes, have not netted the Gov- 
ernment a sum equal to 17 cents an acre. And! 
undertake to say that hereafter they will not net 
the Government even so much as that. A gentle- 
man near me, [Mr. Streruens, of Georgia,} sug- 
gests (and Lam not certain but he is right)‘that 
they have heretofore averaged’ a net value Lo the 
Government of less than five cents per acre. But 
whatever they may have done heretofore, | hesi- 
tate not to say that, in my opinion, they will not 
hereafter net the Government an average of that 
small sum per acre. And that is ag it should be. 
It ought not to be the policy of this Government 
to hold the public lands as a means of replenish- 
ing the Treasury. I repeat, sir, the Government 
ought not to look to the public lands as a source 
of revenue, To do so is a most mistaken policy. 
The wise policy of the Government consists” in 
causing these lands to be tilled and made produc- 
tive. lt is thus that your country will be en- 
riched; -If you hold on to them, and keep up the 
price, you prevent their settlement, and keep them 
in reality ina condition in which they are value- 
ess. 

Bat the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
objects, again, that the warrants to be issued under 
the provisions of this bill will go into the hands of 
speculators. Well, sir, some of them will, no doubt 
—we cannot prevent it—but will you on that ac- 
count withhold justice from the soldiers? Some 
of the warrants will unquestionably find their way 
into the hands of speculators, but by no means 
will they take that direction to the extent which 
the gentleman seems to suppose. ©The very first 
important effect of this bill will be to arrest specu- 
lation in the publiclands, Those men who. have 
purchased land warrants from sotdiers on specula- 
tion, and hold them, or who have purchased large 
tracts of land on: speculation, are the'very ones 
who, of all others, will most dislike to see this bill 
become a law, for its direct tendency will be to 
diminish the profits of those speculators. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vıxron] says that the 
value of the land warrants already issued will be 
greatly reduced as soon as you pass this bill, 1 
grant it, sir. And so far as relates to those who 
have purchased such warrants on speculation, 1 
rejoice at it, 

Mr. VINTON (the floor being temporarily 
yielded to him) remarked, that the soldier had the 
option, either to take scrip for land or one hundred 
dollars in money. He would state how the account 
would stand hereafter. The expenses of this bill 
must necessarily be something like one hundred 
thousand dollars per annum to the Government. 


wasa large’ ati 


The expenses at present were about $500,000; and 


the result would be this—the revenue from lands 


would be entirely cut off, and five or six hundred 
thousand dollars would tave to be paid out of the 
customs, or Some other Source ofrevenue; to defray 
the expenses of the land system. 

‘Mr. BISSELL, (resuming.) The gentleman says 
that the necessary increase of expenses of the Gov- 
ernment under this bill will be one hundred thou- 
sand dollars per annum. How can it cost the 
Government anything? 

Mr: VINTON. L venture to say, sir, that if 
the bill passes, $50,000 will not cover the increased 
expenditure iv the Pension Office alone. 

Me. BISSELL, ‘That it wiay give occasion for 
a few additional clerks in the’ Pension Office is 
provable; but whether the bill passes or not, there 
will be additional clerks required there; but this bill 
does not require the establishment of new land 
offices, it may require a few additional clerks in 
the Pension Office. In the name of Heaven, sir, 
is that an objection of so great importance as to 
weigh against the benefits to. be derived from the 
passage of this bill? 

Mr. McCLERNAND desired the gentleman’s 
permission to state a fact. The floor being yield- 
ed, he said, the reasoning of the gentleman from 
Ohio seemed to be based upon the probable effect 
that this bill would have upon the revenue. Fie 
had heard the gentteman make almost the same 
prediction in the same words, in 1847, during the 
pending of the biil to grant bounties of land to the 
soldiers in the Mexican war—that measure was to 
sink all the land revenue; when it turned out that 
the revenue from that source was augmented the 
succeeding year, and has since ranged, with but 
very little variation trom the average amount, for 
several years before. So much for ine gentleman’s 

rophecy. 

Mr. VINTON. The gentleman is greatly mis- 
taken. ‘I'he receipts from the sales of the public 
lands last year were about $1,300,000. ‘These 
bounty land warrants could only be located upon 
lands that had been offered for sale, and the rev- 
enue which was obtained was by throwing a 
larger quantity of new and valuable lands into the 
market, to which the Indian title had but recently 
been extinguished. , That was the reason that Mr, 
Walker assigned, and £ had many conversations 
with bim on the subject. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman does 
not contradict the statement. Ee only tries to ex- 
plain it away. xk 

Mr. BISSELL. In so far as opposition to this 
bill 1s based on the belief that it will beneñt spec- 
ulators, | have already intimated that its tendency 
would be directly the opposite of this. 1 shail be 
very glad, sir, if the double effect of this bill is 
found to be to benefit the soldiers and the widows 
of the soldiers, and at the same time depreciate 
the value of the warrants in the hands of the spec- 
ulators. 

The gentleman from New York, in his argu- 
ment in opposition to the bill, endeavors to alarm 
the House by saying that it will swallow up, at 
once, a large quantity of the publiclands. 1 beiteve 
he said eighty miliions of acres. No matter, let it 
be more or jess. What does he mean when he says 
it will swallow up so much of the public lands? 

Why he, of course, is speaking figuratively. He 
does not mean that, like some monstrous animal, 
this bili will swailow up, annihilate, or carry away 
the land. No, sir, he speaks in a figurative and 
in a much more pleasant sense. He means that, in 
waste prairies and impenetrable forests, smiling 
farms will spring up; that the wilderness will be 
converted into fruitful fields, and that places, now 
desolate wastes, will be made to blossom as the 
rose. This must be the gentleman’s meaning when 
he tells as that this bill will swallow up the public 
lands. Andi should like to know if the country 
will not be the richer, and, in that respect, greatly 
the gainer five years hence, in consequence of 
such ‘swallowing up” of the public lands? 
The country is not impoverished by such a pro- 
cess, sir, it is enriched. There never was a more 
mistaken opinion than that entertained by gentle- 
men who suppose that the country is benefited 
by keeping these lands as a means of raising funds 
to go into the Treasury of the General Govern- 
ment. 

`Í insist, sir, that the effect of the passage of the 
bill upon the ‘Freasury of the United. Staies, wili 
not be to diminish the annual receipts into. the 


Treasury toany appreciable amount. . And this, I 


insist, is easily dermonsirable. : 
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t'are the principles upon which 
cated?” Why, sir, here is a class 


off of the 800,000,000 of acres which you own— 
upon which they may build a cabin—around 
which they may run a fence, and from the culti- 
vation of which by honest toil they may obtain 
bread to sustain them. The bill proposes to do 
hat—nothing more. Mr. Chairman, do you grudge 
the land thus donated, and for sucha purpose? 

1 know very well that this bill, like every other, 
is liable to plausible objections of one sort and an- 
other, from acute and ingenious men. I know it 
is said that speculators may buy some of these 
warrants, I knowit is urged that. the effect of the 
bill will be to diminish the amount of money com- 
ing into the Treasury. I know it is said a large 
quantity of the public land will be swallowed up 
by it. But I do think that all these objections 
have been shown by the friends of the bill to be 
wholly without weight or force. There is one 
other argument against it, however, which I must 
notice, and which l had like to have forgotten to 
refer to. Ít is the argument of the gentleman 
from New York, [ Mr., Sacuerr,] who insists that 
there was a contract entered into between the sol- 
dier and the Government, by which the soldier 
was to serve and receive for his services a stipu- 
lated price. This price (which was about $7 a 
month) hag been paid, it ıs insisted by the gentle- 
man, and hence the soldier has no longer any 
claims upon the justice or the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, sir, waving for the present all objections 
to that mode of reasoning upon a bill like that be- 
fore us, I will merely ask if the principle main- 
tained by that argument would not prevent us 
from bestowing pensions as well as bounty land ? 
Has the gentleman never voted in favor of a pen- 
sion to a soldier? If he has, the vote so given is 
a sufficient answer to the argument he now ad- 
vances against this bill. 

A contract, forsooth! A soldier may have 
fought and suffered, and lost perchance a limb in 
defence of our country’s rights and honor, and re- 
ceived as compensation seven dollars a month! 
The Government, in paying that seven ‘dollars, 
complied with its part of the contract; and now let 
the poor old soldier totter and limp on to his grave; 
and let all appeals to the justice and generosity of 
his country be answered by saying: “ O, you 
entered into a ‘contract’ with the Government— 
the Government has paid the seven doilars, and 
thus discharged all its obligations to you; so go 
your way.” 

Mr. Chairman, is such an argument worthy of 
being urged against a measure jike this? And I 
ask again, if this argument would not defeat all 
applications for pensions and for everything in the 
nature of a pension? Ido not pretend to deny 
that there is some force in some of the objections 
urged against the bill; but I maintain that they are 
as nothing when weighed against the overwhelm- 
ing reasons in its favor, And lam glad that the 
bill was introduced; it may not be perfect as it now 
stands; let it be perfected, then, by amendments, 
and then let us pass it, and show our sense of 
gratitude to those who have fought in defence of 
the country. “I for one return my sincere thanks 
to those gentlemen who have been instrumental in 
bringing forward this bill. - For myself, and in be- 
half of my constituents, | thank them. I feel that 
such thanks are due to the gentleman from: Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Mason] who introduced the original 
bill out of which the present one has grown. ‘The 
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lively interest he has manifested in thi 
and the attention and efficientaid he 
entitle him to the gratitude of the whole country. 
He has, in my judgment, rendered a service to the 
country, and especially to that meritorious class of 
persons embraced in the bill, which they will be 
slow to forget. 

] 


s measure, 
has given it, 


The gendeman from Alabama, too, [Mr. Cons, 
who reported the present bill from the committee o 
wbich heisa member, who has shown himself so 
determinedly its friend, and who was the first, { be- 
lieve, to direct, by resolution, the attention of this 
House to this subject—to him, also, do I take 
pleasure in tendering my acknowledgments for 
what | regard as service valuable and just to a de- 
serving class of our fe!low-citizens. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, the bill may become a 
law without unnecessary delay; and Í feel confi- 
dent that the country will approve it. 

Mr. HOLMES next obtained the floor, and 
proceeded to address the committee. He desired 
to ask the Chair in what consisted the difference 
or similarity between this bill and the Wilmot} 
provisu? The difference (observed Mr. H.) isex- 
actly this: The Wilmot proviso designs by force | 
of this Governmeni, in the exercise of its mighty 
powers, to cheat one section of the country for the | 
benefit of another. This bilt proposes by the like 
action of this central Government, to cheat all the 
States for the benefit of a few speculators, 

Now, sir, the public domain, whether acquired 
by conquest, or whether acquired by donation 
from the generous old Dominion, was intended 
expressly as a common fund for the common ben- 
efit of the Statas constituting one common country. 
And, sir, to show that that was the light in which 
it was viewed by this Government, and that it 
was so regarded by the nation when w 
from the Mexican war, I put this question, and | 

put it to the honesty of every man now present— 

id not this Government, when the struggle was 
past and the Mexican campaign ended, put forth 
a proclamation declaring that the entire fund arise 
ing from the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, should be held liable for the redemption of 
the debt that had been incurred in the prosecution 
of the war? I ask gentlemen, Did they or did they 
not mortgage these Jands, and if they did mort- 
gage the land—if your stocks, raised upon the hy- 
pothecation of that land, has gone into foreign 
markets, into the hands of those capitalists who 
confided in your declaration—[ ask whether you 


are not doing wrong in giving away this fund? | 


whether you are not doing an act that no honest 
man, acting in his individual capacity, would dare f 
to do even in Wali street? 
Sir, in that street of immense business, and im- 
mense capital, if a man makes a mortgage on | 
wiuch he raises a fund, and afterwards sells and 
transfers such mortyaged property, and fails to 
pay the mortgage, he is treated as being dishonest, 
even by that honorable and highminded company | 
of brokers and shavers. And, sir, so importat } 
do I think this oblization—to preserve the thine | 
morigaged—in a national point 
solematy to cail the attention o 


£ f this committee to 
it. Men should not do 


] s when congregated tugether, 
that which they would be ashamed to do as individ- | 
uals. task that this mortgage may be read by 
the Clerk. The Clerk read the 19th section of the 
act of 1847, authorizing the issue of Treasury 
notes, a loan, and for other purposes, 

Mr, BAYLY. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? | 

Mr. HOLMES. Certainly; but the gentleman 
must not pet a question which it may be difficult | 
for me to answer, [a laugh.] 

Mr. BAYLY. l desire to ask the genfleman 
whether the loan that was negotiated by this Gov- 
ernment in 1848, was not obiained upon ag favor- | 
able terms as the loan of 1847, notwithstanding the 
fact which the gentleman so strongly insists upon, 
that the public lands were p 
repayment of the money bu: 
loan command a premium? 

Mr. HOLMES, Iwill say to the gentleman 


rrowed? Did not that 


ti! 


e emerged |j 


of view, that I wisk |} 


ledged in 1847 for the || i 
|i which l had bougnt for a bundred thousand doi- 


|| farm for the repayment of a loan, first for the reduc- H 


j! been borrowed, additions were made to his farm, |] 
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first place, that when we entered into the war it 


was of somewhat doubtful issue, but that we sub- || 
sequently made acquisitions of territory, which | 
served as additional security to the creditors of the || 
Government, and consequently the credit of the 
nation proportionally rose. But I wish to ask | 
the honorable gentleman, how does his inquiry 
affect this question as to the Mortgage virtually 
existing upon the public land? i 

Mr. BAYLY. The creditors of the Govern- | 
ment, by means of the loan in which the lands || 
were not pledged, have no security arising from | 
that source, and lands acquired Subsequently can- |! 
not be considered as being pledged. i| 

Mr. HOLMES. 1 wish to put this question to 
the gentleman: Suppose that he were in want of | 
mouey, which he found it dificult to raise, and 
that he’should pledge the annual proceeds of his 


tion of the interest, and secondly for the reduction 
of the principal, and that after the money hadi 


i; cents an acre, what does his argument amount to?! 


from Virginia, in reply to his interrogatory, in the 


by improvements or otherwise, would he feel him- | 
: self authorized to divert any of the proceeds of | 
| his crops of corn, wheat, or tobacco, to another | 
purpose, and turn round to his creditor and say, | 
“l want to use this money for some other pur- 
pose—I want to give it to my children, or L want || 
to drive ina new coach. i feel rich enough to pay || 
| you when I choose.” Iput the question to the || 
| gentleman, would this be a fulfillment of the obli- 


; floor day afier d 
| pared—and here l come in conflict w 


i this grand disiributive bount 


New Seres. 


proceeds to other purposes and refuse to pay the 
principal or interest upon the. mortgage. J do not 
ask the gentleman from. Virginia, for he does not 
see the analogy. Well now, I say these public 
lands have yielded from two to three millions of 
dollars annually: that will pay the interest upon a 
large sum; and I put this question ‘now to our 
northern friends who have been pleading on this 
ay for free wade: Aie you pre- 
ith my friend 
purpose of aiding 
y scheme, prepared to 

place in the hands of these agents and speculators 

these donations of land? I confess that Lam not. 
| The operations of the manufacturing establish- 
ments of Pennsylvania have for the most part 
been suspended, and gentlemen have already told 
us that there must. be a tariff imposed, and my 
friend, while on the one side he wishes to defeat 
the bill, draws the same sort of conclusion on the 
other side by stating that if this bill passes, the 
abstraction of such an amount will create a neces- 
sity for an equal amount to be raised—but in what 
way? The gentleman can devise but two schemes 
for that purpose. The first is internal taxatiun. 
I take it, however, that if the South agree to. that, 


again, l fear—are you, for the 


| the Wes: will not, and I ask my friends of the 


West, Are your constituents willing to go for ine 
ternal taxation? Tapprehend they are not. Well, 
then, if they are not willing, and the Whigs have 


| the power at this moment, | ask, are you southern 


Mr. BAYLY. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 


that which was given by the leader of their party, | 
that in the subsequent loan we got a premium, 
although the proceeds of the publié lands had 
| been hypothecated before. Thatis the argument ; 
on the opposite side. Now, lask every gentle- 
mare in this House—no, I do not ask the gentle- 
| man from Virginia, for he does not see the analogy | 
| between the case of the Government and that of | 
an individual—but if there is an analogy, | ask 
any man who calls himself a conscientious, a 
righteous man—and in reference to a nation, it will i 
be remembered that it is righteousness that exalt- | 
| eth a nation—I ask whether it would be just, under } 
any system of ethics, to divert this fund to an 
other purpose? But 


men who have achieved so much glory for their 
country. Why, sir, is nota greater tribute due to 
those who went forth to the ficid, voluntarily and 
enthusiastically, in the war with Mexico? but is 
this an excuse for commitiinga wrong? Oh, gen- 
tlemen say, do justice to these old soldiers. Aye, | 
do justice and love mercy. Justice is put betore || 
mercy. I beg gentlemen, if they do mean to give 
away these lands, to reflect upon the right they || 
have so to dispose of property which they them- || 
selves have hypothecated. | 

Now, I will ask another question. Says the |; 
gentleman from Illinois, these lands can never pay |} 
the debt for which they have been hy potiecated. 
That may be, or it may not. But I put this ques- 
tion: If, as the gentleman from Illinois says, | 
these lands have not yielded more than seventeen 


It amounts to this: We should not apply this | 
fund to the purpose originally designed, because 
there is not enough of it to aécomplish that pur- 
pose. Thatis to say, thatifl had a piece of properiy 


lars, and after Í had paid for it, | had mortgayed 
it to a friend for forty thousand dollars, and it 


{I 
id 
T do not see the analogy. ii 
|i 
| 


M y |i 
it is said, here s a class of || 
meritorious individuals who have served „their | 
| country faithfully, and were worthy soldiers— 


| setts, will be brought-upon us. 


free trade Democrats willing to allow a tariff to be 
placed upon iron and coal? =f; 

But L speak of those who, upon the principle of 
free trade, are not limited by a modification of 
| their own policy; and I ask this question—if gen- 


| tlemen will not agree to internal or direct taxation, 


will my friend from Virginia, and others who 


| advocate free trade on all “occasions, go for this 
l 


; measure? The question might be asked with 


| fearful import, 


ii I will tell you what the effect of this bill will be. 


i It will have the effect of dividing parties in this 
House, of controlling everything, of swallowing 
up the public lands. Ido not mean swallow up 
in the sense as explained by the gentleman. over 
the way. I mean practically swallowing up, so 
far as the amount of the value is concerned. No 
land can be made productive without actual ocen- 
pation and cuitivation. Tre value must depend 
upon the extent of the population. This popula- 
tion has but two modes of increase—by nature 
und by emigration, Inerease in both these ways 
j is certain and irrevocable; but all transportation 
| across the ocean requires the outlay of large sums, 
| and the consequence is, that freland hasa starving 
| population of halfa million. Thé emigration to 
i this country amounts to from three and a half to 
four hundred thousand annually. -Well, now, 
what will you have done by giving up these lands? 
Wail you have populated them? No, sir. But 
you wiil place in the hands of speculators im- 
mense quantities of land; and these men will be 
enabled to govern and keep in their own hands 
the prices of those lands, Lt will have the effect, 
also, of inuucing men to enter into this kind of 
speculation; and ail the evils that have been so 
well depicted by the gentleman from Massachu- 
A great revulsion 
will be brought upon the country likean avalanche, 

Mr. EWING said: Mr. Chairman, 1 am in 
favor of the principle of this bill, and propose to 


i answer the material objections urged against its 


passage. [n the first piace, it is asserted that the 
public lands are pledged, by the act of 1847, for 
the redemption of the certificates of stock of the 
United States, issued under its provisions. The 
terms of the 19:h section are, as follow: 

“Sec. 19, Aad be it further enacted, That, for the pay- 
ment of the stuck whicit may be created under the provis- 
ions- of this act, the sales of the public lands are hereby 
pledged; and it is hereby made the duty of tine Secretary 


| OF the Treasury to use and apply ail moneys waich may be 


iter the Ist day of 


received for the sales 0. pubhe lands 
on all the stucks 5 


January, 1648: first, to pay the interest í i th ts 3 
aud secondiy, use tne baiance, atter paying tire interest in 
the purchase of said stocks at their market value; EE 
Now, it is evident that the terms of thig.sectron 


yielded but four per cent., I might appropriate the 


st 


do not make any specifie pledge of these landd, 


“make a gift of a large portion of them to railroads, 


ket. 
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nor are we contravening any principle of publi¢./ 
faith in their alienation. This act only pledges 
the sales from the publie lands, and does not inter- 
fere with their use, gift, or sale, by Congress. If 
the United States should deem it sound policy to 


canals, or individuals, for the purpose of improv- 
ing or enhancing the value of the remainder; or if 
they choose not to sell or give away any portion, 
but to erect improvements upon them, they have 
a perfect right to do so, and it is not a violation of 
the act of 1847. The pledge of the proceeds of 
an immense wilderness domain of land by a 
Government, differs widely from the mortgage of 
a farm, or the pledge of a chattel—in both of these 
last cases, the title or the possession accompanies 
the mortgage or pledge. The main object of the 
whole transaction is to get a lien for the security 
of the debt; but, in the first case, no title or pos- 
session follows the act, and the entire control and. 


The policy of the Whig party is a general distri- 
bution of the lands or their proceeds amongst the 
several States. That of the Democratic party has 
been to hold them as a common fund for the bene- 


ment of debts, or the fulfillment of our obligations 
or duties in the character of a Federal Govern- 
ment. The present bill infringes on neither of 
these general doctrines; for, sir, it has alwaysibeen 


į held that we could make gifts for specified purpo- 


ses to States, corporations or individuals; it is 
precisely analogous to the power uniformly exer- 
cised by the Government in giving pensions and’ 
bounties of every other kind. We exercised this 
power but yesterday, in ordering the Committee 


l on Public Lands. to bring ina bill granting a town- 


ship of land to each State, for the benefit of their 
asylums for the deaf, dumb, and blind. It was 
exercised during the war of 1812, and repeatedly 
during the late contest with Mexico. There is, 


disposition of the whole fund is left to the Gov- jf then, no foundation in this objection, nor in any 


ernment in her legislative capacity. 

Again, sir, it may be fairly urged, that Congress 
had no constitutional power of pledging the public 
lands or any public property to individuals, so as 
to take away entirely her power of legislation in 
regard to them. This very principle was adjudi- 
cated by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
even in regard to acity corporation, in cases re- 
ported in 6 Wheaton and 12 Peters. In those 
cases the principle was distinctly settled, that the 
Government could not bind itself by a compact in 
regard to any article of property, so as to cede 
away its legislative power, although titles to land | 
had been given in those cases by the corporation, | 
yet when it became necessary for the interest of | 
the public, it- was deemed proper that the public 
weal should overtide any private interest. 

The case before us is that of territory large 
enough for nations and States, which makes it con- 
tinually a subject for general legislation. The 
public domain is really a vast political interest, pe- 
culiarly the object of disposition and government, 
and this feature of its character brings it more 
strongly within the sphere of the principle of the 
case to which | have alluded: that is, that the 
power of a aa cannot be ceded away by 
Congress, ‘This is more especially true in regard 
to the act of 1847, for as we have seen it does not 
pedeo or mortgage either the possession or title. 

f it were necessary to strengthen this view by 
any contemporaneous construction, it may beeasily | 
done, for the very same Congress which passed 
the act of 1847, ina few days thereafter made a 
grant of eight millions of acres of public lands to 
the soldiers of the Mexican war; they did not con- 
ceive that they were violating their own law, nor 
can we be held guilty of it now. 

It is said, however, that if not violating the let- 
ter of the law, we are at least infringing upon the 
public faith, and thus destroying confidence in our 
integrity. lt may be remarked, Mr. Chairman, | 
before answering this argument, that it is notori- 
ous, no capitalist ever counted seriously on the 
sales ofthe public lands as a means of reimburse- | 
inent, more especially after the close of the Mexi- 
can war, when we had only incurred a debt of 
sixty millions of doliars, and had acquired by the 
treaty the immense territory of California and 
New Mexico. As in evidence of this fact, it may 
be stated, that notwithstanding the grant of eight 
millions of those lands to the Mexican soldiers 
and the probability of the passage of this very 
bill, our stock fas continually risen in the mar- 


There is, however, a conclusive answer to this 
question’of public faith, We propose, by a lim- 
ited grant of the public lands contained in this bill, 
to procure hardy settlers in the territories—men 
who shall, by their improvements, render all the 
unsold lands more valuable to the Government, 
and thus increase to the stockholders the interest | 


of the remainder. If this idea should prove illu- || 


sory, one result, sir, is certain: If the now desert 
wastes of our territory should be peopled and im- | 
proved—if cities are built up,and the sound of the | 
axe and the saw is heard throughout the wilder- 
ness, then the general wealth and population will 


be vastly increased, and thus the capability of the |: 


United States to pay her debt be greatly enhanced. 
It is said, however, that the cherished policy of 
the Whig and Democratic parties on the subject 


of the public lands is abandoned in this unlimited 
gift of them to the soldiers. Not so, Mr. Chairman, 


* 


of those which have been urged against our power 
to pass this bill, even in strict conformity to our 
previous opinions or general policy. If we turn 
from the contemplation of these merely formal 
and technical objections to the legality of this 


be attained by its passage, it seems to me there 
expediency. 


overburdened with the immense expense of their 
standing armies. Year after year the people are 
taxed to pay these enormous sums for ihe susten- 
tation of bodies of men whose main business is to 
overawe and subdue the very persons from whose 
pockets they derive their subsistence. This sys- 
tem has been kept up for ages in christian Europe, 
and it has been the fruitful cause of more expense 
and bloodshed than any other institution in the 


never to have recognized, to any extent, the effi- 
ciency of a volunteer system for the defence’ of 
tieir territories. Engaged almost continually in 
wars of aggression, and sustaining organized sys- 
tems of tyranny and corruption, they never wished 
to make the experiment of a defence through their 
citizen soldiery; and deeply indeed have our trans- 
Adlantic brethren paid the price of this false policy. 
Our forefathers repudiated this system, denounced 
standing armies as the cause of unnumbered woes 
and placed their main, if not entire, reliance for 
war, upon the patriotism and devotion of our 
countrymen. We have never, in any contest, 
paid as good wages to our soldiers as they could 
have earned in any other profession; yet they 
have never been wanting in the hour of their coun- 
try’s need, and their blood has been poured out 
like rain. We have thus: avoided the expense 
and danger of standing armies in time of peace, 
whilst we have fully met all the exigencies of war. 
Now, I ask, even if this strained effort of patriot- 
| ism could be kept up to the end, would it be right 
and proper for every generation to throw on its 
more gallant and generous spirits these burdens 
and dangers? No, sir, no; if they ask no reward, 
so much the greater reason why we should tender 


timontal of our regard for their magnanimity and 

bravery. 

| But, Mr. Chairman, what security can we have 
that this generous inclination of our citizens will 

| long continue, when, at the close of the war, we 

| leave them to wear out their lives in penury and 

I 


children adrift on the charity of the world? Selfish, 


| and wrongs of their gallant but unfortunate parents. 


cal and pecuniary advantages arising from this 
measure, they are amply sufficient to enlist in its 


society. The policy of our Government, for many 


ments in the neighborhood of our public lands, to 
| encourage their sale and division; the grand idea 
: that the earth was made for man has been fully 
| admitted, and its practical exposition fairly de- 
| veloped, The unexampled spread of population— 
| the increase of wealth—the varied contributions 
| to the arts and sciences, and the gencral happi- 
| ness of the inhabitants, have been the fortunate 


fit of the whole Union, to be applied for the pay- | 


measure, and look to the great political objects to | 
can be no opposition: to it upon the principle of į 


The European Governments are at this moment | 


history of mankind. These Governments seem | 


to them or their widows and orphans, a small tes- į 


| want, or in case of their early death, turn their | 
worldly wisdom, often comes late, but its final ad- | 
vent is sure, and the children and grandchildren of | 
| neglected soldiers, will not forget the sufferings | 


Should we give our attention alone to the politi- | 


Support the hearty coöperation of all classes of | 


years, has been, by low prices and public improve- | 


results of this expansive policy. We have afforded 
a refuge to the down-trodden nations of the Old 
World, and organized systems of internal im- 
provement and public education, which have no 
parallel in the history of mankind. Why should 
we not continue and enlarge the system which hag 
so much contributed to these results? If our Pa- 
cific coast could be lined with its hundred cities, 
extending from the northern boundary of Oregon 
down to San Diego; if the vast interior hills and 
valleys could be filled with the lowing herds and 
fruitful fields of a thriving and industrious people; 
and if the busy hum of ten thousand workshops 
could be daily heard over the placid waters of the 
Pacific, would our Government be poorer, or our 
country less able to meet her obligations than she 
is at present? y 

It seems to me that in discharging this debt of 
gratitude we owe to our citizen soldiery, we should 
be increasing our strength and power as a mation, 
and we should attach more closely to our Union at 
this critical moment, thousands of citizens who 
have heretofore proved their gallantry in the field, 
and would be ready again, by generosity, magna- 
nimity,and conciliation, to show that they were not 
unworthy of the benefits conferred upon them. The 
advocates of this bill have been accused of an undue 
thirst for popularity and pandering to public taste, 
This is nota very graceful accusation, or mach 
calculated for the halls of legislation; but so far 
as I am concerned, it falls harmless at my feet. 
The main object of my public career, at home and 
here, has been for the benefitof the masses of man- 
kind. This has been pursued sometimes in oppo- 
sition and other times In harmony with their opine 
ions. Whatever of influence or popularity. has 
been gained by this course, has been rather a pe- 
cuniary and social injury than benefit. I have 
now no hope or wish for increasing my political 
strength, but shall vote for the passage of this bill 
on other and far different principles. 

There are in my district many of these old sol- 
diers and their descendants, numbers of them poor 
and needy, and one of them at least who has 
served in four or five wars, and is now refused 
even a pension, and suffered to perish in poverty 
and want. If there are public lands which can be 
properly appropriated to these aged persons, or 
their widows and orphans—if a gleam of sunshine 
can be thrown around their fast-fading hours by 
the bounty of Congress, it shall have my hearty 
approval and support. Jt may be long, indeed, 
before we shall look upon a body of men resem- 
bling these ‘old soldiers. When and where can 
we expect to see exhibited such unshaken patriot- 
ism, such self-sacrificing love and immovable de- 
votion to the Union and to the flag of our country ? 
The very record of such a history is worth more 
to us than any pecuniary gift which we could be- 
stow in return, 

lt is said, Mr. Chairman, that sailors ought to 
be included in the beneficial provisions of this act, 
and its neglect of them is urged as a reason for its 
rejection. Sir, there is one vast difference in war 
in the fortune? of the sailor and soldier, which 
renders the distinction in this bill very proper. If 
a ship is captured from the enemy the sailor is en- 
titled to a distributive share of her proceeds as 
prize money, and, if he is fortunate in his cruises, 
may soon realize a handsome reward for bis labor. 
Not so with the soldier; all that he can properly 


i claim is his pay and his rations, and no fortunate 


result can ever honestly fill his coffers with money, 
or even pay the extraordinary expenses of his 
campaign. A remarkable instance of the inflexi- 
ble application of this rule occurred at the close of 
the late war with Mexico. When the capital 
surrendered to our arms, a contribution of several 
handred thousand dollars was levied on its citizens 
and paid into the hands of the Commander-in- 
Chief; yet he could not, without transcending his 
legal authority, even purchase clothes for his raxged 
soldiery ont of this fund; and although he took the 
responsibility of using a portion of the money for 
that purpose, he is unquestionably liable to the 
Government for its reimbursement. 

There is, then, no sufficient reason for opposi- 
tion to this measure, and many considerationswhich 
appeal to us for its support. With a view to this 
support, and to extend its provisions to another 
gatlant class of men, l give notice that, at a proper 
time, Í will move as an amendment an additional 
section, granting bounty lands to the officers in the 
late war with Mexico. 
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The following is the amendment of which Mr. 
E. gave notice: 3 

Sce. 2. Be it further enactel, That each commissioned 
officer, elected or appointed and Commissioned, in any vol- 
unieer company orregiment, or any of the new regiments 
raised by the authority of Congress daring the. war with 
Mexico, and each staff officer appointed for that war, who 
have nor heretofore been provided by the General Govern- 
iment with bounty land or pension, shall be entitled to re- 
ceive certificates or warrants from the Department of the 
Interior for the following number of acres or quantity of 
land to each, according to their rank: ‘To each Major 
General, or Brigadier General, 960 acres; to each Colonel, 
or Lieutenant Colonel, 640 acres; to each Captain and 
Lieutenant, 320acres; which may be located by the war- 
rantee or his widow at any land office of the United States, 
in not less than quarter sections of land in any district then 
subject to private entry ; and upon the return of'sueh certifi- 
cate or land warrants, with evidence of the loeation 
thereof having been tegally made to the General Land Office, 
a patent or patents shalt issue therefor; and in theevent of 
the death of any officer. who may have received his dis- 
charge before the issuance of his certificate, then it shall 
be issued in favor, and innure to the benefit of his widow, if 
living at the time of the passage of the act; and in the event 
of her death before the issue of the certificate or warrant, 
then it shall go to his children: Provided, That no laná 
warrant or certificate. issued under the provisions of this 
act shall he located upon any lands of the United States, 
to which there shall be a preémption right, unless by the 
consent, in writing, of the pre ëmptor, attested by two wit- 
nesses, and filed in the office where located. 


Mr. MOORE said that, like his honorable friend || 
from New York, he had been playing at the game 
of ‘leap-frog ’’ considerably this morning, and 
had enjoyed much pleasure in the amusement too, 
for he was much gratified to see the interest man- 
ifested in this matter; and now that he had ob- 
tained the floor, he desired to say that he was op- 
posed to the bill which was claiming the attention 
of the committee, for the reasons which had been 
stated by the honorable gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Evawns,] and also his honorable friend from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] which were—that if this bill 
was passed and this immense number of bounty 
land warrants created, it would operate almost 
exclusively for the benefit of speculators, agents, 
and monopolists; while the soldiers themselves, or 
their heirs, for whose benefit the bill was intended, 
would be but little if at all benefited by it. It is 
well known to this House that I have had a bill 
on the subject of the public lands before that 
committee since the commencement of the session; 
and | now give notice, that I, shall offer, at the 
proper time, this bill as an amendment to, or a 
sabstitute for, the bill which is now claiming the 
attention of the committee; believing that it will 
accomplish all that is proposed to be attained by 
the bill now before us; which is, to provide or 
give to the soldiers a portion of these lands, and, 
at the same time, prevent them from falling into 
the hands of agents, speculators, and monopolists, 
as would be the case if the bill now before us 
should become a law, as l think has been clearly 
demonstrated by the gentlemen who have preceded 
me in this debate. 

I propose by this bill or proposition of mine, 
Mr. Chairman, to prevent speculation in these 
Jands, and to secure homes thereon to actual settlers 
and cultivators; and if the committee will give me 
their attention for a few moments, I desire to offer |! 
some thoughts and suggestions on the subject, 
which 1 consider is one of great importance to our 
country, and should demand our earnest and se- 
rious attention: in fact, lconsider this is eventually 
to prove oneof the greatest reforms of the age; 
and while I acknowledge this to be a subject of 
of reform, I wish it to be understood, that I 
do not set myself up here as a reformer, for I 
hold that he only can be called a reformer, who 
first originates a measure of reform, and I do not 
claim the paternity of this measure; nor indeed do 
F claim to be the originator of the bill which I have 
offered upon the subject, for it is substantially the 
bill that was offered in this House during the last | 
Congress, by a member (at that time) from the į 
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city of New York; The bill, however, has some 
amendments of my own appended thereto; one of 
these amendments—it being in my opinion an im- 
portant one—I will briefly allude to; and I would 
call the attention of the committee to it, as it re- | 
moves an objection which has been urged against 
this measure by some of the gentlemen who have | 
addressed the committee this morning. The bill, | 
as originally drawn, gave all its benefits and priv- | 
ileges to any aliens or foreigners who might here- 
after emigrate to our shores, immediately upon 
a declaration of their intention to become citizens. 
This feature of the bill I have altered, for the rea- 
son that I consider such an inducement held out to 
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emigration here, would in a short time completely 
overrun us with the population cf Europe; and I 
feel that the inducements which we already have 
for emigration here are quite sufficient, not only for 
our own good, but also for the good of those who are 
now flocking to our shores by. thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands every year. I have, therefore, 
confined the operation of this bill to our own citi- 
zens, and such aliens, or foreigners, as may now 
be amongsus, and shall have declared their inten- 
tions to become citizens. And here let me say, 
that I have noticed a proposition which has been 
offered upon the other side of the Capitol, by one 
of the honorable Senators from New York, by 
which he would give these lands to the refugees 
from Hungary, and other foreign countries, while 
he excludes our own citizens, by failing to include 
them in the benefits of his proposition. Now, 
sir, it does appear to me, that in acts of public, as 
well as private, charity, we should begin at home, 
or at all events, if we begin abroad, we, at least, 
should include those of our own family and house- 
hold. lcan see no good reason why we should 
deny to the houseless and homeless of our own coun- 
try, the children and descendants of those who 
fought and bled for American liberty and freedom— 
I say, I can see no good reason why we should 
deny to them the benefits and privileges which 
it is proposed we shall give to those who have 
been fighting for liberty in a foreign land. There 
is no one, sir, who can possibly entertain a livelier 
admiration, a deeper, truer sympathy for the glo- 
rious Kossuth and his companions in arms, than 
myself; and yet, while T share in this universal 
feeling of admiration and sympathy for them, I 
cannot but remember that the very soil which it is 


j now proposed we shall give to them, has, up 


to this time, been denied to the children and de- 
scendants of those who fought and bled for it, 
and whose life-blood has enriched it. And while 
I should be most happy to know that the noble 
Kossuth and his companions in arms had found a 
home and resting-place upon the soil of our coun- 
try, I at the same time want to see the like bene- 
fits and privileges extended to our own country- 
men, 

L have said, Mr. Chairman, that I do not 
claim to be a reformer upon this subject; and yet 
T can truly say that it is one in which ] have long 
felt a deep interest. Some years since, while | was 
a resident of the city of New York, and attached 
to one of the military companies of that city, 1 was 
called out with that company by the Governor to 


| quell the riots and disturbances in that portion of 


the State which has since been known as the anti- 
rent district; and from that time to the present, I 
have studied and reflected upon the evils which 
must always result to any community from an ex- 
tended system of land monopoly. And, sir, it 
affords me much pleasure to know that this subject 
is beginning to receive the attention of some of the 
brightest intellects of our country. lt is but a 
short time since the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts offered in that body a resolution 
upon this subject, embracing one of the main fea- 
tures of the bill which I have offered in this House; 
and the Senator from Illinois has a bill upon this 


| subject before that body, and there are some five 
| or six different propositions before this House, all 
| looking to some measure of reform upon the sub- 
| ject of our public lands; and I say it is gratifying 


to me to find myself in such good: company, on 
what l consider such a good subject. And I know, 
Mr. Chairman, that in advocating a measure of 
this kind, that I shall be compelled to enc sunter 
prejudices and opinions upon the part of some of 
the members of this House, that are strong and 
powerful in their minds, from the fact that, by the 
long indulgence of those views and opinions, they 
have become with them a settled conviction, that 


; such a measure is unnecessary and uncalled for; 


and believing that the present system of disposing 
of our public lands is a!l that is required, they will 
be opposed to any alteration whatever; and unless 
we who are in favor of, and disposed to advocate this 
measure, can, by such arguments as we may ad- 
vance oradduce, secure its passage, we must be con- 
ent, for the present, with the consciousness of hav- 
ing done our duty to the best of ourability, and await 
the future action of the people of this country, who 
will, at no distant period, demand from their Rep- 
resentatives the reform which we feel is at this 
time imperatively called for; and that the longer 
it is delayed the greater will be the evil which the 


present system is entailing: upon our country, . 
And Į also know, Mr. Chairman, that in advo--, 
cating a measure of this kind to the extent which _ 
l shall advocate it, f am laying myself liable, as ` 
others have before me, to the charge of being an 
agrarian, a leveler, and a host of other fancied char~ 
acters, from those who look upon all measures of 
this kind as an innovation upon all the established 
rules of trade and commerce, and an infringement 
upon the rights and privileges of our free and, re- 
publican institutions. Well, sir, if all the danger 
I am to meet with for my advocacy of this:meas- 
ure is to come from these charges or epithets, 
why, I say, let it come; and I will trust to the fu» 
ture to sustain me in the position which I feel it 
my duty now to assume upon this subject. And 
it isa truth which may be said of all reforms, 
that they are unnecessary, unless they can cure 
an evil and produce a good. And I hold that the 
bill which I have offered will not only. do both, 
but it will prevent many future evils to our coun- 
try, and be productive of more lasting benefits and 
advantages to us as a people, than can result from 
the action of this House upon almost any other 
subject which can be brought before it, The ob- 
ject which I propose to attain by this measure is, 
to prevent future speculations in these. lands, and 
secure homes thereon to actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors. And, sir, if I may judge from the remarks 
of my honorable friends from Maryland and Ohio, 
this morning; they may denominate it a plan to 
give away all the public lands!—and I'am not pre- 
pared or willing to admit this, in the sense in which 
they use it; for i hold that it is impossible to give 
that to any one who already has an interest in it, 
or to whom it belongs! And I would ask those 
gentlemen, to whom do the public lands belong? 
Why, to the people—to the citizens of this coun- 
try. Itistrue, they are held by Government, but 
only in trust, for the use and benefit of the people. 
And what do we propose by this measure? Why, 
to give, under certain restrictions, to any of our 


| citizens, a deed fora portion of this land in which 


they are joint owners. Now, sir, the evil we pro- - 
pose to obviate by this measure is, to prevent 
these lands, or the most valuable portion of them, 
from becoming, in a short time, the property of a 
comparatively few, and those the rich and wealthy, 
to the injury of the poorer or laboring class, who 
form by far the largest portion of our population. 
And the good we propose to accomplish by it ia, 
to secure good and comfortable homes for the poor 
and friendless of our country; and Iam sorry to - 
say that, as a general thing, the poor are friend- 
less. 

Now, it cannot be denied, sir, that for the last 
ten or fifteen years, there has been carried on in 
our country, a system of speculation in oar pub- 
lic lands, which, if allowed to continue and in- 
crease, must eventually place the most valuable of 
those lands in the hands of speculators or men of 
wealth; and some of the holders thereof are for- 
eigners, too, a of Queen Victoria! lt is not 
long since that | was informed by a gentleman of 
Philadelphia of the fact, thatthe son of a British 
Peer had recently employed.an agent here to pur- 
chase thirty-five thousand acres of these lands in 
some one of our western States, as an investment, 
And it will not be long, under this state of things, 
when a poor man, who may wish to escape from 
our crowded and populous cities, which are fast 
becoming lazar houses, and take his wife and 
children where they can breathe the free and pure 
air of heaven, will, if he be enabled to purchase 
et all any of the Jand in which he now has an inter- 
est, be obliged to pay just what price the selfish 
interest, or grasping avarice of the owners thereof, 
may see fitto demand! And what, I would ask, 
is to be the result of these things if allowed to con- 
tinue? Cannot any one possessed of the least dis- 
cernment perceive, that it must eventually termi- 
nate ina species of industrial feudalism, or a system 
of landed monopoly, which has ever been, and 
will ever continue to be, the curse of any country 
that tolerates or encourages it, And [ am but 
speaking the sincere convictions of my heart and 
mind, when Í say, that I think this is a subject, 
more closely linked and connected with the inter- 
ests and prosperity of our country, than any other 
subject which can come before this House for 
its consideration; for I do most firmly ‘believe, 
that if the time shall ever come—as Í fear it may, 
unless some means are taken to preserve the un- 
appropriated soil for the masa of the people of thia 
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country—I say, if the time shall come, when that 
soil shall become vested in the hands of a compara- 
tively small portion of its citizens, and the masses 
shall be precluded from the cultivation thereof, or 
the enjoyment of the same, except it be at the will 
er bidding of the few who own it, that time, sir, 
will be the beginning of a scene, the end and the 
termination thereof no man can tell! Why, sir, 
ook at the condition at this time of a large portion 
of those who make up the population of the princi- 
pal cities of our Union! Are not the working classes | 
almost constantly in some portion of the country, 
engaged in what is denominated “strikes,” for a 
higher rate of wages, in consequence of the price of 
labor being insufficient to support their families? A re 
there not thousands and tens of thousands actu- 
ally suffering for the want of employment and the 
necessaries of life? It is buta few days since that 
I cut from one of the papers in the city where | 
live, an appeal to the citizens, by the sewing women 
or tailoresses of Philadelphia, which, if any mem- 
ber of this House would read and reflect upon, I 
am sure would awaken. every sympathy of his 
nature, and arouse every energy of his mind to the 
adoption of some measures whereby such evils as | 
are there recited, might be removed from among 
us or prevented for the fature! And they exist not 
only in Philadelphia, butin every city in our Union. 
And what is the cause of these evils? Why, one 
prominent cause is, an overplus of labor in the 
market, and a consequent reduction in its price or 
walue, by the competition it produces; for Jabor, 
like everything else, must and will be governed in 
its price ar value by the demand for it; and every 
year in our country, by the steady increase of this 
ortion of our population, and the superseding of 
Ae by machinery, is the demand for labor de- 
creasing, while labor itself in increasing. And what 
is to be be done with this surplus labor—these think- 
ing, moving, mental machines, who require meat | 
and drink to sustain the life their Creator has given 
them? Are we to build poor houses and alms- 
houses to people them with this portion of our 
population? Are they to die and rot as in Ireland 
for the want of that sustenance which they would 
gladly earn in the sweat of their brow, if the priv- 
ilege of so doing could be granted them? Are 
they to beg or steal that which they cannot earn? 
Sir, it is to prevent such scenes and consequences 
as these that we advocate the measure now claim- 
ing our attention. ‘To the laboring man and me- 
chanic of our country, who are unable to procure 
employment, and whose families are in this suffer- 
ing condition, we would tell them to leave these 
crowded and populous cities, these busy marts and 
whirlpools of strife and contention, where sordid 
avarice is crashing the feeble, and selfish interest 
cares not for the helpless, and go to the green hills 
and sunny plains. of the far West, where they can 
have a home of their own and where. they can 
worship their Maker under their ‘f own vine and 
fig-tree?”’ Sir, if we could teil this at the present 
time to those Weary and toil-worn creatures, in 
whose breasts there is scarcely a ray of hope left, 
with what a thrill of rapture would it be received 
by them! Tcl! such a poor creature that he is the 
owner of a quarter section, or even eighty acres, of | 
good land, and give him a title to the same, of | 
which he nor his children can ever be divested, 
either by the cunning of his fellow man or the iron 
grasp of the law, and independent of the joy you 
will have infused into his heart, you will have | 
done an act which will have tended to secure more 
firmly than ever the prosperity of our people and 
the perpetuity of our institutions; for, by an act 
like this, you will have made a citizen one who 
will feel that he is. in treth and reality a part of 
this Government, and that, in its continuance and 
durability, he is directly and intimately connected; 
aye, Sir, the moment you give a man like this a 
title-deed toa portion of the soi! upon which helives, 
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interest at stake, in which the laws of their coun- 
try is to protect them. Now, I do not wish to be 
misunderstood in this matter; I do not wish to be 
understood as saying, that Í believe the property 
holders, or the rich and wealthy, are the best citi- 
zens of thisor any other country, while the poor 
are the worst and most useless class, as I do not 
“so believe; for l believe those are the best citizens 
of any country who are neither rich nor very poor, 
and. that the happiest community where the means 
of subsistence is within the reach of all. But 
the fact which I wish to enforce or illustrate is 
this—that as ageneral thing, of thase who make up 
the long catalogue of criminals and offenders agains! 
the laws of our country, not one in a hundred will 
be found to be owners or possessors of property 
of any kind; and whenever we are called upon to 
witness the destruction of property, or of life, by 
riots or mob violence, as has recently too often been 
the casein our country, not one ina hundred of those 
composing the active participants of those riotous 
assemblages, will be found to have any pecuniary 
interest at stake, under the laws they are thus vio- 
lating. Now, Ido not suppose, by any means, 
sir, that any legislation whatever, which may 
emanate from this body upon the subject of the 
public lands, or any other subject, will gffectually 
cure all these evils, or render entirely useless the 
criminal code upon our statute books; but I do 
believe, that by legislation here, we may cure 
some of the present evils,and prevent many future 
evils of this kind, to our country; and in no man- 
ner do I think it can be more safely and effectually 
done than by securing this beautiful domain, this 
soil of Heaven, whica is, after all, the true source 
of all our wealth, and from which every creature 
of God must subsist, eithér directly or indirectly. 
Secure this I say, from the blasting, avaricious 
grasp of the speculator, and retain it for the poor 
and friendless of the present, as well as future 
generations. Now, as I said at the commence- 
ment of these remarks, I may be charged with the 
manifestation of an agrarian spirit, or desire to 
limit the acquisition of wealth, by preventing the 
citizens of this country from buying and selling 
and trading, to any extent they may ‘see proper, 
in these lands, the same as they do in any other 
marketable commodity. Such is not my feeling 
or intention, sir; I desire to put no limit whatever 
upon the acquisition of wealth, for I care not if the 
money-wWorshippers or money-seekers of our 
country shall count their dollars by millions, and 
their title-deeds and mortgages by hundreds; but 
when that portion of the soil which is now vested 
in the right of the citizens, and the various avenues 
of trade and commerce are insuficient to satisfy 
their avaricious thirst for wealth, and they shali 
seek to increase their already untold thousands 
by grasping that portion of the soil now held by 
Government, and which belongs to the people, 
then Í would say to him, hands off. 1 would tell 


like bank stock in the market. Woy, sir, if we 
wanted any illustration of the evils arising from 
an extended system of land monopoly, it is 
unnecessary for us to go to unhappy Ireland for 


where we have seen the terrible evils resulting 
from it,and to which the honorable gentleman 
| from South Carolina (Mr. Homes] has this morn- 
ing alluded, when he called our ajtention to the 
millions who die there from starvation and want. 
We have here in our own country an instance of 
evils which result from a darge systern of land mo- 
nopoly. Ialude to that portion of the State of 


trict, and where have been enacted scenes which, 
to say the least, are discreditable to an eniightened 
community and a republican Government like 
ours. 
thus alluding to the disturbances in this portion of 


and by which he is enabled to support his family, 
that moment does he indeed feel that he isa man; 
and you identify his interests with. the Govern- 
ment under which he resides; and in the sustain- 
ing of that Government, and the enforcement of 
` law and order, you will find him ever ready to the | 
sacrifice of his life if necessary. I question, sir, | 


whether there is a member of this House, whose || 


experience wiil not sustain the truth of this posi- 
tion; who cannot say, from actual observation, that, | 
as a general thing, the law-abiding and useful citi- 
zens of the community in which. they reside, are 
. those who have some vested right, or pecuniary 


the State of New York, that I do not uphold those 


tion to the laws of our country; for if they have 
no right or title to the land on which they reside, 
and the title be good and valid in the family who 
claim it, then those tenants are not, and cannot be, 


their rents. 


him that this soil is not to be bought aad sold | 


it, where it exists to such an alarming extent, and | 


New York which is known as the anti-rent dis- | 


And I wish. it to be understood, that in | 


anti-renters in their violent measures and opposi- | 


are adopted to prevent it, when the soil which ig 
wow held by Government shall become the prop- 
erty of a comparatively smali number, and the 
mass of the people shall be precluded from the 
cultivation of it, or the enjoyment of the same, 
except it be atthe bidding of the few who own it— 
l say, if this time shall come, if we do not, our 
children at least may live to see these scenes of the 
anti-rent district enacted in more than one portion 
of our now happy country, Why, sir, | presume 
the fuct is well known to the most of the members 
of this House, that the whole of one county in the 
j State of Illinois is at this time in the possession 
| of a gentleman whois a resident of the city of New 
York. I was at first informed that it belonged to 
a gentleman who was but recently a member of inis 
House, but have recently been told thatit does not 
belong to him, but to a brother; nevertheless the 
fact exists, that the whole of that inmense tract 
is now in possession of one family. > 

Mr. VINTON, (in his seat.) Yes, and they 
‘procured it through. this very system of bounty 
land warrants, which this bill proposes to in- 
| crease. 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir, know it is as the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio observes: they did not 
buy this land directly from our Government under 
the operation of the present system of disposing 
of these lands, but they got them through the op- 
eration of this bounty land system... And Í do not 
allude to this fact in the way of acomplaint against 
that gentleman, for he had an undoubted legal 
right at least to buy those lands atthe very lowest 
prices he could, from the poor soldiers, who were 
obliged by their necessities to sell them for what- 
ever they could get for them; but I allude.to it as 
an evidence of the fact, that so long as this system 
of bounty land warrants, or any other, is in opera- 
tion, by which the capitalist can, by means of his 
wealth, secure the soil of our country at such 
prices as must inevitably largely increase his 
wealth, so long will he do it, utterly regardless of 
the injury which may accrue thereby to the 
mass of the people around him, who are unable 
even to buy sufficient whereon to live and sup- 
port their families. And 1 would ask, what is 
to be the ultimate result of these things, if they 
are allowed to continue? Take the instance Í 
have just alluded to as an example, and no sane 
man, I apprehend, will believe that the purchaser 
of all those lands bought them for the purpose of 
selling them again at-the same prices, with the 
simple addition of intérest to his money. We all 
know human nature too well for that, And itis not 
unreasonable to suppose, that in the course of a 
few years the land adjoining or contiguous to that 
land will be settled upon by thriving and industri- 
ous farmers, which willadd immensely to the value 
of his Jand; and if a poor man shall then want to 
buy a farm of that proprietor, think you he will 
not have to pay a little more than six per cent. ad- 
vance on the original cost? aye, sir, and it may be 
more than six times six; and perhaps he will not 
sell at all, but will only rent his farms, as in the 
case of the anti-rent district; which.he would have 
an undoubted right to do, for the land belongs to 
him and he can never be divested of it, and never 
should be divested of it, let him do with it as 
he might. And suppose he should collect around 
him one or two hundred tenants with their fami- 
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i justified in forcibly violating or resisting the Jaw of.) 
their State which would enforce the colection ofi 
But [ allude to this existing state of |! l ble t 
things in that district, as an evidence of some. of | suppose, sir, that we have at the present time in 
the evils which result from a very large system || our country, at least one hundred thousand fami- 
of land monopoly; and | believe, if the time shall fl lies,—yes, Í believe we have five times that num- 
ever arrive, as I fear it may, unless some means |i ber, who are sadly deficient of the means of securing 


| every man say that the land he was enrichin, 


lies, who would be dependent on his will or the 
will of bis heirs for the tenure of the soil they 
were thus enriching and cultivating: Is it to be 
supposed, [I would ask, that that community would 
be as happy and thriving and prosperous?) Would 
they be as good citizens as they would, could 
g and 
cultivating was his own and for his children? I 
was forcibly impressed with the truth of an obser- 
vation in a speech of the honorabie gentleman 
rom Virginia, {Mr. Mzape:] he said, ** Blessed is 
that country. where every child is born a land- 
iord.?” Aye, sir, blessed is that country indeed, 
as is the case with every child who now first draws 


| the breath of life in this free country of ours. And £ 
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would not only have it continued so, but I would 


| have it so that every such child at the ageof matu- 


rity should have, if he needed it, a tide deed toa 
portion of that land whereon he might live and 
support his family. It is not unreasonable to 
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a comfortable subsistence; and suppose each of 
these families could be given, as the honorable 
gentlemen from Maryland and Ohio say,a quarter 
Section, or eighty acres of these lands, | ask these 
gentlemen if they, or Í, or any of us, would-be any 
poorer for it? Would our country be any poorer 
forit? Aye, indeed, sir, who of us but would not 
be richer, far richer, for this act of mercy, which 
would be the stepping-stone, as it were, to an event- 
val and “thorough reformation of the ignorance 
and misery with which shuddering humanity is 
now cursed all around us. And when I see the 
pure and noble-hearied philanthropists of our 
country, struggling in their vain efforts to reform 
these abuses, and to raise up the down-trodden 
and debased among us, by their efforts to dispel 
ignorance by education, and relieve the misery 
and wretchedness around them by their daily acts 
of charity, I bless my God that we have such 
noble hearts among us; and while I admire and 
reverence the noble spirit they are thus mani- 
festing, [ cannot but feel that the task or duty 
in which they are engaged is a hopeless one, 
and must ever continue so, until the cause of 
these evils is removed; It is in vain for us to 
talk of secular education, of religious instruc- 
tion, or of those daily acts of charity which relieve 
the momentary wants of humanity, so long as the 
suffering mass around us are without any homes; 
and by this word, sir, I mean something more than 
a mere hovel or wretched tenement, which many of 
them are now inhabiting, and which May per- 
chance keep out sufficient of the cold wintery 
blast to prevent their freezing! Something more 
than a crust of bread and a cup of water, merely 
to keep the death-ratile from their little ones. F 
mean a home which-shall be such in every sense 
of the word—one that shall belong to the occupants 
of it, and one where, amid the social comforts 
and enjoyments of the family circle, the children 
of the present, and who are to be the fathers and 
mothers of the futare generation, shall be taught 
and schooled in those lessons‘ of duty and patriot- 
ism which shall fit them to take charge of the des- 
tinies of this great and mighty Republic; and into 
whose hands they are soon to be committed by 
those of us who are passing from the stage of life. 
Sir, we hear much said and boasted among us of 
the strength and durability of our institutions, and 
the courage and patriotism of the American peo- 
ple. And I would not detract in the least from 
the merit of those institutions, or the richly-earned 
reputation of the American people for patriotism 
and love of country! No, sir; | would rather in- 
crease the strength and perpetuity of those institu- 
tions, by infusing into the minds of the people a 
filial love and reverence for them, which shali bid 
defiance to the combined assaults of despotism 
throughout the world. And how can we do this 
sir? Why, by giving to the houseless and home- 
Jess, the poor and the friendless of our family—for, 
after all, we are but one great family—giving to 
these, | say, a home, where they can learn to love 
and reverence the institutions which have thus 
eared for and protected them, and where they can 
teach to their children the same lessons of duty 
and patriotism. This, sir, wiil do it. This would 
not. only make us, as a people, more happy and 
prosperous than we ever have been, but it would 
also, as a nation, make us invulnerable against a 
world of despots; for in that case, 
hearthstone in our land would become a Ther- 
mopyla, and at every threshold would be found a 
Leonidas to protect and defend it. Sir, when I 
shall see this Government engaged in a system of 
legislation, which shall care for, and protect those 
of its citizens who need its care and protection, 
and.who nave aright to demand it, then shall [ 
believe, and feel, that we are fulfilling our true 
mission among the nations of the earth. Then 
shall I believe that the‘tree of liberty is striking its 
roots so firmly in the soil in which our fathers 
planted it, and which is in the affections of the 
people, that it shall bid defiance to the storms 
which are now shaking the empires and kingdoms 
of the Old World to their centre! The honorable 
gentleman from Wisconsin, who so eloquently ad- 
dressed this committee a few days since, said that 
“we were living at an important period in the his- 
tory of our country. We are, indeed, living at an 
important period, not only in the history of our 
country, but the world; we are living at a time 
when nations around us are upheaved arid con- 
vuised by the storms of internal dissensions and 


sir, every | 


bloody revolutions; at a time, sir, when the 
‘t crashing of an empire is but a tick of the great 
Clock of Eternity;” ata time, when the great heart 
of humanity. throughout the world is beating a 
lively response to the song of liberty and freedom 
first echoed and resounded on the plains of Lex- 
ington and the heights of Bunker Hill; and let us 
be careful, sir, that the notes of complaint and 
dissatisfaction arising from penury and want 
among us, are not heard mingling their discordant 
elements in that happy song which is becoming 
the morning hymn and the evening anthem of 
universal humanity. And I would appeal then, 
sir, to the Representatives of this great people 
now assembled here, if they would strengthen and 
perpetuate the institutions of our country, and in- 
crease the happiness and prosperity of the eople, 
that they so legislate upon this subject, h 

soil which is now held by Government, and is 
free from the blasting curse of the speculator and 
monopolist, may ever continue so, and may be- 
come the happy homes of the virtuous and patri- 
otic sons of freedom. Give to the poor and friend- 
less among us a home which will not impoverish 
us, but which wili make them rich indeed; and 
although the benefits arising from it may not at 
once be felt throughout our country—though 


society may not immediately reap the rich harvest | 


of reward which must ultimately be realized from 


such an act of mercy, depend upon it, the seed | 


will thus be sown, from which, if we do not, our 
children at least may reap the fruits of a rich and 
abundant harvest. 

Mr. M. desired to say, in conclusion, that if he 
could not get a more just and comprehensive act 
passed, he would then support the bill granting 
these bounty lands. 


Mr. HARALSON obtained the floor, but yield- | 


ed to a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made a report. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor; but yielded to 

Mr. McCLERNAND, who gave notice of the 
following amendment tothe bounty-land bill, which 
he desired might be printed: 


_ That the benefits and rights conferred hy the ninth sec- 
tion of the act entitled ¢ Au act to raise, for alimited time, 


an additional military force, and for other purposes,’ ap- i| 


proved February 11, 1247, shail be and the same are hereby 
extended in manner as follows: that is, each non-t ommis- 
sioned officer, musician, or private, who served in the regu- 
inr army, or in any company or command of volunteers, 
rangers, or militia in the Indian war, in the northwest, prior 
to the treaty of Greenville, in 1794, or in the fate war with 
Great Britain, twelve mouths or more, shall be entided toa 
bounty of 160 acres of Jand, or who served six mouths or 
more 80 acres, or who served three months or more 40 acies: 
Provided always, That said non-commissioned officer, mu- 
sician, or private, has not reccived a bounty of land hereto- 


fore, and is not shown to have been dishonaiably disebarged ; 
by the rolls. Provided also, "That the bounties herein granted | 
shall be subject to the same rutes of descent preseribed by | 
the aforesaid act, and the aet or acts amendatory of the | 


same: Provided, further, That no ‘treasury serip,’ - 
thorized by said act of February 11, 1847, shall be author- 
ized or issued under this act. » 

Mr. ALBERTSON also desired that his amend- 
ment might be printed. 

Objection was made. 


TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE. 


Mr. MASON offered a resolution terminating ; 


debate on the bounty land bill to-morrow, at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. JONES moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. BISSELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

Pending the question thereon— 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &e., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. McQUEEN: The petition of citizens of Marion 
district, South Carolina, for a mail-route from Wilmington, 
North Carolina, to Manchester, South Carolina, 

Also, a petition from citizens of same district, for a mail 


route trom Jeffries? Creek, South Carolina, to Grabam’s | 


road, in the Williamsburg district, South Carolina. 

By Mr. MeLANA HAN: The memorial of the President 
and Professors of Dickinson College, in Cumberland county, 
Pennsylvania, in behalf of the medical officers of the navy 
of the United States, praying for an assimilated rank with 
officers of the line in tlie navy. 

By Mr. MEADE: The petition of William B. Harrison 
and others, against the reduction of postage. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The memorial of Mrs. 


Ann de Neufville Evans, of Natchez, Mississippi, praying ;; 


remuneration and compensation for money advanced, and 
losses sustained, by ber ancestor, John de Neufvitie, of Am- 
sterdam, Holland, in espousing the cause of American Inde- 
pendence. 


at the | 


Also, the remonstrance of John. 8. Nevitteand 550 others 
citizens of Mississippi, against. the removal of. ihe land» 
ofice from Washington, Mississippi, to Monticello, in’ the 
same State. Ñ : 


oe se oe 
IN SENATE. 
Wepnesbay, June 19, 1856. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, early in the 
session I had the honor to present to the Senate 
| the petition of P. F. Degrand, and more than a 
j thousand other citizens of New England, for’a 
grant of land to aid in the construction ofa rail 
road and telegraph from St. Louis, Missouri, to: 
San Francisco, in California. That memorial, 
with the documents accompanying it, was referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and the printing 
was afterwards ordered; but ihe printing has not 
yet been done. I now wish to move that the pe- 
tition and accompanying documents be referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, I will only 
say that the petitioners are not attached to any 
|; particular route, and that they have no personal or 
local interest in the grant of land, ifit should be 
made. Some of them have given the subject. a 
j great deal of consideration; they believe in its 
practicability and in its necessity, and they desire 
some expression of the sentiments of Congress. 
upon the matter, and some assurance that it will 
| receive the countenance of the Government. : 

The memorial and documents were referred ta 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. : : 

Mr. WEBSTER. Thave alsoa memorial from 
citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, asking an al- 
į teration of the tariff of 1846, and’ the imposition of 
specific duties on imports. They complain of the 
effect, or rather of the effects, of certain provisions 
in the tariff law of 1846, as being oppressive on 
the labor and industrial pursuits of themselves and 
of their neighbors, and they desire that it may be 
revised, so that the material prosperity of the coun- 
try and the dignity of labor may be preserved and 
perpetuated. This does not seem to be the mo- 
ment for the consideration of such a subject, 
though I perceive indications that the time must. 
come, and that it is not very far distant, when this 
matter must-receive some degree of attention, and 
that to some extent the tariff law will receive the. 


è 


| consideration of Congress. 
| ge memorial was received and laid upon the 
i table. 
| Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 
| Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, asking a: 
reduction of the rates cf postage;-which was’ re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, ` cae 
| _Mr, MASON presented a memorial of the phy- 
i Sicians of Richmond, in the State of Virginia, 
asking that the rank of the medical officers of the 
i navy may be assimilated by law to that of officers 
| of like grade in the medical staff of the army} 
i which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
: Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of members of the Bar of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia; asking. 
that the salary of the Judge of the Orphans’ Court: 
of the District of Columbia may ‘be increased, 
which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the memorial of Anna 
De Neufville Evans, heir and legal representative 
of John De Neufvilie & Son,’?’ asking the repay- 
ment of advances made by her ancestors in the 
Revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. i 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition of Robert 
Butler, containing additional evidence in relation 
to his claim to compensation for property taken 
for public use. 

Mr. F. said that the Committee on the Public 
Lands had made an adverse report on this claim 
on the 4th of April last; and, as the present peti- 
tion presented additional evidence, he would move 
that the report be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, with the memorial; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STURGEON presented additional docu- 
ments relating to the memorial of the legatees of 
Thomas D. Anderson, deceased; which, with their 
memorial on the files of the Senate, was referred’ 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ae 


On motion by Mr. UPHAM, 


i fed 
|! Ordered, That the petition of John H Kimball, adminis- 
|} trator of Elizabeth Bingham, deceased, on the. files of the 
) Senate, be referred to the Committec’on'Pensions, <7" 
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- INVASION OF COBA. 

Mr. DAWSON moved that the Senate take up 
the message of the President, communicated on 
the 3.1 instant, in relation to the revolutionary |j 
movements against Cuba, in order that it might be | 
printed. 

The motion was-agreed to, and the message was 
before the Senate to be disposed of. 

“Mr. YULEE.. It will be recollected by the | 
Senate that some time ago, when this message 
was received, I suggested some. objection to its 
being then ordered to be printed. I preferred |i 
that, in the first place, it should have a reference 
to a committee. However, as some gentlemen | 
then desired to discuss the subject which itin- 
volved, its reference was postponed. I desire ndw |; 
to say that I have no objection to the printing, 
though nearly all that is material in it has been 
printed already; but, as I still desire a reference of | 

- this matter to a committee, I am anxious to know | 
whether, if the printing be ordered, the reference 
can be made before the original documents shall | 
be returned from the printer? If so, I shall desire |! 
the Senate to withhold them for the present. ji 

Mr. DAWSON. In every such case, the docu- 
ments received from the Executive are ordered to |: 
be printed; but on the motion of the Senator from i 
Fiorida, these documents, without being ordered li 
to be printed, were laid upon the table. Itis true | 
that many extracts have been made from this 
document since it was laid before the Senate. ` Yet 
still I desire that it should be printed. It ought to 
be printed before itis referred; but I have no ob- |! 
jection to its reference to a select committee. i 

Mr. YULEE. With that understanding, I have || 
no objection to this motion; but Í now give notice 
to the Senate that at an early period I will ask that | 
this subject be taken up and disposed of. i 

The motion to print was then agreed to. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLEMENS gave notice that he would, on 
some suitable opportunity, ask leave to bring in a 
bill to wede the public Jands remaining unsold to 
the States in which they lie, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some subsegent day, ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill for the relief of John Edsall. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. WALKER moved that the Senate take up 
for consideration the resolution submitted on the | 
12th instant instructing the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back to the Senate, bill No. 85; 
which motion having been agreed to, the resolu- | 
tion was read and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to report back to the Senate the bill entitled “ A i 
hill to cede the public Jands of the United States to the | 
States respectively in which they are situated, on condition 
that the said States shall severally grant apd convey the 
said lands to actual occupants only, in limited quantities, 
for cost of survey, transfer, and title muniments merely.” 


DONATION OF LAND FOR A RAILROAD. 


Mr. ATCHISON moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 21, 
being the bill granting the State of Missouri the 
right of way and a portion of the public lands for 
making a railroad from the town of Hannibal to 
the town of St. Joseph, in said State. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to strike out all after ; 
the enacting clause, and insert a substitute. This | 
bill is in conformity with the decision of the Sen- | 
ate on a bill of like character. Except the names | 
of the towns at the termini of the proposed. road, 
it is the bill passed by the Senate making a Jike 
donation of lands to the State of Illinois. f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the amendment concurred in. The bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a thitd reading, and 
was read a third time and passed. 

RECORDING CONSIGNEES OF VESSELS—-AR- 
SON AT SEA. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
House bill No. 87, being the bill to provide for 
recording the conveyances of vessels and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the 
adding the following sections: 


“Sec. 7. And be it enacted, That any person, not bein 
&n owner, wo shall on the bigh seas wilfully, with intent |i 


bill by 


' bill was under its consideration. 


| ing vessels at sea. 


to buen or destroy, set fire to any ship. or other vessel, or 
otherwise attetupt the destruction of such ship or. other 
vessel, heing the property of any citizen or citizens of the 
United States, or procure the same to be done, with the 
intent aforesaid, and being thereof lawfully convicted, shall 
suffer imprisonment to hard labor for a term not exceeding 
ten years,nor less than three years, according to the aggra 
vation of the offence. : 

«Sec. & This bill shall be in force from and after the 
lst day of October next ensuing.” 


That amendment is offered in consequence of 
the discovery of its necessity on the recent trial of 
a person for arson in setting fire to a vessel, in 
which the indictment failed. It was the opinion 


| of the judge who tried that case that the language 


of the statute was not broad enough, and to 
remedy that defect this amendment has been pre- 
pared. ` The other section requires no explanation, 


| If gentlemen desire any explanatien of the bill 


itself, it can be given in a few words. Jt makes 
provision for recording the conveyances of vessels 
in such a manner that the fact shall have ample 
publicity. z 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to inquire if the amend- 
ment now presented comes from a committee? 

Mr. DAVIS. It does not. The committee by 
which the bill was reported was not acquainted 
with the necessity for the amendment when the 
The amendment, 
as [ have stated, was drawn up since a recent trial 
for burning a ship at sea, in which its necessity 
was made evident. 

Mr. YULEE. The amendment proposes to 


| add another to the criminal offences on the statute 


book, and to provide for that offence a severe pun- 
ishment. I should much prefer that the Senator 
should embody his amendment in a separate bill, 
which may be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Mr. BUTLER. Whatis the penalty proposed? | 


Mr. DAVIS. Not exceeding ten nor less than 
three years. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and the question was stated 
to be on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. {fit be now in order to move to 
refer this whole subject to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, I should like it to take that course, un- 
less the chairman of that committee is prepared to 
say that he approves of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume the Senator from 
Massachusetts has had his amendment drawn up 
in a sufficiently guarded manner to define the 
offence; and if so, I think the penalty is quite 
moderate for a man who will deliberately burn a 
ship upon the high seas. I give it my individual 
sanction, without undertaking to speak for the 
committee. I desire, however, to ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts if this amendment has been 


| drawn so as to define that offence according to the 


common law import? 

Mr. DAVIS. I know not how far I shall be 
justified in the statement, but in answer to the 
Senator from Scuth Carolina, I will inform him, 
that it was drawn by one of the judges on the 
Supreme Bench. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I am satisfied. I regard 
that as sufficient. 

Mr. YULEK. Mr. President, I do not press 
the desire for a reference which I expressed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. An objection is suggested to 
my mind, as the bill now stands. Will the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts show me how he makes 
the amendment germane to the bill to which it is 
attached ? 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill makes provision for the 
enrollment of conveyances of vessels, so as to give 
to the fact ample publicity, and the amendment is 
designed to supply the defect in the criminal statute, 
so as to define and providea punishment fpr burn- 


5 i t seems to me that the amend- 
ment is sufficiently germane. 


The amendment was then concurred in, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and was read a third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
administratrix on the estate of A. R. Hetzel, late 
assistant quartermaster in the army, was read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the Senate take up 
for consideration Senate bill number 50—being 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of Judith Worthen, 
deceased; which motion was agreed to. 


In explanation of the object of the bill, the hon- 


orable gentleman read the report of the committes 
on the case. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read a third time and passed. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceéded to the consid- 
eration of the bill for the admission of California 
as a State into the Union, to establish territorial 
governments for Utah and New Mexico, and ma- 
king proposals to Texas for the establishment of 
her western and northern boundaries. s 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, had moved to in- 
sert at theend of the 21st section the words: 

‘And that all laws or parts of laws, nsages or customs, 
preéxisting in the territories acquired by the United States 
from Mexico, and which in said territories restrict, abridge, 
or obstruct the fuh enjoyment of any sight of person or prop- 
erty of a citizen of the United States, as recognized or guar- 
antied by the Constitution or laws of the United States, are 
hereby declared and shall be held as repealed.” 

Which Mr, Harz had moved to amend by add- 
ing the following: 

s Provided, ‘That the laws abolishing slavery in the said 
territories are excepted from this repeating clanse.?? 

-The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Harg, it was rejected. 

On the amendment of Mr. Davis, Mr. HAM- 
LIN called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered, and being taken, resulted as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clemens, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Foote, Houston, Hunter, 
King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sehastian, Soulé, 
and Yutee—18. 

NA Y3—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Felen, 
Greene, Bamlin, Jones,Miller, Norris, Phelps, Pratt, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Walker, 
and Whiteomb—30. A 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BENTON, atan earlier period of the day, 
before this bill was taken up, gave notice to the 
Senate of his intention, at a convenient opportu- 
nity, to offer an amendment, which he submitted, 
that it might be ordered to be printed. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed, as 
follows: 

Strike out of proposition Ist, of section 39, after the word 
“beginning,” these words, “at the point on the Rio del 
Norte, commonly called El Paso, and running up that river 
twenty miles, measured by a straight line thereon, and 
thence eastwardly to a point where the huudredih degree of 
west longitude crosses Red river, being the southwest angle 
on the Jine designated between the United States and Mex- 
ico, and the same angle in the line of the territory set apart for 
the Indians by the United States; and insert after the said 
word * beginning” these words, “at the pointin the middle 
of the deepest channel on the Rio Grande del Norte, where 
the same is erossed by the one hundred and second degree 
of longitude west from the meridian of Greenwich; thence 
north, along that longitude, to the thirty-fourth degree of 
north latitude ; thence eastwardly to the point at which the 


one hundredth degree of west longitude crosses the Red 
river.” 


Mr. WALKER. l move to amend the ninth 
section of the bill by adding thereto the words 
“and such aliens born as have declared their in- 
tentions to become citizens, according to the laws 
of the United States,” so as to make it read: 

tt Provided, That the right of suffrage, and of holding 
office, shall be exercised only by citizens of the United 
States, including those recognized as citizens by the treaty 
with the Republic of Mexico, concluded February 2, 1848, 
and such aliens born as bave declared their intentions to 
become citizens of the United States.” 

Mr. KING. I really cannot see what the hon- 
orable Senator wants. Does he mean to confer on 
aliens residing in the territories privileges which 
aliens residing in the States do not possess ? Under 
the treaty, the Mexicans inhabiting these territo- 
ties were made American citizens on certain con- 
ditions, and of course will be allowed to vote. It 
certainly cannot be the intention of the honorable 
Senator to allow Chinese, Sandwich Islanders, 
and others who know nothing about our institu» 
tions, to vote and be eligible to office. If he does 
not mean that, I should like to know what the 
amendment does mean. I should really like to 
have some explanation of its object. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, 1 mean pre- 
cisely what the amendment expresses. I- mean». 
that all aliens in these territories, who have de- 
clared their intention to become citizens of the 
United States, shall be allowed the privilege of 


‘voting. This is a subject that has been heretofore 


considerably discussed in Congress. 1 do not feel 
any desire to discuss it now. The provision which 


J have proposed as an amendment to this bill was 


not contained in the bill providing for the govern- 


1850. 
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ment of the Territory of Wisconsin. A great deal 
of dissatisfaction was consequently produced. A 
- large portion of our population were composed of 
Dutch. They had to sustain a government in, 
which they had no voice, and they complained 
very much of not being allowed to vote, although 
they had to pay taxes. Our Legislature finally 
passed an act allowing aliens who had declared 
their intentions to become citizens, the right to 
vote. The first election after this was an election 
for delegates to form a constitution. This pro- 
vision was then inserted in the constitution of 
Wisconsin. It has had, I believe, a very salutary 
effect. I never knew or heard of any evil resuli- 
ing from it. I do not believe any evil would result 
in this case. I have offered this amendment with 
no desire to discuss it, but simply to get a vote of | 
the Senate upon it. I believe that I am but fairly 
representing the wishes and feelings of my constit- 
uents in offering and voting for this amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam sorry that the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories [Mr. Doveras] 
is not now in bis place. I recollect distinctly that 
the provision referred to by the Senator from Wis- 
consin was the subject of conversation in that 
committee. I do not think we ought to extend the 
right of suffrage and eligibility to office in these 
Territories beyond the citizens of the United States 
and those made such by the treaty with Mexico. 
I'shall, therefore, vote against any such extension 
of the right as that contemplated by the amend- 
ment. I think our laws are uncommonly liberal 
to foreigners. There are certain rights which I 
have no doubt the territorial legislatures will grant 
these persons; for instance, the right of holding 
property in Jand and various other rights. But 
the rights of suffrage and of eligibility to office 
ought not to be extended in these Territories be- 
yond the terms of the treaty, or beyond the terms 
of the original bill. This matter, as I before re- 
marked, was the subject of conversation in the 
committee, and it was thought best to leave the 
provision as it now stands. 

The question then veing takén on the amend- | 
ment of Mr. Wasp, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, 1 have an- 
other amendment to offer, of which I spoke some 
time since, which does not at all affect the general 
provisions of the bill. Itis to strike out of the tenth 
“section the words, “ Nor shall the lands or other 


property of non-residents be taxed higher than the | 


lands or other property of residents.” { 

Í presume that no person who has lived in the į 
western country, or in any of the Territories, has \ 
failed to observe that itisa great embarrassment 
to the Territories, as soon as they began to pros- 
per and offer inducements to settlers, that the land 
is bought up in patches and quantities—the best 
land being bought by non-residents for purposes of 
speculation. These non-residents get the benefit 
of the labor of the residents who improve the land. 
The residents improve the Jand and increase its 
value. Thus the value of the land of the non- 
resident is increased. The Territories have had 
no remedy by which to force these non-residents 
to contribute their proportion for this. The op- | 
eration of the provision which I now propose to N 
strike out has always been to make residents really į 
pay'a great deal more than non-residents, That ; 
has been the practical operation of it, for the resi- 
dent is taxed on his labor, while the non-resident 
has the value of his lands increased by the labor 
of the resident. The non-resident has the benefit 
of this, without contributing a share of the bur- 
den. 

l have not offered this amendment for the pur- 
pose of entering into any discussion on it. I of- 
fered this same amendment to the Oregon bill 

‘when it was under consideration. The Senate | 
did not then adopt it. - 1 now offer the amendment, 
that we may have a vote of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 think the amendment, if adopt- 
ed, would be in violation of the uniform principle 
and practice of the Government. As far as I re- 
collect, the Government has never made any dis- 
crimination, in the imposition of taxes, between 

> the lands of residents and of non-residents. Irt is | 
very true, as stated by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, that there is some inconvenience, some hard- 
ships, on the part of the residents. But he ought 
to recollect, that if the resident citizens bear the 
principal part of the burden of government, they 
derive also the principal benefit of that govern- 


resident: only derives incidental advantages from 
the government there. 

There is one sort of taxation to which the non- 
resident is subject, and for which he receives no 
benefit whatever. It is what is called the * road- 
tax.” This is a tax which the non-resident has 
o9 pay, but from which he derives nq benefit. 
The benefit is derived by those who travel over 
the road. Itisa great inconvenience, to be sure, 
that a large quantity of land should remain unculti- 
vated in the, hands of persons residing abroad. If 
we were to sanction this principle, however, it 
might finally turn out that non-residents would 
have to bear the burden of taxation altogether. 

The advantages which the non-resident derives 
are altogether incidental and indirect, and I think 
he ought not to be taxed for these more than the 
resident is for his direct and positive advantages. 
Upon the whole, therefore, without trespassing on 
the time of the Senate, I think that we had better 
adhere to the uniform practice of the Government 
on the subject. 

The question then being taken on the amend- 
ment, it was not agreed to. : 

Other amendments were offered and’ discussed 
until half-past three o’clock; of which a report will 
be found in the Appendix. 

Several Senators submitted amendments, which 
they will hereafter offer, that they might be print- 
ed, which was ordered. i 

The Senate then proceeded to Executive busi- 
| ness; and after some time spent therein, the Senate 
adjourned. 
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THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. LEFFLER asked the unanimous consent 
to have such Senate bills, lying on the Speaker’s 
table, as would not give rise to debate, laid before 
the House. 

Mr. JONES objected. He said he had no 
objection to taking up all the business on the 
Speaker’s table, but he objected to considering it 
! under this condition. 

CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business 
in order to be the motion made last evening by 
ı Mr. Jones, to lay on the table the resolution of 
Mr. Mason to close debate on the bounty land 
| bill ‘* to-morrow at one o’clock.” 

Mr. MASON said, he had understood from some 
gentlemen who were in favor of laying the resolu- 
tion on the table, that they were willing to close 
debate to-morrow; and, as the resolution read 
| to-morrow,” he hoped the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee would withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. DANIEL said, he would move to amend 
the resolution by inserting Saturday. 

The SPEAKER stated, that no amendment was 
in order pending the motion to lay on the table. 
The resolution, as it now stood, provided for the 
close of debate to-morrow. The gentleman from 


serting Saturday, but an amendment was not now 
in order. . , . 
Mr. JONES withdrew the motion, he said, for 


place the resolution. _ S 

The question recurring on the adoption of 
resolution— 

Mr. MASON said, he was perfectly willing to 
; take to-morrow or Saturday; he would let the 
resolution stand fixing to-morrow, and if any 
gentleman saw fit, he could move to insert 
Saturday. 

Mr. ALBERTSON moved as an amendment to 
insert Saturday. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to amend the 
amendment by inserting to-day. 

The SPEAKER stated, that the question was 
first on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES inquired if the question would not 
first be on the longest time? S 

The SPEAKER stated, that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, the rule to which the gentleman referred 
did not apply in this case, but the question was 
first on the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken on the motion to insert 


the 


ment in the protection which it affords. The non- 


to-day; and 


Kentucky could: modify it, if he saw fit, by in-. 


the present, to see in what form the House would - 


The SPEAKER announced—ayes 57, noes 535. 
no quorum voting, 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. z 

The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 95, nays 79; as foliow: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Baker, 
Bingham, Booth, Briggs, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
Thomas B. Butler, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cabie, 
Caivin, Cartter, Casey, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Corwit, 
Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Fitch, Fowler; Freediey, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Green; Grinnell, Halt, Häl- 
foway, Haralson. Harlan, Bay. Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, 
Howe, Hunter, Wiiliam T. Jackson, Julian, Daniel P. Kine, 
George G. King, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Litefield, 
Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand. McDonald, 
MeGanghey, Meacham, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Nes, 
Newell, Peasiee, Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sack ett, School- 
craft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Richard R. Stanton, 
“t handeus Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, James Thsmpson, 
William Thompson, Tuck, Onderhill, Van Dyke, Walden, 
Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whiulesey, Williams, Wilmot, 
Winthrop, Wood, and Woodward—95. È 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Ashe, Ashmun. Bayly, 
Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Brooks Alket G. 
Brown, Burt, Chester Butler, George A. Caldwell, Cuandler, 
Clingman, Cote, Conger, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry; Dixon, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gorman, Hamilton, Hampton, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Holladay, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James Ù. 
Johnson, Jones, James G. King. John A. King, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McDowell, McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, Me- 
Queen, Mc Willie, Millson, Moore, Morton, Olds, Orr, Otis, 
Outlaw, Parker, Peck, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, 
Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd. Frederick P. 
Stanton, Alexender H. Stephens, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Venable, Vinton, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wildrick, and Young—79. j 
So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. © 
Mr. SAVAGE, who was in the post office at 
the moment his name was called, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to record his vote. 

Objection was made. 

The question then recirred.on agreeing to the ` 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. VENABLE asked that the amendment 
‘might be reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The original resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mason] proposed 
to close the debate on the bounty land bill to- 
morrow, at one o’clock. The gentleman from: 
Indiana [Mr. Arpertson] moved to strike out 
“ to-morrow” and insert “ Saturday.” The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Preston Kine] 
moved to amend the amendment by striking out 
“Saturday” and inserting ‘this day.” The 
amendment to the amendment has been agreed to; 
and the question now recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, In other words, on. in- 
serting in the resolution “ this day.” 

Mr. VENABLE, (to the Speaker.) Has the 
previous question been called ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. | 

Mr. VENABLE. Then I desire to say a word. 

Several-Vorces: The resolution is not deba- . 
table. 

The SPEAKER stated that debate was not in 
order on the resolution. : Bae 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, (to the Speaker.) Will 
the Chair oblige me by stating what the question 
will be if the amendment. to the amendment is 


rejected ? 

The SPEAKER. If the amendment to the 
amendment. is rejected, the question will recur on 
the adoption of the original resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Masox,] 
which proposes to close the debate to-morrow.at 
one o’clock. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask the yeas 
and nays on agreeing to the amendment as amend- 


ed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 99, nays 83; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Boyd, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, 
E. C. Cahell, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, 
Chand’er, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Dickey, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Fitch, Fowler, Freed- 
ley, Giddings, Goodenow, Gatt, Gould, Green, Grinnell, 
Hall, Halloway, Haralson, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Bay, 
Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. 
Jackson, Julian, Daniel P. King, George G. King, Preston 
King, La Sére, Leffler, Litttefield, Marshall, MeClernand, 
McDonald, McGauzhey, Morris, Nes, Newell, Ogle, Peaslée, 
Phelps, Pheenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rum-ey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Richard H. Stat e 
ton, Thaddens Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, William Thomp- 
son, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Went- 
worth, White, Whittlesey, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Wood, and Young—99. i 
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‘NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Ash- 
mún, Averell, Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, 
Bowlit, Brooks, Rari, Géarge A. Catdwell, Clingman, Cole, 
Conger, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, Disney, Dixon, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston; Fuller, German, Hamilton, 
Hampton, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Holl-day, Howard, i 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jas. | 
L: Jomezon, Jones, Jobn A. King, Job Mann. Matieson, | 
M: Dowel), MeKirsoek, Finis E. MeLean, McQueen, Miller, | 
Millson, Moore, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Otis, | 
Outlaw, Parker, Peck, Pouer, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, 
Bavage, Sawtclle, Seddon, Shepperd, Alexander H. Ste- 


phens, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James |! 


Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Vinton, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wildrick, and Woodward—t3. i 

*So the amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to, 

The question then recurred on the adoption of the | 
resolution as thus amended; and, having been | 
taken, was decided in the affirmative. 

So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

And the House determined that all debate on the 
bounty land bill should terminate this day at one’ 
o’clock. : 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. |! 
jj our pa 


|i Great Britain in 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815, or 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union. 

The question having been taken and decided in 
the affirmative— 


The House resolved itself into Committee of |! 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ricu- | 
arpson in the chair,) and resumed the considera- ! 
tion of the special order of the day, being the bill | 
tt providing for the soldiers of the war of 1812, 
1813, 1814, and 1815, with Great Britain; the In- | 
dian wars of 1811; the Florida (Seminolean) war 
of 1835. 1836, &e« ; and the war Known as General | 
Wayne’s, of 1792 to 1795, that have not hereto- | 
fore been provided for.” | 
` Mr. HARALSON was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILLIARD requésted the gentleman from | 
Georgia (Mr. HaraLson] to yield the floor for a 
moment, to allow him (Mr, Hittrarp) to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair would re- | 
mind the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. HiL- 
LIARD] that no amendment was now in order. 


Mr. HILLIARD səid, he merely desired to i 


give notice that he woutd offer the amendment at 
the proper time; and he asked that it might be read 
for information. 

The amendment was accordingly read for in- | 
formation, and is in the following words: i 
Provided, Thatthe persons to whom the said lands are 
hereby granted, shall actually oecupy and cultivate the said 

lands for the space of “¢ twelve months.” 

Mr. HARALSON, who was entitled to the | 
floor, then rose and addressed the committee to the | 
following effect: 

Mr. Cuainman: I beg leave, at the outset of my | 
remarks, to give notice to those gentlemen who 
are desirous to obtain the floor, that it is not my | 
intention to accupy the full time which the rule of | 
the House allows me. The only purpose I have 
in view is, to answer some of the objections which 
have been made by various gentlemen to the pas- 
sage of a bill. Ido not say this very bill, or this | 
bitt as it may be modified by the amendments | 


which have been proposed to it, but to the passage || 


of any bill which may be proposed to be passed | 
by. Congress granting portions of the publie lands | 
to the suldiers who have rendered services to their | 
‘feountry in the several wars in which w 
engaged. 

understand the peculiar process by which those | 
who have made these objections have comè to the. 
conclusion, that some one portion of these patriotic 
soldiers who have done services to the country-are: 
entitled to grants of the public lands, while other 
portions, who had rendered an equal amount of 
services,are not entitled. Feis not my design to 
go into an investigation of the history of the 
legislation of Congress on this subject, er into the 
reasons which have heretofore operated on Con- 
gress to sanction this system of granting bounty 
lands to our soldiers. By some, it was originally 
viewed in the light in which the gentleman from 


e have been | 
L have never, Í confess, been able to | 


New York [Mr. Sackert] and other gentlemen | 


have viewed it, as a contract; while by others it 
has been regarded as nota mere fulfillment of a 


contract, but as a gratuity, after the performance | gon, and all that we have acquired from Mexico 


of valuable services; and a gratuity in the fullest 
sense of the word it is. 


reference to the grants to the soldiers who were H 


engaged in the war with Mexico. These bounties | 


ii man from Ohio. 


4 


| 


Such was the case in | 


were not granted to them until long after the com- 
mencement of tre war. Some hard battles had 


l rhat waranything. The first bounty land bill, after 
i the commencement of the war, was not passed 
untif the 11th February, 1847, nearly twelve months 
after the commencement of the war, and after 
much of the service had been rendered. In re- 
lation to that war, therefore, these bounty lands 
were entirely gratuitous, and the services were not 
regarded in the light of a contract. j 


distinction between. those soldiers who fought in 
the wars with Mexico and those who fought in the 
wars with Great Britain, and under Gen. Wayne, 
on the northwestern frontier, and in the Seminole 
and other Indian wars, many of whom are now 
i stricken in years and suffering from poverty? Is 
it intended to place these on a different footing 


| tend to them the same bounties which yon have 
! given to other soldiers in other wars? 
trintic citizens turned out to contend against 


| with General Wayne, in 1792, to repel the Indians 
on our northwestern frontier, or in the Seminole and 
Creek wars in the South, or in the war with Mex- 
ico, they are all alike entitled to the gratitude and 
| the reward of their country; and I hope, sir, that 
| the bounty of Congress will be extended equally 
to all; and that we shall not, to use a trite ex- 
pression, ‘ make flesh of one and fish of another.” 


i Bat, Mr. Chairman, it has been objected to the 
| 


ji 
if 
i 
i 
į 


| January, 1847, we have outstanding obligations to 
| the holders of the loan negotiated in that year, 
! having granted a lien on those lands to the public 
creditors of the United States, and that by this 
lien we are barred from granting these bounty 


| that these public lands arc all pledged to the bond- 


i thus to dispose of them. Now, sir, the views 
| which I take of the character of this act of Jan- 
i uary, 1847, snd the obligations it imposes on us, 

are very different from those given by the gentle- 
| But even looking at that act in 
l: the view which he takes of it, the ast of 1847 goes 


|; no further in its provisions than to pledge those 


ii public lands which were the property of the 
ii United States at the time when that pledge or mort- 


|| gage was given; nor can such pledge or mortgage 


; be hinding on any other portion of the public do- 
main. The act can only bind snch of the lands as 
were in the possession of the United States at the 
time of its passage. In order that I may not put 


myself, F will read the section of the act of Jan- 
uary, 1847, on which those gentlemen who have 
i made this objection rely to snstain it. The 19th 
: Section of the act of 28ih of January, 1847, is as 


ln follows: 


“That for the payment of the stock whieh may he created 


| are hereby pledged, and itis hereby made the duty of the 
i Secretary of the Treasury to use and apply all the moneys 
| whieh may be received into the Treasury for the salies of 


i the public lands, after the first day of January eighteen 
| hundred and forty-eight—first, to pay the interest on all 
{ stocks issued by virtue of this art; and secondly, to use the 


balance of said receipts, after paying the interest aforesaid, 


| in the purchase of said stocks at their market value, pro- 


eae 
i vided no more than par shail be paid for said stocks.” 


i à 
ii Now, sir, what jands are these which have 


| been™thus 
1.1847? 
templated the pledging of the faith of Congress 
further than in reference to the lands which “were 
lat that time in the possession of the United States. 
i! I am prepared, sir, to show what was the amount 
| of land we had unappropriated at that time. Since 
i 

i 


pledged by the act of January 28, 


|; the passage of the act of 1847, we have acquired 
| from Mexico a large extent of country. Tn order 
i that the subject may be better understood by the 
| committee, perhaps it may not be amiss here to 
ii state what was the amount of the public lands 
|i then belonging to the United States. The aggre- 
| gate quantity of the public lands belonging to the 
i United States at that time, was 283.715.7138 acre. 
il which excludes w i $ 


. - 3; 
hat lies in the Territory of Ore- 


i 


|| The very broadest constructinn, therefore, which 
| could be given to this act of 1847 in favor of the. 


public creditors, can only extend this Jien ‘over 


J c I wish, sir, to | 
ask the committee if they are disposed to make a || 


! from those who fought in Mexico, or will you ex- | 


nassage of this bill, that under the act of 28th of | 


! lands to the soldiers who have served in our wars. | 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Vixton] tells us i 


: holders of the United States, and we have no right | 


others in error, and that Í may commit no error f 


under the provisions of this act, the sales of the public Jands | 


It will not be contended that the act con- | 


been fought before Congress gave the soldiers of | 
t 


Whether | 


And are these all the lands: which belong to the 
United States? We have since granted hounty 
lands to about one hundred thousand soldiers who 
were engaged in the war with Mexico; the result 
| of which war has been the.acquisition of territory 
tə an extent not then known. In California and 
New Mexico we have acquired according to the 
statement in the Land Office, 526,017 square miles, 
making 336,689,920 acres, west of the Rio 
Grande, including vo part of the land which some 
gentlemen think belongs to New Mexico, and 
which, if they are right in their judgment, is to be 
added to the above amount. And there is now 
belonging to the United States, the territory in 
| Oregon, computed at 341,463 square miles, or 
218,536,320 acres. And these were not included in 
the public domain of the United States at the time 
when the act of 28:h January, 1847, was passed. 
The whole of the public lands now, may be esti- 
mated at 833,941,953 acres. 

Whilé on this part of the subject, Mr. Chair- 
man, it may be worthy of ‘remark, that the act of 
1847, containing this pledge cf the public lands for 
the purpose of inducing capitalists to become bid- 
ders for the loan, so far from increasing the eager- 
ness of bidders, did notin any perceptible degree 
affect the sales of the stock. Nor did it prevent 
| Congress from disposing of the public lands, even 
; at the time when the act of January, 1847, was 
| passed. Early in the month of February, Con- 
| gress passed the bounty land bill, for the bene 
of the 100,000 soldiers serving in the Mexican 
| war. What was the effect of this act of Congress? 
Did it throw any impediment in the way of the ne- 
gotiations for the loan? When the bonds came 
into market were they reduced in value in conse- 
anence,of this grant to the Mexican soldiers ?* 
They were all taken at a premium of from two to 
three ner cent., large quantities heing taken at 102 
to 103. If lam wrong as to this fact, Lhope I 
shall be corrected, They were sold, therefore, 
with all this lien on the public lands, lessened by 
the grant of bounty lends, for more than their par 
value, in the city of Washington. Flow, then, can 
it be alleged that the granting these bounties can 
affect the confidence of the bondholders in the se- 
curity given by the act of 1847? One hundred 
i thousand patents for bounty lands have been is- 
sued under the act of 1847, and we have seen the 
i price of the United States stocks advancing from 
102 and 103 to 119. After this statement of facts, 
sir, can any gentleman be serious in advancing the 
| argument that tue stocks of the United States 
| have been injuriously affected by the granting of 
bounty lands to our soldiers? I think not. Ido 
not know where our stocks will stop in their on- 
ward advance—when they will reach their highest 
point of value. On this point Lam not so well 
i prepared to speak as either my friend from South 
Carolina or my friend from Maryland. I am not 
so familiar with the subject of stocks as they seem 
tobe. But f know that the lien, which they al- 
lege to be an obstacle to our granting these bounty 
lands, has not lessened the value of the loan, and 
i that it never will, in my“ opinion; and for this rea- 


security to the public lands; but they look to the 
other resources of the United States, which they 
consider as amply sufficient to guaranty the pay- 
ment of all her debts, not perhaps within twelve 
months, but in five or ten years. Some of the 
stocks now in market are not redeemable until 
| 1860, perhaps ata still later period. But that they 
will be paid no one doubts. 

I wish now to say a word or two to my friend 
from Ohio, who insinuated that the friends of this 
bill ought to be careful lest they create, by this 
poliev of granting away bounty lands, the neces- 
sity for a revision and increase of the tariff of 1846. 
Now, in reply to this I have to say, if the passage 
of the hill would be attended with any such con- 
i sequence, I apprehend I'should be doing that gen- 
tleman no injustice in saying I should expect to 
find him one of its warmest advocates. If wet 
| leave the tariff of 1846 alone to its operation, 
there need be no cause for alarm. What with 
the rapid increase of our trade, and the revenue 
which is annually accruing from the act of 1846, 
as it now stands, if the finances of the country are 
administered witha proper degree of economy, 
the Government will be able, when its bonds be- 
come due, to pay them all off in good faith. I hope 
this will be the case, and I have no doubt of it. 


| those lands then belonging to the United States. 


There is, indeed, one means by which this pros- 


son—that the public creditors do notlook for their , 
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perous condition of things may be prevented, and 
that is, any successful attempt, on our part, to dis- 
turb the present state of things in relation to the 
revenue—I mean the tariff. You know, sir, that 
the tariff of 1846 works well. Tt has given us 
an abundant revenue; it has falsified all the pre- 
dictions of those who saw in it only a futile source 
of disašter and ruin; and it has more than realized 
the most sanguine expectations of its friends. T 
would say, then, to use a homely phrase, ‘Let 
well enough alone.” I assure you, sir, when 
gentlemen talk of this bounty lands system ren- 
dering it necessary that the tariff shall be increased, 
they are far from disturbing my equanimity. Sach 
Janguage may alarm the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Houmzs,] but I assure you, it has 
no terrors for me. Iam inclined to suspect, too, 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] has 
been seized with the panic which seems to distress 
his southern friends. ` 

Now, sir, it has been alleged that such has been 
the injurious effect of the tariff of 1846, that our 
manufacturers are no longer able to pursue their 
business with any profitable result. It is pretended 
that, on this account, some of the manufactur- 
ing establishments have been partially if not alto- 
gether suspended —that they will actually be com- 
pelled to stop business. To this, I can only say, 
that for some years past, I have particularly direct- 
ed my attention to this kind of business, and I see 
in my section of country all these establishments 
going on prosperously under the ample protection 
afforded by the tariff of 1846. If the manufacta- 
rers are not doing well in the North, let them, if 
they will, turn their attention to the state of things 
in the South; let them come to the South, and see 
how prosperously our manufacturers are going on; 
and I think they will feel inclined to invest their 
capital there. We have, besides other induce- 
ments, an abundance of unemployed water-power. 
J can say, with confidence, that there is no pur- 
suit, no branch of industry, in my State, in a 
more thriving condition than that of manufactures. 
There is no business in which capital is more pro- 
ductive. I admit that the manufacturers are not 
making so much as they did when the raw mate- 
rial was to’ be obtained at lower prices: but there 
js no business in the South which thrives better 
than the manufacturing of cotton. With these 
facts before me, sir, I cannot admit that there is 
any ground for the panie which appears to have 
seized on some gentlemen. Sir, I will not pledge 
myself to vote for the bill in its present form. 
But I intend to propose an amendment or two, 
which L hope will be adopted, and which will pat 
the bill in a more unobjectionable form. 

Jt may be well, sir, to examine into the state of 
the country, and to see what is the probable num- 
ber of soldiers who will be entitled to come in and 
claim the benefits of this bill. I confess, that 
until I entered into an investigation of this point, 
J was not aware of the great number of soldiers— 
taking into view all the different wars in which 
we have been engazed—who would be entitled 
to this relief. 1 should probably consume too 
much of the time of this committee if I were to 
go into the specifications which I have prepared, 
for the purpose of obtaining fall and accurate in- 
formetion on the subject. Probably there may 
not have been less than five hundred thousand 
soldiers who have been engaged in these wars— 
taking the whole of our wars, and every term of 
service, however short, into the calculation. But 
even if they reach that number, there is no reason 
why gentlemen should feel any alarm, This bill 
proposes to give to each soldier who may have 
served three months, forty acres of land; to those 
who have served six months, eighty acres; and to 
those who have served twelve months, one hundred 
and sixty acres. The whole amount of public 
lands thus granted could not exceed forty or fifty 
millions of acres:. If you were to give to every 
one of these soldiers one hundred and sixty acres, 
it would be scarcely a drop in the bucket, when 

ou look to the total extent of the public domain. 

f to every man living of these soldiers, and to the 
widow or heirs of every one who has died there 
was a grant of one bundred and sixty acres, the 
whole would not exceed eighty millions. How 
much land is there belonging to the United States ? 
In Oregon there are 213.536,000 acres. In Upper 


California there are 336,689.000 acres: and in the 


other States and territories 283,715,000 acres— 
making a total of about 838,941,000 Stres. And 


what would be eighty millions of acres out of this 
immense domain? It is but a. drop in the bucket. 
Does any gentleman suppose the value of our 
stocks would be affected by such a grant? Does 
any one suppose that any diminution of the rev- 
enue would result from it? The effect would be 
too slight to be perceptible. ; 

Some gentlemen have referred to the annual cost 
whichis devolved on the United States by the ex- 
penses incurred for the extinguishment of Indian 
titles, surveys, land offices, &c. On this subject | 
have made inquiry at the General Land Office, and 
I have satisfied myself that, after deducting all the 
costs, after defraying the expense .of purchasing 
the Indian title and the land offices, the net amount 
of every acre sold is avout one dollar and two 
or three cents. If you were to grant to every sol- 
dier who has been engaged inour various wars since 
the establishment of our Government 160 acres, 
there would still be left nearly eight hundred mil- 
lions of acres. Is it to be believed, then, that the 
effect of this grant would be a depreciation of our 
stock; or that the revenue would be so reduced ag 
to render it necessary to alter the tariff laws if we 
pass this bill, when such a vast extent of the 
public domain would still be left undisposed of. 
No, sir; there is no ground for panic. 

A word or two, sir, on the objection, that the 
relation between the Government and these sol- 
diers isa contract. He who complies with the 
condition of a contract to which he isa party, does 
his duty well. But he does nothing more than his 
obligation under the contract imposes on him. Bat 
this view of the case does not lessen the obligation 
of the Government to do its duty towards him 
wha, without any contract, goes out to fight the 
battles of his country. If a distinction is to be 
made, it ought to be in favor of him who rushes 
voluntarily into the war, animated solely by mo- 
tives of patriotism, and not of him who moves to 
the field induced by the bounty which 1s offered to 
him. 

T pass now, Mr. Chairman, to another objection 
which ‘has been urged against the passage of any 
bounty lands bill, for I wish it to be understood 


É 


that I do not regard myself as pledged to this par- | 


ticular bill. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Evans] objects to bills of this character, because 
they operate to the encouragement of speculators. 
He objects that the parties for whom the relief is 
intended are but slightly benefited, while in a 
great majority of cases, the advantages innure to 
speculators who contrive to get possession of the 
lands. lam free to acknowledge, Mr. Chairman, 
that there is too much truth in this objection so 
far as it relates to the bill passed in 1847, for the 
benefit of the soldiers who served in the war with 
Mexico. In too many instantes, T am aware, 
they who ought to have received the bounty were 
swindled out of their lands. And this, sir, is at- 
tributable mostly fo the loose and defective man- 
ner in which that bill was prepared. But, sir, is 
there no way to prevent these fraudulent practices ? 
I know how hard it is to head men who bend their 


minds to the discovery of any mde which their | 


can devise for the purpose of making 
money. I know it is very difficult by any law to 
provide against these frauds. Many of my own 
constituents have enffered severely by falling into 
the hands of men of this stamp. And it is my de- 
sire, sir, if this bill is to pass, so to fortify it as to 
render it impossible for any speculator to get hold 
of these lands, until they have passed into the 
hands of the rightful owners. But from the mo- 
ment the title passes into the hands of the owner, 
the protection of the law ceases. 
cise no control over it after it has come into the 
hands of the owner. He may throw all his prop- 
erty to the winds. 
the land as he may think proner. No law can in- 
terfere with his purposes. All that E can do in 
the way of suggestion I will do: and I shall move 
so to fortify the bill as that, in every instance, the 
patent shall be granted to the soldier himself, and 
thus all the advantage shall be secured to him, or 
to his widow and children, and he or they shall 
go directly into the possession of the patent to the 
land. With their future management or disposi- 
tion of the property we have no right to interfere 

There is another point. T propose, at the proper 
time.to submit to the committee some amendments, 


ingenuity 


for the purpose of having them considered before | 


the bill comes up again for final action, and I will 
now read them. They are as follow: 


We can exer- | 


He has the right to dispose of j 


| whom he had faithfully 


| which Congress has given 


i from Maryland, [M 


«That all bounty land warrants or certificates which may 
hereafter be issned under the provisions ofthe niuth section.’ 
ofthe actof the lith February, 1847, and under this.aet, shall 
be isened, located, and patented in the name.of ihe soldier 
who performed the service, whether living or dead, and such | 
patents shall- inmure to the benefit of the person or persons 
entinied to the same. ; 

“Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That no transfer of 
land granted in virtue of this act, or any other jaw giving 
bounties of land to non commissioned offieers, musicians, 
and privates, shall be valid unless the contractor agreement 
therefor, or letter of attorney giving power toseiLor convey, 
shall have been executed after the patents sall be issued 
and delivered to the persons entitled thereto.” 5 

By this means, sir, I think we shall cut off spec- 
ulators from obtaining these lands by. fraud. -T 
know, sir, that great frauds have been practiced 
on the soldiery, and I am anxious to guard against 
them. In some cases, | believe, companies have 
been formed, who are engaged in the business of 
buying up these warrants, or of procuring men to. 
represent and identify claimants, by which means 
they obtain the warrants, and the rightful owner is 
defrauded. The law of 1847 is insufficient to pro- 
tect the claimants against these depredators. 
There is no effectual way but to issue the warrant 
to the soldier himself, and to put him at once in 
possession of the patent, and this will secure to him 
his right. E 

Mr. MEADE (Mr. Haratson yielding for an 
inquiry) asked some questions inaudible to the 
reporter, relative to the inconvenience which must 
attend the location of the smaller grants of forty 
acres, especially where the situation of the lands 
was remote from the residence of the claimant.’ 

Mr. HARALSON, (resuming.) Ido not think 
it necessary to make any change in the bill, in ref- 
erence to this matter. | think that in moat of the 
cases, the claimant will find it easy to step into 
the adjoining State to locate his lands; and if he 
cannot do this, it will be better to send a faithful 
friend who will locate his land for him, than to sell 
it for one half of its value, or less, which has been 
done frequently; or to lose it altogether, as it some- 
times happens. I have no doubt, sir, that many 
of the soldiers who fought in the Mexican war, 
and for whose benefit the act of 1847 was passed, 
were ewindled out of their lands. ‘The provision 
which I propose, to remedy this evil, is to deliver 
the warrant and the patent to the claimant himself, 
so that he may either locate his Jands, or obtain, 
some friend to locate them for him. He can then 
return his certificate to the General Land Office, 
and be put in possession of the patent to the land, 
and sell it i? he thinks proper to do so. This, Í 
hope, will be a sufficient answer lo the objection 
of the gentlemaa from Maryland. k 

I have a great dislike, Mr, Chairman, to refer 
to particular cases, but there Is a case presented 
to me in my own district, which I confess has af- 
fected me deeply. One of Wayne’s men, who 
was out with that gallant officer in 1792, and who 
is now. very old, came to me and presented me a 
discharge, signed by the old General himself, with 
à served three years. He 
dollars a month asa 
He thought his case 
more liberal gratuities 
to the soldiers of ‘the 
Mexican war.  “ When you are giving lands 
(said he) to the soldiers who were in heservice dur- 
ine the war with Mexico foronly three months why 
should you not be as generous to the old soldiers 
who fouzhtunder General Waynefor three years??? 
I was dumh, Mr. Chairman. | could give no sat- 
isfactory reasons. for this distinction, It was a 
scontaneous effusion of my heart to assure him 
that, so far as any effort of mine could obtain E, 
he should have the benefit of these bounty landa. 
I am here, sir, to-day, to redeem my pledge to 
this old man, Jackson. Iam entirely opposed to 
any system which gives these gratuities to one, 
and denies them to another, But the gentleman 
r. Evans,] as well as others 
who have addressed the committee, has given ro- 
tice of his intention to propose and advocate 
amendments to grant lands to all persons who will 
settle them, without respect to their military ser- 
vice. Sir, it requires no sharpness, of vision to 
see the abject of such liberality: it is to weigh 
down, and ultimately defeat the bill, T trust, Sir, 
that its friends may defeat such amendments, and 
stand hy the reasonable amend ments of its friends; 
amendments intended in good faith to perfect: the: 
bill. à i : 

One word more, and F have done. When you 
are so liberally disposing of the public lands to 


had been receiving only six 
reward for his services. 
hard, when he heard of the 
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railroad companies, and for other objects, may it 
not be well to decide that, out of the immense pub- 
lic domain, extending as it does from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific in immense quantities yet undis- 
posed of, those who have participated in your 
wars shall receive a small share? A part of them 
have already received it. Give it, then, to others || 
-whosé meritorious services equally entitle them || 
to it. x 

I had intended yesterday, Mr. Chairman, to 
say much more on the subject. But the points I 
have reserved have been so fully and ably dis- 
cussed by other gentlemen, that I shall desist from 
troubling the committee with any further observa- | 
tions, À 

Mr. H. gave’ notice of the following amend- 
ments, which he would offer or not, as the course 
of proceeding might render proper, viz: 

«That all bounty land warrants, or certificates, which 
may hereafter be issued under the provisions of the 9th sec- 
tion of the act of February 11, 1847, and under this act, shall 
be issued, located, and patented in the name of the soldier 
who performed the service, whether living or dead, and 
such patents shall innure to the benefit of thie person or per- 
suns entitled to the same. 

“Sue. 2. And be it further enacted, That no transfer of 
tand granted in virtue of this act,or any other law giving 
bounties of land to non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, shall be valid unless the contractor agreement 
therefor, or letter of attorney giving power to sell or con- 
vey, shall have been executed after the patents shall be is- 
sued and delivered. to the persons entitled thereto.” 


Mr. WATKINS followed. 

Mr. W. said, that he had desired to obtain 
the floor upon this bill before the time had so 
nearly arrived for the termination of this debate, 
but was unable to do so when he would bave had 
more time for elaboration than was now allowed 
him. He had no wish, however, to prolong the de- | 
bate beyond the limits assigned it by the parlia- 
mentary action of the committee, if it were in his 
power to evade that rule. He would therefore 
proceed, without preliminary remarks, to offer to 
the consideration of the committee the reasons 
which governed his action in reference to this bill. 
He proceeded to reply to some of the arguments | 
of gentlemen who had spoken on the previous day 
in opposition to this bill, in the course of which 
he said he must necessarily cordense and abridge | 
his arguments, so as to attain all the pointa he dè- || 
sired to make within the prescribed rule. He 
showed, from statistical reports, the numberof acres ; 
of public lands belonging to the Government of the 
United States ; the number of soldiers that ap- | 
peared, from the rolls in the Adjutant General’s | 
office m Washington, to have been engaged in the | 
services that this bill was designed to provide for; 
and the proportion of this domain in actual acres : 
that it would require to fill the provisions of this 
bill, He argued that it would be, as shown by 
the statistics which ‘he had exhibited, a very in- 
signifeint expenditure compared with the whole ; 
amount of public lands, and the vast advantages | 
accruing therefrom to those proposed to be provi- il 
ded for by the bill. He. replied to the argument of || 
Mr. Vinton, as to the effect the passage of this || 
law would have upon the revenue of the country, |i 

1 
i 
1 


and its tendency to direct taxation, and. contrasted 
the effects of this with the distribution policy for 
which both the honorable member from Ohio and 
himself were advocates, and he trusted, honest ad- 
vocates; and showed the results were no more 
alarming in the one than the other. He answered |. 
the objection of Mr. Evans, of Maryland, to the 
bill on the ground that it did not provide for sail- 
ors, &c. : 

He noticed the argument of Mr. Vinton as to 
the probable effects it would have upon the man- 
ufacturing and producing States, showing that it 
would not, in his view, have any prejudicial in- 
fiuence upon the southern om western producing 
States. lt had been urged by gentlemen in oppo- | 
sition to this bill, that it would injure all the old 
States. He could not conceive that such would 
be the result. True, it would diminish the specific 
population in each old State in proportion to the : 
inducement it offered to emigration; but it could 
not lessen the aggregate population, and could not, 
therefore, have any bad effect in that particular; 
but would, in his judgment, greatly’ improve and 
ameliorate the condition of those who emigrated 
Wrest and occupied these lands, while no detri- 
ment could result to the States whence they mi- 
grated, except a very slight and inconsiderable 
diminution in the numerical strength of popula- 
tion. He alluded to the singular and unnatural 
coincidence in the arguments of Mr. Homes and , 


| would enable me to &nswer his questions. ; 
: how many of these soldiers have since died, and 


| gentleman now. 


Mr. Vinton in regard to the effect of the bill upon 
the revenue—the one a free-trade man, and the 
other an advocaté of protection. He argued that 
it would give an impetus to‘everything connected 
with, and brought into requisition, in the way of 
productive labor and industry—the interésts of 
both of which would be promoted. He expressed 
his surprise that gentlemen would calculate the 
importance of this bill by the cold and iron rule 
of the loss or gain of a few shillings of the proba- 
ble future treasure of the nation. He referred to 
arguments urged, that it would favor speculation— 
argued to show that it would have a directly op- 
posite effect by increasing the number of land 
warrants in the market, and thereby lessening the 
inducement both to buy and sell. He replied to 
the suggestions of gentlemen to give bounty land 


| to everybody—those that were, or had been en- 


gaged, in the civil as well as the military service 
of the country. He referred to history to show 
the character of the services and claims of the 
gallant soldiers included in the provisions of the 
bill—spoke of the universal gratitude due them 
from the whole American people—reminded gen- 
tlemen that they were indebted to those patriots 
and soldiers for most of the rich and highly-es- 
teemed privileges and immunities of this model 
Republic. 

{A _more extended report will be given: here- 
after. ] 

Mr. WHITE gave notice that he would at the 
proper time offer the following amendment: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all land warrants 


į issued under and by authority of this act, shall be for the sole 


use and benefit of the persous therein named, and their heirs, 
and shall not be transferable or liable for debt, but remain 
the property ofthe aforesaid parties or their heirs, inatiena- 
bie ; and provided the said warrants are located within five 
years from the day they are issued, otherwise said warrants 
shall be void and of no effect. 


The hour of one having arrived— 
The CHAIRMAN announced that the time for 


debate having closed, the committee would now 


proceed to vote. i 
Mr. WHITE gave notice of an amendment 
which he should offer hereafter, it not now being 
in order, which: was read for information. ; 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, rose for the purpose 


|; of making a few observations on the remarks 


which had fallen from the gentleman ‘from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Evans.] That gentleman (said Mr. 
C.) seems to be impressed with the idea that he 
knows everything and that I know nothing. I know 
very well that the gentleman from Maryland pos- 


j! Sesses great ability, as I served with him for about 


two years on the Committee on Public Lands. 
He is, doubtless, perfectly acquainted with our 
land system in all its ramifications; and 1 am 
always ready, sir, to yield to him as knowin, 
everything, while | know nothing. The gentle- 
man from Maryland put a question to me yester- 
day, asking me to inform him “how many sol- 
diers this bili provided for, and how many soldiers 
there were in the war of 1812.” He said, also, 
that he desired to know “how many soldiers 


i there were in the Indian wars of 1811, the Florida 
| war, and General Wayne’s war.” 
‘him that I had the documents before me which 


1 replied to 
But 


how many widows there are who may claim un- 
der this bil, it is impossible for me to know. I, 
therefore, am not prepared to say how much land 
will be required to satisfy all the claimants under 
this bill, if it should psss. ifthe gentleman from 
Maryland is sincerely desirous of obtaining this 
information, and will call on’me privately, I think 
l can be able to tell him the probable number of 
soldiers in Wayne’s war, and of those who ren- 
dered services in the other wars. 

Mr. EVANS. How many? 

Mr. COBB. Itis not necessary to answer the 
T have all the information on the 
subject from the Adjutant General’s office; not 
having the facts of my own knowledge, | made 
application to the proper source, from which | 
have obtained it, 

The gentleman from Maryland had proposed a 
substitute for this bill, granting one hundred and 


į sixty acres of the public lands to every person 


who will permanently settle upon and cultivate 
the same. And this proposition he makes, after he 
bad urged that it would be in violation of the 

ledges given by the act of 1848, of all the public 
ands for the payment of the principal and interest 
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of the debt of the UWhitéd States, to give these 
bounty lands as a reward for the services rendered 
in.war. If the argument of the gentleman from 
Maryland was good against granting away any of 
these lands, was it not equally good against grant- 
ing them allaway? If we have no authority to 
take any of these lands, how can we take all? 
The argument of the gentleman from ‘Maryland 
has been sufficiently answered. I desire now to 
ask the gentleman whether, ifthe bill wereamended 
according to his suggestion, he would vote for it? 
And asT should like a plain answer to this ques- 
ton: I will wait to give him an opportunity to 
reply. 

Mr. EVANS. I would not. 

Mr. COBB. Then the House may see at once 
with what object the gentleman suggested the 
amendment. His desire is to defeat the bill. I 
hope, then, that the committee will look out, and 
see the character, the object, and the effect of the 
various amendments which may be offered by 
those who »re only actuated by a desire to destroy 
the bill. Ifthe friends of the measure do not act 
with vigilance, we shall get no bill at all. The 
gentleman from Maryland has not evinced any 
liberality in relation to those soldiers who have 
fought the battles of their country, but he is never 
backward or scrupulous when the Government 
comes here to ask for money. 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Vinton,] who has also expressed his intention to 
vote against this bill, because it will cause finan- 
cial embarrassment, how ofien he has voted away 
the public Jands for internal improvements, rail- 
roads, and domestic institutions? I am satisfied 
that he has frequently given his vote in favor of 
such donations; and the record will show that he 
is willing so to dispose of the public lands. Then 
he runs foul of his own principle, that the state of 
our public finances does not authorize us to give 
away any portion of the public domain. J cannot 
see how the gentleman from Ohio and the gentle- 
man from Maryland can extricate themselves from 
these difficulties into which they have plunged. 

I do not know, sir, that any gentlemen here are 
engaged in speculating in these bounty land war- 
rants. I have not that apprehension of the danger 
which these claimants will run of being ruined 
by speculators which the gentleman from Ohio 
seems to have. I think, sir, that under the pro- 
visions of this bill, the claimant may get enough 
land to go and settle himself on, without the risk 
of falling into the hands of speculators. I cannot 
say how many speculators there may be on this 
floor. I hope there are not any; but there may 
be some who hold land warrants now. I cannot 
take it on myself to say how many persons there 
may be here who are engaged to put this bil down. 
But I will not go into this matter. It is not for 
me to impugn the motives of others. 

I had intended, Mr. Chairman, to go over the 
whole argument of the gentleman from Maryland. 
But others have answered him until there is not.a 
shadow left to justify me in consuming the time of 
the committee in obliterating. I was amused, sir, 
at the argument of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Hormes.] I name him, because 
I do not desire to get into another scrape such as 
T have fallen into once. He said this bill was a 
Wilmot proviso; and that the only difference be- 
tween it and the Wilmot proviso was, that the lat- 
ter took from one section of the country and gave 
to another, while this bill took all the lands away 
from the States and scattered them abroad for any 
who might claim them. I do not think, sir, that 
the argument was at all calculated to affect the vote 
ofa single Wilmot proviso man or a single one 
who is opposed.to that proviso. Ido not think 
the gentleman was so scrupulous when the bill for 
the improvement of the harbor of Charleston was 
under consideration. The gentleman was in favor 
of that bill; and J also voted for it. 

It would be improper in me, Mr. Chairman, to 
consume any more of the time of the committee. 
This is the first opportunity I have had of occu- 
pying the floor for twenty minutes. I have tried 
to get the floor frequently, but have never been 
successful. And even now that i have obtained 
it, I intend to forego the pleasure I should feel 
in eulogizing the services which have been ren- 
dered by our volunteer soldiers in fighting the 
battles of the country. It would in some respects 
be pleasantggo travel over the subject, while it 
would be painful in others. While it would be 
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pleasing to travel over the history of those scenes 
and those exploits which have built up for us a 
glory not surpassed in the history of any country 
or of any age, especially over the services of those 
who are embraced in this bill, 1 will still forego 
that satisfaction. When I return home, if I can 
tell those veterans of these old wars who stil] lin- 
ger in my district, that this bill has passed, that 
the Government has at length evinced a proper 
appreciation of their set vices, and have given tiem 
a substantial recompense for tojls and sufferings 
endured so many years ago, I shall feel suffi- 
cient gratification to repay me for refraining now 
to enlarge on the subject.. I might expatiate, sir, 
at length on the situation of these old soldiers, 
fading away under the blight of time, and of the 
duty which has devolved on us to smooth their 

‘descent to the grave. It would be a pleasant 
theme for me to descant on, and for them and their 
children after them to refer to. But I am not 
going to dwell on these topics, deeply as they in- 
terest me, I trust I may stand here, not to-day, 
but.at some future time, and give a full expression 
to my feelings on this subject; and whenever that 
time shall come about I shall deem suitable for 
such a purpose, I shall be found ready to do my 
duty. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

The committee proceeded to vote. 

The following is the state of the question. - The 
bill of Mr. Cons is as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
each non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, en- 
Histed or regularly mustered into, and served in, any volun- 
teer company fora period of six months and over, in the 
war with Great Britain of eighteen hundred and twelve, 
thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen; the Indian wars of eighteen 
hundred and eleven; the (Florida) Seminolean war of 
eighteen hundred and thirty-five, thirty-six, &e.; or in the 
war, known as General Wayne’s war, of seventeen hundred 
and ninety-two to seventeen hundred and ninety-five, that 
have not been heretofore provided for by the General Gov- 
ernment with bounty tand, peusion, or a bounty of more 
thau fifty dollars, and who have received an honorable dis- 
charge, shall be entitled to receive a cerlificate or warrant 
from the Department of the Interior, for those who served 
six months or over and less than twelve months, eighty 
acres; and those who served twelve months and over, one 
hundred and sixty aeres of land; which may be located by 
the warrantee or his widow at any land office of the United 
States, in tracts of not less than eighty acres each, and in 
conformity with the legal subdivisions thereof, in such dis- 
trict then subject to private entry; and upon the return of 
such land warrant or certificate, with evidence of the toca- 
tion thereot having been legally made to the General Land 
Office, a patent shall issue therefor; and that, in the event 
of the death of any non-commissioned officer, musician, or 
private, who may have received his discharge, and before 
the issue of the certificate or warrant, then itshall be issued 
in favor, and innure to the benefit of his widow, if living at 
the time of the passage of this act; aud in the event of her 
death before the isse of the certificate or warrant, then it 
shallgo to his children, if any; and all sales, mortgages, 
powers, or other instruments of writing, going to affect the 
title or claim to such bounty right, made or executed prior 
to the issue of such warrant or certificate, shall be nult and 
void to all intents and purposes whatsoever; nor shall any 
such claim to bounty right be, in any wise, affected or 
changed hy any soldier prior to the issuance of such certif- 
cate or warrant: Provided, That no land warrant or certifi- 
eate, issued under the provisions of this act, sh H be located 
upon any lands of the United States to which there shall be 
a preémption right, unless by the consent, in writing, of the 
preêmptor, attested by two respectable witnesses, and filed 
in the office where located. 

To this bill several amendments had been offered 
or given notice of; of which the following moved | 
by Mr. McDonaxp came first in order: 

Strike out of the fifth line of the bill the words “ for a pe- 
riod of six months and over.” i 

Mr. KERR, Mr. MATTESON, and Mr. 
MEADE respectively proposed to offer certain 
amendments, which were not received at this time, 
not being in order. 

The question was taken on the amendment of | 
Mr. McDonatp, and the amendment was agreed į 


to. 

Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment: | 

Strike from the fifth line the word “volunteer,” | 

Mr. MEADE said that the object which he pro- 
posed to accomplish by striking out the word | 
“volunteers” was, that the bili might embrace 
within its provisions the soldiers who had been 
drafted into the service during the war with Great 
Britain in 1812. It would be recollected that in 
that war it became necessary to draft militia for 
the defence of the sea-ports, and it was well known 
that during the performance of that service there : 
was more mortality amongst those drafted troops, 
when brought to the sea-coast from the interior, 
than perhaps was ever consequent upon any con- | 
flict with the enemy. Of his own State he could | 


j 
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speak understandingly; for they had milita 
drafted for this kind of service, and he could safely 
say that not more than oné-half, he believed not. 
more than one third,’of those who were drafted 
ever returned to-their families. There was ex- 
traordinary mortality among them, the yellow fe- 
ver and other epidemics prevailed, and those who 
finally returned to their homes, returned, in a large 
number of instances, with broken-down constitu- 
tions. 

He apprehended, that in making grants of the pub- 
lic lands, the object ought to be to extend to every 
part of the United States the benefits intended by 
such grants. Certainly it was not intended by 
the framers of this bill that its benefits should be 
confined exclusively to the volunteers who served 
in the Indian wars. There were velunteers en- 
gaged inservice during the war with Great Britain, 
from the eastern States; yet it was well known 
that in most instances those who were called on 
to defend the country, were called upon sudden 
emergencies, when invasion was threatened, when 
troops were required to be brought into the field 
before regularly-organized corps could be formed 
and brought into service. The governors of the 
various States bordering on the Atlantic were re- 
quired, whenever such emergency arose, immedi- 
ately to embody a force for the purpose of pro- 
t@ng the sea-port towns; and hence it was they 
were obliged to resort to the more expeditious 
mode of drafting the militia. 

He had already stated to the committee that this 
class of soldiers suffered severely, and probably 
more severely than any other.class who served in 
that war, or in any war in which the United States 
have been engaged since the formation of the 
Government. He trusted that the amendment 
would be adopted, for there were persons in all 
sections of the Union who were interested in it, 
and who would be benefited by, its adoption, It 
was the only way in which the sea-board States 
could derive any benefit from this source of public, | 
revenue. lt was the only practical way that could 
be proposed, under our present system, to extend į 
to those vast districts of country lying along the : 
sea-board, a participation in the benefits arising 
from the public domain. He had not offered the 
amendment with the view of making a speech 
upon it; he had offered it in the hope that it would | 
be adopted. He thought that equity and fairness, 
and equal justice to all, required that it should be 
adopted. 

Mr. VENABLE appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw his amendment, to enable him to speak, 
pledging himself to renew it. Í 

Mr. MEADE said, he had offered the amend- 
ment in good faith to have a vote upon it. He, 
however, withdrew it. 

Mr. VENABLE renewed the amendment, and 
said: Mr. Chairman, I intend to vote for this 
amendment, although I am obliged in candor to 
acknowledge, that I am opposed to the principle of 
the bill. I wish to be understood that 1 am not 
opposed to extending the bounty of the Govern- 
ment to the soldiers of our several wars, whether | 
with a savage or a civilized foe. But I do not 
think that we can, in good faith, vote away the 
proceeds of the public domain by so large a trans- 
fer of the lands themselves. For the thirty-six 
million loan made. in the commencement of the 
Mexican war, we, in the law authorizing that loan, 
offered the public creditor the pledge of the public 
domain and its proceeds for the payment of the 
interest and the redemption of the principal of that 
debt. Among my constituents, if a man gives a 
mortgage on property for the security of a debt, 
and then runs off that property, or diverts it to 
another debt, he would be said to have done some- 
thing very much resembling swindling. 1 cannot 
conceive of any code of morals which would make 
it right for us to do so as a Government, without 
the consent of thepubliccreditor. Gentlemen may 
say, that the loan which has no such pledge as a 
security is of equal credit in the market. That is 
most probably owing to the fact that the first loan, | 
being secured on the public lands, gives all the 
other resources as security for the second loan. 
Whatever reason may operate, we have no right 
to withdraw security without the consent of those 
who advanced their money upon the faith of the 
Government. There is another reason why the 
operation of the bill is unjust and injurious. We | 
have placed a minimum price on the public lands; 
yast multitudes of persons have honestly invested | 


their money in those lands at the sales made by 
authority of this Government. When we throw 
eight millions of acres jinto the market as bounties 
to soldiers since the year 1791, it will reduce the 
price of the lands to the lowest point. Now, 
is it just to injure the fair purchaser, who bid at 
the sale upon the faith that the Government would 
adhere to its system of sales, and especially when 
the proceeds of the sales had been pledged for the 
redemption of a debt due at a distant date? Do 
gent'emen make appeals in behalf of soldiers and 
their heirs, in order to inflict a’ great wrong upon 
those who have made an honest investment founded 
in confidence of the good faith of the Government? 
Sir, 1 am not unfriendly to the claims of the sol- 
dier. But I am not willing to offer him a reward 
which breaks the faith of his Government. The 
gallant soldier, whose very life is honor, would 
not, if he understood it, be willing to receive a 
bounty which was to be paid by a breach of faith, 
Sir, L intend to test the sincerity of gentlemen. ° I 
shall move an amendment which substitutes a 
money bounty for lands at a dollar per acre, to be 
received in scrip, payable at the pleasure of the 
Government,at an interest of three percent. If gen- 
Jemen are sincere, they will come up to this meas- 
ure; and it wil test their friendship tothe old soldier 
whose claims have so often been marshalled before 
the public—whose wounds and scars, whose pov» 
erty and neglected merit, have done much more for 
the popularity of the orators who have ornamented 


| their discourses by such contributions to. his fame, 


than for the deserving individuals of whom such 
handsome things are spoken. I will go as far as 
the furthest in rewarding him; but I am desirous 
at the same time to do justice to others. If all the 
public lande are to be"given away, give them to 
any industrious man who will goand settle on 
them, and honestly occupy them for the benefit of 
his family. 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. HUBBARD, and others, rose to address 
the committee. . . 

Mr. MEADE said, he was willing to withdraw 
the amendment to any gentleman who wished to 
renew it, and speak to the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD inquired if it would not now 
be in order to move a substitute for the whole bill ? 
The CHAIRMAN replied: Not at this time. 

After some conversation, however, several gen- 
tlemen, manifesting a strong desire for the with- 
drawa! of the amendment, : 

Mr. MEADE withdrew it. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, renewed. the 
amendment. Fle was in favor of the adoption of 
thisamendment; for he desired that the provisions 
of the bill should extend to all the soldiers who 
were engaged in the war of 1812. The bill re- 
quired amendment, and he hoped it would be 
amended before the taking of the final vote upon 
its passage.. It had been prejudged by the gentle- 
man from Maryland that members upon that floor 
supported this measure for Buncombe., He de- 
sired to relieve himself from this charge. Jt was 
his purpose to represent the will of the. people who 
sent him here. He took it for granted that the 
gentleman from Maryland represented his people 
truly in the views which he had presented, and he 
certainly thought that honorable gentleman ought 
to be liberal enough to allow others to represent 
the views of their constituents. 

The people of his State were in favor of this 
bill, the people of his district were in favor of it, 
and it was his duty to vote according to their 
will, whatever that will might be. If that was 
Buncomhe, then he would admit that he was for 
Buncombe; and if the gentleman from Maryland 
did not represent the will of his people, then the 


i gentleman, he supposed, must be said to be anti- 


Buncombe. 

During the war of 1812, the people of Kentucky 
supported the war. A distinguished gentleman of 
that State, now a Senator in the other end of this 
Capitol, took high ground in its support. And 
the people of Kentucky had recently, through 
their Legislature, declared themselves in favor of 
this bill. There was but one sentiment in that 
State, so far as he knew, in regard to it, and that 
was in its favor; the people themselves stood com- 
mitted to the principle of the bill, and he would 
be as justifiable in the eyes of the people wham 
he represented, bad he opposed the war of 1812, 
as he.would be now if he were to gọ fome and 
tell them that he opposed this biH,- ° 
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There were not a few of the persons who were, 
engaged in the -war with . Mexico; who. desired 
merely to go out by way of experiment, or. to 
bring upon themselves. notoriety; but the whole. 
‘population of the State which he had the honor in 
part to represent, were engaged in the war of 1812. 
They were called out continually, not to make 
aggressions upon foreign territory, and to secure it | 
to.the United States, but to defend the very terri- 
tory they -were now proposing to devote to the 
use of those brave men who encountered the perils 
and hardships. of warfare, in consideration of the 
services which they rendered to thecountry.. They 
were not young. men orly. who were engaged in 
that warfare against the savages, but husbands 
and. fathers left their wives and children, and went 
forth to defend the country. 


It was a duty which they owed to these men, | 


now since the soldiers ofthe Revolution had passed 
away, to pay some attention to their wants and 
nevessities; many of them had never received a 


solitary cent by way of compensation, although | 


they underwent the hardest toil. The Govern- 
ment was at that time destitute of means, and 
these men fought the battles of their country 
without compensation, sustaining themselves as 
best they might, often without provisions, in a 
starving condition; enduring all the bardships at- 
tendant upon privation, fatigue and the rigors of 
climate. And al! this without fee or reward. 
He withdrew the amendment. ; 
Mr. GIDDINGS renewed the amendment. He 
said that he did it in good faith. Every senti- 
ment of his heart responded to the views ex- 
prened by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
AcLean.] Thedrefied militia of 1812 were as 
meritorious troops as any.in the service of that 
year. Jt was to that class that the northwestern 
frontier was indebted for its protection from the 
memorable surrender of General Hall in August, 
up to the arrival of the first regular troops in De- 
cember following. It was on that frontier-that the 
Kentucky militia fought so gallantly beside those 
of Ohio. The bloody field of the ** River Raisin” 
bore testimony to the gallantry of Kentucky At 


Fort Meigs they fought beside the Ohio militia, 
and both showed themselves worthy sons of those | 


gallant States, 

He thought them as meritorious as any other 
troops. They suffered more than any portion of 
the regular army of that year. He had never 


been in favor of the system of bounty lands or 
pensions, but if there be any duty devolving upon | 


statesmen, it was that of dealing out their bounty 
and their justice with an even hand. Capricious- 
ness of legislation should always be avoided. 
Congress had given bounty Jands to all who served 
in the Mexican war: and surely those who served 
in *¢ Wayne’s war” and in that of 1812, were as 
meritorious. as those who went to Mexico. He 
would treat them all alike, deal out our bounty to 
all of eqnal merit with an equal liberality. 

Mr. G. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the amendment. He 
remarked that he was entirely averse to this lim- 
itation on the power of debate in reference to a 
subject so important in itself, and which involved 
some of the most serinus questions that could be 
brought before the American people. 

In the first place—as had been said by some of | 
the friends of the bill—they were voting away | 
fifty millions of dollars worth of the public prop- 
erty. That was one consideration which was en- 
titled to some attention. In the next place, they 
were giving it away; and this involved the con- 
sideration as to how far they, as the Representa- 
tives of the people, had the right to give away 
fifty millions of dollars’ worth of the public prop- 
erty to a particular class of the commanity. 

And then again, sir, said (Mr. T.,) another con- 
sideration arises. Itis charged on this floor, and 
I think rightly, thatthe public faith is involved; 
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thinks that the bill ought to be amended in one. 
way, and another thinks it ought to be amended 
in another way; one thiñks the donations ought 
tn be made to one class of individuals, and another 
thinks they. ought to be made to another class; 
another thinks that all the States in the Union 
onght to be benefited alike. My constituency are 
as largely interested, perhaps, in this matter, as 
any constituency in the United States; and I might 
myself put forward a claim—having done some 
small service.to the State; buta man may render 
service to-his country ina variety of ways, with- 
out establishing. any foundation, in reason or jus- 
tice, for singling him out to be the recipient of 
special bounty. This is a system which is fast 
gaining ground in this country, and the result ‘to 
which it inevitably tends, is, thatone half of the 
community shall. be taxed for the benefit of the 
other half. I have an amendment to propose, to 
give a portion of this public property to every 
American citizen. If you are going to divide it 
at all, divide it fairly among all. The people who 
were engaged in these Indian wars have been ap- 
plying to Congress for the last twenty-five, thirty, 
forty, or fifty years for donations, in considera- 
tion of their services, and thosé applications have 
always been refused. But this bill, and. the pro- 
ceedings of to-day, shadow forth the temper of 
the times. It is a mistaken course. You are lm 
traying the trust that has been committed to you, 
under the false and absurd idea that you must give 
extraordinary rewards to a class of individuals 
because they have fought for the country. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SAVAGE renewed the amendment. He 
said that he should support the amendment, be- 
į cause it provided for more persons than the original | 
bill. That he differed with the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] whoasked what number 
there were to be provided for, with a view of 
furnishing an argument against the bill. For my- 
self, (continued Mr. S.,) the more there are, the 
better it suits my policy. 

1, with the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
| Toomss,] feel deeply the folly of our course, in 
hastening through this bill without due considera- 
tion. I venture to assert, that itis the great bill 
—the most important of any that has, or will come 
before Congress during the present session; and 
yet we are allowed five minutes to talk about it. 

Many difficulties hang around the subject 
which ought to be provided against. 1 fully appre- 
ciate the ingenious effort of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] to defeat the bili; but I 
should much rather that he had given us the ben- 
| efit of his long evperience in perfecting its details. 

Why tell us about speculators—why will he not | 
aid the House in legislating azainstthem? Surely, 
if there isa man in the world able to defeat these 
speculators, it must be the gentleman himself; and 
l hope that he will turn his ingenuity into that 
channel, without delay. 

Tam a member of that party which, a few years 
since, was found struggling for the acquisition of | 
the vast territories of Texas, Oregon, New Mex- 
ico, and California, We did this to extend the | 
area of freedom, and we have thus secured to | 
our citizens for more than one hundred years, 
hence, acity of refuge in the West, to which the 
poor man may fly from the frowns of the proud 
man’s domicil. The population and settlement of 
these territories is the great question now before 
us. I differ with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. į 
Vinton ] who desires to exchange these lands for 
the gold of foreigners. I prefer to give them in 
reward of the blood of our cjtizens—I desire to i 
settle upon these lands men bound to the country | 
by the recollections of the past—by the blood of | 
themselves and their ancestors. j 

Mr. VINTON interposed, and (Mr. Savace 
yielding the floor) explained what his position, in 
| his remarks yesterday, had been. The explana- 


would give it to the States, or anybody else rather 
than these soldiers. And I now say, that I re- 
gard this matter simply as a choice between par- 
ties—who shall have the public lands, is the ques- 
tion. In this contest I am for the soldier, not 
only from feelings which have grown up in my 
bosom at other times, but because I believe it to 
be the true policy of this country to reward those 
who have periled all in its defence. This bill will 
not give them one twentieth part of the public do- 
main; it is as little as they ought to have. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GOODENOW renewed the amendment. 
He said that, if the bill is to pass in any shape, 
he was most decidedly in favor of the amendment 
offered by the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
It must not be forgotten, that there was, during 
the war of 1812, a class of regiments for which 
this bill does not provide, unless amended as pro- 
nosed. He alluded to the yearsmen, as they were 
then called. Congress passed an act in January, 
1813, by which the President was authorized to 
raise such number of regiments of infantry, not 
exceeding twenty, as, in his judgment, was neces- . 
sary for the public service, to be enlisted to serve 
for one vear. Several regiments were organized 
under the act to which he had referred, went on 
to our nothern frontier, and then did much effi- 
cient and hard service. Among them were the thir- 
tv-third and thirty-fonrth regiments from Maine. 
Now, unless these men, and this class of men, 
shall he provided for, he could not vote for the 
bill, It would be gross injustice to exclude them. 

Mr. G withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, rerewed the 
amendment, and said: Mr. Chairman, I renew the. 
amendment, and I doit in good faith, because I 
am honestly and sincerely in favor of the liberal 
and beneficent abject to be accomplished by the 
bill under consideration. It is true, sir, there are 
provisions in the bill which F do not approve, and 
which F earnestly desire shall be stricken out. I 
refer to those provisions which restrict the grants 
of land proposed to he made, to only a small por- 
tion of the brave and gallant men who have given 
their efforts, and in many cages their blood, to the 
‘country. F would have this bill comprehensive in 
its terms, and so liberal in its provisions as to em- 
brace all who have contributed to achieve our con- 
quests, or defend the country against the inva- 
sions of a foreign foe. - ; 

I differ from my honorable friend from Georgia, 
[Mr. Toomss,]:in the opinion that this is a mere 
gratuity to the-brave defenders of the rights and 
honor of our country, It is no gratuity—no mere 
gift—but the discharge of a high moral debt—a 
| debt of gratitude, of honor, and of patriotism, and 
which has been too long and unjustly withheld, 
and which we ought instantly, and without delay, 
i to discharge. Sir, ] beg the honorable gentleman 
; to remember the services of that gallant and patri- 
otic band of men who, upon the first call of their 
country, rushed to the point of danger from that 
gallant and patriotic State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, old Kentucky! Sir, among 
all the brave men who have crimsoned with their 
life’s blood the battle-fields of ovr country, none 
were braver than the troops from Kentucky. The 
mounted men of 1812 from that State, provided 
their own horses, their arms, accontrements, and 
provisions for twenty days. They were required 
to rendezvous at Dayton, Ohio, and they did so, 
sir, with that alacrity so characteristic of Kentucky 
soldiers. After the stock of provisions, which 
had been supplied by themselves, was exhausted, 
they were compelled nearly all the balance of their 
reriod of service, to subsist upon half rations. 
The records of their country speak in terms of 
high commendation of the patience and fortitude 
with which their privations and hardships were 
borne. They were discharged upon the frontier, 
at a distance of hundreds of miles from home, and 


that it would be a violation of the public faith to 
make any such application of the public domain 
as is here proposed. Gentlemen cannot get over 
this objection by saying that only a part of the do- 
main bas been pledged. You must carry out a prin- 
ciple. Suppose you have pledged a part, and that 
you then give away the whole, can you turn 
round to your creditorand say I have not violated 
- the pledge, because I did not pledge the whole? 

1 should like to hear these questions debated, 
and unless there be debate, how are we to recon- 
cile the conflicting opinions of gentlemen? One 


| 


| 


| them. I understood him to say, that the foreign 


j 


tion was not heard Dy the reporter, but the ori- 


column. 


the gentleman. [ understand his present policy ! 
to be, to sell these lands to such men as will buy | 


emigrants would pay money into the Treasury for 
them. A few years ago, and the gentleman’s pol- 
icy would have taught us to give the money, thus 
raised, to the States by way of distribution; and I 
have no doubt but that the gentleman. to-day | 


i 
| 
| 
| 


; ginal remarks of Mr. V. will be found in another | 


l; 
Mr. SAVAGE said: I did not misunderstand | 


: compelled to return at their own expense. Gen- 
eral Harrison’s reports show that Shelby’s men of 
the following year, were subject to the same pri- 
vations, and were discharged in the same way ata 
great distance from their homes. The mounted 
men of both years, 1812 and 1813, received infan- 
try pay, at the rate of only eight dollars per month. 
They received no pay for clothing, nor any pay for 
the provisions furnished, or the use of their horses. 
While the Government paid full compensation in 
all other cases for the transportation of troops, 
provisions, and munitions of war, the volunteers 
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of Kentucky Had not to this day received a cent 
for the services of their horses or for their own 
services ag mounted men, beyond the infaniry pay 
J have before referred to. Wall the honorable wen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] pretend that 
the mere pittance which the Kentucky’ troops 
would receive under thts bill, is a gratuity? Wry, 
sir, in view of the facts to which | refer, the idea 
is preposterous. Su, the small portion of land 
which each would get, but poorly discharges the 
debt due to them from their country. ; 

But, it is said by many gentlemen, that the 
amount of land appropriated by this billis so enor- 
mous that it would absorb nearly all of the public 
domain. Admit this to be true—had we not bet- 
ter dispose of the public lands in this way than 
squander them in the innumerable projects for waste 
and plunder with which we are presented every 
day? But the most extravagant calculaiion yet 
made by any of the opponents of this bil, only 
makes the number of acres to be appropriated in 
the shape of bounties to the soldiers, forty millions. 
Well, sir, how much public land have we, Not 
less than öne thousand millions of acres. i do not 
belive that ten millions of acres will be needed for 
the purposes of this bill, and that number may 
weli be spared from the almost inexhaustible quan- 
tity belonging to the Government, in the discharge 
ofa debt so binding and obligatory by every prin- 
ciple of honor and justice, as that due to the old 
soldiers. l 

My honorable friend from North Carolina has 
repeated to-day what was so flippantly asserted 
yesterday, that the public lands were mortgaged 
or pledged for the loar created to carry on the 
Mexican war. I dislike to differ from that gentle- 
man upon a subject of so much imporiance as the 
one now under consideration; but 1 am comp: iled 
to say, that in my judgment he is mistaken, and 
there exists no such mortgage or pledge. The 
usual revenues derived from tbe public lands were 
dedicated by the law authorizing the loan, as a 
fund with which to buy up the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment at their par value—before they became 
due. Is this a pledge so binding upon the Gov- 
ernnsent, that it has not the power to grant these 
lands, or any part of them, to the old soldiers, or 
for any other purpose? Certainly not, in my judg- 
ment. The Congress which enacted the law aid 
not so consider it, for about two weeks afterwards 
the same Congress set apart and appropriated 
quarter sections of land enough for all the soldiers 
engaged in the Mexican war, amounting to nearly 
one hundred thousand, and requiring sixteen mii- 
lions of acres. Surely this construction of the law, 
made almost cotemporaneous with its enactment, 


clearly excludes ail idea that Congress intended, 


when authorizing the loan, to bypothecate or 
pledge the public domain for its payment. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McMULLEN renewed the amendment. 
He was in favor, he said, of the adoption of this 
amendment, and intended to vote tor it, and he 
must be allowed to say that he was somewhat sur- 
prises! at tbe course of his honorable friend trom Al- 
abama, [Mr. Coss} That gentleman had clearly 
demonstrated that he had forgotten the very mert- 
torious class of our ciuzeas which this amendment 
proposed to provide for. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I have not forgotten 
them, l can assure the gentleman, but I believe 
they are provided for. 

Me. MeMULLEN (resuming) said, he had been 
nota litde surprised, too, at the arguments which 
had been presented to this committee by the legal 
gentlemen from North Carolina and trom Georgia. 
Those gentlemen were of the opinion that the faith 
of this Government had been pledged by the act 
authorizing the negotiation of a loan, that these 
lands should not be disposed of in any other way 
than by public sale, bringing the proceeds into 
the United States Treasury, until the payment ot 
the money borrowed. He denied the right of this 
Government to tie up the public domain in this 
manner; besides, where was the evidence of any 
such mortgage uponghe public lands? _ 

But, he would ask, was there any justice or pro- 
priety in voting, as gentlemen on the other side, 
and particularly the gentleman from Ohio, avowed 
themselves in favor of doing, to give away the 
public land to incorporated companies, for the con- 
struction of railroads and other works of internal 
improvement, and refuse to accede to so reasona- 
ble, so just a proposition as this? There had been 


during the last ten years various propositions be- 
fore Congress for disposing of, and-sometimes for 
giving away, the public funds, which propositions 
were lavorabiy entertained by the gentlemen over 
the way; but now, when the case ot these d sèrv- 
ing meu, the soldiers who had fought in deicnce of 
the counuy—many of whom were now paupers 
and subsisusg-upon the charity of their neighvors 
—was presented, this small boon, which would 
enable them to have for the remnant of their days 
a small and humble home, must be refused. 

He must be permitted also to express -his sur- 
prise, that those who advocate the ducirine of a 
protective tarıff should oppose a measure of this 
Kind, and that those who were willing to give 
away the lands to the States, those who were in 


i favor of the distgibution poitcy, as weil as those in 


favor of the free-trade policy, shouid oppose it. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL rose (he said) to offer an 
amendment, “Lhose who know my opinions (he 
conupued) need no additional assurance that ihe 
extension of bounties to the brave men who have 
served the country in the wars to which we have 
been exposed, will meet my cordial and hearty 
approvauon. The people uesire to mark their 
grateful appreciation of the services of thuse wha 
incurred hardship underwent faugue, and encoun- 


| tered peril in the doience of the puvlic liberties and 
honor. 


{tis too late to talk on the general policy 
of granting these bounues, “Phe public mind has 
seitied that point. T'he popular heart throbs with 
the emotions of a gratitude which will not brook 


| a check. For one, iam ready to adopt any meas- 


ure which shall secure the land`to the soldirs; 
and that measure sults me best which adopts the 
most liberal and eniarged basis of reward. Mr. 
M. said he had prepared an amendment which 
would meet the views of all the friends of the bill, 
and he desired it might be read tu the committee 
by the Clerk. it was read, as follows: 


Strike out all from ihe word “ private,” in the second 
tine, to tie word * in’? m the sixit iue, and insert © wie 
enlisted, and was mustered Into her guiar service of the 
army of lie United States, or who was mustered into said 
service as a member of any Company, Corps, Or detactinent 
ul volunteers, militia Or augers, aud Wao served for a 
period of ninety days Or jonger, ur Who engaged to serve (or 
that jengti of ume, though 1 lact souner discharged by pub- 
jic authonty.?? i 


Mr. M. said he desired that a vote should be 
taken on the proposition he now offered, aud for 
this purpose would no longer detain the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. M., however, on a promise by Mr. Kerr 
to renew the amendment, withdrew it for the mo- 
ment. 

Mr. KERR moved the following amendment to 
the amendment of Mr, MARSHALL: 

in the fiith line alter the word * company,” in- 
sert— 

“ Together with all such persons as were actually in a 
battle or sKkinuish, or who muy have served On board any 
flutilia.”? ` 

Mr. K. said, in taking the floor he wouid re- 
new the amendment of tue gendeman from Ien- 
tucky, (Wir, MARSHALL, | ang he did so in the hope 
of his accepung, by way of modsfivauon, tue 
words whicn he had some unie ago sent up to the 
Cierk’s desk. He would thus test how far the 
friends of the bill were willing to go, in reudering 
rather tardy justice to a higiiy meritorious class 
of men, not iuciuded by the gentieman trom Keu- 
tucky in the amendment deemed by him so com- 
prehensive—suflicieny so to reach ail who were 
entitled to the gratituve of the pauon. “Mr. K. 
thought tat it might and should go turther, aud 
he proposed, as the Commitee niust See, to mete 
out the true measure lit su general a distribution. 
He asked if the committee would be inseusibie to 
the claims of those who, in the terms of his pro- 
posed amendment, had been ** actually in a battie 
or skirmish, or had served on board any fðuia r”? 
Would his‘iriend from Kentucky accept the modi- 
fication ? 

Mr. MARSHALL desired to have no amphib- 
ious class in his amendment. 

Mr. KERR. Then, as the honorable gentleman 
from Virgina [Mr. Meane) has withufawi his 


amendment, and the proposiuon of the geptieman | 


from Kentucky is the subsiantive one vetore tne 
commitiee, he would now otter this amendment to 
the gendeman’s; and he was sure of being abie te 
show, that none named in the biil deserved more 
at the hands of a grateful country, than the very 
persons who are thus thrust aside. Who were 


they, he asked?—the' menute-men of the war..of 
1812! The gentleman from Virginia had well gb: 
served, that our maritime sections were necessarily 
exposed, and suffered harassing incursions, Af 
amount of courage and enterprise was thus talléd 
forin in these times of public danger, at-suddén 
emergencies, that defied the slow process of regu- 
lar enlistments and format énrol ments on calls from 


; the General or State Governments, under. techni- 


cahities known to military science. The ‘amend- 


| ment he offered, recognized the demands of those 


who were emphatically minute-men—summoned 
a the most trying periods, and’ never refusing to 
answer the summons. Such. technical terms as 
“ volunteer,” might be so construed as to exclude 
thers; and if parucipamts in any battle or skirm- 
ish—it mattered votin what special character—he 
Saw no justice in throwing them out of the pale 
of a bill comprehensive enough for services from 


: General Wayne’s time down to the present day. 
| Amphibious, indeed ! 


Where, he would ask the 
gentieman from Kentucky, were these half-sol- 
diers, half-sailors, when the war-Llast was heard 
about the Capitol? With their faces to the enemy, 
around their gallant old commander, who feli cov- 
ered with wounds, while a few only of the regu- 
larly-mustered and enrolled men remained to share 
the honors of a defeat in the face of overpowering 
numbers. Well, they might have been amphib- 
ious; but these barge-men and flotilla-boys deserved 
some nook and corner in the bill. He would ask 
that they should not be overlooked in the balance- 
sheet, fur faithful services to their country. Fle 


| well Knew with what a jealous eye the trust-fund 


of the public lands had Veen regarded in the Stave 
which he had the honor in part to represent; and 
he feared that there were strong indications of a 
disposition to abandon all hope of any equitable 
distribution. The proposition had been thrown 
out, that every man in the country was to become 
the recipient of a bounty system. If they were 
to be squandered in forteiture of a solemn trust, 
far better that they should thus become testimonial 
of a nation’s gratitude. This bill seeks to absolve 
the Republic from the charge of ingratitude, and 
let its provisions embrace all who nave claims, 
No existing law favors those who served in the 
barges during the war of 1812; and it is downright 
injustice to forget them in a bill like the present. 
Again: One word in regard to that part of ‘the 
amendment which refers to those who were acti 
ally ina battle. He would cail the atiention of 
the committee to a very gallant action in the dis- 
trict now so ably represented by his colleague on 
this floor, [Mr. Evans.] In what form or fashion 
the militia was marshaled, he could not exacdy 
say; but there was a sudden incursion of the ene- 
my, known to have been led by one of the accom- 
plished young officers of the British u:my—the 


| early comrade and friend of the poet Byron, whose 


strains, by way of monody over his early death 
will never be forgotten—a chosen band, thus 
headed, was met and repulsed by those whom this 


| bill would reward with nu notice whatever. Ober 


actions, not quite so familiar to members on this 
floor—tought with bravery, however, worthy of 
commendation—have entitled those who took part 
in them to some share of attention-—— , 

[The hammer fell. | 

tie withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, who reneweu it, and 
said, he regretted the course pursued by the 
House in closing the debate on this question. 
A bili of so much importance, involving great 
principles, appropriating millions of acres of the, 
public lands, is to be forced through the House 
without debate, save such as may take place 
under the five minutes rule. ‘The policy of uns 
House seems to be, to cut off debate and force 
all measures through under the operation of the 
previous question. Í am, sir, in favor of ‘the 
principles of this bill—for giving bounty lands 
to the soldiers who served m the war of 1812, 
as well as the Indian wars menuoned in the biik 
But I regard botn the bill and the subsume 
as defective, and neither will meet the appro- 
bation of the friends of the measure without 
amendment. I hope, therefore, such umendiients 
will be made as inay be necessary to acconiplisa 
the object designed, and command the support of 
the real friends of the measure. I cannotappre- 
ciate the patriotism or wisdum of gentlemen who 
seek to. defeat the bill by objectionable amend- 
ments, offered for the purpose of doing indirectly 


that. which they cannot o- directly. Sir, the gen- 


tleman from Maryland proposes to amend this 
bill by a clause. giving to actual settlers one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of the public land, and this 
amendment seems to be supported by many mem- 
bers. Its effect (if not its object) will be to defeat 
the bill. Whether lands should be granted by the 
General Government to actual settlers or not, is a 
question that 1 shall not now discuss. But, in 
any event, it should not be coupled or connected 
with this bill. I am for the soldiers first—the 
gallant men who have responded to their country’s 
call whenever their services were needed, who 
have periled their lives, and undergone all the 
privations and hardships of the tented field in de- 
fence of the rights and honor of their common 
country. This is the class to whom we should 
first give land, for whom we should first provide, 
and upon whom the bounty of the Government 
should be first bestowed. 1 know of no class that 
has stronger claims upon the liberality of the Gov- 
ernment. Many of them have died, leaving fam- 
ilies in poverty; others have grown old, and are 
in indigent circumstances. They have been too 
long neglected by Congress, and sucha law should 
have been passed long since. I trust, therefore, 
that no further efforts will be made to defeat the 
bill; that you will grant the land to the old soldier 
first, and then consider the case of the pioneer set- 
tler. But it is insisted that all the public lands are 
mortgaged for the payment of the public debt, and 
Congress cannot grant them to soldiers or any 
one without a violation of good faith. I appre- 
hend, Mr. Chairman, that this is a mistake—that 
it is the proceeds derived from the sale of the pub- | 
lic lands. that are pledged, and not the lands. 
The control and disposal of the lands is left with 
Congress. Congress can dispose of them as it | 
think best, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Constitution. And I hold that if the 
creditors of ‘the Government were compelled to 
rely upon this fund alone for the payment of | 
their debts, Congress would not act in bad faith 
to pass this bill,and the rights of the creditors 
would not be prejudiced thereby. The policy 
of Congress should be to bring the public lands 
into market, and have them settled and reduced 
to cultivation, This bill will lead to such a re- 
sult. Although the grants under the bill wil 
be Jost to the Government, they will carry the 
hardy pioneer into the wilderness, cause settle- | 
ments to be made in the midst of the public 
lands unsold and undisposed of, and thereby draw 
public attention to them, bring them into market, 
enhance their value, and enable the Government | 
to sell them—something that it cannot now do. 
These grants of small quantities of land to the 
soldiers will neither injure the Government nor 
the creditars of the Government. If the proposi- 
tion under consideration was to grant public lands 
toa State or soulless incorporation, | doubt very 
much whether we should hear so much said about 
mortgages and bad faith. ; 

He withdrew the amendment. ` 

Mr. DUNHAM renewed the amendment, and 
said : Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this amend- 
ment. I can see no reason for making a distinc- 
tion between those soldiers who served as drafied 
men and those who served as volunteers, in the 
liberality of the Government. What matters it 
how they came into the service of the country, so 
they got into it and did their duty faithfully? Voi- 
unteers and militia stood side by side upon the 
battle-field ; together mingled their blood, and now, | 
side by side, their bodies lie smouldering where | 
they together fell in defence of their country. 
Then let us deal equally with those of them who 
survive, and with the posterity of those who per- 
ished. Sir, Iam in favor of the passage of this 
bill : first, because the people, to whom these lands 
belong, desire this disposition to be made of them. 
They feel grateful to these venerable men, and de- 
sire to pay to them this slight tribute of their | 
gratitude and respect. 1 do not feel disposed to 
thwart their wishes. I, their servant, will not by 
any action of mine indicate that 1] do not believe 
they know how to dispose of their own, If they 
never show less wisdom and goodness than by this | 
wish of theirs, we need not fear for the harmony 
and prosperity of the country. Iam for this biil 
because Í believe that justice requires its passage. 
The bounties of the Government have been be- | 
stowed with a liberal hand upon others who were 
no more deserving than they. To the soldiers of | 


the Mexican war, to whom we gave lands, no 
more, nay, not as much, asthey deserved, no more 
than 1 would cheerfully have voted for had | then 
been here. Did they, brave though they were, 
though they endured much—-did they show any 
more bravery, did they endure more perils and 
sufferings and deprivauons, than did those men 
who fought on your northern and western fron- 
tiers, at New Orleans, and who defended your 
eastern coast? No, sirj and in one respect not as 
much, for they felt no anxiety for those they lett 
behind them. When they bid farewell to their 
homes and families, they did so with the pleasing 
reflection that they left them under the sheltering 
arm of a Government able and willing to protect 
them—surrounded by friends who would provide 
for their Wants and succor them in distress. But 
how was it with those who served in those bor- 
der wars? They parted from those they loved 
with aching hearts, with the melancholy foreboding 
that it was a last farewell; that when they returned 
they should find their humble cabins heaps of 
smouldering ruins, their ‘wives and little ones 
scalped and tomahawked by the blood-thirsty ma- 
rauding savage: and too often did their forebodings 
prove realiues. Then why withhold this pittance 
from these brave men? Why make a distinction be- 
tween those who have served their country with 
equal fidelity and patriotism? Why, we are told, 
thatif we thus giveaway these lands we shall dimfh- 
ish our revenues; that we shall be driven to direct 
taxation, to keep the Governmentin mouon. Xup- 
pose this be true: Js that any reason why we 
should not do justice to the men who defended our 
cradles? But, sir, it will noc. It will increase the 
revenues, {do not believe in this policy of our 
Government, in hording ap these wild lands like 
some heartless speculator, whilst thousands of our 
ciuzens are without homesteads. | would give a 
quarter section of them to every citizen who has 
no farm of his own, who would go upon it and 
cultivate it, and make a home for himself and 
family. Sir, thisis the way to make true, inde- 
pendent republicans. A man feels more like a 
man, more like a freeman, when he knows that 
the litle spot of earth from which he draws his 
sustenance; that the roof, humble though it be, 
which shelters himself and his little ones trom the 
storms of heaven, he holds not at the will of some 
petty landlord. Instead of diminishing the reve- 
nues, this would increase them. You would change 
those vast, unproductive prairies and forests into 
fruitful fields. You would immensely increase 
the wealth, and, what is of much more importance, 
the happiness of the country. You would greatly 
Increase the ability to purchase and enjoy the 
comforts and luxuries of life, and hence, also in- 
crease the demand for them. This would increase 
the commerce, and, consequently, the revenues of 


| the country. This increase would soon far overs 


balance the diminution of the proceeds of the sales 
of these lands. This bill, so far as it goes, will 
prodace the same effect. And who are these gen- 
tlemen who are so afraid of beggaring the ‘l'reasury 
by this grant of land to the men who, when we 
were children, defended them with their valor? 
Some of them are men who, but a few years ayo, 
voted to distribute all these lands among the 
States—who, this session, have voted for every 
exwravagant measure that has been before this 
House—who, but a few days since, voted five 
thousand dollars to build a public green-howse— 
thousands of dollars to be wasted in ornamenting 
these public grounds—thousands of dollars to 
make improvements for this city, the very kind of 
improvements which the cities and towns of their 
own distriets make by taxing their own citizens— 
who have heretofore voted hundreds of thousands 
to carry on immense systema of internal improve- 
ments. All these things they have guiped down 


| withoat an effort; but now, when it is proposed to 
| granta few thousands acres of wild? land to the 


old soidiers’ who succored their country in the 
dark hours of her adversity, they are at once seized 
with a perfect mania of economy. They are hor- 
ror-stricken at such reckless extravagance. 1 hope 
this disposition to economize is real. I hope it 
will continue, for it will save much to the Treasury; 
but l think its display might have commenced upon 
some more appropriate object. 

But, sir, we are told that much of this land will 
find us way into the hands of speculators. No 
doubt of it, sir; but what of that? ls this any réa- 
son why we shall not do justice to a meritorious 
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class of our citizens? I apprehend that speculators 
cannot get them without paying something to the 
immediate recipienty of this bounty. These men, 
many of them, are still living. They are scattered 
all over this country, from one side of it to the 
other. They are trembling upon the very verge 
of the grave. Many of them are in poverty, with 
constitutions shattered, broken perhaps in this 
very service of their country; they need this pro- 
vision to support them in their declining years, 
And shall we be told they must not have it for 
fear, in doing justice to them, speculators may 
possibly also be benefited? That those who 
would receive and appropriate these lands to the 
support and comfort of their old age, shall not 
have them for fear that others may be less pru- 
dent, and may, by their own acts, thwart our ef- 
forts to do them good. Sir, this is a sort of rea- 
soning, a kind of moral ethics, I do not under- 
stand; nor do I desire to. We are told they ren- 
dered their services under a contract, and that they 
have been fully paid according to that contract; 
that the purchase money of their blood has been 
fully paid, and that they ought not to ask, ought 
not to receive any more; that six or seven dol- 
lars a month is a sufficient compensation for all 
their valor, for all their hardship, for the lives 
of those who. left their bones to bleach upon the 
fields they won. Shame upon such an argument 
as this. It is unworthy a great and generous 
people, and will, I assure gentlemen, find no re- 
sponse in their bosom, unless it be that of their 
indignation for those who urge it. Sir, there is 
nota gentleman upon this floor who dare stand 
up and directly avow that they have ever been 
paid the value of their services; there is not a citi- 
zen in the country who will do it; who thinks it. 
Then the question recurs, did the Government 
comply with its part of the contract under which 
these services were performed, so that these 
men are estopped from recurring to their value? 
Did it pay, clothe, and support them. as it 
was bound to? The history of the country 
proves the contrary. The files of this House, 
where there are yet claims of thousands of dollars 
for their clothing and provisions furnished by in- 
dividuals to keep our amies from disbanding, 
also show the conrary. Go and examine the 
files of the Committee on Claims, of which I have 
the honor to be a member, and you will there find 
a large claim, yet unpaid, of merchants who ad- 
vanced these things to the soldiers at Plattsburg, 
to keep them from being driven by necessity to 
leave the service when the Government’ could 
neither pay nor clothe them. Then talk not to me 
orto them about a contract, when the Govern- 
ment utterly failed to comply with its part of it. 

i repeat, sir, this bill ought to pass. This 
tribute, Í care not whether of our justice or our 
gratitude to these care-worn and laurel-crowned 
soldiers, should at once be bestowed. The lapse 
of time which we have delayed it, is our reproach, 
and not anexcuse for now withholding it. We 
have no time to delay. Whilst we yet deliberate 
they are passing away. Let them not go down 
to their graves with their hearts wrung with our 
ingratitude, but let their last days be cheered with 
this evidence, that their valor and patriotism is 
properly appreciated by their grateful country- 
men. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed the amendment. He 
said he hoped the bill would be so amended, that 
he should be able to vote for it when it came up 
for final action. And he was sorry to see gentle- 
men, with professions of patriotism on their lips, 
endeavoring, by indirect, means, to defeat the bill, 
or to render it so objectionable that it could not 
pass. He had witnessed, during the short session 
of Congress, many similar efforts to get rid of 
measures, made by gentlemen who were all the 
while professing to be in favor of their adoption, 
The method most commonly adopted was, to over- 
load the bill with amendments, intended to break 
it down, hypocritically professing, all the while, 
to be endeavoring to perfecgit. He was not pre- 
pared to say that this bill, in the shape in which 
itcame to them from the Committee on Public 
Lands, was the best that could be presented. He 
wax rather inclined to favor the measure proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois, That gontleman’s 
amendment seemed to come nearer to what he 
thought he could vote for with propriety, than 
any other that had been submitted. But he must 
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be permitted to say, that he thought this Govern- 
ment was called upon to render justice; to meet 
out the same measure of justice to those who 
served in the war of 1812 and 1815, and during 
the Indian wars, and those under General Wayne, 
as to others. They could not blind their eyes so | 
much as not to see the propriety of rendering jus- | 
tice to those soldiers, as well as to those who fought 
the battles of the country in Mexico. Would 
gentlemen tell him that the small quantity of pub- 
lic land that was proposed to be bestowed upon 
those people, was of so much consequence to this 
nation, that it ought not to be given? A gentle- 
man near him had taken the pains to procure from 
the Adjutant General’s office a statement showing 
the number of troops that had been employed in 
the war against Mexico, showing how many were | 
employed in the war of 1812, and how many in 

Florida and the other Indian wars. From the 

estimate of the gentleman, it appeared that if boun- 

ties were given to the whole of.these men, the 

amount would not exceed twenty-two millions of | 
acres. This was no such mighty quantity, that 
it would impoverish this Gevernment; but it would 
be remembered, that half of these men at least, 
were no longer living, and a simple act of justice, 
such as had been rendered to those who served in 

Mexico, should no longer be refused by this Gov- 

` ernment to those who were’ yet lingering about 
the Halls of Congress, and appealing to the na- 
tion’s gratitude. He was proud to have an oppor- 
tunity to stand here the advocate of the rights of | 
those gallant men, than whom braver or more || 
patriotic never trod a battle-field, or walked upon 
the face of the earth. 7 

He withdrew the amendment to 
ment. 

The question recurring on the amendment of | 
Mr. MARSHALL, 

. Mr. HUBBARD begged leave to say to those 
who were friendly to the bill, that he had prepared 
an amendment, which had been accepted by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meave,] in lieu of 
his amendment, and by the gentleman trom Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Marsuatt,] who had also looked at 
it,and preferred it to htsown. It embraced the 
amendment which the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. McCierwanp] had introduced, and with the 
consent of the gentleman from Kentucky, he 
would offer it. 

Mr. KERR inquired if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama embraced the proposi- 
tion which he (Mr. K.) had made? 

Hr. HUBBARD (apparently not understanding 
the precise tenor of the inquiry) repiied, that it | 
was a substitute which the gentlemen to whom he 
had referred had accepted in lieu of their own 
amendments. Ee would explain its provisions, | 
if they could have a little order. f 

The CHAIRMAN called the committee to | 
order. i 

Mr. HUBBARD said, he would state, for the | 
information of those who desired the passage of | 
some bill of this sort, that the amendment he 
proposed provided for all classes of service of 
sixty days and over; it gave forty acres of land 
to whose who had served sixty days or over, and 
not exceeding six months; to those who had served 
for any period between six and twelve months, 
eighty acres; and for services exceeding twelve 
months, one hundred and sixty acres. That was | 
the proposition; it could readily be understood by 
all. It included militia services, and services in 
the Indian wars, as well as services in the regular 
army; it excluded all those who had heretofore 
received bounties for their services; and it left the 
execution of the law as provided in the Mexican 
bounty land law. These were simply the propo- 
sitions of his substitute. He hoped the friends of 
the bill would unite upon it. It embraced all 
those cases, or nearly all those, which had been 
proposed to he provided for by any proposition 
offered, and he thought would unite more strength 
in its favor than any other measure which had 
been brought forward. If it were defective, it 
could be amended after it was received, 

Mr. H.’s proposition was read, as follows: _ 

Amend, by inserting after the word ‘that’ in | 
the third line, the following: 

«The benefits and rights conferred by the ninth section 
of the act entitled ‘An act to raise, for a limited time, an 


additional military force, and for other purposes,’ approved. i 
February 11, 1847, shall be and the same are hereby ex- $ 


2 
the amend- 


j 
$ 
tf 


Ling: 


| tional convention of Kentucky, the 10th day of June, 1850, for 


vate,” in the fourth line, and inserting the follow- 


2 


“ Who served in the regi 


ular army, orin any company or 
command of volunteers, 


ji rangers, or militia in the Indian 
War, in the northwest, prior to ine treaty of Greenville, in 
1794, or ia the late war with Great Britain, or in any Indian 
war between the years 18i1 and 1842, twelve mouths or 
inore, shall be eniitied to a bounty of 160 acres of Jand, or 
who served six montis or more 8Vacres, or who served sixty 
uays or more 40 acies: Provided, always, ‘Phat said nou- | 
Coumissioned officer, musician, or private, has not received 
a bounty of jand heretofore, and -is uot shown to have been 
dishouorably discharged by the rolls: Provided, aiso, ‘That 
Ue bounties berein granted shali be subjeet to the same 
rules of descent prescribed by the aforesaid act, and the act 
Or acts amendatory of the same: Provided, further, 'Thatno 
‘treasury scrip,’ as authorized by said act of February 11, 
1847, shail be authorized or issued under this act”? 

Mr. HOWE addressed the Chair, and was rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. KERR made the point of order, that the 
question was first on his amendment, it having 
been moved as an amendment to the amendment 
of Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. HOWE claimed the floor, and appealed to 
Mr. Hussarp to withdraw his amendment, to 
give him an opportunity (by renewing it) to ad- 
dress the committee. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
—the result of which was, that 

Mr. MARSHALL withdrew his amendment: 

Thus, by. the decision of the Chair, leaving the 
question on the amendment offered by Mr. Hus- 
BARD to the original bill. . 

Mr. KERR proposed to move his proposition 
as an amendment to the amendment of Mr. Hug- 
BARD. : 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman 
had not the floor for the purpose—the right to it 
being in the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Howe. 

Some further conversation followed between.: 
Messrs. Preston Kine, Jones, McCreanann, 
and the Chairman. . 

Mr. JONES made the pointof order on the 
amendment of Mr, HUBBARD. , | 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 
in order. 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision. 

Mr. SACKELT asked that the amendment | 
might be read. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for tellers on the 
appeal. 

‘The amendment of Mr Hvusnarp was read. 

And, pending the question on the appeal, the 
committee rose and reported. 

And the House ‘adjourned. 
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Mr. CLAY. Itts known, Mr. President, I dare 
say, to a number of Senators, that last fall we had 
a Convention in the State of Kentucky. it was 
composed of one hundred delegates, representing 
all parts ofthe State. They formed a constitution, 
which was submitted to the popular voice, and the 
convention adjourned to meet again during this | 
present month, after the people should have passed 
upon the new constitution. They accordingly met 
again, coming from every county in the Common- 
wealth. They were composed of rather a large 
portion of Democrats, and the residue -Whigs, 
and just at the moment of their adjournment, after 
giving the finishing hand to the constitution, they 


adopted these resolutions: 
« Ata meeting composed of the delegates to the constitu- 


the purpose of taking into consideration the compromise sub- 
mitwed by the Commitee of Thirteen, and now pending before 
Congress, R. Apperson, of Montgomery, was called to the 
chair, and James H. Garrard, of Clay county, » as appointed 
secretary. Colonel 'F. P. Moore, of Mercer, then offered the 
following preamble and resolutions. The third resolution 
was amended, and the whole was then unanimously adupted: 

s Whereas it was the declaration of the wise and patri- 
otic men who framed the Federal Constitution that the object 
and intent of thatinstrument was to secure the people of the 
United States thatliberty which the Revolution had achieved: 
and whereas the su- sequent experience bas demonstrated 
the wise and wonderful adaption of that means to this end: 
therefore, 

“Resolved, That we, the delegates to the constitutional 
convention of the State of Kentucky, representing cvery 
couñty In the Commonwealth, and nearly equally by the 
two great parties of the State, most earnestly deprecate what- 
ever threatens the integrity of that venerated charter of our 
liberties. 

“Resolved, That it isthe highest effort of patriotism to en- 
deavor to altay the spirit of discord engendered by geograpni- 
cal divisions, rather than by conflicting interests, which, at į 


tended, in manner as follows: that is”? i 
Amend by striking out all after the word “ pri- 


l} this janeture, darkens the political firmament, 


Chat we cordially approve the patriotic endeavor 
of the Committee of Thirteen to reconcile-the existing differ. 
ences between the northern and southern sections. of.our 
Confederacy, and that Kentucky. will give ber. undivided 
support in the attainment of an object so necessary for: the 
welfare of our common country. : 3 j 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble and 
resolutions be transmitted:-}y the Secrelary to each of the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Kentucky. 

“R. APPERSON, Caairman, 

“J. H. GARRARD, Secretary”? 

I will only add that it gives megreat pleasuré to 
say that, during a life which is not very short, I 
have never known the people of Kentucky so 
united, to a degree almost amounting-to, unanimity, 
as they are in favor of the report of the’Commiitee 
of Thirteen of „this body, I will simply. present 
these resolutions, and ask that they be laid upon 
the table. 

The resolutions were receiv 
table. 


DEBATES IN THE CALIFORNIA CONVENTION, 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which waa 
referred a resolution submitted by Mr. WALKER 
on the Sth instant, to rescind a resolution for the 
purchase of the debates of the California Conven- 
tion, reported the same withan amendment directs 
ing the Secretary to purchase two thousand copies 
of said debates, at a price not exceeding $1 50 per 


‘Resolved, T) 


ed and laid upon the 


volume. 
Mr. RUSK. Is this an arrangement with the 
owner of the book ? ae 
Mr. WALKER. It is not. The resolution 


which it is proposed to rescind was adopted in 
April, before the book was published, and Mr. 
Brown, the publisher, then incurred some expense 
in preparing to deliver the work which the Senate 
by that resolution directed its Secretary to pur- 
chase, which he would not otherwise have incurred. 
To rescind the resolution which has been adopted 
would cause some embarrassment to Mr. Brown, 
and perhaps he would have some cause of com- 
plaint against the Senate. But if the Senate should 
adopt the resolution now reported, I believe Mr. 
Brown would accede to it. If this were.an origi- 
nal resolution, even at $1 50 per volume, | should 
have been opposed to it; but under all the circum- 
stances of the case, I shall give it my support. ` 

Mr. RUSK. This is nota book which belongs 
to the Senate. This gentleman, at his own cost, 
reported the debates and proceedings in the Cali- 
fornia Convention, and has published them in a 
volume, the expense of which must have been 
| considerable; and it seems to me that to insist upon, 
a reduction of the price to $1 50 is to deal hardly 
with him. The debates in other conventions are, 
{ believe, much higher. Those of the Kentucky 
Convention are published at $5 per volume. 

Mr. WALKER. I concede that there is much 
i forcein what the Senator frém Texas has said; 
and gentlemen can accomplish the object which 
some around me have, Ly laying the resolution 
on the table. : : 
| Mr, BRIGHT. 
upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I do not profess to know. much 
about this matter, but the price seems to me to be 
enormously high... I suggest whether it would 
not be better to ascertain what would be a fair 
price, yea, a liberal price, and then make this man 
such a compensation for his book as may be deemed 
fairand liberal. If we cannot get the book at a fair 
price, the question will present itself whether we 
should take it all. For myself, one copy will be 
amply sufficient; and I cannot consent to vote for 
the printing of any such book for general circula- 
lion. However, as it is- represented that this in- 
dividual has been induced to incur some expense 
| in the preparation of these books, Iam content to 
give hima fair price for them, though I think that 
$2 is extravagantly high. -` 

Mr. WALKER, The resolution now reported 
| reduces the price to $1 50. 

Mr. KING. Weil, 1 will leave it to others who 
are better acquainted with the matter than I am to 
say whether $1 50 is too high. 

Mr. WALKER, Under ordinary circumstan- 
ces [ should be opposed to it, too. I have received 
a letter from the publisher, which I request the: 
Secretary to read. a 

The Secretary accordingly read a letter. from 
Mr. Brown, containing a general statement of ex- 


I move to Jay the resolution 


i 
t 


penses incurred in the preparation of the matter 


Ld 
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“for this work, and comparing the proposed price 


-with the price of the debates of other. conventions. 


He had réceived $10,000.from the California Con- 
vention for reporting and publishing their debates 
and proceedings and furnishing them with a fixed 
number of copies in English, a smaller edition if 
Spanish, and forthe copies that he might sell he 
charged $2. The debates and proceedings of the 
Kentucky Convention were sold at $5 a volume, 
although the State paid the reporter, and also the 
` printer for the original publication, 

Mr. DOWNS. I hope the resolution reported 
by the committee will pass. I believe in that re- 
solution the pub:isher will acquiesce. It certainly 
appears to’ me that there has been something ap- 
proaching to a contract with this gentleman, under 
the first resolution, I understand that alter the 

adoption of that resolution, he made arrangements 
to publish his work ata greater expense than he 
would otherwise: have incurred, and hence, if we 
do not pay the $2, we should at least take the work 
at the reduced price of $1 50. We are very fre- 
quently publishing less valuable and less useful 
documents at a much greater price. The debates 
in the California Convention every Senator has 
been. using for some time, for copies have been 
laid upon our tables, and therefore, under all the 
circumstances of the case, 1 hope the resolution 
will be adopted. 

Mr. BENTON. For many years we have been 
purchasing books unul we have almost broken 
down under the system. If this is now to be done, 
l wish to have it put on the record, and therefore 
I call forthe yeas and nays on the final passage of 
the resolution. f 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 do not know that I dis- 
tinctly understand thismatter, but if 1 do itis this: 
In the early part of the session a resolution was 
adopted requiring our Secretary to procure for the 
use of the Senate 2,000 copies of this book. There 
is no compromise under that resolution, unless the 
Secretary has made a contract. If he has made 
none, we are under no obligation to take the books. 
1 am now prepared to vote for a resolution to re- 
scind the resolution some time since adopted, and 

` against the amendment now presented to the 
“Senate. From the letter of the publisher of this 
work which has been read here to-day, | learn un- 
equivocaily that he will make no reduction, and 
that he looks upon it as a contract. Whose fault 
is itthat he does so? It is his own, and thatis his 
misfortune; and we certainly cannot ve calied upon 
to make good any losses he may have sustained. 
1 am satisiied that bewter books, in better binding, 
and beuer in every point of view, can be pur- 
chased at hilf the price. 

Mr. BADGER. Inanswer toa question which 
has been put, | beg simply to state that | under- 
stand the Secretary, on learning the price of this 
book, declined to make any contract under the res- 
olution, until he should receive further directions 
from the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I concur in the views of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri with regard to these bouks. | 
have tried on several occasions to promote more 
ecunomy in the purchase of books for this body, 
but it seems that economy here runs in veins, 1 
tried it wher, Mr. King’s California report was 
before this body, but it seemed that I did not then 
strike the right vein. So anxious has the Senate 
been to publish and circulate books, that I believe 
in one instance some 1500 or 15,000 copies were 
given to the author of it for his own use. | wish 
to see some discrimination in the publication of 
works, and as Ì hitherto failed to hit the right vein, 
‘ft ask others to inform me if there is not some law 
of physical geography or othcrwise, by which we 
may know when practical cconomy may be applied ? 

Mr. DOWNS. The resolution adopted vy the 
Senate directed the Secretary to procure from Mr. 
J. Ross Brown two thousand copies of the debates 
and proceedings in the Caitornia Convention, 
provided the same could be furnished at a sum not 
exceeding the price to subscribers and others. 
Now, i do not say that there has been a contract 
entered into, but there was such an assurance given 
by the adoption of this resolution as to induce tie 
pubdiisher ts incur some expense in their prepara- 
uon, ‘Phe resolution directs the Secretary to buy 
a certain number of copies at the price at which 
the publisher should sell them to others, and he 
telly us that his price is $2. That resolution 
means something; he proceeded to publish the 
book, and I think as a matter of justice the book 


to 


| reported back to the Sevute und ordered to be en- 


| read a first and second ume, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to its consideration as in Committee of the | 


should be taken. Jam not generally’in favor of 
encouraging thé purchase of books, but this work 
has been read and used by Senators for some time 
past, and now that we have got all the advantage 
of the book, we ought not to turn round and say, 
youask too much for it. | hope the resolution wiil 
be adopted. 

Mr. RUSK. The original resolution was passed 
some time ago, before the publication of the book; 
and if it did not operate as an inducement to this 
publisher, l do not know what would be an induce- 
ment. He has gone on and produced his book, 
and now it is nota question whether we will buy 
it. lf wedid not intend to take the book, we 
should not have ind:.ced this man to have incurred 
expense in its publication. Inthe adopuon of such 
resolutions we should be more guarded. ‘This res- 
olution is in such foose terms that if it was now 
before us as an original resolution | would not vote 
for it; but being passed, we cannot refuse to take 
the books. 

Mr. PRATT. On this subject there is no nega- 
tive side. lf we voie against this resolution the 
original resolution remains in force. Some of us 
are opposed lo paying anything for the purchase 
of these books, Dui unless Lhe question can In some 
way be divided we have no negative. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 think the Senator from 
Maryland wu fud no ditticulty in the case, for if 
we vole down the amendme.t now reported by | 
tbe Committee we may voie for the adoption of the 
resuluuion to rescind tue original resoluuon. 

Ater a few words from Mr. BRIGHT and 


others, the amendment was adopted as reported | 


by. the comunittee. 

Mr. BENTON withdrew his call for the yeas 
and nays, and the resolution as amended was 
auopted, as follows: 


Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate, adopted the || : A s | 
Saar Tran ji the enacting clause, and insert a substitute which 


lõtu day ot April fast, auiioriaing tue purchase fron Jout 
Russ Browa of tWo uiwusand Couples of the debates iu the 
Ualuruia Convention, be aud the saige is hereby rescinded; 
and nal the said Secretary be directed to purchuse twu 
ticusaid Copiys of said debates ala puce nut exceediug one 
doliar and ofty cents per volume. 


THE CALEB GRIMSHAW. 


Mr. KING, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which were reterred the several me- 
morials relating to the conduct of Captain David 
Cook in saving the crew of the American ship 
Caleb Grimshaw, reported a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the presentation of a gold medal to David 
Covk, waster of the English barque Sarah. 

On the motion of Mr. KiNG, tne resolution was 


Whole. 

Mr. KING. The resolution now before the 
Senaie, | presume, ts sufficiently plain. Itexplains 
iseif. Perhaps there has nôt, 1n the history of 
our times, been manifested greater liberality and 
greater devotion to the calis of humanity than were 
manifested by this individual in endeavoring to 
save the ship Caleb Grimshaw. ‘Phat vessei had 


been burning for many days, and a portion of the | 


crew attempted lo make their escape. Some thirty 
or forty of the persons on buard of her did escape; 
the residue, consisting of sume three hundred and 
ninety passengers, in the last extremity, when the 
fire was about bursung through the uecks, were 
rescued by this individual, and taken on board his 
vessel, where he treated them with great kindness, 


committee. After drawing up the bill 1 sent it to 
the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain whether 
it would be satisfactory. to him, and 1 have re- 
ceived his approval of it. As the Senate will ad- 
journ over to-morrow to Monday, | hope it will 
be disposed of to-day. 
The bill was taken up 
Committee of the Whale. 
Mr. CLAY. Unless there is some great ur- 
gency, l think it expedient to print the bill, so 
that we may see if ils provisions may not be still 
further extended. I should be glad to see some 
provision by which we shall obtain a full descrip- 


for consideration as in 


| tion of the population in the territories, whether 


civilized or uncivilized, Americans or Mexicans, 
Spanish or otherwise. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know that 
there is any pressing necessity for its passage to- 
day; but it is important that some provision should. 
| be made to pay the expense of taking the census 
| in California and Oregon, as | have been informed 
that the sum now allowed is insufficient. 

Mr. CLAY. So i supposed, but let it lie over 
until Monday. ` g 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
therefore postponed to Monday next, and the bill 
was ordered to be printed. ; 


ALABAMA RAILROAD. 


Mr. KING said he was not in the habit of ask- 
ing indulgence at the hands of the Senate, but he 
would be gratified if the body would induige him 
by taking up the bill No. 37, being the bill grant- 
ing to the State of Alabama the right of way anda 
donation of public land for making a railroad from 
Selma to the Tennessee river. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KING. I now move to strike out all after 


| I have prepared in precisely the same terms, ex- 


i! ceptas to the names of the termini, as the bills 


i which the Senate has passed within a few days 
| for the State of Missouri and others. ‘This pro- 
| posed railroad is designed to connect the Tennes- 
see river with Mobile bay. ‘Cie amendment pro- 
poses to grant alternate sections of land to the 


|| State for that purpose, doubling the price of the 


sections reserved. As the country through which 
the line will pass has been well picked already, 
we shall receive but little; but stil there are some 
lands that it wili be desirable to have, on account 
of the timber upon them. This hne, | may add, 
| will pass through the mineral region of Alabama, 
| which it is desirable to open. ‘Vhisbill may grant 
but little to Alabama, but sull, the little that it 
does give may facilitate the construction of that 
road, and affurd the means of transporting to 
market the productions of the mines. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was 
i then reported to the Senate, the amendment con- 
| curred in, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
|a third reading,and was read a third time-and 
; passed. 


RAILROADS. ; 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


i| Lands, to which were referred the following me- 


morials: From citizens of Jowa on the subject of 
| a railroad from the Missouri river to the Pacific; 
resolutions of the Legislature of lowa in favor of 
a grant of land for a railroad from Davenport to 


f 
i 
and furnished them with everything which it wasin | 
his power to furnish tiem; and he took them into | 
port to the American Cunsui, wio seut them home. | 
t 
| 
i 


1 hope this joint resolution wit be passed unani- | , L to 
P J || Council Bluffs; and two memortuls from citizens 


mously; for 1 think we shouid give this slight 
token of our estimation of such houvrable service. | 
No amendment being offered, the resolution was 


grossed fora third rgading, and was read a third 
U.tie and passed. 
THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and ebtaimed leave to bring in a bill suppie- 
mentary to the act entitied “ An act providing fur ; 
the taking of the seventh and subsequent censuses | 
of the United States, and to fix the number of tie | 
members of the House of Represeutauves, and to 
provide for the future apporuonment among the 
several Siates.”? 

‘Lhe bili was read by its title. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | ask the Senate ta con- 
sider this bill at this time without referring it toa 


` 


i Council Bluffs; several memorials of citizens of 
| IHinois fora grant of land for the Alton and Terre 
Haute railroad; memorial of citizens of lowa for 
a grant of land for a railroad from Burlington to 


' of lowa relative to a railroad from Davenport to 
Council Bluffs, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; which was 
| agreed to. $ 

| Also, from the same committee, to which was 
! referred the bill granting to the Siate of Missis- 
sippi the right of way and a donation of public 
land for the purpose of lucating and constructing 
arailroad from Brandan to the eastern border of 
said State, in the direction of Monigomery, Ala- 
bama, reported back the same with an amenJment 
striking out all after the enacting clause and sub- 


| stituting a new bil. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill granting to the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi, respecuvely, a donation of public 
lands, to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
the city of Mobile to the mouth of the Ohio river, 
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reported it back without amendment; but, as ak- 


tion had been had upon a similar bill, on his mo- 
tion it was ordered to lie on the table. 


ADMISSIONS TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. HALE; from the select committee to which 
was referred the resolution of the 23d May, to 
amend the 47th rule of the Senate, submitted a re- 
port With the following amendment: 


“ Blank tickets, equal te the number, of the Senators for 
the time being, shall be prepared, and: that one ticket may he 
issaed under the direction of the Vice President, by such 
officer as he may designate, to each Senator at his request, 
on which ticket his name shal be endorsed, and which 
ticket shall entitle the persen to whom it may be delivered 
to admission on the floor of the Senate.” 


The report was ordered to be printed. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

T@ Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the admission of California as a State into the 
the Union, to establish territorial governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 

A long debate ensued, which will be found in 
the Appendix. 

The Senate then adjourned to Monday next, 
twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, June 21, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution; but yielded 
the floor, for the moment, at the request of 

Mr. McCLERNAND, who asked leave to 
make a personal explanation; which, he said, it 
was due to himself should be made. 

Objection was made. 

SANTA FE. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I now ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the resolution 
which 1 have sent tothe Chair. 1 am satisfied 
that no gentleman will object to its adoption. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House whether Colonel Monroe, military governor at San- 
ta Fé, has interfered with Major Neighbors, Texan commis- 
sioner to organize the county of Santa Fé, preventing said 
organization; whether any orders have issued from the 
Presidvat or the Secretary of War, authorizing said interfer- 
ence; whether the original orders to said military governor 
toremain neutral in regard to the controversy between 
Texas and New Mexico have been ‘rescinded or modified ; 
and whether it is trae that said Monroe has issued orders 
for a-eonveation of New Mexico to meet at Santa Fé; and 
whether, if so, said orders were prompted by, or are ap- 
proved by the Executive. 

The resolution having been read— 

Messrs. ASHMUN and CARTTER rose and 
objected to its introduction. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Ibelieve I have a right to 
know who it is that objects to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The introduction of the reso- 
lution is objected to in several parts of the House, 
and it can oniy be received by unanimous con- 
sent. 

So the resolution was not received. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have risen to make another 
appeal to.the House 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Daxter] will suspend his remarks 
until order is restored. Gentlemen are requested 
to resume their seats. No business will be trans- 
acted antil order is restored. 

After a pause— 

Mr. DANIEL proceeded. I have risen to move 

that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of the private calendar. 
on that. motion I ask the yeas and nays. 
. Mr. McMULLEN appealed to the gentleman 
from North Corolina (Mr. Danie] to withdraw 
the motion for a moment; but the object of the re- 
quest, if stated, was not heard by the reporter. 


80 


And | 


Mr. DANIEL declined to withdraw the motion: 


| to go into Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. JONES. I desire to be informed by the 
Chair whether a majority wote—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Jones] will suspend his remarks until 
order is restored. Gentlemen are again requested | 
to resume their seats. 

Mr. JONES. ls a majority vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
until order is restored. 

Mr. JONES, If I wait until order is restored, 
I shall have to wait a long time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be 
heard until order is restored. 

After another pause— 

Mr. JONES proceeded. [ wish to be informed 
by the Chair whether a majority can set aside a 
special order, made so from day to day, by the 
vote of two thirds ofthe House. If the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Daniex,] 
to proceed to the consideration of the private cal- 
endar, should prevail, a majority can set aside a 
special order made by two thirds. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the point of order 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jongs,] the 
Chair will state that the bounty land bill was made 
the special order for a certain day, and for each 
succeeding day until it should have been disposed | 
of. That special order is in Committee of the | 

H 


Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair ; 
rules, that upon private bill day, a motion .to go | 
into Committee of the Whole on the private cal- | 
endar has precedence over a motion to go into} 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 
But, where there is a special order pending in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union will, in the opinion of the: 
Chair, take precedence over a motion to go into 
Committee on the private calendar. But a mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union not having been submitted, the 
Chair will entertain the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Daniex,] to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the private calendar. 

Mr. JONES. Then I make the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
gn the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion, inasmuch as it 
is connected with a special order, will have prece- 
dence over the motion of the gentleman from | 
North Carolina, [Mr. Daniex,] and will be first | 

ut. 
Š Mr. DANIEL. 
that motion. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

The yeas and nays were refused. | 

Tellers were asked on the motion of Mr. Joxes, 
and Messrs. Mason, of Kentucky, and Kine, of į 
Rhode Island, were appointed, 

And the question, ‘* Will the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union?” was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 73, noes 54. 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 


- So the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole onthe state of the Union, (Mr. Ricu- | 
arnpson, of [linois, in the chair,) and resumed the | 
consideration of the bill “providing for soldiers of ; 
the war of 1812, °13, °14, and 715, with Great | 
Britain; the Indian wars of 181}; the (Florida) 
Seminolean war of 1835, 1836; &c.; and the war 
known as General Wayne’s, from 1792 to 1795, 
that have not heretofore been provided for.” 

The CHAIR stated the question to be on the ap- 
peal taken by Mr. Jones from the decision of the 
Chair, on the following amendment, heretofore 
offered by Mr. Hussard: 

Amend, by-inserting after the word ‘ that,” in 
the third line, the following: 


H 
| 

“The benefits and rights conferred by the ninth section | 
of the act entitled ‘An act to raise, for a limited time, an 
i 
i 


I ask the yeas and nays on 


additional military force, and for other purposes,’ approved 
february H, 1847, shail be and the same are hereby ex- 
tended in manner as folJows: that is.’? 


Amend by striking out all after the word “ pri- 


i| Ueman from Alabama, (Mr. Hussarp.] 


vate,’ 
ing: 

& Who served in the regular army, or inany company or. 
command of volunteers, angers, or. militia in the. Indian 
war, in the nortù west, prior to the treaty of Greenville, in 
1794, or in the late war with Great Britain, or in any: Indian 
war between the years 1811 and 1812, twelve inouths. or: 
more, shall be entitled to a bounty of one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, or who served six months or more, eighty 
acres, or who served sixty days or more, forty acres : Pro- 
vided, always, Thatsaid non-commissioned officer, musician 
or private, has not received a bounty of jand heretofore, an 
is not shown to have been dishonorably discharged by the 
| rolls: Prorided, also, That the bounties her.in granted shall 

be subject to the same rules of descent prescribed by the 
aforesaid act, and the act or acts amendatory of the same: 
! Provided, further, That no ‘treasury scrip, as authorized by 
said act of February 11, 1847, shall be authorized or issued 
t] under this act.” R 

After much conversation and confusion, 

Tellers (Messrs. W aruacs and Win.iams) were 
appointed. 

Mr. BURT desired, he said, to ask the opinion 
of the Chair upon a point of order involved in the 
amendment. He desired to know whether, in the 
opinion of.the Chair, if the amendment of the gen- 
| tleman from Alabama [Mr. Hupzarp] was adopted, 
it would then be in order to offer a substitute for- 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana? 

The CHAIR was understood to say, clearly. so. 

The question, ** Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 
87, noes not counted. ; 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. BISSELL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. JONES rose to a question of order. There 
| was, he said, another question of order which. he 
; desired to make upon the amendment of the gen- 
The 
committee had now sustained the decision of the 
Chair, that the amendment proposed by the gen* 
; tleman from Alabama was not a substitute, (or an 
| amendment in‘lieu of the bill.) No member of 
i the committee had the right under the rule to offer. 
| two amendments at, one time. The gentleman 
from Alabama proposed to insert after the enact- 
ing words, certain other words; and then,’skip-. 
ping over certain other words, he proposed. to 
strike out all the balance of the bill and insert a 
substitute—thus offering two amendments at one 
time, which was against the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no sort of 
| difficulty in overruling the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr..Jonxs.] 

Mr. JONES. And the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee has great pleasure in appealing from the de- 
| cision of the Chair. 
| The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 

stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative, without 
a division, : : 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

The CHAIR then said, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe,] who held the floor 
last evening at the time the question of order was 
raised on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Huszarp,] was now entitled to it. 

Mr. BISSELL, who had been recognized by 
the Chair immediately before Mr. Jones had made 
| his point of order, claimed the floor on thai ground. 
The CHAIR explained. 

Mr. BISSELL yielded the floor. 
| Mr. HOWE took it. 

Mr. BAKER said that, by the leave of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howe] he (Mr. 
B.) proposed to say a very few words. He pro- 
posed to amend the amendment, by striking out 
the second word in the first line. 

And (continued Mr. B.) I rise to say, that as a 
| friend to some principle by which this bill, shall 
grant Jand to somebody, I desire to move that the 
committee rise, for the purpose of having the bill 
referred to a select committee, that it may be per-. 
fected, so as to meet the wishes of its friends, and 
i make it less objectionable to its opponents, Iwas 
upon the Committee of Public Lands—] am, satis- 
fied that with the : 

Mr, JONES interposed to a question-of order. 
It was, that the remarks of the gentleman from” 


? in the fourth line, and inserting the follow- 


r 
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Mlinois [Mr. Bager] Were not in explanation of 
his motion to strike out that word. > : 

Mr. BAKER. Then Lask the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing) said, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Barer] would confine his 
remarks to the amendment which he had offered. 

Mr. JONES.” Are the remarks of the gentle- 
man in order? : i 

The CHAIRMAN said, it was impossible for 
the Chair to anticipate what application the gen- 
tleman was going to make of His remarks. 

The reading of Mr. Baxer’s amendment was 
called for, and it was read. 

Mr. BAKER (continuing) said, his only. par- 
pose in rising was to say that the bill, after the 


-amendment which had been adopted, did not 


Fanswer, the wishes of its friends or enemies. It 
was not likely to receive that deliberation which a 
bill appropriating so much of the public domain 
ought to receive. He was a friend to some of its 
provisions, and was opposed to others. He hoped 
that the committee would agree to rise, and that 
in the House the bill would be referred to a select 
committee, in order to place it in such form as 
would not grant four hundred thousand quarter- 
sections, without its being the intention of any- 
body to grant one fourth.of that number. . 

Mr. JONES said, if the committee rose, it 
would not be in order to refer the bill for the pur- 
pose designated, or for any other purpose. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Baxer, and decided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. PARKER moved the following amendment 
to the amendment of Mr. Hussar: 

Provided, farther, That the benefits of the act shall not 
be ennast wed as forfeited by the privates and non-commis- 
sioned officers who were, promoted to the grade of a com- 
missioned officer, during their service in any of the wars in 
this act mentioned. 

Some conversation followed on points of order, 
in which Mr. EVANS of Maryland, Mr: HAR- 
RIS of Hlinois, and Mr. ALBERTSON, partici- 
pated. A 

Mr. PARKER, in support of his amendment, 
sajd that the object thereof was to secure the ben- 
efits of this bill to such persons as, during our sev- 
eral wars, were promoted from the ranks to the 
grade of a commissioned officer. These instances 
were not so numerous as to increase to any con- 
siderable extent the amount of land to be appropria- 
ted by this bill. Bat whatever amount of land may 
be required by his amendment, it is one so entirely 
proper in itself that he should add but a single 
word in its support. None of those who were 
promoted during our late war with Great Britain 
were so promoted except for meritorious services 
rendered in the field, and he hoped their merit 
would not now be made an objection to them. 
Justice requires that they should participate in all 
such benefits as we may think it wise to%&rant to 
the soldiers of our various wars. He called for 
the reading of his amendment, as he felt sure it 
only needed to be understood, to be at once ac- 
cepted. 

He withdrew the amendment at request. 

Mr. ALBERTSON suggested to Mr. HUBBARD 
to modify his amendment by substituting for 1813, 
1811, so ag to read “or in any indian war between 
the years 1811 and 1842.” 

Mr. HUBBARD acquiesced in the suggestion, 
and modifie® his amendment accordingly. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out in Mr. Hus- 
BARD’s amendment 1813, and insert 1794. 

Mr. McCLERNAND raised the point of order 
that *61813”? was notin the amendment, and there- 
fore the motion to strike it out was not in order. 

Mr. JONES modified his motion, so as to strike 
out 1811 and insert 1794. 

Further points of order and great confusion. 

Mr. PUTNAM asked if it wasin order to move 
that the committee rise and report? If so, he 
would make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Jt is in order when the 
gentleman gets the floor to make the motion: the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] is now 
entitled to the floor” 

Mr. JONES, in-explanation of his amendment, 
said that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama proposed to extend the benefits of this 
act to all the soldiers of the Indian wars prior to 
1794, and then to the soldiers of the Indian wars 
from J811 to 1842; leaving the soldiers of the fn- 
dian wars between 1794 and 1811 unprovided for. 
He-appealed to the gentleman from Kentucky | 


‘fought battles with the Indians in the West and 


| vided for, before the issuing of the certificate, or warrant, | 


(Mr. Marsnaty} to know when the hardest 


the Southwest had taken place? Was it not with- 
in this period? i f 

Mr. MARSHALL requested the gentleman to 
name an Indian battle that had occurred between 
1794 and 1811. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made the same request. 

Mr. JONES replied, if he was not very mach 
mistaken the celebrated Nickajack expedition, and 
he believed other Indian gontests, had occurred be- 
tween these years. it was proper while they were 
providing for the soldiers of the other Indian wars 
to include these also, and not leave a necessity for 
another bill. He was as zealous, ardent, sincere a 
friend of the measure as any man on this floor or 
in this country. It was,in his opinion, the second 
best mode of disposing of the public lands: the 
best was, to give them to actual settlers who went 
and cultivated them. 

After some conversation, at the request of Mr. 
GREEN, : 

Mr. JONES withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN renewed the amendment, and said ! 
he merely desired to say a word, to which he 
hoped he should have the attention of every mem- 
ker on this floor. It appeared to him self-evident 
that there was a majority of the committee in fa- 
vor of the general features of this bill. He therefore 
made an appeal to the committee, and begged that 
they would allow the bill to be gone through and 
perfected before the committee rose. He hoped 
that it would then be reported to the House, and 
that we should adjourn over till Monday. This 
meeting here by ten o’clock and sitting until four, 
with the thermometer ranging up to 90, was too 
much for our health. 

Mr. GREEN withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said, in lieu of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hvssarp,] he would offer the amendment origin- 
ally offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
ALBERTSON,] having modified it so as to take the 
form of an amendment instead of a substitute. 

Mr. McL. was proceeding to address the com- 
mittee, when 

Mr. McCLERNAND interposed with the point 
of order, that the gentleman could not proceed 
with his remarks until the amendment was read. 

Some conversation followed, which was termi- 
nated by the reading of the amendment, as follows: 


é That each non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, who served in the military service of the Uuited States 
during the Jast war with Great Britain, commenced in the 
year 1812, or in any of the Indian wars before or since that 
period, including regulars, volunteers, spies, rangers, sea- 
fencibles, and milita, for a period of not less than six 
months, and who shail have remained in said service to the 
date of their death, or who was honorably discharged, shall 
be entitled to receive a certificate of warrant from the De- 
partment of the Literior, for the quantity of eighty acres of 
Jand, whieh may be located by the warrantee, or his as- 
signee, or heirs-at-law, at any land office of the United 
States, in one body, and iv conformity to the iegal subdivis- 
ions of the public lands, upon any of the public lands in 
such district then subject to private entry; and upon the re- 
turn of such warrant or certificate, with evidence of the to- 
cation thereof having been legally made to the General 
Laud Office, a patent shall be issued therefor, 

“That in the event of the death of avy such non-com- i 
missioned officer, musician, or private, during service, or 
aiter his discharge, and before the issuance of a certificate or 
warrant, as aforesaid, the said certificate, or warrant, shail 
sued in favorand innure to the benefit of his widow, 
if living, and if no wisow be living, to his children: Provi; 
ded, ‘Pat no jand warrant issued under the provisions of this 
act shail be iaid upon any land of the United States to which 
there shall be a pre@inpiion tight, or upon whieh there shall | 
be an actual setdement and cultivation, without the consent 
of such setiers aud cultivators be given thereto. 

“ And provided, further, Ubat each non-commissioned of- 
ficer, musician, or private, who was mustered into the mili- 
lary service of the United States, and served as specified in 
the first provision of this act, for a period of twelve mouths 
or more, shali be entitled to receive a warrant for one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land, which may be subject to pri- 
vate entry, under the provisions of the first section of this 
act, and in the event of the death of any person herein pro 


then the warrant for such Jand shall issue to the widow of 
such person, if there be oue, and if not, then to his chil- 
dren. I 
& And he tt further provided, That each non-commissioned l 
officer, musician, or private, who wa: mustered into the 


and if not, ther to his children. i 
“ And be it further provided, That the grants of land herein | 
made, and the warrants authorized to be issued, and patents 


| reached the seat of war. L i 
| that, in the construction of a bill which provided 


i and directed the roll to be called. 


granted thereon, as well as the location and transfer and as- 
sigament thereof, shall, in alt respects, be made under the 
provisions, restrictions, and limitations of the ninth section. 
of the act of February I, 1847; entitled <An act to raise, 
for a limited time, an additional mititary force, and for other 
purposes,’ so far as the same are not altered by the provis- 
ions of this act: Provided, That nothing in this aet contained 
shall be construed to authorize the issuing of a certificate, or 
warrant, to any non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, for service for which he has heretofore received, or 
been authorizedto receive, under aci of Congress, bounty 
land.?? ; 


Mr. McCLERNAND made the point of order 
that, until the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hossarn] was perfected, no sub- 
stitute was in order, and that the amendment of the 


| gentleman’ from Maryland was in effect, if not 


technically, a shbstitute. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order. 

„Mr. McLANE said afew words in explanation 
of the amendment he had offered, explaining that 
it was, in fact, not his amendment, but the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from-lndiana, differing but 
httle from that submitted by the gentleman from 
Alabama. He believed that this amendment re- 
moved all the difficulty which now lay in the way 
of the passage of the bill. He alluded to the@§if- 
ficulty which arose under the bill granting bounty 
lands and extra pay to the Mexican soldiers, in 
making a distinction between those who served 


sixty days, and those who had actually served’ 


but a short time. It was regarded as almost a 
hopeless task, as some of the troops had never 
He thought it important 


for giving away fifty or sixty millions of acres of 
the public lands, some care should be taken to 
free this point from difficulty. Itis very import- 
ant to fix the limit of the term of service required 
to entitle claimants to the benefit of this bill. If 
gentlemen are not disposed to take the bill, let it 
be voted down. If they regard it wrong to give 
away the public lands, let them vote against it, 
But do not let the bill be stopped in its progress 
by a difference of opinion as to the time of service. 
The battles of Palo Alto and Resaca dela Palma 
were fought but a few hours after some of the 
troops sent to aid General Taylor had joined the 
army. So that solaiers who have not served thirty 
hours, may be as much entitled to the benefit of 
this bill as those who served longer. f 

Mr. HARRIS, of lilinois, madea remark, which 
was unheard. 

Mr. McLANE said, the troops had, in some 
cases, not reached the enemy’s country. He was 
one who did not consider the enemy’s country as 
beginning until we crossed the Rio Grande. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order. 

The amendment of Mr. McLane was then read. 

A long conversation followed on a point of 
order. 

Mr. JONES asked Mr. McLavye to accept the 
following as a modification of his amendment: 

And provided, further, Thatto each commissioned and staff 
officer, who served in any one of the wars speeified and 
referred to in this act,as well as ah such who served in the 
late war with Mexico, on application to the Department of 
the Interior, there shall be issued a certifivate or warrant 
for one hundred and sixty acres of lang, to be located under 
the provisions of this act. And should any such officer 
heréin provided for, die before making application for the 
benefit of this act, then the certificate or warrant shall be 
jssned to and innure to the benefit of the widow of such 
officer, if living, and if not, then to their children. 

Mr. McLANE accepted the modification. 

Some further conversation followed on points of 
order, after which the question was taken on the 
amendment of Mr. McLane, as modified, and the 
vote stood—ayes 74, noes 39. 

No quarum voting. 

Mr. STANTON, of 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. BURT raised the question of order that, no 
quorum having voted, the rule was peremptory 
requiring that the roll should be called, and the 
names of the absentees be reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 


Tennessee, proposed to 


After conversation on points of order, amid 


| great confusion, 


The roll was called, and 

The committee rose and reported the names of 
the absentees, to be entered upon the Journal. 

The committee resumed its session, and 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. McLange—. à 
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The tellers resumed their places, and the vote 
was again taken, with the following result-—ayes 
85, noes 54, 

So Mr. McLawe’s amendment was adopted. 

The question recurring fon the amendment of 
Mr. Hussarv as amended— i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, proposed to 
move an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. JONES made the point that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland having been 
adopted as a substitute for that of the gentleman 
from Alabama, no further amendment to that 
amendment was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision. 


The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair | 


stand as the judgment of the committee?’ was 


taken by tellers, (Messrs. Hiturarp and MeMo- | 
LEN,) and decided in the affirmative—ayes 109, | 


noes 14. 
So the decision was sustained, and Mr. Sran- 
ron’s amendment was decided to be in order. 
Aker some further proceedings on a point of or- 
der,” 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the officers and 
sailors of the uavy of the United States who were engaged 
in the Mexican war, either in the Guif of Mexico or on the 
Pacifie ocean, be and are hereby placed upon an equal foot- 
ing with the officers and men of the army engaged in the 
sume service, and shall be entitled to extra pay and bounty 
Jaud, as provided for by the several acts of Congress for the 
benefit of the said officers aud men of the army. 

Mr. S. said he had offered this amendment in 
good faith. A memorial on the subject had been 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
that committee had reported a bili substantially 
the same as this amendment. But although this 
amendment was the same in effect, it was so dif- 


ferent in phrase that it could not be objected to | 


on the ground that it was out of order. Unless 
the provision embraced in this amendment was 
inserted in this bill, there was little probability that 
the question would be reached before the end of 
the session. In reply to a remark of his col- 


league, that sailors are not entitled to share in these | 


bounty lands, he would only say, that during the 


war with Mexico, the sailors were landed and | 
fought on shore. They had then no opportunity | 


to take prizes. He wished to havea vote on his 
amendment. 

Mr. EWING (Mr. Stanron having withdrawn 
his amendment) renewed the amendment. He was 
opposed to it, and for this reason, that it would in- 


troduce a new principle in our bounty-land sys- 


tem, which would open the door for the admission || 


of innumerable claimants, who have never before 
been considered as entitled to share in these gra- 
tuities of land. If weare now to admit the sailors 
provided for in this amendment, we shall have to 
admit also the sailors of the war of 1812, who are 
still more entitled to our favor. He was opposed 
to the amendment, because it breaks in on the old 


system, because it wouid render it necessary here- | 


after to let in the sailors of the war of 1812, and 
because it would require a much greater appropria- 
tion of the public lands. There was a distinction 
to be made between sailors and soldiers. The sail- 
ors could make a good deal by prize money; sol- 


diers had no such opportunity. Sailors also live | 
principally on the water, and would not be able to ; 


do anything in the way of improving the lands, 
or to occupy them, 
ent footing. Soldiers have only their pay and ra- 
tions, while sailors frequently draw large sums of 
prize money out of ships which they have taken. 
Sailors may not capture any ships, but their fail- 
ure to make prizes ought not to entitle them to the 


privileges of this bill. There is a large amount of | 


prize money made every war, nota single dollar 
of which ever goes to the soldier. 

Mr. E. withdrew the amendment, at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. CROWELL, who renewed it. He was in 
favor of the amendment. THe thought it proper 
that the provisions of this bill should be extended 
to this branch of the service. It should be re- 


Thus they stand on a differ- | 


membered that the marines manned the batteries | 


at Vera Cruz; and that a portion of our seamen 
marched to Mexico. They me, therefore, fully 
as entitled to the benefit of this bill as the soldiers. 
He was in favor of the amendment, and he would 
not consent, to withdraw it, to open the door fora 


i from what it was when it came from the commit- | 


further debate. He desired to have a vote taken 
on it; and withont further remark, he would re- 
quest a vote on the amendment.. ` 

After some conversation, the question was taken 
on the amendment of Mr. Sranron, and, by 
ayes 81, noes 68, it was agreed to. 

Afler some further conversation ona point of | 
order— 

Mr. EVANS offered the following amendment | 
to the amendment: | 


5 ms 1 
Provided, That before any of the warrants mentioned | 
herein shall issue or be satisfied, the debts incurred during | 
the war of the Revolution, due to the soldiers thereof, and | 
i 

| 


which remain unsat sfied, in whole or in part, shall first be | 
paid out of the proceeds of said iands, whether the same 
consist of loan office certificates or continental serip, or of 
any other indebtedness which was issued to- them, and 
which they were forced to dispose of at a ruinous sacrifice. 

After some conversation on a point of order— 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks, which have 
not been furnished; after which, he withdrew the 
amendment at the request of 

Mr. GORMAN, who renewed it. He said: 
Mr. Chairman, I renew this amendment, to say 
to the friends of the bill, thatethese propositions 
to include everybody, both sailors and soldiers, 
are killing it. itis nearly dead now—you have 
already nearly destroyed it. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] | 
boldly proclaimed his settled ‘opposition to it, and | 
he is too candid to say that he offers this amend- 
ment for any other purpose than to destroy it; his 
speech was intended asa funeral sermon over its 
already mutilated remains. It must now be evi- 
dent to all that the moment you altered the bill 


te , you gave ita serious blow. Gentlemen must | 
have observed that the enemies of the bill vote for 
any amendment to weigh it down. If you want: 
the soldiers of the war with Great Britain to have 

this bounty land, vote against any and all amend- 

ments that are proposed. The committee gave it | 
full consideration, and decided to give eighty acres | 
to all six-months men, one hundred and sixty | 
acres to all twelve-months men. This will be fol- į 
lowing precedent; and to give it for a less period | 
of service, will be departing from former prece- | 
dent. I have been devoting myself most ardently 
to get this bill passed; and I would, with all my 
heart, give forty acres to all soldiers who served 


in any battle; but all the members on this floor | 
know, that to bring the service below three months, 
and give every man forty, or eighty, or one j 
hundred and sixty atres of land, who were only | 
drafted for some peculiar emergency, and served 


from five to thirty, forty, or fifty days, during || 
which time they possibly never saw an enemy, is || 
| to kill this bill dead. Are members aware that 


during the war with Great Britain, there were 
called into the service three hurdred and eighty- 


two thousand militia and volunteers, and that two | 


hundred and fifty thousand of that number wer 
mere temporary soldiers, called out and stationed 
along the sea-board, in most instances for a few 
days, or one or two months? many of whom were 


i! at home, and at their work on their farms, and in 


their shops, merely holding themselves in readi- 
ness, if they should be needed. 

Those who are ardently and honestly wishing 
the passage of this bill, should vote down every 
amendment to the bill, and keep it as a prudent, | 


l would be glad to give a bounty to every soldier 
who served his country for but one day; but you 
must limit the time to some reasonable period of: 
actual service, or you cannot get any bill passed | 
through this House. 


| 
careful, and well-informed committee brought it in. | 
i 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] is too || 


candid a man to rise in his place and say, that by | 
voting for these amendments, he did not deliberately | 
intend to oppose, defeat, and destroy the bill. i 


Mr. VINTON said, if the gentleman will per- |; 


mit me, I will state my motive. The bill entirely | 
destroys our land system—I therefore oppose it. 

Mr. GORMAN continued. The gentleman 
from Ohio, and a large majority of his Whig: 
friends, have opposed the bill from the start. But 
I desire to say a word more: The original bill 
proposes to give bounty land to the six, twelve, 
and eighteen months militia and volunteers. If 


į left in that form, it will pass; if reduced to five, 
ten, twenty, thirty, or sixty days service, if will |, 


not pass, as every member now can plainly see. 
if the biil is left as the committee reparted it, it 


three months or less, and were, during that time, | 


i| Tellers were asked and ordered 


if 


will provide for about twenty-two thousand ‘men, 
or their children, and no more. T desire the coms 
wittee to remember that my honorable friend from 
i Connecticut [Mr. Waroo} and myself, as mems 
bers of the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions; 
| had fully investigated this matter, and searched up 
every law that had been passed on the subject of 
bounty lands to soldiers; and we found that all 
soldiers who were mustered into the regular ser- 
vice for five years, got this bounty.and.extra pay; 
and all who were mustered into: the service for 
during the war, got it likewise. So that, if- you, 
leave the bill as the committee framed it, you pro- 


vide for all the six, twelve, and eighteen months. 
men. 


friends of the bill have proposed to amend;by 
| allowing all who served only one day, to come in’ 
(for this bounty. J know their good intentions; 
| but the past history of bills of this kind is full of 
! admonitions to its friends to keep off all amend- 
i ments, And, sir, if it needs amendments, let it go 
i to the Senate; and they, 
soniations can, and will throw around it all proper. 
j guar 5. . ; y 

Messrs. CONRAD, CROWELL, and BIS- 
SELL, respectively, addressed the Chair, for the 
purpose of speaking, bùt were unable to do go, ag 
; Mr. Evans adhered to his amendment, stating 
, that he had offered it in good’ faith, and desired a 
vote. 

Mr. JONES called for tellers, which were or- 
dered, and- Mr. Gouty and Mr. WåäLpo were 
appointed. : 
| The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
| —ayes 7], noes 72. 
| So the amendment of Mr. Evans was rejected, 
| Mr. STANLY moved the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


Provided, That no warrant shall issue by virtue of this 
act, until Congress has decided what lands shall be set 
apart for the benefit of the asylums in the several States 
for the insane, the deaf and dumb, and the blind, 


Mr. JONES raised the point of order against 
the amendment, that no law had passed Congress 
appropriating land for such purposes as those de- 
i| slgnated by the amendment. 

‘|. Mr. HARALSON objected to the amendment 
‘| on another ground of order, which.was not heard’ 

by the reporter. E 
The CHAIRMAN overruled the points of order. 
; aud Messrs. 
| Goutp and Mizuer were appointed. ` 

The question was taken, and the tel 
| ported—ayes 49, noes 70. 
| So the amendment was rejected. te 
Mr. CONRAD said, he would move an amen 


H 


lers ré- 


d- 


i| ment, and he assured the friends of the bill that 
i| he made the motion in good faith, and should urge 


i its adoption. 
| The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, ‘That the benefits of this act shall be, and they 
are hereby, extended to each officer, musician, and. private, 
enrolled or enlisted in any company that was actually raised, 
1 organized, and equipped, in the State of Lonisiana, in con- 
| sequenc 
| during the late war with Mexico,in order to reinforce thë 
troops on the Rio Grande under the command of General 
Taylor, and to the widows and children of such as may 
i have died before issuitig. the warrants. 


Mr. C., upon offering this amendment, begged 
j leave to make afew remarks, which he thought 
| would satisfy gentlemen of the propriety of 
i 


| 
| 


adopting ‘it. It was, perhaps, within the recol- 
lection of many gentlemen in that House, who 


| were familiar with the incidents of the late war 


with, Mexico, that when General Taylor found 
i himself in a critical position on the banks of the 
: Rio Grande, General Gaines, who was then in 
| command of the southwestern military district of 
‘the United States, made a requisition upon the 
Governor of Louisiana for a reinforcement. The 
: exact amount of that reinforcement he did hot 
recollect, nor had he the means now at hand of as-: 
‘certaining it. The requisition, however, was re- 
: sponded to, promptly and zealously. The citizens 
; of Louisiana, from all parts of thé State, even 
from the most remote sections of it, flacked to 


‘| New Orieans for the purpose of tendering their 


| services, and of embarking there to go to the aid 
: and rescue of General Taylor and his gallant Jiale 
: band on the banks of the Rio Grande. ‘They 
. were armed and equipped at their own expense; and 
it was within his knowledge that many of theofficers 
| incurred a very considerable. expense, not only in 


| equipping themselves, in purchasing their uniforma 


I am fully aware, that some of the very warmest”: 


> of a call or requisition made by General Gaines. 


ors 


having more time and les@' * 


s 


,the-expectation that there would be some hard 
` fighting, were not only disappointed in this expect- 
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ana tneir norses, but that,they even assisted, from 
their private means, in furnishing equipments for 
their respectivé corps. A ‘portion of them were 
sent back to Fort Jackson, where they remained 
for a considerable time. But it would be recollected 
also, that the Administration of the General Gov- 
ernment disavowed this aet of General Gaines. 
They declared that General Gaines was not au- 
thorized to’ make this requisition, and refused to 
recognize the troops that had been thus raised in 
virtue of that requisition, to form a part of the 
army then serving in the war against Mexico. 

In consequence of this, those ardent young men 
who had left their homes forthe purpose of enga- 
ging in the war, anxious to proceed to Mexico, in 


ation; were not only deprived of the opportunity | 
to distinguish themselves in the war—a privilege 
which some of their compatriots were so fortunate 
as to be able to obtain—but lost the sums they had 
advanced and expended in equipping themselves. 
He believed they had never received one dollar 
from the Government as compensation for those 
expenses or for their loss of time and their trou- 
ble, and more than all, for the disappointment they | 
had to endure. He believed that the hardships 
and toil, to say nothing of actual expenses in- 
curred by the officers for themselves and the mem- 
bers composing their regiments, were at least equal 
to those of many whom it was the object of this 
bill to compensate, He believed there were thou- 
sands and tens of thousands, who would be benc- 
fited. by the provisions of this bill, if it should be 
passed, who were not half so much entitled to re- 
muneration or reward, as the individuals to whom 
he had referred. They came there and enlisted 
under the requisition and in obedience to the call 
of the commander-in-chief of the district, who had 
made an earnest appeal to their patriotism. They 
came there in the expectation that they were to form 
a part of the army that was to march to Mexico, 
and they were most grievously disappointed and 
mortified when they were told that they must go 
back to their homes. 

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor, and at his re- 
quest the amendment was withdrawn, with the 
view of enabling him to renew it. 

Mr. M. then renewed the amendment, and 
said, he thought the committee would acquit him 
of any desire to make a Buncombe speech; on the 
contrary, he made it a rule generally to make what 
were called anti- Buncombe speeches. And he did 
not desire on this occasion to make a speech for | 
the purpose of facilitating the passage of the bill 
in its present form; for he was perfectly satisfied 
that it never could become a law. There was but 
one amendment which he cared anything about 
making to the bill, and if it were in order he would 
be inclined to move it now. Theamendment that 
he referred to would embrace a proposition similar 
to that supposed to have been made by a certain 
ideal personage, Mr. Tittlebat Titmouse, described | 
by a celebrated writer on the other side of the At- 
lantic, to give everything to everybody; but if it 


were the intention of that House in reality to pass || 


the bill, making donations of the public ‘lands to | 

those who had exposed their lives in the service | 

of the country, the persons embraced in the amend- 

ment that had been offered by his colleague were | 

He ai as any that were embraced in the | 
il. 

His colleague had very justly said, that when 
General Taylor called for a reinforcement, and a 
requisition was made upon the Governor of Loui- 
siana for troops, the citizens of that State promptly 
responded to the call; and within less than sixty | 
days, one quarter of the population of that State, 
capable of bearing arms, would have been upon 
the banks of the Rio Grande, where General Tay- 
lor then was, if they had been permitted to go. 
Six thousand men were there within less than | 
sixty days, armed and equipped, ready to coéper- | 
ate with the remnant of General Taylor’s army; | 
and at the end of three months, they were told | 
that General Gaines had acted without authority,.| 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hiinois, desired permission 
to inquire of the gentleman from Louisiana, wheth- 
er those troops were not allowed to enter the ser- | 
vice? i 
Mr. MORSE replied, that he did not know how | 
many of them eventually enlisted. But he de- 
sired to state, that they were treated with great 


cause of bringing the Government into ridicule 
and contempt. After a Major General of the 
army had caused these men to abandon their 
homes, and to equip themselves for the purpose 
of entering the army, they were told that the re- 
quisition was without authority of Jaw, and that 
their expenses could not be refunded to them; 
they were told that they must either enlist for a 
year or return to their homes. ` 

As the bill at present stood, he thought he 
should vote against it altogether, but at the same 


time, without any intention of making a Buncombe | 


speech, he desired to place the people whom he 
represented, and who had been subjected to heavy 
pecuniary sacrifices, upon an equal footing with 


j the other proposed beneficiaries under it, in case 


it should become a law. 

At the request of Mr. Hararson, who next ob- 
tained the floor, he withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed the amendment. 
He had before him, he said, the act providing for 
the donation of bounty lands to the soldiers who 
served in the Mexican war; but he would not de- 
tain the committee by reading what was doubtless 
in the recollection of every gentleman. Those 
who served for a period of less than twelve months 
had been provided for. 
all those individuals in Louisiana, to whom the 


; gentleman from that State who had addressed the 


committee referred, who had actually entered the 
service, had been provided for. 

Mr. CONRAD observed, that those who had 
responded to the call of the Governor of the State, 
in obedience to the requisition of General Gaines, 
had never been recognized by the Government. 

Mr. HARALSON continued. They were then 
excluded from receiving bounty lands upon the 
principle that was adopted at the time of the pas- 
sage of the act, because they were not marched to 
the seat of war. And now it was proposed by the 
enemies of the bill to pile up amendment upon 
amendment in order to insure its defeat. He 
trusted that the friends of the bill would discoun- 
tenance this movement, which was evidently de- 
signed to defeat the passage of the bill. They had 
the power to pass it; and he trusted they would do 
it. He appealed to them to vote down the amend- 
ments and pass the bill, so as to do justice to 
those who deserved the bounty of thisGovernment. 

Ele withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. TOOMBS renewed it. He said, if they de- 
sired to be governed by a correct principle in regard 
to the granting of bounty lands, this amendment 
ought not to beadopted; but according to the prin- 
ciple upon which they were proceeding, it mattered 
but little whether it were adopted or not. Upon 
the principle of giving to everybody a share, the 
amendment would be a good one. How was it in 
regard to the bounties that were given to the sol- 
diers who fought in the battles of the Revolution ? 
They were given only to those who served the 


full term of three years; and a soldier who had } 


been in service for two years eleven months and 
twenty-nine days only, without completing the 
three years’ service, was not entitled to receive the 
bounty. There were thousands who had fought 
for the independence of the country—none of your 
holiday soldiers, but men who had fought bravely 
in many a battle—who had never received a bounty, 
because their term of service had not been suffi- 
ciently long to entitle them, under the law, or to 
bring their case within the principle which the 
Government had established, and which it hed 
now acted upon for sixty years. To change that 
principle now, and extend these gratuities to every 
man who had entered the service at ail, was, to 
say the least of it, highly improper. If they were 
going to make the distribution general, and give 
land to everybody, why he would go for it; but if 
it was going to be a partial and half-way measure, 
such as this appeared to be, he was entirely op- 
posed to it. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Conran, tellers (Messrs. Carnrrer and Corwin) 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and, by ayes 62, 


| noes 69, the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VENABLE moved the following amend- 
ment: 


. Provided, further, That the persons entitled to Jand under | 5 i 
|! may all have a share in cur common possessions. 


receive at the Treasury, certificates of debt, hearing interest :| 


the provi ions of this act, shall be eutitled to denand and 


at the rate of three per cent., and redeemabie at the pleasure 


indignity, and this circumstance was partly the 


of the Government, estimating each acre of land to Le worth 
sixty-two and a half cents per acre. 


And he apprehended that ! 


Mr. V. said: Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
which ‘I propose ought to“be satisfactory.to all 
the friends of the poor, neglected, and gallant 
soldier, Jt ought to be most satisfactory, be- 
cause it gives immediate payment, in a medium 
which can be sold promptly in the market; be- 
cause the compensation can be obtained without 
the expense of agencies or locations; because it 
it is simple in its operation, and, being founded 
upon justice, ought to be made immediately avail- 
able. The soldier’s claim, and. those of his 
widow and children, are filled with interest, in 
my view. They ought to be paid. The wants 
of those who have been made poor that the 
country should be made rich, ought ‘to be attend- 
ed to and relieved. My friend from Georgia, 
{Mr. Hararson] acknowledged that from fifty 
to eighty millions of acres would be necessary 
to meet the demand; and this, at sixty-two anda 
half cents per acre—the price placed upon the 
lands granted to soldiers: in the Mexican war— 
would be about as much as would be necessary to 
pay off the debt which the certificates | propose to 
issue would be in amount. Some amend ts 
offered have provided that the soldiers, or those 
entitled under them, shall remove to the lands in 
order to enjoy the benefit of this land. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hiz- 
LIARD] prevents the transfer of the scrip, except un- 
der certain restrictions. W here is the justice of re- 
quiring the soldier or his widow, worn down with 
years and poverty, to break up and move to a 
new territory, only to find a grave amongst stran- 

ers? i 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, requires 
actual occupation by those entitled. 1 wonder 
how those gentlemen, whose hearts so bleed for a 
soldier’s sufferings, and whose sympathies so low 


| out for his descendants, should be reconciled to 


such a valueless offering in consideration of such 
eminent and valuable services. Sir, if gentlemen 
are in earnest, let us give in money what the gen- 
tlemen ask in land, and then our faith is. saved in 
the pledge of the lands to redeem the $27,000,000 
loan, and the public creditor cannot complain. 
Nothing is of higher importance than the most 
punctilious regard to national obligations, to na- 
tional good faith, Credit perishes when a doubt 
as to either exists, and the mightiest people be- 
come powerless for their own defence. Sir, we 
hear of the countless millisns of public land in 
California, New Mexico, Oregon, and the Mis- 
souri Territory. Gentlemen must know that 
there are no statisties at present by which we can 
ascertain the extent of the claims upon the lands 
included in our acquisitions from Mexico, and 
that in all the wide domain referred to, a large 
proportion is desert or mountain, worthless now 
and likely so to remain. Sir, let us come up in 
good faith to this work of comforting and reward- 
ing the soldier and his family. Let us vote some- 
thing which will give immediate comfort, imme- 
diate relief; and whilst we acquire credit with the 
country for zeal in this interesting cause, let us 
deserve the applause which we may win. Those 
included in the. bill must be much advanced in 
years, and cannot wait long for our bounty. Let 
us not make eloquent appeals in favor of the old 
soldier, and end in giving him 40, 80, or 160 acres 
of land, and require him to settle on it or to forfeit 
his claim. 3 

.If gentlemen desire to get rid of the publie 
lands, let them say so. If it is determined to disre- 
gard our pledge for security to the loan—if it is 
desirable to find a pretext to squander all this re- 
source for revenue,—] demand a fair chance for 
those who are represented here by me. Let us 
give to every American citizen who will remove to 
occupy and cultivate for five years, a quarter 
section of land. This would give value to that 
which is adjoining, introduce population and culti- 


| vation into the wilderness, and confer a real bene- 
li fit upon the State; at any rate, in the distribution 
| all American citizens will have an opportunity of 
i acquiring a share; the deserving poor young man 


may secure a home for himself, provide for the 
maintenance of a family; the widow and her sons 
may make an independence; and the soldier, his 
widow and his family, together with the deserving 
and enterprising of the young men of the country, 


l have not voted for grants to foreigners or to 


| corporations; I prefer providing for ‘our own peo- 


ple, and am unwilling to aid in makingghe public 
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domain the theatre of monopolizing speculation. 
It was intended as a source of revenue; but if we 
of this generation choose to be our own executors, 
let us make a fair distribution of the estate. If 
the public domain is to be seized upon and wasted 
under all and any pretext, don’t come over the 
shoulders of honorable and gallant old soldiers, or 
make the professed gratitude of the people an ex- 
cuse for a breach of our plighted faith, 

The pledge of the proceeds of the public lands 
to the public creditor, either meant something or 
nothing. If it meant anything, good faith requires 
us to stand up to the pledge; if it was intended at 
the time to mean nothing, it was a fraud, in which 
we should not be partakers, but make atonement | 
at once, by acknowledging the obligation. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD made a few remarks upon 
renewing the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [ Mr. Vewasue,] to the effect that 
he had an amendment of his own, forwarded some 
days since to the Chair, which he would press | 
to a vote. That amendment required those who | 
va, to be benefited by this bill, to occupy and | 
culfvate the lands granted to them, for the space | 
of twelve months. This would result in good 
to the Government by increasing the value of the 
public lands, and the grant of lands would not be 
a mere naked gift. He believed that our right to 
dispose of the public lands was a qualified one; 
but by requiring the persons taking lands under 
the provisions of this bill, to cultivate them, we 
should derive some compensation for the bounty 
which we bestowed. If it be true that ‘* he who 
makes two blades of grass grow where but one 
would grow before, is a public benefactor,” then | 
we should derive some equivalent for our gener- 
ous gift. f 

According to promise, he would renew the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Caro- | 
lina, but he could not vote for it. i 

On motion of Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, | 

The committee rose and reported. i 

On motion, by yeas 93, nays 83— 

Ordered, That when the House adjourns, it adjourn to |} 
Monday next. ji 

The House then adjourned. 


_ NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. DOTY gave notice of his intention to ask leave to 
introduce a bill, according to the rules, with the tullowing 
tite: “A bill to aduit lhe State of California into the 
Union” 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were | 
presented under the rule,and referred to the appro- | 
priate committees : n 

By Mr. WILMOT: A petition, signed by 35 citizens of .' 

' Bradford county, Pennsylvauia, praying Congress to pro- i` 
vide weans to colouize, upon the continent of Africas the || 
free black population of the United Szates. { 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
George 3. Kline, of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, asking | 
for a pension on account of disabilities incurred whiie in |i 
the service of the United States in the Mexican war. i 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of Mrs. Mary Deany, 
widow of Lieutenant James A. Deany, of the United States 
Infantry, who died in the service of the United States, ask- 
ing for a pension. 

. By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of John R. Kendall and 
29 others, citizens of Burlington, in the State of Wisconsin, | 
praying Congress to pass a joint resulution authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to order one of the national vessets 
across the Atlantic, to transport such delegates as may go 
froin this country to attend the Peace “Congress, to be held 
in the city of Frankfort, Germany, in August next. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Hooker and 50 others, citizens 
of Salem, in the State of Wisconsin, praying Congress to 
take some steps toward the establishment of stipwtated arbi- 
tration or Congress of Nations, for the settlement of inter- 
national controversies, y 

Also, the petition of William Moore and 25 otners, citi- 
zens of the county of Clinton, State of Ohio, praying for the 
repeal of all taws enacted by Congress for the support ofthe | 
African slave trade in the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of Willian Moore and 27 others, citi- 
zens of the county of Clinton, in the State of Ohio, praying 
Congress to segure to alleged fugitives the right of trial by 
jury. r 

Aiso, the petition of William Moore and others, citizens | 
of the county of Clinton, State of Ohio, praying that no more 
slave States be adinitted into the Union. g 

Also, the petition of Wiliiam Moore and others, citizens 
of the county of Clinton, State of Ohio, praying for the es- | 
tablishinent and protection of freedom in the tenitories of 
the United States. y Y 

Also, the petition of Charles C. Drake and 16 others, citi- 
zens of Racine county, State af Wisconsin, praying Con- 
gress to establish an intcrnational jurisdiction of peace. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Bridgman and 58 others, citi- 
zens af Fond du Lac couaty,town of Rosendale, state of Wis- 
consin, against the admission of more slave States inte the 
Union; also, for the prohibition ofsiavery in such new States 
as may be formed by the division of Texas ; and remonstrating 


A ad 
against the passage of any law by Congress for the recovery 
of fagitive slaves, without right of trial by jury in the State 
in which he is arrested ; also, praying for the passage of a law 
declaring the flag of the Republie no protection to the cvast- 
wise slave trade. - 

Also, the petition of 30 citizens of the town of Burlington, 
State of Wisconsin, praying that the Secretary of the Navy 
be authorized to furnish a vessel to convey delegates to the 
Peace Convention to be holden’ in the city of Frankfort, 
Germany, in August next.” 

Also, the petition of E. D. Seward and 52 others, citizens 
of Lake Mills and vicinity, in the State of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing Congress to take some action in favor of stipulated arbi- 
tration, or a Congress of Nations, for the settlement of inter- 
national controversies. 

Also, the memorial of James J. Strang and others, pray- 
ing Congress to pass a law, giving the consent of the nation 
that the Latter-Day Saints may settle upon, and forever oč- 
cupy, aH the uninhabited lands of the islands in Lake Mich- 
igan, and to cease to sell the same to other persons. And 
also asking, as they have not been allowed to remain in peace 
among the people of these United States, that they will be 
suffered to remain there sep irate from them; also, that Con- 
gress do, by some public act, condemn in behalf of the na- 
tion, the martyrdom of the Saints, and their exile from some 
of the States. And further asking, that Congress take meas- 
ures to srenre redress for these wrongs ; and for the punish- 
ment of the aggressors. 

Also, the petition of 41 citizens of the towns of York and 
Paris, State of Wisconsin, praying that the Secretary of the 
Navy be anthorized to furnish a vessel to convey peace del- 
egates from the United States to the Peace Convention to 
be held in the city of Frankfort, Germaay, in August next. 

Also, the petition of Erastus Dean. and 27 others, citizens 
of the towns of Bradford, Emerald Grove, Rock county, 
Wisconsin, praying Congress that the Secretary of the Navy 
he anthorized to furnish a vessel to convey peace delegates 
from the United States tothe Peace Convention to be held 
in the city of Frankfort, Germany, in August next. 

Also, the petition of A. Ostrande! and 49 others, citizens 
of Sauk county, Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of the 
law permitting the flogging of seamen engaged in the United 


| States naval service. 


Also, the petition of 42 persons, citizens of Walworth 
county, State of Wisconsin, for the admission of California, 
with her present boundaries and constitution unaltered ; 
and for its admission separate and apart from all other ques- 
tions or compromises. Also, praying for the passage of bills 
for the government of New Mexico and Utah or Deseret. 

Also, the petition of G. H. Smith and 35 others, citizens 
of Sun prairie, county of Dane, State of Wisconsin, praying 
Congress ta take some measures for the establishment of a 
board of National Arbitrators, or Congress of Nations, for the 
adjustment of national difficulties. 

Also, the petition of William D. Potter and others, citi- 


i} zens of Waukesha county, State of Wisconsin, praying Con- 


gress for the reduction of postage to two cents for each let- 
ter. 

Also, the petition of S. A. Duinnell and others, citizens 
of Lafayette, Walworth county, Wisconsin, praying Con- 
gress to admit no more slave States into the Union. 

Also, the petition of S. A. Dainnell and athers, citizens 
of Lafayette, Walworth county, Wisconsin, praying for 
the establishment of freedom in the territories of the United 
States, 

Also, the petition of S. A. Duinnell and others, citizens 
of Lafayette, Walworth county, Wisconsin, praying Con- 
gress to pass an act Securing to alleged fugitives the right of 
trial by jury. 

Also, the petition of S. A. Duinnell and others, citizens 
of Lafayette, Walworth county, Wisconsin, praying for the 
repeal of all laws enacted by Congress for the support of 
slavery in the Distriet of Columbia. 

On mation by Mr. JACKSON, of New York, the petition 
in behalf of the heirs of Major William Jackson, for com- 
pensation of said Major Jackson as a deputy commissary of 
forage in the revolutionary war, was taken from the files, 
and, together with other papers, referred to the Coinmittee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: The memorial of Charles Careeno, for 
the passage of an act by Congress, instructing the Indian 
Department to pay from the annuities due the Chippewa 
Indians a reasonable sum of money for personal injuries 
sustained by him at the hands of au individual of that tribe. 

Bv Mr. POTTER: The memorial of John P. Downs, Pe- 
ter F. Birtenbaugh, Walter Davis, Edward ‘Todd, and Wil- 
liam Lewis, soldiers in the war of 1812, and the Indian 
wars of the West, for a grant of land to the soldiers in those 
wars. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of Sarah Kirby, widow 
of Robert B. Kirby, to be placed on the pension list. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: The petition of D. D. 
Bartlett. of Marblehead, for allowance for services of his 
father, William Bartlett, in rhe war of the Revolution. 

Also, the memorial of the City Councils of Lynn, Massa- 
chusetts, that Lynn may be constituted a port of entry. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 24, 1850. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


coe S STEAMBOAT ACCIDENTS. 
Mr. CARTTER rose, and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offera resolution. He 
assured the House that there were no negroes in 
it, or anything of that character. [A Jaugh.] 

Mr. INGE rose, he said, to a privileged ques- 
tion. As he understood, there was now a special 
order before the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, being the bounty land bill, 
which continued a special order from day to day 
until disposed of. He believed it wasa privileged 
motion to move to go into Commitice of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that that 


motion took precedence over a-motion under: the 
regular order of business. He. objected: to: the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, and:moved 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to proceed with the special order. 
Mr. CARTTER. Will the Clerk read the res- 
olution? ` 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the res- 
olution. . : 
The resolution of Mr. CARTTER ‘was read, ag 
follows: : i var T 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to ingnire into the expediency of providing a law com- 
pelling all craft carrying passengers and navigating: the 
waters of the United States, or sailing under the authoriry 
of the United States, to be provided with ample and. suit= 
able resources of escape to passengers, in case of accident 
by fire or otherwise; and further inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making certain custom-house officers inspectors to 


carry out any Jaw in pursuance of the purposes: of this res- 
olution; and said committee report by bill or otherwise, 


TheSPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
that objection is made to this resolution ? 

Mr. INGE. I make no objection. . 

The SPEAKER. If no objection is made, the 
resolution will be received: it can only be enters 
tained by unanimous consent. 3 

No objection being made, bs 

The resolution was received and unanimously 
adopted. : £ 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr: 
Ince— : ‘ 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. i 

Mr. BAYLY appealed to the gentleman from 
Alabama to withdraw the motion, to enable him 
(Mr. B.) to offer a resolution to make the appro- 
priation bills the special order. , 

No response being heard from Mr. Incr, 

BOUNTY LANDS. 


the motion of Mr, Ince. 

Mr. MASON inquired, in case the rules were 
suspended, whether the bounty land bill would be 
the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. If the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
bounty land bill is the special order, and the only 
business on which the committee can act. a 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire whether 
it will take precedence of the California bill? © 

The SPEAKER. It takes precedence of ’ all 
other business, being the special order. wees 

Mr. CARTTER. Then I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MASON. Then I shall vote for ‘it. I 
hope the House will go into committee on the 
bounty land bill; we can finish it to-day. >> `. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 89 
nays 85, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Bocock, Bowdon, .Boyd, Breck, William J. Brown, Burt, 
| Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
| Clingman, Daniel, Dimmick, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 
sion, Fuller, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, 
Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. 
Harris, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert. W. 
Johnson, Jones, La Sére, Marshall, Meson, MeClernand, 
Mc Donald, McGaughey, MeLanahan, Finis E. MeLean, Me- 
Queen, Mc Will e, Miler, Millson, Morris, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Ouuaw, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Reed, Richardson, 


Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shep- 
perd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, A. H. 
Stephens, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thonip- 
son, Jobn B. Thompson, William ‘Thompson, Venable, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellhorn, Wentworth, 
Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Young—89. 
NAYS—Mossrs. Alexander, Allen, Bennett, Bokee, 
Booth, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, thomas B. 
Butler, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, 
Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Disney, Dixon, 
Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, 
Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Haito- 
way, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Howe, Hunter, 
| Julian, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G.. King, 
Jobn A. King, Preston King, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, Job Mann, Matteson, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, 
Newell, Otis, Peasice, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds, 
Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Seher- 
merhorn, Sehooleraft, Spaulding, Spragne, Stanly, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweeiser, Underhill, Van Dyke, White, Whittlesey, 
Wilmot, Wilson, and Winthrop—a. 
So the motion was agreed to. __ | 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Ricnarnpson, of Hlinois, in the chair,) and’ pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, being the bill ** providing for soldiers of 
the war of 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815, with Great 
Britain; the Indian wars of 181t; the (Florida) 
Seminolean war of 1835, 1896, &c.; and the war 
known as General Wayne’s, of 1792 to 1795, that 


have not heretofore been provided for.” 


The SPEAKER announced the question upon ` 


~g 
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= Phe first pending amendment was the following; 
moved by Mr. Venwapie on Friday, as an amend- 
ment to the amended amendment of Mr. Hus 
BARD, (heretofore published,) viz: ` 

Provided, further, That-the persons entitled to land under 
the. provisions of this act, shall be entitled to demand and 
receive at the Treasury, certificates of debt, bearing interest 
at the rate of three per çent., and redeemable at the pleasure 
6f the Government, estimating each acre of land to be worth 
sixty-two and a half cents per acre. 

‘Eellets were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
W arpo and Fow ier were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 52, noes 71. i “ 

So the amendment of Mr. VenasLe was re- 
jected. . ; 
The question ‘recurring on the amendment of | 
Mr. HUBBARD— 

Mr. ROOT offered the following amendment to 
the amendment: f 

‘< Provided, That no person entitled to the benefit of this ae | 
shall receive a patent for his land until he shall have resi- | 
_ ded upon and improved the same for three years within the | 
five years next succeeding the passage hereof.” i 

Mr. ROOT said he hoped the amendment would | 
be agreed to; it contained a principle which, if this | 
bill was to become a law, he desired to see carried 
out. Ifthe bill was to be passed, granting bounties 
to so many persons as were now comprehended 
within its provisions, by virtue of the amendments 
which had already been adopted, he desired to go 
one step further, and grant lands to all persons who 
were heads of families, and who would become 
actual settlers. He avowed himself in favor of 
this policy; and he hoped that before the final con- 
summation of the measure, the policy would be 
adopted, that every head of a family should have 
a free grant made to him of a quantity of land, say 
one hundred and sixty acres, upon condition of 
actual setilement and residence thereupon’ fora 

certain length of time. This he regarded as the | 
best disposition that could be made of the public 
lands. | 
But (said Mr. R.) this plan of`scattering the 
land so indiscriminately will lead to land-jobbing, 
which is already the ‘curse of this country, and 
which benefi's none but the land-jobbers and spec- 
ulators. If you make these grants, how many of 
those to whom the land is granted will occupy the | 
land? Not one in twenty. Without some such | 
amendment, it will be worse for every practical pur- | 
pose for the country, and for landowners all over | 
the country. lt will benefit only that class who 
are denominated in the city of New York ‘* Tombs 


lawyers.” They will be the practical beneficia- |! 
ries under this bill. Yes, sir,as my colleague says, |! 


the jail lawyers, or rather pettifoggers, wiil be the 
recipients of these bounties. Sir, you have taken | 
much. pains to keep up the price of the public | 


lands. When you enacted the Mexican bounty |, 


land bill, you provided that money might be re- | 


ceived in the place of land, and it was made a re- || 
spectable sum, in order that the price of the land |! 


warrants might be kept up; but now you have | 
just voted down a proposition for a similar pur- 
pose—a provision of precisely the same kind— 
only that it fixes the value ata less sum, at about | 
one-half the minimum price. And my word for 


it, as the bill now stands, the value of land war- || 


rants will depreciate so much, that your bounties 

will amount to no bounties at all, except bounties 

to agents and speculators. How will it operate? 

Why, your Mexican soldiers, to whom you have 

given bounties, will have their bounties depreciated 

to about one half or one fourth of their original 

value; instead of being worth $100 or $120, they 

will be worth about one fourth of that sum. You 
are actually depreciating the value of the land 

warrants you have already granted—affecting the. 
interests of those soldiers to whom you have al- 
ready granted bounties. In no way, except by 
establishing a minimum price for these lands, or 
confining the grants to actual settlers, can you 
prevent these evils. I hope no member will refuse 
to support the amendment, 

Mr. POTTER appealed to his colleague to 
withdraw the amendment to enable him, (Mr. 
by renewing it, to offer some remarks. 

Mr. ROOT declined to withdraw. 

Mr. BOOTH called for the reading of the amend- 
ment, : : 

The amendment was read. 

Some- conversation occurred between Mr. Por- | 
rer and the Chairman, as to the state of the ques- 
tien. 
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-The question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Harais, of ‘Tennessee, and Conwiy,) and decided 
in the negative—ayes 59, noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILLIARD moved the following amend- 
ment, of which he had previously given notice, 
viz: 

Provided, That the persons to whom the said lands are 
hereby granted, shall actually occupy and cultivate the said 


lands for the space of twelve months. a 


He desired simply to -call the attention of the 
House to the amendment; it required an actual 
settlement of twelve months before the patent is- 
sted. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
VENABLE and Duncan were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 57, noes 66. : 

So the amendment of Mr. Hstiiarp was re- 
jected. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, offered the 
following amendment : 

Provided, That no warrant authorized to be issued under 


this act shall avail the party to whom it may have issued, 
his heirs or assigns, but shall be absolutely forfeited, unless 


|! said warrant shall be located and the jand setiled on and 


improved bya res.dent setter within two years after the date 
‘of said warrant. And provided further, That no warrant or 
certificate shall be issued under the provisions of this act 
after five years from its passage. 


Mr. BUTLER, in explanation of his amend- 


i ment, said he thought the friends of the bill ought 


not to oppose such an amendment, unless they 
were the friends of speculators, which could not be 
presumed of any gentleman in the House. If this 
amendment prevailed, all the lands granted by this 
bill would be settled within two years after the is- 
suing of the warrants, and most unquestionably 
such settlement would greatly promote the growth 
and prosperity of the section of country in which 
these warrants might be located. 

The question was taken by tellers, Mr. Evans, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Hussar, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 55, noes 71. 

So the amendment of Mr. BurLer was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the following 
amendment: . 

Provided, That all the soldiers of the revolutionary war, 
who may have served six months in said war, shall be entitled 
to 160 acres of land, and in case of the death of any soldier, 
then the said land may be Jocated by his widow, or in case 


at her death, by his decendants, preferring the next of kin. 
Provided, further, That said soldiers have not already re- 


! ceived bounty land. 


Mr. EVANS rose and said: Mr. Chairman, I 
offer the amendment in good faith, in order that 
we may provide fora class of men of unexampled 
good conduct; men to whom we owe our liberties, 
our institutions, and all that we have and are. 
Sir, no one can be—no one is, more ready than I, 
to yield all honor to the brave soldiers of the war 
of 1812. I respect, esteem, and revere those men. 
I admire their fortitude and their courage; but I 
am not willing to provide only for a small portion 
of them, to the exclusion of others equally brave 


| and equally meritorious, as is proposed to be done 


by those who are the seeming friends of this bill. 

T propose, sir, to test the sincerity of gentlemen 
who talk to us about the scarred and mutilated 
soldier, by offering to their acceptance this pro- 
vision for the heroes of the Revolution, who are 
still unprovided for, and who, after defending their 
country and their country’s cause in an hundred 
battles, all maimed and mutilated, sit down in the 
feebleness of age and the destitution of want, the 
victims of a nation’s ingratitude. Sir, what will 


P.) | 


i 
Í ulator. 


i gentlemen say against this amendment ?—what 
| can they say? What device can they start to jus- 


tify its rejection? None! It is the test of their 
sincerity, and of itself will determine whether this 
measure is for the benefit of the war-worn veteran 
or of the greedy and grasping speculator, and wily 
land agent. Already you have rejected the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. VENABLE, }) providing for the payment 
to the soldiers in money, if he desire it, at the rate 
| of sixty two and a half cents per acre—a provision 
precisely similar to that made for the soldiers of 
| the Mexican War. It is by the rejection of this 
amendment,among others, that you have made the 
soldier doubly liable to be the victim of the spec- 
In his old age he is unable to nroceed to 
the distant western States to locate his warrants. 
You have refused to permit the Government. to 


| make him any allowance in lieu of it; which al- 


lowance would have retained his warrant at a 


respectable. price, and you have thus compelled 
him to dispose of it to grasping, avaricious specu- 
lators. And this is its design: it is not for sol- 
diers, sir—it is for land agents and scrip dealers. 
Now let us see whether the soldiers of the war of 
American independence are to be overslaughed; 
whether the soldiers only of the wars nearest to 
our own times are to have a pretended provision, 
upon no other principle that can be shown but that 
the revolutionary heroes have almost all gone 
down to their honored graves, and now, after life’s 
fitful fever, they sleep well, and no longer are of“ 


_use for purposes of Bancombe: no more votes can 


be made out of this stern old race of republicans, 
christened on the battle-field, and baptized in fires 
and therefore they are to be neglected and their just 
claims rejected. It may be done, sir; but gente- 
men shall not prevail in it while I have strength to 
offer an amendment, nor shall it be done without 
a due exposure in the reports of this House—it 
shall show on the pages of your Congressional 
Globe, sir, and the pretended friends of the soldier 
shall be stripped of their borrowed plumes. 

He withdrew the amendment at the requegpof 
Mr. Porrer, and on pledge by that gentleman 
that he would renew and adhere to the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. POTTER renewed the amendment. He sta- 
ted that the effect of severalamend ments offered this 
morning was to defeat the bill. He saw thatit was 
the object of the gentleman from Maryland to carry 
out his declaration made when the bill was last un- 
der consideration, that he would offer eighteen or 
twenty amendments which he desired to propose. 
Varions propositions have been offered this morn- 
ing, all of which look to actual settlement for a term 
before the patent issues. But gentlemen ought to 
be aware that the persons for whose benefit this 
bill is intended are mostly old or infirm, and utter- 
ly unable to go on these lands for the purpose of 
occupation and improvement. The object of the 
bill is to give them some small pittance to help to 
support them during the few years they may have 
to live. Oneamendment required the party receiv- 
ing the bounty to live for three years on the land, 
But there is at feast one half of the soldiers of 1812 
who will not live three years, and who can never 
occupy the land, unless you bury them on it. He 
hoped all these amendments would be voted down, 
and that the bill, as already amended, will be 
passed. He would have no objection to this 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland if he 
could be assured that its effect would be to give to 
every one his due recompense. As to the objec- 
tion that this bill looked back too far, we have al- 
ready given pensions to those who fought as far 
back as 1781 and 1782. AH the revolutionary sol- 
diers have been provided for. In his district, in 
Ohio, all the lands lying between the Scioto and 
the Miami rivers had been set apart for the revo- 
lutionary soldiers. Virginia had set apart a por- 
tion of lands—Congress had also set apart lands 
for these soldiers. Thus two or three millions of 
the public lands have been appropriated. And the 
gentleman from Maryland proposes to add to these 
lands, for the benefit of those who are already well 
provided for. He hoped theamendment would be 
voted down, as he regarded it as frivolous and not 
offered in good faith. 

Mr. EVANS denied that his amendment was 
frivolous, declaring that it was offered in good 
faith, 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. POTTER declined, having pledged himself 
to adhere to it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 only want to reply 
to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.} 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, modified his amend- 
ment by striking out the limitation of six months, 
soas to extend the amendment to any services 
whatever. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Corwin and McQueen were appointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 61, noes 74. 

So the amendment of Mr. Evans was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the following as an addi- 
tional section: : 

« And be it further enucted, That so much of the public 
lands as may be neceszary for the purpose be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, in addition to the quantity hereto- 
fore appropriated by ‘An act for the relief of certain officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line and navy, and of the con- 
tinéntal army during the revolutionary war ;? (approved the 
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80th of May, 1830,) whieh said appropriation shall be applied 
in the manner provided by said act to the unsatisfied war- 
rants which have been or may be issued as therein directed 
to officers and soldiers and others as described in the first, 
filth, and seventh sections of said act, or any other act of 
Congress.” 

Mr. BAYLY said it was known, he believed, 
to this House that there were now in the hands of 
the heirs of the revolutionary officers and soldiers 
of Virginia, warrants that had been actually issued 
to them, but there was no land upon which they 
could be located. Asthe public lands weregoing, 

` he desired that Congress should be just before they 
were generous? he desired that before this fund 
was entirely disposed of, this legitimate debt 
should be paid. it was therefore that he had moved 
this amendment. 

Mr. McDONALD made the point of order that 
the amendment was irrelevant and out of order. 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
Hoimes, McDonaup, and the Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

‘The question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. Me- 
Lane of Maryland, and McLean of Kentucky,) 
with the following result—ayes 61, nays 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NELSON, having obtained the floor, in- 
quired of the Chairman whether any of the pro- 
posed amendments to the bill made any provision 
for that meritorious class of the public defenders 
who served during the late war with Great Britain, 


to wit, the sailors and marines engaged in that | 


war? : i 

The CHAIRMAN answering, that he was not 
aware that any such proposition had been made. 

Mr. NELSON thereupon submitted the follo w- 
ing amendment, to be added to the section offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] 
on Friday last, giving bounty lands to the officers 
and sailors engaged in the Mexican war, viz: 

x And the officers, sailors, and marines ofthe navy of the 
United States, who served in the war with Great Britain in 
the years 1812, 713, and 714, shall be and hereby are placed 
upon the same fuoling and entitled to all the benefits and 
advantages hereinbefore declared and provided for the ofii- 
eers,and sailors engaged in the late war with Mexico.” 


Mr. NELSON remarked, in substance, that he 
had been waiting during the time the bill in ques- 
tion had been under discussion, during the last 
two or three days, with the expectation that some 
gentleman would offer an amendment, provid- 
ing for the sailors and marines who so gloriously 
served the country in the war of 1812; but amid 
all the propositions which had been made, giving 
bounty lands to soldiers and sailors engaged in 
the Mexican war, to soldiers engaged in the Sem- 
inole war, and in almost all other wars in which 
the country had ever been engaged,—the ‘* brave 
tars,” who so nobly sustained their country’s flag 
during the war of 1812, and gave an imperishable 
renown to our gallant navy, seemed to have been 
entirety forgotten. Amid this overflowing of pa- 


marines of the war of 1812 seemed taghave been 
lost sight of, in the ardor to reward those whose 
claims upon the bounty of the country, to say the 
most of it, is not more meritorious than the sail- 
ors of the war of 1812. 

He observed that it was not nesessary, he was 
sure, to remind the committee of the glorious vic- 
tories our sailors had achieved on our inland seas, 
and their not less gallant conduct on every ocean 
where an enemy’s ship wad seen during the 
“ second war of independence,” to insure the un- 
divided vote of this committee in favor of the 
amendment which he had just submitted. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, appealed to the 
gentleman from New York to withdraw the 
amendment, pledging himself to renew it. 

Mr. NELSON withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS renewed it and said: 

Mr. Cuairman: The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from ‘New York, and which I have just 
renewed, is so similar to one that [ had drawn, 
that I shall trouble the committee with a few re- 
marks upon. it. Already, sir, you have adopted 
an amendment giving bounty lands to the sailors 


of the Mexican war; and now I wish to know what | 
good reason can be given for excluding the sailors |! 


of the war of 1812? Did these latter fight fewer 
battles than the former? Are the former more en- 
titled to the grateful remembrance and to the 
bounty of the nation than the latter? Are these 
the reasons? Iftheyare, let them be avowed. 


| . For my part, sir, I think I know from history 

that your. national character. was low, and the 
|i sailors of 1812 exalted it; vour reputation as a 
naval power was litde, and they made it great; 
| your flag was despised, and they made it respected, 
| and carried it in glory inte every sea beneath 
heavens no clime, sir, that was not witness to their 


victorious cannon thunder did not reverberate; and 
the American name grew a terror to the nations by 
the prowess of their arms and the might of their 
indomitable courage, which knew not how to sur- 
render 
Who was it, sir, that took the Guerriere, who 
the Java, who the Peacock, who the Frolic, who 
the Reindeer, who the Endymion, who, in a single 
ship, in a night action, two war ships of the 
| enemy—the Cyane and Levant? Sir, it was the 
|| gallant, the glorious sailors of 1812, who raised 
i the nation to a pitch of glory from which it never 
has descended; who humbled the then haughty 
and arrogant mistress of the seas, and divided 
with her its empire—through their exertions, sir, 
| where has not our commerce spread—what part of 
the world is not witness of our greatness and our 
enterprise? And yet, sir, these men are to be for- 
gotten in a bill providing for the sailors of the 
Mexican war! You are not willing that “Jack” 
| should have, in his old days, some sailor’s safe 
harbor where he can repose his war-worn frame 
and recount the glorious services he has rendered 
his country. Alas, sir! “ Jack’? seldom votes. 
' But it has been said, sir, by some gentlemen, that 
sailors receive prize money, and that therefore 
they should not have bounty lands. I shouid 


when by overwhelming force he has been defeated. 
You give your defeated soldier his land warrant; 
he may have run away—have been in Hall’s or 
in any other surrender—no matter; he has his land 
warrant. 

But the gallant * tars” who were with the gal- 
l lant Porter, when, in the harbor of Valparaiso, in 
the Essex, he was attacked by two enemy’s frig- 
| ates, the Phebe and the Cherub, and who fought 
the American ship till she was crippled, disabled, 


the mercy of the waves than surrender to the 


| and you are predetermined to grant them no bounty 
land, though you gave it to the sailors of the 
| Mexican war. : 

| [ say, sir, if one is worthy of being rewarded 
| by this bill, the otheris worthy; and i? one is to 
| be excluded from its provisions, let the other be ex- 
| cluded also; let us deal justice and scatter our fa- 
| vors with an impartial hand, and not act in the 


ward us. 
He withdrew the amendment at the request of 
Mr. HOUSTON, who renewed the amendment. 
He said he had no disposition to trespass upon the 


trusted he should be allowed to submit a few re- 
marks. 

He desired to say, in the first place, that he con- 
curred in the propriety of giving to the officers, 
seamen, and marines, of the navy of the United 
States, who had served in the last war with Great 
Britain, bounty land, if it were to be given to the 
soldiers who fought in that war. And he would 
say, further, that if it were in his power to sub- 
|! mit an amendment to that which was now pending, 


rines, who were engaged in the Tripolitan war. 
The argument advanced in opposition to this 


marines, who were engaged in the last war with 
‘| Great Britain, were entitled to receive, and had re- 
|| ceived prize money; that those who were engaged 


not entitled to receive bounties, as officers and sol- 
diérs of the army were. 

So far as the Tripolitan war was concerned, this 
argument had no force whatever, for it was well 
| known to every individual in that House, that the 
| brave and gallant aflicers, seamen, and marines, 


| 
\ 


been, for many years past, applying to Congress 


like to know what prize money the sailor obtains, | 


dismantled and on fire; and who, then, plunging | 
into the sea, chose rather to trust themselves to | 


| enemy;—these gallant ‘* tars” had no prize money, j 


i spirit of a selfish and narrow favoritism, giving | 
i only to those who are best able in return to rc- | 
triotism and of gratitude to the brave defenders of || 
our country, which had been so manifest during | 
this debate, the hardy and meritorious sailors and | 


patience of the House, but as he had not tres- | 
i| passed upon the attention of the committee during i 
| the time that this discussion had been going on, he | 


| proposition was, that the officers, seamen, and. | 


in that branch of the service, consequently, were | 


| who captured the “Philadelphia’’ in that war, have | 


prowess, ho wave over which the peal of their j} 


he should feel it his duty to do so, in order to ex- | 
tend the bounty to the officers, seamen, and ma- į 
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for some allowanée, in lieu of prizemoneyy'to 
which they thought, and to which he thoughtthey 
were justly entitled on that occasion; ‘but they 
had never obtained it. . If there had been a solitary 
transaction in the whole naval history of: the 
United States, which was calculated to reflect 


-credit upon thatarm of the service, and honor upon 


our flag, it was that transaction. 

If the amendmefit which was now pending should 
prevail, and if at the proper time he should be able 
to obtain the floor, he should consider it his duty 
to move to add to that amendment, or to:offer-an- 
other which would embrace this class of officers, 
seamen, and marines of the navy of the United 
States. : 

He would further remark, that so far as the ar- 
gument applied to the officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, who were engaged in the last war with Great 
Britain, it had not the force which gentlemen 
seemed to suppose it possessed. As to the fact 
that the officers, seamen, and marines, in the naval 
service received prize money, it was but a part of 
the public property, property which had. been 
taken by them for the public benefit. Those who 
had suffered defeat, though they had exposed their 
lives, and received wounds:and borne themselves 
as gallantly asif the mostconsummate and complete 
victory had'been achieved, received no such. eom- 
pensation for their exertions as in the case where 
a capture was made. The country was the gain- 
ers when a capture was made, and it was but right 
that those who had accomplished the work, or 
aided in its accomplishment, should participate in 
the pecuniary benefits resulting from it. But in 
the case of the army, as a general thing, no such 
acquisitions were made in the prosecution of the 
war; their operations seldom resulted in anything 
else than destruction of property, although there 
might be, it was true, an acquisition of glory; but 
when an enemy’s ship was captured it became the 
property of the country by whose seamen it was 
captured; ifa merchant ship was captured it be- 
came public property. It was in consideration of 
this fact that they received prize money, and not 
merely because they were. seamen. 

The falling of the Chairman’s hammer an- 


| nounced the expiration of the allotted five mine 


utes. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. TOOMBS, who renewed it. He said he 
could see no good reason why these* bounties 
should be confined to those who fought the battles 
of the country on land, He had heard no-suffi- 
cient objection to the extension of them to the 
class of persons embraced in this amendment. 
Some gentlemen had said that’ these sailors re- 
ceived prize money. Why, gentlemen must be 
aware that it very frequently happened, as in the 
last war, that property was captured by the land 
forces, as well as by those who were engaged 
in the service at sea. He could see no good- 
reason, therefore, on that score, why those èn- 
gaged in the service on sea were ‘not as much 
entitled to receive bounties as those who served on 
land. They had done their duty as well if not 
better than any other class. - But there seemed. to 
be a disposition prevailing to’ trespass upon poor 
Jack in every way. First, they were for taking 
away his grog, then depriving him.of his flogging, 
and last of all, taking his land away from him. 
He was to be deprived of everything, of liquor, 
lash, and land. [A laugh.] He knew of no pos- 
sible reason why this bounty should not be ex- 
tended to seamen, as proposed by this amendment. 


| ° He withdrew the amgndment at the request of— 


Mr. McDONALD, who, having obtained the 
floor, renewed it, and addressed the committee in 
substance as follows: 

The opposition to this bill, Mr. Chairman, has 
taken a very singular course. In the first place, 
the gentleman from Maryland, with the voice as 
of one crying in the wilderness, (but it is not that 
voice, it is only like it,) has opposed the principle 
of the bill, from beginning to end; he has declared 
his intention to vote against it, and now he'pro- 
poses to extend the distribution of the public lands 
to an additional class of persons. The enemies of 


i the bill are coming forward with a series of amend- 


ments, all of which are intended to defeat the bil. 
The gentleman from Maryland informed: us on 
Friday last, that he had some half dozen amend- 
ments, which he designed to. offer; and further, 
that he claimed the privilege of offering them all. 
What was his object in making that announce- 
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ment? and what is his. object. in offering these 
amendments? Itis done, sir, for the purpose of 
breaking down the bill, for the purpose of enabling 
gentlemen who have not courage enough to stand 
up and openly oppose it, an opportunity of giving 
it a fatal stab in the dark. i 

I say, Mr. Chairman, if the friends of this bill 
desire to pass it, it is their duty to stand up and 
yote against all amendments that may be offered 
from whatever quarter they may come, and more 
especially when they come from the open and 
avowed enemies of the bill—those who attacked 
t when it first came before the. House, and who 
have ever since been following its track with the 
tenacity of a blood-hound, struggling to defeat it. 

But whet are. the particulars in regard to the 
course pursued by the opposition? They have | 
offered propositidn after proposition, making these | 
warrants only valuable in the hands of men who 
actually settle upon the lands located under them. 
And now they propose to issue land. warrants to 
all those who have been engaged in the Naval | 
service of the United States. Is it expected that | 
the sailor will leave the briny deep and become a | 
tiller of the soil—that he will cease to plough the 
ocean, that he may plough these lands? Does not 
every man know that these propositions, if adopted, 
will have the effect of injuring those to whom 
bounties have already been granted?—that any 
warrant given to a sailor, is so much more land 
thrown into the market? This amendment in- 
cludes a large class of individuals, who, from the | 
very nature of their occupation, will be compelled 
to part with their warrants to speculators. If you | 
desire to extend to these people the bounty of the 
Government in such a way as that it will be a ben- 
efit to them, do not give them land warrants, which | 

“they must necessarily dispose of to speculators | 
but give them bounties in money. They have al- 
ready received their portion in the shape of prize 
money; but if they have not received enough—if 
they have not received as much as is due to them 
from this Government—if they have not receiyed 
as much as they ought to receive, I, for one, am 
ready, not to give them land scrip, which they 
must be compelled to part with, but Lam for giving | 
them that which they can use. 

Give to sailors land bounties, and those persons 
who hang around the departments here, acting as 
agents, will become the possessors of them, The 
sailor knows nothing about the value of lands. 
Give him land scrip, and the result will be that he | 
will be cheated out of it. | 

Í tell you, sir, itis but an insidious attempt to 
destroy the biil, by offering plausible amendments, 
which if adopted must result in breaking it down, 
and under the hypocritical cry of patriotism, to 
aim the assassin’s stab in the dark. But these 
gentlemen will find we are not to be deceived by 
this false clamor, and that in the end, the thin and | 
scanty veil of hypocrisy will be torn from them, | 
and they exposed in all their naked deformity— 
and the country will know who are for rewardin 
merit and who are against it. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, renewed it. | 
He said: Mr. Chairman, I endeavored to get the | 
floor before the regular debate was closed on this | 
bill, for the purpose of advocating its provisions. | 
I feel a deep solicitude for its passage, and now | 
avail myself of the five minutes allowed me for | 
explanation to say, that i shall oppose every |; 
amendment that may be offered for the purpose of | 
defeating, or which will, in my judgment, tend to | 

defeat, its final success. My time will not allow | 

me to do more than makéa very brief reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. 

Hovsron.] In other countries, those engaged in | 

the service, whether military or naval, are allowed | 
prize money; but under our Government it is al- | 
lowed to the navy only, whilst your soldiers who | 
fight your battles upon land get no share in the | 
ll 
d 
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property captured from the enemy. This restric- 
tion has existed upon the army since 1776, when | 
it was dictated no doubt by the necessities of an 
empty Treasury. Our gallant seamen, when a 


a division among them of the booty; our equally | 
gallant soldiers, when the fight is over, no matter | 
how much valuable property may have been cap- j 
tured, must content themselves with no other re- i 
ward than the wounds and bruises dealt to them | 
by the enemy, whilst all the captured property is l 
turned over to the Treasury of the Government. 


capture is made by them in war, are rewarded by | 
j 


But the gentleman says that the army do not cap- 
ture, but destroy property. In this he is cleats 
mistaken. — 

In the recent war with Mexico, your army cap- 
tured a vast amount of public property, including 
provisions, mules, horses, arms, ammunition, ar- 
tillery—in fact, all the materiel of war. Much of 
this was used for the public service in prosecuting 
this war; much of it was sold back to the Mexican 
Government on the restoration of peace, and the 
monty putin the public Treasury; and it is true 
that some of the arms and ammunition were de- 
stroyed. The artillery alone that was captured in 
that war was worth more than a million of dollars. 
But the gentleman, in his zeal to defeat this bill, 
is betrayed into a strange inconsistency. He ar- 
gues that soldiers ought neither to receive prize, 
money nor land in lieu of it, because he says they 
destroy what they capture; and yet, in the eame 


five minutes speech, I understood him to insist | 


that this Congress ought to pay a large sum in 
lieu of prize money to the officers and seamen of 
the Intrepid, for the capture of the frigate Phila- 
delphia, when that gentleman knows, as we all 
know, that the frigate was destroyed by those who 
captured her, without ever getting her out of the 
harbor of Tripoli. Sir, if you establish that as a 
‘principle and apply it to the army as well as the 
navy, you will find your Government indebted 
millions to the army for property captured and 
destroyed in war. But the friends of this bill ask 
nothing of that kind. They merely desire that a 
meritorious class of brave men, many of whom 
were now old and poor, shall be placed on equal 


footing with other soldiers who have properly and j 


justly received the bounty of their Government. 
We oppose the amendment because it is cal- 
culated to endanger the passage of the bill, and be- 


cause Sailors and seamen, when they go into ac- | 


tion, have a chance for prize money, if victorious, 
and need no land. They live upon the water, they 
fight upon the water, and when death overtakes 
them, they are buried beneath the water. Not 
so with the soldier—he has no chance for prize 
money, and when the war is over he needs a home 
—a soldier in war and a citizen in peace. 
eminently proper that out of the vast domain we 
possess, we should give him a home, where he 


may enjoy in peace the remainder of his days, | 


and find a resting place in death. The navy has 
been the favorite and pet of this Government to the 
prejudice ofthe army; but if I read the signs of 


the times to any purpose, it is not the part of wis- | 


dom for the peculiar friends of the navy, in view 
of the feelings and temper that at present pervades 
the country, to seek this controversy with the 
friends of this bill. It may recoil when it is least 
expected or desired. Think you that the same 
people who have rewarded the General with the 
highest honors in the world, for no other cause 
than his bravery and his patriotism, will withhold 
this small tribute from the private, who was 
equally brave and patriotic ? J 

Sir, justice must be done to the soldier: and just 
here 1 will take occasion to say, that you have in 
your Treasury one hundred thousand dollars, which 
belongs to the old and worn-out soldiers, and whieh 
ought not to be withheld from them. ~ It happened 
thus when General Scott closed his most brilliant 
campaign in Mexico by planting the flag of his 
country to waive over her capital. The circum- 
stances under which that rich and magnificent city 
was captured, rendered her, by the usages of war, 
liable to pillage; but the humanity of the com- 
manding officer forbade such a proceeding, and in- 
stead of pillaging, he gave protection to the prop- 
erty as well as the citizens of the piace. In 
consideration of this forbearance, he levied a con- 
tribution upon the conquered city for the benefit of 
the soldiers of the conquering army. 
this contribution was used in furnishing necessa: 
ries and comforts to the sick and wounded of the 


army, and in supplying to the soldiers shoes and | 
blankets that they had lost in the siege and in ac- | 


tion; and the remainder, together with some other 


sums that had accumulated in his hands for the | 
army, and which did not belong to the Treasury, į 


he sent home to the United States for a specific 
and sacred purpose. The amount of the fund thus 
sent was $100,000, and the purpose was the estab- 
lishment of an asylum or retreat for the worn-out 


and decayed rank and file of the army. This fund | 


wassnot permitted to go-to. that humane and noble 
purpose, but was sequestered to the Treasury. 


It isi 


A part of! 


| who would go there and settle on the land. 


Every principle of justice and of right demands 


that we should surrender this fund and carry out 
the object so wisely and beneficently designed by 
its illustrious author. If my time were not out Í 
should like to draw a parallel between the action 
of this Government in relation to marine hospitals 
and asylums for seamen, and its utter neglect of a ` 
corresponding care for worn-out soldiers; but as I 
have not time, I hope the hint may bë useful to the 
peculiar friends of the navy who are thus trying to 
cripple this bill. 

He withdrew the amendment. ; 

Mr. SACKETT renewed the amendment, and 
stated that he was not about to go into reasons 


| why this amendment should be ingrafted into the 


bill. He renewed the amendment for the purpose 
of making a few remarks, to show the practical 
working of the bill, rather than with any view of 
going into the discussion of the amendment. ‘If 
this bill wag to pass, it would be well that those 
in favor of it should understand tts practical oper- 
ation. He had entered into a calculation, from 
which he was prepared to show that it would take 
one hundred millions of public lands to pay the 
warrants which would be issued under it. And 
what practical benefit would result to the soldier? 
Under the law granting bounty to the soldiers-who 
fought in the Mexican war, about seventy thou- 
sand land warrants had been issued. In that law 
there is a_provision which fixes $100 as the mini- 
mum below which a warrant for land worth $200 
cannot de depreciated. Not quite two-thirds. of 
these warrants had been-issued, yet the warrants 


‘have already fallen to the lowest price fixed by 


the law. This bill contains no such limitation. It 
will authorize the issuing of seven or eight times 
the number of warrants issued under the last bill. 
And with the restriction of the price to which 
they can depreciate contained in the former bill, 
omitted in this bill, what will this hundred millions 
of lands yield for its scrip in the course of four or 
five years? You throw this vast amount of your 
public lands in market; as those to whom they are 
given cannot oceupy them, they will soon de- 
preciate to almost nothing. ‘he operators who 
procure these warrants for the claimants, will take 
about one half.of the value of the warrants; and 


| after deducting the other costs of obtaining full 


possession of the boumy,-the real claimants, the 
meritorious and gallant soldiers themselves, will 
not realize more than twelve dollars and fifty cents 
apiece. You thus take one hundred millions of 
the public domain and throw it into the market, 
while the soldier himself gets no benefit from your 
act. I wish now to advise the committee of my 
intention, as I believe that the effect of this bil 
will be to impede the sales of the public lands for 
a quarter of a century to come, to offer, as soon 
as I can, a provision which | should wish to have 
read. 

Here the hammer fell, and Mr. Sacxerr with- 
drew the amendment. 

Mr. MASON renewed the amendment. He 
said thatghe thought the gentleman who had just 
taken his seat had been voting with a view to 
bringing up the amount of the public lands tobe cov- 
ered by this bill to one hundred millions, and that 
was the reason why he had made this calculation. 
The gentleman had been voting for all the amend- 
ments which had been offered this morning. The 
bill, as it had been prepared by its friends, would 
not take one fifth of that amount. And these pub- 
lie lands belong to the people, who desire to give 
them to these gallant soldiers, and we are the 
agents of the people, bound to carry their wishes 
into effect. The gendeman from New York was 
the same who wanted to grant six hundred and 
forty acres of land in Oregon to every free nogto 

nd 
now the gentleman was unwilling to give forty 
acres to the white soldier, who had fought the bat- 
tles of his ccuntry. He voted to give six hundred 
and forty acres to any free negro who would go 
and settle down in Oregon, where the people did 
not desire such settlers, and now he could not vote 
forty acres to the poor and worn-out soldier. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had 
also opposed the bill, and no doubt with all hon- 
esty and sincerity, and with as pure motives as ani- 
mated those who were in favor of the bill, That 
gentleman had been a member of this House almost 
twenty years, had received his eight dollars per 
diem, and several hundreds of dollars every seg 
sion for mileage; and, during that. time, the poor 
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soldiers had been compelled to receive their seven 
dollars a month in depreciated paper. That gen- 
tleman was opposed to giving the soldiers these 
bounty lands, because he feared that it would in- 
jare the credit of the country. The credit of the 
country was to be injured by an effort to pay her 
honest debts. Of all her debts, the debt of grati- 
tude was the most sacred. We are in the habit 
of voting away thousands and thousands in pay- 
ment of doubtful claims; and shall we now hesi- 
tate, where no one will presume to doubt the merits 
of the claimants, and millions of the people are. 
calling for the payment? The friends of the bill 
had brought in a bill, which had been changed by 
amendments. He had brought in the bill which 
the friends of the soldier had desired, and they 
had now agreed again to take that bill up and to 
unite upon it. He did not expect every one to 
vote for it, who had been in favor of giving six 
hundred and forty acres to every free negro in 
Oregon. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ROOT renewed the amendment. He said 
that some of the advocates of the bill had taken 
it on themselves to read a lecture to those who 
were opposed to the bill, and he supposed that he | 
was included among these opponents. But what- 
ever the opponents of the bili had done in their at- | 
tempts to defeat it, had been done boldly, man- 
fully, and in open daylight. They had agreed | 
on their course, and had takén every step in it in | 
the face of day. But the friends of the bill have | 
held their secret conclaves—have met togeyher in | 
the dark, to digest their schemes and mature their 
plans; and now they come forward and tell us that | 
they mean to carry their bill through, and to pass | 
it, All this is very well. But if these public’ 
lands are to be given away to persons who will 
never be able to occupy them, and who are liable | 
to become the victims of fraudulent speculators, | 
why not give them the money instead of the land? | 
A proposition was made to insert a provision, the | 
effect of which would prevent the depreciation of : 
the value of these warrants belowa fixed mini- | 
mum. 
was this voted down? By whom would the bene- 
fitof this provision be received? To what point ; 

| 


of depreciation may we not expect that these war- || 


rants will fall when there is no limitation by law? ; 
The whole scheme is one grand and general invi- | 
tation to all descriptions of men, financial or po- 
litical, to come into this division of the spoils, | 
and to hold a jubilee—a carnival—at which the | 
public lands will be scattered among them for a | 
general scramble. He was. opposed to a course | 
which, while it professed: to be full of benefit to | 
the soldier, gave him no advantage, as it lert him | 
at the mercy of such. ravenous vultures as the | 
Tombs lawyer and the jail-keeper, who would | 
get nearly the whole of the sam which might be 


He withdrew the amendment. i 

Mr. BISSELL renewed it. He remarked that | 
the opponents of this bill seemed to regard the | 
fact, which they took for granted, that these land 
warrants would depreciate greatly, as an argument 
against the bill. With him it was no argument at 
ail, ‘hey were asked, what will these warrants 
sell for in two or three years, if you pass this 
bill? Hedid not care if they sold for $20, or $10, | 
or $5; they would never depreciate so low but | 
they would be worth exactly one hundred and 
sixty acres of vacant land. That was what they 
would always be worth, and with one of these 
warrants the settler could always get that amount 
of the public land. That being the fact, he cared 
not if they would not command in money $3. | 
Were they going to pass this law for the benefit of | 
those who bought or sold these warrants? They | 
were acting with no such view, but to provide for 


those who had fought for their country’s defence || 
| lic lands, was before Congress, and if successful, 


a farm and a home. The speculators and capital- | 
ists—those who owned large quantities of land, | 


were the very classes who wished to see this bill | 
Talk with any speculator or agent on |, 
the avenue, and you would hear them denouncing `! 


defeated. 


this bill. Why? Becausethey had their pockets | 


filled with Mexican bounty warrants, which they | 
had bought from the poor soldier at a greatly de- | 
preciated price; and if this bill passed, they would | 


be obliged to sell them for something like what | 
they paid. 
entered large quantities of land at the West, to - 
which they wanted to hold on until they could sell | 
it out at their own price. The speculators and | 


-it; the large landholders are against it; those 


Why was this proposition rejected? Why j} 
if 


2 || himself of the provisions of the amendment. 
realized by his pittance of land. . H 
i| the worst population of the worst cities of the | 


i} And this is the class of citizens for whom the gen- 


| from Pennsylvania was to innure. That paper was 


Besides this class of capitalists had ` i ; 
| means the Wilmot proviso is to be practically car- 


agents in favor of the bill! - They are all against 


companies of individuals in the East, who owned 
large tracts of landin the West, were opposed to 
it. He was in favorofit. It carried out the pol- 
icy of which he had always been in favor. He 
trusted that the day wag not far off, when every 
one who would go and live on the public land and 
cultivate it, should have one hundred and sixty | 
acres, whether he was a soldier or not. This was 
the only true policy for the Government to pursue 
in reference to the public lands. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, who renewed 
it, and said, that he desired simply to.reply to the | 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Ohio, | 
[Mr. Roor,] who had denounced a meeting held 
on Saturday night, by the friends of the old sol- 
diers, as a ‘‘secret conclave.” Suche denunciations 
were not only unjust, but untrue. No ‘secret | 
conclave’? was held, nor any meeting that was not 
open, manly, and fair, and of which due notice 
was not given. The friends of this measure, who 
really desired to do justice to the gallant men who 
had bravely sustained the honor and promoted the 
glory of our common,country, finding that the ene- 
mies of the bill were exerting every nerve to de- 
feat it, did hold a meeting on Saturday night last, 
the purpose of which was to perfect a bill which | 
would command the greatest number of voces, and 
thus secure the passage of a measure demanded by 
the country. There was nothing dark, nothing 
secret, nothing improper in that meeting. Public 
notice of the meeting was given in the several pa- 
pers of the city, and the friends of the measure 
were invited to attend. If the gentleman was in 
truth, and not in pretension, a friend of the meas- || 
ure, he, like all others, was invited. If he did not 
choose to attend, it was his own fault, and not the 
fault of any other persons. Sir, (said Mr. S.,) in 
this measure of rewarding the orave old soldiers, 
who are provided for by this bill, there is nothing | 
which requires secrecy—nothing which makes it 
necessary for its friends to hold ‘secret con- 
claves,” or do their work in the dark. All they | 
have done has been open, manly, and fair. The 
meeting was held in this Hall, after due notice, 
and for the honest purpose of perfecting a bill 
which would command the support of a majority 
of this House, and thus secure to our brave coun- 
trymen some slight reward for their gallant ser- 
vices, 

1 can readily conceive why the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio is so much in love with the meas- 
ure of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Moorg,| offered a few days ago as an amendment 
to the bill. That measure proposes to grant the 
public lands to every man who chooses to avail ; 
It is | 
an infamous scheme to settle the public lands with | 


Union—the iazy vagrants, who prefer to starve 
rather than obtain a livelihood by honest toil. 


tleman from Ohio prefers providing, rather than 
for the old soldiers. And why is it so, sir? PH 
tell you. By a lucky accident, I obtained, a few 
days ago, a newspaper belonging to my honorable 
friend from Louisiana, (Mr. Morsr,] published 
in Philadelphia, or some other northern city, for 
whose benefit the amendment of the gentleman 


devoted to ** land reform,” and it advocated the 
very plan embodied in that amendment. It dis- | 
closed a fact which enables me to account for the || 
great zeal with which the gentleman from Ohio 
advocates the measure of the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania. ‘The paper contained a letter from some 
member of Congress, stating the fact, that this 
measure for the wholesale squandering of the pub- 


would be more effectual in “ clipping the wings of 
slavery, than the Wilmot proviso, or any kindred 
measure °? Flere, sir, is the secret of the gentle- 
man’s zeal for that particular plan of distribution. 
It enables him to send among the moral and patri- 
otic people of the new States the miserable vagrants 
frorn your densely populated cities, not only to 
carry their bad morals and bad habits with them, 
but the miserable free-soil and fanatical notions 
with which most of them are imbued. By this 


ried into the territories. -E do not mean to imply 
that the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 


j 
ii 


is actuated by any such design; although I finda 
letter of his-on the subject of his measure in the | 
same paper; but I do feel warranted in attributing 
the zeal of the gentleman from Ohio to the purpose 
indicated. It is because this purpose is to be ef- 
fected that he opposes the granting of bounty lands 
to the meritorious men who have defended:the 
country. in the hour of danger, and advocates its 
distribution among those who have never rendered 
the nation a day’s service, and who are too worth- 
less to obtain a living by legitimate labor. 

Mr. MOORE appealed to. the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw the amendment. `` . 

Mr. STANTON responded to the appeal and 
withdrew. 3 

Mr. MOORE renewed the amendment, and 
said, he was not a little surprised to hear the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky denounce the proposition 
he held in his hand, and which he had given no- 
tice to the committee he should offer as an amend- 
ment to this bill, as an infamous proposition. And 
the gentleman also alluded to some paper, which, 
he said, issued from Philadelphia, and which said 
that bis (Mr. M.’s) propusition would clip the 
wings of slavery, and that his name was connected 
in some way with that paper. He denied it; he 
never saw any such paper; and as for the gentle- 
man’s charge that his proposition was.an infamous 
one, he hurled it back upon him as it came. And 
he desired to say, also, that in offering his amend- 
ment, he did so not for the. purpose of killing this 
bill, as had been intimated, but for the purpose of 
strengthening it; and that he should vote for the 
bill, whether his amendment was attached to it or 
not. 

He withdrew the amendment, at the request of 

Mr. GIDDINGS, who renewed it, and said, it 
was not his intention to detain the committee, as 
he had rather vote than speak. He hoped the 
friends of the measure would act rather than talk. 

The amendment was again read. í 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Durxes, and Evans, of Ohio, were appointed, 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 54, noes 76. 

So the amendment originally offered by Mr. 
NELson was rejected. f 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Hussar, as amended— 

Mr. CONRAD offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: l 

t: Provided, That no warrant under this act shall be located, 
in whole or in part, on lands lying along the Jine of any 
railroad. the route of which may have been surveyed prior 
to such location.” 

Mr. CONRAD said that he offered this amend- 
ment in all sincerity, and with perfect good faith. 
There had been indications, ever since the com- 
mencement of the session, that a measure would 
be carried through, which. was of transcendent 
importance, not only to our soldiers and to our 
sailors, but to that still more useful and valuable 
class of our fellow-citizens, the farmers of the 
country. He referred to the plan recommended 
by the President to grant a large tract of the pub- 
lic lands to aid in the construction of a great na- 
tional railroad, which had been projected to. run 
across the country, from the State of Illinois to the 
coast of the Pacific ocean, Works of this public 
character and importance must, of necessity, great- 
ly enhance the value of the public lands; they fa- 
cilitate the progress of cultivation and improve- 
ment; they enable the farmer to carry his produce 
to market, and increase the commercial business 
of our sea-ports. And if works like these have 


; not hitherto received ample protection and encour- 


agement from the Government, it is time that they 
should now receive it. Should this bill pass in 
its present form, and all this immense, mass of 
bounty lands should be thrown in the market, the 
probability is, that locations of the land warrants 
will be so made as to interfere with the great na- 
tional railroad, or some other of the railroads 
which have been projected, and which it is: of 
great importance to the public to have kept free 
for use when required. The object of his amend- 
ment was to prevent the location of any of these 
bounty lands on any railroad route. Wherever.a 
railroad has been laid out. or projected, the value 
of the land in the vicinity.is increased. Anditis 
to be expected that speculators will keep them- 
selves well informed on these points,:and that 


| lands which may be located in the vicinity of any 


of these routes, will be eagerly sought-after by 
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these persons, who. will take advantage of the. ig- 
norance andthe poverty of ths soldier, to get pos- 
session of his title at a-low rate. - 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. CROWELL, who renewed it. Entirely 
sympathizing with his colleague on bis left, [Mr. 
_Gmores,] who. had expressed himself as more 
willing to vote than to speak on this bill, he him- 
self had hitherto forborne from taking any part in 
the debate. But he must. be allowed to make a 
remark or two on the course which had been pur- 
sued by the professed friends of the bill, and which 
he could not but regard as extraordinary. He 
did not mean to charge them: with having acted 
improperly. He did not know that it was not 

erfectly right and proper for a number of mem- 
Pers on this floor, who had taken it into their 


heads to carry through a certain measure, to in-. 


vite the friends. of the measure to assemble, and 
consult. and submit to a drill process, for the pur- 
pose of forcing it through the House. All this 
might be very correct and very proper, but it did 
not so strike him. 

Mr. OLDS»(Mr. Crowe xt yielding for the pur- 
pose) said he wished to put a question to his col- 
league. When a caucus was held previous to the 
war with Mexico, was not his colleague a mem- 
ber of that caucas? 

Mr. CROWELL replied, in the first place, that 
there had been no such caucus held, and, secondly, 
that if there had been, he was not then a member 
of the House. 

Mr. OLDS said he supposed his colleague would 
have been in that caucus had he been in Con- 

regs, 

Mr. CROWELL resumed. The notice which 
was issued by the friends of the bill, and which 
was published in the daily papers of Saturday, 
was as follows: 

« We are requested by several members of Congress to 
notice, that the members of the House of Represeutatives 
who are frieudly to a bill granting bounty lands to the sol- 
diers of 1812, will meet this evening, at 8o’clock, p. m., at 
the Hali of Representatives. A full attendance is solicited.” 

That was the notice. It was not a summons for 
a general meeting of the members, friends as well 
as opponents of the bill, with a view to make the 
measure as perfect as possible. But it was a notice 
merely to the friends of the bill. He gave the hon- 
orable gentlemen who had called and favored this 
meeting, allcredit for theirsincerity. But while he 
was willing to acquit them of any design to cripple 
the advancementand growth of the West, he could 


not but warn them that this result would be thecon- | 


sequence of their course, as surely as night follows 
day, orday follows night; and if ever this bill should 
pass, be intended to move so to amend the title, 
as that it shall read: “A bill to aid capitalists and 
speculators to monopolize the public lands, and to 
increase the price thereof, and to impede the settle- 
ment of the western States in which the public 
lands are situated.” That would be the effect of 
the bill, and if he could accomplish it, it should go 


forth with its true character branded on its title | 


page. Let this bill pass, and we shall speedily 
see all this property passing into the hands of such 
men as Caleb Cushing, and other speculaturs and 
capitalists, who are already engaged in this busi- 
ness, and are prepared to go into it still more ex- 
tensively. ‘ And (said Mr. C.) when your sons 
and wives may hereafier desire to possess these 
western lands, they willnot be able to obtain them 


at the Government price, but will be compelled to | 


go to these speculators and pay them whatever 
they may demand.” 
system of speculation. He expected to live and 
die in the West, and he would be recreant to his 
own feelings did he not oppose this measure, 
which was not for the benefit of the West. He 
again disclaimed any intention to charge the friends 
of the bill with any improper motive. 
He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. GORMAN renewed theamendment, for the ! 


purpose, he said, of having a vote upon it; and 
he gave notice that he could not withdraw it for 
anybody. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected, 
.. The question recurring on the amended amend- 
ment of Mr, Hupsparp— 

Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


Section — . And be it further enacted, &e., That all war- 
rants heretofore issued to soldiers of the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain, or to their widows or orphans, shall be trans- 


He denounced this whole | 


ferable in the same manner. as other military land war- 
rants. 

Mr. MEADE said the amendment would ena- 
ble the holders of warrants issued to the five years 
soldiers of the war of 1812, to sell them as others 
do, before the land is located. I have warrants 
in my possession, belonging to constituents who 
served in that war, which, under the law as it now 
stands, cannot be sold until located and the patent 
issued. It would cost half the value of the land 
to locate it, and. when located the land. would prob- 
ably sell for less than the warrant, if it were now 
transferable. 

While I am on the floor, I will say, that T see 
no objection in the friends of a measure confer- 
ring together for the purpose of maturing a plan 
that shall contain as few objectionable features as 
possible, especially when the enemies of the meas- 
ure are waging war against it in the way this bill 
has been opposed. But I do think it is highly 


| objectionable that they should resolve to oppose 


all amendments intended to make the bill more ac- 


| ceptable. 


This bill proposes to bestow gratuitously the 
public lands on soldiers, to whom they were not 
promised. The amendment of my colleague (Mr. 
Barry] had for its object the payment of a just 
debt to the soldiers of the Revolution, who served 
in the Virginia State line. This deferred reward 
was the only compensation of any value to them. 
It was promised by Virginia while she owned the 
whole Northwestern Territory. Atatime when 
the enemy pressed hard upon her, and when she 
ceded to the United States her lands northwest of 
the Ohio, she reserved a portion (then believed to 
be sufficient) for the purpose of complying with her 
engagements; but it proved to be insufficient. It 
is true, that some of these reserved lands are still 
left; but they are not worth the trouble and ex- 
pense of location. 2 
those lands, it appears to me that our first duty is 
to pay the debts of those whose unequaled valor 
and sufferings secured them. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD renewed the amendment, and 
said he would not withdraw it, although it was a 
proposition which he could not support. He hin- 
self wasa descendant of one who had rendered 
services of the class which the amendment pro- 
posed to provide for. He considered that the 
proposition was just, and if offered by itself, he 
would vote for it, and it would, he doubted not, 
receive the votes of a large majority of the House; 
bat it had nothing to do with this bill, and he 
hoped as an amendment to it, it would be rejected. 

The question was taken and the amendment 
was rejected, 

Mr. DUNCAN offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

And provided further, That the provisions of this act shall 
include ali persons who served as aforesaid in the militia 
of the several States, whose services have been recognized 
and paid for by the United States. ` 

Mr. DUNCAN said: Mr. Chairman, I offer 
this amendment in good faith; and although it is 
said that it has been determined in a caucus of the 
friends of the bill, to vote down all amendments, I 
feel that it is no less my duty to offer mine to the 
committee. The object of my amendment is to 
do justice to a class of men who have rendered im- 
portant services to the country, and who are not 
included in the provisions of the bill, comprehen- 
sive as it is. While it includes all of certain 
classes who served any periods however short, it 
is limited to such only as were ‘ mustered into the 
service of the United States.” During the war of 


1812, the regular troops were almost entirely | 


withdrawn from the Atlantic frontier, and the for- 
tifications were left almost entirely undefended. 
At the same time, the whole sea-board was threat- 
ened by British squadrons, and marauding parties 
were occasionally landed. The same was, to 
some extent, trae on the lake frontier. Under 
these circumstances numerous bodies of militia 
were, in some instances, called out by execative 
requisitions, and in others they rallied as volun- 
teers to repel the threatened invasion, but were not 
mustered into the service of the United States. 
Although friendly to the principle of the bill, to 


| receive my vote it must either be limited to those 


who served a term of six months, or if framed to 
give bounty land without requiring any term of 
service, it must embrace all classes of men who 
have. rendered military service. Sir, I wish I 


While we are giving away | 


could borrow for five minutes the eloquence and 
patriotic ardor of some gentlemen who have ad- 
dressed the committee, in order to enable me todo 
justice to. the merits and patriotism of the men 
whose ‘cause I advocate. The whole sea-board 
witnessed the promptness with which the militia 
rallied to the defence of the country. At Platts- 
burg, where the British crossed the line with a 
powerful force, backed by all their fleet, thegallant 
sons of Vermont and New York rushed spontane« 
ously to the scene of action. 

Here the hammer fell, 

He withdrew the amendment, at the.request of 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, who renewed tt.) He 
said, he had several times endeavored to, obtain 
the floor for the purpose of moving amendments 
to the bill, but had always been unsuccessful. 
His only object now was to say a word or two by 
way of reply to some of the objections which had 
been urged by the enemies of the bill, He knew 
that his constituents were in favor of this distribu- 
tion of the public lands among the soldiers; and he 
should be ashamed to go and say to those among 
them who had served in the oid wars, that they 
were not considered as capable of taking care of 
themselves. He cared nothing about speculators, 
Flis constituents were amply able to protect their 
own rights and their own property. He did not 
know whose constituents had sold their bounty 
lands, and been the dupes of these speculators. 
Perhaps they were those of the gentlemen who 
seemgd to be so apprehensive lest thése lands 
should fall into the hands of such men, and who, 
on that ground, opposed the bill. As for his con- 
stituents, he could only say, that of ail his constit- 
uents who had served in the Mexican war, he 
had only been called on, in two cases, to sell two 
land warrants for them. It was very evident, 
then, that they had not suffered much injury from 
this swindling machine, as it had been called. He 
could trust them to take care of themselves. He 
could not understand the propriety of putting into 
the bill a provision granting these bounties in land 
to these meritorious soldiers, and then attaching 
to it another provision to tie up the recipient of 
the boùnty; so that he could not do as he pleased 
with it. 

If speculators had practiced on the soldiers who 
were engaged in the Mexican war, he thought 
there was little danger of their obtaining any large 
amount of the grants covered by this bill. There 
were twelve States asking for the passage of the 
measure, many of these States having come for- 
ward with resolutions recommending it. It was a 
subject which had been long discussed throughout 
the whole country. How then can any gentle- 
man talk about its being confined to a few indi- 
viduals, who have met in conclave to mature their 
plans? The heart of the whole country is in 
the measure. He had told his constituents that he 
had voted for the measure before, and that he 
should go for itagain. His honorable competitor 
had also announced his sentiments in the same 
way. here were nineteen-twentieths of his con- 
stituents in favor of this bill, and he should strive 
to get it through. He assured the committee that 
he had no fear of sharpers and speculators. ” 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, (who renewed it.) 
He said, that he should vote againstall amendments 
which, in his judgment, had the effect of injuring 
the bill. He said he was in favor of the bill, and 
he had never proposed any amendment, except 
with a view to perfect it upon principles of justice, 
He regretted to see that the opposition to the bill 
had been strong enough to oblige its friends to 
make sacrifices of opinion, that they might unite 
all their force upon one and the same bill. He had 
examined the bill proposéd as a compromise by 
the friends of the bill; and though it was not all 
that he wanted, and though it did not include all 
the Maryland troops, yet he was happy to say it 
included many of them,-and it should have his 
support. The men who fought at-North Point 
well deserved the interest he had taken to have 
them included in this bill. Many of the city 
troops, and some who served three months, actu- 
ally refused to receive pay for their service, and 
directed the paymasters of the army to appro- 
priate their pay to erect a monument in honor of 
the dead. Such men well deserves the attention 
of this. House, and he referred to them again be- 
cause their history was the honorable fame of their 
countrymen. 
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He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS renewed the amendment, It 
had not been his purpose, he said, to offer a word 
in relation to this bounty land bill. He had no 
desire to debate the question, whether bounties 
should be granted, or not; but, as the gentleman 
from Ohio who last addressed the committee had 
thought proper to allude to it ina manner that 
would convey the idea that the friends of the meas- 
ure were acting expressly for the purpose of ben- 
efiting speculators and of destroying the entire 
land system of this country, he would take the 
liberty of saying a word or two in justification of 
the vote which he intended to give. How it 
was and why it was that the political friends with 
whom he had always been associated, should all 
at once become go sensitive on the subject of the 
public lands, he was ata loss to know. He re- 
membered having enlisted, some years ago, under 
the Whig banner in favor of a distribution of the 
public lands among the States; he remembered, 
too, that his friends were then for voting millions 
of dollars for internal improvements, and he re- 
membered the remarkable fact, that out of a mil- 
lion of dollars that had been voted to his State, 
only an hundred thousand had gone there. 

He was willing to assist in sweeping from the 
public Treasury the entire income from the public 
lands, and in placing those lands in the pogsession 
of the States. But now, when only one twentieth 
of them, according Jo the statement of the gentle- 
men themselves, was to be appropriated to a patri- 
otic purpose, they became alurmed—they had great 
fears that they should be compelled to resort to 
direct taxation, or to a new system of excise, as a 
means of replenishing the Treasury; that our pres- 
ent system of duties upon importations would not 
be sufficient to support the Government. He had 
no fellow-feeling with those who entertained sen- 
timents like those; he could participate in no such 
fears; he could not believe that because one twen- 
tieth of the public domain was to be divided out, 
and bestowed—call ita gratuity, a donation, or 
whatever they pleased—upon the soldiers who had 

` fought the battles of the country, this Government 
was to be destroyed thereby. He apprehended 
no such result. Northern gentlemen who were in 
favor of giving more protection to the manufactur- 
ing interest, certainly could have no reason to dis- 
cover in this measure any cause of apprehension. 
But they were told that it would destroy our en- 
tire land system. Suppose (said Mr. W.) that 
land warrants were issued to the amount of fifty 
or an hundred millions of acres, have you not a 
tract of country larger than the whole thirty States 
of this Union, composed of public lands? Can it 
be possible that it can be seriously apprehended, 


that this country would be materially injured by | 


taking away one twentieth part of the public land 
and bestowing it upon those who have fought your 
bates? 

He certainly could not reconcile it to himself, 
nor could he conceive that he was discharging his 
duty to his constituents, if, while he wailing 
to give these lands to the severel States, to be used 
as they might think proper, he should hesitate to 
grant’a portion of them, in the shape of bounties, 
to deserving soldiers. Under no circumstances 
could:he have a fellow feeling with an individual 
who took such a course. 

He had made these remarks with reluctance, for 
he had a decided objection to speech-making; but 
when he saw members of the party to which he 
belonged, speaking in contemptuous terms of the 
measure before the committee, he felt it to be his 
duty to.say, that upon this subject he disagreed 
with them entirely. 

He withdrew the amendment. k 

Mr. DURKEE renewed it. He said, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not opposed to making a just 
compensation to soldiers who have served in de- 
fence of their country. But I am opposed to this 
bill, which, if it become a law, will have the effect 
to transfer from the Government the control of 
eighty millions of acres of our public domain to 
Jand-jobbers and speculators. Sir, the public 
lands are placed under our care for high and noble 
purposes; our career of profligacy has been car- 
ried far enough in our miserable bounty system, 
connected with the Mexican war. I am aware 
that some of our western friends think this meas- 
ute will operate favorably for the new States, in 
reducing the price of land. But this, I fear, blinds 
them to the real difficulty with which ‘this measure 


is fraught—that is, the control it gives the specu- 
lators in selecting all the finest locations. Why, 
sir, give me capital enough, and under the opera- 
tions of such a law as you propose in the passage 
of this bill, I could purchase all the choice public 
lands in Wisconsin, give away one fourth of them 
to actual settlers, and- make a thousand per cent. 
on the balance. Sir, the temptation to the capi- 
talist is already-so great, that large investments 
have been made in the State where I reside. An 
English nobleman has purchased forty thousand 
acres in one of our western counties. A firm in 
the city of New York has purchased some forty 
thousand acres in the county of Sheboygan, besides 
something like fifty or sixty thousand acres in 
other counties. ‘There are other extensive opera- 
tors in buying and selling land warrants, who have 
made their hundreds of thousands of dollars, in 
Wisconsin. Sir, the only true policy for this 
Government, in relation to public lands, is the 
adoption of the measures recommended by the 
advocates of land reform—that is, to grant the 
lands to the actual landless settlers in limited 
quantities. This, sir, is the way for the country 
to realize the greatest pecuniary advantage to 
maintain our Democratic institutions, by making 
the great mass of the people independent, with 
their own homes, thereby preventing the establish- 


ment of an overgrown, overbearing, landed aris-" 


tocracy. Look, sir, at Great Britain, the soil on 
which resides twenty-five millions of people, 
owned by thirty thousand freeholders. 

Sir, we should be alarmed at this startling fact, 
and provide for the arrest of an evil that has proved 
so disastrous in the Old World, by a decree that 
all the public lands hereafter shall be disposed of 
to none but actual settlers. The gentleman from 
Kentucky complains, that if we defeat this meas- 
ure, that the poor of our cities and the vicious 
will occupy the public domain. Sir, this is the 
grand desideratum for which we should look—the 
removal of the poor and dependent, and even the 
vicious, made so, many of them, by starvation and 
want in our great commercial cities. I consider 
the discharge of this duty the exercise of one of 
the highest prerogatives of good government. 
Pass this bill, sir, and bring into market thousands 
of competitors in the sale of land warrants, cover- 
ing area enough for twelve or fifteen States as 
large as cither of the New England States, and 


you will'notonly have a great increase of the poor. 


and unfortunate of which the gentleman from 
Kentucky speaks in your cities, but you will 
have, at no very distant period, a miserable ten- 
antry throughout the country. 

The reduction of price in the public lands will in- 
crease, rather than diminish speculation, as I have 
already remarked, in enabling the speculator to 
make a choice selection at a trifling cost. Mr. 
Wadsworth, who died a few years since in west- 
ern New York, leaving an estate worth ten mil- 
lions of dollars, made an immense purchase of the 
Holland Land Company at six cents per acre, 
now worth seventy-five dollars per acre. Sir, for 
these reasons I shall vote against this bill, with the 
hope that it will not pass. I wish this eighty mil- 
lions of acres of lands to be retained, to come un- 
der the new system of land measures, more wise, 
and for which the whole country is now ripe. If 
our soldiers have not been sufficiently paid, Jet 
gentlemen bring in a bill for their relief, payable 
in money, and I will vote for it. 

He withdrew the amendment. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed it. He remarked that 
this measure certainly commended itself, in his 
judgment, to their serious consideration, as one 
entitled to the favorable action of that body; and 
so long as there could be no objections serious in 
their character, striking at the prosperity of the 
country, urged against it, he reaily could not be 
induced to withhold his support from the bill. 
What were the objections that were urged against 
the bill? 
the gentleman from Maryland, had presented the 
main objection, when they stated that it would be 
a violation of faith on the part of the Government 
to part with a portion of these lands, inasmuch as 
they were pledged to the public creditor. 

But had the gentlemen referred to the act an- 
thorizing the loan—the act to which reference 
had been made?—he meant the act which was 
passed in January, 1847, authorizing the issuing 
of Treasury notes, and the negotiation of a loan 
to carry on the war against Mexico. He believed 


His honorable friend from Ohio, and | 


+ 


the greater part. of that Toan had been redeemed, ` 
The faith of the nation must be strictly preserved; 
he would do nothing that would. approacli, in the 
smallest degree, towards a: violation of national 
faith; its preservation was paramount to all other 
considerations; but he must be allowed to say, that 
from the examination which he had given the mat- 
ter, he could. not but come to the conclusion that 
the gentlemen: were under a misapprehension, es- 
pecially when they supposed that the amount that 
would be granted under the provisions-of this bill 
would be twenty-two millions of acres: :He did 
not believe it would require ten millions of acres 
to pay bounties to the soldiers of the war of 1812, 
to those who fought under General Wayne, and 
to those who were engaged in the war in Fior.da; 
and when he heard the gentleman from Georgia, 
the other day, draw a picture of the pitiable con- 
dition of a man in his own State, who had served 
under General Wayne, it occurred to him that he 
could draw a similar picture for every district In 
the United States. 

“He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN renewed it, for the purpose, he 
said, of having a vote. 

The question was taken and decided in the neg» 
ative. R 

So the amendment originally offered by Mr. 
Duncan was rejected. ; . 

Mr. MOORE offered the following arhendment: 


And be it further enacted, That for all persons not embraced 
in the foregoing propositions, it is bereby further provided, 
thatit may be lawful for any citizen of the United States 
being of lawful age, or an alien residing within the same 
who shall have at the time of the commeaucementof the 3p- 
eration of this bill, in due form of law, declared bis intention 
to become a citizen, to file in the proper land office a claim 
of preémption to any unoecapied quarter section of the pub- 
lic lauds which shali have been duly surveyed and offered 
forsale, and which shall be open to private entry at the 
minimum price of public lands: Provided, ‘Phat such claim 
shall be invalid unless it be accompanied by an affidavit or 
atiirmation in writing duly certified, that the person filing 
such claim, aud making such affidavit or affirmation is not 
owner or claimant of any other Jand or real estate whatso= 
ever, and that he or she intends in good faith to proceed 
forthwith to occupy and cultivate the land described in such 
claim; and upon the filing of said claim, such Jand sball 
not be subject to location or entry by any other person for 
the period of one year from the date thereof, mtg 

Sno. 2. And be it further enacted, That after a residence 
of one year from the date of said claim upon the atoresaid 
tract of land by the said claimant, he or sbe, or in case of 
his or her decease, his or her heirs or devisees sball be enti- 
tled to receive from saiddand office a warrant of préeinption 
which shall secure to said claimant the rightful and legal 
possession of the tract specified in suid warraut, for me fur- 
ther terin of six years from the date thereof, with the prigi- 
lege of purchasing the same, or any. legal subdivision ‘of 
eighty acres, at the rate of one dollar and twenty-fye cents 
per acre, with lawful interest from the date of said warrant 5 
but whi h said preémption right shall cease, and be ab:o- 
Jntely null and void whenever the original claimant thereof, 
or his or her heirs or devisees, shall have removed from, or 
relinquished possession of the land described in said war- 
rant. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That at any time after 
ence of four years upon said land, aud before the ex- 
piration of the term of six years aforesaid, the said occupant, 
npon due and conclusive proot to the satisfaction of the re~ 
gister and receiver in the proper land office, that he or she 
has resided upon said land for the full term: of tour ‘years, 
and has cultivated the same, accompanied by his or her at- 
fidavit or affirmation in writing, thathe or.sbe has not bar 
gained to sei his or ber interest in, or claim thereto, or any 
portion thereof, and that he or she fully intends to reside 
upon said-tract or the remainder of his or her. natural fife, 
he shall receive from said land office a certificate of right of 
vecupancy which shall secure to him or her, and to bis or 
her heirs, devisees, or voluntary assigns, a right to possess 
and occupy, without limitation of time, any legal subdi 
ion of eighty acres of the land described in said certificate ; 
Provided, That if such claimant be the married or widowed 
head ofa family, he or she shall be entitted to a certificate 
of right of occupancy for the whole of the land described in 


s- 


i said certificate; and the jand thus described iu said cerifi- 


cate shall notbe diverted from such occupant, his or her heirs, 
devisees, or voluntary assigns, by virtue of any judginent 
or other process of law whatsoever; but the said right. of 
oceuvancy shall cease and be absolutely void whenever the 
legal holder thereof shal! have become the owner of more 
than one hundred and sixty acres of land, inclusive of the 
land described in such certificate; and in that case the land 
sn heid by the rigbt of occupancy shail revert to the United 
Sta es: Provided, That any person owning other Jands, to 
whom a tract held by right of occupaney may descend, or 
be devised, shall have six mouths in which to farnish proof 
to the proper officer, that he has legally conveyed saidtract 
to some p rson who owns less than one hundred and sixty 
acres, including this tract, or that be has disposed of other 
lands belonging to him, so as to reduce the aggregate owned 
or claimed by him, including this tract, to one hundred and 
sixty acres or jess, or shall have paid the United States for 
the land so devised to, or inherited by him, deseribed in ¢ 
said certificate, at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five 
centa per acre, with lawful interest thereon from the date 
of the warrant of preémption ; and in every case of fortcit- 
ure it shall be the duty of -the district attorucy of the 
United States for the district in which the forfeited Jand is 
situated, to institute and prosecute an action te recover to 
the United States the lands so forfeited. 
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Sec. 4. And heit further enacted, That on-and after the 
expiration of the six years specified in any sach warrant, 
the whole or any. portion of the tract described therein, 
which shali not within the term of preémption have been 
purchased of the United States and paid for, or been con- 
veyed by certificate óf right of aceupancy as aforesaid, shall 
be-opened to entry and sale as ifsuch warrant had not been 
issued. 

Sec: 5. And be it further enacted, That every applicant to 
purchase, except as hereinafter provided, after the first 
day of June next, any public lands of the United States, 
whether at public auction or by private entry, shail before 
obtaining title to the same, be required to make and file in 
the proper land office an affidavit or affirmation setting forth 
thathe orshe desires the same or the whole thereof, for 
occupation, improvement, and use, by him or herself, and 
has no intention of selling or disposing of the same, or 
any part thereof; andto any and. every person refusing to 
file such an affidavit or affirmation, the miaimum price of 
the public lands shall be five dollars per acre. 
<> Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That any willful false 

_ Swearing or afirming in any proceeding under the provisions 
‘of this act, shall be deemed to constitute the crime of per- 
jury, and shall be punished by imprisonment for the term of 
three years at hard labor in a State prison, and by a fine not 
exceeding one thousand dollars, at the discretion of the 
courts; and on conviction of any offender, the title ac- 
quired by his or her false swearing shall revert to the United 
States, 

Sec. 7. Andhe il further enacted, That any persons hav- 
ing aright to tand under the provisions of this act, shall 
have the privilege of selling and disposing of the same as 
they may see proper, upon paying to the United States the 
minimum price of public lands with interest from the date 
of the location of the same. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
the reception of the amendment on two grounds: 
First, that it was, as he understood, now pending 
as a bill before the House, and therefore by the 
rule out of order; and second, that it was entirely 
incongruous and irrelevant, being of the nature ofa 
proposition granting preémption rights, while the 
bill granted lands to military services rendered to 
the country, and that it was therefore out of order. 

Mr. MOORE stated that no such bill was now 

ending before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the second point 
made by Mr. THomrsoy, and ruled the amendment 
out of order. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: A 

46 That all the benetits of this Ret shall be extended to the 
non-commissioned officers, privates, and musicians of the 
‘Old Fourth regiment of United States infantry,” who served 
in the war of 1812 for a period of six months, or more.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
this amendment as out of order, on grounds which 
he stated. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the objection and 
decided the amendment in order. 

Mr. KING, in explanation of his amendment, 
said: This regiment, sometimes called “ Boyd’s 
regiment,” was enlisted previously to the com- 
mencement of the war, and served on the Wabash 
and at the battle of Tippecanoe, under General 
Harrison; they greatly distinguished themselves 
in this battle, as they did afterwards on the north- 
ern frontier, where they manfully met and van- 
quished British veterans at Lundy’s Lane and 
Bridgewater, under the command of Colonel James 
Miller. No soldiers: have more distinguished 
themselves since the war of the Revolution, and 
none so well deserve the bounty of the Govern- 
ment. This class has never been in any way pro- 
vided for. The soldiers of the war of 1812, who 
enlisted after its commencement, were entitled to 
bounty land in larger or smaller quantities; but 
soldiers of this regiment might have served for 
five or six years, and to the termination of the 
war, without becoming entitled to any bounty 
land. Atempts have beer made in former years 
to obtain from Congress some acknowledgment of 
the meritorious service of this distinguished regi- 
ment—their merits and claims have been fully ad- 
mitted, but justice to them has been too long de- 
layed, and now, neither on points of order, or on 
any other small point, should justice be denied to 
these gallantold soldiers. For one, (said Mr. K.) 
if this amendment is not adopted, he should not 
be able to vote for the bill; and now, these 

_ soldiers, who were the companions in arms and in 
glory with Harrison and Miller, must be provided 
for, or Congress will be taxable with gross and 
crying injastice. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who renewed 
it, and yielded for a moment to 

Mr. GORMAN, who said, under the act of 24th 
of December, 1811, these very men were entitled 
to bounty lands, and they had, no doubt, all re- 
ceived them years since. He held in his hand the 
act of Congress to which he had alluded; it granted 

vai 


three months’ extra pay and one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. 

Mr. KING said, if the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi would allow him, he could read to the gentle- 
man. from Indiana a letter of General Harrison’s, 
stating that these men had not been paid down to 
the date when he wrote, and it was known to all 
that they had not been paid since that time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed the 
amendment.. He stated that the object of this 
amendment. was to extend the bounty lands to 
another cless, already provided for by the existing 
law. It was no new precedent. These persons 
were also provided for under the law now in force; 
and although there was nothing objectionable in 
‘the tenor of the amendment, yet as it was altogether 
unnecessary, he should vote against it. He did 
not rise to enter into any discussion of the subject, 
but merely to state his opinion that the amend- 
ment was not necessary,and he hoped that it 
would be rejected. 


The question was taken, and the amendment 


was rejected. 

Mr. HARALSON offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

“ Sec. 2. ind be it further enacted, That no transfer of 
land granted in virtue of this act, or any other law giving 
bonnties of land to non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, shall be valid unlessthe contract or agreement 
therefor, or letter of attorney giving power to sell or convey, 
shall have been executed after the patents shall be issued 
and delivered to the persons entitled thereto.” 

Mr. HARALSON said his object in offering 
the amendment was to provide, as far as possible, 
against any frauds which might be attempted to 
be perpetrated upon the rightful owners of this 
land; and in order to secure this object, he pro- 
posed not only that the warrant should issue in 
the name of the party who had done the ser- 
vice, but that it should be issued and delivered to 
him. Perhaps nine tenths of the frauds practiced 
under the bounty warrant act of 1th February, 
1847, had originated in the failure to identify the 
soldier. He explained the mode in which these 
frauds had been perpetrated, and that his amend- 
ment would go far to obviate them—that it would 
put the trial of the fraud in the courts of justice 
and give the advantage to the party to whom the 
land was originally granted. . . 

A motion by Mr. FOWLER that the commit- 
tee rise, was rejected. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Haratson, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SACKETT moved the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That any inhabitant of the 
United States who shall file his affidavit with the Secretary 
of the Interior, that he is not the owner of any land or real 
estate or possessed of personal property of the value of one 
thousand dollars, and who shall, in his own proper person, 
go into the actual possession of eighty acres or one hundred 
and sixty acres of the public lands, subject to private entry, 
and shall continue actually to occupy and cultivate the 
same for the term of three years, shall be entitled to receive 
a patent therefor surrendering to him the title thereof in fec. 
And such ocenpantshall be entitled to hold such possession 
against any person or persons claiming or to claim the 
same; andthe land so occupied shall not be sold during 
such occupancy. The rigbt to the possession given under 
this act shall not be assignable, but all rights under it shail 
descend to the widow and children of the occupant. Every 
person claiming title under this act, before he shall receive 
a patent therefor, shall pay intothe Treasury, for eighty 
acres, three dollars, and for one hundred and sixty acres, 
five dollars, as the cost of survey and title papers. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, raised the 
point that the amendment was incongruous, and 
irrelevant, and therefore out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN sustained the point, and | 


ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, appealed from the 
decision. 

After a brief conversation— 

The question was taken on the appeal, and deci- 
ded in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment was held to be out of order. 

Mr. HOAGLAND offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

And provided further, “Fhat all soldiers actually mustered 
into the service of the United States, to serve in the late 
war with Mexico, who Were taken to the seat of war, and 
discharged by reason of disability, but who have not re- 
ceived their bounty, because of the want of a certificate in 
due form, from a surgeon of the army, shall be entitled to, 
and receive the same quantity of land to which they would 
have been entitled had they received such certificate. 


Mr. HOAGLAND said: Mr. Chairman, there 
has been such a variety of amendments intro- 
duced to the bill before the committee, that itis 


£ 


+ 
with considerable degree of reluctance I propose 
the one which has just been read. ILoffer it, how- 
ever, in good faith, without any design of incum- 
bering the bill, or embarrassing its passage. 

I am in favor of the principles and main featurės 
of the bill, and shall vote for it—however much 
it may be mutilated—whether the amendment I 
offer prevails or not,—leaving the responsibility 
to rest where it should, upón those who have 
loaded it down with amendments, with a view and 
for the purpose of defeating it entirely. The diffi- 
culty which is sought to be remedied by the amend- 
ment must be apparent to all. Tt is one that could 
not have escaped the notice of gentlemen who are 
conversant with the rules which have been adopted 
for the government of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. Sir, through inadvertence, negligence, or 
perhaps misapprehension of acting surgeons of 
the army, many of your soldiers who have been 
discharged on their certificates‘and sent home by 
the authority of the Government, have not been 
able to avail themselves of that bounty which was 
doubtless intended to be provided for them. 

Owing to the very rigid rules which have been 
adopted by the departments, when a soldier has been 
discharged, before the expiration of the time for 
which he agrecd to serve, and the certificate which 
is required to accompany the discharge upon 
which it is predicated, does not exhibit the fact 
that the disability for which he had been dis- 
charged the service was incurred while in the ser- 
vice and Subsequent to his enlistment, a warrant is 
denied him. 

This, sir, presents an exceedingly hard case— 
one of gross injustice to the soldier, Though he 
may have served almost the entire period of hig 
enlistment, yet by reason of the certificate not ex- 
pressing what is required by the department, he 
must lose his hard earnings. Sir, this is an out- 
rage which should not %e tolerated—a remedy 
should be afforded without delay. The soldier 
who has served his country in good faith in the 
hour of need, should not be thus treated by the 
Government he has served. ` He should not be 
deprived of that allowance to which he is equita- 
bly entitled, because of a non-compliance by the 
officer appointed over him with technical forms 
which have been adopted through the tenacity of 
the head of the department through which his 
rights have to pass and be adjudicated. 

Sir, I am not talking at random when I say, that 
there have been instances of the kind to which I 
have. alluded. A case of such unjust treatment 
occurred with a citizen soldier within the district 
which I havethe honor to represent. A respecta- 
ble young man, of the vicinity in which I reside, 
soon after the news was received that General 
Taylor had been probably defeated at Buena Vista, 
went forward and tendered his services to his 
country, He left a home to which he was at- 
tached, and severed himself from relatives and 
friends who loved and cherished him, and took up 
the line of march to theseat of war. With a con- 
stitutiqgy vigorous and robust—one that seemed to 
defy pwvations and hardships—and, in the enjoy- 
ment of health, that seemed only capable of being 
interrupted by exposure incident to a soldier’s life 
in a foreign and unhealthy climate. He crossed the 
Guifand disembarked near Matamoros, where dis- 
ease and afflictionseemed to have awaitedhim. He 
was subsequently discharged by reason of his af- 
fliction, founded on the certificate of an assistant 
surgeon. He returned to his former home, and 
afterwards made application for what he con- 
ceived to be due him from the country he had suf- 
fered for. And how, think you, his application 
was met? Not that he had deserted’ his coun- 
try’s flag—no, for he had an honorable dis- 
charge from the Colonel commanding the post, 
but that the certificate of the surgedn was not in 
due form. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS, of 
ing amendment: 

& And all the sailors and marines of the naval forces 
which have at any time heen engaged in bate, with shore 
batteries, or forces of the enemy, where no prize money 
could be gained, or have actually served with the land forces 
Haginak ned enemy, shall receive one hundred and sixty acres 
of land. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, raised the 
point of order, that this amendment had substan- 
tially been offered before, and voted down; and 
therefore, that it was not again in order. 


Maryland, offered the follow- 


og 
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The CHAIRMAN overruled the objection, and 
decided the amendment in order. 

Mr. EVANS said: Gentlemen having voted on 
some propositions in favor of sailors, and having 
afterwards voted. down’ others of a similar kind, 
upon the pretence that sailors were entitled to prize 
money, | have offered this amendment to test the 
sincerity of the arguments which have been ad- 
vanced. 

Heretofore those of the naval service, who 
fought on land at Vera Cruz, have been provided 
for; let us see whether you will refuse the gallant 
marine and sailor who fought elsewhere with your 
Jand forces against the enemy, the same bounty. 
Your pretence is, that you wish to provide for 
him who fought on land the battles of his country, 


or who fought where he could have no benefit of | 


prize-money. I have provided for all these classes 
in my amendment, and now I wait to see it voted 
down by the pretended friends of the soldier, but 
whe are really the friends only of those soldiers 
who live in their own latitude, not of the gallant 
soldiers of the whole country; and who, by their 
original bill as well as by the affair cooked up in 
their caucus, or conclave of Saturday night, ex- 
clude every Maryland soldier. Yes, sir, I wait to 
see this amendment voted down, which provides 
for those gallant sailors and marines who, in the 
Tripolitan war, fought the enemy’s shore bat- 
teries, anchoring close under the hostile guns and 
silencing their thunder, where the heroes of the 
John Adams, of the Constitution and of the Phil- 
adelphia, gained unwithering laurels, and were 
the first to humble the arrogant buceaneers of the 
Mediterranean. j 

I wait, sir, to see a provision for these heroes 
rejected. These, sir, were the men who first re- 
fused tribute to the pirates of the Barbary coast, 
when as yet it was paid by all Exropean powers, 
and who, not contented with fighting forts with 
ships where no prize money was to be had, joined 
the land forces under General Eaton, marched 
through the deserts of Africa, dethroned one 
Prince, and elevated another, and at last gave you 
an honorable and a glorious peace. Will you re- 
fuse your bounty to these men? 

They had no chance for prize money. They 
fought side by side with the land forces. They 
are in similar condition precisely with those who, 
you say, should receive the bounty of Govern- 
ment, and I mean to test your sincerity with their 
cases, and to see how much of this proceeding is 
for Buncombe and how much for justice. But, 
sir, | know well enough how it is, and I mean by 
these amendments that the record shall show it. 
You wish to make it appear that I and other gen- 
tlemen are against the soldier, when we are the 
friends of the soldier; and you wish to press 
through here ill-devised, partial, imperfect, 
Schemes to reward those whom it suits you to 
reward, thrusting out two thirds of the merito- 
rious soldiers whom you ought to reward; men, 


who, as was the case in my own State, were en-- 


gaged in repelling sudden incursions of the ene- 
my and in harassing him, being excluded by 
your caucus-hatched proposition,—men who were 
at all times on the shores of the Chesapeake ready 
for service at a minute’s warning being cut out by 
it, while particular classes who are pretty thickly 
settled in certain other parts of the country are 
included and réwarded. Such conduct, sir, is 
partial, and I am for no partial bill. lam the 
friend of the soldier who defends his country, and 
I will do justice to every such soldier, and not to 
a few at the expense of the many, for the benefit 
of Jand-sharks and speculators. 

Mr. CONRAD offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Be it further enacted, That one tenth of the net proceeds 
of the sales of all public lands in Louisiana shali be set 


apart to be applied under the direction of the Legislature of | 


said State, to the maintenance of the levees or embank- 
mems on the banks of the Mississippi river, within the lim- 
its of said State, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, made the į 


oint that this amendment was irrelevant. 


The CHAIRMAN sustained the point, and | 


ruled the amendment out of order. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Hupparp— 

Calls for the question. 

Mr. CROWELL asked if the amendment had 
been printed? And on the supposition that it had 
not, suggested that the commitiee rise, and defer 
action until it could be printed and examined. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said, the amendment was 
not one which the friends of thg bill were in favor 
of. 

_ Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the amendment: 

‘And there shall be granted to the naval forces of the 
United States which served in the Florida war, With the 
land forces, eighty acrés to each man.”? 

Mr. EVANS said, that gentlemen need not be 
impatient to hatch out their chickabiddy, there 
was time eneugh when all the amendments had 
been offered, for he would inform gentlemen of 
one piece of parliamentary law with which, per- 
haps, they were not acquainted, and it was that 
no committee could rise and report a bill to the 
House until all amendments had been offered 
| which any member desired to present. That was 
the law. 

And why is it, sir, that gentlemen show such 
impatience at having other persons included in 
their favorite project besides those they have been 
pleased to pick out? Are none others worthy? or 
is it that all the wisdom of bill making is confined 
to a few individuals. I shall inform those gentle- 
men very emphatically, and very decidedly, that 
there are other members who have a right to be 
heard beside themselves, and that I, for one, mean 
to be, and of that they can assure themselves— 
they therefore need not send out in such a hurry 
| to drum up their recruits, fora few more amend- 
menis are to be presented,-of which this is one. 

Now, sir, already by this bill you have provided 
for the soldiers who foughtin Florida; and this 
amendment proposes to grantto the sailors and 
marines who were engaged in the Everglades, and 
elsewhere in that Peninsula in connection with the 
land force, the Same reward that the soldier is to 
have. 

Side by side, sir, they contended together against 
the savage foe; with equal gallantry they fought, 
with equal courage they conquered, and with equal 
bounty should they be rewarded. In justice you 
cannot deny them what you have given to their 
comrades; and sir, if there be any truth in the ar- 
guments adduced by gentlemen in favor of those 
who have. fought their country’s battles, surely 
these men ought not to be forgotten; at any: rate, 
sir, 1 mean to see how far those arguments are sin- 
cere, and | will again test it by this proposition, as 
I have by others thisday. Let us see whether you 
will reward all who have acted nobly and fought 
bravely, or whether you will sclect a few to be the 
recipients of your bounty—a bounty, sir, which is 
first to be divided among land speculators and 
greedy agents, in order that the poor soldier may 
be permitted to sit down to the fragments at the 
second table. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. VENABLE, who renewed it, and said: 
Mr. Chairman, I regret that gentlemen who pro- 
fess to be the peculiar friends of this bill, should 
think it necessary to denounce those who do not 
concur with them in the details; as the enemies of 
the bill, as unfriendly to the claims of the worn- 
out and dependent soldier. I am aware that a 
flonrish of trumpets in favor of the soldier’s claims 
—a touching appeal as to his title to the gratitude 
of his country—a display of his wounds, his de- 
crepitude and his poverty, pictures drawn from 
the fancy of those who declaim about them, have 
done much service in advancing those who have 
skill in this art, in public favor. But, sir, the 
time when such appeals are efficient has well-nigh 
passed; and gentlemen who are so free in de- 


well to remember that they voted against my prop- 


take land or money, valuing each acre at sixty-two 
and a half cents. 

We are gravely told by agentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. McDonatp] that the hypocritical maneuvre- 
ing of gentlemen who, pretending to be friends to 
this bill, but seeking to incorporate amendments 
which may defeat it, is too thinly covered to be 
any disguise. 
which he speaks? Why,sir, to include revolu- 
tionary soldiers and their heirs—to include the gal- 
jant marine and sailor, and to give those whose 
merits are so superior and whose claims are so 


who wish to extend the benefits of this bill to all 
classes of those who have exposed their lives in 
the service of the country are its enemies, I am will- 


nouncing those who are not ready to adopt their | 
suggestions in the preparation of this bill, will do | 


osition to give the old soldier a choice, either to: 


What are these amendinents of | 


pressing, a choice of land or money. Sir, if those | 


ing to be classed amongst them.: If the gallant 
marines and sailors who served in the Florida 
war—if those who landed at Vera Cruz under ‘a 
shower of shot from. the artillery of the Castle are 

to be neglected and pasšed by, Fam not willing to 

be found amongst those who do it. No, sir, Lean- 

not appreciate the justice of such a discrimination. 

The generous, the brave tar, whose “march: j# 

over the mountain wave,” whose “home is onthe 

deep,” shall never appeal in vain to me for his 

protection or his reward. Sir, gentlemen tell us 
that they have met here in an ‘old-fashioned Dem- 

ocratic caucus on Saturday night and: madé’a sub- 

stitute for this bill which they are determined to | 
pass. A Democratic caucus ought to make’ pro- 

vision for equal distribution of the possessions and 

property of the public. Discriminations are not 

in good taste in a Democratic creed. 

If gentlemen think they have the power to pass 
this bill, why, we must try our strength, and if 
overcome, submit. I cannot conceive of the pro- 
priety of providing for living soldiers, and passing 
by the children of those who are dead. I cannot 
make the calamity of orphanage a pretext for ne- 
glect; neither can I understand the process of rea- 
soning by which it is ascertained that services on 
land are more honorable than services on the sea. Hf 
gentlemen are sincere in saying that the sailor will 
not settle on, and. therefore ought not to have 
lands, why do they not require the soldier to 
settle on his land? Why should one be ‘author-. 
ized to sell his land, and the other denied the priv- 
ilege? Why do gentlemen urge a policy which 
will bring down the price of lang to a few cents 
an acre, and thus inflict a deep wrong on those 
who have bought the Government lands at the 
minimum price of a dollar and a quarter an acre, 
or the land warrants of those who served in the ~ 
Mexican war, at sixty-two and a half cents an 
acre? If lands, on account of the great quantity 
in the market, become exceedingly low, specula- 
tors will monopolize them; and one elass of spec- 
ulators will be enabled, by the action of this Gov- 
ernment, to ruin another. Sir, I will vote for no 
bill which does not make a more equal and just 
division. Let the actual settler-on the public 
lands, being an American citizen, who occupies it 
for five years, acquire a title to one hundred, and 
sixty acres, Open the domain to all the citizens 
of ail the States. Let the lands be peopled. Take 
away inducements to monopolize and speculate. 
Say to our young men and women, our widows 
and their children, who have no land—Come and 
occupy the public domain—cultivate it, and make 
it your home for five years, and it shall be yours, 
This is a noble distribution, because it is a just 
one. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of — 

Mr. MASON, who renewed it, and said, he 
wished to make one remark. Gentlemen seemed 
to believe that the friends of the bill were disposed 
to use force of some kind to press it through. 
All that they wanted was to take a fair vole upon 
all the amendments offered; he was willing to sit 
here until midnight, if necessary, in acting. upon 
amendments without debate. But they would 
like to finish the bill to-day, because there were 
many other bills pressing upon the heels of it, 
-which ought to be acted upon without delay. He 
‘was for going through the business of Congress— 
the California bill and all others. Let them vote 
upon the amendments to this bill without debate, 
All. they asked of gentlemen was to continue here 
a litde while; if they chose to perfect this bill, its 
friends would be obliged to them; if they were 
trying, by amendments, to kill it, they would un- 
derstand them. 

While they were occupying a great deal of time 
upon other subjects, they ought to spend a little 
ume for the benefit of these old soldiers, If they 
were poor, this grant of land would be worth a great 
deal to them; if they were rich, tkis testimonial 
of their country’s gratitude would be treasured by 
them as a jewel during the remnant of their days. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected, 

The question again recurred on the amendment - 
of Mr. Husparn, asamended on motion of Mr. 
McLane. i 

Pending the question— = 

On motion of Mr. Van Dyxe the committee 
rose and reported. 2 

After some conversation with the Speaker, as to 
the regular order of business, o 
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Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order: 
Pending which-— i 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following memorials and petitions were 
presented under: the rule, and appropriately re- 
ferred: 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: Two petitions of 
236 citizens of Pennsylvania, prayiig for a grant of land to 
the soldiers of the war with Great Britain. p 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, for anal- 
teration of the existing tariff laws. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McKean county, Penn- 
syivania, for a mail-route: from Carestown, via Mill Creek, 
Evans’s Corners, Tristles’s Point, thence up the east side of 
Potato Creek, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Warren county, Pennsyl- 
vania, fóra change in the mail-route from Titusville, Craw- 
ford county, to Perry, in Warren county, so that it shall pass 
by way of Enterprise and Holland, in Venango county. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Potter county, Pennsyl- 
vania, for a mait-route from Cullersport, Potter county, 
Pennsylvania, to Wellsville, in the State of New York. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Nelson H. Hodges, 
heir of William Hodges, praying remuneration for injuries 
to property while in the oecupaney of troops of the United 
States during the last war witn Great Britain. i 

Also, the petition of the`heirs of Juhu Barnes, praying 
for commiftation pay and interest due the said Barnes, for 
his services as a lieutenant during the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: The petition of F. E. Spinner 
and 120 others, citizens of Herkimer county, New York, 
praying Congress to establish the rate of postage on prepaid 
letters at two cents per half ounce, or for the entire aboli- 
tion of the Government postal emn. 

. By Mr. BROWN, of Mi pi: The remonstrance of 
Robert Germany and 25 others, citizens of Amite county, 
Mississippi, against the removal of the land office from 
Washington, in that State, to Monticello, in the same State. 

By Mr. MEACHAM: The petition of J. A. Beckwith and 
160 citizens of Middleburg, and Thomas Fuller and 35 citi- 
zens of Ripton, Vermont, asking a change in, the revenue 
laws of 18416. A J 

By Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee: The memorial of the 
Mayor and Aldermen of Memphis, praying the establishment 
of a marine hospital ar that place. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Mrs. Rachel 
Maule, asking indemnity for French spoliations previous 
to 1200. 

By Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts: The petition of Ly- 
man Kinsley and 149 others, citizens of Canton, in Massa- 
clinsetts, praving for an additional duty ou iron. 

By Mr. CALVIN; The petition of Andrew J. Hunter and 
29 others, citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying for 

a modification of the tariff of 1848. ; 

Also, the petition of E. McGraw, George Fisher, and 
27 others, citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, also pray~ 
ing for a modification of the tariff of 1846. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 24, 1850. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the credentials of the 
honorable R. W. Barnwert, appointed by the 
Governor of South Carolina to fill the vacancy oc- 
easioned by the death of the honorable FRANKLIN 
H. Exmore, which were read. 

Mr. Barnwein was then duly qualified and took 
his seat. 

“MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition from citizens 
of Gaines and Barre, Orleans county, New York, 
asking the repeal of all laws by which slavery or 
the slave trade is sanctioned in the District of 
Columbia, or in default thereof that the seat of 
Government be’ removed to some more suitable 
location. . . 

Also, one to the like effect from citizens and 
eloctors residing in Rome, Lenawee county, in the 
State of Michigan. ne 

Also, one to the like effect, from citizens of Lon- 
donderry, Rockingham county, New Hampshire. 

Also, one to the like effect, from citizens of 
South Reading, in the county of Middlesex, in the 
State of Massachusetts; all of which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Also, from citizens and electors of Rome, Lena- 
wee county, Michigan, and from citizens of 
Stockbridge, Berkshire county, Massachusetts, 
asking that slavery and the slave trade may be 
expressly prohibited by act of Congress in all 
the territories of the United States; which were 
ordered. to lie on the table. 

Also, from citizens’of Londonderry, Rocking- 
hem county, in the State of New Hampshire; from 
citizens of Rome, Lenawee county, Michigan, and 
from citizens of Stockbridge, Berkshire county, 
Massachusetts, asking that no State may hereafter 
be admitted into the Union whose constitution 
does not prohibit slavery; all of which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Also, from citizens of South Reading, Middlesex “i 


county, Massachusetis; from citizens of Rome, 


“Lenawee county, Michigan; from citizens of Stock- 


bridge; Berkshire county, Massachusetts; from 
citizens of Londofderry, Rockingham county, 
New Hampshire; and from citizens of Roonton, 
Morris coanty, New Jersey, asking that, when an 
arrest is made of fugitive slaves in any State other 
than where service is claimed, he shall not be 
delivered except on the finding ofa jury that he is 
the slave of the claimant; all of which were ordered 
to. lie.on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITYEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
to the State of Wisconsin a donation of public lands 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from the city 
of Milwaukee to the Mississippi river, reported 
the same back with an amendment, ~ ; 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Susan Coody and others, asking indemnity for 
losses sustained in consequence of depredations 
committed by United States troops, submitted a 
favorable report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
and papers of Priscilla Prewitt, submitted a report, 
which was ordered to be printed, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of Uriah Prewitt, deceased. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution to print 
the additional report of the Secretary of War on 
the geology and topography of California, reported 
in favor of printing 5,000 additional copies of the 
same; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr.-CLEMENS, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to be entitled 
“ An act to cede the public lands remaining unsold 
the lst day of January, 185-, to the States in 


which they lie respectively, and for other pur-' 


poses,” as follows: 

“ Sec. l, Be tt enacted. §c., That all the public lands re- 
maining unsold on the Ist day of January, 185-, shall be, and 
the same are hereby ceded to the States in which they lie, 
respectively, z 

“Seo, 2, And be it further enacted, That the public re- 
cords, books, maps, and papers betouging to any of the land 
offices in any of the States shall be turned over to such per- 
son or persons as the Governor of each > tate may direct. 

“Sec, 3, And be it further enacted, That cach State shall 
regulate the mode and manner of sales of public lauds with- 
in its limits after the Ist day of January, 185-5; as also the 
price at which the same shail be sold. 

“Bec. 4. Andhe it further enacted, That one third of the 
proceeds arising frou the sale of public lands in each State 
shall be invested in stoek of works of internal improvement 
within the same 5 aud one third of said proceeds shall be 
applied to the establishment of common schools under the 
direction of the Legislature; and the remaining third shall 
be applied in such manner as the Legislature of cach State 
may direct.” £ 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BENTON, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of John Edsall; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. FELCH, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to amend the act 
entitled An act to raise for a limited time an ad- 
ditional military force, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved February 11, 1847; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on,the Public Lands. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 

Mr. RUSK gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row, or some early day thereafter, ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill to provide for raising additional regi- 
ments of dragoons. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Numerous adverse reports, about eighteen in | 


number, ‘heretofore noticed, were taken up and 
concurred in. 

MILITARY RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mer. President, there is a bill 
on the table, which was ordered to its third read- 
ing some time ago, relative to the boundaries of 
the military reservation in Minnesota. After it had 
been read a third time, it was postponed at the re- 
quest of the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, {Mr. FeLca,] who wished to investigate 
the subject. After investigation, he has deter- 


mined to offer an amendment to the bill. As the 


| bill is on its final passage, that can only be done 


by unanimous consent. 

The Senate took up the bill, being a bill to re- 
duce and.define the. boundaries of the Military 
Reserve-at the St. Peter’s'river, in the Territory of 
Minnesota, and to secure the rights of the actual 
settlers thereon. 

Mr. FELCH asked unanimous consent to in- 
troduce an amendment to the bill, consisting of 


| several sections, acopy of which could not be pro- 


cured, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I did not hear the 
reading of the amendment very distinctly. I have 
looked at the bill, however, and to my mind there 
is an insuperable objection to its passage. | would 
ask the Senator from Michigan, whether his 
amendment proposes to strike out that portion of 
the bill which gives preémption rights to individ- 
uals who are occupying the public property and 
the improvements made by the United States? If 
it does not, the bill will be every way objection- 
able. I believe that recently some individuals have 
claimed preémption rights for and occupy a por- 
tion of the public property which had been im- 
proved. Under this bill, they will be entitled to 
preémption rights. Now, is it the design, is it the 
intention of those who framed the bill, to give pre- 
emption rights to individuals who have recently, 
by permission of the Government, occupied a por- 


| tion of the improved public property of the United’ 


States ? 

I suppose that the officers of the United States 
stationed there, have from time to time given per- 
mission to some individuals to settle near the 
garrison, in order to obtain from them the neces- 
sary supplies. As far as such persons are con- 
cerned, although, strictly speaking, they would 
not be entitled to preémption rights, I should not 
be disposed to throw any obstacle in the way of 
giving them pre€mption rights. But where the 
Government of the United States have erectedthe 
necessary buildings for the protection of the people 
around that fortification, there seems to me to be 
no earthly propriety in giving such individuals 
prsempuon rights to valuable lands. {1 wish the 

onorable Senator would say whether the bill, as . 
he proposes to amend it, would embrace cases of 
that sort? 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I will state the 
nature of the proposed amendment, which state- 
ment will, I believe, answer the inquiry of my 
friend from Alabama. The bill as it was originally ~ 
reported, provided for preémption rights to all the 
settlers. It also provided for preémption rights to 
such individuals as had settled on the reservation, 
but who were driven off by the officers. Now, 
there is a settlement there made by a fur company, 
around which have gathered several individuals 
who are not connected with the furcompany. I 
provide, by the amendment, that such settlers 
shall have the benefit of the general law which 
relates to settlers on the public lands in towns. The 
general law grants apreémption right to the author- 
ities of a county to lay out a village. 

Another provision of the amendment is, that 
these settlers shall have the same rights as if these 
lands had not been reserved. The general preémp- 
tion law does not apply to the case of a reserva- 
tion. Therefore, on removing to a reservation, 
the settlers would have no general law to govern 
the subject of preémption rights. The amend- 
ment provides for having the general law to regu- 
late the subject of preémption rights. 

Now, one word with regard to the facts of the case 
cited by the Senator from Alabama. The War De- 
partment have been under the impression, that the 
treaty under which a portion of this reservation 
was occupied, provided for the lands being sold for 
none other than military purposes. Ihave looked, 
however, at a subsequent treaty, and I find no 
such provision there. I do not, therefore, think 
that there is any difficulty in the way. 

l was not satisfied with this provision of the 
bill as it originally stood. I think we should ap- 
ply the principles of liberality and justice to these 
settlers. 1 think that bringing them within the 
general rule for granting preémption rights, would 
be no more than justice to them, and would be 
doing no injustice to others, : 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator does 
not answer my question. My inquiry was, whe- 
ther, if this amendment should be favorably acted 
upon, it would give a preémption right to indi- 
viduals who had setiled on lands improved by the 


“have heard no explanation given yet to show why 


and need no preémption right. 
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United States, by permission of the Government 
of the Urited States. If that is the case, I ask if 
the Senate are prepared to give individuals a pre- 
emption right to valuable property on which they 
have settled under permissions recently obtained 
from the Government? If they are not prepared 
to do that, they cannot vote for the amendment of 
the honorable Senator from Michigan. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
object to the consideration of the amendment? 


| _ l have no objection to the recommitment of this 
bill to the Committee on Territories or to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. This bill was origi- 
nally reported from the Committee on Territories, 
| and perhaps that. would be the more appropriate 
| committee. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I think the more appropriate 
committee would be the Committee on the Public 
Lands. a 

| The question being taken on the motion to re- 


Mr. KING idid ‘not intend to interpose a 
veto upon the amendment. I shall not object to 
it, if it be the pleasure of the Senate so to amend 
the bill. It is, however, a very unusual course to 
propose any material amendment after the. third 
reading ofa bill. But as a material amendment 
has here been offered, 1 think the best course 
would be to recommit the bill, in order that we 
may have an opportunity of examining it. 

Several Senators. Move a recommitment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I think 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan too 
important to act on immediately. I think n best 
that the whole matter should lie on the table that 
the amendment may. be printed. 

I think there is a great deal of force in the ob- 
servations of the Senator from Alabama against 
granting preémption rights to individuals who have 
recently, by permission of the Government, set- 
tled on lands worth perhaps ten or twelve dollars 
peracre. I move to lay the whole matter on the 
table for tLe present. 

Several Senators. Let the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Then I will withdraw | 
my motion. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, the regular 
mode of proceeding would be to recommit the bill. 
lt is now on its passage. If it be ordered to lie 
on the table, whenever it shall be called up, it will 
be in the same condition as it is now. 
be amended but by unanimous consent. . It is quite 
uncommon to have so very large a class of amend- 
ments offered to a bill at its last stage, when, if 
one objection be made, an amendment cannot be 
received. With the consent of the persons inter- 
ested, I would move that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The bill was reported from 
the Committee on Territories. I have doubts, 
however, as to the propriety of recommitting it to 
that committee. If it isto be recoramitted, let it 
be to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WEBSTER. 1 will move, then, to re- 
commit the matter to the Committee on Public 
Lands. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 


this reserve is not wanted for military purposes. 
Tf it be not wanted for military purposes, then we 
might consider what ought to be done with it. 
Toen t-should be in favor of instructing the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to bring in a bill for the 
sale of these lands at public auction. 

This is not a case of preémption grants. We 
grant preémption rights to the pioneers of the for- 
est, to enable them to bring lands into market by | 
settling upon them. This isa case of a man set- 
tling under the protection of the American garrison, 
who derived, from the presence of that garrison, | 
benefit which fully countervailed whatever ex- | 
penses he might have incurred. The case does 
not come within the principle upon which we 
grant preémption rights atall. The buildings of the 
garrison were erected at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. These individuals should not have any 
preémption rights at all. According to the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, these persons have been settled 
about.the fur company at the mouth of the St. 
Peter’s river. Then they are dmply protected, 
There seems to 
me to be no case calling for the grant of preémp- 
tion rights. f ani 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I merely wish i 
to make one remark in answer to a statement of | 
my friend from Alabama. He asked me a ques- | 
tion in relation to the operation of my amendment. |; 
I answered him by saying that the amendment 
brings the individuals to whom he refers within 
the provisions of the law of 1841. ] 
quires a certain length of time, a certain amount 
of improvement and cultivation, before its benefit 
is received. The rights of these persons, if this 
amendment prevail, would depend on the l:w of 
1841, and on no other question that could be 


lt cannot!) 


That law re- |i 


ji 


| commit the bill to the Committee on the Public 
| Lands, it was agreed to. 
| ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR OF THE SENATE. 
On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the following resolution, 
| reported by the committee appointed to inquire 
| into the propriety of amending the 47th rule of the 
| Senate, relating to admission to the floor: 


i“ Blank tickets, equal to the number of the Senators for 
: the time being, shail be prepared, and one ticket may be 


į issued under the direction of the Vice President, by such © 


officer as he may designate, to each Senator at his request, 
| ou which ticket his name shall be endorsed, and which 
| ticket shall entitle the person to whom it may be delivered 
| to admission on the floor of the Senate.” 


| The VICE PRESIDENT stated the question 
| to be on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 call the attention of Senators 
to this resolution. Itis one of great importance. 

Mr. HALE. I willstate briefly the object of the 
] committee in making this report, and I will mention 
that it’ was made unanimously. It is manifest 
that there are a great many persons who obtain 
| admission to the floor who are not entitled to it 
under the rules. Some Senators are fastidious and 
| will not admit any, but others put a different con- 
struction on the rule, and admit as many as they 
please. The commitiee thought that while we 
have rules they should be observed, and that 
every Senator should have the same privilege of 
admitting to the floor. No better plan presented 
| itself to the commie for remedying this evil than 
| the one reported. ren Senator is to be entitled 
| to one ticket daily, admitting one person; the tick- 
i ets to be prepared and placed in the hands of such 
officer as the Vice President shall direct; and when 
that ticket has performed its duty, the ,Senator’s 
privilege of admission is over. “Vhis plan is not 
| liable to the objection urged by the Senator from 
| Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] the other day, that a 
| Senator could not oblige more than one friend on 
| one day, because the ticket is good for the whole 
| day, and will admit one friend for a part of the 
day and another for another part. 
| Mr. BADGER. I think that something ought 
| to be done upon this subject, but I am not sats- 
fied with the plan reported by the committee, and 
l would suggest that the resolution should lie over 
| Ull to-morrow, that we may have time to consider 
what amendment had better be made to it. I 
move that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. FOOTE. l hope not. This matter has 
been long under consideration, and has been re- 
| peatedly discussed. The cormsittee examined 
the subject in all its bearings, and came unani- 
mously to the conciusion embodied in this resolu- 
| tion. { do hope it will be adopted at once. There 
| isa very attractive debate now in progress, and | 
trust we shall give those of our fellow-citizens 
who may wish to hear it, an opportunity of being 
present without further delay. 1 understand the 
resolution is so worded as so enable Senators to 
exercise some discrimination not only with regard 
to the individuals they will introduce, but also 
with regard to sex. The word ‘‘ person”? is used, 
j not * gentleman.”’ I hope, under all the circum- 
stances, the Senator from North Carolina will 
withdraw his motion and allow us to act on the 
report at once. 

Mr. BADGER. Tam very far from being sat- 
isfied with the plan, and I shail therefore press 
my motion. 

Mr. KiNG. It is scarcely worth while for me 
to say that lam opposed to the adoption of this 
resolution, Everybody admits the inconvenience 
of having our Chamber crowded, and everybody 
admits that that inconvenience ought to be reme- 


il died. Some time ago we appointed a committee to 


inquire into this subject, and the result was that ad- 
mission under the rules was confined ‘to a certain 
class of individuals, who, together with the mem- 
| bers of the House of Representatives who want 
to come here occasionally to listen to our debates, 
would be as many as our room can well accomo- 


raised, - ‘ 


date. For a time the rule was rigidly’ enforced, 


127 


and was found to work well, but after a while 
people began to flock in upon us, ‘and it becomes 


| necessary to have the rule again adhered to.: «Its. °” 


has been enforced, and I think we getalong a great: 
deal better now. I have no desire to have a ticket. 
{ know very well that so far from giving satisfac- 
tion to my friends when they come here, 1 shall 
have to disappoint a dozen when I gratify one: °F: 
should much prefer that the Vice Président be 
authorized to admita limited number of. persons 
daily, and I hope the resolution will be soamend- 
ed. I hope you will not force upon me a: ticket. - 
which I do not wish for, and which I cannot use 
without trouble and annoyance. Lee 

Mr.CLAY. Mr. President, the resolution pro- 
poses, I believe, to provide for persons coming 
into the Senate. I should much prefer it if it pro- 
vided some mode of getting out of the Senate, to 
go home. J shall vote for it however, with great 
pleasure. But the time of day has come for pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the special order, 
a I therefore move to lay the resolution on the 
table. > : 

The resolution was then laid on the table, 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the admission of California as a 
State into the Union, to establish territorial gov- 
ernments for Utah and New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundaries. : j 

Mr. DOUGLAS gave notice of his intention to 
offer the following amendment when an opportu- 
nity should present itself; and on his motion, it 
was ordered to be printed, 

, Amend the first section by adding the follow- 
ing: 

“ And Congress doth hereby consent that new States, not 


exceeding two in number, in addition to the said State of 
California, and having suficient population, may hereafter, 


j by the consent of said Stat, be formed out of the territory 


thereof, which shall he reccived into the Union on un equal 
footing with the original States in all respzets whatsoever, 
with such constitution as the people of each State asking” 
admission shall adopt: Provided, that no provision thereof 
shall be repugnant to the Constitution of the United Stales; - 
and one of said new States, to be called the State of Sacra- 
mento, shall be formed north of a line to be drawn from a 
point where the 39th parattel of latitude interseets the easte 
ern bound iry of said State to the head of the Buun Bay, 
mids ay between the mouths of the rivers San Joaquin and 
Sacramento, thence through the centre of said hay, the 
straits of Karzuines, and the bays of San Patio and San 
Francisca, to the ocean; and the other of said new States, 
to be called the State of Colorado, shall be formed south of- 
a line from a point where the 117th degree of west lougitnde 
intersects the northeastern boundary of said Stato io the 
junction of the Sierra Nevada with the coast range of moun... - 
tains, thence due west to the ocean.?? 


Mr. SOULE. I now move the amendment 
which I had the honor to lay on the table the other 
day, and ask that it may be read by the Secretary. 

‘The amendment was then read as follows: 

After the word “ Government,” in the title of 
the bill, insert the words ‘ South California,” 
and strike out the first, second, and third sections 
of the bill, and insert the following: a 


“ Be it enacted, §c., That as soon as California shall have « 
passed in @ nvention an ordinance providing— g $ 

t That she relinquishes ali title or claim to tax, dispose of, 
or in any way to interfere with the primary disposal by the 
United States of the public domain within ber inpits; | 

«Phat she will not interpose her authority and power so 
as to disturb OY impede any control which the Unite + States 
may deem advisable to exercise over such districts in the 
mining regions, eithpr now discovered or to be diseyvered 
hereafter, as may be included in any lawful grant mate to 
private individuats or to corporations priar to the cession of 
California to the United States ; 

“ That the lands of the non-residents shall never be taxed 
higher chan those of residents ; 

* That the navigabie waters shall be open and free to all 
Citizens of the United States, those of California included ; 

© Taat the southern limits shall be restricted tu the Mis- 
souri Compromise line, (35° 30’ north latitude; ) 

t And as soon as she shall have produced to the President 
of the United States satisfactory and authentic evidence 
that the terms here set forth have been fully and exactly 
commpited with, the President of the United Suites be and he 
is hereby authorized and requested, without any further ac« 


j tion on the part of Congress, to issue his proclamationsde. 


claring that California is, and that she shall thereupon. be 
admitted into the Union upan an equal footing wiih the. 
original States in all respects whatsoever. 

“Sec. 2, Be it enacted, &e,, ‘That such portion of the rev- 
enue collected in the ports of California as may remain un- 
expended at the time of the issuing of the President’s 


| proclamation as aforesaid, shall be paid over to the said 


State of California, 

“Sec. 3. Be it enacted, §c., That the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives eleet now before Congress fur the said State of. 
California shal be entitled to receive, and shall receive the 
mileage and the per diem pay allowed to the Delegate from 
the Territory of Oregon, trom the day that the message of 
the President transmitting the constitution of Galifornia 
was received by Congress. 


i 
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“Sec, 4. Beit enacted, Çe, That the. country lying be- 
_. tween the 30° 30 of north latitude, and the boundary line 
between Mexico and the United ‘States established:by the 
treaty of Guadalupe: Hidalgo, and extending from the Pacific 
to:the Sierra Nevada, shall .constitate a Territory under the 
name of the Territory. of South California, and shail be 
organised as such under the provisions of this bill applying 
tothe Territory of Utah, (changing names. where they ought 
to be changed,) jn ail respects. whatsoever, and shall, when 
ready, able, and willing to become a State, and desiring to 
be such, be ‘admitted into the Union, with or without sia- 
very, as the people thereof may desire and make known 
through their constitution.” 

Mr. SOULE addressed the Senate in support of 
his.amendment for more than an hour and a half. 
A report of his remarks will be given in the Ap- 
pendix. eee , 

The further consideration, of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow, and i 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to. the consideration of executive business 


i 


And after some time spent therein, thé Senate. 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, June 25, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SPEAKER’S TABLE.’ 


Mr. BOWLIN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up and dispose of a large accu- 
mulation of such Senate bills on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble as would not give rise to debate; it was import- 
ant that they should be read and referred. 

Mr. JONES said he had no objection to taking 
up the business on the Speaker’s table, if it were 
done without condition as to debate; if otherwise, 
he objected.. 

The SPEAKER stated that a large amount of 
business had accumulated on the Speaker’s table, 
being messages from the departments and Senate 
bills. Ifthe House by unanimous consent agreed 
to proceed to dispose of it, they might pass it by 
at any time and call for the special order of the 
day. The difficulty consequent upon the accumu- 
jation of business on the Speaker’s table had 
grown out of the fact that there was no morning 
hour so long as special orders of the day contin- 
ued, and until reports were called for during the 
morning ‘hour, it was not in order to move to pro- 
ceed to the business on the Speaker’s table 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected to proceeding 
to this business, 

BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, toresume the consideration of 
the bounty land bill. 

Mr. HARALSON asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files the papers of W. J. Han- 
son, to be referred to the department. 

Pending the motion of Mr. Cosp— 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 
Mr. BURT rose and said he believed this day, 


was some time since assigned for the consideration 
of the report of the select committee upon the sub- 
ject with which the Secretary of War, Governor 
Crawford, was connected, commonly known as 
the Galphin claim. He was very unwilling to in- 
terfere with any business in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; but he felt it to 
be his duty, in justice to the high functionary who 
was concerned in that investigation, to insist upon 
the special order of business in the House, and he 
hoped the House would not thrust itaside for any 
other matter, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House the condition of the business of the House 
in regard to the two special orders that are pend- 
ing. The special order in regard to the bounty 
land bill, as it is termed, is the oldest special order, 
and therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, has 
precedence over the special order in the House. 
if the House shall not go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the special or- 
der in committee, the Galphin report is the special 
order of the day, and will be the first and the only 
business in the House that can be transacted unul 
that is disposed of. The other, however, being 
the oldest special order, in the opinion of the 
Chair, authorized the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to be 
made. If it were not the oldest special order, the 
House could not resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, pending the 


‘spécial order in the House. The gentleman: from 


Alabama, [Mr. Coss,} has moved that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the bounty land bill; the Chair enter- 
tains the motion, and the question is first upon 
agreeing to it. 

Mr. BURT. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
whether there is nota special order for to-morrow, 
of a privileged: character, which will override all 
other special orders, either in the House or in 
committee? And whether, if the special order in 
the House for to-day be-not taken up, it may not 
be a considerable time before it can again be 
reached ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in re- 
ply to the gentleman from South Carolina, that 
there is no special order for to-morrow, but that the 
further consideration of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Elections relative to the contested election 
from the first congressional district of the State 
of lowa, was postponed until to-morrow: the 
Chair is decidedly of the opinion that that report, 
involving a question of privilege, must take pre- 
cedence of either of the special orders. After that 
shall have been disposed of, the report of the se- 
lect committee to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina refers, will come up as a special order 
from day to day, as it is presented this morning. 

Mr. INGE. The special order on the Galphin 
case takes precedence of everything else except 
the bounty bill? 

The SPEAKER. It does to-day: to-morrow 
the report of the Committee of Elections, invoiving 
a question of privilege, will override both. 

The question being on the motion of Mr. Coss, 
of Alabama— : f 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. BURT moved a call of the House, remark- 
ing that the House was thin, and he wished a 
full vote on the question; and g that motion he 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, on the question 
of ordering the yeas and nays, and Messrs. Root 
and McQueen were appointed. ~ 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
36 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, and,. being 
taken, were—yeas 62, nays 115. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr, 
Cogg, was taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 118, nays 76; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Averett, 
Baker, Bay, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, ‘I. 
B. Buter, G. A. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Cling- 
man, Cole, Corwin, Dickey, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Fiteh, Freedley, Puller, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Green, Hall, Uamilion, Hampton, Haralson, Har- 
lan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L Harris, Raymond, Hoag- 
land, Howe, Hubbaid, Hunter, Inge, J. W, Jackson, J. L. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Seré, Leffler, Lit- 
Uetield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDon- 
ald, McDowell, McGaughey, MecLanahan, R. M. MeLane, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meacham. Miller, Morehead, Morris, 
Morse, Olds, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Pit- 
man, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 


| Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Spaulding, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 


Stanton, Stetson, StronggTaytor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, William ‘Thompsgn, 
Underhill, Venable, Watden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood- - 
ward, and Young—118. 2 
NAY5S—Messrz. Alexander, Alston, Bayly, Beale, Beu- 
nett, Bingham, Bocock, Bokee, Brooks, Burt, Chester But- 
ler, J. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, Conger, 
Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Disney, Dixon, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Gerry, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hay, Heb- 
bard, Henry, Hibbard Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, 
Howard, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
Jimes G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McKissock, McMullen, Meade, Milson, Moore, Morton, 
Nelson, Newell, Otis, Outlaw, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, | 


j Root, Ramsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 


eraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, A. H. Stephens, 
Sweetser, Thurman, Toombs, Van Dyke, Wellborn, Whit- 
Nesey, Wilson, and Winthrop—76. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Ricuarpsow in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill * providing for soldiers of 
the war of 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815, with Great 
Britain; the Indian wars of 1811; the (Florida) 
Seminolean war of 1835, 1836, &c.; and the war 
known as General Wayne’s, of 1792 to 1795, that 


have not heretofore been provided for.” 
The question pending was on the amendment | 


A = 


of Mr. Hussarp, as amended on motion of Mr. 
McLane on a former day. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment: 


t Provided, That the provisions of this act. shall be ex- 
tended to all soldiers, without regard to their length of ser- 
vice, who may have been actually engaged in repelling any 
invasion, or who may actually bave been in any battle or 
skirmish,“or who may have borne arms in defence of their, 
country.” È 


Mr. EVANS said he did not intend to take up 
much of the time of the committee. He had come 
to the conviction that the granting away the public 
lands had become inevitable. He would, there- 
fore, content himself with simply recording his 
vote, after endeavoring, as far as he could, to 
render the bill so comprehensive as to take in all 
classes. It had been his intention, originally, to 
oppose the bill because he regarded it as looking to 
a breach of the public faith, and as likely to im- 
pair the public revenue. But if he could see the 
bill now so amended as to take in the class em- 
braced in his amendment, he would pledge him-. 
self to offer no further proposition. Since it has 
been determined in conclave to force this bill 
through, and to_give away the public lands, he 
would make no further opposition to it. It had 
been charged that these amendments will kill the 
bill. But he did not consider that they ought to 
do so. 

Mr. McCLERNAND wished to ask a question 
of the gentleman from Maryland. Did he not 
bring forward amendments for the purpose of de- 
stroying the bill? : 

Mr. EVANS replied that he did. He Lad at- 
tempted to make the bill so comprehensive as that 
none of its friends would be willing to take it. 
But now that it has been resolved in secret meet- 
ing that the bill shall pass, since these lands are 
to be given away, he was desirous that the boon 
should benefit as Jarge a number as practicable. 
He referred to the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Georgia, for the protection of the 
soldiers against fraudulent speculators. It was a 
very proper amendment, and he thanked the gen- 
ioman for bringing it forward; but it was voted 

own. 7 f 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. WALDO, who renewed theamendment and 
said: Mr. Chairman, 1 have renewed the motion 
of the gentleman from Maryland, to enabie me to 
state the principles that will govern my action 
upon the matter now before the committèe, And 
in the first place, 1 must premise that I am op- 
posed to his proposition, because it embraces a 
term of service too short to be entitled to any gra- 
tuity. No person who served in the war of the 
Revolution for a period less than six months, has 
ever received a pension, and in analogy to this 
principle, no land should be given to the soldiers of 
other wars, who have not served the same length 
of time. ‘The proposition of the gentleman from 
Maryland embraces those who were mustered 
into service, without any regard to the time they 
served, and makes the soldier of one day, equal to 
him who served for six months. I know, sir, that 
many of the friends of the ‘measure now before 
the committee favor this proposition, while others, 
of which numbef#] am one, maintain. that bounty 
land should only be given for six months’ service. 
But for the purpose of uniting the friends of a com- 
mon object upon common ground, most of us 
have agreed to supporta bill limiting the minimum 
service at three months, ` 

I have been compelled, Mr. Chairman, to'give 
this subject some thoughts during the past winter, 


| Inasmuch as several petitions, numerously signed, 


asking for legislation in behalf of the soldiers of 
the war of 1812, have been referred to the còm- 
mittee of which I am a member, and have there 
been very fully discussed. The result of that dis- 
cussion is contained in a report and bill presented 
by the committee to the Flouse, which is now pend- 


| ing in the Commitee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union. Our examinations led us to inquire 
into the organization of the army of 1812, and we 
examined every statute under which it was au- 
thorized. We found that the whole number of 
men authorized to be raised by enlistment, consti- ` 
tuting the regular army, amounted to about sixty ~ 
thousand. Of this number, about forty thousand ` 
were authorized to be raised by acts of Congress 
granting bounty lands to the recruits, and about 
twenty thousand by statutes that did not give 
bounty land. Those only who enlisted for five 
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years or during the war, were entitled to land; 
those who enlisted for any other period were not 
entitled. Many of the persons. who enlisted for 
during the war, enlisted under acts that were 
passed short of one year before the termination of 
the war, and could not, therefore, have served a 
period of twelve months; while most of the per- 
sons who enlisted for other periods, served a much 
longer time. Indéed, there were very many en- 
listments under the act of December 10, 1814, and 
which gave three hundred and twenty acres to 
each recruit, who were scarcely,mustered into ser- 
vice before their term of enlistment expired. 

It is very. evident that the soldier who served 
twelve and eighteen months during the hardest 

ortions of the war aré as much entitled to bounty 
land as those who were so fortunate as to enlist 
just as the war closed. By other statutes the 
militia were called into service for different periods 
mot exceeding six months at any one time. The 
militia were not entitled to bounty land, and many 
of them went into the setvice, not voluntarily but 
by constraint, and served much longer than many 
who, by the terms of their enlistment, received 
one hundred and sixty acres of land. It seems, 
therefore, at least equitable that those who have 
rendered meritorious service in the war of 1812 
should be placed upon the same footing, and those 
that have not received bounty land, should now 
receive that measure of justice that has been so long 
delayed. I shall therefore, Mr. Chairman, vote 
to give bounty lands to the officers and soldiers of 
the war of 1812 who have not heretofore received 
such land, I shall only vote to give it to those 
who are now alive, or the widows of such as were 
married. before the last period of their husband’s 
service. I do not concur with gentlemen in the 
opinion that this donation will absorb all of our 
public domain, nor do] believe it will have the 
tendency to make land warrants worthless. 

l have made some estimate of the amount that 
may be taken by the men engaged in the war of 
1812, and ï do not believe it will exceed three 
millions of acres, while many gentlemen have 
supposed it would amount to forty or fifty millions. 
Of the enlisted army there were twenty thousand 
only but what have already received bounty land; 
of this number, it is probable three fourths have 
already gone to * that bourn from whence no travel- 
er returns,” leaving only about five thousand to be 
provided for. From the best data I can find, I 
cannot believe that the number of the militia 
who served six months will exceed sixty-five 
thousand, and those who served three months 
will not exceed one hundred thousand. Estimating 
that only one fourth of these now survive, (and 
after a lapse of thirty-five years, this estimate 
would seem reasonable}, and we have only 
about sixteen thousand who served for six months, 
and twenty-five thousand who served for three 
months, to be the recipients of our gratuity. I 
know, sir, the contemplated bill embraces other 
service, but inasmuch as J have not made any 
examination of the probable numbers who have 
served in other wars, I shall not venture an opinion 
upon this subject. Believing, however, that the 
number is not solarge as to produte the disastrous 
consequences that some gentlemen have imagined, 
I shall give the bill my cordial support. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS said he would propose a substitute 
for the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the motion out of | 


order—there being already pending a substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. AL- 
BERTSON. | 

Mr. SACKETT moved the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

« And provided, That no person shall be entitled to receive 
any laud under this act, until he, his heirs, assigns, or 
grantee, shall go into the actual possession of the laud to 
witich the soldier may be entitled. And provided, further, 
That no patent shall be granted for any land undet this act, 
until one year alter actual occupancy by the soldier, his 
heirs, grantee, or assigns.” i 

Mr. McDONALD raised the point of order 
against the amendment, on the ground that it had 
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veen voted down. on two distinct votes yester- 
ay. Tan 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
on the ground that, although two propositions had 
been voted on, which, together, amounted to the 
same provision, yet an amendment embodying the 
two, presented a different question, and was in 
order. 

Mr. SACKETT said, he offered the amendment 
in all frankness, and hoped it would be acceptable 
to the friends of the bill. If this amendment is 
adopted it will remove from the bill its most ob- 
jectionable feature; it will make, as I believe, the 
bill acceptable to a large majority of this House. 
As the bill now. stands, the effect of it will be to 


| throw a hundred millions of your public lands, in 


the form of land warrants, into your markets; this 
will inevitably depreciate their value to a very low 
point. This, indeed, is admitted by the friends of 
the bill; so that, in fact, your soldiers, who are in- 
tended to be benefited by this measure, will re- 
ceive little or nothing. ‘These facts are all admit- 
ted to be true. I believe this amendment will, in 
a degree at least, prevent these consequences. 
The soldiers dð not ordinarily go on to their 
bounty land, they generally sell their right to 
others. No one denies this fact. Certainly the 
friends of this bill should do all they can to secure 
to the soldier the benefits intended by it—that is 
the intention [ have in offering this amendment. 
If we shall require actual occupancy before title 
shal! be given, those land warrants will be kept out 
of your stock market, and only such lands will be 
on sale as are wanted for actual settlement. It 
will practically secure more to the soldier than any 
other feature of the bill. 

There was an amendment offered yesterday re- 
quiring the soldier to actually occupy the land be- 
fore he should receive title. That amendment may 
well have been deemed by the friends of the bill 
as objectionable, because the soldiers do not ordi- 
narily occupy the land themselves. 
amendment avoids all that difficulty, it allows the 
title to pass as soon as any actual settler can be 
found; and this presents fairly to the friends of 
this measure the question, whether they intend 
this bill for speculators and land-jobbing operators, 
or for the soldiers who have composed our armies 
and fought our battles. This amendment will 
give to them the benefit of the law; the bill with- 
out it, secures all its fruits to scheming, intriguing 
agents and land monopolizers. 

This provision will prove of great benefit to the 
western country. It will cause actual settlement 
under these warrants, and will prevent those lands 
going into the hands of large holders, who live in 
some foreign place or country, greatly to the pre- 
judice of the new States. 

I ask a vote on this amendment, so that we may 
see who are in favor of these lands going to the 
soldiers and to actual settlers under them, and who 
are in favor of their going to land monopoly spec- 
ulators. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of— 

Mr. DUNHAM. I renew the amendment. 
Surely, sir, the West ought to be greatly obliged 
to the old States of the East. They have been 
for years exercising a sort of guardianship over 


Í| as, and they seem disposed stil] to continue to 


do so. Eastern gentlemen act and speak as if 
they thought we had not yet come to years of 


own benefit. Now, we wish it distinctly under- 
stood, that we think we are perfectly able to take 
care of ourselves; that we have interests, and we 
intend to protect and foster them; that we have 


But, sir, this’ 


rights, and we mean to maintain them. Give us | 


but another census, so that we shall be represented 
here according to our present strength, and we 
will convince gentlemen that we are both capable 
of taking care of ourselves and determined to do 
so. We have submitted to the stepdame care and 


authority of the older States as long as we intend | 


to, and they may as well know it. One great ob- 
jection urged against the passage of this bill is, 
that its effect will be to reduce the price of lands. 
Where? At the West, by throwing se much 


more new lands into market, and by the low price 
at which this-scrip.can be bought. The people of 
the West; who know their own interest as. well as 
you eastern gentlemen do; are in favor of this billy 
Western members here are all in favor of it. ‘The 
West has always been in favorof reducing the price 
of the public lands. For years the people there 
have been endeavoring, through their members of 
Congress, to procure such reduction. Their object 
now by this bill is not only to do justice to the 
old soldiers, but to make the public lands cheaper 
and more easily to be obtained. 

Mr. SACKETT. Task the gentleman whether 
this reduction of the price of lands, when you 
throw so much of this scrip into market, does not 
fall on the soldiers at last? $ te 

Mr. DUNHAM. Sir, the warrant of a twelve 
months’ soldier will always he good for. one 
hundred and sixty acres of Jand, and as good 
land, too, as ever the sun shone upon. Its value 
can never get below that; and in the West, sir, one 
hundred and sixty acres of land makes’ a very 
snug farm; and upon a good farm in that coun- 
try a man can make a first-rate living for himself 
and family. Then, sir, you can never reduce the 
price of such a warrant so but what it can be 
made to secure a comfortable support for the re~ 
cipient in his old age, and a good homestead for 
his family. 

Mr. SACKETT. Don’t the gentleman know 
that but few soldiers will go there? 

Mr. DUNHAM. [Itis enough for us to know 
that we do our duty, that we do them justice, that 
we give them a chance to go there. If they are 
too old to improve the land themselves, give them 
a chance to settle their children upon it, who will 
improve it, and secure to their parents a comforta- 
ble home in the evening of their life, which per- 
haps they are not now able to do. Many of these 
old soldiers are now in the West, I can assure 
the gentleman that many more of these warrants 
will be located by those to whom they are granted 
than he imagines. He need not think that because 
a few speculators in the eastern cities hold large 
numbers of the Mexican land warrants, that the 
bulk of them are there; I know that with those 
warrants, thousands upon thousands of acres of 
land have been entered by the persons to whom 
they were issued. Much land has been so entered, 
which had been years in the market, and would not 
have been entered in any other way for years to 
come, if at all, until the price was reduced. Iagain 
say to gentlemen, they need take no trouble about 
the effect of this bill upon the price of land; your 
farms east of the mountains will not be reduced 
in vaine by it. It will be the farms of the West, 
which lie in the vicinity of these lands, which will 
be thus entered ata cheaper rate. And, sir, we 
know that though it may operate to temporarily 
reduce the marketable value of our farms, its effect 
will be to fill up our country with an enterprising - 
and industrious population, who will improve 


| those wild lands; that it will increase the wealth 


and commerce of our country, and thus produce 'a 
reaction, which will not only bring them back to 
their original value, but far increase it. At any 
rate, this objection can only affect us of the West, 
and we feel perfectly competent to take care of our- 
selves, without any of this factious interference 
from eastern gentlemen. Weare willing to abide 
by the result, and though it affect injuriously, the 


discretion; that we do not know what is for our |) people of the West, they have too much noble gen- 


erosity to stop to selfishly calculate their own: 
interests, while duty and gratitude prompt them to 
action. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, renewed 
it, and said: Mr. Chairman, 1 have renewed the 
amendment for the purpose of making a few re- 
marks in regard to the course of the opposition to 
this bill. Two years ago, a similar bill was intro- 
duced into this House. Those opposed to it were 
untiring in their proposed amendments—they per- 
severed, until through inattention or weariness; 
amendment after amendment wasadopted, andthe 
bill, thus loaded, went down. Now, sir, the same 
course of action is attempted. The indnstious 
and able gentleman from Maryland; [Mr. Bvans,] 
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who has offered so many amendments and carried 
so few to this bill,as well-as the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Sackerr,] who ‘has. offered the 

resent amendment, and as well-as several others, 
l do not esteem as:friends to the bill. Sir, the 
present amendment: provides that the soldier 
who should be a recipient of it as a grant for his 
patriotic services, shall only be entitled to it 
on the condition of paying for.it by performing 
the duties of an actual settler. This would be a 
most peculiar liberality on the part of the Govern- 
ment. Sir, my advice to the friends of this meas- 
uré of justice to the soldier is, to vote down all 
amendments proposed by those who do not favor 
any proposition to give lands to the soldier. A 
few days ago an associations of the friends of the 


measure held a meeting on this subject in this Hall. | 


They agreed on the principles of a bill, and that I 
think should pags, if 1 understand its provisions. 
It gives the bounty of Jand to the surviving sol- 
dier, or the surviving widow of such soldier. In 
this way the. bounty of the Government will be 
justly dispensed, and the argument that sixty or 
eighty millions of acres of land is to be given 
away will notexist. It is the only measure that 
can pass. The soldier who served three months 
and upwards wil] be provided for. The gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Evans] is opposed to giving 
volunteers, who served six, twelve, or eighteen 
months, and endured the hardships of a campaign, 
if those who fought, it may be, for a day or an hour 


donotgetitalso. My sense of justice is not of this |; 


nature. I will not refuse to the meritorious what 
is justice, because those less so do not receive the 
same measure of liberality. Sir, let us act, vote, 
and dispose of this question. The soldiers of the 
war of 1812, the volunteers and drafted militia, if 
there was ever a.class of soldiers that deserve a 
bounty it is this class. They got no bounty land— 
no bounty as did soldiers on enlistment. They 
served six, twelve, and eighteen months’ tours, 
and served faithfully. Now, sir, what pay did a 
volunteer who served eighteen months get? One 
hundred and forty dollars for the suffering, danger, 
and privations for this long period. This was all— 
less. than we get for three weeks’ service here. 
Justice requires we should pay them now, Yes, | 
sir, compensate them out of our abundance, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CALVIN renewed the amendment. Al- 
though (said Mr. C.) much has been said against 
granting bounty lands, yet I am free to confess, 
sir, that nothing that has been said satisfies my 
mind that some well-matured measure, in refer- 
ence io that subject, should not pass. The hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions knows, that if these donations are 
restricted to those who performed three months’ 
service and upwards, and if they be restricted to 
the surviving soldier, or the widow of the deceased 
soldier, not more than three or four millions of 
acres would be required to meet all the requisitions 
of the bill. 
the price of the public land if a large quantity go 
into the hands of speculators, who will have a 
direct interest in keeping up the price. Whether 
this wiil be so or not is to me utterly unimportant. 
-One thing is clear, that it will furnish the soldier 
with from forty to one hundred aud sixty acres of 
land, which will enable him to support himself 
and his family. 

Now 1 cannot see, for my part, why the soldiers 
who fought in the war of 1812, and those who 
fought under Wayne, and those who fought in 
the Florida war, should not be provided for. 
Their claims are certainly as meritorious as those 
of the soldiers who foughtin the war with Mexico; 
and I merely rose to express the hope that the 
friends of the bill will persevere in voting down 
all amendments which are not offered with a view 
to promote the objects which the friends of the bill 
have in view. ` | 

It is perfectly evident that there is a majority 
of this House who are in favor of passing some 
bill calculated to reward the soldiers who served 
in these various wars, and I trust that the bill wi 
be allowed to pass and to become a law. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, as agreed, re- 
newed the amendment, and said, that a general 
debate and the exhaustion of time had been the | 
remedy resorted to, to defeat this measure; con- ! 
sequently, he had thought silence to be ihe task of | 


‘this bill. Itis all stuff, sturr, STUFF. The 


jt has been urged thatit will affect |! 
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He would now say, that from the frst he had 
been a true friend of this measure. Not of this, 
or any other bill, but of a bill which, in its reward 
and‘ bounty to our best citizens, should devote and 
give up as reward the millions of acres of land to 
the people who were native born and true to our 
country and who had fought for these results,—not 
to give them up to the whole world. £ 

Two years ago this measure was here, and was 
nursed by so many kind friends it was destroyed. 
| He had. voted for it then until it became a monster 
in legislation, and then he had voted to destroy it. 

The motives of the gentlemen had then been to 
destroy the bill by their amendments; they had 
succeeded, and ‘their motive was now the same. 
It-was palpable—no one could deny it. 

There were many most serious subjects awaiting 
the action of Congress. This ought to be disposed 
of, for of all these subjects this was one of the 
most inconsiderable to the national happiness. * 

Gentlemen still continue to offer amendments to 


House will see it in a short time. 

The friends of this measure, after a full consid- 
eration and full concession of all extremes, framed 
a bill. It will appear here as THE SUBSTITUTE. 
The real gist of the matter will then be before you. 
This is an outside battle, a litigious fight and’ an | 
annoyance, and nothing more. The real Richmond 
is to come. It is to be offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Miter} 

I hope, therefore, gentlemen will let this worth- 
less bill go by, and offer their amendments to the 
substitute—for the substitute is the result of fair | 
deliberation, concession, and compromise, on the 
part of those who really favor this measure. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN renewed the amendment, and 
asked a vote. | 
Mr. McMULLEN called for the reading of the 

amendment; which was read. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected ; 

“Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Provided, That no assignment of any land warrant issued | 
under the provisions of this act shail be held to be of any 
validity or force in law, but shall be utterly void, unless 
such assignment shall be made after the actual issue and 
delivery of the warrant to the person or persons entitled 
thereto, endorsed ujon the warrant itself, acknowledged 
betore a justice of the peace or other officer authorized to 
take the acknowledgment of deeds, and attested by two 
witnesses. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, made the 
point of order against the amendment that it had 
two or three times been offered substantially, and 
voted down. It had once been offered, he be- 
lieved, by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Har- 
| ALSON. ] 

The amendment offered yesterday by Mr. Har- 
ALSON was read, and, after some conversation, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. i have scarcely made up my 
mind whether I shall vote for this bill or not. It 
depends very much upon the shape which it may 
ultimately assume; and upon the classes of per- 
sons to whom the benefits of the bill are to be ex- 
tended. 

1 cannot agree with the gentleman over the way, 
that we ought not to endeavor to amend the bill, 
or that we ought to wait until the substitute, which 
he says has been agreed upon ina caucus, has 
been proposed. | 

1 do not know whether the friends of the bill 
have decided yet what the particular form of that 
substitute shall be. I was not a party to that ar- 
rangement, or present at the meeting said to have | 
been held; though of that I do not complain, for J | 
might have attended, | suppose, if L had thought 
of it, or been so inclined. I offer this amendment, 
and desire a vote upon it. ! 

My desire is, that if the bill is to pass at all, it 
shall be hedged round with such guards as shall ! 
make it of some value to those for whose ben- | 
efit it is intended. I do not know a better rule 
than to profit from the experience of the pust. A 
bounty Jand bill was passed for the benefit of the 
soldiers who served in the Mexican war, and its‘ 
provisions were so loose, and the construction of 
its meaning at the departments so ineffective for 
the protection of the soldier, that perhaps not in 
one instance of twenty—of.a hundred—of a thou- 


its every true friend. 


sand—has the land, itself, or anything like the 
| value of the land, reached him for whose advan- į 


| him, and he poek 


| scoundrels. 


| acted on. 


| to perfect a good measure. 
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calling themselves bounty. land agents have taken 
advantage of the soldiers in every possible way. 

Now my purpose. is to cut off at least one pro- 
lific source of frauds. , 

It happens to be within my personal knowledge 
that such agents have been in the habit of inter- 
cepting the soldiers when returning fròm Mexico, 
or have sought them elsewhere, and, with the mo- 
ney of others, in most cases, (sometimes, perhaps, 
with their own,) have purchased from these sol- 
diers their discharges, and an assignment of, their 
bounty land in blank, paying twenty or thirty doi- 
lars each for such discharges, and pocketing all the 
profits. These assignments were by law,1 know, 
fraudulent and void; but being separately executed, 
and filled up with false dates, the Jaw was con- 
stantly evaded and the soldier cheated. 

I received only this morning from a constituent 
of mine, the facts of one case which are something 
like ‘these: He was met at New Orleans by an 
agent, who offered him $40 for his bounty land. 
He gave up his discharge and signed one of these 
blank assignments, upon payment to him of $20, 
and the promise of ¢20 more when the land war- 
rant should have been issued. The agent after- 
wards wrote to the soldier stating that he was not 
entitled to any bounty land, and that the money 
must be returned; and in the mean time he had 
applicd for the warrant or certificate, and obtained 
it upon production of the discharge, and now, f 
suppose, has filled up the blank assignment with 
false dates, and sold his spoils after the custom of 
his raseally craft. The money was returned to 
eted both the bounty and the 
purchase money. ‘This is the way in which this 
man was served by one of these scoundrels. 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, renewed the 
amendment, and said: The gentleman from Ohio 
mentioned a very bad case. Sir, it was a case not 
unusual. It was a case wrought out by the action 
of a scoundrel. I will not stop to consider ef 
There are enough in the world, and 
I leave it to the free and brave, under the laws of 
the land, to punish and spurn all such from their 

ath. 

k Sir, the action of this committee shows a deter- 
mination to come to some vote and conclusion. I 
ask gentlemen on all sides to reserve their amend- 
ments for the substitute. Amendments now are 
a mere matter of delay. I have not spoken, 
though as deeply interested as anybody in the 
disposition of the public lands; and if any one 
is so blind as not to see it, send him to me, and I 
will show him in five minutes how. it is. 

Sir, I want this measure for our old soldiers 
If it ought to pass, let it pass. If it 
ought not, let it be rejected. 1 cannot believe that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx] meant 
anything discreditable to those gentlemen who 


| tage it was designed. On the contrary, persons 


| met as the friends of this measure, to perfect it. 


Mr. SCHENCK, (in his seat.) By no means. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 knew he did not.so mean 
it. Sir, insinuations have been thrown out, and 
in all directions have floated over this Hall, im- 
puting wrong motives to gentlemen. I repudiate 
them.utterly and wholly, and I do repudiate them 
on the part of that caucus. The friends of the 
soldiers were called together to prepare a bill of 
reward for them out of our abundance; sir, a ra- 
tional bill. We did not want the enemies of the 
bill present in caucus. Why? Because we knew, 
that if allowed fo enter, they would allow no 
union, and would destroy all harmony and ali will 
Sir, we intended to 
mature a measure, and we have done so, and it 
will be presented; and Í call on all to support and 
defend it. It is a measure of principle, ‘to com- 
mand the most votes. 

If gentlemen say that those who called the meet- 
ing (I was not one) or those who attended, (I was 
one,) did anything unworthy of gentlemen, or of 
honorable men, I say it is false; and if one 
man will utter it in my hearing, I pledge myself to 
tell him he xes, Bat, sir, in the general insinua- 
tions and petty imputations slang wide through 
this House, I. have known none to do this. A 
truce, then, to all these idle insinuations, and to 
all this side-bar fight, against the proper reward 
of the very best of our people. We of the West 
have land a plenty. Sir, let us have a vote, a 
vote, and no more delay. 

Tellers were asked and ordered upon the amend- 
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ment first offered by Mr. Scnence; and Messrs. 
Corwin and Watrace were appointed. 7 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 66, noes 58. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Husparp as amended— 

Mr. BUEL offered the following amendment to 
the amendment of Mr. McLane: 

Provided, also, That the benefits of this act shall also ex- 
tend to all those Who were prevented from serving either of 
the periods provided for in this bill by being captured as 
prisoners, or being discharged after capture on the condition 
of not serving again during the war. 

Mr. B. said: I have risen to offer whatI deem a 
just and meritorious amendment to the bill under 


consideration, and to submit a few remarks in its || 


favor. [. do not wish, however; to be ranked 
among the opponents of the bill, because | have 
thought proper to offer an amendment. It is 


known, sir, that many of the friends of the bill | 


have, by a private arrangement, agreed upon a 
substitute yet to be offered, and determined, if pos- 
sible, to adopt. that, and defeat all other amend- 
ments that may be offered, however meritorious 
they may be. Certain it is, that every amendment, 


I believe, presented to-day, has been Jost; and I | 
p Y, ; 


have, therefore, great reason to apprehend a simi- 
lar fate for the amendment which | have submitted. 
But I shall hope for a better result. It may, 
perhaps, seem to be put forward as a forlorn hope; 
but J trust it will receive some little share of mercy. 
And I hope yet to see the bill amended so as also 
to include the officers of the Mexican war. 

I offer it in good faith, as a friend of the meas- 
ure before us. I do not thrust myself as an 
enemy amongst its friends. 
some an extravagant bill; but sir, if it be extrava- 
gent, which | do not admit, its extravagance does 
not consist in an illegal appropriation of moneys 
from the Treasury, nor in the payment of stale 
and oft-rejected claims. 
there is no Galphinism here. I know of none who 


defence of the northwestern fronticr during the 
early part of the war of 1812. 
fault, if they did not serve the minimum period of 
six months, provided for by the bill. I cannot 
consent to measure my estimate of the soldier’s 


service by the mere lapse of time, but I must take | 


into consideration its dangers, its losses, its hard- 
ships and sufferings. On the breaking out of the 
war of 1812, no section of the country was so 
exposed, so utterly defenceless, so abandoned to 
the merciless conduct of the enemy, as the north- 
western frontier. The entire population of Michi- 
gan, consisting chiefly of the early French settlers, 
than whom none were more brive and patriotic, 
was then concentrated upon the narrow banks of 
the waters which separated them from Canada. 
The savage allies of Britain swarmed in their rear 
and immediate neighborhood, ready at any mo- 
ment to fall upon the French settlements, then 
thinly scattered along the extreme frontier. The 
first intelligence they received of the breaking out 
of the war was brought to them by the capture of 
an American vessel off Malden, and.the news first 
reached ;Mackinac in the form of a- British and 
Indian force demanding its surrender. Thus sud- 
denly did the war, with all its horrors, come upon 
this frontier, and when it was without any prepa- 
ration for defence. 

A force, composed chiefly of militia and volan- 
teers from Ohioand Michigan was speedily assem- 
bled. It formed the army of General Hull, whose 
campaign soon followed, but was terminated by a 


surrender, which brought nothing butdisaster, ruin, | 


and devastation to the frontier. Our troops were 
taken prisoners, but mostly discharged oncondition 
that they would return to their homes, not to serve 


again during the war, and were thus prevented | 


from serving the minimum period. , 
Now, sir, history has fixed the responsibility of 

that surrender where it belongs; but let justice and 

honor be done to those patriotic jnen who sud- 


It has been called by | 


To say the least of it, | 


It was not their : 
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| were prevented from reaping the soldier’s re- 


| present form, and that it was the parliamentary j 
į right of any member to call for its reading, now | 
| 


| sustained the point of order, and directed the 


i 
i 
1 
or warrant, as aforesaid, the said certificate, or warrant, | 


: the pravisions of the first section of this act, and in the 


denly left their homes, exposed: themselves to | 
losses of property, and periled all in the defence of | 
the northwestern frontier. -This campaign had its | 
hardships, if not its glory; and it was not their 
fault that they were obliged tò endure the former | 
without winning the latter.. ` 

But, Mr. Chairman, what will be the operation 
of this- bill unless it-be amended, either as pro- 
posed by myself or by the gentleman from Indiana? 
[Mr. AtpeRtson.] “Sir, it cuts off the Ohioans | 
Who served nobly in the first campaign on the | 
frontier. It cuts off the militia and volunteers | 
from Michigan, many of whom returned from 
their service in- this campaign to find their 
homes laid in ashes, their property destroyed, 
their farms devastated, ard their friends and rela- | 
tives murdered. 


i 
j 
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ken, many of those brave men who fought and ;; 
ri-umphed on the Thames. Let us, then, by the 
adoption of this amendment, do equal justice to 
those who, whilst enduring the soldier’s trials, 


ward. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of | 
Mr Buer was rejected f 

The question recurring on the amendment of | 
Mr. Hussarp, > | 

Cries of * Question,” question.” 

The CHAIRMAN announced the question, =} 

Mr. CROWELL called for the reading of the | 
amendment of Mr. Hussar as amended by ' 
amendment of Mr. McLayp, of Maryland, and | 
Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said the amendment had 
been read several times, and he objected to its |: 
reading again. i 

The CHAIRMAN stated that he would put the || 


i 
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= 
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patents granted thereon, as well as.the.Jocation and transfer 
and assignment thereof, shali in ali resp<cts, be. madeander 


i! the provisions, restrictions, and limitations of the ninth’ sec= 


tion of the act of February 
for a limited time, 
purposes,’ So far 


y 1, 1847, entitled «An act to raise, 
an additional military force, and for.other 
as the sane arc- not altered by the provis- 


j ions of this act: Provided, That nothingin this acf coh- 
| tained shah be construed ‘ u 


€ to authorize the issuing: of a 
certificate, or warrant, to any. non-commissioned officer, 
inusician, or private, for service for which he has heretofore 
received, or been authorized to receive, under act of Con- 
gress, bounty Jand. 

& And provided further, ‘That. to each commissioned and 
Staff officer, who served in any one of the wars specified and 
referred to in this act, as well as all such:who served.in.the 
Jate war with Mexico, on application: to the Department of 
the Interior, there shall be issued a certificate or warrant for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, to be located; under 
the provisions of this act. And should any such officer 
herein provided for, die before making application for the 
benefit of ‘this act, then: the certificate or warrant shall be 
issued to and innure to the benefit of the widow of such of- 
ficcr, if living, and if not, then to their children, 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the officers and 
sailors of the giavy of the United States, who were engaged 
in the Mexican war, either in the Gulf of Mexico or on the 
Pacific ocean, be and are hereby placed upon an equal foot- 


| ing with the officers and men of the army engaged in ‘the 


same service, and shall be entitled to extra pay and bounty 
land, as provided for by the several acts of Congress for the 
benefit of the said officers and men of the army. 

“ Provided, That no assignment of any warrant issued uh- 
der the provisions of this act shall. be held to be of any 
validity or force in law, but shall be utterly void, unless 
such assignment shall be made after the actual issue and 
delivery of the warrant to the person or persons entitled 
thereto, endorsed upon ube warrant itself, acknowledged 
before a justice of the peace or other officer authorized to 
take the acknowledgment of deeds, and attested hy two 
witnesses.” i j 


Messrs. CROWELL, of Ohio, and EVANS of . 


| Maryland, asked for tellers, who were ordered; 


and Messrs. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, and Vex- 
ABLE were appointed. 


The question was taken, and the tellers reported 


i mayes 47, noes 71. 


So the amendment of Mr. Hussar, as amend- 


question, ‘* Shall the amendment be read ?” to the || ed, was rejected. 


committee. 
Tellers were asked and ordered on this question. j 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, made the point; 
that the amendment had never been read in its | 


that the committee were called to vote upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN, reconsidering his decision, | 


amendment in its amended form to be read. 
It was read as, follows: 


«That each non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, who served in the military service of the United Statea 
during the last war with Great Britain, commenced in the 
year 1812, or in any of the Indian wars before or since that | 
period, including regulars, volunteers, spics, rangers, sea- i 
fencibles, and militia, fora period of not Jess than six 
months, and who shail have remained in said service to the |} 
date of their death, or who was honorably discharged, shall |; 
be entitled to receive a certificate of warrant from the De- 
partment of the Interior, for the quantity. of eighty «eres of 
land, which may be located by the warrantee, or his as- |i 
signee, or heirs-at-law, at any land office of the United |, 
States, in one body, and in conformity to the legal subdiv. 
ions of the public lands, upon any of the public lands in | 
such district then subject to private entry; and upon the re- į| 
turn of such warrant or certideate, with evidence of the 
location thereof having been legally made to the General 
Land Office, a patent shall be issued therefor. 

“That in the event of the death of any such non-com- ! 
missioned officer, musician, or private, during service, or | 
after his discharge, and before the issuance of a certificate 


> 
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shail .be issued in favor and innure to the benefit of his 
widow, if living, and if no widow be liying, to his children: 
Provided, That no land warrant issued under thefprovisions 
of this act shail be laid upon any land of the United States 
to which there shall be a preémption right, or upon which 
there shail be an actual settlement and cultivation, without 
the consent ofsuch settlers and cultivators be given thereto. 

“ And provided, further, That each non-commissioned |; 
officer, musician, or private, who was mustered into the i 
military service of the United States, and served as specified \; 
in the first provision of this act, for a period of twelve 
months or more, shall be entitled to receive a warrant. for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, which may be subjec 
to private entry, under the provisions of the first section of ; 
this act; and in the event of the death of any person herein | 
provided for, before the issuing of the certificate, or war- 
rant, then the warrant for such land shall issue to the ; 
widow of such person, if there be one, and if not, then te | 
his children. . 

“ And be it further provided, That each non-commissioned 


i 
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military scrviee of the United States, and served as speci- į 
fied in the first provision of this act, for a less period than ; 
six months, shall be entitled to receive a warrant for forty : 
acres ofland, which may be subject to private entry, under 


event of the death of any person herein provided for, before 
the issuing of the certificate, or warrant, then the warrant | 
for such land shall issue to the widow of such person, if | 
there be one, and if not, then to his children. i 

“ find be it further provided, That the grants of land i 
herein made, and the warrants authorized to be issued, and i 


The question recurring on the substitute for the 
entire bill heretofore offered by Mr. ALBERTSON, 
(and published heretofore) — 

Mr, ALBERTSON withdrew it, in order Che 


said) to give the friends of the bill an opportunity + 


of offering a substitute in a perfect form. = i 
The question recurring on the amendmeñt of 
Mr. Hussan to the original bill reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands, it was read, as föl- 
lows: wad! 
Strike out after the word “ that” in the third. 
line, and insert— 
“ The benefits and rights ‘conferred by the ninth section 
of the act entitled ‘An act to raise, for a limited time, an 
additional military force, and for other purposes,” (approved 


February 11, 1847,) shalt be, and the ‘same are hereby-ex- 
tended in manner as follows: That is,” 


Amend by striking out all after the word “ pri- 


| vate” in the fourth line, and inserting the follow- 
i ing: è 


« Who served in the regular army, or in any company or 
command of volunteers, rangers, or militia in the Indian 


i War, in the northwest, prior to the treaty of Greenville, in 


1794, or in the late war with Great Britain, or in any Indian 
war between the years 1811 and 1842, twelve months or 
more, shall be entitled toa bounty of one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, or who served. six. months. or more, eighty. 
acres, or who served sixty days or more, forty acres: Pro- 
vided, always, That said non-commissioned officer, musician, 
or private, bas not received a bounty of Jand heretofore, and 
is not shown to have. been dishonorably discharged by the 
rolls: Provided, also, That the bounties herein granted shall 
be sùbject to the same rules of descent prescribed by the 
aforesaid act, and the act or acts amendatory of the same: 
Provided, further, That no treasury scrip,’ as authorized hy 
said act of February 11, 1847, shali be authorized or issued 
under this act.” 


Mr. MILLER offered the following substitute 
for the entire bill; which was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
each of the surviving commissioned and non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, or privates, whether of regnlars, volun- 
teers, rangers, or militia, who performed military service itt 
egiment, company, or detachment in the service af the 
ited States in the war with Great Britain, declared byahe 
United States on the 18th day of June, 1812, or in any of the 
Indian wars since 17$0, and each of the commissioned offi- 
cers who was engaged in the military service of the: Gnilted 
States in the late war with Mexico, shal} be entitled, for 


| twelve months service, to one hundred and. sixty acres. of 
officer, musician, or private, who was mustered mto the |: 


land, fer six months service to eighty acres of Jand, 
and for three monihs service to forty acres of land: Pro- 
vided, The person so having been in service shall not re- 
ceive said land, or any part thereof, if it shail appear by the 
muster-rolis of-his regiment or corps, that he deserted or 
was dishonorably discharged from service, or if Be pas: re- 
ceived, or is entitled to, any land bounty under any det of 
Congress heretofore passed. ae 
Sec. 2. That each commissioned and non-commissioned 
Officer, musician, or private, for whom provisión-iī8. made 
by the first section hereof, shall receive a certificate or war- 
rant from the Department of the Lnteyior for the quantity of 
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Jand to which he may be-entitled, and which may be located 


“py ‘the warrantee, or bis heirs-at-law, 
the: United States in one: body, and in co y e 
gal subdivisions of: the public lands, upon:any of the public 
lands in such district then subject to private entry; and upon 
the return of such certificate or warrant, with evidence of 
the location thereof having been legally made, to the Gen- 
erat Land Office, a patent-shall be issued therefor. In the 
event. of the death: of such commissioned or non-cominis- 
sioned officer, musician or private, prior or subsequent to 
the. passage ot: this'act; who shall have served as aforesaid, 
and who shall not have received bounty land for said ser- 
vices,a like certificate or warrant shall be issued in favor 
and innure. to the benefit of his widow, provided she was 
married to such officer before the conclusion of his service, 
and is unmarried at the date of her application © Provided, 

‘urthér, That no land warrant, issued under the provisidns 
‘of this act, shall be laid upon any Jand of the United States 
to which thereshal) bea preémption right, or upon which 
there shall be an actual settlement and eu'tivation, except 
with the consent of such settler, to be satisfactorily proven 
to the proper land office. 

Sec. 3. That all sales, mortgages, letters of attorney, or 
other instruments. of writing, going to affect the title or 
claim to any. warrant or certificate hereingprovided for, 
made or executed prior to the issue of such warrant or cer- 
tificate, shall be null and void, to all intents and purposes 
whatsoever; nor shall such certificate or warrant, or the 
land obtained thereby, he in anywise affected by or charged 
with or subject to the payment ofany debt or claim incurred 
by such officer or soldier prior to the issuing of the patent: 
Provided, That the benefits of this act shall not accrue to 
any person who is a member of the present Congress. 

The question was upon agreeing to the substi- 
tute. 

Mr. MILLER was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CROWELL rose, and said he wished to 
inquire of his colleague whether the bill or sub- 
stitute just offered was the one agreed upon by the 
caucus held in this Hail on last Saturday night? 

Voices: ‘€ It is the one we are going to adopt.” 

Mr. MILLER said that he desired to remark in 
offering the substitute, that it contained limitations 
to,which he was opposed, and omitted to provide 
for some cases which in his judgment ought to be 
included. But the bill was prepared upon consul- 
tation with a number of gentlemen who were 
friendly to the passage of a bill, and who, with 
him, entertained the opinion that without some 
concession by each, and a union on the part of the 
friends of the measure, it mast share the fate of a 
guar bill in the last Congress, and be defeated. 

e might further remark, that the gentleman from 
lilinois, [Mr. MeCuernanp,] and the gentlemen 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsuats and Mr. Mason,] 
and others who had earnestly labored to secure the 
passage of a bill granting land to the soldiers in 
the last war with Great Britain, and the Indian 
wars, would have been glad to have included 
others, but were induced to waive their objection 
from the conviction that to urge their views at this 
time was to defeat the bill. 

His colleague [Mr. CRowELL] seemed impatient 
to ascertain whether this is the bill agreed upon by 
those who assembled in this Hall on Saturday 
evening last. r r 
him go home and answer to his constituents for 
the hostility he is manifesting to this bill, and has 
manifested to any other bill for a similar purpose. 
The experience uf the lust Congress satisfied a 
large number of the House that the enemies of the 
measure would defeat any bill unless there was 
concert among its supporters. Hence the meeting 
in this Hall on Saturday evening. This bil was 
the result of that meeting, and he trusted it would 
be adopted in despite of the opposition of its ene- 
mies. or its professed friends. ‘The character of 
the opposition they were compelled to encounter 
was not understood by the country. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Venazze,] a day 
or two since denounced any measure iving away 
any portion of the public lands for the purposes 
contemplated by the bill, as downright dishonesty, 
because he claimed the public lands were encum- 
bered with a mortgage created by a law authorizing 
a loan daring the progress of the Mexican war. 
Failing in his effort to defeat the measure upon 
that ground, he was now opposed to a bill with 
the restrictions contained in the substitute he had 
just submitted, because of the limitations it im- 
posed—because it did not go far enough and give 
away more of the public domain. How could he 
reconcile this inconsistency? Such was the char- 
acter of the opposition to be met. 

The bill conformed to the principles which had 
governed our predecessors in making provision for 
the revolutionary soldiers. It granted to the sol- 
dier a quantity of land in proportion to his actual 
service, and required at least three months’ service 
hefore any grant of land was made. He repeated 


catany land office of. 
nformity to the ie- 


He would answer him, and then let | 


——— 


that-he trusted that the friends of the bill would 
rally to its support, and resist. all. attempts, 


it. 


was time it was discharged. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment to the amendment: : 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the officers and 
sailors of the navy of the United States who were engaged 
in the Mexican war, either in the Gulf of Mexico or on the 
Pacific ocean, he and are hereby placed upon an equal font- 
ing with the officers and men of the army ‘engaged in the 
same service, and shail be entitled to extra pay and bounty 


benefit of the said officers and men of the army. 

Mr. STANTON said he had offered this amend- 
ment, not for the purpose of embarrassing the bill, 
but because he thought it ought to be adopted. 
He believed the sentiment was very general that 
those sailors who served in the Mexican war, and 


engaged in the same service, were entitled to the 
| same bounties which had been conferred upon 
Í them. He was aware that the friends of this bill 
—those gentlemen who had been particularly ac- 
tive in putting it in the shape in which it was now 
presented—were very anxious that no amend- 
ments should be offered to the bill; or, if offered, 
that none should be adopted; yet some of them, 
he doubted not, were willing that the provision 
contained in this amendment should pass and be- 
comealaw. And, in his judgment, ifit was right 
that it should pass at all, it ought to be attached to 
this bill. Here was the proper place for it. It 
was as appropriate here as anywhere, and if gen- 
tlemen were desirous that it should pass, he hoped 
they would raise no opposition to its being made 
a part of this bill. 


Evans, of Ohio, and Mason, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 51, noes 83. 

So the amendment of Mr. STANTON was re- 
jected. 

Mr. HARALSON offered the following amend- 
ment to the substitute, to be inserted in that part 
defining the classes of service, viz: 

« And those who have been mustered into the service of 
the United States for Lerms not less than twelve months, six 
months, or three months, respectively, and have been hon- 
orably discharged before the expiration of their time of 
service.” 

Mr. H. said that it was his object to embrace a 
provision which wouki extend the benefits of this 
bill to a very meritorious class of soldiers, who are 
now excluded, although they have been actually 
| in service, and in the performance of their duty to 
their country. Soldiers who have faithfully dis- 
charged their duty, and have been honorably dis- 
charged, are as much entitled to this land-bouaty 
as any other class of soldiers. The provision 
he had now offered, gave the soldier who had en- 
tered for twelve months, his one hundred and sixty 
acres, although he might have been honorably 
discharged before the expiration of his full term. 
So, also, when a volunteer, who has engaged for 
six months, and.owing to disease contracted du- 
ring the term, may be discharged before its termi- 
nation, he shall still be entitled to his eighty acres. 
And so, when a soldier has entered for the term of 
i three months, although he may be honorably dis- 
charged before he has completed his full term, he 
shall still be entitled to his forty acres of land. It 
had frequently happened, in all wars, that individ- 
uals have gone into the service, and while engaged 
in their duty, have contracted disease in the line of 
their duty; and sometimes this had occurred when 
the term had nearly run out, and have then been 
! discharged—not at their own desire to be dis- 
charged—but because the service did not require 
i the presence of inefficient men. They have been 
! honorably discharged. Heknew of many of this 
| class, who, if the bill should pass in the shape in 
: which it now stood, would be excluded. A great 
' number of deserving soldiers, who had engaged 
| in the service for three months, had faithfully dis- 
charged their duty, and, after putting an end to the 
| war, had returned home before the expiration of 
if 
f 
| 


| the three months. 
| should be excluded from the benefits of this bill? 
|| He had no desire to detain the committee. He 
| had already said enough to be distinctly under- 
stood. He asked that the bounty should be equally 
and justly distributed, and that it should be given to 


! 
| 
l 


whether in the shape of amendments calculated to | 
make the bill objectionable, or otherwise to defeat || 
The country owed the gallant men who were | 
provided for in the bill, a debt of gratitude, and it li 


land, as provided for by the several acts of Congress for the į 


who fought as bravely as the soldiers who were | 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. | 


Is it proper that these men || 


; 


| all those who had entered the service with a dispo- 
| sition to do their duty, and fora specified time, and 


who had been discharged—not at their own desire— 
but by the order of the Government, before the 
expiration of the term. 
The question was put, and the proposed amend- 
ment was rejected. 
Mr. BAYLY offered the following amendment 
as an additional section, viz: 


c gnd be it further enacted, That’so much of®he public 
lands as may be necessary for the purpose be, and the same 


| is hereby, appropriated, in addition to the quartitý hereto- 


fore appropriated by ¢ An act for the retief of certain officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line and navy, and of the con- 
tinental army during the revolutionary wary’ (approved the 
30th of May, 1830,) which said appropriation shall be ap- 
plied in the manner provided by said act to the unsatisfied 
warrants which have been or may be issued as therein 
directed to officers and soldiers and othe-s as described in 
the first, fifth, and seventh sections of said act, or any other 
act of Cougress.’” 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. VENABLE offered the following amend- 
ment. 


« Provided, That all persons entitled to lands under the 
provisions of this act, and the heirs of such as have died, 
and would if living be entitled to the benefit of the same, 
shall be authorized to receive, and the Secretary of the In- 
„terior is bereby directed to issue certificates of debt to such 
persons, bearing three per cent. and redeemable ai the 
pleasure of the Government, estimating each acre of lang 
at sixty-two and a half cents per acre, in licu of any land 
to which they are entitled by the provisions of this act.” 


Mr. VENABLE said: Mr. Chairman, 1 pro- 
pose the amendment, which has just been read, to 
the substitute which has been made up by the 
peculiar friends of this measure. 1 am somewhat 
amused at the modest and unassuming manner of 
those gentlemen, as illustrated by the remarks of 


i the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Mitter.] He 


assumes that all who were not concurring with 
those who were present on Saturday night in draw- 
ing and perfecting the substitute, are the enemies 
of the poor soldier. It has been more than once 
intimated that there was a trained majority here 
who meant to accept of no modification to the pro- 
ject of the frinds of the substitute now before the 
committee. We have been told that the enemies 
of the bill were not invited to attend on Saturday 
night, that they might be made answerable to their 
constituents. I am not for the first time intro- 
ducd to the friends of the soldier. From the 
speeches in debating societies, on the stump, and 
in legislative halls, we are surfeited usque ad 
nauseam ‘with those stereotyped ejaculations of 
patriotic sentiments, those fiery words which 
neither time nor climate can cool—those abiding 
sympathies which are so ornamental in Buncombe 
speeches, All this, and much more, is marshaled 
to the aid of a project to give away the publie land 
to a favored class, a selected few, on whose 
cases the meeting of the pecular friends on Satur- 
day night could agree. 

Sir, on what did they agree? To whom did 
they extend the bounty of the Government? Sir, 
they agreed that only the surviving soldiers of the 
wars referred to in this substitute shall receive aid. 
If a gallant soldier has fallen in battle, if, instead 
of a joyous return to his family, the news of his 
death shall cause them to weep in despair, the 
widow’s weeds and the orphan’s tears are un- 
answerable arguments against their claims for the 
bounty of their country. The warrior from the 
battlefield is to be rewarded, but the children of the 
sire who sleeps on that field, shrouded in his war- 
cloak, are to be disowned. And the decrépit, from 
disease contracted in the service of his country, or 
wounds received in battle, drags out a life of pro- 
tracted misery, and has gone to the grave before 
this law passes, his children are passed by, and 
the man who was never wounded, because he was 
not peculiarly anxious to expose his person, or 
any other good and sufficient reason, shall receive 
‘the benefits of this act. The sailor and marine 
are excluded, and a caucus majority in this com- 
mittee refuse to make any amendmenis, or any 
qualification, but with the modest assurance of a 
majority confident of the power of brute force. 
We are told that they have met—they have made 
concessions to each other—they have matured a 
scheme which they are determined shall be forced 
apon the House and the country. There can be 
imagined a sufficient reason for this policy. Living 
soldiers sometimes vote, and are felt at the poles. 
The grave, while it tells no secrets, gives no votes, 
Orphans have but few friends in this cold world, 
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and widows weep alone. The sailor and the 
marine are never seen at an election precinct, and 
are not represented here. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Miter] select- 
ed me as one of the enemies of the bill, and said 
that he directed his remarks to me—that I was 
one whe endeavored to fix amendments on the 
bill which were intended to destroy it. Sir, if 
any amendment which I have offered is chlculated 
to destroy this bill, it is because an infusion of 
the principles of equal justice is destructive to any 
scheme which, under a promise of relief, shall 
bring that sickness of the heart which comes from 
hope deferred. f have offered an amendment 
which gives to the soldier Treasury scrip bearing 


interest, in the place of land, if he should choose [| 


it. In this I have endeavored to preserve the 
faith of the Government in the pledge made of the 
proceeds of the public lands for the redemption of 
a loan. It was done in the case of the lands given 
to those who served in the Mexican war. The 
pledge’was just, and Congress felt its obligation. | 
They intended to give the soldier, his widow, 
father, or children, something, and fixed a min- 
inum price for his land, and gave him scrip. Lf 
these old soldiers, whose claims have been so long 
deferred, are to be paid, why place them on worse” 
terms than those of more recent services? I would 
like to see gentlemen endeavor to justify this dis- 
crimination. I should like to see any man go to 
the country, and to a collection of the yeomanry 
of the country answer the question. 

Why have those who served for a shorter time 
than six months, been excluded, although called 
out, wounded in battle, victorious in fight, and dis- 
charged before the expiration of their time, and 
the holiday soldier, who has served that time, re- 
ceives his land? I should like to see him justify a 
vote which excludes the sailor and the marine, 
whose wounds in the Mexican war are scarcely 
healed, and why a chosen class are to be’ placed 
above the heads of others equaily deserving. The 
gentleman says that I,aday or two since, de- 
nounced the attempt to dispose of Jands mortgaged 
for the redemption of a public loan, as dishonest; 
and that I expressed a willingness to dispose of a 
much larger amount of the public domain than is 
included io this bill. Sir, if he had attended to 
my remarks, he would not have rendered it neces- 
sary for me to answer his now. I did say that it 
would be a breach of faith to dispose of lands ex- 
pressly pledged for the redemption of a loan, with- 
out the consent of the public creditor. I say so 
now; and if it be done, if this bill pass «without 
making some provision to redeem that pledge, it 
will be a melancholy instance of repudiation—a 
mortifying departure from the high position of our 
fathers, 

l offered the amendment to issue scrip, to en- 
able me to vote for the bill, It was rejected by 
those who pretended to be the special friends of 
the soldier,—who look to the living, and refuse the 
crumb of bread or cup of water to the widow or 
the orphan. I desired to include all who had served 
their country, and to make the bill as perfect as 
fae if a majority were determined to pass it. 

tis partial and unjust to the living and the dead, 
and I will not vote for it. [said that if the lands 
were to be confiscated; if this generation were de- 
termined to be their own executors, I would claim 
a share for my own constituents, and would pre- 
fer to give the lands to the actual settler being an 
American citizen. Iam sick, sick and disgusted 
with that gratitude, which extends to select classes 
of benefactors; that love for the old soldier which 
explodes in fine speeches, and delivers him over to 
the mercy of speculators,—which enables wealth 
to monopolize the public domain, and leave home- 
less and houseless the soldier’s widow and chil- 
dren, because he fell in battle, or by the stroke of 
disease, before the passsge¢ of this bill. I am willing 
for others to enjoy all the glory of such an achieve- 
ment—I do not desire it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the section: 


i 


Sec. —. Be it further enacted, That no person shall be 
entitled to receive any land under this act, until he, his 
heirs, assigns, or grantee, shall go into the actual possession 
of the land to which the soldier may be entitled. And pvo- 
vided further, That no patent shall be granted for any land 


‘had been rejected. 


I e t 
the two old parties has been in the ascendant and ; 


under this act until one year after actual occupancy by the 
soldier, his heirs, grantees, or assigns. 


The question was taken, and the amendmen 
was rejected. : - 
Mr. TUCK offered the following amendment: 


Provided, That. in order to secure the land hereby 
granted to actual settlers upon the public domain, and to 
promote the speedy settlement thereof, and in order to pre- 
vent the said granted lands from falling iuto the hands of 
speculators and large landed proprietors, it is made an ex- 
press condition of the grant herein made, that no more than 

hree hundred and twenty acres of said land, ¿in any «< ne 
township, shall ever be owned by or for the benefit of any 
one person, unless the title to such lands fall to such person 
by inheritanee. i 


. Mr. GORMAN objected to the amendment as 
out of order. 

Some conversation occurred, after which 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. TUCK withdrew the amendment at the 
request of 

Mr. CROWELL, who renewed it, and said, he 
did not think this amendment would be adopted, 
although it was right, and ought to be adopted. 
He thought it would not, from the fact that other 
amendments equally proper, if a law of this kind 
is to be passsed, had been rejected.. One amend- 
ment, intreduced by a gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr.Haratson,] and another by a gentleman from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, both of them meritorious and proper, 
He had become satisfied that 
no amendments would be adopted, however just or 
proper they might be. It was evident that we are 
to take the dictation of a majority, to sit here all || 
day under the whip and spur of a caucus mandate; 
that the order had gone forth, and that every 
amendment, however proper in itself, is to be voted 
down. He denounced this tyranny congocted in 
secret conclave, and to be carried out here. [Here 
there were lond shouts of “California,” ‘*Califor- 
nia.”] The friends of California had not, to his 
knowledge, met in caucus, but had come boldly 
into this Hall, and madetheir propositions, and 
given their votes, independent of any caucus dic- | 
tation, or any will, or any action of this kind, so 
far as he knew. He was always in favor of free 
discussion. His friend from the Ashtabula district 
had almost fallen a victim to this caucus dictation 
which emanated from the conclave of Saturday | 
night, and had voted against every amendment 
which had been subsequently offered, for the pur- | 
pose of perfecting the bill. He was opposed toall 
these secret proceedings. He thought that when 
any amendment was offered, we should sit here 
and consider it, and discuss it without any dictation 
or other inducement emanating in some other place 
than in this Hall while the House is in session. 
He denounced all that improper influence, and 
would stand in opposition to any measure at- 
tempted to be carried through by this kind of dic- 
tation. He would never permit himself to be con- 
trolled by the act of a secret caucus in his vote on 
the bill.” It was an outrage on the independence 
of action which should always prevail here, and | 
the committee should indignantly rise and trample ; 
this bill under their feet, as he did. | 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of | 

Mr. GIDDINGS, who renewed it. He re-i 
marked that it was not his intention to occupy the | 
five minutes allowed him by the rule; he was, į 


: Free-Soilers. 


however, desirous of dropping one word to his 
colleague, (Mr. Crowett,] who had such a dread 
of the majority in this Hall—because he happened 
to be in the minority—who felt that the Constitu- 
tion of our country was so outrageous [a laugh] 


upon the rights of the minority here who were op- 
posing the grant of a little bounty to the soldiers 
in the late war, [renewed laughter ]— 

Mr. CRO WELL Cinterposing) said he had said 
nothing about the majority; but he had denounced 
caucus-dictation. If his colleague wished to apol- 
ogize for that, let him do so. 

"Mr. GIDDINGS wished he had a few moments 
to refer to the history of legislation in these halls 
for years past up to the present session. One of |! 


| 
t 
it 
| 


the other in the minority, and from year to year || 


; rection, Of all orany portion of s 


his colleague to perfect or concoct a. single-meas- 
ure of legislation since Congress had met? c," 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Notthis session. +.: i 

Mr. CROWELL. This session, or anyother? 

Mr. GIDDINGS understood that his-colleague 
went into a sort of double-yoked caucus, in which 
both Whigs ard Democrats met together at.the 
commencement of the session. ; 

Mr. CROWELL. said he did not attend it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman, then, was: 
probably dangling somewhere. between: heaven 
and hell, having no abiding place and belonging to 
no political party. [Laughter.] ` Tbe! 

This caucus (Mr. G. proceeded: to. say) of 
which his colleague had so much dread, which 
seemed to haunt him like a ghost, was nothing 
more nor less than this: Gentlemen who were 
friendly to the bill and were desirous tø- carry it 
through the House, seeing the extraordinary opr 
position which was made to it, met together. to 
concert measures tó dispose of it. He (Mr. G.) 
wanted it disposed of—whether it was passed or 
rejected—he was not anxious as to the result. He 
wished it ended. For the want of such an organi- 
zation they had seen, and the country had: seen 
seven months of the session pass by without dis- 
posing of any business, without effecting. any ims 
portant measures. This bill had occupied some 
eight or ten days when it ought to. have. been dis- 
posed of in half that number of hours, This was: 
the result of having no concerted action; yet. his 
colleague was now outraged, because, there shad 
been concert on this particular measure. He 
(Mr. G.) called the attention of the country fo the 
serious, solemn fact, that nothing was done here, 


aa 


; no measure could be carried through. The old par- 


ties—thank God!—were broken down; there was 
but one organization in this Hall—that was the 
[Laughter.] He did not say they 
were in the majority; as often as the old parties 
united against them they were voted down; but 
they were organized, and were the only organized 
arty in this Hall, and the seven months history. of 
egislation showed it. Where was the Adminis- 
tration party? Where was the Democratic party? 
They were disbanded—broken to pieces—scat- 
tered like sheep upon the mountains. They had 
done nothing; they could do nothing; but, by the 
grace of God, the Free-Soilers would take care of 


i the country, and of the old parties. 


Mention had been made in regard to a meeting 
of the friends of California. He had no horror of 
meeting those friendly to admitting California im- 
mediately, unconnected withot her matters. He 
would meet Democrats and Whigs in caucus, agd 
if the friénds of that measure would come together 


| and organize and act in concert, by the blessing of 


Heaven, California might be admitted before the 


| close of the present week. 


He hoped to see such a meeting, and he hoped 
his colleague would attend, if this horror of caucus 
dictation, which seemed to haunt his imagination, 
to sit like the night-mare upon his troubled con- 
science, did not frighten him from his duty: °" 

But he repeated that he had’ risen merely ‘to 
soothe the feelings, to quiet the consciénce of his 
colleague in regard to this caucus, which so tor- 
mented his waking dreams. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. ; 

Mr. KING of New Jersy offered the following 
amendment, as a proviso to the bill, viz: 

Tat before this act takes effect, and in fulfillment of the 
19:h section of the act of 28th Jannary, 1847, there be set apart 
thirty millions of acres of public lands to constitute aspecial 
fund in charge of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, and pledged 


| hereby for the full payment and redemption of the stock 
i created by the afores 


dact; and that the Secretary, of the 
Treasury, in the execution of the duty imposed upon him by 


| this act, shall be authorized to locate the said thirty mìl- 


lions acres of land, in such of the old States as he may, in 
his discretion, sclect; and in case of ‘the sale, under his di- 
d land, the procéeds shall 
be appropriated to the extinguishment, by purchase or re- 
demption, of tae public debt, and interest thereon, created 
by the aforesaid act of 28th January, 1847p and alter such 
extinguishment, that the balance of any moneys belonging 
to said special fund, shall be retained in the Treasury, sub- 
ject to the usual appropriation by law ; and so much of said 
thirty millions acres of land as remain unsold, shall then be 
subject to law, in like manner as the other publie Jands 5 
and that after such payment and redemption, the publie 
lands of the United States be discharged from. the pledge 
now resting on the proceeds of the sales af them, nuoder the 
8th section of the aforesaid act of 38th January, 1847... 


Mr. K. said that he had no factious purpose 
in view in offering this amendment. From the 
commencement he had seen that there was a strong 
disposition to dispose of the public’ lands. Fle 
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saw. it-immediately after the passage of the act of 
1847, giving-a pledge of the public lands to. the 
public creditor, when the act giving bounty lands 
to the soldiers who had served in the war with 
Mexico became a law. -The history of that 
pledge was very well known to every gentleman 
on this floor. In the year 1846, when we were in 
a condition of financial embarrassment, our Gov- 
ernment made an attempt to borrow money. An 
agent,.Colonel Robinson, of Pittsburg, was sent 
to:-borrow money for the public wants, and after 
~knocking at every door in France, England. and 
Holland, he came back without having succeeded 
in raising a single dollar. It became necessary to 
give.some security to-lenders. it was then that 
this: billof 1847 was passed, giving, in the most 
emphatic terms, a solemn pledge on all the public 
lands... The bill granting bounty lands to the sol- 
diers engaged in the war with Mexico did produce 
a depreciation of the value of the loan. 

It was very important that the public credit 
should be sustained, and it 
duty on Congress to redeem th 
given in the act of 1846. That pledge, he admit- 
ted, was given ina most wasteful manner. The 
property pledged was beyond all proportion to the 
value of the Joan asked for. Still this pledge em- 
barrassed the action of the Government, and he 
had introduced this amendment for the purpose of 
making an effort to disembarrass the public Treas- 
ury. With this view he had prepared and offered 
his amendment. He had no other purpose but to 
prevent the Government from interfering with 
property which the. Government had already 
pledged to the public creditors. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Downean and Mann, of Pennsylvania, were ap- 
pointed. , 

The question was taken 
ayes 45—noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARALSON offered the following amend- 
ment. . 

“ And beit further enacted, That no transfer of the land 
granted in virtue of this act shall be valid, unless the con- 
tract or agreement therefor, or letter of attorney giving 
power to sell or convey, shall have been executed alter 
the patents shall be issued and delivered to the persons en- 
titled thereto.” 

Mr. H. briefly explained his amendment, the 
object of which 
perpetration óf frauds u 
discourage speculation. 
this purpose provided that no transfer of the 
warrants should be valid unless it was executed 
after the issuing of the warrants. This did not 
strike at the rootof the evil at all. His object 
was to place the land warrant itself, in the first 
place, and the patent after issuing, in the next 
place, in the hands of the rightful owner—the 
soldier who had. been engaged in the service of 
his country. This would place these bounties 
beyond the reach of those who defraud and im- 
pose upon the soldier. He offered the amend- 
ment in good faith, to perfect the bill, and with no 
captious design, 

He withdrew the amendmen 

Mr. SCHENCK, who rene 
take it for granted that it is not expected that the 
bill is to pass in its present Shape. It is admitted, 
even by some of those who profess to be its pecu- 
liar friends, that it is defective in more than one 
particular, One objection, which has been very 
properly urged by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina (Mr. VENABLE] is, that it makes no provis- 
ion, under any circumstances, for the heirs of 
those who are dead. It gives nothing to orphans 
who may have been made needy by their fathers’ 
sacrifices, and more deserving objects of either jus- 
tize or bounty frequently, than the soldier who 
happens still to be surviving. Then, again, in 
this substitute bill, there is no sufficient protection 
against fraud, 

it is true, the bill makes v. 
is made before the land warrant issues. 
better in that is it than the Mexican bo 
law, which contained the s 
provision notoriously and constantly evaded? Ņ 
have before, in my remarks on a former amend- 
ment, described how this has been done by having 
a Separate assignment made and delivered, leaving 
a blank for the subsequentinsertion of a false date. 
Now, the only way in which you can 
Kind of fraud from being practiced ig 
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was an imperative i 


» he said, was to prevent the | 


The bill, he said, for | 


oid any transfer that | 
But what : 


ame provision—but a ! 
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j mentioned. To give security against this dishonest 


prevent this || 
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! personal hazard, than othe 
; the whole war. 


| pay the volunteer and en! 
| the army of Provost on the plains 
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the assignment to be endorsed upon the certificate 
warrant or patent which you issue to the soldier, 
and. to be properly attested and acknowledged. 
Then the possession of the one will carry with it | 
the other; and a false or fradulent assignment can- 
not be made. But so long as you merely declare 
that if transferred before the issuing of the warrant 
such transfer shall be void, but devise no method 
by which the actual date of the sale shall appear, 
or by which it will be rendered impossible to 
make the assigment in advance, 
wide open for the description of frauds that I have 
practicing upon the soldier, I would go even fur- 
ther, therefore, than this amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia proposes. 

If you mean to grant these lands, and have them 
really applied to the purposes for which you pro- 
fess to. give them, then adopt this amendment. 
Butif you wish that they shall go into the hands 
of speculators and harpies, and be made a 
source of profit to them, then Icave the bill just as 
itis. You will no have more guards against fraud 
than you have in the Mexican land bounty bill. 
False dates will be inserted in the assignments, 
and you will not be able to discover, from any- 
thing appearing upon the face of such instruments, 
whether the law has been complied with or not. 

The question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Coss, of Alabama, and Suepperp,) and decided 
in the negative—ayes ‘44, noes 76. 

So the amendment of Mr. HARALSON was re- 
jected. 

Mr. MEACIIAM proposed the following amend- 
ment: : 

“ Provided, That the provisions of this act shall be ex- 
tended to all soldiers of the revolutio 
war with Great Britain, who were actually engaged in re- 
pelling any invasion, or in any baitle in defence of their | 
country.” | 

Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to vote for this 
bill if put in a form to do justice to all concerned, 
A caucus concocted this measure, ill-favored and 
lean, and they now most unreasonably and re- 
morselessly refuse a single amendment: true to 
nature, they seem to love their offspring for its 
very deformity. Look at the unequal provisions 
of this bill. A friend of it, who is supposed to 
have made accurate calculation, acknowledges that 
it will take from eighty to one hundred million acres 
of public land. Who is to have that land? Ver- 
mont did her full share in the war of 1812: how 
many of her brave sons will share in this bounty ? 
She had four hundred and seventy-six men of six 
months service: each of these will, if living, be 
entitled to eighty acres of land. She had five hun- 
dred and seventy-three men of three months ser- 
vice, each entitled to forty acres. Suppose two 
thirds of those men are living—a large allowance— 
and you will give to Vermont about forty thou- 
sand out of eighty millions acres of land; that is, | 
you give the men of Vermont one acre to two 
thousand given elsewhere. Beside this, there 
were three thousand seven hundred and eighty- 
seven men of Vermont of less than three months 
service—all these, and the volunteers at the battle 
of Plattsburg, are to have nothing. The value 
of a soldier’s service does not depend on the length 
of time. Many of these men who will be deprived 
of reward, did more for their country, and at more 
rs who served through 
My amendment proposes to rem- 


you leave the door |! 


nary war, and the last | 


The question being taken, the amendment of 
Mr, Meacuam was rejected. i ia 

The question recurred on agreeing to the substi-. 
tute of Mr. MiıLLER. : 

Loud calls for the question. ; 

Mr. FOWLER. offered the following amend- 
ment: i ` 

“ Provided, That the officers, non-commissioned ò 
musicians,-and privates, who served three months or more 
in the revolutionary war, and who have received’ no pen- 
sion, nor bounty land, shail be included in the benefits of 


this act.” 

Mr. F. remarked that he had taken no part in 
the discussion upon this important bill, and he 
would now occupy but a few moments. He was 
.anxious to see this bill perfected so as to include’ 
all who were “entitled to the benefactions of the 
Government, for services rendered in the military 
service of the United States.” In this particular E 
most cordially concur with my honorable friend 
[Mr. Meacuam,] from Vermont. 

This bill provides that bounty land shail be 
i given to those who have served three months in 
the war of 1819, in the war of Florida, in the war 
of Wayne, and'the various Indian wars since the 
year 1790. Now, does any member of this House 
believe that the persons thus provided for, are as 
tneritorious a class as those who periled their 
lives and sacrificed their fortunes in the war of 
Independence? A few of those revolutionary 
worthies still survive, and only a few. Shail they 
not, at this late hour even, be remembered and pro- 
vided for? And shall not the aged widows of 
| those who have departed this life, receive this 
pittance from the Government, as the solace of 
| their declining days? And when both the soldiers 
j and their companions are gone from among us, is 
lt not reasonable and proper that their surviving 
children should receive the bounty? 

The officers and soldiers of modern wars were 
weil paid, “and have been and are to be amply 
provided for. Those who fought for independ: 
ence were paid in a currency that was worthless, . 
that is, they were not paid at all. Will you not 
now do them the small measurerof justice contem- 
plated in the amendment; I have had the honor to 
submit? 1 put it to the candor and the conscience 
of gentlemen, if they will-hestitate on a question 
so plain and so reasonable ? à 


fücers, 


i| The question was taken and the amendment— 


by ayes 31, noes 89—was rejected— 

Mr. MILLSON moved the following amend- 
ment: 

“ And provided, further, That those officers and soldiers, 
whosé aggregate ‘service, though at different-periods, may 
have exceeded or been equal to three, six, or twelve 
months, respectively, shall be entitled to the benefits of this 
j act, equally with those whose service may have been con- 
tinuous.” 

Mr, MILLSON said, there was an impression 
on the part of some gentlemen that this proviso was 
unnecessary, because the body of the bill, it was 
contended, contained such a provision. He did 
not think so: he believed it was the intention of the 
i framers of the bill to grant bounties to those who 
had served three, six, or twelve months, though 
their services had not been continuous; but the 
bill would not, in his opinion, bear that construc- 
tion. As it now stood, those who had not served 
the specified period at one time would not be in- 
| cluded. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, stated, in 
explanation, that the bill, in bis opinion, did not 


edy these inequalities. If you are to pay three- 
months men, first pay that class of your revolu- 
tionary soldiers who have never had a dollar in 
pension or an acre of land. The inequalities of 
the bill are glaringly unjust. It pays the service 
of the soldier who is lieing to take care of his 
family; it denies a reward to the soldier who fell 
in battle, leaving his widow and orphans behind. 
It pays the gilded puppet in the city of Washing- 
ton, who, * pursuing an advantage that lay in the 
rear,” fled before an inferior force and gave up the 
Capitol of his country to the flames; it refuses to 


of Plattsburg; 
tch the fugitive 
or drive the Indian from the home 
i and passes contemptuously by the 
soldier of the Revolution, who fought for our free- 
dom. You ought to amend the bill, and not com- 


pel its friends either to go against it or counte- i 
nance such gross injustice. ` | 


it rewards the men who aided to ca 
slave in Florida, 
of his fathers, 


~ Tellers were asked and refused sand, } 


| framed the bill, 


| able doubt, 
isted soldier who defied | 


require the service to be continuous; such was the 
opinion of gentlemen who supported it here, “and 
such was the intention of the gentlemen who had 


Mr. MILLSON said he was aware of that. His 


; construction of the language, however, was differ- 
l 
! 


ent, and several gentlemen with whom he had con- 
versed agreed with him in that construction. If 
the provision were already made in the bill, his 
proviso would be but surplusage, and could do no 
j harm: It would guard against doubt, and reason- 
He offered the amendment with no 
purpose to embarrass the bill, but to prevent the ex- 
clusion from its benefits of a large number of his 
constituents, who were called out as militiamen 
on several occasions, and served three, six, and 
many of them twelve months in all. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. THURMAN moved the following amend- 
ment: 


And all the sailors and marinesof the naval forces which 
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were engaged in battle on takes Erie and Champlain with. 
shore batteries or forees of the enemy where no prize money 
could be gained, or bave actually served with the land forces 
against the enemy, shall receive one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. 


Mr. T. said he had no wish to detain the 
committee with any lengthened remarks in re- 
ference to this amendment. The committee must 
at once see its object. The class of persons 
‘who were embraced in the amendment had ren- 
dered very meritorious services, and~ had never 
received bounties from the Government. He pro- 
posed the amendment to show that he had not 
been unmindful of their interests. ' 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT renewed it, and said: I wish 
to call the attention of the committee—inasmuch 
as the general extent to which the bill is to 
go seems to be pretty well understood—to the 
operation of it in the particular section of the 
country in which I reside. By the bill, as it at 
present stands, only those who served three 

` months and over are entitled to advantages under 
it. The number of those belonging to the State of 
New York in the war with Engiand, the only one 
in which they are interested, who served for six 
months, are 7,626, and those over three months, 
18,967. The firat class are entitled to eighty and 
the second to forty acres. Not more. than one in 
fifteen of those men is now living, so that all New 
York will get is not over ninety thousand acres. 
She has a population of 3,000,000. Al the inter- 
est, then, which the people of New York have in 
the bill is 90,000 acres, while the people of Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, Arkansas, and Texas will re- 
ceive not less than 10,000,000 of acres. 

The bill will swallow up 100,000,000 of acres, 
and of this enormous quantity the State of New 
York will receive about 90,000. It will swal- 
low upallthe land that can be brought into the mar- 
ket for the next twenty-five years, and our popula- 
tion will be absolutely excluded. A population of 
twelve millions in the Eastern, Middle,and Atlan- 
tic States will receive but a million and a half of 
acres, while the eight millions who live in the 
South and Southwest will have ninety-eight and 
a half million acres.. Under this bill Pennsylvania 
will be entitled to, say 55,000 acres. She has a 
population of two millions and over. Florida has 
a population of 60,000, and the people of that 
State with those engaged in the Florida war, will 
be entitled to at least fifteen,millions of acres. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Sacxerr was rejected. 
` Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Provided, Tuatall the soldiers of the revolutionary war, 
who may have served in said war, shall be entitled to 160 
acres of land, and in case of the death of any soldier, then 
the said Jand may be located by his widow, or in case of her 
death, by his descendants, preferring the next to kin. Pro- 
vided, further, ‘That said soldiers have not already received 
bounty land. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the following, to come 
in at the end of the third section: 

And no assignment, sav, transfer, or conveyance òf the 
bounty laud, allowed under the provisions of this bilJ, shall 
be valid in law, so as to divest the patentee or patentees, or 
his or their heirs or legal representatives, of their title 
therein, but shall be utterly void, unless such assignmenl, 
sale, transfer or conveyance shall be endorsed on the patent 
itself, acknowleged betore a justice of the peace, or other 
officer duly authorized to take the acknowledgement of 
deeds, and attested by two wituesses. 

Mr. S. said: This substitute for the original bill 
being sprung suddenly upon us, without oppor- 
tunity for examination, and not printed, it is hard 
to know exactly what are itsterms. But I have 
had a moment to look into it at the Clerk’s desk, 
and I believe the third section provides that no 
assignment, sale, or conveyance of any kind, shall 
be valid, if made before the issuing of the patent. 
The Mexican bounty-land bill provided that every 
assignment should be void or voidable in law, if 
made before the warrant was issued. In that case, 
how was the law evaded? By taking, as I have 
already said, the assignment from the soldier in 
blank, so far as the date was concerned, and filling 
it up with a false date after the warrant issued. 
How will it be under the provisions of this bill, 
as they now stand? Conveyances or deeds will 
be executed in the same way—blank as to dates, 
in other respects in due form—the dates will be 
inserted in fraud of the law, after the issuing of the 
patent, and the purchaser will pocket the proceeds 


of property for which he has paid perhaps onè 
tenth of its value. f 

The amendment that I have offered provides 
against this. It provides thatthe evidence of the first 
transfer of title shall appear upon the patent itself. 
Then itmust necessarily be madein good faith, and 
cannotbe filled up fraudulently. If you do not in- 
corporate some such provision, the same ad vantage 
will be taken of the soldiers as you know has been 
heretofore done, and the same frauds perpetra- 
ted. Sir, if gentlemen will not accept some such 
amendment as this, I shall be compelled to con- 
clude, though they may not design it, that they 
are acting for the advantage of speculators, rather 
than for the benefit of the old soldiers. 

Sir, I have heard much of this sympathy so 
eloquently professed and expressed for the poor 
soldier in this place, on more than one occasion 
heretofore—a great ado about what was to be done 
for him. We had the loud changes rung upon that 
theme when lands were voted to the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. [ cannot, will not, allow myself to 
believe that there are those here now who would 
engage in such speculations; but I grieve to con- 
fess it—and yet Iam assured and confident it is 
true—that there was more than one—two of such 
honorable gentlemen [ have now in my mind, 
members of that former Congress, though not of 
this, who went largely into that business of land- 
warrant brokerage, after they had patriotically 
helped to pass the law. It is pretty well under- 
stood that they had their jackall agents at New 
Orleans, and elsewhere, on the-return of the sol- 
diers from the war, to buy up their claims for the 
bounty land at ten, twenty, or thirty dollars a 
head—receiving the soldier’s discharge and his 
signature to one of these forms of assignment in 
blank; and one, at least, of these congressional 
speculators made profits thus, which have been 
estimated at a fortune of at least a hundred thou- 
sand dollars. I. gives me no pleasure, but pain 
and indignation, to believe, as I am constrained to 
do, that this is true. 

Several Voices. Whoarethey? Name them. 

Mr. SCHENCK. That is not necessary. 1 
have told you they are not here now. Sir, | 
believe that the active friends of this bill honestl 
design to do something substantial for the objects 
of it; and if so, why will they not consent that 
this amendment shall be adopted, so that their 
bounty may be made secure? The amendment 
can do no harm, at all events. Gentlemen profess 
to be desirous of embodying the principle of pro- 
tection which I contend for. Then let them so 
modify the bill as to make the protection and 
security sure, and thus prevent designing persons 
from taking advantage of the necessities or igno- 
rance of the soldier, and robbing him of his prop- 
erty, by means of these fraudulent assignments, 
made in advance of the issuing of the patent. My 
only object is, to prevent at least this great class of 
frauds in fature, if I can. 

In the course of Mr. Scuzncx’s remarks— 

Mr. McDONALD raised the point of order, that 
the amendment had been offered as an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Husparp,] and therefore could not again be 
offered. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK having concluded, 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Hesarp and Ewine were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 53, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. _ 

Mr. WHITE offered the following amend- 


ment: 
Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That all land warrants 


issued under and by authority of this act, shall be for the į 


sole use and benefit and tn the name of the persons therein 


named, or their heirs, and shall not be transferable or lia- | 
1 ble for debt, but remain the property of the aforesaid gran- 


tees, or their heirs, inalienable: 4nd provided, the said war- 
rants are located within five years from tbe day they are is- 
sued, otherwise said warrants shall be void and of no effect. 
The question was put, and the amendment was 
rejected. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: : 

And there shall be granted to the naval forces of the Uni- 
ted States which served in the Fiorida war with the land 
forees, eighty acres to each man. 

The question was taken, and, the amendment 
was rejected. i $ 

Mr. ASHE offered the following amendment: 

Beit further enacted, That whenever satisfactory evidence 


may he produced before the Department of the Thterior;:that 
any officer, commissioned or non-commissioned, private or 
musician, who may have served in the Continental or State 
service during the war of the Revolution; and who never 
received an adequate bounty in lands, either from the Uni- 
ted States, or from any State of the Union, he shali be en- 
tilled, if living, or if dead, such children, now living, as he: 
may have left at his death, to such quantity of the public’ 
lands as provided for under the provisions of the different 
resolutions adopted by the Continental Congress. 

-Mr. ASHE said: Mr. Chairman, in offering this 
amendment, I.can assure the friends of the bill 
that I have no disposition to clog or embarrass its: 
passage, buton the contrary, since it is the evident 
determination of a majority of the committee that 
it shall become the law of the land, T am only’ 
solicitous that it shall be-so amended as to. popu- 
larize it in the public estimation. Before remark- 
ing upon the character of the proposed amend- 
ment, I will state that I have heard of no good and 
sufficient answer to the objection urged against 
the bill—‘ that it is calculated to impair the char- 
| acter of our institutions for honesty and justice.” 
The public domain, or “ what is exactly the same 
thing in ‘a court of conscience,” the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, have been solemnly 
appropriated by a law of Congress to the redemp- 
tion of our national debt. When our country, 
laboring under the pressure of a foreign war, was 
compelled to borrow the money wherewith to 
carry on that war, in order to facilitate’ this 
national purpose, this hypothecation wassolemnly 
made, and the question is: Does or will not the 
passage of this bill destroy or impair the nature of 
that security? J am decidedly of that opinion. 

I know that gentlemen, with great casuistry , 
argue that the appropriation of forty or fifty mil- 
lions of acres of the public domain, leaving the 
amount of a billion of acres still on hand, unap- 
propriated, should not be considered as having 
that effect; and in order to strengthen and make 
more plausible this position, they suggest that the 
settlement of a portion of the domain renders 
more valuable the unappropriated portions. This 
suggestion would answer very well as an argu- 
ment addressed to the jndgment of our national 
creditors, to obtain from them a release of their 
interest in such portions as we might be desirous 
of disposing of. But Í submit it has no grace ‘or 
virtue when we use itasa justification of a wanton 
violation of the public faith. We should always be 
mindful of the fact, the truth of which the history 
of the world corroborates, that national faith is the 
brightest gem which a Republic can wear in her 
coronet. Itshould be our greatest solicitude to pre» 
serve it unimpaired. 

If the friends of the bill had adopted the amend- 
ment offered by the honorable gentleman ` from 
Maryland, the purpose of which was to set aside 
thirty millions of acres of the public domain for 
the liquidation of the loan of $23,000,000, 
i above referred to, this great objection would, in 
| a measure, have been obviated. But, sir, the re- 
: jection of that amendment clearly evinces, on the 
| part of a majority of the committee, a fixed deter- 
| mination to pass the bill with these weighty ob- 
|| jections thick upon it. I am constrained, Mr. 
i} Chairman, to say, that I cannot give the bill, under 
| the circumstances, my support. ‘Freeit from these 
| objections and there is no soul within these walls 
| would leap with greater joy than mine at its pas- 

sage. 

i will only observe, in regard to the amendment 
which I have submitted, that its object is to ex- 
tend the provisions of the bill so as to embrace 
those worthy and meritorious revolutionary pa~ 
triots who have not as yet received from the Gov- 
ernment any substantial evidence of its gratitude. 

By the resolutions of the Continental Congress, 
; passed in the years °76 and ’8U, to which I invite 
i the attention of the committee, only those soldiers 
and officers who enlisted under the condition to 
serve during the war, were entitled to any bounty 
of lands. Now, sir, it is a historical faet, that 
there was a class of revolutionary patriots who 
enlisted for a less period than the duration of the 
war, and who, of course, were entitled’ to no 
bounty under these resolutions; yet who will gain- 
say that their claim on our benevolence is not a8 
strong, if not stronger, than those who are in- 
cluded in the provisions of the bill under discus- 
sion? The committee should bear in mind that it 
was partly through their labor and sergi¢e. that 
these very lands were acquired which we'are now 
disposed to distribute so profusely:among others. 
li This biil is made to wear an: ungfacious appear- 


| 
| 
i 
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, ancetin going back as’ far as 1790, soas to inchide: 
the regulars of Wayne’s army, and then to close 
its patriotic arms of benevolence. ft is made to. 
approach the confines of the Revolution, but rhen- 
and there to fold its arms. “It is far from my féel- 
ings to-say anything in derogation of the high 

. Merit of the soldiers of the war of 1812—the war of | 
“commercial. independence.” They are fully en- 
titled to my grateful sympathies, and I only regret 
that such amendments have not been incorporated 
in this bill as. would justify me in. giving them 
some: stronger. evidence of this fact. than a bare 
declaration. But, Mr. Chairman, are the other 
recipients of the bounties of this bill possessed: of 
such a claim on our national gratitude as that we 
would feel justified in providing mostbountifully for 
them, while at the same. time we most stubbornly 
refusè to aid and assist those designated in my 
amendment? This discrimination is, in. my opin- 
ion, unjust, unwise, and improper. 

‘Lhave heard some objections made to the amend- 
ment—that it is not confined to sutvivors, but. in- 
cluding the representatives of those who have long 
since died. In answer to this objection, [ will ob- 
serve that the same provision is found in the resolu- 
tion of 1776; and it strikes me that if there was reas- 
on and justice in the extension of the bounty at that 
time to the representatives, the like extension at 
the present time, when so few of those noble wor- 
thies survive, is much more reasonable and just, 
I hope, for the character of the bill, that the 
amendments will be adopted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected, 

Mr. PARKER offered the following amend- 
ment: : 

« And provided further, That the benefits of this act shall 
in nowise innure tò any person, or to those claiming under 
any person, who in any of said wars employed a substitute 
to serve in his stead; but the same shall innure to such sub- 
stitute, and those claiming under him.” 

. Mr. PARKER said, in offering this amend- 
ment, he desired to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the propriety of adopting the provision 
it contained. Its object was:to secure to the per- 
sons who actually performed the services, the ben- 
efits proposed to be conferred by this act, and to 
exclude from those benefits those who, instead 
of performing service, had employed others to 
take their places, He was -sure that this object 
would be approved by gentlemen on all sides of 
the House. It might perhaps be said that such a 
provision was unnecessary; but if gentlemen would 
look back to former legislation, if they would refer 
to an act that was passed in 1814, authorizing the 
employment of a substitute, and relieving the per- 
son thus employing a substitute at his own ex- 
pense, from the performance of further militia du- 


ty, they would find that it contained an express ® 


stipulation that such substitute should have the 
benefit of the bounty land. This provision must 
have been inserted because the framers of that act 
thought that without it, they would not obtain 
the bounties granted by it. If it was necessary to 
insert such a provision then, it is necessary now; 
and he desired that this bill should contain a sim- 
ilar provision. He wished the bounty to be en- 
joyed by him who performed the service, and not 
by him who sat idly at home whilst his country | 
was in danger. | 
He knew very well what would be the fate of | 
the amendment. He understood and appreciated 
the reasons why gentlemen opposed every amend- 
ment. Tt was, that if one be admitted, the door 
is opened for others, and this bill will be smoth- 
ered like that for which it is offered as a substi- 
tate, And if the friends of the bill desired that it 
should not be pressed, although he was anxious 
that the principle should be recognized, he would | 
withdraw the amendment; but in doing so, he 
trusted that no further amendments would be 
offered, and that there would bean end of this 
strife, for it was perfectly evident that no amend- 
ment could be adopted. Gentlemen who desired 
that the bill should be amended must look to the 
other end of the Capitol for the accomplishment 
of their wishes. He would withdraw the amend- 
ment, then, in the hope that the committee would, 
at once, proceed to the vote upon the substitute. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 
- Mr. SCHENCK, remarking that he would make 


one¢more effort to perfect the bill, moved the fol- 


lowing amendment: | 


“That. no assignment of any warrant for bounty land 
issued under the provisions of this bill, or of any’ interest 
therein, shall be valid in Jaw, but shail be utterly void, un- 
legs stich assignment be endorsed by the warrantee or war- 
rantees, or his or their legal heirs, on’ the warrant itself, at- 
tested by two witnesses, and acknowledged before a justice 
‘of the peace or some. other officer authorized to take the 
acknowledgment of deeds. 


Mr. S. said: It will be observed, that this is 
virtually the same amendment as that I last of- 
ered. I propose by it, at least, to accomplish 
the same object. My colleague, across the aisle, 
[Mr. Porrer,] has suggested to. me, that all that 
is provided in the third section of the substitute, 
‘as to a transfer before, patent is, that the bounty 
land shall not be subject: to any lien or, execution 
for debt prior to the issuing of the patent. The 
bill still leaves the warrant assignable, only de- 
claring that such assignment, or any sale made 
before the warrant is issued, shall be void. The 
defect, then, and the chance for frauds and cheat- 
ing, are precisely the same—identical with the 
present existing law granting bounties to the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war. I have said enough 
about the advantage that was taken of the soldiers 
by speculators, evading and circumventing the 
provisions of that law. I will not repeat what is 
so notorious, and so well understood. I have 
| modified my amendment now, so as to make it 
conform exactly to the language of the bill, and to 
carry outand make certain the security against 
fraud, which the framers of this bill seem to have 
designed, though they have not effected it. The 
words warrant and warrantee, are inserted instead 


| of patent or patentee. Let it be made indispensa- 
ble that the assignment of thegwarrant shall be 


made, and with due form of solemnities, and at- 
testation, upon the warrant itself, and there can 
be no transfer until after it has issued, and come 
into the possession of the person entitled. There 
will be no purchasing then of a “ soldier’s claim”? 
for a mere song, or on speculation; but when he 
sells, he will sell Jand, or its admitted equivalent, 
and know its worth, and get something like its 
true value, or the full market price of his warrant. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. POTTER, who renewed it and said: Like 
his colleague, [Mr. Scuencx,] he had seen the de- 
fect in this bill, and had also prepared an amend- 
ment which he had intended to offer, with a view 
to remedy that defect. He stood here as one of the 
firm and original friends of this bill, and had voted 
against every amendment whith had been offered. 
Noone had stood by the bill fram first to last more 
resolutely than he had done. He agreed with his 
colleague that the bill was defective, and required 
this amendment. Some of the friends of the bill 
had suggested that it would be better to omit the 
amendment at this time, as these propositions only 
tended to destroy the bill, and it would be better 
to leave it to be amended at the other end of the 
Capitol. He did not wish to have the bill sent 
back from the Senate with an amendment, which 
would lead to a repetition of this scene. 

In the last bounty land bill the warrants were 
not assignable, and the consequence of this omis- 
sion was, that they depreciated in value, and 
fell down to thirty or forty dollars. The amend- 
| ment of his colleague was intended to remedy this 
defect. He hoped that the amendment would be 
agreed to, í 

He renewed the amendment. 

Loud calls for the question. 

Mr. ROOT moved that the committee rise. 
jected. 

- Great confusion, and loud calls for the question. 

The question, recurring on the amendment of Mr, 
ScuHenck, was taken by tellers, Messrs. Beate 
and Fowxer, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- 
ment: 

“ Aud the provisions and benefits of this act shall extend 
to all sailors who were engaged in the petformance of ac- 
tual military duties on Jand in California during the late war 
with Mexico.” 

Mr. S. said: I will offer this one amendment 
| more, to test the disposition of those who have ta- 
ken this billand subject into their peculiar keeping. 
I was at first inclined to vote for a bill having the 
general objects of this in view; but I desired to see 
it made as safe, and just, and equal, and perfect as 
possible in its provisions. This is not allowed. 
| Gentlemen repel the support which would be given 
on those conditions. I cannot, consistently with 
| my notions, go for it, unless I may be at liberty 


Re- 


to legislate understandingly, with a view to ac- 
complishing. in the best way 1 know how some- 
thing like the object desired. : 

The bill has been objected to; because it does not 
embrace and provide fairly and equally for all 
those who have fought for the country, and who 
are entitled to your bounty, if any is to be granted. 
But every proposition looking to amendment im 
that particular has been rejected. T have tried to 
have it made more perfect: in its character by 
necessary provisions against frauds that. will be 
practiced upon the objects of your bounty; but 
neither is that allowed. One of the ‘constant and 
ardent friends of the bill, and who helped you to 
frame it in its present shape, my honorable col- 
league, [Mr. Porrer,] has admitied that it was de- 
fective and wrong, and open to objection in that 
particular; and he exhorted those who are acting 
with him to allow my amendment to go on, as 
being right and necessary. But it has been all 
unavailing. You acknowledge, many of your- 
selves, that it requires amendment; but none is to 
be permitted. [Cries of “ None at all,” from 
the friends of the bill.] No, the decree has gone 
out, and like the lawsof the Medes and Persians, 
the rule of your caucus is inexorable, and there is 
to be no change, however needed. [Cries of 
ne No,” ‘No change.” ‘No amendment.’’} 
‘This bill—this substitute for the original bill which 
you have cooked up, is to be passed, I see, and 
passed precisely in the shape in which it is pre- 
sented, without regard or listening to any objec- 
tion, reasonable or unreasonable. The pill is to be 
swallowed, with eyes shut, just in the shape and 
of the size, that you have prepared it, and no 
other, (laughter, and cries of “ Yes,” “Just s0.”} 
Yourcub is not to be licked intoany shapely form, 
however unsightly it may be; but must be sent out 
to take its chances for life, with all its deformities 
uponit, as you have produced it to the world. 
[Laughter.] Well, I am content to submit; and 
willletit go now for my part, without further 
trouble about it, or any other offer to amend. 

One word only as to this which I have now pro- 
posed for the benefit of sailors. 1 have confined 
it to a particular instance of service by seamen on 
shore, just to see whether the friends of the bill 
really desire to do equal and even-handed ‘justice 
to those who have fought in your wars. I have 
confined it to the conquerors of California. That 
El Dorado, with its golden sands and glittering 
rocks—that country which you profess to prize 
above all the acquisitions of territory, won by con- 
quest, and then secured by treaty, from Mexico— 
that portion of our possessions was actually con- 
quered and made ours by the sailors of the Pacific 
squadron, unaided by the army. They were taken 
from their ships, mustered into companies, and 
drilled to military duty ashore. You even had Jack 
puton horseback there, and made acavalry soldier, 
a dashing dragoon, much to his discomfort, unac- 
customed as he was to equestrian exercise. But 
he bore it all and more, and went through his duty 
on land bravely and zealously. He became, as 
well as your naval officers there, amphibious in 
his habits, and succeeded in his new element, as 
well as upon that to which he was more used. He 
was made to drag heavy cannon from the ships, 
over rocks and desert and rough places, with im- 
mense labor, equalled only by his patience, to 
Cindad de los Angeles, the capital of the coun- 
try, and took possession before the soldiers were 
marched to his aid. And why will you give Jack 
no land? Why does he not participate in your 
bounty, when these are his acknowledged services 
even ashore, on the field where alone it seems lands 
as well as laurels are to be won? 1 am afraid it is 
only because Jack has no vote in your congres- 
sional elections. He lives afloat. If the sailors 
were scattered about through the interior of the 
country, where they could take part in the elec- 
tions, I suspect Jack, too, would-be provided for. 

Pending the question— 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the committee 
rise, and asked tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. BUTLER, 
of Connecticut, and ALBERTSON were appointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed——ayes 54, noes 83. f 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Scuexcr, was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The question recurring on the substitute— 


1850. | 
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There were again loud calls for the question. 
{Much impatience and confusion. ] 

Mr. SACKETT moved the following amend- 
ment: 

“ And provided further, Thatno patent shall issue for any 
land under this act antil the same shall be actually occù- 
pied.” : 

Mr. ROBINSON raised the} point of ‘order 
against -the amendment that it had been voted 
down before. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SACKETT. The question whether sol- 
diers or speculators shall have the land granted by 
this bill, is fairly presented by this amendment, 
and by the vote upon it, it will be seen whether 
gentlemen, who are professedly in favor of making 
donations of land to those who have performed 
actual services, are willing to pass such a bill as 
will secure to them the benefit of the donations, 
or whether they are for putting it in the power of 
speculators and land-jobbers by fraud to secure 
to themselves practically, the whole of the boun- 
ties we are granting. 

By this amendment, no lands will be in market 
except the lands wanted for actual settlement. 
Without it your land titles will all be in the mar- 
ket, and sold at almost nominal prices, so that the 
soldier will get little or nothing. 

Pass.this amendment, and the soldier may sell 
to some person who desires to go into the occu- 
pancy of the land, and in this way receive the 
benefit of the law, otherwise he will be defrauded 
out of all his interest under it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected, 

Mr. CONRAD offered the following amend- 
ment: 

“ Provided, That all officers or soldiers who shall 
have been actually engaged iu battle, shall be entitled to 
the same quantity of land as those who have been in ser- 
vice for the period of six months.” : 

A point of order made against the amendment 
by Mr. Harrts, of Lilinois, was overruled. 

Mr. CONRAD said he thought the friends of 


the bill would not object to this amendment. | 


There certainly had been an oversight in the prep- 
aration of the bill, and he desired to correct it. 
The bill, in the distribution of the bounty Jands, 
makes the length of the term of service’ the test. 
This was not a correct test. One soldier might 
render more service in a single battle than another 
would in a service of twelve months. Of the im- 
mense number of persons who would claim the 
benefit of this bill, the majority had never rendered 
any actual service whatever—mere holiday sol- 
diers—-heroes of the parade ground, whose only 
exploits consisted in their exhibiting themselves 
before the admiring eyes of the damsels in their 
neighborhood, clothéd in brilliant uniforms, and 
surrounded by 
“ All the pomp and circumstance of glorious war;” 


but who knew nothing of its privations or its dan- 
gers; who had never smelled gunpowder; who had 
never, perhaps, abandoned for a day their comfort- 
able homes; who could not even boast that “they 
had marched up a hill and then marched down 
again;” and yet these men might receive a warrant 
for the largest quantity of land, while those who 
had abandoned their homes, who had suffered the 
privations and encountered the dangers of war, 
would receive less, or perhaps go entirely unre- 
warded. The heroes of Bladensburg might per- 
haps fare better than those who, at North Point 
or New Orleans, had earned immértal honors for 
themselves and their country. The men of Florida, 
whose only merit consisted in organizing them- 
selves, for the purpose of protecting their own 
homes from a few Indians in their immediate neigh- 
borhood, would unquestionably receive a larger 
share of land than the patriotic citizens of Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, and Alabama, who had gone to 
their assistance, and who had starved and fought 
at Withlacoochie. He would sanction no such in- 
justice, and would vote for no bill that did sanc- 
tion it. He called upon those, therefore, who had 
taken upon themselves the exclusive guardianship 
of this bill, to sustain this amendment. If it was 
rejected, he should certainly vote against the bill. 

Tellers were asked and refused, and the ques- 
tion being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The question again recurring on the substitute— 

The question, which was loudly called for, was 
put, and was decided. in the affirmative, without a 
division. 


So the substitute of Mr. MLLER was adopted 
in lieu of the original bill. een ae 

The bill having been gone through— 

.Mr. THOMPSON, of- Mississippi, moved a 
substitute for the title, as follows: 

“ Bill granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who were engaged in the military service of the United 
States.” < poe aa 

Mr. CROWELL moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to make the title as follows: 


« A bill-to aid capitalists and speculators to monopolize 
| the public lands and to increase the price thereof, and to 
impede the settlement of the western States, in which the 
public lands are situated.’? 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, raised the point of order, 
that the title of the bill was not amendable in com- 
mittee, and that it was the. last thing to be con- 
sidered, ; 

Mr. THOMPSON withdrew his amendment, 
and moved that the committee rise and report the 
bill. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. z 

The committee accordingly rose, and reported 
their action to the House. : 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
was first on agreeing to the amendment, (the sub- 
stitute,) and then upon ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed, , 

Mr. MILLER (from among many competitors) 
obtained the floor, and moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

After a few words of conversation between Mr. 
Meane and the Speaker, upon a question of order, 

The bill was read. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 

The main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, was decided in the affirmative, without a 
division. f 

So the substitute reported by the committee 
was agreed to. . ’ i 

The question recurring on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed, was taken and decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed. ; 

Mr. MILLER moved to reconsider the vote 
upon the engrossment, and to lay that motion on 
the table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. , 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
| recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER obtained the floor, and moved 
the previous question. À 

Mr. CROWELL. Has the bill been engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER. Thebillhas been engrossed. 

The previous question was seconded, and 

The main question was ordered, being upon the 
passage of the biħ. : 

Mr. MEADE, simultaneously with several 
other gentlemen, demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MEADE moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
rejected. : 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the passage of the 
bill, . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 155, nays 36, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alberison, Alexander, Anderson, Aver- 
j ett, Bay, Bayly, Bingham, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Win. 
J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butier, Joseph Ca- 
ble, George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Corwin, Dickey, Dimmick, 
Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Edniundson, wing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Gorman, Gould, Green, Grinnell, dali, Halto- 
way, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hay- 
| mond, Hebard, Hibbard, Heagland, Howe, Hubbard, Hun- 
| ter, Inge, Joseph W. Jacksou, Audrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, Janes 
G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mar- 
shali, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, 
McGaughey, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, MeMutlen, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Mullson, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Newell, 
Ogle, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Pheenix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Rob- 
i bins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, 
Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompsou, James Thompson, John 
B.'fnompson, Wiliam Thompson, Thurman, Van Dyke, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wentworth, Whiittie- 
sey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Wood- 
ward, and Young—155. $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Alen, Ashe, Beale, Bokee, Brooks, 
Conger, Conrad, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dixon, Durkee, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Gerry, Gott, Henry, Holla- 


day, Holmes, Houston, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
| Preston King, Horace Mann, Otis, Risley, Root, Rumsey, 


Sackett, Sehenck; Sctiooleraft, Alexatider 
Toombs, Tuck, - Veriable, and White—36. - ; 3 
(Mr. Owen, when his name was: called; stated 
that Mr. CueaveLanp had paired off with: him “at 
his request, and declined to vote. Sie 
Mr. Aston, who was absent from hid seat at 
the moment his name was called, asked Jeavé ‘to 
record his vote: Objection Was made.} >= 0) 
So the bill was passed. : : Don 
Mr. MILLER moved ‘to reconsider: the vote; 
and to lay that motion on the table. : wh 

The latter motion was agreed to. 4; T 

The question being on agreeing to the title .. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved the 
amendment to the title which he had offered in 
committee, and moved the previous question. 

Mr. CROWELL made an effort to mové as an 
amendment to the amendment, the title he had 
proposed in committee, but the amendment was 
excluded by the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seonded, and the 
main question was ordered, and under its opera. - 
tion the amendment to the title proposed by Mr: 
Tompson was adopted. 

On motion by Mr: THOMPSON a motion to re- 
consider the vote agreeing to the title, was laid on 
the table. a age 


Hi Stephens, 


[THE BILL, 


As finally passed, is in the form in which it was 
submitted by Mr. Miver, and inserted in a pre- 
vious part of this day’s proceedings} 0. 007 

The title of.the bill as amended was, * A bill 
granting bounty lands to certain officers and. sol- 
diers who have been engaged in the military ser- 
vice of the United States.” 

» The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 25, 1850, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: Iam requested 
to present to the Senate the petition of five hun- 
dred inhabitants and legal voters of the town. of 
Grafton, in the county of Worcester, of all polit- 
ical parties, representing that business has disag- 
trously declined under the provisions of the act of 
1846, and great embarrassment has in consequence 
ensued. >» ; 

They express. their-belief that the. substitution 
of ad valorem for specific duties was a fatal error, 
whereby frauds of the grossest character are con- 
stantly perpetrated at the custom-house by a false 
entry of goods by fictitious valuation, depriving 
the laborer of the benefits intended to be secured. 
to him by the act, and doing at the same time 
flagrant injustice to the honest importer. 

‘They entreat Congress to apply a remedy to 
these evils, by suppressing the frauds and securing 
to the American laborer the protection which wiil 
enable him to pursue his business successfully | 
against the pressing competition of the cheap, 
overtasked, and down-trodden labor of Europe. 
The evils which were predicted from the act. of 


| 1846 have been extensively realized, and are. more 


and more severely felt as the making of fraudulent 
entries is more cunningly devised... The: laborers 
have struggled on, hoping for better times, till 
many of them are either overwhelmed with bank- 
ruptcy or obliged to suspend their business to save 
themselves. 

I find in the newspapers the following state- 
ments: Many of the cotton and woolen mulls are 
running without profit. Some are suspended in 
part, others in whole, Calico printing has been 
disastrous, and caused heavy and calamitous fail- 
ures, {tis stated that of forty-one forge fires on 


! the Saranac river, thirty-four have been extin- 
i guished, 
i guished on Salmon river; and now more than a 
: dozen out of forty-five on the Au Sable are not in 


Eight out of eighteen have been extin- 


operation. It is said, also, that of one hundred 
and twenty-two furnaces recently in operation: in 
Pennsylvania, sixty- three are extinguished. In 
Maryland, it is added, five out of six rolling mills 
have stopped. The cause of this will be more, 
apparent by stating another fact, derived from a 
New York paper, dated June 3: 

«¢ We saw to-day a list of forty-four vessels, most of fhem 
American, which had brought British iron to one of our, 
American railroad companies, within the space of about. 
forty days. ig 

t In addition to the usual lake trade, a new wharf is. new 
being constructed for the reception of thirty thousand tons pf 
railroad iron, now on its way from England-direct:to Duns 
kirk, through the Welland canal.” : à 
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Thus the competition by this: country is dimin- 
ishing and its products decreasing, which will raise 
the value. of the foreign product, and enable the 
manufacturers of Europe to realize success and 
profit from us by the ruin of our own laborers. 

But this is not the worst aspect of the thing. 
Trade. being founded on the exchange of the com- 
modities of labor, the difference between making 
and exchanging commodities with our,own people 

-and exchanging. them with foreigners is this: if 
the Pennsylvanians make iron to the value of a 
million of dollars, there is so much wealth. created 
by our laborers for their comfort and enjoyment; 
and if they sell it to Ohio, where it enters into 
consumption, Pennsylvania realizes a million of 
dollars. “ But Ohio acquires the means of payment 
by her industry, and therefore her laborers have 
the privilege of producing commodities to raise this 
million of dollars. There is thus produced by the 
interchange, two millions’ worth of the products of 
industry—one by the sellers and one by the buy- 
ers; both of which go to support and comfort the 
laborers engaged in the production, as well as to 
enrich and strengthen the country. 

But if Ohio sends to a foreign market for the 
iron, then Pennsylvania must lose a million of 
dollars, and the foreign country, where theiron is 
bought, gains that sum. The privilege of making 
the iron is transferred to foreigners, and we lose 
what they gain—the value of it. There can be but 
one equivaLentT for this loss. If the laborers of 
Pennsylvania who would have produced this iron 
can find other employment, by which they can by 
their industry call into existence commodities to 
the value of a million of dollars, then such earnings 
may take the place of the iron. But all experience 
shows that such a transfer is difficult, if not impos? 
sible. Substitutes of new employment are by no 
means easily effected, even if laborers are qualified 
for it. The history of a crisis is told in a few 
words, Excessive importations make goods ruin- 
ously cheap; our markets become overloaded; our 
mills, our shops, and furnaces are shut up, either 
because the proprietors are ruined, or to escape 
ruin: the balance of trade accumulates against us; 
and, as a last resort, when we have nothing else 
to supply us, we send away our coin to en- 
rich the foreign laborer and to sustain foreign shops 
and mills. This state of things proves‘that labor 
is inactive and incapable of exerting its energies 


successfully to supply the wants of the country, | 


which grows poor under the operation. 

Nor does, it require any wide difference in value 
between foreign and domestic productions to cause 
a ruinous condition of things, by driving. us abroad 
to seek supplies instead of obtaining them here. 
If the foreigner can place a commodity in our 
market at five percent. less than it can be afforded 
by our producers, this is just as fatal to their suc- 
cess as fifty per cent.; for no man will engage in 
the production with a certainty of loss before him. 

` Let us, then, look into a supposed state of facts, 
not improbable, and see what results may happen 
in prosecuting such views as are now advocated. 
Suppose we have the capacity to produce three 
million dollars’ worth of woolensannually, and we 
take them all of foreigners because we can obtain 
them five per cent. cheaper than our laborers can 
afford to make them: we should save nominally on 
that amount one hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars; but to gain that, the country would lose the 
privilege of earning by its own labor three millions 
of dollars, and we should be compelled to add to 
that a heavy sacrifice upon the raw material, which 
would cease to finda market here. I might add to 
this, that the moment our shops and mills cease 
to be the competitors of foreign productions, the 
value of such productions will rise. ft is quite 
time, sir, that Congress should devote its attention 
to the claims which the public have upon its con- 
sideration. 

The memorial was laid on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of naval 
surgeons and others, physicians and citizens of 
Norfolk, Virginia, and a memorial of the profes- 
sors of the University of Virginia, asking that the 
rank of medical officers of the navy may be assim- 
ilated by law to that of officers of like grades in the 
medical staff of the army; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITION FOR RELIEF OF THE INSANE. 


Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of D. L. 
Dix, asking a grant of public land for the estab- 


lishment of an asylum for the indigent curable and 
incurable insane in the United States. In present- 
ing this memorial— 

_Mr. P. said : This memorial comes froma lady 
of well-known practical benevolence, who unites 
in her own character all the graces and virtues 
which adorn her sex, and who has devoted her 
time and talents for a number of years to theame- 
Horation of the-condition of that class of our citi- 
zens for whom she asks relief. She has gathered 
from public documents—and very largely from her 
own experience and observations—a variety of 
‘facts, of which she has made a simple statement, 
which, of itself, constitutes the most touching ap- 
peal to our sympathy Ihave ever read. The me- 
morial shows that the numberof insane in the 
United States at the taking of the last censys was 
about eighteen thousand; and that this number at 
the present time has swollen to more than twenty- 
two thousand. A singular view presented is, that 
this class of unhappy sufferers io the United States 
is more numerous, in proportion to our population, 
than in any other known country; and this seems to 
be referable to the fact, that there exists in no other 
country such freedom of civil, political, and re- 
ligious institutions, and of course that there is no- 
where else the same variety and number of causes 
of mental excitement. Skillful physicians, expe- 
rienced in the management of the insane, have 
demonstrated how much may be done for the cure 
and improvement of that class, by means properly 
adapted to their treatment; and the facts collected 
by this lady show how deplorably destitute the 
most of them are. Not to mention numerous 
cases of individual suffering, most harrowing in 
their details, I beg leave to read an extract from 
her memorial, in which she sums up the results of 
some of her observations: 


«I repeat that these institutions, liberally sustained as are 
most of them, cannot accommodate the insane population 
of the United States who require prompt remedial care. 

“ ft may be suggested that, though hospital treatment is 
expedient, perhaps it may not be absolutely necessary, es- 
pecially for vast numbers, whose condition may be consid- 
ered irrecoverable, and in whom the right exercise of the, 
reasoning faculties may be looked upon as past hope. 
Rather than enter upon a philosophical and abstract argu- 
ment to prove the contrary to be the fact, I will ask per- 
mission to spread before you a few statements, gathered, 
without special selection, from a mass of records made from 
existing cases, sought out and noted during eight years of 
sad, patient, deliberate investigation. To insure accuracy, 
establish facts beyond controversy, and procure, so far as 
possible, temporary or permanent relief, more than sixty 
thousand miles have been traversed, and no time or labor 
spared which fidelity to this imperative and grievous voca- 
tion demanded. The only States as yet unvisited are North 
Carolina, Florida, and Texas. From each of these, how- 
ever, [ have had communications which clearly prove that 
the conditions of the indigent insane differ in no essential 
degree from those of other States. < 

“I have myself seen more than nine thousand idiots, 
epileptics, and insane, in these United States, destitute of 
appropriate care and protection; and of this vast and most 
miserable Company, sought out in jails,in poor-houses, and 
in private dwellings, there have been hundreds, nay, rather 
thousands, bound with galling chains, bowed beneath fetters 
and heavy iron balls, attached to drag-chains, tacerated with 
ropes, scourged with rods, and terrified beneath storms of 
profane execrations and cruel blows; now subject to gibes 
and scorn, and torturing tricks, now abandoned to the most 
loathsome necessities, or subject to the vilest and most out- 
rageous violations. These are strong terms, but language 
faiJs to convey the astounding truths.?? 


The memorialist then gives the scenes she has 
witnessed in detail, and says: 


“I pass by without detail nearly one hundred examples of 
insane men and women, in filthy cells, chained and hobbled, 
together with many idiots and epileptics wandering abroad. 
Some were confined in low, damp, dark cellars; some 
į wasted their wretched existence in dreary dungeons, de- 
serted and neglected. It would be fruitless to attempt de- 
scribing the sufferings of these unhappy beings for a day 
even, What must be the accumulation of the pains and 
woes of years, consigned to prisons and poor-bouses, to 
celis and dungeons, enduring every variety of privation— 
helpless, deserted of kindred, tortured by fearful delusions, 
and suffering indescribable pains and abuses. These are no 
tales of fiction. I believe that there is no imaginable form 
of severity, of cruelty, of neglect, of every sort of ill-man- 
agement for mind and body, to which T have not seen the 
insane subject in all our country, excepting the three sec- 
tions already defined. As a general rule, ignorance procures 
the largest measure of these shocking results; but, while 
of late years much is accomplished, and more is proposed, 
by far the largest part of those who suffer remain unre- 
Heved, and must do so, except the General Government 
unites to assist the several States in this work.” 


The views of Miss Dix have been fully ap- 
proved by a convention of medical men, engaged 
in the superintendence of institutions for the in- 
sane, recently assembled in Boston. 

I will add, Mr. President, that although the la- 
bors of this lady have procured munificent dona- 
tions from wealthy and benevolent individuals, 


| and noble grants from some of the States, the un- 


fortunatés for whom they are intended are not yet 
by any means adequately provided for. These. 
means are probably not more than sufficient for 
one fifth of them. She therefore appeals to the 
General Government for further assistance, 

Allow me to say further, sir, that there is noth- 
ing by which the age in which we live is.so much 
and so favorably distinguished from the most-glo- 
rious of those which have preceded it, as the at- 
tention now paid to the rights of suffering human- 
ity. This is one of the glories that. cannot be 
claimed for the past; and Lam sure thatno prouder 
or more enduring monument to the true glory of 
the United States can be raised, than an adequate 
provision for that class of people who, of all oth- 
ers, are most entitled to our sympathy and care. 
This memorial was presented about two years 
ago, but was not then acted upon. Itis now pre- 
sented with such alterations and additions as ex- 
perience and observation have suggested. I move 
its reference now to a select committee, to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair, and that it be printed. | 

Mr. PEARCE moved that the committee be ap- 
pointed by the Chair; which motion having been 
agreed to— ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT named the following 
as the select committee: Mr. Pearce, Mr, BEN- 
ton, Mr. Davis of Massachusetts, Mr. DICKIN- 
son, and Mr. BELL. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, 


Ordered, That the resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, on the files of the Senate, in favor of granting alternate 
sections of land for public works in that State, be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whch was referred the 
several memorials of clerks in the military bureaus 
of the Government for an increase of salary, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the classification of the 
clerks in the military bureaus, and to equalize 
their salaries; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of Al- 
exander Y, P. Garnet, assistant surgeon United 
States navy, asking compensation for extra ser- 
vices, submitted a report, which was ordered to 
be printed, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Alexander Y. P. Garnet; which was read, and 
‘passed to a second reading. 

RESOLUTIONS. SUBMITTED. 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution, 

which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- . i 


municate to the Senate the report of the reconnoissance of 
Lieutenant Whiting, of the engineer corps, in the State of 
Texas, aud recently submitted by him to the Engineer De- 
partment, together with the map accompanying the same. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing D. M. 
Hunter, of the State of Alabama, to relinquish to the United 
States certain lands purchased by bim, a list of which is fur- 
nished, and that he be permitted to enter other lands in lieu 
thereof which are subject to entry at private sale. 


Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the report of Messrs, 
Foster and Whitney-on the geology of the copper lands 
of the Lake Superior district, communicated to the House 
of Representatives by the Secretary of the Interior, ba 
printed and bound for the use of the Senate, and ‘that thres 
hundred copies thereof be furnished to the Smithsonian In- 
stitution for distribution, 

The Senate having proceeded to consider the 
said resolution, it was 

Ordered, ‘That it be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. RUSK, in. pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide for two 
additional regiments of cavalry; which was read 
a first and second time by its utle, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the State of Arkansas in aid of the cofistruction 
of the military road from Memphis to St. Francis; 
which was a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I ask the Senate 
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to take up Senate bill No. 16, being a bill granting 
to the State of Mississippi the right of way and a 
donation of public land for the purpose of locating 
and constructing a railroad from Brandon to the 
eastern border of said State, in the direction of 
Montgomery, Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. The committee who reported 
this bill have reported an amendment, which is to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
a substitute: i 


e 


That the right of way through the pubtic lands be and the 
same is hereby granted to the State of Mississippi for the 
construction of & railroad from Brandon, in said Stale, to 
the eastern border of said State, in the direction of Mont- 
gomery, in the State of Alabama, with the right also to take 
necessary materials of earth, stone and timber, from the 
public lands of the United States, adjacent to said railroad, 
for the construction thereof: Provided, That the right of | 
way shali not exceed one hundred feet on each side of the A 
length thereof; and a copy of the survey of said road, made | 
under the direction of the Legislature, shall be forwarded | 
to the proper local land offices respectively, and to the Gen- į 
eral Land Office at Washington city, within ninety days | 
after the completion of the same. ! 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be and is 
hereby granted to the State of Mississippi, for the purpose 
of aiding in making the railroad aforesaid, every, alternate 
section of land designated by even numbers, for six sections | 
in width on each side of said road; but in case it shall ap- | 
pear that the United States have, when the line or route of | 
said road is definitely fixed by the authority aforesaid, sold | 
any part of any section hereby granted, or that the right of | 
preémption has attached to the same, then it shall be lawful 
for any agent or agents to be appointed by the Governor of | 
said State to select, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, from the lands of the United States most 
contiguous to the tier of sections above specified, so much 
Jand in ‘alternate sections or parts of sections as shail be 
equal to such lands as the United States have sold, or to 
which the right of preémption has attached as aforesaid, 
which lands, being equal in quantity to one half of six sec- : 
tions in width on each side of said road,the State of Mississip- : 
pi shall have and hold to and for the use and purpose afore- : 
said: Provided, That the lands to be so located shall in no 
case be-further than fifteen miles from the line of the road: | 
And provided, further, ‘Chat the lands hereby granted shall 
be applied in the construction of said road, and shall be dis- 
posed of only as the work progresses, aud shall be applied 
to no other purpose whatsoever: And provided, further, 
That any and all lands reserved to the United States byany | 
act of Congress, for the purpose of aiding in any object of 
internal improvement, or in any. manner for any purpose | 
whatsoever, be and the same are hereby reserved to the 
United States from the operations of this act, except so tar 
as it may be found necessary to locate the route of the said | 
railroad through such reserved lands. | 

Sec, 3. And be it further enacted, That the sections and j 
parts of sevtions of land which, by such grant, shall remain 
io the United States within six miles on each side of said 
road, shalt not be sold for less than double the minimum 
price of the public lands when sold. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said land 
hereby granted to the said State shall be subject to the dis- 
posal of the Legislature thereof, for the purposes aforesaid, | 
and no other; and the said railroad shal) be and remain a 
publie highway, for the use of the Government of the United 
States, free from 10l! or other charge upon the transporta- 
tion of any property or troops of the United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if the said railroad 
shall not be completed within ten years, the said State of 
Mississippi shall be bound to pay to the United States the į 
amount which may be received upon the sale of any part of : 
said lands by said State, tbe title to the purchasers under 
said State remaining valid; and the title to the residue of 
said landg shall reinvest in the United States, to have and 
hold the same in the same manner as if this act had not 
been passed. : 

Seg. 6. And be it further enacted, That the United States | 

- mail shall at all times be transported on said railroad, under 
the direction of the Post Office Departinent, at such price a 
Congress may by law direct. 


Mr. DAVIS. The amendment proposed by the | 
committee makes this ‘bill conform entirely with 
those bills that have already passed the Senate, | 
for purposes similar to that sought to be accom- | 
plished by this bill. It is different somewhat | 
from the bill which I introduced into the Senate. 
The main differences are these: it allows the land | 
to be taken ata greater distance from the road 
than was originally proposed, and increases the | 
price of the reserved sections to two anda half į 
dollars per acre. J have been opposed to both of 
these alterations, believing, as I do, that keeping 
the lands at the minimum price is the most likely 
way to bring them into market, to cause them to 
be settled upon and improved, and thus to make 
them available to the Treasury of the United 
States. But! shall not, on this occaston, make 
any objection to the amendment the committee ; 
have offered. - 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
then reported to the Senate, and the amendment | 
was concurred in. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no 
other amendment, the question is, shall the bill be 
engrossed for a third reading? 


Mr. CHASE. I understand that this: bill pro- 
-poses to give to Mississippi six miles instead of 
five, as proposed in the former bill. I had sup- 
posed that, so far as that was concerned, the bills 
should all be alike, and I make no objection to the | 
bill as last reported on that-head.” I doubt, how- 
ever, the expediency of so much of it as relates to 
raising the price of the reserved sections. One of 
the original grants for similar purposes was made 
to the State of Ohio, and the price of. the reserved 


sections was fixed at two dollars and a half per || 


acre. The result has been to retard the popula- 
tion of that portion of the State. It has prevented | 
the bringing of all that land into market, and has 
proved a serious injury instead of a benefit. There 
is now an application here to reduce the price of 
these lands. I shall be very glad if this bill, as 
well as the others, may be passed without the in- 
crease of price; for if this increase of price is 
adopted, Iam satisfied that one State after another 
will come here with an application to reduce the 
price of these lands, and we shall have again to go 
over the whole business. i 

But, sir, there is another reason why the amend- 
ment should not be adopted. I think that the true 
policy of the Government is to give the land to 
the actual settlers; but, instead of doing that, we 
are here proposing to increase the price. Yes, sir, 
we are talking of increasing the price instead of 
giving a part of the land, at least, to actual settlers, 
by whose labor the value of the remainder would 
be increased when brought into market. I will 
make a motion to strike out so much as relates to 
the increase of the price of the lands. It is to 
strike out the third section of the bill, as proposed 
to be amended. 

Mr. SMITH. Being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, I wish to say a very few 
words on this subject. The committee have re- 
ported all these bills in conformity with what has 
been the practice of Congress on this subject. If 
it was the purpose of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio to bring this question to the consideration of 
the Senate, it is to be regretted that the Senator 
did not make the motion when we had the first bill 
of this kind before us for consideration. Now, I 
have no difficulty at all in saying that. I would 
most cheerfully adopt the rule of policy suggested 
by my honorable friend. I am among the number 
of those who doubt exceedingly the policy of in- 
creasing the price of the intermediate sections 
which are reserved to the United States. If the 
two Houses of Congress were prepared to say that 
they would grant the alternate sections for the 
purpose of encouraging these works of internal 
improvement, and would be satisfied, without 
seeking an equivalent by doubling the price of the 
intermediate sections, I for one would most cheer- 
fally acquiesce in the measure. But I have sup- 
posed that Congress was not prepared at present 
to adopt this rule of policy. It has been the uni- 
form practice of the two Houses of Congress, from 
the time that these grants were first made to the 
States, in order to aid these objects of internal im- | 
provements, to seek an equivalent to the Treasury 
of the United States, by doubling the price of the 
intermediate sections reserved to the United States. 
Now, whatever may be the opinion of the Senator 
on this subject, I doubt exceedingly whether the 
bill can become a law, or whether any bill can be- 
come alaw, and:receive the sanction of the two | 


Houses of Congress, which shall grant the alter- 
nate sections to any State inthe Union for the 
purpose indicated in this bill, unless we shall se- 
cure to the Treasury of the United States an equiv- 
alent, by increasing the price of the intermediate 
sections of the public land. It will be recollected | 
by the Senate, that there has been no difficulty 
hitherto in carrying bills of this kind through 
the Senate. A very considerable number passed 
the Senate at the last session of Congress, and 
they went to the House of Representatives, 
and there met with strenuous opposition, which 
defeated them. I am confident that any bill which 
shall be framed on any other principle than that | 
which is contained in this bill, will share the same 
fate at the hands of the present House of Repre- | 
sentatives. I have not, therefore, the least hope | 
or expectation that any bill will pass through 
Congress except it contains the principle of this 
bill. And as we have already passed two or three | 
bills drawn in conformity with this bill, I trust the 
Senate will reject the amendment of the honorable | 
Senator, and pass this bill according to the princi- | 


ples which have been sanctioned by this body... 
Then, if at any future time it shall be deemed ex- 
pedient to take off this increase of price, I for one. 
shall be prepared to vote for the measure. Ipre- 
sume that every member of the committee will have 
no difficulty in coming to the conclusion that the 
public. would obtain an abundant equivalent for the 
reduction of the price of the public lands in the de~ 
velopments of industry, and. the: facilities secured 
to the Government for the transmission. of the: 
mails, and in many other particulars which I néed’ 
not designate; that we would obtain an. ample’ 
equivalent, and would consult the public interest ih. 
a high degree, by making grants without requiring . 


„an increase of the price upon the intermediate sec- 


tions. But, inasmuch as we have passed several 
similar bills, it seems to. me it would be highly in- 
expedient to place this ona different footing. If 


i this bill shall pass, and others which are before the 


Senate, we can take up the subject ata future time, 
and pass a general bill, applicable to all cases 
which shall come before us, and apply the princi- 
ple indicated by my honorable friend, so that 
all cases may stand exactly upon a footing of 
equality. : 
In regard to another subject which has been 
alluded to by the honorable Senator, it seems to me 
not proper to enter into a discussion of it, at. this 
time. itis a large question, whether we are to- 
embark in the system of giving away the’ public 
lands. ‘There are many questions involved in that 
subject, which I may take occasion to give my 
views upon, if the question should come before the 
Senate. One thing I would remark, that at the 
very moment that principle is adopted, there is an 
end of all power, through the instrumentality of all 
these appropriations, to aid in the construction of 
any railroad or canal. When you concede that 
they are to be given away to actual settlers, not 
only these alternate sections, but all the school 
lands, and every single acre granted by way. of 
bounty; will be utterly valueless. But 1 will not 
dwell on this subject. It is not now before the 
Senate. The question is, whether we shall pass 
this bill on a different footing from those which 
have been passed. The Senate will come to the: 
conclusion, Í think, that we ought not to doit.. If 
my honorable friend contemplated bringing this 
question before the Senate, he should have done 
so when we had the bill for the Ilinois. railroad 
before us. f tte | 
Mr. FOOTE. I hope, after the explanation of ` 
the Senator from Connecticut, the Senator from 
Ohio will withdraw his amendment, and alow this 
bill to pass on an-equal footing with those which 
have been already passed. If it turns out to have 
been impolitic, we can repeal it hereafter. But 
still, sir, I am not only willing, but | am exceed- 
ingly anxious, that this bill should pass with this 
section in it, under all the circumstances. I think 
it will be better that it should pass with this third 
section in it, than that any serious delay shall 
occur. I hope the Senator from Ohio will with- 
draw his amendment, and allow the. bill to pass at 
the present time. 3 pues 
Mr. CLAY. [ask that the bill may be laid on 
the table, in order that it may be taken up again 
to-morrow, the hour having arrived for taking up: 
the order of the day. 
The motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid 
on the table. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


_ of the special order of the day, being the bill to 


admit California as a State into’the Union, to es- 
tablish territorial governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
establishment of her western and northern bound- 
aries. 

The question before the Senate was the amend- 
ment offered yesterday by Mr. Sourz. 

Mr. SOULE resumed and concluded the speech 
which he commenced yesterday in support of his 


| amendment; and which speech will be found in the 


Appendix. . : 
Mr. DOUGLAS obtained the floor, and yielded 
to— 7 
Mr. PEARCE, on whose motion the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of: Executive busi- 
ness, and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and, on motion, eee 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. - 
WEDNESDAY, June 26, 1850.: 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved.: 
CONVENTION IN NEW. MEXICO. 
` Mr: STANTON, of Tennessee, asked the unan- 
imous-consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution; which wag read for information, viz: 
Resolved; That the President of the United States he re- 
questéd to communicate to this House (if not incompatible 
with the public interest) all orders or instructions issued hy 
any, department of this Government to, any military or other 
officer in New Mexico, and all dispatches: reeeived there- 
from also, to communicate any information which. may 
have been received by him relative. to the call of a conven- 
tion of the people of New Mexico, for the purpose of form- 
dinga State ‘constitution; and that he inform the House 
whither, if such:call has been made, the same has been or- 
dered, advised, or approved by the Executive ; and by whom 
oit- by what authority such proceedings have been adopted 
to change the government of said territory. 


Mr. OTIS objected. 
THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. BOWLIN. I desire again to invite the 
attention of the House to the accumulation of bills 
from the Senate on the Speaker’s table, that ought 
to be referred to the appropriate committees, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to take 
them up for purposes of reference. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—IOWA. 


Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether it was 
competent, in view of, the special orders, to call 
for the regular order of business? 

` The SPEAKER stated that the contested-elec- 

tion case from. lowa had been postponed for fur- 
ther consideration to to-day, and that being a‘ques- 
tion of privilege, it had precedence over all other 
business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the special or- 
der of business be postponed for one hour, that 
the regular order might be called for. 

The SPEAKER stated that such a motion 
would not be in order; but a motion to postpone 
until to-morrow would be. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made the latter motion. 

Mr. PHCENIX rose, and said he wished to in- 
quire of the Committee on Printing at what time 
the Patent Office report would be printed and 
ready for delivery? He wished an answer for the 
information of the country. 

The SPEAKER stated that no conversation 
was in order at this time. 

The question was taken, and 
pone was. rejected, 


ARREARS OF EXTRA PAY. 


Mr. BURT rose, and said he desired to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that a joint resolu- 
tion, which had passed the Senate and was now on 
the Speaker’s table, affecting the business of the 
executive departments of the Government, and 
especially the bureaus connected with the War 
Department, be taken up and passed. He was 
sure if the House would do him the kindness to 
allow it to be taken up and read, that no single 
member would object to its passage. His object 
in moving the consideration of the resolution at 
this time arose from the fact that, by the provision 
of the joint resolution itself, it was to take effect 
at the end of the fiscal year, which was the first of } 
Jaly; and if it were not passed before the first of 
July, the law of the Senate would be wholly in- 
operative and ineffectual. He was sute there was 
nota member of this House who could object to 
the joint resolution. i 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina indicate the character of the joint 
resolution ? 

Mr. BURT. Itisa resolution to transfer claims 
for arrears of extra pay from the paymaster’s de- 
partment to the auditor’s department, by which a 
considerable saving would be made, to which the 
bureaus were entirely willing, and which the pub- 
lie service eminently demanded. 

Mr. JONES objected to taking up any business 
on the table out of order, : 

Mr. BURT. If my friend from Tennessee will 
allow the resolution to be read, and will object to 
it then, | will not say another word. 

Mr. JONES persisted in his objection. 

Mr. BURT called for the regular order of busi- 


ness. 


the motion to post- 


i 


3 -> CONTESTED ELECTION—IOWA.. 
| Mr. Witiiam Tnomrson, Sitting Member. 

Mr. Dante F. Mirer, Contestant. 

The: SPEAKER. The order-of business to- 
day is the report of the Committee on Elections, 
on the contested election from the first congres- 
sional distriet of Iowa. 

Mr. STRONG called for the reading. of the 
reports in the case, remarking that they had been 
printed-_but a day or-two, and doubtless members 

of the House were: not familiar with the facts of 
the case. : 

The SPEAKER, The reports will be read. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved. the usual resolution 
admitting the contestant to a seat in the Hall, and 
authorizing. him to address the Héuse during the 
pending of the case. 

Mr. WENFWORTH. 
rule will apply in this case? 

The SPEAKER. It will be so held, as it has 
been in other. cases. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY suggested to the chairman 
of the Committee on Elections [Mr. Srrone] to 
withdraw: the call for the reading of the reports, as 
it would consume much time and members could 
more profitably read them themselves. 

Mr. STRONG insisted upon the reading. 

The two reports in the case were read, the 
reading occupying about an hour. The majority 
report is made by the chairman, Mr. Strona; the 
minority report by Mr. Van Dyxe. The follow- 
ing extracts from the two reports present a general 
view of the issues involved: 

FROM THE MAJORITY REPORT. 

t Phe official return of the votes polled in said district for 
a member of the House of Representatives of the thirty-first 
Congress, at the general election held on the 7th day of Au- 
gust, A. D. 1848, is as follows: 

Por William Thompson ....c.seeceeceeeeees 6,477 
For Daniel F. Miller.....,...0 cs eeeeeevcees 6,091 
Official majority for William Thompson.... 386 

This official return is alleged by the contestant to be erro- 
neous in three several particulars. He alleges— 

1. That in Monroe, one of the counties embraced in the 
said congressional district, the clerk of the board of com- 
missioners of said county, who was also by law a member 
of the hoard of canvassers, suppressed the vote of Kanes- 
ville, a precinct of the county, and certified a false return of 
the votes given ; that the vote of Kanesville, thus suppressed, 
was: for Daniel F. Miller 493, and tor William Thompson 
30; and that these votes should be added to the number 
officially returned. 

2. He alleges that the board of canvassers of Polk county, 
also one of the counties composing the district, counted and 
certified forty-two votes for William ‘Thompson and six for 
the contestant, which were cast in Boone township, of said 
county. These votes the contestant claims should be de- 
ducted from the aggregates of the official return, because, as 
he alleges, Boone township was placed by the districting 
actin the second cong ional district. 

3. The contestant claims to be allowed seven additional 
votes in Marion county, which is alao within the first dis- 
i These votes were given for Daniel Miller, and were 
rejected by the eanvassers on account of the omission of the 
initial of the middle name, though the christian and sir- 
names were correctly described, 

Upon the other side, the sitting member claims— 

1. That there should be allowed and counted the votes 
in White Oak township, Mahaska county, (another of the 
counties within said district,) which were rejected by the 


a Š 


I suppose the hour 


| canvassers, on the ground that the judges of the election in 


that township did not certify that they had been sworn, ac- 
cording Lo the requisition of the stamtes of Towa, although, 
in truth, such oath had been administered. The votes polled 
in said White Oak township were: 53 for William Thomp- 
son, and 16 for Daniel E. Miller. 

2. The sitting member also claims, that there should be 
added to the official return the votes given in Chariton 
township, Appanoose county, (also within the district,) re- 
jected by the canvassers ‘or the same reasons for which the 
votes of White Oak township were rejected; whereas, in 
truth, the officers of the election in Chariton were sworn. 
The vote of Chariton township was: for William Thomp- 
son 16, and for Daniel F. Miller none. 


3. The sitting member claims that there should be added | 


to the official return the vote of Wella township, in Appa- 
noose county, also rejected by the board of canvassers, for 
reasons similar to those assigned in the case of Chariton 
township: ‘The votes in Wells were: for William Thomp- 
son JJ, and for Daniel F. Miller 3. 

4. The sitting member also alleges. that, in the township 
of Boone, in Dallas county, (which is one of the counties 
embraced within the congressional district.) 56 votes were 
illegatly received and counted for the contestant, under the 
following circumstances: The persons who thus voted were 
not qualified voters, under the constitution and laws of the 
State, in Dallas county. They were at the time non-resi- 
dents of the county, and came, on the day next preceding 
the el-ction, to the place at which it was held, from without 
the bounds of the county of Dallas, and from without the 
bounds of any district of country attached to Dallas for etec- 
tion purposes. These fifty-six votes, it is claimed by the 
sitting member, should be deducted from the number re- 
turned as having been given to the contestant. 

* * * x * * k * 


* * 


Upon reviewing the conclusions thus submitted, the cor- 


J~ 


réct statement-of the votes received by the sitting member 
and the contestant is as follows : 
For William Thompson. 


Official abstract as returned: si.s. tasses seene 56,477 Votes. 
White.Oak, Mahaska county. r see LNO 
Chariton, Appanoose. county... 16 «e 
Wells, Appanoose county... ll e 


Total vote received by. Wiiliam Thompson, 6,557 « 


For Daniel. F. Miller. 


Official abstract as returned. es. eae -6,091 votes. 
(13 


Rejected votes in Marion... ve T 

White Oak, Mahaska county vee IG E 
Wells, Appanoose county............. asa sare 3 -s 
; 6117 * 

Deduet illegal votes in Dallas given to contest- i 
BHD si 6 ariii neisse TEER eorcseesgee. “Go $6 
Total vote received by Daniel F. Miller...6,079° « 
Majority for William Thompson.......... me « 


It is apparent, therefore, that, even if the vote at Kanes- 
ville be received. and counted, the result remains un- 
changed. The Kanesville vote was: 493 for Daniel F. 
Miller, and 30 for William Thompson. If this vote be 
added to the aggregate above stated, it stands: 

For William Thompson. 


Aggregate as above .. +++ 66,557 votes. 
“ 


Add Kanesvilje votes.. 30 
Total .ccccecceee dg Secede stn he ETEA 6,587 «“ 
For Daniel F. Miller. 
Aggregate as ADOVE .sesesnessecsssoscee . -6,079 votes. 
Add Kanesville VOtC2....ssasssosassonaos 493 
6,572 «“ 
Majority for William Thompson......... 15 © 


In every aspect, therefore, in which the case can be justly 
considered, your commitiee are of opinion that William 
Thompson received a majority of the votes which were le- 
gally polled, and was duly elected a representative to the 
thirty-first Congress from the first congressiunal district of 
lowa, 

They submit the following resolution : 

Resolved, That William Thompson is entitled to the seat 
in this House which be now holdsas the representative from 
the first congressional district of lowa. 

The resolution appended to this report was adopted by the 
following vote : 

Ayes—Messrs. Ashe, Isham G. Harris, Disney, Sampson 
W. Harris, and Strong. 

Nors~—Messrs. Van Dyke, Thompson, McGaughey, and 
Andrews. . 

The votes of White Oak and Chariton were unanimously 

‘ordered to be counted. 5 

The vote of Welis ordered to be counted : 

Ayes—Messrs. Strong, Sampson W. Harris, Disney, Van 
Dyke, Thompson, Isham G. Harris, McGaughey, and Ashe. ` 

No—Mr. Andrews. 

Upon receiving the vote of Kanesville: 

Ayes—Messrs. Van Dyke, Thompson, McGaughey, Ashe, 
and Andrews. : 

Noes—Messrs. Strong, Disney, Sampson W. Harris, and 
Isbain G. Harris. 

Upon rejecting the vote of Boone township, Polk county: 

Avues—Messrs. 3. W. Harris, Van Dyke, Thompson, L G. 
Harris, McGaughey, and Andrews. 

Nores—Messts. Strong, Disney, and Ashe, 

Upon rejecting the voters in Boone township, Dallas 
county, proved to have resided south of the south line of 
Dallas: 

Ayes—Messrs. S. W. Harris, I. G. Harris, Disney, Van 
Dyke, Ashe, and Strong. 

Nors—Messrs. MeGaughey and Andrews. 

THE MINORITY REPORT 


Concludes with recommending the adoption of the 
following resolutions: 

1, Resolved, That the seven votes cast at Pleasant Grove, 
with the middle letter of the contestant’s name omitted, be 
allowed and couuted for him. 

2. Resolved, That the vote cast at Kanésville be allowed 
and counted as a legal vote. 

3. Resolved, That the vote cast at White Oak be counted. 
and allowed as a legal vote, 

4. Resolved, ‘That the vote cast at Chariton be allowed 
and connted as a legal vote. 

5. Resolved, That the vote cast in Wells township be al- 
lowed and counted as a legal vote. 

6. Resolved, That the vote cast in the township of Boone, 
in the county of Polk, in the second distriet, be disallowed 
and deducted from the votes counted for the first district. 

7. Resolved, That the votes castin the county of Dallas, 
by persons proved to have been residing at the time south 
of the southerly line of Dallas, be rejected and disallowed, 

Mr. STRONG said, that in the discharge of the 
duty which devolved upon him as chairman of the 
Committee of Elections, he proposed to submit to 
the House, in as intelligible terms as it was possi- 
ble for him to use, the facts as they appeared from 
the evidence which had been produced before the 
committee, and which it was necessary for the 
House to consider in order to come to a just con- 
clusion in regard to the merits of this case; and in 
doing this he should confine himself to the law 
and the evidence. He was fully aware that there 
was much in the testimony which had been sub- 
mitted which would, in all humamprobability, give 
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rise to discussion in the progress of the proceed- 
ings, and which would be calculated to enlist on 
one side or the other the prejudices of members of 
this House. This was always the case. He 
would venture to say that no case of contested elec- 
tion had ever been presented for adjudication in 
this House, or in-any other legislative body, in 
which a great deal of testimony had not been in- 
troduced as a sort of make-weight, and which 
should not be permitted to have any influence 
whatever in leading the House to a conclusion. 
The legislative body, which by the Constitution 
was made the tribunal for determining all ques- 
tions touching the election of its members, was too 
apt to be regarded as a jury; and gentlemen well 
knew how common it was in courts of law to 
throw before the jury matters which had really no 
bearing either upon one side or the other of the 
issue to be tried, but which nevertheless was in- 
tended to create in the minds of the jury a preju- 
dice against one or the other of the parties; and in 
examining the-action of this House in past cases, 
he had been. surprised to find to what an extent 
extraneous matter had been introduced in order to 
bring the House to a certain desired conclusion. 
It required firmness, integrity, reflection, and men- 
tal discipline in either a court of law or ina body 
like this, to separate those things which were im- 
material from those which should influence either 
a jury or this House in arriving at a correct con- 
clusion. - 

He begged leave, before proceeding particularly 
to examine the testimony in the case, to call the 
attention of the House to a few of those consid- 
erations which should not be lost sight of, if they 
would arrive at a correct decision. It should not 
be forgotten that this was a judicial investigation; 
that they were acting as judges, and that they 
were not at liberty to exercise any discretion; that 
whatever might be their opinions regarding the 
law, they must only take it as they found it, and 
not as they desire it to he; and that they must take 
the facts as they were detailed before them in evi- 
dence, and after the application of the law to those 
facts, arrive, if possible, at a just conclusion. 
Ahd it should not be forgotten, moreover, that this 
question nust be decided according to the laws of 
lowa. In every contested election, the question to 
be determined was—who had received the greatest 
number of legal votes, polled in the manner, at 
the time, and at the place prescribed by the law of 
the State from which the representative claimed to 
come? And the question to be decided in this 
case was, what number of legal votes—votes 
which were in accordance with the statutes of 
Jowa—had been received by the candidates re- 
spectively. It was necessary, then, that they 
should look at the action of the State of Iowa in 
reference to the subject, and ascertain what her 
constitution and laws prescribed, and be governed 
by those laws in the decision of the case, and not 
by any laws regarding elections which might be 
found elsewhere. 

The Constitution of the United States, he con- 
tinued, has expressly reserved to the States the 
power to prescribe the qualification of voters, with 
no other restriction than that those who are per- 


mitted. to vote for Representatives in this body j 


shall have the same qualification as those who 
vote for members of the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. The Constitution has 
algo reserved to the States the right to prescribe 
the time when the election shall be held, the places 
at which they shall be held, and the manner in 
which the votes shall be given; and we are not at 
liberty to say that a vote shall be counted asa 
legal vote which has not been given at the time, at 
_the place, and in the manner prescribed by the 
State. In the progress of this investigation, then, 
weare to look at what the State of lowa has done, 
at the prescription she has made in regard to the 
time, place and manner of holding the election. 
And permit me to say, atthe outset, that we are 
not to look at what may have been the intention of 
any portion of the electors. Considerations of that 
kind cannot govern us. We are to ascertain what 
the Legislature of the State has prescribed, and to 
that we are bound to adhere. Why, sir, if it 
were not so, what would your constitutional pro- 
vision in reference to this subject be worth? If 
this body is at liberty to say that a vote may be 
given ata place other than that prescribed by the 
State, | ask you, is it not annulling, rendering in- 
.& operative and void the express provision of the 


Constitation of the United States, which declares’ 
that the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Senators and Representatives shall be 
prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof? 
Suppose a voter should. mistake..the day of elec- 
tion, and offer his vote on the wrong day; it might 
be an honest and unintentional mistake, but could 
his vote be counted without a disregard of the 
constitutional - right of Iowa to prescribe the time 
when the votes shall be given? 

- Again: a State having the right to prescribe the 
manner in which the votes shall be given, declares 
that it shall be by ballot. An elector goes to the 
polis, and instead of depositing his ballot, declares 
orally for which candidate he wishes to vote; 
can the vole be received? The power to prescribe 
the manner in which the votes shall be given be- 
ing in the State, this body is precluded from 
counting such votes as are not given in the man- 
ner prescribed by the State; and so it is precisely in 
regard to the place of holding the elections; this 
body has no right to count a vote that has been 
given at the wrong place. We have, then, to 
throw out of the consideration entirely every 
question as to intention, whether the voter whose 
vote is claimed to be counted supposed that he 
was voting correctly, and according to law, or 
whether he did not. $ 

Having made these few preliminary observa- 
tions—having said that the only question for 
them to decide on, which of these two candidates, 
Mr. Thompson or Mr. Miller has received the 
greater number of legal votes polled at the time, at 
the place, and in the manner prescribed by the 
laws of lowa, he would proceed now to examine, 
for a moment, the testimony that was applicable 
to the case. 

There were seven questions, he said, which 
had been submitted to the Committee on Elections, 
and upon only four of them was there any serious 
difference of opinion among the members of the 
committee. It might be proper for him, however, 
as he designed to confine himself to the facts and 
the law of the case, to refer to each one of the 
seven questions which were presented for their 
consideration. . 

In the first place, it was claimed that the White 
Oak county vote should be rejected, on the ground 
that the judges of election had not been sworn. 
This was a matter which did not pertain to the 
manner of voting, but which had relation merely 
to the manner of counting the votes. It was per- 
fectly within the power of the House to waive any 
informality in regard to the return of the votes, 
although it was not in their power to do so in re- | 
gard to the manner of voting, without an infringe- 
ment of the constitutional right of the State of 
Iowa. The judges of election in that county were 
not, in point of fact, sworn; and this was the only 
difficulty. They had returned the number of votes 
that were given and for whom they were given; į 
but they had not made the return under oath. 
This, he contended, was a matter which it was per- ; 
fectly competent for this body to weigh and deter- 
mine at their discretion, because it was not among 
the reserved rights of the State, and the practice 
of this House had always been to count such votes 


sworn, although there was no certificate that they 

had been sworn. The votes of this county were, 

however, rejected by the committee. In regard to 

Wells county, he observed that the minority in 

their report claimed considerable credit for allow- 

ing the vote of that county, although an objection 

existed on the ground of informality. Respecting 

the vote of the county of Chariton, the same might ; 
be said, The fourth point that was raised in the 
case was, that seven votes given in Marion coun- 
ty were given for Daniel Miler, instead of Daniel | 
F. Miller. In regard to the propriety of admitung 

them, however, there was no difference of opinion. 

There was sufficient to designate for whom the 

votes were cast. And it was a well-settled prin- | 
ciple of law that the middle letter was no part of 
la man’s name. In a court of law he might be 
| sued as Daniel Miller. 

| Three questions then remained for the commit- 
! tee to determine—and they were questions upon 
|! which the decision of this case must rest. ‘lhe 
|; first was upon an allegation by the contestant, 
|; that the votes given in Kanesville must be deemed 
i as part of the votes of Monroe county. Now 


i 
i 
| 
where it appeared that the officers had actually been i 


Monroe county proper; it was from. one.-huodred 
‘and twenty-five to one hundred. and. fifty- miles 
from any part of Monroe county: Ags-the eastern 
portion of the State had been first setiled, it had 
been the practice to attach to the organized couh- 
ties the few scattering inhabitants residing. on, 
lands lying west of such counties for eléction; 
revenue, and judicial purposes. -Monroe county 
was one of the border counties, and by. act. of the 
Legislature the country lying: west.of it-.was: at- 
tached to that county. for the purposes-he+had meg= 
tioned. But Kanesville, the place where the ma- 
jority of the voters lived, was not-west-of Monroe. 
county, and was never attached to it for any pur- 
pose whatever; yet it was claimed that these votes’ 
should be counted as a part of the votes of Mon- 
roe county. Mr.S. referred to and read from the 
testimony taken by the committee, to show. that 
Kanesville did not constitute a part of Monroe 
county, but that if it belonged to any, it belonged 
to Mabaska county; and contended that these 
voters ought to have voted in some precinct of the 
latter county. It being established beyond a doubt 
that Kanesville, and the country where these voters 
lived, had never been attached to Monroe county, 
he asked how it could. be claimed that these votes 
should be counted as part of the votes of Monroe 
county? The constitution of lowa required: that 
the votes should be counted only in the county in 
which the votefs resided. These votes therefore 
could not be counted with those of Monroe county. 
He contended fur:her, that the judges of election 
at Kanesville were not appointed by legal author- 
ity, and that the election was held at that. place 
without authority, and being without authority, 
the commissioners had no power to administer 
oaths to the judges of election; that the oaths*thus ` 
administered were extra-judicial, aud that perjury 
could not beassigned upon them. The election, 
then, was not held in the manner prescribed by the 
State; and unless the constitutional provision upon 
this point were to be disregarded these votes muat 
be rejected, i P3 

He was aware that he should’not be able, in the 
course of the time allotted to him, to discuss these — 
various questions as fully as he would be glad to 
do; he would pass, therefore, from this question, - 
about which he thought the Elouse could scarcely 
entertain a doubt, viz., that those persons living at 
Kanesville kad no right to vote in Monroe county 
or to have their votes counted with those of Mons 
roe county at all, inasmuch as they had never 
been attached to that county. It was perfectly 
immaterial whether these voters supposed. they, 
had a right to vote in Monroe county or not; the. 
law required that they should vote in the county 
in which they resided, or to which they were at- 
tached. Their right to vote was governed by act- 
ual residence, and not by what their supposition 
might be. But it was said that these persons all 
resided within the congressional district, and that 
| it was unimportant therefore in what county their 
votes were counted. This amounted to the very. 
thing against which he was contending. It wasan 
assertion of the power of this House to distegard 
entirely a constitutional restriction, They could 
not come to such conclusion without denying virs 
tually to the State of Jowa the power which the 
Constitution conferred upon ber, to fix the place at 
which the votes -should be given. A man who 
resided at A could not go and vote at B, although 
it'might be within the same congressional district, 
because it was under a constitutional privilege that 
he voted at all, and it was important that the provis- 
ions of State authority should, in such cases, te ~ 
carefully observed, for they were the best preserv=- 
atives against frauds. If aman had a right to 
vote, his right was known at the place where he 
resided, but if he might go abroad and vote elses 
where, and among strangers, there would te no 
means of detecting illegal votes—of discovering 
whether a man had voted two or three times at 
the same election, or whether he had voted but 
; once, 

But he did not rest his argument upon consider- 
ations of policy. He maintained that no man had 
a right to vote at any other place than in the coun 
ty in- which he resided at the time of the election; 
and if so, then clearly they could have no. right to: 
count his vote anywhere else, no matter whether 
he voted under a mistake, or whether he voted- it 
the same congressional district or not. : 


| these were the facts that were shown, and they 
j were not denied: Kanesville was no part ofi 


Again: it was.argued that this House ought tò 
| count those votes, notwithstanding the positive 
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provision of the constitution of. the State of Iowa, 
s Pecsuae Kanesville, it was said, was defacto with- 
ini the jarisdiction-of Monroe county. | This posi- 
tion ‘he ‘denied in toto: He denied that it was 
under the jurisdiction of Monroe county. [Mr. 
S. read again from the testimony taken by the 
“committee.] ; peat 

But°even if it were within that jurisdiction, it 
‘would not establish the fact that the election ought 
to’ be held there. He admitted that the fact of 
jurisdiction was good in some cases, as regarded 
past transactions; but it was never so as regarded 
transactions to take place in future. 

After all, it resolved itself into the simple ques- 
tion, What did the constitution of the State of 
Iowa prescribe? Did it give to these men the 
right to vote in Monroe county? For if the con- 
stitution did not give them the right, no matter 
what was done by them, or by anybody else, they 
had no elective franchise there at all. And letit 
not be said that this would disfranchise these peo- 
pie residing at Kanesville; it did no such thing. 


here were places where they might have voted | 


under the constitatidn and laws of the State, and 
1f. they had so voted, their votes would have been 
potential; but, inasmuch as they chose to vote at 
a place not prescribed by the constitution and laws 
of lowa, their votes were not legal votes. 

He had endeavored to look at this question in a 
legal point of view, and it was, to his mind, per- 


fectly clear, that if they were to undertake to | 


count these votes, it would in effect prostrate the 


constitutional power of Iowa to prescribe the | 


places where the votes should be given. 
Mr. S. then adverted to the fifty-six votes of 
- Dallas county, which were proposed. to be re- 
jected. The committee (he said) had decided, 
almost unanimously, that these votes should be 
rejected. The, evidence was as clear as sun- 
light itself, that all these voters lived south of Dal- 
las county line. 

He regretted that he had not sufficient time to 
enlarge somewhat upon this part of the case; but 
he begged leave to call the attention of gentlemen 
to the report of the committee, which expressed 
his views quite as fully perhaps as it was neces- 
sary to give them. Let it not be said that in the 
views which he had taken he had relied upon 
technicalities; though he knew it was so stated in 
the report of the minority. Was it a technicality 
to require that the votes should be given at the 
times, and places, and in the manner prescribed 
by law for holding the elections? And yet that 
was all that he required in this case. He relied 
upon no technicality. To say that his position 
was one which rested upon technicalities, was a 
perversion of terms, a perversion of the use of 
words. ~it was important that the right of «the 
State of fowa to fix the time, place, and manner 
of holding elections in that State should be duly 
recognized. It was only by considering the case 
in this point of view, that they could arrive at a 
legitimate conclusion, and decide the question, as 
they were bound to decide it, under the Constitu- 
tion, by which this House was constituted the 
judge of the election and return of its own mem- 
bers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, argued in sub- 
stance: 

ist. The seven propositions made out and voted 


upon in committee elected Miller—the seven is- | 


sues were made out under the direction and con- 
trolof the chairman. If the votes were counted 
out according to the issues so made and as ac- 
tually decided by committee, Miller was elected; 
yet a perfect non-sequiter, a most lume and illogi- 
cal conclusion is come to, viz: that all the parts 
are not equal to the whole; and that although, 
when upon each particular issue when decided, 
the votes are counted, and each and every vote 
counted according to the principle governing its 


class, yet the majority thus ascertained for Miller | 


does not elect him, &c., &c. 

[The acts alluded to are here given.] 

The act of Congress of 1842, directing Congress- 
men to be elected by districts, and the actof lowa, 
in pursuance thereof, excluded Boone township, 


in Dallas county. This township is not within | 


the congressional district, as laid off by the State 
of lowa. It is not contiguous (another uncounted 


township intervening) to the district, as by act of | 


Congress directed. It is out of the district, and is 
not left uncounted or not counted atallas are Story 
county and another precinct in Boone, when both 


|| everybody so understood it. te fact 
and I truth under the control and jurisdiction of 


-color of right claimed to admit these votes. 


in fact in the same law were attached. to Polk 
county. To turn the scale is it fair, is it just, to 
count in a district vote at a precinct not contiguous 
to the district and not embraced in the district as 
laid-down by law? No Jaw or constitutional prin- 
ciple of Iowa is violated; no county is divided by 
the districting- act of lowa; and then wherefore 
put Brenus’ foot in the scale ? 

The majority of legal qualified voters in the dis- 
trict as laid off, voted for Miller.. They voted where 
the candidates, the.people, and the officers of law 
thought they should vote. THompson’s friends, 
the sheriff, a majority of the judges of the elec- 
tion, acted, voted, electioneered, and got all the 
votes they could at Kanesville. The parties were 
committed for this as the proper and right place of 
voting, the people so recognized it, and in fact 
It was de facto and 


Monroe county. The votes were taken by the 
proper officers of the election, taken fairly, good 
and legal votes all of them. ‘The people, the par- 
ties, the law officers, and everybody believed and 
thought properly taken. ‘The technicality now is 
an afterthought, and based on an after run line, 
This fact is not, and connot, be denied, that a 
majority of the legal voters, whites over twenty- 
one years of age, residing in the district, voted for 
Miller. By technically sticking in the bark, does 
the chairman expect to disfranchisea congressional 
district of lowa, and more than disfranchise it— 
not only stifle its vote. and voice, but actualiy 
have it misrepsented? The Democracy did not 
act thus in the New Jersey case, over State seals 
and Governor’s certificates—they said the will of 
the majority should prevail; and yet this is a much 
clearer and stronger case. The House ought to 
lay the law up by the side of the facts, and place 
the geography and the proof in the case in juxta- 
position. If it were a case of ejectment belore a 
jury, we could not doubt what would be the ver- 
dict. ; 

{Here Mr. T., speaking from the rostrum, ex- 
hibited a map of lowa, and read from the laws of 
lowa, and the evidence as applicable to the case. 
The map or delineation of the country, and the 
remarks in connection with it, cannot be now re- 
ported. ] 

He only had time to allude to the vote in Boone 
township, in Dallas county—this he considered too 
clear to be further alluded to. It was useless to 
discuss further, or more than this and the Kanes- 
ville votes, for if they were for Miller, he was 
elected by the admission of all, and even if by 
possibility Boone township could be counted, 
Miller was no doubt still elected by a majority of 
the legal voters of the district. The strained quib- 
bles about the place of voting, might do in a con- 
test about the return, or the right to a seat in Par- 
liament under the old rotten-borough English 
system. A tortfeasor or trespasser might at law 
cavil about the locus in quo, or a felon suckle about 
the venue or an alibi; but in the face of manifest 
right, to cripple the elective franchise, and against 
all equity, to stifle and drown the voice of Kanes- 
ville, is surely undemocratic, anti-republican, 
against the former decisions of this House, and 
against manifest right. 

Concede to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Srrone] everything he claims, and yet when 
the Boone township vote is rejected and the 
Kanesville vote received, Miller is elected. Upon 
these two points or issues the committee voted 
in Miller’s favor. I will not fatigue the House 
with arithmetical additions and subtractions—all 
admit the case narrows itself down to three points. 
If the two I have discussed are against the incum- 
‘bent, he should be ousted. I concur with the 


|| chairman, that itis unnecessary to draw into this 
| discussion extraneous matter. 
question of expulsion, ought to be the judgment | 


What, upon a 


of the House for the alleged connection of the 
incumbent with the abstraction of the Kanesville 
poll-book, is not now involved in this contest, and 
I therefore will not speak of it. It seems to me 
one or two propositions conclusive of the case are 
obvious. The Boone township, in Dallas county, 
is not in the congressional district, nor contigu- 
ous, nor exactly west or north of it; nor is Dallas 
county, in fact or law, Polk county. 

I do not think there can be a sensible pretext.or 
As to 
Kanesville, I have already spoken; it lies west- 


wardly from Monroe, was in fact attached to it for 
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election purposes-—control:and jurisdiction as to 
this matter of elections was de Facto exercised. by 
Monroe; no other county, either de jure or de facto, 
exercised jurisdiction—the parties, voters, officers 
recognized and are committed to it as proper and 
right, and when the laws of lowa are examined as 
cumulative acts or remedial: statutes, and an equi- 
table and just interpretation given to them, Tuome- 
son will be amoved and Miller rightfully adjudged 
to be entitled to the disputed séat. ae 

There is a trite saying, “that nobody knows who 
is Governor until after the election’’—this, I hardly 
think, can be said of Congressmen, for it seems 
even after the election, the man having a majority 
of votes may not be elected, and even after the 
election it cannot be told who is the member. Con- 
gress once or twice has sent the contestants back 
to the people; and whether they meant to stultify 
themselves by deciding that they could not tell 
what votes were good or bad, or could not count 
them and tell who received the most, I will not 
undertake to say. But to me it seems, although 
just now they have disfranchised half the electors 
in France, and from it, I presume, in due time 
will have a revolution—it seems to me, I repeat, 
rather radical, rather revolutionary, or too conserv- 
ative and particular, | do not know which, to un- 
dertake to decide in this country, that a majority 
of the legal qualified voters within the congressional 
district, given bona fide, fairly and justly toa can- 
didate, does not elect him, Precedents and former 
decisions may have, and perhapa ought to have, 
but little weight; but 1 hope with dignity, jus- 
tice, and not by partisan feeling, this case will bè 
decided. 

Mr. McDONALD said, he desired to say a few 
words on this question, in addition to what had 
been so ably said by the gentleman from Penngyl- 
vania, the chairman of the Committee of Elections. 


| He desired to treat the subject fairly and dispas- 


sionately, divested of all political prejudices and 
partisan feelings. And as he was now to be called 
on to give his judgment, under the sacred obliga- 
tions of his solemn oath, he trusted he should be 
able to acquit himself as a sworn juror feels bound 
to do when called on to render his honest verdict 
in the case before him. 

He expressed his regret that it had become too 
inuch the practice to suffer party feelings to influ- 
ence us when called on to decide cases of 
this character. The Constitution under which we 
act clothes us with power to judge of the qualifi- 
cations of members of this House; and it imposes 
this as a duty upon us, from which there is no 
escape. But in rendering our decisiohs, we are to 
go to the law and the testimony, and we cannot go 
a step beyond that. 

The question now presented to the House had 
settled down to three mooted points. All the 
minor matters in controversy seem to have been 
disposed of. The first of these relates to the ad- 
mission of the votes of Boone county. It is alleged 
in the report of the minority of the committee, 
‘* this township of Boone and the county of Boone 
are in fact not in the first, but in the second con- 
gressional district of Iowa.” And his friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Tuomrson,] who had just taken 
his seat, seemed to suppose that he had established 
this fact beyond the reach of controversy. On this 
point, however, he (Mr. McD.) came to a differ- 


| ent conclusion; and if every point which was con- 


troverted here was as clear to his judgment as 
this, he should never feel much difficulty in coming 
to a decision. What was it? The constitution 
of Iowa contains this provision: “No county 
shall be divided in forming a congressional, sena- 
torial, or representative district?” And it further 
provides that “any country attached to any county 
for judicial purposes, shall, unless otherwise pro- 
vided for, be considered as forming a part of said 
county for election purposes.’ By a statute of 
the Legislature of Iowa, of January 17, 1846, the 
counties of Boone, Story, and Dallas, were attached 
to Polk county. In view of all these facts, he 
called on the gentlemen who had prepared and 
endorsed this minority report, to say how they 
could decide that the votes of the citizens of Boone 
county shall be excluded, without dividing the 


j country which the constitution declares shall form 


a part of the county, and thus overriding the laws 
of the State of Iowa, The minority report says 
that Boone is not to be considered as a part of 
Polk county “ for revenue, election, and judicial 
purposes,” while the constitution of Lowa declares * 


z 
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that it shall for all such purposes be considered a 
part of the county. 

Mr. HOLMES here interposed a question, which 
was not heard. 

Mr. McDONALD (resuming) referred toa por- 
tion of the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, on the subject of the course which the lines 
run, which he thought very facetious. Because 
the act of the Legislature of Iowa, dividing the 
State into two congressional districts, added to the 
second congressional district ‘all the country 
north of a line from the northwest corner of the 
county of Polk, running west to the Missouri 
river,” he insisted that Boone could not be re- 
garded as a portion of the first congressional dis- 
trict. But if the gentleman found any looseness 
in the latter part of this section, there could be no 


doubt of the meaning of the constitutional pro- | 


vision, that “ any country attached to any county 
for judicial purposes shall, wnless otherwise pro- 
vided for, be considered as forming a part of said 
county,” &c. For the purpose of holding elec- 
tions, it is necessary that there should have been 
some provision made for the citizens of Boone to 
return their votes for Congress elsewhere, if it was 


not to be considered as attached to the county; and | 


it was not pretended that any other place had been 
appointed for the county of Boone. The law had 
not provided any separate precinct, and they were 
to be regarded as part of the county of Polk, 
“until otherwise provided for.” 

This was the first point made- by the minority 
of the committee in their report, and, to his mind, 
nothing could be more clear and conclusive against 
it than the constitutional and legislative provisions 
of the State. The gentleman from Kentucky 
had indulged in some facetious remarks to the 
chairman of the committee, charging him with 
speaking like a lawyer. Now, in his opinion, it 
was much better that this question should be dis- 
cussed in the spirit of a lawyer, than in that of a 
politician. While we stick to the law and the 
testimony, we shall most probably go right; but 
if we are to suffer ourselves to be influenced by 
political considerations, it was impossible to see 
whither they may not lead us. 

The second proposition, which had Jed to a di- 
versity of opinion in the committee, was in refer- 
ence to the votes in Dallas county. The testimony 
proved that there were fifty-two persons who went 
to the polls at Dallas county, and voted there, 
whi, it is contended, were not legal voters, be- 
cause they lived south of the southerly line of 
Dallas county. And the committee with great 
unanimity adopted the following resolution, which 
is imbodied in the minority report: 

“Resolved, That the votes cast in the county of Dallas, by 
persons proved to have been residing, at the time, south of 
the southerly line of Dallas, be rejected and disallowed.” 

. The position laid down in this resolution is un- 
doubtedly correct, and cannot be successfully con- 
troverted. ; 

Mr. VAN DYKE asked how the gentleman 
could show that the rejection of these votes was 
the act of the minority ? 


Mr. McDONALD said he would reply to that. | 


The question was taken in the committee on re- 
jecting these votes, and was decided in the affirra- 
ative—ayes_ 7, noes 2—the affirmatives being 
Messrs. S."W. Harris, I. G. Harris, Disney, 
Van Drxe, Asus, and Srrone; the negatives 
Messrs. McGauauey and Anprews. Thus the 
committee had almost unanimously decided that 
persons living west of Dallas county, if they re- 
sided south of the southerly line of the county, 
had no right to vote at a precinct in said county; 
and that all such votes so cast should be rejected. 

Mr. VAN DYKE reminded the gentleman that 
there was not one of the resolutions submitted in 
the report which was not adopted by a majority 
of the members of the committee. There was no 
vote of the minority. 

Mr. McDONALD insisted that the minority 
had plated a resolution at the end of their report 
that the votes given in Dallas county by persons 
residing south of the southerly line of the county 
should be rejected. It had been shown, that by 


the laws of the State, all territory lying west of | 


the county was attached to the county for revenue, 
judicial and election purposes. ‘These gentlemen 


who prepared the report of the minority have de- | 


cided correctly that persons living south of the 
southerly line of Dallas and coming there to vote, 
must be rejected. If this proposition be correct— 


and I “maintain it is—if these persons are to be 
rejected because they resided south of a certain 
line—how is it that the committee have come to 
the conclusion that the votes of persons coming 
from beyond the northern line of Monroe county, 
and given at Kanesville, shall be admitted as a part 
of the Monroe county vote? If the principle be 
good as relates to Dallas county, it is equally good 
as relates to Monroe. If the people of Kanesville 
hada right to vote in Monroe county, the people 
south of Dallas had a right to vote in Dallas. | 
The people of Kanesville ought to be excluded as 
much as those of Dallas. 

The report of the minority says that “ although 
there was at the time no governmental line run 
between the county of Monroe and the country 
lying north of it, yet there was an understood 
line, a claimed line, an admitted line.?> Now, he 
had tried to find out where this understood line, 
this imaginary line could be traced, but he had 
come to the conclusion that it existed nowhere 
but in the brains of the gentlemen who prepared 
this report. 

The fact appears to be, that a number of Mor- 
mons came and settled at Kanesville, and held no 
intercourse with the other citizens of the State. 
About the month of June or July, 1848, one Wil- 
liam Picket came there. He was originally from 
Illinois. From Kanesville he started to the east- 
ern tier of counties to effect an organization of 
this Mormon precinct, and the next we hear of 
him is at the house of one Townsend, and consult- 
| ing with him about the organization of an election 
precinct at Kanesville. Here is the evidence, 
which every member can read. It seems that 
there was no other person who knew anything 
about the location of Kanesville. Orson Hyde, 
when asked if Kanesville was not understood to 
be west of Monroe county, replied, “ that he did 
not hear much said about it.” When the com 
missioners of Monroe county asked Picket where 
he wanted the precinct, he said at Kanesville, 
which he believed was due west from Monroe 
county. ~ 

He proceeded to reply to the argument of the | 
minority, in their report, that the sitting member 
was estopped from resisting the admission of the 
votes given at Kanesville, because everything was | 
fairly conducted, and the poll-book was kept 
with more than usual care and regularity. He 
contended that the people of Kanesviile had no right 
to the exercise of the franchise, inasmuch as they j 
were mere wanderers, in search of ahome. The 
testimony of Orson Hyde proved, that they only 
looked on Kanesville as a stopping-place, on their 
journey to the Valley of the Salt Lake, which was 
theirulumate destination. The Mormons did not re- 
gard Kanesville as their permanent location. They 
had determined to make their homeon the Salt Lake, 
They were collected, as the testimony proves, from 
all parts of the United States, and from the differ- 
ent quarters of the world. A large portion went 
from the State of Missouri. They held no inter- 
course with the citizens of Monroe county. Driven 
away from Illinois, they seemed to have been | 
all at once impressed with a sense of the value of 
the elective franchise. This Picket. met Orson 
Hyde on the plains, while on his way to his po- 
litical mission. That mission (Mr. McD. said) 
was, to organize a Whig precinct at Kanesville— 
intimating that he had been led to do this in con- 
sequence of an arrangement made between him 
and Mr. Fitz Henry Warren, who was chairman 
of the State executive committee. He alleged, 
that according to report, Mr. Warren had ad vanced i 
Picket $2,000, to promote the object of his mis- 
sion; although, from a letter published with the: 
testimony, Mr. Warren makes it appear that the 
| whole amount furnished him was $140. Thus, so 
far from this being an organization, made by the 
political friends of the sitting member, it was one | 
gotten up under the management of Fitz Henry | 
Warren, and paid for out of the funds of the Whig | 
central committee of lowa. But the evidence does 
not end here. Orson Hyde, presiding elder of the 
Mormon church, at Kanesville, according to his 
own testimony, wrote an epistle to the Kanesville 
church, and sent it by the hand of Fitz Henry 
Warren, urging the Mormons to vote the Whig 
ticket. And Mr. Warren wrote a ‘friendly letter 
of introduction,” in behalf of Hyde, to Mr. Tru- | 
man Smith, Senator fof the United States. Thus | 
armed, they each started on their respective jour- | 


i} neys: Mr. Warren to Kanesville, and Hyde to the |! 


Federal city—the one in Search of votes, the other 
in search of a printing office; and’ both; it seems; 
from the testimony before us, were successful. 
Hyde is not certain that his letter to Truman 
Smith was of any service to. him; but if Mr; Wats 
ren was examined, | doubt whether he could say 
as much, in reference to the. letter from: Hyde to’ 
the church. So much for that part of the minority’ 
report that claims that all was fair in the organiza-' 
tion and subsequent élection at Kanesville, and for 
the insinuation that the friends of the sitting mem= 
ber had produced it. : fee 

But Mr. McD. contended that these Mormons: 
were not citizens of the State of Iowa, within the 
meaning of her constitution and laws, and ‘he 
expressed his determination not to vote for an 
extension of the elective franchise to such wan- 
derers as these. He regarded the law as only 
conferring the right on those who had not merely 
a domicil, but a residence and interest in the coun- 
try. Ifacitizen of the United States goes abroad, 
and chooses to wander through foreign, countries, 
when he returns home he is not treated as an alién, 
but resumes the rights he had temporarily laid 
down. Butif an alien comes here to settle, and, 
does not become a citizen of the United States in 
due form of law, he is not entitled to participate in 
the franchise which belongs to a citizen. How, 
then, shall it be argued that we ought to allow 
these wandering Mormons—collected from alt 
countries, and fixed to no particular spot—to vote 
at the polls? Does their case present itself to: us 
in so strong an aspect as to induce us to trample’ 
on the laws of the State of Iowa, for the purpose 
of admitting them to vote? í 

He then proceeded to notice the last part of the 
minority report; and here he was surprised at the 
nature and character of the allegations and asser- 
tions. Itis the peculiar province of a report to 


|| place before the House facts as they exist, without 


any’attempt to garble and conceal anything thatit 
is material for the House to know; and yet in the 
concluding part of this minority report we find a 
total departure from every principle of fairness, 
with the view of including in the count as many 
of the Mormon voters as went from the south- 
west of Dallas county into that county and voted: 
as possible. The minority report makes. this 
singular and unwarrantable statement—'* Now if 
Marion county be twenty miles wide from north to 
south, then these voters resided in fact in Dallas,’* 
and that, too, when the gentleman who drafted it. 
had before him positive proof that Marion county 
was just twenty-four miles wide from: north. to 
south, as designated by congressional townships, 
being just four townships in width, each of which, 
as every man of ordinary information knows, is 
just six miles in extent. But the framer of this 
report, in the face of this evidence is willing, on his 
own responsibility, to clip four miles off one side 
of an organized county in order to make it appear 
that certain admitted illegal votes were legal. But 
this is not all: he proceeds to say inthis report, 
“that if Kanesville has been properly located by 
the sitting member, and if Monroe bemore than 
twenty miles wide, of which we have no certain 
evidence, then these votes are brought so near the 
line as to render it impossible to determine that 
they lived south of the line.” Here again, the 
framer of this report undertakes to slur over the 
evidence, for the purpose of creating a false impres- 
sion as to the extent of Monroe county; he says, 
«if Monroe county be more than twenty miles 
wide, of which we have no certain evidence,” — 
then why assert hypothetically that it is, if there is 
no evidence of it? But there is evidence, not that 
Monroe county is more than twenty miles wide, 
but that it is only eighteen wide, no more and no 
less, being three congressional townships in ex- 
tent; and the framer of this report had the evidence 
before him, if he had chosen to examine it; but 
for party purposes and to include votes that he 
admitted to be illegal, he makes a difference of four 
miles in one county, and two in another. What 
confidence is to be placed in a report that discloses 
such a total disregard of the evidence, and such an 
evident design to. warp the testimony to accom- 
plish party purposes? It is altogether unworthy 
of respect, and its conclusions are not deserving of 


ij any confidence. 


He would not detain the House longer. -He 
reiterated, in conclusion, that if the persons rest- 
ding south of Dallas county were not entitled to 
vote, then those residing north of Monroe county 


ought to be rejected. - The voters in both counties 
were, doubtless, acting in the belief that they were 
legally exercising their. privilege as citizens; but 
if the right of one portion is to be denied, the 
right of the other must also be refused. He trusted 
‘thal, in their eagerness to preserve the right 
of the elective franchise, gentlemen would not per- 
mit themselves to. be- carried so. far. as to override 
the constitution.and the laws of the State of lowa. 

He-concluded withcalling on the House to throw 
aside all party and political: prejudices, and to de- 
cide this question on its merits. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY obtained -the floor, and 
yielded to a motion that the House adjourn. 

Which was agreed to, 
~ And the House adjourned. 


, PETITIONS, &e. 

“The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr. MATTESON: The petition of Doctor John Me- 


Call and 15 other surgeons and physicians of Utica, Oneida 
county, New York, in behalf of the medical officers of the 


navy» š 
By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition of William Davis and 
80 other citizens of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, 


praying Congress so to amend the revenue Jaw of 1846 that’ 


the prosperity of the country and the dignity of labor may 
de preserved and perpetuated. 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Samuel 
Heddon, Peter Barnhard, and 107 others; the petition of 
Thomas Robison, George Blankly, and 4] others; and the 
petition of John L. Grove, Jushua Hixon, and 63 others, 
citizens of Bedford county, Penn-ylvania, praying for a mail- 
route fram Bloody Run, Bedford county, Pennsylvania, via 
Clearville, Robison, and Wartordsburg, to Hancock, Mary- 
Jand, a distance of 35 miles. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Ð. C. Byens and 39 
others, citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to repeal or modify the tariff of 1846—change of 
the system of ad valorem to specific duties of sufficient 
amount to protect the Jabor and capital of the country. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of A. D. Peck, William 
#1. Peck, and 40 others interested in vessels navigating Long 
Island sound, prayiug that a spar-bnoy may be placed on 
Glover's reef, near port Chester, in the county of Westches- 
ter, New York. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee: The petition of 108 cit- 
izens of Stewart county, ‘Tennessee, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a mail-route from Dover, in said county, to Con- 
cord, Kentueky. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mi-sissippi: The remonstrance of 
L. K. Barber and 460 other citizens of the district of lands 
subject to saleat Washington, Mississippi, against the remo- 
val of the land office from Washington to Monticelio. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The memorial of 26 physicians 
and surgeons of Buffalo, New York, praying that the grades 
of the medical officers of the navy shall have the same 
degree of rank relatively to officers of the line in the navy, 
as corresponding gradcs of medical officers of the line in 
the army. ; 

By Mr. CALVIN: The petition of Hugh D. Parker and 
John McCabe and 29 other citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for a modification of the tariff of 1846. 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of William T. Wof- 
ford, captain of company E, Georgia mounted battalion, 
and 55 others of that battalion, remonstrating against te 
delay in the settlement of their claims for horses lost in the 
Mexican war, and praying that some means be devised for 
the more speedy settlement and payment of said claims. 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: The memorial of passengers on 
hoard the steamship Falcon, near Chagres, New Granada, 
bound for Catifornia, setting forth the grievances and impo- 
sitions practiced upon them by the officers and owners of 
the California line of Steamers, and praying Congress for 
immediate action in the premises, to prevent such imposi- 
tions and injustice. 

By Mr. FREEDLEY: The petition of Hiram Corson, M. 
D., and 10 others of the medical faculty of Montgomery 
county, Pennsylvania, asking that the grades of medical 
officers of the navy shall have the same degree of rank rel- 
atively to the officers of the line in the navy, as correspond- 
ing grades of medical officers in the army now possess rel- 
atively to officers of the line in the army. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenvespay, June 26, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of the Inte- 
rior, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 3d instant, calling for information in 
relation to the applications.of private claimants to 
the Hot Springs of Arkansas, or lands surround- 
ing those springs, reserved from sale since 1832, 
together with the action of the General Land Office 
and other executive denarments. 

On motion of Mr. FELCH, 

Ordered, That the report and accompanying documents 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The motion to print was then referred to the 
Corninitiee on Printing. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a memorial from John Vanderlyn, asking per-- 


mission to.erect in one of the public reservations 


; : 7 
in. the city of Washington a building for paneramic 
exhibitions; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of the State of New Jersey, asking that the bill 
providing for the free navigation of the St. Law- 
rence river may not become a law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. I have received and present to 
the Senate the petition of citizens of Everetsville, 
in the State of North Carolina, who, being anxious 
to remove from our land the greatest cause of dis- 
cord, and to secure the future welfare, harmony, 
and permanency of the Union, having in view an 
object upon. which we believe the great body of all 
parties and of every section of the Union can 
unite, would ask Congress to pass a bill to remove 
from the country all that portion of the African 
race who are both willing and ready. to-emigrate 
to Africa; that suitable provision be made for their 
real wants for one year after their arrival in 
Africa; and, asa greater inducement to emigrate,’ 
that a bounty of land be given them on their arri 
val, upon which, with economy and industry, 
they could support themselves. $ i 

In presenting this petition, I will remark that I 
know nothing myself of its signers, or indeed of 
its gehuineness; but I submitted it to a gentleman 
from North Carolina, in the other House, who 
assures me that they are among the most respect- 
able citizens of the State, and that the individual 
heading the petition has given evidence of his 
sincerity in the matter by emancipating -and 
making provision for the removal of fifty slaves. 

Mr. HALE also presented a petition from 
Julian De Valeourt, Vicompte De Vaudray, Wal- 
singham Wellington, Napoleon Gustavus Vaza, 
and other citizens of Highland Hills, New York, 
to the same effect; both of which were received 
and ordered to lie on the table. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL IN DELAWARE. i 


Mr. WALES. I desire to present to the Senate 
the resolutions and proceedings of a public meet- 
ing in Wilmington, Delaware, favorable to the 
compromise bill now before the Senate. I recog- 
nize among the members of that meeting many 
highly valued friends, and gentlemen of high 
worth and intelligence. As the resolutions are 
short, and very well expressed, I will, if there is 
no objection, read them: 

Whereas, in the opinion of this meeting, a great majority 
of the people of the State of Delaware preter the interests 
of the whole country to the feelings or prejudices of any 
section thereof: the prosperity and happiness of the people 
to the success of any partisan or personal measures; the 
maintenance of “the Union” to the testing of abstract and 
impracticable ideas, and hence desire the speedy termina- 
tion of the present angry and dangerous controversy be- 
tween opposing sections of our country: ‘Therefore be it 
resolved— 

Ist. That further prolongation of the agitation and excite- 
ment which have arisen from the differing views and opin- 
ions of the citizens of the slaveholding and non-slaveholding 
States, in reference to various questions connected with the 
institution of slavery, tends to the formation of geographical 
parties, and is therefore hostile and hazardous to the perma- 
nence of the Federal Union. 4 

2d. That the people of the State of Delaware believe that 


by the exereise of the same spirit of conciliation which 
created it, and thatin the opinicn of this meeting the bill 
now before the Senate of the United States, reported by 
Henry Cray, as chairinan of the Committee of ‘Thirteen, 
is founded on the sacrifice of individual and sectional feel- 
ings for ihe advancement of the general weifare, and pre- 
sents the most practicable mode of adjusting questions 
which cannot be setiled except by compromise. 

3d. That the interests of Delaware iimperatively demand 
that her Senators and Representatives in Congress should 
use their best exertions to secure the passage of the © com- 
promise bilt,” and that by such a course they will be acting 
in accordance with the almost unanimous opinion of their | 
constituents. 

4th. That the proceedings of this meeting, signed by the 
president, and attested by the secretaries, be published. in 
all the papers of the State, and that copies be forwarded by 
the president to our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, with a request that they be presented to the bodies of | 
which they are respectively members, 


Perhaps I ought to observe that through private 
advices | learn that a meeting of those who are 
unfavorable to the compromise is to be held this 
week, and I may, therefore, have another set of 
resolutions to present before the vote is taken on 
the bill. 

he resolutions were then ordered to lie on the 
table, and the motion to print was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to which was re- 
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ferred the House dill for the relief of Hiram Moore 
and John Hascall, reported back the sdme without 
amendment.. ; = 


BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. DOUGLAS asked the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce a bill to establish post 
routes in the Territory of Oregon. = 

No objection haying been made, the bill was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to. the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Š 

THE TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO.‘ 

Mr. FOOTE. | desire to offer the following 
resolution of inquiry: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quesied to inform the Senate, as early as practicable, wheth- 
er any person bas been by him appointed civil or military 


i govenor of New Mexico since the 4th day of March, 16493 


and, if so, whether the sawe individual coutinues stih to 
act In that capacity, or whether be has been succeeded by 
some other person? Also, that he be requested to inform 
tie Senate whether the said civil and military governor has 
ree cived instructions from the Executive, or any depart- 
ment of the Government, to take measures for tbe organi- 
zation of a State government for said territory, 0r to aid aud 
advise th iuhabitants within its Jimits in furtherance of 
such organization; and, further, tat he be requested lo 
communicate to the Senate all orders, written or oral, and 
instructions given to, or correspondence heid with, any per- 
sou as civil and military governor in New Mexico on the 
subject of said State organization; and, further, whether 
the following ** proclamation,” viz: 

« Whereas the people of New Mexico, by pulfic meeting 
held in the several counties of this Territory, expressed a 
desire to hold a convention fur the formation of a State con- 
stitution, and to urge upon Congress the admission of this 
Territory into the Union as a State: Therefore, I, Joun 
MONROE, civil and military governor of the said Territory 
of New Mexico, do hereby direct that the qualified electors 
of said Territory shall assemble at the preciacts of their re- 
specuve counties oun Monday, the 6th day of May next, be- 
tween the rising and the setting of the sun, tÒ vote by baliot 
for delegates to a convention to bs held at Santa Fé on 
Monday, the 15th of May next, as follows: 

For the county of ‘laos 

se ne Rio Ve 


‘“ “ Sapta Fé. 
“ s San Migue 
“ “ Santa Ana. 
“ (i Bernilillo,. 
“ s Valencia. 


“ The prefects shali designate convenient precincts in 
their respective counties, and shall appoint three discreet 
persons as judges of election in the several precincts. Other- 
wise said elecuon shall be conducted in manner und form 
as prescribed in the jaws of the territory under the ttle of 
Selection,’ except that the prefect’s clerk of each county 
shall, with the assistance of the prefect, examine aud cast up 
the vutes given to each candidate ; shall give a certificate 
ot election to the person having the largest number of votes, 
and shail transmit to the secretary of the ‘Verrilory, a tair 
abstract of all the votes given, within four days iroum the 
day of election. s s 

“ Given under my hand, atthe government house, in the 
city of Santa Fé, tiis 23d day ot April, A. D. 1850. 

« JOHN MUNROE, 

« Military and Civil Governor of New Mexico.” 
purporting to be issued on the 23d of April, 1850, by John 
Munroe, military and civil governor of New Mexico, has 
been issued under the direcuon and sanction of the Presi- 
dent. 


Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senate will now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this resolution, and that 
no objection will be offered to it. 

Mr. HALE. 1 object if it will give rise to any 


aar: 0 A eve | | debate. 
a Constitution founded in compromise should be maintaineu || 


Mr. FOOTE. Will the Senator allow me one 
remark ? 

Mr. HALE. I wili notobject if it will not give 
rise to any debate. f 

Mr. FOOTE. Ihave no idea that it will take 
more than a minute to dispose of the résolution. 
Senators will have perceived that the proclamation 
referred to hasbeen published in all the newspapers 
this morning, and without contradiction., it ap- 
pears to be authentic, so far as the action of the 
lieutenant-colonel is concerned. 1 desire to be 
allowed to make an explanauon of my movements 
this morning, and to say that k am not inclined 
hastily to condemn any man, and especially hign 
government officers, upon mere suspicion, and 
without proof of iniquitous and improper conduct, 


‘Lam very far, and Í hope all will so understand 


me, from presuming in advance that the President 
of the United States, orany Cabinet officer, has par- 
ticipated in the transactions which seem already to 
have occurred in New Mexico, and | am therefore 
extremely anxious that the earliest opportunity 
should be afforded to those gentlemen, one and all, 
to acquit themselves from all charges or suspicion 
in the premises. All must perceive that this gov- 
ernor, this civil and military governor of New 
Mexico, as he styles himself, if he really bas issued 
this proclamation, has had the daring effrontery to 
take it upon himself, without constitutional ‘au- 
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thority, to settle by the sword the delicate bound- 
ary question now under consideration in this and 
the other House of Congress. Some one has been 
guilty of a most flagrant and outrageous act of 
usurpation, in volving considerations of momentous 
interest, and it is important to us and to the coun- 
try that the actual parties to this high misdemeanor 
should be discovered and exposed, in order. that 
the highest punishment which our institutions ad- 


mit may be visited: upon those who may be shown | 
to have dared thus to. transcend and violate the | 


Constitution. ; 

Under these circumstances, I say again, in con- 
clusion, that I hope Senators will make no objec- 
tion to the adoption of this reso!ution, making, as 
it does, no assault upon any one in particular; and 
that they will unite with me in according the ear- 
liest opportunity to. the President and his Cabinet 
advisers to acquit themselves, as I trust they will 
do, from all improper conduct in reference to this 
matter. It is simply a resolution of inquiry, call- 
ing for information which, for various reasons 
connected with the deliberations of this body at 
the present time, in my judgment, every facility 
should be afforded us in obtaining. 

Several Sewarors. Let itie over. 

Mr, FOOTE, Itisa mere resolution of inquiry; 
and if the advocates of the Administration object 
to it, very well. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I object to this subject being 
introduced “without a full understanding of it, 
when other important subjects are pending. 

Mr. FOOTE, Itis only a-resolution of inquiry. 

Objection being thus made, the resolution there- 
fore lies over under the rule. a 
TRIAL OFISSUESIN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

On motion of. Mr. DOWNS, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the. Whole, took up for considera- 
tion Senate bill No. 32, being “a bill to regulate 
appeals from the trials of issues in the District of 


, Columbia.’? 


“Mr. BUTLER. The question is on the amend- 
‘ment recommended by the committee to strike out 
from the bill those words which would give the 
law a retrospective effect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that there is an amendment to the amend- 

®ment, which is to strike out the words ‘“ have 
arisen.’’ 

"Mr. HALE. 
Senate. to a single fact. When this case was in 
the Supreme Court, upon a bill of exceptions 
taken from the decree of the orphans’ court, and 
dismissed for want of jurisdiction, the Chief Jus- 
tice, in delivering his opinion in this case, which. 
I suppose this bill looks to, referreg with appro- 
bation, twice, in about two pages, to the act of the 
Legislature of Maryland, which was passed to 
-remed y exactly the defect which was found to exist 
inthe law in this case. He referred with approba- 
tion to that feature of the law of Maryland which 
‘made ‘it apply to cases that had already risen, as 
well’ as to those which might arise. The Chief 
Justice said— : 

“ [n 1832 an act was passed authorizing a writ of error in 
such cases, and staying proceedings in the inferior courts 
until a decision was had in the appellate court; and thislaw 
embraces cases which had been tried before its passage, as 
well as those which should afterwards take place. But 
from 1788 down to the passage of this act of Assembly; we 

- find no trace of a writ of error sued out in a case like this. 
The absence of any such proceeding for many years is the 
strongest evidence Öf the construction put upon the law, 
and of the opinion entertained by the bar of the State, that 
the writ would not lie. For many issues from the orphans, 
court mutt have been tried during that period of time, which 
would bave given rise to the writ of error, if it had been 
supposed to be warranted by law.” 

Now, it seems to me that if the committee found 
that it was just and right to make a general law 
applicable to all cases, there was no earthly reason 
why this case should be excepted from the opera- 
tion of the general. law which the exigencies of 
the public require. [understand that it is the 
unanimous opinion of the bar of this city that 
public justice requires an act: like this; because 
they cannot, get justice.under the law as it now 
stands. "And if you are now to provide a remedy 
for the future, why not remedy the past, if you can 
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without going. in. op| 
It- seems to me that where justice requires such an 
act.as.this, the safest course for Congress will be 
to make it ‘retroactive as well as prospective. I 
think if there be an error, it will be in striking out 
this retroactive clause. We cannot possibly com- 
mit a fatal error by giving the bill this feature. 
But I will not go into a discussion of the matter. 
I wish simply to say, that if a law for purposes of 
justice requires this améndment, I cannot see why 
it should not cover cases which have arisen as 
well as those which may’ arise. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope, Mr. President, that 
the vote will be taken--upon: this amendment. 
This is now the third time this-bill has been before 
the Senate, and it has been-postponed just as the 
vote on the question was about-to be taken. The 
bill provides, as the Senate has already learned, 
for appeals from the orphans’ court in cases that 
are now pending or that may hereafter arise; but 
the committee recommend the striking out of that 
feature of it which would give it a retrospective 
Operation, and embrace all cases that have arisen 
within the last five years. I stated before that, if 
this kind of provision was passed into.a law, there 
are many instances in which vested rights would 
have to be disturbed and judgments reversed. I 
speak particularly in referencé to the case adverted 
to by the Senator. from New Hampshire. There 
were.in that case two issues—the first, marriage or 
no marriage; the second, devisavil vel non, or will 
or no will. 

Mr. FOOTE. f am not disposed to interfere 
with the course of remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, but I rise to a point of order; 
which is, whether in discussing this particular 
amendment it is in order to discuss the merits of a 
special or particular case? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would not be 
proper to discuss the merits of a particular case, 
but it might be necessary to refer to certain facts 
connected with it, for the purpose of illustration. 

Mr. BUTLER, If my friend from Mississippi 
had sat still, he would have seen ina moment that 
I had no idea of going into the merits of that par- 
ticular case. But I have aright to speak of the 
judgment in any case, and of the points at issue 
on which that judgment was given. As to the 
facts of the case, | have no idea of going into 
them; but the issues I must allude to, or I cannot 
speak of the jadgment. I say, therefore, that upon 
this case there were two issues upon which the 


phans’ court that there could be no administration 
granted upon the ground that there was a mar- 
riage, nor any on the ground that there was a 
will. These were the issues decided, and under 
that judgment there has been a partial partition of 
the real estate which was litigated. Then, sir, E 
regard that judgment as final, so far as regards the 
rights of the parties—as final as'any other judg- 
ment could be in any other case. It is one of 
those judgments which cannot be opened . without 
affecting the rights of third parties. Part.of the 
land has been sold, and part of it has been distrib- 
ted to satisfy the demands of the creditors. 
Then, sir, L contend titat, so far as regards the 
legislation of these States, there are but two in- 
stances that Í can refer to—one in Connecticut and 
one in Maryland—in which a retrospective opera- 
tion has been given to a bill of this kind, to give 
remedies where remedies did not exist before. 
And, sir, the case alluded to as existing in Mary- 
land does not at all reach the one now under con- 
sideration; for there the question was, ‘will or no 
will,” or whether the party hada right to make a 
will; and it was before that question was decided 
that the party, by the aid of his counsel, procured 
an act of the Legislature to be passed, giving the 
right to appeal from that issue. But hère, sir, we 
are asked to go back and.give remedies in cases 
which have been disposed of within. the last five 
years, and to unsettle rights which have been ac- 
quired as perfectly as they could under any other 
judgment. I object to the whole principle; it is 
one that is unknown in-the general legislation, of 


the States, and, if adopted here, I believe it would 


sition to the Constitution? 


judgment turned; and it was decided by the or- || 


: atany time hereafter, upon receiving a full transcript oft 


be the firat in the general legislation.of Congr: 
I have spoken-of itas a dangerous innovation u 
the principles. of our: Jegislation,tand I hopet 
this amendment will be adhered: to,: and’ that 
bill will be confined only to cases that. më 
after arise. {have nothing whatever to: 
the particular case named. i i 

Mr. WALKER. I am surprised to hear the 
Senator from South Carolina repeat his doctrine 
about vested rights. I will repeat but a few obser- 
vations which | made on a former occasion, with 
regard to the case to which he says it has particu- 
lar allusion. The case is like this: An individual: 
died, and application for letters of administration’ 
was made by a relative, a brother of the deceased. 
Pending that application, or after letters were’ 
granted, (I believe it was pending that applic: 
tion,) another.individual comes forward and ¢le 
to be the wife of the deceased, and makes applice 
tion for letters of administration. Her right: to’ 
administer was contested; and in the investigatioi 
of the matter.in the orphans’ court, an issue-w. 
made up whether there was or was nota: mar $ 
and sent to the circuit- court. | ln the trial of ‘that, 
issue, { believe it was alleged that error: e 
most manifest kind had been committed; and, un- 
der that trial, which occupied six weeks in at- 
tempts to prove the issue, there was no marriage: 
found. Letters of administration were conse- 
quently granted to the first applicant; he has gone 
on and administered partly on the estate. ; Nov 
I will ask the Senator from South Carolina, as 
lawyer, who was once a most eminent judge, if: 
he can point out a case either in England or Amer=. 
ica, where the acts of the administrator have been” 
deemed invalid when the letters have been 
voked? Can ke point me to a single case where 
the administration pro tanto has not been Suse 
tained ? he fess 

Mr. BUTLER. . Certainly not.. 0. 8 

Mr. WALKER. Then the administration, to` 
the extent that it has gone, will be good; an ; 
ters de bonis non can be granted. As far asi 
been made it will be valid. It does not vest. 
the act of the administrator, but the proper h 
independent of the widow’s. dower, will remain 
ander the order of the probate court. Saf oi 
tgnd there are no vested rights in. this matter; and’ 
it is astonishing that such a bugbear should be 
introduced here, when the Senator admits that the 
right vésted under the first administrator will not 
be valid. $ 

Again, the people, the lawyers, and everybody 
else—“ all the world and the rest of mankind’’—~ 
here, are clamoring for a reform of the judiciary, .; 
and it cannot be obtained. And when they ‘ask. 
them for incidental relief, under the existing. jadi 
ciary, they cannot get it. . The right, to:a change . 
of venue is by same contested; and the right of: . 
appeal is contested, particularly: in: those cases 
having a retroactive effect, and where it is shown 
that any vested rights. will be affected.” I wish to 
to see the people of the District enjoy the rights 
which belong to them under the law.. ‘I hope the 
question will be taken, and that the bill may be 
passed without the amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and a division being called for, there were 
for the amendment 27; against it 12. è 

So the amendment was agreed to. | i i 

The question then recurred on the motion to add’ 
the following additional sections: eh 


Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That the benefit of this’ 
act be, and the same is hereby extended to-all cases in 
which hills of exception may have been, or may hereafter 
be filed, and in which the verdiet on the trial of an issue: 
from the orphans’ court has been or may be certified by or- 
der of said circuit court, or ope of the judges thereof: Pros 
vided, however, ‘That the writ of error thereon shall be sued 
out within five years from the certificate of said verdict.” 

Sec. 7. and be it further enacted, That in case whe Sav. 
prems Court of the United States shalt, under the ‘provis- $ 
ions of this-act, reverse the rulings of said circuit courtya 
award a new trial of any issue heretofore certified up 
verdict, it shall and may be lawful for the orphan: 


wit 


whole proceedings in said circuit edurt;touchiig Asstt 
aud for the purpose of giving effect to any: sul 

dict which may be certified to said orphans? com 
out any judgment or order: heretofore. passed iri 
and tu make all necessary and- proper entries t 
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proceedings in said orphans? court, upon such notice to- the 
pariies and in such manieras may seem right and proper to | 
said orphans? court. i : 2 
Sec, 8. And-be if farther enacted, That it shall be lawful 
forthe Supreme Court, upon: motion made, to reinstate on 
hs docket any case coming within the purview of this. act 
which may heretofore have. heen dismissed for want of juris- 


~“@ietion only: Provided, The. court shall think the same 
-Tight and proper.” 


Mr DAYTON. Twill merely state to the Sen- 
ate that this will make the bill in substance the 
sanie as it originally was in this respect. - That 
provision has already been voted down by the 
Senate. This applies to. matters retrospective in 
their nature; and I think it is worse in this aspect 
than that which we have already voted. upon, :be- 
cause, so faras I can see, it gives power to the 
Supreme Court to lay aside everything which has 
been heretofore done. I think the sense of the 
Senate has already been sufficiently tested on this 
point. -I hope, therefore, we may take a final vote 
as soon as possible. : 

Mr: DOWNS: The amendment now offered, 
although it is very similar, is yet different, in some 
respects, from the provision referred to by the 
Senator from New Jersey. The object is the 
same—that this bill shall have a retroactive effect. 
The first proposition did not limit the time for 
the taking of an appeal; but’ this restricts it to 
five years. It therefore allows much less time 
than the original bill. : 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I desire to 
know. now upon what possible principle the re- 
troactive principle of this amendment should be 
limited to. five years? Why not make it six, or 
ten, or twenty? : 

Mr. DOWNS. To ‘prevent appeals being 
taken from cases which had been decided a long 
time before. ; 

#Mr. President, before.the vote -is taken, 1 wish 
to make one remark in reply to the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. ButLer,] who 
stated that it was a thing never heard of that Con- 
gress.should pass a law containing~the principle 
this ‘amendment proposes. When this subject 
was up before, I mentioned several cases of the 
kind. I mentioned the land case in Arkansas, 
where, by an act of Congress, it was referred back 
to the courts.. I have also mentioned an act passed 
by the last Congress, where, after an appeal had 
been decided against Florida, by an express act 
of Congress, a rehearing was ordered. It is not, 
then, an anomaly to pass an act of this kind, where 
the remedy should have a retroactive effect, for I 
have shgwn that you have granted appeals in cases 
which have already been decided. 

The yeas and nays on the amendment were 
called for by Mr. WALKER, and ordered. 

Mr: PRATT. Mr. President, at the request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Judicial Pro- 
ceedings, I have found the law of Maryland to 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hats] referred.  {t is the act of Maryland of 
1832, chapter 208, a part of which I beg leave to 
read: 

“Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
in all cases now pending, or which may hereafter arise, where 
an issue or issues have been taken, or may be sent by any 
orphans? court for trial aforesaid, in any county court of this 
Brate,” &e. . 

The act goes on to state that the court of ap- 
peals shall have jurisdiction in such case. 

Mr. FOOTE. This case will certainly ‘ here- 
after arise ” ifthe amendment be adopted. The 
law. which has been read by the Senator from 
Maryland seems to me to justify our. proceeding 
in this case; for if we adopt the amendment the 
case will “ hereafter arise.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to read what the 
Chief Justice of the United States says about. the 
act of Maryland of 1832. The Chief Justice says: 

sIn 1832 an act.was passed authorizing a writ of error in 
such cases, and staying proceedings in the inferior courts 
until a decision was had in the appellate court; and this law 
embraces cases which had been tried before its passage, as 
well as those which should hereafter take place.” 

The vote then being taken on the amendment by 
yeas and nays, it resulted as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Chase, Clemens, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Jones, Norris, Rusk, Soulé, Sturgeon, and Walker 


—I6. 


NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Cass, Clarke, Ciay, Davis of Massachusetts. 
Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Felch, 
Greene, Hunter, King, Mason, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt. 
Smith, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Wales, and Webster 


ol 


Sö the amendment was not agreed to. 


` peal should be taken. This bill proposes to abrogate 


| he motion was agreed to. 


| bill for the admission of California as a State into 


i the other public business of the country, we should 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendment which had been made was con- 
curred-in. See : 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill fora third reading, and it being still open to | 
amendment— - 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. President, I would merely | 
suggest that, in my judgment, there should be | 
some limitation on. the time within which an ap- 


the rule-of common law that no writ of error shall 
(be-tken from an interlocutory judgment. The 
reason for this rule is, that, ifa writ of error be 
taken out, proceedings in the case are suspended 
until that writ of error can be determined. I should 
like tò offer an amendment, to limit the time within 
which an appeal could be taken to one year. 

_ Mr. CLAY. I move to lay the bill on the table 
in order, to proceed to the’consideration of the or- 
der -of the day, and- in <order to give time to the 
honorable member from. Vermont to prepare his 
amendment. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


the Union, to establish territorial governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 

Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate for nearly 
two hours. Of his speech a report will appear 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The amendment proposed 
by the honorable member from Louisiana is high- 
ly important. Instead of finding ourselves, after 
such a long debate, at the commencement of the 
end, these propositions carry us back to the very 
beginning, and call our attention to the main pro- 
position in this bill, which is the admission of 
California into the Union as she now presents 
herself, with the constitution formed by her peo- 
ple. I have a desire to say a few words upon 
this subject whenever it may suit the convenience 
of the Senate; but considering the advanced period 
of the session, and the absolute necessity, as I feel 
it, of bringing this discussion to a close, whenever 
I may be heard by the Senate I shall confine my- 
self to those very few words. An honorable 
member connected with one of the committees of 
the Senate, as is known to us all, had a purpose 
of going into Executive business to-day for some 
special object. It has, I believe, continued to be 
his purpose, and considering the hour of the day, 
I will defer my remarks until to-morrow, if it be 
the will of the Senate, 

Several Senators. Proceed now. 

Other Sewarors. : No, no; to-morrow. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I have understood that it 
was desired to go into Executive session, and, with 
that understanding, 1 will move that the further 
consideration of this subject be postponed till to- 
| morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, 1 rise to move 
that when the Senate adjourn it adjourn to meet 
to-morrow at 11 o’clock, and at that hour every 
day thereafter, until otherwise ordered. 

Sir, I complain of no one, I reproach no one, 
when I say, that it does appear to me, that, out of 
respect for ourselves, out of respect for the coun- 
try, out of respect for the duty which we owe to 


! 
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ascertain what is to be the fate of this bill, 1 | 
could not, this morning, refrain from making a 
contrast between the proceedings of another legis- 
lative body over the sea, and our own. Upon a 
question as to the organic law of the Government of 
France, limiting and restricting, toa great extent, the 
elective franchise, a body composed of upwards of 
700 members decided the question in Jess than ten 
days, passed the bill, and submitted it to the prop- 
er authority to be acted upon. And here we ; 
have been nearly two whole months upon a sin- 
gle bill, and if any man can see when the ques- 
tion igs to terminate, I own, for one, that I am 
in utter darkness. My purpose, therefore, is to 
move that we meetagain at 11 o’clock; and L shall | 
insist, if the motion prevail, that we sit from day 
to day, until adecision-is‘had. {ask for the yeas 


and nays on my motion. - 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, 1 hope the yeas 


and nays may be taken on this motion. I have 
risen simply. to say that, for one, I shall vote 
against it. ve 

Mr. CLAY. I supposed so. 

Mr. HALE. I want.order preserved when I 
address the chair. Sir, I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to the authority which the honorable 
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Senator from Kentucky brings to us as an exam- © 


ple- for our imitation—the proceedings in the 
French Chamber upon the organic law regu- 
lating the right of suffrage which has just passed. 
that body. That is the example which is brought 
up, and the course that that body pursued upon 
that subject is held up as a stimulant to us to 
come early and sit Jate, and drive this bill through. 
Well, siry | hope that we will not be very quick to 
follow any such example. I think it.would have 
been better for the French people and better for the 
world, if that chamber had kept that bill under con- 
sideration five times as long as we have had this, 
before they passed it. And I hope that that infa- 


| mous measure (for it deserves no other name) 


that disfranchises three fourths of the voters of 
France, is not to commend itself so favorably to 
our consideration as to’ be adopted as a model, to 
govern us in the course that we ought to pursue in 
the treatment that we are to give this bill. 

Sir, suggestions of this sort have been made so 
often that I do not want to vindicate myself from 
any part of the reproach which is endeavored to be 
thrown on those who, it is said, have delayed the 
progress of this bill in the Senate. I-leave the 
country to settle the question who is guilty of this 
delay. If the common and ordinary course of 
legislation had been taken upon this subject, with- 
out attempting to force the judgments of individ- 
uals to take measures which they looked upon to 
be reprehensible, for the purpose of obtaining 
others which they deemed proper, we would have 
had none of this delay; we should have passed 
upon these measures months and months ago. 
The fact is, that the delay has been created out of 
the very attempt to avoid it, and no reproach 
should beadministered to those who have resisted: 
an extraordinary course upon this occasion. But 
the delay and the blame (and no sophistry can 
conceal it) will be laid by the country and by 
everybody that appreciates our situation, to those 
who have resorted to this extraordinary mode of 
forcing unpalatable measures upon. the Senate and 
upon the country, by mixing them up with ques- 
tions that commended themselves to the judgments 
of more than three fourths of the Senate. 
these reasons that I am opposed to pursuing any 
extraordinary course beyond that we have here- 
tofore pursued. 

Mr. CLAY. 
New Hampshire is in his usual vocation. There 
has not been a proposition for dilatory proceedings 
in relation to this bill, since its origin to this mo- 
ment, to which he has not lent his aid, his coun- 
tenance, and his support. He isin his accusomed 
vocation. 3 

Sir, did I cif® the proceeding in France for the 
purpose of approving the privation of the right of 
suffrage from two thirds of the people? If the 
Senator says So, it isa great perversion of the pur- 
pose for which I cited it. J cited it to show that 
upon a great national measure, involving the rights 
of thousands upon thousands, the French Cham- 
ber of Deputies, in about ten days, came toa final 
decision. f u 

If you go to the other side of the channel, you 
will find that it is not common, in the British House 
of Commons, to extend the discussions on any 
measure, whatever may be its object or character, 
more than a week or ten days. And yet here, 
nearly two months have been exhausted in the 
consideration of this measure. The Senator tells 
us that this has resulted from the factof the con- 
necting together of measures, contrary to the usual 
mode of parliamentary proceeding. I deny the fact. 
This conjunction is not contrary to parliamentary 
law. I vindicated the conjunction of the measures 
in a manner which no one has yet ventured to an- 
swer. It depends upon the discretion, the sound 
discretion of the Senate, whether it will mix one 
or more measures together, and upon the final 
passage of any such combined measure every man 
must decide for himself, and according to his own 
conscientious convictions, whether he will vote for 
the combined measures or hot; just as in the case 
of a tariff, combining thousands of items,with some 
of which he is satisfied, and to others of which he’ 
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is opposed, he votes for or against the tariff, accord- 
ing to the manner in which he supposes there is 
contained in it a distributien of good or evil. But 
even supposing the objection to hold good that this 
measure is composed of incongruous parts, is it 
never to be decided? Why, sir, the week before 
last it was hoped, it was believed by everybody, 
that we should arrive at a decision by the. last of 
this week. Now no man thinks of any such 


thing. When, l ask, are we to come to a deci-. 


sidn of it? 


r x 
Sir, I can go before the country without fear, 
without trembling, as to the judgment which will 


be pronounced upon the course of action ‘pursued 
by the Senate of the United States.. Let the 
country decide, and decide it by the yeas and nays 
upon propositions for adjournment, who has pro- 
crastinated this measure. And does the honorable 
Senator expect by delay, by procrastination, to 
prevent, finally and ultimately, a vote upon this 
measure? Ifnot, why notcome to avote? Why 
not accelerate our arrival at that vote by meeting 
earlier, sitting longer, and sitting every working 
day in the week if. necessary? 

Mr. President, I regret this opposition. I am 
not, however, surprised at it, because it has been 
encountered in every stage of the progtess of this 
measure., But, in spite of that opposition, Í trust 
thata majority, a large majority, of the Senate 
will be found in favor of restoring the 11 o’clock 
hour for meeting and going on with this business 
until we can arrive at a conclusion. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, I should not have 
said a. word if this had been the first time we have 
been lectured in this way. I am mistaken if it is 
as few as the second. Entertaining very different 
views of the subject, I have not hesitated to ex- 
press my opinions, and I am not afraid to go be- 
fore the country as to the issue who is the cause 
of this delay, and not only who is the cause of this 
delay, but who is the cause of this excitenfent. 
This excitement was manufactured here in the first 
place, and then a remedy had to be found to cure 
the disease which was thus created here. That is 
the whole of it. 

“Ido not exactly understand the Senator when 
he says that I am in my “ usual vocation;” but I 
can tell the honorable Senator, when he tells me 
that I am in my “ usual vocation,” that if he 
thinks that, by any course of admonition, reproof, 


lecture, or anything else, except argument ad- | 


dressed to what understanding I have, I am to be 
driven the thousandth part of a hair’s breadth 
from my course here, his vocationis gone. 1 will 
not do it. [think this whole scheme is mis- 
chievous, and I will vote against it in every shape 
and form in which it can be presented; and I am 
anxious for that vote. If the Senate will agree to 
it, I will sit here now, without adjourning, until 
the 4th of March. I have sat here all night on 
more occasions than one, for the purpose of hav- 
ing a vote taken; and I am willing to begin again 
now, and not leave the Senate Chamber until a 
final vote is taken on this measure. 1am anxious 
that the vote should be taken; but I am not willing 
to have these lectures, reproofs, or admonitions, 
delivered to us on the course we are pursuing here, 
and. be driven here early and kept late, with no 
possible object except the purpose of producing 
apparent haste in the passage of this bill. When- 
ever the friends of this bill, whether they consti- 
tute a majority or a minority—for there is some 
doubt on that point—will come here and agree to 
to sit it out, and take a vote on it, they will find 
me one that will come first and go last, because: | 
think that I could sleep better the next night, after 
sitting up one night to vote against this bill. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on Mr. 
Cray’s motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think those who 
have. no large amount of committee labor to per- 
form should allow sach as have it to perform the 

intervening hours between breakfast and twelve 
o’clock. Te is a very easy thing for these who 
have nothing to do but to pass from their cham- 
bers to the Senate to come at 11 o’clock. They 
might even come at 10 o'clock. But I think y 
will be remembered by such persons that there are 


other members of this bedy who have labors, and | 


important labors, to perform elsewhere than in the 
Senate. chamber. 
The question being then taken on Mr. Cray’s 
“motion by yeas and nays, it resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atebison, Badger, Bell, Bright, Cass, 


Chase, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Houston, 
Jones, King, Mason, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Smith, 
Surgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker, Webster, and Whit- 
comb—30, ` r 

N AYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, 
Clemens, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis- 


sippi, Dayton, Greene, Hale, Phelps, Soulé, Turney, Up- 


ham, and Yulee~17,:°° s ; 
So the: motion was agreed to. 
; BOUNTY LANDS. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
granting bounty lands to certain officers and s8l- 
diers was then taken up, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

THE SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, as the hour 
of meeting has been changed since the great ques- 
tion pending before this body was postponed, I 
hope it may be taken for granted, by the universal 
consent of the Senate, that to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, instead of one, the consideration of the 
order of the day will be resumed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection be 
made it will be so understood. 

And, no objection being made, it was so under- 
stood. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, June 27, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CONTESTED ELECTION— IOWA. 


Mr. WiLLram THompson, sitting member. 

Mr. Dantex F. MILLER, contestant. 

The SPEAKER announced the consideration 
of the report of the Committee on Elections in the 
above case as the first business in order. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY, who was entiled to the 
floor, said: Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of the 
questions involved in the contested election now 
before the House, | shall first notice a few of the 
positions assumed by the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Elections, and then I shall pay 
my respects to the honorable gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. McDonaxp,j who addressed the House 
yesterday. 7 k , 

In the first place, the report of the honorable 
chairman assumes that it is the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee. The truth of this I deny. 
The Committee on Elections took a vote, by ayes 
and noes, on every question in dispute; that is, 
on the validity and reception of the votes in`the 


| three precincts upon which the validity of the 


election depends. The majority of the committee 
decided that the Kanesville vote was legal, and 
ought to have been received and counted; and a 
majority of the committee also decided against the 
validity of the vote in Boone township, in Boone 
county, situate in the second congressional district, 
and also against the vote cast by certain persons 
in Boone township, in Dallas county. Now, sir, 
it is an admitted fact, that if Kanesville be admit- 
ted, and the other two rejected, the contestant is 
elected and entitled to his seat. But the hon- 
orable chairman comes to the conclusion that his 
report expresses the views of the majority of the 
committee, because, as individuals, a majority can 
agree on the result that Mr. Thompson is elected; 


and that most singular concurrence, as individuals, | 


if a result different from their joint determination 
as a body, is brought about in this way: Mr. 
Asner votes with the majority in favor of the 
admission of the votes at Kanesville, and with 
the minority against the rejection of Boone town- 
ship, inthe second district, and as it requires 
the admission of the first and the rejection of the 
other to decide the case in favor of Mr. Miller, it 
follows that Mr. Asune comes to the final result 
by his individual computation that Mr. Thompson 
is elected. While, on the other hand, Mr. Har- 
ris, of Alabama, and Mr. Harris, of Tennessee, 
voted in committee with the minority against the 
admission of Kanesville, and with the majority in 
favor of the rejection of Boone township, in the 
second district; but as they are in the minority 
against the Kanesville vote, although in the ma- 
jority in regard to the other question, they can by 
their computation arrive at the final conclusion 


ected. This presents 
agreeing in a-regult; 4 
y facts necessary.to pros. 


that, Mr: Thompson is ele 
singular anomaly of men. 
disagreeing about the ver 
duce that result. ae oe 

Now, sir, I maintain, that inasmuch asa major- 
ity of the. committee agree upon `a. state of facta: 
which shows conclusively that. the contestant has: 
received a majority of the legal votes, that it fole 
lows, as a necessary consequence, that the honore; 
able chairman had no right to makea report which. 
denies the right to a seat of the. person thus de~. 
cided to have received a majority ‘of the votes}: 
and that his report, submitted under such cireums 
stances, should not, and cannot be regarded as the: 
majority report. If I am correct in this conclusion, 
then it follows that the caption to the report in 
favor of the contestant, interpolated by the printer, 
or placed there by improper direction, is deceptive 
and untrue. It is headed “ Minority. Report,” 
&c., while the real minority report has the caption 
of a majority report. This would seem to be too, 
small to justify so extended a notice; but it is a< 
known fact, that in this body a very large number. 
look only to see which way the majority of the 
committee having charge of the subject have de=; 
cided it, and then go with that majority, without. 
further investigation. weno. Mane 

There is another matter to which I desire to call. 
the attention of the honorable chairman, and he; 
can answer me when he comes to make his close; . 
ing argument. liis this: Why did he not, in the: 
conclusion of his report (as he undertook to show’ 
by tables the result of the election as it had been 
decided in committee) show the whole result, and 
not a partonly? Igrant the truth of all put in 
the tables; but he omits a part of that which is 
equally true; and the effect is, that it is well calcu-: 
lated to mislead alt inattentive readers. I have 
said before, that the committee decided to admit 
the vote cast at Kanesville, and reject both of the 
Boone township votes. In his tables he shows, < 
that_by admitting Kanesville and rejecting Boone 
township, in Dallas county, that the member now 
occupying the seat, is elected by Jifteen votes. 
Why not show how it would stand: by rejecting . 
the other Boone township, situate in the other- 
congressional district? Both were rejected. ` Iam, 
led to suppose, sir, that an exhibition of this last 
fact did not suit his purposes. If he had done this,’ 
he would have shown that the contestant was, 
elected by a considerable majority; and- if he had: 
gone a little further, and shown how. the matter i 
stood by admitting the vote of Boone township, 
in Dallas county, instead of rejecting it, he would.. 
have shown a still larger majority in favor ‘of the 
contestant. 

The honorable chairman has very earnestly ex- 
pressed the hope that his argument will not be 
considered as technical. Let us see whether it 
ought to be. Itis an admitted fact by all, himself 
included, that all of the persons who voted at. 
Kanesville, and in Boone township, in Dallas.: 
county, were citizens of the State of lowa,.and. 
had resided there long enough : to be. entitled: to. : 
vote, and were nota part, but all of them, actual. 
residents of the first. congressional district, and 
had the undoubted right to vote for Congressmen. 
at that election. But while the right. to vote is 
admitted, it îs contended that the right has been 
exercised in the wrong place. The question, then, 
is simply this: shall these people be disfranchised 
because they have mistaken the place where their 
votes ought to have been cast? The whole argu- 
ment*by the honorable chairman and my colleague 
is nothing more than a tissue of technicalities, by 
which they hope to deprive the people (in this in- 
stance, at least) of their choice, and force them.to 
be represented by a person whom a majority ‘of 
them have voted against. : 

But, Mr. Speaker, before I enter further into 
the argument of the legality of the votes cast at 
the three precincts in dispute, L desire to turn my: 
attention to the remarks of the honorable gentle- -- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. McDonatp.] He finds 
great fault with the honorable gentleman from, 
Kentucky, [Mr. Tuomrson,] for saying that. he 
spoke of these questions as a lawyer. He says 
that “ he speaks too much like a lawyer,” where~ ¢ 
as he ought to have spoken as a judge—that he. 
was sworn to try the case as a judge and nota 
lawyer; and as for himself, be (the. gentleman 


from Indiana) did not intend to speak.asadawyer, 
but would lay aside (as every one .ought,to. do) 
all prejudice and party feeling, and. try the case 
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spon hivoath as a judge: Ido not doubt that my 
Indiana friend intended to'doallthat he promised; 
nevertheless; it soon became manifest that be could 
not perform so.difficult.an undertaking. The first 
step ‘He takes in his career of fairness—judicial 
fairness--is*to abuse the character of a Mr. Pick- 
ett, against whom nothing is shown. in the evi- 


dénée, sd: then reads only such portions of the 


evidence of Orson Hyde as to create a false impres- 
sion that Fitz Henry Warren, esq., had given him 
a letter of Grediton the Hon. Truman Smith, from 
whom he: received the money with, which he pùr- 
chased his printing press, and omitted to read the 
balance of the evidence, by which it is shown: that 
he obtained no money whatever from either Mr. 
Warren or Mr. Smith, but that he obtained a loan 
of money on letters of credit received from gentle- 
men in Minois, and with it’ purchased his press 
and type. 

Mr. McDONALD here interposed, and said 
that he thought that he had read all of the evi- 


“dence upon that subject. 


Mr. McGAUGHEY continued: If the gentleman 
read all of the evidence upon that. subject, he must 
have done so in a very low toné of voice, as no 
one on this side of the House heard a word of it, 
But, sir, the gentleman does an injury to himself, 
and’ his character for fairness, when he declares 
that he read all of the evidence. If he knew 
what the truth was, he knew that Orson Hyde 
obtained no money from either Mr. Smith or Mr. 
Warren, and yet, with a full knowledge of the 
facts, he parades the matter before the House for 
no other purpose. than to create a false impression. 
If hedid not design ‘to cast an imputation upon 
those gentlemen, why say anything about it? and 


if he did design to cast an imputation of bribery | 


upon those gentlemen, in the face of the evidence 
of his own witness, then it shows that it may 
well be questioned whether he is capable of acting 
the fairand upright judge, to the extent he has 
promised. Fle bids fair, in my opinion, to soil the 
ermine of the judge, in the beginning of his career. 
Again, the honorable gentleman from Indiana 
reads from the evidence of Elder Orson Hyde, to 
show that he wrote a letter advising the Mormons 
to vote for the Whig candidates, and attempts to 
connect this letter with Colonel Warren and Mr. 
Traman Smith, and omits to read. from the previ- 
ous part of the evidence of the witness, in which 
he states that he then was, and for many years 
had been, a Whig. This would have explained the 
whole matter. I can see no more impropriety in 
a Whiz Mormon writing to Mormons to vote the 
Whig ticket, than any other Whig writing to them, 
or to any other persons that might be influenced 
by such means. A man knows but little about 
the politics of this country, and the management 
of parties, that does not know that the writing of 
such a letter as the one which seems to have been 
written by this Whig Mormon to his Mormon 
friends, was nota thing out of the ordinary course 
of electioneering. This is another specimen of 
the gentleman’s fairness—judicial fairness. But I 
am not done with him yet; he reads the letter of 
Colonel Fitz Henry Warren, for the purpose of 
inducing the belief that he had, as chairman of 
the Whig State Central Committee, purchased up 
the Mormon vote through the agency of Mr. 
Hyde and Mr. William Pickett; and while such 
is manifestly the object of the genyeman, it is 
equally manifest that the letter shows the very 
reverse. It is an unqualified denial of the charge. 
But as he was so anxious to show who used the 
money argument with the Mormons, why did he 
not turn to pages 17 and 18 of the evidence, and 
read the truth, as sworn to by a man of his own 
party, (nota Mormon,) that the Democrats had 
given Mr. Townsend money to go to the Mormon 
country, and stay there until after the election, 
and that he did se, and exerted himself to his 
utmost for the Democrats. 
pression of this fact. tally with his pretensions to 
judicial fairness? Verily, the gentleman, in his 
fair and anxious researches after truth, has been 
actuated by so much zeal, that in his race he has 


run over the thing that he wasin search of. This | 


I could pardon and overlook, but for the fact, that 
while he failed to find any of the truth, he was so 
unfortunate as to gather up-all the falsehoods 
that had collected upon his pathway. So much 
for the gentleman’s fairness, who was so disinter- 
ested that, free from afl prejudice and party feel- 
ing, he was able to try the case, on his oath, as a 


How does the sup- || also attorney of Mr. Thompson, in atiempting to 


-business. 
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judge. Mr. Speaker, when I heard. the gentteman 
setting out in his speech with such a flourish, I 
anticipated just such an exhibition as we have 
had from him. I recollected that he had made his 
appearance before the committee as the legal ad- 
viser and friend of the sitting member, and al- 
though the majority of the committee were. of 
the same political party -with the sitting member, 
still my colleague could not trust them with the 
cause, but must thrust himself before the com- 
mittee; to see, I suppose, that justice was done. I 
thought it was strange if the gentleman could, in 
so short a time, loose all the anxiety of the attor- 
ney, and sit so impartially in the same case, as a 
sworn judge. But, sir, by way of capping the 
climax, my. colleague after, he had thus paraded, 
and to his own satisfaction at east established, his 
first intentions, and also his capacity, for fair judi- 
cial investigation, he asserts, with a modesty as 
peculiar to him as, under all the circumstances, it 
was singular, “that he had no manner of doubt 
upon the questions before the House.” The gen- 
tleman will pardon me, Mr. Speaker, for saying, 
that there is a class of men that never doubt. 
Washington Irving has given to the world, in one 
of his works, a fancy sketch of one of those men 
in the person of Doctor Vonpoudding Caugh, a 
man whose ideas were always so ponderous and 
so large, that there was no room in his head to 
turn them over, and hence he could never see but 
one side of them. Lord Coke was a man of an- 
other and quite a different class, and I beg to call 
the attention of my respected colleague, to a pas- 
sage from the writings of thatgreat judge. He 
said, ‘that the more a man readeth, the more he 
doubteth;’’ probably had he read more, he would 
have had less confidence in the opinions he put 
forth with such boldness. At least, I will venture 
the assertion that, as the matter now stands with 
my friend, no one can say to him with truth, as 
was once said to St. Paul, ‘that much learning 
hath made him mad.” If bis mind is in any 
way affected, it must be ascribed to some other 
cause. 

But as my time is fast coming to a close, I must 
return to the honorable chairman. I want him to 
tell me how it comes, thatin his report, he has 
placed the responsibility growing out of the steal- 
ing of the poll-book, upon the poor clerk. Why 
not place itewhere it justly belongs—where the 
evidence places it?—the actual abstraction of it 
from the clerk’s office, upon Hall, the attorney for 
the sitting member, and the responsibility of the 
actual keeping in possession and concealing it, 
knowing it to have been stolen, from the spring of 
1849 to the spring of 1850, upon the sitting mem- 
ber himself? And, sir, the sitting member thus 
kept it without making it known that he had it, 
although the papers of the State of Iowa were filled 
with speculations and charges in relation to its 
loss—the . Democrats charging the Whigs with 
having stolen it, for the purpose of gaining a party 
advantage; and this charge was made so often, and 
repeated with so much boldness, that the honest 
portion of the Democratic party believed it. Not- 
withstanding all this, the sitting member never dis- 
closed the fact that it was in his possession. That 
the clerk was censurable to some extent,—yea, to 
a very great extent, is true, but he was the least 
culpable of all the parties engaged in this nefarious 
The evidence in regard to this matter 
shows that the Kanesville poll-book was returned 
to the clerk of Monroe county on the morning of 
the proper return day, by the returning officer; 
that the clerk, under the advice of Mr. Hail, the 
attorney of the sitting member, who had traveled 
about one hundred miles to give the advice, refused 
to receive the poll-book; but, in the evening of the 
same day, he did receive it, and placed it away on 
his table, under some books. The next we hear 
of it, according to the evidence, Judge Mason, 


serve a notice on the contestant, handéd to him by 
mistake the identical poll-book which had so mys- 
teriously disappeared from the clerk’s office; then 
the whole matter carne out, in depositions which 
were taken forthe purpose of ascertaining the facts. 
And it appears by Mr. Hall’s own account‘of it, 
that the day after the poll-book was taken from 
the clerk’s office, he was told by a man, (whose 
name he does not give,): that the poll-book. was in 
his carpetsack. . He did not look for ituntilhe got 
near one hundred miles from that place, and then, 
sure enough, found it there; that he kept it until 


last spring a yeat'ago, ‘when he handed it over to 
the sitting member. Now, sir, in view of these 
facts, L assert that there- is little room to doubt that 
Hall was himself thé man that fraudulently ab- 
stracted it, and that the sitting member had it in 
this city during all the. time last winter, when 
the subject was under discussion in the committee, 
and that while he was before the committee, urging 
in speeches, and in written arguments, that the 
committee ought not to receive as evidence, @ 
sworn copy bf the original, until the contestant 


had first proved the destruction or loss of the 


original, or given him notice of the time and place 
of taking and making out the sworn copy, s0 ag 
to enable him to guard against fraud and imposi- 
tion in making it, he at that very time had that 
original poll-book here i this city. I assert, 
that before he sent it back to Iowa, he showed it 
to the honorable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
McDonanv.} Now, sr, while it is clear that the 
conduct of the clerk was highly censurable, be- 
cause he deprived the balance of the board of 
canvassers from passing in judgment upon the 
validity of the Kanesville vote, which board was 
composed of the clerk and two justices of the 
peace, what can be said by me, or any other 
gentleman, of the conduct of the sitting member? 
Can any one justify, or excuse it? Why not, 
then, place the responsibility where it justly be- 
longs? Let the honorable chairman answer. | 
allege, that if the sitting. member had been fairly 


elected, it would still be the duty of every honor- | 


able man, on this floor, to expel him for his con- 
duct in this matter. I have no idea of Jetting the 
poor clerk, (wHo was, at the worst, but an instru- 
ment in the hands of knaves to carry on their de- 
sign) be made a scape-goat, to carry off the sins 
of greater offenders. The sitting member should 
have returned the-poll-book to the clerk immedi- 
ately, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, interposed to set the 
gentleman right, as he was misrepresenting the 
facts. He stated, that when the election took place 
he was amember of this House, and remained 
here until some time after; that the entire trans- 
action of getting up the vote was concocted bus 
one month prior to the election, and there being 
no telegraph at that time, he could not have known 
what was going on athome. ‘The evidence did not 


state that Mr. Hall assured him that he (Mr. H.) 


had these poll-books, nor did it show that he 
(Mr. T.) knew anything about it until the spring 
of 1849—nearly a year after. Yet the gentleman 
from Indiana said that he (Mr. T.) ought to have 
sent back the poll-book immediately! These poll- 
books were handed to him (Mr. T.) as the only 
man interested, to guard against fraud. The in- 
sinuation that he (Mr. T.) denied that any such 
poll-book was in existence, arose from the fact 
that in his argument he had denied that the evi- 
dence adduced was sufficient to prove that any 
such original book was in existence. He had made 
it only as argument. These were the facts. He 
had told Mr. Miller, in committee room, that when 
it should be called for, the poll-book should be 
forthcoming. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY continued: I am not now 
speaking of the organization of the Kanesville pre- 
cinct, but will do so in a short time. The genile- 
man admits my statement, that the poll-book was 
delivered to him in the spring of 1849, and does 
not now deny that he had it here while the case 
was under investigation before the committtee, and $ 
will not deny it. He asserts, as an apology for 
not returning it, that he was the only one interest- 
ed in its safe custody, and wished to guard against 
fraud. Had the contestant no interest in it? Had 
the people of that county and. district no interest 
init? The excuse is too shallow for comment. 
He admits in his explanation more than { had 
charged him with, in relation to his denials before 
the committee. He admits that he denied before 


the committee, in his arguments, ‘‘that the evidence < 


adduced was sufficient to prove that any such original 
poll-book was in existence. He had made it only as 
argument.” What does this amount to, but an 
acknowledgnmient that he denied its existence? But 


he wants to crawl out of it, on the ground that he 


denied it only in argument. This helps the mat- 
termuch. Flis denial is to be taken in a Pickwick- 
ian sense. A new idea—thata man may deny the 
truth in argument, with a design to deceive those 
to whom the argument is addressed, and then, 
when the exposure comes out, say; Oh! it was 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


done by way of arzument!! This idea is worthy 
of the keeper of the stolen poll-book. Such a con- 


ception would not likely originate with any one | 


else. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said before, and now re- 
peat it, that if the contestant is allowed all the 
legal votes cast for him by the legal voters in his 
district, that he is elected, although you allow to 
the sitting member all the votes cast for him in 
the district, and also those cast for him by the 
persons residing inthe other congressional district. 
The question then is, shall the votes cast at Kanes- 
villeand in Boone township, in Dallas county, both 
in the first congressional district, by citizens resi- 
ding in, and legal voters of the district, because, 
as is alleged, those persons voted at the wrong 
places in the district, be rejected, although the 
right to vote in the district is admitted, if the vote 
had been cast in the right placè? Then it is a 
mere technical objection, and nothing else. Now, 
in order to give these -Towa laws a proper con- 
struction, we must look to the circumstances under 
which they were enacted, the condition of the 
country at the time, and the objects intended to 
be accomplished. The eastern part of the State 
had been first settled, and organized into coun- 
ties, and there was also a large tract of country 
lying west of those organized counties, of more 
than a hundred and fifty miles in width, and ex- 
tending north and south along the entire western 
side of the State; this country was an entire wil- 
derness, unsurveyed, and but few settlements 
scattered through it. In order to bring these 
Sparse settlements under the legal jurisdiction of 
the State, and confer upon them also the rights 
of citizenship, laws were passed attaching to the 
organized counties, all the territory lying west of 
them for election, revenue, and judicial purposes. 
The Legislature must have known, when they 
passed those laws, that there was no means of 
knowing exactly and certainly the location of 
settlements one hundred and fifty miles west, in a 
wilderness without roads, and Unsurveyed; and 
hence the Legislature could not have designed that 
in elections the people should lose their right of 


_ voting because the county court should, in organi- 


‘should be received. 


zing a precinct, or township, make a slight mis- 
take, and organize the precinct¥a few miles, or 
a half mile, north or south of a line running 
due west from either side of the county The 
Legislature must have foreseen, that if their laws 
were to have a rigid aud technical construction, 
that the laws would be rendered totally inopera- 
tive. All the people on the Missouri river, with- 
indfifty miles of Kanesville, seem by the evidence 
to have been honestly mistaken as to what coun- 
ties they were west of, and the county court of 
Monroe county labored under a like mistake, sup- 
posing Kanesville to lie west of Monroe county. 
But it seems that when the Government came to 
run out its township lines, it was ascertained for 
the first time that all were a little mistaken. The 
Legislature must, as I said before, have foreseen 
that just such mistakes would occur, In view of 
these facts, I hold that the only way to make these 
laws operative and éffectual, to carry out the ob- 
ject for which they were passed, is to give them a 
liberal construction; and by all means this ought 
to be done in favor of a people in the exercise of 
their elective franchise—a right so inestimably 
dear. to freemen. Upon these principles, therefore, 
I hold that the Kanesville vote ought to be re- 
ceived and counted, and for the same reasons also 
the vote in Boone township, in Dallas county, 
. But, sir, there are some ad- 


ditional reasons why Kanesville should be re- 
ceived. The court that established the precinct 


_for election purposes. 


were the party friends of the sitting member, and 
so was the sheriff; and for many days before, and 
on the day of election, a large number of the lead- 
ing Democrats were there, participating in the elec- 
tion, using all their-influence, and some of their 
money, for the Democratic ticket, and voting for 


it also. After all this, can they take advantage of | 


their own wrong? The only remaining question 
to be examined is, whether the vote in Boone 
township, in Boone county, should be received 
and counted. The facts are these: In 1845,,the 
Legislature attached this Boone county to PR, 
Afterwards, in 1847, the 
Legislature passed the districting act, laying off 
the State into two congressional districts, by which 
the northern boundary line of Polk. county was 


.made the. line of division between the two con- 


gressional districts, and. then provided that the |! 


congressional district line should: run from the 
northwest corner of Polk county; due ‘west, to the 
State line; 
line should form a part of the. first district, and all 
north of it should form a part of the second dis- 
trict. By this districting law the counties of Boone 
and Story were thrown into the second district, 
and the county of Dallas was thrown into the first. 
It must also bé borne in mind, that the act by which 
the county of Boone was attached to Polk for elec- 
tion: purposes, also attached for the same purposes 
tothe same county, both of the counties of Daas 
and Story, and all of the territory west and north 
of them; and also the territory north of Boone 
county. 

Now, sir, I lay it down as a settled principle of 
the law, that where two acts of a Legislature come 
in conflict with each other, that the last one enact- 
ed repeals the former. If this be so, then it fol- 
lows that the law of 1845, attaching to Polk county 
for election purposes the counties of Boone, Story, 


and Dallas, and all of the country lying west and | 


north of them, is repealed by the subsequent act 
of 1847, districting the State, by which the dis- 
trict line runs between Polk, and Boaneand Story, 
throwing Polk into the first, and Boone and Story, 
and the country north of them, into the second 
district. If this is not so, then Story and Boone 
are both in the first district, and also the other ter- 


ritory north of them; and this would throw not; 


Jess than one hundred and fifty miles square, of 
country extending to the extreme northern bound- 
ary of the State, into the southern or first dis- 
trict. This would be done, too, in the face of a 
plain Jaw, declaring that this very country should 
belong to the second district. I must be allowed 
to ask gentlemen to lay the map before them, 
and then read the laws of which I have spoken, 
and when they have done so, I feel confident that 
between them and me there will be no very wide 
difference of opinion. 
sire to call the attention of those gentlemen who 
insist upon excluding Kanesville, because by sur- 
veys made since the election, it appears to be a lit- 


tle north of a line running due west from the north | 


side of Monroe county, to this law attaching 
Boone, Story, and Dallas counties, and the coun- 
try north and west of them to Polk. If these gen- 
tlemen will lay the map before them and undertake 
to apply their doctrine of strict construction of the 
exact letter of the law—pay no attention to its ob- 
ject and intention, they will run into the absurdity 
of leaving an immense scope of country in the 
shape ofa triangle, that will not be included, or at- 
tached to any county. Yet all must agree that it 
was also designed to be included. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, said that there 
were very few points involved in-this case. This 
House having no power to go beyond the simple 
inquiry, which of the gentlemen claiming the 
seat upon this floor has been constitutionally and 
legally elected, as the Representative from the first 
district in Iowa, this House has no discretion 
beyond this; no power beyond the inquiry, which 
of the parties has received a majority of the votes 
of the first congressional district, legally and con- 
stitutionally given. It was contended by the 
gentleman from Indiana, who has just taken his 
seat, (Mr, McGaucury,] that the contestant has 
received a majority of the legal votes of the dis- 
trict, but, in stopping with this assertion, the 
honorable gentleman evinces adisposition to dodge 
the real issue between the parties. Will the gentle- 
man say that the contestant received a majority of 
the votes in the district that were given in accord- 
ance with the constitution and laws of the State? 


Until this is shown, it cannot be contended that he | 


is constitutionally and legally elected. 

The elective franchise being a political (and not 
a natural) right, wholly dependent upon the con- 
stitution and laws of the State in which it is sought 
to be exercised, it must, of course, be exercised 
subject to all the restrictions that the constitution 
and laws have thrown around it. We must, 
therefore, refer to the constitution and Jaws of 
that State to ascertain what are the necessary 
qualifications to give the right of voting there. 
These are, first, a residence within the State of 
six months, and, secondly, residence for twenty 
days next preceding the election within the county 
where the vote is given; and, if either of these 
qualifications are wanting, the party is not a legal 
voter. And although a man may be a legal voter 


and that all the country south. of that | 


And, Mr. Speaker, I de- į 


lived for twenty days next: preceding the: day‘ 
the-election, and if offered. in any. other: county, 
though: in. the same district, it 
and. improper to receive it. 


vote polled there. cannot:be: received:and., counted. 
as a part of the vote of ‘Monroe county. 


county of Monroe all the territory lying wës 
said county for election, judicial, and revenue pure 


immediately north of Monroe) all the territory 


other frontier counties, the territory west of them, 
respectively, for those purposes. The commis 
sioners of Monroe organized an election precinct 
at Kanesville. 
proof, in this case, that Kanesville is located six 
miles north of the northern boundary of Monrpe 
county, and is in the territory attached to Ma- 


of Monroe coumy had no jurisdiction, and theres 


thescommissioners of Mahaska county: having: ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over that territory; and-if: the 


! any where in the district, it was in. Mahaska coun- 
ty, to which they were attached; and they should 
have voted at some organized precinct in: that 
county. I ask, sir, if there is a gentleman upon 
this floor, if acting as a judge of the election in 
Monroe county, who would have received the 
vote of a man living at Kanesville, knowing that 
Kanesville was not within the territory attached 
to Monroe? I am sure, sir, there is not... The 
voter would have been told, that you: are a legal 
voter in the district, but not in this county; you 
must go to Mahaska county, where you reside, 
before you can vote; the vote cannot be received 
without doing violence to the constitution and 
the laws of the State. And, sir, if gentlemen act- 
ing as judges of election in Monroe county would 
have rejected the Kanesville vote for the want of 


within the county where the vote is offered for 
twenty days next preceding the election,) by what 
rule or upon what principle is it, that they can 
decide in their places here, . that this. vote shall:be 
received and counted as a part of thé vote of Mon- 
roe? They cannot do it without overriding the 
constitution and the laws of lowa. Š 

These remarks may be applied with equal force 
| and pertinency to the thirty-eight votes given for 
the contestant at Boone township, in Dallas county, 
the voters not residing in Dallas county or any 
territory attached thereto, and therefore having 
no right to vote in that county. pnt 

Ifi am right in supposing that the vote at Kanes- 
ville and Boone township, in Dallas, cannot be-ré- 
ceived and counted, the sitting. member-retains his: 
seat by a decided majority;. while to give the ‘seat 
to the contestant, you must decide: to. receive. the 
Kanesville vote, the Boone township vote, in Dal- 

las, and reject the vote of Boone township, in Polk. 
| county; each of which points, I think, are too 
clearly in favor of the sitting member to admit of 
serious doubt. 

Mr. LEFFLER said, he felt some interest in 
this contest on account of the grounds upon which 
it arose, and on account of the rights of his col- 
league. The rule upon which this case must be 
decided was laid down in the Constitution of. the 
! United States and in the constitution of the State 
of lowa. The Constitution of the United States 
declared that this House should be the judge of 
the election qualification and return of. its own 
members. It also declared that the qualification 
of the electors for members of Congress should 
be the same as that of the electors of the members 
of the most numerous branch of the State Legisla- 
ture. Whoever then, in 1844, had a right to vote in 
the State of lowa for members of the lower branch 
of the State Legislature, had a right to vote: for 
members of this House. The Constitution of the 


and manner of holding the elections shonli beas 
prescribed by State authority, as in this: case by 
the laws of Lowa. M ppap 


would ‘be: Hegal ~. 


By an application of these principles to. the: 
Kanesville vote, it- will be ‘seen’ at: once; that the. 


‘he, 
Legislature of the State of Iowa attached to: the: 
poses, and to the county of Mahaska (which lies _ 
west of it for the same purposes, and to each of the - 
But it is clearly.shown by- thé: 
haska county, and over which the commissioner . 


fore their act organizing said precinct. was -void; . 


persons living at Kanesville were legal voters ` 


a material and necessary qualification, (a residence ` 


United States also declared that ‘the times, places, | 
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eYFhe State of Iowa, in her constitution, had de- 
Glared: explicitly that. a residence of: six months 
within the ‘State, and. twenty days within: the 
county: in which the election. was held, should be 
necessary. to qualify'an elector. And he. believed 
thatif this House did as it ought to do—if. it en- 
forced.these rules; there could not be a doubt as 
to who was entitled to sit here as the representa- 
tive of: the first congressional district of Lowa. 

sikt appeared from the returns of the August 
election in 1848, that there were: three candidates 
in the first congressional district of lowa. It also 
appeared from the official returns, that the whole 
vote, counted by the congressional canvassers, was 
12,568, Of that number, that Mr. Thompson, 
the Democratic candidate, had received 6,477; that 
Mr. Miller, the Whig candidate, received 6,091; 
and that Mr. Howe, the Abolition candidate, re- 
ceived 910. As, however, the election was deter- 
mined by: plurality, it was unnecessary. further 
to notice the vote given ta the Abolition candidate. 
Mr. Thompson, then, had a clear plurality of 386 
votes, according to the report of the board of can- 
vassers; but. a certain Mormon vote—the vote 
given at Kanesville—was rejected. The number 
of votes given. at Kanesville was 523. Of these, 
Mr. Thompson received 30, and Mr. Miller 493; 
making a majority for Mr. Miller at that place of 
463. If these votes were counted, Mr. Miller 


would have an apparent majority of the whole | 


vote of the district, of 78 votes; and it would be- 
come necessary for Mr. Thompson to look into 
the other votes, which had been or might be re- 


jected, and see if there were not a sufficient num- | 


ber to carry him over that majority of 78. But 
from this. calculation, it was clear and obvious that 


if the Kanesville vote was rejected, it was unne- | 


cessary to go further, for Mr. Thompson would 
have a clear majority. 

If the Kanesville vote was excluded, as he 
thought it ought to be, the controversy was at an 
end at once; because, even admitting all the votes 

` claimed by Mr. Miller, there would bea very con- 
siderable majority for Mr. Thompson. The tirst 
qaestion, then, was as to the admissibility of the 
anesville vote, Fle intended to look at this case 
partly as it appeared upon the record,’and partly 
out of the record, because it so happened that he 
was acquainted with several facts connected with 
the case; and he would tuke the responsibility of 
aaying—what was known all over his district— 
that, at the time of the August election, in 1848, 
this Mormon population was not considered as a 
part of the resident population of Iowa; and up 
to that time the Mormons themselves did not con- 
-sider that they Were a part of the resident popula- 
tion of lowa—they were temporarily stopping 
_ there on the route of their emigration to the West, 
having been compelled to leave Illinois, and not 
having sufficient means to carry them to their des- 
tination; they had no intention of becoming per- 
manent residents of the State of lowa; they were 
never assessed, they never paid taxes; the civil 
and criminal law was never extended over them; 
they were in fact (he said) under no law; they had 
no commerce and no communication with the res- 
ident population of the State; they were cut off 
from communication with them by a desert more 
than one hundred and fifty miles wide. 

Mr. MILLER, of Iowa, the contestant, (the 
floor being temporarily yielded to him,) said, he 
wished to correct the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from lowa, that the laws of the State did 
not extend over these people. One of them bad 
been indicted for a murder that was alleged to have 
been committed by him—the testimony relating to 
which was before the committee, but it had not 
been printed, although he had made a special re- 
quest of the chairman of the committee that it 
should be printed. 

Mr. STRONG observed that he was somewhat 
surprised at the remark of the gentleman inti- 
mating that he had suppressed the publication of 
testimony which had been submitted to the com- 
mittee. Efe knew of no reason why he should be 
charged with preventing the printing of this testi- 
mony. It had been put into the hands of Mr. 
McGaueuey to be arranged. The members of 
the committee arranged the testimony for the prin- 
ter; he had had no special supervision over it, 

Mr. MILLER, of lowa, desired to ask the 
chairman of the committee if he had not called on 
him at the Irvirg House, and requested that this 
testimony should be printed, and not only that, but 


peste 


| illegality of the vote, which had been touched upon 


| presented.” He would be glad if the gentleman 
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gome other testimony. to which-he referred, and 
that he stated that he had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. STRONG, replied that Mr. Miller had not 
called upon him and- made any request about the 
printing of the testimony respecting the trial re-. 
ferred to. He had called upon him, however, and 
requested that certain testimony should be printed. 
[What testimony it was the reporter did not un- 
derstand.} -And he had stated to Mr. Miller 
that that testimony had not been received by the 
committee, and that it was not at all material. 

Mr. LEFFLER resumed, and continued at con- 
siderable length his remarks concerning this class 
of. people—the Mormons—who had voted at 
Kanesville, giving an account of the character of 
that people, of their expulsion from Nauvoo, and 
of their migration through Iowa, orf the western 
border of which State many of them, he said, 
were compelled to remain for a Jength of time on 
account of the want of means to carry them for- 
ward to Deseret, their place of final destination. 
That while thus temporarily remaining in lowa, 
they were induced, by certain scheming politicians, 
to cast their vote for the Whig candidate. None 
‘of these people, he contended, ever designed re- 
maining in the State of Jowa Jonger than was 
necessary to enable them to procure the means to 
get away. Was thts a class of population, he 
would ask, who ought to be permitted to vote? 
The bare fact of residence within the State for six 
months, he contended, was not sufficient, unless 
accompanied by the intention of remaining in the 
State and becoming a permanent resident therein. 
He put the case of a man detained against his 
will and compelled to remain for six months: 
Would such a man come within the spirit and 
meaning of the law which prescribed the qualifi- 
cation of voters? He put the case of members of 
Congress voting at the municipal elections in this 
city, supposing the requisites as to qualification 
to be the same as in Lowa, while it was noto- 
riously their intention not to remain here a mo- 
ment longer than the transaction of their business 
actually required them to remain. The equity of 
the case, he contended, was against the admission 
of that vote, inasmuch as they could not be con- 
sidered a part of the resident population of the 
State. He contended, moreover, that not only 
was equity against it, but that the law of the case 
was: against it; and in reference to the law of the 
case, the first point to which, he would: call the 
attention of the House was the one which had 
been so ably discussed by the gentleman who 
preceded him in the debate, that these people 
were compelled to vote in a particular county, 
though they had never resided in that county, 
and that they voted there under an organization | 
which the county commissioners had gotten up 
irregularly and illegally, and that therefore the 
vote was a nullity. . 

But there was another point connected with the 


by the chairman of the Committee of Elections, 
to which he desired also to call the attention of the 
House. The vote was illegal, because this board 
of commissioners of Monroe county failed to or- 
ganize a poll under the township system, and at- 
tempted to organize one under the precinct system, 
which had been abolished by law. There never 
had been more than two systems, the precinct and 
the township system. The first was abolished in 
1847, and the township system was substituted for 
it more than eighteen months prior to the election 
of August, 1848, 

Mr. FOWLER (the floor being temporarily 
yielded to him) said, he desired to inquire of the 
gentleman from Iowa, where he found the evi- 
dence, upon which to base his objections to the 
allowance of the Kanesville vote? He found in 
the repost of the committee this expression: ‘* The 
committee dismiss the consideration of the first, 
second, third, fourth, and fifth objections urged by 
the sitting member, against the allowance of the 
Kanesville vote, with the single remark, that they 
are not sustained by the evidence whith has been 


would inform him where all this evidence, regard- 
ing the Mormons and the vote they gave in lowa 
at the August election of 1848, was to be found ? 
Mr. LEFFLER replied, that the evidence was 
to be found in the history of the country. 
Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman have the 
goodness to point out to me some written evidence? 
Mr. LEFFLER. I will refer the gentleman to |! 


the filés of the * Gazette’? and the “Hawkeye” 
newspapers, published in the State of Iowa; for 
the years 1846-7-78. - 3 i 

Mr. L. then pursued still further his argu- 
ment regarding the illegality of the Kanesville 
vote, and contended that in every point of view it 
ought to be rejected. He adverted to the circum- 
stances under which these people had been brought 
to give their votes, assigning a special agency in 
the matter to Mr. Fitz Henry Warren, the present 
Second Assistant Postmaster General. In the 
course of his remarks, Mr. L. read a copy of a 
letter addressed to the Mormons by Orson Hyde, 
one of their leaders, directing them to vote as 
they should be instructed by Mr. Fitz Henry War- 
ren. A piece of slander that was very current (he 
said) in that part of the country, was, that the 
possession ofa certain printing press by Mr. Hyde, 
was the result of his good offices in procuring the 
Mormon vote to be cast in a particular way. A 
celebrated English statesman once remarked, that 
if he were asked whether there was any corrup- 
tion prevailing at the elections in England, he 
would laugh in the face of the questioner, and re» 
ply, certainly not. Ifany man (said Mr. L.) were 
toask me if there was any fraud perpetrated in 
connection with that vote, | would most undoubt- 
edly laugh in his face, and reply, certainly not. 

The allotted hour here expired, and Mr. Evans, 
of Maryland, obtained the floor. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, considered nearly 
all that had been said by Mr. Lerr.er extrane- 
ous, not being based upon the evidence, but upon 
his own knowledge, the statements of the Burling- 
ton “ Hawkeye’ and “Gazette, and other such 
authority. The gentleman had seen fit to travel 
out of his way to make 4 violent attack upon the 
Mormons, and had declared that they had tempo- 
rarily stopped in lowa, while upon their way to 
California. He (Mr. E.) referred to the testimony 
showing that that people had opened farms, built 
houses, mills, &c., and had plainly manifested by 
their actions the animus manendi—thus entitling 
them to vote. He remarked at some length upon 
the bitterness of feeling exhibited by Mr. LEFFLER 
against the Mormons, and intimated that it arose, 
from the fact that their votes were at that election 
cast for the cand@late of the Whig party, whereas 
when, in Missouri, where they had voted with the 
Democrats, they had been courted by the gentle- 


i man’s party. He read a letter of Judge Mason, of 


Jowa, and referred to other evidences, to sustain 
his explanation of the reasons for the course of 
that gentleman, and for the course, conformable 
thereto, ofa portion of the Democratic partyin 
that State. 

He proceeded to consider the question of the 
admissibility of the voters of Kanesville, and took 
the ground that the evidence was full, entire, con- 
clusive, that they were legal voters in Kanesville, 
and that they were entitled to vote in Monroe 
county. He said the report of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srrone] based the argument 
for the rejection of the Kanesville votes on the 

round that Kanesville wag not due west from 
Meare county, and therefore not entitled to be 
counted. He referred to the evidence to show 
that it was the common understanding of that 
entire county, both Whigs and Democrats, both 
residents at Kanesville and in Monroe county 
that Kanesville was attached to Monroe county; 
that both Democrats and Whigs did vote there as 
the lawful place; and he argued that, such being 
the case, their votes were legally entitled to be re~ , 
ceived and canvassed in Monroe county, even if 
subsequent developments proved that Kanesville 
was not due west of Monroe. But he contended 
that there was no evidence that Kanesville was 
north of west of Monroe—the only evidence relied 
upon being a survey which the sitting member had - 
caused to be run, and which, having given no 
notice to the contestant, he (Mr. E.) said could 
not be received as evidence. He intimated, more- 
over, that the line was loosely and unscientifically 
run, and discarded it as in all respects unworthy 
to be received as evidence. He referred also to 
the conceded point, that the people of Appanoose 
county bad taken jurisdiction and indicted Gheen 
å murder committed at Traders’ Point, (which 
was but eight miles south of Kanesville,) from 
which judicial determination it necessarily re- 
sulted that Kanesville pelonged to Monroe county. 
He contended that one hundred miles of wilder- 
ness intervening between Monroe county and 
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Kanesville the Legislature of Iowa could not have 
intended, nor could it be reasonable, to construe 
the law with the same strictness with which it 


would be applied in an old settled county where | 


metes and bounds are fully established, especially 

, when by such technicality they would exclude a 

large number of citizens from the privilege of the 
elective franchise. ; 

He maintained the validity of the law which 


divided Polk county from Boone county, on the- 


ground that it was not a separation of a county; 
and held, as a consequence, that the votes of Boone 
township, Boone county, should be disallowed in 
the canvass of Polk county. ` 

Excluding the votes, then, of Boone township, 
Boone county, from the official canvass, and add- 
ing thereto those of Kanesville, White Oak, Char- 
iton, and Wells, the result he arrived at exhibited 
a majority for the contestant of 59 votes. 

He alluded to the attack made yesterday by Mr. 
McDoxarp upon Truman Smith and Fitz Henry 
Warren, for their alleged interference in this elec- 
tion, and read from the testimony, conclusively 
showing, he contended, that there had been no 
such interference on their part, but, on the other 
side, that the Democrats had made free use of 
money to affect the election. He also com- 
mented with some severity upon the evidence, tra- 
cing the course of the poll-book of Kanesville in 
its rejection by the clerk of Monroe county, its 
travels in the carpet-bag of Hall, the attorney of 


the sitting member, and its remaining in the hands - 


of the sitting member, who, while it was in his 
possession, was putting in the technical objection 
to receiving the certified copy, that it was second- 
ary evidence, while the primary evidence was 
neither produced nor accounted for. 

` Mr. ASHE rose and made a few remarks, sta- 
ting that the empty seats admonished him to take 
up no more of the time of the House than would 
suffice for him to explain, very briefly, the rea- 
sons which had mduced him to: differ from his 
colleagues in the majority on one very material 
point, while the subject was before the Committee 
of Elections. He recapitulated the calculations 

` made by the committee in their report of the 
relative votes of the two candidates, and add- 
ing to these the changes made in committee—he 
showed that the sitting member had still a small 
majority. : 

The main ground on which the contestant rested 
his effort to unseat the sitting member, was the 
rejection of the Kanesville vote by the judges of 
election of Monroe county. In that precinct the 
contestant (Mr. Miller) received 493, and Mr. 
Tuompson, the sitting member, received 30. The 
merits of this question—the situation of Kanes- 
ville, and the rignts of the voters there, to give 
their votes as citizens of Monroe county, had been 
discussed already, and at so much length as to 
render it unnecessary for him to go over that 
ground again, ; : 

He had voted in committee in favor of receiv- 
ing the vote of Kanesville, and he would state the 


| ply by stating, that the fact disclosed inthe testi- 


j over the lists of votes, and after making such 


vote. in the county of Monroe, it happened. that 
many of these _Kanesville voters resided precisely 
on the line. Now, who was there. ready to. de- 
cide that these persons should not vote in Monroe 
county? i; 

Again: there was evidence beforé the committee 
that the people of Kanesville were taxed, and had 
paid their taxes. They were brought thus under 
the revenue operation, and as they were clearly 
under that of the judicial power, would any one 
come forward and say that they ought to be pre- 
cluded from the use of their elective franchise ? 

All which gentlemen had alleged against these 
voters of Kanesville, amounts to this: that they are 
Mormons, who had been expelled by force from 
some of the States of the Union, and had been 
compelled to éarn their subsistence by cultivating 
the land about Kanesville. They had chosen a 
part of the county of Monroe for the establish- | 
ment of an election precinct, and considered them- 
selves as citizens of the United States, entitled to 
the privilege of voting at all elections. This pre- 
cinct was originally settled by the friends of the 
sitting member, and this is satisfactory evidence 
that it was no fraudulent election. It was thought 
by both parties there to have been fairly conducted, 
and he submitted that the vote of this Kanesville 
precinct ought to be received. 

It had been stated, that some three years ago 
the Legislature of the State of lowa had passed a 
law, by virtue of which the precinct system was 
abolished, and townships were substituted. He 
had looked into this law, but had not been able to 
find anything in it which could in any way affect ` 
the decision of this question. 

He had thus given the reasons which had in- 
duced him to vote as he had done in the commit- | 
tee .on the question of receiving the Kanesville | 
votes. He did not regret that vote. He had | 
heard nothing which could make him desirous to | 
change it, He had voted in a majority on this | 
question. The Kanesville votes were ordered to ! 
be received, and it was now for the House to ap- 
prove or disapprove this decision, and to deter- | 
mine whether the votes of the Kanesville precinct 4 
were legal or not. It had been charged that the ! 
Mormons were a wandering people, that they only | 
regarded Kanesville as a stopping place, and have | 
not perfected such a residence as the law requires | 
as a qualification for a voter. He would only re- 


mony, that there were five hundred voters in | 
Kanesville did not sustain the idea that they were 
a mere transitory population. 

He then made a few remarks on the rejection of 
the votes of Boone township, contending that, as 
this township was compelled to bear the burden of 
taxation, it ought to have been permitted to vote | 
at the election. He had voted against the rejection | 
of the votes of this township. He went into va- | 
rious geographical details, which could not be | 
heard at the reporter’s desk, and entreated the 
House to decide the question fairly. He went! 


$ PETITIONS, &e. i 
The following petitions, memorials, &c; 
presented under the rule, and. referred to 
propriate committees: bil PS 
By Mr. FREEDLEY: The. petition of 100. citizens 
Saumneytown, Montgomery county, Pennay!vana, atid its 
Vicinity, interested in the manufacture of gun’ and blasting 
powder in said vicinity, praying Congress so to amend. the 


erenn law of 1846 that- the: material prosperity of -the 


country and the dignity of labor may be preserved and:pet- 
petuated. oe whe i : 

Also, hy the samé, 13 other petitions, signed: by 565. citi- 
zene ot Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, of the same im- 
port. Ti iq grate Soh ake bs 

By Mr. SEDDON: A memorial of many. physicians, of 
Richmond, Virginia, in behalf of the medical officers of th 
navy of the United States. Sr A 

By Mr. CALVIN: The petition of William-Chusly; Sam- 
uel Hatfield, and 78 others, citizens of Huntingdon county, 
Pennsylvanie, praying for a modification of the tariff of 
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Mr. UPHAM presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Benjamin Marvin, asking compensation 
for his serviees in the revolutionary war; which ` 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial ofthe 
professors in the Richmond Medical College:and 
physicians of Richmond, Virginia, asking that the 
rank of the medical officers of the navy may ‘be. 
assimilated by law to that of officers of like grade 
in the medical department of the army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.: 3" 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition of citizens of 
Florida, asking the establishment of a mail-route 
from Homosassa to Long Pond; also, from Farm- 
ing to Marion, in that State; which was referred” 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, ; 

Also,a document in relation to the establishment 
of a light-house at Cedar Keys, on the coast. of 
Florida; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. DA, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted an additional 
document in relation to the claim of the legal'repre-’ 
sentatives of Rinaldo Johnson;. which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. ae 

BILL ON LEAVE. ees 

Mr. ATCHISON, in pursuance of notice, asked... 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to grant to the’: 
State of Missouri the right of way and a portion 
of the public lands for the purpose of aiding in 
making a railroad from St. Louis to the’ western 
limits of said State with an eastern extension to 
Cincinnati‘and Louisville, through Illinois, Indi- 
ana, and Ohio; which was read a first ànd- second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over one day under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting. by law 


La 


= marge fs x any officer of the army from assuming er exercising, within 
reasons which influenced him so to vote. There || changes as are necessary to shape it to the resolu- į the limits of the United States, any eivi power:or sathority 
had been no proper survey made of this part of || tions reported by the majority of the Committee || not conferred by an act of Congress, and of providing an 


the country. When the commissioners of Mon- 
roe county established this precinct at Kanesville, 
the people residing there knew nothing about the 
- line. of Monroe county, It now appears that 
Kanesville lies six miles north of that line. The 
precise position of that line, no one among those 
employed in the common pursuits of life are likely 
toknow. The voters believéd that Kanesville lay 
due west of Monroe, and that they had a legal 
right to give their votes as citizens of Monroe, and 
as such, they voted. It was not until the commis- 
sioners, appointed by the authorities some time 
afterwards, commenced the surveys in the State, 
that the error was discovered. 7 
Mr. HOLMES was understood to ask the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, under whose author- 
ity the present line had been fun? ree: 
Mr. ASHE replied that there was no legislative 
authority for any line; but the people resident at 
Kanesville believed that they were in Monroe 
county, and voted under that belief; and he had 
come to the conclusion that they voted legally. 
It was no error of these voters, if Kanesville was 
‘outside the line of Monroe, the mistake of ad- 
mitting it into, the county of Monroe was charge- 
_able only to the commissioners, 
Again: if it was so that Kanesville was north 
of the line, and that her citizens had no right to 


‘gers of the Washington National Monument So- | 


of Elections, he made it appear by the result that | 
the sitting member was elected by & majority of 
thirteen. R 

Mr. DISNEY obtained the fioor, and yielded to 
a motion 

That the House adjourn. 


THE ‘‘ FOURTH.” 


The SPEAKER, before putting the motion to | 
adjourn, by unanimous consent laid before the | 
House a communication from the Board of Mana- |; 


ciety, inviting the House of Representatives to | 
attend a proposed celebration of the next anniver- | 
sary of National Independence at Monument 
Place, in Washington city. 

On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
by unanimous consent, 

Ordered, That the House accept of the said invitation of 
the Washington Monument Society. 

Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous consent to || 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
the purpose of having put upon its passage at this 
time, the joint resolution of the Senate to regulate 
the payment of the dividends of interest on bounty 
land scrip. 

Objection was made 

And the House adjourned. 


ji 


adequate punishment for such offences, , fet 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed fò inquire and report to the Senate whether there 
may not, without detriment to the public interest, be a pro- 
spective diminution of the number of the commissioned 
officers of the navy of the United States. 


NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. FOOTE moved to take up the resolution 


| submitted by him yesterday, relating to the ap-, 


pointment of a civil or military governor of New 
Mexico. wy 
Mr. RUSK moved to amend the resolution by”? 
adding the following: 
“ And that the President be requested to inform the Sen.” 


ate whether any civil or military government in the town:* 3 


and county of Santa Fé, on the cast bank of the Rio Grande, 
exists or is continued hy the authority of the Executive,: 
in opposition to the jurisdiction claimed by the State of 
Texas.” WE T 
Mr. FOOTE accepted the amendment, and. the 
resolution, as modified, was adopted. : 
THE SEVENTH CENSUS. ee 
On motion by Mr. UNDER WOOD, the Senate - 
proceeded to consider bill No. 262, being the bill 
supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act pró- 
viding for the taking of the seventh census of the 
United States, and to fix the number of the meme 
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bers of: the Houst of Representatives, and to pro- 
‘vide for: their ‘future apportionment among the 


‘peveral States.” = 

There being no amendment offered thereto, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSISSIPPI. x 

Mr: DAVIS, of Mississippi. I now move, Mr. 
President, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
gration of Senate bill No. 16, being the bill grant- 
ing to the State of Mississippi the right of way 
and a donation of public land, for the purpose of 
locating and constructing a railroad from Brandon 
to. the eastern border of said State, and inthe di- 
rection of Montgomery, Alabama. 

The motion having ‘been agreed to, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of. the bill. - 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill was edhsidered a few 
days ago, and after I supposed all debate was con- 
cluded, the further consideration of it was sus- 
pended. [hope it will now be disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on | 
the motion to strike out the 3d section of the; 

ill. 

Mr. CHASE. I moved to strike out that sec- 
tion, velieving that the bill would be improved by 
adopting this amendment. Gentlemen who have 
charge of this bill seem to think that the rejection 
of this section Would prevent or delay the passage 
of the billin the House of Representatives. 1 
am clearly of a different opinion; but I do not 
wish to embarrass the measure, and I desire sim- 
ply that the vote may be taken on the amend- 

ment, 
` «Mre DAWSON, If I understand the purport 

of ‘this amendment, it is to strike out that part of 
the bill which goes to enhance the price of the sec- 
tions of land reserved by the Govérnment. Now, 
sir, the principle on which these appropriations of 
the public lands have been allowed is, that the 

Government of the United States loses nothing by 

it, and that itis not an appropriation for internal 
` Improvements directly, nor even a donation. Now, 

strike that principle from the bill, and what is the 
principle on which the friends of this bill would 
ground their request? I appeal now particularly 
to the Senator from Mississippi, to know if he 
will consent to the abandonment of the principle 
on which the majority has acted, in order to se- 
cure the passage of these bills? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill answer the Senator from 

Georgia first, and then make a single remark on 

the amendment itself. I do not believe that it 

would be an abandonment of the principle which 
the Senator from Georgia has stated, to strike out | 

this section. J am convinced that it would be a 

great gain to the Federal Government either to 

assign.or to sell these lands. They have been 

from twenty to thirty years in market. They 

areunsaleable, partly from their poverty and partly | 
in consequence of their remoteness from a market 
for their produce. Anything that will bring them 
into market, and facilitate their sale, even if it 
should not be for more than twelve and a half cents 
per acre, would bea decided gain to the Govern- 
ment, in enabling us to get rid of the maintenance 
of various expensive land offices. Nay, I will 
‘even go so far as to say that, in my opinion, the 

Goveinment would be a gainer to give the lands | 
, away. 

stration of that, because, although I should prefer 

that this section was not in the bill, it being an 

amendment of the committee and not in the bill į 

which I presented to the Senate, yet, inasmuch as | 

‘all other bills for like puposes have contained this 

provision, and inasmuch as the chairman the other 

day intimated a general plan for the disposal of 
these lands when this bill shall pass, and not be- 
ing disposed to raise the particular question on 

‘this bill, I prefer that the section should remain in 

‘the bill, although it is against my own convictions 

of propriety and the interest of the Government | 

itself. i 

‘Phe question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out the third section, and it was not agreed 


to. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now moved | 
to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- | 
gert what has already been read to the Senate. i 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CHASE. i now move to amend the bill 
“by striking out in the second section and fifth line, | 


; the system of giving away the 
: | withdraw the motion to amend. 
However, I will not go into any demon- | 


the word “ six,” aiid inserting “five.” “My ob- 
jectis to make the bill conform to the other bills 
which have been passed for the same purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Char would 
inform the Senator from Ohio that it is now too 
late. ‘When the Lill is reported to the Senate, he 
can offer the amendment. The bill was then re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first question 
will be on coneurring in-the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio that he will accomplish his object by 
moving to concur with the committee with the ex- 
ception of that erasure; that is, by striking out 
the word ‘‘six”’and inserting * five” in the second 
section and fifth line. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I am very sorry 
that amendment has been offered. I have agreed 
to take the amendment of the committee, so as to 
make the bill conform with all others for like pur- 
poses. [t now conforms to those bills, and if this 
amendment is adopted it Will make it different. 

Mr. CHASE. I am mistaken, or the other 
bills were made to conform to the idea contained 
in my amendment. If I am wrong, I will with- 
draw the amendment. I would inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands if the 
appropriations hitherto have not granted five miles 
instead of six. 

Mr. FELCH. This bill, with the amendment 
of the committee, conforms to the bills which 
have been passed the present session. Some were 
introduced with the words “ five,” and others 
with the word ‘six,’ but those which have 
passed correspond to this. 

Mr. CHASE. If I am wrong,! will withdraw 
my motion. I am led into the error, if any, by 
the motion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Wuirtcoms] to amend the Illinois bill. I think 


and inserting “ five.” 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I mentioned that as an 
objection to the Ilinois bill; and 1 submitted to 
the Senator from Illinois that he should consent 
to the amendment, on the ground that all previous 
legislation had granted five miles instead of six. 
The elder Senator from Hlinois remarked that he 
had copied the bill from what he thought had 
been the previous bills which had passed Con- 
gress. He afterwards- found, however, that he 
was mistaken. 

Mr. SMITH. I know that with regard to the 
Indiana bill six miles were allowed, because my 
attention was particularly called to the subject. I 
suppose the same was the case with regard to the 
Hlinois bill. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iappealed to the Senator from 
Illinois before I made my application to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to withdraw his amendment, and 
he stated in the most distinct language that the 
change was not made which the Senator from 
Ohio thinks should be made. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I stated at the time the Hli- 
nois bill was before us that I thought the Senator 
from Indiana ought not to press his motion, and 
the change was not made. It remains six miles, 
and not five, 

Mr. CHASE. I regard it as a small matter, 
whether it be five orten miles. We have adopted 
public lands, and I 


Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire of the Senator 
from Mississippi whether there is anything in the 


appropriations for works of internal improvement? 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis all, sir. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. . 


i REPORT ON COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


On the motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachu- 
| setts, the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 199, being a bill to provide for 


|| the printing of the annual report on commerce and 


navigation. 
| Mr. ATCHISON. If I understand this bill, it 
| proposes a new system on the subject of printing 


|| books for distribution. 


| Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, Not at all 
The Senator entirely misapprehends the-object of 


the bill. The Senator is aware that we publish 


constitution of Mississippi that prohibits receiving | 


he moved to amend that bill by striking out “six” || auon. 
; erally send a few to to the commercial cities, and { 


i| public. 


annually a report: from the Treasury Department 
called .“ the annual report on commerce and navi- 
gation.’ Now, after six-months of this session 
have expired, we have got the report of last year, 
which was ‘delivered to usa few days ago. The 
proposition contained in this bill is, that, in order | 
to hasten the publication of this useful document, 
we should authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to complete it at as early a day as the: first of 
January in each year, and when it is completed, 
to print it and distribute it just as we have here- 
tofore directed it to be distributed. ‘That is, five 
hundred for the use of the department, five thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Senate, and thirteen 
thousand copies for the House of Representatives. | 
That was the distribution which was made last 
year. We propose to print for that purpose 
twenty thousand copies. The bill, therefore, 
merely hastens the printing of the document. 
That is all. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then the difference is this. 
This document is now proposed to be printed by 
law instead of by resolution of the Senate and of 
the House of Representatives as heretofore. 

Mr. DAVIS of Massachusetts. That is it ex- 
actly. 

Mn. KING. I desire to ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts whether it would not be 
as well to increase the number which is to be sup- 
plied to the Treasury Department, and dispenss 
with the five thousand copies for the use of the 
Senate, and the thirteen thousand for the use of 
the House of Representatives? Generally speak- 
ing, such documents as this do not reach us until 
after Congress adjourns, and there is not one Sen- 
ator, I expect, who will send out such documents 
as this to any great extent, although they involve. 
avery heavy expense. t speak for myself? when 
I say that two thirds of the documents of this de- 
scription sent to me find no circulation. l gen- 
take no trouble about the rest. ` i 4 

Upon the whole, I think that it would be much 
better to increase the number to be printed for the 
use of the Treasury Department, and dispense 
with the extra number named for the Senate and 
House of Representatives. I will, therefore, 
move to strike out that portion of the bill which 
orders five thousand copies to be printed for the 
Senate and thirteen thousand for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and to increase the 
number ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Treasury Department from five hundred to two 
thousand, so that they may be distributed accord- 
ing to the wants of those peculiarly interested in 
the printing of this document—those connected 
with the revenue service. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I doubt wheth- 
er the Senator from Alabama appreciates the im- 
portance attached to this document by the public. 
lt isone of the most important and useful statisti- 
cal documents which are published by the Govern- 
ment. 1| believe that: Congress, from the earhest 
stages of the Government down to this day, has 
always been in the habit of pablishing more or 
less copies of this document, to distribute for the 
benefit of those who are interested in it. 

Now, if I understand the Senator from Ala- 
bama, he proposes to discontinue this distribution, 
It has hitherto been the practice of the Govern- 
ment to send this document, which was called for 
by the commercial community, abroad, that they 
might have the benefit of the statistics contained in 
it. IT apprehend that two thousand copies would 


| be entirely inadequate to the demand there is for 
it. 


It is purely a public document, Itis a kind 
of document which is published nowhere else, ex- 
cept by the Government. It emanates from one 
of the Departments of the Government. The In- 
formation can be obtained nowhere else, and it ig 
information which it is useful to distribute to the 
I hope, therefore, that the practice, which 
has existed probably for fifty years, of ordering -a 
certain number-of this document to be distributed 
by the members of the two Houses, will not be 
discontinued. 

The Senator asks why we are to print this large 
number? Why, if the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives are to distribute this document at all, 
itis manifest that the best economy would be to 
print them all, for the Department.as well as for 
both Houses, at once. It is much more economi- 
cal, when the types are set, to print all the copies 
which are to be printed, than for each-House and 
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the Departrnegt to ave them printed separately. 
This was the motive which the committee had in 
view. In its action the committee were unani- 
mous, following out, as nearly as they could, the 
practice which ‘has heretofore existed, neither in- 
creasing nor diminishing the number, but leaving 
the number substantially as it was ordered last 
year by the two Houses. The sole motive for 
doing the matter in this form is to get the docu- 
ment out more expeditiously—to get it out at an 
earlier stage of the session than has been custom- 
ary. 

The Senator says he does not think the delay 
very material, beeause there is no great necessity 
for this document in the part of the country where 
he resides. The experience of most of us in other 
parts of the country is quite different. There is 
great anxiety to get this document. I have been 
written to for it many times this very session. 
There is a great desire to see it. The commercial 
community has a great interest in its being pub- 
lished: I hope, therefore, that the amendment 
will not be pressed. 

Mr. KING. I was somewhat surprised to hear 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts say 
that it was usual to print a large number of this 
document. 3 

„Mr. DAVIS. Was notas large a number as is 
proposed by this bill printed last year? 

Mr. KING. Iwill read what was then done. 
Last year the Senate ordered that five thousand 
five hundred copies, in addition to the usual num- 
ber, be printed, five hundred of which to be for the 
use of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS. The House ordered the residue. 

Mr. KING. Then let the House order it for 
themselves this year. 

Mr. DAVIS. The number was ordered last 
year by the two Houses, not by general act, but 
by the separate act of each House. The Senate 
ordered five thousand; the House of Representa- 
tives thirteen thousand and over; making in the 
whole a little short of twenty thousand. The 
number is now proposed to be carried up to twenty 
thousand, on the supposition that there is an in- 
creased demand for the work as the country gets 
larger. Twenty thousand is a convenient number. 
The design of this bill is to supply both houses, 
and to supply them with substantially the same 
number that they ordered last year. 

Mr. KING. I have not been an inattentive 
_ observer of the progress of things in the Congress 
of the United ‘States in regard to the printing and 
distribution of documents. It has gone on increas- 
ing, ye ar after year, until absolutely the ehormou 
expens®s incurred by both Houses of Congress in 
printing their documents have become exceedingly 
onerous. The Senator may have been written to 
for this document from the city of Boston, and 
probably from other commercial cities that want 
ite But, I ask, where is the benefit to be derived 
from it by those who live in the interior, where 
there are no large commercial cities, where there 
are no importing merchants, where no foreign 
business is carried on, Of what use is this docu- 
ment to the farmer or to the planter? None what- 
ever. And yet you want to print very large num- 
bers of it. 

I am prepared to give the Secretary of the 
Treasury enough copies to supply the wants of 
the large commercial cities—those who are inter- 
ested in it—to place it in fhe hands of the mer- 
chants and those connected with the collection of 
the revenue; but I cannot see the necessity of year 
after year going on increasing this printing busi- 
ness, until it has become a nuisance. I say a 
nuisance, because there is not a Senator here who 
does not know that document after document is 
printed in such numbers as burden his rooms and 
weary him with the task of franking and sending 
them away. They are often ultimately thrown 
away, or go into the hands of persons who use 
them as waste paper. J wish to confine this mat- 
ter to some reasonable limit, in order that the 


] 


proper wants of the country may be supplied, and | 


proper information given to those who require it. 

I shall adhere to the proposition, and persist in 
having the sense of the Senate taken upon it, be- 
cause it reduces the number ordered to be printed. 
If the motion which I have made to strike out 
20,000 prevails, it may be filled by such number 
as the Senate in their wisdom may direct. 


The question being taken on the amendment, it |; 


was disagreed to. 


BE. 


Mr. RUSK. -I dislike to object to this; ‘but I 
see no reason why the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
should be preferred to the other heads of depart- 
ments, ict 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. -The document 
comes from that department. ~*~ 

Mr. RUSK. I say I’see no: reason why the 
Secretary of the Treasury should be preferred to 
the other heads ‘of departments. Their reports 
furnish information equally as desirable as this. 

[have another objection, and it-isa serious one. 
We are going on from day to day increasing the 
patronage of this Government. It is, in my opin- 
ion, one of the most dangerous experiments in 

-which we can engage, and it will bring in its train 
more evils than anything else. Here it is proposed 
to print 20,000 copies of this report, 5,000 of 
which shall be for the use of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Postmaster General will next ask 
something of the sort. And is he not as. much 
entitled to it? Then. the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy will come in. And. so 
it will go on. 

Under such circumstances, 1. shall oppose the 
whole system by which it is sought to increase 
the patronage of the Government. The difficulty 
we have had in regard to this subject this session | 
has arisen from the bad contract we made in rela- 
tion to printing, It is here proposed, without 
knowing anything about what these reports are to 
be, before they are submitted to a committee, to 
have them printed. 1 am opposed to this 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator is right, if he 
would apply the principle to the contingent ex- 
penses of Congress, and of the Senate particularly. 
There is this difference between the Treasury De- 
partment and the other Departments of. the Gov- 
ernment. Their reports are generally of such a 
‘character that they find their way into the publie 
press. On the other hand, the report from the 
Treasury Department on commerce and naviga- 
tion is altogether too voluminous to fall within the 
scope of ordinary newspaper circulation. It is be- 
yond their capacity. 

All commercial communities must have some 
facilities for carrying on their commercial opera- 
tions. They must have that information, or we 
shall have no revenue to support the Government. 
You may stop the operations of the agents of the 
War and Navy Departments, and not seriously af- 
fectthe revenue. Itmight, perhaps, benefitit. But 
when once you preventcommercial facilities, in that 
proportion you cut off the revenue with which this 
Government is to be sustained. That is a wide 
difference. But I shall not now go into details. 

This is no document on which to reform. Re- 
form on those which are not cared for, which are 
dull and heavy and prosy, but not on a document 
so interesting and useful as this. This document 
may not be interesting in sections that have no 
great commercial interest. It is, therefore, not of 
universal application in one sense of the term, but | 
itisin another. All are interested in the finances | 

of this Government. Al are interested in having | 
the Treasury replenished. Those whose business | 
it is to contribute to the replenishing of the Treas- | 
ury, should have the proper information on which 
to help to replenish it. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. [concur most cheerfully with 
what has fallen from the honorable Senator from 
New York. I think this is a document for which 
provision for printing may well be made by a gen- 
erallaw. And I would adopt the very suggestion 
which is so objectionable to the Senator from 
Texas, [Mr. Rusx.] I would print any docu- 


country. It is.one in. whicl-they. feel a deep and 
lively interest. I trust that the number. which“has - 
been. reported -by the.committee will coniuiand:the 
assent ofthe Senate. . I will only add; sthatithis 
matter received the. serious. consideration: of the 
committee; and I think 1am justified: in saying 
that it received its unanimous vote... oo SS 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, ordered 
to be engrossed and reada third time, and was 
subsequently read a third time and: passed, & 

THE COMPROMISE BILL: . 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration’ 
of the bill for the admission of California as’ a 
State into the Union, to establish. territorial . 
ernments for Utah*and New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundaries, 

The question before the Senate was the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Sovre on the 24th of June; 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate at length 
in reply to Mr. Soutn’s arguments. He dwelt on 
the expediency of admitung California at once,” 
unless some insuperable objections should ‘be 
urged against it, The various objections urged 
by Mr. Soure he statéd, and proceeded to reply to 
them in detail. f 

The debate was continued until half-past four 
o'clock, by Mr. FOOTE, Mr. BARNWELL, | 
Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
who, without finishing, gave way for a motion to 
adjourn. De 

Mr. WHITCOMB called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion, which were ordered, and being 
taken, were as follow: J 


YEAS—Messts, Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, B nwell, 
Bell, Benton, Berrien, Butter, Chase, Clarke, C Mens, 


Cc 
Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Day 


ton, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, 


King, Maxon, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Sebastian, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Turney, Upham, and Yulee—34, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Cass, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felg, Foote, 
Houston, Jones, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Walker, Webster, and Whitcomb—20. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
* Fray, June 28, 1850.. ns 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE NATIONAL ARMORIES. : 

Mr. PARKER asked the unanimous consent of 
the Flouse to introduce a bill of which. he had given ` 
previous notice. ; : : 

The title was read for information, as follows: 

“A bill respecting the national armories at Springfield-and 
Harper’s Ferry.” o 

No objection being made— 

The bill was received, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked and obtained 
the unanimous consent of the House to introducé ` 
the following resolution; which was ‘considered 

and agreed to, viz. ` DET 


Resolved, That the Comittee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into tue expediency of dividing “the’sécond part 
of the President’s annual message in two volumes, contain- 
ing each about nine hundred pages. 


STATE OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURT desired, with the permission of the. 
House, to inquire of the chairman of the Commit- 
i tee on Elections (Mr. Strona] if it was expected 
i that the vote on the contested election would be 


le 


ment coming from any department, which con- | 
tained nothing of a direction or recommendation 
in it, but which was simply an evidence of the 
acts of the Government. I would print anything 
which goes to show what is the true character of 
our commerce, without being mixed or mingled ; 
with anything relating to the suggestions or rec- 
ommendationg of the department. I do-not see 
that thisis materially different from the army reg- í 
ister, the navy register, and a variety of other | 
documents which are ordered to be printed for the 
departments. . 

Nor do I see that it extends the patronage of the | 
Government in any degree, whether the printing | 
be ordered by law or by a specific vote of the Sen- 
jate or House of Representatives. There is the 
: same patronage in either case. I do not see that į 
this extends itin any way. This document is of i 


j 
| 


vast importance to the commercial sections of this | 


taken this day ? A 

Mr. STRONG said, in accordance with the 
notice he had given yesterday, it was his design 
o move for the close of this debate about one 
‘clock, or as'near that time as was practicable. 

Mr. BURT. [will not make the motion L in- 
tended to make, ifthat be the understanding of the 
Honse; but I beg to say to the House, that it is 
matter of indispensable duty that the. House dis- 
pose of the business on the Speaker’s table within 
to-day and to-morrow. 

CONTESTED ELECTION™-IOWA. 

Mr. WirLram Tuompson, sitting member. 

Mr. Danser F. MILLER, contestant. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business to- 
| be the question of privilege upon the report of the 
' Committee on Elections in the above cases: = 
Mr. DISNEY -who was entitled tothe, floor 
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from:yesterday, yielded -for a moment atthe re- 
gùèst of ; ; ETSA E & 

‘Mr. LEFFLER,:who said be had: understood 
the gentleman from Maryland yesterday. to say, 
that ‘he (Mr:-L.) had :made very serious charges 
against Truman Smith and Fitz Henry Warren, 
in connection with this election. : 
Mr EVANS (in his seat) said the gentleman 
had misunderstood him—he had not so represent- 
ed the gentleman. >. ten ; 

Mr. LEFFLER wished to say, that he had not 
intended to make any charge against those gentle- 
men; certainly he had not intended to impugn the 
honor or integrity of anybody. : 

Mr. DISNEY resumed the floor, and addressed 
the committee in remarks of which our report 
is unavoidably deferred to-night. He maintained 
that the question of the right of the sitting mem- 
ber to his seat was unquestionable, and said that, 
in his judgment, no gentleman, however. violent 
might. be. his party prejudices, could rise from an 
examination of the law and of the facts of the case 
without being forced to that conclusion. He dis- 
cussed principally the question of the admissi- 
bility, of the Kanesville vote, and charged that it 
was tainted with fraud, like a leprosy. He 
glanced at other points of the case; replied to 
positions taken in the minority report, and in de- 

ate by gentlemen on the other sides and declared 
that neither in his own observation or in his 
readings, had he ever met with a contested elec- 
tion where there was so little ground of contest, 
and where the proofs were so conclusive and so 
overwhelming, as those which in this case estab- 
lished the right of the sitting member. [For Mr. 
D.’s marks see Appendix, page 782.] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said: Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to-say a few, very few words in 
regard to this case. 1 have no fondness for speech- 
making, but I think it my duty here to give my 
views ogone point of this case, leaving other points 
to the discussion that has or may’take place. 

I hope, sir, we are to decide this question as a 
great judicial one, without any party feeling, but 
solely upon the law, and upon justice. ` 

Now, sir, what is the question presented? By 
*the laws of lowa, the territory west of the organ- 
ized counties was attached to such counties for 
election, judicial, and revenue purposes, as the ter- 
ritory west of Monroe was attached to Monroe, 
and the territory west of Mahaska attached to that 
county, and so on of the frontier counties of Lowa. 
Now, the only subject I shall refer to, is the Kanes- 
ville vote. At that precinct, four hundred and 
ninety-three votes were given to the contestant, 
and thirty to the sitting member. The canvassers 
of Monroe county excluded this vote, and gave 
the certificate of election to the sitting member. 
Now, sir, were the canvassers right? Was Kanes- 
ville west of Monroe? It claimed to be so. Sir, 
itis admitted, and proved too, by Mason and Wel- 
ler, that Kanesville was north of the north line of 
Monroe—was not in Monroe county, and was in 
fact in Mahaska county. This line is ascertained 
by mathematical demonstration—this seems settled 
beyond dispute. They claim to be counted in 
Monroe, when in fact they are in Mahaska 
county. -Can they be counted in Monroe? The 
constitution of lowa, in regulating the right of suf- 
frage, is as follows: 

“Every white male citizen of the United States of the age 
of twenty-one years, who shall have been a resident of the 
Staie six months next preceding the election, and the 
country in which he votes twenty days, shall be entitled to 


vote at all elections which are now, or hereafter may be, 
authorized by law.” 


` Now, sir, demonstration has shown this fact, 
that the spot on which Kanesville and. the voters 
principally were, north of the Monroe line— 
was in Mahaska county. Being so, the constitu- 
tion of [owa determines the question; and how? 
by declaring that the voter shall be a resident 
twenty days in the county in which he offers his 
vote—twenty days in the county is the condition 
of voting. This is the condition upon which a 
vote is to be given. Now, sir, this vote was not 
within the county; and how can it be counted? 
Sir, you have no right to prostrate and strike down 
the cunstitution of lowa by saying that its require- 
ments shail be held null and void. You cannot 
doit, The States obey you in some things, in 
which you have the sovereign right to direct, but 
you must also obey the States.in some things. 
‘We can fix the number of members a State can 
elect, but the State fixes the manner and place of 


voting, and the qualification of electors. The quali- 
fication of. electors! One- qualification. is a resi- 
dence of twenty days—that.is wanting in this case, 
for the Kanesville people were not in the limits of 
Monroe at. all—-there is no residence of a single 
day—none whatever, notan hour; then, sir, do you 
not disregard. the constitution of Iowa when you 
allow votes by citizens not residents? Which 
must prevail—the constitution of lowa or your 
power to admit?.. Why do you allow any person 
to have aseat here?. Because they come accredited 
by an election according to State laws—certainly 
not admitted. when these laws are disregarded. 
No one can claim these votes as in accordance 
with the,constitution if there was no residence. 

Mr. Speaker, the election precinct of Kanes- 
ville was established by the commissioners of 
Monroe. They had no jurisdiction of Kanes- 
ville at all—none whatever. It was not within 
their limits; their acts were void—a nullity. It 
will not do to say, that their act being a nullity, 
the election is, notwithstanding, good. Sir, if they. 
had no organization, there was no legal means of 
communicating the result of the voting. Irregu- 
larities and nullities are different things. The 
former occurs within jurisdiction, where jurisdic- 
tion has been informally exercised. But where 
there is no jurisdiction at all, the act is a nullity. 
It is without semblance of force. It is void, not 
merely voidable as a case of irregularities only. 
it will not do to say that all parties acted in good 
faith; this will not make that good which is in- 
curably vicious. Sir, it is a familiar maxim, that 
“ ignorance of law excuses no one.” The com- 
missioners were bound to know the extent of their 
authority—the limits of their jurisdiction—bound 
to know it; not to do the best in their power, but 
to do their duty exactly according to law. This 
they were bound to do. They were bound to 
know the line the law had established, for this 
fixed their jurisdiction. Now, sir, it matters not 
what they supposed in regard to the fact; the fact 
is certain and indubitable, that they were attempt- 
ing to exercise jurisdiction beyond the extent of 
the county limits. Suppose the limits were not 
run, not actually run, for the sake of argument. 
Still it was competent to reduce the contingency 
to an absolute certainty—** Id certum est quod cer- 
tum reddi protest,” is a maxim well known. That 
is certain which can be made certain.g Now, sir, 
in contemplation of law, the line was established. 
But was it not fixed in point of fact. 

[Here Mr. Toompson was interrupted by Mr. 


| Toomes, of Georgia, who said there was no line 


run, $ 

Mh, THOMPSON. Sir, a connection or base 
line was run by authority of the surveyor general, 
and from this any surveyor could find the line be- 
tween townships 78 and 79, fixed by law as the 
northern boundary of Monroe. From this linea 
line was run, as proved by Mason and Weller, 
and Kanesville was found and fixed to be six 
miles north of Monroe county. This settles, 
mathematically, that Kanesville was not within the 
jurisdiction of the authorities of Monroe county. 
The Constitution, therefore, gave the voters no 
right to vote in Monroe county—nor had the 
commissioner any right to establish a precinct 
there. s 
Sir, the intention to be correct is nothing—the 
law requires certainty and obedience. Suppose a 
sheriff levy on property beyond his county line 
or bailiwick, can he justify under the plea that he 
did not know his limits, his county line? He 
could not shield himself from being a trespasser 
upon such a plea. Suppose an assessor should 
assess a tax beyond his township or county limits, 
and the collector came forward and enforced its 
payment, wouid he not be held to be a trespasser ? 
No one will doubt this, I think—it is settled law. 
Nay, more than this: Suppose under this assess- 


| ment land should be sold for the tax so levied, 


would the title pass? Most assuredly not; and 
why? Simply because there was‘no jurisdiction 
in the assessing ofticer—his act is a nullity; every- 
thing flowing from it is, therefore, of the same 
quality. Your foundation being in error, the en- 
tire superstructure is vicious. Now, sir, if no 
title could flow from this act of the assessor, be- 
cause no jurisdiction, and there be no jurisdiction 
because beyond jurisdictional limits, I would like 
to know how there could be a different result from 
similar circumstances. How eould there be an 
organization without any authority to. organize? 
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Will it-be.said that Kanesville could vote without 
officers to. hold the. election—without a precinct— 
without any organization? If the commissioners 
had no authority at-Kanesville, there was no pre- 
cinct, no officers, no election.. But this, conclu- 
sive as it is, is not so-strong aground as the cir- 
cumstance before alluded to, that there was not a 
residence of twenty daysin Monroe county when 
the Kanesville people claimed to. vote. They had 
no residence in Monroe. : : 

But it is said that the sitting member had friends 
there and received votes, and that no objection was 
made at the time to the voting at Kanesvilie; and 
it is gently insinuated that the sitting member and 
his friends acquiesced in this vote at this precinct. 
This is not the fact. But suppose it was so, will 
consent give jurisdiction? Would it make that 
which is void ipso facto, valid? No, sir; consent, 


‘broad as it might be, or could be, would not render 


it valid. But there was no consent. 

Itis said that these people would be disfran- 
chised if they are not to be counted, as proposed. 
This is not so, they were entitled to vote in Ma- 
haska county, in any district in it, Why did they 
not go there? Are they disfranchised, when they 
had the full privilege of voting by presenting them- 
selves at any poll in Mahaska county? But, sir, 
if they had a right to yote in Mahaska, (and this 
is nowhere disputed, or denied,) could they have 
aright to vote in Monroe also? Could they vote 
in either of the two counties?’ This cannot be so, 
because the constitution required the voter to vote 
in the county in which he resided; and as no voter 
could reside in two counties at the same time, so 
he could not vote in one or other of two counties, 
as he might please. 

Are county lines nothing? How are you to 
avoid frauds—and, as my friend on my right (Mr. 
Porrer] says, how are you to prevent “pipe 
laying?” Only by requiring a citizen to vote 
where he resides. So important is this, that it 
becomes a constitutional provision in Iowa. The 
condition upon which a man can vote is, that he 
shall vote where the law appoints him to vote. In 
no other place can he exercise this municipal 
right, or ought he. 

One other view, to show this Kanesville vote 
wrong: Suppose fraud had been attempted on the 
ballot-box by a voter, could he have been indicted 
and tried in Monroe county for such violation ?— 
could the officers of the election have been made 


| amenable to penalties for infracting the election 


laws of Monroe county? Certainly not; because 
the offence was not committed within the jurisdic- 
tion of Monroe county. Could they have been 
punished for offences against the election laws 
of Mahaska? No; for Mahaska commissioners 
erected no precinct, appointed no election officers, 
and the election purported to be in and for Mon- 
roe county. Now, sir, these voters were subject 
to no penalties for fraud, and in this are exempt, 
while at the same time they claim the advantages 
of the law, by having these votes counted. They 
are not subject to its penalties, and cannot claim 
its benefits. , 

Sir, can any man now go. for counting the 
Kanesville vote, without feeling that he is legal- 
izing that which is nullified by the constitution of 
Iowa—asserting jurisdiction in the commissioners 
of Monroe county, when not a semblance of such 
jurisdiction exists? Can he go for these things, and 
not feel that he is prostrating the constitution of 
lowa? Sir, these are my views on this Kanes- 
ville vote. I think Iam not mistaken in law or 
fact in regard to it. 

Sir, the minority report does not deny the ex- 
istence of the location of Kanesville, but it asserts 
that there was an “ understood line, a claimed 
line, an admitted line,”’ existing, by which Kanes- 
ville was within the Monroe limits. This is strange 
language. Who ‘understood?’ this line ?~who 
“ claimed” it?—-who ‘admitted’ such existence? 
No one having such right, nor any person or per- 
sons alluded to as admitting such line. There is 
no proof about it; but the true line is established, 
and the.fact fixed that Kanesville is not within 
the Monroe jurisdiction, and this settles all inferior 
proofs on the subject. | 

Now, sir, I hope this question will be carefully 
and judicially decided. If this gentleman is ex- 
cluded upon a disregard of the rights and laws of 
the State, it may become the turn of any of us to 
suffer in the same way. I shall say nothing fur- 
ther. 


Mr. TOOMBS said, that if the House believed 
that the laws of the State of [owa were to be the 
rule ofits action, it was evident that the contestant 
was not entitled to his seat.. But he contended 
that the action of the House had not been regula- 
ted by State laws in the decision of cases of this 
character. It had been decided, in a case to which 
he referred, that, without reference to these State 
laws, the will of the people fairly expressed ought 
to govern. A State law regulating elections is 
perfectly correct, and it can provide in what 


manner, and at what places elections may be held; | 


it may impose penalties on those who violate its 
provisions, but it cannot disfranchise any citizen 
of the United. States. He referred to the laws 
which were formerly in existence in England in 
relation to the contract of marriage, by which cler- 
gymen and others, who performed the ceremony 
of marriage contrary to the provisions of the laws, 
were punishable by fine, &c., but the illegal con- 
duct of the individual so acting did not violate the 
contract. A similar law had been in operation in 
some of the States of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired 
whether, in these cases, the preacher or the magis- 
trate had not jurisdiction over the subject? Would 
it be the same if they had no jurisdiction? 

Mr. TOOMBS replied that it did not all depend 
on the jurisdiction. The commissioners of Mon- 
roe county had no jurisdiction. i 

Mr. GORMAN said, suppose the person sol- 
emnizing the marriage was a private citizen, would 
it be a legal marriage? : 

Mr. TOOMBS made a reply which was not un- 

` derstood. i 

Mr.GORMAN. Suppose there existed a legal 
incapacity between the parties ? 

Mr. TOOMBS replied that the contract would 
doubtless be void. The incapacity would illegalize 
the act. He went on to say that these citi- 
zens of Kanesville were entitled to vote; circum- 
Stances required of them to exercise their right; 
and the only question is, whether they went to 
vote at the proper place. He went on to show 
that the construction of some gentlemen, that the 
law providing that the country lying west of Mon- 
roe should be attached to the county intended due 
west was too criticala construction. The people 
had a right to vote. This was a principle which 
lies at the root of our republican institutions. 
Every man who is qualified according to law has 
a right to vote for a representative in Congress 
And the question is, whether the citizens of Kanes- 
ville have lost this right. They who maintain 


that, in consequence of some slight informality in. 


the manner of giving their vote, they have forfeited 
the privilege, would sacrifice the substance of the 
elective franchise to a mere shadow. 

He went on to state, that the State of Iowa hav- 
ing divided the State into two congressional dis- 
tricts, every qualified voter had’ a right to vote in 
one of these districts; that this right was inalienable; 
and that the citizens of Kanesville only exercised 
this inalienable right in voting in the district ‘in 
which they resided. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked whether 
the gentleman from Georgia held, that if a citizen 
of Mahaska county offered to vote in Monroe 
county, and his vote was received there, it ought 
to have been counted? — : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Can he 
vote in a county in which he does not reside? 

®. Mr. TOOMBS replied that he could in Georgia, 
and in several others of the southern States. A 
voter may deposit his suffrage in any precinct or 
county. * : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, stated, 
there was a law in lowa on the subject. : 

Mr. TOOMBS said he was aware of that. He 
had it before him, and he intended to refer to it. 

Mr. SCHENCK stated, that in Ohio there was 
a law for the preservation of the purity of elec- 
tions, which provided that a voter should cast his 
vote at the polls of the county in which he resided. 
He had heard of a case in which a man very nar- 
rowly escaped the penitentiary for avviolation of 
that law; yet he had never heard of a case in 
which a vote thus given had not been received. 

Mr. DISNEY rose to put a question to his col- 
league, (Mr. Scuencx,} but . 

Mr. TOOMBS asserting his right to the floor, 
stated, that the laws of the States, and the practice 
under them in the States, could not be adopted as 
a rule for the action of this House. In different 


States the laws themselves differ on-this ‘subject. 
But we have to decide as ¢o the qualifications of 
our own members, and we cannot submit to be 
governed by the State Jaws, 

Mr. STRONG (Mr. Toomss: yielding) under- 
stood the gentleman from Georgia to say, that the 
laws of the State -of Iowa merely directed the 
manner in which. the right of voting should: be 
exercised. He would call the attention of the 
gentleman to the constitution of lowa, which did 
not confer a general franchise on all, but a limited 
franchise—extending only to such as had resided 
in the county twenty days before the election. It 
did not allow a voter to vote out of his own coun- 


ty. He read the third article of the constitution | 


of Iowa, in which it is provided that only those 


who have resided within the limits of a county | 


can vote in that county. 

Mr. TOOMBS resumed, treating this objection 
as similar in its character to the other objections 
which had been made, Allof them were founded 


on the presumption that the action of this House | 


is to be controlled by the action of the States. He 
insisted, however, that all persons qualified to vote 


for members of the Legislature of a State, had a | 


constitutional right to vote for Representatives in 
Congress. a 

There was another point which seemed to lie 
at the bottom of this whole question. By a law 
of the State, it was provided that a county should 
embrace within her limits for revenue, election, 
and judicial purposes, all the unorganized country 
lying west of it. But when, under this law, a 
line is drawn due west, it had been contended that 
the citizens lying above or below that line, are ex- 
cluded from the exercise of their elective franchise. 


He contended that the law merely directed the | 


manner.in which the elections should be conducted, 
but did. not destroy the right of the citizen to vote. 
If the people did not vote in exact conformity to this 


law, their votes were not to be considered as lost.” 


Destroy the vote on this ground, and you violate 
the great republican prineiple for the sake of a 
mere technical quibble. He was opposed to the 
rejection of the vote of any citizen because the 
ue did not deposit his vote under or over a given 
ine. 

Those citizens who reside outside of any regu- 
larly organized county, have a right to vote in 
the district, and they may exercise that right any- 
where within the district. There may be-pre- 
cincts scattered about throughout the district, and 
the voter may select to which of those he may be 
willing to go, and he may cast his vote in any 
county lying within the district. A State law may 
prescribe that he shall vote at some particular 
point, and that he shall vote nowhere else; but 
these provisions are merely to be regarded as pre- 
cautions to prevent abuses—they were never in- 
tended to destroy votes. They were precautions, 
and wise precautions, against fraud, but they were 
never enacted to disturb or abridge the sanctity of 
the ballot-box. It was not in the power of any 
law of the State of Iowa to take away the fran- 
chise of a citizen of the United States. 

He went on to make some reference to the pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives in the 
celebrated case of the New Jersey contested elec- 
tion in 1839, when the House refused to admit the 
members elect on the certificate of the judges of 
election, and laid it down that they would look 
behind that certificate, because it. was only the 
voice of the people which should be heard. There 
was no member from the South who could show 
a legal title to`a seat in this House, if the election 
laws of the States were to be construed and car- 
ried out in their full force. All the voters of the 
State of Iowa had a right ta vote somewhere. 
The votes of all were entitled to be received and 
counted, and he who had a majority of those 
votes was the true Representative of the district 
in this House. The question was not whether 


the voter had a right to vote in his county, but |] 


whether he had a right to vote in his district, for 


a member of Congress; and you have no right to | 


reject any such vote, on the ground that a partic- 


ular mode of giving that vote has been pre- | 


scribed by a Jaw of the State, but had not been 
followed. ; 


He had seen no evidence of anything unfair or | 


dishonorable in the conduct of this election. He 
knew nothing of the parties, and was entirely in- 
different as to which of them should obtain the 
seat: If the contestant can prove that he has been 
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elected by a majority-of the voters-of ‘the district, 
he.is clearly entitled: to his seat; or, if the sitting 


sent here by the votes of a majority ef the people, 
then he is entitled to the seat. The voters-it 


privilege, because they lived above-a certain line 
of the district. But. they ‘have a; right to give 
their votes in the district... 1f there has been any 
fraud, let the proof be produced, and. if either of 
these. persons claiming the ‘seat:should. be proved 
guilty of such frauds, he was willing ‘to: send: him 
to the penitentiary. But he was not disposed:to 
allow any question of this sort to. prevent either of 
them from now obtaining his seat under his legal 
rights. : MEHE 

He concluded with declaring it his intention to 
vote to exclude the sitting member. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved to amend the resolu- 
i tion reported by Mr. Strone, from the Commit- 
tee on Elections, by striking out all after the word 


en resolutions reported by himself, together with 
an additional. one, which he now proposed, de- 
claring that Mr. Miller, the- contestant, was elect- 
ed. The resolutions are given. in a subsequent 
part of the proceedings. : 
He stated that he did not consider himself under 
any obligation to those who were disposed to justify 
stealing. He had always been led to believe that 
the receiver was as bad as the thief. : bad 


New Jersey intended to refer to him, ‘ 
erence. . : 

Mr. CARTTER called the gentleman from New 
Jersey to order. He disputed his right to occupy 
his hour in calling any gentleman a thief, 

The CHAIR did not understand the gentleman 
from New Jersey as making any such imputation, 
Had he so understood him, he should have called 
him to order. 


|| Mr. VAN DYKE resumed, and said that it had 


appeared that the poll-booksof Kanesvillehad been 
takenaway, and he pronounced that act to bea lar- 
| ceny. The Mormons had been introduced into this 


|| discussion, but he saw no reason why they should 


i have been mixed up in this controversy. The 
| House had nothing to do with their religious creed. 
The only question for the House to consider was, 
whether they were legal voters. The report 
| which was in the possession of the House, showed 


| that it would be seen at a glance how the. majori- 
ty and the minority stood. ge ane 

With reference to the Kanesville vote, .he'con- 
sidered that it was given-in accordance:with the 
laws of lowa. There had been none to question 
the fact that the country lying west of Monroe 
had been attached to the county for election pur- 
poses. There was no doubt that commissioners 
‘appointed by the county of Monroe established 
the precinct at Kanesville. The question is, is the 
vote a legal vote? Mae $ i 

A great deal had been said in relation: to’ that 
part of the minority report which stated, that be- 
tween the county of Monroe. and the county. of 
Marion was a line, understood, claimed, and àd- 
mitted. ‘There was evidence that such a line ex~ 
isted. There was nota particle of evidence that 
any other line had been established, If gentlemen 
are so duil as not to be able to see this, he. was 
not to be blamed for it. It was no fault of his. 
He believed that the evidence to this point was 
conclusive. It had been admitted, that if this 
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fact could be established, the case of the contestant 
| was made out. He pledged ‘himself to establish 
| it by proof which could not be controverted. ~ 
| He went on to show that there was a line which 
; was well understood. He referred to the fact of a 
murder committed in Appanoose county, at Fra- 
| der’s Point, when it was understood that this point 
was eight miles south of Kanesville. Now, if the 
county of Monroe was twenty-four miles wide, as 
is the custom in the State of Iowa, and Trader’s 
| Point, in Appanoose county, was only. eight miles 
south of Kanesville, it is apparent that. Kanesville 
would be within the county.of Monroe. : 
It appears that there was a person, a resident of 
Kanesville, of whose character I will not under- 
take to speak, who went toa judge in Monroe 
county for the purpose of having a precinct.estab- 
lished at Kanesville. He had selected: Kanesville 
j for the location, and he must -haveunderstood that 


. 


member should: be able to show that: he has been 


Kanesville are resisted in the exercise of ‘their. 


“re8olved,”’ and inserting in lieu thereof, the sey- - 


Mr. McDONALD asked if the gentleman from. 
Mr. VAN DYKE disclaimed any personal ref- 


how the votes stood in the several resolųtions; so f 
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the:tine left that:place within the limits. of Monroe 
county. © This man - was intimately acquainted 
with that -whole- country, and has subsequently 
received an appointment from the Democrats, ow- 
ing.probably to this: familiarity with. the country. 
‘He: went to the regalarly-organized tribunal of the 
county. of Monroe, and the officers of that county 
took jurisdiction of- Kanesville, and established 
there an election precinct of the county of Monroe. 
He knew the provision of the law that the country 
lying: west. should be attached to Monroe, and, 
with that knowledge, they fixed on -Kanesville as 
due-west. If they had been of the opinion that 
Kanesville was not within the limits of the county, 
but that its position was, as has been asserted, six 
miles north of the line, they could not have estab- 
lished this.precinct there without stultifying them- 
selves. They appointed judges of election to take 
the votes at Kanesville, and these jadges were per- 
song conversant with the situation of the country, 
resident there, and they opened the polls, suppos- 
ing all to be legal and correct, and received the 
votes, not for Marion county, but for Monroe 
county. How could they have done all this, if 
they had not understood that Kanesville was in- 
cluded within -the dine which bounded Monroe 
county? ‘These were all public functionaries, who 
well knew the boundaries within which they had 
a right to exercise jurisdiction, and their proceed- 
ings show that there was an ufderstanding that 
Kanesville was within the line of the county. 

if all this evidence was not sufficient to con- 
vince gentlemen on the other side, he would go 
still further. There was the sheriff of Monroe 
county; he went to Kanesville for the purpose of 
electioneering for the county of Monroe, not for 
the county -of Marion. He cast his own vote 
there for the county of Monroe. That the-sher- 
iff of the county, who is always supposed to un- 
derstand the county lines, whose business it is to 
know how they run, performed all these functions 
in Kanesville, is proof that he looked upon it aga 
part of Monroe county; and he must have known 
the fact, and would not have so acted, bad it been 
otherwise. Again: there were more than five hun- 
dred legal voters residing in Kanesville. Now, every 
one of these must have known if he was living in 
Marion county or in Monroe county. Every one 
of these, without exception, voted in Kanesville, 
supposing itto be a vote in Monroe county. How 
could they have committed such an error, if an 
error it had been? lt was well understood by 
them that MKanesville was a part of Monroe 
county, 

Again, there was a number of persons who went 
out for the purpose of electioneering, and who took 
money with them to promote their party objects. 
These persons were at Kanesville at the election; 
and they took their observations during their jour- 
ney, which, to be sure, were not very. definite, 
These persons all belonged to Monroe county, and 
were ififormed, wherever they made inquiry, that 
Kanesville lay west of Monroe. tis but reason- 
able to suppose that they inquired of their Demo- 
cratic and other friends, or at any rate of the 
péople living on the road, who all informed them 
that Kanesville was west of Monroe. If after all 
this, gentlemen were still dark, he must despair of 
his ability to enlighten them. Sv much, then, 
for the understood line. 

But was there nota claimed line? In the case 
of the murder at Trader’s Point, the majority of 
the grand jury must have known where their ju- 
risdiction was limited. It was believed that Kanes- 
ville was only eight miles north of ‘T'rader’s Point; 
and this factsatisfied them that they bad jurisdiction 
in Kanesville. ‘ihe precinct was therefore estab- 
lished there for judicial purposes. Was this no 
claim ? 

Was it an admitted line? It was so, because no 
mortal man had ever called itin question. It had 
been an understood line; it had been a claimed 
line; and it had never been controverted by any 
mortal man. Was it not, then, an admitted line? 
This place is thérefore in the jurisdiction de facto 
of Monroe county to all intents and purposes? 
There had been, never to this day, any line run 
to call this in question. Neither by the Legisla- 
ture of that State, nor by the. court of Monroe 
county, had anything been ever done to disturb 
this understanding. The. general belief had con- 
stantly remained unshaken; and Kanesville re. 
mains a part of Monroe county yet. 

Some attempts had been made to show that 


Kanésville was situated six- miles ñorthof Mon- 
roe county. He denied that.it was so.. The 
attempt to show this had been made in every way 
but the right one, The proper course would have 
been to-runa line from the northwest corner of 
Monroe county, due west, to the Missouri river. 
This would have been the satisfactory, the only 
evidence, by which the fact could have been estab- 
lished. . But see in what manner they did attempt 
to prove it. In the fall of 1848, after the election 
had taken -place, they get a Mr. Marsh to run a 
connection line. Finding a line running some- 
where, they do not follow that line, but they go to 
Kanesville,-and run a line from that place into the 
wilderness, to find the connection line; and after 
finding a point, Mr. Marsh guesses it to be right. 
A line.was also run by Mr. Weller, and as these 
connection lines run in such an irregular manner, 
they base the allegation that Kanesville is six miles 
north of Monroe county. < 

It had been contended that the commissioners 
of Monroe county had no power to establish a 
precinct in Kanesville. It had been alleged that 
the law of 1847 repealed the law of 1843, and 
changed the county system into the township 
and precinct system. He referred to the law, and 
read a.section from it, to sustain him in his posi- 
tion that it did not repeal the law of 1843. 

The line was understood as including Kanes- 
ville within the limits `of Monroe county. If it 
was wrong, that was not the fault of the voters. 
Yet we are called on to destroy the franchise of 
five hundred legal voters. Suppose a line had been 
run from the northwest corner of Monroe county 
due west to the Missouri river, and that had been 
found wrong: ifithad been marked by metes and 
bounds, and all had understood it at the time as 
correct, and if afterwards it should have turned 
out—after the election—to be wrong, would you 
say that all the votes and acts, during the continu- 
ance of this error, should be all invalid? The 
county of Monroe claimed jurisdiction over Kanes- 
ville, and exercised it. But it is said she had no 
jurisdiction. Is it contended then, thatall the acts 
of her public functionaries, since that wrong com- 
menos are to be considered as illegal and in- 
valid ? 

He put several other cases similar in their im- 
port; and then went. on to'a passing and brief re- 
view of the other points in the report, relating to 
the Boone township votes. 

He glanced briefly at the reasons assigned by 
Mr. Harris, of Tennessee, for changing the vote 
which he gave in committee. 

Some conversation tuok place at the close of 
Mr. Van Dyxe’s remarks, in which Messrs. 
McDONALD, STRONG, and VAN DYKE took 
part, in relation to the line run in 1848 and in 1849. 

The speech of Mr. Van Dyxe could only be 
partially heard, as he spoke from the Clerk’s desk, 
and his back was towards the reporter. 

Mr. BURT said, that although this debate had 
been conducted with much ability, he must do the 
House the justice to say that he had never, since 
he had been a member of this body, seen it so 
utterly inattentive and indifferent to any debate 
that had lasted through three days, as it had been 
to this. 
that the two reports from the Committee on Elec- 
tions set forth all the facts and arguments of the 
case; and taking it for granted that members would 
have been more attentive if they had not made up 
their minds upon the question, he felt it to be his 
duty, in order to economize somewhat the time of 
the Elouse, to move the previous question. 

Mr. STRONG addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srrone] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STRONG (the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections) was proceeding to address 
the House, when 

Mr. VAN DYKE called the gentleman to order, 
that no remarks were in order—the: previous 
question having been moved. 

Tne SPEAKER. The Chair will state to 
the House his opinion upon the present state 
of circumstances. A new point is raised under 
the rules of the House. The rule giving to the 
member of a committee the right to open and close 
the debate upon a measure reported by him, was 
adopted during the last Congress. The question 
arose, as will be recollected by the members. of. 
the House, in- Committee of. the Whole on the 
State of the Union, in cases where debate had: been 


He presumed that it arose from the fact į 
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closed. by order -of the House, at what time: the 
member reporting should claim the floor to make 
his concluding speech; and, after much discussion, 
it was decided by the committee that the member 
reporting. a measure was entitled to make: his 
concluding speech after the. debate had been 
stopped by the rule of the House—otherwise the 
member would be deprived of the privilege of 
making the closing speech; he would. not know 
at what time to speak in conclusion, if he was re- 
quired to do so before the time fixed by order of 
the House for the close of the debate. It was 
then held by the committee, that the member re- 
porting a measure was entitled to make his clos- 
ing speech after the time fixed by a resolution of 
the House for the termination of the debate. By 
parity of reasoning, by analogy, the Chair thinks 
that the member reporting, where there is no de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole on the state. of 
the Union, (if there had been debate in this case, 
the decision of the Chair would be otherwise,) is 
entitled to make his closing speech, after the pre- 
vious question has been moved in the House and 
sustained—otherwise the member reporting never 
can have the benefit of this rule. He has spoken 
once; as long as any other member contests the 
floor, the Chair must recognize the other mem- 
bers, (thus the Chair a few minutes ago recog- 
nized the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Burrt,] though the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Srrone] contested the floor with him.) If, 
however, the member reporting had had the floor 
and made his closing*speech, in case the previous 
question was called afterwards and not sustained, 
and the debate continued, the member reporting 
would not have the privilege of making the con- 
cluding speech. 

Under these circumstances, the Chair is inclined 
to think that the member reporting the measure is 
entitled to make his concluding speech after the 
previous question is moved. But, as the Chair 
has already stated, there is no precedent, no de- 
cision; the question has never before arisen, since 
the adoption of the rule. The Chair remembers 
well, that when this rule was adopted he was a 
member of the Committee on Rules; this point was 
not discussed or thought of, that the Chair is aware 
of, at that time. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Ido not rise to speak upon 
that point; I am satisfied that the Speaker is per- 
fectly correct. Somehow I had got the idea that 
there was a precedent justifying the decision; but 
I rose to say, that as there has been an order of 
the House permitting the, sitting member and the 
contestant to be heard, it seems to me that they 
will enjoy that right, not under the rule, but by 
the special order of the House. The previous 
question, it is decided, would not cut the chairman 
off, and I submit that they ought not to be cut off 
by it. i 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House was 
to allow the contestant, not the sitting member, to 
be heard. The sitting member would have the 
right to address the House, as a member, as any 
other member has the right; and therefore such 
an order would not be necessary in his case. ` 

The CHAIR would hold that the contestant ig 
at liberty to address the House, and that this would 
be the proper time to avail himself of that right, if 
he desires, notwithstanding tne demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose to a ques- 
tion of order. He did not at all concur with thé 
gentleman from Ohio, in the opinion that the de- 
cision of the Chair was correct. fn his view it 
was clearly wrong. The construction the Chair 
had mentioned, which was given to the rule in the 
Committée of the Wholeon the state-of the Union, 
was correct, viz: that after the time had arrived 
for the close of debate by the order of the 
House, the member reporting the; measure should 
be allowed one hour to close the debate. The 
Chair held that rule, by analogy, to apply to the 
House. He (Mr.S.) submitted that that decision 
was a very important innovation upon the rules 
of the Hoase. How would it apply in ordinary 
cases? A member would rise and. offer a resolu- 
tion and call the previous question; the previous 
question being sustained, the mover or the reporter 
of the resolution would be entitled to be heard one 
hour, and every other member would be cut off. 
This rule applied exclusively to debate in commit- 
tee, and the decision of the committee he believed 
was wise and correct. But they were now in the 
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House; there was no rule at all, but the rule of the 
prévious question; and every person knew, when 
the previous question was seconded and sustained, 
the order of the House was that the vote should 
be now taken. Now, by what parliamentary law, 
by what rule of the House was it, that the gentle- 
man from.Pennsylvania could be heard for one 
hour after the previous quesiion was moved? The 
Chair said it was by analogy. The analogy he 
(Mr. 8.) held not to be good; and he submitted 
that if the decision of the Chair was to be the rule 
of the House, if any member of any committee 
reporting a bill and moving the previous question, 
might ‘speak one hour, when all other members 
were cut off from speaking, it would destroy the 
force of the previous question. ..He asked again, 
where was the analogy in the two cases? 

Mr. EWING interposed, and said, unless an 
appeal were taken, and unless the appeal could be 
debated generally, he objected to the gentleman 
from Georgia proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand the gentleman from Georgia to have taken 
“an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ido appeal, if the Chair 
insists upon that decision. 1 submit, that the only 
ground 

“Mr. EWING raised the point whether the ap- 
peal was debatable or not, relating to the priority 
of business ? a 

. The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman insists upon 

the point of order, the Chair must decide that the 
appealis not debatable; not, however, upon the point 
raised by the gentleman from Tennessee; but be- 
. cause the previous question has been moved, and all 
collateral questions arising after the previous ques- 
tion is moved, must be decided without debate. If 
the gentleman from Tennessee insists upon. his 
point of order, the Chair must sustain it. The 
Chair was desirous: that the question should be 
considered by the House, and thata rule should 
be adopted which will be satisfactory to the House. 
Mr. EWING. Lam perfectly willing that the 
gentleman from Georgia should proceed, if the 
debate is to be general; but if other gentlemen who 
wish to speak upon the point of order shall be 
liable to’ be cut off, | object to the gentleman pro- 
ceeding. 
Mr. STEPHENS suggested, that the previous 
question not having been seconded, the present 
was not the proper time to make the point of order. 
He would, therefore, withdraw the point. If the 
previous question were seconded, and the gentle- 
man from Penge onia rose to speak, and was 
recognized, it ld then be the proper time to 
make the point of order, and he would renew it. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading 
of the rule upon this subject. 

The thirty-fourth rule was read, as follows: 

** No member shall oceupy inore than one honr in debate 
on any question in the House, or in committee; but a mem- 


ber reporting the measure under consideration from a com- 
mittee, may open and close the debate,” &e, 


Mr. VAN DYKE called the attention of the 
Speaker to the thirty-seventh rule. 

This rule was read, as follows: 

“No member shall speak more than once to the same 
question without leave of the House, unle-s he be the 
mover, proposer, or introducer of the matter pending; in 
which case he:shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not 
until every member choosing to speak shall have spoken.” 

The SPEAKER. Under that rule, the mem- 
ber reporting a measure would not be entitled to 
speak, but itis the rule previously read: by the 
Chair which gives him that right. 

The Chair begs leave to state to the House, in 
answer to the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Srernens,} that in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, if a member should report from a 
committee a bill or a resolution, and immediately 
move the previous question upon it, and the pre- 
vious question be sustained and the main question 
be ordered to be put, the Chair would not hold 
that under this rule the member would be entitled 
to address the House. The Chair will construe 
this rule according to its true intent and meaning — 
that he is entitled to make the concluding speech 
when debate has arisen; when the question has 
been discussed by other members, he has theright 
to close the debate. Bat, if he should move the 
previous question immediately after the introduc- 
tion of. a measure from a committee, the Chair 
would unquestionably hojgthat he was not enti- 


tled to be heard. The question is presented, Can. 
a gentleman speak after the House has declared 


| that the main question shall’ be now put? 


The 
question was presented in Committeeof the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Can’a gentleman speak 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union after the House has decided by resolution 
that debate shail close? Take the instance of a 
resolution of the Frouse declaring that in case of a 
measure pending in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union all debate shall cease at one 
o'clock and the committee shall proceed to vote 
upon the pending questions; the committee has 
construed this resolution, that notwithstanding the 
debate is to cease at one o’clock, yet the member 
reporting a measure shall be entitled to speak after 
that hour. 

The Chair thinks that the analogy between the 
closing of debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union and in the House ordering 
the main question to be now put, exaet, precise; 
otherwise, as suggested by the Chair, you deprive 
the member reporting a measure of the right of 
closing the debate. 

The Chair, however, feels a delicacy in further 
discussing this matter, inasmuch as he has been 
obliged to rule out of order gentlemen who have 
been discussing it. : X 

Mr. WOODWARD. Would it be in order to 
say one word? ” 

The SPEAKER. No discussion is in order. 

Mr. STERHENS. @do not make the point of 
order at this time. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Georgia having given notice of the point of order, 
th®Chajghad ‘thought it proper, under the circum- 
stances the case, to intimate what his decision 
would be, before the demand for the previous ques- 
tion was seconded, that the House might act un- 
derstandingly. 

Mr. WHITE inquired, in case the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srrone] had spoken 
twice, whether he would be entitled to avail him- 
self of the privilege of this rule? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. WHITE inquired how the fart that a gen- 
tleman had spoken twice could be ascertained ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that that would depend 
upon circumstances. y 

Mr. WHITE. If the gentleman reporting or 
introducing the proposition has spoken twice, is 
he entitled to make the concluding remarks ? 

The SPEAKER. The member reporting a 
measure is not entitled to speak twice, except 
with the leave of the House, until every member 
desiring to speak has spoken; if he has spoken 
twice, he would not be entitled to speak after the 
previous question is moved. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly not. It was on this 
account that I wished to inquire of the Speaker 
whether he intended to include that asa part of 
his decision? I would inquire further. 

Mr. WOODWARD called the gentleman to or- 
d 


er. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Wnre] is making an inquiry; if he 
makes any further remarks, the Chair will call him 
to order. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the decision of the Chair 
extend to resolutions reported from committees as 
well as bills? 

The SPEAKER. Most certainly; the language 
of the rule is, ‘the measure under considaration.” 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, inquired of the 
Speaker whether the point of, order would appear 
upon the Journal unless an appeal was taken? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr: EVANS. Ientirely agree with your de- 
cision, Mr. Speaker # but forthe purpose of putting 
so important adecision upon the Journal, I appeal, 
and I shall vote to sustain the decision of the 
Chair. i 

Mr. WOODWARD. I have but a single re- 
mark to make. This question has been discussed 
both by the Chair and by members, as if conflict- 
ing provisions of the rules fhust be reconciled. 
Now, no greater mistake 

Mr. EWING again raised the point that the 
appeal was not debatable. $ 

The SPEAKER stated that it was not debata- 
bl 


e. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Did I understand the 
Chair as deciding, that after the previous question 
has been moved, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia is not entitled to proceed until after the pre- 
vious question is voted on? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not- made 
that decision. The Chair wishes to be distinctly” 
understood. The-Chair.recognizes-the gentleman’ 
from Pennsylvania now, and would hear his coni 
cluding remarks. upon this report; if “he: shodld 
speak now, however, and afierwards the Howse’ 
should refuse to sustain the previous question,.and 
the debate should -be continued, the Chair would: 
hold that the gentleman from Pennsylvania: had: 
exhausted his privilege under the rule.’ But, in‘ 
order to give the gentleman reporting the measure: 
the full benefit of the rule, the Chair. bas‘decided,: 
and the gentleman from Maryland [Mri Evans]: 
has appealed from that decision—that the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be: entitled to 
make ‘his closing speech after the main question 
shall be ordered to be put. Such is the decision 
of the Chair, and the question is, ‘Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” 

A word of conversation followed between Mr. 
Warre and the Speaker, which we could not catch, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, made the point of order’ 
that, when the previous question was moved pand 
the chairman of the committee who had reported 
the measure had not made his concluding ‘speech, 
it was only proper for him to make that concluding : 
speech before the previous question was seconded; 
because, after the second of the previous question: 
by the House, it was not. in order to ‘debate .any* 
proposition: : ee PR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided ‘that: 
very point against the gentleman from- Hlinois. | 
He has decided that a member who has reported’a 
measure from a committee is entitled to be heard 
at this stage of the question, if he claimg the priv-: 
iege; but if he does not claim the privilege until 
after the previous question is ordered, he is stitl 
entitled to make his concluding speech. The 
question is, shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. VAN DYKE rose to a point of order, and 
inquired, when the previous question was moved 
and seconded, whether it was not to be taken, and 
whether anything else could intervene? eee 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt about the 
point put by the gentleman from New Jersey, ùn- 
der the ordinary operation of the rales of the: 
House. The Chair has put his.decision upon the 
ground that the only proper construction that can: 
be given to this rule interferes with the ordinary: 
operation of the previous question, to ‘the extent: 
of giving the member reporting a measure*the 
right of making a concluding argument. => 7 | 

Mr. VAN DYKE. Can we now act upon: the 
right of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? Is‘ it 
not now only a question whether we will sustain 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It must be a matter of form 
whether the point of order is decided now. The 
question will perhaps more properly come up afier 
the main question is ordered to be put, and the 
Chair has recognized the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. But the Chair, as an act of justice: to: ‘the’ — 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, in order’ that his 
position in this question may not affect ‘thé de- 
cision of the House, hag thought proper to state 
what his decision will be before the previous ques~ 
tian is seconded. TH 
` Mr. VAN DYKE. Irise toa question of priv- 
ilege. I claim to have introduced the majority re- 
port, and if the rule applies to anybody it applies 
to me. Ido not wish to abridge the speech of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, but! claim the ben- 
efits of this rule. There is no proposition which 


| 1 have introduced which is not sustained by the 


majority of the committee. I want to know 
whether the rule extends to me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reply to the 
gentleman from New Jersey on the point af order, 
and he requests the House to preserve order. 
This is an important question, and should be:con- 
sidered and decided upon by the House with ‘de- 
liberation. 

Mr. BURT suggested to the Chair, that the 
gentleman from New Jersey could not make the: 
question of order at this time. He made this:ques-| ` 
tion to the Chair and to the House, that it was-not 


| competent for the gentleman from Maryland to âp- 


peal from any opinion which the Chair might éx- 
press, and that the Chair eould not decide this 
question until it arose. He protested. ai ‘these 
informal points of order, and against th 

debate. eS 


-The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
to.the House, thatthe- question -does not properly 
arise, until: the .gentleman.from:: Pennsylvania 
claims. the privilege of addressing the House, and 
if the point is.insisted on, the decision must be 
postponed until that:time. 


My. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to make 


“one suggestion to the gentleman from South Caro- 


“ this time, it must be decided hereafter. 


lina, (Mr. Borr.]- | hope the gentleman and the 
House will acquiesce init. Certainly, the ques- 
tion of order, as the Chair has suggested, is a very 
important one; I suggest to the gentleman from, 
South-Carolina to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, and allow the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to close the debate. We shail thus 
avoid-a decision upon the question of order ùntil 
we have had opportunity further to consider it. 

Mr. BURT. I would do so at once in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of the honorable gentle- 
man from Georgia, but this is a question of a very 
important. character ; : ; 

Mr. STEPHENS, (in his seat.) Therefore let 
us have time to consider it. . 

Mr. BURT, (continuing his sentence.) And it 
may arise again. I am willing, however, to con- 
form to the sense of the House—I am not pertina- 
cious at all. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
South Carolina withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question? i 

Mr. BURT. I do if the chairman of the 
Committee on Elections will promise me to renew 
the motion when he shail have closed his re- 
marks: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
members. of the House that if the gentleman from 
South :Cafolina withdraws the demand for the 
previous question, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Strong,] pro- 
vided no gentleman. who has not addressed the 
House contests the floor with him. But if any 
member who has not spoken contests the floor 
witn the gentleman from Pennsylvania, under the 
rules of the House, the Chair will be compelled 
to recognize him. 

Mr. BURT. There is no disrespect to my 
friend from Georgia. I shall not withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that objec- 
tion being made to deciding the point of order at 
Before 
the Chair puts the motion for the seconding the 
demand for the previous question, he desires to re- 
peat, for the benefit of the contestant in this case, 
that now is the proper time for him to be heard, 
if he desires it. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The gentleman from Mary- 
land has taken an appeal from an opinion of the 
Chair, which 1 think perfectly correct. The 
opinion which the Chair has just now expressed, 
ł cannot think correct. The contestant is not now 
a member of the House; he is allowed to address 
the House, not’ under the general rule, but under 
a distinct substantive order, When the debate 
shall have been closed, therefore, if he desires to 
be heard, he will have that privilege under this 
special order—his speech not being a part of the 
debate of the House. 

The SPEAKER stated that the point suggested 
by the gentleman from Ohio would properly be 
made hereafter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said a word which was 
lost in the confusion which pervaded the hall. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I wish to ask whether, 
if the previous question be seconded, the contest- 
ant will not, according to all precedents, be cut 
off? lso understand the case, and it ought to be 
understood by the contestant. 

The SPEAKER. The question cannot be de- 
cided now. Whenever the contestant claims the 
right of being heard, the point will arise. 

The question (continued the Speaker) is. on 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the demand was 
seconded. 

The question being taken— 

‘The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. STRONG addressed the Chair, and was 
recognized. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, renewed the point 
of order which ke had before made, against the 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania speaking, in order, 
he repeated, that the decision might go upon the 
journal. He entirely concurred in the decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
make his. concluding remarks under the rule of 
the House, after the- main question is ordered to 
be now put, and has recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. From this decision the gentle- 
man from Maryland takes:an appeal; the question 
is, shall the decision of the Chair stand aa the 
judgment of the House? 

The question was taken, and, without a division, 
the decision of the Chair was sustained. . 

Mr. STRONG accordingly resumed the floor, 
and proceeded to address the House. He said, 
that in proceeding to reply to the positions that had 
been taken, and the assertions: which had been 
made in bebalf of the contestant, and in favor of 
his right to a seat in that House, there were many 
things that had occupied the attention of the House 
to which he did not consider it necessary to direct 
his attention. He had no disposition to meddle 
with that which he had heretofore treated as be- 
ing utterly unimportant to the decision of the case. 

He had listened carefully to the whole of the de- 
bate, and he had yet to find that there had been 
any serious attempt made by any gentleman to 
controvert the position which he had taken at the 
outset, that the constitutiongl provision of the State 
of Towa must have a controlling effect upon the 
decision of the question at issue. Indeed, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, with a candor that was re- 
markable, did not hesitate to declare, that if this 
was to be regarded as a legal question; if was to 
be decided according to the principles of law, with- 
out regard to the former practice of the House, it 
must unquestionably be determined in favor of the 
sitting member. And he understood that such was 
the opinion of other gentlemen who had argued on 
that side. But the gentleman from Indiana had ar- 
gued, that by the rejection of the vote given at 
Kanesville, these people would be disfranchised, 
merely because they had voted at the wrong place. 
And the gentleman from Georgia had said, that 
even admitting they had voted in a wrong precinct, 
or even in a wrong county, yet their votes should 
be entitled to potential effect, in determining who 
was entitled to the seat. The gentleman de- 
manded, were these people to be disfranchised ? 
His answer was, by no means. He did not 
stand there on the part of the majority of the com- 
mittee to contend that any who had a right 
to vote should be disfranchised.. He desired to 
deprive no man of a privilege that belonged to 
him; and he denied that by rejecting these votes 
they were disfranchising anybody. The right to 
vote was a political right—a right that was secured 
by the constitution and. laws of the State; and 
those who were expressly permitted by the con- 
stitution and laws were permitted to vote, viz: 
free white men over a certain age; they were per- 
mitted to vote, but the time, place, aad manner of 
giving such vote, were togbe prescribed by the 
State. If the vote were not given in accordance 
with the provisions of the law in relation to the 
subject—if any of the requisitions of the law were 
not complied with, the vote was nota legal vote— 
it was no vote at all, it was a nullity—the voter 
had exercised no right that he possessed, for he 
had no right to vote in any other way, atany other 
time, or at any other place, than as prescribed by 
law. If, therefore, a vote that was not given ac- 
cording to law was réjected, the voter was not dis- 
franchised, for he had not exercised the right that 
he possessed of voting according to law. It had 
been argued that the laws of lowa, on this subject, 
were merely directory. He admitted that ques- 
tions regarding the mere formality of the return 
of votes, might be weighed by the “House, and 
determined according to its discretion; but so 
far as essentials were concerned—so far as those 
particulars were concerned which had been ex- 
pressiy provided fer by law—the House wag 
bound to be governed by that law. The gentle- 
man from Georgia had instanced the case of mar- 
riage by way of illustration of his argument; he 
would admit that the form of marriage ceremony 
might be irregular, and yet the marriage be valid. 
But the cases were very different; where there ex- 
isted no franchise to be exercised, none could be 
taken away. By the constitution of the State of 


Iowa, the electral franchise was limited to the. 


county within which the man resided. He had 


no right to vote in any other county—in no other 
had he any franchise. “Ifa man then thought 
proper to vote in a county in which ‘he did not re- 
side, he exercised no franchise which belonged to 
him, and it was perfectly idje to say that, because 
his vote was rejected, he would be disfranchised. 

Herein lay the fallacy of the argument of the 
gentleman from Georgia and.the gentleman from 
New Jersey, and also of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and of the gentleman from Maryland. They 
regarded the elective franchise as a right -having 
an existence coextensive with the boundaries of 
the State. Such was not the fact. It was con- 
fined.to the county in which the man claiming the 
right to vote lived. And if he voted beyond that 
county, and his vote were rejected, he was de- 
prived of no right, for he never had any. 

But it was also contended that these persons 
resided within the congressional district, and there- 
fore that they had a right to vote within that con- 
gressional district. This wasa departure from the 
issue. The question was, Did these persons ex- 
ercise their franchise? Suppose, said Mr. S., 
they had voted in January instead of voting in 
August, would not the result have been the same? 
But if in.such case you allow the vote, you deny 
to the State the right which the Constitution of 
the United States gives to it, to fix the time for - 
holding the election. Where, he would ask, was 
the Wifference in principle between voting at the 
wrong time and voting at the wrong place? Was 
it not as important to prescribe the. place as to 
prescribe the time? So in regard to the manner of 
voting. The manner having, been prescribed, it 
having beén declared that the vote should be by 
ballot, a man had no constitutional privilege to vote 
in any other way. And the place of voting being 
prescribed, he had no constitutional privilege to 
vote in any other place. The moment that House 
permitted a man to vote ata different time, ina 
different manner, or at a different place from that 
fixed by the law of Iowa, they gave to him polit- 
ical rights which he did not possess under the- 
constitution of Iowa, and by such act they over- 
rode the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States which accorded to lowa the right to 
fix the time, place, and manner of holding elec- 
tions. 

It was within the knowledge of very many 
members of that House that a general rule pre- 
vailed throughout almost all the northern States 
which restricted the right to vote to the township 
in which the voter resided. It was not so in the 
southern States, and therefore “ere gentlemen 
did not always see the necessity ‘ejecting votes 
not given in the prescribed precinct. , 

By refusing to admit a vote illegally given, they 
were not interfering with the voter’s right—they 
were merely refusing to extend the elective fran- 
chise beyond those limits that had been assigned 
to it by Jaw. It would be a very foolish proceed- 
ing on the part of the House, he thought, to un- 
dertake to enlarge the rights of voters in lowa. 
They ought to leave the matter where the Consti- 
tution of the United States intended it should be 
left when it authorized the State to fix the time, 
place, and manner of holding the elections, 

Mr. S. next adverted to that portion of the ar- 
gument of gentlemen on the other side, having re- 
lation to the fact which they had endeavored to 
establish, that Kanesville was within Monroe 
county. Even the minority of the committee in 
their report (he said) had not attempted to dispute 
that Kanesville was six miles and a half north of 
the northern line of Monroe county. But the gen- 
tleman had argued that there was an understood, 
admitted, claimed line running north of Kanes- 
ville and bringing it within Monroe county. But 
the most extraordinary argument (he said) was 
that of the gentleman from Maryland, who stated 
that for a crime committed there the culprit had to 
be indicted in Monroe county. It was the first 
time he had ever heard that the finding of a jury 
was an absolute demonstration of the extent of 
county jurisdiction. Many a time in his life had 
be known of a man being indicted and acquitted 
for want of jurisdiction, because the offence had 
not been. committed within the jurisdiction of the 
court; but, according to the argument of the gen- 
tleman, the petit jury ought to have taken the find- 
ing of the grand jury as settling the question of 
jurisdiction. He replied to that portion of the ar- 
gument of gentlemen*6n the other side which 


rested upon the fact that the county commissioners 
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had established a precinct at Kanesville, contend- 


ing that they were entirely mistaken, in suppos- ii 


ing it to be a part of Monroe county. There was 
no county or political organization there, and from, 
its position it ought to have been attached to Ma- 
haska and not to Monroe county. He proceeded 

to notice the Dallas county vote, showing that the 
persons spoken of in the testimony resided south 

of Dallas county line, and contending. that their 

votes ought not to be admitted. He called upon | 
the House to decide this question. according to the || 
principles upon which, as a judicial tribunal, they 

were bound to adjudicate all such cases, without 

traveling beyond the bounds prescribed. by the 

Constitution, without conferring rights which the 

State constitution of lowa did not give, for they 

could not give rights which her constitution denied 

without a palpable violation of the Constitution of 

the United. States. 

Mr. S. having concluded, 

And the question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendments proposed by Mr. Van Dyxe to the 
resolution reported by Mr. Srrone— 

Mr. STANLY said, as it was desirable to have 
a full House to decide this important question, and 
as it would be difficult to get one at this late hour 
without a call of the House, he hoped that the 
House, by general consent, would agree to post- 
pone the further consideration of the subject, and 
agree to take a vote upon it at twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The CHAIR (in reply to Mr. Sranty) stated 
that this would be the first question in order to- 
morrow morning, and as the previous question 
had been sustained, a call of the House could not 
be had. It would be in order to move to fix an 
hour for the vote only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I will state that the contest- 
ant does not desire to be heard; he thinks that the 
question has been fully discussed. ‘ 

Mr. VAN DYKE said: Without yielding the 
point that I have the right to be heard, I will 
waive the exercise of the right. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. : 

The SPEAKER. The ,Clerk will report the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Elec- | 
tións. : - 

The Clerk read the following: 


Resolved, That William Thompson is entitled to the seat 
in this House which he now holds as the representative 
from the first congressional distriet of Iowa. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Vang re] has moved an amend- 
ment to strike oufall after the word “resolved,” 
and insert the following—being the resolutions ap- 
pended to the report made by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, together with the resolution added by 
him to day—viz: . 

1. Resolved, That the seven votes cast at Pleasant Grove, 
with the middle letter of the contestant’s name omitted, be 
allowed and counted for him. 

2. Resolved, That the vote cast at Kanesville be allowed 


and counted as a legal vote. : 
3. Resolved, That the vote cast at White Oak be counted 


and allowed as a legal vote. ‘ 
4, Resolved, That the vote cast at Chariton be allowed 


and counted as a legal vote. i 
5. Resolved, That the vote cast in Wells township be al- 


lowed and counted as a legal vote. 

6. Resolved, That the vote cast in the township of Boone, 
in the county: of Polk, in the second district, be- disallowed 
and deducted from the votes counted for the first district. 

7. Resolved, That the votes cast in the county of Dallas, 
by persons proved to have heen residing at the time south. 
of the southerly line of Dallas, he rejected and disallowed. 

8. Resolved, That Daniel F. Miller is -entiuted to a seat in 
this House as the Representative from the first congressional 
district of Iowa. 

The question was on the amendment. 

Mr. ASHE inquired if it would. be in order to 
call for a division of that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman can ask for a division. 

Mr. ASHE called for a division, then. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be on 
agreeing to the first resolution. : : 

Mr. BURT: - I believe (the previous question 
having been ordered) it is not now in order to 
move to strike out all the resolutions reported by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, except the last? 

The SPEAKER. The main question having 
been ordered, no amendment is now in order. 

Mr. BURT. -I hope the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Asxez,} then, will insist upon a 
division of the question. : 

Mr, WINTHROP hoped t be indulged by the 
Chair in calling his attention to the point which 
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he had just decided—that the resolutions proposed j 
to be inserted were divisible He thought if | 
the Chair would consider for. a moment, he would | 
see that, upon a motion to strike out a resolution 
and Insert several resolutions connected together, 
the question was not divisible; and if the House 
adopted the amendment, i. ¢., agreed to strike out 
and insert, a-division-might then be called upon 
the matter inserted. i 

Mr. VAN DYKE inquired if he could modify 
his amendment? 7 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do it by 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. Then | withdraw all the 
resolutions except the last. i 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. He desired 
to vote on all these resolutions separately, as they 
could, if the Speaker was right. 

The SPEAKER stated that his attention having i 
been called to the point of order made by the gen- il 
tleman from Massachusetts, he had examined it, | 
referred to a precedent in the 29th Congress, and 
expressed the opinion that the motion to strike 
out and insert was divisible, to the extent of in- į 
serting any substantive part of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Asas.) Does the 
gentleman from North Carolina insist upon his 
call for a division of the question? ` 

Mr. ASHE. I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey to modify his amendment. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can modify 
only by the general consent of the House. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. He thought |: 
the safest mode was, to vote upon all the resolu- /! 
tions separately, ; 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
tleman from New Jersey modify his amendment? | 

The SPEAKER. Fle cannot, except by gen- | 
eral consent. 

Mr. WOOD. Is it in order to call for a division | 
of the question, so as to vote first on the motion | 
to strike out, and then on the motion to insert? | 

H 
l} 
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Can the gen- | 


The SPEAKER replied that it was not in order. | 

Mr. ASHE withdrew his call for a division of | 
the question. 

Mr. PRESTON KING renewed it. 

The SPEAKER stated, that the question would 
be on agreeing to insert the first resolution. 

The first of Mr. Van Dyge’s series of resolu- 
tions was read. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state the | 
effect of these votes. If any of these resolutions || 
are voted in, the original resolution would be | 
stricken out. In order to sustain the original reso- | 
lution, it is necessary to reject all the resolutions 
proposed to be inserted. : 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the House 
adjourn. Rejected. H 


| Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Holmes, Houston, U 


And the question being on its adoptio 
The yeas and nays were asked and: 
and, being taken, resulted—yeas 95, nays 9 
follow: Hoos 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alten, Anderson, Andrews, 
Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, 
‘Thomas B. Butler, E.C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Casey, Chander, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Cone 
ger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunca, 
Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freed:: 
ley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, ‘Hampton, 

PWE; 


King, 
James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Horace A 
Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, MeKissock, Finis E- 


James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P: King; George G 


ae Lean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Nelson, Newell; Ogie, x 


Ous, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynoids, Risley, 
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 


; Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 


Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thar- 
man, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Watkins, White, 
and Winthrop—95, 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 


Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, José pti Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
cock, Daniel, Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edmund: 
son, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Iarla, Isham G. Barris, - 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland; 
Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, Meternand, 
McDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, - 
MeWillie, Meade, Miller, -Millzon, Morris, Morse,:.Olds; 
Orr, Peaslee, Peck,. Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Robbing; 
Robinson, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Richard H- Stanton; 
Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wit- 
drick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—94. + < 
[The following gentlemen, when their names 
were called, declined to vote, stating that they had 
paired off, viz: Mr. Conran, with a. gentleman 
from North Carolina; Mr. Parker, with his col- 
league, Mr. Morton, who had been called home 
in consequence of sickness in his family; Mr. 
Tuomas, with his colleague, Mr. Gentry; Mr. 
STETSON, with Mr. Asumun, who had been ob- 
liged to return home; and Mr. Binewam, with a 
gentlemen from Virginia, who was ill. ag 
Mr. BINGHAM having made this statement, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose, and said . 
he wished to ask the gentleman from Michigan ’a 
question. kaa tt cual, ES 
The SPEAKER said, no conversation was: in 
order while the roll was being called, pa Ee 
Mr. JOHNSON insisted that it was his right to; 
ask the gentleman a question. Rota 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Cannot a gentleman: 
be called upon to vote, who sits in his seat-and re-' 
fuses to answer when his name is called ?. 030° 
Mr. JOHNSON. -That is what I want? J 
would like to know whether itis not in the power 
of any member of the House to call upon another 
member to vote? A single vote sometimes reveals 


Mr. INGE. Do I understand the Chair to de- 
cide, that when a series of resolutions are offered | 
as a substitute, it is in order to call for a division? | 
I hold that the vote must be taken upon all, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. 
Does the gentleman from Alabama appeal. 

Mr. INGE. Ido. 

The SPEAKER announced the question on the 
appeal. ; 

Mr. RUMSEY submitted that it was too late |! 
to take the appeal. i 

The SPEAKER stated that it was in time, as |! 
no action had been taken. ` . | 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- f 
ative—ayes 75, noes 92. Hi 
ii 
i} 
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So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and ; 
the question on the amendment of Mr. Van Dyke jj 


f 


was decided not to be divisible. ; 
The question recurring on agreeing to the said | 


amendment as a whole— 
The SPEAKER propounded the question. 
Mr. VAN DYKE. My suggestion was to |} 
modify my amendment so as to vote upon insert- i| 
ing the last resolution only. łask now to be al | 
lowed so to modify. i 
Mr. JONES and others objected. - if 
Mr. BOYD asked to have the amendment again | 
reported. A 
Mr. McGAUGHEY inquired if the question |j 
would not be divisible if the amendment were | 
agreed to? i 
The SPEAKER replied, that he thought that | 
question free from all difficulty, and that it would | 
be divisible, notwithstanding the decision of the | 
House just made. i 
The amendment was again read, 


H 
J 
a 


| above.) 


a whole truth. 

The SPEAKER said that the rule required 
gentlemen present to vote; but no means had ever 
been resorted to by which a gentleman could be 
compelled. to vote. It was an obligation resting | 


ji upon him under the rule, - na f 


Mr. JOHNSON. -I have the right to ‘expect 
that the name of the gentleman from Michigan 


| will be called. G 


The SPEAKER. "Phe name of the gentleman 
from Michigan has been called. The Speaker 
will remark to. the gentleman from Arkansas, that 


j| it is very unusual to attempt to force a gentleman 


to vote under these circumstances, when he has 
paired off with a gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well, sir, 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote, (as 
Yeas 95 nays 94 and added, ‘the 
Chair votes in the negative: so the amendment is 
not agreed to. ; 

The question occuring on the adoption of the 
original resolution, reported from the Committee 
on Elections. x t 

Mr. ASHE inquired if it was now in order to 
move an adjournment. EEE 

Mr.. MEADE moved that the House adjourn: « 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken were—yeas 76, nays 112; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 


Beale, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. “Brown, 


Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert Œ, -< 


$ 


William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwelly © > 


Cartter, W. R. W, Cobb, Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Ewings 
Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hamilton, Ha 
månd, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thoinas L. Harris; Hibl 3 
Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph: W. 
Jackson, Robert W, Johnson, La. Sère, Leffler,- Littlefield, 
Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, MeMallen, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, 
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Olds; Orr; Peaslee,. Peck, Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Rob- 
inson, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, | 
Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Wallace, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick,; Wood, and Young—75. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Chandier, Clarke, Clingman, Col- 
cock, Cole, Conger; Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dis- 
ney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmandzon, Alexander 
‘fivans, Nathan’ Evaus, Fowler, Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, 
“Gouli, Grinnett, Halloway, Hampton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Tay, aymond, Hebard, Henry, Honston, Howe, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. 
Kings George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Pres- 
‘ton King, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
MceGaighey, McKissock, McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, 

"Meacham, Moore, Morehead Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, 4 
Ouulaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, 
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- 
horn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, Jobn B, Thompson, 
Thurman, Toombs, Tack, Underhill; Van Dyke, Walden, 
Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
‘and Woodward—112. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The ‘question recurring on the adoption of the 
‘original resolution, 7 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved to lay the 
whole ‘subject on the table, and on that motion 
asked the yeas and nays. 

‘o Great disorder. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired whether the effect of 
a vote to lay on the table would not be to keep 
Mr, THompson in his seat? 

Several Voices on the other side: “ That’s what 
we want.” 

The SFEAKER replied, that, if the whole sub- 
ject was Jaid on the. table, matters would not be 
affected at all by the action of the House, and, in 
the opinion. of the Chair, Mr. Tuompson would 
keep his seat. 

The question bein 
on the table— 

Mr. HOUSTON rose to a privileged question, 
and asked if it was not competent for any gentle- 
man, who had voted on either side on the adoption 
of the amendment, to move to reconsider that vote ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. In 
the opinion of the Chair, it would be the right only 
of gentlemen who voted with the prevailing side. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the Speaker do us the 
favor to move to reconsider? [Laughter] 

Mr. SAVAGE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked for tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. SAVAGE withdrew the motion. 

Great confusion and excitement. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet. on Monday. ° 

Mr, ROOT asked the yeas and nays on thae 
motion. 

The SPEAKER propounded the question upon 
ordering the yeas and nays, and having counted 
the House, announced ayes 37, noes 143; and 
that the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Evans, of Ohio, and RicHarpson were appointed. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. 
Tuompson and the tellers reported—ayes 91, 
nees l. è 

Before the Speaker announced the vote— 

Mr. ROOY rose to a point of order, and stated 
that the Chair had announced the question of or- 
dering the yeas and nays——ayes 37, noes 143; ac- 
cording. to his arithmetic they were entitled to the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
correct in the statement he has made. The Chair 
will state that he did announce the vote upon or- 
dering the yeas and nays—ayes 37, noes 143; he | 
did not make the calculation himself, but that it 
was done by one of the clerks, who misunder- 
stood the affirmative vote, and supposing it to be 
ayes 35, stated to him that the yeas anil nays 
were not ordered. It was a mistake. One fifth 
of the members present having voted in the affirm- 
ative, the yeas and nays were ordered upon the 
question, ~- 

Several Voices. “Itis too late.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MORSE said he would appeal from the de- 
cision. 

Mr.JONES. The gentleman will have to ap- 
peal from the Constitution, then, because that says 
that the yeas and nays being demanded by ene 
fifth of the members present, the yeas and nays 


g on laying the whole subject 


shall be entered upon the Journal. 


ca 


:Mr. WILMOT, (in his seat.) Change the 
Ce@ustitution! os - Me & 

Mr. THOMPSON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. JONES moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

- Mr. WOODWARD 
adjourn to Monday. - 

Cries of “ Question, question,” and much con- 
fasion. : 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
said that no motion: would be put until order was 
restored. ; 

A pause ensued. a 

Order having been in some degree restored— 

The question being on the motion of Mr. Woop- 
WARD,” i 

Mr. P. KING asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES asked for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Bay and 
McGaucHey were appointed. 

The question upon ordering the yeas and nays 
was taken, and the tellers reported, ayes 46, 

Without count of the negatives— 

The SPEAKER announced that the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote resulted, 
yeas 73, nays 107, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bokee, Bowdun, Bowie, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, 
Buel, E. C. Cabell, J. P. Caldwell, Cartier, Clinginan, Col- 
cock, Dimmick, Disney, Edmundson, Featherston, Gerry, 
Gilmore, Green, Hammond, § W. Harris, "P. L. Harris, 
Haymond, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, La 8ère, Jub Mann, Mason, 
McClernand, MeDonaid, McDowell, McQueen, Me Willie, 
Millson, Morse, Ogle, Orr, Outlaw, Peaslee, Phænix, Pot- 


renewed the motion to 


$ 


j ter, Powell, Ross, Savage, Schenck, Seddon, Sitvester, 


Stanly, R. H. Stantou, A. H. Stephens, Strong, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, ‘Toombs, Walden, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Wood, and Wuodward—73. 

NAYs—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andéfson, 
Andrews, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, William J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. But- 
ler, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, W, R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Danean, 
Dunham, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, 
Pitch, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
Hatloway, Harlan, Hay, Hebbard, Henry, Houston, Howe, 
Andrew Johnson, Jones, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Leffler, Little- 
field, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, Me- 
Kissock, Mclanahan, F. E. -MeLean, Miller, Moore, 
Morris, Nelson, Newell, Olds, Otis, Peck, Pitman, Futnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, 
Spaulding, Spragne, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurman, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, and 
Young—107. 


So the House refused to adjourn to Monday. 

The question recurring on the motion toadjourn, 
was taken and decided in the affirmative, withouta 
division. 

So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees : 


By Mr. HAY: A petition from the Academy of Natural 
Sciences of Philadelphia, asking that a scientific corps be 
attached to the commission appointed to run the Mexican 
boundary line, for the purpose of investigating and reporting 
upon the geology, botany, and zodlogy of the country to 
| be examined. F 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: A remonstrance signed hy John 
H. Beecher, and 51 others; also, one signed by David H. 
Suiler, and 25 others, citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, 


Zebulon Parker, for alleged improvements upon reaction 
water wheels. i 
_By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of F. Bassett and 
sixty other citizens of the town of Champlain, Abbington 
county, New York, asking Congress to so modify the rev- 
enne law of 1846 as to impose specific duties; also, a peti- 
tion of Daniel R. Wood and sixty other citizens of Penn 
Clinton county, New York, asking the same; also, the 
petition of R. Heynorth and one huvdred other citizens of 
Penn, Clinton county, asking the same. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of C. Fenton, and 40 
others, cilizens of Crownpoint, New York, for the estab- 
lishment of an Agricultural bureau. y f 

By Mr. HALLOW AY : The memorial of George Rogers, 
| of New York, offering to the Congress of the Unite : 
for purchase, the painting by James Barns, 
of George Washington. 
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IN SENATE, _ 
Frivay, June 28, 18388. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating information, 


called for by a resolution ofthe third instant, in 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


against the renewal of the patent granted to Austin & | 


: d States, | 
of the Apotheosis | 


ji 
ji 
H 


| 
Hi 
i 


regard to the indemnity: stipulated to be paid by 
the Government of Pezu tothe Government of the 
United States, pursuant.to the modified Convention 
of the 17th March, 1841, covering a communica- 
‘tion from the Secretary of State, accompanied by 
documents showing the sums paid by that Gov- 
ernment to the agents appointed to receive the in- 
stalments as.they might fall due; which.was read 
and ordered to be printed; with the documents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid. before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War. Deparjment, 
enclosing a copy. of the report of the reconnoissance 
of Lieutenant W. H. C. Whiting, of a corps of 
engineers of the western frontier of Texas, witha 
trace of the accompanying map, made in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 25th in- 
stant; which was read, and the motion to ‘print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Also,a communication from the committee of 
arrangements of the National Monument Society, 
inviting the Vice President and members of the 
Senate to unite in a celebration in honor of the 
4th of July next, at Monument Place. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Armstrong county, in the State of Pennsy!va- 
nia, asking a modification of the tariff of 1846, set- 
ting forth that the system of levying a uniform 
duty according to the invoice or price of an arti- 
cle in a foreign country, has proved fata} to all 
those pursuits in this country in which labor con- 
stitutes the major cost; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also, memorials from citizens of Bucks county, 
and from physicians of Montgomery county, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, asking that the rank of 
the medical officers of the navy may be assimilated 
by law to that of officers of like grade in the medi- 
cal department of the army; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
Leonard Scott & Co., and other publishers of 
periodicals in the city of New York, expressing 
the hope that periodicals may not be overlooked in 
any law which may be passed by Congress on the 
subject of cheap postage, setting forth that they 
| regard any preference in the postage rates given 
to newspapers over periodicals as unjust, inexpe- 
| dient, and in many cases impracticable; unjust, 
because both are alike essential to the people at 
large; inexpedient, because nothing would. be 
|: gained to the revenue of the Post Office. Depart- 
|! ment by any discouragement to either; and imprac- 
i; ticable, because, by a little inaluity on the part 
| of publishers, periodicals of a certain size are 
easily made to come within the definition of a news- 
| paper, and be taxed with newspaper postage only. 

Mr. D. moved that the petition lie on the table, 
intimating his intention, when the bill came up 
for consideration, to offer sundry amendments. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of the 
Houston County Mcdical Association, of Georgia, 
asking that the rank of the medical officers of the 
navy may be assimilated by law to that of officers 
of like grade in the medical department ofthe army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented a memowal of the Pres- 
ident and Directors of the Georgetown College, in 
the District of Columbia, asking that certain real 
estate held by them may be excluded from the cor- 
porate limits of Georgetown; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a memorial of officers 
and soldiers of the late war with Great Britain, 
adopted at a meeting held at Mansfield, in the State 
of Ohio, asking that bounty lands may be granted 
to the officers and soldiers that served in that war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I 

Mr. DODGE, of fowa, presented ‘a petition of 
citizens of Minnesota Territory, asking a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a magnetic tele- 
graph in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee-on the Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of the 
Erie-County Medical Society in the State of New 
York, and a memorial of Austin Flint, and other 
physicians, asking that the rank of the medical 
officers of the navy may be assimilated to that. of 
officers of a like grade in the medical department 


of the army; which Was referred-to the Committee 
i on Naval Affairs. 
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Mr. SEWARD presented the 
Carr, Michael Scribner, Jeremiah Stoneburner, 
and others, of Charlottesville, of the State of Vir- 
ginia, setting forth the evils of. the mob spirit. or 
ingabordination, which they represent as prevailing 
in certain of the States, ‘* calling themselves, ina 
spirit of self-laudation, and by way of -eminence, 
Sree States,’ and asking that Congress will, as a 
remedy for the evils, “in the especial discharge 
‘ of its duty under that clause of the Constitution 
‘which requires the Government to assure to each 
‘of the States a republican form of government, at 
‘as early a period as possible, enact a law for the 
t purpose. of introducing slavery into the free 
States.’ 

Mr. SEWARD moved that the memorial be re- 
ceived and laid upon the table; which motion was 
agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

_ Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution of the 
12h of June directing the Committee on Printing 
to inquire into the causes of the delay in furnishing 
the Senate with the President’s message and ac- 
compuaying documents, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, as the 
message and documents were all printed and de- 
livered, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the motion to print the proceedings of the 
State Constitution Convention of Michigan, held 
at Detroit, approving the plan of adjustment rec- 
ommended by the Committee of Thirteen, reported 
in favor of prinung the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following, which 
lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, Thatthe President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with. copies of ail orders, letters, and correspond- 
ence, relative to the late evacuation of Fort Polk, in the 
State of Texas, as a military post, and communicate to the 
Senate the reasons which induced its removal. 

‘Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 

lowing resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 
- Resolved, That the Secretary of War he directed, if within 
his possession and not incompatible with the public inter- 
est, to furnish the Senate with a copy of the report made to 
General Riley by Lieutenant E. O. ©. Ord, of a reconnois- 
sance between Los Angeles and San Diego, in California. 


PRIVATE BILL. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution * for the relief of 
Charles F. Sibbald.” 

Mr. KING.. 1 would ask if there isa written 
report in this case? = 

Mr. BUTLER. There is. 

Mr. KING. Then let it be read. 

The report of the Committee on the Jadiciary 
was accordingly read. 

Mr. KING, Mr. President, I heard but a por- 
tion of the report, in consequence of the noise 
around re.. Bat, from what I did hear, it appears’ 
to me that if there is any claim on the part of this 
individual for further relief than that afforded by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it ought to be 
reached by simply passing a resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to reéxamine the 
case; and if there is any additional evidence pre- 
sented by this individual, let-that officer take it 
into consideration and make such additional al- 
lowance as that evidence may seem to justify. 
But the claim as set forth is not, 1 think, one that 
ought to be recognized by this Government. Here 
is a decision with regard to a land title. This in- 
dividual goes upon land which the Government 
claims, He erecta mills, in order to cut off the 
timber and send it to market. The Government, 
endeavoring to protect its own property on what 
was supposed to be the public lands, drove away 
this individual. Ultimately he succeeded in get- 
ling a decision of the court in favor of the claim he 
Set up, to a portion of the lands, at least. Con- 
gress, under these circumstances, passed an act 
authorizing the settlement and. payment of his 
claim, It was accordingly adjudicated by the 
Comptroller.under the act of Congress, „And he 
comes forward now, not presenting additional 


petition of Frank {| 


evidence, and: asking. adjudication on that evi- 
dence, but heasks.that a-kind of board shall- be 
created, consisting of three functionaries of the 
Government, in order to settle this claim. 
We-know from experience what is the effect of 
this. At this session, at the instance of my friend 
from Virginia, who pressed it very ably, we have 
paid a consideralle amount to three individuals 


thousands of dollars, I believe, in addition to their 
ordinary salary. 

I will not object to authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reopen this case, so far as to ex- 
amine the additional testimony which may be fur- 
nished, If this individual is entitled to anything 
more, it ought to be paid to him. But to come 
forward and claim from the Government the 
amount which he might have made if he had 
carried on extensive commercial operations, is 
going beyond anything I have ever before known 
to be asked of Congress. I am only surprised 
that the committee, for a moment, felt themselves 
authoized to sanction a claim of this description. 

I hope that the resolution. will be so changed as 
to merely authorize the reopening of the accounts, 
and then I shall not object toit. While I try to 
guard, as faras I can, against improper claims, 
no man on this floor is. more desirous to do 
justice, and ample justice, to every citizen of the 
United States that. has a fair claim against the 
Government. 7 

Mr. BADGER. In order to guide my own 
action on the question before the Senate, I desire 
to be informed by my friend, the chairman of the 
committee, whether the bill has been reported 
with the general consent of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. i 

Mr. BUTLER. It had the assent of two of 
the members of -the committee, besides myself, 
making a majority, and there was no dissent as 
far as I am informed. t 

I have no very great. information on this rnb- 
ject, beyond whatis disclosed in the report. Mr. 
Sibbald, in his application, seeks for a larger in- 
demnity than the report allows. He asks interest 
| from the time uf his loss until the adjustment of 
| his accounts; he asks for consequential damages, 
The committee have repudiated all such allow- 
ances. And the accounting officers, in examining 
this, will have these general principles before them, 
so that they cannot allow damages of this kind, 
The only damages allowed are such as have been 
allowed in former reports. This is founded upon 
the grounds, as Mr. Sibbald alleges, that all the 
evidence was not reached by the accounting offi- 
cers, or a larger allowance would have been made. 
He claims consequential damages for the loss of 
his credit, ships, and merchandise. But the com- 
mittee would not allow these consequential dam- 
ages 

a I understand it, the state of the matter was 
this: Mr. Sibbald was a merchantat Philadelphia, 
doing a prosperous business.’ He left his business 
in Philadelphia, and invested all “his capital. in 
these lands, and in erecting saw-mills, getting ves- 
sels and other appliances and arrangements to 
carry, onan extensive business in Florida, The 
Government, under the assumption that the title 
to-the land vested in them, seized upon his mill, de- 


ence. All the acts heretofore passed for his relief, 
have been forthe purpose of giving him indemnity 
for the loss of his saw-mill, and the actual loss 
sustained by the wrongful interference of the Gov- 
ernment. This joint resolution is only to direct 
the proper accounting officers to reéxamine the 
accounts, and pay him whatever amount may 


that a dollar will be paid him. 

Mr. YULLE. Mr. President, I. know. some- 
thing of this matter. Mr. Sibbald isa very worthy 
gentleman, and [ should be very happy to see-him 
receive all that is due-to him. But 1 am under 
ithe impression that he has already received as 
much asthis Government, in justice and in a liberal 
performance of its duties, ought to have allowed 


for service such as this in examining claims; some | 


prived him of his land, and in fact arrested him,thus | 
subjecting him to great loss and great inconveni- į 


have been found to be due to him. I do not know | 


H 


H 
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him. Under ‘that impression, Téantiot agree tong. 
beyond what has’ been suggested ‘by the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr Kine] Tam wiling thatan 
examination of any additional testimony that He 
may present may be made. Butt cán ¢ j 
‘further. eon 

_ I think there have already been’ three different 
acts of legislation by Congress for the relief of the 
petitioner in this case. On each. occasion it ‘was 
referred to the accounting officers for an ascer ain- 
ment of the amount, who made an award.: ‘With 

each award he has been dissatisfied, and has conia 

back to Congress three times for their further: ace 
tion. Congress has yielded to his solicitations, 

and, under different awards, this individyal hag 
received, I understand, about $55,500 or $60,000. 
E am really of opinion that -he hag received enough, 
While I am: willing to concede to him great worth, 
and great integrity ;while'I believe thavhe suffered: 
much loss, which ought to be compensated ‘by the: 
Government, yet, believing thatsuficient.compen- 

sation has been made to him, 1 cannot agreé toth 
joint resolution. “I should be willing to lay’ before 
a committee the facts of the ¢ase,‘or I should ‘be 


| willing to let the case go before the: board pro- 


posed to be organized for the ‘examination ‘of 
claims, the bill for which organization has passed _ 
the Senate, and will, I am informed, pass the House 
of Representatives. I should be wiiling to do this, 
because then there would be an opportunity for 
the United Stutes to be represented by their attor- 
ney. Inthat way, full justice would be done to the 
claimant, as well as to the United States. I'shall, 
therefore, oppose the resolution, because it leaves 
the impression that Congress thought something 
further was due to this individual. re 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I obtained some 
little knowledge of this matter- when T was on the 
Committee of Claims at the last Congress... +}: did: 
not make very much. investigation, but I investi» 
gated it as much as my duties would’ permit. « I 
found that this wasa case in which gross: outrage - 
had been practised upon this gentleman by ‘the’ 
officers of the United States. The facts of the case 


wealth and credit-in the city. of Philadelphia.: Fe 
embarked in a large enterprise’ with'a view to-cut« 
ting the timber on’a large tract of land -which'he 
obtained by purchase, 

Mr. YULEE. He obtained it by inheritance. 

Mr. MASON. That only makes the case so 
much the stronger for him. But, at any rate, he 
was in possession of a large tract of land, upow 
which he builta saw-mill. He purchased. boats 
and entered very largely into the business of: cut~ 
ting timber. i r la. vof, 
money in the enterprise. And; while inthemidst 
iof it, the officers of the Government cane, ‘broke: 
| up his whole establishment, drove off his hands, 
shut up his ‘saw-mill, and arrested -him while ‘he 
was in the discharge of his proper and appropriate 
duties. The Government being of strong arm, 
the citizen could not resist. His only alternative 
was to come into court and establish his title to the 
land. He did go into court, and he established 
his title; and he now comes before this Govern- 
ment and asks redress for losses which he has. 
sustained. These are the facts, It would seem 


i that something had been paid to this-individual 


previous to this. ‘What amount may have been: 


paid I do not know—some say $22,000, and others: 


say $55,000. u 
amount which has been paid. 


I am utterly uninformed as to the 
‘But I do know: 


want of a proper tribunal to investiga 
have no other -knowledge'of this case’ 


are these: This gentleman was: a merchant of 


He embarked ‘a very latge'sum’ ‘of | 


-June 28, 


which Ihave dérivéed when on the Committee of 
Claims, from a ‘cursory examination of the papers. 
Tam ‘satisfied from what T have seen that. the claim 
is right. : E y, g 
“Itis the duty of this Government not to shut its- 
ears ‘against claimants. Every citizen who has a 
claim against the Government has a right to be 

“heard before the proper tribunal, in order that jas- 
tige.may be done... We ought not to hastily op- 
pose that which has received the sanction of a 
committee because a Senator differs from the com- 
mittee... I think this claim is right and ought to be 
granted. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, as a general 
rule, I am willing to be guided by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Kine] in. reference to subjects of 
this kind, for the reason that he is generally very 
accurate. 
has suggested. [understood the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama to say that he was willing to let 
this claim go back to the proper accounting officers 
and be again adjudicated. 
am in: possession of all the facts of this case, but, į 
as far as Lam in possession of them, my judgment | 
leads me to decide against it, and to oppose all le- 
gislation that will look by possibility to any fur- 
ther allowances to this individual. The first time 
his. claim was presented he received thirty-odd 
thousand dollars. He, being dissatisfied with 
that, applied to us, and we referred his ‘claim to 
the proper accounting officer—the Second Comp- 
troller—to be adjudicated upon principles of equity 
and justice... That officer, as I understand, after 
examining the case, and understanding it thor- 
oughly, decided that there was really nothing due | 
to Mr. Sibbald. _But.the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury,, having, of course, revisory power, made an 
order of an award of $22,000, which was directed 
to.be paid.to Mr. Sibbald. 

Now, if we are to. legislate on this claim, and 
this .gentleman. insists upon a. further allow- 
ance, I would, propose that, before we act, we 
should have the report of the Second Comptroller. 
I think he made a report, in which he showed con- 
clusively that in the beginning this individual was 
entitled to nothing. And it is admitted that he 
has already received over fifty thousand dollars. 

Now, | do not undertake to say, that he had 
not originally a good claim. Nor do I say that 
thirty-odd thousand dollars was too much. But, 
if my opinion be correct, the late allowance of 
twentv-two thousad dollars, made by the fiat of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, ought never to 
have been paid. I am unwilling to refer this 
question, either to a board, to an auditor, or to 
any other officer, so as to build up a claim for 
any further allowance. I do not believe that this 
case has merit.or justice in it. 

The hour having arrived for the consideration of 
the special order— 

Mr. CLAY. I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman withdraw 
it 80 as to allow me one single remark with regard 
to the revisory power of the Secretary of the Treas-. 
u 


ry? 

Mr. CLAY. If the gentleman will renew the 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 
a single word. The Senator from Indiana seems 
to suppose. thatthe Comptroller had made an ad- 


verse report on the subject, and that the $22,000 | 


was paid by the mere fiat of the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” That is not so. The Secretary of the 
Treasury did revise his report to some extent, but 
not so as to give him $22,000. It was not by the 
Secretary’s mere fiat that the $22,000 was paid— 
notat all. ` 

But it is time that should redeem the pledge [ 
made to the Senator from Kentucky to renew his 
motion. J] must therefore move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BIEL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the admission of California aga State 
into the Union, to establish territorial governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLI 


But Fam unwilling to go as far as he | 
| Mr. DAVIS, 


I do not know that L| 


I wish to say but | 


dressed the Senate for an hour, He was followed 

| by Mr. SOULE, Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. DOUG- 
LAS, and Mr. KING, of whose remarks a report 
will appear In the Appendix. wa 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Ido not rise 
now for the purpose of entering into this discus- 
sion, which has been so instructive to us fora long 
time, and upon which has been expended so much 
learning; but Fam rather desirous at some time of 
expressing my opinion upon this subject generally. 
F do not propose to occupy agreat deal of the time 
of the Senate, but so. much as is necessary to do 
that Iam desirous of occupying. 1 will proceed 
at this time, or at another time that may be more 
agreeable to the Senate. : ` 

agreeable. 
It is a late hour of the day, and 
as there isa necessity for an executive session, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. On that motion I call for 
the veas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Is it competent to move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business until the Senate has made some disposi- 
tion of the business before it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does. the Senator 
raise that point of order ? 

Mr. HALE. I do, sir. 

Mr. CLAY (to Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts.) 
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i| Let the question be taken now on the amendment, 
ii and you can speak on Monday. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. The Senator 
from Kentucky suggests that I had better address 
the Senate on some future occasion. We have 
been discussing this subject a long time, and I per- 
ceive that there are evident signs that the discus- 
sion is coming to a close. 
remarks, and, therefore, I do not wish to 
out from thg discussion. 

Mr. CLAY. For one, I shall be disposed to 
give the Senator, or any other gentleman, a full 
opportunity of discussing generally the subject em- 
braced in this bill. I have myself all along intend- 
ed to make a speech on the close of the debate, 
in reply to the arguments of gentlemen from time 
to time on this measure; but, at this time, let the 
question be taken on the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS; of Massachusetts. I am quite 
; satisfied to take any course that will be agreeable 
i to the Senate. 


be shut 


yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, it was my de- 
| sire to have made some remarks upon the question 
| now pending; but, if it is the present desire of the 
| Senate to proceed to a vote, I will not obtrude my- 
| self upon the Senate. 


Sourr’s amendment, and were as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
|| Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 

Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Sonlé, Turney, and Yulee—19, 

NAYS— Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Beli, Benton, Bright, 
: Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Day-on, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Doug- 
if las, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hainlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, 
| Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Seward, Shields, Smith, Sturgeon, 
1 Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Webster, and Whit- 
: comb—36, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

_ Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. President, 
is there now any amendment pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no amend- 
ment now pending. 

Mr. BENTON. Is the Senator waiting for an 
amendment to be offered? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. : 

Mr. BENTON. If the Senator from Massa- 
i chasetts has no amendment to offer, 1 have one. 

i Mr. DAVIS. I have none. 
| Mr. BENTON. Then the bill is open to amend- 
ment, 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I think I have 
an amendment lying upon the table in relation to 
i the sum to be paid to Texas, specifying that for 
| the sum that may be paid she shall relinquish all 
i her public lands. I laid such an amendment on 
i the table for consideration; but it is not-my pur- 
j; pose to move it until the sum shall have been fixed 
upon, because the -propriety of the amendment 
will depend upon the sum to be paid.. ‘If a large 


‘marks which he commenced. yesterday, and_ad- 


Mr. FOOTE. Now would be exceedingly | 


I desire to make a few | 


Mr. CLAY. On the amendment I call for the | 
i 


The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. | 


t 


i 


| that stage of the bill? 


| like to be restricted b 


sum be agreed upon, then I propose to offer the 
amendment in that connection. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr: President, I have already 
stated, and I adhere to the purpose, that Edo not 
intend to propose to fill:the blank in the bill until 
it is on its third reading. On reaching that stage, 
I will move to fill the blank with the amount to be 
paid to Texas, and then the question will be open. 
Such was the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. May I ask, then, whether it 
will be in order for me to offer my amendment at 


Mr. CLAY. No, it will not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
no améndment can be moved at that time without 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Rresident, 
if there be no amendment pending, I do not propose 


| to submit any; but it would be agreeable to me to 


make the remarks which I desire to offer, and to 
proceed now or to-morrow, as the Senate may 
prefer. 

“Mr, FOOTE and other Senarons. 
Mr. HALE. ` Oh, no; to-morrow. 
Mr. DAVIS then proceeded to address the Sen- 

ate; and, having spoken an hour without conelu- 
ding, he gave way for a motion to adjourn, 


Now, now. 


_ Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate now ad- 
ourn. ; 
Mr. YULEE. 1 trust the Senator will with- 


draw the motion. I think it is necessary it should 
go into executive business. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will withdraw the mo- 
tion. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I have risen merely 


! to express the hope that it will meet the general 


concurrence of the Senate, on both sides of the 

Chamber—and I have had a consultation with 

several gentlemen opposed to the bill, and they 

have concurred in the suggestion—that we should 

now indicate a day when we shall decide the final 

question on the engrossment of the bill. I hope 

it may be agreeable to the Senate to take the ques- 

tion upon the engrossment of the bill on Wednes- 
day next. That will give us to-morrow and three 

other days for discussion. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I do not know 
whether any other gentlemen desire to address the 
Senate. But I have not yet said anything on. the 
subject since the bill has been reported, and I wish 
to say something on the subject. I should not 
the understanding that at 
so early a day the Senate should come tò a final 
decision. I am very reluctant to ask the Senate 
to defer anything for me, for I do not know that 
I shall say anything which will be of any very 
great advantage to the country, or that I shall state 
my views very much at large upon this subject. 
But I shall be afraid, if the ume fora final decis- 
ion be fixed at such an early day as Wednesday 
next, that neither I nor other gentlemen who de- 
sire to address the Senate will have sufficient time 
to express themselves as fully as they should de- 
sire. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I had supposed 
there were four or five gentlemen who wished to 
speak on this subject. In fact, I myself wish to 
“speak for an hour and a half or two hours, by way 
of general reply to what has been urged. But if 
Wednesday be too early a day, I would suggest 
Thursday next as a proper day on which to have 
the bill engrossed. There would be great pro-. 
priety in taking the vote on thatday. There will 
be an understanding, 1 hope, that the question on 
engrossment will be taken on Wednesday next, 
unless the Senator from Tennessée, or some other 
Senator, desires to be heard. j 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It would not be well to 
x Thursday, for the Senate may not sit on that 
ay. és ~ 
Mr. BELL. Ido not. wish to obtrude myself 

on the indulgence of the Senate. They need not 
do anything particularly for my benefit, 

.Mr. YULEE submitted the following as an 
amendment, which he will hereafter offer: 

At the end of the 37th section add the following : 

«That citizens of the Uuited States emigrating with their 
slaves into the Territory of Utah, or of New Mexico, shall 
be protected in their property in such staves, so Jong as they 
continue under territorial governments.?? 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 

reopened and the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: SATURDAY, June 29, 1850. 

The Journal was read. 

Mr. McLANAHAN asked and obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files the 
B. Miler. . 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to a privileged ques- 
tion, and stated that he had yesterday moved to lay 
the contested election case on the table. -He could 
appeal, if it were necessary, to his friend from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Incr,] who happened to be near him 
atthe time, and heard his motion. The fact was 
not so stated on the Journal. Cet 

The SPEAKER said, that he distinétly recol- 


lected to` have heard the gentleman from’ Illinois l 
nearest his Chair {[Mr. Harris] make the motion, | 


and the faet was so entered: 

Mr. McCLERNAND acquiesced in this expla- 

nation and the conversation dropped. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURT.. I believe the first business in or- 
der is the contested-election case ? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the first business in 
order. , . 

Mr. BURT.. Then I call for the order. 

Mr. HAMMOND desired to makea report from 
the Committee on Engraving, which he said he 
believed to be in order. 

The SPEAKER stated that the report would 
not be in order pending the question of privilege— 
the contested election. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
unanimous consent to take up a few Senate bills 
from the Speaker’s table, for the purpose of refer 
ence. . 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 

Mr. BURT desired to say to the gentlemen: from 
Mississippi and to the Fouse, that as soon as this 
contested election should be disposed of he 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, ex- 
cept by general consent. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Then I call the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina to order. , 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to any 
conversation or discussion. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—IOWA. 


Mr. Witrtam Tuompson, sitting member. 
Mr. Dantet F. Miter, contestant. 
The SPEAKER announced the first business in 


order to be the further consideration of the resolu- | 


tion reported by the Committee on Elections in 
the above case. 

The resolution declares that Mr. Tompson is 
entitled to the seat he now holds, from the first 
congressional district of Jowa. 

Pending the consideration of this resolution, 
Mr, Harris, of Illinois, had last evening moved 
that the whole subject be laid on the table; and 
the question was first upon the motion to lay on 
the table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked the yeas and 
nays. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, inquired if it was in | 


order to move a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not—the 
main question having been ordered to be put. 

Mr. HARRIS. Umove, then, that the House 
adjourn; and I call the yeas and nays, for the ex- 
press purpose of getting members together. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being ta- 
ken, were yeas 12, nays 182. 

So the House refused to adjourn. , 

The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
whole subject on the table— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote resulted — 
yeas 93, nays 103; as follow: ? 


YEAS-—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, ! 
Beale, Bissell, Booth, Rawdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 


Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cabic, G. 


A, Caldwell, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, | 
Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- | 
ston, Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hammond, Har- | 


Jan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 


Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph | 


W. Jackson, Robert W., Johnson, Junes, Julian, La Sére, 


Lefier, Litttefeld, Job Mann, Mason, MeClernand, Me- | 
Donatd, MeDowell, MeLanahan, McQueen, MeWillie, |! 


Meade, Millor, Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peaslge, 


Peck, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robin- |! 


son, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. sianion, Strong, Sweeter, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 


Wood, and Young—93. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston,, Anderson, | 


papers of Thomas 


Andrews, Baker, Bennett, Ringham, 
Burrows; Chester Buter, Thomas Bo 
Caldwell; Calvin; Campbell; Casey; Chandler, Clingman; 
Cole, Conger, Conrad, Crowell; Deberry; Dickey, Dixon, 
Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan. Evans, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grianell, Hallo: 
way, Hampton, Hay; Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, 
Holmes, Houston, Howe; Hunter, James G., Johnson, Kerr, 
Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. King, John A. 
King, Preston’ King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson; 
McGaughey, McKissack, Finis E., McLean, MeMnilen, 
Meacham, Moore Nelson, Newell, Ogie, Otis, Outlaw, 
Pitman; Putnam, Reed, ‘Revnojds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Sp:ulding, Sprague, Stauly, 
Alexander H, Stephens, ‘Thaddeus Stevens, J. B. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underbill; Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Watkins, White, Williams, Winthrop, and Wood- 
ward—l03. 


{Several gentleman, when their names were 
called declined to vote, stating that they had paired 
off, viz: Mr. Goopenow with his colleague, Mr. 


Butler, Joseph P. 


win with his colleague, Mr. Hoaguann; Mr. HAM- 
ILTON with his colleague, Mr. Bow; Mr. STET- 
son with Mr. Asnmuy; Mr. McLane witha gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Puanix,] who had 
paired off for Mr. McL.’s convenience, the latter 
having been detained from his seat for several 
days by indisposition in his family.] 

Mr. DISNEY (having responded to his name) 
stated that he had voted through inadvertence, 
having paired off with a gentleman; and desired to 
withdraw his vote. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. DISNEY was allowed to withdraw his 
| vote. 

The SPEAKER announced the vote (as above) 
—yeas 93, nays 103. mae 

ne the House refused to Jay the subject on the 
table. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the reso- 


mittee on Elections— 


consideration of the subject until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is 06 the opinion 
that it is not in order to postpone after the main 
question has been ordered to be now put. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That William Thompson is entitled to the seat 
in this House which he now holds as the Representative 
from the first congressional district of Iowa. 

The question being on its adoption— 

Mr. COLE asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
; ative—yeas 94, nays 102; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
i| Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 
|| Brown, W.J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Cald- 
well, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Danicl, Dimmick, 
Doty, Duntam, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hammoud, Harian, I.G. Harris, 


Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La Sére, Leter, Little- 
field, Joh Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonaid, McDow- 
ell, McLanahan, McQueen, MeWittie, Meade, Miller, 
Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peasiee, Peck, Pbel; s, 
Powter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robiuson, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Strong, Sweet- 
ser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Vena- 
ble, Walden, Waldo, Wailace, Weltborn, Wentworth, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood and Young—94. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Baker, Be:mett, Bingham, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Conger, 
Conrad, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Dur- 
kee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, 


| ton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, tlenry, Hilliard, Holmes, 
Hogston Howe, Hunter, J. L. Johuson, Kerr, Daniel P. 
{| King, George G. King, J:mes G. King, Jolin A. King, Pres- 
10n King, Horace Maun, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, 
McKissock, Finis E. Mclean, Meacham, Moore, Morc- 
| head, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reyuolds, Risiey, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 


Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, A. H. Stephens, 


Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Watkins, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, and Woodward—le2. 


having paired off with Mr. Girmore.] 
So the resolution declaring the sitting member, 
Mr. Tuompson, entifled to his seat, was rejected. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY addressed the Speaker, and 
was recognized. i 
He said he had risen for the purpose of offering 


|i a resolution, which he hoped would meet the con- | 
James Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, : 
Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, “Wildrick, Wilmot, | 


: currence of every member of the House. i 
[Cries of .“ Read the resolution P? “ Send it up 
to be read. ”] 


Bokee, Breck, Briggs, f 


FuLLer, who was obliged to be absent; Mr. Cor- j 


lution by Mr. Srrone, reported from the Com- | 


Mr. McDONALD moved to postpone the further | 


Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, | 


Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halioway, Hamp- | 


Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schdoicraft, Seddon, Shepperd, | 


Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, | 


(Mr. CABELL, of Florida, declined to vote, | 


Great disorder and excitement: ae 2A 
_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 
will suspend until orderis: restored. and: $ 


have resumed their seats, 

Mr. HALL. Is itin order for t} 
to make a. speech ? ` ae 

The SPEAKER. The gen 
(Mr. McGaveney} has been recognized, an ; 
proposes to offer a resolution, » The Chair has re- 
quested him to suspend ‘on account of the di x 
in the House. If the gentleman’ tran 
limits of order, the Chair will call. him: r 
_ Mr. McGAUGHEY began to read theres 
tion, but he was heard but by very few. membe 
Owing to the indistinctness of his voice aid “the - 
noise in the Hall. B 

The. SPEAKER called the House „to. order 
j| again, and requested the gentleman from Indiana 

to suspend, $ a 
|| A pause ensued. 
| TheSPEAKER. The 
will proceed. oe 
* Mr. McGAUGHEY. I desire to. accompany 
this resolution with a few remarks, which [think 
will satisfy every gentleman on this floor thata 

Mr. SCHENCK. was understood to-rise. toia 
point of order, and to objeet to the gentleman from 
Indiana proceeding until the resolution ‘he pro- 
posed to offer was reported and it was ascertained 
to be a question of privilege. et rj 

The SPEAKER requested Mr. MeGaue 
send up the resolution to the Chair. ; -i Soi AE A, 

The resolution was sent up and read, as fol- 
lows: Pe iad 

Resolved, That a vacancy exists in the représentation in 
this House from the first cougressioual district of the State 
of Lowa, and that the Speaker be requested. to notify. the 
Governor of said State thereof. È 

The SPEAKER announced that the question. 
was- on the adoption of the resolution, _ . 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I wish to state that I 
am not a volunteer to offer this resolution. .I am 
a member of the Committee on Elections,: and’ 
what I do here I do with the full consent and ‘con- 
currence of the gentleman who, with the sitting 
; member, is the most deeply interested in this elec- 
| tion. The first thing that that gentleman—the 
contestant—did before the Committee on: Elée- 
tions, was to propose to the sitting member that 
this election should be-referred back to the people: 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a point of order, and 
inquired if it was in order to give the private ,bi- 
ography of this contestant? geet es Be 

Mr. RICHARDSON. made the point: that “no 
debate was in order upon this resolution. au 

The SPEAKER, The Chair isof opinion that 
debate is in order. oe 
i Mr. HIBBARD rose to a point of order, and 
submitted that it was not in order for the gentle- 
man to allyde to what had taken place in commit- 
tee. : 
i TheSPEAKER. The Chair has no hesitation 
in repeating what he has often said before upon 
this point, that it is improper for gentlemen. to: 
allude to anything that has transpired'in the com, 
mittees. Be gb rae 

Mr. JONES inquired if: this was a question of 
privilege? os , ER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

i -Mr. BURT. 1 desire to ask of the Chair, for 

the information of the House, whether the result 

-of the votes upon the two propositions reported 

from the Committee on Elections is not of itself 
that there is a vacancy, and whether itis not usual 
for the Speaker of this House, in similar cases, 

to inform the proper authority in. lowa of ‘that 
fact? I remember that it was donè in the case of 
| the contested election from New York, and that 
| no resolution whatever was adopted. 

The SPEAKER, Upon reference to the Journal 
it appears that no resolution was adopted in the 
(|New York case; but at the same lime the Chair 
|| thinks the House can adopt this resolution if they 

think: proper. = i 
| Mr. BURT. My point of order, then, is, that 
| the resolution is not matter of privilege, and Í ob- 
ject to its introduction. SE. 
| The SPEAKER.. The Chair has entertained 
| the-resolution asa question of privilege, and there- 
|| fore overrules the point of order. ; 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. J understaid w : 
subject was taken up, it was taken up injpursuance 
of a special order appointing a day for its 
ation. Since that time the report 


tieman from Indiana 


gentleman from Indiana 


June 29, 


and the minority-of the committee Have been under 
consideration, ard action has beén taken which ex- 
Bavststhe whole subject, and exhausts the order 
of the House, and nothing is now ‘left before the 
House'forits:action: ‘Esubmit, therefore, that the 
reso-ulion of the. gentleman from Indiana is not in 
ordeR ee : ; S 
‘The SPEAKER, The same point was made |i 
by the gentleman from South Carolina; and the 
Clicirhas overruled it. The Chair does not rule 
this resolution. to be in order on the ground: that 
the'subject'was made a special order, but because 
ittis‘a ‘question ‘of privilege and would be enter- ! 
tained without reference to the special order of the 


House. een se 
Myr. McCLERNAND. At any time? | 


“Phe SPEAKER. At any time, as a question || 


of ‘privilege, it:would be in order. : 
Mr. PRESTON KING made the. point of or- 
der, that this resolution declaring that “a vacancy 


exisied, iwas notin order before the right of the || 


contestant to the seat was passed upon. That 
question‘had not been decided. i 

‘The SPEAKER. The question raised by the 
gentleman from New York cannot be considered 
asta point of order. It isa question for the con- 
sideration of the House. The House, if they 
adopt this resolution, will declare that a vacancy | 
exists, and will require the Chair to notify the 
Governor of lowa of the fact. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, It is to that point I 
wish to call the attention of the House. The res- 
olution is a resolution declaring in substance, that 
Mr. Miller is not entitled to a seat upon this floor. | 
“‘TheSPEAKER,. The gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. McGaveney] is entitled to the floor. | 
“Mt BURT. © (desire, with very great and un- 
feigned ‘respect for the judgment of the Chair, to 
take the sense of ‘the House upon the proposition Í 
made as a point of order, and I therefore feel it 
my ‘duty to appeal: from the decision. 1 believe it 
is competent for me to say a few words in support | 
ofthe appeal? | 

The SPEAKER intimated that remarks would 
be in order upon the appeal, and requested the 
gentleman from South Carolina to suspend until 
‘order was restored in the Hall. À 

‘Order having in some degree been restored— 

Mr BURT said that the facts that gave rise to 
the’question of order, which had been propounded 
to the Chair, were, that the House had voted upon 
the propositions reported to the House from the 
majority and from the minority of the Committee 
on Elections; and had negatived a resolution af- 
firming the right of the sitting member to retain 
this seat. He apprehended that the action of the 
House upon these two propositions disposed of 
‘the matter of the contested election entirely, and 
“necessarily affirmed that there was a vacancy in 
‘the House in the representation of ghe State of 
lowa. The usage of the House, as the Chair 
must be aware, when such a result had been pro- 
‘duced by the action of the Flouse, was for the 
Speaker to inform the proper authorities of the 
State of the fact. A matter of privilege, he appre- 
hended, related to some member of the House. 
He could ‘not conceive of a matter of privilege | 
affecting this House that did not concern some 
particular member of the House. 
there was no one entitled to occupy the seat of a | 
member from the first congressional district of |; 
Towa, There was a vacancy. Suppose the seat | 
had been’ vacated by the death of a member of the | 
‘THouse, would anybody suppose that a resolution, || 
similar to. that offered by the gentleman from | 
Indiana would be in order, and should be per- 
mitted to override the other business of the House? 
He thought not. And, with great deference to 
the opinion of the Chair, as he felt some cu- 
riosity to know upon what ground the Chair based | 
his decision that it was a question of privilege, he 
took an appeal. : 

Mr. MORSE desired simply to remark, that 
the point of order made by the gentleman | 
from South Carolina, as he understood it, was, 
that the resolution was out of order because | 
the House had decided already that there was a 
vacancy in the representation of Iswa. The /! 
House, he said, had decided no such thing, and [i 
the gentleman from Indiana had very properly i 
offered a resolution declaring the fact that a va- f 
cancy existed in the representation of the State ji 
E Towa, ‘and instructing the Speaker of this |! 
pody xo to inform the proper authorities of the | 


i 
i 


| first upon the motion to lay on the table. 


| Mr. McGAUGHEY. 


! months, 
f 


In this instance |! 


; Chair would hold that it would carry the whole 
i subject with it? 


State. This House had not yet decided that. there 
was a.vacancy... He-apprehended there were very 
many. gentlemen in the House who were ready 
and willing to vote upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana, and to declare that a 
vacancy existed. But the gentleman from South |! 
Carolina-had no right to come to the conclusion 
he had arrived at. He hoped, therefore, that the 
decision of the Chair would be sustained, and 
that the House would. yote upon the resolution. 
He moved that the appeal be laid upon the 


table. i aie es 

‘The SPEAKER stated the question: The gen- 
teman from Indiana had offered a resolution, de- 
claring that a vacancy existed in this House from 
the first congressional district in Towa, and direct- 
ing the-Speaker to inform the Executive of that 
State of the fact; the Chair had ruled that this res- 
olution was in order; from that decision the gen- 
tleman from. South Carolina had taken an appeal, 
and the gentleman from Louisiana had moved to 
lay the appeal on the table. The question was 


The question was taken, and decided in ‘the 
affirmative, without a division. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution of Mr. McGaucuey. 

The SPEAKER announced that that gentleman | 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I desire to say that Ij 
felt constrained to offer this resolution; and I want 
to say distinctly, whether this resolution is passed 
or not, I shall vote for no resolution to introduce | 
Mr. Miller to a seat here, though I am entirely | 
satisfied that Mr. Miller is elected. The reason 
why I will not vote to admit him is, because I; 
will not'do a dishonorable thing for anybody. Ii; 
bave stated this morning that I would offer this | 
resolution; and on the faith of my declaration, at | 
least one gentleman, the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. McMutuen,] voted against the resolution | 
reported bye the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Strone.] If the Speaker will decide upon 
the present state of votes that there is a vacancy, 
I will withdraw the resolution. i 

[Cries of ** No! hold on to your resolution.” 

Mr. McDONALD. Will my colleague [Mr. 
McGaveuey] permit me to say a word? 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McGavenrr.) Does 


colleague? 
If he rises to a point of 
order. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not rise to a point of | 
order. I want to make a remark or two that will 
settle this whole difficulty in five minutes. 

Mr. WILMOT, (in hisseat.) There is no dif- 
ficulty. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY (still retaining the floot) 
| repeated that this proposition to send the case 
| back to the people was the proposition of Mr. 
Miller when the Committee on Elections first met; 
he (Mr. McG.) now did nothing more than 
Mr. Miller had wanted done for three or four 
He demanded the previous question. 

Mr. LEFFLER appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. | 

Mr. McGAUGHEY declined to withdraw. i 

Mr. McDONALD. lask my colleague to with- 
draw the previous question, that E may make an | 
explanation upon this resolution in behalf of Mr. || 
Tuompson. i 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I cannot withdraw for || 
my colleague, inasmuch as I have declined to |! 
withdraw to some of my Whig friends, who wish į; 
to introduce a resolution to admit Mr. Miller. ‘ 

Mr. SCHENCK. 


t 
I move to lay the resolution } 
on the table, and I ask the yeas and nays, | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
Mr. SCHENCK inguired of the Speaker wheth- || 
er, if this resolution were laid on the tabie, the | 


‘The SPEAKER. If this resolution was laid |) 
on the table, in the opinion of the Chair, it will |! 
affect no other question except the resolution. f 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. 1 rise to i 
appeal to the liberality of the House to makea ! 
statement for Mr. THOMPSON. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear re- 
marks until order is restored. Will gentlemen 
resume their seats and suspend conversation? 


l 


the gentleman from Indiana yield the floor to his |: 


i 


i gave the seat to Mr. Miiler. 


A pause ensued. = ~ 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania asks the unanimous consent to make a 
statement to this House, as he says; in behalf of 
Mr. Thompson. g 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Peñnsylvania. 
short statement.. é 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made? 

Objection was made: by whom, the. reporter did 
not hear. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. The question, I believe, is 
upon my motion to Jay the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana on the table. But before 
that is put, Irise to a privileged question, and move 
to reconsider the vote by which Mr. Puompson 
was excluded, and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. CARTTER. I demand the yeas and 


nays. : l 

Mr. STRONG submitted the point of order, 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana 
was a question of privilege; and therefore that the 
motion to reconsider did not take precedence over it. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to recon- 
sider a question of privilege; the Chair thinks, 
therefore, that it is in order. 

The question being on laying on the table the 
motion to reconsider— 

Tellers were asked and ordered upon ordering 
the yeas and nays, and Mr. Harris, of [Minois, 
and Mr. Kine, of Rhode Island, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 30, noes 115—one-fifth voting in the affirma- 
tive. ; ; 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew the motion to lay 
on the table, and said he wished to submit a few 
remarks upon the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
in order. 

Mr. CARTTER made the point of order that 
the question to reconsider and to lay on the table 
was one motion and indivisible except by the con- 


A very 


a 


| sent of the House. 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
stating that they were two motions; but even if 
but one, it would still be in the power of the gen- 
tleman.from Ohio to withdraw that motion and 
submit the motion which he now made. 

Some further conversation followed between | 
Mr. CARTTER and the Speaker upon -points of 


order. 

Mr. SCHENCK said this matter had certainly 
assumed a very singular. appearance. He had 
taken no part in -the discussion, but he had. been 
satisfied from the beginning, that one of the claim- 
ants for the seat had been duly elected, and he had 


| been furthermore satisfied that the one who has 
| been duly elected a Representative from the first 


congressional district of Iowa, was Daniel F, Mil- 
ler. Believing this, he had accorded with the re- 
port of the minority of the committee; he had con- 
curred in the arguments of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and others, who had expressed similar 
opinions, and had voted to substitute in the place 
of the resolution reported by the majority of the 
committee, declaring that Mr. Thompson. was en- 
titled to the seat, the series of resolutions reported 
by the minority, the concluding one of which 
He preferred that 
the matter should take that shape, and if it had 
done so, the controversy would have been dis- 
posed of, and Mr. Miller would have been in his 
seat as a member of this House, as he was enti- 
tled to be, and ought to be. He would have pre- 
ferred a simple resolution, declaring Mr. Miller to 
be entitled to the seat. 

The resolutions proposed by way of amendment, 
however, had been voted down. Then came the 
resolution to confirm Mr. Thompson in his seat, 
and that had been voted down. Believing still 
that Mr. Miller had. been duly elected, he was 
then prepared to offer a distinct substantive reso- 
lution declaring that Mr. Miller, having been duly 
elected the Representative of the first congressional 


| district of Lowa, was entitled to his seat as such 


Representative, and authorizing the Speaker to 
swear him in accordingly. But while struggling 
tg get the floor to do this, he had been anticipated 
by a resolution assuming a different ground from 
that taken by those who had voted upon the former 
resolutions, declaring now, and thus stultifying 
themselves, that nobody had been elected, and that 
there was a vacancy in the representation of the 
first congressional district of Towa. This he waa 
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not prepared to vote for. Sitting there as a judge 
in the case, and believing that Mr. Miller had been 
duly elected, he desired to express and to record 
his-opinion to that effect. An opportunity. to do 
this might be denied him altogether, and since it 
was possible it might be denied him he wished to 


saya few words in regard to the proposition which - 


had been submitted by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, one of the members of the. Committee’ on 
Elections, declaring that there was a vacancy in 
the representation. He could not vote for the res- 
. olution, for he did not believe there wag a vacancy; 
and no representations that might be made to him, 
no side-bar agreement made by anybody, could 
pomibly induce him to vote for it. He-knew that 
is friend from Indiana was the last man in the 
House who would consent to do anything that was 
not straightforward and honorable; yet he must 
be permitted to.express his unqualified wonder and 
astonishment, that a gentleman who believed that 
there was no vacancy,and had proved by argument 
that there was none, should have been drawn into 
an agreement to support a proposition of this kind. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY stated in explanation, that 
in. offering this resolution he had only done that 
which Mr. Miller himself desired should be done. 
Mr. SCHENCK continued. He had not sup- 
osed that his friend from Indiana could have 
een induced to enter into an arrangement to offer 


such a resolution as he had offered by any influ- | 


ence that could be brought to bear upon him from 
any quarter. They were sitting as judges in the 
case. The issue had been made up.+ The proof 
was with the committee, and they were now called 
upon to say, not whether there was or was nota 
vacancy, but whether Mr. Thompson was entitled 
to the seat or whether Mr. Miller was entitled to 
it. He could hardly conceive that it was consist- 
ent with the duty of a judge, when a case was be- 
fore him for adjudication, when all the evidence 
had been submitted, to decide, in order to gratify 
either of the parties, that there was no case before 
him. Hecould very well understand that a suit— 
the case of a private suitor in a court of justice— 
might be withdrawn at the instance of one of the 
parties, but the analogy between such a case and 
. the present did not extend so far. In this case it 
was not alone the contestant who was interested; 
the people of the first congressional district of lowa 
were interested, indeed the people of the United 
States everywhere were interested. 
lt was for that House to say who is, and who 
is not; entitled to the seat. A member might re- 
sign his seat after he had been elected, but while 
he continued to hold the place, it was utterly im- 
possible, according to his view of the matter, to 
declare that there was no member entitled to the 
seat. He believed, moreover, under the circum- 
stances in which the case had been laid befere them, 
that Mr. Miler was the true Representative of the 
first. congressional district of Lowa; and believing 
this, be was unwilling to vote for a resolution de- 
claring that there was a vacancy in the Represent- 
ation, thé more especially as they were assured 
that there was not a vacancy by the gentleman 
himself who had offered the resolution. He for 
onë was unwilling to stultify himself by negativ- 
ing what he firmly believed to be true and right, by 
declaring’ here that there was a vacancy in the 
representation, when he was clearly of opinion 
that'there was’ no vacancy, and when, in addition 
to that-opinion of his own, he was fortified by the 
opinion not only of a majority of the Committee 
on Elections, but by the opinion of the very gen- 
“Heman who now called upon him to vote for this 
resolution. He had had the honor heretofore of 
serving on the Committee on Elections, and had 
had occasion to give his vote in two gases, where 
a Whig was the contestant, and a Democrat the 
sitting’ member; in one case the parties had been sent 
back to’ the people, the House believing that it was 
impossible to ascertain who had been elected, and in 
the other case he had voted in opposition to a num- 
ber of his party friends, and in favor of the Demo- 
crat, 
allowing party considerations to influence his 
judgment in a’ case like this. He sincerely be- 
jieved that there never was a clearer case made 
out than that the contestant was entitled to the 


seat; he believed that he had been fairly and prop- | 


erly elected by a majority of the legal voters of 
the district; he wished so to declare upon the rec- 
ordy.and he was sorry that gentlemen. who be- 
lieved'as ‘he did would not say so with him: ; 


He could not with justice be accused of | 


_Mr. RICHARDSON said he h 
man from Ohio did not understand him as being 
satisfied that Mr. Miller was entitled to the seat. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he only wondered that 
the gentleman was not satisfied of it. He was 
surprised that a gentleman who was desirous, as 
the gentleman from Hlinois was, of doing what 
was right in the: premises, could comé to any 
other conclusion. Re was afraid that gentlemen 
on the other side might themselves be accused of 
being influenced by party bias; the accusation, he 
thought, applied more properly to themselves than 
to those on this side, to whom they had ap- 
plied it. . : 

But in this connection he was reminded of 
another inquiry, which it would be proper to 
make of gentlemen who believed that Mr. Thomp- 
son had been duly elected: If such were their 
belief, why did they not vote for a resolution de- 
claring that he is-entitled to theseat? How could 
they vote that the seat is vacant if they believed 


| that Mr. Thompson is entitled to it. 


Mr. STRONG (the floor being tgmporarily 
yielded to him) said he wished to state upon 
what ground it was that he should vote for a 
resolution declaring the seat to be vacant. He 
believed that Mr. Thompson had been duly 
elected and was entitled to the seat. ‘The House 
had, however, declared that he was not, and there- 
fore they had vacated the seat which he occupied 
He never had believed, and did. not now believe, 
that Mr. Miller had been duly elected, and was 
entitled to the seat; and as the House had vacated 
the seat of Mr. Thompson, he could have no 
hesitation in voting for a resolution declaring the 
seat to be vacant. 

Mr. SCHENCK (resuming) said, the seat had 
not yet been declared vacant, and it would not 
be until they adopted the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, or some other of a similar pur- 
port. The House had refused to declare that Mr. 
Thompson was entitled to the seat, but they had 
not yet declared by a substantive proposition that 
Mr. Miller was not entitled to it. They had 
voted Mr. Thompson out, but they had not voted 
that Mr. Miller was not entitled 
There was, then, as yet novacancy. They must 
go on, and either adopt such a resolution as that 
of the gentleman from Indiana, declaring the seat 
vacant, or they must, by a subsequent resolution, 
such as he intended to propose, declare that Mr. 
Miller was entitled to the seat. He concluded by 
moving to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken and decided in the af- |! 


firmative, without a division. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the House laid 
on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution declaring Mr. Thompson en- 
titled to his seat was rejected. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Scuenckx to lay on the table the resolution of Mr. 
McGavcHer— : 

Mr. SCHENCK, in order (he remarked) to save 
time, and inasmuch as he could vote against the 
resolution directly, withdrew the motion. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution of Mr. McGaueuney. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved to amend the resolu- 
tion. ; 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in or- 
der pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. CARTTER renewed the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, but subsequently withdrew 
it.” 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. 
posed amendment of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey read. 

The SPEAKER. 
imous consent of the House. 

No objection being made, 


The amendment which Mr. Van Dyke. desired | 


to offer to the resolution of Mr. McGaucuey, was 
read, as. follows: 

Strike out all the resolution after the word “resolved,” 
and inae t— zi AS, A 

« That Daniel F. Miller is entitled to a seat in this 
House, as a Representative from the first congressional dìs- 
trict of Iowa, and that the oath of office be now adminis- 
tered to him by the Speaker’ +? 


Mr. McGAUGHEY + I Cannot consent.to ad- 
mit.that amendment. - - 


to the seat. | 


I want to hear the pro- | 


It will be read by the unan- 


ped the gentle- | i 
i ing || for the Previous question, ‘and 


i 
i 


—t 


i 


The question recurring ön s 


‘The 
Mr. McCLER 
be reported... 0 5 +5, 
It was read accordingly. 
The question was taken and ‘decide 
firmative—yeas 109, nays 84; as foll 


W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W., Johnson, Julian, 
La Sére, Leffler, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Mc Boi 
ald, McDowell, McGaughey, McLanahan, Finis EM ls a 
McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Millsony.: 
Morehead, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peaslee; Peck Phelps, 
Pitman, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross,. Savage, 
Savage, Schooleraft, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, Richard’ He 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, Jacob. Thompe”) 
son, Underhill, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace Watkins, 
Weillborn,. Wentworth, Whittlesey, j 
Wilmot, Woud, Woodward, and Yoing—109. 
NAYS—Messra. Alexander, Bennett; Bingha 
Brigas, Burrows, Chester Butler,’ Thomas Br Bate SG 
A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey,.Chandler,: Wiliam 
son. R.. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger,. Conrad, Crowelly: De 
berry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Alexander Evans, Nath 
Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, James D. 
Jounsou, Jones, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King; 
James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, - 
Moore, Nelson, Newell, Osle, Otis, Outlaw, Potter, Powell, * 
Putman, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root; Rumsey, \ 
Sackett, Schenck Schermerhorn,Shepperd, Silvester, Sparte .. 
ding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, .. 
James Thompson, John B, Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, | 
Van Dyke, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—84 ee 


So, the resolution was agreed to, and it was’ ` 


Resolved, That a vacancy exists in the representation’ ih.: 
this House from the first congressional district of the State“ 
of Iowa, and that the Speaker he requested to notify: the: 
Governor of said State. thereof, 


Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the voten : 
the adoption of the resolution, and to. lay 
tion on. the table. f : : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXPENSES OF THE CONTEST AND- PAY'OI 

THE CONTESTANT. © 

Mr. VAN DYKE asked leave to offer. a resolu- 
tion, i EE R 

It was read for information, as follows: athe 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House ascertain, as soon” 


as possible, the legal costs and charges gfowing out of the | 
contested election from the State of fowa, and that he pay ~ 


the same out of the contingent fund of this House; andy. — 


further, that Daniel F. Miller, the contestant in sud elde: 

tion contest, be paid his mileage and per diem allowance. 
from the commencement of the present session to the 29th: 
instant. ra 


Mr. JONES objected to the 
resolution. ; 

Mr. CARTTER moved to lay the resolitio 
the table. : ae 

The SPEAKER.: The resolution cannot beres 
ceived if objection is made. ceed 

Mr. JONES. T object. — 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, moved: that the.. 
House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURT rose and said he would be. very 
much indebted to the gentleman who had moved 
to adjourn, if he would withdraw the motión.. It 
was known to the House that he (Mr. B.) had 
been urging with great importunity the passage 
of ajoint resolution which must be passed to-day. 

Objections were made to debate; 

Mr. HARRIS withdrew the motion. at 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the House : 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole onthe- 


“reception -of the” 


* 


state of the Union, for the further consideration of ©: 


the California bill. 


The SPEAKER... That motion is not in order 


pending the special order. i 

Mr. PRESTON KING. I move, then, to posts 
pone the consideration of the special order 
weeks. aed 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose to aguesti 
order. He believed that the report EC 
committee on the Galphin. claim. was thẹ specia 1 


Wildrick,: Williamss:: f 


‘that mos a 
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i ask f it was notin order tg move 
‘to suspend the rules'té go Into Committee of the 
Whole.on the state of the Union at any time if 
‘the majority. ofthe House chose to do so? ` 

‘The SPEAKER replied, that as long as the spe- 
cial order’ was pending it took precederfte of a mo- 
tion to go into. Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Unless the special order was 
postponed, the Chair had decided that it was not 
in order to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole.on the state of the Union. i 

The question recurring on the motion to post- 
pone the consideration of the special order for two 
weeks—— Sh, oak ee 

‘Mr. WILLIAMS moved ‘that the House ad- 
journ.: ; f : 

“Phe yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 
“Mr. WILLIAMS withdrew the motion. 

Mr.“VENABLE renewed it. ae 

The yeas and nays were again. asked’ and or- 
a “and being taken were—yeas 83, nays 

` So, the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring on the motion to post- 

one 

Mr. PRESTON KING withdrew the motion, to 
submita single remark. He wished to remind the 
House that, at the time when they assigned a day 
for the consideration of the Galphin claim, it was 
supposed, and so declared, thatthe time fixed would 
be a period beyond the time when the House 
should have.acted upon the California question. 

[Cries oft Order 17] 

Mr, KING.: Lmove to postpone the consider- 
ation of the Galphin matter to two weeks’ from 
‘Tuesday next, and.on that motion I démand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [call for tellers; I hope the 
House will not agree to the motion. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Toomns.) The yeas 
and nays have been asked. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend the motion of Mr. 
Kia, s0 as to postpone the consideration of the 
Galphin report to Monday next. - 

Mr. TOOMBS, f have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER propounded the question on 
the amendment of Mr. Burt. 

Mr. JONES. Does it not require a two-thirds 
vote to postpone a special order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. JONES. lt takes two thirds to make a 
special order, 

The SPEAKER. But when it is once before 
the House its further consideration can be post- 
poned to a day certain by a majority vote. 

‘Mr. NELSON rose to a question of order, and 
mquived.if the question would not be first upon 
the longest time ? : : 

‘The SPEAKER replied that the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, Bury] being 
in the nature of an amendment, the rule referred 
to by the gentleman from New York did not, in 
the opinion of the Chair, apply in this case. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. BURT, 

Mr, PRESTON KING asked the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. BINGHAM asked for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Warno and 
CALDWELL, of North Carolina, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 28, noes 110; one fifth of the members present 
voting in the affirmative. j 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Pending the question— 

On motion by Mr. ASHE, by yeas 95, nays 86, 

The House adjourned. . 


PETLTION. 
The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee : 


By Mr. FULLER: The petition of James ©. Swan and 
56 others, praying that the town of Calais, Maine, may be 
made a port of entry. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June.29, 1850. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 


atea communication from the Department of State 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen. 
ate of the 10th instant, directing the Secretary of 
State to inform the Senate whether under existing 
treaties of the United States with the Peruvian 


Government the citizens of the United States are 
placed upon an equal footing with the subjects of 
other countries in the guano trade, and where no 
such treaty stipulation exists, whether there is any 
obstacle to Such ‘treaty stipulations being effected 
with the Government of Peru as would place the 
citizens of the United States on an equal footing 
with the citizens. or subjects of other States in 
regard to that trade. ‘The Secretary of State com- 
municates copies: of ‘all: the correspondence on file 
in the department in relation to the subject, and 
says that he is not.aware.of any instances in which 


the Peruvian Government has refused to citizens 


of the United States the privileges secured under 
the treaty of 1836, or that citizens or subjects of 
any other nation who are consumers of guano ob- 
tain itata lower price than the agriculturists of 
the United States in consequence of any discrimi- 
nations in their favor by the Government of Peru; 
that itis apprehended that it will not be competent 
for that Government to enter into any new treaty 
stipulations with the Government of the United 
States which might have a tendency to diminish 
the price of guano in this country, until the Peru- 
vian regulations in respect to the export of that 
article should be changed; that those regulations 
have hitherto been based upon loans of money at 
a high interest to that Government by European 
capitalists, in consideration of the exclusive right 
to export guano to all foreign markets. ` 

Mr. PRATT. 1 believe there is no necessity 
to read that paper. I have examined it carefully. 
It relates to the commercial monopoly which ex- 
ists in the importation of guano. The report is 
one of great interest to the agricultural communi- 
ty, and l ask the Senate to allow some extra copies 
to be printed, so that the agricultural societies 
throughout the Union may be furnished with 
copies. [I move that one thousand extra copies 
be printed. i 

It was ordered that it be printed for the use of 
the Senate, and that one thousand additional copies 
be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Post Office De- 
partment, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 31st of January last, directing 
information to be furnished to the Senate touching 
the time required in the transportation of the mails 
between New York and New Orleans during the 
year 1849, and the number of failures on said 
route during the year. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, 

Ordered, 'Phat it lie on the table, and the motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Edward 
Green, late collector of che port of Alexandria, 
Virginia, asking to be allowed additional compen- 
sation, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALES presented a petition of citizens of 
Stanton and its vicinity, in the State of Delaware, 
asking that the bill known as the compromise bill, 
reported from the Committee of Thirteen, may be 
speedily passed; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. CASS presented a petition from Benjamin 
Carter, a revolutionary soldier, asking to be al- 
lowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


BALTIMORE RESOLUTIONS ON THE COM- 


PROMISE. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the proceedings of a 
meeting held in the city of Baltimore, in favor of 
the plan of adjustment recommended by the select 
committee of thirteen for the settlement of the sla- 
very question; and the resolutions were read, as 
follow: 


Whereas a spirit of dissension and discord has invaded 
the halls of Congress, which has not only distracted the 
public councils and retarded indispensable legislation, but 
which, if not seasonally appeased, threatens to bring about 
an alienation of those fraternal regards which alone can 
keep united this hitherto prosperous aud happy Con- 
federacy : ` 
_ And whereas, with a view to reconcile conflicting opin- 
lons, a committee of distinguished statesmen, selected 
irrespeciively of party, have reported to the Senate of the 
United States a bill, commonly known as the compromise 
or adjustinent bill, which, whilst it maintains the exclusive 
views of neither of the parties into which that august body 
is now unhappily divided, in a just spirit of patriotic .for- 
bearanee and concession yields something tò each i ~ 

And whereas: said biil; by thé moderation and-Jiberality 
of its provisions, has commended itself to the-almost undi- 
vided approbation of this community, and it is deemed 


proper, in a crisis so: imminent, that Congress’ should ‘not 
yemain ignorant of this state of public opinion: } ; 

Therefore; be it resolved, That, in the judgment. of this 
meeting, the immediate passage of the, bil} referred to isim- 
peratively demanded’ by: every. consideration of patriotic 
prudénce ; that its prompt adoption. will go far to reconcile 
existing differences, which, if suffered much longer to pre- 
vail, it may well be apprehended, will. fester into.a fearful 
acrimony, endangering the -peacé, if net. the anion of the 
States. ae 

And be it further resolved, That whilst indisposed. to 
question the motives of -ibose who have. felt’it incumbent 
on them, in the discharge of their public. duties,.to” throw. 
obstacles in the way of the proposed. adjustment,..this.. 
meeting cannot withhold from the sagacious and: patriotic 
statesmen by whom it has been sustained, the expression 
of its most cordial and grateful approbation. i 
_ And be tt further resolved, 'That the officers of this meet- 
ing be authorized to transinit to each of the. Senators.and 
Representatives of Maryland, in Congress, a copy of these 
resolutions, with a request that they may be iaid ‘before 
their respective branches of the Federal Legislature. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the 
table. . : 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over one day under the ruie: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce consider 
and report on the expediency of instituting a survey, by topo- 
graphical engineers of the United States, ofthe banks of the 
Mississippi river subject to overflow, for the purpose of as- 
certaining an effectual mode of preventing the injury of 
inundations by the construction of necessary embankments 
and canals. 

REDUCTION OF THE NAVY. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the following resolution, submitted by 
him on the 27th instant, which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire and report to the Senate whether there 
may not, without detriment to thë public interest, be a pros- 
pective diminution of the numbe: ofthe commissioned of 
ficers of the uavy of the United States. 


; NEW MEXICO. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the following resolution, submit- 
ted by him on the 27th instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of protlibiting by 
law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, 
within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 
authority not conferred by an act of Congress, and of pro- 
viding an adequate punishment for such offences. 

Mr. PRATT. The resolution of the honorable 
Senator is prospective exclusively in its action and 
effect. Now, if the officer to whom it. was in- 
tended to have reference, has, without authority 
by law, or instructions from the Executive— 
which 1 understand is the case—been guilty of the 
offence of proclaiming himself: civil governor of 
one of the Territories of this Union, and has, of his 
own authority, attempted to organize a govern- 
ment there, I think the inquiry should go further, 
and that the committee should report whether 
there are no means by which that officer can be 
punished for such an offence. L merely make 
the suggestion, - 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have no objection 
whatever to any change in this resolution, or to 
any addition to it which may be desired. so as to 


-make it as broad in the scope of its inguiry.as any 


member may wish. ‘There is no act for the pun- 
ishment of such an offence in our military code. 
The rules and articles of war were originally 
enacted during our revolutionary struggle, and 
they are now substantially what they were then. 
They neither foresee such an offence nor provide 
for its punishment. I presume it never occurred 
to the framers of that code, that an officer of the 
American army would assume the high functions 
of civil government, the appointment of all officers, 


| the direction of public affairs, and would summon 


the people together by his own authority, to form 
a State constitution and government. Like the 
lawgivers of ¥ntiquity, not believing the offence 
possible, they neither provided for its prevention 
nor its punishment. Who could have supposed 
that, in this day. and in: this country, such a spec- 
tacle of military asumption would have been ex- 
hibited? . While: the questions arising out of onr 
Mexican. cessions àre occupying the hearts and 
thoughts. of the American people, and engaging 
the attention of their Government; while, indeed, 
they have been the great subject of consideration 
during seven months of the session, presenting 
embarrassments never before known to our his- 
tory, suddenly an officer of the army appears in 
New Mexico, and, cutting the **Gordian-knot ” 
we have been unable to untie, summons the peo- 
ple of New Mexico to form a State constitution, 
and apply for admission into the Union. He 


s 
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‘easts aside or disregards all the difficulties which 
have so long perplexed us—the question of num- 
bers, of races, of moral and intellectual condition, 
and of an unsettled boundary—and in true military 
Style, marches directly to his object... Well, sir, if 
we are prepared for this, we are prepared for any 
assumption of military authority which any offi- 
cer of the army may choose to take upon himself, 
from a brevet second lieutenant to the commanding 
general, The official title of this officer, as an- 
nounced by himselfyis ‘‘civil and military gov- 
ernor of New Mexico.” It reminds us of the 
palmiest days of Napoleon, when. military rule 
swallowed up every other rule; bnt at this day an 
officer who should assume thus to-act' in France 
would retain his commission only till the facts of 
the case should reach the Government. 

Mr. SEWARD. I. have: no objection to the 
passage of this resolution; but it strikes me, to say 
the least, as exceedingly strange in its scope, and 
object, and character, it relates to the conduct of 
a military officer. I believe that there are rules 
and articles.of war by which every possible offence 
that can. be committed by an officer of this char- 
acter can be tried, and for which he can be pun- 


* ished. I believe, also, there is a power of impeach- 


ment which can reach such offenders. At the 
same time it is to be borne in mind,. that what is 
alleged to be an assumption on the part of the 
governorsof New Mexico, is not a novel transac- 
tion. The United States find themselves in a very 


extraordinary and peculiar situation in regard to | 
Congress failed | 


the newly-acquired territories. 
to make any provision for their government. Some 
government must exist there. There isa military 
government residing in the hands of the Execu- 
tve, which has been exercised by a subordinate 
military officer'in California, as in New Mexico. 
It was an inevitable consequence of the conquest of 
these territories by armed power, and ils continu- 
ance until civil power shall be in some way estab- 
lished, is equally inevitable.’ We have failed, and 
therefore it continues. I believe no one com- 
plained—no steps were taken to correcta supposed 
evil, when. the governor of California assumed 
the.execution: and discharge of civil duties, The 
assumption was regarded as a consequence, a ne- 
cessary consequence, of the investment of military 
authority, or else there would be an interregnum 
not tobe endured. It was maintained under a 
previous Administration. It was maintained and 
acquiesced in with regard to California. The 
governor of New Mexico has done just what was 
done by the governor of. California—no more, no 
less. And whilst I am perfectly willing that the 
subject shall go to the consideration of the com- 
mittee, and that we shall have an opportunity to 
examine it on the report of -that committee, | am 
not willing, for-one, to imply by my silence, that 
Ideem there. has been anything in the conduct 
of the governor of New Mexico deserving of 
censure. 

` Mr. CASS. Ihave not the slightest wish to 
prolong this discussion. J did not suppose that a 


single member of Congress, in this or the other | 


wing of the Capitol, would object to such an in- 
quiry; and therefore, on its introduction, | did not 
say a word in its explanation or support. {really 


thought that to do so would be to insult the patri- | 


otism. and wisdom of the Senate. Iam now com- 
pelled, however, to notice some of the observations 
of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,) 
which seem to'me*exceedingly misplaced. 
Senator, if I understood him, said that the military 
code punishes ail military offences—meaning, 1 
suppose, that either this is not a military offence, 
or that there is an adequate punishment already to 
be found for it. Buti have before said, sir, that 
an act like this is a casus omissus in the penal code 
of our army; and I repeat that I do not suppose 
that.it ever occurred to the framers of that code 
that an officer would convert himself into a civil 
and- military governor, and assume the highest 
functions of government over.extensive districts of 
country. The Senator says the Executive has 
power to bring to punishment all military offences. 
Mr. President, we have a much safer security 
against the abuse of power than is to be found in 
the disposition ofany Executive; and that security 
is in the jealous guardianship of their own liberties 
by the American people, and in the vigilant action 
of their representatives on the first appearance ot 
an attempt to violate them. I defy that Senator 
or. any other to put his finger upon -that clause of 


The; 


justified in the eyes of God and man. 


the Constitution -or of the laws which justifies, in 
the remotest degree, these startling proceedings in 
New Mexico.. With respect to'Galifornia, the pro- 
ceedings there were just as destitute of all real au- 
thority as those in New Mexicos.The proclamation 
of General Riley, so far as.respect? any valid effect, 
was justas much‘a piece of waste paper as is that 
of Colonel Monroe. So far as it becomes a:-prece- 
dent, it has already: produced its legitimate ‘fruit; 
and how much: further these military assumptions 
may go, unless checked by our interposition, the 
most:cursory examination of the history of other 
nations will easily teach us. 

The Senator from New York has referred to my 
views, and stated his own, in relation to the right 
of American citizens to establish a government for 
themselves, where none is established for them by 
competent authority. They have both the right 
and the ability to do this. I am not going to argue 
the question with any man, at this time and in 
this country, as to this right of providing a gov- 
ernment, and thus providing for the existence of 
life, liberty, and all the elements of social order. 
If the paramount government, when there is one, 
do this, in the discharge of its proper duty, all is 
well; if they do not, the people must take the 
matter into their own hands, and they would stand 
And I am 
as little disposed to enter into any argument re- 
specting the capacity of the American people thus, 
by their own action, to provide for the very first 
wants of society. All experience has shown their 
power to do this. From the days when gur an- 
cestors landed on the rock of Plymouth and the 
beach of Jamestown, we have gone on making 
governments wherever they were wanted, neither 
asking nor permitting any military interposition. 
It is the first time in our history that the sword 
has been thrown into the scale, and the people have 
been taught by military authority what they ought 
to do. 

This state of things demands prompt and imme- 


| diate action on our part. There isa first step in 


everything. When Cesar paused upon the Rubi- 
con, contemplating his own fate and the destiny 
of Rome, he had already prepared for his enter- 
prise by a long series of measures looking to his 
own aggrandizement and his country’s overthrow. 
His first step had been taken long before. 

With respect to California, I say again that 
General Riley had not the slightest legal authority 
for what hé did in summoning the people of that 
country to meetin convention. This whole pro- 
ceeding was a mere assumption of power, and as 
sach nottobe justified. But the presentcase is even 
stronger than that. Congressis now in session, and 
isaxiously occupied with the discussion of all the 
topics arising out of thisgreat subject—and this was 
perfectly well known to the officer who undertakes 
to supersede our action by an action of his own. 
The political and geographical questions connected 
with New: Mexico are far more dificult than those 
which affected California. The population of 
the latter was larger than that of some of the 
States of the Union. It was composed in a great 
degree of American citizens, as able to conduct 
their own affairs as the fellowzcitizens they had 
left behind them; and there was no vexed question 
of boundary, as there was no conterminous State 
with which they could interfere. But the situa- 
tion of New Mexico is entirely different. 'The 
amount of her population capable of conducting 
a State Government, is represented as far inferior 
to that of any State ever admitted into the Union; 
and théir moral and intellectual condition is repre- 


sented to be such as would necessarily render our | 
action very cautious in such a grave question. | 
And, besides these difficulties, there is still another, | 
| growing. out of the disputed boundary, with | 
How itis possible to create a State Gov- | 


‘Texas. 
ernment in New Mexico, whose authority should 
extend east of the Rio Grande, without the pre- 
vious adjustment of this boundary fline, I do not 
see. If we undertake to include the people eastof 
that river within the population out of which the 
State is to be formed, we decide by that very act, 
so far as we can decide, that Texas hes no claim 
to extend her limits to the Rio Grande; and thus 
we attempt to settle a question entirely beyond 
our jurisdiction. Now, all this, this military ofi- 
cer has decided, and, in effect, has arrested the ac- 
tion of Congress, and superseded it by his own. 
Mr.SEWARD. Lam still at a loss to perceive 
the difference between the case of New Mexico 


“sion in the one case, and had adjourned ortaken:a 


| words to add, and then I will teave the aubject 


and that of California: “Congress; 

in session; but Congress” had ‘been“in session’ 
two terms, for the whole period ‘of ‘the’ 30th 
gress, and had ~been ‘occupied: with the sibi 
providing a government for California‘as:weéll as. 
New Mexico; and it-was; only duringa recess of ` 
Congress that the people of “California.assembled: 
and: sent. here a constitution... The wholeidiffer- 
ence, then, is, that. Congress was. actually in sess 


recess in’ the other.’ It is-six in the-one: case: and: 
half a dozen in the: other. The principle is pre- 
cisely the same. The Senator from Michigan 
says that it is the right of the-people; whetlier ten 
or ten thousand, to assemble, without a previous: 
law, to form a Government—so 1 understand ‘him, 
He says there must be a beginning somewhere: 
I agree that it is their right to. assemble, as ‘they: 
have once assembled; and [believe that nobody 
complained of it when they assembled in New 
Mexico, and, by their convention, sent here: an 
application for the establishment of a territorial 
government. Nobody objected to that application. 
lt went for nothing, it amounted to nothing,-un- 
less sanctioned by Congress. That is- precisely: 
what will happen in this case. -The holding of 
another convention, and the framing of a‘constitus 
tion, are. conditional, preliminary ‘acts, inchoate’ 
acts, acts of no validity or force until ‘sanctioned: 
by Congress. Now, if the people have that right 
to assemble to frame a constitution, -whiththe: 
honorable Senator concedes that they have; how: 
is the transaction affected by the fact that the of- 
cer in charge of the territory, under commañd of 
the President of the United States, sanctioned that 
proceeding? If good without his interference, “it 
is none the worse for his assent and approbation. 
He had the sanction of the precedent which: had 
gone before in the case of Čaliformia; and I hold 
that he was ‘justified, by the precedent. With re- 
gard to the danger of such a transaction, it amounts 
simply to this: The military governor of a terri» 
tory of the United States, instead of opposing’ the 
desire of the people to establish a constitution and 
procure admission into the Union, favors it; in- 
stead of insisting upon continuing the ‘exercise 
of military power, he favors that constitutional, — 
proper, and usual method. by which the-military: 
is relieved from farther power, and the people, itt 
the customary form prescribed by the Constitution, 
assume it to themselves, 1 see in this no cause of: 
censure.. The analogy to the passing: of the Ru- 
bicon will be applicable when’ the military! gov- 
ernor of the territory, or the preféct, comes home- 
to the Capitol, followed by his army, and: proceeds 
to expel the Senate or the Congress, and to sub-. 
vert the Constitution; but it strikes me as a strange ` 
misapplication of that transaction, so memorable 


| in history, to apply it to a military governor who 


resigns his power altogether to the people, favors 
the establishment by them of a constitutional gov- 
ernment, and thus reduces himself from the‘ rank 
and power of a prefect, to the rank of private citi 
zenship. : anna Cate 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have batia’ 


the Senate, and with perfect confidence'in their de- 

cision. The Senator from New York:[Mr. Sew- 

anp] seeks to justify this’ civil and military: gov- 

ernor, as he calls himself, on the ground that- his 

acts have been done in a good way, and fora good 

object. Now, sir, Lam not to bedriven from my 

purpose by any such reasoning. lt is the very 

reasoning adopted by the defenders of despotism 

in all agesof the world. Have you not, they say, 

agood government—a paternal government—under 

which you are happy and prosperous? ‘And who 

would exchange the right of self-government, and 

subject themselves to despotic authority, because 

the despot, in the chance of events, happens not to 

be as bad a one as is sometimes seen? {t is the 

principle involved in this subject which renders it 

so important. It is the total ‘want of authority, 

from beginning to end. “This officer had no more 

right to issue thaproclamation than he had ‘to is 

sue one tothe people of Virginia, calling them tos: 
gether to elect aking. And are we to'be driven. 

from necessary inquiry, and proper legislative 
measures to prevent the renewal of such a.m 
strous military assumption, by the assertion” 
this power was exercised -for -a good 
Away with-such a doctrine! A- large: a 
the abuses that have afflicted the world chave-had 
their origin in such a sources: ai 


W ith respectito California pe i c 
égedings.of General Riley. were: absolutely-.void 
from beginning te énd; and-no. man here-will: ven» 
ture.to-sgy> they :were not... But.so far as -respects 
the:pracucal- resultin the formation. of a. constitu- 
tion; that is-a.different question... :That result does 
not.depend.in the: least. possible. degree upon. the 
measures of: General. Riley... The people came to- 

“gether and: all tbat was-then done, was done by 
their.nuthority, They. formed their constitution, - 
aslopted it; and now present themselves. for admis- 
sion intothe Union: : 

As the Senator from- New York,seems to: have 
misunderstood my. views, L.will. repeat: that any 
portion. of-our people have a right, when. left with- 
outaigovernment—thrown like a. waif:upen the 
great political. strand—have a right to establish 
ove for.themselves; and this is a point from which 
fkam:not:to.be driven, and which | don’t-intend to | 
argue withany one. -But lam far from saying-or 
believing that in every such case they have aright 
to: form-a State government, and. to. claim, admis- 
sion into the Union. That must depend upon the 
circumstances of their position, political, moral, 
anid-geographical, and upon the ultimate views of 
Congress. Certainly, with the information now 
before me, I believe that a territorial government is 
the-proper one for New Mexico, and that until the 
difficulties I havelalready enumerated are removed, 
Wwegcannot admit her into the Union. What sab- 
sequent information may bring about, I don’t un- 
dertake. to say. : i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President-— 

Më. FOOTE. I believe, sir, that Lam entitled to 
the floor, but J. will yield it with great pleasure to 
the Senator from. Texas, provided I can do so with- 
out: waiving. my.own right. to its.if nof I-wish to 
proceeds: o i oon o owe 

Thé VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair does not 
suppose-there is any power of transfer of the right 
ta the floor, if the Senator des not claim it for 
himself. 

Mg. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, We. will hear 

' the Senator afterwards. 

' Mr. FOOTE... Very well then; I yield the floor 
to. the Senator from Texas. e 

Mr. HALE. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, before he proceeds to address the 
Senate, I will. offer the following amendment to the 
resolution, I have no wish to say a word on it my- 
self: 

And that this said committee also inquire whether, atany 
time since the commencement of the lte war witi Mexico, 
any orders have bren issued by this, or the preceding Ad- 
ministration, conferring civil authority upon any officer of 
the army of the United States, to be excreised without the 
limits of the severat States of the Union, aud if $0, by whom 

“and to. whom, and by virtue of what laws were suid orders 
issued.?? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I shall not vote for the 
amendment, sir. 1.am_ perfectly willing to con- 
cede that orders were given, while we were in a 
state of war with Mexico, for the occupation of 
territories, and perhaps of States, by military 
forces, and that, of course ‘heir people were sub- 
jected to martial law. But, at the same time, 
while I concede that the circumstances of the case 
fully authorized the occupation of this territory, 
at that time, by the authorities of the United States, | 
and that it was. necessary for the proper conduct 
of. the war against the enemy, I hold that this was 
nat the case in a time of profound peace. During 
the war, the State authorities were not in a situa- 
tion.to give that security and protection to the cit- 
izens.that.they were previously enabled to do, and 
which the United States: was then bound to do, and 
under the circumstances a considerabie portion of 
the State of Texas was occupied by the forces of 
the United States, and placed under military gov- 
ernment. California was also organized, and a 
military officer appointed its civil governor for 
temporary purposes. And this. not during a time 
of peace, but during the war. at 
gentleman will insist here that the present crisis is 
one that will authorize the exercise. over these ter- 
ritories of that military. authority which is the re- 
sult of necessity in time of war.” 

If, sir, these acts were thus excusable, or if I 
could see with the Senator from New York that 
there was. nothing unreasonable in them, then [ 
might content myself with the expression of a re- 
gret that they had occurred. But I do not see 
with him, and, therefore, lL have no such regret to 


iat th epro- 


I presume that no || 


express. And for an-outrage so flagrant, commit- | 
ted on the rights of a State, | seek for no apology, | 


| people. 
i impeachment is one. But when was a culprit ever 


| the field. 


and. wish to. find no palliative or excuse, because 


it may give encouragement to future. aggressions 
that will lead to the destruction of the rights of the 
States, and of the Confederacy itself: Under these 
circumstances, lam bound at once to meet the oc- 
casion: - By: what authority, E ask, and under 
what sanction.of constitutional law, has the Exec- 
utive of the. United States authorized a subordinate 
officer, within the: limits, of a sovereign State, to 
convoke: the citizens-by military. authority to form 
a constitution within the:limits:of, that. State, and 
to present it.to.this body; and-this at-a time, too, 
of all-others, when such-a. course was most calcu- 
lated to produce unwholesome:and unpleasant ef- 
fects upon the condition of the Union? And: for 
what? To effectuate a plan which: has- been. pro- 
jected. by. the Executive for the carrying. out of 
measures endeared to him because of his claims to 
their-patemity... Sir, this.is no apology to.a sover- 
eign State for, an outrage committed upon her 
—no palliation for offences against the Constitu- 
tion—and will not be so received by the American 
I know our correctives, and a resort to 


brought to condign punishment by impeachment? 
It is but a solemn farce, and furnishes no reme- 
dy. Then, if the officer here is arrested, can he 
be panished for the offence perpetrated in obe- 
dience to the orders of his superior officer? No, 
sir, martial law has wisely shielded him, and 
though arraigned, he cannot be punished if he has 
the warrant of his superior officer. for what he has 
done. It is necessary, then, to ascertain whether 
this officer acted under the authority of his supe- 
rior, and, if he has, severe reprobation ought to 
be visited on the offender, and not on the inferior 
executive officer, who executes but the commands 
of his. superior. 

Sir, there has been an unfortunate prejudice en- 


tertained on the part of the Executive—whether as | 


a commanding general in the field or as the Exec- 


utive of the nation under the Constitution—against | 


the State which Í have the honor invpart to repre- 
sent. The people of that State have been unwar- 
rantably assailed, traduced, and defamed by the 
present Executive of the nation when a general in 
If 1 were not sustained by incontestable 
authority, | would scorn to impute to any high 
functionary of this Government aught that was 
unworthy of his station, or of the high position 
which he occupies; but, in this case, Í am fully 
sustained in every word Í say,as I will show by 
recourse to testiinony stronger than the mere as- 
sertion of a political opponent, that will carry con- 
Viction to the mind of every candid man who is 
disposed to canvass or discuss truth when it is pre- 
sented to him. 

On the 29th of March, previous to the war with 
Mexico, when he occupied a position on the banks 
of the Rio Grande, as commander of the army of 
occupation, and before one blow was struck, what 
does the Executive say in reference to the Texans? 
Not one of them, up to that hour, had ever been 


placed under his command; and nota solitary corps | 


or individual of them bad he then ever seep ranged 
under. his banner; and yet what does he say of 
them? In reference to the critical position of the 
army, as he then*supposed it to be, he said: 

« Under this state of things I must again and urgently eall 
your attention to the necessily Of speedily sending recruits 
to this army. * * * The militia of Texas are so remote 
from the border * * * that we cannot depend upon’ 
their aid.’? 


Sir, he has assumed the responsibility of defam- 


i Ing the character of men, who, to say the least of 


them, had never given the least occasion for such 
an imputation as this—men who would have ral- 
lied to his standard in a moment, if he had given 
the least intimation to them—men who would have 
periled everything in defence of their territory— 
men who, in their recollection of former deeds, 
would have offered up hbations of their heart's 
blood in vindication of the honor of the flag of that 
Union with which they had become incorporated, 
and to which the bright lustre of their own. lone 
siar had been added. Yet, he says the army was 
in a position where it could not depend upon 
them! When, L ask, had they ever been ineffi- 
cient or delinquent in time of peril, or recreant in 
the hour of danger? Yet, here a high functionary 
of the Government, the head of its army, whose 
heart ought to have veen filled with admiration of 
valorous deeds and ready to award the tribute that | 
ia due to unconquerable valor, stigmatizes.the men | 


« 
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of Texas ‘as..ihefficientiand unreliable in-time: of 
peril? Experience had never enabled him to judge 
of them, and was this, then, no manifestation of 
prejudice? : 

Whys sir, twohundred and- fifty Texan rangers, 
if he had: applied for them, would have re- 
pulsed any attempt:that might- have been made to 
cross:the Rio Grande, and the song of peace would 
have been heard uninteruptedly until. this day on 
that border. Five hundred would: more than have 
done it. Yet, instead of calling them. to. his: aid 
according to his authority under the Government, 
he denounces them as- unreliable. And when at 
last they were called upon, what did they do? 
Like chafed lions they were anxious to pursue the 
enemy, for it was the first time they had had the 
prospect of encountering them on equal. terms, but 
they were restrained, and men unacquainted with 
Mexican warfare, heutenant colonels from the 
interior, were permitted to lead our troops through 
the dense chaparrals and jungles of Mexico, 
whilst the brave Texans were restrained or taken 
to the southern plains, there to meet, beneath 
burning suns, a lingering death by‘disease. But, 
fortunately, sir, this was not done until after new 
manifestations of irresistible valor on their part, 
worthy of the cause in which they were engaged. 
At Monterey, it was Texans who first took the 
plaza, the key of the victory. The Bishop’s 
palace and heights too were taken bys Texans, 
and Gillespie’s monument stands there a record of 
their unshrinking gallantry. But even these deeds 
were nok sufficient to rescue them from obloquy 
and defamation. Even after that, they were des 
nounced and stigmatized as the -veriest refuse of 
the community, and as a dishonor to the army, 
fs it strange then, sir, that a prejudice, thus 
eaity and so strongly entertained, should extend 
now to the invasion of our constitutional rights? 
ls èt strange that our civil rights should be no 
more respected now than was our military chars 
acter then? No, sir, it is not strange, 

But I will read for the information of the Senate 
and of the world, if it chooses to be concerned 
with matters of such minor importance as en- 
croachmenis upon the rights of Texas as a sover- 
eign State, further evidence on this point. But, 
first, let me ask, was it from a normal condition, 
or after passing. through a system of territorial pu- 
pilage, that Texas became a sovereign State? No, 
sir. When Texas became armember of this. Union, 
she stood upon the earth in the great community 
of nations, and was herself a nation. And that 
sovereignty as a nation. she has merged.in thia 
Union, but to remain. in it-as an equal with its 
other members. : 

l wiil now read an extract froma letter dated 
“ Camp near Monterey, October.6, 1846: 

“Sirs 1 have respectfully to report that the entire force of 
Texas mounted volunteers has been mustered out of ser- 
vice, and is now returning home by companies. With their 
depurture we muy look for a restoration of quiet and order in 
Monterey, for F regret to report that some shameful atrocities 
ae been perpetrated BY THEM since the capitulation of the 

_ What high encomiumsare these in acknowledg- 
ment of valorous and chivalrous deeds!. What 
encouragement to cheer a veteran’s heart! What 
encouragement to offer to the young and ardent 


. patriot ! 


“ One company of Texas foot volunteers, which has ren- 
dered excellent serv-ce in the campaign, is now on the 
mareh to Camargo, there to be mustered out of service.” 

One company you would suppose from this had 
dove all that was commendable on the part of thé 
Texan military. One solitary company, indeed, 
had ‘frendered excellent service !’? Where were 
the Texans at Monterey ? They had. entire com- 
mand of the city, and u was with difficulty, after 
the flag had been sent in, that they could be in- 
duced to suspend fora moment their active exer- 
lions in vindication of American, honor—to compel 
the instant capitulation. or. the destruction of the 
town. And for some time did they ponder before 
they obeyed their. superiors’ orders. They had 
carried the Bishop's palace and every fastness of 
the enemy; and placed there the American banner 
in triumph, floating proudly, a victorious menace 
to those within the city. And yet, sir, of all this 
itis only said, ‘‘ onecompany rendered excellent 
service V? 

“It is deemed necessary to station a small force at 
Laredo, on the east bank of the Rio Grande, forthe purpose 
of protect-ng that frontier from Indian depredatious, and en- 


abling the government. of Texas to extend its jurisdiction 
with.more facility to the siver.”* : : 


THE CONGRES 


the General, extended to the Rio Grande, but, un- 


der the eye of the Executive, Texas has no rights. 


upon that river. - This, sir, is. the persecution 
meted out to us, arising from these. prejudices, and 
which now seeks to inflict upon us the humiliating 
blow of an infringement upon our State sover- 


eignty. an 

But, sir, this is not all. There was another 
most extraordinary letter, written from Monterey. 
on the 10th June, 1847, from which E will read an 
extract: f : Paks 

"6 Sir: 
mounted Texas volunteers alluded:to in my letter: of June 
8th. Itis euroi ed for the war, and commanded by H. W. 
Baylor. Major McCatlough’s company has been discharged, 
and we have now five coinpanies 6f Texas horse, tie exact 
number Jaid down ja your nemorandiin of April 26th. 

“| regret.to report hatnany. of. the. twelve-months’ vol- 
unteers, on their route hence, on the lower Rio Grande, 
have committed extensive depredations and oubazes upon 
the peaceful inhapitants. There is scarcely a form of crime 
that has not been reported to me. as committed by them; 
but they have passed beyond my reach, and eveu- if they. 
were here it would be found next to impossible to detect the 
individuals who thas disgrace their colours and their conntry. 
Were it possihie to rouse the Mexican people to resistance, 
no more effe tual plan could be devised than the very one 

epursued by some of our volunteer regiments now about to 
be discharged, 

& The volunteers for the war, so far, give an earnest of 
better conduct, with the exception of the companies of Texas 
horse: Of the infantry, I have had little or no complaint; 
but the mounted men from Texas have. scarcely made an exrpe- 
dition without unwarrantably killing a Mevicun!? 


- What an atrocity, sir!—killing a Mexican upon 
an expedition! Kill a Mexican! Monstrous in 
the face of day! Killa Mexican! Why; sir, we 
hear of no such complaints when battalions fell at 


Monterey—lI will not say how disposed of. We 
hear no. such sympathetic complaints then. But 
killing one Mexican! Oh,whatadeed! Well, I 


grant you that, wherever there are instances of 
criminal injustice and outrage being inflicted by the 
military, its authors deserve severe punishment; 
but aspirit of justice would. suggest a course of 
propriety in this respect which would punish the 
real offander, and have a moral influence on all 
around him. .This:is not done where whole corps 
are hus stigmatized and denounced. 

“1 have, in consequence, ordered Major Chevallie’s 
command to Saltillo, where it can do Sess mischief than 
here, and where its servicés, moreover, are wanted.” 

Where their services are wanted’’—for what? 
To “(do mischief?’—that is, to kill more than “ one 
Mexican,” I suppose. Is it not strange that he 
should send these men, whom he is unable to re- 
strain and control in the face of a large army, toa 
place where there was none to control them and 
restrain them from outrage. on the Mexicans. 
Were ‘their services’? wanted there for outrage 
and depredation? or were they sent there with a 
view of ascertaining whether new temptations 
would. inspire them with a stronger sense of duty? 

“The constant recurrence of such. atrocities, which I 
Jave been reluctant to report to the departinent, is my mo- 
tive for requesting that no more troops may be sent to this 
column from the State of Texus.” 

“No more troops from thé-State of Texas.” 
They had been an incumbrance to him, one would 
suppose. Yet one of them—the gallant and la- 
mented Walker—was. mainly instrumental in 
saving the army from disaster at Palo Alto. And 
MeCullough—who, in the General’s report of the 
battle ‘of ‘Buena: Vista, was. only mentioned as. 
having done very well—was. designated as one of 
the spies sent on to Encarnacion, and was also a 
Texan. ‘Instead of saying in that report that Me- 
Cullough gave him information at Encarnacion 
which saved the army, he merely remarks that he 
was of great-service on that occasion—or gave him 
information which was of great service. Yes, Sir, 
it was McCullough who reconnoitered the enemy’s 
camp, and possessed himself of the first informa- 
tion of the advance of Santa Anna, and thus in 
time enabled car troops to fall back from Agua 
Nueva to Buena Vista, where the gallant defence 
was made. 

. Well, sir, does not all this look like a strong 
prejudice against the Texans? «Would it not, 
from the evidence 1 have produced, seem most un- 
avoidably to be deduced that this prejudice exist- 
ed even before he had any experience as to the 
character of her soldiery, and that it only increased 
with the services rendered by them to the Govern- 
ment and to the army? And, sir, are we now to 
have visited upon us further consequences result- 
ing from.that prejudice? Is.the State. of Texas, 
as a-sovereignty, to succomb ta the degradation of. 


au The jurisdiction of Texas,” under the eye of: 


I have ordered the muster: of the company” of. 


an infringement on- her. rights,;-on the sub 
of her authority, and the infraction of: her territo- 
rial limits? . And-is.it-expected:-that we:are to.sub- 
mit calmly to the infliction: of such gross and 
unjustifiable. wrong? - Mr. President, there’ is.a 
principle involved: in: this matter-which extends 
far beyond the.temporary. inconvenience imposed 
on Texas, or to the.actual injustice which may: be 
inflicted on -her. It-is a principle which lies at 
the-very foundation of our Government—the sub- 
ordination of the military to the civil power—and 
the subversion of which is the destruction of our | 
liberties. Is a mere military officer to be allowed 
to-inter‘ere and prescribe to a sovereign State what 
shall constitute her territorial limits and boundary? 

In this case, the former President of the-United 


States, who established in time of war temporary |} 


military governments, ordered the government of 
the territory to be surrendered to Texas as soon 
as peace terminated the war, or I have been mis- 
informed; yet the. present Executive has continued 
the military government, and has not surrendered 
the territory to Texas. Less than two years. ago, 
the military authority, Colonel Washington, ex- 
pelled, or rather caused the ejection of the judicial 
officers of Texas from the territory; and now, 
when Colonel Neighbors had succeeded in reor- 
ganizing the counties where no military authori- 
ties were stationed, and went to Santa Fé, what 
was the consequence? There the military gov- 
ernor. avowed his resistance. to the authority. of 
Texas, and caused that hasty and inconsiderate 
action, of the population which has resulted in the 
handing over of the territory to a. mere: judge of 
the Kearny code. And he, forsooth, has taken 
all under his control, and now assumes to be the 
sovereign over this.wide domain of Texas! Sir, 
if the, military authorities of the United States 
havea right thus to conduct themselves in that 
territory—a territory within the limits of what we | 
have-ever claimed, and which were recognized by | 
all nations previous to annexation—then they 
have a right to occupy our capital, or to wrest 
Galveston from our occupation. That territory 
no more appertains to New Mexico than does any | 
other spot within the limits of Texas. Yet Texas 
has not been complaining, nor has she manifested | 
undue anxiety in demanding her rights from time 
to time. Years have passed by since she had a | 
right to expect the seulement of her boundary. | 
The territory to which it extended has been ac: 
quired by the United States Government; and in 
good faith, if they had discharged their duties, 
they ought to have settled the boundary with. the 
termination of the war, and said to Texas what 
and where it was. 

Does any one, for a moment, believe that if 
Texas had been aware of this attempted curtail- 
ment of her limits, she would ever have become 
annexed to the Government of the United States? 
No, sir, no one can believe it even for a moment. | 
Mexico would willingly have consented to recog- 
nize her. asa separate Power, provided Texas | 
would have consented to such a curtailment of her 
boundary. And isit to be expected that Texas will 
submit to such a violation of her rights as is here 
indicated? Iask the Senate, as Americans and as 
honorable men, if this were a question between 
the Government of the United States and. Mexico 
as to boundary, is it believed that the United 
States would surrender one foot. of this territory? 

Mr. CLAY. Will. my. friend. pardon me, as, 
the hour for the special order has arrived, for ask- 
ing him.to.do us.the favor to continue his eloquent | 
speech on Monday, if it will be agreeable to him? | 

Mr. HOUSFON. Anything that will advance 
the public business I will yield to with pleasure; 
it will.be. no deprivation to me at all. 

Mr. HALE, (in hisseat.) Butit will be a great | 
deprivation to the Senate. 

The resolution was accordingly laid on the ta- | 
ble. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order of the 
day, being the bill to admit California as a State | 
into the Union, to establish-tetritorial governments | 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the settlement of her western and 
northern boundaries. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, resumed and 
concluded the speech which he commenced yester- 


| ority? 
of. 


| first disposed of. 


Mr: COOPER: next addressed:the Senate: 
having spoken for an‘hour, he gave way fora 
tion to proceed to Executive: busine: 

The: Senate then. proceeded.to the-consid: 
of executive -business; and:-after some time: apen: 
therein, the.doors were: reopened, andthe Se a 
adjourned. = Te eh wey ore 
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The Journal. of: Saturda y.wasread.and.appro: 
There were a dozen competitors for the & 

| ‘THE GALPHIN: CLAIM.) 263 

Mr. TOOMBS rose and. moved. that the House 
proceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, (being the report of the select committee 
in relation to the Galphin claim ) eee 
The SPEAKER. The report of the select com- 
mittee on the Galphin case is the special order of 
the day. Butthere is a. motion pending (which 
was submitted previous to the adjournment on Sats. 
urday last) that the further. consideration of (the 
special order be. postponed until to-morrow Tuen 
day) two weeks. ‘That is the business first. in, 


der. . ; j OER 

Mr, BAYLY; I move to. amend the motion by 

inserting Ves REN EE: ‘ 
The SPEAKER, (interposing.).. There 
isit 


motion to. amend, already pendiog.. Tt, 
tion of the, gentleman from South Carolina, 
Burz,] to strike out “to-morrow two week 
insert “‘ to-day.” ee 


Mr. BURT. The amendment was superseded 


by the adjournment of ihe House. 1am not will 
ing that the mattershould be postponed any longer. 
I withdraw the amendment; and I hope that. the 
House will proceed at once, to the consideration of 
the report of the committee, oe awakens 
Mr. BAYLY. Then I move to amend the 
original motion, by striking out ‘* to-morrow two 
weeks’? and inserting ‘ to-morrow.” ae 
The SPEAKER. The question is on. the amend. 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bay- 
LY. : Bg A Bon, 
Me BAYLY. I modify my amendment so as 
to postpone the consideration. of the; report. until- 
this day, at twelve.o’clock. ” eh E 
The SPEAKER... The Chair is of opinion th, 
the. motion.to postpone must be until another da: 
Mr. BAYLY.. Then 1 fall back on my, original: 
motion, to amend the motion so as to postpone he. 
consideration of the report until to-morrow. i; 
Mr. McCLERNAND (to the Speaker, X. Is.no! 
the resolution of the gentleman: from Ohio, (Mr. 
Sweerser,]—i.e. the resolution offered two weeks. 
ago, concerning the surplus fund—entided to pris 
If so, | demand that it shall be. disposed 
It stands in the way of reports of committees, 
and of the reference of bills on the Speaker’s table. 
of which many have accumulated. 5 
The SPEAKER. ín the opinion of the Chair, . 
the special order will take. precedence over all other 


the resolution of the, gentleman from: Ohio (Mr. 


i Sweerser] would have precedence, Having been: 


introduced under a suspension of: the-rules, it wilt 
have to-be dispoged of... But the report of the. se- 
lect committee on the Galphin claim. having been. 
made the special order from day to day, it must be: 

s it is moved by. the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Preston Kine,] that the 
consideration of the report be postponed until to- 
morrow two weeks. And the gentleman from 


day, of which a report will appear in the Appendix. 


, 


Virginia (Mr. Bayty] moves to amend. that. moe 
tion by striking out ‘ to-morrow two. weeks?’ and 
inserting “ to-morrow.™. The question is first:on 
the amendment. oe 
Mr. BURT. 
‘the amendment. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being, 
taken, were—-yeas 105, nays 78; as follow: = © 
YEAS—Messis. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlio,: 
Bsyd, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Chester Butler, EC Cabell: 


I demand the. yeas and nayson 


| George A. Caldwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, Casey, Chandiet; 


Clinguran, W. RW. Cobb, Conger, Conrad, “Daniel, Dex, 
berry, Dimmick, Disney, Donean, Edinundson; Nathan’ 
Evans, Featuerston, Gerry, Garman, Grinnell, Hatt, E 
ton, Hammond, Hampton, Haralson,. Isham G 
Hay, Haymond, Heury, Hilliard, Holladay, Holhies; Fion 
ard, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, Kautman, Kerr; Dan 
King, George G. King, James.G. Kins, Joh ACK 
Sére Leffler, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mars 
McCicrnand, McDowell, Mg Ganahan, McQueen 
Meacham, Miller, Miilson, Morse, Morton, Ole 


business. If the special order should, be postponed; 


9 
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Oldaw, “Owen,” Parker, Powell; Reynolds; Richardson, 
Risley,.Robbins, Seddon, Shepperd, Starly,. Predesich: P. 
Stanton, Richard B.: Stanton, Alexander, H. Stephens, 
Sweerser;. Taylor, Thom: “Thompson, James: Thoip- 
sön, Toombs; “Van “Dyke; Venable; Wallace, Watkins, 
‘Wellhorn ,:White;Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and- Win- 
threp—105. : saps 


“NAYS. Messrs. Andrews, Baker, Bokee, Booth, Breck, 
Briggs, William “J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. 
Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Carter, Cole, Corwin, Crow- 
ell,..Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gid- 
Alings, Gott,’ Gould, Halloway, Harlan, Sampson. W. Harris, 
‘Thomas L., Harris, Hebard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
Andrew Johnson, Julian, Preston King, Lituefield, Matte- 
son; McGaughey, McKissock, Moore, Morris, Nelson; New- 
ell, Ogle, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Putsam, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
telle, Schenck, Schooleraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, John. B. Thompson, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, 
“Whittlesey, Wilmot, Wood, and Wood ward—78, 
“So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. ; : f SEA 
o{Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, when his name was 
called, rose anid’stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. ‘Hoacranp, for the present. week, except 
upon some questions as to which a reservation was 
made.] - , 

“The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
motion as amended. « f 

Mr: POTTER. I move to lay the motion on 
the table. Ee y 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 


‘gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Porrer,} thata mo- | 


tion to lay on the table a motion to postpone, 
is notin order.. And if a motion is made to lay 
upon the table, and should prevail, it will carry 
with it the whole subject—that is to say, the re- 
port of the committee and the resolutions. 

= Mrs POTTER: Then I withdraw the motion 
to lay’on' the table: My object is to bring up the 
report of the committee on the Galphin casé.. 

: The SPEAKER. That object can be effected 
by refusing to agree to the motion to postpone as 
amended, 

Mr. WENTWORTH desired, he said, to put 
an inquiry to the Chair. If the House should 
vote down the motion to postpone, would the Gal- 

.phin claim come vip? 

The SPEAKER. 
before the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND put an inquiry to the 
Chair, which was scarcely heard by the reporter, 
but the purport of which was understood to be, 
whether if a motion was made to lay on the table, 
it would not carry the whole subject with it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated, and 
the motion to lay on the table has been withdrawn, 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Presron Kina,] 
as amended. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Task the yeas and nays on 
that’ question. 

+ Mr. GENTRY rose to inquire what would be 
the effect of the motion to lay on the table, if it 
should prevail. ` $ 

The SPEAKER. There is no such motion 
pending, It hasbeen withdrawn. The question is 

‘on agreeing to the motion to postpone as amended. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw the demand for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURT. I renew it. 

Mr. ROBINSON inquired of the Speaker 
whether a motion to postpone the consideration of 
the subject- for four weeks would be in order? 

The SPEAKER said, that motion would not be 
invordet. å 

Mr; BAYLY. Monday: is the oùly day on 
which we can suspend the rules to make the ap- 
propriation bills the special order. 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Bayzy.) Debate is 
not in order. . 

Mr. GENTRY inquired what would be the ef- 
fect of a motion to lay on the table? Would it 
carry the whole report with it? j 

The SPEAKER. It would carry the whole 
subject with it. : 

Mr. GENTRY. I move, then, to lay the mo- 
tion to postpene on the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I demand the yeas and nays. 
I hope the House are not going to pass by this | 
subject without consideration. 


Mr. GENTRY. Such being the desire of my 


{t will be the first business 


friend from Georgia, | withdraw the motion. 
: Mr. DOTY renewed it. : 


the yeas and nayse- tooo i oes 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired the 
effect of: the.motion to lay-on the table to be dis- 
tinctly understood. It would be, he believed, to 
carry the whole subject to the table. 

The SPEAKER. © The Chair hag so stated. 


motion to layon the table the motion to postpone, 
and repeated that, -in'the opinion of the Chair, the 
motion to: lay on. the table, if agreed to, would 
carry the whole subject with it. f 
The question was taken, and. thé vote. stood— 
yeas 28, nays 107; as follow: == 
YEAS—Messts. Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Crowell, Deberry, 


Y Doty, Duncan, Freediey, Gentry, Grinnell, Hampton, Hay- 


mond, Hunter; Kerr, George G. King, John A. King, Horace 
Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, Morehead, Otis, Risley, 
Rockwell, Rumsey, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, John B. 
Thompson, and Winthrop—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aibertaon, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Anderson, Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bayly, Beale, 
Bissell; Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Bue}, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Ca- 
ble, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Daniel, Dimmick, 
| Disney, Dixon, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan 

Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Haralson, Haslan, Isham G. Haris, Sampson W. Harris 
Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, inge, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew. Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert 
W. Jobnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, 
James G. King, Preston King, La ère, Leffler. Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, Me- 
Dowell, McKissovk, MeLanahan, McQueen, McWillie, 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, 
Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Sackett, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcratt, Sed- 
don, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 
j man, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Wal- 
den, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, 


Wood, Woodward, and Young—107. 

So the House refused to lay the motion on the 
table. 

The question recurring on the amended motion 
to postpone the further consideratioñ of the Gal- 
phin claim till to-morrow, 

, Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and 
nays. - 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired if the yeas and 
nays had not been ordered upon the adoption of 
the resolution? 

The SPEAKER (upon reference to the Journal) 
| said, it was recorded that the yeas and nays had 
been asked, but the motion to amend had followed, 
and the yeas and nays had been ordered only on 
| the amendment. 

The question was taken on the demand for the 
yeas and nays, and they were not ordered. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the 
resolution, and was decided in the negative, with- 
out a division. 

So the House refused to postpone the. consider- 
; ation of the report of the select committee upon the 
connection of the Secretary of War with the Gal- 
phin claim. 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
recurred upon the consideration of the said report, 
and that the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. 
Burr] was entitled to the floor. 


| Mr. BURT rose and asked that the resolutions 


reported by the select committee be read to the ii reply to the speech heretofore made. by: Mr. 


| House. 

The resolutions reported by Mr. Burr, the chair- 
man, were read as follow: ~ 

lst. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of 
george Gaipbin was nota just demand against the United 

States, 

2d. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the principal of said 
claim, and it was therefore paid, ‘in conformity with law? 
and “ precedent.” 

3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and 
its payment was not ‘in conformity with law” or “ prece- 
dent.” 

Mr. BURT. 

! to enter into any enlarged discussion of the resolu- 
| tions which have been reported to the House by: 
| the committee of which Ihave the honor to bea 
| member. Iam content that the case should stand 
| upon the facts and the argument reported: by that 
| committee, Iam perfectly satisfied that. they 
| ane stand against the argument which has been 


>: Mr: WENTWORTH: renewed the demand for: 


‘The SPEAKER announced the question on the. 


White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Wilson, | 


It is not my purpose at this time į 


jority of that committee. 


-written reports. 


i; out—to make no statement o 
| Was not established by incontestable 
think the committee strictly followed out their de- 


offered: by. the-mivority. of the committee, and [ 
shall reserve any argument I-may have to offer for 
a reply to that which “may: be made as additionak. 
or supplemental tọ thejarguments of the minority. 
of.the committee... pe ADER, : 

But my object®sir, int rising at-this time, is to 
remove certain erroneous impressions which have 
gone to the public in reference to the report of that 
committee. . I have seen, with -anfeigned. regret, 
that the correspondents of the press from this Hall, 
have sent out not only erroneous, but absolutely 
injurious representations of the report of the ma- 
I trust that it. has not 
been done intentionally—I do not impute that it 
has been done intentionally; but I desire. this 
House, and I desire the country, now distinetly. to 
understand, that there is not a solitary.material 
fact stated in the report of that committee—I mean, 
when! speak of the report of the committee, to 
Speak in parliamentary phrase—I speak of the te- 
port of a majority of that committee—of the five 
members of that committee—I say, that in that re- 
port, there is not one single material fact which is 
controverted in the statements of facts which are 
made by my friends, of whom the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Disney] is one. 

I do not desire, therefore—and that is the 
purpose for which I make the’ statement—that 
there should be any misunderstanding as to the 
facts reported by that committee. 1 believe that 
the report which was submitted as the report of 
the committee, that the resolutions reported by 
that committee, discharged properly the duty cor- 
fided to it by this House. There were one or two 
inferences, matters of opinion, as my friends sup- 
posed, contained in that report, to which they dis- 
sented, and. therefore they submitted. separate 
But I desire the House, and F 
desire the public press, to understand, that in 
making up that report of facts, it was the design 
of the committee—it was the deliberate purpose of 
the committee, avowed-and prosecuted through- 
fact whatever that 
proof, I 


* 


sign; their report presents the facts from which 
these resolutions are the predicate. 

I have only further to add, that my confidence in 
theaccuracy and correctness of these resolutions, ag 
the legitimate and proper conclusion front the facts 
and the arguments, has been confirmed by all my 
subsequent research and reflection; and I think { 
do not say too much when I pledge myself to. the 


| country to sustain every material ground assumed 


in that report: That I shall endeavor to do when È 
shall have the honor of replying to what may be 


| said in contravention of that report. 


Mr. CONRAD inquired to which report the 
gentleman from South Carolina referred? 

Mr. BURT. I spoke of the report of the com- 
mittee, which is the report of facts; and I spoke of 
the resolutions offered by the committee to the 
House j 

Mr. CONRAD said the majority who made that 
report did not consist of the same members as 
those who composed the majority who reported 
the resolutions; therefore there was some confu- 
sion on the subject. 2 

Mr, BURT replied, that he had spoken of the 
report and of the resolutions reported by himself, 
and which were agreed to by a majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House during the hour, partly in 


Brooxs, but mainly with the intention to establish 
two positions,—first, that the claim of Galphin 
was a just claim upon the Government, and ought 
to have been paid; and secondly, that the interest 
thereon was paid in accordance with right, jus-. 
tice, law, and precedent: And he offered. the fol- 
lowing resolution as. an amendment to the resolu- ` 
tions reported by the majority of the select com- 
mittee: Tai 


‘Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the 
cominitieé to whom was referred the Jetter of George W. 
Crawford, asking “an investigalion” into his conduet in 
reference to the claim of the representatives of George 
Gaiphis, which impugns his personal or official conduet in 
relation to the settlement of the claim by the proper officers 


: of the Government. 


[A report of this speech is in. course of prepa- 
ration and will be published in the Appendix, ] 
Mr. CONGER then addressed the House. He 


said: Mr, Speaker, I do not propose to make use of 


` At the time these reports were made, and while 


“years, after 


1850. _ 


this occasion to discuss at length and in detail the 
various questions embraced in the several. reports 
of the select committee. That committee was 
raised at the instance and request of the Secretary 
of War, for the purpose of an investigation into 
the conduct of that officer as connected. with the 
prosecution and payment of the claim of the rep- 
resentatives of George Galphin.. The House very 
properly gave.to the committee full and compre- 
hensive instructions, embracing other matters con- 
nected with this case; and, in obedience to those. 
instructions, we now have a report or statement. 
of facts in the case, agreed to by a majority, and 
in addition, three minority reports, severally con- 
taining the arguments and conclusions of different 
members. ? . . 

Were Í disposed so to do, I have not the time 
to go over the whole ground occupied by this 
committee, and I shall, therefore, content myself 
in discussing such questions alone as seem to lie 
in my way in declaring the opinions that will gov- 
ein my vote on the several resolutions reported. 


the question of printing. was under consideration, 
J was indebted to the courtesy of my colleague, 
[Mr. Broogs]—who has discussed this whole sub- 
ject submitted to the committee with an elaborate- 
ness, fearlessness, and ability that have done him 
great credit and honor—for the privilege of saying 
that, while 1 most heartily concurred in the views 
expressed by him, I should seek an occasion to 
express my own opinion before | might be called 
on to record my vote. ‘That opportunity has now 
occurred; and without going into a history of this 
claim, the history of which has become renowned 
throughout the country, both for its antiquity and 
doubtful justice, it is proper briefly to recapitulate 
what all concéde to be the main facts upon which 
it rests. 

- in 1773, the Creek and Cherokee Indians had 
become largely indebted to certain traders. With 
a view to an adjustment of the claims of these 
creditors, the Indians made a cession of a large 
extent of land in Georgia to Great Britain, then | 
the Government of this country, with the stipula- 
tion that the moneys arising from a sale of the 
lands should be applied in satisfaction of such 
debts as might be found due from them to the 
waders. George Galphin was found to be a cred- 
itor, and his claim, to the amount of nine thousand 
seven hundred and ninety one pounds fifteen shil- 
lings and five pence, was acknowledged by the 
British Government on the second of May, 1775. 
Commissioners were appointed by Great Britain 
to make sale of the lands and pay the debts; but | 
the war of the Revolution breaking out before 
much had been done, the execution of the trust 
was defeated, the title of Great Britain in the lands 
extinguished, and her right and power to control 
them destroyed. The Colony of Georgia then 
asserted her claim to the lands, and proceeded at 
her own option and pleasure, acknowledging no 
incumbrance on them, to grant them away as 
suited her own purpose; but in 1780, when for- 
mally asserting her right to the land, she passed 
the following law in relation thereto: 


« Whereas, certain persons, citizens of this, and of the 
State of South Carolina, and friends to the independency of 
the same, claim that the lands in the county of Wilkes were 
originally given up and ceded to the Government of Great 
Britain by the Creek and Cherokee Endians in satisfaction 
and discharge of certain debts and arrears due by the said 
Jndians to said certain persons, commonly called Indian 
traders: Be it therefore enacted, that any person having, 
or pretending to have, any such claim, do Jay their claims 
and accounts before this, or some future House of Assem- 
bly, to be examined; and whatever claims shall be found 
just and proper, and due to the friends of America, shall be 


paid by i 


treasury certificates for the amount payable within 
two, Wree, and four years, and carrying six per cent. in- 


terest.”? ; a 7 
George Galphin died about the same time this 


act was passed, but whether before or after does 
nat appear. At all events, he did not present his 
claim under it; but, in 1789, Thomas Galphin, his 
gon and executor, presented it to the Legisiature of 
that State, and though a favorable report was 
made upon it by the committee, it was not acted 
on by the Legislature. From that time down to the 
year 1840, or later, the claim was continued before 
ihe Georgia Legislature; but notwithstanding the 
Jaw of 1780 and the fact that committees had sev- 
eral times brought in favorable reports, payment 
was not made nor was the claim recognized by 
the State. In 1836 it first made its appearance in 


Congress, whence, by preper nursing for twelve 
having met with at least two adverse 


reports, it emerged on the night.of 
August, 1848, and was.transferred from the legis- 


lative.to the executive branch of the Government | 


for examination and adjustment. The law of this 
date thus transferring theclaim, is as follows: ` 

« Be it enacted, §c.,, That the. Secretary of the Treasury. 
be, and heis hereby, autho: and required to examine 
and adjust the chaim of the late George Galpnin, under the 
treaty made “by the*Governor of Georgia with the- Creek 
and- Cherokee: Indians; in the year 1773, and to pay the 


‘amount which: may he found duc to Milledge Galphin, ex- 


ecutor of the said George Galphin, out of any money in the 
Treasury nol otherwise appropriated.”? 

- Under this law the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury (Mr. Walker) paid the sum of $43,518 97, 
being the same amount (£9,791 15s. 5d.) which 
the British Government had acknowledged was 
duein 1775. The question of interest on this sam 


was not formally passed upon by Mr. Walker; ; 
and when Mr. Meredith came into office, the claim ; 


for interest was pressed upon him for decision. It 
was finally allowed, and the sum of $191,352 89, 
being the interest from 1775, atsix per cent., paid. 

The connection which Mr. Crawford has held 
towards this claim has been that of agent or attor- 
ney, under an agreement with the heirs, made in 
1833, by the terms of which he was to receive for 
his services one half the amount obtained. d 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to inquire, in the 
first place, upon whom rested the obligation of 
payment in this case? ‘Phat Galphin had an 
equitable, subsisting claim that ought, long since, 
to have been paid by somebody, will not be seri- 


ously doubted; and he made his claim, first, 


against the Indians, as the original debtors; second, 


against Great Britain, who by her agreement be- | 


came the trustee of a fund for the payment of the 
claim; third, against Georgia, who usurped the 
fund; fourth, against the United States, because 
everybody else had refused to pay. Lam disposed 
to believe that, subsequent to the Revolution, the 
claim was not good against Great Britain, and 
that that Government was under no obligation to 
pay it. Certainly, she was not liable, unless her 
commissioners had previously sold such quantities 
of the land as, under the trust, entitled Galphin 
to his debt, or some portion thereof; and though 
there is some reason to believe that such sale was 
made, there is not sufficient proof on the point to 
charge Great Britain, particularly when it is con- 


| sidered that the greater portion of the lands, atleast, 
were appropriated by Georgia. If Great Britain | 


was not, because of the Revolution that wrested 
the lands from her control, drove her from their 
possession, and made it impossible for her to dis- 
charge the trust, liable to Galphin, then Georgia 
alone must have been. 

Sir, ] am aware of the presumption, if not arro- 
gance, I show in expressing this opinion, for in 
entertaining it, as I do, | find myself in opposition 
not only to all the Whig members of this: select 
committee, but to the Attorney General of the 
United States. Notwithstanding this array of 
ialent and station against me, however, I hope to 


express my views with becoming independence, | 


and such dignity as allows every man to think 
and speak for himself and as he shall choose. 
Whatever shall be thought of my argument, it 
shall not be said that party shackles and_ political 
alliances control my speech or vote. There are 
no party attachments, as there is no personal 
friendship, that will, induce me to restrain a 
thought or disguise a syllable. A member of the 
Cabinet anda Whig has asked an investigation. 
An investigation has been made, and I, for one, 
cannot shut my eyes to the conviction that it has 
placed that officer in a most unfortunate position 
before the country. The same investigation has 
brought the official acts of two other Whigs and 
members of the Cabinet in question; and [am 


free to say that they, too, do not stand blameless | 


and exempt from censure. Entertaining these 
views, I cannoc sustain the report of the Whigs 
composing the minority of the committee, nor 
shall I hesitate to declare my disapprobation of 
the official acts into which an investigation has 
been sought. ` 

“The liability of Georgia to pay”this claim is 
founded in the clearest legal and equitable princi- 
ples. In the language of the very able report of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney,] “The 
proceedings of the war of the Revolution placed 
the State of Georgia in the stead of the British 
Crown, and she became seized of the latter’s title 
and subject to its liabilities.” Georgia, knogving 


| 
{ 
i 
| 
i 


the elaim Galphin and others had on t 
not only. asserted her right to them, but 
vented Great Britain from executing th 


not paid ought to pa 
that has paid was no 

of Galphin was just, it is difi 
argument that should exempt” 
ment under ber law of 1780... i 
is guarded in its terms, and under it 
could not be made; unless, first, the claim’ was’ 
found just; and second, that it was due ‘to oné. 
who fought on the right side in the Revolutions * 
and Georgia has never acknowledged either. the 
one or the other, butin her own Legislature doubt, 
and suspicion have been cast over both, However 


| much this might prejudice the justice of the 


claim on Georgia, I submit thatiit could not create 
a claim against the United States. Georgia had” 
no title to these lands save what she derived. by 
the conquest of the Revolution from Great Britain, 
And shall it be said that she can appropriate the 
lands to her own ffse and then require. the United” 
States to pay off an incumbrance to which she has’ 
herself succeeded? Every principle of’ honesty 
and fair dealing is violated by the assumption. : 

The Whig minority of this committee, as ‘well 
as the Attorney General, seek to show: thatthe 
United States, prior to the passage of the. la : 
1848, were liable for the payment’ of this’ claim; 
and one of the arguments made. use of to this end, 
is drawn from the law of 1802, by which Georgia 
ceded to the United States certain territory. lam 
unable to see how the provisions of that law can 


| aid such an argument. Georgia ceded the territo- 
eo 


and in consideration for so doing, the United’ 
States agreed to extinguish the Indian title to ‘the 
residue of the lands in that State. Did this bind. . 
the United States to pay Galphin? Not at all.” 
The Indians had no title remaining to the#lands 
embraced in their cession to Great Britain in 1773, 
and they were in no manner in possession | of 
them. Many of the lands had, at this time, 
already been granted away by Georgia, and so far 
from there being any: title in opposition to ‘that 
which she asserted, nobody was even: interfering 
with her disposition of the land., All the title of 
the Indians had. become vested in Georgia, and 
the lien was the lien of Galphin. Nobody, the 
fore, could have understood that these land 
included among those to which it was nec 
to extinguish the Indian title.. But it is asked, 
in the report of the Whig minority, made by “the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr, Brecx,] “ Could 
f Georgia, before the claim of Galphin was paid, 
‘say the Indian title to those lands belonged un- 
‘ conditionally to the State ? or, was it nota living, 
‘unextinguished title, which Georgia, to the ex- 
‘tent of this lien, in equity and good faith, had no 
telaim to?” The lien-of Galphin and: the Indian 
title, as the gentieman from Ohio, in'his réport, 
has well said, are two quite different things." The 
Indian title was made perfect in Great Britain; 
Great Britain gave Galphin a lien oh that title to 
the amount of his debt acknowledged by her; and 
Galphin released all claim upon the Indians, rely- 
ing only on the lien given him by Great Britain; 
Georgia succeeded to these rights and obligations, 
and has never pretended that the Indians had ttle 
or claim to a single foot of the lands. 

Again, this minority of the committee say, ‘$ be- 
sides, the Indians, as a party to the treaty of 1773," 
had a just right to insist and require that its stip- ` 
ulations should be performed.” The answer. to 
this is that the cession to Great Britain was not 
only for the benefit of the traders, but being ac-> 
cepted by them in satisfaction of“ their. claims 
against the Indians, the Indians, to whom’ they 
had executed discharges, had ‘no right or power to 
require the execution of the trust, for they were 
parties to no executory. contract. f : i 

Another ground on which the Attorney General 
and the Whig members of the committee” have’ 
placed the liability of the United States is this: {t+ _ 
is alleged that these lands were appropriated by? 
Georgia in donations and bounties to her soldiers,” 
for services in the public defence inaid of the cause: 
of the Revolution; and that the case come s within 
the principles of the act of 1832 in relation to pay- 
ment of the pension debt of Virginia S 
admitting that the lands were apprepi 


ment.of services.rendered the whole.country in a 
j on cause, the case does nót com hin the 
rinciples of that act: Virginia, by an act of her 
Legislature, had paid out of her own: treasury a 
large amount in pensions to certain of her officers: 

who had served in the. Revolution. These payments 

having been. Made by Virginia for services ren- 
dered in the cause of our national independence, 

Congress, by the act of 1832, assumed this pension 

debt, ahd reimburse. her. precisely. as other States 

had been allowed. for advances made on account 
of thé public. service. At- best, then, this can be 
regarded as nothing more than a precedent for the’ 
passage of a law to pay Georgia thé amount of the 
claim whenever she herself should pay it. By. 
the act of F790, funding the debts of the several 
States, each State was allowed its advances on ac- 
count of. the United States; but. Virginia’s pen- 
sion debt not haying been funded, Congress passed 
the law of 1832, and directly authorized: its pay- 
ment. if these lands, then, were donated as is 
claimed, it is-fair to presume-that they were cred- 
ited to Georgia in the settlement of her accounts, 
and thatshe was allowed all they were worth. 

But whether they were credited and allowed or 
not is immaterial, so long as tie debt of Galphin 
was not the debt of Georgia. Georgia never made 
it-her debt. She has neither paid it nor acknowl- 
edged. her liability to pay it. Nor would she ever 
admit the liability of tne United States to pay it; 
but on the contrary, she has at all times and on 
all occasions. repudiated it as a fraud upon this 
Governmentalike as upon herself. Georgia, then, 
does not come here to ask the benefit.of the prin- 
ciple of. the law of 1832, and Galphin has no right 
to ask it for her—much less had he a right to ask 
it: for himself... : 

But ido not admit that, the lands were appro- 
priated for the support of the common cause of all 
the States. | have not seen the proof of this. Col- 
laterally, they: may have aided that. cause, so far 
as they were donated to the State troops of Geor- 
gia, by,making those troops more effective, but 
they. were not used for the benefit of the United 
States.. They were granted, to some extent, but 
to what is quite uncertain, to her own State troops 
as gratuities in addition to the donations made by 
the United States. In this, Georgia did no more 
than many other States did for their own troops. 
Such States ag. had land made donations to their 
own soldiers, but it was on their own account and 
at their own option. ‘The land was ‘their own, and 
they could use it as they saw fit. If Georgia thus 
used any of these lands, if was an appropriation 
of the fund which could make nobody but herself 


liable for the incumbrance charged upon it. i 


Thos far, sir, in the discussion of these ques- 
tions, I have found: my own opinion fortified, my 
judg mentenlightened, and my argument approved, 
by both the report of the gentleman from Ohio 
and the report made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, (Mr. Burt] But, sir, I must now leave 
these gentlemen, differing as { do with every 
member of the committeé on the most important 
of all the questions involved in this investigation. 
That committee have repurted to this House, as 
embodying the conclusions to which they have 
come, the following resolutions: 

& Ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of 
George Galphin was nota just demand against the United 
er Resolved, ‘That the act of Congress made it the duty 
ofthe Secretary of the Treasury to, pay the principal of the 
said eldin, and it was therefore paid, ‘in conformity with 
law and § precedent? ney 

“3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Secretary of tie Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and 
its payment was not ‘in conlormity with law? or ‘prece- 
dent? ? 

The first resolution is agreed to by the Demo- 
crats. on the committee and disagreed to by the 
Whigs. There were, therefore, five votes in its 
favor to four against it. 
agreed to by the same vote, while the second is 
agreed to unanimously by both Democrats and 
Whigs. He who should charge that the vote on | 
the first and third resolution was controlled by 
party considerations, indicating that political pre- 
judice demanded censure from Democrats and ap- 
probation from Whigs, could not fail to see that 
tie vole on the second resolution much more 
strongly justifies the suspicion of party prejudice. 
To justify the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
(Mr. Waiker,) in the payment of the principat of 
the Galphin claim, this resolution was necessary. 


The third resolution is | 


To. justify the. present Secretary (Mr. Meredith) | 


July 1, 


in thé payment of the interest-on that claim, it was 
equally necessary. In uniting in the support of 
that resolution, therefore, the “Democratic major- 
-ity andthe Whig minority have each done what 
it found itself compelled to do in making a defence 
of the one and the other of these men, and in this 
resolution they have found commomground upqn 
which. to predicate.a defence. The majority hold 
that. there was no liability on the part of the 
United: States -except such as the act of 1848 cre- 
ated; and while they find in this act alone the au- 
thority under which their Secretary paid the prin- 
cipal, the:minority are: compelled to establish the 
liability of the.Government prior to that time, and 
to bring it to the aid of that act for the authority 
‘ander which their Secretary paid the interest, 
Now, sir, I repudiate the doctrine of each and 
both, while I deny that that act either made it 
the duty of Secretary Walker to pay the princi- 
pal, or that it was in any manner a recognition of 
the liability of this Government. I go further than 
this, sir. I say that Mr. Walker, in paying the 
principal of that.claim, committed an act for 
which he not only ought to have been censured, 
but impeached and removed from office. It was 
a payment not only without authority of law, but 
in,corrupt contravention of justice. None of his 
friends pretend to place his justification on the 
ground that anything was found due Galphin 
from the United States, On the contrary, the ma- 
jority of the committee say that it was not a just 
demand against the United States. The gentle- 
| man from Ohio, in his report, says, “there was 
neither a legal nor an equitable obligation on the 
i United States to pay this claim;’? the chairman 
of the committee says, that ‘upon none of the 
grounds relied on could the United States be justly 
held liable for the claim;’? nor does Mr. Walker 
himself pretend that anything was found due from 
the United States, nor that he even examined the 
claim for the purpose of ascertaining. Sir, Í re- 
gret that my general approval of the argument of 
the gentleman from Ohio must be so far qualified 
as to except that portion of nis report which as- 
serts that the act of 1848 made it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay this claim. And 
in this connection, inasmuch as | regard that re 
port as a most able and dignified paper, worthy 
the occasion, and highly creditable to the position 
| of the gentleman, I desire to except another thing 
from any measure of praise and approval that | 
have bestowed, or shall bestow upon it. I mean 
his covert insinuation that the President of the 
United States had connected himself with the 
transaction, so far as to sustain and approve the 
mode in which the claim bas been prosecuted and 
adjudicated. Indeed, the insinuation is more than 
this; but to whatever extent and in whatever de- 
gree itis intended to be charged that the Presi- 
dent has participated in this fraud upon the Treas- 
ury, l am sure it is without truth or foundation. 
l agree with the gentleman in the disapprobation 
he expresses as to the official acts of Secretary 
Meredith, the Secretary of War, and Attorney 
General Johnson. No word of mine shall be ut- 
tered in defence of those acts, and I now denounce 
and condemn them as unjustifiable and dangerous; 
but no part of their responsibility is shared by the 
President; nor is there authority for connecting 
| him with the transaction, in an attempt to sully 
his fair fame and bring reproach upon his charac- 
‘ter. Sir, he needs no defence from efforts like 
these. His character is everywhere a guarantee 
against corruption and dishonesty, both in his 
| own acts and in his counsels to others. What- 
ever individual members of his Cabinet may have 
done in this matter, has been done on their indi- 
vidual, official responsibility, and not as the act of 
the Administration. The friends of the claim 
who may represent that it has the approval of the 
Executive, for the purpose of clothing it in more 
comely garb and to save it from utter infamy, will 
be sure to cast odium on the Administration, 
whatever strength the representation may give 
| Galphin. No discreet friend of the President will 
| make such representation. Whenever Galphin 
shall be admitted into the househoid of the Ad- 
ministration as a friend, it wiil be in the day of the 
dishonor and defeat, the prostration and infamy of 
| that Administration. Bet the responsibility rest 
| where it belongs; but let not. gentlemen on the 
other side of the House attempt to make party 
capital.out of this question, until they can relieve 


i their own Secretary. (Mr. Walker) from the 


weight of. odious responsibility resting on him by 
reason of his having: first opened the Treasury to 
this antique and-hoary-héaded relic of the colonial’ 
time. Why did not the gentleman from Ohio de- 
nounce the first attack: and draft upon the Treas. 
ury? That was the first great-error, and he who 
committed it was first deserving the gentleman’s 
denunciation. It will not do to condemn Mr. 
Meredith for the payment of the interest, and hold 
Mr, Walker blameless for paying -the principal; 
and those gentlemen who do so can find less justi- 
fication for their conduct in the act of 1848 than in 
the prejudices of party. os = 

Sir, what is the act of 1848? T recollect’ the 
bill, and I recollect the time it passed this House, 
though it has been said that it passed sub silentio 
on the last night of the session, when buat few 
members were in their seats, and fewer still knew 
what the bill was. It was, indeed, on a hot night ` 
of a dog-day session, when almost the business of 
a session was crowded into a few hours, and no 
time was left for examination. But I voted for 
the bill, as I had done for other bills of alike char- 
acter, time and again, and as I have sirce done, 
because, without assuming, admitting, or recog- 
nizing a liability on the part of the Government, 
it transferred an examination and adjustment of a 
complex claim from Congress to a department 
where an examination and adjudication could the 
better be made. Such being the bill, l’could have: 
no objection to its passage; and the views which 
governed my own vote, I cannot doubt, induced 
others to vote for it. 

What, sir, i$ the true, natural, and common- 
sense construction of that act? Mr. Walker says 
he “ considered that the law clearly recognized the- 
obligation of the United States to pay the claim,” 
whatever it might be.” But does it bear that con- 
struction? Did Congress so intend? If so, in 
what position is the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Burr,] the gentleman from Mississip- 
pi, (Mr. FearHersron,] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mawny,] three of the majority 
of this committee, placed? They, each and all, © 
say the claim was not a just demand against the 
United States, but that the law made it the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay it. Now, 
sir, these gentlemen were, with myself, members 
of the last Congress, and with me they voted for 
that bill; or, at least, they did not oppose it, nor 
did either of them even object to its passage. If, 
then, their construction of the law is correct, how 
do they stand excused for their action in binding 
the United States to pay what they say was an: 
unjust claim which the United States ought hot to 
have paid? By their action they assisted to make 
valid and just what they say was before invalid 
and unjust! By their aid the United States be- 
came bound to pay what they hold she ought al- 
ways to have repudiated. This is the posiion in 
which these gentlemen are placed by their con- 
struction of the law; for it will hardly be denied: 
that they gave the bill at least a negative support. 
For my own sake, more than theirs, and, more 
than all, for the sake of a just accountability as‘ 
between Congress and the Secretary of the T'reas-" 
ury, I rejoice in the conviction that their construc. 
tion is unwarranted and erroneous. If Congress 
had intended to recognize the. justice and validity 
of the claim, and to pay it at all events, wherefore 
the necessity or propriety of referring it to the- 
Secretary of the Treasury for examination and. 
adjustment? If they meant to bind the Govern-. 
ment, what was there for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to examine and adjust? And why an 
examination after the Government was bound ? 
An examination was of no importance. for any 
other purpose than to ascertain if the United States 
were liable to pay, and an adjustment by the Sec- 
retary was entirely unnecessary after that had 
been determined by Congress. It was the exam- 
ination in reference to liability, and not adjust- 
ment as to amount, that Congress desired totrans- 
fer. The question of liability being settled, the 
adjustment of the amount was not difficult, Ag 
proof of this, it need only be mentioned that Mr, 
‘Walker.paid the same amount that was liquidated 
by the British Government in 1775, only reducing 
the same to our own currency. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not altogether ignorant of 
the strength of party prejudices; I know how 
they are accustomed to influence and control the 
judgment and the actions of men. 1 know, too, 
with what effect official patronage and power may 
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be used to procure support for’ such measures as 
it is for the interest and credit of officials should 
be sustained, and it is by no means matter of sur- 
rise to. find those who are: active in. sustaining 
Mr. Walker, on the one hand, and Messrs Mere- 
dith, Johnson, and Crawford, on the other. H the 
law of 1848 is not construed according to the 
second resolution, then is Mr. Walker disgraced. 
That construction will save him; and his friends 
hold him in too high regard not to insist upon 
_that construction.. The same construction is ne- 
cessary tó save Mr. Meredith from odium, and 
his patronage and good will, just at this time, are 
abundantly sufficient to procure.opiniohs in favor 
of that construction. r ; 

In saying this, | do not mean to imply that there 
are gentlemen on this floor that can be influenced 
by such considerations. I do not thus judge the 
motives of members. But’ there are scribblers, 
péttifoggers, and hangers-on, out of this Hall, 
who, in their devotion to power that dispenses 
patronage, have gravely argued that Congress in- 
tended. to authorize the payment of the claim, no 
matter from whom due; and that the law plainly 
and fairly directs the payment, though found to 
be due from the Indians, Great Britain, or Geor- 
gia, instead of the United States. This argu- 
ment is so preposterous that itneed only be stated 
to refute itself. Has this Government become 
so rich and liberal that it is willing to pay the 
debts of others? Has she become so lavish of 
the hard-earned treasure of the people that she 
will pay what the committee say she was not 
legally, equitably, or morally bound to pay? 

Bui, it is said, that if ic was not intended that 


we should pay it, unless it should be found due, į 


from the United «States, it should have been 
so expressed in the law. The ‘answer to this is, 
that as we are not in the habit of paying any- 
body’s debts but our own, a law which imterms 
authorizes the examination and adjustment of a 
claim, and ‘the payment of what shall be found 
due, can only mean that it shall be paid if found 
due from us. Affirmative words making payment 
dependent on this condition would be entirely 
useless} while, for the reason that nobody can 
suppose we intend to pay another’s debts, afirma- 
_ tive words. absolutely and unconditionally assu- 
ming the debt could alone be sufficient to au- 
thorize such construction. 
- Sir, I maintain that the plain duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, under that law, was to ex- 
amine and inquire, lst, Whether anything was 


due on that claim from the United States; and if 


so, 2d, To adjust and ascertain the amount that 


was due. That there might have been individual | 


members who knew that the Secretary of the 
Treasury would construe it as he did do, I will 
not prétend to deny; for the claim had its special 


friends on this floor and around the Capitol. But | 


if there were such, is it not reasonable to presume, 
that they had beforehand been informed of the 


construction that Mr. Walker would give it? I} 


do not allege that the bill was artfully drawn for 
the purpose of securing the payment of the claim 
beyond mistake or peradventure, while all but its 
peculiar friends regarded it as merely instructing 


the Secretary to pay whatever should be found | 


due from the United States, on a thorough exam- 
ination of the justice of the claim, and the liability 
of the Government. 
be more of fraud and corraption in this case than 


the evidence proves. Whatever the friends of the | 


claim, however, might have known or thought in 
relation to the construction that woul 
the act, it cannot be believed that anybody else, 
who consented to its passage, entertained any idea’ 
that it could bear the constraction of Mr, Walker, 
or that any attempt would be made to give it that 
construction. I 2 
construction, except such as might be found ina 
disposition to set Congress at defiance, and to ap- 
propriate the public funds without authority of 
law. it was no part of the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the claim, however 
just and meritorious, unless he should find that it 
was due from the United States. The liberality of 


Congress had not been exhibited by investing him | 
As the gentleman from | 


with any such power. 
Ohjo has, with slight variation, well remarked in 
reference to another officer—whatever may have 
been liBeral or illiberal, was not within his prov- 
ince to determine. 


the public bounty; nor had he a right to superadd 


Were that true, there would | 


e given to į 


Sir, there was no chance for mis- | 


He was not the almoner of | or the Attorney General, or both. 


to ‘his ‘duty of executing the law- the kinder office 
of dispensing the liberality of the Government. 
He was the legal custodian of the public’ treasure. 
As the guardian of -it, the people-had a right to 
look for its protection... . ee ‘ 

Now, sir, another question involved in this. 
niatter, is the payment’ of *interest by Secretary 
Meredith. ` Edo: not propose to discuss it asa legal 
question. It has :been mist ably discussed al- 
ready, and I have no desire to run over the 
authorities that show most clearly and conclusivly 
that there was no authority in law or precedent 
for its‘allowance. Nor is it necessary for me to 
do so. Under the true and proper construction of 
the law of 1848, | hold that interest was not due 
unless it was first ascertained and determined that, 
outside the law, the principal was due from the 
United States. Nor even then should interest 
have been allowed. That law required the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine and adjust the 
| Galphin claim. What was that claim? Whatits 
extent? The specific,-exact amount fixed by 
Great Britain, and none. other. ‘There was no 
claim for interest; it was for the principal alone. 
Again: no liability for interest rested on the Govern- 
ment, for the reason that the principal was paid, 
| not because it was found due, but on the ground 
that the Government had assumed the claim. But 
if the claim was assumed, it was only the claim as 
made, and that did not include interest. The 
| principal could not carry interest, unless it was 
paid as a just and valid debt; and those who hold, 
| as L do, that the Government was neither liable for 
| the claim, nor that she assumed it in the jaw of 
1848, will not need the authorities to satisfy them 
that interest was improperly paid. But whatever 
the view taken of this question, I can find no 
groundon which interest could have been allowed, 
and Secretary Meredith in paying it, and Attorney 
General Johnson in advising it to be paid, have 
taken a responsibility that cannot be sustained, 
and ought not to be tolerated. 

When this claim for interest was first presented 
to Mr. Meredith, he found the opinion of two of 
the late accounting officers of the Ireasury against 
the allowance. He thereupon referred the case to 
Mr. Whittlesey, the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
by whom the question was again examined with 
great attention and ability. Mr. Whittlesey also 
reported against the allowance; but determined, as 
it would seem, to find some excuse or pretext for 
overruling these several able opintons, Mr. 
Meredith at last presented the case tothe Attorney 
General, who finally delivered an opinion so much 
sought for, and of wich he has himself the mod- 
esty to say, thatat was “ the only one which any 
| lawyer of well-earned reputation could have 
given.” With such amiable assurance I do not 
desire to come in conflict, but | will dare to say, 
that it will be most fortunate for the pockets of 
the people, when legal opinions on questions of 
interest shail be given by a law officer who has 
earned his reputation by praetice in courts where 
justice has precedence over generosity, and the 
action jof executive officers is held sabservient to 
the control of Congress. 

What Mr. Meredith ought to have done, in my 
judgment, was this: Having doubts upon the 


involved being large, he should have submitted it 
to Congress, and taken their opinion as to what 
was their meaning two years ago, and not relied 
on an opinion of the Attorney General as to what 
it ought to have been or might have been. Con- 
gress holds the key of the Treasury, or should 
hold it, andif money may be taken trom the pub- 
lic purse on the mere opinions of executive officers, 
then indeed is Congress a useless appendage to 
the Government. One “lawyer of well-earned 
reputation,” under such a system, would do all 
the necessary legislation of the country, as weil as 
attend to his other minor duties. ; 

Of Mr. Crawford’s connection with this case, I 
am disposed to say little in addition to what I have 
already said. The relation he holds towards the 
Government is one that made it highly indelicate 


Je 


prosecuted before either of the executive depart- 
ments while he should remain the head of one of 
“them. Icare not whether his interes: in the claim 
: was known either to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
The fact that 
and that ke con- 


|i he had an interest in the claim, 


# 


question, as he professed to have, and the amount’ 


and improper, ‘that he should allow a claim in | 
which he was hiinself so. largely interested, to be | 


tinued to aid, though notopen 
for his own benefit, remains, Ob: Si 
made use of his position:to get this claim fo 
terest allowed; nor'does the impropriety “o 
conduct depend on this. circumstance, He, with 
out-doubt, holds itto be proper, while in-his offi- 
cial character he is required. to pass ‘upon elainis 
and watch expenditires in one ‘department, that 
he should continue the feed attorney for the prose- 
cution of claims in-another. But cannot: sore: 
gard it. It is something imore and:worse than ini- 
propriety; and as one humble Representative ofa 
constituency who have a common’ pride. .and:a 
common interest in a just, honest, -faithfal, and. 
honorable administration of: every departinea Mar’ 
this Government, I raise my voice against. it how 
and ever. : 

Mr. BROOKS followed (in remarks which will 
be published in the Appendix) in reply, for’ thé 
most part, to the speech of Mr. Toomes. 

Mr. BRECK defended the views taken in the 
argument reported by himself (Mr. B.) in’ behalf 
of a minority of the ‘select committee; replied “to 
positions assumed by Messrs. Bréoxs and, Con- 
cer, and maintained the justice.and equity of the 
claim for both principal-and interest. He depres: 
cated the hue and cry that-had. been raised’ by 
members of the House‘and by the’ public press. 
concerning the payment and said that.no. gentle- 
man dénied that it was a just claim onthe part,of 
Mr. Galphin, or pretended that ‘it “had -ever'b 
paid. He took the ground that the General Gov? 
ernment. had assumed the claim by the passage-of 
the act of 1848, and that the accounting officers 
had in their action carried out that construction‘of 
the act, which was sustained by law, equity, and 
precedents, : i . 

Without concluding his remarks, he gave way 
to a motion by Ei 

Mr. HOLMES, that the House adjourn; which 
being agreed to— a oe 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e, : 

The following þetirions; memorials, &c., were- 
presented under the rule, and referred to the’ ap- 
propriate committees: re a ne ae 

By Mr. HAY: The petition of John Ackley, William, Pe 
Jenkins, and 78 others, cit zens of Atlantic county, New 
Jersey, praying for a modification of the tariff of :8465 °° 

By Mr. HOWE: The. petition of George W. Baker and: 
46 others, citizens of Ciarron county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to modify the tariff. < oe, à: ey Seas 

By Mr. MORRIS: The memorial of Lieutenant-N. Ss" 
Grant, of the United States army, praying to be discharged. 
from farther obligations to the Government formoney which, 
had been stolen troim him in Mexico in.3848. vB ROE 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The perition of William, 
Scott, an invalid pensioner of the war of 1812, for arrears of 
pension. , 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of John P, Kendall and 
39 other citizens of Kentucky, praying tb-t Congress- pass a 
jaw providing for the removal, from the country, of all thar 
portion of the African race who are both willlag and ready 
to emigrate to Africa, &c. ` 


By Mr. BUEL: The petition of Ransom Cole and otherg,: l 


citizens of Hillsdale county, Michigan, for a repeal’ of alt 
laws sanctioning slavery in the Distri¢t of Columbias. 
Also, the petition of the same, that ‘no more slave, 
be admitted into the Usion. eb a aS 
‘Also, the petition of the same, for a law giving ta fugitives 
from service the right of trial by jary» : : P 
Also, the petition of the same, for the prohibition of sla- 
very and the slave trade‘in the territories, $ 
By Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: The memorial of 
Henry C. Harris, a citizen of Covington, Kentucky, praying 


| Congress to. pass some effective law for the protection or 


slaveholders against armed mobs in the free States, who re- 
sist the reclamation of fugitive slaves; and more effectually 
to guard against the stealing of slaves by the Abdolitionists, 
By Mr. CARTER: ‘The petition of S. Hunt and 59 
others, citizens of Massillon, Ohio, praying Congress. to 
enact a law to protect human life on board steamboats, &e, 


IN SENATE, 
Monnay, July 1, 1850. . 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting’a report ‘from the 
Secretary of War, prepared in answer to. a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 27th ultimo, requesting in- 
formation of the proceedings of ‘the Executive ia 
regard to the appointment of the officer now coms 
manding in New Mexico, and the orders and. in? 
structions given to, and correspondence with, bint 
upon the subjects mentioned in the resolution; 
which was read’as follows: ieee 

WAR DETARTMENT, 
. «WASHINGTON, July 


2 ae * 
Sır: I have the honor- tò acknowsedge: the ‘reference to 
this Department of the resolution of the Senate the 27h 


ultimo, the first clause of whicl Yequeats the’ President to 


_ July 1, 


inform ihe Senate ‘whether any person has-been by him 
appointed civil or military governor-of New- Mexico since 


the 4th day of March, 1849; ant. if so, whether the same | 


individual still conlinues.to actin that capacity, or: whether 
he:has béen succeeded by’some other perSou.”” oe 

_.-fa teply to ‘these: inguiries | herewith. enclose copies of 
the orders assigning Brevet Colonel Jonn Munros to the 
command of ‘the Ninth Military Deparanent, which’ com- 
mand. he still. retains. 

‘In. reply to.the request for copies of the instructions and 
orders given: to said. commanding officer, aud cortespond- 
énée with him, and for information as to the approval given 
by thé Executive to his aéis or to the existence or continua- 
tion of a goveroment in New Mexico in opposition to the 


jurisdiction claimed hy the State of Texas, 1 have the honor | 


to state that’ all such orders, instructions, and correspond- 
ence, have already been communicated to. the Senate, in 
compliance with two previous resolutions of that body, and 
thf ail.he proeéedings of. the Executive, throngh this De- 
partment aud its officers, in rejation-to the subject-matter 
ofthe resolution up to this date, are fully set forth therein. 

` This Department has not received official information of 
the proclamation. set forih in. the resolution of the Senate to 
which this is areply. 

: GEORGE W. CRAWFORD, Secretary of War. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
J New Yoru, May 26, 1849. 
` GENERAL ORDERS, No, 3.—Brevet Colonel Jolm Muurve, 
Qd Artillery, is assigned to duty in Department No. 9, and 
willimmediately repair to Santa Fé, via Fort Leavenworth, 
and relieve Brevet Lieutenaut Colonel Washington, now in 
command in New Mexico.. By command of Major General 


Scott. ‘ 
W. T. FREEMAN, Assistant Adjutunt General. 


War DEPARTMENT, ÅDJUTANT GENERAL’S Orrice, 
j WAsHINGTON, June 23, 1849. 

GENERAL ORDERS, No. 35.—Brevet Colonel John Munroe, 
Major in the 2d Regiment of Artillery, baving been ordered 
to Départnient No. 9, is by direction ofthe President assigned 
to duty according to his brevet rank for and during the tine 
he may, iti virtue of such rank, exercise the duties of com- 
mandiog officer of ibet department, By order: 

; - R JONES, Adjutant General. 

The message and accompanying documents were 
then ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate acommunication from the Department of War, 
made in corffpliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 28th ultimo, calling for the report made 
to General Riley by Lieutenant E. O. C. Ord, ofa 
reconnoissance between Los: Angeles and San 
Diego, in California, stating that suid report was 
communicated to the Senate on the 27th of March 
last, as part of the information relative to the to- 
pography of California, called for by the resolu- 
tion of the 25th of February last; which was read 
and ordered to lie on the table. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from citizens 
of Clarion county, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
asking a readjustment of the tariff on the princi- 
ple of specific duties and protection to domestic 
industry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Also, the memorial of G. Huntington, asking 
the enactment of an international copy-right law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. : 

Also, two memorials from citizens of the United 
States, asking the adoption of measures for pro- 
moting the emigration of the negroes of the United 
States to Africa; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted a doc- 
ument in relation to the claim of John R. Pritch- 
ard to.an increase of peusion, which was referred 
_to the Cominittee on Pensions. 

& Mr. CASS presented the petition of citizens of 
rie county, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
the adoption of measures for preventing the destruc- 
tion of life and. property by the accidental burning 
of. steamboats; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill toamend the 
act entitled “An act to raise for a limited time an 
additional military force and for other purposes,” 
approved February 11, 1847, reported back the 
Same without amendment. 


, . . | 
Also, from the same committee, to which were 


reférred the memorial of the Girard Railroad Com- 
pany of Alabama for the rightof way and agrant 
of land; the memorials of the Legislature of 
Missouri in favor of a grant of land and the right 
of way for the Missouri and Mississippi Railroad 


Company, and a grant of land for the New Mad- | 


rid and Stoddart Canal Company; the memorial 
of the Rock Island and Lasaile Railroad Company 
for a grant of land; a peution from citizens of Ala- 
bama for the rightof way for the Alabama and 


the-citizens of Alabama for a grant of land to the 
Tuscaloosa Plank. Road Company, asked to be 
discharged from the further cdnsideration of the 
same. 

Also, from the same committee, to which. was 
referred the petition of the officers of the land 
office asking compensation for services in entering 
military bounty-land. warrants, asked to be dis- 
charged from tne farther consideration of the same; 
which was agreèd ton- ->  —- 

Also, from the. same committee, to which was 
referred the bill granting on certain conditions the 
alternate sections of public lands along the route 
of the railroad from Pensacola, in the State of 
Florida, to Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, 
and for other purposes, reported. back the same 
without amendment, and recommended that it lie 
on the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution of Mr. 
Fercan to print five thousand copies of the report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, communicating 
to the House the report of Messrs. Foster and 
Whitney on the geology of the copper lands of the 
Lake Superior land district, reported in favor of 
the adoption of the resolution; which was agreed 
to. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 


which lies over under the rule: 
Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 


| cate to the Senate any information, if any has been received 


by the Government, showing that an American vessel has 
been recently stopped on the high seas and searched by a 
British ship of war. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of tbe 
20th of May last, in relation to allowances to naval officers, 
be referred to the Comiffitiee on Naval Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to inquire and report to the Senate what further legis- 
lation, if any, is necessary to enforee that provision of the 
act of Mareh 3, 1835, regulating the pay of the navy, prohib- 
iting any pay, compensation, or allowance under any cir- 
cumstances whatever, except for traveling expenses when 
under orders, other than is provided for in said act, and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr, RUSK submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be reque-ted to furnish the 
Senate the reports and map of Lieutenant J. D. Webster, 
corps of topographical engineers, of a survey of the Gulf 
coast at the mouth of the Rio Grande and its vicinity. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. YULEE asked permission to lay on the 
table the following resolution, which lies over: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives do adjourn their 
respective Houses on Wednesday, the first day of August 
next, at twelve m. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. CLEMENS gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill granting the right of way and 
making a donation of Jand to the State of Alabama 
in aid of the construction of the Girard railroad. 


VARIOUS ADVERSE REPORTS. 
The Senate then proceeded to consider, as in 


- Committee of the Whole, the adverse reports lying 


over, which were severally taken up and concurred 
in, viz: ; 

From the Committee on Public Lands: On the 
memorial of James J. Stark; the petition of set- 
ders on townships Nos. 43 and 44, in Missouri; 
the petition of Jacob W. Cummins; the memorial 
of the trustees of the Protestant University of the 
United States at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

From the Committee on Pensions: The petition 
of Peter Grover; the documents relating to the 
claim of Charles Larabee; and the petition of Mary 
Farrar. 

From the Committee of Claims: On the petition 
of Asa Andrews; on the petition of Eugene Van- 
ness and John M. Brush, executors of Nehemiah 
Brush. 

From the Committee on Commerce: On the res- 


; olution requiring the Commitee on Commerce to 


inquire into the expediency of providing a salary 
for the collector of the port of Middletown, Con- 
necticut. 

From the Committee on the Judiciary: On the 
petition of John P. Skinner and the legal repre- 
sentatives of Isaac Greene, asking to be relieved 
from.a judgment obtained against them. as.sureties 


i Georgia Railroad Company; and the memorial of i for Thomas Emerson, late pension agent for Ver- 


mont. LiMo r , 
ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 
The report from`the Cominittee of Claims on 

the memorial of the Orange and Alexandria rail- 

road company, ‘asking ‘payment of the sum of 
| $120,000, advanced by Virginia to the United 
and: laid on the 


| States, with interest, was read, 
table. Oe 
BOUNTY LANDS TO SEAMEN. 


On the motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate 
| proceeded as in Committee of the Whole, to the 
i consideration of Senate bill No. 152, being.“ A bill 
i granting a bounty in land to the seamen of the 
i Gulf and Pacific squadrons, equal to that. already 
| granted to soldiers and marines who served in the 
| Mexican war.’’ 

Mr. SHIELDS. I moveto amend by inserting 
in the fifth line, after the word “ to,” the words 
“ petty officers and,” so as to make it read “ petty 
officers and non-commissioned officers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
| the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
| on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. $ 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that question may lie 
over for the present. It may be found advisable 
that this bill should be attached as an amendment 
to the bill which has come to us from the House, 
and I think also that its provisions should be ex- 
tended, so as to embrace another class of seamen. 
l hope the Senate wiil permit the bill to lie on the 
table till another. morning. ce 

Mr. SHIELDS. This bill merely provides for 
the seamen who were engaged in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico and on the Pacific coast during the war with 
Mexico, who suffered more in fact than the sol- 
diers. The object of the bill is to put them on an 
equal footing with the soldiers. I may state that 
l have letters every day from these gallant tars, 
and they do not suspect that there is a man in this 
Senate who will oppose this bill, and they would 
be far from suspecting that the chairman of the 
Committe on Naval Affairs would oppose it. 

Mr. YULEE. They will learn, for the first 
time, from the speech of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs is opposed to it. I 
have expressed no such, opinion. ` I have said, on’ 
the contrary, thut justice might require an enlarge- 
ment of the bill so as te include others; and also, 
that there should bea discrimination, so that those 
who have received prize-moncy should be put on 
a different footing from those who have not. I 
said I thought it might be advisable to attach this ` 
as an amendment to the bill of the House, granting 
bounty lands to a large class of persons not here- 
tofore provided for. For these reasons, I have 
thought it best that it should lie on the table, that 
it may be so modified that all classes may be pro- 
| vided for. 

But I would state to the Senator from Hlinois 
some facts, of which he may not be aware, but 
which have come to the knowledge of the com- 
mittee to which I think this should go. I under- 
stand that a large portion of the seamen who 
served on the Mexican coast received prize-money. 
The men of one squadron were entitled to the 
money from ten or fifteen ships captured by them. 
Whether they ever received the money or not, I 
do not know; but I understand the officers received 
‘it, All these matters are proper to be investigated 
by the confmittee; and if the Senator from Hlinois 
will consent to let it lie on the table a few days, we 
can ascertain what amendments may be proposed 
to improve the bill, ' 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. When the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs took charge of this ques- 
tion, they had no intention whatever to trespass 
upon the rights, privileges, or duties of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. This bill was referred 
to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs, because it was 
confined to that portion of the naval and marine 
| corps who had served on shore and who were not 
included in the original law. The bill reported by 
my colleague on the military committee [Mr. 
SsieLps] contains a provision merely for the ma- 
rines and sailors who served on shore as infantry, 
and not for those seamen who merely served on 
board of vessels. Had it related to this class of 
seamen, then I grant the chairman of the Commit- 
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tee on Naval Affairs that the matter would belong 
partly to that committee. I was, however, merely 
going to state that it was on account of the service 
these mafines rendered on shore as infantry that 
the military committee thought proper to take 
charge of the case. If it be thought necessary to 
amend this bill, I have no objection whatever to 
its being referred. to the Committee. on Naval Af- 
fairs, and I hope my colleague will agree to it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I agree entirely with my col- 
league from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] and L will 
consent to this bill being referred to the Commit+ 
tee on Naval Affairs. I will; however, take ocea- 
sion to correct a slight-mistake with regard to the 
prize-money. Ido not believe that any of them 
have gòt prize-money. IL know of no.case in which 
they had an opportunity; and E hope the matter 
will be fully investigated by the committee; be- 
cause I have the statement of the officers and also 
of the department, as well as that of the poor 
sailors themselves; and they will see that, whether 
they were entitled to prize-money or not, they 
never received any. If the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs makes the motion 
to refer this bill to that committee, [ am perfectly 
willing that it should be steferred. 

Mr. YULEE. No, I* shall not make such a 
motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [rise to move that this 
bill be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for one or two reasons. — 
me, is the introduction of a new system. Here- 
tofore we have given lands by way of bounty, 
according to the contracts made with those who 
enlist in the public service. Now, sir, we are for- 
getting these contracts and their fulfillment, and 
this Congress proposes to give lands not-only to 
our own soldiers and sailors who have risked 
their lives in the public service, and who are en- 
titled to them by their contracts, but we have res- 
olutions to give these lands to everybody in the 
world, foreigners and. everybody else. Now, | 


want to suggest to the Naval Committee, when | 


they take this subject under their consideration, if 
it should be referred to them, the propriety of in- 
troducing an amendment embracing such a pro- 
vision as. has heretofore existed in reference to 
these donations, to prevent the assignability of 
these warrants, and the traffic in them, until the 
soldier or the sailor gets his patent in his pocket. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Such a provision, I be- 
lieve, is not included in this law, except by way 
of reference. I have not, however, examined the 
bill so closely as the Senator from Illinois, and am 
not able to say positively that such a provision is 


not contained in the bill. This bill says that sailors | 


shall be put upon the same footing with. soldiers 
under an act to raise fora limited time an addi- 
tional military force. It is the ninth section of that 
act that is to apply to the case of marines. I have 
not read that section to see whether it contains the 
limitation I wish. Ifit is not in that section, but 
is found in some other portion of the act, then 
this reference to the ninth section will not adopt 
the residue of the act which may impose a limita- 
tion or restriction upon the vendability of these 
warrants. I mention this, so that such a provision 
may be introduced into the bill; and if the ninth 
section is not sufficient to embrace it, then I hope 
it may. be embraced by. a distinct provision. I 
make these remarks, because this appears to me 
to be a new system, and unless this restriction be 
put into it, then the bill will only bea benefit to 
the speculator. The sailors whom we wish to 
benefit would sell their warrants for a mere song, 
and we should not be conferring any benefit upon 
them. I move that this bill be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. YULEE. 1 would state that I have been 


This bill, it appears to | 


sides, I am inclined to think it will bea kindness 
to ‘the. sailors, ‘considering bow bountifully ‘we 
have dealt with the soldiers, that we should give 
them money to be received from the purser with- 
their pay, rather than to give them land or a right 
to a warrant for lands, half of which will be taken 
up by the fees of agents ôr land jobbers. But 
mere will -be matters for the committee to con- 
sider. -> : 
Mr. KING. I hope this bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
~ t was accordingly so referred. 
PRIVATE BILL. 
« On the motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate 
took up for consideration Senate bill No. 189, 
being the bill for the relief of Thomas M. Taylor 
and Francis B. Stockton. 
The bill was considered in Committee of the 
Whole, and no amendment having been proposed, 


.it was reported to the Senate, ordered to be en- 


grossed fora third reading, and was read a third 
time, and passed. 
PRIVATE CLAIM. 

Mr. BUTLER. At my instance, the other 
day, the joint resolution for the relief of Charles 
F. Sibbald was laid upon the table. Since that 
time I have considered the matter, and have now 
no objection to it. 1 move that it may now be taken 
up and disposed of. 

The resolution was taken up accordingly. 

Mr. KING. This resolation was discussed a 
few days since, and 1 was under the impression 


i then that the Senate would see the propriety of 


not having this submitted to three persons named 
there; in order to have justice done to the individ- 
ual. I stated then that the expense that would 
be incurred would be considerable, as we knew 
from the circumstance that took place during this 
session, in consequence of the submission of a 
claim referred the last session, and which created 
a considerable expense, when there was no neces- 
sity for it while there was an officer of the Gov- 
ernment proper to settle these claims. If there is 
anything more due, or if there is anything to be 
submitted as additional evidence, then there may 
be some propriety in authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reéxamine the case, and decide 
upon it in reference to the new evidence. In order 
to test the sense of the Senate, | propose to strike 
out the three persons named and insert ‘‘the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to.re- 
examine the case.” ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
on striking out the words “ First Auditor, Second 
Comptroller, and Solicitor of the Treasury.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I now move to insert the words 
“ the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to reéxamine the case.” 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Iam opposed to the prin- 
ciple, where so large a claim is involved, of leav- 
ing it to executive officers of the Government to 
pass upon it without the supervision of Congress. 
If there can be an amendment reserving the 
power for Congress to sppervise the matter, t 
shall vote for it; otherwise, I must vote against 
it. 

Mr. CLAY. If there is to be further debate, I, 
shall move to lay it upon the table. ; ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The -question is 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. : . : À 

The question. being taken, the motion was deci- 
ded in the negative. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


N 
is 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of |i 


the bill for the admission of California as a State 
into the Union, to establish territorial govern- 
ments for Utah and New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
western and northern boundaries. 

Mr. COOPER resumed the remarks begun on 
Saiurday, and finished, after addressing the Sen- 
ate for two hours and a half. 

Mr. SEWARD rose simultaneously with Mr. 
BELL and Mr. UPHAM, but gave way to Mr. 
UPHAM, who addressed the Senate until near 4 
o'clock, when he gave way on the suggestion of 
Mr. BADGER, without finishing, for a motion to 
adjourn. [See Appendix for the speech .] 

The further consideration of the subject was 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
: “‘Tusspay, July 2, 1850: 

The Journal of yesterday was read'and app 

THE SPEAKER’S TABLE 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked thé 
unanimous consent of the House to’ take up thë 
bilis from the: Speaker’s table which would: give 
rise to no debate. 0 g S oes 

Mr. JONES objected, unless aH bills’ could: b 
taken up: he had no objection to that,” ‘ 

Mr. NEWELL asked the unanimous ‘congént 
to introduce a resolution, which ‘was ‘read: fór i 
formation, as follows: ned 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inguire tito the expediency of making appropriations to 
remove obstructions from the mouths of Shrewsbury and 
Mapasauan rivers, on the Atlantic coastiof New Jersey 3 
also, into th: expediency of making an appropriation to pro 
vide means for the preservation of life and property from 
shipwreck, similar to those bow in use on whe Long ‘island 
j aud New Jersey shores,to be Jocated, one at Wateb Hil 
point, near the dividing line between Connecticut and 
Rhode Island, one on the south side of Manasquan, river, 
New Jersey, others between thosé alréady established ton 
Long island, and others between Cape May and Cape Hate 
teras, on the Atlantic coast; also, to. paint the houses al- 
ready erected by order of thé jast Congress, and w proviue 
certain articles forthem which are now wanting, and: iiai 
they report by bill or otherwise. os: woh aed 

Mr. FEATHERSTON objected, and called-for 
the regular order of business... cani S porosty 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed: his 
appeal to the House, by unanimous. consent, tó 
take up the-bilis on the Speaker’s table; evel if 
they should give rise to debate. He did’ nov bes 
lieve there would be much debate, or thatthe 
whole matter would take more than an houri 
They related to business merely; and it was im 
portant that they should be takenup and referred: 
He hoped his friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
and the House would agree to the proposition; 
There were three or four messages from the de= 
partments, in answer to resolutions calling for. in- 
formation; and there was a great accumulation ‘of 
Senate bills and other matters: he hoped the House 
would agree to clear the table. a 

Mr. WILMOT objected, an 
ular order of business. : 


THE GALPHIN. CLAIM. 00 0 


The Speaker announced that the first. business 
in order was the report of the select committee 
upon the conduct of the Secretary of War in éon- 
nection with the Galphin case. eee 

Mr. BRECK (who had last evening given way 
to a.motion to adjourn) resumed: and concluded 
his remarks in defence of the payment: of thé 
claim, principal and interest. ° E rate cr A 

Mr. SCHENCK made some remarks ` disap- 
proving the conduct of the Secretary of War. He 
concluded by offering a resolution, as a substitute 
for the amendment proposed by Mr. ‘Voomps yes- 
terday, which was read, as follows: ` 

Resolved, That while this House, after “ full investiga. 
tion,” does not tind cause io impute to the Secretary of 
War any corrupt “conduct” or fraudulent practice in pro- 
| curing an allowance and payment of tue claiin Of ibe reps 
| resehtatives of George Galphin, yetit-does pola pprove dns 
“ relation?’ to that ciaim in. this; that die continued. to: be 
interested in the prosecution Ofii while it was “to “be ex- 
amined, adjudicated, and. paid, by one of the departments 
of the Governinent, be hinisell, at We sawe time holhng 
office as the bead of one of those departincnts. eo 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, addressed the 
House during his hour, in defence of the claim and 
in reply to parts of Mr. Brooxs’s speech, and of the 
report of Mr.Burr. He considered the propriety of 
| the payment of the principal bey ond doubt, the Gov- 
| ernment having expressly assumed the obligation; 
! and directed his argumeui principally to a vindica- 
tion of ihe pay ment of interest, maintaining that it 
was in accordance with the established practice of 
this and of other Governments, and. with justice, 
He said it was umversally admitted by gentlemen: 
' who had spoken, that the claim was good on the 
part of Gaiphin, but there was a difference of opin- 
ion as to the proper payor; some contending'that 
| je was Georgia, otners Great Britain. in either case, 
he argued that it was binding on the United States; 
if originally payabie by Georgia that it nad been 
| assumd by the United States; and independently 
of this special assumption vy the act of 1848, that 
| justice required that Georgia should be released: of. 
| the obligation, because the lands were appli 
| the parucular defence of the common. co 
the Revolution, and came within: the, 


d called for the re 


E 


then postponed until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. | 
The Senate then adjourned. i 


| the assamption act of 1790, and thea 
| of 1832, and also in consideration of her 


the United ‘Statés óf that inmense ‘and va 
territory, now composing the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi. Hf due from Great Britain, no 
principle of public law was better settled than that 
the Government should. protect its citizens, and in 
casé of failure to enforce the payment.from foreign 
Governments of the claims-of its citizens, should 
iigelf-assume the obligation. -‘ 

‘Mr. FEATHERS TON, as a member of the se- 
léct::committee, defended the resolutions reported 
‘by that part of the committee with whom he had 
concurred, replying to the arguments in justifica- 
tion of the Secretary of War, and expressing’ his 
determination to demanda vote. on each resolution 
separately, particularly with a view to the enact- 
ment of laws which should prevent any recurrence 
of the abuse which he believed to have been prac- 
ticed in the payment of interest on the Galphin 
elaim. 0 

Mr. DISNEY then obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed ‘the House during the hour. . After de- 
claring that the debate, so farias it had gone, had 
only confirmed his convictionsas to the justice and | 
propriety of the views set forth in the report he 
had heretofore made, he proceeded further to 
enforce these views by their application to the ar- Í 
guments of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and to reply to the remarks of Messrs. 
Toomns and Sreruens, of Georgia. 

[A full report of the,above speeches will appear 
in the Appendix.] : 

Mr. McKISSOCK then obtained the floor, but 
yielded to . 

Mr: SCHENCK, who said, that he desired that | 
the amendment which he had offered should stand 
asa substitute for the resolution reported by the 
majority of the committee, 3 

Mr. S. also offered the following. amendment, 
to come in at the end of the resolution of Mr. 
Toomps: 

Provided, however, That this House is not understood as 
approving his relation to.that claim, in continuing to be in- 
terested iu the prosecution of it when it was to be exam- 
ined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the i 
Government, he himsel being at the same time at the head 
ofanother of those departinents; bat the House considers 
that saeh connection and interest of a member of the Cab- 
inet witha claim pending and prosecuted before another 
Gepartnent, would be dangerous as a précedent, and ought 
not to be sanctioned, 

Mr..THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
offer the followimg as an amendment to the substi- 
tute of Mr. Scuenck, to come in after the word 
** approved:’” 
= bnt decidedly disapproves and dissents from the opin- 
ion given by the Attorney General in favor of an allowance 
of interest on said claim, and from the aetion of the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury in paying the same; and it does not 
approve the relation of the said: Secretary of War to that 
claim in this” 

Mr. FEATHERSTON gave notice of his inten- 
tion to offer’ the resolution appended to Mr. Dis- 
Ney’s report as a substitute for the resolution re- 
ported by the majority of the committee. 

A motion was made that the Fouse adjourn. 

THE FOURTH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, he said, 
to a privileged question. He moved that when 
the House adjourns to-morrow, it adjourn to meet 
on Saturday next. 


E. CONGRESSIONAI 


July 2. 


A PETITIONS, &e. 

„The: following petitions, memorials, &c.,; were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. HAY: The petition of Joba L. N. Stratton, Wil- 
liam Brown, and 42 others, citizens of Burlington county, 
New Jersey; prayilig Congress not to renew or extehd the 
patent for the Par-erwater-wheel. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: Tie remonstrance of 
George Lorry and 280 others, citizens of the district of 
lauds subject to sate at Washington, Mississippi, against the 
removal uf the tand office from that place to Monticello. 


' Bae 
IN SENATE. 
_ Turspay, July 2, 1850. j 

Mr. SEWARD presented additional-documents 
relating to the petition of Ensha W. B. Moody; 
which were refered to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented a memorial of mer- 
chants and other citizens of New Haven, Connec- 
ticut, asking the erection of a new custum-house at 
that place; setting fort that the comfortable and‘ 
convenient dispatch of public business requires the 
construction. of a new building; that the present 
custom-house was built more than forty years ago, 
as a dwelling-house, with a storeand basement, and 
is old and inconvenient; that an opportunity is now 
offered of procuring at a fair price some additional 
land, which, added to the old premises, would 
make ail the accommodation that can be desired; 


enue collected in Connecticut is paid in at New 
Haven, Congress will not hesitate to provide a 
sultabie and permanent building; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


asking to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa,: presented a petition of 
citizens of fowa, asking the establishment of a post | 
route from Wintersett to Council Bluffs, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Iowa, asking that 
a public vessel may be employed to convey dele- 
gates from the United States to the Peace Conven- 
uon.at Frankfort, in Germany; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. YULEE presented a memorial of officers of 
the Navy and the Marine corps, asking that mili- 
tary bounty lauds may be granted to the officers, 
seamen, and marines that served in the Seminole 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 

Mr. GREENE. l have received a memorial, 
Mr. President, froma large number of highly re- $ 
spectabvle ciuzen of Providence, Rhode isiand, 
setting forth “that great depression exists in all 
the industrial pursuits of that section of the coun- | 
try;. that large amounts of capital invested in me- 
chanical and manufacturing business are unprofit- | 
able; that the prices of those products of which 
labor forms the greater part of the cost, are unusu- 
ally low; and that, without a revival of business, 
of which they see no prospect except through the 


As a reason for the motion, (Mr. T. said,) that 
‘Thursday was the Fourth of July; and that he 
hoped the friends of freedom in every part of the 
Elouse would come up and vote for the motion. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to amend by 
substituting Friday for Saturday. | 

After some conversation— 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order on the 
motion of Mr. THOMPSON. 

The SPEAKER sustained it, (on the ground 
that unanimous consent was required.) 

So the motion was not entertained. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 

Mr. BURT said that, unless the sense of the 
House should be indicated to the contrary, he 
should feel it to be his duty toask the House to 
dispose of this case to-morrow at two o’clock, 

And then the House adjourned. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS, of flinois, gave notice under the rule, of 
his iub nuon to ack leave to intraduce n hili granting the | 
right of way and making a donation of lands to the Siate of 
Tinvis, io aid the State of [iuoia in the couspletion of the 
No:theru Cross Railroad from Quiuey. to the eastern line of į 
said #tate. 


| 
| 


Janterposition of Congress, they believe that many 


| portion of the most acuve and efficient basiness i 


| well-known firm of that city, and from one of our | 
| most intelligent merchants, giving their views in 


establisoments of business, which have heretofore 
given employment to large numbers of industrious 
peuple, must be abandoned.” ‘Lhe memorialists 
express their belief that the cause of this disas- 
trous state of things is to be found in the operation 
of the present revenue laws; that it arises trom the 
system of ad valorem duties, which presents such | 
| Strong temptations and so many facilities for the | 
| petpetration of fraud; and they ask Congress, asa | 
i remedy for this evil, to make the duties specific, | 
| taking as the valuation of the dutiable articles, the | 
average price atthe time of the passage of the tariff of j 
1846.” This memorial is signed by upwards of | 
one hundred of the most respectable persons and 
firms, and to itare appended the names of a large | 


men in the community in which I live. Itwas ac- | 
companied, when sent to me, by letters from a | 


detail of the particular causes which have led to 
the state of depression under which that commu- 
nity is at this ume suffering, in consequence of the 
present-revenuve system., 


and expressing the hope that, as about all the rev- | 


Mr. CHASE presented the petition of Henrietta | 
Eisey, widow of'a deceased surgeon in the army, | 


lt isnot my intention, at this time, to go into 


detail upon this subject.” If a proper time: should 
present itself, I shailgladly avail myself of the in- 
formation afforded. me by the. letters and papers 
which | have- received, so ag to give due effect to 
the considerations presented in them. I shall now 
content myself. by expressing the hope that the 
subject which has, to the exclusion of everything 
eise, occupied the attention of Congress during the 
whole of the present session, will be speedily dis- 
posed of in some way, so that we-may be enabled 
to direct our attention to the great practical intere 
ests of the country; for not alone is thal commu- 
nity from which this memorial comes suffering 
trom the want of action on the part of Congress 
in regard to this matter, but the interests of the 
whole country are suffering severely from the 
same cause. { move that this memorial be re- 
ceived, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DAWSON, I will propound an interrog- 
atory to my friend from Rhode Island. 1 would 
like to know from him whether it would be sat- 
isfactory to thé friends of protection to have a per 
centage of ** thirty-six thifty” and the * recognition’? 
of protection up to that line? [A laugh. ] 

Mr. GREEN B. 1 afnot prepared to go into the 
details involved in that question now, and no one 
knows better than my friend, the Senator from 
Georgia, that this is pot excetly the proper time 


j| ab which to answer his interrogatory, 


The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. : 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


of Ward B. Burnet, asking the repayment of the 
expenses incurred by the Common Council of the 4 
city of New York in raising voluntéers, reported 
a bill to reimburse the Common Council of New 
York city for expenditures made for the first régi- 
ment of New York volunteers; which was read 
and passed to a second reading. l 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. YULEE. I move to reconsider the vote 
of the Senate taken yesterday rejecting the joint 
resolution for the relief of Charles F, Sibbald. 

With the consent of Mr. Yurex this motion. 
was laid on the table. 

ALLOWANCES TO NAVAL- OFFICERS. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | submitted areg- 
olution yesterday, intended to be directed to the 
Commitee on Naval Affairs, making an inquiry 
in relation to certain allowances made to naval of- 
ficers. Jf? there is no other pressing business I 
should like to have it taken up now and disposed 
of. 

The resolution. was accordingly taken up and 
read. ` 

Mr. HALE. I wish to submit a single remark 
in explanation of the object of that resolution. By 
the act of March, 1835, regulating the pay of the 
officers of the navy, and by which the pay was 
greatly raised, it is declared expressly in the last 
Clause: 


_ « That the yearly allowance provided in this act is all 
the pay, Compensation, and allowance that shall be received 
under any circumstances whatever? 


And the former clause is as follows: 

* Nor shall any allowance be made to him for rent of 
quarters, or w pay sent for furniture, or for lights or fuel, or 
transporting baggage.” : 

Well, sir, i would be content if that law was 
simply disregarded; but in the very face, and. in 
contravention of it, the Secretary of the Navy, on 
the With of October, 1842, issued an order by 
which he gives to every captain an allowance for 
furniture equal to $1,571, and to every command- 
ant twelve per cent. off taat, and to every heuten- 
ant fifteen per cent. off that; so that there is an 
allowance not. only without law, but against law. 
The law says no such allowance shail be made, 
and the Secretary of the Navy says it shall be 
made. Now, which is to prevail? [do not say 
that such an allowance is too much, but I say it 
is an outrage that any allowance should be made 
in direct violation of a provision of the law. 


Mr. YULEK, It is, perhaps, proper I should 


| say a single word in reply to the suggestion of the 


Senator from New Hampshire. As i understand 
him, his objection is to the allowance made for 
the furniture in the houses erected for the officers 
in our bavy-yards. Now, as i understand the’ 
matter, the Secretary of the Navy has simply*pro- 
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vided the officers attached to the navy-yards with. 
a certain limited quantity of furniture, and that is 
no more than is allowed to accommodate officers 
on board ships. The navy-yards are public prop- 
erty, and the officers cannot build houses. The 
Government, therefore, provides these houses, 
and also a limited quantity of furniture for the use 
of the officers, who go there perhaps to-day and 
leave to-morrow. No officers can go there with 
their own furnitufe. This is all the objection the 
Senator makes, | believe, and it is due to the de- 
partment that I should explain it. 

Mr. HALE. These considerations, if proper, 
are proper for the action of Congress, and not for 
that of the Navy Department. By that act of 
1835 the pay of the officers was greatly raised, | 
and it is impossible for language to prohibit an 
allowance of anything further than is provided by 
that act, if that act does not do it. But the Secre- 
tary of the Navy comes in and makes an allow- 
ance of $1,571. I want to read the special in- 
structions: 

* All officers are expected to exercise a sound discretion 
and proper economy in furnishing their bo » and when 
any article of furniture can be procured of suitable quality 
for less than the maximum of the sum allowed by Quvern- 
-ment, they should consider themselves bound in honor to 
purchase that article in preference to one of a higher 
price.” 

{ do not know why the Judges of the Supreme 
Court, and the President of the United States, and 
every other officer of the General Government, 
may not, on the plea that it is necessary and 
proper that this furniture should be allowed to 
them, furnish their houses to any extent to suit 
themselves. If itis proper, let it be allowed by 
law. The resolution is one of inquiry merely. 

Mr. PRATT. [ think the Senator from New 
Hampshire has entirely misconstrued the law to || 
which he has referred. It is as follows: 

“That no allowance shall hereafter be made to any 
officer in the naval service of the United States, for draw- 
ing bills, for reeciving or disbursing money, or transacting 
any business for the Government of the United States; nor 
shall he be allowed servants, or pay for servants, or cloth- j 
ing or rations for them, or pay for the same.” 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator read the next 
clause? 

Mr. PRATT read as follows: 


“tis hereby expressly declared that the yearly allowance 
provided in this act is all the pay, compensation and 
allowance that shall be received, under any circumstances 
whatever, by any sucli officer or person, except for travel- 
ing expenses when under orders, for which ten cents per 
miie shall be allowed.” 

Now, I apprehend that this act does not forbid 
the Secretary of the Navy from causing to be fur- 
nished the quarters of the officers of the navy at 
the various naval stations. This law is intended, 
so far as it applies to the furniture, to the renting 
of furniture, and not to the purchasing of it to 
furnish the houses of the Government. I know 
the commander of a naval station, which station 
was furnished by the Government, and where he 
thought proper to furnish better furniture and to | 
pay the extra price out of his own pocket. Te | 
house was erected years ago for the commandant į 
at this station, and it has been the practice of | 
the Government to furnish it at the expense of 
the Government. If it were mot so, it would be 
impossible for a commander in the navy to take 
charge of one of these stations; for it\would take 
~his entire pay to furnish them. Such, Iam sure, 
is not the Intention, nor the spirit of this act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. PRATT. [ask that the question may be 
taken by a division. I regard the resolution not 
only as an imputation upon the officers of the navy, 
but an imputation upon all connected with the 
naval administration, I do not want to see such 
an imputation rest upon them. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would be much pleased to have 
an opportunity to examine this resolution, and 
the subject to which it relates, and for this pur- 
pose I move that it be laid upon the table for the 
present. 
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The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Foors, to lay the resolution on the table, and 
there were ayes 21, noes not counted. 
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So. the motion: to lay on-the. table was agreed 
to. Boe Bt $ 
NEW MEXICO. 
On motion by Mr. FOOTE, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the résolution submitted by 
Mr. Cass, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mititagy Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by law 
any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, within 
the limits of the United States, any civil power or authority 
not conferred by an act of Congress, arid of providing an ad- 
equate punishment for such offences. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, it was my 
intention this morning to have proceeded with my 
remarks and conclude what I have to say on this 
resolution. But, owing to the fact that the morn- 
ing hour has nearly elapsed, and that it will be but 
a few*minutes until the order of the day be called 
for, I will not proceed now, but will rely on the 
courtesy of the Senate to-morrow to take up the 
resolution early in the day, in order that I may 
then be enabled to make what few remarks I 
have to make. I therefore move to postpone the 
further consideration of this resolution until to- 


| morrow morning. 


The motion was agreed to. 
COMMISSIONER OF DOMINICAN REPUBLIC. 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I submit the fol- 
lowing resolution. It ig of a very important na- 
ture, and F hope it will be now considered: 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
stracted to inquire into the expediency of appointing a spe- 
cial agent or commissioner of the United States to reside 
near the Government of the Dominican Republie; and also 
as to the expedioney cf placing at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent a competent naval force for the purpose of coercing 
the payment of just claims of citizens of the United States 
against Hayti, 

The motion to consider at this time was agreed 


"Mr. WEBSTER. This resolution opens a 


| very broad question relating to the expediency 


and propriety of enforcing the payment of private 
debts by public force. It is a question upon 
which I shall desire to say a few words. It is the 
very question that has been likely for some time 


past to bring about a great disruption of amity be- 
tween the principal Powers of Europe ‘The idea 


of enforcing the payment of private debts by pub- 
lic force isa matter, I can assure my honorable 
friend, that requires great consideration. I should 
be glad if the resolution would fie over. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I will consent to 
the postponement of the resolution, if the honora- 
ble Senator from Massachusetts still desires it, 
after | have made an explanation of it. 

There is a large amount of information on this 
subject, of a most valuable and interesting charac- 
ter, recently obtained by the Department of State, 
through the medium of a special agent—embracing 
a great variety of facts of the utmost importance. 
[learn that if this matter he referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, the Secretary of 
State will make it his business to attend before the 
committee in person and exhibit all the informa- 
tion in his possession, so as to enable the commit- 
tee to act understandingly.on the subject. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Ihave not the slightest ob- 
jection to that part of. the resolution. But what I 
referred to was that part of it which proposed to 
put an armed force at the disposition of the Presi” 
dent to compel the performance of stipulations en- 
tered into with American citizens. 

Mr. FOOTE. The resolution is simply one of 
inquiry. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as the Senator 
from Mississippi has said, this is simply a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. As the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has stated, there is no objection to the first 
portion of the resolution. ‘In regard to the second 
portion, I cannot well see what objection there can 
be to referring this matter to. the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It does not contemplate a 


coercion for the payment of debts due from a | 


foreign Government to citizens of the United 
States. As I understand it, the claim that we 
have against the government of Hayti grows out 
of certain reguiations made there, which are con- 
sidered to be altogether unjust and improper. It 
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is not to-use armed force:to coerce the payment of: 
any-contract or arrangement betweén. the-citizens 
of the United States andthe republic. of Haytis 
How far the employment of any such force’at-all; 
would be necessary, would be a question forthe 
consideration of the committee. ber Sita ah! 
_ Mr. WEBSTER. The course of thes things 
is progressive. If nothing be said. before this. 
matter be referred to a committee, nothing will 
probably be said afterwards. And I think this is 
a subject which deserves a good deal of considera- 
tion, I would be glad if this resolution would lie 
over until to-morrow. I therefore make that mo- 
tion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS. : 
Mr. MORTON submitted the following resoli- 


tion, which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs bein- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing. hy law. 
that naval timber for building and repairing public ships be 
procured and stored at the navy-yard at Pensacola, Floridas: 
in like manner as at other navy-yards. ‘ 

RAILROAD IN ALABAMA, f 

Mr. CLEMENS, in pursuance òf notice, asked’ 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill granting the 
right of way and making a donation of land to the 
State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of the 
Girard Railroad; which was read 4 first and second. 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. | 
Mr. MORTON għve notice that he would to~s 
morrow, or some early day thereafter, ask leave. 
to introduce a bill to amend the act entitled “ An 
act to provide for the punishment of offences com- 
mitted in cutting, destroying, or removing live-oak, 
and other timber or trees reserved for naval pur-. 


| poses,” approved March 2, 1837. 


EDITORS’ ADMISSION TO THE SENATE, . 


Mr. DAWSON submitted tHẹ following resola= 
tion for consideration: ocr 


Resolved, That the editors of the newspaper styled’ « The 
Southern Press? have the usual privileges of the floor‘of 
the Senate granted other editors of newspapers inthis city. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend that resolution 
by inserting after the words ‘ Southern Press?” 


| the words ‘and the editor of the National Era,’? 


Mr. CLEMENS. I object to the consideration 
of the resolation at this time. 5 

The resolution was accordingly laid over under 
the rules. s 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

On motion by Mr. YULE E, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by him yesterday: ; ee 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives do adjoarn ‘their 
respective Houses on Thursday; the first day of August 
next, at twelve o’clock, meridian. my : 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I should be very 
glad to learn what view: has been taken by the 
honorable. Senator from Florida of the actual state 
of the public business, and the probability, by the 
time proposed in that resolution, of disposing of 
it, which is indispensable to the public service. 
There are questions in relation to the. formation 
of territorial governments in our recently—ac- 
quired acquisitions from Mexico; there are ques- 
tions relating to the subject of slavery within the 
United States and in these Territories; and -I do 
trust that Congress will not think of an adjourn- 
ment, without some final and decisive adjustment 
of these questions, or at least the ascertainment of 
the utter impracticability of settling any. of these 
questions. Besides, there are the appropriation 
bills, with respect to which I believe no: progress 
has been made—bills which ordinarily have oceu- 
pied of themselves more time than will elapse be» 
tween now and the time proposed. for the adjourn 
ment. oS 

Indeed, with any view which I can take of tie 
condition of public affairs, I think nothing woes 
be more inexpedient than for the Senatecat: this 
time to conmnit itself to any day of adjourament, 
but especially one ao near at hand-pathat which is 


+ 


© THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


oe oo July 2, 


proposed: There isno member of this body more 
anxious than {£ am-that this session of Congress 
should come to a termination. But I would as 
soon quit the field of battle at the moment when 
our-arms were directed against a foreign enemy, 
and when it was my duty to expose my life to the 
utmost hazard—t would as soon, aye sooner, flee 
from such‘a field of battle, than 1 would quit my 
post herë, and Teave the country in the position in 
which it would be left if we do not settle these mat- 
ters. ; ey 

Sir, we aregwithout even any suggestion fro 
the. honorable Senator from Florida of the possi- 
bility of*accomplishing the great works which lie 
before us, and which ought to.be disposed of be- 
fore we adjourn. It is with feelings of regret that 
I- mast say that we have not had the assistance of 
the honorable Senator in our endeavors to settle 
these agitating questions. 

Thereis an idea that, when there is a fixed day 
of adjournment, some moral or parliamentary co- 

' ercion will operate upon members, and compel 
them to accelerate the dispatch of business. Iean- 
Not act in reference to the great questions now 
“pending upon any such hope as that. Thinking, 
then, that it would be altogether improper and 
highly imprudent to fix at this time a day for the 
adjournment of Congress, and especially to fix 
such an early day, I move that the resolution now 
under consideration be postponed until this day 
fortnight. By that tithe we shall, perhaps, be able 
to have a clearer view of what remains to be done, 
and of the time in which it can be done. 

Mr. YULEE. i had not much expectation 
when I called. up the resolution that it could be 
finally disposed of this morning, but I hoped that 
it might at least elicit some expression of the pre- 
vailing inclination of the Senate respecting a termi- 
nation of the session. We have reached a period 
in the session when it is desirable to have in view 
a fixed day forthe close of our labors. Very lit- 
tle legislation has yet been perfected. With the 
prospect before us of indefinite protraction of the 
session, itis quite unlikely that the members of 
the two Houses will direct their legislative action 
to apoint. It appeared to me that if it was prac- 
ticable at all to obtain definite action at this session 
upon the delicate and important questions to which 
the Senator from* Kentucky [Mr. Cray] has re- 
ferred, the interval between this and the first, of 
August would be sufficient. And, if it is found 
impracticable by that time, why would the Sena- 
tor desire to keep the members in session, excited 
themselves, and, by their protracted conflict, 
spreading increased excitement through the coun- 
try? What could come of it? Will it not be 
much better, after the reasonable efforts which 
may be made during this month, if no adjustment 
is found to be attainable, to pass the appropriation 

. bills, go home, take counsel of our constituents, 
and return here, after an interval of quiet consid- 
eration, with better knowledge of the disposition 
of our people, and, it may be hoped, with. more 
reconcilable views of what is due to the interests 
of our respective sections? 1 appeakto the Senate 
to consider whether (it being found impracticable 
to arrange this matter by the time named) there 
can be any hope that by a protraction of the strug- 
gle through the dog-days any beneficial results can 
be anticipated. 

But the Senator thinks a vote should be taken 
upon the bill he reported before a day is fixed, and 
seems to apprehend that the adoption of this reso- 
lution might embarrass that object. For one, I 
can assure, the Senator that, so far from his having 
need for this apprehension, I; for one, am ready; 
and I dare say the disposition is pretty general to 
take a vote upon his bill atan early day—to-day 
or to-morrow, if the Senator pleases, or on any 
other day he may choose now to propose. There 
is no desire to delay, so faras Iam informeds | 
have every disposition to let the vote be taken, so 
far as I am concerned, and have been ready for the 
question since the first day it was introduced. But 
what hope can-we have that the minds of the 
members will be turned to the necessity of taking 
up the appropriation bills, and shaping their action 
towards a close, until a day of adjournment has 
been agreed upon? Already the fiscal year is 
closed, and the Government is resting upon its 
credit for support. Is itatall likely that the ways 
and means will be looked to while an indefinite 
protraction of the session is threatened, and the 
minds of members of both Houses are absorbed 


| through his plan of settlement, 


| to the country. But, although I cannot support 


i Florida has, however, elicited an expression of 


and excited bya struggle such as that which is 
now-in progress? There should be an end of all 
things, and of a session of Congress with the rest. 
Itis much. better to fix a day sufficiently remote 
to afford a fair trial of our-ability to concur in a 
settlement likely to satisfy the country; and if we 
fail in it, to make the necessary fiscal arrangements 
for the Governmentyand adjourn. If the day I 
propose is too near, the Senator can propose an- 
other day. 

The Sanator from Kentucky says my aid has 
not been given towards a settlement of the pending 
question. I don’t. know what proper aid I have 
withheld. Atgyery early day in the session—in the 
first month ofh, I believe—while the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Pue.rs] was addressing the Senate 
upon the general sabject, I intimated in the hear- 
ing of the Senator my willingness to agree to an 
arrangement then to which but few of those I 
mostly agree with were willing to submit. But 
my offer was not met. It is true I have not been 
able to give my aid to the Senator in carrying 
I have not re- 
garded it as an adjustment which would be sat- 
isfactory, or which ought to be satisfactory, to the 
South, nor which would be likely to accomplish 
the object declared by the Senator, of giving peace 


the pending bill, | have always been ready, always 
anxious, and am now ready and anxious, to 
facilitate the success of any. measure which is to- 
lerably just to the constituency I represent, and 

which can secure the acquiescence of both sections | 
of the Union. No settlement will prove a meas- 
ure of peace which does not draw to its support 
a sufficiently strong majority in both sections of 
the Union to give permanency to its provisions, 
and allay apprehension of further agitation. [ 
think it will be quite possible to decide whether 
such a settlement is attainable within the period 
named in the resolution. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, it is possible 
| Congress may be able to adjourn by the time pro- 
posed by the honorable member from Florida, 
[Mr. Yuves;] but then it is by no means certain, 
and therefore 1 think there is no occasion for 
our designating a day on which we will adjourn. 
The motion of the honorable member from Ken- 
tucky is to postpone the consideration of the reso- 
lution for a fortnight. Why should we not? We 
can then judge better. We shall see better, We 
shall then be able to act more discreetly upon this 
question than we can now. For my part, I am 
as anxious to return to my own home as any man 
can be, yet I am not prepared to fix on any day 
of adjournment ull 1 know something more of 
what is to be the result of these great questions. 
I only allude to them because, in fixing a time of 
adjournment, it is pertinent to take into considera- 
tion the importance of the business before Con- 
gress, and the uncertainty of when that business 
can be accomplished. I concur entirely, not only 
in the propriety, but the high expediency, and, { 
had almost said, the necessity, of putting over the 
decision upon this motion at present. 

Mr. BERRIEN. l concur entirely with the 
Senator from Florida, that it is desirable to have 
an early adjournment of Congress, but I feel also 
that itis indispensable for acting, and acting de- 
cisively, upon these questions. ‘The Senator from 


opinion from the Senate, and I suggest to him the 
propriety of acquiescing in the motion to postpone 
the consideration of his resolution to the day that | 
has been moved by my honorable friend from | 
Kentucky. By that time we shall have made 
such an advance in this measure, if not brought it | 
to a close, as will enable us to decide whether we ` 
can come to a satisfactory termination. Whilst : 
we are in this state of uncertainty, with great anx- 
iety for the early- adjournment of Congress, I 
should not be willing to vote for this resolution. 
I hope the motion to postpone will be acquiesced | 
In | 


Mr. HALE, F shall only occupy the floor for 
a short time. I simply want to say that I concur 
entirely in the views of the honorable Senator from | 
Florida, [Mr. Yunez,] and that I dissent entirely— 
and I am very sorry to do it—from the views ex- 
pressed by theSenator from Kentucky. [A laugh.] 
i believe that if there is one single measure which 
Congress can adopt, that will give peace and satis- 
faction, and relief and comfort-to the country; itis 


an early adjournment of this Congress... 1 beliéve | 


that it would be-better-than all your measures of 


compromise just to have an early adjournment of 
this Congress. The whole mischief arises here. 
Weare like the doctor who was going to cure a 
patient, and threw him into fits first, because of 
his great skill in curing fits. [Laughter.] That 
has been the case here. We have got’up excite- 
ment, and there is not half as much as we think. 
We come here and make loud speeches, some of 
us-— > 

Mr. FOOTE, (in his seat.) Yes, some of us. 

Mr. HALE. And very often, too, some of us, 
{great laughter,} and we fill the Chamber, and 
imagine we are moving the country, and“that 
everybody is agitated because we have got into a 
perspiration hearing ourselves talk. [Laughter.} 
But the fact is, there is no such excitement in the 
country. Not at all. The country is tired to 
death of the talk we have been having here fa 
seven months, but I do not think the country is 
really so excited as some of us might really wish. 
If we want to cure the excitement, and do good 
service to the country,as weil as take care of our 


j own healths, we had ‘better go home, and the 


sooner the better. And that we may take time to 


j deliberate on it, I shall concur with my vote, so 


far as the opinion of one so humble as myself is 
concerned, in the postponement of the considera- 
tion of the resolution for a fortnight, hoping that 
it will then be taken up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. { have but a word to say 
upon this question. For one, I do not concur. 
with the Senator from New Hampshire. I believe 
that the people of this country want this question 
settled. I do not think it so important to them 
how it is settled, as that it should be settled, and 
peace and quiet restored to the country. We can 
settle it by voting as well as by speaking, and I 
desire to settle it by voting. l can understand 
that extreme men, whose political existence de- 
pends upon agitation, may desire that these ques- 
tions should be kept open; but the great mass of 
the country, those whose interests are to be affect- 
ed by it, desire that we should settle the question 
at once, and then proceed to the other business 
before us. For one, | never will vote to adjourn 
till this question is settled, if we stay here till the 
4th of March next; and I hope, therefore, the 
Senate will fix no time to adjourn till we have had 
a vote upon all these questions, and that, in the 
mean time, we keep the power in our own hands 
to adjourn when whe Shall have got through with 
our business, and not before. ; 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will allow me, 1 
would suggest that a fortnight seems to me to be a 
longer time of postponenrent than is necessary. 1f 
the Senator will allow the resolution to be passed 
over, (and we have reached the time now..for the 
consideration of the order of the day,) we might 
by to-morrow morning agree on the day to be de- 
signated. Perhaps we may see daylight by the 
close of to-day, if this course be taken. 

Mr. FOOTE. That course would be very un- 


| generous to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hous- 


TON;] who wishes to occupy the morning hour to- 
morrow. _I prefer, therefore, the postponement for 
two weeks. 

Mr. YULEE. Well, then, suppose it be post- 
poned for one week instead of two. 

“Several Senators: Oh, no, two weeks, 

Mr. CLAY. I do not believe that in one week 
we shall be prepared to decide this matter; two 
weeks are indispensable. e 

The question was then taken, and the motion to 
postpone agreed to. 

* 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, 
to establish Territorial Governments for Utah and” 
New Mexico, and-making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. > 

Mr. UPHAM resumed and concluded the speech 
which he commenced yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD next addressed the Senate for 
upwards of an hour and a half; after which 

Mr. BELL obtained the floor, but gave way for 
a motion to adjourn. 

The further consideration of the subject was then 


| postponed until to-morrow at twelve’ o’clock, and 


The Senate adjourned. 
[See Appendix for the speeches. ] 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovespay, July 3, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr.«BISSELL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to present a memorial. 

Mr. CARTTER desired to know what its pur- 
port was, 

Mr. BISSELL said, that it was the memorial 
of Miss D. L. Dix, in relation to a grant of land 
for the benefit of the indigent insane. 

„Mr. CARTTER objected. 

So the memorial was not received. 

Mr. McDONALD asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House.to withdraw certain 


its files. 
In reply to an inquiry as to the object of the 
motion— \ 


Mr. MoD. said, that it was with a view to, pre- 
Sent the papers at the department, in order to pro- 
cure a pension. 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. McD. withdrew from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of Eleanor Washburn, with 
the view of referring the same to the Commission- 
er of Pensions. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. 

THE FOURTH. 

Mr. MORSE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a priv- 
ileged question. I desire to make a motion, which 
is a privileged motion, and to take the sense of the 
House upon it, while itis in good humor, and be- 
fore it becomes excited by debate about the Gal- 
phin claim, or California, or Africa, [laughter,] or 
anything else. To-morrow is the anniversary of 
American independence. I desire to celebrate it 
niyself by being free from angry political discus- 
sions of every kind. I therefore move, that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Satur- 
day next; and I hope the House will agree to this 
motion by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. JONES. As the motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Morse] is for two days, and 
as only one of these days can be the fourth of 
July, Í move to amend the motion by striking out 
“ Saturday,” and inserting “ Friday.” 

“Me. PUTNAM suggested the propriety of cel- 
are day as the general jubilee of free- 
‘dom, 

Mr. CARTTER made a remark, or inquiry, 
not heard. 

The yeas and nays on the amendment were 
asked and ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 
87, nays 63. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
motion as thus amended. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. 
Jongs and the SPEAKER. -~ 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 94, nays 72. 

So the resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

HAYTI. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution, which was read for 
information, as follows: . 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the House of Representatives be instructed to inquire into, 
and report upon, the expediency of placing at the disposal of 
the President so much of the naval force of the United 


States as may be necessary to enforce payment of the just 
claims of citizens of the United States against Hayti. 


Mr.. JONES objected, and the resolution was 

not received. 
THE GALPHIN CASE. 

Mr. GOTT called for the orders of the day. 

The House accordingly resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee, relative 
to the conduct of the Secretary of War, in con- 
nection with the allowance of the Galphin claim. 

Mr.-McKISSOCK addressed the committee 
during his hour. He defended the payment of 
the claim on the ground that it was assumed by the 
Government by the special act of 1848. That act 
‘uthorized and. required ” the Secretary of the 
Treasury *‘ to examine and adjust the claim of the 
- late George Galphin.’? He proceeded at some 
length to take a legal view of the force of that act, 
and to contend that, in accordance with the well- 
settled principles of law—common and statute— 
it was the duty of the department to pay the in- 
terest as well as the principal, interest being 
equally a part of the debt—a legal and inseparable 
inéident of the principal. He said that though 


papers from 


{ the entire claim—interest and principal. 


there was-a general rule that the Government did 
not pay interest, this caseewas among the excep: 
tions to that rule, among other reasons because it 
came fairly within the reason. of the rule applied 
to the claims under the act of 1832, providing for 
certain revolutionary liabilities of the State of Vir- 
ginia. He considered it immaterial to this issue 
whether the original claim was valid against the 
United States; he expressed the opinion, however, 
that it was not, but a claim upon the State of 
Georgia, the lien having followed the lands when 
their tide passed from the British Crown to the 
State of Georgia. The United States relieving the 
State of Georgia, had assumed the obligation, and 
were bound in law and equity for the payment of 


Mr. BROOKS inquired if, under the law of New 
York, upon a parallel case, the courts would allow 
interest back to 1775 when the claim had never 
been presented until 1837? 

Mr. McKISSOCK replied, that the question as- 
sumed the original obligation of the United States. 
He denied this assumption. He had argued that 
the debt was originally against the State of Geor- 
gia. This being the case, the United States had | 
assumed the obligation of Georgia, in its full ex- 
tent, and were therefore bound, as Georgia was 
bound, for both principal and interest. 

Mr. McK. having concluded, 

Mr. CARTTER obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who modi- 
fied the amendment which he introduced yester- 
day as an amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
Scuencx, to read as follows, viz: 

Add to the end thereof the following: 


& And consequently that the House also totally dissents 
from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, that 
€ bis (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
‘partment, and the agent of the claimants, did not take 
‘from him any rights be may have had as such agent, or 
“would have justified him in having the examination and 
t decision of the claims by the Secretary of the Treasury 
* suspended.” g 

“ Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the Attor- 
ney General in favor of an allowance of interest on said 
claim, and from the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in payment of the same claim in this?—— 


Mr. SCHENCK so modified his substitute for 
the amendment of Mr. Toomss, as to include the 
same within his amendment; which was then read, 
as follows, viz: 


Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the Jetter of George W. Craw- 
ford, asking “an investition ” into his eondact in refer- 
ence to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, 
which impngns bis persoual or official conduct in relation to 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Provided, however, That this House is not to he understood 
as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be in- 
terested in the prosecution of it when it wasto be examined, 
adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the Govern- 
ment, he himself being at the same time at the head of an- 
other of those departments; but the House considers that 
such connection and interest of a member of the Cabinet 
with a claim pending and prosecuted before another depart- 
ment, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to 
be sanctioned. 


Mr. CARTTER said: From the prevailing 
manifestations on the Whig side of the Chamber 
when this case was first brought up, he had sup- 
posed that no one would be found to sing the 
requiem of the Galphin claim; yet gentlemen 
seemed to be making a virtue of necessity, and 
attempting to brace up the present Cabinet. But 
the verdict of “ guilty’’ had gone forth from the 
people, and: neither the whitewashing resolutions 
or the daubing with untempered mortar of gentle- 
men on the other side, would suffice to take out 
the pollution which attached to the allowance of i 
this claim. 

Without going into an elaborate discussion of 
the case, so ably presented by the committee, he 
proposed oniy a simple statement of the facts, and 
said they showed corruption and fraud so mon- 
strous that they could never receive the sanction 


of the unsophisticated people. He disagreed with |! 


Mr. Brecx in his regrets as to what he had 
called the waste of time on this subject, and said 
their time could not be better expended than in 
ferreting out the dark and deep iniquities of the 
present Administration. 

He referred to what had been said of the 
patriotism of Galphin, and said that this plea of 
patriotism was generally heard when PLUNDER 
was.to be‘shielded. If Galphin, three-fourths of 


| one hundred and fifteen thousand. dollars: 
| 


| 


a century ago, was patriotic, it was a poor reason 
why George W. Crawford, a Cabinet officer en- 


gaged inthe patriotic vocation of -claim-agent; 
should plunder from: the peoples treasury some | 
“But 
he considered the evidences of Galphin’s.pat- 
riotism very equivocal, and: said there was ño. 
diréct proof on this point except. that. he. was. att 
Indian, trader—a class who, next to birds of: prey: 
who hung around the treasury for plunder, were 
the worst in the country—whose. business was. to. 
sell whisky and beads to the Indians at-enormously: 
high prices. Galbhin, it was proved, was at best 
a whisky and bead “ patriot!” eee A 

Mr. BURT interrupted, and remarking that 
George Galphin was a South Carolinian, and some. | 
of his descendants were South Carolinians; and. 
that honorable and pure blood flowed in their 
veins—said that there was no just ground for im- 
putations upon the patriotism or the private virtues 
of George Gaiphin. 

Mr. CARTTER said that he cared very little for 
this honorable and high blood of which they often: 
heard. It was about the same as any other blood, 
George Galphin and his descendants, and those 
who had connected themselves with this claim, 
whatever. blood they might claim, were to’ be 
judged by their acts: he might have been a patriot, 
but the evidence of jt was very doubtful. A pa- 
triot, according to the Democratic definition, held 
himself bound to defend his country whenever 
called upon, and when the time for the distribution 
of the plunder came, would refuse to have any- 
thing to do with it. = ` : 

But when the $40,000 for beads and whisky 
was paid out of the public treasury, by a bill 
which the people should know was pressed through 
ina hurry at alate hour of the last night of the 
session, without anybody knowing anything about 
it, except the few who were engaged in getting it 
through—it might reasonably have been supposed 
that the demand would stop. But Jo! after the 
$43,000 principal, came a claim for $191,000 inter- 
est; which had been paid, and of which this Whig 
Cabinet minister, Mr. Crawford, had received half- 
—making his whole receipts for half of principal 
and interest about $115,000. 

He commented upon the monstrous corruption 
of the allowance of interest under the circum- 
stances;and declared his general dislike to the pay- 
ment of interest, both as an exaction on the part 
of the capitalist upon the sweat and labor of the 

oor man, and on account of its origin with the 

ews, who killed the-Saviour. Even if interest 
were ever allowable, no gentleman on the-other side, 
with all their Shylock pound-of-flesh-voracity; bad 
made a case for it here—the account not: having 
been liquidated. i f 

He adverted to the efforts made by sõme gen- 


| tlemen to make Mr. Crawford the scape- goat; said 


they would not succeed, but that General Taylor 
and the other members of his Cabinet, having con- 
nived at and sanctioned the enormous allowance, 
would be held equally responsible by the pêo- 
ple. He did not charge that Mr. Crawford had 


4! dishonestly procured this money; but if he was 


honest, there was the opportunity for him to show. 
it by refunding the money to the. Treasury? the: 
country would be satisfied in this and in no other 
way. f 

Mr. C. having concluded his remarks, 

Mr. HOUSTON spoke an hour in favor of the 
allowance of interest on the claim of Galphin, and 
vindicating the motives and character of the Sec- 
retary of War; admitting, at the same time, that 


‘the assaults which had been made on him would 


have the effect of hereafter preventing any one 
similarly situated from pursuing a claim against the 


| Government. 


Mr. KING, of New Jersey, obtained the floor, 
but yielded to a motion that the House adjourn. 

After some conversation, the motion was re- 
jected. 

Mr. KING then addressed the House, and pro- 
ceeded for some time in an historical review of the 
facts of the case, when he yielded to a motion that 
the House adjourn. i 

The vote was—ayes 41, noes 30. 

And the House adjourned to Friday; at eleveri 
o'clock. ; 

PETITIONS, &e. eee 

The following petitions, memorials, &e., were 
presented under: the rule, and referred. to'the åp- 
propriate committees: e 


| By Mr, FEATHERSTON: The petition of William’ Hal 


$ 


e 
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bert of Lowndes ‘county, Mississippi, praying Congress.to 
refund to him money paid by him into the land office, for 
which he received noihing. — 

“By Mr. BOWIE: The memorial of James Deale and 
others, heirs of Jumes Deale, deceased, praying indeinnifica- 
tion for losses sustained by Freneh spoliations between the 
years 1793.and 180i, : * 

Alsof the memorial of Richard W. Gill, truste@of James 
Biays, of Baltimore, for similar relief. / @ 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of Nancy Anderson and 
Elizabeth Anderson, the hal(-sisters of Finley Andrews, 
late.ot Henry county, Indiana, who was illegitimate, and at 
the time of his death was entitled to a land warrant for his 
services tn the Mexican war, praying Congress to enact a 
special law allowing them to take said warrant by inherit: 
ance from: said half-brother. d 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of:James Ward and 
others, citizens of Trumbull county, Ohio, praying a modi- 
fication of the revenue law of 1846. 


4 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, July 3, 1850. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the memorial of 
James F. Babcock, administrator of the estate of 
Major Frederick D. Mills, setting forth that said 
Mills was a major in the fifteenth regiment of in- 
fantry, and that he was killed at the battle of 
Cherubusco, before the gates of Mexico, and that 
his horse, equipments, apparel, and other property, 
fell into the hands of the enemy at the time of his 
death, for which the administrator seeks compen- 
sation; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Jonathan 
D. Roberts, administrator of Olive Folsom, widow 
of a revolutionary soldier, asking to be allowed 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

- Also, a petition of citizens.of thetown of Alstead, 
in the county of Cheshire, in the State of New 
Hampshire, asking that whenever any person is 
arrested as a fugitive slave in any other State than 
where service is claimed, he shali not be delivered 
except on the finding of a jury; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, 

DELAWARE ON THE COMPROMISE. 

Mr. WALES. Mr. President, I have received 
the preantbie and resolutions of a large public 
meeting which has been held at Wilmington, in 


the State of Delaware, of those who are urrfavor- | 


able to the compromise bill. It is represented to 
have been a very large and enthusiastic meeting 
of those whose opinions are entitled to considera. 
tion, The preamble and resolutions will better 
express the views of that meeting than i can do; 
I will therefore read them: 


ae Whereas ours i$ a republican form of government, under 

which in is always the tight, and sometimes the duty of the 
people to meet and give expression to their sentiments in re- 
Jation to the character of their public servants, and to the 
measures Of policy proposed or adopted by them: 
. © And whereas there has been mach agitation in Congress 
and iu the country during the last. six mouths, arising out 
ot questions connected with the present political condition 
of the new territory acquired by the United States in the 
war with Mexico, for the settlement of which and other 
questions a bill is now pending before the Senate, compri- 
sing several distinct and incongruous measures, and propo- 
Sing, Amongst other things, to eede to the State of Texas sev- 
enty thousand square mies of this territory, and to pay her 
ten millions of dollars, or some other large sum of money 
and also to establish territorial governments fur New Mex- 
ico and Utah, and providing for the admission of California 
into the Union as a State: 

1, Resolved, That whilst we deeply deplore the agitation 
which bas been permitted so jong to distract the councils of 
the country, and to delay the transaciion of the pubiie busi- 
ness in Congress, yet that we bave no fears for ine safety of 
the Union. “The people of this Confederacy are bound to- 
gether by ties too strong to be so easily rent asunder—tics 
of interest and friendship, proud recollections of the past, 
and bright and glorious hopes of the future. Should this 
Union ever be dissolved—an event we cannot believe pos- 
sible—it will pot be in consequence of any act or omission 
on the part of President Taylor, nor will it be in conformity 
with the wish of the masses of the people, but through the 
unscrupulous ambition of selfish and reckless demagogues, 

2. Resolved; That we du cordially approve of and recom- 
mend General Taylors plan for obviating the difficulties 
growing out of the question whether slavery shalt be admit- 
ted into any portion of the new territories, believing it to be 
patriotic, prodent, and practicable, such as will open the 
way for the gradual and peaceable adjastment of all ques- 
tions connected with those territories in a wanner which 
will prove ultimately Satisfactory to the people of all sec- 
tions of our country, 

3, Resolved, Thatin the opinion of this meeting, Califor- 
nia should be immediately admitted into the Union by 
Congress as n oo with her present constitution and 

undaries, and without reference to uesti 
moame, 3 nee to any other question or 

“4, Resolved, That if the disputed territory now claimed 
by Texas does in fact belong to her, Congress has no right 
to legislate it away from her withont her ‘consent, even for 
ten miHions of dollars; that if it does not befoug to her then 
Congress bas no right to appropriate ten millions of dollars 

or any other amount of the people’s money, to purchase 
trom her that which she bas no right to sell: and that, 
e 


| 


therefore, believing that she has no right or title, in law or 
justice, to- any portion of this territory, we are opposed to 
the appropriation by Congress of ten millions of dollars, or 
any other suim, for any such purpose. 

“5. Resolved, That the connection of two or more dis- 
tinct and Ineongrnovs measures in one bil, is a mode of 
legislation anti-re publican in its character and dangerous in 
its tendeney, aud should therefore be disecuntenanced in 
the Congress of the United States upon all oceasions. It 
Opens the door and offers temptations for corrupt bargain 
and intrigue in legislative proceedings, and isa means for 
the enactment of Jaws which, separately and upon their 
own merits, never could command the voice of the majority, 

6. Resolved, That we are opposed to the compromise 
bill, now pending béfore the Senate, because it proposes to 
give a sum of money to Texas for territory to which she has 
no right or title, and which already belongs to the United 
States; because it comprises several distinct and incongru- 
ous measures, and is therefore an anti-repuvlican and im- 
proper mode-of legislations because, as we believe, a large 
majority of the people in all sections of the conntry are 
opposed to its and because, it having hecome manifest that 
it can never receive the sanction of a majority of Congress, 
its further consideration hy that body is a waste of time 
which should be devoted to the transaction of otber publie 
business, which now urgently demands their attention, and 
that we believe to be the sentiments of a majority of the 
people of this State. 

#7. Resolved, That the course pursued by General Taylor 
since his election to the Presidency, has fulfiited the most 
sanguine expectations of his friends, and has our cordial 
approbation. [thas been moderate and firm, prudent and 
patriotic. He stands committed to no sectional interest, 
prejudice, or party, but has evinced a determination to ad- 
minister the Government upon truly republican principles, 
for the general good of the whole country. In regard to 
the recent hostile expedition against Cuba, he lias sought 
faithfully to enforce the Jaws against those who were en- 
gaged in that unwarrantable affair, and has manifested a 
firm purpose to protect the rights of our citizens from any 
infringement on the part of the Spanish government of Cuba. 
Under his administration, by the treaty of Nicaragua, im- 
-mense advantages bave heen secured tothe people of the 
United States, and questions of great delicacy and diffi- 
eulty, pending between our Government and that of Great 
Britain, have been adjusted in a manner whieh has called 
forth. the admiration and approval even of political oppo- 
nents. 

“<8. Resolved, That we should be recreant to ourselves 
and our State, did we suffer ourselves to pass without no- 
tice the name of nur own distinguished telow-citizen, tire 
Ion. John M. Clayton, who, by his eminent abilities, has 
won for himself a high position in the councils of his 
country. His able and skilful negotiation of the treaty of 


tists of the age, and in the entire management of our foreien 
affairs since he has held the office of Secretary of State, he 
has displayed talents for public business of the bighest 
order, His fame is part and pareel of the treasure of his 
native State, and should be gnarded and defended by his 
fellow-citizens of Delaware with serupulous fidelity, 

“9, Resolved, That copies of the proceedings of this 
meeting, signed by the President and Secretaries ; be trans. 
mitted to our Senators and Representative in Congress, 
and published in the Whig papers of this city. 

“CHARLES g. DUPONT, President. 

Joun A. ALLDERDICE, 

“ FRANKLIN PANCOAST, ? Secretaries”? 
«EDWARD BETTS, 


Mr. WALES. Mr. President, I will take this 
occasion to say, in regard to Delaware, that her 
citizens, from their geographical position, and the 
fact that slavery exists but to a small extent there, 
have no sympathy with the extremists and ultra- 
ists of any section of the country. Her people 
are perfectly willing and desirous to do everything 
for the South which the Constitution and the per- 


“Attest: 


?petuity of the Union, demand, and for the North 


everything that can be reasonably required. They 
have unbouiided confidence in the honesty of Pres- 
ident Taylor, and they gave their cordial appro- 
bation to his recommendation contained in the 
message communicating the constitution of Cali- 
fornia, as the result of great prudence and saga- 
city. And F believe that that recommendation, at 
the time it was made, received public approba- 
tion everywhere in this country, and especially 
of the conservative part of it, as the wisest and 
best policy that could be adopted. Beyond that 
policy, however, this bill has been presented to 
us, in the hone and expectation entertained by its 
advocates that it would harmonize the differences 
of opinion existing on the subject, and produce a 
degree of unanimity in public opinion in regard to 
this slavery question. But what has been the re- 
sult? After two months of able and protracted 
debate on this measure, what are the hopes of its 
advocates? If, sir, I may be permitted to judge of 
the sense of the Senate, I think F may state with 
safety that, out of fifteen southern States, the Sen- 
ators of but four of those States unite in favor of 
this bill. So far, then, from its producing har- 
mony of feeling and opinion, there are only the 
Senators of four southern States who agree in 
opinion in favor of the bill, and who will probably 
vote together in favor of it. But even in regard 
to one or two of these States, itis doubtful whether 
their Senators will unite in opinion, and vote in 
i 


Nicaragua has placed him in the front rask of the diploma— 


| ing before the Senate. 


favor of it. Under these circumstances it is ap- 
parent to mé that separate legislation would have 
been attended-with happier results, and that sep- 
arate legislation must be at last resorted to. J move 
that these resolutions Ne upon the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. CLAY. 
the motion for a few moments. 

The motion was withdrawn. __ ; : 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I feel it proper and 
incumbent on me to say, that I have received a 
letter from one of the most eminent citizens of 
Delaware, by which I am informed that upon the - 
question of the adoption of these resolutions, the 
meeting was so nearly equally divided, that is 
could not be ascertained on which side the major- 
ity Jay, and it was only upon a second division of 
the meeting that a small majority was supposed to 
present itself in favor of the resolutions. ® 

Sir, the resolutions which the honorable Senator 
has presented endeavor to assail the bill before the 
Senate upon the ground of its being, in the popular 
language of the country—but I hope the term will 
not be applied in the Senate—an ‘ omnibus” bill. 
Those resolutions, which have a diplomatic odor 
about them, are much more incongruous in their 
character, ani! the subject of which they treat, than 
the bill to which this appellation has been applied. 
But the honorable Senator near me is not satisfied 
with the presentation of the resolutions, but must 
make some observations on the great measure pend~ 
He thinks it has not yet 
produced the concord which its authors hope for. 
Let it be tried before the country, and 1 think the 
issue will be that it will produce concord through- 
out this distracted nation. He tells us that the 
Senators from the South are not wnited, or that 
there is considerable division between them. £ 
confess I have found some difficulty. in counting 
votes in this body, and I have experienced no dif- 


I hope the Senator will withdraw 


| ficulty in ascertaining the course which the honor- 


able Senator himself means to pursue. Buti hope, 
I yet hope, that he will find it incumbent on him to 
support this measure. If I know anything of the 
people of Delaware—and my heart is full of grati- 
tude towards them, and I have always had great 
respect for their sentiments throughout the long 
time that I have been acquainted with them and 
their representatives—if | know anything of the 
sentiment of that State, if influences are not brought 
to bear upon them, I venture to say they will-stand 
alongside of the vast majority of the States of the 
Union in favor of this compromjse—a majority so 
great that in some States, Maryland for example, 
the neighbor, the nearest neighbor of Delaware, 
and in my own State, it approximates almost te 
unanimity. , 

And, sir, to go beyond the slaveholding States, 
the State represented so ably by my friends in my 
eye, the States of Indiana and fllinois, are almost 
unanimous in favor of the bill. When I arrive, 
as I soon hopé to do, at a period when I can vin- 
dicate this measure, I will show how predictions 
heretofore made in reference to compromises of 
former times have failed, as they will fail now. 
When the Missouri compromise was proposed, it 
was everywhere said, and in both Houses of Con- 
gress, ‘it will bring no peace to the country.”? 
And yet everywhere throughout this nation there 
was a degree of joy and exultation almost unpar- 
alleled in its existence. So it was said when the 
compromise of the tariff of 1833 was adopted. 
Repeal, agitation, and modification, it was an- 
nounced would be attempted at session after ses- 
sion, in order to destroy that compromise. So far 
from it, the manufacturing interest never enjoyed 
seven years of more profound peace and prosper- 
ity than it did during the prevalence of the com- 
promise tariff of 1833, and up to the time when 
that compromise fell down to the lowest rate of 


| revenue did that prosperity continue unchecked 


and unalloyed. 

Sir, the nation wants repose; and, as has been 
properly remarked, it is not so much cared what 
modé be adopted—though I believe a vast majdt- 
ity of the-people are in favor of this measure of 
compromise—so that some healing measure, some 
comprehensive measure, some measure that shall 
reach all the sources of distraction which prevail 
throughout the country, be adopted. And any 
such measure will be hailed with a delight which 
the disturbers of the peace will find themselves 
wholly unable to destroy or impair in the slightest 
degree, : 


i 


1850. 


I have felt myself called upon, standing in the 
relation I do to this subject, to make the few ob- 
servations which I have made, in consequence of 
the remarks, and in consequence of the character 
of the resolutions, presented by the honorable Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. WALES. Mr. President, I am very sorry 
that the Senator from Kentucky should have been 
tempted to give a representation of the character 
of that meeting so different from the facts as they 
have'been disclosed. I have the evidence upon 
that subject of one who was an eye-witness, and 
who partook in the proceedings of the meeting. ` 
` Mr. CLAY, (in his seat.) My information, 
too, is from a citizen of Wilmington. 

Mr. WALES. This, sir, is from an eye-wit- 
ness, and one who took an active part in the pro- 
ceedings of the meeting. He said he never saw 
in Wilmington a larger or moregnthusiastic meet- 
ing, or an audience more unanimous in passing 
the resolutions. From two different persons who 
attended that meeting—gentlemen of the strictest 
yeracity—I have the same account. The secretary 
of the meeting, a man of scrupulous veracity, 
says that these resolutions passed almost unan- 
imously; that the persons who cried “ nay”? were 
the editors of papers in opposition, who had taken 
an active part in the former meeting. 

With regard to the character of that meeting, 
let there be no misunderstanding. 1t was as large, 
as respectable, as unanimous a meeting as ever 
was assembled in Wilmington on any such occa- 
sion. The honorable Senator has feelings of great 
regard for Delaware, and is probably in corre- 
spondence with many of her citizens. But I must 
say that his remark that these resolutions partook 
of “a diplomatic odor’? was without the least 
foundation. That I know. 

Mr. CLAY. Who drew them up? 

Mr. WALES. They were drawn up in Wil- 


- mington. 


Mr. CLAY. By whon, sir? 

Mr. HALE and other Senators. Order, order. 

Mr. WALES, 1 will explain. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 should like to hear the explana- 

tion. 
Mr. WALES. I can inform the honorable 
Senator that at a very large and respectable meet- 
ing, held in the southern part of the State, similar 
resolutions, and in stronger language, were adopt- 
ed. I can further inform him that petitions favor- 
able to the ‘“compromise” were got up by the 
first meeting held in Wilmington, and sent into 
the county of Kent for signature, and not one sig- 
nature has yet been presented from that quarter. 
This is the evidence in regard to the subject. 

With regard to my own opinions, I will say 
frankly to the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
that when I saw this measure brought forward 
by him, and advocated by him and other gentle- 
men, whose character and whose.judgment de- 
mand my highest respect, I was brought to avery 
deliberate consideration of it, and the practical re- 
sults hoped for by the distinguished gentlemen 
who advocated the bill. But I believe all hope is 
now extinguished. I have myself prepared a 
speech, containing my sentiments on the subject, 
which, although f shall have no opportunity of 
delivering it here, may,be seen by the honorable 
Senator. . He can then perceive how far my senti- 
ments agree with his. i 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I wish to make 
but a single remark with respect to Wilmington. 
Itis nota very large, though an extremely respect- 
able city, full of industry and energy. Its popu- 
iation is, | suppose, about ten or fifteen thousand. 
There is no man in that city vetter acquainted with 
its public sentiment than my friend to whom I re- 
ferred, and whose name is well known to thé 
Senator from Delaware. 

But with regard to the editore who were there, 
and. who voted against these resolutions. There 
was an editor, if Iam rightly informed, from the 
“North American” press of Philadelphia, who 
wentto Wilmington to assist the good people of 
Delaware in framing these resolutions. 

Mr. WALES. He made a speech there. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, he made a speech upon the 
‘occasion. 

Now, with respect to the ‘diplomatic odor” 
which these resolutions emit, I did not locate the 
diplomacy in Wilmington, but I should be ex- 
tlemely happy to see the original resolutions as at 
first drafted. They embrace so much matter; 


they are so comprehensive. Our bill an ‘“om- 
nibus? Why, their “omnibus” is -ten times as 
large. It covers the foreign diplomacy of the 
country and the entire Administration. 
member of the Administration from the Senator’s 
own State is lauded to the skies for the Nicaragua 
treaty and other diplomacy. Their “omnibus” 
contains matter.vastly more incongruous than 
these measures, which we have conjoined in this 
compromise bill. And yet they oppose this bill 


because of the incongruity of the measures of || 
: | my colleague, [Mr. Spruance,] of any declara- ` 


which it is composed. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I desite most respect- 
fully to address an inquiry to the Senator from 
Delaware, who has presented this morning the 
proceedings of this meeting. I rise, in my place, 
to inquire of that Senator, in bis place, if the 
State of Delaware has passed Wilmot proviso 
resolutions? . 

Mr. WALES. They have not passed Wilmot 
proviso resolutions in the sense in which the gen- 
tleman puts the inquiry. The Legislature did pass 
resolutions two years ago against the acquisition 
of territory, unless it could be made free. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. My object is to arrive 
at the truth in regard to this matter. The Sen- 
ators from Delaware have sat silently in their 
seats during the present session, and heard the 
Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Hat] and 
the Senator from New York (Mr. Sewarp] allege 
that fifteen States have given their representatives | 
instructions to vote for this Wilmot’ proviso. | 
Does the Senator wish to explain? mf 
Mr. WALES. [ have not heard your ques- | 

| 


tion. 


Delaware have sat in their seats during the present | 
session of Congress, and have heard the Senators | 
from New Hampshire and New York declare that 
she, one of the slaveholding States of this Union, 
had instructed her Senators to vote for this famous 
proviso, and at a time two when, if there was a 


particle of courage or bravery in the sons of the į 


South, they were called upon as men to stand up 


and “ face the music,’ in this or any other form || 
The || 


in which it could challenge their resistance. 
Senator from New Hampshire, when I put to 
him the question whether my State was one of 
those to which he alluded—for there are fifteen 
slaveholding and fifteen non-slaveholding States 
—responded no, but Delaware was one of them» 
The Senators from Delaware, one of the fifteen 
slaveholding States, have allowed this assertion 
to pass unnoticed, and have not contradicted 
the declaration that she is one-of the Wilmot 
proviso States of this Union. The Senator from j 
Missouri, whose seat is now unoccupied, (Mr. 
Benton,] stated as an historical fact, in his Jeffer- 
son City speech, that upon these sectional questions 
the southern States were divided, and that Deia- 
ware had instructed her representatives in favor of 
the Wilmot proviso. What was the inference 
then? The inference was, that when this Congress 
met the fifteen free States would immediately vote 
to enact the proviso, and that Delaware had in- 
structed her Senators to go forit also. It was only 
the other day that one of the most intelligent ex- 
members of the State of Maryland, Mr. Constable, 
calledat my seat and inquired for those resolutions. 
I was astonished at the statement, because of. the 
general accuracy of the Senator from Missouri. 
The declaration has been frequently made here 
also by the Senators to whom I alluded, and Del- 
aware has been claimed as amongst the number of 


States which have decided in favor of what is called |! 


the free side of this question. The fact has been 
repeatedly stated here without contradiction, and 
I just wish to know the truth. 


when Towa takes her stand on the other side, and 
is willing to confront the ens ines of demagogism? 
I wish to know if Delaware and her leading men 


take the opposite side, and if we are to havesher |! 


Senators voting with the Abolitionists here, as 
more than half of the political party to which the 
gentlemen belong have done in time past? We 
were taunted the other day by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Yutex] with being unsound on this 
question. I ask him what was the vote of his 
State and of Louisiana, and other southern States, 
at the time when you, Mr. President, were a can- 


didate, with your well-known opinions on this | 


subject? refer to them in a spirit of great kind- 
ness and regard, because. Í entertain for you a high 


H for anything, it was for’ the Wilmot 
That | 


li Senator, I will withdraw my remark, but 


I wish to know, if i 


Delaware, a slaveholding State, takes this position, ; side as the honorable Senator from Virginia had- 


| respect; but, sir, how did ‘the -gentleman’s State 
vote then? Y itté 


I take ‘it that. if you 


i proviso, 
; Where were the votes of these’ southern Siatés 
thën in reference to this question, concerning which 
they assaif me and the. people of the State Ein 
part represent? I wish the position of Delawate 
to*be understood, that we may know if she is with 
those States which have threatened united and di 
termined resistance to this Wilmot proviso.” °° 

Mr. WALES. T haveno recollection, nor has 


tions made on this floor that any resolution’ had 
passed the General Assembly of Delaware appro- 
ving the Wilmot proviso. If I had heard ‘it; f 
| should have explained at the time the history of 
the legislation of our State upon-this subject. It 
is simply that certain resolutions were passed by: 
| the General Assembly instructing their Senators 
to vote against the acquisition of any new territory 
unless it was made free. That was the substance 
of them. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is not very important, but 
i I rise to correct what I suppose to be a rhisappre- 
hension. I have no recollection that 1 have’ at 
any time stated in the Senate that there are fifteen 
or any other number of State. Legislatures which 
have instructed their representatives fo -vote for 
the Wilmot proviso. I think the honorable Sen-: 
ator from Iowa bas misapprehended. me. =>" 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Presidente i tini 

Mr. DODGE. If I have misapprehended’ the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is out 
| of order; the Senator from Connecticut has the 


Mr. DODGE. I said that the Senators from | floor. 


Mr. BALDWIN. 
tions on the table. 

Mr. DODGE. Does the Senator make the mo- 
ti8n to lay on the table in order to cut me off from 
a few words of explanation? - f 

Mr. BALDWIN. I consider the whole of this 
discussion as having been out of order. i 

Mr. DODGE. Very well, sir, make your mo- 
tion as you please. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the Senator from Iowa 
will be allowed to explain. : l 

Mr. BALDWIN. Certainly. If the Senator 
wishes to correct himself, 1 will withdraw my.mo- 
lion. : 

The motion to lay on the table was withdrawn’, 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 1 have: but a gingle 
word to say. I should dislike to do injustice'to 
the Senator from Ntw York, reprehensible as I 
think his course has been -on this:question: +" 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator.is’out 
of order. 

Mr. DODGE. Well, sir, as objectionable as his 
course has been. But the Senator from New 
Hampshire, time and again during this discussion, 
made the declaration before the Delaware Sena- 
tors. I wish simply to bring the matter. tog 
point, and to know where abolitionism begins, 
and who is for it and who against ite seo oe 

Mr. HALE. As allusion has been made-to me, 
I have a word to say... Itis said that 1 bavesnade 
| this statement repeatedly. Lfind that our powers 
| of multiplication grow wonderfully in the Senate. 
| 


I move to lay the resolu- 


A Senator from Michigan said the other day that I 

made a certain statement thirty-nine times, and the 
| Senator from lowa says that Í have made the state- 
ment to which he alludes repeatedly. The other 
day, when I was making some remarks to the Sen- 
ate in answer to a suggestion made by the Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] in relation to how 
© much discretion was left to him, [stated that I be- 
lieved the Senators from fourteen States had about 
as little discretion left on the subject on the one 


i on the other. That was the remark which I made. 
f Some friend sitting near me added “fifteen, Dela- 


If that can be considered as 
| stating “‘ repeatedly ”’ that Delaware had instructed 
| her Senators to vote for the Wilmot proviso, L am 
‘certainly guilty of it. 
|i farther explanation. ; : ae 
Mr. DODGE. I thought it was the. Senate 
from New York who had made the suggestion. 
Delaware had given such instructions; but.le the 
| Senator who made the remark acknowledge $t; -> 
| On motion of Mr. WALES, the resolutions 
i „were then laid on the table, and a moti print 
them was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


‘| added “ Delaware.” 


& 


| ware is in the same position,” and I immediately. 


I do not wish to make any’: 
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RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted. the following reso- 
lution, which lies over under the rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on, Finance be instructed 
to ascertain and report to the Senate the amount of the pub- 
lic debt of the United States yet outstanding, for the pay- 
mient of which the sales of the public lands were pledged by 
act of Congress, approved 28th January, 1847, and whether, 
consistently with the faith of the Government and the 
rights of the public creditors, the public lands can he gra- 
tuitourly disposed of, while any such portion of such debt 
remains unpaid, and if so, to what extent and under what 


limitations. = 
NEW MEXICO. 


The Senate proceeded: to the consideration of 
Mr. Cass’s resolution, on which General Hovs- 
ron bad the floor: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by 
law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, 
within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 
authority not conferred by an act of Congress, and of pro- 
viding an adéquate punishment for such offences. - 


Mr. HOUSTON addressed the Senate for an 
hour upon the resolution, in a speech which will 
be published in the Appendix. 

The resolution was then laid on the table, on 
the motion of Mr. CLAY, the time having arrived 
for the consideration of the special order. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. BELL, who was entitled to the floor, ad“ 
dressed the Senate for more than two hours, with 
explanations from Mr. CLAY, Mr. DAVIS of 
Mississippi, and Mr. FOOTE. 

Mr. BELL then. yielded the floor, without 
finishing, on suggestions by Mr. TURNEY and 
Mr. WEBSTER; and— 

On the motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the further 
consideration of the subject was postponed to 
Friday next, at twelve o’clock. 

On the motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to 
meet again on Friday next. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


s 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friar, July 4, 1850. 
The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 
proved. 


NEWSPAPER CHARGE. 


| Warren foran explanation. 


; Congress over the files of a department extends. 


is my intention to ask the House to take such 
order as its own honor may demand, and as its 
duty to the public archives may require; and be- 
fore I make any further remarks, I will send to 
the Speaker’s table the article referred to, with the 
request that the clerk may read it. 
The Clerk read the article, as follows: 
Washington Correspondence of the Atlas. 
E WASHINGTON, June 27, 1850. 


“ There is a good deal of remark to-day in eertain quaterrs, | 


in regard to a recent outrage upon the official files of the 
General Post Office. Last summer a change was made in 
the post office at Oberlin, Ohio, by the removal of the old 
Democratic incumbent, and the appointment of a + bogus”? 
Whig. ‘The change was obtained through misrepresenta- 
tion, and gave great dissatisfaction to the good people of 
Oberlin’ Not so much fault was found with the removal as 
with the appointment. Indignation meetings were held, 
and very numerously signed petitions, and remonstrances 
were gotten up by all parties and forwarded to the depart- 
ment. The Postmaster General finally saw thata mistake 
had been made, which was corrected by a second change 
about January last. This change gave special offence to 
the Hon. Joshua R. Giddings, and he called at once on Col. 
He asked for the papers in the 
case, and they were immediately handed to him, and he 
took a seat behind Col. Warren at a table, and devoted 
about two hours toa full examination of them. When he 
had completed the examination, he placed the papers to- 
gether in a bundle, and they were returned to the file room. 
A few weeks after this, it was discovered that a portion of 


| the papers, together with the brief of the case, were gone 


from the department, and were circulated among the 
people of Oberlin. The ease had excited much feeling in 
that community, and many who had thought proper to ad- 
dress the department on the subject, had done so with 
great freédom. When, therefore, the papers were found 
circulating among the people of Oberlin, a good deal of local 
disturbance was created, and especially among the Whigs. 
So soon as this enormity was known at the department, 
Col. Warren made full inquiry into the matter. bpt could 
only learn that, immediately before the last appointment in 


} the Oberlin post office, the papers were inspected by Gen. } 


Crowell, of Ohio, the Hon. John W. Allen, formerly of the 
Cleveland district, and immediately afterwards by the Hon. 
Joshua R. Giddings. Since then nobody had called for 
them or had access to them. Thus the matter rested until 
quite recently, when evidence was obtained that the ab- 
stracted papers were received at Oberlin under Mr. Gid- 
dings’s frank. 

t Tt is universally true, that those men who are the loudest 


in their pretensions toa high morality, who are always ap- | 


pealing to God and their consciences for approval, are the 
mostin need of vigilant watches. 

« This matter will certainly, as it ought to, attract the atten- 
tion of the House of Representatives. ff the official files 
of the General Post Office are subject to such outrages, the 
public should know it at once, so that in all cases the tone 


of communications may be regulated accordingly. And it | 


sbould be ascertained how far the control of a member of 
If he 
may abstract the correspondence, he need take but one step 


further to reach the official bonds of Postmasters and mail H 


contractors. Atall events, this thing should be looked into. 
It may be that Mr. Giddings can explain these circumstan- 
ces to the satisfaction of the public. Itis certainly due to 


the character of the House of Representatives that he | 


L°OCCIDENT.”” 
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tend every consideration and kindness-to them. It | 


July 5, 


š 7 > 
raised a certain suspicion, against a member of the 
House. The question was put to the House. 
whether this was a question of privilege. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grppines] now brings 
forward an article made in a newspaper against 
the member himself—charging him, as the news- 
paper states, and as the gentleman states, with a 
high offence. Following the precedents to which 
reference has been made, the Chair rules that ie 
is for the House to decide whether the case pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Giv- 
Dines] is a question of privilege or not. 

Mr. TOOMBS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. He did so, he said, because he knew of 
no other mode of getting at a judgment except by 
an appeal. He knew, he said, that the predecessor 
of the present Speaker of the House evaded the 
question in the same way, and with reference to 
the same gentlerfian. The rules of the House 
provided that when a question,was made, it should 
be decided by the Chair. The Speaker was the 
organ of the House. He was to decide in the first. 
instance, and the House would overrule his decis- 
ion if it was wrong. But the idea that the House 
were a tribunal, independent of the action of the 
Chair, to which any member might submit a 
question which he might declare to be a question 
of privilege, and by means of which character 
precedence was to be given to it over all other 
business, was a doctrine to which he (Mr, T.y 
could not assent. If it was declared that it 
was not the province of the Speaker to decide 
prima facie . ; 

Mr. ALLEN interposed, and, addressing the 
Speaker, inquired whether the appeal was deba- 
table. He(Mr. A.) had no dbjection to the debate 
proceeding if it was in order. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is debatable. 

Mr. WENTWORTH referred to the case of 
: Mr. Sawyer and the correspondent of the ‘‘L'ri- 
bune,’’ of which the House had taken cognizance, 
as involving the same principle upon which the 
House was now called to decide. 

Mr. TOOMBS, in support of his appeal, stated 
that the privileges of members of this House were 
defined by the Constitution. ‘Fhe definition was 
clear and distinct. If we are to leave this plain 
guide, the various constructions of what is 
and what is not privilege, will lead to inter- 
minable confusion. He referred to the practice 
inthe British Parliament, which allowed a wide 
latitude to these questions of privilege. But here 
the Constitution of the United States distinctly de- 
fines the privileges of members. The clause to 
which he referred, reads as follows: 


“They shall, in all cases, except treason, felony, ang 
breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest during their 


shonid bave an opportunity to do so. 
The article having been read— 
Mr. TOOMBS rose and said, I object—this is 
not a question of privilege. 
Mr. JONES. I cannot see fow it is possible 


attendance at the session of their respective Houses, and in 
going to and returning from the same ; and for any speech 
or debate in either House they shall not be questioned in 
any other place.” 

He repelled the idea that any member shall be 


Messrs. WENTWORTH and GIDDINGS 
multaneously addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER gave the floor to | 

Mr. GIDDINGS, who said: I rise to call the 


si- 


attention of the House to a question of privilege. 
Certain newspapers in 

Several Vorces: What is the question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippincs] states that he has risen to a ques- 
tion of privilege. The gentleman will state the 
question, 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) In certain 
newspapers published in Boston and New York, | 


a charge of official misconduct has been made |; 
against myself as a member of this House, in rela- |! 


tion’ to the public archives. I-hold in my hand | 
one of those articles, which appeared in the Boston 
Atlas. 

Several Voices: Speak louder. It is impossible | 
to hear you. | 


Mr. JONES, (to the Chair.) I submit to the || 


Chair, whether this question of a newspaper arti: 
cle is a question of privilege? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the House will hear 
me. 

Criss: Go on! goon! . i 

Mr. JONES pressed his inquiry upon the Chair.’ 

The SPEAKER, (in reply to Mr. Jones.) The 
Chair carnot determine whether this is a question 
of privilege or not, until the gentleman has stated 
what the question is. 

Mr. JONES said, if the question was not one of | 
privilege, he should insist upon the enforcement of 
the rule. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, 


me. 


j 
i 
f 
H 
i 


i 


3. I hope the House will hear |! 
Gentiemen will bear me witness that 1 have } 


never failed in the cases of other members to ex- 


w 


for a question of privilege to be made out of this 
article. It has no reference to the House. It has 
nothing to do with the House. Itis a matter en- 
tirely between the newspaper editor—or the au- 
thor of the article—and the gentlemen charged 


| with improper conduct about these papers. I can- 


ñot perceive how this is to be considered as a 


| question of privilege. I desire the Speaker to 


state whether the Chair does so consider it. 
The SPEAKER. As regards the question 
whether matters of this description are questions 


of privilege or not, the Chair will state that the | 
Speaker is aware of only two cases within his | 


knowledge where the question has been presented. 
One of these cases occurred -in the twenty-ninth 
Congress—the other. in the thirtieth Congress. 
Tn each of these cases the question was submitted 
to the House, the Chair having held in each in- 
stance that the question was one to be decided not 


| by the Chair, but by the House. Gentlemen who 


were members of the twenty-ninth Congress will 
recollect the case of the charge made in a news- 


paper by Mr. Heiss against a member from Massa- f 
chusetts, [Mr. Hudson.] That gentleman brought | 
The same point | 


the question before the House. 
of order was made then that is now made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] and the 
question was submitted to the House whether it 
was or was nota question of privilege. During 
the thirtieth Congress, gentlemen who were mem- 
bers of that body will recollect that a gentleman 
from Massachusetts rose in his place and stated 
that common rumor made a certain charge, or 


allowed to raise a question of privilege, whenever 
he was assailed by the newspaper writers. He 
expressed his opinion that there was scarcely to 
be found a single member of the House who hat 
not keen impugned by these writers, either in his 
conduct or his motives. We have no other rule, 
by which to determine questions of privilege, but 
that contained in the clause of the Constitution 
which he had read. He knew of no other privi- 
leges enjoyed by members, than those which were 
specified in this clause. The gentleman from Ohio 
had not been arraigned, his conduct had not been 
called in question, for any ‘speech or debate” in 
the House. He had not been arrested. With refer- 
| ence to these newspaper attacks, he was entitled 
to no privilege which was not common to all the 
members. When he was assailed in this manner, 
he could resort to the courts of law. They were 
open to him, as they were open to all. This 
House ought to &sume no jurisdiction in cases 
which do not come within the meaning of the con- 
stitutional provision. We have none of these ex- 
clusive privileges which belong to the members of 
the British Parliament. > 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (Mr. Toomss 
yielding the floor,) desired to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia, under which clause of the Consti- 
tution, or what construction of privilege, the ap- 
pointment of a select committee to inquire into 
the conduct of the Secretary of War was war- 
ranted. & 

Mr. TOOMBS replied, that the select committee 
had not been raised on any question of privilege, 
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but at the expressed desire of the Secretary him- 
self. The privileges of members are sufficiently 
defined by the Constitution. He conceded that 
the libelous tendency of the newspaper press, that 
“ chartered libertine,” had increased to an extent 
greatly to be condemned; but he saw no ground 
on which any member could claim exemption from 
the assaults of the press, while all the other mem- 
bers were left exposed to them. 

He referred to a case to show that the British Par- 
liament brought within the range of privilege, ques- 
tions which we could not entertainas such; because 
the privileges of members of Parliament are‘unde- 

‘fined. The British Parliament does not define thé 
privileges of its members; while ours are clearly 
defined by the Constitution, which clearly states 
in what particular cases protection is deemed ne- 
cessary. 

As to this practice of assailing members of Con- 
gress, it was not confined to Boston, The press 
throughout the whole country assumed the liberty 
of impugning the acts and motives of individuals, 
and exercised it to a degree so unwarranted as to 
call for the interposition either of law or of the 
horsewhip. The newaepaper press libels every- 
body. He knew of no one who was exempt from 
abuse. But in this case there is no charge that 
any member of the House had been called to ac- 
count for anything done by him during his attend- 

“ance in the House. The House could not interpose 
its power in punishing these attacks on individual 
members for acts which were committed out of 
doors, without violating the Constitution. If the 
House takes on itself the right to define what are 
the privileges of its members, it must keep within 
the limits of the Constitution, and shape its pro- 
visions in accordance with it. 

Mr. BAKER made some remarks in support of 
the appeal, because he looked on it as the only 
way to get a decision of the House on the subject. 
He hoped that the House and the Chair would 
indicate that there was no way of preventing these 
assaults by newspaper writers, on the principle 
laid down by the gentleman from Georgia. Right- 
fully or wrongfully, the press will take the liberty 
to interfere with our proceedings, both here and at 
home. He contended that the House had nothing 
to do with matters relating only to a dispute be- 
tween an individual and the press. While he 


` would, at all times, be ready and very glad to hear 


* 


‘any explanation which the gentleman from Ohio 


might feel himself called on to offer, he would be | 


strongly opposed to the appointment of a commit- 
tee, or to the action of the House upon it, as a 


question of privilege. He objected to the House | 


assuming the power to take cognizance of cases 
of this character, Hecould not see the necessity 
for the interference of the House, in every case in 
which an individual considers that his character 
has been implicated by a slander on the part of the 
newspaper press. 

He referred to the proceedings of the House in 
the case of Mr. Sawyer, who was lampooned by 
a letter-writer in the New York Tribune. Mr. 
Sawyer was charged with a breach of good man- 
ners, during the session of the House, perhaps a 

„breach of good taste. [Here there was a sort of 
side exclamation of ‘ Sausages.”] The House 
did go into proceedings in this case. But there 
was a clear distinction to be drawn between the 
case of Mr. Sawyer and that now under considera- 
tion. Then there was a charge against a member 
for an act committed while the Flouse was in ses- 
sion, and the individual who brought forward the 
charge was a letter-writer who had been admitted 
to the privilege of the floor, and, while enjoying 
this privilege, had written and published this 
charge; and this was the reason why the House 
permitted an investigation of this charge. There 
was, therefore, a plain distinction between the 
case of Mr. Sawyer and that now under consider- 
ation, 

He concluded with declaring that he had every 
disposition to give the gentleman from Ohio an 
opportunity to defend himself against the charge 
which had been made against him in any way in 
which he could do so with propriety. But he 


. could not consent to take up the matter as a vio- 


lation of any of the privileges of members of this 
House, believing, with the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, that the House could not take cognizance of 
the subject consistently with its constitutional ob- 
ligations. 

Mr. HILLIARD said he entirely concurred with 


: - 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] that 


the Chair must, in the first place, determine wheth- 
er this was a question of privilege; and if it were 
not decided to be a question of privilege, as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio considered itto be, the gentleman 
could not go on, but could at once be compelled to 
take his seat. While he appreciated the delicacy of 
the Speaker in declining to construe the privilege of 
a member of the House, and in referring the ques- 
tion to the decision of the House, it was obvious 
that until the Chair made a preliminary decision, 
there could be no subsequent decision made by 
the House. Whatever the decision of the Chair 
might be upon the question, it would then be for 
the House to acquiesce in it, or, if appeal were 
taken, to determine the question, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

But over and above this, he entirely concurred 
with his friend from Georgia in his opinion that 
this was not a question to be considered by the 
House. He sympathized with the gentleman 
from Ohio in the indignation which he felt against 
the author of the charge, whoever he might be; 
but although it was a matter which affected their 
sensibilities, it was not, in his opinion, one on 
which the power of the House could be brought 
to bear. It was an anonymous publication, he 
understood; no one was responsible for it; the 
House were called to raise a select committee to 
look into a publication made by an anonymous 


person, because it happened to relate to a member* 


of this House! He hoped the House would rise 
to a sense of its dignity—of its character. If the 


charge had been made by an officer of one of the | 


departments—by a person in direct ‘contact with 
‘the Government—it might then present a proper 
subject for investigation; but the publication being 
merely anonymous— 

Mr. SWEETSER interposed, and (the floor 
being yielded for explanation) said that this right 
of privilege or courtesy, whatever it might be, that 
was extended to members of Congress, was not 
extended to them alone. This charge imputed to 
his colleague that in the exercise of the right con- 
ceded to him of examining the public papers, he 
had extracted papers from the department. Now, 
he put the case to the gentleman from Alabama, 
if a member of the profession to which he (Mr. 
S.) belonged-—if a lawyer who had the right—not 
conceded to other citizens—of access in all the 
courts in which he practiced, to have access to 
the papers should be guilty of abstracting such 


| papers, he submitted whether he would be left to 


the ordinary punishment for larceny only? The 
gentleman from Alabama knew very well that in 


| such a case the court would take summary pro- || 


cess and expel him at once. It seemed to him 
that this was a similar case. 


Mr. HILLIARD said that the remark of the 


| gentleman related to the course which it would Ve 


proper for the House to pursue if it took cogni- 
zance of the question, and if the charge was found 
to hetrue. He(Mr. H.) admitted that the House 
might make such a disposition of the subject as 
the gentleman from Ohio, by way of analogy, had 
suggested, and if they believed that any member 
of the House had been guilty of conduct such as 


| required his expulsion, they could make an inves- 


tigation, because that was a matter which affected 


| the dignity of the body itself. He could not, how- 
| ever, beliéve that this House was called upon-to 


investigate irresponsible charges made by an anon- 
ymous person. In the case cited by the gentle- 
mani, the court would, as the gentleman had stated, 
have the right, by a summary remedy, to protect 


itself and remove from the bar the offending mem- |! 


ber; and this House had the same right of privi- 
lege in a similar case. But a court would not allow 
its time to be consumed in investigating charges 
made against a member of the bar by an irrespon- 
sible person. : 

Mr. SWEETSER. That is the precise ques- 
tion which my colleague desires to bring to the 
attention of the House. He is charged through 
the public newspapers with having extracted 
public documents from the departments. Asa 


member of this Congress he desires to submit to | 


the House whether he is fit to occupy a seat on 


this floor, which would bea question as long as | 


this charge remained against him uninvestigated. 


| T have no doubt that he is willing to go the whole 


length and breadth of the case, and submit to the 
decision of the House the question whether he 


shall occupy a séat-in this House; and-if: he: is 
proved. guilty of the crime charged against him, 
he will vacate his. seat. © Aripi pi 

Mr. HILLIARD resumed; Suppose’a charge 
were to be brought against the gentleman: from 
some other : irresponsible- quarter, should “the 
House take jurisdiction of that? -And if another 
still were made, in the same way, should «the 
House investigate that, and-so on? He submitted. 
there must ‘be a sense-of dignity onthe part of 
the House, which could ‘sustain ‘itself. without 
responding to every floating charge: ` A:member 
of Congress should stand upon his dignity, poised 
upon his reputation, and not condescend © to: no» 
: tice, much less ask the House to notice, ‘all the 
newspaper charges made against him. 

He repeated, he sympathized with the gentle- 
man from Ohio in the indignation which he felt. 
| But they would never escape such investigations 
if they entered into them upon all the charges 
made against each member. 3 

He submitted, therefore, that the gentleman 
from Georgia was right in insisting that the Chair 
decide in the first instance. It.was equally right 
that the House should determine whether it was 
a question of privilege upon an appeal taken. : Aw 
he believed there was not a desire to protract de- 
bate, and as he believed this would be the señti- 
ment of the House, he would move- to lay: the 
whole subject on the table. If, however, the gen- 
tleman from Ohiv wished to speak, and: if :hecould 
yield the floor to him, he would withdraw: the’ 
motion with great pleasure. - ` ; 

Mr. MORSE addressed the Chair. ia 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
‘man from Alabama [Mr. Hixxrarp] can only. be 
| made with reference to the appeal from the decis- 
| ion of the Chair; because that is now the only 
question before the House. The motion, there- 
fore, affects the appeal only. a : 

Mr. HILLIARD. Then upon the question of 
the appeal, I move the previous question. ‘ 

Mr. McCLERNAND (who was recognized by 
the Chair) appealed to the gentleman from Ala- 
| bama [Mr. Hizyiarp] to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS addressed the Chair. 

Some conversation followed. x 

The SPEAKER said that if the demand. for 
the previous question was withdrawn, the: gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. McCiernanp,] who had 
| been recognized by the Chair, would,be entitled to 
j the floor. Does the gentleman from Alabama 


LIARD,) Withdraw the demand for the previous 
question? : a 

Mr. HILLIARD. 1 do not withdraw it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Willnotjhe gentleman 
| withdraw the motion for a few moments? I will 
pledge myséIf to renew it. : 

Mr. HILLIARD declined to withdraw the 
| motion. T 

Several voices. Then vote it down, 

Mr. BURT was understood to say, that as he 
had not been in his seat at the moment the gentle-” 
j man from Ohio, [Mr. Gupines] brought this mat- 
ter to the attention of the House,he (Mr.:B.) 
wished to know whether: thevarticle had been 
written by any reporter or letter-writer-— 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Itis not in order 
| now.to make any remarks or inquiries upon the 
subject. . 

he SPEAKER then put the question, “Is 
there a second to the demand for the previous 
i question ?”’ 
| The vote was—ayes 65, noes 63. 
| Mr. BOYD called for tellers, (who were ordered.) 
Messrs. Woop, of Ohio, and CLINGMAN, of 
| North Carolina, were appointed. : 
| And the vote having been again taken, stood— 
i ayes 59, noes 68. 
| “So the House refused to second the demand for 
| the previous question. - R 
| The question recurring on the appeal— 
| Mr. McCLERNAND resumed the floor. 
i question, he said, presents itself in two aspects: 
i first, as a question of privilege; and, secondly, as 


‘The 


a question of propriety or order—— si 
r. JONES, (interposing.) Irise to a question 

of order. The appeal before the House is upon 

the question, whether the Speaker shall decide 

this question to bea question of privilege, or not... 

| submit to the Chair that as this appeal charges 
nothing, it does not open the- merits: of the ques- 

|| tion to debate. pi tag Ss 


i 


(continued the Speaker, addressing: Mr. >Hi... - 
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. The SPEAKER. Inthe. opinion of the Chair, 
the question is only debatable so far. as it relates 
to the propriety of the decision of the Chair. The 
merits. of: the question are not-open to debate'on 
the appeal. The debate must be confined to the 
propriety of the. decision of the Chair. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Thatis to say, whether 

“itis competent for the Chair to- take jurisdiction of 
the motion as a.question of privilege? 

“Fhe SPEAKER. © Whether the Speaker shall 
submit to the House whether this is a question of 
privilege, or shall decide that question himself. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ell, sir, upon that 
point I have nothing to say. 

Mr. McC. took his seat. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, said, he had a single 
word to say. He thought it was proper that the 
Chair should submit the question to the decision 
of the House—for the reason that it was the House 
itself that was concerned in the decision of the 
question, not the member from Ohio, [Mr. Gio- 
pives:| This consideration would govern the 
-vote he (Mr. H.) should give in favor of submit- 
ting the question to the House, as it was one that 


involved the character of the body. If there was | 


a member here who had been guilty of the act 
charged against the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Guppines,] the House ought to know it; and when 
any charge of this kind was made, it was compe- 
tent, in his (Mr. H.’s) judgment, for a member to 
submit it to the House. 


if it came in such a shape as that, if true, it would 
detract from. the character of the member, it was 
-competent for the House to say so; and it was no 
part of the business of the Speaker to determine a 
question: involving the honor and character of the 
body. It was a question for the House, and the 
House alone, to decide. Entertaining this view, 
he should vote accordingly. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the appeal be laid 
on the table, and asked the yeas and nays on that 
motion, 

« Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, appealed to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Van Dye] to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VAN DYKE declined to withdraw. 

Mr. BAKER desired to put an inquiry to the 
` Speaker. It was understood to be, whether a mo- 
tion would be in order that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Guppives] have leave to make an ex- 
planation ? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
gentleman from Ohio can make an explanation. 
Mr. BAKER. 


be given. 
Objection „was made. 
The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and the 


gentleman can proceed only by unanimous con- 
sent. The question, therefore, is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Van 
Dyxz,] that the appeal be laid upon the table. 
And (continued the Speaker) before that ques- 
tion is put, the Chair will state its decision. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gropines] rose to a 
question of privilege, and produced before the 
House a statement from a newspaper, 
upon him a high offence. 
question of privilege. 
cussed the appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
have considered the question with reference to the 
privileges of a member of the House. Upon the 
question of appeal, the question wheth 


of the Chair, involved. But the Chair did not en- 
tertain the motion as involving the privilege of a 
member, not the privilege of the House. An ar- 
ticle, contained in a newspaper, against a member 
of the House, does not, in the opinion of the 
Chair, violate the privileges of a member of the 
House, but it is a question involving the privileges 
of the House, as to the conduct of one of its 
members. And if the question were submitted 


whether an anonymous communication in a news. | 


paper was a question of privilege or not, that is 
not‘ question for the Chair to decide. The extent 
to which the Chair has made.any decision is this: 
that where a member rises on this floor, and brings 
before the House a matter involving a question of 
privilege, either as regards a member of the House 
or the House itself, the question must be enter- 
tained by the Chair, and submitted to the House 
to determine whether it is a question of privilege 
ornot. The decision of the Chair goes to this 


If the Elouse should de- | 
cide that, in its judgment, the charge was true, or, | 


I hope unanimous consent will | 


charging 
He submitted it as a Í 
Gentiemen who have dis- |! 


i Dp! $ 4 er itis a |: 
question of privilege or not, is not, in the opinion | 


|| question, the gentleman from Alabama and the 
| House should have allowed the friends of. the 


| gentleman from Ohio to meet them. 


extent—no further. The Chair would not enter- 
tain every. motion which.a member might think 
proper to say was a question of privilege; but it 
is the duty of the Chair to see that the matter re- 
lates to the privileges either of the House, or of a 
member of the House. When it does so, then, 
under the precedents, the Speaker holds it to be 
his duty to entertain it as a question of privilege, 
to the extent of submitting it to the House, wheth- 
er it is a question: of ‘privilege or not, as was 
done in the cases cited in the 29th and 30:h Con- 
gress. : 

Mr. BURT.. The Chair-has stated his reasons. 
I should be very glad if he would inform.the House 
whether an appeal was not taken from a decision 
similar to that the Speaker has this morning made, 
when the gentleman from Massachusetts had the 
honor to preside over the House, and what was 
the vote on that appeal ? 

Mr. WINTHROP said, with the permission of 
the honorable member from South Carolina and 
i| of the House, he would state that an appeal from 
ila similar decision was made by the gentleman 
i| from Virginia, the present chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means, and withdrawn upon 
a precisely similar explanation to that now made 
by the Chair, in which he (Mr. W.) cordially 
! acquiesced. ` 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. Sre- 
vens, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Jones were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 102. 

A count of the negative not being insisted upon— 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
was decided in the affirmative. 

The appeal was therefore laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the point now re- 
curred to be decided by the House, whether the 
question should be received as a question of privi- 


lege. 

“Mr-TOOMBS. I should like to know how the 
question is submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit it to 
the House precisely as it was submitted in the 
| twenty-ninth Congress. The question decided 
then was, whether or not the case presented. in- 
volved a question of privilege. 

Mr. ALLEN said, he would detain the House 
but a few minutes. He rejoiced that the sense of 
justice of this House had induced them to reject 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES interposed, and inquired what was 
the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER replied that the question was 
whether the subject brought before the House in- 
volved a question of privilege. 

Mr. JONES inquired if that was a debatable 
Question? It was a question of priority of busi- 
ness, and under the rules, as he understood them, 
must be decided—whether by the House or by 
the Speaker—without debate. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair thought the 
| question was debatable. It was for the House to 
consider and decide whether it was a question of 
privilege. : 
| Mr. ALLEN (resuming) said, he rejoiced that 
| the motion for the previous question, made upon 
i! this side of the House, after several gentlemen 
i| opposed to admitting the question of privilege 
of the gentleman from Ohio, and before any friend 
of that gentleman had had the opportunity of 
speaking in his behalf—had not been seconded. 
He rejoiced that the sense of justice of the House 
prevailed, and the previous question was refused. 

Mr. HILLIARD (the floor being yielded by 
i Mr. A. for explanation) said he was sure that the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts did not desire to 
|| Misstate the matter. He’ (Mr. H.) had moved 
the previous question on the appeal from the 
Speaker’s decision. If the previous question were 
seconded, and the appeal were passed upon, the 
other questions would still remain open as they 
| now were. When he had moved the previous 
question, he had explicitly stated that he would 
i, withdraw it, if he could give the floor to the gen- 
: tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN (resuming) insisted that several 
| gentlemen having spoken on the other side of the 


it 


j 
li 
i 
1 


li 


He -proceeded to `say, that he was somewhat 


' surprised ,that. the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 


Toomss,] who had himself presented the. applica- 
tion to this. House for an investigation into the 
conduct of the Secretary of War—an investigation 
founded upon newspaper reports and common 
rumor merely—should be the first to rise in his 
seat, and resist an investigation touching a point 
involving not only the character of a member. of 
this House, but the character of. the body itself. 
There could be no question, he apprehended, that 
the House had the power to investigate this mat- 
ter; and the assumption of the opposite, carried 


“members to this length, that no matter how grave a 


charge was made against membersof this House— 
no matter by what proof sustained, if it was: not 
for words spoken in debate, this House could not 
investigate it. He contended that if a charge was 
made against a’ member of the House, touching 
his official duty, or growing out of his official acts 
and relations, of such a character that, if sus- 
tained, it would require them to purge themselves, 
by the expulsion of the member, it was not only 
their right, but their duty to have an investiga- 
tion, And the only question was, whether the 
charge came in such a form to be worthy of the 
ear and of the attention of the House. Now, he 
submitted that the charge did come in such a form 
as, in his judgment, authorized and required the 
appointment of a select committee to examine the 
facts, not to occupy weeks and months in the in- 
vestigation, as the select committee upon the con- 
duct of the head of one of the departments had 
done, but to institute a reasonable examination of 
facts, to enable the House to decide whether it 
was their duty to expel the member or to. acquit 
him. This charge came from a paper having a 
circulation throughout the country, and not alone 
from an influential paper in Boston, but it had 
been published in one in New York, and he knew 
not how many others had: circulated it. He un- 
derstood—he spoke here without proof—but he 
appealed to the knowledge of many members on 
his side of the House, whether this charge had 
not only been made and repeated by the public 
press, but whether it had not been circulated from 
member to member in private conversation, not 
for a few days only, but for weeks and months, 
for he (Mr. A.) had been told by a member of 
this House, that, in company with other mem- 
bers, he had heard this charge repeated weeks and 
months ago. It had also gone abroad to all parts 
of the United States, and was calculated to pro- 
duce an unfavorable impression upon the gentle- 
men; and thus, if uncontradicted, or, if it should 
prove true, reprobated by the House, to injure the 
character of this body. 

He hoped that an investigation would go for- 
ward. He hoped, that having, after a laborious 
investigation by a committee, been occupied for a 
week or ten days upon the investigation of a mat- 
ter touching the conduct of the Secretary of War 
—a matter not so closely connected with his public 
duties as was this with the duties of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, as a member of the: House—they 


| would now have as much regard for the honor of 


a member of the House, and of the House itself, 

Mr. JONES interposed, and made the point of 
order, that the question before the House was 
whether the gentleman from Ohio had risen toa 
question of privilege; that that was the only ques- 


į tion for the House to decide; and that this debate 


touching the merits of the charge made upon the 
gentleman from Ohio was not in order. 
. The SPEAKER stated that the question was, 


| whether the matter should be considered as in- 


volving a question of privilege, and requested the 


i gentleman from Massachusetts to confine himself 


to that point simply. 

Mr. ALLEN observed, that whether it was 
a question of privilege depended in some degree 
upon the nature of the charge that had been made; 
but to accommodate himself to the views of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, he would endeavor to 
confine his remarks to the question directly before 
the House. He would not further trespass upon 
time of the Fouse, except to add a single werd. 

The apprehension which had been expressed, 
that if they took jurisdiction of this charge they 
might be occupied by one charge after another, he 
hoped, would not deter them from an investiga- 
tion of this charge and a vindication of the honor 
and character of the House, in all cases. He 
trusted that no man would set the honor of the 


* 
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House against a little time. He expressed the be- 
lief, however, that such a course—of promptly 
meeting such charges—would not conduce toa 
waste of time. He did not ask the House to in- 
vestigate every charge which might be thrown out 
against individual members; it might be left to the 
general cha-acter and standing of members to 
shake off imputatiohs in most cases. But where 
it was directly charged that'a member had availed 
himself of the privilege of a member of Congress 
feloniously, fraudulently to abstract papers from 
ove of the departments, it constituted a matter 
which involved the reputation of the House, and 
should be investigated. ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he rose to state an 
opinion, rather than go into an argument. In one 
aspect there was. no doubt in his mind but that 
the point made by the member from Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippines,] was a question of privilege—a matter 
affecting the privileges of the House. What were 
the facts? 

It-appeared that some anonymous correspondent 
of the “ Boston Atlas,? in a communication pub- 
lished in that paper, had charged the gentleman 
from Ohio, with having abstracted certain papers 
from the archives of the Post Office Department— 
in other words, with having committed a felony, 
for which the accused might be judicially tried and 
punished. ` 

Now, this was an imputation against the gentle- 
man from Ohio as a private individual—it was an 
accusation impeaching him in his private and not 
in his public capacity; and as such was not cog- 
nizable as a question of privilege. The gentleman 
from Ohio was left, in that particular, to pursue his 
remedy in a court of justice, where full redress 
could be obtained if the imputation ‘was libelous, 
as doubtless it was. A different rule would-make 
any one liable to the order and authority of this 
House who might do any personal injury to the 
person, property, or character of. a member, 
which is not to be thought of. : 

But what next?) The correspondent not only 
charges the gentleman from Ohio with abstract- 
ing papers from the Post Office Department, with 
a felonious intent, but he also charges him with 
having knowingly franked these papers under cover 
to. Oberlin, Ohio. Here a second offence was 
charged, which does in fact involve a question of 
privilege—a second offence, because the use of 
the franking privilege under such circumstances 
was an abuse and prostitution of the privilezge—a 
violation of the law which conferred the privilege. 
Upon this ground Mr. McC. would vote to decide 
the point raised by the gentleman from Ohio to be 
a question of privilege. 

Ít had been stated, however, that the charges 
preferred against the gentleman from Ohio were 
unvouched—were irresponsible. Not so. It 
was true that the charges were over an anonymous 
signature, but it was equally true that they had 
been published; and the publisher of the paper, 
the “ Atlas,” was responsible for the publication. 
By publishing the charges he adopted them; they 
became his act, for which he is justly and legally 
liable. He repeated, therefore, that he would treat 
the matter as a question of privilege. 

Mr. MORSE did not think time would be 
misspent in discussing to some extent this subject 
of privilege. - He had heretofore had occasion to 
look into it. He thought there had grown up in 
this country, with reference to this subject of priv- 
ilege, one of the most monstrous abusesof power 


in Jegislative bodies of which he had ever known. - 


He would not, with the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. McCurrnanp,] undertake to discuss the 
question, whether this charge was from a. re- 
sponsible source or not, or whether it was against 
the gentleman from Ohio in his official or in his 
private capacity. He said that if the charge had 
been made by a member of this House in his offi- 
cial capacity, it would be no breach of privilege, 
and this House had no authority to bring any man 
in America before its bar to answer to a self-con- 
stituted tribunal, as it would be, for a breach of 
privilege, and punish him. If the author of that 
article had done more, if he had met the gentleman 
from Ohio on Pennsylvania avenue and cudgeled 
him, it would have been no breach of the privilege 
of a member of this House... He held with the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and be went 
far beyond him: the Constitution of the United 
States had secured. to members of Congress exemp- 
tion from arrestand irresponsibility for words spo- 


ken, and some other privileges. accorded to them, 
for the purpose of enabling. them to discharge their 
public.daties: but this House could not judge and 
punish for an infringement of any- of these privi- 
leges.. Ifa member of the House was subpoenaed 
before a petty justice ofthe peace, he had the right 
to plead that he was privileged from arrest, and 
that wasa- question of law which the justice of 
the. peace, -or any other officer before whom he 
might be. arraigned, would decide; and whether 


the decision was right or wrong, this House had 


no right to constitute itself into a legal tribunal to 
punish such officer for contempt. Suppose, on 
his return home, he were to ve arrested, and brought 
before a legal tribunal: he should exhibit before 
the judge his certificate of election, and plead the 
privileges expressly secured to him as a member 
of Congress in the discharge of his duties, repre- 
senting seventy thousand of his fellow-citizens, 
and should demand a release—and the judge would 
probably grant it upon the hearing of the facts. 
But suppose the judge, from some reason or other, 
was not satisfied that he wasa member of Congress,- 
or, being satisfied, chose to continue him in arrest: 
there seemed to be growing the idea that upon 
such a state of facts, this House could send for 
the judge, bring him up, constitute themselves 
into a tribunal for his trial, hear evidence, ransack 
the country, and bring persons and papers from 
all parts of it, and punish the jadge. There was 
no such power conferred upon them by the Con- 
stitution. g 
This House had no more right to arrogate it to 


such prerogatives than had the members of a jj 


jockey club, or the crowd who attended a horse 
race. They had the right to put out of the Hall 
those who should disturb the proceedings of the 
body, and they had the other privileges to which 
he had referred; but he had yet to find one line in 
the Constitution which extended the power and 
privileges of this House one inch further. 

But it was said they owed it to the dignity of 
the House to examine into the case when any one 
of its members was assailed. He apprehended 
if the House was satisfied that one of its mem- 
bers had done a thing unworthy of a member of 
this body, and of its own accord saw fit to ex- 
amine and punish him, they had the power; but 
that was a very different thing from lending itself 
to every miserable charge of an editor, to be fol- 
lowed, perhaps, by sending to Boston or New 
York to bring persons and papers. He hoped 
the character of the gentleman from Ohio was 
such—he had no reason to doubt it, and he hoped 
the character of every other member of the House 
was sufficiently clear and pure from every public 
imputation—that he could regard with indifference 
and scorn all the petty attacks of the newspaper 


press. He apprehended, with the gentleman from | 


Georgia, that if they were thus to extend the limits 
of their power and privilege, and lend themselves 
to these inquisitions, they would have little else to 
do, and the friends of California would look Jong 
and anxiously for any action of Congress on that 
subject; and he did not know but those who were 
opposed to acting upon her admission might vote 
to institute investigations singulatim, seriatim, and 
indioduatim; into the charges and slanders which 
might be found against each member, in the public 
press throughout the.country. The House had 
no such power. He hoped the occasion would be 
taken to ascertain and lay down the limits to this 
monstrous doctrine of privileges. 

A member was not responsible for words spoken 
in debate. What was the meaning of this? 
could not be sued, or brought before a tribunal to 
answer for them. Wherever he was sued, the 
judge would see whether the words were spoken 
m the proper and legitimate discharge of his du- 
ties, or whether he had taken advantage of bis 
official position to slander any person.” In this 
way the quo animo would be ascertained, and 
whatever decision the court might arrive at, the 
House had. nothing to do with it. This was one 


of those doctrines which had been enforced by the” 


English Parliament—the highest tribunal on the 
other side of the water—and which, without 
rhyme or reason, had been ingrafied upon the 
institutions of Republican America in this legisla- 
tive body. 


He disclaimed being actuated by any unkind | 
feelings toward the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 


Giwpines.]_ If he (Mr. M.) believed that the 
‘character of that gentleman had suffered by an 


He | 


anonymous attack in a newspaper,.or that the dig- 
nity-of the body had suffered. by such van: attack, 
he would be the last man to refuse: such ah inve: 
tigation... And if the gentleman from Ohio woi 

rise ir hif place and say that. he felt his character 
had been injured, and that he asked an. investiga- 
tion at the hands of. the House, he. (Mr. M:) 
would very likely vote, as a favor, to accord such 
an investigation to. him, as he had done in thecase 
of the Secretary.of War. :- But when the demand 
was made as a constitutional .right—when. it-was 
contended that whenever a member. might: have 
been charged by a newspaper with crime, miste- 
meaner, or other offence, the House was to orean- 
ize itself into a court-of justice, to send ifor pér- 
sons and papers, and to try that issue, he felt it to 
be his duty to resist it. : f 

Mr. SWEETSER said, Mr. Speaker, my col- 
league [Mr. Giopincs] bas called the attention 
of the House to an article inthe ‘* Boston Atlas,” 
which imputes to him a grave charge; if true, an 
offence:which should- expel him from this Hall, 
and render him infamous among men, ‘ 

The charge is, that my. colleague, availing him- 
self of aright which he has as a member of Con- 
gress, had access to. the official files of. the Post 
Office Department, and whilst in possession of the 
papers in relation to the post office at Oberlin, 
Ohio, he surreptitiously extracted certain papers 
therefrom, which have been sent to Oberlin, un- 
der his official frank, contrary to the: .wishes.of 
the Post Office Department, and in. violation of the 
confidence which his official station conferred: , 

This is a grave charge, and one, if true, which 
renders my colleague unworthy of either private 
or public confidence, and should expel him from 
this Hall. The object of my colleague in calling 
! the attention of the House to the charge, is doubt- 
|! tess to have the House vindicate itself, by prompt 
action, in ascertaining the truth of the charge and 
purging itself from an unworthy and criminal 
member; or if the charge should prove false 
| and malicious, to visit the offender with such pun- 
ishment as is known to belong to parliamentary 
bodies. 

The ground has been assumed and argued, 
that the article alluded to does not bring the case 
within the provisions of the Constitution, which 
defines and enumerates the privileges of ‘the 
members of this House. The Constitution does 
define the privileges of the members of) this 
House, and it is true that this case does, not come 
within the purview of the enumerated, privi- 
leges. ; ue yeka 
It is also true that the Constitution, nowhere 
enumerates or defines the privileges of this House; 
| and it follows that this House has all the rights, 
‘immunities, and privileges, as a legislative branch 
| of the Government, that are known tõ belong and 
il appertain to parliamentary bodies in all civilized 
‘countries. In the absence of any constitutional 


lative body, has all the rights, so far as.the pro- 
tection of itselfand.all its members are. concerned, 
as the British Parliament. There are certain im- 
F herent and necessary rights and privileges. belong: 
il ing to all organized bodies, whieh are incident to 
their organization, and cannot be withdrawn with- 
| out destroying the existence of the body itself. 

i. Now the privilege of a member from arrest in 
| civil cases, and his immunity for words spoken 
in debate, are personal, and relate to himself in 
his individual capacity. When he convenes. with 
il the members which are necessary to constitute 
l a quorum, and an organization is effected, he 


| 
{ 
i 
i 


has, in addition to his personal privileges, the 
| privileges of the body of which he is. an ele- 
i ment, and the privileges of that body in-its ag- 
| gregate capacity. Combine those great essential 
|i rights of the whole constituency, and which ` be- 
| long only to the law-making power of a country, 
it is that rightand privelege that has been trenched 
upon in this case; and it is for the House to deter- 
i mine ina given case what action it will take in 
i order to vindicate its character, or the character of 
any member thereof; and in doing that, they may 


i 


i of action, if not as a source of power. : 3 
| If any person or persons do an act which renders 
'a member of this House infamous and prosjrates 
his influence, does not the act’affect the privileges 


of this House? ; ee EE. 
| Are we bound to sit here’ with men who have 
| violated the confidence. which attaches. to the sta- 


| 
| look to the parliamentary law and usage for rales 
| 
H 
H 
| 
| 


| restriction, I maintain that this House, as a legis- “ 
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tion they occupy? In such a case; are not the 
rights of the constituents of sucha member as ef- 
fectually destroyed, as:they would be if the mem- 
ber were actually incarcerated in a prison? It is 
true, that the imprisonment-of one member would 
‘not prevent or-break up the organization of the 
House, but the imprisonment of enough to pre- 
vent the attendance of a quorum would. When- 
ever you destroy, or render useless, an essential 
eéleniént in the construction of any organized body, 
you trench upon, and to some extent affect andin- 
jure that body as a whole; and the right. of: the 
whole body is affected, and can only be restored 
by manifesting its whole strength and action. 

I maintain, therefore, that this House owes it to. 
itself, as a parliamentary body, to vindicate itself 
and all its members from charges which render 
this body, or any of its members, infamous, and 
‘that have a direct tendency to disparage its acts 
and doings beyond a common constituency. 

The exercise of any less power than may be ne- 
cessary to accomplish that object, will fail to con- 
tinue this body in existence. 1 cannot conceive 

- how gentlemen can consent to take upon them- 
selves the high responsibilities of Representatives, 
and not-claim either for themselves, as for the 
body of which they form a part, all the rights 
known to be incident and necessary to all parlia- 
mentary bodies. 

No-public man expects to escepe from having 
his acts perverted, and even misrepresented, and 
his character traduced; but he has a right to claim 
an exemption from infamous charges, and to call 
upon the body of which he is a member to starid 
forth in its own defence. I claim that right for 
my colleague, and nothing more; and I hope this 
House will take such action as will accomplish so 
desirable an object. This charge may not affect 
my colleague at home, and -will not be believed 
generally. The effect upon him is not what I am 
contending for. I will never compromise in my 

erson those rights which appertain to the station 
p hold. If Udid, 1 should be unworthy of the con- 
stituency I represent. The-character of a Repre- 
sentative of the people, is in part the right of this 
House, and the right of his constituents; and 
whenever I surrender that right, | will vacate my 
seat upon this floor. E5 

. Mr. WOODWARD said, he was not present at 
the commencement of this discussion, and he 
might be about to present views which had already 
been urged in a satisfactory manner. He enter- 
tained a confident opinion on the question before 
the House. He had expressed that opinion two 
years ago, and reflection had confirmed him in it. 
He maintained the position which he understood 
had been laid down by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Toomss]. before he (Mr. W.) entered the 
Hall: that a member of Congress, as such, has no 
privileges, except what have been provided by the 
Constitution or by law. Parliamentary privileges 
in favor of this body no more exist by construc- 
tion than do royal privileges in favor of the Pres- 
ident. The same principle that would sustain the 
one, would equally sustain the other. Privileges 
not created by the Constitution must be created by 
law, and it was for the express purpose (and for 
no other purpose) of endowing the members of 
the Government with necessary privileges for the 
public good, and of protecting them in the enjoy- 
ment of those privileges, that exclusive legislative 
power within this District and other enumerated 
places, was conferred upon Congress. Indeed, for 
no other purpose was the District of Columbia 
created, Mr. Hamilton so says in the. Federalist 
expressly. - He says, that, for regulating the affairs 
of the people of the District, ‘of course they 
would be allowed a local legislature of their own,” 
and Congress was expected to exert its power for 
no other purpose than to protect the members of 
the Government and the public property, control- 
ling the local legislation no further than might be 
necessary for their purposes. And if it is deemed 
important that members of this body should pos- 
sess any particular privilege or exemption besides 
those mentioned in the Constitution, you should 
provide for it by law. Privileges are not to be 
put above law, because they are peculiar; on the 
contrary, their being peculiar is a reason why they 
should be construed strictly, even when created by 
law. Nor is the fact of their being peculiar any 
reason why they should be exempt from the ordi- 
nary course of judicature, and from the maxim, 
or rather fundamental principle of liberty, which 


separate legislative, judicial, and executive func- 
tions. They must be maintained like all other 
privileges, and can claim no higher protection. And 
why should it be otherwise? í 

But there are two privileges which were deemed 
of such vital importance, that the Constitution 
placed them beyond the reach of law, and the ex- 
clusive power of Congress in this District. These 
privileges do not depend on the will of Congress 
for their existence, nor could Congress abolish 
them. One is exemption of members from suit 
or indictment, for anything said in debate; and the 
‘other is exemption (except in specified cases) 
from arrest during the session of their respective 
Houses. 

Why was the last privilege deemed so sacred 

as to be made the subject of a constitutional pro- 
vision? The heads ofgepartments enjoy no such 
exemption. Even the President, comprehending 
in himself the whole of one of the!’ great inde- 
dependent departments of the Government, has 
no such privilege. Why was it so carefully se- 
cured to the humblest member of this body, and 
denied to him who stands in the place of king, 
being the giver of all the high dignitaries of State? 
Sir, (said Mr. W.,) I will state the reason why. 
“ The President is, in his individuality, a body 
politic, possessed of all his powers, wherever he be; 
in this Dastrict or out of it. He may be prisoner, 
and yet he possesses all his functions as President. 
Even within the walls of a jail he could execute 
every function of his office. Arrest or imprison- 
ment could not deprive him of any of his faculties 
asa public officer. So, too, with every cabinet 
officer. But how different with the legislative 
departments of the Government. This House 
has no official character or existence outside of 
these walls, or whatever other place may be desig- 
nated by the law for its meeting. And, within 
the walls, it is powerless without a ‘t quorum.” 
Indeed there can be no Senage or House of Rep- 
resentatives except a quorum be present. To 
prevent the attendance of a member, therefore, is 
to endanger the very existence of these bodies. 

We all know that in times past, when compen- 
sation was inconsiderable, and constituents indul- 
gent, members of representative bodies were not 
prompt in attendance. Bodies had sometimes to 
wait several days to get a ‘* quorum.” ‘Yo per- 
mit the arrest of a member, therefore, was to ex- 
pose the body itself to annihilation. And the 
framers of the Constitution wisely provided against 
the possibility of such an event, by exempting 
members from arrest during the session of their 
| respective Houses. 

But, sir, (said Mr. W.,) weshould naturally have 
expected that a privilege so peculiar, denied as it 
is, to the highest dignities of State, even to. the 
President himself, would not be carried to a greater 
extent, than was supposed necessary to effect the 
object of its creation; that is, to prevent the possi- 
ble annihilation of the legislative body. Such was 
the fact. In the Convention, the Constitution in 
its first form, provided, that members should be 
exempt from arrest, during the session of Congress. 
The word ‘ Congress” was, on motion, stricken 
out, and the words ‘their respective Houses’? 
were substituted. So the privilege of a member 
i extends to that period of time only, during which 
that particular house to which he belongs, is in 
session. The Senate being in session is no foun- 
| dation for the privilege of a member of this 
| House. The privilege is not held jointly by the 
members of both Houses, upon a condition com- 
mon to both; but is held by the members of each 


House. The session of each House confers the 
privileges upon its own members. 


“their respective Houses?’ for the word ** Con- 
gres,” shows that the privilege was not referred 
to the whole period of the session of Congress; 
the word ‘respective’ shows that the privilege 
was restricted to the time of the session of a par- 
ticular House. If this House and the Senate 
should adjourn at four o’clock this afternoon, 
neither House will be in session after that hour; 
| and yet Congress, which is made up of both 
Houses, will be in session. Is this a contradic- 
tion ? 
Congress and the session of the two Houses, are 
different things; and of those two things, that one 
upon. which the privilege in question depends, is 


the session of the Houses, and the privilege of 


irrespective of a condition peculiar to their own | 


Whilst, therefore, the substitution of the words | 


No, sir; for as I have stated, the session of || 


_ understanding of its bearings. 


| Boston newspaper. 


the member is.“ respective ’’ of the session of 
that House to which he belongs, and has no rela- 
tion to the session of the other House, or of Con- 
gress. Gentlemen must not, therefore, (said Mr. 
W.,) be surprised when I declare my conviction, 
that any member of this body is liable to arrest, 
like other persons, the moment the House adjourns; 
though to-morrow, he could claim to be discharged 
in time to attend the session that may take place 
to-morrow. And why should the privilege go 
beyond this; if the object of its creation was to 
prevent the possible annihilation of the body? 
Why should such a privilege in its greatest am- 
plitude be made sacred to this body, and be wholly 
and absolutely denied to the other departments of 
the Government? - i 

Sir, if the Constitution had not otherwise pro- 
vided, any one of us would have been liable to be 
arrested on this very floor, in your very presence, 
for any cause that renders a private individual 
liable. And if it required positive law to create 
this exemption in our favor, how much more 
would it require positive law to endow us with 
the power of bringing persons outside of this Hall 


‘into our‘presence to answer for offences against 


us? You first assume privileges without authority 
of law; you next arrogate jurisdiction to ‘punish 
the breach of those privileges, and in doing both 
these things, you are judges im your own case. 

Gentlemen have drawn a distinction between“ 
privileges of individual members and privileges of 
the body itself; and I admit that Congress has 
always recognized that distinction. But I under- 
take to say that no such lao known to 
our Constitution or laws. This House, as a body, 
has no privileges, in the strict sense of the term. # 
We can punish a member for improper conduct, 
and, by a vote of two thirds, expel a member for 
any cause whatever. But this is no matter of 
privilege; it is a jurisdiction, a faculty, expressly 
conferred by the Constitution; and whether a mo- 
tion, at this time, to inquire into the conduct of 
the honorable member from Ohio, with a view to 
his punishment, can be entertained by the Chair, 
is a question that belongs properly to rules of pro- 
cedure; a question of priority in the order of 
business. 

l have said, that this House has no privileges, 
asabody. True, you can expel an intruder, and 
claim-the exclusive possession of your Hall. But 


| this is no prerogative; it is a right you enjoy in 


common with every man and every body of men 
in christendom. Every man’s house is his castle, 
and under his own protection. 

Sir, I am not the enemy of the rights of. this 
body. My inclination is to confer upon it every 
privilege necessary to render it secure in the dis- 
charge of its duties. I would, for the people’s 
sake, protect it against disturbance and intimida- 
tion, whether by force or other means. But there 
is no excuse for doing without law what can be 
done by law. And there is the least possible ex- 
cuse in a body which can at any time make the 
law. Provide by law what shall be offences 
against this body; endow the inferior officers of the 
House with power to arrest for such offences, and 
invest the Speaker with authority, ex officio, to 
issue suitable warrants and order ,commitmepts; 
and nothing will remain to be done, that does not 
constitutionally belong to the courts of the coun- 
try. 

Mr, ROOT rose to make some remarks on this 
question. He considered it necessary that the 
House should not act upon it without a perfect 
He desired that he 
himself might be-enlightened on the subject, in 
case he had now formed opinions which were not 
correct. If he had taken up any wrong view, he 
wished that hemight be corrected. His colleague 
had laid before the House.a statement, containing 
serious charges, which implicated his character as 
an honorable nian, which had been published in a 
The Chair had recognized the 
right of his colleague to make this statement, and 
the statement was permitted to come before the 
House under the decision of the Chair, in order 
to see what course the House might deem it proper 
to take in reference to it. An appeal was then made 
from the decision of the Chair. A motion was 
then made to lay this appeal on the table. The 
vote on that motion sustained the Chair to a certain 
extent, and row that the whole question has come 
before the House for discussion, every one is at 


-liberty to range at large. He stated that he did 
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not carry his views of the privilege of members to 
the extent to which some gentlemen did. - But he 
did go for this—the right of any member when as- 
sailed, to bring the subject before the House, in 
order that the House may determine what to do 
with the case. And whatis thiscase? Hiscolleague 
had been charged with an‘act which, if true, was 
not to be justified. It was an act which reflected 
dishonor on this House, of which he was a mem- 
ber. He himself would feel ita dishonor to be 
associated with one who could be guilty of such 
an act. His colleague had been charged with 
taking papers from the Post Office Department, 
and sending them in a different direction, under his 
frank, from that which was intended forthem; and 
this was done in the office of Fitz Henry Waaren. 

Now, he desired it to be understood, tht he had 
no àcguaintence with this Mr. Fitz Henry War- 
ren. e had no intercourse with him. But no 
one could read this libelous statement which his 
colleague had submitted, without being convinced 
thatit originated with this Fitz Henry Warren. 
There were facts in it which he only could have 
known. The article must have emanated from 
Mr. Fitz Henry Warren. No other person could 
have known the facts. If his colleague had done 
what was charged against him, he deserved pun- 
ishment. It was due to the House that he should 
be dishonored if guilty—it was due to his constit- 
nents. Yes, sir, (continued Mr. R.,) and it is due 
to me that [ may not be dishonored by association 
with him on this floor. 

It was due to the House also, to know whence 
this statement originated; and if it should be found 
that it originated with an official in the depart- 
ment, he oughtto be punished. He did not intend 
to move any resolution on the subject, because he 
thought it might appear indelicate in him to take 
that course. But he hoped that some gentleman 
would introduce a resolution for the purpose of 
obtaining that fall and complete investigation 
which his colleague desired. It was due to his 
colleague that this should be done. A select com- 
mittee in the case of Mr. Crawford was raised at 
his instance. Itis admitted that he had a right 
to.ask of Congress this investigation. Had not 
his colleague an equal right? Fiad he nota right 
to ask Congress to investigate the truth or false- 
hood of this statement? He did not intend to say 
that his colleague had any exclusive right to ask 
this, because of his privilege as a member of this 
House. But ifsuch a favor was granted to the 
Secretary of War at his request, why might it not 
also be granted to his colleague at his request? 

Should it turn out that his colleague had been 
guilty of the act charged against hiin, he ought to 
be punished. But if it should prove to be a mere 
libel, and could be traced to an official of the Gov- 
ernment, the punishment ought then to fall on that 
official. . 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
be informed by the Speaker upon what the ques- 
tion would be? : 

The SPEAKER. The question now submitted 
to the House is, whether the subject-matter 
brought before the House involves a question of 
privilege for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. There is then no resolu- 
tion before the House? . 

The SPEAKER. None—and none will be in 
order until this question is disposed of. 

After a brief conversation between Mr. HARRIS, 
of Illinois, and the Speaker— 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired, he said, to be informed 
whether he was correct in. hise understanding of 
the question. He had presented certain facts as 
a question of privilege. The Speaker had decided 


that the question was to be submitted to the 
House. An appeal had been taken from that de- 
cision. He understood that the question now was 


on the appeal. 
The SPEAKER. Theappeal hasbeen disposed of. 
Mr. HARALSON. 1 hope my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Boyo] will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, as I desire to saya 
Kord in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
oor 
Me BOYD said, he did not know when the de- 
bate would be arrested, if he withdrew the demand 
for the previous question. He preferred, there- 
fore, to adhere to it. i 
The SPEAKER. The demand for the previ- 
ous question is not withdrawn. 


* 


| (Mr. 5.) might 
; motion of the gentleman from New York; but he 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Boyo} will oblige: me by with-, 
drawing the previous question for a few moments. 

Mr. BOYD. Well, I will withdraw it. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. ` : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. -Iam obliged to the gentle- 


| man. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to remark, that many 


members of the House have misunderstood my 
object in bringing this question before it. I was 
actuated by the sincerest conviction that it was 
dué to the House, that it should purge itself of 
this scandal. 1 will repeat what I said in a former 
Congress, upon a similar question. The question 
of private character—of personal security—is a 
question devolving upon every man. I never have 
brought, and I never shall bring, before this body 
a question involving the pyptection of my personal 
rights. It is solely a question of duty to the House 
itself, whether it will suffer the body to be con- 
taminated by the presence of a member capable of 
such acts as are charged in this.article. { have 
brought this matter to the consideration of the 
House, because I think (as my colleague remarks) 
that it is a duty which they owe themselves to 
inquire into it; and if the charge is found to be 
true, the House should, in my opinion, pass a 
vote of expulsion. It is a duty which they owe 
to themselves—to. the purity of the body—to its 
honor and its character—to deal with such a 
member in that way. And, I repeat, it is in that 
view only that I have brought the matter to the 
consideration of the House. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] has 
demanded thg previous question. I had hoped 
that some gentleman would have offered a reso- 
lution providing for the appointment of a commit- 
tee. I do not know that any gentleman will be 
disposed to do so. It is not for me 

Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing.) If the 
gentleman will give way, 1 will submit such a 


motion. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Gippiyes.) Does the 
gentleman yield the floor to the gentleman from 
New York? [Mr. Kine] 

Mr. GIDDINGS assented. 

Mr. KING. I will then move that the whole 
subject be referred to a select committee, with in- 
structions to investigate into the truth or falsehood 
of the charge. ; 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Kine] will pre- 
sent the question in a more tangible form than it 
would take without such a motion; the question 
will then be submitted to the House whether the 
question is one of privilege for its consideration, 
If the House determine that it is a question of 
privilege, the question then will be on agreeing to 
the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KING. I desire to say, that I should have 
made the motion at a much earlier period, but that 
I had hoped some other gentleman would have 
done so. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, submitted to the 


| Chair that the motion of the gentlemen from New 


York [Mr. Preston Kine] was not now in order. 
The only question before the House was, whether 
this was a question of privilege, or not. He 
be willing to vote ia favor of the 


(Mr. S.) desired that a vote should first be taken 
on the preliminary question. 

"Phe SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that the motion of 
the gentleman from New York can only be enter- 
tained in the event that the House decide it to be 
a question of privilege. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected to the 
reception of the motion until it was decided to- be 
a question of privilege. ; 

Mr. STRONG said he had prepared a resolution 
which he had intended to offer after the House 
should have disposed of the question which he 
supposed was preliminary. He submitted that 
the House should first decide whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio had brought forward a question of 
privilege, and, until that was decided, no other 
motion was in order. He thought it was due to 
the House that there should be a committee of in- 
vestigation, and if the House determined that it 
was a question of privilege, he would offer his 
resolution, unless the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Preston Kiwe] should prefer to adhere to 
his motion. 


The proposed resolution was read, as:follo’ 

Resolved, That a committee of five memb 
House be appointed to investigate the. charges a; 
Honorable Josuua R. Gippines, a member of this: bd 
contained in the Boston Atlas, of the 2d instant, over’ the, 
signature of “ L°Occident,”? and to make ‘report’ to this 
House of the truth or falsehood thereof, and that said com+ 
mittee have power to send for persons and papersy . < 7 

Mr. PRESTON KING withdrew. his: motion 
to give place-to the resolution. TERG 

Mr. JONES objected to. the reception of the 
resolution. ue a [a Seer: 

Some conversation followed, in:which Messrs: 
Jones, Sruruens of Georgia, and the Speaker 
participated. The two former gentlemen argued 
that the resolution of Mr. Srrone could not be 
received until the House had first determined that 
ihe subject involved a question of privilege. ” 

The SPEAKER sustained the point of order. 

And the question being on the reception of the 
resolution of Mr. Srrone as a question of privi- 
lege— 

Mr. STRONG moved the previous question, 
but withdrew the motion at request, and on pledge 
of its renewal by Ei, 
. Mr. HARALSON, wbo said: Having paid 
some attention to the subject, he had, come: tọ 
the conclusion that the charge. did not come 
before the House in that authentic, responsible 
manner which would authorize an investigation 
by the House; he should, therefore, after he had 

said a word or two, conclude by moving the pres 

vious question, in accordance with bis pledge, and, 

were he left to follow the dictates of his own judg- 

ment, he should move to Jay the whole subject on 

the table. 

What was the state of the case? A. gentleman 
came before the House with an anonymous letter 
which had found its way into the public papers, 
making certain charges against him, in which: the 
House had no particular concern, and only the 
general concern they should have at abuses.in any 
department of the Government. It was not stated 
how this matter came forward—it had no respon- 
sible authot. They were called upon to base,the 
solemn action of the House upon an anonymous 
letter—it not being even alleged that the writer had 
a seat as a reporter or a correspondent on this 
floor. If this- were decided to.be a question of 
privilege, he concurred in the idea which had beén 
expressed by other gentlemen, that.they would be 
very likely to have their whole time consumed 
with questions of privilege. : sd 

It was true that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mrs 
Roor,] had said that no man could doubt. that the 
charge had originated in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. But that was not directly stated: he did 
not understand the gentleman from Ohio as char- 
ging that it had come from the Second Assisiant 
Postmaster General. i 

Mr. ROOT explained, that the gentleman had 

misunderstood him; he had not intended to con- 
vey the idea that this whole article had originated 
at the Post Office Department, but he had said that | 
the facts alleged must have come from the Second 
Assistant Postmaster General, and from. the -cire: 
cumstances of the case, could: have had no.other 
origin. : ; 
Mr. HARALSON accepted the gentleman’s ex- 
planation, and -repeated, that the gentleman from 
Ohio did not now make the charge; if the gen- 
tleman did, he should feel himself called upon to 
vote to investigate it, because he should conceive 
it due to the dignity of the House. 

The gentleman from Ohio was presumed to be 
innocent of the offence charged, until the charge 
was made by a responsible person; and before 
that time the House was not called upon to inves- 
tigate it. : 

In accordance with his pledge, he concluded by 
moving the previous question, repeating at the 
same time, that he should have preferred the me- 
tion to lay on the table. 

There was a second. 

And the main question, (which was stated by the 
Speaker to be, “ Does the subject-matter brought 
before the House by the gentleman from Ohio, 
involve a question of privilege, for the considera- 
of the House?*’) was ordered to be now taken... 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which. 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted—yeas 71 
nays 89; as follow: gnats 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, 
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, William J. Brown, Burrows, 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Campbell. Cartter, Cole; 
Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan; 
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Eurkee, Fitch, Gould, Grinnell, Hatloway, Hammond, 
Eampton, Thomas L. Harris, Henry, Howe, Hunter, W. 
T. Jackson, Julian, Preston King, Leffler, Horace. Mann, 
Marshall, McClernand, McGaughey, Morris, Olds, Peaslee, 
Peck, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, Richardson, Rob- 
inson; Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweeiser, Tick, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Wil- 
drick, Willams, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—71. 

NAY S—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bo- 
cock, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Buel, Burt, Chester 
Buger, E. C. Cabell, G; A. Caldwell, J. P. Catdwell, Cat- 
vin, Clarke, W. R. W. Cohb, Coleock, Conger, Conrad, 
Deberry, Dunham, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Feather- 
ston, Fowler, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Gott, Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Hilliard, Inge, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L, Johnson, Jones, 
Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G: King, James G. King, 
John A. King, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, Matteson, 
McDowell, Finis B. McLean, MeMulien, McQueen, Meach- 
am, Miller, Milison, Morse, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Outlaw, 
Parker, Phelps, Powell, Reed, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, Jacob- Thompson, 
J. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhik, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Wallace, Welltborn, Woodward, and Young—81. 


So the House decided that the said subject-mat- 
ter,was not a question of privilege. 
. Mr. GIDDINGS said, he wished respectfully to 


inquire of the Speaker what was the effect of this, 


vote. à 

The. SPEAKER replied, that it was to decide 
that nothing connected with the subject was before 
the House.. ‘ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House had refused to consider 
the subject as a question of privilege, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he would respectfully 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to make 
a statement of such facts as were within his knowl- 
edge, relating to the appointment and removal of 
the Postmaster at Oberlin. 

The unanimous consent of the House being 
awarded, Mr. G. proceeded to say, that a day or 
two previous to the adjournment of Congress he 
received a fetter from a brother of the late post- 
master, then an applicant for the office. In the 
midst of the business then demanding his atten- 
tion, he was unable to answer the letter until he 
rested over night at Pittsburg, on his way home. 
He there informed the author of the letter that he 
never recommended any man for appointment; that 
his rule had always been to certify as to character 
and talent, leaving the propriety of appointment 
entirely with the department; that he had never 
interfered with appointments. out of his own dis- 
trict, but as he was perfectly conscious that his 
colleague, (Mr. Roor,] in whose district Oberlin 
was situated, would take no exception, he took 

the liberty of enclosing a statement in relation to 
the character and talent of Mr. Stephens, the ap- 
plicant. “This statement was inclosed to the broth- 
er of the gentleman, who was afterwards ap- 
pointed postmaster. . He had not seen the letter 
since it was mailed, nor did he now know whether 
it was filed in the Post Office, except by inference. 

Mr. BAKER interrupted Mr. Gippinas, and in- 
quired, if the gentleman from Ohio would allow 
him to inquire whether he had any reason to be- 
lieve the imputation came from the Post Office De- 
partment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, that he was unable to, 
say where or from whom the imputation had arisen.: 
The first hint he had seen or heard was on Wed-' 
nesday. Atthe moment of the adjournment he 
was in the Senate, but soon returned to his seat, 
and found on his table a paper, published in the 
city of New York, with an article marked with a 
pen, evidently intended to attract his attention. It 
purported to be an extract from the correspondent 
of the “New York Courier and Enquirer,” and 
containing substantially the charge which had 
been read from the Clerk’s table in the Boston At- 
las. This article he at once cut out from the paper 
and inclosed it to Mr. Warren, the Assistant Post- 
master General, inquiring whether he or any per- 
son in his office had authorized the imputation? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (in his seat.) 
What was Mr. Warren’s answer? 

Mr. GIDDINGS replied, that he had, as yet, 
received none. Any other member was just as 
competent to form an opinion as to the authorship 
of the report as himself. 

But to resume the narration he was giving when 
the geneman from Illinois had interrupted him. 
After his return to this city at the present session, 
Mr. Stephens, the gentleman who had written 


` 


to him, had informed him that his brother had been 


| appointed and had been removed: “That gentle- 


man had mentioned these facts at various times, 
but he had himself taken no interest in the subject; 
he hadat no time held a conversatio# with any 
other man upon the subject, or in relation to it, 
except, on one occasion while in the office of Mr. 


Warren, the Assistant Postmaster General, and | 


conversing with him in regard to another appoint- 
ment in his own county, he casually remarked that 
he-never applied for the appointment of any man; 


to. which that gentlemen replied, that he (Mr. G.) | 


had applied for the appointment of the: postmaster 
at Oberlin; to which he had rejoined, that no such 
application from him could be found in that or 
any other department of Government; that he 
never had gone, further than to certify.to the char- 
acter and qualificationg of candidates. Here the 
conversation dropped, and in that, nor in any other 
conversation between him and Mr. Warren, had 
reference been made to either the appointment or 
removal of the postmaster at Oberlin. The cor- 
respondent of the Atlas states, that he (Mr. G.) 
called on Mr. Warren for explanation in re- 
gard to the removal of the postmaster at the place 
just mentioned. He could only say, that the as- 
sertion was wholly and entirely unfounded—it 
was an unqualified falsehood. Until the receipt of 


the Atlas yesterday, he had never spoken of the | 


removal of the postmaster at Oberlin with any 
human being, except with the brother to whom he 
had refered; not a word in relation to such removal 
had passed between Mr. Warren and himself at 
any time or any place. 


Mr. SILVESTER, (in his seat.) One charge | 


is, that you examined the papers. 
Mr. GIDDINGS resumed: 


manded. 
examining the papers to which his friend at his 
left [Mr. Srrvester] had alluded. 


He had at no time since Mr. Warren had been in į 


the Post Office Department called for papers, ex- 
cept in two instances. These cases were both in 
his own district, indeed they were both in his own 
county. One was in relation to the postmaster at 
Williamsfield, in which the papers relating to the 
office in Waynecame incidentally under inspection; 
another. was in relation to the appointment in 


Cherry Valley, and the papers in relation to the | 


appointment at Kingsville came incidentally under 
inspection. These were, however, independent 
of the appointment in the township of ‘Orwell, 
which papers were inspected by him with the 
Postmaster General, Mr. Collamer. 


constituted the only papers which had come under 
his inspection in that department relative to ap- 
pointments since the present Administration had 
been in power. He had never called for the pa- 
pers relating to the Oberlin appointment; he had 
never seen a paper relating to it, except two, 
which he had written, as before stated. He did 
not know a single name connected with the ap- 
pointment or removal at that office, except that of 
the postmaster and his brother, to whom he had 
referred. He had taken no interest in the matter. 
All that had been stated in the article read from 
the Atlas of his having examined the papers was a 
baseless fabrication. 

Mr. OLDS interrupted Mr. G., and inquired if 
his colleague had noticed the charge of having 
franked those papers to Oberlin? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he intended to notice that 
charge. He had intended to use his franking 
privilege in the manner and for the purposes for 
which it was intended—that is, to send out papers 
and documents to the people. In common with 
all other members, he had franked speeches, doc- 
uments, and newspapers,when called on by officers 
of the House, and by friends. He could not say 
but he had been imposed upon. ‘Those papers 
may have been enclosed in speeches, documents, 
or papers, and may have gone under his frank. 
All he couid say was, he had never franked those 
papers knowingly, nor to the extent of his knowl- 
edge, his information, and belief, had they been 
transmitted under his frank. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired of Mr. Gippines 
if he had conversed with his colleague [Mr. 
CroweExr] in regard tothe matter? . 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he had not. The first 
intimation he had of this report was on Wednes- 
day, after the House adjourned. On yesterday 


He had spoken of | 
the explanation which it was asserted he had de- i| 
He would now notice the charge of! 


He repeated | 
that these offices were all in his county, and they ! 
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| the Boston Atlas had.come to him. He at once 
| wrote to the editors, demanding the name of their 
jl correspondent; but without waiting to see Mr, 
i! CroweLg, or to receive their-answer, he felt it his 


|; differed from him in opinion as to its being a ques- 
‘| tion of privilege. Of that he did not complain. 
They had now manifested their: kindness. and re- 
spect in awarding to him this opportunity of -vin- 
dicating himself before the country. For that, 
and for their very respectful attention, he tendered 
them his grateful thanks. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL rose and was understood. to 
make an inquiry of the Speaker in relation to the 
regular order of business. id 

The SPEAKER said, the first business in 
order was the special order of the day—the report 
of the select committee on the Galphin claim. 

Mr. DANIEL. By the rules of the House 
this is privæte bill day. I move, therefore, to 
postpone the consideration of the special order 
of the day, with a view to proceed to the con~ 
sideration of the private calendar. 

‘Mr. STRONG desired to be informed by the 
Speaker what the effect of the. postponement 
would be on the election cases of New Mexico 
and Deseret? 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to state the 
effect, when 

Mr. WINTHROP interposed to a point of 

‘order. He submitted that the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Danrex] could not make his 
i motion unless the gentleman from New Jersey, 
|! [Mr. Kine,] who was entitled to the floor on the 
Galphin case, yielded for the pnrpose. _ 
ii TheSPEAKER go decided, and (addressing Mr. 
Kine) inquired whether the gentleman yielded for 
i| the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
| (Mr. Danrex.] 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, said he should pre- 
fer to proceed with his remarks. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


Whereupon the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee on the 
subject of the Galphin claim. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, spoke the residue 
of his hour, in conclusion of the remarks com- ~ 
menced on y eunesday: 

They will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. K. having concluded— 

Mr. CONRAD obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. SACKETT, who gave notice that he should, 
at the proper time, offer {gr the consideration of 
the House the following resolution: 


i 

| Resolved, That the Thirtieth Congress passed a law re- 
| quiring the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the repre- 
i 
| 
| 


sentatives of George Galphin a claim that © was not a just 
demand against the United States.’? 

Mr. S. read the first two resolutions reported 
by the majority of the select committee, (hereto- 
fore published;) and remarked that if the proposi- 
tions contained in these resolutions were true, 
then the conclusion of the resolution he had offered 
was inevitable; the committee had in fact made the 


| bear the blame that attached to the passage of such 
|; a law—a law requiring the payment of money not 
it due. He should call upon the members of that 
| committee to vote upon this resolution to lay on the 
| shoulders of that Congress the blame of compel- 
| ling, by law, the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
ian “unjust demand against the United States.” 
Mr. CONRAD then resumed the floor, and ad- 
; dressed the House for an hour, mainly in vindica- 
tion of the justice of the claim, (principal and in- 
| terest,) and, incidentally, in reply to arguments in 
| Pak : F $ 
opposition to it. [A report of this speech will be 
| published in the Appendix. ] 
| Mr. STANLY then obtained the floor, “but 
yielded to 

Mr. VAN DYKE, who gave notice of his in- 
tention to offer the following as a substitute for the 
resolution of the majority of the committee: 


Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of George 
Gaiphin never was either a legal or equitable demand. 
against the United States. 

Resolved, That the act of Congress of August 14th, 1848, 


1850. 


did not make this a lawful claim against the United States; 
but only authorized the Secretary -of the Treasury to ezam- 
ine the said claim, and to adjust and pay what might be 
fonnd to be justly due, if anything, from the United States 
to the said representatives ; bat there being nothing in faet 
so due, the payment of the said principal by Secretary. 
-Watker was contrary to law and jastice. 

Resolved, That the payment of the interest on the said 
claim was also contrary to law and justice, and can only. be 
justified-on the ground that a former Secretary had admitted 
the justice of the claim by paying the principal thereof. 

Resolved, That the conduct of the Hon. George W. Craw- 
ford, a member of tbe Cabinet, in urging upon other mein- 
bers of the Cabinet the decision of this question, and in 
aiding in the preparation of the arguments therein, without 
making known to such Cabinet officers the extraordinary 
extent of his personal interest in the said claim, receives 
the disapprobation of this House. 


And then— g 

Mr. STANLY (expressing his own desire to 
proceed, but) yielding for a motion to adjourn, in 
order that the House might go home, or stay as 
it pleased, the motion was made, and the House, 
by yeas 89, nays 58, adjourned. 


ey, 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: aa 


By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Theodore Pome- | 
roy and 63 other citizens of Pittsfield, Massachusetts. f 

‘Also, the petition of Charles H. Plunkett and 97 other 
citizens of Hinsdale, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of Daniel W. Dewey and 87 other citi- 
zens of Williamstown, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of M. S. Palmer and 33 other citizens 
of Lanesborough, Massachusetts. j 

Also, the petition of James S; Davis and 111 other citi- 
zens of Lenot, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of William C. Plunkett and 185 other 
citizens of South Adams, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of William Bueyton and 562 other citi- 
zens of North Adams, Massachusetts ; severally praying 
for a modification or repeal of the tariff law of 1846 ; and the 
enactment of a Jaw recognizing the principle of specific 
duties upon impots. 

Also, the petition of John Wadleigh and 170 other citi- 
zens of Amesbury and Salisbury, Massachasetts, praying for 
such modification of the revenue laws as will protect the 
labor and raw material of the country. k 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of John Cooper and 
97 others, praying for aid to Joseph Bryan and his asso- 
ciates, for the suppression gf the African slave trade and 
other purposes. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: Pour several petitions, signed 
by John €. Gaston and numérous citizens of Achor, Colum- 
biana county, Ohio ;—one for the establishment and protec- 
tion of freedom in the territories of the United States; one 
against the admission of more slave States into the Union ; 
one for the repeal of all laws enacted or adopted by Congress 
for the support of slavery in the District of Columbia; one 
to secure to alleged fugitives the right of trial by jury: 
which were accompanied by a circular to each friend of 
liberty in the United States. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The memorial 
of Horace Smith, praying for an alteration of the Jaws, so 
that the courts may lke cognizance of enlistments of 
minors in the army. 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. PEARCE presented. additional documents 
relating to the petition of the heirs and representa- 
tives of William Somerville; which were referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I hold in my hand 
two petitions coming from Pennsylvania, on the 
subject in which she feels so deeply interested, and 
about which there is so much prevailing distress, |; 
especially in that State. The petitions are from ij 
citizens of Pittsburg, praying for an alteration in the | 
tariff of 1946, so as to substitute specific for ad valo- || 
rem duties, and asking for such other modifications 
as will conduce to give vigor and encourgement to 
the industrial pursuits of the country. The peti- 
tions are accompanied by a letter, from which | 
shall take the liberty of reading a brief extract, 
which will portray the exciting state of things 
there better than anything i could say. The writer 
says: 
“The suffering of our iron-men is beyond parallel, and | 


uniess some relief is afforded soon, the manuacture of iron, 
J fear, will cease altogether in Ulariomw ard some of the 
other counties north of this.. You can form vo idea of the | 
state of feeling here on the subject; it is ali-pervading and | 
universal”? 3 | 
The petitions were received and laid on the | 
table. n 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, to which was referred the bill to provide | 
additional security for the lives and property of. 
persons navigating the western waters, reported | 
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| ed a biil for the relief of William P. Wallace and 


| be concurred in. The proposition of the bill is to 
r cents. 


| lands, for lumber, and naval stores. 


| for the labor bestówed on them. 


back the same without amendmgnt, and recom- 
mended its passage. ot 

Also, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was- referred the niotion to.print the report of the 
Postmaster General in answer toa resolution of 
the Senate calling for the causes:of the failure of 
the mail between New: York and New Orleans; 
reported-in favor of printing the same; which was 
agreed to. ss 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the: motion to print the report of the Sec- 
retary of War calling for Lieutenant W. H.C. 
Whitney’s reconhoissances of the western frontier 
of Texas, reported in favor of printing the same; 
which was agreed to. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial and 
documents of William P. Wallace & Co., report- 


Joseph R. McFadden; which wasread, and passed 
to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of William B. Hill, admin- 
istrator of Gilbert Stalker, deceased, submitted an 
unfavorable report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HALE asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a joint resolu- 
lion extending the benefits of an act supplemient- 
ary to an act for the relief of certain surviving 
officers and soldiers of the Revolution, to widdws 
and children in certain cases; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, Š 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by him on the Ist instant, was | 
taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate any information, if any bas been received 
by the Government, showing that an American vessel has 
been recently stopped on the high seas, and searched by a 
British ship of war. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the following reso- 
lution, submitted by him on the Ist instant, was 
taken up and adopted: 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
made it compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
20th of May last, in relation to allowances to naval officers, 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to inquire and report to the Senate what further legis- 
lation, if any, is necessary to enforce that provision of the 
act of March 3; 1835, regulating the pay or the navy, pro- 
hibiting any payy compensation, or allowance under any 
circumstances whatever, except for traveling expenses 
when under orders, other than is provided for in said act, 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


-YELLOW PINE BARRENS. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 53, | 
being a bill to reduce the minimum price of the 
yellow pine lands, or pine barrens. The bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
the first question was on an amendment reported | 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. YULEE, I hope the amendment will not 


reduce the minimum price of these lands to twenty- 
five cents an acre. The committee propose fifty 
If the sum is fixed at fifty cents the object 
of the bill will be defeated. These lands are not 
agricultural lands; they are suitable only for stock 
They are 
capable of no. production which will compensate 
It has been 
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| dollar and twenty-five cents: persacre, whichwas ` 
the minimum heretofore, to: twenty-five ‘certs. 
The committee, after consultation with the:cflicers. 
of the Land Department, determined that, although: 
a reduction was necessary in order to’ make any” 
sales of these lands, it would be better:.to. reduce 
it to fifty cents instead of twenty-five certs, as. 
originally proposed: in the bill. : ‘There’ is, bbe- 
lieve, on the files acommunication from the -Tinna 
Office upon this. subject, recommending ‘a reduc- 
tion, but fixing upon no‘amount. If a farther res 
duction should subsequently be: found: necessary; 
after all the lands have been: sold which *ca ‘ 
sold at this price, it can easily be'made.. ©). : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I agree with’ the ` 
Senator from Florida, from some knowledge of the 
character of these lands, that twenty-five cents is 
probably as high a pricé as. can be obtained. -I 
should have preferred, since the committee were 
of a different opinion, and chose to propose a 
higher amount, that they had coupled with it the: 
| feature which the chairman now suggests, a reduc- 
tion upon all lands not sold within a given period. 
Ifthe chairman will so amend the amendment as 
to propose a further reduction at the end of each 
term of five years until it reaches the smallest 
minimum, I should prefer it. ` z : 

Mr. FELCH. I have no objection’ to. such # 
graduation if the Senate thinks it a matter of auf: 
ficient importance; but itis making a- change in: 
the system, which is objectionable-at ab.timmeay : 

Mr. YULEE. It might be accomplished ‘by: 
inserting after the words “fifty cents’? the words 
“for and during a period of five, years, and twenty- 
five cents after that time,” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. l#d@ not agree 
with the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, that this is not a matter of great importance. 
| Itis certainly a matter of great importance. that 
the Federal Government should not remain the 
holder of lands within the States at prices at which 
the lends cannot be sold. ln the first place, it pre~ . 
vents settlement; in the next place, it is the hold 
ing a very large amount of property by the Federal 
Government within the States exempt from taxa* 
tion by compact; and I think it altogether unjust 
that such advantage should be taken on account of 
a position like this, which is founded in the factof 
holding land at a price for which it cannot be sold, 
Will the chairman accept of a further amend- 
ment? . ani 

Mr. FELCH. I will accept any amendment. +» 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I. propose. to ‘amend: the 
amendment by adding after the words “fifty cents? 
“and all lands not sold within five years shall then 
be offered at twenty-five cents per acre; and all not 
sold within ten years after the date of this act 
shall then be offered at twelve-and-a-half cents; 
and all not sold for ten years thereafter shall revert 
to the State.” ‘That is my idea of graduation, and 
I think it would be best, both for the Federal Gov- 
ernment and for the States—both for purposes’ of 
revenue and for the settlement of the States. g 

Mr. WHITCOMB.. Iam in favor‘of the grad 
uation of the public lands, for the reasons assigned 
in part by the Senator from Mississippi; but Lam 
not prepared to give my assent to a. bill embracing 
that principle applicable to one State only. : 

Mr. YULEE. {tis not to one State only. , 

Mr. WHITCOMB. it is to one description of 
lands—yellow-pine lands. We have swamp lands 
in Indiana, Michigan, and other States, and I think 
the bill should be made applicable to them as well 


found, in the experience of southerg States, that 
at both private and public sales the sum of fifty | 
cents cannot be obtained for lands of the descrip- | 
tion to which this bill relates. A very large sale | 
occurred in Florida last year, in which a large | 
quantity of lands of this description (about 300,000 | 
acres)®was exposed at public auction, and the į 
highest prices obtained were three, four, and five 
mills per acre; none reached the price of a cent. 
An attempt was made this spring to dispose of 
some school lands that fell within this description 
of land. They offered those of them which lay 
upon navigable waters, the most valuable of them, 
at a minimum of fifty cents, and they were unable 
to obtain any bid whatever. I think, therefore, 
that the-object of the bill will be defeated: by | 
placing the minimum at fifty cents instead. of 
at twenty-five cents, as proposed in the bill. 

Mr. FELCH. 1 wish to say one word in re- 
gard to this amendment. This bill as originally 
introduced proposes to reduce the price from one 


as to these pine jands. - 

Mr. DAVIS. Lam quite willing to extend it. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Iam opposed tothis mal- 
tiplication system of selling the public lands. « I 
claim to have some little experience in this branch 
of the public service, and I think it desirable to . 
have as much uniformity as practicable. I will, 
therefore, move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, with a view to amend+ 
mentas proposed by the Senator from Mississippi, 
and I trust they will take into. serious consideras 
tion ne propriety of extending the application. of 
the bill. : 

Mr. YULEE. I have no objection to. recom- 
mit the bill for amendment, so as to make it-applis 
cable to all. But the landsto which this:bul has: 
reference stand upon entirely diffe:ent ground from. 
other descriptions of land. They are notag icul 
tural lands; they are distinguishable. fromecther: 
lands, and not appropriated for.the same i 
nor are they worth as much as minerali and agri- 
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cultural lands. are worth.. My apprehension is, 

` that,if you undertake to apply the general gradua- 
tion principle to this. bill, and to make it referable 
to- all the public lands of the United States, this 
measure will fail, as it has failed on former occa- 
sions.. | hope the Senator from Indiana will con- 
fine his motion to the pine lands only. 

Mr.. WHITCOMB. I have moved to recom- 
mit-the bill without. any instructions. 1 merely 
suggest that the committee wili take into. serious 
consideration the propriety of applying the princi- 


ple of graduation to all the public lands. . 
Mr. DOWNS. Early in the session Tintro- 


duced a general bill for the graduation of the pub- 
lic lands, and referred it to the Committee on 
Public Lands, andl am surprised that the com- 
mittee have not reported the bill. If it is not in- 
tended to introduce a, bill for the general applica- 
tion of the principle, Í will support this bill, which 
partly extends it. £ would like the chairman to 
state whether such a bill is proposed ? 

Mr. FELCH. I would state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, that the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Downs,} embodying 
the graduation principle, has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and has been consid- 
ered by them. Before thatcommitteeare also various 
projects and new plans for the disposal of the pub- 
lic lands, which the committee have already taken 
up and considered, and they will be prepared, vy 
to-morrews to make a report on the whole subject, 
embracing the graduation bill, Some legislation, 
which has been had this session in the Senate, has 
had an important bearing on that question. The 
legislation which has granted—so far as the action 
of the Senaseas concerned, for it is in the House 
now—to the different States the lands lying within 
their limits not suscepiible of cultivation, (swamp 
lands; &s.,) embraces a great deal of the lands re- 
ferred to in the graduation bill. The committee, 
however, have taken up and considered all the 

. plans, and have prepared a report which will be 
presented to the Senate in a day or two; and, on 
that account, would prefer to have this bill stand 
by itself. It refers to a peculiar class of land, 
which, it was stated to us at the Land Office, 
would not sell at the minimum price now fixed, 
and the bill was first introduced by the Senator 
from Florida, and then reported by the committee 
with this amendment. We did not suppose, 
however, that this bill was to be made use of to 
carry with it the question of a general graduation 
of the public lands, but it was reported simply be- 
cause it referred to a certain and peculiar descrip- 
tion of lands which the committee were assured 

- could not be sold at the minimum price, and be- 
cause it was supposed that the other bill, in rela- 
tion to swamp lands, &c., would not embrace this, 
The committee, however, after the suggestions 
which have been made, have no objection to the 
bill being again referred to them, 

Mr. DAWSON. l beg leave to propound to 
the Senator from Florida one question: whether 
that State has made any application for public 
lands to run a railroad from Pensacola acruss to 
the Cape of Florida? 

Mr. YULEE. The State has made no such 
application, 

Mr. DAWSON. Then [trust the Senator from 
Florida will not ask to have these lands disposed 
of at 25 cents per acre, until an application shall 
be made on the part of his State for an appropria- 
tion of these lands for the important purpose to 
which I have referred, iw conformity with various 
bills which have passed this body. When that is 
done, it will not only benefit the State and that sec- 
tion of country, but, according to the principle 
which has here been adopted, or supposed to be 
adopted, benefit the finances of the country, These 
pine lands, in the event of the construction of this 
railroad, will become valuable for the production 
of turpentine, and the only reason I know of, why 
they are not valuable for that purpose is the im- 
possibility of getting their product to market, 
‘When that road is completed, large turpentine plan- 
tations will be established to the right and left of 
it, as the Senator from Florida wili understand. 
By an appropriation, therefore, of the public lands 
to the State, for this purpose, not only will the 
State be vastly benefited, but the residue of the 
lands will sell at a.higher price, and thus the reve- | 
nue be increased, I hope, then, that the Senator 
will ask for no reduction in the price of these lands 
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the: road, and I have no doubt it will be*built at no 
distant day; and if we can get, what seems now to 
be adopted as a principle in these cases, an appro- 
ptiation of the public lands in alternate sections, 
along the road, let it be done. Then, if the lands 
do not increase in value, it will be time enough to 
apply to them this reduction principle. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 have heard no good’ reason, 
nor do I believe any can be given, for reducing the 
price of this particular class of lands, and leaving 
the others that have been no longer in the market 
tò be sold at the present rates. Now I am not op- 
posed to the graduation principle at all, but on the 
contrary lam in favor of it. Whenever lands 
have been in the market for a period of years and 
remain on hand unsold, I think it extremely 
proper to reduce the price of them, and 1 will fa- 
vor a bill that looks to a graduation and reduction 
of the price of the unsold lands of the country. But 
I am unwilling to single out only.these pine lands, 
designate them by that title, and reduce the pres- 
ent price. There are many lands scattered 
throughout the western ‘valley, known as marsh 
lands and broken hill lands, which will not com- 
mand a dollaran acre, but which, if reduced to fifty 
cents or twenty-five cents an acre, as this bill pro- 
poses, would sell very readily. I see no reason, 
therefore, why these pine Jands, the property of 
the United States, should be singled out and re- 
duced in price, while the marsh and wet lands and 
broken hill lands of the country are left to be sold 
at their present prices; and if the Committee on 
Pablic Lands will bring in a bill covering all, } 
will favor it; but L shall oppose any bill looking 
merely to a reduction of the price of this particu- 
Jar clffss. of lands. l can imagine very good rea- 
sons for the remarks of the Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Dawson.] This class of lands will doubt- 
less be increased in value by the completion of 
these proposed improvements,.in aid of which we 
have been very liberal in our appropriations to 
these southern States, and will, no doubt, continue 
to increase as those works progress. 1 have no 
doubt, then, that very soon these lands, which it 
is proposed to reduce to twenty-five cents, will be 
worth two dollars, if not more, per acre. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
suggest that it is not in order to discuss the general 
merits of the bill on this motion to recommit. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Very well, sir, I will speak of 
them when in order. If the committee will bring 
in a bill to reduce the prices of they lands gener- 
ally, it will meet my concurrence; but to this sing- 
ling out of a particular class of lands for that pur- 
pose 1 must object.. Does the Senator agree to 
that? 


to the recommitment of this bill, with a view of 
bringing in a general graduation bill, and I will 
state to the Senator why. He is not more anxious 
than I, nor has he been at any time during our 
service in either house, to obtain the measure for 
which he now expresses so earnest a desire. I 
have been a very steady and cordial supporter of 


been carried through the Senate two or three times, 
but it has failed in the House, and probably will 
fail there until a new apportionment gives to the 
new States their due strength there. } have there- 
fore been unwilling at this session to urge the pas- 


chance for it, join most heartily in it. Andi am 
inclined to make the trial by ingrafting the gradu- 
i ation bill as gn amendment upon the bounty land 


house, in which case I think it may possibly go 
through there. 


Several Sewarors. That cannot be done. 


{Laughter.] x 

Mr. YULEE. Then Lam willing to try it asa 
separate measure. There is a distinction, how- 
| ever, between this bill and a graduation bill, inas- 
much as this bill proposes a reduction and not a 
| graduation. These pine lands constitute a separate 
and distinct class of lands. They are not agricul- 
tural Jands, but are suitable for the lumber busi- 
ness, and for the production of naval stores, for 
neither of which purposes will the production yield 


stowed in making them - productive. Intrinsically 
as lands, they are worth nothing at all. Now, the 
Senator from Indiana, who lives in the western 


until thisbe done. A survey has been made ofi 


country, where there is an alluvial soil, and not 


a graduation bill—and it is a system which has | 


he Chair would |. 


Mr. YULEE. No, sir. Iam asked to agree | 


sage of sucha measure, but I shall, if there is any | 


bill, which has come to us recently from the other | 


Mr. CLAY. No, that would be “ tacking.” | 


f 


i 


more than a fair compensation for the labor be- | 


this description of land,can learn something of it, if 
hewill travel through North Carolina, or any other 
southern Atlantic State, or by reading Lyell’s work: 
on geology. According to his theory, these pine 
lands are the bottom of the sea, thrown up at 
some remote period of time. ` Itis the sea bottom, 
not suitable for agricultural purpéses,‘and consists 
| mainly of dry sand. And itis because they thus, 
constitute a separate and distinct class of public 
lands, that we propose to reduce the price to a 
rate at which the officers of the. land offices sup- 
pose they will more easily be sold, and cease to 


| embarrass the- industry and productive resources 


of the States in which they lie. 

The Senator from Georgia made a suggestion 
which looks to rhe very much like a remarkable 
instance of killing with kindness. We secure by 
this bili a good for the States in which this de- 
scription of lands lie; and he proposes to kill it by 
offering Jo us another good, which he knows 1s 
not attainable at this session, if at any time. 

Mr. DAWSON, (in his seat.) This is the very 
session to do it, n 

Mr. YULEE. Itis the session to pass it through 
the Senate, but the Senator has yet to learn that 
| these same bills have passed the Senate four or 

five times, and have always been refused by the 
House. The answer to the Senator is this: No 
improvement which may be made there, no rail- 
| roads which may be carried through the country, 
can increase the value of these lands to the price 
proposed in this bill; and 1 will give the Senator 
a strong proof of this, by referring to the fact, that 
on the banks of the navigable waters of the Su- 
wanee river, this last spring, the register of the 
' public lands offered for sale tracts of these lands, 
! and although itisa country settling with some ra- 
| pidity, and a fine stock country, he was unable to 


i! sell them at fifty cents the acre. No,petter evidence 
| can be required to show that these pine lands, with 


| all the improvements that may be made, will pro- 
duce no more than the price proposed in this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'The Senator will 
remember that it is not in order now to discuss 
the merits of the bill. n 

Mr. YULEE. The President will allow me to 
contest that point with him.” It isin order, on a 
motion to recommit, to discuss the whole merits 
of the bill. But I will detain the Senate but for a 
moment. I will refer to the fact, well known to 
the colleague of the Senator from Georgia, that at 
the sale of the Arredondo grant, a tract of threc 
thousand acres, made recently under adecree of 
| the court for the partition of lands, the pine lands, 
which constituted a portion of them, brought, 
none of them, more than five or six mills, or not 
one cent an acre. And this while other lands 
brought five, and as high as ten dollars an acre. 
| Itis because they are not agricultural lands, and 
constitute a separate and distinct quality and class 
of land, recognized at the land office as pine lands, 
and known as such, and especially separated from 
other public lands. The fact that they cannot be 
sold is greatly injurious to the State in which they 
lie, and it is to remedy this evil that this bill was 
introduced. The Senators from North Carolina 
well know that of lands of this description, none 
of them bring a higher rate than twenty-five cents 
the acre, and probably less, even along the line of 
railroad through that State, 

Mr. DAWSON. The pine lands of North 
| Carolina, through” which the railroad runs, and 


1 
| 


i| which were of no value at one time, are now worth 


| two dollars an acre. The Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Maneum] authorizes me to say 
this. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 


recommit the bill, and it was agreed to. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, 
to establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
| the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. BELL resumed the speech which he com- 
menced on Wednesday, and having spoken up- 
wards of three hours, he yielded, without finish- 
ing, for a motion to adjourn. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow, and 


The Senate adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 6, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE CHARGE AGAINST MR. GIDDINGS. 

Mr. MATTESON rose, and said, he would 
move that the vote by which the House had yes- 
terday refused to order a committee upon the 
charges against the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Gippines] be reconsidered. > 

The. SPEAKER stated, that the motion to re- 
consider had yesterday been made by the gente- 
man from Maine, [Mr. LirtLerieLp,) and. that 
motion had been laid on the table, finally disposing 
of the question. ` 

Mr. MATTESON. My object is simply to; 
make a statement of the circumstances—a very 
brief statement, indeed. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be enter- 
tained. The Chair will propound the question to 
the House, Shall the gentleman from New York | 
be allowed to proceed by unanimous consent? 

The question was put, and no objection being 
made— 

Mr. MATTESON proceeded: I am desired 
(said he) by Colonel Warren to state, that in ref- 
‘erence to the publication yesterday brought to the 
notice of the House by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Grwprves,] he knows nothing whatever as 
to its author. 

In reference to the examination of the papers, 
which the gentleman from Ohio says he never 
saw, [ am also desired to state that Mr. Grppines | 
did call at the Post Office Department, and did ask | 
to examine those papers, and did examine them 
for along time. ‘There are clerks in the depart- 
ment who saw him examining them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Lilinois, (interposing.) 1 wish 
to make one suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York yield the floor? 

Mr. MATTESON. Ido not. 

Mr. HARRIS said, he wished to suggest, as 
the gentleman from Ohio had not yet come in, 
that it would be proper for the gentleman from 
New York to defer his statement for a short time. 

Mr. MATTESON. I will go on; I shall not 
occupy two minutes. | 

Colonel Warren desires me to state that he does 
not charge the honorable gentleman with apything 
like falsehood; but, he presumes, that in examin- 
ing other papers there, he may have forgotten the ! 
fact of having seen these papers. He does not | 
desire to charge the gentleman from Ohio with 
anything like an intentional misstatement of the 
fact; but he did examine those papers. 

Colonel Warren also says that these papers 
were subsequently found at the Oberlin post office, 
as he is informgd by the postmaster there, under | 
the frank of the honorable gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippines] and of Colonel Crowext. He 
does not mean to say how they came there: he 
makes no charges. ; 

In reference to the last proposition, he does not 
shrink from an investigation of it. He would 
have been pleased, so far as he is concerned, to 
have a committee of investigation. | 

One other point I ought to state: Colonel War- 
ren says he received a letter from the gentleman 

‘from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines;] but not until yester- 
day; that if was written the day before the 4th of 
July; that the office was closed that day, and he 
did not receive the letter until yesterday, and must 
have been reading it about the time the gentleman 
from Ohio was making the charges against him; 
that he has answered 1t this morning, and I pre- 
sume the gentleman from Ohio by this time has 
received Colonel Warren’s answer. If he has, 1 | 
would like very much to have him read it. 

Mr. M. having concluded— 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose and asked leave to say a 
word in reference to what had been said by the 
gentleman from New York. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only | 
proceed by unanimous consent, is any objection || 
made? t | 


the subject which was yesterday laid on the table? 


a 
No objection was made. , 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Í have but a word to say. || 

If Colonel Warren has a friend in this House, Í | 

ask him to move a committee of investigation. Li 

will show to this House and the country where | || 

stand upon the subject, if they will give a com- |! 

mittee. { demand of the House, in justice to them- i 

selves, to this high officer of the Government, to || 


i 
it 
H 


i| a question of privilege ;. the question presented 


i the decision. : 


myself, and to the country, that this: thing be 
probed. i | 

I say that I never saw a paper.in this case, nor 
am I, to this day, acquainted with a name in- 
volved in that transaction, either in the appoint- 
ment or in the removal, except as I stated yester- 
day. I never saw.a paper; i never exchanged a 
word with Colonel Warren upon that subject, ex- 
cept as I stated on yesterday. a 

_ [now call on this House to give an investiga- 
tion tò this subject. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (in his seat.) Has the 
gentleman from Ohio received Colonel Warren’s 
letter? i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ihave not yet received it. 
{ have got my mail this morning, but the letter 
was not init. 

Mr. BAKER addressed the Speaker, and si- 
multaneousl y— 

Mr. OLDS, who, being recognized, inquired | 
what vote was required to take up from the table 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Would not another motion 
be in order? , 

Mr. OLDS. Would it be in order now to move 
the appointment of a committee of investigation ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, ex- | 
cept by unanimous consent. Does the gentleman 
from Ohio ask the unanimous consent? | 

Mr OLDS. Ido. | 

The SPEAKER propounded the question 
whether objection was made. 

Mr. CALD W ELL, of North Carolina, objected. 

Mr. BAKER. | rise to a question of privilege, 
I rise to move that a committee be raised in ac- 
cordance with the intimation: of the gentleman 
from Ohio, upon the ground that the allegation | 
made upon the floor by the honorable gentleman 
from New York upon the authority of Colonel 
Warren, the Second Assistant Postmaster General, 
does affect the dignity and honor of this House in | 
charging, by implication at least, that the statement 
made yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio in his 
place on this floor was untrue. It presents a new 
question, therefore—a question of an entirely dif- 
ferent character—and it entirely changes the ques- 
tion upon which I voted yesterday. I therefore 
move that a committee of investigation be ap- 
pointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 4 
the whole subject was disposed of by the action of 
the House; and that there is nothing in the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York ‘to 
alter the question presented on yesterday. Such | 
is the opinion of the Chair, and he must so rule. 

Mr. BAKER. lam not quite aware whether 
the Chair means to decide now that, because on 
yesterday a committee of investigation was refused 
on the ground that it was not a question of priv- 
ilege, it 1s not a question of privilege to day—new 
facts having occurred in the subject-matter. If! 
that be the decision of the Chair, and there be 
any intimation on the part of the House that there 
is a disposition to give that committee, I most re- | 
spectfully appeal from the decision, if 1 correctly 
understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that 
he considers the action of the House on yesterday 
conclusive on the subject, and that nothing has 
been presented to change or to make it a new 
question this morning; he therefore decides that |! 
the motion is out of order. . 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gippines] desires it, I take an appeal. _ 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he wanted to under- 
stand the decision of the Chair, with a view to i 
determine his own action upon the appeal. f 


Did | 
he understand the Chair to decide that this subject | 
could not now be acted upon, because the House 
had yesterday decided that they would take no 
action upon a different state of facts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
this whole subject was disposed of yesterday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said that the vote yester- 
day decided by the House was, whether the ques: 
tion presented by the gentleman from Ohio was 


this morning was a new question. If he under- | 
stood the Chair to rule out of order the question 
now proposed, he felt constrained to appeal from 


The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. l appeal from the de- 
cision then. : 


Mr. INGE. 
ion? ; 
The SPEAKER. There is an appeal. ' 2) 3 
Mr. CARTTER addressed the Speaker.) 0:54 
The SPEAKER. The Chair indulged debate 
on yesterday, but he is of opinion that debate i+: 
not in order: 3 : a 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpsow] 
moves the appointmentiof a committee in reference 
to the charges’ made against the gentleman from 
hio, in consideration of the statement made by © 
the gentleman from New York. The Chair 1s. of- 
opinion, that this question is disposed of by the 
action of the House yesterday, and that no motion” 
in reference to it is, therefore, in order.” From 
this decision the gentleman from Illinéis appeals 
and the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?: 
i Mr CONGER moved to lay the appeal on the 
able. 
The question was taken, and 
The SPEAKER announced the count, ayes 60, 
noes 55. j 
The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 
And the question, “Shall the appeal be laid 
upon the table,” was then taken, and resulted— 


_Is there an-appeal from the decis- - 


| yeas 54, nays 83; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Bennett, Bokee, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brooks, Albert G: Brown Bucl, Chester 
Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P.: Catd- 
well, Calvin, Chandler, Clarke, Coleock, Conger; Deberry, 
Doty, Dunean, ban Evans, Featherston, Gerry, Hamil. 
ton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Hat- 
ris, Hibbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson 
Jones, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, La Sere, 
McDowell, McQueen, Miller, Morton, Outlaw, Owen, Paw- 
ell, Risley, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Seddon, Spaulding, James 
Thompson, Toombs, Wallace, and Woodward—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Baker, 
Bissell, Booth, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, 
Cariter, Cleveland, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Corwin. 
Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Dunham, Durkee, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Haralson, Harlan, Harmanson, Henry, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, James L. Johnson, Julian, Joun A. King, Preston 
King, Littlefield, Horace Maun, Job Mann, McDonald, Mé- 
Lanahan, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Pitman, 
Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson,. Robinson,’ 
Rockwell, Root, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn,’ 
Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan-:. 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Venable,” 
Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, an’ Young—83, 


So the appeal was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House???. 
and being taken, was decided in the negative, with- 
out a division. : in : 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled...’ 

Mr. PRESTON KING then rose to. move a 
resolution, providing for the appointment of a com- 
mittee, * 

The SPEAKER. That motion was made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Bager,] and is 
now the pending question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD asked that the motion be 
reduced to writing. ; ; 

After an inquiry by Mr. DUNHAM, on a point: 
of order— i ieta 

Mr. BAKER was understood’ to suggest, that 
if there was any custom of the House. by which 
he would be placed at the head of the committee, 
he would ask, on account of ill health, to be ex- 
cused. 

Mr. B. then sent to the Clerk’s table the follow- 
ing resolution: 
` Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed hy 


the Speaker, to investigate the charges against the Hon. 
Josuva R. Gippines, of abstracting certain papers from the 


i files of the Post Office Department; and that they be em- 


powered to send for persons and papers. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. GOTT demanded the previous question. +. 

The question was taken, and by ayes 99, noes 
not counted, there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. [Which main question was on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. ] : 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 

So the resolution was adopted. . 

Mr. GOTT moved a reconsideration of the vote, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 77 

Ordered accordingly. i E 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER S TABLE; < 
Mr. McCLERNAND rose to inquire: ofthe 
Speaker, whether it. would now.-be in order to 
move that the House proceed to the consideration 


ee 
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of business. on. the Speaker’s table, (with a view 
to the reference of Senate bills thereon.) 

The SPEAKER said that, by unanimous con- 
sent, such a-motion:eould be made. ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, that much import- 
ant business had accumulated there.. He hoped 
that unanimous consent would be given. 

Objection was made. 

So the motion was not received. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day, being the consideration of the report of 
the select committee in the Galphin case. 

Mr. STANLY was entitled to the floor, and 
took it. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

“Mr. DANIEL asked his colleague [Mr. STAN- 
Lx] to- yield the floor to him, (Mr. D.,) for the 
purpose of enabling him to submit a motion to 
postpone the further consideration of the special 
order until Monday next, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the private calen- 
dar. 

Mr. STANLY yielded—willing, he said, that 
the sense of the House shouldbe taken, 

‘Mr. DANIEL submitted his motion. 

The questidn was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative without a division. 

So the House refused to proceed*to the consid- 
eration of the private calendar. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 

Thereupon the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee in the 
Galphin case. 

Mr. STANLY (of whose remarks a report will 
appearin the Appendix) then addressed the House. 

He spoke not so much, as he stated at the com- 
mencement, for the purpose of discussing the 
merits of the question, but with a view to carry 
the war into Africa. He was of the opinion, that 
the utmost extent to which the Secretary of 
War could be justly chargeable, was a want of 
delicacy in pressing the settlement of the Galphin 
claim while he occupied a seat in the Cabinet. 
There was no suspjcion of any fraud in design or 
in act. He then went back in the hisiory of the 
last twenty-five years, to the period when the Dem- 
ocrats came into power with General Jackson, and 
detailed the numerous defalcations which took 
place ia that party, aggregating above a million of 
dollars, on the subject of which, the gentlemen 
who now so londly censure Mr. Crawford, were 
entirely silent. He also stated some facts, to show 
that the Attorney General, who had been also as- 
sailed, had rendered service to the country, and 
declined any compensation for the same; and that 
the political purity of the Whigs was less open to 
imputation than that of the opposite party. 

Mc. S, having concluded— 

Mr. CLARKE obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House at considerable length, (in re- 
marks which will be published in the Appendix.) 
He reviewed the history of the claim. He ex- 
pressed his belief that the present Government 
had done right in its payment—exactly what 
it should have done—nothing more nor less. He 
declined to enter into an examination of the ques- 
tion, whether the act of 1848 was advised}y passed 
ornot. His own impression was that, all things 
considered, the law was so passed. At all events, 
he had no desire to impuga the conduct of the late 
Congress. They had acted according to the lights 
which were before them. The bill. probably re- 
ceived as much consideration as claims usuall 
did. But he thought its passage and the resulis 
which had grown out of it, illustrated the necessity 
of having some other tribunal than Congress to ad- 
judicate these claims. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor, and 
moved the previous question; but he yielded for 
the moment to 

Mr. SEDDON, who gave notice of his intention 
ala proper ume to offer the following as a substi- 
tute for the resolution of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Toomss:] 

Resolved, That the House, without intending to approve, 
by implication or otherwise, the propricty of any officer of 
the Gaverninent being interested during bis tenure of office, 
in the prosecution of a claim bcfore any of its departments, 


yet sees nothing in the evidence reported by the coinmittees, 
to show that the Seeretary of War “ever availed. himself 


p 


tween himseirand the other members of the Cahinet, to in- 
fluence the favorable determination of the claim” of George 
Galphin, deceased, and are satisfied that “there was nothing 
unusual in the circumstances attending the adjustment and 
payment of the principal or interest of this claim, nor any 
departure from the ordinary course of business in the Treas- 
ury Department. : 


The substitute having been read— 

Mr. SEDDON, in explanation, was understood 
to say that the resolation which he proposed em- 
bodied the language used by the majority of the 
committee and. the conclusions of the majority, 
and at the same time it disclaimed lending the 
sanction of the House to any member of the Cabi- 
net being interd&ted in the prosecution of a claim 
before one of the departments while occupying the 
position of head of another department. 

Mr. JONES gave notice of the following amend- 
ment, which he desired to offer in some place 
where it might appropriately ‘belong: 

Resolved, That the amount paid as interest on said claim 
should be refunded to the Treasury by the persons to whoin 
it may be paid. 

‘The amendment having been read— 

Mr. JONES said, that this resolution, added to 
those offered by the majority of the committee, 


| would exactly: meet his views and express his 
į sentiments in relation to this whole transaction. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON gave notice that he 


: should offer the following resolutions as a substi- 


tute for the resolutions reported by the majority of 
the committee: 
l. Resolved, That the claim of George Galphin was one 


that the United states was uader no obligations to pay prior 
to the passage of the act of 1848, which authorized und re- 


i quired the payment of the principal only. 


2. Resolved, {hat the interest thereou was paid without 
authority of law or usage. 

3. Resolved, That Congress should pass a law prohibiting 
the payment of interest in any case by any officer of the 
Government, unless expressly directed by law. 


any member of the Cabinet from deciding on any claim or 
demand against the Government in which any other mem-. 
ber of the sarn? Cabinet shall be interested, while they may 


| be thus associated together in the adininistration of the Gov- 


ernment. . 

5. Resolved, That we recommend the passage of a law 
making final the decisions made by the heads of the differ- 
ent departments, and regulating the right of appeal, &e. 

Mr. RICHARDSON now insisted on his de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. WELLBORN asked him to withdraw. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he would do so for 
the purpose of amendment, or inquiry, or expla- 
nation, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. WELLBORN desired to speak five min- 
utes. i 
Mr. RICHARDSON declined to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. The subject 
had (he said) been discussed about a week. He 
thought that gentlemen had been enabled, by this 
time, to come to a conclusion, and that they were 
ready to express, by their votes, what that con- 
clusion was. He feit disposed to send gentlemen 
to the country upon the votes they might give. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, preferred a 
similar request, pledging himself, if it should be 
complied with, to renew the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he had declined to 
withdraw the motion for the accommodation of 
the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. WELLBORN.] 


| He (Mr. R.) could not withdraw it for any other 


gentleman. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
insisied upon. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Warno, of 


were appointed, 

And the vote, having been taken, stood—ayes 
89, noes 46. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 4 

Mr. BURT (chairman of the select committee) 
then claimed the floor, (under the rule,) and was 
proceeding to address the Fouse, but he yielded 
to a motion by 

Mr. HUBBARD, that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BURT then addressed the House during 
the allotted hour, in vindication of the grounds 
assumed in the report which he had made, and in 
reply to the arguments of Messrs. Toomss, STE- 
Puens, and other gentlemen. At the close of his 
remarks, he expressed the opinion that whatever 


censure or responsibility attached to this transac- 


4. Resolved, That Congress should pass a law prohibiting + 


Connecticut, and Freepiry, of Pennsylvania, 


of his official position, or the relations it established be- || tion, rested on` the Secretary of the Treasury, to” 


whom, by-the act of 1848, an official function had 
been delegated, and who had no authority to trans- 
fer that function to the Attorney General or any 
other officer. If the Seeretary of the Treasury 
had performed his duty, the House would not 
have been engaged in the: discussion of this ques- 
tion. C 
[A report of this speech will be published in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. BURT having concluded—- 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved that the 
House adjourn. Rejected. 

The SPEAKER stated the question pending. 
The select committee, through their chairman, 
{Mr. Burr,] had reported the following resolutions: 


lst. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of 
George Galphin was not a just demand against the United 

tates. 

2d. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the principal of said 
claim, and it was therefore paid, “in conformity with iaw” 
and ‘t precedent.”? 

3d. Resolved, ‘That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said elaim, and 
its payment was not “in conformity with law” or “ prece- 


dent.?? 


Mr. TOOMBS had moved to amend these reso- 
lations by adding thereto the following: 


Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the letter.of George W. Craw- 
ford, asking “an investigation’? into his conductin reference 
to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, which 
impugns his personal or official conduct in relation to the 
settlement of the.claim by the properofficers of the Govern: 
ment. 


Mr. SCHENCK had moved to amend this 
amendment of Mr. Toomss by adding the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, however, That this House is not understood as 
approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be in- 
terested in the prosecution of it when it was to be exam- 
ined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the 
Government, he himself being at the same tine at the head 
of another of those departments; but the House considers 
that such connection and interest of a member of the Cabi- 
net with a claim pending and prosecuted before another de- 
partinent, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought not 
to be sanctioned. : 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was 
first on’agreeing to the amendment of Mr; SCHENCK 
to the amendment. 

[To present at a glance ail the questions pending, 
it is proper to-add, that f 

Mr. SCHENCK had moved the following as a 
substitute for the resolutions of the committee; viz: 

Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the letter of George W. Craw- 
ford, asking “an investigation” inato bis conduct in refer- 
ence to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, 
which impugns his personal or official conduct in relation to 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Provided, however, That this House is not to he understood 
as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be 
interested in the prosecution of it wheu,it was to be ex- 
amined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the 
Government, he himself being at the same time at the head 
of another of those departments, but the House considers that 
such connection and interest of a member of the Cabinet 
with a claim pending and prosecuted before another depart- 
ment, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to 
he sanctioned. 


And Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, had 
moved the following amendment to the substitute: 
“And consequently that the House also totally dissents 
from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ¢ that 
‘his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 


“¢parunen!, apd the agent of the claimants, did nottake 


‘from bim any rights he may have had as such agent, or 
¢would have justified him in having the examination and 
‘decision of the ciaims by the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘suspended.’ 

« Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the At- 
torney General in favor of an allowance of interest on said 
claim, and froin the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in payment of the same claim in this”. 

The votes first upon the amendment to ‘the sub- 
stitute and then upon the substitute, would be in 
order after the amendment to the orfginal resolu- 
tions should have been acted upon and pending 
the question on the adoption of the suid original 
resolutions, amended or not amended, as the 
House should decide. ] 

The first. question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Scuencx, to theamendment of Mr. Toomss. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked that all the 
amendments, substitutes, and orginal resolutions 
be read before any vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, and the amendment 
thereto of the gentleman from Ohio, had been 
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read: the Clerk would now read the original reso- 
lations. 
Mr. PARKER desired the amendments to be 


again read, remarking that they had not been heard | 


in that part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions and amend- 
menis will he read. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, inquired if, the 
previous question having been moved and sec- 
onded, it was in order to call for the reading of 
any other resolution or amendment except those 
which were in order at this time? s 

The SPEAKER replied, that if the point were 
nmde, the reading of none but preceding amend- 
ments would be in order. The Chair would have 
all the amendments read which were pending 
when the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON wished to know if the 
resolutions moved by him and reported from that 
part of the committee with which he acted, were 
not pending? They had been offered before the 
previous question was moved. 


The SPEAKER. 


not in order. : 
_ Mr. FEATHERSTON., I offered it this morn- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. 
morning. it could not be in order until the pre- 
vious amendments had been voted down. 


Mr. RICHARDSON rose to a point of order. | 


The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Toomgs] had 


moved an amendment to the original resolution; |! 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnenck] had 
moved an amendment to that amendment; the 
amendment reported by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. Mearnersronj was in the nature of 


therefore in order. 


The SPEAKER stated that the facts of the case | 
were different from those upon which the gentle- | 
man from Hlinois had based his point of order. | 


Te stated the facts: The committee had reported 


certain resolutions; the gentleman from Georgia | 


had moved to amend those resolutions by an ad- 


ditional resolution; the gentleman from Ohio had | 
The gentleman ! 


moved to amend the amendment. ‘ 
from Ohio had also offered an amendment, in the 


nature of a substitute, for the entire resolutions of 


the committee; and the gentleman from Mississippi 
had moved an amendment to that substitute. The 
substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
therefore, could not be entertained in the present 
state of the question, 
that every amendment which could be made had 
been moved when the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which gentleman from 
Ohio do I understand has offered a substitute? 

The SPEAKER, 
moved the amendment, [Mr. Scuencx.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON inquired if the proposi- 
tion which the gentleman had offered as a substi- 
tuie was not the sameas the amendment pending? 

The SPEAKER replied that the Chair had not 
examined the extent to which they differed; but 
the propesitions were not identical. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
the Chair to the resolutions reported by that por- 
tion of the committee to which I belong. If 1 


understand the matter correctly, the report of a | 
minority of a committee, which concludes with | 


resolutions, being in effect a recommendation that 
the resolutions be adopted, is a motion to amend 
the resolutions of the majority. That, I appre- 
hend, is a principle very well established by par- 
Hamentary law; and I submit, that the resolutions 
reported by that portion of the committee with 
whom I bad the honor to act, come up of them- 
selves as an amendment to the resolutions of the 
majority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not concur 
with the gentleman from Ohio in this position. 
The parliamentary law, as he understands it, does 
not recognize the report of a‘ minority of a com- 
mittee as a report; it contains the views of the 
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ne £ The gentleman from Missis- | 
sippi will remember, that at the time when be pro- ; 
posed his amendment, the Chair stated that it was | 


It was not in order this | 


The gentleman would see | 


The same gentleman who jj 


I desire to call the attention of | 


minority, and whenever they report resolutions, 
or a bill, they are not before the House for its ac- 
tion, until they are submitted by.some member, 
either of that minority, or by some other member. 
The report of the minority, of itself, does not 
bring the question before the House for its action. 
The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that so far as he is informed, such has been 
the uniform practice of the House; whatever may 
be the practice of other parliamentary bodies, the 
Chair is not prepared to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know of the 
Chair, if we proceed to vote upon the various 
amendments now pending, and then a motion is 
made to reconsider the previous question, whether 
we will be bound to go back through ail the amend- 
ments, before we get to the position in which we 
were before the previous question was ordered? 

The CHAIR. it is impossible for the Chair to 
answer the inquiry of the gentleman from Hlinois, 


House may make of the various amendments, 
whether they will be adopted or rejected. The 
Chair cannot tell in what position the question 
will stand after the action of the House. The 
| Chair will state, in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
i tleman from Hlinvis, by which he may, perhaps, 
| be informed, that 

| Mr. RICHARDSON (interposing) said, for 
li himself he was willing to vote npon these amend- 
|i ments: after they were disposed of he should 
ii move to reconsider the previous question, with a 
|| view to take a vote upon the resolutions reported 
by the minority. 

i} Mr. INGE, I wish to know what the Speaker 
i| has decided as the effect of the previous question? 


i| notice of which has been given to the House? 
The SPEAKER. Most clearly. 
Mr. INGE. Nothing is before the House, 
then, except the resolutions reported by the com- 


| 

| 

i 

i to the amendment, which have been offered ? 

i| The SPEAKER. And the substitute, and the 
|| amendment to the substitute. 

1 Mr. INGE. Thatis the precise question I have 
l| put to the Chair—whether the previous question 
i 

| given? 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats, that it 
| ents off all substitutes, except the one offered by 
| the gentleman from Ohio, which had been enter- 
t 


{ 
i 
| 
| 
| 
f 


seconded, The Chair. wili state to the gentleman 
|| of the case is precisely as though no notice had 
been given. 

Mr. SEDDON wished to inquire of the Chair, 
in case the various amendments and the resolu- 
tions now pending were rejected, if it would not 
| then be in the power of a member to offer other 
resolutions to the House? 

The SPEAKER stated that, in the opinion of 
|| the Chair, other resolutions could not be offered, 
except by a reconsideration. , 

il Mr. McMULLEN moved to reconsider the vote 
upon the second of the previous question, with a 
view, he said, to bring in other resolutions. 

He waived the motion, however, at the sugges- 
il tion of various gentlemen, and moved that the 
House adjourn, ; 

The SPEAKER said, the motion to adjourn 
was not in order—no business having intervened 
since the Jast vote on the same question. 

ii Mr. BURT addressed the Speaker, and was re- 
i} cognized. 

| Mr. INGE said he hoped the gentleman from 
1} South Carolina would yield to the reading of the sub- 
i| stitute which was pending, in order that the House 
|| might judge whether the question was presented 
\ 
| 
t 
i 


in such a manner that they would be willing to 
vote upon it. 

Mr. BURT hoped to be allowed to say he 
thought the House shouid adjourn, in order to give 
He moved 


time to deliberate upon the question. 
: that the House adjourn. 


i 


because he does not know what disposition the ! 


n Does the Chair decide that the effect is to cut off! 
| RS l t i, the substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi, | 
a substitute for the original resolution, and it was | 


| mittee, and the amendment, and the amendment į 


| cuts off the substitute, of which notice has been | 


tained before the previous question was moved and | 


from Alabama, and to the House, that the state || 


The SPEAKER state 
now in order. eo dy 
Mr. INGE called for the reading: of the substi- 


tute. 


by which the main 
be now put. 

Mr. JONES desired to be informed by the 
Speaker whether, if the House should now recon- 
sider the vote by which the main question had 
been ordered, it would not then leave the question 
open to debate without allowing other amend- 
ments to be offered. ‘The proper mode, he sug- 
gested, was to dispose of the pending amendments, 
and if they should not prove satisfactory to the 
House, then to reconsider the vote ordering the 
main question. 

Mr. BURT moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROOT asked the yeas and nays on that 
motion, but withdrew the demand. f 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative, ` : 

So the House refused to adjourn. ` 

Messrs. WHITE and GOTT simultaneously 
moved that the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MeMuLLen] to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question had been ordered, be laid 
upon the table, Š 


the motion. 

So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 

Mr. WINTHROP rose tọ a point of order. 
He submitted that, under the parliamentary law, 
it was not in order to reconsider an order which 
i| had been partly executed. He contendèd that the 
ji previous question had been executed, in part at 
i| least. It was upon this principle alone that the 
honorable member from South Carolina (Mr. 
Burt] had closed the debate. That gentleman 
had spoken once, and, as the chairman of. the sê- 
lect committee, he had the right, under the rule, to 
i} Speak again, though, as to all other members of the 
i; House, the debate was at an end. T'he rule giving 
this right did not inure until the previous question 
had been ordered. The gentleman had spoken, 
and to that extent, therefore, the order ‘of the 
| House had been executed. eae 
! The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider has 
| been withdrawn, and is not now pending. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON said, that whenever tha 
| question of order suggested by the gentleman from 
|| Massachusetts [Mr. Winrnrop] should be made, if 
i| the decision of the Chair should sustain it, an ap- 
| peal would be taken. 
| After a suggestion by Mr. JONES— : 
i; ‘Phe SPEAKER said: If gentlemen will observe 
ii 


order, the questions, in the order’ in: which they. 
i| stand before the House, will be stated.: < And if 
li gentlemen will preserve order, much inconveni- 
i| ence will be obviated, and the necessity for the 
frequent reading of the resolutions prevented. — 
The SPEAKER then directed the propositions 


regular order. 

And they were read by the Clerk in the follow- 
| ing order: 
|  Virst, the resolutions reported by the commit- 
| 


i tee. 

Secondly, the amendment of Mr. Toomes to 
those resolutions. 

Thirdiy, the amendment of Mr. Scnencx to the 
amendment of Mr. Toomss. 

Fourthly, the, substitute of Mr. Scuencx. 

Fifthly, the amendment of Mr. THOMPSON, of 
Mississippi, to the amendment of Mr. SCHENCK, 

The SPEAKER. The questign will be first on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
li Scuenck]} to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr.‘Toomss.] The question will 
then be on the amendment of the gentleman from 

| Georgia, amended or not, as the vete of the House 
j| may determine. The question will then recuit-on 
| the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 

| (Mr. Tnompsox] to the substitute of thé gentle- 
Ueman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencg,] and then upon 
| at substitute, amended or not, as tie:-case may 
i| be, 


d that that motion was nat 


Mr. McMULLEN moved to reconsider the Vote 
question had been ordered to’ 


Mr. McMULLEN, at the same time, withdrew l 


pending before the Fouse to be read in their, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON desired to be informed by 
the Speaker, whether the amendment of the gen- 
tleman fiom Mississippi [Mr. Tuomrson] to the | 
substitute of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Scuencx] proposed to strike out that substitute? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The question 
ig first on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Scuenci] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and on that 
question the yeas and nays have been demanded. | 

Mr. SCHENCK asked that the amendment | 
mightbe read. ‘There seemed, he said, to be some 
difficulty about it in some parts of the House. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the reading. It has 
been read often enough. 

Mr, CONRAD, (to the Chair.) If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio should be reject- 
ed, will the amendment of the genueman from 
Georgia be open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Clearly not; because the pre- 
vious question is now in operation. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, there was 
a great deal of confusion in the Hall, and many 
gentlemen would acknowledge thet it had been | 
found impossible to know distinctly what the prop- | 
ositions were, He desired to Know upon whathe | 
was about to vote. : 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of. the Chair, | 


x : l | 
time will be saved by the reading of the amend- | 
1 


ment. The Chair hopes that no objection wiil be | 
made. 


The amendment was again read. 


Mr. WOODWARD moved that the House ad- |; 


journ. 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 

And the question having been taken, the Elouse : 
refused to adjourn. f i 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the | 


amendment i Poatherston, Fiteh, Gerry, Gorman, Hamilton, Harals 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken, and decided in the | 
affirmative—yeas 158, nays 25; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, 
Averett, Baker, Bay, Bissell, Boeock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brigg:, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Barrows, Chester 
Butler, Vhowas B. Butler, Jozeph Cable, George A. Cald- 
weil, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cz rier, Chand- 
ler, Clarke, Cievelan?, Wilhamson R. W. Cobb, Colvoek, 
Cole, Couger, Courad, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, \ 
Dinmick, Disney, Dixon, Dory, Dinean, Durham, Durkee, 
Edimaudson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fiteh, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Hialioway, Hamilton, Harlan, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, W, 
T. Jackson, Andrew Jonnson, J mes L. Jonson, Robert 
W, Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. 
King, George G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston-King, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mar- 
shail, Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, MeLanahan, F. 
E. McLean, MeMuilen, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Mill- 
son, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, 
Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Poweil, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, | 
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, | 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweeiser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, 


Woodward, and Young—! 38, if 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Bokee, Bowdon, Breck, 
Burt, E. C. Cabell, Clingman, Deberry, Haralson, Hilliard, 
Joseph W. Jackson, James G. King, McGaughey, N =- 
sock, Morton, Orr, Owen, Seddon, Alexander H. 8 
Thaddeus Stevens, Toombs, Van Dyke, Wellbo 
Wiliiams—25. 

{Mr. McDonaxp declined to vote, stating that 
. Oo 
he had paired off.j 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Thequestion recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
Toombs, as amended— i 


Mr. HARALSON inquired of the Speaker if, 


after the vote was taken on the amendment as 


rn, an 


| 
Mr. CARTTER raised the question of order, i 


arnended, he would then have the privilege of voting 
on the original resolution separately. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreein 
to the amendment as amended. 


o 
>} 


After that ques- | 


tion shall have #een disposed of, and the substitute | 


and amendment to the resolutions shall have been 


disposed of, if the House should not adopt the |, 


substitute, the question will recur on agreeing to 
the original resolution as amended, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia, (Mr. Hararson,] by calling | 
for a division, can have the question taken sepa 
rately. 

My. HARALSON. Suppose the substitute is” 
adopted? : i 

The SPEAKER. It is not a substitute, it is 
only an additional resolution. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
| House adjourn. =~ 

The House refused to adjourn. 

| . Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Do I under- 
stand the Speaker to say, that when we come to 
vote upon the adoption of the resolutions, should 
the substitute be rejected, it will be in order to 
take a vote on the resolutions separately ? 

The SPEAKER assented. j 

Mr. JONES. Will'it, in the opinion of the 
Chair, be in order to take a vote separately on the 
resolution of the gentleman from Georgia, and 
then on the proviso ?- 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
‘striking out what had been already inserted by the 
House. x : 

The question (continned the Speaker) is on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. WENTWORTH ask@d the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, were yeas 
82. nays 92, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, Baker, Ben 
nett, Boenek, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrow 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B.C. Cabell, Joseph P. 
Caldweil, Calvin, Cuandier, Clark, Clingman, Conge 
onrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dun- 
eas, Nathan Evans, Pow er, 4 
nell, Halloway, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Holmes, Howe, 
Hubbard, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jack- 


i 
| 
i 
| 


King, George G. King, Jolm A. King, Torace Mane, 
Marshall. 
' MeLean, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitman, 
sey, Sackett, Seke 
; perd, Silvester, Spauidiug. Sprague, Frederiek P. Stan- 
ton, Thaddens Stevens, Thurmaa, Uaderbili, White, and 
Winthrop—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alhertson, Allen, Alston, Averett, Bay, 
Bissell. Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Wiltiam J. Brown, 


i Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobh, Colcock, Cale, Danici, 
Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 
a, 
t Harian, Isham G. Haris, Sampson W. Barris, Thomas L 
} Harris, itibbard, Howard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Joue: 
i Julian; Kaufman, James G. King, Preston King, La Sère, 
i Defer, Litt field, Job Maun, MeClernand, McLanahan, 
| McMullen, McQueen, Miller, Millson, Morris, O.ds, Orr, 
| Parker, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, 
H 
| 
i 
| 


Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Alexan- 

der H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob ‘Thompsou, 
i James Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Walden, 

Waldo, Watlace. Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wil- 
| liams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—92. 


| 

| So the amendment of Mr. Toomes, as amended 
| by the amendment of Mr. Scnewcx, was rejected. 
| 
} 


The question recurring on the amendment of | 


| Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, to the amendment 
| of Mr. Scuencx, as a substitute for the resolu- 
: tions— 


|| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to lay 
| 


the whole subject on the table. 
The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 
Mr. HARALSON moved that the House ad- 
journ. Rejected. 


The question recurring on the motion to lay on 
the table, was taken and decided in the negative— 
yeas 49, nays 126; as follow: 


Sprague, . Stanton, A. H. Stephe Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thouipson, Thurman, 
Toombs, Pucek, Van D Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wenn Vikhiek, W Wood, Woodward, sand 


it will not be in order, because it would be merely | 


eedley, Gentry, Gott, Grin- | 


n, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel i 
Matteson, McGaughey, -MeKissock, Finis E. } 


Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Ram- j 
‘k, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shep- | 


Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, li 


H 

| Massachusetts, and Sayace, of Tennessee, were 

; appointed, . 

And the question was'taken and decided in the 
negative—ayes 64, noes 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
‘amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Tuompson] to the substitute of the gentleman 
trom Ohio, [Mr. Scnencx.]} 

Mr. MARSHALL called for a 
: amendment. : 

i The SPEAKER. A division is called for. The 

i; question will then be on the first branch of the 

| amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi- 

| Mr. RICHARDSON rose toa question of or- 

| der. He desired to know whether an amendment 

| toan amendment could b> divided ? 

| The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. DISNEY inquired of the Speaker, whether 

| the substitute of the gentleman from Ohio [Mia 

! Scgencx] was not identical with the amendment 

as amended, which had just been voted down? 

i The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined 
the two propositions closely, and cannot, there- 
| fore, say whether they are identical or not. 
| Mr. DISNEY. As the propositions fell upon 

i| my ear in the reading, the two are identical. 
| 


division on the 


The SPEAKER. Probably they areso. The 
i Chair did not notice them very particularly, and 


made. 

! After a brief conversation between Mr. Presrox 
:| Kine and the Chair, (uf which litle was heard by 
¡i the reporter) . , 
Ooo Mr. RICHARDSON inquired whether he was 
ii to understand the Speaker'as having decided that 
an amendment to an amendment could be divided? 

The SPEAKER assented. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON appealed from the decis- 
i ion. 

. The SPEAKER stated the question. The gen- 
1 tleman from Ohio had offered an.amendment; the 
|| gentlemnan from Mississippi had moved an amend- 
i| ment to the amendment; the proposition of the gen- 
i; tleman from Mississippi contained two substan- 
‘| tives, distinct propositions. A division of the ques- 
`: ton had been called for upon the amendment to the 
- amendment; the Chair has ruled that itis divisible; 
' from this decision the gentleman from Illinois has 
|| taken an appeal, and the question is, ‘* Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House??? 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 

‘| firmative. i 5 
So the decision was sustained, and the question 
|| decided to be divisible, 
|| The question then being upon agreeing to the 
ii first part of the amendment of Mr. ‘l'nompson, of 
| Mississippi— 
Mr. BURT desired to know if the proposition 
| moved by the gentleman from Ohio as a substitute, 
was not identical with the proposition voted down 
i| as an amendment a short time since? 

The SPEAKER, It is the same proposition. 

Mr. BURT. Then I make the point of order, 
that whether the gentleman moves it as an amend- 
ment or a substitute, it is still an amendment, and 
the House cannot be required to vote upon the 
| same amendment time after time. | 
The SPEAKER stated, that if the point of order 
| were good of itself, it was too late to entertain it; 
| that, to have been received, it ought to have been 
made when one or the other of the propositions 
‘| had been offered, 

But the Chair will state to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and to the House, that the House 
might, for reasons satisfactory to themselves, be 
willing to adopt this as a substitute for all the res- 
olutions, and yet be unwilliag to add it to the 
|; other resolutions reported by the committee. The 
Chair must, therefore, have held the point of order 
| not to be good, if ithad been made at the proper 
| time. 

The question was on agreeing to the first part 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. TxHomrson,] in the following words: 

“Aud consequently that the House also totally dissents 
from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘that 
‘his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
‘partment, and the agent of the claimants, did not. take 
‘from him any tights be may have had as such agent, or 
t would have jusiiiied him in having the examination and 


| ‘decision of the clans by the Secretary of the Treasury 
i *suspended.? 


ji 


l 
| 


i 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
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which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeus 91, nays 86; as follow: $ 

YHAS—Messrs, Alberison, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bissell, 
Boeock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, 
Buel, B. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Cariter, 
Cleviland, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Dinimick, 
bisncy, Doty, Dunham, Derkee, Edinundson, Featherston, 
Fich, Gerry, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 
G. Hanis, SW. Harris, T. L. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, J.W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La 
Sére, heler, Littlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, MeDow- 
ell, MeLanniian, McMulien, McQueen, Miller, Millson, 
Monis, Morton, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pheips, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, A. H, Stephens, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Toombs, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Wildrick, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—8i. 

NAYS—M 
Key, Bennett, 
Chester Buter, Thomas B, Butler, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, 


CampheH, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cule, Conger, Con- | 


rad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Divkey, Dixon, Duncan, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Preediey, Giddings, Gott, Grinnell 
Halloway, Haymond, Hebbard, Beury, Hitiiard, Holme 
Howe, Hanter, W. T. Jackson, Jantes L, Jchuson, Kerr, 


Daniel P. King, George G. Kine, James G. King, John A. ij 
gn, MeGauguey, Me- | 


King, Horace Mann, Morstiatl, Mau 
Kiswek, F. B Me Lian, Morse, N 
man, Putnam, Reed, Reyuatds, Risley, Rockwell, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenek, Schernerhormn, School 
craft, Buepoerd, X w, Spaulding, Stmaty, T. Stevens‘ 
‘Tharinan, Tuck, Uuderbi 
Williams, aud Winthrop—es. 

[While the vote was being called — 

Mr. MORSE rose and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to amend the resolution by 
inserting the words ‘said to have been ” before 
the word “expressed.” If anybody objected he 
desired to know the source from which the objec- 
tions came. $ 

Objection was made—by whom the reporter did 
not see or hear. 

The SPEAKER announced that.o 
made. 

Mr. MORSE. 


on, Ogte, Outlaw, Pit- 


bjection was 


Can I know who objects? 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made by several 
gentlemen. ° 
Mr. CALDWELL, of North Carolina, when 


his name was called, said there was no evidence 
that the President had ever used the language at- 
tributed to him; he therefore voted “ no.” 

The SPEAKER checked the gentleman, re- 
minding him that no remarks were in order. 

Calls to order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, when his name was called, 
said his vote was decided by the difference be- 
tween the words “or” and ‘‘nor.”” He voted 
“yo,” 7 

So the first part of the amendment of Mr. Tuomp- 
SON was agreed to. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I move to 
reconsider the motion, and to lay that motion on 
the table 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 

` the previous question having been ordered. 

Mr. CONRAD. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Duncan, of 
Massachusetts, and Harris, of Tennessee, were 
appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 78, noes 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on the motion te 
reconsider. 

Mr. CROWELL asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 


I move:that there be a call 


Mr. SACKETT moved that the House ad- i 


journ 
The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out 
of order, no business having intervened since a 
motion to adjourn had been made and rejected. 
Mr. SACKETT suggested that an intermediate 
vote had been taken on ordering the yeas and 
nays. 


tion to adjourn m order, 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Chair 
whether, if the motion to-reconsider should pre- 
vail, it would then be in order to modify or amend 
the amendment? 


Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, Ba- | 
Okee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Barrows, Burt, |} 


Loot, | 


UW, Van Dyke, Wellborn, White, | 


I ask the yeas and nays on | 


The SPEAKER replied that that was not such | 
intervening action as would render a renewed mo- | 


i| The SPEAKER. Itis not in order pending the 
operation of the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 
stood to suggest, that the language of the amend- 
ment embodied the identical words of Mr. Craw- 
ford, as given in his testimony. 

The SPEAKER said, no remarks were in order. 

Mr. RUMSEY moved to reconsider the vote 
ordering the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER. A motion to reconsider anoth- 
er proposition is already pending ; therefore, the 


Rumsey] is not in order. 

| Mr, RUMSEY suggested that his motion had 

recedence. 

| The SPEAKER ruled otherwise. 

i Mr. RUMSEY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. SACKETT now appealed from the decision 

i of the Chair, declaring the motion to adjourn to 

| he out of-arder. 

| The SPEAKER. The question is on the ap- 

eal. é 
Mr. CONGER. 

i; laid upon the table. 

| And the question was taken, and decided in the 

|! affirmative, without a division, 

li o So the anneal was laid upon the table. 

| Mr. BAKER. 


I move that the appeal be 


Mr. JONES. Nothing has been done. 

The SPEAKER. A vote has been taken. 

Mr. JONES. Nothing in the world. 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. When a motion to adjourn 
has been entertained, no appeal is in order. 

The question, ‘ Will this House adjourn??? was 


i 
it 
| 
ji 
li 
| 
i 

i 
| 


I 
| 


| 

| 

les of Kentucky, and Warpno, were ap- 
| pointed, . : 

| And the vote, having been again taken, was de- 
E clared to be—aves 75, noes 87. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i A 
ii the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 86, nays 89; as follow: 


ji 
t 
i 

it 


i} YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Averett, Raker, | 
Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Bauer, } 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldweik, Calvin, Campbell, | 


i 
! Chandler, Clarke, Coleock, Cole, Conrad, Carwin, Crowell, 
| Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
| Freedley, Gentry, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, [sham 
| G. Harris, Haymond, Hebard. Henry, Witliard, Holmes, 
| Howe, Hunter, Wiliam T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 


McLean, McM men, MeQueen, Nelson, (gle, Outlaw, Pit- 


sey, Suekett, Schenck, chermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, 
Shepnerd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Thurman, Tuck, Under- 
bil, White, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood- 
| ward—&6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bay, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd 
William J. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, George 


ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch. Gerry, Gid 
dings, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. 


‘| Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
i! Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, 
il Littlefield, Joh Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McClernand, 
| McDowell, McLanahau, Miller, Milson, Morris, Morse, 
Morton, Olds, Orr, O 
Potter, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, A. 
|I H. Stephens, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Van 
|! Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
Wildrick, Woog, and Young—89. , 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


subject until Monday next be in order? 
The SPEAKER. I®will not bein order, be- 
cause the previous question has been ordered. 


Ical! the yeas and nays. 
4 The SPEAKER stated the qnestion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

After a brief conversation between Mr. Jones 
and the Speaker on a point of order— 


on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Scuencr] to lay the whole subject on the table. 


[Ss 


question—the motion to reconsider made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON, 
which was a privileged motion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 


i 
I 
i 
| 
fi 
H 
H 


ii 
4i 


motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


I move that the House adjourn. | 
The SPEAKER. The motion is now in order. | 


I appeal | 


Messrs. PUTNAM and SCHENCK demanded } 


Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. King, John | 
A. King, Horace Mann, McGaughey, MeKissock, Finis B.. 


man, Putnam, Reed. Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rum- | 


A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman, Willianison R. į 
W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dun- | 


Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, Hubbord, ; 


wen, Parker, Peaslec, Peek, Phelps, | 


Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker.) Will amo- , 
tion to postpone the further consideration of the | 


Mr. SCHENCK. - Then I move that the whole | 
subject be laid upon the table, and on that motion : 


The SPEAKER again stated the question to be |j 


Mr. JONES submitted that there was a previous |) 


4 i mot, Wood, and Young—77, 
then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 72, noes 81. |: 


Tellers were asked -and ordered, and Messrs. | 


The pending question is on the:motion ‘to recon- ; 
sider, which is a privileged question.) 008. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I ask to be excused from 
voting, and on that motion | ask the yeas and 
nays. Soak SA 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
Mr. SCHENCK. I now move that the House 
adjourn, and on that motion i ask the yeas and 
nays. HY 3 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and, on being 
taken, were—yeas 89, nays 7T; as follow: 2 
YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Averètt, Baker, Beale, Ben- 
nett, Bokee, Bowdon, Breck, Briggs, Wiliam J: Brown, 
Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Ciarke, Cling- 
man, Colcock, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dixon; Duncan, Nathan Evans, Powter; Preediey, 
Gentry, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Balloway, Haymond, Heb- 
ard, Henry, Hilliard, Howe, Hunter, William T., Jackson, 
Junes L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
Jat G. King. John A. King, Horace Mans, Marshall, 
McGaughey Kissock, Pinis K. MefLean, MeMuilen, 
AfeQueen, d m, Ogie, Peek, Pitman. Putnam, Risley, 
Rockwell, Root, Rese, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtele, Sehenels, 


$3 \ 
Behernerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Stanly, Thad. Stevens, Bhong, James Thomp- 


son, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wailace, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, and Wood ward—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bay, 
Bissell, Bocuck, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, E C. Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Wiilianison 
R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel. Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dun- 

e, Eduuimdsow, Featherston, Pitch, Gerrys Gid- 
yHamilion, Haralson, Wark, Isharn G. Har- 
. Haris, Hibbard, Howard, Hubbard, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Aadrew Johnson, Robert . Johnson, Jones, 
Julian, Preston Kiog, La Sére, Lefer, Litt field, Job 
Mann, Mu ins McClernand, MeGanahan, Mitler, Mit- 
son, Mortis se, Marton, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, 
Potrer, Richardson, Robinson » Savage, Alexnuder K. 
Stepheous, Stervon, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, 
Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, Wenlworty, Wildrick, Wi 


So the House, ata late hour, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, July 6, 1850. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 8th 
ultimo, calling for copies of the journals of all re- 
connoissances returned to the topographical bureau 
by officers of the United States, making sub-sur- 
veys within the last year not heretofore commu- - 
nicated, containing copies of reports of Lieutenant 
J. H. Simpson, of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers, and Captain S. G. French, of the quar- 
termaster’s department, with accompanying maps: 
and sketches; which was read. OE 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 


' Professor Richard S. McCullow, proposing to sell 


to the United States the right to use a new method 
invented by him for refining gold, setting forth 
that by this method parcels of gold bullion worth 


; from one totwo millions can be as quickly refined 


i 


| 
f 
| 


| 
if 
i 
i 


| 
| 
I 


| 
i 


as parcels of two hundred thousand dollars are 
by the process now used; that by this method an ims 
definite series of large deposites. of gold bullion can 
be refined in one half the time. required for the 
operations of the method hitherto employed; which 
was referred to the Committce on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the 


i memorial of Phineas M. Nightingale, legal repre- 


sentative of Nathaniel Greene, asking the repay- 

ment of money advanced to an army contractor 

during the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 


| ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 


proceedings of the meeting held at Wilmington, 
in the State of Delaware, against the passage of 
the present compromise bill and in favor of Presi- 
dent Taylor’s plan for the adjustment of the sla- 
very question, reported against printing the same; 
which was concurred in. ; 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the motion to print the proceedings ofa 
publie meeting of citizens of Wilmington and 
vicinity, in the same State, in favor of the adop- 
tion of the compromise bill now before the Sene — 
ate, reported against printing the same; which'was 
agreed to. ees 

BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. MORTON, in pursuance of 
and obtained leave to introducea: bi 
act entitled “An act to provide forthe 


notice, a 
to-amend.an 
punishment 
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of offences committed in cutting live oak and other 
timber or trees reserved for naval parposes, ap- 
proved 21 March, 1831; which was read a first 
“and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Limmittee on Naval Affvirs. 


THE MAISON ROUGE GRANT.. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of bill No. 63, being 
the bill to grant the right of preémption to certain 
purchasers and settlers in in the “ Maison Rouge 
Grant,” in the event of a final adjustment of the 
tive in favor of the United States. 

Several verbal amendments were made. 
bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments having been concurred in, it was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read a third time and passed, 

On motion by Mr. DAWSON the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 71, entitled ** An act for 
the relief of Richard H. Barret.” e 

Mr. KING. in what State is this quarter-sec- 


tion to be located? T'he bill simply says that it | 


is a northeast corner of a section. 
Mr. DOWNS. The report of the House com- 
mittee explains the matter. 


the House. The Secretary read the report of the 
House Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DODGE. Enough has been read to show 
that ihe section js in the St. Augustine jand dis- 
trict, and L move to amend the bill by adding the 
words “subject to sale in the district of St. Au- 
gustine, Florida.’” 

Mr. YULEE. I wish to inquire if the Senator 
is satisfied that there is no adversary right to the 
particular quarter-section ? i 

Mr. DAWSON. The bill provides for that. 

The amendment of Mr. Dones was then agreed 


to. a 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to ask whether there 
were any facts before the commiitee other than 
those which appear in this report? 

Mr. DOWNS. 
as it came from the House, and, upon examination 
of the facts, adopted it as their own, 

Mr. FELCH. it seems to me, Mr. President, 
that there is a serious objection to this bill as it 
now stands, if 1 understand it. The foundation 
of this claim is under the armed occupation laws 
of Florida. Thatlaw, if I recollect rightly, required 
in iis provisions, that the person who intended 
to make a claim should obtain a permit at the land 
office, which should define the land to which he 
should be entitled; and, unless he did so, he was 
not entitled to any benefit at all under the law. It 
contained also another restriction, that it should 
not be withia the miliary reservation, nor within 
two miles of it. Now, il understand this report 
correctly, by hearing it read—although I could not 
hear it very distinctly—it appears that this claim 
was made in violauon of that Jaw. In the first 
place, they did not obtain the permit, which was 
the foundation of all rights under the law. In the 
next place, they were never entitled to a permit, 
because it was within two miles of the fort, and, 
therefore, excluded from the benefit of the law. 

‘here is another objection, Mr. President, 
which 1 wish to state in connection with this mat- 
ter. 
this facts Other claims of a similar character have 


de 


been presented before the Senate at this session; |; 


and one report has been made adversely, under 
precisely such a claim, upon the principie to which 
L refer, to wit, that the parties, having gone on in 
violation of jaw, without a permit, and within 
limits for which they could not obtain a permit, 
there should be some other than ordinary reasons 
to entite chem to preémption under that act of Con- 
gress. This bili is in contravention of tuai decis- 
yon in asimilar case. ‘Fhe Senate, however, have 
not acied upon that bilk 


I will state another fact in relation to this matter. | 
Under the armed occupation law, as £ understand | 
the matter, some two or three years ago, a bill |; 


was passed which called to it some degree of at- 
tention, appointing a commission for the purpose 


of going to Fiorida and investigating the claiins in | 


reference to the rights acquired under the armed jj Tt is a House bill, which was referred to our com- 


occupation law. ‘That investigation went on, and 
a report was made, which is now before the Sen- 
ate—made at the last session of Congress, accord- 
ing to my recollection—and no action was had 


The : 


Mr. DAWSON. ‘The bill is as it came from | 


The committee took the report | 


My attention was called to the subject from | 


tañ 


upon these claims, so far as I am now aware. 
Another act was passed extending the time, ap- 
pointing the same commissioners, and they have 
gone on to investigate. In the report of this year 
a statement is made of the action of these com- 
missioners upon the subject. As f understand the 
law, this is one of the cases that commission 
would have to investizate, His a proper case to 
go before them, according to my recollection of 
their powers; and it should undergo the investiga- 
tion of that commisssion. 


be improper, at all events, that we should now 

pass the bill which is before us. 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

leave to state that there is, properly speaking, no 


question before the Senate. There will not be | 


until the bill is reported, unless there is some 
amendment. The Chair will report the. bill, and 
then debate will be in order. 

The bill was accordingly reported to the Sen- 
ate, and the amendment, in committee, was con- 
curred in, 

The question was then stated upon ordering the 
bill to he engrossed for a third reading. 

BAr. DAWSON. 
port, Mr. President, without taking up the time by 
any observations of my own. Itis as follows: 


«© Prom the evidence on file in the Land Oiee, it appears 
that permit No. 73 was granted to Richard T. Barrett, uv- 
der the actofdih August, 1842, ( for the armed oceupation 
and setilementota part of the Territory ef Florida?) on 
the 15h of April, 1843, who mad tHicment, buila house, 
and culiivat-d more than five aci m the northeast quarter 
of sechos 23, township JO south, range 23 east, according 
to the requisition of the law above recited. 

« On the 23ih July, 1844, a jetter wa 
Land Oftee in Washington to tbe regis: 
St. Anga-tine, informing them that permit No, 73 had been 
annniled, ns isshed in contravention of the third section of 
the act, embraciag hind which, at the 2 of the permit, 
was Wiihin (wo mies of the military pos aAblished at Pi- 
laika; consequently the claimant did not make final proof 
ol eontinued residence and cultivation. 

© Pro the accompanying letter of Brigadier Gencral W. 
J. Worth, received at the Land Office, and made part of 
this report, it appears that the military post at Pilatka was 
virtually abandoned on the 198th of March, 1843, nearly one 
mow previous to the issuing of the permit No. 73 to Rich- 
ard H. Barre 
the ord 

e Tae prem 
mousiy of opinion that the petitioner ought to be confirmed 
iu bis title to the tract of land above described, and beg leave 
to report & bill accordingly. 

u HEADQUARTERS NINTH DEPARTMENT, 
“Sr. AGGUSTINE, October 11, 1843. 

«Sin: In reply to your note cf yesterday, ] have the honor 
to state, that on the 19th of March last L issned orders to 
abandon the military station at Piatka. Afier the stores 


permit. 


! were withdrawn, and most of the troops had moved, it was 


discovered that the barrack at this post, tben nndergoing 


| repairs, was norna coudition to accommodate the entire 


command; whereupon, a detachment was directed to halt 
at the Sormer place HH further orders, aud nally withdrawn 
on the }sth A st. The post, however, i militia ense, 
was virtnally abandoned at the former perior, Perbay itis 
not kuewn, or has pot occurred, thatall the ground—indeod 
atractot twelve hundred acre whieh the garrison and 
publie buildings were ated—is privite property. The 
fact What this private land is enveloped by the publie Jand, 
wid hardly seem to justify a reservation in respect to the 
latter, operating exclusion from the former, heuveen one 
citizenand another. Certainly this would not be tolerated. 
«Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“Ww. J. WORTH, Brigadier General. 
“To Dr. SINMONS, 
Register Land Office, St. Augustine.” 


This report, Mr. President, is a full reply to the 
remarks of the Senator from Michigan. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 

nd was passed. 

ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


R 


being ‘an act for the coff&truction of certain roads 


i in the Territory of Minnesota, and for other pur- i 
me under consideration, |: 
ei 


s,” have had the 
have directed me to report it back to the Senat 
ithout amendment. Fask taat it may be taken 
ered now. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 


pose 
ad 


at 


Mir. KING. What is the gross amount pro- 
sed to he appropriated ? i 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The totalamount is 943,000. 


mittee, and is now reported back to the Senate. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I feel every dispo- 

aition to be liberal to the new territories, and to 

give them all necessary facilities to enable them to 


If that be so, if L am į 
right in reference to this matter, it seems to meto | 


I will merely read the re-} 


ddressed from the | 
rand receiver at į 


1 sixteen mouths previous to | 


s considered, your committee are unani- | 


The Chair begs |! 


“attach very much importance to pre 
; Í The Committee on Territo- » 
ries, to which was referred House bill No. 21, | 


i impo 
i nas ae : in nation of the 
ia second time, and considered as in Commitee of | 


i for it, an 


} 


carry their produce to market, and to communis 
cate readily with each other by means of roads, 
| These large appropriations to territories, however, 
arc’of recent origin. 1 bappened to hve fora short 
lime tinder a terrttorial government, antl E musi be 
allowed to say that in that territory there never 
was one cent appropriated by Congress for the 
making of roads. We made ail our own toads, 
l believe that was the case with nearty ail the tere 
ritories so long as they remained in a territorial 
state, and until they came jnto they Union, and 
then they received a certain portion of the publie 
lands for that purpose. There may, however, be 
a propriety in anucipating these grants, by giving 
to the territories small appropriations for the mak- 
ing of such roads as are actually necessary. I be- 
lieve that in Minnesota the population is limited 
to a smail portion of the territory, and these roads, 
which are numerous, must communicate with the 
wilderness country, and not with the seulements, 
[may be mistaken in this, but, as I said before, i 
am disposed to be liberal, and therefore 1 will not 
be critical in finding grounds of objection. 1 wish, 
however, to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact, that although the revenue is likely to be 
greater this year than usual, yet the appropriations 
which are being asked for, and made, and jikely to 
be made, will, 1 fear, more than absorb our enor- 
mous revenue, and render it necessary that we 
should resort to some other mode of saising a 
revenue. The appropriaious which are beng 
asked for, and those which have been made, are 
greater than have ever been made heretofore; and 
it appears to me that they are likely to go on in- 
creasing by the action of Congress 10 adding appro- 
priation after appropriation i cyond what is asked 
for by the Government. if Senators are prepared 
to create a debt, alter absorbing those means of 
revenue, it is for them todo su. For myself, I 
can only say, afier the long experience l have had 
in the Government, having been here more than 
thirty years, l never have seen such a disposition 
to reckless extravagance as has characterized the 
Congresswf the United States during this and the 
last session. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ithink a word of explana- 
tion will obviate the Senator’s objection. ‘Lhis is 
a House biil, reported by a committee of the 
House of Representatives, which gives forty thou- 
sand dollars to the Territory of Minnesota for the 
construction of certain roads. One of these roads 
is from a point on.the Mississippi river to a point 
on Lake Superior; there is another connecting the 
present settlements, and another connecting these 
settlements with the military posts and Indian 
agencies. I think a less appropriation would not 
open these roads so as to form a communication 
with these posts. Simiar appropriauons have 
been usual, and I think this sum is as reasonuble 
a sum as could be made if we keep these posts. 

Mr. MASON, I would like to have the chair- 
: man of the Committee on ‘Territories inform us 
! what precedent there is for making appropria- 
i tions of this kind for constructing roads in the 
| territories. 

i Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not looked up any 
precedents for this, because 1 did not anucipate 
any objections of this kind. So far as 1 recollect, 
small appropriations have been made at diferent 
sessions of Congress. IT recollect with respect to 
| lowa and Wisconsin that such was the case; and 
| L have never known them opposed cf late years, 
er so fay as my experience go 

Mr. FOOTE. donot know why we should 
cedents in this 
matier. All mustbe aware that it is the duty of 
the Government to take care of these territories, 
i and provide such legislation as will give them se- 
curity and protection, and all proper faciiucs for 
rapid advancement, Good roads are very impor- 
tant for this purpose, and I think itis not necessary 
for us to know what Congress has dene for these 
rtant purposes. Certain i is, that the expla- 
Senator from Hilinois is, to my mind, 
for oneam prepared to vote 
ing to pass a larger one if 
it had received the sanction of the House of Rep- 
i resentatives. I have heard no solid reasons ad- 
: vanced why this measure should not prevail ; and 
under all the circumstances of the 


es 


perfectly satisfactory. I 
d would be wi 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 
| priation for the Territory of Minnesota alone, 


ax 
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nor isit a donation to her. . The United States 
hold the great body of the lands in the Territory, 
and have Indian agenciesand military posts. scat- 
tered throughout the Territory. It is necessary 
. to have communication to these posts, which will i 
radiate from the Falls of St. Anthany, where the 
Government has large stores for the supply of 
troops, and for these stations. These supplies 
have to be transported to the different posts, at a 
heavy expense to the Government. Upon the 
score of dollars and cents, in supplying these in- 
terior stations and Indian agencies and posts, this 
will be a matter of econémy. I have been over 
this country, and 1 know there is not a worse dis- 
trict of country than that over which it is pro- 
osed to run these roads. i 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the question wason ordering the bill to a third 
reading. ` 
Mr. BADGER. I prefer that the bill should 
not be read a third time to-day. F therefore object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It appears to the 
Chair that the reading of the bill cannot be defeated | 
in its present stage by an objection. It has been 
already engrossed, and is entitled to be read upon 
the decision of a majority of the Senate. 
Mr. BADGER. 
be postponed till Monday. 
The question being taken, there were ayes 22, | 


4 


noes 16. i 


So the further consideration of the bill was post- 
ponet. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL M‘NEIL. 


On the motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No, 173, being ‘a bill for 
the relief of BE. A. McNeil, widow of General 
John McNeil.”? 

Mr. KING. Is there no explanation of the 
purposes of the bill to be given by the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions, or the gentleman | 
who called it up? ` 

Mr. HALE. The bill was reported by the 
Committee on Pensions, and the committee in- 
structed me, when it was reported, to move for its 
consideration at that time. I did so; but, as it 
required the unanimous consent of the Senate, and 
asit was objected to, it was not then considered. 
The bill has lain on the table some months, and 
I thought it was time to call it up. 

Mr. KING. I wish to hear that part of the 
report read which relates to the amount of the 
pension. 

That portion of the report was accordingly read, 
which proposed. to give to the widow of General | 
McNeil a pension for five years. - 

Mr. KING. I feel that the task of opposing 
bills of this description is a very ungracious one. 
This bill, however, is different from any that we 
have yet acted upon. We have placed the widow 
of General Worth upon the pension list by special 
act of Congress, he dying in the service. This 
gentleman, however, (General McNeil,) whom I 
knew well, and whom I esteemed most highly, 
was not in the service at the time he died. He was | 
a civil officer under the Government, and had been 
for many years; and it appears to me that this is 
opening a new door and establishing a new prece- 
dent, and one which heretofore has never been 
acted upon by Congress; and I should like if some |; 
gentleman who takes an interest in this case would 
undertake to show whether there ever hasbeen any 
circumstance, since the formation of the Government 
and the pension system commenced and was carried 
on, similar in jts features to this. The pension 
system began on a very limited scale, and went on 
stép by step. It was first confined to those who 
had received wounds in the service; then to revo- 
jutionary officers; then to their widows; and then | 
to those who had married officers or soldiers after 
the war; and so, step by step, we have gone on, | 
till ultimately we have granted pensions to those | 
who happened to die of disease while in the service. | 
And now.we are asked to go a step further, and | 
give a pension to the widow of one who was not | 
in the service at the time he died. I grant you, 
sir, that he was a distinguished military officer, and | 
that few men have been more deserving of the good 
will of their country; yet I cannot see, for my life, 
why we should give a pension to the widows of | 
all persons who may have served the Government | 


in any capacity, civil or military, because, like 
other men, they die in the course of nature. 


{ move then that the subject | 
$ 
! 


| mission of California as a State into the Union, to l 
i; had declared it to be a matter of privilege. 


| boundaries. 


Í| I am, however, very reluctant to occupy the time | 


I wih forego the privilege of addressing the Senate. 


Mr. President, I know that it must appear very 
ungracious in-any Senator to make opposition to 
bills of this kind, because there is a generous feel- 
ing of kindness and. sympathy towards the widow 
that forbids gentlemen-to look at a question of 
this sort as they ought to look at it, and as they | 
would look at it but for these feelings. I have | 
nothing more -to say, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. i 

Mr. ATCHISON. {I move to lay the bill upon | 
the table. ` | 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. | 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- į 


| 
| 


establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 


New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for | 
the establishment of her western and northern | 


Mr. BELL resumed the speech which he com- 
menced on Wednesday and continued on Friday, 
and spoke to-day for upwards of two and a half, 
hours in conclusion. 

Mr. SMITH next obtained the floor and said: || 
Mr. President, I have some views with regard to 
this subject which | desire to present to the Senate. 


of the Senate at this advanced period of the dis- | 
cussion, and at tifs late period of the session. Ij 
wish to suggest to the honorable chairman of the 
select committee, who has charge of this bill, that 
if he can bring the Senate to the determination of 
making a final disposition of the bill on Monday, | 


But if the discussion is to be continued for some 
days to come—as I am very apprehensive it will | 
be—I think it is not unreasonable for me to occupy | 
a portion of the time of the Senate. f make this | 
suggestion, for | do not wish to have the respon- | 
sibility of protracting this discussion for any con- į 
siderable period of time. 1. feel, and I have felt | 
for a long time, Mr. President, that this question | 
ought to be brought to’an issue in this body, and | 
that there ought to be a final disposition of this | 
bill. I have understood that there are a considera- | 
ble number of Senators, some of whom have | 
already addresscd the Senate several times upon | 
this subject, who desire to speak again; and ap- | 
prehending that thediscussion may be continued In | 
spite of any effort made by the honorable Senator, | 
and whatever may be my views upon the subject, | 
not having addressed the Senate, I hope it will 
not be considered unreasonable for me to lay my | 
views before the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator give || 
way toa motion to postpone this subject, with a | 
view to g» into executive session ? | 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator give way fora į 
moment? The Senator from Connecticut has made |; 
an appeal to me to ascertain at what time the de- |) 
cision of this question shall be mate; or, rather, a 
he has said that if it can be made on Monday he || 
will forego his remarks. 1 wish that [could say so; | 
butif Lwere to makea guess, I should say at some | 
time between now and Christmas. {Laughter.] | 
As to fixing any day, it is utterly impossible. 
There are three or four amendments yet to be dis- 
posed of. Lthink gentlemen might better Jet them 
be disposed of before they went into the argument, 
Whattime they will take up, I cannot state. I think 
there are some half dozen who wish to speak— 
some not quite certain, some absolutely certain; | 
and, taking thatin view, I really think we might 
get the question atsome time by going on; but at 
what time I really do not know. ii 


The Senate then procceded to the consideration :i 
of executive business, and after some time spent || 
therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 8, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read. : 
Mr. COLE rose and inquired how his name |; 
was recorded upon the motion made on Saturday i! 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Concer] ;, 
to lay the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois ) 
(Mr. Rictarpson] on the table? ij 
The SPEAKER replied that the gentleman’s i 
name was not recorded. 
Mr. COLE said he had voted in the negative, | 


and asked to be so recorded. | 


| 


| consent. 


| that the regular business was the call of 


No objection being made; the: Journal waa 
amended, and as amended was approved. ` 


PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED ELECTION: 


Mr. STRONG said he was instructed ‘by the 
Committee on Elections to report the following 
resolution: 

The SPEAKER. kH will be read to the House: 

Resolved, That the testimony taken, and the exhibits sub- 
mitted, in the matter of the contested election in the fourth 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, be ‘printed for the 
use of the Committee on Elections.: 00.05... 

Mr. BURT inquired of the: Speaker, whether 
this resolution was a matter.of prior privilege. to 
the business in which the House was engaged at 
the last adjournment? He remembered, when that 
report (on the Galphin case) came in, the Speaker 


The SPEAKER. The Chair held it to be a 
privileged question, not a question of privilege. In 
the opinion of the Chair this resolution is in order. 
The question is upon its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the resolation was 


| agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. WALDO, 


Ordered, That leave be granted for withdrawing from the 


i files of the House, of the paptrs relating tothe claim of Mrs. 


Catharine Bliven, for the purpose of reference to the Pension 


; Office. 


` POSTAGE. f 
Mr. CONGER asked the unanimous consent to < 
offer the following resolution: 


Whereas, the Committee on tie Post Office and Post 
Roads have not reported a bilt for the reduction of postage 
and proposivg other reforms in the present postage systemi; 


| but have neglected to report the same until the session of 


Congress has so fay advanced that there is reason to fear 
there will vot be time for the action of this House, unless 
such bill shall be reported immediately; therefore he it 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be, and they hereby are, instructed to report to 


i this House immediately, a biH to abolish the franking priv- 


ilege, an! for the redaction of postage to the uniferi rate, 
when prepaid, of two cents on fetters weighing no more 
than one hall ounce each, and five cefits when not prepaid ; 
also providing, that all Newspapers within the county of 
their publication, or the distance of thif miles of the place 
of publication, may be received trough the mails, by actual 
subscribers, free of postage. , 

Mr. CONGER inquired if it was in order to 
move a suspension of the rules to enable him to 
offer the resolation? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was not in order, 
the House having now before them the special 
order of the day. . 

THE GALPHIN CASE. . S 
pe BROWN, of Indiana, called for the special 
order. ve 

TheSPEAKER. The special order is the con- 
sideration of the report of the select committee on 
the Galphin ease. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Would 
it not be in order to move to postpone the special 
order jor one hour, to clear the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER, It would not be in order, for 
the reason, that the House are-now acting under 
the previous question, which cuts off all motions 
to postpone. i 
SLAVERY—AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION: 


Mr. DANIEL asked the unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution. E 

The SPEAKER. The:special order. has been 
called for. The gentleman from North Carolina 
cannot offer his resolution except by the unanimous 


T am aware of that. I ask the 
The resolution was read for 


Mr. DANIEL. 
unanimous consent, 
information: 

Resolved, ly the Senate and. House of Representatives of the 


1 United States of America in Congress assembled, (two thirds 
| of both Houses concurring,) ‘That the foliowing amendment 
: of the Constitution of the United States be proposed to the 


Legislatures of the several States, which, when ratified by 


three fourths thereof shali be a part of the said Constitution: _ 


That the fifth article of the said Constitution be amended 
by adding to the same, at the end thereof, the words, “vind 
provided also, that no amendment shall be made, the object 
or tendency of which is to abolish, or in any. way affect, the 
institution of slavery in any State, without the concurrence . 
of all the States in which such institution may exist” 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 


So the resolution was not received. 
RESOLUTION DAY, = 
Mr. PRESTON KING rose to a question. 0 
order. He called the attention of the Chair to the 


th rule, and asked that it be read. He insisted 
the States 


for resolutions. 
The rule was read: 


é 
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# AN the States shall be calledfor. resolutions on: each 
alternate Monday. during each session of Congress; and, if 
necessary to secure this objeet on said days, all resolutions 
which shal} give rise to debate, shall tie over for discussion, 


under the rules of the House already established; and the | 


whole. of said days shall be appropriated to resolutions, un- 
til all the States and Territories are called through.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 


it would be im order to call the States for resolu- 
tions, if there were not a special order pending on 
other business, which would take precedence of 
the regular order under the rule. TheChair would 
state to the gentleman from New York and to the 
Fiouse, that the rales prescribe a regular mode for 


the transaction of business, not only Monday, but f 


every day, andthe rules are equally peremptory 
with reference to.the order of business for the other 
days of the week; but a special order gives prece- 


dence over the order established by the rules of the | 


House. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. The point I make is, 


that this is a direct peremptory rule of the ELouse, | 
which must be enforced, unless it is suspended; | 
that the special order does not suspend the rule, | 


but gives precedence to that order over other busi- 


ress of the same character, on those days when | 


that business is in order. 


The SPEAKER: The error into which the | 
gentleman from New York has fallen, is, that the | 


special order is not a suspension of the rule. 


Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing.) I say 


it is not, unless the rule is suspended, to receive | 


the special order. 


The SPEAKER. This rule was susnended, ! 


together with all the rules in reference to the order 
of business, before the special order could be made; 


and when a special orter is thus made under a | 


suspension of the rules, it takes precedence over 
business provided for by the rule. 


Mr. KiNG inquired whether any suspension | 
of the rules had been made to make the special | 
order ?—affirming that there had been no suspen- | 


sion. He inqugged whether it was not in order to 


move a special order without a suspension of the | 


rules? 

The SPEAKER. Clearly not. 

Mr. KING. J appeal from the decision. 

mr JONES moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York raises the point of order, that by the twenty- 
sixth rule itis provided that upon each alternate 
Monday the States shall be called for resolutions; 
and that under this rule it is the duty of the Chair 
to-day to call the States for resolutions. The 
Chair decides that this rule, like the other rules 
providing for the regular order of business, is sus- 
pended by the operation of the special order, which 
special order is made under a suspension of the 
rules of the House; that a special order, thus made, 


takes precedence of the order of business provided | 


by the rules of the House, (this rale among otb- 
ers.) From this decision the gentleman from New 
York aopeals: and the question being ‘ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House??? the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. KAUFMAN wished to propound a ques- 
tion to the Chair: Whether, in addition to the 
special order, there was not a motion of reconstd- 


eration pending—being on the last vote taken Sat- ` 


yrday, and whether that motion, being of a privi- 
leged nature, would not take precedence of the 
regular business prescribed by the rule? 


The SPEAKER replied that that was a privi- i: 


leged question, but it partook of the character of 
the other business, and was dependent upon it. 
Mr. TUCK inguired whether there had been 


any practice of the House, in accordance with the ; 


decision of the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair thinks the prac- 
tice has been invariable. 

Mr. TUCK. In this Congress, or in the last 
Congress ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, during 
the present Congress. The Chair (he added,) has 
ruled upon private bill day that a special order 
takes precedence; though the rule is peremptory 
which sets apart certain days for the consideration 
of private bills: and on Monday he has ruled that 


a special order takes precedence of the business i 


provided by the rule, 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative, without acount. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 


THE HEALTH OF THE CITY. 

Mr. VENABLE asked the unanimous consent 
to offer a resolution, which he said had relation 
to the health of the city. 

The resolution was read for information as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire whether the present condition 
of the canal in fhis city does not endanger the health of the 
city; and if so, to ascertain and recommend the best means 
for preventing the evil. 


The SPEAKER said the resolution could only 
| be entertained by general consent, 
Mr. JONES objected. ` 2 


THE GALPHIN CASE: 


order of the day—the report of the select commit- 
tee on the’Galphin case. ir 
i} [The pending questions had arisen in the follow- 
I| ing manner: 
(| Mr. Burr had reported from the select com- 
mittee the following resolutions: 

Ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of 


| 

! 

i| George Gelphin was nota just demand against the United 
H States. 

i} 2d. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the duty 
i| of the Secretary of the ‘Freasury to pay the principal of said 
i} claim, and it was therefore paid “ in conformity with law”? 
and “ precedent.” 

i 3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
|| Secretary cf the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and 
ij ifs payment was not “ in conformity with law” or “ prece- 
|| dent.” 

i 


an amendment, and Mr. Scuenckx an amendment 


i 
|| down on Saturday. 
| Mr. Screncx had further moved, as a substi- 
|| tute for Mr. Bert’s resolutions, the following: 
j Resolred, ‘That there is no evidence submitted by the eom- 
mittee to whom referred the letter of George W. Craw- 
ford, asking “an i igation” jnto his conduet in refer- 
ence to the clann of the representatives of George Galpin, 
which impugns his personal or official conduet in relation to 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov- 
ernment ‘ 
Provided, hawerer, That this House is not to be understood 
as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be 
interested in the pro-ecntion of it when it was to be ex- 
amined. adjusted, and paid by one of the departments ofthe 


such connection and interest of a member of the Cabinet 
with a chaim pending and prosecuted before another depart- 
ment, would be daugerous as a precedent, and ought not to 
| be sanctioned. 

And Mr. Trompson, of Mississippi, had moved 
to amend the substitute by adding at the end 
thereof as follows: 

« And consequently that the House also totally dissents 
| from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
i dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘that 
| this (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
i 
! 


‘partment, and the agent of the claimants, did not take 
its he may have had as sueh arent, or 
dhim in having the examination and 
é decision of the claims by the Secretary of the Treasary 
“suspended.? A 

“ Resolved, ferther, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, aud di 


Ii from him any riv 
| (would have jnsti 


claim, and tram the action of ihe Secretary of the Treasury 
in paymeut of the same.?7j 

The SPEAKER said, the last vote taken on 
| Saturday last was on agreeing to the first, branch 
of the arnendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Tompson] to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
| Scuzncx.] The House concurred in the first 
i branch; a motion was made to reconsider the vote 
i by which that branch of the amendment had been 
agreed to; and a motion was made to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table, and on that ques- 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. 


i| voting, and on that motion the yeas and nays had 


tion to excuse the gentleman from Ohio from 
voting. A 

| Mr. SCHENCK rose and said he would with- 
: draw the motion, having made up his mind to vote 
| against it (a laugh) if it were pressed to a vote. 


serve order, and stated that the complicate nature 
of these questions rendered it necessary that order 
i should be restored in the Hall, that members 
i might vote understandingly. 

| Mr. MORSE rose to a question of order, and 
i inquired if a gentleman could withdraw a motion 
f 

ł 


| “The SPEAKER requested gentlemen to pre- ; 
! 


after the yeas and nays were ordered? 
The SPEAKER. . Unquestionably. 


The. SPEAKER again announced the special | 


To these resolutions, Mr. Toomss had moved | 


to the amendment—both of which had been voted || 


Goverment, be himself beina at the same time at the head | 
of another of those departments, but the House considers that |! 


l nia from, the opinion given by the At- ; 
‘| tomey Gene al in favor of an allowance of interest on said | 
H 
t 
H 


| 

| 

: $ Upon the | 
| motion to lay on the table, the gentleman from : 
| Ohio {Mr. Scuenck] asked to be excused from : 
{ 


been ordered. The question is, frst on the mo- ; 


~Mr. MILLSON inquired of the Chair, in case 
this resolution. were reconsidered, and a subsequent 
motion were made to lay on the table that por- 
|| tion of the amendment which should have been 
reconsidered, if the motion to lay on the table 
would carry the whole subject with it? 

The SPEAKER. it would carry the whole 
subject to the table. If the motion to reconsider’ 
prevailed, the question would immediately recur 
upon agreeing to that branch of the amendment, 
and the House would be in precisely the same 
position in reference to the question in which. is 
was when the vote was eriginally taken. 

Mr. MILLSON asked whether, if the vote upon 
that portion of the amendment should be reconsid- 
ered, & motion could not be made to postpone In- 
definitely that portion of the amendment without 
| postponing the whole subject? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion to 
postpone indefinitely would not be in order in ref- 
erence to. any pari, and it would now be out of 
order in reference to the whole subject, as the pre- 
vious question cut off all motions to postpone. 
The question, he added, was upon the motion to 
lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the first branch of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi had been agreed 
i to. 

The question was then taken and resulted— 
| yeas $9, nays 91; as follow: 

YEAs—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Albeit G. Brown, Wiliam J. 
Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, GA. Cal. well, Cartter, Cleve- 
land, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniek. Diwmiek, Disuey, 
Dunham, Durkee, Bdmuudon, Featiersion, Pitek, Gerrys 
| Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Bamilion, Uaimmond, Haralson, 
H Harlan, cham G. Haris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, 
| Haris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Habbard, Inge, Joseph 
W. Jack-on, Audrew Jounson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
H Satien, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Lether, Litle- 
field, Job Miwim, McClernand, McDowell, McLaithan, 
M Queen, McWilie, Meade, Miller, Milison, Morris, 
Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Poasive, Peek, 
Prelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Sav~ 
| Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. stanton, Richard Hy 
nton, A. LE Stephens, Seton, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob 
Puompoon, James Thompsen, ‘Loombs, Venable, Walden, 
Waldo, Wallace, Weltborn, Weutwork, Wildrick, Wil- 
i mor, Wood, Weodward, and Young—9. 

-NAYsS— Messrs. Alexander, Allon, Andrews, Baker, Ben- 
nett, Bukee, Breck, Briggs, brooks, Barrows, Chester Bute 
ler, Thomas B. Euuer, b. U. Caheil, Josepn P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campteli, Casey, Chader, Clake, Clingman 
Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, D.xon, 
Doty, Duer, Dunean, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Breedey, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Griuneil, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hilhard, Houston, Howe, Guster, 
William P, Jackson, James L, Johnson, Kerr, Daniel Pe 
King, Grorge G, King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace 
Manu, Marshall, Matteson, McGaugiey, Meissock, Moores, 
Neison, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Pinnan, Puinam, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Sehenck, Sechermethorn, Schoolcrat, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stank, ' baddeus Stevens, Thurman, 
Pack, Underhill, Vau Dyke, Vinton, White, Williains, and, 
Winthrop—8l. | : g 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

[Mtr. Axperson having paired ‘off, was excused 
from voting. } Saf 

The quesuion then recurred on agreeing to the 
second branch of the amendment of Mr, Tuome- ° 
son, of Mississippi. _ 

The SPEAKER said the amendment would be 
reported so soon as order had been restored in the 
Hall, i 

After a pause— 

The second branch of the amendment was read, 
as follows: 

“Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the At- 
torney General in favor of an alloweuce of interest On said 
claim, aud from the action of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
in payment of the same claim in this” 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 119, nays 66; as follow: 

YEAS—Moessrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bay, Bissel, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. 
W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Hdmundson, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Geiry, Giddings, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Gott Gould, Hal, Hamihon, Hammond, 
Haralson, Harlan, sham G. Harris, 8. W. Harris, Tu Le 
Harris, Hebbard, Hibbard, Holiaday, Holmes, Hubhard, 
Hunter, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Jobuson, Jones, Julian, 
Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Litlefield, Job 
Mann, Mason, McClernand, MeLanahan, McQueen, Me- 
Witte, Meade, Miller, Milson, Morris, Morse, Morton, 
Newell, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peastee, Peek, Phelps, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, 
Savage, Sawteile, Seddon, Silvester, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, !oombs, Van Dyke, Venable, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—119, 


y 


as 


SIS 


| 


| 


"T. Stevens, Thurman, Underhill, Vinton, White, Williams, 
and Winthrop—63. ; 

[Mr. CONRAD, who was'temporarily absent 
from his seat when his game was called, asked 
leave to record his vote.: See 

Objection was made.} z 

So the second;branch of the amendment to the 
amendment was agreed to. 

And the question being on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute as amended— 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for a division of the 
question. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked for the reading 
of the substitute as amended. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment asamended 
would be reported to the House as soon as order 
was restored. The amendment was of some length, 
and the Chair would request gentlemen to preserve 
order during its reading. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The amend- 
ment as amended, I understand, is now offered as 
a substitute for the original resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is to strike 
out all after the word “ Resolved ’’ in the resolu- 
tions reported by the committee, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the following??: 

dThe Clerk read the substitute of Mr. Scnencx, 
as amended by the addition of the amendment of 
Mr. ‘Tuompson, of Mississippi. See above.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of lilinois, called for the reading 
of the resolutions proposed to be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER, They will be read. 

The resolutions reported by Mr. Burr were 
read. (See above.) f f 

The question being upon agreeing to the substi- 
tute as amended, 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for a division of the 
question, so aş to vote first upon that part which 
preceded the words, “‘ provided, however.” He 
said he understood the Chair to have decided that 
the question was divisible. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was to 
strike out and insert: the gentleman from Hlinois 
asked for a division of tke question, holding that 
they were two separate and distinct propositions. 
Two decisions had been wade by the House upon 
appeal from the decision of the Chair: Upon a 
motion made to strike out and insert, a division 
was called for: the Chair had ruled that the ques- 
tion was divisible: an appeal was taken from the 
decision, and the [fouse had overruled the decision 
of the Chair—as the Chair at-this time thought, 
very correcily; he concurred fully in the decision 
of the House, overruling hisown opinion. Sub- 
sequently a motion had been made to amend, (not 
to strike out and insert,) and upon that amend- 
ment a division was asked: the Chair decided that 
the question in this case was divixible—it being a 
simple motion to amend; an appeal was taken, and 
the decision of the Chair was sustained. The 
House, therefore, had decided that when a motion 
was made to strike out and insert, a division of 
the question was not in order; the Chair decided 
accordingly, and ruled that it was notin order’ to 
divide this question. 

- Mr. RICHARDSON appealed from the đe- 
eision. ` 
Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, moved to lay 
the appeal on the table. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked for the 
reading of the 53d rule. : 

It was read, as follows: 

“Any member may cail for the division of a question 
which shali be divided if it comprehend propositions in 
substance so distinct that, one being taken away, a subs 
tive proposition shall remain for the decision of the Hous 
A motion to strike out and inseri shail be deemed indivis- 
ible”? 

_ Mr. BAYLY said he would move to lay the 
appeal on the table. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. BAKER renewed it. ; 

1 Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the mo- 
tion to lay-«the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BAKER inquired if the appeal was not de- 


batable ? 


i 


i sider the vote by which the main question was 


| Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph P. C 


į Fitch, Fowler, Freedicy, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Isham G. Har- 


ment now pending, which was to strike out and in- 
sert, the question would recur upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended; if the House refused to 
strike out and insert the amendment now pend- 
ing, the question would recur upon agrecing to 
the original resolutions as reported by the com- 
mittee, - 

Mr. BAKER inquired whether, under the rule 
iost read by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Srepuens,|. the Chair held that the limitation 
against’a division of the question applied. only to 
the motion to strike out and insert? or did he hold 
that it applied also to the subject-matter proposed 
to he inserted ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it 
covers both grounds, and has so decided and been 
sustained by the House upon an appeal. 

Mr. OLDS inquired, in case the House now 
decided to strike out the original resolutions and 
insert the amendment as amended if—the question 
then being on the final adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended—it would be in order to call for 
a division of the question so as to vote first upon 
ail that part which preceded the words *“ provi- 
ded, however.” 

The SPEAKER replied that, certain matter 
having heen inserted, it would not be in order to 
divide the question so as to strike that out; if, 
independently of the amendment which had been 
voted in, there was matter which contained two 
distinct, substantive propositions, it would be in 
order to divide the question so as to vote upon 
them separately. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. If the substitute be 
adopted by the House, will any further amend- 
ment be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

The question being on agreeing to the substitute, 
as amended, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken and resulied-—yeas 
39, nays 163; as follow: 

YEAS—Mesers, Bayly. Bocock, A. G. Brown, Wiliam 
J. Brown, Wiikamson R. W. Cobb, Dunham, Gilmore, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W, 
Barris, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, Kav 
man, Leffler, Littlefield, McClernand, McMatien, O 
Owen, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Ross, Sawtelle, F. P. 
Stauton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Jacoh Thompson, |! 
Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Weliborn, and Wentworth—39. 
NAYS—Me . Atbertson, Alexander, Aiston, An- $: 
drews, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Benn okee, 
Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd. Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 
Burrows, Burt. C. Buter, Thomas B. But E. C. Cadell, j 
ell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Col- 
cock, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Craweli, Daniel, De- į 
berry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dun- 
ean, Durkee, Edmundson, N. Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 


tis, Ut. L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hub- 
hard, Hunter, W. T, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, D. P. King, George G. King, | 
James G. King, J. A. King, Preston King, La Stre, Horace | 
Manu, Job Mann, Marshall, ) n, Matteson, McDonald, 
McDowell, McGaughey, MeKissock, McLanaban. 
Queen, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, | 
Morse, Morton, Nelson. Newell, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Peas- | 
Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Rey ; Richardson, | 
V, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
ge, Sehenck, Schermerhom, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
hepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Richard 
H. Stanton, ‘Theddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jum 
Thompson. ‘Charman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyk inte 
Walden, Wallace, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilme 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, and Young—163. 


e 


So the substitute of Mr. Scnencx, as amended || 
by the amendment of Mr. Tuompson, of Missis- i 
sippi, was rejected. i 

Mr. FEATHERSTON: I now move to recon- 


ordered to be taken. My object in making this 


` $ 2 | 
motion is, to offer an amendment to the resolutions i 
reported by the committee. d 


Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 ask th 
ment may be read. © 7 V2 pe% 
Mr. HIBBARD, 
me j 3 7 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman’ from 
Mississippi [Mr. Featuersron] vote in the af- 
firmative on the question of ordering the ‘main 
question ?—-Or, perhaps, there was no division, — 
TheSPEAKER (after a moment’s pause) add 
the Speaker is informed that there was no+diy 
ion. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. FEATH- 
ERSTON] moves a reconsideration of .the vote by 
which the main question was ordered, 070 
Mr. HIBBARD rose, he said, to a question of 
order. He desired to be informed by the Speaker 
whether, if the House should now reconsider the 
vote, it would be in order to move to amend the 
resolutions reported by the committee? ` W 
The SPEAKER. ‘In reply to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hiepary,] the 
Speaker will state, that if the main question should 
be reconsidered, the question will then at once 
recur, upon secending the demand for the previous 
question, If the House should refuse to second 
the demand for the previous question, the report 
of the committee will then be open to amendment, 
as all the pending amendments have been dis- 
posed of. i ee, 
Mr. BAKER rose to a question of order... He 
raised the question, whether a motion to reconsider 
the vote ordering the main question was inorder, 
after the House had voted on a portion of the 
main question? i : 
The SPEAKER replied. In the opinion of the 
Chair, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question has been ordered, can be en- 
tertained after the House has voted, under the 
operation of the previous question, upon a por- 
tion of the main question—if the motion to recon- 
sider shail be made within the time prescribed by 
the ruies. 
_ Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the whole subject te laid upon thé table. 
Mr. RUMSEY rose, he said, to a point of or- 
der—but i 
The SPEAKER gave the floor to : f 
Mr. WINTHROP, (who rose simultaneously 


If the gendemhan will allow 


| with Mr. Rumsey,) and said, that he appealed 


from the decision of the Chair just made in-an- 
swer to the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Illincis, (Mr. Baxer.] He (Mr. W.Y re- 
marked that he had himself suggested the same 
question of order the other day. All remarks, he 
knew, were now out of order; but he would: be 
glad to hear from the Chair whether there’ was 
any precedent upon which the decision was 
founded. i 

The SPEAKER, (isterposing.) The appeal is 
not debatahie, The Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WintHRor] as ask- 
ing the unanimous cousent of the House to make 
some remarks. 

Mr WINTHROP said, the Chair was under a 
misapprehension. He (Mr. W.). did not desire 
to submit any remarks to the House. | He had 
simply appealed from. the decision of the “Chair 
upon the ground, (which he had a right to state,) 
that the previous question (which covered the 
amendments as well as the original question) hav- 
ing been in part executed, it was now too late to 
make a motion to reconsider; and he had asked 
that, before the question was put, the Chair, in 
the exercise of its prerogative, should state wheth- 
er there was any precedent or principle upon which 
the decision was founded. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Was not a mo- 
tion made to reconsider the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Tuompson] 
after the previous question had in part keen exe- 
cuted, and when a portion of the previous ques- 
tion remained, as it does now, to be executed ? 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion had been 
made and acted upon. i 3 

Mr. JONES suggested that the two cases were 
precisely similar. 


Mr. McCLERNAND desired to ask a question. 


i It was—whether the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts [Mr. Wisrnror] had not decided, as 
Speaker of the House, at the close of the last 
session, that the previous question was exhausted 
on an amendment, and did not reach the maim 
question? | Es 
Calls to order. aaa 
The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
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the appeal of Mr. Winruror from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the appeal 
be laid on tbe table. 

Mr. RUMSEY said, that the question of order |; 
which he had risen to suggest (at the time the | 
floor-was awarded to the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts, Mr. Winrurop) had reference to the 
game “point upon which the appeal had been | 
taken. He (Mr. R.) would state it—that the pre- 
vious-question having been ordered, and all these 
votes having been taken, it was not in order to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question had been ordered, without first moving a | 
reconsideration of these various votes. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa different question, 
and does not connect itself with the operation of 
the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked the yeas 
and nays on the appeal, (which were subsequently | 
ordered.) : f 

The SPEAKER stated the question. A mo- |; 
tion has been made by the gentleman from Missis- ‘| 
sippi, {Mr. FEATHERSTON,} to reconsider the jj 
vote by which the previous question had been 
ordered. The point of order is raised that the 
vote upon the previous, question cannot be recon- 
‘sidered after the previous question has been partiy 
executed by the House, by voting upon those | 
several questions which have come within its | 
operation. The Chair overrules the point of}: 
order, and entertains the motion to reconsider. || 
From that decision an appeal has been taken. 

A request has also been made that the Chair |; 
would indicate any precedent, if there was any, |! 
upon which the decision had been founded. The |! 
Chair had not had an opportunity of examining || 
whether there were any precedents for, or against, li 

_the decision. The Chair makes the decision, || 
| 
| 


| 
Í 
1 
| 
{ 
j 
| 
i 
{ 
i 


however, upon this principle, that the motion is | 
made within the time prescribed by the rule, and | 
that the Houge, if it has not previously recon- |; 
sidered the vote ordering the main question, has || 
the right at any time, within the prescribed period, ji 

f 


had been passed: 
the vote ordering 
order? | 

The SPEAKER. If the operation of the pre- || 
vious question had been exhausted, the motion |; 
would not have been in order, because it would | 
have been unnecessary. f 

Mr. WINTHROP. Then the 
has nothing to do with it? ji 

Mr. CARTTER interposed, and inquired į; 
whether debate was in order? | 

The SPEAKER (replying to Mr. Wixruror) |) 
remarked, that the question of time had something !| 
to do with it—otherwise, it would be in order to | 


the main question have been in 


question of time |! 


make the motion on any other day than that on k 


which the vote had been taken, or on the succeed- |: 
ing day. i 


A | 
A motion is made, (continued the Speaker,) | 
that the appeal be laid upon the table, and on that | 
motion the yeas and nays bave been ordered. ! 
j 

i 

i 

f 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, desired to be in- i 
formed by the Speaker, whether, if the vote order- | 
ing the previous question shouid be reconsidered, |! 
the chairman of the select committee would not be ii 
entided to speak an hour? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. f 
Mr. CABELL suggested (inquiringly) whether | 


er this question bas not been decided or acied upon 
by the House at this session ?—whether upon the 
deficiency bill, after an amendment had been re- 
jecied by the House, and the previcus question 
seconded, and the main question ordered, it was 
not reconsidered, and a substitute adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has an indistinct 
recoljection of the case referred to bgrthe gentle- |j 


i 
t 
i 
i 
i 
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i whether the vote which had been taken would go 


‘| has stated that, in his opinion, the effect would be 
| to bring the House back to act upon the resolu- 


' there is any precedent—would refer to a pre- jj 


| not trespass upon the time of the Louse at this 


| joint resolution to the House, with an amend- | 


| be put, under the operation of which the House 


| 
i of the Whole on the state of the Union, and upon jj 
| 


i tleman from New Jersey, was reconsidered; the 


: man from Virginia; the gentleman irom New Jersey | 


sented to the House. 
i acquiesced in, and no appeal was taken from the 


| this fact, to show at least that this is the opinion 
i he has entertained upon the subject during this 


ii upon by the House—the decision of the Chair 
f having been acquiesced in. 


out of his seat when'his name was called) rose 
and asked the unanimous consent of the House to 
record his vote. 


Mr ROOT objected. ; 

So the vote of Mr, Gippives was not received, 

The result of the vote was then announced— 

yeas 94, nays 102: as follow: 
i” YBAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Willian J. Brown, 
Buel, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldweli, Cartier, Cleveland, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Colvock, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Piech, 
Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Har- 
lan, Isham G. Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Holaday, 
Howard, Hubbard, Joseph ®. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, James G. 
King, Preston K ng, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, MeClernand, Mebowell, McLanahian, McMullen, 
MeQueen, MeWihie, Meade, Miller, Milison, Mortis, 
Morse, Otds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, 
Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, 
i Frederick P. Stanton, Richard B. Stanton, Steison, Strong, 
weetser, Jacob Thompson, James“Ehompson, Venable, 
Walden, Waldo, Watlace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wil- 
driek, Wilmot, Wood, aud Young—$4. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alexander, Allen 
nett, Bocock, Bokee, Breck, Brigas, Brooks, A. G. Brown, 
Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, ‘Phonias B. Butler, B. Cy 
Cabell, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandier, Clarke, 
| Clingman, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, De- 
berry, Dickey, Dixon, Dew, Doer Duncans Nathan ibvans, 

ion’ rrine | Fowler, Freediey, Gott, Gould, Grinnet, Haloway, Ham 

The question recurring: on the appeal from the il ton, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Waymond, Hebe 
decision of the Chair— $ ‘| ard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Inge, W. T. 

The roli was calied, and having been concluded, i| Jackson, James L, Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. Kins, George 
t 


man from New York. He has been engaged in 
an examination of the Journal and of the congres- 
sional debates in reference to it, and has not yet 
been able to find it. Fie cannot, therefore, state 
that such a decision has been made. 

Mr. BRECK inquired whether, if the motion 
to reconsider prevailed, it would piace the House 
back in the statu quo in which they were at the 
time the previous question was seconded, and 


for naught? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the reconsideration would not carry the House 
back so far as the amendments disposed of are 
concerned. They are disposed of. The Chair 


tions, being the only remaining subjects before the 
House. f 

Mr.. HOLMES said, inasmech as they were 
uponsa judicial question, and the decision of the : 
Chair, whether right or wrong, must affect the | 
question, and the Chair wished to.Jook for prece- ; 
dents, he would move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
rejected, 


udrews, Baker, Den- 


before the vote was announced®— i, G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
The SPEAKER seid: With the consent of the || McGuahey, Melsscek, Meneham Moares, Muuchendy 
House the Chair—having been inquired of whether {| Patnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Sehermerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Thurman, 
! Toombs, Tack, Underhill, Van Dy ke, Vinton, White, Wit- 
liams, and Winthrop—l02. ý 
| So the decision of the Chair was overruled by 
| the House. f 
And the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
ji the main question had been ordered, was declared 
to be out of crder. 
| The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolutions reported from the select committee, 
Mr. JONES inquired of the Speaker whether it 
would be in order to*move an amendment? 
‘ment; the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayty] |; The SPEAKER replied, not. 
moved an amendment to that amendment and de- |! Mr. JONES said, he thought if the Speaker 
manded the previous question; the previous ques- |! would refer to the proceedings on the last night of 
tion was seconded and the main question was or- |! the last session, on an amendment of the Senate to 
dered to be now put. The House proceeded to |! the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, the 
vote, first upon the amendment of the gentleman |! Speaker would perceive that the House then sus- 
from Virginia, and afterwards upon the amend- || tained the proposition to amend the amendment of 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole on || the Senate, under the operation of the previous 
the state of the Union; both of these amendments || question, where an amendment was proposed to 
the Chair believes were rejected; that point is {| a proposition which hatl been voted down, 
immaterial, however. But after the two amend- || The SPEAKER. Clearly, no amendment is 
ments were voted upon, the gentleman from New || in order now. i 
Jersey [Mr. Kixc] moved to reconsidèr the vote || Mr, McCLERNAND. I wish to refer to a 
by which the main question had been ordered to || precedent, which I think applies to the present 
|: case, and upon the statement of which I may ap- 
i| peal or not as the case may be. Upon the third 
of March, 1849, when the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill was pending before the House, 
j containing, amongst other things, a proposition 
which was known as Walker’s amendment 
Mr. WINTHROP rose and suggested, that if 
the gentleman from Hlinois {Mr. McCiennanp] 
was going to argue the decision of the Chair, he 
(Mr. W.) should, as a matter of right, claim to be 
| heard in reply. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
i right to argue the question, 


Mr. McCLERNAND. 


cedent which has now been found. 


The question 
involves a principle. 


The Chair, however, will | 


time except by unanimous consent. 
No objection being made— 


The SPEAKER said: During the present Con- 


had voted upon the amendment of the Committee 


the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia to 
the amendment. The Chair entertained that mo- 
tion: the question was propounded to the Chair 
whether, if the motion were entertained and the 
vote were reconsidered, it would be in order to | 
affer an amendment to the original resolutions. | 
The Chair replied affirmatively. | 
The main question, upon the motion of the gen- | 

i 

Hl 

| 

i 

! 


question recurred on the second of the previous 
question, when it was withdrawn by the gentle- | Nor do-I desire to do 
then offered an amendment to the original resolu- 
tion, which was entertained, and the previon ques- 
tion was moved, and under the operation of it, the 
original resolution was amended. | 

lt was a case precisely paraliel to that now pre- 
No point was made; it was 


limiting myself to the state- 
I say, that when that bill 


jÍ was depending: 
iio Cries to order. 

‘| The SPEAKER interposed. 

i Mr. McCLERNAND continuing. An amend- 
ment was offered by the geneman. from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Moreweap].to the Walker aménd- 
‘ment, upon which the gentleman from Massachu- 
l setts [Mr. Wintnrop] decided that, after the 
ii vote upon the amendment, the previous question, 
(although ordered, became exhausted, and did not 
! reach the Scnate’s amendment. 

; “During this statement Mr. McCiernaxp was 
f ealled to order from different parts of the House, 


decision of the Chair. 


The Chair desires to siate i 
HI 
| 


session of Congress, and that it has been acted 


Mr. VAN DYKE, (to the Speaker.) There was | 
no question of erder raised, I believe? ! 
_ The SPEAKER. There was not. The opin- | 
ion was acquiesced in by the House, no appeal 
having been taken from the decizon of the Chair. 

Previous to the annunciation of the result— 

Mr. GIDDINGS (who had been momentarily | 


and b 

The SPEAKER, who said that the gentleman 
j could do no more than state his- poiat of order, 
i Reference to precedents was in the nature of an 
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argument to sustain the point of order, and could 
only be allowed by unanimous consent. It was 
not in order at this time to go further than merely 
to state the point of order, 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. The Chair, I presume, 
will allow me to give my motion whatever charac- 
ter I choose to give it. f rise to make a statement 
upon which I intend to exercise my discretion as to 
whether J shall appeal or not. : 

Mr. CARTTER called to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McCriernanp] must recognize the correct- 
ness of the decision which'limits him to a simple 
statement of the point of order.. Ft is not in 
order to refer to precedents, which, as the Chair 
has stated, would clearly be in the nature of an 
argument, A 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Ido not wish to make 
an argument. I want to state the facts which con- 
stitute the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can make no dis- 
tinction between a statement of facts, and a refer- 
enee lo precedents upon which a point of order is 

ased. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I want to show that—— 

Loud cries to order. 


Mr. McCLERNAND continuing. According ; 


to precedent, it is competent for the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Featuenston]—— 

Renewed calls to order, f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.:* I want to cite the au- 
thority of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Winrnror,] in a case which involved the same 
principle 

Calls to order. e 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (costinuing.) On a de- 
cision wbich was in no small degree the imme- 
diate occasion of the present slavery agitation 
i The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in or- 

er. š 

Mr. McCLERNAND took his seat. 

Mr. FITCH. I moveto reconsider the vote by 
which the House rejected the substitute of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] as amended 
by the amendment of the gentleman trom Missis- 
sissippi, [Mr.'l'Hompson,] and | call for the yeas 
and nays on that motion. a 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio. I move that the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (to the 
Chair.) At the time the appeal was taken from 
the decision of the Chair, I moved that the whole 
subject be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. When did the gentleman 
make the motion? ‘ 

Mr. STEVENS. To-day. The Chair recog- 
nized me—and then an appeal was taken from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly did not 


hear the gentleman. But the confusion in the Hall | 


is so great that it is extremely difficult for the 
Chair to hear anything. 

Mr. STEVENS. Very well, sir, 
Chair had recognized me. 

Mr. CROWELL. Is it in order to call for the 

reading of the proposition sought to be reconsid- 
ered? ' 
- Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (to the 
Chair.) May Lask whether it will now be in 
order to move to lay the whole subject on the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 

ending a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The substitute, as amended, was read. 

Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DISNEY rose to ask for information from 
the Chair. He desired to know whether, under 
the decision of the Chair, if the House should pro- 
ceed to vole upon the resolutions of the majority 
of the committee, and should agree or disagree to 
them, it would not be then in order to move to 
reconsider? And if such reconsideration was 
agrecd to, whether the previous question would 
not be exhausted, and it would then be in order to 
move an amendment to the amendment ? 

The SPEAKER said, in the opinion of the 
Chair, it would be in order. , 

Mr. THURMAN rose to a point of order. He 
submitted that, pending the operation of the pre- 


I think the 


vious question, it was not in order to move to 
reconsider, : 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 


the Chair. 
“Mr. SCHENCK roze to inquire upon what the 
House was aboyt to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
$ York [Mr: Thurman] submits, as a point of 
order, that it is not in order to move a reconsider- 
ation of a vote which has been taken pending the 
operation of the previous question. The Chair, 
under the uniform practice of the House, overrules 
the noint af order 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
[Laughter] 

The SPEAKER, (continuing.) 


I agree with the Chair. 


And 


Mr. CONGER. 

i upon the table. 
And the question, ‘Shall the appeal be laid 

unon the table??? was taken and decided in the 

affirmative, without a division. 

| So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

| _ The question then reeurred on the motion of Mr. 

| 


I move that the appeal be laid 


Fircu to reconsider the vote by which the substi- 
i tute of Mr. Scurnck, as amended by the amend- 
ment of Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, had been 
rejected. 
! Mr. SCHENCK. DoT understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Fircy] to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the substitute I proposed 
| was rejected, together with the amendment made 
to it? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SCHENCK. 


That is the motion. * 


amended? 

The SPEAKER. Exactly. 

Mr. SCHENCK, ThatiswhatI wantto know. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the re- 
i consideration. 

Mr. FITCH. T withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
withdrawn. : 

Mr. SCHENCK. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] as amended by my 
own amendment, was rejected; and I call for the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. SWEETSER desired to know whether 
his colleague [Mr. Scuencr] had voted with the 
| majority? If not, he had no right to make the 
| motion. 
| The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Scuexcr.) Will the 
! gentleman state whether or not he voted with the 
| majority? 
| Mr. SCHENCK, I did not vote with the ma- 
| jority, and, therefore, if any member objects, | 
| 
1 
| 
| 
i 


suppose I am not entitled to make the mation, 
The SPEAKER. As the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Scuencr] did not vote with the majority, the 
| Chair cannot entertain the motion to reconsider. 
i| The question, then, is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tions of the committee. 


the whole subject be laid upon the table, and on 
that mation I call for the yeas.and nays. 
The veas and nays were ordered. : 
Mr. HOLMES. I move that the House ad- 
journ. i : 
i` The question.on that motion was taken and de- 
Ii cided in the negative, without a division. 
So the Honse refused to adjourn. 


j 
H 
i 


| Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania. 


: laid on the table??? 


| the negative—yeas 75, nays 116; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, 
: Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B. U. Cabell, Calvin, 
sey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Nathan Evans, 
: Fowler, Freediev, Gentry. Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, 
I Hay, Raymond, Hebard. Henry, Uiltiard, Hen<ton, Howe, 
i Hunter, William T. Jackson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George 
G. Kips, James G. King: John A. King, Horace Mann, Mat- 
teson, McGaughey, MeKissock, Moore, Morehead, Morton, 
| Nelsan, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitman, Purnans, Reed, Ris 


born, Scheoleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding. Stanly, 
Thaddens Stevens, Toombs, Underhill, Vinton, Wellborn, 
Williams, and Winthrop—75. 


if Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Bissell, Boceck, Bokee, 


* 


Mr. THURMAN appealed from the decision of | 


the } 
question before the House is, “ Shall the opinion | 
| of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” | 


] If that motion should pre- į 
vail, the question will not be on the substitute, as | 
I originally offered it, but upon the substitute as 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. T move that | 


| 

| The question then recurred on the motion of ; 
li H 
i And the question, “ Shall the whole subject be i 


was then taken and decided in | 


ley, Rockwell, kose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- : 


NAYS—-Messrs. Alhertson, Alexandsr, Allen, Andrews, : 
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| Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, ‘Albèrt :G: “Brown; Wiiham J. 


Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Cahlivell, Jó- 
| seph P. Caldwell, Campbéll, Carter, Cleveland, Williamson 
i R W. Cobh, Colcuck, Cole, Conger. Daniel, Danmiek, 
: Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 
| Fitch, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gall, Haniilion, Hammond, 


| Haralson, Harlan, Isha G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
| Thomas L. Herris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, 
| Tage, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James: beJohn- 
san, Robert W.Joiinson, Jones, Julian; Kinfinan. Preston 
King, La -Sére, Leffler, Liuieficid, Jot Mann, Marshall, 
MecClernand, McDonald, McDowell, MeLanahan, MeMul- 
len, McQueen, Me Willie, Meade, Miller, Mitlson, Morris; 
Marse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, 
Powell, Reynolds, Richardson, Rabinson, Rust; Ross, Sav- 
age, Seddon, Sprague, Frederick. P. Stanton, Richard i: 
Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Janics 
Thompson, ‘Fhurman, Tuck, Venable, Walden, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wentwoh, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood; and 
Young—1i6. ; > 7 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid upon the table. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of 


| the original resolutions reported by Mr. Brrr, 


| Mr. MARSHALL asked a division of the 
ji question. 

The SPEAKER. 
the question wiil be 
resolution. ; 
| _ Mr. SCHENCK asked to have all the résolu- 
| tions read.. 

They were read, (as above.) : ne 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a ‘question of order; 
and said his point of order was, that these resolu- 
tions constituting the conclusion of the report. of 
the committee, containéd no allusion whatever to 
George W, Crawford, [a laugh]—the gentleman 
who had asked an investigation of his conduct, 
but were upon a totally different subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chaircannot entertain 
|| this suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, asa 
i| point of order: itis a matter for the consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 withdraw it, then. 

The first resolution was reported, as follows: 


i} Ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives ot 
| George Galphin was not a just demand against the United 
į States. S 
The question was on its adoption. 
| Mr. THURMAN rose and asked if it was in 
order to make an inquiry? He would hke to 
know where the word “was” took effect—it being” 
a past tense? ; 
The SPEAKER. No inquiry is in order. f 
The question was taken, and decided in the 
afimative—yeas 142, nays 49; as follow: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Albertson, AÑ xander, Allen, Ashe, 
Averett, Bay, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, 
t Buel, Burrows, Burt, thomas B. Butler, Josep- Cable, G. 
| A. Caldwell, J.P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartier, Cleveland, 
1 W.R W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Crowett, Daniel, 
i Dickey, Dinnnick. Disney, Dory, Dunham, Durkee, Ed- 
| mundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Pow- 
| ler, Preediey, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, 
I Gould, Hail, Hatloway, Hamilton, Hammond, Haran, 
i bban G. Harris, S. W. Harris, '. L. iianis, Hay, Jlebe 
i bard, Henry, Hibbard, Holaday, Howard, Howe, Hub- 
il bard, Hunter, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jaekson, 
[l Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, John A. King, 
i) Preston King, La Sère, Leffler, Littefietd, Horace Maan, 
|i Mason, Matteson, McClernand, MeDoni'd. McDowell, 
i MeGaughey, MeKissogk, MecLanaban, McMullen, Me- 
) Queen, Me Willie, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, Mores 
|i kead, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Olds, Orr, Parker, 
i Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds, Richard- 
{| son, Risley, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Sackett, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stunty, 
F. P. Stanton, R. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, 
| Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Under! ili, Van Dyke, Walden, 
|| Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wilmot, 
£ Wood, and Young—142. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Andrews, Baker, Bokee, Bowie, 
|! Breck, Chester Butler, B. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chand- 
i ler, Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, Corwin, Deherry, Dixon, 
ji Duer, Duncan, Gentry, Grinnell, Hampton, Haymond, Hit- 
£ Hard, Houston, James L. Johnsen, Kerr, Daniel P. King, 
George G. King, James G. King, Marshall, Moore, Morton, 
i; Oxie, Owen, Putnam, Reed, Rockwell, Rumsey, Schenck, 
Sehernmerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, A. H.. Stephens, 
|| Toombs, Vinton, Weliborn, Williams, and Winthrop—49, 


A division being called for, 
put upon agreeing to the first 


So the first resolution was agreed to. 
t "Phe question then recurred on the adoption of 
| the second resolution reported by the commitiee. 

| Mr. ORR asked the yeas and nays; which were 
| ordered. i 

| 


X 


Mr. VAN DYKE. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the first resoiution reported by thè 
| committee was adopted, and to lay that motion on 
|, the table. a 
Ordered accordingly. og BESS 
The question then again recurred on the adop- 
tion of the second resolution reported by the com- 
‘| mittee. pe 


h 


The resolution was read, as follows: © 


u 
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2d. Resolved, That the act of Congress. made. it the duty 
Of the. Seeretary of the Treasury to pay the principal of said 
claim, and it was therefore paid “in conformity with law ” 
aud “ precedent.” . t 
The question was then taken. i 
The roll having been called— 
Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, accidentally | 
out of his seat at the moment his:name was ealled, | 
rose and asked the unanimous consent of the | 
House to record his vote. | 
Jbjection was made. ot, i 
Mr. PUTNAM preferred a similar request. 
Mr. CONGER trusted, he said, that the House 
would grant this privilege to his-colleague. 
Objection was made. 
So neither of the two gentlemen’s votes was re- 
ceived. 5 
The result of the vote was then announced— * 
yeas 112; nays 66, as follow: 
YEAS—Mesgrs. Als on, Averett, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, į 
Booth, Boyd, Breck, Bart, B. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Catdwell, 
Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Clarke, Clingman, Colcock, Conrad, 
Corwin, Daniel, Dehberry, Disney, Duncan, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson,. Ewing, Featherston, Freediey, Gentry, Gerry, 
Gorman, Gould, Grinnell, Hamilton, Hammond, Hampton, 
Haralson, [shan G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Henry, Hibbard. Hiltiard, Holladay, Houston, | 
Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, [nge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Jawes L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. 
Kins, James G. King, John A. King, La sére, Leter. Little- | 
field, Horace Mann, Job Maun, Mi 


i 
nand, McDonald, MeDowell, McGaughey, MeKissock, | 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, | 
Nelson, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, | 
Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Reed, Risley, Rockwell, | 
Savas Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, cheatenut, Seddon, | 
Spaulding, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, | 
Strong, Sweetser, Jncoh Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, | 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
t 
j 
{ 
i 


Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wildrick, 
Williams, and Wilmot—12. 

NAYS—Mesara. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews Baker, | 
Bay, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, | 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Camp- | 
bell, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cahb, Cole, Conger, | 
Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Duer, Dunham, Nathan Evans, 
Fiteh, Fowler, Gilmore, Gott, Hall, Halloway, Harlan, | 
Hay, Raymond, Hebard, Andrew Jobson, George Ge} 
King, Preston King, Mcbanahan, MeMullen, Meacham, | 
Miller. Moore, Morris, Newell, Ogle, Richardson, Robin- | 
son, Root, Rose, Ross, Schenck, Sbepperd, Silvester, j 
Sprague, Stetson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Wentworth, White, 
Winthrop, and Young—65. 


* vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. | 
Ordered accordingly. | 
The question then recurred on the adoption of | 
the third resolution reported by the committee, | 
which is in the words following: 

3d. Resoleed, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the : 
Sreretary of the Lreacury to pay interest on said claim, 
its payment Was not “in conformity with law” or & prece- ; 
dent” i 

Mr. ORR asked the yeas and nays on the adop- 
tion of the resolution which were ordered. 


| 
The question was taken, and decided in the af- |! 
| 


firmative-—yeas 118, nays 71; as follow: | 
YEAS—Mes Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, | 
Aste, Averett, Bay, Bissell, Bocock. Booth, Bowdon, Bow- | 
Jin, Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, G. A. | 
1 

H 

| 

| 

| 

i 


Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Carter, 
W. R. W. Cobi, Colcoek, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Daniel, Dimivick, Disney, Doty, Uunham, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson, Ewing, Peather-ton, Pitch, Powter, Gerry, Gid- | 
Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, | 
Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, | 
‘Chomas L. Harris, Hebard. Hibbard, Holladay, Hubbard, : 
Inge, Joseph W., Jackson, William T. Jackson, Andrew 
Jounson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére 
Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mason, Me- ° 
Cleemund, MeDonad, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris 
Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peek, Phelps, Potter, | 
Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, } 
Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Silvester, F. P. Stanton, Re H. | 
Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob ‘Thompson, James | 
Thompson, Tuck, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, \ 
Wentwo.ith, Wildrick, Wilinot, Wood, and Young—118. 
NAVYS—Messrs. Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, I 
{ 


Chester Bater, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, | 
Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, Deberry, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, | 
Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gould, Grioneli, Hamp- | 
ton, 
Manter, James L. Joinson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George 

g. King, James G. King, John A. King, Marshall, Matte- : 
son, MuGaughev, Mek 4 
Welson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, ‚Owen, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Risley, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Seddon, pperd, Spaulding, Stanly, A. U. : 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Thurman, ‘Toombs, Under- : 
hill, Vinton, Welborn, White, Williams, and Winthrop— : 
7L 


So the third resolution was agreed to, 


Mr. BURT moved to reconsider the vote by i 


ich this resolution was adopted, and to lay that ʻi 1 
whic g pres y i of the Government, ag agent, the claim of thé heirs of 
| George Galphin, arising under the treaty of 1773, with the 


motion on the table. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired, in ease the 


all, Matteson, Mecler- |} 


ssock, Moore, Morehead, Morton, £! 


| sent. 


Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, © 


‘ claim—even if it were good. 


aud i! 


Cleveland, +: 


i said Crawford bas obtained from the Government on the | 


| the propositions, which he desired to have read. 


ii read, as fellows: 


motion to reconsider were sustained, if an amend- | 
ment would not then be in order? | 
The SPEAKER replied, that an amendment to | 
the original resolution would then be in order, as 
the previous question would have exhausted itself. || 
Mr. FEATHERSTON asked that an amend- | 
ment be read, which he gave notice he would offer | 
in case the motion to reconsider were agreed to. || 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. | 
The Chair will state that it cannot be received |! 
until the vote is reconsidered. l 
Mr. BURT. I think the reading of the amend- |! 
ment is not in. order, except by unanimous con- | 
i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment can be read, though it cannot be re- 
ceived until the vote is reconsidered. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN suggested that the reading 
could not be in order, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina objected. i es i| 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, it will | 
be the duty of the Chair to put the question to the | 
House, Shall the amendment be read? 

By general acquiescence— 

The proposed amendment of Mr. FEATNERSTON 
was read, as follows: 

u And that the House does not approve of the condnet of 
the Secretary of War. in continuing to be interested in the | 
prosecution of it when it was to be examined, adjusted, and f 
paid hy one of the departments of the Government, he him- 
self heing at the same time at the head of another of those 
departments, but the House considers that such connection | 
and interest of a member of the Cabinet with a claim pend- || 
ing and prosecuted before another department, would be || 

i 


dangerous as a precedent, and ouvht not to be sanctioned, | 
And conscquently that the House also totally dissents from 
me earreemess of the opinion expressed by the President of 
the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘that his (the |! 
‘said Crawford) being at the head of the War Department, ji 
tand the agent of the claimants, did not take from him any | 
¢rivhts he may have had assueh agent, or would have ju 
Ctifed him in having the examination and decision of the | 
‘claims by the Secretary of the Treasury suspended; and ij 
that this House decidedly disapproves of, and dissents from, ii 
the opinion given by the Attorney General in favor of an al- | 
lowanee of interest on said claim, and from the action of ; 
the Sceretary of the Treasury in payment of the same”? 


Mr, SCHENCK said, if the reading of that! 
amendment had been in order, it would be in order | 
to read an amendment which he gave notice he | 
should offer as an amendment to the amendment | 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, if that amend- |! 
ment were raceived. 

He said he took the ground that it was wrong 
for a Cabinet officer to be connected with any 


Mr. CARTTER said he had an amendment || 
which he should offer as an amendment to that of i; 
his colleague. i 

| 

The proposed amendment of Mr. Scuenck was j| 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this House finds in the testimony renorted 
hy the commitiee appointed to investigate the conduct. of 
George W. Crawford, the Seeretary of War, in relation. to Í 
the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, no proof + 
of corrnption or fraud in procuring the p ge ofthe law i; 
allowing szid claim, nor in obtaining payment ofthe same i} 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, who was directed by the if 
act of Cong to examine, adjust, and pay what should be i| 
found due d Galphin; but the House decidedly disap- ;; 
proves of his conduct in continuing to be interested in the 
prosecution of that claim when it was to be so examined, 
adjusted, aud paid by one of the departments af the Govern. 
ment, he himself being at the same time at the head of an- 
other of those departments, for the reason that such con- 
nection and interest of a member of the Casinet with a 
claim while pending and being proseented before another i 
department, is iudelicate, improper, and unbecoming: would |: 
be dangerous as a precedent, asd ought not to be sane 
tioned. 

Mr. CARTTER asked for the reading of his | 
amendment. . 

The SPEAKER said, if no objection was made 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio would |: 
be read. i 

No objection being made, 


The proposed amendment of Mr. CARTTER was /! 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Crawford be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to return to the Treasury ihe amount of money the 


Galphin claim as interest. 
Mr. WILMOT gave notice if the vote were re- 
censidered, ‘that he would offer a substitute for all | 


No objection being made, 
The proposed substitute of Mr. Witmor was 


Resolved, That this House condemns as highly censurable 
and improper, the conduct of George W. Crawford, Secre- 
tary of War, in prosecuting before one of the departmen 


Creek and Cherokee Indians, and in which said Crawford i! 


was largely interested ; and that the payment cf the interest, 
thereon by the Secretary of the Treasury was unauthorized 
by the act of 14th August, 1848 ; and that this House dissent 
fram the opinion of the Attorney Genera! in favor of the 
allowance of interest on said claim. 


The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
laying on the table thé motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. 

Mr. DUER rose to a question of order, and 
inquired whether, if the House reconsidered the 
vote upon the adoption of the resolution, it would 
then be in order to move any of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER replied, that if the. House re- 
considered, the previous question would be ex- 
hausted, and the resolution would be open to 
amendment. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative—yeas 79, nays 109; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Averett, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clarke, Cleveland, Cling- 


| man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Conrad, Cor- 


win, Crowell, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Haralken, Sunp-on W., 
Harris, Hay, Havmond, Hebard, Henry. Holladay, Holmes, 
Honston, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jaekson, Janes 
L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King. James 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshotl, Mason, 
McGaughey, MeKi-sock, Meacham, Meade, Millson, More- 
head, Nelson, Newell, Outlaw, Parker, Powell, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Sehermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spanl- 
ding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Thurman, Toombs, Tuek, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wellbora, 
Williams, and Wivthrop—79. ` 

NAYS—M-ssrs, Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, 
Bay. Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brooks, William J. Brown, Burrows, Joseph Calle, 
George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Obandler, 
Conver, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, 
Doer, Dunham, Dinkee, Edimuncson, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Freediev, Gerry, Gimore, Halioway, Hamilton, Ham- 
mond, Hampton, Harlan, Pham G Harris, Miomes L. Har- 
ris, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hubbard, Andrew Jobnson, Jones, 
Joli n, Kaufman, Preston King, La 8ère, Lefer, Little- 
field, Job Mann, Maueson, McDowell, MeLanahan, Me- 
Mullen, MeQueen, MeWillie. Miller, Moore, Morris, Morse, 
Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peastee, Peek, Phelps, Pitman, Petter. Put- 
nam, Reed, Reynolds, Riehardson, Risley, Robinson, Rock- 


| well, Root, Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, School- 
|i craft, Spragne, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 


Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, 
Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and Young—t09. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid upon 
the table. 

And the,question recurring on the motion to re- 
consider— 

Mr. FEATHERSTON demanded the previous 
question. f f 

Pending which question, 

The House adjourned. 

NOTICE OF A JOINT RESOLUTION. 
Mr. KAUFMAN gave notice that he would ask leave on 


i Monday next, or some early day thereafter, to iutroduce a 


joint resolution disapproving of and condemning the order 


: of Colonel John Munroe, ot the d of April tast, directing 


the election of delegates to a convention to be held at Santa 
Fé on the 15th of May, 1850, for the purpose of framing a 
State constitution for New Mexico. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees : 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Henry W. Taft 


| and 37 others, citizens of West Stockbridge, Massachusetts, 
‘in favor of the modification or repeal of the tariff jaw of 


1846, and the enactment of a Jaw recognizing the principle 
of specific duties. s 

By Mr. BROWN, of 3 
Thrasher and 385 others 
office from Washington, Missi 


Tppi: Remonstrance of J. B. 
st the removal of the land 
ippi, to Monticello, in the 


i same State. 


By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petition of Benjamin 


: Thomas, postmaster at St. Clairsville, Ohio, for an altera- 


tion of the law regulating the compensation of postmasters, 
and for an increase of his compensation. 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: The petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Benton county for compensation for military ser- 
vices rendered in the summer and fall of 1849. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: ‘the petition of Daniel Stevens 


i and’3! other citizens of Pittsfield, Massachusetts, in favor 
il of a modification or repeal of the tariff law of 1846; and the 
| enactinent ofa Jaw recognizing the principle of specific du- 
| ties on imports. 


By Mr. HOWE: The petition of John Frazier and John 
Read, citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, praying 


© Congress to grant them relief, as the sureties of Joseph 8. 
: Boyd, the late and defaulting postmaster at New Castle, in 
': said county. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the delegates to 
the Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
hat there may be established on behalf of the medical offi- 
ers of the navy, an assimilated rank. Atso, from profess- 
ors of the Medical College and numerous physicians, of 
Philadelphia. for the same purpose. 

By Mr. HiBBARD: The memorial of Benjamin Reed and 
others, remonstrating against the establishment of a new 
post-road from Colebrook to Pittsburg,in: New Hampshire. 
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Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Kanawha j 
county, in the State of Virginia, asking that pro- 
vision may be made by law for enabling Professor 
Johnson to complete his experiments in American |: 
coals, setting forth that their mines lie almost to- {| 
tally unimproved, from the want of an accurate | 
knowledge of the different varieties of coal, and | 
the objects for which they can be profitably em- į 
ployed; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 


|i without any very great additional expense to the 


| Spect to the country; and they express the opinion, 
ii from their personal acquaintance with the commis- 


i move that the memorial be referred to a select 


|i Pearce, and Doveras. 


petition from the State of Rhode Island, signed by 
Dr. Wayland, president of a university in that 
State, and by the Governor, and many other gër- 
temen of science, who ask Congress to make pro-+ 
vision for the appointment and support of a scien- 
tific corps, to be connected with the Boundary 
Commission which is to establish the boundary 
between the Urited States and Mexico. They 
think that such a corps, in connection with the 
commission, may make many valuable acquisitions 
to the sciences of botany, geology, and zodlogy, 


Government. They also think that it will be the 
means of securing valuable knowledge with re- 
sioner recently appointed, that he is peculiarly fited 
to superintend and aid in such an expioration. 1 
committee of three, to be appointed by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Chair ap- | 
pointed, as the committee, Messrs. CLARKE, | 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


the Public Lands. ., | 
1 


J. N. Sewall, asking that provision may be made | 
for certain debts of the Chippewa Indians, agreen- | 
bly to the fourth article of the treaty of 1837, 
concluded between the United States and those |; 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Finance. : | 
Mr. RUSK presented the petition of G. K. |! 
Lewis, of Cameron county, Texas, setting forth || 
that the portion of the country lying between the | 
Nueces and the Rio Grande rivers was overrun 
by hordes of savages, compelling him to abandon ! 
his home, and making a complete wreck of his | 
property, for which he asks indemnity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of citi- || 
zens residing on the extreme western. border of | 
Missouri, asking the establishment of new posts | 
on the road to Santa Fé, and the employment of |; 
a volunteer corps for the protection of persons || 
engaged in the Santa Fé trade, setting forth that | 
the regular army is not the sort of force to be || 
most effective, as past experience has shown, and | 
recommending a regiment of volunteers of one | 
thousand. men, selected from the border, and || 
familiar with Indian character and indian warfare | 
all their lives. They state, further, that they have | 
been engaged for years as traders and travelers ; 
across the plains, and are perfectly familiar with | 
the ronte and all its difficulties, and have endured |; 
long and patiently the cold neglect of Government | 
heretofore manifested in relauon to this commerce, | 
and contending that all Governments are bound to 
protect their citizens in their lawful pursuits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military |; 


Affairs. j 
Mr. KING presented the memorial of Jonathan |i 
Eliot, United States commercial agent at the city | 
of San Domingo, asking to be reimbursed for ex- | 
penses incurred in maintaining refugees in bis | 
house. The meruorialist states that daring the | 
civil war in the’ Dominican Republic, a large nam- | 
ber of persons, chiefly women and children, sought | 
refuge under the protection of the American flag, 
an asylum he could not refuse without bringing 
reproach upon himselfand Government, and he was | 
subjected to great-expense in maintaining said |; 
refugees, the city being in a state of siege, and pro- | 
visions being difficult to obtain, even at extravagant i 
prices. The memorialist further states that his ji 
colleagues, the English and French Consuls, who | 
likewise made their houses the asylum to other | 
refugees, have received the marked approbation of | 
theirrespective Governments, and been reimbursed 
fos the expenses thus.incurred. The memorial 
was-referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. g3 , 
Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of traveling 
preachers of the Methodist Episcopal Church in 
the East Maine Conference, asking that the fur 
ther extension of slavery in the United States may 
be prohibited by law; which was ordered tolic on : 


the table. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WALKER gave notice that he would, on 
the first suitable opportunity, ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to alter and fix the time of the meeting | 
of Congress. | 

g SCIENTIFIC CORPS. 


| ment having been proposed, it was reported to the 


| relation to the removal of troops from Fort Polk, 


| Senate the reasons which have induced its removal,” 


| patch, March 28.) 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
227, being a bill for the relief! Thomas Snodgrass. 

The having been read a second time, was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and no amend- 


Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read a third time, and passed. 
FORT POLK, IN TEXAS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the Senate to take up 

a resolution which I introduced the other day, in 


in Texas. Í havea very short statement to make 
in reference to the matter, and it wii require but a 
moment. i 

Mr. CASS. Will the resolution be likely to 
lead to any discussion ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Notatall. 

T'he resolution was then taken up and read, as 
follows: 

«Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to turnish the Senate with copies of alt orders, let 
ters, aud correspondence, relating to Fort Folk, in the Sae 
of Texas, as a military post, aud to communicate to the 


Mr. HOUSTON. Point Isabel was taken pos- 
session of in March, 1846, by the American army | 
under the command of General Taylor. [mmed- | 
ately afterwards, he commenced the erection of al 
fort at that place, called Fort Polk; he aiso in- 
formed the Government that that was the most eli- | 
gible site for a depé: to supply the wants of that | 
whole line of operauans. His emphatic language | 
was, ‘our great dey-6: must be here.’ (See dis- | 
Ühe fort, hospital, and other į 
buildings there erected cost the Government at | 
least seventy thousand doilars. They are large, | 
commodious, and well situated to suit the purpose j 
for which they were located there. This place, as | 
well as Brownsville, is remarkably healthy for a 
southern latitude, 

Point Isabel is about ten miles from the mouth 
of the Rio Grande, and near twenty in a direct line 
from Brownsville, the most flourishing town on the 
Rio Grande. Point Isabel, from its contiguity to 
the harbor at the Brasos, and from its relative 
position to Brownsville and, the Rio Grande, is 
now, and must continue to be, the great point of 
transhipment for the large and improving trade 
now successfully carried on upon that river, ‘This 
trade, during the past year, | have been satisface 
torily assured by those who know its character 
and-extent, has amounted in the aggregate to the 
large sum of ten millions of dollars; or, in other 
words, goods imported to the value of five millions 
of dollars, chiefly through Point Isabel, and ex- 
changed for specie, hides, wool, &c., to the same | 
amount returning through the same channel. 

Point Isabel, as is well known, is the port of 
entry for all the trade of that section of country. 
Goods, money, and other property, often to a | 
large amount, are stored at that place, en roule, 
each way. Until some time in April last, the 
Government have had a greater or less number of 
troops stationed at Fort Polk; but, some time in 
that month, it is understood that an order was 
issued for the evacuation of this place, and for 
turning over the public buildings to the use of the 


cusiom-house. 


Mr, CLARKE. Iam requested to present a 


This proceeding is thought by the well-informed 


TF 


| necessit 


| Isabel was bad policy. in itself. 


to have been unadvised and jmpolitic, and calcu. 
lated to endanger the safety df Point Isabel, by its 
being exposed to attack by Indians and other 
Marauders, known to be lurking in that neighbor= 
hood, in considerable numbers, and who have on 
one or two occasions, aftacked and robbed ‘thé 
trains of wagons between Point Isabel atid Browns- 
ville. A good deal of anxiety is felt by those di- 
rectly interested in the trade dnd prosperity of this 
Section. a 
This step of the Administration, at ‘least, re- 
quires some explanation, and itis the object of the 
resolution to see how far the frontier has been 
xposed by the remaval of the troops from’ Point 
sabel, . B 
‘Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
I am really surprised at the remarks with which 
the Senator from Texas has introduced his reso- 
lution. If he knows anything of the geography 
of the country which he represents; and L am 
bound to suppose he does, he must understand 
very well that Fort Polk is not exposed to any 
danger of attack from the sea, and that troops at 
Fort Polk could afford no protection to caravans 
going from there to Brownsville. He must have 
understood that Brownsville is much more ap- 
proachable from the chaparrals in ihe neighbor- 


| hood, and stretching across towards the Nueces. 


Fle must also understand that the great commerce 
of that country is upon the river, and that no ves- 

sel of any size can yo to Fort Polk. Except wher 
a strong north wind prevails,and the sea is drivers 
into the lagoon, inside of the Isla Padre, there ‘is - 
no possibility of any vessél getting in. It is æ 
shallow basin, in which only sail-boats and canoes 
can run. During the whole time our army occu- 
pied that frontier, all the supplies which were 

forwarded were landed at Basos Santiago. At the 
time that General Taylor established that fort, we 
were in a hostile attitude; it was a point selected 
to connect with his position at Corpus Christi, 
and with the transport vessels which thence came 
round by sea; but, now that we are at peace with 
the inhabitants of the Rio Grande, and in posses- 
sièn of the whole country, with the river’s mouth 
and navigation at our command, there can be no 
y for keeping up this establishment any 
longer. l am one of those who were opposed ‘to 
the establishment of a custom-house at that place, 
for reasons which were satisfactory to me then, 

and which | explained at the time, and can explain 
again if necessary. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I only ask for information, 
without any view to open a discussion ‘upou ‘the ` 
subject. There is certainly no difficulty on ‘the 
part of the Indians or other marauders, in marchs 


ing past Fort Brown and taking possessio of the 
whole of the lower portion of the country” Tf care 


avans have been attacked below that poot, it ar- 
gues that the fort gives no protection to them, if 
they can march round to Puint Isabel, 

Mr. DAViS, of Mississippi. 1 can see no 
country below Brownsville for Indians to maraud 
upon. ftis noihing but a mud fat. Brownsville 
is the point where the settlements begin, and there. 
is nothing in the shape of euluvation or séetileménia 
beiow. ‘The location of a custom-house at Point 
But if it is netese 
sary to keep up a fort there for the sake of pro- 
tecting the custom-House, in God’s name let us 
give up the custom-house. The idea of holding ‘a 
custom-house in a portion of the country so desti- 
tute of population that a litle garrison must be 
kept there to prevent Indians from taking it, seems 
to ime to be a great piece of folly, and is opposed 
to my notions, of commercial requirements, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should imagine that if 
troops were necessary at any place, it would be 
where the population is small, as at Point Isabel. 
l think it would bea miserable policy to march 
the troops to Brownsville and leave Point Isabel 
unprotected. At Brownsville there is a population 
of some thousands. Ifthe country abeat Point 
Isabel is a mud flat there is nothing to maraud 
upon except the custom-house, and for this reason, 
it seems to me, there is a greater necessity that 


i troops should be stationed there than at Brownss 


ville. As to the policy of locating a custom-house’ ` 
at Point Isabel, 1 defer to the superior judgment 
of the Senator from Mississippi. He, however, 
agrees with the officers controlling that department, 
and I shall not interpose my judgment ‘against 
theirs. But it happens that my opinion concirs 
with that ofa large majority of the reprégentatives 
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of Texas. Itis true, I have nevef seen the place, 
and therefore cannot speak advisedly. But it is 
thought to be a better and more eligible place for 
a_custom-lkouse than Brownsville, which leaves- 
the country open to smugglers for a great distance. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the custom-house is to be 
placed on the sea, then the mouth of the river is 
the place to put it; but if it is to be placed where: 
the population exists, then it ought to be located 
at Brownsville. In my opinion, however, Brasos 
Santiago, with ihe protection of a sea-wall, is the 
only place where we ought to have a custom- 
house, if we are to have one there at all. 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave no desire to prolong this 
conversation, but would merely remark that this 
custom-house is there, and until it is removed it 
may be well enough to inquire whether it ought 
to be protected. This resolution simply inquires 
why the troops that were there for the. protection 
of the custom-house have been removed. The 
custom-house is there, and it has been represented 
by individuals from that section of the country that 
it is in a very exposed position. It is very possi- 
ble that it may be in the wrong place; but, so long || 
as itis there, and considering the vast amount of |) 
“merchandise which is sometimes deposited there— 
often amounting to five millions of dollars, besides 
frequently as much as two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars in money—it appears to me to be bad 
policy to leave it exposed to the depredations of 
the Indians, who are every day committing depre- 
dations in the neighborhood. 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) Depredations on 
the custoni-house? 

Mr. RUSK. Not, perhaps, on the custom- | 
house, but in the immediate neighborhood of it. |i 
At any rate, there can be no objection that the 
Secretary of War should inform us why he took 
these troopsaway. The factis, that the Secretary 
of War ought to inform us wiy that entire frontier, 
so far as it is settled, is left unprotected. There 
are depredations committed not only in the imme- 
diate neighborhood of Point Isabel, but all up and 
down the Rio Grande, and these depredations have 
been going on all the time. In fact, there is | 
scarcely a mail that comes from that quarter that 
does nat bring anncuncements of Indian depreda- 
tions. Under these circumstances, I think there 


can be no objection to a mere resolution of inquiry 
asking why these troops have been removed. 
Mr. DAVIS. If the resolution had been laid 
on the table without remarks, and left to itself, [| 
should have said nothing in regard to it. I was 
led to my remarks by those of the Senator from 
Texas in support of his resolution. ‘The remarks 
of the Senator from Texas on my right [ Mr. Rusk] 
do no@fppear to have any relauion to the issue. It | 
has not been shown that the Indians have been in 
the habit of attacking the custom-house; and it 
would be a strange place to locate a custom-house 
where Indians would attack it. Itis the caravans 
going to this place which are attacked. The Sen- | 
ator knows that a better protection can be given by | 
the troops at Brownsville than at Point Isabel, and | 


that no protection which is adequate can be given 
to the caravans without marching with them. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, if there be 
any object in protecting Point fsabelatall, the only 
way to attain that object will be to station troops 
there. The Indians have gone down to the sca- 
board in large numbers, and sacked the village of | 
Lynnville some years ago. They did not pass by | 
-a ringile habitation till they reached the immediaie + 
pointof attack. And they can still do so, because | 
the country is sparsely populated, and there are if 
chaparrals that can screen them from observation |! 
until they are upon the place they wish to assail. 
They might pass within ten, or five, or two miles 
of Brownsville, without being seen, and advance |! 
to Point Isabel and take the custom-house, with | 
all the property therein contained. 
The resoludon has lain on the table several ! 
days ‘The entire object of it is to obtain infor 
mation. ‘There is no ulterior design whatever in 
this resolution. We wish merely to see which is 
the more politic place, because it is the interest of 
the Senators and Representatives of that country 
to render the greatest good to the inhabitants there, 
and to promote the public interests by giving pro- | 
tection to property and commerce upon that line 
of the Rio Grande. Point Isabel, I understand, 
js the first place situated upon the Rio Grande at 
which a eustom-house can be established secure 
from inundation. ; 


i 
| 
| 
{ 


| to say a word in reference to this matter. 


! of which the gentleman from Mississippi is chair 
: man, was one introduced by my colleague for 
| the construction of a military road from Dubuque, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is not on the 
Rio Grande at all. ~ - 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ mean on the borders of the 
Rio Grande, and connected with. its commerce. 
When the proposed sea-wall shall be built, it may 


be very appropriate to change the location of the |: 


custom-house to some other point. I wish the 
resolution to pass for no other purpose than to ob 
tain the requisite information, and see whether the 
reasons alleged in the correspondence have been 
sufficient to countervail those suggested by the 
commanding General, now President. That is 
all T desire. 


The question being taken on the adoption of the | 


resolution, it was agreed to. 
ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I move to take 
up for consideration a bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the construction of certain roads in 
the Territory of Minnesota, which was ordered to 
a third reading on Saturday. On my motion, the 
third reading was postponed till to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill, having been ordered to a third reading, 
was then read a third time. 

The question then being on the passage of the 
biti 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. F wish to ask the | 
| chairman of the Committee on Territories, who 


reported this bill, upon what authority these 
amounts have been estimated, and why these 
roads are required? Are they required for military 
purposes? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As to the amounts, the Com- 
mittee on Territories took them as they found 
them in the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives. This isn House bill. In looking over it, 
we came to the conclusion that the appropriations 
were certainly very small for the purposes desired. 


But, for one, I did not feel disposed to increase i 


the appropriations, simply because the House had 
passed the bill in its present shape, and they 
might be sufficient. The object of the appropria- 


tions is to cnt the timber through the woods, so as | 


to mark the course of the roads. Once in a while 
a bridge will have to be built across a stream. It 
is not expected to make good roads at all. 
roads are to run through the Indian agencies in 
that neighborhood. Thus teams with their sup- 
plies can he brought back wards and forwards. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
some portion of this matter was referred to the 


Military Committee some time ago, and they had |: 


the subject under consideration. They directed 
some inquiries to the Secretary of’War upon the 
subject, which he referred to the Quartermaster 
General. The Quartermaster General thought a 
road might. be very useful to the population there, 
and might be useful in a military point of view, by 
enabling the population to go to any required 
point of defence. But he was not prepared to 
make any estimate of the cost of such a road or 
roads. The Secretary of War, on the other hand, 
thought the roads were not necessary for military 
purposes. He thought it would be best for Con- 


gressito make an appropriation for insuring the | 


navigation of the Upper Miss‘ssippi from Fort 
Snelling to Fort Gaines. He thought the supplies 
ought to be transported by way of the river from 
Fort Snelling to Fort Gaines. He moreover 


stated that there was now a good road on the east jj 
side of the river, and therefore the only gain | 
which would result from opening a road on the j; 


west side would be the inconsiderable advantag 
of crossing from one side of the river to the other 
That was the statement of the Secretary of War. 


| And I was waiting for further information, for, 


upon that statement, I should have been compelled 
to make an adverse report. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, I wish 
The 


bill referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Iowa, to Fort Snelling, running on the west side 
of the Mississippi river. The Secretary of War 
was correct as to the good navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi, from Dubuque to the Falls of St. An- 
thony, but E did not understand his letter as re- 


These | 


propriety in securing the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi from Fort Snelling to Fort Gaines. 

Mr. DODGE. But there is a permanent ob- 
struction to the navigation of the Mississippi be- 
tween those points (Fort Gaines and Fort Sneiling) 
which cannot or will not be removed for many 
| years to come. There is only navigation there 
for canoes and small boats. Steamboats do not 
‘run above the Falls, though i hope when some 
obstructions above the Falls are removed, that a 
small class of boats will navigate the upper por- 
| tion of the river. The greatest benefit that will be 
derived from the appropriations made by this bill 
will be the construction of bridges across the 
streams in Minnesota. The smallest rain often so 
swells them as to render them impassable for days 
and weeks. Much inconvenience and delay is 
thus occasioned, which would be obviated, in 
many instances, by bridges, which could be built 
for a very small amount of this appropriation, 
which I hope will be made. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi is under a misapprehension in regard to the 
side of the river that this road runs upon. It runs 
upon the east side of the river, where the Secretary 
of War thinks it ought to run. 5 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Will the Senator 
allow mea word? He misapprehends the state- 
ment of the Secretary of War. The Secretary of 
| War,as I stated, or intended to state, said that the 
road now runs on the east side, and that an incon- 
siderable advantage would result from running the 
road on the west side, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I had misapprebended what 
the Senator stated to be the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of War. Running the road on the west side 
evidently is much shorter. The river makes a 
bend, and as St. Paul and the other settlements 
are on the east side, by running the road across, 
| instead of following the course of the river, would 
make it much shorter. But these are very small 
appropriations, and | apprehend that it is not ne- 
cessary to take up further time in the discussion 
of them, 

The bill was read a third time and passed, on a 
division, by a vote of 28 to 7. 


INTEREST ON ADVANCES BY STATES. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 232. . 

Mr. CLAY. What is it? 

Mr. BRADBURY. A bill to refund to the 
State of Maine interest on certain advances made 
by that State, for the use of the United States Gov- 
ernment, in the protection of the northeastern 
| frontier, under the treaty of Washington. 1 will 
state that this bill involves no principle but one 
which has repeatedly been recognized by Congress. 
| Te involves simply this question: that this Govern- 
ment pays interest on advances made, or expenses 
| incurred, by any State in performing duties incum- 
| bent upon the United States, as provided for by 
| the treaty of Washington. i 
| The bill having been read a second time, was 

considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
| Whole. , 

Mr. HALE. Ihave nota word to say against 

| the bill. [shall vote in favor of it. But I want 
{ 
H 
1 
| 
H 


the committee who reported it to state the grounds 
upon which they pay interest to a State for ad- 
vances, when they borrow the money, and refuse 
to pay it to States which have advanced the 
money, out of their treasury, without borrowing 
it, for precisely the same purposes? I cannot see 
it for myself. The State of New Hampshire ad- 
vanced a large sum of money to defend the very 
| same territory, when there was a conflict of juris- 
| diction between the United States and Great Bri- 
| tain upon the borders of New Hampshire. New 
| Hampshire happened to be, fortunately, so situ- 
| ated at that time that she was notunder the neces- 
i sity of borrowing money, but she paid it out of 
her own treasury, and Congress has passed a bill 
| refunding that sum to the State of New Hamp- 
i shire. Now, Ido not know upon what principle 
| interest is.to be paid for a sum advanced by a 
| State, when they borrowed the money, and with- 
| held from States paying money for precisely the 
same purposes out of their treasury, when the 
| claim has been recognized by both Houses. It 
| strikes me that there is no soundness in that dis- 
į tinction. 


amendment, which was rejected. 
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leave to state that there is no question before the 
Senate; there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. HALE. Is there no question before the 
Senate ? ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands that the rules of the Senate require that the 
question on agreeing to the bill shall be taken after 
it js reported back to the Senate. There is no 
amendment offered. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will move this amend- 
ment to the bill: © that the accounting officer of the 
Treasury be and he is hereby directed to pay to 
the State of New Hampshire interest on the mo- 
ney which she has advanced for the same pur- 

ose. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I will reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. very briefly. 
The committee did not deem it necessary to gobe- | 
yond the principles which were involved in this | 
Lil, in reporting it. 
upon precisely phe same principle on which simi- 4 
lar claims had been allowed to the State of Ala- 
bama, the State of Maryland, the State of South 
Carolina, the State of Pennsylvania, and then, un- 
der the act of 1792, to all the original States. I 
do not understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire objects to this bill; but he now moves 
an amendment that New Hampshire shail be paid 
acertainsum. I object to that amendment on the 
ground that the clain of New Hampshire has not 
been investigated, and that each bill should rest 
upon its own feundation—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a 


moment? 

Mr. BRADBURY. Certainly. I yield the 
floor. i 

Mr. HALE. I want to correct a mistake he 


has fallen into. He says that the claim of New 

Hampshire has not been liquidated. It has been 

liquidated. An act of Congress was passed re- 

funding the sum to the State of New Hampshire, 

and the accounts have been liquidated at the Treas- | 
ury, and the principal actually paid during this 
session of Congress. I simply want the interest 
on that sum. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I said that the claim of 
New Hampshire had not been examined by the 
committee. If that State has a similar claim to 
this, let her present it, and let it be referred to the 
committee for examination; and ] doubt not, if it 
is found to rest upon the same principle as that of 
the claim now under consideration, a bill will be 
reported. I think it altogether better that, in cases 
of this kind, each claim should rest upon its own 
foundation. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted, and that, without consuming further 
time, the bill will be allowed to pass, leaving the 
claim of New Hampshire for future action ina 
separate bill. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hare’s 
There being no 
further proposition to amend, the bill was reported 
back to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

Objection being made by Mr. HALE, it was 
not read a third time. 


CLAIM OF GEORGIA. 


On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill 210, 
being a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
allow the payment of interest to the State of Geor- 
gia for advances made for the use of the United 
States in the suppression of the hostilities of the 
Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in the 
years 1836, 1357, and 1838. ‘Phe bill having been 
read a second time, was considered by the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KiNG. From hearing the bill read, I 
would suggest to my friend from Georgia the pro- 
priety of leaving out that portion of it which 
speaks of money hereafter to be paid. We know 
what we are acting on now. Under a bill passed | 
by Congress authorizing the reimbursement of the | 
amount paid by Georgia, that amount has been | 
reimbursed, and we pay interest, from the time 
that Georgia expended the money up to the ume 
of the passing of theact. But to pass a general 
bill with regard to claims hereafter to be presented, 
in order that interest may follow, seems lo me 
going beyond what we have ever done in the case | 
ofany State. 1 would suggest to my friend, if he | 
wishes this bill to pass, not only here, but cer- 
tainly in the other House, that he will confine it 


‘They found that it remed 
i 
| 
$ 
i 


| of the Government of the United States in relation 


| terest has been paid. 


| the present wili be fatal to the bill. 


i ject, with the State as if the State was a money || 


| 
i 


+ 


to what has been paid to the State of Georgia under 
the act of Congress; which, | presume, is all they 
are fully entitled.to. With that amendment, I 
shall be disposed to vote for the amendment; 
“without it, Í shall feel some diffigyliy, © L will not 
go Into an examination of thes@tlaims, because 
they will not bear examination; and a liberal spirit 
on the part of the Government has heretofore 
characterized their action in regard*to such ad- 
vances made by States, and they have not only 
reimbursed them, but in some instances there are 
precedents where they have ‘paid intcrest, as it has 
been paid to the State of Maine by the bill just 
passed. : 

Mr. BERRIEN. Eam not at all disposed to 
acquiesce in the remark of the Senator from 
Alabama that this is a claim that will not bear in- 
vestigation. ‘The State of Georgia presents no 
such claim to the General Government. ‘fhe State 
of Georgia has made advances for purposes for 
which the General Government was responsible. 
A failure to conform to the precise regulations 


to a portion of that claim occasioned a deferring of 
the settlement of that claim. But the principle 
upon which this bill proceeds equally applies to 
settled and unsettled claims; itis, that where ad- 
vances are made by a State for purposes for 
which the Federal Government is responsible, and 
which the Federal Government ought to have paid, 
the State is to be reimbursed for the advances 
made. In regard to that portion of the claim 
which has not been settled, } beg to suggest to the 
Senator from Alabama that that claim is to be 
settled by the officers of the United States. They 
wiil not allow what they are not authorized under 
the law to allow, and, when aliowed, the claim 
which has been prospectively settled will stand on 
precisely the same principie with regard to the j 
allowance of interest as that which has been paid. 
l have before me a list of the cases, embracing 
eight or nine States, in which this allowance of in- 
1 therefore appeal to my 
friend from Alabama not to interpose an objection 
to the settlement of that portion of the claim which 
is still unsettled, and the payment of interest on it 
when it shall be settled by the officers ofthe 
United States; for, the hour having arrived for 
proceeding to the consideration of the special order, 
the Senator, if he proposes to enter into a discus- 
sion on this subject, will take a course which for 


Mr. WALKER. | rise to call the attention of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to this bill, lt 
seems to me that this case comes precisely within 
the same category as New Hampshire, and that 
therefore nis amerdments will be appropriate to it. 

Mr. HALE. | had just sent to the Clerk’s 
table for the bill to see if it coincided with the | 
Maine bill, and [ see that it does not make the 
distinction introduced into the Maine bili. This 
bill proposes to pay interest on money refunded, 
which was paid by the State of Georgia under 
precisely similar circumstances as that advanced 
by New Hampshire. łt does not contain the dis- 
tinction which the Senator from Maine says has 
been involved in all these bills. i do not, how- 
ever, interpose objections to the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN. There is no real difference. 

Mr. HALE. I said there was no difference, 
and there 1s none in thé case of New Hampshire. 
I do not, however interpose objection to this bill. 
Because New. Hampshire cannot have justice, I 
will not withhold it trom Georgia. 1 hope if the 
Senate pass this bill they will consent to one for 
New Hampshire aiso. 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill | 
was reported back to the Senate, and the question | 
stated to be on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading, : 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to know whether 
there is any example in the past action of the i 
Government of the payment of interest to States 
on advances paid out of the pubiic Treasury? | 
Whether there is any case in which interest has || 
been paid where the State has not borrowed the 
money and paid interest?. Whether there is any | 
case in which the Government dealt, on this sub- |} 


iender, takirg from a full treasury and supplying 
the United Siates for such purposes? I have not! 
looked into the subject, but 1] understand that there 
is no such case. 


Mr. BERRIEN. The Senator from Maine can 


| bills on the table, and the session is far ad 


perhaps answer the inquiries of: the Senator from 
North Carolina. I holdin my had a “list far- 
nished me by the Senator from Maine, of the 
cases in which interest has been paid for advances. 
made by different States on account of matiers for. 
which the United States were responsible.” It-has 
been paid to Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New 
York, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Alaba= 
ma. As to the inquiries addressed by the Senator 
from North Carolina, I will ask the Senator from. 
Maine, who has examined this subject, to án- 
swer them. t has 
_ Mr. BRADBURY. I examined ‘this’ subject, 
in reference to the principle involved in the claim 
of the State of Mainé. My impression now is 
that the previous bills rest upon the principle that 
where States had incurred expense in the perform- 
ance of duties which properly devolved upon the 
General Government, the reimbursement of the 
principal was followed by the reimbursement of 
interest also. Tre claim of Georgia | supposed 
to have come within the equity of the principle of 
former acts of Congress. Lam not aware thatany 
of them contemplate the payment of interest on 
sums not already paid. That feature of the bill 
alladed to by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. . 
Kine] had not attracted my attention, and 1 would 
suggest to the Senator from Georgia whether the 
bill should not be amended in that respect. 

Mr. BADGER. I wished to ascertain from the 
Senator from Maine whether in any of these bills 
interest had been paid by the United States to 
Siates for advances made out of money in their 
treasuries, where the State has lost no interest b 
the application of the fund producing it, and paid 
no interest by borrowing money to make the re- 
quisite advances? Whether the United States 


| have dealt, under such circumstances, on the prin- 


ciple that the money lying in their ‘Treasury is to 
be considered as a fund producing interest? {have 
never examined the subject myself, but I under- 
stand that interest has only been. paid where inter- 
est has been previously paid by the State, or where 
interest had been previously lost._ 

Mr. HALE. I will now move my amendment 
as an additional section to the bill, as it involves 
precisely the same principle, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the bill was then laid 
on the table, the houe having arrived for the con- 
sideration of the special order. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishinent of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. SMITH, who was entitled to the floor from 
Saturday last, proceeded to address the Senate, and 
spoke the residue of the day’s session. 

Mr. BUTLER next obtained the floor, but 

The further consideration of the subject was 
postponéd until to-morrow, 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATI 
Tuespay, July 9, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesierday was read and approved. 
BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose and said, 
he desired to call the attention of tke House to the 
fact, that it was six weeks or two months since 
the business on the Speaker’s table had been dis- 
posed of, consisting of messages of the President; 
and bills from the Senate, (mary of them of the 
highest importance.) [le asked tiai, by the unan- 
imous consent of the Llouse, the business on the 
Speaker’s table might be taken up and disposed of 
at this time. Nothing could be more just or proper; 
Tor, really, some of the matters were of much imè 
portance. 

The SPEAKER. The gcntleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Jonson] asks that the House, by unan- 
imous consent, proceed to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected, 

Mr. JOHNSON. i hope that the objection will 
not be persisted in. There are very important 
vanced, 


VES. 


The objection was persisted in. ` 
So the motion was not entertained.“ >: 


& 


æ 
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HEALTH OF THE CITY.. 


Mr. VENABLE again asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the resolution rela- 
ting to the health of the city, which he had ineffect- 
ually attempted to introduce yesterday. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire whether the present condition 
of the éanal-in this city does not endanger the bealit of the 
city; and if so, to ascertain and recommend the best means 
for preventing the evil. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. VENABLE said a word or two relating to 
the injurious elect which the condition of the 
canal inust have on the health of the city; and ex- 
pressed the hope that no gendeman would object 
to the introduction of the resolution. 

No objection was made. 

‘The resolution was received, and, without de- 
bate, was adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. ` 


Mr. GOTT rose, he said, to a privileged mo- | 


tion. He saw that his name was not recorded 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Srevens] to lay the whole sutject (of 

“the Gaiphin claim) on the table, 
had voted in the negative, 

Correction ordered. 

Mr. RISLEY stated, that he was incorrectly 
recorded as having Voted in the affirmative on Mr. 
Burt’s motion to lay on the table tne mouon to 
reconsider. 
ative, 


Mr. JACKSON, of New York, stated that he | 
had voted in the affirmative on the same motion. |! 


Name not recorded. 

Corrections ordered. f 

Some conversation followed ona point of order, 
between Mr. Wenrworrn and the Speaker. 

ENGRAVING. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 
graving, reported the following resolutions, which 
were read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to contract for the engraving or litho- 


graphing of We plates accompanying the second part of the | 


report of the Contnissioner of Patents: Provided, That the 
cort ot the same does not exceed the rate of $50 per thou- 
sand sets. i è nel 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be authorized 
to contract for engraving or Hthoyraphing the maps and 
plates accompanying Une Geological report ot Messrs. Fos- 
ter and Witney: Provided, ‘The cost shall not exceed 
the suin of 81,600. g } 

Resolned, Tnat the Committee on Engraving be authorized 
to comract for the engraving or lithographing the map ac- 
companying the report of the Secretary of War, upon the 
route trom San Antonio de Bexar to BI Paso del Norte: 
Provided, The cost shall not exceed the suin of 4359. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
between Mr. Jones and the Speaker. 

When, the Speaker having decided that the re- 
port, if objected to, could not be received pending 
a special order 

Mr, JONES objected. 

So the report was not entertained. 

Some further conversation followed on a point 
of order between Mr. McCrernann and the 
Speaker, but it was impossible to hear anything 
of it on the left of the Chair. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 
The SPEAKER announced the special order of 


the day, being the report of the select commitiee | 


on the subject of the Galphin claim. 

The question pending at the time of the ad- 
journment, yesterday, was on the demand of 
Mr. Fearnersron for the previous question on 
the motion of Mr. Burr to reconsider the vote by 
which the third resolution of the committee had 
been adopted. 

And the question, ‘Will the House second the 
demand for the previous question?’ was taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 92, noes not 
counted. . 

So there was a second. 

And the main question (being on the motion of 
Mr. Burr to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had adopted the third resolution of the 
committee) was ordered to be now taken. 


Mr. BURT asked the yeas and nays on the | 


motion to reconsider. : 


Mr, BRIECK gave notice, that if the motion to 


reconsider should prevail, he would offer an | 


amendment to the resolution, which he desired 
might be read for the information of the House. 


He (Mr. G.) | 


Ile (Mr. R.) bad voted in the affirm. | 


Mr. RICHARDSON objected to the reading. 

The SPEAKER said that the question on the 
reading would then Le put to the House. 

And the question having been taken and 
in the afirmativ, 
formation, as fo 


Resolved, Thatso much of the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from M ppi, and aif other proposed 
amendments touching the conduct of the konorabic George 
W. Crawitord, in reference to the chain of tie representa- 
tives of George Gaipuin, be referred to a select Comnuttee 
of — 5 With iustrucuons to prepare aud report io this 
House a code of oficial morality aud propriety, embracing 
not only beads of depaziments, but members of Congre s, 
and providing that they shall not ve engaged iu tue prosecu- 
tina Of clams against tuu Government, iu wineh they are 
interested, or for attending to whieh they are to receive fees 
or compensation, cither ia Congress or avy of the depart 
ments of the Government; aud also embracing any other 
officers, whose ofiicial conduct i ainay be deemed expcdient 
19 reguiale by Jaw. 
quire and report whether Were are uny ab in regard to 
we per diem or mileage, or Tranking privileges of members 
of Congress, which require correction: Provided, Raat uo ih 
iog herein contained spall be construed 10 insply tbat im the 
opinion of this House, there is apy thing im the evidence re- 
ported by the commitice which lmpagus tie personal or 
uilicial integrity of said Crawiord, tu retation L0 the setie- 


decided 


ows: 


i 
i 
l 
i 


Galphin. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 


was named? He proposed that it should consist 
of one member, and that one, (Mr. T. was under- 
stood to add,) shouid be the member from Ken- 
vueky, [Mr. Breck. ] : 

Mr. WiLMOL' stated that he had modified the 

substitute which he had yesterday given notice of 
nis intention to offer, and- be asked that, as modi- 
i fied, 1t might be again read. 
: Mr. CLINGMAN submitted to the Chair, asa 
i; point of order, that, after the previous question had 
been ordered, it was not in order, except by unan- 
| imous consent, to read any propusivons not rm- 
| mediately connected with the question before the 
House. What propriety coùid there be in detain- 
ing the House with the reading of. propositions 
that had no connection with the pending question, 
and which could not even be debated? fe sub- 
mitted that unanimous consent was required, to 
enable such propositions to be read. And he ob- 
jected. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Cuinemay,] the Chair will refer the gentle- 
man to that rule of the House which provides, 
that if objection is made to the reading of a proposi- 
tion, the question shall be submitted to the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. i submit to the Chair, that 
that rale applies only to cases where the proposi- 
tion for which the reading may be called 1s before 
the House. If, for example, a resolution has 
been read, and I desire that it may be read a sec- 
ond time, the question, if objection is made, is to 
be put to the House, and the majority may decide. 
Butit clearly cannot 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Does the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HUBBARD rose to inquire of the Chair, 
whether a motion to lay the whole subject on the 
table would now be in order? : 

The SPEAKER said, it would not be in order. 
An appeal was pending from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER then stated the point of order, 
and said, under the rule, the Chair has decided 
that if objection is made to the reading of a propo- 
sition, the question must be submitted to the deter- 
| mination of the House. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CLineman] raises the point 
of order that the rule only applies to such propo- 
sitions as are properly before the House, and not 
to cases of this kind. From this decision thegen- 
tleman from North Carolina appeals; and the ques- 
tion is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House P”? 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (to the Speaker.) Is the 

uestion debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. It is 

merely an Incidental question, arising since the 
i previous quesdon was moved. 
. Mr. BURT desired, he said, to know the pre- 
cise stateof facts. He understood that the amend- 
ment of the geneman from Penusyivania [Mr. 
:| Winmor] was not now in order, and could not how 
i be before the House. 


he amendment was read for in- 


be informed whether the number of the committee | 


And that said counnittce furtoer ine ;i 


meut Of the said claim of the representatives of George : 


| of the case. : 

| Mr. VAN DYKE asked that the rule upon 
which the Speaker had made his decision might 
be read. 

The Clerk read the rule, (No. 57,) which de- 
clares that, ‘ when the reading of a proposition is 
‘called for, and the’ same is objected to by any 
member, it shall be determined by avote of the 
| House”? 
| The question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
isand as the judgment of the House?’ was then 
| taken, and decided in the affirmative, without a 
| division. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by the 
House. : . 
The question was then stated to be, “ Shall the 
said proposition be read?” and, being taken, was 

| decided in the affirmative. 

So the proposition ‘of Mr. Witmor, as modi- 
fed, was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That this House condemns as hightly censura- 
ble and improper, the conduct of George W. Crawtord, ` 
ecretary of War, in prosecuting as agent, before one of the 
apartments of tie Government, the claim of the heirs of 
George Galphin, a ag under the treaty of 1773 with the 
recek and Cherokee Indians, and in v hich said Crawford 


argely interested; and that the effort to shield bitascif 


from just responsibility by the prblication of a conversation, 

which he says he had with the President, adds to the indeli- 

vacy aud impropriety of his conduct; that this House dis- 

trom the opinion of the Attorney General, alowiug 
interest on said claim, and that the payment thereof was 
ninauthorized by We act of 14th August, 1648. 

| Mr HUBBARD. Is it now in order to move 

| to lay the whole subject on the table? 

; The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Will it be in order to move 
to postpone it to a day certain? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to postpone is not 
in order, pending the demand for the previous 

uestion, 

Mr. HUBBARD said, he would move, then, to 
| lay the motion to reconsider on the table—not with 
the view to get rid of the question, but in order to 
postpone its further consideration for the present. 

Mr. SACICETT inquired what the effect of that 
motion would be. 

The SPEAKER. To dispose of 
subject, and put an end to it. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired if the motion to lay on 
the table had not already been made and disagreed 
to? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it had been made, 
but the motion to reconsider had been withdrawn, 
and the present motion was a new motion. 

Mr. HUBBARD said his object was to post- 
: pone this whole subject during the illness of the 
President, whose feelings might be involved in res- 
olutions hereafter to be offered, and hoped that 
every right-feeling man would sustain him in the 
postponement. He had no desire to avoid any 
responsibility arising from the votes, but would 
vote against any further discussion of the measure 
at the present time. 

a question being on the motion to lay on the 
table— 7 

Mr. GOTT demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUBBARD, repeating that he did rot de- 
sire to avoid any responsibility, and saying that he 
| understood that the motion to lay on the table 
| would dispose of the whole subject, withdrew the 
motion. 

Mr. TUCK renewed it. 

Mr. GOTT renewed the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order, wheth- 
er the motion to lay on the table was now in 
order, A motion had yesterday been made to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution had been 
agreed to, and a motion made.to lay that motion 
on the table was negatived. After that, the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Burr,] who 
made the motion to reconsider, had withdrawn 
that motion: he, (Mr. J.,) upon reflection, thought 
‘it doubtful whether the gentleman had that right- 
or not. But, however that might be, the motion 
had been wichdrawn by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, and renéwed by the genileman from 
Mississippi, and no action whatever had been had 
upon the subject since the motion to'lay on the 
table was taken yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must hold that 
this is a distinet and new motion. The Chair 
differs with the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, and 
i thinks the gentleman from South Carolina had the 


> 


. 
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1850. . 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


right to withdraw the motion to reconsider: the rule 
provides that a motion may be withdrawn at any 
time before amendment or decision of the House 
upon it. The motion to lay on the table the mo- 
tion to reconsider is in order. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 74, nays 112; as follow: 
YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Alston, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowie, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas 
B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell 
Clingman, Williamgon R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conrad, Corwin 
Crowell, Deberry, Duncan, Nathan Evans, E 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Hall, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, 
Heury, Holladay, flonstou, Hauter, Inge, Joseph W. dack- 
son, William T. Jackson, James L. Jotinzon, Robert W. 


2 
? 


Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. i 


Kinz, Jobe A. King, Horace Manu, Marshall, Mason, Me- 
Dowell, MeGuughey, McQueen, Meade, Morehead, Mor- 


wing, Gentry, 


ton, Owen, Parner, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Schermerhorn, | 


Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Alexander H., stephens, Jacob 
Thompsonu, Thurman, Toombs, Taek, Underiiil, Vint n, 
Wellborn, Witiams, Wintbrep, and Woodward—74, 
NAYS— 3. Albertson, Alexander, Audrews, Ashe, 
Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Chester 


Butter, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campheit, Cartter, Chandler, |! 


Crarke Cleveland, Conger, Daniel, Dickey, Diminiek, Dixon, 
Doty, Duer, Duabaim, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gilmore, Gorman, Ualtoway, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Hampton, Harlan, isbam G. Harris, 
Tuomas L. Harris, Hay, Hibbard, Howard, Howe, FH ubbard, 


Andrew Jobrson, Joues, Julian, Kaufinau, Preston Kiug, | 


La Sére, Leffler, Liulefiela, Jeb Mann, Matteson, MeCier- 
nand, MeDonald, MeLanahan, McMullen, McWillie, Mit- 
ler, Moore, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogie, Obis, Orr, 
Peasler. Pock, Puclps, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds 
son, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ros 
sey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schooler 
vesier, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard i. Stanton, 
Steson, Strong, Sweelser, James ‘Lhounpeon, Van Dyke, 
Walden, Wald, Wilace, Wentworth, Wiidrick, Wilmot, 
Wood, and Young—112. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. , i 

The question recurring upon agreeing to. the 
motion to reconsider— 


kum- 


The question on the motion to reconsider was | 


then tuken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
115, nays 73; as follow: 


YEAS—Messes. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, 
Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bowie, Bowlin, 
Breck, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel, Barrows, Chester But- 
Jer, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Clark 
Cong r, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, Dinimiek, Dixon, Duty, 
Daer, Dunbam, Durkee, Edinundsou, Featherston, Paci, 
Fowler, Freedicy, Gilmore, Gorman, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hamilton, Hampton, Hanan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holmes, 
Howe, Hunter, Andrew Jolmson, James L. Johnson, Jones, 
Julian, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. King, Preston Kiug, La 
Sére, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeCternand, Me- 
Donald, MeLanaban, McMullen, Mc Willie, Moore, Mortis, 
Nelson, Newell, Oste, Olds, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Pitwan, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Rubin- 
son, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, R. B. Suuuton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Strong, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Young— 
115. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Averett, Bocock, Bokee, | 


Booth, Boyd® Briggs, Burt, t. B. Butler, i. C. Cabell, G. A. 
Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Conrad, Croweil, Deberry, Duncan, 
Ewing, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Hall, Hammond, 
Haralson, 8. W. Harris, Haymond, Holaday, Houston, 
Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, George G. 
King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Leilier, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Mason, McDowell, McQueen, Meade, Miti 
son, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, Owen, Park r, Rieh- 
ardson, Risley, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, 
‘ASH. Stephens, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Weilborn, Wil- 
liams, Wood, and Woodward—73 : 

So the vote by which the third resolution of the 
select committee had been adopted, was recon- 
sidered. . r i 

And the said resolution being again before the 
House, and the question recurring on the adoption 
thereof in the words following, to wit: 

3d, Resolved, That. the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and 
its payment was not “in conformity with law? or « prece- 
dènt? . F 

Mr. FEATHERSTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. OLDS rose and inquired, will the honora- 
ble gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. Fearner- 
STON} give way for me to submit a motion? 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. 

Mr. OLDS. 


cacy, which will readily be understood by every 


gentleman upon this floor who has heard the re- | 


ports from the other end of this avenue, Ì move to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject 
unul Manday next i 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

The yeas and nays on the motion were asked 
and ordered, 


IT will with pleasure. | 
Mr. Speaker, for reasons of deii- |! 


y Richard- I 


Sie} 


ii €decision of the ¢ 


: sanctioned. bh i : 
from the opinion which the Secretary of War bas said the | 


` 7: + ” 
A brief conversation followed between Mr. 
Fratuerston and the Speaker, as to the right to 
the fluor. 


The question was-taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas 54, nays 135; as follow: : 

YEAS—Mesers. Bingham, Bocock, Boyd, Breck, E. 
C. Cabell, George Alired Caldwell, Dunham, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Hati, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Heuston, 
Howard, ‘Hubbard, inge, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson; Kaufman, Preston King, La xère, Littlefield, 
Mason, McUlernand, McDonald, MeVowell, Mc Lananan, 
McMullén, McQueen, ic Willie, Morse, Gids, Orr, Peck, 
Potter, Powell, iichardson, Robbins, Savage, Seddon, 
Taaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Walden, 
Waldo, Wailace, Welborn, Williams, Wood, and Wood- 
ward —54., 

NAYsS—Mesers. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, An- 
drews, Ashe, Avereti, Bay, Beuncu, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowie, sown, Briggs, Brouks, Willan J. Brown, Buel, 
Burrows, Chester Bulicr, T. B, Bauer, J. P. Caidwe li, J. 
Cahbie, Calvin, Cainpbeti, Cartter, Cuandler, Clarke, Cleve 
land, Chugaan, Willamson R. W. Cobb, Colcouck, Cole, 
Canger, Conrad, Corwin, Croweli, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, 
Dinnnick, Dixon, Doiy, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Edinung 
sou, Pitch, Powter, Freedicy, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, 
Gurman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halioway, Humpton, 
Haraison, Harian, Tuomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Heb- 
ard, Henry, Hittard, Holladay Holmes, Howe, Hunter, 
Josep W. Jackson, William t. Ja son, Andrew Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James 
G. King, Jobn A. King, Lefi r, Horace Maun, Job Mann, 
Marsdal, Matteson, McG hey, MeKissock, Miltson, 
Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ozle, Outraw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Pinan, Putnam Reed, 


Reynoids, Risle:, Robinson, Kockweil, Root, Rose, Ross, | 


Rumsey. Sackett, pawtelle, Scieuck, Sebermerh on, 
Schuvicall, Snepperd, Siivester, Sprague, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P.Stamon, ichard H. Siuntun, Stetson, Thurman, 
Toombs, ‘fuck, Undertill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinon, 
Wentworth, Wiidrick, Wilmot, Wiuthrop, and Young— 
125. 

So the House refused to postpone. 

Lhe question recurred upon the motion to re- 
consider, 


Mr. FEATHERSTON. 


resolulion was passed on yesterday, 1 do not pro- 
pose eniering again Into the discussion of this 
question, fur dam satistied that the House has be- 
come tied OF lt. My object in making the motion 
is to uifer an amendment tu this last resolution—an 
amendment which L think perfectly germane, and 
to which 4 do not believe objection wiil be offered. 
itembraces propositions upon which the House 
have already voted; propositions which have been 
adopted by the House. And 1 wish to say for 
myself that l consider it just asnecessary that one 
of these propositions should be adopted as that the 
other should be; and that I will not vote for one 
without the other. If the House shall adopt one 
and refuse to adopt the other, | shall be willing at 
any time to take up that which may not have been 
adopted, that equal justice may be-done to the par- 
ties interested and involved in this transaction. 

l send to the Chair the amendment which I 
offer, and 1 demand the previous question. 

Mr. JONES appealed to the gentleman from 
Mississippi to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question, to allow an amendment to be read 
which he desired to offer. ; 

Mr. CONRAD aiso expressed the hope that the 
gentleman from Mississippi would withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, as he wished 
to offer an amendment. : 

The amendment of Mr. FEATHERSTON was 
read, as follows: 

« And that the House does not approve of the conduct of 
the Secretary of War, in continuing to be interested in the 


prosecution of it when it wasto be examined, adjusted, and 
paid by one of the departments of the Government, he hini- 


self being at the'same time at the head of another of those į 


departments, but the House considers that such connection 
and interest ofa member of the Cabinet with a claim pend- 


improper, dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to be 
And eon equeénily this House aliso dissents 


President of the United States expressed to him, viz: 
‘that bis (the said Crawtord) being at the head of the War 
t Department, and the agent of tue claimants, did not take 
t from him any 
‘would have j 


ed him iu having the examination and 
aims by the Secretary of the ‘Treacuy, 
t suspended; and that this House decidedly disapprov 
and dissents frou, the opinion given by the Atiorney Gen- 


uent of the same? 
Mr. HOLMES rose to a question of order. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON said, he had not yet 


yielded the floor; he would, however, yield to the 


The SPEAKER said, that the previous ques- 


In moving the recon- į 
sideration of tne vote by which the third and last 


ats Jie may have had as sach agent, or | 


ai, | 


5 al in favor of an allowance of tuterest on said claim, and ij 
from the action of the Becretary of the Treasury in pay- 


gentieman from South Carolina, to enable him to! 


iS 


| state his point of order. 


tion having been moved, no gentleman was entitled 
to the floor for purposes of debate: the genlleman 
from South Carolina was in order ‘in stating ‘his 

point of order. . Poen 

Mr. HOLMES. My point of orderis this: the 
gentleman’s amendment embraces a series of tes- 
olutions which involve a censure -upon the: Preg- 
ident of the United States; my point of order is 
this: the President of the United States was not 
on trial; he had not, therefore, had the oppartanity 
of calling out anything like testimony in his own 
defence; | ask this House, therefore, as:a question 
of order, whether it is right ERRER 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 
and asked, whether the gentleman coul argue the 
merits of the case in stating a point of order? 

Mr. HIBBARD. I *raise the point that the 
gentleman is not stating a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMES. My question of order is, that 
the committee was raised to investigate the con- 
dact of Mr. Crawford by the request of Mr. Craw- 
ford; they were not, therefore, authorized by any 
authority conferred upon them by the House to’ 
investigate the conduct of the President of the 
United States; and it was out of order in the pro~? 
ceedings of the committee, in their report and res- 
olutions, to embrace the President, upon this prin- 
ciple of common Jaw, that no man can be judicially: 
condemned before he is rightfully placed upon his 
triat. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair could not enter=’ 
tain the point made by the gentleman as a point of 
order—it was a question which must be decided by 
the House. 
|| ‘The question recurring upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question— ; 

Mr. JONES appealed to the gentleman from 
Mississippi to modify his amendment by embra- 
cing a proposition which he desired to offer. 

Mr. DUER. l rise to a point of order. My 
point of order embraces something more than 
the point made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina; it is my intention to take an appeal if it 
should be overruled by the Chair. This House 
is acting, as I understand, under the impeaching 
|| power vested in us by the Constitution; otherwise 
we are acting vainly and idly. At the request of 
the Secretary of War, we : 

Mr. FITCH, (interposing.) 1 want the gentle- 
man’s point of order, : 

The SPEAKER. The 
point of order. ` - 

Mr. DUER. Lam stating my point of order. | 
It is, that we are acting under the impeaching pow-* 
er; and the question is simply whether there is 
that in the conduct of that officer which calls upon 
us to exercise that high constitutional power; this 
reference, therefore, to the action of the President, 
is not germane to -he subject-matter before the 
House, and cannot be properly connected with it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 1 rise to 
| know whether an appeal has been taken ? 
| Mr. HOLMES. i appeal. hae Oe 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘from New 
j York is stating his point of order.. No’ decison 
has been made from which an. appeal could: be 
| taken. ` p 
i Mr. HIBBARD. Is the point of orderdebatable? 

Mr. DUER. I hope I may be permitted to 
state my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will confine himself simply to stating his 
point of order. i 

Mr. DUER. Thatis my intention, Isay the 
subject before the House 1s an examination into 


gentleman is stating his ` 


2 i, the conduct of the Secretary of War, and has no 
ing and prosecuted before another departinent, would be i 


connection with the President of the United States 
; or with the head of any department. I make two 
points: First, thatthe amendment is not germane; 
and second, as stated by the gentleman from 


The SPEAKER. The point of order of thë 
gentleman from New York is substantially tke 
came as that made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, The Chair rules that he cannot decide 
j upon the question as a-point of order, Itis a 
| matter for the decision of the House when they 
|! come to vole upon the resolution. a 
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Mr. DUER appealed from the decision. - 


Mr. MeCLERNAND asked that the resolution 
raising this committee and defining its jurisdiction 
be read. 

_Mr. WILLIAMS asked what was the ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER replied that the only question 
now before the House was on the appeal. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved.to Jay the appeal on 
the table, and demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motion. . 

The SPEAKER. The resolution under which 
„the committee was raised will be reported. 

Mr. BRECK desired to inquire whether the | 
resolution which he had some time since proposed, į} 
providing for the reference of this subject to a 
committee was not the first question before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has never been entertained 
or submitted, and is not before the House. The 
question to be decided is, ** Shall the decision of ; 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” | 

Mr. FHATILERSTON. Is the appeal de- |! 
batable? i 
] 


The SPEAKER replied that it was not, the | 
previous question having been moved. ‘The reso- 
lation, he added, will now be read to the House. | 

Mr. MORSE. T rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order is now | 
pending. ‘Phe resolution under which the com- f 
mittee was appointed was read. 

Mr. MORSE moved that the House do now ad- 
journ. Rejected. f 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay |j 
on the table— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DUER asked for the reading of the rale re- 
luting to the relevancy of amendments. 

à M FEATHERSTON. Is the reading in or- 
er? 

‘The SPEAKER. ‘Tt is not usual to object to 
the reading of a rule „under which the House is |! 
acting. ‘lhe rule will be read unless the gentle- || 
man objects. 

No objection being made— 

The 55ih rule was read, in part, as follows: 

& No motion or proposition ona subject different from 
that under consideration, shall be admitted under color of 
amendment,” ` 

And the question, ‘Shall the appeal be laid upon 
the table??? was then taken and resulted—yeas 
105, nays 82. í 

So the a was laid upon the table. 

ILLNESS OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BAYLY rose and said: Mr. Speaker, I un- 
derstand that authentic information has reached 
this Capito! that the condition of the President of 
the United States is ro critical that he will probably 
not survive one hour. I therefore move that this 
Louse adjourn. 

Mr. MORSE. I have put the motion in writin 
I desire that it mav be read by the Clerk, 

The motion of Mr. Morse was read, as follows: | 

Whereas, when an Ey President of the United Sates, 
the fate Jobn Quiney Adame, was lying dangerously iil, this 
Mouse adjobrned from ikw today; and whereas, it is rep- 
resented Ihat Zacnary Tayo. President of the United 
Stites, is now tving dangerougiy ilt; be it therefore 
. Resolved, Punat instead of discussing bis conduct, this 
House do new adjourn, 


Objection was made. 

The question then recurred on the motion of | 
Mr. Bavy that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

And the question, ‘* Will this Fouse adjourn??? 
was then taken, 

Mr. SCHENCK, when his name was called, | 
rose and said, (amidst loud calls to order,) thac he 
was not willing to vote for an adjournment when 
there wasa resolution pending containing an ungen- 
erous and unfounded imputation upon the Presi- 
dents characcer. If it were true that he was 
dying, the more reason for that being withdrawn 
or disposed of while he yet lived. Sincere respect |! 
and sympathy would be better shown by the other |! 
side by their doing that. ! 

Mr. CARTTER, when his rame was called, | 
rose and said, that, sympathizing in what must | 
H 
| 
f 
i 
| 


g. 
2 


be the general sentiment of the House and the | 
country upon the announcement made by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] he (Mr. C.) | 
would vote aye. i 

The roll was called through, and was read over. | 


Some time was consumed in the changing of 
yotes from the negative to the affirmative. 

When applications of this character appeared to 
have ceased— im 

The SPEAKER said that, before the result was 
announced, the names of gentlemen who had 
voted in the negative would be again read over, so 


| that there might be no error in the record. 


The names of the negatives. were accordingly 
read a second time. 

The result of the vote was then announced—~ 
yeas 176, nays 16; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, 
Bissell, Boeoek, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boya, 
Breck, Briggs, A. G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Chester Biat- 
ler, PT. B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, J. K- Caid- 
well, Calvin, Carticr, Chandier, Clarke, Cleveland, Cling- 
mau, W. R. W. Cobb, Cotcock, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, 
Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Good- 
enow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Griuneli, Hall, Hatloway, Ram- 
ilton, Hammond, Lampton, Haralson, Harlan, L G. Haris, 
S. W. Harris, 1. L. Harris, tiay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Moitiard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, 
Hubbard, Hunter, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, James 
L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. 
King, George G. King, James G. King, Jom A. King, 
Preston King, La Sére, Letiler, Littlefield, Horace Manu, 
Job Mang, Mas Matteson, MeClernand, McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, MeKissock, MecLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, 
Meade, Mitlson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell, Ogle, Oids, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Pitman, Pouer, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 
son, Roekwell, Roe, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, shepperd, Sii- 
vester, Spauiding, Spragae, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, R M. 
anton, A. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
trong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Ja ‘Tuoupsou, 
Thurinan, ‘Toombs, Taek, Underhitt, Van Dyke, Venable, 


Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Weliborn, Weutworti, Wildrick, | 


Witlims, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—176. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiston, Brooks, Joseph Cable, Camp- 

bell, Cole, Conger, Deberry, Andrew Jounson, Jones, Ju- 

lian, Outlaw, Risley, Robbins, Root, Schenek, aud Young— 


So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e, 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. THURMAN: Seven petitions from citizens of | 


Plattsburg, Saranac, and &ssex, as S$ t0 mod- 
ity the tariff or 1840, and impose speciltic duties on articles 
of foreign toanufiernre imperted jato the United States. 

By Mr. McLANAILAN: Memorial in behalf of the med- 


ae 


eat officers of the y shall have the same degree of 
rank relative to officers of the tine in the navy, as eorre- 
sponding grades of medical ofi. ers in the army now pos- 
sess according to law, relative to officers of the line in the 
army. 

By Yr. FOWLER: The petition of Nathaniel R. Bar. 
ton and 235 other citizens of Pat River, Vassachusi 
praying that the tarif of 1846 1 


*y 
ty be modified or repealed, 
and thata law may be enacted recognizing toe principle of 
specific duties on luiports, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The memonal | 


of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass a law 
to provide greater security agatust flies and explosions on 
steuboats, and as preparatory thereto, to investigate tie 
catises of their frequency. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Pennsvlvania in behalf 
of the medical officers of the navy of the United States. 

Also, two petitions of ei s of Pennsylvania, praying 
for au alteration of the tariff laws. 


Also, the memorial of J. W. Bates, surviving partner of | 


the fitm of Carrick & Bates, for relief 


ð By Me CABLE, of Ohio: A memorial from Thomas : 
1 Ge 


ege and many other citizens of Jefferson county, Obio, 
on the subject of slavery. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, July 9, 1850. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Newcastle, Delaware, asking that slavery and 
the slave trade may be abolished in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of the District of Columbia, asking a reorganiza- 
tion of their judicial system; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of cit- 


izens of Arkansas, asking a grant of public lands | 


to that State for the endowment of the Alexandrian 
Masonic Coliege; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I present to 
the Senate the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of the State of New York, inhabitants of the city 
of Troy, on the subject of a revision of the tariff 
laws of the United States, 


{ will not trouble the Senate with the reading of 
these proceedings now, but | will ask permission 
to state briefly the views of those who took part 
in them. 

The meeting was held on the 29th of June. It 
is said, and I do not doubt truly, to have been a 
meeting of citizens of all parties. From corre- 
spondence which I have received, | learn that the 
citizens assembled were the most respeciable and 
inteiligent of that community. ` 

They submit to the Senate that the protection of 
American labor—that is, the adaptation of our 
system of revenue so as to protect American labor 
—is a policy of great national importance, They 
insist that, under the protective policy, the manu-" 
factures and manufacturers of this country have 
grown up and prospered. They submit that per- 
severance in that policy would be just, because- it 
rewards labor. ‘hey think it wise, because it 
increases the stability and sirength of the country, 
and contributes to the intelligence and elevation of 
the Jaboring classes of society, upon whom our 
institutions depend. . They su»mit one considera- 
tion, to which I feel it my duty especially to call 
the attention of the Senate; and that is, that the 
vast importations of foreign manufactures during 
the last year, paid for only by stocks, and there- 
fore yet to be paid for hereafter, are alarming, and 
will increase the debts of commercial men; and 
they express a fearful apprehension that, unless 
the importations are reduced to something corre- 
sponding to the extent of commercial exports, a 
revulsion greatér than any which had heretofore 
taken place will be experienced. The remedy 
which they recommend, in common with citizens 
of all parts of the United States, is the substitution 
of specific for ad valorem duties. 

The proceedings of this meeting are accompanied 
by four several petitions of citizens of Troy, in 
which the same views are sustained, I have ex- 
amined the names upon these peihions, and I am 
free to say that there are among them the names 
of some of te most respectabie and intelligent eiti- 
zens of that great and flourishing town. f 

I trust that full consideration wiil be bestowed 
upon this important subject. In the meantime I 
have only tosay, what you, Mr. President, well 
know, that the city of Troy is one of the most en- 
terprising and populous cities in the State of New 
York. itis itselfan illustration of the wisdom and 
success of the policy of fostering manufictures. In 
almost every place which I have ever visited, Í 
have found the handiwork of the citizens of Troy. 
They are found on the roads and rivers of every 
State in this Union, and on the roads and rivers of 
every State, nation, and country on this continent, 
and on the roads of Western Europe. 

The city of Troy is the most interesting illustra- 
tion i have ever seen of the wise direction of capi- 
tal and labor. Itexhibits high commercial pros- 
perity, great manufacturing skill, and Phe highest 
moral and social elevation of the whole people. 
The opinions of such a city cannot be expressed 
without effect. 

I know, sir, that the questions presented by them 
are deemed debatable here, and that this 13 not the 
time for discussing them. I trust, however, that 
when the present great questions have gone by, 
we shall be able to direct our attention to the sub- 
ject thus brought before us, and to so dispose of it 
as to give relief, and comfort, and satisfaction to 
the country. 

The memorials and proceedings were referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill granting the 
right of way, and making a dunation of Jand to the 
State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad, reported vack the 
same with an amendment, striking oucallafier the 
enacting clause and ingerting a new bill. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the resolution of the Legislature of Mich- 


| igan, in favor of a grant of land for public works 


in that State, reported a bill granting to tne State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for the purpose of locating and construct- 
ing a canal from Rochester, in said State, to the 
waters of Lake Michigan; which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 

Also, from the samecommittee, to which were re- 
ferred the resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana, 


° 
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in favor of the enactment of alaw to authorize the 
sale to the highest bidder of a marsh and wet-tract 
of land in the counties of Jay ard ‘Adams, and. the 
bill directing the sale of M¥sh Jands:in:the conn- 
ties of Jay and Adama, in the State of Indiana; sub: | 
mitted a report, which was orderéd-to be printed; 
recommending that the bill-and resolutions be laid 
on the table. Sige ge ee a 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the resolutions of the Legislature of Del- 
aware, asking a donation of land for an asylum for 
the insane poor, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to’ the select: committee on Miss Dix’s 
memorial; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of citizens of Lowa, asking 
a grant of land for the Davenport and Council 
Bluffs ‘Railroad, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the me- 
morial of certain citizens of Washington in relation 
to gas lights, reported a bill to incorporate the 
Gas Light Company in the District of Columbia; 
which was read and passed toa second reading. | 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, | 
to which was referred the petition of James A. 
Goff, of Florida, praying compensation for horsey | 
impressed in the service of the United States | 
during the Seminole war, by order of an officer in 
the service of the United States, submitted a report 
adverse to the prayer of the petitioner; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


: can BILLS ON LEAVE. 
_ Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice, asked | 


and obtained leave to introduce a bill fixing the “i paid the difference of $30 a month, between 182 


time. for the future annual meetings of Congress; | 
which was read a first time by its title. | 
. The reading of the whole bill was called for, 
and was read as follows: f 

Be it enacted, Sc. That after the adjournment of the 


present sestion the next and future meetings of Congress | 
shall be on the first Monday in October. 


Mr. WALKER said he did not think it worth | 
while to have it referred; it could take its place on | 
the calendar. if 

The bill was then ordered to be printed, and to | 


Mr. DICKINSON, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce bills of the 
following titles: ~ : 
` A bill for the relief of James Wormly, and 
“A bill granting a pension to Sarah Crandall; 
which were severally read a first and second time 
by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


PAYMENT OF INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. CLARKE. I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 49, being a bill to authorize the 
payment of invalid pensions in certain cases. 

Mr. KING. Ieis strictly in order to take up 
resolutions lying on the table, and not have them | 
constantly superseded in this way. Resolutions | 
cannot be passed the day they are introduced un- 
less by unanimous consent; they must lie over one | 
day. Butif they are to be passed over every day 
in this way, there is no use offering resolutions 
asking for information that may be necessary. I 
hope resolutions will now be proceeded with in 
the regular manner. 

Mr. CLARKE. I will state briefl 
why T desire to take up this bill. 
authorize the payment of invalid pensions in cer- 
tain cases. For three sessions—ever since I have 
had the honor of a seat in the Senate—I have been 
trying to get the consideration of this bill. Two 
years ago I was not able to do it; last winter I was 

- not able to do it; and thus far I have not been able | 
todo it this session. For this reason I have asked 
to take up the bill out of its regular order, and I 
hope the Senate will acquiesce in the motion, as | 
we have progressed so rapidly with the public | 
business during this session. [A laugh.] i isa! 
bill which 1 believe will lead to no diseussion. Ht 


86 


be put on the calendar. i 
q 
t 


the reasons 


t is a bill todi 


i| that was furnished me from the Pension office || 


| Mr. FOOTE. I hope the Senate will indulge 


| valid pensions under thé former act on receiving |! 


| furnished me some time since, which I cannot find | jected to its passage. 


uM, MASON... Tt, 
have.two committees: ror} 
properly. within: the jurisdictio 
a on-Public Buildings.: < < 
It is for revolutionary l: 


of-iavalid; pensions, and there 
u! these cases remaining: to -be paid, 
Provision:has been made by law to pay others.in- 
dividually; and this-is a general -bill for the pay- 
ment of the remaining six. i 
services, and as the revolution is now. being en- 
lrely absorbed. by thenew revolution taking place; 
I think it but proper that we should. dispose of 
these claims. 


Mr. BADGER. Well; I; have.no.objectio: 
i Mr.-MASON.. ‘Thenjlet.it be so amended. 
The resolution, as. modified, was.:then adi 
so > © REMOVALS FROM OFFIOR.: 00 iN 
| Mr. MANGUM. `I avail myself of this occa» 
the Senator from Rhode Island. It. is so seldom | call 1o Ene vie ent to-morrow I propose to 
he makes an application of this sort that I think i ator from Maine, (Mr me he ore Sens 
we ought to allow his claim on tke presentoceasion. || the President fe 2: fe ie One canre upon 

The bill having been read a second time and | fi y m a Th nid alan nare oe tb. removals 
considered as in Committee. of the Whole, there | 10M ofice. There is a vast deal of executive 


: ae : business to -be got through. ‘The committees:do 
being no proposition to amend, it was reported || ‘her ke mi 

4 not feel at libert t - 

back to ibe Sonate. , | verty to make reports upon nomina 


.- {| tions, and will ‘make none until:this resolutiön 
The VICE PRESIDENT stated the question || í isbosed: 
to be on ordering the bill to be engrossed. | Shall have been called up and disposed of. © As the 


: i| most conveniént ‘way of obtaining: this. object): I 
mee Hence koe he to ae i move that the Senate now proceed to the consider. 
have to be paid under this bill? j zuon of Ue mesg melden for the punpoge of makirig 


Mr. CLARKE. It will be seen by the report ple epee al order! = 


that those who were receiving invalid pensions Abe moton was pèresd 1a: sabes 
under the act of 1820 had to relinquish these pen- Mr. MANGUM, 1 understand that the:-Genator 


i | from Iowa [Mr. Doper] desireg to say somethin; 
| sions, or had them deducted from the amount they i upon this L mad thereforetmova that the 
| received under the act of 1828. Subsequently, in || resolution be made the special order of the day for 
1831, E think, Congress passed an act providing /! : : 


: z „BTS B |j to-morrow at eleven o’clock. 
that these invalid pensions should be paid in addi- 


: A | Fhe motion was agreed to. 
tion to. the amount paid under the act of 1828. i PAYMENT OF INTEREST. 


Certain persons, and among the rest General Bar- | a ‘ ; 
ton, of Rhode Island, had relinquished their in- ;! Mr. HALE. I rise.to ask a favor of the Senate, 
A bill granting interest to the State of Maine-was 
yesterday ordered to a third reading, and I òb- 
It has been suggested that 
it puts me in the position of having a little resent- 


this pension under the act of 1828. I had a list || 
at this moment, from which it appeared that | i 1 
about three years ago there were nine of these in- | Ment against the bill, because my. amendment 
| valid pensioners remaining who had not been |! failed to meet with the concurrence of the Senate. 

| As I de not wish to rest under such an imputation, 
I move to take up the bill now. Mar Seem 


and 1831, and that three of these had been pai 
by special act of Congress, leaving six unpaid, ! 
and when the petition of the heirs of William |! 
Barton was presented, some years ago, the Sena- | 
tor from Louisiana, then chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, thought it || 
better to report a general bill—the one now under | 
consideration—providing for these six remaining | 
cases, than to have to report separate bills each | 
time an application was made. There are, there- 
fore, only six persons who can avail themselves 
of the benefits of this bill, and a memorandum | 


and passed. 
o CLAIM OF GEORGIA « ee 
On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate :then 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill ‘to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to allow the payment 
of interest to.the State of Georgia for. advances 
| made-for the use of the United States ‘in'the: sup- 
| pression of the hostilities of the Creek, Seminole, 
j and Cherokee Indians, in. ‘the years 1836, 1837, 
and 1838. : : i 
i! The bill being under consideration as in. Com- 
shows that the whole amount—provided it is all | mittee of the Whole, the Chair stated the question 
called for—could not exceed something like i to be on the amendment offered by the Senator 
$9,000. There is about $2,000 due to the heirs!) from New Hampshire. , 
of this General Barton. He was a citizen o Mr. HALE. At the'request of the friends. of 
| Rhode Island, who distinguished himself in the |! the bill, I withdraw that amendment, and give 
| war, and, like many others who devoted them- notice that I will introduce a special bill to provide 
| selves to the service of their country, was not only || for the case of New Hampshire. . ba gaat 
poor himself in his old age, but left his family | Mr. BERRIEN, i desire to say that, on took- 
| poor. The whole amount payable out of the || ing at the list of acts furnished me by. the Senator 
| Treasury, under this bill, provided it is all called |i from Maine, I find that they have been qualified 
| for, cannot exceed $9,000. I hope, therefore, the || in the way suggested by the Senator from North 
Senate will allow it to pass. il Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,] by providing that: no 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, and |; interest should be paid upon advances unless the 
On motion of Mr. DAWSON, the further con- || State making such advances has either paid or 
sideration of the bill was postponed till to-morrow. | lost iter Ihave, eg pears provision 
5 y il of one of these acts, which I submit in the form 
| CANAL IN THE DISTRICT aF COLUMBIA: f of a proviso to this bill; declaring that no interest 
_ Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- || Shall be paid upon advances by the State of 
tion, which was considered by unanimous con- || Georgia unless that State has paid or Jost interest 


sents : thereon. i 43 
Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Columbia | Nar, KING. I should like to understand what 
inquire whether the present condition of the canal in this ii. s = x : ‘ g 
city is not dangerous to the public health, and report. the || is meant by States having lost interest? Whether 
i 


best means of promptly removing the danger, if such danger |) itis intended to apply to money taken fromthe’ 
be found to exist. purposes 


t 
i 
| 
Mr. MASON. I would suggest to the Senator | 
| 


State treasury and temporarily applied to 
such as those embraced in this bill? . ; 

Mr. BERRIEN. If the Senator will permit 
me a moment’s explanation, I- will say that the 
Senator from Alabama should not object tothe 
bill, as the proviso which Ihave submitted tothe 


from North Carolina to modify his resolution, so | 
asto substitute the ** Committee on Public Build- 
ings”? for the ‘“ Committee on the District of Col- | 
umbia;” for it is a-matter peculiarly within their | 
jurisdiction, or more properly, that of the Com- 
missioner of Pablic Buildings. 

Mr. BADGER. I would merely say, that the 
House of Representatives have passed a similar 
resolution, directing their Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to inquire into it. 


i State of Alabama for advances made by heron 
| account of the General Government, Tis in the 
| very words of that act... he beh} 
| Mr. KUNG.” With regard to the Stateof Ala- 

| bama, the interest there was only allowed upon: 


The bill was taken up,‘ and read’a third ‘time, 


Senate is taken from a law passed to reimburse the — 


uly 9, 


money borrowed by the State in order to me 
expenditures. which the Government of the United. 
States:failed to: meét in: 
tilities; and the only allowance that was made to 
the State:was, where.it was made apparent to the 
accounti ficer that the State had actually been 
under the n sity of procuring money from the 
bank in order to meet this expenditure; nothing 
‘beyond that. Now, if that ia-the intention of the 
atiendiment of the Senator from Georgia, I have 
no ojection to it; but if it is intended to apply to 
money taken out of the treasury of the State -and 
. applied temporarily to this expenditure, without 
having borrowéd'a dollar: ‘or paid interest'on a 
dollar—because money -lyingin the.treasury is not 
drawing interest—I must object.to it., 2 

Mr. BERRIEN, 1 think:I can satisfy the Sen- 
ator from Alabama by. stating that the State. of 
Georgia was under the:necessity. ofimaking a loan 
of-a considerable: amount. at the time: when: this 
advance was made, and. it is only since this bill 
was before the Senate yesterday that this: fact, or 
the evidence of it, has been brought to my knowl- 
edge.-Consequently, I bring the bill within the 
very words of the law in the case of Alabama, 
which are that- no interest shall be-paid on any 
sum on which. the said State of Alabama did not 
either pay or lose interest. The State of Georgia 
had contracted a loan at the time these advances 
were made, and it was to meet that state of facts 
that L introduced the proviso. I hope the bill wii 
now be:permitted to pass. 

Mr. PEARCE: I merely rise to suggest that 
the words have.'a conventional meaning, acquired 
in the course of our legislation and the construc- 
tion given by the Treasury to our acts... A State 
is held to have. lost interest which has lost it by 
the transfer, for example, of an. interest-bearing 
fund to satisfy the debt, as in the case of Mary- 
land, or, as in the case of Alabama, borrowing 
money from the State bank. I believe a State is 
not. held to have Jost interest that has had a fund 
lying.idle, Ot i 

Mr. BERRIEN. I beg leave to state that that 
is not the case in this instance. The State of 
Georgia hay not taken out of her treasury a fund 
that was lying;idle, but she has taken from a loan 
which shé had contracted the sum of money which 
she has advanced for the United States. 

Mr. PEARCE. So 1 understand it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. In order to meet an objec- 
tion which suggests itself to my mind, that we are 
in danger of departing from precedents in this mat- 
ter, and establishing a new one, if this money has 
actually been borrowed by the State of Georgia, | 
would suggest an amendment, by adding the words 
‘for money borrowed, and,” so that it will read 
« for money borrowed and advanced by the State 
of Georgia.”’ 

Mr. BERRIEN. I beg leave to auggest to the 
Senator from New York that we are not making, 
but following precedents in this case. We have 
used the very words’ of former acts in relation to 
precisely similar cases. : 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Brrnren, and it was adopted. 

Mr. BADGER. I merely wish to suggest to 
my friend from New York that the further amend- 


ment he proposes to offer is entirely unnecesssry. li 


As stated by the Senator from Maryland, the pro- 
viso which has been adopted into the bill on, the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BERRI- 
EN,]| upon the interpretation given at the Treasury, 
settles and determines that the interest is not to be 
paid, except where the State has paid interest, or 
agreed that it should be paid. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I understand that in former 
bills of this kind, though I have not recently: re- 
ferred to them, it does*generally appear that the 
money was borrowed, and that obviates the ob- 
jection raised by the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. 
Kine.) ido not wish to embarrass this bill, and 
if the money was actually borrowed, there cer- 
tainly can be no harm in this amendment. | 
therefore move to amend the first section of the 


bill, by inserting before the word ‘*advanced ” the | 


words ‘f money borrowed and.” 

Mr. PRATT. Ishould be glad to hear from 
those who have advocated this class of amend- 
ments in either shape, what distinction they can 
see between the obligation of the Government of 
the United States to pay interest where the money 


has: been loaned by the State, whether the State || it passed that bill, adopted and applied the prinei- 
borrowed the money for the purpose of lending i| ple ibat if the State had stocke that were drawing 


putting down Indian’ hos- | 


} 


or whether it had the money in its coffers, 
dent it. What distinctior is there in principle? T 
“am not.infayor, without reflection, of establishing 
a principle by the adoption of this amendment, by 
which States. which, having been more provident 
than others, have money in their coffers, and ad- 
vance it to the Government, shall not recéive in- 
terest on thé money loaned, whilgother States 
which loan money, receive interest’ because they 
borrowed the money to lend it. I see no distinc- 
tion ‘in principle between the right to receive in- 
terest. “Wherever the United States has borrowed 
money from the State Government, itis bound to 
pay interest upon it, and itis perfectly immaterial 
as tothe manner in which the State got the money 
to lend. | ‘ ere ae 
“Mr. BADGER. I desire'to'say, in answer to 
the Senator from Maryland, that none of these are 
cases of loans by the States to the United States. 
A loan implies a-case of contract or agreemenit, 
and when such a loan is negotiated, of course the | 
| matter’ of interest is settled at the time. ‘These | 
| are casés of advances made by the States for cer- | 
| tain purposes, without previous authority or re- 
quest from the United States, without ‘any con- 
tract, direct or indirect, but which, fromthe nature 
of the objects to which the money was appropri- 
ated, it is proper should be refunded. Then the 
whole object of these acts haa been to reimburse 
the State for what she has expended. This has | 
been done during the last twenty-five years, by 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, South Carolina, and Alabama, and 
acts have been passed for each and every one of 
them, having an express condition that-no interest | 
shall be paid except where the State has paid or 
assumed the interest. Therefore there is no reason 
to do for this State that which has never been done 
before in our history. ; 

Mr. PRATT. As I understand it, the class of 
cases referred to, similar to the one now before us, 
all occurred, or most of them, during the war of 
| 1812, when the State governments, because of the 
inability or neglect of the General Government to 
defend them, were obliged to defend themselves, 
and advanced these funds to do what.it was the 
duty of the United States Government to do, and 
| the State governments, in consequence of such 
| expenditure of money, subsequently applied to 
the United States Government to be reimbursed: 
| Now, I ask any Senator to explain to me the dif- | 
ference, whether, in performing this service, the 
State government used the money in its own cof- 
i fers or borrowed the money, as to the obligation 

of the United States Government to refund the in- 
terest as well-as the principal? i 

Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) There isa great 
difference. 

Mr. PRATT. I mustadmit that I cannot see 
it. As to the argument of the learned Senator that 
heretofore this has not been done, if itis just and 
proper it should be done, it can be casily remedied 
now, by paying to Maryland and other States, 
that interest which justice requires should be paid 
| them. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. I think there is a differ- 
ence in these cases, and I wish to ‘notice it as a} 
| reason for offering my amendment. It is a sufi- 
cient reason for me, for the present purpose, that 
this Government has not gone beyond the case 
where money was actuatly borrowed. When a} 
; State has money in the treasury, and makes the 
advance when it would otherwise have remained 


| to me there is no very good reason why it should | 
| receive interest from the United States. If it ac- 
| tually borrowed the money at a sacrifice of its 


\| property, or had to pay interest upon it, its treas- |) 


‘lest, and interest should not be paid. We had 


| ury should be replenished by this Government. 
But it has Jost nothing if it advanced money out! 
of its treasury on which it was drawing no inter- 


| better not hold out to a State inducements to turn 

: broker and loan money on interest. I repeat, I 
do not wish to embarrass this bill, and my amend- 
ment is offered only to preserve the distinction to | 
which } have referred., 

Mr. HALE. i hope the amendment of the 
Senator from New York will not be adopted, be- 
cause it makes the bill more. restrictive than has 
been the case with similar measures. I under- 
stand that in the Alabama case, the Senate, when 


| there, producing no interest to the State, it seems || 


as has been the pra 
on the face of the BIL“ o es 
Mr. HALE. J would: not,make the bill: more 
restrictive than'is. warranted bythe precedents. - It 
would be unjust in all cases. to restrict the State to 
money borrowed expressly for that purpose. In 
the case of the State of New “Hampshire, for. in- 
stance, they had actually borrowed :and were:paye 
ing interest on a larger sum’ than-what»was: ad- 
vanced to the United States; that is, they ‘did not 
actually appropriate the sum which they borrowed 
for the. benefit of the United States, bat took it 
from their treasury, paying the interest on. the 
money borrowed all the while; and. if the princi» 
ple of this amendment is adopted, it will eut off-alk 
claims of this sort. Therefore, if we are going to 
be governed by precedent, it is better to adhere to 
that which has been established. ae 
Mr. BERRIEN. - L concur with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr..Pratr] as to the principle 
that there is certainly in equity no distinction iv 


| this matter of advances; that it-would be a. bold 


man who attempted to enforce such a distinction 
in à court of equity. But I deferred to precedent, 
and brought the case of the State of. Georgia 
within those precedents, in order that this bill 
might not be embarrassed in its passage by multi+ 
plying propositions, and submitted. the prdviso; 
which, in terms, secures the United States.against 
the liability of payment, except where ‘the State 
borrowed the money and paid interest thereon. = 
trust the amendment of the Senator: from New 


: York will not prevail, because, as has been very 


well-explained by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, it will restrict the application of Georgia by 
a more narrow rule than has been applied to other 
States under similar circumstances. By this pro- 
viso the very terms that were applied to Alabama 
and other States are applied to Georgia; and I 
trust, therefore, that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York will not receive the sanction 
of the Senate, and that the bill will be allowed to 

ass. . 
P Mr. DICKINSON. Dol understand the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to say that the State actually 
borrowed ‘the money in this ‘case? 

Mr. BERRIEN. I will, answer the Senator 


| from New York by a simple statement of facts. 


The State of Georgia engaged in works of inter- 
nal improvement, and, for the funds necessary for 
the purpose, had acertain amount in the treasury. 
Beyond that amount it was necessary to contract 
a loan for avery considerable amount. During 
this time she advanced money to the United States; 
and, if she had not done that, the necessity under 
which she was of making.a loan would have been 
obviated to the precise extent of the advance which 
she made to the United States. 

Mr, DICKINSON. As I do not desire to. em- 
barrass this bill, T will withdraw my amendment, 
giving notice that I shall ever keep up this dis- 
tinction. The facts in this ease, however, obvi- 
ate the necessity for its adoption. 

The bill was- then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequenily read a third time and 
passed. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate resumed. the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union, to establish territorial governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making propo- 
sals to Texas for the establishment of her western 
and northern boundaries. f 

Mr. BUTLER, who obtained the floor yester- 
day, proceeded to address the Senate; and, having 
spoken an hour, on a private communication from 
Mr. Wessrer, he suspended. his remarks, 

ILLNESS OF THE PRESIDENT, 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I have per- 
mission fromthe honorable member from South 
Carolina to interrupt the progress of his speech, 
and to make-a solemn and mournful suggestion to 
the Senate. The intelligence which, within the 
last few ‘moments, has been received, indicates’ 
that a very great misfortune is now immediately 
impending over the country. It is supposed by 
medical advisers and others that the President of 
the United States cannot live miany hours. This 


1850. 


intimation comes in a shape so authentic, and.. 


through se many varieties of communication, and | 


all tending to the same result, that I have thought 
it my duty to move the Senate to. follow. the.ex- 
ample which has already been set. in the other 
branch of the. National Legislature, 


the President’s mansion to- inquire after his health. . 
1 was informed that he had had.a.very, bad night; 


that, he was exceedingly, ill this morning, but. that 
at that moment he was more easy and more.com- 


posed. I had hardly reached my seat.in the Sens 


ate when it was announced to. me that the fever 
had. suddenly returned upon him with very.alarm- 


ing symptoms; that ‘appearances. .of congestion . 


were obvious; and that it was hardly possible his 
life would be prolonged through the day. . 

With the permission, therefore; of my honor- 
able friend from-South Carolina, who, Lam sure, 
like the rest of us,has-those feelings on this occasion 
which quite. disqualify us for the performance of 
our duties, even in this very important crisis of 
public affairs, I venture to move the Senate that it 
do now. adjourn, 

‘The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

: Wenonespay, July 10, 1850. 

DEATH OF THE PRESIDENT or THE UNITED 
i STATES. 

_A few minutes past 11 o’clock the Senate was 
called to order by Asgury Dickens, Esq., its Sece 
retary, and an impressive prayer was delivered by 
the Rev. C. B. Burer, its Chaplain. 

„The Secrerary then said: With the permission 
of the Senate, | will read a communication which 
I have received from the late President of the Sen- 


ate: 
July 10, 1850. 


: WASHINGTON, 

To the Senate of the United States: 
In consequence of the lamented death of Zacu- 

. Ary Tayzon, late President of the United States, 
1 shall no longer occupy the chair of the Senate; 
and 1 have thought that a formal communication 
to that effect, through your Secretary, might en- 
able you the more promptly to proceed to the 
choice of a presiding officers, ; 

: . MILLARD FILLMORE, 


‘The following. message was then received by 
the hands. of Georg P. FISHER, Esq., from the 
late Vice President of the United States: 

p Wasuineton, July 10, 1850. 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate A 
and of the House of Representatives: 

-F have to perform the melancholy duty of. an- 
nouncing to you that it has pleased Almighty God 
to remove..from this life Zacuary: TAYLOR, late 
President of. the United: States. He deceased last 
evening, at.the hour: of half-past ten o’clock, in the 


midst of his family, and surrounded by affectionate | 


friends, calmly, and in the full possession ofall his 
faculties. Among his last words were these, which 
he uttered with emphatic distinctness: “1 have 
alwaysdone my duty; I am ready to die; my only 
regret is for the friends I leave behind me.” 
-Haying announced to you, fellow-citizens, this 
most-afflicting bereavement, and assuring you that 
it has. penetrated no heart with deeper grief than 
mine, it remains for me to say that I propose, this 


day, at twelve o’clock, in the Hall of the House of |! 


Representatives, in. the. presence of both Houses 
of Congress, to take the oath prescribed by the 
Constitution, to enable. me to enter on the-execu- 
tion of the office which this event has devolved on 
me, : MILLARD FILLMORE. 
Mr. WEBSTER then submitted the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, Thatthe two Houses will assemble this day in 
the Hall of the House of Representatives, at twelve o’clock, 
to be present at the administration of the oath prescribed by 
the Constitution to the late Vice President of the United 
States, to enable him to discharge the powers and duties of 
the office of President of the United States, devolved on 
bim by the. death of Zacnary Taylor, late President of 
the United States. | 

‘Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate present the 
above resolation to the House of Representatives, aud ask 
its concurrence therein. 

The resolutions. were unanimously agreed to. 

.A, message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Rrcwarp 
Clerk: l E 

“Mr.- President, the House of Representatives bave 
passed the following resolution, in which they request the 
soncurrénee of the Senate : 


i 
i 


; advanced to the rank of colonel, he distinguished | 
| himself in the Black Hawk war; was ordered into - 


At half-past eleven o’clock to-day, I called at || purpose òf witnessing tite’ administration of the oath pre- 


“ Resolved, That the. Hon, Messrs, W. NTHROP, MORSE,- 
and Moreweay, be appointed a’ coinmitteé on the part of 
this Hoiise; to join suci committee as may bé appointed by- 
the Senate, to wait on the President of ‘the: United ‘States, 
and inform bim that the Senate and House of: Representa--| 


tives will be in readiness to receive hin in the Hall of the | 
Hotise of Representatives this day, at twelve oclock, for the 


scribed by the Constitution, 
the execution of the office.” i j 

‘The Senate: then proceeded. to consider the reso- |! 
lution; and, ‘having -concurred therein, it was or- 
dered that Mr.. Soure, Mr. Davis of Massachu- 


to-enable him to enter upon- 


setis, and Mr. Unperwoop, be the committee on 
their part. / : 


Ordered, That the Secretary noiify the House of Repre- 
sentatives accordingly. 


and 

Mr. SOULE, on behalf of the committee, re- 
ported that they had discharged the duty confided 
to them, and that the President would be in at- 
tendance in the House of Representatives at twelve 
o’clock: 

The Senate then proceeded to the House of. 
Representatives, preceded by their Sergeant-at- 
| Arms and Secretary. 
| The Senate having returned from the House of 
Representatives, the following message was. re- 
ceived from the President of the United States. 

[This message will be found in the House pro- 
ceedings of this day.] 


The message having been read— 


Mr. DOWNS suid: 


| Britain in that year, he was breveted major by | 


Mr. Presipenr: | rise, asa member of the dele- 
gation of the State whose citizen the late President 
of the United States wag, to offer resolutions sùit- 
| able to the occasion. The announcement of his 
j death. has been already made officially here and 
elsewhere; and on the wings of lightning, and 
almost as swift as thought, the sad intelligence has 
been conveyed to remote portions of this great Re- 
public. How sublime, as well as melanchaly, ig 
the scene in which we are now engaged! But a | 
j few days since—less than a week—many of us 
sat near the then President of the United States, 
and saluted him in health, at the base of that mon- 
| ument which the hands of a grateful posterity are | 
now raising to the memory of the first and the 
; greatest of his predecessors—hero, statesman, like 
himself—and where we had assembled to pay de- | 
j votion to the memory of the man “ first in war, 
first in peace, and first in the hearts of his country- 
; men,” and to rekindle anew, in the breasts of all, 
; that spirit of union, fraternity, and liberty, with- 
| out which we shall prove ourselves unworthy of 
our revolutionary ancestors, and a reproach to 
their memory. . Yes, there sat, quiet and placid 
as the gentle breeze from the Potomac that cooled | 
his heated brow, the man, whose very pathway to Í 
| his log-cabin schoolhouse in Kentucky, the : 
“ Bloody Ground,”? was beset by the tomahawk | 
of the savage, and who had passed through four | 
wars and many of the bloodiest and most glorious 
battle-fields of his country unscathed—at the head | 
of the greatest Republic ofthis or any other coun- | 


tions of his countrymen: yet, in a few short days, | 
in the midst of this quiet, peace, prosperity, and 
fame, he was to approach thatdoom which awaits | 
us all. a 
Zacwary TayLor was born in 1784, in Orange 
| county, Virginia, In early. life he gave evidence 
of extraordinary energy and force of character. 
In 1808 he was appointed, during the Presidency | 
of Mr. Jefferson, licutenant in the army of the 
United States; rose, in 1812, to the rank of cap- | 
tain; and, after the declaration of war with Great 


defence of Fort Harrison, with a handful of men, 


i 
; i Y| 
Président Madison for his memorable and gallant | 
against a large body of savages. In 1832, then 

i 


| 


i 
i 


| Subsequently, he was transferred to the command ! 
| of the division of the army in the southwestern. 


ij overthrew, with fearful odds against him, and sig- 


Mlorida in 1836, and for his signal services against 
the savage Seminoles was created a brevet briga- | 
dier general and commandér-in-chief in Florida. | 


portion of the Union; was ordered into Texas in i 
1845; advanced to the banks of the Rio Grande; 
and afterwards, beginning with the battles of the | 
: Sth and 9th.of May, 1846, at Palo Alto and Resa- 
| ca de ja Palma, and ending with Buena Vista, he 


i 
| 
4 


| . After a short absence the committee returned, || 


try, protected, not by bayonets, but by the affec- |! 


nally defeated the most skillfaleof the | 
generals, Ampudia, Arista, Paredes, and even. 
President of Mexico himself, andy: by a series y 


brilliant, victories, gained for himself an the brave’ 


armies .underihis. command, a. world- 
commanding the verdict and admiratio 


ide. renowny. 
n o£ Europe, 


:ahd America, and.seċuring-an enviable and: proud. 


place. in the brighest chapters of th 
American.-arms, ~ : : 
But why 


his actions ?: 


place for. 
jes 
COUNTY: 


reserve. 


But let not.the tears we are shedding. over, our: 
departed President blind us to the grandeur of the 
scene in which we stand. Did the world ever wit- 


ness sucha one before? How soon,.if ever, can: 
it be witnessed in other countries? The Chief. of. 
a nation, of more than twenty millions. of, freemen, 
is suddenly withdrawn, from the world.by,an act. 


of God, followed by no disturbance of thé perfect 


equipoise of our institutions. The gentlemen com- 
posing the Cabinet of the late President, after his 


decease, and at the approach of midnight, with-., 
out ostentation, quietly repair to the residence of | 


the Vice President, and there announce the na- 
tional bereavement. Within twenty-four hours 
thereafter he will have taken:the oath of. office, 
without any military parade, and been installed in.. 


| command of the ship of State, which moves on. 
over the billows of time, more bright and buoyant . 


than-ever, bearing at her magt-head the proud ’ 


| emblems of national glory and greatness, and pre- 


senting to “the world a sublime. spectacle of the, 
beauty and perfection of self-government, |. - 
Such a scene as this ought to make us a happier 
and a better people. It should makeus sensible , 
of the great and manifold advantages we enjoy as 
a free and united people. Let us, then, bury in. 
the tomb of our departed President all sectional 
feelings and divisions, and unite, once more, in 
that spirit of cordial good. will and brotherly Jove 
which united our forefathers in the earlier days.of . 
the Republic. Let us renew before we leave his 
grave our vows to support the .Union, and our. de- « 
termination to perpetuate our Constitution in all 
its primeval simplicity and purity..Thereis room 


| enough, -glory enough, and honors for:us-all, 


while we. preserve the Union, and know how 
wisely and prudently to enjoy it. 7 
Whereas it has pleased Divine Providence to remove 


| from this life Zacnary TAYLOR; late President of the United 


States, the Senate, sharing in tne general sorrow which this 
melancholy event must produce, is desirous of manifesting 
its sensibility on this occasion : Therefore, : 
Resolved, ‘That a committee, consisting of Messrs. Wep- 
STER, Cass, and Kino, be appointed on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to meetsuch committee as may be appointed on’ the 


| part of the House of Representatives, to consider and report 


what measures may be deemed proper to adopt to show 
the respect and affection of Congress for the memory of the 
illustrious deceased, and to make the necessary arrange- 


ments for his funeral. oe 
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate 


the foregoing resolution to the House of Representatives. 


os Bo se 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Secretary, at a. time 
when the great mass of our fellow-citizens enjoy 
remarkable health and happiness throughout the. 
whole country, it has pleased Divine Providence 


to visit the two Houses of Congress, and especially. , 


this House, with repeated occasions for mourning 
and lamentation. Since the commencement of the 
session, we have followed two of our.own men. 


| bers to their last home; and we.are now called 


upon, in conjunction. with-the other branch of the 
Legislature, and in full sympathy with that deep 


napana ADA alg aii 


iš 


Mexican, 
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E. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


tone of affliction which I am sure is felt through- 


out all the country, to take part in the last and due 
golemnities of the funeral of the late President of- 
the United States © 0% Povey oo 

Truly, sir, was it said in’ the communication 
read to us; that a “great man ‘has fallen among 
us.” The late President of the United ‘States, 
originally a soldier by ‘profession, having gone 
through a long and splendid career of military 
service, had, at the close of the late war with 
Mexico, become so much endeared to the people 
of the United States, and had inspired them with 
so high a degree of regard and confidence, that 
without solicitation or application, without pur- 
suing any devious paths of policy, or turning a 
hair’s breadth to the right or the left from the path 
of duty, a great, and powérful, and generous peo- 
ple saw fit, by popular vote and-voice, to confer 
upon him the highest civil authority in the nation. 
We cannot forget that asin other instances so in 
this, the public feeling was: won and carried away, 
in some degree, by the eclat of military renown. 
So it has been always, and so it always will be, 
because high respect for noble feats in arms has 
been, and always will be, outpoured from the 
hearts of the members of a popular government. 
But it will be a great mistake to suppose that the 


late President of the United Statés owed his ad- | 


vancement to high civil trust, or his great accept- 
ability with the people to military talent or ability: 
alone. l believe, sir, that associated with the 
highest admitation for those qualities possessed 


| 
by him, there was spread throughout the commu- || 


nity a high degree of confidence and faith in his 
integrity, and honor, and uprightness, as a man. 
I believe he was especially regarded as both a firm 
and a mild man in the exercise of authority; and 
I have observed more’ than once, in this ‘and in 
other popular Governments, ‘that the prevalent 
- motive with the masses of mankind for conferring 
high power on individuals, is a confidence in their 
mildness, their paternal, protecting, secure, and 
safe character. The people naturally feel safe 
where they feel themselves to be under the contro! 
and protection of sober counsel, of impartial 
minds, and a general paternal superintendence. 

I suppose, sir, that no case ever happened in the 
very best days of the Roman republic, when every 
man found bimself clothed with the highest author- 
ity in the State, under circumstances more repel- 
ling all suspicion of personal application, all sus- 
picion of pursuing any crooked path in politics, or 
all suspicion of having been actuated by sinister 
views and purposes, than in the case of the wor- 
thy, and eminent, and distinguished, and good 
man, whose death we now deplore. 

He has left to the people of his country a legacy 
in this: He has left them a bright example, which 
addresses itself with peculiar force to the young and 
rising generation; for it tells them that there is a 
path to the highest degree of renown, straight, 
onward, steady, without change or deviation. 

Mr. Secretary, my friend from Louisiana (Mr, 
Downs] has detailed shortly the events in the mili- 
tary career of General Taylor. His service 
through his life was mostly on the frontier, and 
always a hard service—often in combat with the 
tribes of Indians all along the frontier for so many 
thousands of miles. It has been justly remarked 
by one of the most eloquent men whose voice was 
ever heard in these Houses, that it is not in Indian 
wars that heroes are celebrated, but that it is there 
that they are formed. The hard service, the stern 
discipline, devolving upon all those who have a 
great extent of frontier to defend, and often with 
Irregular troops of their own, being called on sud- 
denly to enter into contests with savages, to study 
the habits of savage life and savage war, in order 
to foresee and overcome their strata, s—all these 
things tend to make hardy military character. 

Fora very short time, sir, I had a. connection 
with the executive government of this country; 
and at that time very perilous, embarassing cir- 
cumstances existed betwe&n the United States and 
the Indians on the borders, and war was actually 
raging between the United States and the Florida 
tribes; and I very well remember that those who 
took counsel together on that occasion officially, and 


who were desirous of placing the military com- |: 


mand in the safest hands, came to the conclusion 


that there was no man in the service more fully ! 


uniting the qualities of military ability and great 
personal prudence than Zacnary Tayzor; and he 
was, of course, appointed to the command. 


Unfortunately his cařeer at the head of this 
Government was short. For my part, in all that 
Ihave seen of him, I have found. much to respect 
and nothing to condemn. The circumstances. un- 
der which he conducted the Government for the 
few months he was at the head of it, have been 


able, certainly ‘not a long, opportunity of develop- 
ing his principles and his policy, and to carry them 
‘out; but {believe he has léeft'on the minds of the 
country a strong impression, first, of his absolute 


sound,: practical good .sense;-nhd, lastly, of the 
mildness, kindness, and friendliness of his temper 
towards all his countrymen. x 

But he is gone. 
i the force-of his example. 
nite delight the sentiments expressed by my hon- 
orable friend from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] who 
has just resumed his seat, when he earnestly 


animosities, to allay party criminations and-recrim- 
inations, and to restore fellowship and good: feel- 
| ing among the various sections of the Union. Mr. 
| Secretary, great as is our. loss to-day, if these. in- 
| estimable and inappreciable blessings shall have 
been secured to us, even by the death of ZACHARY 
Tay or, they have not been purchased at too high 
| a price; and if his spirit from the regions to which 


| 


il he has ascended could see these results flowing 


| from his unexpected and untimely end—if he could 
| see that he had entwined a soldier’s laurel around 
| a _martyr’s crown, he would say exultingly, 
«Happy am I, that by my death I have done 
more for that country which I loved and served 
than I did or could do by all the devotion and all 
the efforts that I could make in her behalf during 
the short span of my earthly existence.” 

Mr. Secretary, great as this calamity is, we 
mourn, but not as those without hope. We have 
seen one eminent man, and another eminent man, 


away from the midst of us. 
|| is a Power above us exercising over us that pa- 
rental care that has marked our progress for so 
many years. J have confidence still that the place 
| of the departed will be supplied; that the kind, 
| beneficent favor of Almighty God will still be 


| borne upward and upward on the wings of His 
i| sustaining Providence. May God grant that in 
| the time that is before us, there may not be want- 
ing to us as wise men, as good men for our coun- 
| sellors, as he was whose funeral obsequies we 


i now propose to celebrate ! 


| Mr. CASS. Again and again, during the pres- 
ent session, has a warning voice come from the 
| tomb, saying to all of us, “ Be ye also ready.” 
Two of our colleagues have fallen in the midst of 
| their labors, and we have followed them to the 
| narrow house where all must lie. In life we are 
iin death; and this lesson, which accompanies us 
! from the cradle to the grave, is among those mer- 
|! cifal dispensations of Providence which teach us 
|; how transitory are the things around us, and how 
ii soon they must be abandoned for an existence 
i with no hope but that which is held out by the 
| Gospel of our Saviour. And now another solemn 
| warning is heard; and this time it will carry 
| mourning to the hearts of twenty millions ọf peo- 
i ple. Impressively has it been said and repeated, 
| SA great man has fallen in Israel.” In the prov- 
|| idence of God the Chief Magistrate of the Repub- 


higħ executive duties of the country, has been 
suddenly taken from us—ripe, indeed, in years 
| and honors, and but the other day in the full pos- 
session of his health; and with the promise of 
ears of faithful and patriotic services before him. 
i! The statesman, occupying as proud a position as 
|| this world offers to human hopes, has been struck 
{| down in a crisis which demanded all his firmness 
and wisdom. The conqueror upon many a battle- 
field has fought his last fight and been vanquished. 
The soldier who had passed unharmed through 
many a bloody fray has fallen before the shaft of 
the great destroyer. How truly are we told, that 
| there is one event unto all! The mighty and the 

lowly descend to the tomb together, and together 
| are covered with the cold clod of the valley; and 


|| thus pass away the honors and the cares of life! 


| The moment is too solemn and impressive for 
| labored addresses. - Thoughts, not words, are the 


i such as perhaps not to give to him a very favor-. 
honesty and ‘integrity. of character; next, of his | 


He is ours no more, except in ! 
Sir, I heard with infi- 


prayed that this event might be used to soften the | 


and at last á man in the most eminent station, fall | 
ButI doubt not there | 


| with us, and that we shall be borne along, and. 


| lic, to whom his fellow-citizens had confided the 


F 


i and affections. 
„service, and in those scenes of peril, of exertion, 


; death he will have equall 
‘service and her safety. 


tribute which it demands. History will do justice 
to the deceased ‘patriot: “He will hive in the mem~ 
ory of his countryihen, as he lived in théir hearts 
His active life was spent in their 


and of exposure, which it is the lot of the Ameri- 


| can soldier to encounter, and which he meets with- 


out a murmur, faithfal to his daty, lead him where 
it-may, in life or in death. His splendid: military: 
exploits have placed him among'the great captains: 
of the age, and will be an imperishable monument: 
of his own fame and of the-glory of his country. 


| Jn the disparity of force, they carry us back for 


similar examples to the early ages ‘Of the world—= 
to the combats which history’ has recorded; and 
where inequality yielded to the exertion of skilt 
and valor. But} need not recur to them:are they 
not written in burning characters upon the ‘heart 
of every American? i i . 
Strong in the confidence of his countrymen, he 
was called to the Chief Magistracy ata period of 
great difficulty—more portentous, indeed, than’ 
any we have ever experienced. And now he has 
been called by Providence from his high functions, 
with his mission unfulfilled, leaving us to mourn 
his Joss and to-honor his memory. His own-last 
words, spoken with equal truth and sincerity, con- 
stitute his highest. eulogy: “1 am not afraid to 
die,” said the dying patriot. ‘I have done my 


ii daty.” The integrity. of his motives was never 


assailed or assailable. He had passed through 
life, and a long and active one, neither meriting 
nor meeting reproach; and in his last hour the con- 
viction of the honest discharge of his duty was’ 
present to console, even when the things of this 
ife were fast fading away. sons 

Let us humbly hope that this afflicting dispen- 


į sation of Providence may not be without its salu- 


tary influence upon the American people and upon 
their representatives. It comes in the midst of a 
strong agitation, threatening the most disastrous. 
consequences to our country, and to the great: 
cause of self-government through the world, It 
isa solemn appeal, and should be solemnly heard - 
and heeded. His death—whose loss we mourn— 
will not be in vain, if it tends to subdue the feel- ° 
ings that have been excited, and to prepare the va- 
rious sections of our country for a mutual spirit of 
forbearance, which shall insure the safety of alk” 
by the zealous coéperation of all. We could offer 
no more appropriate nor durable tribute to departed 
worth than such a sacrifice of conflicting views upon 
the altar of our common country. In life and in 
y devoted himself to her 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Secretary, I must ask the 
Senate to pardon me for venturing to add to what 
has been said, the expression of the profound re- 


i gret with which, in common with the Senate and 


the country, I have learned the sad event which 
has been announced to-day. a 

A life of public service, hardship, danger, and 
glory has been suddenly closed. That Providence 
which protected the late President amidst the perils 
of his long, faithful, and splendid military career, - 
and which permitted him to reap the harvest of 
admiration and affection which had grown up for 
him in the hearts of his countrymen, has removed 
him from us before the measure of his usefulness 
was full. That life which was ever devoted to 
the service of his country, was yielded up while 
he was in the discharge of the highest civil trusts 
—trusts not sought by him, but imposed upon him 
by the people. To the performance of those trusts 
he had brought the pledges of an unstained life, 
of a pure and fervent patriotism, of stern integ- 
rity, of a kind and benignant temper, of unyield- 
ing firmness, and of unmixed devotion to the wel- 
fare of that country which -he had served so well; 
and which so freely and worthily bestowed. its ` 
confidence on him. 

Few men have had better fortune than he—none 
better deserved it. The virtues of his simple and 
modest, but heroic character, had so endeared him 
to his fellow-citizens, that I am sure | may ven- 
ture to. say, that, even in the midst of the ` politi- 
cal strife which he ever sought to moderate and 
soften, there is not one whose heart will not throb 
with emotion when he learns the death of Zacn- 
ARY TAYLOR. 


Mr. KING. Mr. Secretary, it is not my de- 
sign, after the eloquent tribute that has. been paid 
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to the memory of the deceased President of the 
United States, to add many words to what has al- 
ready fallen from the honorable gentlemen. It’ 
was my fortune to have been personally -and inti- 
mately acquainted with the distinguished individ- | 
ual, who has been called away from among us, for 
more than five-and-twenty years past. . My rela- 
„tions ‘with him, at that period, were of such a 
character as-enabled me to form, I think, a correct 
estimate of the man, and to appreciate, -as I. did 
most highly, his many estimable qualities; and I 
can say that, in all the relations of life, he so bore 
himself as to command the respect of his acqaint- 
ances, the ardent regard of his friends, and. the 
devoted attachment of his countrymen. As a 
man he was surpassed by none in honesty o 
purpose. He was without guile. . Asa soldier all 
know, aud none more than those I address, that 
he had won laurels that would have graced the 
brow of the first soldier of Europe or America. 
It was my fortune, Senatots, to be in Europe at 
the time when the news reached -there that the 
gallant, General of our forces on the Rio Grande, 
the late President of the United States, was sur- 
rounded, or supposed to be surrounded, by an 
overwhelming force, be commanding a small but 
gallant band. Every American heart beat with 
anxiety and fear. We felt, as Americans should 
feel, that a reverse then would cast in some de- 
gree a cloud over the country of our birth. When 
the news reached us that the gallant General of 
that little band had marched from his position, re- 
gardless of the danger, had retraced his footsteps 
and conquered the foe at Resaca de la Palma, no 
man but he who was away from his country in a 
foreign land could have felt what we, as American 
citizens, felt at those tidings. Senators, the gal- 
Jantry of that mian was appreciated not only by 
hia countrymen, but it was felt and appreciated 
by the first military men of Europe. The liv- 
ing hero of the age, the great Duke of Welling- 
ton, declared, as Napoleon had declared of him 
‘on a certain occasion, ‘ General Taylor is a Gen- 
eral indeed.’ I, therefore, Senators, am not sur- 
prised that the enthusiastic spirit of the American 
people led them to supporta man whose patriotism, 
whose devotion to his country, whose gallantry, 
and whose successful services on the field, must 
have endeared him to the hearts of all. Asa man, 
I have said, he was honest of purpose. His pa- 
‘triotism, his devotion to the Constitution of his 
country, under which he cherished these free in- 
stitutions, 1 have never questioned. I think I 
knew him well, and 1 believe there was no man 
„more patriotic. Iferrors were committed, I shall 
draw the curtain over them. No-longer would I 
feel justified in holding them up to the public gaze, 
even if they had been ten times as glaring as they 
were. The country has reason to deplore the 
death ofa great‘man, and, I-must be permitted: to 
add, a good man. He has gone from among us, 
and the afflictive event has been appealed to to 
cultivate and cherish kind relations. I trust in 
God that these kind relations will be cherished, 
and that we shall on this day vow on the altar of 
our country to discard all bickering and strife, all 
sectional dissensions, and live and die. as Ameri- 
cans should, in support of the Union. 


Mr BERRIEN. Senators, I yield. to a sug- 
gestion which has been made to me, since our 
assembling here this morning, by a highly respect- 
ed associate, in making this brief trespass on -your | 
time. It is not my purpose, in these brief and 
unpremeditated remarks, tọ. pronounce an eulo- 
gium on the departed Chief Magistrate. That has 
been amply done already, in terms at once irapres- 
sive and eloquent. Nor is it my design to give 
‘expression to individual and personal feeling; | 
such feeling may be left appropriately to repose in 
the bosom of him who cherishes it. Nor yet do 
l seek to give feeble and imperfect utterance to a 
nation’s grief; that will be done by our country- 
men- in their primary assemblages, as this melan- 
“eholy intelligence flies with lightning speed to the 
remotest borders of the Republic, and with a fresh- 
ness, and vividness, and force which the feelings 
of a free and sensitive people will impart to the 
expression of emotions. springing directly from 
their own sorrowing hearts: We should vainly 
attempt by anticipation to give utterance to their 
feelings, Still less would [I venture to intrude 


upon the mourning inmates of that domestic circle, 
who are still clustering round the mortal remains 


shave been accomplished—my duty will have been 
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ofa departed husband and father; forthe sorrows 
of widowhood and of orphanage are sacred. But 
concurring, as I do. most cordially, in the senti- 
ments which have been so touchingly and elo~ 
quently expressed in various portions of this Cham- 
ber, if I could succeed in adding one, even 
the. slightest -motive—in furnishing one, even 
the feeblest incentive, to -the suggestion - which 
honorable Senators have urged of the-use which 
we ought to make of this solemn and afflict- | 
ive dispensation of Providence, my purpose will 


fulfilled. In my reflections upon this subject, I 
have felt that this dispensation of Providence is, in 
its results, to be eminently productive of good or 
of evil to our common country; and in humble 
reliance on the blessing and guidance of a benefi- | 
cent Providence, it depends upon us, Senators, and 
our associates, in the discharge of the important | 
trusts which are committed to this highest legisla- 
tive assembly of a free people—it depends essen- 
tially upon us and. the coordinate department of 
the Government to improve this -afflictive dispen- 
sation of Almighty God to purposes at once salu- 


tary and beneficial to the great interests of the |} 


country. If we can feel that in the sudden death |} 
of our patriot chieftain—in this abrupt summons 
of one “t without fear and without reproach’’—in 
the vigor of life, and in the full enjoyment of the 
highest honors—the most gratifying reward which |; 
the unbouzht homage of a free people could accord 
to him—if we can feel the solemnity of this 
sudden call of an individual so esteemed, so 
honored, so surrounded with all that could con- |! 
tribute to the happiness of man—if we can truly 

apnreciate the lesson which such a dispensation is | 
calculated to impart, then, Senators, consequences i 
the most beneficial may result from it. If it shall} 
teach us to realize the comparative littleness of | 
sublunary things—if it shall enable us in sincerity j 
to feel that this transitory life in which we are | 
sometimes struggling, in the bitter dissensions | 
which political parties or sectional divisions 


are but too apt to engender—that the brief term |: 


of our continuance here is but a single step in the 


on eternity’s ocean—if we can justly estimate į 
ourselves, and rightly appreciate the duties which 
devolve upon us, we shall indeed have extracted 
from this melancholy event that salutary and 
beneficient lesson which, in the goodness of Provi- 
dence, it was designed toimpart. If, on the altar 
of our common country, we can sacrifice the bit- || 
terness of party and of sectional feeling—if, at |i 
this moment, when the heart of a great nation i 
palpitating with anxiety, we can come to the dis 
charge of the bigh and solemn duties which de 
volve npon us with hearts purified by affliction, in | 
the singleness and sincerity of purpose, and in 
the humility of spirit which “becomes us, this; 
melancholy dispensation of Providenee will in- 


to the great interests of the American people. i 
And believe me, Senators, if a result so propitious į; 
could have been foreshadowed to that departed | 
patriot in the last struggling moments of his} 
existence, it would have cheered the agonies of | 
his dying hour. | 

T am permitted to say, in illustration of the | 
strong and patriotic: feeling which animated him 


thelight of intellect was flickering in its socket— |i 
I am permitted to repeat the exnression of the de- | 
parted patriot, as his recollection turned to the |): 
recent visit he had made to the monument now ij 


| ness and judgment are the habitation of thy seat 


series of infinite existence—a mere point at which |) paly, i hap 
man pauses to look around him before he launches |i p 


‘in the latest moments of his existence, even when || ° 


being erected to the memory of Washington; 
«Let it rise, (he eaid:) let itaecend without inter- ;' 
ruption; let it põint to the skies; let it stand for- |. 
ever as a lasting monument of the gratitude and 


; before the House. 


affection of a free people to the Father of his : 


Country.” 


The resolutions were then unanimously adopted. 
A message was received from the House of; 
Representatives, informing the Senate that it had 
appointed a committee of thirteen on its part, to | 


make the necessary arrangements for the funeral | 


of the late President of the United States. | 


j 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. . .; 
: “Wepnespay, July 10;:1850. °° 


"The SPEAKER called the House to order ‘at 


eleven o’clock. 


he Rev. Doctor BorLer, Chaplain of the Sern- 
ate, made the following prayer: © 00 Oe t 
“Almighty God, King of Kings, and Lord“ of. 
Lords, ‘who. only hath immortality, dwelling ‘in 
the light. which no man can approach unto, thou 
doest according to thy will in the army of Heaven 
and among the inhabitants of the earth... Just and 
true are thy ways, thou King of saints.” Cl 
and darkness are about thy throne; but righte 


Thou hast seen fit, Almighty God, to take out 
of this world our beloved and honored Chief Ma- 
gistrate, the President of ‘these United States. 
Thou didst cover his head in the day of battle; 
and thou hast given his life to the sickness that 
destroyeth at the noon-day. We desire to bow in 
resignation to thy blessed will, and to realize that 
thou doest all things well. Now that thy judg- 
ments are abroad in the land, make us to learn and 
love and practice righteousness. <50 ` oe 

We ask thy special blessing for thy servant 
upon whom thy providence hath devolved the mo- 
mentous duties of the Chief Magistracy of this 
Republic. Thou hast seen fit to summon him. to 
the great duties of his new position in a crisis’ of 
gloom, and storm, and danger.. Let nr fatherly 
hand ever be over him, Let thy Holy Spirit ever 
be with him. Give him the spirit of wisdom and 
understanding; the spirit of counsel and ghostly 
strength; the spirit of knowledge and: true godli- 
ness; and fill him with thy holy fear now and for 
ever. Preserve him in health and prosperity; and 
ao bless his administration, that all the States of 
this vast Republic, reconciled, happy, and fraternal, 
may be able nnitedly to adore Thee for thy good- 
ness, and to declare that The Lord of Hosts is 


| with us—the God of Jacob is our refuge! 


Bless the deliberations of the Senate and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress assembled, to the advance- 
ment of thy glory, the good of thy church, the 
honor, and weifare of thy people; that 
piness, truth and justice, religion 
and piety may be established among us for all 
generations. re ae a 

Look with pity upon, the sorrows of thy ser- 
vants, the family of the departed Chief Magistrate 
of this land. Remember them, O Lord, in mer- 
cy; sanctify thy fatherly correction to them; endow 
their souls with patience under. their affliction, and 
with resienation to thy blessed will; comfort them 
with a sense of thy goodness; lift up thy counte- 
nance upon them, and give them peate. > 0) 

Grant, O Lord, that when we shall be sum- 
moned to go the way of àll the earth, we may die 


i in the communion of thy church, in the confidence 
| of a certain faith, in the comfort ofa religious and 
| holy hope, in favor with Thee, our God, and in 


: ! charity with the wor 
deed have been productive of results most salutary |: Lie 


ld. : 
All which we ask and offer in the name and for the 
sake of Jesns Christ, our Lord and Saviour, Amen!”” 
The SPEAKER then vacated the Chair. 
A pause of some minutes followed. . 
At eighteen. minutes past eleven o 
SPEAKER resumed. the Chair. ; 
Mr. STANLY moved that the reading of the 
Journal of yesierday be dispensed with. ` 
Ordered accordingly. : 
Guoren P. Fisuer, Esq:, appeared at the bar, 
and stated that he was directed by the President of 


"Tock; the 


1 the United States to deliver to the House of Rep- 


resentatives a message in writing. 
The SPEAKER. The message will be laid 


And it wa read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, July 10, 1850 

Fellow-citizens.of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives; i 
I have to perform .the melancholy duty of an- 
nouncing to you, that it has pleased Almighty 
God to remove from this life Zacaary TAYLOR, 
late President of the United States. He deceased 
last evening, at the hour of half past. ten o’clock, 
in the midst of his family and surrounded by af- 
fectionate friends, calmly and in the. full posses- 


On the motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the resolution |i sion of all his faculties. Among bis last words 


of the House was unanimously concurred in, and it i 


was ordered that Messrs. Wersrer, Cass, and |! tinctness: “I have always done my duty. 
Kine, be the committee on the part of the Senate. [ ready to die. 
i leave behind me.” 


The Senate then adjourned, 


i 


emphatic -dis- 
I am 


1 


were these, which he. uttered with 


My only regret is for the: friends 


July 10, 


Having announced to` you, fellow-citizens, this |} 


most afflicting bereavement, and assuring you that 
it has penetrated no heart-with: deeper grief than 
mine, it remains for me:to-say,;-that { propose this 
day at twelve o’cloek, in the Hall of. the House of 
Representatives, in-the presence of both Houses of 
Congress, to take thé oath prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, to.enable me to enter on the execution of 
the office which this event.has devolved’on me. 
phones! MILLARD FILLMORE, - 
The reading of the message having been con- 
cluded—_ pe ey 
- Mr. MORSE rose and said, that in accordance 
with the suggestion contained in the melancholy. an- 
nouhcement which had jast been read from the 
Clerk’s desk, he. (Mr. M.) .would_move that the 
“House now take a recess until twelve o’clock—at 
which time they would be in readiness to receive 
the Senate, and the President of the United States, 
who would then take the oath of office presqibed 
by the Constitution. ` H 


Mr. WINTHRO 


f N’ P said, it seemed to him that, 
as the President of the United States had ex- 
pressed his intention to. present himself in the 

ouse of Representatives for the purpose of taking 
the path of, office, it would be no more than. be- 
coming:that the House should appoint a commit- 
tee to wait upon him and inform him that the 
House would be ready to receive him at twelve 
o’clock, for the purpose indicated. : 
Mr. MORSE. Iaccept the suggestion. 
Mr. WINTHROP.. I therefore move that a 
committee be appointed on the part of the House 
to join such committee as may be appointed by 
„the Senate, to wait upon the honorable MILLARD 
Fiiimors, and inform him that the House will be 
in readiness to receive him this day at twelve 
o’clock, in order that the oath required by the Con- 
‘stitution of the United States may be administered 


to him. 

The SPEAKER stated the question on the mo- 
tion of Mr. WintHrop, andit was unanimously 
agreed to, 2 ` 

The SPEAKER. Of what number does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. WintHroP] 
propose that the committee shall consist? 

Mr. WINTHROP. ‘Three on the part of the 
Senate and three on the part of the House—being, 
‘I believe, the usual number. +? 

Ordered accordingly. 

And the following gentlemen were appointed by 
the Speaker the committee on the part of the 
House, viz: Messrs. Wrvraror, Morse, and 
Moreneap. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana, 
{Mr. Morss,] that the House take a recess until 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MORSE suggested that the motion should 
‘be modified’ so as to read “ five minutes before 
twelve? 00 O e Oe 

The SPEAKER said there was no necessity for 
any formal’ change in the motion. ‘The Speaker 


could, if necessary, resume the chair a few minutes || 


hefore the time designated. 
` The Fouse thereupon took a recess. 


At thirteen minutes before twelve o’clock— 

The SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 

A. message was received from the Senate, by L. 
H. Macmy, Esq., Chief Clerk thereof, informing 
the House that that body had passed a resolution 
proposing the assembling of the two Houses in 
the Hall of Representatives, to witness the admin- 


istration to the President of the United’ States | 


of the oath to support the Constitution, to enable 
him to enter upon the discharge of his duties; and, 
also, that the Senate had concurred in the resolu- 
tion of the House for the appointment of a‘joint 
committee to wait upon the President of the United 
States, and that they had appointed Messrs. Soure, 
Davis of Massachusetts, and Unperwoon, on 
their part, ©. f 

‘The message having been read— 

Mr. ASH-MUN suggested, that as each House, 
acting separately, had- adopted resolutions of.a 
similar purport, which had passed each other be- 
tween the two Houses, he supposed it would not 
be necessary to act upon the resolution just com- 


municated from the Senate; and he moved, there- |! 


fore, that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, suggested, that 
the more appropriate mode would be, to-concar in | 
the resolution, rather than to lay it upon the table. 


|! The Senate ofthe United 


The SPEAKER said that a similar resolution: 
had already been passed by the House, and that 
there was-no necessity for coricurrence in this. 

Thereupon the resolution of the Senate was laid 
upon the table. Dees. ts : ` 

The SPEAKER again vacated 


the chair. 


At six-minutes. before twelve the SPEAKER 
resumed the Chair. A pause of several minutes 
followed. D ` 7 ii 
-At twelve o’clock— > o Soot 
Mr. MORSE appeared atthe bar, introducing the 
honorable WicLram CrancH, Chief Justice of the 
District andi Circuit «Court of: the United: States, 
| who ascended thé Clerk’s platform‘and took a seat 
| thereon, @ little to the right-of the:Speaker.” 

| At fourminutes:-past twelve eS j 
“States, preceded by, 
their Sergeant-at-Arms and Secretary, entered the 
Hall (the ‘Speaker and:-members.-of the: House 
| rising to receive them) and took the places assigned 
| to them in the area iù frontof:the Speakev’s chair. 
; The Speaker and the members of the House 
ii then resumed their seats. ` pr em SA 
|. Immediately afterwards— 
|. His Excellency MiLLard FILLMORE, President 
| of the United States, appeared at the bar of the 
| House, supported by Messrs. Soux of the Senate, 
|| and Winturop ‘of the House'of Representatives, 
and accompanied by the.other members. of the 
| joint committee, and by. the Cabinet of the late 
| President of the United States. : 

The Speaker and members of the House rose to | 
: receive them. 

The President of the United States was con- 
| ducted to a seat-on the Clerk’s platform, immedi» | 
ately in front of the Speaker’s chair. 

The Speaker:and members of the House then 
resumed their seats. ` 

-Aftera pause of a few moments— 

The SPEAKER rose and ‘said: ‘* The oath of 
| office will now be administered to the President of 

the United States, by Chief Justice Crancu.” 
The President-and: the Chief Justice thereupon 
| rose— : . ; 
I| And the President read, in a firm and audible 
| voice, the following -oath of office, prescribed. by 
the Constitution of the United States: 
| “I, Millard Fillmore, do solemnly swear that I 
| will faithfully execute the office of President of 
; the United States, and will, to the best of m 
| ability, preserve; protect, and defend the Consti- 
| tution of the United States.” 
||. The Chief Justice (Cranch) then administered 
|i the oath. ` f 
|| After which the President and Chief Justice re- 
|| sumed their seats. s : 
A brief pause followed, 
| And then the President rose, and, accompanied 
| by the committee, left the Hall, followed by'the į 
i; Cabinet, the Senate, &c., (the Speaker and mem- 
bers of the House rising as when they entered.) 
| A further pause followed. 

A message, in writing, was then received from 
| the President of the United States, by the hands 
of George P. Fisher, Esq. i z 

Whereupon, ` 
| The SPEAKER rose and addressed the House, 
jj as follows: ‘ 

H GenrLtemen: Your session of yesterday was 
i| brought to an early close by the announcement of 
li the dankzerons illness of the President. Itis my 
i! duty to-day to lay before you an official commu- 
(| nication of his death. It is my purpose simply 
to make the announcement, not to dwell upon it; 
| that duty will more properly devolve upon others. 
| Whilst, gentlemen, our own body has been pecu- 
| liarly exempt during its present sittings, froin the 
| fatality which usually attends.a protracted ses- 
|| sion, we should not be regardless of the solemn 
|| warnings which Providence has extended to us in 
| the death of: those. associated. with us in the ad- 
| ministration of our National Government. The 
l victims who have been summoned to the tomb 
‘have been less remarkable for their number than 
| their exalted character and position.” | 

For the first time in our history has the Chief 
| Executive of the Union been stricken down du- 
ring the session of Congress. It devolves a novel 
and solemn duty upon the representatives of the 
people. As the organ of this House, delegated 
with the mere expression of its resolves, I: feel it | 
appropriate ‘to indulge in no suggestion’ of ‘my | 
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own, òrcexpressions: of- personal -emotions..- -I 


‘countrymen, to the repose of the grave. 


cluded— 


“cannot, however, forbear from uttering the confi- 
dent: assuraneé’ thatit will be your melanchol 

‘satisfaction’ to? adopt the most appropriate: mani- 
festations of the profound:sensibility which this 


afflicting dispensation must awaken throughout 


-the Union, and to concur in every mark of respect 
ito the memory of the distinguished: patriot who 
has been so suddenly sommoned: from the-high 


honors and responsibilities ‘of the Chief Magis- 
tracy; to-which he had been called by his gratefa 


`The Message was-then read, as follow 


Fellow-Citizenis of ‘the Senate BONE 
` and of the House of Representatives: ` 


A great man has fallen. among us, and a whole 


s: 


‘country is called to an occasion óf unexpected, 


deep, and general mourning. 
recommend to the two Flouses of Congress to 
adopt such meastires as in their discretion they may 


‘deem proper, to perform with due solemnities the 


funeral obsequies of Zacuary TasLor, late Pres- 
ident of the United States; and thereby to signify 


‘the great and affectionate regard of the American 
‘people for the memory of one whose life has been 
i devoted to the public service; whose career in 


arms has not been surpassed in usefulness or 
brilliancy; who has been so recently raised by the 
unsolicited voice of the people to the highést civil 
authority in the Government—which he adminis- 
tered. with so much honor and advantage to his 
country; and by whose sudden death, so’ many 
hopes of future usefulness have been ‘blighted 


‘forever. 


To you, Senators and Representatives of a na- 
tion in tears, I can say nothing which can alle- 
viate the sorrow with which you are oppressed. 


if appeal to you to aid me, undér the trying’ cir- 


cumstances which surround: me, in the discharge 
of the duties, from which, however much I may 
be oppressed’ by them, I dare not shrink; and £ 
rely upon Him, who holds in his hands the desti- 
nies.of nations, to endow me with the requisite 
strength for the task, and, to avert from our coun- 
try the evils apprehended from the heavy calamity 


‘which has befallen us. 


‘I shall most readily concur in whatever measures 


‘the wisdom ‘of the two Houses may suggest, as 


befitting this deeply melancholy occasion. 
“MILLARD FILLMORE, | 


Wasuineron, July 10, 1850. ` 
The reading of the message haying been con- 


“Mr. CONRAD said: : 7 

Mr, Speaker: In ‘accordance with a wish ex- 
pressed by many members, Ihave prepared a tes- 
olution adapted to the melancholy” event: which 
has just been announced, and which L purpose to 
offer to the House. Before doing so, however, Í 
would do violence to my own feelings, as a repre- 
sentative of that State of which the illustrious de- 
ceased: was a citizen and the brightest ornament, if 


| L did not offer some remarks appropriate’ to’ the 


melancholy occasion on which we are assembled, 
Seldom has an evént occurred which more stri- 
kingly illustrates the uncertainty of life and the in- 


|i stability of all earthly: greatness than the one we 


‘are called. upon to deplore. ° 

A few days ago General ‘Taylor was in his usual 
robust health. On the fourth of this month he at- 
tended some ceremonies which took place in com- 
memoration of the anniversary of our national 
independence. As the ceremonies occurred in the 
open air, it is believed that the exposure to a heat 
of unusual intensity produced the malady which, 
at about half past ten Jast night, terminated: his 


j earthly career. A great patriot has fallen!’ A 


great benefactor of his country has departed from 
among us! In a few hours a’ nation ‘will be 
plunged in mourning, and the voice of lamentation 
wilbascend from twenty millions-of people ! 

Itis not. my- purpose, ‘Mr. Speaker, to dwell at 


| length, on this occasion, on the public career and 


the military “achiévements’ of General Taylor. 
These belorig to the history of his country, and:are 


; deeply engraven on the memories and the hearts of 


his countrymen. `I prefer to dwell on those minor 
traits of *his character which, as they exert a less 
perceptible influence on thé destinies of nations, are 
100 often overlooked by historians. í ; 

‘General Taylor’s was not one of thosecharacters, 
of which‘history furnishes many conspicuous ex- 
amples, in which many défects are concealed amid 
thedazzling. splendor of a single virtue.” On the 
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luminous disc of -his character no dark spots.are 
discernible... Mis biographer will have no, great 
follies to conceal; or faults; to excuse, or crimes to 
palliate or condemn. ‘There is no dark passage.in 
dis life which justice will be. called upon tocon- 
demn, or morality to. reprove, or humanity to-de- 
plore. _ Like the finished production of an artist, 
the details of the picture are. as- correct and. as 
beautiful as the. general outline is. grand ‘and im- 
posing. i : f ” 

His heroic courage and. military genius are 
those. qualities to which he-is chiefly. indebted.-for 
his fame; and yet those who knew him. best would 
not consider them the prominent attributes of his 
“character. On the contrary, this. courage appeared 
only. an adventitious quality, occasionally de- 


veloped by circumstances requiring its exercise. | 


His. prominent characteristics; always. manifest, 
were an: unaffected -modesty, combined with ex- 
traordinary firmness, 'a stern sense of duty, and 
of justice tempered. and softened by a. spirit of 
universal. benevolence, an, inflexible integrity, a 
truthfulness -that knew no dissimulation, a sin- 
cerity and. frankness which, rendered concealment 
or disguise absolutely impossible. : 
These. were the traits that endeared him to his 
friends, and inspired with confidence all who ap- 
proached him. These were.the.qualities which in 
private life: made him the upright man, the valu- 


able citizen, the devoted friend, the affectionate | 


husband, the. fond, father, the kind. and indulgent 
master, and which, brought into. public life, made 
him the disinterested, patriot, and the faithful and 
‘conscientious functionary. His martial. courage 
was. set off: and relieved by. this. group of. civic 
virtues, as the brilhancy. of: the diamond. is. en- 
hanced by the gems of. softer ray by which: it is 
encircled. ee 

The-mass_of: the people in. all-countries possess 
.a wonderful sagacity in. detecting. the prominent 
traits of: their-distinguished. men. The American | 
people are inferior to none-in. this quality; and |; 
they soon discovered and appreciated the merits ii 
of General: Taxnor: It is not surprising, there- || 
fore, that they called him, almost.by acclamation, || 
to fill the firgt office in'their. gift. 

It.is:so,common for- the most ambitious men to | 
afféct.a;reluctancein accepting: those very honors /! 
‘which they: have long and ardently sought, that 
we are apt to, consider all, such professions as in- |! 
dicating. feelings the very reverse of those they |! 
express: Those, however, who knew General 
‘Layior well, entertained no doubt of the entire |! 
sincerity -of his declarations when. he was called |: 
‘upon,to be a candidate for the office of President. 

The excitement of politics had.no charm for one 
who had always. been. extremely averse to politi- í 
cal. controversy. : The pamp and splendor. of. the | 
presidential, mansion. had no,temptations, for. one! 
who. was-always remarkable: for the: simplicity | 
of his tastes and the frugality of his habits. Add {| 
to this that his. unaffected- modesty and inexperi- | 
. ence in public affairs led him sincerely to distrust 

-bis ability to discharge the duties of this. high and | 
responsible station. 

At no period:of our history, indeed, was the ex- | 
ecutive.chair, surrounded by more difficulties than i 
those which encompassed it when: he was called 
onto occupy it, Party spirit was still-raging with 
unabated fury; a dark cloud was: visible on. the | 
horizon, which.portended that a-storm of unusual 
violence. was, approaching,. and. would. shortly 
burst: forth. Under such.circumstances, a man | 
even of. stouter heart than his might well hesitate | 
before he consented to embark on this ‘sea of | 
troubles.’ Yielding, however, to the public voice, |! 
and to the arguments and persuasion of his friends, |! 
hedid embark. The tempest arose; and in, the | 
midst .of its . fury, while the vessel. of State was | 
tossed,to and fro, and all eyes were turned. with a | 
confidence not unmingled with. anxiety on: the | 
pilot who, calm’and collected, guided her course, : 
that:pilot was suddenly swept.from the helm! ji 
.. Here: let us.pause!: Let us avail ourselves. of | 
the momentary calm which -this sad. event has | 
produced, and. calmly survey the perils that sur- | 
round us—the lowering heavens above, the raging | 
billows below, the. breakers. on our right, the 
shoals on our left. .Let us:prepare. to meet these 
dangers like men, and like patriots, to overcome 
them., Let us not despair.of the Republic. On 


saved, and she: will be. saved. ‘The. clouds. that i 
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stars: of our Union will 
i:wented splendor. . Eg GED di 2 
|  Libeg leave to submit thei fellowing-resolutions: 


| Whereas it has pleased Divine- Providence to. remove 
from this life ZacHaRY Tax or, late:President. of the-Uni- 
ted States, the House of-Representatives, sharing in. the 
general sorrow which this melancholy event must produce, 
is‘desirous of manifesting’ its sensibility on the occasion’; 
| Therefore, E Ap E A : * pray 
Resolved, That a committee, consisting of mem- 
bers, be appointed on the part of this House, to meet, such 
committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, 
‘to consider and report what measures it may be deemed 
proper to adopt in order to show the respect and affeetion 
of Congress for the memory of the illustrious deceased, and 
to make the necessary arrangements for his funeral. : 
be communicated to the 


againshine forth with their 


Resolved, ‘That this resolution’ 
Senate. 


Mr. WINTHROP rose to second the resolu- 
| tions, and proceeded as follows: 

1; Tt would: not be easily excused, Mr. Speaker, 
by those whom. I represent in this Hall, if there 
were no Massachusetts voice to respond to the 


| upon her illustrious’ and lamented’ son. 
| neither my personal feelings nor my political: rela- 
! tions to the living ór to the dead, would permit me 
| to-remain altogether silent:on this occasion: And 
yet, sir, I confess, I know not how to’ say any- 
thing satisfactory to myself, or suitable to the cir- 
enmstances of. the hour. 

| ‘Pheevent which has just been officially announced, 
| has come upon us so suddenly—has so over- 
if whelmed-us with mingled emotions of surprise and 
| sadness—that all ordinary forms. of. expression 
i seem to lose their significance, and one would fain 


bow- his. head to the blow. in silence, until its first ! 


shock hasin some degree passed away. 


Certainly; sir, no one can: fail to realize that a: 


most momentous and mysterious’ Providence has 
been manifested in our midst. Atamoment when, 
more than almost ever before in our history, the 
destinies of our country seemed, to all human sight, 
to be inseparably associated with the character and 
conduct of its. Chief Executive Magistrate, that 
Magistrate has been summoned from his post, by 


the only messenger whose mandates he might not | 


have defied, and has been withdrawn forever from 
the sphere of human existence! 

There are those of ws, I need not say, sir, who 
had looked to him with affection and: reverence as 
our chosen leader and guide in the difficulties and 
perplexities by which we are surrounded. There 


| are those of us, who had relied confidently on him, 


as upon no other man, to uphold the Constitution 
and maintain the Union of the country in that fa- 
ture,. upon which. ‘clouds and. darkness”? may 
well be said to rest; And, as we now behold him, 
borne away by the hand of: God from our sight, 
in the very hour of peril, we can hardly repress 
the exclamation, which was applied.to the depart- 
ing prophet of old: “My father, my father! the 
chariot of Israel, and the horsemen thereof.” 
Let me nat even seem to imply, however, that 
the death of General Tayzor isanything less than 
a national loss. 


which we can only ‘offer the assurance of. our 
heartfelt sympathy. There is, too, a peculiar sor- 
row for his political friends and supporters, which 
we would not affect to conceal. But the whole 
people of the United States will feel and will bear 


witness, when they receive these “melancholy ||. 


tidings, that:they have all been called to sustain.a 
most afflicting national bereavement. 
I hazard nothing, sir, in saving, that the roll of 


our-Chief: Magistrates, since 1789, illustrious as it | 


is, presents the-name of no man who has enjoyed 


a higher reputation with his contemporaries, or | 


who will enjoy-a higher reputation with posterity 
than Zacuary TavLor, for some of the best and 
noblest qualities which adorn our nature. 


His: indomitable courage, his unimpeachable | 


honesty, his Spartan simplicity.and sagacity, his 
frankness, kindness, moderation; and magnanim- 
ity, his fidelity to his friends, his- generosity and 
humanity to his enemies, the purity. of-his private 
life, the ‘patriotism: of bis public principles, will 
never cease to be cherished in the grateful remem- 
brance of ‘all 
jeans. 


| eulogy which. has been pronounced by Louisiana | 
Indeed,. 


There may be, and we know í 
there is, in this event, a privileged and preéminent | 
grief for his immediate family and relatives, to | 


has: met, save. only that last enemy, to which, 
must all, in turn, surrender. : ce 
thehr fpe- 


` -Asa civilian and statesman, during 

ried in which:he has. been permitted to. enjo: 
transcendant honors which a grateful countrg-had 
awarded: him, he has.given proof. ofa devotion to 
duty of an attachment:to: the Constitution: and:the 
Union, of a patriotic. determination to. rm: the 


heart. J 
But he has fallen almost.at the thresh 


{ old.of -his 
civil career, and at a. moment when, some of. us 
were looking: to. him to render. services to` the 
country, which we had thought. no other:man 
could perform. Certainly, sir, he has. died too. soon 
for everybody but himself. We can hardly. find:it 
in our hearts to repine, that the good old-man has 


gone: to. his rest. We. would not. disturb the 
repose in which the brave.old soldier sleeps.. Elis 
part in life had: been long and faithfully performed. 
In his. own last words, “:he-had always.done: bis 
duty, and he was not afraid, to.die..’ “But ourse- 
greis for ourselves and for our.country are: deep, 
strong, and-unfeigned. pears, athe ait 
Sir, it. was a fit and. beautiful circumstance, in 
the close of such a career; that. his last official ap» 
pearance was at the celebration. of the, Birthday 
of wur National Independence, and, more: espe- 
cially, that his last public. act was anactof homage 
to the memory of him whose example he had 
ever revered and followed, and. who; ashe himself 
so well said, ‘* was, by so many titles, the Father 
of his Country.” wis hay aa E 
And now, Mr. Speaker, let us hope that: thig 
event may teach us all how. vain. is our reliance 
upon any arm of flesh. Let us hope. that it may 
impress us-with a solemn sense.of. our national as 
well as individual dependence on a higher, than 
human power. Let.us remember, sir, that. ‘the 
Lord is king, be the, people. never so impatients 
that he sitteth between the cherubim,,be the-earth 


| never. so unquiet.”? Let. us—in, Janguage-.which 


is now. hallowed: to.us,-as-having. been. the closing 
and crowning. sentiment of the brief but admirable 
Inaugural Address with. which: ; this. illustrious 
patriot- opened. hig, presidential term; and. which 
it is my-privilege to, read.at this moment from the 
very copy from which: it was. originally, read. by 
himself to the American. people, on. the:4th day of 
March, 1849—let: us, in language: in which “he; 
being dead, yet speaketh”’—* Let ws: invoke a conr 
“tinuance of the same Protecting Care which has led 
c us from small beginnings to the eminence we this day 
t occupy; and.let us seek to deserve that continuance by 
‘prudence and. moderation in. our councils; by-welle 
< directed.attempts-to. assuage the bitterness which too 
‘ often marks unavoidable: differences. of- opinion ;.. by 
‘the promulgation and: practice of. just: and- liberal 
< principles; and by an enlarged. patriotisms which shalt 
* acknowledge no. limits but those- of. -owr.own-wide» 
‘ spread Republic.” Sage ia 


Mr. BAKER said: Mr, Speaker, it is often said 


| of.sorrow, that, like death, it levels all distinctions, 


The humblest heart can heave a sigh as deepas the 
proudest; and I avail myself of this mournful priv- 
lege to swell the accents of grief which have been 
poured forth to-day with a larger though not more 
sincere utterance. A-second. time since the forma- 
tion of this Governmenta President of the United 
States bas: been stricken by death in the perform-~ 
ance of his great-duties.. The blow which strikes 
the man falls upen anation’s heart, and the words 


! of saddened: praise which fall upon aur cars to- 
| days 


and here, are but echoes of the thoughts that 
throng.in the hearts of. the millions that mourn 
him. everywhere. You. have no doubt, observed, 
sir, that. in the first. moments. of a great loss the 
instincts of affection prompt-us to summon up. the 
good and great qualities. of. those for whom we 
weep, It is a wise ordination of. Divine Provi- 
dence; a generous pride tempers and. restrains the 
bitterness of .gricf, and noble deeds. and heroic vir- 
tues shed a consoling light upon the tomb.» It, ig 
in this ‘spirit. that Į recur for an instant, and for-an 
instant only; to the. events of,a-history.fresh:in 
the remembrance of. the nation and; thes vorlds 
The late President.of the United States has devoted 
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his whole life to the service of his country.’ Of a 
nature singularly unambitious, hë seems to have 
-combined the utmost gentleness’ of manner with 
the greatest firmness of purpose.’ For more than 
thirty years the duties of his station*confined him 
to a sphere where only those who’knew him most 
intimately could perceive thë qualities which dan- 
ger qatcitened and brightened into sublimity and 
grandeur. In the late war with Great Britain he 


was but a captain; yet the little band who defended i|- 


Fort Harrison saw amid th@a@iioke -of -batfle: that 
they were commanded bya man fit for his station. 
In the Florida campaign he commanded but a 
brigade; yet his leadership not only evinced cour- 
age and conduct, but inspired these qualities ‘in 
the meanest soldier in his ranks. He begun the 
Mexican campaign at the head only of a division; 
yet as the events of the war swelled that division 
into an army, so thé crisis kindled hiny into higher 
resolves and nobler actions, till the succéssive 
steps of advance became the 
victory. : i | 
Mr. Speaker, as we review the brilliant and 
stirring passages of the events to which I refer, it 
is notin the power even of sudden grief to sup- 
press the admiration which thrills our hearts. 
‘When, sir, has there been such a: campaign— 
when such soldiers -to be led—and when such !/ 
qualities of leadership so variously combined ? 
How simple, but yet how grand, was ‘the an- 
nouncement, ‘+ In whatever force the enemy may 
be, I shall fight him.” It gave Palo Alto and | 
Resaca to our banner. How steadfast the resolu- | 
tion that impelled the advance to Monterey! How 
stirring the courage which beleaguered the frown- 
ing city—which stormed the barricaded street— | 
which carried the embattled heights, and won and | 
kept the whole! ‘Nor, sir, can we forget that in 
the flush of victory, the gentle héart stayed the | 
bold hand, while the conquering soldicr offered 
sacrifices on the altar of pity, amid all the exulta- | 
tion of triumph. 
“© Sir, I may not stop to speak of the achievements | 
of Buena Vista: they are deeds that will never die— | 
it was the great event of the age, a contest of races 
and institutions. An army of volunteers, engaged 
not in an impetuous advance, butin a stern defence | 
of chosen ground against superior force, and in 
ùa last extremity—men who had never seen 
fire faced the foe with the steadiness of veterans. | 
Sir, as long as those frowning heights and bloody 
ravines shall remain, these recollections will en- 
dure, and with them, the name of the man who 
steadied every rank, and kindled every eye, by the 
indomitable resolution which would not yield, and 


greatest perils. It was from scenes like these he 
was called to the Chief Magistracy. It was a sum- | 
mons unexpected and unsought—the spontaneous 
expression of a noble confidence, the just reward 


of great actions. “It may not be proper to speak || 


here and now of the manner which these new du- 
ties were exectted; but J may say, that here, as 
everywhere else, he exhibited the same firmness 
and decision which had marked his life. He was 
‘honest and unostentatious; he obeyed the law and 
loved the Constitution; he dealt with difficult 
questions with a singleness of purpose which is 


assured march of || 


! 
the truest pilot amid storms. Nor can it be doubted | 
that when impartial history shall record the events | 
of his administration, they will be found worthy ; 
of his past life, and a.firm foundation for his fu- | 
ture renown. eth io 


great Athenian philosopher was inquired of by the | 
Lydian king as to who was the happiest among | 
men, he declared that no man should: be pro- | 
nounced happy till his death, The President of | 
the United States has so finished a noble life, as to | 


justify the pride and admiration of his country- if 


men—he has faced the last enemy with a manly 
firmness and a becoming resolution. He died 
where an American citizen would most desire to 
die—not amid embattled hosts and charging squad- | 
rons, but amid weeping friends and an anxious 
nation—in the house provided by its gratitude, } 
only to be taken thence, to a “house not made 
with hands, eternal in the Heavens.”? 

Sir, in the death which has caused so much dis- | 
may, there is a becoming resemblance to the life | 
which has created so much confidence. His clos- | 
ing hours were marked with a beautiful calmness; 
his last expressions indicated a manly sense of his 
own worth, and a consciousness that he had done 


i 
| 


his daty.- Nor can [omit to remark, that itis this 
sense of the obligation of duty which appears to 
have been the true ba&is of his character. In boy- 
hood and in age—as. Captain and as General— 
whether defending a fort against savages, or exer- 
cising the functions of the Chief Magistracy, duty, 


‘rather than glory—self-approval, rather than re- 


nown, have prompted the deeds which have made 
him immortal. = ` fs 

Mr. Speaker, the character upon which death 
has just: set-his seal. is ‘filled with beautiful and 


impressive contrasts;—a warrior, he loved peace; 


a` man of action, he sighed for retirement. Amid 
the events which crowned him with fame, he 
counseled a withdrawal of our troops. -And, 
whether at the head of armies, or in the Chair of 
State, he appeared as utterly. unconscious of his 
great renown as if no banners had drooped at 
his word, or as if no gleam of glory shone 
through. his whitened hair. It isrelated of Epami- 
nondas, that when fatally wounded at the battle 
of Mantinea, they: bore him to a height from 
whence, with fading glance, he surveyed the for- 
tunes of the fight, and when the field was won, 
laid himself down to die; the friends who gathered 
around him wept his early fall; and passionately 
expressed their sorrow that he died ‘childless. 
“ Not so,” said the hero, with his last breath, 
‘for do [ not leave two fair daughters, Leuctra 
and Mantinea?” General Taylor is more fortunate, 


since he leaves an excellent and: most. worthy | 


family to deplore his loss and inherit his glory. 
Nor is he fortunate in this only, since, like Epami- 
nondas, he leaves not only two battles, but four— 
Palo Alto, Resaca, Monterey, Buena Vista—the 
grand creations of his genius and valor, to be re- 
membered as long as truth and courage appeal to 
thé human heart. 7 


Mr. Speaker, the occasion and the scene im- | 
press upon us a deep sense of the instability of ! 
all human concerns, so beautifully alluded -to by | 
my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wieruror.] ' 


The great southern Senator. is no longer among 
us. The President during whose administration 
the war commenced, sleeps in “the house ap- 
pointed forall the living;” and the great soldier 
who led the advance and. assured: the triumph, 
“lies like a warrior taking his rest.” Ab! sir, 
if in this assemblage there is a man whose heart 
beats with a: tumultuous and unrestrained am- 
bition, let him to-day stand by the bier upon 
which that lifeless body is laidy.and learn how 
much of human greatness fades in an hour; but 
if there be another man here whose fainting heart 


OF K J | shrinks from a noble purpose, let him, too, visit 
the exalted spirit which rose highest amid the Í| 


those sacred remains, to be reminded how much 
there is in true glory that can never die. 


Mr. BAYLY said: Mr. Speaker, representing in 


part the native State of the illustrious dead, it may | 


not be improper for me, in behalf of her delegation, 


, toadd a word to what has already been said. How- 


ever much she may have differed with him while 


| living, there is not one that-mourns more deeply his 


sudden death. No State felt a loftier pride in his 
military achievements, or admired more his private 
virtues. 
sorrow upon his bier. : 
T hepe it will not be deemed inappropriate fo 
me to indulge in some reflections suggested by the 
occasion. For the second time, Mr. Speaker, in 


ii our political history, our National Government is | 
ae || to be subjected to the trial of being administered 
You remember, Mr. Speaker, that when the || 


bv a President not elected by the people to that 
office. 
must be still more so. 
ation now from’ what it was then! 


How different is our situ- 
Then, it is 


true, we were in a condition of high political’ ex- į 


citement. But it was the elevation or downfall of 
parties which depended upon the result. Now 
we are inthe midst of an angry sectional strife, 


i threatening the very existence of the Government 


itself. If that crisis required prudence, modera- 
tion, and wisdom to insure success to the experi- 
ment, how much more will the one in which we 
now find ourselves demand the exercise of those 
high qualities! Sir, in the very midst of the tem- 
pest, when the storm is howling about us, and 


when all is uncertainty and alarm, the Captain has | 


been unexpectedly swept from the deck, and the 
second in command has just taken charge of the 
helm. If this loss has added to their anxiety, it 
but increases the obligation of fidelity on the part 
of the crew, upon whose fidelity at last the safety 


None will drop a tear of more heartfelt :| 


The first was severe enough; but this | 


of the ship dépends. Sir, we, that crew, owe it 
‘to ourselves; to those who have trusted us where 
we are—we oweit to mankind to save her from 
her perils. 

Heretofore, when deluges have swept over. the 
eastern continent, heaving off before them the ves- 
tiges of liberty, our country has been looked to as 
the Mount Ararat, upon’ which the Ark, laden 
with-all that was:dear to liberty, might rest in 
safety. Shall we now fan the internal fires which 
are kindling in its bosom, and. convert it into a 
terrible volcano, eructating its dreadful lava, and 
spreading ruin and devastation around—an. object 
to be avoided rather than sought? My ardent 
prayer is, that there is still enough of the spirit of 
our fathers among us to'save mankind from this 
awful catastrophe. : pu 
‘Sir, as much as I have always admired ‘our. in- 
stitutions, I am. free to admit that 1 have. never 


„séen their beauties in bolder relief than to-day. 


‘The scene which has just been enacted before us, 
has converted my admiration, as I doubt not it 
has that- of all of us, almost into idolatry itself. 
‘Inthe ‘niidst of such a crisis as the Union of these 
States never found itself in before—one threatening 
its downfall—in the very focus of the excitement 
which has produced it, we have seen the exccutive 
branch of the Government, with all of its enor- 
mous power, pass, without the conflict of dynas- 
ties, without the presence of a soldier, or even a 
police officer, so quietly from one set of hands to 
another, that but for the sadness which rests upon 
the brows of those around me, no one would con- 
jecture that anything unusual had occurred! Where 
else could such a scefie be witnessed? In the his- 
tory of what other Government ‘is: its parallel: to 
be found? Is there’ not: enough—Tf appeal to my 
countryman—in the reflections suggested by what 
is passing around us to awaken the: nation to a 
sense of that justice and patriotism by which alone 
can the blessings we enjoy be preserved to our- 
selves and mankind? i 


Mr. HILLIARD rose and said: Mr. Speaker, 


at the suggestion of those in whose judgment I 


have confidence, I rise to offer an ‘humble tribute 
to. the memory of the great man who has jast 
fallen in our midst.: If he were living, 1 should 
leave others to ‘eulogize him—as he is dead, I 
choose to speak of him.: And yet E am so over- 
~whelmed by the event which has just occurred, 
that I can scarcely find language to express what I 
feel. Some events are’so impressive“ that they 
leave little occasion for words—they ave too great 
to be enlarged on. Tam’ almost ready to follow 
the example of a great French orator, who, ‘when 
called on to pronounce a funeral oration upon a 
deceased monarch, laid his hand upon the head-of 
the dead king, and exclaimed: “t There is nothing 
great but God.” Sir, there is nothing great but 
God. g 

General Tavror’s whole career illustrated the 
high qualities which so eminently distinguished 
him. I do not dwell upon his battle-fields—they 
belong to history, and they will find a place upon 
the brightest pages which record ‘such: exploits. 
Nor shall I speak of his courage-it is unneces- 
sary; that is attested“ by hard-fought fields, and 
brilliant victories won under his eye against over- 
whelming numbers. But I wish to speak of that 
high sense of duty which characterized his whole 
life—that steady purpose to do what he believed 
tó be right, at all times and in all places. In the 
performance of duty, nothing could move him— 
he marched directly upon the road where that 
called him. The reference to-this trait in his char- 
acter-has been appropriately made: by the gentle- 
man from illinois, [Mr. Baxer,] and it deserves 
to be observed and dwelt upon. . To him, as fully 
as to any one I have ever known, may be applied 
the high eulogium of “ incorruptu JSides’’—he kept 
his faith with all men. You might dissent from 
his opinions—you might find fault with his judg- 
ment, but when he took-his position, he kept it— 
his sense of duty sustained him, and opposition 
only served to make him the more steadfast in 


| holding it. 


It is said of Napoleon, that the great quality 
which distinguished him, next to his genius, was 
his love of glory; so that when he marched his 
army into Egypt, the appeal which he made to 
them on the eve of battle was, “Soldiers, forty 
centuries look down upon you from these pyra- 
mids.” 
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General Taylor rather resembled Lord Nelson, 
who; when abont tó engage the enemy’s fleet, sent 
to his several officers in command of.his ships the 
words,“ England expects every man to do his duty.” 

This was the constant aim of the illustrious man 
who has just been called away from us; This 
great quality which sheds such lustre upon- his 
name, gave him that success which so uniformly 
attended: him.: When about to engage in battle at 
-Buena Vista with the overwhelming’ army op- 
posed to him, he comprehended the danger which 
invested him, but he had made-up his mind thatit 
was his duty to stand there, and in his own beau- 
tiful language, written before the engagement, he 
- Tooked to Providence fora good result 
i General Taylor’s character was Americah—dis- 
tinctly and decidedly American. He was invited 
to quit the army and take the Chief Magistracy of 
the Government. He did so with unaffected re- 
luctance, from a sincere: distrust: of his fitness for 
‘such a station. But as in the army he had obeyed 
every order of his Government, he now obeyed 
the call: of his: countrymen, and laying aside his 
plumed hat, his epaulets, ‘and his sword, he 
entered upon the functions ‘of his new and great 
position with an honest purpose to do his duty. 

Unlike Cesar, who repelled the proffered crown 


while he coveted it, he came with diffidence to the |! 


high position to which he had been called, and 
unostentatiously employed himself with its appro- 
‘priate “duties; his whole course evincing his 
-profound sense of the value of constitutional lib- 
erty, and his manners illustrating the beautiful 
‘Simplicity of his character. : 

Sir, this illustrious man is called away from us 
àt a moment most critical. Never have I known 
-the' Republic in such peril as now surrounds it. 
‘My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WINTHROP] 
has well said that it is so clearly an interposition 
of Providence, that he is ready to exclaim, “ The 
chariots of Israel and the horsemen thereof.” 
Sir, Lagree to this. It is an ‘interpcsition’ of 
‘Providence; and it comes to tis in a trying hour. 
But I'am not dismayed. My trust in Providence 
‘js unshaken. Our ‘country has been delivered, 
guided, made glorious, by a good Providence. It 
will: be so still’ ` I remember, when the prophet 
referred to by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wiyrrop,] Was surrounded by a hostile 
‘force, and all hope of escape seemed cut-off, that 
a young man who was with him cried out in great 
fear; and the reply of the prophet was, a prayer 
that the young man’s eyes might be opened. He 
‘then saw thatall within the hostile lines were “ char- 
iots and horsemen of fire,” ready to succor and 

“to deliver the beleaguered city.. So will it be with 
us. The dangers which threaten us will be averted, 
and, I trust, forever disposed of. 

a: The solemn event which has just occurred, will 
arrest the angry cutrent which has swept us on so 
fiercely. Jt imposes a truce at least for a season, 
‘upon contending parties. Inthe mean while, a 
better feeling. may ‘spring up; and we may ask, 
4¢ Why do we struggle with each other? . Are we 
not brethren??? The nation will be impressed 
withthe bereavement which it has suffered, and 
the tide of sorrow which sweeps throughout the 
country, will admonish us to agree in wise, patri- 
otic, and fraternal counsels. The very event which 
we deplore, and which we regard as a calamity, 
will be overruled for good; and Fig that sitteth on 
high, mightier than’the water-floods, will put forth 
his power and cause a great calm. 

Sir, death is’ at all times a solemn event; it 
touches both time and eternity; it terminates an 
earthly existence; it opens an immortal one. But 
this-death will strike the world as an event marked 
by more than common solemnity. We mingle 
‘our tears over the bier of the Chief Magistrate of a 
great nation, We will honorhis memory, and we 
‘will claim his fame for his whole country. Hence- 
forth he belongs to his country, and his name is a 
part `of our common inheritance. His last public 
act was in honor of the memory of Washington: 
he fixed his eyes upon that noble monument which 
is rising to the skies, built up by the present gen- 
eration for'one whom all called blessed. By this 
time he has, it may be hoped, met the revered 
Father of his Country in a world where their com- 
panjonship will be eternal. His'memory is safe— 
no human events can now affect it; the great qual- 
ities, the private virtues, the public services—all 
that is precious in his memory, has received the 


seal of death. 


i Senate. : 


| swerved. 


! ings, I may be indulged in responding to an invi- | 
| tation of some friends around me, by giving public 


| ship and respect which I entertain for the illustrious |! 


| remarks, without expressing my abiding: trust 


“'he love where death hath set his seal, 
Nor age ean chill, nor rival steal, 
: Nor falsehood disavow. 20 7. 

A. message was received from the Senate, by 
L. H. Macan, Esq., informing the House that 
that body had passed a ‘resolution for the appoint- 
ment of a committee, to-join such committee: as 
might be appointed on -the part of the House, to 
consider and report measures proper-to be adopted, 
to show the respect and. affection of: Congress for 
the memory of .the illustrious deceased, and. to 
make -the necessary arrangements for his funeral; || 
and..that they had appointed Messrs. WEBSTER, 
Cass, and Kine, the committee on the part of the 


: The reading of the message having been con- 
cluded— . : 

Mr.J. A. KING, said: Mr. Speaker, ! desire to 
say a few words on the sad and overwhelming event 
which has caused us to assemble here this day. In 
grief and in sorrow, in honor and respect, we are 
called upon to bow with submission to the inevitable 
willof Him, in whose hands are the issues of lifeand 
death—to mourn thé loss of one, who, during along 
career of distinguished and patriotic services, had 
endeared: himself to the hearts of the. American 
people—to look firmly, but. without despair, at 
the sudden death of the Chief Magistrate of the 
millions of freemen over whose destinies: he but 
yesterday presided in health and in honor—to 
acknowledge and confess the- eminent services 
which in war he rendered to his country—to -bear 
our testimony to the moderation, the wisdom, and 
the firmness of his conduct, as the chosen head of |/ 
the nation—to declare the hope’ which ‘sprang in 
every bosom, while the short struggle for life en- 
dured, that that life, if not for his, for their sakes, 
might be spared—to manifest, so far as words can 
express them, the feelings of desolation which 
reign unchecked in every hosom on account of the 
sad-bereavement. The character of him whom 
we mourn, was made up of elements which never 
fail to win the attachment: -and confidence of the 
American people. Frank, direct, humane, yet 
firm of purpose, he brought to the consideration of | 
questions of difficulty, a clear and unbiassed judg- 
ment—a decision which, once fairly made, never 
The consequences were, snecess and 
honor for himself and his country. Few ever 
could boast a greater or a better influence over the 
hearts ofthe people; and that generous attach- 
ment which cheered: him while living, will mourh 
him—dead. We lament. him as our glory and 
defence—as the head and hope of this great Con- 
federacy. 

But yet we are not left without hope, without 
alleviation. One yet remains to us, who is to fill 
the honored chair of: State—one whose public 
and. private character needs no eulogy—one in 
whom the mild and best qualities of a statesman 
are fairly mingled. Let us give him our confi- į 
dence; let us cheer him in the performance of this, 
his unexpected and most undesired duties. Let 
us cast-upon him the mantle of our hopes and our 
confidence, for he deserved and will honorably 
wear it. 

Mr. Sneaker, there are those of the household 
of the distinguished and lamented dead, whose 
bereavement is deepest, and whose broken hearts 
no human consolation can reach. Let our anxious 
thoughts be directed, and our warmest. sympathies 
be poured out in their behalf; for they have borne | 
themselves gently, in the position they have been 
called upon to fill. -I cannot ‘close, sir, these brief 


that the dispensations of an overruling Providence, |! 
whose will we: may not question, may still be or- |! 
dered for the honor, the safety, and the glory of | 
the Republic. 


Mr. McL.ANE, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, 1 
hope, sir, late as the hour is inthis day’s proceed- 


expression to those sentiments of personal friend- 


deceased; and when I say, sir, that my acquaint- | 
ance with General Tayuorx had its origin long | 
before either he or I had engaged in the. heated 
strifes of political life—when we both served under | 
the same flag, as brethren in arms—I shall not be į 
deemed obtrusive. He was then, sir, in command | 
of the army in Florida, and I was an humble offi- | 
cer of one of the corps of thatarmy. At this period || 
of his life, he was already distinguished by those |i 


| 
r 
| 
| 
| 
| 


thigh qualities of courage, fortitude, and virtue, in 
| the discharge of his public duties, as he was for 


that extraordinary benevolence and kindness which 
so endeared him to his family and friends,’ Sir; I 
formed for him then a respect and friendship which 
I retained undiminished to the hour of his death; 
and which shail be cherished for his memory, now 
that the hand of God has translated him from the 
scene of bis earthly life and triats = 0 0 50s 

Subsequently, sir, I again met General "Taylor, 
at the head of his ay in the valley of the Rio 
Grande. ` F delivere: him in his camp at Mon- 
terey, the orders of his Government, ‘which: ani 
nounced to him, that the military’ plans and policy 
of the country were’to be materially modified’ and 
changed. The northern States of Mexico, then 
about tobe invaded, were to be left unmolested, and 
the entire military power of our people was to be 
directed upon the city of Mexico, by a new line'of 
operations. Those operations, sir, left him to the 
comparatively humble° task of a defensive cam- 
paign in the valley of the Rio Grande, while the 
more glorious and decisive movement upon. the 
city of Mexico, seemed likely to fall to the lot of 


i some more fortunate ‘commander. On this otta- 


sion; sir, it was my privilege and my duty to’ con- 
fer with him fully and confidentially on the part 


-of bis Government, ahd it afforded me, sir, the op- 


portunity to witness once more a rare display of 
those qualities to which Ihave already referred, of 
fortitude, and courage, and patiencé, ‘and I must 
add fidelity to the Government which he served: 
It is not for me, at this moment, when I have‘ so 
unexpectedly, but I hope not intrusively, touched 
this topic, to refer to those extraordinary events, 
which soon followed, and which. invested his de- 
fensive position with singular and startling im- 
portance, and which finally led him to the field of 
Buena Vista, where he accomplished a victory 80° 
brilliant and wonderful, that ‘it must rest, sir, as 
the crown. of glory to that’ war, while it will 
through all time adorn his fame as an illustrious 
soldier. My reference to these events, sir, is that f 
may mark my association with General Taylor, to 
events near to his own personal famé ‘and honor, 
and apart from those passages in life, when he was 
necessarily associated with the political and, par- 
tisan excitements of the country; this course’ en- 
ables me, sir, not only to forego, but to be alto- 
gether insensible to any influences they might 
excite, and to render his memory on this occasion, 
my most profound homage and respect. As’ thé 
statesman, sir, he was necessarily exposed to” en- 
counter the strife of contending” sentiment: ‘and 
opinion, and T feel happy, sit, at this instant, that 
I knew him in a life of high and noble action, “in 


i which he developed the highest attributes of Amer- 


ican character—patriotism. And whatever might 
be the relation we would respectively hold to his 
political opinions or policy, it is cheering to feel 
that his life has left us all an example, displaying 
qualities of the head and heart, which to cultivate 
and cherish, should be our first and chief duty, 


| This humble tribute, plainly and I fear imperfectly. 
; expressed, I beg to su } wn p ‘and 
; far the people I represent, with a further ‘expres* 


bmit on my ‘own. part," and 


sion of condolence for those who remain to mourn 
the loss of a husband, father, brother and friend.“ 


m 
T 
fame was the pride of the people. |. a 
I have not arisen to dwell upon -his exploits, or 


to recount his many virtues. These can derive 
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sou th, 


without rashness; stern, without, harshness;. wod- 
esl, without bashfulness; sagacious, without, cun- 
ning; apt, without. flippancy; intelligent, without 
the pedantry of learning; benevolent, without 
astentatiqn; sincere and honest as-the sun, the 
t: noble old. Roman’? has lain down’ his, harness— 
his taskis done. He has fallen, as falls, the sum- 
mer tree. in the bloom of its honors, before the 
blight of autumn has seared a. leaf that adorns it. 
The image of. his, great. character is indelibly im- 
pressed upon the hearts: of his. countrymen, and 
the lines thereof, f 
« By just degrees. will every moment rise, t 
Fill the wide earth, and gain pon the skies.” 


_At the honored. urn ‘which holds the remains of | 


our beloved and departed chief, Kentucky asks a 
-place among her sisters, to baptize it with the tears 
of sincere sorrow, and to attest her sense of the 
common loss. Participating entirely in the feel- 
ing which, follows.-into, retirement the bereaved 
fa of, the illustrious deceased, desire to offer 
to them, in behalf of the representatives and peo- 
ple: of. the Commonwealth. of Kentucky, (and | 


LITTLEFIELD. . 

The resolution was. then unanimously concurred 
in. 

And, on motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Mis- 
sissippi, the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock. i . 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 11, 1850. 

The Srcrerary called the Senate to order at 

eleven o'clock. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEM. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Secretary, Tam aware 
that, in the course I am about to pursue, I differ 
from that which is prescribed by our rules, Itrust, 
however, for the sake of dispatch, and in view of 
the good feeling which 
unanimous consent will be given to it. I, there- 
fore, move that the senior Senator from Alabama, 
the honorable Wirtiam R. Kine, be appointed 
President pro tem. of this body. `°- 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr: Secretary, I desire to ex- 


press for myself my entiré assent, to the resolution ! 


-which has been offered by the Senator from New 
York, and I trust that it will meet with unanimous 
accepiance on the part of the Senate, cA 
The motion was unanimously agreed to, 
Mr. KING, having been conducted to the chair 


prevails in this body, that | 


|| warm and gratified feelings which 


; resentatives of: the sovereign States of this Union. 
4 to- have placéd:me‘in: this disti 


| and pride. T- 
| always feel in every- situation in which IE may be 


comet 9 


ij marks. 


| and offered his resolution - 
| absence having been occasioned ‘by the fact that I 


| ened the public peace 


E 


by Messrs. Drcxı 
said: ; A 
Senators: Words could but fee 


son. and BERRIEN, rose and 


bly express, the 
have penetrated 
my heart by this manifestation of. kindness and. 
confidence, so unanimously displayed by the rep- 
Had it been. the pleasure of my political friends 
nguished. position, 
it would have’ been. to. me'a source of gratification 
“Eshould: have felt, as I trust I -shali 


| 
| 
| 
f 
| 
| 


placed; that there was imposed upon me a solemn 


with faithfulness and impartiality. How much 
higher, then, Senators, is:the: obligation:imposed 


l 
obligation to: discharge. the-duties:-of the position || 


upon me to discharge these duties with the utmost | 
faithfulness and+im partiality, when I am called to | 
this place. by-no “political party, by no sectional ' 
feeling, but by the unanimous expression’ of the | 
wishes of the Senators in Congress assembled. ` 
While [ preside:here E shall endeavor to enforce | 
mildly, but: firmly, and I trust- impartially, all the 
rules for the government of this body. _ L shall en: 
deavor to apply the parliamentary law as it is laid 
down in the books, upon every occasion, believing, ; 
as I honestly do, from: long experience ane- obser- | 
vation, that it is promotive of :thé harmony of the | 
body ‘and of. sound: legislation. Should f err, I i 
look:to my brother Sènators, in a spirit of kind- i 
ness, to correct my errors. To such corrections I 
shall always submit: with the greatest pleasure. 


COMMITTEE, OF ARRANGEMENTS. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Mi. President, the joint | 
committee of the two. Houses, appointed yesterday : 
to. make. arrangements for the funeral of the late 
President of -the United States, have assembled 
this morning, and, as far as practicable, have 
agreed: upon-a report, which I am directed to pre- 
sent to the Senate. -1 hope the Senate wilh adopt 
that report, in part; for there are still, remaining ; 
some subordinate arrangements.to be attended to | 
by the committee. ee f | 

[This report will be found in the House pro- | 
ceedings. ; : : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD... My. President, the re- | 
port just. made having brought up again to the ` 
attention of the Senate the death of. the late Presi- i 
dent of the United: States, and being absent yes- | 
terday when the gentleman. from Louisiana (Mr. | 
Downs] made his eloquent and appropriate address, | 
Supon that subject—that 


was appointed as one of the committee on the part 
of the Senate to wait upon Mr. FiLLmareg, to make | 
atran,ements preparatory to.his taking the. oath | 
of office—I throw myself upon the indulgence of 
the Senate, and beg permission to make a few re- ` 


I was among the earliest to advocate the election 
of General Taylor, and, in common with a very | 
large majority of the people of my State, gave. him | 
a most.cordial support.. Ele had been raised amon 
us. Fis character was formed and ‘developed by , 
associations with the pioneers of the western wil- i 
derness; with those who encountered the difficul- | 
ties and, privations of settling and improving the ` 
most fertile region of the globe; and who, almost 
unaided by Government, relying exclusively upon 
their own individual resources and energies, suc- 
cessfully resisted the persevering efforts of numer- | 
ous hordes of warlike savages to expel them from | 
the country. His father, Richard Taylor, a sol- : 
dier.of.the Revolution, was eminently qualified to | 
infuse into the mind. of his son those sentiments of | 
ardent patriotism and lofty heroism which per- 
vaded. all classes with whom Zachary Taylor as- | 
sociated when a boy. Well do I remember that | 
father; for I was associated with him in the Legis- | 
lature of Kentucky, at.a time when questions of | 
constitutional law deeply agitated the entire State, | 
and when rancorous and bitter politicians threat- 
, and dared to talk of blood- | 
w conciliatingly, how calmly, : 
that father demeaned himself | 
amidst the storms of debate. and the fierce colli- 
sions of conflicting opinions. 
he was the admirable 
‘Buena Vista, . 


shed. 1 remember ho 
and yet how firmly, 


prototype of the hero of | 


In these respects || 


:| equally.or better able to calm political diss 
| and to, extricate the,countey. from. impending. dan- 


a strong: predilection-for military life, Fortunately 
‘for-his own fame; fortunately for the glory- of his 
country, in-youth hepaton the armor ofa soldier. 
What. followed. is well-known: history, and needs 

no repetition heres: = = j 
A, grateful. country, penetrated: by a deep.con- 
Viction.of the intuitive sagacity-and elevated patri- 
olism of: General -Taylor,. united. -with..military 
achievements of unsurpassed. splendor, and. aper- 
sonal character for. truth and honesty. without a 
superior; made him Chief. Magistrate... The provi- 
derce of: God: has terminated ‘his. earthly: career, 
during this the first session of Congressi.since:his 
inauguration. Elis father. was permitted, toive and 
take an efficient ‘part in accomplishing thosemeas- 
ures. which relieved Kentucky from the threatened 
horrors of civil war.. The son has been. taken 
hence ta: the world of spirits, before those agitating 
questions: which now-excite Congress andthe peo- 
ple, and ‘threaten the destruction.of. the Govern- 
ment, have been settled: Mysterious, Providence! 
There were thousands and. hundreds of thousands 
of our. countrymen, who. looked: for: help in this 
time of need-te the unkending integrity.and firm- 
ness: of purpose. which -exer-characterized our late 
President. God has taken.from them this staf. of 
their, reliance. [t.will be.manifested intime whegher 
the measure of General ‘Taylor?s honors and. use- 
fulness. being full and overflowing, he was.removed 
by the Ruler of the Universe to give place.to.those 
dissensions, 


gers, or. whether the, awful judgments of God. are 
to rest upon us for national-sins, and for. the. want 
of that’ wisdom. and spirit of conciliation which 
have herctofore. enabled such men -as Zachary 
Taylor to secure national prosperity and happiness. 


| Whatever. purposes of the Deity the future; may 


unfold, the present is a day of mourning; ‘and cer- 
tain I am that no portion of our extensive country 
will fee}. more sensibly the general. bereavement 
‘than the, State in which our dead and. yet unburied ` 
Chief. Magistrate spent, the morning. of. his. life, 
Kentucky will-long remember and mourn fos him 
as.one of. her. own, sons, and as. the commander 
who. led: her..MeKee, her Clay, her Elardin, her 
Barbour, her Willis, and a host of her less distin- 
guished. childyen, to the glorious sacrifice.of life, 
to secure the triumph of. their country, ° 

And. while.we sympathize and.condole. with. the 
family. of the.great.and good, man gone from earth 
forever, let ug indulge the hope; that hig bright.ex- 
ample. will be of immense value.to, succeeding gen- 
erations, and, that. his spirit. with kindred spirits 
now.constitute,a blessed society. in, Heaven, : 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the report of 


the committee. was concurred inv 
On motion ef Mr. ATCHISON, it was or- 


| dered that-when the Senate adjourns, itadjourn to 
i| meet on Saturday at eleven o’clock. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the Secretary 
of.the. Senate was directed to inform the President 


i| Of the. United States and. the House of Representa- 
8 || tives that.the 


Senate have appointed a President 


ER, the Senate ad- 


pro tem. 
On motion of Mr. WEBST 
journed. 3 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspar, July 11, 1850. 
The SPEAKER called the House to order at 
eleven o’clock. C 
Prayer was offered by Rev. Mr. GURLEY, Chap- 
lain of the House. i 
The Journal was read and approved. 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE. FUNERAL. 
Mr. CONRAD, on behalf of the joint committee 
of the Senate and House of, Representatives, ap- 
pointed yesterday to make the necessary arrange- 


: ments for. the. funeral.of the late- President.of the 


United States, made the, following report: 

The joint committee of,the Senate. and House of 
Representatives, appointed. yesterday to. make the 
necessary arrangements forthe funeral of: the-late 
President, report: 

That the. funeral will taķe place from the Presi- 
dent's House on Saturday next. The ceremonies 
to commence, at twelve. o'clock, m., and the pro- 
cession to. move.Ak.one o'clock, precisely. 

` That the, two Houses of C 
their. respective, Cham 


ongress. assemble in 
bers, on. Saturday next, at 


i| eleven.o’clock, and. thence move in joint procession 


to the President’s House. 


That the Chambers of thë two Houses be hung 
in black, and that the members wear thé usual 
“badges ofmouroing. 0 o T 

-Fhe committee further report, t 
of -all-the ceremoniés proposed on the oc 
will be published at the earliest moment.” 

The military.and naval arrangements.of, the day. 
will be under the direction of Major General Scott, 
conimanding the Army of the United States; and 
of, Commodore Warrington, the sen rnayal, oÑ- 
cer present, and will conform, in all, essential re- 
spects, to those adopted on the otcasi 
fuiieral of the late President. Harrison: 

. On motion, the report. waa. ubanimonusly adopted... 

Mr. STRONG moved. that..when.the House-ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet at eleven‘o’clock 
on Saturday morig ee eee 

Mr. CONRAD. sugge 
Pennsylvania, that'as,; in: accordance with the pro- 
gramme’ repartéd: by the’ committee and just 
adopted, the joint procession ‘of the two Houses 
was. to move from the Capitol, at eleven o’clock.on 
Saturday: p 

‘to meet at an earlier hour.: 

Mr.STRONG. Thehonorable gentleman would 
bear: in mind that the report of the committee rec-' 
ommended that the House meet at eleven o’clock. 

The motion of Mr. Srroye was unanimously 
agreed to. ©” g i J a 

On motion by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 

Ordered, That the report of the joint committee be en- 
tered upon the Journal ` 


“On motion by Mr. DUER, 
The House adjourned, to’ meet at eleven o’clock, 
a. m,, on Saturday next, * ; 


' HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
` Monpay, July 15, 1850. 7 ` 
Mr. MORSE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill. ‘ D 
The title thereof was read, as ‘ An act granting 
the franking privilege to Mrs, Margaret S. Tay- 
or.” 
` No objection having been made— 
ee bill was introduced’and read twice by its 
title. | i: 


casion, 


"And the question being on ordering the same to | 


be engrossed for a third reading— 
a The reading of the bill was called for. 

And it was read through. 

And the bill was then read a third time and 
piere. ! fant 


THE SENATE. 

A. message was received from the Senate, by 
A. Dicxis, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
„that the Senate had chosen Hon. W. R, [ane 
President pro tem. of that body. ` 

' Mr. BAYLY. called for the regular order of 
business. i i 
THE GALPHIN CLAIM: 
. The SPEAKER, The regular order of, busi- 
ness is the report of the select committee, on the 
Galphin claim. And the pending question is on 


the amendment heretofore offered by the gentle- | 


man from Mississippi [Mr. Fearnersron] to the 

third and, last resolution of the select committee. 

And upon that. question the gentleman from Mis- 

sissippi demanded the previous question. 

: The last,resolution of the committee was in the 

‘following words: ` ` D i 
3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 


‘Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and | 


‘its paymen 
dent”? =- i 

And the amendment of Mr. FEATHERSTON was 
in the following words: 

«And that the House does not approve of the conduct of 
.the Secretary of War, in continuing to. be interested in the 
“proseention of it when it was to be examined, adjusted, 

and paid by one of ithe departments of the Governinent, he 
himself being at the same. time: at the head of another of 
those departments, but the House considers that such gon- 
nection and interest of a member ofthe Cabinet with a 
‘claim pending and ‘prosecuted before another department, 
woutd be improper, dangerous as 4 precedent, and ought 
not to be sanetioned. And consequently this House also 
„dissents from, the opinion which the Seeretary of War has 
said the President of the United States expressed to him, 
‘that his (the said Crawford) being at the ‘head of ‘the War 
t Department, atid the agent-of the claimants, did not take 
‘from him any 4 
‘would pave j 


t was not’ in-conformity: with law” or “ prece- 


and 


fied him in having the examinatio! 


tdecision. of the claims by the Secretary of the Treasury ` 
“esugpended's? and that this: Mouse decidedly disapproves of, t 


and dissents from, the opinion. given by the Attorney Gen- 


-eral in favor of an allowance of ‘interest on said claim, and | 


> «he House on Saturday, merely met and proceeded to 
the Executive Mansion. Poi UAE Tee 


hat a programme. 


n- of the, 


sted tothe gentleman from | 


hts he may have had as such agent, or | 


norning, it would: be-proper to adjourn |! 


i 
} 
i 
| 
j 


from the action of th 
of the same? > ---- Aes 

Mr. HILLIARD, (to the Speaker. j 
in order to move that the whole subjeċt bedaid. 
upon the table? ee OR e 


-/sPhe' SPEAKER:! The Chair will state, in re- 


ply to the inquiry of the gentleman from Alabama,. 
(Mr. HILLAR 


table was last made, before the Chair can deter- 
mine whether a:motion: to`lay the wholè subject 
on. ihe table will now be in order. j 


` Mr. FEATHERSTON said: Mr. Speaker, | 
-having demanded, the previous’ question oh the {| 


adoption of my amendment to the third resolution 
reported by the committee, I now withdraw: the 
call for the previous. question. 


Bat, before doing so, wish to state: my reasons 
for taking this course. ` Events haye changed since 


.the amendment was offered; and whilst my mind | 
has. undergone no change in reference to the | 
amendment, or the propriety of adopting it, I do 


not regard the present a suitable occasion ‘or prop- 
et timé time for such’ purpose.’ The melancholy 


event which has deprived the nation of its laté Ja- 


mented Chief Magistrate, since we last sat for pur- 
poses of legislation, renders the occasion inappro- 
priate, Itis true, sir, if the amendment should 


be adopted, it would amount to nothing more, so | 


far as the late Executive is concerned, than to 
dissent from ah opinion which he is said, by one 
of his Cabinet, to have expressed on the. subject 


of this amendment. But there will be more àp- | 


-propriate times for expressing such dissent than 
the.present.” If the amendment should, be adopted, 


it would be but an expression. of the dpinion of || 


Congress on the points involved, To prevent the 
recurrence of similar cases, and to remedy the evil, 


legislation will be necessary. “I shall, therefore, | 
introduce bills at an early day to secure the ob- ; 


jects of the amendment by a permanent law. 

‘Mr. F. thereupon withdrew the demand for the 
previous question, and also withdrew his amend- 
ment, and then’ demanded the previous question 
on the adoption of the third resolation reported by 
the select committee. f ' 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 


Mr. BILLIARD, (to the Speaker.) I now de- | i 


sire to be informed by the Chair, whether it, will 
be in order to move that the whole subject be laid 
upon the table? i 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be in order. 

Mr. HILLIARD was understood to indicate. his 
intention to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER, Does the Chair, understand 
the gentleman. from, Alabama [Mr: Hivriarp] as 
submitting a motion to lay the whole subject on 
the table? ; 

Mr. HILLIARD. Yes, sir. 

The reading of the third resolution of the com- 
mittee was called for. 

And it was read. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Hintrarp.): ae 

The veas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, submitted | 


that the motion to lay on the table, if it should 
prevail, would carry with it only the third resolu- 
tion. . fate oh 
The SPEAKER. There, ig no other subject- 
matter :before:the House on’ which the ‘motion to 


‘lay on the table. can operate. -The effect, there- 
forè, of the motion ‘tô lay on the table, should that | 
motion prevail, will be to carry the third resolution | 


reported.by the select committee to the table. 


‘And-the question, ‘Shall the whole subject be || 


laid upon the table ?”? was then taken. 

Mr. WALDO, when his name was called, stated 
that’ he had’ paired off with his colleague, [Mr. 
Burer] `> ` ; 

Mr. CONRAD, who was engaged with the 
joint committee at the time the roll was called, 
asked the unanimous consent of the House to, re- 
cór hisvoté. © 70 i a, aR 

Objection was made. ; 

So the vote of Mr. Conran was not received. 

And the result was then’ announced—yeas 69, 
nays 99; as ‘follow: ™ Poe gic CET RY Me eee oe 


YVEAS—Meesrg. Alston, Ashmun, Baker, Bokee, Briggs, 
Burrows, Chester. Butler, Joseph P. Caldweil,: Calvin, 
Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberty, 


€ Sécretary ofthe Tr astry in payment 
o on da L EO AREE yrs ERSE S Anm 


r, An 1D] that it-will be necéSsary tex- 
amine the record’ to-ascértain whether the question 
-hasbeen changéd sincè a motion to lay on. the 


I- shall, before E | 
‘yield the floor, sir, withdraw the amendment also, 


Freedley, 
enr, Hil- 
hy dack. 


A. Kig, 
More! 


“Ba 


Newell, Oids, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, 

F Powell, Reynolds, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Bogs, . 

| Savage, Sawtelle, Silvester, Frederick ,P. Stantot, Richard 
H: Sjanion, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob. Thompson 
James Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Wallace, Wentworth’ 
Whitdesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and Woodward—so? 


So‘ the House decided that the whole subject 


should not be laid upon the tables’ °° 

“The question ‘then: recurred, on., secondiñg the 
| demand for the previous.question... She pni 
Mr, ROOT desired to be infor! 


1 ng the 
Secretary of War? vo oe 
' The SPEAKER. If the Hoy 
to second the demand for the prev. 


C 


; now before the House will, in the opinion’ of the 
|| Chair, be in order.. | f aes Foe 
And, the question, “ Is there.a second to the de- 
mand for the previous question ?” was.then taken, 
i| and the vote stood—ayes 91, noes 38, ne 
Mr. ROOT called for tellers,” 0 0> 


i| Tellers: were ordered; and Mesars.: Root, of 
i Ohio, ang McQueen, of Svuth Carolina, were ap- 
|| pointed. a anes 
iP Mr. FOWLER asked that the question might 
be again stated. nee 
| The SPEAKER stated it. 2 iy 
i| And the question having been again talten, the 
vote stood—ayes 75, noes 73. ` ak ee 
So there was a second to the 
ous question. Bees ae 
The question recurrin 
tion be now. put P’-— f f 
Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays—remark- 
| ing‘ that he wanted to see who'weré going to back 
out on this question. Be ar E ETA ae 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and decided i 
firmative—yeas 104, nays 74; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Ash- 
l mun, Averett, Biker, Bay, Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Albert G: Brown, Wil- 


demand for the pro- 


g “ Shall the main queg- 


n the- af- 


[Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, when his: name 
:was called, stated that at the request ofa gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr: Kre,] who-was absent 
on-a short visit to’his family, he had. paired off 
with him upon the slavery and Galphin questions; 
he, therefore, declined to vote.]- ase ae 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. hy PRR ek i 


ETN 


ü 


J 


Mr. JONES: rose (he said) to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER stated that: the House had or- 
dered the main question to be now put, and the 
main question was on agreeing to the resolution 
which had been reported to the House, being the 
third and: last resolution reported by the select 
committee. , 

Mr. ORR and Mr. FEATHERSTON demand- 
ed the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TAYLOR asked that the resolution 
again reported. f 

it was read accordingly. ae, 

The question, +t Shall the resolution be adopt- 
ed??? was then taken, and the result was—yeas 
116, nays 63; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, Bay, . Bingham, Bissell, Becock, Booth, 
* Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Butrows, Burt, Joseph Cable, 
George Alfred Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cartter, Cleveland, Witliamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock. Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Daniel, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, 
Edmunson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hibbard, Holaday, Hubbard, ‘Inge, Joseph W. Jack-on, 
Andrew: Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sère, 
, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, MeDon- 
ald, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, MeMal- 
len, MeQueen, Me Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, 


be 


Morse, Newell, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaselee, Peck, Potter, | 
Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, ! 
. Savage, Sawtelle, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, | 


Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, and Young—116. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashmun, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, 


Chester Butler, Catvin, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, | 


` Dêèbetry, Dixon, Duer; Duncan, Nathan Evans, Freedley, 
, Gentry, Gould, Grinnell, Haymond, Henry, Billiard, Hous- 
ton, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Kerr, James G. 


King, Jobn A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, | 


MeGuanghey, MeKissock, Moore, Morehead; Morton, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Outlaw, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rislev, 


Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolera(t, Shepperd, | 
Spaulding. Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- | 


vens, Taylor, Thurman, Toombs,” Underhill, Wellborn, 
White, Williams, and Winthrop—63. 

So the resolution was adopted. 
_. Mr. JONES. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer the -resolution which I 
send to the Chair; and as I do not think that I 
“shall obtain that consent, | move that the rules be 
suspended, for the purpose of enabling me td. in- 
troduce the resolution. , i 

Mr. BURT. Irise to a privileged question. I 


Is there any objection? : 

Mr. JONES. I should like to have a vote on 
the resolution. - 2 

Objections were made. j ; 
| Mr. JONES. I should like to-know who: ob: 
jects. ; G i 

Several Vorces were raised in objection. f 

Mr. JONES. I-hopethegentleman who objects 
will rise and say so, and that his name may be 
entered on the Journal. =` : 

Mr. TOOMBS. : Put down my name. 

So the resolutionof Mr. Jones was not received. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution, to which, he said, 
there would, he thought, be no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: à 

Resolved; That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
-structed to inquire into the expediency of preparing and 
reporting, as soon-as practicable, a bill with suitable penal- 
ties, to prohibit all persons who are or may be employed in 
any of the Executive Departments from acting as agent or 
attorney, with or without compensation, in the prosecution 
of any claim or demand whatever against the Government 
of the United States. y i 

The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER said, Is there any objection ? 

Objection was. made. 

So the resolution was not received. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF ANDREWJACKSON. 


| Mr. HOLMES asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolation. 

In submitting the motion, Mr. H. said a few 
| prefatory words, very imperfectly heard, but 
of which the substance was understood to be as 
follows: It would be recollected by the House, 
(Mr. H. said,) that some time since Congress had 
passed a law generously giving to the. Jackson 
Monument Association certain brass cannon taken 
by General Jackson at Pensacola, to be used in 
the construction of the equestrian statue now in 
| the process of erection-to his memory. It had 
been found that these cannon were beautiful works 
of art, well worthy of preservation, and which 
should never be destroyed. One of them bore a 
Latin inscription, with which he was not going 
to trouble the House. 

[Several Voices, Give us the Latin.] 

Mr. HOLMES (continuing) was understood to 
say that the translation was “‘ the thunders of the 
| invincible King.” General Jackson had shown 
that these thunders were mere brutum fulmen— 
| very empty thunders. But let that pass. The 
ji committee requested that Congress would take 
|| back these cannon; and that, in their place, they 


move to reconsider the vote by which the third 
resolution of the committee was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. . The Chair will state to the | 
„gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] and | 


to the House, that a motion to reconsider that vote 
is not in order, because a motion to reconsider has 
once been made, and the vote on the adoption. of 
the resolution has been reconsidered, therefore no 
further. motion to. reconsider is in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I call for the orders of 
the day. I understand the first business in order 


to be the resolution heretofore offered by the gen- | 


“tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser.] 
Mr. JONES referred to his motion. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the |; 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] that his 


resolution can be read, and, if no objection is | 


made, tan be introduced. But a motion to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of enabling the gen 
tleman to present it, isnot in order. 

Mr. JONES. Why not? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair willstate the rea- | 
“san. 

The resolution of Mr. Jones. was then read 


for | 
information, as follows: a 


| would order the transfer of some of the old and 
|i unserviceable pieces now lying at the arsenal, and 
which would answer every purpose. 

| Mr: McCLERNAND desired, he said, to ‘ask 
|| one question. 

|| Mr. HOLMES said he would be pleased to 
| answer. : 

| Mr. McCLERNAND desired to know whether 
|| this resolution had been offered upon consultation 
I| wito the Jackson Monument Association ? 

| Mr. HOLMES. ‘I have the memorial of the 
|| committee. : 
| The SPEAKER. The resolution can be re- 


| ceived only by general consent. If no objection 
iis made, the resolution of the gentleman from 
ii South Carolina [Mr. Hoimes] will be read. 

i) Mr. McCLERNAND. Read for information. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


; Resolved, by the Senate, Sc., That the President of the 
| United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and request- 


ii ed to cause to be delivered to the Jackson Monument 


‘ Committee, in the city of Washington, such old brass 
; guns, condemned as unserviceable, and not being national 
i trophies, as may be sufficient material for casting the 
| eauestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, now in the course of 
eoustruction in said city under the direction of said com- 


pooner 
Resolved, That the amount paid as interest on. the Gal- || mittee, 


phin chaim should, in ‘the opinion of this House, be re- | 


funded to the ‘Treasury by those to whom it was paid. 

The resolution having been read, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair will now 
state to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] that the business regularly before the 
House to-day is the consideration of a resolution 
introduced some time since by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Swerrser.] That resolution wasin- 
troduced under a suspension of the rules; and hav- | 


ing been so introduced, it must be disposed of |) 


before another motion can be made to suspend the | 


rules. | 
Mr. JONES. I hear no objection to the intro- 


fi 


The resolution having been read— 
Mr. STANLY suggested that it should appro- 
| priately take the form of a joint resolution. 


| ‘The SPEAKER concurred in that opinion. 


| olution.into that form. 

| Mr. McCLERNAND asked that the communi- 
i cation or memorial from the Jackson Committee 
; might be read. c 

It was accordingly read, as follows : 

| To the Senate und House of Representatives of the United 
i States, in Congress assembled: 

| The Jackson Monument Committee beg leave to return 
| its thanks to the Congress of the United States for the gift 


duction of my resolution. 


of the cannon and mortars taken by General Jackson at 
Pensacola. These pieces were given with a view to con- 


Mr. HOLMES said, he had now put the res- 


version into the bronze equestrian statue, which. the peopde 
have contributed to erect in commemoration of General 


nder spices this Conti- 
The engraving on the breeches bears 
the menace of “ The thunderbolt of a violated king ”—“ Vio- 
lati Regis Fulmina.”’: È 

They should be Jaid at the feet of Jackson’s statue to. ev- 
idence to the world how harmless are the thundérbolta of 
Kings when hurled at the_men of iron, whose armor is the 
patriotism inspired by the Republic. .. These trophies shou'd 
he preserved for the glory of our country, like those taken at 
Saratoga and Yorktown, and the batteries recently returned 
from Mexico, inscribed with the names of the heroes who 
directed them and by whom they were emblazoned with 
the vietortes of Palo Alto, Resaca, Monterey, Buena Vista, 
Vera Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Cherubusco, Molino del Rey, Che- 
pultepec, and the city of Mexico. 

The Jackson Monument Committee, therefore, respect- 
fully solicit Congress to authorize the supply of brass (which 
it designed to furnish to make the equestrian statue of 
Jackson) of such other unserviceable pieces of brass cannon, 
not national trophies, as may he found in its arsenals. 

By order of the Jackson Monument Committee. 
i è BENJ. B. FRENCH, 
JOHN C. RIVES, 
- JOHN W. MAURY, 
Sub-Committee of the Jackson Monument Committee. 
WASHINGTON, July 15, 1850. 


No objection having been made— 

The joint resolution was read twice by its title. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked that 
the joint resolution might be read through. 

And the joint resolution was read through 

And then was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. HARALSON asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a bill, of which, he 


said, previous notice had been given. 


Objections were made. s 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution, (for 
the purpose of reference toa committee,) which, 
he was understood tosay, covered the ground taken 
in the amendment offered by him in the Gal- 
phin case. If objections were made, he should, 
he said, move a suspension of the rules, to enable 
him to introduce the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is notnow in order, because there is alr 
ready a subject before the House, introduced under 
a suspension of the rules. , 

Mr. GENTRY inquired of the Speaker what 
that subject was? 

The SPEAKER. Itis the resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr.Sweerser.) > 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope the House will pro- 
ceed with the business before ìt: © I desire to offer 
a resolution making the appropriation -bills the 
special orders of the day. es 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE PRESIDENT. 

On the suggestion of Mr. CONRAD, by unan- 
imous consent, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the message from the Senate, cover- 
ing an order directing the printing of ten thousand 
copies for the use of the Senate, and twenty thou- 
sand copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, of a pamphlet containing the proceedings 
and remarks in both Houses of Congress, on the 
lamented death of Zachary Taylor, late Presid: nt 
of the United States, together with the funerai ar- 
rangements, and the discourse of the Rev. Dr, 
Pyne on that solemn and impressive occasion. 

The communication having been read— 

Mr. CONRAD moved a concurrence. 

Mr. WENTWORTH proposed (he said) that 
the communication should be referred. to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The case belonged to that 
class of printing in which the sum of, $30,000 had 
heretofore been paid under an order of the Senate, 
He preferred that the subject’ should go to the 
Committee on Printing. If the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Conran] should not consent, he 
(Mr. W.) would be constrained to object. 

The SPEAKER said, it was now too late to ob- 
ject to the consideration of the resolution. No 
objection having been made at the proper time, the 
subject was before the House. But, at the same 
time, under a law heretofore passed, it was imper- 
ative on the House to refer all propositions rela- 


: ting to the printing of an extra number of copies, 


to the Committee on Printing; and, in the opinion 
of the Chair, if the point is insisted on, the refer- 
ence must be made. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, he insisted upon the 
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point—that the House might look into the matter 
and consider it. 

Mr. WiNTHROP (scarcely heard) was under- 
stood to suggest, as a point of order, that the con- 
stitutional right of the House to determine the 
course of its own proceeding could not be overruled 
by a law adopted by a previous Congress. The 

ouse had a right to determine its own course, and 
to decide, if it thought proper, ‘that a reference 
should not be made. 

‘Mr. CONGER took the floor. 


Mr. ROOT interposed, to ask what the question 


was. 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order of 

Mr. WINTHROP. í os ote, 
Some conversation followed between Mr. Con- 

cer and Mr. Winturop, as to the decision of the 


latter gentlemani upon the same point during his 


Speakership. Bt 
The conversation was very imperfectly. heard, 
as well from the tone in which it took place as 
from the perpetual hum of conversation that per- 
vades the Hall, which renders the hearing of any- 
thing almost impossible. : 
No appeal was taken. 
Mr. \ 
the communication to the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the reference must be made. Itis imperative. ; 
‘Mr. WENTWORTH. Then no motion is 
requisite. I insist upon the point. 
So the communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on 
Engraving, desired to make a report. 

“The SPEAKER said, that the question regu- 
larly before the Flouse had been introduced under 
a suspension of the rules, and must, in the opinion 
of the Chair, be first disposed of, (to wit, the res- 
olution of Mr. Sweetser.) 

Mr. JONES. I call for that question, 

‘The SPEAKER, The orders of the day are 
called for. 


` THE SURPLUS FUND. 


The unfinished business was the resolution here- 
tofore offered by Mr. Sweetser in relation to 
moneys drawn from the surplus fund, together 
with the amendments thereto offered. 

And the state of the question was this: 

The House had adopted the modified amend- 
mentof Mr. Cuanp ier to the modified resolution of 
Mr. Sweerser, which amendment struck out all 
after the word ‘‘ resolved,” and instructed the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to procure and report to 
this House an account of all sums of money which 
may have been taken (if any) from the surplus 
fund which had accumulated in said fand under 
the provisions of the act of Congress of 1795, 
from appropriations made for the Florida Indians 
and for other purposes, under various specific 
appropriations made by Congress. 

The question then was on agreeing to the mod- 
ified resolution of Mr. SweetseEr as thus amended. 

And pending that question, the House had ad- 
journed. ; 

The question now recurred on agreeing to the 
modified resolution of Mr. Sweerser, as thus 
amended by the amendment of Mr. CHANDLER. 


A brief conversation followed, on a point of’ 


order, between Mr. Sweerser and the Speaker. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Upon the amendment as 
amended, Í call the previous question, and demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TUCK inquired if a motion to lay the 
whole subject on the table would now be in order? 

` The SPEAKER stated his impression that it 
would be. — f : 

Mr. TUCK. I believe a great deal of time has 
already uselessly been consumed upon this sub- 
ject; and as there is no charge of any kind, coming 
from any quarter, PTA A 35S 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 
and called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. TUCK, (continuing.) I move to lay the 
whole subject on the table. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, upon a reéxam- 
Tnation of the subject, that the motion to lay on 
the table was made and acted upon when tbis 
subject was last before the House, and no action 
has intervened upon this question. The motion 
to lay on the table, therefore, is not in order. , 

Mr. TUCK. Then I call the previous question. 


ENTWORTH moved the reference of. 


i The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been seconded, and the House are now acting un- 
der its operation. ft eget ag eee 

Mr. THOMPSON, of ‘Mississippi, rose (he 
said) to a point of order, and wistied distinctly to 
understand the question; was not the question now 
upon the original resolution as amended? © > 

The SPEAKER.’ The question is upon the 
amendment as amended, and upon this question 
the yeas and nays are demanded. ` i 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. [If t understand correctly, 
the amendment which 1 offered to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio was adopted? __ 

Thé SPEAKER stated the position of the ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.Sweerser] 
had introduced a resolution; subsequently the 
gentleman had moved to amend that resolution by 
striking out all after the word ** resolved,” and 
inserting his proposed amendment. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHanpier] had 
offered an ‘amendment to the amendment, being 
the proposition which had ‘just been reported to 
the House; the House by a vote had adopted the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in lieu of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio; and at that point of the proceedings 
the House had adjourned or passed to some other 
business. The question now recurred upon 
agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, as amended by the vote of the House— 
adopting the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. ‘The question was between the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
the original resolution of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ASHMI!JIN. _ From the statement of the 
proceedings by the Chair, it is now in order to 
move to lay the whole subject on the table, be- 
cause the Chair states that after the adoption of 
the amendment, pending further action on the sub- 
ject, the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER said that, upon further exam- 
| ination of the Journal, he found that the last vote 
| taken when this subject was acted on was upon a 
motion to lay on the table; it was not therefore in 
order to repeat the motion at this time. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to an inquiry upon a 
point of order, ‘This he understood to bea resolu- 
tion relating to the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; he asked the Speaker, if this previous 
| question should be voted down, whether it would 
be in order to introduce a resolution in relation to 
the conduct of the Secretary of War? 

The SPEAKER stated, in reply, that the previous 
question had been seconded, arid the main question 
had been ordered, and in part executed; and the 
| House had, a few days since, determined, upon 
an appeal taken from the decision of the Chair, 
that they could not, at this stage of the proceed- 
ings, reconsider the main question and receive an 
amendment. Hence, no amendment was now in 
order. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, what he desired to know 
was, as the House, upon a proceeding implicating 
the Secretary of War, had left that officer and 
voted a charge against the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, whether they could not, upon this resolution 
relating to the Secretary of the Treasury, take a 
| similar course, and vote a censure upon the Secre- 
tary of War? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will decide that 
question when it arises. 

The question being on ordering. the yeas and 
nays— 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, and a count being taken, 
the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment.as amended— 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment and the original resolution, re- 
spectively, were read. i 

The questión was taken, and by ayes 105, noes 
not counted — ; 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table. s : ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TUCK withdrew the motion. 

‘Mr. JONES renewed the motion to lay on the 
table—remarking, that he thought. the Committee 
of Ways and Means had business enough before 
them, without going into this investigation. 


The question was taken, and the count of the 
Speaker was, ayes 60, noes 67. (920 0 oe 
Mr. KAUFMAN asked the yeas and n 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. Sie 
So the subject, was not laid on the table. © 0°77. 
Mr. GOTT moved to ‘reconsider ‘the vote by* 
which the amendment had been agreed to, and to 


lay that motion on. the table. ` 

_ The question being taken— iyo ong o To 

The motion to reconsider was laid'on the table. 

The question recurring’ upon agreéing to . the’ 
resolution as amended-— eae as 

Mr. JONES. inquired if the House were pro 
ceeding under the operation of the previous question?” 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. ` 

Mr. JONES, I merely wish to remark, that 
the adoption of this resolution will be giving the 
go-by to the case. =. : 

Calls to order, i . i 

Mr. JONES remarked, that he had said all he 
Wished to. ; 

The question was taken, and 

The resolution as amended ‘was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. GOTT— a 

A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on 
the table. ` Fags Oe : aioe" 

Mr. BAYLY desired ‘to’ 
House had not. now 
order of business?’ ; 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative.. 7 

xe # Heck tee Cre ere ee ee Or r 2 
THE APPROPRIATION. BILLS.; è 

“Mr. BAYLY asked leave to ofera resolation. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said “he 
would like to know whether the case of the Dele- 
gates from New Mexico and Utah was not the. 
special order? | ‘ ' a 

The SPEAKER replied, that that was the special 
order in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. is 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether reports 
from committees were not regularly. in order? |. > 

The SPEAKER replied, that they were not on 
Mondays. i= Í R G a 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Bay.y was 
read, as follows: As 

Resolved, That the bill making appropriation for the sup- ` 
port of the Military Academy for the year ending the 30th’, 
June, 1851; ecg. PAREA 

The biH making appropriations for the payment of revo- 
lutionary and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 18515 oe ae 

The bill making appropriations for the payment of navy 
pensions for the year ending 30th June, 18515 Sey: 

The bill making appropriations for the carrent and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes, for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1851; 

‘The bill making appropriations for certain fortifications for 
the year ending 30th June, 1851 5 

The bill making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the year ending 30th June, 1851; 

‘The bill making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending 30th of June, 1851; 

‘The bill making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1851; and 

The bill making appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
expense of the Government for the year ending 30th of June, 
1851; be made the special order of the day for to-morrow, . 
at twelve o’clock meridian; to be considered in the order 
named above, and that they continue to be the special:order 
of the day at the same hour of the day. for every day 
thereafter, Fridays and Saturdays ‘excepted, ull said bills 
shall have been finally disposed of. oi 

Objections were made, : , 

Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rales for the 
reception of the resolution, 

. Mr. CONRAD said, there was another appro- 
priation bill which ought to have been included, 
viz: the bill making appropriations for internal im- 
provements, which had been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would include that bill in his resolution, he 
(Mr. C.) would vote for it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said, before he voted he 
wished to make an inquiry of the Chair—whether 
the general appropriation bills could not be taken 
up by a majority in Committee of the Whole on. 
the state of the Union at any time, as soon as the 
present special order was disposed of ? A 

The SPEAKER replied, that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union could, at any 
time, take up the general appropriation bilis, un- 
less there was a special order pending. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union- 
could not set aside a special order to attend to 
other business. “Sake à 

Mr. INGE inquired if it was not a privileged 
motion to move to suspend the rules for the:con- 
sideration of the special order ? La 


i know, whether the 
got through with the regalar* 


July 15, 


The SPEAKER replied, that ‘a privileged mo- 
tion was pending. 7 = = a, 0 T er : 

Mr. INGE said, hé would move to suspend the 
rules, to go into Committee of the. Whole‘on the 
state of the Union u 5} 


ed. 


his 


posedof? ve 
The SPEAKER replied, that Ke had not looked 
particularly at the phraseology of, this resdlation.. 
f the resolution (which he’ supposed to be the | 
-case) made the appropriation bills the special order 
from day to day, until. disposed of, the Committee 
of the Whole on the staté of thé Union could take 
up no other business until they were disposed of. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. So l supposed. I de- 
mand thé yeas and nays. | ar: 
Mr. BAYLY. suggésted to the Speakei, that 
Fridays and Saturdays were excepted from the 
operation of the. proposed special order; the Com- 
mittee of the Whole òn the state of thè Unión 
could therefore, on Fridays aiid Saturdays, take. 
up other businegs. eae sete ARS 
The SPEAKER assented to the suggéstion. 
The yeas ahd’ nays were orderéd. 
The question, “Shall the rules be suspended ?> |! 
was then taken... 0, Piai oes 
. Mr, ANDERSON, when his name was called, 
stated that he had paired off, ..... 
The result of the vote was announ 


nays.90; as follow: rae 

YEAS—Messrs: Albertson, Anderson, Andrews; Ashmun, | 
Averett, Bayly, Bennett, Bokee, Boyd, Breck, , Briggs, | 
Brooks, Burrows, Chester. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cal- 
vin, Chandler, Clarke, Willidnison R. W. Cobb, Conger, 
Conrad, Daniel, Dixon, Duncan, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Grinnell, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hit- 
liard, William T. Jackson, Jones, Kaufman, George G. 
King, James G. ‘King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Job 
Manon, Marshi}, Mason, McClernand, MeDowell, McKis- 
sock, Robert: M. MeLane,, MeMuilen,: Mc Willie, Millson, 
Moore, Morehead, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Owen, Parker, 
Pitman, Powell, Reed, Risley, Robbins, Rose, Ross, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding. 
Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- | 
vens, Strong, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Tack, Underhill, 


ced—yeas 88, 


Watkins, White, Williams, and Wintirop— t8. 
NAYS—Messrs, Alexander, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bing- 
ham, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, 


Willian J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. 

Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman,, Cole, 

Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Doty, Durkee, Ed- | 
mundson, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, | 
Gould, Green, Hall, Halloway, Haralson, Harlan, Thomas 
L. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph 
W. Jackson, A..deew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Julian, 
Preston King, La Sére, Lefer, Littlefield, Mattesan, Mc- 
Donald, McGaughey, McQueen, Morris, Morse, Morton, 
Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Putuam, Reynolds, Riclt-- 
ardson, Robinson, Root,, Rumsey, Sackett, Schoolcraft, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Swect- 
ser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Venable, 
Walden, Wallace, . Wellborn, Wentworth, . Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—9v. 


So the rales were not suspended. 
ENGRAVING. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- | 
graving, rgported the following: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorizost to contract for the engraving or litho- 
graphiug of the plates accompanying the second part of the | 
report ofthe Commissioner of Patents: Provided, ‘Phat the 
cost ofthe same does not exceed the rate of $50 per thou- 
sand sets. x 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving he author- 
ized to contract for engraving or lithographing the maps and 
plates accompanying. the geological report of Messrs, Fos- 
ter and Whitney: Proviled, Tiie cost shall not exeeed the 
sum of $1,600, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving -be :author- 
ized to contract for the engraving or lithographing the map 
accompanying the report of the Secretary of War, upon the 
route from San Antonia de Bexar to Et Paso de} Norte: 
Provided, The cost sliall not exceed the sum of $350. 


Mr. HARALSON desired information from the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing as to the 
time when the House might expect fo get this re- 
port, which had been already so long delayed? 

Mr. HAMMOND Stated, that there would be 
no delay on account of the efigravines. The en- 
graving portion of the work was ready. 

Mr. HARALSON said, if there was much more 
delay—-and as it had been said so frequently that 
the delay of the public printing was occasioned by 
the difficulty of having the engraving execuied— 
he would be disposed to vote against’all engravings 


of the Commitiee on 


| further delay in the 


r. He wished to. know from the chairman 
rinting when the House 
. reasonably expect, this work. to be laid on 


of members, so that they might be dis- 


portunity of döng so. 0, aa 

“Mr. HARALSON disclaimed any intention to 
cast repréach òn the. Committee on Engraving. 
But the fact was, that from some cause, this print- 


ing had been so long delayed thai he almost. re- | 


gretted that the House had been induced to order 


it at all. After this long delay; he had thought’ 


that the House would like to form some idea ‘as to 
the time when the report might probably be cx- 
pected. So great had beén the disadvantages which 
had ‘resulted fiom the present system of public 
printing, that he was ready to Vote for its aban- 
donmentaltogether. As the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing was not present, or, if present, 
had not responded to his inquiry, he hoped some 
other gentleman would be able to give some Satis- 
factory information as to the time when we may 
expect to receive this report from the public 
printer. ; ; ; i 

Mr. FOWLER stated, that the Committee on 
Engraving had some time since reported a resolu- 
tión. 
paralyzed by the non-action of the House. He 
hoped that this resolution would be adopted, so 
that there might be no further delay. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. (as a member of the 


Committee on Printing) stated his belief that the 
engraving would cause no delay in the printing of 
the report; and it was necessary, for a proper un- 
derstanding of the report, that it ‘should be illus- 
trated by the engravings. ae 

“Mr. HARALSON ‘inquired if the gentleman 
from Ilinois could give any. information as to the 
time when the report might be expectéd from the 
printers? i FEN 

Mr. WENTWORTH explained, that the Com- 
mitteé on Printing had been prevented from hold- 
ing any other than very brief sittings, in conse- 
quence of the subjects which had, been for some 
time pressing on the time of the House. They 
had only béen able to meet occasionally, and to 
sit for an houror so. Whenever it should so 
happen that the House will be engaged again in 
Committee of the Whole, the committee would 
embrace the opportunity to meet, and give the 
subject a thorough investigation. 

Mr. HARALSON said he presumed, then, from 
what had fallen ‘from the gentleman from IHinois, 
that he knew nothing at ali aboùt it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH reminded the gentleman 
from Georgia, that it had usüally been the case, 
heretofore, that these voluminous documents were 
not printed for the use of the House until about 


| this period of the session. 


Mr. FOWLER desired that it should be gener- 
ally understood by the House, that the Commit- 
tee on Engraving were at present without any 
authority to act on this subject. They could give 
no order to the engraver, until they had received 
from the House.the power to do so. He con- 
curred in the opinion, that there ought to be no 
printiog of this report: 

Mr. CARTTER asked if it was true that the 
Government printer ‘had burst up? Itseemed to 


| be generally believed that such was the fact. 


Mr. WENTWORTH replied, that the public 
printer was going on with the public work as 
rapidly as he could. 

Mr. CARTTER replicd, that public noto 
asserted that the public printer had burst up. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Public notoriety had 
not come before the Committee on Printing. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 


riety 


Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsider thé yote, 


and to lay that motion ón thé table: 
Ordered ateordingty. - ie 


The proceedings of the committee were | 


Mr. WILDRICK;from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, madeareport.., o.. P 

Mr. JONES asked the: unanimous consent of 
the Flouse to offer a resolition, which, he said, he 
would. send ‘to. the Clerk’s table to be read. 1f 
objection was made to the resolution, he gave no- 
tice that he would moye.a auspension of the rules. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: i ` PE ere eee 

Resolved, That the amount paid as interest. on the Galphin 
claim should, in.the opinion of this. House, be refunded to 
the Treasury by those to whoin it was paid. © ~ 

The resolution having been read— :. 

Objection was made to its Introduction," +, 

Mr. JONES moved a suspension of the rule 
the purpose. of enabling him to introduce the rešo- 
lution, and asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. wore : 

Mr. MARSHALL asked that the resolution be 
again réported, f 

twas accordingly read, | ; , ' 

„The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 89, nays 75; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, “Andrews, Ashe, Averett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Briggs, William J. Brown, Buel, 
Joseph Cable, George A: Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Campbell, ‘Cariter, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cole, Daniel, Dispmick, Dory, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Ewing, Featherston, Fiich,; Gerty, Gilmore, Garman, 
Goit, Green, Hamilion, Hammond, Harlan, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, Inge, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, George. @. King, Preston King, 
Li Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, 
McClernand, McDonald, MeMullen, Miller, Morris, Morse, 
Newell, Ogle, Olds, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps; Pitman, 
Potter,, Powell, Reynolds, Richardson, ‘Robbins, Robinson, 
Root, Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Silvester, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Swectser,; Walden, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Whittelsey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and 
Young—89. . O P y 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston; Bayly, Bennett, Bocock, Boyd, 
Breck, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Chester Butler, Calvin, 
Chandler, Clarke, Colcock, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, De- 
berry, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Nathan. Evans, Fowler, 
Freedley, Goodenow, Grinnell, Haralson, Haymond; Hil- 
| liard, Holladay, Howard, Howe, Joseph W. Jackson, James 
| L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, Julin A. 
King, Horace Mann, Marshall, McDowell, McGaughey, 
Robert M. McLane, McQueen, Mc Willie, Millson, Moore, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Putnam, 
Reed, Risley, Rumsey, Sackeit, Schemerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Shepperd, Stanly, Alexander. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, William ‘Thonpson, 
Toombs, Underhill, Venable, Watkins, Wellborn, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, an¢ Woodward—75. 

So the rules were suspended. oe 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgis, rose and asked 
the unanimous consent of the House to introduce © 
a resolution. f Do G eas : 

CONDOLENCE WITH MRS. TAYLOR.. i 

Mr. CONRAD requested the gentleman from ` 
Georgia [Mr. Steruens] to yield the floor for a 
few moments. aes 

Mr. STEPHENS yielded. ` : 

Mr. CONRAD asked the House, by unanimous 
consent, to take ap the joint résolution from the 
Senate, expressing the condolence of Congress to 
Mrs. Margaret S. Taylor, widow of the late Presi- 
dent of the United States, on her bereavement. 

No objection having been rnade— 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representutives of 
the. United. States of: Americ: in Congress assembled, That 
the President of thc United States be requested to transmita 
copy of the proceedings of the two Houses on the. 40ih in- 
stant, in relation to the death of ihe late President of the 
United States, to Mrs. Margaret Taylor, and to assure her 
of the profound respect of the two Houses of Congress for 
her. person and character, and of their sincere condolence 
on the late afflicting dispensation of Providence. 


The resolution was unanimously adopted. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, now resumed the 
floor, and offered the following resolution; which 
was read for information: 

Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That the Speaker of 
the House and the Presidentof the Senate, bring the pres- 
ent session of Congress to a close, by an adjournment, of 
their respective hodies, on Monday the 26th day of Angust, 
at the hour of twelve o clock, meridians 

The resolution having been rèad—= _ 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved a suspension of the 
rules, and asked the yèas and nays; which were 
ordered. |. 

Mr. MEADE was understood to inquire of the 
Chair. whether the resolution was open to amend- 
ment? — . $ s : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, suggested that | 
if the rules were suspended, the resolution would ` 
then be subject t6 amendment. 
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The SPEAKER said; if the rules ‘weré sus: 
pendđed,:the resolution would be within the control 
of. the House, - t fo 

‘The question was taken, and decided tù 
ative—yeéas 68, nays 109; ás follow: ~> 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson; Alston; Anderso 5 AS 
mun, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bocock; Bowdon, Boyd, Atbert 
G: Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Alexander: Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Gid=ings, Goit, Gould, Green, 
Bamiiton, Haralson, Sampson; W.Harris, Holladay, Folmes, 


the’ weg: 


Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew John- 
son, Jones, Julian, Kaufinan, La Sére, Job Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, McDonald, McDowell; MceMallen; McQueen, Me- 
Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, .Orr, Owen; Parker; Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Ross, Alexander Hi. Stephens, Thomas, Ja- 
cob Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wil. 
liams, and Woodward—68.:.0 esos: 3 ; z 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, | 
Booth, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
Chester Budlér, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter; Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Dimmick; Dixon, | 
Duer, Dunham, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, 
Gerry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Grinnell, Hall, Halio- 
way, Haninond, Batian: Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Kerr, George G. 
King, James.G., King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Leffler, 
Littlefield, Horace “Marin, Matteson; McClernand, Me- 
Gaughey, Robert M. McLane, Moore, Morris, Morse, Mor- 
ton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, 
Pheips, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 
son, Risley, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Sheppérd, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Richard H ‘Stanton; Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, John B. Thompson, | 
Thurman, Underhill, Wilden, Wentworth, White, Whit- 
Met Wildrick, Wilinot, Whithrop, Wooa, and Young 
109. 


‘So the rules were not suspended. 
NEW MEXICO AND UTAH. 

Mr. STRONG moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the further consideration ‘of the 
special order of the day—the reports of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the cases of the applications 
of H. N. Smita, Esq., and A. W. Basrirr, Esq., 
to be admitted to seats in the House as Délegates 
from New Mexico and Utah. 

_ Mr. McDONALD appealed to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion for'a 
moment, to enable him to offer a resolution, which 
he. assured the Fiouse was absolutely necessary 
and proper... ` 
e said, resolution, which was read for in- | 
formation, authorized the Doorkeeper to employ a | 
messenger. and two scavengers in addition to those 
he was already authorized to employ. 
_Mr. CARTTER objected to the réception of 
the resolution. Sus x 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if it was not.in 
order to move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the special order until the first Tuesday in 
August nexi? Ifso, he would move a suspension 
of the rules to cnable-him to makè that motion. 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion might be | 
made in order, or a suspension of ‘the rules might 
be moved, when in order, to enable the gentleman | 
to make the motion; but the motion to suspend 
was not Now in order pending the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to suspend the rales | 
to gointo Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, for the consideration of the special 
order. : f 

Mi. McCLERNAND said he hoped, then, the 
motioh would be voted down; and he gave notice 
if it were, that he should move to suspend the 
rules to enable ‘him to offer a motion to postpone 
the. further consideration of the special order for 
a week or two. : 

Mr. McDONALD renewed his appeal to Mr. 
Srrone to waive his motion, to enable him to 
introduce the resolution which had been read. 

Mr. STRONG still declined. 

The question being upon agreeing to the mo- 
tion of Mr. STRONG— ; 

The SPEAKER counted the House and an- 
nounced—ayes 79, noes 40. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked for tellers, 
withdrew the call. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Teliers were again asked and ordered, and | 
Messrs. Crineman and Preston Kine, were ap- | 
pointed. . R : 

Mr. WHITE ingvired what was the special 
oder Which would be undér consideration if the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of. the Union? 


but 
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from New México ind Utah. 
Theguëstlon was taken; and the bl 
ay4s:91, noes 38;-so the -motion:was la 
„The: House accordingly. iresdlved itself into 
Commitiee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
(McLane, of:Maryland;:in the chair.) ; 
Mr. BAYLY moved thatthe committee take up 
the bill. makihg appropriation for the payment of 
revolutionary. pensions, ` ; 
Thé CHAIRMAN said; the motion. was not in 
t order, there being.a special order. 
- Mr. BAYLY. | move that the special order be 
laid aside. ° : 


in reference to the Delegates 


tled.to the floor? . 
The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman from 
Pontani [Mr. McGavener] was entitled to the 
oor. $ 
Mr. MeGAUGHEY took it. 
Mr. McCLERNAND rose to inquire whether, 


the special order would. not-be in order? 
a CHAIRMAN was proceeding. -to: reply— 
when 7 


could: not decide as to what would be in orderin 
the House. 


to reply to the interrogatory of the gentleman from 

Illinois, [Mr. McCrernanp:} 
Mr. WENT WORTH said 

he raised the point-of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman cannot 

raise a point of order upon a reply before the re- 
ly has been made. . 

_ The CHAIRMAN then stated that such a mo- 

| tion as, that indicated by the gentleman from Ili- 


» that upon that reply 


the, Chair, be in order... ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH insisted that the gentle- 
man who was entitled to the floor (Mr. Mc- 
Gaucuery] should proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY then took the floor and 
| addressed the committee in favor of the admis- 
| sion of the Delegate from New Mexico. He 


port of the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions, (of whom he was one;) and argued that, 
under. the peculiar urgencies of the case, the fact 


cedents should not exclude the Delegate. He ob- 
served, however, that during the delay which had 
| taken place upon this question, the circumstances 
had so changed in the Territory—presenting the 


| —as to render this question of less importance 
j than when first prégented. He argued, neverthe- 
| Iess, that the Delegate Should be admitted—~having 
been elected to represent that people. He ani 
madverted upon the neglect of Congress to estab: 
| tish-a territorial government and to admit the Del- 


© 
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i people to abandon their application fora territorial 
government and to present themselvés (as they 
| soon would) for admission into the Union as a 
State, with a constitution excluding slavery. 


| question of disputed boundary between New Mex- 


while Texas througly her Representatives was pre- 


to bé allowed the poor privilege of vindicating in 


| 


sense of the injustice done them by this slavery 
opposition, would adhere to the determination they 
| had embodied in their constitution, and . forever 
| exclude slavery by a law more effective than the 
Wilmot proviso—a law irrevocable, under any 
| aud all circumstances. take 
He broadly proclaimed, that no bill to establish 
territorial governments, excluding the Wilmot 


The SPEAKER replied, tiie reports of the Com: 


| proviso, could pass the House of Represeritati vés 


The CHAIRMAN. . Themotioñ is notinorder, | 
-Mr. WENTWORTH inquired who was enti- | 


if the committee should rise, a motion to postpone |! 


Mr. WENTWORTH submitted, that the Chait | 


The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair had a right | 


nóis (Mr. McCurrxanp] would, in the opinion of |} 


maintained generally the grounds taken in the re- | 


of informality and want of compliance with ‘pre- |: 


prospect that she woutd soon be here with a ‘con-.; 
stitution inher hands asking admission. as a Siate ' 


He declined to enter into a discussion of the |! 


! ico and Texas, as he did not consider it a mate- || 
rial issue in this case; but urged that the Delegate | 
should be admitted (Among other reasons) so as, | 


senting her claim and supporting it by their vote, i: 


debate the boundary and the rights of that territory. |! 
| He expressed the belief that if the admission were | 

further delayed, and that through the influence of : 
Texas and other southern States—as slave States | 
—the people of New Mexico, smarting. under a : 


during the presen 
President, or ò 


|! bill ineluding the p ould not pass the Sen- 
ate, he considered it absolately certain that no ter- 
ritorial bill whatéver would pass. He was, there- 
fore; in favor of receiving the Delegate, aid-making 
preparations for the-admission of New. Mexico:as: 
a State: oo EEEE A 
[His: remarks; as. fully: reported; :3 
lished in-a few-days.] bl 
i| ‘Mr. McG. having concluded— 
Mr. ASHE obtained the floor—but y 
motion that the committee rise. : 
The affirmative vote was 33... : 
| _ Tellers were ordéred, and Messrs. “Kx 
i New Jerse 
| pointed. 3 
| And the vote was then counted and stood, ayes. 
51, noes 38. 

The committee thereu 
progress, : 
BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’ S TABLE. 
_Mr.. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
House, by: unanimous consent, to proceed to 
‘| pose of Senate bills on-the Speaker’s table.” 
i} Objection was made, = 0 o0 o Ear 
| _ Mr. THOMPSON moved a. suspension ‘of the, 

| rales for thé purpose mentioned, oe crabs 


Mr. JONES submitted, that on ths; count | 
committee. no.quorum had voted, and. that, in: the. 
absence ofa quorum, no business could be: transs 
acted.. : ; Oe ay ate E 
„And thereupon, pending the motion. of, Mr, 
Tuompson, the.House adjourned. 2 


find gu 


ielded to & 


NG} “oF 
y, and Mason, of Kentucky, were ap-, 


pon rose and reported 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c.; were 
|| presented under the rule, and referfed ‘to tite ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Henry Shubert ana 
| 27 others, and Joseph H. Wilson. arid 8 others, citizens ‘of 
Pike county, Ohio, and also the petition of Francis Smith 
and 33 others, citizens, of Jackson county, Ohio, praying 
Congress to provide the means to rémove froth our country: 
all that porton of the African race, who are willing and 
ready to emigrate to Africa, >. ies z 

By Mc. HEBARD: The petition of Luther. Wheatly. and 
128 others, asking that Congress pass a bil) providing 
means for temoving froin otr country all that portion ‘of the 
African race who are both ready and willing to remove: 
to Africa. ` . z 

Also, the petition of Jonathan Cally and 97 others, askiñg 
il for a post-route, from East Orange to West Topsham, in the: 
county.of Orange, and State of Verm E pe ibaa a 

By Mr. GOODENOW.. The petitio: Albert'S: Clark, 
and 54 other ciiizens of the State of Maine, asking ‘that thé: 
present laws maybe so ajtered and amended as Wat wood 
j and bark, coining from British colonies, Shall pay à duly 

l; inds of it-inberin 


equivalent to two dollars per cord ; other k 
proportion, and fish, one dollar per quintal. | a 
VN, of Mis pi: The rémonstrance of 


| By Mr. BROW j ‘ 

Altred Ingraham and 198 others, against the removal of the 
ii land office from Washbiigton, Mississippi, to Monticello in 
| that State. 0 o a ORNES ; 
| By Mr. REYNOLDS: The petition of A. B. Chidsey and 
‘ others, citizens of Troy, New York, for specific duties on 
imports, ; ee OU ee se 

Aisa, the petition of James McArthur and orhers, of, the ` 
same place, for the same purpose. oe ey i 

Also, the petition of Israel Stow and others, of the samé 
place, tor the same purposes oo u a Pee ra 

Also, the petition of D. Belding and others, of the sime 
place, for the same purpose, ag a se) 

By Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia: The petition of citizens 
| of Appling county, Georgia, for a post-route from Reidsvitie, 
| Tattnall couity, to Holuiesville, Appling county, by way of 
i} Surreney’s pos!-dffice aid Stafford@s ferry. ; i 

_Also, the resolutions of the City Council of Savannah, in 
favor of an appropriation for removing obstructions in S2- 
| vannah river. 
| By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of Joseph Atkinson and 
: 46 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
he renewal of the patent granted to Austin and Zebulon 


it 
i 
i 


i Parker. f ; 
il By Mr. PARKER: The petilion of 70 citizens of Mary- 
land and Virginia, asking that the National Armories may ‘bo 
placed under the charge of civil superintendents. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of James Prentice, C. R. 
Alton, Chartes Doty, and others, for a mail-ronte from Port 
Winnebago, by Adams and Reidsbury, to Prairie ta ‘Crosse. 

Also, thé petition of Felix McLinden, James Lord, Heory | 
Merrill, and others, for a land-office at Wauonah. 

Also, we petition of John Bannister, W. R, Longstreet; 
saac C. Loomis, and others, fora mail-route from Ozankee, 
i| by Roigh and Ready, Behe Terre, Waucousta, Farinington, 
+ and Fredvnja, to Fond du Lae. 


IN SENATE. _ 
Sdrurpay, Jüly 13, 1850.00 L 
The Senate met, in pursuance of resolutiong 
"| previously adopted, for the purpose of attending; th 
La body, the faneral serviees of the lace President 
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July 15. 


of the United. States sand ‘having 
duty, and. returned to their Chamber,” 
On motion, the Senate adjoarned. 


IN SENATE. 

LS aay sMonpay, July 15,1850 x 

Mr ATCHISON submitted additional. docu- 

ments in‘relation to the claitmof Ax H; Evans.and 

others; referred. to Committee on Public Lands: 
Mr. DICKINSON: presented the: memorial of 

H: B. Babcock, asking that ‘the Secretary’ ofthe 


Navy may be authorized to purchase the right’'to |} 


manufacture for-naval -purposes-.an’ anti-friction 
metallic compound; which was ‘referred. to: the: 
Committee on Naval Affairs: è~ ere a 3 
“Me. COOPER ‘presented the: proceedings: of a 
nieeting held in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the plan recommended by the Select Com-. 
mittee of Thirteen for the adjustment of-the slavery 
question. . : : mos 

An presenting this paper, Mr. C. said he was in- 
structed to say, that although the meeting was held 
at a season of ‘the-year-at which. there were very 
many usually absent from the city, and at a season 
exceedingly sultry—so much as to render it almost 
intolerable, being held at the Chinese Museum— 
nevertheless, it was one of the largest meetings 
that had assembled in Philadelphia for political 
purposes for several years past. It was a meeting 
composed of all classes of ‘the community—pro- 
fessional men, merchants, mechanics, and laborers 
—who assembled to'express their attachment to 
thé Union, and their hope that a speedy adjust- 
ment, on honorable principles, and satisfactory to 
both sections of the Union, might be made. They 
expressed their views upon: this subject ir reso- 
lutions which he held-in-his hand; but as they 
were somewhat lengthy, he would not detain the 
Senate with the reading of them. He would.state 
that a portion of the resolutions expressed the 
thanks of the citizens of Philadelphia to the distin- 
guished Senators from. Kentucky and Massachu- 
setts for the -part they had borne in. reference to 
this matter. They stated, that- although it was 
a Whig meeting, due credit was given to those of 
their political opponents who had come forward 
in the same spirit to sustain the Union, and secure 
its peace and harmony. ~ 

~The resolutions were then ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Pee ie a ee eC eer E 

»*.The folowing order was observed in the burial of the 
late President of the United States: 

The Military portion of the Funeral Procession of Saturday 
iš worthy of a special notice. It was anticipated that many 
volunteer companies, and indeed military men generally, 
would be anxious to attend the ohsequies of the illustrious 


Chieftain and President of the Republic 5 and this anticipa- | 


tion was fully realized. Baltimore contributed largely and 
patriotically to the military display, than which we never 
Witnessed amore imposing one in this city. The whole 
was under the cominand of the distinguished GENERAL-IN- 
Cuier-of the United ‘States Army, whose manly form and 
martial bearing, mounted as he was ona noble charger, and 
surrounded by a numerous staff, attracted all eyes, as the 
funeral cortege moved solemnly from the Presidential Man- 
sian to Congress Burying Ground. From a favorable and 
commanding position that we occupied, at the corner of one 
of the cross streets, we noticed the troops marching in slow 
time, in the following order: 

Patapsco Riflemen, of Baltimore, Captain Swarm, prece- 
ded by their Band. 

,ludependent Greys’ Band, of Baltimore. 

Light Infantry, from Wilmington, Delaware. 
` German Yeagėrs, of Baltimore, Captain PRACHT. 

Maryland Cadets, of Baltimore, Captain Poor. 

National Blues, of Baltimore, Captain UHESNUT. 

Naylor Light Infantry, from Catonsviile, Maryland, under 
the command of Lieutetiant Brown, of the Independent 
Greys, Baltimore. This interesting corps consisted of two 
companies of youths, who are beiny educated at St. Timo- 
thy Hall. Their uniform was handsome and they were weil 
drilled. ` 


MAN. 

Nationa! Greys, of Washington, Captain Bacon. 

Independent Greys, of Baltimore, Captain Hatt. 

A, platoon of commissioned officers representing volunteer 
companies of the fifty-third regiment of Baltimore. 

A portion of the patriotic volunteer Defenders of Baltimore 
in the year 1814, with their banner. Amongst them we rec- 
ognized General ANTHONY MILTENBERGER, Josep K. 
Srapperox, and Wa. P. Mirus, Esqs. 

First Baltimore Sharp Shooters, of Baltimore, Captain 
Larry. 

Jackson Guards, of Baltimore. 

Independent Blues, of Baltimore, Captain SHUTT. 

independent Greys, of Georgetown, Captain GODDARD. 

National Guards, of Philadetphia, Captain LYLE. 

Mount Vernon Guards, of Alexandra, Captain FIELDS. 

Riciunovd (Va.) Blues, Lieutenant Reenauir, accom- 
panied by their Band. : 

Worth Infantry, of York, Pennsylvania, 

Eagle Artillery, of Baltimere, Captaia PRILLIPS, 


German Washington Guards, of Baltimore, Captain Horr- 


Mr. CLEMENS submitted documents relating 
to the claim of Iram Capers for a.pension; which 
were referred to the-Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ‘DAVIS, of -Massachusetts, presented a 
memorial: of ‘Jordan: L:-Mott, in behalf.of thein- 
ventors of the United States, asking the enactment 
ofa law to provide greater security and.protection 
to the rightsof patentees. -o 0 

-In-presenting this memorial, Mr. D; took occa- 
sion to observe that the memorial:set forth some 
new. views in:relation toithe patent Jaws, and a bill 
accompanied the:document, said: to have been 
earefally prepared, with a view of producing the 
required results, to wit: a law that will make In- 
ventors plaintiffs in fact, in suits. to-sdstain. their 
own. rights, and. defendants in -suits to: destroy 
them; that the law may define what constitutes‘an 
abandonment; that. injunctions may be: granted 
under certain restrictions, and rules.adopted which 
shall be general in their character, and apply alike 
to every case, as far as it is practicable so to make 
them; that they may have a right to extension of | 
patent, under proper roles guarding: the interests 
of patentees for an improvement for a period of 
fourteen years after the expiration of the first term, 
being the term allowed the author for a copyright; 
that the laws rélative to patents be subject to be 
made.as liberal as those. of:some of the despotic 
Governments of Europe; and that the laws may be 
made so clear and so lucid that all parties interested 
may understand them. | ; ts 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and. the Patent Office; and the motion 
to print was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. . ` 

Mr. GREENE presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
asking an alteration of the tariff. 

Mr. G: observed that this was similar in import 
i toa memorial he had the honor to. present on a 
preceding day. It sets forth the great depression 
im all the industrial pursuits in that section of’ the 
country, and the large amount of capital invested 
in manufacturing and mechanical pursuits; and 
that unless Congress should interpose, many es- 
tablishments that had heretofore given employ- | 
ment to large numbers of industrious people must | 
be abandoned. The memorialists state their be- 
lief that the system of ad valorem duties presents 
such temptations and such facilities for fraud, that 
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A platoon of officers representing. volunteer companies of. 
the fifth regiment of Baltimore. ‘ 

Mounted Carbineers, of Baltimore, Captain S. C. OWINGS, 

The Marine Band attached to the Washington Navy Yard. 

Two companies of United States Marines, Captain Tan- 
SILL. : $ 

Walker Sharp Shooters, of Washington, Lieutenant BIRK- 


Washington Light Infantry, of Washington, Captain Tare. 
Four companies (C, $, F, G,) U.S. Artillery, acting as 


NAN, and Lieutenant Nicuo1s. 
Ist Artillery Band, from Fort Columbus, New York. 
One company of U. x. Flying Artillery, mounted and fully 


- Fort McHenry, Baltimore. 
Officers of the United States Navy, in uniform, on foot. 
Maj. Gen. Jones, commanding the Militia of the District | 
i of Columbia, and Statf. 
Muj. Cen. Scorr, General-in-Chief of the United States 
i Army, aud Staff. 
Marshal of the District of Columbia, and his Aids. 
Mayors of Washington and Baltimore. 
| Joint Committee of Arrangements on the part of the two 
: Houses of Congr: ss, as follows: 
| Gommittee of the Senate. 
Mr. Webster of Massachusetts, Mr. Cass of Michigan, 
and Mr. King of Alabama. 
Committee of the House. 


| Mr. Conrad of Louisiana, Mr, Strong of Pennsylvania, 
| Mr. McDowell of Virginia, | Mr. Vinton of Ohio, 
| Mr. Wintbrop of Mass., Mr. Cabell of Florida, 
Mr. Bissell of Ilinois, Mr. Kerr of Maryland, 
Mr. Duer of New York, Mr. Stanly of N. Carolina, 
Mr. Orr of South Carolina, Mr. Littlefield of Maine. 


| Mr. Breck of Kentucky, 
Chaplains to Congress and Officiating Clergymen. 
The Pail Bearers, as follow: 


Hon. Henry Clay, Hon. T. H. Benton, 

Hon. Lewis Cass, Hon. Daniel Webster, 
; Hon. J. M. Berrien, Hon. Truman Smith, 

Hon Hon. Lynn Boyd, 


Hon. Jas. McDowell, 
Hon. Hugh White, 

G. W. P. Custis, Esq., 
Chief Justice Cranch, Joseph Gales, Rsg., 
Major General Jesup, Major General Gibson, 


-R.C. Winthrop, | 
l 
| 
i 
i Commodore Ballard, Brig. Gen. Henderson. 
| 


Hon. S. F. Vinton, 
Hon. Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hon, R. J. Watker, 


Funeral Car, drawn by eight white horses, each horse at- 
tended by a groom. 


| General Taylors horse, “ Old Whitey,” fully carpari- 


i soned, attended by a groom. 


| HEAD. | 


infantry, under the command, respectively, of Capt. Bowen, iH 
| Lietenant Dousppay, Captain WiLtiams, Captain Brax- | 


equipped, under the command of Major Sepewicx, from |; 


| The Family of the date President in three carriages. 


the.dutieg- cannot be faily and honestly ‘callectéd. 
They ask that-ti ies: be made specific, ‘taking 
asthe valuation of dutiable articles the: average 
price.at the timesof,-the:- passage of the. tariff of 
1846. He asked.that.the: memorial be. referred -to 
the. Committee on Finance. 4 ye os 
Mr. ‘DAVIS, of Massachusetts, suggested that 
he imoré appropriate Conitiittee Would, bethat, on 
Manufactures; 00 a eae ‘ 
Mr. GREENE. 
other memorial was'reférred to th 
Finance. Bo Le aia 
The memorial was: then referred :to::'the Com- 
mittee on’ Manufactures: © Pen E sy 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I have- a.me- 
morial similar in import to that just présented-by 
the honorable Senator from’ Rhode Island. + fèis 
signed by citizens of W orcester-county,. if. my. 
State, and I ask that it. may have.the same. refer» 
ence. wee 
The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the committee on the 
part of the Senate; to join a similar committee on 
the part of the Housé, to make arrangements for 
the funeral ofthe late President, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution: ae DG igen pal 
` Resolved by the Senute and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, 'That the 
President of the United States be requested to transmit a 


T haveno- objection; but the 
` ittëe on 


į copy of the proceedings of the two Houses on. the 10ih in- 


stant, in relation to the death of the late President of ‘the 
United States, to Mrs. Margaret 8. Taylor, and to assure her 
of the profound respect of the two Houses of Congress for 
her person and character, and of their sincere condolence 
on the late afflicting dispensation of Providence, | -: Site 
On motion by Mr. W., the resolution. was then 
considered asin Committee of the Whole, ordered 
to be engrossed for a.third reading, and was read: 
third time, and unanimously passed. id 
Mr. W. also, from the same committee; reported 
a bill authorizing the transmission of letters and 
packets to and from Mrs. Margaret S.-Taylor free 
of postage. ; . , : K 
On‘ motion by W., the Senate proceeded tothe 
consideration of said bill; and no amendment 
having been offered, it was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed: for a third reading, and 
was read a third time, and unanimously. passed. 


The President of the United States. s 
The Cabinet. . cf as Seay 
#'he Senate of the United States, preceded by its Officers. 

The House of Representatives, preceded by its Officers.“ 

The City Councils of Washington. Sides Ny 

A representation of the Firemen and of the Temperance 
Societies of Washington. A i j 

The Band of the Independent Blues, of Baltimore. 

Clerks of the Executive Departments of the Government, 

The Mayor and City. Councils of Baltimore, in mourning. 

Judges of Courts, Citizens, Strangers, &c., &e, 

H is not extravagant to state that the Procession was from 
one mile and a half to two miles in feugth. The line occu 
pied three quarters of an hour in passing before us. 

Of the good conduct. of the soldiery who formed the mili- 
tary escort at the funeral, it is unnevessary to speak. The 
United States troops, under Captain BRANNAN, (a native of 
this city,) Major Sepe¢wicx, Captain Bowen, and Lieuten- 
aut Nicnots, deported themselves in a soldier-like and be- 
coming manner. The same may be said of the volunteer 
coutpanies and the young Cadets. The Taylor Infantry, 
from Catonsville, Maryland, for the most part juvenile, be- 
haved adinirably. 

The arrangements made by the Marshal of the District 


j and the Mayor of the city were admirably carried out by the 


Aids of the former, and the police officers appointed by the 
latter, The line of the Funeral Procession was kept clear 
ot carriages and vehicles of every description, as the cortege 
passed along. No accident oeeurred, that we have heard 
of, during the whole day. ‘ 

The Boards of Aldermen and Common Council of the 
City of Baltimore, at the head of whom was Mayor STANS- 
BURY; Of that city, attended the Funeral; aud did them- 
selves much honor by their fuli attendance and dignified de- 
porusrent. They uufortunately did not arrive until past one 
oeclock, owing to the breaking of the Jocomotive, which 
eaused a delay of two hours. Théy were met by a comtnit- 
tee of our City Councils, consisting of Messrs. FRENCH, 
Maury, Brent, and Wueerer, who immediately conduct- 
ed the Baltimore authorities to the City Ball, and thence to 
the Funeral Procession. The Mayor of Washington and 


| the Mayor vf Baltimore rode to the burying ground in the 


same carriage.. After the Funeral Ceremouies, the Balti- 
more authorities dined with the Mayor and Corporate au- 
thorilies of this city, at Brown’s Hotel, where a handsome 
entéftainment was provided. Although the occasion of the 
visit forbade any social festivity, the exchange of mutual 
civilities and courte:ies was characterized by the:kindest 
teelings.. The Baltimore guests of the Washington Corpo- 
ration, amongst whom was the President of the Baltimore 
and Washington Railroad Company, the President of the’ 
Baltimore Board of Health, and the President of the Bahi- 
more Board of Aldermen, returned to their homes in the 
extra train that started at halt-paat seven o’elock. - - 
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Mr. CASS, from the same committee, 
the following: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, under the direction of the 
Committee of Arrangements, cause to be printed 10,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, and 90,000 copies for the 
use of the House, of a pamphlet containing the proceedings 
and remarks in both Houses of Congress on the lamented 
death of Zacar Tayior, late President of the United 
States, together with the funeral arrangements, and the dis- 
course of the Rev. Dr. Pyne, 
occasion, 


Ordered, That the above order be communicated to the 
House of Representatives. 

On motion by Mr. C., the Senate proceeded to 
consider the same; and no amendment having been 
proposed, it was ordered ta be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read a third time, and unani- 
mously passed, 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill enabling the 
Legislative Assembly of Minnesota and Oregon 
Territory to prolong their next annual session to a 


period of ninety days, reported the same to the 
Senate. 


reported 


On motion by Mr. D., the Senate proceeded to | 


consider said bill as in Committee of the Whole; 
and no amendment being offered, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading, and was read a third time, and 
passed. 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CASS submitted the followin 
which lies over, under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Committee o 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of allowing to John 
P. Brown the pay of chargé d’ affaires for the time he dis- 
charged the duties Of that station at Constantinople. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buitdings be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of preventing the 
further erection of the brick structure now heing erected on 
the grounds west of the Capitol yard, causing what has 
already been placed there to be removed. 

Mr. H. said: I hold in my hand, Mr. President, 
a resolution which E propose to offer; and as it re- 
lates to something about the public grounds, I ask 
the indulgence of the Senate while I state what it 
is, and ask every Senator to give it his attention 
between now and to-morrow morning, when I 
propose to call it up to have it passed. {t relates 
to what | considera great piece of vandalism on 
the public grounds. Some brick structures are 
going up on the only handsome square we have, 
lying on the west end of the Capitol. Some stran- 
gers, upon viewing these structures the other day, 
inquired if the Government was going to raise 
poultry, as they seemed to be putting up hen-coops 
on the public grounds, 


g resolution; 


on that solemn and impressive |} 


n. Foreign Relations be į 


I think, sir, that what we | 


have left of the public grounds ought to be pre- | 


served, and that the beauty of them should not be 
marred by such structures as these. 

Mr. HUNTER was proceeding to make some 
remarks on the resolution; when 


The PRESIDENT stated that the resolution | 


was not now under consideration, but would come 
up for consideration to-morrow, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instrneted to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a post route from Danville, Yell county, 
Arkansas, to Fort Sinith, in said State, by way of Spring- 
field, Revillee, and Charlestown, and te complete the route. 
from Little Rock to Smith, on the south side of the Arkan- 
sas river. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 


lishing a post route from Fairfield, via Richland, to Lancas- | 


ter, in lowa. 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lation; which lies over: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be di- 
rected to report back to the Senate bill No. 85, on or before 
the 18th instant. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. BRIGHT gave notice that he would em- 
brace the first favorable opportunity to ask leave 
to introduce a bill granting the right of way and 
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making a grant-of land to the State of Indiana, 
in aid of the construction of a railroad across said 
State, from its eastern to its western boundary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, gave notice of 
his intention to introduce a bill amendatory of 
laws heretofore passed for the safety of the lives | 
| of passengers on board steamers. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO MRS. TAYLOR. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, announcing the passage by that body 
of a bill granting the franking privilege to Mra. 
Margaret Taylor. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as 
| in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of said bill; and, no amendment having 
been offered, it was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN LOUISIANA. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 69—being the 
bill to amend an act entitled “An act for the bet- 
ter regulation of the district courts of the United 
States within the State of Louisiana,” approved 
! 3d March, 1849. f 

Mr. DOWNS. I move to amend the bill by 
adding, as an additional section, the following: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the parish of 
Bienville shall form a part of the western district of Louisi- 
ana, and be ane of the parishes for which a court is to be 
| held at Shreveport; and that the parish of Caldwell shall be 
one of the parishes for which a court is to be held at Mon- 
| roe; and that this act shall take effect from and after its 
passage. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was adopted. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


WILLIAM B. CREWS. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the consideration of the House bill for the relief of 
William B. Crews; and, no amendment being 
offered, it was reported to the Senate, ordered toa 
third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN ILLINOIS. 


On motion Ly Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 14—being the bill 
providing for an additional term of the United 
States circuit and district courts at Chicago, in the 
State of Illinois; when, no amendment having been 
offered, the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. ' 


CLAIM OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a resolution that I introduced 
some time ago, in relation to a claim of the State 
of Virginia for moneys advanced by her to the 
; General Government for the erection of the Capi- 
tol and other public buildings in this District. ft 
| was a resolution submitted by me to refund to the 
| State of Virginia $120,000 advanced by her to aid 
in the erection of such buildings. 

The PRESIDENT. The correct course is to 
take up resolutions, and dispose of them in their 
regular order. The Chair will in future take up 
| resolutions in their regular order, after the morn- 
ing business is over, and before it is time for the 
order of the day. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing that should 
be done now; for this resolution is near the first. 
| The PRESIDENT. This resolution lies upon 
| the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I move it be taken 
up, if for nothing more than to put it in its regular 
| order. 

The motion to take up being agreed to, the res- 
olution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed to 
reporta bill providing for the payment to the president and 
directors of the Orange and Alexaadria Railroad Company 


of oue hundred and twenty thousand dollars, but without 
interest, in fli ofthat sum advanced by the Commonwealth 


of Virginia to the use of the United States, to aid in the } 


Mr. U. said: 1 will make a brief statement to 
the Senate, and request that they will by to-mor- 
row morning consider the report that has already 
been made; and on to-morrow or some. subsequen* 
morning | will ask for the speedy action. of -the 
Senate upon the subject of this report. All the 
facts have been set out at large in that report. 
They are very briefly these: In the origin of the 
Government it appears that there was considerable 
struggle between various parts of the Union to 
have the seat of the General Government located 
as near their capital as could be. There was an 
attempt to have it located apon the Delaware; Penn- 
sylvania and New Jersey were interested in that. 
Maryland and Virginia wanted it brought as far 
south as they could secure it; and Virginia pro- 
posed to make certain advances if they, would 
locate it at Petersburg, then her capital. Subse- 
quent to that time she made. propositions to ad- 
vance money, and asked the coöperation of Mary-. 
land, provided the seat of Government should be 
located upon the Potomac, and it was ultimately, 
located upon the Potomac, at this place. ..The 
government of Virginia advanced to the United 
States $120,000 for the erection of public buildings. 
Recently the $120,000 thus advanced has been 
transferred by the Legislature of Virginia to the 
Orange and Alexandia Railroad Company, and 
that company has made application to Congress 
to refund the money. I am for refunding it, and 
propose to do so upon this ground alone. I think 
| the Government of the United States received it 
as a donation. I think that is the result of the 
legislation of Congress upon the subject. But the 
Legislature of Virginia considers it as a loan, and. 
according to the language of the acts of the Legis- 
lature of Virginia under which this money was 
advanced, there is great foundation for the infer- 
ence that she was justified in considering it as a. 
loan to be refunded. Now, the ground upon which 
Lam willing to refund the money is simply this: 
Virginia regarded it as a loan. Congress regarded 
itasa gift. But Iam not willing, when the Gov- 
ernment is now rich, overflowing with money, to 
take from the Legislature of Virginia and pocket 
| $120,000, which she did not regard as a donation 
| at the time. I think that we ought to return it, 
she considering itasa loan. But Lam for return- 
ing it without interest, because it has not been de- 
manied till now. We, by returning it now, show 
; our responsibility to the demand of Virginia as 
soon as it is made; and I think it is but magnan- 
imous and just upon the part of this Government 
to return this $120,000, under these circumstances, 
to her assignees, the railroad company, 1 make 
this brief statement, hoping that the members of 
the Senate will look into the facts. The committee 
instructed me to set out the facts, and call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the same. I bring the 
subject before the Senate by this resolution, and 
request the members of the Senate to look into the 
report, where they will find all the facts; and I 
propose on to-morrow, or some subsequent day, 
to call it up, and see whether they will not adopt 
the resolution. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope this thing will 
take precisely the reverse order indicated by the 
Senator from Kentucky. It seems to me to be a 
singular mode of proceeding for the Senate to in- 
struct a committee upon such a matter as this. I 
think it is beginning at the wrong end. 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe Senator will allow me. 
I presume the Senator from. New York is not 
aware that this subject has already been before the 
Committee of Ciaims, and the committee have re- 
ported upon it, If the Senator was aware of that 
fact f 

Mr. DICKINSON. I was aware it had been 
before the committee. Why, then, should they 
ask the Senate to instruct them to report, when 
they have already reported upon the matter? 

Mr. MASON. The facts are these : The mee 
morial presented by the railroad company of Vir- 
ginia was referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
that committee made the report which L hoid in 
my hand, in which they report ail the facts con- 
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nected with that claim, but they have declined re- 


1378 


porting the opinion of the committee whether the 
claim should or should not be paid. I understand 
that the Senator from Kentucky, a member of the 
committee, on his own motion, satisfied that un- 
Ger the facts the claim should be paid, has asked 
the Senate, in consideration of these facts, to have 
action upom it, and instruct the committee to re- 
port abiti. That is all the motion. 

-Mr. DICKINSON. I understood the matter be- 

fore, although I thank the Senator for his: explana- 
tion.’ My objection yet.continues, and: is: this: 
the committee have brought in a kind of special 
verdict, and ask us to pass judgment upon it. | 
the committee doubted the propriety of bringing in 
abill, they: could. have brought in a bill without 
expressing any opinion upon it, in order to enable 
the Senate to-act: lf any member of that com- 
mittee desires to bring this subject before the Sen- 
ate for. consideration, he can bring in a bill for that 
purpose. What Lobject to is this: It is to get 
the opinion of the Senate, and in effect—though | 
believe that is not the design—to commit the Sen- 
ate to the passage of a bill, by the simple process 
of introducing a resolution during the morning 
hour, when it is too often the case—I will not say 
always the case—that no one pays any attention 
to the matter but thé one who introduces it, Sup- 
pose the resolution is passed : then ido not see 
why the Senate is not committed.to it. They have 
instructed the committee to report a bill, and that 
is equivalent to the passage of the bill. 
p Now, I prefer that it should come in in the form 
of a bill—come up in order—have the three sev- 
eral readings. that a bill gets, and not come in the 
shape of a simple resolution, to come up in the 
morning hoor, without ordinary consideration. 
That-is my opinion. If they will do so—and that 
would, l suppose, defeat the object of the Senator 
from Kentuckp—if they will send it back to the 
committee, to have them inquire: into the expe- 
diency of it, L should have no objection to a reso- 
lution in that form, But I object to this mode of 
legislation, by which we declare first and examine 
afterwards. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. A very few remarks. 
Our committees ‘are composed of odd numbers. 
But suppose that, from the inattention of some 
member of the committee, it should be equaily 
divided and unable to report, what is to be done ? 
Why, report a'special verdict, and ask the opinion 
of the Senate upon ite That is what the commit- 
tee have done in this instance. Ido not say that 
the committee were equally divided; but they de- 
termined to report the facts, and you will find that 
the report winds up with asking the Senate to give 
them instructions upon these facts. i admit that 
it will operate precisély as the Senator from New 
York says, and that was what was intended; not 
to take the Senate by surprise when no one was 
attending to the matter—for I have avoided that 
already by stating the facts, and asking the Senate 
to notice the report. You thereby get clear of that 
portion of the objection of the Senator from New 
York. I am somewhat indifferent how the Senate 
‘act upon this subject. If it be to instruct the com- 
mittee to bring in a bill, I would give them notice 
to submit a bill on some subsequent morning. 
But then it would be useless to let it go through 
all the forms of a resolution, when you have all 
the facts before you ina report. But any way, 
togetatit. Itseems to me that we could act upon 
a resolution with the facts, just as well us upon a 
bill. When the bill is brought up, we will pass it 
or reject it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator from Ken- 
tuckey has, to be sure, brought this matter before 
the Senate with all that fairness which character- 
izes his parliamentary course. But, although the 
Senator has called attention to this resolution, and 
indicated that he will take occasion to call it up at 
a subsequent day, it does not obviate the difficulty 
which lies in the way, nor does it produce sufi- 
cient argument in my mind to do away with a 
parliamentary rule. But it has been suggested to 
me by a friend, and an experienced Senator, that 
if the committee find their hands tied by being 
equally divided, unable to act, they can ask leave 
of the Senate to bring in a bill for the purpose of 
its action, The Senator himself seems to sug- 
gest the same course, and l hope that he wiil 
adopt it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will conform to the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York, and 
now give notice that on to-morrow, or some sub- 
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sequent day, I will ask leave to introduce a bill 
for such a purpose. 

The PRESIDENT. What course does the 
Senator propose for the resolution now under 
consideration ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
upon the table. 

The question being taken upon the motion to 
lay upon the table, it was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the biil for the admis- 
sion of California as a State into the Union, to es- 
tablish Territorial Governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
settlement of her western and. northern boundaries. 

Mr. BUTLER, having the floor, resumed and 
concluded his remarks commenced on Tuesday 
last. [The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. CLAY rose, after a brief pause, and said: 
Mr. President, if there is no other gentleman dis- 
posed to speak, l hope we shall take up the amend- 
ments and act upon them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
amendment before the Senate. Several amend- 
ments have been laid upon the table, but there have 
been none offered. 

Mr. CLAY. Then the question will be on re- 
porting the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. DAYTON. [have an amendment which 
I propose to offer at the proper time. If this be 


I move that it be laid 


i the proper ume, I offer it now. 


The amendment proposes to strike out of the 
fourth clause of section 39, afier tne words ‘ the 
United States, in consideration of the three pre- 
ceding articles,” the words: 

« Aud considering that to a. portion of the creditors of 
Texas were pledged the duties on foreign imports receivable 
in her ports, as a security for the reimbursement of the 
loans and advances which they made to the said State, and 
that the said duties, since the annexation of the said State 
to the United States, have been received and are re.eivable 
by tbem.” i 

So that the clause, if the amendment be agreed 
to, will stand thus: 

“ Fourth, The United States, in consideration of the three 
preceeding articles, will pay to the State of Texas the sum 
of doliars, in a stock bearing five per cent. interest, 
payable half yearly at the Treasury of the United States, 
the principal to be redeemable at the end of fourteen years; 
which said stock shall be—? 


The amendment proposes to strike out the con- 


i tinuation of the section: 


<¢ First applied to the extinction of any debt for which the 
duties on imports were pledged as aforesaid, und the residue 
thereof in such manner as the said State may direct.” 

And insert the following: 

“ Applied to the payment and extinction of the public 
debt of said State in the whole or pro rata: Provided, That, 
upon payment by the United States of the sum a‘oresaid, in 
manner aforesaid, th: State of Texas shall release and 
transfer to the United States all her right, title, and interest 
in and to the vacant and unappropriated lands lying within 
her limits”? 

And leaving undisturbed the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That nothing herein contained is to be con- 
strued to imply or admit the liability of the United States 
for any portion of the public debt of Texas.?? 


Mr. CLEMENS. I move to lay the bill and 
the amendment upon the table. 

On this question the yeas and nays were called 
for and ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I would ask the Senator from 
Alabama to withdraw his motion for the present. 
I have a great duty before me, which I cannot per- 
form under such a motion as this; and, indeed, I 
suppose that the purpose of the Senator from Ala- 
bama would be answered if his motion were made 
after we have disposed of all amendments that 
may be offered, and the question shall recur upon 
the engrossment of the bill. I make this sugges- 
tion to the Senator, and I hope he will postpone 
his motion to the period which I have indicated. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I have no objection to yield 


i to the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, 


but 1 will observe that 1, and others also in the 


i Same position, are now ready to vote upon this 


bill. 
_ The motion to lay upon the table was accord- 
ingly withdrawn, and the motion recurred upon 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I wish the amend- 
ment to be stated in the parliamentary mode, 
which nobody understands better than yourself— 
that is, | desire the reading of the clause which is 
proposed to be stricken out; the reading of the 
clause proposed to be inserted; and the reading of 
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the clause as it Will be if the amendment should 
be adopted. — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was 
about to state the question as indicated by the 
Senator from Kentucky. ; 

The Chair then gave the purport and effect of 
the amendment as hereinbefore stated. 

Mr. DAYTON. The general purport of my 
amendment is, to leave the section in a condition 
which will make as pay to Texas blank millions 
of money, upon the conveyance to us’ of her va- 
cant, unappropriated public lands. Those lands, 
in the resolutions of annexation, were reserved to 
ber, and | have copied that reservation into my 
amendment 

if we had then agreed to pay her debt, I doubt 
not she would have surrendered her public lands. 
Circumstances, however, are now such, that it is 
proposed to pay to her a large sum of money. If 
the amount to be paid were known, we could act 
more intelligently; but I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, in aceordance with a rule in 
the Manual, leaves that question until the bill shall 
arrive at its last stage; but at that time it will be 
too late for me to offer my amendment, and hence 
I am constrained to offer it now. It has been sug- 
gested that the amount will be some ten or twelve 
millions of dollars. About ten millions is the 
present debt of Texas, and | propose that, for the 
sum which we may pay, Texas shall convey to ug 
her unappropriated public lands. She has her full 
share in the public lands, in which all the States 
possess an interest, and at the same time she ree 
tains her own, which I desire she shall surrender, 
if we pay her debt. 

Mr. CLAY. Itis true, as has been stated by 
the Senator from New Jersey, that | entertained 
the purpose not to fill the blank with the sum to be 
paid to Texas until the third reading of ihe bill, if 
it should reach that point. At the time I made 


‘that intimation 1 was acting upon my general 


knowledge of parliamentary law, as laid down in 
the Manual and the British books. According to 
these authorities, | knew that it was proper then 
to fillany blank that might, to that time, have been 
left in the bill; but since then my attention has 
been called to the particular rule of the Senate of 
the United States on this subject, which I believe 
I have never examined since it was adopted by the 
Senate, and I am now inclined to think that by 
one of our rules there has been a modification of 
the parliamentary law—that ia, as to filling up 
blanks. By our rules I find that no amendment 
can be made on the third reading of a bill without 
unanimous consent; and upon ascertaining that our 
rules have thus modified the general parliamentary 
law, I changed my purpose as to the time when it 


| would be proper to propose to fill the blank in this 


bill. My present purpose is to propose to fill the 
blank as one of the last amendments that it will be 
in order to make to the bill before it is ordered to 
an engrossment; and it will then be in order for the 
Senator from New Jersey to offer his amendment 
which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. DAYTON. With that understanding 1 
will now withdraw my amendment with the leave 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is stil} 
open to amendment, If no amendment be offered 
the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr, FOOTE. l have an amendment which F 
desire to offer, but, as I am anxious not to throw 
any obstacle in the way, E will reserve it for 
another opportunity. 

Mr. CLAY. If the bill shall be reported to 
the Senate it will still be open to amendments. 
{f, however, the Senator from Mississippi has an 
amendment to offer, it may be now preposed, and 
disposed of. There are two or three other amend- 
ments, of which notice has been given, which 
may also be now acted upon, unless they are 
abandoned. 

There being no proposition made to amend, the 
bill was reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless itis the 
pleasure of the Senate to have the question on the 
amendments taken separately, the question will be 
on concurring in the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BENTON. Let the question be taken 
separately. 

The first question was on concurring in the 
amendment to the fifth section, providing that the 
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Territory of Utah may hereafter be admitted into 
the Union as a State, with or without slavery, as 
her constitution may prescribe, 

Mr. SEW ARD culled for the yeas and nays, but 


they were not ordered, and the amendment was | 


concurred in. 

The second amendment was that which was made 
to the tenth section, striking out the words ** in re- 
spect to,” and inserting the words « establishing or 
prohibiting” before the words “ African slavery.” 

Mr. BALDWIN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and resulted as follow: ~ 

YVEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Butler, Clav, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson. Dick- 
inson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones, King, Morton, Rask, Sebastian, Shields, Soulé, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Underwood, Webster, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Cass. Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 


Dodge of Wisconsin, Felsh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, | 
Norris, Pheips, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Upham, Wales, | 


Walker, and Whitcomb—25. 
So the amendment was concurred in. 


The third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh 
amendments were adopted without a division. 

Mr. SEWARD. I now submit the amendment 
to the thirty-seventh section, which I offered in 
Committee of the Whole, but which was then 
rejected— but neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude shall be allowed in either of the Terri- 
tories of Utah or New Mexico, except on legal 
conviction for erime.’’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out all after 
the first four sections of the bill. Itisa simple 
proposition, and does not require discussion. I 
merely make the motion that a vote may be taken 
upon it by the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. The effect of the motion, if 


T understand it, is to bring the question on the | 


separate admission of California. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I am some- | 
what surprised by the motion of the honorable | 


Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Watxer.] I had 
no idea that even those most hostile to this bill, 
much less the honorable Senator just named, who 
I have ever regarded as a peacemaker, in this time 
of trouble would seek to defeat the bill, by this 
ora kindred motion, before its real friends had a 
fall opportunity to perfect it. 


this opportunity is given. A few days more, and 
I have no doubt we will reach a point when the 
solemn and deliberate sense of the Senate can be 
had on the merits of the three propositions em- 
braced in the bill. If he persist and the motion 
prevail, the labors of this body for the last three 
months will be entirely lost to the country; we 
will then be where we were on the day the com- 
mittee was organized. 

I am as anxious for the admission of California 
as hecan be. I claim to be behind no Senator in 
zeal on this point; though I differ with some as to 
the mode which will bring with it the early attain- 
ment of that object. 

I sustained the proposition to raise the commit- 
tec, who were charged with the duty of presenting 
some general plan of adjustment, calculated to give 
peace and quiet to the country. The bill before 
us was the result of their labors. As I stated on 
a former occasion, the bill contained features I ob- 
jected to, but a majority of the committee concur- 
ring in the measure, I acquiesced, and avowed my 
willingness to support it as an entirety, up toa 
point where I should find the admission of Cali- 
fornia endangered by a union of the measures, 
which I am glad to believe has not been reached, 
nor do I believe, from present appearances, will be; 
for, if coming events cast their shadows before 
them, none can doubt the passage of the measure; 
and if it does pass, I think Isee in the future, what 
is so much desired by every well-wisher of this 
Republic—peace, quiet, and confidence restored 
the country over, and a return on the pert of Con- 
gress to the legitimate legislative business of the 
Government. 

No one, sir, would hail with more gratification 
such a result than myself. No one has been more 
anxious to effect such a result than myself. To 
this end I have labored, in my humble manner, 
from the time the measure was reported to the Sen- 
ate, and shall only ceass when by a final vote its 
fate is decided. 


This we have net | 
yet had, and | appeal to the honorable Senator | 
from Wisconsin to withdraw his motion, until | 


|| doubts about it, I should ask for the postponement 
| of the question until the return to their seats of 


| this time. 


| consequence resu 


| submit to the Senator from Kentucky, and through 


Bat I am unwilling to see this motion prevail at 
I should regard it as truly unfortunate 
for the country. Further, its defeat now, under | 
this motion, would not be the voice of the Senate: 
four Senators, known friends of the measure, are 
not in their seats. Under this state of facts, then, 
I again appeal. to my friend from Wisconsin to 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the proposition 
before the Senate, which has been submitted in 
that spirit of fairness which has characterized the 
Senatorial course of the gentleman who made the 
motion, throughout my whole acquaintance with 
him, is one of great importance. Itis vital. Ftis | 
conclusive, if it prevail, of the fate of the bill. The 
question is, whether all the labor bestowed by the | 
Committee of Thirteen, and by the Senate, upon 
this great work of pacification is now to be lost, 
and whether we shall be brought back to the sim- 
ple question of the admission of California, with 
her limits as proposed, with her representation in 
both branches of Congress as proposed. 

The question is, in other words, whether we will 
take California, with all the objections that have 
been made to her admission, without compensa- 
tion: or whether, rejecting the motion, we will take 
California, with the compensations that are pro- 
vided in this bill. If the motion prevail, the effect 
of it will be to bring up instantly the question of | 
the admission of California. And upon that ques- | 
tion, no Senator can hesitate to believe bnt that 
there is a large and decisive majority in the afirm- 
ative; of which majority—I repeat the profession 
and declaration I have often made before—I am 
one. 

If Tam reduced to the necessity of voting sep- 
arately and distinctly upon the question of the 
admission of California, with her whole limits— 
stretching along the entire length of our posses- | 
sions on the Pacific, up to the boundary of Ore- 
gon—with her Senators and Representatives, with- 
out any compensation, without any equivalent, 
without any rejection of the principle of the Wil- ; 
mot proviso, T am prepared to give the vote. And | 
the question for the Senate, and for all parts of the 
Senate to consider is, whether or not they will | 
take the admission of California with the compen- | 
sation contained in this bill as it is, or as it may |! 

i 


i 
i 
! 
$ 
i 
! 


i 


be hereafter modified by subsequent amendments, || 
in preference to what is otherwise inevitable—the į; 
separate admission of California. I hope and trust 
the proposition will be rejected. If there were any 


three or four Senators, who, I hear, will vote 
againstit. But, as I presume the proposition will 
be rejected by a large majority, I shall not ask 
this. i 
Mr. President, I have two or three times indi- 
cated my purpose, at some suitable moment, after i 
hearing all that has been said against this bill, to | 
address the Senate in answer to all the leading | 
t 

{ 


topies of objection that may be urged against it. I! 
would do that now, butthat I think the moment | 
for performing such a duty bas not arrived, and | 
but for the anticipation | make that this motion 
will be rejected. I have risen for the purpose, | 
which I have executed, of stating the consequences | 
of the motion: California as she is, without com- 
pensation, or California with the compensation 
contained in this bill, or which may be put in it 
during its subsequent progress. That is the ques- |! 
tion before the Senate, and I wish the country to 
gee and understand it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, the Senator | 
from Kentucky has very briefly and very distinctly 
stated the consequences which will result from the 
adoption or rejection of this motion, to the extent 
to which those consequences have been specified 
by him. But, in my Judgment, there is a further | 
Iting or to result from the action | 
of the Senate upon this motion, which I beg to || 


him to the Senate. But, especially, I desire to 
submit it to the mover of this amendment. I appeal 
to him, whether, without any such intention on 
his part, this motion will not tend to embarrass 
the action of Senators. If the amendment prevail, | 
we will then be left to decide upon the question of 
the separate admission of California. Ifthe amend- 
ment be rejected, the Senate will then have deter- | 
mined to retain, as they are, the several sections 

which it is proposed to strike out. And the ques- 

tion whieh I submit to the consideration of the 


i out. 


| out any portion 


: any 


| judges to d 


Senate, and especially of the mover of this amend- 
ment, is, whether the rejection of this amendment 
will not preclude all future amendments to the por- 
tions of the bill which will have been retained? I 
find it written in the Manual: 

« When it is proposed to amend by inserting a paragraph 
or part of one, the friends of the paragraph may make it as 
perfect as they can by amendments, before the question is 
put for inserting it. Ef it be received, it cannot be amended 
afterwards in the same stage ; because the house has, on a 
vote, agrċed to it in that form. - In like manner, if it is pro- 


; posed to amend by striking out a paragraph, the friends of 


the paragraph are first to make it as, perfect as. they can by 
amendments before the question is’put for striking it out. 
Ifon the question it be retained, it cannotbe amended after- 
wards; because a vote against striking out is equivalent to 
a vote agreeing to itin that form.” : 


Now, sir, I beg to make a suggestion to the 
Senate. We are engaged in the discussion of a 
bill which proposes one precise mode of adjusting 
this question. It is very desirable to some, who 
cannot agree to this bill in its present form, that 
it should receive modifications, which it may pos- 
sibly receive, if it remains still open to amend- 
ment. What I have to say, then, to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, is this: He presents an embar- 
rassment to those who desire, in the further prog- 
ress of this bill, to submit amendments. The 
inquiry is—and I am perfectly sure the Senator bad 
no intention of producing such embarrassment— 
whether this be a proper mode of coercing Sena- 
tors in that situation, by precluding them from 
offering amendments? 

I have expressed the opinion, that if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin be rejected, 
the several sections retained will no longer be open 
to amendment. I formed that opinion upon the 
authority to which I have referred, in the Manual, 


| which declares that a refusal to strike out is equiv- 
! alent to an affirmative motion to retain in the exact 


form in which it exists, so that no future amend- 
ment can be made to it. 

I would ask the gentleman whether it would not 
consist with his own views of propriety to with- 
draw his motion for the present, so as to allow 
amendments to be proposed, upon which the action 
of the Senate can be had, and which will enable 
Senators who are in the situation in which Lam 
individually, to get a fair expression of the views 
of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. Does not a motion to amend take 
precedence of a motion to strike out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. The 
Chair would also state that the opinion of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia is correct. The rejection of a 
motion to strike out is equivalent to the adoption 


| of a motion to retain, in the exact words proposed 


to be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Then I have an amendment to 
offer to one of the sections proposed to be stricken 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
this amendment. An amendment was adopted on 
my motion 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the Senator from. New 
Hampshire allow us to hear what was the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. HALE, Certainly. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state what is the rule of proceeding. Ifa proposi- 
tion is made to strike out any portion of a bill be- 
fore the Senate, and the Senate refuse to strike it 
out, it cannot afterwards be amended by striking 
of it. It can only be amended by 
addition, and not by altering the phraseology of 
portion which the Senate refu sed to strike out, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I was about to 
suggest that on my motion, when this bill was 


| under consideration in Committee of the Whole, 


anamendment was adopted, I believe unanimously, 
making certain issues that might come before the 
supreme and district courts of these territories 
reéxaminable. 1 find, in looking into the bill, and 
on consultation with some friends of the bill, that 
there is no express grant of power to either of the 
eclare writs of habeas corpus, except by 
intendment and inferences, and directions how 
they are to proceed. 1 propose by an amendment 
to make that plain and explicit, which may now 
be found in the bill by inference. I therefore pro- 
pose to insert immediately after the words “ United 
States,” in the forty-fifth line of the thirteenth 
section, the following: 

« And the said supreme and district courts of the:satd ter- 
ritory, and the respective judges thereof, shali and may 
grant writs of kabeas corpus in all cases in which the same 
are grantable by the judges of the United States in the Dis- 
triet of Celambia.?? X 
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Mr, BENTON. Mr. President, I would in- 
quire if this is brought in as an amendment to the 
bill, or asian amendment to the motion made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis an amend- 
ment to one of the sections of the bill proposed to 
be stricken-out by the motion of the Senator from 
‘Wisconsin. 

Mr. BENTON. What I want to say is this: 
As these.amendments can be made before the vote 
is taken on the motion of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, it would perhaps be more convenient if the 
Senator from Wisconsin would withdraw his mo- 
tion until after the amendments are done with. He 
could then renew it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I understand 
the decision of the Chair to be that to a certain 
extent this would be an embarrassment to amend- 
ments to the bill, so far as amendments that pro- 
pose to strike out. When I made the motion l 
was not.under the impression that such would be 
the effect of a negative vote. We often see a mo- 
tion to strike out all after the enacting clause of a 
bill. Thatis negatived. The body certainly goes 
on and amends the bill, after that negative vote. 
True, this is not a motion to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, but itis a motion to strike out 
a very material part of the bill, a large majority of 
its sections. And it did not occur to me that its 
rejection would preclude amendments of any sort. 
But such being the opinion of the Chair, to whose 
better experience I bow with deference, I will with- 
draw the amendment, because, as has been very 
correctly said by the Senator from Georgia, I 
would not offer any proposition which would em- 
barrass this. measure. 

No objection being made, the motion was with- 
drawn. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. HALE. | 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I understand that į 
the amendment merely. proposes to make plain and 
explicit what is already in the bill by inference. 
Such being the case, I have no objection to it. j 

Mr. BUTLER. {hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will explain why itis that the grant- 
ing of writs of habeas corpus is confined only to 
cases in which they are grantable in the” District | 
of Columbia? | 

Mr, HALE, Iwillexplain the object. On con- 
sultation with a friend of the bill, it was suggested 
that if it was made analogous to cases in the States, | 
there might be something peculiar in one State that | 
was not in another. It was thought better, there- i 
fore, in order to give the provision a national char- 
acter, to make it analogous to the principles which | 
govern cases in this District. ‘That was the only j 
object, The same provision is already in the bill 
by inference. This only makes it explicit. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I move the same amendment in | 
the same place to the thirtieth section of the bill, 
so as to make it apply equally to both territories. | 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. BENTON offered the following amendment i 


to the bill: 

Strike out of proposition “ first?’ of section 39, after the 
word ‘ beginning,” these words: “at the point on the Rio 
del Norte, commonly ealed £l Paso, and running up drat | 
river twenty miles, measured by a straight line thereon, 
and thence eastwardly to a point where the 100th degree of 
west longitude crosses Red river, being the south west angle, 
in the line designated between the United States and Mexico, 
and the same angle in the line of the territory set apart for 
the Indians by the United States,” and insert after the said 
word “ beginning” these words : “ at the point in the middle 
of the deepest channel in-the Rio Grande del Norte, where 
the same is crossed by the 102d degree of longitude west 
from the meridian of Greenwich; thence north, along that 
longitude, o ihe 34th degree of north latitude ; thence east- 
wardly to the point st which the 100th degree of west longi- i 
tude crosses the Red river, = ies 

The amendment being stated by the Chair, 

Mr. BENTON said: 

The motion is to strike out and insert—to strike 
out the committee’s proposed line for the western 
boundary of Texas, and to insert a different one 
in place of it. The committee’s line begins twenty | 
miles, on a straight line, above El Paso, and runs 
northeastwardly to the point at which the Red | 
river is Crosse by the one hundredth degree of 
west longitude. The line I propose begins in the 
middle of the channel of the Rio Grande de! Norte 
where it is crossed by the one hundred and second 
degree of west longitude, about three hundred miles, 
ona straight line, below El Paso, and runs north 


with that longitude to the thirty-fourth parallel 


of north latitude, where it strikes the committee’s 
line; and. thence, with that line, to its termination 


| at the intersection of the Red river by the one hun- 


dredth degree of west longitude. These are the 
two lines, and the difference between them is a 
difference of seventy thousand square miles cut off 
from New Nexics and given to Texas. - 

My ojections to the committee’s proposed line 
were stated in a former speech, and nothing which 
was then said will be repeated now. The point 
of those objections was, that that line wasa dis- 
memberment of New Mexico, cutting off seventy 
thousand square miles of its territory, and giving 
it to Texas. My reasons for the line I propose 
were also stated in the same speech, and will not 
be repeated now. Their point was, that a line 
along the one hundred and second degree of west 
longitude would be the proper boundary between 
New Mexico and Texas—the one that would con- 
form to the actual possessions of both countries, 
to their civil and geographical divisions. Without 
repeating arguments formerly used, my design is 
to rise higher, and establish the same points by 


new and closer evidence, drawn, as the rhetoricians | 
express it, ex visceribus cause—from the bowels of ! 
the case—that is to say, from the bill and report of 


the committee itself, and from the authentic map 
of the State of Texas. f : 
I begin with the committee’s bill, and show 


from it that a cession of a part of New Mexico to 


Texas, and not the ascertainment of the true line 
between them, was the object of the committee; 
and that in fact they make a cession of one half 
of New Mexico to Texas, and then accept a ces- 
sion of the other half from her, and then propose 
to pay her a large sum of money besides. Here 
is the ceding clause in the committee’s bill: 

« Second. The United States cede to the State of Texas all 
right, claim, and title which they have to any territory lying 
south of the line aforesaid. And the said State of Texas 
codes to the United States any right, claim, and title which 
it has to any territory lying north of the said line.” 


These are the words of the committee’s bill—a 


cession—a mutual cession of territory from each | 


to the other, and in terms which imply title in 
each. The United States cede to Texas all the 


territory that lies south of the committee’s line; | 


Texas cedes to the United States all the territory 
that lies north of it. Itis the act of two owners 
acting independently of each other, and making an 
exchange of land, and in terms which imply an 
equality of title in the respective cessions. Upon 
the words of this clause, then, this transfer to 
Texas is a cession from the. United States, and 
conveys to Texas the right, title, and claim of the 
United States to all the territory ceded. 
part of the bill is equally explicit in treating this 
transfer asa cession. The sixth clause is in these 


words: 
« Sixth. If the said State of Texas shall refuse or decline 
to accede to the preceding articles, they shail become null 


| and void, and the United States shall be remitted back to all | 
© their territorial rights, in the same state and condition as if 


these articles of compact had never been tendered to the 
aeceptance of the State of Texas.” 


This is confirmation, both of the cession and of 
the title of the United States. It makes a provision 
for resuming the title of the United States if the 
exchange is not agreed to by Texas. It remits 
the title—sends it back—to the United States if 


nhatic meaning to this remission, as a return toits 
former owner, the expletive ‘ back” is super- 
added—a redundancy of phrase which could only 
be justified by the extreme desire of saving the 
tile of the United States if the committee cannot 
succeed in giving it away. 

The report of the committee, in explanation and 
support of their bill, fully accords with these two 
clauses of the bill itself. It treats the line they 


propose as making a cession of United States ter- | 
ritory to Texas, and carefully reclaims the title, if | 


the cession is not accepted. Thus: 


“fr this boundary be assented to by Texas, she will be 
quicted to that extent in her title. And some imay suppose 


that, in consideration of this concession by the United States, | 


-he might, without any other equivalent, relinquish any 
claim she has beyond the proposed houudary: that is, any 
claim to any part of New Merico. But, under the influence 
of asentiment of justice and great liberality, the bill pro- 
poses to Texas, for her relinguishment of any such claim, a 
large pecuniary equivalent.” 

And again: 

« ft cannot be anticipated that Texas will decline to accede 
ta these liberal propositions; but if she should, it is to be 
distinctly understood that the title of the United States to 
any territory acquired from Mexico east of the Rio Grande, 
will remain unimpaired, and in the same condition as if the 
proposals of adjustment now offered had never been made? 


Another | 


! Texas does not accept! and, to give more em- || 


i tion of tit 


Here are two distinct confirmations of the mean- 
ing expressed in the committee’s bill, and shows 
that the import of the words employed by them 
was duly and cautiously considered.“ Conces- 
sion” is the term they apply to it, which is the 
equivalent of cession, which is itself equivalent to 
the word grant. ‘ Unimpaired”’ is to be the state 
of the United States title, if the concession Is not 
accepted by Texas; and, as an acquisition from 
Texas, the remaining part of New Mexico is pro- 
posed to be held. The words all imply cession 
and acquisition; and in that, the bill and report are 
right. Itis a cession of seventy thousand square 
miles of New Mexico to Texas for nothing! with 
a proposal to purchase the remaining part of New 
Mexico from her at a greater price!, The whole 
crowned bya bungling salvo to save our title ‘ un- 
impaired,’ if Texas cannot be induced to accept 
these fine terms—terms which give ber both our 
land and our money. Thus, the report accords 
with the bill, and sustains my proposition. 

I now proceed to other evidence. 

Here is a map! the title, contents, date, and 
verification of which are vital to this inquiry. lt 
is entitled, A Mar or tHe STATE or Texas, BY 
Corpova; and it declares itself to be compiled 
from the records of the General Land Office of the 
State, and is dated in the spring of 1848, and pro- 
fesses to give every county, every town, land dis- 
trict, river and stream in the State; and is verified 
by the signatures of the Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State in Congress, by the Commission- 
er of the General Land Office, and the attestation of 
the Governor, and of the Secretary of State. Is 
must be assumed to be an authentic map of the 
State, such as it was at the time of its compilation 
—spring of 1848—and will not be questioned by 
Texas, and is the sole evidence for which the 
United States will have oceasion in maintaining 
the possession of all New Mexico until the ques- 
le shall be. competently disposed of. It 
shows the possession of Texas as it stood at the 
time that the United States acquired New Mexico. 
It is the map of possession—the map of the State 
as possessed—at that identical moment, vital to 
this question: it extends from the Sabine to 1020 
of west longitude. And here isa reduced map in 
the corner of the large one, embracing the country 
from the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean, 
and showing the whole extent of the claim of 
Texas. I will explain the reduced map first. 
Here it is, (holding it up.) The blue color repre- 
sents the whole claim of Texas, extending to the 
head of the Del Norte, and thence to north latitude 
420, where it corners with Oregon and California, 
having “Santa Fé county ” written upon it, near 
San Miguel—the place where the Texan expedition 
was taken prisoner in the year 1841. The small 
red and yellow squares in the eastern part of this 
little map represent the counties, land districts, and 


| the colonial land grants in Texas; and they show 


that the longitude of 1020—the same which I pro- 
pose for the western limit of Texas—was the ut- 
most limit to which any land district or occupied 
county then extended. Fannin land district ex- 
tended precisely to that longitude, and is bounded 
by it. Bexar county extended in that direction, 
but without a settler near it. This is what the lit- 
tle map shows—the whole claim of Texas, cover- 
ing all New Mexico east of the Del Norte—and 
her actual possession limited to the eastern side of 
the longitude of 1020. 

L now recur to the large map, entitled A Map of 
the State of Texas; and first read the certificates of 


| verification which {find onitsface. These are they: 


« WASHINGTON Ciry, August 22, 1848. 

1. “We the undersigned Senators and Representatives 
froin the State of Texas do hereby certify; that we have 
carefully examined J. De Cordova’s map of the State of 
Texas, compiled by R. Creuzbawr, from the records of the 
General Land Office of Texas, and have no hesitation in 
saying that no map could surpass this in aceuracy and 
fidelity. It has delineated upon it every connty in the State, 
its towns, rivers, and streams ; and we cordially recommend 
it to every person who desires correct geographical knowl- 
edge of our State. To persons desirious of visiting Texas it 
wil be invaluable.” 

[Signed: Thomas J. Rusk, Sam Houston, Da- 
vid S. Kaufman, S. P. Pilsbury.] 

2. s f hereby certify, that this map has heen compiled 
from the records of the General Land Office, hy Robert 
Creuzbawr, and that itis the most correct representation of 
the State which [ have seen, or which has come within my 
Knowledge. The meanders of the rivers are all correctly 
represented, being made from actual surveys.” 


[Signed by Thomas W. Ward, at Austin, July 
4, 1848.] 
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3. “The undersigned, Commissioner of the General Land 
Oee of the State of Texas, has no hesitancy in declaring it 
as his firin conviction, that this map is a very correct repre- 
sentation of the State, representing all returns up to date, 
having been compiled with great care from the records of 
ue General Land Office by the draughtsman, Robert Creuz- 

awr. ”? 

[Signed July 4, 1848: George W. Smith.] 

4, State of Texas: I certify that George William Ward 
was Commissioner of the General Land Office from the 5th 
day of January, 1841, to the 20th day-of March, 1848; and 
alzo that George W. Smith is now and has been Commis- 
sioner as aforesaid since the said 20th day of March Jast. In 
testimony whereof, [ have hereunto set my hand aud affixed 
the seal of the Siate, at Austin, the 7th day of July, 1848, and 
of the independence of Texas the thirteenth year.” 

(Signed, George T. Wood: countersigned by 
the Secretary of State, W. D. Miller.] 

This is the authentication of the map, and cer- 
tainly nothing could be more full and satisfactory. 
The dates of the certificates are also most essen- 
tial; for they show the map to have been com- 
piled as late as the Spring of 1848, the very date 
of the treaty with the Republic of Mexico, as if 
compiled for the exact purpose of showing the 
United States the extent of the Texan possession 
on the day she became interested in the question, 
by becoming the owner of the territory contiguous 
to Texas, Here is this authentic map. Look at 
it—(holdingit up.) It is large enough to be seen 
across the Chamber, and shows objects with suffi- 
cient distinctness to be discerned by all. Its west- 
ern limitis the longitude of 102! the very limit I 
propose, asif I had made the map myself to suit 
my bill. Here isthe longitude of 102 constituting 
the western limitof the map, running through the 
centre of the Staked Plain, leaving every county, 
every town, and every land district, and every 
stream and river of Texas, with all their head 
springs and sources to the east, leaving the 
whole course of the Puerco and its valley to the 
west, and striking the Del Norte just below the 
mouth of the Puerco, and three hundred miles 
on a straight line below El Paso. Behold it! 
Here is 102 cutting the long blank space marked 
El Llano Estacado, the Staked Plain; and here are 
all the breaks in the eastern declivity of that long, 
broad, and sterile table land, from which issue the 
thousand little streams which, taking their course 
towards the rising sun, and gathering themselves 
into large channels, give birth to all the beautiful 
rivers of Texas—the Colorado, the Brasos, (Los 
Brasos de Dios, the Arms of God.) the Nueces, 
and the southern forks of the Red river. There 
they aliare! Everything that is Texan by na- 
ture or by law! Rivers, towns, counties, all to 
the east of 102, and all separated from New Mex- 
ico by the high desert plain which marks the 
structure of the country, and divides systems of 
rivers and of lands from each other. 

This is the line which I propose, and upon the 
adoption of which the sense of the Senate will be 
taken. It is entirely different from that of the 
committee, and makes a difference of 70,000 
square miles to the United States territory in New 
Mexico, according to its adoption or rejection. 

I have diligently studied the report of the com- 
mittee to find out the principle on which they 
could take a line beginning above El Paso to divide 
the territories of New Mexico and Texas—a line 
which, conforming to neither claim, falsifies both! 
and which, contradicting history, geography and 
law, invalidates itself! I have been greatly at a 
loss to discover the principle on which such an 
anomalous line could be based; and suppose I 
have found it, so far as it can be found, in the 
paragraph of the committee’s report, which I will 
now read. ‘This is it: 

« The committee beg leave next to report on the subject 
of the sorthern and western boundary of Texas. On that 
question a great diversity of opinion bas prevailed. Accord- 

_ ing to one view of it, the western “limit of Texas was the 
Nueces; according to anolher, it extended to the Rio Grande, 
and stretched fron its mouth to its source. A majority of 
the committee, having come to the conclusion of recom- 
mending an amicable adjustment of the boundary with Texas, 
abstain from expressing any opinion as to the true and legiti- 
mate western and northern boundary of that State. The 
terms proposed for such an adjustment are contained in the 
pill herewith reported, and they are, with inconsiderable 
variation, thesame as that reported by the Commitice on 
Territories. 

« according to these terms, it is proposed to Texas that 
her boundary be recognized to the Rio Grande, and up that 
river to the point commonly called Et Paso, and running 
thence up that river twenty miles, measured thereon by a 
straight line, and thence eastwardly to a point where the 
hundredth degree of west Jongitude crosses Red river ; being 
the southwest angle in the line designated between the 
United States and Mexico, and the'same angle in the line of 
the territory set apart for the Indians by the United States.” 
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This is it! and a pretty light it is to guide the 
Congress of the United States—a great diversity 
of opinion among the people, and no opinion at all 
in the committee. Some think the Nueces the 
true and legitimate western boundary: some think 
it extends to the Rio Grande. The committee 
think neither one nor the other, nor anything else; 
but, having. come to the conclusion to recommend 
an amicable adjustment, they abstain from ex- 
pressing any opinion as to the true and legitimate 
western boundary of Texas! and then, without 
any regard to what is either true or legitimate, 
they cut New Mexico in two, and give half of her 
to Texas. If the committee had studied the ques- 
tion of boundary, and expressed an opinion, and 
then made their line conformable to it, their rec- 
ommendation might have been entitled to great 
weight. But they do no such thing. They do 
not study the question. They expressly abstain 
from it. They neither give an opinion of their 
own nor adopt that of anybody else. They neither 
take the Nueces, as they say some believe, nor the 
Rio Grande, as they say others believe; nor name 
any line which they themselves believe; but, going 
it blind—making a half and balf business of it— 
cutting instead of untying the Gordian knot—they 
take a new course across the Puercos, beginning 
half way up the Del Norte, cut New Mexico in 
two just below the hips, and give the lower half 
to Texas, leaving New Mexico to stump it about 
as she can, without feet or legs. 

Thisis called abstaining from expressing an opin- 
ion; but it is certainly acting an opinion, and execu- 
tingitalso. They amputate New Mexico—cut her 
in two just below the middle—give half to Texas— 
and call that no opinion. Sir, there was once a dis- 
pute before a wise man with respect to the maternity 
of a child. Two different women claimed to be its 
mother, and Solomon, puzzled with their contra- 
dictory asseverations, and notable to decide which 
was the true and legitimate mother, and abstaining 
from expressing any opinion, ordered the child to 
be cut in two, and half of it to be given to each. 


i You know how it ended. The true mother would 


not have the child cut in two! and the wise man 
knew that! and his judgment was nothing buta 
device to find out the truth by making nature speak. 
I do not know whether our committee have acted 
on the policy of Solomon—Solomons though they 
all may be; nor in fact upon what policy or prin- 
ciple they acted. There is no point from the head 
to the mouth of the river which may not be taken 
on the same principle. Amicable adjustment is 
the only rule they profess, and that seems to be 
very amicable; and, according to what they pro- 
pose, all their amicability rans in one channel, and 
all their adjustment leans to one side. They give 
seventy thousand square miles of New Mexico to 
Texas, and offer her $10,000,000 to accept it! 
This is amicable enough to Texas, and adjustment 
enough to suit her! But how does it suit the 
United States and New Mexico? How does it 
suit truth and justice—that true and legitimate line 
which tne committee did not even pretend to ascer- 
tain? . . 

The committee propose a consideration to be 
paid by the United States to Texas—how much 
they do not say in their bill or report, but rumor 
talks of $10,000,000. This is what the report says: 

c As a consideration for it, and considering that a portion 
of the debt of Texas was created on a pledge to her creditors 
of the duties on foreign imports, transferred by the resolution 
of annexation to the United States, and now received and re- 
ceivable in their treasury, a majority of the committee rec- 
ommend the payment of the sum of millions of dollars 
to Texas, to be applied in the first instance to the extinction 
of that portion of her debt for the reimbursement of which 
the duties on foreign imports were pledged as aforesaid ; and 
the residue in such manner as she may direct. According 
to an estimate which has been made, there are included in 
the territory to which it is proposed that Texas. shall relin- 
quish her claim, embracing that part of New Mexico lying east 
of the Rio Grunfe, a little less than 124,933 square miles, 
and about 79,957,120 acres of land, From the proceeds of 
the sale of this land, the United States may ulitmately be 
reimbursed a portion, if not the whole, of the amount of 
what is thus proposed to be advanced to Texas.” 

The consideration is not named ; but some things 
are named which may help to form a judgment as 
to what itought to be. Let us consider them. In 
the first place, this is an affair of mutual cession— 


an exchange of land—so much on one side, and. 


so much on the other—and then boot from the 
United States to Texas to the figure of some mil- 
lions. ‘The first question is, how much land does 
each give? And the committee answers for Texas, 
with great precision, a little less than 124,933 


square miles, including that. part of New Mexico 
which lies east of the Rio Grande: and I -answer 
for New Mexico, 70,000 square miles, including 
the El Paso and Puerco country. Upon the fig- 
ures, Texas would seem to have ceded most, and 
entitled to receive boot: but when it comes to be 
considered that this cession from Texas includes 
all New Mexico. east of the Del Norte, from 
twenty miles above El Paso to the head of the 
river—that it cedes five hundred miles of what. was 
New Mexico for a hundred years before the name 
of Texas had been heard of—that it includes thirty 
towns and villages, and 70,000 New. Mexican 
people who admit no allegiance to Texas—then it 
becomes a question whether this five hundred 
miles of New Mexico should nothe deducted from 
the committee’s quantity of 124,933 square miles. 
I happen to be of that opinion; and so would de- 
duct about 50,000 square miles from the commit- 
tee’scount. ‘hat would make the two cessions 
about equal in extent, about equal in quantity. 
And now for quality and value. How would the 
two cessions stand in that respect? Evidently the 
70,000 square miles taken from New Mexico ia 
worth more than the 75,000 ceded by Texas. It 
is in a better climate, being all of it south of 349, 
and partas far south as 294; while the Texan ces- 
sion goes up to 42, in the Rocky Mountains— 
within thirty miles of the South Pass, and cor- 
nering on Oregon and California. It is better land. 
It has civilized people upon it—four or five thou- 
sand at San Eleazario, and two or three thousand 
at other places. It is unincumbered with resident 
Indians, and will be ready for immediate sale and 
settlement, and lies in the direct track from the 
lower Mississippi to the northern parts of the Re- 
public of Mexico, and the Gila route to California 
and the Pacific ocean. It is the most valuable 
cession, equal in extent, better in climate and qual- 
ity, and more desirable from position. And yet 
the committee propose boot—good boot—some 
millions. hat is not the rule in the horse swap. 
It is not the rule ta give the best horse, and then 
give the price of the other in boot, especially when 
both horses belong to yourself, , 

The committee, in their report, seem to be a lit- 
tle conscious that they were rather overdoing the 
matter in this article of compensation to Texas— 
this new mode of swapping Jand—giving the best 
land, and then giving bootbesides. They say: 

“If this boundary be assented to by Texas, she will be 
quieted to that extent in her tile. And some may suppose 
that, in consideration of this concession by the United States, 
she might, without any other equivalent, relinguish any claim 
she has beyond the proposed boundary : that is, any claim to 
any part of New Mexico. But, under the influence of a sen- 
timent of justice and great liberality, the bill proposes to 
Texas, for her relinquishment of any such cluim, a large pe- 
cuniury equivalent.’? 

This is candid. Doubtless many will suppose, 
as the committee think some will, that the United 
States had given land enough without superadding 
money to it. They would think so upon the very 
reasonable principle, that when a man had given 
up half his land to quieta claim to it, that he should 
not pay money for the other half, especially when 
he believed both halves belonged to himself, and 
when he had possessed it all for two hundred and 
fifty years. It is very reasonable, in such a case, 
that some would suppose that he had done enough 
in giving up half. 1, myself, would certainly be 
one in that some. But, not so the committee. 
They have a new rule to go by, unknown in trade 
or polities before. They have recourse to senti- 
ment! and, under its influence, and from a feeling 
of great liberality, they will make “ other equiva- 
lent” to Texas for relinquishing her claim to the 
rest of New Mexico. This is the way it stands in 
the committee’s bill and report; and I give what 
they say in their own words, that there may be no 
mistake about it; another equivalent is what they 
propose. One might suppose that one equivalent 
was enough, but they propose another, so that 
there shall be both a moneyed and a landed equiv- 
alent to Texas. Now, I object to all this. 1 ob- 
ject to accepting a cession of New Mexico from 
"Texas, first, because the United States has a claim 
to it herself, and has the actual possession, which 
is a right to possession until the claim is decided. 
Secondly, because the acceptance of such a cession 
would admit the title of Texas to ail New Mexico 
east of the Rio Grande, and so raise questions to 
disturb both New Mexico and the United States. 
Thirdly, because we give more valuable territory 
than we receive, and then pay the value of what 
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we receive into the bargain, and which was our ; 


own before. 
Sir, this is ‘strange work. A committee under- 
taking to guide, in a case where they admit they 


have not looked for either truth or law—prescrib- | 
either true nor || 


ing a line, which they admit to be n 
legitimate—-abstaining from expressi 


ng an opinion, | 
and yet enforcing an opinion—making a sacrifice, 


i highest proof of its enormity which the wisdom 
of man could have devised. Votes are nearly bal- 
anced on this floor, for or against this conglomerate 
ll bill. ‘There are two Texas votes on this floor, and 
i they count four—two off and two on—and every 
|, one knows that these votes will decide the fate of 
the bill, and that they themselves will be decided 
| by the amount of money to be voted to Texas. 
| Sir, I touch a point which is still ahead, and which 
: Twill not develop now. When we come to the 
filing up of that mysterious blank, so carefully 
; guarded, I may be able to demonstrate that the 
effect of this conglomeration of bills, and that re- 
servation of a blank, to be filled at the last mo- 
ment, is to open an auction upon the floor of the 
i, Senate, for the votes which are to carry through 
| the omnibus bill, with all its multifarious and het- 
| erogeneous contents. The filling of the blank 
| may develop the fact, that the admission of Cali- 
| fornia, and the establishment of governments for 


and calling it a compromise—undertaking to save : 
New Mexico, and saving her by giving away one. 


half, and purchasing the other half. This is strange 
work, and new work, in the American Senate: but 
let us go on with it. 

The committee propose a consideration in mon- 
ey to Texas for accepting their line. Upon what 
principle? It is an exchange of territory—a mu- 

ial cession—and Texas receives better than she 
gives, Is it for'the remaining part of New Mexi- 
co? “If'so, it is unjustifiable to purchase what we 


already possess, and dangerous to rouse the ques- | 


tions to which the admission of Texan title to 
New Mexico would inevitably give rise. This ts 
too serious a question to be lightly evoked. Ifthe 
State of Texas now covers the Santa Fé country, 
as the bill and report of the committee admit, then 
the constitution and laws of Texas are in force 
there! and this is what the Senate will say if it 
sanctions the committee’s bill; and what cannot be 
said without rousing great questions. 

A moneyed consideration is to be paid to Tex- 
as, but how much is kept a profound secret, for 
the profound reason of preventing jobbing in this 
Texas stock. In the mean time it seems to be 
known, in the knowing circles, that ten millions is 
the amount to be offered; and on that basis stock 
jobbing is rife! and three hundred per centum has 
already been the advance. The chance of Cali- 
fornia for admission, and of the two territories for 

vernments, rises and falls with this rise and fall 
of Texas stock. They are all in one cart togeth- 
ér-—-Califomia, Utah, New Mexico, Texas bound- 


ary, and Texas stock; and must all go through, | 
or balk together; and all depends upon the Texas | 


stock. 

The committee say, in their report, it is not to 
be anticipated that ‘Texas will refuse to accede to 
their liberal propositions. That, I presume, will 
depend upon the amount of ‘money with which 
that carefully-guarded blank is to be filled; and 
that is not to be filled until the last moment—uantil 
the bill is on its third reading. Then the filling is 
to come; and upon the quantity of it, I presume, 
the vote of the State of Texas is to depend—both 
the State in its rejection, or acceptance of the pro- 
posed terms, and her representatives here, in voting 
for or against the bill which contains them. I speak 
òf the State and of her representatives here, as I 
would speak of my own State, and of myself, 
under the like circumstances. Our first duty is to 
our own State; and under the sense of that duty, 
the vote of the Texas Senators on this bill—this 
omnibus bill, in which the admission of California 
and governments to two Territories is mixed up 
with money to Texas—their vote upon the whole 
bill must depend. Money enough to Texas, and 
they go it! and all the measures are carried. Not 
money enough to Texas, and they halt! and all 
the measures are lost. It is not only an enormity 


in itself to make the passage of the other great : 
measures dependent upon the amount of money | 


voted to Texas, but it leads to a vicious and con- 
demnable mode of fixing that amount. It leads 
to voting the amount, not which Texas ought to 
receive, but of what will pass the bill! and to the 
contrary, what will defeat the bill. Thus, those 
intent upon the bill must vote a large sum to se- 
cure the Texas vote: those opposed to it must vote 


a small sum, or nothing, in order to defeatit. This | 


is vicious voting, and to be condemned every- 
where. A jury that should make up a verdict in 
that way would have their verdict set aside, and 
themselves reprimanded. What should be done 
to us and our verdict under the same circum- 
stances? For one, I confess the vice of my vote, 


and lay its blame on those who force me into the j; 


false position in which lam to vote. ina bill by 
herself, and for such a line as I propose, I would 
vote Texas a liberal sum: in this connection, and 
under these circumstances, not a cent. 

Mr. President, there is something overruling in 


the affairs of men, which, in the end, brings out | 


things right, and establishes the dominion of truth 
aid justices and never was this overruling super- 
jatendence more visible than now. Here are 


measures of the most discordant kind clapped to- 
| gether in one bill, in violation of all parliamentary 
|. Taw, and to the rain of all fair legislation, in order 
to force some measures to carry others. ` It is the 
most flagrant case of parliamentary impropriety 
which the history of our legislation bas ever pre- 


sented; and, to rebuke and crush it, here is the | 


1 


money to be paid to Texas; and, if it does, it will 
resent the highest evidence of the flagrant enor- 
i mity of tacking incongruous bills together which 
| the history of American or British legislation has 
| everexhibited. The bill is caught flagrante delicto— 
‘| taken in the fact—seized by the throat, and held 
il up to public view—(and here Mr. B: grappled a 
| pill and held itup)—in the very act of perpetrating 
| its crime—in the very act of auctioneering for votes 
| to pass itself, 1 seize it in the act, and hold it up 


‘recurred to, and its fate to stand as a warning 
against all future conjunctions of incongruous 
measures. 

l beg my friends from Texas [Messrs. Houston 
and Rusx|—and I call no man friend without be- 
ing ready to stand for a friend when one is need- 
ed—I beg them to take what I say in the sense I 
| intend it. In their place, I should do as they will 
do—vote for or against the bill, and all its meas- 
| ures, according to the amount of money to go into 
|, the blank—and with the same sentiment of pro- 
| found humiliation which they must feel. And 
i this shows the enormity of such unnatural con- 
' junctions of discordant measures. And here l 
‘will use an argument but lately come to hand, but 
| which ought to have its weight on this occasion. 
| I allude to the new constitution of Kentucky, and 
| its salutary provision against the ruinous practice 
| of * log-rolling.”? In section thirty seven of article 
|| two of that instrament, there is this provision: 
! Every BILL SHALL CONTAIN BUT ONE SUBJECT, AND 
| THAT SHALL BE CLEARLY EXPLAINED IN THE TITLE. 
| This is the sentiment of Kentucky on the fatal 
| practice of tacking incongruous bills together. 
|| She has pointed her constitutional cannon against 
ii it. True, we are not bound by the provisions of 
| her constitution; but we are bound to respect the 
| principle of morality in which it is founded, and 
i of course to condemn and repudiate this omnibus 
bill, freighted with so many subjects, and depend- 
i| ent for its passage on the amount of money to be 
voted out of the public Treasury to the State of 
Texas. 

Sir, I have myself, in a bill now before the Sen- 
ate, proposed a compact with Texas for the se‘tle- 
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mutual cessions—no exchange of territory—no 
dismemberment of New Mexico—no purchase of 
the Santa Fé country—no giving away our own 
territory, and paying Texas to take it. My pro- 
posals steered clear of all that folly and blunder. 
This is what I proposed: 

“Arr. 3. The Siate of Texas cedes to the United 


she reduces herself by the first article of this compact.” 
And the limits then proposed by me for her re- 
duction were the same now proposed—102° of 
west longitude, and 34° of north latitude. This 
| is all the cession that my bil) proposed—a cession 
| from Texas only—and not of all the territory, but 
|| of ail her territory exterior to her reduced limits. 
1 
li 


This avoided the consequences of a cession from 


ll her of the whole country, including New Mexico 
i as a part of Texas. ltavoided the consequence of 
|| holding the Santa Fé country as a purchase from 


|! two Territories, may depend upon the amount of | 


| i 
| to public opprobrium, and make it an era to be | 


|| ment of her western boundary; but I proposed no 


States all her territory exterior to the limits to which | 


Texas. It avoided the consequence of admitting 
all that country to have been’a part of the State of 
Texas. It avoided all the serious and disturbing 
consequences in which the committee’s bill would 
involve us. For such a lineas 1 proposed to Tex- 
as, ceding no territory to her, accepting no title to 
New Mexico from her, leaving New Mexico in- 
tact, and conforming to ancient title and to present 
actual possession, 1 would vote fifteen millions of 
dollars; for such a line as the committee propose, 
not a copper. 

The committee can find no excuse in my. offer 
for theirs. And here I address myself most es- 
pecially to that member of the committee (Mr. 
Cooper, of Pennsylvania] who seems to have be- 
come its organ at this point; and Isay to him, and 
through him to the committee, there is nothing in 
the one to justify the other. The two offers are 
as different as the two extracts from that sarsa- 
parilla root—* Heaven wide apart, and infinitely 
dissimilar, and not alike in any two particulars, and 
having no two qualities in common.’? One begins 
twenty miles, m a straight line, above El Paso— 
the other three hundred miles in a straight line be- 
low it. One is latitudinal—the other longitudinal, 
One runs east—the other north. One cuts New 
Mexico in two—the other goes round her. One 
cedes seventy thousand square miles of New Mex- 
ico to Texas—the other cedes nothing to her. One 
accepts the remainder of New Mexico as a cession 
from Texas—the other holds her as a cession 
from the Republic of Mexico. One conforms to 
ancient title, present possession, and geogra phical 
affinities—the other violates all these conditions. 
One raises the slave question, and in its double as- 
pect of actual extension of slavery into one half of 
New Mexico, and its implied legal existence in. the 
other half—the other avoids both these questions 
by leaving both New Mexico and ‘Texas just as 
they are. One admits the Texan laws and consti- 
tution to be in force in all New Mexico east of 


| the Rio Grande—the other asserts the Mexican law 


to be in force there. These are some of the points 
of difference between my offer and the commit- 
tee’s, and which I will thank the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cooper] to recollect the next 
time he speaks on the subject,and credit the dif 
ferences on the right sidé of the account. But 
there is another difference, and of another kind, 
between the two offers, and which may be fully 
developed when we come to the work of filling up 
that coy and sensitive blank, upon which the 
committee are so dumb, and the knowing ones so 
knowing. My offer affects no other bill, or meas- 
ure. Itisina bill by itself. It is a Texas bill, 
and confined to Texas. The money it proposes 
carries no influence, good or bad, to any other bill 
or measure—has no effect on the life or death of 
California, or the two territories. It carries no 
votes, for or against them—-excites no siock-job- 
bing interest, for or against them. It isa parlia- 
mentary bill, confined to its own subject, unmixed 
with any question, claiming decision on its own 
merits alone, and leaving all other bills to be de- 
cided, in like manner, upon their own merits. 
This isa particular difference between the com- 
mittee’s bill and mine, in addition to all the other 
differences between them, and which, at the prop- 
er time, I shall more fully develop: and, in the 
mean time, must remind the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania not to overlook these differences when he 
comes again to fortify his intended vote for sac- 
rificing New Mexico by a reference to my bill for 
saving her. 

The committee, as a justification for ceding the 
one half of New Mexico to Texas, and then pur- 
chasing the other half from her, argue that it is the 
only way to prevent Toxas from swallowing her 
allup. This wasa great mistake in law, and a 
further mistake in fact, in supposing that the 
President—the then President, General Taylor— 
would not do his daty. There were three ways 
to save New Mexico without giving up any part 
of her to Texas. First, for the United States to 
occupy her as she was on the day of her cession 
by the. Republic of Mexico; secondly, by a suit in 
the Supreme Court; thirdiy, by offering a fair 
compact, based upon the true boundary. By 
either of these three ways New Mexico could be 
saved; and the late President, in a message before 
his death, let us know that he would do his duty, 
and maintain the possession until the question of 
title should be decided by the competent authority. 
This is his message: 


1850. 
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“E bave already, in a former message, referred- to the 
fact that the boundary between Texas and New Mexico is 
disputed. f have now to state that information has been 
recently received that acertain Robert S. Neighbors, styling 
himself commissioner of the State of Texas, has proceeded 
to Banta Fé with. the view of organizing counties in that 
district, under the authority of Texas. While I have no 
power to d- cide the question of boundary, and no desire to 
interfere with it as a quest:on of title, Í have to observe that 
the possession of the territory into which it appears that 
Mr. Neighbors bas thus gone, was actually acquired by the 
United States from Mexico, and has since been held by the 
United States, and, in my opinion, ought so to‘ remain until 
‘the question of boundary shall have been determined by 
some competent authority. Meanwhile, I think there is 
no reason for seriously apprehending that Texas will prac- 
tically interfere with the possession of the United States.” 

This is the message of the late President, and it 
is the law and the prophets, brief and simple, but 
true and wise, and putting to flight the main argu- 
ment for the dismemberment of New Mexico. He 
tells you that he will maintain the possession, such 
asit was when the United States received it, until 
the question of boundary should be decided by the 
competent authorities. This is enough for us. 
‘We are in possession, and have only to retain it. 
These were the resolves of the late President, and 
there is no dispute about them. He spoke for 
himself, and his words will stand, a monument to 
his memory—a monument to his judgment to see 
the right, and to his firmness in maintaining it. It 
was his last message, and the symbol of his char- 
acter—brief, plain, honest, wise, firm, and to the 
point. It was worthy to be the last message of 
General Taylor! and will go into the heads and 
hearts of the people, and will remain on the mem- 
ory of his country longer than graven words can 
remain upon stone or brass. I make no allusion 
to the present President. It would be unparlia- 
mentary and indecorous to do so. He has sentus 
no message, But we are bound to believe that he 
will do his duty, as he understands it, and.at all 
events we have no right to act upon a contrary 
supposition—to suppose that the President will not 
maintain the attitude of his predecessor, and 
thereby make it necessary for Congress to do 
something in his place. 

Mr. President, we are a government of divided 
powers—legislative, executive, and judicial—and 
no one department has a right to assume that 
another department will not do its duty, and there- 
upon assume those duties itself, or do something 
that it ought not to do, on the supposition that the 
other departments will do nothing. Such assump- 
tions and interferences are the bane of all govern- 
ment, and the excuse for much wrong. 
seen how mistaken it was to assume such a thing 
of the late President—it was to suppose that he 
would not do his duty in maintaining the posses- 
sion of New Mexico—and make that supposition 
our excuse for giving her away. It may be equally 
mistaken to make the same supposition of his suc- 
cessor; but I will not suppose one way or the 
other. I rest on the principle’ of parliamentary 
law and decorum, and will not suppose, or pre- 
sume, a delinquency of duty on the part of any 
other department of the Government; and, rising 
above all party feelings, shall hold myself ready 
in the case of President Fillmore, as in that of 
President Taylor, to sustain him in the full execu- 
tion of all his constitutional duties when I believe 
him to be right. 

The Jate President, in that same message, in- 
formed Congress that he saw no reason to appre- 
hend that Texas would practically interfere with 
the possession of the United States, The expres- 
sion was honorable to him. It was as much as to 
say that he did not believe that Texas would com- 
mit a breach of law and order, and setan exam- 
ple of violence and bloodshed in the assertion of a 
contesied claim. I do not know whether circum- 
stances had occurred to induce him to qualify 
that opinion, but I join him in it; and if, unfortu- 
nately, it should turn out to be a mistake, and 
Texas troops should be marched upon New Mex- 
ico, | have my future course to find in my past 
conduct, and to do by the Texas authorities what 
I did by the Missouri authoritics, in a similar case, 
a few years ago. And here I touch a point which 
{have never made public in relation to my own 
conduct, and that of my then colleagues in the 
boundary dispute between the State of Missouri 
and the Territory of lowa. Everybody knows of 
the dispute, and how the two Governors levied 
troops, marched battalions, and prepared to fight 
battles; but no one knows how these warlike pre- 
parations were stopped. I will tell you how it 
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We have | 


‘was done. When the Missouri delegation here 
heard that their Governor was marching troops 
upon lowa, they got together, consulted on the 
case, and addressed a private letter to the Governor 
tolet him know that they could not. support him 
in such a movement, and recommending the cessa- 
tion of military, and the commencement of judi- 
cial proceedings. The advice, or something else, 
prevailed; military operations stopped, judicial 
proceedings began, Missouri lost the land, but 
pained the honor of submitting to the laws of the 
and. 

Dr. Linn, whose brather and nephew sit on my 
left, [Mr. Dopex, of Wisconsin, and Mr. Doper, 
of Jowa,] was then my colleague in the Senate, 
ex-Governor Miller and Mr. Edwards our col- 
We 
were friends together. We united in the letter; 
and, satisfied with its effect, never told what we 
had done; nor should I now tell it, except to give | 
the example of Missouri in a case similar to that 
of Texas, and toshow in my past conduct what 
may be my future conduct if troops are marched 
upon New Mexico. The Senator from lowa, 
nephew of Dr. Linn, [Mr. Aveusrus Dover,} 
was then a Delegate from lowa, and knew allabout 
our conduct, except the letter. I am for law, and 
order, and the support of the constituted author- 
ities—for doing my own duty, in my own sphere, | 
and leaving it to the Executive and the Judiciary 
i to do theirs in their spheres. | 

I return to my motion—the motion to strike out 
the committee’s line, which begins twenty miles 
above El Paso, and to insert the one which I pro- 
pose, and which begins three hundred miles below 
that point. If the lire Í propose is adopted, we 
shall save all New Mexico, get the surplus terri- 
tory to which Texas has a rightful claim, and have 
a justifiable cause for paying her a gaod sum of ! 
money. If the committee’s line is adopted there | 
will be no justification for paying Texas a cent; 
and upon the question of these two lines, naked 
and apart from all other questions, I now wish the 
vote of the Senate; and ask the yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, f do not desire to 
occupy much of the time of the Senate in answer 
to the Senator from Missouri, but there are some 
positions he has assumed upon which I desire to 
take issue with him, especially in regard to the 
map by which he has sought to prove the want of 
title of Texas to this territory. lam willing to 
take that map and abide by it, because upon that | 
map the county of Santa Fé, as defined by an act 
of the Legislaiure of Texas, is plainly laid down. | 
That county of Texas, as well by the map as the | 
| Jaw, extends to the Rio Grande and to the 42d | 
degree of north latitude. And in no part of the 
map can a single foot of land described as New 
Mexico be found lying this side of the river. But 
at the suggestion of several around me, and on ac- | 
count of the lateness of the hour, I move that the :| 
Senate adjourn. | 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- || 
journed till to-morrow morning, at eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
TERMINATION OF DEBATE. 


| 
i Tusspay, July 16, 1850. | 


Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole | 
louse on the state of the Union on the resolution reported | 
hy the Committee on Elections, declaring that it is inexpe- i| 
dientto admit Hugh N. Smith, Esq., to aseat in this House, | 
shall cease in two hours after the House shall again go into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (if the i; 
committee shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the || 
same ;) and the committee shal] then proceed to vote on ; 
such amendments as may be pending, or offered to the same, i; 
and shall then report it to the House, with such amend- | 
ments as may have been agreed to by the committee. j 

Mr. BAYLY. i 
the admission of New Mexico, is one of the most | 
important that has been debated during this ses- || 
sion. I know several gentlemen who desire to be | 
heard upon it. 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Debate is not 
in order, . 

Mr. BAYLY. I move, therefore, to amend this 


| 


three o’clock. 


| Cleveland, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 


| 
H 
resolution so as to make the time to-morrow, at | 
H 


The question being on the amendment— i 
The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- || 
nounced—ayes 57, noes 65. |i 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and “Messrs. 
Warrace and Fow.er were appointed. ae 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 51, noes 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
regolution—- : ee ` 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Arkansas, moved to amend 
the resolution by inserting ‘‘ Thursday, at twelve 
o'clock.” : : ae 

The time, he said, was very short; ‘a great many 
gentlemen would like to-be heard. -` 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. lask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. BURT. If the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania be laid on the table, willnot the 
first business in order be the call of the committeca 
for reports, and next the proceeding to business 
on the Speaker’s table? 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
after this resolution is disposed of, will be the 
call of the committees for reports. After the expi- 
ration of one hour it will be in order to move to 
proceed to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will it not.be in order, after 


| this resolution is adopted, to move to go into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It will-be in order. : 

Mr. ASHMUN. Then will not this subject 
come up? ` - ee 

The SPEAKER. It will, being the special order. 

Mr. BURT moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this resolution until Monday next, 
and he asked the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

And the question, ‘* Shall the further considera- 
tion of the said resolution be postponed until Mon- 
dry next’? was then taken, and resulted—yeas 60, 
nays 114; as follow: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, 
Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, B. C. 
Cabell, George A, Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 
Gentry, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, inge, 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kautman, La Sére, 
Leffler, Masou, McClernand, McDowell, Finis E. McLean, 
McQueen, Me Willie, Millson, Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Parkér, 
Phelps, Powell, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard B. Stanton, Fhomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Willian, and 
Woodward—60. à 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowie, Briggs, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. 
Butler, Juseph Cable, Caiviu, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
, Deberry, Dimimick, 
Dixon, Diter, Duncan, Daubain, Durkee, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fiteh, Fowler, Freedley, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gondenow, Goti, Gonid, Hall, Halloway, Hartan, Thomas 
L. Barris, Hebard, Heury, Hibbard, Mouston, Howe, Hunter, 
Witllam T. Jackson, Andrew Jolson, Jones, Julian, James 
G. King, Preston King, Littefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, 
Robert. M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, 
Newell, Ogle, Olds, Peastee, Peck, Piunan, Putnam, Reed, 
Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Runi- 


i sey, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooterafi, Bil- 


vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, . Taylor, 
James Thompson, Tharman, Tuck, Underhill, „Waldo; 
Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Win- 
throp, Wood, and Young—114. 

So the House decided that the further consider- 
ation of the resolution should not be postponed. 

(Mr. Hameron, when his name was called, 
stated that he had paired off. Therefore, he did 
not vote.]} 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, to strike out the 
time designated in the original resolution, and in- 
sert * Thursday, at twelve o’clock”?— 

Mr. GOTT demanded the previous question. 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Speaker.) Will the 
Chair favor the House by stating what is the 
present condition of the question. Is there an 
amendment pending? 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment 
pending. The original resolution proposes to 
terminate dchate in two hours after the House 
shall again have gone into Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the subject. 
An amendment is proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] striking out the words 
“ two hours after the House shall again have gone 
into Committee of the Whole on the state.of the 
Union,’ and inserting, in lieu thereof, the words 
“ Thursday, at twelve o'clock.” And the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Gort] has demanded 
the previous question. 


1384 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 16, 


:Mr. STRONG said, that he was disposed to 
meet the disposition of the House, and that, if 
the House desired it, he would so modify his res- 
olution as to read “ to-morrow at twelve o'clock.” 

Cries of “ Question,” ‘question.”’} 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, he had no 
desire to delay final action on this question longer 
than delay might be acceptable to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will not debate. Al 1 de- 
sire to say is, that if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Strone] will modify his resolution 
in the manner indicated by him, | am content to 
withdraw my amendment. , 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Srrone.) Does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania modify his resolu- 
tion? - 

Mr. STRONG. I modify the resolution. 

So the resolution was modified to read ‘ to-mor- 
riw at two o’clock,’” f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

So the amendment of Mr. Jounson was with- 
drawn. ah 

Mr, RUMSEY put an inquiry to the Chair, in į 
relation to the right of Mr. Srrone to modify. 

The SPEAKER said, that the gentleman had 
a right to modify at any time after the demand for 
the previous question was made, and before it was 
sustained. 

Mr. RUMSEY requested his colleague [Mr. 
Gort] to withdraw the demand for the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. GOTT withdrew it. 

Mr. RUMSEY then moved to amend the ori- 
ginal resolution, as modified, so us to strike out 
& to-morrow. at two.o’clock,”’ and insert ‘tin two 
hours after going into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union,” (i. e. placing the resolution 
back in the form in which it was orignally offered 
by Mr. Srrone.) 

Mr. GOLT then renewed the demand for the 
previous question. : f 
> There was a second. And the main ques- 
tion was ordered to be now taken; (which main 

uestion was, first, on the amendment of Mr. 

UMSEY.) 

Mr. BAYLY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. I want to see who it is that in- 
tends to cut off debate. 

Mr. STANLY, (to the Speaker.) What does 
the amendment propose? 

The SPEAKER, That the debate shall close 
in two hours afier the House shall again go into 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. STANLY suggested that the resolution 
proposed to terminate the debate at the time which 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayzy] had 
himself designated. 

Mr. BAYLY. With that time I shall be satis- 
fied. But the amendment proposes to close the 
debate to-day. 

The yeas and nays on the amendment were 
ordered. 

And the question on the amendment of Mr. 
Rumsey was then taken, and resulted—yeas 93, 


nays 95; as follow: 

EAS—Mesers. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Breck, Briggs, 
Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph 
O ble, Calvin, Canipbell, Cartter, Chandier, Cleveland, Con- 
ger, Corwin, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham. Durkee, | 
Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Gon, Gould, Halloway, Harlan, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Jones, Jalian, Jawes G. King, Jobn A. 
King, Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, Meacham, Morris. Nel- 
son, Newell, Ogle, Peasice, Phenix, Pntnam, Reed, Risley, 
Robinson, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 


casts. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Av- 
erett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, 
Albert QG, Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, 
George A. Caliweli, Joseph P. Caldwell, Williamson R. W., 
Cobb, Coleoek, Conrad, Deberry, Dimmick, Edmundson, 
Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Gentry, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haral- 
son, S. W. Harris, T. L. Harris, [Milliard, Holaday, Holmes, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. 
Jonnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, 
Leifer, Job Mann, Mason, McDowell, MeKissock, Robert 
M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, Me- 
Willie, Meade, Milson, Moare, Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, 
Ouilaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Rob- 
bins, Root’Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Shepperd, Frederick P. 
Stauton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 


do, Wallace, Watkins, Welborn, Wildrick, Williams, and 
Wood ward—95. 

So the amendment was rejected 

The question on the original resolution, as modi- 
fied, was then taken and decided in the affirmative 
without a division, 

So the House determined thatall debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
the said subject, shall terminate to-morrow at two 
o'clock. 

Mr. STRONG moved to suspend the rules to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to resume the consideration of the 
special order, 

Pending this question— 

On motion by Mr. WENT WORTH, a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House adopt- 
ed the resolution fixing the time for the close of 
the debate was laid on the table. 

PROCEEDINGS UPON THE LATE DEATH. 

Mr. Mc WILLIE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, made the following report, viz: ; 

The Committee on Printing, to whieh was referred the 
resolution from the Senate in favor of publishiag 10,020 
copies for the use of the Seuate, and 20,000 copies for the 
use of the House, of a pamphiet containing the proceedings 
and remarks in both Houses of Congress on the lamented 
death of Zachary Taylor, late Presidentof the United States, 
report, that they have had the same under consideration, 
and recommend the adoption of the resolution of the Sen- 
ate. ‘Ihe committee further report, that the cost wiil be 
about ten cents per copy, or $2,060 for the 20,000 copies or- 
dered for the use of this House. 

The resolution of the Senate, which was thus 
brought before the House for its action, is in the 
following words: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, under the direction of the 
Committee of Arrangements, cause to be printed 10,00 
copies for the use of the Senate, and 20,000 copies for the 
use of ihe House, of a pamphiet containing the proceedings 
and remarks in both Houses of Congress on the Tamented 
death of Zachary Taylor, late President of the United States; 
together with the fancral arrangements and the discourse of 
the Rev. Dr. Pyne on that solemn and impressive occasion. 

The question was on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

In reply to an inquiry, as to the probable cost 
of this printing — 

Mr. MeWILLIE said, that the copies would 
cost about $2,000, or ten cents for each copy, pub- 
lished in a similar style to that of the pamphlet 
(which he held in his hand) published by Congress, 
containing the proceedings relative to the death of 
Mr. Calhoun. 

He sent up tothe Chairaletter received from Mr. 
Ritchie, which he asked to have read, which waived 
his rights, under the contract as public printer, in 
this case, and left it with the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of this House to contract upon 
the best terms for the printing of this document. 

The letter of Mr. Ritchie was read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 


WASHINGTON, Tuesday morning. 

Dear SR: My attention has been called to a resolution 
from the Senate, and referred by the House of Reprezenta- 
tives tothe Committee on Printing, of which you are the 
chairman. lt relates to the printing of thirty thousand 
copies of the culogies in both Houses, with other transac- 
tions connected with the funeral honors paid to the deceased 
President of the United States. 

Although it is completely clear to see, that the printing of 
this pampblet falls within the contract for the public print- 
ing. with which Tam connected, and although Lam satisfied, 
from the advice of counsel, that the job would be done 
under the only profitable part of the contract; yet, so great 
is my confidence in the justice and magnanimity of Con- 
gress that they will grant a liberal relief from the other very 
oppressive parts of the contract, and so great my desire that 
this pamphlet should be executed in the best style of which 
the Aimerican Press is susceptible, that I cheerfully yield 
any interest that I may bave in its execution. 

We could do the work very handsomely in the Union 
office; but there are some appliances in the printing art to 
be obtained in Philadelphia, or other cities in the North, 
which would enable their Press to execute the work ina 
more elegant style than we could display. 

Therefore, to rid you of any embarrassment which your 
general printing contract would impose upon you, I hereby 
beg leave to be understood, that all the obligations of the 
contract are dispensed with on my part; and f hope that 
you will take all the necessary means to have the work 
executed inthe most elegant style which suits this dignified 
oceasion. Very respectfully, THOMAS RITCHIE: 

To Colonel MeWiiuts, 

Chairman of Printing Committee. 


During the reading— 

Mr. CARTTER interposed, and inquired what 
this letter had to do with the resolution before the 
House. ` 

The SPEAKER replied, that the gentleman from 
Mississippi, who was entitled to the floor, was 
having the letter read as a part of his remarks. 


Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wal- | 


The reading of the letter having been concluded, 


| ery. 


Mr. McWILLIE said that he had called for the 
reading of the letter of Mr. Ritchie for the reason 
that this printing falling within the contract for the 
general printing, it was necessary, for the purpose 
of having the work done in a manner desirable to 
the House and the nation, that this contract should 
be released. This was the object of procuring the 
letter from Mr. Ritchie. 

While he had the floor, he would make a remark 
with referenee to the inquiry which had yesterday 
been made as to when the second part of the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Interior accompanying 
the President’s message would be ready for deliv- 
He was informed that it would be ready in 
the course of the present week. He would fur- 
ther state, that the first volume of the Patent Office 
report was stereotyped and ready for the press, 
and would be delivered as soon as it was possible 
to work it off—say in some ten or fifteen days. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the commu- 
nication which had just been read to the House te 
referred to the select committee om the public 

rinting, 

The SPEAKER said that that communication 
was not before the House for its action—being a 
paper in the possession of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, and which had been read as a part of 
his remarks. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. MeWixire] gives his consent 
to the reference. 1 move that it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. ifno objection is made the 
paper will be referred. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. DUER said he understood Mr. Ritchie in 
his letter to claim that this printing came within 
his contract. Was that so? 

[Cries of ** Yes.’’} 

Heunderstood, moreover, that Mr. Ritchie ex- 
pressed a willingness to release Congress from 
their contract with an assumed liberality which he 
(Mr. D.) would not question, and with the ex- 
pression of the hope that Congress would act 
with liberality in reference to the general contract— 
or something to that effect. Now he (Mr. D.) 
was unwilling to take any course at this time 
which should indicate the willingness of Congress 
to release the public printer from his contract. That 
gentleman was understood to have made a very 
profitable contract, and to have received extra com- 
pensation. He (Mr. D.) should be unwilling 
at this time to release him from a contract which 
he said was not as profitable. He hoped, therefore, 
this resolution would be modified so as to provide 
that the printing should be done in the usual man- 
ner. 

Mr. JOHN A. KINGinguired if the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Me Wuiite} had said any- 
thing in reference to the second part of the Patent 
Office report? He desired to know what were 
the prospects as to the publication of that report, 
and what was proposed to be done in reference to 
itby the committee. 

Mr. Mc WILLIE replied, that he had said noth- 
ing upon this subject, It would be some four or 


| five weeks before the first part could be worked 


off; as soon as that was done he supposed the sec- 
ond part would be ready for the press. * 

He remarked that the inducement to take the 
printing of this pamphlet from the operation of the 


! general contract was, the desire, if it were to be 


done at all, that it should be done in aright man- 
ner. If executed under the contract, it would be 
published in the ordinary pamphlet form, and not 
with that neatness which was desirable. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired of the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing whether he had the 
authority of the contractor for the printing for 
saying that he could not execute this job? 

Mr. Mc WILLIE replied, that, on the contrary, 
the letter just read stated that the contractor could 
do this work. 

Mr. CARTTER. Very well; then let him go 
on and do it. 

Mr. CONRAD. He says he can do it, but not 
in the proper style. 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked for the reading 
of the resolution. He desired to know whether it 
released the printer from the contract. 

The resolution was read, (as above.) 

Mr. DUER said he proposed to amend the reso- 
lution by adding a proviso, that the said printing 
should not be done in a manner to violate any 
existing contract. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will reduce his amendment to writing. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that the gen- 
tleman modify his proviso so as to state that the 
printing was to be done with the voluntary con- 
sent of the present contractor. 

Mr. McWILLIE. Mr. Ritchie has expressed 
his assent in the letter just read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he would like to 
have it stated on the face of the resolution. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, suggested to the 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman 
from Hlinois, that if this was to be made the occa- 
sion for blood-letting, so far as the present printer 
was concerned, he proposed that the public printer 
should be authorized to print this pamphlet in 
extra style and for an extra compensation. He 
would not vote for any amendment which would 
have the effect of taking away this work from the 
public printer upon any such avowal as had been 
made that the printer was to be held to his general 
contract. If he were to be held, he (Mr. McL.) 
had no idea of taking this profitable part of the 
printing from him. No gentleman could suppose 
that the fact of this letter being read by the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Printing, as 
apart of his speech, had any bearing upon the 
contract. But if they were to go out of their way, 
and make it of some effect upon the contract, he 
was for doing justice—for enforcing the perform- 
ance of this contract by the contractor, and, if 
they wished it done in extra style, let them give 
extra pay. There had been war enough upon 
this humble printer; it was not, however, upon 
the printer, but upon 

A Voice. ‘The security.” 

Mr. McLANE. Yes, opon Mr. Ritchie, the 
security for the printer. That is all heis 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to state, that Mr. Ritchie, in the com- 
mittee room, personally stated that he was the 
responsible person for the public printing? 

Mr. McLANE said he had no desire at this 
time to enter into an argument with the gentleman 
from Hlinois upon this point. It had been suggest- 
ed in aside-bar way, that, Mr. Ritchie was the se- 
curity and he [McL..,] had so spoken of him. He 
was the security, and being such, his having be- 
come the assignee, for his own protection, did not 
change the character of his relation to this subject. 
The case of Mr. Ritchie, the editor of the Union— 
the contractor, if they pleased, but rather the secu- 
rity for the contractor, was at this time before the 
special committee, Let it rest there. He had 
nothing to do with it. He did not wish to make 
any allusion to the labors of the committee or to 
the stutements of Mr. Ritchie before the committee. 
But he did protest against favorable action on the 
part of the House upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, which went out of the 
way to take up this matter of the general printing. 

Mr. DUER said the committee had applied to 
know whether they would be permitted to have 
thisdone by contract. Mr. Ritchie said * I consent 
but I have entire confidence that the House will 
relieve me from a very hard contract.” Now, he 
asked, if Congress accepted this offer, if they did 
not bind themselves to release the contractor? He 
need notask the gentleman from Maryland whether, 
as aman of honor, he would accepta release from 
an individual accompanied with the statement that 
he should expect a favor from him, and having 
accepted it, claim that he was not bound to comply 
with the prescribed condition? 

Mr. McLANE said he should have very little 
respect for himself, as a man of honor, if he ex- 
pected that Mr. Ritchie could say anything of him 
a member of this House, other than he had said. 
All he had said was, that he took it for granted 
that Congress would be governed by principles of 
magnanimity and jastice, or something to that 
effect—he (Mr. McL.) did not remember the 
precise words. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, interposed, and 
suggested to his friend from Maryland the propri- 
ety of moving the previous question, and not 
further continuing this discussion relative to the 
publie printing at a time when they were called to 
do anact of respect to the departed President. 
This subject would come up for discussion hereaf- 
ter. 

Mr. McLANE replied that he had not intro- 
duced this question, nor had he any desire to de- 
tain the House upon it, but action being proposed 


prejudicial to the rights and interests of the public 
printer, he had felt himself bound to resist it. 
He saw no necessity for having the work done 


the regular contractor; but if the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House were to be author- 
ized to contract anew for it, let the resoluion say 
nothing about the regular printer, or his contract. 

In conclusion, he moved the previous question, 
but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, who said he thought 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Durr] pertinent; and that Congress was 
likely to get themselves into trouble on this ques- 
tion. He proceeded to say that the proceedings 
relative to the public printing under this contract, 
and the printing itself, had been, from the begin- 
ning to theend, ofa most extraordinary character. 
The contractor, who had bound himself in a proper 
manner and according to a prescribed specimen to 
do for this great Government the printing of the 
President’s messages, of documents of grave and 
permanent importance, constituting the materials 
from which the future history of the Government 
was to be written—this contractor came forward, 
and in the letter which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing had caused to be read, had de- 
clared that the manner in which he did his work 
was too bad for the printing of the remarks made 
in both Houses of Congress upon the death of the 
late President, and recommended that this print- 
ing be let out by contract to somebody else, that 
it might be done in a better manner. He said, if 
the contract was to be faithfully executed, and the 
Committee on Printing were to do their duty, the 
style of printing would be abundantly good—it 
“needed be no better. The provisions of the con- 
tract (for he had taken pains to look into it) were 
sufficiently stringent, if they were faithfully ful- 
filled, to secure the printing as well as the reports 
of the British Parliament were printed. Their 
printing cost no more than ours did, yet it was 
superior in every respect to the printing which 
was executed for Congress. Congress had so 
long submitted to this system of cheating the Gov- 
ernment—of farnishing paper of inferior quality, 
of doing work unfit to be handed down to those 
who should succeed them, of doing everything 
in the most corrupt manner, that the public printer 
now came forward, and said, If you want a little 
pamphlet containing the proceedings relative to 
the death of the President printed in proper style, 
get someboy else to doit. My style is not good 
enough, He hoped that this proposition would 
be voted down. If they were to have the contract 
system, he went for sticking to it—for holding the 
contractors to the fulfillment of their contract, He 
would leave them to cheat the Government no 
longer. It was one of the greatest swindles that 
ever was; he repeated, it was a gross swindle, 

Mr. HOLMES (the floor being yielded) cited 
the case of the contract taken by Gales and Seaton 
during the. twenty-seventh Congress, at prices 
which were not adequate, and of Congress, at the 
Jast night of the session, making an additional ap- 
propriation so as to make the compensation equiv- 
alent to what it would have been under fair rates. 

Mr. EVANS said, he had not said that the pres- 
ent contract prices paid Mr. Ritchie were suffi- 
cient. He had said no such thing; for aught he 
(Mr. E.) knew, he might not receive enough by 
one hundred per cent. But he said it was a gross 
swindle, after entering into a contract to do the 
work in a certain style—which style was good 
enough, and a3 good as was now proposed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Printing— 
for the contractor to come forward and say he could 
not do the work well enough, and that Congress 
must send somewhere else to have the work done. 

As another illustration of the manner of pro- 
ceeding under this contract, he referred to the 
statement made by the chairman, that the second 
part of the Patent Office report—the agricultural 
part of it—in which the agricultural portion of the 
country felt so deep an interest, had not been 
touched; that nothing had been done about it. 
He wanted this fact to go out to the people of the 
country. 

Mr. McLANE (Mr. E. yielding for explana- 
tion) said, he understood his colleague to present 
charges against the contractor, in a manner even 
more offensive than that which had been employed 


| by gentlemen who had preceded him. He knew 


| his colleague had no desire to do injustice to the 


in extras tyle, or for taking it from the hands of- 


j 


k 


i this matter of contracts. 


| (Mr. D.) 


contractor or to any one connected with the print- 
ing. His colleague represented Mr. Ritchie as 
saying that he could not do this work: he was en- 
tirely mistaken. Mr. Ritchie had said no such 
thing. What he had said was, that if Congress 
wanted this job done in extra style, let them give 
it out to contract; bet he said he could. do it under 
his contract, and that it would-be a most profitable 


ob. # 
a Mr. EVANS replied, that the specimen which 


the gentleman from Mississippi had presented waa 
not of a superior style to that which was provided 
for by Mr. Ritchie’s contract. 

Mr. McLANE took issue with his colleague on 
this point, and said, that the specimen proposed 
was of a totally different style of printing, and 
sixty per cent, better than that provided for by the 
contract. 

Mr. EVANS agrecd that it was of a totally dif- 
ferent style from that in which the printing under 
the contract was actually done; but he insisted that 
it was no better than that stipulated for in the con- 
tract. He further condemned the manner of the 
printing, and pronounced ita total disgrace to Con- 

ress, 
3 Mr. McMULLEN made the point, that the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maryland upon the 
general subject of printing were irrelevant to the 
resolution before the House, and out of order. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. EVANS said, he would endeavor not to 
trespass upon the rules of order. : 

Mr. E. again yielded the floor to 

Mr. TOOMBS, who cited the cases of appli- 
cations for extra compensation to the public printer 


| in the 27th and 29ih Congresses, as evidences of 


the caution with which this House should act in 
He adverted to efforts 
that were making to break down the contract sys- 
tem. He believed that system, properly carried 
out, to be the correct one, and hoped it would be 
sustained. 

Mr. EVANS thanked the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomes] for the fats he had stated, 
which he (Mr. E.) thought, furnished a com- 
plete answer to the remarks of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Hormes.}] | , 

Mr. E. then briefly reaffirmed his desire that, so 
long as the contract system remained in existence, 
the contractors should be held to their contract. 
He was opposed to the execution of thig particu- 
lar work, unless it should be done by the public 
printer according to the style which had been con- 
tracted for, whatever that might be. Jf, however, 
the resolution was to be adopted, he should vote in 
favor of the amendment which had been offered 
to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, obtained the 
floor, but yielded for the moment to 

Mr. DUER, who desired to modify his amend- 
ment. He did not wish, he said, to take from 
the public printer the profits of this work, and 
Mr. Ritchie had declared that it belonged to a 
class of printing which was profitable, But he 
did not wish to receive the release of 
these profits from Mr, Ritchie as the basis of a 
claim for relief from the contract generally. 

Mr. D. then modified his amendment to read as 
follows: : | 

To insert after the word “printed,” the words 
“in conformity with existing laws and contracts, ”? 

The modification having been read— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, resumed the floor. 
He said that he desired to bring back the recollec- 
tion of the House to the fact, that this morning, 
something less than an hour ago, the House had 
adopted a resolution introduced by the gentieman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srrone,] chairman of 
the Committee on Elections, providing that all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, on an important question, should ter- 


minate to-morrow at two o'clock. A more serious 
question, so far as the constitution of the country 
was concerned, had not been before Congress during 
the present session. He did not intend to make 
any remarks upon it at this time. He believed 
that the House was prepared to give its vote upon 
the resolution now before it, and he purposely re- 
frained from submitting any remarks upon it, in 
order that he might, with the more. propriety, ad- 
here to the motion which he intended to submit. 
He hoped that gentlemen would not endeavor to 
induce him to withdraw that motion, as he should 
feel it to be his duty to decline to doso. The de- 
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bate had gone far enough, and, with a view to 
terminate it, he demanded” the previous question, 
in order that. the House might pass-to the con- 
sideration of more important matters... He trusted 
the Flouse would second the demand. 

Several gentlemen appealed to Mr. J. to with- 
draw, but he declined. 

Mr. CONRAD urgently requested the gentle- 
mon from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] to withdraw | 
the demand for the previous question, not for the 
purpose. of enabling him (Mr. C.) to make a 
speech, but in order to allow him to suggest | 
to the gentleman ‘from New York [Mr. Duer] a 
modification of his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will withdraw the motion 
for the purpose of explanation, or to enable the 
gentleman to suggest.an amendment; but not for 
a speech. And I reserve my right to the floor. f 

So the. demand for the previous question was 

* withdrawn. ; 

Mr. CONRAD (scarcely heard) was then un- 
derstood to say, it. was important, in view of the 
objects to be attained, that the documents should 
be printed within an early period, as they would 
otherwise lose much of their interest. He sug- | 
gested, therefore, to the gentleman from New York, 


[Mr. Duer,] so to modify his amendment as to in- | 
| Mr. JOHNSON stated the facts, (as given in | 


sert words to this effect, ‘* provided the committee 
should ascertain that the printing can be done 
within a reasonable time.?? 

Mr. DUER declined to modify his amendment; | 


but suggested that the gentleman from Louisiana || 


{Mr. Conran] could offer an amendment to the 
effect indicated. 

Mr. CONRAD resumed his seat. 

Mr. JONES, and Mr. JOHNSON of. Arkan- 
saw, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER assigned the floor to 

Mr. JONES, who proceeded to speak, 

Mr. JOHNSON claimed his right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER affirmed his previous assign- | 
ment of it. 

And some animated conversation followed. 

Mr. HOUSTON then rose to a point of order. 

Mr. JONES claimed the floor, 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Del- 
aware [Mr. Houston] had risen to a point of order. 
The gentleman would state his point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON then stated, that the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] held the floor, and 
that he had, by a courtesy always acknowledged 


by this House, given way to the gentleman from | 


The SPEAKER. From what decision does 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Houston] ap- 
eal? 

Mr. HOUSTON. From the decision of the 
Speaker, by which, under the circumstances of 


| the case, the floor was assigned to the gentleman 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] in preference to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson.] 
_ The SPEAKER. At the time the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. Jonnson] yielded the floor, 
there was great confusion in the Hall, as, unforta- 
nately for the deliberations of this body, is too often 
the case. But if the gentleman from Arkansas 
| will now state that he yielded the floor to the gen- 
| tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Conran] for expla- 
nation, reserving to himself the right to the floor, 
and stating at the time that he did so reserve it, 
| the Chair will recognize the gentleman’s right to 
| the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, from his 
| own knowledge, affirmed the fact, that Mr. Jonn- 
son had reserved his right to the floor. 


| Some conversation followed. 
The SPEAKER called on the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] to make his statement. 


this report.) 
Mr. FOWLER affirmed the statement of the 
gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Housron.] 
Upon this state of facts— 
The SPEAKER said, the Chair must award 


i 
| 

|, the floor to the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. 
1 


| JoHNnson.} 
|. Mr. JOHNSON resumed the floor, and said: I 


debate may be arrested. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, desired to be informed 
by the Speaker, whether it would now be in or- 
der to move that the whole subject be laid upon 
the table? 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion would be 
in order. 

Mr. CABLE. I move that the whole subject 
be laid upon the table. 


asked the yeas and nays, which were refused. 
A brief conversation followed on a point of or- 
der between Mr. McCrernaxp and the Speaker. 


Louisiana, [Mr. Conran,} to allow him to make | 
an explanation, or to suggest an amendment—the | 


gentleman explicitly stating, that he reserved his 


| 
right to the floor. Now, he (Mr. H.) desired to | 
| 


understand the effect which this decision was to 
have upon the House. If this. decision was to be 
sustained, it was manifest that no member who 
was entitled to the floor would hereafter give way 
by courtesy or otherwise 


of facts, as given by the gentleman from Delaware, 
[Mr. Housron,] is different from the state of facts 
as understood by the Chair. If the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] had yielded the 


floor for explanation, but retaining his right to it, || 


the Chair would have awarded the floor to him, 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is exactly the state of 
the case. 
The SPEAKER. The ground upon which the 


Chair gave the floor to the genuleman from Ten- |; 


nessee, (Mr. Jonus,] was, that the gentleman fron. 
Arkansas [Mr. Jounsow] had yielded the floor to 


the gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Conran] not || 


* retaining the right to it himself. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Hear the testimony. There 
are several gentlemen near me, who could state 
what the precise condition of things was. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman merely 
yielded for explanation, or even if remarks beyond 


upon the table?’ was then taken, and decided in 
the negative, without a division. 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid upon the table. 


| ‘demand for the previous question. 

There wat a second. 

And the main question (first, on the amendment 
of Mr. Duer) was ordered to be now taken. 


i! The amendment was read. 
The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The statement | 


The question was then taken and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


curred in, 


NEW MEXICO AND UTAH. 
Mr. STRONG moved that the House resolve 


the Union, for the purpose of resuming the consid- 
| eration of the special order. 

Mr. JONES was understood to inquire of the 
Speaker, whether this was not a joint resolution 
which required the signature of the President? 


the Speaker to decide. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Srrone; and, having been decided in the affirm- 
ative— 
| The House resolved itself into Committee of 


an explanation were indulged, the Chair would 
still recognize the gentleman yielding, as entitled 
to the floor. But the decision of the Chair in this 
case is based upon the ground that the gentleman 
from Arkansas yielded the floor unconditionally. 
Mr. HOUSTON, My point of order was based 
upon the fact, that the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. Jounson] had expressly reserved his right 
to the floor. Whether the gentleman from Loui- | 
siana (Mr. Conran] intended to make an explana- | 
tion or not, is not material; and as l cannot con- | 
cur in the propriety of the decision of the Chair, I | 
‘must, with entire respect, appeal from it. 


| the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mc- 
| Laws, of Maryland, in the chair,) and resumed 
| the consideration of the special order of the day, 
; being the reports of the Committee on Elections 
in the cases of the application of H. N. Smith, 
| Esq., and A. W. Babbit, Esq., to be admitted to 
| seats in this House as Delegates from the Territo- 
| ries of New Mexico and Utah. 
li 


Mr. ASHE, being entitled to the floor, said: Mr, 
i Chairman, the excessive and almost insufferable 
; warmth of the weather, must be taken as my apol- 
; ogy for the few and incoherent remarks which I will 
i offer to the House on the matter now pending before 


Mr. JONES gave his impression of the facts as | 
li they occurred. 


now demand the previous question, so that further- 


Messrs. JONES, CONRAD, and POTTER, || 


The question, “ Shall the whole subject be laid | 


And the question recurred and was taken on the | 


And, as thus amended, the resolution was con- | 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


| The SPEAKER was understood to say, that ‘| 
i the question was one for the House, and not for | 


it. As one of the Committee on Elections, I can 
now say that this application from New Mexico re- 
ceived at their hands a most sedulous examination. 
I agree entirely with the majority in the report 
and the accompanying resolutions submitted by 
them, and will further say, that any other conclu- 
sion on their part would not only have been in- 
compatible with the usages and practices of 
Congress, but in direct antagonism with the Con- 
stitution of the United States. In making this 
broad declaration, I intend to cast no censure on 
the minority who made a contrary report. We 
have all to abide the workings of our respective 
i judgments. The minority thought in one way, 
reasoned in one way, and concluded in that way. 
The majority, actuated by a desire no less fervent 
to discharge their duty properly and correctly, 
from the same facts deduced opposite and contrary 
conclusions. As the chairman, in his speech and 
| report, has most ably argued the merits of the case, 
I think it is idle for me to make any extended re- 
marks, ; 
I will, therefore, be brief. In order to deter- 
mine correctly the relation which New Mexico 
bears to the Union, we should previously exam- 
ine the relation which subsisted between New 
Mexico and old Mexico, previous to our ta» 
king possession of it, We have good and indis- 
| putable authority for the position, that there were 
nineteen States composing the Mexican confed- 
eracy, anterior to the separation of Texas from 
|| that confederacy. New Mexico was not recog- 
| nized as one of these nineteen States, but, on the 
contrary, was considered as a territory attached to 
Coahuila and Texas. Its settlement was indeed 
much anterior in time to either of them, but it 
never possessed the capacity to emerge from a ter- 
ritorial condition. This fact is not at all impugned 
by the consideration that this territory was pos- 
i| sessed of a Provincial Council, invested with le- 
gislative powers; for its legislation merely ex- 
tended to municipal regulations. We should bear 
in mind that Coahuilaand Texas formed one of the 
Mexican States; the first-named lying on the west 
of the Rio Grande; the last, Texas, lying on the 
east of that river. As early as the year 1827, 
there was an attempt made to establish a separate 
and independent Republic, called Fredonia, com- 
posed of Coahuila and Texas. If that attempt 
i| had been successful, would not New Mexico, as 
attached territory, have followed in their wake? 
I am clearly of that opinion. But should New 
Mexico, in the event of the ‘Texan revolution, be 
j| considered as an incident of Coahuila on the west, 
or of Texas on the east of the Rio Grande? (I of 
course refer only to that pertion of New Mexico 
lying east of the Rio Grande.) The last is her true 
position. The diplomatic history of the United 
States will throw considerable light on this point. 
In the treaty of 1803, by which we acquired from 
!| France, Louisiana, it was carefully stipulated that 
i all the rights in their fullest extent resulting to 
|| France from the treaty of Ildefonso, made between 
France and Spain, should accrue to the United 
|| States, and under that provision our Government 
did not hesitate to claim all the country lying east 
of the Rio Grande. This was certainly the opin- 
ion, not only of Mr. Jefferson, but of every other 
distinguished statesman of that day; and it was in 
accordance with the correctness of this claim on 
our part, that, when we conveyed away Texas to 
Spain, as a part of the consideration of the pur- 
chase of Florida, both of the high contracting 
| parties (Spain and the United States) adopted and 
made the Red river as the proper boundary be- 
tween the two countries as far west as 10U° of lon- 
gitude west of London, and from thence due north 
| to the Arkansas river, following the course of the 
| Arkansas to its source in 429 of latitude, thence by 
| that parallel of latitude to the South sea. What 
country were wé engaged in conveying away? 
| Wasitnot Texas? What country, then, did these 
boundaries circumscribe? Was it not Texas? If 
i this country, so described, was nota part of Texas, 
| but a possession of Spain, why the particularity 
of this boundary? J apprehend it would have 
i been more convenient, as well as more consistent 
|: with the usages of nations, to bave established a 
| common line of demarcation until the possession 
i of Spain was arrived at, and from thence to have 
| made the boundary of such possessions the divi- 
| 
H 


ding line between the two countries; and the de- 
viation from that usage in this case clearly demon- 
i strates that the country so circumscribed and 
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bounded, lying east of the Rio Grande, was not, 
in the estimation of either of the contracting par- 
ties, already appurtenent to the Crown of Spain. 
Then, Mr. Chairman, I will submit, that if the 
right of Spain to this country was acquired from 
the United States by the retrocession of Texas, 
whether the onus probandi of a disconnection be- 
tween Texas and New Mexico, by Spanish au- 
thority, does not devolve upon the shoulders’ of 
those who maintain that when we acquired Texas 
we lost New Mexico? Where is the act of Span- 
ish authority making this disconnection? I have 
never seen it. 

It cannot be pretended that the State of Texas, 
either as a component part of the Mexican Con- 
federacy or atany time since, ever consented to 
such a disconnection. On the contrary, Mr. 
Chairman, do we not find her, not only during the 
mi-ery and trials of her revolution, but after the | 
achievement of her Independence, after the ‘Jone | 
star” had assumed her appropriate position in the 
galaxy of nations, firmly, stoutly, unceasingly 
maintaining and asserting her right to this coun- 
try? Texas never relinquished her rights, and 
indeed the supposition that any such relinquish- 
ment ever took place is refuted by a succession 
of legislative acts, all conspiring.to reduce into | 
actual possession, this, her territorial depend- 
ency. The last resounding echo of the bat- | 
tle of San Jacinto had not yet died upon our 
ears when we hear her declaring the extension of | 


her laws and constitution over all the country |; 
But we are told she || 


east of the Rio Grande. 
was unable to reduce it into possession. ‘This 
was also the case with that much talked of Meso- | 
pitamia, lying between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande; but I suppose that none of us are so 
covetous of the distinction of a ‘straight jacket’? 
as now to contend that the last-named river is not 
the true western boundary of Texas, in the south- | 
ern portion of it. 


But what availability is there in the position || 


that Texas was not able to reduce New Mexico 
into possession? It proves no defect of title, but | 
is, at the best, a mere evidence of national imbe- | 
cility. Our domestic history affords us examples | 
strictly analogous. The chartered limits of 
North Carolina extended, between certain given 
parallels of latitude, from the Atlantic ocean to the 
Mississippi. That portion of her territory lying 
west of the Blue Ridge fell into the possession of 
a set of hardy adventurers, who not only denied 
her authority, but putting her laws at defiance, | 


actually formed a State constitution, and demanded | 


admittance in the old Confederacy as one of the | 
States of the Union. 
by the Continental Congress? No, sir, they were 
not; and why? Because the country they would 
represent, if received, was a dependency of North 
Carolina, and the inability of that State to reduce 
it into subjection was not a relinquishment of a | 
tile. Her sovereignty still continued to exist. H 

And again, it is a matter of history that the 
colony of Virginia claimed as her property the 
country lying north of the Ohio river. 
was disputed, not only by other colonies, but by 
the Mother Country. It was solemnly adjudica- 
ted in the English Privy Council that her claim | 
was groundless; yet after the severance of this 
country from England by the war of the Revolu- ! 
tion and the relinquishment by the British Govern- 
ment of her territorial rights to the American Con- | 
federacy, did our Government presume to possess 
and retain this disputed country in opposition to 
Virginia? On the contrary, was not our title 
derived from Virginia by a deed of cession, and 
was not that cession obtained at our solicitation? 
The imagination is at fault to conceive the conse- 
quences which would have befallen our infant Re- | 
public if she had made a forcible attempt to wrest 
this country from Virginia. Yet in what particu- 
lar was the claim of Virginia, being a mere paper 
title unaccompanied with possession, stronger 
than the claim of Texas to New Mexico? 

But even if there was any force in the argument , 
that the imbecility of Texas to reduce this coun- 
try into possession amounted to a relinquishment | 


Were her delegates received || 


Her claim |! 


i 


of her title, I maintain that our Government is es- | 
topped by its own actsand declarations from setting 
up any title antagonistical to the claim of Texas. 
By the treaty of annexation, the United States 


became trustee for Texas, to arrange and settle ;; 


her boundary; and, forsooth! it strikes me as a 
novel doctrine to be mooted in a court of good con- 


i 
f 
| 
| 
i 


j 
j 


ji 


{ honest, as a faithful trustee, impart to that State 


| but vastly more important in its operations—I 


| tution for its protection, and hence irrepealable į 


| by the force of which Texas became annexed to 


! she was to be admitted as one of the States of the |; 


| 
i 


i shall be prohibited.” i 
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science—in a court of equity—that in making a 
bargain affecting the right of a cestui que trust, 
the trustee can be justified, upheld, and sustained 
in circumscribing those rights for his own benefit. 
I have always imagined that all bargains and con- 
tracts of this description inured to the benefit of 
the cestui que trust; and hence, I have concluded, 
that as our Government undertook, as the friend 
of Texas, to. settle her boundary, she must, as an 


all the resulting advantages of the bargain. But 
if-the voice of justice should fall upon our ears as | 
“ the listless wind,” I imagine that there is a power 
to be found in the Federal Constitution which, 
when exercised, will compel us to admit, to the | 
fullest extent, the right of Texas to this country. 
The Constitution of the United States and the 
treaties made in pursuance of that instrument, are 
declared to be the supreme Jaw of the land; and I 
would ask, have we not treaty stipulations made 
with Texas, acknowledging her tide to this coun- 
try, and are not those stipulations still binding on 
us? By reference to a convention concluded be- 
tween the United States and Texas, in the year 1838, 
we distinctly admitted our then entire western 
boundary, now claimed as the eastern boundary of 
New Mexico, to be the proper boundary between 
our country and Texas. If we did not at that time 
consider the claim of Texas as being good, why 
should we have compromised ovr independent po- 
sition as a neutral Power, in the war then being 
waged between Mexico and Texas, by the estab- |; 
lishment of this line; and in case of any aggression 
having been made upon our national interest in 
the ‘country circumscribed by this line, would 
we have hesitated in demanding reparation from 
the government of Texas? And if Texas |, 
should have attempted to shield herself under | 
the plea that it was not her territory, would we 
have been satisfied with the justification? Or, | 
rather, would we not have insisted upon a strict | 
observance of the treaty stipulations? A careful | 
and unprejudiced consideration of these different | 
questions will coerce upon our minds the convic- 
tion, that by the terms of the convention we admit- 
ted and acknowledged the claim of Texas as good to | 
the Rio Grande up to the 42d degree of north lati- | 
tude. Is not that convention still in force, or has 
it been abrogated by the annexation of Texas to 
this country? Justice, law, and common sense 
all combine to enforce upon us the conviction, that |! 
as there is nothing in that convention regarding | 
title at all inconsistent with the present relations 
of the two countries, the agreement and stipu- 
lations are still binding on us, and that we cannot 
by any act of our own absolve ourselves from 
their observance. But in addition to this treaty, 
there bas ‘been another convention between the 
United States and Texas, ulterior, indeed, in time, 


refer to the agreements of annexation. It may | 
want the high solemnity attending the execution 


i the southern portion of Texas, because 


‘its meaning, is this 


of a treaty as prescribed .by our Constitution, 
but it can never want its judicial cogency. It will, it 
must be considered as the supreme law of the 
land, a law resting under the egis of the Consti- 


by any action of Congress, much less by a mere 
resolution of this House. Let me call your atten- 
tion to the second section of this joint resolution, | 


our country. This section. sets forth three con- | 
ditions, onthe compliance with which by Texas, 


Union. ‘The first condition relates to the settle- | 
mentof the boundary of Texas. The second re- 
lates to the local and fiscal regulations, which 
would necessarily result from annexation. The 
third condition relates to the territory of Texas. |. 
I will read it: | 
« New States of convenient size, not exceeding four inii 
number, in addition to said State of Texas, and having suf- | 
ficient popuiation, may hereafter, by the consent of said || 
State, be formed, out of the territory thereof, which shall be |} 
entitled to admission under the provisions of the federa! Con- l 
stitution. And such States as may be formed ow of that i 
portion of said territory lying south of thirty-six degiees |i 
thirty miputes north latitude, commonly known as the Mis- |! 
souri Compromise line, shall be adimitted into the Union with || 
or without slavery, as the people of each State asking ad- |; 
mission may desire. Andin such State or States as shali be i 
formed ontof the territory north of the said Missouri Com- [+ 
promise line, slavery or involuntary servitude except for crime | | 
i 


Now, sir, as all the territory north of this line H 
and such south includes New Mexico, Twill ob- 
serve that every word and linein this condition 


i the fourth article. à 3 
i “by Congress into this Union, but no new State 
i| € shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction 


i *the j 


acknowledges the right of Texas to all of the 
country lying east of the Rio Grande. It expressty 
prescribes, that in addition to'the present State of 
Texas, four new States, with the consent of Texas, 
may be formed and shall be admitted into our 
Union. There is something peculiarly striking in 
the phraseology of this last clause. Four new 
States are. to be formed out of the territory of 
Texas. Where is that territory to be found ? It 
could not have been the intention of the framers 
of this resolution to confine the formation of 
these States exclusively to the territory: lying in 
the 
very next clause of the same condition: pre- 
scribes that in the territory lying north of the 
parallel of latitude 36° 30 slavery should be 
excluded, How unreasonable this prescrip- 
tion, if the territory in which slavery is pro» 
hibited was nota portion of Texas. In what 
a singular, inconsistent attitude does this con- 
struction place the friends of. Free-Soilism, at the 
time of annexation. So strong isthe Free-Soil 
passion, that a great national measure is to be de- 
feated, unless slavery, to a certain extent, should 
be prohibited. in order to effect its prohibition, 
the neutrality of our country is to be compro- 
mised, an aggression upon Mexican territory is 
to be legitimated. Sir, in my opinion, it would 
be an unjustifiable impeachment of the justice, 
wisdom, and patriotism of the advocates of Free+ 
Soilism to entertain the supposition, that the right 
of Texas was not, at that time, fully, completely, 
and unreservedly acknowledged. These are the 
principal considerations which brought my mind 
to the conclusion, that the territorial claim of 
Texas was good, was unimpeachable. But before 
{dismiss the examination of the joint resolution 
of annexation, I would inquire how, according to 
w free-soil State to be 
formed? It hasto be formed with the consent of 
Texas. Has any such consent been given? On 
the contrary, has not the State of Texas, on all 
occasions, evinced the most lively jealousy regard- 
ing any interference by this Government with her 
right to that country? During the Mexican war, 
President Polk found it necessary, as a war meas- 
ure, to establish a military government in this 
country. Texas immediately remonstrated, and 
demanded the “quo animo” of sucha step. The 
President, through his Secretary, communicated, 
such information of the character of that measure 


| as allayed her anxiety. This cabinet communica- 


tion not merely gave the reasons which justified 


i the step, but contained an express and unequivo- 


cal acknowledgment of the right and title of Texas, 
and, what was much better calculated to satisfy. 
Texas, an explicit order was issued to the military 
commandant on the Rio Grande to use his power to 
establish and confirm the civil authority of Texas; 
and even at the present time has not Texas much 
of this country in her actual possession? Have 
not judicial districts been established under the 
law of Texas for the dispensation of justice? Are 
not the laws and constitution of Texas now in full 
force over the southern portion of the terrhory, 
which the New Mexican Delegate, if admitted to 
a seat on this floor, would represent? To make 
a concise statement of this. argument, 1t appears 
that the joint resolutions for the reannexation of 
Texas must, ex vi termini, have referred to this 
district of country; and referring to this country 
we are prohibited from proceeding to the promo- 
tion of a territorial or Slate government without 
the previous consent of Texas, which consent has 
never been given. But, Mr. Chairman, independent 
of this prohibition contained in this joint resolution, 
we have another restraint on our acllon—a re- 


| straint which, in by-gone days, was supposed to 


be conclusive, but now the times are so sadly out 


| of joint that what was the meaning of the Consti- 
| tation in other days is to-day miserable, ridiculous 


abstraction. This being, in my conception, the 


| peculiar “ cacoethes” of the times, it is with un- 
| affected diffidence that I presume to quote that high 


and sacred instrument. But, sir, if the House 


! will bear with me | will read the third section of 


“New States may be admitted 


‘of any other State, nor any State be formed by 
unction of two or more States, or parts- ot 
‘States, without the consent of the Legisia‘ures 
‘of the States concerned as well as of Con- 
> In my opinion, a State may be con- 
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sidered as a political incorporation, extending 
over and controlling the territories over which she 
has either an actual or constructive possession. 
A State is a political unit, the integrity of which is 
guarantied by the article of the Constitution just 
read. That guarantee, in the fullest extent, is the 
purport and meaning of this section, and all inter- 
ference with the rights of a State for the formation 
of a territorial government, is as much prohibited 
as for the formation of a State government. Her 
inviolability is insured, and it is bootless to in- 
quire whether we can effect under a-disguise what 
we have no right todo openly. The conclusion 
to which I, as one of the committee, came, and 
which I have made known to the House, is strictly 
the result of this view of the treaty of annexation 
and of the Constitution of the United States. . 1 
maintain, we are estopped by our own acts and 
declarations from dispossessing Texas of her terri- 
tory. Weare estopped by the Constitution of the 
United States from dismembering Texas, from vio- 
lently tearing away from her the richest and most 
favored portion of her soil. But, in addition, | 
would submit, that if it is the iron-handed policy 
of this Government, in its ruthless assault against 
the peculiar institution of the South, to disconnect 
this country ‘per fas et nefas”? from Texas, so as 
to complete the cordon of free States around the 
slaveholding States, it would be at least advisable 
to invest our action with the color of a law, to act 
under the solemnity of a law, and not solely upon 
the force of a mere resolution of this House for 
the accomplishment of such an important. pur- 
pose; and this will bring me to the considera- 
tion of another objection urged by the com- 
mittee why the Delegate from New Mexico 
should not be admitted to a seat on this floor, 
which is, that it would be contrary to the usages 
and practices of our Government. We have rec- 
ognized long since—indeed we, under the ordi- 
nance of 1787, fully recognize the right in a territo- 
torial government to send a Delegate to Congress 
who would be able to attend to territorial business. 
This right is of a parasitical character; a privilege 
appertaining to a territorial government—a goveru- 
ment brought into existence by the previous action 
of Congress. This is not the case with New 
Mexico. The government under whose auspices 
Mr. Smith, the applicant, comes, is not an ema- 
nation af Congress—was not brought into exist- 
ence by the act of Congress. It is not of a civil, 
but of a military origin; ani as it never has been 
the usage or practice for Congress to receive a 
Delegate, excepting from an organized Territory, 
how can we receive him? Would not our recep- 
tion of Mr. Smith as a Delegate representing not 
an organized Territory, be tantamount toa usurp- 
ation of the powers of legislation? We have no 
right to enact a law, without the concurrence of 
the Senate and the approbation of the President; 
yet by a mere resolution we would undertake to 
legalize a territorial organization. 

The honorable gentleman who addressed the 
committee on yesterday, labored hard in an at- 
tempt to assimilate this application on the part of 
New Mexico to that made by the Territory of 
Minnesota, and concluded, as the Delegate was re- 
ceived from Minnesota, an unorganized territory, 
that we had the power to receive the present 
applicant. If facts bore the gentleman out, his 
deductions would be correct; but, unfortunately 
they do not. This same objection was raised 
against the admission of the Delegate from Min- 
nesota, and would have been irresistible, if it had 
not been for the consideration that the Wisconsin 
Territory, existing under a regular and authorized 
territorial government, originally extended over all 
the coantry which now composes not only the 
State of Wisconsin, but the Territory of Min- 
nesota; and it was successfully contended, that, 
when Wisconsin was received in the Union asa 
State, only so much of the previous territorial 
organization was abrogated as had life and power 
within the boundaries of that State, but that the 
power of said government, as far as the Territory 
of Minnesota was concerned, still continued to 
exist; and it was exclusively by the action of this 
remaining power that Mr. SisLey was authorized 
to represent that Territory as its peculiar Delegate. 
It is no answer to this objection—an objection 
which is, in my appreciation, irresistible—to say 
that the people of New Mexico havea right toa 
government; and as we have neglected to furnish 
them with one, that, therefore, they were justified 


in establishing one for themselves.. Without call- 
ing into question the right of any people to estab- 
lish a government for their own protection, | would 
remark, that this right must be exercised in subor- 
dination to our controlling, supervisory power. 
And the enjoyment of this right, in its fullest ex- 
tent, does not impose upon us any obligation to 
receive their Delegate. Mr. Smith was not elected 
by the people of New Mexico, but by a quasi ter- 
ritorial government; and if he should be received, 
who would he represent? Certainly not the peo- 
ple, for they had no vote or hand in his election. 
He must necessarily represent the government of 
New Mexico. And is that government. at all 
known to us? Has it ever been recognized by 
Congress? No, sir, not at all; we have no official 
information of any government existing in that 
country, either legal or de facto, excepting a purely 
military government, proceeding from Executive 
will and pleasure. And is this the Government 
from which we are to receive a delegate? 

The supposition is monstrous. I cannot con- 
ceive that this House is prepared to invest every 
popular commotion with the character of sover- 
eignty; but that will and must be the inevitable 
conclusion if the Delegate from New Mexico 
should be received. But, as I at first observed, 
this case has assumed entirely a new phase, in 
consequence of the formation of a State govern- 
ment by the people of New Mexico. Iunderstand 
that the information is official, that such step has 
been taken, and it, of course, works a complete 
and positive rejection of Mr. Smith as a Delegate. 
If he is now received, he must come as the repre- 
sentative of a sovereign people, and not the dele- 
gate of a dependent subordinate people. Hè must 
be allowed to participate to the fullest extent in 
all our legislative functions. This, of course, is 
impossible, however potent may be the desire in 
the breast of some to curb the South, even at the 
sacrifice of all faith and honesty. Yet none but a 
madman would be willing to admit the Delegate at 
the present crisis, invested with all of the attributes 
of a legal representative. 

T would here, Mr. Chairman, conclude my re- 
marks; but the observations made by the honora- 
ble gentleman yesterday, do not allow me that 
; privilege. Although he did not positively state the 
| fact, yet he would as an inference from what he 
did state, have the world to believe that it 

was through the medium of the pro-slavery influ- 
ence that this country was left without a govern- 

ment. T cannot conceive that the legislation of 
the country will support him in the assumption; on 

the contrary it makes manifest the great truth, that 
| the slavery influence in Congress has always been 
exercised to build up and establish territorial gov- 
ernments, and their votes have never been other- 
wise given, excepting when the anti-slavery influ- 
ence has so controlled the action of Congress as 
to incorporate in all bills of this character odious, 
obnoxious, unconstitutional features,—features 
which so changed the character of these bills that 
no member representing a southern constituency 
could support them, unless he would incur the 
penalty of treason to his home. Sir, there is 
no more truth in the aphorism “that order is 


Heaven’s first law,” than that a slaveholder is, ex 
necessitate, an advocate of law, order, and govern- 
ment. This impression, early imbibed from pre- 
cept, duly fostered by the conservative consider- 
ations growing out of the institution of slavery, 
always impel us to assist and further the organi- 
zation of territorial governments. Sir, the true 
cause why these lately-acquired countries have 
been left without the benefit of government, is 
to be found in the anti-slavery feeling of Congress, 
and so strong, so powerful, so irresistible, is this 
feeling, that it has been intimated by the gentleman 
that it would be a work of superhuman exertion 
for a majority on this floor so far to disengage 
themselves from its control as to extend to this 
suffering people a proper, reasonable, and just 
protection. The prejudice against the South is 
truly omnipotent. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the most prejudiced and 
hostile opposition may sometimes foil itself, and 
we have a full illustration of the fact in the present 
posture of the affairs of our country. I am dis- 
posed to ‘tread lightly upon the ashes of the 
dead,” and I beg that my remarks will be applied 
to the policy of the late Administration, and not to 


the individual President, for whom the country 
how mourns. The South had no hearing before 


eration over them. 
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that Administration, and if it had continued to 
exist, I must verily believe, that, under the control- 
ling impulse of Free-Soilism, not another moon 
would have run its course before our country 
would have been illuminated by the lurid glare 
of civil strife, of a sectional war. The mandate 
had gone forth, that the jurisdiction of Texas over 
New Mexico should be opposed and resisted by 
the military authority of the United States. The 
sword, wielded by the strong arm of this Govern- 
ment, was to be made the arbiter of a civil, a terri- 
torial dispute. 

Sir, my heart recoils from the contemplation of 
the heavy affliction which was about to befall ug, 
and I pray God that he may so enlighten the minds 
of those now in power, that the gravest, and heavi- 
est misfortune that could befall the world, “a civil 
war in America,” may be averted. Sir, Lam not 
drawing an imaginary picture, but feel most cer- 
tain that, under the existence of the present gan- 
grenous feeling between the North and Soath, the 
first intimation of a conflict between our troops 
and those of the State of Texas, would bea far- 
sounding tocsin, declaring, trumpet-tongued, the 
dissolution of the Union, And on whose head would 
this heavy responsibility have devolved? Most 
preéminently upon those whose most sedulous 
care it has been to destroy all good civil and social 
affinities between the North and the South. it 
would be a Free-Soil anarchy. 

In the course of his remarks, Mr. A. yielded the 
floor to 

Mr. SIBLEY, who made the following expla- 
nation: x 

Mr. Cuarman: With the permission of my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Asne,] I beg 
leave to make a short explanation of the circum- 
stances attendant upon my own case, which has 
been so frequently alluded to in connection with 
the question before the House. Much misappre- 
hension exists with regard to the admission of a 
Delegate from the Territory of Wisconsin at the 
last session, which is by some assumed to be a 
precedent for the reception of Delegates from New 
Mexico and Deseret, while others as strenuously 
insist that it is no precedent. The facts are briefly 
these: When the State of Wisconsin was carved 
out of the territory of that name,.and admitted into 
the Union, there remained a large residuum which 
contained a considerable population, who had been 
in the enjoyment of the blessings of a regular gov- 
ernment for years. The act of Congress admit- 
ting Wisconsin made no allusion to that residuum, 
and the question at once arose, whether the citi- 
zens of the United States who resided north and 
west of the St. Croix river, and consequently out 
of the limits of the State, could or could not prop- 
erly claim, that the organic law of the territory re- 
maining unrepealed, was still in full force and op- 
Respectable legal authorities 
were consulted on the subject, and the result was, 
a decided conviction on the minds of the peuple 
interested, that they had a right to all the benehis 
conferred upon them by the act organizing Wis- 
consin Territory. The Secretary and acting Gov- 
ernor thereupon issued his proclamation for the 
election of a Delegate to Congress, and the indi- 
vidual chosen presented himself here for admis- 
sion. His credentials were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and a majority of that 
committee reported in favor of the application, 
basing their decision upon the fact that the terri- 
torial organization still continued to exist. When 
the subject came before the House, their recom- 
mendauion was sustained by a vote of 124 to 63, 
and the Delegate was admitted to his seat. But it 
appeared a few days afterwards, that the House 
only intended to approve so much of the report as 
declared the Delegate entitled to a seat, for when 
called upon to make an appropriation for defray- 


| ing the expenses of the government of the Terri- 


tory of Wisconsin, the proposition was voted 
down by an overwhelming majority. It was man- 
ifest, therefore, that the House repudiated the dec- 
laration of the Committee on Elections that a 
territorial government still existed, and had teen 
influenced by other considerations in the admis- 
sion of a Delegate. The broad ground was taken 
by many members, that whenever there was a 
sufficient number of American citizens without the 
limits of the States and organized territories to jus- 
tify such a step, it was in accordance with’ the 
sound discretion of Congress, and the spirit of our 
institutions, that a Delegate should be received on 
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the floor of the House to represent them. This 
was the principle which actuated many who voted 
for my admission, and one honorable member 
from Ohio, now, alas! no more, distinctly stated 
that such was the governing motive in his own 
ease. His words were these, as reported in the 
Congressional Globe: “ When a Delegate from 
‘any portion of the people presented himself, 
‘claiming to represent their interests, it was with- 
‘in the discretion of Congress whether he should 
‘be admitted or not. Buthe took it that Congress 
‘ had the right to admit a Delegate from any por- | 
‘tion of the people of Wisconsin, Iowa, Califor- 
‘nia, or New Mexico, without any law.” 

So far, therefore, as these are good and sound 
reasons, they have the force of precedent fora like 
decision in the case before you. But while tad- | 
mit their force, I must say frankly that my claim | 
for admission here at the last session, was based | 
upon what I regarded then, and regard now, as a 
far more tenable position. We contended. that 
there was no moral or legal right on the part of the 
Government to disfranchise and virtually outlaw 
a portion of its own citizens, after it had encour- 
aged them to become settlers, and sold them Jands 
whereon to establish themselves. These men 
had gone with their families to brave all the perils 
of a frontier life, with the tacit but strong assu- 
rance of this Government, that a territorial organ- 
ization would continue to afford them the bless- 
ings and protection of law. It was, therefore, | 
a vital principle which was involved, and [ regret 
that it was not affirmed by the decision of this 
House. 

Mr. COLE. I desire toask the gentleman from 
Minnesota, who had been elected as Delegate to 
the Thirtieth Congress? 

Mr, SIBLEY. Mr. Tweedy, of Milwaukie, | 
who resigned his seat, and I was elected to fill the | 
vacancy. 

Mr. COLE. I would further inquire if Mr. j 
Catlin did not act as Governor of Wisconsin Ter- | 
ritory; and if so, whether he ever received his | 
salary for these services? | 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Catlin did act as Governor, | 
and rendered important services. He has never | 
been paid his salary, but his claim is before Con- | 
gress, and I trust will be fully liquidated, 

Mr. A. having concluded— H 

Mr. KAUFMAN then took the floor, and ad- | 
dressed the committee for an hour in opposition to | 
the admission of Hugh N. Smith, Esq., as a Del- | 
egate from New Mexico. He regretted that debate 
was to close to-morrow, so very soon, on a ques- | 
tion deeply involving the peace and harmony of the | 
country. He said, to use the language of a dis- 
tinguished Irish barrister, slightly changed, that | 
the progress of public events had eaten away the | 
grounds of Mr. Smith’s application. The so-called || 
territorial government, which had been established | 
in Santa Fé in September, 1849, had been de- | 
stroyed by the people who madc it; and as far as į 
they were capable, they had substituted a State in | 
its stead. Yes, sir, (said Mr. K.,) they have (and | 
by the advice, too, of Mr. Smith) formed a State | 
constitution, elected a Governor and members of the | 
Legislature, a Representative to the United States | 
Congress, and the Legislature commenced its ses- | 
sion on the first day of this month. How, then, | 
can Mr. Smith bea Delegate of the Territory of | 
New Mexico, when that territorial government has 
been abolished, and, as far as was in their power, | 
a different one substituted ? i 

Mr. K. referred to the case of Mr. Sibley, quoted $ 
asła precedent for Mr. Smith, contended it was 
not analogous to this, and thanked Mr. Sibley for 
his brief and pertinent explanation of his case 
during the delivery of the remarks of Mr. Asune, 
Mr K. also referred to Colonel Benton’s argu- 
ment, made yesterday in the Senate against the | 
boundary of Texas, drawn from a map certified 
to by the Texas Delegation in the last Congress. 
He said that De Cordova had put in the same | 
sheet two-maps, one partial, on a large scale, | 
and the other full and complete, on a small i 
scale. On the large map the compiler had not 
room to put down all the territory of Texas up to | 
the 42° of north latitude; but on the smaller map 
the whole of Texas was put down. The Senator | 
might as well contend that a map of the United | 
States did not include the southern portion of Fior- | 
ida, because it is usually cut off and put in one | 
corner of the map, as that Texas did not own to 
42° of north latitude, because the same course has | 


been pursued by 
northern territory. 

Mr. K. contended that to admit Mr. Smith 
would be to establish a territorial government by 
one House instead of having the consent of both 
Houses and the President; that it was an en- 
croachment upon the sovereignty of Texas, an 
insult to her members, and that it was in total vio- 
lation of all precedent. He commented at length 
upon the report of the minority of the Committee 
on Elections, and denied strongly their assertion 
that the late President Polk and his Cabinet had 
not recognized the boundary of Texas. 
showed that Mr. Polk had expressly recognized 
the boundaries claimed by Texas in his an- 
nual messages, and especially in his message of 
July 24, 1848; that Mr. Buchanan had recog- 
nized it in his letter to Governor Henderson, 


De Cordova in regard to her 


bearing date February 12, 1847, and that a sim- || 


ilar acknowledgment was made in the instruction 
of the Secretary of War, Governor Marcy, of 
October 12, 1843, when he ordered the military at 
Santa Fé “not to interfere with the extension of 
Texas jurisdiction over that country, except on 
proper occasions to lend them aid in enforcing it.” 
He reviewed with severity the contrary course 
pursued by the Cabinet of the Jate lamented Zach- 
ary Taylor. He alluded to Mr. Smith’s letter, 


complaining of the action of Congress in his casé, | 


said letter being written before his case was taken 
up, and even before the minority of the Committee 
on Elections had made any report in his favor— 
also to his (Mr. Smith’s) recommendation to the 


people of Santa Fé to form a State constitution | 
with the Wilmot proviso inserted, as intended to | 


have a favorable effect on the vote of the Houses. 


He said in conclusion, that Texas was devoted to a 


the union of the States, but cautioned members 
not to trespass on her rights, for if they did, he 
declared they would produce a state of things 
which they would regret, and a state of feeling 
which no true patriot could fail to deprecate. 
[Full and ample notes were taken by the re- 


porter of Mr. K.’s speech, which will be published ¢ 


in the Appendix.] 

When Mr. K. had concluded, the Speaker gave 
the floor to- 

Mr. BAYLY, who said that he desired to ad- 
dress the committee on the question before it; but 
he would state that, without affectation, he was 
altogether too unwell to proceed with his remarks 
this evening. He suggested, therefore, that the 
committee should rise, and that the House, if not 
inclined to adjourn, should proceed to dispose of 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion to rise was put. 

There were 32 affirmative and 19 negative votes. 

The committee then rose, and reported progress, 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ROOT moved that there be a cail of the 
House. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct certain bills; which 
received the signature of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, can only be received by unani- 
mous consent, because the ‘* morning hour’? has 
not yet been exhausted. 

And, pending the question, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 


propriate committees : 
By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of John 
Mershon, sou and only surviving child of Aaron Mershon, 


deceased, who was a soldier in the revolutionary war, praying ii 


compensation for property destroyed by the British during 
said war. 
By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of W. H. H. Kennon 


and 20 others, praying for the removal of sueh portion i 
of the African race as are willing lo emigrate tu Africa, and 1 


to provide tor them tor oae year. 


Turspay, July 16, 1950. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- || 


ceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution 


from the House of Representatives, granting old | 


brass guns to the Jackson Monument Committee. 
He urged its immediate passage, on the ground 
that the preliminary preparations were complete, 
and that the men were ready to cast the statue. 


He : 


: 
No amendment having been proposed, the joint 


| resolution was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be read a third.time, and was read a third ume, 
and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two sets of res- 
olutions, emanating from Democratic Conventions 
recently held in the State of Lowa, in favor of the 
compromise bill, which Mr. Jongs accompanied 
with some remarks. A full report of them will be 
given in the Appendix. 


CALIFORNIA AND THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. SEWARD. Iam requested to submit to. 
the Senate the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of the United States residing in Utica, New York, 
‘held on the fifth of June last, called, as the pro- 
i; ceedings recite, irrespective of party, for the pur- 
i; pose of making an expression of their opinion in 
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| 


i 
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|| favor of the immediate admission of California as a 
i| State, with her present constitution and boundaries, 
| and for the prohibition of slavery in the territories 
by legislative enactment. Dr. Thomas Goodsell 
presided at this meeting; and the resolutions which 
were passed are in my hand, of which I propose 
to state the substance without detaining the Senate 
by their perusal at large. 

The first resolution declares it to be the opinion 
of the meeting that, whereas by the failure of Con- 
gress to establish a territorial government for Cal- 
ifornia, she has been constrained to establish a 
government for herself, and whereas also in her 
| adoption of a State constitution she has but exer- 
cised an acknawledged right of American citizens, 
and sanctioned by Congress in the admission of 
Michigan and ‘Tennessee, and other States of the 
Union, therefore it is the opinion of this meeting 
that California, with her present constitution and 
| boundaries, should be admitted, as a distinct and 
; independent measure, as one of the States of the 
Union. 

The second resolution declares the opinion of the 
meeting to be opposed to the increase of slavery in 
this country, and the increase of slave representa- 
tion in Congress; and that this opposition is gen- 
eral and universal, and has no reference to lines of 
| latitude or points of the compass; that it is an 
| Opposition to all such extension, and all such in- 
| 
! 


| crease in all places, at all times, under all circum- 
i| stances, against all inducements, against all sup- 
|| posed limitation of great interests, against all 
|, combinations, against all compromises. Imbued 
with this spirit, this meeting declare that they are 
unwilling to trust the restriction of slavery either 
to natural laws, or the prohibition of a disputed 


i| Mexican law; and they declare their unchanged 


| and unchangeable convictions that Congress should 
|| organize no territorial governments, without ex- 
‘| cluding from them, by positive law, the existence 
of slavery, or involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishment for crime. 

The third resolution declares that it is the opin- 
|i ion of the meeting that the State of Texas has no 
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i| rightful claim to any portion of the territory of 
i New Mexico, as it existed under the Mexican 
|| Republic, and that they cannot approve any meas- 
|| ure which substantially yields up to Texas one 
| half of the disputed territory, and pays her liber- 
| ally in money for the other half. : J 
| Another resolution declares that, in the joint 
| resolutions annexing Texas to the United States, 
| the right to settle the boundaries of Texas was ex- 
| pressly reserved to the United States, and that 
| under this resolution Congress could, previous to 
| the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, have perma- 
nently settled the bourdaries of Texas with the 
| Republic of Mexico; and this meeting are unable 
| to perceive by what means the provisions of that 
‘+ treaty, which have devolved upon the United States 
i the rights and powers of Mexico, have tended to 
n abridge the rights of the United States to determine 
‘| and settle the boundaries of Texas without adding 
| to the large sums already paid from the national 
i Treasury to secure her annexation to this country. 
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i The next resolution declares that, although te 
i joint resolution annexing Texas to this Govern- 
| ment provides for the admission of four additional 
States from Texas, with her and their assent, yet, 
by the language of the said resolutions, the same 
| must be made under the provisions of the Federal 
Constitution; and this meeting are of the opinion 
ij that a sound construction of that resolution only 
j authorizes the admission of any additional States 
from Texas by the joint consent of. Texas and 
jj of Congress, and is a substantial reénaciment of 
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section three, article four, of the Federat. Consti- 
tution. . 
. Another resolution declares that the constitu- | 
tional provision in relation to fugitives from labor 
or servitude, establishes only a right in the party 
to whom: service is due to. reclaim and receive the 
fugitive; but prescribes nothing of the mode or 
manner; and. since the South has expressed a dis- || 
satisfaction: with and requires an amendment of the 
act of 1793, this meeting are of the opinion that it. |! 
would be the exercise of a sound legal discretion 
in Congress so to amend that act as to require legal 
proof of the identity of the fugitive, and aright to | 
his service, sanctioned by the verdict of a jury in 
the State or. Territory where demand for the al- 
leged fugitive is made. L 
Another resolution declares that the exclusive 
authority of Congress to legislate in the District | 
of Columbia ‘in all cases whatsoever,’ vests in į 
Congress an :authority to abolish slavery and- the 
slave trade within its limits; and, whatever opin- 
ion may exist with regard to the expediency of | 
the former, the meeting most earnestly desire that 
the slave trade be no longer tolerated in the capital 
of the nation. i 


The last resolution declares that one of the pri- || 


mary objects of the national Constitution was, as 

its preamble declares, “to secure the blessings of 

liberty to-ourselves and our posterity;”? and that 

by that instrument we became essenually one peo- 

ple; that this meeting discover in the Constitution 

no North and no South, and least of ali do they 

discover any countenance for the idea that that in- 

strument was intended to create or preserve an | 
equilibrium between freedom and slavery. _ 

I move that, without reading, the resolutions be | 
received and laid on the table. 

Mr. CLAY. J would inquire if it was the re- 
quest of the members of this meeting that these 

proceedings should be submitted to Congress? l 
have examined the rules with regard to the recep- 
tion of petitions, memorials, and so forth, and l 
wish to know whether, in this case, a request was 
made that these proceedings should be laid before 
this body ? 

Mr. SEWARD. In answer to the inquiry of 
the Senator from Kentucky, I will state that the 
series of resolutions conclude with one directing 
that the resolutions should be transmitted to the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of 
New York. They were received some consider- 
able time since, in a printed form, without any re- 
quest that they should be presented to the Senate. 
I did not, therefore, present them. This morning 
they were received in a written form, with a request 
that they should be submitted. 

Mr. CLAY. I have received twenty sets of 
resolutions from my own State, expressive of 
opinions in: behalf of this compromise; but, none 
of them expressing a wish that they should be 
brought before us, I have forborne to present them. 
As | understand the rules of this body, they cannot 
be received unless there js the expression of such 
a request on the part of the meeting that offers 
them, l wish to know whether | am right, and 
whether these resolutions can be legaily received 7 
The officers of a mecting have no right to substi- 
tute themselves for the meeting itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There can be 
no question with regard to the rule if rigidly en- | 
forced, that no Senator is at liberty to present | 
resolutions simply sent to himself and colleague, | 
without a request that they should be presented. 
If such a request is made, they assume the form 
of a memorial, and are so considered, and come 
before the body properly. Unless the Senate, | 
therefore, waive objections to their reception, they 
cannot be received when no such request accom- 
panies them. 

Mr. CLAY. As these resolutions have been 
received and read, L move that they may lie upon 
the table. I made the point with reference to | 
future action; because Í have heretofore acted ac- 
cording to the understanding of the rule I have 
stated, and have forborne to present numerous 
resolutions that I have received. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I know nothing with re- | 
gard to these resolutions; but, with regard to the 
meeting, which is said to have been without dis- 
tinction of party, | have to say that it has been 
very common to have meetings of that sort since 
the Buffalo meeting in 1848, all without distinction | 
of party, and all tending to the same end. 

I have a resolution. addressed to the: Senatora 


from New York, and forwarded to them by the 
name and style of their office, as the legal repre- 
sentatives of the city and county of New York, 
bearing thirty thousand signatures, of the most 
responsible and respectable names, and their resi- 
dences have in most instances been forwarded to 
me. } have foreborne to present it, not having 
been requested soto do. if, however, it is deter- 


| mined that such -papers may be presented, | shall 


want the privilege of bringing this one before the 
Senate, at some future time. Ít is in favor of the 
passage of the. compromise bill, so called, and it 
speaks in very strong and decided terms in behalf 
of that measure, 

Mr. HALE. Thavea paper which is addressed 
; to the Senate and House of Representatives—— 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 hope the Senator from-New 
Hampshire will not occupy the attention of the 
Senate till some action is had on the point before 
us. i wish to address the Senate for a moment 
before any other paper is presented. 

Mr. HALE. 1 wish to inquire if there is any 
! proposition before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is none. 
There was no objection made to the reception of 
the paper; and there being none, it fies on the table 
as a matter of course. 

Mr. FOOTE. I rose to object to its reception, 
afd for this reason simply. 1 consider all such 
propositions brought here to have originated in a 
purpose of malignant and unprincipied mischief. 


i 


i thoroughly nauseated with them. 1 will have no 
share in giving consent to the continuance of that 
nuisance under which we have so long suffered 
from that quarter. Ido, therefore, in the strongest 
| and most decided manner, object to the reception 

of these resolutions. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to make an explana- 
tion. These proceedings, as Í have stated, were 
transmitted to the Senators from the State of New 


| but when they weresent to me by the officers of 
the meeting, | considered them official. 1 cannot, 
therefore, consent to withdraw these proceedings. 
They are at the pleasure of the Senate. I can oniy 
say that all resolutions sent to representatives, 
from the several States, are generally couched in 
the same language. ‘They are transmitted to the 
Senators and Representatives, and that is under- 
stood as an implied request that they shall be pre- 
sented. Under these circumstances, the Senate 
; may decline to receive them, butt think that in 
| presenting them I have discharged my daty. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 do not understand the Senator 
from New York to be right in saying these pro- 
ceedings are at the mercy of the Senate as a cor- 
porate body. I understand by the decision of the 
Chair that they are at my mercy, and Lam willing 
to assume the responsibility, and am proud to 
have an opportunity to cope with them. 
again, | consider such resolutions the most objec- 
uonable nuisances in the land. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire ifitis not too 
late to make this objection to their reception? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
was made by the Senator ffrom Kentucky with 
| regard to the propriety of receiving them when 
the motion of the Senator from New York to lay 


| them on the table was under consideration. 
| Senator from Kentucky said he would not object, 
| but it was objected to by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. The strict rule, as the Chair will repeat, 


j: A : hea S 
; #8, that no paper can be laid before the Senate 
! 


information. ‘They must be addressed to the body, 
or must have the request that they’shall be laid 
before the body. Therefore, the Chair feels him- 
| self under the necessity of deciding against their 
| reception, though there has been great irregularity 
of practice on this su 
| the Chair. I give notice, however, that in future 
fI shall give directions to return all papers which 
| are not addressed to the body, or not accompanied 
with a request that they shall be presented to the 
body; and, in conformity with that decision, I 
spal retar these papers to the Senator from New 
ork. 


plied with regard to all papers which have been 
received this morning. There were similar papers 


J am tired and sick of them, and the country is! 


York. When | first received them, I did not have | 
a sufficient warrant, as 1 thought, to present them, ; 


The | 


bject previous to his taking | 


Mr. HALE. I hope the same rule may be ap- | 


I say || 


without the consent of the body, and it is notin | 
order to present papers from the constituents of |: 
members which come to them for the purpose of | 


presented from Iowa this morning, though differ- 
ing in the subject-matter from those which have 
been presented from New York: 

Mr. CLAY. . The objection is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Does the Sen- 
ator object to their reception? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; but I want to have the 
decision apply to all alike. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the res- 
olutions from lowa were presented, the Chair 
supposed they were addressed to this body, and 
that there was a request that they should be pre- 
sented, and was not aware of the fact to the con- 
trary till after the resolutions from New York had 
been presented; and, had he known it, he proba- 
bly would not have objected to their reception, 
because of the former practice. But the question 
having been made, the Chair feels bound to take 
the course he has indicated with respect to all 
resolutions. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am perfectly satisfied with 
the integrity and correctness of the action of the 
Chair on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. I havea paper that | believe does 
come within the rule, being addressed to the hon- 
orabje Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled. It isa pe~s 
tition from a class of people who have but one 
right, and that is the right of petition—the colored 
people of the county of Alleghany, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. They state that they are subjected 
to every degree of cruel and harassing treatment. 


| Being born in a free State, and colored, they have 


not the legal proof of freedom, and are subject to 
be claimed as slaves, and are at the mercy of those 
who may set up a claim to them. They pray, 
and most respectfully remonstrate, against the act 
of Congress of 1793 on the subject of the recapture 
of fugitives from labor, and against all bills now 


i or hereafter entrenching on them as American cit- 


izens. lask that it be received and laid on the 
table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
RESOLUTIONS OF INSTRUCTION. 


Mr. UPHAM. I have received some resolu- 
tions from the State of Vermont, to present to the 
Senate, and 1 wish to know whether the decision 
of the Chair, just given in the case of the resolu- 
tions presented by the Senator from New York, 
applies tothem? The resolutions were passed by 
the Legislature of the State of Vermont, and one 
of them relates to the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, with a request that the ordi- 
nance of 1787 may be applied to the territorial 
governments. The Jast resolution directs ‘ his 
excellency the Governor to transmit thém to the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
the State of Vermont.” But there is ‘no resolu- 
tion directing their Senators or Representative in 
their respective bodies to present them. T wish 
to know whether these resolutions fall within the 


: decision of the Chair already given? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ob- 
served that for a number of years past, resolutions 
coming from State Legislatures to Senators and 
Represenatives have, without any express direc- 
tion, been laid before this body. The distinction 
seems to have been made in consequence of their 
coming from the Legislatures of the States; because 
when adopted in these assemblies, and sent to the 
Senators and Representatives representing such 
States, it was supposed that they, were sent here 
for the general information of Congress, rather 
than the particular information of individual Sena- 
tors or Representatives, and, therefore, they did 


i not come within the denomination of resolutions 


passed at public or private meetings. 

Mr. UPHAM. Well, sir, I present these res- 
olutions, and desire that they may be received and 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is an important question 
of order. The decision of the Chair seems to me 
to be against the previous practice of the Senate. 
I remember a case in which resolutions were passed 
by the Legislature of the State which I in part 
represent, and which were sent to us, but were 
not presented either by my colleague or myself, 
because they contained neither a request to do so, 
nor instructions to ourselves. Irecollect that I re- 
quested one of the officers to examine the prece- 
dents, and the result was to produce the conviction 
that resolutions of a State were never presented to 
the Senate unless: they contained a request to do 
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so, or unless they included a positive instruction 
to their Senators. We were apprised, on that oc- 

casion, that there was no instance to the contrary 

on the rècords of the Senate. The present decision 

J think would reverse the whole practice of the“ 
Senate. The Presiding Officer will perhaps re- 

member that he was one of those whom [consulted 

on the occasion to which I refer, and that he gave 

the opinion which I have announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I have no rec- 
ollection of being consulted in the case to which 
the Senator from Virginia alludes. If I was, and 
pave the opinion that such resolutions, accompa- 
nied by no request to that effect, should be laid be- 
fore either House of Congress, 1 gave an opinion 
that was not strictly according to rule. The prac- į 
tice, however, certainly has not been as the Sena- ; 
tor from Virginia says, as ] know that resolutions 
have been presented here, by the courtesy of the 
Senate, inasmuch as they came from the legisla- 
tive bodies of the States of the Union, and they 
have been received. Strictly speaking, however, 
they cannot be received. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do I understand the Chair 
to state that such resolutions have been received 
when they neither contained a request that they 
might be presented, nor instructions to Senators to 

resent them? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These resolu- 
tions are accompanied by instructions. 

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. DICKINSON. There was one case in 
which resolutions from the State of New York 
were received here, although not addressed to the 
Senate. I recollect, the Senator from South Caro- 
lina was of opinion that, under such circumstances, 
the resolutions being from a sovereign State, they 
should be received; but that mere abstract resolu- 
tions should not be received. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tions were received and ordered to be printed. 


SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. STURGEON. 1 have had committed to 
my care a memorial sed by a number of medi- | 
cal men in the city of Pittsburg. Lt is similar to 
other memorials which 1 have already presented, 
and which have been referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The memorial prays that the rank | 
of surgeons in the-navy may be assimilated to that 
of surgeons in the army. I feel anxious that this 
subject should be taken into early consideration. 
From my friendship with and knowledge of these 
gentlemen, as well as from my connection with the 
medical profession, I feel an interest in those gen- | 
tlemen who are serving in this capacity in the na- 
vy;and the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs being absent, | would call the attention of 
any member of that committee who may be pres- 
ent to the subject, so that we may havea bill early 
reported, with the view, if possible, of acting upon 
the matter during the present session of Congress. 

The memorial was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the memorial of J. S. 
Toley & Co.,and Lewis Kinney & Co., asking the 
return of certain duties, asked to be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the same, and 
thatthe memorial be laid upon the table; which was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives entitled ‘* An act for the | 
relief of Gideon Walker,” submitted a report, | 
which was ordered to be printed, adverse to the 
passage of the bill. A 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to authorize 
the State of Illinois to select the balance of the 
lands to which she is entitled under the act of 2d 
March, 1827, granting land to aid that State in 
opening a canal to connect the waters of illinois 
river and those of Lake Michigan, reported back 
the same without amendment. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Publie | 


to which was referred the biil to cede the | 
f the United States to the States re- | 
spectively in which they are situated, on condition 
that the said States shall severally grant and con- 
vey the said land to actual occupants only, in lim- 
ited quantities, for cost of survey, transfer and title 
muniments only; the bill to reduce and graduate 


Lands, 
public lands o 


i 
1 
| 


i 


the price of the public lands, and for other pur- 
| poses; the bill granting one hundred and sixty 
| acres of the public lands to the actual settlers who 
shall reside thereon, and shall cultivate a portion 
| thereof for the period of four years; together with 
| humerous resolutions of State Legislatures, me- 
| morials, and petitions, all relating to the same sub- 
j ject, submitted a report, which was ordered to be 
printed, stating that it would be inexpedient to | 
| disturb the present system. i 

_ Mr. HAMLIN; from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of Jordan L. Mott, asking an amend- 
ment of the patent laws, reported against printing 
the same; which was concurred in. 


BILLS ON LEAVE. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, in pursuance of notice, 


relief of the President, Directors, and Company of 


i the Orange and Alexandria Railroad; which was 
i read a first and second time by its title, and referred 
| tothe Committee of Claims. 

ix Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, in pursuance of į 


| notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bil! 
| 
1 
t 


board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 


i 
BILLS FASSED. 


d an act entitled “ An act for | 
the better regulation of the District Court of the 
United States within the State of Louisiana,” ap- 
proved 3d March, 1849. 


| cago, in the State of Ilinois. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 


Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Benroy, as follows: 


Strike out of proposition “ first,” of section 39, after the 
| word “ beginning,?? these words: “at tue point on the Rio 


€ river twenty miles, measured by a straight line taercon, and 
€ thence eastwardly to a point where the 100th degree or west 
t jongitude crosses Red river, being the southwest angle, in 
Í ¢the line designated between the United States and Mexico, 


€ the Indians by the United States,” aud insert after the said 
word “ beginning? these words: “at the pointin the mid- 
«die of the deepest channel in the Rio Graade del Norte, 
¢ where the same is crossed by the 102d degree of longitude 


£ that longitude, to the 34th degree of north fatitude; thence 


‘longitude crosses Une Red river.” 


Mr. RUSK addressed the Senate in reply to the 
speech of the Senator from Missouri, delivered 


yesterday. He was followed by Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. BENTON, Mr. UNDERWOOD, and others, 


of whose speeches a report will be found in the 


Appendix. 
A conversation ensued between Messrs. BEN- 


ji TON, UNDERWOOD, and RUSE, in relation 


to a map produced by Mr. Unperwoop, in the 


might hereafter make a speech on that subject. 


Mr. HALE. 


We seem also to be threatened with some in the 
future. [am tired of this. I therefore move to 
lay the whole subject on the table, and I ask the 
yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. FOOTE. I appeal to the Senator from 
New Hampshire to withdraw the motion, as I 
have certain material amendments I wish to offer 
to the bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I trust the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. BERRIEN. Order! order! 

Mr. WEBSTER. Am I called to order? 

Mr. BERRIEN. If the Senator is about to 
speak upon the bill, he is not in order. oe 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I suppose it is 
| not out of order to make.an appeal to the Senator 


| 
i 


j 
i 
\ 
i! 
Í 
f 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the |! 


to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to provide for} 
|| the better security of-the lives of passengers on : 


į steam; which was read a first and second time by | 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


The bill providing an additional term of the, 
United States Circuit and District Courts at Chi- | 


the Union, to establish territorial governments for |; 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to į 


£ del Norte, commonly called iù} Paso, and running up that j 


¢ and the same angle in the line of the territory set apart for į 


é west from the ineridian of Greenwich ; thence north, along | 


¢eastwatdly 10 the point at which the 100th degree of west i 


course of which the latter gentleman said that he |) 


Mr. President, l have sat here |i 
some five or six months listening to speeches. | 


from New Hampshire to withdraw the motion be- 
fore the yeas and nays are ordered on it. ‘That it 
has been usual to do. And I wish to be under- 
stood as making that appeal emphatically on the 
ground that I have amendments drafted which T 
wish to offer to the bill. I also believe that there 
are gentlemen who yet wish to be heard on the 
general merits of the bill. And I believe, from 
my knowledge of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that he would be one of the last men in this 
body to try to preclude debate in this way... - 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hardly “know 
how to answer this personal appeal of the Senator 
from Mississippi, because one half of what-he has 
said would make me withdraw the motion, and 
the other half make me insist on it. That half 
where he makes a personal appeal to me to with-. 
draw the motion that amendments may be offered, 
' i feel inclined to grant. But when he appeals to 
me because other gentlemen wish to speak, it 
rather deters me from granting his request. 

But I will withdraw the motion, publicly giving 
notice that to-morrow, if 1 can get the floor, by” 
the goodness of Providence, and your eye, Mr. 
President, I will renew this motion, and insist on 
it, and give way to no persuasions and no entreaties 
of any sort. {L withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, when I rose 
a few moments ago, and found myself called to 
order by the Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Ber- 
RIEN,] my purpose was merely to ask the honor- 
able member from New Hampshire to withdraw. 
| his motion to lay the bill on the table. It is, usual 
| to be permitted to make such requests, and I am 
not aware that there is anything extraordinarily 
disorderly in it. 

I wish, sir, and have for some time desired to 
find some pertinent occasion, to speak a few words 
upon the general merits of this bill, and the general 
merits of the report of the committee which re- 
ported it. I know, sir, that it is not an entirely 
appropriate momentat this time, becausean amend- 
ment is pending, moved by the honorable member 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] That which makes 
it appropriate is, that it is already intimated by 
| the honorable member from New Hampshire that, 
as soon as he shall next have possession of the 
floor, he will move to lay the whole measure on 
the table; that is to say, he will make a niotion 
in effect for the rejection of the measure. And 
with such a motion menaced, I suppose it will not 
be improper that | should proceed, even when an 
amendment is pending, to state the reasons which 
induce me to support the measure. a 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, if my friend 
will give way, as itis a late hour of the day, I will 
move to postpone the further consideration of the 
subject until to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRIEN. With the permission of the 
Senate, [ will sate why | called the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Wessrer] to order, 1 be- 
lieve it is the rule of the Senate, that, when a mo- 


| 
i 
i 


Mr. FOOTE. 
Senator from Georgia. . 

Mr. BERRIEN. Lf have done, sir. 

Mr. FOOLE. Ihave several amendments which 


ate will order them to be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

The amendments are as follow: 

Amend 39th section, by striking out the tenth 
and eleventh lines, and the word “ eastwardly”? in 
the twelfth line, and insert, ‘‘ where the thirty- 
fourth degree of north latitude intersects said river, 
thence east with said parallel of latitude.” 

Also, amend the seventh section, by adding 
thereto the following proviso: 

Provided, notwithstanding, That a proposition shall be 
| made, and the same is hereby made, to the people of Cali~ 
fornia, and earnestly urged upon their favorable considera- 
tion, to be acted upon by the State of California after her 
admission iuto the Union shall have taken place, that the 
said State of California shail conse to the establishment 
of a Territory within the limits assigned to her by this. act; 
and ibat accordingly, so soon as the consent ot said State 
shall have been expressed in some convenient and äuthori-. 
tative mods, a new Territery shall bë Jald aff 'ana eatab- 
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lished, to be called, the Territory of Colorado, the bounda- 
ries af which shall be as follow ¢ 
« Beginning in the Pacific ocean three leagues from shore, 


on the thifty-fi'th parallel of latitude, and running with said: 


parallel to the semmit of the Sierra Nevada Moustains; 
thence, following the crest or highest partof said mountain, 
ai noar as may be, to the thirty-seventh parallel of north 
latitude; thence east with said- parallel until it intersects 
the Colerada rivers thence along tbe course of said river 
and down its main channel, and in the middle thereof, to 
the boundary line of the Republic of Mexico; thence along 
siid boundary line westwardly to the Pacific ocean, to @ 
point three “leagues from shore; thence to the beginning; 
inctuding.all its lands situated anywhere within that portion 
of the sea embraced within the present boundaries; and 
for the government of such Territory, so to be established, 
all the provisions of this act relating to. the Territory of 
Utah, except the name and boundaries therein: specified, 
are hereby declared to. be in force in the said Territory of 
Colorado, from and after the day when the consent of the 
Siate of California shall have been expressed in manner 
@ad form as. provided for by this act.” 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL TAYLOR. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, I give notice 


that to-morrow, or some subsequent day, I shall 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the erection of a 


monumentto the mémory of Zachary Taylor, late | 


President of the United States. 


EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HALE. I simply rise to ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a moment, to allow me to 
make an explanation with regard toa notice | gave 
ofa motion I intend to make. The Senator from 
Massachusetts speaks of the motion being menaced, 
Now, [am not capable of menacing the Senate or 
any member of it. Nothing was further from my 
thoughts or intentions than the idea of menacing 
the Senate or any mernber of it. I simply gave 
notice that I would pursue a certain course which 
I felt it my duty to do. 1 had no more idea of me- 
nacing the Senate by so doing than the honorable 
Senator himself had in the notice he has just given. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I beg. pardon for having 
used the term. But I used it in the sense of a pro- 
position hanging over us, or threatened us, which 
would putan end to debate, That was my idea. 

On the motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were opened and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
© Wupvespay, July 17, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


NEW MEXICO. 


On motion by Mr. STRONG, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. McLane, of Maryland, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the special order of the day, being the report of the 
Committee on Elections, in the vase of the applica- 
tion of H. N. Smith, Esq., to be admitted to a seat 
in this House as Delegate from New Mexico. 

Mr. BAYLY was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the allotted hour, (in 
remarks of which a full report will be given in the 
Appendix.) 

He spoke in opposition to the admission of the 
Detegaie, and argued, that from the termination of 
the Just Congress to the present time, uot a step 
had been taken in reference to the Territories in 
which the Constitution and Jaws of the United 
States Had been trampled in the dust, and that the 


proceedings of the Administration had been the | 


pregnant fountain of the bitter waters which were 
now flowing through the land. 

Mr. CARTTER addressed the committee in 
support of the claim of New Mexico to a Delegate 
upon the floor of tne House; and, in the course of 
Lis remarks, argued that all which had been 
urged against the reception of the Delegate, by 
reason of the disputed condition of the boundary 
beiween New Mexico and ‘Texas, ought to have 
no force, because it was not involved in the recep- 
tion of the Delegate. That the House was not 
trying the question of boundary, but in determin- 
ing whether they would hear one of the partes, 
anbat party now excluded, by receiving their 
accredited Delegate. ‘That the objection which 
had been urged, that the Delegate should not be 
received because Government hus not organized a 
territory to be represented, was avoided in the 
fact. That the department of New Mexico came 
to us already organized into a civil Siate, in which 
condition it had existed under Mexico, long be- 
fore Texas had existence. The treaty with Mex- 


ot 


| obeyed and acknowledged her Jaws, thus far her | 


ico transferred its relations from Mexico to the 
United States; by the same treaty, our. Govern- 
ment assumed the obligation of not only listening | 
to her own representations of her civil wants, but 
of providing fur them. That those who had urged | 
that there was no precedent for the admissionjof 
her Delegate, deceived themselves; that the re- 
ception of all Delegates constituted precedents for 
this case; a delegate from any territory is not an 

officer provided for by the Constitution; and when | 
admitted to the floor-of the House, discharges no 
constitutional duties; his. right to voie does not 
exist; the ceremonies connected with his coming, 


what people and district does he represent, and is | 
it important to the interests of the Union that it 
should be represented? The fact that has been 
urged that her delegate should not be received, 
because New Mexico had organized into a State, 
unconstitutionally and irregularly, is foreign tothe- 
question before the House, and ought not to in- | 
fluence its decision. We are not trying her right 
to admission as a State. He urged further, What 
the question of the reception of the Delegate was 


objection whatever. 
the House to consider was, whether the interests 


the House. ‘I'bat if the interests of Minnesota, 
or Oregon, required representation, New Mexico 
did. Her population was far greater than either, 
and their condition more exposed to invasion, 


with anninilation. ‘hat not only every depart- | 


are unimportant... The main subject of inquiry is, |i 


unembarrassed in his mind by any consututional || 
That the whole question for | 


of New Mexico required a voice upon the floor of |! 


outrage, and threatened by a neighboring State | 


| herself, to receive a commissioner to treat upon 
l thatsubjectalone. ‘This proposition our Execative 
| rejected, And in doing which, Í think, he did 


i| wrong; but a still gréater wrong did he do in un- 


dertaking to setile the question, not by negotiation, 
| as provided by the resolutions of annexation, but 
| by force of arms, and without authority of law. 
He ordered the United States.truops to take pos- 
session of the disputed territory... He pretended 
i to hold himself bound to maintain. the title. of 
| Texas to. the. extent of her claim, and not to the 
| extent only of her establislied jurisdiction... This 
į advance of our troops led to a collision of arms in 
the valley of the Rio Grande. „A message was, 
sent to this House, declaring that “ American: 
blood had been shed on American soil,” and both 
i branches of Congress, by large majorities, made 
a declaration of war founded upon this principle. 
I did not join in that declaration. 1 did not vote 
for the war. | did not think that the question 
should be settled in that way. I believed it ought 
to be adjusted by negotiation. A large majority 
of Congress thought differently. 

The act of Congress declaring war, could not 
| have been justified but upon the principle that the 
| faith of the United States was pledged to maintain 
ithe right of Texas to the exient of her claim. 
The Government of the United States, therefore, 
| Í consider, is fully committed in all its departments 
i to the rights of Texas. This war act of itself is 
sufficient evidence of that. But this is not all. 
In the treaty of peace that was made between this 
country and Mexico, reference is made in express 
terms to a,map which was made part and parcel 


ment of her business was suffering, but her very 
existence threatened. ‘That without assuming any | 
jadgment as to her rights in dispute with Texas, | 
he was disposed to hear her, before execuung 
judgment upon her. z | 
[A full report of Mr. C’s remarks will be pub- | 

| lished in the Appendix.] 
Mr. STEPHENS, ot Georgia, having the floor | 
assigned to him by the Chairman, proceeded with 
his remarks, by assuring the gentleman over the 
way that he should occupy the attention of the j 
committee but for a féw minutes. He intended | 
to submit but a very few remarks; and he should 
not have said anything, if it had not been for the 
| speech of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay- 
| uy.) But now that he had the floor, he would say 
| a word or two about the merits of the claim of the | 
| Delegate from New Mexico to the right of a seat 
| as such in this Flouse; and then he should noice } 
| the remarks of the geneman from Virginia to 
| which he alluded. | 
| d shall vote, Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. S.,) | 
against admitting this Delegate from New Mexi- | 
i 

| 


co, because the territory from which he comes j 
and the people he purposes to represent are within | 
what are well known to be the limits and bound- | 
aries of one of the States of this Union. My 
opinions touching the proper boundaries of ‘Texas 
as an original question, are well known, at least 
to those members of this House who were mem- 
bers of the last and preceding Congress. 

When Texas was annexed to the United States, 
it was well Known that the boundary between her 
and Mexico was in dispute. Texas, in her con- | 
stitution, had defined her boundary to be the Rio 
Grande, from its mouth to its source; but she had 
| not in fact extended her civil jurisdiction to that | 
limit. 
so understood it at the ume; and since, in the 
resolutions providing for the annexation of Texas, | 
care was taken to admit only such country as 
“ properly belonged to ‘Vexas,”? with a reserva- 


to adjust the boundary with Mexico—the right of | 
Texas to any portion of territory being fuunded | 
upon revoluuon. My opinion was and is, that | 


just so far as she had marked them by the | 
sword, and no further. That is, as far as she 
had extended her jurisdiction—as far as the people | 


proper limits extended, and no further. This{ take 
to be sound national jaw. And while I did not 
believe that her jurisdiction had been actually ex- 
tended to the Riv Grande, yet i was anxious that 
our Execuuve should, by negotiadion with Mexi- 
co, have that line settled as the boundary; and this 
i thought could have been easily obtained by pay- 
ing Mexico a suitable indemnity. Mexico was 


i 
| 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


l take this twbe an admitted uth now; fii 


tion to the United States of the right and power |i 


her proper boundaries at that time exiended | 


i faith of the country. 


| ation without war. 
| such a treaty had beea made with Mexico without 


of that treaty, in which the boundary of Texas 
is clearly marked out. That boundary so marked, 
I 
; consider, therefore, that the doctrine of estoppel ap- ` 
| plies to this Goverment. All mustadmit that the 
| United States had full power to settle this boundary 
i question with Mexico. Well, then, suppose that 
lin the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo an article 
| had been inserted expressly providing that the 
western or south western boundary of Texas should 
be the Rio Grande from its mouth to its source— 
; would anybody pretend that the United States 
| could, without very great bad faith, turn round and 
| claim from Texas a large portion of that territory 
upon the ground that her tile was not good? And 
is not the treaty just as binding upon us asif it 
had- thus expressly provided ? ho does not 
know thatin the ordinary conveyance of land or 
real estate, if the ‘‘metes and bounds”? are de- 
| scribed by a reference to a diagram or plat of the 
| premises annexed, that it is as good as if they are 
specifically set forth? Flow, then, can gentlemen 
get over these repeated acts of this Government 
clearly committing her to the boundary originally 
claimed by Texas as set forth in her constitution? 
I do not now intend to refer to another argu- 
ment equally conclusive to my mind on this suh- 
ject. Thatis the well-known principle of law, that 


| is the Rio Grande from its mouth to its source. 


it a trustee cannot take advantage of his cestui que 


trust in purchasing outstanding claims and incum- 
brances, to or over the trust property. The Uni- 
ted Siates was the chosen umpire of Texas to 
settle this matter in dispute between her and Mex- 
ico. Whatever settlement the United States might 
| have made, Texas would bave been bound by it. 
: But the umpire had no right or power to take the 
| place of the adversary litigant, and after quieting 


the opposing claim, to set up title in berself. AH 


ji She had to do was to adjust the question with the 


| other claimant. But i say, ldo not intend to press 
i that view at this time. i wish only to say that Í 
| consider the General Government as estopped—com- 
pletely estepped—by her repeated acts, trom gain~ 
saying at this time the ude of Texas up to the 
extent of her claim, whatever that may be. And 
as a Representative of a portion of the people upon 
this floor, whatever may have been my opinions 


l| upon this question at the commencement of the 


late war with Mexico—and my opinions upon 
that question as it then stood are not changed in 
the slightest degree—I feel bound to consider the 


| ** proper limits” of Texas no longer open to dis- 


cussion. 1 now stand upon the publicly plighted 
The treaty has settled this 
question just as tully as if the Rio Grande had 
been agreed upon by Mexico in a peacetul negoti- 
And who will pretend that if 


war, that the United States could set up any claim 


willing to treat upon thie subject. She proposed, 


against Texas to any portion of this territory ? 
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I would therefore ask gentlemen, in all candor, 
how they can, in the face and teeth of these re- 
peated acts of recognition on the part of this Gov- 
ernment of the boundary of Texas, undertake, at: 
this time, to deny and set aside that boundary ? 
What is to „become of your Government, or what 
is it worth if its most solemn acts are to be disre- 
garded in this way? 

But I stated that my object in rising was not so 
much to argue this question as to reply to some 
remarks made by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Bayiy.] hat gentleman did not confine 
himself to the question before the committee. He 
alladed to the conduct of the Administration in Cal- 
ifornia—spoke of what he termed usurpations of 
power on the part. of the President in sending Mr. 
King to California to interfere with the people there 
in forming a State constitution; and charged the 
President with violating the Constitution in ap- 
pointirig a member of Congress to such an office. 
Now, without undertaking to defend, or to say 
aught of the wisdom or propriety of the policy of 
the Administration in that matter, I wish simply 
to say, that I do not consider that General Taylor 
committed any violation of the Constitution in 
sending Mr. King upon the agency he did. Mr. 
King ot that time was not a member of Congress. 
He had been elected to the thirty-first Congress, 
but he was not a member; and none of us here were 
members, in a constitutional sense, until we took 
the oath of office. 

Mr BAYLY interrupted, and said, that by a 
law of Georgia, a person elected to Congress had | 
to notify the Executive of that State within twenty 
days after he was informed of his election, wheth- 
er he would accept or not; and that Mr. King 
had, under that law, signified his acceptance. 

Mr. STEPHENS said: That may be true, sir, 
and yet there was no violation of the Constitution 
of the United States in what General Taylor had 
done. Even if General Taylor had violated a law 
of Georgia, it was no violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. Mr. King’s notification of 
his acceptance to the Governor of Georgia, did 
not make him a member of Congress. That law 
was noteven binding upon this House. It would 
not have disqualified Mr. King from taking his 
seat, if he was properly and legally elected, if he 
had never siznified his acceptance, in pursuance 
of that law. And if he had thus accepted, and 
some contestant had shown that he was not, or | 
bad not been legaily elected, his acceptance would 
not have made hima member of Congress. But 
the gentleman complains bitterly of the usurpations 
of the President in countenancing the military gov- 
ernment in California, and advising the officers 
there to codperate with, and to aid the people in 
forming a State government. And upon this point, 
too, | think the censures of the gentleman are nat 
deserved—and, particularly, coming from him. | 
I can speak freely upon this subject, for itis known 
that fam utterly opposed to these military gov- 
ernnients. I opposed them in the beginning, when 
the gentleman says that he justified their creation 
by Mr. Polk, as a war measure. { considered i 
them then as great usurpations of power. The 
gentleman says that the Constitution recognizes 
the laws of nations, and that Mr. Polk established 
them under the ‘laws of nations and rights of 
war.” Sir, the Constitution of the United States 
does not, in my opinion, recognize the laws of 
nations for any such purpose. The Consiitution | 
authorizes Congress to pass laws for the “ punish- 
ment of offences against the laws of nations;”” but 
in no part or clause does it authorize the President, 
without authority of law, to do what monarchs in 
other countries may do with subjugated provinces, 
It is to Congress that the power is confided to 
make rules respecting ** captures by land and sea.” 
‘The President, as a conqueror, has no such power 
under our Constitution. And, after justifying 
these enormous outrages upon the Constitution by 
Mr. Polk, the gentleman should have sought other | 
grounds of attack, in arraigning General Taylor for 
a violation of the Constitution, than his barely 
countenancing governments which he found in |} 


{ 


} distinelion familiar in our history. 


for these civil governments under the contro! of | 
the military, were not only established by Mr. 
Polk, during the war, but they were continued by 
him after the peace; and General Taylor did 
nothing but continue the state of things as he 
found them. 

We all know that Mr. Polk at first justified 
these measures as war measures. We know, also, 
that with his message communicating the treaty of 
peace, he informed us that these governments 
necessarily ceased. And we know, still further, 


I do not wish to speak harshly, but I can call it by 
no milder term—by a sort of political legerdemain, 
unknown to the laws of nations, or any other sort 
of law, he still continued them as governments, 


ceased upon the treaty of peace; and yet he con- 
tinued them, not as war measures, or peace 
measures, but as ‘de facto governments.” Gen- 
eral Taylor found them just as Mr. Polk left 
them. And if the gentleman censures Gen- 


;eral Taylor for what he has done, I beg to 


inform him that the same, and even greater, cen- 
sure is due Mr. Polk, who instituted and contin- 
ued them. For my own part, I was utterly op- 
posed to the whole policy at the beginning, and am 
still opposed to it, I care not who is President. 
Military governments are at war with republican 
principles. And while it is not my object or prov- 
Ince to justify what the Administration has done, 
L wish to say to the gentleman from Virginia that 
he ought not to complain. The gravest charge that 


| 


stitution and asking admission into the Union asa 
State. 

Congress had failed to extend any protection to 
thern, or to provide them with any government. 
And according to the principles advocated by the 
gentleman, in a speech made in this Hall two 
years ago, General Taylor did nothing worse than- 
to advise the people then to do what, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman then expressed, was their 
perfect right to do without his advice. 
Mr. Chairmen, in a strange world. There are 
many things of a strange character about us, buat 
nothing seems 
change which sometimes takes place in men’s 
Opinions upon great questions. In the speech of 
the gentleman from Virginia, to which Į allude, 
and which I have before me, though I have not 
read it in two years, if I recollect correctly, he 
took the position, that Congress had no power to 


that the right of self-government was inherent in 
them, of which Congress could not deprive them. 
But I will turn to it, and see what the gentleman 
did say, that there may be no mistake about it. I 
read from the gentleman’s speech, made the 16th 
day of May, 1848: 

“Tf recur to the question [ just now asked. In what 
elanse of the Constitution do you fud the power of Con 
gress to Icgisiate for the territories relative to their;domestic 
affairs 29? 

Again he says: 

“I have shown that the Constitution confers no anthority 
upon Congress to legisia e for the territories except in refer- 
ence to the public lands. I now take higher grouud. 1 
maintain that not only no such authority is delegaied by any 
provision in the Constitution, but tbatit is in direet conflict 
with some of them, and with the spirit of the whole instru- 
ment.” 

Mr. BAYLY interrupted, and was understood 
to say, that he knew that the gentleman [Mr. Sre 
pHENS] would not willingly misrepresent his posi- 


speech, he would see that his views were not as 
he (Mr. 8.) inferred them to be from the extracts 
he had read; and, by the consent of Mr. S., he 
proceeded to read another portion as follows: 

“A constitution is the form of action; legislation is action 
itself; the oneis the means, the other the result. This isa 
Our forefathers never | 
itish king granting to the Colonies char- i 
f 
i 


objected to the B 
ters containing forms of government; and they never were 


regarded as acls of jegislation which could only be instituted 


Operation under the administration of Mr. Polk; ti 


88 


that after that, by a sort of political lererdemain— | 


which he styled ‘governments de facto.” He had | 
informed the country that they had necessarily |! 


he brings is, that General Taylor advised the peo- | 
ple of California, by his agents and officers, to rid | 
| themselves of this military rule by forming a con- 


We live, | 


stranger to me than the rapid | 


legislate for the people of the territories at all; jj 


tion, and he was sure that if he would read all that | 


voluntarily imposed by the Government itself, for the bene- 
fit of the Colonies. These charters were tittle else than” 
constitutions, in our familiar political sènse of the term, aid! 
in many instances were acquiesced in by the. people Jong. 
after the British authority was.expelleds indeed, in onecase, 
until within a very fate period.” x i T 

Mr. STEPHENS (resuming) said, that :he, 
thought he understood the general views and prin- 
ciples of the speech perfectly well. There was. 
nothing inconsistent in what the gentleman haa. 
read with what he had read himself. : 

In the same speech (said Mr. S.) the gentleman 
quotes from the writings of John. Taylor, of 
Caroline, who was highly complimented by Mr. 
Jefferson, (as we are informed by him,) in an ex- 
tract of some length, in whieh this occurs in 
italics: 

“ Among these the unconditional right to make their own 
local coustitulions and laws, without being subject to any con- 
dition imposed by an extraneous authority, has been the most 
imporlant, and universally exercised by every State. inthe 
Union.” i l 

And, after quoting this, the gentleman goes on 
to say: 

“Every one of those principles applies with increased 
force to citizens of any of the States emigrating to the Ters 
ritories. They carry with them all their tights, the most 
important of which is the right of self-government,” : 

From this, Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. S.,) it ap- 
pears to me that the gentleman did then hoid that 
the people of the States carried with them in thé 
Territories the right of self-government, which 
could not be controlled by Congress. Indeed, in 
another part, he expressly says: 

“En my view of the case, the territorial governments: 
which we have established, have derived their sanctid@l 
from the same source?—which was the assent We- 
people. a 

1 do not wish to dwell upon this matter; but I 
do think that the gentleman should not accuse. 
General Taylor of committing outrages upon the 
Constitution, for advising the people to do what 
it seems in his own estimation they have a perfect 
right to do of themselves. Nor do Í allude to this, 
| as a vindication of a true principle. I recollected’ 
the speech well. I disagreed with it then and 
now. I did not then hold, nor do I now, that the 
people of the territories of the United States have 
any such right as he contended for. I have al- 
luded to this speech barely to answer the gentle- 
man out of his own mouth. I hold, that when 
this Government gets possession of territory, either 
| by conquest or treaty, it is the duty of Congress 
to govern it until the people are prepared to be 
admitted as a State into the Union, at the discre- 
tion of Congress, And apart from the reasons 
which 1 have assigned for voting against this 
Delegate, I will add, that 1 should not vote to ad- 
mit a Delegate from any territory who comes with 
no better evidence of being the properly chosen 
representative of the people. In. this case, howz, 
evcr, it is enough, as 1 said before, that he comes, 
from a country, and proposes to represent the peo~ 
ple known to be within the oft -recognized limits 
of one of the States of this Union—the limits ard 
boundaries of which State we are estopped from 

nying. 
sa A HOWARD followed, and spoke in earnest 
remonstrance against the admission of the Dele- 
gate from New Mexico. He declared either that 
‘Texas must be permitted to take peaceable posses- 
sion of the disputed territory, or that the whole 
dispute must ultimately be submitted to the arbit- 
| rament of the sword. He disavowed any inten- 

tion to threaten; but said that in using this lan- 
guage he was merely uttering the public senti- 
ment of his State. He said, that bya late mail 
il the Representatives of Texas had received a com- `- 
|i munication from the Executive of that State, re- 
| quiring to know whether it was the intention of 
the General Government to ratify the action of 
Colonel Munroe in authorizing the formation of. a 
State government, and to enforce that action by its, 
power, and enclosing a solemn protest if. such 
should be avowed to be the intention of the Gev- 
! ernment. He also learned from the same soürce, 
that active measures were being taken to resists, 
if the attempt to enforce that action by military. 
power shouid be made. 
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by Parliament. They were restrictions on the Government, 


Mr. BURT inguired whether such demand as 
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the gentleman spoke. of, had been made upon the 
President, and if so, whether any answer had been 
returned? ae 

Mr. HOWARD replied, that he had enclosed 
the communication to the President, three or four 
days since, but, owing, no doubt, toa recent event, 
no answer had been received. He was, however, 
daily anticipating an answer, for the communica- 
tion had been made in a form to preclude delay in 
its answer, 

[His remarks will be found in the Appendix.} 

Four minutes of the time to which the debate 
was limited now remained. f 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he desired to 
make a very few remarks, explanatory of his 
course. So far as he proposed to give the reasons 
by which his vote would be influenced, they 
would be embraced in anut-shell. He did not in- 
tend to go into the question of boundary. He 
had determined to vote against the admission of a 
Delegate from New Mexico. He would not voie 
for the admission ôf any individual as a Delegate 
from any Territory any portion of which was 
claimed by any of the States of the Union, until 
such disputed claim should have been fairly and 
fully adjusted. The main question now before 
the committee was, whether we shall admit Mr. 
Smith asa Delegate from New Mexico. And it 
appeared to him to be necessary to show that 
there existed any such Territory under the laws of 
the United States. Would this Delegate represent 
any Territory whose laws are to be found on our 
statute book? This Territory of New Mexico has 
not been formed by authority of the United States 
Government. It exists oniy as the offspring, and 
by the order of a military government. 

Another ground which he desired to. suggest 
was, has Mr. Smith been fairly elected as a Dele- 
gate to this House, in accordance with the provis- 
ions of the law of the United States regulating 
the election of members of Congress by the 
States, and of Delegates by the Territories of the 
United States? On the contrary, he presents him- 
self for admission, not with a certificate of his 
election by the people of New Mexico, in the man- 
ner prescribed by law, but by a certificate from a 
self-constituted convention. He was opposed to 
proceedings so irregular in their form. Should a 
person present himself here with a certificate rep- 
resenting that he was elected a Delegate to this 
House by the Legislature of that State, he would, 
on the same ground, refuse his vote for him. That, 
he thought, sufficiently illustrated his view as to 
this part of the case. He thought gentlemen 
ought, before they voted to admit Mr. Smith, to 
satisfy themselves that the State of Texas has no 
valid claim to any part of this Territory. They 
ought to be careful, that in voting for the admis- 
Pion of this Delegate, they do not override the 

aw. 

He did not look upon the cases of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, which had been referred to, as 
having any bearing on this question. The Dele- 
gates there were representatives of regularly-or- 
ganized territories, and had been elected by the 
people according to the prescriptions of Jaw. In 
this case, however, Mr. Smith comes here with 
no other authority than that of a convention self- 
organized, and acting only under a military gov- 
ernor of a portion of country which had lately be- 
longed to Mexico, and was now claimed by the 
State of Texas. 

For these reasons, he should give his vote 
against the admission of the Delegate from New 
Mexico. And he desired to be understood that, 
in_ giving this vote, he did not intend to be com- 
mitted as giving any opinion on the question of 
the boundary of Texas. 

The hour (of two) having arrived, the general 
debate closed. 

(Mr. STRONG (under the rule) rose and addressed 
the committee, in effect, as follows: 

Mr. Cuaimman: The remarks which I propose 
to make to the committee in closing this debate, | 
intend to confine, as far as I may be able, to such 


arguments only as have a legitimate bearing on the | 


question which is now before the committee for 
its decision. 

Unfortunately, during the progress of this de- 
bate, other questions have been introduced, as is 
commonly the case, in this and every other delib- 
erative body—other matters in which gentlemen 
naturally feela great interest, important in their 
place, and which ought to be discussed here. They 


have been introduced not because they have any 
bearing on the question before us, but because gen- 
tlemen feel disposed, on alt occasions, to define 
their position, and to make known to the country 
their opinions on questions of importance. 

I therefore do not propose, in the course of my 
remarks, to advert to these topics to any extent. 


fornia, and Utah, has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion which is now under consideration. Neither 
kas the boundary of the State of Texas, whether 
| it includes the whole of the territory acquired from 
| Mexico, which lies east of the Rio Grande, or any 
part of it, any legitimate bearing on the subject. 
fam ready to admit, sir, that if it be conceded 
| that Texas has an indisputable right to the whole 
country east of the Rio Grande, there is no ground 


to a seat in this House. But the Committee on 
Elections, throughout the whole of its report, has 
carefully guarded against any decision as to the 
limits of the State of Texas. I have always sup- 
posed, and I still suppose, that this is not the time 
nor the place to determine what the boundaries of 
Texas are. Atany time, that question could not 
| be determined by the single action of this House. 


in compact with Texas, or by the judiciary. The 
report of the committee, therefore, carefully ab- 
| stains from reference to the claim which Texas, 
ever since the year 1836, has set up to the whole 
| of the territory east of the Rio Grande. 

| Nor do I think it important to go into a consid- 
il eration of the course pursued by the late Execu- 


| government over these territories. It is sufficient 
in time of war, military governments are es- 
tablished, they cease with the termination of the 
war during which they were established. I do 
not understand any gentleman as denying the 
right of the Executive thus to establish military 


them beyond the duration of the war in which 
they originated. Itis conceded by all, that this 
right belongs to the Executive, as Commander- 
| in-Chief of the army and navy. The moment, 
therefore, that the Mexican war ceased by virtue 
of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, these military 
|| governments, which were only created for the 
war, ceased altogether. 

Wor do I intend to reply at any length to what 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. McGaucury] 
laid down as a position, that the laws of Mexico 
having prevailed in New Mexico before she came 
into our possession, remain still in force there. 
is a well-acknowledged maxim that all political 
law ceases in a country at the time when, by con- 
quest, itis transferred from one sovereign to an- 
other. It has been charged against me that I have 
stated in the report of the committee that all law 
ceased on the transfer of New Mexico to the sov- 
| ereignty of the United States. I made no such 
| statement. My position was simply this: That, 
according to the laws of nations recognized in the 
decisions of our Supreme Court, all political law 


| ted States. There is a wide difference between all 
law, and all political law. The municipal laws re- 
| mained still in their full force and operation. All 
the laws which confer political rights ceased. 
There is no writer on public law to be found any- 
where to controvert this point, and, more than 
once, the principle has been decided by our Su- 
preme Court. 

The State of Florida was acquired by cession 
from Spain; and the political regulations which 
| had previously prevailed there, did not continue 
one hour after her transfer from Spain to the Uni- 
ted States. 

So it was with the State of Louisiana. 
ever pretended by any one that her political law 
continued to exist after the conclusion of the treaty 
i by which she came into the possession of the Uni- 

ted States? : ` 

I take it, then, that there can be no dispute on 
i this point. The gentleman from Indiana has in- 


thority in support of it. The moment New Mex- 


The question of slavery in New Mexico, Cali- | 


whatever on which Mr. Smith can rest a claim | 


| The true boundary of Texas can only be de- | 
i termined by the joint action of the two Houses, | 


tive (Mr. Polk) in relation to this Texas question, į 
| or to inquire whether he transcended his authority | 
in appointing a military governor at Santa Fe; | 
| or whether General Taylor committed any viola- | 
tion of the Constitution in continuing a military | 


for me to express my opinion, that in cases where, | 


governments, or as asserting his right to continue | 


It: 


! ceased in New Mexico on her transfer to the Uni- | 


Was it | 


deed laid down this principle, but has cited no au- ! 


| approval of the President of the United States. 
| has been suggested that Minnesota presents an ex- 


ico was transferred to the United States, whatever 
of organization previously existed was instantly 
extinguished, and no political government can ex- 
ist there until, under the Constitation of the Uni- 
ted States, a territorial government shall be estab- 
lished i : 

Having disposed of these preliminary matters, 
which have nothing. to do with the question before 
the committee, let me turn for a moment to take a 
view of the facts which must govern our decision 
in this case. 1 have stated, on a former occasion, 
that Smith, the applicant, asks to be admitted as a 
Delegate, with all the rights enjoyed by former 
Delegates who have had seats on this floor, on the 
ground of his election by the convention which 
assembled last year at Santa Fé. That conven- 
tion elected him, and he comes here by virtue or 
that election. The convention consisted of nine- 
teen persons. How was it called into being? It 
could confer no rights on the applicant which it 
was not authorized to confer. Was that conven- 


| tion called in accordance with the laws of the Uni- 


ted States? By no means. Therefore he comes 

before us in a different attitude from any former 

Delegate, because he was elected by an authority 
not recognized by the laws of the United States, 
He does not, it is true, come with a demand to be 

admitted to a seat as a constitutional right. Ido 
not say, sir, that this House, at its discretion, 

might not admit him. ldo not mean to say that 
this House might not admit to a seat a Delegate 
from Philadelphia, if it should think proper to do 

so. Should a portion of the citizens of New York 
get together, and because they thought their inter- 
ests and opinions would be better represented than 
they now are, elect a person more agreeable to 
them, there is nothing in the Constitution to pre- 

vent this House from admitting him as a Delegate, 
with power to speak for his constituents, but with- 

out the potential privilege to vote. Doubtless this 
claim for admission is an appeal to the discretion 
of the House. I trust, however, that if this House 
should ever see fit to exercise such a diseretion, it 
will not be done in a wild and licentious disregard 
of order, but in accordance with the established 

usages and principles of our Government, unless 

some extraordinary circumstances should arise to 

take it out of this safe rule. Unbridled discretion 

is eminently dangerous. 

The election of a Delegate to a seat on this floor 

is no new thing. Since the formation of our Gov- 

„ernment, in sixteen cases, individuals have come 
here and asked for admission to seats on this floor 

as Delegates from as many Territories, and have 

been admitted. And all these persons have been 

admitted under the same Jaw, and in accordance 

with the same principles. No one has ever been 

admitted unless elected in the manner prescribed 

by law—not by the regulations of this House 

alone, but by a Jaw passed by the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and sanctioned by the 

t 


ception to this rule. [I wiil come to that presently. 
And I will venture to say, that no man who will 
examine that case will allege that it authorizes the 
conclusion, that any Delegate can be admitted toa 
seat on this floor, who was not elected according 
to the provisions of law. 

We have had Delegates, time after time, pre- 
senting themselves here for admission. We have 
had these applications sixteen times over; yet, in 
no single instance has any Delegate been admitted 
into this House, until he was elected under the or- 
ganic law by which a territorial government was 
established by Congress, The conditions pre- 
scribed by the law establishing such territorial 
government have, in all these cases, been complied 
with. A census has been taken, and when the 
population was ascertained to amount to the pre- 
scribed number, a territorial legislature was elected, 
and after this a Delegate to Congress was chosen, 
There has never been asingle instance where a 
Delegate has been sent here, or admitted to aseat, 
unless he had been elected in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the organic law under which the territo- 
rial government was established. 

With all this array of precedents, in which, in 
sixteen cases, we have not admitted a single Dele- 
gate, until he had been properly-elected under the 
organic law of the Territory, if any gentleman was 
sitting as chancellor, would he not feel himself 
compelled, in the exercise of a rational discretion, 
to decide that a territorial organization and antece« 


1850. 


dent provision by law were indispensable before 
a Delegate could be admitted to a seat on this floor? 
And will any one pretend that this House can 
throw aside all these precedents, and admit a Del- | 
egate from a Territory where no provision has 
been made by law for his election, and where no’ 
territorial organization exists? - I think our discre- 
tion must be limited by the fact that we never have 
admitted any Delegate until he has been elected i 
conformably with the organic law of the Territory 
from which he claims to come: 

But it has been argued by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. McGaveney,] and he is the only 
one who has presented an argument in favor of the 
applicant fora seat, that the case of the Delegate | 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Serer] is an exception to | 
the rule which precedent has dictated. 

I was a member of this House, sir, when the 
Delegate from Wisconsin was admitted, and I hold 
in my hand the reports of the majority and the 
minority of the Committee on Elections in that 
case. "Fhe report of the majority puts the right of ; 
the Delegate to admission on the ground, that be- 
fore he was elected the right to elect a Delegate had | 


| vention, as this statement shows. 


adopt this conclusion w 


ould be a d 
all. the princi e a departure from 


ples on which we have uniformly 
acted, when Delegates have applied here for ad- 
mission. Itissaid that Mr. Smith was elected bya 
convention of the people.. How was that conven- 
tion called? A number ‘of citizens met together 
in August, 1849, in accordance with the recom- 
| mendation of Colonel Beale, inviting the people 
to meet in convention, for the 
a constitution. For what purpose, then, was it 
called? The proclamation of Colonel Beale shows 
that it was called for two purposes: 

First. “To concert such plans, and adopt such measures 
as may be most effectual to the attainment of good civil 
government.” 

Second. “To appointa Delegate to go to Washington to 
enforce its suggestions and projects, and to urge the eariy 
action of Congress iu its behalf? 

I read from the proclamation which I have be- 
fore me. 

Thus, then, it appears from the very authority 
under which this convention assembled, that it was 


purpose of framing 


| not one of its objects to elect a Delegate to Congress. 


There was no such power conferred on this con- 
This is a case 


been given to Wisconsin, and that the territorial 
organization had not been annihilated by the sub- 
sequent admission of a part of the Territory into 
the Union as a State. i 
I cannot take time to read this report; but if any 
gentleman will take the trouble to examine it, he 
will see that it is based on the position, that the 


territorial government was not merged in that of || 


the State of Wisconsin, and that the Territory 
was, therefore, entitled to elect a Delegate. | 


The minority of the committee thought that the |} 


territorial organization had been extinguished by 
the creation of Wisconsin out of the State. They 
were of the opinion, that as there was no territo- 
rial organization authorized by law, there could | 
be no election of a Delegate. So that, it was here 
contended in both reports that the organization of | 
a Territory is a preliminary requisite before a Del- 
egate can be elected. Mr. Sibley was admitted to 


body of the people, though unorganized. 
was a solitary Instance. Mr. Sibley was admitted 
because there was a territorial government organ- 
ized there by a law of Congress, 

The Delegate from Minnesota, in his remarks of 
yesterday, while he admitted this fact, suggested 


that the House must have entertained a different |! 


opinion a short time afterwards, because it had re- 
fused an appropriation to pay the expenses of the 
territorial government. But this can be easily 
explained, without adopting the conclusion of the 
Delegate from Minnesota, The fact is, that there 
was at the time of the rejection of this measure, 
another bill pending for the organization of the 
Terntory of Minnesota, into which the Territory 
of Wisconsin was incorporated, and was the true 
reason of the refusal to provide for the expenses 
of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SIBLEY. That bill was pending in the 
Senate, not in the House. 

Mr. STRONG resumed. So I agree. The | 
statement of the Delegate from Minnesota does 
not vary from what I have said. There was at 
the same time pending a bill for the establishment 
of a territorial government in Minnesota, which 
included an appropriation for the expenses of the 
government, and embraced Wisconsin. There- | 
fore, the other bill was unnecessary. The case of | 
Minnesota, then, presents no exception, and we || 
are met, by this long line of precedents of sixteen 
cases, asserting the necessity for a previous organ- 
ization of a territorial government, and the elec- 
uon of a Delegate in the mode prescribed by the 
organic law. TE 

Gentlemen who took the opposite view, seem 
to feel the force of this, because they abandon 
that ground, and say that Mr. Smith ought to be 
admitted because he was sent here to represent the 
opinions and interests of a body of the people, I | 
hold in my hand the journal of the convention, 
under. the authority of which he claims a seat on 
this floor. ‘That convention denied the existence | 
of any organized government, but recommends the | 
formation of a territorial government, and asks of | 
Congress to prescribe the form. Ft is clear, there- |] 
fore, that Mr. Smith comes here from no organized 


territorial government. es 
Bat it is said we should admit him because 


| which is very unlike the case of Deseret, where 


the people elected a Delegate to a seat in this 


! House. Mr. Smith, then, cannot be viewed as rep- 


resenting the people of New Nexico. He comes 
here with no such authority. He cannot repre- 
sent them. The people of New Mexico have 
never committed such a trust into his hands, I 
would ask the attention of those who think that 
Mr. Smith was elected by the people, to this procla- 
mation of Colonel Beale, which shows that it was 
no part of the business of this convention to electa 


resentative to express the opinions and interests of 
the people of New Mexico in this body. 
But, supposing that Mr. Smith had been elected 


by the people of New Mexico, do you consider jt 


Such a proceeding is not within the line of pre- 
cedents. Adopt this course, and, at the next 


to admit a Delegate from them, and he may come 
| and present himself to us with precisely the same 
| kind of credentials. And will you admitone from 
the east bank of the Rio Grande, and reject the 


: it becomes us to jook well at the principle on 
i which we decide. We are bound by precedents 
| in the long practice of this House, to admit Dele- 
| gates elected according to law and under an organ- 
ized form of government. There is no other mode 
than the one prescribed by law. It has been said 
thatitis merely the establishment of an agency. 
| But there must be an organization of the territo 


here in a representative character. 


applications for seats on this floor. 

How was it with Florida before she had any 
organized government? No Delegate presented 
himself here; no one was admitted to a seat as 


Georgetown appoint a Delegate and send him 
here? Has she not the same right as New Mexi- 
co? Why may not Washington do the same? 
Why may not any of the wards of this city elect 
Delegates and ask for their admission to seats on 
this floor? Iam for traveling on in the old way. 
And until some good reason shall be shown why 
we ought to depart from the old and tried ways, I 
willcontinue to adhere to them, and to preserve the 
system which has hitherto been found to work 
well for the country. . 

There is no possibility of relieving ourselves 
from the present difficulties, except by adhering 
to the principle that there must be a political or- 
ganization of a Territory before we can admit™a 
Delegate from that Territory on this floor. e 
is no other mode of preventing the confusion which 
will be the result of the many conflicting claims 


he representa a large body of the people. To 


to seats which we must look for in the future. 


Delegate, and that it had no authority to go into | 
such an election for the purpose of having a rep-: 


as safe or discreet to admita Delegate on this floor | 
i from a people who have no political organization? | 
aseat. I know that one gentleman took the ground, |: 
that he was willing to admit a Delegate from any |; 
But he | session, you may have an application from the | 

|| people living on the other side of the Rio Grande 


one whocomes from the west side of the river? | 


rial government before any one can be admitted | 
And if you į 
violate this principle which has been so Jong set- } 
Ued in our practice, you will have any number of | 


Adopt the other principle, and why should not | 


} 


| by the admission of the Dele 


Any number of these claimants 
sent themselves from California, 
of Columbia, or wherever a's 
meet together and resolve that their opinions shall 
be represented. It is only by a strict adherence 
to an establishedrule that we can prevent. this 
state of things, and the confusion which must re- 
sult. But it is-alleged that no harm can be done 
t gate from New Mex- 
ico. Why,sir, it would encourage the settlers of 
every part of the country. where there is no politi- 
cal organization to send Delegates to this House; 
and should they do so, we shall be bound to admit 
them to seats on this floor, if we yield to such 


for seats may pre- 
Utah, the District 
quad of. people may 


| appeals as we have heard this day from those who 


take ground in favor of the admission of Mr. 
Smith. 

This is precisely the view taken in the Conven- 
tion which adopted the Constitution. It was urged 
that such a course would be productive of evil. 
There will always be a rush for public offices. It 
will never fail to be the case that there will bea 
struggle for the honorable position of a Represent- 
ative in Congress, and the people will meet to- 
gether and engage in a struggle for the election of 
particular individuals. And where we find squat- 
ters on the pablic lands, they may unite in -their 
separate locations, and send a Delegate claiming a 


: Seat on this floor; and you may have appeals of 


this character every session, and you undoubtedly 
will have them. 

And what is the advantage which it is said we are’ 
to gain by admitting this applicant fora seat? It 


| is said that we shall obtain that information of the 
‘local position and wants of the people of New 


Mexico, which we so much want. Do we want 
any more information as to the condition of New 


; Mexico than we required as to the State of Florida, 


before her Delegate was admitted? Or do we re- 
quire it more than we do from California, or the 


i other Territories which are unrepresented in this 


House? If not, why are we called on here to 
make a distinction in favor of New Mexico? Does 
any man suppose that we are likely to gain any 
other advantage by the admission of this Delegate 
from New Mexico? 

I am willing to admit, that if there be a territo- 
rial organization, and thus we are subjected to the 
duty of paying the executive, judicial, and legis- 
lative officers of the Territory, if, as in such cases, 
appropriations are needed for public buildings. or 
for roads, the case is different. When we are re- 
quired to expend large sums in a Territory, it may 
be important that she should have a representa- 
tive here as a medium through which information 


| might be communicated. 


In reference to the boundary of the State of 
Texas, it has nothing whatever to do with the 
present question. That is a matter to be settled 
by negotiation between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the State of Texas, or by judicial 
decision. It cannot be facilitated in its settlement 
by the admission of a Delegate from New Mexico 
on this floor. oa 

In every view I have taken of this question, I 
have been unable to see any advantages to result 
from the admission of the applicant, which will 
counterbalance the evils that would result from a 


| departure from the old and tried system. 


Í pass by the remarks which were made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] who seems 
to consider the organization of a territorial gov- 
ernment as a mere incidental question, the princi- 
pal one being the election of a Delegate. It may 
with quite as much propriety and truth be alleged 


| that the Constitution of the United States isa mere 


incident, and that the main principle is the election 
of members of Congress. I have nothing to say 


: to such an argument as this, which appears to me 


to be too puerile to deserve serious notice, — 
In regard to the other part of the case, it is said 
that two thirds of the population of the State of 
Texas are within the limits of New Mexico. Ido 
not intend to give any opinion as to the state of 


; things which exists as between Texas and New 


Mexico. If] were to do so, I should be found to 
differ materially from many of my friends on this 
floor. But we are bound ‘to look to the facts as 
they are. There has been a claim existing on the: 
part of Texas since the year 1836, and by a num- 

ber of my southern friends this claim is believed. 
to be a valid one. I do not mean to express an 

opinion whether it is valid or not, but-there-is an 

existing claim of this Territory of New Mexico. 


"Phere is another fact to. which I-desire to ad- 


vert,” The country.is at this moment agitated, by 
various and strong dissensions, - Different sections 
ef the Union are: becoming estranged from each 
other.. With facts of this alarming import staring 
üsin the face; would it be quite discreet in us to 
admit.this. Delegate from New Mexico to a seat on 
the floor of this House? I do not mean to say 
that the admission of Mr. Smith would be the ex- 
tinguishment of whatever title Texas has, because 
that is a question which cannot -be determined by 
the single action of this House.. It is only as far 
as this action goes that it can be considered in the 
light of a denial of. the claim of Texas. Texas 
says, “We have a claim on all this territory of 
New Mexico.” The. action.of this House may 
show that it denies that Texas has any rightful 
claim; and we then admit this Delegate from New 
Mexico, thus saying that we regard this territory 
of New Mexico as not in dispute. We thus shut 
our eyes to the claim of the State of Texas, and 
standing on the ground that we are acting inde- 
pendently of any other branch of the Government, 
admit this man to a seat in this House. Can any 
one doubt that such a course will have a tendency 
to aggravate these angry and bitter feelings which 
are now agitating certain portions of our country ? 
Does any one expect that it would not be produc- 
tive of an indignant response? What might not 
the wounded feelings of the State of Texas urge 
her to do? While we are endeavoring to have 
this boundary question settled in an amicable man- 
ner, if this House should thus step in, and by 
admitting the right of New Mexico to a separate 

representation on this foor, thus taking this terri- 
tory. out of the hands of Texas, would it not ex- 
asperate the feelings of the State of Texas? And 
would it not lead such of our southern brethren as 
take part with Texas in this question to conclude 
that we are evincing an entire disregard to the 
feelings of the whole southern portion of our 
country, and for no more important object than 
the admission of a certain individual to the privi- 
lege of obtaining his seat and his per diem? Would 
this course have any tendency to conciliate the 
existing differences which are prevailing in the 
South and the North? Why then should we de- 
cide in favor of this applicant, in the teeth of all 
these menacing evils? ; 

` In whatever light 1 have viewed this question—if 
asa matter for the exercise of the discretion of 
this House, or in any other light—l think.that the 
House ought to pause long before it sanctions any 
departure from the established usages of the Gov- 
ernment, especially where the effect would be to 
throw a new element of agitation into the conntry, 
at a moment when the whole of our Union is ina 
state of convulsion... . 

I have nothing more to say, Mr. Chairman, 
except to thank the House for its attention. 

The committee then proceeded to vote. 

The state of the question was this: 

The majority of the Committee on Elections 
had reported the following resolution for the adop- 
tion of the House: 

Resolved, That itis inexpedient to admit Hugh N. Smith, 
Esquire, toa seat in this House as a Delegate from New 
Mexico. 

And Mr. McGAUGHEY, from the minority 
of the said committee, had moved to strike out 
from the said resolution all after the word ‘* Re- 
solved,” and insert the following: 


Resolved, That the said Hugh N. Smith be admitted toa 
Beatin the House of Representatives of the United States 
asa Delegate from New Mexico. 


Mr. CROWELL rose to offer a similar resolu- 
tion to that proposed by Mr. McGavueuey. 

The CHAIR said that was now the pending 
question. 

Mr. CROWELL requested Mr. McGaucuer 
to withdraw. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY said he certainly should 
not withdraw the resolution. It was the report of 
a committee. 

Mr. BOYD moved the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


« And that Aimon W., Babbit be admitted to a seat in 
the House of Representatives of the United States as a 
Delegate from the Territory of Deseret.” 


Mr. CARTTER rose to a question of order. 
He submitted that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. Boyp] had nothing to 
do with the question before the committee. | It 
was a matter totally foreign to it, and it seemed to 
him to be out of order to introduce it. 


reached the ear of the reporter. 

Mr: DUER appealed, on the ground that the 
matters were not germane. : 

The CHAIR stated the question, and remarked 
that the appeal was not debatable. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired to be informed by the 
Chair what the subject was which had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and made the special order? 

The CHAIR declined to respond to the inquiry, 
upon the ground that it was indirectly opening 
debate. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. 
Scuenck and the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise. 

The question was taken, and the affirmative 
vote was declared to be 46. 

Tellers (Messrs. Venazie and Corwin) were 
appointed. 

And a count having been made, the vote stood, 
ayes 57, noes 90. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred on the appeal of Mr. 
Durr. 

Mr. RUMSEY inquired of the Chair whether 
the admission of a Delegate from Deseret was not 
the subject-matter of another report before the 
House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. RUMSEY called for the reading of the 


54th rule, and requested the attention of the Chair | 
| particularly to the latter part of it. 


The rule was read, as follows: 


«No motion or proposition, on a subject different from | 


that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. No bill, or resolution, shall, at any time, be 


amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, | 


any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from New York to inquire if 


there was a proposition pending to admit Mr. | 
| Babbit to a seat, c 3 
| there is no such proposition pending before the 


The Chair would reply, that 


committee; the report of the Committee on Elec- 
tions on this subject was adverse to the applica- 
tion of Mr. Babbit, and the minority report in 


favor of the admission is not pending—not having : 


been moved. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Is this appeal debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-has repeatedly 
stated that he is not willing to be drawn into an 
indirect debate in this conversational way. 

‘The question being on the appeal, 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Oare, and Jonyxson of Arkansas, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 88. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and 
the amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding the words “for the present Con- 
gress.” He said he would not withdraw the 
amendment, or make any five minutes speech. 

The question being taken, 

The amendment—by ayes 54, noes 52—was 
agreed to. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the | 


amendment as amended, 

Mr. MEADE moved an amendment to the 
amendment—to insert at the proper place the 
words ‘from that portion of New Mexico lying 
west of the Rio Grande.” 

Mr. MEADE said: Mr. Chairman, my object 
in offering this amendment, is to avoid the decis- 
ion of a question at this time fraught with the 
most momentous consequences to the peace of the 
country. 
which has presented itself before us this Congress, 


is the one in relation to the relative rights of the ; 
United States and Texas over the territory lying | 


east of the Rio Grande. 

It is proposed by this resolution to admit the 
Delegate from New Mexico, to decide without de- 
liberation or discussion, a question which involves 
not only the rights of a sovereign State of this 
Union, but also the future peace and even exist- 
ence of the Confederacy itself. 

It is confidently believed, that had the late 


President marched the forces of the Union into | 


that territory with a. view of maintaining its author- 
ity, it would have resulted in a conflict of arms. 
Gentlemen may sneer at the impotency of Texas 
in so unequal’a contest, but, sir, no one could say 


| 


One of the most important questions | 


to what extent it would have involved: others. 
The entire South is deeply interested. in the ques- 
tion, and Texas would not have been the only 
party. : ate 

I have heard gentlemen, whose opinions are en- 
titled to weight, express their belief, that had the 


i late Chief Magistrate lived, a civil war would have 


resulted. in sixty days. from this time.. This was 
said without any intention- of impugning his pa- 
triotism. The right of Texas to all the territories 
eastof the Rio Grande, is certainly one that admits 
of doubt. No one can say it is free from diffi- 
culty. Why, then, in the mere wantonness of 
power, should the majority undertake to decide, in 
this impromptu manner, a matter which. so seri- 
ously threatens the peace and harmony of the 
country? If gentlemen from the North do in trath 
fee! that love and veneration for the Union which 
they profess, I ask them, in the name of that 
Union so venerated, to abstain from a vote, for 
which no urgent motive can be assigned. No one 
will say that it is cf ’much consequence whether 
New Mexico has a Delegate here or not; no inter- 


i est of hers can suffer for the want of one;and why 


urmecessarily add another to the numerous fire- 
brands on this floor, which are even now hissing 
forth destruction to the Confederacy? Such a vote 
would be another outrage on the South, the more 
insulting, as it will be uncalled for and unnecessa- 


| ry, for it will only evince a general contempt for 


every right which she may, under any circumstan- 
ces, contend for. 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. FITCH, who renewed the amendment, (not, 
however, pledging himself to sustain it.) 

In explanation, he said that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meane] had urged as an argument 
against the resolution, as amended, that it com- 
mitted the committee toa support of the boundary 
of New Mexico as claimed by her. He (Mr. F.) 
did not think thatany such commitment followed; 
but, even if it were so, the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman would certainly commit the 
committee to a recognition of the boundary as 
claimed by Texas. He (Mr. F.) intended to vote in 
favor of the admission of the Delegate from New 
Mexico; but, in doing so, he did not understand 
that he committed himself either way. He desired 
to send to the Clerk’s table, to be read, an amend- 
ment, which he intended to offer when it should be 
in order. . 

[The amendment was read, and will be found 
ina part of the day’s proceedings immediately 
subsequent. ] 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise. 

The committee refused to rise. 

Mr. MEADE made a verbal modification in his 
amendment. 

Tellers were asked and ordered on agreeing to 
the said amendment. : 

Messrs. Ilousron and Conran were appointed. 

And the vote being taken, stood (so faras it 
could be correctly heard) ayes 58, noes 96. ` 

So the amendment of Mr. Meane was rejected. 

Mr. GORMAN obtained the floor, but yielded 
to— 

Mr. FITCH, who now offered the following 
amendment to the amendment : 

« Provided, That by such admission, this House is not to 
be understood as expressing any opinion relative to the 
conflicting boundary claim between New Mexico and 
Texas.” 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. FITCH said, he did not desire to add any 
remarks to the few he had already. made—— 

Mr. McGAUGHEY interposed, and asked his 
colleague [Mr. Fircu] to yield for a moment. 

Mr. FITCH yielded. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY expressed his willingness 
so to modify his amendment as to incorporate the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Fircu.] 

The CHAIR said, that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. McGaven- 
gy,] having been already amended, it was not in 
the power of the gentleman now to modify. 

Mr. FITCH resumed. It was urged by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meane] that the 
admission of the Delegate trom New Mexico will 
be equivalent to a declaration of opinion upon the 
part of the House, adverse to the claim of Texas 
to any portion of New Mexico east of the Rio 
Grande. I shall vote for the admission of the 
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Delegate, but I deny that such vote is expressive 
of any opinion relative to the boundary contro- 
versy. I have now, and ever have had, a fixed 
opinion relative to that controversy; an opinion 
which I am ready to express and act upon when- 
ever any appropriate occasion presents. But this 
is notthe occasion. The admission of a Delegate 
has nothing to do with the bouadary. The latter 
is a distinct question, not before this committee, 
but in charge of the House, and reserved for future 
settlement. Whatever our individual opinions in 
relation to it may be, they should not be under- 
stood as being expressed by the vote on the reso- 
lution now before us. Any expressiun of opinion 
now, as to the boundary question, in connection 
with another and irrelevant matter, can but add to 
the difficulties in the way of its settlement. With- 
cut some such complication of difficulties it can 
be settled peaceably—if not to the satisfaction of 
all, at least in such manner that all will acquiesce. 
An expression of opinion now will furthermore 
be improper, because, while it does not settle the 
question, as there is nothing before us proposing 
a settlement, it will look like an attempt to fore- 
stall future action, here or elsewhere, for that pur- 
pose. There is nothing in the resolution as it 
now stands justifying the assumption upon the 
part of any one that it contains an expression of 
opinion upon the boundary claim; but the assump- 
tion has been made, and, among others, by the 
gentleman from Virginia, and the object of my 
amendment is to prevent its renewal. ` While the 
gentleman from Virginia objected to this resolu- 
tion that it is declaratory of the right of New 
Mexico to the contested territory, he rushed to 
the opposite extreme, and by his amendment pro- 
posed to recognize the right of Texas to all in dis- 

ute. If the opinion, which he alleged the reso- 
ution contained, was objectionable to him, that in 
his amendment was certainly equally so to others. 
But as an opinion only, from either of us or from 
other members, can dono good in connection with 
this resolution, I propose by my proviso to forego 
all such, leaving their expression to a time when 
they can be connected with a decisive vote. The 
amendment which I have offered might probably 
admit of a change of phraseology. It assumed 
that the conflict as to boundary was between New 
Mexico and Texas. Probably it was not so. 
The conflict really was between the United States 
and Texas. If in order, 1 desire to modify the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that it was in order 
for the gentleman to modify. 


Mr. FITCH (complying with suggestions of || 


gentlemen near him) declined to modify. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Fircn, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN then offered the following 
amendment: 

“ Provided, That said Delegate was duly elected by the 
qualified voters of New Mexico in accordance with the 
laws in force therein.” 

Mr. HOUSTON raised a point of order, which 

The CHAIR declined to entertain as a point of 
order. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Gorman, 

Mr. GORMAN said. he wished to call the at- 
tention of the committee for one moment to the 
point which he desired to make in offering this 
amendment. It would be seen by reference to the 


call made upon the people of New Mexico, by the | 


proclamation of the military governor, that this 
convention was assembled for the purpose of get- 
ting up something like a territorial form of gov- 
ernment, to be presented to this House for its ap- | 
proval. In that proclamation the object to be 
accomplished by the convention thus called, was 
distinctly set forth, which was, to take into con- 
sideration, such measures as might be thought 
necessary and ‘proper for the government of the 
people there. With the leave of the House, I will 
read that portion of the proclamation of which I 
have stated the substance. It is as follows: “And | 
also to appoint a Delegate to urge before Congress | 
the propriety of establishing a territorial govern- 
ment.” Here itis, and it really appears to me that 


gentlemen must be deliberately and willfully blind— | 


I say it with all due respect—who refuse to see the 
purpose for which this Delegate was sent here. 

_.Mr. DUNCAN (the floor being temporarily 
yielded by him) said: The proclamation states 
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| of the convention, and to urge upon Congress to 


the object of the convention to be to concert such 
pians and to adopt such measures as might be 
necessary to obtain a government, with the ap- 
pointment of a Delegate to urge the suggestions 


take some action in this behalf. 

Mr. GORMAN. Exactly. The action of the 
convention was sent here, and it was presented to 
the House by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
Scuenck,] accompanied by a memorial and a plan |! 
or form. of territorial government, and this Mr. 


Smith was sent here by the nineteen members of || 


that convention, thus elected under the proclama- 
tion of the military governor, to urge upon Con- | 
gress, not upon this House alone, to give them a 
territorial form of government. 

A Delegate, sir, isa Representative. He comes | 
here to represent the people by whom he is 
elected. But does this gentleman propose to repre- 
sent the people of New Mexico? He will assu- 
redly misrepresent them, if he does other than 
that which they sent him here to do. And gen- 
tlemen must be blind, I say, who refuse to see 
what thatis. He is sent here for the purpose of 
urging upon Congress the adoption of some meas- 
ure for the establishment of a civil government for 
that territory, and not to take his seat as a Delegate 
to represent them as a government. He was not 
elected, but appointed, and that, too, by a conven- 
tion of Delegates, and not by the people. And to 
do what? Why, in their own language, to go to 
Washington and urge upon Congress to give them 
a better form of a civil government. He was sent 
here as an agent, and not asa legally elected Del- 
egate; and all the credential he has, is signed by 
the officers of this convention of nineteen Dele- 
gates. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. HAMILTON | 
and Gourp were appointed. | 

And the question was taken, and decided in the | 
coy (but by what vote it was impossible to | 

ear. 

So the amendment was rejected 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved that the com- | 
mittee rise, | 
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The CHAIRMAN counted the committee, and || 


announced—ayes 76, noes 68. j 


Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs. | 


| Kine, of Rhode Island, and Hupparp were ap- || 


pointed. ; 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 87, noes 79. 

So the committee rose. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the House 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER said, if the gentleman from 
Mississippi would withdraw the motion for a mo- 
ment, the Chair would, with the permission of the 
House, lay before it a communication which he 
had received on vesterday. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON withdrew the motion | 
for this purpose. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. | 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication: 

Wasninoron, July 16, 1850. 

Sir: The application I had the honor to make through 
you to the House of Representatives, on tae 2d of April 
last, having for its object the investigation of my conduct 
and relation to the Galphin claim, bas, as I understand, 
been decided, and the result is the condemnation of the 
claim and all subsequent proceedings under the act of Con- 
gress which provided for its settlement, except the payment į] 
of the principal. E PESI 

As the question of interest is believed tobe judicial in |; 
its character, I bave now respectfully to request that the #: 
House of Representatives may take the necessary steps to | 
cause legal proceedings to be instituted against me for the |: 
recovery of that or any portion of the Galphin claim I have 
received. At the same time I am prompt to give the assu- 
rance that I will not interfere, delay, or raise in my defence 
any other question than the proper constrnetion of the act 
for the relief of Milledge Galphin, executor of the last will 
and testament of George Galphin, deceased, approved Au- 
gust 4, 1848. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully. your obedient į 
servant, GEO. W. CRAWFORD. | 

Hon. HOWELL COBB, Speaker, &c., Wushington. 


The reading having been concluded— 


j 
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i 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose and |; 


moved the reference of the communication to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. JONES. Is it before the House? 
The SPEAKER. 
by unanimous consent. 


Mr. JONES objected to its reception; but, atthe |. 


request of several gentlemen, withdrew the objec- | 


tion. 


j 


It is only before the House i| 


The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. 
If there be no. objection, the ` question witk be'on- 
the motion to refer this communication to the Com= 
mittee on the Judiciary. Di : 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, objected; but atr 
withdrew the objection. gi ees 

The SPEAKER again inquired whether any ob- 
jection was made to the reception of the letter? 

No objection being made, ` ahi 

The question was taken on the motion of ‘Mr. 
Tuomrson, and it was agreed to. < 

So the communication. was referred tothe Com- 

ion of Mr. - 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
The question recurring on the mot 

Fearuerston, was taken and decided in the af- 

firmative. : 


The House accordingly adjourned. 


equest 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of Hugh 
Gravam, asking a reduction of postage. . ` 
By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of James Mitchell, 
asking remuneration. for property destroyed in the révolu- 

tionary war. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for removing: the 
African race, who are willing w remove to Africa; and also 
for providing for their maintenance one „year after their re- 
moval, 

By Mr. GOULD: The petition of Thomas F. Schoon- 
maker and others, of the town of Rosendale, in the county 
of Dister, of the State of New York, praying for remunera- 
tion for moneys expended by Captain Frederick Sclioon- 
ingtker.in the revolulionary war. : 

By Mr. DUER: The petition of W. H. Van Derwater and 
| others, merchants and traders, praying, that a law may he 
| enacted admitting the products of Canada into the United 
| States free of duty, or at a mere nominal rate, for statistical 
purposes. k 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, July 17, 1850. f 
| Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of citizens 
| of Hlinois, asking a grant of the right of way 
| and a donation of public lands to the Terre-Haute 
‘and Alton Railroad Company, incorporated by 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
‘on Public Lands. ; 
Mr. SEWARD presented the proceedings of a 
i public meeting held at Osnegatchie, New York, 
| approving the policy of the late Executive in- re- 


| lation to California and New Mexico, and in op- 
| position to the plan of adjustment recommended 


i! by the Select Committee of Thirteen for the settle- 


ment of the slavery question—also in favor ofp 
tariff of specific duties,and areduction of the rates 
of postage; which were received, and ordered: to 
lie on the table. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
Senate directing the Committee on Finance to in- 


| quire into the expediency of so amending the 8th 


i section of the act establishing a mint and regula~ 
ting the coins of the United States, of January, 
i 1837, as to allow the alloy to be used in manufac+ 
turing the goid coins of the United States to be of 
silver only, or of so much copper, in addition to 
the silver which exists in combination with gold, 
| as the same is found in California, as shall bring 
said gold coins to the standard at present estab- 
lished by law, and also into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a mint in California, or, in leu thereof, 
one or more depôts for assaying the gold bullion 
there found, and of making an appropriation to 
enable the United States to purchase said bullion, 
and to coin and assay the same, to render it avail- 


i 
i 
H 


| 


| 


i able to the miners with as little loss as possible, 


asked leave to report upon the first branch of the 
resolution that itis inexpedient; and as to the resi- 
due of the resolution, they ask to be discharged—~ 
‘a bill providing for a mint in California having 
| already passed the Senate. 

By the law of 1837 ten per cent. alloy, one half 


i| only of which may be silver, is allowed; but this 


i ten per’ cent. is of weight, and, according to the 
legal standard, adds nothing to the vatue. The 
silver has been left, because it has hitherto been 


|| difficult of extraction by the ordinary refining pro- 
i! cess, and copper has been added to prevent the; 


coin from being worn and defaced. But if the: 
| process for separating metals - recently discovered 
_or invented by Professor McCulloh, shall perform 
| what. it promises—and there. is good.reason to be- 
i Heve that it will—the difficulty of separating com- 
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bined metals ‘will be in a great degree obviated, 
and it is questionable. whether the five per cent. 
heretofore allowed will not be extracted for profit. 
The.California gold contains from ten to fifteen 
per.cent. of silver; and should that be retained 
without regard to its value, or changing the stand- 
ard, every gold coin issued from the mint would 
be melted for the purpose of extracting the silver. 
Should the standard be changed, so as to make the 
intrinsic and commercial value equal, new and 
different dies would be required, and, to give uni- 
formity of value, there would be a want of it in 
dimensions; and to geta uniform standard of value 
in the same coin, we should have two or more 
sizes or kinds to express it. These reasons have 
been deemed sufficient by the committee for de- 
clining to recommend the proposed change, upon 
considerations of domestic policy alone. But there 
is a further and graver objection still, growing out 
of our external commercial relations and foreign 
exchanges. We may, to be sure, for all domestic 
purposes, obviate many of the objections suggested 
by statutory enactment; but whenever our coin 
should reach the bank of England, and besubjected 
to the general regulations of international com- 
merce, our local laws would cease to operate, and 
it would be rated as gold bullion, and nothing 
more, and the silver value be a total loss to him 
having to make payment. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom‘was referred the bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Martin Fen- 
wick, reported back the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which was 
ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. D, also, from the same committe, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Thomas H. MacMa- 
nus, asking the confirmation of his land title, sub- 
mitted a report in writing, which was ordered to 
be printed, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed toa second reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of the president and directors and company of the 
Orange and Alexandria railroad, reported back the 
same without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 


bill to amend an act entitled “ An act to provide | 


for the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam,” reported back the same with an amend- 
ment. The amendment consists of a proviso to 
the 4th section: 


“Provided, however, That no such vessel shall have less 
than two boats fit and safe for use at all times.” 


Mr. BALD WIN, from the Committee of Claims, 

to whom was referred the memorial of D. A. Wat- 
terston, asking payment for services performed as 
a clerk to the surveyor general of Louisiana, re- 
ported a bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act for 
the relief of D, A. Watterston.”’ 
_ On motion by Mr. B., the Senate proceeded, as 
in Committee of the Whole, to consider said bill; 
and, no amendment having been proposed, it was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was read a third time, and 
passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. WEBSTER, in pursuance of notice, asked | 


and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the erec- 


tion of a monument to the memory of Zachary | 
Taylor, late President of the United States; which | 


was read a first time by its title, and the second 
time at length. 

The bill provides, in the first section, that the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings cause to tbe 
erected in the burial ground at the city of Wash- 


ington a neat and appropriate monument to the | 


memory of Zachary Taylor, late President of the 
United States, with a suitable inscription on the 
same, stating the name, Station, age, and time of 
death of the deceased. 

Section two provides that a sum not exceeding 
$2,000 be appropriated for the cost thereof. 

The bill having been read, 

Mr. W. said: Mr. President, I will only ob- 
serve, sir, that this act is copied from the resolu- 
tion of Congress for the erection of a monument 
for Vice President Gerry, who died in this city 
while in the discharge of the duties of his office in 
1814. It makes one alteration, and one only; 
that is, it adds one thousand to the expense, if 
necessary for the construction of the monument. 


| pressing insurrection at Indian Stream, in said 


; moval of obstructions in the river Savannah, in 


| bills of a similar sort have formerly passed. 


; has received the approbation of the head of the 


i provement. 


i do not wish to take the matter up to-day, if any 
gentleman wishes it to be referred. Itis very mueh 
a matter of course, or, if not a matter of course, 
such a matter as will probably meet the approba- 
tion of the Senate; and if no objection is made, | 
should be as willing to see the bill passed. to- 
day as at any other time. 

The bill was then considered in Committee of 
the Whole; and, no amendment. having been pro- 
posed, it was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read a third time, and passed by 
unanimous. consent. 

Mr. HALE, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill authorizing the 
payment of interest to the State of New Hamp- 
shire for advances made for the use and benefit of 
the United States, in repelling invasion and snp- 


State; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


FUNERAL ADDRESSES. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, stating that it had agreed to the order 
of the Senate for printing the pamphlet containing || 
the proceedings and remarks in both Houses of 
Congress on the death of the lamented Zachary | 
Taylor, together with the funeral arrangements, 
and the discourse of the Rev. Dr. Pyne, with an 
amendment, in which they ask the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The amendment having been read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House concur in the foregoing order, 
with the folowing amendment, viz: Afterthe word © print- 
ed,” in the 4ih Jine, insert the words “in conformity with | 
existing laws and contracts ?— 

lt was concurred in. 

DONATION OF LANDS. 

On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider bill No. 274—being the bill 
granting the right of way and making a donation 
of land to the State of Alabama, in aid of the con- 
struction of the Mobile and Girard railroad. 

Mr. CLEMENS. This bill has been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, and 1s pre- 
cisely, word for word, of the character of those 
bills already passed, changing only the names 
where it is necessary. The committee have re- 
ported an amendment, and the question is now 
upon that amendment. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, 
the amendment having been concurred in, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was subsequently read a third time, and 
passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to provide for the re- 


the State of Georgia, and for the improvement of 
the same. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr, President, this appears 
to be a bil) involving an important principle. Irvis 
a bill for internal improvement. We require time 
to consider it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Will the Senator allow me? 
This subject has been considered before by the 
Senate. ‘The obstructions which it is proposed to 
remave are obstructions which have been created 
by the Government of the United States by sinking 
vessels there. This case does not, therefore, in- 
volve the question of internal improvement, by | 
changing the natural condition of things in the 
river, but simply the removal of obstructions in- 
duced by the Government itself. Upon that ground 
In 
this case a survey has been made by the topo- 
graphical corps. A report has been made which 


department. Itis not a question of internal im- 


The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, 
no amendment having been proposed, it was or- 
dered to a third reading, and was subsequently | 
read a third time, and passed. | 

DR. THOMAS COOPER. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate, as 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the House bill No. 18—being the bill 
to refund the fine imposed on the late Dr. Thomas 
Cooper, under the sedition law, to his heirs; and, 
no amendment being offered, it was reported to the 


Senate, ordered.to a third reading, and was read a 
third time, and passed. A 
TERRITORY OF MINNESOTA. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
Senate bill No. J0—being for the benefit of the 
Territory of Minnesota, with the amendment re- 
ported thereto. ; H o 

The question being taken upon agreei 
amendment, it was agreed to. : : 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, ‘and, no farther 
amendment being proposed, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

i ira called for the third reading of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT suggested that the bill. was 
so long that it should not pass without engross- 
ment. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I call for the special 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the special 
order of the day; which it is his duty to do, if 
there is no other business pending. 

THE ADJUSTMENT BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the admis- 
sion of California as a State into the Union, toestab- 
lish Territorial Governments for Utah and New 
Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for the 
settlement of her western and northern boundaries 
—the question pending being upon the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Benton yesterday. 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the Senate at length 
in favor of the bill. 

After a few remarks from Mr. CLAY and Mr. 
HALE, the question was put on the amendment 
of Mr. Benton, and it was rejected; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Clarke, Corwin, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Greene, Hate, Hamlin, Miller, Phelps, Seward, Smith, 
Upham, Wales, and Walker—18. 

NAYS—Messts. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Cars, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Felch, 
Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, 
Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Seba-tian, Soulé, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, Underwood, Webster, and 
Yulee—36. 

Mr. FOOTE then proposed the amendments, 
notice of which he gave yesterday. 

When, after a few words from Messrs. CLAY, 
FOOTE, DAWSON, HALE, BERRIEN, DA- 
VIS of Mississippi, and BUTLER, the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed until to- 
morrow. [See the Appendix fora full report of 
these proceedings.] 

Mr. YULEE, by unanimous consent of the 
Senate, presented the petition of David L. Palmer, 
asking indemnity for loss sustained in consequence 
of illegal seizure of a cargo of live oak by the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Commitee on 
the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 7th instant, calling for the 


ng to said 


| report and map of Lieutenant J. D. Webster of a 


survey of the Gulf coast at the mouth of the Rio 
Grande and its vicinity, covering a report from 
the Secretary of War, submitting the map and de- 
sired report. 

ORGANIZATION OF NEW MEXICO. 

A message was also received from the President 
of the United States, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the 27th ultimo, asking information re- 
specting a certain proclamation issued by Colonel 
John Munroe, in command of the ninth military 
department, and on other subjects, covering a com- 
munication from the Department of War, stating 
that the information has been since received, and 


| transmitting copies of said proclamation forwarded 


by Colonel Munroe, and his report relating to the 
same; which were ordered to be printed. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business, and after some time so spent, 
the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 18, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
RANK IN THE ARMY AND NAVY. 
: Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked the unan- 
imous consent to report from the Committee on 


1850. 


Military Affairs the following resolution; which 
was read for information: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, requsted to communicate to this House his 
views of the rutes and regulations which should be estab- 
lished by law upon the following subjects, viz: 

"The gradation of rank for the officers and non-commis- 
sioned officers of the military staff and the line of the anny. 

The order of succession to command among the officers 
and non-commissioned officers of the army. 

The order of precedence between the officers of the nan- 


military staff of the army; and the officers of the army || 


having staff or lineal rank, 

The extent to which the officers and non-commissioned 
officers of the staff in the army shall be subject to the com- 
manul of officers and non-commissioned officers of the line 
of the army. 

The gradation of rank for the sea officers and petty ofi- 
cers of the navy. ; E 

The order of precedence between the sea officers and the 
engineers and civil officers of the navy. 

_ The extent to whieh the civil officers and engineers of 
the navy shall be subject to the command of the sea officers 
of the navy. 

The relutive rank. of the officers of the army and of the 
navy. 

‘The order of precedence between the non-military staff 
officers of the army and the engineers and civil officers of 
the navy. 

No objection being made, 

The resolution was received; and the question 
being taken, was adopted. 


THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, there never |) 


could be a better time, and, after this week, there 
would be no opportunity at all, to clear the Speak- 
er’s table. Since the 27th of May last, the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table had been untouched, 


and. there was now accumulated upon it a large | 


mass of Executive communications and bills. 
Many of the bills were of the highest importance, 
and ought to go to the committees, Heasked the 
unanimous consent to take up this business, 
merely for the purpose of reference, and he hoped 
no objection would be made. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose 
that the business on the Speaker’s table be taken 
up generally, or only such as does not give rise to 
debate ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
anybody will desire to debate; but lest debate 
should arise, I will say such business as will give 
rise to no debate. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that limitation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. To accomesate all, then, I 
will say all the business on the Spéaier’s table. 

. Mr. JONES withdrew his objection. 

The objection was renewed by Mr. Winmor. 

Mr. BURT. LI believe the object of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas can be obtained by taking 
up the regular order of business. l call for that 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the committees 
is the regular order, and after one hour shail have 
been consumed in that business, it will be in order 
to move to proceed to the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. STRONG. I have no objection to the dis- 
osition of the business on the Speaker’s table, but 
if objection be made, ] move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the further consideration 
of the special order. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the gen- 
tleman will not press that motion. Ehear no ob- 
jection to disposing of the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made on the 


right. ay 

Mr. JOHNSON, Havel the right to ask who 
it is that objects? 

Mr. WILMOT. I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objects. I expected so. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Srrone, and 


The SPEAKER, having counted the House, | 


announced ayes 60, noes 50. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, called for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. FOWLER, 
Hanns of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas 
and nays, and the tellers reported ayes 36. — 

So" (one fifth of the members present voting 1n 
the affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Srrone was 


and 


I don’t know of any ‘that | 
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again taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 
97, nays 76; as follow: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen,- Alston, Andrews, 
Ashniun, Booth, Briggs, Witliant J. Brown, Barrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. 
Caldwell; Calvin, Campbell, Carter, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Corvin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dixon, Dotv, Dunham, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, 
Gould, "Halloway; Harlan, Hebard, Howe, Hunter, Wil- | 
liam T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King. Littlefield, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, 
Finis E. McLean, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, 
Ogie, Otis, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Pot- 
ter, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, 
Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Spautding, 
Sprague, A. D. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Strong, Taylor, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Wal- 
den, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, and Wood—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, 
Bocock, Bokee, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Buel, Bwt, E. C. Cab- 
ell, G. A. Catdwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Dim- 
mick, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Gerry, Gorman, Greene, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Har- 


atson, I. G. Harris, T. L. Harrris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hil- 
liard, Holladay, Houston, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, James L. Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, 
La Sére, Leffier, Job Mano, Mason, R. M. McLane, Me- 
Queen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Milison, Morse, Olds, 
Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Robbins, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
F. P. Stanton, R. I., Stanton, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, 
| Welborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, 
and Youug—76. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. McLans, 
of Maryland, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Elec- 
tions in relation to the admission of Hugh N. 
Smith, Esq., as Delegate from the Territory of 
New Mexico. 

The question was stated, as follows: 

The majority of the Committee on Elections had 
reported the following resolution for the adoption 
of the House: 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to admit Hugh N. Smith, 
Esquire, to a seat in this House as a Delegate from New 
Mexico. 

And the pending question was now on the sub- 
stitute of the minority of the committee therefor, 
as amended yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That the said Hugh N. Smith be admitted toa 
seat in the House of Representatives of the United States 
as a Delegate from New Mexico, for the present Congress : 
Provided, That by such admission, this House is not to be 
understood as expressing any opinton relative to the con- 
flicting boundary claim between New Mexico and Texas. 
| Mr. SWEETSER moved to amend the amend- 
| ment, as amended, by adding thereto the following 
proviso: 

“ Provided, further, That the said Hugh N. Smith shall 
| receive his per diem from the date of his admission to a seat 
|as a Delegate, and the sum of $1,000 mileage for each 
| session.” : 

Mr. RICHARDSON raised the question of 
order upon the amendment. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 


question pending before the committee. The only 
question before the committee was on the admis- 
sion of Mr. Smith to a seat in this House as a 
Delegate from New Mexico. The question of pay 
was to be regulated by law, and not by a mere 
resolution of the House. 

Mr. SWEETSER appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. 

And the question, ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative, without a 
division. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

And the amendment of Mr. Sweeiser was not 
entertained. 

Mr. GREEN desired to be informed by the 
Chair whether it would now be in order to move 
to strike out any portion of the words contained in 
the resolution? 

The CHAIR supposed that such an amendment 
would be in order. 

Mr. GREEN then moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out the words ‘* as a Delegate from 
New Mexico.” 

Mr. GREEN said he had submitted that amend- 
ment, in order to raise and discuss the substance 
| of the real point of inquiry. The object of the 
| proposition is to strike out so much of the resolu- 
| tion as invests Mr. Smith with the character of 
| Delegate from New Mexico. This is the import- 
|| ant question, which we must meet and cannot 
| avoid. By the resolution as it now stands, it is 
iH proposed to admit Mr. Smith as a Delegate from 


not inorder, as it had no connection with any j, 


New Mexico. Now, sir, what is a’ Delegate 2 
What does the term signify? "What will be his 
character if this résolution should pass? TA Dele- 
gate, in the sense of our laws and institutions, is 
one who represents a political community,” and 
who acts by virtue of authority conferred or 'déele- 
gated by those whom he may represent. It nė“ 
cessatily implies that there is an organized čom- 
munity, who have a legal or constitutional right. 
to be represented. -Unless that right is possessed < 
by New Mexico, it cannot be delegated'to Mr.” 
Smith. Me Se ion 
And here I call upon gentlemen to show: any 
constitutional right for this anomalous proceeding, 
If that cannot be done, as I know it cannot, and as 
has been universally admitted, then I call upon 


i them to show what law entitles New Mexico;to:a 


Delegate. There isnone. There being, then, no 
constitution or law entitling the people there to a 
Delegate, by what right can this House, by mere 
resolution of one branch of Congress’ only, and 
not by law, declare Mr, Smith the Delegate from 
that part of our public domain? Itis, sir, a flagrant 
departure from the law and from the past history 
of the Government. In no instance, since ‘the 
adoption of our present Constitution, has any ter- 
ritory had a Delegate in Congress until previously 
authorized by law and organized as a Territory 
When the gentleman from Minnesota was ad 
ted, it was put upon the ground that that Terr 
was already organized, and entitled to a Delegate, 
by virtue of the law organizing Wisconsin 

is the ground upon which he was admitted 
every other case there was an express law’ on;the 
subject; but here, in this case, there is ‘no law; and 
no organization of the territory soas to make or 
constitute them a people. The gentleman, from 
| Ohio [Mr. Canrrer] seems to see the necessity 
for organization, and therefore endeavors to prove 
that New Mexico was a State of the Republic of 
Mexico before the treaty, and says that organiza- 
tion continues after the treaty. Now, sir, nothing 
| could be more erroneous, in my estimation. lt ig 
| true, New Mexico was once a province of Mexico, 
but the moment the treaty was made, that provin- 
cial character ceased—her relative relations were 
wholly changed, and New Mexico became part of 
the domain belonging to the United States. So it has 
remained to the present time, There is no legal 
organization there—there is no polifical commu- 
nity there; Congress has passed no law relating to 
that Territory. itisnot even a Territory ina legal 
and political sense, but merely a part of the lands 
of the United States. eee: 
To be a Territory, in a correct sense, as under- 
stood by our laws, there must be a previous act of 
Congress creating it as such, and thereby impart- 
ing to it a corporate character, and investing it 
i with certain rights as a community. And then 
they may be authorized by law to send a Delegate 
to this House. Congress has the right to make 
neediul rules and regulations respecting the Ter- 
ritory, and in the exercise of this right, may au- 
; thorize the election of a Delegate. | But this House 
cannot doso. This House 1s batone branch of 
the Jaw-making power,.and for it to undertake, by 
| mere resolution, to give a Delegate to New Mex- 
ico, involves a palpable usurpation of power. 
What a Delegate from a Territory is, under our 
institutions, is a matter well understood. The 
term has a fixed, a definite meaning, and the moe 
ment this House admits Mr. Smith as a Delegate 
from New Mexico, he becomes invested with ail 
the rights, powers, and privileges appertaining to 
‘that character. He may not only take his seat 
in this Hall, but he will have all the privileges of 
debate possessed by others. He thus becomes the 
organ or mouth-piece of the Territory, and enti- 
tled to all the privileges and emoluments .ot a 
member of Congress, except the right of voting. 
‘And all this is sought to be done, not by law, which 
would be correct and proper, but by the action of 
| this House alone. Sir, it involves another viola- 
tion of the Constitution. It is this: When you 
declare him to be a Delegate from New Mexico, 
he becomes entitled to his mileage and per diem, 
allowed by law to members of the House; and he 
; can and will doubtless draw it out of the Treasury. 
Now, the Constitution says, ‘f no money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but ìn consequence of 
appropriations made by law.” He will become 
a Delegate, not by virtue of any law, but the sim- 


a3 


ple act of this body; and, being a Delegate, he 
draws money from the Treasury, apd thus, by the 


. duly 18; 


mere resolution-ef one. House of Congress, money 
will: be drawn from the Treasury, while the Con- 
stitution says it. shail only be done by law... Can 
thése violations of the Constitution be justified or 
excused? Is there any, reason, necessity, law,.or 
authority for.such a dangerous departure from the 
former. practice of the Government? First give 
New Mexico.s, government and laws, as ought to 
be done, and then give them the qualified repre- 
sentation heretofore given other Territories. This 
should be done at once by Congress; but do not 
reverse the whole order.of. things, and permit this 
House to usarp the whole power, heretofore prop- 
erly exercised. by the. House, Senate, and, Presi- 
dent, conjoinily. a : 
. Mr. G. withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. CARTTER. renewed the amendment, for 
the purpose of explaining what he had formerly 
said... He. did intend to say that New. Mexico 
was originally. in. the condition of a State. He 
did not mean. to use the word in the technical sense 
in which it is used in our. sisterhood of States. 
This was his remark, in reply to an argument that 
there existed no. organized government in New 
Mexico. under which a Delegate could be lawfully 
elected to a seat in this House. New Mexico 
was transferred to the United States, not as a 
' Siate, or with the organized government of a State, 
butin the enjoyment of all her rights as a munici- 
pal:government. Having that. municipal govern- 
“ment, it entitled her to the privilege of being repre- 
ted on the floor of this House by a Delegate. 
i view she had.a right superior to that of 
‘Minnesota and of Oregon to send Delegates here. 
“This, then, was the point of his argument. In 
reference to the question of internal and municipal 
organization, New Mexico had as perfect a right 
to have:her Delegate on the floor of this House as 
either Minnesota or Oregon has. 
.. In relation to what had been said by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, on the subject of the admis- 
sion of a Delegate as an act of courtesy and in 
reference to his pay, he would like to be informed 
by what authority other delegates held their seats 
on this floor? 

Mr.GREEN. The rules and regulations of the 
House, under the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CARTTER. Rules and regulations !. The 
same. constitutional provisions which applied to 
one class of delegates, applied with equal force to 
the others, He denied the authority of the House 
to deprive any Delegate of his seat on this floor, 
after he had been elected by the votes of the peo- 
ple. . He believed it to be his duty, as one of the 
representatives of the great western. interests on 
this floor, to see that the people are not deprived 
of any of the advantages resulting from the free 
exercise of their elective franchise... He consid- 
ered it to be his duty to stand up ‘and raise his 
voice against the violation of the rights of a hun- | 
dred thousand citizens. 

Mr C. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. DUER (renewing the Amendment) said, I 
wish to address a few remarks to the House upon 
a single topic: our right, namely—without refer- 
ence to the expediency of its exercise—to admit 
the gentleman sent here by the people of New 
Mexico to a seat in this House. If { have correctly 
understood the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Greenj—and other gentlemen have taken the 
same ground—he maintains that the title by which 
Delegates sit here is an act of Congress. It is 

supposed that an act. of. Congress authorizing the 
people. of a Territory to elect a Delegate, gives the 

elegate so elected a right to be admitted here, and 
that this House has no right to admit a Delegate 
to a seat without such act of Congress. Both 
these propositions I deny, This House is com- | 
posed of Representatives elected by the people of | 
the several States. Congress has the power to 
apportion such Representatives among the several 
States; and this is all the power it has. It has no 
power to say thatany person not a Representative 
ofa State shall sit here. I challenge any gentle- 
man to produce a syllable in the Constitution that 
warrants the exercise of such a powér. What, 
then, is the title by which Delegates sit here? It 
is derived from that clause of the Constitution 
which authorizes each House to determine the 
rales of its proceedings. We have power to admit 
any person to sit within the bar of the House, and 
to speak to us upon any question. Therefore, 
what has been said about the want of popular 
election, of the right of Texas to a portion of the 


i territory northwest of the Ohio river. 
! 1817 provides for Delegates who may claim their 
| 


|| established, and which by virtue of the ordinance of Con. 


territory, and the like, addresses itself to our dis- 
cretion, and not to the question of right or consti- 
| tutional power. Here is a person sent here by a | 
portion of the people of the United States, and he | 
asks permission to sit in this House and-to address 
us with reference to important questions in which | 
those whom he represents have a deep. interest. 
We might admita.person under such cireumstan- 
ees from New. York or Philadelphia, or even from 
a foreign. country. ; Such a person is properly de- 
signated a Delegate... He has none of the rights of 
amember.: I know that a loose, and, in my opin- 
ion, an incorrect practice has prevailed with re- 
spect to the přivileges exercised. by Delegates. 
They have been permitted to make motions and 
offer resolutions.. In the last. Congress a question 
was raised as to their rights in this respect. The 
point was made under the rules of the House, 
without reference to the Constitution, and the 
Speaker decided in accordance with the usage that 
| had prevailed—that a Delegate might make a mo- 
tion. No appeal, I believe, was taken. I thought 
the decision wrong then, and subsequent reflection 
has confirmed that opinion’ It seems clear to me 
that to make a motion is a privilege none but a 
member of the House can exercise. 

l asked the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Kavur- 
j MAN,] who contends that an act of Congress is 
necessary to givea Delegate a title to a seat, where 
he found in the Constitution the power conferred 
on Congress to admit any others to seats here than | 
representatives of States? The gentleman retorted, | 
by asking me whether I had ever voted for a ter- | 
ritorial bill? This was an evasion of my ques- | 
tion, and raised a mere issue of personal consist- 
ency. [ have voted for territorial bills author- | 
izing the election of delegates, and I shall do so | 
without scruple again. An act of Congress is | 
necessary to give a Delegate a right to pay and 
mileage, and to the franking privilege, and it is 
useful to provide for holding an election; but it is 
not necessary to authorize the admission of such 
Delegate to aseatin the House, nor does it give 
such Delegate a title to admission. The act of 
Congress authorizes the people to send a Delegate 
here, but whether he shall be received or not is 
for the House exclusively to determine. 

Mr. D. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BURT renewed it. He was happy, he 
said, that the gentlernan from New York [Mr. 
Durr] had given him (Mr. B.) an opportunity of 
taking up the glove which that gentlemen had 
thrown down. He (Mr. B.) had understood the 
gentleman to maintain that the admission of a 
Delegate from a Territory to a seatin this House 
was not provided for by the Constitution. I (said 
Mr. B.) agree with the gentleman ‘in this respect. 
I understand the gentleman to maintain further 
that it is only by the action of this House that a 
Delegate can be admitted here. I understand the | 
gentleman so to state his proposition as to exclude | 
the supposition that the admission of a Delegate 
from a Territory is provided for by law, but that 
| he takes his seat simply by the volition of the 
House. Now, I hold in my hand an act of Con- 
| gress, passed in the year 1817, providing for this 
| Matter of Delegates from the Territories. I com- 
i mend this act to the consideration of the honora- 
| ble gentleman from New York, [Mr. Doerr] He 
! will find that the law recites that the ordinance of 
, °87 provided for the election of Delegates from the | 
The act of 


| man cannot take his seat.on this floor. 


seats under the ordinance of °87, or who might 
appear from territories established by act of Con- 


act. It is as follows: 


“ That in every Territory of the United States in which 
a temporary government has been, or hereafter shall be, 


gress of the thirteenth of July, one thousand seven hundred | 
and cighty-seven, or of any subsequent act of Congress, | 
passed or to be passed, now hath, or hereafter shall have, { 
the right to send a Delegate to Congress; such Delegate shall | 
i be elected every second year, for the same term of two | 
| years for which members of the House of Representatives 
of the United States are elected; and in this House each of 
the said Delegates shall have a seat, with the right of deba- | 
ting but not of voting”? a 


_ Now, I apprehend (continued Mr. B.) that here | 
is our authority for the admission of Delegates. 
The question then recurs, has a territory been 
established by Congress m New Mexico, and 
have the inhabitants of that Territory been author- 
ized by Congress to send a Delegate here. I leave 
itto the House to answer that question. 


gress. Now, I beg to read the language of that | 
‘| factorily exhibited by the able gentleman from 


Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. he 

Mr. HOLMES renewed. the amendment. He 
desired to show that if.the whole argument on 
which the advocates. for the admission. of this 
Delegate rested, were judged. by a severe logical 
test, the conclusion inevitably follows that this’ 
This isa 
Congress acting under a charter by which they are 
authorized to diffuse light and thé genial heat-of 
beneficial legislation through the country. He 
inquired if Congress was not.to be regarded.as a 
representative body? If itis a representative body, 
all its functions are confined to legislative acts, 
and, if it is representative, it cannot act without & 
constituency. 
must derive its existence as a representative body. 
And if he could prove that there was no constitu- 
ency, then those who assume to be representatives 
have no power to act in this case by admitting the 
present.elaimant to a seat. What is a representa- 
tive? Heis a representative of organized interests. 
The constituency is an organized interest. Who 
does this man come here to represent? Does he 
come to represent a civilized government? The 
government of New Mexico is a military govern- 
ment. What an absurdity here presents itself. 
What an absurdity is, a representative of a mili- 
tary government! Is there no other government 
that he comes to represent? No, none. Itissaid, 
he comes as a representative of the people. The 
term people does not mean men. Men do not 
make a people. .Can any one tell who makes æ 
people? How can a Delegate be elected where 
there is no constituency? 
pause before they decide this question, You will 
create a fire, which may not be easily extinguished. 
Gentlemen say that they do not define metes and 
bounds. He contended that they did, when they 


this, he insisted, they had no right to-do, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SEDDON renewed the amendment. He 
said: It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, very clear 
that this House has no power, by its separate 
| action, to authorize the admission of any person 
as a Delegate froma Territory, and entitle him to 
the functions and emoluments. of such position. 
By the Congtitytion, the powers given to this 
House in ity cparate capacity are, 

“To determine the rules of its proecedings, punish its 
members for disorderly behavior, and wiih the concurrence 
of two thirds, expel a member?” . 

“To be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifica- 
tions of its own members,” &c. “To keep a journal of 
its proceedings,” &e, . 

Now, none of these clauses can be tortured into 
conferring the power claimed. They clearly relate 
and are confined to wholly different matters. 
Whatever power there exists under the Constitu- 
tion, to authorize the appointment and reception 
of Delegates from the Territories, must be found 
elsewhere, and under other clauses. Such power 
is nowhere conferred by express grant, and can 
only be found under that general clause which 
authorizes Congress “to make all laws which 
‘shall be necessary and proper for carrying into ex- 
‘ ecution the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
‘vested by .this Constitution inthe Government of 
‘the United States or any department or officer 
‘thereof.’ : 

All powers under this clause are expressly con- 
ferred, noton either House singly, buton Congress, 
and must be exercised by law. This power, then, 
of authorizing the appointment and admission of 


‘| Delegates, must be exercised by Congress and em- 


bodied is Law. And such, sir, as has been satis- 


South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] has been the concepe 


i! tion and practice of Congress in its past action 


How, indeed, could it be otherwise? The posi- 
tion of a Delegate from a Territory, is that of a 
highly trusted, a responsible officer. As such Del- 
egate, he is entitled to high privileges, invested 
with delicate responsibilities, and is authorized to 
claim the mileage, pay, and emoluments of a mem- 
ber. Is it not preposterous to suppose that such 
functions and privileges could be imparted, such 
appropriations of money be made, by the arbi- 
trary will of this House alone, and without the 
sanction of law? The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Durer] has, I submit, with due deference, 
manifestly confounded the right of admitting to 
the mere privilege of the floor, with the right of 
receiving a Delegate, a known official, with recog- 


It is from a constituency that it 


Gentlemen ought to. 


attempted to take away from the State of Texas a. 
| part of the territory within her boundaries, and 
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nized powers in the House. . Under the power va 


prescribing rules for its proceedings, the House 
may be entitled to extend the privilege of mere 
admission to whom it please, come from whence 
he may; but to receive a Delegate from a Territory, 
or any other place, without previous authority of 
law, would be wholly beyond. its. powers, and 
clearly.unconstitutional. {Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WOODWARD renewed it, and said, that 
those who asserted the independent claims of the 
inhabitants of, New Mexico against Texas, based 
that assertion upon grounds as fatal to the rights 
of the United States as to those of Texas. Texas 
claimed by right of conquest, and the United States 
claimed by right of conquest.. What rights have 
those inhabitants as against Texas that would not 
be good as against the United States? The right 
to make conquest was as perfect in Texas as in the 
United States:. Each claims to be the conqueror, 
and the only question that can be reasonably made 
is, who was the first conqueror ? 

Now, no one will deny that if Texas be a con- 
queror at all, she was the first conqueror, and if 
she bave any rights at all, they are prior to those 
of the United States. But it will be enough to 
show, that Texas had color of title, in order to 
establish the proposition that the United States 
should first ascertain her claims before attempting 
to exert any adverse claim. What, then, is her 
color of title? She claimed all the country east of 
the Rio Grande before she came into the Union; 
all the pub'ic lands east of the Rio Grande were 
estimated as the property secured to her as the 
equivalent for her impost system, transferred to the 
United States. In estimating the relative amount 
of free and slave territory, all gentlemen on this 
floor, of every political party, spoke of the entire 
country east of the Rio Grande as slave territory 
At the time of her annexation, the maps referred 
to made the Rio Grande, from its. mouth to its 
source, the boundary, and the late treaty with Mex- 
ico referred to, and was accompanied by sucha map. 

Now, it is not necessary to show that the title 
of Texas, in its feeblest aspect, is as good as that 
of the United States in its strongest aspect, which 
is the mere right of conquest. It is enough to 
show that she had color of title prior to.all title in 
the United States, and that the United S ates re- 
peatedly, and in many forms, recognize this title 
—recognized it by their treaty-making authorities, 
the only authorities to which Texas ever intended 
to commit the question of boundary between her- 
self and Mexico, it being a question of foreign re- 
lations; for no one ever suspected that Texas in- 
tended to make her territorial claims, as an internal 
question, subject to internal regulation by the 
United States. 

Texas, then, having colorable title, and prior 
claim to the United States, itis incumbent on the 
United States to exercise no claim against hers, 
until hers be shown to be groundless. And until 
her claim be set aside, the United States are bound 
by solemn constitutional provision, to protect her 
against ‘* domestic violence,” to aid her “in sup- 
pressing insurrection.”” But instead of dischar- 
ging this solemn duty, you become the abettors of 
insurrection among the people of Texas. You 
might as well give a seat to a Delegate from a meet- 
ingin every county in Virginia, as to this Delegate, 
sent here by a county of Texas. Texas should, 
at every hazard, demand at your hands, the aid 
she is entided to, and if you refuse, to treat you as 
instigating her people to rebellion. 

Mr. W. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CROWELL renewed the amendment. He 
said, it seemed to him that the objections urged 
against the admission to a séat in this House of 
the Delegate from New Mexico, as settling the 
question of boundary between Texas and New 
Mexico, was entirely removed by the adoption of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr: Fircz.] What was the objection taken by 
the report of the majority of the committee to the 
admission of this Delegate? The controlling objec- 
tion, to use the language of the report, was, that 
Texas claimed a portion of the territory of New 
Mexico, and the argument was, that if a vote was 
now taken upon the naked proposition of the admis- 
sion.of the Delegate, and that proposition should 
prevail, it would virtually decide the question of 
boundary in favor of New Mexico. That was the 
objection which it was pretended was to be shunned 


and avoided. 


Now, by the adoption of the amendment to 
which he had referred, no such conclusion would 
follow by the admission of the Delegate. He was 
admitted here for the purpose of giving this body 
information as to the Territory which he repre- 
sented. The boundary question would remain as 
it was. . The conclusion was expressly disavowed 
that, by admitting the Delegate, the House was in 
any manner acting upon the question of bound- 
ary. 

But constitutional objections were interposed. 
Where, he would ask, was the power found in 
the Constitution to send our armies into foreign 
territory to subdue them and to annex them to the 
Republic? There was not a word of authority in 
the Constitution. But this territory had been ac- 
quired, and now, it was said, we had no power to 
govern it. It was now said that the Constitution 
was silent abont the admission of delegates to rep- 
resent the interests of the Territories which had 
been conquered and annexed without any consti- 
tutional power or right. Why were delegates ad- 
mitted at all? Congress needed information. It 
might be obtained by the admission of ‘delegates; 
it might be obtained by the organization of com- 
mittees to sit during the sittings or during the re- 
cess of Congress, to enlighten this body upon im- 
portant matters upon which it might be called to 
legislate. That information might be obtained in 
a variety of ways. But the right to legislate car- 
ried with it the right to obtain the information 
upon which that legislation was to be based. The 
constitutional objections raised here were light as 
air; to call them moonshine would be to give too 
much weight to them. It was most important 
that Congress should be acquainted with the coun- 
try under its jurisdiction, and he knew of no better 
mode by which that information could be obtained 
than by the admission ofa Delegate. Other means 
might be resorted to. This was an answer to the 
constitutional objection; objection 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. C. withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. HOLMES renewed the amendment, and | 


said, that he would prove conclusively that the 
title to New Mexico, on the Rio Grande, was in 


Texas, and he proved it thus: The title was ac- | 


quired by the United States in a war with Mexico. 
That war was entered into by the United States 
under a title from Texas to acquire New Mexico. 
The United States, therefore, acted under a power 
of attorney from Texas to litigate the title with 
Mexico. That litigation resulted in the acquisi- 
tion of the territory, and, of course, it was for the 


| benefit of the principal who gave the power of 


altorney—that principal was Texas. It is said, 
however, that the passage of our troops from the 
Nueces to the Rio Grande was unjust, because 
Texas had no title to the territory. To this, he 
(Mr. H.) replied, that the conclusion could not 


thus be averted, because, having accepted the title | 


of Texas, and under that power prosecuted the 
claim, and acquired the property as agent for 
Texas, she cannot turn round and deny the power, 


however unjust may have been the means of the | 


execution of that power. Now, he contended that 
to admit the Delegate from the Territory of New 
Mexico, would be to deny the title of Texas by 
virtue of which New Mexico was acquired. In 
addition to this, he remarked, that to admit the 
Delegate from New Mexico would be to havea 
Delegate from a Territory where there was no 
territorial government, which involved an ab- 
surdity. s 
the civil commotion which is threatened between 
Texas and New Mexico, and consequentiy, be- 
tween Texas and the United States. There was 
not one benefit to result from admitting the Dele- 
gate, whilst various were the evils which might 
result; and that it was not the part of wisdom to 
incur serious risks without any benefit likely to 
result. 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. Irenewit. And I do it because 
I do not mean to withdraw it. 


Mr. TAYLOR asked Mr. B. to withdraw. 


Some conversation followed on a point of order | 


between Mr. McMuuyen and the Chair. 
Mr. GREEN stated his amendment to be to 
strike out the words ‘‘as a Delegate from New 


Mexico.” à 
Mr. HARALSON called for tellers. 


The amendment of Mr. G. was subsequently | 


withdrawn. 


In addition to this, it was precipitating | 


i party 


Mr. STRONG renewed the amendment: 
desired ‘to say a word, not in reference espec: 
to the amendment, but to the state of the gues 
before the committee. “It must be very obvious to 
gentlemen on all sides of the Hall, that there was 
but a single issue here pending; and he was dnable 
to see that any advantage was to be gained by put- 
. ting amendments in so many shapes. The single 
question was, whether this committee was’ prée< 
pared to řeceive Mr. Smith as. à Delégate, sent 
under the circumstances in which he was sent: 
Now, what was to be gainéd by endeavoring, to put 


by. 


the action of the House? He had risen to appeal 


and not occupy the whole day in accomplishing 
what might be accomplished one way or the other 
in half an hour. He hoped there would be ‘no 
more debate or amendments offered. i 

Cries of “ Agreed, agreed. ”? . 

Mr. CONRAD inquired of the Chair whether, 
in the event of the rejection of the present amend- 
ment, it would be in order to strike out any one’ 
word in the matter proposed to be inserted, and: to: 
insert in lien thereof other words? 
f The SPEAKER replied, that it would be in 

er. : 

The question was taken by tellers; (Meserg, 
HarL and Gourp,) and decided in the negative: 
ayes 67, noes 80. ; ý 

So the amendment to the amendment Wag: 
jected. : LEN i i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, inquir 
pending the proposition to strike out and insert, i 
would be in order to move to amend the matte 
proposed to be stricken out? i 

Some conversation occurred between the Chair 
man and Mr. Stevens on this point. 


his own judgment was, that such an amendment 
was not in order. : 


so as to read ‘* Resolved, That it is expedient,” &c. 
Mr. RICHARDSON raised the point, whether 
this amendment was in order ? i : 
The CHAIRMAN replied, that he should re- 
į ceive it in order, for reasons before stated. 
The question, then, being on the emendiment’of 
Mr. Srevens to the original resolution-— i 
Mr. STEVENS said, he had proposed this 
amendment so that, if the substitute of the minor- 
ity of the committee failed, the same object might 


“he was in favor of admitting a Delégate from this 
Territory, for this reason: that this was an organ- 
ized community—organized as a province of Mex- 
ico—New Mexico was a party litigant before this 
tribunal with the State of Texas. There were 
| large interests to be determined by this body as a 
judicial body: ‘Pexas, one of the parties litigant, 
‘had able, zealous advocates upon this foor to. pre- 


nobody whose duty and interest it was; as her 
Representative, to present and defend her rights. 
Were the House to try this quéstion ex parte? 
While Texas was here with her advocates and 
jedges to pass upon her own case, was the other 
to be denied the privilege of even being 
heard? Was this House to act the part of Rhad- 
amauthus, the King of Hell—to condemn without 
hearing ? 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Brown] had 
; Said that the House must not admit a Delegate 
| from New Mexico, because Texas was a sover- 
| eign State, and her claims should not thus be ques- 
tioned. Was thisa doctrine of justice—that the 
one party, because great and powerful, was to 
| be heard, and the other party, equally interested, 
| because weak and defenceless; was not to be heard? 
i This was not English or American justice, ‘and 
he was sure it could not commend iiself to this 
House. 

Mr. MEADE appealed to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw his amendment, to en- 
able him to renew it and make an explanation. 

Mr. STEVENS declined to withdraw it, saying 
that he wanted a vote. ; a 

Mr. GORMAN again. raised the . question, 
whether this amendment to the original'yesolution 
was in order during the pending of a substiiute ? 


tion. 


amendment upon amendment, and ‘thus ‘prevent 


to the committee to vote upon the main question,» 


The CHAIRMAN decided to receive an amend- . 
ment to the original matter, in accordance with thei 
uniform practice of the committee, though (he said): 


.Mr. STEVENS then moved to amend the ori: 
ginal resolution by striking out the syllable ‘in,?”: 


be attained upon the original proposition... ‘Now, 


| sent her case; at present, the other party, who: 
i, was equally interested in this legal question, had 


J uly 18, 


. The CHAIRMAN replied, that it was in order. 
Mr. HOUSTON inquired if it was in order to 
move an amendment’ to the amendment of the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

After some conversation— ` 

The CHAIRMAN decided to receive an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved, then, to add at the close 
of the original resolution, the words— 

"u And that the said Hngh N. Smith is hereby admitted as 
a Delegate from said Territory.” 

He said that the reason why he offered this 
amendment was, that it seemed to him that if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 
should prevail, it would amount to. nothing more į 
than the affirmative of the abstract principle, that 
it Was expedient to admit the Delegate; that it did 
not accomplish the. object; in other words, that it 
did not admit him. ` 

Mr. STEVENS accepted the amendment to 
the amendment, and modified his amendment ac- 
cordingly. . 

; And the question being on the amendment as 
<-modified— 
“Mr. MEADE moved to amend the amendment, 
by adding at the end thereof the words, “at the 


je main question; and l presume that is the ob- | 
tof all others who offer amendments. The 
ntleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srrone] mis- 
res the object of those amendments; they are 
ot offered to produce embarrassment, but to elicit | 
th. There is no necessity that New Mexico 
ould be represented here to protect herself 
gainst Texas. And the gentleman from Penn- | 
_ Sylvania, [Mr. Sreyens,] who last addressed the 
2 House, has made a great mistake in saying she is 
“without counsel; nearly every northern man is her 

counsel, who without regard to the Constitution, 
which limits the power of the House to specified 
“eases, as stated by my colleague, (Mr. Seppon,] 
will vote to admit this Delegate, without regard 
to the law of 1817, read by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] which prescribes the 
terms upon which territories are to be represented, 
Gentlemen seemed determined to afford this as 
another evidence of that total disregard of law and 
precedent, when they stand in the way of their 
anti-slavery prejudices. The fact that the country 
from which this Delegate comes, is claimed bya 
sister Republic; that the people who sent him 
here are claimed also as citizens of that Republic, 
should of itself prevent the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania,’ 
which can be regarded by Texas in no other point | 
of view thaw as a deliberate insult to her feelings, 
and contempt of herrights. If this Delegate is ad- 
mitted, it will be in violation of law and propriety; 
and no motive under Heaven can beassigned butthe 
gratification of a hostile feeling towards the south- 
ern portion of the Union. That the claim of 
Texas is at least worthy of consideration, is ad- 
mitted by a vote taken yesterday; notwithstanding 
which, it is now proposed to ‘assume ‘over this 
territory the jurisdiction which another power | 
claims. The constitutional question has not even 
been controverted; the legal one presented by the | 


the territory which we have thus acquired by 
treaty with Mexico, and to confer upon them all 
the rights appertaining to citizens of the United 
States as soon as possible, as we are bound to do 
by the terms of the treaty. Then why should we 


| delay or refuse to admit a Delegate to represent 
| the true condition of that people? [ask the atten- 


tion of the committee for a moment, while { read 
the article. I read from the original draft of the 
treaty, for I have not by me at this moment a copy 
of the treaty as ratified, but the provision is sub- 
stantially the same: _ 

« ARTICLE 9. The Mexicans who, in the territories afore- 
said, shall not preserve the character ‘of citizens of the 
Mexican: Republic, conformably with what is stipulated in 
the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, ac- 
cording to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the 
enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States. 
In the mean time, they shall be maintained and protected in 
the enjoyment of their liberty, their property, and the civil 
rights now vested in them according to the Mexican laws, 
With respect to political rights, they shall be on an equality 
with that of the inhabitants of the other Territories of the 
United States, and at least equally good as that of the in- 
habitants of Louisiana and the Floridas, when these proy- 
inces, by transfer from the French Republic and the Crown 
of Spain, became territories of the United States.?? 


Now, sir, I understand this treaty, under the 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States, 
as being the supreme Jaw of the land. And we 
are required, as the Representatives of the people, 
to carry out that supreme law, by admitting the 
inhabitants of New Mexico as soon as possible to 
the enjoyment of all the rights and privileges of 
citizens of the United States. Is there any gen- 
tleman of 
to carry out that provision of the treaty to the very 
to do so. How are we to carry it out? Weare 
told that there is a population of ninety thousand 
in that territory. Has this population no claim 
upon us? Have they nota right to be heard on 
this floor? But it is said that the admission of this 
Delegate will have an injurious effect upon the set- 
tement of the disputed boundary; that his admis- 
sion will increase the difficulty; or, rather, that it 
will render the matter more difficult of adjustment. 
l am of a contrary opinion. I think his admission 
will clear the way for an adjustment. I want him 
here. I want his advice. 1 want to profit by his 
knowledge of the state of things existing in that 
territory. I learn from his printed address, that 
he has been sent here to represent about ninety 
thousand people. With the exception of about 
ten thousand, who are Indians, he states that these 
people are Mexicans and American citizens; and it 
certainly seems to me that we are called upon im- 
peratively to admit them as soon as possible to the 
privileges of citizens of the United States, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said that he re- 
newed the amendment for the purpose of submit- 
ting a few remarks to the committee. He had 
not supposed that there existed any serious design 
on the part of the majority of this body to admit 
a Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico to a 
seat on this floor. He began, however, to expe- 
; rience some change of opinion on that point, and 
to think that there was a design to admit him, 
against the Constitution and against law. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tayor] had 


gentleman from South Carolina, there has been | 
no attempt to meet. Neither can be controverted, | 
and yet gentlemen are bent on this irregular course 
of proceeding. 

Mr. M, withdrew the amendment to the amend- 
ment at the request-of 

Mr. TAYLOR, who moved to insert after the 
no t“ expedient,” the words “as soon as possi- 

le. 

Mr. T. It seems to me, sir, that the discus- 
sion here has looked more to the courtesy of 
admitting Mr. Smith to a seat on this floor, as | 
a Delegate from the Territor 


gate here to represent the interests and the wants | 
of the country which has been acquired from Mex- | 
ico. Now, in looking over the treaty which has | 
been recently formed with Mexico, | find the 9th i 
article to be in these words—and | wish to call the | 
attention of the committee to that article in order | 
that they may sce that it is the duty of this House, 

not six months hence, or at some future time, bat 

as soon as possible, to uphold the rights and to | 
protect the liberties of those persons residing upon | 


y of New Mexico, |} 
than to the duty of this Congress to admit a Dele. |! 
i 
d 


argued that the Delegate ought to be admitted, be- 
cause, under the treaty with Mexico, the United 
States had assumed the obligation to admit the in- 
habitants of the ceded territory to all the rights 


possible, at such time and in such way as might 
be determined by Congress. Now, he would ask, 
was this the manner in which the people of New 
Mexico were to be admitted to the rights and priv- 
ileges of citizens? Was this the mode in which 
this treaty was to be carried out? Certainly not. 
What privileges would the Delegate (if a Delegate 
he was) have upon this floor? But there was a 
prior question which addressed itself to the con- 
sideration of the committee. From an examina- 
tion of the facts of this case, he thought it would 
be found, that this gentleman had not been elected 
by the people of New Mexico as a Delegate to 
take his seat here; and that the people of that Ter- 
ritory had no such expectation. This House was 
certainly not securin 
New Mexico by giving the right of representa- 


tion on this floor to a man whom the people had 
not selected for the purpose. They sent that gen- 


this committee who will deny that; 
proposition? It seems to me that we are bound | 


letter— that we are under an imperative obligation | 


and privileges of American Citizens as soon as | 


g the rights of the people of | 


tleman here for no such object. And it must be 
evident to the gentleman from Ohio, and to every 
one else, ‘that the rights of the people. of New 
Mexico under the treaty could not be secured in 
this way. What are we doing? (asked Mr. 8.) 
In the very midst of an extraordinary crisia 
in the history of the’ country, the whole char- 
acter and purposes of the Government are to 
be changed. States are to be moulded—built up— 
and introduced into the’ Confederacy against all 
precedent, against all Jaw, and in an unconstitu- 
tional manner. And this mode of ‘proceeding is 
even carried so far, that the constitutional rights 
of one of the sovereign States of the Union are to 
be violated. This House undertakes to decide a 
question between the United States and a sover- 
eign State, and to violate the rights of the latter 
for the purpose of introducing on to this floor a 
Delegate not authorized to act in that capacity by 
the people whom he assumes to represent. How 
long do gentlemen expect this Government to sur- 
vive under such a course of proceeding? It is true 
that this Delegate, in no aspect of the case, has 
any right to vote or to participate effectively in the 
proceedings of the House. But you are violating 
law, you are violating principle, and, at the same 
time, you are not acting in conformity to the will 
|| and the wishes of the people who sent this gentle- 
man here for a specific purpose, and not to take 
his seat upon this floor as their Representative. I 
i| regard this as a dangerous measure—dangerous as 
a precedent, and dangerous in itself. 

Some gentlemen in the course of this debate 
have said that New .Mexico had no Represenia- 
tive, whilst Texas was ably represented on this 
floor. As I understand, there is no question be- 
tween New Mexico and Texas 

The hammer fell, 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD renewed it. He said, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Taytor]} is mistaken in 
supposing that the treaty with Mexico requires 
| the admission of the people of the territories ac- 
quired from México ‘as soon as possible.” The 
provision he has read was stricken out of the 
treaty, although it has been once before read in 
this House as a part of it. I send, sir, to the 
Clerk’s table, to be read, the ninth article of the 
treaty as it was ratified. The Clerk read, as fol- 
lows: 
te Merici who in the territory aforesaid shall not pre- 
serve the character of citizens of the Mexican Republic 
conformably with what is stipulated in the preceding arti- 
cle, shalt be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admilted at the proper time (to be judged of 
by the Congress of the United States) to the enjoyment of 
all the rights of citizens of ttc United States, according to 
the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time 
shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their Inberty and property, and secured in the free excreise 
of their religion without restraint.” 
i| Such, sir, is the treaty. By its provisions the 
people of this Mexican territory are to be incor- 
porated into the Union at the ‘proper time,” to 
be judged of by Congress. It makes the action of 
Congress a condition precedent to their admission. 
It is for this reason, as I have argued ona former 
occasion, that the people or inhabitants of these 
territories have no right to proceed to the forma- 
tion of a State government without the previous 
consent of Congress. The State governments, 
i in New Mexico and California are both null and 
void, because they are contrary to the treaty, 
which is the law of the land. They have super- 
seded existing governments by an illegal and revo- 
lutionary action. They have usurped the powers 
of Congress. 

The latter clause of the treaty which has just 
been quoted, evidently contemplates an intermedi- 
| ate territorial organization, according to the past 
|| usages of the Government. This is an effort to 
govern a Territory by this House—to do that by 
: one branch of Congress, which can only be accom- 
| plished by both, for the admission of a Delegate 
| ìs an act of government, intended to supersede the 
formation of a regular territorial government for 
New Mexico. g ( 

It is the assumption on the part of this House, 
| of the power to admit a Delegate from a place 
| called New Mexico, precisely in the same manner 
and with the same powers as Delegates from Ter- 
ritories created by the legislation of Congress. It 
j is the enormous assumption that one House of 
Congress can, without law, admit a person to a 
seat within the body, and confer upon him, powers 
of legislation. For it cannot be contested tha 
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the Delegate from a Territory has all the powers 
of legislation, under the rules and usages of the 
House, which ány other member can exercise, ex- 
cept that of voting. He can debate, submit mo- 
tions, introduce bills, and offer amendments. These 


are all faculties of legislation of a very high char- | 


acter. .They cannot be conferred by a single 
House of Congress. They are acts of legislation. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Durr] has 
placed the power in the House to admit Mr. 
Smith, on the ground that he will be the mere 
agent or attorney of the people of New Mexico. 
But can we admit the agents or attorneys of any 
one, and confer on them any of the functions of 
legislation? The gentleman admits that we can- 
not, and is driven to the necessity of denying that 
a Delegate possesses any of the faculties of legis- 
lation; a position which our legislative history, at 
least, contradicts. 

Sir, it is repeated to-day, by various speakers, 
that New Mexico, was a civil division under the 
Mexican law, and therefore is a Territory of the 
United States. It is not my wish, to-day, to go 
again into that subject. It is too plain for argu- 
ment, under the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
that the departmental organization, under Mexico, 
was a part of the political law, and ceased with 
the ratification of the treaty. There is no such 
civil division as New Mexico, in any political 
sense, known to the laws of the United States. lt 
is descriptive of public domain belonging to the 
United States, and nothing more. 
New Mexico have no more right to their ancient 
limits than the people of Louistana and California 
had. It is with Congress to fix the limits, as 1 
have formerly shown. The cry is, poor New 
Mexico again. Will Texas deny a Delegate to 
New Mexico? Again 1 repeat, New Mexico is 
no party to this contest. It is an issue exclusively 
between the United States and Texas, so far as 
the boundary is involved. The United States is 
the owner of the vacant land and the public do- 
main in New Mexico. If there were any such 
political corporation as New Mexico, it would not 
own a foot of the public domain. Gentlemen can- 
not effect the meanness of sheltering this agzres- 
sion, on the part of the United States, behind 
“ poor New Mexico,” who is only a stool-pigeon. 
Mr. Smith, if admiued, is the agent of the United 
States in a land speculation. He comes from no 
territory, and has no constituents. 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TUCK obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. TAYLOR, who renewed the amendment, 
merely (he said) for the purpose of explaining that 
the discrepancy pointed out by the gentleman from 
Texas, (Mr. Howarp,] in the ninth article of the 
treaty, was very immaterial, so far as the remarks 
he had made in reference to it presented the object 
he had in view, which was to show that it was 
our duty to admit the territories acquired from 
Mexico, to all the rights and privileges to which 
they were entitled under this treaty. These rights 
and privileges could not be fully conferred until 
the Delegate from New Mexico was admitted to 
a seat on this floor. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TUCK then resumed the floor. 
newed the amendment. 


He re- 


should be brought to a close. The arguments 
against the admission of this Delegate had been 
exhausted. ‘The parties on both sides had had 
sufficient opportunity to present their views. 


Mr. TOOMBS raised a question of order on the | 


relevancy of the remarks of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Tucx.] g 
The CHAIR said that, after the range which 
the debate had taken, he should not feel disposed 
to arrest the remarks of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Tucx.] . : 
Mr. TUCK proceeded. He said: I obtain the 


floor only for the purpose of giving some reasons | 


why this debate ought, in my opinion, now to 
cease, Both sides have been heard, to the extent 
of the presentation of all the arguments which are 
likely to affect the judgment of any member upon 
this floor. Especially have the opponents to the 
admission of Mr. Smith been fully heard, and 
ought to be willing now to proceed to vote. Three 
days before this have been expended in this dis- 
cussion; the chairman, opposed to Mr. Smith, 
occupied two hours; the Representatives from 
Texas, occupied an hour each, and other gentle- 


His only object (he said) | 
was to say a word or two, to show why this debate | 


The people of |; 


| Mexico. 


judgment of the House the exigency of the case | 


men, opposed to the Delegate, made speeches at 
length on that side; while an hour anda half has || 
alone been assigned to those. members who were | 
desirous of speaking in behalf of the Delegate. 
I was prepared to présent my views, and attempted, 
with others, to obtain the floor, in order to show 
why the Delegate might, and ought to be admitted 
to a seat on this floor. Burt, sir, I could notattract 
the eye or the ear of the Chairman, nor could any | 
other members favorable to the admission of Mr. 
Smith, with the exception 1 have named, gain the 
floor during the discussion of three days. E make 
no complaint, but only state a fact, for the purpose 
of showing that those opposed to Mr. Smith have 
had nearly all the talk, and ought now to be will- 
ing to stop the discussion. 

he CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
New Hampshire intends to reflect upon the Chair, 
the Chair calls him to erder. 

Mr. TUCK. By no means; I only stated a 
fact. I have no doubt the Chairman did the best 
he could, but that he could not see those who 
wished to speak in favor of Mr. Smith’s admis- 
sion. 

I believefno man’s mind will be changed by the 
further discussion of this question, and though I 
will not pretend to give any advice, | will yet say, 
that 1 deem it wise for those opposed to the use- 
less expenditure of the time of Congress, to sitand 
vote, only, leaving all the talk to those who are || 
delaying action. f 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL renewed the amendment. He 
said, he thought the peopleof the Territories ought 
to be represented here. He had been of this opin- 
ion before he was aware that any steps had been || 
taken to electa Delegate for New Mexico; and af- || 
ter he had been informed of the proceedings which || 
had taken place there, and that a Delegate was on 
his way to this city, he had made up his mind be- 
fore the arrival of that Delegate that he would vote 
for his admission. He had made up his mind to | 
do this long before he had any reason to suppose į 
that Texas would regard the act of admission of | 
a Delegate from New Mexico here as a hostile 
movement towards her, and consequently without 
any intention whatever—for he was incapable of 
such intention—of doing injustice to Texas. He 
regretted exceedingly that Texas or her Represent- 
atives on that floor should consider the admission 
of the Delegate as an act of hostility. For his 
own part, he meant it not as such. There were 
too many glorious recollections clustering around 
that gallant State to permit him to do so. He had 
formed his judgment from other and far different | 
considerations. i 

Since the discussion commenced he had been 
much pained to hear gentlemen express their op- | 
position to the admission of the Delegate. And ;; 
he confessed that his own mind was unchanged, |; 
notwithstanding all the arguments that had been | 
advanced. They all resolved themselves in fact |; 
into two or three. First, that there was no prece- | 
dent for it. Secondly, that there was a dispute i 
about the boundary between Texas and New 
And thirdly, an objection urged by | 
some gentlemen—and a very strange one, he could j; 
not help regarding it—was that the people of New |i 
Mexico were in so degraded and ignorant a con- | 
dition as not to be entitled to be represented here. i 

First, as to the objection on the ground of there i 
being no precedent. He was willing to admit that |! 
well-established precedents ought not to be wan- 
tonly disregarded, but at the same time he was i 
prepared to say, that for his own part he cherished : 
nothing like reverence for precedents. He did not ; 
regard precedents set by that House as of such 
binding force as necessarily to override every | 
other consideration upon a question of this kind. | 
But after all, what did precedent, if there were a 
precedent in any case show? Nothing at all in || 
respect this case. If precedents showed anything 
it was that each case had been acted on by that 
House according to its merits, according to the | 
circumstances surrounding the particular case; and | 
that the Delegate was admitted or not, as in the 


required. But if gentlemen still insisted upon pre- 
cedent, he would ask them to refer to the time | 
when there had been such a case as this before the | 
House. - When had there been such a case? 
Never. It was a case sui generis. There had been | 
no analogous case, and there could be, therefore, | 
no precedent. 


But the admission of this Delegate was objected 
to because there was a dispute about the boundary. 
From anything that he had seen or heard upon 
this subject, he did not know that Texas was not 


| right in that dispute, and he did not intend ‘that 


his vote should indicate an 
demand. 

The five minutes expired, and Mr. B. withdrew 
the amendment. i i : 

Mr. MOORE. 
upon it. 

After a brief conversation— = T GL., 

Mr. TAYLOR withdrew the amendment.” 

Mr. MEADE said, he renewed his amendment 
(to insert the words ‘at the proper time,” after 
the word t‘ expedient.”) He however withdrew 
it at the request of 

Mr. HARALSON, who renewed it, and said, 
he had abstained, during the progress of this dis 
cussion, from saying anything, because he had not 
believed that there was a serious intention on the 
part of the House to admit the appiicant in this 
case to a seat on the floor of the House. It never 
for a moment entered into his mind that there. was 
an intention seriously entertained to admit tò a 


intention to oppose. her 


I renew. it, and call for a vote 


| seat on this floor a Delegate froma Territory where 


there is no civil organization. existing. If this 
Delegate represented any one ataill, it could only 
be the military government established by. the 
President of the United States.’ 

it had been said, in the Course of the debate, 
New Mexico was not represented ‘here, and: 


| the people of that Territory were entiiled..to"be: 


heard in regard to the question of boundary. It 
was, according to his judgment, the most. fully 
represented portion of the whole United States, it 
had two hundred and thirty representatives; the 
representatives of every part of the United States 
were the peculiar representatives of the territories 
belonging to the United States. There was not a 
man on that floor who was not bound to give at- 
tention to the Territories. Ít was the duty of every: 
gentleman who had a seat on that floor to maintain, 
the interests of the United States within the territo- 
ries, and he believed that they would maintain those 
interests in everything that was right and proper. ` 

Would it not be well for gentlemen to ask theme 
selves what advantage was to be derived from the 
admission of this Delegate. Was there any press-. 
ing necessity for it? Had he been elected by any 
organized authority in New Mexico? According 
to the beat information that he could obtain, this 
gentleman was the representative of some seven- 
teen to nineteen persons assembled in popular 
meeting, there being no organized government 
there. Was there any territorial. government 
there? None. There was no government of any 
kind whatever in that Territory, and she was now 
asking that Congress form for her some organiza- 
tion. In this state of things they were called 


| upon to admit a Delegate from that Territory to a 


seat upon that floor. There was no benefit to be 
derived from it, and he was of the opinion. that 
evil might grow out of it, any incalculable evil 
might, and probably would, grow out of it. They. 
were ail well aware that steps had been taken by 
this Government for the. purpose of maintaining 
the jurisdiction of the United States in the terri- 
tory east of the Rio Grandes and here was an indi- 
vidual applying to be admitted as a Delegate on this 
floor from that Territory, a Territory between 
which and Texas there was a conflicting claim in re- 
gard to boundary. It was affirmed, in fact, that this 
very gentleman making application to be admitted 
hereasa Delegate from New Mexico, resided within 
the territory of Texas, and wasa citizen of Texas, 
owing allegiance to her laws; that the jurisdic- 
tion of Texas extended over the identical territory 
which this genteman was claiming to represent. 
Was that House ready at this time to admit a 


{ . a 
Delegate under such circumstances, coming, ag he 
! did, from a portion of country which was claimed 


oy Texas? Would not his admission have the 
effect to exasperate the feelings of the people of 
that State, already highly excited by the course cf 
the Federal Government, and to render the existe 
ing differences more difficult of amicable adjusts 
ment? There was no possible good to be accom- 
plished by it; but, on the other hand, much evil: 
might result from his admission. It is- without: 
precedent, under like circumstances, is not author- 
ized by any law, and, it is feared, has its reason 
in a feeling which ought not to influence theacuon 
of this House: nid 
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“Mr. MEADE ‘said, he would: so modify: his 
Amendment as to strike. out the words “H. N. 
Smith.” 2. : ae 

A conversation followed on a point of order be 
tween Mr: Ricwarpson and the Chair. 

The question was stated to be on the amend- i 
ment, as modified. 7 : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, indicated his 
intention to-add certain words to his amendment: 
(whether he did so at this time or not it was im- || 

ossible, from the confusion, to hear.) _ ; 

Mr. GORMAN offered the following amend- 
ment: _ 


` Provided, That said Hugh N. Smith shall, at the time of 
his election, have resided within the undisputed boundary - 
of New Mexico, : ` 


Mr. G., in explanation, said that he offered 
the amendment for the purpose of enabling him 
to make a solitary remark, and it was this: | 
The Territories of the United States were of course 
under’ the jurisdiction and control of the United 
States. “A Delegate or Representative under our | 
law must be the representative of a civil Govern- 
ment of some kind. If any gentleman would 
take the pains tolook at the act of 1817, he believed 
he could come to ‘but one conclusion, namely, 
that that act was established for the purpose of 
defining how, or under what circumstances, a Del- 
egate should be permitted to take his seat in that 
House. If that law was binding upon the House 
a Delegate could not be admitted unless he came 
by the authority of the people of a territorial gov- 
erment: duly constituted. If the law was not in | 
force, they could then adopt any other course of | 
proceeding not inconsistent with the Constitu- 
tion-and laws of the United States. The law was | 
in-stibstance-as follows: That“ in every Territory 
of ‘the United States in which a territorial govern- 
ment has-been, or shall hereafter be established,” 
they shall do—what? Why, sir, it: then gives 

ermission to elect a Delegate, and not otherwise. 

s that law in’ force, contined Mr. G.? Do you 
acknowledge its binding obligation, or do you 
not? Have you, by a simple resolution concern- 
ing the privileges of a member here, a right to 
repeal the essential provision of that law? That 
is the point. The law says that you shall do 
a certain thing, under a regularly established ter- 
ritorial government. What is that thing? You 
shall receive a Delegate from that territorial govern- 
ment. Now, what is the converse of this? The | 


| from the history of the country, that, long before 


: ever, that the friends of Texas were placing her in 


i| Texas was here with her Representatives—she 
| was at the otherend of the Capitol with her Sen- 
| ators, to vindicate her claim. 


converse is, that you cannot receive a Delegate, | 
unless you receive him under the provisions of this | 
Jaw. 'This is the law of 1817. The ordinance of 
1787 authorized the Northwest Territory to send 
Delegates here, and prescribed the manner in |! 
which they should be elected. | 

Now, l repeat—and I am really a good deal like 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. HaraLson] in this 
respect—it strikes me with some surprise, that this 
Howse should seriously entertain the idea of ad- | 
mitting this gentleman to a seat in this Hall, as a 
Delegate from New Mexico. 

The five minutes having expired, he withdrew 
the amendment, i 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed it. He contended that 
they had no right to confer upon Mr. Smith the 
privileges of a Representative. There was no law | 
to authorize it. The Constitution did not author- | 
ize it, nor did the act of 1817 authorize it. It 
would be an unauthorized license if permission f 
were extended to him to occupy a seat on the floor ! 
ofthat House, with the privilege of taking part in | 
the proceedings. The House certainly had the | 
power to admit him to a seat, but they could not | 
confer upon him the right to participate in their 
proceedings, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, renewed it. | 
He regretted that he could not recognize the pro- | 
priety of admitting the Delegate from New Mex- | 
ico to a seat in this House. There was this dif. | 
ficulty, that until they had by law established the | 


| New Mexico, if any such purpose had been al- 
| ready formed. It ought to be driven from its pur- 
| pose by the appeals which have been made to it. |! 
| The only right which any member holds to a seat | 


| from a State or a Territory. His right to a seat 


| ground, then, can we admit Mr. Smith? 


i| the people of New Mexico claim to constitute a 


theirs, superseded this Delegate. This, he thought, | 
was conclusive; and he should not be at all sure) 


prised, if before a month went around, they were 
asked to act upon her application for admission 
into the Union asa State. He thought that they 
should avoid, as far as possible, accumulating dif- 
ficulties. There were enough existing already. [| 

He withdrew the amendment. ` 

Mr. ALLEN renewed it. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Mr. Meane and the Chairman. 

Mr. ALLEN then’ proceeded. He said that 
whatever the purpose of the House might be, he | 
trusted that it would not’be diverted from it by any | 


‘argument drawn from the law of 1817, which had |! 


been so earnestly sprang upon the House at this 
late stage in the proceedings. A little examination 
of that law would satisfy the minds of gentlemen 
that the argument was not even specious, much 
less solid and conclusive. The act of 1817 simply 
defined the powers and duties of the Delegates, 
and determined the time and the manner in which 
they should beappointed. These were the objects 
of the law, and these objects were accomplished. 
Ít was apparent upon the face of the law itself, and 


such regulations were made, there were Delegates 
here representing territories belonging to the United 
States—and Delegates admitted now, would not 
be admitted under the law of 1817, (although that 
law defined their duties,) but in conformity with 
a usage existing prior to its enactment. So much | 
confusion had prevailed in the Hall during a great | 
part of the discussion, that he might not correctly | 
have heard the argument. It seemed to him, how- 


a false position. He had heard much of the gal- 
lantry, the magnanimity and the high worth of 
that State. Let her show that she was truly enti- | 
tled’ to the distinction which these great qualities 
bestowed. Fle doubted not that she was so. Let 
her now show that not only on the battle-field, but | 
in the legislative halls, and in the forum of jus- | 
tice, she was entitled to the admiration which was | 
claimed for her. She contended that a portion of | 
the territory claimed by New Mexico belonged to | 
her. New Mexico asserted a similar demand. 


And did she de- 
sire that her feeble antagonist should not be here, 
before this tribunal, to be heard in her own behalf? 
Texas should be the first to assert that) right in 
behalf of her feeble neighbor, and the longer she 
resisted the application, and the more she urged | 
objections against it, the more she detracted from 

her own high reputation for magnanimity and jus- | 


tice. 
‘The hammer fell. 
Mr. A. withdrew the amendment. | 
Mr. HILLIARD renewed the amendment, and | 
said he hoped that the House would be driven | 
from its purpose of admitting a Delegate from | 


on this floor is derived from the fact that he repre- 
sents some portion of the people of this country, |! 
residing either ina State or Territory, under the |Í 
Constitution and laws of the United States. Out- 
side of these—the Constitution and laws of the 
United States—there is nota single principle which 
would justify us in admitting any one to a seat here, | 
where he is permitted to participate in our debates 
and deliberations respecting the state of the coun- 
try. 

One who comes to us seeking to take his seat | 
amongst us as a Representative, must furnish 
some evidence of his right to the seat which he 
claims, and we must inquire whether he comes 


depends upon the right of the people who send 
him here to be represented. Let us apply this 
principle to the gentleman who comes here as a 
Delegate from New Mexico. Is New Mexico a 
State ora Territory? Itis neither. Upon what 
He does 
not come from the people of any State, and must 
of course expect to be admitted, if at all, because 


F 
Territory of the United States. But is this true? | 
The law of 1817 provides, “that in every Terri- 

‘tory of the United States, in which a temporary | 
‘ government has been, or hereafter shall be-estab- | 
‘lished, and which by virtue of the ordinance of | 


‘ Congress of 13th “July, 1787, or any subsequent 
“act of Congress, passed or to be passed, now hath, 
‘or hereafter shall have, the right to senda Dele- 
‘gate to Congress ;,” but it is not pretended that a 
government of any description has been established 
by Congress in New. Mexico, and of course the 
people residing there can claim no right to repre- 
sentation under this law. 

Sir, we may exercise our power to do whatever 
we may think fit to do,f and ‘admit: the Delegate 
from New Mexico; but we have no moral right to 
do this. We must guide ourselves by the Consti- 
tution and the laws of Congress, in deciding this 
case. We might admita Delegate from a nomadic 
people—without political form—roaming through 
a wilderness. We might admit a Delegate from 
the Cherokee nation if one were sent here—and 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. Srepumns] informs 
me that there is one here—but would it be proper 
to do so? Would it be in accordance with the 
principles which are laid down in the Constitution 
and laws for the organization of this House? 

I ask too, sir, what are the rights of the people 
of New Mexico? The country known by that name 
was lately a department belonging to the Republic 
of Mexico. Does it poseess to-day the political 
rights which it enjoyed as a department of Mexico? 
Clearly not; these were stripped from it when 
it was transferred to the United States. Have 
these political rights been restored to it or rights 
of any description conferred upon it by Congress? 
If not, then it possesses no political rights what- 
ever. That Territory is in an anomalous condition; 
it has been ceded to us by Mexico, we have left 
its people without taking the first step to give them 
a government for their protection. They live 
under the municipal laws, which governed them 
while constituting a portion of the Mexican Re- 
public—at least this opinion is generally held; they 
are governed, too, by a military and civil govern- 
or, because this form of government was recog- 
nized by the Mexican laws, and we have tolerated 
this, though we ought not to have doneso for a 
single day. 

This form of Government is, I say, tolerated; it 


| has, I am happy to say, never been sanctioned 


by Congress. We have never rescinded the Mexi- 
can laws, and they are supposed still to exist, and ` 
under them this monstrous form of Government 
has been permitted tocontinue. Up to this time they 
have derived no political rights from the Congress 
of the United States, and cannot be regarded as an 
organized territory. If, then, the people of New 
Mexico enjoy no political rights but those which 
they enjoyed when a department of Mexico, are 


ij they entitled to representation in the Congress of 


the United States ? Of course not; and before gen- 
tlemen call on us to admit a Delegate from New 
: Mexico, they ought to show some act of Con- 
| gress organizing sucha Territory. If there be no 
such Territory, there can be no Delegate from the 
inhabitants residing there. Whatever may be 
our inclination to give them representation, we 
have not the right to do so. 

He withdrew the amendment to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, who moved to 
amend the amendment by inserting after the word 
“Delegate,” the words “he being elected by this 


| House asa Delegate forthe people of New Mex- 


ico, they not having chosen one for themselves, ’? 
He said, if this gentieman were admitted upon 
this floor, as a Delegate from New Mexico, he 


|| would be chosen by this House; for, as had been 
1 said by his friend from Alabama, he had not. 


been chosen by the people of New Mexico. He 
found that Lieut. Col. Beall, the civil and milita- 
ry commandant of New Mexico, called nineteen 
gentlemen together to do various things; among 
the rest, fifteen out of the nineteen selected this 
man Smith, to come here to bring their project for 
a Government, and in that project it was pro- 


| vided: 


“Sec. 5. A Delegate tothe House of Representatives of 
the United States, to serve for the term of two years, may 
he elected by the voters qualified to elect members of the 
Legislative Assembly, who shall be entitled to the same. 


| rights and privileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the 


Delegates from other Territories of the United States, to- 
said House of Representatives. And the time and places 
of holding and condueting said election shall be prescribed. 
by the Legislative Assembly.” 

This convention prepared and adopted this 
project for a territorial government, to be sub- 
mitted to Congress, and sent an agent to bring it. 
They called him a Delegate, it was true; but he was 
elected by fifteen gentlemen, not by the people of 


1850. - 
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New Mexico. Why, the members of this House, 
who took their seats under the Constitution and 
law of the land, were generally elected by receiv- 
ing a majority of ten thousand votes cast; but 
here was a person selected by fifteen individuals, 
whom they did not know, claiming to be the Rep- 
resentative of the people of New Mexico. By 
what authority did he make thisclaim? He (Mr. 
S.) maintained that the proposition he had sent to 
the Chair ought to be incorporated, into the reso- 
lution—that the House elected for the people of 
New Mexico a Delegate, because the people of 
New Mexico had not chosen one for themselves, 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
STANTON, i 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Harris, of Tennessee, and Corwin were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. . 

The question recurring upon the modified amend- 
ment of Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. BOWIE moved to amend the amendment, 
by inserting after the word ‘* representatives,” in 
the third line, as follows: 

“« As the advocate of a convention of delegates, assembied 
at Santa Fé, on the day of , 1849, representing 
themselves to be delegates of the people of New Mexico; 
and said Hugh N. Smith be allowed to address this House 
upon all’subjects referred to in the instructions given him 
by the convention aforesaid.” 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. BOWIE said: Mr. Chairman, I am no Jat- 
jtudinarian or strict constructionist, yet L think 


there are certain cardinal principles of government | 


which should be sacredly observed in our action 
here. This is strictly a popular body, a repre- 
sentation of the people; and we should admit no 
one to the privileges of a Delegate who does not 
bring with him authority from that source. All 
political power of right belongs to and springs 
from the people. Recognizing, therefore, the full 
force of the objection, that the gentleman from 
New Mexico was not elected by the people of that 
country, but by a convention of nineteen delegates, 
assembled in Santa Fé, under a proclamation of 
a military governor, [ cannot consent to invest 
him with the dignity of a popular representative. 
On the other hand, acknowledging the justice of 
the position that all the people of the United States 
who have rights to protect, or wrongs to redress, 
should be heard, Lam in favor of admitting the 
gentleman from New Mexico in the character of 
an advocate, or attorney in fact, with liberty to 
address this House on all subjects referred to in 
his letter of instructions. For it will appear, Mr. 
Chairman, from reference to the documents of this 
House, that the convention which elected the gen- 


tleman from New Mexico adopted a series of res- ; 


olutions, entitled ‘ instructions,” which he was 
expressly enjoined to observe and carry out. How 
can we regard the bearer of such dispatches or 
credentials in any other light than as one de- 

uted to execute the will of his electors, the con- 
vention? If he should be admitted as.a Delegate 
from the people of New Mexico, he would be ab- 
solved from these instructions; he would be at 
liberty to contradict and counteract them; in a 
word, he would possess a power higher than 
those who elected them, indefinite and unlimited. 
The amendment submitted by me obviates, in my 
judgment, the objections urged upon the constitu- 
tional grounds; assumes no power that is not 
clearly possessed by the House, and secures to 
the people of New Mexico, and this House, all 
the advantages which, under the circumstances, 
could be derived from the presence of a Delegate. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SAVAGE said: Mr. Smith claims a seat 
upon this floor as a Delegate from the Territory of 
New Mexico, but it is not pretended by any one 
that he comes here in accordance with the forms 
of law or precedent. Indeed, it is admitted that 
there ig neither law nor precedent; and 1 under- 
stand the friends of his admission to urge, as their 
strong ground, that they are seeking the substance, 
regardless of law or precedent. Sir, the argu- 
ment is worthless—as groundless as the cause it Is 


brought to sustain. 


is knocking at the wrong door; if, in substance 
and by analogy, anything, he isa member of the 
Senate. There let him go; if they will accept him 


If Mr. Smith is anything at | 
all, he is nota Representative upon this floor—he į 


I am willing. The people elect Delegates to this 
House—Legislatures elect Senators: and by the 
forms and analogies of our Constitution they can- | 
not be elected except in this way. Mr. Smith was | 
not elected by the people, and that is as far as this 
House has- anything to do with the argument. 
He was elected bya self-constituted body, not 
recognized by the Federal ur any State constitu- 
tion, and which pretended to be the Legislature 
of New Mexico, but which, in fact and law, was 
nothing more than a voluntary assemblage of cit- 
izens, with no authority to do any official act. Of 
this assembly, Mr. Smith received fifteen out of 
the eighteen votes cast, and is thus clearly proved 
not to be a Representative, although from the man- 
ner of his creation somewhat resembling a Sen- 
ator. Lam sorry that he is endeavoring to estab- 
lish himself here. This isa body elected by the 
people; in the other end of the Capitol there isa 
body who, like Mr. Smith, are elected by an as- |! 
sembly of delegates. I hope he is of full age, will 
see his error, and claim his seat among them. 

But why argue this question? When it was 
admitted that there was no law for his admission, 
that ought to have been the end of the controversy. 
But I am not at all astonished by the course which 
has been pursued—I was prepared to see the ma- | 
jority of a certain party vote his title clear. These 
are the men whose consciences a few years since |} 
would not permit them ‘to steal land from Mex- || 
ico;”? who preached ‘national morality,” and | 
denounced the annexation of Texas and your late 
war with Mexico as “a system of stealing” and || 


BE. 


“public plunder.” Is any man surprised to see 
them to-day occupying another extreme? Con- | 
science tells them now to rob Texas of her lands, 
in whose name they used to charge that we were | 
robbing and plundering Mexico. f 

Sir, this movement cannot be disguised. Itis 
an effort to thrust a man upon us not only without 
law and the usual formality, but in direct violation 
of every principle and analogy of the Federal and 
State constitutions. And itis done for one object— 
it is done to take by indirection the soil of one of 
the sovereign States of this Union. In this I will 
not join. When L consent to plunder, an enemy 
shall be my victim, and not a sovereign State of 
this Union, whose constitutional rights [am sworn 
to protect. I should as soon admit an inhabitant 
of the South Sea Islands as the pretended Delegate— || 
their rights would be equal. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. J. A. KING renewed the amendment. He 
said he had listened with great attention to the 
remarks of gentlemen on all sides of the House, 
and had endeavored to arrive at some conclusion 
in his own mind upon the question before the com- 
mittee. It was an entirely new case, and one 
upon which the House must act without the aid of 
precedent, but by the exercise of a sound discre- 
tion, and after an examination of all the circum- 
stances attending it. It was a new case—one 
which arose out of the acquisition of territory we 
j had made from Mexico. {tarose out of the ac- 
quisition of this property. The case presented 
itself ina different aspect, therefore, from that of 


any other territory or property of this Union; and | 
it appealed directiy to the discretion and judgment ; 
of the House, whether, under all the circumstan- | 
ces of the case, the Delegate should be admitted, | 
and, if admitted, with what limitation of privi- 
lege? 


and we have a right to consider him as such, be- | 
cause he was chosen by a convention of the peo- i 
ple of the Territory; and his election hag not been 
disavowed by the people. He has been here: 
knocking at your door for months, and having ap- 
plied my best judgment—having carefully ex- i| 
amined the case, I cannot conceive that it would ii 
be proper to refuse to admit him, With regard || 
to the Texan boundary, I do not desire to enter ji 
upon that question. l desire to guard it in every | 
i possible way. But it appears to me that the peo- | 
ple of New Mexico should not be left, under the | 
circumstances, without a Delegate on this floor to | 
represent their interests and feelings. Therefore | 
itis that I appeal to the sense and judgment of | 
the members of this House to say whether the! 
Delegate should not be admitted to a seat. | 
l 
1 
| 
| 
i 
H 
i 


He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON renewed it. He said he 
would like to inquire of the gentleman from New 
York, what would be gained to the people of New 


Sir, (said Mr. K.,) hecomes-as a Representative, f p 


Mexico by the admission of their Delegate at this 
time? It would make nochange in their pos! 
whatever. I grant you, (said Mr. R, that if we 


| could, by the admission of this Delegate, extend 


over the people of that Territory the protection of 
the laws, which it is our daty to give them, there 
would be.some force in the argument: which’ is 
submitted, S a 
Two years ago, sir, a Delegate from’ Oregon 
presented himself before Congress, under“ precige- 
ly the same circumstances under which this Dele- 
gate has come here. There was not a single 
member of the Thirtieth Congress who beliéved 
that he was entitled to take his seat—-not. one, 
Will any gentleman pretend that there ‘was not 
the same necessity for a Delegate from Orézon 
then, that there is fora Delegate fram New Mex- 
ico now? What is it that has wrought: this 
mighty change in the minds of gentlemen here, 
who were Representatives in the Thirtieth Coh- 
gress? There was not a solitary member in that 
Congress who believed for a moment that power 
conferred by the people upon their delegates, could 
by them be delegated to another. That principle 
had been too long established here and elsewhere; 
and I ask gentlemen now, to tell me by what prin- 
ciple of ‘law it is, that they determine that those 
people who met in conven 
powers delegated tothe 
powers to another? 
Delegate of the. pe 
have conferred no. 
incumbent upon the 
Repesentative, they. Ka 
Delegate. I hold that every Delegate and every 
Representative in this House,“ought to be the 
immediate choice of the people: . And I ask gen- 
tlemen if théy are ready to come forward now, 
and assert that seventeen or eighteen persons may 
assemble anywhere, and send a Delegate here to 
represent their wishes? If he came here endorsed 
by the people of New Mexico as their Represent- 
ative, it would present a very different question.’ 
Mr. CARTTER (the floor being temporarily 
yielded to him) said he desired to inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois, whether he meant to ‘state 
to the committee that the members of the conven- 
tion which constituted Mr. Smith a Delegate, 
were not elected by the people of New Mexico for 


legate those 
Smith isthe 


the purpose of selecting a Delegate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have only to: say that 
he was not elected by the people of New Mexico; 
that he was not elected by the people whom “he 
professes to represent, oe re E 

He withdrew the amendment. ; oe 

Mr. BUTLER. of Pennsylvania, renewed’ it. 
He desired to draw the attention of the ‘genitle- 
man from Illinois to the facts of the case. The 
proclamation issued for calling the convention, 
was addressed to the people of seven counties in 
the Territory of New Mexico. It culled upon them 
to assemble in mass meetings, to choose delegates 
to a convention; and it empowered the delegates 
thus assembled, among other things, to elect a 


| Delegate to the Congress of the United States,’ to 


represent the people of that Territory, The 
proclamation stated the objects for which the con- 
vention was called. They were to concert such 
plans, and adopt such measures, as might be 
deemed advisable in order to procure the establish- 
ment of a civil government. 

Now (continued Mr. B.) what was done by the 
eople, In accordance with that proclamation? 
They elected delegates for the purpose of framing 
and preparing a basis of territorial government, 
and for the purpose of choosing a Delegate to rep- 
resent the people of New Mexico in the House of 


| Representatives in the Thirty-first Congress, That 


is the construction which they put upon their 
power; and that is the authority which was con- 
ferred upon this Delegate. The convention thug 
assembled under the prociamation, authorized this 
Delegate to come here and ask to be permitted to 
occupy a seat in this House, and to represent the 
people of New Mexico. And he came with this 
authority. Now, how can it be said that he does 
not come with. the authority of the people of New 
Mexico? Suppose there had been no proclama+ 
tion at all, but that the people had assembled ‘in 
mags meeting and chosen a Delegate, and sent him 
here? But in this case they selected a body“of 
men who were to choose a Delegate for. them. 
Does not this amount to the same thing?) He has 
been here, an applicant for admission, “fdr many 
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months; and the authority vested ‘in him has not 
been withdrawn. He has all the requisites of a 
Delegate from the people of New Mexico, and he 
is entitled to represent them. It has been asked 
here, “ Where. and what is New Mexico?” I 
answer by asking, ‘‘ Where and what is Texas?” 
If gentlemen will tell me where and what Texasis, 
Twill.tell them where and what New Mexico. is. || 
There is no Representative on this floor who ever 
received a vote from the people of New Mexico. 
Did the Representatives from Texas, in this House, 
receive a vote from that distant quarter? Not at 
all. The people of that Territory are not repre- 
sented here. And the fact that there is a disputed 
boundary, goes as far to blot out Texas, as it does || 
to blot out New Mexico. 

Mr. HILLIARD (Mr. B. giving way to him for 
a moment) remarked, that Texas was as organized 
State of this Union, whilst New Mexico was but 
an unorganized Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. New Mexico is also organized. 

[The falling of the Chairman’s hammer an- 
nounced the expiration of the five minutes.] 

Mr. B, withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed the amedment. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land (said Mr. H.) contemplates that the Dele- 
` gate shall be considered ’and admitted as the Dele- 
gate of the convention which appointed him, rather 
than as the Delegate of the people of the Territory 
commonly called and “known as New Mexico, | 
Some gentlemen seem to regard this as a novel 
mode of appointing, or choosing a Delegate to 
Congress, and:tha s altogether inconsistent with 
the idea of ħi rue. representative of the |i 
people. The gentleman: from Tennessee thinks 
he had better make his“application for admission 
to the Senate of the United States, having been 
elected somewhat according to the form in which 
‘the members of that honorable body are chosen. 
: But do honorable gentlemen, who have raised 
this objection, reflect, that the first Delegate to 
Congress chosen under the ordinance of 1787, from 
the territory northwest of the river Ohio, was 
elected by a convention, and not by the people of 
the territory? Have not gentlemen forgotten the 
fact, that General William Henry Harrison, after- 
wards President of the United States, and who was 
one of the first Delegates from that territory, was 
not elected by the people of the territory ? 

Mr. OUTLAW wished to ask the gentleman 


| cation. 
| stitution; but a Delegate is not such, even in re- 
| gard to the people of the Territory. He can do 
| no act in their behalf, and can exercise no power 
j in their name; he cannot vote, he cannot make a 


Speaker, under the rules of the House; and if he 
“should be admitted to a seat, it would be, so far as 
the Constitution is concerned, upon precisely the 
same terms as we admit a privileged citizen, or a 
distinguished foreigner, a judge of the Supreme 
Court, or a foreign minister, to appear here—that 
is, by courtesy and comity alone. Ít is true, we 
may extend to him the privilege of being heard 


people on whose behalf he has been received as a 
Delegate; and we also may, or may not, extend to 
him the franking privilege, and allow him mileage 


j and per diem compensation for his attendance 


here in the performance of his delegated duties. 
But notwithstanding all this, he is still an entire 
stranger to the Constitution, and is a mere crea- 


| ture of the courtesy and indulgence of this House, 
jand of the complete sufferance and discretion 


which Congress may exercise in regard to him. 
He is not even a Representative of the Territory. 
The term Representative, gentlemen will bear in 
mind, has a fixed and precise constitutional signifi- 
A Representative is a creature of the Con- 


motion;—the most he can do is to speak,and make 
known their views and wishes, as any mere ser- 
vant may do; but he can perform no act, and can 


He is, therefore, a 
mere servant—a mere agent—to supervise their in- 
terests, and to make known their views and wishes 
in respect to matters pertaining to the Territory, 
and to their own peculiar interests. 

Should the House, then, refuse to admit Mr. 
Smith? He thought it should not. The main 
ground of objection is, that no territorial govern- 
| ment hasbeen established over New Mexico by act 
of Congress, and that, consequently, there is no law 
providing for the election of a Delegate. 
whose fault is this? Surely not the fault of the 
people of the territory. Shall we, then, take ad- 
vantage of our own wrong, of our own inability 
to do anything more than this for them, to deny 
them this small and trifling boon, which is ren- 


reason of their present neglected and menaced con- 
| dition, and their remote distance from us? 
If there has ever been a territory of the United 


from Delaware a single question. He wished to 
inquire of the honorable member, if the organic 
law of the territory passed by Congress, the ordi- 
nance of 1787, to which the gentleman had alluded, 
did not provide the mode of choosing the Delegate, | 
and if General Harrison was not chosen as such 
Delegate in the mode prescribed in it? 

Mr. HOUSTON resuming, said that he admit- 
ted that such was the case. But what better au- 
thority do you want for the admission of a Dele- 
gate, without an election by the people, than an 
act of Congress, which recognizes that he may be 
duly and properly appointed by another method ? 
What better precedent, or stronger authority, can 
be required for the admission of a Delegate, chosen | 
and appointed without a popular election, than this 


time-honored and venerable act of Congress of || 


1787 recognizes and establishes for us in the pres- 
eut instance? He did not conceive that there was 
any well-founded objection to the admission of 
Mr. Smith as a Devegate from New Mexico, in 
consequence of the manner in which he had been 
appointed; nor did he think his admission to a 
seat in this Flouse would necessarily have anything | 
to do with any of the pending questions in relation 
to that Territory. He had cheerfully voted for | 
the amendment submitted and adopted yesterday, 
which provided that the admission of the Delegate 
should not be considered as the expression of any 
Opinion by the House, touching the boundary | 


question in dispute between Texas and New Mes- ] 


ico. Nor could it be so construed without such a 
proviso, because it has nothing whatever to do 


| conclude nothing on the 
| which, consequently, 


States which required a Delegate on the floor of 
Congress, to supervise their interests and make 
Known their wants, it is the present Territory of 
New Mexico. The condition and history of that 
Territory is altogether different from that of any 
other Territory which has heretofore been repre 
sented by a Delegate in Congress; and therefore 


lj 
| 


with so much vehemence against the admission 
of Mr. Smith, have no application to the singular 
and extraordinary case of New Mexico. We 
know very litle of the necessities and require- 
ments of the people of that Territory, from the 
usual sources of public information, because we 


i; have scarcely any mail facilities even with that 


| remote region of our southwestern dominions. By 
the treaty under which it was acquired, Congress 
was bound to extend to the inhabitants the rights, 
privileges, security, and protection of American 
ciuzens, which it bad, thus far, entirely failed to 
do, for reasons which it was unnecessary to men- 


should be done, by admitting Mr. Smith as their 
Delegate. He should, therefore, vote for his ad- 


in the discretion vf Congress, which required no 
precise precedent to warrant it, and which was 
due to the people of New Mexico, in- his judg- 
ment, as the least favor to whieh they were enti- 
tled, under existing circumstances, which could 
part of Congress, and 
could possibly be of no det- 


with that or any other pending question concern- 
ing the Territory. 1f this gentleman (Mr. Smiih) 
should be admitted as a Delegate, he will be ad- 
mitted solely bythe sufferance—by the indulgence— 
by the courtesy of this House, if you please to call 
itso. Assuch Delegate, he is utterly unknown, 
and is an entire stranger to the Constitation of the 
United States. He is as much unknown to the 
Constitution as the corps of reporters who sit 


riment to any one, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, then indicated 
his intention to withdraw his amendment. 

And the question was 
being on the amendment of Mr. Bowie. 

Mr. HOUSTON, atthe request of Mr. Jounson, 
of Arkansas, withdrew the amendment, (to which 
he had spoken.) 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, renewed it. He 


within these walls, by the permission of the 


had done so he said, because he desired briefly 


upon matters pertaining to the interests of the | 


But į 


s | : 
dered so important to them, as well as to us, by || tlemen who have thus changed their ground can- 


j| not justify that change before the country. If they 


the precedents which have been cited and urged | 


tion; and the least which it was bound to do in | 
their behalf, he thought could then be done, and ! 


mission, conceiving it to be a matter entirely with- | 


put to the House, as! 


exercise no power in their name, as their legal and | 
| constitutional Representative. 


to call the attention of the conimittee to a passage 
in the history of this matter. This gentleman, Mr. 
H. N. Smith, the applicant, born and bred in the 
South, had gone to New Mexico, and had come 
here as a sort of outside agent of the people of that 
Territory. “He had remained here for months 
without any apparent sympathy of any res- 
pectable party of this House, for his cause, 
Finding that this state of things would not 
do, and in order to bring his cause forward in 
some more promising attitude, he had a short 
time since, published an abolition pamphlet—a 
pamphlet of a character grossly abolitionist, for it 
might as well be characterized truly. The doc- 
trines of that pamphlet had drawn towards that 
gentleman and his cause a degree of sympathy 
which, it seemed, carried to him a majority of 
votes here. He (Mr. J.) found a large number 
of members going for the admission of Mr. Smiths 
| and he desired to read, for the information of the 
committee, the names of some gentlemen who 
voted against the admission of Mr. Sibley, as Del- 
gate from Minnesota, when there really was a sem- 
blance of ground for his admission, but who were 
now willing to go for the admission of Mr. Smith 
as a Delegate from New Mexice, when there was 
no show of right on God Almighty’s earth. 

The names were read as follows: 

“ Resolved, That Henry H. Sibley be entitled to a seat on 
the floor of the House of Representatives as a delegate 
from the Territory of Wisconsin.” 

Negative votes from the North of gentlemen 
members of the present Congress: 

Messrs. Conger, Duer, Gott, Hampton, Henry, 
Rumsey, Schenck, and Strong. 

See Journal of the House of Representatives 
of 15th January, 1849. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to put an inquiry to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson.] 
I propose (said Mr. H.) to vote for the admis- 
| Sion of the Delegate from New Mexico, but not 
for the reasons assigned by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether [ did not vote for the admission of Mr. 
Sibley, as a Delegate from Minnesota? 

Mr. JOHNSON. You did, and I have not 
mentioned your name. But I am satisfied that gen- 


can do so, they ought. If they cannot, then must 
they be convicted before the country of an aban- 
donment of their duty. 

He withdrew the-amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL renewed the amendment. He 
alluded first to the charge that Mr. Smith was 
sought to be admitted here solely upon abolition 
grounds, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, in explanation, 
said he had never said solely. Other gentlemen 
might go for his admission upon other grounds, bute 
he said there were many who supported the ad- 
mission on that score and from sympathy with 
the abolition sentiments of the Delegate. 

Mr. BISSELL said, he did not dispute thatat all. 
He desired simply to say, that his vote would not 
| be influenced by any charge, general or specific, 
that this was an abolition movement; and there 
was another thing which would not influence him: 
that was, the intimation, here or elsewhere, that 
the admission of this man as a Delegate would al- 
most necessarily lead to civil war. Neither of 
these declarations would influence his vote, because 
| he did not believe either of them. If it had come 
| to this, that the simple fact of ad mitting a Delegate 
i from New Mexico upon this floor—to speak, but 
| with scarcely any other of the privileges ofa mem- 
ber—was to endanger the Union and involve us in 
civil war, the quicker we knew it the better. 

But he apprehended no such consequences to 
result from the admission of Mr. Smith. He was in 
favor of that admission. He saw great propriety, 
|as he thought, in admitung him. He knew it 
bad been argued that Texas and New Mexico 
were disputing about the boundary, or, if gentle- 
men liked it better, that Texas and the United 
States were disputing upon this question of bound- 
ary. What then? Must the disputed territory be 
represented by Texan Representatives? It was 
disputed territory; therefore, it followed that it 
should be represented only by Texan Representa- 
tives. He did not see that that followed. 

But even if it should turn out that Texas had a 
valid claim to all that territory to which she as- 


serted her right, there was still a region of coun- 
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try known as New Mexico which would be rep- 
resented by Mr. Smith. 3 ; , 

{t was said, however, that Mr. Smith resided in 
that portion of the Territory which was disputed, 
He saw nothing at all in that objection. 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment at the request 
of 

Mr. SCHENCK, who renewed the amendment 
of Mr. Sevens, of Pennsylvania, to enable him 
to say afew words— te 

First,as to the gentleman from Arkansas having 
read his (Mr. S.’s) name, among others, who had 
voted aguinst the admission of a Delegate trom 
Minnesota, and who, he expected, would vote for 
the admission of this Delegate from New Mexico. | 
He stated that there had been a territory of Wis- 
consin, which had been ergcied into a State; a} 
small gore of jand had been léft out, and a genue- 
man came here claiming to represent that patch of 
land. He (Mr. S.) had contended that there was 
no propriety in admitting the gentleman who 
claimed to be received as a Delegate, because the 
Territory of Wisconsin had been virtually absorbed 
by the admission of the State. But for the very 
reason that he thought there was a propriety in 
this House exercising their discretion, he should 
vote to admit this Delegate from New Mexico. 
in the previous case of the Territory of lowa, when 
the State of lowa was admitted, a portion of the |; 
territory had been left out, containing several times 
as much land as that which was left out when 
Wisconsin was admitted; but nobody ever thought 
of admitting a Delegate from that region of coun- 
try. This was the reason why he had voted 
against t.eadmissioa of the Delegate from Wiscon- 
sin, When the Territory of Minnesota came to be 
organized, he had voted against it—or to lay the bill 
on the table—but only fora reason of a temporary 
nature—because an amendment was defeated ex- 
tending the time when the act was to take effect 
until after the 4ih of March, and he was opposed 
to the patronage of the territory falling into the 
hands of the then President, (Mr. Polk.) 

Now, with what face could the gentleman from 
Arkansas charge that they were acting with abo- 
lition sympathies who voted for the admission of 
this Delegate from New Mexico—a Delegate who, 
as the gentleman from Arkansas had told the 
House—was a southern man, and came from a 
Territory to which the gentieman and many of 
his southern brethren contended slavery could go 
—while they had voted against the admission of a 
Delegate from a territory admitied to be free? 
Did it not rather prove the reverse? 

But with reference to the general question of 
the propriety of admitting this Delegate: In the 
case of a contested election, they admitted thecon- 
testing member not only in person, but sometimes 
by counsel or agent, to argue the case. They ad- 
mitted persons who were not members ot the 
House to speak upon one question or upon twenty 
questions; but although no one questioned their 
right to say who should come here and speak in 
these cases, yet when they came to admit a Dele- 
gate to speak for the people of à Territory, gentle- 
men contended that the House had no right or, 
discretion in the matter. Would gentlemen teli : 
him how they reached that certain, undefined 
constitutional boundary, which divided the cases? 
He denied any such distinction. He denied that | 
a law was necessary. He admitted that the force 
of the precedents had been to admit Delegates by 
law. te admitted that the law of 1817 admitted 
the certain Delegates then in question, and pro- 
vided for the future admission of Delegates from 
Terriiories organized by Jaw; but that law took 
away none of the rights which Congress had be- 
fore that time. The act of 1817 dia not provide | 
for this case of New Mexico, because nobody at 
that time anticipated such a case. Nobody then |! 
thought of this Territory of New Mexico—of a 
war with Mexico—and the acquisition of territory. 
Here, then, came a case swi generis—a case of a |: 
Territory acquired by purchase or by conquest, į! 
and to the inhabitants of which the United States, | 
by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, had agreed to | 
extend, as fas as practicable, all the privileges of ; 
American citizens 

The hammer fell. 


ji 


Ar ithdrew the amendment at the request || e J 3 
Mr. S. withdrew the d 3 q i Those who have your fate in their hands have either great 


of 


Mr. CONRAD, who renewed it. Ee wasin- 


| posed to say nothing at this time, but he desired 


| Hugh N. Smith read. 


| sisters. 


; while those who have are enervated and subjected to all the 
: demoeratization which 


i free states of tie Union, making them te miracle and 


ri 
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by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Bowte.] 


it admits the applicant Mr. Smith, toa seat on this 
floor with the privilege of addressing the House 
on all questions relaung to the interesis of New 
Mexico. He had intended, himseif, to propose | 
an amendment to admit Mr. Smith for the purpose 
of addressing the House on subjects connected 
with New Mexico, He referred to the arguments 
of those gentlemen who had insisted, that if a 
Delegate were admitted, he would occupy a place ! 
on this floor, clothed with all the rights of a mem- 
ber of this House, except the right to vote, and 
that no resolution of the House could curtail these 
rights; and who had contended that any person | 
admitted merely to address- the House by resol u- 
uon, was a mere agent. Fle drew the distinction 
between an agent anda Deiegate. ‘Phe rights of 
a Delegate were defined by the act of 1817. He 
is admitted to a seat on this floor by provision of 
law. He is allowed to address the tiouse, but not 


to vote. If heis intelligent and eloquent, gifted | 


with fluency of speech, he may exercise great in- ! 
fluence in the legislation of the House. These priv- 
ileges he is at jiberty to exercise at any time. 
Tie House, can at its discretion, allow an agent to 
come on the floor for the purpose of advocating a 
claim or interest. That 1s a mere personal privi- 
iege. He does not appear on this floor invested 
with any constitutional rights as a Representative. 
He cannot take part in the deliberations or debates 
of the EIouse. Hie can do nothing more than is 
specified for him to do. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. INGE renewed the amendment, and pro- 


to have a few extracts from the pamphlet of Mr. 


The Clerk read the following: 


* * 


“The most formidable part of this combination against 
you is that which originates in We slave intereste Lt not 
only rallies against you the whole siaveholuing South, but 
all the influence of selfish, venal, and ainbiuous wen in tie 
North, louking to speculations in discredited bouds and 
land jobbing, or to the political honors whici the combined 
vole of the south may promise. The cement of wis swength 
in tbe South is not so much the interest in slave property, 
but the political power dependent on it. The preal steaggh: 
is to secure for the decaying popular iorce of that secuon 
an equal weight in the Seuace ot ihe United States with the 
rapidly progiéssive population and multiplying free Diaes 
of the Union. To this aim the rights and interests and all 
the hopes of a rapidly-growing and rich prospenty, which 
beckoued New Mexico iuto tie Union, are to be sacrifieud. 
‘The doctrine of the slavehoiding States, m regard to their 
domestic institutions, is nou-intervention; but with regard 
to yours, itis instant intervention, to set at naught the pro- 
hibition of slavery which you brought with you into we 
Union, as one of your tuudamental jaws, and a fixed muni- 


love justice, and all their sy 
advice, then, is to appeal to them 10° aver s- misehi 
plotted by intriguing potiticians and sordid Belo 
FOR THE PRESENT RELY UFON YOURSELVES; assert *your 
rights by the establishment of a State government inte riier- 
ing slavery; gird yourselves up to resist its introduetion 
into your territory as a whole, or into any part by means of 
dismemberment; and the tme will come, when the masses 
of the Union wilt rally around your cause, and enable you 
to defy aud defeat all the machinations of your enemies, 
BUGH N. SMI VH: 


mpathies are with you.’ M} 


ec WASHINGTON, April 14, 1850.” 


Mr. I. withdrew the amendment. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, renewed thé 
amendment. He said, he wished to draw, in as 
few words as possible, a distinction between thé 
Minnesota case and the present case. When the 
gentleman who was now the Delegate from that 
Perritory, (Mr. SrsLey,] presented himself here 
his case was taken before the Committee on Elec- 
, Uons, and it was found to be the fact thatthis Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota consisted ofa large portion not 
embraced in the State of Wisconsin after the State 
was Created; that the erection of the State out of 
the original territory had left a portion of county, 
alleged by the friends of the gentleman here to be 
an organized Territory, comprising whole coun- 
ties of the original Territory. It appeared from 
| the records and evidence that the Secretary of that 
Territory—in other words, that the actine Gov- 
ernor, in the absence of the actual. Governor, had 
gone on to that Territory and, in the exercise of 
regular powers, had ordered. an eléetion. for Dele- 
| gate, and that a bona fide election waaheld by the 
people residing in that Territory, and the Delegate 
was thus elected. No such facts existed in this 
| case of New Mexico. 

In addition, in the case of Minnesota, there was 
an organized judiciary, and that judiciary existed 
and acted. There was no such’ authority or in- 
sututions existing in New Mexico atall.” There 
was no law of suifrage there; while in the case of 
Minnesota there was a law existing by the action 
of Congress. In Minnesota there was no dispu- 
ted boundary whatever; here there was. Although 
he (Mr. J.) had voted against the admission of the 
Delegate in that case, there was a semblance of 
right to justify a man in voting for it, 
| ow, after this action had taken place—after 
! gentlemen had voted against the admission of the 
Delegate from Minnesota, with all these circum- 
stances to justify his admission—they now came 
forward, reversed their action, and voted for the 
admission of Mr. Smith, to represent a wholly un- 
organized portion of territory; a Territory dispu- 
ting the boundary and claiming a very large part 
of one of the sovereign States of this Union, ac- 


i 
| 
i 
! 
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cipal poliey—a policy which, now that you are under we 
sineld of tne great North American Republic, would invite 
into your country the intellect, industry, skill, enterprise, 
and capital, not only of the tree States of the Nurth, but a 
portion of that emsgration trom Europe which is vow filling 
up the agricultural regions of the Mississippi, and the guiden 
mountatis, valieys,and commercial ports of Cahiornia 
with a teeming population. Makiug the link between these 
two great countries, you couid nol fuil to partake or their 
prosperity, if you could escape that blight which bas doomed 
the fairest portion of Our COutinentto a premature decline. 
Virginia, the first and greatest of tie States of the Union; 
richest in her great meu, her soil, her ainerats, ber bays, 
her rivers, aud her deligbtful climate, has sunk into a third- 
rate Ntate, under the decay which affects the root of ali 
growth in nations as in individuais—tie decay of enlight- 
ened labor, Sueb bas been the fate of Virginia, and yet 
herfate bas been better than tbat of any of her southern 
‘Phe vigor which the free municipal insiltations of 
England infused into the race that gave We first impulse to 
the southern Commonweaiths, has been graduaily running 
out under an adverse system. “Che labor of negroes, in ex- 
empiing the mas from labor, has imade every free man 
look to such exeimptiow not only as a relief from painfui 


must flow from a system which 
makes easy indolence a mark of superinity, The frecmen 
who, Ín such a State, are compeiied by poverty to Jabor, 
must become yoke-feliows with the degraded African race, 
which inakes up the mass of culivato; 
while men Whe submit to this soon sink to tue levei of the 
black laborers with whom they associate; while every one 
Whose ianate energy and juteileect teaches hia to spare it, 
leaves the State, and adds to the multitude who fly from it 
to exalt the prosperity aud grandeur wiieh beams on the 


giory of this age of progress. 
* * * 


* * * 


“Under the present aspect at Washington, I feel it my 


| duty to say to you, that litte expeciation can be entertained 


: of an impartial considerauon ur @ just disposition of your 
suse. Your opponents are all in power or seeking power, 


| interest at stake dependent on your ruin, or bigh and ambi- 


A ii tious hopes that look to consummation through your sacri- 
favor ofthe amendment which had been submitted i 


| fce. The great body of the people of the Wnited States 


‘Those of tie free | 


cording to the constant acts and past recognition 
of the Government of the United States.. How 
was he to account for such a change as this in the 
course of gentlemen? He could account for it in 
| no other way than from the abolition influence 
| that was operating upon them; leading to hostility 
| to the South, and sympathy for everything that as- 
sailed her. 


ansas, to withdraw the amendment, (to which he 
ad spoken.) 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew it. 

Mr. MEADE renewed it, and said: Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] 
cannot escape from the inconsistency of his present 
Why did he, in the last Congress, vote 


> 


from Minnesota? ‘The slavery question was not 
| involved in it, and his objections were prompted 

by his then opinions of law, as applicable to the 
subject. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman’s remarks were 
reported, and if 1 understand them, he objected to. 
the admission of the Delegate from Minnesota, 
: because, since the admission of Wisconsin.as a 
State, which was carved out of the territory of, 
ii which Minnesota made a part, no recognized ter- 
i ritorial government was established for Minnesota,: 


After Wisconsin became a State, Minnesota 
claimed (and not without a show of reason which 
secured the votes ofa majority here in favor of her 
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Delegate) to live.still under the territorial govern- 
ment which protected her before the admission of 
Wisconsin, and under that organization her acting 
Governor, the Secretary of the Territory, in due 
form of law caused. an election of a Delegate to 
Congress to be-had. . Though this Delegate came 
here thus recommended, the gentleman from Ohio 
voted against his taking lis seat. What reason 
could he assign but that doubt which controlled the 
votes of many (myself among them) respecting 
her legal existence as a Territory? If doubts ex- 
isted. in her case, are they. not tenfold stronger in 
the case of New Mexico, where no one pretends 
that a government exists, except a military one? 
Minnesota contended that she had not been de- 
prived of the territorial government which Con- 
gress had established, and under which she had 
always existed. As to New Mexico, Congress 
had never established a government of any sort. 
-Minvesota was unquestionably a Territory of the 
United States. New Mexico, on the contrary, is 
claimed by another power, and“that claim, by a 
vote of this House, admitted to have at least the 
semblance of right. The Delegate from Minne- 
sota was duly elected by the people of the coun- 
try, owing no allegiance anywhere, except to the 


Unned States. The Delegate from New Mexico, 
and nine-tenths of his constituents, may be ad- 
judged to be citizens of Texas. He comes here 
by an authority brought into being by a military 
order, and not one single qualification prescribed 
by the law of 1817 attaches to him. Who can 
hesitate about the superior claims of the Delegate 
from Minnesota? "They were not strong enough 
for the gentleman from: Ohio, and he rejected him. 
The Delegate from New Mexico, however, though 
stripped of every circumstance which made plaus- 
ible the case of Minnesota, is warmly supported 
by the gentleman from Ohio. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Arkansas must at least be excused 
for his inferences. 

Mr. BURT submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the said Hugh N, Smith shall not be 
allowed to take part in the debates of this House, and shall 
not be entitled to the pay and mileage allowed by law toa 
Delegate from a Uerritory. 

In submitting this amendment, Mr. B. wished 
to say a very few words, for the purpose of indu- 
cing the Tlouse to pause before it made a final de- 
cision on this question. He desired to bring the 
House to reflect on the danger to which a wrong 
judgment in this case would expose the tranquil- 
lity of the country. He desired to see such a 
course taken as would preserve us from discordant 


| had been customary heretofore, appealed from the į 


; : ren a ; 
that the argument seemed to be, that this Delegate 
was to be received here under the ordinance of 1787. 


subject. Itapplied, and was limited to the Terri- 
tory northwest of the Ohio river; and the act of 
1817, defining the powers of Delegates from Terri- 
tories, applied to Territories organized under the 
authority of the United States. ‘There were no 
other Territories. Conquest was not contemplated 
at that time. The framers of the Constitution 
never contemplated the aquisition of territory 
by. conquest. But, here, (said Mr. C.,) we 
have territory that is not organized under the 
United States—but growing out of war—territory | 
that has been conquered; territory existing in an 
organic form. Iam willing to concede that the 
right to pay this Delegate does not exist under the 
law, and that he cannot be paid until there is an 
appropriation made by both branches of Congress 
to pay him. But that is a question that is not now 
before this body—that isa subject of inquiry and 
one for legislation, when the question of paying 
him shall be raised. ‘The simple question here is, 
whether, under the circumstances, the territory 
being thus acquired by conquest, and coming 
to us ina state of organization, we shall receive 
this Deiegate from that Territory? Now, a word 
or two with reference to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. | 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman from 
Onio to order, and decided thatit was not in order 
for a gentleman having offered an amendment to 
speak against it. 

Mr. JOELNSON, of Arkansas, remarking that | 
he considered the effect of that decision wouid be, | 
to restrict debate to a much greater degree than 


j 


decision. a: | 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair | 
stand as the judgment of the committee?’ was 
taken, and decided in the aftirmative—ayes 100, 
noes 25, 

So the decision was sustained. 

Two or three minutes of his time still remain- 
Ing— 

™M r. CARTTER, resuming, said, as part of his 
argument, he wished the Clerk to read the mames | 
of those gentlemen, members of the present Con- | 
gress, who had voted * yea’’ upon the question of 
the admission of the Delegate from Minnesota. 

“Messrs. Bingham, Bocock, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, W. 
R- W. Cobb, Crowell, Daniel, N, Evans, Giddings, Grinaell, 
Houston, Hubbard, Letter, MeCiernand, R. M. McLaue, | 
llorace Mann, Job Mann, Morehead, Morris, Nes, Newell, | 


Peastee, Putnain, Reynolds, Robinson, F. P. Stanton, A. | 
H. stephens, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thomp- 


But the ordinance of 1787 did not relate to this if 


William Henry Harrison represented the North- 
west Territory in this House, a special act was 
passed to allow him his pay and mileage, and the 
i franking privilege. Now, this resolution would 
not give Mr. Smith either his pay or his franking 
privilege. That must be given him by a special 
law, as was done in 1799, in the case. of William 
H. Harrison. 

No gentleman had yet answered this question. 
You admit persons here to argue cases. You may 
admit an agent to argue any number of cases, or 
all cases. He desired to Know the precise point 
where the line was to be drawn between a person 
| thus admitted, and an individual sent by a Terri» 
tory to address the House on the interesis of the 
people of that Territory, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, interposed an 
observation, that here you are about to give legis- 
lative power. Day ia 

Mr. SCHENCK. Not so. 
right to address the House, not 
is not legistatin, 


You only give the 
3 to vote, Talking 
g The proceedings of this Con- 
gress, thus far, had abundantly exemplified that 
difference. 'To legislate is to make laws, which 
you do by your votes. To make Speeches, to 
persuade to a particalar course of legislation, is no 
more legislation itself than the argument of an 
attorney to a court is a judicial act. 

The question was then stated to be on the 
amendment of Mr. Burt. 

Mr. BURT asked tellers, who were ordered. 

Messrs. MILLER and Mrape were apppointed. 

And the question was taken, and ayes by 55, 
noes 76— 

The amendment was rejected. 

_Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the committee 
rise. s 

The committee refused to rise, 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, substituting the 
word “expedient,” for *‘ inexpedient,” in the 
original resolution. 

‘Tellers were asked and ordered. 

Messrs. Asamun and ROBINSON were appointed. 

And, the question being taken, the vote stood-— 
ayes 85, noes 89, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then stated to be on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Bowes. 

The question was taken 
was rejected, 

The question then recurred on t 


, and the amendment 


he adoption of 


son, ‘fuck, Van Dyke, Venable, Wentworth, White, Wail- 


and bitter feelings. It had been said by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Duer,] and repeated 
by the gentleman from Delaware, that the House 
had the right, as a matter of courtesy, to admit 
persons to the privilege of the floor. Fie was well 
aware that such had been the practice. Ele knew 
that, at the beginning of the present session, the 
House had admitted to the floor a distinguished 
Trish Catholic priest. Now, ifthat was the mean- 
ing of gentlemen, they should then adopt his 
amendment. 

But if they mean to say that the House has a 
right by mere resolution to admit a Delegate to the 
floor, he desired to say a few words on that point. 
The act of 1817 conferred on Delegates the right 
to address the House; and by the act of 1818, it j 
was provided that they should receive the per if 
diem and mileage. So that, ifa Delegate was by || 
the act of 1817 entitled to the privilege of speech, 
he was equally entitled, under the law of 1818, to 
his pay and mileage. Should the Delegate from 
New Mexico be admitted to a seat, would he not 
be entitled to all the privileges granted by the acts 
of 1817 and 1818? Who isentitled to these privi- 
leges? Theact of 1817 says, that a Delegate must | 
be elected from a Territory which has becn estab- 
lished by act of Congress. Such a Delegate is 
alone to take part in the debates of this House, 
and to receive pay and mileage. The gentleman 
from Ohio says he proposes to admit this Dele- 
gate from New Mexico without reference to the |! 
act of 1817. If so, how can he be entitled to the Hl 
privilege of debate given by the act of 1817, and | 
to the pay and mileage under the act of 1818? Ir! 
Mr. Smith is to be admitted without reference to |! 
the act of 1817, how does the gentleman from Ohio || 


i 
H 
| 
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He withdrew his amendment. 


mot, and Wilson.” 


| Mexico. 


|j HaraLson were appointed. 


gave Mr. Smith an 


t 
i 


Here (said Mr. C.) the committee will see are 
many southern gentlemen, as well asa few from the 
North—then voting “ yea,” who now strenuously 
oppose the admission of the Delegate from New 
if my cojleague is guilty of any incon- 
sistency between his votes upon the two ques- 
tions, do not these gentlemen involve themselves | 
in en equal or greater inconsistency ? | 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. INGE moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. KAUFMAN and others asked for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. VENABLE and | 


The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 73, noes 80. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

‘The question recurring upon the amendment of | 


the resolution of the minority of the committee, ag 
i amended. 

i Feliers (Messrs. Asumun and Hussard) were 
| appointed, 

, The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
| ayes 85, noes 90. 


| So the amendment was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the original reso- 
| lution of the majority of the committee, (declaring 
it mexpedient to admit Mr. Smith.) 

Tellers were asked and ordered. 

Messrs. Jones, of Tennessee, and STEVENS, of 
Pennsylvania, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 92, noes 86. 
So the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. STRONG. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. HARALSON. And report the resolution, 
Mr. STRONG. Certainly. 
The motion being agreed to— 
The committee rose and reported the resolution 
the House, 


Mr. Carrrer— 

Mr. SCHENCK a 
withdraw it. 

Mr. CARTTER declined to do so, preferring 
that a vote be taken, but finally withdrew, on con- 
dition that his colleague renew and adhere to it. 

Mr. SCHENCK renewed the amendment. 

Mr. SWEETSER raised the same point of or 
der agains: it which had been raised against hi 
amendment at a previous part of the day. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. |! 

Mr. SCHENCK, renewing the amendment, 
said the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Burr] had asked him bow, under the act of 1817, 
Mr. Smith, if admitied, would be entided to his 
pay and mileage?. He would reply to that gentle- 
man, that he did not believe that this resolution 
y right to his per diem and 


ppealed to his colleague to | 


j 
i 
f 
i 


purpose to give him his compensation? | 
| 


Mr, CARTTER renewed it, He remarked 


mileage. 


| to 
| The resolution having been read— 
| Mr. STRONG demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 
| Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved that 
| the House adjourn, 
| Mr. POTTER appealed to the gentleman to 
: withdraw the motion. 
Mr. WILMOT demanded the yeas and nays, 
Tellers were asked and ordered upon ordering 
the yeas and nays, and Messrs. Hussarp and 
OGLE were appointed. 
The question being taken the tellers reported— 
ayes 39. 
So (one-fifth of the members present voting in 
the afirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and was decided in the 
negalive—yeas 68, nays 116; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Bennett, 
Bissell, Bokee, Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas 


Before the passage of the act of 1817, when 


B. Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler,. Clarke, 


P 
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Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dur- 
kev, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freédley, Gidiings, Gilmore, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hatian, Henry, Hous- 
ton, Howe, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Julien, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, Prestou King, Horace Mana, 
McGaughey, Meacham, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Phes- 
nix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Spaulding; Sprague, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill,, White, and 
Wilmot—ss. z 
NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Aver- 
ett, Bayly, Bingham, Bocock, Booth, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J; Brown, Bust, B. C. 
Cabell, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caid- 
well, Cleveiand, Clingman; Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
cock, Couger, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteb, Gerry, Gondenow, 
Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 
ishan G. Harris, Sampson: W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haymond, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge; Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johuson, James L. Jobn- 
son, Robert W, Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littlefield; Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, Me- 
Dowell, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Milison, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Marton, Orr, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Rob- 
inson, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Shepperd, Frederick 
-P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stetson, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Wal- 
Jace, Watkins, Welborn, Wentworti, Whittlesey, Wil- 
drick, Williams, Wood, Woodward, and Young—li6. 


[Mr. Mason declined to vote, having paired 
off with Mr. Gantry, who was for the admission 
of Mr. Smith; and Mr. Scuencx, having paired 
off with Mr. Conrap.] 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CROWELL moved a eall-of the House, 
and asked the yeas and nays. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered—the ques- 
tion being taken by tellers, viz: Messrs. FOWLER 
and Ewine. ye 

Mr. TUCK: moved that the House adjourn, and 
asked for tellers, (who were ordered.) 

Messrs. Hartan and Suerpenp were appointed. 

‘And the question being taken the vote stood— 
ayes 73, noes 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the motion of Mr. CrowgLL, that there be a call 
pie Houge; and resulted—yeas 84, nays 94; as 
ollow: 


YEAS—Messrs, Alexander, Andrews, Bayly, Bennett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Boyd, Briggs, Burrows, 
Thomas B. Butter, Joseph Cable, Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Clarke, Clevelaud, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Diekey, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fiteh, Fowler, 
Giddings, Goodvnow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Harlan, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jacki 
son, Julian, John A, King, Preston Kiug, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, McQueen, 
Miller, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Parker, 
Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, 
Rumsey, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Spaulding Sprague, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Thurman, ‘foombs, Tuck, 
Underhill, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, Williams, 
Wilmot, and Wood—84, 

WAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ash- 
mun, Averett, Bocock, Bowie, Breck, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Chester Butter, E. C. Cabell, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Rug- 
man, “Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Feavherston, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamil- 

_ ton; Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas Li. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L: Johnson, Robert. W. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, George G. King, James G. King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littefield, Job Mann, McDowell, Robert M. 
McLane, Finis E. McLean, MeMuilen, Meade, Millson, 
Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Peaslee, Powell, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Shep- 
perd, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephene, Stet- 
son, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Jobn Be hompson, Walden, Watkins, Welborn, Whittle- 

- 86y, Wildrick, Woodward, and Young—94. 


‘So the call of the House was refused. 


Mr. FOWLER moved that the House adjourn, | 


_ and asked for tellers. 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida, Mr. TOOMBS, and 


Mr. ASHE, simultaneously demanded the yeas | 


and nays. À 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Tellers were ordered and Messrs. MLLER and 
Duncan were appointed, 
The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
` ed, ayes 79, noes 69. . ; tok 
- Bothe House adjourned. 
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-message of the President of the United- States in 


. structed to inquire into the expediency of providing, on the 


Z FUESDAY, J ULY: 23, 1850. 


New Sentrs.... 


IN SENATE. 

so. tose TEworspay, July 18, 1850. , 
_ Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 


answer to a resolution of the Senate respecting the 
organization of aState government inthe Territory 
of New Mexico, reported in favor of printing the 
same; which was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. took up the res- 
olutions which have from time to time been offered 
and not disposed of, and the following. were 
adopted: 

Submitted by Mr. Doveras, January 31: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


usual emigrant Jiue from the Missouri river to the South 
Pass of the Rocky Mountains, a sufficient movable military 
force to protect all emigrants to Oregon and California. 


Submitted by Mr. Kine, June 14: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized 
and directed to supply the State of Alabama. with such 
volumes of theJaws of the United States and other public 
documents as were destroyed by the burning of the capitol 
of that State. 


Submitted by Mr. Morrow, July 2: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by Jaw 
that naval timber for building and repairing publie ships be 
procured and stored at the navy yard at Pensacola, Florida, 
in like manner as at other navy yards. 

Submitted by Mr. Barpwin, July 3: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to ascertain and report to the Senate the amount of the pub- 
lic debt of the United States yet outstanding, for the payment 
of which the sales of the public lands were pledged by act of 
Congress, approved 28th January, 1847, and whether, con- 
sistently with the faith of the Government and the rights of 
the public creditors, the public lands can be gratuitously dis- 
posed of, while any suchi portion of such debt remains un- 
paid, and if so, to what extent and under what limitations. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Dawson, on 
the 2d instant, was taken upiand read as follows: 

Resolved, That the editors of the newspaper styled ¢ ‘The 
Southern Press” Lave the usual privileges of the floor of the 
Senate granted other editors of newspapers in this city. 

Mr. HALE. F move to add the editor of the 
newspaper called the ** National Era.” 

Mr. YULEE. One objection to the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is, that the 
paper to which he refers isa weekly paper. That 
in itself is a suffieient objection, if there were no 
other. It is but reasonable that the editors of a 
daily paper should be admitted, but there can be 
no good reason why the editors of weekly and 
monthly journals shouid be admitted. The public 
do not require the presence of the editors of such 
publications, for they obtain from the daily journals 
information to give value to their papers. The 
case is very different in respect to the daily papers. 
It is proper that they should have communication 
with Senators, and be in a position to. hear with 
distinctness what transpires in this Chamber, that 
they may be enabled to make accurate communi- 
cation to the public the next morning simultane- 
ously with the official reports. I hope, therefore, 
that the resolution will be so modified as to em- 
brace the editors of daily journals at the seat of 
the Government without specifying any particular 
editors. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I am opposed to the reso- 
lution entirely. I believe that heretofore the 
privilege which it is proposed to extend to the | 
editors of the Southern Press was only extended 
to such editors as were in the employment of 
Government—to the editors of the official: papers. 
If, however, the Senate should adopt the resolu- 
tion and admit the editors of. the Southern Press 
and the National Era to the floor, I wish to know 
why the same privilege should not be extended to 
the agents, editors, and reporters for every daily 
paper in the Union. -I can see no reason for the 
distinction which it is proposed to create, and 
therefore I move to lay the resolution upon the | 
table. : i 


The motion was:agreed to. 


‘Phe other resolutions, some twenty in number, |! the Senator from New Hampshire did 


‘ware lat ‘upon. the -table, with th 


iwọ or three which we Stipo; ed. 


RECONSIDERATION. 
The motion made by Mrs Yuree 
the vote by which the bill for’ the:relie 
Sibbald. was lost, was adopted—ayes® 
BILL PASSED: ~ 
The bill for the benefit of the Territory of Min- 
nesota was read a third time and passed. i 5i 
ERECTIONS ON THE PUBLIC GROUNDS, 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 
$ consider the following yesolution; submitted: by 
im: Bee 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings bein- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of preventing the 
further erection of the briek structare now being erected on 
the ground west of the Capiti, yard, causing what-has äl- 
ready been placed there to beremoved. ; s; 
Mr. HALE.: ‘Jt isa mere resolution of inquiry. 

I hope it will be passed: fae 3 { 
Mr. HUNTER. I move -to strikeout. s the 
Committee on’Public Buildings,” andi thi 
Committee onthe Library,’ as the buildin 
going up undér their directions: è 03°: 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the building’ re- 
ferred to was ordered to be crected by the Com- 
mittee on the Library, according to their instrue- 
tions, for the purpose of preserving the various 
botanical specimens brought home by the Explor- 
ing Expedition. The chairman of the Committee 
on the Library is not in his seat, and I think this 
resolution should not be voted on: in. his absence; 
I therefore move to lay it on the table. - ie 
Mr. FOOTE. Ttrust my friend will withdraw 
his motion for a moment, to enable. me to correct 

a verbal error in the resolution, P Hee 
. The motion was withdrawn. f og 
Mr. FOOTE. I would-suggest to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that it is not precisely‘ac- 
curate to speak of a stracture “ which: is: being 
erected.” . Besides, when it is proposed to prevent 
the ‘further erection”? of a; building, the implica- 
tion seems to arise that some erection of sucha 
structure has already occurred.: If so, itis scarcely: 
consistent to speak of such a building being ‘only 

in a course or process of erection. «89 )) ‘ 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope it:will:be 


considered no want of courtesy to ‘either’ of these 


committees for me to speak of- this’ erection 
“ being erected” in this part of the public grounds. 
It is my own opinion, which [ give with great de- 
ference, that itis a very great obstruction, or it is 
avery great destruction of the beauty of the public 
grounds; and if these erections ‘are. to: go sony At 
should be in some other place.: :E-have: looked 
at the resolution under which the Comumfittee:on 
the Library proceeded, and, with great: deference’ 
to that committee, my own impression is that they 
have mistaken theit authority. entirely. with regard 
to the selection ‘of the place ea which this: was ‘to 
be erected, and that the duty:should have devolved 
onthe: Committee on the Public Grounds. [-would 
have no objection to a joint reference of this“ mat- 
ter to the Committees on the Library andon Public 
Buildings.. My own wish is that the thing should 
be stopped. I think its erection was a great mis- 
take. We have done a great deal to deface what 
nature has done to make beautiful—the grounds 
about the Capitol. .. I think. one of the greatest ob~' 
structions to the beautiful prospect nature™has 
given us, is a caricature of Washington’ that- lies 
in the grounds immediately east of the Capitol. 
Besides, there are the horrid attempts at seulpuure 
which we have at the east door of the Capitol: If 
we could get rid of these. things, if we could get 
rid of these hindrances to nature, we: would prë- 
sent a vastly better view to visitors than we do 
now. - The building in question isina bad place. 
I voted for the green-house, bat if fhad supposed: 
it was to be a red house instead ofa green-house;: 
I certainly would have. voted ágainstit Thesen- 
ate can do with this resolution: what: they Re 


proper. I have-as little interest-in it pet 
any other Senator. 9-005 e 0 ; 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Presidentp ka: sorry 
‘not notice 
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the grammatical error I pointed outto him. I can 
assure him that no grammar in christendom would 
sustain him inthe language he has used in this 
resolution. If he does not accept the suggestion I 
made asa modification, 1 shall be. compelled to- 
move anamendment, so as to alter the phraseology 
of the resolution. ‘The error consists in this, that 
itis not correct to speak of a structure as an es erec- 
tion,” and then to say that it is “ being erected.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator is 
mistaken in point of fact. I have not called this 
building an “erection,” but a “structure.” I 

-should not think. it ungrammatical to speak of a 
“structuré which is being erected.” But as I 
always yield with great deference and humility to 
the Senator from. Mississippi on grammar, I will 
now yield anything so far as grammar is concerned. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
the: structure referred to, on the west of the Cap- 
itol, isnow properly under the charge of the Com- 
mittee on the Library; and that committee have 
already examined the wholequestion. They have | 
gone over all the public grounds, and selected the 
spot best suited to the purpose. The spot which 
was selected is that which was originally designed 
and marked, upon the original plans, for a horti- 
cultural garden. It was selected because of its prox- 
imity to the Capitol, and because it was believed 
it would be a great ornament to the public grounds. 
If the Senator from New Hampshire will wait un- 
til this building shall have been erected, f think he 
will find that it will not mar the architectural beauty 
of the Capitol. This structure is merely for the 
purpose of protecting the plants brought home by 
the Exploring Expedition, as they had to be re- 
moved from ‘the square on which they lately stood, 
in consequence of the further extension of the 
Patent Office. It is believed that the structure in 
course of erection will answer the purposes for 
which it was designed, and that it will rather orna- 
ment than disfigure the public grounds. 

The committee looked over all the grounds from 
which they could select, and, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will do the same, E believe his 
good sense will bring him to the conclusion at 
which the committee arrived—that this point was 
best suited for the purpose. There is no use, 
therefore, of referring this question to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, for they have examined it ab 
initio. They have examined all the grounds on 
which the building could be erected. They have 
had plans of the. structure submitted to them. 
Nothing was done without their advice and con- 
sent. They are responsible to the Senate for what 
has been done, and that responsibility the commit- 
tee are willing to answer. 

It comes not properly before the Committee on 
Public Buildings, because the plans are in charge 
of the Committee on the Library, as the structure 
is simply designed to protect the plants that have 
been preserved in the green-house near the Patent 
Office. If the Senator from New Hampshire pro- 
poses to raise a committee on architecture, very 
well. “But there is no use in referring this matter 
to the committee originally proposed, or the one 
proposed in the amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the Senator | 
from New Hampshire professes to be a great ad- 
mirer of the simplicity of nature, and desires, in 
order that we may get nearer to it, to have re- 
moved.the statues which grace the east front of 
the Capitol. I think that the Senator would be 


statues at least, to suggest any alteration by which 
it could be made to approach nearer than it does 
to the absolute simplicity of nature. As l believe, 
with the Senator from Mississippi, that this reso- 
lution is, at all events, unnecessary to be consid- 
ered, I will move to lay it on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into | 
the Union, to establish T'erritorial Governments | 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making propo- 
sals to Texas for the establishment of her western | 
and northwestern boundaries. | 

Mr. HUNTER addressed the Senate for up- 
wardsof an hour and a half. [A report will appear 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. FOOTE aiso addresse 
wards of an hour. 


d the Senate for up- | 


The debate was continued by Messrs, BUTLER, 


HALE, CLEMENS, DAVIS of Mississippi, 
and FOOTE—by the two latter gentlemen more 
particularly, in relation to the publie sentiment of 
Mississippi, for all which, see Appendix. 
“Mr. FOOTE again rose to make further expla- 
nation. 

Mr. NORRIS. Icall the Senator to order. 
think this discussion has gone far enough. 


I 


Mr. FOOTE. I hope I may be allowed to ex- 
lain. i 
£ Mr. NORRIS. I insist on the point of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Dicxsnson 
in the chair.). The point of order is insisted on. 
The whole subject of discussion is considered out 
of order. 

Mr. FOOTE. Wif not the gentleman allow me 
a single remark in explanation? as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 suppose the question be- 
fore us to be upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Mississippi? [Mr. Foore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question. 

Mr. ATCHISON. So far as this discussion is 
concerned between the two Senators from Missis- 
sippi, I deem it entirely unimportant to the Senate 
and to the country. It isa matter purely between 
themselves. I trust that the vote may now be 
taken upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, unles it is his pleasure to withdraw it. 
A vote was taken on the first amendment in com- | 
mittee, if [ am not mistaken, and it was rejected 
two toone. The second amendment amounts to 
nothing at all. It is a mere recommendation to | 
the people of California, when admitted, to cut the 
State in two. Thatis, as [ understand, the second 
amendment, and unless there is some substance to 
it, I shall not give it my vote. I think the first | 
proposition was voted down in Committee of the 
Whole. | 

Mr. FOOTE. That is a mistake. I offered | 
that amendment, and withdrew it at the par- 
ticular desire of others. As to the other proposi- 
tion, it may be of great practical value, as it will 
divide the State of California by the line of 36° 30’, 
if such means are applied to secure the division as 
I have no doubt will be applied. But, whatever 
course the Senate choose to take, I shall be con- 
tent. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the vote be taken on 
these amendments separately. They are two dis- 
tinct amendments to the bill, and I desire to say a 
word upon the amendment that relates to the | 
change of the line of Texas; and, as far as I am 
concerned, and so far as Texas is concerned, she 


on the part of the United States to a part of her 
territory. If this is not agreeable, and if there is 
to be a division, she asks that it may be at the 
thirty-fourth parallel of latitude. The territory 
along the line is desert, and will not be settled. | 
There isa line below which will be settled. If! 
the line is thrown below, the only object in putting | 
it at Santa Fé would be to include the pass where 
the main road to the Pacific would be. If the ter- 
ritory is included below, as the bill of the com- 
mittee does include it, it will give an opportunity 
for settlements, which will be an extreme annoy- | 
ance to the State of Texas, and not be beneficial to | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
will be taken on the first amendment. t 
Mr. BENTON. it was stated yesterday by | 
the Senator from Kentucky, that this proposed | 


. ti j 
question | 


alteration will make some little difference in the |) 


quantity of the grant that is to be ceded to Texas. 
it will make some little difference! H will make | 
a difference on one end of the line of two degrees | 
and some minutes; that is to say, one hundred | 
and fifty miles on a straight line. The other end ! 
will be a mere point. There are about seven de- 
grees of longitude to which this alteration applies. 
it is upwards of two degrees in width at one end, | 
and a mere point at the other; this is easily calcu- | 
lated. Any person can run it through his head; 
one hundred and fifty miles at one end, a point at 
the cther, and seven degrees of longitude in length. | 
Reduce it to a parallelogram, and you havea width 

of seventy-five miles, and a length of four hun- 


| themselves. For these reasons, | ask a division of || 
| the question. i 
very much at aloss, with regard to one of these 


dred miles. The product of the two gives you an 
area of thirty thousand square miles.: So that 
thirty thousand square miles are to be added to 


| 
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Texas, over and above the quantity before pro- 
posed in the bill. And this meludes a great num- 
ber of towns and settlements. It will cut New 
Mexico above the hips, somewhere between the 
hips and the short ribs: It takes in. a country 
about as much southern as Natchez, and where 
the people are planting and sowing on the last 
days of February, and it takes in many villages. 
Now, there are two classes of. persons on this 
floor who should vote against this amendment. 


i| One consists of those who believe that the plain 


title of Texas is good to the head of theriver.. The 
other class consists of those who believe that the 
title of Texas does not come up to El Paso at all. 
But we seemed to be in the condition yesterday 
and the day before to claim, as it has been argued 
all along in the debate, that El Paso is the true 
point. We are now one hundred and fifty miles 
above it. Then there is a claim on the part of 
some to the country up to the head of the river, 
which is.denied by others. The proposition was 
at first to cut in two at El Paso; now the proposi- 
tion is to go one hundred and fifty miles above, 
and cut in two there. I think there should be a 
proposition corresponding to the wishes of the per- 
sons who have sent petitions, and memorials, and 
resolutions here, asking for the passage of the bill 
as it stood, which was considered the true thing 
that was to heal the country. 

This claim puts me in mind of what happened 
in one of the western States in the early settlement 
of the States, and when there was a statute in force 
by which a man or a woman could swear to his 
or her book-account as high as five dollars, and 
the opposite party could swear off as high as five 
dollars. Well, it all worked out. pretty well till 
this case happened: A man brought in his account 
before a justice of the peace, and swore to the 
amount of five dollars. The defendant then came 
in and swore he owed nothing atall. The judge 
then concluded to split the difference, and give the 
plaintiff two dollars and a half, making out that both 
had sworn falsely. That seems-to be about the 
way in respect to this case. One says that there 
is a good title to the head of the river, and another 
says it is not good at all, and another will split the 
difference. I think that this proves that hoth par- 
ties are putting ina claim which is good for noth- 
ing. Iwas in favor of giving seventy thousand 
square miles to Texas, but I shall vote against add- 
ing thirty thousand square miles to that, including 
a country containing a great number of settlements, 
and much higher up the river, and where it is 
spring on the last day of February. 

The question was then taken on the first branch 


) ] € he |; of the amendment, which is as follows: 
would prefer a withdrawal of this vexatious claim || 


Amend the 39th section by striking out the 10th and Ith 
lines, and the word “ eastwardly ” in the 12th line, and in- 
sert * where the 34th degree of north latitude intersects said 
river, thence east with said parallel of latitude.’? 


The result was as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Butter, Clemens, Dawson, Downs, Foote, Houston, Han er, 
King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Corwin, Davis of Massachygetis, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, 
Felen, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, Pearce, 
Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Un- 
d&wood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Webster, and Whit- 
comb—34, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the second branch 


_of Mr. Foore’s proposition—that is, to amend the 


seventh section, by adding thereto a proviso rec- 
ommending to tne people of California a division 
of that State after, its admission. j 

Mr. KING. I wish to avail myself of the 
privilege that pertains to me as a Senator from the 
State of Alabama, to offer an amendment to the 
proposition now under.consideration. I doso, sir, 
trom the anxiety that I have that the bill should, 


‘1 if possible, be soamended as will justify, as I con- 


ceive, those who think with me on the subject 
generally, in giving it their support. 1 am ex- 
ceedingly anxious that such a change should be 
made as will enable Senators on both sides, who 
are disposed to settle this question on something 
like fair, just, and equitable principles, to put it in 
that form, and thus setile a question which all 
must see itis of the first importance should be 
settled. 

_ i was desirous, Mr President, at some proper 
time, to state to the Senate, and to the country, 
the grounds upon which I shall act with regard to 
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this distracting and agitating question; the grounds 
oh which i shall sustain certain portions of the 
bill, which may be objected to by others, residing 
in the same section with myself; and the grounds 
upon which i shail feel myself compelled to go 
against it ultimately, unless it can be so modified 
as to Induce me to believe, to convince me, that 
the rights of the South, the honor of the South, 
are preserved by the bill. Isay, once for all, that 
as it now stands it neither does one thing nor the 
other. There is not one solitary provision in that 
bill, when connected with the other subjects, con- 
tained in it, that is sudicient in itself to authorize, 
as I conceive, southern men to give it their sup- 
port. There are portions of it we would take and 
submit to, provided other portions could be so 
arranged and amended as to justify usin taking 
them collectively. 

_Now, sir, what is the amendment under con- 
sideration? My friend from Missouri just now 
properly characterized it. It amounts to nothing, 
and there is not a Senator on this floor who can 
say it does amount to anything. Has not the 
Congress of the United States the power at any 
time to divide a State with her assent? Certainly. 
What does this proposition propose to do with 
California? That, with her assent at some future 
time, we will divide her, if she thinks proper to 
permit herself to be divided. But in the mean 
time, she is to be admitted with her present exten- 
sive limits, leaving it for her to decide whether 
these limits shall be curtailed; settling the whole 
question, so far as a thousand miles on the Pacific 
coast is concerned, directly against the interests of 
the South. 

Mr. BADGER. If my friend is willing, I wish 
he would now give way for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I hepe he will first move his 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. The proposition which I intended 
to submit—for it is not my habit nor my wish to 
consume much of the time of the Senate, and even 
if the Senate adjourns, I promise them [ shall be 
as short as possible with the presentation of the 
grounds of objection I have to the bill, and the 
points I intend to sustain—is to move to strike out 
all of the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi after the word provided, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

« The boundary of-the State shall be as follows: Com- 
mencing on the Pacific at the 42d degree of north latitude 5 
thence with the southern boundary line of the Territory of 
Oregon to the summit of the Sierra Nevada, then along the 
crest of that mountain to a point where it intersects the par- 
allel of latitude 35° 307; thence with said paratlel to the Pa- 
cific ocean”? 

Mr. BADGER. Imove that the amendment 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
F Fripay, July 19, 1850, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON rose, and asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce a | 
bill, merely for the purpose, he said, of having it 
referred to a committee. 

Mr. PRESTON KING (calling for the orders of 
the day) objected. . 

Mr. McCLERNAND also called for the orders 
of the day. 

Mr. STRONG. 
the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srroxe] has moved that there be a 
call of the House, and that motion is in order. 
And the Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. McCuernanp,] that the orders of the 
day, for which the gentleman has called, will be 
the resolution reported last evening from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
the subject of the admission of the Delegate from 
New Mexico to a seat on this floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I was under the im- 
pression that the regular order of the day would 
be the call of the committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of the day 
would be the call of the committees for reports, but 
that there is a special order which has yet to be dis- 
posed of. | 


I move that there be a call of 


I have called for the 


LAND FOR THE INSANE. 


Mr. BISSELL rose, and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House, to present the memorial of 
Miss D. L. Dix, praying an appropriation of pub- 
lic land for the benefit of the insane. 

The SPEAKER stated the question, and in- 
quired, ts there any objection? The Chair (added 
the Speaker) hears none. 

So the memorial was received. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 move that the memorial be 
referred to a select committee, to consist of seven 
members. | 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I move to refer the |} 
memorial to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. BISSELL hoped, he said, that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] would with- 
draw the motion to refer the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. The session was far 
advanced; that committee had much business | 
claiming its attention; and a.select coinmittee would 
be enabled, consequently, to give a more complete 
examination to the subject than the Committee on 
Public Lands, with other duties upon its hands, 
conld give. He trusted the gentleman would 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COBB declined to withdraw the motion, and 
was understood to assign as a reason for the re- 
fusal, the fact that the Committee on Public Lands 
had the subject already before it on memorials 
previously presented. 

Mr. BISSELL said, the character of the present 
memorial was different from those to which the 
gentleman from Alabama referred. | 

Mr. COBB was understood to intimate that they 
were essentially the same. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be, first, || 
on the reference of the memorial to the Committee 
on Public Lands. If that motion should be rejected, 
the question will then recur on the motion to refer | 
to a select committee. i 

And the question, ‘* Shall this memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands?” was 
taken, and decided in the negative, without a divis- | 
ion. | 

So the House decided that the memorial should | 
not be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

The question then recurred and was taken on 
the motion of Mr. BisseLL, to refer the memorial 
to a select committee, and was decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. | 

So the memorial was ordered to be referred to a 
select committee to be composed of seven mem- 
bers, 

Mr. BISSELL. 
printed. 

Mr. JONES. fF object. 

Mr. BISSELL. I think if the gentleman will 
look at the character of the memorial he will not | 
persist a moment in his objection to its printing. 

Mr. JONES. Iam opposed to the printing of ; 
private memorials. 

Mr. BISSELL. The memorial comes from a 
private individual, as many other memorials do, į 
but it involves a matter of much public interest. | 


I move that the memorial be 


The objection having been persisted in, the mo- 
tion to print was not entertained. 


POSTAGE. 


Mr. POTTER, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, asked leave at this time to į 
make a report. 


| submitted at this time. 


House? was taken and decided in the negative 
yeas 78, nays 98. Sie 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred on seconding the . 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. DUER rose, he said, to a question of order. 
He desired to be informed by the Speaker whether, 
if the previous question should be -sustained, and 
the resolution reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (that it was in- 
expedient to admit the Delegate from: New Mex- 
ico,) should be rejected, it would then. be inorder 
to offer the resolution which he held in his-hand, 
and which was (he said) in these words ===: ` 

Mr. STRONG (interposing.) I submit to the 
Chair that this is not a point of order. 

Mr. DUER. Itis a point of order, whether the 
previous question would be exhausted or-—— 

Mr. STRONG. A point of order for a future 


| time, not now. 


Mr. DUER was understood to suggest, that it 
was the daily practice of the House to put inqui- 
ries of this kind to the Chair, and that objection 
was never made. : ; 

The SPEAKER. No point of order can be 
But the Chair will state, 
for the information of the: gentleman from. New 
York, [Mr. Duzr,] and of the House, what the 
effect of the previous question will be. If the 
previous question should be sustained, and a vote 


| should be taken on'the resolution reported from the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
however that resolution may be disposed” of, 
there will be an end to the question, unless: there 
should be a reconsideration of the final vote. 

Mr. DUER. Then I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Srronc] to withdraw his 
demand for the previous question, to enable me to 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER.” Is the demand for the pre- 
vious guestion withdrawn ? : 

Mr. DUER. My resolution is not to admit the 
claimant to a seat as a Delegate, but-—— 

Loud calls to order.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania refuses to withdraw. 

Mr. DUER. 1 will state what my request is. 
The gentleman can say whether he will accede to 
it. I request—— 

Cries of * Order, “ order.” 

TheSPEAKER. The House will observe order. 
If objection is made to the gentleman from New 
York proceeding, he is not in order. rig te 

Mr. DUER. Have I not the right tomake a 
request to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 


i; state what my object is? 


The SPEAKER. 
general consent. 

Mr. INGE objected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired what was the 
pending question ? : 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is.upon 
agreeing to the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


This can only be done by 


i| and the previous question is moved, the effect of 
i which will be to bring the House to a direct vote 


upon the resolution. awl E 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired whether it would 
be in order to move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this subject to a day certain? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it would not be 
in order pending the demand for the previous ques- 


Mr. ASHMUN desired to suggest (as the re- | 
porter understood) that, after the special order had |: 
been disposed of, the regular order of business || 


would be the call of the committees for reports, |; } 


when the gentleman from Ohio{Mr. Porrer] could || 
introduce his bill. i 
Mr. POTTER. 


It will only take a moment. 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Asumun.) Does the 


gentleman object? 
Mr. ASHMUN. Ido not wish to object. 
merely made a suggestion. A 
The reading of the title of the bill was called for. | 
And the title thereof was read as ‘A bill to re- | 
duce and modify the rates of postage,” &c. | 
Objection was made. 
So the bill was not introduced. 


NEW MEXICO. 


The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Srrone, that there be a call of the House. 


ra 
| of the Chair. 


iy 


tion; for the previous question, if sustained, would 


| cut off a motion to postpone, even if already pend- 


ng. ot A 
Mr. DUER. I ask a favor never denied in this 


i! House, i. e., to have an amendment read for the 


information of the House, which I propose to offer 
in case the previous question is not sustained. 

Mr. INGE and others objected. 

Mr. CROWELL, {wish to make an inquiry 
It is this: If the previous question 
be voted down, will it then be in order to offer an 
amendment to the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order to offer an 
amendment, if it be relevant. 

The question, ‘Is there a second to the demand 
‘for the previous question ?”? was taken, and. > 

The SPEAKER announced—ayes 92; noes 82. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Moors and Vewanur were appointed. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 
And the question, “ Shall there be a call of the i; 


The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 97, noes 90. bees 


So there was a second. 


„resolation. i 


“to such a paper as | desire to offer? 


„it wasin order to, have a vote of the FHEouse upon 


„gentleman from New York can, under 


“dogs the Chair decide, where a paper is admitted 
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J uly 18, 


ng, “Shall the main question 


` The question hei 
be now put?” 
Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays weré ordered. 
Mr. GORMAN. I now move to lay the res- 
olution on the.table. 

„Mr. ROOT. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
that. question. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. > 

Mr. GORMAN called for the reading of the | 


| 
| 


The resolution was read. i ji 
The question recurring upon the motion to lay | 
the.resqlution,on. the table— . \ 
Mr. SCHENCK wished to make an inquiry of 
the Chair, whether, if the whole subject were laid 
on the table, the Delegate would not be left out? 
The SPEAKER replied,-that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, he would be. ‘he motion, to lay the 
reaolution-on the table, carried the whole subject 
with it. . : i 
Mr. DUER... Did I not understand the Chair 
the other day to say, that where the reading of a 
paper was called for, and objected to, it might be 
read bya vote of the House, although the pre- 
vious. question had been demanded? If so, I ask 
whether the decision of the Chair does not apply 


Mr. INGE. Has not the call commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman has answered. 

The CHAIR would state that he held the other 
day, where a paper was proposed, though not in 
order, as an amendment at that time, that as it 
might be at a subsequent stage of the proceedings, 


‘That decision, in the opinion of | 
presented by the | 
the paper of the 
the order 


its being read. 
the Chair, applies to. the paper 
gentleman from New York; and 


of the House, be read. 
_ Mr. CLINGMAN. 
decision of the Chair. 
debate 
Mr. DUER. Is the appeal debatable? 
The SPEAKER, It is not. 
Mr. INGE. 1 would like to ask of the Chair, | 


I appeal again from the 
I do not understand while 


not to be in order, that it is competent for a mem- 
ber to offer to introduce it, and if another member 
objects, that the Speaker is then to propound the 
question to the House, whether the paper, confess- 
edly not coming within the rules, shall be read ? 

‘he SPEAKER. The decision made the other |} 
day is, that where a member rises and asks that} 
an amendment, in connection with the subject | 
under consideration, may be read for information | 
to the House, and objection is made, a majority of 
the House may order it to be read for information. 

Mr. INGE. Well, that will abrogate all the 
rules of the ELouse. 

‘The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee? 2 

Mr. INGE asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURT desired to know whether a motion 
had not been made to lay the whole subject on 
the table? 

The SPEAKER. 
made. ; 
Mr. BURT. Then in what event can the mo- | 
tion of the gentleman from New York be in order? |} 


Such a motion has been | 


The SPEAKER. The House may not lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. TOOMBS asked what rule of the House it 
was that gave this question of reading precedence | 
over both the previous question and the motion 
to lay on the table? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bases his decision 
upon the rule of the House. Where the reading 
-of a paper is called for, it may be propounded to | 
the House, in case it is an amendment which con- 
necis itself with the subject before the House, 

though it may not at the time be ih order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Lask whether it must not con- 
nect itself with the question under consideration? 

The SPEAKER. That is the point made by | 

ah Cardi ; 
the gentleman from North Carolina—that it must | 
be in order at the time. If it was in order, it | 
could not be objected to under any circumstances. | 

Mr. INGE. ` I beg to ask how this Elouse can | 
know whether it connects itself with the subject? |i 

The SPEAKER., The. gentleman from New j 
York proposes to offer an amegdment, stating that || 
it is an amendment which is relevant, and aske |) 


that it be read for information. The House can- 
not know whether it is relevant or not until it is 
read for information. 

Mr. JONES. Will not the reading of this 
paper be in effect an argument why the subject 
should not be laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot state. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked for the reading of the 
rule. ° 

It was read, as follows: 

« When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 
is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a 
vote of the House.” ` 

His object (said Mr. A.) was merely to ask 


whether this rule did not apply to papers already į 


in the possession of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, “ Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” The yeas and nays are asked. 

The question on ordering the yeas and nays 
was taken, and 

The SPEAKER announced—ayes 29, and that 
(unless a division was called for) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

Mr. INGE called for tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Warno and 
Duncan were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 36. A count of the negative was 
not insisted upon. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CROWELL. Will the Chair please to state 
the point of order decided by the Chair from 
which an appeal has been taken, so that we can 
vote as_undertandingly ? f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 


! the point of order, at the request of the gentleman 


from Ohio. The gentleman from New York rose, 
and asked that an amendment, which he proposes 
to offer to the resolution, in the event that the 


sresolution is not laid upon the table, and that in 


the fature progress of the question an amendment 
may be in order—may be read for information to 
the House. Itis objected to by a member of the 
House, upon the ground that no paper can be read 
under the rule of the House, which is not at the 
time in the possession of the House. That is the 
point made, as it is understood by the Chair. 
The Chair has ruled, in conformity with the de- 
cision made a few days since and sustained by 
the House—that where a gentleman rises and 
states that the paper he proposes to offer is an 
amendment relevant to the subject under con- 
sideration, though it is not in order to be offered 
at the time, the House can by a majority direct 
the paper to be read. 

Mr. BAYLY. After the previous question is 
seconded, can any amendment whatever be 
offered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has statt that 
there cannot be. The House may by reconsidera- 
tion bring the resolution back before the House, 
in such a position that it will be open to amend- 
ment. 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the 


Chair stand as the judgment of the Flouse?™ was | 
then taken, and resulied—yeas 84, nays 103; as 


follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Bennett, 
Binguam, B kee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Buter, Joseph Cable, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Dinunick, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Nathan 
Evans, Fich, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, 


Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Hall, Halloway, Haymond, Hebard, | 
Henry, Hibbard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jack- | 


son, Julian, Kerr, James G. King, John A. King, Me- 
Ganghey, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, 
Newell, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Reed, 
Risley, Robbins, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, Sprague, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, 
Underhill, Waldo, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, 
and Young—8&4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Av- 
erett, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Jo- 


: seph P. Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
| Conger, Daniel, Deberry, Dixon, Dunham, Edmundson, 


Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherstou, Gerry, Gorman, 
Green, Grinnell, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hilliard, 
Holaday, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W- 
Jackson, Andrew Johuson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, George G. King, Preston King, 
La Sére, Lefiler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mar- 
shall, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, Robert M. 
McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, Mc Wil- 
lie, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Ogle, Orr, 
Owen, Parker, Peek, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Root, 


Í Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schooleraft, Sed- 
don, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Srann, 
Alexander H.. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, Toombs, Vena- 
ble, Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wil: 
liams, Winthrép, and Woodward—103, 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 

And the House decided that the paper should 
noi be read. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Gorman, thatthe whole subject be laid upon 
the table. 

On this motion the yeas and nays had hereto- 
fore been ordered. 

And the question, ‘Shall the whole subject be 
laid upon the table??? was then taken, and result- 
ed—yeas 105, nays 94; as follow: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Bocock, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, Albert G. Brown, 
Wiiliam J. Brown, Buel, Burt, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Coleack, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Swing, Feather- 
ston, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Biliard, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Maan, 
Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDowell, Robert M. Me- 
Lane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, Me Willie, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, 
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Powell, Richard, 
son, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Atexander H. 
Stephens, Strong, Thomas, James Thompson, ‘Toombs, 
Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Young—~ 
105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissel}, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, Chester Buter, Thomas: B. Butler, Joseph Cable- 
Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, 
Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, 
Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Nathan. Evans, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Harlan, Hebard, Henry, Bous- 
ton, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, George G. 
King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Horace 
Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, 
Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogte, Olds, Otis, Peck, 
Pheenix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Risley, Robinson, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, 
Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Wentworth, White, 
Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—94. 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 

(Mr. McDonay, when his name was ealled,. 
stated that he had paired off with his colleague, 
Mr. Aupertson, who was detained from. the 
House by indisposition. The two votes would 
have neutralized each other.] 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolation had been laid on the table, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced 27 in favor of ordering the yeas and nays, 
and stated that, in the opinion of the Chair, the 
yeas and nays werc not ordered. 

Mr. CARTTER asked for tellers upon ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Harris, of 
Tennessee, and Duncan, were appointed. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
| ayes 38, noes 122. : 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 103, nays 93; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Bocock, Bokee, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, E. Carrington Cab- 
ell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, 
Williamson KR. W. Cobb, Colcock, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, 
| Dimmiek, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Isham €. Harris, Sampson W, Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hub- 
| bard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James 
L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, 
La Sére, Lefiler, Littlefield, Jub Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
McClernand, McDowell, Robert M- McLane, Finis E. Mc- 
Lean, MeMullen, McQueen, MeWilie, Meade, Miller, 
Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, Ouuaw, Owen, 
Parker, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, ‘Thomas, James 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wiliama, 
Woodward, and Young—103, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Asiman, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bisscii, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, Bur- 
rows, Chester Buuer, ‘Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, 
| Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duer, 
Duncan, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, 
| Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grin- 
| nev, Halloway, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Henry, 
| Houston, Bowe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, 
f George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
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King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, { 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Netson, Newéll, Ome, Olds, 
Otis, Pcasiee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Risley, 
Robinson, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerborn, 
Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stet- 
son, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Went- | 
worth, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—93, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, and the whole subject was disposed of by 
being laid on the table. f 

Mr. MEADE asked leave to report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and have put upon 
its passage, a resolution from the Senate, (the pur- 

rtof which was not stated.) i 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired what was the regular 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the regular order | 
was the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. ASHMUN objected to the reception of the 
report. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House, upon the private 
valendar. 

DESERET. 

Mr. STRONG. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into Gom- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 
take up the special order—-the report of the Com- 
mittee on Elections upon the application of the 
Delegate from Deseret to be admitted to a seat in | 
this House. 

The SPEAKER stated that, it being a special 
order, in the opinion of the Chair the latter mo- 
tion took precedence. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, inquired what 
was the special order? : 

The SPEAKER replied as above stated. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If these propo- 
sitions are voted down, and the committees are 
called for reports during the morning hour, will it 
not then be in order to move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the Speaker's table ? 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

The question being on the motion of Mr. 
Srrone— 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused. 

Mr. DANIEL asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Riciarpson, and | 
Mr. Kine, of Rhode Island, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 100, 

The vgie was given up by the noes, without a | 
count. 


UTAH, (OR DESERET.) 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. McLane, 
of Maryland, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the report , 
of the Committee on Elections on the memorial of 
A. W. Babbit, Esq., praying admission to a seat 
on this floor as Delegate from the Territory of 
Deseret. 

Mr. STRONG, chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, was entitled to the floor, and took it. 

He did not suppose, he said, that the disposi- 
tion of the resolution submitted by the Committee 
on Elections, and which was now before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
its consideration, would occupy the attention of 
the committee more than a very short time. It | 
was not his intention to discuss the matter at any 
length, unless, as he did not anticipate, serious 
objection should be made to the adoption of the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Elections. 
The report which the committee submitted was a 

unanimous report, There was no difference of 
opinion among the members of the committee in | 
regard to the conclusion at which they had arrived, 
But inasmuch as it was some time since the 
House or the committee had had its attention 
called to the case, and as the report of the com- 
mittee was not long, he would ask that the Clerk 
might read it, and thus save him (Mr. S.) the labor 
of extending his remarks, 

The Clerk read the report. 

The following is the resolution which the com- 
mittee recommend for the adoption of the House: 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to admit Aimon. W, Bab- 


bit, Esq., to a seat in this body as a Delegate from the al- 
leged State of Deseret. 


Mr STRONG then continued. He proposed, 
he said, to say only afew words in relation to 


jÍ from the Territory of Deseret. 


this case, and he should not be induced to depart 
from that intention, unless it might become requi- 
| Site for him to reply to objections taken to the re- 
| port of the committee. He had already stated 


|i that that report was unanimously made. There 


į was no minority report. He would not occupy 
i the time of the committee by recapitulatinggthe 

facts stated in the report of the committee. It 
would be found on reference to that document, 
that, with the exception of the difficulty arising 
out of the question of boundary, the objections 
which had been urged against the admission of 
the Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico 
applied in all their force to the case of the Delegate 
But there was one 
į additional consideration, to which he desired to 


tj call the attention of gentlemen, which had had 


| great effect upon the minds of the Committee on 
Elections. A State had been formed out of the 
| Territory of Deseret. The people of that Terri- 
į tory had formed a provisional State government. 
They had elected a Legislature. That Legislature 
had assembled, and had elected Mr. Babbit asa 
Delegate to Washington. But the same Legisla- 
ture which had elected him, sent with him a me- 
| morial to be presented here, which had -been 
already presented, and referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and which, he presumed, was 
{now before that committee. In that memorial, 
the Legislature asked, first, that the State of Des- 
eret might be admitted into the Union upon an 
equal footing with the other States. In_the sec- 
‘ond place, they asked that, if Congress declined to 
| admit Deseret as a State upon an equal footing 
with other States of the Union, Congress would 
| grant them some form of territorial government. 
;The memorial then went on to ask, that when 
Congress should have provided some form of 
government for the Territory, whether by admis- 
sion as a State or by furnishing them with a terri- 
| torial government, then that Mr. Babbit might be 
admitted to a seat upon the floor of the House of 
Representatives. 

{t would be observed that the constituency 
lof Mr. Babbit—those by whom he had been 
| elected—those who confided to him the trast with 


be received on this floor until Congress should 
have given some form of government to that Ter- 
ritory. When, therefore, Mr. Babbit came here 
and asked the House to admit him to a seat on 
this floor, he asked for that which the legisla- 
tive constitaency who sent him here had not 
asked. On the contrary, they asked that he should 
ibe received after a form of government should 
| have been established, and not before. 

I presume, (continued Mr. S.) indeed I know, 
that this consideration alone was conclusive 
in the minds of all the members of the Committee 
| on Elections, as I suppose it will be in the minds 
of the members of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, whom I am now ad- 
dressing. 1 hold in my hand the report of the 
Committee on Elections, and if gentlemen will 
give me their attention for a single moment, I will 
read a short extract from the memorial of the 
| Provisional Legislature of Deseret—that Legisla- 
i ture which elected Mr. Babbit. The conclusion 
! of the memorial is in the following words: 


s Your memoriatists, therefore, ask your honorable body 
to favorably consider their interests 5 and, if consistent with 
the constitution and usages of the Federal Government, 
that the constitution accompanying this memorial be rati- 
fied, and that the State of Deseret be admitted into the 
Onion on an equal footing with the other States; or such 
other form of civil government as your wisdom and mag- 
nanimity may award to the people of Deseret ; and, upon 
the adoption of any form of government here, that their 
Delegate be received, and their interests properly and faith- 
fully represented in the Congress of the United States,” 

It will thus be seen, (continued Mr. S.,) that I 
| have fairly stated the substance of the memorial 
which the legislative constituency of Mr. Babbit 
| addressed to this body, and that they did not 
ask that we should receive him as a Delegate from 
them, until some form of government should 
have been awarded to them; that they did not 
send Mr. Babbit here for the purpose of having a 
seat on this floor, until such government should 
have been provided for the Territory as Congress, 
| in its wisdom and patriotism, might think proper. 
In the present state of the case, I do not pro- 


i 


i 
ł 


desires to speak, I wili move that the committe rise 
and report the resolution to the House. 
Mr. McDONALD desired, he said, to offer an 


| which he was charged, did not ask that he might || Gn uestionably citizens of the United States, and 


pose to say anything more, and if no gentleman į 


amendment to the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Elections. : ` 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

“That Aimon W. Babbit be admitted to a seat in the 
House of Representatives of the United States, as a- Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Deseret, for the present -Con- 
gress.” 

The amendment having been read ace 
. Mr. McDONALD sgaid, that he did not desire 
to enter at any length into the. discussion ‘of this 
question, but merely tq. submit one or two obger- 
vations, growing out of the previous action af the 
House, as applicable to the case now under con- 
sideration. The chairman of the Çommittee on 
Elections, [Mr. Strone,] who had just concluded 
his remarks, seemed to suppose that there were 
reasons existing in the case of the Territory of 
Deseret, which more imperatively called upon thie 
House to reject her application, than existed in the 
case of the application which had just been. deci- 
ded from the Territory of New Mexico. 

Now, (continued Mr. McD.,) I was in favor of 
the admission of the Delegate from New Mexieo 
to a seat on this floor, believing that it is a matter 
which addressed itself to the sound discretion of 
this House, to admit at any time a Delegate to 
represent a class of people who have no ether rep- 
resentative here; not for the purpose of being-a 
representative, in the general sense of the term, 
but for the purpose of furnishing to the Mogae 
any information which may. be required pertain- 
ing to the interests of that particular people; f 
think it was most clearly for the interest of the 
people of New Mexico, that they should have 
had such a representative here, and I believe that 
Congress could have acted much more intelligently 
and satisfactorily upon questions relating to that 
Territory, if aided by the information to be de- 
rived from such an accredited agent, than they could 
act without it. The House, however, entertained 
a different opinion. Many reasons were urged 
against the admission of her Delegate—the most 
forcible of which was, that New Mexico had no 
political organization, That was an objection 
which could not apply to the case of Deseret. 
The people of that Territory had provided a State 
government—a political organization. They were 


their interests should be promoted here by the 
admission of an accredited agent, capable of. fur- 
nishing any information which might be required. 

Where is Deseret, and what are our means of 
information in relation to her? It is a Territory 
situated in the central portion of California, almost 
one thousand miles from any organized govern- 
ment, except its own; and I understand that such 
are the difficulties of communication with the 
country that it was not until the lapse of eight 
months after the presidential election, that her 
people knew who had been chosen President of 
the United States. How, then, is it possible for 
members of Congress from different portions of the 
TInion to understand the peculiar: interests of a 
people so remote and isolated ? : 

But the chairman of the Committee: on Elec- 
tions says, that because Deseret. has adopted ‘a 
State Constitution, therefore we must not admit 
her Delegate, lest, thereby, we adopt her consti- 
tution also. Does the gentleman believe that the 
House of Representatives can admit a State into the 
Union? Can we, by a resolution of the House, 
admit a State into the Confederacy? Surely not. 
We cannot, then, so recognize the political institu- 
tions which these people have formed as to give 
them more force or effect than attaches lo them at 
this time. Nor do we, by the simple admission 
of a Delegate here to represent the wishes of that 
people, adopt, or recognize any political organiza- 
tion established by themselves. 

Further than that: From the memorial of the 
Legislature of Deseret which has been read, and 
from the report of the Committee on Elections, 
it seems that these people have acted with great 
forbearance, prudence, and moderation, For the 
purpose of self-protection, they formed a State 
government; and they call upon the Congress of 
the United States, either to give them a State. gov- 
ernment, or to form such other organic law, or 
regulations as Congress in its wisdom may think 
proper. Itis trae they did not expect their Dele- 
gate to take his seat until some form of: gov- 
ernment had been furnished. But could they have 
believed that Congress would have remained sven 
months in session, and that the question of their 
organization would not, during that-loog period, 
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even have been approached? And may not this | lieved that scarcely a doubt would be entertained 
unprecedented delay on.the part of Congress in |! of the propriety of the admission of these gen- 


acting for the people of that Territory very justly 
have induced a departure from the strict line of in- 
structions which Mr. Babbit had received, so that 


he might ask to be admitted at once, to represent | 


the rights ard interests of the people who sent him 
here? T think there is much in the case now pre- 
sented which appeals to our sound discretion, and 


which did not exist in the case of New Mexico. | 


And I think, as I have already said, that the mere 
admission to this floor of a person to represent that 
neop'e, cannot recognize the institutions of the 
Territory, or give any force or effect to them, or 
place in his hands any legislative authority. Nor 
do I believe that the mere act of admission can 
confer upon him any rights or incidents belonging 
toa Delegate froma. regularly organized Territory. 
It is merely the privilege of a seat, and nothing 
more. He js not a Delegate in the sense laid 
down by the statute book, or of the usage of the 
Government as existing from its foundation. 
Nor can he enjoy the rights and immunities of the 
representative of such a Territory, except under an 
act of Congress, passed under ali the sanctions of 
law. He is admitted merely that he may give in- 
formation as to the people whom he represents— 
that he may present their petitions here and ask 
for thera such legistation as may be suited to their 
peculiar wants and condition, 

I shall, therefore, vote in favor of the amend- 
ment which I have offered, because I believe that 
it is nothing more than a simple act of justice to 
the people who sent him here, that this gentleman 
should be admitted to the privilege of a seat on 
this floor. 

Mr. GENTRY said he had voted in favor of the 
admission of the Delegate from New Mexico, and 
he intended to vote in favor of the admission of 
the Delegate from Deseret. He held the opinion, 
that it was within the discretion of this House to 
admit, or to refuse to admit, any man presenting 
himself here as the representative of any given 
number of persons claiming to be citizens of the 
United States. There was nothing in the Consti- 
tution which limited or prescribed the power of 
the House in this regard; nor was there anything 
in any law of the Government which did so. De- 
riving his impressions—and probably his preju- 
dices—from those early gleanings of American 
history which we all read in our school-boy days, 
it was an impression probably a prejudice, in 
his mind—he, however, regarded it as a principle, 
that a people over whom it was claimed to exer- 
cise the right of government, had the rightto be rep- 
resented. It was a principle which, in a very 
great degree, constituted the essence of the Ameri- 
can Revolution. It was the assertion of the power 


i 
i 
| 
j 
| 


i 
i 
i 


in the British Parliament to tax, at its will, the ! 


people of colonies to which it denied the right of 
representation, that led our fathers to assert that 
right, and to maintain it with their blood. He re- 
garded it, therefore, as a great American principle, 
that where the right to rule was asserted, the correla- 
tive right of representation must follow; and when- 
ever we abandon that right, we should be faithless 
to the principles of the American Revolution. That 
was his view. 

Bui, to put the matter on the ground of policy, 
he believed that every consideration: of policy 
should induce as to admit, at once, both the Dele- 


gate from New Mexico and the Delegate from || 


Deseret. What did the House decide in either 


the disputed boundary of New Mexico?. Cer- 
tainly not. Did it recognize, or give force to any 
political organization which had been formed, or 
which purported to have been formed? Surely 
not. The House simply decided that these people 
were American citizens, who had the right to be 
represented on this floor, whose laws were to be 
made by which their welfare was to be affected, 
and their destiny determined. That was all which 
the House would decide. Upon the ground of 
policy alone, therefore, to these remote posses- 
sions, newly acquired as they were, was it not 
proper to give to these people the protection which 
they had a right to expect under the treaty of 
Guadalupe, and to extend to them all the courtesy, 


consideration, and kindness, not incompatible | 


with public interests, which it might be in the 
power of the House to bestow? If the question 
could be decided, divested of all these extraneous 


‘issues which had been connected with it, he be- | 


|; demen had voted with the South in the negative. | 


| temen. What evil could result? What injury 
‘could be inflicted ? : 
: Let them tell us the wants, the wishes of these 


: egate from New Mexico was opposed by the South 


‘and advocated by the North in the main, though 


| dictates of my conscience and my judgment, and 
I will not vote in servile surrender of my belief 
and my conscience, to any clamor from any quar- 
i! ter whatsoever. | 
With respect to the objection that there is no! 
| regularly-organized community to be represented 
| here, my understanding of the facts is altogether 
| different. My understanding is, that New Mexico 
| has been a regulari y-organized political community 


| ject to the absolute rule of the Central Government 
‘of Mexico; but for more than a hundred years 
| existing as a distinct separate community, in a 
‘regularly organized form. And I think the same 
Mr. WOODWARD replied to the remarks of | 
i Mr. Genrry, on the subject of the rejection of the | 
| Delegate from New Mexico. He insisted that the 
i sectional vote was in favor of that Delegate, and į 
| not against him. A large body of northern gen- | 


| Some gentlemen seemed to suppose, that when- 
| ever the North thought proper to support or op- 
| pose any measure from sectional views, right or 
| wrong, the South was bound to go over and vote 
with them, in order to prevent sectional issues. | 
He (Mr. W.) thought otherwise. Let those | 
who make sectional issues be responsible for | 


rights of New Mexico. 
perfect right to conquer New Mexico, but denied 
| that we could govern her after conquest. What 
: an absurdity! We could wrest her from the coun- 
: try to which she belonged, against her will; take 
from her the constitution of the Central Govern- 
ment of Mexico; tear her from the people of her 
own race, who spoke her own language and pro- 
‘ fessed her own religion, and force her into connec- 
tion with a people ofa different race, language and 
religion;—we could do these violent and injurious 
acts, but could not perform the benign and pro- | 
tective act of governing her. We could, by con- 
quest, assume sovereignty and jurisdiction, but | 
could not practice them. Sir, it is discreditable to | 
|; the American Congress that such wretched petti- 
fogging should ever have been advocated on this 
floor. Gentlemen appear to forget that the right 
| of conquest is a higher right than that of govern- | 
; ment, and necessarily includes it. 
As to the admission of the Delegate from Dese- | 


i of the United States and of the people of Deseret. 
We had no sufficient evidence that the applicant, į 
(Babbit,) represented the whole people there. It | 
was quite certain he did not. If we should admit i 
him, a Delegate might to-morrow, come with such 
credentials as would oblige us to give him a pref- 
erence. 
sections of that country with as feasible preten- 
sions as the present one. Before admitting any 
Delegate you should determine by geographical | 
limits, what is Deseret, and what inhabitants con- | 
stitute one people, and are entitled to one and the 
| Same Delegate. Otherwise each of a dozen differ- | 
; ent groups might claim a Delegate independently of | 
| the rest. There is no mode of establishing the 
į political unity of a people, except by means of 
| geographical bounds. A contrary doctrine would 
lead to the consequence, that each county ina 
State might proclaim its separate existence and in- 
| dependence; indeed, that each individual man, 


| fact now obtains in relation to Deseret. i 
i 


them. He scouted the doctrine of the political |! 
Gentlemen admitted a || 


i! 
| quorum present, and because of the absence he 


if 
À the | ret, it would be in derogation of the rights, both || 
case by doing so? Did it decide the question of | 


might declare himself sovereign and independent 


. done, and is to be done in this case. 


of the State; a sort of sovereignty that exists in 


great perfection with a Rocky mountain buffalo, 


or a Scandinavian bear. i 
Fo admit this Delegate would be to recognize 
the political existence of Deseret as she is, or 
claims to be. The admission of him of course 
would imply a provision by act Congress for 
his compensation, &c., as has invariably beem 
Such a 
course would amount te-a reeognition of the laws 
and constitution of Deseret. ‘The Federal court 
would so decide in any litigation that might come 


| before it involving the question. 


itis a great mistake to suppose that oar treaty 
with Mexico secured any rights to our own citi- 
zens in the conguered territory. The stipulations 
of the treaty are for the protection of the rights of 
the Mexican inhabitants; thatis, their civil rights, 
they having no political rights. The conqueror 
has no need of treaty stipulations to protect his 
people. The conquered nation alone resorts to 
such stipulations. And thus it was in our treaty 
with Mexico. To coneede the claims of these 
Mormons, would be, therefore, to take the benefits 
of the treaty from the only people entitled to them. 
We are bound, by treaty, to govern the Mexican 
population, or else to establish regular local gov- 
ernments for the purpose. 

In that portion of his remarks relating to the 
Delegate from New Mexico— 

Mr. WOUDWARD was called to order by 

The CHAIRMAN, who stated, that although 
it might be proper to refer to the past action of the 
committee on a subject which they had disposed 
of, it was not, in the opinion of the Chair, in order 
to enter into the direct discussion of such a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WOODWARD claimed the right to reply 
to Mr. Genrry, and was proceeding In the same 
tenor of remark, when 

The CHAIRMAN again interposed,and stated, 
that if this latitude of debate were to be allowed, 
it must be by the committee, and not by the Chair. 
In the opinion of the Chair, the gentleman was 
out of order in the remarks which he had made, 
discussing the question of the admission of the 
Delegate from New Mexico. 

Mr. WOODWARD appealed from the decision. 

Mr. ORR moved that his colleague be allowed 
to proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the gentleman had 
that privilege without a motion. 

Mr. ASHMUN appealed from the decision 
ruling the remarks of the gentleman from South 
Carolina out of order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. The gentleman from 
South Carolina has already appealed. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he understood the gentle- 
man from South Carolina not to insist upon his 
appeal. 

Mr. INGE said, he would appeal if the gentle- 
man from South Carolina did not. 

Mr. BAYLY suggested to the gentleman ma- 
king the appeal the propriety, as the gentleman 
from South Carolina was nearly through his re- 
marks, and as there was no quoram in committee, 
of withdrawing the appeal and not breaking up 
the committee. 


Mr. WOODWARD said, as there was not a 


could not obtain his rights, he would waive saying 
anything further upon this point, and would with- 
draw his appeal. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. 
of the Chair, l appeal. 
Mr. INGE. 1 desire that this debate shall go 
on, and that the same latitude of debate shall be 


If that is the decision 


| extended to others that was extended to the gen- 


Z | tleman from Tennessee. 
Half a dozen might come from different || 


l have not withdrawn 
the appeal. 

' The CHAIRMAN said, he had not decided 
that the gentleman from South Carolina could not 
reply to the gentleman from Tennessee. The 
Chair had decided that the debate on this question 
of the admission of a Delegate for Utah could not 
be diverted to the discussion of a question already 
acted upon and disposed of. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
taken, and decided in the negative, without a di- 
vision. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and 
Mr: Woopwarp’s remarks were decided to be in 
order. 
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Mr. WOODWARD resumed and concluded his | 


remarks, as above. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose and said, he 
would not speak upon this question but for the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Gentry.] With what had been uttered 
by that gentleman regarding the right of every 
people to representation, heentirely agreed. That 
principle of representation lies at the foundation 
of our Government, and it is due to the people of 
the Territories of the United States, to the people 
of New Mexico, to the people of California, to 
the people of Utah, that their rights and interests 
should be represented here. And it is because it 
might be inferred from the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr, Genrry] that those 
who voted in the affirmative to lay upon the table 
the resolution declaring that it is inexpedient to 
admit Mr. Smith, were opposed to giving govern- 
ment and representation to the people of New 
Mexico, that he now made these remarks. 

Whatever might be the views of other gentle- 
men, for himself he declared that he had been gov- 
erned, in giving his vote, not only by no such 
motive, but by one entirely the contrary. He 
believed that the speediest method of giving gov- 
ernment to these people was to refrain at this mo- 
ment from any proceeding calculated to offend the 
opinions or sensibilities of any portion of the peo- 
ple of any part of the country, while a great meas- 
ure was pending, providing, among other things, 
for the establishment of a territorial organization 
for New Mexico. That measure must very soon 
come before this House for its consideration, and 
he trusted that it might receive such a support as 
would secure its a@option. This, then, he thought 
no time, by hasty and inconsiderate action, to 
peril the permanent welfare of the very people 
whose good we had at heart. 

That the one hundred thousand people of New 
Mexico, who for much more than a century had 
enjoyed the forms of civil government, were still 
entitled to all the privileges which were the right 
of every American citizen, he thought a proposi- 
tion so plain, upon the very face of it, that it re- 


quired no argument for its support; and the right į 


to be represented, without which none of those 
privileges could be secured, he was for according 
to these people; but he considered that person the 
best friend of New Mexico who, in the surest 
practical way, set about the attainment of his ob- 
ject; and the best judgment he could form was, 
that it was better to give a government, a constitu- 
tion and laws, to New Mexico, and let Mr. Smith, 
for whom he entertained the most friendly feel- 
ings, wait for a few weeks, than it was immedi- 
ately to admit him, (which, in fact, gave to the 
people no government, other or more than they 
have now,) and thus peril the adoption of that con- 
stitution and those laws; for, in his opinion, it did 
put them in peril. . 

Though these people have the right of repre- 
sentation, yet it is a matter of discretion with us 
at what time that right shall be exercised, and 
whether immediately, or at the lapse of some pru- 
dent interval, which is to be determined by all the 
circumstances of the case. He, for one, would never 
consent to postpone for any very considerable pe- 
riod the enjoyment of the privilege of .representa- 
tion; and it was only because he thought ‘ the 
_ longest way round, in this instance, the shortest 
way home” that he had given an affirmative vote. 

Neither would he consider a negative vote as 
trenching upon the rights of Texas; such a vote 
was no expression of opinion upon the question of 
boundary; and even if it were, he would not feel as 
much repugnance at giving it, if it were necessary, 
as some other gentlemen at the South might. He 
believed, that with whatever ability the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Howarp] might represent his 
district, (and he was sure every one would accord 
to that gentleman the possession of ability;) yet no 
one, not even that gentleman, would pretend that 
he at all represented the sentiment or opinion of 
New Mexico; and as he did not, it was fair that 
they should have here some one who did. And in 
proper season, and when it can be done without 
periling the peace and harmony of the country, 
‘and actually delaying the enjoyment of good gov- 
ernment by New Mexico, he was willing and de- 
sirous to accord to her a representative. 

When he declared that he was in favor of set- 
tling the unfortunate difficulties which embarrass 
the country, he spoke the sentiment of his heart; 


| complaint of us. I 
|The Crown sent them governors, secretaries, 


and he earnestly desired the passage of the bill 
now pending in the Senate, as the most likely 
method to rid us of the harassing questions which 
disturb our quiet, and peril our peace. This meas- 
ure seemed the most practical, and, indeed, the 
only one from which we could hope anything at 
this -session of Congress. It would give New 
Mexico not only. a Delegate without constitution 
or laws, but a Delegate and constitution and laws; 
and that so speedily, if we set ourselves earnestly 
about its consideration and adoption, that the little 
delay which a refusal to admit a Delegate to-day, 
gives to her right of representation, was a matter 
of the most inconsiderable importance; more es- 
pecially as that delay secures laws and a constitu- 
tion, while the admission of to-day provides for 
neither. f 

That bill does more: it provides for the admis- 
sion of California—an admission which he (Mr. 
E.) sincerely desired, and, in his judgment, it pre- 


the Confederacy. 

In his opinion, there were persons—the pretend- 
ed friends of California—not, to be sure, in this 
House or the other, who really at heart desired her 
exclusion for the sake of the capital which might 
be made by that exclusion; they did not seek the 
best practical means of bringing her into the 
Union, but they endeavored, after a method of 
apparent speed, but real delay, which, in all prob- 
ability would end in preventing the admission of 
that State, and thus enable them to fan the flames 
of faction, and of discord, and secure for them- 
selves all that strength which the refusal to admit 
a State into the Confederacy must infallibly give 
them in the northern States, if the Representa- 
tives of southern States shall suffer themselves to 
be placed in a false position on this subject, as 
many agitators, no doubt, hope they may. 

These pretended friends of California say, that 
they are in favor of bringing the present difficul- 
ties to a speedy settlement, and of admitting that 
State, while every step they take has a tendency 
to postpone a settlement, and to exclude Califor- 
nia. 
mode for bringing her into the Union. He had 
felt assured in his own mind that the admission of 
Mr. Smith, as a Delegate from New Mexico, 
would have had the effect of delaying any adjust- 
ment of the general territorial question, and, with 
this conviction, he had voted to lay the resolution 
of the Committee on Elections on the table. He 
desired to see the sway of the United States ex- 
tended in the shape of an organized government 
i overall the Territories we have aequired from Mex- 
ico. He was for giving governments to Utah and 
| all the new Territories. He was at all times ready 
to rebuke the opposite doctrine; and he trusted 
that all those who sincerely desired the admission 
| of California and the Territories, would take the 
| plain course to reach that end. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he had 
taken no part in the debates on the question of ad- 
mitting the Delegate from New Mexico, nor did 
| he intend to participate in this discussion at any 
| great length. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Gentry,] had announced the principle which had 
governed his vote in favor of Mr. Smith, as a 
Delegate from New Mexico, and had informed us 
that he should govern himself by the same princi- 
| ple in voting for Mr. Babbit, the Delegate from 
Deseret. To the correctness of the honorable 
gentleman’s theory, Mr. B. made no sort of ob- 
| jection, and if the theory was applicable to the 
matter in hand, he should be found voting with 
the gentleman from Tennessee. : 

The honorable gentleman says, it is a part of 
the early theory of our Government, that, when- 
ever you govern a people, you should grant them 
representation. No one could mistake the mean- 
ing of the gentleman. He meant to assimi- 
jate this case to that of our colonial forefathers, 
and to assume that, as they complained with jus- 
tice of the British Crown for governing them with- 
out giving them representation, the people in New 
Mexico and Deseret may justly make the same 
The colonies were governed. 


judges and tax-gatherers. It required the acts of 


|i their local legislatures to be sent home for approval. | 


| It governed them with most despotic sway; but 
| do we govern New Mexico and Deseret? How, 
i sir, in what manner have we governed these Ter- 


sented the speediest means for her admission into | 


He was desirous to adopt every practicable !| 


ritories?, We have steadily refused them all gov- 
ernments. The ægis of our protection has not 
been extended over them. We have sent them 
neither governors, Secretaries, judges, or tax-gath- 
erers. We have taken no cognizance of them, or 
of their condition. This state of things ought not 
so long to have existed. It was the solemn duty 
of Congress to have taken these people under its 
ċare—to have extended over them the shield of the 
Constitution—to have given them laws and gov- 
ernment. It was a reproach to Congress that all 
this had been neglected or refused. He, (Mr. B.,) 
took hisdue share of this general reproach. It 
had been the misfortune of himself and of others, 
that they could not agree on a form of government 
proper to be granted. It had been the misfortune 
of the people who were now seeking this informal 
admission on the floor of Congress, that these 
differences of opinion existed.” But were we on 
that account to set all precedent at defiance, disre- 
gard the law, and trample the principles of the 
Constitution under foot? He could not agree to 
this. He stood ready now, as he had stood from 
the beginning to vote a proper republican form of 
government to these territories—to fix for them 
proper metes and bounds; and this being done, he 
should vote for the admission of Delegates from 
each. 

Mr. B. said he disclaimed all sectional feelings 
in the votes he was giving. He had taken ground 
against the admission of Mr. Smith when he 
avowed himself a zealous pro-slavery advocate. 
He based his opposition then, as now, on the 
ground that the laws of the United States and the 
Constitution had not been extended over the 
Territory; that no territorial government had been 
established; that nothing had been done which 
gave to New Mexico any legal right to have her 
Delegate on the floor of Congress. When Mr. 
Smith changed his position, and to propitiate cer- 
tain influences, he turned Free-Soiler, and pub- 
lished a vulgar tirade against the South, he (Mr. 
B.) had not changed his position. He voted 
against him, as he had originally intended to do. 
He should now vote against Mr. Babbit, albeit he 
was understood to be at least not unfriendly to the 
South. 

He could not consent to admit every one to.a 
seat on this floor who comes here and demands 
admission. If the people on Tiger Island should 
send us a Delegate, he would vote against him. If 
| John Ross or Peter Pitchlyn ask admission from 
the Choctaws and Cherokees, he would vote 
against them. Ifthe hunters and trappers on the 
Rocky Mountains should send their Delegate here, 
he would vote against him. 

In all this proceeding he should govern himself 
by no sectional feeling, but by the sternest princi- 
ples. Whenever Delegates came here, as they had 
come in the earlier and better days of the Repub- 
lic, from Ohio and Mississippi, from Alabama and 
Indiana, from Arkansas and Michigan, and in- 
deed, from all the Territories, he should vote to 
admit them, and ask no questions as to whether 
they or their constituents were for or against sla~ 
very. 

He would not pursue this subject. He had 
risen. simply to reply to a remark of his friend 
from Tennessee. He feared that the popular idea 
that government and representation should go hand 
in hand, when propagated by a gentleman so dis- 
tinguished as the honorable member from Tennes- 
see, and coupled with the question in hand, might 
mislead the public mind. He had, therefore, felt 
bound to point out the clear distinction between 
the case before us, and the one assumed by the gen- 
tleman to exist. 

He concluded by repeating that, whenever Del- 
egates presented themselves from Territories 
| formed by the United States, and elected according 
to law, he should vote for their admission. Be- 

ond this he would not go. 

Mr. ROOT then addressed the House for nearly 
an hour. He ridiculed, as an absurdity, to talk 
about our power to effect the conquest of a coun- 
try, or of our want of power to extend laws over 
that country after we have acquired it. He re- 
plied to some of the positions taken by Mr. Woop- 
warp, and other speakers who had preceded him, 
and insisted that the admission of Babbit would 
be, in effect, to sanction all the laws and ordinances 
which had been enacted by the people of Deseret. 
He then went atlarge into some political remarks, 
lÍ referring to the rumored Cabinet appointments, 
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and predicting the results to which they would 
lead. [Mr. Roor’s speech will appear iñ the 
Appendix.] f 

Mr. R. having concluded, 

Mr. VENABLE obtained the floor, but yielded 
to a motion that the committee rise. 

Tellers on that motion were asked, and Messrs. 
Seppo, and Stevens, of Pennsylvania, were ap- 
pointed. ; P 

And the question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 59, noes 70. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. VENABLE said, ag he was too unwell 
to address the committee this evening, he would 
yield the floor to any gentlenian who chose to take 
it. 

Mr. V., resumed his seat. 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. DUER obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee for half an hour, partly in correc- 
tion of misapprehensions and misreports (not af- 
fecting this paper) of opinions heretofore expressed 
by him, and partly in further illustration and en- 
forcement of his own views touching the gues- | 
tion of the admission of Delegates. He yielded 
constantly to inquiries and explanations on points 
of constitutional and statute Jaw, (which will be 
embodied in the report hereafter published.) 

Mr. D. having concluded— 

Mr. BISSELL obtained the floor, but yielded 
to a motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correctly enrolled certain 
bilis, which received the signature of the Speaker. 

And then the House adjourned; 


PETITIONS, &e. i 

‘The following petitions, memorials, &e., were | 

presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 17 citizens of Wayne 
county, Indiana, praying Congress to repeal all laws by 
which slavery or the slave trade is upheid in the District 
of Columbia. - 

Also, the petition of 23 citizens of the same county,” 
praying Congress to prohibit slavery and the slave trade in 
all the territorios of the United States. 

Also, the petition of 23 citizens of the same county, 
praying Congress to refuse the admission of any more slave 

ta 

Also, the petition of 2? citizens of the same county, 
praying Congress to provide a trial by jury for persons 
ained as fugitive slaves, 

By Mr. CALVIN: The petition of Thomas E. Orbesan, 
and 67 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
establishment of a mail or post-route from Harrisonville, | 
Bedford county, to Orbisouia, Huntingdon county, Penu- 
sylvania. 

Also, the petition of William L. Wilson and 9 others, cit- 
izens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to provide the 
means for the transportation of all colored persons to Africa 
desiting to emigrate thither. f 
Also, tie petition of Dr. Charles Coburn and 42 others, 


citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the same thing. 
and: "Phe petition of H. 


By Mr. KING, of Rhod 
Sweetland and others, citi at Providenee, in the State 
of Rhode Island, for a chr vf tbe revenue laws, so that 
the duties be made specific, taking as the valuation of the 
dutiable articles the average price at the time of the pas- 
sage of the tariff of 1845. i 


in the District. The memorial is signed by twenty- 
five members of the bar, and accompanying it is a 
bill, In their memorial they speak of the bill 
which has been introduced into the Senate, and 
which is now before the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and they suggest the adoption of that bill 
with certain amendments which are embodied in 
the bill accompanying their memorial and made a 
part of it. r 

The memorial was read. It sets forth that the 
subject of judicial reform has for many years past 
occupied and still occupies a great share of the 
public attention in this District. At the late mu- 
nicipal election held in the city of Washington, 
the popular vote was taken on the reform question, 
and the returns show that the people are almost 
unanimously in favor of it. The memorialists 
heartily concur in the popular opinion that judicial 
reform is essentially necessary to the prosperity 
of the District, and state that the present system 
is antiquated, cumbersome, and dilatory; thatit is 
the most expensive system in the United States; 
and is besides radically defective in its theory. 
The memorialists further state that they have ex- 
amined the bill to reorganize the courts now be- 
fore the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and 
that in the main it meets with their approbation, 
and with certain amendments, which they suggest, 
would be all that is required to meet the public 
expectation, and accomplish the important object 
to be effezted. 

The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from citizens 
of Washington on the same subject, accompanied 
by a certified return of the vote of the citizens on 
the question of judiciary reform at the late election 
for Mayor; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of inhab- 
itants of Los Angeles and its vicinity, setting forth 
that for want ofa port of entry within that district, 
its business and trade labor under the most seri- 
ous disadvantages, its growth and settlement are 
materially retarded, and great discontent prevails 
among the people. The memorialists, who are 
i very numerous, state that its proximity to the 
mining region has caused it to be substantially 
denuded of its laboring poptlation, and hence, al- 
though strikingly agricultural in its natural fea- 
tures, it has for the last two years been dependent 
| on a foreign supply for not only a greater propor- 
tion of its breadstuffs, but for even the coarser ar- 
| ticles of peas, beans, oats, barley, &c., which are 
usually brought from some of tbe South American 
ports, taken to San Francisco, and then reshipped 
to San Pedro, from which cause they are subjected 
to the most enormous expenses; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of James Ferguson, late first 
assistant in the coast survey, asking that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may be directed to furnish 
him with certain information on file in that depart- 
ment necessary for disproving a charge of incom- 
petency which led to his dismissal from office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr, FOWLER: The petition of Jonathan Bliss and 
140 others, citizens of Aitleboro’, Massachusetts, praying | 
fora revision of the tariff law of 1246, and for the protection | 
of the domestic interests of this country. i 
-By Mr, SCORNCK: Two petitions of citizens of Darke | 
county, praying Congress to appropriate means for removing 
as. many of the black people of this country as may be ready 
and willing to emigrate to Liberia, in Africa—for supporting 
them one year after their arrival there, and for giving them 

a bounty of land towards such support. 

By Mr. BAYLY: The petition of sundry citizens of the 
counties of Accomae aid Northampton, anid others, praying 
for the establishment of a light-house on Hog island. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Wiiliam E. Hor- 
ner, M. D., and other Professors of the Medical departiment 
of the University of Penusylvania, asking that the grades of 
medical offiecrs of the Navy shall have the same rank 
relatively to officers of the Jine in tle Navy, as correspond- 
ing grades af medical officers in the Army now possess rela- 
tive to officers of the line in the Army. 

Aiso, the memorial of the Professors of the Medical Col- 


|| soldier of the Revolution, for a pension; which was 


Affairs. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted documents in rela- 
tion to the claim of the heirs of William Scott, a 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial of citi- | 


These memorialists, sir, state that under the act 
of the Continental Congress of 1776, and in obe- 
dience to or in conformity with the request made 
by George Washington, then commander-in-chief 
of the army of the United States, in 1777, they 
entered into the army of the United States as a 
part of the Rhode Island brigade ; that they served 
during the revolutionary war, and that for their 
services as soldiers in that army they were paid in 
Continental money, the paper currency of the Con- 
tinental Congress, which at that time was almost 
worthless; they state that there have been at vari- 
ous times acts passed by the Congress of the United 
States providing for paying these depreciated bal- 
ances, as they are sometimes called, but that they 
themselves have never been benefited by or ena- 
bled to avail themselves of such laws. They 
state that in 1785 the Legislature of Rhode Island 
investigated these balances, and ascertained the 
amount of the depreciation which would have 
been due to them, and which they claim should be 
paid by the Government of the United States, but 
in consequence of the pecuniary disability of the 
State of Rhode Island As a’ State to assume that 
debt due these revolutionary soldiers, their claim 
was ascertained but not paid, as the State of Rhode 
Island, then exhausted by her struggles in the rev- 
olutionary war, had nothing to pay them with, 
and the Government of the United States at that 
time, as we all know, was embarrassed, and 
there was nothing in the Treasury of the United 
States in which they could be paid. In the year 
1780 the State of Massachusetts ascertained these 
depreciated balances that were due to the soldiers 
from that State who served inthe revolutionary 
| war, and the State of Massachusetts paid, and the 
} Government of the United States subsequently re- 
paid to her, all that was due in that State. The 
memorialists also state that other States bave been 
paid in like manner, and they refer particularly to 
| Virginia, who was paid for similar claims of her 
| officers and soldiers serving in the revolutionary 
war. The memorialists further state that in 1836 
they presented a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States, which was referred to a selct com- 
mittee in the House of Representatives, and that 
committee made a report going in detail into all 
the circumstances—taking the basis of the depre- 
ciation as ascertained by the State of Rhode Island 
—and reported a bill for the payment of these 
depreciated balances, but for want of time it was 
not passed in one or both Houses of Congress, 
and consequently their claim has never been paid. 
They ask that the Congress of the United States 
will now extend to them the same measure of jus- 
tice that has been extended to other soldiers serv- 
ing in the same army of the revolutionary war; 
that they will consider their memorial, and not de- 
prive them of the same amount of pay and remu- 
neration for depreciations which they suffered 
upon the pay they received, because the State of 
i Rhode Island was unable at that time to assume 
these balances, when, if they had assumed them, 
they would have been paid as other States were. 

I have but a word to say, Mr. President, in re- 
gard to these memorialists. The memorial is first 
signed by a vencrable gentleman, in a bold strong 
hand, although he is rising of ninety years of age. 
I know him personally. At the time when all in 
this country were called to arms to aid in our rev- 
olutionary struggle, this gentleman was pursuing his 
collegiate studies in the colleze in Rhode Island, 


zens of Fall River, in Massachusetts, asking an | 
alteration of the tariff by imposing specific instead 
of ad valorem duties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 


engaged in trade, asking an increase of duties on 
foreign copper; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

Also, the petition of Elisha Putnam, a soldier in 
| the last war with Great Britain, asking to be al- | 
! lowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 


lege of Peuasyivania, for the same purpose. H 


Also, the memorial of numerous Surgeons and ‘assistant |! 


Surgeons in the Navy, for the same object. i 
li 

IN SENATE. | 

Fripay, July 19, 1850. i 

Mr. WALKER. The evening before last I 
was waited upon by a gentleman delegated by the 
Bar of the District of Columbia, and presented 
with the raemorial of twenty-five members of the 
bar of this place on the subject of judicial reform | 


|| Mr. GLARKE. Iam desired to present to the 


| army, and the descendants and heirs of officers and | 


DEPRECIATION OF REVOLUTIONARY PAY. 


i Senate the memorial of William Wilkinson and : 
| others, officers and soldiers in the revolutionary 


: sol diers in that army, asking Congréss to make an | 
| appropriation to pay them for depreciation in the 


Also, a memorial from manufacturers and others |! 


| mittee on Pensions. i 
i 


He left that institution and went into the service, 
and served during the whole of the revolutionary 
war. Heis now upwards of ninety years of age, 
and it is he who now comes and asks for the pay- 
ment of this depreciated balance, for his remuner- 
ation for services in the United States army during 
the revolutionary war. The next signer is Mr, 
Dexter. He is ninety-three years of age, and Í 
need only say that his too is a very just and sim- 
ple claim, and one that should most assuredly 
commend itself to Congress. I move that the me- 
morial be received and referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 
The memorial was so referred. 


BINDING OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 


tion, and asked its immediate consideration: 


Resolved, That the second part of the documents aceom- 
panying the annual message of the President shall be bound 
in two volumes, one part to contain the report from the Gen- 


paper currency in which they were paid during 
i the revolutionary war, i 


eral Land Office, the other from the Department of the In- 
i terior. i 


1850. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will state, in very few 
words, why I have asked the consideration of the 
resolution at this time, and why I think it should 
receive the favorable action of the Senate. The 
Senate have already ordered that the documents 
accompanying the President’s message should be 
bound in two volumes. The second part is now 
ready for binding; I hold it in my hand. Item- 
braces more than one thousand three hundred 
pages; it is accompanied by numerous maps, and 
when bound will be so large a volume, and so 
cumbersome, as to be very Inconvenient for use. 
I find accompanying the report from the General 
Land Office a large number of maps, which will 
also render the whole very bad to be bound up in 
one volume. Ifseparated, we shall have the Land 
Office report in one volume, and the report from 
the Department of the Interior in the other; the 
one containing eight hundred and seventy pages, 
and thé other nearly one thousand. ‘The reason | 
why I have offered this resolution is that the work- 
men who do the binding are entirely out of em- 
ployment; and the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Smitu] had not then come into his 
place, or I should have consulted him, as I doubted 
not that he would concur with me, and J should 
have offered a report from the Committee on Print- 
ing, but I supposed that there would be no ob- 
jection to the adoption of the resolution after this 
statement of the reasons for its passage. . 

The resolution was adopted. 

MILITARY ESCORT. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN offered the following reso- 
lution, and asked its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedieney of providing by law 
for military escorts to accompany the companies of overland 
emigrants from Fort Smith, Arkansas, or other points upon 
the western frontier to California, by any of the routes 
usually pursued. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas will explain the purpose of his 
resolution of inquiry. A law is not necessary to 
authorize escorts to be sent out with emigrants. 
Escorts are sent out in the discharge of the duties 
imposed upon frontier stations, not only to protect 
the frontier, but frequently to visit the Indian 
tribes. Very large escorts have been sent annually 
with caravans of traders to Santa Fé. No law is | 
necessary to give authority to do this. If the 
Senator from Arkansas desires that the committee 
should inquire into the propriety of a law which 
shall create a necessary force, I hardly think his | 
resolution is directed to his object. | 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The introduction of this | 
resolution arises from the fact that the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Dovaxas] yesterday morning intro- 
duced a similar resolution, providing for protec- 
tion to overland emigrants to Oregon. I did not 
at the time understand the purport of the resolu- 
tion, or I should have proposed to extend it So as | 
to provide for the security of all the emigrants by 
the overland routes. To obviate the difficulty, E | 
have introduced this resolution of the same purport, 
but more extensive, embracing all the different 
routes by which the emigration from different 
parts of the United States finds its way to the 
Pacific ocean. g 

The Senator from Mississippi is possibly right 
in saying that there.is no law necessary, and that j 
it is merely an executive function of the War De- 
partment. I am not well informed upon that point, 
but if alaw is unnecessary, the committee, after 
examining into the matter, can report that it is so; 
if, on the contrary, further legislation is necessary, 
they will see how to obviate the difficulties which 
no exist in point of fact. I know that escorts 
have been furnished heretofore by an order from 
the War Department, but it is very frequently the 
case that large companies go out without that pro- | 
tection. The Committee on Military Affairs will, 
at all events, be able to ascertain whether further | 
legislation is needed. i : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. My intention 
was not to object to the resolution of inquiry, if it 
answers the object which the Senator from Ar- 
‘kansas desires. It was rather in kindness, to 
point out to him that itdid not probably open to 
the committee the investigation of the subject 
which he desired. If he thinks otherwise, I have | 
no objection to the reference of the resolution, but 
he must perceive that the resolution, as it stands, | 
-will give the committee no power to inquire into: 
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the propriety of raising a force, in order that these 
escoris may be furnished. That was my object. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Availing myself of the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I deem it proper to say that the 
terms of the resolution may not embrace the ob- 
ject I have in view, and may require amendment. 
{ will therefore waive its immediate consideration 
now, and move that it be laid upon the table, to be 
called up at some future day for action. The 
resolution was laid on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the petition of 


|| Peter Holcer, alias Holsen, William Rinden, 


Leonard Cameron, James Tucker, and others, 

raying for the confirmation of certain Jand claims 
in the State of Missouri, arising out of the conces- 
sions, grants, and settlement-rights from the Gov- 
ernment of Spain, or in lieu thereof other relief in 
the premises, submitted a report in writing, which 
was ordered to be printed, adverse to the prayer 
of the petitioners. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of the adminis- 
trators of Colonel John Anderson, for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by the British and 
Indians during the war with England, submitted a 
report in writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
adverse to the prayer of the petitioners. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for a 
recorder of land titles in California, to collect and preserve 
the private claims, and the evidence in support of the same: 


BILL ON LEAVE. 


Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
State of Indiana to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from a point on the boundary line between 
Indianaand Illinois, near its intersection with Lake 
Michigan, tothe city of Indianapolis, and a branch 
to intersect the Southern Michigan railroad at or 
near a point where the same enters suid State of 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some early day thereafter, ask Jeave 
to introduce a bill to limit the term of office of the 


|! three Assistant Postmasters General. 


THE CLAIM OF THEODORE OFFUT,. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there is nothing be- 
fore the Senate, 1 would ask the consideration of 
the bill (No. 6) to pay Theodore Offut for his 
horse, and for which he has been for ten years try- 
| ing to get paid. 

The bill was taken up, 

Whole. 
' Mr. UNDERWOOD. There can beno doubt 
about the justice of this claim, unless it be this: 
i The Government say that they have paid $80 to 
the officer who turned over the mare to their 
agents, and that they are willing to pay the ten 
remaining dollars—$90 being the amount claimed 
by Offat. Offat swears that he gave no authority 
to the officer to receive the $80; and upon investi- 
gation, no proof is shown that he ever did give 
such authority; and the committee, therefore, have 
thought it proper to allow the claim. 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask, if this officer 
had no right to receive the money, why an action 
for money had and received could not be brought 
against him? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
but it would cost three times the value of the mare 
to hunt up the officer and bring the suit ; and even 


as in Committee of the 


I suppose that it could, 


Besides, the Government have the same right to 
Offut swears that he gave him no au- 

thority to receive the money ; that he was sepa- 

rated from his horse by the command of his officer, 
| the animal being sent on one vessel and he on an- 
| other ; and that he never recovered his horse after 
| his arrival in Florida. Separated in this way, this 
| officer got possession of the horse, and turned him 
| over to the Government, and drew $80 for him. 
| The Government offer to pay now §10, being, with 


recover. 


| 

i 
i if he was found, perhaps he might be insolvent. 
i 

| 

| 


| out his authority, € 
his horse without any authority, 


the #80, the value of the nag; but Mr. Offut 
swears he never received the $80, and gave no aus 
thority for its receipt; and declares that if the 
Government will not pay him the full value of the 
nag, he will not receive anything. 

Mr. WALKER. Has there been any. effort 
made on the part of the committee to get the testi- 
mony of the officer who is alleged to have received 
the money? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. - None by the committee, 
so far as I am aware. The committee, so far as i 
know, do not know where the officer is, or whether 
he be dead or alive. : 

Mr. ATCHINSON. It seems to me, though I 
do not pretend to be very familiar with the law on 
the subject, that the officer would not be entitled 
to draw pay under such circumstances. without a 
poe of attorney, or some authority ; and if there 

e such authority, I suppose it would be found in 
the proper office here. Have the committee ex- 
amined that point? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The money was paid 
by the quartermaster in Florida, who received the 
horse of the officer. ‘Che money was paid here, 
and the committee has not made any examination 
as to the existence of a power of attorney here, 
for the money was not paid here. When I applied 
to the department in behalf, of Mr. Offut, Mr. 
Hagner said that he would pay $10 and no more. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would make another in- 
quiry, either of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs or of the Senator from Kentucky. 
Is there any power authorizing quartermasters, 
under such circumstances, to pay money to the 
captain, or any commissioned officer ofa company, 
for the use and benefit of the soldiers under their 
command ? i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suppose the quarter- 
masters are authorized to buy horses for the use 
of the service, though I have notexamined the law 
particularly. But this horse was received into the 
service of the Government, and $80 was paid for 
him, without the authority of the owner, who was 


| separated from him at the command of his officer. 


Mr. ATCHISON. ‘hen I think that the point 
and substance of the whole case is, that it is a 
transaction between Mr. Offut and the officer, and 
between them alone. J do not see even a negative 
on his part against the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I dislike to take upany 
time, sir; but a farther explanation seems to be 
necessary. Thisman wasa Kentuckian; he went 
to Missouri, and there entered the service. of the 
United States asa mounted man, furnishing his ov n 
horse. His company was ordered to New Ocw 
leans, and at that place he was separated from his 
horse—the company to which he belonged being 
sent on board one vessel and their horses on boa d 
of another—and from that moment he was never 
united to his horse. Thus he delivered his horse 
into the care of the Government; it was received by 
an officer whose name I do not remember, who, 
without theauthority of Mr. Offut, turned him over 
to the quartermaster in Florida, and received $80 
for him. Offat swears that all this was done with- 
and that he was separated from 
so far as he knew, 
except the command of his officer. Under these 
circumstances, he asks to be paid in some way for 
his property, as he cannot hunt up this officer, 
pot knowing where he resides since his return to 
Missouri, and that it would cost more than the 
nag was worth todo so, ‘These are the facts upon 
which he has for ten years been asking for pay for . 
his horse. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I apprehend, sir, if a 
stranger to that company had stolen the horse and 
sold him to the quartermaster, the soldier would 
have no claim on the Government. His claim 
would be upon the person who, stole the horse. I 
intend no invidious comparison, but if this officer 
sold the horse without authority, the soldier’s 
remedy is against the officer. - I think the case is 
very clear, and I must vote against the claim. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. {I hope the bill may be 
permitted to-be engrossed, and on its third reading 
{ will call for the reading of the report, if it is con- 
sidered a matter of so much consequence. 

Several Senators. Dispose of it now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well, let it bedis- 

osed of now. y 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Being called on 
by the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Arenson, ] 
i will answer no more than the inquity pul to me 
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by him, for I know nothing of the facts of the 
case otherwise than has been stated by the Senator 
from Kentucky. If this was a purchase of a horse 
by a quartermaster, it is very easily to be ascer- 
tained, by examining the quarterly returns of that 
period, of whom the horse was purchased, and to 
whom the money was paid. If otherwise, if the 
horse was lost by the accidents of service, then 
the claim of the man should be put on an entirely 
different footing from that on which the Senator 
from Kentucky has presented it. The Senator 
from Missouri referred to another case—that of a 
captain receiving money for his men. That he 
cannot do. Whether on the ordinary muster and 
pay roll, or on the extra-pay roll, the soldier must 
have received the money himself, and have signed 
his name opposite to the amount, which constitutes 
his receipt therefor. T'he captain should be pres- 
ent at the pay table, rather to protect the men than 
-to receive the moncy into hisown hands. He has 
no right to receive the money, or to receipt for it, 
and | co not understand the case to be so presented. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Thereport is short, and 
if the Senate will be kind enough to allow me, I 
will read it, in order that all the facts may be un- 
derstood. 

(Mr. Unnerwoop then read the report setting 
forth the facis ty be as he had briefly recapitula- 
ted. 

These are the facts then. The man was separa- 
ted from his property, and a false return made that 
the horse had died at sex, it being proved after wards 
that the animal arcived in Florida and was sold to 
the use of the Government. This man followed 
him there,and without a knowledge of these facts 
he was discharged from service, paid off, and sent 
home. The question now is, whether the Gov- 
ernment, having had the use of the horse thus 
taker from him without his consent, will pay him 
for the animal, or require him to follow Mr. Pol- 
lard, the officer who commanded the company. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Did Mr. Pollard seil the 
horse? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
represented as having died. 

Mr. WALKER. l do not wonder that the 
Senator has contended for ten years, and I should 
not wonder if he should be obliged to contend for 
ten years more, without getting the Government to 
pay this claim, for certainly the Government may 
just as well be called upon to pay for all horses 
stolen, promiscuously and generally. If the report 
read by the Senate makes out anything, it makes 
out a case of fraud against an individual, not as 
acting in his official capacity, but as one disposed 
to convert the property of others to his own use. 
If Co: gress has really determined to pay claims of 
that character, perhaps it is is well enough to es- 
tablish the precedent now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin if the Government did not take poses- 
sion of this property to transport it from New 
Orleans? and whether it was not the duty of the 
Government, wheu it reached Florida, to put the 
man in possession of his property? Ile wasa 
mounted man, and, according to the law, bound 
to furnish his own horse, and it was the act of 
Government that separated him from his property. 
Government having thus taken possession of the 
nag, and shipped tim to Florida, it was its duty 
to return him to his owner when he should follow 
him. Whose fault is it that it was not done? It 
was the fault of the Government. Had Mr. Offut 
given the animal over to the officer, at his own 
volition, and the officer then had sold him, and 
appropriated the proceeds to his own use, the case 
would seem to be made out which the gentleman 
has in view. But the fault lies with the Govern- 
ment in separating the mounted man from his 
horse, and then allowing him to be appropriated 
for the use of the Government without compensa- 
ting the owner. It was the fault of the Govern- 
ment at the start, and therefore the man should be 

aid. 
k Mr. WALKER. It seems to me that the Sen- 
ator is reasoning upon a hypothesis, and not upon 
the report; for certainly the report does not show 
the case to be as he argues. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly it does; and 
I will read it again, if the Senator desires, 

Mr. WALKER. Lheard it read; and there is 
too much left to inference in the report. There is 
not even an allegation that this captain has been 
called on to pay this sum, or that he has refused 


I do not know; he is 


| worth—and I will leave it to the Senate. 
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to pay it; and the report merely shows, if it shows 
anything, a case of fraud by one individual upon 
another. 
tion by one individual against another, in which 
the Government is not responsible. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think it is due, 
since the case has been put by the Senator from 
Kentucky on an entirely different footing, that I 
should say, that. my answer to the Senator from 
Missouri has now no application. As the case is 
now presented, it appears that this man, being a 
soldier under the orders of the Government, was 
separated from his horse, and that his captain, in 
violation of all right, committed an act which | 
know not how to characterize, unless I say that he 
stole the horse and sold him to the quartermaster. 
If the Senator from Kentucky establishes that fact, 
itis very clear that the rights of the soldier who 
owned the horse, have been violated by the captain 
who had authority under the Government to sep- 
arate him from his horse; and though his claim 
would certainly not be good in law, and might not 
pass muster before an auditor, yet it is an equita- 
ble claim. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wacken] very properly suggests, that it would 
be a condemnation of the captain without his hav- 
ing a chance to answer. As to the merits of the 
case, I know nothing; and I rose merely to say, 
that it having been put on an entirely different 
basis, I do not wish my reply to the Senator from 
Missouri to be considered as bearing upon it. F 
look upon it now as merely a case of equity, in 
which the rights of this man, under the Jaws of 
the United States, have been violated by an officer 
under alaw of the United States. If the Senator 
from Kentucky can make that good, the claim 
should fairly be paid. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just been informed 
by the Senator from Missouri, who sits to the 
right, [Mr. Benron,] that Captain Pollard is dead, 
and that he also died, perhaps, without leaving | 
anything from which to pay. this claim. If this be 
so, then the horse is lost to Mr. Offut, as must be 
manifest to everybody, even supposing him liable. 
But the ground upon which | have sought distinctly | 
to base this claim, is, that this man was separated | 
from his horse at the command of his superior, 
and never united to him, while the Government 
had the use of him, without having compensated 
the owner therefor. But we are spending too much 
time on this matter—more time than the horse is 


Mr. DODGE. The Committee of Claims, to 
whom this matter was referred, fully investigated 
it, and came to the conclusion that the claim was 
one in every way just and proper. And J think, 
though I have but little knowledge of the law on | 
the subject, that my friend from Mississippi, who 
is more familiar with it than I am, will admit that 
if the man had been ordered on foot to do the ser- 
vice of the Government, and had thus left his 
horse, and it was lost, the law in that case would 
have provided compensation for him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, (in his seat.) Cer- 
tainly. 

Mr. DODGE. I know that it has been thus 
decided in Congress. This man was ordered on 
board of another vessel, and separated from his 
horse by the command of his captain, to whom he 
was obliged to submit, and thus lost his property, 
and I think the Government ought to pay him. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked consent to have the | 
bill now read a third time, but this, being objected | 
to, could not be done. | 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill | 
for the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, to establish territorial governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northwestern boundaries. 

A long debate ensued, in which Mr. KING, | 
Mr. FOOTE, Mr. BERRIEN, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, partici- | 
pated; and which will be published in the Appendix. 

After which, on motion— 

The Senate adjourned. 


IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturday, July 20, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read, and, aftera 


It was, therefore, a clear case for an ac- || 


verbal amendment, on motion of Mr. Durr, was 
approved, a r 

Mr. DANIEL inquired if it would. be in order 
to move to postpone the special order? . 

The SPEAKER stated, that a motion to post- 
| pone could not be received, except by unanimous 
consent, as the special order was pending in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND called for the regular or- 
der of business. s : 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. DANIEL said it was evident, from the 
manner in which the motion he was about to make 
had hitherto been met, that it was likely to receive 
little favor now. Buthe felt disposed to discharge 
his duty, and to make another effort to induce the 
House to take up and consider the bills on the 
private calendar. his business had long been 
neglected, although, by the rules of the House, 
two days in each week were especially assigned to 
i it; and great injustice was done by refusing to con- - 
| sider the claims of our citizens upon the Govern- 
i ment, 

Mr. BURT called the gentleman from North 
Carolina to order. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House, on the private 
calendar. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 
Mr. STRONG offered the usual resolution to 
i terminate debate in Committee of the Whole this 
i day at half past one o’clock, on the resolution of 
the Committee on Elections declaring it inexpe- 
| dient to admit Almon W. Babbit, Esquire, as a 
i Delegate in the present Congress from the Terri- 
tory of Deseret; and moved the previous question 
thereon. 
| The question being first on the adoption of the 
i resolution of Mr. Srronc— 
Mr. DANIEL moved to lay the resolution on 
| the table. ’ 

‘The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
i the table. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
resolution— à 

Mr. FOWLER suggested to the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, to modify his resolution by making 
the time half-past twelve. 

Mr. STRONG modified it by inserting ‘one 
o’clock.”” 

The previous question was then seconded, and , 
the main question was ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

UTAH, (OR DESERET.) 

On motion by Mr. STRONG, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. McLane, of Maryland, in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order, the report of the Committee on 
Elections, upon the application of A. W. Babbit, 
Esq., for admission to a seat in the House asa 
| Delegate from Utah, (or Deseret.) 
| Mr. BISSELL thought it was much to be re- 
gretted that Mr. Smith had been refused admission 
as a Delegate from New Mexico. He was aiso 
jin favor of the admission of the Delegate from 
Deseret, and he should regard his rejection as ex- 
tremely unfortunate, for the reason, among others, 
that in his opinion this was the last chance we 
should have this session to do anything at all for 
| the Territory of Deseret; as on yesterday, in all 
probability, was our last opportunity of doing any- 
thing for New Mexico. He had scarcely a hope 
now, he was sorry to say, that territorial govern- 
ments would be established over either of these 


| Territories during the present session; and he had 


still less expectation that either would now be ad- 
mitted as a State. 

He then contended that it wag necessary to 
have Delegates here from those Territories—neces- 
sary not alone, nor chiefly to the people there, 
but to us in Congress; to the Government here, 
under whose protection and guardianship these 
people were. The Delegate from Deseret being 
here, and it being in the discretion of the House 
to admit him or not, he could see no sufficient 
reason for refusing it. It would neither violate 
any constitutional provision nor any existing 


1850. 
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law. 
sity for any precedent in this case. 


its own merits. It has the same power and 
right to do so, that former Houses have had to 
determine other cases. He denied, also, that the 
admission of Mr. Babbit would be a *‘ quasi re- 
cognition”? of the State constitution of Deseret, 
and the laws passed under it. To contend for that, 
would be to claim for the House, by itself, a power 
which belongs to the entire legislative depart- 
ment of the Government. He did not look upon 
the people of Deseret as alone interested. The 
people of the United States were likewise inter- 
ested. The people of Deseret had evidently de- 


sired and expected the admission of the Delegate | 


within a reasonable period of time. Did any one 
doubt that, but for the difficulty between Texas 
and New Mexico, Mr. Smith would kave been 
admitted as a Delegate from that Territory? No 
one would doubt it. In the case of the application 
from Deseret there is no such difficulty in the way, 
while all the reasons in favor of Mr. Smith’s ad- 
mission applied with equal or greater force to the 
case now before us. Therefore Mr. Babbit should 
be admitted. 
him here were Mormons. 
him to know that they were American citizens. 

[Mr. B.’s remarks will be published in full 
in the Appendix.] 


Mr. VENABLE said: Mr. Chairman, Ire- : 


gretted last evening that | was too unwell to ad- 
dress the committee, and very cheerfully surren- 
dered the floor to gentlemen who desired to discuss 
the subject now under consideration. T do not in- 
tend to tire the patience of the committee with a 
speech of an hour, but merely to submit a few 


considerations which shall control my vote on this | 


occasion. And here | shall at once disclaim any 
purpose to discuss this as a sectional question. A 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Roor,] on yesterday 
informed us that, unfortunately, many of those 
who started well, and promised much in the vote 
for the Delegate from New Mexico, tired on the 
way, and were missing on the final vote. He 
complained much that an apparent majority of fif- 
teen dwindled down, on the final vote, to a minor- 
ity of ten. 


«c Non nostrum tantas componere lites.” I will not 
be induced to discuss this as a sectional question. 
1 will not follow the lead of gentlemen who mingle 


the slavery question with this dry matter of law. | 


He cared not if those who had sent | 
it was sufficient for 


He promised to smoke them out. | 
That is his enterprise, sir, I have no interest in it. | 


He maintained that there was no neces- | 
_The House | 
should judge of the case, and decide it upon 


I voted against the admission of the Delegate from | 
New Mexico, whose inhabitants have made an ; 


effort to adopt a constitution excluding slavery. I 
shall vote against the reception of the applicant 
from Deseret, whose constitution does not exclude 
slavery. łam gratified to remark that many gen- 
temen from the North voted, on yesterday, against 
the admission of the applicant from New Mexico. 
lt was a pleasure to see that there were gentlemen 
from that region who could vote without reference 
to sectional feeling. For once, at least, princi- 


ple seemed to achieve a victory, and [ trust it is | 


but one of a series of triumphs which a desire of 
justice shall secure, in the progress of legislation, 
which has been so signally obstructed in the por- 
tion of the session which has passed. Sir, it is a 


dry matter of law whether we admit the applicant | 
asa Delegate. To ascertain who is a Delegate we | 


must go to the law which gave the name and as- 
signed his duties. 
jaw of 1817, a reference was made to the ordinance 
of 1767, by which, under the old Confederation, 
the Northwest Territory, by that ordinance or- 
ganized into a government, was entitled toa Dele- 


If we do this, we see by the | 


gate on the floor of Congress. That ordinance | 


was a treaty agreement entered into by the thir- 
teen independent States; and the law of 1817 gave 


to all Territories then created by Jaw, or thereafter | 
to be organized into governments by Congress, a | 


Delegate in the same manner. 


The term delegate has a legal, a statutory mean- i 


ing—and that meaning is a person elected for a 


territorial government organized by Congress. 


It: 


is not pretended that the claim of the applicant has | 


any such foundation. I am opposed to the admis- 


sion of Mr. Babbit, as a delegate for Deseret, be- ; 


cause there is no such previous organization as the 
law of 1817 requires. There is no precedent for 


such a course, and therefore we are without au- | 


thority for such a measure. But the gentleman 
from Llinois, (Mr. BisseELL,] remarked that there 


was no necessity for a precedent, that Congress 
had the power to admit the applicayit, and could 
exercise that power. I grant it, sir; but Congress | 
has the power to do many things, but it is not al- 
ways expedient todo so. Discretion must be 
sound, controlled not by caprice, but by reason and 
propriety. What reason is there that would justify 
us in making a new chapter in our history—in 
adopting a new policy inthis case. Congress has 
the power to give any person at their discretion, 
a seat on this floor. But would it be pretended 
that, in the exercise of that discretion, all persons 
should be thus admitted? Gentlemen speak of the 
necessity of having a Delegate sent here to en- 
lighten us touching the interests of the people of 
Deseret. That can be done another way, without 
any violation to the laws and usages of the coun- 
try. 

But, sir, where is this to stop? What popula- ; 
tion, what amount of interest shall entitle a settle- 
ment in the prairies as a Delegate here? We might 
doubtless be much entertained with the history of 
Indian wars, bear fights, and buffalo hunts, which 
are the uniform incidents of the nomadic life of our 
enterprising and moving population. IJ can assure 
the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. BisseLL,} that 
the applicant loses nothing, in my estimation, of 
his claim to a seat here, that he represents a Mor- 
mon community. No, sir, the religious tenets of 
that remarkable people do not enter into the ele- 
ments of my opposition to the seat of Mr. Babbit 
on this floor. To Jews, Turks, Christians, or 
Mormons, I would award the same right, and the 
same privileges, and I eould not perceive the 
necessity of his appeal to us in order to avoid the 
effect of out of door influences, created by preju- į 
dices against the Mormons. Í know nothing of | 
them but the extraordinary fact that they have a 
power of organization, which can collect the idle, 
the vicious, and the unproductive, and make ina 
short time a most prosperous community. There 
is something to be admired in that result at least. 
I forbear any expression of opinion as to any other 
matter connected with them or their faith. Butt | 
am sure that no person in this House would be in- | 
fluenced in bis vote by considerations drawn | 

i 
| 


from the religious creed of the Salt Lake com- | 
munity» The gentleman speaks of the Mormon | 
regiment and the alacrity with which they obeyed ! 
the call of the country in the Mexican war. This | 
was true with regard to all portions of the country, 


and gives no peculiar rights to them. H 


Itis in vain that gentlemen urge the claims of | 
the people of Deseret because they have been | 
neglected by this Government—that American cit- 
izens are placed without the protection of the 
law—that arm which protects all others is not; 
upheld for their safety. Sir, if this were strictly | 
true, according to history, } am gratified to have | 
to say, that no part of that responsibility attaches | 
to me, or to those who, in the last Congress, te- į 
naciously adhered to the rights of their section. 
None can forget the scenes of the last night of; 
the last Congress. An amendment offered by 
Mr. Walker, of Wisconsin, to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, and which contained no discrimination i 
against the South, had passed the Senate. It was | 
rejected in this House, and an amendment concur- 
ring with that offered by Mr. Webster adopted, 
which excluded the slaveholder from taking his 


property to the Territories. The Senate rejected |j 


that amendment, and the attempt to extend the 
protection of the law failed. The Sou th endeavored 
to extend that privilege, and the recognition of |; 
equal rights to all the citizens of the United States. | 
I voted with them; and if the savage foe make a 
graveyard of these remote and unprotected settle- 
ments—if desolation and ruin shall spread their | 


wings over them, the blame will be upon those ; 
| who determined to clog every effort to organize | 


governments for the Territories, with conditions 
offensive and degrading to the citizens of the south- 
ern States. Sir, I am astonished that gentlemen 
should make appeals of this kind. I would, if it 
were proper, most willingly enter into this discus- | 
sion. I would, on no occasion, decline to vindicate 
the rights of those whose interests I represent, 
But, sir, I do not deem this a proper occasion to 
follow the example of some of those who have 
preceded me. Gentlemen may talk of the result 
of slavery agitation, of the ground-swell there is to 
overwhelm all who raise their voice in favor of the | 
constitutional rights of the citizens of fifteen States 
of this Union. 


| Ueman from Ohio, (Mr. Root.] 
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History is not wanting in examples of those 
who have been consumed in a-fire of their own 
kindling. It may be that the ground-swell may 
find victims amongst those who have been prophe- 
eying destruction to others. If gentlemen do ‘in 
fact desire the repose of the country, and the res- 
toration of confidence‘and kind feeling, they are in 
a majority—let them do justice—let them award 
political equality to all .the others of the United 
States—let them abstain from exasperating and 
oppressive measures—let them come before, this 
House with bills for the government of. the Terri- 
tories of the United States which recognize our - 
rights, and the storm will be lulled into a calm. 
Exasperation and hostility will give place to 
brotherly love and kind feeling, and the country, 
convulsed to its centre, will be restored to quiet 
and peace. 

The withering curse of posterity will fall upon 
those who could perform his heavenly work and 
failed to do it. 

Sir, I shall not discuss the compromise or ad- 
justment bill, as was done on yesterday by a gen- 

lt would be out 
of place here, and could be productive of no good. 
I therefore forbear, and urge upon the commitiee 
not to mingle disturbing elements into ibe admin- 
istration of our Government. The argumenturged 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry;] 
has no legitimate application here. He truly said 
that the revolutionary war was the result of an as- 
sertion on the part of the English Government of 
aright to tax us without representation; but even 
the friends of this application do not deem that 
this would give representation to the people of 
Deseret. It is what they call a mere courtesy—a 
seat in this Hall. Sir,a courtesy would be dearly 
purchased by adding to the elements of exaspera- 
tion now existing in the country. 

Mr. SWEETSER said that he would not have 
risen to say anything on this question, had he not 
felt himself compelled, by the arguments which 
had been brought forward, to explain the reasons 
on which he should ground his vote. He thenre- 
ferred to the various acts of Congress which, in 
his view, had any bearing on the question before 
the committee, down to the act. of 1817, which 
gives the authority for the admission of Delegates 
into this House. Under all the acts to which he 
had alluded, there was no authority for the admis- 
sion of a Delegate in this form. The admission 
of the Delegate from Deseret was asked for on’ 
principles which were not to be found operating 
when the act of 1817 was passed, but on circum- 
stances and a state of things which have arisen 
since that act was passed. Ín the new and anom- 
alous state of things which now exists, it was for 
this House to decide whether it would reject the 
application of people residing in a remote Terri- 
tory, which has but recently come into our pos- 
session, for the admission of a Delegate on this 


| floor to represent their wishes and their wants— 


whether we wiil permit this people, thus inhabiting 
a portion of Territory which originally formed no 
part of the United States, to come here-and rap at 
our doors, and suffé¥ them to go away unheard. 
He trusted that, in the decision of this question, 
we would not suffer ourselves to be driven from 
the correct course, by the distracting questions 
which some gentlemen seemed disposed to mingle 
with, and embarrass it. 

The true question presented was, Has this 


| House the right, as a matter of discretion, in the 


absence of legislation, to admita Delegate ? It is 
conceded that they have; and the question recurs 


‘as to the propriety of exercising that discretion. 
| I maintain that whenever a party shows the pro- 


priety of exercising the discretion, as a basis, he 
can demand in that case its exercise in his favor 
as a matter of right. This doctrine of discretion 
is not a mere caprice, it is vested in judicial tribu- 
nals and legislative bodies for wise purposes, and 


| should always favor the weak against the strong. 


Is this a proper case and a proper time for the 
exercise of this discretion towards the people of 
Deseret? That is the question for the House now 
to consider. And it is a question for the grave 
consideration of the House, whether we will ad- 
mit the Delegate from Deseret to a seat on this 
Aoor, that the voice of the people of Deseret may 
be heard. The admission of their Delegate is not 
all we ought to do for this people—we should give 
them a territorial government, and extend the pro- 
tection of law and organization over them. 
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These Mormons (and he disclaimed any inten- 
tion to give offence to any gentleman from Illinois 
or Missouri) had been driven from their residence 
and their property in the States in which they had 
settled themselves, had been assailed even to the 
shedding of blood, and had departed to seek a 
settlement on the borders of the Great Salt Lake. 
They sought a refuge in the wilderness, in some 
remote and tranquil valley, where they might be 
permitted to live out the residue of their days. 

ly the. lapse of time, and in the progress of 
events, the eye of the United States was fixed on 
this portion of the Mexican territory. War en- 
sued. These people, who had settled on this spot, 
were notified of the condition of things, and were 
required to take part with us in the prosecution of 
this war. They obeyed the call, engaged in the 
service of the United States, endured hardships, 
fought the battles of our country, and won a right 
to. occupy the region where they have since re- 
sided. They have come here, year after year, for 
a long period, asking Congress for relief and pro- 
tection; but they have come without success. 
And now that they have again presented them- 
selves with a request that this House will admit 
their Delegate, in order that they may have an 
opportunity of being heard in the American Con- 
gress, he desired to know if they were to be re- 
garded as having made an unreasonable request, 
Could they have asked less? Ele wished to im- 
press on the Flouse the great impropriety and hard- 
slip of refusing their request. 

He would request the House, before it deter- 

emined to turn a deaf ear to this request, ar before 
it decided against it, to reflect on the history of 
these people, and to call to memory all the troubles 
and perils through which they had passed. They 
had been not only compelled to seek the protection 
of the Government of the United States, but had 
been actually driven beyond the limits of the civil- 
ized world, and forced to take up their residence in 
this distant region of country, where they were 
disposed to remain, to lead a peaceable life, and to 
deport themselves as good citizens. They had 
fixed their residence on the borders of the Great 
Salt Lake, where they intend to occupy themselves 
in the cultivation of the soil. These people had 
an indisputable right to have their interests repre- 
sented on this floor by a Delegate. The necessity 
for self-protection compelled them to form a gov- 
ernment under which they have hitherto lived, and 
one of the acts of this government has been the 
sending of this Delegate, 

He adverted to the distracted condition of our 
country, and the effect which it had produced in 
delaying all legislation for the Territories. It was 
owing to the vexed questions which had, for some 
time, convulged the Union from one extremity to 
the other, that nothing had been yet done in the 
organization of territorial governments. The coun- 
try which surrounded the Mormon territory was 
infested with tribes of savages, who were always 
on the alert for the purpose of intercepting, plun- 
dering and murdering emigrants on their way to 
California. Had it not been for the protection 
which these people have bé® enabled, from their 
position and their friendly feeling, to give to these 
emigrants, great numbers must have fallen into 
the hands of these savages, and many more would 
probably have perished under the tomahawk, on 
their way to California. 

He had no intention to go into an argument on 
the subject of slavery. He sincerely deplored its 
introduction into the debate. He would have re- 
Joiced could it have been altogether kept from 
mingling. with this question; and he sincerely 
hoped that in the decision of this House, this topic 
would have no influence. He desired to say a 
single word to the gentleman from North Carolina. 
He denied the right of the South to carry slavery 


into the Territories. He would make a single re- | 


mark in answer to the oft-repeated charge, that 
the North were not willing to permit the South to 
enjoy equal rights with them in the Territories acquired 
From Mexico; that the North had been guilty of aggres- 
ston, &c. The North deny no rights to the South 
which they claim for themselves; angl the charge can- 
not be sustained I 

Mr. VENABLE asked the gentleman from Ohio, 
if the Territories belonged to the North, or to the 
South, or to both? 

Mr. SWEETSER said, he would notat this time 
enter into an argument upon that question. He in- 
tended to answer the charge made by thegentleman. 


The North, without distinetion of party, held 
that the Territories were now free; that slavery isa 
local institution, and exists by virtue of local law, 
and cannot lawfully exist where itis not expressly 
authorized by law; and he did not believe it could 
go into the Territories without authority of law. 
That license, the people of the North did not in- 
tend to give; and there was no use in denouncing 
-anybody upon that subject. 

Mr. VENABLE.  Did-I understand the gentle- 
man to say, that no one wishes to exclude slavery 
from the Territories? 

Mr. SWEETSER said, that inasmuch as it re- 
quired the sanction of law to take slavery into the 
Territories, he intended to say, that the people he 
represented agreed with the entire North, ; that 
slavery shall not be extended into free territory 
with their consent. That was their determination, 
and they would maintain it at all hazards, come 
weal, or come woe. 

Mr. VENABLE inquired why the North should 
complain that the South was attempting to en- 
eroach upon their rights ? 

Mr. SWEETSER replied, that the North made 
no such complaint. The complaint of encroach- 
ment came from the South. The North had taken 
their ground, and would maintain it. They dif- 
fered with the South. He would be willing to throw 
wide the doors of the judicial tribunals of the 
country, and give the South a full and fair oppor- 
tunity to assert her rights, if they were trenched 
upon; and let them assert them in a manly and 
constitutional manner; and the North would abide 
the decision, The South are not willing to have 
their rights so decided; they threaten revolution. 

Mr. MEADE. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to ask hima question? He says he will 
interdict slavery from going into these Territories 
“at all hazards.” Does the gentleman prefer the 
‘* Wilmot proviso’’ to the Union? Would the gen- 
tleman dissolve the Union rather than give up the 
Wilmot proviso? 

Mr. SWEETSER replied, not at all. No man 
had ever heard him utter such a sentiment. He 
had never advocated the Wilmot proviso. That 
measure had received its importance from southern 
opposition to it. Its constitutionality, he did not 
doubt. The necessity of its application was made 
manifest by the different opinions which existed 
between the statesmen of the North and the South. 

He did not regard it as a measure of very great 
practical importance, in the view which he took 
of the question of extending slavery into’ the Ter- 
ritories, 

Mr. MEADE. How does the gentleman from 
Ohio propose to interdict the extension of slavery 
into these Territories ? 

Mr. SWEETSER replied: The question is 
asked, how would he prevent slavery from being 
carried into these Territories? Slavery being a 
local institution, and the creature of the law where 
it exists, cannot travel beyond the jurisdiction 
which created it. The Constitution and laws of 
the United States nowhere authorize slavery. 
They permit it to exist where it is authorized by 
local law. There let it remain, and there his con- 
stituents and the entire North intended it should 


remain. If the South had any confidence in their 


assumption, that slavery would lawfully go into 
the Territories, let them send their slaves there, and 
they would find men enough who would aid the 
slaves to become free. Then the slaveholder could 
appeal to the judicial tribunals of the country for 
redress, which would bring up the whole question 
for judicial determination, and with the decision 
the North would cheerfully acquiesce. 

The North do not intend to be branded with 
the charge of being aggressors. I repeat, if the 
South have the constitutional right to extend their 
peculiar institution, we will give them every. fair 
and constitutional right to assert it; we are deter- 


ent limits, and we shall stand firm upon that con- 
clusion. We menace no section of the Union, and 
trench upon no known or conceded right; and we 
shall never be driven from our position. 

He did not intend to use offensive language to 
any gentleman, or to any section of the Union. 
He had not hitherto taken up the time of the 
House in the discussion of the slavery question; 
he would defer further remarks upon the subject 
to some other.occasion. 

The Mormons have been persecuted, plundered, 
and their blood has been shed, within the United 


mined, however, to confine slavery within its pres- | 


States; they have fled from persecution, and have 
settled themselves on the banks of the Salt Lake, 


il where they have given effectual protection to em- 


igrant parties on their way to California, They 
have been for years asking of this House protec- 
tion against. those who have persecuted them; and 
they now come here, asking that the laws of the 
United States be extended. over them, and the Del- 
egate whom they have sent here to represent their 
condition and their wishes, may be permitted to 
have a seat on the floor of this House. Will the 


| House grant the request of these people? That 
i is the only question for our decision. 


But ten minutes now remained of the time al- 
Jotted to debate. ‘ 

Mr. McWILLIE (among several competitors) 
obtained the floor. He said he had not intended 
to trespass upon the House during this debate, but 
it had gone so far and such positions had been 
taken by gentlemen, that he felt called upon to say 


; a few words. 


Article 1, section 2, of the Constitution pro- 


vided: i 
“The House of Representatives shall be composed of 


i members chosen every second year by the people of the 


several States, and the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature.” 

That was all that the Constitution said as to the 
qualification of members for this House. It was 
true that, according to the law of 1817—the con- 
stitutionality of which he greatly doubted—it was 
provided that Representatives or Delegates might 
be sent to this House from the Territories. They 


| were not Representatives in the strict sense of the 


term, but they came here as quasi. members under 
that law. But let bim ask gentlemen when they 


i had gone beyond the Constitution and beyond the 


law, where did they find the authority for admit- 
ting Delegates to seats upon this floor? He had 
been accustomed to consider this Government a 
Government of law; he had thought that that 
which distinguished this great American people 


! was, that their Government was a Government of 


laws—not of men. That period had passed by; 
and he feared ours was becoming a Government 
of men. This seemed to be a Government in the 
hands of a sectional, unrestrained, uncontrolled 
majority. How could they admit this Delegate 


| upon this floor according to law? They had no, 
| right under the sanction of the Constitution or of 


law; they had no right; but they proposed to ad- 
mit him because it was the will of a majority of 
members in this Hall to admit him, by the mere 
force of numbers. There was no other reason un- 
der Heaven by which they proposed to claim the 
right; there was no warrant for it in the Constitu- 


tion, there was none in the law. By such action 


| they would blot out the distinctive feature of this 


Government—that of its several branches being 
controlled and restrained by the force of Consti- 
tution and laws, 

What would be their situation, suppose they 
were to admit this Delegate? Whom would he 
represent? Why he (Mr. McW.) should sup- 
pose that the peculiar friends of California would 
be opposed to his admission. The boundaries of 
Deseret, as claimed by that people, included a 


j very large part of California and thirty thou- 


sand square miles of Oregon: this people had laid 


|| out a State embracing several hundred thousand 


square miles—a part of which belonged to the 
Territory of California, and a part to Oregon. If 
the House admitted that Delegate, they admitted 
him with the understanding that he was to repre- 
sent the people within the boundary which they 
prescribed. 

A fter the very extraordinary speech which they 
had just heard from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


| Swertser,] he hoped they would hear nothing fur- 


ther of southern ultraism. He (Mr. McW.) sup- 


;. posedthat possibly he was one of those who might 


be called southern ultraists. He was here in defence 


| of what he believed to be the constitutional rights of 
| those he represented: he believed that the southern 


people, as well as the northern—he believed that a 
Mississippian as well as a New Yorker or a New 
Englander, had the right to go into California with 
his property—an equal right with any man from the 
North or from Botany Bay. You permit every man 
(said Mr. McW.) upon the face of the habita- 
ble globe, unless it be a southern planter, to locate 
in California with whatever property he may have. 
But gentleman tell us we should not.go: [tell gen- 
tleman, if it is our right we will-have it. Whatis 


1850. 


the position of this controversy between the North 
and the South? We, in the South, are known 
as ultraists, because we ask you to give us the 
Missouri compromise line. Your fathers—per- 
haps some of you—in 1820, when it suited your 
purposes—-when, by the establisment of that line, 
you obtained three fourths of Louisiana—estab- 
Fished that line. When we acquired Texas you 
reaffirmed that line. Gentlemen! can it be that 
you who profess such high conscientiousness and 
moral sense, have no honor? Can it be, that 
you have a set of weights by which you can buy, 
and a set by which you sell? Can it be that when 
the Missouri compromise line operates to. your 
benefit, by giving you slave territory, you will es- 
tablish and affirm it, and when it may possibly 
give to the South some portion of territory which 
may, or may not, be slave territory, you will re- 
fuse to sustain that line? 

Mr. SWEETSER (Mr. W. yielding for expla- 
nation) said, that the Missouri compromise line 
was applicable only to the territory to which it 
was originally applied, and to which it had subse- 


quently been extended, and that they did not re- | 


cognize the right of the Congress of 1818 to bind 
‘succeeding Congresses for all future time. 

Mr. McWILUIE, (resuming.) Circumstances 
alter cases. The North took three fourths of Lou- 
isiana, and the Missouri compromise line did very 
well; now, when the South by that line might get 
a third of California, (being by equity, lavow my 
conviction, entitled to enter the whole of it with the 
North,) we are called ultraists, disunionists, be- 
cause we insist upon the recognition of that line. 
Gentlemen, why do you refuse it? Are we not 
your equals in political rights? Are we not your 
equals in every point of view under heaven? If 
we cannot agree to enter the territory together as 


citizens of one great Republic, upon the principles | 


of fraternity, equality, and right, why not divide 
it? I can see no good reason for your course. 

The hammer here fell, indicating the arrival of 
the hour (of one) when the debate was ordered to 
be closed. 


Mr. STRONG (the hour appointed for termi- | 


‘minating the debate having arrived) proceeded to 
make some closing remarks. He regretted the 
wide range that the debate had taken, because it 


was impossible that a question presented to that | 
House for its decision—and especially when an | 


appeal was made to them for the exercise of a 
sound discretion in the absence of precedent, by 


which to be governed—could be discussed and de- | 


cided as it ought to be, unless the attention of the 
committee were confined to the subject-matter be~ 
fore them. During the debate of this morning, 
and of yesterday, they had had the subject of sla- 
very, and of slavery restriction, discussed; al- 
though there was nota gentleman in that House 
who, for a moment, supposed that it had any bear 
ing upon the decision of this question. He would 
throw aside ail extraneous questions, therefore, 


„and ask the attention of the committee, for a few | 


moments, to some considerations which he thought 


had an immediate bearing upon the decision to | 
He did not pro- ; 


which they were about to come. 
pose to travel over the entire ground that had been 


already gone over, either by himself or others, In | 
He would not dis- | 


the discussion of this subject. | 
cuss the question as to how far the admission of 
this Delegate would conflict with law; he had ex- 


pressed his opinions at length upon that point; he | 


was willing that the question of admission should 
rest upon the discretion of the House, and upon 
that alone. 
exercise of an honest discretion, in the exercise 
of a solemn, a judicial discretion to determine 
whether to admit Mr. Babbit to a seat, or not. 


But before proceeding to a consideration of that | 


“question, he desired to call the attention of the 


committee to what was demanded, to what was |; 
sought to be obtained, under the application here | 


made. They were asked to admit this gentleman 
asa Delegate. Now, the word delegate was one 
which admitted of a comprehensive construction 
under our laws; and it was well known that no 
« Delegate,” in the legal signification of the term, 
had ever been admitted, except he had been re- 
ceived as such from some political organization 
created or recognized by Congress, or established 
in accordance with a law passed by Congress. 
The rights of a Delegate were well known, for 
they were regulated by the act of 1817. 

ft was asked that Mr. Babbit should be admit- 


It was for the committee, then, in the | 


1 is 4: 
ted to a seat in that House as a Delegate. The 


word delegate, then, must be construed as being 
used in the sense in which it had been used in atl 
previous legislation. And when it was said that 
the question of admission resolved itself into an 
appeal to the discretion of the House, he would 
remind gentlemen that it was necessary that that 
discretion should be exercised with a view to 
past aciion of Congress in similar cases, and 
be regulated by such action. And he affirmed 
that no: such discretion had ever been exercised, 
and no Delegates admitted except there had been 
a previous organization, or authority had been 
previously given by law. Neither of which re- 
quisites appeared to have been complied with in 
this instance. In an appeal to the discretion of 
the House, they were not at liberty to exercise an 
unbridled discretion; they were not at liberty to 
depart from the course of practice that had been 


other cases. There had been, heretofore, as had 
been remarked in the course of the debate, sixteen 
instances in which Delegates had been admitted, 
and in all those cases the House had insisted that 
there should be a political organization and authori- 
ty of law for the clection of a Delegate, before one 
should be admitted to a seatin that House. But 
it was said that if Mr. Babbit were admitted he 
would not possess the rights of a Delegate, because 
there had been no political organization, and no 
law authorizing his election. That was true 
enough; but would not his admission virtually 
place him upon the same footing as other Dele~ 
gates who had been admitted after ail the requi- 
sites of the law had been fulfilled? In all prob- 
ability a subsequent provision would be made en- 
titling him to those privileges; at all events it was 


to lead to injurious results hereafter. 

It was conceded on all hands,.that to admit Mr. 
Babbit to a seat would not confer upon him the 
right to participate in debate, because it was at the 


|| ganization in Deseret known to our laws, and 
therefore, to admit him to a seat would be but to 
introduce him as a Delegate, not from a political or- 
ganization, but from a people. What was meant 
by a people? It must be either a people associated 
jl in a political organization, or a people included 
within certain geographical limits. Passing by the 
question, then, whether there was a political or- 
ganization or not, what wasthe geographical extent 
of Deseret? The convention which had recently 
assembled there for the purpose of forming a con- 
stitution, had fixed limits and boundaries for tne 
| State of Deseret, and in that sense they might be 


in fixing their boundary they had included a large 


part öf her territory. Here, then, was a conflict of 
boundary, and there was a Delegate coming to this 
i| House as the Representative of about one third of 
the territory claimed as being embraced within the 


political organization constituted by law of Con- 
gress for the Territory of Oregon, and the boundary 
i| claimed for this State of Deseret cut off a large 


ple who were claiming to be represented by this 
Delegate. They were represented already by the 
Delegate from Oregon; was that House going to 
| permit them to be represented again? The bound- 
ary of Deseret he repeated, looking at it as a 
State, was in conflict with that of California and 
with thatof Oregon. If Mr. Babbit, then, claimed 
to represent ‘‘a people” within the geographical 


he would represent a part of Oregon and a part of 
Califormia. 

But did he, in fact, represent the people of Des- 
eret? The honorable gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Bissexx,] in his very able and ingenious ar- 
| gument this morning, had said that Mr. Babbit 
| represented the people of Deseret. How so? Was 
he elected by them? Notatall. . He was elected 
by the Legislature that was formed and constituted 

by a conventiion of the people living east of the 
|! Great Salt Lake, which Legislature consisted of 
| thirty members in one House and thirteen in the 
‘| other. It was, then, because he was elected by a 
i set of men who were themselves elected under the 
|! constitution of Deseret, that he was said to have 
|| been elected by the people of Deseret. That was 
i the argument. 
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adopted in the exercise of a similar discretion in ! 


a bad example, an example which could not fail į 


| same time admitted, that there was no political or- | 


portion of what was claimed by California to be a | 


portion of that Territory; and these were the peo- | 


limits which they had prescribed for themselves, | 
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| limits of Upper California, But again, there was a |! 
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The gentleman from Illinois had asserted that it 
was necessary that this Delegate should be admit- 
ted, in order that hé might furnish to this; House 
information upon subjects upon which they were 
about to be called upon to legislate in reference to 

hat Territory. Would not the same argument ap- 
Ply in regard to the adinission of a Delegate from | 
Canada? Congress was about to take some action 
on the subject of reciprocal trade with Canada. 
Were they not in want of information? But would 
the gentleman admit to a seat in that body a Del- 
egate sent by the Parliament of Canada? Yet 
there was the same reason why he should bead- 
mitted. If they were about to take action concerne 
ing Cuba, would they require a Delegate from 
Cuba to give them information? j 

Mr. BISSELL remarked, that the same reason 
did not, of course, apply to territory that was be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. STRONG replied, that the argument in 
favor of the admission of Mr. Babbit was, that 
he could give them information in regard to subjects 
upon which they were about to legislate, affecting 
the interests of those who sent him here. Sup- 
pose (said Mr. S.) that we were about to passa 
law concerning our trade with Cuba, that would 
affect the interests of the Cubans, or that. would 
affect the interests of American citizens residing 
there, would not the argument for the admission of 
a Delegate to furnish us information, apply as well 
in that case as in the present? Would not, in fact, 
the same argument apply to the admission of a 
Delegate from Canada, or Cuba, or Ireland, or 
France? 

What was there in the case of Deseret, which 
required a departure from the ordinary practice of 
this Government? When a territorial government 
was established in Oregon, was not information 
required in regard to the condition of things 
there, as much as it was in regard to the condition 
of things in Deseret? And yet, no Delegate from 
Oregon was admitted on the floor of that House 
until after a territorial government had been estab- 
lished. Was any Delegate admitted from Louisi- 
ana or Florida before the establishment of territo- 
rial governments there? The past experience of 
this Government showed that there was no neces- 
sity for any such thing. Where a territorial gov- 
ernment was already established, the case was 
different. In that case it became necessary for 
Congress to make provision by law for the erec- 
tion of their public buildings, and for the payment 
of the officers of their territorial government. 1a 
such case information was needed; but-not go, 
where no territorial government had been estab- 
lished. 

He admitted the force of the argument of the 
| gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Sweerses] in favor of 
| giving to these people a territorial government, but 
not as to the propriety of admitting a Delegate. 
| The argument arising from a long line of unbroken 
precedents should not be disregarded. 

Mr. SWEETSER remarked, that this was the 
first case in which application had been made:for 
the admission of a Delegate prior to the establish- 
ment of a territorial government by, Congress. 
Oregon had never made the application, nor had 
any other territory, except New Mexico and Des- 
eret; the gentleman’s precedents therefore were 
inapplicable. A 

Mr. STRONG. I only say that I agree with 
the gentleman, that there is every reason for our 
j giving a territorial government to the people of 
Deseret, just as there was in the case of Oregon; 
but that there is no reason whatever for admitting 
a Delegate; for in the case of Oregon no Delegate 
was admitted. The gentleman says the point was 
not made. [admit it. This is the first time, or 
rather, this is the first Congress in which ar at- 
tempt has been made to depart from the old usages 
of the Government in this respect. This is en- 
tirely a new principle that is attempted to be In- 
troduced, and one which, in my opinion, may give 
rise to monstrous abuses. What is there to pre- 
vent another portion of the people of Deseret from 
sending a Delegate here? You are giving encour- 
agement to this practice. You are saying to the 
_ people in all the unorganized territories, Elect your 
Delegate and send him here, and we will admit 
him. Where is the necessity for it? Is there 
any? Certainly not. I maintain, then, sir, that 
in the exercise of the discretion which is vested in 
this House, we ought to be guided ‘by the past 
| practice of this Government. Sr 


1422 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 20, 


s 


He would refer to but one or two considerations 
more before bringing his remarks to a close. The 


gentleman from iHinois had said that whether Mr. : 


Babbit had been elected by the people of Deseret 
or not, still he was their Delegate. Was the gen- 
tleman prepared to say that chis House would 
take up any man and bring him in here as a Delè- 
gate whether the people asked it or not? 

Whether the people ask 1t or _not-—whether for 
his own sake, or from some other. motive—you 
desire to bring him here. 1 believe that the House 
will not give its assent to any such a proposition. 
When weare told that we are dealing hardly with 
these Mormons, I ask whether we should not deal 
more hardly if we were to act in contravention of 
their own request? That would be to show them 
more kindness than they ask. - I have never heard 
of this House admitting a Delegate to a seat, when 
the people themselves, instead of desiring his ad- 
mission, do not even ask it. The people of Deseret 


do not.ask us to admit this Delegate toa seat unul | 


after Congress shall have organized the territory 
and established a government there. : 

There is but one other point on which I will 
say a word or two, as I feet my strength giving 
way, and I perceive that the committee is becom- 
ing impatient to take the vote. cae 

We yesterday rejected the application of New 


Mexico for the admission of her Delegate to a seat | 


on this floor. 
applicant in that case is anti-slavery in his opin- 
ions. Yet with strong sympathies in his favor on 
that ground, a majority of this House felt them- 
selves compelled to deny his claim. To-day, we 
have to decide on the application of the people of 
Deseret, who are small in number. Their Dele- 
gate now asks to be admitted to a seat. His opin- 
ions on the subject of slavery are unlike those 
of Mr. Smith, who was yesterday rejected. If we 
admit him, after having, in the exercise of our dis- 
cretion, rejected Mr. Smith, it would be said in 
the northern States that we rejected Smith be- 
cause he’is anti-slavery in his opinions, and admit- 
ted Babbit because he is pro-slavery. This is the 
charge which would be made against us by the 
entire North. Could any step be taken which 
would be more calculated to stir up an agitation 
throughout the northern States than the rejection 
of an anti-slavery candidate for admission, and ta- 
king a pro-slavery man, especially, too, when the 
admission of the later has not been asked by the 
people of the Territory ? 


It is generally understood that the | 


I desire to put it to the | 


House if we could take any step more calculated | 


to increase the storm in the North, than to admit 
Babbit to-day, after rejecting Smith yesterday? 


I have nothing more to say in relation to this | 


case. Itryst that the Flouse will not admit Bab- 
bit after rejecting Smith; whose claim to a seat is 
the stronger of the two. 

The committee then proceeded to vote. 

The state of the question was this : 

The'Committee on Elections had reported the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That itis inexpedient to admit Almon W. Bab- 
bit, Esq., to a seat in this body as a Delegate from the al- 
leged State of Deseret. 

Mr. McDONALD had yesterday moved an 
amendment in the form ofa substitute, as follows: 

“ That Almon W. Babbit be admitted to a seat in the 
House of Representatives of the United States, as a Deje- 
gate from the Territory of Deseret, tur the present Con- 
gress.?? , 

Mr. BISSELL (at the close of his remarks to- 
day) moved to amend the amendment to the 
amendment by adding the following proviso: 

“ Provided, however, That this House does not intend 
hereby to recognize as of any validity the so-called constitu- 
tion of said Territory, or any laws purporting to be made by 
authority of that constitution.” 

And the question was first on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

After some conversation upon a point of order, 

The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. ; . 

The committee rose informally, and 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of 
George P. Fisuer, Esq. 


The question recurring on the amendment of; 


Mr. McDonatp— 

Mr. DUER moved to amend the amendment b 
striking out all after the word « resolved,” an 
inserting the following: 


d 


i 


i 
i 


| 


= 


«That Almon W. Babbit, who has been sent here as ad- 
vocate or ageut of the people living in the vicinity of the Salt 
Lake, ia California, be admitted to a seat on the floor of this 
House, and that he have the same right to speak thereon as 
| Delegates from Territories.” 

Mr. BISSELL requested Mr. Durr to modify 
his amendment, by adding at the end thereof the 
proviso proposed by him (Mr. B.) and just voted 
down. : 

Mr. DUER accepted the amendment, and modi- 
fied his resolution accordingly. 

The question being on the modified amendment 
of Mr. Durr, 

Mr. DUER observed, that he had simply to say 
that this amendment was in accordance with the 
views he had several times heretofore expressed, 
and that it was substantially the same amendment 
which he had endeavored to offer to the resolution 
in the case of the Delegate trom New Mexico, 
and which he was prevented from having read 
for the information of the House, by objections 
made on the other side. The question was simply 
this: Here were some ten or twenty thousand 
people: he was not of their religion, nor politics, a 
nor general opinions probably; these people had 
| sent a man here as an agent to attend to their in- 
terests; and thé question was, should the House 
allow him to a seat among them and to address 
them? That he thought they had the power to 
do: to do more than that they had not the power. 
He had drawn this amendment in order to avoid 
any objection that might arise from the use of the 
| term “ Delegate.” 


withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. DUER declined to do so, stating that he 
preferred to have the question taken on his amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of Mr. Durr, 
the addition of the proviso of 
read, as follows: . 


Mr. Bissett, was 


vocate, or agent of the people Jiving in the vie 
Salt Lake, in California, be admitted to a seat on 
this House; and that he have the same’ tight to speak as | 
Delegates from ‘Territories: Provided, however, That this 
House does not intend hereby to recognize as uf any validity 
the so-called constitution of said Territory, or any laws pur- 
porting to be made by authority of that constitution.” 

And the question, being on its adoption, was 
taken by tellers, (Messrs. Duncan and Seppon,) | 
and decided in the negative—ayes 68, nays 71. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. McDonatp— 

Tellers were asked by Mr. McDonatp, and 
ordered, and Messrs. Corwin and Jones were ap- 
pointed, 

And the question was then taken, and decided 
in the negative—ayes 63, noes 83. 

So the amendment of Mr. McDonarp was re- 
jected. 


inity of the 
n the floor of 


the resolution reported by the Committee on Elec- 
tions, (which declares it inexpedient to admit Al- | 
mon W. Babbit, Esq., to a seatin this House.) | 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the 
resolution by striking out the word « Esquire, ” 

The motion was rejected. . 

T'he question then recurred on the reŝolution re- | 
ported from the Committee on Elections. 

The question was taken, and the Chair an- 
nounced that the resolution had been rejected, 

Mr. HAMILTON said, he had asked for tellers 
before the decision had been announced. 
| Some conversation followed; after which, 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the Chair would | 
entertain the demand for tellers; as the gentleman 
from Maryland {Mr. Hamitton] staied that he 
had called for them before the 
nounced. 

No objection being made, the Chairman stated | 
the question to be on the original resolution. 

Much confusion followed. 

Several members addressed the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair will recog- 
; nize no member until order has been restored in 
the Hall. 

After some moments— 

.. Mr. STRONG requested the Chair to state what 
i the pending question was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Elamivow] has called for tellers on the 
adoption of the resolution of the Committee on 


i 


i 
f 
i 


Mr. HARALSON appealed. to Mr. Duer to || 


as modified by’|| 


t T'hat Almon W. Babbit, who has been sent here as ad- || 


The question then recurred on the adoption of |! 


i amendment 


question was an- || 


Some conversation followed between Mr. Rici- 
Arpson and the Chair. 

Several Members. What is the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itison the adoption of the 
original resolution reported by the Committee on 
| Elections, declaring it inexpedient to admit Mr. 
Babbit to his seat. 

Mr. HAMILTON was understood to with- 
| draw the demand for tellers. 

Mr. JONES moved that the committee rise, and 
report the resolution to the House. 

Some conversation and much confusion followed, 
several members addressing the. Chair, with in- 
quiries or statements, of which nothing could be 
heard on the left of the Chair. A 
_ Mr. FITCH was recognized, and desired to be 
informed by the Chair whether the resolution was 
how open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose to a point 
of order. It was, that the original resolution was 
not now open to amendment. An amendment had 
been offered to strike out all the resolution after 
ithe woid “resolved,” and insert a substitute. 

It was in order to perfect the original. resolution 
I before the question was taken to strike out and in- 
sert a substitute, but the question on the motion to 
strike out the original resolution and insert a sub- 
| Stitute having been put and rejected, it was not 
| now in order to move to amend the original resolu- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Rica- 
| ARDsON and the Chairman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON requested the Chairman 
| to state what the question was, 

The CHAIRMAN stated the point of-order of 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STErHEns,] 
| and the decision of the Chair thereupon. 

Mr. RICELARDSON appealed from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN, An appeal is taken from 
the decision of the Chair. And the question is, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee ?”? 

Mr. JONES. Before the 
will request the Clerk to 
rule which I designate. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


| A motion to strike out and insert shail be deemed indi- 
| visible, but a motion to strike out being lost, shall preclude 
| neither amendment nor a motion to strike out and insert.” 


Mr. CROWELL. Will the Chair be good 
enough to state the question, 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion having been 
made to strikeout and insert, and that motion hav- 
| ing failed, the Chair decides that the original reso- 
lution remains before the committee, subject to 
; amendment. Such the Chair decides has been the 
| uniform practice of the committee, and from this 
decision the gentleman from Iilinois (Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON) appeals, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1! withdraw the appeal. 

So the appeal was withdrawn. 

Mr. HARALSON, (to the Chair.) Is there any 
now pending? 

Mr. FITCH. I submit the following amend- 


question is taken, I 
read the part of the 53d 


| 
i 
i 


i 


1| Ment. 


The amendment, in the words following, wasread: 
“But that it is expedient to-admit Haugh N. Sinith to a 
; Seat in this House, frum and after the first Monday in Au- 

ust next, asa Delegate from New Mexico to the Thirty-first 

ongress.?? 

The amendment having been read— 
_ The CHAIRMAN said: The Chair rales the 
amendment out of order, 

Mr. FITCH. On whai ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the decision of the 


i 
i 
Í 
i 


j| committee on a former day, which overruled the 


' decision of the Chair 
Mr. FITCH, (interposing.) With all due re- 
spect to the Chair, the committee did not decide-—— 
The CHAIRMAN, (interposing.) The com- 
mittee have decided upon this very question and 
have disposed of it 
Mr. FITCH, (interposing.) No] beg pardon 
of the Chair—— f 
The CHAIRMAN, (interposing.) The gentle- 
| man will suspend his remarks. The question of 
' the admission of H. N, Smith as a Delegate from 
the Terriiory of New Mexico has been dis- 
posed of. And it is an unprecedented thing to 
submit a motion in committee by way of amend- 


ment, to open up a subject which has already been 
decided by the House. 4 


} Elections. 


Does the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 
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Mr. FITCH. I desire to state the reason why 
the Chair is mistaken. I deny that the committee 
have acted upon this matter 

Loud calls to order. 

Mr. FITCH resumed his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN again stated his decision. 

Mr. FITCH appealed therefrom. And (said 
Mr. F.) I ask that my amendment may be again 
read. It is not understood by the Chair. The 
amendment which 1 propose to offer has a pro- 
spective operation. Itis, to admit Mr. Smith as 
Delegate from New Mexico ata certain future day. 

The CHAIR, The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment having been again read— 

The CHAIR said, the Chair decides that this 
amendment substantially brings before the com- 
mittee the proposition to admit Mr. Smith as a 
Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico, | 
which proposition was rejected by the committee 
on a previous day. And from this decision an ap- 
peal is taken. : 

Mr. JONES, (tothe Chair.) Is not the amend- 
ment out of order on the ground of irrelevancy 
also? 

The CHAIR. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. RICHARDSON desired to put an inquiry 
to the Chair. He understood that the question 
was pending on the adoption of the resolution re- 
ported by the Committee on Elections. The 
House was dividing and tellers were demanded. 
He desired to know whether it was in order to 
entertain this proposition pending the decision of 
the other question ? 

The CHAIR said, the Chair understood the de- 
mand for tellers to have been withdrawn, other- 
wise tte Chair would not have entertained another 
proposition. 

Mr. FITCH, (to the Chair.) Does the Chair 
rule my amendment out of order upon the ground 
that the subject-matter of it had been previously 
acted upon, or upon the ground of irrelevancy? 

The CHAIR. On both grounds—first, on the 
ground that the amendment is not germane, as has 
been decided on a former occasion by the commit- 
tee; and, secondly, upon the ground that the sub- 
ject-matter has been disposed of by the committee, 
and is not, therefore, in order. t. 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? >? 
was taken, and decided in the afirmative, without 
a division. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

And the amendment of Mr. Fircu was not re- 
ceived. . | 

The question then recurred on the motion here- 
tofore submitted by Mr. Jones, that the commit- 
tee rise and report to the House the resolution re- | 
ported by the Committee on Elections, (declaring 
it inexpedient to admit Mr. Babbit as a Delegate 
from the Territory of Deseret.) : : 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. 

So the committee rose, and reported the resolu- 
tion to the House, . 

And the question being on the adoption of that 
resolution— . . | 
Mr. STRONG demanded the previous question. 

Mr. DUER asked Mr. S. to withdraw. 

Mr. STRONG declined. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now move that the resolu- 
tion be laid upon the table, and on that motion | | 
ask the yeas and nays. | 

Mr. STEPHENS; of Georgia, (to the Speaker.) | 
If the motion to lay the resolution on the table pre- 
vail, willit carry the whole subject with it? 

‘The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, shouid it prevail, will carry the 
whole subject with it—as the Chair decided on a 
former occasion. i 

The yeas and nays on the motion of Mr. Gor- 
MAN were then ordered. . . 

And the question, ‘¢ Shall the resolution be laid 
on the table??? was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 104, nays 78; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Aver- 
ett, Bayly, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowie, Breck, Wiliam J. 
Brown, Buel, Burt, Chester Batier, Thomas B. Butler, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Wil 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Conrad, Daniel, Deberry, | 


Dimmick, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Featherston, ji 
Fuler, Gerry, Gorman, Gail, Hamilton, Hammond, Haral- || 

) | > ! : 
i messenger in the office of the Commissioner of! 


5 Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hib- 
bard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hub- 


La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, Me- 
Dowell, Robert M. MeLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peastee, 
Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P., Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walden, 
Waldo, Wailace, Watkins, Weliborn, Whittlesey, Wit- 
drick, Williams, Winthrop, Woodward, and Young—}04. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Bennett, Bingham, 
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Joseph 
Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, | 


Cable, Caivin, Causpbell, 
Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, 
Nathau Evans, Fitch, 


Duer, Durkee, Alexander Evans, 
s, Gilmore, Goadenow, Gott, Gould, 


Fowler, Gentry, Gidding: 
lan, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, 


Grinnell, Halloway, Fari 
Julian, George G. King, James G. King, Preston King, 


Leffler, Horace Mann, McDonald, Meacham, Moore, Morris, 
Nelson, Newell, Ogie, Otis, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Risley, 
Root, Kose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schocleratt, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, 
Taylor, Thurman, Underhill, Wentworth, White, Wilmot | 
and Wood—%8. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was laid on the table, and to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken, and 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

So the whole subject was disposed of by being 
laid on the table. ; 

Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to report from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, and to have put upon its passage, a joint | 
resolution from the Senate, (of which the purport | 
was not stated.) 

Mr. BURT objected. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and appropriately re- 
ferred. 

By Mr. MEACHAM: The petition of Quintius C. Rich 
and 100 citizens of Shoreham, Vermont, asking fur a change 
or the revenue laws of 1846. | 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The peiition of the Franklin In- 
stitute, of Philadelphia, asking Congress to authorize the | 
appoiutment of a scientific corps, to be attached to the com- | 
mission on the Mexicun boundary survey. 

By Mr. TUCK: The remonstrance of Enoch Place and | 
40 others, ministers of the Free Will Baptist connection, in | 
New Hampshire, against the extension of slavery into ter- | 
ritory now free, against the enactment of avy more stringent 
laws for the recapture of fugitive slaves, and against the | 
continuance of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
| By Mr. DULY: The petition of D. Ruod, Enoch G. 
Darling, and Witliain Wadsworth, for a miail-route from 
Madison to Waukeshau. 


| IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, July 20, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the | 
body a communication from the Department of the 
Interior, made in compliance with a resolution of : 
the Senate of the 28th of March last, calling for i 
the quantity of land sold and the amount of money | 
received at each of the land offices of the United ; 
Staies during the last three years, together with j 
the expense of each of said offices, and the quan- 
tity of land now remaining unsold, &c. 

On motion of Mr. FELCH, it was ordered that | 
it be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and the motion to print was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of citi- | 
zens of De Ruyter, New York, asking that a pub- | 


lic vessel may be employed to convey the delegates | 


lie on the table. . 
Mr. MASON presented a memorial of surgeons | 


olis, Maryland, asking the regulation by law of 
the rank of the medical officers of the navy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of in- 
habitants of Newark, Wayne county, New York, 
asking that a pension be granted to Samuel Dewey; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
| siovs. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented addi- 


|; tional documents in the case of the legal represent- 


atives of Gen. Nathaniel Greene; which were re- 


Also, the petition of Charles Hibbs, principal 


| 


| Pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 


Lard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. |] 


Jolson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kerr, John A. King, 


i Military Affairs. 


from thé United States to the Peace Convention || 
at Frankfort, in Germany; which was ordered to || 


in the army and navy, and physicians of Annap- : 


ferred to the Commitiee on Revolutionary Claims. | 


; memorial signed by some 600 person 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a 


s of Black- 
setts, asking a 
nd the subsutu- 
es, setting forth 


stone, in the State of Massachu 
modification of the tariff of 1846, a 
tion of specific for ad valorem duti 
that they have found by experience the Operation 
of. the revenue lawa of 1846 most disastrous to 
their industrial pursuits; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. : 
_ Mr. GREENE. I have a petition similar in 
import to that first presented by. the honorable 
Senator from Massaehusetts, from citizens of Kill- 
ingly, Connecticut, which I dsire may have the 
same reference; the motion wasapreed to. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, 

Ordered, That Amos Holton have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


METEOROLOGY. 


Mr. MANGUM. Some time since the Senate 
adopted an order to print a report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, communicating the report of Professor 
William P. Espy on the subject of meteorology; 
and I rise now for the purpose of moving that an 
additional number be printed, say four thousand 
copies, It is a very interesting document, as. I 
learn on all hands. “Many stones have been used 
in lithographing the copies now in preparation, 
which, unless these additional copies be ordered at 
once, will be obliterated in a short time. lt is the 
value of the report, and the demand there is for it, 
which prompts me to make this motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands this report to have been once referred to 
the Printing Committee, who directed its printing, 
and that the motion now is to print an extra num- 
ber. 

Mr. MANGUM. Yes, sir. I am under the 
impression that the motion to print an extra num- 
ber does not necessarily go to the Printing Com- 
mittee. They have ordered the report to be 
printed, and it will be competent for the Senate to 
order the extra number at once. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to know if this is the 
report indicating the character of storms through- 
out the country. 

Mr. MANGUM. I have not read the re ort, 


| but it is one in which there is collected, as { un- 


derstand, a vast amount of data in reference to that 
interesting science which, a few years ago, even 
among the wisest, was the subject of ridicule, but 
which is the subject of ridicule no longer, except 
among the uninformed. Jt has the highest testi- 
monials in favor of it as a science, and has excited 
general attention in Europe—among others, from 
the celebrated Arago. I understand that a num- 
ber of stones have been used for Jithographing a 
portion ofthis work, which will soon be destroyed. 
An additional number can be struck off at a ver 
slight expense, and 1 hope the Senate will feel nu 
difficulty in ordering the work. 

Mr. HALE. I have opposed propositions of 
this sort so often and so unsuccessfully that really 
I feel disheartened at interposing’ any objection to 
this one. 

Mr. BADGER, (inhisseat.) Withhold it, then: 

Mr. HALE. No, I cannot withhold it. The 
Senator from North Carolina says that this matter 
was formerly a subject of general ridicule, but that 
now it is only a matter of ridicule among the ùn- 
informed. Well, sir, 1I confess myself to be among 
that uninformed number. I do not believe one 
word of it, and as to the high testimonials that it 
has elicited; permit me to say one word. There 
is another book which has received high testi 
monials; and if this motion to print extra copies 
of this report be adopted, it will be well enough to 
amend it by ordering the printing of four thousand 
copies of W ebster’sdictionary on thissame ground, 


| No book that has been published lately has re- 


ceived testimonials so high as that, and yet 1 ven- 


| ture to say that a greater humbug has never been 
y: g 


presented tous. And if itis adopted as a standard, 
we shall soon have no English language at all on 
this side of the Adantic, but merely a sort of 
American patois. Although we hear daily lectures 
from all sides of the house about our extravagance 
in printing, yet there are conunually presented 
wise propositions for extra printing; which find 
somebody to claim an exception for them from the 
charge of extravagance, and, despite of all the lec- 
tures on economy, they are adopted. If we ever 
mean to arrest this matier, we mast begin to do it 
at once. $ 
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Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to say that [ 
shall indulge inno lecture on economy. F think 
they are very idle disquisitions, and that, in regard 
to this subject of printing, they are always brought 
forward without an expectation or prospect, how- 
ever sincere may be the desire of those who bring 
them forward, that they will induce the practice 
of economy. In truth, the name is so often used 
and so much abused that I think it rather carries 
a prejudice against any proposition which is intro- 
duced with a flourishing declaration on the subject 
of economy. What my colleague said in. regard 
to this report is true. What was once jeered and 
laughed at has now come to command the respect 
and consideration of the scientific world, and į see 
no reason why the Senate should not order this 
publication, I hope that, notwithstanding this old 
cry of economy, there will be no serious obstacle 
offered to doing what may tend to advance the in- 
terests of science, and promote the welfare of the 
eountry. kod 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion, and they were ordered. . 

Mr. MANGUM. I will modify the motion so 
as to provide for the printing of three thousand 
additional copies. i 

The motion was so modified, and the question 
being taken, it was agreed to, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Cass, Clarke, 
Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Greene, Houston, Jones, 
Mangum, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Seward, Svuié, Stargeon, 
Underwood, Uphain, aud Waies—25. ; 

NAY S—Mesars. Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Clemens, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Pelch, Hale, Hamlin, 
King, Masou, Norris, Pratt, Sebastian, Spruance, ‘Turney, 
Walker, Whitcoinb, and Yulee—20. 
` \ NEW MEXICO. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by 
law any officer of the army from assumiug or exercising 
within the limits ‘of the United States any civil power or 
authority not conferred by any act of Congress, aud of pro- 
viding an adequate punishinent fur such olence. 

Mr. PEARCE addressed the Senate upwards 
of an hour, in reply to the remarks of Mr. Hous- 
TON on preceding days, and in defence of the late 
‘President of the United States. 

A report will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. RUSK. do not rise, Mr. President, at 
this moment, to enter into this debate, or even to, 
answer the extraordinary arguments of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland ; much less do I rise with any 
purpose of preventing my colleague from embra- 
cing an opportunity of defending himself. But 1 
rise simply to say, in connection with this subject, 
as this question of boundary between Texas and 
the United States is approaching a point, and as it 
is about to become a question who drew the aword, 
l rise to say that Texas came into the Union 
claiming these boundaries, and that, in all tha ne- 
gotiations and transactions that took place between 
this Government and Mexico, this Government 
insisted upon the boundaries of Texas as defined 
by herselt. This fact all the negotiations show. 
All the intercourse between this Government and 
Mexico asserted the boundaries of Texas to the 
Rio Grande. This was asserted over anid over 
again, Every ucre of that territory claimed by 
Texas was included in the treaty of peace between 
Mexico and the United States. And, sir, these 
boundaries, which were insisted upon as against 
Mexico, and for which war was declared to assert 
them, now are denied, when Texas is concerned. 
And by whom? By the Congress of the United 
States? No, sir. Under any authority of the 
Congress? No, sir. By whom, then? nderan 
order of the Secretary of War, reversing the 
former order! And we are told that if we attempt 
by force to restrain a portion of our citizens, in 
our territory, who under this advice are attempt- 
ing to make a State, we shall be making war 
against the United States, and shall thereby be 
committing treason. 1 hope and trust that this ne- 
cessity will beavoided. J hope and trust that the 
action of this Government will fall back into its 
proper train, and that some of that kindness of 
which Senators talk so much, but of which I must 
confess | have seen so little, will be exhibited, and 
that this matter will be amicably adjusted. I am 
sure I have thrown no obstruction in the way. If 
the question is left to be determined whether 
Texas has aright to extend her laws there, and 
if, under the advice of the Executive of this Gov- 


ernment without the authority of Congress and the 
consent of Texas, these, people should form a 
State for the purpose of being brought into this 
Union—if, under these circumstances, this terri- 
tory belonging to Texas is to be held under the 
military force of the United States, Texas will re- 
sist ; even if it be treason, she will resist—and the 
full share of that treason that shall attach to one 
citizen shall attach tome. With all my hopes of 
peace and all my attachments to this Union, I 
will never tamely submit to the exercise of un- 
authorized military power, and you may be sure 
that Texas will not. This is a contest between 
right and wrong, and the right is with Texas. i 

Mr. CLAY. lmove that the further consid- 
eration of this subject be postponed until Monday 
next, and I should now call for the order of the 
day, but that an executive message has jast been 
received of an important character, which seems 
to require immediate consideration. 

_ The further consideration of the subject was ac- 
cordingly postponed till eleven o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. CLAY I now move that the Senate go 
into executive session. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business ; and, after some time 
Spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 22, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
A RECESS. 


Mr. OLDS asked the unanimous consent to in- 
troduce the following resolution; which was read 
for information: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Speaker of 
the House of Representauves, and tbe President of the 
Senate, adjoum their respective Houses on Monday, the 
2dth day of August next, at twelve o'clock, m. 

Resolved, further, by the Senate und House of Representa- 
tives of the United Stutes of America, That the next session 
of the 3ist Congress commence on the first Monday of 
Noveinber next. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. OLDS moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the first propo- 
siuon contained in the resolution required the con- 
currence of the Senate, but not of the President; 
the second required also the signature of the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. INGE expressed the hope that the latter 
part would be stricken out. 

Mr. OLDS said, he did not wish to offer the 
proposiuon to adjourn on the 28ih of August, 
unless coupled with the proposition to meet on 
the first of November, 

The SPEAKER suggested that the gentleman’s 
object could be attained by modifying the reso- 
lution so as to provide for taking a recess from 
28th August to lst November, 

Mr, OLDS accepted the suggestion, and modi- 
fied his resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurrmg therein,) That the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, and the Spvaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatiyes, adjourn their respective Houses on Monday, 
the Hih day of August next, at twolve o’cluck, imn., to take 
a recess until the first Monday in November next. 

The question being on the adoption of the res- 
olution, 

Mr. RUMSEY asked the yeas and nays. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPRAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. PRESTON KING rose to a question of 
order, and inquired if there was not a previous 
question pending upon the motion offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. THompson,] 
on Monday last, that the rules of the House be 
suspended to enable him to move to proceed to the 
ee of the business on the Speaker’s 
taole ? 

The SPEAKER, upon reference to the Journal, 
stated that that motion had been made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and that it was the first 
business in order. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the eee of the rules to receive the motion 
of Mr. THompson. š 

Mr. WEN'TWORTH called for the yeas and. 
nays. 

‘Lhe question being on ordering the yeas and 
nays— 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced, ayes 16—not a sufficient number. 


Mr. WENTWORTH called for tellers upon or- 
dering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. . 

The question recurting upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules— i y 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Duncan and McMutien were appointed. $ 

Mr. STANLY inquired what was the question? 
Was it to suspend the rules to take up the resolu- 
tion to fix the day of adjournment, or to receive 
the resolution to proveed to business on the Speak- 
er’s table? i . 

The SPEAKER, To proceed to business on 
the Speaker’s table. f 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 128, noes 12, : 

So the rules were suspended. 

The question being on agreeing to the motion to 
proceed to business on the Speaker’s table, was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Elouse the fol- 
lowing: 

A message from the President, heretofore re- 
ceived, which was read, and is as follows: 

To the House of Representutives of the United Stutes : 

1 transmit tò the House of Representatives a copy of a 
dispatch addressed by the Minister of the United States at 
Paris to the Secretary of State, witi a translation of the 
documents which accompanied it, relative to the memorial 
ot Pierre Piron, a citizen of the French Republic, who, it 
will be perceived, presents a just claim to pecuniary remu- 
heralion from Wis Government, on account of services 
rendered to citizens of the United States. 

WASHINGTON, June 13, 1850: Z. TAYLOR. 


On motion by Mr. MeCLERNAND, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, i 


A message from the President, heretofore re- 
ceived, which was read, and is as follows: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

I herewith transmit to the House of Representatives a 
report of the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, 
in answer to its resolution of the 28th of March last, 

WASHINGTON, May 18, 1850. ~ Z., TAYLOR., . 

[This covered the correspondence between the 
Secretary of State and the United States Consul at 
Vienna. . . ; 

On motion by Mr, McCCLERNAND, the mes- 
sage and accompanying documents were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A message from the President, heretofore re- 
ceived, which was read, and is as follows: 


To the House of Representutives of the United States: 

1 herewith transmit a report of the Secretary of War, 
communicating the information, as far asit can be furnished, 
required by the resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 17th instant, respecting the amount of money coj- 
lected froin Customs in California, from the conclusion of tie 
War until the collector appointed under the act of March 
3, 1849, entered upon his duties; the objects for which said 
money has been expended; and the authority under which 
the collections and disbursements were made. 

Wasuineron, June 26, 1850, Z. TAYLOR, 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, heretofore received, which was read, and 
is as follows: : 


To the House of Representatives of the United Statesss 
In reply to the resolution of the House of Representatives 

of the 17th ultimo, in regard to the number of vess 8, guns, 

and men, constituting the African squadron, the annual ex. 

penses of that squadron, &e., E submit herewith a report 

trom the Secretary of the Navy, with accompanying docu- 

ments. Z. TAYLOR. 
WASHINGTON, July 1, 1850. 


On motion by Mr. BURT, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

i herewith transmit to the House of Representatives, in 
compliance with the request contained in-their resoiution 
of the 24th day of January Jast, the information asked tor 
by that resolution, relating to certain proceedings of the 
British Government, in the forcible seizure and oceupa- 
tion of the Island of Tigre; also, all the « facts, circum- 
t stances, and communications, within the Knowledge of 
‘the Executive, relative to any seizure or occupation or 
‘attempted seizure or occupation, by the British Goveru- 
‘ment, of any port, river, town, territory, or isiand, belong- 
‘ ing to, or claimed by, any or the States of Central Anier- 
Si¢a.?? 

The resolution of the House speaks of the Island of Tigre, 
in the State of Nicaragua, Iam notaware of the existence 
of any such island in that State, and presume that the res- 
olution refers to the island of the same name in the gulf of 
Fonseca, in the State of Honduras. 

The concluding part of vhe resolution, requesting the 
President to eemmunicate to the House ail treaties net here 
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tofore published which may have been negotiated with any 
of the States of Central Atuerica, “ by any person acting by 
authority of the late Administration, or. under the. aus- 
pices of the present Administration,” so far as jt has refer- 
ence to treaties negotiated with any of those States by in- 
structions from this Government, cannet be complied with, 
inasmuch as those treaties have not been acted upon by the 
Senate of the United States, and are now in the possession 
of that body, to whom, by the Constitution, they are di- 


rected to be wansmitted for advice in regard to their ratifi- 
cation, 


_ But, as its eommunication is not liable to 
tion, [ transmit, for the information of the House, a copy of 
a treaty in regard to a ship canal across the Isthmus, nego- 
tiated by Elijah Hise, our Iate Chargé d’Affuires in Guate- 
inala, with the Government uf Nicaragua, on the Qist day of 
June, 1849, accompanied by copies of his instructions from, 
and correspondence with, the Department of State. 

I shall cheerfully comply with the request of the House 
of Representatives, to lay before them the treaties negotia- 
ted with the States of Central America, now before the 
Senate, whenever it shall be compatible with the public in- 
terest to make the communication. For the present, I com- 
municate herewith a copy of the treaty with Great Britain, 
and of the correspondence between the American Secretary 
of State and the British Plenipotentiary at the time it was 
concluded. The ratifications of it were exchanged at Wash- 
ington on the 4th day of July instant. 

{ also transmit the report of the Secretary of State, to 
whom the resolution of the House was referred, and who 
conducted the negotiations relative to Central America, un- 
der the direction of my lamented predecessor. 

MILLARD FILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, July 18, 1850. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the commu- 
nication and accompanying: documents be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that they 
be printed. 

Mr. SAVAGE moved that they be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which motion was put and decided in the 
negative, 

The question recurring on the former motion, it 
was put and agreed to. 


INVALID PENSIONERS. 


I. A communication from the Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the House of the 3d of March, 1849, a 
statement from the Commissioner of Pensions, 
showing the names and residences of all the inva- 
lid pensioners of the United States, the time when 
placed upon the roll, the amount of pension which 
they respectively receive, and the acts under which 
received, &e. 

Mr. BAYLY inquired of the Chair whether that 
was the document, the proposition to print which 
Jed to so much discussion ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. CONGER. moved that the communication 
be laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, he wished to pro- 
pound the inquiry to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Publie Printing, [Mr. Mc Wittie,] what 
had been the action of that committee upon the 
document containing a list of the pensioners of the 
United States which had been referred to them 
some time since ? 

The SPEAKER suggested that debate would 
be more properly in order after the question had 
been taken on the motion to lay on the table. 

That question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the communication was laid on the table, 

The question recurring on the motion to print— 

Mr. WENTWORTH repeated his inquiry ad- 
dressed to the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
McWiue.} : 

Mr. McWILLIE replied, that the Committe on 
Printing had agreed to recommend to the House to 
have the document referred to by the gentleman 
printed, anda member of the committee was now 
waiting to make the report. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, the reply of the 
gentleman answered the object which he had in 
view. He had nothing more to say. 

The question. was taken, and 

The document was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to reconsider the vote. 


the same objec- 


He said, as this document merely gave the names | 


of those invalid pensioners who had drawn their 
pensions, he could not see that it could be of any 
value to have it printed. He thought it would be a 
useless expense, and hoped it would not beincurred. 


90 


Mr. CONGER inquired of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, for what: purpose the communication 
was sent to the House, if not to be printed and 
laid: before the House, that the House might be 
fs of the information which it furnished ? 
t was sent in pursuance of a resolution of in- 
quiry and of the usage of the department, and it 
should be printed. He hoped therefore, that the 
motion to reconsider would not prevail. 
a SWEETSER obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to 
Mr. MARSHALL, who, in reply to the in- 


quiry of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. | 


Concer,] why this communication had been sent 
here if not to be 
supposed it had been sent in merely because it had 
been called for. He could not see what object 
was to be effected by the printing. 

Mr. SWEETSER opposed the printing of the 
document. 
could accomplish any general or practical pur- 
poses. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, briefly explained 
that the object of printing the communication was 
to enable frauds and impositions to be detected. 


And he hoped the motion to print would be agreed 
to. 


He moved that the 
upon the table. 

The question on that motion was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, without a division. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table, 

I. Also, a communication from the Treasury 
Department, transmitting, in compliance with the 
provisions of the 3d section of the act of March 
3, 1843, to regulate the recoinage of certain foreign 
gold and € 
of the Mint, showing the result of the 
the coins referred to in the act; 
by Mr. Bayzy, was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


motion to reconsider be laid 


assay of 
which, on motion 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- f 


sage from the Senate: 


IN SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
May 28, 1850. 
Ordered, That the Secretary inform the 


} 


House of Repre- 


printed, said that he (Mr. M.) j 


He did not perceive that its printing Í 


silver coin, a report from the Director | 


sentatives that the Senate has empowered the standing j 


Committee on Public Buildings to act jointly with the com- 
mittee on the same subject of the House’ of Representa- 
tives. Attest, ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary. 


Mr. HOUSTON (scarcely heard in the confu- 
sion of the Hall) moved a concurrence on the 
part of the House in the resolution. 
understood to say, tha 


Mr. RICHARDSON said a few words which 
it was not possible to hear, but which were under- 
stood to be in opposition to the resolution, and in 
general protest against these great projects for the 
improvements of the Capitol. He was opposed to 
the whole matter. 

Mr. HOUSTON interposing, (and Mr. R. 
yielding the floar,) said he would state for the 
information of the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. 
Ricuarpson,] that the joint resolution did not con- 
template any appropriation of money, or authorize 
the joint committee to make any contract. lts 
only object was to authorize the two committees 
to sit together. But the result of their delibera- 
tion, whatever that might be, would await the 
actien of the House. : The resolution merely ena- 
bled the committees to sit jointly, as without such 
a resolution they could not do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said, he was perfectly 
aware of all that the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 


i 
} 


He was : 
$i 
il 


Hovsron] had said. But he (Mr. R.) had Jong 
understood -what the practical. operation ‘of, this 
mode of proceeding was, A joint. committee would 
be appointed, the House would consider as commit- 
ted to the recommendations of that committee, and 
appropriations would be made for the construction 
of these buildings. And this was about all that the 
House would know about the matter, He alluded 
to the manner in which appropriations had been 
made for the Patent Office, and expressed the be- 
lief that very few gentlemen understood the extent 
to which the public money was to be apprepriated. 
The appropriations had run up from thousands to 
hundreds of thousands. If gentlemen would come 
here with a plain and open proposition for the ap- 
propriations they wanted, he was sure that very 
ewf, ifany members, would vote for themagnificent 
i improvements which were contemplated. - He was 
opposed to the whole system. The time might come 
when some of these gentlemen, about whose mile- 
age so many complaints were made, might. want 
the Capitol nearer to their own residences, and the 
would then give those gentlemen the benefit.of that 
mileage which so. much distressed them; 

He moved that the communication be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. WOODWARD requested the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Rictarpson] to withdraw the 
| motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he would do so. 

So the motion to iay on the table was with- 
| drawn. Sag 

Mr. WOODWARD said, he was in favor of the 
resolution. Ee was willing to do anything which 
would promote the project of a new Hall for the 
accommodation of this body. Efforts towards that 
object had been made during the last twenty years. 
He was willing and anxious to remove the impedi- 
iments that existed to legislation in this House. 
|| It was impossible for members to debate—it was 
impossible for them even to practice good manners 
here, because a member was not going to sit 
silent whilst another member was speaking, when 
he could not hear. He said, therefore, that this 
was an-unmannerly Hall, and that order never.could 
|| be maintained init. Look-at it! A stranger would 
suppose that at the time it was constructed,there was 
not a man in the nation, from the President down, 
who knew that there was in nature such a science ag 
accoustics, and that surfaces reflected sounds. [t 
| was nota Hall—it was a cavern—a mammoth cave, 
in which men might speak in all parts, and be 
, understood in none. It was constructed with a 
i view to concentrate the voice of the member on 
the Speaker’s ear, leaving every one-else deaf: 
Better that the members should be dumb too, un- 
j less a different Hall should be given tothem. “He 
believed that five times the cost of a new:Hall 
| would -be saved to the country in five years. He 
believed that if the House had transacted its busi- 
ness in a building differently constructed, certain 
claims, the passage of which had given offence to 
some gentlemen, never would have passed 
without debate. This House legislated upon an 
amount of unjust claims in the course of five years, 


i| which would save to the Government twice over 
( 


the cost of constructing a suitable Hall. He would 
constract such a building, even if the cost were 
five millions of dollars. The country wouid be the 
gainers in money—it would be the gainersin the 
{influence which this House would pogsess over 
| the public mind—beeause he insisted that speak- 
ing here without the possibility of being heard, 
tended strongly to demoralize the House. The 
whole habit and bearing of the members would 
be improved, if they had a Hall in which it was 


|| possible to hear. 


He trusted the pecuniary consideration would 
have no influence in the decision of the question. 
He was astonished that the House should hesi- 
tate a moment about an expenditure for such 
a purpose. lt would be better to expend ‘any 
| amount of money for a Hall in which the debates 
could be effectively heard. Men could not. even 
keep their tempers here. They were obliged to 
get into a passion, in order to. speak Toud enough 
to be heard at all, And hence it was that that 
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description of debate which was in the worst taste 
was that which generally engaged attention. He 
trusted that these two’ committees would. be con- 
nected, if by so doing the great object to be at- 
tained could in any degree be promoted. 

. Mr. WHITE desired to be informed by the 

Speaker, whether this communication might not 
be informally laid aside. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I cannot hear a word the 
gentleman says—not one word, sir. 

Memzers in other parts of the Hall. 
not hear a word. f 

The SPEAKER. Conversation is too loud in 
the Hall. Fhe gentleman from New York {Mr. 
Warme] will suspend his remarks until order has 
been restored. 

After the lapse of some time, 

Mr. WHITE resumed. I understand that a 
resolution on this subject has been passed by the 
Senate. ‘That resolution is not now before the 
House. This is a simple motion of concurrence 
in'a resolution which has not been presented. It 
seems to me that it would be proper to have:the 
resolution before us before any action is taken. I 
do not know what the resolution contains. But I 
desire the Speaker to state whether the resolution 
may not be informally laid aside until such time 
as the resolution itself shall be before the House? 

Mr. HOUSTON was understood to say, that all 
that was proposed to be done was, that the com- 
mittee of the House should act in conjunction with 
the committee of the Senate. The Senate had 
passed a resolution to that effect, and this commit- 
tee apprised the House of the fact. The simple 
proposition was, that the House should instruct 
Ms committee to act conjointly with the committee 
of the Senate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Is it a 
proposition to make this a joint committee, or is 
there some specific object upon which it is pro- 
posed to act? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is, as I understand, for a 
temporary purpose only. 

Mr. THOM PSON. What is that purpose ? 

Mr. HOUSTON referred to the remarks he had 
already submitted, and said, that beyond the ex- 
planation there given, he could, he thought, say 
nothing calculated to give satisfaction to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. THotrson.} 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the resolution will be 
laid aside. 


We can- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 


York (Mr. Wurre] is entitled to the floor. The 


communication comes up in the regular order of į! 


business. By the unanimous consent of the House, 
it can be laid aside informally. 

Mr. HOUSTON objected. 

Mr. WHITE then moved that the further con- 
sideration of the resolution be postponed until 
Monday next. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (to the Chair.) 
Is the motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It ts not. 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the consideration of the 
subject be postponed until Monday next?” was 
then taken, and decided in the negative—ayes 60, 
noes 70. 

So the House decided that the consideration of 
the subject should not be postponed. 

The question recurring on concurring in the res- 
olution of the Senate— 

Mr, STANTON, of Tennessee, said, he could 
not see the objection to the passage of the resolu- 
tion which seemed to have struck the minds of 
some members of the House. it was simply a 
proposition that the Committees on Public Build- 
ings, of the House and of the Senate, should act 
conjointly, Surely the House did not, by con- 
curring in the resolution, commit itself to any prop- 
osition that might be submitted by the committee. 
Therefore, so far as the proposition itself was 
concerned, he could see no objection to its adop- 
tion, if it were anything good—nor even if it were 
anything bad. 

But if the object were such as had been repre- 
sented here to-day, then he concurred entirely in 
the views which had been expressed by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarn.]} 
He (Mr. S.) thought that the opinion had long 
and generality prevailed here, that this Chamber 
was unfit for the purpose for which it had been 
built; that it was necessary—absolutely and indis- 
pensably necessary—that a Hall should be con- 
structed in which the public business could be 


| 
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trve—true to the letter—that persons sitting even 
in his (Mr. 8.’s) seat, were altogether unable to 
hear anything of a large portion of the business 
before the House. If, for the purpose of hearing, 
he went into the area in front of the Clerk’s table, 
the Speaker, as it was his duty to do, called him 
of order. If he advanced a few paces into the 
aisle, to hear something of matters in which he 
felt a deep concern, there, also, he was called to 
arder,+as on numberless occasions he had been. 
Thus, he was.in ignorance of much that was going 
on im the Hall; and he must continue to beso, 
unless, by breaking the rule, he could: take some 
position more favorable. He had a right to know 
all that was going on in the Hall. Tt was his con- 
stitutional privilege to hear, justas much as it was 
to speak; and it was the duty of this House to 
provide the means of hearing for all. He hoped, 
if the object of this resolution to unite the two 
committees was to facilitate the proposition to con- 


struct a new Hall, that it would be passed without |! 


difficulty or delay, as it must commend itself to the 
favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, demanded the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded, and the main 
question was ordered, being on the adoption of the 
following resolution moved by Mr. Houston : 

Resolved, That the House concur in the order of the 
Senate of the 28th of May, 1850, and that tbe committee on 
Public Buildings of the House be authorized to act in con- 
cert with the same committee of the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GOTT moved to reconsider the vote and to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken, and decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


The House bill, entitled An act for the relief of 
Jacob Zimmerman, having been returned from the 
Senate with an amendment, was taken up for con- 
sideration, and the said amendment, striking out 
the words ‘Ist of January, 1850,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words, “25th April, 1848,” was 
concurred in—ayes 85, noes not counted. 

paar tes ; 

The House bill, entitled An act to provide for 
the recording of conveyances of vessels, and for 
other purposes, having been returned from the 
Senate with an amendment, came up in its order 
for consideration. 

The amendment was read, as follows : 

“Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That any person not 
being an owner, who shall on the high seas wilitily, with 
intent to burn or destroy, set fire to any ship or other ves- 
sel, or otherwise attempt the destruction of such ship or 
other vessel, being the property of any citizen or citizens of 
the United States, or procure the same to be done, with the 
intent aforesaid, and being thereoflawfully convicted, shall 
suffer imprisonment to hard labor for a term not exceeding 
ten years nor less than three years, according to the aggra- 
vation of the circumstances.” * 

* Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That this act shall be 
in full force from aud after the first day of October next suc- 
ceeding.” 

On motion by Mr. GRINNELL, the House 
concurred in the amendment of the Senate. 

House bill No. 71, being an act for the relief of 
Richard H. Barrett, having been returned from 
the Senate with an amendment, inserting in the 
bill the words, “in the St. Augustine district, in 


the State of Florida,” said amendment was con- }} 


sidered and concurred in. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 


Senate bill No. 18, entitled “An act to divide 
the district of Askansas into two judicial districts,”? 
being read by its title, with a view to its commit- | 
ment— i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
bill be put upon its passage. He said, it had 
passed the Senate several times—he believed this 
was the third time. It had come to this House, 
and been reported back from the committee during 
the last Congress, and he believed daring the 29th 
Congress—at any rate, during the 30th Congress. 
it had failed heretofore for want of time, and noth- 
ing else. He now asked that the House put it 
upon its passage, and allow it to be disnosed of. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken, and deeided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 76, noes 49. i 
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conducted properly, and with facility. It was tf 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. i 


July 22, 


LAND OFFICERS. 


Senate bill entitled “ An act regulating the com- 
‘pensation of Registers and Receivers of the Uni- 
‘ted States Land Offices for locating Mexican 
‘bounty land warrants,” was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, with a view to its commit 


F ment. 


Mr. McDONALD said: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that this bill be put upon its passage, and in so 
doing I desire to offer a few remarks in favor of 


| its provisions, believing that if Ht 4s-understood by 


the House no serious objection will be made. It 
is well known that on the adoption of our present 
land system the compensation of registers and 
receivers was fixed by law, in which a per cent. 
upon the amount of money received formed the 
principal amount of compensation; and upor 
the passage of the Mexican bounty land Jaw 
ho compensation was allowed to registers and 
receivers, for the labor performed in making the 
locations of warrants issued under said law. 
Since the issue of these land warrants almost all 
the land taken up has been done with warrants, 
thus depriving these officers of the largest amount 
of their salery. In 1848 a bill was passed author- 
izing them to charge fifty cents for each land war- 
rant of one hundred and sixty, located by any as- 
signee; but they were stil} required to locate land 
warrants for soldiers or their heirs without fee or 
reward. Now, it isa fact that! know of my own 
knowledge, that the labor to be performed by these 
officers in locating jand warrants, is nearly three 
times as great as that performed in the entry of 
land with money, and yet the compensation now 
received is much less than half that received in 
the case of money entries. It has been demon- 
strated by a long series of years, under our. land 
system, that the amount received by those officers 
for the labor performed in the entry of land with 


! money, is no more than a fair compensation. And 


this bill proposes nothing more than to give them 
the same compensation for locating land warrants, 
as is received by them in entering land with mo- 
ney, with this difference only, that where the land 
is located by assignees, the fee is to be paid by 
such assignee; but where the location is made by 
the soldier or his heirs, the compensation is made 
out of the Treasury. 1 fee} anxious that this bill 
shall pass, as itis but a simple act of justice to 
those officers who have been deprived of a reason- 
able compensation for the labor performed by 
them; and for these reasons I have moved that 
this bill be pat upon its passage. If it be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, I hope that it 
may be reported back at an early day, so that we 
may act upon it during the present session. 

Mr. BISSELL said he thought this bill was 
very just and proper, and he sincerly hoped thas 
no geatleman would interpose an objection to its 
passage. Ee knew of his own knowledge, as had 
been stated by the gentleman from Indiana, that 
the labor required of the officers of the land offices 


| in the entry and location of these Mexican land war- 


rants was very great, much greater than in ordinary 
cases. ‘There was no principle of justice or equity 
which required that it should not be paid for. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he did 
not know but he should approve of the bill; but 
he very much disapproved of this habit of passing 
bills without any consideration whatever. He 
moved, therefore, that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. He, however, waived 
the motion for the present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON considered it very neces- 
sary and proper that this bill should pass. The 
effect of the Mexican bounty land Jaw was this: In 
the districts in the west and southwest where the 
public Jands were entered, the officers in the land 
offices who discharged the duties received nothing 
for labor two or three times as great as when 
they were entered with the money; and their com- 
pensation. was in many instances cut down from 
$1,506 and $2,000 to $500. Under this law, the 
duties in these offices were so great that each register 
and receiver was required to retain a number of 
clerks; the salary which he received was not sufi- 
cient to compensate him or his clerks; and it wouid 
he difficalt to get public officers to discharge these 
duties unless the Government paid them. It was 
true, as had been stated by gentlemen who had 
preceded him, that it required’ about three times 
the labor to enter public lands with land warrants 
that it did with the money. 
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Mr. JONES said, this bill provided, he believed, 
that the assignee or the holder, provided -he was 
not the soldier, should pay the fee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said that a bill had passed 
a year ago, allowing the registers and receivers to 
charge fifty cents where the warrants were in the 
hands of the assignee; hut they get nothing in case 
they were entered in the name of the soldier. . The 
object of the bill was to entitle the officers to the 
same pay where the lands were entered. by war- 
rant as where they were entered with. the money. 

Mr. TAYLOR concurred in what had been said 
in regard to the importance of the passage of this 
bill. He did not intend to. detain the House. 

Mr. JONES requested the gentleman: from Ohio 
to yield the floor, that the bill might be read. 

Mr. TAYLOR yielded. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TAYLOR observed, that he merely wished 
to say a word in concurrence with what had been 
said on the other side of the House, in reference 
to the necessity of the immediate passage of the 
bill. He did so because he had constant applica- 
tions from gentlemen connected with the land of- 
fices of the country—particularly from two or three 
gentlemen in his own town, where the land papers 
of southern Ohio were all concentrated and kept. 
The duties of the registers and receivers had been 
very greatly increased, as had been said by the 
genueman from Indiana; and it seemed to him that 
there ought to be no hesitation in passing this bill 
without a reference 

He had personal knowledge of the vast amount 
of labor imposed upon the registers and receivers 
in his portion of the country by the transfer of the 
Mexican land warrants, without any compensa- 
tion whatever, Their salary was very small; it 
was very well known that they received not over 
five hundred dollars; it was not right that gentle- 
men who purchased these warrants for speculation 
(and it was well known that the greater part of 
them were purchased, by speculators) should, at 
the cost of only fifty cents, have the benefit of 
three times the amount of labor on the part of the 
registers and receivers than was necessary for the 
entry of the public lands by money. He trusted 
that the bill would be passed. 

Mr. LEFFLER said, he would only trouble the 
House a moment. He wished merely to say 
that the Commissioner of Public Lands having 
had his attention called to the subject, after a full 
examination of a copy of the Senate bill, had 
written a letter to the delegation from Iowa, in 
which he endorsed this bill from beginning to end, 
and recommended its passage at as early a day as 
possibie, Te had not now that letter in his pos- 
session: if it were with him, he would call for its 
reading to the House. 

Mr. CARTTER (Mr. L. yielding) said he 
wished to make an inquiry of the. gentleman 
from Iowa: had the gentleman heard of any of 
these officers who had resigned for want of pay? 

Mr. LEFFLER replied that he had not. 

Mr. SACKETT said, there was one feature of 
this bill which he thought very objectionable, and 
he would refer the bill to a committee foc the pur- 
pose of having it amended or modified in that fea- 
ture at least. It was this: that in case the lands 
were located in the name of the soldier, the receiver 
or register should be paid out of the Treasury. 
Now he presumed that the effect of this would be 
that every warrant would be located in the name 
of the soldier by some arrangement that the buyer 
or assignee would no doubt make. ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON (Mtr. S. yielding for ex- 
planation) said, if the gentleman from New York 
imagined that all the public lands hereafter en- 
tered by soldiers’? warrants would be entered 
Girectly by thesoldier, he was gurely mistaken, and 
did not understand the operation of our land sys- 
tem. A large proportion of the lands located by 
speculators and other buyers would be, as they 
had heretofore been, located by warrants assigned 
by the soldier. 

Mr. SACKETT did not know but the gentle- 
man from Hlinois might be correct, but he was not 
satisfied of it. But it was reasonable to suppose, 
and lo himit was probable that, were such an 
amendment adopted as now proposed, the men 
who purchased these warrants, aud held them in 
large numters, would invent some means by which 
they could be located in the name of the soldier, 
though. they were in fact for somebody else. 

Another poiut: Ele had not yet heard the inquiry 


of the gentleman -from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer} an- 
swered in-the affirmative; he had not heard any 
gentleman say he knew of any case in which these 
land officers had resigned for wantof pay, although 
this process of entering by, bounty land warrants 
had been going on about two years. The fact was, 
that it was.an additional duty, to continue only 
three or four years, distributed among the various 
land offices throughout the United States; and being 
temporary in its nature, he saw no necessity for 
anincrease of their compensation 

Mr. SEDDON said he knew very little, indeed, 
upon the subject of this bill. But it struck him, 
that it certainly ought to be referred to the appro- 
priate committee, and be considered before it was 
acted upon. 

Mr. KAUFMAN interposed, and raised the 
point of order, that this bill, involving an appro- 
priation of money, must, of necessity, go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it could neither be discussed nor acted 
upon in the House until it was returned from that 
committee. The second section (he said) made a 
very large appropriation. 

The SPEAKER (after examination of the bill) 
said it did not, in his opinion, contain an appro- 
priation, nor come within the rule referred to. He 
therefore overruled the point of order. 

The second section of the bill was read. 

Mr. SEDDON contended, that the bill ought to 
be sent to the appropriate committee, and be re- 
ported, before it received the favorable considera- 
tion of the House. As he understood it, it involved 
an unjust and most objectionable principle. . By 
the law granting bounty land to the soldiers in 
the Mexican war, it was expressly stipulated 
their warrants should not be subject to any fees 
or charged to the land officers, when used to enter 
land. The soldiers received the warrants with 
that understood privilege of exemption from all 
such charges, and the warrants were, to the extent 
of such usual charges, enhanced in value. A very 
Jarge number of such warrants had been sold, and 
the purchasers had, of course, paid for them with 
the understanding that such exemption had attached 
to them, at a price enhanced by that advantage. 
To impose such charges now, would be directly to 
depreciate in the hands of the assignees, to an ex- 
tent corresponding’ with such charges, the value 
of the warrants purchased by them. This would 
be by retroactive legislation to strip them of a 
right for which they had fairly paid. It would be 
hard and unjust. Assignees are nota class who 
hold a very favorable estimation in the considera- 
tion of the House, and they certainly are no fa- 
| vorites of mine Bull they are entitled to justice, 
to the preservation, in full validity, of their pur- 
chased rights. But, sir, the injury will by no 
means be confined to them. It might, perhaps, 
be doubted whether you would not entitle the 
assignees to go back against the soldiers, their 
assignors, to the extent of the diminished value, 
for to that extent, without fault of theirs, the con- 
sideration for which they have paid will have 
failed. But, admitting this to be a strained appli- 
cation of a well-known legal principle, it is at 
least clear that all soldiers who still hold war- 
rants, (and there are numbers who have neither 
entered lands nor sold their warrants,) will imme- 
diately have the market value of their warrants 
diminished to the extent of the charges tobe im- 
posed by. this bill. You show in the bill itself a 
consciousness that the privilege of entry without 
charge cannot be rightfully taken from the soldier, 
for, when he makes theentry in person, a provis- 
ion is made for his exemption. But, as is well 
known, in the great majority of cases, the soldier 


the benefit of the bounty, make entry in person— 
to make his warrant available, he must sell. But 
by incumbering his warrant when sold, you di- 
minish its value, and directly strip him in part of 
the paltry pittance of national bounty, for which 
he fought and bled. This you propose to do in 
the face of the direct stipulations of the bounty 
bill, that his warrant should be free from such 
charge or disadvantage. y Pi 

Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to pursue 
a harsh or illiberal course to the land officers, 1 
they do not receive proper compensation for their 


I will cheerfully give my aid to such a measure of 
justice; but let their compensation be from the 


public ‘Treasury, or in some other way, not infrin- 


cannot, without expense and sacrifice exceeding | 


If | 


| services, let them be justly pai, by all means. ; 
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ging purchased rights, nor, involving. retroactive 


i legislation, nor depriving, even partially, the poor 


soldier of the privilege expressly stipulated to -be 
given him by the law, under which: he may have 
enlisted, ce 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said that he did 
not care a great-deal whether the bill before the 
House passed or not. But. he was satisfied, that 
if the debate should be continued much’ longer, 
there was no hope thatthe business on the Speaks 
er’s table could be got through. with to-day.: He 
presumed that every gentleman had made up -his 
mind how he intended to vote, and:that-he would 
not be much enlightened by further debate.: He 
Understood the. pending motion to be to refer thé 

ill. ; 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion now be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 
stood to say, he had made, or indicated, the motion 
torefer. At all events, he hoped the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. Jounson} would allow the 
motion to be received. 

Mr: JOHNSON, indicating his willingness that 
the motion should be made— ; r 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he moved that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ., 

Mr. JOHNSON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. The House can decide as it pleases. o. 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Speaker.) ‘What is the 
motion of reference? ag 

The SPEAKER. 
tee on Public Lands. : al! 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and there was a 
second. 

And the main question was ordered, and being 
taken, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

After the decision had been announced— 

Mr. LEFFLER submitted that he had called 
for a division before the result was announced. 

Some conversation follawed. ; 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair had not heard 
the gentleman, but intimated that he could attain 
his object by moving a reconsideration of the vote 
referring the bill to the Committee. on Public 
Lands. is a a 

Mr. LEFFLER did not make the motion. 
~ The following bills from the Senate were sever- 
ally read a second and third time by. their titles, 
and referred, as indicated below, viz: ae 

An act for the relief. of H. J. McClintock, Har- 
rison Gill, and Mansfield Carter. Referred tothe 
Committee on. Indian Affairs, red ' 

An act for the relief of Captain Nathan Adams, 
of Tennessee. On motion by Mr. THOMAS, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Simon Greenleaf. Re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, ` 


MEXICAN WAR-—EXTRA PAY. 

The joint resolution from the Senate for resto- 
ring the settlement of the three months’ extra pay 
claims to the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
coming up in order, was read;a first and second 
time by its title, with a view to its commitment; 
when ; 

Messrs. BURT and HARALSON simultane- 
ously addressed the Chair. $ 
The SPEAKER recognized the gentleman from 
South Carolina, 

Mr. BURT—-who asked that the bill might be 
read. 

Mr. HARALSON had risen (he said) for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. 

The bill having been read— N 

Mr. BURT moved to amend it by striking out 
the words “first of July,” and inserting the words 
“after the passage of the joint resolution.” 

Mr. B. said, he would ask that the resolution 
might be put upon its passage now. The object 
of it, he was sure, was so apparent as to require 
little, if any, explanation. He did not wish, to 
take up the lime of the House with any remarks, 
but if any gentleman desired an explanation, he 
(Mr. B.) was prepared to give ite ooa ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired the 
reasons for the change contemplated by the joint 
resolution, pong 

Mr. BURT said, that prior to the year. 1848, 
these duties had all been discharged by the ac> 
counting officers of the Treasury. -When the 
three months’ extra pay was given to. thesoldiers 


It ig to refer to the Commit- 
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of the Mexican war, such were the duties of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury that it was seen 
that they could not pay the claims with the prompt- 
itude necessary to do entire justice to the claimants. 


In consideration of the performance of the duty, į 


the Pay Department was allowed to retain a cer- 
tain number of officers, The joint resolution sim- 
ply proposed to restore to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury the duties they performed prior 
to the passage of the law in 1848. He would say 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Taomp- 
son,] and to the House, that the accounting officers 
of the Treasury had now the duty of investigating 
and deciding upon all claims for arrears of pay. 
These officers had so far discharged their duties as 
to be in a condition to dispose of the few remain- 
ing claims for extra pay without interfering with 
their other duties. The number of these cases 
originally was from eighty to one hundred thou- 
sand. ‘There remained only some twelve or thir- 
teen thousand unpaid, and these embraced all 
the cases of the deceased soldiers of the army. 
Certain officers engaged in this duty would be dis- 
charged if this resolution passed, whilst others 
would return to their appropriate duties, There 
would, therefore, be actual economy in the passage 
of the resolution. 

If no gentlemen desired to speak to the resolu- 
tion, as he presumed that none did 

Mr. JONES. I desire to make a few remarks. 

Mr. HARALSON obtained the floor. 

Some conversation followed as to the right 
thereto. 

Mr. HARALSON then proceeded with his re- 
marks. He advocated the bill as, in itself, excel- 
lent in its provisions. The claims which had grown 
out of the war in Mexico were of three or four 
classes. Some of: these claims were for lands, 
and were payable at the Pension Office. Then 
there were claims for arrearages of pay, which 
were audited and settled at the office of the Sec- 
ond Auditor. The claims for the three months’ 
extra pay under the resolution of 1848, were set- 
tled at the Pay Department. On account of the 
great press of business in the office of the Second 
Auditor, this last branch was taken away from his 
office, and was transferred to the Pay Department, 
for the purpose of having these claims settled more 
expeditiously. 

‘We have been told, sir, by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] that all these claims, 
but about ten or twelve thousand, have been set- 
tled in the Pay Department, and that those which 
still remain unsettled will be transferred to the 
Second Auditor. So that this officer will have the 
charge of all these unsettled claims, in addition to 


the settlement of the three months’ extra pay ac- | 


counts. Now,- sir it is very desirable that all 
these accounts should be settled by the same offi- 
cer, Gentlemen who have charge of these claims 
are now subjected to great trouble and inconve- 
nience, on account of the great number of claims 
and the different offices in which they are to be 
adjusted. If all these claims are settled in one 
office, great facility would be given to their ad- 
justment, and the convenience of those members 
of Congress who have charge of them would be 
consulted. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make this resolution 
more perfect. There is one-class of claims arising 
out of the late war, that for horses lost in the war, 
which has been greatly neglected. 1 propose, sir, 
to insert the following as an amendment to this 
joint resolution: 

* And that so much of the duties of the Third Auditor as 
relates to the settlement of claims for horses and oiher prop- 


erty lostin the several wars, shall be transferred fiom his 
office to the office of the Second Auditor of the ‘Treasury. 


On this proposition, sir, I propose to make a few 
remarks, for the purpose of explanation. 

The CHAIR intimated that the amendment was 
not now in order. 

Mr. HARALSON then said that he would, 
whenever it was proper to do sq, propose this 
amendment, and for fear he should not succeed in 
obtaining the floor again, he would now make a 
few remarks in explanation of his object. 

Now, (said Mr. H.,) if my amendment should 
be adopted, all these claims will be transferred 
from the office of the Third Auditor to the office 
of the Second Auditor. In the Third Auditor’s 
Office, I am sorry to say that there appears “bat 
little chance that they will ever be settled. It will 
be sufficient for me to say, that hithertoall these 


| ceeded a whit the more rapidly. 
| be understood as intending to cast any censure on 


claims for horses lost in the Mexican War may 
be assimilated to the subjects of the tomb—they: 
have gone “to that bourn from which no traveler 
returns.” Time after time, these applications have 
been sent to that Auditor, and, when complaints 
have been made of the delay in receiving an an- 
swer, the only reply has been, that there is not suf- 
ficient force in the office of the Auditor to examine 
these claims. Some of them, I am told, have been 
waiting these two years for an adjustment. But 
for this delay, which seems to me to be most pro- 
tracted and unreasonable, all these claims might 
have been long since settled. Many of these 
claimants would have been much better off, had 
they had no claim on the Government at all, be- 
cause the expenses they have been subjected to by 
these delays have greatly exceded the value of the 
property for which compensation was asked. 
Some time since, Mr. Speaker, we were told that 
there was not sufficient force in the Third Aud- 
itor’s Office to bring up the mass of business in 
arrear. Application was then made to the House 
for an increase of force. The Committee of Ways 
and Means reported a provision granting the addi- 
tional force which was asked for,and the Congress 
adopted the provision. But, notwithstanding this 
new force was given to the Auditor, the settle- 
ment of these claims does not appear to have pro- 
I do not wish to 


this officer. My only object, sir, is to have this 
class of claims placed where they may stand the 
same chance of being settled as others. 
Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, but yielded to 
Mr. EWING, who raised the point of order 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARALSON] 
was not in order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled the 


! amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


Hanarson] to be out of order, The House is 
now in the House, and not in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. It is not in 
order, therefore, to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. HARALSON. Well, then, I will say 
nothing on that branch of the subject, hoping that 
I may have an opportunity, when in order, to ex- 
plain the amendment. It is, however, in order 
for me to say, that it is highly desirable that the 
claims should be prosecuted all in the same office, 
where they may be expected to be acted upon 
with some reasonable promptness. 

Mr. JONES remarked, that he had very few 
words to say in relation to this joint resolution. 
He believed that it proposed simply, that the 


i! Treasury Department should have the settlement 


and payment of claims for extra pay of the officers 
and soldiers who had served during the war with 
Mexico. Then, at the very outset, the title of the 
resolution was wrong, because the Treasury De- 
partment never had the duty of paying these 
claims. The law authorizing the allowance of 
extra pay was approved about the 19th of July, 
1848, and on the 29th July, a joint resolution 
was approved, directing the payments to be made 
to the persons interested by the Paymaster’s De- 
partment. One reason was, that the paymasters 
might be ordered to different points in the differ- 
ent States, so as to facilitate the payments to the 
officers and soldiers within these neighborhoods, 
After that, they were all to be paid under the reg- 
ulations of the pay department inthis place. That 
duty had been discharged up to thistime. The 
claims, whenever presented, had been promptly 
paid. The chairman of the Committee onMili- 
tary Affairs said, that only some twelve or thirteen 
thousand cases, out of eighty to one hundred thou- 
sand, were outstanding, and it was proposed that 
these claims should be transferred from the Pay 
Department to the office of the Second Auditor of 
the Treasury. What would be the effect of this 
change? New regulations would have to be made, 
new blanks would have to be printed, new instruc- 
tions to be given, new modes of proof would be 
required, and thus the whole matter would be 


i thrown into confusion. 


The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs [Mr. Burr] had said that some of the offi- 
cers in the Pay Department would go out if the joint 
resolution passed. Ifa law were passed now re- 
ducing the number of paymasters, we must atill 
keep on the Paymaster General’s office here, as- 
sistant paymasters, &c. The claims would come 
in very slow, and would not interfere in the least 
with the business of the Paymaster’s Department. 


Mr. BURT stated that there were now a dep- 
uty paymaster general, one paymaster, and four 
clerks charged with this special duty, and that 
two of these clerks would be discharged, and the 
others sent to their appropriate duties, if this joint 
resolution should be adopted. 

As to the objection about new blanks, &c., he 
did not expect that the gentleman would have 
made such an argument. He begged also to say, 
that the gentleman’s exception to the title of the 
bill was not valid. The gentleman knew that 
three months’ extra pay was allowed—and that it 
was then the duty of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay the claims; and that the act of 
1848 devolved that duty from the accounting offi- 
cers, upon the Pay Department of the army. He 
(Mr. B.) repeated, that the eases which remained 
unpaid embraced those of all the deceased soldiers; 
and it would be necessary to keep-the Pay De- 
partment charged with the duty of paying these 
claims until, by law, that duty was transferred to 
the accounting officers. These cases of deceased 
soldiers might be presented at a remote period: 
very many of them never would come in: and he 
was sure this House, if they would for a moment 
look at the question, would see that it was a duty 
from which the Pay Department should be dis- 
charged, and that it should be turned over to the 
present corps of bureau officers who were charged 
with the investigation of all similar cases, 

Mr. JONES said he thought the gentleman 


| from South Carolina, by examining the two laws; 


would see that but ten days elapsed, from the 
passage of the law allowing this three months’ ex- 
tra pay, to the passage of the law by which the 
Pay Department were required to discharge these 
services. He would venture to say, then, that 
not ten cases of extra pay—perhaps not a Solitary 
case—had been paid by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, but that they had all 
been audited and paid by the Pay Department. 
Many or nearly all of the cases outstanding, he 
thought, would be found to be the cases of persons 
who had removed from their former places of resi- 
dence to Oregon, California, and other parts of 
the United States, and whose claims had not, there- 
fore, been presented. He could not see the ne- 
cessity, as he had before said, when the cases were 
nearly all paid, when the people throughout the 
country understood the arrangement, as it now 
existed, when the Pay Department was acquainted 
with these cases—having audited nearly all of 
them, and when that Pay Department must be 
kept in existence—of taking them from that de- 
partment, and throwing them upon one which was 
already overburdened with business, 

Mr. EWING briefly supported the bill. He 
said that the outstanding claims for extra pay 
were comparatively. few, and came in only at in- 
tervals, perhaps of several days. The officers of 
the Pay Department ought to have been re- 
lieved of this duty Jong since, so as to have been 
placed at stations where they might be performing 
more important duties. It was true, as had been 
asserted by his colleague, (Mr. Jonxs,] that they 
did not propose to discharge any of the officers of 
the Pay Department from the service of the Gov- 
ernment upon the passage of this bill, but they did 
propose to diffuse them—to put them at points 
where they would be of service. He alluded to 
the fact, that a bill similar to this had previously 
been carefully considered by the Military Com- 
roittees in both Houszs, and had been favorably 
reported upon. . a 

The advantage of changing the place of auditing 
these claims, from the Pay Department to the Sec- 
ond Auditor, would be great to the persons who 
presented the claims; because, if they were to be 
passed upon at one office, one set of proofs would 
answer; whereas they were now obliged to pro- 
cure two sets of proofs. If the transfer were made, 
the claim for regular pay being allowed, the extra 
pay would follow as a matter of course, and no 
new or additional proof would be required. He 
trusted, therefore, that the House would pass the 
resolution. 

He concluded by moving the previous question. 

Mr, HARALSON appealed to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, to allow him to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER stated that it would not be in 
order for the gentleman from Georgia to offer an 
amendment, even if the demand for the previous 
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question were withdrawn, until the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] 
should have been disposed of. 

Some conversation followed. 

The question, being upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question, was taken, and the vote 
was—ayes 56, noes 25. No quorum. 

The question was again taken, (by tellers,) and 
the vote was—ayes 51, noes 39—=still no quorum. 

Mr. DOTY moved that. there be a call of the 
House. 


The question was taken, and decided in the. af- 


firmative, 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. _ 

He had gone some distance. on his way, when— 

Mr. D. moved (a quorum being manifestly pres- 
ent) that all further proceedings on the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So all further proceedings on the call of the 
House were dispensed with. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

There was a second—ayes 67, noes 51. 

And the main question (being first on agreeing 
to the amendment of Mr. Burr) was ordered to 
be now taken. 

Mr. JONES moved that the bill and amendment 
be laid upon the table. 
~ The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, without a division. 

So the bill and amendment were not laid on the 
table. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the amendment of Mr. Burt, and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the title of the bill, 
by striking out the word “ restoring,” and insert- 
ing ‘directing;” for (said Mr. J.) the accounting 
officers never had the payment of the claims at all. 

Mr. CONRAD. How will the title then read? 

The Clerk read the title as it would be if 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And the title, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. BURT moved a reconsideration of the vote 
on the passage of the joint resolution, and that that 
motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ILARALSON intimated his intention, if 
‘the motion to reconsider should prevail, to offer 
the amendment he had indicated. 

The question, ‘Shall the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table ?”’ was then taken. 

” The affirmative vote was 55. 

Mr. BURT called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER counted the negative vote, and 
announced that no quorum had voted. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Peck and 
FRIEDLEY were appointed. 

The question was then again taken, and the 
vote stood—ayes 62, noes 54. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 


PRIVATE BILL. 


The act for the relief of Joseph Williams 
coming up in order for reference, was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, after a word or 
two of explanation, asked that the bill be read 
through with a view to be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. OTIS moved its reference to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he hoped the bill would 
be passed. The Government, as he understood, 
would lose nothing, and the case was that of a 
private who was suffering for the want of the 
passage of the bill. ` . 

Mr. OTIS adhered to his motion. 

Mr. EWING asked that the report of the com- 
mittee might be read. 

lt was accordingly read. ies 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said it 
seemed to be a plain case. He thought the bill 
ought to be allowed to pass. ; 

Mr. EWING hoped the gentleman from Maine 

would withdraw his motion to refer. 
“Mr. HUNTER inquired of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Ewine,] if the effect of the bill 
would not.be to give two. tracts of land for one 
certificate? 


Mr. EWING. replied in the negative, and in a 
few words farther explained the bill, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania said he 
thought the bill had better go to a committee. 

The question. of reference was.taken, and the 
vote stood ayes 37, noes 70—no quorum. 

Tellers were asked and ordered: 

„Mr, STANLY inquired of the Speaker, if this 
bill had been referred to any committee of this 
House ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. -EWING said it had been referred to a 
committee in the Senate. 

The question was again taken, and the vote was— 
ayes 53, noes 56—still no quorum. 

Mr. DOTY moved that there be a call of the 
House. 

_ Mr. HARALSON moved that the House ad- 
ourn, 

Mr. JONES inquired in what condition the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table would be left, in case 
the House were now to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it would not come 
up again, under the present suspension of the rules, 
until Monday; though it would be in the power of 
a majority to reach it in the regular order of busi- 
ness at any time. 

The ayes and nays were asked and ordered 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARALSON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed it. 

The yeas’and nays were again asked and or- 
dered. i‘ 

Tho question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 26, nays 147. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. OTIS now withdrew his motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, assign- 
dng as his reason, that he was induced to do so by 
having heard the report of the committee read. 

So the question recurred on ordering the bill to 
a third reading. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I thought the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Ors] called for the reading 
of the report? 

The SPEAKER. Notso. The gentleman re- 
ferred to a report which had been read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Oh! had been read. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

The question was then taken, and having been 
decided in the affirmative— 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOWLER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered agcordingly. 


JUDICIARY OF OHIO. 2 

The bill from the Senate, entitled ** An act to 
regulate the terms of the District Court of the 
United States for the district of Ohio,” was read 
a first and second time by its title, with a view to 
its commitment. i 

Mr. SCHENCK said, the bill merely changed 
the time of holding the circuit and district courts 
of Ohio: he wished the House would pass it with- 
out delay. - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said it 
was a mere alteration of the time of holding the 
courts: he hoped the bill would be put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. ANDERSON moved the following amend- 
ment: 

«í Be it further enacted, That the time of holding the Dis- 
trict Court of the United States for the Eastern District of 


Tennessee, be changed to the 3d Monday of May, instead 
of the time now fixed by law.” 


Mr. SCHENCK appealed to the gentleman 
from Tennessee not to press his amendment, on 
the ground that—the bill having passed the Sen- 
ate if an amendment were adopted it must ne- 
cessarily be returned to that body, and further de- 
lay would ensue. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, raised the 
point that the amendment was not relevant, and 
therefore not in order. 

The SPEAKER sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
previous question. 

Mr, JONES inquired if it would bein order to 
move a suspension of the rules, to allow his col- 
league (Mr. Axprerson] to offer his amendment? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not be in 
order, as the House were already acting under a 
suspension of the rules. 


The question, upon Secondigg the. demand. for 
the previous. question, was taken, and the vote 
was—ayes 90, noes 12—no quorum. ` irgi 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers. i 

Tellers were. ordered, and Messrs. Hissar 
and UnperHin. were appointed. T an 

The question was again taken, and: the tellers 
reported—ayes 96, noes 30. o - ok 

So. there was aisecond. o otio oie y 

The main question was ordered, and, : being 
taken, was decided in.the affirmative, ‘ 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The bill having been read, ‘ : i 

The question was stated to be upon its passage. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired of the Speaker 
whether the bill was open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

The bill was then passed. : 

Mr. FOWLER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


‘BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK. 


The bill from the Senate, entitled ** An act to es- 
tablish a branch mint of the United States in the 
city of New York, and a branch mint and. an 
assay office at San Francisco, in California,’’ 
coming up.in order, was read by its title with a 
view to commitment. are 

The bill having been twice read by its title, . 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be printed. aes: 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of Waysand Means; for to that 
committee the bill appropriately belongs. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I hope that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayr] will not 
prevail. It is known that, at an early period in 
the present session, a bill of a similar character 


| was referred to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. That committee nevér saw fit to report 
it back. Let this bill takea similar direction, and 
the great probability is that we shall never hear of 
it again. I appeal to its friends on ‘both sides of 
the Chamber, to sustain the motion I have made 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. There isan urgent neces- 
sity for its passage. It has been sent to us from 
the Senate, and has been lying here upon the 
Speaker’s table some five or six weeks, I will 
not enter at this time into any discussion. I will 
merely express the hope that the motion F have 
made will be sustained by the House. And on 
that motion F call for the previous question. |; 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, desired to say a 
word, 

Mr. BRIGGS adhered to his motion. 

Mr. BAYLY hoped he might be permitted to 
say a word. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. BRIGGS. I cannot withdraw it, 

Mr. BAYLY. Then I hope the House will 
vote it down. A 

Mr. MOORE; (to the Speaker.) _ Is it.in order 
to move that there be a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. MOORE. I make it. : 

Mr” JONES, I believe a motion to adjourn 
will have priority over the motion for a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked, but the call was 
withdrawn. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Jones was 
then taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. F 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Moore, that there bea call of the House. f 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So a call of the House was refused. : 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand of Mr. Bricos for the previous question, 

Mr POTTER asked the Speaker to state what 
the question would be. ES 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe demand for the previous. 
question should be seconded, it. will bring the 
House, first, to a vote on the motion of reference 
to the Committee of the Whole on thestate.of the 
Union. If that motion should be rejected, the 


next question will be on. the reference’ to the 
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Committee of Ways and Means. And if that mo- 
‘tion should be rejected, the next question will be 
on the third reading of the bill. > ee 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main. quéstion was ordered, and, hav- 
ing been taken (first on the motion of Mr. Brices) 
and decided in the affirmative, > 

The bil! was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. $ 

Senate bill, entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
Cincinnatus Trousdale and John G, Connelly, of 
Arkansas,” coming up in order, was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked that it 
might be put upon its passage. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired whether the bill had 
been before any committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER said it had not. It was a Sen- 
ate bill. ` 

Mr. FOWLER hoped it would be referred to 
the appropriate committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired of the Speaker, whether 
that was the proper reference? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I moved the reference to that 
committee because I supposed it to be the appro- 
priate one. If the gentleman from Massachusetts 


(Mr. Fow.er] can designate a more appropriate |; 


reference, I am willing that the bill shall take that 
direction. 
_ Mr. FOWLER. Ido not object to.the refer- 
ence moved if, in the judgment of the Chair, it is 
the proper reference. 
| The SPEAKER said, it was the appropriate 
reference. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 do not object, then. 
| So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 3 

Senate bill, entitled ‘An act making an appro- 
priation for a custom-house at Bangor, in the State 
of Maine,” was read a first and second time by 
its title, and, on motion by Mr. BAYLY, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


COLT—-~MORSE. 


Mr. JONES. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The bill was then read through. 

Mr. STANLY said, he hoped the bill would not 
go to the Committee of Ways and Means. It did 
not belong there, as he understood. The facts of 
the case were, that the Sultan of Turkey had made 
these presents to two of our countrymen for their 
inventions—to Mr. Morse for his magnetic tele- 
graph, and to Mr. Colt for hisimprovement in fire- 
arms. He hoped the bill would not be referred, 
but put upon its passage at once. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired if the bill was open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was not at this 
time, as a motion to refer was pending. 

Mr. CARTTER gave notice, that when amend- 
ments should be in order, he should move one to 
provide for remitting the duty upon all iron which 
had been converted into ploughs. 

Mr. MORSE said, he hoped the bill, or rather 
the joint resolution, would not be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It was as well 
understood by every member of the House now, 
as it.could possibly be after a reference and a re- 
port from a committee; and every member was as 
well prepared to vote upon it now as he would be 
six months hence. It was very well known that 
the Sultan of Turkey had made presents to two of 
our countrymen, as an acknowledgment of their 
ingenuity. And he really thought it unworthy of 
the House to be huckstering with gentlemen who, 
by their genius, had acquired an enviable reputa- 
tion in foreign countries, in order to make them 


pay a few dimes into the Treasury. If Mr. Morse || 
and Mr. Colt had been in Europe, and had re-i; 


ceived these presents there in propriis personis, no 
custom-house officer would have dared to charge 
duties upon them; but they had been sent to them 


here. No one supposed that those gentlemen in- 


tended to sell the articles which had thus been pre- 
sented to them; and if a ‘duty were charged, it 
could only be for the purpose of making them 
tributary to this Government,—a thing that would, 
in-his judgment, be utterly unworthy of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired of the gentleman 
i from Louisiana what was the amount charged 
| tpon the articles? 

Mr. MORSE said, he knew nothing about the 
; amount, nor was it a matter of any consequence. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman said some- 
| thing abont a few dimes. f 

Mr. MORSE resumed. What he desired to 
| say was, that whatever the opinions of individual 
members might be, they were as well prepared to 
vote now as they would be after the subject had 
been sent to a committee and reported back to the 
House. He was himself in favor of the resolu- 
| tion, whatever the amount of the duty might be, 
| if it were ten thousand, or even fifty thousand 
| dollars. And he apprehended there would be no 
i serions opposition to its passage; he could see no 
| necessity, therefore, for sending it to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, there to remain an indefi- 
nite length of time, and perhaps never to come 
| back again; for that committee had already an 
H accumulation of business before it. Was there a 
man in that House, he would ask, who was pre- 
| pared to say that a present made to a citizen of 
this country as a testimonial of his ggnius should 
be made a source of profit to the Government? 

Mr. JONES rose to a question of order. The 
i bill, or joint resolution, he believed, proposed to 
make an appropriation out of the Treasury, and 
the rule required that all bills making anpropria- 
tions should go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said it would have to go to 
the Committee of the Whole before final action 
could be taken upon it by the House. ft might, 
however, be referred. to the Committee of Ways 
and Means if in the judgment of the House such 
reference was necessary. And the question now 
being upon the motion to refer to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, it was not in order to dis- 
cuss the merits of the bill upon that motion. 

Mr. MORSE said, he did not intend to. discuss 
į the merits of the bill, for he thought it was a mat- 
ter that required no discussion. If the rule re- 
| quired that it should go to the Committee of the 
|: whole House on the state of the Union, he would 
ji move, and he believed that motion was always in 
i order, that it be so referred. 
| 


|! Mr. BAYLY said, that he did not-mean to ex- 
press an opinion adverse to this bil}; so far from it, 
the present inclination of his mind was favorable 
toit. But the Committee of Ways and Means 
had before it several other propositions of a simi- 
lar character, and it was deemed advisable by the 
| committee that they should all be included in one 
| bill, that they should all be put together, and stand 
or fall together. At this late period of the session, 
i it was necessary to economize time and expedite 
{i the public business as much as possible. For 
f these reasons, he hoped it would be the pleasure 

f the House to refer this bill to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. In answer to the gentleman 
: from Delawareas to the amountof duty, he would 
| State that he had been told that the duty on the 
| snuff-box was five hundred dollars. But he agreed 
: with the gentleman from Louisiana, that the 
+ amount of duty, whatever it might be, could not 
|i affect the, question at all. His only object was to 
|; send the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means 
| for the reasons that he had stated. The gentleman 

t 

j 

| 

i 


was mistaken in supposing that a suspension of 
the rules would be necessary to enable the com- 
mittee to report; on the contrary the rules required 
that the committees should be called for reports at 
certain periods, though he believed they had not 
| been called for the last six weeks. He hoped they 
| would be called this very day. 

| Mr. SCHENCK inquired of the Speaker 


i 
| 
j 
| 
i 
l 
j 
li 
i 


go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
i) the Union? 

| The SPEAKER replied, that inasmuch as the 
|| bill provided for an appropriation of money to re- 
|: imburse certain persons for money paid into the 
| Treasury, it must go to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. - 

| Mr. SCHENCK said he hoped, then, it would 
| go to the Commiitee of the Whole, and not to the 


ject to 


| whether the Chair had decided that the bill must | 


Committee of Ways<and Means. He entirely 
concurred in everything that had been said by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. He knew nothing of 
the bill until it made its appearance here this morn- 
ing; but he agreed with him in the belief that 
every member of that, House'on the’simple ques- 
tion of appropriation contained in the bill, was as 
well prepared to vote now as ‘he would be after six 
months’ delay, and after its reference to a com- 
mittee, and a report from that committee in regard 
to it. -The case was simply this: The ingenuity 
of two of our countrymen, as exhibited in two im- 
portant inventions, had attracted the notice of a 
foreign Government, and a present had been made 
to each of them. One of the presents came from 
a Government whose people we were in the habit 
of regarding as being but half civilized, whilst we, 
professing to be highly civilized, and of all people 
in the world the most ingenious, were standing at 
the threshold of this country and saying, You 
may bring your presents in, but we want to spec- 
ulate a little; we want to make a little pecuniary 
profit out of the ingenuity of eur countrymen, to 
take toll as your presents go by. We, the civil- 
ized and refined people, say to the semi-barbarous, 
You admire the ingenuity of our citizens, do you? 
Very well; while we permit you to show a noble 
generosity and bestow a testimonial of merit upon 
them, we propose to make a little pecuniary profit 
from the transaction. That is about the amount 
of it. ; 

If the bill (continued Mr. S.) should be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, it will have 
to take its chances, and dull enough they are, of 


j being reported back so as to be acted upon by the 


House. The chairman of the committee himself 
stated that the committees had not beew called for 
reports for six weeks, but that they ought to be. 
Well, sir, I agree with him that they ought to be; 
but will they be? Where isthe probability that this 
little bill will fare any better than many others, large 
and small, that have gone their way in different di- 
rections to committees of this House? Thisisa 
bill that ought to pass either by itself or in cen- 
section with others as proposed by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, and the 
only effect of keeping it back in order to connect 
it with others, will be to hazard the passage of 
this bill, if not of the rest. Believing this, I think 
it would be better to do all the justice that we can 
by passing this bill, and leave the others to take 
their chances. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, interposed. 

Mr. SCHENCK yielded the ftoor to 

Mr. STEPHENS, who desired to be informed 
by the Speaker whether it would be in order to 
move a suspension of the rule, which required the 
commitment? s 

The SPEAKER. The House is already acting 
under a suspension of the rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will a further suspension 
of the rule be in order? 

The SPEAKER. When the House is acting 
under one suspension of the rule, it is not in order 
to move another. 

Mr. CARTTER requested his colleague [Mr. 
Scnencx] to yield the floor for a moment. He 
(My. C.) desired to make an inquiry. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he would move the pre- 
vious question. i f 

Mr. CARTTER hoped, he said, that his col- 
league would indulge him one moment, ` 

Mr. GREEN also wished the ffoor a moment. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Senencx) Does the 
gentleman yield the floor to his colleague? [Mr. 


| CARTTER. 


Mr. SCHENCK. For inquiry—yes. 

Mr. CARTTER desired to know whether it 
would be in order to move to refer the whule sub- 
a select committee on snuff-boxes? 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the previsus ques- 
tion, in the hope, he said, that the motion to refer 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union would ke agreed to. — : 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question (being, first, on ref- 
erence to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. JONES inquired whether a motion of ref- 
erence to the Committee of Ways and Means had 
not been made? 

The SPEAKER said, the rules provided that 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union shall have precedence. 
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The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. Si ei 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

. Me. BUTLER moved that tre House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on that bill, 

The SPEAKER said, the motion was not in 
order, and if the House should go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, the bill 
would have to take its regular place on the calendar. 


SWAMP LANDS. 


An act to enable the State of Arkansas and 
other States to reclaim the swamp lands withia 
their limits, was read a first and second time 
by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said that the bill 
was one which affected the interests of the people 
of the northwestérn, western, and southwestern 
States. It came in the name of Arkansas, but it 
was designed to reach all these States. Couse- 
quently, its provisions, if they were worth any- 
thing at all, reached to the furthest extent. The 
bill as it now stood, although professedly of a 
eharacter and designed in good faith to benefit the 
States to which it referred, was worthless. It was 
so, not from any design, as he believed, to effect a 
fraud, but from ignorance of the technical language 
of the surveys. That the House might understand 
it, he would send to the Clerk’s table a letter, which 
he desired might be read. The letter came from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in 
answer to full inquiry made by himself (Mr. J.) 
From this letter the Hause would perceive how 
utterly defective the bul was. 

The letter was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

GENERAL LAND Orrice, July 20, 1850. 

Sir: L have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, inquiring whether Senate bill No. 3-will 
embrace all public lauds subject to annual overflow; aud 


if not, then what is the character of those swamp lands that 
willbe affected by thatact? In answer, I have the honor to 


state, that, by the first section of that bill, it is proposed to | 


grant to the State of Arkansas “ the whole of those swamp 
“and overflowed lands, known and designated on the plats 
“of the General Land Office as ‘swamp lands,’ and which 
‘shall remain unsold at the passage of this act,” &e. ‘This 
provision is extended by the fourth section of that act to 
each of the other States of the Union in which such 
‘swanip lands,’ known and designited as aforesaid, may 
be situated.” This grant being thus restricted to such of 
the swamp and overflowed lands as are known and desig- 
nated on the plats of this office as & swamp lands,” will not 


include much of that which is subject to annual overflow ; | 


for the reason, that it has always been an object witn the 
deputy surveyors to survey the wet or overflowed Jands in 
the dryest seasons; and hence, those which are returned on 
the plat and field notes as “swamp lands,” are generally of 
that character in the dry seasons, and consequently, mostly 
irreclaimable. 

I have caused an examination to be made of the plats of 
the surveys in Michigan, Mississippi, along the river, Loui- 
siana, on the west bank of whe Mississippi, [Hinvis, along 
the ‘t American bottom,” as it is called, and Florida ; and 
with the exception of the last-mentioned State, very few of 
the lands avé represented as “swamp.” This is especially 
the case in the plats of the old surveys, on which but Jittle 
of the topography of the country is shown. 


By striking out all in the fourth line after the words | 


“overflowed Jands;’? all in the fifth Hue, and all in the 
sixth Hne, except the words “shall be,” at the end of that 
line, in the first section, the object of the bill will, ia my 
opinion, be fully obtained. 
Very respectfully, your ob’t serv’t, 
J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner. 

Hon. R. W. Jounson, House of Reps. 

The bill as it stands (continued Mr. J.) is not 
worth a penny. ttis altogether a mistake. Ihave 
no doubt, as 1 have said, that it was well designed, 
and that its defects escaped the observation of the 
Senators. I shall, therefore, move to refer it to 
the Committee on Public Lands, in order that they 
may consider the subject and report back to the 
House such a bill as ought to pass, or report none 
atali. Ido not feel that I ean vote for such a bill 
as is now before us. { desire it to go to the com-. 
mittee, accompanied by the letter which has been 
read. I would make further remarks elucidating 
this whole matter, but that the House is now not in 
a temper to listen to me. I demand the previous 
question. È 

The previous question was seconded, and 

The main question was ordered, being first on 
the reference. 


The question was taken, and decided in the | 


affirmative. 

So the bill was referred. 

The following bills from the Senate, coming u 
in their order, were severally read a first and secon 
time by their titles, and referred as indicated below, 
viz: 


An act to authorize the change of venue in cer- 
tain cases. On motion by Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


Joint resolution supplementary to the resolation | 


to refund money to the States which have sup- 
plied volunteers and furnished transportation du- 
ring the war with Mexico, before being mustered 
into the service of the United States. On motion 


by Mr. BURT, referred to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

: An act for the relief of George Poindexter. . On 
motion by Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act granting the right of way and making 


i a grant of land to the State of Iowa in aid of the 


construction of certain roads in said State. On mo- 
tion by Mr. LEFFLER, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Judith Wor- 
then, deceased. On motion by Mr. SAWTELLE, 
referred tothe Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
the widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, 
late assistant quartermaster in the army of the 
United States. On motion by Mr. BURT, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act granting to the State of Missouri the 
right of way and a portion of the public lands for 
making a railroad from the town of Hannibal to 
the town of St. Joseph, in said State. Referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

CUSTOMS. 
Senate bill, entitled ‘An act to regulate the 


collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” ap- 


proved March 2, 1779, coming up in order, was 
read twice by its title, and, on motion, read the 
third time and passed. 

THE CALEB GRIMSIIAW. 

The bill authorizing the presentation of a gold 
medal to David Cook, master of the English 
Barque Sarah— 

Mr. RUMSEY. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

In reply to an inquiry (as_ the reporter under- 
stood) by Mr. PRESTON KING— 

The SPEAKER said all bills containing appro- 
priations must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

In reply to an inquiry by Mr. JONES— 

The SPEAKER said, that unanimous consent 


| would be equivalent to a suspension of the rules, 
| and that if no objection were made the bill could 
| be acted upon without commitment. 


Objection was made. 
So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union. 


ALABAMA RAILROAD. 
The bill of the Senate, entitled “An act granting 


the right of way and making a grant of land to | 
the State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of | 


arailroad from Selma,on the Alabama river, to 
Gunter’s landing, on the Tennessee river.” 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved that the bill į 
| be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. MEADEsaid, that there werea great many 
bills granting public lands for purposes of pub- 
lic improvements. He would, therefore, move that 
this and other bills ofa similar character be re- 
ferred to a select committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is out of order to move to 
refer any other bill except that before the House; 
and the question would be, first, on the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama, {[Mr. Coss,] to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. COBB hoped, he said, that this bill would || 


take the same direction as had been given to bills 
of a similar character. 

Mr. MEADE suggested, that by reference to a 
select committee, the subject would receive a more 
thorough examination than could be given to it by 
the Committee on Public Lands, which had other 
matters to engage its attention. He hoped that a 
select committee would be appointed, who would 
report some general system for the action of the 
House. 


Mr. McCLERNAND hoped, he said, that the 


all measures relating to the public lands. , It. had 
been the uniform practice of the House ‘to. refer 
such measures to it. He was not aware.that: the 
condact of that committee during the- present ses- 
sion, or at any previous session, presented. any 
justification for the motion that was now made. 
Very few bills of this character had been reported 
by the committee, and. still fewer passed. . He 
thought the time had arrived when the Represent- 
atives of the new. States, and. the: liberal-minded 
in every portion of the country. might: look , to 
the adoption of a moye liberal policy. than had 
heretofore been pursued in’ relation tothe public 
lands. He insisted that the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was the appropriate: refer- 
ence of this bill; and he should, under the circum- 
stances of the case, regard it as an indignity, if 
this bill were wrested from that committee, and 
| given to a select committee. Fie moved: the pre- 
vious question, ; ‘ 

Mr. MEADE asked him to withdraw. 


|| Mr.McCLERNAND withdrew the demand for 


the previous question. 

Mr. HALL inguired of the Speaker, what th 
bill under consideration was? A - 

The SPEAKER explained. : 

Mr. MEADE said, he had made the motion to 
refer the bill to a select. committee without the 
slightest intention to reflect upon the Committee 
on Public Lands in respect to this or any other sub- 
ject. But he had considered that committee to have 
been raised with a view to different objects. And 
| although this bill proposed to make an appropria~ 
| tion for a particular purpose, yet it did not come 
within the policy and the appropriate range of 
duties of the Committee on Public Lands. That 
committee was raised with a view to the protec- 
i tion of the public lands, by overlooking, as it 
| were, all those interests connected with them. But 
| the object of this bill was directly in opposition 
i to the policy upon which that committee had been 
| raised. It was antagonistic to the duty which ap- 


ti propriately belonged to that committee. , 
| Mr. HUBBARD interposed with a question or 
| remark, of which nothing was heard by the re-- 


i! 
|; porter. p . 
| Mr. MEADE (continuing) said, he perceived 
l! that the gentleman did not understand ‘his object. 
i| He was about to remark ‘that the Committee on 


‘i might lie. 


i, Public Lands were not charged with the consider- 
il ation of the question which this bill presented, 
| It contained an appropriation for a particular ob- 
| ject with which the Committee on Public Lands 


‘had nothing to do; and, ‘instead of demanding 


an appropriation from the public Treasury, the 
| demand was upon the public lands. And, simply 
i because the demand was made in that way, the 
! bill did not necessarily connect itself with the 
duties of the Committee on Public Land. He 
! hoped the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. McCrer- 


i wann] would take his (Mr. M.’s) word when 


he said, that at the time he made his motion, he 
did not know what the organization of the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands was. For. the purposes 
‘for which that committee was raised, he was 
satisfied with it. But here were appropriations 
called for by some fifteen or twenty bills, (he did 
inot know what the number exactly was,) to aid 
companies in the construction of roads, or canals, 
or other works of internal improvement. His 
object was not to deprive these applicants of any 
benefits, but to secure these benefits to other sec- 
tions of the United States, which had equal claims 
upon the public lands; sections which, although 


| they had not any public domain within their own 


: borders, had yet a community of interest in its 
disposition. He wished to sécure to them the 
advantages which these bills sought to bestow 
i upon the particular States in which these lands 
Hence, he had moved the reference 
l to a select committee, with a view to a distribution 


i| of the benefits of these lands among ali the States, 
! instead of confining them to the States in-which 
the lands were situated. 

He appealed to gentlemen in that House 
| whether the States in which the public. lands lic, 
had not already derived an advantage from them, 
| which had been denied to the older States of this 
| Union, although, when the lands were paid. for, 
| the old States were called on to contribute their 
| proportion? ee 
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asked 


States had not. He would say to the gentleman, | 
that the people of the new States had to pay a 
dollar and a quarter an acre for all the lands de- 
voted to agricultural purposes, whereas the people 
of the older States 

Mr. MORSE (interposing) said he rose to a 

oint of order, which was, that the gentleman from 

irginia and the gentleman from Hlinois were dis- 
cussing the merits of the bill upon the simple ques- 
tion of reference. š 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair regarded the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Virginia ‘as being 
confined to the question of reference. The gentle- 
man was discussing the propriety of the reference 
of the bill to a seleet committee, instead of send- 
ing it to a standing committee. 

Mr. MEADE (resuming) said, he was obliged 
in some measure to discuss the merits of the bill, 
because, if it had any merits, he wished those 
merits extended more largely than this bill con- 
templated. Therefore it was that he had moved 
its reference to “a select committee. He was for 
securing to all sections of the country those bene- 
fits and advantages which the bill sought to secure 
for a particular locality. And if it were constitu- 


whether the new States had not: derived ad- | 
vantages from the. public lands, which the older | 


tional, expedient or proper, to make these grants 
to the particular States where the lands lie; if it 
were rizht that every State in the Union in which 
there were public lands, should have an appropri- 
ation for the purpose of enabling it to construct 
works of this sort, why then 

Mr. MORSE (again interposing) insisted upon 
his point of order. The remarks of the gentieman 
from Virginia, he said, were directed to the merits 
of the bill, and not to the question of reference; 
and by continuing this course of argument out of 
order, he was interrupting other necessary busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MEADE.. The Speaker has decided that 
I am in order; I hope, therefore, 1 shall not be in- 
terrupted. . 

The SPEAKER. There is not a more delicate 
question that can be presented to the Chair than 
when he is required to determine whether a gen- 
tleman confines himself to the question before the 
House. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Virginia has done so. 

Mr. MEADE (continuing) said, he was not ex- 
tremely solicitous to take this bill from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, but he apprehended that 
his object could only be secured by referring it to 


a select committee, with the view and understand- | 
ing that the select committee should not, in any | 
measure that they might report, favor any particu- ` 


lar section of the country, but bring in a bill pro- 
viding some general system that would be applica- 
ble to all the States. Here was a system proposed 
that was applicable to only half the States of the 
Union—a system which, in the manner in which 
it was attempted to be carried out, would inure 
exclusively to the benefit of the new States. And 
in reply to the remark of the honorable gentleman 
from Illinois, he would only say, that if the lands 
in his State had been purchased at a dollar and a 
quarter an acre for agricultural purposes, the gen- 
tleman must bear in mind that nine tenths or more 


of those lands were purchased by emigrants from | 
the older States, to which none of these benefits | 
They received no |) 


were proposed to be extended. 
such aid in their works of internal improvement. 

in his own State there had been expended for ; 
works of internal improvement, ten or twelve mil- 
lions of dollars, every cent of which had been 
drawn from the pockets of their own citizens. 
They were endeaforing now, by extending their 
improvements, to afford to the new States the ad- 
vaulage of easy communication with the Atlantic 
sea-board. The State of Virginia has now a work 
in progress stretching towards the Mississippi, 
which, if it ever reaches that river, will greatly 
benefit that entire valley, giving to it one of the 
best ports on the Atlantic. 

Mr. MORSE again rose to a question of order. 
He said it certainly appeared to him that the 
question as to whether this bill should be referred 
to a select committee, or to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, was a very narrow question, and did 
not admit of such latitude of debate as the gentle- 
man from Virginia seemed disposed to take. 

The SPEAKER said, it appeared to the Chair | 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 
were taking too wide a range. 


i 


i 
2 
j 
i 


| the whole nation, to speak. his sentiments. 


| country. 


| that, by unanimous consent, the resolution would 
i be acted upon. 


~- Mr. MEADE said, he certainly had a right to 
show that, by referring the bill to a select com- 
mittee, benefits would be attained which would not 
he attained if it were referred to the Committee on 
Pablic Lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS remarked, that it must be 
apparent to the gentleman from Virginia, that if 
he -persisted in this course of argument, there 
would have to be a eall of the House. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia, to give way for a moment. 

Mr. MEADE declined to yield the floor. He 
observed that he should have been through by 
this time with what he had to say, if he had not 
been interrupted. He only intended to hint at the 
policy that he should like to see adopted by the 
House, instead of this local policy, which was 
doing everything for the injury of the older States, 
and nothing for their good. He wished to see a 
general system adopted, by which all would be ben- 
efited, in the place of the special legislation that 
was here proposed. He could not consent to see 
the funds of his constituents dissipated in this way. 

Mr. JONES. I rise to a pointof order. The 
gentleman, as I think, is discussing the propriety 
of the disposition of these lands, and not the pro- 
priety of the reference of the bill to a standing or 
select committee. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,} that each | 
time the point of order has heen made, the Chair 
has recognized its application. The gentleman 
will confine his remarks to the question of refer- 
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ence. 

Mr. JONES. Does the Speaker decide 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Meane] understands, then, that he must take 
his seat. 

The SPEAKER said, the remarks of the gentle- | 
man from Virginia were clearly beyond the range | 
of legitimate debate, and out of order. 

Mr. MEADE said, he regretted it was so. He 
certainly did not intend to violate any of the rules 
of order. He had availed himself of that general 
spirit of liberty which pervaded this House ana 

ne 
would suppose that the object was to smother up 
his remarks, and to prevent them going before the 


Mr. JONES. _I insist on the question of order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman must con- |! Union unless the public lands within its limits be 


fine himself to the question before the House. 
Mr. MEADE. | I move the previous question. 
Mr.STRONG. I move thatthe House adjourn. 


THE CALEB GRIMSHAW. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked Mr. S. to 
withdraw, to enable him (Mr. McL.) to move a 


reconsideration of the vote by which the joint res- 
olution providing for the presentation of a gold 


medal to Captain Cook had keen referred to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 


Mr. STRONG withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McLANE made the motion to reconsider. 
He said that the objection which had been raised 
to the resolution, had been made under the im- 
pression that the subject had not been beforea 
committee of this House. The resolution, how- 
ever, had been before the Committee on Com- 


merce; and that committee had declined to report | 


a_separate resolution because this was pending. 
He hoped the vote would be reconsidered, and 


Mr. PRESTON KING understood, he said, 
that when a bill or joint resolution made an appro- | 
priation it must, of necessity, go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said, such was the rule of the 
House, and a motion to suspend the rule could 
not now be entertained. 
consent, the House might order the resolution to 


But, by unanimous || 


its third reading without commitment. The Chair 
had so stated, and the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Orr] had objected. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. As the resolution 
has been referred, I think the rules of the House | 
had better be observed. 

The SPEAKER. If a motion to reconsider 
should prevail, and objection is made, (as it now 
is,) the resolution would Rave to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees : ` 


By Mr. HIBBARD: The memorial of B. B. French, ask- 
ing the House to cause him to be employed to compile and 
prepare for its use a parliamentary manual. 

By Mr. GILMORE: The petition. of citizens of Clarion 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for a modification of the tariff 
law of 1846. 

-By Mr. JOBNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of Law- 
son Goodwin, praying Congress to grant him a pension. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts: The petition of David 
Pingree and 300 other citizens of Salem, in the State of 
Massachusetts, praying for a modification of the tariff laws. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: Four memorials of citizens of 
Muskingum and Guernsey comnties, Ohio, praying Congress 
to provide means to remove all that portion of the African 
race who are ready and willing to emigrate to Africa, to 
support them one year, and to provide them a donation of 
ands. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 22, 1850. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 


the following communication from the Hon. Day- 
EL WessTER, which was read: 


Waswneron, July 22,1850. 
To the Hon. Wa. R. Kine, 
President pro tem. of the Senate of the United States: 

Fir: F have to request that you will lay before the Senate 
the accompanying eopy of a eommunieation addressed by 
me to the Governor of Massachusetts, 

With the highest regard, F have the honor to be your obe~ 
dicnt servant, DANIEL WEBSTER. 

WASHINGTON, July 22, 1850. 
To his Excellency Geo. N. BRIGGS, 
Governor of Mussachusetts: 

Sır: [have to inform you that Ihave been appointed Sec- 
retary of State for the United States, and that my seat in 
the Senate will be vacant from this day. 

I have the honor to be, with regard, your Ex elleney’s 
obedient servant, DANIEL WEBSTER. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of R. Bying- 
ton and others, citizens of Warren county, New 
Jersey, asking that Congress will pass a bill pro- 
viding means to remove from our country all that 
portion of the African race now free, and that pro- 


i| vision may be’made for their real wants for one 


year; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from Lewis 
Masquerier and numerous other citizens residing 
at Green Point, near the city of New York, ask- 
ing that no new State may be admitted into the 


set apart in limited quantities for the benefit of ac- 
tual settlers not possessed of other lands; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition of J. M. 


| Bennett and others, citizens of St. Louis, Missou- 


ri, asking that a portion of the public lands may 
be set apart for the benefit of the Hungarian refu- 
gees now residing in the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. j 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
petition of Bethiah Black, daughter and heir of 
George Black, a revolutionary officer, asking to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Rob- 
ert Mills, architect, of Washington, proposing to 
furnish a plan fora national mausoleum in the city 
of Washington, for the reception of the remains of 
all the Presidents. The memorialist sets forth 
that such a structure, while it would constitute a 
noble ornament to the city of the nation, could be 
made subservient to the great purpose of render- 
ing conspicuous and honorable the names of those 
of our citizens who have rendered distinguished 


; services to the nation in her councils, and died in 


her service at the seat of Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Buildings. 

Mr. MANGUM presented a memorial very 
numerously and respectably signed by citizens of 
New Hanover and Brunswick counties, in the 
State of North Carolina, asking for an extension 
of credit on duties imposed on railroad iron im- 
ported for the construction of the Wilmington 


; and Manchester railroad, and pledging every fa- 


cility to Government for the transportation of the 
mails, troops, munitions of war, and publie stores. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


HUNGARIAN PRESENTATION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask permission of the Senate 
to present a beautifully prepared memento as a 


1850. 


tribute from a Hungarian exile to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and especially to the 
late President. The chirography of the work is 
a literary curiosity. Itis written in fourteen dif- 
ferent languages by the pen, and with a degree of 
beautiful execution that 1 have never seen equalled 
before. Not being able to read many of the lan- 
guages in which it is written, I must rely upon the 
opinion of others who are much more competent, 
if not entirely competent to decide, when T say 
that the idiom of each language has been preserved, 
and that the tribute in each of these languages 
is presented in the idiomatic expressions of each. 
It is written in the Swedish by Miss Bremer, with 
an English introduction; in the Prussian, Hebrew, 
German, Chaldic, French, Wallachian, Syriac, 
Sclavonian, Arabian, Armenian, Hungarian, and 
Dutch. In all these languages the warm heart of 
one who has beef the historian of the struggles 
of bis own country in its recent revolutionary at- 
tempts, Dr. Tabor Naphegaji; is beautifully pre- 
sented. First, I will read the dedication in our 
own language: 

« Dedicated to the people of America, the great Republic, 
the refuge of the eppressed of all countries: and the Hun- 
garian comes with the voice of fourteen people to mingle, 
as it were, their lamentations with hers at the death of 
Zachary Taylor, the patriot, the statesman, and the soldier. 
The voice of Hungary is the voice of an exile amidst the 
weeping of a nation.” 

This in our language presents a feeling which 
is idiomatically presented in thirteen others by 
this exile, who, flying from the oppression of his 
own country, after having borne arms for its re- 
dress, receives a welcome in this land, which he 
pathetically styles the’‘* refuge of the oppressed 
of all countries.”” He received a cheering welcome 
from the late President of the United States, and a 
feeling of gratitude inspires him, and is manifested 
in the preparation of this beautifyl address, He 
has requested me to present it to the Senate as a 
tribute to the people of the United States and the 
memory of their late Chief Magistrate. To carry 
out what must have been the design of the donor, 
1 move, in presenting it to the Senate, to refer the 
presentation to the Committee on the Library, to 
take such action thereon as the committee may 
deem best. 

The presentation was accordingly so referred. 


PROCEEDINGS OF A PUBLIC MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Task leave to present to the 
Senate the proceedings of a meeting numerously 
attended by the most respectable citizens of Mata- 
gorda county, in Texas. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the document | 


addressed to the Senate? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir, it is not; but I ask 
leave to present it. 

Mr. SEWARD. [hope leave will be granted. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the rules will be enforced, 
as they were the other day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
received, if objection is made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think, if the gentleman 
was.aware of the character of this memorial, he 
would not object to it. I presume he would not. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will withdraw his objection. I do 
think it is not right to refuse to allow the people to 
be heard here. I hope the Senator will withdraw 
his objection, His cause and mine will lose noth- 
ing by it. : 

Mr. HALE. 
to make or lose by it. 
he should enforce the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He intends to 
do it. 

Mr. HALE. And I was disposed, so far as an 
humble individual can, to sustain the Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not understand that it 
was contrary to the rules to present this document, 
if consent was given, Ít is the first time such pro- 
ceedings have been presented in this Chamber by 
the Senators from Texas, and I hope gentlemen will 
allow them tobe presented. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 
is made, they will be received. 
` There being no objection, the proceedings were 
read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, were L not ac- 
quainted with the character of the individuals who 
controlled, or that presided at this meeting, or those 
associated with them in the highest position there, 


It cannot be 


I did not calculate whether I was 


The Chair indicated that | 


i 
t 


| 
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Emight be disposed to regard itas an immediate ebul- 
; lition-of feeling, and that it would. pass off without 
| anything but‘a transitory excitement. - Being ac- 
| quainted with the individuals, and their high stand- 
| ing in the community, when Texas was a Repub- 
lie—oecupying then the place of national Senators, 
and of high reputation for character, wealth, ac- 
tivity, and intelligence—T feel bound to regard this 
asa matter of solemn import, indicating no ordi- 
nary state of feeling in Texas. And it isa matter 
of pride and gratulation to me, that in view of the 
flagrant outrage which has been committed against 
the rights of that State, good temper and an ami- 
cable disposition seem to obtain; that there is no 
disloyalty to the Union, or reflection upon the son- 
stitutional action of this Government. It is, I say, 
| sir, a matter of gratulation and satisfaction to me 
that no intemperate remarks are here used, no 
| menaces implied, no threat of resistance beyond 
what absolute necessity has forced upon them. 
But that the purpose here indicated will be carried 
| through, unless some adjustment be made to place 
| Texas right, and reinstate her in full possession 
of all that she constitutionally claims, you may 
rely; and that action, positive, decisive, and earnest, 
will be pursued by that State, in repelling the ag- 
gression that has been so wantonly committed 
upon her rights. I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate, Mr. President, by remarks this morning, 
as Important matters are to come before us, in- 
volving in part this very subject; but I hope it will 
not escape the consideration of the Senate. I move 
that the memorial be printed. 

The proceedings were laid upon the‘ table, and 
the question of printing was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. CASS. I gave notice on Saturday that I 
should this day call-up the resolution relating to the 
exercise of military authority by civil officers; but 
I have been requested to postpone the subject, and 
I give notice that I shall ask to take it up to-mor- 
row, when the Senator from Texas will offer some 
remarks on the subject. 

. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior, showing the 
quantity of land sold, the amount of money re- 
ceived therefor, and the amount of incidental ex- 
penses thereon for the years 1847-"8-’9, with the 
quantities remaining unsold the 31st December, 
1849, reported in favor of printing the same; which 
was agreed to. 


. 


BILL ON LEAVE. 


Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to limit the 
term of office of the three assistant Postmasters 
General; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

[This bill provides that, after the passage of the 
act, the Postmasters General authorized by law 
shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice of the Senate, for 


| the term of four years, but shall be removable at 
| the pleasure of the President, with a proviso that 


the commissions of the present incumbents, unless 
vacated by removal, or otherwise, shall expire 
with. the 3d day of March, 1853.] 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some early day thereafter, ask Jeave 
to introduce a bill for the relief of Ebenezer Du- 
mont. 

THE PREVIOUS QUESTION IN THE SENATE. 

Mr. DOUGLAS gave notice of his intention 
to introduce a resolution to change the rules so as 
to apply the * previous question *’ in the Senate. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER took up the res- 
olutions on the table. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Cass on the 
15th of July was taken up and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations he 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of allowing to Jobn 
charged the duties of that station at Constantinople. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Se- 
BASTIAN on the 19th instant, was considered and 
agreed to: 


P. Brown the pay of chargé d’affaires for the time he dis- ; 


mman 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law: 
for military escorts to accompany the companies of overland 
emigrants from Fort Smith, Arkansas, or other points'upon 
the western. frontier, to California, by. any of, the; routes 
usually pursued. Pes oe? 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
oy Mr. Youveg,.came.up for consideration; `. 

Resolved, Vhat the President.of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Représentatives do adjourn theif respective 
Houses on Thursday, the Ist day of August next, at twelve 
o’clock meridian. f sa vat 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, oP gers 
Ordered, That it lie-on the table. Sue gs oh 


` The following resolution, submitted ‘by’ Mr. 
Warrer on the 18th of June, was taken up for 
consideration: 


Resolved, That no penal law of a foreign country, for-al- 
leged political offences, can or oughtto be enforced; directly 
or indirectly, within the United States, and that it is the 
duty of the Executive of this Government 10 protect evizeus 
of the United States against any attempt of foreign Powers, 
or their diplomatic representatives, to interfere with the 
private pursuits, rights, or privileges of such citizens, forthe 
purpose of visiting upom them the effects of such foreign 
penal laws. i 

Resoived, 'Fhat ine- Secretary of Statebe direefed to com- 
municate the foregoing resolutions to the diplomatic agents 
of all foreign Powers: having such agents accredited to this 
Government; and that he be also directed to inform his 
Majesty the Emperor of Russia that this Government dish p- 
proves of the attempt of the honorable Alexander de Bo- 
disco, Minister from Russia accredited to this. Goverament, 
to supersede the authority of Gaspard Tocbinan, Esq., attor- 
ney and counsellor of law, under the employment of the 
heirs of General Thaddeus Kosciusko. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, the further con: 
sideration was postponed until Friday next. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, to establish Territorial Governments fur 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northwestern boundaries, 

Mr. CLAY addressed the Senate for upwards 
of three hours, and was followed by Mr. BARN- 
WELL and Mr. HALE, to whose observations 
Mr. CLAY repeatedly replied. : 

A full report will appear in the Appendix. | 

The Senate then adjourned. , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tussvay, July 23, 1850. Sino 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CLAIMS UPON THE GOVERNMENT” 


Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the unanimous 
consent of the House at this time to introduce a 
bill, merely with a view, he said, to its reference 
to a committee. 

The reading of the title of the bill was called for, 
and it was read asa bill *¢ to regulate the payment 
of interest by the United States, and the adjudica- 
tion of claims against the same by the heads of 
departments, and for other purposes,’’ 

No objection being made— 

The bill was introduced and read twice by its 
title. 

And, on motion by Mr. Featnerston, it was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to present the proceedings ot a 
meeting in Philadelphia, the object of which was 
not stated. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to in- 
quire of the Speaker, whether the order of yester- 
day, by which the House had proceeded to the 
consideration of business on the Spegker’s table had 
been complied with, or whether Tt was yet the 
business before the House? 

The SPEAKER said, that the House had yes- 
terday proceeded to the consideration of business 
on the Speaker’s table by a suspension of the 
rules, and that suspension only operated upon the 
day on which motions of that kind were in order; 
such motions not being in order to-day, the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table was not the business 
before the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I call for the regular 
order of business. ` 

The SPEAKER. 
tees for reports. 

Mr. CHANDLER desired to know what had 
become of his request for leave to presenta me- 


It is the call of the commit- 


| morial? 


The SPEAKER said,jthat a demand had’ been 
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made for the regular order of business, and that 
that demand was equivalent to an objection to all 
other business out of the regular order. 


THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. HILLIARD requested the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Tuompson] to waive his mo- , 
tion for the regular order of business, so as to ena- 
ble him (Mr. H.) to present the annual report of 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. _ His object was simply to present the report, 
that it might be laid upon the table and printed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, insisted on 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER stated to the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hituiarp,] that the report could 
only be introduced by unanimous consent. The 
regular order of business was insisted upon, and 
objections were made in several quarters. 

The report, therefore, was not: presented. 


REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 


mittees for reports, (commencing where the call 

had been suspended on the day when it was last 

made, with the Committee of Ways and Means.) 
THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAYLY rose and said, that, since the 
Committee of Ways and Means had reported: to 


the House the -bill-making appropriations for the |! 


support of the army, reformed estimates had been | 
sent in tothem from the Department of War, 
made necessary by the bill which had recently 
been passed for the increase of the army. These 
estimates would render it necessary that every 
item of the bill should be reformed. He supposed 
it would be better that the bill should be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
rather than that the task of reforming the items 
should be undertaken in the House. That was a 
question, however, which he should submit to the 
decision of the House itself. He made the state- 
ment, in order that it might be distinctly under- 
stood by the House that every item of the bill had 
to be reformed. He moved, therefore, that the 
bill be recommitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. If it was the pleasure of the House that 
the reforms should take place here, the motion he 
had made would of course be voted down. 

Mr. JONES desired to be informed by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
(Mr. Bayty,] whether the communication con- 
taining these reformed estimates had been made to 
the House, and by the House been referred to the 
committee ? | 

Mr. BAYLY said, it had not. The communi- 
cation had been addressed to him (Mr. B.) as 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. JONES said, his opinion was that the com- 
munication’ should have been sent to the House. 

The question was then stated to be on dischar- | 
ging the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union from the farther consideration of the 
said bill, and on recommitting it to the Committee 
of Ways and Meana. i 

No objection having been made— 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the said bill, and it was recommitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. JONES said, he hoped the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Barry] 
would bring these estimates into the House in 
time to have them printed before the bill was 
acted. upon, so that the members of the House 
might understand what the contemplated changes | 
were. * | 

Mr. BAYLY. I have only one manuseript | 
copy of the es'imates. Itisin my room. Iwill, | 
however, bring it here, in order that it may be | 
printed, if such be the pleasure of the House. I | 
move that the communication be printed. 

No objection having been made— 

The printing was ordered, 


‘the SPEAKER said, that the call of the com- 
mittees for reports was still proceeding. ! 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee of Claims, | 


Rodgers, for compensation for services as an ex- 
aminer of the land offices in the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee of Claims, 


reported a bill for the relief of, John H. Baker, 
which was-read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. N., the Committee of Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of John M. Daffield, praying for 
compensation for services performed for the United 
States during the late war with Mexico; and it was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. © 


“BOARD OF ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom had been referred the bill from the Sen- 
ate to establish a Board of Accounts, reported 
back the same with sundry amendments. 

Mr. N. asked that the bill be made the special 
order of the day for Friday next. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
that the bill and amendments be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. NELSON. Provided the bill is made the 


| special order. 


The SPEAKER said, the question on making 


| the bill the special order could be entertained only 
! by unanimous consent. 


Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made, 
the motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I shall ask that the bill 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. RUMSEY. 1 insist upon the reference. 

The SPEAKER. The colleague of the gentle- 
man (Mr. Nezson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mw NELSON. 1ask that the bill be taken up 
and put upen its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for | 


the information of the House. 
Mr. RUMSEY. I move that the bill be re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state || 


of the Union, and that the bill and amendments be 
printed. 

The question was taken on the motion to refer 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the vote stood—ayes 68, noes 41. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. STRONG called for tellers. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked that the title of the bill 
might be read. 

The title was read. 

Mr. SACKETT asked the Speaker to state the 
question. It was not understood (Mr. S. said) in 
that part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 


Mr. JOHN A. KING desired the Speaker to | 


state what the effect of the motion to refer the bill 


| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union would be? 


The SPEAKER. The effect of the motion, 
should it prevail, will be, to put the bill in its 
regular order on the calandar of business in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING. Where it will never be 
reached until doomsday ! 

Tellers were then ordered, and Messrs. STRONG 
and Roor were appointed. 

And the question was again taken, and decided 
in the affirmative—ayes 88, noes 49. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

And the bill and amendments were ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. CROWELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill had been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. C., in support of this motion, said he wished 
to observe, that if the bill went to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Unión, it would 
never be heard of again during the present session; 
and he, for one, thought that it was a matter of 
great importance, not only —— 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- 


z i man will suspénd his remarks until order is re- 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, addressed the Chair. f hen $ Karaan 


stored, Gentlemen will resume their seats. 


Mr. CROWELL, (continuing the sentence,) | 
ii —not only to the interests of claimants upon the 
: Government, but also to the Treasury of the 


made an adverse report on the petition of John A. | United States, that such a board as that contem- 


i plated by this bill should be established, and 
established without delay. The interests of the 


Treasury, it was not unparliamentary, he trusted, 
to say, after what they had seen and known, had 
suffered exceedingly, im consequence of allowing 


improper claims to pass. unobserved through this 
body. -By the provisions of this bill, which, he 
thought, had, without dne consideration, heen re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, claims of this-kind would undergo 
severe scrutiny and examination, such as they 
were subjected to before a. covrt of justice, in the 
trial of suits between parties litigant Testimony 
would be taken, not ex parte, but.the Government 
would have the opportunity -to -appear and cross- 
examine the witnesses for the claimants, and bring 
in rebutting testimony.. And in this way the rights 
and interests not only of the claimants, but of the 
Government, would be protected, and the ends of 
justice would be subserved and promoted. 

This question of creating a board of this kind 
had frequently been before Conzress—it was not 
a new question—and a measure of this kind had 
always been received with much favor by the 
most experienced legislators in both branches of 
Congress. This bill, after mature consideration, 
had passed the Senate of the United States during 
this session, and he believed by nearly if not quite 
a unanimous vote; and here it had been, without 
a moment’s consideration, without stopping to 
reflect upon its immense importance to the claim- 
ants upon the Government, and to the interests of 
the Treasury of the United States—it had been, 
he must be permitted to say, thoughtlessly referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, which reference, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, was tantamount, equivalent to its rejection 
without consideration. He hoped that the motion 
would be reconsidered. The bill had been ma- 
tured with much labor; it was well zuarded—per- 
haps as well guarded as it could be by the wisdom 
of the best menin this and the other branch of 
Congress. As he before said, the interests of the 
claimants upon the Government required, as an 
act of justice, that a board of this kind should be 
created, by which their claims, whatever they 
might be, might receive a full, a fair, and candid 
examination. It was equally, or in a greater degree, 
demanded (he repeated) by the interests of the 
Treasury, and he hoped and trusted that the vote 
of reference would be reconsidered, and this bill 
be put upon its passage. It might not be perfect 
in all its details.. Human art and ingenuity could 
not perfect a measure of this kind without the aid 
of experience; but in the light which experience 
shed upon this and all other questions, they might 
hereafter perfect it, if it was found to be (as no 
doubt it would be) imperfect in some of its details. 
He moved the previous question, and called the 
yeas and nays upon the métion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. CROWELL demanded the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed to his colleague to 
withdraw, for one moment, the previous question. 

Mr. CROWELL. Certainly, if my colleague 
will renew it. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Scuencx.) The mo- 
tion to lay on the table is pending; debate, there- 
fore, would not be in order, even if the demand 
for the previous question were withdrawn. 

The question being upon Mr. CroweLu’s de- 
mand for the yeas and nays— 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced—ayes 31, noes 60; and that the yeas and 
nays were ordefed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
voting. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not requ 
order the yeas and nays. eugene 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 108, nays 81; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bay~ 
ly, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G, 
Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, Joseph Cable, George A, 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Deherry, 
Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, 
Ewing. Featherston, Fiteh, Freediey, Puller, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Hebard, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Pres- 
ton King, Leffler, Littlefield, Joh Mann, Mason, Matteson, 
McDonald, Me Dowell, McGaughey, McMullen, McQueen, 
MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Morton, 
Ogie, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, Phelps, 
Pitman, Potter, Risley, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Saw- 


There is no quorum 


isite ta 


-telle, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Frederick P. Stan- 


ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Sweetser, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Whitile- 
sey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Wocd, and Young—108. 
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. NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, 
Breck, Briggs, Wittiam J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas 
B. Butler, E, C. Cabell, Calvin. Chandler, Clarke, Cleve- 
Jand, Cole, Corwin, Crowch, Doty, Duncan, Denham, 
Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Grinnell, Halloway, Haymond, 
Henry, Hibbard, Hiiliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston. 
Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, William ‘I. Jackson, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, La Sére, 
Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, McClernand, Robert M, 
McLane,, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Nelson, Neweil, 
Peaslee, Phoenix, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Rob- 
inson, Rockwell, Rose, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Seddon, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Strong, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuek, Un- 
derhill, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, and Wood- 
ward—8l. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The bill therefore remains upon the calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. i 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported an amendment, in the nature of a substi- 
tute for the bill for the establishment of a Board of 
Accounts, which was, on his motion, ordered to be 
srinted, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to be taken up 
when the bill upon that subject was taken up in 
the committee for consideration. 

Mr. D. also reported, from the same committee, a 
bill for the relief of Captain George Simpton, of 
Galveston, which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports in the following cases; which 
were ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
VIZ: 

The petition of Zachariah Lawrence, praying 
compensation for the capture of the British sloop 
Vulture, in 1813; 

The petition of Edward Devitt, Daniel Tomp- 
kins, and John H. Payne, asking for compensa- 
tion for services as firemen and coal-heavers on 
board the United States steamship Alleghany; 

The memorial of G. de Lirac, praying relief by 
debenture on certain goods exported by him; and 

The petition of Joseph C. Doxey, praying for 
remuneration for damages done to his farm and 
crops destroyed by the United States army in 1814, 
under the command of General Wade Hampton. 


Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Elisha 
Britton, of the State of New York, for compensa- 
tion for certain property destroyed by the enemy 
during the late war, in consequence of the impress- 
mont of his team; and it was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. D. moved that the Committee of Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Robert, Sarah, and Mary Ann Hatts- 
horne, executors and heirs of Richard Hartshorne, 
for indemnity for French spoliations, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. McCLERNAND stated, that that com- 
mittee had reported a bill upon the subject, which 
had been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to which he moved that 
this memorial be referred. It was 30 referred. 

Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. J. Bulow, jr., deceased; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the re- 
port accompanying, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, asked that said committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
sundry memorials upon the subject of the erection 
of custom-houses at different points. 

Mr. McL. said, he would state to the House that 
he learned that the memorials of this character— 
some of them upon this subject--had been under 
the consideration of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and many or all of them had been pro- 
vided for, by being included in the general appro- 
priation bill. He moved the reference of these 
memorials to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in order that they might take the same course. It 
was so ordered. 

Mr. McL., from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their 
title, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, viz: : 

A bill authorizing the erection of a custom-house 
at Pittsburg; 


“A bill authorizing the erection of a custom-house 
at St. Louis, Missouri; 
A bill authorizing the erection of a custom-house 
at the borough of Norfolk, Virgina; and 
__ A bill authorizing the erection of acustom-house 
in the city of Wilmington, Delaware. 


On motion by Mr. McL., under instruction 
of the Committee on Commerce, the following 
bills, heretofore reported from said committee, and 
referred to. the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of ‘the Union, were recalled, and committed 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, viz : 


A bill authorizing the construction of a custom- 
house in the city of Cincinnati; 


A bill authorizing the erection of a new, or the | 
repair of the old custom-house in the city of Bath, | 


Maine; and 

A bill authorizing the erection of a new, or the 
repair of the old custom-house in the city of -Mo- 
bile, Alabama. 


Mr. McL., algo, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following bills, which were severally 


read a first and second time by their titles, referred | 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed, viz: 

A bill authorizing the issuing of registers to cer- 
taid foreign built vessels; and 

A bill entitled “An act to modify the provisions 


of existing Jaws regulating the transportation of | 


goods, wares and merchandise, between the ports 
in the respective collection districts of the United 
States.” 


REMISSION OF DUTIES ON BOOKS. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill to release from 
duty certain printed books belonging to certain 


religious societies; which was read a first and | 


second time by its title. 
Mr. McL., in explanation, said, that the 


value of these books amounted to the sum of |! 


seventy-eight pounds sterling. They were sent 
as a present to benevolent societies in the United 
States, for the purpose of being distributed to tite 
poor. The duty upon them was thirty per cent. 
The object of the bill was to remit that duty; and 
he asked that the bill might be put upon its passage. 

Mr. HALL moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McLANE hoped, he said, that that motion 
would not prevail. 


Mr. KAUFMAN was understood to say, that if | 


the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 


on the state.of the Union should not prevail, he | 


should move to refer to the Committee of Ways 


and Means; to which, he believed, several other || 


bills similar in character had been referred. 


Mr. McLANE did not desire, he said, to take | 
up the time of the House in any discussion upon | 


this bill. 
ferred to by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr 
Kavurman.] Those to which that gentleman re 
ferred were cases in which duties that had been 
paid were asked to be paid back. Such was not 
this case. 
they were in the custom-house, and were awaiting 
this act for the remission of the duties, in order 
that the books might be distributed among the 
poor, for whom they were designed. It was not 
necessary that the bill should be referred either to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, or to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He hoped the question might be taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. HALL said, he could not undertake to 
say how he might vote if the bill had undergone 
an examination and its merits been explained. To 
this end, something more than the mere reading 
of the bill was requisite. The facts ought to be 
investigated, in order that the House might see 
whether the passage of the bill was proper or not. 
With a view to its proper examination, and in 
order that members might vote understandingly, 
he had moved the reference of the bill to the 
Committee of the-Whole on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on | 


that motion. 

Mr. HALL called for the reading of the bill. 

And it was read. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and the vote stood—ayes 
47, noes 65. 


+ . . | 
This was not a case similar to those re- |) 


The books had just been imported; |! 


No quorum voting. E E 
Tellers were called for and ordered, and Messra; 
Peck and Evans, of Ohio, were appointed. .” 
And the question was then again taken, and the 
vote stood—ayes 73, noes 59. pan 
So. the sbill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. on the state of the Union, : 
Mr.. McLANE, of Maryland. 
consideration of the vote. ; ist 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote with 
the majority. - : K Pg 
Mr. McLANE. I did. : 
|| The SPEAKER stated the question. : 
i Mr. McLANE proceeded ‘with his remarks. 
|| He said that he had made the motion to reconsider, 
j| not with any intention of pressing the bill to its 
i| passage at this time. But it wasa habit of this 
|i House, when the members were passing through 
i| the tellers, without regard to the facts of the ease, 
‘for other members to state what the case upon 
which they were voting was, and often to state it 
improperly. In the present instance he had heard 
it stated in all directions, that these were abolition 
books designed for the city of Boston. He did 
not know whether gentlemen voted under that im- 
pression or not; but he did not choose that such a 
statement should go forth without contradiction. | 
The books were sent by a benevolent missionary 
society in London to the Protestant Episcopal 
Society in the United States, the seat. of which was 
Virginia and Maryland; and the application for 
the remission of the duties came from a distin- 
guished clergyman of the latter State. 
| Mr. BAYLY desired, he said, to say a few 
words in reply to the gentleman who had just 
i taken his seat, [Mr. McLane.] He (Mr. B.) was 
one of those who had exerted themselves to get 
this bill referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. He had not done so 
until he had asked the gentleman from Maryland 
| (Mr. McLane] what the character of the books 
i was, He (Mr. B.) could get no information in 
| regard to thein, except that they were books sent 
| here from London for the purpose of gratuitous 
distribution. Now, whether they were religious 
books, or school books as some gentlemen ‘had 
suggested, he was not willing to Jend his aid to 
their gratuitous distribution until something was 
known about their character. : 
Mr. McLANE desired to inquire of the gentle- 
| man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,} whether. he 
[Mr, B.] was one of the gentlemen who, had said 
| that these were abolition books? 
| Mr. BAYLY. Iwas not. . ; 
| Mr. McLANE. My remarks applied exclu- 
| sively to those who did say so. 


I move a re- 


Mr. BAYLY. Istated to a number of gentle- 
|! men, that the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
i merce, [Mr. McLaxe,] who had reported the bill, 
i could not tell us what the character of the books 
was. He said they were books which had heen 
sent here for gratuitous distribution. And, I re- 
| peat, that 1 will give no aid of mine to such distri- 
| bution, until I know what the character ‘of the 
1 books is. ; ANS 
| Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Virginia 
i [Mr. Bayry] does not correctly state what my rep- 
resentation was. Í did state, that they were books 
sent here to respectable Protestant Episcopal cler- 

men and societies in Virginia and Maryland. ` 

Mr. FOWLER interposed toa question of order. 
He submitted, that it was not in order for members 
to occupy the area in front of the Speaker’s chair, 
and thus prevent members in their seats from 
hearing. 

The SPEAKER enforced the rule. 

Mr. McLANE, (resuming.) “I have already 
', said that I do not desire to press this bill to its 
passage at this time, against the disposition of the 
House. My only object in moving the reconsid- 
eration was, to state how this application came 
before the committee. Having done so, I shall 
not trespass on the time of the House by farther 
remarks. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

Mr: CARTTER desired, he said, to make an 
inquiry. 

Mr. McLANE said, the subject was not now 
before the House. i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, renewed the 
motion to reconsider—remarking, that be had voted 
| in the affirmative under a misapprehension öf the 
| question. ao 
|” Mr. KAUFMAN rose to a point of order. “He 
ii submitted, whether the gentleman -from ‘Pennsyl- 
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yania [Mr. Stevens] had not voted with the mi- 
nority? (i. e., in the negative.) 

The SPEAKER said no. The gentleman had 
just stated that he had voted with the major ty 
under a misapprehension of the question. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
between Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, and the 
Speaker.) : . 

.Mr. STEVENS then repeated the assertion he 
had made, that he had voted under misapprehen- 
sion. He certainly never should have voted, he 
said, against the remission of duties upon these 
books. He had no desire to impose a tax: upon 
knowledge of that kind. He hoped that the mo- 
tien to reconsider. would prevail, and that the bill 
would be put upon its passage. > 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I do not want.an abolition 
discussion here. I move that the motion to recon- 
sider-be laid upon the table. 

Tellers on that motion were asked, and refused. 

A division was ordered. And the votes, being 
taken, stood—ayes 75, noes 65. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

On motion by Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, the 
Committee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of the United States, praying indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800, and they were 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the! 


gate of the Union. 


Mr. PHCENIX, from. the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill granting a register to the 
barque James Patton, jr., now the Granadian 
barque ‘* Bogota,” owned by John Benson, a 
citizen of the United States, residing in the city of 
New York; which was read a first and second 
time by its title. 

Mr. P. asked that the bill might be put upon 
its passage. 

he bilf having been read, 

Mr. P. explained, that this vessel had been sold 
to a party in New Granada upan certain condi- 
tions; that her name had been thereupon changed; 
that the conditions of sale had not been complied 
with; that she had, therefore, reverted to her ori- 
ginal ownership, and that it was desired that the 
name should again be changed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Is she owned entirely 
by American citizens? 

Mr. PHOSNIX. ` Entirely. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Is she American built? 

Mr. PHCENIX. Sheis; and is so described in 


the bill; and that fact must be made to appear to ! 


the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Thereupon, no objection being made, 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Mississippi, relating to 
a donation of land for the benefit of the Naval 
School; and the memorial of the State of Arkan- 
sas, asking a donation of land to aid in the erec- 
tion of an institution for the education of the blind, 
and asking that the office of surveyor general 
may be continued until all the business of said 
office shall be completed, made adverse reports 


thereon; which were ordered to lie on the table || 


and be printed. 


to which memorials upomthe subject had been re- 
ferred, reported a bill granting the right of way 
to the Gainesville and De Kalb Plank Road Com- 


pany; which was read a first and second time by || 


its ttle. : 

Mr. C. said, he had been desired by the friends 
of the bill to ask that it be put upon its passage. 
And as he had some knowledge of the section of 
country through which it was proposed that the 
road should be made, he desired to say a very few 
words in relation to it. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the bill should 
be read, 

After a conversation on a point of order be- 
tween Mr. THomeson, of Pennsylvania, and the 
Speaker— 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said he had no direct 
interest in the road—he lived more than three hun- 


dred miles from it; but he knew the great conve- |! 


: communication. 


zens of that section of country, and the inconveni- . Mr, CROWELL, ” It thakes‘a grant of timber, 


ences which they suffered from want.of good 
It was-.a.poor-prairie country 
through which the road. would pass, and in bad 
weather they could not carry over three or four 
bales of cotten to the load with their six-horse 
teams. The construction of this road would greatly 
reduce: the expense of transportation to market; 
while it would cost the Government little or noth- 
ing-——as most of the Jand on the route was taken 
up. He was well- acquainted with the country, 
and was satisfied that the road would not pass 
over six sections of the public land. He would 
also state ‘that it would be of great benefit to the 
country at its western terminus, and would pro+ 


|j mote the sales of the public lands there—which 
| being a thin pine country the land was not now 
| taken up on account of the great expense of getting 
: their produce to market. 


It would thus benefit 
the Treasury by promoting the sales of the public 
lands, and would beagreat benefit to the people 
interested, whilst it could injure nobody. He 
hoped the House would not hesitate to pass the 
bill without delay. He repeated that neither he 
nor his constituents had any immediate interest in 
the passage of the bill; the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. McWitutz,] was interested, and he 
hoped the gentleman would let the House know 
the state of the case. ~ 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the word ‘* minerals,” (in that part 
which proposed to grant the timber, stones, miner- 
als, &c., on the route of the road, to the company.) 

Mr. COBB said he was willing: he would ac- 
cept the amendment, 

Mr. CONGER moved to refer the bill to the 


|| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 
Mr. McWILLIE. The right of way proposed 
to be granted was over a barren country 
Mr. COBB interposed, and a word of conver- 


! sation ensued between him and Mr. Mc Winure. 


Mr. McWILLIE further yielded the floor at the 
request of Mr. Ince. 

Mr. INGE. I merely wish to make one remark 
to the House. I want the House distinctly to un- 
derstand that this bill grants nothing but the right of 
way. lItmakes no donation of land; and the ef- 
fect of the construction of the road must be to 


ii enhance the price of the public lands and bring 


them into market. If this bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, it may not be reached again this session, 
and as itisa matter of some local interest, I move 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Mc Witte] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. INGE. With the consent of the gentle- 
man, I make the motion. . 

Mr. McWILLIE yielded the floor for that pur- 

ose, 

Mr. INGE demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, said, he un- 
derstood the friends of this bill to state that it 
granted nothing but the right of way; but, if he 
understood the reading of the bill, it granted more— 
much more. It granted not only the timber ne- 
cessary to build the road, but the right to occupy 
any mill seats and water privileges—the right to 
erect buildings, saw-mills, &c., upon the public 
lands. He did not know as he had much objec- 


7 : | tion to these grants, but thought it proper that 
Mr. C., from the Committee on Public Lands, § 4 > y 


the bill should be understood by the House. 

Mr. INGE said the gentleman was altogether 
mistaken as to the provisions of the bill. He had 
no objection to its being read again, if the House 
desired it. 

The SPEAKER said, the previous question had 
been demanded, and debate was not in order, but 
the bill would be read again to the House. 

The bill was read. 

The previous question was. seconded—ayes 80, 
noes not counted. 

And the main question was ordered, being first 
on the motion of Mr. Conerr, to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired if the bill did not 


| make an appropriation, and this being the case, 


| if it was notnecessary, under the rule, that it should 


go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


i the Union? 


The SPEAKER said it did not make an appro- 


nience and benefit which it would be to the citi- |; priation. 


land, &c. ees ‘ 

The SPEAKER said, the House had always 
considered thal a grant of the public lands was not 
such an appropriation as came within the. oper= 
ation of the rule requring bills to go to the Come 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

. The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Concer, and decided inthe negative. i 

So the House refused to refer the bill. r 

The question recurring on the amendment to 
strike out the word ‘ minerals,’ was taken and 
decided in the affirmative. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading— ; 

Messrs. SACKETT and CROWELL, respect- 
ively, proposed to offer amendments. But they 
were not in order at this time. 

Mr. CROWELL moved to suspend therules, to 
gointo Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. . Rejected. _ 

Mr. CROWELL moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Rejected. 

The question recurring on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading— 

Mr. CONGER raised the point of order, that it 
could not be read a third time to-day, not having 
been engrossed. . 

The SPEAKER said, the question was now on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed. 

The question being on the third reading of the 
bill— - 

Mr. CONGER objected to its reading at this 
time. 

On motion by Mr. COBB, of Alabama, a motion 
to reconsider the vote ordering the bill to be read 
a third time, was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that, objection being 
made to the third reading at this time, the bill 
would lie over. À 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back, with sundry 
amendments, Senate bill entitled ‘ An act grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the States of Hlinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, 
in aid of thé construction of a railroad from Chi- 
cago, Illinois, to Mobile, Alabama.” 

Mr. C. said, the friends of the measure proposed. 
to put the bill on its passage. Before that was 
done he desired to amend it in the third line of the 
fifth section—strike out the word “ten,” and in- 
sert “twelve.” 

Mr, STRONG called for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. COBB said, he would give way for the read~ 
ing of the bill, but he wished it understood that 
he did not yield the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, said, he would move 
an amendment to the amendment—to strike out 
tc twelve,” and insert “six.” 

Mr. JONES inquired, what was the pending 
question? 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired if it was in order to 
move to commit the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. JONES said, he would move to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, claimed the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY raised the point of order, that no 
amendment could be offered until the bill was read 
the first time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is mistaken in reference to the fact. ‘The 
bill was read a first and second time, before the 
amendment was offered. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER stated, that the only pending 
question was.upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. The gentleman having re- 
tained the floor, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Harris] could not move his amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON suggested, that the gentle- 
man from Alabama could yield the floor to allow 
his- colleague [Mr. Haxris] to offer his amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois ` 
will remember that the question has once been de- 
cided by the Chair and by the House, that the 
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floor cannot be yielded by one gentleman to anoth= 

er so as to allow him to offer an amendment, ex- 

cept by general consent. 

as question being: on the amendment of Mr. 
oBB— ; 

Mr. COBB inquired if a discussion of the general 
merits of the bill was in order? He supposed it 
might not be, as the question: was now upon his 
amendment. : 

The SPEAKER said, the 
not very limited. 

Mr. COBB snid, he would proceed, but would 
not detain the House long. “It was- proper (he 
said) for him to state—particularly in these peril- 
ous times, when. almost everybody who brought 
a measure, public or private, before the House, or 
before the country, was suspected of being inter- | 
ested and influenced by sinister -motives—that so 
far as this bill was concerned, he had no individual 
interest, nor had his section-of Alabama any par- 
ticular interest. His section had an interest in 
common with all. the western and southern States. 
Ifa work of a ‘national character had been pre- 
sented to thé American Congress foraid in its pro- 
motion, this, he thought, was clearly such an one. 
It was proposed: to run from the northwest to the 
extreme southern portion of the State of Alabama, 
binding several States together. If gentlemen de- 
sired the perpetuation of this Union, in all proba- 
bility they could do nothing more effective towards 
securing this object than to tie the Northwest with 
the extreme South, thereby binding not only the 
Northwest, but the Northeast to the South, by a 


range of debate was 


railroad connecting the several sections of coun- |; 


try. All we had to know to bind us together was 


no surer way of identifying the interests. and the 
feelings of the various portions of the country than 
by establishing facilities for easy communication 
with each other. . He repeated, he thought this 
system was calculated to perpetuate this glorious 
Confederacy. For one, he was for the Union, if 
it could be preserved upon principles of equality 
and justice. He was prepared to do everything in 
his power for the preservation of the Union upon 
these principles.” But the polar star which should 
guide ae into the haven of Union was justice: he 
should insist that justice be done not only to the 
North, but to the South. The South asked noth- 
ing but justice.. He believed if, by this system of 
railroads and other communications, we connected 
ourselves immediately together, and interchanged 
sentiments and feelings, the views and principles 
of. the different sections might, in all probability, 
be modified, and we might see the necessity of 
_ perpetuating the Union, as a matter of interest, if 
for no other reason. 

A pause ensuing, 

Mr. MEADE rose and inquired if the gentle- 
man from Alabama had moved the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COBB replied that he had not; and. he 


would state to the honorable gentleman from Vir- |! 


ginia, (who hardly ever got the floor,) that he did 
not intend to move it. The friends of the meas- 
ure did not desire to have it moved. They thought 
it was proper. that a question of this importance 
should be fully and fairly investigated. If it had 
merits, let it stand; if not; let it be rejected. 

He wished only to add a word in relation.to that 
section of country in Alabama over which the road 
wouldrun, that they might not get the idea that Ala- 
bama was getting a bribe in this matter. He would 
not, as an individual, give twelve and a half cents 
an acre for the Jand through which it would pass; 
it was remote from any water-courses, a barren, 
pine country, in the ‘interior, The work was 
purely national in its character} and he believed 
the bill ought to pass. Hie would ‘now leave the 
bill in the hands of the Hlouse—especially of its 
friends; and would not go into any general re- 
marks in its support. 

Mr. MARSHALL proposed to offer an amend - 
ment in the form ofan additional section. i 

The SPEAKER stated that no amendment was 
in order, unless it were an amendment to the pend- 
ing amendment. | 

Mr. MARSHALL asked to have the amend- | 
ment read for information. 

It was read, as follows: 

Sec. 8. And it is hereby further enacted, That the right of | 
way through the public lands and alternate sections of pub- 
lic Jan is be, and they are hereby, granted to the States of 
Iinois: and Indiana, respectively, under the same restric- 
tions, and to the same extent, as are hereinbefore provided, 3 


| Other purpose whatever. 


i point of order between Mr. THOMPSON, of 


that our interests were identified; and there was || aware that this was a pretty broad assertion 


| they would bring two.dollars and fifty cents per 


for the purpose of aiding in the construction: of the Alton, 
Mount Carmel, and New Albany railroad: Provided, ‘That 
said lands hereby granted sball be applied in the construc- 
tion of said road only, as the work progresses, and to 10 


Mr. INGE inquired .if that amendment was in 
order now? : j 

The SPEAKER réplied in the negative. 

“Mr. MARSHALL gave notice that he intended |! 
to offer the amendment just read as soon as it 
shouldbe in order. j i 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was 
now on the amendment of Mr. Cogs. 

Mr. MARSHALL indicated his desire to offer 
the amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON then obtained the floor. || 

Mr. JONES asked him to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON apparently giving way, 

Mr. JONES said he desired to move the refer- 
ence of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON declined, he said, to yield || 
the floor for any such purpose. He had. sup- 
posed that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] desired the floor for the purpose of making 
an inquiry or an explanation. For- that, and for 
no other purpose, he would yield. : 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
JONES and RICHARDSON; and also, on a 


Mississippi, and the Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON then proceeded with his 
remarks. He thought, he said, that if gentlemen 
understood the provisions of this bill, there could 
and would be no objection to its passage. . He was 


to make; but he had no doubt of its correctness. 
He believed that if gentlemen would investigate 
the facts, there could be no doubt of the passage 
of the bill. It proposed to give each alternate sec- 
tion of the public land along the line of country 
over which the road was to pass, in aid of its con- 
struction. lt proposed, also, that the sections 
which were not taken, should not be sold unless 


acre. By this donation, the Government itself 
would lose nothing, but, on the contrary, would be || 
the gainer. How so? The route over which it|! 
was proposed that the road should pass in the | 
State of Illinois—the main part of it,—passed over 
what was known as the Grand Prairie. That 
prairie, with three fourths of the road running 
through it, would average thirty miles in width. 
That land was not taken up.by settlers, and would 
not be, unless some facilities were given either by 
the General Governmentor by the State for its set- 
tlement. If this work should be completed, the 
Government would thus be enabled to sell the 
land which she held on that prairie., ìf the work 
was not completed, the Government might hold its 
land some thirty, forty, or fittly years; for it couid 
not be expected that persons would go there and 
settle unless they had some means of transporting 
their material, timber, &c. So far as the construc- 
tion of the road in the State of illinois was con- 
cerned, he repeated that it would be an advantage 
to the Government itself; it lost nothing, but, on 
the coutrary, would receive in dollars. and cents its 
remuneration for that which it gave away. This 
was the only feature of the bill; that was all there 
wasofit. It was true that it proposed to donate 
land to the. States of Mississippi and, Alabama 
for that portion of the road which ran through 
those States; buthe understood from the Represen- 
tatives of these States, thatall the region of country | 
through which it was proposed that the road jj 
should pass was of such a character that it would 
be valuable only when furnished with means of 
transporting timber to points where it could be sold 
and used. ft had been objected against this bill, j 
that it gave away one hundred millions of acres | 
without any remuneration: that was not true. 
Objection had also been made, that it was wrong 
to raise the price of the public lands in the neigh- 
borhood of the work . 
Mr. JONES interposed, and inquired of the: 
Speaker, whether the morning hour had expired ? | 
‘The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
Mr. JONES thereupon moved that the House | 
roceed to the consideration of business on the | 
Speaker’s table. 
Mr. INGE submitted that the floor could not | 
be thus taken, in the midst of his rewarks, from | 
the gentleman from illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson.] 


jt 


| the yeas and na 


; remarks were out of order. 


Mr. RICHARDSON stood upon the same point 
of right, and declared that he did not yield the 
floor. ` KX 

_ The SPEAKER said, it had heretofore been des 
cided by the Chair, that, after the expiration of the 


| morning hour, the floor could be: claimed by-any 


member, even when another. member was address- 
ing the House, for the purpose of moving that the 
House proceed to the consideration of business on 
the Speaker’s table. And the Chair, therefore; 


‘decided: that the motion of the gentleman from . 


Tennessee [Mr. Jones] was in order. a 
Mr. INGE hoped (he said) that: the motion 
would be voted down. tvie iS 


The question, “© Will the House proceed to the 


‘ consideration of business on the Speaker’s table??? 


was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 85, 
noes 50. 3 
Mr. INGE demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. LEFFLE 
WiLLiams were appointed. : 
Mr. McCLERN SAND. Lask permission of thé 
House to allow mé to put one question to the gen- 
tleman.from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones.] i 
The SPEAKER.” Its too latei The House 
is dividing. ` ; 
Mr. McCLERNAND. This is 
feat of the measure. 
The SPEAKER interposed to order: 
Several Mumpers also called to’order. || ve 
The question was again taken, and the: voté 
stood—ayes 87, noes 45. : we 
Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. INGE demanded 


ON 
_ Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Will 
it be in order now to move that there be.a call of 
the House? 

{Great confusion in the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will suspend their 
remarks, and no motion will be received until òr» 
der is restored. Gentlemen in the aisles will rë- 
sume their seats. acre 

After the Japse of some moments, T 

Mr. McCLERNAND resumed. (I ask. the 
Speaker to. state whether it is in order now to move 
that there he a call of the House. aan 

The SPEAKER. It isin order, ee ae 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I make the mo» 


tion. ie 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. ` I rise to,a 
question of order. If the’ House -should now 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, what will be the ‘position of thé 
bill when committees shall be again called for re- 
ports? RE. E E A 

The SPEAKER. If the House should now 
pass to the business on the Speaker’s table; this 
bill, being upon its engrossment, will go to the 
Speaker’s table among the House bills on their 
engrossment. The bill must be reached, however, 


Rand 


the virtual: dé« 


| by proceeding to business on the Speaker’s table. 


The SPEAKER then put the ‘question on the 
demand for the yeas and nays ọn the niotion of 
Mr. Joxss. ae Soe a 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker. ‘ 
sire to be informed by the Chait, what bas become 
of my motion for a call of thé House? ° / 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman äs having made the motion, 
but merely as inquiring whether it would be in 
order to submit it. i 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I did distinétly make 
the motion for a call of the House. 

‘The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So the House refused to order a call, 

The question recurring upon proceeding to the 
consideration of business on the Speaker’s table— 

Mr. WILLIAMS suggested to gentlemen on 
the other side, not to insist upon the yeas‘and 
nays upon the question, and. added, that. it was 
manifest that this bill could not pass-to-day. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman, that 


Mr. McCLERNAND wished to say, in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, that ifthe House 
proceeded to the business on the Speaker’s table, 
it would be a virtual, final disposition, of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON inquired if it was in order 
to move to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill to a day certain? A aena a 

The SPEAKER said, that no motion, was in 
order connected. with the bill; while the:--motion 
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de 
* 


July 23, 


was pending to go into business on the Speaker’s 
table. EI : , | 
The question was taken, and decided in the ; 
affirmative—yeas 119, nays 58; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alien, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, i 
Bocock, Bowie, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, 
Thomas B, Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cai- 
vin, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cotcock, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Dan- 
iel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Duncan, Dushani, 
Edmundson, Atexander Evaus, Nathan, Evans, Fowler, 
Fuller, Gerry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hallos ày, 
Hamilton, Harlan, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Houston, Howe, Hunter,- Joseph W. Jackson, 
William T: Jackson, James L.-J shnson,: Jones, Julian, 
Kerr, George G. King, Jom A. King, Preston King, Levin, 
Liwefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Matteson, McDowell, |: 
McGaughey, McKissock, McMullen, Meacham, Meade, 
Milson, Moore, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Powel, Patnam, Reed, Ris- 
ley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, James ‘Thompson, 
Jom B. Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tuck, . Venable, Vinton, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, White, and Wildrick—119. 
NAYS—Mesars. Alston, Anderson, Bay, Bingham, Bis- 
sell, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, 
E. G. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Carter, Doty, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Williard, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Kaufman, La Sére, | 
Liefer, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis Ee McLean, McQueen, MeWillie, Miller, Morris, | 
Olds, Orr, Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Robinson, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
Whittlesey, Williams, Wood, Woodward, and Young—58. 


So the House determined to proceed to the busi- 

ness on the Speaker’s table. . 
ALABAMA RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the bill pending at the time of adjournment yes- 
terday, entitled “An act granting the right of way 
and making a grant of land to the State of Ala- 
bama, in aid of the construction of a railroad from 
Selma, on the Alabama river, to Gunter’s landing, 
on the Tennessee river.” 

The title of the bill having been read— 

The SPEAKER continued. A motion was | 
made by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Meane] 
to refer the bill to a select committee; and a mo- 
tion was also made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss] to refer it to the Committee on 
Public Lands; and the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Meane] had demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the reference. 

Mr. COBB. ‘I desire to make an appeal to the 
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| der the supervision of the said Secretary, that the 


report might be laid before Congress in a printed 
form, and thus prevent the delay attending the 
present mode. a 
Mr. G. was understood subsequently to state 
that the Committee on Public Printing had ex- 
amined the bill, and that he was authorized to say 
that they were in favor of it. : 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, wished an 
explanation as to the words, “ the usual number.” 
Mr. GRINNELL explained. 
` Mr. THOMPSON declared himself satisfied. 
Mr. GRINNELL then offered the following 
amendment: ` : << 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatthe report afore- | 
said shall be substantially bound, provided that the expense | 
thereof shall aot exceed twelve and a half cents for each 


copy. S 

Mr. VINTON suggested that the bill should 
also be so amended as to include the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the finances. 
That report (Mr. V. said) was of more importance 
to the legislation of the House than the report on 
commerce and navigation. 

Mr. BAYLY concurred in the suggestion, and 
hoped that the House would acquiesce in it. 

Mr. VINTON then offered an amendment in 
accordance with his suggestion, embracing the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the, finances. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he did 
not object to these several propositions of amend- 
ment, but the bilf had never been referred, and 
he was in favor of sending it to a committee, by 
whom these amendments might be embodied. He 
hoped a reference would be made. 

Mr, GRINNELL explained that an informal 
examination of the bill had been made by the 
Committee on Printing, for the purpose of avoid- 
ing the necessity of reference. He hoped the ref- 
erence would not be insisted on. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he was 
prepared to vote for the bill, as he understood it, 
| and also for the amendments of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. GRIiNNELL] and the 
gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Vinron,] as he (Mr. | 
T.) understood them. But he thought that the 
better plan would be to let these amendments be 
| embodied by a committee. There was no neces- 
sity to force the bill through in this hasty man- 
| ner. lt would certainly be passed before the ses- 
sion had terminated. 


gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,] to with- 
draw the motion to refer the bill to a select com- 
mittee. I feel satisfied that no benefit can be de- 
rived from persisting in thet motion; and I hope 
the gentleman will illustrate, in this instance, the 
courtesy which has so often signalized his action 
on this floor, by acceding to my request. 

Mr. MEADE said, be would do so. 

So the motion to refer to a select committee was | 
withdrawn, (leaving the motion on reference to 
the Committee on Publie Lands.) 

The question, * Will the House second the de- 
mand for the previous question ?’’ was then taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So there was a second. 


been taken, was decided in the affirmative. 


t 
li 
i 
: Aath 
And the main question was ordered, and having f 
x . i 
So the bill was referred to the Committee on ij 


Public Lands. l 


Senate bill entitled “ An act granting to the State |: 
of Mississippi the right of way and a donation of į} 


publi lands, for the purpose of locating and con- į 
structing a railroad from Brandon to the eastern | 
boundary of said State, in the direction of Mont- | 
gomery, Alabama,” coming up in its order, was | 
read a first and second time by its title, and,-on | 
motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, re- | 
terred to the Committee on Public Lands. i 


REPORT ON COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. į 


Senate bill entitled “ An act to provide for the | 
printing of the annual report of commerce and | 
navigation,” coming up in order, was read a first 
and second time by its title, when 

Mr. GRINNELL asked that the bill might be 
read through. i 

lt was accordingly read, 

Mr. G. said a few words in explanation of the | 
bill. 
thorized the Secretary of the Treasury to make up | 
the report of the statistics of commerce and -navi- | 


gation to the end of the fiscal: year, and when |! 


eompleted, authorized the printing of the same-un- | 


|| obviated. 


i! on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 


was agreed to. 


He was understood to say that the bill au- |! 


Mr. BAYLY desired, he said, to make an ad- 
| ditional suggestion. The adoption of the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] 


| would be a matter not only of great convenience, 
| so for as the business of the House was concerned, 
| but a matter of economy also. And he explained 
| that, by the adoption of the amendment, the pro- 
| cess of printing the estimates twice over would be 


Mr. KAUFMAN hoped, he said, that the gen- 
tleman from Mississipp1 (Mr. THompson] would 
withdraw his motion to refer, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Weil—I will do so,- 

So the motion to refer was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 


The question was taken, and the amendment i 


The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
a third reading. | 

After a word of conversation, ' 

The question was taken and decided in the j 
affirmative. 

So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

And having been read— ~ 

The question, being on its passage, was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion by Mr. VINTON, 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to | 
provide for the printing of the annual report of | 
commerce and navigation, and the annual report 
on the state of ihe finances. | 

The following bills from the Senate, coming up 
in their order, were severally read a first and sec- 
ond ume by their title, and conmmitted as indica- 
ted below, viz: 

An act supplementary to the act entitled An act 
to provide for the taking of the seventh and sub- 


i 
i 
i| 
i 


i 


sequent censuses of the United States, to fix the 
number of members of the House ‘of Representa- 


tives, and to provide for their future apportion- 
ment among the several States: On motion by Mr. 
THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act for the relief of Thomas M. Taylor and 
Francis B. Stockton. Referred to the committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

An act granting the right. of preémption to cer- 
tain purchasers ond settlers on the Maison Rouge 
grant in the event of the final adjudication of the 
title in favor of the United States. Referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Snodgrass. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

An act to-authorize the Secretary of War to al- 
low the payment of interest to the State of Geor- 
gia for advances made for the use of the United 
States in the suppression of hostilities of the 
Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in the 
years 1836, 1837, and 1838. Referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act authorizing the payment of interest upon 
the advances made by the State of Maine for the 
use of the United States Government, for the pro- 
tection of the northeastern frontier. On motion by 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. ` 

An act to provide for an additional term of the 
United States Circuit and District Court, at Chi- 
cago, in the district of Illinois. On. motion by 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

An act to amend an act entitled An act for. the 
better organization of the District Court of the 
United States, within the State of Louisiana ap- 


| proved 3d March, 1849. On motion:by Mr.CON- 


RAD referred.to the Judiciary Committee. 

An act for the benefit of Minnesota Territory. 
Referred to the Committee on Territories. 

An act to provide for the removal of obstruc- 
tions in the river Savannah, State of Georgia, and 
for the improvement of the same. On motion by 
Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

An act granting the right of way and making 
a donation of land to the State of Alabama, in aid 
of the construction of the Mobile and Girard 
Railroad. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. f : 

An act to amend an act entitled an Act for the 
relief of D. A. Watterston. Referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Theodore Offutt. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Patents, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives of the 27th May, 1850, directing that officer 
to furnish each member of the House and Dele- 
gate with three copies of the List of Patents for 
Inventions and Designs, issued by the United States 
from 1790 to 1847, with the Patent Laws and No- 
tices of Decisions of the Courts of the United States, 
of the same period, prepared, compiled, and pub- 
ished under the direction of Edmund Burke. 
The Commissioner, in reply, states that he was 
unable to comply with the order of the House, as 
there were but one hundred and sixty copies of 
the work on hand, which he would hold subject 
to the order of Congress. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


Senate bill, entitled An act authorizing the trans- 
mission of letters and packages to and from Mrs. 
Margaret Taylor, free of postage, coming up in 
order on a question of reference, 

The CHAIR stated, that this bill was the same 
as the bill which had heretofore passed the Flouse. 


' The Senate had passed it before they knew of the 


action of the House. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH. inquired whether the 
Senate had passed. the House vill? 

The CHAIR replied in the aifirmative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Then | move to lay 
the bill on the table. 

The bill was accordingly laid upon the table. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL TAYLOR. 
An act for the erection of a monument to Zach - 


| ary Taylor, late President of the United States, 


coming up in order, was read a first and second 
time by its title. : 

Mr. CONRAD. l move that the House, by 
unanimous consent, consider this bill immediately, 
and pass it. 


1850. 
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Mr. WENT WORTH and others called for the 
reading of the bill. 

it was read. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
He begged leave, in making this motion, to state, 
that it must go there, as it contained an appfopri- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, containing an ap- 
propriation, must be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, unless, by 
unanimous consent, the question is permitted to be 
taken upon ordering it to a third reading. 

Mr. CONRAD aaid, he hoped the unanimous 
consent would be given, : 
. Mr. BAYLY said he should object... But before 
doing so, he desired to assign his reasons. There 
had yet no monument been erected by Congress 
to the Father of his Country. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and stated, that 
debate was not in order, as the bill contained an 
appropriation, and must first be considered and 
discussed (if discussion arose) in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he objected to its being put 
upon its passage now; for no monument had been 
erected by Congress to any other of the deceased 
Presidents. 

Mr. CONRAD inquired whether, if the bill 
were sent to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, the gentleman from Virginia 
would move to amend it by providing for the erec- 


tion of a monument to the Father of his Country? | 


Mr. BAYLY replied, that he should move an 
amendment providing for monuments to all the 
deceased Presidents, 

Mr. MORSE inquired if it would be in order to 
instract the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report an amendment to the biil to include other 
appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion to refer 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was pending, and such a motion would not 
now be in order. 

Mr. MORSE inquired if it would be in order 
to instruct the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER replied, that no motion was in | 
order which would give rise to debate. The rule 
was peremptory that no debate could take place in 
the House upon an appropriation bill until it had 
been considered in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. ` 

Mr. GENTRY said, he apprehended that in- 
structions could be given to the Committee of the 


| from a gentleman not now in bis seat. 
| could be set right in that particular, he should be 
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“ Mr. FREEDLEY: This bill has been discussed 
| upon three or four different occasions. F have no 
doubt that the members of this House have made 
up their minds upon it, and that they are fully pre- 
j pared to vote. -I therefore cali for the previous 
question, and hope the House will sustain me. 

The SPEAKER stated the questien. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of- Mississippi, (to the 
; Speaker.) “My impression is, that when this bill 
was last before the. House, 1 was entitled to the 
floor upon it: Gentlemen near me inform me that 
such was the fact, and it is my belief that it is so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Tompson] 
is enutled to the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Since I obtained the ffoor 
re former day, 1 have examined the bill care- 

ally. 

Mr. T. then entered inio a conversation with 
Mr. Jones, as to one point of construction of the 
law, upon which he desired some information 
If the bill 


satisfied with it. 
Mr. JONES moved the previous question. 
There was asecond. The main question was 


| ordered, and the bill was passed. 


Mr. WALDO moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER iaid before the House a com- 
munication from the Clerk of the House, in re- 
gard to an index to the claims against the Govern- 
ment, which had been ordered last Congress to be 
prepared under the direction of the former Clerk 
of the House, and which was now in course of 
preparation—suggesting to the House the proprie- 
ty of authorizing the employment of addiuonal 


the meeting of the next session of Congress. 

The communication having been read— 
` On motion by Mr. DANIEL, it was referred to 
the Committee of Claims, which committee (Mr. 


| D. said) had the subject under consideration. 


STATE AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY. 
| 


Tht SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the New York State Agricultural 
Society, inviting the members of Congress to at- 
tend their next annual exhibition on the 3d, 4th, 
and 5th of Septemver next, in the city of New 
| York; which was read. 
| Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve 
| itself into Committee of the Whoie on the state of 
| the Union. : 


Whole on the state of the Union. | 

The SPEAKER. Instructions can be given; | 
but no instructions, the Chair apprehends, that | 
will raise a discussion upon the merits of the bill. 
The rule is p..sitive, that all bills relating to appro- | 
priations.of money shall first be considered and | 
discuased in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the Chair would rule, if it be- 
came necessary, that by the operation of the rule, 
a bill after the second reading should go to the 
committee. It had been customary, however, to 
propound the question to the House, whether the 
bili should be referred as required by the rule. 

Mr. HILLIARD, (to the Speaker.) Is it com- 
petent for z e now Lo move to increase the amount? 

The SPEAKER. Tne Chair has decided that 
no motion of that Kind can ve made now, because 
it wouid bring up the merits of the biil, which can- 
not be considered at this time, Where a bill con- 
tains an appropriation, the rale requires that it 
shall first be considered ın Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and no other motion, 
exept to rerer to the Commiutice of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, or to one of the standing com- 
mitiees of the HLousc, is in order. 

Bir. HILLIARD. t can only say that, when | 
the uili snail be taken up, L hope the amount of | 
the appropriation may ve increased. | 

The question was wien taken, and the bill was | 
to the Commiuee of the Whole on the | 


referred 
state of the Quien. 


A n l 
PENSIONS. | sidered. 


The joint resolution, explanatory of certain pen- = 


sion acts therein mentioned, came up in order. 


“he SPMAISER siated the question to be on the |, I i l 
i; pose of moving an amendment to the bill, having 


passage of the bill. i 
- Mr. WALDO called for the reading of the bill; 
and it was read. 


` LOUISIANA COURTS. 

Mr. MORSE rose (he said) to a privileged 
| question, and he hoped the House would give him 
| its ear for a single moment. He wished to move a 
| reconsideration of ihe vote by which the House 
| had referred a bill from the Senate, containing an 
amendment to the act creating the western judi- 
| ciary district for Louisiana, He moved to recon- 
| sider the vote for the purpose of putting the bill 
| on its pasage. 


i The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Bayu.) Does the | 


| gentleman irom Virginia withdraw his motion? 
i Mr. BAYLY. 
ose. 

| Mr. MORSE made the motion to reconsider al- 
luded to. He said he desired simply to state to 
the House, that the Senate had passed a bili 
amending the act creating a judiciary for the west- 
ern district of Louisiana; which original act omit- 
ted one or two counties; and unless this bill were 
; immediately passed, it would be impossible for 
the marshals to take the census of the State of 
i Louisiana properly. lt involved no appropriation 
at all; it merely corrected an error, by which the 
parish of Bienville, which he represented, was 
| erronesusly placed in the first judicial district. 
| He explained the manner in which the error had 
| arisen, and said that, in consequence of it the peo- 
l 
| 


ple in these parishes were not able to bring their 


į suits either in the eastern or western districts, nor || 


į the marshals to take their census, under these cir- 
: cumstances. [Te hoped the vote would be recon- 


Mr. CONRAD said, it was on his metion that 
this bili had been referred to the Commitiee on the 
Judiciary. 


ji reference to the eastern district of the State. Hav- 


force thereon, to have said index completed before 


l will withdraw it for this pur- | 


He had made the motion for tne pur- | 


if this bill were referred:to a committee, it would 
endanger its passage at this session; and believing 
it to be important to the people of ‘Louvisiina that 
it be passed immediately, he hoped that the motion 
to reconsider would prevail. : mai 
Mr. HALE asked that the bill be reported; that 
they might. know what they were acting upon: ` 
The bill was read. À ; 
The question was taken, and. decided in 
affirmative. . ane : fet ; 
So. the bill was again brought before-the House; 
And the question recurring on referring it tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, was'taken, and: des 
cided in the negative. 5 at 
The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 
Mr. MORSE expressed the hope that it would 
be read a third time and passed, 
‘The bill was then ordered to a third 
read a third time, and passed. 


ADVANCES OF MAINE. 


On motion by Mr. LITTLEFIELD, the vote 
was reconsidered by which the bill from the Sen- 
ate in reference to the payment of interest. to 
Maine was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 3 ; 3 Di 

Mr. L. then withdrew the motion te refer to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and on his mo- 
tion, the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 4 

Mr. BAYLY renewed his motion that: the 
House resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. L 

He however waived his motion at the request 
of Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said there 
had been for some time in the hands of the Judici- 
ary Committee a bill from the Senate.to provide 
for the holding of the District Courts of the United 
States in case of sickness or other disability of the 
district judge—which he now asked the House 
to allow him to report back from the Judiciary 
Committee with a view to put it upon its passage. 

He said this bill was peculiarly applicable at this 
time to the southern district of New York. The 
United States judge of that district was in very 
bad health and nat able to hold his court. But 
instead of making it a special act in regard to the 
southern district of New York, the Committee on 
|| the Judiciary in the Senate had reported a general 
bill providing for all such cases. The bill was 
very well considered; he thought it included. noth- 
ing that could be objectionable to anybody, and 
nothing but what was necessary, in case. of the 
sickness or other disability of the judge, to provide 
for holding the court. He therefore asked the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. The 
question was taken and there was a second. 

. The main question was ordered, and being taken, 

The bill was read a third time and passed. 


TIGRE ISLAND. 


| Mr. SAVAGE moved to reconsider the vote of © 
yesterday, referring. the message of the President 
m answer to-the resolution of this House, passed 
24th of January, to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and said, be did not intend to make a 
speech—he should say but little. His only object 
in making the motion was to state his position in 
relation to the niatters of the message. ‘I'he sub- 
ject might not come up again this session, and si- 
i lence now might hereafier be cited as evidence of 
approbation. {t was to exclude this conclusion 
| that he desired the attention of the House fora 
| few moments. He held it to be the duty of poli- 
j ticlans and parties to declare their opinions and 
| policy, with that kind of certainty, called by the 
| law books, certainty lo a certain intent, in every 
| particular, which excludes all doubt or argument, 
‘The not dotng this, has caused much of the evil 
j and distraction of the present hour, : 
| ‘Phat, upon hearing of the hostile proceedings 
| of the Engiish in Central America, he had moved. 
{| the original resolution. Lhe Administration añ- 
1 swered, that it was not cofapatible with the public. 
|| interest to give the inforrnaiion asked. I believed 
| this a mere evasion, to conceal the policy inteded to 
4 be pursued. I couid not then, nor can I now, under- 
stand what cause there was for such concealment, 
| except to avoid the opinion and censure. of this 
| House, which surely codld never have.adyised the 


‘the 


reading, 


i: ing understood, however, from his colleague, that |i treaty which is now sent to us, together with the 


July 23. 


treaty of Mr. Hise. «What reson. for-the conceal- 


ment of the latter? . Surely, no-fair ones =: f 
" Mr -HOUSTON (the floor being yielded}asked 
if he understooed.the honorable member from Ten- 


nessee to speak of the treaty made-by Mr. Hise? | 


On: the contrary,-+he asked if the Government of 
Nicaragua ‘did: not refuse to ratify. it.as a treaty? 
and if it was. not the fact that it. never was a 
treaty? ` ft had never had the character.and. valid- 
ity of a treaty. And, furthermore, he:wished to 
gask- the. honorable member if that: insirument, 
“Which he chose to-calla treaty, was not negotiated 
by. Mr. Hise.in direct derogation of the -instruc- 
tions of the State Department during the late Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Polk? 
- Mr. SAVAGE. 
Mr. Hise did not negotiate the: treaty in violation 
of his instructions.. The treaty negotiated by Mr. 
Hise was not ratified because of any opposition 
on the part of the Nicaraguans, but because of 
hostility of the late Administration. TPAR 
Mr. HOUSTON (the floog being further yield- 
ed) said, he thought the honorable member would 
find, when the message and accompanying docu- 
ments’ with the treaty, now on the table, were 
published, that the statement which. he (Mr. H.) 
made was strictly, literally true—that Mr. Hise 
negotiated the treaty in direct opposition to the 
instructions of Mr. Buchanan, and that he was 
expressly instructed to negotiate no treaty on the 
subject; and furthermore, that it was an abuse of 


terms to call it a treaty; that it never was ratified | 


as such, and that the Nicaraguan government 
refased to ratify it. 

Mr. SAVAGE understood the subject so far as 
he spoke of it. He mast, however, decline any 
further. interruption in the course of -his remarks. 

{ will look for a moment to the annual message 
of the President, which promulgates the doctrine 
upon which this treaty is founded. - 


| 
“Speaking of the proposition for a ship canal į 


through the territories of Nicaragua, the doctrine is 
announced that ** it would be neither just nor expe- 
“dient that any great maritime State should com- 
“mand the communication. No such power 
t should. occupy a position that would enable it 
“hereafter to exercise so controlling an influence 
© over the commerce of the world, or to obstruct a 
‘highway which ought to be dedieated to the com- 
* mon uses of mankind.” 
Upon this I take issue, and say, that one 
great Power—and but one—ought to command 
this communication, and be its sole patron and 
‘protector. 
occupy a position to control hereafter the com- 
merce of the world—and that the United States, 
from her position and by the treaty of Mr. Hise, 
which has been suppressed through the policy of 
the late Administration—had that right; and that 
no Power could in any way injure this right, ex- 
cept by an unwarrantable interference. 
: The message further says: “ The work, if con- 
t structed ander these guarantees would become 
t a bond of peace, instead of a subject of contention 
tand strife among the nations.’’ This I again 
deny; I allege that it will be an apple of discord 
among the nations. The treaty itself effects noih- 
ing—something more must be done; bring the 
English and American forces as joint protectors, 
and peace will not last a day. Who has forgotten 


the story of our own Revolution? The jealousies | 


between the French and American forces—noth- 
ing-but wisdom the most consummate and a neces- 
sity the most powerful, forced a coöperation. 
This thing, so difficult with the French, would be 
wholly impracticable with the English, 

fn our hands this would have been a bond of 
peace upon the nations. We would have permit- 
ted all the world to pass it, while on terms of 
friendship with us, the penalty of war being a for- 
feiture of the privilege to use it. 


; The passage to California is the great project of | 


theage. Eminent men have assembled in conven- 
tion from all parts of the country to consider it; 
plans have been presented to Congress asking for 
more than $100,000,000, for the construction of a 
railroad; yet.no sooner has a route been obtained 
by grant from Nicaragua, than our Government is 


alarmed at the vastness of the treasure—declares it ! 


a boon, too rich for the enjoyment of the American 
peeple—that it ought to be divided with kings and 
princes. , 

Lam for the doctrine of the first Washington: 
“Peace with all—entangling alliances with hone; 


but-especially Lam: against the unfortunate anti- 


I will answer the gentleman. | 


l say, that one great Power ought to | 


American alliance transmitted with the message. 
I would.throw around the.destiny of this country 
the grandeur of solitude, as well as of greatness. 
This treaty is intended to unite this Government in 
close affinity with the Government of Great Britain, 
and to foster among the American people English 
influence ‘and English feelings. What a strange 
thing it was, at the commencement of this Congress, 
to see a: distinguished individual in the other end 


‘of. the Capitol. {Mr. Cass] proposing to discontinue 
| all relations of courtesy... with a despot, and the 


tenant of the -White House recommending the 
most delicate, important, and confidential partner- 
ships. ‘This I suppose a matter of taste, and Iam 
wifling for those “who have found. angels in the 
forms of kings,” to. bow down and worship them, 
or seek their society and partnership, if done in 
secret; but where these predilections are proposed 
as the policy of this country, in opposition to an- 
other which has jong been recognized, J feel it a 
duty that Lowe to myself to utter my dissent 
from things so unwise—so anti-American. 

I hope I may be pardoned for saying that it 
does seem to me that the American jackass of the 
present day has, shown too great an inclination 
for an association with the British lion. If his 
vanity was- harmless | should not.object, but there 
cannot be a doubt but like his illustrious pre- 
decessor mentioned by Æsop, he would receive 
nothing but contempt and ruin for his folly. 

I regretted the language of the message—I now 
regret this treaty. Ín all future times they will 
stand across the line of our advancement with more 
than the power of five hundred thousand armed 
warriors. The doctrine of Mr. Monroe, and which 
was affirmed by Mr. Polk in his Yucatan mes- 
sage, is the true policy of this country. Our Gov- 
ernment ought to have settled the matter, by say- 
ing to Great Britain, that. we considered this attempt 
on her part * to. extend her system to this hemi- 
sphere,’ as dangerous to our peace and safety. 
‘that the American continents, by the free and in- 
dependent positions which they have assumed and 
maintained, are henceforth not to be considered 
subjects for the colonization of any European 
power, and that no interference’on her part’ with 
the political condition of the Republic of Nicara- 


gua, could be permitted by the people of the | 


United States. . 

This is what I understand to. be the Monroe 
doctrine, and i believe it is to-day the judgment 
of the people of this country. This declaration 
was made to prevent the further increase of Euro- 
pean power upon this continent. The Clayton 
policy established by this treaty is the opposite. 
İt is thé policy of England declared, to check the 
further progress of this Republic. Well might the 
representative of that proud monarchy, after the 
execution of ‘this treaty, write to his minion, that 
the Government at Washington was a weak one. 

By the treaty of Mr. Hise, the United States 
were authorized to fortify, arm, and occupy the 
lines, and the terminations; to pass all kinds of 
property and military preparations; suitable sites 
for cities were granted, and many other valuable 
privileges, amounting to all that could be desired. 
‘These grants were from Nicaragua, which State 
is the absolute owner of the soil. : 

Why have we abandoned this treaty, and divi- 
ded our rights and entered into partnership with 
England, the wisest and most heartless monarchy 
upon the globe—a nation which has hereto- 
fore been considered as our political, territorial, and 
commercial evemy—that Power which not a cen- 
tury since hired the dregs of Germany to butcher 
our fathers, and the savages of our forests to mur- 


der our women and children? Has she changed or |; 


have we changed? Does she love us more or hate 
us less than in °76 or 1812? 
in conflict with ours now than then? : 

Sir, the past has had its wars and the future will 
not be barren. The man has read the history of 
the world to little purpose who will not see in the 
future a mighty struggle between the mistress of 
the ocean and the Republic of the Western 
World. England knows this—forty years ago it 
was ho secret. The great Napoleon, at the time 
he ceded to our fathers the territory of Louisania, 
predicted what shall surely be fulfilled. When he 
had signed the treaty he exclaimed—‘ This acces- 
sion of territory strengthens forever the power of 
the United States, and I have just given England 
a maritime rival that, sooner or later, will hum- 


: i cause 1 do not hear 
Is her interest less |i 


2). And this.day.1 am not willing to 
yield up a single right to prevent her displeasure. 
Sir, when the long-settled policy of the country 
is to be abandoned, it isthe duty of the Adminis- 
tration toannounce this:change to the country, with 
the reasons upon which it.is founded, that the 
people. may judge. This is.required not only by 
the principles of our Government, but by the dic- 
tates of common honesty... W.hat reasons have 
been shown to the nation for the: abandonment of 
the Monroe declaration? None} and none appears, 
but love and confidence with England—which are 
destined to be repaid by hatred, deception, and in- 
jery. EE : 
The first article of the Clayton treaty-is an effec- 
tual stipulation against the further increase of Amer- 
ican influence upon this continent, unless accompa: 
nied by a corresponding increase of British power, 
The Secretary seems to have feared the ambition 
of his countrymen rather than that of the English. 
By the 8th article the parties agree “to establish 
a general principle,” and “extend their protection” 
“to other practicable communications;”’ and thus 
we find ourselves by railways and ship-canals, in 


ble her pride 


| some degree annexed to the British Monarchy for 
| an indefinite period; but the treaty has wisely pro- 


vided for its own abolition, by the giving of six 
months’ notice, and I desire to see the proper steps 
taken to give this notice immediately. I have 
every confidence in the committee, of which my 
friend who hears me [Mr. McCiernanp] is. chair- 
man. My object is not to change the reference 
which has been made, l expect to see the proper 
report; and while 1 cannot pledge my State to fur- 
nish a single soldier in the war announced yester- 
day in the Senate, between Kentucky and South 
Carolina—not evena safe passage through her ter- 


| ritories—yet in any contest that may arise for the 


maintenance of our rights under the Monroe doc- 
trine Tennessee will furnish as many soldiers as 
any other State, 

In the course of his remarks— 

Mr. 8. was called to order by — 

Mr. CONRAD, who submitted to the Chair, 
that it was not in order for the House to consider 
a treaty which the House was informed had been 
laid before another branch of the Legislature, and 
which had not yet been acted upon by that body. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The treaty has been ratified. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The very basis of the 
point of order falls to. nothing, because the whole 
matter has been consummated. 

ane SPEAKER (Mr. Jones, pro tem.;) s0 de- 
cided. ‘ 
Mr. CONRAD then put the question of order, 
whether it was in order to discuss a treaty which 
had been made and ratified ? 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) said, it was. in order 
to discuss a message from the President of the 


| United States. 


Mr. CONRAD. 
House ? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) it was yesterday 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. The pending motion is to 
reconsider that vote. 

Mr. HOUSTON suggested that, as all the pa- 
pers had not yet been printed, the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Savace,] in compliance 


Is the message now before the 


| with an intimation thrown out at the commence- 


ment of his remarks, should postpone the discus- 
sion till the printing should have been completed. 
Mr. SAVAGE. Does the gentleman call me 
to order? 
Mr. HOUSTON. No—I merely suggest the 


| postponement of the debate until ail the papers 


shall have been printed. 

Mr. SAVAGE. 1 cannot understand you, be- 
you. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does not the gentleman hear 
me? 

Mr. SAVAGE. No, sir. 

Mr. HOUSTON. explained. 

Mr. SAVAGE preferred (he said) to go on with 
his remarks. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I hope! shall be heard 
in reply. 

Mr. SAVAGE proceeded. 

Mr. CONRAD, expressing the reluctance he 
felt to interrupt the gentleman, and explaining his 
motive to be that the House might go into Com- 
mitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(on the bill making an appropriation for a 
monument to the late President,) raised the 


3lsr Coneress, Isr SESSION. 


New Senivs.....No. 91. 


point of order that the motion to reconsider did not 
open the merits of the subject, but that the debate 
must he confined to the propriety of reconsidering 
the order. 

The SPEAKER (pro. tem.) overruled the point 
of order—remarking that the motion to reconsider 
the motion to refer did not open the merits of the 
subject, but that the motion to reconsider the mo- 
tion to print did so. 

Mr. CONRAD (considering this not in accord- 
ance with previous decisions) appealed. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) stated the question 
on thé appeal. The point of order made was, that 
the motion to reconsider the vote ordering this mes- 
sage to be printed did not open the merits of the 
question invotved in the message, but that the de- 
bate must be confined to the question of printing. 
The Chair overruled this point of order; and the 
question was, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the [louse?”? 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, referred to the fact 
that long debates (one of which he specified) had 
taken place from time to time in the House upon 
motions to print. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) said, he had no 
doubi in his own mind upon the question of or- 

er. 

Mr. CONRAD repeated, that he had been in- 
formed otherwise as to the practice of the House; 
but, as the Speaker and other gentlemen differed 
with him, he would withdraw the point of order, | 

Mr. SAVAGE concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. WHITE moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

_ Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. SAVAGE withdrew the motion to recon- 
sider; but said, if any gentleman wished to speak 
he would renew it. 

The SPEAKER requested the gentleman to 
state, unconditionally, whether he withdrew the 
motion. 

Mr. SAVAGE said he did withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

Mr. WHITE renewed the motion to reconsider, 
previously made by Mr. Savace, and moved to | 
lay that motion on the table. 

Pending the question— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITION, 

The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Eliphalet Pack- 
ard and 19 other citizens of Cammington, Massachusetts, 
in favor of a modification or repeal of the tariff law of 1846, | 
and the adoption of the principle of specific duties on iim- 
ports. 


IN_SENATE. 
Tuespay, July 23, 1850. 


j 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- |i 


ate the following communication from the Hon. 
Tuomas Corwin: 


WASHINGTON, July 22, 1850, 
To the Hon. W. R. Kine: 

President pro tem. of the Senate of the United States : 

Sir: [bave the honor to request that you will lay before 
the Senate the accompanying copy of a letter addreesed by 
me to the Governor of Ohio. 

With sincere regard, | have the honor to be, your obedient 
servant, THOMAS CORWIN. 

WASHINGTON, July 22, 1850, 
To His Excellency Szanury Forp, 
Governor of the State of Ohio: 

Sia: [have to inform you that I have been appointed 
Secretary of the Treasury ofthe United States, and that my | 
seat in the Senate of the United States will be vacant from 
this day. 

With sentiments of high regard, I am your obedient ser- 
vant, THOMAS CORWIN. 


NEW YORK AGRICULTURAL EXHIBITION. 


FRIDAY, JULY 96, 1850. 


The communication was read and ordered to lic 
on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide 
for the increase of the medical staff of the army of 
the United States; which was read and passed to 
| a second reading. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. ATCHISON. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have directed me to reporta bill to extend 
the benefit of the 17th section of the act to regulate 
the intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to pre- 
serve peace on the frontiers, approved the 3d June, 
1834, to the citizens of Texas, Florida, and Ala- 
hama. I trust the Senate will consent to consider 
the bill now. It does nothing more than ask that 
the benefits of this section be extended to these 
States subsequent to the Seminole war. I think it 
ought to be extended to them on every principle of 
justice and equity. This bill authorizes the citi- 
zens of these States, who have sustained the loss 
of property by reason of depredation committed 
by any Indian or Indians in amity with the United 
States, to apply to the agent or sub-agent, or the 
commissioner of Indian Affairs; and, upon such 
application, it is the duty of the agent or sub-agent, 
or commissioner, to take proof of the amount of 
damage sustained or the amount of property in- 
jured; and, if the tribe to which the Indian or 
Indians belong receive annuities from the United 


~ 
a 


If they receive no annuities, then that the United 
States shall indemnify these parties out of the 
Treasury. This is the sum and substance of the 
bill. 

The bill was then read a second time, and consid- 


Mr. ATCHISON. _! desire to call the attention 
of the Senators from Florida and Alabama to the 
vill, in order that we may proceed to fill up the 

ank. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I propose to fill the blank 
with the words “ the first day of June, 1836.” I 
think, too, that the bill ought to be amended by 
adding the words ‘ and Georgia,” after the words 
« Florida and Alabama,” and I move so to amend 
it. There were some depredations committed in 
Georgia. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. I move to amend the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama, by filling the 
blank with the words “the tenth day of May, 
1842.” 

Mr. ATCHISON. [ think, Mr. President, it will 
perhaps be better to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill till to-morrow, so that we can 
consult as to the best mode of filling up the blank. 

The farther consideration of the bill was accord- 
| ingly postponed until to-morrow: 


CLERKS IN THE MILITARY BUREAUS. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I ask the Senate to take up 
bill No. 267. The object of the bill is to classify 
the clerks in the War Department, and to equatize | 
their salaries, 
mittee on Military Affairs, and I presume will 
meet with no opposition. 

The bill to provide for the classification of the 
clerks in the military bureaus, and to equalize 
their salaries, was then read a second time, and 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the | 
Whole. 

Mr. DOWNS. This seems to be a very im- 
portant bill, and I should like to know where it 


I have no objection to that 


Mr. DICK NISON presented, and asked that it 
might be read, a resolution adopted by the Exec- 
utive Committee of the New York State Agricul- 
tural Society, inviting the members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives to attend their an- 
nual exhibition, to be held in the city of Albany 
on the 3d, 4th, Sth, and 6th of September next. 
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came from. It is too important a measure to be 
taken up and passed on the spur of the moment, 
| without consideration. It seems to provide for a 
great many extra and large salaries, and it appears 
to me that it would be rather hasty to dispose of 
so important a measure without more information 
on the subject. 
Mr. SHIELDS, 


I will state, for the informa- 


States, to reserve the amount from such annuities. | 


ered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. | 


It has been reported by the Com- |: 


tion of the Senator from Louisiana, that this bill 
does not increase the number of clerks at all. It 
leaves them just as they were with regard to 
numbers. It merely classifies them, and equalizes 
and graduates their salaries: It does not increase 
their number, but it is to put the War Department 
on the same footing with the other departments, 
which at present is not the case. This is ail the 
change which is contemplated. This bill has been 
reported by the Military Committee, and has been 
lying on the table for a considerable time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. | hope there is no 
necessity for explaining further the object of the 
bill. Its design is well known, both to the Senate 
and the country. It mustalso be well known that 
in the organization of new bureaus, the clerks in 
these departments are receiving higher compensa - 
tion than those in the older departments. in the 
War Department, which is the oldest, the clerks 
have been receiving a less compensation than in 
some of the others. Sir, I believe there is no class 
of the community so poorly paid, according to 
their attainments and the duties which they have 
to perform, as the clerks in the bureaus. There 
are frequently to be found there men of high clas- 
sical attainments, and who render very important 
services to the country; and it is no reflection on 
the heads of bureaus to say that it not unfre- 
quently occurs that the clerks are more competent 
than they are. In all the oldest bureaus, the law 
bears in this way with peculiar hardship, and so 
ithas been considered by every committee who 
have examined this subject, from 1815 to this day. 
The bill which is now before the Senate is the 
same as was reported last session of Congress, and 
I can add no better reasons tor its passage than 
those which I then gave to the Senate, and hope 
the bill will be passed without objection. 

Mr. DOWNS. I did not rise to offer any ob- 
jection to the bill, but merely to obtain such infor- 
mation in regard to it as appeared to be necessary, 
And, having obtained such information as satisfies 
me, from the chairman of the Military Committee, 
I have no objection to the passage of the bill. It 
appeared to me to be a very important bill, and as 
I knew nothing of its provisions, I was anxious to 
know what they were. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 


|i ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 


was subsequently read a third time and passed. 
BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Ebenezer Dumont, which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ROUND ISLAND. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I beg to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy transmit to the 
Senate copies of the instructions, orders, and correspond- 
ence relating to the assemblage of persons on Round Island, 
and referred to iu his letter of the Sth of June last, (Execu- 
tive docninent 55,) as baving been furnished to the President 
on the 30th of May last. 


This is a resolution calling for papers which, 


I| from an error as to the period of the introduction 


and passage of a resolution of the Senate, have 
failed to reach the Senate, and the reply refers to 
papers which, owing to this accident, never arrived. 
The papers are, consequently, not in the posession 
of the Senate. Itis in order to obtain the first an- 
swer that has not‘reached the Senate that 1 offer 
this resolution. 
The resolution was adopted. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


Mr. DOWNS submitted the’ following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to furnish the Senate with all the information in his depart- 
ment relative to the present condition of Ibe swamp and 
overflowed tands of Louisiana, with copies of any reports 
that may have been recently made on tbis subject; also, an, 
estimate of the area of swamp lands in that state, and of 
those sabject to overflow which have been sold by the United 
States; with a statement of the gene character of the 
lands that still remain the property of the Government after 
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the swamp and overflowed lands granted ‘by the act of 2d 

Mareh, 1819, shalt be certified to the State, classifying those 

lands, and giving the number ofacres in each class. 
THREE MONTHS’ EXTRA-PAY CLAIMS. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the |i 


resolution of the Senate for restoring the settlement 
of the three months’ extra-pay claims to the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, and, on motion, 
it was ordered that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
. establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

And after some time spent in the consideration 
of the bill, and the various amendments, (an ac- 
count of which will be found in the Appendix,) 

On motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and afier some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovnespay, July 24, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. NE W ELL asked leave to offer a resolution. 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose and stated that his 
name was incorrectly omitted upon the vote to 
proceed: to the consideration of the business. on the 
Speaker’s table, he having been present, and voted 
in the negative. 

Ordered, that the Journal be amended accord- 
ingly. 

On motion by Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, the 
vote by which the petitions of sundry citizens of 
the United States, praying indemnity for French 
gpoliations prior to the year 1800, was laid upon 
the table, was reconsidered. 

The said motion to lay upon the table was with- 
drawn; and, 

On motion by Mr. McL., by unanimous con- 
seat, the sald petitions were coymitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion by Mr. McL., the vote by which the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill of the [Louse to establish a new 
coilection district in the Territory of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes, and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, was re- 
considered. 5 
The question recurring upon the motion to dis- 
charge and refer the same, was withdrawn. 

On motion by Mr. McL., the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
of the House authorizing the construction of a 
custom-house in the city of Cincinnati, and it was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Newer. was 
read for information, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriations to 
remove obstructions from the mouths of Shrewsbury and 
Manasquan rivers, on the Atlantic coast of New Jersey ; 
also, into the expediency of making appropriations to pro- 
vide means for the preservation of life and property by ship- 
wreck, similar to those now in use on the: Long Island and 
New Jersey shores, to be located, one at Watch Hill Point 
near the dividing Jine between Connecticut and Rhode 
island, one on the south side of Manasquan river, New 

y 3 others between those already established on Long 
island; and others between Cape May and Cape Hatteras 
on the Atlantic coast; also, to paint the houses already 
erected by order of the jast Congress, and to provide cer- 


tain articles for them, which are now wanting; and that 
they report by bill or otherwise. 


Objection being made, the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
he regular order of business. 

TIGRE ISLAND. 

The first business in order was the motion yes- 
terday made by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Waurre,] to reconsider the vote by which 
the message of the President, of the 22d ‘instant, 
in answer to the resolution of the House of the 
24th of January last, in relation to Tigre Island, 


was ordered to be printed and. referred to the | 
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Committee on Foreign Affairs, and to Jay that 
motion on the table. 
The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


Mr. BURT insisted upon the regular order of 


business. 

In pursuance of this order— 

The SPEAKER commenced the call of the 
committees for reports, commencing with the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POTTER, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to reduce 
and modify the rates of postage in the United 
States; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and, with the report accom- 
panying, ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE—SPECIAL ORDER. 

Mr. POTTER also reported, under instructions 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the House bill to reduce and modify the 
rates of postage be made the special ordrer for the first Tues- 
day in August next, and from day to day until the same is 
disposed of, 


Mr. BAYLY said, he hoped the House would 
make no more special orders. 

The SPEAKER, This resolution can only be 
entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYLY and others objected. 

Mr. POTTER said, he had been instructed by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
report the resolution. His opinion was, that it 


| was in order; if the Chair decided otherwise, he 


should take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER repeated his decision ruling the 
the resolution out of order. The House, he said, 
could not, except by a suspension of the rules, 
make a special order, whether by a report from a 


an individual member. Such was the rule of the 


House; and such was the invariable practice of the |; 


House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the reading of 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER read the 136th rule, in part, as 


; follows: 


“No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded 
or changed without one day’s notice being given of the mo- 
tion therefor; nor shall any rule be suspended, except by a 
vote of at least two thirds of the members present ; nor shall 
the order of business, as established by the rules, be post- 
poned, or changed, excerpt by a vote of at least two thirds 
of the members present.?? 


The question, “Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was taken, 


| and decided in the affirmative. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the resolution was ruled out of order. ; 

On motion by Mr. POTTER, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the farther consideration of the petition of 
Nathan Lee, praying compensation for carrying 
the mail, and 1t was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. BROWN of Mississippi, from the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia, reported back 


| with an amendment, Senate bill entitled “An act to 


enable the corporation of Georgetown, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to construct certain works therein 


i mentioned, and for other purposes;”? which, with 


the remonstrance of the citizens of Georgetown 
against the passage of said bill, were ordered to be 


| printed. > 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill making a grant of public lands to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for school purposes; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
report accompanying, ordered to be printed, 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 


tee on the District of Columbia, reported the fol- | 


lowing resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the bills reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, be made the special order of the 
day for the second Friday in August next, aud be consid- 
ered in the order in which they stand on the calendar, 
unti! disposed of. : 

ies i A TRES 

The resolution having been read, objection was 
made. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. BROWN. Send it back to me. 


CONSTRUCTION OF LAWS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 


Committee on the Judiciary, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to have prepared and communicated to this House, 
atthe commencement of the next session, all the opinions 
of the Attorneys General of the United States, delivered 
since the first day of March, 1841, whieh give construction 
to the publie laws not now in foree. 

Fhe resolution having been read, . 

Mr. THOMPSON moved its adoption, He 
said that the resolution only required these opin- 
ions to be collected and reported, not printed. 
They had all been reported ahd printed up to 
March, 1841. . 

No amendment having been offered— _ 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 


| ‘adopted. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill sup- 
plementary to the act entitled ‘* An act for the re- 
duction of the costs and expenses of proceeding 
against ships and vessels;”” which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Sylvester Pettibone; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report accompanying, ordered ie be 
printed. : 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report, which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed, upon the petition of James 
Uppinghouse and other heirs of Joseph Upping- 
house, praying for the passage of a law to cancel 
certain Jand warrants issued to their father, and 
asking that the same be issued to their mother. 

On motion by Mr. T., the Committee on the 
Judiciary was discharged from the further consid- 


; : eration of the petition of Victor Morass, praying 
standing committee, or by resolution offered by | P Belle 


for the passage of an act by Congress to authorize 
him to enter a certain quantity of land; and it was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PUBLIC LIBRARY OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, with- 
out amendment, a joint resolution of the House, 
instructing the Secretary of State to furnish to the 
State of Alabama duplicates of books and docu- 
ments heretofore supplied by Congress, and which 
were destroyed by the recent burning of the State 
capitol of said State. 

Mr. T. asked that the resolution be put upon 
its passage. 

he resolution was read. 

Mr. T. called for the reading of the report, 
showing what documents the Secretary of State 
had on hand. 

The report was read. 

The joint resolution was then read a third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM MAXWELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the 
relief of William Maxwell, late marshal for the 
District of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time by its title. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, asked that the bill 
might be put upon its passage. The case, he said, 


i was one which had strong claims upon the con- 


sideration of the House; and, if the House would 
consent, he would make a statement of the facts. 

The SPEAKER said, that the gentleman was 
in order. 

Mr. FOWLER asked that the bill might be 
read. 

And it was read. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the reading of the report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ° 

And it was read. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, then proceeded in 


| his remarks. In support of his motion he stated 
| that William 


Maxwell, forrner marshal of the 
district of Georgia, was now in danger of the en- 
forcement of an execution against him for a debt 


| never received by him or his deputy. A judgment 
| had been rendered, in the year 1824, againsta post- 


master and his security, in Georgia. A fi- fu. had 


| been issued upon it, and a levy made upon prop- 


erty of the principal. The judgment: was paid 
to the deputy of a former marshal, and the money 
never paid over. Subsequent to Maxwell’s coming 
into office, a second, or other fi. fe. was issued and 
placed in the hands of his deputy, who, ascertain- 
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ing that the first execution had been paid many | 
ears before, returned upon it “this execution has | 


Deed paid.” Upon this return suit was brought 
against Maxwell, and, before he could obtain evi- 
dence to explain this return, a judgment was 
awarded against him in the District Court of 
Georgia. A few days after, he possessed himself 
of the evidence, and applied for relief to the Post 
Office Department. Enforcement of the execution 
against Maxwell was suspended, and remained 
suspended until the present year, when Maxwell 
was notified that the execution would be enforced. 
At the instance of the honorable Mr. -Berrien, 
Senator from Georgia, and of Mr. Jackson, the 
present Auditor of the Post Office Department 
had granted.a further suspension, in hopes that the 
money might be collected out of the estate of the 


former marshal, whose députy had collected the | 


money. Mr. Maxwell was now an aged man—a 
man of high respéctability—who had performed; 
honorably and satisfactorily, all the duties of his 
office, and had long since resigned it. He now 
applies to the Congress of his country for relief. 
The execation, otherwise, might hereafter be en- 
forced against his family. As he had never re- 
ceived one dollar of the money; as no deputy of 
his had ever received one dollar of it; as the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had unanimously reported 
in his favor, Mr. J. trusted that the House would 
take up the bill, and immediately put it upon its 
passage. : 

Mr. CROWELL said, that he had listened with 
attention to the report of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary which had been read, and to the explana. 
tion which had been made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Jacxson.] And he could not, from 
all that he had heard, discover that this case was 
distinguished from any other which appropriately 
belonged to the Committee of Claims, and by that 
committee brought to the consideration of the 
House. It was not distinguished in any of its 
features from that class of claims so frequently 
presented for relief. And, so far as his (Mr. C.’s) 
information went, he never had seen a claim of 
this kind passed upon by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. He had confidence in that committee, 
but claims of this kind did not belong to them. If 
he recollected right, a claim which passed the 
House during the last Congress was reported fa- 
vorably from that committee, and that claim as 
well as this ought to have gone to the Committee 
of Claims. ‘Che Committee of Claims had estab- 
lished rules by which they were governed in their 
decisions upon claims of this kind, and of every 
other description, There was no question in- 
volved here which rendered it necessary to invoke 
the interposition of the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. It wasa simple question whether a certain 
officer of the Federal Government should be re- 
lieved from the effects of a series of blunders and 
inattention to business, running through a series 
of years—whether, to give that relief, an amount 
of money should be abstracted from the public 
Treasury, or rather, whether that amount should 
not go into the Treasury of the United States 
atall. If the present, or the late marshal had at- 


tended to his business as an officer should, he || 


might have amended his returns so as to have pre- 
vented a judgment being rendered against him, if 
the facts were as embodied jn the report and as 
stated in the explanation of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jacxson.] It was not within the 
competency of the House to know the rules which 
uniformly governed the Committee of Claims in 
their action on these cases. He remembered that 
during the last Congress, an application of a simi- 
lar kind came before the Committee of Claims 
from the State of Virginia, where an officer—a 
marshal probably—had, by his own laches, or neg- 
ligence, suffered a judgment to be rendered against 
him in the District Court. And the principle 
which the committee applied to that claim was, 
that they would not grant relief in cases of that 
kind. The committee were unanimous in reject- 
ing that claim. And he would appeal to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Claims [Mr. Dante] 
to say if that rule had not been uniformly applied 
in relation to such claims. He (Mr. C.) for one 
was unwilling to sit here and not object to the pas- 


sage of claims of this kind, involving as it dida !) 


departure from the rules which had, heretofore 
governed the committee andthe House. Hemade 
these remarks with entire respect to the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, (Mr. Tuomp- 


fi 
j 
j 
i 


h 


son,] and the members of the committee. But it 
was a claim which did not belong to that commit- 
tee. And it was not to be presumed that they were 
familiar with the rules that governed the Com- 
mittee of Claims in deciding upon cases of this 
description. He (Mr. C.) must, therefore, sub- 
mit the motion, (which he made with entire respect 
to the Committee on the Judiciary,) that the bill 
and report be referred to the Committee of Claims, 
that it might pass under their supervision, and be 
subject to the rules which that committee had es- 
tablished in passing upon this and all other claims 
of this description. He hoped the motion would 
be agreed to. 
Mr. STANLY obtained the floor. 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
| rolled Bills, made a report. j 


Mr. STANLY then said, that the amount in- 


ji volved in this claim was some one hundred 


and twenty or one hundred and fifty dollars. It 
had already cost that amount in the time which 
it had occupied. He was not generally in favor 
of passing claims in this way; and he thought that 
before they were acted upon, the appropriation 
bills shouldbe passed. But after the report which 
had been read from the Committee on she Judi- 
ciary, and the statement which had been made by 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jackson,] he 
was opposed to another reference of the bill to the 


| Committee of Claims, and was willing to vote for 


its passage. 
question. 
There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, first, on the motion to 
refer the bill ta the Committee of Claims, was de- 


He, therefore, moved the previous 


i cided in the negative. 


So the bill was not referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading— 

Mr. CROWELL asked if it was in order to 
move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 


The SPEAKER said it was not in order, as the | 


House were now acting under the previous ques- 
tion. 


The question was taken, and decided in the af- |; 


firmative. 

So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 
_ Mr. CROWELL objected to its reading at this 
time. y 

So the bill lies over. 


Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
joint resolution from the Senate relative to the 
payment of dividends or interest on war bounty 
scrip; which was read the third time and passed. 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the House re- |; 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania. 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas not expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

. Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, appealed to 
the gentleman to withdraw his motion, to enable 
him to make a further report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

Mr. RICHARDSON insisted upon his motion, 
and demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. ; 

And the question being taken, was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 71, noes 52. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- į! 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, |; 


(Mr. Bovp in the chair.) 
Mr. BAYLY addressed the Chair, and was rec- 


; ognized. 


CALIFORNIA. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the first 
business in order was the California message. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside this message, 
and take up the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending 30th June, 1851. 

He said that this was the appropriation bill usu- 
ally first acted on, and he wished to proceed with 
the bills in their usual order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired what was the 
first business before the committee? 


The CHAIRMAN. The California message. 


Has the |! 


Is it in order to make that 


f 
| Mr. BAYLY. Have not the appropriation bills 
i, precedence over all others except special orders? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order to move 
to lay aside the California message to take up any 
| one of the general appropriation bills, since they 
are especially provided for by the rule. But the 
Chair would state that no other bill than one of 
the general appropriation bills can be reached ex- 
cept by moving the postponement, ong by one, of 
all the bills on the calendar preceding it. 

Mr, McLANE, of Maryland, requested the 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to state tothe committee the order in which he 
proposed to take up the general appropriation bills, 

The CHAIRMAN said this could be done after 
the California bill was laid aside. It was notnow 
in order, except by general consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WENTWORTH insisted upon the busi- 
ness in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is in order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING rose toa point of order, 
and inquired if there was not an order of the 
| House directing the committee to vote upon the 
| California bill? 
| The CHAIRMAN replied, that an order had 
| been passed directing the debate to close. The 
Chair, however, considered it competent for the 
committee to lay the bill aside. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH and Mr. PRESTON 
KING respectively calied for the reading of the 
order of the House. 

Some search ensued, and the order not being 
immediately at hand— 

Mr, PRESTON KING said it was the usual 
i| order directing the committee to proceed to vote 
upon the amendments then pending and to be of- 
fered, and to report the bill to the House. He 
would not detain the committee by insisting upon 
its being read. Did the Chair decide that it was 
| competent for the committee to lay the bill aside? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that he did so decide. 

Mr. KING said he should not appeal from the 
decision, though he considered it incorrect. The 
motion now pending, he believed, was to lay aside 
the California message. 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that it was to lay 
aside that message’ .with the view, as the gentle- 
man from Virginia had stated, of taking up the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. ; : 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, repeated his re- 
quest to Mr. Bayty to state to the committee the 
order in which he proposed to take up the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to inquire of the Chair, in 
' case his motion to lay aside the California message 
should prevail, and the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill should be taken up and acted on, if 
| they would not then recur to the California mes- 
sage? 

The Chairman’s reply was not heard. 

Messrs. Cazetx, of Florida, and Harris, of 
‘Tennessee, were appointed tellers. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 93, noes 60. noes 

So the California question was laid aside. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the bill making 
! appropriations for the support of the Military 
1; Academy for the year ending 30th June, 1851, was 
! then taken up. , 

| The bill was read entire. 

| Mr. BAYLY. If there be no amendment to 
i! this bill, I move that it be laid aside to be reported 
i| to the House. 

Mr. WENTWORTH addressed the Chair, and 
i 

i 


was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that no amendment 
was in order until the reading of the bill by sec- 
tions was commenced. . 

The first section was read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, he should make 
the usual pro forma motion to strike out the first 
section of the bill, because, by so doing, the whole 
| state of the Union would be under discussion, and 
i| he thereby could submit the remarks which he 
| felt called upon to submit by the extraordinary 
| vote just taken. 

\ The committee would bear witness, that by no 


act, and by no word of his, had the admission o 
California been retarded fora single moment. From 
the commencement of the session, he had been 
for action, and against all diseussion. Tongue- 
tied, he had wrought with all his energies to hasten 
the admission of California. There never had been | 
any necessity of discussion. The people under- |; 
stood all about the merits of the case, and all about 
the bearings of slavery upon it. _ 

The vote that had been taken was an extraordi- |i 
nary one. California had been virtually rejected. i 
Thecountry would be astonished at the result. The 
country may not understand it at first, yet it will ; 
eventually; and members may as well be frank 
upon the matter firstas last. He preferred to speak 
out now, and let the people know that the worst 
hadcome. The bill admitting California,had been 
postponed until the next session, and by the cast- 
ing vote of its professed friends, too. The enemies 
of California could not alone have done what had 
just.been done. 

His experience 
appropriation bills were passed, Congress invaria- 
bly adjourned. We have now laid aside the Cali- 
fornia bill to take up the appropriation bills, and 
that, too, under the lead of men who are avowedly | 
opposed to the admission of California. These | 
men understand what they are about. They are 
old and experienced members. They play to win. 

In the House of Representatives, where the ayes 
and noes could be called, the attempt to lay aside 
California has never prevailed, nor do I believe | 
it ever could prevail under the yeas and nays, But 
here, sir, in this committee, where no record is | 
kept, it has been laid aside, and that, too, by the 
votes of men who voted exactly the other way in 
the House. 

Have those men been deceived? My regard for 
their honesty compels me to believe they have 
been, whilst my regard for their good sense com- 
pels me to believe they have not been. The case 
is a plain one. They may, however, have yet an 
opportunity to explain their positions; and I call 
their attention to it. Soon this bill will be finished, | 
and the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means will make the motion to lay aside the Cali- 
fornia bill once more. Then, if gentlemen do not 
wish the California bill postponed until the next 
session, they should leave the company of the 
enemies of California’s admission, and go with its 
friends against the proposition. 

Mr. W. called the attention of new members to 
the fact that it would take until near September to 
dispose of the appropriation bills; and then, in 
his opinion, it would be impossible to keep Con- 
gress in session. 

Indeed, he began to fear that there was a class 
of northern politicians who profited by this eter- 
nal conflict: between the North and: the South. 
They seemed to have everything to gain and noth- 
tng to lose by keeping it open. Mr. W. had 
been one of those from the beginning, who, by 
all his votes, had labored to settle this question 
touching our new Territories. It has been and now 
is, in the power of the North to settle it. It has 
a majority in both Houses, and could settle it as it | 


| tions of the South could delay the settlement of 


! denounced slavery agitation the most were the 


had satished him, that when the“! 
i edge. 


| made against the South; and now, when we are 


admit it as a State, or to organize itas a Territory, 
under the provisions of the celebrated ordinance 
of 1787. 

Mr. W. said he only alluded to these matters 
| to show how easy it wag to settle them if the 


North would only be united. He could not, he 
would not, censure the South. For all the exer- 


all these questions but fora few weeks, if northern 
men would but do their duty. 

And yet Mr. W. thought it one of the most re- 
markable curiosities of the day, that the men who 


very ones that did the most to encourage it. On 
their tongues’ ends is always the cry for settle- | 
ment, and yet, when a chance for settlement comes, 
they are the first to scorn it. The confinement of 


est and surest way to stop the progress of fanati- 
cism and abolitionism, but it was the only possi- 
ble way in which it could be done, to his knowl- 


He entreated northern men who had just now 
deserted the friends of California, to return when 
the next bill came up. Unless they did so, they 
could not avoid the charge of opposing the admis- 
sion of California. For, if it come in at this ses- 
sion atall, it must come in before the appropriation 
bills were acted upon. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the gen- 
tleman from Illinois allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would be glad to know’ 
from the gentleman from Illinois, for the informa- 
tion of the House, if it is now to be understood 
that the Free-Soilers are to change front, and here- 
after oppose the appropriation bills, as a part of 
their California policy? This charge has been 


ready to pass the appropriation bills, | want it dis- 
tinctly understood if the Free-Soilers are going to 
oppose the appropriations? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. That is just the point 
Iwas coming at. But I will first say to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that I cannot speak for the 
Free-Soil party. I never have attended the caucuses 
of any other party, nor voted for the ticket of any 
other party than the Democratic party. And a ma- 
| jority of that party from the North as represented 
on this floor has ever been, on any test vote, in 
| favor of the Wilmot proviso. If he refers to the 
Democrats of the North opposed to the extension of 
slavery, I will now say what I was about saying 


them will vote to adjourn until the appropriation 
bills pass. Certainly I will not. 

Indeed, I think all this cry about the loss of the | 
appropriation bills is a humbug—a mere pretence 
| on the part of men pledged to support California, 
for indirectly staving off the vote upon its admis- 
sion. I do not believe that thereis a single man, 
North or South, that intends adjourning until the 
appropriation bills are passed. And Mr. W. 
wished he could say as much for California, 

But (Mr. W. said) he was violating a solemn 


pleased. And why did it not do so? Because 
there was a balance-of-power party in the North, 
who hoped to advance their political fortunes b 
playing into the hands of the South. They did | 
not want the slavery question settled, and had often i 
prevented its settlement by their own votes. | 

California has asked for admission. Admit her, 
and that settles the question, so far as she is con- 
cerned. Why lay her aside, as has just-been 
done, except to agitate and to irritate?. It isin the 
power of northern members to admit her when- 
ever they please, and the people should so under- 
stand it. 

The same of New Mexico. She has adopted 
her constitution. Why should she be kept out of 
the Union by northern votes, unless because they 
hope to profit by agitation? When New Mexico | 
and California are admitted, much of the existing | 
embarrassment in the legislation of this country is |) 
removed. Their admission is now being pre- | 
vented, not by southern, but by northern votes. | 
I will agree to pay Texas liberally for her claim | 
to the portion of New Mexico she claims. Dis- 
connect that question from that of admitting Cali- | 
fornia, and it can be settled at once. No man} 
will act more liberally towards Texas than I will, | 
if she will surrender her claim, and take her pay 
in money. There remains but one question more, 


j Ing as a test vote; and, should it be repeated upon 


| once having established itself there, it would be 


resolution of his, made before he came here, at the 


agement to any discussion upon this worn-out 
topic, one that the children at school understand 
as well as we. Yet he could not refrain when 
pointing out to the less experienced members upon 
this floor, that he looked upon the vote this morn- 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means’ next moves to lay aside California for an 
appropriation bill, the slightest doubt that any 
man can create in-his mind by any explanation of 
his own course, will be forever removed, and he 
should consider all hopes of admitting California 
at this session as gone forever. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he was surprised at 
the new-born zeal of the member from the Chicago 
district. That gentleman, at the last session, was 
understood to be opposed to making provision for 
the future admission of California into the Union 
asa State. Not only he, but all the other Aboli- 
tionists of the then House, were understood—and 
no doubt truly understood—io be opposed to the 
measure. They predicted, in dolorous accents, 
that the consequence of such a measure would be 
to permit slavery to go. into California, and that 


slavery to its present limits was not only the quick- |) 


when he interrupted me, that I believe not aman of į, 


commencement of this session, to give no encour- || 


recognized and confirmed by the constitution of 


| let the consequences be what they might. 


predictions of these psuedo friends of California. 


Pi 


New Mexico open for the application of the pro- 
viso. Thus, what at first view appears inconsist- 
ent, upon a more critical examination, is found to 
be quite consistent, and altogether natural. Hence, 
the admission of California is not the main object 
with these gentlemen. She is not their first love, 
but the “ Wilmot?’—the Wilmot proviso—is their 
first love. They are opposed to the joint settle- 
ment of all the territorial questions, because then, 
the occupation of Othello would be lost to him; 
because they would be deprived of the opportunity 
for agitating and convulsing the public mind; be- 
cause then they would be left without a plank to 
swim them above the depths of political oblivion. 
The “ Wilmot,” not California, he repeated, was 
the aim and object of those gentlemen who claimed 
to be the peculiar friends of California. we 

Why (Mr. McC. repeated) this new-born zeal 
for California? Wasit because it was apprehended 
that the Senate would pass a bill for the common 
settlement of all the territorial questions? Was 
it for the purpose of forestalling such a result, and 
committing the House against concurring in the 
action of the Senate, that the motion had been 
made by the member from the Chicago district 
to precipitate action here, where it was supposed 
the spirit of faction and ultraism was stronger than 
it was in the Senate? Was this the reason? If 


i so, it proved that those who sympathize in this 


course, are the enemies rather than the friends of 
California, And are they not in truth the enemies 
of California? If California shall fail to be ad- 
mitted, they will be largely—very largely—respon- 
sible for the result.. Upon their heads be the 
consequence, 

The movements of to-day corroborated a report 
which had pervaded the city for some days past, 
and, as far as Mr. McC. knew, without con- 
tradiction. The report was, that what was called 
the ‘*free-soil” party in this House, had deter- 
mined *‘ to rule or ruin’’~to pass the admission 


|| of California, in the way they had arrogantly 


prescribed, or otherwise, to stop the wheels of 
Government. To be more particular, it was a 
part of this report that members of this party had 
agreed in caucus, probably in this Hall, in the first 
place to onpose everything except the appro- 
priation bills, until California should be admitted, 
After- 
wards this condition was struck out, and they re- 
solved to oppose everything, at all hazards and to 
the last extremity, until California should be ad- 
mitted by herself independently, and irrespective 
of governments for the other Territories. ‘This re- 
port did not accord with the professions of certain 
gentlemen this morning, respecting their willing- 
ness to pass the-appropriation bills. 

There were those who assumed to be par excel- 
lence the friends of California, who were merely 
making her subordinate to the purposes of a mis- 
erable sectional agitation; who favored her admis- 
sion, not because they entertained any real friend- 
ship towards her, but because they could the better 
promote that agilation in respect to the other Ter- 
ritories, which was their political meat and drink, 
The true friends of California were those who 
wished not only to admit her, but to connect her 
admission with such other measures as the exigen- 
ciés of the times required; and after it should have 
been ascertained that a joint measure, looking to 
the settlement of all these questions, could not suc- 
ceed; it would be time enough to inquire, whether 
separate measures for the admission of California, 
and for the government of the Territories, should 
or should not be proceeded with. He scouted the 
idea, that those, and those only, who were in favor 


of the admission of California as an independent 
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measure, were her true friends. He imputed 
nothing dishonorable, or discreditable to any gen- 
tleman, but he denounced such professions as de- 
ceptive. Those gentlemen were the true friends 
of California, who would adopt measures where- 
by her admission might be secured, with the gen- 
eral consent of the country, in connection with pro- 
visions extending governments to all the Ter- 
ritories. 


It was known that the Government of the United | 


States was under obligation, by treaty, to provide 
‘such governments as soon as practicable. There 
was the highest necessity, both as concerned the 
honor of the Government and the condition of the 
people of the Territories, that governments should 
be given to them as well as to California, and at 
the earliest practicable day; and this had been the 
aim of Mr. McC.’s earnest efforts. He would 


assert with confidence, let who would contradict | 
it, that there was a large, an overwhelming ma- | 
jority of the people of Illinois in favor of settling : 


this whole question at the same time and bya 
common act. And if there were any man, here 
or elsewhere, who would venture before the people 
of that State, with an adverse doctrine, he would 
soon discover his mistake. The people of Illinois 
were tired of this miserable agitation, which had 
been a hobby in the hands of a few men, to enable 
them to retain office by pandering to prejudice and 
fanaticism. The people of Illinois looked to the 
peace of the Territories, and of the whole country. 
‘They desired such a settlement of all these disturb- 
ing questions as would be satisfactory to the whole 
country. This was her wish; this was his own 
wish. lt was the ground upon which his con- 
stituents, and two thirds of the people of Illinois 
stood, Itwas the ground upon which all those 
stood who, by conciliatory measures, had been 
endeavoring to effect an amicable pacification. 

He had heard it stated that there were those in 
this House in favor of the admission of California 
by herself, and opposed to the adoption of territo- 
rial governments, except accompanied with the 
proviso; who were determined to paralyze the 
Government, rather than suffer themselves to be 
defeated; who had determined to call the yeas and 
nays, and to protract the session indefinitely, 
rather than permit themselves to be deprived of 
this anti-slavery hobby; this Mr. McC. condemned 
as factious and revolutionary. Flis course upon the 
subject had been a national one; it had been en- 
tirely free from ultraism. He had desired to do 
all that was in his power to compose the country, 
and to conciliate conflicting views and interests. 
He was stillin favor of that policy. He would 
adhere to it to the last, until he found that it was 
in vain longer to do so; and whenever that state 
of facts should present itself, he would then deter- 
mine, in view of the circumstances which might 
surround us, what course it was proper to adopt. 
Let us (said Mr. McC.) pass a bill for the admis- 
sion of California, making provision for the govern- 


ment of the Territories, and adjusting the disputed | 


boundary between Texas and the United States. 
Let us do all that can be done ona fair, reasonable, 
and just basis, and then let us appeal to the 
patriotism, the interests, and the fraternal feelings 
of every section of the country, for approval and 
confirmation of what we have done. We shall 
then have discharged our duty, and we can go 


home to our people with the consciousness that | 
Our constituents, the friends of || 


we have done so. 
the Union, the lovers of peace everywhere, will 
greet our return with the approving words, “ well 
done good and faithful servant. ”? 

Mr. WILMOT obtained the floor, and addressed. 
the committee for an hour, (in remarks which will 
be published in the Appendix.) 

At the outset of his remarks, and when Mr. 


W. was replying to a portion of the remarks of | 


Mr. McCrernanp to the effect that there was a 
party prepared to defeat the appropriation bills, 
and paralyze the action and powers of the Gov- 
ernment on certain contingencles— 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose to a point of order. 
He submitted that it was not in order on this bill 
to discuss the question of the admission of Cali- 
fornia, &c. £ 


Mr. PRESTON KING said, that as the whole | 


question of the freedom of debate came into con- 


troversy on this point of order, he should ask that ! 


it be reduced to writing. 
Mr. WILLIAMS referred to the rule on which 
he based his point of order. 


_ The point of order was then reduced to wri- 
|| ting, as follows: i 

“I call the gentleman to order, under the 31st 
‘rule ofthe House, which requires the speaker to 
‘confine himself to the question under debate, 
‘and it is not in order for the gentleman to discuss 
‘the merits of the California bill on the question 
‘now pending.” 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired whether the question 
was debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair had not yet 
given a decision. 

The CHAIRMAN then said that, looking to 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
Chair did not feel authorized to pronounce the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Witmor] out of order. The Chair, therefore, 
overruled the point of order. 


the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WILMOT desired to be informed by the 
Chair, whether, when the House was in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
state of the Union generally, as well as the imme- 
diate bill which was pending, was not under con- 
sideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN assented, remarking that it 
was upon that ground that he had overruled the 
point of order. 

The question was then taken, ‘ Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee?” and decided in the affirmative, with- 
out a division. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by the 
committee. 

Mr. WILMOT then continued his remarks; and 
the hour having expired— 

Mr. OLDS obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. McCLERNAND, who replied to portions 
of the speech of Mr. Wixmor, (in remarks which 
will be published in the Appendix.) 

Mr. OLDS then resumed the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee. He concurred in some 
of the sentiments expressed by the gentleman 
from Hlinois, [Mr. McCrernann.] He regarded 
tle vote which had been taken this morning to 


message of the President in relation to California, 
as clearly indicating that no bill for the admission 
of California into the Union would be passed this 
| session. Each successive vote that had been 
taken in that House, had exhibited an increasing 
weakness on the part of the friends of California; 


was a falling off, a diminution of the number of 
those whoat first took a firm stand for the admission 
| of California. He avowed himself pledged to vote 
for her admission. He had been ready and willing, 
from the commencement of the session to the 
present hour, to vote for her admission, with her 


willing to vote for her admission, but to vote sep- 
arately and distinctly upon all the different ques- 
tions which were now agitating the country, He 
would say, also, that if, at any future time, appli- 
cation should be made for the admission of a 
State into the Union, in which State slavery ex- 
isted, he would not hesitate to vote for her admis- 
sion. He was not opposed to the admission of 
slave territory into the United States; but he was 
uiterly opposed to the extension of slavery into 
| territory that was now free. 

He had seen with regret attempts made to di- 
|| vide the Democratie party—to separate southern 
ii Democrats from northern Democrats on this ques- 
ii tion; he had seen this, he said, with regret; for 
| he regarded the Union, the nationality, the ad- 
herence and coöperation of the Democratic party 
as the only thing which could save the country 
| from all impending danger. The measures and 
the policy of the Democratic party were the only 


| sulted in any lasting benefit to the country. The 
measures and the policy of the Whig party have 
been found injurious to the best interests of the 
| country; indeed every one of their cherished and 
darling measures have been repudiated by the 
people. Mr. O. proceeded, at considerable length, 
| to contrast the Democratic with the Whig policy, 
| particularizing and commenting upon the promi- 
; nent measures of those two great parties respect- 


the range of debate which was allowed in Com- | 


Mr. WILLIAMS said, that he appealed from | 


lay aside the special order of the day, being the | 


each successive vote had demonstrated that there | 


present constitution; and ke was notonly ready and į 


measure and the only policy which had ever re- |! 


firm—shoulder to shoulder—and to save the coun- 
try, in its present emergency. Headverted to the 
position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
‘Wiimor,] who had addressed the committee, and 
who claimed to be a Democrat par excellence, and 
yet gloried in the fact of his opposition to the 
nominee of the Democratic party for President in 
1848, He believed that if the nominee of the Bal- 
timore convention had been elected, the difficulties 
into which the country now found itself plunged 
would have been avoided. 

[A full report of his remarks will be given in the 
Appendix.] 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, 
(after some conversation,) the committee rose and 
reported. 


Mr. BAYLY offered the usual resolution pro- 


posing to close debate in the Committee of the 


i Whole on the state of the Union on the bill making 


appropriation for the Military Academy in five 
minutes after the House shall again have resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr: ORR moved to lay the resolution on the 
tabie, 

Mr. KAUFMAN, in order, he said, to give the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] oppor- 
tunity to explain the amendments which, as the 
organ of the Military Committee, he wished to 
offer, moved to amend the resolution by striking 
out “ five” and inserting “ thirty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. RUMSEY rose (he said) to a privileged 
question, and moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution terminating the debate had 


: been adopted, and he moved to lay that motion on 
| the table. 


The SPEAKER stated that a privileged motion 
was already pending—made by the gentleman 
from Texas, and that the gentleman from New 
York could not offer his motion unless the motion 
of the gentleman from Texas were withdrawn. 

Mr. KAUFMAN declined to withdraw, and 
suggested to the gentleman from New York that 
his motion was unnecessary, as no gentleman, he 
presumed, would propose to reopen the debate. 

A motion to adjourn was made and rejected. 

The question recurred and was taken upon the 
motion of Mr. Kaurman, and was decided in the 
affirmative. 

MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The House accordingly resumed its session 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Boyn in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the further consideration of the bill appropriating 


| for the support of the Military Academy. 


The question pending was on the pro forma 
motion of Mr. Wenrworrtn, to strike out the first 
section. 

The quéstion was taken, and decided in the 
negative. 

Mr. BURT said, by the suggestion of his 
friends, he would send to the table to be read for 
information, three amendments, which he desired 
to offer to the bill, under the instructions of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and he desired to 
make a few remarks in explanation of their pro- 
visions. 

The amendments were read, as follow: 


Seo. L And be it further enacted, That the senior Aid-de- 
Camp of the Major General commanding the army may be 


: takeu from the Captains or Majors of the army, and shail 


be allowed the pay and emoluments of a Major of cavalry. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
lineal rank of the Superintendent of the Military Academy 
shall be under the grade of Lieutenant Colonel, he shall be 
entitled to the pay und emoluments now allowed by law to 
the Professor of Natural and Experimental Philosophy ; and 
the provisions of this section shall take effect from and after 
the 15th August, 1845, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of this act the Adjutant of the Military Academy 
shall receive the same pay and allowances asthe Adjutant 
of a regiment of dragoons. i 


„Mr. BURT requested the committee to grant 
him its indulgence while he explained these amend- 


| ments, as he was particularly anxious that their 


purport and effect should both be heard and un- 
derstood. The first amendment which he offéred, 
under an instruction from the Committee on Mili- 


ively; and appealed to his Democratic friends not || tary Affairs, related to the officers who served as 
ji to allow themselves to be disunited, but to stand '! Aids to the Commander-in-Chief. ` 


point of order was, that the first amendment was 
not relevant, not being in any way connected with 
the West Point Military Academy. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order, sug- 
gesting that it might be made when the bill came 
before the House. : : 

Mr. JONES stated, that he raised the point of 
order at this time, for. the purpose of giving an 
opportunity for its decision hereafter. . 

r. BURT resumed. He was about to. re- 
mark, when this point of order was raised, that 
this amendment had an especial reference to the 
present, Commander-in-Chief of the army of.the 
United States, well known to be General Scott. 
The bill provides, that the Commander-in-Chief 
must take his aids from the lieutenants in the 
army. The Commander-in-Chief is entitled to two 
aids. ‘The two officers who are now attached to 
him in that capacity, accompanied him in his haz- 
ardous and brilliant march from Vera Cruz to the 
city of México. They are intelligent and gallant 
officers, who, for their inappreciable services, have’ 
been promoted. And, unless this amendment 
should he adopted, the Commander-in-Chief will 
be compelled to dismiss them, because they are 
elevated above the grade of officers to which his 
selection of his aids, under the existing system, is 
confined. Every military man must be aware of 
the necessity of having officers of skill and intelli- 
gence to occupy the position of aids to the Com- 
manding General. It was not, therefore, necessa- 
ry that he should make any more urgent appeal to 
the committee that the Commander-in-Chief should 
be subjected to the unpleasant necessity of separ- 
ating himself from his present aids, because they 
had won a higher rank in the army by their gallant 
and meritorious services, 

The next amendment which he proposed, re- 
lated to the ‘Superintendent of the West Point 
Academy. It was a proposition to raise the pay 
of that officer, so as to make it equal to that of 
the Professor of Natural and Experimental Phi- 
losophy, which is equivalent to that of Lieutenant 
Colonel of Dragoons. Captain Brewerton, the 
Superintendent of the West Point Academy, is a 
Captain of Engineers. His duty, as superintend- 
ent, is, to overlook and control the operations of 
the Academy, It is absolutely necessary that he 
should be a gentleman of talents, accomplish- 
ments, and high attainments. And whenever it is 
necessary to detail from any post an officer for this 
station, the selection is uniformly governed, not 
by the rank of the officer, but by his fitness and 
accomplishments. He is detailed for duty at the 
Academy by a peremptory order from the War 
Department, which leaves him no choice, but 
which. he is compelled to obey. He quits the po- 
sition: he occupied in the army, and, in obedience 
to the order of the Department, assumes the duties 
-of Superintendent of the Academy. 

There are officers residing at West Point who, 
on all occasions: where the laws of etiquette pre- 
vail, rank the present Superintendent. “There are 
professors in the institution who receive twice the 
pay which he receives. Yet there is now noin- 
structor in the military or scientific branches of the 
Institution, who is subjected to so much labor and 
expense. .On this account, the Committee on 
Mulitary Affairs have come to a decision to move 
for an increase of the pay of the Superintendent. 
And he could not entertain a doubt that the com- 
mittee would sustain the proposition. The pres- 
ent pay of. the Superintendent is $50.a month, four 
rations, one horse, and.one servant. . ‘The amend- 
ment which he was instructed to move, proposes 
to raise this pay to $75 per month, five rations, one 
horse, and two servants. In other. words, the 
proposition is, to give him the same pay which is 
fivento the Professor of Naturalaod Experimental 
Philosophy, or to a Lieutenant Colonel of Dra- 
goons. : 

The Committee on Military. Affairs, at the in- 
stance of the Secretary of War and the Chief of 
the Engineer Department, have taken the respon- 
sibility of recommending this increase of pay. 
He was as sincere ang coasistent a friend of econ- 
omy as any member of- this House. No man 
(said Mr. B.) who knows me, sir, ax you do, 
will ever suppose that I would urge a movement in 
favor of any extravagant expenditure for the offi- 
cers of the army. But I am in favor of allowing 
a just compensation for services, a proper equiva- 
lent for the duties which are devolved:on.an officer. | 


Lam in favor of the proposed- increase of compen- 
sation. Gentlemen might make what remarks they 
might think proper in reference to this declaration, 
but he felt assured that the good sense of the 
House would sustain him. He would only assure 
that committee that the proposed increase of pay 
was indispensable, and that it ought not to be 
withheld. 

The third amendment which he proposed, was 
in reference to the Adjutant of the West Point 
Academy. He spoke in the presence of gentle- 
men who were perfectly cognizant of the duties of 
this officer, and of some who had been official 
visiters at the Academy. He could assure the 
committee that the duties of this officer were more 
arduous than those which were required of the ad- 
jutant of any regiment, in time of peace. There is 
no adjutant attached to any regiment during a pe- 
riod of peacé, whose duties so entirely occupied 
his time as those of the Adjutant of the Academy 
at West Point. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, asked a question rel- 
ative to the duties of adjutants, which did not reach 
the ear of the reporter. 

Mr. BURT went on to say, that the duties per- 
formed by the officer, who filled the post of adju- 
tant at the West Point Academy, were greater 
than those required from the adjutants of regiments. 
Mr. Rives, the present adjutant at the institution, 
belongs to the artillery, and is a lieutenant of artil- 
lery. His present pay is $30 per month, four ra- 
tions and a servant. Like any other lieutenant 
who performs the duties of adjutant, he is entitled 
to an additional $10 a month for that service. I 
believe this amount of compensation to be abso- 
lutely indispensable for the comfortable subsistence 
of that officer. On account of the additional cost 
to which his situation subjects him for his living, 
it is indispensable that his pay should be increased. 

The Committee on Military Affairs had their at- 
tention called early to the subject of the pay of officers 
ofthe army generally ,with a view to its equilization,; 
by raising the pay.of some of the lowest grades of 
the service, and cutting down that of some of thé 
highest. They had not as yet succeeded in fwlly 
carrying out their design into a matured form. But 
they are of opinion, that these changes, which he 
had now suggested, in the shape of amendments, 
ought to be made. And ifit was the intention of 
Congress to continue and to sustain this Military 
Academy at West Point, this modification of the 
existing laws appeared to the committee to be in- 
dispensable. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, if he understood the first 
amendment proposed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, it was te authorize the 
present Aids of the Commander-in-Chief to retain 
their situations, although they had been promoted, 
and notwithstanding the provisions of the existing 
laws. He did not exactly understand the reasons 
on which« this proposition was brought forward. 
And before he was called on to give his vote on 
the amendment, he was desirous to hear the 
grounds on which this change of the law was rec- 
ommended. 

Mr. BURT said he had already stated that the 
Commander-in-Chief could not take his aids from 
any higher grade of officers than lieutenants. He 
would further say, that it was known to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and there could be no 
impropriety in his making the statement here, that 
it is the personal request of the Commander-in- 
Chief that he may be permitted to retain about 
him his present aids. 

. Mr. HOUSTON said that he did not put the 
uestion with a view of opposing the proposition 

e did not perfectly understand the reasons which 
had been assigned by the chairman of the military 
committee for the change. He now understood 
the matter perfectly, and he had no objection what- 
ever to the adoption of the amendment, which he 
believed to be perfectly proper and desirable. 

Mr. MARSHALL obtained the floor, and made 
some remarks touching the propriety of altering 
the law regulating the appointment of Superintend- 
ent of the Military Academy, so as to deprive 
the Engineer Corps of the Army of the monopoly 
of that office, and to throw it open to the competi- 
tion of meritorious officers belonging to other corps 
of the Army. . EE 

The time for debate having now expired, 

- Mr. MARSHALL resumed his seat... 

The CHAIRMAN said the ‘bill would be read 
by sections.. — - Day ý 


There was a demand, pretty generally made, 
that Mr. Marsnart should proceed with his re- 
marks. 

Mr. BAYLY said that, as he (Mr. B.) had re- 
ported the bill, he'was, by the rule, entitled to an 
hour. He would yield the floor for a portion of 
that time to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Marsnauu.] 

Mr. MARSHALL then resumed and concluded 
his remarks, (which will be published in the Ap- 
pendix,) and submitted the following as an amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bill, viz: 

Provided, That the Superintendent of the Military Acade- 
my shall hereafter be selected from the officers of the army 
of the United States who have obtained at least the rank of 
a Lieutenant Coloneley by brevet or otherwise, and may be 
selected atthe discretion of the President from any corps of 
the army. 

Mr. M. having concluded— 

Mr. BAYLY took the floor. 

The hour was growing late, and there was a 
call that the committee should rise. 

Mr. BAYLY was about to proceed with his re- 
marks. : 

Mr. McMULLEN asked his colleague [Mr. 
Barty] to yield toa motion thatthe committee rise. 

Mr. BAYLY rather seemed inciined to proceed 
this evening. 

Mr. BURT said he would ask the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, who had re- 
ported this bill, to yield to a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. He (Mr. B.) desired to reply to some 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Marsnatu,] and to ask of the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Virginia, that he would yield 
a brief space of his remaining time for that pur- 
pose. The bill could not be passed to-night, and 
he (Mr. B.) hoped, therefore, theyentleman would 
consent to postpone his remarks until morning. 

Mr. BAYLY yielded. 

The committee then rose and reported. 

Mr. HOWE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to withdraw: certain papers. 

Objection was made. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITION. 


The following petition was presented, under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 


By Mr. GOODENOW : The petition of James Baily and 
108 other citizens of Pittston, in the State of Maine, asking 
Congress so to alter or amend the revenue law of 1846, that 
the prosperity of the country may be revived, and labor 
shielded from the hazard stand contingencies of a foreign 
competition. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, July 24, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report from the Department of War, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate— 

ist. A report of a reconnoissance of a route for 
a road from San Antonio to El Pasé, by Lieutenant 
W. F. Smith, of the Corps of Topographical En- 
gineers. 

2d. A report of a reconnoissance of a route for 
a road from Corpus Christi to the military post 
on the Leona, by Leutenant N. Milcher, of the 
Corps of Topographical Engineers. 

3d. A report of a reconnoissance of the Sacra- 
mento mountains, by Lieutenant W. F. Smith, of 
the Topographical Engineers. 

4th. A report of the reconnoissance of a route 
for a military road from the Gulf of Mexico to El 
Paso, by Lieutenant Francis T. Bryan, of the To- 
pographical Engineers. 

5th. A report of a reconnoissance of the country 
between San Antonio and El Paso, by Brevet 
Lieutenant Colonel J. E.:-Johnston, of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, f 

6th. A report of a reconnoissance of a route 
from the Upper Valley of the South Branch of the 
Red River to the Rio Pecos, by Lieutenant N. 
Milcher, of the Topographical Engineers. 

7th. A report on the condition of the River Col- 
orado, and the estimated cost of its improvement, 
by Brevet Lieutenant Colonel J. E. Johnson, of 
the Topographical Engineers. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
did not learn from the reading of the communica- 
tion whether any map of the routes described in 
these reports accompanies them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
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dJerstandy from the Secretary that there are charta 
accompanying the reports transmitted, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. A map ofall the 
surveys of routes, military and topographical, 
which were made during the Mexican war, or 
since, by the topographical engineers and officers 
commanding escorts, 1s in a state of progress, and 
I hope will soon be submitted to the Senate. 
Hence, | doubt the propriety of printing the maps 
accompanying these separate reports until the 
printing of the general map te which I have re- 
ferred, when it can be ascertained if any of these 
particular maps should be wanted. I therefore wish, 
if any of these maps and reports be deemed by 
any Senator of sufficient importance to be printed 
separately from the great map, that the subject 
should be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OF®ICER. Does the Sen- 
ator make any proposition of reference? 

Mr. DAVIS. As there is no answer to the 
proposition which J submitted, I move that these 
reports be printed; which motion, of course, goes 
to the Committee on Printing. 

According to the rules, the motion was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITION. 


Mr. BRADBURY presented the petition of 
William H. Harrison, asking to be allowed a pen- 
sion in consideration of an injury received in the 
revenue service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the 
resolution of the Senate for restoring the settlement 
of the three months’ extra pay claims to the ac- 
‘counting officers of the Treasury, reported in favor 
of concurring in said amendment. 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- |) 


ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 

roceedings of a meeting of citizens of Matagorda, 
oe relative to the alleged -interference of the 
General Government with the exercise by Texas 
of jurisdiction in Santa Fé, reported against print- 
ing the same; which was concurred in. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land to 
the State of Indiana to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from a point on the boundary line between 
Indiana and Illinois, near its intersection with 
Lake Michigan, to the city of Indianapolis, and a 
branch to intersect the Southern Michigan Rail- 
road at or near a point where the same enters said 
State of Indiana, reported back the same without 
amendment, and recommended its passage. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred the bill granting to 
the State of Wisconsin a donation of public lands 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from the 
city of Milwaukee to the Mississippi river, re- 

` ported back the same with an amendment striking 
out all after the cnacting clause and inserting a 
substitute; which was read. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendment having been 
adopted, the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, and asked its immediate con- 
sideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of making the ports of Monterey, 
San Pedro, and San Diego, California, ports of entry- 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
L. E. A. Lawson, sole surviving heir of General 
Eleazer W. Ripley, deceased. . 

The bill was then read twice, by unanimous 
consent, and ordered to be printed. , 

DONATION OF LAND TO MICHIGAN. 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to consider Senate bill 277, being the bill 
ranting to the State of Michigan the right of way 


and a donation of public land for the purposes of 


locating and constructing a canal from Rochester, 
in said State, to the waters of Lake Michigan. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and no 


amendment having been proposed, it was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


SAFETY ON THE WESTERN WATERS. 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider bill 242, being the bill to pro- 
vide for the additional security of the lives and 
property of persons navigating the western waters; 
and no amendment having been proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


PRIVATE BILL. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 179, being 
the bill for the relief of William Hardin. . 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, l should really 
like some more information on this subject than 
the report appears to furnish. From the report, 
it appears that this individual was a disbursing 
officer of the Government. Because the Govern- 
ment did not pay his demands, he became a bor- 
rower. In consequence of that loan, he was 
subsequently subjected to cost and trouble by a 
suit brought against him. It appears to me that 
this furnishes no reason for the payment of the 
claim. In the first place, if this individual was a 
disbursing officer of the Government, and the Gov- 
ernment failed to furnish him the money necessary 
to meet the demands against them, there was no 
obligation, expressed or implied, on his part, as 
an officer, to borrow from other officers, or from a 
bank, to meet the demands of the Government. 
Clearly not. And if, by taking the loan, he sub- 
jected himself to cost and trouble, itis one of those 
things that he must bear himself. [I should like to 
hear something further in relation to the claim 
from the gentleman who called up the bill. If it 
be as I understand it, I cannot consent to the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I will make a few 
words of explanation to satisfy the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana. I think this is a just claim, 
and one that ought to be paid by the Government 
of the United States. At the time the Government 
of the United States was enrolling and emigrating 
the Cherokee Indians, it was a matter of very con- 
siderable importance to the Government and to the 
State of Georgia that all these Indians should be re- 
moved to the west of the Mississippi. Consequently, 
a gencral agent was sent out to the Cherokee 
country, in Georgia, to enrol and send off these In- 
dians to the west of the Mississippi. 
who remembers the circumstance, remembers the 
anxiety of the Government to have them enrolled 
and removed from the lands they occupied in the 
State of Georgia. This individual was a sub-agent 
under the general agent sent out by the Adminis- 
tration. The object of the Government was to 
enroll and send off as many Cherokee Indians as 
possible. An amount of funds was furnished by 
the Government, supposed to be sufficient for the 
disbursements not only of the principafagent, but 
also of the sub-agent. The money placed at the 
disposition of the sub-agent gave out. The agent 
was authorized by the Secretary of War, in an 
emergency of that description, to procure money. 
The instructions were positive to enroll as many 
Indians as could be enrolled, and to send them off 
asjrapidly as possible. 

‘The agent directed the sub-agent, because he had 
credit which the agent himself had not, to meet 
the expenses of transporting the Indians already 
enrolled, and he, under the authority given him 
by the Secretary of War, authorized this sub-agent 
to procure money for the purpose of enrolling more 
Indians. He did so. He went and procuted the 
money on his own note at a bank of good repute. 
In a few days after he borrowed the money, the 
bank broke. In the mean time he had paid out 
part of the money he received from the bank, 
which he immediately redeemed in good money, 
out of his own pocket—subjecting himself to a very 
considerable expense, which the papers show, but 
which the committee did not think they had a 
right to allow. When his note was due, he offered 
to redeem it in the.money which he had received 
from the bank. It was refused. And a suit was 
brought against him to recover the amount. He 
defended this suit. And it isnow only proposed to 
pay him the actual certified expenses of that suit, 
which he had to pay out of his own pocket. He 
lost a great deal of time in defending the suit. And 
it seems to me that the Senator from Indiana, 
when he comes to consider all the circumstances 


Everybody | 


of the case, will not object to the payment of those 
expenses. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, according to the 
statement made by the honorable Senator from 
Texas, I think it would be a very dangerous pre- 
cedent to allow thisclaim. I deny that the Secre- 
tary of War, or any head of a department, has a 
right to authorize a subordinate officer to become 
a money borrower. The Government of the Uni- 
ted States is supposed at all timesto have means 
within her Treasury to meet the ordinary. and. ex- 
traordinary expenses of the Government. And 
any order directing a paymaster, or any inferior 
officer of the Government, to borrow is nugatory, 
and ought to be treated by this body as inopera- 
tive. The effect of itis just snch a result as we 
have before us. The officer effects a loan, and the 
loan involves himself,and involves the Govern- 
ment. After effecting the loan, he is subjected to 
a lawsuit; when he asks the Government to be- 
conie paymaster of his lawyers’ and attorneys’ 

ees. 

I am unwilling to sanction such a precedent. I 
think it wrong, not to say anything of theamount— 
$600 for defending a suit involving $2,000. That 
is quite a handsome percentage on the amount. 
Really, I do not think the attorney was poorly 
paid for defending such a suit. But I cannot vote 
for the principle that the United States should be 
a money borrower, and that a subordinate officer, 
so far removed from the Government as a sub- 
Indian agent, should be authorized to make loans 
and subject the Government to cost under such 
circumstances. : 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I am acquaint- 
ed with this transaction. It happened in the sec- 
tion of country in which I reside. Mr. Hardin 
was a citizen of the State of Georgia. The princi- 
ple contended for by the Senator from Indiana is 
correct as a Jaw principle. The Government haa 
no power to authorize an agent to borrow money. 
But if, for the benefit of the Government, such a 
thing shall be done, principles of equity interpose, 
and say that the Government should relieve the 
individual who has thus acted from any liability 
that would accrue in consequence of that aet. L 
presume that none will deny that. 

Now, it so happened, that at that period, when 
the money gave out, a considerable length of time 
must necessarily transpire before funds could be 
transmitted from Washington. In consequence of 
the embarrassing circumstances which occurred in 
1836, ’37, and ’38, it was with difficulty that mọ- 
ney was transmitted from any portion of the 
United States to the Cherokee country of Georgia, 
The agent of the Government was instructed to 
get money in order to facilitate the removal and 
enrollment of the Indians. Colonel Hardin, the 
sub-agent, being a man of responsibility, was di- 
rected by Mr. Benjamin F. Curry, chief agent of 
the Government, acting under the authority of the 
War Department, to go to Macon, in the State of 
Georgia, and borrow the money in order to emi- 
grate certain Indian families. He goes to the city 
of Macon and borrows $2,000, giving his own note 
for it. He returns to the Indian country, and ap- 
propriates a part of the money in enrolling these 
Indians. Butina few days after he borrowed the 
money, the bank of Macon failed, and its notes 
became of no value. Colonel Hardin redeemed 
all of them that he had paid out, out of his own 
pocket. He then had the whole of the money 
which he borrowed from the bank of Macon in his 
possession. Colonel Hardin returned to Macon, 
and offered to return to the bank the amount ad- 
vanced on his note—the very same money. Inthe 
mean time his note was transferred to a third 
party, who was a creditor of the bank, who re- 
fused to receive the money. Colonel. Hardin then 
refused to pay the note, stating that, although it 
was for the Government of the United States, it 
would be unjust to force him to pay the debt. A 
suit was instituted upon the note, it being indivi- 
dual paper, though for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment. It was in litigation for five or six years. 
It was carried from court to court, and finally to 
the court of equity; and by a decree of that court, 
the bank, or rather this third party to whom this 
note was assigned, was compelled to take the 
money in payment of the note. : 

Now the question which arises is this—and I 


am sure any lawyer, and [am sure my friend from 
Indiana, will recognize the principle in a moment, 
At whose cost should this defence be? Certainly 
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at the expense of those for whose benefit the mo- 
ney was borrowed. Well, then, the question is, 
for whom was it borrowed? For the Government 
of the United States. Now, will you visit upona 
citizen thé expense of defending a case for the 
Government, under these cireumstances? and say 
to him that he shall tose it all, when he was aci- 
ing honestly and faithfully in. the discharge of a 
request on the part of the Government?” I am 
sure you would not do so ia your private transac- 
tions, nor do I believe you would do so in your 
representative transactions, 

Now, I submit whether these expenses should 
not be paid back to this individual? 1 think that 
none can deny that they ought to be paid. But it 
is said they are too-large. If my friend from In- 
diana will look at the bill of costs accompanying 
the petition of this individual, and among these 
papers, he will find it not tobe so. This case was 
six years in litigation. And the accumulation of 
costa in carrying it from court to court, and finally 
to the court of equity must have amounted to a 
great deal. Then as to the lawyers’ fees—for they, 
like death after the last illness, must be paid—lI 
think the amount is very reasonable. If you de- 
duct the costs from. the fees, you will find but a 
very small balance indeed. Iam sure my friend 
from Indiana will believe me when I tell him, that 
we defend causes at the South on the same terms 
they do in the West—getting as reasonable a fee 
as we possibly can. 

This individual merely asks that these fees and 
costis should be paid. He does notask the return 
of a single dollar that he first appropriated out of 
his own pocket. It is needless to argue the case 
further, I-trust the Senator from Indiana, after 
knowing these facts, will withdraw his opposition 
and let the bill pass. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the question in- 
volved in this case is one of great importance. It 
is the question of power, on the part of this par- 
ticular agent or alleged agent of Government, to 
borrow money for the Government. And the 
principle ‘assumed by the bill is, that when an 
agent, or one who, represents himself to be an 
agent of the Government, borrows money, al- 
though it may be of a broken bank, there being 
no law authorizing him to make the loan, the 
very fact that he has borrowed the money, with- 
outa law'to authorize him, pledges the Govern- 
ment to pay the losses which this party may incur 
by reason of his having borrowed money, which 
was in itself worthless. Now, that is the propo- 
sition. Here is an officer—I do not know his 
name—who, under the alleged authority of some 
superior officer, borrows money of a bank, which, 
in two or three days afterwards, breaks. And 
this party comes buck upon the Government of 
the United States ‘to reimburse him for the ex- 
penses which he incurred by reason of this. 
“Now, 1 apprehend, unless my worthy friend 
from Georgia wilf show some act of Congress, 
some law which authorized the superior officer to 
give such authority to this inferior officer, he does 
not advance one iota in support of his proposition 
that we are bound to pay this claim. Now, if he 
can show me any act of Congress, any practice of 
the Government, known to be such, by which the 
officer who gave the authority in this case was au- 
thorized to give it, I will at once be willing to pay 
the claim. But if there is no such authority, if 
there is no law, no act of Congress which author- 
ized it, T am not willing to pay the claim. 

» Mr. CLAY. J move to la 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Foote to.create a new Territory, to be 
called the Territory of Colorado, out of part of 
California, south of 35° 30— n 

Mr. FOOTE withdrew the amendment for the 
present, wishing other important amendments to 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. BRADBURY then o 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause in section 39 to 
line 49, aud insert in licu thereof the following; 

“That the President of the United States be, and he 
hereby is authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint two commissioners, who shall have 
Power to agree with such commissioners as may he ‘ap- 
pointed nder the legislative authority of the State of Texas. 
upon a line of boundary between the territory of the United: 
Barés and We said Sta te of Texas, commencing at the point 
where the Red river is intersected by the hundredth degree 


y the bill on the table. | 


ffered the following | 
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of west longitude, being the southwest angle of the Indian 
territory, and running to a point ön the Ria Grande, to be 
agreed upon by the ssid commissioners; and also to agree 
upon the terms, conditions, and considerations upon which 
such line shall be established ; and the proceedings and 
agreements of the said commissioners shall be, as soon as 
possible, transmitted to the President of the United States, 
ta be by him submitted to Congress, with such recommenda- 
tions as the circumstances, in his opinion, may require, for 
the approval and action of Congress thereupon; and the 
said agreement, when approved by the Congress of the 
United States, and the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
shall be obligatory upon the parties.” 


Mr. RUSK proposed toamend Mr. Brapsury’s 
amendment by striking out all after the first word 
“That,” and inserting: 

“The boundary of the State of Texas is hereby admitted 
to extend to the Rio Grande, as defined in the statute of 
limits of the ate Republic of Texas, passed in the year 
1836.9 
. The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Rusx; it was rejected by the following vote: 

VYEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, and Yulec—I18, 

NAYS—Mesers. Radger, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Jones, Mangum, Miller, Norris, 
Pearce, Pratt. Seward. Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sinrgeon, 
Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, and Whiteomb—34. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend the amendment by 
adding at the end of it the following: 

1 And until such commissioners shall have been ap- 
pointed, and the duties devolved upon them by this act shall 
have been executed and performed, and the boundary be- 
tween the State of Texas and the territory of the United 
States shal! be definitively settled, the rights and possession 
of Texas and the United States in and to the territory in 
dispute shall remain as they now are.” 
! Mr. RUSK. 
that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
order. 

Mr, RUSK. I desire to offer an amendment of 
a similar character to the one now offered, which I 
will read for the information of the Senate. 1 shall 
feel bound to vote against the amendment as it 
now stands. I propose to add at the end of the 
section: 

* Provided, That in the mean time the rights and claim of 
the State of Texas and the United States respectively shall 
remain as they were on the 15th of March, 1849.” 

A long discussion followed, in which Mr. RUSK, 
| Mr. DAYTON, Mr. BERRIEN, Mr. BUTLER, 
Mr. HALE, Mr. BENTON, Mr. BRADBURY, 
Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, and Mr. DAWSON 
participated, and which will he found in the Ap- 
pendix. . 

Mr. HALE, to obviate objections which had 
been made to his amendment, modified it as fol- 
lows: 

“ And the rights both of the United States and Texas to 
the territory in dispute shall remain the same as they were 
at the date of the exchange of the ratifications of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and neither party shall be prejudiced 
by anything hich has subsequently oeenrred, nor shall 
either party take any further steps to reduce those rights to 
possession until after said commissioners shall have heen 
appointed and shall have discharged the duties devolved 
upon them by this aet, and Congress or Texas shall have 
acted definitely thereon.” 

Without disposing of the question, 

The Senate adjourned, 


It is not in 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, July 25, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
JOHN A. ROGERS. 


Mr. THOMAS aeked the unanimous consent 
of the House to move that the report heretofore 
made from the Committee of Claims, in the case 
of John A. Rogers, (and which had been made 
by mistake,) be withdrawn, and that the papers in 
the said case be also withdrawn from the files of 
the House. 

Wo objection being made, it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 

WEIGHING, GAUGING, &c. 

Mr. MILLSON asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution; 
which was read for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 


structed to inquire whether any further legislation be neces- 
sary to protect the owners, agen ts, or consignees of imported 


weighing, gauging, or measuring, 
structions of the Seeretary of. the 
and other. officers of the customs, 


exacted by cireular in- 
Treasury, to collectors 
dated February 2, 1850 3 


and ospecially iñ cases where the invoice or entry of mer- 


Is it in order to move to amend | 


merchandise from the payment of any of the charges of, 


| chandise contains the aggregate weight or quantity of such 
| merchandise but may not state the weight or quantity of 
each box, cask, or other package; and also in eases in 
which merchandise is imported in bulk, and the invoice or 
entry may contain the quantity er bulk, but in which, never- 
theless, the owner or consignee is required to pay the 
charges of weighing or measuring, where ever so small a 
variation of the weight or measure, exceeding that given in 
the invoice or entry, is found to exist; and that said com- 
mittee report by bil} or otherwise. 

No objection having been made, i 

The resolution was réceived, and, without de- 
batc, was adopted. 

FOREIGN MAIL. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House at this time to introduce a bill, 
of which, he said, previous notice had been given. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

“ A bill to provide forcarrying the United States 
Mail between the ports of Liverpool and Philadel- - 

hia.” 

Mr. JONES rose and objected. 

So the bill was not introduced. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER announced the regular order of 
business to be the call of the committees for 


REPORTS. 
The call was commenced with the Committee 
on the Judiciary, where it had yesterday been 


suspended. / 
Mr. SAWTELLE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported back, without 


i| amendment, the Senate bill entitled “An act for the 


relief of Judith Worthen, deceased;’? which wag 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
rinted. 

į Mr. McWILLIE, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made adverse reports in the fol~ 
lowing cases; which were severally ordered to lic 
on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of the heirs of Captain John Chris- 
tian, asking commutation pay; 

The petition of the heirs and distributees of 
Colonel William Nelson, for a commutation pay 
equal to five years’ half pay; 

The petition of Jonathan Shafer, the heir of 
Christian Orndorf, praying the payment of a 
Government settlement certificate issued to hig 
father, in consideration for services in the revolu- 
tionary war; ` 

The petition of John McAdams for commutatior 

ay; 
i The petition of Daniel Hart for compensation 
for revolutionary services; 

The petition of Abraham Van Ingen, the sur~ 
viving son of Derk Van Ingen, hospital surgeon 
in the northern district, from 1770 to 1780, praying 
the passage of a bill making indemnity for depre~ 
ciation in continental money; and 

The petition of John Atlee, administrator of S. 
A. Atlee, asking the payment of $260 due the lat- 
ter by the Government, 

Mr. McW. also, from the same committee, re- ` 
ported a bill, for the relief of the heirs of Philip R 
Rice; which was read a first and second time by 
its tide, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. PRESTON KING, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of Henry J. 
Turner, and it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

SECURITY FOR COSTS. 


Mr. MOREFIEAD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
the Legislature of Indiana, upon the subject, re- 
ported a bill requiring security for costs to be 
given in certain cases in courts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time by 
its title. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, remarking that the bill pro- 
vided that security for costs accruing in suck 
suits should be given in cases of patentees and 
the assignees of patentees, asked that the bill might 
be. read and put upon its passage, 

The bill was read. 

“Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, moved that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and 


The SPEAKER said, the ayes appear to have it. 


1850. 
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Mr. HOWARD. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The SPEAKER. The bill has just been re- 
ported fram that committee. : 
Mr. RUMSEY. ldo not see why security for 


costs should be required in this class of cases, 
more than in any other. I therefore call for tel- 
Jers on the motion to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Tellers were refused. 

The question was then taken on referring the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and the vote was declared to be—ayes 
65, noes 35. : 

No quorum voting, , 

The SPEAKER. Ft is evident that there is a 
quorum in the House, and the Chair asks that tel- 
lers may be ordered. 

No objection having been made, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Waroo and 
CLINGMAN were appointed, 

The question was egain taken, and the affirma- 
tive vote was declared to be 64. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen are requested to | 
vote upon one side or the other, as otherwise the 
House will be left without a quorum. | 

The negative vote was then taken, and declared | 
to be 58. i 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims, made adverse reports in the following 
cases; which were ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, viz: 

The petition of the heirs of Licutenant Samuel 
Waples, for commutation pay due him for servi- 
ces as a lieutenant in the Virginia continental line; 
and 

The memorial of Elizabeth W. Beechy, of Ken- 
sington, Pennsylvania, the daughter and legal re- 
presentative of Michael McDonald, for remunera- 
tion for losses sustained by her father in the service 
of the United States. 

Mr. K. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Capt. John De Treville; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole Elouse, and, with the report accompa- 
nying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NEWELL, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Abigail Stafford; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with thereport accompanying, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for 
the relief of Charles J. Davis, administrator of 
Captain John Davis, an officer in the war of the | 
Revolution; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report accompany- 
ing, ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report (which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed) on the petition of Stephen 
Hoyt, and other heirs of Stephen Floyt, deceased, 
asking the passage of a special act for the benefit 
of his father’s family,,giving land in California 
equal in value to the amount of pensions to which 
he would have been entitled from 1818 to 1824. 

On motion by Mr. MILLSON, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Mrs. 
Mary Baury, of Boston, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, made adverse | 
reports in the following cases; which were ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed, viz: 

The petition of the heirs of Casper Rouse for | 
compensation in land or money, for losses sus- 
tained and services rendered by their ancestor dur- | 
ing the revolutionary war; . : 

The petition of Mary M. Telfair, heir at law of |) 
Israel Pearce, asking satisfaction for certain final ; 
settlement certificates issued to ten soldiers of the || 
Rhode Island line, and for balance of pay and || 
gratuity; and 

The petition o 


f Nancy Haggard, only child of ii 


it 
i 


William Grymes, asking the payment of interest || g 


on commutation pay. i . 
Mr. ANDERSON, from ths Committee on Pri- iI 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill to authorize the į 


I ` aos 
land in the town of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, for 


‘time regarded the plan as impracticable, and as 


Secretary of War to purchase a certain strip of | 


! 
military and other purposes; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
printed. i 

Also, a bill allowing William H. Wells the ji 
bounty land which would have been due to his | 
brother, Lemuel Wells, had he lived, as a private 
soldier in the war with Great Britain; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred 
toa Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report, which was 


ordered to lie on the table and be printed, on the |} 


petition of Peter Bellinger, praying indemnity for | 
losses sustained by him in consequence of the 
purchase of a tract of land which had been pre- 


read the opinions of Vattel and General Jack- 
son on the subject.of the policy of the settlement 
of the public lands, in which the wisdom of such 
an appropriation of them was pointed out. 

In addition to these authorities, which constitu- 
ted the basis of his proposition, he would also put 
the inquiry, By whom are these public lands ' 
owned? They are held by the Government of the 
United States as agent for the people of the United 
States. By whom were these public lands ac- 
quired? They were acquired by the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the people. We have now a greater 
aggregate of public lands than we have any use 
for. But numerous individuals among as have no 
portion of these lands. Asa whole, therefore, we 
have too much, while, as individuals, we have too 
little. He desired to know on what ground the 
Government was justified in withholding these 
lands from those citizens who may be desirous to 
goon them for the purpose of cultivation. By 


viously sold by the United States. 

On motion by Mr. R., leave was granted to | 
Peter Bellinger to withdraw from the files the deeds 
and certificates of entry in the above case.’ 

Mr. EWLNG moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ; 

‘The question was put, and was disagreed to. 


HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, to which the bill of the House to encourage 
agriculture, and for other purposes, was referred, 
reported the same back, with sundry amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, then addressed 
the House at length, in explanation of the objects 
contemplated by this bill. Ele looked upon it as | 
a measure of great importance. Five years ago j 
he had introduced a similar proposition, to give 
to every citizen, the head of a family, a portion 
of the public lands, for the purpose of settiement, 
and on which he might establish for himself a 
home. There were many gentlemen who at that 


uniikely to lead to any useful results. But since 
that time the public mind had taken up the suw- 
ject. lt had been widely discussed out of doors, 
and Congress had at various periods made liberal 
donations of the public domain, in aid of public j 
institutions, and in recompense for public services. 
He now came forward to ask for a participation 
in this bounty, in the name of the common man, 
who, by his toil and sweat, had quietly and effect- 
ually contributed to the support of the Govern- 
ment. For that class of our citizens he desired 
to ask that they also may be permitted to come 
in for a share of these public lands, 

He adverted to the manifestations of sympathy 
which had been exhibited here in behalf of those 
patrioticforeigners who had been driven from their 
own country, and had sought a refuge among us. 
A great deal had been eloquently said in favor of 
the claims of these exiles to our protection. But | 
no voice had been raised on this floorin behalf of the | 
poor man whose life is devoted to labor. Had this | 
bill earlier been passed into a law, it would have 
obviated the necessity for the passage of the bill, 
which had lately gone from this House, granting 
one hundred and sixty acres of Jand to every sol- 
dier who had served in the various wars in which | 
we have been engaged. He was of opinion that 
the bill to which he referred would be beneficial in 
its operation as far as it went. lt would relieve 
the soldier who had returned from a hazardous 
service, wearied, afflicted, or wounded, by giving 
him from $100 to $150. But the bili which he had 


now reported, embraces all the benefits conferred |} 
by that measure, and, in addition, gives a quarter || 


section of land to every American citizen who will | 
settle on the Jand for the purpose of cultivation | 
and improvement. : | 
The bill, which had been read, explained. itself 
better than he could explain it. It had been sub- 
mitted to the action of an intelligent committee, 
where it had undergone much examination and 
deliberation, and had been carefully constructed, ! 
with a view to prevent the perpetration of frauds. 
In laying down the basis of this proposition, be- 
cause he was aware that some gentlemen had not 
iven their attention to the subject, he would send 
to the Clerk an authority or two, for the purpose | 
of having them read, to show the House the sub- | 


; what authority did the Government withhold these 
lands? Did the Constitution of the United States 
| provide any such authority? No, Was it to be 
found in any of these great principles which lie at 
the foundation of all natural rights? Not so. The 
proper object of onr Government, and of all Gov- 
ernments, is to effect the greatest possible good to 
the greatest possible number. 

He denied the right of the Government to take 
$160 or $200 from any citizen of the United Stateg 
as the purchase of one hundred and sixty acres 
of the public domain, thus denying the right of 
any other citizen who did not pay the same 
amount, to a settlement on any part of the pub- 
lic domain. This exclusion of the citizens from 
the cultivation of the publie lands, destroyed one 
of the elements of national prosperity. The ne- 
cessity for the cultivation of the earth was im- 
posed on man by the law of his nature. Unless 
he obeys that law, he cannot continue to exist. 
What right, then, has any Government, instituted 
for the benefit of a community, to withhold from 
those over whom itis extended, the right to do 
| that which is necessary to sustain life? No manr 
ought to be prevented from enjoying this right, 
because he cannot pay for it an equivalent in 
money. Like the air, or like heat, itis the prop- 
erty of all, intended to be used and enjoyed by all. 
Hence, therefore, the Government which acts in 
i contravention of this principle, makes war on the 
interests of those it is bound to protect. 

In this connection, he went on to say that he 
was not one of those who attached any great im- 
portance to the idea of a special Providence. 
There are frequently many things happening in 
the course of events, which we are unable to com- 
prehend, because they are evidently out of the line 
which connects cause and effect. Hence arises 
the idea of special Providence. Butif we take the 
trouble of tracing out these apparent anomalies, we 
| may probably find that they are the necessary re- 
suits of the operation of some first principle. He 
went on to argue that the general principles which 
Jay at the bottom of the policy illustrated by this 
bill, if worked out, would produce the most bene- 
ficial melioration in the condition of man; putting 
an end to war and famine, and many other evils 
which arise from defective systems of government. 
He asked gentlemen to take a glance at the con- 
dition of Ireland, where, in violation of all these 
great principles for which he contended, a landed 
aristocracy held the possession of the soil, while 
the thousands who were excluded from this class 
were cut down by starvation. This was the con- 
; sequence of the violation of that great law which 
lies at the foundation of all human rights, and 
which provides that every man shall enjoy the 
produce of the labor of his own hands, without 
molestation, and without the interference of Gav- 
ernment. 

It might be urged as an objection to this bill, 
that the public lands had been pledged for the 
payment of the public debt. He then reminded 
the House that the Jaw authorizing a loan, and 
pledging the public domain, was passed in the 
month of January; while another law granting 
large portions of these public lands as bounties to 
the soldiers who had served in the war with Mex- 
ico, did not become a Jaw until the following Feb- 
ruary. This fact he adverted to as evidence that, 
even at the time when these lands were thus 
pledged, Congress did- not regard this pledge as 


stratum on which his proposition rested. 
He then sent the books to the Clerk’s table, who | 


tying up its hands in the disposal of these lands. 
But, admitting it to be true that these lands were 
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thas pledged, he undertook to show that it would 
be no violation -of this. pledge to dispose of the 
public lands, in conformity with the provisions of 
the bill, because, instead of destroying or depreci- 
ating this property, the effect of a general settle- 
ment and cultivation of these lands would be an 
enhancement of their value, and consequently im- 
parted the security to the public creditor. He 
thought that he could demonstrate this. In the 
first place, he went on to prove that a settlement 
of the public lands, as proposed by this bill, would 
ereate a new source of public revenue, while it 
increased the value of the lands. 5 , 

Were we to take a quarter section of land, which 
is now totally unproductive, lying in a wild state, 
and sell it for what it is now worth, how much 
of the public debt will it pay? It will pay very 
little. What would be the effect of the adoption 
of the system now proposed? You take a num- 
ber of your. citizens who now give :no aid.to the 
support of the Government, and place. them ina 
condition to become contributors to thé public 
Treasury. You give the poor man one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. e goes upon it, im- 
proves his litte farm, and gradually acquires 
means which enable him to purchase something 
beyond the mere necessaries of life. He looks 
around him for luxuries; and as these are imported 
articles, and are’ subject to a duty at the custom- 
house, by their purchase, he becomes a contribu- 
tor to the revenue. Suppose that he expends on 
articles of this class one hundred dollars in the 
course of a year, and there is a duty of thirty per 
cent. on these articles, the purchaser becomes a 
contributor to the Treasury to that amount, paying 
thirty. dollars towards the public revenue. Thus, 
by giving the poor man a portion of the public 
lands, you enable him to contribute to the expenses 
of the Government. In seven years you thus en- 
able him to pay more than the original value of 
the land. : 

The people throughout the whole country are 
coming up to this principle; they are beginning to 
understand the proper policy in reference.to this 
subject, and they will have the lands. In giving 
these lands away to the laboring citizen, you give 
with them the ability to contribute to the expenses 
of the Government.: The man now pays thirty 
dollars per annum into the Treasary, who never 
paid anything before. And you thus establish a 
power of creating wealth which will progress from 
year to year. The annual contribution of $30 
will amount in seven years to $210. Thus, in 
seven years, you get back your $210, which is all 
you originally asked as the price of the lands. 
But it does not stop here. Every seven years 
thereafter, he will continue to pay this $30 an- 
nually. It will require about seven hundred years 
to get all our public lands disposed of. But sup- 

_ posing that it should take six hundred years. In 
every seven years you pay $210. How often is 
7 in 600? It will go85 times, So that, by giving 
these lands to men who will sete on them and 


cultivate them in the course of six hundred years, 


this calculation makes the amount which the Gov- 
ernment will receive for a quarter section of land 
upwards of 917,000. Such would be the result of 
the working out of the general principle involved 
in this bill. 

‘Take another view. What does the Govern- 
ment gain by keeping these public lands in hand, 
and unoccupied? . He then. went on to show, that 
the loss on the capital, calculating the value of the 
lands according to the present estimate, would, in 
six hundred years, amount.to nearly $10,000. 


But this was not all the benefit which would re-- 


sult from the adoption of the system contained in 
this bill, He would now show that it would not 
only make money for the Government, but that it 
would make better men. By placing in the hands 
of man the means of providing for the wants and 
comforts of life, you elevate him to a higher rank 
as a citizen. He has a home, where his wife and 
children reside; he has a property to improve and 
defend. ‘When the election day rolls around, he 
comes to the ballot-box, and exercises his fran- 
chise with that independence which becomes a free 
citizen. He there maintains his rights, looks his 
neighbor in the face, and then returns to. the home 
where his dearest affections are centred. If he 
could do as he wished, this bill should never go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, or to the Speaker’s table, where it would 
not again be heard of. It should become a law.at 
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once, and we should then see every citizen in ‘the = Mr. STANLY said, until this bill was disposed 


enjoyment of his home, his horse, his stable, and 
his barn, and his wife milking her own cow and 
churning her own butter. 

The amount of the public lands on the 30th of 
September, 1848, was 1,442,216.116 acres, which, 
at the price of $1 25 per acre, was $1,802,707,000. 
He knew no good reason why these lands should 
not be brought into use, by distributing them 
among those who would settle on and cultivate 
them. Taa 

He stated that he had many other facts which 
he might have laid before the House to strengthen 
his views; but he would ‘withhold. them for the 
present, as he intended fully to publish his speech, 
as soon as it could be prepared. ` 

[A full report of Mr. Jounson’s remarks will 
be given in the Appendix.} i 

Mr. J. concluded by giving notice that he would, 
at the proper time, move to amend the title of the 
bill, by adding thereto the following: 

And to provide a homestead of one hundred and sixty 
acres of the public domain for every man who 18 the head 
of a family, anda citizen of the United States, or any widow 


who is the mother of a child or children, who may become 
permanent occupants and cultivators of the same. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, next obtained 
the floor, and yielded it at the request of several 
gentlemen for brief explanations, viz: 

Mr. DEBERRY, who said he had understood 
the gentleman from Tennesee, to say that this bill 
had undergone a thorough discussion before the 
Committee on Agriculture. He, (Mr. D.) took this 
occasion to say that the bill had undergone no dis- 
cussion before that committee. He was enabled 


to make this statement, as he had been a constant || payments and transfers, the amounts drawn from 


attendant of the meetings of that committee during 
the present session. It wasa very important sub- 
ject, and one that ought to go to some committee, 
where it would receive a thorough investigation, 
He should think that the Committee on Public 
Lands would be the proper committee. 

Mr. YOUNG would state, in reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
if he intended to say that there was no discussion 
on the bill in the committee, of as extensive a 
character as that that had just been made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, he was certainly 
correct; but if he intended to say there was 
no discussion on the bill, he was not correct; as 
the bill was read in the committee, and some of the 
amendments which were proposed to the original 
bill by himself were changed at the suggestion of 
other members of the committee, and the bill as 
amended was agreed upon by the committee, and 
with all members of the committee, save one, 
present. He was authorized to report the bill as 
amended, with but one or two dissenting voices. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said the gentle- 


man from North Carolina had misunderstood him. | 


He had said that the bill had been reported by in- 
struction of the committee; that various amend- 
ments had been made, and although there- might 
not have been a formal discussion, still it had re- 
ceived the favorable consideration and action. of 
the committce—a committee composed of some of 
the best men in the House. 

Mr. McMULLEN said, the bill had undergone 
examination in committee, though it. might not 
have been discussed by set speeches. As a mem- 
ber of the committee, he (Mr. McM.) had moved 
an amendment, and some two or three amend- 
ments had been adopted by the committee, and 
they had directed the bill to be reported to the 
House. He added, that he reserved to himself the 
tight to vote upon the final passage of the bill as 
his judgment should dictate. 


and was proceeding to express his concurrence in 
the views of Mr. Jounson, and to say that he be- 


lieved now, as he had always believed, that there | 


ought not to be in this country one single family 
without a home. He believed that the prosperity 
of the nation, the prosperity.of the States sepa- 
rately, the prosperity of the people individually and 
in the aggregate, would be promoted by the pas- 
sage of some such measure. 

Mr. STANLY rose, and, saying that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi could go on with his remarks 
to-morrow morning, called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. CROWELL hoped the gentleman from 
North Carolina would withdraw his. motion. He 
had three or four reports, which he had for several 
weeks been waiting to make, from.the- Committee 
on Indian Affairs. oe: oo S ec gice ooo 


of, the gentleman would have no opportunity to 
make his reports. ; 

Mr. CROWELL inquired if it would be inorder 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Urion? 

The SPEAKER replied, that such a motion was 
not now in order, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Brown,] who was on the floor, could 
not be interrupted by any other. motion than the 


| motion to proceed to the order of the day. 


Mr. INGE inquired, in case the House pro- 
ceeded to the order of the day, if would not then be 
in order to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said, if it were 
the disposition of the House to proceed to other 
business; he would move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was entertained. 

After further conversation— 

THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Sran.y, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

I. A- letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting astatement of the Second Comptroller 
of the Treasury, showing the balances of the ap- 
propriations on the Ist of July, 1848, those made 
for the fisca] year ending 30th June, 1849, the re- 


the Treasury, &c. On motion of Mr. BAYLY, or- 
dered to be printed and referred to the Committee 
of Ways end Means. ; 

I]. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting statements of the expenditures from 
the contingent fund of that department and its 
bureaus and offices during the fiscal year ending 
30th June 1849, prepared in conformity with the 
20th section of the act of August 26, 1842; which 
letter and accompanying statements, on the motion 
of Mr. BAYLY, were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Ill. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting the names of the clerks and other per- 
sons employed in that department during the year 
1849, with the time each person was actually em- 
ployed, with the sums paid to each, together with 
the statements furnished by the heads of the sev- 
eral bureaus of that department, in compliance 
with the 11th section of the act of August 26, 1842; 
which letter and’ accompanying statements were, 
on the motion of Mr. BAYLY, laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed, 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a statement from the Fourth Auditor 
of the Treasury, of the receipts and expenditures 
on account of the navy pension fund for the year 
ending the 30th of September, 1849; which letter 
and-accompanying statements were laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, transmitting the annual report of the 


|| Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 


which letter and report were laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved that the. rules 


i be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
i| into Committee of the Whole on the state of the. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, resumed the floor, 


Union. 

The question was put, and carried in the afirma- 
tive. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn, 
of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the 


i support of the Military Academy for the year 


ending the.30th of June, 1851. 

The general debate on the bill had closed yester- 
day, under an order of the House heretofore 
adopted. . 

But a portion of the hour allowed by the rule to 
the member reporting the bill, (Mr. Bary, in 
this instance,) yet remaining-—- : 

Mr. B. proceeded to address the committee. 

Mr. BAYLY said, that before he made the few 
remarks he designed to submit in reply to the 
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gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mansnatt,} who 
addressed the committee last evening, he desired 
to state, for the information of members, the order 
in which, with the acquiescence of the House, he 
proposed to act upon the general appropriation 
bills, 

Mr. JONES interposed, and suggested that it 
would be better, before the gentleman proceeded 
with his remarks, that the question of order on 
the amendment offered yesterday by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] should be 
decided. ss 

Mr. BAYLY said, the committee had not yet 
got to that question, 

Mr. B. then proceeded. I make the statement 
which I have indicated, because different members 
so often make inquiries of me on the subject, that 
Iam sure it is one upon which they are desirous 
to be informed. If the committee should acqui- 
esce in the plan I have laid down, I shall, after the 
Military Academy bill, which is now under con- 
sideration, shall have been disposed of, ask the 
committee to take up—~ 

First. The Revolutionary Pension bill. 

Second. The Navy Pension biil. 

Third. The Indian Appropriation bill. 

Fourth. The Fortification bill. 

Fifth. The Post Office bill. 

Sixth. The Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation 
bill. 

Seventh. The bill making appropriation for the 
support of the Navy. . 

Eighth. The bill making appropriation for the 
support of the Army. 

The reasons which seem to make it proper that 
the bills should be disposed of in the order in 
which I have suggested, are these: It is most im- 
portant that the revolutionary pension bill (which, 
as I have said, I propose to take up next after the 
Military Academy shall have been disposed of) 
shall be passed as speedily as possible, in order that 
the pensioners may be paid. They are a class of 
publie creditors, the payment of whose claims 
should not be delayed. : í 

The next in order is the navy pension bill. It 
involves only a small amount, (some forty-three 
thousand dollars.) This class of public creditors 
stand upon the same footing as that to which I 
have just referred. sas : 

The next is the Indian appropriation bill, which, 
to some extent, also stands upon the same footing 
as the bills I have just named. It provides for the 
payment of Indian annuities, and for carrying 
into effect treaty stipulations with the Indians; 
and it should be passed as speedily as possible, 


that no inconvenience or delay may arise in our |' 


intercourse with that people. 

The next in order is the fortification bill. It is 
important that this bill should be passed as early 
iu the fiscal year as possible, in order that the 
work on the various fortifications may not be ar- 
rosted, as will be case if the passage of the bill 
should be delayed for any length of time. 


The next is the Post Office bill. It is also neces- |, 


sary that the appropriations contained in this bill 
should be made as speedily as possible, so that 
no inconvenience may arise in that department of 
the public service, : i 

I then propose to take up the bill making ap- 
propriation for the civil and diplomatie expenses 
of the Government. Iam anxious that the House 
should consent that the passage of this bill should 
not be delayed, as it usually has becn, until the 
last night of the session. It is a bill to which a 
great many amendments are always offered, and 
which, therefore, requires much investigation; and 
which, also, requires a good deal of investigation 
by the Committee of Finance of the Senate. I 
wish, therefore, that the bill may be passed so far 
in advance of the period which may be designated 
for the termination of the session, that there may 
be ample time for its consideration, without hur- 
rying it through on the last night of the session, 
as has heretofore been done. 


The other bills (that is to say, the navy and |' 


army appropriation bills) are not bills to which 


many amendments are offered, because the provis- || 


ions of the bills grow out of existing laws. 
In this connection, I beg leave, with great re- 
spect to the committee, to suggest—nay, urgently 


to request—that, in disposing of the bills first |’ 


named on the list (say the first five) general debate 


should not be indulged. 
to suggest to the committee, that those gentlemen 


I beg most respectfully |: 


|) ment was to be taken up? He (Mr. H.) had not 


| who desire to make speeches at large (if | may use 
, the expression) will reserve them until thé civil 
: and diplomatic appropriation bills and the army 
and navy appropriation bills shall be taken u p, and 
; that the debate on the other bills shall be confined 
_ to the subject-matters which they may embrace. 
; If this suggestion should be acquiesced in, we may 
get through the first five bills { have named (after 
| the Military Academy bill) in— 

; Mr. HOUSTON (interposing) desired to in- 
| quire of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 
; in what order the bill making appropriations for 
: the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 


l 
| 
; understood the gentleman on that point. 
| Mr. BAYLY. It is number six in the order of 
| bills to be taken up, (exclusive of the Military 
| Academy bill now under consideration,) and in ad- i 
vance of the bills making appropriations for the | 
: Support of the army and the navy. 
Mr. HOUSTON had something to say, he was 
; understood to remark, on the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. He was willing to concur in 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia, 
| (Mr. Bayty.] à 
' Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, desired to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means (Mr. Bayry] whether, in case the admis- 
| sion of California should be delayed until after 
i the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, now 
_ reported, had been passed, it would not be requi- 
site to pass another appropriation bill? 
Mr. BAYLY said, that would depend upon 
the fate which the California bill might meet with. 
| Mr. HARRIS. Yes—but if she should be ad- 
| mitted after these bilis shall have passed, will it 
| not be requisite to pass another appropriation bill? | 
| Mr. BAYLY. If California should come in as 
t 
t 


| a State, Ì fancy that very little modification of the 
| appropriations will be required; if a territorial 
i government should be organized, there will prob- 
any bea necessity for the passage of a separate | 
| bill. ` 
| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, that the 
‘gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BavLy] had laid | 
| down a comprehensive plan for the disposition of 
| the business of the House. He (Mr. S.) was 
disposed to treat the suggestions of that gentleman 
with all respect; but he would be glad to be in- 
formed whether the gentleman, in laying out his 
| plans, had come to any conclusion as to the time 
; at which Congress would adjourn? He (Mr. S.) 
i wished, in order that he might shape his course 
accordingly, to have some information on that 
| point. hen was Congress to adjourn? 
Mr. BAYLY. On that subject | have no mo- 
| tion to make. No matter when the two Houses 
. may adjourn, I think itis important, as the fiscal | 
year has already commenced, that these bills 
should be passed. 

Mr. STANTON, At what time does the gentle- 
man suppose that Congress will be ready to ad- | 
journ? 

Mr. BAYLY. So far as the appropriation bills 
| are concerned, we shall he ready to adjourn on the 
day on which they shali have been passed. What 
: day that may be will depend upon the manner in 
which the business is transacted here. If the 
į Suggestions I have felt it my duty to make shall 
; be acquiesced in, | think these appropriation bills 
may be passed in a fortnight. f 

Mr. BISSELL desired to put an inquiry to the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Bayny.] If the appropriation bills should : 


upon the committee in doing it were these: It was 
represented to the committee by the Chief of the 
Engineer Department, that these were important 
professorships, and that the professors were adepts 
In their art. Tt was represented to them that the 
receipts of those professors, which were about 
$12,200 a year, were an inadequate compensation. 
A majority of the committee yielded to the sugges- 
tion, and their salaries were increased. But he 
would say to the gentleman from Kentucky, so far 
as he was individually concerned, and perhaps he 
might add a majority of the committee—— 

Mr. MARSHALL (interposing) said, he did 
not object to the salary of the Professor of Draw- 
ing as fixed by the committee, but he thought it 
should not be equal to the salary of the professors 
of scientific branches of instruction—that was all. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said, in vindication of 
the committee he had only to suggest, that this 
provision of the bill was drawn in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Chief of the Engineer 
Department. The suggestion came from that de- 
partment, and the committee acquiesced init. But 
if there were any objection to it, he should inter- 
pose no difficulty in the way of removing that ob- 
jection. 

The second point upon which he designed to 
say a word in answer to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, was this: the gentleman seemed to suppose 
that so far as the provisions of the bill in regard 
to the officers employed at West Point were con- 
cerned, the committee did not know what they 
were about; and he said if we had been military 
men, we would not have been betrayed into the 
error into which we had fallen. 

Fle begged to assure the gentleman that the 
committee perfectly understood what they were 
about. And he would state, for the information 
of the Tlouse, the grounds upon which they had 
acted, The law in respect to the pay of the pro- 
fessors at West Point, made it equal to that grade 
of the army to which they were assimilated—in 
other words, the professors received the pay and 
emolumenis of the officers of the grade to which 
they were assimilated. Before the war with Mex- 
ico, a general bill was passed declaring that the 
officers of grade of those who fill professorships at 
West Point, should have furage for but one horse, 
and not even that unless the officer certified that he 
actually kept a horse, So stood the law prior to 
the war with Mexico. When that war broke out, 
and the army had to take the field, it became neces- 
sary to repeal this restriction, becausé it was re- 
quisite that the officers referred to should have 
their full complement of three horses and forage 
for three, in the place of being restricted to one. 
When this restriction was removed, nobody thought 
about West Point. 

It was true, (said Mr. B.,) that the officers at 
West Point did not come within the reason of. 
the bill, but it was a general bill, the effect of 
which was to restore to them three horses, bee 


i| cause the law declared that they should have the 


same pay and emoluments ag officers of a corre- 
sponding grade in the army. The committee, 
| therefore, had in this bill only placed them where 
they were placed by a former law of Congress, 
The object of the Committee of Ways and Means 
was to go back to the law as it existed before the 
war, and restrict these officers to one horse and one 
forage each, which was quite as much as they 
| ought to have in time of peace. But when the 
army bill came before the committee, they failed 
to make this reduction extend to officers of the 


Mr. B.,) California may be placed in a position in | 
which 1, for one, do not wish to see her. 


Mr. BAYLY. 1 will say, in reply to the: 
inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Bis- 
| SELL,| that the suggestions I have made to the com- 
; mittee relate exclusively to the business in charge 
; of the committee of which I am a member. Not 
; having special charge of the California bill, I have 
not deemed it my province to make any sugges- 
: tions in relation to it. : 

Having made these suggestions, I desire to say 

a few words in reply to the remarks of the gentle- 

: man from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsuatt,] and only 
' on two points. 

First, in regard to the action of the committee, 

: in putting the Professors of Drawing and French | 

on the same footing in point of salary with the | 


f 
| 
i 
f 
| 
i 
| 
t 


, other professors. The influences which operated | 


be passed and Congress should then adjourn, what || 
was to become of California? In that event, (said |} 


army, and he should probably feel it his duty, 
when that bill came up to move to put them also 
on the footing upon which they stood before the 


‘| war, and confine them to one horse and one for- 


‘age. This would make a considerabl: reduction 
in the army appropriations. The truth was, as 
i the thing now stood, it was but an addition to their 
pay, forage for a horse being equal to ninety-eight 
dollars. He believed there was no officer who, in 
! time of peace, required more than one horse; and 
i there was no reason for allowing. more. It was 
but an indirect way, however, of increasing the 
pay of the officers of the army. 

| Hehad thus briefly explained the motives which 
| actuated the Committee of Ways and Means, 
; and it remained for this committee to determine 
| whether these officers should have three forages or 
i but one. 


| Mr. CROWELL inquired if the California bill 


would come up next, after this bill was disposed of? 
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The CHAIRMAN replied. in the affirmative. 
Mr. CROWELL inquired if it would be in or- 


der now to. miove to lay aside this bill to be re- || 
and the Chair as to the part of the bill which was 


orted ? 


. The CHAIRMAN replied, that the motion to 


lay the bill aside could not be put. until all the | 


amendments should have been disposed of. 
. Mr. GORMAN inquired if any amendment was 
now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to say, that 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] 
had reported amendments from the Military Com- 
mittee. : i 

Mr. GORMAN said, he thought the amend- 
ments had not been offered, but merely given no- 
tice of: 


| 


. The CHAIRMAN acquiesced in this view of | 


the facts, and said that no amendment was pend- 
ing. 

. Some further conversation ensued between Mr. 
Gorman and the Chairman, Mr. G. endeavoring, 
but unsucessfully, to procure the bill to be laid 


aside, with the view of taking up the California | 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the bill was 
open to amendment. i 

Mr. MARSHALL offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that in lieu of the present pay and emolu- 
ments of every kind now allowed by law tothe 
Professors of Mathematics, their annual compensa- 
tion shall be $2,000. 

He stated that the Professors of Mathematics at 


West Point, now received the pay and emoluments | 


of a Major: he proposed, instead, to give them a 
specific sum of money. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of ! 
order, on the ground that it proposed to change an | 
existing law; whereas the object of the appropria- | 


tion bill was to carry into effect the laws as they 
existed. 

Messrs. MARSHALL and HOLMES appealed. 

No debate was in order. 

Some irregular conversation followed on the 
point of order. á 

Mr. BURT desired, he said, that the ground 
upon which the chairman had based his decision 
might be understood. And he (Mr. B.) desired 
to put an inquiry, whether the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. MARSHALL] cre- 
ated any office by law. : 
. The CHAIRMAN was understood to say it 
did not. 

Mr. BURT. Then it is a provision for that 
which is already created by law. 

Mr, HARRIS, of Illinois, desired that the 81st 
rule of the House might be read (as that under 


which the Chairman had declared the amendment | 


out of order.) 

: The rule was read, as follows: 

‘No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, er be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for auy expenditure not previously authorized by Jaw, ua- 
Jess in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already in progress, and for the contin- 
gencies for carrying on the several departments of tue Gov- 
ernment.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, inquired of the Chair 
whether this amendment did not make provision 
for one of the contingencies contemplated by the 
rule, as requisite to carry on one of the depart- 
ments of the Government? 

The reply of the Chairman was not heard. 

Mr. WHITE inquired of the Chair, whether 
the 14th, 15th, and 16th lines of the bill were not 
also out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to. say, they 
were out-of order. : 

After a brief conversation between Mr. Homes 
and the Chairman on a point of previous practice— 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
sustaining the decision of the Chair. 

And the question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 65, noes 50. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

And the amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. CARTTER desired, he said, to make a 
brief statement in relation to this matter of adjust- 
jng the pay of officers and professors at West 
Point Academy. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman might 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. CARTTER said, he should vote against 
any proposition which created a distinction be- 
tween officers of the same grade, in point of emol- 


i 
j 


t 


|! horses for the professors at West Point, to enable 


ii be compelled to eat them, or else the amount of | 


j 


fument. He was for doing equal justice to every 


| amendment. | 


| such thing was pretended. A horse was not ne- 
| cessary for a professor, so far as his duties as pro- 


|t utation, and received an invitation to accept a pro- ʻi 


: witha groom to rub down these horses which | 
g 


į received pay corresponding to that of officers of || 


|| professors were to be furnished with hay and oats, 
| it should be done specifically, and then they should |! 


| sity for providing forage for these professors un- | 


| $300 worth of hay he thought would be a-large 


department of the service. 
Some conversation followed between Mr. Jones 


immediately under consideration. 

The bill was then read by items. i 

Mr. BURT moved to strike out from the bill 
the following: 

« And that no professor of the Military Academy shall be | 
entitled to draw forage; or money in lieu thereot, for more | 
than one horse, to be owned and actually kept in service.” 

Some conversation followed upon a point of | 
order. i! 

TheCH 
in order. 

And the question being on its adoption, f 
Mr. SACKETT proposed an amendment to the 


AIRMAN finally ruled the amendment į 


The amendment to the amendment was not in 
order. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Bury, 

Mr. BURT said, he trusted the committee would 
adopt the amendment. that he had proposed. it 
was not to be denied or concealed by any gentle- 
man here, certainly not by any member of the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, that the purpose į 
of allowing this forage was not to provide for 


1 
2 k dal 
them to perform their duties as professors. No f 


fessor were concerned. The horse allowed him, į 
and the servant allowed him, were but means of 
increasing his pay. And he would say to the 
committee, on the authority of those who ought 
to know, and upon whose authority he relied with | 
implicit confidence, that they were not able to re- | 
tain the most accomplished professors in the vari- į 
ous branches of instruction at West Point, on; 
account of the smallness of their compensation. ; 
He believed that professors of the same branches | 
of science in every college in the country, certainly 
in every one-south of Philadelphia, received from 
twenty-three to twenty-five hundred dollars a 
year; and the consequence was, that men of first- 
rate talent and attainments could not be induced 
to remain in those professorships at West Point. 
The very moment that they had established a rep- 


fessorship elsewhere, they abandoned West Point 
on account of the inadequacy of the salary. He i 
trusted, therefore, the committee would strike out {| 
the words that he had proposed should be stricken 

out, and retain at least the present rate of com- 


totally opposed to the amendment, because it pro- | 
posed to do indirectly what the Legislature refused | 
to do directly. lt was admitted by the gentleman į 
from South Carolina, that these professors had no ! 
use for horses; and yet it was proposed that each ; 
should receive forage for three horses, equal to :, 
three times $96. And they must also be furnished || 


| 
| 
they did not require. He really thought it was | 
supremely ridiculous for any set of men to legis- | 
late in that way. |! 

Mr. BURT (the floor having been temporarily | 
yielded to him) said, he thought the gentleman | 
from Ohio had been Jong enough a member of the | 
Committee on Military Affairs to know that cer- | 
tain officers, among whom were three professors, | 


assimilated rank in the army, and that these al- | 
lowances were constituent portions of their sala- 
ries, i 

Mr.. CARTTER (resuming) said, the plain | 
English of it was this: A professor at West Point 


i 
| 

i 

| received $398 for a servant without having any use $ 
for one; he received annually about $300 for hay f 
H 


Ifthe | 


and oats for horses that he had no use for. ! 
H 
i 


so that it || 


1 


He could see no neces- | 


their salaries should be stated in money, 
might be comprehended. 


less they were to be compelled to demonstrate | 
propositions on the blackboard on horseback, -He 
took it for granted they did. not live on oats, and 


allowance for a professor of mathematics. ji 


4 


He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES. renewed it. He wished to 
make one remark, he said, in answer to the gen- 
tleman. from Ohio, who had placed the matter in 
what the gentleman, no doubt, believed to be an 
absurd position. He would ask the gentleman 
how it was in the old Colony of Virginia, whose 
government derived its revenue not from money 
taxes, but from a tax of so many hogsheads of 
tobaeco—was there any absurdity in that? 

But he would say further, that all those who 
voted to sustain the decision of the Chair were 


‘| bound to vote for the amendment that had been 


proposed by his colleague, for the object. of the 
amendment was to restore the law to what it had 
heretofore been. Gentlemen who agreed with the 
Chair in his decision, that it was out of order to 
introduce any change in the existing law, were 
certainly bound to support this amendment, be- 
cause it was intended to sustain the existing law. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, who renewed the 
amendment, and said he was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. That amendment proposed to allow to each 
of the professors an additional number of horses. 


| Now, sir, (said Mr. H.,) the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means has told us that these 


professors receive, under existing laws, the pay 
and emoluments of a Lieutenant Colonel of dra- 
goons. Those officers are allowed three horses 
each, but the clause of the bill which the amend- 
ment proposes to strike out, reduces that number 
to one—making a difference in the commutation 
pay of $192 per annum. Now, sir, there are cap- 


! tains and brevet captains, first and second lieuten- 


ants, and brevet first and second lieutenants, in the 
army, who are fully competent to discharge the 
duties of acting professors In the several professor- 
ships. If these officers were transferred to these 
professorships their present pay would be more 
than doubled, and would be beyond doubt fully 
satisfactory to them. As it now stands, all the 
professors are civilians and have no connection 
with the army. While the army contains so 
many accomplished officers thus competent to dis- 
charge those duties—who could be properly spared 
from the line or staff, and who would be glad to 
occupy those positions, with the pay as provided 
for in the bill—I am opposed to its increase, as en- 
tirely improper and unnecessary. They already 
receive more than they would receive if at their 
posts in the line of the army. - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman permit me to suggest, that no officer of 
the army who is entitled to horses can draw pay 
or forage for those horses unless he certifies that 


ij he has the horses? The objection that 1 have to 


the existing. law is, that the professors at West 
Point have to certify that these horses have actu- 
ally been kept for their use. They necessarily 
receive the money under an equivocation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that this provision of 
the bill, as reported by the committee, is a proper 
one, and that the House ought to sustain it. If 
they have horses, they should be allowed forage, 
and if not, forage should not be allowed. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed it, for the purpose of 
enabling him to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, what would be 
the pay of a professor at West Point as the bill 
now stood? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that the pay and emolu- 
ments of the Professor of Natural and Experi- 
mental Philosophy amounted to about $1,951— 
$900 being his pay proper, $365 for subsistence, 
$288 for forage, and $398 for a servant. The 
others received about $1,698, with the exception 
of the Professor of Drawing and the Professor of 
the French language, who received but $1,128 each. 

Mr, TAYLOR. I will ask the gentleman what 
reduction is proposed by the committee to be. 
made? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that the bill proposed a 
reduction of forage to the amount of $192, the 
forage for a horse being $96. Before the passage 
of the law to which he had referred, they each re- 
ceived $96, the forage for one horse, but since the 
commencement of the Mexican war, they had re- 
ceived forage for three horses. This bill proposed 
to bring them back to where they were on the 
peace establishment. He would state further, that 
this provision of the bill, which the gentleman 
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from South Carolinia had moved to strike out, 
reducing these professors to forage for one horse, 
was a precise transcript of a provision of thearmy 
bill of a previous year, when the whole of the offi- 
cers of the army on the peace establishment were 
reduced to one forage, and that was done in an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR said he was willing to pay the 
professors liberally, and he desired, also, that the 
pay of the cadets should be increased. It was a 
matter within his own knowledge, that there was 
very great inequality, and that their pay was not 
properly regulated. He wished, for one, that the 
Committee on Military Affairs, or some other ap- 
propriate committee, would take up the subject, 
and provide more liberally for the pay of the 
cadets, so that they might be placed more com- 
pletely upon an equality. As it was, there were 
many meritorious youths at that institution, the 
sons of persons in moderate circumstances, and 
who were unable to supply them with sufficient 
means to enable them to maintain a proper posi- 
tion among their classmates. This should be 
remedied by the bounty of the Government, 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT renewed the amendment. He 
declared his opinion to be different from that ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Tav- 
Lor] He believed it unnecessary to increase the 
pay of the cadets, or of the persons engaged in 
the superintendence of the institution. He re- 
ferred to the annual applications which were 
made to members for admissions to the institu- 


tion, reaching the number of five, ten, and in some | 


instances he had no doubt fifteen in each congres- 
sional district, although the terms of admission 
were perfectly well known and understood, as evi- 


dences of the avidity with which these appoint- | 


ments were sought. He was disposed, also, to 
vote against the increase of the pay of certain pro- 
fessors, unless satisfactory proof of the necessity 
of that increase should be given; and he desired 
to be informed by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, (Mr. Bayry,] whether that 
committee were in possession of any facts going 
to show that it was difficult to procure and retain 
the services of such professors owing to the inade- 
quacy of the pay? 

Mr. BAYLY said, that General Totten had 
appeared before the committee, had urged the 
increase, and had stated the difficulty of retaining 
the services of men of this grade of accomplish- 
ment, unless the salaries shouid be increased. 

Mr. SACKETT had no idea (he said) of being 
captious, but unless it could be demonstrated to 
the satisfaction of the committee, that that diffi- 
culty really existed, he could not vote for the 
increase. Let well-enongh alone. Fhe maxim 
was a good'one, and should not be changed, ex- 
cept under some overruling necessity. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, renewed the amend- 
ment. tie said he thought it right that the com- 


mittee should understand, what it appeared to him į 


they were not perfectly aware of, viz: that there 
wus a necessity for an increase of pay at West 
Point, in regard to which the amendment was of- 
fered. It had been truly stated, that if the pay 
should not be increased, the institution might lose 
the services of the most eminent and able profes- 
sors. He could give the names of ten distinguished 


men who had been compelled to leave West Point, | 


because their salaries were insufficient to support 
them and their families in a suitable manner. ‘There 
was nothing but love of the place of their education 
which induced them to remain. They were not 
sufficiently compensated for their services. The 
gentleman from Illinois seemed to suppose that the 
gentlemen who were professors therc, retained 
their commissions in the army. This was a mis- 
take. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman misapprehended 
me. What | said was, that there are individuals 
in the army who are quite as competent to occupy 
the position of professors at West Point, as the 
gefitlemen who now fill those professorships. _ 

Mr. KING said, he must be permitted to dis- 
agree with the gentleman upon that point. He 
doubted exceedingly whether any could be found 
in the army who were more competent. He 
was in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and he thought it would be 
highly important. and proper, if it were possible, 
under the decision of the Chair, to introduce some 


of Mr. Burr. 
Mr. HUNTER asked that it might be read. 
The amendment was again read. 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Peck and 
Marsuauu were appointed. 
The quéstion was then taken, and decided in 
ji the affirmative—ayes 76, noes 39. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KING, of New Jersey, proposed to offer 
| an amendment, providing— = 
“ That henceforth each professor shall receive eight dol- 


assiinilated rank is entitled.” 

Mr. BAYLY raised a point of order against the 
amendment. 

A The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of or- 
er. 

The amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved an 
amendment, to strike out from the fourteenth to the 
eighteenth lines of the bill as follows, viz: 

“ Provided, That hencetorth the Professor of Drawing 
and the Professor of french shall_be entitled to receive the 
same pay and emoluments as the Professors of Eugineering, 
Mathematics, Ethies, and Clremistry.?? 
| He said he had been convinced, by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 
| SHALL] yesterday, that there should bea difference 
| between the compensations of the Professors of 
| Drawing and French and those of the other pro- 
|| fessors. He would be willing to increase some of 
these salaries to a medium amount, though not to 
the amount proposed; but, as under the ruling of 
the Chair, no amendment could be received tojac- 
complish that object, he should vote to keep the 
salaries as they were. He thoughtthey compared 
properly with the salaries of professors of colleges 
| generally in the country. He was willing to in- 
crease the pay of cadets from $24 to $28 per month; 
; which had been recommended by every Board of 
Examiners for several years, but would make no 
other change of compensations, 

He withdrew the amendment at request. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the amendment. The 
vote which had been just taken was, in his opin- 
ion, a wise one. Jt was urged, however, that the 


ing received too much compensation for their ser- 
vices. dn his opinion, those gentlemen were not 


qualified for their stations. What do you pay 
your clerks here? You give your clerks $1,200, 
$1,400, and $1,500. You give these amounts to 
| every man who sits at that desk. But, surely, the 
talent required for these professorships is of a very 
different, and a more rare character. And is it 
fair to put these professors on the same footing | 
with ordinary clerical labor? They have dis- | 
charged their duties in a manner to give satisfac- 
tion io all, and they deserve the pay which they 
receive. There ought to be higher rank assigned 
to them; but as the bill stands, the only change 
contemplated is in their pay. He could not say 


them. 
were peculiar in their kind, and deserved good 
compensation. He considered it a safe as well as 
a constitutional guide that we should not take any 
man’s property without giving him just compen- 
sation. 

He withdrew the amendment. | 

Mr. WHITE renewed the amendment, merely | 
for the purpose of stating, that some years since 
‘this same question was raised. He had then re- 
ceived a letter from the Professor of Drawing, to 
the effect that the compensation was entirely in- 
adequate, and that unless it was raised he should 


The talents required for these stations | 


The question then recurred on the amendment | 


sufficiently paid. ‘They were both men eminently | 
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lars a month in lieu of forage for each horse to which his || 


Professor of French and the Professor of Draw- |} 
|; salary as professor for several years, has been 


that he thought $1,800 was atall too much to pay ji 


change in the pay of the professors at West Point, ji be compelled to leave the station. Mr. W urre 


| Mr. WOODWARD renewed the amendment, 


We pay our 
Were we to lower their pay 
: we should get better, because we shouid obtain 
| practical and laborious clerks, instead of worn-out 
politicians. From this latter ciass of men he would 
prefer to take it away, and to give it to laboring 
men who would be willing to do the duties, and 
who would perform them efficiently at a smaller 
compensation. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. FOWLER said that he was in favor of 
giving to these teachers, and all others, a compe- 
tent support. But the rule of comparison, insti- 
tuted by gentlemen, between the clerks of this 
House and of the various bureaus in the several 
| departments of this Government, is inappropriate, 
| Ef, sir, you would institute an appropriate com- 
; parison for these West Point professors, it should 
| be with the professors and teachers of the col- 
: leges and other literary institutions in that section 
| of country. What do they receive? The President 
j of one of the New England colleges, a man of 
j eminent talents and acquirements, receives a sal- 
ary, as I remember, of twelve hundred dollars; 
and the professors associated with him—men who 
compare favorably with the most learned men of 
the country—vreceive, | think, eight hundred dol- 
| lars a year. 

In all our northern institutions, but few of the 
| professors receive over one thousand a year, and 
no men among us are riper scholars than they. 
Moreover, several of our most able professors are 
men who have expended their whole patrimony 
in making their acquisitions, A professor in one 
of our colleges worked his ewn way up from a 
| carpenter’s shop to a degree, and to a professorship 
i in his alma mater, by his own unaided efforts. And 
' such was his preéminence, that he was selected by 
| his fellow-citizens to fill the vacancy in the dis- 
trict, occasioned by the resignation of our Minister 
| to Constantinople. I do not see him in his seat, 
(honorable Mr.Meacuam of Vermont.) But his 


| $800 per annum. 

| The teachers and cadets at West Point have 
been supported by the Government. And shall 
they receive salaries entirely out of proportion, 
as compared with other institutions? | am ready 
to pay these gentlemen what they have hitherto 
received, which, as I judge, is a fair compensation; 
but I object to the raising of their salaries, as pro- 
posed by this amendment. We have the debt of 
one hundred and fifty to two hundred millions of 
dollars, occasioned by the Mexican war, upon our 
shoulders. We shall be cut off from most of our 
revenue from the sales of public lands, by reason of 
the issue of ninety thousand bounty land warrants, 
We ought to meet and settle the French spolia- 
tion claims without farther delay. We must do 
something for the relief of our maoufacturing in- 


|! terests, and for the promotion of agriculture. Our 


| annual appropriations for this year, judging from 


| the bills now on your table, will reach fifty mil- 


| lions, and it is no time for raising salaries. Econ- 
| omy, a wise economy, should be practiced in the 
| transactions of Governments as well as of corpora- 
tions and individuals. W hile we make reasonable 
and liberal provision for our public functionaries, 
| let us guard against profusion and extravagance. 
| E will not lift my hand to take a dollar from the 
public Treasury for show and luxury. 
Mr. F. withdrew the amendment. 
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Mr. BURT renewed the amendment He had 
no doubt that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
was correct in what he said as to the New Eng- 
land colleges. He, (Mr. B.,) however, had no 
means of knowing whether these salaries were ad- 
equate or inadequate. According to the price of 
living in New England, they might be sufficient. 
But the scale of salaries was not the same in other 
colleges. In Columbia College, in New York; in 
the South Carolina College, and in others which 
he was acquainted with, he knew of no professor- 
ship which commanded less than $2,000. 2 

Mr. FOWLER said, Columbia College was sit- 
uated in the heart of one of the greatest cities in 
the world, where the rate of living was much 
higher than in other places. — . 

Mr. BURT (resuming) said, so was West Point 
situated in an expensive region of country. He 
would undertake to say that the West Point Acad- 
emy was the first instituuon of the kind in the 
world, It was admitted to be so in England and 
France. lf gentlemen could show that the profes- 
sors in such an institution were too well paid at 
$1,200 or $1,400 a year, he hoped theyjwould bring 
forward such information. There was no professor 
at West Point who was not of the first standing 
in his department, be it what it may. It was a 
model institation, and he hoped the House would 
not hear with favor that what was paid to the pro- 
fessors in the New England colleges was sufficient 
to be paid here. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, as he understood him, pro- 
posed to raise these salaries up to $1,700. Was 
that adequate? If not, he would vote to give 
more. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN renewed the amendment. He re- 
garded this proposition as one which changed the 
public laws, and therefore that it ought not to 
be admitted in this bill. If the proposition was a 
good ‘one in itself, it was not a proper place for it 
here. He had always entertained doubts whether, 
in an appropriation bill, we had a right to change 
the salaries of persons appointed by law. He had 
always opposed such propositions, and he would 
still oppose them. ‘I'he chairman of the Military 
Committee had asserted that this Academy was 
the first in the world. If so, it had advanced to 
its present eminence under this system of moderate 
salaries; and, if we were to raise the salaries, there 
might be some danger lest it should produce a de- 
terioration of the character of the institution, He 
was of the opinion that the true course would be 
to let well-enough alone. Why should we increase 
these salaries? res € 
change. The greatness, the superiority of its m- 
struction, and its popularity had not been the ef- 
fect of extravagant salaries to the professors. He 
had no doubt that the Government could find men 
who would be willing to serve at the present sala- 
ries. Let us not, then, endanger the success of 
the Academy, by instilling into the minds of the 
youth who may be sent there principles which are 
at variance with these on which our political in- 
stitutions are founded. ? 

Mr. BURT explained, that even the cadets were 
sometimes to be sustained from their private means, 
and that, in some cases, the professors had found 
their pay insufficient to meet their ex penses. 

Mr. GREEN (resuming) said, that cases, he 
knew, had occurred in which cadets had been im- 
prudently supplied with money, and it had always 
caused heart-burnings among the rest, and some- 
times led to bickerings. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed the 
amendment. He said it was very usual, when prop- 
ositions were made to increase salaries, that they 
were met by this kind of opposition. He was 
surprised at the opposition of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Woopwagrp,] who was gen- 
erally so very liberal in his course. And he was 
astonished that gentlemen should institute a com- 
parison between the talents required for a profes- 
sor and those of: clerical labor. He differed with 
his friend from South Carolina about the talent 
required in the Professor of Drawing. That gen- 
tleman must be a good mathematician, and must 
have a perfect knowledge of perspective; and it 


required a high order of talent to qualify a man for | 


a professorship at West Point. So in reference to 
the French professor, whose talents his friend 
from South Carolina had depreciated. 

Mr. WOODWARD explained that he had, in 


He saw no good reason for the- 


estimating the value of these talents, looked at the 
principle of demand and supply as governing the 
question of value. He did not regard the French 
language as very important. 

Mr. STANTON resumed, dissenting from the 
gentleman from South Carolina as to the import- 
ance of the French instruction. He was disposed 
to give adequate salaries, and was opposed to the 
practice of depreciating talent, and evading the 
payment of the salary to which it was entitled. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed the amendment. 
He said that the proposition to increase the sala- 
ries of the officers and professors of the West 
Point Academy, and the arguments in support of 
the increase of salaries, did not strike him favora- 
bly.. It is admitied that the professors receive 
now about $1,200 to $1,700 per annum, with their 
house rent, fuel, and lights,in addition. The prop- 
osition is to give to the officer in command an 
increase of salary, reaching back for about five 
years, and to increase the salary of the Professor 
of Drawing, and the Professor of French, from 
$1,200 to $1,700. The gentieman from Massachu- 
setts had stated, that the professorships of the 
literary institutions of Massachusetts were filled 
with te first talent of the country, for salaries 
ranging from $800 to $1,000. ‘Lhe gentleman from 
South Carolina, who proposes to increase the 
salaries at West Point, intimates that the salaries 
spoken of by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Fowxer]} were confined to New England. 

Mr. K. said he came to the aid of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and informed the committee 
that the literary institutions of Ohio were very re- 
spectable in character; that in his own town, Del- 
aware, they had an institution of high character, 
with a Board of Professors, as learned and weli 
quaiified as could be found in any part of the coun- 
try; and that the salaries which they received 
were a fair average of salaries paid in other por- 
tions of the State. ‘The President received $1,000, 
and the Professors $800; and he had never heard 
any complaint. It is also true, that in Ohio the 
Governor receives but $1,500, tne Supreme Judges 
$1,200, and the Common Plens judges $1,000. 

Now, if the Government desires to increase sal- 
aries, he would call the attention of the commitee 
to the fact, that the district judge of Ohio received 
only $1,000—a man of talent and learning. If the 
habits of extravagance at West Point require the 
proposed increase of saluries, he desired that there 
should be an equalization of salaries all over the 
country. 

Gentlemen should pause before they press this 
West Point Academy upon the attention of the 
country in an unfavorable manner. ‘The services 
rendered by the men educated at that institution, 
in the Mexican war, had quieted the public mind 
in regard to it, without establishing any decided 
favoritism for the institution. There were a num- 
ber of private institutions in the land, which may 
in time supersede this institution. The proposi- 
tion is also submitted to increase the pay of cadets 
from $24 to $28 per month. 

Mr. X. gave notice that he should war upon 
all suck expenditures. He had no prejudices 
against the Military Academy. It was an insti- 
tution of doubtful propriety to say the least of 
it, and extravagance is very significantly impressed 
upon all the proposed appropriations of the present 
session. 

Mr. S. withdrew the amendment, 

Mr, JONES renewed the amendment, 

Mr. SACKETYT (interposing) inquired if the 
professors at West Point were not furnished quar- 
ters, fuel, and lights? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that they were furnished 
quarters and fuel; he did not know how it was 
with respect to lights. 

Mr. JONES said, he was very certain that there 
was no person under the Government dignified 
with the name of an officer, whether in the civil, 
military, or naval departmenis, who was not re- 
ceiving ample compensation. This was a time 
when, perhaps above all others, they should have 
regard to economy; and, as this was the first of the 
appropriation wills, and as he thought they should 
be decreased as much as possible, be would read 
to the commitice a list of the sums required by the 
different departments of the Government for the 
current fiscal year. 

Appropriation Bills. 
For fortifications...........0...........0085 ++. B747,000 0.) 


For Military Academy........: Soeren Eak Aa S 
« Army.... ee 
© Navy .... ay 
*“ Navy Pensions..........6 

“ Revolutionary and other pens: 
s Indians... e 
s 


Rivers and harbors bills reported, ...es..se es. 2,050,000 00 
Collecting revenue from customs . +. 2,750,000 00 
Additional estimates for the Army.....eseceeee 1,079,000 00 
$35,386,383 26 

Permanent and indefinite appropriations to be 
expended in the year ending June 30, 1851.. 5,643,410 24 
Former appropriations unexpended, which j 
wili be required during the year ending 


June 30, 1851 ........ peeeneeerenes 5,656,520 34 
$46 686 323 84 
For Post Office and Mail Service... cee. care 5,441,657 00 


$52,127,900 84 

[Before he had concluded the reading of the'table, 
he was interrupted by the Chairman’s hammer, 
but proceeded with the reading (as above) ata 


j subsequent stage of the proceedings. } 


Mr. KAUFMAN renewed the amendment; but 
not, he said, for the purpose of making a speech. 
He intended to vote against it. But in order to 
bring the discussion to a close, as it seemed 
to him that every gentleman must have made up 
his mind how he designed to vote, he (Mr. K.) 
called for the question, and gave notice that he 
would not withdraw the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Tellers were called for, and ordered, and Messrs. 
Homes and Sacxert were appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 


| stood—yeas 54, noes 70. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAYLOR offered the following amend- 
ment, 

«And that the pay of the cadets shall hereafter conform to 
the recommeudation contained in the report of the Board 
of Visitors, made to the Secretary of War, during the year 
1849, to wit: §28 20 per month.” : 

The amendment having been read— 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it to be out of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR gave notice that he would em- 
brace some other opportunity to offer the amend- 
ment. 

After some conversation between Mr. Bayiy 
and the Chairman— 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out the 22d and 23d lines thereof. 

Mr. J. said, that the amount was very small; 
still, if stricken out, it would be some saving. 
He then proceeded to read (in continuation) the 
table he had already read in part, (showing the 
aggregate amount of appropriations required for 
the current fiscal year.) 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, He sub- 
mitted that, under the five minutes’ rule, the gen- 
tlemen must confine his remarks to the amend- 
ment he had offered, and could discuss no other. 

Mr. JONES said, he had moved to strike out 
part of the bill, and he was speaking to that very 
point, to show the necessity of reducing the ap- 
propriations. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. JONES proceeded to read the table. 

Mr. FITCH interposed to a point of order. 
Was not this appropriation, he submitted, provi- 
ded for by the existing law, and therefore was not 
an attempt to defeat it, in this manner, out of 


| order? 


Mr. JONES submitted, that that was not a 
question of order for the Chair to decide, buta 
question for the House to decide. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. JONES finished the reading of his table, 
showing anaggregate of fifty-two millions of dollars, 
He wished to know where the money was to 
come from. ‘This amount, he said, was exclusive 
of moneys that might be appropriated for the sat- 


i isfaction of private claims, and it was also exclu- 
i sive of the enormous appropriations which, he 


feared, would find friends enough in this Congress 
for the French spoliations. If this vast amount 
of appropriation was to be made, the Government 
would again have to go into market to borrow. 
Mr. BAYLY, remarking that, in his opinion, 
the statement read by his colleague on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, (Mr. Jonus,] was 
calculated to produce an erroneous impression 
upon the House and the country, stated that from 
the aggregate amount of the appropriations to be 
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provided for during the présent fiscal year as estj- 
mated by the geneman, $5,444,000 for the Post 
Office Department, (which was supported by its 
own revenue and not from the general Treasury,) 
and €5.656,000—being the amount of unexpended 
balances of former appropriations—should be de- 
ducted; so that from the aggregate estimated by 
the gentleman, some $11,000,000, in round hum- 
bers, should be deducted; making in round num- 
bers $40,000,000 instead of $51,000,000 expenses 
to be provided for during the current fiscal year. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BURT renewed the amendment, with a 
view to have the question taken. . 

Mr. JONES said he had no desire to have the 
question taken. 

Mr. BURT thereupon withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING moved. the following 
amendment, viz: 

For the erection and completion of a riding hall, the sum 
of $8,050, in addition to the sum of $2,000, appropriaied by 
the act of February 19, 1849. 

In explanation of his amendment he said, that 
an appropriation of $10,000 had, during the last 
Congress, been applied for by those interested in 
the Academy, with the approbation of the officers 
at West Point, and of the Quartermaster General; 
and that some $2,000 was then appropriated by 
Congress, for the erection of a new viding hall. 
The officer in charge of the riding school said 
that the old hall was in a condition unfit for ser- 
vice, and dangerous both to the horses and their 
riders. He alluded to the importance of this 
branch of the education of the cadets, and appealed 
to the House to grant the remainder ($8,000) of 
the amount necessary to complete the riding hall, 
that appropriate and necessary appendage of so 
noble an institution. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. BAYLY, who renewed it, and stated that 
this precise application had been made to the Sec- 
retary of War, who had declined to ask for any 
such appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMES renewed the amendment. The 
House was called upon to decide between the 
opinion of such a man as General Jesup, who had 
seen service, and had a practical knowledge of all 
matters relating to it, and that of the Secretary of 
‘War, who had never seen any service, and was 
altogether without experience. And again, he 
asked the House if they wert willing to suffer 
these buildings to remain in a state of dangerous 
dilapidation, which might endanger the lives of 
some of the boys at the Academy, rather than 
spend $8,000 in necessary repairs? It was but 
lately that, at a Catholic school, the question came 
up about repairing a ruined portico, but it was 
overruled on account of the expense. Soon after- 
wards the portico fell, and buried some of the 
children in the ruins. He withdrew the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed the amendment. He 
stated, that whenever information relative to the 
service came to the House from officers whose 
knowledge and skill had been tested in the field, 
he always felt disposed to give the greatest weight 
toit. He knew no better guide for his legislative 
duties, so far as it went. He renewed the amend- 
ment merely for the purpose of having read an 
extract from the report of the;Board of Visitors in 
1849, in relation to the pay of the cadets. [The 
extract was read.] He had this read to justify 
the amendment he had proposed, and which the 
Chair had decided to be out of order. He was in 
favor of sustaining this institution, of paying the 
professors, and of placing the cadets on an equality. 
The graduates of this institution had conferred 
great honor on the country, and he hoped the in- 
stitution would be cherished. He withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER asked if it would be in order 
to move to abolish the institution. 

The CHAIRMAN indicated, that the object 
might be attained by a motion to strike out the 
first clause of the bill. . . 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the committee rise, 
but withdrew his motion, > 

Mr. BAYLY, in reply to what had fallen from 
the gentleman from South Carolina in reference to 
the opinions of General Jesup and the Secretary of 
War, said that if the Committee of Ways and 
Means were to act on all the suggestions made to 
them by officers, it would be a bad example. 
When applications were made to the Secretary, he 


hears all that can be said on both sides, and sends 
the result to the committee. It would not be a 
good precedent to act upon every suggestion which 
might come from any officer which was ex parte. 

Mr. BURT. The Chief of the Department does 
not ask for this appropriation contained in the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. I 
must, therefore, very reluctantly vote against it. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING replied, that what the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
had said, was all true. This appropriation was not 
approved by the Secretary, but then, this House 
did last year approve and adopt a similar appro- 
priation for the security of the lives of the cadets. 
On this principle, and because Congress did make 
the appropriation Jast year, he had to-day sub- 
mitted his amendment. 

Mr. KERR appealed to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bayxy] to withdraw the amendment. 


Mr. BAYLY said, he was not at liberty to do | 


so,asit had been withdrawn for his accommoda- 
tion, and under a pledge that he would renew it. 

Mr. KERR desired to say one word. 

Some calls to order. 

Mr. KERR said, he simply desired to state 4 
fact—and that was, that, under the late Adminis- 
tration, certain officers were obliged to be sent to 
Europe in order to acquire a knowledge of cavalry 
tactics 

The CHAIRMAN interposed to order. There 
was, he said, no question upon which the gentle- 
man was entitled to speak. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
i 


ment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. BURT desired, he said, to give notice of 
certain amendments; and he would ask his col- 
league to waive his motion for a moment for that 
purpose. If it was the desire of the committee to 
rise, he (Mr. B.) had no objection, 

Mr. O'TIS inquired of the Chair if it was in 
order to move to rise and report the bill to the 
House? 

The CHAIRMAN said, not while an amend- 
ment was pending. 

Mr. HOLMES waived his motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 


Mr. BURT now moved his amendment, as 


follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
lineal rank of the Superintendent of the Military Academy 
shall be under the grade of Lieutenant Colonel, he shail be 
entitled to the pay and emoluments now allowed by law to 
the Professor of Natural and Experimental Phiiosophy; and 
the provisions of this section shail take effect from and after 
the 15th August, 1845. 

Mr. BAYLY raised the question of order on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. . 

Mr. BURT appealed from the decision, and in- 
quired if the appeal was debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN replied, it was not. 

The motion that the committee rise was now re- 
newed, 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 58, noes 63. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The amendment was read. 

A brief conversation between Mr. Burt and the 
Chairman ensued upon a point of order. . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, inquired if any 
amendment was pending? z 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the negative. 

Mr. HARRIS moved, then, that the committee 
rise and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that motion could not 
be put at present, and announced the question, 


Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- | 


ment of the committee ? 


Mr. BURT called for tellera, which were re- | the navy, who served in the Gulf of Mexico, ask- 


fused. 

Mr. BURT asked for a division. 

The question was taken, and no quorum voted. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi; made the 
point of order, that, no quorum having voted, the 
roli must be called. 

The CHAIRMAN decided accordingly. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the reil, and having 


| gone through— 
The committee rose and reported the names of | 


the absentees, to be entered upon the Journal. 
The SPEAKER said that a quorum having now 
appeared, the Chairman would resume the chair. 


i 


The CHAIRMAN resumed the chair in com- 
mittee. g A 

The question recurring on the appeal, 

Mr. BURT withdrew it, and modified hisamend- 
ment to-read as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
lineal rank of the.Superintendent of the Military Academy, 
shall be under the grade of Lieutenant Colonel, he shali be 


entitled to the pay and emoluments now allowed by law to 
the Professor of Natural and Experimental Philosophy. 


The amendment having been read— 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Bont 
and the Chairman. : i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, raised the 
question of order oa the amendment. oe ee Se 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of ofdet. 

Mr. BURT appealed from the decision. 

Pending which motion— 

The committee rose and reported— 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees: 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of William Storer and 
52 others, citizens of Jackson county, Ohio, praying. for 
the establishment of a mail route from Jackson Court 
House to Adelphi, in Ross county, Ohio. 

By Mr. HOAGLAND: The petition of David Anderson 
and 124 others, citizens of Ohio, asking Congress to provide 
means to remove the descendants of the African race, to 
give them bounty land, and provide temporary maintenance, 

By Mr. DOTY: The peti:ion of Captain Ephraim Shater, 
praying leave te enter at the land office a tract of land at 
Green Bay. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, July 25, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of the interior, communica- 
ting, in compliance with law, a statement showin 
the balance of appropriation on the 1st July, 1848, 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1849, with the transfers, expenditures and bal- 
ances on the Ist July, 1849, and the amounts car- 
ried to the surplus fund; which was read. 

Also,a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating, in obedience to law, a statement 
of the receipts and expenditures on account of the 
navy pension fund for the year ending on 30th 
September, 1849; which was read. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SOULE presented a memorial from citizens 
of Benicia, California, praying the establishment 
of a port of entry at that place. The memorialistg 
set forth that Benicia has been found, preéminently 
aboveall others, to possess the requisite facilities for 
a large seaport; that the fact is so well understood 
in the Atlantic cities, that many shippers of goods 
have directed their supercargoes and consignees to 
discharge their cargoes at Benicia, afier entering 
them at the custom-house at San Francisco; that 
American ships are constantly arriving from foreign 
and home ports, after having been subjected tothe 
expense and delay of entering their cargoes at San 
Francisco; and the foreign and internal commercé 
of the port is already greater than that of any sea- 
port in California, except San Francisco. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr.S. also presented a memorial from Z. F. John- 
son and others, recommending the measure asked 
in the foregoing paper, and stating that it is of 
great importance to the whole mining country that 
ships of large size should be able to approach the 
interior cities and towns as near as possible, and 
save delay and expenses. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. YULEE presented a petition of seamen in 


ing to be allowed extra pay and bounty lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted a document relating 
to the establishment of a port of entry at Benicia, 
in California; which was referred to the Commits 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. H. also presented a document in relation to 
the expediency of maintaining a signal light in the 
harbor of Savannah, Georgia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. a 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
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Lands, to whom was referred the bill granting the | 


right of way and making a grant of Jand to the 
State of Arkansas, in aid of the completion of the 
military road from Memphis to St. : Francis, re- 
ported back the same, with an amendment. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the several memorials, from Legisla- 
tures of States and individuals, in relation to the 


subject of railroads, reported bills of the following | 


titles; which were read and passed to a second 
reading: : 

A bill granting the right of way and a donation 
of public land for the purpose of locating and con- 

- structing a railroad from the Falls of Si. Croix, to 
Lake Superior; : . 

A. bill granting to the State of Wisconsin the 
right of way and a donation of public land for the 
purpose of locating and constructing a road from 
Green Bay to St. Paul’s; , 

A bill granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public land for the 
purpose of locating and constructing a road from 
Saginaw to Sault Ste. Marie. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the memorial of the Legislature of || t c 
ever may be its fate, and whichever side may have 


Alabama, asking a grant of land to aid in the con- 


struction of railroads and plank roads, asked to be | 


discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, on the ground that the subject had already 
been provided for; which was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- |! 
ing, to whom was referred the motion to print the | 
report of the Secretary of War, with reconnoissan- | 
ces of routes from San Antonio de Bexar to El] 
Paso del Norte by certain officers of the topograph- | 


ical bureau, reported in favor of printing the same. 
Mr. CASS thought these were the documents 


called for by this resolution, and wished them to | 


lie upon the table, to give him time to examine 
them. i 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, explained that | 


they were not the same, or, if so, in part only. 
He suggested to the Senator from Michigan the 
propriety of allowing them to go to the Committee 
on Printing. 
eral map; but if the objects of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan required a larger map, the 
Committee on Printing could examine into the 
subject, and make such recommendation as they 
might deem necessary. 

Mr. HAMLIN explained that the present mo- 
tion was only for printing the usual number; and 
that when they should be laid upon the tables of 
Senators, the Senator from Michigan would have 
an‘ opportunity to examine the documents, and 
satisfy himself, before any further step should be 
taken. 

Mr. CASS preferred that they should lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN would state for the informa- 
tion of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
that the papers and information called for by him 
were different entirely from the maps and docu- 
ments reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing. 
der of the War Department by 


the Rio Grande. Those in relation to which he 
wants information relate to the country between 
the Rio Grande and the Navahoe country. 

Mr. CASS thought some of them might be the 
same, and preferred that they should lie upon the 
table. 

‘The motion to print was then laid upon the ta- 
ble for the present. 


CIVIL AUTHORITY BY MILITARY OFFICERS, | 


On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency or protibiting 
law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising 
within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 
authority not conferred by an act of Congre: , and of pro- 
viding an adequate punishment for such offence. 

Mr. HOUSTON addressed the Senate, in reply 
to the remarks made upon the resolution, when 
last under consideration, by the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Prarce,] but had not concluded 
when he yielded to 

Mr. CLAY, (in a low voice.) Will my worthy 
and gallant friend from Texas pardon me for say- 
ing that the general idea is that we shall take the 
question upon this long-pending subject to-day? 
lf he will have the goodness to postpone to an- 


They were accompanied by a gen- | 


‘These are surveys made by the or- | 
Johnson, and | 
relate to the country between the Red river and | 


by | 


| out of it. 


other day the remainder of his remarks, I shall be 
very much obliged to him. I am very sorry to 


| interfere with his speech. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I had not the pleasure to 
hear the honorable Senator from Kentucky, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CLAY. Shalil repeat what I said? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir, it is not necessary. 
({Laughter.] I believe I understood the import of 
what he said.. I will yield the floor. I hope it 
will be productive of good—that good will grow 
Bat when I took the floor to-day, 1 did 
not anticipate that any one would have the slight- 
est objection to my continuing the remarks I de- 
signed to offer. I will surrender; but I do it with 
great reluctance. f 

Mr. CLAY. I beg leave to say that I am under 
grateful obligations to my friend for this kind for- 
bearance upon his part. I shail be willing to hear 
him another day with the greatest pleasure. I 
wish now, Mr. President, to ask the resumption 
of the subject which has so Jong occupied us. But 
before doing so, l hope the Senate will excuse me 
for expressing the wish that we may be able to 
draw this subject toa conclusion thisday. What- 


the majority, I hope the day will not close until 
we have decided absolutely uponit. I now move 


| to postpone the further consideration of this sub- 


ject until to-morrow. : : 
The question being taken upon the motion, it 
was agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, ordered to be engrossed 
yesterday, were severally read a third time and 
passed: 

The bill granting to the State of Wisconsin a 
donation of public lands to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from the city of Milwaukie to the 
Mississippi river. 

The bill to provide additional security for the 
lives and property of persons navigating the west- 
ern waters. 

The bill granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public land for the 
purpose of locating and constructing a canal from 

ochester, in said State, to the waters of Lake 
Michigan. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill to provide for the printing of the 
annual report upon commerce and navigation, were 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill to grant a register to the barque James 
Patton, jr., now the Granadian barque Bogota, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution explanatory of certain acts 
therein mentioned, was read a first and second time 
by its tide, and referred to the Committec on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill reported by the select Committee of Thir- 
teen—to admit California into the Union as a State; 
providing territorial governments for Utah and 
New Mexico; and making proposals to Texas 
for the settlement of her western and northern 

oundaries. 

The question pending was on the following 
amendment, moved by Mr. Baapsury, in lieu of 
the 39th section—which section contains the pro- 
posals of Texas relative to her boundary: 


“That the President of the United States be and he is 
hereby authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint three commissioners, who shall have 
power to agree wiih such cominissioners as may be ap- 
pointed under the legislative authority of the State of Texas, 
upon a line of boundary between the territory Of lhe United 
States and the said Siate of ‘Texas, commencing at the 
point where the Red river is intersected by the 100th de- 
gree of west Jongiiude, being the southwest angle of the in- 
dian territory, and running to a pointen the Rio Grande, to 
be agreed upon by the said commissioners; and also to agree 
upon the terms, conditions, and consideration upon whieh 
such line shali be established; and tbe proceedings and 
agreements of the said commissioners shall be, as soon as 
possible, uansmitted to the Presid: nt of the United States, 
lo be by him submitted to Congress, with such recommend. 
ations as tue circumstances, in his opinion, may require, for 


the approval and action of Congress thereupon; and the | 


said agreement, when approved by the Cougress of the 
United Sues and the Legistature of the State of Texas, 
shalt be obligatory upon the parties.” 

Mr. ITALE moved to amend the amendment by 
adding thereto as follows; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“ And the rights both of the United States and of Texas 
to the territory in dispute shall remain the same as they 
were at the date of the exchange of the ratifications of the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and neither party shall be pre- 
judiced by anything which has subsequently occurred, nor 
shall either party take any further steps to reduce those 
rights to possession until after said commissioners shall 
! have heen appointed, and the duties devolved upon them 
by this act shail have been execured and performed, and 
Congress and Texas shall have acted definitely thereon.” 

Mr. CLAY said that he hoped that final action 
would be had to-day upon the bill. f 

Mr. CASS inquired where Congress received 
the power to enjoin upon a State to do or not to 
do a particular act. The amendment was a pro- 
hibition upon Texas. He did not know where 
such a power was given by the Constitution. 

After some remarks from Mr. HALE in ex- 
planation of his amendment, the question was then 
taken, and the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Douglas, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Nor- 
ris, Pearce, Seward, Shields, Spruance, Underwood, Up- 
ham, Wates, and Walker—23, 

NAYS.—Messrs, Atchison, Barnwell, Bright, Butler, 
Cass, Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dickin- 
son, Dodge of Iowa, Dawns, Felch, Foote, Houston, Huri- 
ter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason; Morton, Phelps, Pratt, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, Whitcomb, and 
Yulee—30, 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out of the 
amendment the words, ‘ with such recommenda- 
lions as the circumstances, in his opinion, may re- 
quire for the approval and action of Congress 
thereupon.” And he stated his objections to those 
words. ’ A 

Mr. BRADBURY said that if the motion to 
strike out were withdrawn, he would move to 
amend his own amendment. 

Mr. BENTON withdrawing his motion, Mr. 
BRADBURY moved to amend his own amend- 
ment by making the last part of the last sentence 
but one read as follows: 

And the proceedings and agreement of the said commis- 
sioners shall be, as early as practicable, transmitted to the 
President of the United States, to be by him submitted to 
Congress fer its action ereupon, 

And the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON moved to add to the amendment 
as amended, the following provision: 

Provided, ‘That in agreeing upon said boundary line be- 
tween the territory of the United States and ute said State 
of Texas, the said commissioners shall agree upon no fine 
which does not exclude every portion of New Mexico, 
whether lying on the east or the west side of the Rio Grande, 
from Texas, and which they do not believe to be the true 
and legitimate boundary between New Mexico and ‘flexes. 

He supported his amendment as a provision 
highly just and proper, as a protection to the rights 
secured by the treaty of Hidalgo to the people of 
New Mexico. 

Mr. RUSK briefly replied, in maintenance of 
the right of Texas. 

Mr. BALDWIN supported the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri. fle examined the 
whole subject of the respective tities of Texas and 
New Mexico, and maintained that Texas had no 
lawful right to the territory in dispute, ” 

Mr. DAWSON read from a speech of Mr. Ben- 
TON, made some time in June, to show that then 
it was contended that New Mexico was no party 
to the controversy, and that it was really a con- 
troversy between the United States and Texas. 

Mr. BENTON replied. 

Mr. BRADBURY defended his amendment from 
the objections made to it by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. DOUGLAS opposed the amendment to the 
amendment... 

Mr. BENTON replied, and Mr. DOUGLAS 
rejoined, ars 

Messrs. DAVIS, of Mississippi, and HALE 
continued the debate upon the title of Texas, 

Mr. CLARKE moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion, and they were ordered, 

And the question being taken, resulted in the 
negative, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Miller, Morton, Phelps. 
Soulé, Turney, Upham, and Yulee—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Howa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felen, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, 
Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Schastian, Shields, Smith, Spru- 
ance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Waiker, and Whit- 
comb—ol, 


, Seward, 
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_The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Brenroy, and it was rejected, as 
follows: i ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Clarke, Davis 
ot Masnachusette; Dayton, Dodge of. Wisconsin, Greene, 

ale, Hamlin, Miller, Phelps, Seward; Smith, Upham, a d 
Walker—I6, : ; ? vt aa eng 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, 
rlen, Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Clay, Cooper, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dedge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Man- 
gim Mason, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, 
Soul pruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Wales 
Whitcomb, and Tulee_38° ¥ 7 i 

Mr. BENTON then moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding thereto as follows: 

“ Provided, ‘That the said commissioners, in agreeing upon 
the true line between the territory of the United States and 
the State of Texas, shall only agree upon such line as shall 
be, in their opinion, the true and legitimate boundary of the 
State of Texas.” 


Mr. MASON said that he had prepared an 
amendment which was somewhat similar to, but 
which he preferred to that of the Senator from 
Missouri.. The amendment was read, and was as 
follows: Strike out all of the amendment of Mr. 
Bravgury, after the word “ Texas,” where it first 
occurs, and insert, “upon the western boundary 
ofthe State of Texas, as it was when she was ad- 
mitted as a State into the Union.” 

Mr. BENTON withdrew his amendment, and 

Mr. MASON submitted his, as above. 

Mr. M. then addressed the Senate in support of 
his amendment for some time, when he gave way 
to ` 

Mr. TURNEY 
journ. ! 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and being taken, the motion was re- 
jected by the following vote: 

„ YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, 
Berrien, Builer, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Miller, Morton, Phelps, Se- 
ward, Smith, Soulé, Turney, Upham, and Yulee—26, 

. NAYS—Messrs. Badgér, Bradbury, Cass, Clay, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Lowa, Dougias, Downs, Felch, Foote, 
Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
Shields, Spraance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker, 
and Whitcomb—26. 

Mr. MASON then concluded his remarks in 
Support of his amendment. 

Mr. DAYTON suggested that the amendment 
would be more acceptable if it read the ** western 
and northern boundaries,” &c. 

Mr. MASON so modified his amendment. 

The debate was further continued upon the title 
of Texas and the effect of the amendment, by 
Messrs. HAMLIN, BRADBURY, and RUSK. 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate adjourn, 
but withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, who alluded to 
the apparent intention of the majority to force a 
vote upon the bill; and to the fact, that this being 
a great measure of compromise and harmony, it 
should hot be pressed to a vote. while two States 
were but half represented on the Aldor. The vacan- 
cies from those States would be filled in a few 
days, and then a fair vote could be had. 

Mr. FOOTE replied, and spoke of hig being in- 
formed that the two Senators who. had gone into 
the Cabinet, and who stood upon this bill opposed 
to each other, had paired off, 

Mr. CHASE said that he did not understand 
the late Senator from Ohio as having paired off. 

Mr. CLAY alluded to thé fact that it would be 
some time before the vacancies could be filled. 
The vote of the Senator from Massachusetts had 
been lost to the bill. Another friend of the bill 
was absent; but they could not wait forhim. If 
the vote was delayed, others perhaps would be 
absent.. PAR 

Mr. YULEE renewed his motion to adjourn, 
and the question being taken, it was decided in 
the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Butler, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge of Wiscossin, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Bunter, Mason, Miter, Morton, Phelps, Seward, 


Smith, Soulé, Turney, Upham, and Yulee—25. 
ht 
as, 


Barnwell; Bell, Ber- 


» who moved that the Senate ad- 


NAYS--Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bradbury, Bri 
Cass, Clay; Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge ef Iowa, Dou; 
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Downs, Felet,- Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, 
Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Wales, Walker, and Whitconth—97. 

Mr. MASON modified his amendment so as 
that the words to be inserted would read, ‘to run 
the western and northern boundaries of the State 
of Texas.” 

And the question being taken, the amendment 
was rejected, as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis? 
sippi, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hunter, Mason, Mifler, Morton, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, 
Boulé, Turney, Upham, Walker, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Bradbury, 
Bright, Cass, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Feleh, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, 
Mangum, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rask, Shields, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, and Whiteomb—29. 


Mr. RUSK proposed to add to the amendment 
that the said State of Texas is hereby declared 
entitled to all the rights she had in and to the ter- 
ritory east of the Rio Grande, which she had, or 
which she may have had, at any time, since the 
ratification of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. BENTON spoke of this bill being acom- 


Benton, Butler, 


promise, a measure of peace, a measure to restore || 


featernal feelings throughout the country. It ap- 
peared as if it was to be a forced measure—a 
measure to force people to love and embrace one 
another—a species of forced generosity. 

‘Mr. TURNEY moved that the Senate adjourn, 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and the 
motion was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Bauer, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Davis of Massachnsetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Davion, Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Miller, 
hastian, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Turney, 
ham, and Yulee—2s. 


NAYS—Messts. Atchison 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 


Underwood, Up- 


Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, Norris, Pratt, Rask, | 
Shields, Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, and Whit. | 


comb—25, 
And the Senate at five o’clock adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, July 26, 1850. 

The Journal was read. 

Mr. MILLSON said, from the reading of the 
Journal it appeared that the petition of Mr. Baury, 
of Boston, from which the‘Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims was, on his motion, discharged, 
was ordered to lie on the table. His motion was, 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. He hoped the Journal 
would be corrected accordingly. 

The Journal, as amended, was approved. 
EXPENDITURES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, asked leave to offer a 
resolution, which, he said, had been adopted by the 
Senate, and to which he trusted no objection would 
be made, as it would be found necessary for the 
information of all the members of the House pre- 
vious to action which they would be called upon 
to take. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 
ed to communicate to this House the amount of money paid 


in each year since. 1790, out of the Treasury of the United 
States, to be expended in the District of Columbia, designa- 


ting the amount expended in the city of Washington from |! 


the amount expended in other parts of said District; desig- 
nating, also, the amounts expended for public buildings, and 
stating what buildings; the amount for public grounds, for 
streets, roads, bridges, and canals; also the amount ex- 
pended for books, maps, paintings, and statuary, respective- 
ly; and the amounts for miscellaneous objects not herein 
specified. 

No objection being made, : 

The resolution was received; and, the question 
being taken, was adopted. 

COURTS IN TENNESSEE. 

Mr, ANDERSON, by the unanimous consent 
of the House, introduced a bill to change the time 
of holding the District Court of the United States 
for the eastern division of the State of Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. A. asked that the bill be putupon its passage. 

Mr. ANDERSON said: Mr. Speaker, { have 


Morton, Phelps, Se- | 


, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Clay, | 


i 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 


j ly considered, and, if proper, 


been ‘seeking an opportunity for a considerable 
time to introduce this measure, and-should objec 
tion be now urged, I know not when an opportue 
nity will-be likely to oceur. Ae 

In addition to my own knowledge of the import- 
ance of the change contemplated by this bill,iw 
the time of holding the District Court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Tennessée, I will 
say to the House that J have received a number of 
letters upon the subject, from gentlemen in my 
district, who are more or less interested in this 
matter. I will'merely state, that the change is 
sought because the time now fixed by law for the 
holding of this court at Knoxville, in East Ten- 
nessee, is so near the time fixed for holding the 
court at Jackson, in West Tennessee, that it’ is 
impossible for the judge to attend at both places; 
and as Jackson is more convenient to- him than 
Knoxville, he generally goes there from Nashville; 
and thus East Tennessee’ is deprived entirely of 
all the benefit that would- acerue to her people 
from having the United States court “held regus 
larly at Knoxville, as the law contemplated. I 
have fixed the time on the first Monday in May in 
each year, because I learn that the court is he'd at 
Nashville on the first Monday in March, the time 
suggested by most of those who have written me 
on the subject as the most suitable time for hold- 
ing the court at Knoxville. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved the re~- 


į ference of the bill tothe Judiciary Committee, and 


said, he had no desire to place himself in opposition 
to the request of his colleague; but, having received 
no instructions on the subject, and not being in- 
formed that, while it accommodated the people of 
lower East Tennessee, it would not discommode the 
people of upper East Tennessee, he thought the 
proper course would be to refer the bill to the Jus. 
diciary Committee, by whom it would be prompt- 

speedily reported 
back. In the mean time, the House would be 
enabled to ascertain the facts, and be prepared to 
act understandingly. 

Mr. ANDERSON (resuming) said: I hope my 
colleague will permit the bill to pass without’ the 
reference which he suggests, as it is now very late in 
the session. The business of the House is very far 
behind hand, and it may not be in the power of 
the House to act upon this bill at any future time. 
It involves no principle except that of convenience 
to the people of East Tennessee and the judge of 
the district court; and if it should so turn out that 
some other day will suit better than the one [ 
have fixed upon in the bill, that amendment or 
change could be made in the Senate, without de- 
laying the passage of the bill. I trust my col- 


| league will withdraw his motion to refer, and let 


the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. JOHNSON insisted on his motion. 

The question was taken, and the bill was re- 
ferred. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired what was the order 
of business? 

The SPEAKER replied, the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Agriculture, made 
yesterday; and stated that the motion pending 
was to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CROWELL. Would it be competent for 
me to move the previous question? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it would not, 
because the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Brown] was entitled to the floor. 


HOMESTEADS. 


The bill to encourage agriculture and for ether 
purposes, was then taken up. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (who was entitled 
to the floor,) said: When arrested in the progress 
of my remarks yesterday, I was about to-say that 
I approved of the main object of the bill reported 
by the Committee on Agriculture, and which had 
been advocated with so much zeal snd ability‘by - 
the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. Jounson.] £ 
was about to say that my judgment approved thé 
policy of supplying, by some appropridte means, 
a home to every citizen. 
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Ours is essentially an. agricultural community. ` 
The national. prosperity of this country, more than 
any other, depends upon the production of its soil. 
Whatever tends to increase that production, en- 
hances the national wealth, and, by consequence, 
increases the national prosperity. The first care of 
this nation shouldbe to promote the happiness 
and prosperity of its citizens; and acting on this 
hypothesis, it has been my constant aim to pro- 
mote the passage of all laws which tended to ame- 
liorate the condition of the toiling millions, 

I have always thought, and now think, that 
gome salutary reform in our land system, by which 
a fixed. and permanent home should be placed 
within the reach of every citizen, however hymble 
his condition in life, would promote. the national 
prosperity, add to the wealth of the States, and 
give fresh impetus to the industry and perse- 
verance of our people. * 

Trepeat, sir, that I am for giving to every man 
in. the United States a home—a spot of earth—a 
place on the surface of God’s broad earth which 
shall be his against the demands of all the world— 
a place where, in the full enjoyment of all his 
senses, and the full exercise of all his faculties, he 
may look upon the world, and with the proud con- 
sciousness of an American citizen, say, this is my 
home, the castle of my defence; here 1 am free 
from the world’s cold frowns, and exempt from 
the Shylock demands of inexorable creditors. 
These, sir, are my sentiments, long entertained, 
and now honestly expressed; nor am I to be de- 
terred from. their advocacy by any general out- 
cry. . Call these sentiments Socialism, Fourierism, 
Freesoilism—call them what you please—say this 
is the doctrine of ‘‘ vote yourself a farm’’—say it 
is anti-rentism—say what you please,—it is the 
true doctrine; it embraces great principles, which, 
if successfully carried out, will lead us on to higher 
renowf as a nation, add to the wealth of the sep- 
arate States, and do more for the substantial hap- 
piness of the great mass of our people than all your 
other legislation combined. 

Congress has been in session nearly eight 
months, and what have you done?—what have you 
been trying to do? More than six months of that 
time has been expended in attacking and defend. 
ing the institution of slavery,—the North depre- 
ciating and trying to destroy the sixteen hundred 
millions of dollars invested in this species of prop- 
erty; and the South, forgetting for a season her 
party differences, banding together for the defence 
of this vast interest. Sometimes the monotony of 
this tedious drama has been relieved by a glance 
at other matters,—a member has appeared to ad- 
vocate the manufacturing interests, or possibly to 
put on foot some grand scheme of internal im- 
provement. But, whatever has been said in alle 
our discussions, or by whomsoever it has been 
said, ‘the upper ten” have been constantly in 
view. No one has thought it worth his while to 
take account of the wants of the millions who toil 
for bread. The merchants and the manufacturers, 
the mariners and the speculators, the professions 
and the men of fortune everywhere, have their 
advocates on this floor. I speak to-day for the 
honest, hard-fisted, warm-hearted toiling millions 
—I speak here, in the councils of this nation, as I 
speak in the midst of my constituents; and whilst 
Ido not object to the consideration which you give 
to other interests and other pursuits, I stand up 
here to demand even-handed justice for the honest 
but humble cultivator of the soil. 

I cannot forget my allegiance—I know the men 
whose devotion sustains this Government—I know 
the men whose friendship sustains me against the 
attacks of slander and the malignity of the inter- 
ested few. For them I speak, and by no senseless 
ery of demagogism, will I be turned from my 
purpose of vindicating their rights on this floor. 

Talk, sir, of your lordly manufacturers, your 
princely merchants, your professional gentry, and 
your smooth-tongued politicians. The patriousm 
of onë simple-hearted, honest old farmer would 
outweigh them all; and, for private friendship, I 
had rather have the hearty good will of one of 
those plain old men than the hypocritical smiles 
of as many of your smooth-tongued, oily fellows 
as would fill this Capitol from its dome to its buse. 

It is my fortune to represent a constituency in 
which is mingled wealth and poverty;—whilst some 
are wealthy, and many possess more than a com- 
petency, there are many others on whom poverty 
has fixed his iron grasp. All, I hope, are patriotic. 


But, sir, if I were ‘going to hunt for patriots who 
could be trusted in every emergency; patriots 
who would pour out their blood like water, and. 
who would think it no privation to lay down their 
lives in defence of their country, 1 would go among 
the poor, the squatters, the preémptors, the hardy 
sons of toil. Though I should expect to find pa- 
triots every where, | know I should find them here. 

Sir, in the great matter of legislation shall men 
like these be neglected? I invoke gentlemen to 
forget for a moment the loom and the furnace, the 
storehouse, and the ships on the high seas, and go 
with me to the houses of these people; listen to 
the story of their wrongs, and let us. together do 
them justice. 

Men in affluent circumstances know but little 
of the wants of other men, and, unfortunately, care 
less for the miseries of the poor. Rocked in the cra- 
dle of fortune from infancy to manhood, they do 
not understand why it is that some men toil with 
poverty all their lives, and die at last in penury. 
Let gentlemen picture to themselves a man reared 
in humble life, without education, and with no 
fortune but his hands; see him going into the wild 
woods with a wife and a family of small children, 
there, by his unaided exertions, to rear his hum- 
ble dwelling, to clear the forest and make way for 
his planting. See him after the toils of the day 
are over, returning to that humble dwelling to re- 
ceive the smiles of his wife and hear the merry 
prate of his little children. Watch him as he 
moves steadily and firmly on from day to day; 
fancy to yourself his heart buoyant with hope as 
he marks the progress of his growing crop, and 
pictures to himself the happiness of his wife and 
little children when he shall have gathered the re- 
ward of his summer’s toil, sold it, and with the 
proceeds secured this his humble home. 

Look, sir, at this scene; gaze on that sun-burnt 
patriot, for he is worthy of your admiration. Now 
go with me one step further, and behold the 


seasons, low prices, disease, a bad trade, or some 
unforeseen disaster has overtaken him. His year 
of honest industry is gone—the time has come 
when Government demands her pay for this poor 
man’s home. He is without money—Govern- 
ment, with a hard heart and inexorable will, turns 
coldly away, and the next week or the next month 
she sells her land, and this man’s labor, his hum- 
ble house and little fields, are gone. The specu- 
lator comes, aod with an iron will, turns him and 
his family out of doors; and all this is the act of 
his own government—of a Government which has 
untold millions of acres of, land. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, let me ask you, can this man lovea gov- 
ernment that treats him thus? 


have put out the fire of patriotism in Washington’s 
breast, and almost justified the treachery of Arnold. 

Instead of treating her citizens thus, I would 
have this Government interpose its strong arm to 
protect them from the iron grasp of the heartless 
speculator. By doing so, youencourage industry, 
promote happiness, develop the resources of the 
soil, make better men and purer patriots. In a 


out the possibility of doing harm. 

Not having seen the bill reported by the com- 
mittee under circumstances which afforded an op- 
portunity for a critical examination, 1 am not 
prepared to say that its details meet my approba- 
tion. 

1 am disinclined to give to the settler an abso- 
lute tile to lands. I am so, sir, because I would 
secure him in the possession of his home against 
his misfortunes, and even against his own improvi- 
dence. If he is an honest and industrious man, 
he should have a home where that honest heart 
could repose in peace, and where the hand of in- } 
dustry could find employment. If he be dishonest, 
give hima home where, in the bosom of his family, 
he may hide his shame, and where they may find 
shelter from the frowns of a cruel world. lf he is 
idle and worthless, give him a home where his 
wife and children may toil,and, by their example, 
bring him back to habits of honest industry. in 
any and in every event, give him a home, and se- 
cure him in the possession of that home, against 
al] the contingencies of life and vicissitudes of 
fortune. When you have done this, rest satisfied 
that- you have at least made a better man,and 
done something towards the general prosperity. 


destruction of all these fairy visions, blighting | 


Never, sir, never. | 
To do so, he should be more than man, and į 
scarcely less than God. Treatment like this would | 


word, you perform a vast amount of good with- 


E. July 26, 


My own scheme has been reduced tothe form 
of a bill, and:before I take my seat I beg leave to 
send it to the Clerk’s desk, that it may be read— 
premising that 1 am wedded to no special plan. 
The object is a good one; it meets my cordial 


i approbation, and 1 shall most heartily unite in 


any scheme which gives: reasonable promise of 
success. E 
I offer the paper which I hold in my hand as a 
substitute for the original proposition, and” aak 
that it may be included in the motion to print. 
Mr. B.’s proposition was read. 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert as follows: 


That the laws now in force, granting preémption to ac- 
tual settlers on the public lands, shal! continue until other- 
wise ordered by Congress, and that We same be extended 
to all the Territories of the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘hat from and after the 
passage of this act, the rights of preëmptors shal) be per- 
petnated: that is to say, persons acquiring the right of pre- 
emption shali retain the same without disturbance, ard 
without payment of any kind to the United States, but on 
these conditions: First, The preémptor shall not sell, 
alienate, or dispose of his or her right for a consideration, 
and if he or she voluntarily abandons one pre émption and 
claims another, po right shall be acquired by such claim, 
until the claimant shall firs: have testified, under oath, be- 
fore the register of the land office when the elaim is pre- 
ferred, that he or she has voluntarily abandoned his or her 
original preé mption, and that no consideration, reward or 
payment of any kind has been reeeived, or is expected, di- 
rectly or indirectly, as an inducement for such abandon- 
ment; and any person who shall testify falsely in such case, 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury. Second: Any person 
claiming and holding the right of preémption to lands under 
this act, may be required by the State within whieh the 
same lies, to pay taxes thereon jv the same manner, and to 
the same extent, as if he or she owned the said land in fee 
simple; and in ease such lands are sold for taxes, the pûr- 
chaser shall acquire the right of preémption only, Third: 


| Absence of the preémptor and his family for six consecutive. 


months, shail be deemed an abandonment, and the Jang é 
shall, in such case, revert to the United States, and be sub- 
ject to the same disposition as other public lands. 

Sec. 3. And be ù further enacted, That lands pre&mpted, 
and the improvements thereon, shall not be subject to exe- 
cution sale, or other sale for debt; and all contracts made 
in reference thereto, intended in anywise to atienate the 
right, or to embarrass or disturb the preémptor in bis or her 
occupancy, shall be absolutely null and void. ~ 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the preémptor 
may, at any time, at bis or ber diseretion, enter the lands 
preémpted, by paying therefor to the proper ufficer of the 
United States one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, ‘Phat in case of the pre- 
emptor's death, if a married man, bis right shall survive to 
his widow and infant children, but the rights of the older 
children shail cease as they respectively come*of age, or 
when they reach the age of twenty-one years; in all cases 
the right of preémptiou shall remain in the youngest child. 
Aud in case of the death of both father and mother, leaving 
an infant child or children, the executor, administrator, or 
guardian, nay at any time within twelve mouths after such 
death, enter said preémpted lands in the name of said infant 
child or children, or the said preéaiption, together with the 
improvements On the tands, inay be deemed property, and 
as such, sold for the benefit of said infants, but for no other 
purpose, and the purchaser may acquire the right of the 
deceased preémptor by such purchase. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, that the 
subject embraced in this bill was one which was 
entitled to the respectful consideration of the 
House, but he did not think that the House was 
now ready to consider it. He believed the pend- 
ing motion was to refer the bill to the Committee 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. STANTON. To get the subject out of the 
way, in order that the call of the committees for 


| reports may be ‘proceeded with, I move the pre- 


vious question. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Is not the pend- 
ing motion to refer, and to print? 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is the motion. 

‘The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. ; 

Mr. HUBBARD desired to be informed by the 
Speaker whether it would now be in order to 
move that the bill be made the special order for a 
certain day. 9 

The SPEAKER said, the motion was not now 
in order. £ 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative without a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on.the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

And, by general consent, the substitute amend- 
ment, which Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, had given 
notice of his intention to offer, waa also ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. MORSE moved a reconsideration of the 
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vote by which the bill-had been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. M. said, he had made the motion to recon- 
sider, in order that he might have an opportunity 
of submitting a few remarks on this bill. He re- 


garded it as one of the most important measures. 


that had ever been brought to the consideration of 
Congress, and while some three or four speeches 
had been made in favor of taking the public lands 
of this Government for the purpose of making pen- 
sioners and voters, not a word on the other side of 
the question had yet been heard. ~ : 

He expressed a strong desire to see the cogent 
reasons put forth by the committee in favor of this 
monstrous system of corruption, by giving away 
the public property for the ‘purpose of making 
voters, Gentlemen who were never willing to 
vote a single: dollar for the payment of the just 
debts of the Government, felt no kind of hesitation 
about taking the public domain, and converting it 
into a great political machine for the manufacture 
of votes. And what reason was there for this 
great display of liberality, when every citizen had 
the right of obtaining a homestead for a dollar and 
a quarteran acre? This new scheme might do well 
enough as long as the public lands last. We may 
go.ouand buy men for the consideration of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres. But what was to be done when 
these public lands shall have been exhausted by 
this process? He declared his inability to understand 
this thing in any other light than that in which he 
had presented it. It was a system of humbugging 
which he would always make a point of opposing. 
There was a little too much of this going forward, 
in the name of the dear people, and pæfessedly 
for their benefit. He was as much a friend of the 
people as any gentleman on this floor. But no 
man could shut his eyes to the fact, that this is one 
of the grossest schemes for corrupting the people 
which had ever been devised. And he could not 
avoid expressing his regret to see even a distin- 
guished Senator acting in a manner so unworthy 
of his station, asto lend his sanction to this scheme 
of giving away. the public money out of the Treas- 
ury, by distributing the public lands, which is the 
same as giving money, without any consideration. 

The system under which we have for some 
time acted was a good one. We have reduced 
the price of the public lands to $1 25 the acre. 
He was willing to reduce the price still lower, in 
order to give every honest man an opportunity to 
ovtain a home. But he was not disposed to place 
the public lands in the possession of every unprin- 
cipled, loafing scoundrel who might choose to take 
them. Any man hasit in his power to obtain as 
much as he likes of these public landsat $1 25 the 
acre. And if it was. deemed necessary to make 
the price still lower—and he admittéd that there 
were lands.in the State of Louisiana not worth 
twenty-five cents an acré—why, he was willing 
to reduce the price, and to go before his constitu- 
ents on that vote. But he was opposed to this 
mode of giving away money out of the public 
Treasury. Any one who desires to obtain one 
hundred and sixty acres of these lands can obtain 
them at an easy rate. 

He reminded the House that the public lands had 
been pledyed to pay the debis incurred in the pro- 
secution of the war with Mexico. The money was 
borrowed for the purpose of carrying on that war, 
and he was not disposed to give away the lands 
which were thus pledged. We have had above 
twenty propositions here and in the other House, 
to give away these lands for the benefit of the dear 
people, and for the benefit of his people among the 
rest. If there were honest men who desired to 
settle on the public lands, they should buy them, 
and not come here in the attitude of beggars; and 
he assured such persons that they would never get 
any of these lands by his vote. oe 

When the proposition was made here to contrib- 
ute to the relief of the starving people of Ireland, 
he bad felt himself compelled, with great reluc- 
tance, to givé his vote against the bill, because he 
believed that we were sent here to carry on the le- 
giumate business of the Government, and that we 
had uo constitutional power to appropriate any of 
the public money to such an object. “He adverted 
to other cases also, which had a strong claim on 
the sympathies of Congress, but which had been 
Opposed by. distinguished members on the same 
ground. { 

He expressed a hope that the bill and the amend- 


[Mr. Brown] would be printed. The wrong of 


ment proposed. by the gentleman-from Mississippi 
the bill, in giving the fee simple-of one “hundred 
and sixty acres of land to every citizen who was 
the head of a family, consisted in taking a certain. 
amount out of the-public Treasury. The property, 
once transferred to the séttler, becomes subject to 
the debts of the individual: "The Government can 
exercise no-further control-over it. Out of our 
great love and admiration for the dear people, we 
give them these lands; and, as soon as an individual 
under this law enters on the land he has selected 
for cultivation, he becomes free to do as he pleases 
with the property. 

The plan of the gentleman from Mississippi 
was constructed for the purpose of making voters, 
so long as a man, or his son, or his son’s son, 
may remain a settler on the property. He is 
placed in the possession of the land, but he is not 
the owner. He may incur debts, but the land on 
which he lives is not responsible for those debts, 
as it would be were he the bona fide owner. This 
plan makes him a pensioner of the Government. 
He may be a rascal and a swindler, or he inay 
turn out the real Simon Pure. 

In every view, he asked, if it was possible 
that the House did not discover in this plan the 
most monstrous system of corruption that had 
ever been attempted since the commencement of 
our Government? Ele was not desirous of pro- 
tracting this debate; but he was desirous to make 
some motion which would have the effect of put- 
ting an end to it for the present. He proposed to 
move that the further consideration of the bill be 


teman from Louisiana {Mr, Morse}: had yielded 
the floor. to the gentleman from. Alabama [Mr. 
Hossarp] for an explanation; and not fra. 
speech, : Ah, tee 

The SPEAKER.- The point’ of order is well 
taken, and the Chair must sustain it, The Chair 
has repeatedly ruled, and -does now, that where 
the floor is yielded for the purpose of explanation, 
it is notin order io. go- into any. general remarks, 

Some conversation followed. between Messrs. 
JONES, HUBBARD, and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Weli, I:hope that the House 
will give this subject such a direction, "as thata 
fair investigation may be made into the best method 
of disposing of the public lands. oa 

Mr. MORSE took the floor, and moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; but yielded 
1 to— 4 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, who said: Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana, |Mr. 
Morss,] in the progress of his remarks, was un- 
derstood by me to assume the ground that my 
proposition is unconstitutional. I did not, as you 
know, Mr. Speaker, undertake to explain, much 
less to vindicate that proposition. lts provisions 
are so few and so simple, that it may be well left 
to speak its own vindication, even against the fu- 
rious assault of the honorable gentleman. 

It proposes simply to perpetuate a law which 
has stood for years on your statute book, an hon- 
orable monument to the wisdom and: justice of 
Congress. To-day, for the first time, it has been 
discovered to be unconstitutional. The preémp- 
tion law struggled into existence against the com- 


postponed to a certain day. If he moved to post- |p ined opposiuon of many of the first minds in the 


pone the bill until the 4th of March, 1851, he 
wished to ask of the Chair if that motion would 
be debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject until the 3d of 
March next, is not debatable 

Mr. MORSE. Will debate be in order if I move 
to postpone until the 6th of March? 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be en- 
tertained. 

Mr. MORSE. 1 move to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table, . 

Mr. HUBBARD appealed to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Morse] to withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MORSE withdrew, for the purpose, he said, 
of allowing the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hupparp] to make an explanation. 

Mr. HUBBARD remarked, that he was willing 
to enter upon this discussion with the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and all of 
those who opposed reducing and graduating those 
public lands, so as to do justice between citizen 
and citizen. He, therefore, wished no vote taken 
which would prevent a thorough investigation of 
the whole land system of the United States. 

There was no part of the policy heretofore pur- 
ued by the Government in disposing of the pub- 
ic lands which was wise and statesman-like, ex- | 


country. It has received the repeated sanction of 
Congress, and to-day I know of no man from the 
new Siates who desires its repeal, or who has the 
boldness to avow such desire if he feelsit. In- 
stead of limiting the right of the preémptor to one 
year or two years, | simply propose to perpet- 
uate that right, and this is the measure whicn the 
astute genuieman from Louisiana says is. uncon- 
stitutional. l shall not stop to vindicate the meas- 
ure from such a charge. The Government hag 
full power to dispose of the public lands, and in the 
exercise of this power, it has trom uwe to time 
reduced the price, and in many hundred instances 
given them away. i 

E ask the honorable gentleman if the act by 
which five hundred thousand acres of the public 
lands were given to the State of Louisiana, was 
unconstitutional? Were the various acts giving 
lands to the States, Louisiana among the rest, lor ed- 
ucational purposes, unconstitutional? Did the hon= 
orable gentleman violate the Constitution last year, 
when he voted to give to his own State five mil- 
lions of the public lands for works of internal im- 
provement? Did we all violate the Constitution 
the other day, when we voted bounty lands to the. 
soldiers of the last war with Great britain and all 
our indian wars ? 

No one Knows better than the honorable gentle- 
man, that this Government has habitually given 


cept the policy of surveying them properly. 


away the public Jands—given them to ‘the Diäten 


The first method adopted was to sell them on 
long credits, of five years; and then they were sold 
at such enormous prices that payments were never 
made—say $20, $40, $60, and in some cases $100 
per acre were bid atthe sales. These prices ruined 
the country, and never could be paid. The Gov- 
ernment then was carried to the opposite extreme, 
and fixed the price of the public lands all at one 
price: one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, as 
well for the best rich bottom land, as for the poor- 
est wire-grass pine barrens. Was this just and 
upright?) Was there a man here from any of the 
older States who would pretend that it was just? 
You all know (said Mr. H.) that it is not. Then, 
what excuse have you for not altering the mode, 
and doing justice? 

Mr. H. further argued, that a policy could be 
adopted just in itself to all, by graduating the 
lands according to quality of soil, to be judged of 
by the time it had been in market—securing, in 
all cases, the rights of occupants at each grade of 
reduction from being removed by any other buyer, 
and prohibiting forever any one from. buying up 
lerge tracts, 

{Mr. H. spoke at some length. His remarks | 
will be published more fully in the Appendix.] 


for internal-improvement purposes; given them to 
establish colleges and primary schools; given tuem 
to railroad and canal companies; given them to 
States and to soulless corporations, for almost 
every vonceivable purpose; and all tnis has been 
done within the Consutution; but now, sir, when 
it is proposed to allow the humble citizen to reside 
on these lands, the gentiewan starts up as though 
he had just descenued from another world, and 
starues us with a declarauon that we are violaung 
the Constitution. 

it has pleased the honorable member to denomi- 
nate this asa villainous measure; and with great 
emphasis he declares, that its Supporters . are 
demagogues. it wili not surprise you or others, 
Mr. Speaker, if | speak warmly 1n reply to lan- 
guage like this. The gentieman was pieased to 
extract the poison from his suing, by declaring 
that he used these words in no offensive sense, 
in reply, i shall speak plainly, but within the rules 
of decorum., : 

“ Demagoguing’’—‘* demagoguing,”” says the 
| honorable geneman, ‘for tue votes of the low, 
Hi bred vagrants and vagabonds.” Sir, this -is 
strange language, coming from that quaner: > $- 
know sonithing of the genleman’s consuluents. 
Many of the best of them are of ibis: despised 


Mr. FOWLER (before Mr. H. had concluded 
the remarks he intended to submit) interposed to | 
a point of order. Mr. F. submitted that the gen- | 


cast; many of them are the low, ili-bred, våga- 
bonds, of which the gentleman has been speaking. 


$ 


-Many, very many, of them are squatters -on the 
public lands. Sir, 1 should: like to hear. the hon- 
-orable gentleman making the same speech in one 
of the upper parishes of Louisiana, which he has 
this day pronounced in the American Congress. 
Lean well conceive how his honest constituents, 
the squatters, would. stare and. wonder, to hear a 
gentleman, so bland and courteous last year, now 
gaharsh and cruel. Yes, sir, the gentleman’s 
squatter constituents would stand aghast to hear 
the Representative denouncing them as a dirty, 
ill-bred set of vagabonds and scoundrels—when 
the candidate, with a face all wreathed in his 
blandest smile, had told them they were the clev- 
` erest fellows in the world! 

It may do very well, Mr. Speaker, for gentle- 
men, when they come on to Washington, to get 
upon stilts and talk after this fashion. It may 
sound beautiful in the ears that are here to catch 
the sound, thus to.denounce a measure intended to 
relisve-the poor. man’s wants as villainous, and its 
advocates as demagogues. But, sir, I take it upon 
myself to say there is not a congressional district 
in the West or Southwest where a candidate for 
Congress would dare to use such language. 

Sir, I know very well how popular electioneer- 
ing canvasses are conducted, and bold and valiant 
as the gentleman is, he would scarcely commit the 
indiscretion of saying to any portion of the voters 
in his district that they were an ill-bred set of 
vagabonds, and if he did, they would hardly com- 
mission. him to repeat the expression in Congress. 
Let me warn the gentleman that if the speech 
made by him to day shall ever reach his constitu- 
ents, it will sound his political death-knell. If Ie 
owed the gentleman any ill-will, which I take this 
occasion to.say I do not, it would be my highest 
hope that he would write outand print that speech 
just as he delivered it. i should at least have a 
comfortable assurance thatthe speech would be the 
last of its kind. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I have to repeat 
that, notwithstanding the maledictions of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, | am still for this proposi- 
tion; and though that gentleman may continue to 
denounce the squatters on the public lands as a 
worthless, ill-bred set of vagabonds, I am still their 
friend. They are honest men, pure patriots, and 
upright citizens. They are worthy of our care. 
If the candidate can afford to flatter them for their 
votes, the Representative should not skulk the re- 
sponsibility of voting to protect their interests. I 
hold but one language, and it shall be the language 
of honest sincerity. 1 would scorn to flatter a 
poor squatter for his vote in the swamps of Loui- 
siana, and then stand up before the American Con- 
gress as his Representative and dendunce him as 
a worthless vagabond. 

Sir, if the men are worthless the women are not, 
and I could appeal to the well-known gallantry of 
the honorable member to interpose in their behalf. 
Tf you will-do nothing for the ruder sex, interpose 
the strong arm of the law to shield the women and 
children, at least, from the rude grasp of the ava- 
ricious speculator. If a man be worthless, let the 
appeal go up for his wife and little children. Se- 
cure them a home, and that wife will make that 
home her castle. It will shelter her and her little 
children from the rude blasts of winter, and the 
rude blows ofa wicked world. She will toil there 
for bread, and with her own hand planta shrub, 
perchance a flower. She will malfe it useful by 
her industry; and adorn it by her ingenuity. Give 
it to: her, sir, and she will iavoke such blessings 
on your: head a pious woman alone can ask. 

I ihank the gentleman from Louisiana, not for 
his speech, but for his courtesy in giving me a 
part of his time in which to reply. 

In the course of Mr. B.’s remarks— 

Mr. FOWLER. rose toa point of order. He 
submitted, that the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Brown} had spoken once on this question. 

The SPEAKER said, that when the gentleman 
first addressed the House, it was on the motion to 
refer and to print, not on the motion to reconsider. 

So the point of order was overruled. 

Mr, B. having concluded— 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. MORSE earnestly. appealed to Mr. S. to 
withdraw the motion, to enable him (Mr. M.) to 
say a few words in reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] 

Mr. McMULLEN claimed the floor, and also 


l July 26, 


appealed to Mr. Sranron to withdraw the mo- 
tion. aye . 
Some conversation followed. 

Mr. STANTON withdrew the motion. 

-Mr. McMULLEN (to whom the floor had 
been awarded) rose for the purpose of making 
a few remarks in reply to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Morse.) He maintained that 
the gentleman was-not justified in the course of 
argument which ha- had- taken. While that gen- 
tleman threw the charge of demagogism against 
those who advocated this bill, he was himself play- 
ing the demagogue. He thanked the gentleman 
from Mississippi for obtaining the floor when he 
did, and for the prompt manner in which he had 
replied to the gentleman from Louisiana.. When 
he saw gentlemen, who came here clothed with 
a little brief congressional authority, standing up, 
and speaking of the people as the gentleman from 
Louisiana did; when he saw such expending all 
their sympathies on those only who were born 
with a silver spoon in their mouths, and opposing 
all propositions the effect of which was to benefit 


| the poor and industrious citizen, he could scarcely 


suppress his astonishment. He felt assured that 
if the gentleman from Louisiana were in the State 
of Louisiana, he would scarcely have the courage 
to hold there the language which he held here. 
He reminded the gentleman that the State of 
Louisiana had received her share of the proceeds 
of the public lands, and that she had also had her 
share of the surplus revenue. The State of Vir- 
ginia had scorned this proffered bribe. She had 
not as yet received her share, and she will not ac- 
cept it. But why were the laboring classes, the 
poor citizens of Virginia to be denied the portion 
of the public lands to which they were entitled ? 
He would like to hear some good reason why 
they should be thus excluded. 

The operation of the present occupant law is 
beneficial so far as it goes. But its benefits had 
resulted rather to the rich than to the poor. The 
bill now reported confers advantages on the poor 
settler, and rescues the public domain from the 
grasp of jobbers and pirates. He hoped the bill 
would be permitted to speak fairly for itself to the 
House. The amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi contemplates the extension 
of the occupant law, for the benefit of every poor 
man who is at the head of a family, and it was 
for the House to decide between the two proposi- 
tions. : 

But where was the evidence of corruption in this 
bill? Would the gentleman from Louisiana point 
out any clause in which it was tobe found? Was 
there anything in it more corrupt or more uncon- 
stitutional, than is to be found in all the bills grant- 
ing donations of the public lands to States or com- 
panies of individuals? Were all those bills liable 
to the charge of fraud and corruption? and if not, 
in what respect is this bill more obnoxious to 
such charges? The gentleman from Louisiana had 
expressed his belief that these lands would fall into 
the hands of rascals and swindlers. There might 
be in the district of country which that gentleman 
represents, such a low and contemptible class of 
persons as he describes; there was certainly none 
such in the district which he (Mr. McM.) repre- 
sented. If it could be shown that these lands were 
only to be granted to persons who loaf about cities 
and infest their suburbs, the apprehensions of the 
gentleman from Lofisiana might be well founded. 
But the bill is intended for the advantage of the 
poor, laborious, and deserving citizen, who is the 
head of a family, and who, with the aid of this 
privilege, will be enabled to bring up his children, 
and make them good citizens. 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and addressed the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McMoutien.) Does 
the gentleman from Virginia yield the floor? 

Mr. McMULLEN. I will yield to my colleague 
for explanation. 

Mr. BAYLY, remarking that he thought the 
people had been sufficiently vindicated, moved to 
proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. McMULLEN. Has the gentleman the 
right to make the motion? I ask my colleague, if 
it is courteous toward me? I yielded the floor 
for the purpose of explanation. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McMutten.) It was: 
not necessary for the gentleman to yield the floor. 
His colleague had the right to take the floor to 
move to proceed to.the business on the Speaker’s 


i the measure as demagogues. 


‘table. “The question is, Will the House proceed 


to. the consideration of businese on the Speaker’s 
table? * ; 

Mr. MORSE ‘hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Bayny].would not insist upon his mo- 
tion, and prevent him from replying to the remarks 
of gentlemen. > ; 

Mr. BAYLY said he felt it his duty to make 
the motion. But if the House.thonght proper to 
allow the gentleman from Louisiana to proceed, 
they could vote down the motion. j 

Mr. DANIEL inquired if a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole Elouse upon the private 
calendar would be in order? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it wonld not be. 
The only motion in order at thi time was the 
privileged motion to proceed to business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will it be in order now to 
move to lay this whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order, be- 
cause the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MeMux- 
LEN] has the floor, and cannot be interrupted by 
any other motion than the privileged motion which 


| ig now made. 


The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to proceed to the business 
on the Speaker’s table. f 

Mr. McMULLEN resumed. He did not intend 
to trespass on the attention of the House buta few 
moments longer. The bill,as reported from the Com- 
miitee on Agriculture, gives one hundredand sixty 
acres to every head of a family, who, at the time of 
the passage of this act, was not in the possession 
of any lamd. And it was proposed that this land 
should inure to the widow of the settler, provided 
that they held no lands at the passage of this law. 
He would be happy to see this privilege extended 
to every citizen who could not command the 
means of purchasing Jand. The bill contemplates 
an extension of the general preémption system, 
He was inclined to favor the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Mississippi. Was there 
any constitutional difficulty which operated on the 
mind of the gentleman from Louisiana? If so, he 
(Mr. McM.) was not able to discover it. ‘The 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hussann,] in his 
remarks, had stated that the poor settlers are now 
driven from post to pillow, by the rapacity of land 
speculators. There was no doubt that such a bill as 
the one now under consideration would be satisfac- 
tory to the people. If we were now to submit the 
question to the people, the dear people, as the gen- 
tileman from Louisiana called them, not less than 
four-fifths of this great nation would be found to be 
in favor of this bill, or some measure similar in 
its character. At least, this was his opinion. 
There appeared to him no good reason why the 
old States should not participate in the benefits of 
this bill. If the new States had a desire to appropri- 
ate the public lands, there was no good reason why 
the old States should not also come in for a share. 
He was unable to see the distinction between the 
bill which lately passed this House, giving bounty 
lands to. those who had rendered services to the 
country, in the various wars in which we have 
been engaged, and the present bill. There was no 
difference in principle. Congress has always 
been liberal in its grants of public jands to cor- 
porations. The State of Alabama had received 
donations of this kind. And all this was looked 
upon as very right and proper by gentemen. 
But when a proposition is made to extend the 
privileges of settling these lands to all the people, 


| then the gentleman from Louisiana starts up with 


an objection, and denounces all those who advocate 
He presumed the 
gentleman from Louisiana was one of those lords 
of the soil, who have a number of tenants occupy- 
ing the lands which belong to him. He would 
like to know what tenants occupied the property 
of the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. MORSE was understood to reply “ cattle!” 

Mr. McMULLEN charged the geritleman from 
Louisiana with ‘exhibiting more regard for his 
cattle than for his constituents. But it was nothis 
intention to extend this debate any further. He 
hoped the Ffouse would be induced to give this 
bill a fair chance. The Galphin claim, and all 
the other claims which have been annually pressed 
on this House, had not half the merit to: entitle 
them to the favor of Congress which this bill had. 
He trusted, therefore, that the bill would pasa. 
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Mr: FOWLER moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. `- ~ 
Mr. MORSE expressed. the 


to say a few words. 

Mr. FOWLER, after a remark not distinctly 
heard, relative to the number of speeches they had 
already heard, declined to withdraw. 

The question was taken, and 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the question 
was decided in the negative by the sound. 


‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the. 


yeas and nays. 

Various requests to withdraw thé motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
the demand for the yeas and nays, on behalf of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Morse.] The 
merit of his cause, I believe, is his ample defence. 
That is the reason why adhere to my demand. 

The question was taken upon the demand for 
the yeas and nays, and they were refused. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. - f 
-- The question recurring on the motion to lay on 

the table the motion to reconsider, was taken, and 
decided in the negative. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider— 

-Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, (among various 
competitors—Mr. Morse and others,) obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. MORSE. Have | the floor? 

The SPEAKER stated, that the gentleman from 
Louisiana having once spoken, the Chair could 
not again recognize him while other members. de- 
aired to speak. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed the motion to proceed to 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion, was not pressed at this time. 

After some conversatiqn between Mr, Morse 
and the Speaker— 

Mr. EVANS yielded the floor at request to Mr. 
Morss, for explanation.’ 

Mr. MORSE said, he had been assailed, in what 
certainly seemed to be a very vindictive spirit, by 
the gentleman from Mississippi; on account of his 
opposition to this measure. The gentleman had 
charged him with demagogism. A great master 
of the human mind had said, that the thief thinks 
each bush an officer, and by way of illustration, 
they were told of a man who, when walking 
through the woods, was struck by the limb of a 
tree, and having been accustomed to be arrested 
for debt, his only idea was that he was again ar- 
rested by an officer, and turning round he quietly 
demanded, at whose suit. 

He had had occasion to address the people of 
his district in relation to measures such as the one 
now: proposed, and: he had fairly and frankly de- 
clared to them, that heconsidered them to be dishon- 
est. He regarded such a course of proceeding as 
neither more nor,less than plundering the Govern- 
ment. There was an impediment in the naviga- 
tion of a river in his own State, which interrupted 
the whole commerce of the country, and although 
it came within Mr. Calboun’s idea of a work that 
belonged.to the General Government, as the river 
ran through three States, yet he had invariably 
opposed: the. appropriation of the funds of this 
Government for its removal. He believed it to be 
a work which: belonged to the States, and that this 
Government had nothing to do with it. 

But the distinguished and able advocates of the 
system of internal improvement, had supposed 
that he was going to do something anti-republican, 
something unconstitutional, because he had ven- 
tured to throw out a few ig eae of this kind. 
Now, the gentleman from. Mississippi (continued 
Mr. M.) thinks he has discovered a ‘‘mare’s nest,” 
and that he will gain great favor and popularity in 
Mississippi by announcing his discovery. Sir, 
said. he, did not the gentleman from Louisiana 
vote for giving some five millions of acres of 
swamp lands’ to the State of Louisiana? Well, 
sir, | did so, but that is no more applicable to the 
case in point, than the most remote thing can pos- 
sibly be. Sir, there are some millions of acres of 
public lands in Louisiana that are overflowed 
annually, and that.are not-worth a single cent to 
this Government. Louisiana has- reclaimed more 
than.three millions of dollars worth of these lands, 
which were not previously worth a cent. an acre. 
She: was obliged, for her own interests, to redeem 


those lands; We merely: asked- that we should 


‘bë permitted to 


hope that the gen- i 
tleman would. withdraw the motion, to allow him 


I am requested ‘to withdraw 


nitte: Haye a portion of the lands that 
we had thus rendered valuable. Bút Louisiana 
has been unable to obtain them; although she ap- 
péaled:to the justice of this Government for the 
payment of what might be regarded as a debt. 

e are going on still reclaiming these lands, and 
thereby adding millions of dollars to the wealth of 
the General Government. j 3 

Sir; strict constructionists. have voted to give 


away public lands by alternate sections, because 


such disposition of the alternate sections enhanced 
the value of the remaining sections, and because 
for every dollar and a quarter that would be kept 
out of the Treasury thereby, two dollars and a 
half would come in, as was the case with these 
lands in Louisiana. Ingall these cases there is 
some show of reason, some justification. But, sir, 
the proposition of the gentleman does not offer an 
earthly equivalent to the people of the United 
States; it does not offer a shadow of inducement, 
except, forsooth, to secure the affections of those 
to whom the lands are to be given. So, then, for 
the affection and love for the dear people, you 
take this land, that is pledged to pay those who 
have loaned you money to carry on the war 
against Mexico, without the least idea of bene- 
fiting the country thereby, but only to make 
votes for yourselves. 

The gentleman says that my denunciation of 
this thing is going to kill me politically; that I 
shall never disgrace, I suppose he would call it, 
or trouble this House again with my presence as 
a member, if these remarks of mine should ever 
reach the banks of the Sabine. I am perfectly 
willing, sir, that what I say here shall go to my 
constituents; and I hope that the reporters will 
take down what I say. I hold the same lan- 

uage in Louisiana that I do on this floor; and it 
Is for that reason that I will not lend myself to 
the support of this iniquitous bill. 

But I do not want to be misrepresented before 
the people of Louisiana. I know that there are 
gentlemen who, though they may appear very ! 
anxious to stand up for the rights of the people 
here, and use the expression, ‘the dear people, 
the good people, their kind and gentle friends,” 
are as far as they can possibly be from having the 
good of the people at heart. They are but making 
hollow professions of attachment to the interests 
of the people. The gentleman from Tennessee, 
when arguing this bill, declared that, according 
to his notion, it would be the greatest panacea 
on the face of the earth; that it would heal all 
the wounds of the country; cause the Government 
to be administered with economy, and do an amount 
of good hardly credible. 


Pa ! 
Are the ‘dear people’? so much better, so in- |! 


finitely purer, and more honest than members on 
this floor? Is it possible that the corrupting in- 
fluences of this House are such, that though we | 
may be honest people at home, we become so | 
corrupt that we are no longer fit to sit in this į 
House? . G 
Sir, there is no position in this country that I 

prize so highly as that of Representative of the 


tions or insinuations of the gentlé E A 
pitting language in my mouth whi ne ig 
tended to-hold in relation:to the pedplé.: When t 
used the expressions, vagabond and villain, E meant 
persons too idle and too lazy to work. Talluded, 
Tsay, to a class of people—I care not where they 
may be found—to whom such ternis’ are applica- 
ble. Sir, no man has a right to ask this Govern- 
ment to give him property any more than he has’ 
to ask that the Government shall give him his 
daily bread. And I cannot for my lifé perceive 
the difference between the systemi -of “taking these 
lands and giving them away to A B and ©, and 
taking the proceeds of the same lands out’ of the’ 
Treasury and giving them away in the same man- 
ner. 

Mr. M. having concluded— 

Mr. EVANS; of Maryland, resumed the floor, 

Mr. BAYLY again made the motion to proceed 
to business on the Speaker’s table. g 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, sifcested to 
the gentleman the propriety of letting the subject 
be disposed of, and not go over to consume’ their 
time another day. ; 

Mr. BAYLY acquiesced in the suggestion, and 
withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SWEETSER retiewed it: eee 

And the question beitig on the motion to’ pro- 
ceed to the business on the Speaker’s table 

Mr. DUER inquired what was the other m 

ending? Was it the motion to lay on the table 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion to lay. 
on the table had been rejected. The othér ques- 
tion was now upon agreeing to the motion to re- 
consider. 

The motion to proceed to business on the Speak- 
er’s table was put and agreed to. _ 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill 
from the Senate, entitled ‘An act to grant to 
the State of Wisconsin a donation of public land, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad fromthe, 
city of Milwaukee to the Mississippi river,” en 
was read a first and second time by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


_ MILITARY ACADEMY. k A 

On motion by Mr. HARRIS, of. Illinois, the 
House resolved itself into Committee.of the Whole - 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn in the chair, ) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriation for the support of the Military: 
Academy for the year ending 30th June,,1851... . 

Mr. BURT had yesterday. moved the-following:. 
amendment: fin See diges Pere ee 

Sec. 2. And. he it further enacted, That whenever «thes 
i dineal rank of the Superiutendent of ibe Military Academy, 
i shall he under the grade of Lieutenant Colonel, he. shall be 
entitled to the pay and: emoluments now allowed by law to 
i the Professor of Natural and Experimental Philosophy. 

The CHAIRMAN had ruled the amendment’ 
out of order. ' 

Mr. BURT had appealed from the decision— 

And the question was, ‘* Shall the decision: of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of. the. comi- 
mittee??? ; hy: 


people, because it is an independent one. And if | 
there is anything that I despise more than another, 
it is talking for Buncombe; making flattering 
speeches for the ear of the people; cajoling them, 
and making professions of great regard for them, 
and ‘an exhibition of great liberality towards them, 
by making them free’ donations of the public 
lands. 

But when the gentleman alludes to the women 
of this country, he approaches a subject upon 
which I will not yield to him. Sir, the State of 
Louisiana has done more than any other State has 
done towards elevating the character of females; | 
and it is the highest evidence of civilization. The 
degree of civilization and refinement of any people 
may be judged of by the estimation in which the 
female sex is held. In primitive times, females 
were treated almost as brutes; they were treated as 
property; as the servants of the men; and so they 
are in some countries even at this day. Sir, the law 
of Louisiana, in-relation to the marriage contract, 
leaving out religious feeling, makes it a civil con- 
tract, in which the parties are equal, and every 
dollar that is earned by the industry and intelli- 
gence of the man, and saved by the domestic vir- 
tues and economy of the woman, belongs equally 
to both. Sir, a people who have such a monu- 
ment of their fame as that, need’ no eulogy from 
me. And I repudiate all such ideas as the sugges- 


The question was taken, and’ ee 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it was‘ decided ‘in’ 
the affirmative. : i 

Mr. BURT called for tellers: 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Jones and 
Corwin were appointed. ae 

Mr. CROWELL requested the Chairmati to 
state the question. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question on’ the 
appeal. ; 

The tellers took the question, and after consiđer= 
able difficulty in obtaining a quorum, reported 
: ayes 79, noes 41. , : 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. Burr was ruled out of 
order. 

Mr. BURT said he did not-intend to consume 
the time of the committee by moving other amend- 
ments. He understood the committee to. have 
decided against them; he only asked that they 
would adhere to their decision. ak 

Mr. BAYLY said, he would move an amend- 
ment to conform the amount of the appropriation 
tothe amendments which had already been adoptéd: 

The proposed amendment was read, increasing 
i the aggregate: of the-appropriation for the pay of 
the officers, instructors, cadets, musicians, &e- $ 

Mr. BURT raised the question of order, that 
under the previous decision of thé Chair, the 


amendment was not inorder. © 
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Some conversation followed on. the point of: or-. 
der between Messrs. BURT, BAYLY, JONES, 
andthe: Chairman. After which, : 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. yielded the floor to 

<Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who offered 
an-amendment—the object of which was, he said, 
to:meake. the bill conform to what was the intention 
ofthe committee when the bill was reported. The 
bill proposed to increase the salaries of the Profes- 
sors of French and Drawing $500. ` He proposed 
to-inérease the salaries only $313. 

Mr. RUMSEY made the point of order on the 
amendment. ae i 

The CHAIRMAN overruled it. 

Mr. RUMSEY appealed from the decision. 

‘A conversation on the appeal followed between 
Messrs. RUMSEY, BURT, JONES, and MAR- 
SHALL. ; 

The CHAIRMAN again stated the grounds of 
his decisiof} and announced the question, ‘ Shall 


the decision of. the Chair stand as the judgment of | 


the committee?” 

Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs. 
Harris, of Tennessee, and Sueprerp were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 61, noes 40—no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the Clerk to call the 
roll. 

The roll having been called, 

The. CHAIRMAN rose, and reported the, facts 
to the House, and the names of the absentees 
were ordered to be entered on the Journal. 

A quorum being present, the Chairman resumed 
his seat in. Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The question recurred on the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
was again taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 80, noes 35. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by the 
committee. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. ‘Tuompson, of Mississippi. : 

Mr. T. briefly explained the amendment. The 
increase of the salary which it proposed was, he 
thought, sufficient, and would give these gentlemen 
& compensation as high as was obtained by the 
teachers of French, &c., in any other school in 
the United States. The amount of compensation 
proposed by him would be just, and would com- 
mand the best talent. And if there were no other 
reason for objecting to the whole increase pro- 
posed, he should object. on the ground that he was 
not willing to take such a stride in the increase of 
the salaries. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT renewed the amendment, and 
cause to be read a short extract from the report 
ofthe Board of Examiners for 1849, which showed 
(he said) that this professor, about which so much 
was said, was a mere instructor of the rudiments 
of the French language, who did not speak the 
French even. In addition to the references made 
Poalerdey to the salaries of professors in New 

ngland colleges, he stated that the salaries in the 
college at Geneva, New York, was $1,000; at Ham- 
ilton college, $1,000; Union college, 1,200. Heex- 
pressd the opinion that teachers of this grade could 
obtained in abundance at salaries of $1,000 or 
$1,200.. The present. salary: was a little short of 
$1,200, to which were added quarters and fuel, ma- 
king it equal to a salary of $1,500; whereas, under 
the proposition pending, it would be increased to 
$1,800. He saw no necessity for the increase. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, alluded to the high 
scientific character and attainments of these pro- 
fessors—one of them (Mr. Wier) being the author 
of that great historical painting which adorned the 
Rotundo, the Embarkation of the Pilgrims, that 
most creditable work of American genius; and he 
scouted the idea that $1,100 was sufficient com- 
pensation for the services of such men. He also 
expressed himself in favor of the increase of com- 
pensation of cadets to $28 per month. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. Durr, 

r. Evans of Maryland, and Mr. Barzy. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment by 
reducing the amount from $1,500 to $1,200. — 

He said he thought $1,200 ample and generous 


compensation for these French schoolmasters. 
He questioned whether the Ex-King of France, 
Louis Philippe, when teaching school through 
this country, received more than from $300 to 
$500 a year. 

He. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McKISSOCK renewed the amendment, and 
said: Mr. Chairman, from all or most of what 
has- been said on this subject, I am satisfied that 


‘the members of the committee have not given it 


the consideration which it deserves. The com- 
parison between the salaries of these gentlemen 
and that of the professors in the numerous col- 
leges and public institutions of the country is cal 
culated to lead to great error. The Military Acade- 
my is not only a national institution of learning, 
but the only one we have, or are likely to have. 
The national character and honor, as well as the 
objects proposed by the institution, require that 
the measure of education there be graduated on 
the yery highest standard of attainment. ‘The 
plan contemplates nothing short of the liberal 
training of the chosen young men of the country 
to the profession of arms. This embraces the 
very highest moral and intelectual culture. The 
arts, in their most enlarged sense, the natural and 
exact sciences and literature, are all put in requisi- 
tion to form the character of the men whom we 
there propose to prepare to be both the ornament 
and the defenders of their country. The man, 
therefore, who teaches the French language there, 
should be of varied accomplishments, profound as 
well as ornamental. Besides, he should be a man 
of high character ag a gentleman—fit to be the 


pattern for imitation by the young men of the |j 


school, both in manners and in morals. He must 
especially have such attainments in the exact sci- 
ences and the profession of military engineering, 
that he not only may comprehend their nomencla- 
ture in the learned languages, including the French, 


but that he may be able to illustrate the French j 


language and the sciences in his teachings, by 
their mutual relations to each other—and such, 1 
believe, is the character and attainments of the 
Professor of the French in the Military School. 
Well, sir, without intending to disparage the 
professors or teachers of French in the colleges 
and institutions of the country, | may safely say 
that there are in each graduating class at the 
Point better French scholars than can be found 
among the teachers of French in the great portion 
of those institutions, And it may be said, also, 


without risk, that but few of the latter would be || 


found able to translate the text-books of the higher 
branches of mathematics taught at the Military 
Academy. ` 

My colleague from New York has remarked, 
that if the Government would advertise for a 


teacher of Finch at $1,000, they would have | 


five hundred at once. 
have I that many of them no private gentleman 
would admit into his family. 

But begides, sir, the expense of living is far 
greater at West Point than at the great portion of 
the colleges of the country. The genueman from 
Ohio yesterday compared the salaries of the pro- 


fessors of the Ohio colleges with what is asked for |! 


those at West Point. Now take the three arti- 
cles of meat, butter, and eggs, and there can be no 
doubt that the cost at West Point, compared with 
that at Ohio, is as three to one, or nearly so. 


These, with a great portion of all the domestic |} 


supplies of a family, at West Point cost the New 
York price, which is the highest in the whole 
country, with a large addition for the profit of the 
person who supplies them at the Point. The 
personal expenses are much higher, too, at West 
Point; and if a professor there have sons or daugh- 


| ters, they must be sent abroad for education, at 


great expense, which is all saved to a country pro- 
fessor, who is obliged to exercise economy ona 
small salary. 


I have no doubt of it; nor j 


All these considerations, or most of them, might | 


be urged in respect to the Professor of Drawing, 
but time does not permit. 

Mr. SWEETSER asked the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McKissocx] to withdraw the 
amendment, to allow him (Mr. S.) to say a word. 

Mr. McKiSSOCK declined. 

Mr. SWEETSER said, he would renew it. 

Mr. McKISSOCK said that he was not at lib- 
erty to withdraw the amendment, (as it had been 
withdrawn for his.accommodation on the pledge 
of renewal.) 


Mr. MARSHALL also.desired to say a word. 

The amendment was not withdrawn. | 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative, 

So the amendment to 
jected. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Tuompson, of Mississippi. . 

Under an apparent withdrawal of the amend- 
ment by Mr. Tuompson, , j . 

Mr. MARSHALL proceeded to explain the 
practical effect of the amendment on thes‘ pay and 
emoluments,”’ &c., (yielding, for explanation, to 
Messrs. Sacxert, and Tuompson of Mississippi.} 

Mr. CARTTER raised a question. of order, 
that the amendment (being witbin the control of 
the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Evyans,] and 
not of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson,} had not been withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was pending. 

Mr. BURT desired to be informed by the Chair, 
whether it was in order to move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi,[Mr. 
Tuompson. . 

The CHAIRMAN said it was in order. 

Mr. BURT offered the following, to be added 
to the end of the amendment, viz: 

“ And that whenever the linea} rank of the Superintend-. 
entof the Military Academy shall be under we grade of 
Lieutenant Colonel, he shall be entitled to the pay and 
emoluments sow :« Howed by law to the Professor of Naturat 
and Experimental Philosophy.” 

Mr. JONES. Where is the amendment to come 
in? . sat 

Mr. BURT. Just at the end of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ‘l'nome- 
sONn.} 

Mr. JONES. Let us see how it will read. 

The amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment were read. , 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment of Mr. 
i Burt out of order. 

Mr. BURT asked, on what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN explained. 

Mr. BURT submitted, that if the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Tuompson} 
was in order, his (Mr. B.’s.) amendment could not 
be excluded. 

The CHAIRMAN adhered to his decision. 
| Mr. BURT appealed. : : ; 

The CHAIRMAN announeed the question on 
the appeal. i 

Mr. JONES inquired if this was not the same 
amendment previously offered by the gentleman 
| from South Carolina, and ruled out of order by 
the Chair and the House? ; 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that it was the same 
amendment. ; 

Mr. BURT. Not exactly the same—it has 
been modified. 
| The CHAIRMAN stated further reasons upon 
which he had ruled the amendment out of order. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative, i i 

So the decision was sustained, and the amend- 
ment of Mr, Burt was ruled out of order. 

Mr. WOOD W ARD moved to reduce the amount 
| from $1,500, to $1,400. 

He remarked that he had always been in favor 
of liberal salaries, but he considered it an abuse of 
terms to designate teachers of living languages as 
professors. He spoke of the wide difference between 
the qualifications requisite for a teacher of Hebrew 
and Greek, and of French, and of the comparative 
! abundance of teachers of the latter, and said the 
very best talents for instruction in French could 
be obtained for $600 to $800 or $1,000. He op- 
posed making a difference between the salaries 
of employees of the Government and of private in- 
stitutions. 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, renewed it, 
with the view (he said) of having a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
| the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. ‘Tuomeson, of Mississippi— 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to amend 
the amendment of Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, 
by inserting therein the words “ in addition to the 
i quarters and fuel now allowed by law.” He 
briefly spoke of the scantiness of the salaries al- 
lowed the professors at West Point, and said he 
i Knew of ten or twelve gentlemen, of the highest 


the amendment was re- 
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veputation fòr attaiiments in science, literature, 
and in all the’ qualifications of scholars, who had 
been obliged to leave West Point for the reason 
that they were inadequately paid. He read alist 
of the salaries of professors in colleges, which set 
down the average paid in Virginia at $2,500; in 
Pennsylvania, especially in Philadelphia, at $2;300 
to $2,500; and in New York at $1,250; in addition 
to ‘house-rent, and ten dollars for each student. 
which was equal to about $2,500. The present pro- 
fessors were unable, with the greatest economy in 
husbanding their means, to support their families 
from their salaries. The proposed reduction of for- 
arge from three Rorses to one horse would diminish 
by about ten per cent., or $200 per annum, those 
salaries, already too small. 

The hardship upon these professors of the higher 
branches of education was, that by the law estab- 
lishing their offices, they -were obliged to resign 
their commissions in the Engineer Corps, and re- 
ceive the promise-of a salary, at least equal to that 
of Major of Engineers, with full pay, emoluments 
and forage, and now this it was proposed to cut 
down, after: years of hard service, and after results 
of the highest importance in the formation of the 
young officers—as this nation, and all other nations 
who have heard of the recent victories of American 
arms, would fully proclaim. This must be ad- 
mitted to be unjust. 

After some conversation— 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment as 
amended— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and 

Messrs. Futuer, and THomrson of Mississippi, 
were appointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
~—ayes 67, noes 54, ; 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to, 
and which provides that the Professor of Draw- 
ing and Professor of French shall be entitled to 
receive the sum of $1,500 per annum, in addition 
to the quarters and fuel now allowed by law, in 
lieu of the sums now received by them. 

Mr. BAYLY rose, he said, to propose an 
amendment which was rendered necessary by that 
just adopted. _ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the end of the amendinent the following: 

“ And that $626 be, and the same is hereby, appropria- 
ted out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated by Jaw, in addition to the appropriation made by 
this bill, to carry this provision into effect.” 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
Tompson, of. Mississippi, and Bayxy, and then 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL offered the following amend- 
ment: 

“And the President of the United States may select the 


Superintendent of the school at West Point, from the of- 
cers of any corps of the army.” 


The WaR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. On what ground? It asks 
no appropriation. l 

The CHAIR. Does the gentleman appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? ` 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes, sir. 

The question was then stated to be, ‘ Shall the 


decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the }! 


committee ??? : 

‘Tellers were ordered and Messrs. Corwin and 
Warno were appointed. 

The CHAIR requested gentlemen to vote on 
one side or the other, so as to make a quorum. 
And the question. being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 71, noes 26., 

No quorum voting. : 

Mr. MARSHALL said, that, toavoid any diffi- 
culty, he was willing to withdraw the appeal: 

The call of the roll was demanded. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
that by unanimous consent another count should 
be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Minois, objected. 

Mr. JONES said, the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. MARSHALL] had withdrawn the appeal. 

The CHAIR. said that it was not now in the 

ower of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Mazsnarr] to withdraw the appeal. 

The roll was then called. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
the names of the absentees, to be entered upon the 
Journal. 

A quorum having been ascertained to be present— Í 


The committee resumed-its session. _ 
. The question being on the appeal, = ~ 

The tellers resumed their places, and again took 
the question, with the following result—ayes 93, 
noes 41, ‘ i 

- So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. MarsHaii was ruled out 
of order. ae Ea 

Mr. HOLMES moved an amendment, providing 
for the appointment of a Spanish professor, with 
a salary equal to that of the French professor. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMES moved an amendment, provi- 
ding 

“That the commander of cadets shall be selected from 
the officers of the army, and his rank shali not be less than 
that of a major by lineal rank, or by brevet received for gal- 
jantry in battle.” 

The CHAIRMAN ruled this amendment out of 
order. 

On motion by STANTON, of Tennessee, 

The committee rose, and reported the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

The Cuainman was about leaving the chair, 
when ` 

Mr. BAYLY inquired whether the committee 
had risen. 

The CHAIRMAN said, yes. 

The chairman then made his report. 

The SPEAKER explained that, by mistake, 
a question was pending on an amendment at the 
time the committee rose. 

Mr. BAYLY then moved tó amend the item for 
forage for horses, by striking out © $1,800” andin- 
serting ‘ $2,592.” This amendment (Mr. B. said) 
had been rendered indispensable by the other 
amendments made. 

Mr. B. demanded the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose toa question of or- 
der. The Committe of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, he said, had reported the bill with 
amendments. Was the motion to amend now in 
order? 

The SPEAKER said, that the question was on 
agreeing to the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
But, for several sessions past, the invariable prac- 
tice had been to entertain amendments to the 
original bill, notwithstanding the pending of 
amendments reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. „The Chair, 
therefore, ruled the amendment to be in order. 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main question (being first on the amend- 
ments, and then on the engrossment of the bill) 
was ordered to be now taken. , 

The amendments were concurred in without a 
separate vote, except as hereafter mentioned, 

On-agreeing to the amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, striking 
out the words ‘‘and that no professors of the Mil- 
itary Academy shall be entitled to draw forage, or 
money in lieu thereof, for more than one horse, to 
be owned and actually keptin service’’— 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

(Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report.] £ , 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 80, nays 86; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, George A. Catdweli, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clinginan, Colcock, 
Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, 
Duncan, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Gilmore, Goode- 
now, Gould, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Billiard, Holmes, Howe, Witliam T. Jackson, James L. 
Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. 
King, Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Millson, Moore, 
Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Peck, 
Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Root, Ross, Rum- 
sey, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
i Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, Thomas, John B. 
Thompson, Toombs, Underhill, Watkins, White, Williams, 
and Winthrop—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Averett, Bayly, Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Boeock, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Ruel, Joseph Cable, 
Cartter, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, 
Daniel, Deherry, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, 
Gerry, Giddings, Gott, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hoagland, Holladay, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job. Mann, Mc- 
Donald, McDowell, McGaughey, McLanahan, Finis E. 


ea 


MeLean, McMullen, McQueen, Meacham; Meade, Morris, 
Morse; Olds, Parker, Peasiee, Potter, Powell, Richardson, 
Robbing, Robinson, Rockwell, Sackett, Sietson, Swertwer, 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson; “Walden, Waldo, 
Wallace, Weliborn, Wentworth, Whittesey, Wildrick, 
Wood, Woodward, and Young—=86. Beppe 

So the amendment was-disagreed to, : 6 

Mr. SACKETT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that Motion be. laid upon the-table, 

Mr. S. asked the Peas and nays; but-withdrew 
the motion to reconsider. ` : 
_ Mr. SWEETSER moved that the’ House ad- 
journ. - A 

The House, by ayes. 45, noes 90,. refused to . 
adjourn. Raat ea gietey 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Baruyr. 

Mr. BAYLY. Can F withdraw it? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot with+ 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY said, its adoption was not neces- 
sary. 

The question was then taken, and. the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading,and 
was read a third time by its title. 

And the question being, “ Shall this bill. pass?” 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. 

The main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, . ‘ 

The bill was passed. : : 

Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration. of ‘the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, July 26, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 23d instant, requiring “ the Secretary of the 
Navy to transmit to the Senate copies of the in- 
structions and orders and correspondence relating 
to the assemblage of persons on Round Ssland,?? 
stating that the correspondence referred to was 
communicated to the Senate by the late. President, . 
in his message of the Ist June last, transmitting 
reports from heads of departments relative to 
alleged revolutionary movements in Cuba, and sta- 
ting that it had been ascertained that they were 
ordered to be printed the 19th June, and that they 
are now in the hands of the printer. © 0,0 5O 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, it was 
ordered that the communication lie on the table, 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented documents relating 
to the claim of Allison Manes to compensation for 
a horse lost in the military service during the Flor- 
ida war; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: I have received, 
and been desired to present, a memorial from Ed- 
ward Everett, Jared Sparks, and others, stating 
that, in their opinion, it would be of great public 
utility to attach to the boundary commission to 
run the line between the United States and Mex- 
ico, a small corps of persons well qualified to make 


researches in the various departments of science; - 
and they express the hope that so favorable an 
opportunity will be embraced by Congress to 
adopt a measure from which highly important and 
interesting results would unquestionably follow, in 
reference to the natural and political history, geo- 
graphy, and ethnography of the extensive country 
through which the boundary line is to be carried. 

I have also another memorial of a committee 
appointed by the American Academy of Arts and 
Sciences at Boston, recommending the same thing, 
which says that the appointment of a corps of 
naturalists and geologists, who should accompany 
the expedition for the purpose of surveying the 
country with reference to their respective depart- 
ments of the sciences, who should present on their 
return a report of their examinations and investiga- 
tions, would tend to the material advancement of 
science, and much increase the information. rẹ- 
garding a region as yet but little explored, and: 
would redound to the scientific reputation of our 
country. I-donot know to what committee they 
should go, and I will therefore move that the read- 
ing be dispensed with, and that they be Jaid on the 
table. . i CS 


< Mr DOUGLAS. -I would suggest the Senator 
that.it would be more.appropriate.to. refer them to 
the select committee appointed on that subject. 

“Mr. DAVIS. L was not aware that there was 
such a committee... I am pleased to find thatsuch 
aone has been. constituted, and I will therefore 
move that. they be referred to the select committee; 
which. motion..was agreed to.g 
EXTRA PAY AND Bount LANDS TO NAVY. 

Mr. CLAY. I haye received a petition signed 
bya number of American tars, who served either 
in the Gulfor on. the Ocean during the late war, 
written in true sailors’ style, and which I take 
great pleasure in presenting to the Senate, enter- 
taining, as I have always done, feelings of the 
greatest interest and sympathy in the prosperity 
of that most important portion of our countrymen. 
The state that they served during the war in the 
Gulf and on the Pacific, and’ were subjected to 
hardships quite équal to those experienced “by the 
other portions of the army and navy of the United 
States; and they ask for three months’ extra pay, 
as is allowed to the marines, and that they may 
also have the benefit of the bounty lands proposed 
to be given to that corps. I move to dispense with 
the reading of the petition, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAYTON. I beg, in connection with this 
matter, to Gall the attention of the Committee .on 


Naval Affairs, which I suppose is the proper com- |; 


mittcee, to the propriety of some signification of 
the sense of Congress as to the gallantry of those 
naval officers who were engaged in military duty 
on shore—a duty entirely disconnected with their 
naval services. I need not say, sir, that a gallant 
citizen of my own State, Commodore Stockton, 
while on the Pacific coast, took command of aland 
force, and in connection. with General Kearny 
fought an important battle, and rendered other and 
valuable services entirely disconnected with his 
naval duties, I have made use of his name only 
for the purpose of illustrating my meaning. Other 
individuals connected with the naval service of the 
country were in the same condition, and discharged 
the same kind of camp duty. Now we have brevet- 
ed, we have done something indicating our sense of 
the gallantry of the military gentlemen who served 
during the late war, but there has never been, so 
far as 1 know, the slightest indication of the sense 
of Congress in regard to those gentlemen who, 
abandoning the quarter-deck, did military duty 
and fought by the side of the very men who have 
been breveted and promoted for their gallantry in 
the field. I do not know that there are brevets to 
naval officers, but it has been customary on the 


part of Congress either to vote medals, swords, or | 


resolutions, or indications in some way, of their 
sense of the gallantry of our sons who have dis- 
tinguished themselves in that way. I beg leave, 
therefore, in connection with this matter, to call 
the: attention of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to this subject. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public- 


Lands to which was referred the joint.resolution 


of the Legislature of Iowa, instructing their Sena- i 
tors. in. Congress and requesting their Representa- | 


tives to procure from Congress a grant of ten thou- 
sand acres of land, to aid in making a levee upon 
Museatine Island, so as to prevent the inundation 
ofthe same, asked to.be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the several memorials of citizens of Michi- 
gan and. Wisconsin, asking a donation of land to 
make a road from Green Bay to Lake Superior, 
reported.a bill granting the right of way and a 
donation ofJand to the States of Wisconsin and 
Michigan in aid of the construction of a road from 
Green Bay.to Lake Superior; which was read and 
ordered to.a second reading. 


VACANCIES IN COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANGUM. (if in order, I desire to state 
to the Senate that there are several vacancies in the 
Commitice on Foreign Relations, to which com- 
mittee much important business has been referred, 
and to move that these vacancies be filled by the 
Chair. There are three vacancies at the present 
time. : ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I would sug- 


vacancies are filled. 


gest to the Senator the propriety of excusing-the 
Chair from serving on the committee before the 

Mr. MANGUM. -I will then move, sir, that 
the Presiding Officer be excused from further serv- 
ing on that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM, I take it for granted that the 
second on the committee will now stand at the 
head of the committee, and that the three additional 
members may be appointed by the Chair. 

_.The motion was agreed to, and the President ap- 
pointed Mr. Hunter, Mr. Pues, and Mr. 

Mr. JONES. . 1 move that the Presiding Officer 
fill the vacancy in the Committee on Engrossed 
Bills, caused by the resignation of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin.] 

. Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the Senator 
the propriety of filling this vacancy when the Sen- 
ator who is to fill the place of the gentleman 
who has resigned shall take his seat. It is better 
to let the matter lie over until the first of the week. 

Mr. JONES. Oh! no; not in this case. 

Mr. HALE. I move, then, that the matter be 
postponed until Monday. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I have no objection, and 
will withdraw the motion. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution, 

which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with the following information, to wit: List of ves» 
sels, and the tonnage of the same, entered at the district of 
Brazos St. Jago, since its establishment by aet of Congress ; 
value of imports, American manufactures and productions, 
foreign goods, duties paid, and goods bonded, specifying the 
quarterly statements of each of said items; the quantity of 
freights shipped, and the value thereof, to the Brazos St. 
Jago and mouth of the Rio Grande, each, respectively, for 
the public service since the termination of the war with 
Mexico; how transported or conveyed from thence to the 
several military posts on the Rio Grande and near it,and the 
cost of such transportation or conveyance to the Govern- 
ment to the several military posts referred to; list and ton- 
nage of the steamboats registered and navigating the Rio 
Grande. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolutions, 
which were considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into he expediency of making an appropriation 
for improving the harbor at the mouth of Grand River, ia 
Michigan. g 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations in- 
quire into the propriety and expediency of appropriating ta 
Anthony Ten Eyck, late Commissioner at the Sandwich 
Islands, the amount of his salary as such Commissioner 
from October 1, 1848, to the time his services in that capacity 
ceased. 

BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BADGER asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to amend, in the 
cases therein mentioned, the act to regulate the 
duties on imports and tonnage;”’ which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 


RESOLUTION FROM THE HOUSE. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, instructing the Secretary of State to 
furnish the State of Alabama duplicates of the 
books and documents heretofore supplied by Con- 
gress, and which were destroyed. by the ‘recent 
burning of the State capitol of said State, was read 
and passed to a second reading. 


ROUTE FROM SAN ANTONIO TO EL PASO. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I ask that the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Printing 
yesterday, in relation to the printing of the report 
from the War Department with reconnoissances 
of routes from San Antonio de Bexar to El Paso 
del Norte, by certain officers of the Topographical 
Bureau, the consideration of which was postponed: 
on the motion of the Senator from Michigan, be 
now considered. The question then. was as to 
the propriety of having the maps accompanying it 
engraved and. printed together with the report; 
and since the postponement of that question yes- 
terdav, Í have received a letter from the colonel 
commandant and head of the Bureau of Topo- 
graphical Engineers, in which he states that, for 
the proper understanding of the reports, it is neces- 


sary that the maps accompanying them should be 
published, as they contain some minute informa- 
tion, which cannot be drawn from the general 
geographical positions, to be. arranged in the con- 
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solidated map, which, although eight feet. square, , 
does.not give-that. minute account which is neces» 

sary for.an entire. understanding of the report or» 

dered to be printed. I. will therefore suggest, 

which I hope the Senator from Michigan will take 

into favorable consideration, that the Secretary of 
the Senate be instructed. to cause the maps accom- 

panying the report to be printed or engraved: for 

the use of the Senate, and to. be. reduced under the 

direction of the Topographical Bureau... : 

Mr. CASS. I fully concur in the suggestion of 
the Senator, as I think it very important: that we 
should have a full and complete knowledge of that 
country. . 

Mr. DICKINSON. As a general rule—-thougk 
I do not profess to understand the merits of this 
particular ease—I am opposed to this ordering the 
printing of maps. In nine cages out of ten, the eñ- 
graving is most expensive, and the maps, for all 
the purposes for which they are ordered, are 
worse.than nothing. Ido not refer to this map, 
because I trust, as it has been examined by the 
committee, itis a useful one; but I desire merely to 
refer to the fact that our contingent fund has suf- 
fered greatly from this engraving of maps, without, 
as I believe, the public receiving any adequate 
compensation for it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, be- 
fore this matter proceeds further, that the report 
has not yet been ordered to be printed, and that 
the report of the committee in favor of it was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I supposed the 
printing had been ordered, but if not, L will make 
the motion that the report be ordered to be printed, 
and that the Secretary of the Senate be instructed 
to cause the maps to be reduced, under the direc- 
tion of the Topographical Bureau, and engraved 
for the use of the Senate. I merely wish to say 
to the Senator from New York, that he and I, on 
this occasion, as is generally the case, agree as to 
the general proposition; the question with me was 
whether the general or consolidated map would 
answer to illustrate the reports which were to be 
printed; and for that reason I originally objected 
to the printing of these maps, unless an examina- 
tion was made of them. Since then, as | have 
stated, I learn from the chief of the Topographical 
Bureau that the maps are necessary to a good un- 
derstanding of the réports ordered to be printed, 
and this is the reason, I say. to the Senator from 
New York and to the Senate at large, why l-now 
propose that they should be engraved. But, as 
the Senator who made the objection will not-listén 
to my reply, I will stop. ` 

Mr. DICKINSON, I did not make any objec- 
tion in this case, and I was listening to the reply 
of the Senator. . 

Mr. DAVIS. You were conversing. 

Mr. DICKINSON. That was a matter over 
which I had no control—a Senator was addressing 
me. I repeat that I made no objection in this case, 
but I made the remarks to which the Seitor has 
referred, in order to call the attention of the Senate 
to the manner in which we were going. on in this 
work of engraving works that are, as 1 think, pro- , 
ductive of no good to the public. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Mississippi withdraw his proposition? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate will first have 
to dispose of the report of the committee in favor 
of printing, which was laid on the table on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. DAVIS, lask, then, that it be taken up. 
for consideration. That was my original motion, 
I believe. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so un- 
derstand it. 

The report of the committee was then taken up 
and concurred in. eae 

Mr. BRADBURY... I move that the motion be 
referred to the Comniittee on’Printing, and that they 
be directed to ascertain the expense of reduction 
and engraving. 

The PRESIDENT. The committee have re- 
ported on the subject in favor of the printing, and 
the Senate have just concurred in their report. 

Mr. BRADBURY, ‘The Chair does not un- 
derstand my motion. It wasin reference to the 
question of engraving the maps. : 
. The PRESIDENT. The report of the com- 
mittee was in favor of engraving the maps, and 
the proposition of the Senator from Mississippi is 


1850; 


„to have it done:under the direction of. the Secre- 


tary of the Senate, and to have them reduced inia | 


certain way. . : 
Mr, BRADBURY. Idid not understand the 
committee to have reported in favor of engra- 
ving. 
The motion of Mr. Davis was then agreed. to. 
On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, it 
was therefore : 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of War, with 
reconnoissances of routes from San Antonia dé Bexar to El 
Paso del Norte, by Brevet Lt. Col. J. E. Johnston, Lt.. Wil- 
fiam F. Smith, Lt. F. 'T. Bryan, and Lt. N.H. Michier, of 
the Topographical Engineers be printed; and that ‘the maps 
accompanying said reports be revucéd ‘under the direction 
of the Chief of the Topographical Bureau, and that the Sec- 


retary of the Senate cause the same to be engraved and 
printed for the use of the Senate, Pe 


SCHQOL LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded. to consider, as in Committee of the 
Whole, Senate bill No. 63, being the bill to con- 
firm the sale of school lands made to J. B. Gre- 
goire.and -P, Gregoire, in Louisiana; and, no 
amendment having been proposed, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate and ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 


INTERCOURSE WITH INDIAN TRIBES. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
roceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
Whole, Senate bill No. 293, being the bill to ex- 
tend the benefits of the 17th section of the act to 
“regulate intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to 
preserie peace on.the frontiers (approved 3d 
une, 1834) to the people of Texas, State of ‘Tex- 
as, and others, 

The blank in the fourth line of the bill was filled, 
on motion by Mr. ATCHISON, with the words 
“ first of January, 1836.” 

The bill was then further amended, so as to 
make its provisions apply to the citizens of Ala- 
bama, Florida, and Georgia. 

Mr. ATCHISON. | I move now to add the fol- 
lowing proviso to the bill: 

“ Provided, That for all depredations committed prior to 
the date of this act, payment shall be made, without deduc- 
tion from the annuities of thé tribe by which they. were 
conmitted.”? 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
read as amended. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I do not know 
precisely what are the relations subsisting between 
all these tribes of Indians and the Government of 
the United States, and I desire to learn from the 
chairman who has reported this bill, if there are 
any Indians in either of those States with whom 
there are no subsisting treaties, and to whom there 
are nò annuities due from the United States? Be- 
cause, if it is so, if there are Indians with whom 
we have no treaty stipulations—to whom, in other 
words, we owe no annuities—if they commit dep- 
redations, [.do not see but that, by the terms of 
the bill, the Government will be compelled to pay 
for the depredations thus committed, notwith- 
standing no annuities may be due. It is true, it 
will have to come out of their annuities, where an- 
nuities are due to the Indians. What I wish to 
know is, whether there are not cases where there 
are no treaty stipulations with Indian. tribes, or 
where no annuities are due to the Indians? It 
seems to. me to. bea very novel doctrine that the 
United States, Government shall pay individuals 
for all losses which may. occur by theft and lar- 
cenies committed by Indians, within the borders 
of those States where they reside. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, The hour for taking-up 
the special order of the day has arrived, and I 
think the provisions ofthis bill will require a good 
deal of consideration before it can be passed. It 
will, [ believe, involve the Government in the ex- 
penuiture of millions, li provides for the payment 
of Florida claims. for Indian depredations since 
1836. There are many of these claims pending, 
some of which amount to $150,000. How many 
more this bill.will embrace, 1 do not know; but 
this is a new principle; it is something that has 
not existed since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. And yet, now, when our relations with the 
Indians ought to be contracting instead of expand- 
ing, these claims willbe brought forward. I want 
to see all the amendments to the bill, and the bill 
as amended, printed. I hope it will be laid on the 
table and printed: and I make that motion with a 

view. to. ee op the special order. of the day. 


Mr. ATCHISON: F have no- objection, bat T 
think Lcan-show-that 
volved in this measure. Clo abet . 

The bill was accordingly ordered: to. be laid on 
the.table and printed. ` : 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senaté resumed the ‘consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union, to establish Territorial Governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northwestern boundaries; and after several hours 
spent in the discussion of the bill, and in the course 
of which several amendments were offered and dis- 
posed of, (of which a full account will be found in 
the Appendix,) without coming to a conclusion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 27, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
OBITUARY. 

Mr. ROCKWELL rose and said: Mr. Speaker, 
at the suggestion of the members of the delegation 
from Massachusetts, I rise to announce the death 
of our colleague, the Hon. Damien Purnam Kine, 
who represented in this House the second congres- 
sional district of that State. He died at his resi- 
dence in Danvers, in the county of Essex, on the 
evening of Thursday last. He left this city on the 
10th instant, for the purpose of visiting his family, 
and attending to some indispensable business ar- 
rangements, Flis visit to his home was, perhaps, 
somewhat hastened by aslight temporary indispo- 
sition, of which he had: several times spoken, 
which, however, occasioned no alarm. It seems 
that soon after his arrival at home, he was attacked 
with the acute and distressing disease which so 
speedily terminated his life. He met his death as 
he wished to meet it, when his time had come, in 
the bosom of his affectionate family, with the wife 
of his youth, and the children of his love, to solace 
his dying hour, and hear his last earthly words. 

Mr. Kine was graduated at Harvard Univer- 
sity, in the year 1823. His classical aad scien- 
tife studies, however, were not discontinued at 
the termination of his collegiate course. 
pursuing any particular profession, he became a 
ripe and sound general scholar. Devoted princi- 

ally to Agricultural pursuits, for which he cher- 
ished an enthusiastic regard, his easy foriune gave 
him leisure for varied and rich intellectual acquire- 
ments. Such a man, in so intelligent a commu- 
nity as that in which he lived, could hardly avoid 
public employments and distinction. He first en- | 
tered the House of Representatives of bis native 
State in 1836, where he served with reputation 
during that and the succeeding year. In 1838, he 
first took his seat in the Senate of that State. In 
1840 he was elected President of the Senate, and 
discharged the duties of that station to the general 
satisfaction, in a time of high party excitement. In 
1843 he was again a member of the popular branch 
of that Legislature, and was chosen the Speaker, 
under circumstances highly honorable to bis char- 
acter. He discharged the duties of that office in a 
House, almost equally divided in political senti- 
ment, with the general favor, In June, 1843, while 


holding the office of Speaker of the House of Rep- ! 


resentatives of Massachusetts, he was elected to 

the twenty-eighth Congress, in which he took his | 
seat in December of that year. He has been, by | 
the unsolicited suffrages of the same constituency, | 
three times reélected. This is the fourth Congress i 
to which he has been elected, and the seventh year 
of his service upon this floor. In each of these 


. l 
situations, his course has been marked by an un- iH 


assuming, industrious, conscientious discharge of 
every duty. 

Upon that portion of the legislation of his 
State, which has been manifested in behalf of the 
suffering and the unfortunate, his influence has 
been repeatedly and effectually exerted. He was 
for five years an active and diligent member of the 
Board of Trustees of the State Lunatic Hospital; 
and contributed while in the Legislature to the 
enlargement and extended usefulness of that insti- 
tation. Highly distinguished as he had been in 
Massachusetts, other paths of usefulness would 
there have been opened before him, had his life 
been spared, and other honorable distinctions 
awaited him. 

Of his character and conduct in this House, it is 


there is no new. principle in~ } 


Without | 


t 


scarcely necessary for me to speak. ’ In your-hear- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, who knew him well, and In the 
hearing: of the: older members of this House, I 
hesitate. not-to'say, that no. member has more gon- 
stantly and: faithfully devoted his time and. talents 
to the public service than my deceased colleague: 
He was daily, hourly, almost continually. sin his 
seat, with a clear and constant-understanding of 
the business under consideration. In: the: dig- 
charge of this duties upon the various committees 
upon which he has. been placed, he has been alike 
industrious and exemplary. In attending ‘tothe 
interests of his constituents, which. were manifold, 
as his district was a highly commercial one; his 
diligence could not be exceeded. He acted: and 
voted always; he spoke seldom. 

In all the relations of private life, he was with- 
out reproach; nay, more, his life was. an active. 
blessing to all around him. It was made euch by 
the religious principle which was the living spring 
of all his conduct. He was an humble, active, 
devoted Christian. No pressure of public duty, 
no desire for ease or relaxation, induced him to 
neglect the religious duties which he deemed. as 
essential and proper here as at home; or the or- 
dinances of the church to which he belonged. If 
to a stranger ear this seems the language of eulogy, 
I can only say, 1 cannot change it, for it ia the 
simple truth, EE 

Mr. Speaker, the power of death, which has been 
repeatedly during the present session exhibited. in 
the other Chamber of Congress, and inthe Execu- 
tive Mansion, has now for the first time manj- 
fested itself here. Although our departed friend 
had not an iron constitution, he had never before, 
I believe, suffered any severe sickness. He waa 
perhaps as little likely as any man among us, ta 
become the victim of disease. ‘The plain language 
of so sudden an end, of such a life, is, * Be ye 
also ready.” 

Sir, when the resolutions which I am about to. 
propose shall have been adopted, the great tide of 
public events will obliterate here the memory of 
my friend, Elis name will be stricken from ‘the. 
| roll, and will pass. from recollection here. But in 
| the circle of his particular acquaintances, by those, 
| of us who have shared his domestic and social re» 
lations, his memory will be borne with us. to the 
gates through which his gentle and noble spirit 
has just passed. And, in that district which he so 
faithfully represented, and of which he always 
spoke with such tender and proud regard, there 
will bea future of sincere mourning, for the loss of 
a private friend, and a public benefactor, 

I move sir, the following resolutions: .__ 

Resolved, That this House has received with deep sensis 
bility, the intelligence of the ceath of the honorable Dane 
teu P. Kine, a member of this House, from the Stare of 
| Massachusetts, which took place at his residence in that 
State on Thursday los. 

Resolved, That, as a testimony of respect for the memory. 
of the deceased, the members and officers of this House will 
i; wear the usual badges of mourning for Usirty days. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to com- 
municate a copy of these proceedings to the family of the 
deceased, : 

Resolved, That the Clerk be also direcied to communicate, 
a copy of these resolutions to the Senate; and that,asa further 
testimony of respect to the memory of the honorable Daniel 
P. King, this Hoase do now adjourn. 

Mr. WINTHROP. If mere custom had pre- 
i| vailed on this occasion, Mr. Speaker, it would 
have fallen to me, as the senior member of the 
Massachusetts Delegation in this Hall, to perform 
the sad duty, which has been so faithfully and feel- 
ingly discharged by my friend and colleague, who 
has just taken his seat. I trust, therefore, that E 
may be allowed to say, that, in yielding, as I read- 
| ily have done, to the claims ofa more intimate as- 
| sociation and immediate companionship with 
ii the excellent person whose death has been an- 
|| nounced to us, I have not been wanting in the. 
| deepest regret for his loss, or in the most sincere 
j| respect for his memory. 
lt has been my good fortune to be connected 
|| with Mr. Kine for many years in the Legislature 
of our own Commonwealth, as well as to be with 
him here, during the whole period of his seven 
years’ service as a member of this House; and I 
| can truly say, that I have rarely met with a juster 
or worthier man, or with one more scrupulously 
faithful to every obligation to his neighbor; his 
country, and his Ged. ce 

Elis devotion as a public servant, his integrity 
as a private citizen, and the high moral and reli- 
gious character which he sustained in all the re- 
lations of life, had endeared him not merely to his 
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immediate ‘constituents, but to the whole people 
of Massachusetts; and-thereis no-one who was 
‘more likely to have_received'at. their hands, arno 
distant day, the reward of his-honorable ambition, 
fv the highest honors:-of.-his native State. 
Though he had enjoyed the advantage of an 
education, which would have fitted him for enter- 
ing upon either of what are commonly called the 
learned professions, his tastes had led him to Agrir 
cultural’ pursuits... He prided himself, as any one 


may well pride-himself, on being a good Farmer; į 
and the farmers of his. neighborhood were justiy | 
proud of him as‘one of the most intelligent, ob- | 


serving, and scientific of their number. 


We may well count it, sir, among the consola- | 


tions of this hour, that he wes permitted by a 
kind Providence, after so long a detention amid 
these scenes of: strife, to revisit his native fields, 
to die beneath his own roof, surrounded: by his 
family and friends, and to lie down at last beneath 
the soil:which he had adorned -with his hand, 
and which was so dear to his heart. 


In the: beautiful village in which he lived, and | 


which. is now the scene of so much unaffected sor- 
row for his loss, I venture to say that no sod will 
be kept greener than that which covers his ashes, 
and that bis name will long be sadly but fondly 
associated with “ the Flower of Essex.’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave waited till the mem- 
bers of the Massachusetts delegation should have 
given expression to the feeling which the death of 
their colleague (and such a colleague) must natural- 
ly inspire. ft seemed to me to bea sort of sacrilege 
to anticipate their lamentation, or to break the 
shain of communication by which from mouth to 
mouth. the voice of sorrow and of eulogy had ut- 
terance.. [t-must be that these. home-companions 
of the deceased have deeper griefs than the com- 
parative stranger, and { am not one who would in- 


vade the holy rights of sorrow. But, Mr. Speaker, | 


it would, I think, be injustice to our late fellow- 
member—to the claim which his abandant virtues 
had upon the respect of all with whom he was in 
any way associated—to imagine that the afflictive 
rod of Providence had not reached beyond the 
State of which the deceased was one of the Rep- 
resensatives in this House, 

Wherever the Hon. Danret P. Kine cultivated 


an acquaintance he made a friend; and though he | 


was not ambitious of enlarged social intercourse, 
yet the. public positions to which he was called, 


and the fidelity with which he discharged all the | 


duties connected with these trusts, extended his 


connections and multiplied the number of those | 
who admired his character and rejoiced in his dis- | 


tinction. And that circumstance, sir, has bowed a 
thousand hearts to the blow which Providence has 
inflicted ın the dath of our lamented friend. On 
that ground, sir, l speak, not for myself alone, nor 


to occupy the attention of this House with any ; 
- expression of my proper sorrows; but in this | 


solemn moment, when the eyes of the House are 
tucned towards the seat now left vacant, to say that 
the associates—the household companions—the 
members of the mess of which Mr. Kine formed 
apart—have a peculiar grief in the deprivation 
which his death has brought. We had found him, 


sir, accomplished in all the riches of classic study, | 
and able to command, for the delight of social in- į 


tercourse, the tieasures of science and the arts, 


while his attainments, and the profitable use to | 


which he could apply them, were exhibited witha 
modesty that seemed to be alarmed at the admira- 
tion: which. such attainments and such a use of 
them naturally excited. 

The honorable gentleman who announced. to 
this House the fearful intelligence upon which we 
are now acting, and. the honorable gentleman 
who followed him, took occasion to say, that Mr. 
Kine, though enjoying the advantages of high 
collegiate education, declined professional pursuits 
that pe might indulge his taste for Agriculture; 


and it was with his landed estate as with his men- | 


tal gifts, it was not the bare possession that he 
prized, but the improvement; nothing with him re- 
mained unproduetive—the wide-spread farm, the 
well-stored intellect, and the treasures of domestic 
affection, year by year augmented in beauty and 


usefulness, by well directed skill and careful culti- | 


valion. 
Mr. Kıxg, sir, wasa gentleman—a gentleman of 


that school which teaches self abnegation when } 


the feelings and views of others are concerned. 
The apparent diffidence of his manners for a mo- 


ment concealed the merit:which lay beneath, but 


the solid, substantial qualities of his heart, and the 
fall cultivation of his intellect, combined with the 
gentleness of his manners and the: purity of his 
morals, to insure in a little time the respect and 
the affection of his associates. 

Mr. King, sir, was a christian. The virtues to 
which I have already alluded, owed their greatest 
attraction to: the christian spirit in which they 
otiginated, and in which they were exhibited. 
He was kind and forbearing; watchful over his 
own ‘words. and manners; and ever prompt to 
aid, -by all appropriate means, those whose con- 
dition appealed to his superior attainments or 
larger possessions. And the bland courtesy. of the 
gentleman. blended in perfect harmony with the 
meekness and purity of the christian. And if f 
were called on to present, from public life, the true 
exemplification of the christian gentleman, I know 
of no character that would more beautifully illus- 
trate the idea and supply the model than that of 
Dawet P. Kine. 

The loss which the Commonwealth of Massachu- 


i setts sustains in the death of such a son and such 


a Representative, has been eloquently set forth by 


|| some of those who shared with him'the honor of 


| that representation, and who shared among them- 


selves the delight of his association: 

The terrible affliction that has made desolate the 
home of those that gathered into the domestic cir- 
cle of the deceased, is not to be described: The 
arm upon which filial reverence leaned with confi- 
dence is palsied by death—the heart, which the 
purest affections shared, has ceased to beat; and 
sorrow that springs from such a visitation, is too 
sanctified for us to disturb-—the expression of sym- 
pathy itself might be an intrusion. 

We have lost from our midst, Mr. Speaker, one 
who did honor to his association—he is the first in- 
deed that has fallen among us, but we cannot con- 
ceal the monitory fact, that he has been swept away 
by adisease that is prevalent around us,and among 
us, and yesterday, when the news of the death of 
our late colaborer reached this House, some of us 
who speak, and many who listen, were startled, 
not only with the painful intelligence, but with the 
consciousness of bending beneath the very dis- 
ease which has deprived our House of so useful a 
member, and the nation of so faithful a servant. 
May we not hope, Mr. Speaker, that the hand 
of afflictive Providence, thus visible among us, 
will direct us to a more faithful discharge of the 
high duties imposed upon us; and that while we 
pause to do honor to the memory of so good a 
man, we shall resolve to dedicate our services more 
effectually to the nation, and in our grief, to bury 
our passions, our pride, and our selfishness, 

One word more, Mr. Speaker, and I will cease 
to trespass on the patience, or to tax the courtesy 
of this House. One word more, and I will ur it: 


with you and my brother members, in the adop- į 


tion of those resolutions which give expression to 
our feelings on this painful bereavement, and then 
we will separate, that we may, in silence and soli- 


| tude, extract from this Providence the benefits 


which it is capable of conferring by a right use. 
There are few in this Hall, I imagine, Mr. 

Speaker, who had not some knowledge of the 

character of the deceased; and none, I venture to 


| say, who had nota respect for him just in propor- 


tion to that knowledge. I confess that, though 


older than he, I had learned to love the man for | 


the beautiful simplicity of his character, to ad- 
mire him for his social virtues, and to respect him 


for his enviable attainments. The friendship which | 
was consequent upon intercourse, was a prize |! 


which made life delightful, and the pain cense- 
quent upon his unexpected death deprives the grief 
of utterance. I was proud of his friendship as I 
was covetous of his intercourse. He was kind in 
granting both to me; 
« But greater gifts were his—a happier doom, 
A brighter genins, and a purer heart; 
A fate more envit-d, and an earlier tomb.” 
The question was then taken on the resolutions, 
and they were unanimously agreed to. 
And the House accordingly adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarourpay, July 27, 1850. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
credentials of the Hon. Tuomas Ewing, appointed 
by the Governor of Ohio to fill the vacancy’ occa- 
sioned by the: resignation of the Hon. THomas 


i trast and confidence. 


Corwin: Mr. Ewine; 
took his seati - ; 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, 

Ordered; That Lemuel R; Lincoln have leave to with- 
draw tis papers from the files of the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, in pursuance of notice, intro- 
duced the foilowing resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That the following be and the same is adopted 
as a standing sule of the Senate: 

“That the * previous question” shall he admitted when de- 
manded by a majority of the members of the Senate pres- 
ent; and its effect shall be to put an. end to all debate, ard 
hring the Senat» to a direct vote—Ist, upon. a motion to 
commit, ifsuch motion shall have been made; and if ths 
motion does not prevail, then, 2d, upon amendments re- 
porled by a committee, if any; then, 34, upon pending 
amendments ; and finally, where such question shall have 
been decided, or where none shall have been offered, ‘or 
where none may be pending, then it shall be upon the 
main question or questions leading directly to a final de- 
cision of the subject matter pending before the Senate. On 
a mation for the previous question, and prior to the seeond- 
ing of the same, a call of the Senate shall be in order; but 
after a majority shall have seconded such motion, no call 
shall he in order prior to a decision of the main question. 
On a previons question there shall be no debate. All inci- 
dental questions of order arising after a motion shail have 
been made. for the previous question, and pending such 
notion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or otherwise, 
without debate.”” t 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the motion to print the 
message of the President concerning Lieutentant 
Webster’s report, reported in favor of printing the 
same; which was agreed to. 


OBITUARY. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by the Clerk, announcing the 
death of the Hon. DanieL P. Kine, a member of 
the House from the State of Massachusetts, and’ 
the proceedings had thereon. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. President, 
in listening to the painful intelligence which has 
been announced to us by the message from the 
House, I may be pardoned if I give utterance to_ 
feelings in which I am sure many will sympathize. 
The grave should not close over the remains of a 
co-laborer so pure in heart, and so upright in pur- 
pose, without some expression of our sense of his 
merit—of our regret at his decease—of our sym- 
pathy with his surviving friends, 

I have known Mr. Kiva for many years; and, 
without entering into the details of a life usefully 
and honorably spent, 1 may observe that he was a 
graduate of Harvard University, in his native 
State, but, unlike most persons who go through 
that course of education, instead of engaging in 
professional pursuits, he devoted himself to Agri- 
culture. In this employment upon his own estate 
in Danvers, he will be Jong remembered. for the 
zeal with which he prosecuted his business, and 
the influence which he exercised in promoting and 
encouraging useful improvements in the art of 
hasbandry. 

His character and intelligence in the pursuit 
which he had chosen to be the business of his’ life 
combined to recommend him for places of public 
His townsmen frequently 
elicited him to represent them in. the Legislature of 
the Commonwealth, and he was once chosen to 
preside over the House as its Speaker. He was 
also elected by the county of Essex one of its 
Senators, and was, during his service in that body, 
made. its presiding officer. In these stations he 
acquitted himself in a manner so creditable that, 
in a district distinguished for gentlemen of learn- 
ing and other intellectual accomplishments, he 
was selected as a candidate for Congress, and 
had, when brought to his untimely end, entered 
upon a fourth period of service. Honored as he 
had keen with many and repeated marks of confi- 
dence by those who knew best his worth, still his 


having been duly qualified,» 


| rural pursuits had stronger charms than public 
| life, and it was his purpose to leave these eham- 
| bers at the end of this Congress to enjoy the 
| pleasures of his farm and his home. 


Mr. President, death has disappointed these 
anticipations. He who was with us, uniting in 
our counsels, only a few days ago, has left a seat 


' vacant and gone to his account. 


While we were gathering round the bier of that 


i great and good man of whose counsels we have 


been recently bereaved, he embraced the opportu- 
nity afforded by a suspension of business to visit 
his family.. While at his home, and inthe midst 
of those most dear to him, he was seized with the 
disease which terminated his life. 

Many greater men have died, but, few better— 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIO! 


few: whose virtues shine more conspicuously— 
whose patriotism was warmer, or whose pure, 
unblemished. character entitled them more em- 
phatically to be called good men. 

Mr. D. concluded by offering the following: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received. with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives, an- 


nouncing the death of the Hon. Dantet P. Kine, a Repre- 


sentative from Massachusetts. k 

Resolved, That in token of respect for the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate will wear the usual badge of mourn- 
ing thirty days. 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to” 


communicate a copy of these proceedings to the family of 
the deceased. j 

Resolved, That, as a further token of respèct for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the Senate-do now adjourn. 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 29, 1850. 


The Joyrnal-of Saturday was read and approved. | 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. OLDS asked the unanimous consent of the | 


House, to introduce a resolution, which he sent 
to the Clerk’s table. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring therein,), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senine, and the Speaker of the Hanse of Rep- 
yesentatives adjourn their respective Houses on Monday, the 
th day of August next, at 12 o’clock, m., to take a recess 
until the first Monday in November next. 

The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER said, if there was no objection 
the resolution would be received. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, rose and ob- 
jected 

Mr. OLDS moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, to enable bim to introduce the reso- 
lution, and asked the yeas and nays on that motion; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. ORR moved that there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. JONES said, he desired to remark, that if 

the gentleman who had offered the resolution 


would so change its form as to make it an absolute | 


adjournment, without the condition of a recess, 
he (Mr. J.) would vote in favor of suspending the 
rules for its introduction, 

The SPEAKER said, no remarks were in order 
at this time. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH was understood to say, 
that if the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Oxns] wauld 
amend the resolution so as to provide that the ad- 
mission of California was taken care of, he (Mr. 
W.) would vote in favor of the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. OrR,] that there bea call of the House. 

Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays on that 
motion; which were refused. 

And the question, ‘Shall there be a call of the 
House?” was taken, and decided in the negative, 
without a division. i 

So a call of the House was refused. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, put an inquiry to 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. EVANS desired to be informed whether 
the resolution was divisible? 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution isnot divisible, 
because it does not contain two separate and dis- 
tinct propositions, The resolution, if received, 
will be open'to amendment, and if the latter portion 
of the resolution should be stricken out, the effect 
would be, to leave an absolute adjournment. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] will per- 
ceive, that it requires two separate and distinct 
propositions, to authorize a division. 

Mr: INGE was understood to inquire of the 
Speaker, what was the question? 

The SPEAKER stated it to be, on the motion 
to suspend the rules, for the purpose of enabling 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Orns] to introduce 
the resolution. 

Mr. VAN DYKE asked that the resolution 
might be again read. 

And the resolution was accordingly read. 

. Mr. ALLEN (scarcely heard) was understood 
to say, that he asked for information from the 
Chair, in order that he might govern his vote ac- 
cordingly.. He desired to know whether, if two- 
thirds should vote to suspend the rule, the resolu- 
tion might not be changed as to the time, &c.? 


> 


The SPEAKER assented. gen 

Mr. JONES rose to-put an inquiry. to the Chair. 

Mr. DUER objected, onthe ground, that when 
he had risen the other day for a-similar object, 
objection had been made. -He (Mr. D.) therefore 
objected to all inquiries tothe Chair. : 

Mr. JONES submitted that he had a right to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. DUER said, that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee {Mr. Jones] did not rise to a point of or- 
der, but to an inquiry. 

Mr, JONES again suggested that it was his 
right to do so. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] had stated that he had risen to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. The Chair had 
always indulged such inquiries. If a gentleman 
went beyond the proper point of inquiry, the Chair 
would arrest him. 

Mr. DUER (scarcely heard) was understood to 
say, that he had not been allowed to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER made a reply, (not heard dis- 
tinctly in the confusion,) but was understood to 
say, that the Chair did not precisely recollect the 
instance to which the gentleman had _ referred. 
The practice had been uniform to allow inquiries 
to be put to the Chair. 

Mr. INGE was understood to suggest, that the 
Chair had always indulged such inquiries; but that 
when objection was made, they could not be put. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated, that 
where a gentleman rises to make an inquiry, he 
was indulged, unless it appeared that the inquiry 
was beyond the point usually allowed. A gentle- 
man may rise to make an inquiry on a point of 
order affecting the action of the House. i 

Some further conversation followed between 
Mr. Duer and the Chair, (of which part was 
heard and part not.) i 

Mr. DUER submitted, that the inquiry must 
be confined ta a mint of order. ; 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. DUER withdrew his objection, remarking 


that he should hereafter insist on the privilege be- | 


ing general. 

Mr. JONES resumed the floor, remarking that 
he should have concluded long ago if he had not 
been interrupted. He desired to be informed by 
the Speaker, whether, if the House should take a 
recess, the members would be entitled to mileage 
as in the case of a regular adjournment. 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. 

Mr. DUER made a remark, of which nothing 


| was heard on the left of the Chair. 


Mr. INGE put an inquiry to the Speaker, (not 


| heard by the reporter,) to which the Speaker re- 


vied — 
j The CHAIR has already stated, that if the rules 
should be suspended, the resolution would be open 
to amendment. 

The question was then taken, ‘ Shall the rules 
be suspended?’ 

Before the vate was announced— 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, who was not in 


his seat at the moment his name was called, asked 
the unanimous consent of the House to record his 
vote. ` 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON made a similar request. 

Objection was made. 

So the vote of neither gentleman was recorded. 

Mr. WOODWARD rose and said, that on Sat- 
urday. last he had paired off with a member of the 
House, but that he (Mr. W.) had this morning 
voted inadvertently. He, therefore, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to withdraw his 
vote. 


No objection having been made, the vote of Mr. | 


W. was withdrawn, 

The result of the vote was then announced, 
as follows: R 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Av- 
erett, Bav, Briggs, William J. Brown, Burt, E. U. Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Clingman, Cole, Crowell, Daniel, Edmund- 
con. Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Giddings, 
Goodenuow, Green. Hall, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Jos. 
W. Jackson, William ‘T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jutian, Kaufman, La Sère, Littlefield, Mason, McDonald, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meacham, Morris,Morse, Osle, Olds, 
Orr, Otis, Owen, Potter, Powell, Risley. Robinson, Rock- 
well, Ross, Seddon, Sprague, Frederiek P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacoh Thompson, 
Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Well- 
born, Whittlesey, and Wood—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Baker, Bayly, Ben- 


So the rules were not suspended. 
And the resolution was not received. . 


CONTESTED ELEGTION FROM IOWA. 


Mr. VAN RYKE asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to coffer a resolution, at the same 
time giving notice, that if objection was made he 
should move that the. rules be suspended for the 
purpose of enabling him to introduce it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House ascertain, as soon 
as possible, the legal expenses of the contested election for 
the first congressional district, in the Strate of fowt, and to 
pay the same out of the contingent funds of this House; and 
that he also pay out of. said fand to Daniel. F. Miller. the 
contestant in said election, bis mileage and per diem allow- 
ance from the commencement of the present session of 
ll until the said contest was determintid by this 

onse. foe 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

The question recurred on the motion of ‘Mr, 
Van Dye to suspend the rules. : 

Mr. KAUFMAN inquired of the Speaker, 
whether it would now be in order to move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of ` 
the Union? 

The SPEAKER said, that that motion would 
not be in order, because a motion to suspend the 
rules was already pending. 

Mr. JONES desired to inquire of the Chair, 
whether the resolution proposed to he introduced 
hy the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Van 


| Dyxe) provided for the payment of the contestant. 


The SPEAKER having replied— 

Mr. JONES objected, he said, to the introduc- 
tion of the resolution. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended,” 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative 
ayes 110, noes 40. ` i 

So the rules were suspended and the resolution: 
was receive. ae: 

And the question being on its adoption— 

Mr. VAN DYKE demanded the previous. ques- 


| tion. i 


- The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CROWELL moved to reconsider the vote 
and to lay the motion on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. INGE asked the unanimous consent to re~ 
port, by‘instruction from ‘the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, aresolation to make the’ 
business relative: to the District a special order. 
He remarked that no attention had yet been he- 
stowed by the House upon the business of the 
District. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That hills reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia be made the specia! order of the day 
for the second Friday in August next, and that they be con- 
sidered in the order in which they stand on the calendar. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. INGE moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. DUER said, if the gentleman would fixa 
different day he would vote for suspending the 
rules to receive the resolution, 

Calls to order. . 

Mr. INGE said, the day could be fixed after:the 
rules were suspended. ; 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. : i 

So the rules were not suspended, and. the reso- 

lution was not received. ji 
MESSENGERS, &C. : 

Mr. McDONALD asked leave to report-a reso- 
lution from the Committee on: Accounts; which 
was read as follows: a 


© 


July 29, 


< Resolved; That the Doorkeeper he -authorized to employ 
two scavengers and one messenger, in addition to the nun- 
ber at present provided, for by.the resolutions of the House. 
- Objections were made. -` 
Mr. McD. moved to. suspend. 
reception of the resolution. > 
Mr. CARTTER. wished to-move an amend- 
ment, : ae 
_ The SPEAKER said, no. amendment was in 
order; the resolution not having been received. 
Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of the 
amendment, 
The SPEAKER said, it could 
the unanimous consent. 
Objections were. made. 
The question was taken on suspending the rules, 
and decided in the negative. 
: Bo the resolution: was not received. 
Mr. BURT asked the unanimous consent of the 


‘the rules. for the 


only: be read by 


Flouse to submit a motion, that the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of. the Union be dis- 
charged from the bill entitled “An act to increase 
the Commissariat of the United States Army.” 
He asked it merely, that the bill might take its 
place on the Speaker’s table. It was not his inten- 
tion te ask action upon the bill now. 

Mr, JONES objected. 

Mr. BURT moved that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose. 

The question was put, and decided in the nega- 
tive. 

CALIFURNIAm-THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the general consent 
to offer the following resolution: 

: Resolved; That Cong-ess ought not to. fix the day for the 
adjournment of the present session until the California 
- question shall be disposed, of, and the general appropriation 
bills passed. k 

"Mr. GREEN and others objected. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to suspend the 
rules for the reception of the resolution, and de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said, a motion to lay on the 
table was not in order, the resolution not having 
been received, i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ASHE called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which was read. 

The question was taken, and-decided in the neg- 
ative, (two-thirds not voting therefor,) yeas 99, 
nays 83; as follow: j 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashmun, Baker, Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, W J. Brown, Buel, 
Burrows, T. B. Butler, J. Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Dim- 


mick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Vuncan, Dunham, Dur- | 


kev, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Gilmore, Goode- 
now, Gorman, Gort, Gould, Halloway, Harlan, Thomas L, 
Harrris, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howe, Hunter, 
Witiam T. Jackson, Julian, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Maite- 
son, McClernand, MeGuughey, McKissock, McLanahan, 
Meacham, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Pit- 
man, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, Roek- 
well, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Sehooleraft, 
Silver, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Underhill; Walden, Waldo, 
Weutworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Win- 
throp, Wood, and Young—99. 

NAYS—Megssrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, 
Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Buit, Chester’ Batler, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P: Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R; 
W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Featherston, Freedley, Giddings, Greene, Hall, Hamilton, 
Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hayrnond, 
Hilliard; Holtaday, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kautman, Kerr, La 
Sére, Leffler, Marshall, Mason, MeDonaid, McDowell, 
Finis E: McLean, McQueen, MeWillie, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, and .Williams—83. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

EARLY ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. ROBINSON asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the soonest way to effect the passage of 
the appropriation bills, and the admission of California, is 
to fix an early day for adjournment. 

(Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made a report.] 

Objection was made to the reception of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. ROBINSON asked: the yeas and nayson 
the motion to suspend the rules. 


’ 


TheSPEAKER. The-House will come to order. 
Gentlemen are requested to resume their seats, to 
suspend conversation, and to observe order. : 

The questiqn was taken on ordering the yeas 
and nays, and they were refused. 

And the question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended?” 
was then taken, and decided in the negative, two- 
thirds not voting therefor. 

So the rules were not suspended— 
And the resolution was not introduced. 


e ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion, which he sent to the Clerk’s table, giving no- 
tice at the same time that, if objection was made, 
he should move that the rules be suspended to en- 
able him to introduce the resolution. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the. President. of 
the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, adjourn their respective Houses sine die, on the first 
Monday of September next, at twelve o’clock, m. 

The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER said, is there any objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved that the 
rules be suspended for the purpose of enabling 
him to introduce the resoluion, and asked the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The question being put, the Speaker said, a suf- 
ficient number had not voted to order the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. Duncan and 
McQueen.) 

The question was again put, and forty-one mem- 
bers voted in favor of the years and nays. 

So they were ordered. 

And the question, ‘“ Shall the rules be sus- 
pended ?” was then taken. 

Before the vote was announced— 


a 


Mr. BOCOCK rose and addressed the Speaker, | 


(as if to vote.) 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bococx] within the bar when his 
name was called ? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I was not within the bar. 

The SPEAKER, Then the gentleman is not 
entitled to vote. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I am aware of that fact, but I 
desire to say, that had I been in my seat I should 
have voted “aye,” as E shall do upon every mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The result was announced—yeas 86, nays 99; 
as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, 
Ashmun, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bowdon, Breck, Briggs, 
Burt, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, George 
A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
James L. Jhnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
Kaufman, La Sére, Leffler, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
McDonald, McGaughey, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Ogle, 
Olds, Orr, Parker, Powell, Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Ross, Savage, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, and Wil- 
tia ms—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Baker, Bennett, Bingham, 
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Boyd, Brooks, William J. Brown, 


| Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 


Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Cor- 


win, Crowell, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dun- | 
can, Dunham, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gerry, | 


Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Harlan, Tho- 
mas L. Barris, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Howe, 
Hunter, William T, Jackson, Kerr, James G. King, John 
A. King, Preston King, Levin, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
MeClernand, McDowell, MeKissock, Meacham, Morton, 
Nelson, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Putnam, 
Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, 
Taylor, J. B. Thompson, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, 
and Young—99. d 


So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. 

Mr. CARTTER called for the regular order of 
business. 
. The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of the States for petitions. Bat, 


by the rules of the House, motions to suspend the- 


rules are in order to-day. 
RATES OF POSTAGE. = ` 
Mr. POTTER: (under instructions- from the 


the Post Office and Post Roads) 
asked: the unanimous consent of the House to 
introduce & resolution providing that the bill here- 
tofore reported from: that Committee, to redace 
and modify the rates of postage, be made the spe- 
cial order of the day for the second Monday of 
August, (two weeks from this day.) . 

Objection was made. Pan 

Mr. POTTER moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CONGER asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. . 

And the yeas and nays were refused. 

And the question, “ Shall the rules be suspend- 
ed ?” was taken and decided in the negative, (two- 
thirds not voting in the affirmative.) 

So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was not received. 

Mr. WHITE inquired whether it would now 
be in order to move to suspend the rulés for the 
purpose of going into Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union? 

The SPEAKER said, that motion would be in 
order. 

Mr. WHITE made the motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked him to withdraw. 

Mr. WHITE declined. 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, 
of Kentucky, in the chair.) 

CALIFORNIA. 

The regular business before the committee was 

the special message of the President of the United 


States relating to California, &c. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside the message, 
and take up the bill No. 208. 

Several voices. What is the bill? 

Mr. BAYLY. It is the bill making appropri- 
ations for revolutionary pensions. f 

Mr. THURSTON inquired of the Chairman 
whether the motion to lay aside was debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that no question re~ 
lating to the priority of business was debatable. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading 
of the resolution heretofore adopted by the House, 
by which debate on the California message had 
been terminated, &c. 

The order was read. 

Mr. KING now made the point of order, tha 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was acting under this order—that it gave 
express instructions to the committee to. act upon 
and dispose of the subject to which it referred, and 
that it was not, therefore, in order to proceed to 
other business. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 

Mr. KING appealed from the decision. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- 
der, between Mr. Jones and the Chair. —. : 

Mr. McMULLEN desired to be informed by 
the Chair, whether there was not some rule which 
gave priority to appropriation bills? If so, he 


The CHAIRMAN. There is such a rule. 

Mr. McMULLEN. | ask that it may be read, 

Some further conversation followed on the point 
of order, between Mr. Jones, Mr. Preston Kine, 
and the Chair. 

The Clerk then read the following rale: 


“ No. 135. In Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the bills shall be taken np and disposed of in: 
their order on the calendar; but when objection is made to 
the consideration of a bill, a majority of the committee 
shall decide, without debate, whether it shall be taken up 


i asked that it might be read. 


| and disposed of, or laid aside: provided, that general ap- 


propriation bills, and, in time of war, bills for raising men 
or money, and bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be 
preferred to all other bills, atthe diseretion of the commitee, 
and when demanded by any member, the question shall 
first be put in regard to them.?? 


Mr. PRESTON KING asked that the rule au- 
thorizing the House to make the order to which 
he had referred might be-read. 

The CHAIRMAN directed it to be read. 

Mr. CASEY (whilst the Clerk was turning to 
the rule) asked for the reading of the following 
rule; which was read: 4 


“ No 80. Generál appropriation bills shal! be in order in“ 
preference to any other bills of a public nature, unless other- 
wise ordered by a majority of the House.” 


_Mr. BAYLY suggested, that. when the defi- 
ciency bill was taken up ‘in Committee: of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, this precise ques- 
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tion arose, and a very large majority decided that 
the motion to lay aside was in order. 

The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: 

“No standing rule or order of the House shall be re- 
scinded or changed, without one day’s notice being given | 
of the motion therefor; nor shall any rule be suspended ex- 
cept by a vote of at least two-thirds of the members present; 
nor shall the order of business, as established by the rules, 
be postponed or changed, except by a vote of at least two- 
thirds of the menibers present. The House may, at any 
time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, sus- 
pend the rules and orders, for the purpose of going into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; 
and also for providing for the discharge of the Committee of ’ 
the Whole House, and the Committee of the Whole House 
On the state of the Union, from the further consideration of 
any bill referred to it, after acting without debate on all 
amendments pending, and that may be offered.” 

The question on the appeal was taken, and de- | 
cided in the affirmative-ayes 114, noes 12. 

So the decision was sustained, and the motion 
of Mr. Bayly was decided to be in order. 2a 
The question recurring upon agreeing to the said 
motton— . | 
Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Warpno, and Harris of Tennessee, were ap- 

pointed. 

The question was taken, and the Tellers reported 
ayes 83, noes 86. f , 

So the committee refused to lay aside the Cali- 
fornia message, and, bill. 

x CALIFORNIA, 

So the. President’s message upon the subject of |j 
California, and the bill to admit the State of Cali- 
fornia into the Union, which had reposed without 
disturbance in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Unionsince the 15th ultimo, again 
came up in order. 

The general debate had been closed, and the 
committee had been engaged in voting upon and 
discussing amendments under the five minutes rule. 

The state of the question was this: , 

Mr. GREEN had moved the following amend- 
ment; which was read: 

Provided, however, That the southern boundary of the | 
State of California shall be the parallel of latitute of thirty- 
six degrees and thirty minutes: And provided, further, ‘That 
the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes of north 
latitude, known. as the Missouri compromise line, as defined 
by the eighth s«ction of an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the people of the Missouri Territory to form a constitution 
and State government, and for the admission of such State 
into the Union on an eqnal footing with the original States, 
and to prohibit slavery in certain territories,” approved. 
Mareli sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty, be, and te same 
is hereby, declared to extend to the Pacific ocean, and that 
said eighth section, together with the compromise therein 
effected, is hereby revived, and declared to bein full force 
and binding for the future organization of the territories of 
the United States, in the same sense and with the same 
understanding with which it was originally adopted; and 
upon the ratification of the boundaries of the State of Cali- 
fornia, as bereby limited and declared by the people of said 
State, and in such manner as the Legislature thereof may 
propose, the admission of said State into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, shall, by proclamation- 
of the President, be delared complete. 

Mr. INGE had moved to amend this amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Provided, That the people of any portion of said territory, 
when assembled in convention in pursuance of constitutional 
authority to frame a State constitution, have the right to 
adopt or exclude African slavery, and their determination 
of this question, either by the adoption or exclusion of Afri- | 
ean slavery, shali be no obstacle to the admission of such 
State into the Union. 


‘The amendment to*the amendment had been 
withdrawn and renewed, (for the purpose of speak- 
ing,) by many gentlemen. It was now the first 
question pending. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside the California 
bill, and take up the bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

Mr. CARTTER made the point, that the mo- 
tion was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the motion out of order. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GORMAN remarking that he believed the 

wmendment was last in his hands, said he did not 
withdraw it. He wanted a vote. 

Mr. INGE asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. OLE and 
Warrace, were.appointed. wet 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for the reading of the | 
amendment. 

The amendment was read. 


So-the amend ment tothe amend nien twas agreed to. 
Mr. GREEN proposed to modify his amend- 
ment as amended, to. read as follows: 


Provided, however, That the’ southern boundary of the 
State of California shall be the parallel of latitude of thirty- 
six degrees and thirty minutes; and upon the ratification of 
the boundaries of the State of California, as hereby limited 
and declared by the’ people of said State, in such manner as 
the Legislature thereof may propose, the admission of said 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, shall, by proclamation of the President, be declared 
complete. And provided, further, That the line of thirty-six 
degrees and thirty minutes of north latitude, known as the 
Missouri compromise line, as defined by the eighth section 
of an'act entitled “ An act to auihorize the people of the 
Missouri Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with Ihe original States, and to prohibit 
slavery in certain territories,” approved March sixth, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty, be, and the same is hereby, de- 
elared to extend to the Pacific ocean, and the said eighth 
section, together with the compromise therein effected, 
is hereby revived, and declared to be in full force and 


binding for the future organization of the territories of the | 


United States, in the same sense and with the same under- 
standing with which it was originally adopted. 

This modification, he said, would enable the 
committee to vote separately upon the question of 
extending the Missouri compromise line through 
the Territory, and through the Sate. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, objected to 
the modification, and raised the point of order, 
that the gentleman had no power to make it. He 
stated, that, in his opinion, the modification would 
materially change the character of the amendment, 
and explained in what respect. 

Mr. GREEN proposed to explain the purport 
of his modification. 

The CHAIRMAN said he could do so only by 
general consent. In the opinion of the Chair, 
from the opportunity he had for examination, the 
modification did not materially affect the force of 
the amendment. 


Mr. GREEN said he would move a pro forma | 


amendment, to enable him to explain his proposed 
modification. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the reading of the amendment as it now stood, and 
as it would be, if the gentleman were allowed to 
modify it. 

. The amendment, in both forms, was read. 

Mr. GREEN explained, that the modification 
in no manner affected the sense or meaning of the 
amendment. It was a mere transposition of words, 
required by the symmetry and congruity of the 
amendment, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, insisted on 
the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. STEVENS appealed from the decision. 

Mr. CLLINGMAN suggesied, that if the modifi- 
cation could not be received, as such, the gentle- 
man might offer an amendment to the same effect, 

The question, * Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
taken, and the vote stood, ayes 40, noes 65. 

No quorum voting, Tellers were called for. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, insisted on | 


the enforcement of the rules. 


Tellers were appointed, (Messrs Ewe and | 


Ha.ioway.) 

The question was then again taken, and the vote 
stood, yeas 29, noes 81. 

Still no quorum voting. The roll was then called. 

The committee rose and reported the names of 
the absentees to be entered upon the Journal. 

A quorum having answered to their names, 

The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat. 

Mr. MASON moved that the committee rise, 
for the purpose (he said) of offering a resolution. 
He said they had been engaged Jong enough in 
ineffectual efforts to make a settlement of the 
slavery question; he proposed the following plan: 

Resolved, That a committee of thirty-one be appointed 
to report by bill, or otherwise, as speedily as possible, a ju- 
dicious adjustment, in accordance with justice and the 
Constitution, of all the matters involving the “slavery 
question,” as connected with the admission of States, or 
the formation of governments for the Territories of the 
United States. 

The question being on the motion to rise, 

Mr. MASON asked for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

And the question was taken and decided in the 
negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurring, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 


‘The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative-—ayes 88, noes 49. 


Mr. GREEN withdrew his proposal to modify, 


remarking that-he- had. no’ feeling upon: 
ject. ms ; ne 
: The question recurring upon the amendmen 
Mr. Green as amended— a Pod : 

Mr. MARSHALL moved toamend the amend-: 
ment of Mr. Green, as follows: og 

Strike out the words. ‘tin the same sense-and 
with the same understanding with which it-was 
originally.adopted,’? and insert in Kieu thereof the 
words: * prohibiting slavery north and permit: 
ting it south of thedine aforesaid, until the people 
are authorized to form a State government... <~ 

Mr. M. said, that the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Green} 
| establishes the compromise line of 1820 to the 
| Pacific, but leaves the effect to be produced. by 
this act so ambiguous as to require some further 
; and more definite expression of its meaning. The 
passage of the gentleman’s amendment would im- 
port a compromise, but we should hereafter dispute 
as to terms and their effect; therefore, to avoid 
such misfortune, I suggest the amendment under 
consideration, We owe the duty to ourselves and 
to our constituents to act in this matter plainly— 
to leave no room for misconstruction. I wani no 
point to hang a doubt upon. [tis contended ‘that 
the local law—the law of Mexico—now prohibits 
| Slavery in the country acquired under the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. If this be so, should we run 
the line of 1820 through it, prohibiting slavery 
north thereof and saying merely that this act shall 
be received in the sense in which the act of 1820 
was adopted, I respectfully submit that the act 
will be a vain thing—-empty sound—by which the 
slaveholding States and free States will be left at 
open issue as to its force and effect. I want no de- 
cree whose terms are so doubtful that they cannot 
be understood. If we mean to permit, allow, or 
protect slavery in any part of the Territory—if we 
mean that the slaveholder may go to the Territory 
prior to the adoption of a State constitution, and 
carry his slave property thither, let us say so in 
terms; and then we shall understand each other. 
Then the country will know some quiet.’ If, on 
the ‘other hand, the North intends to deny this 
right—to exclude the slaveholder from the Terri- 
tory, or even, by refraining from the exercise of 
the claimed power, to press the decision of the case 
upon the courts, this amendment will be rejected. 
For my own part, withouta hope, now, of any fair 
adjustment of this dispute, I wish only to render 
the amendment into an acceptable forn, that the 
country may understand our respective positions, 
and that we may truly understand each other, I sub« 
mit the matter to the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise. 

The question was taken, and ~” 

The CHAIRMAN having counted the House 
| Announced—ayes 21, noes 86; no quorum. : 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
McQueen and Fow.er were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the commit- 
tee by ayes 12, noes 107, refused to rise. 
| The question then recurred on the amendment 
| of Mr. MARSHALL: 

Mr. SEDDON asked the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MARSHALL] to withdraw the amend- 
ment. ` 

Mr. MARSHALL withdrew it. 

Mr. SEDDON (renewing the amendment) said: 
I do not perceive the necessity, Mr. Chairman, of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky; for, in my estimation, the language of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Green] sufficiently embodies the 
same principle. In heretofore advocating that 
amendment, I have certainly understood it in that 
sense; and, indeed, I do not see how the Missouri 
compromise can be reaffirmed and applied to the 
new Territories in the sense and spirit of its origine 
al adoption, without thereby recognizing the right 
of settlement with slaves south of the line; No 
historic fact is more certain than that the Missouri 
line was adopted and intended, as it has ever since 
operated, as a compromise—a partition of the 
Louisiana acquisition between the slaveholding 
and non-slaveholding.sections of the Confederacy. 
It is true the right of settlement with slaves south 
of the line was not recognized in terms, but only, 
as everybody knows, because all the ‘territory 
south of that line was subject to the jurisdiction 
of a slaveholding community, and under thë oper- 
ation of laws recognizing and protecting. property 
jin slaves. When, therefore, the amendment of 
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the-gentleman from Missouri proposes to reaffirm 
and apply the Missouri line in the sense and spirit 
of its-original adoption, | cannot doubt its right- 
ful interpretation would-sanction and recognize the 
right-of settlement with slaves south of the line. 
Sull, if any doubt can exist, or is entertained by 
honorable members in relation to this construction, 
by all means let it be made explicit and clear be- 
yond: the, possibility’ of ‘misconstruction. With 
ihis purpose I shall cheerfully sustain and nuw 
advocate the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. We have already had, Mr. Chair- 
man,.sad experience of the mischief arising from 
the use of ambiguous phrases, and the adoption 
of platforms of doubtful construction.” I believe 
the present anti-slavery agitation owes much of 
its extent. and intensity to the mistaken. policy 
of adopting delusive phrases and positions, sus- 
ceptible of doable construction, with the vain 
putpose of uniting in party action the opposing 
sections of the Union. 

In'the last Presidential canvass, instead of hav- 
ing a fair, just conception of the views of the two 
sections, each was deceived by such delusive con- 
structions and ambiguous phrases into the belief 
that they were acting on common principles, when 
the most r dical difference in purpose and views in 
fact prevailed. “Such was certainly the case, to a 
considerable extent with the Democratic party. 
The doctrine of non-intervention, as it is called, 
unquestionably had a very different construction 
at the North and at the South. In my own State 
if it had received the construction put upon it here 
by nothern men, or been explained as it has since 
been by the distinguished candidate of the Demo- 
cratic party, I feel assured he could not have com- 
manded the vote even of my own State, staunch 
as she has ever been in her adherence to the prin- 
ciples and candidates of the Democracy. No, sir, 
a very different exposition was given of this doc- 
irine in the South. And now, when the difference 
is exhibited in legislative action here, the sense of 
disappointment and delusion adds greatly to the 
feeling of injustice and wrong which rankles in 
the breasts of the southern people. The party is 
shaken—wellnigh rent asunder by the legitimate 
result of such contrariant and antagonistic 
opinions. The only earthly chance of ever re- 
uniting and consolidating it again, will be forever 
to discard such miserable shifts and deceptions, 
and to adopt some measure of justice and equality, 
such as the Missouri compromise, in a spirit and 
with an understanding that can admit in the future 
no paltering or equivocation. 

Mr. INGE calied for the reading of the amend- 
ment. It was read. 

Mr. McWILLIE asked Mr. Seppon to with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. SEDDON withdrew it. 

Mr. McWiILLIE said that he renewed the 
amendment, with the hope that it would pass. He 
was aware that there were those who doubted the 
construction of the Missouri compromise line. 
That is, whether or not, when it prohibited slavery 
north of the parallel of 36° 30 north latitude, 
it was to be understood as recognizing slavery 
south of that line. This 1s the only sensible mean- 
ing of the Missouri compromise—that it was a di- 
vision of the territory between the slaveholding 
and the non-slaveholding States. Butas this con- 
struction is doubted, and as certainty should be 
one of the first objects of every legislator, 1am not 
for sending this question to the courts and involv- 
ing it cin. this: free soil controversy. The court 
has heretofore enjoyed the confidence of the coun- 
try, and. we ought not to involve it in this contro- 
versy—the effect would be to destroy the influence 
of the court either North or South. If it decided 
against the South, it would, possibly, be denoun- 
ced as a free-soil court; and if it should decide 
against the North, it would be denounced as a pro- 
slavery court, and the Wilmot proviso would be 
apphed. [Here Mr McW. was interrupted by 
Mr. Duer, of New York, who said that the North 
would abide the judgment of the court.] To 
this Mr. MeW. replied, that, the vote which had 
just been taken gave evidence to the contrary; 
for on that vote nearly every northern Whig voted 
that no slave State should ever enter the Union, 
even though the people forming their constitution 

- and applyteg for admission should desire it. He 
had counted the Whigs of the North as they passed 
between the tellers, and they were like angels’ vis- 
its, few and far between, 


{hope this amendment will be adopted, as de- 
claratory of the true intent and meaning of the 
Missouri compromise, and that the compromise, 
when thus amended, will be adopted. I believe 
that itis the only settlement of the present slavery 
agitation, which has the strength necessary to give 
peace and quiet to the country. 1 believe that any 
other settlement will plant the seeds of death in 
this Confederacy. It is a maxim that revoluuions 
never go backwards; and any one who has noticed 
the present excitement cannot doubt but that its 
cause is onward—and onward—and downward— 
and downward—with a constantly accelerated ve- 
locity. This Missouri compromise has a pre- 
scription of thirty years in its favor—has been 
twice acquiesced in by the people, and is under- 
stood by everybody. Let us meet and settle this 
question—it is a political question which should 
be decided by Congress, and not by the courts. 
Let us act like men, meeting the responsibilities 
that are devolved upon us, and not shuffle them off 
on others, Congress has the power to remove the 
Mexican laws if they are of force in California, 
or the Territories. If, then, they exist by the suf- 
ferance of Congress, and should be removed, we 
cught not to refer the people to a lawsuit for the 
ascertainment of their rights. 

Mr. McW. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed the amendment of 
Mr. Marsuatt, for the parpose, he said, of re- 
plying to the remarks made by the gent’eman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Seppon,] and the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. McWittie ] The gentleman 
from Virginia has taken occasion to put his con- 
struction upon the Democratic doctrine of non-inter- 
vention, and maintains that the South, in the can- 
vass of 1848, held that the Democratic party were 
pledged by the platform of the National Conven- 
tion, to secure to the South their assumed claim to 
extend slavery into the Territories south of 36° JU’, 
and that the South gave their support to the nomi- 
nee of the Convention upon that construction of 
non-intervention, and would not have voted for 
General Cass upon any other terms. That the 
present position of the Northern and Western De- 
mocracy was in violation of the principle asserted 
and maintained in the canvass of 1848. 

Mr. S. said he had risen to repel the implied 
charge of bad faith, and to give the true construc- 
tion to the national doctrine of non-intervention, 

He denied the construction of the gentleman 
from Virginia. He did not wish to be deceived 
himself, or deceive southern gentlemen upon the 
subject. ft was time that all parties and sections 
of the country spoke our plainly upon this exci- 
ting topic. 

The North and West in their advocacy of the 
doctrine of non-intervention, had maintained that 
non intervention was the let-alone policy, leaving 
to all sections of the country their legal and consti- 
tutional rights in the Territories, as they auached 
under the treaty of annexation, to be asserted and 
maintained in a legal and constitutional manner. 
He had hitherto believed that the patriotic Democ- 
racy of the South desired the question of slavery 
in the Territories left to the determination of the 
people of the Territories, and were willing to 
abide the decision of whatever right they claimed 
in regard to the extension of slavery into the Ter- 
ritories to be determined by the judicial tribunals 
of the country, and ultimately to the people of the 
‘Territories in the establishment of their orgunic 
law. 

If southern gentlemen claimed more for the prin- 
ciple of non-intervention, and desired now to per- 
vert the national platform of the Democratic party 
into a license to extend slavery into any portion of 
the now free territory of the Union, it is time that 
there should be a perfect understanding upon that 
subject. The northern Democracy would not per- 
mit the perversion, nor submit to any construction 
of the issue openly and fairly made in 1848, 
which would sanction the extension of slavery into 
free territory. The time has come for undisguised 
speaking and action upon this grave subject. Let 
us all speak out, and face the true issues, and take 
upon ourselves the responsibility which attaches. 

_ The North do not intend to give the South any 
license to extend slavery. They do not believe 
that slavery can lawfully go into the Territories 
without the aid which it is not their parpose or in- 
tenuon to give, 

The honorable gentleman. from Mississippi has 
avowed that the South will not submit their rights 
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to extend slavery into the Territories to a judicial 
determination... it was the first time he had heard 
that determination boldly avowed. He knew the 
intelligence and high character of the gentleman 
who made the assertion, and had no doubt of his 
sincerity in making it.- Has it come to this, that 
the South assert upon the floor of Congress a 
constitutional and legal right, which they are not 
willing to submit to be determined by the only 
tribunal known to the Constituuon competent to 
decide!! ; 

Sir, has the Supreme Court of the United States 
sunk so low that southern gentlemen are unwil- 
ling to trust their constitutional rights to be de- 
termined by that tribunal? Is ita want of confi- 
dence in the court, or a distrust of the. assumed 
right? The gentleman intimates his want of con- 
fidence in the court, and it is not for me to ques- 
tion his motives. 

Sir, I regret this avowal, and admonish gentle- 
men that their course will gain no advocaies or 
strength from a repetition. Sir, Í repeat, it is 
time we had a perfect understanding upon this sub- 
ject. The northern Democracy have deceived no 
one in regard to their principles or their avowed de- 
termination to withhold all aid, license, or consent 
to the extension of slavery into free territory. If 
the South have deceived themseives it is not my 
fault, or the fault of the Democratic party, and I 
intend to vindicate the Democracy of the North 
from all such intimations let them come from 
whom they may. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CLEVELAND renewed it, and said he 
believed they had had about talk enough on this 
question. T'he people throughout the country, 
both South and North, demanded action und not 
further talking. Hle therefore renewed the amend- 
ment for the purpose of having a vote, and he 
gave notice that he would not withdraw it for any 
gentleman. 

Mr. INGE suggested to the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. MagsHaxi] to modify the amend- 
ment by suvstituuny the word ‘ protecting’? for 
“ permitting.” 

Mr. CLEVELAND said the amendment was 
now his, and he should consent to no modification, 

The amendment (originally offered by Mr. MAR- 
SHALL) was again read. 

And the quesuon being on its adoption— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. 
McLean, of Kentucky, and Mr. Sweerser were 
appointed. 

The question was taken and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 43, noes 93. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise. 

Mr, HARRIS, of illinois, (in his seat)—“ and 
report the bill.”’ 

The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 28, noes 98. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. INGE renewed the amendment of Mr. 
MarsuHa.z, modifying it by substutuung the word 
‘© protecung ”? for “ permitting.” 

Mr. INGE said: | offer as an amendment to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, just 
rejected by the committee, with a single alterauon, 
to wit: the subsutuuon of the word ‘* protecting’? 
for permitting, for the purpose of avowing a dis- 
tincuon, for which | have always contenued. In 
my opinion the Constitution carries slavery to the 
Yerritories, whether the Mexican laws prohibited 
it anterior to their acquisition or not. Where such 
laws existed they were abrogated by the Constitu- 
tion. The North entertain a different opinion, 
which has from the beginning of this controversy 
been openly promuigated. ‘Fnis of itself is ob- 
struction to the practical enjoyment of our rights, 
which ought to be obviated. 7 

While I do not ask Congress to permit slavery, 
Í do insist that it is bound by legislation to secure 
its practical enjoymentin that pordon of the ter- 
ritory which may be allotted to the South by a 
parution; and therefore i will accept no adjust- 
ment which does not in effect remove all these ob- ap 
structions which our adversaries say exist. | do 
not ask the creation of a right by legislation, but 
the protection of a constitutional right preéxisung. 
This to be adequate must be plain and explicu— 
free from a double meaning and not tainted with 
that jesuitical horror of slavery, which has so long 
marked the ccurse of the North. No permission is 
asked to emigrate to the Territories, but unequivo- 
cal protection to our property after we get there. 


1850. 


— 


. He concluded by withdrawing the amendment, 
at the request of ; ar 

Mr. WOODWARD, who renewed it. 

Mr. WOODWARD had but two views to pre- 
sent. We were told, that if the question whether 
rights in slave property in the Territories, be recog- 
nized by the Constitution, should be determined 
by the courts either for or against those rights, 
good faith, and respect for the decision of the court, 
would bind the North to abstain feom further in- 
terference. Now, sir, this is delusive: the court 
might decide, that in the absence of prohibitory 
legislation, these rights were recognized by the 
Constitution, and yet, at the same time, decide that 
Congress could abolish slavery in the territories. 
And if Congress have such power, the exercise of 
it, when an occasion arose, would not be bad faith 
towards the court, or any disrespect to its judg- 
ment, as to what was the true construction of the 
Constitution. By permitting this question, there- 
fore, to go to the court, the North come under no 
obligations to let us alone hereafter, unless Con- 
gress so provide expressly. 

We know, indeed, of a certainty, that the Fed- 
eral Court would decide in favor of the power of 
Congress to abolish slavery in the Territories, Sup- 
posing it existed there; and a decision that it did 
exist there, could not destroy this power in Con- 
gress. I believe the court has been in error, but 
it will be governed by its own decisions and not 
by my opinions. If the idea that slavery is recog- 
nized by the Constitution in the Territories, be in- 
consistent with the idea, that Congress can abolish 
it there, then it is mockery to refer the question to 
the courts; for the history of Federal jurispru- 
dence shows, that the court would decide in favor 
of such power in Congress. 

Now as to non-intervention. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] says that this has 
been the doctrine of the great Democratic party 
north. No such thing, sir. ‘They have ever voted 
to prohibit slavery north of 36° 30’. Since this 
docrtine of non-intervention was professed by 
them, they have, on many occasions, relative to 
Oregon and. other Territories, voted to prohibit 
slavery. Whenever the Missouri compromise 

_was to be executed in their favor, north of 36° 30', 
intervention has invariably been the doctrine: it 
was only when that compromise was to be carried 
out south of 36° 30', that non-intervention became 
the doctrine. One doctrine for the North, and 
another for the South. 

Non-intervention was never dreamed of, until 
the expedient of using Mexican laws against the 
South, was agreed upon. ‘The doctrine was then 
invented, in order to save these Mexican laws 
from being interfered with, and to permit them to 
intervene against southern emigrants. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired whether the doctrine 
of non-intervention did not originate in the South? 

Mr. WOODWARD, The word non-interven- 
tion originated with the South, but that spurious 
and false construction which has been put upon 
it, had no such origin. What Mr. Calhoun meant 
was, that Congress should not interfere with the 
constitutional question of the existence of slavery 
in the territory of the Union; and not that Con- 
gress should be absolved from its obligation, to 
legislate for the protection of every right, existing 
under. the Constitution. As to myself, I repu- 
diated. the word from the first, and attempted to 
expose the false doctrine which | foresaw would 
be byilt upon it. 

Messrs, FOWLER and SEDDON respectively 
appealed to Mr. Woopwarp to withdraw the 
amendment. . 

Mr. WOODWARD declined to withdraw. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called for the 
reading of the amendment to the amendment. 

It was read. 

And the question being upon its adoption— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Fearserstron and FowLer were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 24, noes 88; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the Clerk to call the 


roll. 
Mr. ASHE. I move to rise. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in or- 
der. 


Mr. ASHE. Well, let gentlemen make any 
other motion. Iam not particular. 

The roll was then called—after which, 

The CHAIRMAN rose and reported the facts 
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to the House, and the names of the absentees werc 
ordered to be entered on the Journal. - 

A quorum having again appeared— 

‘The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in com- 
mittee. are 
- The queatidn recurred on.the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
committee rise. 

Tellers (Megrrs. Jounson, of Arkansas, and 
Ropsins) were appointed. 

“And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 45, noes 86. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

And the question recurred on the amendment of 
Mr. Ince. 

The amendment was again read. 

. Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. Jones and 
Morris,) 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood, ayes 21, noes 82. 

No quorum voting, the roll was then again called. 

The CHAIRMAN rose, and reported the fact, 
and a quorum having appeared, the Chairman re- 
sumed his seat in committee. 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the committee rise, 
and demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Hormes and 
VENABLE were appointed. 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 26, noes 90. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

‘The quesuon recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. ince— 

‘Tellers were again appointed, viz: Messrs J. A. 
Kine and Jounson, of Arkansas. 

‘I'he questuon was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 18, noes 96, no quorum. 

One or two additional members reported them- 
selves to the Chair, desiring to vote. 

Objections were made vy Mr. THompson, of 
Mississippi, and Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, to 
receiving addiuonal votes, aud the point of order 
made, wat in compliance with the rule, the roll 
must be called. 

‘The CHAIRMAN directed the Clerk to call the 
roll. 

The call having been concluded, 

‘Lhe committee rose and reported the names of 
the absentees to be entered upon the Journal. 

A quorum having answered to their names— 

Tue CHAIRMAN resumed his seat. 

‘The quesuon then recurred on the amendment. 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the committee rise. 

Tne question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 54, noes 93. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

‘he question then again recurred on the amend- 
ment. ee 

Tellers were ordered and Messrs. Mason and 
OcLeE were appointed. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood, 
ayes 15, noes 99. X 

No quorum voting. 

The roll was then again called. 

Tne CHAIRMAN rose and reported the facts 
to the Llouse. - 

A quorum was again present. 

Mr. BAYLY and others addressed the Speaker. 

‘Phe SPEAKER. ‘Phe Chair will state to the 
House, that ne cannot recognize any member. 
‘Lhe rule requires that immediately upun its being 
ascertained that a quorum is present the Chair- 
man must resume his seat, and no motion can be 
entertained. 

The Chairman resumed his seat. 

Mr. DUER. Wnuh a view of moving a call of 
the House to geta quorum and proceed with the 
public business, 1 move that the committee rise. 

Mr. JONES made the point of order, that the 
motion could not now be received, for the reason 
that the committee were in the act of dividing upon 
the amendment when they found themselves with- 
out a quorum; and for the further reason, that no 
action had intervened since the vote upon the last 
motion to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and decided that the motion was out of order. 

Mr. DUER. According to the Chairman’s de- 


cision we must sit here forever; we can make no | 


motion when the Speaker is in the Chair, and 
none in committee. Í appeal from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN said that no action had 
been had since the last motion to rise; the motion, 
therefore, was not in order. 


Some ‘conversation Yollowed;’in®-the* tourse of 
which it was suggested that.-thée roll had been 
called since the vote upon the last motion to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN reconsidered his decisión 
and, on the ground that the call-of the roll techni- 
cally constituted action, entertained the motion. 

Mr. JONES, remarking that he felt satisfied 
that the Chairman was now wrong, appealed, - 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 91, noes 30. : 

So the decision was sustained, and the ‘motion | 
to rise was decided to be in order, ies 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, withouta division, 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. DUER moved a call of the House. 

Messrs. EVANS, of Maryland, THOMPSON, 
of Mississippi, and HOLMES simultaneously 
moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and 

The SPEAKER announced—ayes 70, noes 65. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

The question was again taken, ard decided ‘in 
the negative—yeas 80, nays 95. 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

Mr. ROBINSON. As we have been talking a ` 
good deal about California—— 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The Chair 
will state to the gentleman from Indiana, -[Mr. 
Rosinson,]} that there is a question pending which 
has precedence over other busincss. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What question ? a 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Duer] that there be a 
call of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. As I be- 
lieve that a call of the House can result in no good, 
lask to be excused from voting. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will atate to the 
gentleman that, on motions fora call of the House, 
or to adjourn, motions to be excused from voting 
are not in oder. That is a class of votes to 
which the privilege of the rule does not extend. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [appeal from the decision, 
And I ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. When a motion for a call of 
the Flouse is pending, there can be no appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I appeal from that decis- 
ion. 

The SPEAKER. On motions for a call of the 
House and to adjourn, there can be no appeal from 
the decision of the „hair. The question is onthe 
motion for a call of the House. ` Tea 

Mr. WENT WORTH asked the yeas and nays; ~ 
which were ordered. 

Mr. STANLY. 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 
The House has just voted on a motion to adjourn, 
and rejected it. 

Me. CLINGMAN submitted, that there had 
been intervening action since the motion to ad- 
journ was decided, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered. i E 

The SPEAKER entertained the motion to ad- 

ourn. i i 
a Mr. WHITE desired to be informed, whether 
it would be in order to move that the House take 
a recess for two hours? ` i 

The SPEAKER. ’ By unanimous consent. 

The yeas and nays were called fur, and ordered 
on the motion to adjourn. 
` Mr. STANLY then withdrew that motion; 
and, remarking that he should adjourn himself, 
took his hat and umbrella, tacked ship, and stood 
out ef the Hall. 

Mr. CLINGMAN renewed the motion that the 
House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken, were—yeas 76, nays 88. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the motion for a 
call of the House, on which the yeas and nays 
had been ordered, 

Mr. HOLMES moved to lay that motion on 
the table. i e 

The motion was not received, not: being in 
order. x e 

The SPEAKER again announced the question, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The rule of the House re- 
quires that no member shall be absent without 
leave; and being absent, he is liablé to be repri- 
manded. Having paired ‘off with the gentleman 


I move that the House ad- 
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from Massachusetts, [Mr; QRINNEEN;} I ask to 
be excused from voting, 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out of 
order. 

-> Tne. question was taken, and the vote stood— 
yeas.78, nays 78—a tie. 

So the House did not order a call. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked the yeas. and nays, 
which: were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 
Ti, nays. 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HARALSON asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files of the 
Clerk’s office the petition of the citizens of Atlanta, 
in the State of Georgia, for the establishment of an 
arsenal of construction at that place, and to refer 
it to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HARALSON moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 

The motion. to withdraw, &c., was then made 
and agreed. to, ? 

Mr, HILLIARD moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 55, nays 68. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ROBINSON asked leave to introduce a bill 
for the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, as the House hed not had a naked propo- 
sition before them for that purpose. If objection 
were made to its introduction, he would ask fora 
suspension of the rules. The following is the bill: 


A Bill to admit California as a State into the. Union. 

Whereas the people of California have presented a con- 
stitution and asked admission into the Union, which con- 
stitution was submitted to Congress by the President of the 
United States hy message, dated February thirteenth, 
eighteen hundred and filly, and which, on due examination, 
fs fo ind to be republican in its form of governament— 

Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the State of California shall be one, and is hereby declared 
to be one, of the United States of America, and admitted 
tito the Un onon an equal footing with the original Srates 
in all respects Whatever. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enucted, That until the Repre- 
sentatives in Congress shall be apportioned according to an 
actual enumeration of the inhabitants of the United States, 
the State of California shall be entitled to two Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

Sec. 3. An? be it further enacted, That the said State of 
California is admitted into the Union upon the express Con- 
dition that the people of said Siate, through their Legista- 
ture or otherwise, shall never interfere with the primary 
disposal o the public lands within its limits, and shali pass 
no law and do no act whereby the tiile of the United States 
to, and right to dispose of, the same shall be impaired or 
questioned; aad that they shall never lay any tax or assess- 
anent of any description whatsoever upon the public domain 
of the United States, and in no ease shall non-resident pro- 
prietors, who are citizens of the United States, be taxed 
higher than residents; and that all the navigable waters 
within the said State shalt be common. highways, and for- 
ever (ree, as well to the inhabitants of said State as to the 
citizens oF the United States, withont any lax, impost, or 
duty therefor: Provided, ‘That nothing herein contained 
shalt be construed as recognizing or rej cting the proposi- 
tions tendered by the people of California as articles of com- 
Pact in the ordinance adopted by the convention which 
formed the constitution of that State. 

Seo. 4, And be it further enacted, That all laws of the 
United States, which are not locally inapplicable, shall have 
the same force and effect w thin the said State of California 
as elsewhere within the United States. 


Mr. VENABLE objected, 

Mr. ROBINSON moved a suspension of the 
rules, and asked for 
ordered. 


the yeas and nays. They were | 


{ 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said this was an im- | 


portant question, and therefore moved that there 
be a call of the House, 


Mr. HUNTER inquired of the Chair whether | 


it would be in order to submita motion to suspend 
the rules to enable the House to resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said, it would not, as there was 
already a motion to suspend the rules pending. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that the call 
be ordered by general acquiescence, that the absent- 
tees might be brought up. y 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
the motion that there be a call. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked for 
the yeas and nays. They were ordered and 
taken, and resulted—yeas 38, nays 77, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN rose to make a privileged 
Motion, to reconsider a vote taken to-day. 


} 


The CHAIR said that the motion was not in otr- 
der, the question being for a call of the House. 

The question was then taken on the. motion that 
there be a call of the House, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 96, nays 21. % 

The call of the roil was proceeded in, when 


i Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 


the House adjourn. 

Mr. DUNHAM submitted whether such mo- 
tion was in order when the roll was being called. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
rules admitted of a motion to suspend the call, and 
also provided that a motion to adjourn was always 
in order. He therefore ruled that the motion was 
in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, withdrew 
the motion to adjourn, when : 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that all further pro- 
ceedings in the cali be suspended, and on that mo- 
tion demanded the yeas and nays. They were 
ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House adjourn, and on that motion demanded 
| the yeas and nays. ‘hey were ordered, and be- 
ing taken, resulted—yeas 4], nays 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
suspend all further proceeding in the call, on which 
the yeas and nays had been ordered. [t was put 
and decided in the negative—yeas 34, nays 93. 

So the House refused to suspend all farther pro- 
ceedings in the call. 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the House now 
adjourn, which question was taken by tellers, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 64, noes 62. 

So the House, at half past six o’clock, ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petition and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees, 


By Mr. PARKER: The petition of 15 citizens of Vir- 
ginia that the national armories may be placed under the 
charge of civil superintendents. 

By Mr. BOOTH: The memorial of the President and 
Faculiy of the Wesleyan University, in the city of Middle- 
town, and State of Connecticut, praying for the reduction 
of letter postage to two cents on prepaid letters of half an 
ounce. The memorial gives various reasons to show that 
such reduction ought to be made. 

Also, the memorial of thirty-eight gentlemen, students in 
the Wesleyan Univer ity, in the city of Middletown, pray- 
ing for the same reduction in postage, and setting forth the 
same reasons. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 29, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter addressed to him by the Secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting the 
annual report of the Board of Regents, with a re- 


Senate of the United States. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Cummittee on Print- 
ing, with instruetions to inquire into the expediency of 
printing five thousand additional copies without the appen- 
dix. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of a 

committee of mechanics of New York, remon- 


engaged in the military service of the United 
States, and setting forth that if the wars in which 
nations embark could be made to cost tenfold 
what each of them now does, it would be a bless- 
ing to the human family, inasmuch as we should 
have less of these disgraceful exhibitions of the 
depravity of those who control the destiny of 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, : 

i Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented two 
| memorials from residents on Black river, in the 
State of Wisconsin, asking a grant of land for the 
improvement of the navigation of said river. The 
| memorialists state that Black river is, for the dis- 
| tance of 150 miles from its mouth, a rich and 
| fertile valley of land, possessing in a high degree 
every requisite for becoming a rich and flourishing 
agricultural and commercial district, and that along 
its banks and tributary streams are the finest of 
| pines to be found in the Northwest; that at the 
present season there have been cut 6,000,000 feet 
of lumber, with 3,009,000 of shingles, besides á 


quest that the same might be presented to the | 


strating against the passage of the bill granting | 
: 3 i 
land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 


large amount of ‘various other timbers, In con- 
sequence of the obstructions in and above the 
mouth where it enters the Mississippi bottom, the 
entire business of the river is seriously affected. 
The memorialists state that two townships of 
land would be sufficient to remove all impediments, 
The memorials were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ene 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he' requested to 
furnish to the Senate as early as practicable, a copy of all 
such reports and communications from Commodore Jones, 
on file in his office, as relate to the topography of the bay 
of San Franciseé, and especially to the position and advan- 
tages of Benicia as a port of entry and naval and military 
depot. 

Mr. H. asked the immediate consideration of 
the resolution; and no objection being made, 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, Tnat the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of conferring by law 
the brevet rank of Lieutenant General on Major General 
Winfeid Scott, with such additional pay and allowances as 
may be deemed proper, in consideration of the distinguished 
services rendered to the Republic by that officer during the 
late war with Mexico. 


CIVIL AUTHORITY OF MILITARY OFFICERS, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution offered by Mr. Cass on the 27th of 
June: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by 
law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, 
within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 
authority not conferred by an act of Congress, and of provi- 
ding an adequate punishment for such offences. 

On motion, 

Ordered, ‘hat it lie on the table. 

HEIRS OF KOSCIUSKO. 


The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Waker on the 18th June, came up for considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That no penal law of a foreign country for 
alleged political offences can or ought 10 be enforced, di- 
reetly or indirectly, within the United States ; and that itis 
the duty of ie Executive of this Government to protect 
citizens of te United States against any attempt of forrign 
Powers, or their diplomatic representatives, to interfere with 
the private pursuits, rights, or privileges of such citizens, 
for the purpose of visiting upon them the effects of such for- 
eign penal laws. 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 
municate the foregoing resolution to the diplomatic agents 
of all foreign Powers having such agents accredited to tbig 
Government; and that he be also directed to inform his 
Majesty, the Emperor of Russia, that this Government dis- 
approves of the attempt of the honorable Alexander de Bo- 
disco, minister from Russia, accredited to th.s Government, 
to supersede the authority of Gaspard Tochman, esq., attor- 
ney and counselior-at-law, under the employment of the 
f beirs of General Thaddeus Kosciusko. 
On motion, 

Ordered, ‘That they lie on the table. 


i © DAVID N. SMITH. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
bill No. 236—being the bill for the relief of David 
N. Smith. 

The bill having been explained and advocated 
by Mr. HALE, and the report in the case having 
been read, and no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


J. B. AND P. GREGOIRE. * 


The bill to confirm the sale of school lands 
made to J. B. Gregoire and P. Gregoire, in Loui- 
siana, was read a third time, and passed. 


REPAIR OF THE PRESIDENTIAL MANSION. 


On motion by Mr. CLARKE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the Senate joint resolution No, 
| 21—being a joint resolution authorizing the ex- 
penditure of an unexpended balance of an appro- 
priation. . , 

The resolution, having had its third reading, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CLARKE. Iwill state, Mr. President, tò 
the Senate, very briefly, the situation of the Pres- 
ident’s House, and the adjoining places. This 
subject was brought to the consideration of the 
Committee on Public Buildings, and it was found 
that there wasan unexpended balance remaining 
of the fand voted for painting the Capitol, and it 
was proposed by the committee to. transfer. that 


unexpended balance to the repairing of ‘the Presi- 


. been frequently covered with water, 
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dent’s'House. It is well known to many of the’ 


Senators, as well as the Committee, on Public 
Buildings, that there has been very great danger 
to the occupants of that house for some time past, 
in consequence of the want of drainage. The cel- 
lars and lower part of the house are in a very bad 
condition, and the illness of some of its occupants 
has been attributed by some to the malaria which’ 
rises from the lower part of. the building. The 
whole of the basement is noW at times absolutely 
covered with water, and is atall times in so bad a 
condition that it is totally unfit to be occupied even 
by the domestics, This situation of the building 
is nothing new.. It. was so when it was occupied 
by the predecegsor of the late lamented President. 
1 believe my friend from New York [Mr. Diorin- 
son] is aware of the fact that very great complaint 
‘was made at that time, and very earnest solicita- 
tion was made that something should be done. It 
requires a thorough system of drainage about the 
house, so as to make the basement and cellar suita- 
ble to be occupied. Such is the state of the build- 
ing, that the incoming President dare not remain 
four and twenty hours in it; but has taken his res- 
idence in Georgetown for the present. I hope, 
with this explanation, there will be no objection 
to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. DICKINSON. t concur in what the Sen- 
ator says about the condition of the lower part of 
that house. From what I have learned heretofore, 
the whole area of the lower part of the house has 
It is at all 
umes very damp, uncomfortable, and unhealthy. 
It should certainly be repaired inthe manner sug- 
gested by the Senator. ; 

The joint resolution was then reported to the 
Senate; and, no amendment having beer proposed, 
it was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


DRAWBACK ON FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. PHELPS asked the Senate to indulge him 
by taking up for consideration Senate bill, No. 145 
—being the bill amendatory of an act entitled “ An 
act allowing drawback orforeign merchandise ex- 
ported in the original packages to Chihuahua and 
Santa Fé, in Mexico, and the British North Amer- 
ican provinces adjoining the United States, ap- 
proved March 3, 1845, and for other purposes.” 

The bill having been read a second time, 

‘Mr. HUNTER said: This seems to me a very 
important. bill, and requires some explanation. 1 
never heard of it before; and as it seems to con- 
tain important provisions, I will ask the Senator 
from Vermont to state the object of the bill, 

Mr. PHELPS. I can state very concisely the 
object of this bill. It will be recollected that in 
1845 we passed an act allowing drawbacks upon 
goods transported through this country to various 

\foreign places, and among the rest to the British 
province of Canada. The act, however, allowed 
the drawback upon goods intended merely for 
transit through the country, in conformity with 
the previous Jaws. Upon referring to an act 
passed, T think, in 1792—the original act on the 
subject of drawback-it was found that the act 
imposed a condition, that the goods should be ex- 
ported in vessels of not less than 30 tons burden. 
it will be perceived, therefore, sir, that the act of 
1845 allowed a drawback only upon goods export- 
ed in vessels of that burden. Since the introduc- 
tion of railroads into the country, a new mode of 
transportation has been created. . With respect to 
the transportation-of goods to Canada, the water 
navigation is closed for half the year, and it is im- 
portant, therefore, to allow drawbacks upon goods 
transported by railroads. That is simply the ob- 
_ject of the bill. À 

There are some minor provisions in the bill 
which are intendéd merely to remedy some over- 
sights in the previous act. The great object is to 
allow a drawback upon goods transported on land 
by railroad; when, by the existing law, it is con- 
fined to goods transported in vessels not under a 
certain tonnage. This, ] believe, is the sole object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. {havea word 
to add. to what my friend from Vermont says. 
This bill is designed chiefly enable persons export- 


ing goods for drawback to.these British provinces 
to do it wholly by land. ` The original bill, which 
was passed,as has been suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont, was predicated upon a law author- 
izing drawbacks for goods to Chihuahua and Santa 
Fé. It provided, among other things, in order to 
identify the goods when they arrived in the British 
provinces, that you should have an affidavit of the 
master of the vessel, in which they were trans- 
ported. Now, sir, if you are obliged to procure 
the affidavit of the master of the vessel, you can- 
not transport your goods wholly by land. The 


wholly by land, as the Senator has suggested. 
Then, sir, there is another modification that the 
Senate ought to be made acquainted with. When 
| we passed the bill requiring all moneys received 
for the revenue of the United States to be paid 
directly, without deduction, into the Treasury, 
there was a clause in the bill saving this act rela- 
ting to the drawback from the operation of. that 
bill. Well, sir, upon inquiry at the Treasury, Tam 
advised that that is wholly unnecessary. it creates 
confusion; and it would be best to repeal that 
saving clause, and let goods exported for drawback 
stand upon thë same footing in this case as in 
others, The provisions of the bill authorize goods 
to be transported under general laws by railroad 
from the United States to the British provinces, 


they are carried up the Ohio. They meet the ap- 
probation of the Treasury Department—in fact, 
the bill was drawn up there, at the Treasury De- 
partment—and they have met, also, the approba- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This is too important a 
bill to pass without a little reflection. My atten- 
tion has not been called to it before; and I hope 
that it will be allowed to lie over till to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
New York make a motion to that effect? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I think the 
Senator from New York will not see any great 
impediment in the bill, if he should examine it. 
lt simply permits, under the same safeguards as 
goods are now carried by water, goods to be car- 
ried wholly by rail, or partly by rail and partly 
by water, or wholly by railroad or wholly by 
water. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope that the mover will 
have no objection to have this bill laid over till to- 
morrow. W : 

Mr. PHELPS. `I have no objection. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Then, Mr. President, I 
move that it be laid on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


INTERCOURSE WITH INDIAN TRIBES. 


On motion by `Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
proceeded to consider Senate bill No. 293—being 
the bill to extend the benefit of the 17th section of 
the act to regulate the intercourse with Indian 


proved June 3, 1834, to the people of Texas and 
others. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the bill, having 
been amended when last under consideration, and 
ordered to be printed as amended, had not been 
returned from the printer. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
ators who made the objections to the bill when 
last under consideration, are now satisfied, and 
will permit it to pass. There is but one question, 
and it is as to the time when this bill shall com- 
mence its operation in the States of Georgia and 
Alabama. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr aUN- 
DERWOOD] made some objection as to the time 
when this bill should commence its operation in 
those States.. Now, I have no-objection to any 
amendment. that may be proposed; but this is a 
matter that is better understood by the Senator 
from Alabama and the Senator from Florida than 
; by myself. All that I know is this: some—per- 
i haps a half dozen—memoriais_ have been referred 
to the Committee on Indian A ffairs—memorials of 


citizens of these States, asking Congress to indem- || thought it was almost too hasty to-m 


object of this bill is to authorize transportation | 


and, [ believe, also from the Atlantic coast to the | 


‘Ohio river, npon the same condition exactly as |} 


tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers, ap- | 


I apprehend that the Sen- || 


i 

| 

i 
if 
H 
i 


H 


nify them for. certain; depredations. of ‘Indians. 
Now, sir, | propose:to. give the people. of Georgia 
Alabama, Mississippi, and: Texas, : the benefit of, - 
the “intercourse”? law. There is no new principle. 
in the bill. The only question is, what time:the.: 
bill shall operate in these States: 


8: 
Tam perfectly. 
willing to actept'any amendment the Senator. from: 
Kentucky may propose in that respect. - I believe 
it is necessary that there should be some remedy; 
for I know that some few. years ago there wasa 
vast number of claims in the State of Florida’ for 
depredations committed. I know equally as well | 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs uniformly 


t refused to report bills granting the indemnity 


asked, because it did not come within the provis- 
ions of the intercourse law. The depredations. were 
committed while in a state of war, and for which ` 
neither this nor any other. Government, unless 
under very peculiar cireumstances, ever allows iny 
demnity. The intention of the bill is to indemnify > 
individuals robbed by one or more Indians, while 


| in a state of peace with the United States. . This 


is the whole object of, the bill. There isno new 
principle. 4 believe the first intercourse law, in”. 
1783; was founded upon precisely the same prin- 
ciples as this contains. are 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Upon my motion this 
bill was Jaid upon the table, and the amendments 
made the other day were ordered to be printed. t- 
did not expect that the Senate would act upon it 
until the bilk was returned; but T have no objection 
to act upon it now, if it is desired by the Senator 
from Missouri. I will state, however, tothe Senate, 
in a very few words, the impression which this 
bill made upon my mind when | read it, and some `` 
features that I thought were objectionable. “The 
first section provides that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, upon being furnished with the ne- 
cessary proof of the depredations which the Indians 
have committed upon the property of citizens, shall i 
make application to the tribe of Indians to which. . 
such Indians belong for satisfaction; and if such 
tribe of Indians shall refuse to make satisfaction, 
then he shall return the case to the Secretary.o; 
the Interior, that such further steps may be taken, 
as shall be deemed necessary; and in the me 
time the United States shallindemnify thie’ party” 
to the amount of the value of the property taken, 
stolen, or destroyed. Now, it did seem to methat 
the Government was only uyder obligation to use 
the proper exertions to obtain compensation from 
the Indians for any depredations which they may 


i have committed upon the property of citizens, 


without being bound, while these proceedings 
were in progress, to pay the citizens, thus robbed,” 
the amount of depredation. out of -the public 
Treasury. I did not see why the citizen should: 
not wait until the Government’s action: had: been 
expended, or why he should draw the amount of 
the injury out of the ‘public Treasury, while. the 
Government was in. good faith endeavoring to pro- 
cure satisfaction for the injury. I was apprehen- 
sive there might be some danger in all this, and 
thought it probable that in some cases individuals 
might make ex parte cases, present them, draw the 
money, and when the Government in fact comes 


| to make a proper invesugation, it would find that 


the thing was exactly as the matter had been pre- 
sented to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ew - 
parte, and upon which statement the money had 
been drawn. A S 
It is said that after twelve months the agent shall 
return the proceedings to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, to say what further the Secretary of the 
Interior may do after that time. It is expressly - 
provided that before this thing is done the money 
shall be paid upon this ex parte statement upon the 
part.of. the citizens and their witnesses. Now it 
did seem to me that that principle was liable to be 
abused, and that it would be best to postpone, the. : 
case of the individuals until the Commissioner of” 


Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior, or. ahe > 


Indian agent, should have heard alittle on: both: 
sides, and until the autharities in the Indiag-naticn 
should have furnished ali the testimon 
subject, or till at least they were. he 


a 


o. Affaies—if the amendment of -the honorable Sena- 


ment. forthwith to the 
grievance, o O0 D o A a a 
Phe other objection that Lhad to the bill was 
this: The third section of the bill, by the amend- 
ment. proposed by the Senator from Florida, gives 
a retrospective operation so as to embrace the || 
claims of Alabama arid Florida since the the year 
1836; and it gives the Commissioner of Indian 


party complaining of the 


tòr from Florida shall stand—the right to settle 
these various claims, which from year to year, to 
my own knowledge asa member of the Committee 
of Claims, have been presented to the Committee 
of Claims for adjudication. \ 1 ‘did not-xee the pro- 
riety or giving this retrospective operation to this | 
Bill, go as to make it embrace claims of that de- 
cription, in behalfof Alabama and Florida, as far 
back as 1836. -But if you intend to legislate upon 
the subjéct, according to the suggestion of my 


friend from Missouri, I thought it would be right || 


to put these claims of Alabama and Florida upon 
precisely the sme footing that this bill has put 
the claim of ‘Texas, or any other State adjoining 
the Iridian tribes, upon whose citizens Indians may 
commit depredations, without giving it a retro- 
Spective act for the last fourteen years. That part 
of the bill I thought improper. It was suggested 
by my friend from Missouri that perhaps this bill, 
in its retrospective operation, would-not act upon 
that description of claims. which | have now | 
brought to the attention of the Senate, because 
these claims, as suggested by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Missouri, originated in a state of war, and 
>the élaims intended to be provided for in this bill 
were such as originated in a state of profound 
tpeace—depredations committed by Indians when 
there was no declaration of war. Now, [do not 
Know precisely, in reference to Florida and Ala- 
parma, that there was any positive declaration of 
war against the tribes in that quarter of the country. 
- My fecollections are, that these depredations were 
committed without any formal declaration of 
war on the part of Congress. We recognized the | 
state ‘of hostility as existing. Now, in that state 
of things, you will perceive that these claims to 
which I have alluded may all be presented here; 
and if there be no statute fixing the commencement 
of hostilities by. a declaration of war against these 
tribes, they might come in under the the provis- 
ions of this bill as depredations committed in a 
state of peace. I therefore think that there are ob- 
jections to the bill that are worthy of some consider- 
ation; and, if it would not incommode the Senator 
from Missouri, I would prefer its lying over still, 


until it be printed, and we have an opportunity of || ing makes it necessary that the Chair should ap- 


looking into the “intercourse” law, and seeing | 
‘how. far this bill is compatible with the principles 
‘Heretofore acted upon. `I assure the honorable 
Senator from Missouri that L have every disposi- 
tion to do what can be done, and ought to be | 
done, to guard the citizens of Texas and other 
States liable to depredations; and I will, upon look- | 
ing over this business, withdraw my objections, if 
I find it to be as the honorable Senator suggests. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I am perfectly willing that 
the bill go over tilt to-morrow; and I now make the 
motion to that effect. 

The question being taken on the motion to post- 
pone, it was agreed to. 


_CALIFORNIA~~THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


i 
The Senate. then resumed the consideration of į 
‘the: bill. for the admission of California into the. 
Union; the. establishment of Territorial Govern- 
ments: for, Utah and. New Mexico, and making 
proposals to Texas for the settlement of her north- 
ern and western boundaries. ? 


ii 


Various amendments were proposed, debated, |; 


and disposed of. The whole of the proceedings 
will appear in the Appendix. 


Without coming to any decisive vote upon the 
bill, at4 o’clock, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, July 30, 1850. 
The Journal was read. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. WINTHROP. 


Mr. WINTHROP rose and asked the indul- 
gence of the Flouse for a single moment 
ceeded to say as follows: 

Mr. SPEAKER: l have received this morning, 
from the Executive of the Commonwealth of Mas- 


| 
A 
| 
„and pro- | 
| 


| 


| only 


sachusetts, a commission to supply the vacancy 
in the other wing of the Capitol, occasioned by the 
appointment ofa most distinguished friend and 
fellow-citizen to the office of Secretary of State. 

Having decided to accept this commission, and 
being called upon to proceed at once to take my 
seat In the Senate, I have thought fit toinform this 
House, in person, that my place bere will be va- 
cant from this day, and to request that the fact 
may be announced in the usual form to the Gov- 
ernorof Massachusetts. : 3 

‘In taking final leave ‘of a Body with which I 
have been so long associated, 1 trust that it will 


not be thought intrusive, if Tsay, in the simplest | 


and briefest terms, that I shall always cherish the 
highest regard for its character and its honor; and 
if Í offer, as [now do, to the Speaker and to every 
one of the members, my parting wishes for their 
health, happjness, and prosperity. 


LAND TITLES IN OREGON.” 

Mr. THURSTON asked the unanimous con- 
sent to introduce the following resolution; which 
was read for information, viz: 

Whereas the people of Oregen have resided in that Ter- 
yitory for the last twelve years without being able to get any 
title to their lands. although yearly petitioning Congress on 
this subj-ct; and whereas for several years previous to the 
14th day of August, 1848, they nad maintained a provisional 


| government-at their own expense, under which every man 


was protected in his possessions by Jaw, and the Territory 
was flouri~hing; and whereas on the said 14th day of Au- 
gust, 1848, the Congress of the United States suspended the 
provisional government, by establishing a territorial govern- 
ment, and declaring all the Jaws of the said provisional gov- 
ernment affecting the title to lands to be null and void, by 


reason whereof the people of said Territory have been tett |) 


for nearly two full years without any Jaw to protect them in 
their farigs and possessions, and subject to all the penalties 
and inconveniences of being residents on the public lands 
of the United States, and in an Indian country; and where- 
as, by reason of the foregoing, the farmers of that country 
have been, and now are, obliged to protect their farms and 
property by the only law which the Congress of the United 


States has left to their aid, the revolver and bowie-knife, by | 


execution of which two men have recently been killed dis- 
puting about one claim, the result of which is that the peo- 
ple are leaving the country, emigration to it has ceased, and 
the prosperity of the Territory been blighted; and whereas” 
Honse bill No. 250, making disposition of the public lands 
in Oregon has nearly been completed in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and will take but a short 
time to be completed : ‘Therefore, 

Resolved, That louse bill No. 250 be made the special or- 
der of the day for the second Monday of August next, and 
from day to day therealter until finished. 


Mr. RUMSEY objected. 

So the resolution was not received. ~ 

THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Theannunciation made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts this morn- 


point some gentleman of this body to fill the 
vacancy in the Committee on Foreign Affairs, oc- 
easioned by his resignation. I therefore submit a 
motion (if it be ngcessary) to authorize the Speak- 
er to fill the vacancy. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. 


i McCrernanp, and was decided in the affirmative. 


So the Speaker, was authorized to fill the vacan- 

cy in the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
CORRECTIONS OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. CROWELL. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I observe by the published proceedings of 
yesterday that my name is omitted 

Mr. CONGER. 
proceeding unless he rises to a correction of the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York rises to a correction of the Journal. 

Mr. CROWELL, (to Mr. Concer.) If the 


honorable gentleman from New York will compose 
his nerves a litule—— 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Crowex.) Thegen- || 


tleman will proceed to state his point of order. 

Mr. CROWELL. I perceive in the published 
proceedings of yesterday ; 

Mr. JONES. [sit an error of the Journal, or 

of the Giobe ? 

Mr. CROWELL, (continuing his sentence,) 
my name is omitted. 

Mr. CONGER renewed and insisted upon his 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the 
Journal examined. Will the gentleman state the 
vote.to which he refers? i 

Mr. CROWELL. H was the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. W extworTH. | 
My name is not recorded.in the Globe upon that 
question. I voted in the affirmative: >  ~" 


I object to the gentleman’s į 


‘The SPEAKER. ~The :gentleman from Ohio 
alates, that upon the resolution offered. by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, he voted in the affirmative. 
The Journal does not show that the gentleman 
voted. ee S ; 

Mr: JONES. Has the Journal beén examined ? 
of is it merely the report of the newspaper ? _ 

The SPEAKER. The Journal does not show 
that the gentleman voted. © » : 

Mr. CROWELL. I move thatthe Journal be 
corrected by recording my vote. 
No objection being made, the moti 


on was agreed | 
to. 

Mr. PARKER rose to a privileged question, and 
stated, that upon the motion made yesterday by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,| to suspend the 
rules to enable him to offer a resolution for the-ad- 
journment of Congress, his vote was not recorded. 
He had voted in the affirmative, and moved that 
the Journal be so amended. o 

No objection-being made, the motion was agreed 
to. ` 
The Journal, as amended in these several par- 
ticulars, was approved. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MORSE. I desire to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to move.that my colleague, 
| {Mr. Harmanson,] who is in a very low state of 
health, be excused for the remainder of the session 
from service as a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands. . Itis a very important committee; 
and at the request of several gentlemen who desire 
i to have a full committee I make the motion. My 
colleague’s health is such as to forbid his being 
| here during the remainder of the session. ` 
| No objection being made, 

Mr. Harnmansow was excused, and the Speaker 
was authorized to fill the vacancy, 


COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. MASON, I move that the vacancy in the 
Committee on Kecounts, occasioned by the death 
of Hon. Daniel P. King, of Massachusetts, be 
filled by the Speaker. 

No objection being made, 


The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. f 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The illness of 
the gentleman from Geoggia, [Mr. Hacxerr,] it is 
known to the House, is suchas to render him unable 
| to attend here. He isa member of the Commit- 
| tee on Indian Affairs. Some matters of import- 
ance are to come before that committee. am 
authorized by Mr. Hacker to ask that he be 
excused from further service on the committee; 
and on behalf of the committee, I move that the 
Speaker be authorized to fill the vacaney. 

No objection being made, the motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MORTON asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to withdraw certain papers from the 
files of the House, for the purpose of reference to 
another committee. : 

Re objection was made. | Í 

r. PRESTON KING moved that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I hope that 
| the committees will be called this morning. 


HOMESTEADS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there is a privileged question pending, which must 
be disposed of, viz: the motion to. reconsider the 
vote by which the House referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
bill reported from the Committee on Agriculture, 
to encourage agriculture and for other purposes. 
| This is the first business in order. 

Mr. BAYLY. -I call forthe regular order of 
business. <- i 

The said motion to reconsider came up, M 
; Evaxs, of Maryland, being entitled to the fldor. 

Mr. EVANS said, it had been his intention to 
address the House on this question. He desired 
to do so. But as the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means desired to call up the appro- 
priation bills; as it was+a late period of the ses- 
sion 

Mr. PRESTON KING interposed, and made 
the point that the gentleman’s remarks were not 
in order. : : 


{ 


li 

{ 
i 
t 
H 


1 


1 


re 


The SPEAKER... The motion to reconsider is 
pending and-it is debatable. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. To reconsider what 
vote? 

The SPEAKER. The vote by which the 
House referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the ‘state of the Union the bill reported from: the 
Committee on Agriculture. $ zl 

Mr. PRESTON KING said, his point of order | 
was, that the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maryland were not relevant to the question. í 

The SPEAKER (remarking that he had not 
before understood the point of order correctly) 
sustained the point, and stated. that any-remarks 
touching the order of business in committee or in 
the House, were irrelevant, asa matter of course. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido ñot intend to discuss the 
order*f business. If the gentleman from New 
York had not interrupted me, I should have given 
him a chance ere this to get at the all-important, 
absorbing question, which oceupies his soul and 
the soul of all his Free-Soil friends. I was giving 
the rédson why I do not intend to weary the | 
House to-day. When the bill comes up in com- 
mittee, [ intend to address the House upon it if I 
ean get a chance. I therefore, with a view of 
proceeding to the public business, and with no in- 


tention of bringing forward any political hobbies |, 


on which to ride into power, move to lay the mo- | 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved. that the House 
resolve itself into Commiitttee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

_ The question was taken, 
firmative. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Bord in the chair.) 

CALIFORNIA. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the Califor- 

nia message was the subject first in order. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


and decided in the af- 


Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside the California |! 


message, with the view of taking up the bill | 
making appropriations for the payment of revolu- 
tionary and other pensions of the United States, | 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851. t 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Sueprerp, and Harafs of Tennessee, were ap- 
pointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 95, noes 68. 

So the California message and bill were laid 
aside. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee proceed | 


to the considération of House bill No. 280; being 
a bill making appropriations for the payment of 
revolutionary ‘and other pensions of the United 
States, Tor the year ending 30th of June, 1851. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. $ 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the said bill. 

The bill having been read through— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked that 
it-might be read by items. 3 

The CHAIR suggested that, as in the case of 
the Military Academy bill, the bill should be con- 
sidered by sections. ie 

Mr. PUTNAM obtained the floor, and ad- | 


dressed the committee on the subject of the adris- |! 


sion of California, and in favor thereof, (in remarks 
which will be published in the Appendix.) 

In the course of the remarks of Mr. P., 
_ Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to a point, of 
order, that the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Purnam] were irrelevant. | 

Mr. JONES desired to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maryland {Mr. Evans] to the fact 
that it had been decided over and over again 

Mr. EVANS proceeded, remarking that he was | 
aware of the decisions to which the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] referred; buthe (Mr. | 
E.) intended to make the point, and wished it to 
Be decided. The bill now under consideration was | 
a bill making appropriations for the payment of | 
revolutionary pensions, The gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Pornam] was discussing the question 
of slavery in the Territories. He (Mr. E.) called 
the attention of the Chair to rules 35 and 134. 

“Several Voices: Do not press the question now. 


There is no quorum. 


t 


| tice, a wide range of debate had always. been al- 


lowed in Committee of the Whole on the state of | of the Whole on the § 


+ on which, in case of appeal, there can be no debate, has ref- 


| prohibited,” 


Mr. PUTNAM rose, he 
privileges oso 5o: oe 
Mr. DUER submitted; that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Evans] was discussing the point 
of order. RANE ot N i 
The CHAIRMAN (in reply to the statement of 
Mr. Potnam'that he rose to a question of privilege) 
said that_no question of privilege. could be rdised 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Questions of that nature belonged exclu- 
sively to the House. . j : 
The CHAIRMAN (on the point of order of 
Mr. Evans) decided that, under the uniform prac- 


said, toa question of 


the Union, and that the Chair, therefore, did not. 
feel authorized to declare the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Purnam] out of 
order. 

Mr. EVANS appealed from the decision, and 
proceeded to make some remarks. ` 

The CHAIRMAN said, the appeal was not de- 
batable. - : 

Mr. EVANS read the second rule of the House, | 
to show that appeals of this nature were deba- 
table. 

The rule is as follows: 


“He (the Speaker) shall preserve order and decorum; 
may speak to points of orderin preference to other mem- 
bers, rising from his seat for that purpose ; and shall decide 
questions of order, subject to an appeal to the House by any 
two members, on which appeal no member shail speak 
more than once, unless by leave of the House.” 


Mr. E. also read the note appended to this rule, 
and which is in the words following. 


« Difficulties have often arisen as to a snpposed diserep- 
ancy between the appeal contemplated in this rule, and 
that referred to in rale 35. There is no discrepancy. The 
question of order mentioned in the second rule relates to 
motions or propositions, their applicability or relevancy, or 
their admissibility on the score of time, or in the order of 
business, &e. The ‘call to order? mentioned in rule 35, 


erence only to ¢ transgressions of the rules in speaking,’ or i 
to indecorum of any kind. See also rule 51,in which debate 
onan appeal, pending a call for the previous question, is 


Mr. DUER read the following rule: 

“If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the 
rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, | 
cali to order, in which case the member so called to order 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to explain; 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, but 
without debate,” &e. ~ 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Durr | 
and Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS appealed from the decision of the 
Chair declaring the appeal not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman could 
not take a second appeal. ; 

Mr. EVANS said, he would withdraw the form- 
er appeal, and appeal from the second decision. 
+ After a few remarks by Mr. STEPHENS, of Geor- |: 
gia, and some conversation between Mr. Evans, || 
Mi. Duer, and the Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman 
could not withdraw the first appeal and adhere to 
the second. 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair (declaring the remarks of Mr. Pur- 
NAm in-order) was sustained by the committee. 

So the decfsion of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. PUTNAM then proceeded with his re- 
marks. g 

The hour having expired— 

Mr. P., without concluding, resumed his seat. ` 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 

The question on that motion was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, without a division, 

So the committee rose and reported the bill, 
without amendment, té the House. 


The question being on ordering the bill to a 


third reading— : 
Mr. BAYLY asked the previous question. 
There was a‘second. The main question was į 
ordered, and, being taken, the bill was ordered to | 
a third reading. | 
And, having been 
and the question being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 
Mr. FOWLER called for the reading of the 
bill. i : 
And it was read. 


The question recurring on the passage of the | 


bifl— 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 
There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the bill was passed. 


read a third time by its title, || 


read. 


reconside 
be laid upon th 


vote, and that that motion 


atid that the House Yesolve itself i 
of the Whole on the state of the Gai 
The motion having been agreed t 

The House again resolved ‘itself into.Commil 
state of the Union; (Mr. 


Bov» in the chair.) . 
` NAVY PENSIONS. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the California mes- 
sage be laid aside, and that the committee proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. making appropria- 
tions for the payment of navy pensions. 

The motion having been agreed to— f 

The committee proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the paymentiof 
navy pensions for the fiscal year ending 30th:of 
June, 1850. ; eS PRN ECS 

Mr. McCLERNAND took the floor, and: in- 
quired of the Chairman, if it'was now in order to 

roceed with his remarks, ee adit 

The CHAIRMAN said, the bill would. be first 


The bill was then read. Par S 
©- Mr. McCLERNAND. I do not. rise for the 
purpose of debating the question of slavery. ‘It 
has already occupied the attentiun of the House 


i too Jong, and the country no doubt is tired of it. 


It is a question that is entirely foreign to the bill 


i immediately under consideration, and in accord- 


ance with the request of friends about me, 1 shall 
forbear any remarks upon it, or upon the territo- 
rial question, which, under other circumstances, I 
might be disposed to submit for the consideration 
of the committee. I will atonce come tothe point,’ 
in regard to which I feel myself called upon tomake 
a few remarks. iad PE a 

It will be recollected, sir, thata few days agoa 
debate occurred here, in which the gentleman fram . 
the Chicago district of Hlinois, [Mr. Went" 
WORTH,] the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr 
Wiimor,} and myself, participated. I find, ‘sir; : 
the speech delivered by the gentleman from -Pe 
sylvania, or the speech reported ds having. bee 
delivered by him, published in'the Daily Globe 
this morning, and in that speech I find thé follo 
ing passage: i 


D 


the caucus to which the gentleman refers, the 
word said which could be tortured. injo such: 
tion.” rans) + AE EE 
Now, sir, I do not rècollect to have heard the : 
gentleman from Pennsylvania make ‘this allusion 
to me, and the memory “of others corroborates mé 
in regard to this point. I am inclined to believe-— 
it is my opinion, sir, that the allusion was not 
made—that no such language was used. Certainly, 
if it had been used in my hearing, or had F been 
aware of it, I should have felt myself called upon 
to notice itin the manner it deserves. ‘ 
Itis my desire, sir, at all times and under all 


| circumstances, -to abstain from controversy, iff 


can do it properly and honorably. Nor do I-will-. 
ingly now obtrude myself upon the attention of 
the committee with any notice of ‘this matter, but 
I feel myself required to do so.” -1 desire. to 
know distinctly, from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, whether he charges me with having ori- 
ginated and circulated this “ rumor™-—>the rumor 
in qdestion—the same which he brands‘as false? 

Mr. WILMOT (the floor being ‘temporarily. 
yielded to him) said, that he brought: no cher 
against the gentleman. He adhered. to what he. 
nad said in the debate to which the gentleman had 
alluded. The report contained substantially what 


he had said on that occasion- If thée-gepileman 
from [linois did not hear it, others di was 
astonished that any such rumor had ined cire 
culation; he had expressed’ that as cnt, ang 


x 
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the report adhered’ substantially tothe remarks 
that‘he had made. cae f ` 
~ Mr. McCLERNAND “I wish to know of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether he did 
chargé in his speech, or whether he intended to 
gharge; as published, that I originated this report 
and circulated it; I wish, what I have aright to 
expect, ah explicit and direct answer. 3 

< Mr. WILMOT repeated, that he had made no 
chatges against the gentleman. He had expressed 
his astonishment that such a report should have 
been circulated,and he could not but suppose that 
it existed only in the imagination of the ’gentle- 
man. He had never heard of it, from any other 
quarter... He had made no charge against the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, That is a very different 
version of the matter. from that which appears in 
the paper. “And, sir, 1 could not consent that such 
a:declaration should go out as having been made 
onthe floor of this House. in reference to me, 
without explanation or satisfaction. 

The gentleman says he is surprised that such a 
rumor was in circulation. [am not responsible 
for his surprise. It is very certain, sir, that I heard 
such a rumor; and any man who undertakes or pre- 
sum es to deny it, denies that which is true. ° I re- 
peat’ sir, that any man who undertakes to deny 
it, denies that which is true, and by the denial 
affirms that which is untrue. 

I would avoid controversy, but sir, if any gentle- 
man wishes to have a controversy with me, he 
can do it, without thrusting himself in this House, 
with offensive language. I mean to be understood 
—I hope I am understood. The gentleman speaks 
of ‘the accuracy of the report of his speech. | It is 
not my purpose to impeach that -accuracy—that is 
not the point I. make, although 1 have expressed 
my opinion in regard to it. What] wish, is, to know 
hig purpose and meaning now, 

He has given his opinion of the comparative ac- 
curacy of the report of his speech and of mine. I 
differ from him. I claim that my speech was re- 
ported, substantially, as I delivered it, except that 
all I-said is not reported. Ifall had been reported, 
the speech would have exhibited a much more ex- 
tended appearance than it does. The gentleman’s 
‘.8peech occupies some four columns, although de- 

livered in less than an hour. It is not my habit, | 

sir, to interpolate the speeches that I make here. 

And above all, I abstain from interpolating, and 

especially personal matters. I abstain from it as 

dishonest, in fact, as cowardly. F rose only to 
claim the attention of the committee fora moment. 
As the gentleman disclaims any imputation what- 
ever against me, I have nothing further to add. 
Mr. WILMOT. {í disclaim, certainly, as I have 
on twa or three occasions already, any intention of 
making a charge againat the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, of originating any rumor in reference to this 
matter. I only claim that my speech, as reported 
in the Globe, is substantially the speech which I 
delivered on this floor; that in the main it is faith- 
fully reported; that I avoided making any material 
alteration of its sense, and, as fur as possible, en- | 
deavored to preserve the language. I avoided intro- 
ducing new matter into the speech. I took the 
notes. of the reporters as written out by them, and | 
from those notes with great fidelity wrote out the 
` speech for publication. 
all-that I claim. 

“Mr: McCLERNAND. Let us come toa pre- 
cise understanding—let us come to a point. in re- 
gard to.this matter.’ L.make no play upon words. | 
The gentleman says the report -is substantially | 
the speech that he delivered. Now, I ask him 
pointedly, whether he means to say, in making 
that declaration, that he imputes to me the author- | 
ship and promulgation of the report or rumor to 
which he has alluded—the rumor in question. 

Mr: WILMOT.> I do not impute to the gentle- 
man the authorship of that report. What I said in 
the, speech, and what I say now, is, thatit is a | 


] 


That is what I claim, and |, 


isted only im the imagination of the gentleman. I 
desire to have no controversy with the gentleman; 
and it seems to me now, that there was nothing in 
my remarks calculated to lead to a controversy. 
If the gentleman supposes that I intended to 
charge upon him the manufacturing of a false 
rumor, I have only to say that I disclaim any such 
intention. : 
On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee rose 
and reported the bill to the House without amend- 
ment. ‘ 
The question. being on its engrossment— 


The previous question was seconded, and, under 
its operation, the bill was ordered to be engrossed, 
read a third time and passed. : 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of the bill, and to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Which latter motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
(Mr. Boyn in the chair.) 

„On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the California mes- 
sage was again laid aside. ; 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to take up the bill making 
| appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of. the Indian Department for the year end- 
ing 30th June, 1851. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to state 
to the House in regard-to the bill, that the Indian 
Department itself has notified the Committee on 
Indian Affairs that important papers will be laid 
before that committee by them to-morrow morning, 
from which amendments desired by that depart- 
ment will necessarily result. 1 ask the gentle- 
man, therefore, to take up some less important 
bill to-day, so` that the Indian appropriation bill 
may be reserved until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYLY. [Í yield to the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whose committee the subjects comprised in this 
bill principally belong. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 


| T move (continued Mr. B.) to take up the bill 

making appropriations for certain fortifications of 

the United States, for the year ending 30th Jane, 
1851. f 

| The motion was agreed to. : 

| The bill was accordingly taken up and read. 
Mr. BAYLY. 1 will not move that the com- 

mittee rise and report this bill to the House, be- 

cause J suppose that some amendments will be of- 

fered. Butl move that the committee rise, in order 


minates rule. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported progress 
on the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY offered a resolution in the usual 
| form, providing for the termination of debate on 
| the bill in five minutes after it should again have 
been taken up in Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 

; The question was stated to be on the adoption 
i of the resolution, 
Mr. VENABLE. This is the gag-law. Task 
| the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. ý 

- Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered, and 
| Messrs. Ewine and Porter were appointed. 
i The yeas and nays were ordered. 
4 
| 


Mr. ORR, (tothe Speaker.). Js it in order to 
move an amendment to the resolution extending 
| the time for debate. 
| The SPEAKER. It isin order. 

Mr. ORR. I move to amend the resolution by 


matter of astonishment to me how such a report | 


could have obtained circulation. The gentleman || 


| 
says he heard the report, I have no right to | 
doubt his word. Ido not doubt, that he heard the | 


report, I never had, until it was alluded to by i 


the gentleman. 1 do not impugn the gentleman’s : 
word. I expressed my surprise at the existence | 
of any such report. Every gentleman must be the | 
judge of what is. necessary for the vindication of 
his own honor. | In expressing my astonishment 
at the existence of such a rumor, it did-not seem to 


| striking out “five minutes,” and inserting “two 
i hours.” 


i 
f 


It is in order. z 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I move to amend the amend- 

ment by inserting “one hor,” insiead of “two 
| houra,” Sii : 


t 


me as improper, to say thatin my opinion it ex-. 


to bring the debate within the operation of the five | 


The question was takén on the amendment to 
the amendmient, and the vote stood—ayes 55, noes 
69. TEN : a 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called: for tellers, 
who were ordered, (and Messrs. W oopwarb and 
i Kine, of Rhode Island, were appointed.) 

The question was then again taken, andthe vote 
stood—ayes 45, noes 97. ey 

So the amendment to. the amendment: was re- 
jected. VAE, s ine 

The question recurring on agreeing to the 
amendment— 


-|| Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the resolu- 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 


tion. be laid upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 50, noes 75. 

So' the resolution was not laid upon the table: 
| The question then again recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr, Org, striking out “ five minutes” ang 
inserting “two hours.” r 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Is it 
in order to move to amend the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. tis in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the 
| amendment, by striking owt ‘two hours” and in- 
serting ‘ to-morrow at.twelve o’clock.” 

Mr. ORR said, he would aecept the amendment 
of Mr. McCrernanp, as a modification of his 
own amendment. 

The question on the amendment was taken, ang 
the vote stood—ayes 64, noes 76. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers. : 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Oros and 
McQvEEN were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 64, noes 79. . be ie 

So the modified amendment of Mr. Orr was re- 
jected. a 
| Mr, ORR renewed his amendment in its original 
| form—to terminate debate in two hours after the 
bill should again have been taken up in committee. 

Mr. GOTT demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, j 

And the main question was ordered, being first 
on the amendment of Mr. Orr. 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 83, nays 81; as follow: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Allen, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bingham, Bocock, Bowdon, Boyd, Burt, i2. C, Cabell, 
| Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W., Cobb, Crowell,*Deberry, Disney, Dunham, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Fuller, Gorman, Gould, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W., Harris, Hilliard, Holaday, Holmes, Houston, Howard, 
Howe, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
| James L, Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, La Sére, Job 
Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McKissock,’ Me- 
Lanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Me Willie, Morris, Nelson, 
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, Pitman, Powell, Reed, 
Richardson, Root, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Richard H. Stan- 
tou, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Sweetser, ‘Thomas, 
Jacob. Thompson, Jolin B. Thompson, Underhill, Venable, 
| Wallace, Wellborn, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, and 
+ Young—&3. -` 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Bayly, 
| Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, William 
J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. 
(| Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
| Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Daniel, Dim- 
mick, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Alexander Evans, 
| Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, 
Gott, Halloway, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibbard, Hoagtand, Hunter, William ‘Ty Jaekson, 
Julian, George G. King, James G, Ring, John A. King, 
Preston King, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Horace Mana, 
Maueson, McDonald, (tis, Peaslee, Potter, Putnam, Risley, 
| Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Schooleratt, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, Walden, Waldo, White, and 
Williams—8}, 

So the amendment was agreed to. i 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. . : 
|| _ The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
| firmative, without a division. 

; So the resolution as amended was adopted, 
f So the House decided that: debate should termi- 
| nate in two hours. ; 

Mr. BAYLY then moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the- House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

‘The-motion having been agreed to— 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Bordin the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications, &c. i 

‘Mr. BAYLY said, there seemed to be some ap- 
prehension that he desired to stop the debate pre- 
cipitately upon these appropriation bills; particu- 
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larly upon the fortification bill. In reference to 
that matter he had only to say, that he had as 
little disposition to prevent proper debate as any 
man in that House. With regard to the fortifica- 
tion bill, there was not, he believed, a contested 
item in it. There was not a solitary item for any 
new work; it only contained appropriations for 
the completion of those works which had been 
begun, and upon which a vast amount of money 
chad already been expended. < 

In framing the bill, the committee had. had before 
them the estimates of the War Department. The | 
items were scrutinized, and unless Congress : was 

‘disposed to put an end to the whole system of for- 
tifications, he would undertake to say, that there 
was not a dollar appropriated by the bill, about 
the propriety of appropriating. which there could |; 
be any doubt.. ‘This being the character of the 
bill, and as there had been other opportunities upon 
which debate might have been indulged, he 
thought it wag best to confine the debate in this 
instance to the five minutes’ rule upon ang amend- 
ment which might be offered; and he believed 
there. Would be but few. He desired to say this 
much to the committee, and especially to those 
gentlemen who seemed to think that he was rather 
exigeant in the motion he had made. - 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, that for the purpose of 
hearing from the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or else from the hon- 
erable chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, some reasons assigned why these appro- 
priations should be made, he would move to strike 
out the first appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will the gentleman allow me 
toadd a single remark to what I have already 
said, in order to make the statement clear? 

Mr, GIDDINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYLY. i should ‘have added, that if I 
had anticipated that any member of this committee 
desired to discuss the bill at length, I should not 
have mate the motion which I did to confine the 
debate upon amendments within the five minutes’ 
rule. But I felt quite satisfied that there would be 
no debate. with reference to the bill itself. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I moved, sir, to strike out 
the first appropriation—$i5,000 for the barracks | 
near Detroit; and Ido so, because I have been 
unable, at any period of my service here, to see 
any real necessity whatever for the expending of || 
asingle dollar upon fortifications. I have been |! 
unable to perceive that the United States have been 
benefited, or can, by any possibility, under any 
circumstances or in, any contingency, derive any 
advantage from any such expenditure of money. 
And I wish to be informed by the chairman of 
either the Committee of Ways and Means or the 
Committee on Military Affairs, if there is any ne- 
cessity for this: fortification in Detroit river? I 
know'the ability of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 1 know-he is master of all 
the arguments which-can be brought to bear upon, 
the. subject; and I desire to know if he can adduce 
any good reason why this fortification should be 
constructed; or, at least, why we should take this 
$15,000 from the Treasury at this time, and 
expend it upon that.work. It is for the pur- 
pose of hearing the reasons assigned, that 1 have 
made the motion; and I will yield the floor to either 
of those gentlemen, if they will comply with my 
request, 

Mr. BAYLY said, he took great pleasure in 
answering the inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio 
in reference to ‘this appropriation of $15,000, for 
the advancement of the work now in progress near 
Detroit. He had to say, in regard to that matter, 
that he had no personal information respecting it. 
The only information he had was such as he had 
derived from public documents communicated to |j 
that- House by the Executive Department of the |: 
Government. He could inform the gentleman, || 
however, that this defensive work—this fortifica- |; 
tion near Detroit, was not a new work; that it had 
been commenced a long time ago. He had not 
informed himself at what time the work was com- 
menced, but it was not anew work—it was nota 
work that was now being commenced—it was one 
that Had been commenced heretofore, and one, too; 
upon which a good deal of money had been ex- 
pended. It was in an unfinished condition, and 
unless. they intended to reverse what a former 

- Congress had done, and leave the work to go to 
ruin; this appropriation was necessary.. And he 
would: take leave here to say, if he was not tres- 


| of what use the fortification could possibly be? 


| the chief advantage of fortfications is to be found 


! for the time he had spent in listening to the gen- 


_ the large sums of money that we are called upon 


paai ng upon the indulgence of the: gentleman from 
io——_ >. vs ee 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not atall- 
the gentleman’s explanation. - 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing.). He would take 
leave to say, that asto the necessity for these forti- 
fications there was a vast deal of misapprehension 
in that House. The impression seemed to be, 
that these fortifications were exclusively designed 
forthe defence of our territory—for repelling the 
enemy in case of an invasion;—and the question 
was frequently asked, “ what protection can they 
afford in such a contingency ?’”* It was asked, for 
instance, to take a case with which he was more 
familiar,—of what benefit the fortification at Old 
Point could be, of what use it could be, in repelling | 
an enemy? It was said that troops could effect a 
landing at numerods places, notwithstanding the 
existence of the fort. It was asked, therefore, | 


I wish to hear 


This showed an entire misconception of the pur- 
pose of these fortifications. The great use of them 
was to afford a shelter for our shipping in time of 


war, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There is no shipping to be 
protected in this case. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Take the case of Old Point—for itis not necessary 
to vary the illustration. Suppose in time of war, 
that a hostile fleet should suddenly make its ap- 
pearance on the coast; especially a fleet consisting 
of steam vessels, from which sailing vessels would 
find it difficult to escape, what would become of 
our whole commerce, unless there was some place 
of safety, where our ships might seek shelter, and 
where they could ride in safety? In the case of a 
sudden appearance of a fleet, or even if itdid not 
suddenly appear, in case of the advent of a hostile 
fleet, our commercial vessels would be completely at 
their mercy, unless they had some place to which 
they could flee. The great advantage of fortifica- 
tions of this kind, does not consist so much in the | 
protection of the land, but in the protection of our 
commerce, in affording to our shipping safe har- 
b@. Such is the use of fortifications every- 
where. Tt is true that in the case of the fortifica- 
tion at Vera Cruz, for instance, it was of a good 
deal of advantage in the protection of the city; but 


in the protection they afford to the shipping. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he had been well repaid 


tleman. I was perfectly conscious (continued 
Mr. G.) that it was out of the power of man 
to assign a reason for this appropriation. I have 
tried year after year in this Hall to get some one 
to assign some reason for the appropriation of || 


to appropriate every year for fortifications. The 
gentleman states that he knows no more about | 
this work than what he finds in the public docu- | 
ments. Sir, here is a river of a narrow channel || 
about thirty miles in Jength, and here is a fortifica- | 
tion about a mile from the river, and about two | 
miles from where any shipping ever went, about 
double cannon shot from any place of anchorage 
for vessels, and the best reason the gentleman can 
assign for the construction of the fortification at all 
was, that it was necessary for the protection of our 
commercial vessels. : 

Mr. BUEL. The gentleman from Ohio has 
stated, that this fort stands at the distance of one 
mile from the Detroit river. g 

Mr. GIDDI NGS. Iwill remark, that my col- 
league gave it as his opinion, that it stood at least |! 
a mile from the river. Y j 

Mr. BUEL. Iwill state to the gentleman that 
the fort stands upon an eminence upon the imme- 
diate bank of the river. s 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman state 
how far from the steamboat landing? 

Mr. BUEL. This fort is situated some thrge | 
or four miles below the city of Detroit, upon the 
highest point to be found for many miles. Itis a 
comparatively new fortification, and has been in 
progress for the past four or five years. Itstands 
upon the bank of the river, so as to command the 
channel, and to prevent, whenever it may be neces- 
sary, British ships from passing to the Upper 
Lakes. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have not been at Detroit |} 
since the commencement of the work, and I am | 
indebted to the gentleman for the information he 


| remain in an unfinished state. 


has given me. J now understand that the fort is 


i , 


situated some four miles from the steamboatland- 
iog. It can-afford no protection, therefore,-to.the 
steamboats. And as the chairman -of the Come 
mittee of Ways and Means assigns as: a Treason 
for its construction, the advantage it will afford te 
the steamboats, he is certainly under a misappre- 
hension in this case; for: } understand’ now that 
the object is-not. to: protect, our shipping, but te 
prevent British shipping from ascending the rivers : 
Mr. BUEL. { stated that the fort was-situated 
upon an eminence, and is supposed to command 
the river. I think it is not easy to misapprehend, 
the views I intended to express.¢ And, as Tam 
up, if the gentleman will allow me, I will. submit 
the remarks, now, which I intended to suomit bes 
fore. Although comparatively a new: fortification, 
it has been brought, I believe, almost to a state of 
completion. The parapet, | believe, was completed: 
last year. And, 1 will add, that the purpose, to, 
which the present appropriation is to-be applied, 
as I understand, is the construction of. barracks 
and officers’ quarters; which, I perceive, have been 
burned during the present session of Congress.: i 
Mr. EVANS took the floor, and was recognized, 
Mr. CARTTER rose to a question of order, 
He desired to know if they were discussing. this, - 
bill under the five minutes’ rule? epee oair 
The CHAIRMAN replied that such was not.the, 
case. ; rd 
Mr..EVANS said, he should not-detain,the com- 
mittee long. Lie merely desired to refer tothe 
documents accompanying the President’s annual 
message. lt will be found that the Engineer De- 
partment recommended an appropriation of $15,000. 
for this work, which was the sum reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. [Mr. E. read 
from the report of the Engineer Department.] Un-, 
less the appropriation were made, the work must 


Mr. GIDDINGS said, he was glad they were 
arriving at information in regard to this subject. 
It now appeared that this fort was not necessary. 
for the protection of our shipping and our come, 
merce, but for the protection of our army—that; 
was the amount of it. He was not making war — 
against this particular appropriation, but, against. 


ij the whole system of fortifications, for which, 


millions of dollars-were’taken from the pockets of 
the people, and squandered by this Government. 
Look (said he) at the expenses of your army—at, 
your fortification system! You erect fortifications, 
to protect your troops, and then raise troops to pro~ 
tect your fortifications. Thatis the whole.of it; and: 
Jet me say to this committee, that this is contrary: to. 
the genius of our institutions, contrary to the fun. 
damental principles on which this Government was 
established. Our fathers supposed that we were 
capable of self-defence; that the militia of the 
country was capable of defending the country; 


i and we have now gone into the extravagance of. 


raising a standing army, and erecting fortifications. 
to protect your commerce, although the advances; 
ment in science has shown that fortifications are 
useless; nay, worse than useless: The system of. 
fortifications commenced in England, in the times, 
of baronial rule, and it has come down, to us. 
Future generations will look back upon us with 
the same wonder and. contempt for our ignorance, 
as we.entertain for. that of the age to which I have 
referred. : 

He desired to be particularly understood. He .. 
had no particùlar hostility to this particular appro- 
priation. His only desire was, to ask for the 
reasons upon which the appropriation was based, 
and to show that there was no necessity for the 
appropriation; that it was a useless waste of the 


i; public money. His purpose was merely to call 


the attention of the committee to the fact, that the 
whole fortification system—which was but the 
relicof an age gone by—was of no use. to the 
country, and should be laid aside, and that we; 
should adopt a new system in its place. 3 
Mr. GORMAN said, he was véry. much. in- 
clined to think that the gentleman from Ohio, who 
had just taken his seat, was correct in his view of. 
the subject. He could not see the propriety, of 
making these appropriations—at least to the ex 
tent reported by the Committee. of Ways,and — 
Means. Almost every appropriation that- Was: 
made, was for the benefit of the sea-bosrd- He 
desired to be informed by’ the chairman: of the 
committee by whom the bill was reported, if he 
was in possession of information thatavould satis- 
fy this House that the fortifications were ih a state 


Jame! 


7 


>- THB CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


July 30, 


of ‘décay, and: neéded “repairs? And: whether ‘it 
Fequired $20,000, $30,000, or $40,008 annually, to 
keep them in repair?» ‘Phe gentleman. fromthe 
Detroit district: had said, that the fortification at 
that point was-only partially completed. He was 
inclined to “believe that, if it was. only partially 


_ coripleted; “iv had “better remain uncompleted. 


‘He was aware that thjs appropriation bill would 
ass the Mouse, from his knowledge.of the gen- 
Yat action of Congress, but he would liketo have 

gome-information laid before the committee in re- 

gard to the manner in which this money was ex- 


pénded, ‘He wanted. to know. why it-was that 
‘these fortifications could not be kept up without 


an anual appropriation. “He desired to know 
whatamount of money had been ex pended on Fort 
Jackson, on the Mississippi—a fort which was of 
Ho earthly use for preventing the approach ofan 
enemy to the ‘city of New Orleans. No enemy 
would undertake to “approach the’ city from that 
diréetion. Any admiral or commandant of a fleet 
who dared tó do so should be cashiered for incom- 
petency. He desired to know what was to be 
doné With the appropriation for that fort? He 
now believed it was one of the very strongest po- 
sitions in the interior. 

Mr, BAYLY replied to the interrogatory of the 
gentleman, by reading from the documents trans- 
mitted to the House by the War Department. 

Mr. MORSE defended the appropriation for 
Fort Jackson. He contended that it was a highly 
important fortification, and replied to the remark 
of the gentleman from Indiana, that no fleet would 
attempt to appréach the city in that direction, by 
saying that in making the attempt, they would ran 
the tsk of losing their entire fleet. The genile- 
men was well aware that a large portion of the 
commerce of thirteen States of this Union passed 
along that route. 
appropriate two thousand or three thousand dol- 


„lars for the protection of the entire commerce of 
' the Mississippi river? The position of Fort Jack- 


son was at the first eligible point from the mouth 
of the Mississippi, where a fortification could be 
érected. And be would remind the gentleman 


that during the last war there was an attempt to | 
“ascend the Misssssippi by sailing vessels. How 


much easier would it be to ascend by steamers! 
‘Mr. GORMAN said, he did not propose to 
strike out of existence this-fort, although the gen- 
Ueman had not controverted anything he had said; 
but the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means had read here that this appropriation was 
desired for the purpose of digging the ditch be- 
longing to the fort deeper. Why was that neces- 
sary how? If necessary now, was it not equally 


necessary last year? The ditch, hè would under- | 


take to say, could be dug to any necessary depth 
by-one hundred men in twenty-four hours. He 
believed that with one hundred men, he ould 
make the ditch of sufficient depth for any military 
purpose in one day. He wanted to know why it 
was that these fortifications required the same ap- 
propriations each succeeding year? There was a 
singular uniformity in the amount appropriated 
each year. 

Mr. EVANS again quoted from the documents, 
to. show what expenditure was necessary in the 
case of Fort Jackson, and what particular work 
was intended to be accomplished. 

Mr. GORMAN resumed. The gentleman has 


said ‘that there was a necessity for an exterior | 


battery, If there was a necessity for an exterior 
battery, he’ would ask gentlemen who had had 
experience in that line of service, ifan exterior bat- 
tery could not be thrown up in ten days? time? 
But there was another thing, concerning which 
he desired some information. He perceived that 
there was appropriated for the harbor at Balti- 
more the sum of $40,000. Where was the neces- 
sity for this? Was there an exterior battery to 
be erected there? Was it necessary that Balti- 
more should have $40,000 a year for the construc- 
tion of exterior batteries? He had visited several 
of these fortifications, and. he would undertake to 
say, that they were in as good a state of repair as 
they need be, unless in a time of actual war; and 
in that event, there could be no necessity for such 
an expenditure of money for putting them in re- 
air, because everything that was necessary, could 
e done by the soldiers in forty-eight hours. 
The experience of every man (said Mr.G.) who 
knew anything about the matter was, that an 
army in time of war could place almost any of 


Did the gentleman grudge to | 


it 


our present fortifications in a complete state of de- 
fence in less than forty-eight hours. He thought 
it was time to check these exorbitant appropria- 
tions; and. to do this, he believed it was only 
necessary to let the people of the country know 


‘after year $30,000 or $40,000 for the same work. 
If this course was to be pursued by the Congress 


expenditures. of the Government, and they would 
go- on constantly ‘increasing, and this, too, at a 
time. when we were at. peace with all the world, 
and “the rest of mankind.” It might be said that 
he was too young a member to take upon. himself 
to find fault with the extravagance of the expendi- 
tures of this Government; but he would not permit 
himself to be diverted from the performance of 
what he deemed to be his duty; by any such sug- 
gestions. The whole amount of the appropria- 
| tions for the present year was about $51,600,000— 
nearly $52,000,000. That wasa much larger sum 
| than had ever been appropriated in any one year 
for the ordinary expenditures of the Government. 
He hoped to be pardoned for raising his voice 
against the appropriations proposed by the com- 
mittee; but he would say to this House, and he 
intended to report it to the country, that. he re- 
i quired to know the reason for those extravagant 
annual appropriations. He had no desire to de- 
tain the committee with further remarks. 


your forts, mostly on the Atlantic sea-board; and 
i you have held out the temptation to nearly every 
nortern, easthern, and southern Representative, 
with a view, it may reasonably be inferred, of giv- 
ing strength to your extravagance. 

But, sir, when the West ask you to reduce the 
price of the public lands, we find you, whose in- 
terests are benefited by this bill, voting against it. 
When we propose to advance the settlement of 
our vacant lands, your sea-board interests op- 
pose it. 

Again, sir: Is it possible that the natural decay 
| of our forts in one year is such as to require 
nearly one million to keep them up? In the n@itt 
place, 1 want to know where this money goes. I 
want to see the items of expenditure, 


or enlargments of these forts. I suspect, sir, that 
it is only a mode of parceling out the funds of the 
public Treasury. 

Tam told that most of the estimates for the next 
year, so far as they have been reported, will far 
exceed the present. And, sir, I have searched in 
| vain for a sufficient reason for this reckless and 
useless extravagance, 


should continue to vote against all appropriations 


necessary, until such reasons could be adduced 
which he believed would satisfy his constituents 
that the appropriation was actually required. 
Mr.CARTTER said, he did not know as to what 
necessity there might be for these various fortifica- 
tions. He had no personal acquaintance with the 
sea-board; but.there did happen to be an appropri- 
| ation’ in this bill, the inutility of which he was 
| perféctly acquainted with. And he hoped that 
every gentleman on that floor would disregard his 
local prejudices, and disregard the peculation that 
hangs around these appropriations, in the way of 
“ stealing,” and allow himself to be governed 
solely by his reason and judgment in regard to an 
appropriation which was proposed to be given to 
the Great West. Out of millions of dollars, the 
sum of $15,000 bas found its way into the region 
i lying northwest of the Ohio river—just about the 
proportion that reaches there. This $15,000 is 
proposed to be expended upon a fortification in 
the Detroit river; and the gentleman representing 
that district had notified them that the object of 
that fortification was to prevent British Vessels 
from ascending the river; and the able gentleman 
' who is chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


ation, not a defence of our towns, but the protec- 
tion of our commerce. But in the case of this 
fortification at Detroit, neither of these reasons 
exist; for the fortification could not, in any 
event, accomplish either purpose. If he wished 
to expose American shipping to an attack of. the 
enemy, he would use the:reason he haè assigned 
for the -erection of this fortification—he would 


. String them all along the girt of the narrow chan- 


what it was for,—that they were appropriating, year |j } j 
| apprehends me to a certain extent. Fdon 
i to say that this is the sole use of fortifications. 
of the United States, there would beno limit to the į 


You ask for nearly one million of dollars for ! 


I want to know the necessity for an extension, ! 


He would merely say, in conclusion, that he | 


which seemed to him to be extravagant and un- ` 


Means had assigned, as a reason for this appropri- | 


i 


-by -that department. 


nel of the Detroit river, exposed to broadsides from 
the Canadian shore.. If the. fortification” was ‘de- 
sirable, with the view of protecting our fleet under 
the guns of the fort, let it be-erected on the border 
of some bay, in which a fleet could assemble. 

Mr. BAYLY. . The honorable. gentleman mis- 
Ido not mean 
i 
was only one of my illustrations. $ dò not know 
that the fortification is necessary in this. case for 
the protection of our shipping; butt desire to ask 
the gentleman if there is any other obstruction ex- 
cept the fort on the Detroit river, to- prevent the 
passage of British ships from the lower to the 


| Upper Lakes? 


Mr. CARTTER. There are plenty of obstruc- 
tions. We have gota commerce; we have com- 
mercial ships that would annihilate any British 
fleet before it could reach Cleaveland. To talk of 
the necessity of this fort for such a purpose is per- 
fect gammon. ies ` 
~Mr. BUEL.. I understood the gentleman to say 
that the river was but, half.a mile wide opposite 
the fort. * 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 alluded to the general out- 
line of the river. - 

Mr. BUEL. Jn reference to the general outline, 
the gentleman stated that jt was bat- half a mile 
wide. — oe 

Mr. CARTTER. How wide is it? 

Mr. BUEL. It is at least one mile wide oppo- 
site the fort. i 

Mr. CARTTER. [do not care how wide it is 
opposite the fort. I know that in many places it 
is not more than halfa mile wide. 


Mr. BUEL. The gentteman states that it is of | 


ii slight matter to him whether it is halfa mile wide 


or not. But [think it is of some consequence to 
this House. When the gentleman states a fact—— 

Mr. CARTTER (interposing) said, he could 
not consent to be deprived of his time. The De- 
troit river, (as he had said,) in its general outline, 
was from half to three quarters of a mile wide. 
Who ever thought of protecting our commerce on 
the lakes, by sending it into a narrow channel for 
the purpose of protection? It was the most ridic- 
ulous proposition he had ever heard. How was 
the commerce of the lakes to be protected, with- 
out having a fortification on Detroit river? it had 
been demanded by gentlemen. His answer was, 
that their commerce would protect itself, as it had 
done heretofore. Every sailing vessel and every 
steamboat could be converted, in an hours warp- 
ing, into a hostile armament. Talk about pro- 
tecting our commerce by means of a fort! Any- 
body who knew anything about the extent of that 
commerce, would laugh at the man who proposed 
it. The true reason for the appropriation was, 
not the protection and security of our commerce, 
but the security and protection of those who have, 
all their lives, been subsisting upon the bounty 
of this Government—old rusty officers, who have 
been conquering a peace about thirty years in 
idleness and sloth. í 

He insisted that the true policy was to erecti a 
fortification where there was something to protect; 
where a ship could ride,and makea harbor, which 
he denied that any ship could, do for half the 
time at Detroit. Fortifications should be built 
where your commerce is collected together for 
shipment. They might, with more propriety, be 
located anywhere than up this river, where ships 
could never move for want of a wind. He con- 
tended that this appropriation was indefensible, 
and that the only object of inserting it in the bill 
was to salt down northwestern members. 

He complained that the chairman. of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had not given the full 


| information concerning these works which ought 


to be given. He had not told the committee how 
this money was to be expended, in what condi- 
tion these works are, and in what condition they 
will be left, when this appropriation is expended. 
He had not shown the necessity which exists for 
this expenditure. 

Mr. BAYLY begged to be allowed to say, that 
the gentleman from Ohio must have misunder- 
stood him.. He had already stated that these ap- 


‘propriations were all recommended by the Engi- 


All the items were asked for 
The Committee. of Ways 
and Means had not, indeed, given all.which had 
been asked for by the department... They strack 
out some of the items. It was the rule of the 


neer Department. 


the department did ask to the full extent. 
Mr. .CARTTER said, he had understood the 
-gentleman from Virginia to say, that the com- 
mittee had reported these appropriations because’ 
they had been recommended by the Engineer De- 
partment, but not to the full extentasked for. He. 
did not place full confidence in the recommenda- 
tions of these engineers, because: they were not. 
the persons who had the practical knowledge. of. 
the matters they did not perform the laborous part 
` of the work, earn their bread. by the labor of their 
hands, and toil antil the sweat ran from them. 
All that these egineers had to do was to make out 
plans and estimates, and draw checks for the 
money when it was wanted. These were not the 
men whose recommendations would influence him. 
Their recommendations of any measure of this 
sort, which involved the expenditure of a large 
sum of money, would’ rather dispose him to dis- 
regard:them, than to yield to them. They who 
do the laborious part are the best filted to make 
outa. proper estimate of the cost, because they 
have appropriated their sweat and labor in attain- 
ing the competent knowledge. But these officers 
of the engineers, who have never labored, and who, 
probably, act on the principle that it is good policy 
in: the construction of public works, to ask enough 
from the Government, without stopping at what 
is actually necessary, could not command his con- 
fidence. 

He intended to vote against this appropriation. 
He didnot see that any fortification was required 
at Detroit to defend it against any enemy. The 
protection which was most loudly called for, was 
protection against the fury of the elements. It 
had been urged that it was incumbent on us'to 
keep up a fortification here, because it was a great 
outlet of our commerce. Jf it was protection against 
an enemy that was intended, there:were living on 
the spot those who were fully capable of defending 
it. But it was not againstan enemy that we want 
protection. More men had been sunk in the waters 
of Lake Erie, than were ever likely to be lost in 
resisting any war of aggression there. The people 
of that region only ‘want. protection against the 
natural. storms which disturb the lake, and en- 
danger the safety of the shipping upon it. And 
this kind of protection’ was not to be obtained in 

. the way proposed in this bill. He would not go 
for.an estimate on this subject to any of these engi- 
neers,' who have no better qualification for impart- 
ing the information which is necessary, than the 
epaulette they wear on their shoulders. 

He remarked briefly on the condition of the 
fortifications which had been erected under the old 
system, andion their fate. He contended that it 
was foolish and extravagant to extend this system 
of fortifications. But if it was the intention of 
Government to protect all the towns, let each town 
have a fortification. Let there be no partiality. 
There are towns in the Northwest which were 
much more exposed, and which much more 
strongly demanded protection than Detroit. Why 
not give fortifications to some of the towns in 
Pennsylvania?) Why not erect a fortification at 
Toledo, or Cincinnati, or Zanesville? This would 
be much ‘more suitable; and the same reason which 
is urged: for this appropriation for Detroit. would 
apply. with equal force to any town in the centre 
of Ohio. . He thought there was something wrong 
in continuing this system of fortifications, when 
there are so many heavy drains on our Treasury, 
and when there is nothing in the prospect which 

< seems to make it necessary or proper to go on 
with it. ` 

He intimated that one object of making these 
appropriations might be to put money in the pock- 
ets:of favored individuals. He apprehended that 
the system of erecting fortifications was carried on 
with a view to promote personal and party views; 
to make voters, and carry an improper influence to 
the polls on the day of election. He believed that 
considerations of this kind governed the course of 
those who were the most eager in building up these 
monuments, which will require appropriations to 
finish them and keep them in repair, again and 
again. ` 

He intended to vote against this appropriation, 
because, in a time- of. peace, he saw no-good reason 
forit.. He had heard no sufficient reasons ad- 
vanced for. going. on with it. If the chairman of 
the: Committee of Ways and Means:could satisfy 


committee to report no appropriation which the 
department did not ask ‘for, and not to. grant what’ 


‘ing, to which was referred the motion to print 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, July 30, 1850. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented the | 
credentials of the Hon. Roserr C. Winrurop, | 
appointed a Senator by the Governor of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of the honorable 
Dane, Weesrer, which were read, and the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
Winturop, he took his seat. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. MASON presented a memorial of citizens 
of Western Virginia, interested in the mining of- 
coal, setting forth that, in the variety of coal con- 
tained in that region, much is appropriate to be used 
in steam vessels, and for the other purposes re- 
quired by the Government of the United States; | 
and that an appropriation should be made for con- 
tinuing the experiments of Professor Johnson on 
American coal, in order that the coal of that sec- 
tion of country may beas satisfactorily tested as 
those coals of the Atlantic border, in 1843; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Towa, presented a memorial | 
from California emigrants, dated at Council Bluffs, 
asking that the Council Bluffs Ferry Company | 
may be permitted to establish -ferries across | 
the Elk Horn river and Loupe Fork, and | 
setting forth that the north side of the Platte | 
river is the best route, and that hence they regard | 


it but as an act of justice, that the Council Bluffs |! 


| 
Kay Company, that has already made a good ; 
road from Fort Des Moines to Council Bluffs, at | 
their own expense, should be permitted to estab- | 
lish ferries on the aforesaid streams for the benefit | 
of emigrants; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs. ; 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- į 


the annual report of the Board of Regents ofthe 


i 
Smithsonian Institution, with instructions to in- |; 
| 
1 


quire into the expediency of printing 5,000 addi- 
tional copies, without the appendix, reported in | 
favor of printing the same, with 5,000 additional 
copies without the appendix, 500 of which are for 
the use of the Smithsonian Institution; which re- 
port was agreed to. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the petition of Eppes 
Cowan, asking the passage of an act to authorize 
him to locate the Vasquez and Colligan claims, 
submitted a report in writing, which was ordered 
to be printed, accompanied by a bill authorizing 


the legal representatives of Antoine Vasquez, Jo- |! 


seph Vasquez, and John Colligan to enter certain 
lands in Missouri; which was read and ordered to 
a second reading. ree 5 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of certain owners of French 
and Spanish land claims in Arkansas, asking the 
right of preémption, submitted a report, which was |) 
ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill to 
grant the right of preémption to actual settlers on 
certain land in the State of Arkansas, which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
recommitted Senate bill No. 28, being the bill in 
relation to donations of land to certain persongjn’ 
the State of Arkansas, with the amendments pro- 
posed by Mr. Srsastian, and the amendment 
made by the Committee on Public Lands, reported | 
in favor of the original bill without the amend- 


ments. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee: on | 
Finance, said he was directed by said committee 
to offer the following resolution, and ask its į 
adoption: $ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized 
to employ a clerk for the residue-of the present session of 


| Congress, at the compensation. usual y pal 


-clerks of committeés. ‘ Due 
The resolution was adopted. 00> 
THE. DISORDER. OF THE 173TH. @: 


was only to print the report. I move to: print: 
evidence accompanying the report. T : 
| Mr, PEARCE. Mr. President, when I pre- 
i sented the report I omitted to state that there was 
a large volume of evidence accompanying it, in thé, 
shape of an appendix, which I laid on. the table 


i! before [ submitted the report, ‘because it wad 


| rather too voluminous to transport from mydesk. 
to the table with convenience. The motion | made 
was confined to the. printing of the report. . That. 
| was all the committee deemed it necessary,ta prints 
But if the gentlemen concerned. are desjrovs of, 
printing the testimony, I have no.objection, though 
should prefer it to be printed ïn a separate, 
volume. * ? re 
Mr. FOOTE. As. I am partly. interested. in. 
this matter, I will make a single remarks : I have 
no objection to the printing of this testimony, p 
vided the expenditure be not too enérmou 
feel a particular interest in the matter, because f 
or six of my best speeches constitute. part of the: 
testimony, and I wish to give them additional cir- 
culation. a S 
The question then being taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Benton to print the evidence accompanying 
| the report, there were—ayes 20, noes 10. A 
' Hr. HALE. Mr. President, is thirty a quorum ? 
The PRESIDENT. Thirty is a quorum, 
| asmuch as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. B 
| LAND] is absent. j 
| 


Mr. HALE. 


ES = 
The PRESIDENT. Then the Chair w 
| the question again. , 
Mr. HAMLIN. I would inquire if the 
was numbered among those that were coun: 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair was number 
The question is on the motion. of the Senator 
from Missouri to print the evidence accompany- 
| ing the report made by the Senator from Maryland, 
[Mr. Pearce,] this morning, s ‘ 
| Mr. DOWNS. Before the question is taken, I 
would inquire why the question of the printing of 
these documents has not been referred to the Coma 
mittee on Printing ? ae oe 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair would state tọ, 
the honorable Senator that reports of committees: 
are within the control of the Senate. without going. 
to the Committee on Printing... ; E H 
Mr. DOWNS. 1 understand that. But. the 
proposition now is not to: print.a report; itis to 
print a mere journal of the proceedings of this ge- 
lect committee. , 
The PRESIDENT. It accompanies the report, 
and is considered as belonging to it. Bs? 
Mr. DOWNS. These documents are very yol- 
uminous, and | can see no harm in having them 
examined by the Committee on Printing. I do 
not know what they contain. They may contain 
desirable information, which ought to be printed. 
I therefore move a reference of the-matter. to. the 
Committee on Printing. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is -on the 
motion to print the evidence accompanying this re- 


ort. 4 
P Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I desire.to:say- 
that the Senate has already acted on a similar mat- 
ter this morning. There was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing a report of the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution. The Senate, in the 
usual manner, ordered the report to be printed; and 
that embraced an appendix containing meteo olos 
| gical and other: observations. Here is the report of 
the committee which has had this subject.ander 
consideration, and accompanying the reportis the 
evidence upon which. the report: itse ased. 
This evidence isan appendix. -I dep 


va 


“Gt te aut of order; nor dol understand that there is 
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any necessity. of its going. to. the Committee on 
Printing: ° > £ 

Mr, BENTON. Mr. President, I do not see 
the necessity of sending this matter to the`Com- 
mittee on Printing. . 

The PRESIDENT. That is not the question 
before the Senate. The question ison the motion 
to print the evidence accompanying the report of 
thé select- committee. Ț iS j 

“Me. BENTON. The motion is fo print one 
single copy of the evidence for the information of 
members. I want a copy. I donot know a word 
ofthe report made by the committee. But my 
parliamentary experience has ‘taught me that the 
whole. power of a report is in the evidence upon 
which it is bottomed. 
sively do they rely on the evidence that they some- 
times make an octavo volume, and sometimes 
nearly a quarto volume of evidence, preceded by 
6ne..or two pages of a: report—the report merely 
operating as an index to show the conclusions at 
which the committee arrived. My own opinion is, 
that the whole power of the report, whatsoever it 
may be, is in the evidence, and that evidence I wish 
to have printed by an order of the Senate. Really I 
do not see why any gentleman should object that 
this testimony is voluminous. Be the volume of 
it what it may, it should be printed. 1 hope, sir, 
there will be no objection to the printing. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I think it is 
right, as thg parties interested in this business re- į 
quire the printing of the testimony upon which the 
report has been based, that the Senate should order 
it to be printed. The committee may have fallen 
into error. ` If sô, it can be shown by the testi- 
mony. I think we ought not to deny the printing 
of this testimony. 

* Mr. BADGER, 
report. 

The PRESIDENT. The report has already 
been laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
The proposition now is to print the testimony ap- 
pended to the report. j 

Mr. BADGER. I should like to understand 
what it is that we are acting upon. I therefore 
ask for the reading of the report, — 

` The PRESIDENT. © The reading of the report 
is not in order, as it has been laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. The Senator can effect his 
object by having the report taken up again for 
consideration. i 

Mr. BADGER. Then l move to take up the 
report. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I now ask for the reading of | 
the report. 

The Secreranry read two or three lines of the 
report; when 


I ask for the reading of the 


In Great Britain, so exclu- |i 


ding the one in question, Mr. Benton complained 
of these: personalities, in strung and violent lan- 
guage, addressed to the Senate; retorted the per- 
sonalities upon Mr. Foorg; spoke of the failure of. 
the Senate fo protect its members ‘from such in- 
sults; andadedared his determination, if the Sen- 
ate did not protect him thereafter, to redress the 
wrong bimself, cost what it might. He also said, 


should be cudgeled. On the following day, Mr. 
Benton brought into the Senate the newspaper re- 
port of the altercation, which he said had been re- 
: vised by Mr. Foors. 
report, and denounced it as cowardly. 

On the 17th of April, the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Benton] said, in debate, as follows: 


« Sir, I intend by these amendments to cut at the root of 
all that agitation, and to cut up ‘the whole Address of the 
southern members hy which the country was thrown into a 
flame. .I mean to show that there was no foundation for 
any such thing; that is, I mean to offer a proposition, upon 
which the votes will show that there has been a cry of 
“wolf”? when there was no wolf; that the country has been 
alarmed without reason and against reason; that there is no 
design in the Congress of the United States to encroach upon 
| the rights of the South, nor to aggress upon the South, nor 
to oppress them upon the subject of thelr inst tutions: I pro- 
pose, sir, to give the Senate an opportunity of showing that 
all this alarm has been without foundation; and, £ further 
propose to give to the people of the United States the high- 
est declaration’ that can be given on earth that they have 
been disturbed about notbing; and, when, we come to that 
part of the question, we ‘will see whether they are abstrac- 
tions or not; and, if these are abstractions, then the coun- 
try has been alarmed about abstractions.” 

To this the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Foorr} replied as follows: - 

tc I repeat that I did not come-here, this morning in the 
expectation of saying a word; and, especially, would f not 
be heard referring to anything emanating fom a certain 
quarter, after what has occurred here, but for What [ con- 
! egive to be a direct attack upon myself, and others with 
whom Iam proud to.stand associated, We all know the 
history of the Southern Address, and the world knows its 
history. It is the history of the action of a band of patriots, 
worthy of the highest laudation, and who will be held in 
veneration when their calumuiators, no matter who they 
may be, will be objects of general toathing and contempt”? 

* * 


“Those who were associated with and sanctioned that 
Address, are charged with being agitators. 
With whom does such an accusation as this originale gia] 
shall not be personal after the lesson I have already rece d 
here. Tintend to be, in_a parliamentary sense, perfectly 
deeorous in all things. But by whom is this extraordinary 
dentneiation hurled against all those individuals who sub- 
| scribed this Address? By a gentleman long denominated 
the oldest member of the Senate—the father of the Senate, 
By a gentleman who, on a late occasion?’-—— 
| At this point of the speech of Mr. Foore, Mr, 
Benton rose from his seat; threw or pushed his 
| chair violently from him; passed through the 
opening in the railing into the passage behind the 
bar of the Senate; and, without remark or gesture, 
but with an angry countenance, quickly strode 
down the passage, without the bar of the Senate, 
towards the seat of Mr. Foorr, which is distant 


Mr. WALKER moved to dispense with its 
further reading. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Wisconsin need n@-be alarmed at the large | 
bundle of papers. I understand the report is a brief | 
one. The large masa of papers consists of the 
testimony. I believe it is usual on the call of any 
Senator to have reports read. | am unable to ascer- 
tain why this report should be excepted from the 
geheral rule. 

The question being taken on Mr. Waxxer’s | 
motion, it wag agreed to. 

So the further reading of the report was dis- | 
pehsed with. 

The question then being taken on Mr. Benron’s 
mation to print the testimony appended to the 
report, it was agreed to, i 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the subject was 
then laid on the table. ae 


THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE. 


The committee appointed in conformity with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 17th of April, 1850, 
report: f 

That at the request of Mr. Benron and Mr. 
Foors, they summoned witnesses and took much 
testimony, which is set forth at large in an ap- 
pendix herewith presented. 

In order to a proper understanding of the facts | 
into which the committee were directed to inquire, 
it is necessary to premise, that on several occa- 
sions prior to the 17th of April last-the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Foors] had indulged in 
remarks personal to the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benron.] That, on the occasion last prece- 


about twenty feet from his own—both seats being 
in the back row, next the bar. Mr. Benron had 
no weapon of any kind in his hands or about his 
person. 

Mr. Foors quickly perceiving the movement of 
Mr, Bewron, and, almost simultaneously with it, 
| left his place on the floor, and proceeded down the 
small aisle which leads from his seat to the space 
i in front of the Secretary’s table, and which is the 
| one next to the principal aisle. As he did so, he 
| looked over his shoulder, and drew a pistol from 
| his pocket—the pistol being a five-chambered re- 
| volver, fully loaded. Mr. Foote cocked his pistol, 
| either while going down the aisle, or after he had 
| taken his position in front of the Secretary’s table. 

Mr. Donee, of Wisconsin, quickly followed Mr. 
Bunron, when he moved down the passage, with- 
out the bar, overtook him, within seven or eight 
| feet-of Mr. Foore’s seat, and took him by the 
Larm; when Mr. Benton said, “ Don’t stop me, 
|| Dodge.” Mr. Donee then said, * Don’t compro- 
mit yourself or the Senate,’’ or words to that effect. 

Mr. Benton then turned with Mr. Donee, and 
Was going back to his seat, when he perceived the 
i pistol in Mr. Foore’s hands, which seemed to 
excite him greatly. He got within the bar, near 
his seat, and struggled with the Senators around 
bim, as if desirous of approaching Mr. Foors, 
exclaiming: “Į am not armed;” “I have no 
pistols;”? “I disdain to carry arms;” “t Let him 
fire,” “ Stand out of the way, and let the assassin 
fire.”? While making these exclamations, Mr: 
| Benron. was brought back to his seat, by the Sen- 
ators around. him. : pi ek Aue 

in the mean time, in.the midst of great noise and 


in substance, that a member offering such insults | 


He pronounced ita lying |: 


And by whom? į; 


! highest degree. 


| confusion, Me: Foore:had remained standing in 


or rtar-the position he had- taken, with his pistot 
in his hand, cocked, but-with the muzzle down. 
Mr. Dicxinson, of New York, desired him to give 

p the pistol, which he-readily did, when’ Mr. 
Dickiwsow locked it up in his desk. “Soon after, 
both Senators resumed their seats, and order was 


| restored. 


After giving this narrative of the proceedings in 


| question, the committee feel bound to.say that the 


whole scene was most discreditable to the Senate, 
Its origin must be traced directly to the viola- 
tion of that rule of order which forbids all person- 
alities; which, though it allows: the member to 


i speak with the utmost freedom of the measure or 


subject before the Senate, does not allow any di- 


gression in order to arraign the motives or assail” 


the character of any other member who advocates 
or opposes it. This rule is not founded merely 
in conventional decorum, or that natural courtesy 
which prompts men to avoid what is painful or 
unpleasant to others. -Neither is it only because 


i, of the dignity of the body that “ reviling, nipping, 


orunmannerly words” are forbidden to be spoken, 
Tt is required, for the freedom and purity of legis- 
lation, that such a rule should be made and strictly 
enforced. As no-deliberative assembly can de- 
serve the name which is overawed by violence, 
so the deliberations of such a body, to be free, 
must not be disturbed, or checked by personalities 
of language which are even more painful to the 
generous mind than violence itself, from which, 
not only the timid but the sensitive shrink, and 
which prompt men of impetuous character to 
quick and passionate resentment. 

To preserve the judgment undisturbed, freedom 
of thought unawed, and due liberty of speech un- 
checked, it must not be allowed that one member 
should denounce another’s motives or arraign his 
character, for anything said or done within or 
without the Senate Chamber. 

If it should happen that the conduet of a mem- 
ber prove to be infamous, he may be expelled as 
unworthy the association of the body. If he 
utter mischievous opinions in the Senate, they 
may be controverted and their ill tendencies there 
exposed. But, from mere personal assaults, noth- 


| ing but evil can flow. ‘Fhey lower the dignity 


and character of the body, disturb its decorum 
and harmony, overawe its deliberations, impede 
its business, destroy its usefulness, and tend to 
introduce the law of force in the place of reason 
and the law of parliament. Sull worse, is actuat 
personal conflict between members. ‘A blow 
struck in the Ehouse of Commons,” said the Earl 
of Aneram, ‘tis a blow struck at the whole Com- 
monsof England.” If fhe assault endangers life it 
rises to a great degree of enormity, and, ina Re- 
‘public, of which law and order are the main- 
springs, it must shock and outrage the moral 
sense of the public as well as the Senate in the 


It is much to be regretted that the Senate bas 
or some time past, and, until very recently, de- 
parted in its practice from the strict rules of order 
in debate, and tolerated personalities, whieh were 
increasing in frequency and violence. This ne- 
glect of its own rules may in some degree palliate, 
but can in nowise justify or excuse the person- 
alities which led to the scene of disorder and vio- 
lence into which the committee have been directed 
to inquire. They rejoice that the late presiding 
officer of the Senate, after a careful inquiry into 
the rules of the body, announced it to be his duty 
and his purpose, as it is the right of every mem- 
ber, promptly to check all such disturbances of 
its order, 

The application to the question before them of 
the principles and considerations which the com- 
mittee have stated, is a painful duty, but one which 
they must perform without favor-or prejudice. 

In the first place, they report to the Senate, as 
their unanimous opinion, that Mr. Foore is en- 
tirely innocent of any design or desire to assas- 
sinate Mr. Benron. -But they are bound to say, 
that at various times during the present session, 
Mr, Foors, without any sufficient provocation, 
so far as the committee are informed, indulged in 
personalities towards Mr. Benron of the most 
offensive. and insulting character, such as were 
calculated to arouse the fiercest resentment of the 
human bosom, These were suffered by Mr. Bex- 
ron for along time with great forbearance. 

“On the 26th of March last, they were renewed; 


1850. 


and, ọn ‘this.occasion, Mr. Bewron manifested his 
resentment With much. violence. On the succeed- 
ing day he recriminated, in language equally per- 
sonal, disorderly, and abusive. He complained 
that the Senate permitted such outrages, and an- 
nounced his purpose, if the Senate did not protect 


him in future, to redress the wrong, cost what it: 


might. : : 
On the 17th of April last, Mr. Foote spoke 
again, and used the language which is set forth in 
the narrative of the committee. This language 
the committee consider personal and offensive, be- 


-cause its application to Mr. Benton could not be 


Waren 


misunderstood, and because, in: effect and by im- 
plication, it charged him with being a calumni- 
ator. That Mr. Foote was not promptly called 
to order by the presiding officer, or some member 
of the Senate, must have been owing to the fact, 
that the collocation.of the passages in the speech 
was such that: the personality was not immedi- 
ately perceived. Indeed, the application of the 
term “calumniator” tó Mr. Bentoy was not 
made until the moment when the disorder arose. 
At that point, in thé remarks of Mr. Foote, Mr. 
Benton left his seat, and proceeded towards Mr. 
Foors’ in the manner already mentioned. He 
was not armed, nor does it appear that he ever 
has carried’ arms, but the contrary. This, how- 
ever, it is believed, was not, known to Mr. Foorr. 

What hisintention was, the committee have not 
been able to ascertain by. direct testimony; ‘but 
they cannot avoid the inference, from all the cir- 
cumstances, that he intended either to make a per- 
sonal assault upon Mr. Foore or to intimidate 
him. ` His manner, coupled with his previous 
declarations, was certainly such as to justify Mr. 
Foors. in the belief that the first was his intention, 
as it evidently did. excite such apprehensions in 
the minds of “manys if not most, or all, of the 
Senators who witnessed it. Mr. Foore then left 
hib seat, without advancing towards Mr. Benton, 
but in fact placing himself further from him, and, 
though he drew adeadly weapon, he did not pre- 
sent it, and readily gave it up when demanded of 
him. No blow was struck—no shot fired—but 
there was imminent danger that the Senate cham- 
ber would be the scene of a deadly and criminal 
encounter. 

The committee cannot too strongly condemn 
the practice of ‘wearing arms in the Senate 
Chamber. z 

Ours should be deliberations of peace, patriotism, 
and wisdom; uninterrupted by personalities, un- 
controlled by force, unintimidated by preparations 
for deadly coriflict. Senators shouid rely for de- 
fence upon the Senate, whose high duty it is to 
protect its members from injury or insult, and 
whose practice should furnish a perfect guarantee 
of such protection. A different course would con- 
vert the halls of legislation into bloody arenas, and 
destroy the value, if not the existence, of the in- 
stitutions from which spring our glory and our 
good. j 

The committee have searched the precedents, an 
find that no similar scene has ever been witnessed 
in the Senate of the United States. Personal con- 
flict has, on several occasions, occurred in the 
House of Representatives and in the British 
House of Commons. In the former body, no 
punishment has ever been inflicted, the House 
being satisfied with the atonement of an ample 
apology. In the British Parliament, the House, 
in one case, committed a member to the Tower, 
for striking another; bat, in general, they have 
proceeded no further than to: put the offending 
member in the custody of the sergeant-at-arms, 
and their decision has been made upon view, and 
not after the report of a committee. $ 

in the present case, under all the circumstances, 
the committee farbear to recommend any action 
to the- Senate. They hope that the strong con- 
demnation of the personalities which led to threat- 
ened volence, their censure of the attempt, by a 
member, to avenge himself in the presence of the 
Senate, and of the practice of carrying arms in the 
Senate Chamber, will be a sufficient rebuke, and 
a warning. not unheeded in future. Should this 
hope prove vain,and similar scenes of violence 
again occur, they cannot doubt that the Senate 
will enforce prompt, stern, and effectual punish- 


ment. 


À BILL ON LEAVE. 
. Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, in pursuance of notice, 


< 


| such boundaries. 


| of such part of the territory of a State, such possession can 


| north western boundaries. 


asked and obtained. leave. to introduce.a bill to re- 
linquish to the State of Iowa the salt springs set 
apart for her use; which was read a first and see- 
ond time by.its title, and referred ‘to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. ~ l - 


THE BOUNDARY OF TEXAS. ` 
Mr. MASON asked and obtained the unani-~ 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a joint 
resolution respecting the boundary of Texas. 
_ The reading of the joint resolution having been 
called for, it was read as follows: 


Resolved, §c., That by the joint resolution approved March 
1, 1845, for annexing Texas to the United States, it being 
ordained that “the territory properly included within and 
rightfully belonging to the Republic of Texas’? might be | 
erected into a new State and admitted into the Union, it is 
the opinion and judgment of Congress that the admission of 
Texas into the Union, with the boundaries described by the 
laws thereof, not objected to by the United States at the 
time of such annexation, is conclusive as against the United 
States of the right of Texas to all territory included within 


2. Resolved, That when in a state of war, and in the ab- 
sence of actual State authority anywhere without the limits 
of a State, military possession is taken by the United States 


righttully be considered as taken and held only in subordina- 
tion to the authority of sueh State, to be surrendered forth- 
with on the demand of such State when the war is ended. 

3. Resolved, That it is the duty of the United States forth- 
with to surrender to the constituted authorities of the State 
of Texas all and any territory within the limits of that State, 
as the same are prescribed by the laws thereof, which may 
have been temporarily in the military occupation of the Uni- 
ted States during the late war with Mexico. 


The resolution was then passed to a second read- 
ing. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. i 


row, or somé subsequent day, ask leave to intro- 

duce a bill to grant to the Nashville and Chatanooga 

Railroad Company the right of way and a dona- 

tion of public lands, for the purpose of locating 

and constructing a section of the Nashville and | 
Chatanooga Railroad on and through the public 

lands in the State of Alabama. 

HEIRS OF KOSCIUSKO. 

Mr. WALKER. While I was out of my seat 
yesterday, the resolution submitted by me some 
time since, in relation to interference with the 
rights and privileges of American citizens, was 
laid on the table. I now move to take it up, not | 
for the purpose of consideration at this time, but 
simply to postpone it to a future period. 

The motion having been agreed to, 

Mr. WALKER then moved that the further 
consideration be postponed until Friday next. 

PRIVATE BILL PASSED. 

The bill for the relief of David N. Smith, hav- 
ing been engrossed, was read a third time and 
passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PRESIDENTIAL MANSION. 

The joint resolution authorizing the expenditure 
of an unexpended balance of an appropriation, 
was read a third time and passed. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY BILL, 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
making appropriation for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th o 
June, 1851, was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PRIVATE BILL. 

Mr. JONES. 1 move to postpone all the prior 
orders, with the view to take up Senate bill No. 
82, which I believe there is just time enough to 

ass before proceeding to the special order. ft is 
the bill for the relief of Lewis A. Thomas and | 
Thomas Rogers, reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. : 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
considered in Committee of the Whole; and, no 
amendment having been proposed, it was reported 
to the Senate and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

THE COMPROMISE BILL. Ey 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, to establish Territorial Governments for 
Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals to 
Texas for the establishment of “her western and 


The pending question was on the following 
amendment offered yesterday by Mr. BRADBURY : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, in section 39, 


and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 
«That the President of the United States be, and he i 


| a point on the Rio Grande’? > 


! State of Texas and the Government of the 
Mr. BELL gave notice that he would to-mor- |; 


hereby is authorized,by and-with the.advice.and 
the Senate, to- appoint three. commissioners, a 
whom:-shall. have. power to agree, with steh comnis 
as piay be appointed under the legislative authority 
State of. Texas, upon the territory properly fueluded withing 
and rightfully belonging to the State of Texas atthe time of 
her annexation to the United States, orat any period sine 
that date, and to-define and establish the limits-of the some;, -. 
if they shah Gnd it practicable. to do so; and in case they. 
shall be unable to agree npon the true and legitimate boun- 
dary of the State of Texas, they are hereby authorized to. 
agree upon a convenient Jive of: boundary between the ter~ 
nitory of the United States and the said State of Texas 
commeneing at the point where the Red river is intersected 
by the one-hundredth degree of west longitude, being the. 
southwest angle or the Indian territory, and running toia 
point on the Rio Grande to be agreed upon by the said com- 
missioners; and also to agree upon. the terns, conditious,” 
and considerations upon which such line shall be estab- 


| lished; and the proceedings and agreement of the said com- 


missioners shal} be, as soon as possible, transmitted to the 
President of the United States, tobe by him submitted to 
Congress, for its action thereupon. And the said agreement. 
When approved by the Congress of the United States, and 
the Legislature of Texas, shall be obligatory upon the patr- 
ties.” ` 


Mr. SEBASTIAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the words— 


«“ Commencing at the point where the Red river is jnter- 
sécied by the one-bhundreuih degree of west longitude, being 
the southwest angle of the Indian territory, and running to. 


The amendment to the amendment having been 
debated by Mr. SEBASTIAN and Mr. CLAY, 
was rejected. i : ; ; 

Mr. DAWSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding the following words thereto: 

And be it further enacted, That umil such time. | 
boundary line between the State of Texas and the.territory 
of the United States be agreed to by the Legislature of the 
“United States, 
the territorial government authorized by this act shall not go 
into operation casi of the Rio Grande, nor shall any State be 
established for New Mexico embracing any territory east of 
the Rio Grande. 4 


The subject was debated by Messrs. DA W- 
SON, BENTON, CLAY, DOUGLAS, BUTLER, 
MILLER, RUSK, UNDERWOOD, EWING, 
FOOTE, BALDWIN, and HOUSTON. 4 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I have thought 


| for some lengih of time that the friends of this 
| measure were anxious only to obtain terms with’ 
; Texas. 


Having despaired of their ever reaching 
that end, having lost all hope that they will be able 
to succeed in that achievement—for it Seems that 
Texas will not consent to anything, will not sup- 
port anything—and as it would seem that the pas- | 
sage of this bill is utterly hopeless, | mové to lay: 
it on the table. ‘ ae ae 
Mr. HALE. Upōnthat question Lask the yeas 
and nays. a 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ` wee an 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the bill on the table, and resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, Butler, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts. Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Greene, Hate, 
Hamiin, Huuter; Mason, Miller, Phelps, Seward, Smith, 
‘Lurney, Upham, Walker, Winthrop, and Yulee—25, 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Brad- 
bury, Brigit, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, Dick- 


| insen, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Downs, Feieh, Foote, Hous- 


ton, Jones, Kiong, Mangain, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, .. 
Rusk, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, 
and Whitcomb—32. i í 
So the motion was not agreed to, | 
The PRESIDENT... The question now recur 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia, to the amendment..of the Senator from 
Maine; and on this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 
The question was then taken, with the follow- 
ing resull: ` 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 


rien, Butler, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, 
Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Phelps; 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and 
Yulee—30. S 
NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 


| Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of 


Wisconsin, Douglas, Ewing, Feich, Greene, Hale; Hamlin,’ 
Miller, Norris, Yearce, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, 
Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb and Win- 
throp—28. : SE gat 
So the amendment to the amendiment ‘was 
adopted. f ; ; 
The PRESIDENT. The question now recur 
on the amendment of the Senator from Maine, as: 
amended, and on this question the yeas and nays, 
have been ordered. 35 : : 
The question being taken on the: amendme 
amended; resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchi8on, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, Diek- 
inson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, ‘Downs, Felch, Foote 


Houston, Hirter, Jones, King, Mangum, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Sebastian; Suields, Sturgeon, Walker, and Whitcomh—Jo. 

NAVS.oMes-rs. Baldwin, Barwell,- Benton, Butter, 
-Qhiase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi; 
Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hanin, 
Mason, Miller, Morton, Phelps, Seward, Smith, Soulé, 
.. Speuance, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Whales, Winthrop, 
and Yulee—28.° ° : ? 


` So the. amendment of Mr. Brapgury was agreed 


to. g 

. “Mr. NORRIS moved to amend the. tenth section |! 
af. the bill, By striking out the words ‘“ establish- 
ing or prohibiting African slavery 3°? and on that 
question he called for the yeas and nays. 

.” The yeas and nays were ordered. 

A short conversation ensued between the PRES- 
IDENT, Mr. BERRIEN. and Mr. UNDER- 
WOOD, as to whether the amendment of Mr. 
Norris was in order. The Present having | 
decided the amendment to be in order, 

The amendment was then debated by Messrs. | 
DOWNS, FOOTE, PHELPS, PRATT, TUR- | 
NEY, CLAY, BUTLER, BERRIEN, and 
CASS. ` 

Mx, MANGUM moved thet the Senate do now 
adjgurn. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered, 
and. were: 

YRAS—Mesers, Badger, Barnwell, Bel, Clemens, Ew- 
ing. Hanter, Mangum, Pearce, Phelps, and Yalee—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Renton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Biitler, Cass, Chase, Clarke. Clay, Coover, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of | 
Towa, Douglas. Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hale, Ham- 
Jin, Houston, Jones, King, Mason, Miller, Morton, Pratt, 
Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, Wates, Walker, Winthrop, and Whitcomb—41. 

So the Senate refused to-adjourn. 

The dehate was continued- by : Messrs. BER- 
RIEN, FOOTE, DOWNS, and DAVIS of Mis- 
gissippi, who, on the suggestion of several Sena- 
tora, yielded, without finishing, for- a motion to 
adjourn, and the Senate adjourned. 


| 
\ 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Wepyespar, July 31, 1850. ` i 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER has appointed, in accordance 
with the orders of yesterday, Mr. James-G. Kine, 
of New, Jersey, to the vacancy in the Committee |} 
on Foreign Affairs, occasioned by the resignation || 
of Mr. Winrurop; Mr. Joseren W. Jackson, of |i 
Georgia, to the vacancy occasioned by the absence |! 
and indisposition of the Hon. Mr. Hacnert; and | 
Mr. Geroren W. Joran to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death | 
of the late Hon. Daxner P. Kine, of Massachu- | 
setts. | 
Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas, desired to be in- |} 
formed by the Speaker, what was the regular or- |; 
der of business, 
The SPEAKER said, the regular order of busi- || 
ness was the call of the committees for reports. ji 
Mr. JOHNSON called for the regular order, 
REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. | 
On a former day, when the bill from the Senate 


~ The SPEAKER thereupon proceeded to call the, 
committees for, : te os ees 
2 REPORTS. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on 
Agriculture, to which had been referred memorials 
of several State Legislatures, of agricultural socie- 
dies, and-of sundry individuals, in favor of the es- 
tablishment of an agricultural bureau in the De- 
partment of the Interior, asked that that commit- 


| tee be discharged from their further consideration, 


and that they lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the minority of the 
Committee on Agriculture, asked leave to intro- 
duce a bill and report on the same subject. 

Mr. CROWELL rose to inquire if the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs had been called? 

The SPEAKER said, it had not. 

Mr. CROWELL. Has it been reached ? 

The SPEAKER. Not yet. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Bennett, for leave to introduce a bill and re- 
port from the minority of the Committee on Agri- 


i| culture— 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, objected, be- 
cause, he said, the remaining committees could not 
be reached if any discussion arose. 

The SPEAKER said, the report came from the 
minority of the Committee on Agriculture, which 
committee had been called in its order for reports. 
But a minority could not report a bill without con- 
sent. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew the objection. 

Mr. JONES. 1! renew it. Iam opposed to an 
agricultural burean, a 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gen- 
tleman can present the renort—which may be sent 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—but not the bill. 

Some conversation followed,, the result of which 
was, that both reports (of the majority and minor- 
ity) were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASEY. I suppose the gentleman. from 
New York [Mr. Bennerr] ean give notice of his 
intention to intraduce the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do so by 
unanimous consent; but there is no necessity for 
that course, as theZeentleman can, if he desire, 


| give notice at any time, under the rule, of his in- 


tention to ask leave to introduce the bill. Or, 
whenever the subject shall come up in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, the gen- 
tleman can, without notice, offer his proposition. 
In the mean time, the Speaker suggested that the 


! bill might he printed as a part of the report, 


Mr. JONES. How is that? I object. I ob- 
ject to the bill heing introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The hill is not before the 
House. It is merely proposed to print it as a part 
of the report. 

Mr. JONES. T object to the printing. 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the 


the bill is a part of the report. 


concerning the compensation of registers and re- || 
ceivers of the United States land officers to locate |! 
. boanty-land warrants had come up, it had been H 

referred to the Cammittee on Public Lands. œ i! 

Mr. RICHARDSON had moved a reconsider- 

ation of that vote. f 
n Mre Ru now rose and expressed his desire to | 
withdraw that motion, if it was in order for him 
tó doso. : 

The SPEAKER. said, the motion to reconsider | 
could be withdrawn by the unanimous consent of 
the Fouse. ; | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task leave to withdraw |: 
the motion. : 

No objection having been made, | 

The motion was withdrawn. j 

So the bill stands referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr. CHANDLER rose to give notice of his in- 
tention to ask leave to introduce a bill modifying 
the act of July 30, 1846, fixing ghe rate of duties 
on articles imported into the United States. 

The SPEAKER said, if no‘objection was made 
the notice would be entered; but, in any event, 
the gentleman could. give the motion under the 


i; 


role. : 
. Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I call for the 
regular order of business. =" 


i 


On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, 
the Committee on Agriculture was discharged 


from the further consideration of the memorial of | 


Wm. H. Paddock, of New York, praying the aid 


‘of Congress in the establishment of an Agricul- 


tural Institution at Washington city; and it was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
: THE LATE COLONEL P. M. BUTLER. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 


l| mittee on Indian Affairs, to whom had been re- 


ferred the joint resolution from the Senate pro- 
viding for the settlement of theaccounts with the 
heirs and representatives of the late Colonel Pierce 
M. Butler, late agent for the Cherokee Indians, 
reported the same back without amendment. 

The bill having been read by its title— 
_ Mr. JOHNSON asked thatit might be put upon 
its passage. 3 

ae SPEAKER said that the bill would be 
read. 

Mr. JOHNSON said that before the Clerk pro- 
ceeded to read the bill, he (Mr. J.) desired to say 


|a very few words in explanation of its object. 


And he was satisfied that if gentlemen would give 
him their attention for a few moments, whilst he 
explained the character of the bill, and the action 
of the Senate upon it, they would not hesitate-to 
sustain the motion he had made. s 


i 


July 31, 


. Colonel: Butler was an: agent-of the Cherokee 


‘Indians—a_post-of high responsibility-—— 


Mr, DUER:(interposing) desired to be informed 
by the Speaker, whether: there. was any question 
before the House. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The question. is on the third 
reading of the bill. > > > 

Mr. JOHNSON, (continuing.) An immense 
number of accounts were. examined and passed 
through his hands. After he left the station, large 
amounts of suspended accounts, as is usual, re- 
mained ‘here against him. He came on to this 
city, as is almost invariably necessary in Such 
cases, with his accounts, and was engaged in. the 
examination and settlement of them. > He had pro- 
ceeded with the settlement to the full extent of all 
the accounts, with the exception of some: five 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

Al that time Colonel Butler, who had been ap- 
pointed to the command of a regiment from South 
Carolina, was ordered by the Government to take 
up his line of march for Mexico. When he left, 
the sttlement of his accounts had not yet been 
completed. No one but himself was capable of 
making the examination necessary, but finding 
himself compelled to take his departure, he left on 
record his solemn declaration that, upon the com- 
pletion of the examination, it would be found that 
the Government was in his debt. to the amount of 
eight hundred dollars. : 

The fate of this gallant officer and accomplished 
gentleman is known to the country, At the battle 
of Cherubusco—one of the most brilliant actions 
recorded in the history of the Mexican. war—he 
fell at the head of his regiment. 

The heirs of Colonel’ Butler found: his. estate, 
small and embarrassed as it is, subject-to this 
amount of five thousand three hundred: dollars of 
suspended accounts; and théy“have proposed to 
the Government that his claims, of what nature 
socver against the Government, should begiven up, 
and that the Government should consider the ac- 
counts between itself and the estate. of Colonel 
Butler as settled, 

The Senate, after a full consideration of all the 
circumstances of the case, and putting faith in the 
declaration recorded by Col. Butler previous to his 
departure for those battle-fields from which he 
never returned, have passed this joint resolution 
balancing. accounts between the two parties: I 
the resolution will be put on its passage. 

Mr. CROWELL desired to be informed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
(Mr. Jounsown,] whether he [Mr J.] was not 
convinced, from conversation with the accounting 
officers, that these accounts. could be satisfactorily 
explained and settled if Colonel Butler were. now 
here to make the requisite explanations, and that 
he had paid out all the moneys that he had re- 
ceived, and more too? 

Mr. JOHNSON gaid, such was the state of 
facts. He had atthe moment forgotten to make 
that statement. The accounting officers were satis- 


majority and minority reports to be printed, and |i fied that the aceounts were just and correct; but 


the examination had not been completed under all 
those technical requirements, which a due regard 
to the public service threw around the settlement 
of the accounts of its officers. 

Mr. J. then moved that the resolution be put 


| upon its passage, and on that motion he asked the 


revious question. ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be 
read through. i 
The resolution was then read. 
The question recurring on the demand for-the 
previous question, there-was a second. 
The main question was ordered; and being 
taken, 
The joint resolution was read.a third time and 
assed. : 
P Mr. JOHNSON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 
Ordered accordingly: - 


INDIANS IN TEXAS AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
Senate bill entitled “An act to enable the President 
to negotiate with the Indians of the prairies south 


-and west of the Missouri river, to the northern line 
of the State of Texas, embracing the Indians of the 


mountains and including those of New Mexico.” 
The bill having been read by its title— 
Mr. CROW ELL said, he was instructed by the 


- SHE CONGRE: 


PAS Ses 
w ui 


Committee on Indian Affairs to move’ that the bill 
be put upon-its passage ; and, before the question 
was taken, he desired to say a very few words in 
explanation of the motion. 

The bill had been passed by the Senate at an 
early stage of the present session, from a convic- 
tion on the part of the government, and-of the other 
branch of the Legislature, that the subject was one 
of great importance. -The Indian tribes embraced 

~in the bill were the most warlike in all the western 
country: During the present session, Congress 
had already, in consequence of the hostile demon- 


strations made by the Indian tribes upon the west- 


ern frontier, and against the people of ‘Texas and 
New Mexico, authorized an increase in the army 
to an extent involving an expenditure of two or 
‘three millions of dollars. -The Government was 
satisfied that a treaty should be entered into, and 
that it would be attended with the most salutary 
results. There were at the present time captives 
among these Indian ttibes-—women and children— 
recently taken from the western settlements, and 
it was our duty to resort to every legitimate means 
for their rescue. 

This could only be done by entering into treaties 
with the tribes, and establishing friendly relations 
with them. Theestimated expense of these treaties, 
and of the purchase of the captives, were two 
hundred thousand dollars. The estimate was made 
by Colonel Mitchell, Superintendent of Indian A‘ 
fairs at St. Louis, an experienced officer, who had 
been. in the Indian service many years, as every 
western member well knew. He did not wish to 
prolong the discussion. Fle had made this state- 
ment ta show the necessity of immediate action. 
And he moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read to the 
House, 

The bill was read. 

Mr STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union.” He said it contained anap- 

jropriation, and must be referred. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Crowext] that the 
bill mast be referred. ` 
.Mr. CROWELL. May it not, without objec- 
tion, be passed ? 
“The SPEAKER. It canbe by unanimous con- 
sent. 

“Mr. RICHARDSON objected, remarking that 
it was a very important bill. 

‘The question was taken, and 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made adverse reports in the following 
cases, which were severally ordered to lie on the 
table, viz: 3 

“The petition of S. L. Fremont, a lieutenant in 
the United States army, praying that he may be 
restored to his former rank as a staff officer; 

The petition of James McNutty, a soldier in the 
war of 1812, praying for the arrears of pay due 
him; 

. The petition of Captain J. G. Barnard, of the 
Engineer Corps, asking the restoration of the pay 
and allowances of the officers.of the Corps of In- 
ineers 3 g 
The: petition of William Hutchinson of Ken- 
tucky, asking for compensation for services ren- 
dered in the war of 1812 as a spy; 

The petition of Benjamin Moore, praying com- 
pensation for his improved method of percussion 
flint-lock arms, which has been adopted by the 
Ordnance Board, and is. now in.use at the national 
armories ; 


“The petition of Charles G. Layton, praying 
compensation for the value of the schooner Albert 
Gallatin, captured by the enemy in the late war with 
Encland, while used as a transport vessel by the 
American troops in November, 1814; and 

The petition of Hamilton P. Bee and others, 
and the resolution of the House of the 24th of 
April last, in relation to the raising of another 
regiment. of cavalry. 

RANK IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. BURT said he had been direéted by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to report to the 
House a joint resolution declaratory of rank in 
certain cases. > 

‘The resolution being read a first and second 
time by its title, ` y 


` Mr: B. moved thatit be put-on its passage. 

Mr. BURT said, if the House: would “indulge 
him for five: minutes or_less, he would-explain to 
them ‘the character of this joint resolution. It 
involved. a. matter purely- of railitary regulation. 
By the 61st article of war, officers: who hold a 
commission in the staff of higher rank than that 
which they held in the line, were upon courts- 
martial, and when different corps of the army. meet 
together, entitled to rank according to their prior 
commission. ‘The rank operated in the nature of 
brevet rank. Cases had arisen, and one was 
pehding at this moment, in which an officer in the 
line of the army of the rank of lieutenant, had 
been appointed quartermaster, exercised the com- 
mission for some length of time, and voluntarily 
resigned his commission of quartermaster. Other 
cases had arisen, in which the staff commission 
had been abolished by law. But in all these cases, 
the officers claimed the brevet rank of the commis- 
sion which they had voluntarily resigned or which 
had been abolished by law. 

The War Denartment deemed it necessary that 
Congress should declare its opinion upon the 
point. It had long been a controverted question 
inthe army. The Committee on Military Affairs 
were, unanimously, decidedly of the opinion that 
an officer holding a commission in the line of the 
army. who had held a staff appointment which 
was either abrogated by law or voluntarily relin- 
quished hy the officer, should not be entitled to this 
rank. They thought where the staff commission 
had been abolished or resigned, that it should be 
held as if it had never existed. That there was 
no proprfey whatever in allowing them precedence 
in courts martial, or where different corps of the 
army meet together; and they had proposed to the 
House, for its adoption, the joint resolution. It 
did not touch the case of brevet, but was confined 
strictly to the case which he had mentioned. He 
believed that no officer of high rank in the army 
entertained for a moment the supposition that, un- 
der such circumstances, they should be entitled to 
brevet rank. 

He trusted, therefore, that the House would 
adopt this resolution, which the War Department 
deemed necessary to the service. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. This resolution, 
as T understand it, relates to the rank of officers 
of the army, and to the question of precedence 
among these officers. 

Mr. BURT. I willexplain. [ fear that my 
friend from Maryland was not present when this 
joint resolution was under consideration in the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It was not a 
question relating to the precedence between the 
regular officers of the line and those of the staff, 
or in anv wav interfering with their rank. 

Mr. EVANS. It is a question relating to rank. 

Mr. BURT replied, that it was a question of 
rank, but it only related to the rank which a lineal 
officer, who has filled a situation in the staff, 
which he has either voluntarily relinquished, or 
which had been abrogated, should afterwards hold. 

Mr. EVANS begged the House to give him its 
attention while he made a single remark. This 
question of rank and precedence between officers 
of the line and of the staff of the army, and be- 
tween officers of the army and officers of the navy, 
seems likely to, be productive of no less an evil 
than the disorganization of the whole service. It 
was a subject which was constantly pressed on 
members of this House in memorials, and some- 
times by private letters addressed to them by offi- 
cers. . Fle believed it might possibly result in an 
entire disorganization. On his motion, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs had adopted -a resolu- 
tion, afterwards unanimously passed by this 
House, calling on the President of the United 
States to submit his views on the subject of the 
relative rank of the officers of the army and navy, 
and in relation to all the other questions of rank of 
any kind. He had such confidence in the knowl- 
edge and discretion of the President of the United 
Statés, as to believe that, standing above the in- 
fluence of all personal: feeling on the subject, he 
would give such an answer to the resolution as 
would lead to a final adjustment of the difficulty. 
He felt himself even at liberty to state, that the 
President would call a board of officers equally 
ahove all improper feeling, who would report such 
plans as would permanently settle all questions of 
rank. He submitted to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,and to the House, 


pone this “subject until the President ‘shall. ha: 


light. and benefit: of his. opinions... He was pers’ 
(fectly aware that there, was. constant quarreling 
among: the officers on this subject of rank, and, if 
-we meddle with it at all, it-will be the best way’ to 
settle it permanently. .It.is; a question which has 


Its injurious effects are not confined to thearmy.: 
They extend themselves to the navy, producing 
great inconvenience in that branch of the service. 


of them be able to get out again if each adheres to 
his privilege of precedence. He gave the Secre- 
tary of War entire credit for the best intentions in 
endeavoring to adjust this particuar part of the 
subject. But this was one of the very things in 
contention between officers of the army, and there- 
i fore ought not to be considered by itself, but in 
connection with the general subject: for we ought. 
to do nothing to embarrass the settlement of all the 
questions which can, by possibility, arise in the 
service, on the-subject of rank. And it was not 
likely that the difficulty could be. permanently. set- 
tled until the President of the United States:shall 
have communicated his yiews:as to the: most effect- 
ual and desirable mode of adjustment. 


subject had better be passed over. ‘There shad 
been a great deal of trouble abont it. If he recol- 
lected aright, there was no period during ‘the 
Mexican war, but some court-martial was con- 
vened to sit upon the question of military etiquette 
between officers. There was more trouble in ad- 
justing these matters among these officers then 
there was in raising the volunteers and fighting the 
war, 
were disgraced by difficulties on some miserable 
point of military etiquette which courts-martial 
were convened to settle. It was now proposed to 
have the rank of all these gentlemen fixed right in 
one bill, so that these disgraceful scenes might 
nojgaecur, in case we should be unfortunate enough 
to DE involved in another war. If they had. not 
capacity enough in this House to fix a general sys- 
tem of military etiquette.in this matter of rank, he 
wes propose to refer this matter to a committes 
of old maids, and Jet them settle it. He scouted 
the question as one of such insignificance as to be 
unworthy the attention of the House. |. a 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would. like to. call: his 
colleague to order. He would ask. him if the army 
had anything else to do in time of peace than:to- 
attend to these questions of etiquette and* other 
matters of equal importance ? 

Mr. SAVAGE and. Mr. STANTON, of Ten- 


‘ nesses, simultaneously addressed the Speaker.: 


Mr. STANTON said he would move the pre- 
vious question, 2 
| The floor was awarded to Mr. Savacg. — . 

Mr. SAVAGE (whose remarks were doubtfully 
heard) was understood to. say that the claim of 
officers to rank must be predicated upon some law, 

would be glad to be informed upon: what law 
this claim of rank’ was predicated.. Now, prior 
rank was recognized in some instances, but sure- 
ly if gentlemen will examine the law they would 
find-that this was not one of the specified cases, 

Mr. BURT (Mr. Savace yielding) would state 
to the gentleman and to the House, that he made 
it a rule never to-move any proposition of this 
kind ċonnected with the organization of the army, 
without being assured that it had the approval of 
the Secretary of War; which has usually the ap- 
probation of the Adjutant General. He had in his 
| hand a minute and detailed report upon this sub- 
ject from the Secretary of War. He had the letter 
of that officer in his hand. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee stated 
that a more minute examination of the military 
law would perhaps result in the conclusion that he 
(Mr. B.) was in error about it. The gentleman 
was a military man, he believed, and he asked, in- 
quiringly to be sure, under what law or authority 
this question arose. He had hoped thatthe hon- 
orable gentleman had heard the remarks’ which. be 
had. previously made. He had stated. that the, 
question arose under the 61st article of wars Un- 
der that article, which related to these- prior com- 
missions and to the rank under prior commissions, 


every military gentleman knew that an: officer of 
the line of the army who-had held a staff:commis- 
; Sa 


whether it would. not bé. the: better. course topi te: 


Three officers may be put into a boat, and not one © 


Mr. CARTTER expressed the opinicn:that the. 


The whole army and the whole campaign 


replied to: that resolution which had the unanimous. 
sanction of the House, and shall-have given us: the 


heen productive of continual discord. inthe service. ` 


` Jine of the army who had resigned. their'staff com- 


. those who adjudicated upon the law to do—to set- 
‘tle a judicial question. 


" tleman from Tennessee was very clearly right as to 


sion:higher than his. lineal rank, was: entitled to 
-rank according to-his staff rank on courts-martial 


‘rank ‘was now in dispute, actually held the rank 
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and when different corps of the army.meet. The 
resolution did. not. propose to touch. that question 
at all. Butunder-this 61st article of war, regard- 
ing rank from. prior commission, officers of the 


mission, held rank notwithstanding according to 
their prior commissions. And he held in his hand 
a.very able and lucid report from the War Depart- 
ment, setting forth the necessity of this resolution 
at this moment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. What objection has 
the gentleman from South Carolina to postponing 
this subject until the President. sends in his report 
upon the subject? i 

Mr. BURT replied, noneat all. He had deemed 
it his duty:not to press the bill which he had pre- 
viously reported concerning brevet rank, until that 
report should come in. But he would inform the 
gentleman from -Maryland, that there was a case 
‘now; and, as he was informed, there was likely to 
be several cases of an unpleasant character, of the 
description he had detailed to the House. He did 
not think the resolution offered by his friend | 
from Maryland would embrace the cases provided 
fot in this resolution, which had been prepared at 
the War Department, and sent to him as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs. He 
certainly had no feeling on the subject... He only 
wished to carry out those regulations which the 
War Department believed to be necessary to the 
harmony of the public service. i 

Mr. SAVAGE (resuming) repeated, that the 
question of rank was.a question to be decided by 
-law, and that a rigid application of the laws and ar- | 
ticles of war would settle the question. The House, 
then, were asked to do what it was the duty of 


i Te thought it wasa matter 
upon. which no legislation was needed touching 
this question of rank. Now, if the officer whose 


which he now claimed, there would be no dispute 
about his being entitled to what he claimed. „She 
question also arose, what effect was the resi®na- 
tion to have upon the claim which he now 
made? That was purely a question of law. 
Prior commissions were regarded by the militar 

law, for the purpose of settling the question &f 
seniority, This was not the question—it wasa 


question whether these men should claim higher |j 
rank than they actually held in the army. Now if || 
the'Secretary of War should deem that in any in- | 


stance having held previous commission was con- | 
sidered a good ground for cla‘ming higher rank, | 
then he (Mr. S.) would be prepared to vote for | 
re resdlution, it conferred seniority, not higher į 
rank. . a2 

Mr. BURT (Mr. S. yielding) said, the gen- | 


the main principle which he was.arguing. Under 
the 61st article of war it was necessary to recur 
to the prior commission to determine the rank of | 
(wo officers who held the commission, e. g., of first 
lieutenant or captain. Supposing they received 
their commission the same day, they would be 
equal; but to determine the precedence, they must 
refer to the date of their former commissions. But 
this did not touch this case. The case presented 
was where a second lieutenant, for example, in the | 
army had received the appointment of quarter- 
master, which the gentleman from Tennessee | 
claimed would give him the rank of captain, re- 
signed his commission as quartermaster, and vol- 
untarily went back to his usual rank; yet under 
the 61st article of war, under the construction 
which had sometimes prevailed at the War De- | 
partment, (but not at this time,) he claimed upon | 
courts-martial, and where different corps met to- | 
gether, the rank of captain, although he had re- | 
signed the commission which gave him that rank. | 
Mr. HARRIS, of Minois, (Mr. Savacr yield- | 
ing for the purpose,) said, he wished to inquire of | 
the chairman of Military Affairs as to the effect of | 
this resolution. Would it not have the effect to 
deprive any officer of the engineer, topographieal 
engineer, or ordnance’ corps, in case either of | 
these corps should be abolished “and either of their 


{ 


in any other corps, of all claim to rank for his 
services in the corps so abolished?’ In sucha 
çase, would not a captain of engineers, (for in- 


tanice,) if he should be of ten years standing, -be | 


placed at the foot. of the list of captains’ in. the 
corps-in which he should. be so recommissioned ? 
The same would apply to any other corps, whether 
artillery, dragoons, or riflemen. If such would be 
its effect, it would be. manifestly unjust, and he 
would oppose it. 

~Mr. BURT replied, that very lately he had 
made it his duty to institute an inquiry upon this. 
subject. He was informed by the proper author- 
ity, that the officers of the corps of engineers, 
finding themselves at a military post or with a de- 
tachment consisting of different corps of the army, 
if they were to claim command corresponding to 
their rank, there was nothing in the law or in the. 
military regulations, to prevent them from exer- 
cising it. They were officers-of the army. He 
was told that.that would be the result. ; 

Mr. HARRIS again interposed, and, observing 
that the gentleman from South Carolina had not 
met the point he made, repeated the question which 
he had previously propounded. 

Some conversation ensued upon this point be- 
tween Mr. Harris and Mr. Burr. 

Mr. BURT said, as he understood, wherever an 
officer was transferred, either voluntarily or other- 
wise, he must take rank in the army according to 
his commission in the army. But he did under- 
stand that of an officer of any one of the staff 
corps—and: he was told that this corps was not 
properly called the staff corps, but a special corps. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said the great ob- 
jection to acting upon this resolution at this time 
was, that this was one of the questions about 
which the officers of the army were now quarrel- 
| ling with each other. If they passed the resolu- 
tion in this shape, it would interfere with the plan 
which the President intended to propose to them, 
by way of a general regulation. He said, then, 
that they were not prepared to interfere with it; 
and he hoped to be pardoned, if he appealed to 
the gentleman from Tennessee to move to refer 
the resolution to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and to move the previous 
question on the motion. It appeared to him, that 
the very best method of proceeding was to refer 
this resolution, and, in the mean time, before they 
came to act, they would receive the report on the 
whole subject. This resolution, if passed, he re- 
peated, would interfere with that general plan; it 
related to the very thing which was at this time 
most bitterly contested by the officers. 

Mr. SAVAGE resumed. He considered the 
question as being one of so unimportant a charac- 
ter, that it ought not to have been sent here. But 


sarily be disposed of, and he, for one, was pre- 
pared to dispose of it now. To his mind, the 
| whole question narrowed itself down to this sim- 
ple point, Shall the fact of having beld a prior 
commission, of itself give to a man acommission— 
a standing—superior to what he actually holds? 


tenant: the law now in force will entitle him to say 
to his brother lieutenant, whose commission was 
signed on the same day as his own, “Sir, I have 
held rank in the army, and now, when it comes to 
a struggle for precedence between us, I am the 
i senior lieutenant.” I think the whole subject 
| ought to be laid on the table, although I will not 
make the motion. 

Mr. ASHMUN, remarking that he thought suffi- 
cient time had already been taken up in this matter, 
moved that the resolution be laid upon the table. 

The question, “ Shall the resolution be laid upon 
the table??? was taken, and decided in the afirma- 
tive—ayes 79, noes not counted, 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 


MIAMA RESERVATION IN INDIANA. 


Mr. ALBERTSON asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a report from the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands. 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. ALBERTSON reported ‘ A bill reducing 
the minimum price of the lands, in what was the 
Miama Reservation in the State of Indiana.” 


| Mr. A. said that, as it was late in the session, 


he should move that the bill be put upon its pas- 


be S € | sage. These lands had been long in market; all 
officers be recommissioned in the line of the army |! 


had been sold except the refuse, and it was not 
just in the Government to require two dollars per 
acre for these lands, when. the best lands in. the 
State had been-sold for one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per acre, an 


as it had been sent to the House, it must neces- 


Let a quartermaster, for instance, be made a lieu- | 


He/asked ‘that a‘letter.from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office might be read. 

Mr. DUER. Fobject to the reading. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, ‘The gentleman adopts 
it as a part of his speech. You cannot object to that. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Indiana 
| (Mr. ALsertson]- is entitled to the foor, and has 
|a right to have the letter read, as a part of his 
speech. Á i 

Mr. 
whether the morning hour had expired? If so, he 
(Mr. S.) moved that the House proceed to the 
consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER said the morning hour had not 
yet expired. ae 

So the motion was not entertained. i 
following letter was read by the Clerk: 

GENERAL Lann OFFICE, July 18, 1850. 

Sır: In reply to your letter of the 17th instant, 1 have the 
honor to state that the total quantity of Jand in the Miami 
Reservation in Indiana, acquired uuder the two last trea- 
ties, is cight hundred thousand six hundred and fifty-three 
acres; of which quantity there has been disposed of seven 
hundred and twenty-two thousand eight hundred and 
twenty-six acres, leaving unsold on the 20th of June, 1850, 
seventy-seven thousand eight hundred and twenty-seven 
acres, Or rather less than, one-tenth of the entire cession. 

Tam, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant. 
J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner. 
Hon. G. N. Frren, House of Reps. 

The bill having been read— 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said that if the House 
understood the bill, he was satisfied there would not 
be a single objection to the passage of the bill. Iton- 
ly proposed to reduce the price of these refuse lands 
to one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the 
uniform price of all the Government lands. The 
price was fixed by a provision at the time of the 
ratification of the treaty, and at that price nine- 
tenths of the lands have been sold. ‘The refuse is 
only left, If the price remain unchanged, the 
lands will not be sold; but if reduced, many of them 
will be taken up, occupied, and improve]. I hope 
| the bill may pass. It is a local matter, and places 
these lands on the same footing with other “public 
lands, which is butan act of justice. 

Mr. DUER madea remark, the purport of which 
was understood to be, that he did not know wheth- 
er this bill ought to pass or not, but he did know 
that the very worst bills that passed this House 
were forced through precisely in this hasty and 
inconsiderate way. He moved that the bill be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. SILVESTER moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ; 

Mr. FITCH appealed to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Durr] to withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER said, that unless the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union was withdrawn, no action could be had 
on the bill. i 

Mr. SILVESTER adhered to his motion. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr, Stnvesrer, and decided in the negative, 

So the House refused to go intò Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
bill on the table— 

Mr. ASHMUN requested the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Durr] to change his motion, so 
as to substitute a motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and the previous question, for the motion to lay on 
the table. ; 

Mr. DUER said he had no objection. 

So Mr. D. withdrew the motion to, lay the bill 
| on the table, and moved that it be referred to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
And on that motion he called the previous ques- 
; tion. 

Mr. HARLAN desired to say a few words. 

The SPEAKER said no remarks were in order. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the demand for the previous question: 

There was a second.» And the main question 
was ordered to be now taken, (being, first, on the 
motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union.) 

And, the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 80, noes 49, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for the yeas 
and nays, but withdrew the demand. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
“Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. ALBERTSON resumed the floor, and the: 


SILVESTER inquired of the Speaker~ 


` 
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ALABAMA: AND ILLINOIS RAILROAD. 
Mr. INGE rose (he said) to a privileged ques- 
tion. Some days ago, the House had had under 
consideration a bill entitled *‘ An act granting the 
right of: way and making a grant of land to the 
States of Illinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, in 
aid of ‘the construction of a railroad from Chicago 
to Mobile.’ Regarding this as a bill of great im- 
portance, and anxious that the House should act 
upon it, and as it could only be acted. upon: by 
proceeding to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, he moved that the House proceed 
to the consideration of that business. Á 
Mr, BAYLY. Irise to a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER. There is already such a 


“question pending-—-the motion of the. gentleman 


from Alabama, {Mr. Ineg,] that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of business on the Speak- 
er’s table. ; 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 55, noes 67. ` 

Mr. BAKER and Mr. RICHARDSON asked 
the yeasand nays, which were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 108, nays 86; as follow: 

YEAS—Messis. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bissell, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Rrown, Chesier 


Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Cald- | 


well, Calvin, Cartter, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 


Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, | 


Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, Hall, Ham- 
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 


Harris, Haymoud, Hilliard, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, | 


Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W, Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Kantman, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Little- 
field, Job Mann, Marshall, McClernand, McDonald, Me- 
Kissock, McLanahan, McQueen, Morse, Newell, Ogle, 
Orr, Otis, Owen, Pitman, Reed, Richardson, Rockwell, 
Ross, Sackett, Savage, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, Thombs, Underhill, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watking, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
Williams, Wilmot, and Young—103, 


NAYS—Messrs. Averett, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Bo- | 


cock, Bokee, Booth, Breck, Burrows, Burt, Josepli Cable, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Conger, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Duuham, Alexander Evans, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gott, 
Gould, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, Hunter, William T. 
Jackson, James L. Johuson, Kerr, George G. King, James 
G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Mason, Matteson, 
Met:aughey, Finia E. McLean, Moore, Morris, Morton, 
Nelson, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Powell, Putnam, Rey- 
nolds, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Rumsey, 
Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, 
Wood, and Woodward—86. . 

So thesHouse proceeded to the consideration of 
the business on phe Speaker’s table. a 

Ma BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill reported by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. A.perrson] was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
He said he did not wish it considered at this time. 

The motion to reconsider was entered, and lies 
over, ; . 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Senate bills, which were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, and referred as 
indicated below, viz: F . 

An act providing additional security for the lives 
and property of persons navigating the western 
waters. ‘Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ay act to provide for the classification of the 
clerks in the military bureaus, and the equalization 
of their salaries.. On motion by Mr. CARTTER, 
referred to the Committee an Military Affairs. 

An-act granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public lands for 
the purpose of Joeating and constructing a canal 


` from the city of Rochester, in said State, to the 


waters of Lake Michigan. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act to:confirm the sale of school lands made 
to’ J.B. Gregoire and P. Gregoire, in Louisiana, 
On motion by Mr. MORSE, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands f 

An act for the: relief of David N. Smith. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Joint resolution of the Senate, authorizing the 
expenditure of the balance of an appropriation. 
On motion by Mr. CONGER, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings. 

The following bills on. the Speaker’s table, com- 
ing up in their order, were read a third time and 
passed, viz: E i i 

Senate bill entitled “An act for the relief of Wil- 
liam: Maxwell, late marshal of the District of 


Georgia; and 


! Duer, 


House-bill entitled “An act granting the right of 
way ‘to the Gainesville and De Kalb Plank Road 
Company.” B eee ang a : 

ILLINOIS AND MOBILE RAILROAD. | 
~ The SPEAKER said, the next business in or- 
der was the bill entitled “Anact granting the right 
of. way. and making a grant of jand to the States 
of Illinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, in aid of the 
construction ofa railroad from Chicago to Mobile;”’ 
and that the pending question was the motion of 


‘the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Coss,] to 


strike out the word “ten” in the third line, 5th 
section, and to insert ** twelve ” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, (who was entitled to the 
floor) said, he did not intend to detain the House 
by discussion: he thought gentlemen were as well 
prepared to vote upon the bill now as they would 
be at any future time; the bill had arrived at a 
point where it was necessary to have some action. 
Ele moved the previous question. 

Mr. BAKER addressed the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER stated that the colleague of the 
gentlemen had moved the previous question. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. Upon the passage 
of the bill? 1 trust it will be voted down. 

Mr. JONES moved to lay the bill on the table, 
and on that motion he demanded the yeas and 
nays. i 
Mr. DUER. Is there a motion pending to lay 
the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

Pending the question— 

Mr. DUER moved that the rules be suspended, 
d that the House resolve itself into Committee 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

‘The SPEAKER was in the act of counting the 
House upon the question, when 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays, and 
added that he wanted to see who was for passing 
this bill by. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Jones.) Remarks 
are not in order. 

The SPEAKER concluded the count, and an- 
nounced—ayes 75, noes 52. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

And the question, being again taken, was decided 
in the affirmative—y eas 102, nays 71; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Breck, Burrows, Burt, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Conger, Crowell, Daniel, Diminick Disney, 
Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Freedley, Gerry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, 
Halloway, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howe, 
Hunter, William T. Jackson, Jones, Kerr, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, Preston King. Lituefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, McGaughey, 
MeKissock, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, 
Outlaw, Parker, Peasiee, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Ris- 
ley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, 
Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson. Taylor, 


an 
of 


Thomas. James Thompson, Thorman, Waldo, Wallace, | 


White, Wildrick, Williams, and Wilmot—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bissell, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Wiltia: J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, Georye A. Cald- 
well, Cartter, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, De- 
berry, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan; Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hilliard, Howard, Hub- 
bard, Inge, Jpseph W., Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert 
W. Jotinson, Juhan, Kaufman, La Sére, Leffler, Marshall, 
McClernand, MeDonald, MeLanahan, Finis E. MeLean, 
McQueen, Morse, Newell, Orr, Owen, Richardson, Robin- 
son, Spaulding, Sprague, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, 
Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Underhill, Walden, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wood, Woodward, and 
Young—7I. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dis- 
wey in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for cer- 
tain fortifications of the United States for the 
year ending 30th June, 1851. 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
Gippincs to strike ont the words— 


“ For defensive works and barracks near Detroit, fifteen 
thousand dollars,” i 


Mr. BUEL was entitled to the floor during the 
residue of the time yet remaining, under the order of 
yesterday, for debate, and spoke in defence of the 
appropriation, and in reply to remarks made yes- 
terday in opposition to it. [His remarks will be 
published in the Appendix.] 

The time allowed for debate expired. Under 
the rule one hour was then allowed to— 


Mr. BAYLY, (the gentleman:who had report 
the bill,) and:-who took the floor =) e670 
-After some conversation- es : 

Mr. BAYLY resumed the floor." He saidthat 
he did not design to go into any general speech’on’ 
this bill. -But he felt it to be his duty: to submit a 
few remarks in reply to the observations which 
had fallen from several gentlemen during the dè- 
bate, and particularly these of his friend from: Ohio, 
[Mr. Carrter.] That gentleman said yesterday, 
that this appropriation of $15,006 for the fortifica- 
tion near Detroit, was the only appropriation made 
by this bill for the Northwest; and that it was 
designed to salt down—to use his owh express’ 
sion—the western members. Now, sir, (continued 
Mr. B.,) I do not know what conception the gentle- 
man has of the condition of western members, if 
he thinks that $15,000 will save them, if they are 
in a condition in which they want salting down; 
but Lam perfectly free to say, that such an idea 
never entered into my mind, and | believe it never 
entered into the mind of anybody else, who had 
anything to do with this bill. 1 also understood 
the gentleman to say. that there was but one fortis 
fication for the whole lake coast, extending some 
three thousand miles. I confess, sir, that E am 
very much surprised at such a remark as this. 

Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman misunder- 
stood me.. I said that this was the only appropria- 
tion for the Northwest: that there was but one 
appropriation; but I did not say there was but 
one fortification. ' : 

Mr. BAYLY. I certainly understood the gen- » 
tleman to say that this was the only fortification 
upon a coast of three thousand miles; but he says’ 
that I misunderstood him. Now itso occurs that 
there are fortifications on the lakes at all those 
points where it was supposed, by military men, to 
be important that there should be fortifications, ` 
There is a fortification near Detroit, and this ap- 
propriation is asked for the completion of that 
fortification. There is a fortification near Buffalo 
on Lake Erie; there is one at Niagara, and there is 
one also at Oswego. It is true that no appropria- 
tiong, are asked for any other fortifications on the 
lakes than this one near Detroit, for the very'satis- 
factory reason that the others are completed, and 
consequently no appropriation is necessary. And’ 
here I beg to say to gentlemen in reference to this 
fortification bill, that it, by no means, covers or 
includes all our fortifications; the greater number 
of them are already-completed; and it is only far. 
those referred to in the bill that additional appro-: 
priations are atall necessary. And appropriations: 
are made for every fortification in the United” 
States where appropriations are required, with- 
out any sort of reference to its locality. 

The gentleman from Ohio was aiso pleased to 
say, that upon our lakes there was no occasion 
for fortifications; that the commercial marine there 
could sweep from the lakes any fleet which Great 
Britain could send upon those waters. lam not 
going to comment upon this declaration of the gane — 
tleman; suffice it to say that, by a remark of ‘that 
sort, the gentleman shows that he has:not consi 
sidered the subject with that care. which the. 
House has a right to expect frém any member 
who undertakes to enlighten us. 

It is not. forme, sir, to defend our system of 
fortifications on the lakes, as against gentlemen 
from that section of the country; but, I beg leave 
to say that there is no portion of this country, in 
my opinion, where fortifications are more required ; 
and there is no portion of the country in favor of 
which | wouid sooner vote for appropriations for 
defensive works. We all know the necessity 
there was for such works during the late war with 
Great Britain, every one recollects how we suf- 
fered for want of them; but our situation in rè- 
gard to the lakes is very different now from what 
it was then. During that war the competition on 
the lakes between Great Britain. and this country 
was one of ship-building. It was a contest ‘of ` 
ship-building, and we, being nearer the theatre of 
action, of course beat them. : 

But, sir, in the event of another conflict between 
that Power and ourselves, it will be a very differ- 
ent matter. The advantage that we gained from 
our proximity to the theatre of action, caused oti 
negotiators to stipulate for a provision in the treaty 
of Ghent, that neither nation should: keep a fleet 
upon any of the inland seas; and it was-of great 
advantage to us that there was such‘a stipulation, 
because, if this had not been secured to us, the: 
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- ddivanitaire that we possessed by reason of prox- 


imity, in any foture war; would. haver been lost. 
But the situation.of things-is-very different now. 
By means of her canal connecting the lakes, and 
her ship canal around:the Falls of the St. Lawrence; 
Great Britain-has virtually annihilated this provis- 
ion of the treaty, and as it now stands, it is. dis- 
advantageous to us, instead-of being beneficial. 
Shecan now, at a nioment’s warring, throw any 
amountof her fleet. upon the Jakes; in the event 
of-a conflict. She is stronger than she was before 
in that quarter. 


I undertake to say, though. I speak without- 


specific knowledge on the subject, that. there is no 
section of this country where fortifications are 
more required, than they are in that very lake 
country. f 

The gentleman from Ohio, añd some other gen- 
tlemen, have condemned, in very severe terms, the 
appropriations: here proposed for, fortifications. 
They regard such. an: expenditure of money as 
inthe highest degree improper. We were asked, 
where is the necessity for these appropriations in 
a time of peace? The gentlemen who make these 
remarks, forget the warning of the Father of his 
Country, whose emphatic language was, that it 
was ina time of peace that we ought to prepare 
for war. Preparatiqn ought not to be left for the 
time when war is actually declared. I agree with 
this sentiment fully. It is in a time of peace, em- 
phatically, that we ought to prepare for war. 

Mr. GORMAN (the floor being temporarily 
, yielded) remarked, that about one half of the ap- 
propriations contained io this bill was to be ex- 
pended in ornamenting the grounds, and in pre- 
pans magnificent residences for the officers. 

he gentleman would find, also, from the reports 
of the engineer department, that a portion of the 
money Was to be applied to the erection of exterior 
batteries. 

Mr. BAYLY., (resuming.) The gentleman from 
Indiana and myself are as far apart as the lakes 
and the mouth of the Mississippi. I was speak- 

‘ing of the fortifications upon the lakes; the gentle- 
man refers to the fortification on the Missiggjppi 
river. bis 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh! no; l had in view the 
whole range of fortifications throughout the coun- 


try. 

‘Mr. BAYLY. I have as little interest in the 
passage of this bill, apart from the general inter- 
est that L feel for the welfare of the country, as 
any member on this floor; | am as indifferent to 
its fate as any one can be. { have no doubt there 
is a considerable amount of money to be expended 
in: preparing quarters for the officers, and in beau- 
tifying the fortifications. Sir, although [ am an 
economist, Lam not prepared to say that every- 
thing like taste ought to be disregarded; and I do 
not mean to say, nor do I believe that there is any 
unnecessary expenditure or extravagance in this 
respect; but at the point of the interruption by the 
gentleman, I was about to say that our own expe- 
rience at least teaches us that defensive works of 
this kind ought to be erected in time of peace. 
And we all know the benefits to be derived from 
them in time of war. 

We know how the country has suffered for the 
want of them. Jt is in the recollection of all, that 
when our system of fortifications was projected 
eminent engineers were invited here from abroad 
to take charge of the erection of our fortifications, 
and to determine the localities most suitable for the 
defence of ihe country. MThe works have pro- 
gressed until they have been nearly completed. 
As our country extends itself, this system must be 
extended and enlarged; but so far as the older por- 
tions of the country are concerned, the system of 
~ fortifications has been nearly completed; and this 

bill, sir, is comparatively a verv small one. 

proposes to appropriate only $739,000 for the for- 

Ufications of a nation equal, nay exceeding in 

extent of territory, I believe. any nation on the 

face of the earth; a nation of twenty millions of 
people, inhabiting a country rich in all the resources 
that serve to enrich a people. A population such 
aa this asks for the completion of their fortifica- 
tions only the sum of $739,000, and gentleman say 
this is extravagant. l do not so esteem it; if [ 

did I should be as ready as any man to reduce the 
appropriation, But the committee: has carefully 
excluded from the bill everything which it was 
thought the public service or the public defence 
-did not absolutely require. — = 


It. 
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committee proceeded to-vote on atvendments, un- 
der the rule allowing five minutes’ explanation. 
Mr. CARTTER withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. MARSHALL rénewed the amendment, | 


and said: The appropriations asked for by this 
bill amount to $758.000. The report of the 
engineer, upoh which this demand is based, is so 
general in its terms that no Representative can 
form a sound judgment, either as to the reason- 
ableness of the estimates, of the propriety of the 
purposes to .which they are to be applied. I 
find, upon examination, that. the Committee of 
Ways and Means have reported, dollar for dollar, 
the alnountasked for by the engineer, and I desire 
to know of the honorable chairman, if the items 
of which these expenditures consist have under- 
gone examination and met with the approval of 
the committee? ; ; 

Mr. BAYLY was understood to reply, that the 
items were set forth in the report of the engineer, 
and were as accessible to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky as to any of the committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If 1 understand the duties 
of a Representative of the people, they cannot be 
performed by accepting swch estimates as conclu- 
sive of the propriety of the expenditures. I take 
the case of Fort Wayne, near Detroit, as an ex- 
ample, as that is embraced by the amendment 
immediately under consideration. The engineer 
informs us that the fortification was finished last 
year; that barracks for five companies have been 
erected—the exterior nearly complete and a part of 
the interior finished, two sets of quarters for ofi- 
cers finished, a third set roofed in, and foundations 
laid- for three more sets, and an hospital. 
this, in gross, he asks, for this year, $15,000. 
Now, sir, I want to know if this $15.000 is suffi- 
cient to complete the buildings; and if it is not, 
how much more will be required? How much of 
this money is requisite to finish the barracks and 
the unfinished quarters for officers, and how much 


of the estimate is to be applied to the sets of quar- | 


ters and hospital whose foundations merely are 
laid. 

T now perceive that I call in vain on the honor- 
able chairman for this information, Why is it 
desired? Because, sir, unless there be some press- 
ing necessity, I shall not vote the money to build 
the houses in Fort Wayne, which have progressed 
no further than the foundations, In a state of pro- 
found peace, there con be no reason for five com- 
panies to be stationed at Detroit. Whatdo you 
want with a battalion in a mile of the city of De- 
troit? You are at peace with England, and the 
only use of this fort is to protect your commercial 
shipping on the lakes in time of war. Asa fleet 
might be placed on Lake Erie to harass your com- 
merce, vessels would take shelter in the Lake St. 
Clair, protected by the guns of Forts Wayne and 
Gratiot, but both stations are utterly useless as de- 
fences of the line of the Detroit river, and were 
never designed for such purpose. In time of peace I 
cannot faney a necessity for more force there than 
shall be sufficient to keep the works in good repair. 
I shall not, in the existing condition of the finances 


of this country, vote the publie money to build | 


houses which may not be wanted for public use in 
this century. Besides, what sort of quarters are 
these for our officers, for which $15,000 are required? 
In the West, arespectable citizen builds his house, 
a comfortable two-story brick dwelling, for two or 
three thousand dollars, and it arrests atiention that 
for the dwellings of the military gentlemen in a 
garrison, such extravagant sums are called for. 
When I find that the committee who has charge 
of this subject have not looked into the details of 
these estimates, I cannot consént to vote for the 
expenditure. lam willing toabide the examination 
made by our standing committees; and when they 
report an appropriation bill, they are committed to 
the propriety of all the items of the account, and 
are to be understood as approving them. But 
.now, sir, when this responsibility appears to be 
shifted, and I am left to act upon my own respon- 
sibility upon the report of the Chief Engineer, | must 
know more than has been brought to light in this 
case. When I vote the expenditure, I approve it; 
and when I approve it, I must know for what pur- 


, pose itis to be applied. As a friend of this Ad- 


ministration, I will not vote it, for the people 

of this country wil! hold fo: a serious accountability 

the public agents who swell the annual; expendi- 

tures unreasonably, They ought to do soy. As 
jie 


For all | 


The general debate had now terminated, and the i] 


a friend of the army, 1. will not vote it, becanse 
the. War: Department now requires about nine mil- ` 
lions of dollars for-military purposes, and the peo- 
ple will grow. restiveunder the maintenance of a 
force -which costs annually $1,000. per man. R 
The whole bilt is subject to these remarks, 


i Look at Fort Adams, at Newport, Rhode Island, 


as an instance: thirty-five thousand: dollars are. re- 
quired. For what? The engineersays that $15,000 
are required for a wharf, for-iron railing around a 
parade ground, and for “some other little repairs.”” 
J, for one, will not be content to vote away the 
public money upon any. such information as this. 
Look at Fort Monroe—eleven thousand dollars of 
last year’s appropriation are in hand, and yet 
$20,000 more are asked, and not one word of expla. 
nation given as to the objects to which it is to be 
applied. Sir, we have requisitions for appropria- 
tions for more than fifty millions of dollars for this 
year, and yet not a dollar to the great river and 
harbor improvements, so much required by the 
wants of the commerce of the interior! Show me 
what is required—abgolutely required to complete 
works begun. Show me what is wanted to protect 
those points where your commerce centers, and f 
will vote the sum, if the purpose seems to be con- - 
sistent with enlightened economy; but I will re- 
fuse my sanction to this bill until the expenditures 
shall have undergone more critical examination. 
(Here the hammer fell.) y 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT renewed the amendment. He 
did this for the purpose of expressing his opposi- 
tion to the prińciple adopted by the Committee of 
Ways and Means in reporting this. bil. We 
have not fired a gun from our fortifications in near- 
forty years, and thére is. no reason to suppose we 
shall have occasion to fire one for years to come. 
The circumstances of the country are such there is 
no reason to apprehend that these works will be 
required for actual service for a long time, and I 
hope never. Under these circumstances, the 
principle of expending large sums in the comple- 
tion of these works appeared to him to be very 
erroneous. - There were demands on the Treasury 
of a higher character. He was willing to go to 
any reasonable extent that might be required for 
the purpose of preserving the public property from 
decay; but he was not disposed to expend large 
sums in completing works which may be unneces- 
sary. There were works loudly called for by the 
great commercial interests of the country, far more 
important and more imperatively calling.on us for 
protection. He referred to the clearing and en- 
larging of our rivers and harbors, and other objects 
connected with the interests of commerce and 
navigation. These subjects presented claims far 
higher than the completion of these fortresses, not 
their preservation from decay. He called: the at- 
tention of the chairman of the Commiuee of Ways 
and Means to some of the appropriations contained 
in this bill. There are three appropriations for 
the harbor of Boston, one for $10,000, one for 
$30,000, and one for $5,000. Yet itis well known 
that with common application of- the skill and in- 
dustry the physical force in and about that city, > 
the whole of the work necessary to put the fortifica- 
tions in an efficient condition could be completed in 
ninety days. This $45,000 could be laid out in a 
much shorter time. Itisappropritated for the differ- 
ent works, and could be laid out ina few days in 
case of emergency, atany time. Why, then, was it 
considered necessary to appropriate $45,000 for this 
object now. There was also another item. -There 
was an appropriation of $120,000 for the works 
in and about the harbor of New York. ‘The same 
reason would apply to this appropriation, The 
physical strength always available.in and about 
New York, was sufficient to expend the sum here 
proposed ina few days at any time, then where 
was the necessity for this appropiation now. He 
desired to call the attention of the committee to 
these considerations. Fle repeated that he was 
willing to vote anything which was necessary for 
the preservation of the works which had been com- 
menced,: but he would not give his vote for so 
large a sum to complete these works, now it is 
altogether unnecessary. 

-- He withdrew the amendment. a 

Mr. CARTTER renewed the amendment, 
With reference to what had been said by the Repre- 
sentative of the Detroit district, [Mr. BueL,] about 
the dead and the living, he remarked. that he had 
only to say, that the remarks. of that gentleman 


* 


would have been. very appropriate in a- Fourth of 
July oration, where no reply was required. If 
the gentleman was compelled to bring up past gen- 
erations in justification of the enormity attempted 
to be perpetrated by the passage of these appropri- 
ptions, he must be hard pressed. certainly. He 
was:of opinion that if the gentleman had not. had 


occasion heretofore to indulge inall this glorifica-. 


tion of his State, at some Fourth of July celebra- 
tion, he would hardly have thought of introducing 
ithere.. Detroit, according to the gentleman’s ac- 
count, (said Mr. C.,) is the greatest city in this 


Union— it is the centre of all the wealth and all | 


the refinement. It has more commerce than all 
the rest of the United States. 
fact? Why, it is notorious that the little town.of 
Toledo, about sixty miles distant from Detroit—a 
town that is scarcely noted on the map—has a 
commerce larger than that of Detroit. 

Mr. BUEL. The gentleman is mistaken 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield the floor? . 

Mr. CARTTER. No, sir, the gentleman re- 


fused to yield the floor to me, and I cannot con- |; 


sent. to be deprived of my time. 

Mr. BUEL. The gentleman is mistaken in the 
Blatement that he has made. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am informed that the com- 
merce of ‘Toledo is greater than that of Detroit. 

Mr. BUEL. Itis not so. 

Mr. CARTTER. I understand that the com- 
merce of Toledo last year exceeded twelve millions 
of dollars, while that of Detroit fell below that 
amount. I may'be mistaken, however. But the 
idea of the Detroit Representative getting up here 
and giving this House to understand that all God’s 
creation belongs to Detroit, is what I cannot stand. 
[A laugh.] 

In my remarks. yesterday, which I supposed 
would pass unnoticed, but which have constituted 


a theme: upon which the gentleman from Detroit | 


has descanted, for the benefit of his constituents, 
I said that the Detroit river was not the natural 
harbor of the comimerce of the lakes; that it was.a 
narrow river. with a swift current, and that sailing 
vessels could only pass through with a favorable 
wind.. Has the gentleman met that objection! 
No, sir, Instead of meeting my argument, he 
talks about steam craft. Why, the steam craft 
will take care of themselves; there is no difficulty 
about their running into harbor. lt is only for 
that portion of craft which depends on the winds 
in making a harbor that protectionis needed. Tali 
about your steam craft on the lakes running up to 
Detroit for cover! It is all balderdash, and you 
know it. 

But I remarked at-the close of my speech yes- 
terday, that ifit were true that you wanted to erect 
fortifications: for the purpose of covering and pro- 
tecting your retreating commerce, you should erect 
them where commerce can go, and where it can 
find shelter and. protection. Erect your fortifica- 
tion on one of the islands of the bay —— 

The falling of the Chairman’s hammer announced 
the expiration of the five minutes. 

Mr. CARTTER withdrew the amendment, 

Mr.. BAYLY renewed it. He said he only 
wished to make a remark or two in reply to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. CreveLanp.] 
His honorable friénd from Kentucky desired to 
know in what manner the Committee of Ways 
and Means had. looked into this matter. He 
said it seemed that the committee had taken the 
estimates of the Engineer Department, and that 
those estimates were very extravagant. 
wanted to Know whether the chairman of the com- 
mittee had looked-into and carefully examined the 
items. He wouldisay-to the gentleman, in reply, 
that he-apprebended the committee were as well 
satisfied: óf the correctness of the items of appro- 


priatiqn, as they could be without a personal in- | 


spection of the works. He was of opinion that the 
report of the Engineer Department, scrutinized by 
the Secretary of War, and then submitted to the 
` committee and examined carefully by them, ought 
to be more satisfactory to the House and the coun- 
try, than any individual opinion or suggestion. 


He would say, further, for the information of į! 


the gentleman, that the committee were satisfied 
of the correctness of the items of appropriation for 
these fortifications,. precisely in the same manner 
as they were satisfied of the propriety of the ap- 
© propriation for the marine hospital in the gentle- 
man’s:'own town, which he so diligently pressed 
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l ton harbor, he would say to the gentleman, that 


But what is the f 


f: now in the hands of the Committee of the Whole 


And he | 


“GLOB 


p 


upon the committee, and upon. the-ekairman of the 
committee personally. They. were satisfied of the 
prepriety of these appropriations by. precisely the 
same sort of evidence. ~~. ap. eh 

* With reference to the remark: of the gentleman 

| from New York; by which he seemed to intimate | 
i that he. thought the. committee had proceeded 

; blindly in regard.to the appropriation for the Bos- 


the. committée struck/out a large portion of the ap- 
i propriation recommended for that harbor, thiaking | 
that it was rather beyond the mark. i 
` Mr. SACKETT said, he had made no com- 
plaint against the committee 
Mr. BAYLY, in conclusion, observed, that he 
: did not know that it was necessary for him to 
: trouble himself any further with this bill, it was 


; —they could do with it as they pleased. If they | 
chose to reject it, of course they could do so. i 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, called the attention 
of the committee to the report of the Engineer 
: Department, for the purpose of replying to those 
' gentlemen who desired-that the present system of 
: making appropriations for fortifications should be 
_abandoned; and that these fortifications were ii | 
i fact more important as works of defence than at 
: any former period. The vast improvements which | 


‘steam to the navigation of vessels, as well as for | 

_ transportation by Jand, wouid enable an enemy to 
come upon us before we are aware. It is necessa- 

|| ry that in the construction of our means of defence 

; we should keep pace with the increase in the dan- 
ger of hostile attack. in reference to the estimates 


'ed, he showed that the engineers had taken pains | 


omy. 
Mr. MARSHALL interposed an enquiry as to | 
an estimate of $35,000 for iron railing and coping 


; have been made in the application of the power of / 


on which the appropriations in this bill were found- || 


! to prepare them with a regard to the strictest econ- i| 


| 
| 
{ 


at one of the works. 

Mr. EVANS explained, that this appropriation 
covered not only theiron railing butall the work re- 
; quired on the fortification. He went into a defence 
of the system of fortifications, contending for its 


The country could not be defended without them. 


it be possible for us to contend against the great 
naval power of England, and the three hundred or 
four hundred war steamers which she could bring | 
_ down upon us; or against the steam power which j 
| France might bring to bear against us, should such 
| a state of things arise as would place us in an atti- 
tude of hostility towards these Powers? He re- 
minded the committee of the recommendation of 
General Jackson on the subject of fortificaiions, 
which his ime would not allow him to read, but 
he referred to the documents where it might be 
found. 

He replied to the objections which had been 
urged against the expenditures on Fort McHenry, 
and pointed out the importance of that fortification, 
and the effectual protection which it was caicula- | 
ted to afford to the city of Baltimore. By the ex- 
penditures which had been made at Soller’s Point, 
a hostile force coming up the river would be com- 
pelled to turn several streams, and “make a circuit 
| of some forty miles. He asked gentlemen-who 
‘are not informed on this subject to examine the 
/ report and. the map which he had on his table, and 
| they would find sufficient reasons for this appro- 
| priation, a 
| He withdrew his amendment. 
| 


Mr. CLEVELAND renewed the amendment. |; 
He stated that he saw in the course which the dis- 
? cussion had taken, that there was a general dispo- 
| sition not to pass the bill in its present form; and, 
if he was correct in this impression, it appeared to 
|! him to be the best plan, in order to accomplish the 
; object which all seemed to have in view, to recom- 
+ mit the bill. He rose, therefore, for the purpose 
| of making this suggestion, as the most expedient 
| course, in the existing feeling of the House, and 
i the strong prejudices which prevailed against this 
! system of fortifications. In the committee, the 
i propriety of dividing these appropriations, and 
apportioning a smaller amount to each, might be 
| considered. The appropriations might be dimin- 
ished so as only to provide for the preservation of 
the unfinished fortifications from decay, and thus 


| preventing any waste of the public property. He 


! continuance as absolutely necessary to our security. |} 


Inthe absence of these fortifications, how would }} 


| should be fortified. 


did not-feel himself called on-at this: time to ‘say 
whether he would vote for this bill or no} : 
was not. sufficiently conversant with the various” 
works it embraced. to: be able to decide as to their 


Mr. HOUSTON renewed the amend 


ment, for 
the purpose (he said) of making some remarks 
more immediately in reply to the gentleman from 
; Connecticut, (Mr. CueveLann. ] cree 
It is true, sir, (said Mr. H.,) that I am not per- 
fectly familiar with the military details involved 
| in this bill, or with the peculiar merits of the va-- 


rious points selected for fortification purposes, 
But, sir, L should regret exceedingly if, in making 
a discrimination, we should be compelied to .fall 
back upon any such arbitrary principle as that 
which has been proposed by the honorable gen- 
Ueman from Cornecticut. There is one appro- 
priation in the bill, however, the necessity | for 
which I know full well; and that appropriation, 
though apparently a large one, is not greater than 
uURFpublic service, or the public protection impera- 
tively demands. . it is that which relates to Foit 
Deluware, the only appropriation for any fore: 
ufication, of for any point within the limits of 
the State which I have the honor to represent, 
The amount of the appropriation is fifty thousard 
doliars. Ifthegentleman from Connecticut will give 
me his attention for a moment, | will say. to.ham, 
ihat so far as this appropriation is concerned, the 
principle suggested by him should, not apply, 
however just it may be in its application‘to certain 
other appropriations in the bill. 

Itis well known to some gentlemen who have 


| served in this body longer than the gentleman 


from Connecticut has, that the State of Delaware 
ceded this island to the Federal Government some 
twenty years or more aga, on the condition thatit - 
it was fortified at avery con- 
siderable expense to the Government, and tle 
works that were erected there were probably the 
finest that were. ever erected by this Government 
for any such purpose. About fifteen years ago, 
they were destroyed by an accident, and the peéo- 
ple of that region of country were exceedingly 
anxious that they should be repaired. A question 
arose, however, in regard to the tiie to the island, 
between New Jersey and Delaware, and that qués- 
tion having remained unsettled unul recently, ro 


| appropriation during all that time has been made 


for the repair of those works, until the last sei- 
sion of Congress, when, in comphance with the 
conditions of the grant, and for the purpose of 


|| promoting the restoration of the works, an appres 
| priation was made. And I ask the gentleman if 
| he would now, when the Government has just 
|; resolved upon the restoration of this fortification, 
| which has been neglected in consequence. of.the 
pending dispute for a period of fifteen years, situ- 
ated as it is at the most important point upon the 
whole river and bay of Delaware—I say, I ask if 
he would now seek to reduce that appropriation 
to $25,000? Sir, I take on myself to say that it 
ought to be increased. ee 

Mr. CLEVELAND (the floor being tempo- 
rarily yielded to him) said, that his idea was that 
| twenty-five thousand dollars were as muchuscould 
|| conveniently be expended upon that. work -before 
| the next session of Congress, when the additional 
| twenty-five thousand dollars could be appropria- 
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was to rebuke this extravagant spirit in regard to 
‘appropriations; and the other was to appropriate 
only so much as could be conveniently expended. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 understand the gentleman’s 
motive. But the honorable member must remem- 
ber, that several months must necessarily elapse 
before.any other appropriation can:be made. The 
Committée-of Ways and Means of the last’ Con- 
gress. provided only for an appropriation of 
450,000, when double that sum could have been 
expended, and, very judiciously expended during 
the time that has since elapsed. I maintain that 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 


Means of this House has placed the appropriation, 
so far as this fortification is, concerned, upon the 
most economical basis, and I presume he has done 
so with regard to all the other appropriations con- 
tained. in the bill. - ‘ 

He withdrew the amendment. 

« Mr. SWEETSER renewed the amendment, for 
the purpose of giving the reasons which would 
induce him. to vote against this bill. We were 
now in a state of profound peace, and he was op- 
posed to any new expenditures on these fortifica- 
tions. He would cheerfully vote for such sums as 
might be necessary to preserve them from decay, 
but he would not goa step beyond that. What was 
the condition ofthe country? The amount of the 
appropriations for the current year, reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, was about 
fifty-two millions. Yet it was not more than ten 
years ago that the Whigs had broken down the 
emocratic Administration, because the latter had 
expended less than thirty millions. And now the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
had reported appropriations to the amount of fifty- 
two millions. Ele did not think that the Whig 
party itself could, with any consistency, sanction 
this extravagant expenditure. Expenditures never 
go backward. In what aspect, in what view of 
our present condition, the appropriation of twenty 
millions more than was required for the support of 
the Government ten years ago, could be justified 
or explained, he knew not. It would be ch 
on the Democratic party, if they voted thetic. 
travagant appropriations, that the object was to 
embarrass the Whig Administration, and fix on it 
an odious responsibility. Such charge had been 
made in former instances. He did not desire to 
be involved in any such charge. He would not 
vote a dollar beyond what was necessary for the 
preservation of these public works from destruc- 
tion. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY (after some conversation) renewed 
the amendment, stating that he had not replied to 
some of the remarks which had been made around 
him, because he believed that no one could ever 
suspect him of being disposed to give to a Whig 
Administration too large an amount of appropria- 
tion. It had been always imputed to him that he 
was father too much than too little of a partý man. 
It had been said that the Whig Administration 
would be held responsible for these large appro- 

riations. To a great extent they will be so; 

ecause they have recommended these appropria- 
tions, which we have felt ourselves caled on to 
report in accordance with these recommendations. 
This, however, he could not bring himself to re- 
gard in the light of a party question. 

The gentleman from Connecticut suggested that 
the appropriations should be cut down one half, 
That was the course pursued during the war with 
Mexico, and even then the amount of the appro- 
priations was as large as now. And what was 
the effect? He knew what was the effect in one 
case. The appropriation recommended ‘by the 
engineers for Old Point was reduced one half. 
The result was, that nearly the whole amount of 
the appropriation was lost. The work was left 
in such an incompleteand insecure condition that, 
a storm occurring about the time, mach that had 
been done was lost; while if the appropriation 

, necessary to complete the work had been made, 
nothing would have been lost. So that in this 
case, as weil as in many other cases, the maxim, 
‘* penny wise and pound foolish,” would properly 


apply. At tife last session there was an appro- | 
priation made for this very work at Detroit of | 


$20,000, which was $5,000 more than is asked for 
now. He assured the committee that the appro- 
priations made by this bill were not to the full ex- 
tent asked for by the Engineer Department. And 


ted, if necessary: His object was two-fold. One | -he could not but regard it as a curious-situation in 


which he was placed, standing up here to defend 
appropriations asked:for by a Whig Administra-. 
tion, against Whig opponents. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed the amendment, con- 
tending that there was no difficulty in determining 
the true principle of action in regard to this bill. 
The appropriations contained in it were asked for 
onthe ground that it was necessary to keep up 
and complete these fortifications. If they were to 
be kept-up, the estimates which have come from 
the proper departments, of the amount necessary 
for the work of the current year, constitute the only 
ground on which the Committee of Ways and 
Means could make their report. If the House 
should determine that the work should not be com- 
pleted; and that the system should be abandoned, 
then let the bill be rejected. It contains no new 
fortifications. Had it done so, he should have 
been indisposed to support it. But the appropria- 
tions are merely to carry on the old works. ifthe 
House felt a disposition to abandon these works, 
he, for one, felt no objection, considering the sys- 
tem on which they had been constructed as ex- 
ploded. But it must be borne in mind that to with- 
hold these appropriations would be to destroy the 
works which are now in an unfinished state. He 
had been for some years a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and he would say 
that no work of retrenchment can emanate from 
that committee. The only means of framing esti- 
mates on which the reports of the committees must 
be based, are inthe Executive departments; and if 
any extravagant outlay takes place, the responsi- 
bility should rest there. T'he Committee of Ways 
and Means could do nothing in the way of re- 
trenchment. He admitted that the public expendi- 
tures had increased, were increasing, and ought to 
be diminished. And he was willing to fake his share 
of the responsibility, if the House should now de- 
termine to withhold these appropriations and to 
abondon this exploded system. Let the House, if 
it please, wipe away the whole fortification bill, 
or else let it adopt the estimates which have been 
prepared by the proper department. The whole 
system which we have gone upon, belongs to an 
exploded military notion. General Scott had 

tested the worthlessness of it, in his attack on 
Vera Cruz. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES (having renewed the amend- 
ment) said, he was surprised and pained to per- 
ceive so much opposition manifested to the system 
of fortifications by gentlemen on this floor. It was 
said that they were not consonant with the true 
niode of warfare; that the modern system of war- 
fare superseded the necessity for fortifications. It 
may be so, sir, (continued Mr. H.) lt may be 
that Marshal Turenne and all the other lights of 
military science were mistaken. But, sir, £ can- 
not arrive at the conclusion at which gentlemen 
here have arrived, that fortifications are useless. 
And I cannot but regard the process of reasoning, 
by which they arrive at such conclusions, as en- 
tirely ad captandum. Blot out your fortifications 
and let the harbor of New York be exposed to a 
fleet of British steamers, and you would be liable 
to lose in a single night more than the whole 
amount of appropriations here proposed. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CONRAD renewed the amendment. As 
well as he could be understood, speaking, as he 
did, with his back turned to the reporter, he ad- 
vocated the necessity of keeping up these fortifi- 
cations, not viewing the system in the light in 
which it had been viewed by the gentleman from |! 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomgs.] He regarded the intro- 
duction of steam as making it more necessary that || 
we should keep up and increase our means of de- 
fence. The facilities of attack had been greatly 
increased, and the means of defence should be 
equally increased. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of saying a few words as to the vote 
which he should feel himself constrained to give. 
He did this in order that the opinions of the peo- | 
ple of Ohio, so far as he represented them, should 
be known here. He would never be found giving 
his vote against this bill because it contained. no 
other appropriation for a western fort than this 


$15,000 for that at Detroit. [fany gentleman sup- 
posed -it. to be: his duty. to go over each separate | 


iter in an appropriation bill, for the purpose of 
making up-his: mind on” the necessity or propri- 
ety of its adoption, he would have to: sit ‘here a 
long time. We want information on which we 
ċan found our action. How are we to get this but 
through the agency of the committee? He agreed 
with the gentleman from Georgia,-that if wein- 
tend to keep up this system of. fortifications, we 
have nothing to do but to. take the estimates which 
have been prepared at the proper department, and 
act on them. We must either do this, or abandon 
the system altogether. For hitiself and his con- 
stituents, he would say, they had no particular in- 
terest in a single one of these fortifications, the ap- 
propriations for which amounted to nearly a mil- 
lion of dollars. Yet his judgment suggested to him, 
that it was proper either to vote for all these ap- 
propriations, as reported, or to abandon the whole 
system. 

He expressed his great hope that in return for 
the liberality exhibited by the West in voting for 
all these appropriations for fortifications, a similar 
feeling would be shown by gentlemen from the 
commercial cities, when the bill for the improve- 
ment of the rivers and harbors of the West should 
come up for consideration. He would vote for 
this bill under a sense of duty. It was impossible 
for him to go into such an investigation as could 
satisfy his mind in relation to every separate item. 
He was ready to vote for the bill without further 
discussion. He withdrew the amendment. ; 

Mr. BAKER renewed the amendment, and made 
some remarks, only a few of which reached the 
reporter. He was understood as expressing his 
conviction that these large appropriations for forti- 
fications would not do so much good as the ex- 
penditure of a single dollar for furthering the great 
public improvements of the country. He ex- 
pressed doubts whether those gentlemen from the 
commercial cities would be found ready to vote for 
aiding the western States in the construction of 
their railroads and canals. Still he would give 
his vote for the bill, although he would rather give 
five times the amount for the improvement of the 
great harbors on our sea-coast, and the rivers 
which perforate our extensive country. 

He referred to the necessity in which England 
was placed in keeping up her forts in consequence 
of her insular position, She was no, longer con- 
tending for extended empire, but for the means of 
sustaining her present position. Fle also made 
reference to the policy of Russia in encouraging 
internal improvements, and constructing extensive 
railroads. He regarded this policy by which in- 
tercaurse ahd the transportation of stores was fa- 
cilitated as better calculated for the defence of a 
country than fortifications. 

He withdrew the amendment. z 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
peter Mr. Burer, of Pennsylvania, and the 

hair. 

Mr. BUTLER then renewed the amendment, 
(for the purpose of having a vote upon it.) 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved (pro 
forma) to amend the amendment by inserting the 
sum of $12,000. 

He stated that he had always been opposed to 
this system of fortifications: We had expended 
large sums in the construction of these works, and 
he did not think that the work which had been 
done repaid the cost. We had expended more 
thantwenty millions in the erection of fortifications. 
What have we done? Nothing, which can be of 
any practical value. He did not look forward to 
any danger to which we were likely to beexposed 
from attacks by an external force. - Theréfore he 
was opposed to the expenditure of a large amount 
of money for a contingency never likely to occur. 
The only object of these appropriations was to 
keep a certain class of people employed and paid 
by the Government. dt was a work which was 
never done, On Fort Warren, at Boston, we had 
expended $1,053,000; and yet we are called on to 


i make a new appropriation forthe next year. The 


engineers never report what they are going to do. 
They tell-us all they have done through the past 
year, but. say nothing of what they propose todo 
in the next year. Weare told they have made the 
houses more comfortable, have newly sodded the 
grounds, but what they mean to-do next is untold. 
He referred also to the expenditure on FortJackson. 


“This whole system is one which feeds and grows 


on itself. It never stops. .A fortress-is never com- 
pleted. He saw no advantages:which could reault 
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from the system. These works were in a great 
degree useless, The Committee of Ways and 
Means had taken the estimates of the engineers as 
the ground of their report. It.had been said that 
they endorsed these estimates. it was not so. 
But there was no other way of getting the estimates. 
He was not convinced that there was any necessity 
‘for these appropriations. $ 

He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. DOTY renewed the amendment, and asked 
a vote. j 


The question was taken, and 
The ameadment to the amendment was rejected. 
On motion by Mr, HOLMES, 
` The committee rose and reported. 
Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made-a report. 
. Mr. WHITE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 7 $ ` 
_ On motion, the House adjourned. | 


` 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and remonstrance were 
presented, under the rale, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. DIXON: The petition of Jdnathan Freeborn and 
others, citizens of East Greenwich, in the State of Rhove 
Island, praying for a revision of the revenue laws. 

Aiso, the petition uf Simon H. Green and Others, citizens 
of Warwick, in the State of Rhode Island, praying for an 
alteration of the revenue laws of 1846. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The remonstrance of 
W. D. Maxwell and 105 others, citizens of the district of 
tands subject to sale at Washington, Mississippi, against 
a removal of the land office from Washington to Monti- 
celilo, ; : ; 
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Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of Adam 
Hays, a hospital surgeon during the late war with 
Great ‘Britain; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the proceedings of a 
the’ Siate of Georgia, in favor of the Missouri 
compromise aš the basis for an adjustment of ‘the 
slavery question, and in opposition to the bill now 
pending in the Senate for that object; which were 
taid on the table. : 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Martha 
Jarnigan, asking compensation for certain proper- 
ty stoien by the Indians during the recent hostili- 
ties in Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ` 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowa, asking the establishment of a 
maii-route-from Manona to Union Prairie, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

NAVAL DEPOT at NEW ORLEANS. 
- Mr. DOWNS.. Mr. President, I am requested 
to present a memorial from the corpofate authori- 
ties of New Orleans, asking the establishment of 
avnaval depôt at that plate. A lot of land was’ 
some time since purchased near New Orleans for 
a naval depot, but nothing more has been done in 
the matter. The municipal authorities of that 
place represent this state of things as injurious to 
the commercial interests, as well as to the interests 
of. the Government in that quarter. A naval sta- 
tion: and dept there would be greatly advanta- 
geods to. the Government. They represent, also, 
that.a naval or revenuc-service force is necessary 
there for both the business of the place and the 
interest of the Government. 1 believe that, so far 
as economy is concerned, this is a great mistake. | 
I believe that there is not a single revenue cutter | 
at that port, and none from Florida ‘to the western 
coast of ‘Texas. it is certainly of essential im- 
portance to the interests of the Government, as 


should be ‘some force there, either naval or of the 
revenue service. I wish to attract the attention-of 


he.C f main ques- 
tion involved in the resolutions, 


-of the act. 


„then living or not. t 
| planatory act passed, in order that the operation of, 


it is-astonishing-to‘mé why, at orie‘of the great. | 
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leans—where almost the whole world buy their 
provisions, where “they buy their supplies for the 
armies and navies of Europe, and where all our 
supplies for the Mexican war were furnished to 
our army, and where everybody else buys their 
provisions, the United States have not a navy 
depét. I understand that there isnot even a navy 
agent there. The office has been, } believe, abol- 


| ished, and they consider it of so little consequence, 
that they have no establishment there whatever. 


connested with the navy of the United States. 
This matter is important to the Government of the 
United States in many poinis of view. During 
the late war, there was frequent. difficulty in re- 
cruiting for the navy. In consequence of the vast 
commerce of the place, and the number of sailors 
out of employment there at certain seasons, re- 
cruits might read@ly be obtained. There being no 
naval station, thefe were no means of transhipping 
them; and there were not even supplies of coal 
there for the Government naval steamers, and 


est marts: for provisions in the world—New Or- 


they would have been totally without fuel, if they | 


had not borrowed Tt from the quartermaster’s de- 
partment of the army; and thisin a position where 


| coal and other supplies could be obtainéd more ad- 


yantageously, and perhaps cheaper than at any 
other port in the United States. It is strange that 
all this should be entirely laid out of view, and 
even the navy agency abolished there, and the 
Government apparently disconnected with that po- 
sition pointed ont by nature as the one of all 
others best calculated for an establishment of this 
kind. I hope that the committee will take up the 


subject seriously, and that something will be done | 


to remedy the evil. i 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred a joint resolution which 
passed the House of Representatives 28th March, 
1850, entitled “A joint resolution explaining the 


| acts of the 17th July, 1838, and March 3, 1843, 


and June 7, 1844,” reported the same with an 
amendment, to wit, in the third line, after the word 
assembled, to insert: 


“That if any person who served in the war of the Revo- 
lution, in fhe mannér-specified in the act passed the 7th day 
of June, 1832, entitled “An act supplementary to the act 
for the relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution,” have died, leaving a widow whose marriage 
took place prior to the first day of January, 1794, such widow 
shall be entitled to receive, during her life, such annuity or 
pension as might have heen allowed to her husband, in vir- 


“tue of said act of the 7th June, 1832, if living at the time 


of its passage: Provided. The widow survived the passage 
of the aforesaid act of 7th June, 1832.” 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the committee 
to ask the immediate consideration of the bill as 
amended. 

The bill was taken un. , 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can explain the 
object of the amendment in two minhtes. The 
construction put upon: the existing acts by the 
Commissioner of Pension, is, that if the widow 
was not a widow at the time of the passage of the 
act, she is not entitled to she benefit of it, even 
though her husband died the day after the passage 
By the act of 1838, the benefits of 
certain pension acts are extended to widows in 
certain cases, and the quantity they are to receive 


is to be regulated by the act of 1882. The amend- | 


ment of the Senate simply confers the benefit of 
that act on widows that were alive at the passage 
of the act of 1832, whether their husbands were 
Tt is necessary to have an ex- 


the pension laws shall go on as it was intended to 


o. i a : 
Mr. DAWSON. I would inquire of the Sen- 


Š é | ator from New Hampshire whether there has been 
weil as to the interests of commerce, that there | 


anv doubt about the construction of the act of 


| 1832 till lately, and what particular case has ocea- 


sioned the investigation and the new construction 
of the act. : 


Mr. HALE. I cannot say what particular cases | 
have arisen. I know that this is the construction | 
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wrong; and the only way, therefore; Îs'to pass 
joint resolution declaratory of what the intention. 
of the law is, In regard to the second question, 
whether there have been any particular cases’ in 
which this point has arisen, [ will answer that 1 
have not heard of any, and I have. not any in my 
eye or ja my mind. “But I understand. that this is 
the general construction which has been put on 


of the commiitee of both Houses, itis a wrong one. 
Mr. DAWSON. My objection, is, that, after 
twenty years’ construction. of. a statute’ in apar- 
ticular way, 
lation. = Lee 
Mr. HALE. Twenty years! Oh, nos the first 
act was not passed till 1838.. < ; 


sary to be made ander the new construction of the 
law proposed in the amendment. It requires in- 
vestigation. I really am noj sufficiently acquainted 
with the pension laws to say what will be the effect 
of the amendment. I cannot tell the extent to 
which it will involve the Government in the pay- 
| ment of pensions which have not been heretofore 
; considered due by the Government. -E would ask 
that the subject, be laid over, and Iwill look into 
the pension laws and find out what the effeckof 
the amendment will be. 


postponed till to-morrow, and the report of the 
committee and the amendment were ordered. to be 
printed. By 


‘ANNUAL REPORT ON COMMERCE. 


mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 


that the Senate disa 
House. 


{i directing that 20,000 copies of the annual report 
| on commerce and navigation shall be printed on or 
| before the Ist of January in each year. To this 
| the House agreed, with an amendment, by which 
| they direct that the same number of the annual 
i report on finance shall be published and delivered 
ji at the same time. V f l i 

| committee thought quite desirable, but, upoñ-appli- 


|i with their convenience, and whether ‘they could 

accomplish the object designed to be provided for, 

we were told that it could not be accomplished if 

the bill passed, as it would be impossible to fur- 

nish the number of copies so early as the lst of 

January. Under these circumstances, the depart- 

ment, not seeming very desirous that it should be 

adopted at all, the committee recommend that the- 
‘ Senate disagree to the amendment. 

| The question was then taken, and the Senate 
concurred in the report-of the committee, disagrees 
| ing to the amendment made by the House. 


j REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


i| merce, to which was referred the bill to amend.the 
i 


mentioned the act to regulate the duties on imports 
and tonnage,” reported back the same without 
amendment, and recommended its passage. 

* Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions; 


i 
i 
i 


|| which was ordered to be printed, accompanied b 
iFa bill for his relief, which was read and ordered 
|| a second reading i 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. TURNEY submitted the following tesdlu- 
tion for eangideration: 


both. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from che : 


amendment of the House of Répresentatives .to 
Senate bill to provide for the printing of the annual . | 
report upon commerce and navigation, reported” 
gree to the amendment of ‘the : 


i the law by the Commissioner, and in the opinion: 
it is improper. to change it-by a reso- 


Mr. DAWSON. Then I should Jike- to know: 
the amount of appropriation which, will be néces- 


The further consideration of the subject was. 


| 1 will simply state ‘(said the honorable gentle» ` 
|| man) that this is ‘a bill which passed the Senate, 


Well, sir, this I believe .the 


| cation `to the department „whether it would meet” 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com-. 


| act entitled ** An act to amend in the cases therein.. 


ito which was referred the petition of Wiliam“ 
Miller to be allowed a pension, submitted a report; 
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“Resolied, That the Presi 


dent of the Señate'appõint a 
police officer to-attend. to the Senate’ and that portion of 
the building in Hs Occupancy, to perform such duties as he 
shall.direct; and that. he receive for his services the same 
amonint of compensation as is allowed and paid the princi- 
pal police of the Capitol. ` p 

Fhe following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Rusa on. the 26th instant,. was considered and 
agreed. to: - 3 i 

“Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with the following information, to wit: Li-t of ves- 
sels; and the tonnage of the same, entered at the district of 
Brasos St. Jago since its establishment by the act of Con- 

“gress; value of imports, American manufactures and pro- 
ductions, foreign. goods,’ duties paid, and goods bonded, 
specifying the quarterly statements of each of the said items; 
the quantity of freights shipped, and value thereof, to the 
Brasos St. Jago and mouth of the Rio Grande, each respect- 
ively, for‘the public service since the tesmination of the 
war With Mexico; how transported or conveyed from thenee 
to the several military posts on the Rio Grande and near it, 
atid the, cost of such transportation or conveyance to the | 
Government to the several military posts referred to; list: 
and tonnage of the steamboats registered and navigating the 

` Rio Grande. G . 


+ 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were réad afirstand second time by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of navy pensions for the year ending the 30th of | 
June, 1831; and 

- An act making appropriation for the paymentof į 
: revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States, for the year ending June 30, 1851. 
DRAWBACK ON EXPORTS. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 115, being the 
bill amendatory of the act entitled ** An act allow- 
ing drawback on foreign merchahdise exported | 
inthe original: packages to Chihuahua and Santa 
Fé, in New Mexico, and to the North American 
provinces adjoining the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1845, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PHELPS offered an amendment, to be 
added to the first section of the bill, which was 
adopted. i . 

Mr. PHELPS. I submit another amendment, 
to come in at the close of the bill. The object of 
this amendment is to extend the provisions of the 
Jawgġelating to drawbacks to cases arising under | 
this act. {t isa matter of some doubt whether, 
as the bill now stands, the penalties prescribed by 
previous laws would attach to the cases provided 
for by thisact. It is to remove that doubt, that I 
propose this amendment. 

The amendment was read snd adopted. 

There being no further proposition to amend, 
the bill was reported back to the Senate, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. SOULE. I move that the bill be laid upon 
the table. There are many matters of vast im- 
portance in that bill which will require thorough 
Investigation. dt would be impossible to do justice 
to the merits of it, if we attempt to pass it to-day. 

he bill was then laid upon the table. 
PENSION LAWS. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 92, being the 
bill for the further relief of John Mitchell, 

The blank in the bill was filled up with twenty, 
as the number of dollars per month to be paid. > | 
‘The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the amendment having been concurred in, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 137, being the 
bill to ‘regulate the pensions of officers, soldiers, 
seamen, and marines, who have been or may here- 
after be disabled while in the service of the United ! 
States. i : 

Mr. HUNTER said that, as it'was an important 
bill and required consideration, it had better go over 
till to-morrow. SA i 

The further consideration was then postponed | 
until to-morrow. ! 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the; 

bill for the admission of California asa State intoa 

the Union, to establish Territorial Governments | 

for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 

to Texas for the establishment of her western and 
northern boundaries. 

_ The pending question was the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Norris] 
to strike out of the tenth section the words “ nor 
establishing nor prohibiting African slavery.” _- 


' he did not think it was liable to the objections 
|| which had been urged against it. i 


: ment, which at his instance had been made in the 
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A debate ensued, in which Messrs, DAVIS, of 
-Mississippi, BALDWIN, EWING, and MASON 
took part. i 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was: eona 7 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Daytan, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Towa, Dougths, Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Jones, 
Mangum, Miter, Norris, Phelps, Pratt, Seward, Shields, 
Smith; Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
and Winthrop—32, eee t 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Butler, Davis y Mississippi, Dawson, Downs; Ewing, 
Hunter. . King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Soulé, Tur- 
ney; Whitcomb, and Yulee—19. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. T 

Mr. WALKER. then renewed his motion to 
strike out all after the fourth section of the bill, so 
as to limit it exclusively to the admission of Cali- | 
fornia, and on this he called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. ; ; 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out from the 22d to the 39th sections 
inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘ The proposition is to strike 
out all that which relates to New Mexico. 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; and { may as well | 
state my reasons for it now. á 

Debate ensued, in which Messrs. PEARCE and 
CLAY took part. N 

Mr. PEARCE, in explanation of his amend- | 
ment, reminded the Senate, that, on the motion of 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] the | 
amendment of the Senator from Maine (Mr. Bran- 
BURY] wasamended so as to provide that until such 
time as the boundary line between the State of 
Texas and the territory of the United States be | 
agreed to by the Legislature of the State of Texas | 
and the Government of the United States, the ter- | 
ritorial government anthorized by this act shall | 
not go into operation east of the Rio Grande, or | 


shall any State be established for New Mexico i}. 


embracing any territory east of the Rio Grande. | 
From this he foresaw a consequence which he was | 
not. willing to sanction. 
visible. It had already been claimed that this was | 
an abandonment to Texas of all the country east 
of the Rio Grande, and knowing as he did how 
the slightest acquiescence would be used to sustain 
the title of Texas, he was unwilling to give any | 
sanction toan amendment that might be so con- | 
strued. But in addition to this, he did not see the 
necessity of providing a government for a small 
portion of New Mexico, and leave the most im- 
portant part without any government, or subject 
to militagy domination. He did not desire to pre- | 
vent the organization of the Territory of New | 
Mexico, and, if he succeeded in this motion, he 
intended to move to insert the provisions of the 
bill which were stricken out yesterday, and in lieu | 
of the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, | 
offer another. 

Mr. CLAY viewed th 


is as an attempt to destroy | 


| one of the most valuable features of the bill—the | 


adjustment of the troublesome boundary question, | 
He regretted it the more, inasmuch as amendments | 
were contemplated to suspend the operation of; 
the territorial provision on both sides of the river 
until the Ist of April, though in its present shape 


After a brief discussion between several Sena- 
tors— 

Mr. PEARCE modified his motion so that it 
proposed to strike out all of the bill relating to 
New Mexico as amended, and then to reinsert | 
those’ provisions, with the exception of that por- 
tion which was inserted yesterday on the motion 
of Mr. Dawson, and to substitute in lieù thereof 
the words— ` : 


“The territorial government of New Mexico, authorized 
era act, shall not go into operation until the 4th of March, 
23 


The debate was continued by Mr. RUSK and 
others. l 


On the motion of Mr. NORRIS, the amend- | 


tenth section, was extended to the 23d, so as to 
strike out the words, ‘nor establishing nor pro- 
hibiting African slavery.’? P 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
SHIELDS, DAWSON, YULEE, BENTON, and 
HOUSTON, 

Mr. PEARCE farthér modified ‘his motion, so 
as to strike out only, and it was agreed to: Yeas 
33, nays 22. 05°05 : ES 


Already indications were |; 


Pi 


Mr. PEARCE jhen moved to insert except as. 
before specified, for.which he offered his substitute. 

Mr. DOUGLAS’ moved to amend the amend- 
ment. by Striking out the words ‘proposed to be 
substituted for Mr. Dawson’s amendment, and in- 
serting the following: 


« Provided, That said commissioners shall report,the-re~ 


| sult of their proceedings to We Legislature of Texas and to 


Congress, by the 15th d-y of December next, and that so 
much of this act as provides fora territorial. government in 
New Mexico, shali not take effect without further action of 
, unless the. boundary of Texas-shall- have been 
adjusted, and in the mean time the rights:of both parties in 
the territory in dispute shall remain unaffected and inim- 
paired by anything in this act eontained.”? : 
Mr. HALE nioved the indefinite postponement 
of the bill. . 
The motion was not agreed to: Yeas 27, nays 32, 
After some : remarks by Messrs. UNDER- 
WOOD and YULEE, the amendment to the 
amendment was rejected: Yeas 24, nays 33. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out the provision that the 
territorial government shall not go into operation 


until the 4th of Maréh, 1851. 


Mr. TURNEY renewed the motion to postpone 
indefinitely, but it was rejected: Yeas 29, nays 30. 

Debate was continued by Mr. ATCHISON, 
(who was pleased only with the one feature of the 
bill which proposed the establishment of a terri- 
torial government for Utah,)+Mr. YULEE, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. BERRIEN, Mr. DOWNS, and 
then the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected: Yeas 25, nays 32. 

Mr. YULEE moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Pearce, by striking out from the sections 
proposed to be reinserted those-which relate to 
Texas. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought the Senate was 
not in a condition to legislate, and hence he moved 
an adjournment, 

The motion was rejected: Yeas 22, nays 29. 

That portion of the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland, which related to Texas, having 
been stricken out, the question recurred on the 
sections proposed to be inserted which relate to 


-New Mexico. 


The amendment was rejected: Yeas 25, nays 28. , 

So that the motion to insert that part of the’ bill 
which relates to New Mexico was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. WALKER’S 
motion to strike out*from the bill everything ex- 
cept those sections which relate to California. 

After some discussion, in which Mr. FOOTE, 
Mr. RUSK, Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, Mr. 
DOUGLAS, and Mr. BUTLER took part, ‘an 
amendment was rejected, which was proposed by 
Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, to fix the boundaries 
of Utah: Yeas 22, nays 34. 

Mr. DAWSON renewed the motion to adjourn, 
which was rejected: “Yeas 16, nays 38. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Wark- 
ER’s motion to strike out all except the provisions 
relating to California, and it was rejected—yeas 
21, nays 33. : 7 : 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to strike ott all those 


‘| sections which related to California. me ay 


After some remarks by Mr. FOOTE— 

Mr. PHELPS moved the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 7 

The question was discussed by Messrs. BRA D- 
BURY, PHELPS, ATCHISON, FOOTE, and 
HALE. 

The motion of Mr, Arcuison was then rejected 
—yeas 29, nays 29. 

Mr. PRATT moved an adjournment; w 
was rejected. ' } 

Mr. DOUGLAS proposed an amendment, to 
define the boundaries of Utah, a partof which was 
designed to make the 38ih parallel of north latitude 
the southern boundary. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN proposed as an amendment 
36° 30’, which was rejected—yeas 23, nays 27. 

Explanations having been made by Messrs. 
DOUGLAS, and. DAVIS of Mississippi— 


hich 


'- Mr. BADGER proposed the parallel of 37° as 


a substitute, which was accepted by Mr. Doveras, 
but afterwards withdrawn to enable 

Mr. WINTHROP to move a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the Senate refused. to strike 
out the sections relating to California. 

Mr. MASON moved the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the billy but he and Mr. WINTHROP © 
both withdrew their motions to enable ` 

Mr. BERRIEN to move to amend the bill by 
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striking out the second section, which gave to Cal- 


Hfornia two members in the House of Representa- 
tives. A 


The amendment was rejected: Yeas 21, nays 
6 i 


Mr. WINTHROP then renewed his mation to 
reconsider, which was agreed to: Yeas 33, nays 


Mr. CLEMENS moved an adjournment, which |} 


was rejerted. 

Mr. CLEMENS moved to postpose the further 
tonsideration of the bill until the first-day of De- 
cember next, which was not agreed to.” 

The question was then. taken on the motion to 
strike out the provisions in relation to California, 
and it was agreed to: Yeas 34, nays 25. 

Several _ineffectifal attempts were made toad- 
journ, and 

` Mr. DOUGLAS 
boundaries of Utah, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, proposed for the 
southern boundasy 36° 30', which Mr. DoveLas 
accepted, but the amendment was rejected. Other 
propositions of the same character met with the 
same fate, 

Mr. RUSK moved to lay the bill upon the table; 
which was rejected: Yeas 20, nays 29, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; yeas 32, nays 18. 

And the Senate then adjourned. 

[A full account of this day’s proceedings will be 
published in the Appendix. ] ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuursoay, August 1, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION, 
Mr. WHITE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution; which 
was read for information, viz: 


Resolved, That the Speaker be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appointa special committee, to consist of twenty-one 
iuembers, whose duty it shall be to meet, consult, and pre- 
pare such biHs forthe consideration of this House as may 
be best ealcutated to allay the present excitement, and set- 
Ue the difficulties pending between the different sections of 
the Ouion, and report the same to this House atthe earliest 
practicable period ; and itshall be in order for said committee 
to report at any time, notwithstanding the present rules of 
the House, * . 


Messrs. CARTTER, ROOT, CONGER, and 
others, objected. Mr. R. remarking that we had 
had omnibuses enough. 

So the resolution was not’ received. 

The first question pending was on the motion of 
Mr. Wuire, made last evening, to suspend the 
rales, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state. of the Union. 

Mr, WHITE withdrew, the motion, in order to 
receive reports from committees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


renewed his motion to fix the 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the: Committee on ‘ 


Miluary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Jacob P. Montgomery; which was-read a first and 
second time by its litle, with a view to its commit- 
ment. 

Mr. R. said, that the bill involved a very small 

» Amount; it was a case of justice, and he hoped no 

objection would be made to putting it now upon 
ily ‘passage. 

The bill was read through, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Paymaster General of the 
United States be, aud he is hereby, requested to pay to Jacob 
P. M intgomery the tum of $75, for medicines furnished by 
him to Captain’ W. M. Key’s company, M'ssissippi battalion 
of volunteers, while they were in the United States service 
in the Jate war with Mexico. ` 


Mr. SWEETSER said, the bill made an appro- 
pria ion of money, and he supposed it must go to 
the Committee of the Whole. ; 

‘The SPEAKER said, the bill directed a sum of 
money to be paid, but it made no appropriation 
out of which to pay it. It directed the officers of. 
the Treasury to pay this sam out of a general ap- 
propriation.. The Chair was somewhat in doubt 
‘whether this was one of the bills. which properly 
came within the rwWe.* Ithad been previously held 


and decided by the House, that such a bill might | 


be passed without reference, 

Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to say 
the bill ivvolved an appropriation, and it had bet- 
ter go to the committee, i 


* The ryle referred to is as follows: 


“All proceedings touching appropriations of money, shall 
be Grst discussed in a_Commitee of the Whole House.” 


Mr. THOMPSON; of Mississippi, said he knew | 
nothing of the nature of. this claim. _ But it had 
been reported by*the committee, it Invelved a very lj 
small amount, it would be paid out of the general ;j 
appropriation, and he hoped no objection would 
be made to its passage. ies i 

The SPEAKER. -The point. involved is an 
important one; andìf it is insisted upon the Chair 
will make a decision upon it, whereby the House | 
will be enabled to decide the question. The Chair 
will hold that the bill does not make an appropria- 
tion, and, this being the fact, that it can be acted | 
upon without reference to the Committee of the | 
Whole. 

Mr. SWEETSER. J appeal from the decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the | 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the | 
House? | 

Mr. PARKER suggested to the gentleman from | 
Ohio the propriety of withdrawing the appeal, as | 
the amount was very small, while the principle 
involved was very important. As the Chair had 
expressed doubt, he appealed to the gentleman not 
ta press the House to pass upon the principle at 
this time. 

Mr. SWEETSER said he would be pleased to 
yield to the request of the gentleman; but, so far 
as his observation extended, more evil had heen 
done in the House by indirection than by direc- 
| tion, This was an important principle, and he | 
| must call fora decision unon it. 
; Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, suggested, 


| as a point of order, that the appeal was not de- 
batable. : 
The SPEAKER said, in the opinion of the 
i Chair the appeal was debatable. É 

Mr. MORSE said, although the amount of the 
bill was small, yet the principle involved in the 
decision was a very momentous one. This bill, 
if passed, created a debt, and he contended after 
its passage the House would have no discretion | 
| left as to appropriating for it. The rule provided | 
that all proceedings touching appropriations should 
first he discussed and considered in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; the place 
for the discussion of the appropriation. was upon 
this bill. The spirit and provision of the rule re- 
quired that this bill go to a committee, 

Mr. FOWLER moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. ; 

Mr. ASHMUN called for the reading of the | 
bill, in order (he said) that they might understand 
its provisions. 

The bill was read, (as above.) 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired if the amount of the 
bill could not be paid out of an appropriation here- 
tofore made. 
| The SPEAKER. Tt is upon that construction 
| of the bill that the Chair has ruled that the bill 
does not require to be committed. 
| Mr. ASHMUN. I think the Chair is right, 

The question was taken, and—by ayes 87, noes | 
not counted—it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision was sustained. 
| The question recurring on ordering the bill to be 

engrossed— 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said that this account 
had been examined by the accounting officers, who 
sustained the justice of the claim, but did not feel 
authorized to pay it without a special act. He 
briefly pointed out the particulars in. which the 
claim did not come within the provisions of the 
general law, and showed the necessity for this 
special act. 7 \ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, read a | 
| third time and passed. P ` il 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
claim of Joel M. Acker. 

Mr. R. moved to lay the report on the table. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested that it be re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON acquiesced in the sugges- 
tion, although he expressed the opinion that the 
petitioner was not entitled to receive any compen- 
sation for the purpose which he asks. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, that was the ques- 
| tion which he wished to have tried im the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. _ 

: The question was taken, and the matter was re- 
ferred to a committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote 


|a bill for the relief of Wm. Ef. Owen, which was + - 
lj read a first and second time by its title and re- `: 


} 
i 
| 
| 


the Committee on Military, Affairs; 
mansfrom South Carolina, {Mr. Borr,} deda 
tary of rank in certain cases, was referred to th 
Camimittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
- The motion to reconsider was entered upon the’ 
Journal and lies-over. te ek a care 
à On motion by Mr, CHANDLER, the Commits. 
tee on Military A fairs was discharged from the fura- 
ther consideration of the petition of H.-G. Fant, 
asking compensation for mileage and transportá- 
tion. Pa ar 


Mr. C. also, from the same'commîttee, reported: _ 


ferred to a committee of the-Whole House, and,- 
with the report accompanying, ordered to, be 
printed, A 

On motion by Mr STANTON, of Tennessee, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was discharged 
from the consideration of several memorials of 


| sundry citizens of Vermont, Maine, Pennsylva- 


nia, North Carolina, Ohio, Mlinois, and Connec- 
ticut, praying for the use of national vessels to 
transport delegates to the Peace Congress to be 
holden in the city of Frankfort; in Germany, and. 
they were ordered to lie on the table. . mae 
On motion by Mr, S., the Committee on, Naval 
Affairs was discharged from the further considera-. 
tion of the following memorials: and they were. 
referred to' the Committee on Conimerce, viz: Pan 


of the schooner Volney, of Beverly, Massachu- - 
setts, asking for fishing bounties due on his 
schooner; and j 

The petition of C. H. Lee and others, of Cha- 
tauque, New York, praying Congress to pass a 
law allowing American built vessel, that have by 
any means become the property of foreigners, to z 
be registered in this country as American vesséls, 
| on their becoming again the property of American 
citizens, ; i . 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made an ad- 

| yerse report on the petitions of Sidney Henshaw, 

Jobn Pierce, Duncan Bradford, and William Flyey, 
late professors of mathematics.in the United States 

| navy, asking four months’ extra pay while in said 
service; and it was ofdered to lie on the table.’ ` 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported — 
a bill to establish a line of mail steamers to the 
coast of Africa, for the suppression of the slave 
trade and the purposes of commerce and coloniza- 
tion; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the report üt- 
companying, ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. S., from the same committe, to which was 
referred the memorial of the Memphis Conven- 
tion, asking Congress to order a survey of ‘the 
several routes fora railroad from the Mississippi 
valley to the Pacific ocean, reported a bill provi- 
ding for certain hydrographical and other surveys; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 

j referred to the Committee of the Whole-on the’ 
state of the Union, and, with the report accompa- 
nying, ordered to be printed. i 


Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Guinard; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
printed. % ; 

Mr. LEVIN, from the Committee on Naval . 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Rad- 
chi; which was read a first and second time by its 


House, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, Senate 
bill entitled ** An act for the relief of Thomas M, 
Taylor and Francis B. Stockton;” which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. ‘ 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to whom had been referred amum. ; 
ber of memorials on the subject of claims for. 
French spoliations, reported back the same. ; 

Mr. McC. said that the Committee on Foreign... 
Affairs had already reported a bill on the subject, 
which had been referred vo the Committée of ihe 
Whole on the state of the Union; and hé; moved, 


by which the resolution yesterday reported from 
se 


therefore, that these memorials be referred to.the 
same committee, i R 


The petition of John Safford and others, owners * 


by the eentle- 


title, and referred to a Committee of the Whole’. A 


éansideration of sundry petitions upon the subject 


O Mr. THURSTON desired. to be informed. by- 


„ the Union? 


-~ jected, the bill from the Senate entitled ** An act 
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rdered accordingly. LOF ; 
motion by Mr. BUEL, the Committee on 
eign: Affairs was discharged from the further 


of French spoliations; and they were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union having charge of the bill on that subject. 
“Mr. FITCH rose and ‘asked the- unanimous 
consent of the House to submit a motion that the 
Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
House bill, No. 250, heretofore reported from the 
Committee on the Territories, and which had been 
referred to the Committee. of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, viz: “A bill to create the office 
of Surveyor General of the public lands in Ore- 
‘gon, and to provide for the survey, and to make 
donations to settlers on the said public lands.” 


the Speaker what would be the effect of the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.Fircn] if it 
should prevail? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana should be agreed to, the effect 
will ‘be to bring the bill before the House for its 
action. E on de 
“Mr. THURSTON. After the bill shall have 
eome before the House, will it be in order to offer | 
any amendment to it, which has not been offered 
in the. Committee of the Whole on the’state of 


The SPEAKER. Ifthe bill should be brought 
before the House’ upon this motian, all motions 
made or action had in Committee of the-Whole on 
the state of the Union, will be passed by. The 
Fouse could not have any knowledge of the pro- 
ceedings of the committee, and the bill will be 
open to amendment. . 5 f 
* Mr. THURSTON. Then I hope that the motion | 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Firon] will | 
bë agreed to. > . 

Mr. BISSELL rose to inquire what: the bill 
was? . ` 

`The title of it had not been stated, but some | 
member replied to Mr, BisseLL, that it was the | 
Oregon Land Bill. “s 

“Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Speaker, 
whether unanimous consent would not be required 
toenable the geneman from Indiana [Mr. Fircu] 
to make his mation? 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair had so stated. 

` Objection was made. 

So the motion of Mr. Fircw was not enter- 
tained. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it be re- 


for the relief of Margaret L: Worth, widow of the 
late General Worth, of the army of the Untied 
States.” DS a | 
Mr. WALDO said that this bill directed the | 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Margaret L. Worth, widow of the late Brevet Ma- 
jor Gençral Worth, on the pension roll, at the rate 
of fifty dollars per month from the Tib day of i 
May, 1849, during her natural life. This bill has 
been before the House and discussed at some | 
length some time since, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Révolutionary Pensions, who immedi- 
ately covsidered it, but have been unable to report | 
it until now.. He remarked that the provisions of | 
this bill made two important changes in our | 
present pension system. In the first place, it gives 
a pension to a widow for life, and not during | 
widowhood; and in the second place, the amount | 
of the pension is not limited to the half pay of a 
lieutenant colonel, but is increased to the sum of | 
six hundred dollars per annum, a larger annuity 
than was given to the widow of any soldier since 
the war of the Revolution. 
` He further said, that there was now no law al- | 
lowing any gratuity to a class of persons of which 


l 


Mrs. Worth is one; and the friends of this bill ii. 


urge its passage on account of the high character, i 
and long and meritorious services of the late las | 
mented General Worth. The committee, he said, | 


were unanimous in bearing testimony to the |; 


gallantry, fidelity, and patriotism of that officer; | 
and they deeply regretted that they could do no | 
more to perpetuate the many virtues so conspica- 
ous in his character and life. But the committee 


could n: t distinguish between the services of Gen- 


eral Worth, and that-of other, gallant officers and 
soldiers of onr late army; and if the respect of 
the committee is to be shown to çaelfin the same 
manner, they would feel themselves bound to 
recommend a bill for a general law, placing all the 
widows of the officers and soldiers of our army 
upon. the same basis. But the majority of the 
committee are not prepared to take this step at 
present, inasmuch as it would very materially in- 


crease the amount, already very large, wanted tor: 


the annual payment of pensions, and would also 
very materially change the principle upon which 
our system of pensions is founded. But he said 
he did not now rise to advocate the report of the 
committee, but simply to state the principles upon 
which it was placed; and having been requested 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Feats- 
ERsToN,] who has the bill in charge, to allow him 
to make a motion in relation to this report, he 
cheerfully yielded to him the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested that the bill 
should be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, where it might be “con- 
sidered. And he moved that it take that direction. 
lt was due, he said; to the character and services 
of the late General Worth that it should have at 
least respectful consideration. 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do not 
pase, Senate bill entitled an act for the relief of 
Mary McRea. i z 

On motion, the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. W., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, made adverse reports on the following 
petitions, which were severally ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, viz: 

The-petition of Samuel T. Harrison and other 
heirs of William Harrison, deceased; of Mary 
Delaney; of Eliza Vethake; of Levi Nichols; of 
William E. Parkman and others; of Ann Temple 
Green;of Maria Nicholson and Elizabeth R. Nich- 


olson; of Abigail Davis; of Wilham B. Godwin; 


and the resolutions of the States of Kentucky 
and Pennsylvania, relative to the grant of bounty 
land.to the soldiers of the revolutionary and last 
wars. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported the 
following bills; which were severally read a first 
and second time by their titles, referred toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the reports 
accompanying, ordered to be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Susanna Tarn, the widow 
of John Tarn, deceased; and i 

A bill for the relief of Christiana Weber, the 
widow of John Weber, deceased. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made ad- 
verse reports in the following cases, which were 
severally ordered to ite on the tibie and be print- 
ed, viz: 


The petition of Wm. K. Blair, former pension 


agent at Jonesboro’, Tennessee; and of John W. 
Campbeil, former pension agent at Jackson, Ten- 
nessee, asking for compensation for services ren- 
dered while in said office; 


The petition of Joha C. Van Duzen, asking | 


for pensions for the widows of all revolutionary 
soldiers; 
The petition of Eliza Kirby, widow of the late 


Emanuel Kirby, for a change of the pension laws; | 


and ; 
The petition of Henrietta M. Stewart and Re- 


becca L. Weaver, for relief for services rendered | 


by their father, Aguila Stincheomb, in the revo- 


| lutionary war. 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the 
following cases, which were severally ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Joseph Hernden, praying for an 
increase of his revolutionary pension; 

The petition of Frederick Fishback and Sophia 
his wife, praying for the commutation pay alleged 
to be due Colonel William Yates, for services in 
the revolutionary war; 

The petition of Joseph Plumb, praying to be 
inscribed on the revolutionary pension roll. of the 


United States, under the act of the 7th of June; | 


1832; and 


i 
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The petition of Joseph. Garter, praying to be in- 
seribed on the revolutionary pension roll of the 
United States: : : 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, ye- 
ported a bill for the relief of Captain Robert Wil- > 
son, of South Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to'a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the report accom- 
panying, ordered to be printed. ae © 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made an adverse report 
on the petition of Sarah Foster, the widow. of, 
Joseph Follingsby, for a revolutionary pension; 
which wasordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. SACKETT, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the 
following cases, which were severally ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of the children of Josiah Knight,’ 
for arrears of pensions 

The petition of John Ferris, for a pension frora * 
the period of 1820 to 1829, whieh he had not re- 
ceived, because he did not perfect his papers te 
entitle him under the act of 1820 until 1829; 

The petition of Francis Hutinack for a pension, 
under the act of 1818,-instead of the act of 1832. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported the following 
bills; which were severally*read a first and secon 
time by their titles, referred to à Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the reports accompany- 
ing, ordered to be printed, viz: : a 

A bill for the relief of Amos Knapp; and 

A bilk for the relief of Hugh W. Wormly, of 
Alabama. $ 


Mr. MATTESON, from the Committee on Tre’ 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; whigh 
were severally read a first and second time by their 
title, and, with the reports accompanying, ordered 
to be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Collin Andrews; and 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Clark. 

Mr. AVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made the following reports; which 
wére severally ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, viz: 

The petitions of Asa Derrington, Michael Bai- 
ley, and Jacob Carter, for pensions; ard 

The petitions of Joseph Cross, and David Cow- 
den, asking pensions for services rendered and in- 
juries received in the war of 1842 with Great ~ 
Britain. ` S 

Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on In-. 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred toa Committee uf the W hole House, 
and. with the reports accompany ing, ordered to be 
printed, viz: 3 s 

A bill for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, of 


| Tennessee; and 


A bill for the relief of John Campbell, of Maine. 
Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Isaac Seymour, of the State 
of Mississippi; which was read a first and second 


‘time by its title. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, briefly explained 


i the cireamstances of the case, and the claims - 
| which it had upon the prompt action of the House, 


The petitioner had been a soldier in the Florida 
war; had lost his leg in consequence of wounds 
received; had been left, in consequence,a miserable 
cripple, and now asked from the Government the 


| small pittance provided for in the bill, as a means- 


of meeting his necessities. Asat present situated, 


| he had not the means of purchasing a loaf of 
| bread. 


He (Mr. B.) hoped, therefore, that the 
bill would not take its place on‘the-calendar, but 
that, in consideration of the urgent necessity of the 
case, it would be put upon. its passage. 

Mr. CONGER made.a remark, of which noth- 


| ing was heard by the reporter. 


D 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Concer. ] : 

Mr. CONGER desired to remark, he said, that. 
for anything he knew the bill might be a very prop- 
er subject for the favorable action of Congress, 
but he desired time and opportunity to examine 
the bill and the report, which he presumed accom- 
panied it; and he did net think that it was proper 
to take up the time of the House in discussing the 
merits of the bill inthe morning hour. He, there- 
fore, moved that it. be referred. to the Committee 


il of the Whole off the state of: the Union. 


+ 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to 
refet thé bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the.state of the Union, or to the Committee of the 
Whole? i f 

Mr. CONGER. I will move to refer the bill t6 
the Committee of the Whole. of 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to inquire of the gen- 
tleman fram Mississippi, [Mr. Brown) why a 
special act was necessary in this case; and whether 
the general law, applicable to this class of cases 
did not anply.to it? PES 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, explained, that 


` the law required the observance of certain techni- 


calities which could not’ be observed if this case. 
The invalid must | rove by an officer in the army 
that he was wounded in the service; and he must, 
prove by another officer, and a surgeon, that he 
lost his leg in ‘consequence of the wound. -The 


“difficulty in this case was, that the commander 


was dead; and the surgeon was dead. The records, 
unfortanately, were not legal. proof. He left the 
service, and the limb was taken off by a private 
surgeon, the amputation having been rendered ne- 
cessary by the wound received in the service. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired further to be informed 
whether the bill had been, reported by a com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BROWN explained, that it had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

n réply to the objection raised by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Conarer,] Mr. B. repre- 
sented the condition of the petitioner to be, to his 
(Mr. B.’s) own knowledge, most destitate—de- 
pending for daily support upon individual contri- 
butions, and having slept, as ‘he had done during 
the cold spring nights, in the open air. 

Mr. DUER demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
was ordered; being, first, on the motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and, being taken, was decided in the 
negative. ; 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote, and that that motion be 
laid upon the table. - 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made adverse reports in the follow- 
ing cases; which were severally ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, viz: 

The petitions of Robert Ramsay, Daniel Pal- 
mer, Isaac Plummer, Moses W. Hunt, — Boon- 
er, of the county of Washington, State of Maine, 
for an increase of pénsion; 

The petition of Bela Sprague, of New York, for 
a pension; i : . 

The petition of Richard Ooathout, askingfor the 
allowance of a pension from the date of his appli- 
cation to thé period at which the pension was 
granted; . 

The memorial of Gen. Wallis Foulke, of Car- 
lisle, Pennsylvania, praying for an invalid pension 
for services rendered in the war of 1812, as cap- 
tain inthe 22d regiment of infantry in ths United 
States army; 

The petition of Samuel Smith, of Waterborough, 
Maine; for arrearages of pension; 

The memorial of Daniel Matzanbaugh, of Giles 
county, Tennessee, praying for a pension on ac- 
count of disabilities incurred in the war of 1812 
‘with Great Britain; . 

The petition of Enoch Dobyns, a blind man, 
for services rendered in the war of 1812; and 

The petition of Richard Robinson, of Dutchess 
county, New York, praying for relief for wounds 
received in the naval service, in the war of 1812, 
1813, 1814.. ~ 


CHOLERA AND THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DUER rose and said, that as it was well 
known that the cholera had made its appearance 
at- no great distance from us, and that as no man 
could tell how goon it might be amongst us here, 
it was important that the House should proceed 
as rapidly as possible with the appropriation bills; 
and with that view, he would move that the Housé 
resdlvé itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state’of the Union. : 

The: question , was taken, and the vote stood— 


ayes 70, noes 35. 


| year ending 30 h June, 185}. 


-bill every single appropriation for the repairs of 


| $30,000 for four objects, he desired to know how |! 


Mr. INGE called for tellers. hee : 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Warno and 
Osere were appointed. E A E i a 
The qyestion was taken, and thé tellers re- 
ported—ayeés 91, noes 34; peer 
x FORTIFICATIONS, 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of thé Whole oh the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Diswey in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for 
certaif fortifications of the United States for the 


The questions pending were the motion of Mr. 
Gippmves to strike out the item appropriating 
$15,000 for defensive works and barracks near De- 
troit, Michigan, and the motion of Mr. Gorman 
to reduce the amount to $12,000. 

The question was taken separately on these 
amendments, and they were rejected. 

Mr, OTIS moved that the committee rise and 
report the bili. œ : 

The motion was not received. 

The following item being under consideration: 

% For fortifications at outlet of Lake Champlain, $15,000,” 

Mr. GORMAN moved an amendment to strike | 
out “ fifteen’? and insert “ five.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The next item being under consideration, viz: 

“For defensive works and barracks at narrows of Penob- 
scot river, Maine, $20,000,” ` 
_ Mr. BURT moved (pro forma) to strike out this 
item. ~ 
He desired to say that he did not agree with 
gentlemen who had declared in this Houte their 
opposition to the whole system of fortifications. 
He thought it was highly indiscreet in this com- 
mittee to undertake that most impracticable and 
preposterous policy of fortifying the whole lake 
and sea-coast of the United States. The fortifica- 
tions should be confined to the principal cities of 
the United States, such as Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, New Orleans, 
and Mobile. He should move to strike out of this 


fortifications and the erection of barracks. It was 
one of the striking features of this bill, that some, 
$30,000 were asked to be appropriated for three or 
four distinct works for repairs of fortifications, 
barracks, sea-walls, and permanent wharves. He 
desired to know of the.chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means—who had reported this bill, 
and who was responsible for it—how much of 
these appropriations was desired for these several 
objects. When he was called upon to vote 


much was wanted for each, 

He had another objection to this bill. It waa, 
that (as he understood it to be conceded by the 
Committee of Ways and Means) ‘it was reported 
without any scrutiny of theirs, not on their ownin- 
vestigation and inquiries, but upon the estimates 


| thirty-six hours sail of Halifax, the great n 


West. 


made by the officers of the Government, which 

were submitted to that committee. He desired to | 
know whether this committee were going to vote 
every dollar asked for without inquiry or estimate 
by the House. He desired to know, in regard to 
the officers’ barracks provided for in this bill, 
whether they were to be of marble or of hewn 
stone, (as some of them were,) or why they were 
asked atall. He thouht this House, if it per- 


formed its duty, if it met the responsibility im- 
posed upon it, would vote understandingly upon 
this question. He said the very Jarge appropria- 
tion of $35,000 was asked “for Fert Adams, 
Newport harbor, Rhode Island, and permanent | 
quarters and barracks thereat.” He desired to | 
know what description of barracks and quarters 
were designed to be constructed under this appli- | 
cation. He believed—and if he was mistaken, he 
trusted the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means would correct him—that at 
that fort there were but one company of artillery, 
composed, under our skeleton system of the army, 
of forty-two men; and that these, in addition to 
all the musicians, artificers, commissioned officers, 
and all others at that fort, numbered about ninety 
men. He asked this committee, if the Committee 
on Military Affairs, or any other committee, on its 
own responsibility, had brought in a bill making 
such an appropriation as that, whether some ex- 
planation would not have been required? or was it 
to be thought, that- because this was a kind’ of 


The hammef fell; 7° | pa Ua 

Mr. .B.-withdrew his amendment at ihe re quest 
of Mr. Oris.” ~~. ne a N ues 

Mr. OTIS, renewed the amendiierit ‘and 
the gentleman frora South Carolina asks ð 
the appropriation for the narrows at Peno 
river stricken out. The superintending. er 
neer asked for $75,000; but the chief engineer a 
committee have cut it down to $20,000, less than 
one third of what, would be required*to. completé 
the work. The gentleman says, he is opposed to 
all appropriations except intended for the defence 
of large cities, or important points. Now I under- 
take to say there is not a moré important point: 
where a defensive work is required. than this. It 
is on a large river, deep enough to float the largest 
ship in the navy, and broad enough, and cépa- 
cious enough to contain half the ships in our mer- 
chant service. Iy-is below the flourishing city of 
Bangor, the towns of Hampden, Frankfort, ang 
Bushford, and surrounded by an extensive and 
important section of country.. Jt is upon a: river 
which would be ina line with Quebec, and withia 


4 


` 


depot in America for the British fileet. There is a 


a chief line of coast in Maine of' more’ than thr 
hundred miles, and she is the third State, in t 
Union in the amount of her tonbage. She is'a 
frontier State, with a line adjoining the British pos- 
sessions of Canada and New Brunswick of moré 
than five hundred miles. This fortification and. 
the two at Portland, with a small one at East: 
port, are the only works of defence for the whole 


| coast and frontier. This work is needed to pro; 


tect our shipping which may take shelter in the 
Penobscot above the fortification. At the same 
time it will keep a force at bay while the country. 
could be aroused and brought in tosecùré the towns 
and country above it. It combines the double ob- 
ject for which these works are intended and re- 
quired. It is to protect and secure large and im, 
portant interests in a frontier State while time will, 
be required to concert a large force. ldo not com- 
plain because this bill appropriates $450,000 to.thé 
South, ‘while it gives only a litle more than, 
$300,000 to the North. These sums are to be ex.) 
pended for the common defence of our common. 
country, and I will not stop to inquire whether the . 
sums are to be expended North or South, East.o i 
Of this appropriation in this bill $200,000" 
is for the defence of the Mississippi ana its ape. 
proaches. The short time allowed for these ré- 
marks wil] not admit of eniering into a consider- 
tion of the general principle of the bill. p s 
[Mr. O. referred to the following notes in relation 
to this subject prepared for this debate: 
Forrirications or Mainz.—Works on a fron: 
tier or seaboard have two objects: ie 
l. Local. As covering a harbor, a river, a cóm- 
munication, a city, a district of country. © 05 
2. General, Affecting the large operations of a 


|j campaign—taking the place of an army. or armies 


of observation, requiring, say only one fourtt or: 
one fifth of the force which would’ otherwise be 
required, and rendering available for the campaign 
the remaining three fourths or four fifths. a 
Thus in Maine: A work .is required at Bucks- 
port, to cover Bangor and the back country, and 
affording a harbor of refuge for shipping.” And 
for similar purposes works are required at Portland 
and the mouth of the Kennebec. Works at Port- 
land would cover the great railroad communication 
with Montreal. Oe 
The whole coast of Maine is within striking 
distance of the great naval depét at Halifax, i 
powerful steam marine could in thirty-six hours 
reach any point of her coast. In case of war with 
England, her policy would be, by a powerful and 
rapid blow, to isolate Maine, and secure the com- 
munication with the Canadas. With the worksat 
Portland, and at the mouth of the Kennebec and 
Penobscot, she could not do this, We could rely 


upon our militia to ward off all such attempts for.. ` 


a time at least, say fifteen or twenty days. “In’a. 
well organized campaign, this period would be de~ 
cisive. Our whole force could be sent against 
the main object. Without works it would haye 
to be divided, and a vasily larger forcé would. 
have to be called out, ; 

Suppose there are no, 


works, and Englind 


-England take them if she can. 
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“opens he campaign by’ seizing Maine. . Her first 
gtep would be to build works to make good her 
hold. Let us build the works ourselves, and let 


to her Montreal, her Gueber, her Halifax, not to 
works planted by her on our own soil. Let us take 
time by the forelock, build our own works and 
prevent this latter. . z 

Evrect or FORTIFICATIONS IN THE Mexican 
War—GengraL Tayror’s Line.—I. ForcBrown 
held out sixty hours against an immensely supe- 

„rior Mexican force; held securely the flank of the 
line resting on the Rio Grande, and rendered the 
victories of Palo Alto and the Resaca more deci- 
sive. 

2. Defences of Monterey enabledsthe Mexicans 
té-hold.out three days, and inflicted a very heavy 
loss on the American force. In the quarter at- 
tacked by General Taylor, a Mexican force, 
-which, in the open field would’ have as easily been 
repulsed as on the field of Palo Alto, kept yp an 


incessant cannonade for two days, compelled the || 


Americans to resort to works in’their turn, and 
for a time seemed to render doubtfal the ultimate 
success, ; 

3, On the field of Buena Vista, Washington’s 
‘battery, which held the road, was protected and 
madé strong by a parapet. 

4. Point Isabel, Fort Brown, Monterey, and 
Saltillo are all instances of positions made secure 
by works. They added greatly to the military 
strength of the line, and enabled the commanding 
General to keep in advance a Jarge proportion of 
his troops. A 

Genera Scotr’s Lanz.—1. City of Vera Cruz 
held out for a fortnight, and required a regular in- 
vestment:and siege, the garrison, a poor descrip- 
tion of troops, being less than one half the invest- 
ing force. P 
- 2. in the battle of ‘the Cerro Gordo, General 
Pillow’s column was repulsed by troops behind 
breast-works. __ 

3. In the valley of Mexico, in consequence of 
formidable works on the eastern approach, the 
whole army was obliged to make the toilsome 
march afound Chalco, involving four days’ delay. 
Great losses grew out of the positions of the ene- 
my being defended by works. Thus at the battle 
of Churubusco two of the main points, the Con- 
Went and the ‘Tete de Pont, were covered by strong 
field works armed with guns. At the battle of 
Molino the enemy’s line was flanked by an old 
‘field work and by strong stone buildings defen- 
sively arranged. In the operations against the 
city, the fortified position of Chapultepec required 
the establishment of batteries and a cannonading 
of thirty-six hours. “And the great Josses of that 

day grew out of the obstinate’ resistance of the 
Mexicans behind their works, Thus General 
Quitman’s. column -suffered an immense loss in 
attacking the little batteries resisting their advance 
from the base of Chapultepec-to the gate of Belen, 
And on carrying the gate he could go no further 
for the time in consequence of the severe fire from 
the citadel. i 

4. General Childs, with five hundred effectives, 
held Puebla against eight thousand Mexicans. 
His position being the heights crowned wiih the 
works commanding the city and the adjacent 
suburbs. ` f 

5. Works exerted a great influence in maintain- 


ing the line, reducing garrisons to a minimum, 


and increasing the force at the head of the column 
to the greatest possible amount. Thus Vera Cruz, 
Jalapa, Perote, Puebla, and the city of Mexico 
were all defended by works, either constructed by 
the Mexicans themselves, or subsequently by the 
Americans, and thus reduced the force required to 
naintain these places at least one half. 

6. In the other theaters of operations in Mexico, 
works played a more or less important part.] 

Mr. BAYLY expressed his very great surprise 
at the remarks.of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, particularly after what he had said, and two 
or three times repeated. The gentleman assumed 
that on fixing the items of this bill, the Committee 
of Ways and Means had taken the estimates of 
the engineers, and followed them blindly. Now, 
he (Mr. B.) had said, over and over again, that 
though they had paid great respect to the rec- 
ommendations of the engineers who had the 
charge of these works—he repeated it—they had 
taken pains to examine every item. They had 
applied to the engineer department for all the infor- 


Let ‘us lay siege | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
$ 


| with Great Britain, for this very purpose, 


matian which they could furnish; and there was 
not an item which they did-not scrutinize and 
believe to be proper. ie 

Now, the gentleman from South Carolina had 
said, that he was not against all these- fortifica- 
tions; that he would’ be willing to grant those 
which were for the protection of our large cities, 
but that elsewhere they were unnecessary. Now, 
he (Mr. B:) undertook to say, that there were 
very few fortifications in the United’ States which 
were not placed as the gentleman thought they 
ought tobe. Our system of fortifications origina- 
ted under the direction of General Bernard, the 
ablest engineer in the French army, whom we had 
brought over, just after the close of. the late wat i 

e 
would put the military knowledge and experience 
| of that distinguished engineer against those of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. If she gentle- 
| man had sought an item to which his remarks 
| would not apply, this, for the defences at the nar- 
rows of the Penobscot river, was*#he very one that į 
‘he should have selected. He referred to the cap- 
| tare by the British in the late war of the John 
! Adams, that had taken refuge in the Penobscot, 
which he said was owing to the want of this very 
Í fortification ; and the vessel was destroyed. More 
| than half a million. of dollars of private property 
werelost. That very capture had suggested the ne- 


that no gentleman who had examined the subject 
as carefully as be had, would say that this appro- | 
| priation ought to be discontinued. The engineer | 
| upon the spot recommended $75,000. AH this bill 
proposed was $20,000; and yet,this small sum 
was to be withheld as an appropriation, the ne- | 


| 
Hi 
í 


cessity fpr this fortification, and he undertook tosay, |! 


cessity of which he had adverted to, and which 
had been suggested and demonstrated by the losses | 
sustained at this very place in the late war. : 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. FULLER renewed the amendment, (pro 
forma,) and said: He regretted that the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina, while he declared 
himself as not entirely opposed to the general bill, | 
should move to striké out the item of twenty thou- | 
sand dollars, as reported by the Committee of 

Ways and Means, “ for defensive works and bar- 
racks of Penobseot river.”” 

He regarded Fort Knox, at the Narrows, as 
one of the most important points selected, for de- 
-fensive works, on the Atlantic coast. Indeed, itis 
almost the only one upon the sex-board of Maine, 
with the exception of the defences at the entrance 
of Portland harbor. 

It'is important, sir, to.the commercial State 
which I have the honor,in part, to represent, for 
many reasons. Fort Knox is located about mid- 
way on our three hundred miles of sea-board, and 
measuring over four times that distance by its in- 
dentations. It is within fifteen boars sail of Hali- 
| fax, the great naval depôt of -Great Britain for her | 
North American possessions. - Maine is a frontier | 
State upon three sides. She is the third State in 
this Union in her tonnage. 

The whole number of ships, barques, and brigs 
built in the United States for the vear 1848, was 
428, of which Maine furnished 248, The whole 
number of ships and brigs built for the year 1849 
is 346, of which Maine furnished 226. Her ex- 
tended sea-board may literally be said to be; 
| whitened with her canvass, and where, Í ask, may 
her mercantile marine seek for refuge in time of | 
danger and peril, if there are no, fortifications | 
| erected to protect her shipping. 

It was in the rear of this very fortification, and 
for the want of a similar defence, in the war of | 
1812, that the frigate John Adams was destroyed į 
and a halfa million of property besides. 1 trust, | 
sir, no parsimonious views will defeat the appro- 
priation for so necessary and important work of | 
i national defence. 

1 make no remarks, sir, in defence of the system, 
for it has been too long established, and I regard | 
itas the settled policy of the country. i 

Mr. F. withdrew the amendment. 

i Mr. SAVAGE renewed it, and said he was not 
in favor of any increase of these fortifications, at | 
the same time he was not in favor of the abandon- | 
ment of-them all. He thought the system wise at | 
the time when it had originated; but the change | 
in the means of warfare and of defence had been | 
Such as to render the system far less necessary. 


i 
| 
| 
i 


He thought these ‘appropriations were equally 


| thirty years 


| expensive 


meritorious; and that while it. was not necessary i 


| to increase their number, those already in exists 
ence should be preserved. 


It was our duty. to 
barracks for our officers; these 
fortifications were barracks, dej ds for the army 
which we should have to build elsewhere, if these 
did not exist. He spoke of a. visit he had paid 
to Fort Hamilton, and of the improvements there 
going on; and. expressed a doubt. whether they 
were necessary to the extent they were being 
made. He was not in favor of a final abandon- 
ment of the system, but of keeping up the present 
works. : : : 
Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. . i 
Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, renewed it: He said, 
Lintend to vote against this bill unless itis greatly 
modifed; and as 1 have little expectation that it 
will be so modified, I wish to express briefly some 
of the reasons for the vote I shall give. The bilt 
proposes to expend some $740,000 for forts and. 
barracks. For this I see no reason. We have 
been for thirty years engaged in building works of 
defence at the expense of as many millions, and 


provide comfoftable 


| 1 would like for any man to show me one particle 


If we have expended $30,000,000 in 
and have received no benetit from it, 
is it not quite as probable that as much more may 
be expended to just as litle purpose? In the pres- 
ent condition of the Treasury, with the heavy na- 
tional deht that is hanging over us, I for one am 
unwilling to vote a dollar which is not imperatively 
demanded by the public service; and as this is one 
of the great drains upon the Treasury, I wish to 
stop it. I do not desire to destroy the works al- 


of good. 


| ready constructed, but these yearly appropriations 


of near a million of dollars, most of which is for 
“repairs"—bat I do wish ‘to see these expendi- 
tures for repairs cut down to the lowest notch, 
Why, what are these repairs mainly? They are 
for laying out beautiful grounds, with gravel 
walks and ornamental trees and shrubs, and splen- 
did houses for officers’ quarters. 1 admit that these 
quarters should be comfortable, but if our farmers 
should see the splendid dwellings erce‘ed for our. 
military officers, and contrast them with their own 
humble tenements, they would demand a correc- 
tion of the abuse of the public money. : 
The committee say that they have reported their 
bill on the estimates of the engineers, and they 
bestow very high encomiums upon their skill and 
intelligence. Now, this may be true, but 1, for 
one, am not willing to take their reports as evi- 
dence for me to vote whatever they ask. They 


i no doubt are anxious to continue in vemploy alk 


those whom they have dependent npon them; and 
we may reach a point where men will be makiñg & 
clamor for employment from the public, as they 
now doin France. The engineers, too, no doubt 
have a pride in being the constructors of great 7 
fortifications and castles. 

Tetinus is immortalized as the architect of the 
Parthenon, and Sir Christopher Wren as the 
builder of St. Paul’s. Why nota disciple of Pro- 
fessor Mahan make himself distinguished by con- 
structing “a dyke on Drunken Dick Shoal, in, 
Charleston. harbor ?”’—for that is one of the items 
of appropriation in this bill. 

But we are told we must prepare for war. Why, 
sir, we have been an independent Government for 
more than seventy years, and no nation has ever 
declared war against us yet, and the probabilities 
that such an event will occur are daily diminish- 
ing. Whenever we engage in a war, it will be a 
war of our own making, and for which we can 
make our own preparation; and I venture, that in 
sixty days, every port, river, and harbor, can be so 
fortified as to resist any attack whatever, either in 
constructing water batteries or forts, like the old 
Palmetto, on Sullivan’s Island, which so gallantly 
repulsed Sir Peter Parker and his British squad- 
ron, in the Revolution. We need none cf these 
works, and for-one, } shall oppose them 
whenever they come asking such expenditures as 
is contemplated in this bill. We have expended 
already enough to construct a railroad to the Pa- 
cific ocean—an object of much greater importance 
to the country, in my judgment, than any of these 
forts and fortifications on the Adiantic sea-board. 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment. z 
: Mr. ROOT renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of saying a few words to those who op- 
posed this bill. He hoped they would let the bill 
be taken out of committee, and get it before the 
House, so that a vote.may be taken there on these 
bill for ‘all the various objects it embraced, was 


` 
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propositions to amend. He did not see much in 
the bill which looked like fortifying the whole 
country. The whole sum appropriated by the 
not morethan sufficient to erect one fortification 
of importance. The sums appropriated here were 
designed for little more than laying out walks, 
planting shade-trees, and making the quarters of 
the officers comfortable. The object of the bill, 


therefore, is chiefly to furnish capital residences’ 


for the officers. Those, then, who are desirous of 
carrying out the system of fortifications, will find 
bat little consolation in this bill. ‘These are sums 
appropriated—-$20,000, $15,000, $5,000, $800. 
There are some larger items, it is Wue. But ail 
the appropriations together~are not sufficient to 
complete the erection of a single -important work, 
and to place it in a conditton to remain. He 
would not attempt to speak in reférence to all the 
fortifications contained in this bill, butin reference 

. to some of them, he would say that they were 
perfectly useless. ‘This was especially true as to 
some of the fortifications on our northwest fron- 
tier. The inhabitants of that frontier want no 
fortifications to keep foes out; all they desire is 
such as will keep friends in. All the trouble they 
had to experience was to keep their friends from 
wandering off. He trusted that gentlemen would 
leave off snapping at this bill,and that they would 
consent to take the bill out of committee, and to 
permit it to go into the House, so that we may 
have a vote upon it. in his opinion, one item in 
this bill is about as good as any other. He was 
going on to make some reference to Furtress Mon- 
roe, when the hammer fell. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, renewed the amend- 
ment. fis preliminary remarks were uttered in 
such a low tone of voice as to be inaudibie. He 
alluded to the report of the Engineer Department, 
in which it was stated that the necessity for these 
fortifications was as imperative now as it had been 
at any previous part.of our history. He referred 
to the objections which had been urged by various 

entlemen, to the effect that the people knew noth- 
ing about these fortifications, or of the manner in 
which these appropriations were expended. How 
could the peopie be supposed to understand all 
these details? It was very well known that the 
present system of fortifications had been com- 
menced under the supervision of one of Napoleon 
Bonaparte’s principal Engineers, General Bernard, 
who had been brought from France for the pur- 
pose. And now gentlemen rise herein the House 
of Representatives, and. recommend the abandon- 
ment of the system. He admitted that it would 
be almost as wise to abandon the system, as to 
cripple the bill, so as to render it inadequate to the 
purposes for which it was reported. Some gentle- 
men objected to such large appropriations tor the 
mere purpose of building sea-walls, &c. He 
could say,.in reference to the fortifications in the 
river Chesapeake, which was entirely d: signed for 
a water fortress, nota land fortification, as there 
was not a single foot of land near it. He reminded 
the committee that the present system had received 

on : 

the cordial approbation of General Jackson, and 
had been carried on under the direction of the En- 
gineer Department. The policy we had pursued 
was to appropriate small sums annually, on esti- 
“mates furnished .by the engineers, of the sums 
which could be expended during the year. We 
ought certainly either to reject thie bill, to aban- 
don the whole system at once, and let the large 
sums which have been already expended on it be 
thrown away, or take the bill as it has been re- 
ported, on the estimates furnished by the Engineer 


Department, These engineers have become tamul- | 


iar with aH the various localities, and have made 
these estimates from that knowledge, and the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means have reduced the | 


amounts below those specified in these estimates. 
The committee had recommended an aggregate ap- 
propriation of something over seven hundred 
thousand dollars.. He thought that these genile- 
men also, who opposed this bill on the ground that 
it was merely intended to benefit certain officers in 


the employ of the Government, were entirely | 


wrong. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EWING renewed the amendment. He 
said: [ have listened with great anxiety to the de- 
bate on this bill, under the hope that some facts 
would be elicited, affording a sufficient ground for 
Opposition to part or all of its provisions, but in 
vain. We have heard frequent allegations as to 


i 
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the changes. in military science supesseding the 
necessity of harbor fortifications, but-no specifica- 
tions have been made, and no answer. rendered to 
the argument that coast defences are the only pro- 
tection In war fur ourtowns and Shipping. The 
application of steam in propelling vessels, instead 
of diminishing has rather. increased the necessity 


our whole sea-board that, by the efforts of an eff- 
,,clent steam navy, might not be rifled and plun- 
deréd but for this protection.. 

It is idle to tell us that the coast can be protected. 

by forts erected, and levies of soldiers made, in 
ume of war; that along the whole line of sea-board, 
from Nantucket or Penobscot to Galveston, we 
could keep our people ready to meet the accidental 
and uncertain visits of the enemy’s cruisers, and 
with fortifications hastily erected. Engineers, la- 
borers, money, and time, are all necessary for the 
construction of forts sufficient to resist the bat- 
| teries of ships of the line, and these preparations 
must be made 4h time of peace. 
_ The small number of our ships of war as com- 
pared with the immense tonnage of our commer- 
cial marine,- makes fortifications on our coast 
doubly necessary. We can afford less protection 
to our commerce in time of war than any other 
great marine power in the world; and the only 
guardians of our shipping and our towns are these 
watch-dogs that stand at the entrance from the 
ocean. The small number of our ships would also 
disable us from fighting in fleets or squadrons; and 
as a necessary consequence, it must often happen 
that when a hostile fleet was upon our coast, even 
‘our ships of war would frequently take refuge 
under the guns. of our shore batteries. We are 
often asked when these harbor fortifications ever 
afforded any, protection? Gentlemen forget the 
whole history of our last war with Englana: even 
the gallant Lawrence, in the Constitution, lay for 
some time in Boston harbor before he was ready 
to make his gallant but unfortunate fight with the 
Shannon. This, however, is only a solitary, but 
conspicuous instance of temporary protection. 
| Our commercial marine was, to a considerable de- 
gree, covered during that war, and our only com- 
plaint was, that we had not a larger number of 
such forts, so as to insure a still greater amount 
of defence. 

The commerce of the South and West is as 
deeply interested in protection ag that of the North. 
We may not own the shipping or import largely 
on our own account; but our cotton, tobacco, 
wheat, and corn are, to a large extent, carried 
across the ocean, and thus subjected to the dangers 
of capture. These are, then, national defences, 
and necessary for the benefit of the whole country. 
They shall therefore receive my support, unless 
some. new light is shed on the subject. 

Mr. E. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed the amendment. He 
could not forbear to express his surprise that many 
of the gentlemen who had most strenuously op- 
posed this bill, on the ground that it appropriates 
about $725,000 for the purpose of completing the 
defences of the country, are the very gentlemen 
who, but a few weeks ago, were the most vehe- 
mentand urgent for the passage of a bill which ap- 
propriated fifty millions of dollars’ worth of the 
public lands as bounties to all the soldiers who 
had served in any of the various wars, Indian and 
otherwise, in which the country had been engaged 
since the year 1790. Yes, sir, these economical 
and gallant gentlemen are all very ready-to appro- 
priate millions upon millions of dollars’ worth of 
the public domain to men who have served in any 
of these wars, whether they have rendered any 
real service to the country or not, or whether they 
have ever trod a battie-fieid, or unsheathed a sword 
in its defence. ‘They can vote away millions upon 
millions in bills for purposes like these, but when 


defences of the country, and in which these soldiers 
are to find strength and security in time of war, 
they start at the extravagance of ihe appropriation, 
and raisea thousand objections to it. 

He would remark in regard to one of these ob- 
jectiona, that this was not the first time he had 
fieard the assertion made in the present Congress, 
that this whole system of. fortifications and de- 
fences which we were erecting along our sea-coast, 
was an obsolete idea. The member from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippines] was the first, several months 
since, to advance this new-fangled and modern no- 


‘S 


for these forufications; there is not a harbor on“ 


a bill is proposed appropriating $700,000 for the | 


tion in the present Congress. © Fhat gentleman :said: 
yesterday that our revolutionary’ sires had fever 
thought of resorting to this mode of defence. ‘But 
this is a great mistake. Ror does net that gentle. 
man remember that great and gallant exertions’ 
were made,‘and made with triumphant success 
too, by the heroes and patrivts of the Revelation, 
by fortifications and means like these, to defend | 
the principal cities of that day along the, Atlantic 
sea-board? Has the gentleman forgotien the gal- 
lant and victorious defence of . Fort‘Moultrie, in 
front of Charleston, and of. Red: Bank: ön- the 
Delaware, as well as others which’ mightube men- 
tioned? He would take it upon himself to:say. that 
there was no foundation for this idea, and he would 
| challenge any geneman on this floor to produce 
| any respectable military authority, Eurapean or 

American, to sustain this assertion. He would 
defy any gentleman to bring forward any respect- 
| able military authority for such anidea. Inthe 
great wars in which Europe was involved -in 
| the early part of the present century, Napoleon 
had indeed demonstrated to the adjoining nations 
and to the world, that mountains do not command 
plains; and that as a system of interior defences 
| along a coterminous frontier, as. along the Rhine: 
ang fhe Alps, fortifications were of little or no 
avail against an invading army, because they could 
easily be turned. But it should be borne‘in mind 
i that Napolean won his first laurels as an-engineer 
on the sea-coast of France. That brilliant:star, - 
which afterwards blazed with so much splendor 
over Europe, and which first arose amid one great 
conflagration, only to culminate and wane amid a 
still greater one at Moscow, it should be remem- 
| bered, first broke upon the admiration of France 
amid the glare of the burning fleet at Toulon. 
This fleet of the enemy was entirely destroyed. or 
i driven out of the harbor by the fortifications and 
defences devised and commanded by Napoleon 
himself, and it was there he won his first laurels, 
and laid the foundation of his future fame. pi 

_ Et was suggested only some three or four years 
ae that the Island of Great Britain should be 

o 
jd 
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| and line her sea-coast, and in reference to whic 
i} her boast is, that— i 


i “ Britannia needs no bulwarks, 

i No towers along the steep; 

j * Her march is oer the mountain: wave, 
j Her home is on the deep.” 
1 
| 
i 


| ` Her greatest power is to be'found in: her navy, 
i which is at this moment as great nearly as all the 
rest of the navies of the worid combined. 

| The assertion, then, is not true, that this system 
of fortifications isan obsolete idea, and it cannot 
be sustained. It is true, indeed, as to interior lines 
of defences against an invading army, and it had 
been in a great measure abandoned, he believed, on 
the continent of Europe, because in the progress 
| of the science of war it had been discdvered ‘that 
| the necessity for such defences had been super- 
| seded. But upon the sea-board, and as a defence 
i against the naval power. and armed marine of a 
|| hostile nation in time of war, they were still main- 
tained in every maritime State in Europe, and 
were deemed of as much importance and necessity 
as they ever were at any earlier and less enlight- 
ened period in their history. 

Here the hammer fell. He withdrew the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARTTER, I will renew the amendment, 
| with the view to a brief reply to some ofthe ree- 
| marks of the gentleman from the Detroit district, 
i| made in answer to me, and which implied that, 
| not being a military man, | was incapable of form- 
i| ing a correct judgment upon the subject of the 
fortification on the.Detroit river, and thatthe — 
views which I expressed for that reason were of 
no value. Sir, I will say nothing of the justice of 
thé gentleman in assuming to judge-of- the neces- 


THE CONGRESSION: 


i$, 


Aug. 1, 


‘pity f this wor s while he denies the right of 
‘pdverse judgment.on the part of others. 1 ac- 


Knowledge, that at the time { made. my remarks 
Thad no other guide to judgment than my. limited 
knowledge of. the condition. of the Detroit river, 
of the commerce of the lakes, and the population 
bordering the lakes, that our merchant-marine on 
the Jakes was capable of taking care ot itself-that 
if it was not, this fort was located where it could 
not protect.it; that to crowd it, into, the Detroit 
river was practically impossible, and if you got it 
there it was more. exposed to the Canada shore 
than it could be at any other point; that the fort 
was no protection to:the interior, from the fact that 
an enemy could effect a landing anywhere. Now, 
gir,.these remarks which the honorable gentleman 
charged me with making unadvisedly and rashly, L 
confess { did make without any other than my 
own observation and common sense, and did not 
expect for them any other effect than the reasons 
they. furnished. Since. making these remarks, I 
accidentally find myself sustained by military gen- 
tlemen of no mean reputation; and for the benefit 
of the gentleman, who seems to rely implicitly | 
upon professional opinion, I will refer to them. 
-General Cass, in 1836, as Secretary of War under 
General Jackson, and in answer to resolutions of 
the Senate. touching the military and naval de- 
fences of the country, made a report which con- 
tained the following language in reference to this 
very kind of defence upon this Detroit river: 
«The resolution of the Senate embraces the inquiry into 
the expediency of constructing permanent fortifications in 
this quarter. And this inquiry properly divides itself into 
two branches: 
“1st. The policy of fortifying the harbors on the sakes; 
and, Bes a ‘ 
~ Ed. The policy of commanding, by permanent works, 
the Communications between then, ; 
< & Both of these measures presuppose that the naval su- 
periority upon these waters may be doubtful. Bat it is dii- 
ficult to foresee the probable existence of any circumstances 
whict would give this ascendency to the other party. It is 
unnecessary 10 investigate the considerations which bear 
. upon this subject, as they are too obvious to require exam- 
ination. They are to'be seen and felt in’ all tbose wonder- 
ful evidences of increase and improvement which are now 
in sueh active operation. A victorious fleetupon these lakes 
could disembark an army at almost any point, If a harbor 
were. closed by fortifications, they would only have to seek 
the nearest beach, and Jand their men from boats,‘so wat 
no defences we could constract would secure us against 
invasion yand temporary block-houses and bateries would, 
probably, be fount sufficienly powerful to repel the attacks 
of any vessels seeking 18 enter We narrow harbors upon | 
the lakes, if we conld foresee the existence of any-circum- 
stances which would induce au evemy to endeavor to force 
an entrance into them, 
“As to the communication between the lakes, the in- ; 
quiry, from geographical causes, is necessarily restricted to | 


I 


that froin Lake Erie to Lake Haron, and to the straits of |i 


Miehilimackinac. Of the former, almost sixty mifes con- 
sist of two rivers, completely commanded from their oppo- 
site banks, whiie the entrance into one of these, the river 
St. Clair, is impeded by a bar, over which there are but | 
abont eight feet of water. No armed vessels conld force 
teir: way’ up. these rivers while the shores were in an 
enemy’s possession, who might construct batteries at every 
projecting pointy and who, in faet, might in many places 
sweep the decks with musketry, As to the straits of Mich- 
# jlimakinac, they are too broad to be comunanded by stativi- 
ary fortifieations, even if any cireumstances should ‘lead to 
th: constraction and Cqnipment of a hostile Ue upon the 
bleak aud remote shores of Matchedask bay,Ta the north- 
eastern extremity of Lake Huron, 

“sf am, therefore, of opinion that our lake frontier re- 
quires no permanent defences, ad that we may sately rely 
fpr its security apon those resources, both in the personnel 
and materiel, which the extent and olber advaniages our 
country insure to us, aud which must give us the superior- 
ity'in that quarter”? 

Such is the language of General Cass, as Secre- 
tary‘of War—a gentleman who is identified with 
the military and civil history of the northwest 
frontier, in every stage of its advancement; a gen- 
tleman who has‘notspeculated upon the advantages | 
of the enemy in this quarter alone, but tried them 
in the field; a man to whom all will concede, how- 
ever much they may differ with him in political 
gentiment, is as well acquainted with, and as capa- 
ble of judging of the military wants of the north- 
west frontier as any other man living. 

__ 1 find myself, fortunately enough, sir, sustained 
in theremarks I made, not only in the conclusions, 


bat the reasoning of this report; and I will leave the | 


Detroit Representative to settle the question with the 

father of Detroit, and pioneer of the Northwest. 
“Tf the authority of General Cass is not sufficient 

to dissipate the confidence which the gentleman 


expresses in this work, I will commend him to the || 


first_ page of this report, where General Jackson, 
as Chief Executive, and in reference to the very 
language l- have quoted from General Cass, uses | 
the following language: gee : 


| those opinions more reliable, they are based upon 


« In respect to that branch of the subject which falls more 
partizalariy uuder the notice of the Secretary of War, and 
in the consideration of which be has arived-at conchisions 
differing from those contained in the report from the Bugi- 
netr Bureau, I think it proper to add-my concurrence in 
tbe views expressed by the Secretary. 7 

i ie ANDREW JACKSON,” 
Here you have the judgment of eminent military 
men and civilians, officially given when discharging 
the ‘duties of the Government; and what renders 


facts and a condition of things that will convince 
the common sense of any person that is acquainted 
with the condition of the country in that quarter. 

Mr. Cy withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ASHE obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. BURT, who said, that he would withdraw 
his motion to strike out this section of the bill; 
and that he could assure gentlemen from Maine, 
that he had no prejudice whatever against any sec- 
tion. He withdrew the motion he made as to this 
particular section. 


i tinguished in the councils of war, could be ad- 


{ 


[l thou-ands of the most splendid edifices, by which these 


| 


Mr. ASHE then renewed the amendment, for 
the purpose briefly of expressing his views. He 
said: Mr. Chairman, being entirely a civilian, it is 
with much diffidenee that I presume to speak of 
war or its appurtenances, ‘in the presence of 
Iannibal;’’ but 1 feel constrained to say, that it 
astonished me much to hear the honorable gentle- 
man from Delaware (Mr. Houston] assail so fu- 
riously the position of the gentleman from Ohio, 
who had informed us that the necessity of these 
fortifications, as a means of national defence, had 
become an obsolete idea. The gentleman from Del- 
aware, when he told the Elouse no one, at all dis- 


duced to impugn the usefulness of these works, 
had certainly forgotten a memorial addressed to 
Congress by one of our most distinguished mili- | 
tary patriots, General Edmund P. Gaines. In that 
communication General Gaines pronounced this 
system of defence as entirely inadequate to the 
protection of the country, and recommended as a 
substitute the establishment of floating batteries. 
Without agreeing with him in the propriety of the 
recommendation of his substitute, I acknowledge, 
most fuily, the force of his objections to the pres- 
ent system. I will read, for the benefit of the com. | 
mittee, his opinion: 

« Ploating batteries, such as are here proposed, consti- 
tute, as your memorialist verily believes, the only sure 
means of defence of the passes into our sed-ports, against 
ships of war propelled by steam power—ineaus of defence, 
Without Which, it is in the power of any nation or comiuu- 
nity of men, or pirates, capable of fitting out ten, or even 
five such steamships of war as those employed in the de- 
struction of the castle of San Juan d?Ulloa, to destroy the 
city of New York or New Orleans, by fire, with the newly 
invented eighty pound cannot shot and shells, in a single 
day, at any season of the year; approaching them in the | 
night, and taking them by surprise: as with such a fleet, 
wel manned and supplied, either city could be fired in five 
hundred places in one bour; and in a few hours more, 


magnificent cities are embellished, wouid be reduced to ruin 
and desolation.”? 


Independent of these weighty considerations, a 


present highly-improved state of navigation af- | 
forded by steam power, these riparian fortifi- | 


our protection. I intend no reflection on. the ca- 
pacity and wisdom of those who originally advised 
their construction; but now, sir, the times are 
A steam vessel of war could 


deep at pleasure. We are familiar with the bold 
passage made by General Wilkinson on the 6ih of 
November, 1813, down the St. Lawrence, and in 
pointblank shot of the well-manned English fortifi- 
cation, Fort Prescott. Wilkinson, with his fine 
little navy, consisting of six hundred boats, passed 
through the full firé of the fort, with the loss of 
but one man. If this could be done -by the use of ; 
oars, what could not be done with the aid of steam 
vessels? Even in the broad light of the sun, a 
steam ship, by intervening an empty merchant 
| vessel between herself and the fortification, could 
| readily and safely pass up any of our rivers. 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. McMULLEN renewed the amendment. 
He had done so, he said, for the parpose of de- 
fining his position upon the bill.. But, before he. 
| proceeded, he wished to say a word in reply to the 
gentleman from Georgia, {Mr. Toomzs,| who ad- | 


| 
| 


cations are antediluvian, and entirely unfitted for j| 


| ernment. 


LEN] had: understood. that gentleman to say, that 
he held that the Administration was responsible 
for appropriations. made. for. public expenditures. 
it wes true that this idea was not a new one. It 
had been broached. heretofore. But he contended 
that the House of Representatives, and not the 
Administration, was responsible for the appropria- 
tions. The recommendations for these appropria- 
tions. were made by the subordinate officers of the 
Government. > D 

Mr. BAYLY. Oh!no. There is- nota soli- 
tary appropriation here, the recommendation for. 
which has not come fiom the head of the de= 
partment. - i ; 

Mr. McMULLEN said that the recommenda- 
tions came first from the engineers, who were. 
subordinate officers, and were then submitted-to 
Congress by the departments. But, he repeated, ` 
the House of Representatives was responsible for 
every imprudent or improper appropriation. And 
if the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Bayxy] could satisfy him [McM.} 
that any item of this bill ought to pass, he 
would certainly vote for it. If not, it was his in- 
tention to vote against the whole bill; for, in his 
judgment, the time had come when this old, obso- 


ji lete system of appropriations should be plucked 


out. The country depended for its defence not on 
fortifications, but on the navy, and upon the mili- 
tia, the bone and sinew of the nation. Where, 
then, was the necessity for the passage of this bil 
To his mind there was none, and therefore*he de- 
signed to vote against it. This he should do 
asa whole; but he desired to repeat, that if the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
would satisfy him that there was one single 
item of it which the interest of the public ser- 
vice required should be adopted, he would vote 
for it. He trusted that gentlemen on both sides 
of the House, without regard to party or party 
purposes, would come up now like statesmen 
to the work of retrenchment and reform—that they 
would practically demonstrate their attachment 
to that retrenchment and reform inthe expenditures 
of the Government which had been made the ral- 
lying cry of the Whig: party in 1840. A more 
auspicious time for an effective commencement 
could not exist.. Neither party held the power in 
this House; neither party had practically a majority 
in it; and neither party, therefore, could be held 
exciusively responsible for the legislation of the 
country, or be presumed to make capital out of it. 
This, then, was the time for action; this was the 
time for practical retrenchment and reform. Let 
gentlemen sustain the principle now, or let them 
forever hereafter hold their peace. 

Mr. McM. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the pend- 
ing sum, to insert $15,000; and after stating that 
his amendment was merely made pro forma, he 
said, that there was none of the general appropri- 
ation bills for which he should vote with more 


|! pleasure than for a wise and proper fortification 
| moment’s reflection will satisfy us, that in the | 


bill. The Constitution not only-authorized us to 
appropriate money to such purposes, but it was. 
evidently the intention of that insirument tothrow. 
the burden of these expenditures upon this Gov- 
The States in need of these defences had 
aright to expect this from us, 

‘he opponents of this bi, when they ask us to 
throw aside this whole system of fortifications ag 
useless, require this committee to disregard the. 
experience of my own country, and that of every 
other civilized nation; for there is not one which 
has not acknowledged the necessity for this mode 
of defending their more important harbors and 
commercial ports, 

! When I look back to our own history, I re- 
member that in 1776, Fort Moultrie was aitacked 


by a large British fleet under Sir Peter Parker; 
and after an engagement.of -ten hours, the squad- 
ron was repulsed with great loss, and Charleston 
saved; and this, although the fort was ina very 


i incomplete condition, and. had not ammunition 


more than sufficient. to fire some thirty rounds. 
from their guns.~ And again, in the last war, was 
not Baltimore defended and preserved from the 
calamities which befell this city by a little six gun 
battery? And so at Fort Bowyer, near Mobile, a 
small garrison in a miserable fortification was en- 
abled to beat off a British squadron with great 
joss, including one of their ships, although at the 


same moment attacked by a land force of double 


dressed the committee yesterday. He {MéMut- || the force in the fort. 


i 1850, À : : e 


- France, neither Toulon, nor Brest, nor Cherbourg, 
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And if we look to the history of other nations, 
we will'find their experience and’ practice to cor- 
respond with our own. . Bonaparte felt its neces- 
sity, and bestowed the greatest care in perfecting 
the defences of Cherbourg and other important 
harbors; and in the wars which within the last 
sixty years had occurred between England and 


nor any other of her fortified ports had been at- 
tacked. Within these ports the commercial ma- 
rine of France lay in safety, and immense military 
material was collected, whose destruction would 
have been most injurious to. her. Yet, though the |, 
English fleets were commanded by such men as 
Howe, and Nelson, atid Collingwood, they never 
once dared to make an attack upon them; but, 
anxious as they were to win military laurels, had 
to content themselves with blockading them. 

But, says the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson,] this systeni is an ever-eating sore, for 
no fortress is ever completed. Now if the gentle- 
man had looked at the Engineer’s report, on which 
this bill is based, he would have found one fort 
completed. For the first line of that report, in 
speaking of Fort Wayne, says: ** This fort being 
finished,” the money is requested for barracks for 
the accommodation of troops, not however neces- 
sary, as Í understand it, for the defence of the fort. 
But again, it is said by that honorable gentleman, 
and by others, that these fortresses have already cost 
us twenty millions, and as yet have been productive 
of no good. But let a war break out, and the pro- | 
tection of New York alone will save to us far more 
than all our expenditure. Indeed, to say nothing 
of private property, the public property alone at 
any of our larger navy stations, such as New 
York and Gosport, perhaps amounts to that sum, 
and a part of this property could not be replaced 
in time for our wants, consisting of ship timber 
which requires time to season it for use. 

In these expenditures we should, it is true, 
practice a wise economy. But, as neither I, nor 
the committee, can know the necessity for each of 
the items in this: bill, all that I can do isto hold 
the Administration which asked for this expendi- 
ture, and the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
sponsible for its propriety. [Here the hammer 
fell. i 

Loud calls for the question. 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers, remarking 
that he wanted to make this a test question; but, 
being requested to withdraw the call, lest it should 
break up the committee for want of a quorum, he 
withdrew the call. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, insisted that 
the. bill be read through by items.“ 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

The following being under consideration: 

« Por repairs of Fort Scammel, Portland Harbor, Maine, 
5,000 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
strike out the item. He did so (he said) with the 
viewsof expressing his opinion. All these esti- 
mates were based upon the report of the Engineer 
Department; what it was proposed to do with the 
money the Committee of Ways and Means did not 
know. : He would read what had been done last 
year. (He read a list of items of expenditure.) 

A few words of -conversation followed between j 

Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. Tuompon, the purport 
of which the reporter could not gather. 
_ Mre THOMPSON continued. This Fort Scam- 
mell (he said) had cost us probahly $64,000. What 
he proposed to,do was this: They must take the 
billas a whole. He would vote against striking 
out any of the items; he thought these fortifica- 
tions.all stood òn the same foundation—on what 
the Engineers said was necessary to keep them up 
andin good repair, ` 

Mr. ORR (the floor being yielded) said he un- 
derstood the chairman of the Committee of, Ways 
and Means to have statcd that the engineers bad 
demanded of the committee an appropriation of 
$75,000 for this fortification at the mouth of the 
Penobscot river; and the committee had allowed 
$20,000. Ele ‘vanted to know what rule had gov- 
erned the committee. % 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that he would state |: 
that the superintendent of the work at Fort Knox || 
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repairs, &c., of that work; but Colonel Totten had. 
reduced the estimate to $20,900. > aa" 

Mr. ORR. Does he give the reason? — , i 

Mr. THOMPSON. He said they did not need 
more. 5 ‘ = 

He believed (he continued) that some of these 
works ought to be completed. He was opposed 
to abandoning: the system. After they got through 
the bill he should move, as a test vote, to, strike 
out the.enacting clause: He hoped the bill would 
be defeated, and that the House would then adopta 
resolution calling on Colonel Totten for informa- | 
tion as to what appropriations were necessary to 
complete and to preserve the works on hand—and 
that such appropriations, and such only, would be 
made. He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor, and renewed 
the amendment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD suggested to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana that, as the item to which 
this amendment was proposed was but a small 
one he had beiter not attack it. 

Mr. MORSE said, he was not going to attack it. 
He had renewed the amendment for the. purpose 
of expressing his views upon the general merits 
of the bill, and of replying to observations which 
he had heard made in various parts of the House. 

If gentlemen (said Mr. M.) suppose it to be 
true that we are so much more enlightened than 
formerly on the subject of defensive warfare, that 
we have made such great advance in military sci- 
ence, that we have arrived at such a degree of 
perfection that we can dispense with our system 
of fortifications, let us examine the subject as 
statesmen—let us organize a committee to join 
with military men in an inquiry, and to sit during 
the recess of Congress, and ascertain if it be 
really true thata great sea-bourd like ours, of about 
three thousand miles in extent, can be-defended 
without fortifications; that this great country is so 


“ 


‘strong in bone, muscle, and sinew, that she is ca- 


pable of defending herself against all attacks of a 
foreign, hostile nation, if the contingency should 
ever arise of such attack being made. Jf it be 
found that we can do without fortifications, | shall 
be as ready as any man here to withhold further 
appropriauons for such works; but, until that fact 
be established, I shall continue to vote for all ne- | 
cessary appropriations for the constrection of 
fortifications. And L object to this attempt at 
tripping, this ery of mad dog, this summary con- | 
demnauon. I say, if you intend to defeat this 
system of naval and military appropriations for 4 
defences, let it be done as a system—strike at the 
whole system, and give us the reasons for abol- 
ishing it; and then trust to the bone and sinew of 
the State of Ohio that has been so much spoken 
of to defend your sea-ports—New Orleans, Phila- 
delphia, Balumore, and the rest—against invasion. 
Sir, the appropriations for the support of the 


Military Academy at West Point were always 


resisted until after the war with Great Britain. 
Before that time, it was almost impossible to get 
an appropriation passed for that institution; and 
it was not until then that the discovery was made 
that that Academy was of essential service to the 
country. And here we have the same sort of 
opposition made to the appropriations for the 
defences of the country, by men who never have 
examined the subject properly; and who neverthe- 
less set up their opinions against the opinion of 
able and experienced engineers—aye, against the 
opinions of the whole scienufie world. it cer- 
tainly appears to me, that there is not much states- 


sir, if we can get along without the expenditure of | 


i 

` : ? | 
manship manifested in such a course. I repeat, | 
f 

i 
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this money—il the’ commerce of this country can 
be protected witbout it, there is no man who will { 
be moře willing to do away with the whole sys- | 
tem. But when gentlemen get up and oppose’! 
particular appropriations, and talk about the bone | 
and sinew of the great West being sufficient for 


i the country ’s defence, | would ask them how it 
would be, in case a difficulty should arise between 


this. country and Great Britain, and she should 
send her two hundred armed steam-vessels upon 
our coast, that coast being unprotected by a single 
fort? How would it be possible for us to save 
our sea-port towns from destruction, with all the 
accumulated wealth that they contain? 
1 know that in prosecuting a foreign war our 
militia are abundantly capable of doing all that is 


ten years twice on the point of 
of the most formidable powers on the fai 
earth, England and France; and there are rel: 
now existing between this “country and: torerg: 
powers which. may actually produce war; anid; sir 
are our. forts: to. be dismantled; are ‘our notianal 
defences to be brokeu up, are we to refuse appros? 
ptiations for these : fortifications and! for. West’ 
Point Academy—the best sthool for the education’ 
of sqldierS in the world—upon the mere idea that 


upor the bare assertion of gentlemen here; who,’ 
with all deference to them be it said, have not; and’ © 
cannot have that degree of information:in regard’ 
to military defences which the subject demands. 
He withdrew the amendment. : ; ; 

Mr. DUER renewedit. Herenewedtheamend= 
ment (he said) merely to enable him to makea 
suggestion which, if acted upon, he believed would: ~ 
| have the effect of enabling the House to act intelli- 
| gently on the subject, and at the same time confi- 
| ning the discussion within some reasonable limits: 
There appeared to be a disposition on the part of. 
some gentlemen to strike out many of the items’ 
that were contained in the bill, whilst they admit- 
ted that it contained. many things which ought-to. - 
be there. He believed there were but few gentle~ 
men in the House who had any very intimate s< 
quaintance with thé subject; and he-was inclined: 
to think, therefore, that in attempting to improve 
the bill, by striking out particular items, they were: 
but acting in the dark, and doing very little goodi - 
He would suggest to gentlemen, therefore, whether 
it would not be better to let the bill pass the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and then refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, or to a select commit- 
tee, with instructions to examine into the details 
and report to the House what items, if any, ought 
to be repudiated, to be stricken out, and what 
items ought to be retained. He made this sug- 
gestion because he believed that in this way they 
would be able to procced more- rapidly and more 
intelligently. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD renewed it. He said: It-haw. 


‘bill indiscriminately, and that we know nothing: 
‘ about fortifications, and how much they onght to 
‘cost.”? This may all be very true, and yet it be ` 
our duty to oppose k.. If we do not know what 
fortifications ought to cost, most of us * know 
where the money comes from;’? and we know, 
also, that those who plan them, don’t have: much: 
of it to pay. We know, also, that our Govern- 
ment is increasing in expenses very rapidly, and 
that our duty as Representatives is (o stop. it if we’ 
can, and, for one, { shall do: what I-can... Lido: 
not expect to please those who conduct Govern- 
ment expenditures; and can‘here state, that E 
have never yet seen them low enovgh to do jus- 
lice to tax-payers, or high enough to please tax- 
consumers. it therefore becomes our duty to vote 
only such sums as our constituents can afford to 
pay, and compel those who administer: the Gov- 
ernment to divide it out among the different, 
branches of service, to the best advantage for ‘the: 
| public interest... He withdrew the amendment, ©- 

. Mr. BAYLY renewed it. 1 desire (said Mr: 
B.) to make a single remark in reply to the sug 
gestion of the gentleman from New York, {Mr.° 
Durr.]. The gentleman has suggested that the: 
commuutee rise and report the bii to the House, 
and that it be then referred to a select committee 
for the purpose of being revised. Now, | beg 
leave to say to the gentleman that this stibject of 
our national defences is one that has been exam- 
inéd and reéxamined half a dozen times by the 
! ablest board of Engineers that this country could 
command; and as for the idea of our undertaking 
to revise it by the agency of a committee of this | 
House, | mustesay, with all due respect to my 
friend from New York, itis utterly preposterous. 
There is not, L believe, a military engineer in ‘the 
| House. * ; 

Mr. DUER. I would ask which is the most 
preposterous, to let the items be examined by a 
committee with a view to ascertain which should 
be stricken out and which retained, or to under- 
take to strike out in Comn-ittee of the Whole, « 
such as may appear to different gentlemen to: Le 
objectionable? par Be ea 
Mr. BAYLY. ‘That would be worse, I grant.” 
Mr. JONES. Will the chairman-of the Gom- 


necessary, especially against such an enemy as 


< thought it would require $75,000 for the necessary. || Mexico; but, sir, we have been, within the last! 


+ 


| mittee of Ways and Means permit.me-to ask hiny 
|a question? $ E 


r 


they are inconsistent ‘with the progress of the age; .* 


been objected here ‘* that many of us oppose this: - 
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“-fhe‘interests.of the people who have to pay th 


the: small sum of $739.000 that is required to 
` goraplete the works. 


"He did not think it’a safe one; he thought it would 


. the whole matter should be annulled, let it go, and 


- the fate of this measure was not. concentrated in 


‘property belonging to het own citizens, but also a 


TE 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a 


My BAYLY Certainlys i 
Mr: JONES... Does. he believe that there is a 
military ‘engineer inthe service of the United 
States, who ever makes an investigation. oran es- 
timate- with a. view.to:economy,:or with-a View to 


` 


money? ~ Pt: 

Mr. BAYLY.. Why, sir, Ido not believe there 
isian abler corps of engineers in any conntry in 
Christendom than.we have. 1 do not bélieve that 
‘mets of: greater capability or greater honesty are 
to be found anywhere; and as to the extravagance 
of the estimates, I beg leave to say that the com- 
mittee have reduced the appropriations considera- 
bly below the estimates submitted to them. 

Mr, JONES, I will ask, then, upon what basis 
the.committee cut down these expenses? Was it 
upon ihe ground that they believed -Congress 
would not. consent ta give them so much money? 

Mr. BAYLY. The Engineer Department here 
théught there was no occasion far expending so 
large an” amount. in one year. We have already 
expended upwards of twenty millions of dollars on 
fortifications, and now we are about to withhold 


© Why, sir, itis like expend- 
ing $50,000 in building a house, and then -saving 
five hundred by leaving it without steps by which 
to enter it. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mv. J. A. KING renewed it, He said, he could, 
not agree with the suggestion of his: colleague. | 


be beter to. go on with the bill and perfect it as |} 
well.as they were able to do, and report it to the 
House, ahd gentlemen could then have a test vote 
upon it, if: they desired it, by moving to strike out 
the enacting clause. And if upon such test vote 


let the fact be understood by the country; but if, 
on the other hand, the House was not yet prepared 
to take upon itself the decision of so grave a ques- 
tion, in which was involved the safety of all the 

reat maritime cities of this Union, they could re- 
ject the motion to strike out. But the intereat.in 


the ‘maritime cities exclusively. In the city of 
New York, for example, would be found not only 


large amount of property belonging ‘to the citizens 
of other cities throughout this vast country—the | 
property of merchants, factors, traders, and me- 
chanics, of other cities and of other States. 

The estimated valve of the whole of the prop- 
erty of the city of New York, was about three 
hundred millions of dollars, of which about sev- 
enty millions was personal property, that was | 
owned by persons residing elsewhere, at various | 
places throughout the country. The.interest that 
must be fel, for the preservation of this property, 
then, was not confined to one particular locality. 

For the protection of the city of New York, 
there were three or-four extensive fortifications, 
‘one of great strength, commanding the passage of 
the east river, called Fort Schuyler, and two or | 


t and we’ are’ required to vote for all of these, or 


| of the votes of this House? 


| aware $50,000, Fort Monroe $20,000, for the fort 


| construction ? 


‘in the bill, and I find but a single instance here 


| fortifications, or the proper mode and manner of 


three at the Narrows, and in the harbor, all of | 
which were essential to the protection of that great 
centre of commerce, through which flowed a large 
proportion of the exports of the whole country, | 
and. of the. imports from which this Government | 
derived its revenue in the shape of duties. Was | 
that House prepared to say that the defences of a 
great city like that should-be stricken down? If! 
g0, let them declare it, and take the responsibility | 
of the act. . This Government derived through the 
resources of that city a vast amount of revenue; {| 
Jer Congress refuse to continue the protection |! 
afforded by these public works, and the interest of ! 
the Government must materially suffer. \ 

He withdrew the amendment. et 

Mr. BISSELL renewed it. He said he was | 
not for striking. down our forts; he was not for |! 
demolishing a single one of them; on the contra- 
ry, he was for preserving them. But,at the same || 
time, he was opposed to this bill in toto He |} 
could not conscientiously vote for it; he could not 
expect to vote for it, and meet his constituents | 
without receiving their condemnation. 


|; communicate to us that information, in order that 


«scrutiny is more imperiously required than in re- ` 
gard to this bill. Of the forty millions of dollars 
which we are expected to vote away for the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government for this year, | 
find about three quarters of a miltion in the bill 
now before us. There are items in the bill which 
T have no doubt deserve our favorable ‘considera- 
tion, There are “appropriations asked for there 
for which I have no doubt I would cheerfully 
vote; but, gir, take them in the aggregate, take 
the bill as a whole, and I cannot think of giving it 
my support. Ae 
The bill, in my opinion, is highly objecfionable 
in this, that it groups together some thirty-five 
different objects, or rather, there are thirty-five 
objects for which specific appropriations are made; 


else to vote against them all; and, as F have just 
said, there are some appropriations there for which 
T would gladly vote, but who can fail to see thata 
bill eanstructed like this will very possibly pass 
this House, while at the same time there is not a 
single item there that would command a majority 


The hill proposes to make appropriations for 
the preservation, repair, and-construction of cer- 
tain fortifications. The preservation, repair, and 
construction! Now, sir, about $300,000 are spe- 
cifically appropriated here for building and repair- 
ing and then there are about $400 009 appropriated’ 
for reconstrocting, For reconstructing Fort Del- 


at Soller’s Point $50,000, &c.; will this be ex- 
pending the whole for preservation, repairs, and 


Mr. HOUSTON. For reconstruction. 
Mr. BISSELL. The term construction is used 


where the appropriation is for building, and that 
is in the case of Fort Trumbull. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will refer 
to the report of the Engineer Department, he will 
find that. it is for reconstruction. 

Mr. BISSELL. In that case T am equally 
against jt; for, in my judgment, there ought not 
to be another dollar appropriated for the building 
of forts; though if there are any valuable forts that 
are uncompleted, T would be in favor of appropri- 
ating enfficient maney to complete them. 

Mr. HOUSTON, T desire to say to the centle- 
man, that the $50,000 that is appropriated for the 
fort in the Delaware, is for the reconstruction of a 
fort that was destroyed by accident, and that 
450,000 has been expended upon it during the last 
year. ~ 
: Mr. BISSELL. The fact of the fort having 
been destroyed by accident does not make it an 
excention ta the rule that I lay down when I say 
I will vote for the reconstruction of no fort. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS renewed it. He said he had 
not sought to obtain the floor for the purpose of 
demonstrating-that he understood anything about 


defending the country in the event of invasion hy 
a foreign power. And he was inclined to the be- 
lief that there were not many men in that House 
who were so familiar with the subject as to be ca- 
pable of making the necessary investigation and 
arriving at a correct conclusion. If it were true 
that the progress of the age had superseded the 
necessity for fortifications, was it not strange that 
no evidence was furnished of that fact by military 
men, who mnst necessarily havea thorough knowl- 
edge of the subject? .Would it not be the proper 
course, he would ask, to permit this bill to pass, 
and then to adopt a resolution requiring the proper 
officer, the Secretary of War for instance, to pro- 
cure from the officers of the military branch of the 
public service all necessary information, and to 


we might vote understandingly upon all future bills 
of this description? 

Every nation on earth,so far as he was in- 
formed, was still gning on erecting fortifications; 
but if the enius of the age would permit of dis- 
pensing with them, he desired that there should he 
some evidence of the fact. He was not prepared 
to vate npon this hill with the information that he 
had before him. In the very nature of things they 
could not have the necessary knowledge of the sub- 


ject. What information, he would ask, Rad any 
gentleman on that floor, beyond his own crude 
ideas; as to how this-question should be debvided ? 


You have, said he, a Secretary of War. -Tt is his 
duty to look aftet: that armi of our national defence, 
and to recommend to Congress from time to time 
what ought to be done in ‘relation to it. -= * ° 

Now, ! expect to vote for this entire bill, and 
how shall I justify myself for doing it? I regard 
it as the duty of thecommittee from which the bill 
was reported, to make the necessary examination. 
From whom have the committee derived. their in- 
formation? From the sworn and responsible offi- 
cers of this Government. 

Yet we are told that now. is the day and now 
the hour to revolutionize the whole system; and 
have gentlemen got a particle of evidencé beyond 
their crude ideas on the subject? Not at all; 

How is it that you are informed how tn vote 
upon all bills thatare laid before this Hause? Why, 
sir, there are documents laid on your table that you 
have not time to read. You ensconce yourself be- 
hind the report of the committee——you depend on 
the investigations made by the committee, and 
yon vote according to their report. 

Talk about perfecting this hill by moving to 
strike oyt five thousand dollars here and ten thou- 
sand there, without the light of information to 
guide you! Why, sir, the intention is apparent: 
it is to create for yourself a little political capital to 
ingratiate yourself with the unreflecting portion of 
your constituency. That is the object. Jt is ar- 
gued that because you employ steam vessels in 
voar navy, you can dispense with fortifications. 
Ifthe use of steam vessels supersedes the necessity 
for many fortifications, it does not prove that you 
can dispense with them all, ~ 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KERR renewed the amendment, and re- 
turned bis sincere thanks to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Wittrams,] for his straightfor- 
ward remarks, replete with common sensé, upon 
the bill before the committee. Gentlemen, in the 
face of the experience of this Government and of 
all civilized nations, and with the bést Jights of 
modern sciegce to aid and sustain the objects of the 
bill, proposed to comg to a dead halt in regard to 
our military defences. We are at this day called 
to forget on the moment the suggestions of that 
wise and patriotic man, who in shédding unfading 
lustre on his own name, advanced the glory and 
renown of his country to its highest point, and. to 
forbear in time of peace to prepare for war. He 
could not, whatever might seem just ‘and-proper to 
the more-enlightened views of other members, 
be indifferent to a subject that came directly home 
to that portion of the-country which hé fiad the 
honor in part to represent. 

Tt might be unbecoming in him to refer to the 
fact, which the debates of yesterday or the day 
before had brought so glaringly before the com- 
mittee, showing how general was the want of 
that accurate knowledge so necessary hefore one 
ought to attempt the task of setting aside special 
items of appropriation, proposed with all the usual 
legislative guards against extravagance. He meant 
no disrespect to a gentleman from Indiana, who had 
made so strong an argument against the needful 
item for Soller’s Point Flats, on the supposition 
that. the point so designated in the neighborhood 
of Baltimore, was the site of Fort McHenry, and 
that no new defences were now_ needed there, 
This gentleman had doubtless seen service, his 
remarks showing that he was able to form a cor- 
rect opinion as to the defences known ta modern 
warfare, and his endorsement of Fort McHenry in. 
its present condition, without further appropria- 
tion, as a sufficient stronghold, was therefore grat- 
ifying. But if he had gone further into-the subject 
of the necessary defence for the city of Baltimore, 
he would have been the last to objéct to the sum 
for Soller’s Point, now in progress. . 

Mr. K.could not pretend to any military science, 
nor would he attempt to “speak with confidence 
unon the propriety of- this or that item in the 
bil. He would only beg gentlemen from the in- 
terior to remember, that the sea-board was pecu- 
liarly exposed in case of sudden and unexpected 
declarations of war against us. The very facili- 
ties to which gentlemen had alluded, as showing 
the: futility of a system of fortifications, made 
such a system the more necessary. In an in- 
credibly, short period of time a hostile force, 
with the aid of this steam power, so potent for 
defence, would be in our midst. The easy task 
of preparation was for those in the interior; 
while such a State as Maryland, from her. geo- 
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graphical. position, would have off-hand to bear 
the brunt. [ft was very well, then,-to inveigh 
gaainst expenditure, and talk of only holding on 
to a system of necessary repairs to existing 
works. Nor (said Mr. K.) do certain gentemen 
on this floor come out fairly and openly before 
the country-upon the question at issue. Has pot 
the committee heard the gentleman ‘from Ohio be- 
fore me, [Mr. Gippines,}] arguing, with some 


show of candor, against certain items in this bill? || 


and yet he could point to a single fact, which 
would at once be a full answer to all he may have 
gaid, and show, that he has hay on his horns... It 
should put others on their guard against being led 
away by wnning words from that quarter. Is he 
not one of those, recently named as Delegates to 
the World’s Peace Convention? and do not all 
military defences, in the spirit of modern non- 
resistants, savor of something worse than unneces- 
sary things, leading to mere extravagance? Does 
not he claim to be of those who would in a year 
undertake to roll back the current of events in the 
world’s past. history, and, by a single resolve of 


their own, turn the sword into.the ploughshare? | 


Well, of course, there is no solid objection to all 
this; but there are times for all things. This forti- 


“ fication bill in the House of Representatives, in his 


Opinion, was not a proper starting point. Besides, 
what substitute for these defences, has been pro- 
posed. by those who would now discard this bill ? 
„None whatever. We should look in vain for any 
safer conclusions, either on the score of existing ne- 
cessity for these works, that are here named, or for 
more economical modes of carrying them on than 
thnse embodied inthe bill before the committee. 
The Committee of Ways and Means, as’sound a 
body of chancellors, it is presumed, as conld be 
selected out of this House, has been fully advised 
as to these estimates by official gentlemen of, note 
and character. . j 
He would now merely say to gentlemen on this 
floor, that there was an under current here, of 
which they might as well be aware. in time; and 
he would venture-to. warn his gallant friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Mansnat,] that as a sol- 
„dier kriown to the nation, he, at least, ought to 
pause awhile before he consents to point at the 


unnceessary workings of this system, at Soller’s | 


Flats, or elsewhere, or hand himself over, by his 

influence or vote, to peace men, who might còn- 

sistently seek to blot ont from the statute book 

not this bill merely, but every trace of a science, 

to which he had sà earnestly devoted himself. 
Mr. KERR withdrew thé amendment. 


Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor and was | 


apparently about to proceed to reply to the re- 
marks of Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
JONES, raised the point of order, that the debate 
must be confined to the'amendment. 

The: CHAIRMAN sf, that although, by the 
well-known strict rule of parliamentary law, de- 
bate must be confined to the questions under con- 


sideration, this rule was uniformly violated in the | 


House—both in general debate and in explana- 


tions under the five minutes rule; the Chairman | 


therefore decided, that under the operation of the 
five, minutes tule, it was in order for a gentleman 
_to make euch remarks as might relate to the gen- 
eral character of the bill. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, appealed from 
the decision. x 
Mr. BURT asked that the rule be read, 


The 34th rule was read—the clause of which 


bearing on this question, is as follows: 

“ Provided, That where debate is closed by order of the 
House, any member shall be allowed, in committee, five 
minutes to explain any aniendment he may offer.” 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, called for tellers— 
who were ordered. - 

Several members demanded the call of the roll. 

Mr. BURT submitted to the Chair, that it was 
not necessary that. the roll should be called, until 
the count had been taken by tellers. 

The CHAIR so decided. 

The count was then taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 64, noes 54. 


So‘the decision of the Chair was affirmed by the | 


_ committee, 
Mr. GI r e 
vote'upon the bill than to speak upon it. He said 


that he would inform the friends of thése fortifica- 
tions that he-was willing to give such appropria- 


DDINGS said, he would much rather | 


i 


| detained from that convention, 


‘tions for those onthe sea-board as would keep them 
in.a state of preservation, but not to extend them. 
Let them remain as they are, preserved from di- 
lapidation. As to those on-the Canadian frontier, 
he would vote no appropriations more than neceg- 


sary t0 provide sufficient powder to blow them up. || 


He knew of no greatér humbug shan the fortifica- 
tions upon our Canadian frontier. They were 
not merely unnecessary, but they were a positive 
burlesque upon the whole system of warfare. 
While on the floor he would reply to those gen- 
tleman who say they will vote for these ap- 
propriations for the reason that they don’t know 
whether they are necessary or not. in paying 
out money belonging to the people of this nation, 
he thought that gentlemen should be guided by 
knowledge and not by ignorance; by what they 
know, and not by what they don’t know. He had 
come here to act upon knowledge, and not from his 
ignorance. He had not been sent here to deal out 
the public treasure merely because an officer in- 
terested in continuing these works had recom- 
mended them. If they can, by any course of rea- 
soning, show these items conducive to the interests 
or the happiness of the people, he would vote for 
them. If he could see no benefit whatever arising 
from it, he would not vote for such appropriations. 
But the gentleman from Maryland had said 
that he (Mr. G.) was a peace man—a * non-re- 
sistant.” He was proud to acknowledge that he 
was a peace man, He was nota “ non-resistant.” 
His enemies had never accused him of that. He 
had been taught the duty of self-defence. Here- 
garded it to be a duty, and would not advise gen- 
tlemen to tempt him too far on this point. s 
Several gentlemen had referred to the system of | 
Great Britain as an example for us to follow. We 
had been told that the “Iron Duke ” was in favor 
of fortifications. We had been cite to her navy 
and her army as examples for our imitation. He 
admitted the force of these references: but if gen- 
tlemen were to follow the example of Great Brit 
ain, they must take.the effect of her practice. 
We must take her system of taxation; her national 
debt; the oppression which bears down the energies 
of her people; the poverty and degradation of her 
peasantry. These are the legitimate effects of ber 
army, her navy, her fortification system, and ber 
wars resulting from them. He was opposed to 
such national debt, such oppression, such, pov- 
erty, such degradation of our people; and would 
oppose this whole system of war ard bloodshed, 
and all its paraphernalia. He saw the people of 
England ground down by the iron heel of oppres- 
sion; taxed to the entire length of human endu- 
rance—to the lastextremity of sustaining life And 
will American statesmen stand up here before the 
country and Union boldly call on him to imitate 
the example of British dukes and warriors; by | 
taxing the people of these United States in the 
same manner and to the same extent? The gen- 
tleman from Maryland had said that he (Mr. G.) 
had been appointed a delegate to the World’s 
Peace Convention, soon to assemble at Frankfort- 
on-the-Main. He thanked the gentleman for the 
compliment. He only regretted that he had been 
He, would have 
rejoiced to have crossed the Atlantic and to have 
united his humble voice and influence with those 
of Victor Hago, of Cobden, and those philanthro- 
pists who are to convene there fro wall portions of 
the civilized world, to rid mankind of this incubus, 
this monstrous, this unnatural, this barbarous 
system of warfare, with all its concomitants of | 
armies and navies, and fortifications and taxation 
and oppression. This nation was in a condition 
to set an example, a high and noble example, of 
dispensing with an army and navy and fortifica- 
tions, and the vast expenditure attendant upon | 
them. This could be done without danger, with- | 
out fear of invasion or of war from any quarter. 
He desired to see his country occupy this condi- 
tion, end therefore opposed this bill, and others of | 


a kindred nature. z | 
i 


He withdrew the amendment. 

‘Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, suggested, that if | 
the Chair had been in the last Congress, he would | 
have known that this point of order which had 
just been decided, was then held the other way. | 
‘It was never, during that Congress, held in any 
other way than that which the Chair had now de- 


| cided to be wrong. f 


The CHAIR said;the gentleman from Maryland 
was not in order in speaking of this point of order. 


= Mr. EVANS resuméd: 


\ There wasan appris: 
priation in this bill for a fortification on Solers 
Point, for $50,000. Fn discussing. that question.» 
he could now, under the decision just made by” 
the Chair, go into the general: question, whether 
peace or war ought to. prevail over the world.- 
By the late decision, it was held as a’ rule: that a 
member could go into.a wide range of debate... It 
was held that, in the remarks. he addressed to. the 
Chair, he need-not confine himself to sich as-were 
germane to the amendment. = ` oe ; 

The CHAIR ‘interposed: and. said, the .gentle- 
man from Maryland was out af order; he must’ 
confine himself to explaining the Bille. o $ ogi 

Mr. EVANS said, Does. the Chair role that £ 
have liberty to speak to the bill under‘ my amend- 
ment? aa’ i 

The CHAIR answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS said, Then from that decision I 
appeal. ` k 

The CHATR stated the appeal as follows; The: 
Chair rules that under the amendmen! offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland, he must confine 
his remarks to the bill; from. that decision’ the 
gentleman from Maryland appeals, and: the qués- : 
tion ig,.* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House ?”” : Ma 

Mr. EVANS said, the Chair had misunderstood 
him—he took no such appeal. His appeal was. 
upon the point that he had a right to discns® the 
whole bill upon the amendment. He (Mr. E} 
raid that he had moved pro forme to strike out Fort 
Scammel, and he was now discussing Soller’s 
Point Flats fortification. . He wished to: know 
whether he was in order in doing thia? If he 
were, it would be so held for the first time. — 

In the last Congress the contrary had uniformly 
been held. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Roor,} 
when in the Chair, had even held once that a mem- 
ber, under the thirty fourth rule, could, not speak 
against his amendment, and the committee sus- 
tained him in the decision; it never was held till 
now, that under the five minutes rule a member 
could speak to extraneous matter. He said so 
with all respect to the Chair, to whose ability he. 
bore willing witness. é S ays 

The CHAIR ‘said, he was of opinion that.to 
speak in such an extraneous manner was a viola». 
tion of all parliamentary law, and of the rule;: but 
the committee having always permitted a contrary 
practice he considered himself bound by its action. | 

Mr. EVANS said that he would now, thensun-* 
der the motion to strike*out an appropriation. for 
Fort Scarmel“speak concerning Soller’s Pointy: 
and he did so purposely to have.this. point.setiled. 
The late decision of the committee was made un- 
der a misunderstanding. Fle now wished. to see 
who was for wasting the time of the House and 
treasure of the country by speeches not pertaining 
to the question; it is thus that we have already 
wasted the session; and northern men frequently 
blaming southern men for this waste of time, are 
now guilty themselves of the abuse which. they 
charge upon others. He repeated, he would now, 
in order again to test the question, speak of Sol- 
ler’s Point Flats under this ‘amendment for Fort 
Scammel. wg 

Mr. STRONG then- rose and *said, ‘that he 
would call the gentleman to order, upon the ground 
that he must confine his remarks to an explana- 
tion of his amendment. . % 

The CHAIR ruled thac the gentleman, under 
the practice of the committee, was in order. 

From this decision Mr. STRONG appealed. 

And the question being stated, the decision of 
the Chair was overruled. 

Mr. EVANS then said, as he had attained his 
object, he would not occupy the balance of his 
time. 7 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out the appropriation of $5.000 for the re- 
pairs of Fort Scammel, and was decided in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was rejected, gh Ba, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, expressed the hope 
that the committee wouid now discuss the bill 
regularly by items. aA 

Mr. BAYLY desired, he said, to make an earn- 
est appeal to the committee to proceed to “vote 
upon the bill without further debate. . 

[Many Voices. “Lit us.” “Agreed? H) 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing.) I. desire-to say, 
that we have now been fvur-days on. this bill, ap- 
propriating seven hundred: and thirty-nine thou- 


sand dollars. © The agerezate amount of all the ap- 
‘propriation bills‘is thirty-seven millions of dollars, 
so that if we proceed with the other bills with the 
gamë degree of dispatch, itis an arithmetical prop: 
osition, that it will take us two hundred days to 
gét through them. [hope we shall pass. the bill 
atonee. = vay i : 
Mr. JONES moved to strike out the appropria- 
tion for Fort Warren, Boston harbor. — : 

~ Mr. J. said, he thought it important not only 
that this: item, but that- other items in the bill 
should be stricken out. When the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and. Means was giving 
some explanation of this bill, and of the various, 
anpropriations it contained, he said that the en- 
gineérs were able and competent officers, and that 
these appropriations were based upon their esti- 
mates. That'they were competent and skilled in 
their business, he (Mr. J.) did not deny; but they 
had-no sympathy in common with the tax-pay- 
ers Of-the county. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had said, that the com- 
mittee cut down the estimates. 

“The CHAIRMAN interposed to order. 

Some conversation followed. 

“Mr. JONES then proceeded. He argued that 
these items ought to be stricken out, in view of 
the interests of the tax-payers of the country. The 
estimates, he believed, were made without any 
particular regard to the public interests, by officers 
who looked to grandeur and magnificence, rather 
than to the public welfare. 

Mr. BURT moved to strike out the appropriation 
of $35,000 for Fort Adams, Newport, Rhode Isl- 
and, and ‘permanent quarters and barracks thereat. 

Mr. B. said, that when he was previously on 
the floor, he had declared that he was not opposed 
to the system of fortifications, indicating that be 
believed it to be the true policy of the country. 
The honorable ‘chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means [Mr. Bayty] had said that our 
present system of fortifications wes designed by 
General Bernard, and that he (Mr. BAYLY} op- 

osed the authority of that General to his (Mr. 

*s3.) He would leave it to the honorable gen- 
tleman to determine whether this remark was 
courteous or polite. But if he (Mr. B.) under- 
stood what General Bernard recommended-—— 

Mr. JONES interposed to order. : 

And some conversation followed. A 

Mr. BURT continued. He did not profess (he 
waid) to have any great knowledge of engineering. 
He believed he was as ignorant of it as the gentle- 
man from Virginia; and he (Mr. B.) did not 
think that it was a matter in respect to which either 
of:them-had much to brag 

The CHAIR interposed to order. 

‘Mr. BURT said, he could assure the Chair that 

he had. his eye’ more distinctly on the point than 
the Chair had. 
. Mr. B. thea proceeded to explain that his ob- 
jection to the appropriation in the item which he 
had moved to strike out was, that the money was 
appropriated for a fort, for quarters for officers, 
and for barracks for the troops—three objects— 
at the discretion of the Corps of Engineers. He 
was opposed to this sort of indefinite apprepria- 
tion for a multiplicity of objects, when the whole 
sùm might be applied exclusively to one of them; 
and: his objection was not answered when he was 
told that the appropriation was recommended .by 
the engineer. He (Mr. B.) thought as highly 
of General Totten as any man in‘the United 
States; he ‘thought he was superior to General 
Bernard, and that there was not now in Europe 
any man superior to him. He (Mr. B.) was 
sure that no one who knew him, would’ suspect 
him of prejudice against the army of the United 
Siates.. He had, however, stated his objection, 
and he begged the committee to remember that in 
time of peace there never was more than a com- 
pany in these fortifications, nor more men than 
were requisite to preserve the public property. 

Mr. L. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed the amendment. He 
said, in reference to his politeness, he thought the 
committee would bear him testimony that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had not only gotten 
up with him, but had exceeded him; fer the gen- 
tleman, not satisfied with applying his courtesy to 
him, (Mr. Bayxy,) had extended it to the Chair, 
also. In this respect he thought the gentleman 
had the advantage of him, which he conceded to the’ 
gentleman with great pleasure. : 


In reference to Fort Adams, thé gentleman com: 


| plained that it was an appropriation in the Inmp. 


Soit was in the bill; but the report showed the 
items. (He read the items.) Jt was impossible 
for the Committee of Ways and Means, in framing 
any!of their bills, to put in all the specific objects of 
the appropriations; if they were to do so, they 
would require a messenger to bring in the bills 
from the committee room, as they would fill Several 
quarto volumes. ee 
Mr. B. withdrew thé amendment. 

Me. KING, of Rhode Island, renewed it and 
said, this item comes’ befote us sustained by 
the same recommendation which has been given 
by the Engineer Department to the previous items 
in this bill, and in accordance with which we have, 
to this point, acted. That recommendation is the 
best reason which can be urged for our approval 
of the details of this bill. FIt is impossible that 
this House can be otherwise informed of the par- 
ticular condition and comparative requirements of 
any of these works. For all such information we 
must rely upon the department which is intrusted 
with the oversight of the system of public defence 
which has been established. On all points respect- 
ing the application of this system—the position of 
your fortifications; their mode of construction; 
their advance, with greater or less rapidity, to- 
wards completion; the appendages that are neces- 
sary for making them answer their object; in fine, 
for all matters relating to details, that department 
must be not only the best judge, but the: only 
‘competent judge. F agree, that on the question of 
a general system of fortifications, or general de- 
fence, this House is bound to inform itself, and is 
capable of so doing; but even then it will doit by 
recourse to those who have made the subject their 
profession and the study of their lives. 

- But having agveed upon, and proposing to con- 
tinue in operation, a system of fortifications which 
will give to our country the same means of defence 
which has been resorted to by military men asa 
defence for the other countries of the world, on all 
matters of detail relating to the position, construc- 
tion, and progress of the‘work, we must be guided, 
in a great measure, by the recommendation of the 
scientific corps, to whom these works are confided, 
and who alone are informed of their particular 
condition. In regard to the specific objects for 
which this appropriation is intended, the erection 
of barracks and hospital, and the completion of 
the wharf at Fort Adams, | can express my opin- 
ion, from my knowledge of the works, that they 
are justly required, and that the expenditure will 
be a reasonable and proper one. The wharf is 
partly erected, and its completion is very import- 
ant. Complaints have been frequently made by 
those stationed there of the want of barracks and 
hospital; and I-believe the surgeon of the post has 
recommended their speedy erection. But I would 
not ask this House to sustain this appropriation 
on my recommendation. No member can be ex- 
pected to be informed in these matters so as to 
justify the House to act upon his opinion. F 
simply ask you to act on the recommendation of 


your own committee. In answer to the statement 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Burt,] 
that the erection of barracks is unnecessary, be- 
cause only one company is stationed there, I can 
say that three,‘and I believe four companies, have 
been stationed there at one time, a portion of 
whom were withdrawn, to answer extraordinary 
exigencies in other parts of the country; and I 
believe itis intended ordinarily, when the barracks 
shall be completed, to- retain there at. least the 
number of companies I have mentioned. 
The amendment was withdrawn. 


The following item being under consideration: 
“For repairs at Fort Wood, and Sea-wall, permanent 
wharf, and hospital, Bedloe’s Island, New York, $25,000,°— 


Mr. JONES moved to reduce the amount to 
$10,000 - 

He said, by the appropriation bill of the last 
session only $15,000 was appropriated for this 
work; the amount asked was now increased to 
$25,000, as he was informed, without any good 
reason. : 

He withdrew the amendment, at the request, of 
Mr. Gorman: ` 
, Mr.. GORMAN renewed the amendment. Hé 
said, he would not detain the committee, ex- 


„cept for one“ single practical remark, which he 
| asked their indulgence’ to make. He hoped’ that 


the proper department of this Government, and of | 


the bill mighi ád through, and taken into the 
House, where they could call the yeas and nays. 
if he did: not know that. thé previous question 
would be called as soon ag they got into the House, 
and they be coinpelled té vote unon the whole bill 
as it atond, not one word would have escaped his 
lips, for he spoke with as inuch reluctance as any. 
other member. But he had a little knowledge of 
fortifications, obtained in an humble way. Now, 
an was appropriated for this work last year 
6,000-——— f 
Mr. JONES explained, that that was the balance 
remaining unexpended at a certain period, which it 
was estimated wobld be necessary during the tear, 
and said that the whole appropriation was $15,000. 
Mr. GORMAN (resuming) said, supposing it 
was $15,000; they were now asked to appropriate 
$25,000. Three thousand dollars were last year 
appropriated for Fort Schuyler; $15,000 were 
asked this year; and many other of the appropia- 
tions for these fortifications were increased fifty 
per cent. He would read a table showing thé 
amounts for several of these fortifications appro- 
priated last year and asked for this year: 


eee - Last Year. This Year. 
Detroit...... $20,009... ...Ẹ15 00) 
Lake Champ . 20.009 15,000 
Penobycot,.... e 20,000...... 20.000 
Fort Scammel... < 5.000...... 5,10 
Governor’s island. e 10.000...... 10 009 


Fort-Warren...... 
Fort. Adams... 


30.000...0, 80 090 
+ 40.090...... 39.009 


Fort Wood... 521 15.0002... 1 20 090 
Fort Richmond.. +» 30,960...... 60009 
Fort Delaware...... 50,000...... 59,000 


Tt would be seen (he said) that this bleeding of 
the Treasury increased from year to year. X 

In one instance amappropriation of $15.000 had 
been made last year to build hospital and quarters 
for the men and officers, and $15,000 additional 
i were now asked. He appealed to the candor of 
gentlemen, if it required $15,000 each year to make 
officers’ quarters and hospital at one point 

In this bill there were some twenty-eight differ- 
ent appropriations for the Representatives on the 
sea-board. He wondered if this was got up asa 
kind of omnibus bill? 

There was an appropriation for the Northwest, 
it was true. If he was satisfied with taking his 
share of the spoils, of course he should vote for it; 
bnt was it to be exnected that he should vote 
$20.000 this year, $40,000 néxt year, and so on, 
year after year? OM l : 

The amount asked by the Engineer Department 
for Fort Schuyler was $45,000: the Secretarv of 
War had reduced the anrount to $15,000. Had 
not the House of Representatives also the right to 
exercise their discretion in reductions? In another 
instance—Fort Knox, the engineers asked $75,000; 
and the Secretary of War reduced it to $25,000. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had reduced 
the items in various instances. 

He was in favor of withholding the appropria- 
i tion altogether in many cases; and in the few cases 
where something was necessary, he thought the 
amounts might be gréatly reduced, without injury 
to the public service, if proper economy wére ex- 
ercised in the expenditure of the money. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The following items being under consideration: 

* For repairs of Fort Hamilton, and for a permanent wharf 
thereat, New York harbor, ¢20 000. 

“ For Fort Richmond, on Staten Island, $60,000,—” 

Mr. JONES moved to amend by striking oat 
these items. 

He said that the appropriation for Fort Hamil- 
ton was last year $10,000, that now proposed was 
$20,000; for Fort Richmond tast year $30,000, now 
proposed $60,000. This increase was made with- 
out any specific reason, except, he supposed, that 
they wanted to expend the money. in those quarters. 

A Voice, That's it. 

There was $40,000 increase in the proposed ap- 


|| propriations in New York harbor over the appro- 


priations of last year. He hoped the items would 
be stricken out. ` 

The question was taken, and 

The amendment was rejected. : 

The following item being under consideration: 

“For Fort on Solers Point Flats, Baltimore harbor, 
$50,000,>— 

Mr JONES moved 


40,000 to reduce the’ amount to 


fee > 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
rejected. i i i 
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The. following item being under consideration: 

«For preservation of Fort Moultrie, Charleston barbor, 
83,500°— se Aa i 

‘Mr. PRESTON KING moved to strike out the 
item, and calied for a division. ` 
. Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Warpno and Cassy were appointed, ` 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Preston Kine, and the vote stood—ayes 
11, noes*107. ' i 

So the amendment was rejected, ` 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill, by sùb- 
stituting $25,000 instead of the sum of $50,000, 
appropriated for. Fort Sumter. f 
_ The amendment was rejected. a 

Mr. CROWELL moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the following item: 

“Por fortifications at Key West, Florida, $75,600.” 

Mr. C. said: He was in favor of some of the 
appropriations contained in this bill, but he was 
noi in favor of appropriating $75,000 for fortifica- 
tions at Key West, cr at any other point on the 
southern extremity of the Cape of Florida. These |; 
fortifications were not needed there. Neither the 
public service nor the public defence require these 
forts, Whereis Key West? [A Voice: In Fior- 
ida.] It lies south of the southern Cape of Flor- 
ida, on an island of the extent of an acre or two, 
on which there is a forufication. And here is an 
appropriation of $75,000 in addition to the sums 
which have been already expended, and, as he be- 
lieved, uselessly expended. In addition to this- 
sum, there was an appropriation of $50,000 for j 
Florida Reef: in all $125,000. If this expendi- 
ture requiréd his vote, it should have it, He did 
not believe that it did. He thought it strange that 
this southernmost point should be singled out: for 
the erection of forufications. Already there had 
Leen great expendituresifor the benefit of Florida— 
more than might have purchased the entire area 
of the State. A large sum had been expended in 
currying on a war against some straggling Indians; || 
@ great amount has been appropriated for tie pay- 
ment of florida clainis; and now here isan appro- 
priation asked for of $75,000, to heave upon a 
small island in the southernmost point of Florida; 

_and for what purpose? Did it protect the channel 
between Florida and Cuba? Not at all, Did it 
defend the coast? Notatall. No attempt will 
ever be made to invade that island or the southern 
cape of Florida. `. There is nothing there to induce 
any attempt. 7 , 

Toe only danger to which Florida is likely to 
be exposed is, that she may become a colony of 
His lmperial Majesty the timperor of Hayti. If 
she desires to save herself from such a tate, he 
might be disposed to give his assent to an appro- 
priation for that purpose, and even send an armed 
force to protect her. But he would desire that his 
vote should be placed on the right ground. If the 
Emperor of Hayti was engaged in fitting out an 
expedition for the purpose of colonizing Florida, 

` he would vote for a torufication for her defence, 
and save her from such a fate. 

He saw a necessity for the erection of fortifica- 
tions in Charleston harbor, where there was a great 
amuunt of public’and private property to derend. 
So it was with regard to Savannah, and other large, 
cities, where great interests and. immense property 
are at stake. But he could not understand why 
such an appropriation should be asked for a foru- 
fication on the southernmost point of Cape Fior- 
ida, and’ which couid be of no possible use. Ht 
was vy items of this character that the fate of the 
“bill was endangered. He was well aware thatthe 
chairman of tie Committee of Ways and Means 
had looked into these appropriations with a scra- 
tinizing eye, but in this instance that gentleman 
had committed an oversight in permitting this ap- | 
propriation to find its way into che bill. | 

| 
| 
| 
| 


tile withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Liinois, renewed the amend- 
ment for the purpose of having the question on it, 
He did not. do this because he wished the bill to 
pass. He was opposed to it; but he thought that | 
such a speech as the geritleman from Ohio had || 
just made against it would be likely to secure its | 
passage. ; 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 

Mr. BAYLY, who renewed it. He stated that 
he was in the House of Representatives when the | 
first appropriation for these fortifications was made. 


J 


i 
| 
i 

4 
i 
i 
i 


| Which it siands. Ip was forthe protection of the 


; isthe amount proposed to be appropriated for this || 


; lars for this year more than our revenues. 


li these exorbitant exactions. 


e hy 
> No. public work was, at that time, so earnestly | 
recommended as. the, fortification of these. few.! 


islands.on the south coast. of Florida; by all our 

military then. It was.not for the protection of the 
‘Tortugas, or to defend Key West, any more than 
Fort Delaware was intended to protect the island on 


great amount of commerce which. passes through 
that channel. “There was Havana and Bermuda, 
in the vicinity; with their fortifications. He would 
read an extract from the report of the engineer who- 
had the subject in charge. [Here Mr. B. read an 


éxtract: from the engineer’s report.} We have 
already expended on this fort $291,381. The En- 


gineer Department says, that tne work is now ina 
state of great insecurity, and that, unless this ap- 
propriation shall be made to perfect it, the whole | 
will be in danger of destruction. | 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed the amendment. 
He stated that he was chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means when the appropriation for 
this object was introduced for the first time. It 
was at that time considered of the utmost import- | 
ance that we should have the coast of Florida well 
defended, in order to give protection to our com- 
merce with Havana, and ail our trade coming down 
the Mississippi river. There was nota point up | 
the whole of that river which was not benefited 
by the erection of a fortification at Key West. 

‘The channel at this place was about thirty miles 
wide between the southern point of Cape Florida 
and the nearest West India island. From New 
Orleans the trade necessarily flows through this 
channel. It is ‘subjected to more violent storms 
than any other part of the coast of the United 
States, and our ships passing in that course require 
more protection than those which are in a northerly 
latitude. Besides this, in the event of a war, and, 
for the sake of argument, he would suppose such a | 
state, and that there were no forts on this southern 4 
coast, how easy would it be fur any enemy to pos- 
sess himself of that part of the couniry, and to cat off 
our shipping from passing through this channel. 

it was important, also, for the navy, as well ag 
for our commercial marine. In this view, there- 
fore, of the subject, regarding the estimates as by 
no means extravagant, and having reference to the 
dangers which menace this coast from enemies and 
from storms, he could not. think that thé appro- 
priation in the bill was at all too large. 

That this point shouid be defended was not only 
important as a brancn of our national defence and 
with respect to our commerce, but also as regards 
every interest in the great Valley of the Mississippi. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KAUFMAN, 1 renew the amendment. 
I am opposed to that and every*other item in the 
bill, ł shail vote against it, and sincerely hope | 
there is strength enough in this House to strangle 
the whole thing, Sir, this nation is in debt—con- 
siderably in debt. Now, 1] hold that nations, as 
weil as individuals, when they are out of debt, should | 
not let their expenses exceed their income, and | 
when they are in debt the income should exceed the 
expenses, so that after paying the debt there may 
be something left to sink the debt.. Now, sir, what 


j 


fiscal y ear, commencing with the first of last month? | 
Nearly fifty-two miilions, exclusive of the river and Í 
harbor bili, as we are informed by the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee, | Mr. Jones,] a member 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. What is 
the supposed amount of our revenues for the same 
fiscal year? According to the best estimate that 
can be made it wiil only be between forty-two and 
forty-four millions of dollars, itis then proposed 
to appropriate some éight or ten millions of dol- 
This 
iš all wrong—it ought to be stopped. How will! 
our debt ever be paid if, instead of lessening it, we | 
increase it? Let us commence retrenchment, then, 
upon this bill. ft amounts to nearly three quarters |! 
of amillionof dollars. Let us apply the hand of 
retrenchment to the other appropriation bills. Let 
us see whether we cannot strip some few millions | 
from the navy appropriation bill.. Some ten or | 
fifteen years ago, three or four millions of dol- | 
lars were sufficient for our navy; it has been in- | 
creasing every year, and now,- the enormous | 
amount of ten millions is demanded. We can | 
make deductions, too, from the other appropriation 
bills. The people will not much longer submit to 


indicate anything. belligerent? There ; 
| Speck upon our political horizon. < While the pege 
ple of our frontiers are left-unprotected from: s 


expending large amounts to protect opr country, 


‘tinually in session, and no. war can break out: 
with a foreign nation without our having abundant: 
notice to make all necessary provisions for: defence. 
The next session commences.on the first Monday 
of December next. £ TEER gal thas 
The genueman from Ohio [Mr. CarnttEr] sp 
of provisions being put in tis “bill to sali down: 
members, or, ip other words, to secure their votes. 
I do not know how that is. Certainly no atlémpt 
has been made to “salt down ” the members from: 
the State of Texas—perhaps because they have 
but two votes here. - Texas has a coast -of 
four or five hundred miles, and yet nota single 
appropriation is contained in’ this bill for that 
coast, nor has there ever been a cent appropriated ~ 
for the defence of that coast. The Engineer Depart- 
ment has laid before this House no estimates for , 
Texas, nor has the Commitee of Ways ang> 
Means recommended any appropriations. for hers 
1 offer no amendments to the bill in favor.of Texas. 
For the sake of general economy, if the whole bill 
can be killed, | shall ask nothing formTexas. on > 
that score at present. The gentleman from: Del- 


fifty thousand dollars. Last session of ‘Congress 
she received also fifty thousand dollars, making in: 
two years, for this large Siate, one hundred thou- 
sand dollars. é 

Mr. HOUSTON. I presume the gentleman, 


| does not wish to misrepresent me. “Í did not 


make any complaint in regard to Delaware. . 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I did not say you. made 
the remark by way of complaint, but you are res- 
ported to have made it yesterday in this morn: 
ing’s Globe. I merely referred to it to contrast 
the fifty thousand dollars provided for Delaware, 
with nothing for Texas. I am glad to see the 
strong opposition to this bill, Let us defeat it. 
(Here the hammer fell.) eae 

Mr. K. withdrew his amendment at the request 
of Mr. BayLy, who promised to renew it 

Mr. JONES said he would move to strike outall 
the bill after the seventy-ninth line. : ye hs 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the motion’ was - 
not in order at this time. : oar 

Mr. BAYLY rose to reply. to a remark fromthe 
gentleman from Texas, that the Committee: of 
Ways and Means had not reporied any appropri- 
ation for that State. Ifthere was any reason’ for 
complaint on that score, he contended that it ap- 
plied more to the Committee on Military Affairs 
than to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. KAUFMAN disclaimed any intention to 
complain against either of these committees. What 
he had said in the form of complaint was directed 
against the Engineer Department, which had failed 
to recommend any appropriations for Texas. < 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) ‘said the. genuleriah 
from ‘exas had alse made andther assertion, and 
although he (Mr. B, ) had again and again. made a 
countervailing statement, he felt himself bound to 
make it over again. The gentleman had charged 
that the Committee of Ways and Means had re- 
ported, appropriations which would require to be. 
raised to meet the expenditures of the currest year, 
the amount of fifty-two millions. When that state- 
ment was Originally made on this foor, he had pros. 
nounced it an error. ‘The true amount to be pro- 
vided to meet the expenditures of the current year. 
is $35 058,000. In. order. to swell this amount to 
fifty-two millions, gentlemen Had included the ex» 
penditures in the Post Office Department, which 
were provided for by-the revenue of that depart- 
ment. And they had also included the appropri- 
ations of the last year, which are unexpended. 

Mr. JONES, (in his seat.) Exactly so. 

Mr. BAYLY. Does not the gentleman: from- 
Tennessee know thatthis year an equal amount of 
the appropriations will lie over to the next? 
is always the case. ` a 

Mr. JONES asked if the Committee of Ways: 
and Means did not say that fifty-two millions 
would be required ? 5 


the year. would not reach fifty-two milhons?” 


l 
This bill is to increase our fortifications to pro- | 


are ES 


Mr. BAYLY. Lanswer, no. Therealamount 


li tect us.in.case.of a.war. Do our foreign relations | required will fall shert.of. that snip some. millions. 


nok. a 


i eak 
dangers, from thé. tomahawk. of the savage; we are, 


from imaginary dangers. Congress is almost con- 


This., : 


Mr. KAUFMAN asked if the expenditures of . 


A 


aware said yesterday, that his Stale only received ` 2°. 


ne 


m 


é 


‘ 


ok 


CABELL of Florida, snoved, pro forma, 


Mr. 
to amend- by. inserting $50,000: He said here- 
gretied that he. was not in his ‘seat when. the 
gentleman from Ohio: addressed some remarks 


to. the “committees He understood. that in the 
coursé: of those remarks the gentleman had 
stated that the. committee recommended this 
appropriation in consequence of. the fact that it 
was asked’f. r, for a point lying within the juris- 
diction of ‘the State of Florida.. Ic:would be per- 
ceived-by a reference to the report of the Engineer 
Department, that it was for the purpose of pro- 
gressing-with a fort @hich had. been commenced 
at.Key West; and the money to be expended for 
the materials to be used in the construction of the 
fort. would not be expended within the State of 
Fiotida: « The contracts for supplying stone were 
taken chiefly by citizens of the State of Maine. 
wit was people of the northern States who were ih- 
teréstéd in these conttacis, and upon the delivery 
of it material'at Key West they pocketed their 
money and returned to their homes, 8» that the 
money was not expended within the State of 
Florida. There were not, perhaps, two of his con- 
stituents interested personally in the work; He 
had supposed that if there was one item in the bill 
that would commend itself to the committee more 


than another, it was the appropriation for the fort-| 


at Key West. It was important toa large pro- 
portion of the commerce of the couniry that there 
should be a fortification at that point, the key to 
the Gulf Mexico, to afford a refuge for that com- 
merce in time of danger., He w.s surprised that 
an effort should be made to strike out this appro- 
priation, and still more surprised (hat the gentle- 
mar from:Ohio.shoald raise an objection to it on 

the ground that it was for the benefit of Florida, a 
- State having but one Representative on that floor, 

-for the gentleman must be ‘aware that the people 
of the North and of the West were equally inter- 
ested. in having a fortification at-that place. 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the commit- 
tee rise. : ‘ 

The committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Crowe, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill having been concluded— 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to 
“offer an amendment, which he sent to the Clerk’s 
table. ; ; 

The CHAIR decided, on the point of order 
made, that the motion to rise and report the bill 
(iaving been made before the amendmen 
offered) was in order, 

Messrs. JONES and KAUFMAN appealed 
fromthe decision. 

A long conversation followed, after which— 

Mt. BAYLY withdrew his motion. 

Tae amendment of Mr. Tuomrson, of Pennsyl- 
vania, was then read, as follows: 

Provided, That all cases when appropriations are herein 
made, if not sufficient to complete the works to which 
they are applicable, that a sufficient suri out of such appro- 
priations suali be appited-to putting such works in a state 
of preservation only, and such works be suspended tor the 
present. 

Mr. THOMPSON briefly explained the object 
he had in view. He could 


large approprauions for the purpose of finishing: 


~ 


these Works, and carrying on this system of forti- | 


fications, when there appeared no probability of 
their being at any time hereafter necessary for the 
defence of the country. At the same time he 
would not consent that the money which had 


already been expended in the erection of these for- | 


tifications should be thrown away. He had de- 
termined to vote for any sum which might be ne- 
cessury 10 preserve tnese costly works trom decay. 
To’preserve them in their present condition he 
was willing to vote; and with a view to that object 
he had proposed bis amendment. 

Tellers were asked and. ordered, and Messrs. 
Kavurman and Casey were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the ‘tellers re- 
poried—ayes 44, noes 7L.. 

So the amendment was neoitived. 

On motion by Mr. HARRIS, of Minoism. 

The committee rose and reported the bill, 

The question being on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, See Soe Be 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. 


a 


was |; 


not consent to vote | 


i 


| 


| of San Francisco. 
his dispatches, says “that the port and harbor of 
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table, and on that motion~he asked’ the yeas and 
bays. . i d * 
Pending the question, | 
Mr. THOMAS moved that the House adjourn. 
-Tetlers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Savace and Otis were appointed. 
“The question was 
pofted—ayes 76, noes 72. 
Mr. BAYLY called for the yeas and nays. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF UTAH. 
Whilst the House was dividing on the motion 
to adjourn— 
Assury Dickins, Esq., Secretary of the Senate, 
presented himself at the var of the House. 
a`few moments he was recognized by the Speaker, 


passed an act to provide for the Territorial Govern- 
ment of Utah. i 


merriment, but : 
The SPEAKER applied himself promptly to 
the restoration of order; which being effected, 
The SPEAKER then said, that the question was 
on ordering the yeas and nays on the motion to 
adjourn, ` 


taken, were—yeas 83, nays 71. f 
So the House adjourned. 


z 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


propriate committees: 
By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Samuel Ryan, A. G. El- 


| lis, D. M. Whitney, and others, for an appropriation for a 


road frou: Green Bay to St. Paul’s. 
Also, the petition of H. H. Smith, Thomas Davis, H. C., 


Twin Rivers. 
ers, fur a land office at Wanonah, 


Ferguson, and others, for the game. 

Aizo, the petition of Frederick: Borcherdt, Charles Kuebn, 
V. Kaufinaa, and others, 10 repeal the raw extending the 
tern or yie Woodworth patent. > 

Atso, the petition of Alfred Topliff, Stephen Wakeman, 
Hiram Campuell, and others, fur a maii route frum Madison 
to Waushara. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The preamble and resolutions of 
p the Ohio Legistatre, in relation to the independence of Li- 
| berra, passid February 5, 1850. 

Also, the resviuuons of the General Assembly of the State 
of Onio, in relation to the disposition of the public lands 
within the State of Ohio. 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, relative 
to atturding relief to Kossut aud nis followers, passed Feb- 
ruary 9, 1850. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuursvay, August 1, 1850. 
Mr. HALE. As | understand that the Journal is 
not yet made up, L move that its reading be dis- 
pensed with. 


| T'he motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION, 
Mr. CLEMENS. Inthe National Intelligencer 
of this morning l find a statement of a division of 


| the Senate, which it is perhaps necessary to cor- 
rect, as it goes on the Congressional record. 


lam 
reported as not voting at ail on the motion made 


| by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Nor- 


Ris} to strike out the words * establishing and 
prohibiting African slavery.’ I voted in the neg- 
ative on that occasion. 

The PRESIDENT. 
corrected, 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the acting Secretary of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 28h ultimo, calling for extracts of such 
dispatches as relate to the lopography of the bay 
Commodore Junes, in one of 


The Journal stands so 


* Benicia is one of the finest and safest in the world. 
t The Ohio might be laid up there as a receiving 


‘preservation than in any Atlantic port of the 
$ S . : POTS 

United States. The water of Benicia is often 
‘fresh enough to drink, consequently the copper 
< would be Kept clean??? “The report was referred 
to the Commitee on Commerce, 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


to the claim uf John Holden, late a sergeant of 


which were referred'to the Committee on Pensions. 


= 
eet 


“Mr. KAUF VAN moved to lay the bil on the | 


taken and the tellers re~. 


After | 


when he informed the House that the Senate had j 


‘The announcement was received with much | 


‘ithe yeas and nays were ordered, and, being | 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- | 


Haikon, and others, tor an appropriauon for a barbor at | 
Also, the p tition of Milton Ahlam, D. P. Myers, and oth- | 


Also, the petitions of E. F, Lewis, H. Carpenter, U. A. 


‘and storeship, and be kept in a state of far better | 


Mr. WALKER submitted documents relating: 


= 


ordnance in the United States'army, to a pension; |} 


‘Mr. HALE presented & petition of citizens of 


New Hampshire; acking that no State may here- « 


afier be admitted into the. Union whose constitu- 
tion does hot expressly prohibit slavery within its 
limits; which was-ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the same, askin 
that slavery may be prohibited by law in all the 
territories of the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. wa. eat j 

Also, from the same, asking that the right of 
trial by jury may be allowed by law to fugitive 
slaves, when arrested in any State. where their 
services are not claimed; which was ôrdered to lie 
on the table. l 

_ Also, a petition from the same, and one from 

‘citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that slavery may 
be abolished in the District of Columbia, or the 
seat of Government removed therefrom; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. Ne ge 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition from female 
residents of Windsor, in the State of Ohio, asking 
that certain information relating to the slave trade 
in the District of Columbia may be collected and 
laid before Congress; which was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, to which were referred the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 


| the bill to provide for the printing of the annual 


report upon commerce and navigation, reported 


| thereon that the committee had considered ‘said 


amendments, and had resolved that they agree to 
the second amendment; and that they agree to 
the eighth amendment with amendments, and dis- 
agree to the Ist, 3d, 4th,,5th, 6th,-7th, and 9th 


; amendments of the House. 


MAP OF NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. RUSK submited the following resolution, 
which lies over under the rule: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate purchase for 
the use of the Senate one thousand copies of Disturnel’a 


wap which accompanied the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
provided wey do not cost exceeding one dolar each.?? 


BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BELL, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained’ leave to, introduce a bill granting to the 
Nashville and Chatanooga Railroad Company 
the right of way, and a donation of public land, 
for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
road in and through the public lands in the State 
of Alabama; which was read a first and second 
time by its utle, and referred to the Commitiee‘on 
Public Lands, a5 ‘ 

The bill from the House of Representatives: for 
the relief of William Maxwell, late marshal of the 
United Suftes for the district of Georgia, was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

The question being on referring it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary— 

Mr. BERRIEN said: I very much hope that 
the bill will be at once passed, as itis of vepy 
pressing urgency. Mr. Maxwell was the mar- 


i| shal of- the district of Georgia, and if the House 


report could be read | am sauisfied the Senate would. 
have no objection to passing this bill for his relief, 
The Government obtained judgment against him, 
but becoming satisfied that it was an unjust caim, 
have suspended operations on it until the action 
of Congress shall be had. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 would prefer it taking its usual 
course, <a 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

GAINESVILLE AND DE KALB PLANK ROAD. 


The bill from the House of Representatives, to 
grant the right of way to the Gainesville and De 
Kalb Plank Road Company, was réad a first and 
second ume by its tide, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands. 

PRIVATE BILL. 


The engrossed bill No. 92, for the further relief 
of John Mitchell, was read a third time and’ passed. 
COMMITTEE ON ENGROSSED BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, 


Ordered, That a Senator be appointed by the President 
pro tem. to fil ine Vacancy in the Commitee on Engrossed 
gtis. * 


And Mr. Hare was appointed accordingly. 
DONATIONS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider Senate “bill.No, 28, being 


` 


N 
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the bill in relation to.donations of land to certain. 


persons in the State of Arkansas. : 

-The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments having been concurred. in, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

t THE ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA: 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lask the Senate to take up, 
for the purpose of making ita special order at such 
time as. may be designated, the biil (169 for. the 
admission of California into the Union. My object 
is merely to make it a special order when it shall 
be taken up. ae i 

Mr. DOWNS. I-shoóuld like to know some- 


thing about the order of business; and what vote | 


will be required to take the bill up? 

The PRESIDENT. -That of a majority. 

Mr: DOWNS. ls this not the morning hour? 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS. | Thatis the very time to take 

sit up. 

The PRESIDENT. Petitions and reports hav- 
ing been passed, the regular morning business is 
the consideration of resolutions which are lying 
on the table. It is in the power of the Senate to 
dispense with it, if it thinks proper. l 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What l propose, is only 
what we have been doing all the morning. 

Mr. DOWNS, Well, sir, as we have devoted 
all our time heretofore to California, | trust now 
that we shall take up some other business, 

Mr. DOUGLAS.. | merely propose.to fix a 
time for the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. DOWNS. We have had the subject dis- 


cussed in our.ears for so long a time that it has | 


become quite disagreeable to hear it. Suppose, 
therefore, we let it rest awhile. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate will have it in 
their power to postpone its consideration’ until 
Monday. 

Tne PRESIDENT. Gentlemen will come to 
order—this cohversation is not in order. The 
Chair ascertains the position of the bill to be thus: 
It siands among the special orders at this time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does it stand, then, as a spe- 
cial order for one o’clock. 
~ The PRESIDENT. The Chair finds that on 
the 19:h of April it was made a special order for 
the 6:h of May. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does it stand then as a spe- 
cial order to be reached at one o’elock? My ob- 
ject is to move to make it a special order for to-day 
or Monday. Iam in favor of go-day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator’s motion is 
to tuke up the bill wiih a view to postpone it to a 
day*ceitain, and make it a special order, 

Mr. CHASE. 1 wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether this bill, as it now stands, is not the spe- 
cial order fur to-day at one o’clock ? : 

The PRESIDENT. The special. orders will 
come up in their order, unless otherwise directed. 

Mr. CHASE. I inquire if this is not the frst 
special oder? 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order is 


- the bill to promote. thë progress of the useful arts: 


The question-was then taken on the motion to 
take up the bill—the yeas and nays being ordered 
~and it was agreed to, as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cuoper, Davis df Massachusetts, Day- 
ton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Doug- 
Jas, Ewing, -Felch, Greene, Hale, -Haintin, Joses, Miller, 
Norris, Puelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruauce, Stur- 
geou, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Wiatir ep, and 
Whiteomb—35. 

NAYs—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Butter, Clemens, Davis. of Misyissippi, Dawson, Downs, 
Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Prau, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee 

The bill being then up for consideration— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. l move to make the bill the 
speeial order for to-day at twelve o’clock, and for 
each subsequent day until disposed of. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to amend that mo- 
tion by saying on Monday next, and on that 
motion | cail for the yeas and’ nays. E 

Several Senarors, ‘Oh, withdraw the call.’’. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Weil, I withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [renew it. — i 

Several Senarors. ‘* Ob no; withdraw it.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I withdraw it, then. . 

Mr.SEWARD. lask for the yeas and nays, sir. 

Fhe yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. ÅT- 
cHison’s amendment to strike out * to-day” and 
Substitute ‘“ Monday,” and it’ was rejected, as 


follows: 


j 


— 


YEAS—Messrs. ‘Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Buler, Clemens, Davis “of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, 
Puott, Greene, Hale, Hunter, King, Manguin, Mason, Moi- 
ton, Pearce, Preps, Pratt, Rusk, Sevastian, Svdré, ‘Curiey; 
and Yujee—25. : : fi 


Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Diekinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Bouge ~or Towa, Dyugias, Ewing, 
-eleb, Hamia, Jones, Miner, Norris, Seward, Smelds, 
3 Lith, Spruance, Siurgeon, Underwood, Upnain,, Wales, 
Walker, Winthrop yanid Whitcoinb—29, k i 


Mr. ATCHISON.” 1 wish to make an inquiry. 
Does. not this omnibus bill stand as the order of | 
the day for twelve o’ciock; for there is such a bili 
Sull in existence? | It wiil then come up as the or- 
-der of tne day at twelve o'clock for its third read- 
ing, and the moton of, the Senaior trom illinois, 
at it prevail, will suspend action on it. 

Toe PRESIDENT.” ‘Vhe biil ordered to be en- | 
grossed yesterday was for the establishment of a 
government for Utah; and that wili come up for | 
Hs third reading. 

Mr. ATCHISON. [insist that the title has not 
been changed. ‘The title of the biH is suit for the 
admission of Califurnia into the Uniune&e. Al- 
though i know there ts nothing left of it but the 
provision which relates to Utah, it is sull the 
Special Order for this day at twelve o’clock, unless 
the mouon of the Senator from Litinois shall super- 
sede it. - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The bill, when it is en- 


| grossed, wiil cowie up in its order, and my motéon 


eee ~ | Scenes which [apprehended might.grow out-of 
NAYS— nessrs. Baldwin, . Bradbury, ‘Bright, Chase, f ppre’ SALE i 


i 


will not supersede it. it.wit bave the ; reference 
In going mmo we Elouse, as, from its position, it 
will have is third reading trst, and such is my 
desire. > 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 apprehend that the 
Senator from Missouri is right, and that if we 
adopt the mouon of the Senator trom Litinois, it 
wili, at twelve o'clock, lake precedence of this 
omnibus bill, as it is calied. 1 suggest that it would 
be beuer to say that the Caliturma bill shall ve 
taken up immediately, as the other bill, i under- 
stand, is not yet engrossed. W nen itis, it can ve 
taken up at auy ume and passed; as there can be 
No Opposiuon W it. 

Mr. HALE. {understand that it will soon be | 


the Seuate, say, that when, by the appreciauon of 
the Cham, | was piaced on the Couimittee on Bu- | 
grossed Bills this morning, l found the comaniuee | 
io such a situation, from laugue and eifecis of the ; 
hot weather, that they were not able tu do their 
duty, and they devolved it upon me. [Laughter] 
it will be reported in an hour or two, 

Mr. JONES. ‘Phe committee would have been 
filled last week but fur the opposition of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, who has now tailed to 
perform hisdutes, [Laughter] ‘fhe Seuator is 
responsible forthe fact tuat the vacancy in the 
committee was not filled. 

Mr. RUSK. | propose that we shall make the 
bill the special order for to-morrow. it will be 
done by common consent, L hope. 

Mr. RALE. 1 hope so. | 

Mr. FOOCE., b will state, as an additional ! 
reason for it, that l had hoped that we should have | 
taken up that poruon of tne bil which relates to | 
the boundary iine and New Mexico, precisely as | 
iwas yesterday when the amendment of the Sen- | 
ator from łiigois was rejected; for 1 believe ‘that 
we can make that bill satisfactory to a majority of 
the body. | hope, therefore, it wiil be at once 
taken up, for certain reasons well kuown to all, 


disposed of afterwards. know that the Caitformia 
wit cannot become a law antecedent to the estao- 
lishment of territorial governments. { speak of 
what lam perfectly assured, aud of whatl know, 
and what the most ardent friends of the admission | 
of California have been assured, both in this House | 
and out of it. 
shali vote for the motion tu postpone unul tonu- | 
row, with the inienuon of offeriug the biil 1 have | 
| mentioned, and, if i can induce the Senate to do ; 
so, of urging that it be taken up for considerauon 
and action. - 

Mr. DODGE, of fowa. The Senator from 
Mussissippi has stated that it ių well known that ue 
California bill cannot become a law without the 
passage of certain bills. J ask him to iniorm the 
Senate why it will not become a law. 

Mr. FOOTE, I thought ail understood, though 
it has not been talked or recently, that there were | 
certain parliamentary movements to be resorted 


to, elsewhere than here, that would be effectual for 


engrossed; and perhaps i should, m explapauon to || 


| 
x l 
and passed here, and thatthe Caltfurnia bill may be | 


t 


> | 
Tms being the state of things, L || 


cable for this bill to pass both Houses as à sepa 


i x 
i fornia. 


| not say it to denounce or threaten anybody, and, 


the-defeat of the:California 4 
ure. I myself have dreaded a resort. to that pr 
ceeding, because of the exciting and disoreanizin: 


pia bill asa separate meas- 


i alluded to. this-matter some months since; énda[p t 


êzpressed the opinion, which {entertain now, and 
ve never changed, that it was wholly impractic 


ate measure, And were it to pass-in that form: 
consequences of the most dreadful character. would? 
inevitably result, and it is with a view. to prevent 
scenes of the character to which I havé ref h: 
that I now, as [ did some months ago, ask-tliarthe 
territorial bill should be acted on first. .-Lwiil 

for my own part, and { believe I can say it'for 
other friends of the omnibus bill, that I should” 
have no preference for the connection of the vari- f 
ous measures in it, butfor she rejection of my pro: 
position to take, up the territorial bills: ` itis well 
kuown that 1 made such a motion, which was laid 
on the table from a regard to the dignity of Cali- 
But if the territorial bills had ‘been thus 
acted on, they would have become the law of the- 
land béfore this time, and Cahfornia would. have ` 
been in the Union two months ago. That is my 


| Opinion. And the reasons for supposing that the S 


course to which | have alluded will be resorted to, 

are stronger and more insuperable than. thoy: were. 
three months ago, and £ undertake to predict that n 
the bill will never pass as a separate measure. Ido: 


Lam now wilting 10 vote California into the Unijo 
in the only mode Í thought two months ago -was. | 
practicable, and the only mode which I think ‘ig 
practicable this morning. And I know that some 
of the most zealous friends of California, in -and 
outof Congress, who did not agree with me in this ` 
Opinion two months ago, are now satisfied that the 
bill will not pass as a separate measure. : 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave decided to withdraw my. 


motion. l had supposed it would have met with: ~ 


general consent—very much exhausted as we gen-,, 
erally are. A 

The question was then taken on the motion: of ~ 
Mr. Douaias to make the bill a special order for. 
this day at twelve o'clock; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move’that when the Sen-. 
ate adjourn to-day, it-adjournto meet on Mon- 
day next. “ So bee 

Mr. FOOTE. [hope not; 1 trust that the mo- 
tion I have made will be acted on, and at this stage: 
of our proceedings, There are other reasons. 
is known that the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Cray] is to leave us oñ Saturday, and ‘several 
others who desire a litile respite, and, after consid= 
ering this proposition an hour or two, we may:ad= - 
journ to-Monday. > 

Mr. BADGER. Ithas been very near three 
months since we have bad a holiday. We have 
been sitting here day in aud day out, every day 
except Sunday, and yesterday we had a sitting of 
nearly uine hours, The weather is excessively 
and oppressively hot, and { do think that, under _ 
the circumstances in which we are placed, it is:but 
reasonable that we should have a little time to. res | 
cover. I hope the proposition will prevail; 

Mc. DAYTON. I regret to differ with my 
friend from North Carolina, andit seems obvious 
to me that an adjournment from now to Monday. 
will accomplish nothing at all. Here are gentle- 
men—the Senator from Kentucky and others— 
who, doubtless, would like to go for a few. days 
out of the atmosphere of Washington; but to ad- 


} Journ to-night to be im our places again on Mons. 


day morning, would amount to nothing atall. We 
may as well go on as to take a recess for two 
days. Let us go on witif the business before us; 
let us feet of the question and gee what it is made 
of, and let us ascertain whether the Senate is’ dis- ` 
posed to go into the discussion of the general : 
question, or content themselves with voting... My pe 
opinion 1s that we should content ourselves with | 
voting; if we can, we may within two cor three. 
days dispose of this question. As to the remarks ` 
thrown out by the Senator trom Mississippi: that 
this bill will not pass, and that the action of the 
other House will be so and so, 1 trust the Senate 
of the United States will never act in reference. to, - 
an assumption thal the other House is to. be disor- 


i a 


EE 


ganized fur the purpose of preventing the passage’. œ 


of a bill. = & ` 
Mr. ATCHISON. If the. Senator will permit 

me, and for the purpose of giving him anopporta- 

nity to feel of this question of Califdrnia—now 


forthe -fitas time: 


~ 


“and substitute another bill not embracing Califor- 
i aa Bae : 


-| Btate 


tions, Lee ORS ES Ben ie 
oO DHE CALIFORNIA BILE. © 2. 
< Phe'hour of twelve-o’tlock having arrived, th 
¢Plenate préoceeded’as in Committee. of the Whole, 
othe consideration’ of the special order, being the 
bill for- yhe admission of California as a State into 
he Union. or vob PR andsd = 
Mr FOOTE. -Drise toa pointof order, to in- 
uireof the Chair whether it will be in order for me 
"o move to strike out all after the enacting clause, 


nia?o >. SAIE ; 3 
“Fhe PRESIDENT. ‘It willbe entirely ‘inorder... 
“Mr. FOOTE. 1 supposed’ so, “and therefore: 
hiaké that: motion, » : 
ou. Fhe PRESIDENT. 
‘all-after the enacting clause. ` 
‘Mr. DOUGLAS: I hope we may perfect the 
-?bilbbefore that is offered 0° : 
“The PRESIDENT. It will-be in order first to 
perfect the-bill. + l A . 
. Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to amend the bill by 
<, Inserting what was the third section of the former 
bill. i "n ; 

The amendment was read, as follows: . 

« That the said State of California is admitted into the 
Yunion upon, the- express: condition that the people of said 
State, through their Legislature or otherwise, shall never 
interfere with the primary disposal of the publie lands 
Within its limits, and shall pass no law and do no act where- 

.cby tbe tide'of. the United States to and right to dispose of 
the same shall-be impaired or questioned, aud tbat they 
shail never Jay any tax ‘Or assessment of any description 
“whatsoever upon the public domain of tbe United States, 
‘and ‘ino case shall the non-resident proprietors, who are 
citizens ‘of the: United States, he taxed -higher than resi- 
dets jand- that all. the navigable. waters.within the said 

all he common highways, and forever free, as well 
to'thé inhabitants of said’ Stare as: to the eitizens of the 

Utiiled States; without any tax, impost, or duty therefor: 

“Provided, That nothing herein contained ahal! be construed 

asrecognizing or rejecting the propositions tendered by the 
people of California as articles of compactin the ordinance, 
and-adopted in the Convention which formed the constitu- 

“Houof that state.” ‘ 

“Mr, BUTLER. Iwish simply to-ask a ques- 
tion. with reference to that matter; and I suppose 
the Senator from Illinois has paid that attention 
to the subject which will enable him him to an- 
giver it, as he is prepared no doubt to maintain’ 
thar amendment. If the Senators and Represent- 
atives on the floors of the different chambers agree 
to admit California, [ask him, as a question which 
F presume he has considered, for it is a very im- 

‘portant one, to say what control or what power 

swe could~have to make California comply with 

the conditions annexed ? f 
Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the same point which 

has been argued between the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [ Vir. SovLg] and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Wessrer.] and in which discussion I 
participated to some extent. I must leave it, there- 
fore, where that discussion left it: The amend- 
ment now, sir, is the same that was put upon our 
tables three or four months since, and was subse- 
quently made a part of the compromise bill. Ido 
not now wish to go into a discussion of the sub- 
jest. ’ 
Mr. FOOTE. I now cffer, as an amendment to 
the amendment, the same amendment,which F 
offered the other day and withdrew, the object of 
which is to reduce the boundary of California to 
the.tine of 350 30', and. to establish a. territorial 
government south of that line. I propose to add 
it to-the-end of the section: 

Aud th-tthe said. State of California shall never here- 

after claim as.withia her boundaries, nor attempt to exer- 
e:se.jurisdiction over any. portion of the territory at present 
chimed by her, except that which is ‘embraced within the 
following bounda ies, to’ wil: commencing in the Pacitie 
cean; three Engtish miles from the shore at the 42d degree 
ot. north Intitude 5 thence with the southern boundary fine 
ofthe Territory of Oregon, to.fhe surmmit of the Sierra Ne- 
vada thence along the crest ‘of that mountain to the point 
where it intersects the paratlel of latitude of 35° 30; thence, 
with said parallel of lativade to a point in the Pacific ocean 
three Baiglish miles from We shore; and thence to the be- 
ginning, in@inding allislands, bays, and harbors, adjacent 
to‘or included within the linits hereby assigued to said 

State. And a new Territory is hereby e-tablished, to be 

ealied Colorado, to consist of the residue. of the territory 

embraced within the limits of the said State of California, i 

as specified in the constitution heretofore adopted by the 
people of Californias forthe government of whieh Territo- 
rv sty established, all the provisions of the act relating to the 

Teritory of Utah, except-the name and boundaries therein 

specified, are hereby declared to bein force in said Terri- 
ory of C toads, from and after the day when the consent 
of the State of California sball have been expressed in some 


It is moved to strike out 


>» 


thé causes of the-defeat of thé compromise bill, in 
: which Messrs, Foore, Dawson, Cray, PEARCE; 


| lid Pensions, made adverse reports on the follow- 
| ing cases; which were severally ordered to lie on | 
| the table, and be printed, viz: 


f . . 
Pensions was discharged from the further consid- |! 


| count of services rendered in the war with Great 


fornjal manner to the nroditieation of her boundaries above 
Meserbed.”? x , ae 2 
* Adengthy discussion ensued, directed:chiefly to® 


Russa, Mason, BurLer, Hate, and Dickinson; | 
took ‘part, a report of which will be given hereafter. 
: THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senaje resumed thé‘consideration of the 
bill for thë admission of California as a State into 
the Union, to establish Territorial Governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 
to Texas for the establishment of her western and | 
northern boundaries. 

+ The bill-as amended came up on Hs third read- 
lng, and it was‘read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the title of the 
bill was changed to, “+ A bill to-establish a Terri- 
torial Government for the Territory of Utah.” | 

The Senate then adjourned. 


* 


-HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
3 Fripay, August 2, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
‘THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, . 

Mr. NELSON moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House- resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. ; : 

lı was a long time (Mr. N. said) since the pri- 
‘vate calendar had been taken up. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of busi 
ness, , 4 
Mr. HOLMES asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. NELSON objected. 

Mr. HOLMES appealed to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Netson] to withdraw the objec- || 
tion. 

Mr- NELSON declined to withdraw. i 

The question was then taken on the motion of || 
Mr. Nexson, and decided in the negative, without li 


a division. 7 | 
Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays on the | 
motion. : 


| 


The yeas and nays were refused. 

So the House decided that it would not proceed 
to the consideration of the private calendar. 

THE PRIVATEER GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. HOLMES again asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution. 

l The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
ows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
guested to furnish this House with all the papers and cor- 
respondence relating to the capture of the United States 
privateer General Armstrong, iu the port of Fayat, in the 
year 1814, by a British fleet, if not incompatible with the 
public interest. | 

Objection was made. i 

So the resolution was not introduced. ! 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, | 
to which had been referred the resolution concern- 
ing the compilation of claim cases, asked leave to 
make a report. | 

Objection was made. i 

So the report was not received. 

REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees for reports, commencing (where the call 
was last suspended )-with the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. asi 

Mr. LEFFLER, from the Committee on Inva- | 


The petition of James McCowley, asking for an 
invatid pension. i 

The. petition. of John Pearl, of the State of | 
Maine, asking for a pension fora wound received | 
in_the war with Great. Britain in 1814; and 
_ The petition of Hiram Prather and others, ask- jj 
ing that Samuel Campbell be. placed on the roll of | 
invalid pensions. 

On motion by Mr. L., the Committee on Invalid 


eration of the petition of Jeremiah Hess, sand |) 
others in his behalf, praying for a pension on ac- 


Britain; and front the petition of John B. Cunning- | 
ham, asking for a pension for injuries received to: 
bis constitution, while in the service of the United 
States; and.they were ordered to he on the table. 
On motion by Mr. L., the Committee on Invatid: 
Pensions: was discharged from the farther. cansid- 


eration: of: the: petition- of Edward- L. Young: for 


=e : 
f in consequence of the loss of his 
he performance. of His public duties 


Affairs. Si a . 
JETHRO WOOD'S PATENT. -- 
- Mr. WALDEN, from the Commitiee on Pat- 
ents, reported á bill to extend a paient to the 
heirs of Jethro. Wood, deceased;-which was read 
a first and second time by its titles o. o) 
The bill having been read twice by its title, 
Mr. WALDEN asked thatit might be:put upon 
its passage. ae 
Mr. NELSON called for the reading of the bill, 
And it was accordingly reads. 0 A es 
Mr. NELSON said he presumed ‘that every 
member of the House was familiar with the merits 
of this bili. He understood that the chairman of , 
the committee who reported it, [Mr. Wa.prn,] 
had asked that it might be put upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER said that mouon was pending. 
Mr. NELSON proceeded. He thought that the 
bill should be disposed of at once. It was pretty 


| well understood, and if it were permitted wo take 


its place among the regular orders of the day, it 
might produce, if not an excitement, at least a good 
deal of sensation throughout the gountry. _ 

The bill, as he understood it, proposed to put a 
tax of twenty-five cents on every. plongh tb be 
manufactured out of cast iron in this country, for 
the benefit of two young ladies and a widow, He 
felt no disposition at this tiñe to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the merits of the bill. Most of the 
members of the House, probably, had ‘seen the 
report,made during the last Congress by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pacents, [Mr. Farre& 
ly,] in which the history of the cast iron‘plough 
was given, and the merits of Jethro Wood’s inven- 
tion m some manner canvassed. , 

[Nearly the whole of these remarks are guess- 
work on the part of the reporter, so loud was ihe 
conversation all over the Hall.] * 

The SPEAKER, at this point of the remarks, 
interposed to order, and said, that conversation 


was so loud that it was impossible to hear what — 


the gentleman from New York 
saying. 

After the lapse of a minute or two— 

Mr. NELSON proceeded with his remarks. It 
must, he said, be known to every gentleman here 
that whatever migft have been the merits of the 
invention of Mt. Wood for which patents had 
been obtained, it was a matter about which; to 
‘say the teast of it, there was a. controversy; and 
that many persons who had investigated 11, be- 
lieved that no credit at all was. due to him foran 
original invention, It was sufficient to say, that 
inthe year 1814, # patent was granted to Jethro 
Wood; that it was reissued in 1819 for the period 


[Mr. NeLson] was 


i of fourteen years; and that subsequently, by an 


act of Congress (passed in 1833, he thought) the` 
exclusive right was extended by the Operation of 
that law, for fourteen years longer—so that the 
‘full benefit of the invention, if invention it was, 
had been enjoyed for twenty-eight years fiom'the 
year 1819. The records of the patent’office, and 
especiaily the report of Mr. Farrelly, would show, 
that twenty five patents had been granted before 
Mr. Wood obtained his patent; and, looking to 
that report, it would appear that everything in the 
principle of Mr, Wood’s patent had been long 
known. Subsequent to the grant of the patent 
in the year 1819, about two hundred patenis had 
been issued. And now, at this late day, without 
regard to the merits of the claim, but as a mere 
act of sovereign power, this House was. asked to 
interpose its authority and tax the farming inter- 
ests of the country for the benefit. of two young-~ 
ladies and their widowed sister. : 

Mr. HOLMES (interposing) desired to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. NeLsoN.] ; 

Mr, NELSON yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES said, he did not know much 
about ploughing, or the merits of ploughs. But he 
desired to. know whether the Empire State; which” 
the gentleman-in part represented gn this floor, did 
hot recommend a renewal of this patent? 

Mr. NELSON, -Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. HOLMES. One question more. Has not 
the Agricultural Society of the State of New York. 
recommended the renewal? = $ oo 

‘Mr. NELSON said, he was not prepared to aay. 
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If such was the fact, it was not known to him. 
He was merely stating facts as they appeared upon: 
the record, and which were open to the inspection 
of every man. He did not desire to detain the 
House; and he would therefore move that the bill 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CASEY appealed to Mr. Nezson to with- 
draw the motion. ; 

Mr. NELSON hesitated, but finally withdrew 
the motion on the pledge of renewal. 

So the motion was withdrawn. 


Mr. CASEY then said a few words, scarcely 
heard in the confusion, but he was understood to in- 
timate his opinion that these applications for re- 
newals of patents, by which a tax was to be imposed 
upon the manufacturing and agricultural interests | 
of the country, had become to be a nuisance which 
ought to be abated. These interests were already 
sufficiently burdened with taxation, This patent 
had been in existence since 1819, and the parties 
had had the benefit of it ever since. He was in 
favor of the passage of a law by which all these 
cases should be referred to a proper tribunal, 
where they could be properly examined. He was 
opposed to taking up the time of the House in 
discussing these matters, especially when it was 
pressed so heavily with the weight of other busi- 
ness. He should renew the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Nevson,] because he 
had pledged himself to do so; but he would prefer 
that the bill should be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, when it 
might take its place on the calendar and undergo 
the proper examination. . 

He moved therefore that the bill be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. HARLAN appealed to Mr. Casey to with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. CASEY declined; not feeling at liberty to 
do:so—having spoken by the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM, and others, asked the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced 25 gentlemen in favor of ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for tellers upon 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. McQueen 
and O¢Le were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 40. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 59, nays 115, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bay, Bingham, Bokee, Boyd, Burrows, 
But, Cartter, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Duer, Dunham, 
Alexander Evans, Freedley, Fuller, Gitinore, Gott, Hall, 
Hamilton, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, 
Howe, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, 
Preston King, Job Mann, Marshall, McLanaban, Morris, 
Nelson, Newell, Otis, Owen, Peastee, Putnam, Richardson, 
Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Silvester, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Strong, James Thompson, Jobn B. Thompson, Thurman, 
venante, Wallace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Wood 
ward—59. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alfen, Alston, 
Anderson, Ashmun, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Booth, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Thomas B. 
Butler, E. C. Cabell, Jos. Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandter, Clarke, Cleveland, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Deberry, Disney, 
Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gor- 
man, Gould, Haltoway, Hammond, Harlan, Isham G Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
Holmes, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Iuge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, Jutian, 
Kaufman, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Mason, Matte- 
son, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McKissock, Finis 
E. McLean, McQueen, MeWillie, Moore, Morse, Morton, 
Ogle, Orr, Peck, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Reed, Reynolds, 
Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Sweewser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, White, 
Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, and Young—115. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the Efouse resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

‘Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, appealed 
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i be read through, and should then be read by items. 


į ing to the Delegates from ‘Territories every priv- |! 
| ilege of members, save that of voting. 


to Mr. Bayxy to withdraw the motion—for what 
object was not heard. i 

he question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 89, noes 45. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Boyo in the chair.) 

CALIFORNIA. 


The CHAIRMAN announced the California 
message and bill as the first business in order. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to ay that message as 
to take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for tellers. 

Mr. SWEETSER inquired if it would not be 
in order, as a privileged motion, to move to take up 
the private calendar—this being the day assigned 
by the rules to the consideration of private bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. The private 
calendar is under consideration in Committee of 
the Whole House. ° 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. W arpo and 
Oce were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 98, noes 49. 

the California message and bill were laid 
aside. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 331. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What is the bill? | 

Several Vorces. Tell us what the bill is, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Barty, and was agrecd to. 

The House thereupon proceeded to the consid- 
eration of bill 331. Jt is a bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1851. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of terminating the general de- 

ate. 

Several Voices. What isthe bill? We know 
nothing about it. 

The title of the bill (which had not yet been 
read) was read as above. 

Mr. BAYLY said, the bill was very long. The 
habit of the committee had been that bills should 


He hoped that the committee would dispense with 
the general reading of the bill, and that it would 
be read and considered by items. 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected; and demanded 
the reading of the bill. f 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

After he had read a few items— 

Mr. EWING interposed, and, on his motion, | 
the further reading ofthe bill, by unanimous con- 
sent, was dispensed with. 

Mr. SIBLEY moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. SIBLEY said: Mr. Chairman, before I pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the particular subject | 
before the House, I crave its indulgence white 1]; 
advert, in very brief terms, to certain remarks | 
made by an honorable gentleman from New York | 
{Mr. Duer] a few days since, with reference to | 
the privileges of a Delegate to Congress. It was | 
my wish to reply to him at the time, but I could | 
not obtain the floor for that purpose. 

That gentleman denied that a Delegate could be |) 
invested with any rights in this House, save that 
of addressing it upon subjects strictly appertaining || 
to the Territory represented by him; and he even 
asserted that the practice of the House in permit- 
ting a Delegate to make a motion, or to introduce 
a bill or resolution, was not proper, nor in accord- || 
ance with constitutional restrictions. { do notin- |] 
tend to go into a discussion of this subject, but 
will merely state certain propositions, which I be- į! 
lieve to be correct, to justify this body in extend- |! 


Mr. DUER (Mr. S. yielding.) It was the gen- |! 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Srernens} and. not 
-me, who assumed that position. I believe that: 


i 


i 


Delegates are properly 
ects. : 
Mr. SIBLEY. The act of 1817, which defines 
the duties of Delegates, extends to them the right of 
debating, but not of voting. Thatisto say, they 
are permitted to do everything but that act, which 
is of itself the sum and substance of all. legislation. 
If I do not entirely misapprehend what the term 
legislation means in its strict sense, it isthe majority 
vote of the members of a constituted body au- 
thorized to make laws. All motions, or resolu- 
tions, or other proceedings of such a body, are 
the preliminaries, the prerequisites, the safeguards; 
but the vote itself is the legislation, and nothing 
else. Will any one contend that it is not in the 
power of this House, at its discretion, to do away 
entirely with all the forms now required by its 
rules, except so far as they may be provided for 
in the Constitution itself, and vote at once upon 
any naked proposition made by one of itsi mem- 
bers and adopt it? Would the mere submitting of 
such a proposition be a part of the legislation, or 
would not the vote giving it vitality and effective- 
ness be the legislative act? Until that vote was 
given, the proposition itself remained a naked ab- 
Straction, inert, lifeless, and without strength or 
virtue. : å 
The right of debate to be accorded by tha 
House to a Delegate, should, in the opinion of the 
gentleman, be confined entirely to subjects of in- 
terest to the Territory by him represented. Ad- 
mitting this construction, | would inquire what 
great measures are legislated upon by Congress 
which do not as much affect the people of the 
Territories as those of the States? All laws pro-. 
posed to be passed which have in view changes of 
the tariff system, or in the price of the public 
lands, or in the system of internal improvements, 
or in the fiscal or commercial policy of the coun- 
try; in fact, every subject of general importance 
to which the attention of Congress is directed, 
carries with it as much of weal or wo to the peo- 
ple of your Territories as to those of the States’ 
themselves. Would there be a show of justice în. 
precluding Delegates from taking part in the deé- 
bate upon such-topics ? : ee 
After all, what is an organized Territory, and 
what its political relation to the General Govern- 
ment? It isa collection of citizens of the United 
States upon the public domain, having individ- 
ually, as such, all the specific and constitutional 
rights of other citizens resident in the States, and 
paying in the same ratio their proportion of the 
expenses of the Government of the Union; but not 
being sufficiently numerous to reach that standard 
which is entitled to a vote under the laws of the 
land, they are debarred from that privilege, but 
from no other. In other words, your Territories 
are members of the national family, not, indeed, 
arrived at maturity, nor emancipated from paternal 
control, but equally interested in the welfare ofthat 
family, with those who have arrived at full age, 
and equally entitled to be heard on those subjects, 
which are of importance to all, 
a If this is a rational “and just view of the position 
which a Territory bears to the parent Govern- 
ment, and if there is nothing in the Constitution 
which forbids this House from admitting Delegates 
as consulting, but not voting members, I can- 
not perceive the propriety of the views expressed 
by the honorable gentleman to whom I have re- 
ferred. If making motions and introducing res- 
olutions are no more strict legislation, than is the 
mere act of debating such motions or resolutions, 
then I must think the member from New York is 
decidedly wrong in admitting the one privilege, 
and rejecting or refusing the other. 

The difference between a territorial condition 
under this Republic, and a mere colony, is well 
and forcibly described by an English writer. 
“The United States,” he says, “have no col- 
‘onies. California and Oregon, whether existing 
‘as Territories or organized as States, are integral 


allowed to debate all sub- 


| ‘portions of the Republic. They occupy a definite 


‘place in a great imperial sysiem, nicely balancing 
‘the centrifugal form of self-government, with 
‘the centripetal obligations of the federal league. 


1506 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Aug. 2, 


+f 


¢ Whereas, an English. colony, .what.is.it?—a.com- 
«munity. which is to the world what the Cagots 
‘were'to, mediæval soctety—an entity unknown to 
‘international. law, and: disregarded by national 
“comity—without one distinct right, or one unal- 
‘terable privilege, without name, position, char- 
tacter or cognizable analogy.” 

With these few remarks, Mr. Chairman, upon 
the. general character. of territorial governments, 
I now proceed to another topic, to which I alluded 
several weeks since, stating, at the same time, my 
intention to discuss it at an appropriate period. 
I' refer to our relations with the Indian tribes 
Within our limits, but more especially with those 


peals to the sympathies not only of the people l 
have the honor to represent, but to those of every 
American. The solution of the problem which 
involves the civilization of the remaining Abori- 
ginal tribes, or the alternative of their utter ex- 


tinction, is intimately connected, also, with the | 


peace and ultimate prosperity of our own Terri- 
tory. Itis for these reasons that I regard it to be 
my imperative duty, not only to my constituents, 
but to the Indians themselves, to review briefly 
the policy of the Government in their intercourse 
with the latter, and to suggest such a remedy for 


existing evils, as will, in my judgment, suffice to || 


meet the exigencies of the case. If, unfortunately, 
this Government shall still persist in its present | 
course, with a full knowledge of its unhappy tend- | 
ency, Minnesota shall at least be freed from any 
responsibility on that score. 


I am.aware, sir, that the Commissioner of In- |} 


dian. Affairs is required by law to make an annual 


exhibit of the affairs of his department, and of | 
the general condition of the Indians within the ij 


limits of the United States. But it is equally 
certain that his report does not receive an attentive 
perusal from one tenth of the members of either 
House of Congress. In fact, so far as any legisla- 
tion is concerned, having for its object the advance- 
ment of the tribes in civilization, it may well be 
asserted that the whole question is banished from 
these Halls. You have as one of the standing 


committees of this House, that on Indian Affairs; | 


but if Lam not in error, itis no part of the duty 


assigned to that committee, composed as it is of į 


able and intelligent men, to do more than to act 
upon the business which may be brought before 
it. ft cannot reasonably be expected of that com- 


tion of the condition of each tribe, to ascertain 


condition. But of one fact we are all cognizant, 
and that is, the absolute certainty that the Indians 

, are rapidly diminishing in number. I conceive it 
to be incumbent upon this Government to find out 
the cause of this diminution, and to arrest it. 


Sir, at an early period of our history, there was | 
much more attention paid to this subject than | 


there now is, and many plans were originated to 
meliorate the condition of the Indian race. 1 can- 
not discover, however, thatany systematized effort 
was made to civilize them, or to prepare them for 
admission into the great American society of free- 


ve repeated, of grievous wrongs inflicted upon this 
a $ 3 Part Sait is i 
of the Northwest. The subject is one which ap- |) 


|| the position in which Providence had placed them. 


| degradation. 


| Government, ft would, doubtless, have been at- 


il far elevated above them in the scale of existence. 


; ; J ted t |i If these tribes had been more or less civilized, by 
mittee, continually occupicd as it is with other | 


duties, that it shall enter into a detailed examina- | 
| i k || ence exercised upon the wilder bands, when 
what causes are in operation seriously to affect that || 
i at once elevating and beneficial. 
|as I have before stated, the very reverse of this | 

has been the case. 


men. Then, as now, philanthropic and christian | 


associations and individuals were found laboring 


su evangelize them; but theirefforts were then, as | 
tuey now are, to a great extent abortive and un- |) 
The policy pursued by the Govern@ | 


successful. 


ment was, to make reservations upon which the 
fndians' were to be allowed to reside for an indefi- 


nate period, after the title to their lands had been || 


extinguished. So soon as the surrounding region 
became settled by the whites, these poor creatures, 
subjected to indignities of every description, 
treated as outcasts and supplied with intoxicating 
drinks by unprincipled white men, either dwin- 
dled rapidly away, or, forced to sell their reserva- 
tions, emigrated in a body to a more remote part 
of the country, only, in the course of a few years, 
to be resubjected to the same process, 


our consideration. In the wars of the Greeks, the 
Romans, and the Franks, and, in more modern 
times, of the British Empire in India, we read of na- 


tion after nation being subjugated, and their territo- | 
ries occupied, but never of their becoming speedily | 


extinct in consequence of a failure on the part of 
the conqueror to-allow them such privileges and 
such conditions as were indispensable to their ex- 


istence. It remained-for those Anglo-Saxons, who 
fled to this New World to escape persecution at 
home, and for their descendants, boastful as they 
are and have ever been, of their philanthropy and | 
their’ religion—it remained for them, I. say, to 
show. to the world, that while they wrested from 
the red man the soil which gave him birth, they 
neither incorporated him into their community 
as a member, nor bestowed upon him any of! 
those beneficent appliances which were necessary | 
to preserve him, and raise him to a level with 
themselves. From the days of the Pilgrim Fathers 
to the present time, there is the same sad story to 


unhappy race. ; . 

Sir, history has thus far failed to do justice to 
the heroic bands, who have strugeled so fiercely 
to preserve their lands. and. the graves of their 
fathers, from the grasping hand of the white man. 
The wars which have so often desolated the fron- | 
tier, sullied indeed with horrid butcheries and 
atrocities on the part of the Indians, will, never- | 
theless, hereafter be referred to as the efforts of a 
brave and patriotic race to maintain themselves in 


True, numbers, science, and discipline, prevailed 
in the end, and the vanquished submitted of ne- 
cessity to the will of the victer. That will was 
death, not by the more merciful sword, but bya 
lengthened course of oppression, of insult, and of 


The system of removing the Indians. to the west 
of the Mississippi originated during the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Monroe, but it was not acted upon 
to any extent until after General Jackson was ele- | 
vated to the Presidency. It was then announced 
as the scheme par excellence, which was to afford , 
“ healing to the nations.’? And, if it had been į 
carried out according. to the original design, with į 
due care and in good faith, by the agents of the 


tended with happy effects. But this has not been 
the case, and the actual result has been to intro- | 
duce among the bands of wild and noble savages 
who roam the western prairies, a horde of worth- 
less vagabonds, reeking with the vices, but pos- 
sessed of none of the virtues of the whites, to 
| breed a moral pestilence in the land, and to con- 
i taminate those who were, comparatively speaking, 


| the well-directed efforts of the Government itself, 
before they were called upon to remove, the influ- 


brought in contact with them, would have been 


| Sir, itis my sincere conviction, that of all the 
| Indians who have been. removed to the west of the 
Mississippi, there are very few who entertain kind 
feelings towards this Government; nay more, who 
are not its secret or avowed enemies. This is a 
startling assertion, but it isnot the less true. The | 
| reason is obvious to any one who is the least ac- į 
| quainted with Indian character. This is to be 
| found in the defective manner in which treaties are | 
| negotiated with them, in the unfitness of the indi- 
viduals too often selected as commissioners, and 
the liule regard manifested by the agents of the 
Government, in carrying out the stipulations of | 
solemn treaties after they are made. No man, sir, | 
should be appointed to the responsible office of | 
commissioner on the part of tne Government, to 
negotiate with the Indians for the purchase of their | 


sessed of a practical knowledge of the peculiar - 
characteristics of that race. If the act cf makinga | 


i every pledge made by the authorized agent of the 
j; 


1 
| treaty is not to belooked upon asa mere mockery | 
i 


or a farce, every stipulation contained in it, and | 


| Government, should be as scrupulously fulfilled as 
f the negotiation had been entered into with a: 


j e | sovereign and independent nation. Nay, sir, the i 
Mr. Chairman, the history of the northern por- |; S y, sir, 


f ; ; i SAN h 
tion of this continent presents one strange fact for | redress their grievances, and are entirely depend- 


t 
| ent upon the sense of justice of the other party, | 
! appeals strongly to this Government to avoid even | 
| the appearance of a desire to shrink from the per- | 


very fact that the weaker party are powerless to | 


formance of its obligations, voluntarily incurred. 
Į regret to say, that such magnanimity as this is 
too seldom displayed. On the contrary, when | 
commissioners are appointed who do not reside on || 
the frontier, and who have little or no sympathy | 


Unfortunately, |; 


lands, unless he be of high character; and pos- | 


with-the. Indians, they do not hesitate to overcome 
the natural repugnance of the savages to part with 
their lands, by making promises whieh they know 
will never be performed, but which the poor vic- 


i| tims believe to be made in good faith. The com- 


missioners, having accomplished their object by 
obtaining the signature of the chiefs, plume them- 
selves upon having made a favorable treaty, leav- 
ing the miserable savages 10 find. out in due time 
that they have been betrayed and. deceived. This 
first breach of faith is, of course, chargod upon the 
Government itself, Then there arises another just 
cause of complaint. The treaty stipulations, albeit 
they have been duly sanctioned by the Senate, are 
not fulfilled. I will venture the assertion, that 
not one in ten of the treaties made will be found to 
have been carried out in good faith. H they were, 
sir, your streets would not be thronged every year 
with delegations from distant bands, to seek jus- 
tice at the hands of their “ Great Father.” Yea! 
old men making weary and toilsome pilgrimages 
of thousands of miles, to supplicate that their 
righteous claims may not be longer disregarded. 
One instance of this kind occurs to me, in which 
the Government bound itself to pay $5,000 per an- 
num to a certain band in 1837, and, to this day, 
although the sum has been regularly estimated for, 
and appropriated by Congress, that band has never 
received one cent of this annuity; nor has it been 
expended for their benefit. This is but one case 
in a thousand that might readily be cited. 

Sir, when these tribes, thus suffering under real 
or supposed grievances, are herded together like 
cattle, preparatory to their removal from their own 
lands to a far-distant dwelling-place; when, treated 
with contumely and threatened at every step, they 
arrive at length at their place of destination, is it 
natural to suppose that they can feel much amity 
for the power whose agents have done them these 
wrongs? No, sir; and one of the evils inseparable 


‘from this state of things is, that the hostility thus 


engendered is not confined to their own breasts, 
but is transferred, to some extent, to individuals 
of other bands, with whom they are brought in 
contact. Thus are concentrated upon our western 
border hords of ‘Savages, who are all more or less 
imbued with feelings of distrust and hatred towards 
the whites, which are only kept from manifesting 
themselves by a fear of the superior power of the 
Government. Sir, all the Indian wars you have . 
had upon your hands, and aré likely to- occur here- 
after, have been and will be occasioned by pro- 
ceedings, such as I have but faintly described, on 
the part of your agents. The Black Hawk diffi- 
culty, so called, which cost you millions of dol- 
lars, was thus brought about. The Florida war 
took its origin inthe treaty of Payne’s Landing, by 
which the Seminoles conceived themselves to have 
been defrauded and deeply wronged. This war 
has already cost you some thirty or forty millions, 


l| and from present indications, is likely to be re- 


newed at another heavy expenditure on your part. 


| And thus, sir, will this Government continue to 


be involved in troubles with the Indian tribes, 
until it ceases to pursue its present course with re- 
gard to them, and adopts a policy more in accord- 
ance with the principles of justice and humanity. 

Mr. Chairman, I have gone into some detail of 
the operation of the present system upon the In- 
dians, because it is necessary that it should be un- 
derstood. A physician cannot be expected to 
prescribe successfully for his patient, without 
knowing the nature and extent of the disease. 


| No more can Congress apply a remedy to exist- 


ing evils, until they are properly probed and ex- 
posed. Sir, even the efforts of Christian mission- 
aries to evangelize these Heathen, are more 
obstructed by the policy of the Government than 
by any other cause. The Indians who are thereby 
rendered restless and. discontented, are little dis- 
posed to receive or profit. by religious instruction. 
To use the words of a former eminent member of 
this House, “ The Indian is called by the endear- 
‘ing nameof brother, and he is told that we are re- 
‘ ligiously bound by the most sacred injunction to 
‘dé unto others as we wish that others may 

‘unto ns; at the same time we exclude him from 
‘any participation in the benefit of our social and 
‘civil institutions. We treat the whole race as if 
‘ they were not the descendants of Adam, and thus 
‘we baffle and tantalize the christian, who labors 
‘for their moral and religious instruction; and 
“hence the deluded hopes of many wise and pious 
‘clergymen, whose efforts in their behalf, how- 
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“* ever unavailing, reflect upon them the highest 
‘honor. The Indian, at a loss to reconcile the 
‘friendly professions of the Christian, who labors 
‘for their moral and religious improvement, with 
‘the cruel treatment inflicted upon them by the 
‘Government, doubts the sincerity of the Chris- 
‘tian, his jealousies and suspicions are excited, 
‘and the most hitter enmity to the whites rankles 
‘in his bosom.” Sir, this picture, mournful as it 
is, which was presented to this House twenty- 
seven years ago, by the distinguished chairman of 
he Committee on Indian Affairs at that time, is a 
most correct delineation of the state of things ex- 
isting at this distant period. One which would be 
more truthful and applicable to the present condi- 
tion of affairs cannot be drawn. The thousands 
of dollars contributed by the Christian community 
in this land, for the melioration of the condition of 
the Indian race, and the faithful and unwearying 
labors of the missionaries of the Cross to evangel- 
ize them, will be alike unavailing, until the whole 
Indian system of the Government is changed. 1 
bear cheerful testimony to the zeal and constancy 
with which these missionaries have labored in the 
Northwest, while | lament that they have not met 
with the success with which their exertions would 
have been crowned, if the policy of the Govern- 
ment had not interposed an insurmountable barrier. 

It is a fact, Mr. Chairman, that under the opera- 
tion of the present system, the Indian, when de- 
prived of his lands, becomes entirely indifferent 
and apathetic as to his fate. With the mark of 
Cain upon his brow, regarded as a vagabond and 
treated as such, he actually loses a portion of his 
former vitality, and falls an unresisting prey. to 
the slightest form of disease. Itis an utter fallacy 
to suppose, that the diminution in the number of 
the Indians is attributable to the use of intoxica- 
ting drinks.. True, this is an evil of great magni- 
tude, which should be suppressed. But the real 
cause will be found in the policy which reduces 
the comparatively noble and independent savage 
to the condition of a vagrant and an outcast. 

If you are sincerely desirous that he should strive 
against the process of demoralization, you must 
place before him some motive to stimulate his am- 
bition, and some hope that bya course of moral 
and intellectual culture, he can attain toan equality 
with his white brethren. But to do this effectu- 
ally, you must first win back his confidence, and 
convinée him that the pledged faith of your Gov- 
ernment, is considered as a solemn anda binding 
obligation, not to be dispensed with at pleasure. 

Sir, I believe the first step to be taken for the 
improvement of the Indians, is to exiend over 
them the protection of law. With this view, 
I had the honor at the beginning of this session, 
to introduce for the consideration of this body, a 
bill for the extension of the laws of the United 
States, over the Indian tribes within the boundaries 
of Minnesota and Oregon. I included thé latter at 
the special instance and request of my friend, the 
Delegate from that Territory, who fully concurs 
with me as to the propriety and necessity of such 
a measure. Sir, I can say in all sincerity, that 
unless this bill, or a corresponding one, is passed 
by Congress, all other plans for the civilization of 
the Indians will fail. It isthe substratum apon 
which all else must rest. It has for its object, the 
security of life and property among the Indians 
themselves, to protect the industriously disposed 
against the system of communism by which they 
are now oppressed. F do not ground my convic- 
tions of the beneficial operations of this’ measure 
upon my own individual opinion only, but upon 
those of the officers of the Government, of the 
missionaries, and of many prominent citizens of 
our Territory, who have all had much opportunity 
of acquiring information connected with the con- 
dition of the Indians. They have petitioned you 
to pass such a bill. The objection, which, has 
with some plausibility been urged against it, that 
it would bear with too much severity upon a bar- 
barous people, unaccustomed to the discipline of 
law, hasin reality no foundation, for its very intent 
and operation would be to arrest the eruelties and 
outrages which are now practiced among them, 
upon persons and property. Another difficulty 
may perhaps be suggested, that these tribes are in- 
dependent, and that consequently no right exists 
on the part of this Government, to subject them to 
its laws. But, sir, this state of independence is 
only nominal. The Indians hold their lands by 
a usufrictuary right, or right of occupation, the 


fee simple being in the United: States. - For’ this 
reason, the Government has never hesitated to | 
make such rules and regulations within the limits i 
of the Indiañ country, operating equally upon 
whites and indians; as it has deemed expedient. | 
And, sir, your functionaries have ever taken upon |; 
themselves to inflict punishment at will upon one 
tribe for committing aggressions upon another 
tribe. Stripes, confinement at hard labor, and the 
degradation and imprisonment of the chiefs and | 
principal men, for petty offences, have been resort- 
ed to, whenever the occasion prompted a recourse | 
to such inflictions. Nay, sir, your Department of | 
Indian Affairs has heretofore arrogated to itself the 
right to stop the payment of annuities to the tribes, 
under solemn treaty stipulations, when one tribe | 
has been guilty of aggressions upon another band. 
This was done on one occasion within a few years, 
when, because three or four individuals of the 
tribe, entitled to provisions in’ accordance with 
treaty stipulations, joined a war party, and were 
present at the murder of some persons of a differ- 
ent tribe, the department ordered the stoppage of 
the annuities of the bands to which the offenders 
belonged, and thereby occasioned the death of 
more than one hundred and fifty innocent indi- 
viduals by starvation, or diseases engendered by |! 
improper food. f 

In the face of such facts as these, sir, where is 
there any propriety in opposing the objection to 
the passage of the bill referred to, on the score of 
the independence of these tribes? The plea js a 
mere mockery, and one object of the bill is to 
place these poor creatures under the benign rule of || 
our own laws, and thereby put a stop forever to all | 
the arbitrary and illegal proceedings to which I 
have called your attention. Ifthe Indians must 
be punished, let the inflictions at least be regulated 
by law. Sir, the very measure I am advocating, | 
and which anticipates the division of property 
among the individual Indians, has been often rec- 
ommended by eminent and experienced men hold- | 
ing high stations under this Government. In 
1789 General Knox, then Secretary of War, thus 
expressed himself in a report to the President: 
“ But it has been conceived to be impracticable to 
‘ civilize the Indians of North America. This opin- 
‘ion is probably more convenient than just. 
‘deny that under a course of favorable circum- 
‘stances it could be accomplished, is to suppose 
‘the human character under the influence of such 
“stubborn habits, as to be incapable of melioration 
t or change, a supposition entirely contradicted by 
‘the progress of society, from its barbarous ages 
‘t to its present degree of perfection. Were it pos- 
‘sible to introduce among the Indian tribes «a love 
‘for exclusive property, it would be a happy com- 

‘ mencement of the business.”’ 

Mr. Calhoun took the same view of the subject 
in his report in 1822: “ To tribes thus sufround, 
‘ed, nothing can be conceived more opposed to | 
* their happiness and civilization, than this state of || 
‘nominal independence, while it has nearly all the 
‘ disadvantages of a state of absolute subjugation. 
‘The consequence is inevitable. They lose the 
‘lofty spirit and heroic courage of the savage state, 
‘without acquiring the virtues which belong to the 
‘civilized. Depressed in spirit, and debauched in 
‘morals, they dwindleaway a wretched existence, 
‘a nuisance to the surrounding country. Unless 
“some system can be devised, gradually to change 
‘this relation, and with the progress of education to 
s extend over them our laws and authority, it is feared 
“that all efforts to civilize them, whatever flattering i 
‘appearances they may fora while exhibit, must L 
“ultimately fail.” f i 

Sir, I might continue quotations to any extent, | 
in support of the principle that there can be no | 
hope of improvement for the Indian, until he is | 
brought within the pale of the law. But those I | 
have recited, together with the fact that the failure | 
of Congress to adopt them, has produced the dis- 
astrous results that were predicted, should bea 
sufficient guarantee to this House, and to the coun- 
try, that no evil, but much good, would follow the 
passage of this proposed bill. The gentleman, 
recently at the head of the Indian Bureau, has | 
recommended such a measure in his late report. 
His view of its necessity, is based upon the reasons 
which kave been urged by the several superintend- 


pregnant with blessings to the poorsavage. Under 
its operation, the murders, the massacres, and the 


| avert his impending fate. 


To |} 


| 
| 
entsand agents of the department. It is indeed 
H 
j 


destruction of property will cease. The wars be- 


tween hostile bands: will be surpressedy A: hew: 


era will have commenced in: the bisteryof there 
man, ‘and the corner-stone of his ‘civilization will” 
have been laid. Hand in hand with: this measure; 


should be a provision that each individual-of what- | 


ever tribe, who will cultivate the soil for three con- 
secutive years, shall be. entitled toa grant of a. 
certain number of acres ofland, without the power; 
however, of alienating. it: . By thus doing; you: 
will stimulate those who are industrious to exer+ 
tion. With an experienced gentleman:from whom 
I have already quoted, E believe that ‘the histony: 
‘of all nations, Christian or Heathen, williconfrny: 
‘the fact, that none of the sons and daughters: of. 
‘men ever did become extensively: civilized; vir- 
‘tuous and happy, except they were stimulated to 
‘ industry and enterprise, by giving them an idea of 
‘ separate property, and securing to-each individual. 
‘the fruits of his own labor, industry and enter- 
‘ prise, with the power of transmitting them to-those 
‘who are most near and dear to him.”  And-who 
can urge a stronger claim upon you. in favor of 
such a grant than the poor savage, the descendant 
of that noble race who have given you an ‘empire: 
such as the world has never seen? “While youare! 
agitating the question in this Hall. of the propriety: 
of giving to every white settler a large: portion of 
the public lands, “ without money and: without: 
price,” no voice has been heard in: favor of. that: 
portion of God’s creation, from. whom you. have; 
received these lands, for a consideration: too insig»: 
nificant to be taken into the account. Has: any’ 
one suggested that common justice would:teach usi 
to provide a home for the Indian, and that perad- 
venture he might be reclaimed from his savage. 
state? No, sir; he belongs to a doomed race, and: 
itis not deemed worth the pains to endeavor to: 
As if God in his mercy: 
had ever placed upon this earth, a race created. in 
his own image, fore-ordained only to suffer and.to: 
die! 

Sir, give to the wandering savage a home se- 
cured to him by law, and you will have done: 
much to redeem him. You thereby begin thepro- 
cess of denationalization, and the end will be his: 
incorporation into the American family: Mean- 
while bestow upon him civil privileges, with hold- 
ing political rights, until he is sufficiently advanced: 
to appreciate their enjoyment. Establish manual- 
labor schools for the education of his childrenvin 
the useful arts, and in the English language, and 
afford him at the same time, the. blessings of re» 
ligious instruction. Insist that all. the children: 
as they arrive at a suitable age, shall attend these 
schools, and let them be kept as. much as possibley 
from the demoralizing influences with which: they: 
are now surrounded. The annuities of the differ- 
ent hands will, of course, continue to: be divided 
as they now are, per capita, and each individual 
who is the head of a family, will thus receive the 
means to aid him in his endeavors to meliorate his 
condition. Adopt these incipient measures, and 


| thus prepare the way for the reception’ of the, In- 


dian as an equal into your community. © You: will 


' thereby relieve him from the: incubus which: now 


threatens the speedy extinction of this’ unhappy 
people. It will then be no longer the case as it is. 
now, that your first intercourse with the savage, 
the first’ apparently friendly grasp of the. hand 
which you tender him, will infuse a slow but foul 
and mortal poison in his veins, to blight his hopes, 
destroy his energies, and send him an unresisting 
victim to the grave. 

Sir, in this work you will have the coöperation 
of every man on the frontier, except, perhaps, of 
a few miserable wretches, who. risk their souls? 
salvation by the sale of intoxicating liquors to the 
Indians. These few are rapidly diminishing; 
scathed as they are by the burning indignation of 
a sound public sentiment. For the rest, I know 
of no others among us so utterly depraved, as-not 
to bid ‘* God speed” to measures which havea 
direct tendency to elevate the poor savage.” Sir, 
there is nothing to prevent the civilization of the 
Indian race. They are gifted with a high order 
of intellect, and an aptitude for acquiring knowl- 
edge fully equal to that possessed’ by the: whites; 
and this nation will be held responsible before- 
God and man, if it longer neglects to provide :for 
the preservation of the remaining tribes.; | 

But, Mr. Chairman, I remark in conclusion; that 
if anything isto be done it must bedone: now. 
The busy hum of civilized communities is ‘already: 
heard far beyond the mighty Mississippi. You 
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are about to remove the Oregon Indians to the east 
of. the Cascade Mountains, The settlements in 
New Mexico and in Utah, are driving the tribes that 
roam the prairies in that quarter, towards the East 
andthe North. Your pioneers are encircling the 
last home of the red man, as with a wall of fire. 
Their encroachments are perceptible, in the rest- 
Jessness and belligerent demonstrations of the pow- 
erful bands who inhabit your remote western 
plains. You must approach these with terms of 
conciliation and of real friendship, or you must 
very. soon suffer the consequences of a bloody 
and remorseless Indian war. Sir, what is to 
become of the fifty or sixty thousand savage 


of form—of physiognomy, or color—as it would 
have if.a law were passed to make every variety 
of birds equal; to make those birds which have 
heavy bodies and small wings, fly, and soar like 
eagles and those other birds that have long wings 
and light bodies. It is just the same thing. You 
may take the canine breed. Some havea remark- 
able instinct in one way—some in another. You 
cannot by law make them the same; and there- 
fore 

Mr. SIBLEY interposed, and suggested that 
John Randolph and other distinguished Virginians 
had boasted of their Indian blood. Did not the 
gentleman regard these men as furnished with long 


warriors and their families, who. line your fron- 
tier, when the buffalo and other game upon which 
they now depend for subsistence are exhausted ? 
Think you they will lie down and die without 
a struggle? Ño, sir, no. The time is not 
far distant, when pent in on all sides, and suf- 
fering from want, a Philip or a Tecumseh will 
arise to band them together fora last and desperate 
onset upon their white foes. What then wiil 
avail the handful of soldiers stationed to guard the 
frontier. Sir, they, and your extreme western 
settlements, will be swept away as with the besom 
of destruction. We know that the struggle, in 
such case, would be unavailing on the part of the 
Indians, and must necessarily end in their exter- 
mination. But this nation will subject itself to ad- 
ditional and awful retributions of that Providence 
without whose knowledge and permission ‘‘noteven 
a sparrow falls to the groond,” if it fails to use 
every endeavor to avert such a catastrophe. This 
Republic-is even now expiating its guilt in this 
respect to some extent, by the visitations of pesti- 
lence, and the weakening of that bond of harmony 
among its members which was wont to exist. 
While manifesting an active sympathy for the 
nations of the Old World, who are down trodden 
by despotic power—while like the Pharisee of old, 
we are thanking God that we are not as other men 
are, we seem to forget that we are still pursuing a 
line of policy towards the Indian race, which has 
already destroyed countless thousands of them. 
Sir, this nation of more than twenty millions of 
peonle, can well afford to reach forth its friendly 

and to rescue the residue of this unhappy people, 
from degradation and death. You are taking from 
them their lands, their homes, their all, and what- 
vver return can be made them in this hour of 
their greatest need, should be granted with an un- 
grudging and generous hand. 

Well might the eloquent Sevier, whose voice is 
now silenced in death, thus appeal to the Senate 
in behalf of the Indian tribes in 1839. Said he 
« Let us remember the kind and hospitable recep- 
‘tion of our ancestors by the natives of the country, 
t a reception which has been perpetuated in carved 
‘ figures in the walls of the Rotunda of this Capitol; 
© and in remembering these things, let us this day 
t step forward and do something for our wretched 
‘dependents, worthy of a great, a merciful, and 
s generous Christian people.”’ 

Mr. S. withdrew the motion. ; 

Mr. MASON renewed the motion. He said he 
had listened with attention to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Srpiey,] in be- 
half of the Indian race. 
recollect that the gentleman had proposed any 
particular plan for the amelioration of the condi- 
tion of the Indians, but the gentleman was in fa- 
vor of that principle generally. To the principle 
of ameliorating the condition not only of this par- 
ticular race, but of all other races which we might 
suppose to be inferior to our own, he (Mr, M.) 
had not the least objection. But, in view of the 
history of the past, and of the efforts of philan- 
thropists to raise the Indian to the level of the 
white man in political rights, or to make him equal 
in any manner whatsoever with the white man, he 
(Mr. M.) should despair of any such result. Na- 


ture and Nature’s God, (continued Mr. M.,) made | 


the white man, the red man, and the black man; 
and when gentlemen undertook to make them 
equal, they undertook an impossible task. Our 
friends in the free States from the North have 
manifested as great a desire to elevate the condi- 
tion of the African race—of the black man—as 
my friend from Minnesota has shown to elevate 
the condition of the red man. Now, in my view, 
legislation will have about as much effect in pla- 
cing these three races of animals, called men, on 
the same footing of equality in point of intellect— 


He (Mr. M.) did not |; 


wings and light bodies? 

Mr. MASON resumed. He admitted the fact 
stated by the gentleman from Minnesota. He 
(Mr. M.) knew that some of the most able, elo- 
quent, and patriotic men had descended, in part, 
from the Indian race. But did the gentleman 
mean to say that this was common, or that these 
cases were anything more than exceptions? 

Mr. SIBLEY interposed, and (Mr. Mason yield- 
| ing the floor) said, I would say to the gentleman 
| that I do not regard the cases cited as exceptions 
| to the general rule, but know that whenever the 
| Indian race are allowed the same advantages with 
| the whites, they are as capable of improvement, 
and are equal to them in every respect. We have 
mixed bloods among our population in Minnesota, 
many of whom are among our most estimable 
citizens. The gentleman has not lived as long as 
I have among the red men, or he would be better 
| versed in their history. 

Mr. MASON contended, that however the argu- 
ment might apply to individuals who might have 
a sprinkling of the Indian blood in them, it was 
not applicable to the masses of the Indian popula- 
tion. What was the fact in relation to the manual 
labor schools recommended by the gentleman, for 
the purpose of educating the Indians? An exam- 
ination of the history of the Indian race, since we 
had any knowledge of them, showed that they 
were averse to labor. Their physical organization 
was adapted to the chase. Their muscles and 
figures were light. They were not of the dray- 
horse breed. They had not a natural disposition 
to labor. Hedid not know that the white man 
had that disposition by nature, but—— 

Mr. SIBLEY interposed, with a remark not 
| heard, but understood to be ia vindication of the 
disposition of the Indian to labor, and of his en- 

durance in the chase. 
i Mr. MASON meant to say (he continued) that 
the life which the Indians most admired was that 
of the chase; it was suited to them above all oth- 


durance they possessed were of a certain character. 
But that which the white man called labor, the 
Indian scorned. The men killed the game, but 
the squaws packed it in and took care of it. And 
generally they were averse to labor. Such, at 
| Yeast, was his experience of their character; and 
| every effort which had been made to make them 
| labor—he spoke not of individuals among them, 
i but of the masses—had only proved that to put 
| them to labor was to destroy them. The Spaniard, 
| on his first landing on the Gulf shores, had attempt- 
i ed to make slaves of the Indians, but could not. 
! It never could be done. Indians had been raised 
i as slaves from their infancy, and as soon as they 
| arrived at manhood they would make their way 
! to the woods and live on roots, or starve, sooner 
! than they would work. The race had noble traits 
| of character, peculiar to themselves, and he did not 
| 

\ 


desire to throw any obstacle in the way of civilizing, 
| moralizing, or even christianizing them. The ex- 
periment, however, had been tried and had failed. 
| The people of the United States had abandoned it, 
j and his northern friends had now taken up another 
| race, and were endeavoring to put theim upon as 

high a footing as that which this white man held. 
He thought that this experiment had failed even 
more signally than that with the Indian race, A 
! gentleman near him mentioned Governor Roberts 
| as presenting a specimen of what might be done 
| with the race; but that individual was not of black 
| blood altogether, having blue eyes, freckled face, 
i and other evidences of a white mixture. 
| For as many hundred years as we. had any 
| authentic records of the race, their history had 
been the same as it was at this day. He spoke of 
| that portion of the African race which had never. 
|! been in bondage, and whose ancestors had never 


j 
yt 


ers. The labor which they performed and the en- | 


t 


been slaves. They might be estimated probably 
atthenumberofa hundred and fifty millions. They 
were this day what they were hundreds of years 
ago. They were naked—planted no corn—used 
neither plough, nor hoe, nor axe; read no Bibles, 
and printed none; took out no patents for inventions 
—were not acquainted with the mechanical, manu- 
facturing, or any other arts and were unfed at least 
as far as good food was concerned. They were 
idle—they did nothing; they were cannibals, eating 
each other up, and picking out the choice morsels 
as a delicious food. Even the missionaries, that 
went to civilize and enlighten them, they had eaten 
up—made their dinners of them—as they had done 
of the crews of vessels shipwrecked on their shores, 
Such was the African race, which it was desired 
to elevate to social, moral, and political equality 
with the whites. Let gentieman try it. 
Gentlemen had spoken of the condition of the 
slaves of the South. ls might be true, that some 
of them had had a hard time; but the condi- 
dition of the three millions of slaves in the south- 
ern States would, on the average, compare, in 
physical comfort and happiness, with the condi- 
tion of any three millions of people in Africa—out- 
side of Monrovia. It would compare in intelli- 
gence and comfort. The slaves of the South lived 
in houses; the black men of Africa did not. The 
slaves of the South had clothes; the others bad 
not. Many of these three millions could read the 
Bible; the others could not. Many of the three 
millions who could not read the Bible themselves, 
went to hear it read. All of them either read it 
or heard it read. And they were thus in a good 
condition, not only as‘regarded this world, but also 
the world to come, for they were taught the way 


| to Heaven. 


Now, let gentleman just make a calculation. 
Here we are (continued Mr. M.) about twenty 
millions of people, with large exports, Splitting up 
and dividing about a people some seven limes our 
own number, who have no exports (except a few 
elephant’s tusks)—who export nothing but them- 
selves—their own men, women and children; bone 
of their own bone, and flesh of their own flesh. 
You want to civilize them, and if you cannot do 
it, then you are going to destroy this Government 
by taking from fifteen of the States of the Union 
the rights which justly belong to them. This is 
about the sum and substance of the whole matter. 
As to civilizing them and putting them on an equal 
footing with the white man, you might as well at- 
tempt to give them wings and make them fly. No 
one but the God of Nature, who made the black 
man as well as the white, can do anything with 
them. 

Mr. MASON continued to address the commit- 
tee in reference to the proper policy to be pursued 
by our Government and people towards the Indian 
and African races among u3; alluding to the course 
of Mr. Giovines on the question of slavery, and 
touching divers other points. 

At the conclusion of Mr. MASON’S remarks, 
some conversation took place between him and 
Mr. OWEN, as to the position recently taken by 
Mr. Cray in the Senate, when 

Mr. OWEN said that, as he had heard the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kentueky, he desired 
that what that Senator had said should be cor- 
rectly stated. It was this: that, in the event of 
the State of Kentucky arraying herself against 
the General Government, Kentucky being in the 
wrong, he would not take part with Kentucky. 

Mr. MASON said that, as he understood the 
position taken by the Senator from Kentucky, it 
was this: that if the State of Kentucky took part 
against the General Government, he would go to 
support the General Government. 

Mr. M. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr, GLDDINGS renewed it, and said he did not 
rise for the purpose of following out the subject 
introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Mason,] although he had been alluded to 
personally, and his views had been misappre~ 
hended. If (said he) f can obtain the attention of 
the committee, I will call to their recollection the 
fact, that we have now commenced upon the ninth 
month of our session, and to this time we have 
scarcely passed a law or perfected any business. 
The time of our ordinary adjournment has gone by, 
and we can hardly be said to have entered upon 
more than one of the many subjects for which we 
assembled. ` 

During these eight months we have been en- 
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gaged in the discussion of slavery. Both Houses 
have presented tothe world the appearance ofa 
continued abolition convention, discussing the sub- 
ject of slavery, and nothing else. Of this{ am the 
last man in the world to complain. I am quite 
conscious that we have sent out to the country an 
amount of intelligence on this important question 
never promulgated before. Itis information needed 
by the people, and important to the country, But 
Lappeal to gentlemen whether the time has not 
come when this general discussion should cease; 
when we should forbear to prosecute it further; 
when we should turn our attention to the passage 
of the bills absolutely necessary to be passed; 
when we should act, and vote instead of occupying 
the time in general discussions foreign to the ques- 
tion before us? Does not duty to ourselves, to 
those who sent us here, and to thecountry, demand 
that we should now proceed to the dispatch of 
business? I make no complaint of any individual. 
i have occupied the attention of the House far 
more than I intended. 1 only wish to say 
that. I think the time has come when we 
should all of us abstain from further discussions 
of this gencral character. { know the anxiety of 
gentlemen each to express his own views on this 
subject of slavery. i myself strove for many 
years and contended strenuously for the privilege 
of speaking upon it, but was not permitted to do 
so. Now all the members have engaged in it, and, 
asthecommen saying is, they talk upon nothing else. 
But shall we not best sustain the character of 
American statesmen by the speedy and prompt 
passage of these appropriation bills, and such 
others as ought to be passed, and then return to 
our constituents? I take this occasion to return 
my thanks to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for his efforts to carry 
these bills through as speedily as possible, and 
tender tohim the assurance that { will, to the ex- 
tentof my humble influence, aid him in his lauda- 
ble endeavors to get these bills through committee, 
and have no hesitation tn pledging myself to vote 
against the adjournment on any day until we shall 
perfect and pass at least one of these appropriation 
bills while they shall remain before us. 

Mr. STANLY. If the gentleman and his 
friends will not vote to attach the Wilmot proviso 
to the territorial bills, we can get through all our 
business—have California admitted and establish 
territorial governments—in less than three weeks, 
and go home. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If that question comes up, 
J assure the gentleman and the House that I will 
not occupy time in useless discussion upon it; but 
į presume that he nor any other member would 
desire that 1 should forbear to vote according to the 
dictates of my judgment. 

Mr. BAYLY begged simply to say to the com- 
mittee, in reference to this bill making appropria- 
tions for the Indian Department for the present 
fiscal year, that there was not a contested item in 
the bill. All of the appropriations were to carry 
out Indian treaties. Such being the case, and two 
speeches having already been made upon the bill, 
he moved that the committee rise, with a view to 
stop the debate. 

Mr. FITCH said, before the committee rose he 
wished to ask a question of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. He perceived 
that there was a very large duplicate appropria- 
tion in the bill, and the words used were the 
same in both instances. He would like to be in- 
formed by the gentleman whether this had occurred 


-by mistake, or whether there was some good rea- 


son for it. 

After some delay in turning to the items re- 
ferred to— 

Mr. BAYLY renewed his motion to rise, re- 
marking that he would subsequently make the 
explanation desired by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to, and 

The committee rose and reported. 

Mr. BAYLY offered the usual resolution pro- 


- viding for the termination of the debate in Com- 


° 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in 
five minutes after the bill should again have been 
taken up in committee. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said he did not 
know when this session was coming toan end. If 
they were going to stay here all the fall, it was ne- 
cessary for the health of the members that they 


should have a little respite. He proposed, there- 
fore, that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to 
Monday. 
The motion was put, and disagreed to. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, 

The House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Boyn in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading, and read 
several items. 

Mr. BAYLY (upon a pro forma amendment) 
remarked, that these two appropriations were for 
the same object. They were made under the 
recommendation of the Indian Bureau to change 
from the calendar to the fiscal year. These sums 
were stipulated for in the same treaty, but for 
different periods of time, and it had been suggested 
that the two appropriations should be made at 
once, in order to produce uniformity. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved an amend- 
ment, increasing the item of appropriation for the 
buildings-at the agencies, and the repairs thereof, 
from $2,000 to the sum of $2,800. 

Mr. J. asked that an explanatory letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be read. 

And it was read. 

Mr. J. resumed. He would also state, in addi- 
tion to the facts contained in this letter, the fur- 
ther information: when the present building was 
originally erected it was located on land which 
was afterwards discovered to be frequently subject 
to overflow. And these inundations had become 
at length so injurious in their effects, that the 
officer occupying the building was finally com- 
pelled to abandon it altogether. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired whether this appro- 
priation wes not, in fact, for the extension of the 
present building. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied in the negative. Had 
it been intended as an addition to the present, the 
appropriation would not have been sanctioned by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, nor would he 
have advocated it. ‘his money was not asked 
for the purpose of enlarging the present building, 
but to furnish the officer with a residence in which 
he can live. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER asked for information on the 
item of contingencies for the Indian Department. 

Mr. BAYLY quoted from the documents, and 
explained. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to strike 
out the following item: 

“For support of blacksmiths, and for farming utensils 
and cattle, and the employment of persons to aid them in 
agriculture, stipulated in the seventh article of the treaty of 
14th of January, 1837—#2,000.”? 

Mr. BAYLY. It is provided for by treaty. 

Mr. EVANS said, he knew it. 

Mr. E. continued: He rose for the purpose of 
remarking that this bill was, in effect, a western 
fortification bill. If it does not sanction the erec- 
tion of fortifications, as the bill under considera- 
tion yesterday did, it was no less designed to pro- 
tect the lives and property on the northwest fron- 
tier, than that bill was intended for the defence of 

our sea-board. He was curious to hear the argu- 
ments by which this bill was supported by those 
gentlemen who had so strenuously. opposed the 
fortification bill yesterday. Surely there was no 
necessity for expending these large sums to buy 
off the hostility of the Indian tribes, against the 
gallant citizens of our northwest frontier, who could 
carry our national flag in triumph to the end of 
the world. He begged, however, to have it dis- 
tinctly understood that he intended to vote for this 
bill, because it was carrying out our great public 
policy in relation to these Indian tribes, and for 
the protection of the citizens of those States along 
that extensive and exposed frontier. But he would 
ask those gentlemen who are so loudly in favor 
of retrenchment when the fortification bill was up 
yesterday, how they could reconcile it to their own 
views of consistency, to come forward and vote 
for this. Why did they not feel the same anxiety to 
record their votes against this, as they did against 
the fortification bill? He meant, however, to give 
his vote for the bill. 

He withdrew the ameudment. 

Mr. CARTTER renewed the amendment, The 
honorable gentleman from Maryland (said Mr. C.) 


seems to think that he has got me into a tight 


place; and talks of these appropriations as being 
appropriationsforthe West. Now it oceurs to me 
that the error into which the gentleman has fallen 
grows out of a total ignorance of the subject. 
Why, sir, in making appropriations there you are 
only fulfilling a contract that you have made with 
the Indians. It is the payment of a stipulated sum 
for a stipulated consideration. Youare rendering 
to the Indians payment for lands that you have 
taken from them.. The price of those lands has 
been transferred to the Federal Treasury, and it is 
the duty of this Government to pay for them, But 
the gentleman can see no difference between yoting 
money for fortifications, and voting money for the 
redemption of a contract. The gentleman says 
this is a western movement. How is the West 
benefited? What proportion does the West re- 
ceive of the three millions of dollars that go into 
your Treasury annually from the sales of the public 
lands? You are drawing from us our resources 
constantly, and transferring them to the sea-board. 
This has been the case ever since the commence- 
ment of this Government. 1am surprised that 
my friend should go so wide of the mark to finda 
scape-goat for the injustice that is constantly being 
done tous. 

He withdrew the amendment. f 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed it, for tbe purpose, 
he said, of submitting a few remarks ig reference 
to what had been said concerning the Northwest, 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,]} this 
morning. It was true that he intended to.vote for 
this appropriation. 

Mr. BAYLY. Let me appeal to my friend 
from Delaware not to discuss the fortification bill, 
but to let the vote be taken upon this. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Lam not going to discuss the 
fortification bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. I make the point of order that it 
is not in order to discuss the fortification bill, the 
Indian appropriation bill being before the commit- 


tee. : ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. lassure my friend from Vir- 
ginia that 1 do not intend to discuss the fortifica- 
tion bill. I will do almost anything to accommo~ 
date him. 1 acknowledge that he is entitled to 
great credit for the zeal which he displays in press- 
ing forward the appropriation bills. But the 
gentleman is aware that 1 have refrained for a 
week past from making an hour’s speech that I 
desired to make, solely to allow the appropriation 
bills to be proceeded with; and it is with great re~ 
gret that I feel under the necessity of declining to 
comply with his request on this occasion, The 
gentleman from Ohio makes this distinction be- 
eween this bill and the other appropriation bills. 
He says this is an appropriation to carry out ex- 
isting treaty stipulations, and that the West is not 
benefited by it. Why, sir, is not the whole poli- 
cy of this Government in the removal of the In- 
dians, designed expressly fof the benefit of the 
people of the Northwest? What benefit is the 
people of Delaware to derive from the removal of 
the Indians from Wisconsin? Itis the people of 
the Northwest who require this sum of $1,800,000 
to carry out this policy—for whose benefit? For 
the benefit of the people of the Northwest. And 
I say here that more money has been expended 
by this Government for the West than for the sea- 
board. Sir, the State of Ohio, the very State 
which the honorable gentleman represents, has had 
a greater share of benefit from the public domain 
than any other State in this Union. Isay this se- 
riously; and it is not declamation, for the records ' 
and documents which have been placed before us 
in years past will sustain me in the declaration. 
í am in favor of this appropriation, but I call upon 
gentlemen of the Northwest, who seem to grudge 
us every appropriation that is made for the sea- 
board, to extend to us hereafter something like the 
same liberality. 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Chairman, I renew 
the amendment.. Although I do not often trouble 
the House with my speaking, I should not con- 
sider that { was doing justice to those whom | rep- 
resent, if I were to allow such remarks as have 
been made by the gentleman from Delaware’ to 
pass without notice. He says all the money that 
is to be appropriated by this bill is for the benefit 
of the Northwest. That ten times as much money 
has been expended for her benefit as. for all the 
Union beside. Sir, this has ever been the course 
pursued by these eastern gentlemen. They annu- 
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ally ‘squander millions of-money. which has, much 
cof ‘it, been drawn from ‘the:very bosom of the 
‘West, upon the Atlantic sea-board; upon their for- 


tifications, their rivers-and harbors; but whenever | 


-a few thousand are asked to be appropriated which 

will be expended in the West, although for the 
-eommon’benefit of all, they are so afraid that the 
people-of that section will get back some small pit- 
tance of the millions that are drawn from their toil 
for the-use of this Government, that they at once 
amake:war upon it as:something outrageous. They 
seem to think that we have no rightto:expend the 
public:money anywhere but where it will directly 
find its way into the pockets of the people of the 
eastern States. Talk about the money- that ‘has 
been expended for the benefit of the Northwest! 
Why, sir, she has hardly been permitted topar- 
take of the crumbs that have fallen from the chil- 
-dren’s ‘table. 

Bills have often been passed appropriating im- 
mense sums for the eastern sea-board,'and then, 
by way of a salvo for the West, the poor pitiful 
sum of one. hundred or one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars has been added for the whole 
West. For the purpose of inducing western 
members to vote for their passage, they seem to 
think that the necessities of the West are so great 
that we dare not vote against a bill which gives 
her any sum, however pitiful. This is the way 
we have always been treated. Our rights have 
been ‘disregarded, because our numbers here have 
been comparatively small, and our voice hitherto 
weak. But let mesay.to gentlemen, that they 
know but little of the elements of the great North- 
west, if they suppose this will always beso. She 
will soon be here in her proper strength. Her 
voice ‘will be heard in thunder-tones. Her Repre- 
sentatives will be here, not to beg for her rights, 
bat to demand what is her due. And gentlemen 
may be assured that they will have strength, too, 
to maintain their demand and obtain justice. 

Mr. HOUSTON (interrupting Mr. D.) said, he 
had never. refused to vote for any appropriation 
for the Northwest that had been proposed for 
rivers, harbors, or any other purpose, 

In the course of his remarks Mr. D. was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. BAYLY, who rose to a point of order. 
He submitted that the rule required that a gentle- 
man should speak to the amendment. Neither the 
gentleman who was now on the floor, nor the gen- 
tleman who preceded him, had spoken in explana- 
tion of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Brown, of Missis- 
sippi,) pro tem. decided the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] to be in order. 

Mr. DUNHAM continued. Why all this op- 
position to the Northwest? Why are these gen- 
tlemen so fearful of doing something for her inter- 
ests? What would become of little Delaware? 
what would beconie of all of the eastern States, if 
it were not for the Northwest? What would be- 
come of your manufactures if she did not furnish 
youa market for them? What would become of 
your commerce if it were not for her immense pro- 
ductions ?—if the wants of her people were not to 
be. supplied ? 5 : 

The whole land system of this Government is 
a tax upon her industry—a system by which her 
citizens-are annually compelled to pay milions, for 
the poor privilege of ¢dhanging the unproductive 


wilderness into fertile fields; for the poor privilege | 


of producing with their own toil a sustenance for 
‘themselves and families from the bosom of the 
Jearth. But, sir, the East is not satisfied with this. 
She still further, by her tariffs, taxes that indus- 
try for the benefit of her own. The East never 
‘knows that there is a Northwest, unless there are 
burdens for her to bear, or when she desires to 
control her trade or monopolize her market. 

Now, sir, for whose benefit is this bill? For 
the West alone? No, sir, but the East also. It 
provides for the payment of money in accordance 
with treaty stipulations, entered into for the pur- 
pose of extending our national domain. And is 
not the East benefited by this extension? Cer- 
tainly, sir. 
of national wealth which it bas- produced. She is 
benefited by the immense growth of our commerce 
which it has created, for she, more than all the 
rest of the Union, reaps the benefit of that com- 
merce. She is benefited by the almost unlimited 
market for her manufactures which it has opened 
up. And she is also benefited by the continual 


She is benefited by the vast increase | 


revénues which are poured into the public Treas- 
ury from the sales of that domain. The gentleman 
from Delaware says that the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment have never been benefited by the public 
lands. The other day, when we had under consid- 
eration the bill granting bounty lands to the old 
soldiers of the Republic, gentlemen then talked very 
differently. The gentleman from Maryland then 
asid, that the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
were a part of the revenucs of the country. That 
upon the faith of them our public debt had been 
created, and that they were the great resource upon 


which we must rely for the payment of that debt. 


Now they yield nothing, Now the extension of 
the public domain interests only the Northwest. 
The East derives no benefit from it. Sir, if there 
is any one section of this Union which more than 
another is benefited by the extension of our terri- 
tory-in the Northwest or elsewhere, and the con- 
sequent increase of population, of wealth, of com- 
merce, and market, then itis the northern Atlan- 
tic States, and they cannot better advance their 
own interests than by treating her with liberality— 
than by aiding her in all just means of developing 
her immense resources. I am happy “to see that 


some of their Representatives upon this floor are | 


disposed to pursue this course. Ithank them for 
it,and to them my preceding remarks do notapply. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY rose and made an earnest appeal 
to the committee to proceed with the bill without 
further irrelevant debate. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said that if the 
amendment was insisted upon, he wished to be 
heard. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment 
had been withdrawn. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, and passed rap- 
idly over several pages of the ‘bill, without inter- 
ruption. 

The items of appropriation for the payment of 
the permanent annuities, &c., stipulated for by 
treaty, to the Eel River Miami tribe of Indians, 
being read— 

Mr. FLTCH, remarking that there was now no 
such tribe of Indians as the Eel river or Miami 
tribe, moved the following proviso: 

« Provided, That the three preceding appropriations shall 
not be paid to any person or persons, until proof be obtained 


by the Department thatthe Eel River Miamis exist asa 
tribe, and shall then be paid to such tribe only.” 


Mr. F. said, that the object of the proviso, 
was to prevent these annuities from being. 
diverted into some other channel. He appre- 
hended they must have been so diverted for some 
years past without the knowledge of the depart- 
ment. Herepeated that there was now no such 
tribe of Indians. There had been such a tribe 
some years ago, but the only individuals that re- 
mained of that trike were some two or three aged 
females, who had intermarried and been incorpo- 
rated with other tribes. He trusted therefore that 
the proviso would be adopted. 

Mr. BAYLY said, it occurred to him that there 
might be some difficulty about this amendment. 


He had no objection in the world“ its adoption | 


under the statement of facts made by his friend 
from Indiana, but it occurred to him that it might 
occasion some difficulty, as it was needed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ark., having renewed the 
amendment which had been withdrawn at his re- 
quest, to enable him to address the committee, advo- 
cated the adoption of the provisé. ‘Ifthere were no 
such Indians, as they had good reason to believe 
there were not, these annuities ought not to be 
paid; and if there were such still living, the proviso 
did not prevent them from receiving what belonged 
to them—it did not cut off the appropriation in case 
the proper recipients of the annuities were found. 

Mr. BISSELL (the amendment being with- 
drawn and renewed) remarked, that if two or 
three individuals of this tribe, as he understood 
from the statement of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Fircw] was the case still remdined, al- 
though they might be aged females, they should 
not be deprived of the benefits of these annuities 
which bad been guarartied to them by treaty stip- 
ulation. He had no objection to the amendment, 
provided those few remaining individuals would 
not be prevented from receiving their money. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
the question whether, if there was no longer any 
such tribe in existence, the provisions of the treaty 
applied to whatever remaining: individuals origin- 


ally belong to that tribe. There might be those 
individuals having incorporated themselves with 
or become members of other tribes. 

Mr. FITCH desired. to state, in reference to 
these individuals to whom he had alluded, that 
they represented themselves to be the descendants 
of that tribe; but whether they were.so or not, he 
could not, of his own personal knowledge, declare. 
But he could affirm, for he knew ‘the fact, that 
there was no longer any such tribe as the Eel river 
Indians or Miamis. 

Mr. BISSELL remarked, that before the money 
could be paid it must, of course, be ascertained by 
the proper officer, whether these few individuals 
were the remnant of the tribe or not. If they 


were, they were as much entitled to the money as 


if there were fifty, or any given number. And 
the fact of their having incorporated themselves in 
a larger tribe, ‘did not alter the case, nor affect 
their rights at all. 

Mr. TOOMBS (the amendment being in all 
cases withdrawn and renewed ) concurred in opin- 
ion with the gentleman from illinois in regard to 
this matter. This Government (he observed) had 
experienced a good deal of difficulty in reference to 
its treaties with the Indian tribes, when particular 
tribes had dwindled down to a few individuals, 
But the Government was bound to pay the annui- 
ties, no-matter how few.there might be, if but one 
individual remained. Unless a supplemental treaty 
were made, there was no other way than to give 
them their annuities; otherwise the stipulations of 
the treaty would be violated. He hoped the com- 
mittee would’ comply with the obligation which 
the treaty imposed upon this Government, and 
vote down any amendment that might be pro- 
posed. 

Mr. CROWELL remarked that he understood 
the obligation of the treaty to apply only to the 
tribe with which the treaty was made, so long as 
the tribe existed as a tribe, and no longer. As 
soon as the tribe became so reduced as no longer 
to be known as a separate and distinct body, the 
obligation of the treaty ceased, for there was no 
longer any body to pay the annuities to. So Jong 
as the body of individuals, the..quasi corporation 
was to be found, the Government was bound to 
carry out. the stipulations of the treaty, but no 
longer. If the quasi corporation ceased to exist, 
and the rémnant of the individuals composing it 
became incorporated. with other tribes, then the 
treaty obligation ceased to exist also, He-hoped 
the proviso would be adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was -in favor 
of the adoption of the proviso. He enlarged upon 
the point previously made by him, that the obliga- 
tion of the Government ceased when the tribe ceased 
to be known as a tribe, because then an important 
requisite was wanting—there were no longer two 
parties to the contract. 

Mr. TOOMBS suggested that the practice of the 
Government was to pxty these annuities per capita; 
and he thought that the fact-of a tribe being re- 
duced to two or three individuals did not take away 
the right of those few to receive their annuities. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, that formerly it was the 
universal practice to pay a certain sum to the tribe 
collectively. It was found, however, that a large 
part of the money went into the hands of specula- 
tors. And some four or five years.ago an act of 
Congress was passed which provided that there- 
after the money due to the tribe should be paid per 
capila. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, replied to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson,] and advocated the adoption of the 
proviso. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, renewed the amend- 
ment. He said that the Eel River Indians were 
originally a branch of the great and powerful tribe 
of the Miamis, who, in their emigration west, be~ 
came divided into three bands—the Eel Rivers, 
the Weas, and the old Miami tribe. The Weas 
sold their lands, and emigrated west. The Eel 
Rivers did the same, and each of these bands re- 
ceived their annuities separate. The Eel Rivers, 
at first buta small band, has become entirely ex- 
tinct, and have no existence as a nation or a band. 
Atthe-last Miami weaty, it was ascertained that 
the remaining members of this band had merged 
with the old tribe, and was numbered with them, 


cand per capita received their annuities as such. 


Mr. FITCH expressed a wish to know when 
these appropriations were likely tocease? They 


1850. 


continue, and will still continue, from year to year. | 


Although the tribes may diminish and decay, the 
money is still appropriated. The agent for one 
tribe acts as the agent of another. ‘There are no 
sub-agencies among these Indians. Ifa tribe falls 
into decay, and diminishes down to a few individ- 
uals, the agent will not admit the fact. He will 
contrive to pick up some straggling remnant of the 
tribe to become his sub-agent, and they will re- 
ceive the amount of the appropriation, and divide 
it between them. He thought the most proper 
course would be to retain the amount of the appro- 
priations in the public Treasury. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. ; 

The reading of the bill was then proceeded with, 
and several typographical errors were corrected. 


THE WINNEBAGO [NDIANS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting as follows: 

“Pwelve thousand dollars for the Winnebago tribe of 
Indians, to restore that amount unlawfully paid by the Sec- 
retary of War to the iegal representatives of John MeFar- 
lan, deceased, out of the permanent annuities, to the said 
tribe. £ 

He explained the amendment, which he had 
submitted by instruction of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. He referred to the report made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLan- 
AHAN,] to sustain the justice and propriety of the 
appropriation. A bill on the subject was reported 
in the Senate, and was acted on in that body, and 
passed without opposition. 
House, and was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and it had received the unanimous 
sanction of that committee, by whom he was in- 
structed to offer it now, as an amendment to the 
Indian appropriation bill. The object.of this ap- 
propriation was simply to restore to the tribe for 
which it is designed, the annuity of which they 
had been unjustly deprived by the action of this 
Government. He did not anticipate.any objection 
to the amendment. It was one which the House 
ought, and he had .no.doubt would, ‘adopt. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the committee rise. 

The. motion was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment. 

And the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill by items was continued, 


POTTAWATAMIES. 


The following item being under consideration: | 


« Por interest on $643,000, at five per centum, stipulated 
in te 7th article of the treaty of Sth June, 1846, the sum of 
$32,150,» — 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to strike 
out the appropriation for $32,150 for the Potta- 
wattamies, and said, this was a double appropria- 
tion—a duplicate appropriation in words and fig- 
ures. It originated under the same treaty and for 
‘the same cause. It was the same $32,150 specified 
on a preceding page of the bill, under the same 
head of ‘* Potéawattamies.”’ He had examined this 
list of estimates which had been adopted by the 
Committee of Ways and Means maturely. He 
found these estimates reported verbatim et literatim 
by the committee as a bill to the House. 


bill before the House, was not sound in severa 
particulars; and the legislation proposed on this 
item was not such as ought to be adopted. 

The committee of which he had the honor to 
be chairman, would clear him of any such charge 
‘as a disposition to injure the Administration by 
stinting the amount of appropriation Called for in 
the estimates of the departments, where good rea- 
son was shown for the demand. He could, and 
now did, appeal to the members of that commit- 
tee with confidence on this. ; 

Bat this item is wrong. It had fallen to his lot 
as chairman, in connection with a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Tuompson, 
of Mississippi,] to examine the estimates on which 
‘this bill was reported. He had gone to the chief 
clerk of the Indian Bureau. The chief clerk was 
unable to explain it satisfactorily. This was sev- 


eral months ago. He would not speak of minutia, į 


as it was several months ago, and in the interim 
this item had escaped his attention. But he would 
say this, that the explanation was uneatisfactory— 
that it admitted the duplicate appropriation, and 
‘that the duplicate appropriation waa to be availed 
of as an appropriation one year in advance. The 
demand for the duplicate was based on some 


That bill came to the |! 
i| ment up to June, 1852. 


| frauds that will startle the nation. 


He | 
could say the bill of estimates, and of course the | 
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peculiar difficulty connected with the fiscal year. It | | 


was wrong, in his candid opinion. 

The first appropriation of $32,150, now made, 

reaches to June 30,1851. The duplicate reaches 
from June 30, 1851, to June 30, 1852. This was 
not only for the fiscal year which-is our legitimate 
business, but for the fiscal year beyond, which be- 
longs to the second session of this Congress: 
-` But, sir, this. bill of appropriation*comes up an- 
nually. It, therefore, comes up in this next De- 
cember, 1850. The same item is bound to be em- 
braced; and, therefore, (if not thrown out of view 
or acted on in error, and declared to be for a more 
immediate period,) must be made to embrace the. 
period beginning with the 30th June, 1852, and 
running to 30th June, 1853. Truly, this will en- 
force the action of this Congress upon the public 
Treasury, not only to a period beyond their own 
existence, in the way of whatis matter purely of 
annual appropriation, but will lead to this result, 
that this Congress will have provided for annual 
appropriations before it expires, to a period (the 
30th of June, 1853) beyond the very existence of 
the next or thirty-second Congress. If right in 
one case, itis right in all the appropriations. It 
was usurpation, anda dangerous vice in legisla- 
tion, 

Besides, it is unnecessary now to make it; for 
before the sum now appropriated can be expend- 
ed, and before another similar sum can be called 
for, to wit, on the 30:h June, 1851, this Congress 
will have acted upon the annual bill, and appro- 
priated means to serve the purposes of Govern- 


But (he said) he had another anda grave and 
weighty objection to these appropriations, thus to 
be made from eighteen months to two years in ad- 
vance. It was an abuse, of itself, of power. But 
it opened the door, and would give rise to extended 
and ruinous frauds upon the Government funds. 
These things, he would now say, would, before 
many years, give rise to investigations that will 
create a deep sensation; yes, that will develop 
He would not 
make charges against any, the living or dead—the 
present or past; and he would not say that wrong 
had ever been done. Of that he knew nothing 
upon which to rely, but he had fully satisfied 
himself of the facility with which gross frauds 
upon the Treasury, outrages upon the Govern- 


| ment, could easily be perpetrated; and he now pro- 


tested against these heavy appropriations, made 


| so unusually far in advance. The demand of .no 


department can sanctify it. He wouid explain 
the means of fraud upon the Treasury. A child 
could then see it. This Government is in debt. 
Millions of her bonds are issued; they bear six per 
cent. interest. They are always at or above par 
in the stock market, and safe to be dealt in. All 
money is drawn from the Treasury by requisition 
of some head of a department, or bureau, or sub- 
ordinate, who is trusted with a particular appro- 
priation, or branch of service. These appropria- 
tions are made annually, if made as they should 
be, for the interest of the Government. They are 
not needed as soon as made, butare to be disbursed 
as needed; and that period extends, in the gradual 
use of the funds, to the end of the fiscal year, and 
very often the fund appropriated is not used until 
that year has expired. Thus millions lie in the 
Treasury appropriated, but unused from year 
to year. But the head or subordinate gets money 
from the Treasury by a requisition under the par- 
ticular act which he specifies. The Treasurer sees 
the act; it is not for him to judge when the partic- 
ular department or bureau needs it; he pays it. 
The appropriations of this year will exceed fifty 
millions of dollars. One million of dollars is drawn 
six months in advance of the time itis needed. It 
is placed in the hands of some favorite depositor. 
lf the Government is deficient in money, it is the 
policy to provide means by bonds at six per cent., 
and they are sold; but if paid in cash, it isin- 
vested by the depositary in United States bonds, 
and lying in the hands of the depositary six 
months, yields thirty thousand dollars of interest 
for the six months; but the skill that detects, and 
avails of this unprincipled speculation, as the six 
months is about to expire, draws from other appro- 
priations enough to replace this amount; and thus, 
for the year, Uncle Sam is made to loan a sum of 
money, upon which he himself pays an interest 
that yields the handsome sum of sixty thousand 
dollars out of his own coffers, to some skillful 


financier and safe receiver -of publie deposits. 
Now, if one million -may be thus uset tozmake 
sixty thousand dollars, why. may notten; millions 
out of fifty millions be so used to. make six. nundred 
thousand dollars, and twenty millions of dollars.to 
make one million two hundred thousand dollars; 

Sir, these are the great. profits that create the 
great. struggle for Government deposits; and ::if 
this character of deposits are to be indulged in, 
they cannot be indulged in’ safely. It maybe 
done securely for a time, if-all-who understand dt 
are sharers and friefitls;. but.a falling out, or ampe 
nopoly by one or more, may blow the truth... ;? 

Sir, (he said,) this House may plainly. see,the 
great danger of extravagant appropriations. for an 
object, or of appropriations a long way .ahead, 
when the more regular routine. of annual appropri- 
ations can so easily be diverted, and used so suc- 
cessfully, to defraud so extensively; and when the 
detection of such frauds is rendered so difficult, 
amid the ramifications of Treasury day-books, 
ledgers, and folios, and a body of subordinates, 
who well know their tenure of office, and that-their 
business and safety is to do their work in silence, 
and be silent.after it is done. ` 

We want a law, that. no requisition shall ‘be 
made for money until it is on the instant to be 
paid out on Government appropriation or liability. 
And we want a regular committee on ‘Treasury 
requisitions, to see that this law be complied with. 
I suggest it, not that I know of frauds, but.that I 
know of the possibility; not that 1 chafge..the 
commission of frauds, but that I know of the bonds 
in stock-market that bear interest, and that L know 
of the anxiety of the three years I have been here, 
and which l have heard so often, I cannot forget 
or fail to reflect on it—the anxiety, | say, to ac- 
quire and monopolize the Government deposits. 
And I know the means (and have suggested it) 
by which the broadest door for fraudulent and im- 
proper profit may be closed. _ , 

He urged his motion to strike out this heavy 
advance appropriation, and condemned it, as a 
means by which Government may be made, toa 
shameful extent, to pay interest to receivers of de- 
posits upon her own money. 

Mr. BAYLY having renewed the amendment, 
said, if the gentleman would look at the explana- 
tion contained in the report from the department, 
he would see that no harm could be done. ‘Phe 
explanation was this: These sums were required 
to make the appropriations regular, and to make 
them conform to the fiscal, instead of to the calendar 
year, as in the case of other appropriations. for, the 
public service. The appropriation ibat, was made 
on the 29th of July, 1848, was for the year 1848, 
and another appropriation for the same object 
should have been made in 1849, but was omitted. 
These sums were therefore for last year as well as 
for this. For the last year under this stipulation 
of the treaty there was no appropriation. One of 
these appropriations then, to some extent, was 
for deficiency of appropriation of last year: But 
(continued Mr, B.) suppose the gentleman from 
Arkansas is right, though I think he isnot, even 
if he is right no possible inconvenience can ensue, 
because the money cannot be used for‘any other 
purpose than that for which it.is appropriated, and 
it is appropriated specifically to carry outatreaty, 
the provisions of which are referred to in the ap- 
propriation. If it were a double appropriation it 
would be simply for another year as well as for 
this, but it was necessary to simplify the opera- 
tions of the Indian Department, and make the ap- 
propriation conform to the fiscal year. ? 

The gentleman from Arkansas is right in say- 
ing that by making these two appropriations 
together, you provide for two years in place of 
one. There can be no difficulty about it. In 
view of what the gentleman says of the near ap- 
proach of the next session of Congress, I.do not 
know that any difficulty would ensue from stri- 
king out the amount, but none will from leaving 
it in. 

Mr. CROWELL (the floor being yielded) said 
he desired to know whether these two appropria- 
tions were one and the same—whether they were 
identical? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that they were for the 
same object, but that they were for two different 

ears. R 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said he would 

state to the gentleman, for the information of the 


committee, that the first appropriation. of, $82,000, 
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under the head ‘of Pottawatamies, was for the pres- 
ent fiscal year,ending the 30th of June, 1851, and 
that the other appropriation of $32,000, again to 
be counted under the head of Pottawatamies, was 
identically the same in every respect, except that 
it was to commence after the first appropriation 
expired, viz: after the 30th June, 185], and run to 
‘the Ist.of July, 1852 The appropriation bills of 
the next’ session, it was well known, would be 
passed previous to the fourth day of March next, 
to commence in 1852, and go run to the first of 
July, 1853. -1t would be time enough then, he 
thought, at the next session, to pass this addi- 
tional appropriation. 

Mr. CROWELL said he saw no reason for 
doubling this appropriation which would not apply 
to any other of the appropriations inthe bill. It 
was stated that, the double sum was to provide, in 
one case for the present year, and in the other to 
provide in anticipation for the next year. He 
was opposed to this mode of making apprepria- 
tions, because it was both unusual and likely to 
lead to confusion. 

Mr. BAYLY (interposing) said, if the gentle- 
man would pause, he would propose to strike out 
the appropriation for the next year. 

Mr. CROWELL. Well, agreed. I'am satisfied. 

The question was taken and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

So the item was stricken out. 

Mr. McQUEEN moved that the committee rise. 
Rejected. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

The bill having been read through— 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope not. 
J have several amendments which I am instructed 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer. 

Mr. BAYLY. I did not know it. 1 will not | 
press my motion then, 

Cries of “t rise;’? “* Wait till to-morrow.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. These amendments, which 
I am instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to offer, will take considerable time. I 
will act according to the pleasure of the com- 
mitte. If they prefer to rise now and to act upon 
them to-morrow, I have no objection. 

The motion was made to rise. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Waroo and Crixcman were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes. 63, noes 40. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

After an ineffectual effort to adjourn to Monday, 

The House adjourned. . ` 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate commit- | 
tees: 


By Mr. CALVIN: Thepetition of Susan Tool, the widow 
and relict of Jacob Tool, deceased, who was a soldier of 
the late war, praying Congress to grant her 160 acres of 
buunty Jand. 

Also, the petition of John Penn Janes and 8 others, citi- 
zent enneylvanta, praying fora modification of the tariff 
of 18465. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Richard Beck, of Ili- 
nois, asking Congress to allow him compensation for extra 
services rendered in. Monterey, in Mexico, in printing for 
the use of the army of the United States, while in posses- 
sion of that place. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 2, 1850. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, sent in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 5th of July, requesting 
him to conimunicaté any information, if any had 
been received by the Government, showing that | 
any American vessel had been recently stopped on | 
the high seas, and searched by a British ship of | 

| 
| 


war. The message-says the Government has no 
knowledge of any alleged stopping or searching on 
the high seas of American vessels, except in cer- | 
tain cases mentioned, which would be explained 
by the correspondence on file in the Navy Depart- 
ment. i 

On motion by Mr. CASS, it was ordered that 
the message and accompanying papers be referred | 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and be | 
printed. 

Also, a message from the President, made in 


compliance’with a resolution of the Senate of the || 


8th of July last, calling for the causes which led 
to the evacuation of Fort Polk. The Adjutant 
General says, in reply to the President, * That 
Fort Polk was abandoned by the order of General 
Twiggs, of 5th July, 1849, no force in his opinion 
being required there, and the necessity that existed 
of making such a disposition of the limited forces 
assigned to the 8th department (Texas) as would 
render it most effective for the purposes of pre- 
serving treaty stipulations with the Indians. 
The message was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. President, I am informed 
by the Journal that, on the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Arcutson,] yesterday, to 
substitute “ Monday” for ‘this day,” on the 
question to postpone the California bill, my vote 
was recorded in the affirmative. I intended to vote 
in the negative, and desire that my vote may be so 
corrected. 

The PRESIDENT. The Journal will be so 
corrected. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of citizens 
of Illinois, asking the establishment of a mail route 
from Newton to Martinsville, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition from citi- 
zens of New York, asking that the public domain 


may be granted in limited quantities to actual set-` 


tlers not possessed of other lands. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. CLARKE presented the petition of one 
hundred and twenty-nine citizens of Coventry, 
Rhode Island, residing in Washington and An- 
thony villages, for a modification of the present 
tariff. This petition is signed by the present Lieu- 
tenant Governor of the State, and other gentlemen 
of distinction, and a large portion of them are me- 
chanics and laborers, who immediately feel the 
present deep depression of their business. They 
ascribe this depression to the present revenue laws 
of the country allowing the value of the dutiable 
article imported to be fixed by the importer—and 
thus reducing them, the free laborers of the coun- 
try, toa ruinous competition with the cheaper and 
ill-fed operatives of Europe. 

Also, the petition of Charles H. Franklin and 
cighty-eight other citizens of Olneyville, setting 
forth that the present-revenue laws place them at 
the mercy of foreign labor and foreign capital, and 
asking for the fixing of a specific duty equal to an 
ad valorem upon the prices which existed at the 
passage of the tariff of 1846. 

Also, a petition signed by more than two bun- 
dred and fifty inhabitants of the town of East 
Greenwich and the vicinity, setting forth the em- 
barrassments under which they are laboring in 
their industrial pursuits, and urging upon the at- 
tention of Congress such amendment of the present 
revenue system, as will afford protection and a 
just reward to their laber. 1 know.most of these 
individuals whose names are affixed to this peti- 
tion, for they are my neighbors and friends, and | 
know the depression under which they are now 
laboring. The insufficiency of the tariff of 1846, 
and the delusions which follow an ad valorem 
duty, are fully and forcibly set forth by the peti- 
tioners, and they pray for such duties in a specific 
form as will restore them, their laborers, artificers, 
and mechanics, to their accustomed prosperity. 
Their labor is their only capital—and that is the 
capital which they seek to protect. 

Also, a petition of ninety-seven citizens of Crans- 
ton, mechanics, artisans, and calico printers, who 
all feel severely the present depression in the manu- 
facturing and printing business. The materials 
used in dyeing and printing are for the most part 
imported from England, and the duties upon those 
articles, with the freight and charges, are nearly 
equal to the duties upon prints under the present 
revenue laws; and in the manner in which they 
are levied, this branch of business forthe past year 
has been ruinous, and unless soon relieved from its 
depression, mustcease. The grey cottons are the 
raw material of the printer, and when that article 
is no longer required for that purpose, the whole 
field is given up to the foreign manufacturer and 
printer, and the machinery thus employed is use- 
less, or falls back upon other fabrics, which are 
already below the cost of labor and material. The 
quantity of prints imported is immense, having 


nearly doubled in the past year. Many details 
are furnished by the petitioners, which conclusively 
show the utter prostration of their business. 

Also, a petition of Simon H. Green, and one 
hundred and twenty-eight others, laborers and arti- 
sans in the villages of Phenix, Lippitt, and the 
Clyde Work, in Warwick, in the State of Rhode 
Island, setting forth in strong terms the depression 
in their business, which is the manufacture of cot- 
tons and the prinung of cotton. One of these 
establishments has suspended work, and the labor- 
ers are seeking for some employment elsewhere. 

Also, a petition of A. A. Tillinghast and three 
hundred and thirty-eight others, citizens of North 
Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, and 
Pawtucket, Massachusetts, asking for such change 
in the revenue laws as will enable them to with- 
stand the ruinous competition of foreign fabrics, 
with which the country is inundated at this time. 
They complain that the present system of assessing 
duties is unwise, and induces to frauds upon the 
revenue, and deprives the American laborer of a 
just reward for his labor. A specific duty, equal 
to twenty-five per cent. upon the value of cottons, 
as they were at the time of the passage of the 
present law in 1846, would enable them to pursue 
their business, reward their labor, and check 
excessive importations, whieh at no distant day 
will exhaust the resources of the country. 

Also, a petition signed by Owry Taft and one 
hundred and eighty other individuals and commer- 
cial firms of the city of Providence, in the State 
of Rhode Island, representing that the present de- 
pression in all manufacturing and mechanical pur- 
suits loudly calls for the best consideration of 
Congress; that large amounts of. capital have 
been invested in the various branches of indus- 
trial and mechanical pursuits, and that at the pres- 
ent time it is wholly unproductive; and that the 
fabrics of their manufacture, of evhich labor con- 
stitutes their principal value, are now much below 
the actual cost of production. They believe that 
this depression is not caused by any want of abil- 
ity to consume by the great population of the 
country, but rather by the present unexampled in- 
flux of foreign fabrics, imported by foreigners un- 
der the unjust and delusive system of duties now 
imposed by law. The petitioners believe “ that 
many establishments of business, which have 
heretofore given employment to large numbers of 
industrious people, must be abandoned,” unless a 
revision of the revenue laws is made; that the ex- 
isting laws, as experience shows, operate most un- 
favorably upon the industry of the country, ex- 
posing it to all the fluctuations of the European 
markets, and placing it at the mercy of capital; 
and further, ‘* that a system of ad valorem duties 
presents such temptations and facilities to fraud 
that the duties cannot be fairly and honestly col- 
lected, according to the true intent of the present 
laws. And they ask that the duties may be made 
specific, taking as the valuation of the dutiable ar- 
ucles the average price at the time of the passage 
of the tariff of 1846.” 

Also a petition of Byron Diman and two hun- 
dred and eighty citizens of the town of Bristol, 
Rhode Island, representing that the manufacturing 
business in that town, in which the petitioners are 
personally engaged, is now unproductive and their 
labor is without reward. They attribute this de- 
pression to the present revenue laws and the sys- 
tem of ad valorem duties, and to the excessive jm- 
port of foreign fabrics induced by that system and 
the fraudulent invoices which it invites. They 
ask that the duties may be made specific. 

Also, a petition of William S. Slater and forty 
other citizens of Slatersville, in the State of Rhode 
Island, setting forth in strong terms the present 
ruinous condition of their business in the manu- 
facture of cottons, and asking for such revision of 
the tariff as will insure a fair collection of the du- 
ties now imposed, and a change to specific duties 
in lieu of the present fraudulent ad valorem sys- 
tem. A specific duty upon a fair valuation of 
goods, as that value was when the act of 1846 was 
passed, would enable these petitioners to share in 
the great markets of their own country. 

Also,a petition of William Sprague and one hun- 
dred and seventy other citizens of Warwick, Rhode 
island, asking fora revision of the tariff and a 
substitution of specific for ad valorem duties, and 
a valuation of fabrics equal to their value at the 
passage of the present law in. 1846. These peti- 
tioners are principally mechanics, farmers, and la- 
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borers, and they feel sensibly a depression which 
paralyzes all their industry. Their only capital is 
their labor, and this they ask to have protected 
against the cheaper labor and fraudulent importa- 
tions from other countries. 


Also, a petition from John Melllvaine andmany . 


others, farmers, mechanics, manufacturers, and 
laborers of the county of Carbon, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, representing that the markets of 
their own country are wrested from them by the 
unprecedented influx of cheaper fabrics from 
abroad, and proposing a remedy in the substitu- 
tion of specific for ad valorem duties. ; 

In presenting these petitions Mr. C. said: These 
petitions are signed by 1,726 individuals, embra- 
cing every class of citizens in the. various commu- 
nities from which they come. The merchant, the 
farmer, the manufacturer, the mechanic, the arti- 
san, the laborer, 


the industrial pursuits of the country, and parti- 
cularly desire that it should be so amended as to 
Substitute specific for ad valorem duties. They 
believe that the present system encourages gross 
frauds upon-the revenue, and invites exeessive im- 
portations of foreign fabrics produced by cheap 
labor, and resulting from superabundant capital. 
~The present duty, though nominally twenty-five 
per cent., is really a duty not exceeding fifteen per 
cent. and the immense imports of the last and the 
present year have glutted our own markets and 
reduced the prices of our manufactures of cotton 
and wool below the actual cost of production. 
These petitioners disclaim all idea of exciting a 
panic or creating false impressions. Their per- 
sonal interests are connected with the leading in- 
terests of the country, and they claim only to 
share in a prosperity due to all. Their labor can- 
not be profitably employed, and a continued com- 
petition with the eheaper labor of Europe must 
result either in reducing wages below the means of 
a comfortable subsistence, or in the suspension of 
numerous large manufacturing establishments, and 
their labor consequently be forced into other and 
new employments. 

When the law of 1846 was passed, we were 
told that twenty-five per cent. upon prices as they 
then existed, insured a sufficient protection to our 
own industry. Had the duty been fixed and 
specific this might have proved true, but the slid- 
ing scale of duties, lowering as the price of the 
article became reduced abroad, coupled with un- 
der-valuations and frauds, has utterly defeated the 
expectations even of the friends of the bill of 1846. 
A specific duty based upon the prices of 1846 
would answer the purpose of the framers of the 
present law, and give moderate relief to the de- 
pressed manufactures of the country. The iron 
Interest may be said to suffer as deeply as any 
other. I know the business is discouraging in all 
sections of the country. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Davis,] a short time since happily 
and ably iilustrated the present condition of the 
iron business, and showed the twofold effect of it 
—one upon the labor directly employed, and the 
other upon the agricultural labor which would be 
employed to feed and sustain that other labor 
which produces only iron, and not bread. I can 
add nothing to his excellent. remarks. i 

I find, on looking at the report of the Treasury 
Department of the commerce and navigation of 
the country for the year ending June 30, 1849, 
that there were imported of 


WOoolehSeseseeseesesosen eos o $14,539,863 
Cottons... +++ 16,418,832 
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Tron and steel. ....e. sean ce cees 14,988,961 
Silks. se css eeeee e... .... 16,627,356 
Linens ineat sees anar SRE oin 5,912,542 


Total....... eesse o» e -$68,487,554 


Of the- cottons, there were prints $10,286,294. 
The whole imports of the country, after deducting 
the exports of foreign goods, were $134,768,574, 
showing that the imports of woolens, cottons, iron 
and steel, silks and linens, constituted more than 
one half of the whole amount of the imports of the 
country. I intended to have presented other sta- 
tistics, but as J design to have these petitions re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, it will 
be unnecessary, as that committee will examine the 


subject and report upon it. 
The petitions were then referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 


t.. 


£ These distinct interests all unite | 
in deprecating the effects of the tariff of 1846 upon | 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of William 
Ferguson, asking arrears of pension, submitted a 
reportin writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
adverse to the prayer of the petitioner. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of isaac F. Miller, for an in- 
crease of pension, made an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of John B. Brooks, asking 
compensation for the services of his father during 
the revolutionary war, made an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill No. 178, being for the relief of 
Benjamin P. Smith, reported back the same with- 
out amendment, and recommended its passage. 

The Senate proceeded to its consideration as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and no 
amendment having been proposed, it was ordered 
to a third reading, and was read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to which was referred the me- 
morial of J. K. Rogers, legal representative of 
the widow and children of David Cordery, de- 
ceased, a Cherokee Indian, asking compensation 
for the value of a reservation under the treaties of 
1835-"6, submitted a report in writing, which was 
ordered to be printed, accompanied by a joint 
resolution for the heirs of David Cordery, which 
was read and passed to a second reading. 


CASE OF WILLIAM MAXWELL. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred House bill for the 
relief of William Maxwell, late United States 
marshal for the district of Georgia, have instructed 


and recommend its passage. 


tained by the United States against Col. Maxwell, 
as marshal of the district of Georgia, and upon the 
evidence submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives, and which accompanies the bill, it 1s clearly 
shown that the United States are not entitled to 
receive the amount of that judgment. 
ment of the accounting officer also confirms this. 
I hope the bill will be considered now. 

The bill was accordingly taken up; and. consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would like to hear a state- 
ment of the facts in this case. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Colonel William Maxwell 
was marshal of the United States for the district of 
Georgia. He had a deputy res:ding at a distance 
from him, in the interior of the State. An execu- 
tion in behalf of the United States was placed in 


the claim had been paid. Some years afterwards 
an action was brought against Mr. Maxwell, after 
he was out of office, upon that return; the deputy 


| had removed from his residence in Georgia, and 


the marshal having no knowledge of the execution 
or the return, had no means of explaining it, and 
judgment was therefore obtained against him. 
Subsequently he ascertained from his deputy that 
that execution was so returned in consequence of 
the money having been paid to the deputy of Col. 
Maxwell’s predécessor. I 

planation to the proper accounting officer, proceed- 
ings on the execution were suspended. Subse- 
quently judgment was obtained by the United 
States against the administrator of Col. Maxwell’s 
predecessor, from whom the Government can real- 
ize the amount. Still the execution was pressed 
against Col. Maxwell, and is only now suspended 
to await the action of Congress. The object of 
this bill is to release the judgment against Colonel 
Maxwell, which amounts to some one hundred 
and fifty or sixty dollars, exclusive of interest. 


read a third time and passed. 
CASE OF ISAAC SEYMOUR, 


to take up the bill from the House, reported this 
morning, for the relief of Isaac Seymour. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate. The bill was 
received this morning and will come up as a matter 
of course with a view to reference. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will make a 


me to report back the same without amendment, | 


The state- ji 


the hands of that deputy, who returned on it that į 


Upon making this ex- | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked the Senate | 


i 
i 
| 
1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
1 
1 
1 

H 
H 


| 
| 


brief statement why T ask it. He-was a soldier 


_who was wounded in the Florida war, but on ac- 


count of the failure of the official report of his case, 
he failed to get a certificate which would have se- 
cured a pension, and he has been withouta pension 
rom that time, Having lost a limb, and being 
feally in extreme poverty, not being able to obtain 
t livelihood for himself, the House have taken 
his case inte consideration and have passed ‘an act 
for his relief. Under these circumstances, I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill. : 

The bill was taken up and read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the W hole. 
It was then reported to the Senate and read a third 
time, and passed. í 

BILL FROM THE HOUSE. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of John P. Montgomery was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, explaining the acts of the 17th July, 
1838, and March 3d, 1343, and June 17th, 1844. 
This bill, after undergoing some discussion, and 
some amendment, was postponed till to-morrow. 

BILL PASSED. $ 

The engrossed bill for the relief of John Miller 

was read a third time and passed. i ` 


THE ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order of the day, being a bill for the ad- 
mission of the State of California into the Union. 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Foors to the amendment of Mr. Doveras, 
which were published in yesterday ’s report. 

Debate then ensued, in which Messrs. FOOTE, 
WINTHROP, ATCHISON, CLAY, BADGER, 
and others, took part, a report of which will be 


| given in the Appendix. 
It relates to a case in which a judgment was ob- || 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, August 3, 1850. 


The Journal having been read, 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a bill for 
the relief of Joseph Arnow and Peter Arnow, 
heirs of Joseph Arnow, late of Florida, deceased. 

No objection being made, 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. . ; 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself'into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the private calendar. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURT begged to put a question to the 
Chair. Some other gentlemen, as well as him- 
self, desired to know of the Chair what had be- 
come of the fortification bill? 

The CHAIR replied, that the fortification biH 
was on the Speaker’s table, and that it would re- 
main there until the business on ‘his table was 
taken up. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Damet, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the private calendar, 
and it was decided in the negative. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayzy, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 


i which was decided in the affirmative, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House then resolved itself into Committee 


/ of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


Brown, of Mississippi,in the chair.) 
The committee then resumed the consideration 


i of the bill making appropriations for the service of 
| the Indian Department, for the year ending June 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and |i 30, 1851. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, and ex- 
pressed his regret that his friend from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Jounson,} who had some amendments to sub- 
mit from the Committee on Indian Affairs, was not - 
present. He would take advantage of the absence 
of that gentleman to submit a motion which he 
had intended to offer yesterday, had he not. been 
prevented by the anxiety of the committee fo rise. 
He would now move to strike out the following 
item in the bill: $ 
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« For the reappropriation of the sum carried to the surplus 
“fund, wader the bead of ‘fulfilling weaties with’the Otto- 
was and Chippéwas,’ June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and 
forty-seven, per: surplus fund. warrant number pineteen, 
$2,412 16” 

Mr. T, said: The motion made involves the 

question of .a reappropriation of money carried 
‘to the surplus fund. I regret that I have not 
ihe time. to express my opinions on this sub- 
ject as full as I would desire. This subject came 
up some time since on the motion of the.gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Sweetser,] which alleged that 
the sum of $152,249 had been drawn from the 
Treasury after the same had. been carried to the 
‘surplus fund. Since that time I have given the 
subject some consideration, and now that the sub- 
ject is before us, I feel unwilling to allow this op- 
portunity to pass without entering my protest 
against the decision made by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. and Comptroller, in withdrawing from 
the ‘Treasury $152,000 without authority of law. 
T do not believe there has been any official miscon- 
duct, nor any corruption; but I-do think a mis- 
construction has been given to the statutes by our 
officials, and the committee so believed, and there- 
fore this item of reappropriation is inserted. But 
the argument furnished the committee deserves a 
respectful consideration. 

laithe year 1795 the surplus fund was constitu- 
ted, and all appropriations, except in certain cases 
named in the statutes, which have remained un- 
expended for more than two years after the act 
making them was passed, shall be carried to the 
* surplus fund;” and then, in the language of the 
statute, ‘such appropriation shall be deemed to 
have ceased and been determined.’? And as no 
money can be drawn from the Treasury without 
a previous appropriation by law—to draw money 
‘thus returned to the Treasury, it makes no differ- 
ence whatever as to'the object of expenditure, is 
‘a usurpation of power, and a violation of the Con- 
stitution. 

This law creating the surplus fund has existed 
since the year 1795, and has never been repealed. 
Jt is true that a modification of it was made in 
1820. From the year 1795 up to the year 1820, 
whatever amounts .were appropriated for any 
given object were to be retained as subject to draft 
on the books of the Treasury, for two years, al- 
though the object for which the appropriation had 
been granted had in the mean time been effected. To 
obviate this difficulty and probable embarrassment, 
the statute of 1820 was enacted, by which the 
Secretaries of War and Navy were required to re- 


port to the Secretary of the Treasury all sums f 


remaining unexpended whenever the object for 
which the appropriation had been made has been 
effected. This act did not repeal the general law 
of 1795, but, on the contrary, it only made it 
necessary, if the object ofan appropriation had 
been effected in less time, the money remaining 
unexpended. should. be -restored to the Treasury 
without further delay. 

It is. a uniform rule of construction, adopted by 
every judicial tribunal, that where there is no 
necessary conflict of law, statutes must be so con- 
su ued that they may all harmonize, and be effect- 
ive. By the law of 1795, it was made the abso- 
lute duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
store to the surplus fund all unexpended balances, 
after the appropriation had stood for more than 
two. years. 
duty to restore the same earlier, if in the mean 
aime the Secretary of War or the Navy informed 
bin thé objects.of the appropriations for their re- 
spective departments had been effected. 

As a demonstration that such is the trae con- 
struction of these statutes, Congress passed a law 
in 1822, two years after the passage of the law of 
1820, making it imperative that all the money then 
to the creditof those departments should be re- 
paid into the Treasury of the United States. The 
tone and temper of that statute of 1822, convinces 
me that the construction now set up by the Treas- 
ury Department, that thelaw of 1820 had repealed 
the law of 1795, had been adopted and acted upon 
by the then Secretaries of War and Navy, and it 
was passed by Congress as a rebuke of a construc- 
tion of law which Congress then deemed might 
Jead to corruption. f 

The whole policy of this Jaw is apparent, that 
each Congress should have the entire control of 
the Treasury for the two years of their existence, 

and be of course responsible to the people for its 
management. 


By. the law of 1820, it was made his | 


But the officers of the Treasury are correct in 
their interpretation of the law, that so far as ap- 
propriations made for the ‘War and Navy Depart- 
ments are involved, the law of 1795 was repealed 
by. the statute of 1820. . Yet, it seems difficult 
to understand how the money could be drawn from 
the Treasury after it had actually been repaid into 
the Treasury, and carried to the account of the 


surplus fund. 


Mr. SWEETSER here interposed, and desired 
to. know how the Committee of Ways and Means 
came into possession of the facts? 

Mr. THOMPSON continued: Soon after the 
discussion which.took place in this House, in ref- 
erence to the motion of the gentleman fram Ohio 
to raise a special committee to examine into the 
very subject -now under consideration, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior replied to the interrogatories 
previously made. 

The case which gave rise to all this inquiry is 
the removal of the Seminole Indians. The facts 
are few, and may be briefly stated. In 1832 the 
United States made a treaty with the Seminole In- 
dians, at Payne’s Landing, by which we agreed 
to remove the Indians west of the Mississippi 
river within three years. From time to time ap- 
propriations were made. for this object. On the 
30th June, 1847, the amount of unexpended bal- 
ances of these appropriations, being $152,249 94, 
was regularly carried to the surplus fund. In 
December, 1849, the said sum was drawn from 
the Treasury, without any appropriation by Con- 
gress, and it is presumed that the same has been 
applied to the objects for which it was originally 
designed. 

The ground assumed by the Treasury officers 
is, that this money was erroneously carried to the 
surplus fund, and as error, they have made this 
sum of money subject to the draft of the Secretary 
of the Interior. Even if you admit that the Secre- 
tary of War in 1847 committed an error in resto- 
ring this money to the Treasury, still the fact 
exists that it was repaid, and that it had remained 
in the Treasury for more than two years. Could 
this money be reached after that lapse of time, 
without a reappropriation? If it could, then there 
is no limit as to the time when other sums can be 
reached in the same way. The sum thus within 
the discretion of the Secretary, is very large, and 
the power possessed is most dangerous, and no 
individual, however pure, should be invested with 
a discretionary power so unlimited. So, if I be 
wrong in the construction of this statute, still all 
must agree with me as to the impropriety of draw- 
ing money from the Treasury after it has been 
regularly received into it, without the authority of 
law. 

I have said thus much, simply to present my 


own opinions on a mooted and interesting subject. | 
As | approve of the reappropriation from the ij 


surplus fund contained in the bill, and think the 
very passage of this bill will adopt by Congress | 
my construction of the law, and condemn that of 
the Treasury Department, | withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr.- FITCH renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of correcting the report of some remarks 
of his, as published in the Globe. The great i 
wonder, he said, was, that any remarks made in 
the House could be reported with anything like 
accuracy, amid the noise and confusion that gen- | 
erally prevailed. 

The inaccuracy which he was about to notice, 
was a matter of very little moment to the House, 
or to the country; but as it involved a statement of | 
facts, be desired that the statement should be cor- | 
rect. He was made to say— 


*¢ The agent for one tribe acts as the agent of another. | 
‘Phere are no sub-agencies among these Indians. | 
falls into decay, and diminishes down to a few individuals, | 

i 
i 


the agent will not admit the fact. He will contrive to pick | 
upsome straggling remnant of the tribe to become his sub- | 
agent, and they will receive the amount of the appropria- | 
tion, and divide it between them.” 

What he had said was, that there was no sub- : 
agent for any one tribe—that the same sub-agent 
acted for several tribes; aud further, that when any 
one of the tribes run out—became extinct, and Con- 
gress appropriated money for that tribe, the sub- 
agent might not report the fact of its extinction, but 
that he might find some individual or individuals 
who would not be unwilling to call themselves or 
be esteemed descendants and representatives of the 
tribe, if the sub-agent would divide the money 
with them, to be applied to their own private pur- 

x 2 


If a tribe |j 


poses. He had stated further, that the object of 
the proviso was, to require that it should be ascer- 
tained, before the payment of the money appro- 
priated, whether this tribe of Indians existed as 
a tribe. If not, the money ought to be left in the 
Treasury. : ’ 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed the amendment, and 
said that the object he had in calling upon the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi for the information which 
he had received from the First Auditor of the 
Treasury, was, to know whether the ‘facts which 
he had hitherto charged in a resolution, were 
admitted to be true. 

it was now admitted that the Secretary of the 
Treasury had taken from the surplus fund one hun- 
dred and fifty-four thousand dollars, which had 
accrued, and actually transferred to said fund under 
the provisions of theact of 1795; which act had a 
general application to all appropriations which 
were unexpended for the period of two years after 
the appropriation had been made by Congress, 

The officers of the late Ad ministration were driven 
tothe wall. Not being able to withhold the fact 
charged, of using the money without authority of 
law, they had fallen back from the explanation here- 
tofore given in this House, that it was the mere 
correction of an error in book-keeping, to the 
provisions of the act of 1820, which had applica- 
tion to the War and Navy Departments, and never 
were understood to apply to the miscellaneous 
appropriations made by Congress. 

The assumption, to help the department out of 
the dilemma into which their own acts have pre- 
cipitated them, that the act of 1820 repeals the act 
of 1795, is an absurdity that will not avail. Ht will 


| be recollected that the same officers who perpetra- 


ted the act complained of, appealed to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to include in the appro- 
priation in the current year, an item to cover the 
amount which had thus beef unlawfully with- 
drawn. 

No man who respects himself or his opinions, 
will in this House contend that the act of 1795 
was repealed by the act of 1820. The assumption 
that such is the effect of the act of 1820, is intended 
for present purposes. 

Sir, the evil complained of is important. ‘The 
country looks to Congress as the custodian of the 
Treasury. And the tendency of the executive 
branch of the Government to reach out and arro- 
gate to themselves power which properly belongs 
to the representative branch of the Government, 
should alarm the country. The Treasury has been 

uarded by repeated acts of Congress, which clear- 
y admonish the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment that Congress intends to hold the money of 
the country subject to specific appropriation, and 
that any act which contravenes legislation upon 


| that subject will not be received with favor. 


Sir, there is in the Treasury about five millions 


| of money which has accrued to the surplus fund 
j under said act of 1795. 


If we sanction this act of 
usurpation, we may as well yield up all control 
over the Treasury. I do not intend to make such 
a surrender, neither do I intend to permit the per- 
version of the act of 1820, or permit a resort to 
such a subterfuge to avail a delinquent public 
officer. 

I am well satisfied with the exposition which 
has this day been made. It is weil known that 
the act of 1820 was intended to prevent certain 
abuses which had grown up in the Treasury De- 
partment, in withdrawing from the Treasury ap- 
propriations, within the two years, and make spe- 
cial deposites, to be used at their convenience; and 
to make the act of 1795 more stringent. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER renewed the amendment, 
(pro forma.) He had no intention to occupy the 
attention of the committee for five minutes; but 
he could not refrain from entering his solemn pro- 
test against the charge which had been made, and 
reiterated. by the gentleman from Ohio, against the 


| late Secretary of the Treasury. Since that gen- 


tleman had been foiled in his attempt to obtain a 


| committee to investigate this charge, he had more 


than once repeated that he had found something 
in the conduct of the late Secretary which was 
deserving of censure. Instead of endorsing the 
charge made by the gentleman from Ohio, the 
House had adopted a resolution calling on the 
Treasury Department for full information, not 
only in reference to this particular transaction, but 
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„covering all acts of this kind under every Admin- 
istration, and by-all the Secretaries. Now, after 
‘the adoption of this resolution, before any reply 
has been received, it was a great departure from 
courtesy to use language conveying an implication 
that the Secretary had been guilty of any impro- 
priety in his official conduct. He repelled the 
common salvo resorted to on these occasions, that 
nothing was meant. He presumed the gentleman 
from Ohio would not contend that:charges of this 
serious character could meannothing. And when 
that gentleman violated the rules of courtesy :so 
far as to make and repeat these charges, and. then 
shelters himself behind this salvo, it was perhaps 
only just to him to presume that he does mean 
nothing. : 

Mr. SWEETSER said he meant just what he 
had said this morning—that ‘the action was not 
authorized by law. 

Mr. CHANDLER (resuming) said, the House 
had already decided this.matter, by calling on the 
Secretary for information as to all his official acts 
in this and'similar subjects. During the interval 
before a reply is received, it is undignified, to say 
the least, to throw out these insinuations, He did 
not-wish to proceed further with these remarks, 
but would simply ask for the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE renewed the amendment, and in- 
sisted upon a vote. 

The question was taken, and theamendment was 
xejected, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be added at the end of the 
bill: 

“ For carrying into effect the treaty of 1846 with ‘the In- 
dian tribes of Texas, and to enable the United States to pre- 
serve peace with said tribes—the sum to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $15,000.” 


He sent up to the Clerk, by whom it was read, 
the letter of the Secretary of War showing the 
necessity of the appropriation asked for. He 
briefly explained, that the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs recommended an appropriation of $10,000; | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, in consideration | 


of the: great delay which had taken place, and after 
consultation with the delegation from Texas, 
had increased the sum to $15,000—to be appro- 
priated under the treaty of May, 1846, as made by 

utler and Lewis with the various Indian tribes of 
Texas. 
immediately necessary; i ought long since to have 
been paid, and, if paid, would perhaps have pre- 


vented many of the evils which had resulted from | 


the failure of the Indians to fulfill their part of the 
treaty, which failure they contended had arisen 
from the previous failure of the United States to 
execute their part of the treaty. The amendment 
was unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. He did aot deem any further ex- 
_planation necessary. 

He withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed it, and said, he re- 
gretied to be obliged again to trouble the House; 
but, for the third time, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had made a personal attack upon him, 
(Mr. S.,) and had wholly perverted 

Mr. WHITE interposed, and made the point of 
order, that ‘the gentleman was out of order, and 
must confine his remarks to the amendment before 
the committee. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I will keep in order. Sir, 
are gentleman on that side of the House, for the 
sake of any feeling they may have for a retired 
Secretary, against whom I have never made a 
charge, except such as his public acts involve 

Mr. STANLY. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North 
Carolina rises to a point of order. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. STANLY. lask the Chair to say wheth- 
er the gentleman is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. Brown, of 


Mississippi) said, that were it not for the latitude | 


of debate which had previously been allowed, the 
Chair would certainly rule the gentleman from 
Ohio out of order; but the present occupant of the 
chair did not feel himself authorized, contrary to 
the. uniform practice of the committee, to rule the 
gentleman from Ohio out of order. 

-Mr. STANLY. Does the Chair decide the 
gentleman from Ohio to be in order? 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Me. STANLY appealed, and insisted upon his 


Ten thousand dollars of this sum was | 


li 


i 


\ 


ji 


il 
j 


the committee ??? 
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appeal; remarking that they had enough of this 
irregular-debate. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘Shall 
the decision of the Chair standas the judgment of 
‘Mr. DUER inquired if the gentleman from Ohio 
had not previously made one five-minutes’ speech 


‘upon this amendment? - 


The CHAIRMAN replied, not at all; and again 


‘Stated his decision. 


‘Mr. STANLY called for the reading of the 34th 


‘rule, 


The rule was read. 

“No member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
on any question in the House, or ia committee ; but a mem- 
her reporting the measure under consideration from a com. 
mittee, may open and close the debate: Provided that where 
debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed, in committee, five minutes to explain any amend- 
ment he may offer.’? 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative. È 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the remarks of Mr. Sweerser were decided to be 


| out of order. 


The question recurred, and was taken upon the 
amendment, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, under instruc- 
tions from the Committee on Indian A ffairs, moved 
the following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the bill: 


«For expenses of holding treaties with the Tadian ‘tribes 


of Oregon for an extinguishment of their claims to tands: 


lying west of the Cascade mountains, authorized by the act 
of Congress of the 5th of June, 1850, the same being in 
addition to the appropriation made by that act, $15,000.” 
Mr. J., in explanation of the amendment, sent 
up to the Clerk’s table, where it was read, a com- 
munication from the Indian Department showing 
the necessity of the appropriation. Healsoadded 
that, according to information derived from that 
department, there were now within the limits of 
Oregon about forty Indian tribes; that the expenses 
attending the negotiation of an Indian treaty were 
considerable any where, but were necessarily more 
than ordinary in Oregon; that a large portion of 
this appropriation was necessary to sustain the 


| various delegations during the time the treaty was 


in progress of negotiation; that, according to the 
statement submitted from the Indian bureau, and 
explained to him by the chief clerk of that bureau, 
$20,000 out of the original appropriation of 
$25,000 would be required to support the agen- 
cies, and for the usual contingent expenses; and 
that the additional $15,000 asked for, was to be 
used in making and concluding treaties for the 
lands west of the Cascade Mountains. The ex- 
planation had been submitted by the Commission- 
er of Indian Affairs to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs; it had been deemed ample by them, and į 


they had unanimously reported in favor of the ap- 
propriation. 


The question was taken, and the amendment | 


was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, under similar in- 
structions, reported the following amendment: 

« For expenses of removing the Pottawatamies, and Sacs 
and Foxes, from [owa west of the Mississippi river, to their 
own lands, agreeably to the terms ofa contract entered into 
by Brevet Major S. Woods, United States Army: Prortded, 
however, ‘That the same shall-be. deducted from and paid out 
of the annuities pro rata of said tribes, $2,000. 

Mr. J. said, he-held.in his hands a bundle of 
papers, explanatory of a difficult affair, and of the 
necessity for this small appropriation. It would 


consume time to read them; he would explain | 
their substance, as he, with the Committee on In- | 
Two} 
facts would satisfy the House of the propriety, as i 


dian Affairs, had maturely examined them. 


well as wisdom of this appropriation. It was to 
provide means to fulfill a contract made, by which 
about four hundred Indians were to be transported 
four hundred miles to their own lands, (from 
which they had run away,) at the rate of $3 50 
per head. It was a most admirable. and extraor- 


dinary contract, for we have been in the habit of | 
paying from thirty ‘to forty and sixty and seventy į 


dollars per head for the same service. Again, this 
money came not, in the end, from the Treasury, 
but from the annuities of the Indians themselves. 
No one could now object. He would only say, 


that honor might be given to whom honor is due, | 
that this most troublesome and difficult matter had | 


been conducted and consummated by Brevet Ma- 
jor Woods, (Sam Woods) of the United States 


wy. o 


was agreed to. : 


Army ,an.admirable soldier, a nobleand estimable 
gentleman, an-honor to the service and his..coun- 
The question was taken and -the -amendment 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, under ‘similar 
instructions, offered the following amendment. 
t- For medals for Indian: chiefs, ‘1,500. 


Mr. J., in explanation of this amendment, ‘af- 
ter having caused. to be read the communication 
from the Indian bureau, showing its necessity, 
stated that it had ‘been the uniform custom’ every. 
four years, upon a new. President coming: into 
office, to make an appropriation providing for cast- 
ing of medals with the inscription of the head of the 
President upon them, to be presented to the chiefs 
and other distinguished and meritorious individ- 
uals of the different Indian tribes, to give them 
some impression of the countenance and appear- 
ance of their Great Father, the President of the 
United States. If they should refuse to follow 
this course at this time, it might perhaps be con- 
sidered discourteous to the present President. 
The amount was small. He. had consented to` 
vote for it, though he.did not know but the House 
might refuse to. 

Mr. BAYLY inquired whether upon any of the 
prior medals the Indians had had the image of 
General Taylor; for he thought there ought not-to 
be a hiatus in which that would be Jost to them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, replied, that med- 
als had been struck with the head of General 
Taylor upon them. 

Mr. CROWELL. ‘Several hundred. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. And the object 
contemplated by the bureau, is to have them recast, 
with the head of the present Chief Magistrate 
upon them. 

Mr. BAYLY. Then the Indians will not 
ceive any with the head of General Taylor? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Only those 
which have been distributed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, referred to 


re- 


| the last general appropriation bill, showing that it 


contained an appropriation of $2,500 for medals for 
the Indiaps. ‘This, he said, was at the time when 
General Taylor came into office; this amendment 
was intended to makea similar provision in regard 
to Mr. Fillmore, at this time. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. Betas 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, under similar in- 
structions, moved the following amendment: 

« For expenses of procuring information and collecting sta- 
tisties necessary to the Indian Bureau, and for making 
treaties with, and presents to, the various tribes of Indians 
residing within the limits of the United States, upon ine 
borders of Mexico, $30,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY said he would move to amend the 
amendment by reducing the proposed appropria- 
tion to the sum of €25,000. 

Mr. JOHANSON, of Arkansas, said he had eon- 
tented himself with the reading -of the papers.in 
explanation of the amendment, and should. not 
now avail himself of the-five minutes allowed him 
by the rule, : 

Mr. BAYLY said that, according to the letters 
which-had been read, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs himself had expressed the opinion that the 
sum of $25,000 would, with proper economy, be 
an.ample appropriation. Such being the case, he 
(Mr. B.) did not see the necessity of appropriating 
a higher sum. 

Mr. HALL moved an amendmentto the amend- 


ment, striking out $25,000, and inserting $1,000. 


Some conversation followed on a point of order; 
after which— 

Mr. BAYLY withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HALL was then understood to move to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, [Mr. Jounson,] by striking out the sum 
of $25,000, and inserting $500. 

Mr. HALL said, every one would concur in the 
importance of procuring all the information which 
could be obtained in relation to these Indian tribes 
which had come under our jurisdiction -in .conse- 
quence of the recent treaty -with Mexico. If 
money must be appropriated for this purpose, let 
it be appropriated in a manner calculated to obtain 
the information that was needed. Fhe plan pro- 
posed he regarded as utterly worthless for the pur- 
pose. The only way to obtain knowledge of. the 
Indian character was by going to live aimiong the 
Indians, and becoming familiar, ..from-accounts 
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given by the Indians themselves, with their habits, 
manners and customs. If necessary, let Indian 
agents be stationed among them, and let an appro- 
priation be made for that purpose. We should 
thus procure reliable information, whilst, upon the 
plan proposed no information would be obtained 
that was to be at all depended upon. 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment, at the re- 
quest of : ; 

Mr. BOKEE, who renewed it, and said that he 
desired to correct the misapprehension of the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means as to the amount asked for by the Indian 
Bureau, to carry into effect the object contemplated 
by the appropriation. Had that gentleman listened 
attentively to the reading of the documents pre- 
sented by the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, he would have discovered that al- 
though twenty-five thousand dollars was the 
amount originally proposed by the department, 
yet. after further consideration of the subject, a 
second communication was sent into the commit- 
tee, recommending that it be increased to fifty 
thousand dollars. In deliberating upon the mat- 
ter, the Committee on Indian Affairs, while ap- 
proving of the suggestions made by it, concluded 
to propose that only thirty thousand dollars be 
placed at the disposal of the department for the 
specified purpose. 

if not mistaken as to the views expressed by the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri, no objection 
was urged as against the objects contemplated; in- 
deed that gentleman rather admitted the necessity 
of the adoption of measures to procure the requi- 
site information as to these Indians, but he was 
apprehensive a system would be adopted which 
would be ineffectualto the end proposed. Now, sir, 
to my mind this is begging the question; and I do 
not understand by what right itis that any one 
assumes that the Administration will be so regard- 
less of its responsibilities, as to care more for the 
expenditure of money and the disposition of its 
patronage, than the advancement of the general 
interests of the country, for which provision alone 
ig made by Congress in the appropriations granted 

it. 

Ysin, what is it that is asked for? I have before 
mea copy of the treaty with Mexico. If gentle- 
men will refer to it, they will ascertain, that with 
the acquisition of an immense territory, the duty 
and obligation is imposed upon this Government 
to protect Mexico from the hostile incursions of 
Indians inhabiting the territory surrendered by her; 
in other words, this Government has guarantied 
Mexico from all injury or damage from depreda- 
tions committed by Indians living within our 
borders. To enable the Administration to carry 
out in good faith this treaty stipulation is one 
reason for asking the appropriation. But, sir, 
there is another; it is the desire to pursue the 
same system in regard to these Indians, which 
has been pursued by the Government from a 
very early period in the management of our own 
Indian tribes. So far, very little information has 
been procured in relation to them. It is believed 
the tribes are very numerous, but the number of 
them is not known, nor do we know much as to 
their habits and customs, their strength, their loca- 
tions, their means of living. It is absolutely essen- 
tial that accurate knowledge be possessed on all 
these points before the Administration can deter- 
mine upon the proper course to be adopted to bring 
them into subjection if they should manifest any 
belligerent feeling, or, (and as I hope,) if they be 
pacifically inclined, to enter into treaties of amity 
with them, and with the view of encouraging them 
to abandon their wild and rambling habits, and 
settle down into habits more consonant with our 
own mode of civilized life. 


‘Sir, it is for the committee to determine whether | 


these objects are desirable of attainment. If they 
so determine, they must provide the requisite 
means; and, as | have already said, 1 do not con- 
sider it a valid objection that some gentlemen are 
apprehensive the Administration may adopt meas- 
ures that will prove ineffectual to the end proposed. 
The Administration will be responsible, and will 
be held to a strict account for all its proceedings; 
and [am sure it will not shrink from its responsi- 
bilities, nor ever attempt to evade its accountability. 
I trust, sir, the fall amount asked for will be ap- 
propriated, I withdraw the amendment. 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, renewed the 
amendment, pro forma, of Mr. Harz to reduce the 


proposed appropriation to $500, and addressed the 
committee in opposition thereto, and in favor of 
appropriating $30,000. 

Mr. J. said, that to adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Haux,] reducing 
the appropriation’ to $500 must, as it was clearly 
designed, defeat entirely the objects contemplated 
both by the Indian Bureau and the Indian Com- 
mittee. . 

He would explain to the gentlemen of the House, 
that the original appropriation asked by the Bu- 
reau was $25,000; but, that onthe urgent pressing 
and explanation of a Senator.or Senators of the 
Southwest, the Bureau had requested, after mature 
reflection, the amount of $25,000 more—making 
$50,000 for these objects. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs had maturely 
considered these facts, and had stricken off $20,000; 
thus reducing the sum to $30,000—which was the 
sum now asked to be appropriated. 

This was a sum designed to be used and ex- 
pended to obtain necessary information of the va- 
rious tribes reduced to our jurisdiction by the late 
treaty with Mexico ceding to us an immense ex- 
tent of new territory. 


The tribes on this new territory must be re- |! 


duced toa proper subjection, or involve us in a new 
war, or in immense cost with the Government of 
Mexico. They must be reduced to the control 
now exercised by the Indian Department of the 
Government and to our Indian Intercourse Laws, 
or they must remain independent and inan attitude 
of hostility. 

Now, (Mr. J. said,) these were general consid- 
erations, either one of which he could not hesitate 
to regard as conclusive on this appropriation. 

The region of country embraced two thousand 
miles of our frontier on the Mexican nation; to 
wit: from the Gulf to the Pacific ocean. 

He had inquired and learned, that the depart- 
ment was wholly at a loss how to act and what to 
recommend for want of facts and knowledge. 
They did not know what tribes were on this 
border; what the numbers of the tribes; what the 
disposition, name, or location of the tribes, where 
to locate or send agents, whether agents would 
be received, or anything about them, even of pre- 
liminary knowledge, so that anything could be 
done. 

Duties devolved on us exclusive of our treaty 
stipulations with Mexico. Our policy itself re- 
quired they should be brought in subjection, unless 
we intended to abandon one of the fairest portions 
of the inhabitable globe, and leave the Indians in 
possession of the land, with their wild, roving, 
lawless, and savage habits. 

This appropriation was recommended by the 


proper department, and had been maturely consid- | 


ered by himself and the committee over which he 
had the honor to preside. Reflect! This Gov- 
ernment now sends forth the commission of bound- 
ary survey, in conjunction with Mexico. It was 
to be attended with a large and imposing military 
force; with the commissioners of both Govern- 
ments, the banners of both nations, and with all the 
circumstance and power of two great nations. The 
movements of this body would beslow, and would 
be continuous, until they had reached the extrem- 
ities of our Empire. It would inspire, as a mani- 
festation of power, absolute respect among the va- 
rious tribes it must penetrate on a frontier so wild, 
uninhabited, and extended. It would prepare the 
Indian to treat. He would never be so well pre- 
pared to treat justly and equitably as when appre- 
ciating the power of the people with whom he en- 
tered into treaty obligations; never so well con- 
vinced of the necessity of adhering in good faith 


to his agreements, as when made in the face of a || 


manifestation of power and an exhibition of force 
that satisfied him of the existence of a day of retri- 
bution, should he violate his treaties with the Uni- 
ted States. 

The same effect can never be produced on the 
many border tribes, except by a similar force, 
which will never be employed by this Government 
to effect objects of what they now consider to be 
of so slight importance that they will not make an 
appropriation of $30,000 to effect. 

It is said we have two or three agents now in 
that region of country, to whom we should look 
for information. Sir, it will never do. Sir, we 
ask of two or three men to give knowledge of all 
the savage, hostile, and impenetrable and Implaca- 
ble tribes on a frontier of two thousand miles, and 


without forts or troops, or even a prestige of the 
power of Government. Ft is unreasonable. _ 

- It is said by some, that the Apaches alone in- 
' habit it. How does the gentleman who so asserts 
come to know more than the bureau which has at 
its command the purse, the power, and the consti- 
tuted authority of the United States? If such was 
the case, it is admitted that the Apaches are divi- 
ded into many bands; each band is independent, 
and are as much separate nations as if enjoying 
i separate names. But this is not correct, | imagine; 
i for we know the tribes are independent and war- 
like, and we know that for years they have carried 
on war successfully against the Mexicans. 

Now, to control them, we are bound by solemn 
treaty stipulations with Mexico, as well as by the 
| long-established policy of our Government. Then 
give the Government information. Who are these 
Indians? their numbers? their names? Where are 
they, what their locations and what their condi- 
tions, and what is necessary to control them? 
Where shall we send agents? What number 


send? Where erect forts? Who are at peace, 
who at war? Who are willing to treat now, and 
| for what? 


Sir, a new peopleare ours and new duties arise, 
Let us discharge them. Butabove all, | now pre- 
sent for your consideration that, whether viewed 
asa matter of honor and faith, or economy, must 
seal the lips of the veriest, most inveterate caviller. 
By ouř treaty we our bound to restrain our In- 
dians, and by express clause, we are bound to 
| prevent their incursions upon the Mexican people 
and frontier. Sir, two years have expired, and 
this appropriation is the very first step taken 
to procure that information, without which we 
know not where or whom even to send to makea 
treaty of peace. How can we restrain Indians or 
provide means and send against them, if we know 
| neither who or where they are? Sir, (said Mr. J.,) 
if we are bound to keep our Indians off of Mexico, 
we are liable for all damage caused by our neglect 
todo so. It then is economical to spend $30,000 
for this object, when we reflect that a single incur- 
sion of a hundred Indians may destroy, kill, burn, 
and steal one bundred thousand dollars of prop- 
erty, and in a year millions for which we may 
be made, as a Government, liable. 

Sir, the policy and appropriation to support it, 
is one of generous humanity, of strict good faith 
j and wise economy. 

Mr. HOLMES renewed it, and made an urgent 
appeal in favor of the appropriation. He ex- 
pressed the utter astonishment with which, in the 
present state of the Indian tribes, he had seen 
opposition made to a proposition so plain and 
sensible, The faith of treaties, he contended, de- 
manded a large appropriations for the purpose of 
quieting these tribes. A sense of duty on the part 
of the Government to its own citizens who were 
now suffering from their depredations, required 
that agents should be sent among them, with a 
| large amount of presents and of money, so as to 
i conciliate the tribes, and thus at once comply with 
| our treaty stipulations, and throw the mantle of 
protection around our own people. He insisted 
| on the impolicy of losing the favorable opportunity 
afforded by the boundary commission to attain 
i these objects. He withdrew the amendment. 
| Mr. THOMPSON renewed the amendment, and 
said, the whole committee must be aware of our 
treaty obligations with Mexico. Allof us desire 
| the information which it is professed, is sought by 
: the amendment of the chairman of the Committee 
|, on Indian Affairs, [Mr.Jounson.} But we all 
i| profess to be opposed to the increase and enlarge- 
|| ment of Executive patronage; and if all we desire 
| can be obtained without this expenditure of money, 
and without the increase of the number of public 
| officers, we must be opposed to the amendment. 
| The commissioner for ranning the boundary line, 
| is said to be a gentleman of learning. The engi- 
| neer, Colonel McClellan, is well known as worthy 
of our confidence for his talents and perseverance. 
There will be a military force sent with the bound- 
ary commission. ft is presumed the officers 
will be reliable gentlemen. The movements of 
the commission will necessarily be slow, and 
“will give the amplest time to these officers to 
mix with the various Indian tribes on the route, 
ascertain the resources, the strength, and the 
character of each Indian band on the way. 
He argued that these officers should possess the 
means of making to the different tribes presents, 
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j i 
as an earnest of our good will; and it was for this 
reason he had agreed to an increase of the appro- 
priation for the contingencies of the Indian Depart- 
ment from $12,000 to $15,000, and the increase of 
the appropriation to purchase presents. It was 
for that reason these sums were enlarged. The 
pioneers of this Government to the various. wild 
tribes should be, in his opinion, the army. Our 
officers can collect all the desired information, and 
from their reports we can be prepared to act with 
full knowledge and a perfect understanding. He 
avowed his unwillingness, therefore, to vote the 
appropriation, which involved an unnecessary ex- 
pense and enlargement of Executive patronage. 

Mr. T. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD renewed it. After an explana- 
tion between Mr. H. and Mr. Tuompson, of Mis- 
sissippi, as to the particular mode in which the 
service contemplated by the appropriation was to 
be rendered, Mr. H. proceeded to urge that the 
appropriation should be made. Its principal ob- į 
ject was to enable the department to purchase 
presents, &c., by which to conciliate the friendly 
feelings of the Indians. The amount proposed | 
was moderate. It was well known that the Gov- | 
ernment had not been very fortunate in conquering 
the Indians, or punishing them by force of arms 
for any depredations they might have committed, 
and that the chief success which we had met with 
in regard to them had been accomplished by con- 
ciliation and negotiation. The Mexican Govern- 
ment had made a demand upon this Government 
for the fulfillment of the stipulations of the treaty; 
but up to this time no measures had been adopted 
for the accomplishment of that object. He had in || 
his possession a letter (which was subsequently | 
read by the Clerk) from an officer at San Antonio 
in relation to this subject. No more favorable op- 
portunity could present itself for compliance with 
our treaty stipulations, and for taking the requisite 
measures to carry out these stipulations, than was 
afforded by this boundary comimission—supported 
as it would be by a military force, and thus im- 
pressing the Indians with some idea of the strength 
of the Government. It was the opinion of the of- 
ficers of the army that an attempt should not be 
made to conquer these tribes, unless they should 
break out into hostilities against us, but that we | 
should effect the object we had in view by propi- 
tiation in the mode contemplated by this amend- | 
ment. 3 

Mr. H. withdrew the amendment, 

Mr. WHITE renewed the amendment to the 
amendment, for the purpose, he said, of having a 
vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that 
$15,000 was already appropriated for those In- 
dians to whom the correspondent of the gentleman 
from Texas had alluded, having been included in 
an amendment which was adopted not ten minutes 
previous, R 

Mr. HOWARD said, the gentleman from Mis- | 
sissippi was mistaken, His correspondent alluded | 
to the Indians along the whole line. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Hatt to the amendment was agreed to. | 

The question recurring upon the amendment as 
amended— 

Mr. CROWELL (upon a pro forma amendment) 
explained the reasons which had influenced the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in reporting these ; 
amendments. We were under treaty stipulations 
with Mexico to defend her frontier and inhabitants 
from the hostile depredations of these Indian tribes | 
upon her border, and also to restore to Mexico 
those of their people whom the Indians, in their | 
hostile incursions into her territory, had taken. | 
The question was, what was the best mode of 
fulfilling these treaty obligations? These Indians, |; 
spread over the territory stretching along the north- | 
ern boundary of Mexico from the Rio Grande to |; 
the Pacific, were exceedingly wild. Of their num- | 
bers, their pursuits, their modes of life, &., our | 
Government was entirely ignorant. ln order to | 
cultivate friendly relations, and thus enable our- |: 
selves to fulfill our treaty stipulations, it was ne- | 
cessary to send some person to gather information | 
upon these and various other points respecting 
them. The present was a very proper occasion || 
to send out such an agent, under Lhe protection of | 


the military escort which accompanied the bound- i 
ary commissioner. If sent out now, it would avoid | 
the necessity of a special military escort, which i 

4l 


otherwise. would be nesessary. 


i; sent to the frontier for that purpose. 


Mr. WHITE renewed the amendment of Mr. 
Jounson, of Arkansas, and called for a vote. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved a pro forma amend- 
ment, for the purpose of making a few remarks. 
He insisted on the Government exercising its 
duties. in such manner as to subserve the interests 
of every portion of the country. He regretted 
that the gentleman from Missouri, and the gen- 
tleman from. Mississippi, should have felt them- 
selves bound to oppose this appropriation. In 
his opinion, the expenditure of a few thousand 
dollars in endeavors to conciliate these Indian 
tribes would produce much greater effect, than 
the waste of millions in coercing them. ‘The Del- 
egate from Minnesota had said, that there existed 
among these Indians a general feeling of hostility 
against the United States. It is impossible to co- 
erce these tribes’ to submission. Every attempt 
we make to subdue them by force, will only lead 
to new. outrages on our frontier settlers, by way 
of satisfying their vengeance. He had just re- 
ceived a letter from a gentleman well acquainted 
with the character and habits of these Indians, 
who states itas his conviction thata few thousands 
expended in presents, would be much more effect- 
ual than the expenditure of millions in coercion. 
It was this policy which was principally pursued 
by the Government of Texas. It was found effi- 
cacious there, and it wouid be found equally so in 
the United States. We are told that the officers 
of the army connected with the expedition to 
survey the boundry between Mexico and the 
United States will take this charge on themselves. 
But this is no part of their duty. ‘They are not 
The pro- 


per mode is to send an agent. He will go there 


i! charged with this special duty, and he will en- 


deavor to execute it so as to promote the best in- 
terest of the country. He did not think that 
$30,000 was too large a sum for the purpose: 
$50,000 had been recommended by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian ‘Affairs, and even that sum might 
be disbursed among these Indians very advanta- 
geously by the United States. Treaties must be 
negotiated, and presents distributed for the purpose 
ofimpressing on these tribes a belief in the sincerity 
of our efforts to conciliate, and to show them that 
our Government is just and considerate. He would 
repeat, that a few thousands would do more for 
us by conciliation, than could be effected by mil- 
lions expended in coercion, which would involve 
us inall the difficulties of an Indian war. 

But it has been said against this appropriation, 
that already $15,000 have been appropriated for 
Texas. Thatis true. That amount is insufficient 
for the purpose contemplated. But that was in- 
tended for Indians living within Texas. This 
appropriation is intended principally for those In- 
dians living along the line of a thousand miles from 
El Paso to the Pacific ocean. The two appropri 
ations are for entirely different objects. Te hoped 
the amendment would be adopted. 

So the amendment of Mr. Jounson, as amended, 
was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, under similar in- 
structions, moved the following amendment: 

*¢ For expenses of treating with the Mississippi and St. 
Peter’s Sioux, for the extingaishment of their title to lands 
in Minnesota Territory, $15,000,” 

As this amendment and the next and last which 
he was instructed to offer came under the same ex- 
planation, he caused to beread theamendment which 
immediately follows. Fle explained, that both these 
amendments were for the purpose of concluding 
treaties, and for purchasing lands in the Territory 
of Minnesota. That Territory embraced about one 
hundred and sixty thousand square miles; out of 
which only about fifteen thousand square miles 
belonged to the American Government—the In- 
dian title, being extinguished. The balance be- 
longed to the Indian tribes. Our people—the set- 
tlers in that Territory—were pressing upon these 
tribes, and it became necessary to purchase a por- 
tion of their lands, or see these Indians driven out 
by the whites without receiving any compensation 
whatever; which would be productive of very 


: great excitement and difficulty, and, perhaps, of 
i war upon our frontier. 


He caused to be read the communication from 


l: the Department of the Interior, setting forth the 


necessity of this appropriation. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. J., under similar 
following amendment: - 

“ For expenses of treating with the Indians and: Half 
breeds, for the extinguishment of the title to their lands on _ 


thë Rei river of thé North, in the Territory of Minnesota, 
$10,000. ; 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BOKEE, the committee then 
rose, and the chairman reported the bill and 
amendments to the House. ` 

The question was stated by the Speaker to be 
on agreeing to the amendments, and on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. ` 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. : 

The SPEAKER said that the amendments 
would be read, and that if any gentleman desired 
a Separate question on any amendment, he would 
designate it. If not, the question would be taken 
on the amendments in the aggregate. 

All the amendments, with the exceptions here- 
after mentioned, were agreed to. 

INDIAN TREATIES, STATISTICS, &c. 

_ Mr. McMULLEN demanded a separate ques- 
tion on the following amendment, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 

“For expenses for procuring information and collecting 
Statistics necessary to the indian Bureau, and for making 
treaties with and presents to the various tribes oF Indians 
residing within the limits of the United States upon the 
borders of Mexico, $30,000.’? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ulinois, asked for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. $ 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 98, nays 62; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Ashmun, 
Bayly, Bennett, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, 
Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Conger, Corwin, Crow- 
eli, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Na- 
than Evans, Fowler, Freedh y, Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway, Haralson, Sampson W., Harris, Hay- 
mond, Henry, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, How- 
ard, Howe, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. 
King, Preston King, Leffler, Marshall, Matteson, MeDow- 
ell, MeGauzhey, McKissock, MeWillie, Moore, Morton, 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Owen, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Sackett, Savage, 
Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaul- 
ding, Sprague, Stanly, R. H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Taylor, John B. Thompson, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wellborn, White, Williams, and Wilson—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Bingham, Bis- 
sell, W. J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, J. 
P. Caldwell, Carter, Clingman, W R. W. Cobb, Colevck, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gorinan, Green, Hail, Hamilton, Harlan, I. G. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hoagland, Hubbard, Hunter, Andrew 
Johnson, Julian, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, McDonald, 
McLanaban, McMuiien, McQueen, Morris, Orr, Otis, Pot- 
ter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sawtelle, Sed- 
don, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Wal- 
lace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, 
Woodward, and Young—62. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

INDIAN TITLES IN MINNESOTA. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote 
was called for was the following: 

“For expenses of treating with the Mississippi-and St. 
Peters Sioux for the extinguishment oftheir tive to lands in 
Minnesota Territory, $15,000.*? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mlinois, said he would with- 
draw the call for a separate vote upon this amend- 
ment after the vote which had just been taken, 

The SPEAKER said, it would be necessary to 
take the question upon it, 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question then was on ordering the bill toa 
third reading. i 

Objection was made to the third reading of the 
bill, on the ground that it had not been engrossed. 

The SPEAKER said, if objection was made the 
bill, not having been engrossed, could not be re~ 
ceived. | 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER now said, the Chair had been 
informed that the bill had been engrossed. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, let us see the bill. 

The question on the motion to adjourn was 
called for, and, being taken, was decided in the 
aflirmative—ayes 86, noes 59. 

So the House adjourned. 
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instructions, offered. the. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and. approved, 
i Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the unani- 


Aug. F, 


THE CONGRESSE 


nious consent-of the House: to’ offer-a resolution, 
providing that the bills reported from the Gommit- 
tes'on the District of Columbia shall be made the 
special order of the. day for the third Friday of 
August, and each day thereafter until said bills. 
shall be.disposed of. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. BROWN. moved to suspend. the rules. 

The SPEAKER stated. that. the motion of the 
gentleman was not now in order, as aprior motion 
to.suspend. was pending, ` a 

Mr. WHITE inquired if it. would. be- in- order: 
to.move to.suspend the rules, and. that. the House 
resolve itself into Committee of. the Whole:on the 


state of the Union? X 


CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER replied that such a motion was 
not in-order, pending a.previous motion to suspend 
the rules. i 

There was now a motion pending, made when 
the House adjourned on Monday last, by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Rosinson,] that the 
rules of the House. be suspended to enable him to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the admission of 
California as a State. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Upon that question 
T demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit this for the con- 
sideration of the Chair: whether when a motion 
to suspend the rules is made, and the question is 
not taken, it does not fall by adjournment? Iam 
sure that was the decision in former Congresses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has held other- 
wise. There may be precedents on both sides; but 
the Chair thinks the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina will find the fact to be as the Chair will state: 
Until the last Congress the,motion to suspend the 


rules: was in order every day. in the week; and~' 


whenever the House adjourned pending such a 
motion it came up the morning following. During 
the last Congress the role was altered so as to per- 
mit the motion to suspend the rules to be made 
only upon Monday; and since that time it has 
been held by my predecessor and by myself, that 


the motion when made on Monday and not acted: 


upon, does: not come up on the following day, 
(because the motion to suspend is not in order ex- 
cept on Monday,) but on the following Monday. 
The Chair entertains no doubt upon the question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Iwill not take an appeal; 
but as the House is thin I move a call of the 
House. 

The question being on the motion fora call of 
the House, was.taken, and 

The SPEAKER announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr, CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and being | 


taken, were—yeas 38, nays 120. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

The question recurring upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules to enable the gentleman from Indi- 


ana to ask leave to introduce a bill for the admis- | 


sion of California— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRESTON KING desired to inquire of the 
Chair whether this was not resolution day, and 
being so, whether upon a motion for leave to in- 
troduce a bill to admit California, made by either 
of the gentlemen from Wisconsin, the bill could 
not be introduced by the vote of a majority ? 


The SPEAKER replied, that this was resolution | 


day; and when the States were called, a gentle- 
man.obtaining the floor when his State was called, 
who. had given previous notice, could ask leave to 
introduce a bill, and it could be introduced by the 
vote of a majority, 

Mr. PRESTON KING. That being the case, 
the Stute of Wisconsin being first to be called, 
and two members from Wisconsin [Messrs. Dory 


and Durken] having given notice of their intention | 


to ask leave to introduce a bill to admit California, 
I ask the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Rosin- 
SON 

Cie to order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING (continuing his sen- 
tence) to withdraw his motion, to enable one of the 
gentlemen from Wisconsin to ask leave to intro- 
duce his bill. 

Renewed calls to order, 

TheSPEAK ER stated that debate was notin order. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, said he would 
move that the House adjourn. 


The motion was not entertained, and: not insist- 
ed upon. i 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the suspension of the rules moved by Mr.. RosIx- 
SON. g 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was taken, and resulted—yeas lil, nays 67; as 
j follow: : ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Ashmun, Ba- 
ker, Bay, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Brigzs, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, ‘thomas B. Batler, Joseph Cable, 
| Calvin, Cainpbell, Caruter, Casey, Chaudler, Cievejand, 
Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Ereedley, Puller, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, 
Hailoway, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Henter, Willian T. 
Jackson, George G. King, Jaimes- G. King, John A. King, 
Preston: King, Lefiler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McClernand, MeLanahan, Meacham, Moore, 
Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peastee, Peck, 
Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Power, Ptnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sawtelle, Schemerhorn, Schoolcrait, Silvester, Spaut- 
ding, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Underhill, Walden, 


I| Wilson, Wood, and Young—11}. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bocock, 
i} Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, B. C. Cabell, 
{| George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Chingman, Wil- 
| liamson. R. W..Cubb, Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Featherston, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, 
i Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, 
|| Robert W. Johnson, Joues, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sère, Mar- 
i} Shall, Mason, MeDowell, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. 
McLean, McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Morse, 
I Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Sav- 
age, Seddon, Shepperd, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander’ H. 
tt Stephens, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Venable, 
i} Wallace, Watkins, Welborn, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—67. 


, not voting in the affirmative. ) 

And the bill was. not introduced. 

(Before the result was announced— 
| Mr. FITCH rose and addressed the Speaker. 
| The SPEAKER. Was. the gentleman within 
the bar when his name was. called ? 

Mr. FITCH. I was not; but if I had been, I 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, rose and said, 
that he had paired. off with the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Concer,] and asked, therefore, 
to be excused from voting. 

Mr. S. was excused. ` 

Mr. DISNEY rose and asked. the unanimous 
consent of the House to vote. 
| Objection was made. 

; So the vote of Mr. D. was not received. 
| Mr. BINGHAM rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within 
the bar when his name was called ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was not within the bar, 
but L desire to say, that if I had been, I would 
have voted in the affirmative.] 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
business. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
| the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 

Bayty,] that the House resolve itself into Com- 
muitee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. WILMOT asked the yeas and nays. 

, Mr. PRESTON KING desired the Speaker to 
;! State, for the information of the House, what the 
; regular order of business was. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order of busi- 
| ness for this day is the cali of the States for reso- 
i lutions. Buta motion to suspend the rule, for 
! the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, is in order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. As explanatory of a 
point of order, which it is my intention to make, 
l ask that the Clerk may read the twenty-sixth 
rule of the Heuse. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“ No. 26. All the States and Territories shall be called 


: Suid days, all resolutions which shall give rise to debate 
shail lie over for discussion, under the rules of the House 
already established; and the whole of said days shali be ap- 
propriated to resolutions, until all the States aud Territories 
‘| are calied through’? 


| 
l 
| 
| 
t 
| 
| 


: sion of Cougress, and, if necessary to secure this object on 


The rule having been read— 
Mr. PRESTON KING said: I now make this 
point of order, that it is the duty of the Chair to 


{ 
| 
| 
! announce when the regular order of business is 


|}. Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, li 


So the rules were not suspended, (two-thirds | 


I call for the regular order of |; 


for resolutions on each alternate Monday during each ses- |} 


called. for, what it is; that under the rule which 
has been read, it is imperative that the States shall 
be called for in their order upon alternate Mon- 
days for resolutions; and that it is the duty of the- 
' Chair to recognize a member from that State which 
; may be first. in orderon thecall. It is known to the 
Rouse, that thegentlemen{Mr.Dory and Mr. Dur- 
KEE] from Wisconsin, months ago, gave notice of 
their intention to introduce bill for the admission 
of California ag a State: into the Union. That 
| State (Wisconsin) is the State next in order on 
i the call, when the. States shall be called for reso- 
, lutions, and under this rule the bill referred. to 
| could be introduced by either of those gentlemen, 
under a majority vote. I hold it to be the duty 
of the Chair 

Mr. INGE interposed, and. said, that he ob- 
i jected to debate. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Kina,] was stating his point of order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. 1 was saying at the 
moment | was interrupted by the gentleman from 
, Alabama, [Mr. les, that Į hold it to be the duty 


i 
i 
| 
Í 


fi 
| 
i 


of the Chair to state the regular order of business, 
i and to assign the floor toa gentleman from Wis- 
| consin, instead of assigning it to a member from 
| any other State. 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and addressed the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
point of order. The gentleman from New York 
| {Mr. Kine] submits as a point of order, under the 
| 26th rule, that, on each alternate Monday, (that 
day being set apart for the call of the States for 
| resolutions,) the Chair must call the States for res- 
olutions, and must recognize a member from a 
State which is first entitled. to be called on that 
day; and that the Speaker cannot recognize a 
member from any other State than the one in or- 
| der for resolutions, The Chair overrules the point 
| of order, and decides, under the invariable and 
| uniform practice of the House, that on every Mon- 
i day, (when a motion is in order to suspend the 
i 
i 


rules,) it is in order for any member to be recog- 
į nized by the Chair, and to move a suspension of 
i the rules, requiring a vote of two-thirds, to take up 
| any business out of the regular order of business, 
i or to move to suspend the rules (under a majority 
| vote) for the purpose of going into Committee of 
i the Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair 
| decides that any member may be recognized for 
| these purposes, and that such motions are in order, 
i as is the motion made by the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia. [Mr. Bayzy] at this time. The Chair there- 
| fore overrules the point of order. 
Mr. KING. I took an appeal. upon this point 
i the other day. At that time the Chair. stated, as 
the reason for notannouncing the order of the day, 
| that a special order was before the House. I shall 
not now appeal from the deciston of the Chair, but 
; will call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
| go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY, (to the Speaker.) I desire to ask 
a question. of the Chair for information. Is. not 
the question of the admission of California the 
| subject first in order before the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and cannot a 
| majority of the committee take it up if they desire 
| to do so? 
į Mr. WILMOT, (in his seat.) Yes, but you 
: never can get it out of committee. 

The SPEAKER (replying to Mr. Bayiy) said, 
hese were questions, the decision of which be- 


i longed not to the Speaker, but to the chairman of 


the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Speaker would state, however, that 
; the business first in order before the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union, was the spe- 
| cial message on the subject of the admission of 
: California. 

The question on the demand for the yeas and 
: hays on the motion to go. into Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union was then taken. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
| firmative—yeas 98, nays 90; as follow: 
¥EAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Aver- 


Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burt, B. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Ciingmas, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Colcuck. Daniel, Deberry, Duer; Duncan, E:stmandson, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Freediey, Fuller, Gen- 
uy, Gott, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G, 


Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hilliard, Holladay, 


i 
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ett, Bay, Bayly, Bocuck, Bukee, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, 
i 
i 


Holmes, Houston, Howard, Inge, Joseph W, Jackson, Wi- 
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liam T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, ' 
Robert W; Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, James G, King, | 
La Sére, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, McDow- 
ell, Robert M. McLane, Finis B. McLean, MeMulien, 
McQueen, McWitlie, Meade, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Orr, 
Outlaw, Owen, Phænix, Powell, Reed, Risley, Robbins, 
Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Savag*, Seddon, Shepperd, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stevens, ‘Taylor, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wal- 
Jace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—98. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, William-J. Brown, Buel, 
Burrows, Thomas B. Buuer, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cleveland; Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Dunham, 
Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gould, 
Halloway, flarlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Hoagland, Howe, ‘Hunter, Julian; George G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Job Mann, Matte- 
son, McClernand, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Newell, Ogle, 
Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, Sackeu, Saw- 
telle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spauiding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, 
James Thompson, Underhill, Waiden, Waldo, Went- | 
worth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wilson, Wood, : 
and Yonng—90. i 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bovp 
in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN announced, that the Presi- 
dent’s California message was the first business in | 
order. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the California message 
be laid aside, with a view to move to take up House 
bill No. 233, making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the- year ending | 
30th June, 1851. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WENTWORTH 
and OcLe were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported, 
ayes 94, noes 75. 

So the California message and bill were laid 
aside, 


OREGON. LAND TITLES, 


Mr. THURSTON rose for the purpose of pro- 
posing to take up the Gregon land bill. He said, 
he had refrained from troubling the House upon 
this matter. He had thought of asking the House 
this morning to make this bill a special order for 
some future time. He understood from the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, that 
the appropriation bill which he should ask the 
committee to take up next, after the present (the 
Post Office bill) was the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, which would take some two | 
weeks. [fe apprehended that. it would not take 
more than an hour to finish the Oregon land bill. 
He wished the committee would do him the favor 
to take up this bill. He made that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN announced the question upon ; 
the motion of Mr. Tuursron, to take up bill No. 
250, entitled ‘+A bill to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of .the public lands in Oregon, and 
to provide for the survey, and to make donations 
to settlers of the said public lands. ?”? 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he had just voted to lay 
aside the California bill for the express purpose of 
taking up the Post Office appropriation bill. He 
wanted to know. if it was in order to move to take 
up any other bill? r 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that it was in order 
to take up the bill indicated by the gentleman from | 
Oregon, A motion, however, to take up the ap- 

ropriation bill would have the preference. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. To take up what particu- 
lar bill? 

Mr. ASHMUN. The Post Office appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. THURSTON. Ifit will accommodate the 
committee better, I will withdraw my motion. 

Several gentlemen appealed to Mr. Tuursron 
to withdraw his motion, stating that they would 
vote to take up his billafter the Post Office appro- 
priation should have been disposed of. ; 

Mr. THURSTON. I withdraw my motion. I 
give notice, however, that I shall ask the commit- 
tee to take up the Oregon bill before the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill is taken up. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ore- 
gon withdraws his motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to take up bill No. 330 
making appropriations for the service of the Pos 
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i ment of the Post Office, payable out of the general | 
| 


Office Department, during the year ending June | 
30, 1851. Op ee ener 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

So the bill making appropriations.out of the 
revenues of the Post Office Department, for its 
service during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1851,” was taken up. 0 ~ 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. CAMPBELL obtained the floor. 

After some conversation— tf 

The bill. was read. by sections. 

Mr. CAMPBELL yielded the floor to 

Mr. POTTER, who offered the following amend- | 
ment: i 

Strike from the 7th line of the bill the words ‘arising j 


from the revenues ofsaid department,” aud insert the words ; 
* not otherwise appropriated.” ji 


| 
Mr. CAMPBELL resumed the floor, and: ad- i 


dressed the committee during his. hour, in agen- | 
eral review of the history of party politics, from the |! 
foundation of the Government, with the avowed | 
purpose of showing, (in reply to-the speech of his 
colleague, Mr. Oxps,) who (he said) had main- | 
tained that the Democratic party—from its uni- 
form consistency upon political questions—was 
the only national party, that the Democratic party 
had been upon both sides of every political ques- 
tion which has been agitated since the foundation | 
of the Government. 

[The speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. OLDS rejoined, vindicating the positions 
he had assumed on a former day, in respect to. the 
distinctive measures of policy- of the two great 
parties; and adverting, incidentally, to various | 
minor matters of public policy and political his- | 
tory. Mr. O: yielded: the floor frequently. to. Mr. 
Campbzxu for purposes: of inquiry: and’ explana- | 
tion. ' 

[A report of the speech will appear in the Ap- | 
pendix.] i 

Mr. O. having concluded— | 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise, with the intention (he | 
said) of offering a resolution in the House closing 
general debate on the bill. i 

Mr. W., however, withdrew the motion at the | 
request of Mr. Porrer, (chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office,) and on his- pledge of | 
renewal. 4 

Mr. POTTER moved to amend the bill. by in- 
serting as follows: 

Strike out the words “ arising from the revenues of the | 


said department,” in the 7th line, and insertthe words not 
otherwise appropriated,” 


| 
Mr. P. said, that as the bill was reported, it pro- | 
i 


vides that these payments shall be made out of the | 
revenues of the department. It was the object of 
this amendment to make thema charge on the 
general treasury. Heexplained, that as the Post- | 
master General was a member of the Cabinet, and | 
filled one of the Executive offices, it was only | 
proper that his salary should be paid out of the 
‘Treasury, and not from the revenues of ths Post 
Office Department. He stated, that under the law 
which provided that an account shouid be kept at 
the post office at Washington, of ali the free letters 
sent through that office, it had been found that 
these letters amounted to 500,000. From the ac- 
counts kept in this Fouse and in the Senate, the 
letters sent free amounted to 396,369 per annum; 
aod thatthe further amount paid out as compensa- 
tion to postmasters at the places to which these | 
letters were addressed, for delivery, was $47,500. 
So that it appears. the total amount properly | 
chargeable to the Government for the free postage || 
of these letters and their estimated delivery, and || 
which is charged against the department, is | 
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This sum, however, as it appears, is not one-third 

part of the amount required to make good this de- | 
ficiency. Now, what his amendment proposed | 
was, to make the expenses of the home depart- | 


Treasury. He stated that there was now standing | 
to the credit of the Post Office Department, on the | 
books of the Treasury, including the surpluses | 
which had accumulated over the expenses for; 
some years past, the sum of about a million and | 


|ahalfof dollars. He proposed to amend the bill | 


so as to make the salaries of the Postmaster Gèn- 


j eral, the Auditor of the department, and officers: 


and clerks employed in the building, payable out’ 
of the Treasury, by way of set-off to the losses in= 
curred by the department on account ofthe frank- 
ing privilege and-the charges which come’ upon it 
for the delivery of: free letters, The: Post Office: 
Department he regarded as the pack-horse forthe: 
Army and Navy Departments; and every other: 
department of the Government; and. a very useful 

one it was; and perhaps might continue to: bé só.: 
It appeared’to him to be proper thatthese salaries: 
should be charged on the Treasury, and he hoped 

that his.amendment would be adopted. ee 

Mr. PHELPS then rose and stated some‘ objec- 
tions which he had to the bill, and which would’ 
prevent him from voting for it. As reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means, the bill ap- 
propriated the sum applicable to the expenditures 
of the department, in gross. 

Mr. JONES (interrupting) suggested that he 
had prepared an amendment, which he proposed to 
submit as soon as he could find an opportunity, 
making these appropriations specific as to the ob~ 
jects to which they should be applied. 

Mr. PHELPS expressed his gratification that 
the gentleman from Tennessee had prepared an 
amendment of this character. Had that gentle- 
man not done so, he (Mi. P.) would have offered 
an amendment at a proper time. He then pio- 
ceeded to comment with some disapprobation’ on 
the course of the Committee of Ways and Means; 
charging the committee with having retrograded 
in the science of finance, in having reported appro- 
priations in gross. This was the practice in the 
early steps of the Government. The Committee 
of Ways and Means had entirely disregarded the 
recommendation of Mr. Jefferson, that all appro- 
priations should, as far as practicable, be specific 
in their character. To show to the committee 
what the opinions of Mr. Jefferson on this subject 
were, he read an extract from the first annual mes- 
sage of Mr. Jefferson, recommending specific ap- 
propriations, 

The amount proposed to be appropriated by the 
bill as reported is precisely what the Postmaster 
General, in his estimates, says is necessary for the 
service of the year. But being appropriated: in’ 
gross, without any specification of the objects to. ` 
which it is to be applied, it is left entirely at the 
discretion of the Postmaster General to apply it as 
he may think best. It may be all consumed: in: 
the expenses of the department, in the compensa 
tion of mail agents, or in any other way which 
may fall in with the views of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. He could not but express his astonishment 
that the Committee of Ways and Means should 
have reported a bill in violation of the law, which 
requires the Postmaster General to send in ‘his 
estimates of the amounts required for the year, and 
the specific objects for which they are required. 

This was an objection he had to the bill. It 
ought to have specified the objects of these appro- 
priations, whether for the transportation of ‘the 
mail, the payment of postmasters, orofficial agents, 
or for the advertising of letters. . This is the only 
way in which a strict accountability can be’ se- 
cured. PORN 

Another objection he had to the bill was, that 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in reporting 
it, had departed from the usual course of proceed- 
ing in former Congresses, in requiring that the 
salaries of the Postmaster General, the Auditor, 
and the clerks, shall be paid out of the revenue of 
the Post Office Department. Heretofore it had 
been the practice to provide for these items in the 
general appropriation bill. Now the Committee 
of Ways and Means had made them chargeable on 
the revenue of the Post Office Department. it 


would have been much better, he contended, had 
|i it been the object of the committee to stop the drain 


on the Treasury, to have repealed the law: which 
appropriates $200,000 out of the Treasury. 

He regarded the bill as now reported as in 
contradiction to the law organizing the Post Office 
Department, which directs in what manner these 
appropriations shall be charged. If this law was 
to be changed—if it was deemed expedient to 
adopt a new course of policy, itought to have 
been done by the passage of a general law, de- 
claring that all these items of expenditure shall be 
charged on the department. A 

These were his objections to the bill.. And he 
could only further say, that at amoment when it 
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was;proposed to make a reduction. in the rates of 
postage, he regarded it as.still more improper to 
multiply the charges on the revenue of the depart- 
ment. 

Mr.. GREEN replied to his colleague. He con- 
tended that the appeal on the subject of the reduc- 
tion of ‘postage could not have much weight, inas- 
much as it had always been asserted that every 
ceduction in the rate of postage increased the rev- 
enue of the department. He denied that the de- 
partment had ever realized the declarations of 
those who insisted that it should be a self-existing, 
self-sustaining department. He called on his col- 
league to tell him whether it had ever paid its ex- 
penses? whether it had ever paid the cost of the 
magnificent structure in which it was conducted, 
and of the officers necessary to keep it in order? 
Never. 

Mr. PHELPS said something in explanation, 
whieh was not heard. 

Mr. GREEN said, he desired no information 

beyond that which he had. He believed that 
nothing new could be stated which would have 
any eflect on his opinion. He had looked into 
the subject sufficiently to enable him to form his 
judgment. The department never was self-sustain- | 
ing. 1t had never paid its expenses: he meant the 
expenses of the building in which it was carried 
on, the superintendence of repairs, expenses of 
clerks employed in it. For the last fifty years 
there had been an annual charge on the Treasury 
of about $215,000, towards the expenses of the de- 
partment. The receipts of the Post Office Depart- 
ment do not go into the Treasury, while all the 


expenses of the officers necessary for the depart- || 


ment go out of the Treasury. It was the purpose | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to change | 
this system. He admitted that there might be a 
million of dollars to the credit of the department 
on the books of the Treasury, while, if you were 
to draw a draft for a hundred dollars on account of 
the department, nota single dollar of it could be 
drawn out, 

He repeated, that the department never had paid 
its ownexpenses. What was the condition of the 
people of Missouri? If they send on here an ap- 
plication for some additional mail facilities, the 
answer is invariably, that the means of the depart- 
ment will not allow them to be granted. People 
are told that they cannot have new facilities be- 
cause there are no means to pay for them. He 
contended that it was manifestly unjust that the 
people of Missouri, who consume imported goods, | 
should be taxed to make up this sum of §215,000 | 
paid annually out of the Treasury, while they 
could get nothing by way of mail facilities in 
return. The people of the eastern States derived 
all the advantages of the system, because they got 
their posiages down to five cents, and are now èx- 
erting themselves to get a further reduction to 
three cents or even less, 


Fie censured the system of making contracts for | 


the transportion of the mails by steamers, regard- 
ing itas a fraud that this system should have been 
thrown on the Navy Department. He was op- 
posed to the whole system. He was unable to 
discover any advantage likely to result from it. 
Jt threw upon the country an annual outlay of 
$1,300,000 for the benefit of commerce, as it was 
pretended. He denied that Congress had any 
more right to throw such a tax as this on the 

. country for the benefit of commerce, any more 
than it had for the benefit of agriculture, or of the 
arts and sciences. It was a scheme for the benefit 
of a few. mail contractors. He particularly desig- | 
nated Mr. Butler King as the individual who had | 
procured the passage of the law authorizing these 
contracts; and asserted that he would at any time 
when he could get hold of a sufficient pretext, 
move a repeal of these contracts. 

(Some conversation took place here between 
Mr. Green and Mr. CroweLL, on the subject of 
the positions they had respectively occupied on 
this question.] 

Mr. GREEN resumed, vindicating Mr. Polk 
from the imputation cast on him by the gendeman 
from Ohio [Mr. Crowz11] for having approved 
this bill, stating that he was compelled to do so, 
or to stop the supplies. 

He convluded with stating it to be his intention | 
hereafter to go more at large into this question of 
the mail steamers. It had been boasted by some | 
of these contractors, that by means of cigars, | 
champagne, and oysters, they had been. able to 


secure their contracts. He did not believe there 
was any truth in these boastings, but he was desi- 
rous that such imputations should not be cast on 
Congress. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. CROWELL requested the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Warre] to withdraw the motion 
for a few moments, to enable him (Mr. C.) to say 
a word in reply to a certain portion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Green.] 

The motion was not withdrawn. 

The question having been taken and decided in 
the affirmative, the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE. 

Mr. BAYLY offered a resolution, in the usual 
terms, providing for the termination of the debate 
on the said bill in fifteen minutes after its consider- 
ation should again have been resumed in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the motion, by substituting two hours for fifteen 
minutes. Hedesired, he said, to submit some re- 
marks. $ 

Pending the motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 


| propriate committees : 


By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of John L. Frost, praying 
compensation for property in the city of Washington which 
was destroyed by the British in 1814, and for services ren- 
dered in removing the records of the Government from the 


said year. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of citizens of White 
Hail, in the State of New York, to make White Hall a port 
of entry. 

By Mr. WALDO: The petition of E. A. Converse and 147 


| Other citizens and electors of the town of Stafford, Connee- 


ticut, praying for the substitution of a judicious system of 
specific duties in lieu of the ad valorem principle in our tariff 
aws. 

Also, the petition of Tracy Peck and 48 others, citizens of 
Bristol, Connecticut, asking for an alteration of the tariff 
taws, by substituting specific for ad valorem duties. 

By Mr. PHCZNIX: The petition of Leonard Scott & Co., 
and others, publishers of periodicals, on the subject of post- 
age. 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of C. H. Atherton, 
praying to be allowed interest on his money during the 
time the Government had the use thereof, and to be remu- 
nerated for his expenses incurred in entering into a contract 
with the Government, which contract the Government failed 
to perform on its part. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, August 5, 1850. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of Mar- 
cus Spaulding, asking the enactment of a law grant- 
ing bounty land to the officers and soldiers of the 
war of 1812 with Great Britain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Rich- 
ard Fields, asking compensation for services ren- 
dered in the negotiation of a treaty between the 
| United States and the Seminole Indians, in the 
| years 1837 and 1838; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented g memorial of citi- 
zens of Rockville, in the State of Connecticut, 
setting forth that they have invested not less than 
half a million of dollars in the manufacture of 
woolen goods, and give employment to more than 
a thouyand persons; that this branch of industry 
has saffered very great depression from the inju- 
rious effects of the tariff of 1846; and asking that 
the evils may be remedied by the adoption of a 
judicious system of specific duties instead of ad 
valorerh, and that they may be protected from the 
frauds of the foreign manufacturers and importers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Manafac- 
tures, 

Mr. SOULE presented the petition of the 
mayor of New Orleans, and the council of the 
first municipality, in favor of the enlargement of 
the limits of the port of New Orleans, by the an- 
nexation of a certain district on the right bank of 


| the river opposite the first and third municipalities. 


The memorials set forth the advantage to be de- 
rived from such a step, among which they enu- 
merate that business will be concentrated in the 


mint; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted docu- 
ments in relation to the claim of Don Juan. Do- 


Capitol immediately preceding its attack by the British in | 


vicinity of the custom-house, post-office, and | 


mercq, a Spanish. subject residing in Mexico, to 
compensation for a quantity of tobacco taken by 
the United States troops during the late war with 
that Republic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. — : Ae 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a memorial of citizens 
of Gibson county, Indiana, asking that bounty 
lands be granted to the officers and soldiers of the 
last war with Great Britain, and the several Indian 
wars; which was referred. to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which were recommitted the adverse re- 
port on the petition of Robert Butler and additional 
evidence in his case, asking compensation for prop- 
erty taken for public uses, made a report recom- 
mending that the original adverse report be con- 
firmed, and closing with a resolution that the 
prayer of the petition ought to be granted; which 
was agreed to. 

t RESOLUTION. 

Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions he instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of granting a pension to the 
widow of Lieutenant Browning, late of the United States 

avy. 

Mr. JONES also submitted a paper relating to 
the same, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. BELL asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a bill granting 
to the State of Alabama the right of way and a 
donation of public land, for the purpose of loca 
ting and constructing a railroad from the point at 
which the Nashville and Chattanooga road crosses 
the Tennessee river to the town of Chattanooga; 
which was read a first and second time by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


NEW MEXICO. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by law 
any officer of the army from assuming or exercising within 
the limits of tbe United States any civil power or authority 
not conferred by an act of Congress, and of providing an ad~ 
equate punishment for such offences. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, addressed the Sen- 
ate for upwards of two hours upon this resolution. 
Of his speech a report will appear hereafter. 

The further consideration of the subject was 


| then postponed until to-morrow. 


NEW MEXICO AND TEXAS. 
Mr. PEARCE, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce the following bili: 


A Bill proposing to the State of Texas the establishinent of 
her northern aud western boundaries, the retinquishment 
by said State of all territory claimed by her exterior to 
said boundaries, and of all her claim upon the United 
States. 

Beit enacted, Qe., That the following propositions shall 
be, and the same hereby, are offered to the State of Texas, 
which, when agreed to by the said State, in an act passed 
by her General Assembly, shall be biuding and obligatory 
upon the United States and upon the said State of Texas. 
Provided, ‘That the said agreement by the said General As- 
sembly shall be given on or betore the first day of Decem- 
ber, 1850. 

first. The State of Texas will agree that her boundary 
of the north shali commence at the point at which the me- 
ridian of 100° west from Greenwich is intersected by the 
parallel of 36° 30/ norui/latitude, and shall run from said 
point due west to the meridian of 103° west from Green- 
wich; thence her boundary shal} run dne south to the thir- 
ty second degree of north latitude ; thence on the said paral- 
tel of 32° of norih latitude to the Rio Brave del Norte; and 
thence with the channel of said river to the Guifof Mexico. 

Second. The State of Texas cedes to the United States all 
her territory exterior to the limits and boundaries which 


| she agrees tu establish by the firsi articie of this agreement, 


Third. The State of Texas relinquishes all claim upon the 
United States for liability tor the debts of Texas, and for 
compensation or indemnity for the surrender to the United 
States of her ships, forts, arsenals, custom-houscs, cusiom- 
house revenue-arms and munitions of war, and public build- 
ings, with their sites, which became tie properiy of the 
United States at the time of annexation. 

Fourth. The United States, in consideration of said re- 
duction of buundaries, cession of territory, and relinquish- 
ment of claims, will pay to the State of Texas the sum of 
ten millions of dollars, in a stock bearing five per cent. iu- 
terest, and redeemable at the end of fourteen years, the fu- 
erent payabie half-yearly at the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Fyth. immediately after the President of the United 
States shall have been furnished with an authentic copy of 
the act of the General Assembly of ‘'exas accepting these 
propositions, he shall cause the stock to be issued in favor 
of the State of Texas, as provided for in the fifth aiticle of“ 
this agreement. Provided, That five millions of said stock 


may hte 
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shali not be issued unti! the creditors of the State holding 
bonds of Texas for which duties on imports were specially 
pledged, shail first file at the Treasury of the United States 
releases of all claims against the United States for or on 
aceount of said bonds. ERS a GS : 
- The bill having been read.a. first 4ime— 
Mr. PEARCE asked for its second reading, and. 
he addressed the Senate for. more: than. half aan 
hour in explanation of -his plan,a report-of which 


will be found with the proceedings on the bill, of || 


August 7th. 

The bill was. then read 
to be printed, and was 
for to-morrow. 

THE ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | now ask that the special 
order ‘may be considered. 

TMr. YULEE. It isso late in the day, being 
how near three o'clock, that I move it be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

| The motion to postpone was lost. 

į The bill providing for the admission of Califor- 
fia was then taken up, as in Committee of the 


a second time, ordered 
made the order of the day 


Whole, and. there being no further amendment, it | 


was reported, as amended, to the Senate. 

i r) . 

I The amendment was concurred in, and the ques- 
tion was then on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
ffor a third reading. 

i A discussion ensued which occupied the re- 
i mainder of the day’s sitting; and without coming 
f to any decision on the bill, ` 

i The Senate adjourned. 

i {The debate will be given in the Appendix.] 

} er ee eee 
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IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Turspay, August 6, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


DEBATE ON THE POST OFFICE BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the urffinished busi- 
ness tobe the resolution offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy.] providing 
that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the Post Office appropriation 
bill, should terminate in fifteen minutes after the 
bill should again have been taken up. A motion 
had been made by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Sranron,] to amend the resolution by stri- 
king out the words “fifteen minutes,”’ and inserting 
“ twọ hours;” and pending this amendment, the 
House had adjourned. 

The question now recurred on the motion of 


= 


Mr. Stanton, to amend the resolution by striking | 


out ‘fifteen minutes,” and inserting ‘two hours.” 
The resolution and amendment was read. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved. the 
amendment which had heretofore been offered by 
My, STANTON. 


The SPEAKER explained the state of the ques- | 


tion. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the resolu- 
tion and amendment be laid upon the table. 

‘The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, 


not be laid upon the table. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Stanton. 

Telers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Porrer and Duncan were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the vote was de- 
elared to be—ayes 51, noes 71. 

Mr. VENABLE asked the yeas and nays. 

‘The SPEAKER put the question, and twenty- 
five voted in favor of the yeas and nays, (not a 
sufficient number to order them.) 

Tellers on. the yeas and nays were demanded 
and ordered, and Messrs. Waxtuace and Ops 
were appointed, : 


Twenty-one members voted in the affirmative. | 


‘So the yeas and nays were refused. A 
Mr. GOTT demanded the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. ORK submitted, that when the Speaker, in | 


. the first instance, counted the members voting to 
_order the yeas and nays, twenty-five members 
were announced as in favor of them. He (Mr. 


96 


So the House decided that the resolution should | 


the present state -of. the 
count of the negatives. ` 
| -The SPEAKER said, it was too late to- make” 
ithe point. “The Chair had announced that twenty- 
five was nota sufficient number, and the gentle- 
man should then have called for a count of the 
i negatives. 

So the amendment was: rejected. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON now renewed the mo- 
tion that the resolution be laid upon the table, and 
on that motion demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. 


should not be laid on the table. i 

The question. then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question, 

There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, having been taken— 

The resolution was adopted. 

So the House decided that the debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
said bill, should terminate in fifteen minutes after 
it should again have been taken up. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve 


the Union, but waived the motion at the request 
of Mr. HAMMOND. 

j ENGRAVING. , 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 
graving, reported he following resolution; which 
was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving he directed 
to contract for the engraving and printing of fourteen huy- 
dred sets of the five maps accompanying the message of the 
President, relative to ‘Tigre Island, in the Gulf of Fonseca, 
provided the cost shall not exceed six hundred and seventy 
dollars. 

Mr. BAYLY then renewed the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—which motion was agreed to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Thereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Boyn, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed 


out of the revenues of the Post Office Department 
for its service during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1851. 

Mr. CROWELL rose, and addressed the com- 
mittee to the following effect: Mr. Chairman, it 
is my purpose, in taxing the time of the commit- 
tee, to submit a few remarks to its consideration 
in relation to the bill now pending. And Í am 


day. My remarks (said he) shail be brief. 
While a member of this House from Missouri 
[Mr. Green] was addressing the committee, and 
denouncing the measure under consideration on 
that point which involves the appropriation of 
money to the foreign mail service as unconstitu- 
tional, | made an-inguiry of him, whether thebill 
or bills under which the system was commenced 
and prosecuted up to the present time were not 
approved by Mr. Polk, his political friend, the 
President of the United States at the umé they 
were passed? { did this, Mr. Chairman, for the 
purpose of pointing his denunciations against the 
friends of the measure who first brought it for- 
ward, and by whose votes the measure was carried 
through Congress, and the President of the United 
States who approved it. 
not wish it to be understood that f endorsed the 
declaration that this appropriation was unc mstitu- 
tional. It may have been inexpedient, but that is 
a different question. I did not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, that either the members of 
Congress by whom the biil was passed, or the 
|! President of the United Sals who approved it, 
were guilty of any violation of the Constitution. 
No, sir. J made no such charge; I believed no 
such thing. i took the course 1 did for the pur- 
pose of arresting the denunciations of the gentie- 
man from Missouri against these who were not 


O.) submitted that this was a sufficient number ir t 
“House, and called for a 


And the House again decided that the resolution | 


i; who, for the last thirty years, has. been 
i} with the confidence of the State of Missour 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the consideration of the bill making appropriations | 


induced to do this mainly, though reluctantly, in | 
consequence of what passed in this Hall on yester- | 


I, at the same time, did į 


properly its.objects, and giving them a:di 
those who were.: This,:sir, was my sole ‘ob: 
Instead. of mestine my inguirys Nowe: ñ: 
that spirit of -couttesy. which usually distinguishes 
these Interlocutions between members on thi 0 
you, sir, and all of us, know:ho f 
of the gentleman from’ Missouri fell 
is always due from one member. of: { 
another. The gentleman from. Missouri; by drma. 
| plication, denounced me'as an Abolitionist Itac 
corded well with the skulking course he. has pur- 
sued in this matter, not to make this charge in 
direct terms. It was dove by implication, Buty 
sir, I glory in itl aman anti-slavery man, or, if 
you please, an Abolitionist. He took occasion,:at 
the game time, to denounce as another Abdlitionist, , 
a distinguished Senator from his.own State, whose 
name is identified with the history of the country, 
and in whose high reputation asa man of eminent 
talents and vast attainments as. a.statesman, we. 
ought all to feel a just pride. “He ‘took occasions 
standing up here in his. place in’ the House, of, Rép-- 
i| resentatives, to denounce that distinguished citizen,” 
honored 


a 
traitor to his country. A mian who finds his way 
to this Hall, and rises here to give expression- to 
such a sentiment, and to apply: such’ opprobrious 
epithets to the distinguished citizen who isa mem- 
ber of the legislative branch at the other. end of 
this building, is, in my humble judgment, better 
fitted to become an inmate of a- mad-house or an 
insane asylum than for a seat on this floor. "This, 
sir, is my opinion. I ase no reproachful epithets; 
I leave them to blackguards and the member from. 
Missouri. ; ‘ 

The CHAIR. Order. ; 
| Mr. CROWELL resumed. T intend 
man, to be perfectly decorous and orderly, and to 
deport myself in accordance with the rules which 
ought always to govern our proceedings on this 
floor. If the sentiments-uttered by the gentleman > ` 
from Missouri were regarded as, consistent’ f 
the rules of order, am, I not to-be considered asii 
order in replying to them? Yes, sir, you can bear: 
| me witness that I respect and submit to the rules: 
of order, but [can never respect'those-who habits 
ually violate those rules. Coe og E Sa 

I accosted the gentleman from: Missouri. in the 
most decorous terms. He turned upon. me, and 
replied ina strain of vituperation and abuse cer- 
tainly not called for either by the tone or the char- 
acter of my inquiry, and such as I have. never 
heard in this Hall, except from the gentleman. from 
Missouri, But it is perfectly characteristic of that 
member, and I shall never hereafter expect any- 
thing better from that source. ge gOS 

The gentleman from Missouri-says that the ap- 
| propriation for this foreign mail service ‘is: uncon= 
stitutional, and he did not: vote’ forit; and: he 
denounces- those who are sworn to support the 
Constitution, as having violated that solemn ‘obli-’ 
gation, when they passed the bill for that object. 
He asked me if I voted for that bill. I answered 
him with that prudence which should always char- 
| acterize the language of one whose acts are on 
‘record, -I told him that 1 did not remember with 
| certainty, but that the records would show. I 
i| did not wish to rely implicitly on my recollection 
|| of the fact, and I was desirous not to fall into an 
| error on my own account, nor to mislead the gen- 
|| tileman from Missouri, or the committee, in refer- 
ence to my course. Hence | referred to the record 
in this as in all other matters pertaining to my. 
official acts. At this reply the gentleman from 
|.Missouri became very. indignant, and. seemed to 
| view it with unmitigated abhorrence, and declated 
it-tantamount to an admission of guilt on my parte: 
“You voied (saidhe) to rob your censtitnuentss.— 
| ‘ by aiding in the imposition of a taxon them for. 

i ‘the purpose of paying $1,300,000 fercarrying ont. 
‘contracts made exclusively for the benefit of the, 
‘commercial interests. Go home, after doing this: 
‘great wrong,and make your peace wit 
‘constituents P? ae i 
i. Now, sir, there is scarcely a. word:ọf truth in 
li this whole statement. . Lamnaturally,ofanervoug 


„Mr. Chair- 


“temperament, and am perhaps easily frightened, 
As everybody knows with whom I am acquainted, 
and: F- became anxious to make an explanation 
which would correct the error into which the gen- 

: tleman ‘had been’ betrayed. “But no, sir; he re- 
“fused methat courtesy which, in the practice of 

this: House, no gentleman on this floor ever re- 

fuses:to- another... I appeal to every member of 
this. House if I am'not correct in this statement. 

It frequently happens, sir, that a gentleman. falls 

into’an error in some statement of facts bearing on 

the question under consideration. And this’ is 
sometimes the case. with members who pay some 
regard to the. truth, as well as the member from 

Missouri. “And it has uniformly: been regarded 

as proper to allow a correction to be made. I 

was. refused this opportunity by the gentleman 

from Missouri, and refused, sir, in such terms as 

T-must always regret to have heard-on this floor. 

Sir; 1 was compelled to abandon the effort to cor- 

rect ‘the. blunders and erroneous statements of the 

gentleman from Missouri, for they were full of 

errors.and ‘destitute of truth. ; 
He assumed, for example, that I voted for the 

‘act of 1848. He assumed further, which is en- į 


tirely incorrect, that this system of foreign mail j, 


service commenced at that time. The gentleman 

is mistaken in all of these particulars. The pres- 

ent system commenced in the year 1845. It was 

established by the act of the 3d of March of that 

year. And if it was an unconstitutional measure, 

the President, who signed. that bill, and the mem- | 
bers. who aided in its passage, are equally amena- 
ble to the charge of having committed a violation 
of the Constitution, But the member from Mis- 
souri does not seem capable of appreciating and 
understanding this-fact. 

“Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said, he believed the 
first act was passed in 1844, during the adminis- 
tration of President Tyler. 

Mt, CROWELL resumed. The system was 
not established until this act was passed; and it 
was approved, as | have said, on the 3d of March, 
1845. I have taken pains to examine the Journal 
and the Congressional Globe, to inform myself of 
the proceedings which took place while this act 
was pending. On the passage of the act there àp- 
pears to have been no division. lt prowdes for 
the transportation of the mail between the United 
States and foreign countries, and authorizes the 
Postmaster General, under, the restrictions and 
provisions of existing laws, to contract for the 
transportation of the United States mail between 
our own and the ports of any foreign Power, when- 
ever, in his opinion, the public interest would be 
thereby promoted. 

This act contains a variety of provisions which 
it is not necessary for me to recite. J refer to it as 
laying the foundation of our foreign mail service. 
The. Postmaster. General was clothed with large 
discretionary powers. 

The next act was passed in the following year, 


and it authorized the Postmaster General to ad- |} 


vance $25,000 towards the transportation of the 
mail in steam vessels to Bremen. There was no | 
division, I believe, on its passage. | 

In the year 1847 there was another law passed | 
to establish post offices, and for other purposes. į 
On examination of the Congressional Globe, I do | 


not find that there was any division on its final |; a 
ij ment, 


| 
passage. I cannot, therefore, take it upon myseif | 
to say who were the persons that voted for or | 
against the bill. 
in. this way, sir, the matter stood when I be- | 
came a member of this House. Al the contracts 
mode, and which the gentleman from Missouri has 
denounced with so much bitterness, were made 
when Mr. Polk was President of the United States, 
and.as such signed the bills—all of them, except 
the first one; and Mr. Cave Johnson, then Post- 
master General, (and a very good one, too,) gave 
his sanction to the system, and. made all the con- 
tracts that are now in. existence, I. believe. The 
gentleman from Missouri says, that this system, 
instead of being introduced in the Post Office bill, 
was commenced in the Navy Appropriation bill, 
in the year 1848. Thisis not so. At that‘time | 
both the gentleman from Missouri and myself held | 
seats on this floor. 
containing the appropriation for the foreign mail | 
service, there was a division. Let us turn to the 
record, and see who voted for this unconstitutional: į 
appropriation of $874,000 for these contracts, 
made, as the gentleman from Missouri asserts, 


On. the passage of that bill, | 


| year 1849, the vote stood—yeas 105, nays 41. 


| the occasion would justify it and the temptation is 


| the member from Missouri. 


; dered, defeat the present system of sustaining the mails with- 


5n 


exclusively to benefit the commercial interests of the | 
country, at the expense of the agricultural. And, f 
after I shall Mave succcéded in showing who it-is | 
that.voted for this atrocious appropriation, on the 
authority of the Journal, | will then say to the f 
member-from Missouri, “ Let us both go to our 
homes, and make our peace with our constituents 
as best we may.’’ 

The remarks made yesterday are very briefly 
reported in. the.-Globe. The. conversation which 
took place between the gentleman from Missouri 
and: myself, is entirely suppressed, and £ am in- 
debted to another paper. fora report of what passed 
between us on that occasion. „When the question 
was taken on the passage of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of the navy for the 


(House Journal, page 935-6.) On that bill, which 
has called forth the indignation and abuse of the 
gentleman from Missouri, and has evoked his bit- 
ter denunciation of me and of my course, and the 
supporting of which he deems such an atrocious 
offence against the Constitution of the United 
States,—on that bill, Mr. Chairman, the name of 
the gentleman is recorded among the affirmatives, 
and mine stands among the negatives. Though 


strong, I shall indulge in no denunciations against 
He has asserted on 
this floor that he did not vote for the appropria- | 
tion: the record shows he did. f 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 believe the gentleman from 
Ohio will find my name also in the negative. 

Mr. CROWELL. The name of the gentleman 
from Missouri furthest from me, is recorded, with 
mine, against the bill, 

The following extract from the last report of the 
Posimaster ‘General, furnishes all the additional 
facts which 1 wish to present on this subject. The 
dates of the contracts, and other interesting facts, | 
may be gathered from it. 


FOREIGN MAIL SERVICE. 

«<The mail service by the way of Southampton to Bremen 
has been, under the contract with this department, carried 
the past year by the steamships Washington and [lermann j 
for the sum oftwo hundred thousand dollars, and the gross 
amount realized in postage from that service for the year 
ending October 4, was $61,114 30. The gross amount 
from Ist June, 1847, to October4, 1848, was $20,082 51. | 

ss Notece has recently beeu received from the proprietors 
that this service WHI be suspended until February next, in į 
order to make the necessary repairs now required fur the 
safety of these steamships. 

«Fhe mail from Charleston, via Savannah, to Havana, 
under the contract with this department, bas been carried, 
since the Jsth of October, 1848,in the steamer Isabel, with 
a good degree of regularity, at the cost of $35,086 22. No 
other foreign mail is carried by contract with this depart- 
ment. 

« By a contract with the Navy Department, made by direc- 
tion of law, provision was made for carrying a mail twice in 
each month between New York and New Orleans, via 
Charleston, Savannah, and Havana; and also for like trans- ji 
portation between Havana aud Chagres. This was entered 
upon in December, 1848, and has been partially performed. 
Underalike contract with the Navy Department, steamships 
are carrying the mails on the Pacific, between Panama aud 
California, once in each month. By a treaty, the Government |! 
ot New Granada is bound to transport the mail across the 
isthmus. This service, more particularly on the Atlantic and 
across the Isthinns, has been very imperfectly performed, 
and the connections have been very unsuccessful. Fhis 
the department has not been able entirely to remedy, the 
contractors not being within its control. Exertions have, 
however, been continued, and sucharrangements have been 
made and assurances received, as to give a good degree of 
confidence that, with the coöperation of the Navy Depart- 
the mails will hereafter receive regular dispateh 
through this entire route of at and increasing importance, 

te By the present organization of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, established in 1836, the mail service of the United 
States is sustained by appropriations entirely from the 
money derived from postage. 

t: Congress, by the act of March 3, 1817, entitled “An act 
providing for the building anc equipment of fournaval steam- 
ships,” entered on the policy of encouraging the erection by 
individuals of war steamers, so that ou the emergency of i 
awar, they might be ready for public use. Contracts were | 
ordered and made by the Navy Department for three lines 
of war steamers; one from New York via Havana to New 
Orleans, and fiom Havana to Chagres, and one from Pan- || 
ama to California and Astoria, and one between New York |} 
and Liverpool; ail which, requiring thirteen war stean- | 
s, Were LO carry the mail, and to reccive when com- | 

i 
H 
i 
i 


sd the sum Of $874,000 per annum from the Treasury. | 
Whether this policy i 
lirely a question for Congress; butit seems proper to ob- 

serve, that any change by which this shail be declared mail | 
service, and this great additional demand be made a claim | 
on the income from postage, will grealy embarrass and de- jj 
range the operations of the department. So great is the | 
cost of building and sustaining these s, and so small 
the postage to be derived therefrom, that it will, if so or- 


s to be continued or extended, is en- | 


in this country; put an end to all exterision of its accommo- 
dations, all reduction of postage, and ali improvement of its 
condition. {tis much to be hoped that no proposition -so 
disastrous ints consequences will be entertained. In any 


| lessly performed, and 


| makes the halance in accounting largely agaist us. 


course Congress may. think proper to pursue in relation to 
those war steamers, their support, while continued, must 
be rawn from the ‘Treasury, as provided when adopted, aud 
as is now done. : oe g 
“'The trànsportàtion of the mail across the Isthnins, being 
in a foreign Country, is the proper subject-matter of a treaty, 
and is not within the power of this department. It is, ttow- 
ever, respectfully suggested that this Service, now done by 
the Government of New Granada, is very- tardily and care- 
the compensation under the treaty 
probably inadequate. Reliable information. has “hgen re- 
ceived that they would willingly. yield up this service. A 
new arrangement should immediately be made by treaty, if 


|| praeticable, permitting this service 10 be performed by our~ 
; selves, but guarantying its protection, the 


re, and placing it 
under the direction of this department. The amount re- 
quired by the treaty to he paid to New Granada for carrying 
that maib, being in no other way provided for hy Congress, 
has been paid by this department up to this time. 

«“ No steamship has yet been dispatched on the mail ser- 
vice from New York to Liverpool under the contract with 
the Navy Department, but it is expeeted soon to be. done, 

& Sinee the last session of Congress, the postal treaty with 
Great Britain has been carried into fll operation by regula 


i tions setiled in pursuance of the treaty by this department 


and the Post Office Departmeut of that country, whieh reg- 
ulations have been. promalgated. ‘Phe leading feature of 
that arrangement is, that. letters on whieh the postage is 
wholly prepaid, oron which nove is paid, pass through the 
mails between the two countries, and are dispatehed and 
delivered in the same nianner as if those countzics were ones 
and an account is kept ineach of the postage coliected for 
the other, which is periodically setted. ‘The effect of this 
is, that, while the sea-service is almost entirely performed 
by the British steamships, the sea-postage belonging to trem 

"he 
operation of this is no injury, as we actually receive all we 
pay; but it is stated in order to explain. that now all this 
po-ltage goes into the account of postage received in this 
department, and to swell its apparent amount, when it is 
subject always to the annual reduction of this balance pay~ 
able to Great Britain. Whenever our mail steamships shall 
perform service between New York and Liverpool, which 
is soon expected, it will tend to correct this balance. The 
efforts to extend this arrangement through Bngland and 
France have not been successful? . 


My purpose is now answered. ‘Thave exposed 
the errors into which the member from Missouri 


! had fallen—I will not say knowingly, for I think 


he is entirely innocent of much accurate knowledge 
on this or any other subject—and have shown 
that his bitter denunciations apply te his own 
course and his own conduet, and wot mine. And 
here, sir, E will leave this modern Haman sus- 
pended upon the gallows which his own hands 
have made fpr another, and dismiss the whole 
matter as unworthy of further consideration. 

The time allotted for the general debate having 
closed, the Chairman’s hammer felt, 

And Mr. Crowe tu resumed his seat. 

Under the rule, the gentleman who reported the 
bill, (Mr. Barty, in the present case,) was entitled 


| to address the committee. : 


Mr. BAYLY took the floor, and said that he 
desired to submit a few remarks, to which he re~ 
quested the attention of the committee. Fhey 
would ke confined entirely to the two objections 
which had been taken to this bill. These objec- 
tions were: first, that the expenses of the Post 


i Office Department were charzed npon the revenues 
| of that department; and second, that appropria- 


tions of an aggregate sum were made in-place of 
making them in detail, for the various objects of 


| expenditure. 


Mr. JONES interposed, and asked the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Bayy] to yield the floor 
for a moment. 

Mr. BAYLY having yielded— : 

Mr. JONES said, that with the permission of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] he 
(Mr. J.) would send to the Chair a substitute, 
which he proposed to offer in Heu of the second 
section of the bill. After the general debate was 


i closed, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] 


as the gentleman who reported the bill, had the 


i right to address the committee for an hour, and as 


the gentleman had announced his intention to 


speak to the subject-matter embraced inthe amend- ` 


ment, he (Mr. J.) desired that he should have the 
amendment before him. He would now simply 
remark, that the amendment was a copy of the es- 
timates of the Postmaster General—each item as 
reported by him as necessary for the service of the 
present year. .Mr. J. asked that the amendment 
might be read. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


« For transportation of the mails, including the service in ` 


California and Oregon, two millions nine hundred-and fifty 
thousand dolars. 

Por. transportation of the mails in two steamships from 
New York, by Southampton, to Bremen, at oue hundred 
thousand dollars for each ship, under the contract with the 
Ocean Steam Navigation Company of New York; and for 
transportation by two ships, under the same contract, from 
New York to Havre, at seventy-five thousand dollars, each, 


ae 


| 1850. 


“THE CONGR 


(in: addition, to former appropriations for the same object, 
which, itis estimated, will remain unexpended ou the 30th 
June, 1850, at two hundred and seventy-three thousand 
three hundred and thirty-three dollars,) seventy-six thousand 
six handred and sixty-seven dollars. 

For transportation of the mails between Charleston and 
Havana, by way of Key West, ealiing at Savannah, under 
‘the contract with M. ©. Mordecai, fifty thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails across the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama, thirty-five thousand dollars. 

For compensation to postmasters, 
‘dred and fifty thousand dollars. 

. For ship, steamboat, and way-letters, forty-five thousand 
doilars. if 

For wrapping papers, twenty-four thousand dollars. 

For office furniture, (in post offices,) eight thousand dol- 
lars. N 

For advertising, sixty-five thousand dollars. 

For mait bags, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For blanks, twenty-eight thousand dollars, . 

For mail locks, keys, and stamps, ten thousand dollars. 

For maii depredations and special agents, thirt? thousand 
dollars. 

For clerks for offices, (in the post offices,) three hundred 


one million four hun- 


For miscellaneous, seventy thousand dollars. ; 

For publishing new editions of the post office laws and j 
regulations, and of the table of post offices, eight thousand 
five hundred dollars. ”? 


Mr. BAYLY proceeded. He said, that at the 
time he was interrupted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] he (Mr. B.) was saying 
that he should confine the remarks which he felt it 
his duty to make, to the two objections that had 
been made against this bill. First, that the ex- 
penses of the Post Office Department are charged | 
upon the revenues of that department instead of | 
the general Treasury; and secondly, that the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means had made an appro- 
priation of a round sum in lieu of making the ap- 
propriations in detail, as proposed by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones.) 

Now, as to the first point. The consideration 
which had influenced the Committee of Ways and 
Means in charging the expenses of the Post Office 
Department, except the salary of the Postmaster 
General, upon the revenues of the department were 
to simplify legisiation in the appropriation bills. 
The purpose of the Committee of Ways and 
Means was to put in each of the distinct appropri- 
ation bills. which they had reported, to carry on 
the different branches of the public service, the 
subjects which appropriately belonged to them, 
‘This would enable Congress and the courftry to 
see at a glance the expenditure upon each of 
them, without hunting through many bills to as- 
certain it. No one could dispute that the expense 
of the Post Office Department was a part of the 
expenses of the mail service; and the Committee 
of Ways and Means regarded it as a proper ob- 
ject for the Post Office bill rather than for the Civil | 
and Diplomatic Appropriation bill. | 

Another motive actuated the committee in this | 
course. They desired, as far as practicable, to ar- 
rest thè constant misrepresentations which were 
made as to the expenses of the mail service. All 
those agents who were laboring for the reduction 
of postage—the newspapers which were in favor 
of it—and, indeed, the reports of the Postmaster 
General, gave a colored statement of those expen- 
ses. They went on to credit the department with | 
all its receipts from every quarter, and then omit- 
ted to charge it with a number of legitimate ex- | 
penses belonging to it. g 

The Postmaster General, in his annual report to 
Congress, states that revenues of the Post Office 
Department exceed. the.expenditures for the year 
ending 30th of June, 1849, by the sum of 
$691,682 70, and it is estimated that the excess 
for the last year and for the present will be as 
great. Now this statement is paraded throughout | 
the country to show that after supporting its 
expenses, the Post Office Department yields a 
surplus. But how is this surplus made up? 
$465,555.50 of the appropriation from the general 
Treasury is included, which deducted, would | 
leave $226,027 20. From this deduct the expenses 
of the general Post Office here, and in place of aj: 
surplus from the revenues of the department, there 
is a deficit. But besides this there are our ocean |; 
ateamers—the lines to Liverpool, and Chagres,and 
Panama, and California. The expense of these Is | 
paid from the general Treasury. The amount of | 
it is $874,600. The expense of this service is all į 
charged to the general Treasury, whereas the re- 
ceipts go to the Post Office fund. These receipts | 
cannot be precisely ascertained, as no separate 
account is kept of the California and foreign letters. 
But it cannot be less than between one and two 


} 


ji 


hundred: thousand dollars... The yesult. is; then, 
that so-far from-the Post Office establishment sup- 
porting itself, it falls very far short of it. I state 
this that the. House and committee..shall under- 
stand it, and that the impression shall not be made 
‘that the Post Office Department, after defraying its 
expenses, has a surplus. The reverse is the fact. 
But I will not go'more fully into the matter now. 
Thus, in inserting in this bill the appropriations 
forthe expenses: of the Post Office Department, the 
Committee of Ways and Means had. been actu- 
ated by two motives: One was, putting in the bill 
homogeneous subjects; the other was, that the ac- 
counts of the Post Office Department might show 
at a glance the real condition of its revenue, and 
the actual legitimate expenses of the mail service. 
But in reply to this, it was said that it was very 


to pay the expense of the free mail matter, and 
that the expenses of the Post Office Department 
should be paid out of the general Treasury as 
compensation for transporting free matter. He 
noticed and replied to this objection, and said that, 
if the franking privilege were to be continued, (he 
was in favor of greatly modifying it,) he considered 
it proper that the expense of the transportation 
should fall upon the revenues of the Post Office 
Department, and not upon the general Treasury; 
for the reason that that portion of the community 
who maintained a private correspondence, and 
received newspapers through the mail, are the 
| same class of persons who received franked mat- 
ter. Asa general rule, those who had no other 
| correspondence, and consequently contributed 


ment, received no franked matter, and enjoyed no 
benefit of the franking privilege. Hence, if they 
charged the expense of franked matter upon the 
general Treasury, the people of the community 
who received no advantage in receiving this free 
mail matter, would contribute equally with others 
| towards its expenses; whereas if the expense of 


Department, the precise people who received the 
benefits of free matter, would pay for the cost of 
transporting it. Notwithstanding this, we appro- 


ury to compensate the Post Office Department for 
transporting free matter. ` 

He next noticed and replied to the objections 
taken by Mr. Puerps and Mr. Jowes to the action 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, in insert- 
| ing general in place of specific appropriations in 
| this bill, and stated the considerations which had 
influenced the committee. The Posimaster Gen- 
eral had been before the Committee of Ways and 


} 
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appropriations for the different items of expendi- 
ture very serious embarrassment resulted. He 
explained that the expenditures under the various 
heads fluctuated from year to year—insomuch that 
it was impossible with any accuracy to make 
specific estimates. Fie instanced the item for pay 
of postmasters: their compensation being depend- 
ent upon the postages received, varied with the 
volume of mail matter, and of course fluctuated 
from yearto year. If they appropriated a specific 
sum for each item, and it happened to be more 
than enough for any one of them, it remained in 
the Treasury; if for any one it was less than was 


| required, the expenses could not be paid out of the 


other items of appropriations—as transfers could 
not be made. The Postmaster General stated 
that this occurred more than once, and it occa- 
sioned great embarrassment and injury to the pub- 
lic service. He (Mr. B.) contended that specific 
accountability and not specific appropriations was 
the true security, and read from a letter of the Post- 


| master General, Mr. Kendall, to Mr. Cambreleng, 


in 1837, taking the same ground—recommending 
reliance upon specific accountability, and requiring 
the accounts to be kept under-separate beads. 
This letter (he said) pointed out the pernicious 
practice which prevailed in the departments of 
borrowing from one item of appropriation and 
using the money for another—to be paid back 
when new appropriations were made. The effect 
of which was explained in Mr. Kendall’s letter. 


Mr. PHELPS (in his seat) inquired if this | 
| practice prevailed in the Post Office Department? | 


Mr. BAYLY replied that it did not, but that it 


had prevailed in the other departments, in evasion | 


of the law. 


improper that the correspondence of the. country | 


| and the postage upon newspapers should be made 
and forty thousand dollars. . | ge up mp 


nothing to the support of the Post Office Depart- | 


| franked matter were thrown upon the Post Office || 


priate annually $200,000 from the general Treas- | 


Means,.and had stated that from making specific | 


-He repeated, in conclusion, that sp 
priations alone were no sort.of securi 
man of business—any accountant would: see, 
object was to hold: the officers of the Governi 
to a strict responsibility in the disbursement. 
public funds, the. proper: mode. was ‘to, enforce 
Specific accountability, and that it could ‘no 
effected by specific. appropriations without; that 
accountability. ~Hére Mr. B. read the. following 
letter from Mr. Kendalls 9° 00. UTE t 

Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, Feb, 3, 1837. 

Hon. ©. C. CAMBRELING, 5 ve pete hcg 

Chairman Committee of Ways and. Means, & 

Sir; Ii is perceived thatthe amendisent of the ‘app 
ation biil, reported from your committee, in the clause 
which relates to the service of this department, is so: framed 
as to make each head of geucral account a ‘specific. appro- 
priation. If so passed it would make an essentia change in. 
the system prescribed by the act of Jast session, and one 
which | apprehend would be highly detrimental, to the pub- 
tie service. 

Tie first section of that bill prescribes that all the: reve- 
nues of the department shall be paid into the Treasury. Lhe 
second provides, that ihe Postmaster General shall furnish 
estimates of expenditures under certain specifie heads, and 
account for them under the same heads. The third section 
is in the following words, viz: ‘That the aggregate sum re- 
quired ‘for the service of the Post Office Department? in 
each year, shall be appropriated out of the revenue of the 
departiment,” &e. ; eae 

The plan is that, although there are many specific acs 
counts under which the Postmaster Generalis required to 
estimateand xccount for all his expenditures, there'shall be: 
but one appropriation. He is not contined to his estimates 
i| under the specific heads, but if he exceeds them he may, at 
any time, be called on for the reason—indeed, the report 
he is required to make 10 Congress will show it. | It isibe- 
lieved tnat this system secures all the benefits of specific. ap- 
propriations, without any of their inconveniences or evils, 

When in the Fourth Auditor’s office, 1 witnessed what 
had been the practical eff cc of the system of specific ap- 
propriations in the naval service. Although the Register’s 
and Comptroller’s books show that all the moneys. appro- 
priated specifically from 1816 down have been drawn cut of 
the Treasury under the proper heads, the Fourth Audit- 
or’s books show that they bad been expended to a great 
extent under different heads, and the amount now on those 
books never readjusted by transfer, exceeds, if I rightly re- 
member, three and a half quilious of dollars. Cases occur., 
in that department, under such a system, in which the head 
has no alternative buai to violate the law, or permit the pub- 
lie service to suffer great itjury. indeed the system has 
been, and ever will he, found inpracticable in war, and the 
source of endless error, trouble, and vexation in peace. 


enable the head to make accurate estimates, and for. some.’ 
years to qpme the expenditures will, undoubtedly, essen- 
tially vary from them. If bis.estiinates are made separate 
appropriations, he cannot vary from tbem in his expendi- 
tures without violating the law, and he must. permit. the: . 
public service to suffer without the least public necessity 
therefor. a ; REY 
Specific accountability is, after all, the great. public secu-. 
rity, and not specifie appropriations. ‘There is no specific 
accountabilityin the War and Navy Departments, because’ 
you receive only the reports of the sums, drawn from, the 
Treasury under each bead, and not the amounts applied 
under each head. The Post Office Department proposes to 
give you the amount applied under each head of general ac~ 
count, and these heads inay be multiplied so as to embrace 
we minutesi object of expenditure. i : 
At the next session of Cougress you will have reports, ex- 
hibiting the practical operation of dur system, prior to 
which, F trust po change willbe made in this essential fea- 
ture. AMOS KENDALL, Postmaster, General. `; 
[In the course of Mr. B.’s remarks, Mr.” Pugirs” 
made certain explanations—which we have noti 
deemed necessary here to insert, as his views will 
be fully given in the Appendix.] e 
Mr. GREEN said, he was not fond of bringing 
himself into any controversy, nor desirous of ins 
trading upon the House by personal explanations. 
And while he never sought any personal difficul- 
ties, it was very certain he would not avoid a 
necessary one; but in this instance the attack was 
so puerile and ridiculous, that he would not have 
arisen, were it not for the fact that he had -been 
flagrantly misrepresented by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. CroweLL ]} He had listened to the 
epithets thrown out by him with perfect astonish- 
ment, and he could find but one explanation for 
such conduct, and that wes, that there were some 
persons whose mental organization better qualified 
them to indulge in abuse rather then in sound, logi- 
cal argument. The gentleman had pronounced him, 
as unfit to holda place on this floor; and with due 
deference to the [Louse, he felt constrained to reply, 
that he spurned the remark and its author with the 
contempt which they deserve. The gentleman 
might make use of such expressions a3 those to” 
which he had given utterance; but if any. man: 
could find such low, vulgar, undignified, and ‘dis- 
courteous remarks in anything he said on yester- 
| day, he would resign his seat in the House, and 
| go home at once. 
| When he (Mr. G.) w 
i| day, without any referen 


as speaking on yester- 
ce tothe member from 


The service of this department is not so well settled as to | 


ad 


Ohio, for hé never referred to One so unimportant | 
and ,inane, still the member thrust himself. for- 
ward w ask. question’, and he (Mr. G.) replied i 
with perfect good humor; though somew bat: tart, 
and yet by: no. means abusive, as the Chairman 
and the House will- bear witness. And to-day, 
` Gnatead of meeting. him as any other gentleman 
- swauld, by fair debate, he has gone into abusive 
denunciation, which proved to him that the ‘galled 
jade winees.”’. Let him take his remedy. His abuse 
‘will be regarded only as the barking of a spaniel 
ai his heels—not worthy of notice, unless to call 
for repelling force from ghe foot. To his con- 
atituents (said Mr. G.) he was responsible, and 
by. them, he was willing to. be judged, by. his 
standing. as a member of. the House, in the esti- 
mation of inteltigent and honorable members. 1 
“But the principal purpose for which he had taken ji 
the floor, wasto correct a misrepresentation made | 
by the gentleman from Ohio. On yesterday, when 
“he (Mr. G.) addressed the committee, he spoke 
against the appropriation for the mail steamers, 
and contended that that iem, in a former bill, 
for the support of the navy, was wrong. If it were 
urged as a branch of the mail service, it was cer- 
tainly inexpedient, for it expended millions of 
money while the receipts were merely nominal. | 
If it were urged on the pretence of building up a i 
steam navy, it was inexpedient, because the char- | 
acter of the vessels was unfit for efficient naval 
service. But some had undertaken the defence of the 
mail steamers, on the ground of aiding and bene- 
fiting and facilitating commerce; and this latter 
ground he (Mr.G.) said was unconstitutional; that 
Cofigress hai no right to expend money to benefit 
One particular branch. of industry, however meri- i 
torious, at the expgnse of other branches of in- |; 
dustry equally meritorious; that there was no | 
more power to lay out millions of dollars, belong- i 
ing to the people of all the States, to facilitate | 
commerce than there was for agriculture, mechanic |} 
arts, &c; and that of this view of the subject, || 
the maii steamers could not be defended, but were |; 
clearly unconstitutional. But if they were really | 
and bona fide constructed in order to build up a 
steam marine, they would be constitutional; though 
these he thought inexpedient, and had opposed | 
them from the first, because of the great @aste of 
money, without any corresponding benefit to the 
people at large. 
These positions he distinctly stated yesterday, 


and every intelligent member must have under- |! 
stood him, if in hearing. And if there should be | 
an obtuse intellect that could not apprehend and | 
comprehend distinctions as plain and palpable as 
the sun at noonday, why he hoped no ove would | 
be held responsible for such. Now, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio did not thus understand him (Mr. 
G-J cn yesterday, be had innocently misrep- 
réseuted him; but if he did thus understand it, 

|. he was guilty ofa’willful misrepresentation. These 
positions were so well understood, that in order 
to carry them through Congress, they were put 
into the navy bill, which passed this House, and 
was approved by Mr. Polk. And so far from 
saying that that bill was unconstitutional, he dis- 
tinctly and emphatically said it was not, and that 
Mr. Polk did right when he approved it, rather 
than break down the navy by withholding all sup- ; 
plies, as the gentleman’s vote tended to do, and | 
would. have done, if it had prevailed. He de- 
fended the President yesterday, because he had | 
done but what was right and proper; and to-day 
the gentleman thinks tre has discovered wonders, | 
because he says his (Mr. G.’s) vote stands for 
the navy bill, which the President properly ap- | 
proved, because he had to take the whole bill, 
or get no appropriation for the navy. Bat the} 
real point shall nòt be dodged by the gentleman ! 
Inthat.way. When considered as a branch of the 
navy, though clearly constitutional, still it is 
a wasteful expenditure of the public money, and | 
the gentleman seems to exult at finding his vote | 
against the whole bill. Why that exultation? Is | 
it from the fact that he is opposed to the mail ; 
ateamers? How did the gentleman vote on that | 
single item in Committee of the Whole? Did he | 
vote against it? Who kept it in the bill? Then | 
was the time to test his opinions, and he must an- | 
swer these questions before he can extricate him- | 
self from his position, and exonerate himself from 
the responsibility that attaches to one who squan- || 
ders the funds of the Treasury. The patting of that jj 
jtem inthe bill, constitutes the real wrong, and he || 
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cannot deny that it originated with Mr. Kme- of 


| Georgia, and was mainly supported by.that side of 


the House. ‘The gentleman comes forward champ- 


| ion-like, for heseems to weara military title, derived 


from a militia commission, and doubtless feeling 
quite chivalrous, and enters upon the defence of 
the Senator from Missouri, who he says was im- 
property attacked. Perhaps he may earn the title 
of defender of the faith, but the character of the 
defender, would not-add: to the reputation of the 
defended, in the State of Missouri. Mr. G. 
said, however, that he would take this occasion to 
say, that nọ reference ever would have been made 


to the Senator, but for the taunting expression | 


made by the gentleman from Ohio, who provoked 


to make. to the sentiment itself, understood in a 
political sense, with reference to political parties. 


One word: more.’ The gentleman has said that | 
some of his (Mr. G.’s) remarks were sup- | 


pressed in the Globe, and that he had seen a report 
of them inanother paper. If the gentleman meant 
to insinuate that he had caused them to be sup- 
pressed, he pronounced the accusation utterly false; 
and if he did not mean to make that insinvation, 


he should have known the force of language better | 


than to have employed that term with the remotest 
reference to him. He had never spoken one word 
to the reporters on the subject, and had seen the 
report only afier it appeared in the paper. It is 
impossible to report everything that may be said. 
Some omissions will occur. But there are some 
people whose moral nature is so deformed, and 
whose motives of action are so corrupt, that they 
are ever ready to impute bad motives to others; 
aad whenever he found one always ready to charge 
improper motives, he came to the conclusion that 
the allegation proceeded from a consciousness of 
capability for the same act in the person making 
the change. If the gentleman should fall into that 
category, he hoped he would not judge others by 
himself. 

Mr. G. said, his whole purpose was accom- 
plished—that of correcting misrepresentations, and 
setting himself right on the subject of the mail 
steamers. And he would again state, that what he 
had pronounced unconstitutional, and the only 
thing, was the position taken by some in defending 
mail steamers, that ‘they would facilitate com- 
merce.” And having said thus much, he would 
leave the subject, for he did not, he repeated, bandy 
epithets, and had nothing to do with blackguards, 
nor with those who do not demean themselves as 
gentlemen. 

Mr. PHELPS said he understood the gentle- 
man from Virginia to state, that the revenue of the 
General Post Office Department was not sufficient 
to defray its expenses, and to refer to the report of 


the Postmaster General for the purpose of estab- į 


lishing the fact. The report of the Postmaster 


General shows that the gross revenue of the Post | 
, l || tioning, were the routes from New York via Charles- 
June, 1849, was $4,705,176 28, not including the | 


Office Denartment for the fiscal year ending 30th 


permanent annual appropriation of $200,000. The 
expense for the same time was $4,477,663 72; 
showing an excess of revenue over expenditure 
of upwards of $227,000—more than sufficient to de- 
fray the salaries of the clerks and officers employed 
in the Post Office Department in this city. But 
the report of the Auditor of the Treasury for 


the Pest Office Department shows, that since the 
i| reduction of postage, a balance to the credit of that | 


department has accrued of $606,338 17, derived 


from postages, on the 30ch of June, 1849. And | 


there has accrued the sum of $465,555 55 to the 
credit of the department remaining in the Treas- 
ury by virtue of the act of 3d March, 1847, for 
compensating the department for such mail ser- 


| vices as may be performed for the several depart- 


ments of the Government. The total amount to 
the credit of the department on the 30ih June, 
1849, is, therefore, $1,071,893 72. 

My colieague [Mr. Green] stated, yesterday, 


| that the department had not paid its ex penses, and 
that I could not point toa yearin which it had | 


been able to pay its expenses. | referred him to 
the report, for the fiscal year ending 30:h June, 
1849, of the Postmaster General, to show that.he 
was mistaken, and also to the estimates of the 


| revenues and expenses for the fiscal year just 


closed, and which estimates have been substan- 
tially verified. ea 
Without making farther examination, E refer to 


i a retort; and though he regretted the expression of | 
the sentiment in that place, he had no qualification | 


him-to:two years, where the revenues exceed the 
expenses of the. department, even if you add to 
its expenses the cost of the management of the de- 
partment accruing in this city, which estimate at 
about $215,000, 

Why, let me ask,.as the expenses of the de- 
partment, now: proposed to be charged upon its 
revenues, about equal the amount of the permanent 
annual appropriation—why. repeal that law, and 
let these expenses he defrayed as formerly from 
the Treasury proper, or let the appropriations for 
that purpose be made, as has always been the 
case since 1836, in the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill? 

My colleague yesterday replied to this by say, 
ing that this amount was the amount to be paid for 
the trangmission of public documents, and news- 
papers, and letters, sent by and to members of 
Congress, and communications received and sent 
by the departments free of postage. 

My colleague at the same time boasted of the 
minute examination that.he had given to the sub- 
i ject, and that he was well informed on the subject, 
and that this permanent appropriation was about 
equal to the amount of postage which the free 
matter sent by mail would have yielded if it had 
| been charged with the regular rates of postage. In 
this statement there is an error. 
| ‘The postage to which the free matter sent by 
| mail through the post office of this city, for the 
year ending 30th June, 1849, would have been 
chargeable, at usual rates, is stated in the last 
| report of the Postmaster General, to be about 
$e00,000—nearly four times the amount estimated 
by my colleague as being adequate for that pur- 
| pose. In this debate allusion has been made to 
| the mail steamer system, and the great expense 
| which in consequence of it is chargeable upon the 
i ‘Treasury. . 

l should not have adverted to this subject if 
| my colleague had not. Iam opposed to 1, and 
voted against the bill by which the Treasury is 
| now charged for a portion of this service $874,000, 
The bill providing for the mail steamers came 
| from the Naval Committee, and that service is now 
in part charged upon the Post Office Department. 

The Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, 
since | have been a member of that committee, 
have never sanctioned this system. I concur inall 
my colleague has said in opposition to it. 
|| Butif you make. the amounts embraced in the 
first section of this bill a charge upon the depart- 
ment, you diminish the ability to establish new 
i routes. 1 am, therefore, opposed, knowing that 
| increased mail facilities are desired by my constit- 
uents, to that course of legislation which will in~ 
crease the expenses of the department, and de- 
prive the people of my State of those privileges to 


li which I think them justly entitled. 


Mr. P. also referred to the revenue derived from 
mail steamers, and stated that the only routes 
which thus far had yielded a revenue worth men- 


ton, Havana, &c., to Chagres, and from Panama 
to California; and referred to the ‘report of the 
postmaster of New York showing the number of 
letters sent and received by those routes for the 
quarter ending on the 30th of June last. 

Mr. PHELPS having concluded— 


| Mr. BAYLY rose and was proceeding to make 


some further remarks, when 

Mt. POTTER interposed toa point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY said, if the gentleman objected, he 
would not trouble the Chairman to decide the 
point, and he resumed his seat. 
| Mr. KAUFMAN said, a message had just been 
! communicated by the President to this House (he 
undersiood)in regard to New Mexico. He moved 
that the committee rise for the purpose of having 
| the message read and printed; they could then go 
| back into committee. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs, 
Kaurman and Ocie were appointed. 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers reporte 
| ed—ayes 76, noes 29. s 
So the committee rose and reported. 


MESSAGE-~-TEXAS AND NEW MEXICO. 


-On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, by general 
fconsent, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communication, just received from the 


President of the United States, by the hands of 


i) RosertG. CAMPBELL, Esq., his Private Secretary. 


1850. 


THE CONGR: 


sane 


The Clerk cOmmenced the reading of the mes- 


sage. i 

Mr. POTTER interposed, and said he would 
move. that the message be laid on the table, and 

ordered to be printed. ’ 

The SPEAKER suggested that it was a custom- 
ary couiésy, uniformly accorded by the House, 
to have the messages of the President read. 

Mr. POTTER did not press his motion. 

The message was read, as follows: 

Fo.the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith transmit to the two Houses of Con- 
- gress, a letter from his Excellency the Governor 

of Texas, dated on the 14th day of June last, ad- 
dressed to the late President of the United States, 
which, not having been answered by him, came 
to my hands on his death; and F also transmit a 
copy of the answer which I have felt it to be my 
duty to cause to be made to that communication. 

Congress. will perceive that the Governor of 
Texas officially states, that by authority of the 
Legislature of that State, he dispatched a special 
Commissioner, with full power and instructions to 
extend the. civil jurisdiction of the State over the 
unorganized countriesof El Paso, Worth, Presidio, 
and Santa Fé, situated on ita northwestern limits. 

He proceeds to say, that the Commissioner had 
reported to him, in an official form, that the mili- 
tary officers employed in the service of the United 
States, stationed at Santa Fé, interposed adversely, 
with the inhabitants, to the fulfillment of his object, 
in favor of the establishment of a separate State 
government, east of the Rio Grande, and within 
the rightful limits of the State of Texas. These 
four counties which Texas proposes to establish 
and organize, as being within her own jurisdiction, 
extend over the whole of the territory east of the 
Rio Grande, which has heretofore been regarded 
as an essential and integral part of the Depart- 
ment of New Mexico, and actually governed and 
possessed. by her people, until conquered and 
severed from the Republic of Mexico by the 
American arms. 

The Legislature of Texas has been called together 
by the Governor, for the purpose, as is under- 
stood, of maintaining her claim to the territory 
east of the Rio Grande, and of establishing over 
it her own jurisdiction and her own laws, by 
force. 

. ‘These proceedings of Texas may well arrest 
the attention of all branches of the Government 
of the United States, and I rejoice that they occur 
while the Congress is yet in session. It is, I fear, 
far from being impossible that, in consequence of 
these proceedings of Texas, a crisis may be bronght 
on which shall summon the two Houses of Con- 
gress-—and still more emphatically the Executive 
Government—to an immediate readiness for the 
performance of their respective duties. 

By the Constitution of the United States, the 
President is constituted commander-in-chief of the 
army and navy; and of the. militia of the several: 
States, when called into the actual service of the 
United States. The Constitution declares, also, 
that he shall take care that the laws be faithfully ex- 
ecuted, and that he shall, from time to time, give 
to the Congress information of the state of the 
Union. a . 

Congress has power by the Constitution,to provide 
for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union; and suitable and appropriate acts of Con- 
gress have-been passed, as well for providing for the 
calling forth the militia, as for placing other suit- 

able and efficient means in the hands of the Presi-: 
dent, to enable him to discharge the constitutional 
functions of lis office. 

The second section of the act of the twenty- 
eighth of February, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
five, declares, that whenever the laws of the 
United States shall be opposed, or their execution 
obstructed, in any State, by combinations too 
powerful to be suppressed by the ordinary course 
of judicial proceedings, or the power vested in the 
marshals, the President may call forth the militia, 
so far as may be necessary, to suppress such com- 
binations, and to cause the laws to be duly exe- 
cuted. a i 

By the act of March 3, 1807, it is provided that 
in all cases of obstruction to the laws, either of the 
United States or any individual State or Territory, 
where itis lawful for.the President to call forth 
the militia for the purpose of causing the laws to 
be duly executed, it shall be lawful for him to 
employ, for the same purposes, such part of the 


` 


land or naval force of the United States -as. shall 
be judged necessary. A : . 

These several enactments are now.in full force; 
so-that if the laws of the United States.are opposed 
or obstructed, in any State or Territory, by com- 
binations too powerful. tobe suppressed by the 
judicial or civil-authorities, it becomes a case in 
which itis the duty of the President, either to call 
out the militia or to employ the military and naval 
force.of the United States, or to do both, if in his 
judgment the exigency of the occasion. shall so 
require, for the purpose of suppressing such com- 
bination. i 

The constitutional duty of the President is plain 
an i peremptory; and the authority vested in him 
by law, for its performance, clear and ample. 

Texas is a State authorized to maintain her 
own laws, so far as they are not repugnant to the 


Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States, | 


to suppress insurrections against her authority, 
and to punish those who may commit treason 
against the State, according to the forms provided 
by her own constitution and her own laws, 

But all this power is local, and confined entirely 
within the limits of Texas herself. She can pos- 
sibly confer no authority, which can be lawfully 
exercised beyond her own boundaries. 

All this is plain, and hardly needs argument or 
elucidation. If Texan militia, therefore, march 


into any one of the other States, or into any terri- | 


tory of the United States, there to execute or en- 
force any law of Texas, they become at that 
moment trespassers; they are no longer under the 
protection of any lawful authority, and are to be 
regarded merely as intruders; and if within such 
State or Territory they obstruct any law of the 
United States, either by power of arms or mere 
power of numbers, constituting such a combina- 
tion as is too powerful to be suppressed by the 
civil authority, the President of the United States 
has no option left to him, but is bound to obey the 
solemn injunction of the Corstitution, and exercise 
the high powers vested in him by that instrument, 
and by the Acts of Congress. 

Or, if any civil posse, armed or unarmed, enter 
into any Territory of the United States, under the 
protection of the laws thereof, with intent to seize 
individuals to be carried elsewhere for trial for 
alleged offences, and this posse be too powerful to 
be resisted by the local and civil authorities, such 
seizure or attempt to seize, is to be prevented or 
resisted by the authority of the United States. 

The grave and important question now arises, 
whether there be in the Territory of New Mexico 
any existing law of the United States, opposition 
to which, or the obstruction of which, would con- 
stitute a case calling for the interposition of the 
authority vested in the President. 

The Constitution of the United States declares, 
that “ this Constitution, and the laws of the United 
‘States which- shall be made in putsuance there- 
‘of, and all the treaties made, or which shall be 
“made, under the authority of the United States, 
‘shall be the supreme law of theland.’’ If, there- 
fore, New Mexico be a Territory of the United 
States, and if any treaty stipulation be in force 
therein, such treaty stipulation is the supreme law 
of the land, and is to be maintained and upheld ac- 
cordingly. . 

In the letter to the Governor of Texas, my rea- 
sons are given for believing that New Mexico is 
now a Territory »of the United States, with the 
same extent and the same boundaries which be- 
longed to it while in the actual possession of the 


Republic of Mexico, and before the late war. [nj 


the early part of that war, both California and 
New Mexico were conquered by the arms of the 
United States, and were in the military possession 
of the United States at the date of the treaty of 
peace. 

By that treaty the title by ennquest was con- 
firmed, and these Territories, Provinces, or De- 


partments, separated from Mexico forever; and | 
by the same treaty certain important rights and | 


securities were solemnly guarantied to the inhab- 
itants residing therein. 
By the fifth article of the treaty it is declared, 


that 

“The boundary line between the two Republics shali 
commence in the Gulf of Mexico, three leagues from land, 
opposite the mauth of the Rio Grande, otherwise ca led the 
Rio Bravo del Norte, or opposite the mouth of its deepest 
branch if it should have more than one branch, emtying 
directly into the sea; from thence up the middie of that 
river; following the deepest channel where it has more than 
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| Upper and Lower California to the Pacific o¢ean.. 


| 
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the said river, until it empties into the Rio Colorado. thened 
across the Rio Colorada, following the division line between : 


ing terms: 


« Mexicans now established in Territori previoubly:be-: 
longing to Mexico, and which remain forthe future: within 
the limits of the United States, as defined by the present.’ 
treaty, shall be free to continue where they now residé, or to 
remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retaining thë 
property which they possess in the said Territories, or dis- 
posing thereof, and removing the proceeds wherever. they 
please, withaut their being subjected, on this account, to 
any contribution, tax. or cligree whatever, j 

“Those who shall prefer to remain in the said Territories 
may ¢ither retain the title and rights of Mexican citizens or 
acquire those of citizens of the United States.. But they 
shall be under the obligation to make their election within 


The eighth article of the treaty:is in the follo; 


; one year from tbe date of the exchange of ratifications of 


this treaty; and those wha sbail remain in.the said 'Territó- 
ries after the expiration of that year, without having declared 
their intention to retain the character of Mexicans, shall be 
considered to have elected to become citizens of the United 
tates i Bee E E D 
“ In the said Territories property of every kind, now be 
lenging to Mexicans not established there, shall be. inviola- 
bly respected. The present owners, the heirs of these, and ` 
all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by — 


| contract, shall evjoy with respect to it; marantees cqnally 


ample as if the same belonged to citizens. of the United | 
States.” : 


The ninth article of the treaty is in these words: 


“The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall 
not preserve the character of citizens of the Mexican Res 


| public, conformablyavith what is stipulated in the precedin 


article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the Unite 
Siates, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of 
by the Congress of the United States) to the enjoyment of 
all the rights of citizens of the United States, according to 
the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time 
shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their lib: rty and property, and secured in the free ‘exercise 
of their religion, without restriction.” 


It is plain, therefore, on the face of these treaty’ 
stipulations, that all Mexicans established in terri-: 
tories north or east of the line of demarkation al- 


; ready mentioned, come within the:protection: of: 


the ninth article; and that the treaty, being a-part: 
of the supreme law of the land, does extend over: 
all such Mexicans, and assures to them perfect * 
security in the free enjovment of their Jiberty and” 
property, as well as in the free exercise of their: 
religion; and this supreme law of the land being: 
thus in actual force over this. territory, is to be” 
maintained until it shall be displaced or superseded. 
by other legal provisions; and if it be obstructed 
or resisted by combinations too powerful to be 
suppressed by the civil authority, the case is one 
which comes within the provisions of law, and 
which obliges the President to enforce these pro- 


i; visions. Neither the Constitution or the laws, not 


my duty or my oath of office, léave me any: alter- 

native, or any choice, in my mode of action. : 
The Executive Government of the United Stated: 

has no pewer or authority to determine what was“ 


| the true line of boundary between Mexico and the 


United States before the treaty of Guadalupe: Hi- 
dalgo, nor has it any such power now, since the 
question. has become a question between the State 
of Texas and the United States. So far as this 
boundary is ‘doubtful, that doubt can only be re~ 
moved by some act of Congress, to which the 
assent of the State of Texas may be necessary, or 
by some appropriate mode of legal adjudication; < 


i but in the mean time if disturbances or collisions 


arise or should be threatened, it is absolutely in- 
cumbent on the Executive Government, however 
painful the duty, to take care that the laws be’ 
faithfully maintained; and he can regard only the 
actual state of things as it existed at the date’ of 
the treaty, and is bound to protect all mhabitanta: 
who were then established, and who now remain 
north and east of the line of demarkation, in-the 
full enjoyment of their liberty and property, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the 9th Article of-the treaty; 
in other words, all must be now regarded as New 
Mexico which was possessed and occupied as 
New Mexico by citizens of Mexico at the date-of 
the treaty, until a definite line of boundary ahall-be 
established by competent authority... Thig-assér-~ 
tion of duty to protect the people of New Mexico 
from threatened- violence or from- seizure, to. be 
carried into Texas for trial. for alleged: offences 
against Texan laws, does not-at:all include any 
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dairi of power on the part.of the Executive.to'es- i fests the necessity. of a provision by Congress for 


tablish’ any: civil ‘or military- government within | 


that» Territory... That. power beiongs exclusively | 
to the legislative department, and Congress isthe | 
sole judge of the time and manner of creating or 
authorizing any such governments. i 

‘The duty-of the Executive extends only to the | 
execution-of laws-and the maintenance of treaties 
actually in force, and the protection of all the peo- | 
ple of the United States in the enjoyment:of the | 
rights which those treaties and laws guaranty. | 

It is exceedingly desirable that no occasion | 
should arise for the exercise of the powers thus | 
vested in the President by the Constitution and | 
_ the laws. With whatever mildness those powers | 
‘might be executed, ot however clear the case of’; 
necessity, yet consequences might nevertheless ` 
follow, of which no human sagacity can foresee 

either the evils or the end. e . | 

Having thus laid beforé®Congress the commu- | 

nication of his Excellency the Goyernor of Texas, | 
and the answer thereto, and having made such ob- | 
servations as I have thought the occasion called 
for respecting constitutional obligations which may 
arise, in the further, progress of things, and may 
devolve on. me to be performed, I hope Í shall not 
be regarded as stepping aside from the line of my | 
duty, notwithstanding that I am aware that the 
subject is now before both Houses, if I express 
my deep and earnest conviction of the importance | 
of an immediate decision, or arrangement, or set- | 
tlement of the question of boundary between | 
Texas and the Territory of New Mexico. All| 
considerations of: justice, general expediency, and | 
domestic tranquillity call for this. Itseems to be, | 
in its character and. by position, the first, or one | 
of the ‘first, of the questions growing out of the | 
acquisition of California and New Mexico, and | 
now requiring decision. 

No Government can be established for New | 
Mexico, either ‘State or Territory, until it shall 
be first ascertained what New Mexico is, and what 
are her limits and boundaries. These cannot be 
fixed or known, till the line of division between 
her and Texas shall be ascertained and established 
~and numerous and weighty reasons conspire, in | 
my judgment, to show that this divisional line 
should be established by Congress, with the assent 
of the government of Texas. In the first place, this 
seems by far the most prompt mode of 
by which the end can be accomplished. If judicial 
proceedings were resurted to, such proceedings 
would necessarily be slow, and years would pass 
by, in all probability, before the controversy could i 
be ended, So great a delay, in this case, is to be | 
avoided if possible. Such delay would be every | 
way inconvenient, and might be the occasion of | 
disturbances and collisions. For the same reason, 
I would, with the utmost deference to the wisdom 
of Congress, express a doubt-of the expediency of 
the appointment of commissioners, and of an ex- 
amination, estimate, and an award 
be made by them. This would be but a species 
of arbitration, which might last ag long as a suit 
at law. i 

So far as I am able to comprehend the case, the | 
general facts are now all known, and Congress is | 
as capable of deciding on it, justly and properly | 
now, as it probably would be after the report of | 
the Commissioners. If the claim of title on the 
part of ‘Texas appears to Congress to be well | 
founded, in whole or in part, it is in the compe- | 
tency of Congress to offer her an indemnity for ; 
the surrender. of that claim. In acase like this, 
surrounded as itis, by many cogent considerations, 
all calling for amicable adjustment. and immediate | 
settlement, the Government of the United States 
would be justified, in my opinion, in allowing an 
indemnity to Texas, not unreasonable and ex- 
travagant, but fair, liberal, and awarded in a just 
spirit of accommodation. 

I think no event would be hailed with more 
gratification by the people of. the United States, 


than the amicable adjustment of questions of difi- | 


culty, which have now, fora long time, agitated 
the country, and occupied 


other subjects, the time and attention of Congress. 


Having thus freely communicated the results of i Rio Grande, and within the rightful limits of the 
F 


my own reflection, on the mést advisable mode of | 
adjusting the boundary question, I shall, neverthe- 
less, cheerfully acquiesce in any other mode which 
the wisdom of Congress may devise, 

And, in conclusion, | repeat my conviction, that | 
every. consideration of the public interest, 


1 the. present session be brought to a close. The 


| be desired; but the adjustment of this appears, to 


i| Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 


i Austin, Texas, June 14, 1850. 


proceeding, | 


of indemnity to || 


s to the exclusion of |i 


mani- i respectfully request the President to causé you to 


the settlement of this: boundary question, before 


settlement of other questions, connected with the 
same subject, within the same period, is greatly to 


me, to be in the highest degree important. . In the 
train of such an adjustment,. we may well hope 
that- there will follow a return of harmony and 
good will, an increased attachment to: the Union, 
and the general satisfaction of the country. 
MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, August 6, 1850. 

The message having been read; 

Mr. BAYLY moved that. it be referred to the 


and be printed. And on that motion he demanded. 
the previous question. - 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I hope that this 
most extraordinary document is not to be choked 
down by the previous question. I have something 
to say upon ue 

{Several Mempers: You can say it in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union.} 

The reading of the letters accompanying the 
message was called for. The Clerk read, as fol- 
lows: 

i ` Executive DEPARTMENT, 


| To his Excellency Z. TAYLOR, 
President of the United States: 


Sir: By authority of the Legislature of Texas, 
the Executive of the State, in February last, de- 
spatched a special Commissioner, with full power 
and instructions to extend the civil jurisdiction of 
this State over the unorganized counties of El Paso, 
Worth, Presidio, and Santa Fé, situated upon its 
northwestern limits. 

That Contmissioner has reported to me, in an | 
official form, that the military officers employed in 
the service of the United States, stationed at Santa 
Fé, interposed adversely with the inhabitants to 
the fulfillment of his object by employing their in- 
fluence in favor of the establishment of a separate 
State government, east of the Rio Grande, and 
within the rightful limits of the State of Texas. I 
transmit to you, herewith, the proclamation of 
Colonel John Munroe, acting under the orders of 
the Government of the United States, under the 
designation of Civil and Military Governor of the 
Territory of New Mexico. 
| [have very respectfully to request, that your 
Excellency will cause me to be informed, at your 
earliest possible convenience, whether, or not, this 
officer has acted in this matter under the orders of 
his Government, and whether his’ proclamation 
meets with the approval of the President of the 
United States? 


l have the honor to be, your Excellency’s most | 
obedient servant, P. H. BELL. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 


With assurances of distinguished consideration, || 


Wasnincron, August 5, 1850. 
To his Excellency P. H. Berr, | 
Governor of Texast i 
Sır: A letter addressed by you to the late Presi- i 
dent of the United States, and dated on the 14th of | 
| June last, has, since his lamented decease, been 
| transferred to the hands of his successor, by whom 
I am directed to address to you the following 
answer: ` 
In that letter you say that by the authority of | 
the Legislature of Texas, the Executive of that 
State, in February last, dispatched a special Com- 
| missioner, with fall power and instructions to ex- 
| tend.the civil jurisdiction of that State over the 
i unorganized counties of El Paso, Worth, Presidio, | 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 
l 
| 


i 
| 
| 


J 


| 
| 


and Santa Fé, situated upon its northwestern 
| limits; and that the Commissioner has reported to 
|, you in an official form, that the military officers 
| employed in the service of the United States, sta- | 
| tioned at Santa Fé, interposed adversely with the 
| lfillment of his object, by em- 


i 
| 


inhabitants to the fu 
ploying their influence in favor of the establish- 
| ment of a separate State government east of the 


State of Texas. You also transmit a 
; proclamation of Colonel John Mu 
| under the orders o 
i States, 
Govern 


copy of the 
acting 
f the Government of the United 
under the designation of Civil and Military. 
or of the Territory of New Mexico, and, 


nroe, 


|; and notas officers of this Government. ; 
|| be recollected that the only government then ex- 


| acquainted. with the forms of civil and 


be.informed: whether or not-this officer has acted 
in this matter under the orders of his Government, 
and whether. his proclamation. meets. with. the 
approval of the President. of the United States. 

In the events which have occurred, the Presi- f 
dent hardly knows whether your Excellence would 
naturally expect an anSwer to this letter fm him. 
His predecessor in office, to whom it was addressed, 
and under whose authority and direetion the procla- 
mation of Colonel Munroe was issued, is no more, 
and at this time, that proclamation, whatever may 
be regarded as its true character, has ceased to have 
influence or effect. The meeting of the people of 


| New Mexico, by their representatives, which it 


invited, is understood to have taken place, although 
this Government has as yet received no official in- 
formation of it. 

Partaking, however, in the fullest degree, in that 
high respect which the Executive Government of 
the United States always entertains towards the 
Governors and the governments of the States, the 
President thinks it his duty nevertheless to mani- 
fest that feeling of respeet by acknowledging and 
answering your letter. And this duty, Jet me as~- 
sure your Excellency, has been so long delayed, 


| only by uncontrollable cireumstances, and is now 


performed at the earliest practicable moment, after 
the appointment of those heads of departments, 
and their acceptance of office, with whom it is 
usual, on important occasions, for the President of 
the United States to advise. 

In answer, therefore, to your first interrogatory , 
viz; whether Colonel Munroe, in issuing the procla- 
mation referred to, acted under the orders of this 
Government, the President directs me to state, 


; that Colonel Munroe’s proclamation appears to 


have been issued in pursuance, or in consequence, 
of an order or letter of instruetions given by the 
late Secretary of War, under the authority of ‘the 
late President, to Lieutenant Colonel McCall. Of 
this order, which bears date on the 19th of Novem- 
ber, 1849, your Excellency was undoubtedly in- 
formed at the date of your letter. A full and 
accurate copy, however, is attached to this com- 
munication, Colonel McCall is therein instructed, 
that if the people of New Mexico, for whom Con- 
gress had provided no government, should manifest 
a wish to take any steps to establish a government 
for themselves, and’apply for admission into the 
Union, it will be his duty, and the duty of others 
with whom he is associated, not to thwart, 
but to advance their wishes. This order does 
hot appear to authorize any exertion of military 
authority, or of any-official or even personal in- 
terference to control, or affect in any way the pri- 
mary action of the people, in the formation of a 
government, nor to permit any such interference 
by subordinate officers. Colonel McCall and his 
associates were not called upon to take a lead in 
any measures, or even to recommend anything 
as fit to be adopted by the people. ‘Their whole 


į duty was confined to what they might be able to 
| perform, subordinate to the wishes of the people. 
| In this matter it was evidently contemplated that 


they were to act as the agents of the inhabitants, 
Tt must 


isting inthe Territory was a quasi military gov- 
ernment; and as Congress has made no provision 


| for the establishment of any form of civil govern- 


ment, and as the President doubtless believed, that 


| under these circumstances, the people had a right 
| to frame a government for themselves, and subnfit 


it to Congress for its approval, the order was a 


í direction that the then existing military govern- 
| ment should not stand in the way of the accom- 


plishment of the wishes of the people, nor thwart 
those wishes, if the people entertained them, for 
the establishment of a free, popular, republican, 


i civil government, for. their own protection and 


benefit. This is evidently the whole purpose and 
object of the order. ‘The military officer in com- 
mand, and his associates, were American citizens, 
i popular 
proceedings; and it was expected that they would 
aid the inhabitants of the Territory, by their ad- 
vice and assistance, in their proceedings for estab- 
lishing a government of their own. There is no 
reason to suppose that Colonel Munroe, an officer 
as much distinguished for prudence and discre- 
tion, as for gallant conduct in arms, meant to act, 
or did act otherwise than in entire subordination 
and subserviency to the will of the people among 
whom he was placed. He was not authorized to 


1850. . 


do, nor does the President understand him as. in- 
tending todo anything whatever in his military 
character, nor to represent in any way, the wishes 
of the- Executive Government of the United States. 

To judge intelligently and fairly of these. trans- 
actions, we must recall to our recollection the 
circumstahces of the case as they then existed. 

Previous to the war with Mexico, which eom- 
menced in May, 1846, and received the sanction 
of Congress on the 13th of that month, the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico formed a department or State 
of the Mexican Republic, and was governed by 
her laws. 

General Kearny, acting under orders from this 

Government, invaded this department: with an 
armed force; the governor fled at his approach, 
and the troops under his command dispersed, and 
General Kearny entered Santa Fé, the capital, on 
the 18th of August, 1846, and took possession of 
the Territory in the name of the United States. On 
the 22d. of that month, he issued a proclamation to 
the inhabitants, stating the fact that he had taken 
possession of Santa Fé, at the head of his troops, 
and. announcing his intention to hold the depart- 
ment with its original boundaries (on both sides 
of the Del Norte) and under the name of New 
Mexico.” 
_ By that proclamation he promised to protect the 
inhabitants of New Mexico, in their persons and 
property, against their Indian enemies and all 
others; and assured them that the United States 
intended to provide for them a free government, 
when the people would be called upon to exercise 
the rights of freemen in electing their own repre- 
sentatives to the territorial legislature. On the 
same day be established a territorial constitution 
by an organic law, which provided for executive, 
legislative, and judicial departments of the govern- 
ment; defined the right of suffrage, and provided 
for trial by jury, and at the same time estab- 
lished a code of laws. This constitution declared 
that ‘ the country heretofore known as New Mex- 
“ico, shall be known hereafter and designated as 
‘the Territory of New Mexico, in the United 
‘ States of America;”’ and the members of the lower 
house of the Legislature were apportioned among 
“the counties established by the decree of the de- 
partment of New Mexico, of June 17, 1844, which 
counties, itis understood, included all the territory 
over which Texas has lately attempted to organize 
counties and establish her own jurisdiction. 

On the 22d of December, 1846, a copy of this 
constitution and code was transmitted by President 
Polk to the House of Representatives, in pursuance 
ofa callon him by that body. In the message 
transmitting the constitution, he says, that “ por- 
“tions of it purport to establish and organize a 
t permanent territorial governmentover the territory, 
“and to impart to its inhabitants political rights 
“whieh, under the Constitution of the United States, 
“ean be enjoyed, permanently, only by citizens of 
‘the United States. These have not been approved 
“and recognized by me. Such organized regula- 
‘tions as have been established in any of the con- 
* quered Territories for the security of our conquest, 
“for the preservation of order, for the protection 
< of the rights of the inhabitants, and for depriving 
‘the enemy of the advantages of these Territories 
* while the military possession of them by the forces 
‘of the United States continue, will be recognized 
sand approved.” 

Near four years have now elapsed since the 
quasì military government was established by mil- 
itary authority, and received, with the exceptions 
mentioned, the approval of President Polk. In 
the mean time, a treaty of peace has been concluded 
with Mexico, by which a boundary line was es- 
tablished, that left this Territory within the United 
Slates, thereby confirming to the United States, by 
treaty, what we had before acquired by conquest. 
The treaty, in perfect accordance with the proc- 
lamation of General Kearny, declared that the 
Mexicans remaining in this Territory should be in- 
ecorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and be admitted at the proper time, (to be judged 
of by the Congress of the United States,) to an en- 
joyment of all the rights of citizens of the United 
States, according to the principles of the Constitu- 
tion; ‘and in the mean time should be maintained 
< and protected in the free enjoyment of their lib- 
‘erty and property, and secured in the free exer- 
< cise of their religion without restriction.” Thus it 
will be perceived that the authority of the United 
States over New Mexico, was the result of con- 


| 


quest; and-the: possession held of it, in the first 
place, was of course. a military possession. The i 
treaty added the title by cession to the already | 
existing title by successful achievments in arms. 
With the peace, there arose a natural expectation, 
that, as early as possible, there. would come a civil 
government to. supersede the military. But-until 
some such form of. government should come into 
existence, it was matter of absolute necessity that 
the military government should continue, as other- 
wise the country must fall into absolute anar- 
chy. And this has been the course generally, in 
the practice of civilized nations, when colonies 
or territories have been acquired by war, and their 
acquisition confirmed by treaty. 

The military government, therefore, existing in 
New Mexico at the date of the order, existed there 
of inevitable necessity, It existed as much against | 
the will of the Executive Government of the Uni- 
ted States, as aguinst the will of the people. The 
late President had adopted the opinion, that it was 
justifiable in the people of the Territory, under the 
circumstances, to form a constitution of govern- 
ment, without any previous authority conferred by 
Congress, and thereupon to apply for admission 
into the Union. It was under this state of things, 
and under the influence of these opinions, that the ; 
order of the 19th November last was given, and 
executed in the manner we have seen. The order 
indicates no boundary, and defines no territory, 
except by the name of New Mexico; and so far 
as that indicates anything, it referred to a known 
Territory, which had been organized under military 
authority, approved by the Executive, and left 
without remonstrance or alteration by Congress 
for more than three years. It appears to the Presi- 
dent, that such an order could not have been in- 
tended to invade the rights of Texas. 

Secondly, you ask whether the proclamation of 
Colonel Munroe meets with the approval of the 
President of the United States? 

To determine this question, it is necessary to 
look at the object of the proclamation, and the 
effect of the proceedings had under it. If the ob- 
ject. was to assume the authority to settle the dis- 
puted boundary with Texas, then the President 
has no hesitation in saying, such object does not 
meet his approbation, because he does not believe 
that the Executive branch of this Government or 
the inhabitants of New Mexico, or both combined, 
have any constitutional authority to settle that 
question, That belongs either to the judicial de- 
partment of the Federal Government or to the 
Concurrent action by agreement of.the legislative 
departments of the Governments of the United 
States and Texas. But it has been sufficiently 
shown that Colonel Munroe could have had no 
such object, and that his intention was merely to 
act in aid of the people in forming a State consti- 
tution to be submitted to Congress. Assuming 
then that such a constitution has been formed, 
what is its effect upon the disputed boundary? If 
it compromits the rights of either party to that 
question, then it docs not meet the President’s ap- 
probation, for he deems it his duty to leave the 
settlement of that question to the tribunal to which 
it constitutionally belongs. _ It is sufficient for him 
that this boundary is‘in dispute. That the ter- 
ritory east of the Rio del Norte seems to be 
claimed in good faith, both by Texas and New 
Mexico, or rather by the United States, Whatever 
might be his judgment in regard to their respective 
rights, he has no power to decide upon ‘them, or 
even to negotiate in regard to them; and therefore 


ak. 


it would be improper for 
jon, The subject-matter of dispute is between the 
United States and Texas, and not between the in- 
habitants of New Mexico and Texas. If those 
people should voluntarily consent to come under 
the jurisdiction of Texas, such consent would not 
bind the United States or take away their title to | 
the Territory. So, on the other hand, if they 

should voluntarily claim the title for the United 

States, it would not deprive Texas of her rights, 

whatever those rights might be. They can only ; 
be affected by her own acts, or a judicial decision. 
The State constitution formed by New Mexico can 
have no legal validity until it is recognized and 
adopted by the law-making power of the United 
States. Until that is done it has no sanction, anid 
can have no effect upon the rights of Texas, or of 
the United States, to the territory in dispute. And 
it is not to be presumed: that Congress will ever 


give its sanction to that constitution without first |! 


him to express any opin- || 


whatever, as a question of title. 


* 
In one of his last communications to. Congress, ~ 


that of the 17th of June last, the late President 
repeated the declaration that he had ‘no power.to 
decide the question of boundary, and no desire to 
interfere with it; and that the authority to settle 
that question resided elsewhere. The object’ of 
the Executive Government has been, as l believe, 
and'as I am authorized to say it certainly now is, 
to secure the peace of the country; to maintain as 


far as practicable the state of things as it existed , 


at the date of the treaty; and to uphold and pre- 
serve the rights of the respective parties as they 
were under the solemn guarantee of the treaty, 
until the highly interesting question of boundary 
should be finally settled by competent authority. 
This treaty, which is now a supreme law of the 
jand, declares, as before stated, that the inhabit- 
ants shall be maintained and protected in the free 
enjoyment of their liberty and property, and se- 
cured in the free exercise of their religion.. It will, 
of course, be the President’s duty to~see that this 


law is sustained, and the protection which it guar- 


anties made effectual—and this is the ‘plain and 


open path of Executive duty, in whic he pro» ; 


poses to tread. 

Other transactions of a very grave 
alluded to, and recited in your Excellency’s letter. 
T'o those transactions, | am now directed not more 
particularly to advert, because the only questions 
propounded by you, respect the authority under 
which Col, Munroe acted, and the approval or dis- 
approval of his proclamation. . Your Excellency’s 


communication and this answer will be immediately. 


laid before Congress, and the President. will take 
that occasion to bring to its notice the transactions 
alluded to above. : 

‘It is known to your Nency th 
questions growing out of the ‘acquisition of Cali- 
fornia and New Mexico, and among them the 
highly important one of the boundary of Texas, 
have steadily engaged the attention ofboth Houses 
of Congress for many months, and still engage it, 
with intense interest. It is understood that the 
Legislature of Texas will be shortly in session, 
and will have the boundary question also before it. 
It is a delicate crisis in our public affairs, not free 
certainly from possible dangers; but let us confi- 
dently trust that justice, moderation, patriotism, 


and the love of the Union, may inspire such coun-’ 


sels, both inthe Government of the United States 
and that of Texas, as shall carry the country: 
through these dangers, and bring it safely out of 
them all, and with renewed assurances of the con- 
tinvance of mutual respect and harmony in the 
great family of States. i 
I have the honor to be, with entire regard, your 
Excellency’s most obedient servant, . 
DANIEL WEBSTER, |» 
, Secretary of State: 
The reading of the letters having been con- 
claded— . Loe 
The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Barty] has demanded the previous question. 
Mr. BAYLY. I rise for the purpose of with- 


drawing the motion for the previous question. 


Excellericy, that the 


character. are, 


Be 
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Re Drenew it oe 

| L have not yielded the floor. | 
The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Virginia | 

[Mr. Barir] will proceed with his remarks, | 


Mr GARTTER. 
“Mr. BAYLY. 


“Mr BAYLY resumed, 1 had demanded. the 
“previous question on my motion, with a view to 
stop debate in the House. 1 made the motion be- 
catse | knew that debate here would obstruct all | 
other-business: F moved to refer the message to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, but did not intend nor desire tò stop de- 
bite altogether.” On the contrary, I moved the 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where we all knew that a lati- 
tude of debate is allowed which does not exist: in 
‘the House. Nor, sir, would there be any wnrea- 
sonable delay in getting at the subject by making 
that reference. On the contrary, the message can- 
not be printed ‘until tu-morrow or next day, and l 
did ‘not presume that gentlemen desired’that the 
discussion should take place until the papers had | 
been printed. J hope that the Post Office appro- 
priation “bill will be got through with to-day. 1 || 
shail, as I have already announced, call up the i} 
Civil and Diplomatic bill so soon as the Post Office J 
bill is disposed of. It ‘is not my intention to offer i 
a resolution to stop debate.on the former bill, |; 
until a reasonable time for debate shall have been f 
alldwed. For, sir, if my call for the previous || 
guestion should be sustained by the House, the || 
debate on the message would be postponed only |! 
fora day, and I presume its commencement sooner | 
than that cannot be desired, as it would but ob- 
struct the public business. I can see, therefore, | 
no impropriety in the motion | have made. But | 
ti 


as there is a clamor here among -some of my 
friends,.I withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. ; 
Mr. HOWARD rose, he said, to a privileged 
“question.” He nioved that the message and ac- 
companying documents be laid upon the table and 
rinted. ' 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Virginia | 
[Mr. Bayur] has moved to refer the message 
and accompanying documents to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that t 
they be printed. If the gentleman from Texas | 
(Mr. Howanrp] insists on the motion to lay on the 
table, the question must be first taken on that mo- 
tion. And ìt is nat debatable, 
Mr. HOWARD. I withdraw the motion. I 
presume, however, that L am entitled to the floor, 
~ Fhe SPEAKER assented. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, (to the Speaker.) Is! 


itin order to move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

Mr. HOWARD claimed the floor. 
~The SPEAKER said, the gentleman would 
proceed with his remarks. 
` Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Howarn] allow mea single moment? 

Mr. HOWARD. I cannot yield the floor. 
wish to submit the few remarks | have to mak 
now. 

Mr. HOWARD proceeded. On the present oc- | 
casion I desire to make only avery few observa- | 
tions on the message of the President of the United 
States. Itis as unfortunate as it is extraordinary. 
It can bave no other tendency at this critical june- 
tùre of public affairs, than to prevent an adjust- ji 
ment of this boundary controversy, by defeating || 

„thè passage’ of the biil introduced into the other 1 
wing of the Capitol on yesterday, by the Senator ji 
from Maryland, which might, in all probability, || 
have been so amended as to have secured the || 
rights of Texas and the honor of the South. i 
, dn what attitude has the President placed the 
issue in the communication which he has made to | 
Congress as to Texas? So far as the right of 
possession, if not the title itself, is concerned, all į 
the country on the east bank of the Rio Grande is | 
assumed by the message to be in the United | 
States. This possession, in exclusion of the ju- | 
risdiction of Texas, the President declares he will ji 
maintain by the military arm of this Government. || 
It is true that, while he assumes that the country, |} 
to the extent of the ancient limits of New Mexico, || 
belongs to the United States under the treaty with | 
Mexico, he recommends to Congress to make to !! 
Texas a liberal compensation in money for her || 
claim. He draws the sword upon Texas, and | 
then calls upon her to cede her territory. As-one |! 
of the Representatives of Texas, | never will vote,: 


Dame 


j 
ji 
| 
{ 
[i 
I 


|i the east bank of the Rio Grande, until the 


Without positive instructions, to cede any portion 
of her territory while the sword is thus pointed at 
her throat. By no vote of mine, sir, is the State 
to be coerced and overawed into a transfer of her 
territory. ; 

Sir, this message is an artful and stadied mis- 
représentation of the most material part of the his- 
tory of this subject. The President assumes, that 
he is' doing no more than to maintain the còn- 
dition of things as it existed after the conclusion 
of peace with Mexico. He remembers to forget, 
that one of his predecessors, in February, 1847, 
in reply to the Governor of Texas, gave assu- 
rances to that State, that the temporary military 


|| government established there for the purpose of 


the war, would cease on the conclusion of a peace 
with Mexico. The Secretary of State, by order 
of the President, gave to Texas the following 


| pledge as to this military government: 2o 


& Tt is merely such a government as nmst exist under the 
laws of nations and of war, to preserve order and protect 
the rights of the inhabitants, and will cease on the conclu- 
sion of a treaty of peace with Mexico.” 

The President in his message chooses to over- 
look the fact, that, after the treaty of Hidalgo on 
the 12th of October, 1848, the Secretary of War, 
‘Mr. Marey, gave directions to the military gov- 
ernor at Santa Fë, that all the country on the east 
hank of the Rio Grande formerly pertaining to 
New: Mexico, was within the rightful limits of 
Texas, and that the jurisdiction of it was to be 
tarned over to that State, and that her civil author- 
ities were not to be interfered with by the military, 
otherwise than to be sustained on all proper oc- 
casions. It was to this effect: 


“Tn regard to that part of what the Mexicans called New 
Mexico, lying east of the Rio Grande, the civil authority 


| do so, he would so arrange his command as not 


|  €{ have to remark, that it is not expected Texas will un- 
| dertake to extend her civil government over the remate 
region designated; but should she do go, you will confine 
| yonr action, under the’ clause above cited, to arranging 
| your command in such manner as not to come in confliet 
į with the authorities so constituted.?? 


Thus both the administrations of Mr. Polk and 
| President Taylor admitted the right of possession 
to be in the State of Texas, and ordered it de- 
livered over to her authorities. It was an invita- 
tion to her to take possession of the country. 
| President Fillmore now changes these orders after 
| the right of possession has thus vested in the State 
| of Texas, and been acknowledged by this Gov- 
| ernment, ttis a gross usurpation, and a fraud 
| upon the rights of that State, 

The instructionsof Mr. Crawford to Colonel 
McCall, of the 19th of Noyember, 1849, directing 
the military: authorities in New Mexico to aid the 
people of New Mexico in the formation of a State 


| constitution, are not in terms a change of the 


order of the 26th of March. No boundary is 
mentioned, Nothing is said whick could warrant 
Colonel Munroe in authorizing the people on 
the east bank of the Rio Gratde to participate in 
that State government. I am aware that General 
Taylor intimated to Congress that he intended to 
maintain. the possession for the United States on 
question 
of boundary was settled; bat he never issued any 
order to thateffect. President Fillmore, therefore, 
has changed the whole position of this question, 
and threatens to uphold that change by the force 
ofarms. . 

It now remains to be seen whether a sovereign 
State of this Union can be invaded by the Federal 
Government, and subdued within its own limitg by 
military power and violence. The solution of this 
question will form an era in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. ` 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

Mr. MORSE rose to inquire of the Speaker 
what the question was? ~ s 

The SPEAKER said, that the question was on 
referring the message and accompanying docu- 


ments to the’ Committee of the’ Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordering them to be printed. 

Mr. MORSE, © So I supposed. 

Mr. MORSE‘said, he had been exceedingly 
gratified with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Texas who had. just-addressed the House, and 
who had characterized this message as dne of the 
most extraordinary productions of the age. And 
He desired to say further, that he hoped the House, _ 
before giving its sanction’ to the doctrines con- 
tained in that message, would. referit to a special 
committee, with instructions to examine and ascer- 
tain whether they were such as should emanate 
from the House of Representatives of the United 
States in the nineteenth century. He would- goas 
far in extending courtesy to the Executive Depart- 
ment of this Government as any gentleman on 
that floor, but he could not vote to print, mach 
less to endorse sentiments that seemed to militate 
against every idea of State rights, It had long 
been seen that the action of this Government was 
tending to the annihilation of State rights, And, 
sir, (continued Mr. M.) since the days of the alien 
and sedition laws, there has been nothing in the 
history of this éountry. that so completely annibi- 
lates every idea of State rights as this” very mes- 
sage. Á 

Sir, the President of the United States, so far as 
I can judge from the imperfect manner in which 
l have heard the message read, tells you that it is 
his sworn duty to execute the law. It is true, it 
is his sworn duty to execute the law; but t have 
yet tolearn that itis the duty or the right of the 
Executive Chief Magistrate of this country, to 
decide a question of boundary between a sovereign 
State and this Government. Sir, he cuts the Gor- 
dian knot; he undertakes to settle, by an Execu- 
tive edict, the rights of a sovereign State of this 
Union to territory equal in extent to one of the 
largest States, And asa neighbor of Texas, and 
as a friend of State rights, L will not sanction by . 
my vote even the printing of a document con- 
taining such monstrous heresies as this contains, 
if L have heard it aright. 1 move. that it be re- 
ferred to a special committee for examination; 
and in making that motion, L wiil take occasion to 
say that 1 have no desire to be the chairman of 
the committee. Phat is a right which belongs to 
the gentleman from Texas. I hope, how ever, 
that before the publication of such a document as 
this is authorized by.this House, it will at least be 
subjected to an examination by a committee, and 
that the-report of that committee will accompany 
it, when published, in order that we may see how 
far a doctrine of this kind is to be sanctioned by 
this House. 1 move that the question of printing 
be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. DUNCAN next obtained the floor, and said 
he did not rise to debate this question. It seemed 
to him that debate was out ef place at this time. 
Before it could intelligently be debated, they 
should have it printed and before them; there 
covid then be no room for Misrepresentation and | 
mistake. Nor did he see what advantage could 
occur from debating this subject ‘at this time. 
They had no measure before the House for its 
action; they were likely soon to have some such 
measure, and upon itall would have the opportunity 
of expressing their views in relation to the whole 
subject, He would, therefore, move the previous 
question, and he gave notice that he should not 
withdraw the motion, i 

Mr. BURT desired the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to allow him to move that the mes- 
sage be made the special order for some early 
day—say Friday or Monday. . He desired to 
Speak to the message at the earliest day. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to make a spe- 
cial order can only be received by unanimous con- 
sent. i 

Mr. BURT said he supposed nobody would 
object, l: , 

` Objections were made in various quarters. 

Mr, HILLIARD inquired what was the ques- 
tion? 

‘The SPEAKER replied, that it was upon the - 
motion of the gentleman from Virgima, [Mr.. 
Bayxy,] to refer the méSsage and accompanying 
documents to the Commitee of the Whole on the 
state-of the Union, and order them printed. The 
Chair understood the gentleman from Louisiana 
to move their reference to a special committee, 
Mr. MORSE (in his seat) nodded. assent, 

The SPEAKER said, if the House refused to 
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refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, the question would then be upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

. The question being upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question— g 

Mr. TOOMBS and others demanded the yeas 
and nays. f r 

The SPEAKER reminded gentlemen that the 
demand was not in order upon the second. $ 

Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs. 
Thomrson, of Mississippi, and Casey, were ap- 
pointed. ; 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—nyes 107, noes 49. T ee: 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question being, “Shall the main question 
be now put??? ` ` 

Mr. TOOMBS, Mr. ORR, and others, demanded 
the yeas and nays. f | 

Mr. HOLMES rose (he said) toa point of order; 
and inquired of the Chair.if it were not usual, and | 
if it would not be much more appropriate, for the 
commentary. of the House to go out with the text? 

The SPEAKER said, debate or conversation 
was not in order. 

_Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, desired toask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts if he would not | 
consent to modify his motion so as to provide for 
making the message a special order? | 

Cries of ‘* No, no,” and objections. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. INGE inquired what would be the effect of | 
refusing to order the main question to be now put? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the message would | 
go over one day. ; f 

Mr. MORSE inquired, whether, after the motion | 
to refer were put, the question would not then be 
on the motion to print? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion of the | 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] was to refer 
and print. 

. The question, “ Shall the main question be now 
taken 2”? was: put, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 130, nays 58; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs, Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, An- 
derson, Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowie, Breek, Briggs Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, ; 
Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, 
Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Nathan Byans, Fitch, Fowler, Preediey, Fuller, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Har- 
lan, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Benry, Hibbard, 
Hitliard, Hoagland, Houston, Hater, William T. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Jones, julian, Kerr,George G. King, James | 
G. Kiug, John A. King, Preston King, Lefer, Levin, Dit- 
Uefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McDonald, Me- 
Lanatan, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Peck, Phelps, Phoenix, Potter, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risiey, Robbins, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Root; Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, 
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ment or the: motion: indicated: by the: gentleman 
from. Missouri, [Mr. Puerrs,} to’etrike owt the 
enfire section, would prevail. : 

Before taking his seat, Mr.P. corrected an error 


the amount chargeable to the Government for free 
postage of letters and their. estimated delivery to 
be $900,000 a year, instead of $644,605. 
> Mr. P. then withdrew the amendment. 

Some explanatory conversation followed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion except the last line. 

Mr. P. said, he did not intend to detain the 
committee with any extended remarks on the mo- 
tion that he had submitted. In the remarks that 


the injustice of appropriating the revenues of the 
Post Office Department to defray the expenditures 
proposed in the first section of the bill. He hoped 


i the motion which he had mde would prevail, and 


that these items would hereafter ve inserted in the 
civiland diplomatic appropriation bill, where ‘they 
properly belonged. Whether the present rates of 
postage should be reduced or not, there were other 
considerations which operated upon his rind to in- 
duce him to make this motion. If these sums were 
taken from the revenues of the department, it 
would diminish the amount of money at the dis- 
posal of the Postmaster General, for increasing 
mail facilities and establishing new post routes in 
the western States. The Postmaster General was 
compelled to rely on the revenues of the depart- 
ment for the support of the Post Office establish- 
ment. The money proposed to be appropriated 
by this bill is to be paid out of the revenue of that 
department, And if the revenues should be insuf- 
ficient for that purpose, the deficiency could not 
be drawn from the Treasury under existing laws. 
He could not, therefore, sanction the course pur» 


| sued by the Committee of Ways and Means, in 


making this additional charge upon the revenues 
of that department—a charge whieh had always 
been paid out of the Treasury proper until this 
time. : 

He withdrew the amehdment. 

Mr. VENABLE. I renew this proposition ‘to 
strike out the first section of the bill, because I 
am an advocate of cheap postage. ` I will vote for 
a reduction of the postage to the uniform rate, and 
that the smallest silver coin of the United States— 
five cents is now the smallest, and if one of three 
cents is ordered by Jaw, I would vote for a reduc- 
tion to that sum. The doctrine that the Post 
Office Department ought to support itself, is a fal- 
lacy—it would be as reasonable to require the navy 
to support itself by piracy, or the army by plun- 
der. We have no departmentof our Government— 


Shepperd, Silvester, Spauldins, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, | 
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, | 

White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, , Wilmot, Wilson, |: 
Wood, and Young—130. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bowdon, i 

Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, E. ©. Cabell, Clingman, W. | 
R. W. Cobb, Coleoex, Conrad, Edmundson, Ewing, Feath- | 

erston, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 1. G. Harris, | 

Hi 

| 

| 

j 


8. W. Harris, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, ji 
Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, | 
Knufman, La ère, Mason, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, į 
Finis E. vicLean, McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, 
Millson, Morse, Morton, Orr, Owens Powell, Savage, Sed- | 
dor, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thomas, | 
Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Venable; Wallace, Wellborn, | 
and Woodward—o8. j 

So the main question was ordered to be’ now | 
taken. 3 | 

_ And then the message and accompanying docu- |! 

ments were referted to the. Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to | 
be printed. , } 

Mr. GOTT moved a reconsideration of the vote, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 


Ordered accordingly.. i | 
THE POST OFFICE BILL. 
On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House resolved į 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of |! 
the Union, (Mr. Bovp in the chair,) and resumed ; 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations || 
for the service of the Post Office Department, &. 
The pending question was on the amendment of | 
Mr. POTTER. | 
Mr, PHELPS asked Mr. P. to withdraw it. | 
The CHAIR inquired of the gentleman from 


ex j 


no arm of our power, which ministers more to 
the comfort and intellectual enjoyment of the peo- 
ple, more efficient in the progress of civilization, 
than the post office organization. There is noth- 


| ing for which L would more cheerfully pay a tax, 


nothing which so universally pervades the whole 
people by its salutary influences, nothing better 


manifests a paternal regard. for the citizens of this 
great country, than those means of intercommuni- 
cation which the post office secures. If no part.of 
the country obtained those facilities, except those 
which paid forthe expense, then the distant Ter- 
ritories would be denied, and the whele system 
would ultimately perish by inaction. l 
postage. be adopted as the best means of raising 
revenue. Extend the advantages to all parts of 
the country, and pay for the deficit out of the pub- 
lic Treasury. Our northern lakes and sea-coast are 
studded with light-houses—ports of entry are nu- 
merous, and millions expended for fortifications, 
which, except as a mere means of expenditure of 
money in favored localities, are as preposterous for 
defence, as it would be to cage up a puppy to keep 
him from killing a lion; all these are done, but 


| gentlemen are filled with horror, lest money should | 


be spent to facilitate the intercourse of distant 
parts. Sir, a Government which will do justice and 


| listen to and supply the wants of the people, who 


by impartial and parental care will cause those 
from the Pacific to the Atlantic coast to feel that 
their rights, as well as their comforts are subjects 
of just regard, is a Government worth preserving, 
and no other is. 5 


Ohio [Mr. Porter] whether he withdrew his! 
amendment? j 


Mr. V. withdrew the amendment. 


~ Mr. POTTER expressed his willingness to do | 
| soand: expressed the hope either that his amend- 


into which he had “been led yesterday by stating H 


calculated to fix the conviction that Government | 


Let cheap | 


f : HI N x 
he had made yesterday he had endeavored to show |! masters General, clerks, messengers, assistant mes- 


i| force of the Post Office proper. 47> 


| called for. 


‘Mr. HOLMES renewed the ¢ 
called for a vote. 26> ee 
The question was taken, and 
rejected. 
Mr. C 
ment: . s ee 
Strike out «For compensation of ten temporary clerks.u 
two at $1,400 each, two: argi 200 each, and sixat $1,000 
each per annum, $11,200; and. insert. “ For compensation 
of fifteen temporary glerks-—ur, at: $1,400: each, four: at 


the amendment: 


HANDLER moved the following amënd- 


; $1,290 each, and seven at $1000 each." ” 


After somé conversation, ~ as) ; 
The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment © i 
order, on the ground that its operation vas. to 
change an existing law. : ‘ : 
Mr. PHELPS moved an amendment to strike 
out $97,365, and to insert in lieu thereof $70.600, 
in the item for compensation of the Assistant Poste 


sengers, and watchmen of said department. 

He briefly exnlained that the amount by which 
he proposed to reduce this item, had been included 
in the deficiency bill, and was, therefore, unneces- 
sary here. He withdrew the amendment. ae 

Mr. BAYLY renewed it, (pro forma,) and said, 
that gentlemen might rely upon it,-that the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means had not been so inal» 


tentive to their duties as to have neglected to fo 
at this subject. On this very point they had had 
an interview with the Postmaster General; and. 
upon examining the deficiency bill, they were šat- 
isfied that this was not a double appropriation. Hle” 
expressed thé hope that it would. be retained.” 
Mr. PHELPS read a letter of the Postmaster 
General, of July 29, 1850, recommending the ré- 


i duction of the appropriation by the amount pro- 


posed, and for the reasons he had stated. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to, 

Mr. BAYLY, (upon a pro forma amend ment,) to 
show the incorrectness of theestiniate made by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads, [Mr. Porrer} of $900,000 as the ex- 
pense per annum of the transportation through the 


| mails of free matter, cited the statement reported 


from the department of 439,446 Ibs. as the weight 
of said matter, and said that if that amount were 
reduced to ounces, and five cents per ounce were 
charged for it all, (including public documents, 
speeches, and newspapers,) the amount would be , 
only $351,000. If the preat proportion of it were. 
charged at pamphlet and newspaper postage, as it 
ought to be, his impression was, (though of course” 


| he could not speak with absolute certainty,) that 
| it would not amount to more than $100,000.: ‘He 


considered these estimates of the department “in 
regard to the expenses of the franked matter ex- 
cessively erroneous. . 

Mr. POTTER (upon a pro forma amendment) 
said, he had made his estimate of the expenses of 
franked matter (as stated by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means) from the report 
of the Postmaster General. He stated the fact, 
that under the act of 1845, the postmaster of. this 
city was required to keep an account of the pos 
age of the different departments. of the Govern 
ment, and from that account it appeared that the 
postage of these departments amounted’ to over 
$555,900 annually. 

Mr. BAYLY said, to make an aggregate of 
$900,000 at five cents a piece would require one 
hundred and eighty millions of letters. 

Some further conversation occurred upon this 
point between the two gentlemen. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved to amend the bill in 
the first section, by striking out the item *‘ for com- 
pensation of ten temporary clerks, two at $1,400, 
and two at $1,200 each; and six at $1,000 cach per 


| annum, $11,200,” and inserting in lieu thereof, the- 


following: 

« For compensation of fifteen temporary clerks—four at 
$1,409 each, tonr at $1,200 each, and seven at $1,000 cach 
per annum—$17,400.”" 

Mr. CHANDLER said he did not propose this 
amendment with a view of making any remarks 
beyond the simple statement, that the addition’. 
asked for by this amendment is rendered. neces+ 


| sary by the increased force in the other-branches™ : 


of the department. For the purpose of preserving: 
harmony of operation, this change, therefore, was 
lt was necessary that the Auditor of 
the Post Office Department should have thein- 
creased number of clerks provided by this amend- 
ment, in order to keep up: with: the ineréase inthe 
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.oThe. question. was. then stated: tobe- on : the 
amendment of Mr. CHANDLER, ; 
“Mr: JONES requested the Chairman to state 
whether, in his judgment, the amendment was in 
order. : Aen 

The CHAIRMAN stated that, inasmuch as the 
amendment. proposed to increase the number of 
clerks provided for by law, it was not in order. 

<So. the amend ment was not entertained. 
- Mr. PHELPS moved to amend that item of the 
bill which appropriated $3,038 for repairs of the 
Post Office building, furniture, &c., by increasing 
the amgunt to $5,000. 

Mr. PHELPS explained, that this sum was re- 
quired in consequence of the increase in the num- 

-ber of clerks in the Post Office Department. The 
Postmaster General had estimated that an addi- 
tional sum. of $2,000 was necessary to procure ad- 
ditional furniture, &c. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. ; 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the item (previously under consideration) by in- 
creasing the number of additional clerks from ten 
to fifteen. 

Mr. S, in explanation, said, he understood 
from those who were more particularly interested, 
and who knew mote of the wants of the depart- 
ment than he did, or than, probably, any member 
of the House did, that these clerks were necessary 
to facilitate the business of the department. 

$- Thé CHAIR interposed, and ruled the amend- 
ment out of order on the same ground on which the 
Chair had ruled out of order a similar amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. CHANDLER. ] > 

: Mr. STANTON appealed from the decision. 

-A long conversation followed on points of order, 
after which— 

Mr. STANTON, at the request of Mr. Jones, 
withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. JONES then submitted that there was no ne- 
cesity for the increase of temporary clerks pro- 
posed by the bill, inasmuch as authority had been 
given during the last Congress to employ perma- 
nently all the additional clerical service which the 
public business required, and that provision had 
been made for their pay up to 30th June, 1851. 

Mr. CASEY renewed the amendment, and ex- 
plained the necessity for the proposed increase of 
clerks in the office of the Sixth Auditor. He said 
that in consequence of the employment of the 
twenty-two additional clerks authorized by the de- 
ficiency bill in the Post Office Department proper, 
the business had been sent much more rapidly to 
the Auditor’s office, (where were passed all’ the 
accounts of the Post Office Department.) and that 
it was clogged. there. for want of a sufficiency of 
clerical force. The same reason for an increase 
of clerks existed at the Auditor’s office that had 
existed in the. Post Office Department proper. 
The increase was absolutely necessary for the 
dispatch of the public business; it was a mis- 
placed economy to withhold it. He withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER renewed it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON renewed, and insisted upon 
the point of order, that the amendment was out of 
order, as it proposed an appropriation for an object 
not authorized by law. He caused to be read the 
Bist rule. 

“ No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law; un- 
less in: continuation of appropriations for such publie works 
and objects as are already in progress, and for the contin. 


gencies for carrying on the sevcral departments of the Gov- 
erminent.?? 


The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and decided the amendment to be in order. 

Some irregular conversation followed on the 
point of order, in which 

Mr. HOLMES quoted the last clause of the rule 
just read, to justify the decision of the Chair; and 
said that the department being established by law, 
any thing necessary to the activity of its machinery 
was a “contingency for carrying it on,” and was 
in order. 

The question recurring on the amendment, 

Mr. CHANDLER said, that the remarks of his 
colleague covered the whole ground, and rendered 


any further explanation of the amendment unne- | 


cessary. It was well known (he said) that the 
business of the Post Office Department was falling 
behind more and more every year; and that not 


only-from. the deficit.of clerks but-from. the great 
increase of*the business. Twenty-two additional 
clerks had already been-assigned to the Post Office 
Department: proper, who (though still not a suffi- 
cient force} had accelerated the business and sent 
it forward to the office of the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department more rapidly than it could there 
be disposed of. Hence the necessity for these 
clerks. He trusted that’ no objection would be 
made. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. POTTER renewed it, and said, the Post 
Office Committee had- received a communication 
from the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
which explained the necessity for these clerks. The 
communication being very long, he did not pro- 
pose to read it entire, but at the request of gentle- 
men around him, proceeded to explain it and read 
extracts; and before hé had concluded, his five 
minutes expired. - 5 ; 

Tellers (Messrs. Venaste and Fow.er) were 
appointed. ; 

And the question being- taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 66, noes 62. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

A motion was made and withdrawn that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to amend the bill at the 
end of the first section, by adding the following 
words: 

After line 43, insert as follows: 

“ For additional compensation to two night watchmen in 
the General Post Office building from Ist July, 1849, to June 
30, 1851, so as to place them on the same footing as the 
watchmen in the other Executive buildings, and to correct 
an error in the act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatie expenses of Government for the year commen- 
cing Ist July, 1849, whereby #130 was appropriated for the 
“messenger,” instead of the two watchmen in the Post 
Office Department, (Acts second session 30th Congress, 
page 62,) $260. And the said clause, making an appro- 
Priation of +dditional compensation of $130 for messenger 
of the Post Office Department, is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. PHELPS explained that the object of the 
amendment was to correct an error in the civil 
list bill of last year, in the-section providing for 
the increase of the compensation of the workmen 
of the Post Office Department. 

Some explanatory conversation followed on the 
part of Messrs. JONES; BROWN, of Indiana, 
and PHELPS—after which— 

Mr. PHELPS so modified his amendment (on 
the suggestion of Mr. Jones) as to repeal the for- 
mer provision increasing the compensation of the 
messengers. [lt is inserted above, as modified.] 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved to amend the bill by 
inserting the following, viz: 


“ For rearranging files of quarterly returns, and providing 


boxes and cases, and for arranging, indexing, and filing 


vouchers in the archives of the office, $1,500.” 

After a word of conversation with Mr. POTTER, 

Mr. CHANDLER withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CASEY renewed it, and briefly explained 
that there had been so large an accumulation of 
the quarterly returns and other papers in the Aud- 
itor’s office, as to render the amendment necessary. 
He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. POTTER renewed it, and said, there was 
no necessity for this appropriation for the re- 
arrangement of the papers. If they were deranged, 
the derangement had taken place since P. G. 
Washington left the office. While that gentleman 
was Auditor, the papers werc filed in such order 
that the clerks could at any moment lay their 
hands on any file from any part.of the United 
States. The present clerical force was sufficient 
to preserve them in perfect arrangement. 

Pending the question— 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood—- 
ayes 56, noes 56. 

The CHAIRMAN -voted in the affirmative, 
making—ayes 57, noes 56. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. JONES made an unsuccessful effort to in- 
troduce a resolution, (which was not read.) 

And on motion, the House adjourned, 


PETITION. 


The following petition was presented, under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The memorial of the 
President and Stockholders of Virginia and East: Tennessee 
Railroad Company, praying Congress to make a grant of the 
public domain, to aid in-the.construction of said road. 


“IN SENATE, 
© TUESDAY, August 6, 1850. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial of pas- 
sengers on board the United States mail steamer 
Tennessee, on her voyage from Panama to San 
Francisco, asking the enactment of a law to regu 
late the number of passengers to. be transported in 
vessels employed on that route. “The memorialists 
set forth a list of great grievances, and complain 
of abuses. They say that many who agreed and 
paid for berths had neither beds nor sleeping places 
furnished them, and were forced to keep in all 
weathers on deck, or in such places between decks 
as they could stow themselves; that so crowded 
are these vessels, that, in the event of a gale of 
wind, when the passengers are -forced below, it 
could not fail to be fatal to the lives of many. 
They call attention to the treatment of steerage 
passengers, who, for the most part, belong to the 
best class of citizens, accustomed to all the decen- 
cies and comforts of respectable homes, and who 
paid one hundred and fifty dollars for their pas- 
sages, and expected in return fair treatment and 
decent food, but, instead of which, the meat furs 
nished was frequently partially putrid, the bread 
decayed and miserably scanty, and the vegetables 
poor and unsound; that this unwholesome food 
was frequently served, half-cooked, amid filth and 
all uncleanliness, on the forward deck, exposed to 
all weathers, where the stench of hogs and cattle, 
Kept to supply the table of the officers of the ship 
and cabin passengers, rendered their meals so dis- 
gusting and loathsome that it was with difficulty 
they could take sufficient food to support life; that 
the entire saloon of the vessel is abandoned to pur- 
poses of gambling, when not occupied as a refec- 
tory, and the tables are regularly spread with all 
the paraphernalia of gambling, piles of gold and 
silver, and nothing is seen or heard but the players at 
faro and monte, by playing which men are frequently 
ruined in fortune and blasted in reputation. ‘They 
„Submit the whole subject to the wisdom of Con- 
gress, and ask such legislative provisions as shall 
correct the evils, and prevent the recurrence of the 
abuses complained of. . 

I move (said Mr. D.) that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator that the reference-had better be made to 
the Committee on Commerce. Cases of the kind 
are numerous, and require the investigation of 
that committee. > ; i 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have no objection, and 
will move that it be referred#to. the Committee on 
Commerce; which. was agreed to. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Montpelier, in the 
State of Vermont, representing the depressed con- 
dition of manufactures, and asking that the law of 
1846 may be so altered or amended that manufac- 
turers may be enabled to pursue their vocationg 
with no other obstacles than the vicissitudes of 
domestic trade—healthful competition—and_ that 
the revenue law of 1846 may be so-amended that 
the material prosperity of the country and the dig- 
nity of labor may be preserved and perpetuated; 
which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
to the State of Alabama the right of way and a 
donation of public land for the purpose of locating 


~ 


and constructing a railroad from the point at which 
the Nashville and Chattanooga road crosses the 
Tennessee river to the town. of Chattanooga, re- 
ported back the same without. amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred 
House bill for the relief of Jacob P. Montgomery, 
reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

RESOLUTION, 

Mr. MANGUM submitted the foll 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That Mr. Palmer have Jeave to withdraw, take 
out a copyright for, and print on his own account, the doç- 
uments entitled “A comprehensive view of the principal in- 
dependent maritime countries of the East,” illustrated by a 
chart, which accompanied the report of the Secretary of 


State to the Senate under date of the 23d of April last, and 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and that 


` 


owing resolu- 


the Secretary of the Senate be and be is hereby authorized 
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to. subscribe for five thousand copies of the work, together 
with the chart, under the above title, for the use of the Sen- 
ate; provided the same shall be delivered by Mr. Palmer.at 
a price not exceeding two dollars per copy of not less than 
five hundred pages octavo, printed on fine paper, and neatly 
bound in muslin. 


COMMERCE OF BRITISH AMERICA. 

Mr. DAVIS of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following, which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate, at the next session of Con- 
gress, such information as. he bas or may obtain respecting 
the trade and commerce of British American colonies with 
the United States and other places since 1829, 

COLLECTION DISTRICT. : 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill. No. 300, being the 
bill to amend the act entitled ‘* An act to amend, 
in the cases therein mentioned, the act to regulate 
the duties on imports and tonnage.” 

The bill having been read a second time, was 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and, no 
amendment having been proposed, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, and was read a third time by unan- 
imous consent, and passed. i 


MAP OF TEXAS AND NEW MEXICO. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the following resolution, 
which was submitted by him on Thursday last: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate purchase for 
the use of the Senate one thousand copies of Disturnell’s 
map, which accompanied the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
provided they do not cost exceeding one dollar cach. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Sena- 
tor from Texas will give some reason why we are 
to buy one thousand copies of this map. 

Mr. RUSK. The reason is precisely this: the 
question of the boundary of Texas and New Mex- 
ico is a matter which is much discussed, and of 
course information will be desired on the subject. 
The map I propose to buy is Disturnell’s map, 
which accompanied the treaty. J look upon this 
map as material in this controversy, as it would 
throw a great deal of information upon a vital and 
important question, which should be desired by 
those who oppose, as well as those who sustain, 
the claim of Texas. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
would like to know from the Senator from Texas 
whether there is any possibility of purchasing the 
‘map described. I recollect that when the treaty 
was under discussion, a resolution was introduced 
to furnish each Senator with a copy of that map. 
But when the Secretary attempted to buy the map, 
it was notto be found. He finally furnished each 
member of the Senate with acopy of a map, which 
was not the map which was used in the treaty 
and had the seal of the treaty upon it, but one 
with many errors corrected, which were known to 
exist in the old map. A map was furnished to 
the Senate. with those corrections in it. At that 
time I called the attention of the Senate to the mat- 
ter. On the old map there were errors of latitude 
and longitude which were corrected in the new. 
And I doubt very much whether the Senator can 
find an exact copy of the map used in the treaty, 
exceptit be in the possession of a private indi- 
vidual. : 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, if the map 
cannot be had, the difficulty suggested by the 
Senator from Mississippi may be obviated by an 
amendment, directing the Secretary to furnish the 
map, “if it can be conveniently obtained.” Now 
this map would cost more than thesSenate would 
be willing to pay, and more than the Senator from- 
Texas anticipates, if, as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi says, itcan only be procured from private 
individuals, in whose possession it is. I would 
suggest the amendment that I spoke of a moment 
ago. 

Mr. RUSK. The resolution is to obtain pre- 
cisely such a map as was attached to the treaty. 
Before L introduced this resolution, I had a con- ; 
sultation with the publisher of the map. He in- 
formed me that he had the plates of the map that 
were used in the treaty, and could furnish a thou- 
sand copies in eight or ten days at one dollar a 

jece. 

Mr. HALE. IfI understand the Senator from 
Texas, this is a map that puts all New Mexico on 
the west side of the Rio Grande. 

Mr. RUSK, (in hisseat.) It is just such a map 
as was used in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. HALE. And it is now proposed to buy a 


‘nity, let him object to the resolution. 


| fore his eyes. 


thousand copies of this map, which puts all New 
Mexico on the west side of the Rio Grande: Now, 


to make it fair and even, I think we ought to: buy |j 


an-equal number of maps putting New Mexico on 
the east side of the Rio Grande. The proposition 
now is simply to buy a thousand copies of amar- 
gument placing New Mexico on the west side of 
the Rio Gfande. I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate on this matter, but I hope there is to be an 
end to this... I should like some committee of the 
Senate to find out how many agents of maps, and 
books, and ships, and railroads, and pensions, and 
of everything else, there are besieging this city at 
this moment, and getting these resolutions passed 
morning after morning. I am opposed. to this 
whole system from beginning to end, and have 
voted against it,‘and shall do so again. 

Mr: RUSK. Mr. President, so far as I am 
concerned, I have no acquaintance with any agents 
of maps, ar anybody else, that tries to get reso- 
lutions through during the morning hour. This 
matter is debated and discussed here. This map 
was made part of the treaty, as a description of 
boundary. The observations of Senators have 
gone forth denying the Rio Grande as the map of 
Texas, and others affirming it. This map isa 
matter of material evidence, if the discussion is to 
goon. Allthat I ask, is, that these maps may be 
procured, that everybody may understand the 
matter. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
wants this matter covered up, if he desires that no 
light on the subject should go before the commu- 
That is all 


I have to say. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, there have fre- |! 


quently been applications for the publication of 
books and maps, but it does seem to me that this 
has less ground to stand upon than anything of 
the kind I have lately seen or heard of in the Sen- 
ate. Sometimes we aid in-the publication of a 
work which contains valuable commercial or geo- 
graphical information, when the publisher or author 
is notable todo ithimself. But here is a map that 
has nothing peculiar in it, that gives no original 
information. It merely happens to lay down the 
boundary of New Mexico ina particular way, and 
in reference to this treaty. That is all. And | 
every member of the Senate knows just as well 
what that map contains as if it were hanging be- 
We all know it. We know every- 
thing that is on it, so far as it respects this question 
between Texas and the United States. Now, 
what earthly use or propriety is there in our pur- 
chasing a map of that description for this purpose? 
I would be very happy to oblige the Senator from 
Texas, but really it seems to me that there is no 
just cause for purchasing the map. I therefore 
move to lay this resolution on the table. : 

_ Mr. WINTHROP. I trust my friend from 
New Jersey will withdraw his motion for the pres- 
ent. 

The motion was withdrawn. 


Mr. WINTHROP. Mr. President, I desire |! 
only to detain the Senate a single moment on this |) 


subject... Iam one of those who usually have 
voted, whenever I have been in either of the legis- 
lative halls of Congress, for printing or distributing 
any reasonable number of copies of any useful or 
valuable work, which might be proposed by any 
one. And, sir, even now, I should not be dis- 
posed to object to@he resolution proposed by the 
Senator from Texas, merely on the ground sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Hampshire, or 
on that suggested by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey. But there seems to me to be one substantial | 
ground upon which we may object to this pro- | 
ceeding. My own reason, certainly, for voting to | 
lay the resolution on the table, if that motion 
should be renewed, will be, that I am unwilling, | 
for one, asan humble member of the Senate, to 
vote for any resolution which contemplates a post- 


ponement of the settlement of this question of |: t 

| mentof her northern and western boundaries? 

e . + . . . t 

believe, sir, there is nothing at this moment which | 

the interest and peace of the whole country more |! 
emphatically demand than the settlement, in some 


boundary between New Mexico and Texas. I 


way or other, of this precise issue. 
Now, if the distribution of one thousand copies 


of this map were about to lead to that result, I |: 


would most cheerfully vote for the proposition. 
I would vote at this moment for supplying every 
Senator—if the Senate are without them, as I cer- 
tainly am—with a copy of this map, for his own 


| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
1 
| 


immediate use. But this resolution looks. to a 


| 
j 
i 
| 
{ 
H 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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distribution of. these-maps among the people-o 
the country. - lt. looks ‘like an appeal to publi 
sentiment upon this question of boundary: with 
view to a future and ‘protracted controversy... 
seems to me, sir, that it is altogether. too. late to". 
appeal to public sentiment on that subject, -Our 
duty is not to make the issue before the country;: 
it is to make the issue here, and to settle it without 
further delay. The best interests. of the country. 
call.upon us to setile it in some way. which shall: 
take the subject entirely’ out of those controverted ~ 


| questions to which it does not rightfully, belongs: 


and the amicable adjustment of which it so 
tends to embarrass and postpone. 
For myself, therefore, sir, I shall vote for layin 


greatly 


` this resolution on the table,on the simple ground that 


I desire—although it may be possible that no bill 
may be presented here for which I can vote—yet 
that I most earnestly desire to be able to find some 
proposition, some measure, some bill, upon which 
I may unite, now, at once, with other members of. 
the Senate, and with the other branch of Congress, 
in running the boundary line between New Mex- 
ico and Texas, and in thus putting an end forever 
to all further controversy upon that subject. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr, President. 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask the Senator from Texas. 
to be kind enough to allow this subject, to. be post- 


poned. 
Mr. RUSK. Very well. ete 
Mr, PEARCE. i move, therefore, that the: 


further consideration of this resolution be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HONOR TO MAJOR GENERAL SCOTT. 

On motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate pro~ 
ceeded to the consideration of the following reso- 
lution: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of conferring by law 
the brevet rank of lieutenant-general on Major Generat” 
Winfield Scott, with such additional pay and allowances as 
may be deemed proper, in consideration of the distinguished 
services rendered to the Republic by that officer during the 
late war with Mexico. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to refer the resolution 
to the Military Committee. 

The PRESIDENT. It must be adopted, and 
then it will go to the committee as a matter of. 


| course. 


Mr. HALE. Ido not want to detain the Sen- 
ate a moment, but. I think this resolution ought) 
not to pass, even by way of inquiry. 1 do not’ 
want to give countenance to any such. measure, 
even by silence. I think it is wrong, utterly and 
totally wrong, for an infinitude of reasons. ` I will 
not go into them, but content myself with ex- 
pressing my dissent to this measure, totally and 
entirely, in all shapes and phases, now and forever. 

Mr. MANGUM. Lhope the resolution will be 
adopted. 1am not at all surprised at the opposi- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 1 think 
that on various occasions, when the Senate was 
conforming to the well-established rule ‘of voting 
thanks for services which had been rendered“ by, 
distinguished and illustrious officers, such is the 
horror with which all military successes on ‘the 
part of the United States seem to be invariably 
regarded by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that he has stood forward alone to oppose them. 
This was the case both in reference to the late 
President and to General Scott. I hope the reso- 
lution will be adopted, and the subject referred to 
the committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 


YEXAS AND NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PEARCE. I nowask the Senate to take up. - 
the bill for the settlement of the Texan boandary, 
which [introduced yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate postpone 
the orders with a view to take up the bill making 
proposals to the State of Texas for the establish- 


Mr. WALKER. What orders is 
to postpone? . : 

The PRESIDENT. All the previous orders. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it intended, in plain Eng- 
lish, to postpone the bill for the admission of Cali» 
fornia? 

The PRESIDENT. No; certainly not. ‘Phat- 
is not- among the general orders; it -is a-special 
order. T ey 

Mr. FOOTE. If the Chair willallowame; I -will 
state that it is confidently anticipated: that. this 


it. proposed 
k 
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bill can be given consideration-and acted-on during: 
the raorning: hoar.. ‘I trust, therefore, that it -will 
be taken up. a 3 z 
“Mr: DAYTON. {regret very much to inter- 
fere'atall with: my friend from Maryland. 
Mr. PEARCE, (in his seat:) Ido not care about 


it 


Mr: DAYTON. -If the Senator- does not care 
aboutit, itis a matter of less importance, but. in- 

` asmuch as we are within fifteen minutes of the 
time for taking up the California-bill, the effect of 
this motion will be to. supersede it. 

Mr. EWING. . Lam not satisfied that this bill 
should be taken up in advance of. the other; for 
that is to be the effect of this motion. .. As to pass- 
ing it through this morning, before the morning 
“hour bas elapsed, that is out the question, it strikes 
me. fam not ready to vote upon it, and there are 
agreat many other gentlemen in the same situa- 
tion; I have no doubt. It cannot, therefore, be 
passed through this morning, in my opinion, and 


L object to taking it up abd giving it a place in ad- | 


vance of the bill that we had under consideration 
yesterday. [hope the motion will not be pressed 
this morning, . 
Mr. FOOTE. I rise to surgest~I believe the 
Senator from Maryland accedes to it, and I hope 
the Senate will accede to it-—that, in order to give | 
Senators time to consider the bill, it should be 
taken up now; and, as it is one of great import- 
ance and urgency, | will move to make it the spe- 
vcial order of the day for to-morrow at half-past 
eleven o'clock. 
On a division, the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill was agreed to—ayes 25, noes 


| 
| 


Il- 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and is open 
to amendment. 

Mr. FOOTE. I move now to make this bill the 
special order. of the day for to-morrow at half-past 
eleven o'clock. 

Mr. PRATT and other Senarors.. Goonnow. 

‘Mr. FOOTE. Oh, very well, if you wish it. 

Mr. GREENE. Oh, no. I hope not. We 
took the hill up with the understanding: 

The PRESIDENT. Really, Senators must ad- 
dress the Chair. Gentlemen cannot be permitted 
to converse across the Chamber. 

Mr. FOOTE. Then I make the motion to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill till to- 
morrow at half past eleven o’clock, and make it 
the special order for that time. I think, if Sena- 
tors will examine the bill, that we can dispose of 
it by twelve o’clock to-morrow, 


Mr. YULEE. I would suggest to the Senator 


from Mississippi, and to the friends of this bill, | 


without intending to interfere at all with their con- 
trol or management of it, whether it would not be 
as well to go on with it to-day? Why not to-day 
as well as to-morrow ? 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
J will state that I should be very glad to go on 
with it now, but I find that there is considerable 
opposition to it, and I am rot disposed to press it 
against that opposition. I hope, however, that by 
to-morrow Senators will have had time to conside 
the bill. $ 

Mr. FOOTE. 


Į will state, as a reason for not 


i 


| 
i 


put it-in-such.a shape.as would: be most accepta- 
ble to its. friends; and the-California bill. might 
‘await final action upon it., T make the suggestion, 
because it would be preferable to myself. 

Mr. FOOTE. So far as the matter now brought 
to our notice is concerned, that need not onerate 
as an obstacle, becanse I shall myself offer an 
amendment presently which will, I think, occupy 
the attention of the Senate to-day. I think so. I 
am sure none of us would desire to prevent the 
Senator from Florida from speaking at any length 
upon this subject, with all the aid which he ex- 
nécts to derive from these references to which he 
has alluded. The nation will, I am sure, be equal- 
| lv edified as ourselves by anything coming from 
the Senator from Florida on this subject. 

The further consideration of the hill was then 
i postponed until to-morrow, ‘at half-past eleven 
o’clock, and made the special order for that time. 


SHIP CANAL AROUND ST. MARY’S FALLS. 

Mr. FELCH. I ask the Senate to take up and 
read a second time the bill granting to the State of 
Michigan t e right of way and a donation of the 
public lands for the construction of a ship canal 


i| around the falls of the river St. Mary’s, in said | 


State. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
taken up and considered as in Coramitteé of the 
Whole. 


in the bill, as suggested by him; which amend- 


the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I regard this as a very impor- 
tant bill, and, though I am free to sav that I have 
not fully considered it, vet F think it indirates 
some new provisions, different from hills of a sim- 
ilar character which have already passed, and to 
which I objected atthe time. Tt does not propose 
to give alternate sections, as do the other bills to 
which I refer, making donations of public land 


to be a general appropriation of so much land to 
build a road in Michigan. I move that the bill 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. I trust the Senator from South 
Carolina will see, en reflection, that further delay 
is unnecessary. This bill provides for the open- 


|| ing of a communication between Lake Sunerior | 
and the great lakes upon a lower Jevel, and lying | 


| between itand the ocean. This difference in ele- 
ahont three-quarters of a mile will accomplish the 
object. There is not in the Union a work whose 
| result would be greater in comparison with the 
means employed. Now all navigation into Lake 
Superior is interrupted, and a double commercial 


Falls of Ste. Marie; and in the event of a war 
with Great Britain, if such a canal is nat con- 
structed. we shonid be compelled to build and 
equip a double fleet, one to defend Lakes Huron, 
Michigan, and Erie, and the other to defend the 
upper lakes. A very small part of the additional 
expense rendered necessary for a temporary pur- 
pose wonld construct this work, and make it per- 
petaal for all the objects of peace and war. As 
the great landholders unon Lake Superior, we 
conld take no measure which will more enhance the 


going on with the bill now, that several Senators |! 


around me voted to take it up en the understand- 
ing that it should be postponed, so as not to inter- 
fere with the California bill. That being the case, 
I think that we ought in fairness to sustain the 
motion to postpone it till to-morrow. f hope, 
under all the circumstances, that it will Be agreed 
to. 

Mr. YULEE. It appears to me that it would 
be better to proceed with the Texan boundary in 
advance of the California bil, and that course 
would be more agreeable tome, for the reason that 
the amendment | desire to propose as a substitute 
for the California bill is a lengthy one, consisting 
of some forty-odd sections, which it might be de- 
sirable should be printed for the information of the 
Senate, and greater convenience to myself in dis- 
cussing it before it is taken up. I will also say 
that, from the suddenness with which the Cali- 
fornia bill bas been taken up for action, I-have not | 


been able fully to prepare and arrange the refer- i 


$ 
f 


ences { shall desire to make to material documents 
connected with the discussion. | should suppos 
that we might make some progress to-day with the | 


e |i 


bill of the Senator from Maryland, and we might | 


value of our property. 
of the United States in the most effectual manner. 
Mr. BUTLER. I have not considered this hill, 
and I cannot consent that it shall be at once dis- 
posed of in this way. 


any other work of the kind; and I cannot dis- 
tinguish in favor of this case. It may be all true 
what the Senator says, that this canal will he of 
great importance, so far as it regards the United 
States, but it is not proposed that the United 
States shall make the improvement, and have it 


to he made by the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) The United States 
cannot make it, 

Mr. BUTLER. I know that it could not, and 
| there is the difficulty; and, therefore, as I am not 
prepared at this time—whatever I may do here- 
after, I cannot say—to give my assent to the bill, 
| I hope it will He over, 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF. CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. FELCH then moved to fill sundry blanks | 


ments were agreed to, and the bill was reported to | 


for the building of railroads and canals, but seems | 


| vation is about twenty-one feet, and a canal of | 


marine has to he supported above and below the | 


The billgecures the rights | 


| under its jurisdiction; for, as F understand it, it is | 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 


of the: bill for the admission of California asa State 
into the Union. 

Mr. YULEE submitted a substitute (of forty 
sections) for the bill, which he desired to be 
laid on the table in order to be printed. 

Objection being made, the amendment was with- 
drawn. i 4 . : y 

Mr. TURNEY moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert:as follows: 


* When it shall be made to appear.to the President of the 
United States, by satisfaetorv- evidence, that the people in- 
habiting the Territory of California, (or 80° much of said 
Territory as is comprised within the limits proposed by this 
bill as the boundaries of the State of Califoriia,) asse mbled 
in convention, have agreed to adine not further south than 
the parallel of 36° 30) narth latitude as the southern houndary 
of said State, and limited the representation of said State 
vo one Representative until after the next census of the in- 
habitants of the United Sta-es, the said State of California 
may be admitted into the Union, upon the praclamation of 
the President, upon anequal footing with the original States. 

“See. — And be it further enacted, That the line of 


| 36° 30 of north latitude, known aa the Missouri compro- 
> F 


mise line, as defined by the eighth section ofan act.entitled | 
.* An act to authorize the people of the Missouri Territory 
to form a constitution and State government, and tor the 
admission of such State into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original St-tes, and to prohihit: slavery in certain 
Territories,’ approved Mareh 6th, 1820, he, and the same 
is hereby declared to extend to the Pacifie ocean: and the 
said eighth section, together with the compromise therein 
effected, is hereby revived, and declared to be in fall foree 


; and hinding for the future organization of the Territories of 


the United States in the same sense, and with the same un- 
derstanding with which it was originally adopted.” 

Mr TURNEY supported his amendment, and 
the dehate was continued by Messrs. DOUGLAS, 
TURNEY, and FOOTE: 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by the hands. of Rosert G. 
CamPBELL, Esquire, his Private Secretary, 

Mr. BERRIEN. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a moment to make a suggestion, I 


| understand that the Executive message which has 


rien, Butler, 


! after debate by Messrs. 


| been received relates to the Texas boundary. We 


have a bill on the subject which has been made 
the special order for half-past eleven o'clock to- 


| morrow, and with the assent of the chairman of 


the Committee on Territories, I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the bill now under 
consideration be informally passed over, merely 
to receive, read, and order to be printed this Exe- 
cutive message, After that, we can again resume 
the consideration of this measure. 

æ Mr DOUGLAS, 1 presume unanimous con- 


į Sent can be given for the adoption of this course, 


and a formal postponement of the bill obviated. 
Mr. PRESIDENT. It mars the Journal, unless 

it is formally disposed of. It can be laid on the 

table, and taken up again immediately after the 


| reading of the message. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. With that understanding 
the bill will_be laid on the table, and will so ap- 
pear on the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT then communicated to the 
Senate the message from the President of the 
United States. 5 

[The message will be found in the 
of the House.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved, a 
ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DOUGLAS moved, and the California bill 
was again resumed. : f 
The question was stated to be upon the amend- 


proceedings 


nd the message was 


-. {i me f r 7 i 
Tam opposed, on princi. | ment of Mr. “Turney, and, being taken by yeas 


ple, to this giving the public lands to railroads, or | 


and nays, was rejected by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mazon, 
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and 
Yulee—2d. 

NAYS—Mesers. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Cass, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, of Massachuset 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Jo 
Ewing, Feich, Greene, fale, Hamlin, Jones, N 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Upham, Wales, Walker, Whitcoinh, and Winthrop—32, 

Mr. FOOTE submitted an amendment. which, 
rs. CASS, BALDWIN, 
FOOTE, DAVIS of Mississippi, and BUTLER, 
was variously modified, so as to be a proposition 
granting the assent of the United States to a divis- 
ion of ‘California by the line of 36° 30. 

After further debate, the amendment was with- 
drawn. ; 

Mr. YULEE submitted a substitute for the bill. 
The substitute contained forty-add Sections, and 


Bright, 
te, Fayton, 
wa, Douglas, 
ortis, Phelps, 


4850. 


THE CONGRE 


continues. in force the existing government in Cal- 


ifornia, not äs a State, but as a territorial govern: | 


ment. pnia 
_ The amendment occupied some time in its read- 
ing, when 

Mr. SOULE moved that the Senate proceed 

the consideration of Executive business, 

The motion was ruled out of order. 

“Mr. YULEE commenced. a speech in support of 

the substitute, and then gave way to 

Mr. DAVIS,.of Mississippi, who moved that 

the bill be postponed till to-morrow. 

Mr. DOUGLAS demanded the yeas and nays, 

“which were ordered, and being taken, resulted as 
follows: $ 

1. YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell. Ber- 
rien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Hunter, King. Mangum, Mason, Morton, Prat, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, and Yulee—19, 

. NAY S—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Chirke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davtou, Dickin- 
son, Dodge-of Wisco. sit, Douglas, Ewing, Feich, Greene, 
Hale, Jones, Norria, Phelps, Seward, Stuelds, Svith, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, 
Whiteomb, and Winthrop—30. 

So the Senate refused to postpone the bill. 

Mr. YULEE resumed his remarks, and in a few 
moments gave way to . 

-Mr. BADGER, who moved that the Senate ad- 

journ. And, the question being taken, the Senate 
refused to adjourn, by the following vote: 

Yr As—Messrs. Atchisos, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Davis of Misstssippi, Dawson, Downs, Hunter, 
King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Soulé, Tumey, aud 
Yulee—I8. 

NAYS---Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Clarke, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Greene, 
Hate, Ramtin, Houston, Jones, Norris, Phelps, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, 
Wales, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—3d. 

Mr. YULEE again resumed his remarks, and 
after some time, gave way to 

Mr. SOULE, who moved that the Senate ad- 
journ. And, the question being taken, the motion 
was negatived by the following vote: 

¥YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Rell, Buter, Davis 
of Mixsixcippi, Dickinson, Downs, Hunter, King, Mangum, 
Masou, Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Soulé, and Yulee~16. 

NAY S—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Cass, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachuseus, Day ton;Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of fowa, Douglas, Ewing, Fuleh, Greene, Haulin, Houston, 
Jones, Norris, Phelps, Seward, Shietds, Smith, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Whitcomb, and 
Winthrop—2s, 

Mr. PRATT moved that the Senate adjourn. e 

Mr. DOUGLAS raised the point of order. No 
business had intervened since a like motion had 
been made and rejected. 

The CHAIR sustained the point of order. 

Mr. SOULE thoved that the bill be postponed 


till to-morrow. 


A debate ensued upon the respective powers of | 


endurance of the friends and the opponents of the 
bill, and upon the propriety of sitting the bill out 
to-night; in which Messrs. ATCHISON, UN- 
DERWOOD, BUTLER, FOOTE, YULEE, and 
MANGUM, advocated the postponement, and 
Messrs. DODGE of Iowa, DOUGLAS, and 
DICKINSON, opposed the postponement. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn. 

.Mr. DAYTON called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being taken, 
resulted in the negative, as foliows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell. Bell, Butler, Davis 
of Mississippi, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Man- 
gum, Mason, Monon, Phelps, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Souié, 
Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—2t. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Clarke, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of lowa, Houglas, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hamlin, 
Jones, Norris, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—25. 3 

The question recurred. on the motion to post- 
pone, and it was also rejected, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Downs, Foote, Houston, King, Mangum, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Souié, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, and | 

(utee—17. 

“NA YS—Mesers. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Clarke, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Dougias, Ewing, Jones, Seward, Smith, Spruance, 
Upham,, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Whinthrop— 
99 


Mr. YULEE resumed his remarks, and had pro- 
` ceeded about ten minutes, when 
Mr. SOULE called the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that there was not a quorum present. 
The CHAIR directed the Sergeant-at-arms to 
count the members present. After a pause, ` 
The CHAIR announced that there was a quo- 


rum present. 


i 
{ 


to 4 


Mr. YULEE again resumed, and 
‘spoken a few sentences, : $ 
| Mr. SOULE again called the-attention of the 
Chairto the fact that there was no quorum pres- 
ent. z oe 

The Sergeant-at-arm counted the Senators pres- 
ent, and vs ` . 

The CHAIR announced that there was no-quo- 
rum. present. 

Mr. DOUGLAS inqui 
bea calf of the Senate ? 

The CHAIR replied there could note 
|. Mr. SOULE moved the Senate adjourn, 

i And the question being taken, the Senators 
present refused to adjourn—yeas 7, nays 23. 

i Mr. DOUGLAS moved that the Sergeant-at- 
‘arms be directed to go after the absent members, 
tand bring them to the Senate. And the motion 
| Was agreed to. ; 

| The PRESIDENT directed the Sergeant-at- 
arms to bring in the absent members. 

, After some considerabie delay, 

i Mr. DOUGLAS said that, as several of the 
: friends of California who had promised to stand 
by the bill had gone home and abandoned her, he 
moved the Senate adjourn. 

And then the Senaie, at five o’clock, adjourned. 

{A fuli account of the day’s debate will be found 
| in the Appendix.] 
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| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

” WEpnEsDåY, August 7, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. RICHARDSON (no objection being made) 
' gave notice of his intention, on a future day, to ask 
: leave to introduce a bill granting a portion of the 
unsold. public lands in the county of Greene, in 
| the State of Mlinois, to the White Hall Male.and 
| Female Academy and Orphan Asylum. 

THE DEAF, BLIND, INSANE, &c. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND said, he wished to make 
an inqniry of some gentleman upon the Commit- 
| tee on Public Lands. li would be recollected, that 
| some time since a resolution bad passed the House 
| instructing that committee to report a bill granting 
| a township of land in each State for the purpose 
| of supporting, or assisting to support, an institu- 

tion for the benefit of the deaf, the dumb, the blind 
‘and insane. He wished to know whether that 
committee had reported such a bill? or whether 
they might be expected to report such a bill soon? 
He hoped some gentleman would answer the in- 
| quiry. : 
q The SPEAKER said, this conversation was 
ii out of order, and could be only carried on by the 
| unanimous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER proceeded further to call the 
committees. Í 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked and ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files certain pa- 

ers. 
4 Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said he would like to 
reply to the inquiries of the gentleman from ili- 
; nois. i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama cannot proceed, unless by general consent. 
i No objection being made— 


I 
| 
f 
{ 


quence of the absence of the chairman and the 
indisposition of many of the members, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands had had but few—perhaps 
|; not more than two—meetings since their action 
upon the resolution whish they had last reported. 
At one of these, they had had under consideration 
| a bill, introduced very early in the session, to re- 
duce and graduate the prices of the public lands. 
The committee, he would state, had acted favora- 
bly upon this bill, and had placed it in the hands of 
a gentleman who was authorized to report it to 
the House. At the last meeting of the committee, 
(yesterday,) the resolution referred to by the gen- 
tleman from illinois had been brought up, and 
postponed, in consequence of the committee not 

being able to act upon ut. The committee in- 
| tended, he was sure, to act upon the subject, and, 
| he had no doubt, at an‘ early day would report a 
bill. 


CLAIMS ON PORTUGAL. j 
|| Mr. HOLMES asked the unaniinous consent of 
|! the House to introduce the following resolution; 


which was read for information: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
| quested to communicate (if notincom patible with the public 


i 
i 
| 
f 
i 


after he had | 


red whether there could 


Mr. COBB procecded to state, that, in conse- | 


The SPEAKER said, if no objection wa 
i the resolution would-be. received. , 
No objection -being made, » 

The resolution was: received. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. suggested 
man from South Carolina to modify his resolution © 
by adding a proviso, viz: ‘ Provided thatit benot > 


smade 


to the gentle- 


incompatible with the public interest? 03 o yini 

Mr. HOLMES accented the. suggestion, and 
modified his resolution accordingly. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Do I undêstand that 
the consent of the House is given to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to introduce this: reso- 
lution? y ; 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard no ob. 
tion. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The resolution, then,. 
| is before the House for consideration? . 

The SPEAKER replied, that the resolution was . 
before the House, and the question: would be upon 
us adoption. tf 
Mr. McCLERNAND said; he would avail hime. . 
self of the present opportunity to notice ‘certain’ 
reports which had no doubt prompted the gentle- 
man from South Carolina (Mr, Hotmes} to:move 
the pending resolution, ti had been.published:in + 
the newspapers of this country—extensively. pub- 
lished—that Mr. Clay, our chargé d’affaires near 
the Government of Portugal, had been instructed 
to make a final demand upon that Government for 
payment of certain claims due to citizens of the 
United States, and which had remained unpaid . 
since 1814; and thatin the event of the refasal or 
failure of the Government to answer satisfactorily 
upon the subject, a squadron of the navy of the 
United States had been ordered to open a cannon- 
aie upon the city of Lisbon, Mr. McC. said he 
had noticed these publications, and he supposed 
there was no other authority for thera than the 
| fact that two of the ships of war of the United 
States had been seen in the Tagus, before Lisbon. 
He had considered these reports tobe wholly. an= 
founded, and had not deemed them worthy of ge- 
rious inquiry. 

Mr. HILLIARD (interposing) desired toin- 
quire if he had understoed the chairman. of the. 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to ‘say that he:had 
information showing that any fleet,.or any portion 
| of the naval force of the country, had been ordered 
to Portugal, with a view of enforcing our claims, 
or intimidating that Power? , 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied that he had been 
making a statement, by implication, the very re- 
verse. 

These reports (he continued) attributed to the 
Executive of this country a power as absolute 
over peace or war as that which appertained : to 
the Executive of the most despotic Government. of. 
Europe. The President of the United States pos- 
sesses no power under: our Constitution of gova 
ernment, either to declare. war, orto declare: a 
blockade in timeof peace. These powers, by the 
express grant of the Constitution, belong to Cons 
| gress, and any attempt to exercise them by the 
i Executive, without the previous consent of Con- 
gress, would bea most dangerous usurpation of 
au:hority—such an usurpation as would be uni- 
versally condemned in this country. He had not 
supposed, and did not suppose that the President 
had been guilty of any such usurpation. 

it was probably true, that our chargé d’affaires 
at Lisbon had been instructed to make a final de- 
mand upon the Government of Portugal, and thatin 
the contingency of the failure or refusal of that 
Government to. answer the demand satisfactorily, 
one of our vessels had been ordered to receive 
Mr. Clay, and to convey bim home. This was 
probably all that had been done under the orders 
of this Government. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, said that. the 
newspapers of the morning state that Mr. Clay, 
the chargé at Lisbon, had demanded his passports, 
j and was preparing to leave his post, and thatthe 
' American ships of war had sailed from the Pagos.. 
| Undefthcse circumstances, a communication from 
| the President will, doubtiess, shortly be- made to 
, Congress, and the object of the proposed. inquiry. 
| will thus be accomplished, witheut:intenference.on 
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theggart of this House, which, therefore, need not 


move in:the matter. ‘I therefore object to the con- 


sideration-of this resolution. : 
“The SPEAKER ruled that the objection came 
too late, as the resolution had been received. : 

Mr. ASH.MUN inquired if the resolution, being 

a call-upon. the departments for information, must 
not lie over one day under the rules? i 

The SPEAKER stated that this objection also 
came too late, the resolution having been taken up 
and: béen under cénsideration for some time, and 
the Chair having announced the question upon 
agreeing to the resolution, ` 

Mr. ASHMUN called for the reading of the 
resolution. | It- was read. : 

Mr. ASHMUN. As the information we have 
through thé public prints shows that. the matter is 
a-delicate one, and that a delicate negotiation is at 
this time pending, L-suggest to the. gentleman 
from South. Carolina, the propriety of allowing the 
resolution to lie upon the table for one day, to give 
time for reflection. * 


Mr. HOLMES replied, that the subject was one 


of two much importance, involving as it did inter- 


national affairs, and perhaps the peace of this 


country with a highly respectable, though. com- | 


paratively small power of Europe, for him to have 
introduced this resolution without much and seri- 
ous reflection. The State which he represented 
had a direct interest in the matter, as affecting the 
rice ‘trade and the Madeira imports, and he felt it 
his duty, as a member of that branch of the Gov- 
ernment invested with the function of declaring 
war, to demand of the Government all the infor- 
mation in respect to proceedings which might 
involve. usin. difficulties with. foreign powers. 
This House had on former occasions been guilty 

- of negligence in suffering the Executive branch of 
the Government to proceed so far as to make it a 
point of honor * that we should declare war.” If 
we were intrusted by the Constitution with the 
power of making war, we were expected by the 
people, whose rights and interests, and honors 
were involved, to watch all the proceedings of the 
Executive which might by possibility lead,to that 
war. On the present occasion, a demand is made 
uptn Portugal for indemnity, arising from the 
capture of the General Armstrong, an American 
privateer, by’a British fleet, in the year 1814. At 
that time we were at war with Great Britain. 
Portugal -was a neutral power. The General 
-Armstrong was lying in the port of Fayal, under 
the guns of a fort, and was captured by a British 
fleet. The fort was manned by eight men and 
had two old guns. 

The owners of the privateer General Armstrong 
claimed, through this Government, indemnity from 
Portugal, as a neutral power suffering a capture in 
her waters, . í 

. To this demand Portugal feplies her inability, 
with her small force, to have protected, and de- 
mands redress from the British Government. 

The British Government agree to indemnify the 


families of those persons who were killed in Fayal, | 


but refuses indemnity for the destruction of the 
General Armstrong, on the ground that the priva- 
teer fired the first gun. Our Government, appar- 
ently satisfied with the answer, suffers the matter 
to drop. In the last few years, however, the 
owners of the privateer again urge upon the Gov- 
ernment their claim for indemnity. Two succes- 
sive Administrations refuse, through their Secre- 
taries of State, to revive the claim. The last 
Administration, however, through Mr, Clayton, 


Secretary of State, think proper to revive it, and | 


to makea peremptory demand of the Portuguese 
Government; nay, even refuse to submit the mat- 


ter to arbitration, on the ground that it is a private | 
claim,—as if all Government claims are not on pri- i! 


vate account, except where injury has been done 
to national property; as if the claims between 
Great Britain and ourselves, submitted to arbitra- 
‘tiop at the treaty of Ghent for indemnity for ne- 
groes carried away were not private; asif we did 
not submit our private claims against Mexico to 
the arbitiation of Prussia. Bat, under this flimsy, 
untenable pretext, arbitration being refused, our 


“ chargé at Lisbon’? is ordered to make a final de- ,. 


mand, and an American fleet makes its appearance 
off Lisbon. Europe becomes startled at the intelli- 
gence; members of the British Parliament Postify 


their threatened reprivals against Greece from the | 


attitude assumed by us in Portugal. 


Now, it is 
true. that we knew the fleet coul 


not have been 


authorized to enforce the indemnity; but the ques- 
tion arises, how came so large a fleet in the Tagus? 
It may have been without authority; it mighthave 
been ~a pleasure excursion. But whatever may 
have been the cause, it behooves us to know that 
cause. 

There can, therefore, be no impropriety in 
making of the Executive the request for the cor- 
respondence in question. And it is surely be- 
coming in this House, intrusted with such great 
interests as war and peace, to inquire Mto these 
startling events; and to see that the power of the 
Executive, which has so long been on the increase, 


ment. It is the policy of this Government to re- 
main, as far as possible, neutral; and it does not 
become us to set an example of onerous exactions 
for other neutrals, when we happen to be a bel- 
ligerent. I hesitate not to say that it will best 
| comport with the honor and dignity of this nation, 


tion of indemnity for property taken or destroyed, 
to submit the matter to arbitration. And if the 
I| facts be as stated, I trust that this House will 
legislate upon the matter, and pass an act to sub- 
mit to arbitration. 1 must, therefore, insist upon 
my resolution. 

| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, remarking that he 
| apprehended the House would not desire to go into 
|a debate upon the resolution, moved the previous 
| question. 

Mr. ASHMUN addressed the Chair, and was 
recognized. 

Mr. HILLIARD appealed to the gentleman 
from Illinois to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had recognized 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, but the pre- 
vious question having been moved, debate was not 
in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to his colleague 
| [Mr. Harris} to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question, to enabie him (Mr. McC.) to 
express an opinion as an offset to that of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, on the merit of the 
claim growing out of the case of the General Arm- 
strong. He differed with. the gentleman upon that 

oint. 
p Mr. ASHMUN said, he hoped the previous 
question would be voted down, to afford an oppor- 
tunity to answer the remarks of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 
|| Mr. HARRIS said, as there seemed to be a 
i| general disposition to go into this debate, he would 
withdraw the call for the previous question. 
| Mr. ASHMUN, 
tion I might have at first had as to the propriety 
of introducing, or the expediency of adopting the 
resolution of the gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, | now have none. The remarks which have 
just fallen from that gentleman, are of such a char- 
acter as to demand a moment’s notice, and require 
l| that the resolution should receive an unanimous 
support; not on account of the merits of the reso- 
lution itself, but in order that no misrepresentation 
nor misapprehension should be permitted to take 
| hold of the popular mind. That gentleman has, 
| by implication at least, said that the Executive 
has, in the measures adopted for the enforcement 
of the claims against Portugal, exercised powers 
i not conferred upon him by the Constitution or by 
Congress; in other words, that he has, without 
_ the previous authority of Congress, presumed to 
|| exercise the war power. Now, sir, if any such 
i thing has been done, or is proposed to be done, I, 
| 


| for one, desire to know it, and to denounce it, and 
į to call upon this House to condemn it; as ina for- 
| mer instance it emphatically did. 

_ . The gentleman alluded to the case of the unau- 
| thorized exercise of the war power by Mr. Polk, 
| in ordering the army to the Rio Grande, by which 
| the Mexican war was precipitated upon us; and 
Seemed to express a fear that a similar act was 
i now about to produce similar results. Sir, I 
= have no fear that the late President, (General Tay- 
‘lor,) nor the present one, (Mr. Fillmore,) will 
i ever be guilty of any such usurpation. If they 
| should, I will be one of the first and the loudest 
| in the denunciations which such an act would de- 
| serve; and I am sure that every gentleman on this 
| side of the House will, as they did in the case of 


| Mr. Polk, cheerfully givea vote which should Ax 
upon the Journals uf the House, its emphatic cen- 


do not absorb all the other powers of the Govern- |; 


in contest with a weaker power, upon a mere ques- | 


Whatever of doubt or hesita- | 


sure. And now that the gentleman. from South | 


Carolina [Mr: HoLmss has: thrown out intima- 
tions that possibly some: similar acts had been 
done, I desire that there should be the fullest, 
freest, and deepest:research, by any resolution he 
may bring in. “Let the Executive Department be 
| probed to the bottom, and. my word for it, no pre- 
tence for any such intimation or suspicion can be 
found. mos 

. When this resolution was first read, I confess 
that it did seem to me to be premature. Thecon» 
[| dition of our yelations with Portugal are just now 
| of the most delicate nature; and, indeed, from the 
reports which have to-day reached us by telegraph, 
it is quite clear that the Administration cannot 
have received as yet official information of the 
į State of the negotiations which havé been in prog- 
ress in Portugal. No Satisfactory answer can, 
therefore, be given toa call upon the Executive. 
The gentleman says that Europe is alarmed, and 
that this matter has been spoken of in the British 
Parliament. Sir, I do not think there is any dan- 
ger, or cause for alarm either here or in Europe; 
at all events, the language of the gentleman will 
|| hardly contribute to allay any existing apprehen- 
i| sions. ‘The very expressions’ which he has now 
used are well calculated to do more harm in this 
respect than anything else ; and as a means of 
preventing any such harm I shall now be compelled 
to vote for his resolation, in order that it may 
be shown by the answer which it will draw forth, 
that there is now not the slightest foundation for 
any suggestion in any quarter that the Adminis- 
tration has, by the use of the war power, done 
i anything which endangers the peace of the coun- 
| try or of the world. 

Mr. HILLIARD said: I entirely concur with. 
the remarks made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Asuman.] If there’ has been, on 
| the part of the late Administration, any act tran- 
scending its legitimate authority, affecting our re- 
‘lations with Portugal, it should be made known to 
the country. If the late Administration was dis- 
tinguished for anything, it was for a scrupulous 
forbearance to usurp power, or to employ the 
power which belonged to it, so as to involve the 
country in war. . Our relations with other nations 
were rigidly observed, and every obligation which 
rested upon us faithfully regarded. 1 bear this 
public testimouy to the honorable and satisfactory 
manner in which they conducted our foreign inter- 
course, with great pleasure, because I found myself 

ompelled to dissent from some of the domestic’ 
policy which it- recommended. 

1 hope, therefore, that the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Floumgs,] will 
be adopted, and that it will be promptly. and. fully 
responded to, that the whole country may know 
how unfounded is the statement lately made in 
various forms, as to some measures resorted to by 
the late Administration to enforce the payment of 
certain claims against Portugal. 

ido not suppose that there is the slightest danger 
of any stretch of power by the present Adminis- 
| tration; on the contrary, I look for wise and pra- 
dent measures. ‘The Executive department is in 
safe hands. The country has, in the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Webster, a guarantee for an elevated 
and noble policy. is large experience—hig 
i| stalesmanlike views—his conservative, character, 
inspire the greatest confidence in the future man- 
agement of our foreign affairs. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, interposed, and 
(Mr. Hirano yielding the floor,) inquired 
whether, in speaking of the enlarged and statesman- 
like views of the Secretary of State, he designed to 
: refer to his recent letter in relation to Texas and 
|| New Mexico? . 

Mr. HILLIARD. There is no appropriateness 
in the question. 1 cannot, of course, undertake at 
this time to discuss that subject; it would be 
wholly out of place; but I shali be happy to do so 
whenitcomes up. I shall not now even intimate 
an opinion in regard to it, but [ shalt merely say 
that lam confident Mr. Webster will amply vin- 
dicate any positions which he may think proper to 
assume, when the issues come to be made up. 

The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
Hotmes] remarked, that our course towards Por- 
` tūgal had been criticised in the British Parliament, 
| 1 trust, sir, that we shall never imitate the course 
| of the British Government towards Greece, An 
| auempt recenily made to enforce a claim against 
that Government, in behalf ; 
the aid of a British fleet, 


eee 
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of British subjects, by 
met the condemnation of 
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all the States of Europe, and was, I believe, se- 
verély animadverted. on by the liberal party in 
England. I havea great abhorrence of that mode 
of pressing claims, and especially when it is re- 
sorted to by a powerful nation to intimidate a weak 
one. I hope that the present Administration will 
be. characterized by just moderation in conducting 
our foreign affairs, and in treating our domestic dis- 
turbances. Force is always to be avoided in a 
constitutional government, where there does not 
exist an absolute and imperative necessity for em- 
ploying it. z : : 

Mr. HOLMES inquired of Mr. Hiurarp, if 
he was opposed to the course pursued by the 
British Government towards Greece, why he 
did not aid him in passing his resolution in re- 
gard to the course of our Government towards 
Portugal? i 

Mr. HILLIARD resumed. The gentleman 
misconceives me: while 1 approve the foreign 
policy of the late Administration, and while ! have 
just confidence in the Administration which has 
just entered upon its duties, | am decidedly in 
favor of the resolation before us. 

I hope that the resolution will be adopted, and 
promptly responded to. I think the response will 
show that no such course as has been apprehended 
has been pursued, or is at all likely to be. 

Mr. McCLERNAND requested the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hitiiarp] to yield the floor 
to him (Mr. McC.) for a few moments, 

Mr. HILLIARD having yielded the floor, 

Mr. McCLERNAND proceeded to say, that 
the opinions expressed by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Homes] rendered it neces- 
sary that something should be said in relation, at 
least, to one of the claims against the Government 
of Portugal.’ The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina bad said that the claim growing out of the 
case of the General Armstrongewas invalid and 
unjust; ‘that it was such a claim as ought not to 
be made, or attempted to be enforced by this Gov- 
ernment. Upon an investigation of the facts of 
the case, he (Mr. McC.) differed from the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. What were the facts? 
In the year 1814, during the existence of the war 
botwegp the United States and Great Britain, the 
brig “General Armstrong,” on the 9th of Sep- 
tember left New York, and arrived at Fayal, in 
the Archipelago of the Azores, on the 24th, he 
believed, of the same month. She entered the port 
for the purpose of taking in water. Whilst lying 
there, one or more British vessels of war appeared, 
under circumstances which excited the suspicions 
of Capt. Reed, of the General Armstrong, as to her 
designs. To avoid anything like collision between 
the American and British vessels, the American 
vessel was brought immediately under the gans of 
the castle; but, notwithstanding this, armed men 
from several vessels approached the American 
brig. They were warned off, but in vain. The 
consequence’ was that a conflict ensued. The 
point intended to be made was this: Portugal, being 

. ẹ friendly Power, failed to maintain her neutrality, 
and, by so doing, became responsible for the de- 

` struction of the © Armstrong” by the British force. 

At this point in the remarks of Mr. McC., 

Mr. ROOT interposed to a point of order, and 
was understood to submit that it was not in order 
for a gentleman. to yield the floor to another to 
make a speech. 

The SPEAKER sa 
made that decision. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he had nearly can- 
cluded all that he desired to say. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said that the 
point of order having been made, the Chair must 
rule the gentleman gut of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, I was about to say—— 

The SPEAKER, (intetposing.) ‘he Chair re- 
peats, that the point of order having been made, 
the Chair must enforce the rale. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Did not the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Hituiarp] yield the floor to 
me unconditionally ? . 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. HiLsiarp] had yielded the floor un- 
conditionally, as the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. 
McCiernanp] suggests, it would have been the 
duty of the Chair to recognize another member as 
entitled to the floor, because the gentleman from 
Illinois has already addressed thë House on the 
subject. The Chair could only recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on the ground that the gentle- 


id the Chair had repeatedly 


man from Alabama:yielded the floor to him for‘the 
purpose of explanation. ` : 
ee eee I 
that ` 

The SPEAKER. | The gentleman from Hlinois 
cannot proceed with his remarks if the point of 
order is insisted upon. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I- hope, then, that. the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hitirarp] will 
proceed to—— 

Calls ‘to order. 


was: about to say, 


And the SPEAKER said, the gentleman was 


not in order. 


Mr. HILLIARD. I shall only say, in con- 


clusion, that the presence of some part of the | 
American naval force near the coast of Porugal 


was not intended to intimidate that Government 
or to enforce our claims; at least 1 am very fully 
satisfied that it was not the purpose of General 
Taylor’s administration to extort the payment of 
the claims by such an expedient. Ifa fleet should 
be sent to the mouth of the Tagus for any such 
purpose I should unhesitatingly denounce it as a 
monstrous usurpation of power, and an unworthy 
attempt to employ force. on the part of a great 
nation against a feeble one. I could never approve 
any such policy, nor could 1 respect a Government 
which adopted it. 

Mr.BAYLY. Idemand the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, expressed his 
desire to say a single word. z 

The SPEAKER. Does the gehtleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayty] withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 
~ Mr. McCLERNAND desired to request the 
gentleman from Soyth Carolina [Mr. Hotes] to 
modify the resolution, 

Mr. STANTON appealed to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] to waive his, demand for 
the previous question. 

Me BAYLY. How long do you desire to 
speak ? 

Mr. STANTON. Not five minutes. 


The SPEAKER. This conversation is out of 
Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. | 


order, 
Barty] withdraw the demand for the previous 
quesuon? 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, I will withdraw it. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. STANTON proceeded. Isimply desire to 
say (he said) that in putting to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hitirarp] the question | did, it 
was not my intention to express any want of con- 
fidence in the general prudence of Mr. Webster, 
the Secretary of State. 1 have no doubt that in 
the affair with Portugal, he will conduct the nego- 
tiations with prudence. This I say, without 
knowing anything about the manner in which 


these negotiations have been conducted hitherto. | 
Lam willing to submit the matter to his hands, | 


and to believe that the country will in all proba- 
bility be safe. My object was, while the gentle- 


man from Alabama [Mr. HzLrarRD] was express- ; 


ing such confidence in the large experience of Mr. 
Webster, to inquire whether he (Mr. Hitirarp] 
concurred with the Secretary of Siate in regard to 
the matter to which he (Mr. S.) alluded; desiring 
at the same time to express his dissent from Mr. 
Webster, and to say that he (Mr. S.) had no con- 
fidence in the prudence, or propriety of these 
views, but precisely the contrary. 

Mr. FOWLER. | demand the previous ques- 
uon. ‘ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to make a sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from South Curolina, 
{Mr. Houmes,] in relauion to his resolution. 

Calls to order. æ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Ihave no doubt—— 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Odjection is 
made. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
if the gentleman will 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can only pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent, 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.. The pre- 
vious question is demanded. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Fowrer.) Does the 


I only wish to say that 


gentleman withdraw the demand ? 


Mr. FOWLER. 1 do not. 


} 


“The SPEAKER. ‘Fhe demand forthe previous: 
question-is not withdrawn. Is therea second? 
There was a second.” The main question 
ordered, and, being 
adopted. $ ee 
“Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve iti 
self into. Committee of the Whole on the state of. 


‘taken, the resolution was ~ 


the Union. ; ; : 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on: En-- 
rolled Bills, made areporte 8 

Mr. FOWLER rose, he ‘said, toa: privileged: - 
question. He desired to move a reconsideration: 
of the vote by which the resolution in relatión" to: 
the claims on Portugal had been adopted. °°. 

The SPEAKER. There iy already a privileged 
question pending, the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] that the rules. be. 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into. 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Does the gentleman, continued the Speaker, (ad- 
dressing Mr. Bayzy,) withdraw the motion? : 

Mr. BAYLY said, he did not withdraw. 

So the motion of Mr. FowLer was not enter- 
tained. i 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayy, and’ decided in the affirmative, with- 
out a division. $ : 

THE POST OFFICE BILL. : 

So the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. ` 
Boy» in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations out of the reve-‘ 
nues of the Post Office Department for its service 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1851. 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. CHanbLer, inserting the following: 

« for rearranging files of quarterly returns, and providing 
boxes and eases, and the arranging, indexing, and fiting 
vouchers in the archives of the office, $1,509? 

Mr. CASEY moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out “five hundred”? and inserting 
“six hundred,” so ag to read $1,600. 

Mr. C. briefly explained the necessity and pro- 
priety of the amendment of Mr. CHanpier; and 
vindicated the present Auditor from the imputa- 


| tion implied in Mr. Porrer’s remarks of yester- 


day, that if the papers had been disarrangedhe 
disarrangement had taken place since Mr. Wash- 
ington left the office. 

Mr. C. withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, renewed the amend- 
ment, and contended that the appropriation con= 
templated was entirely unnecessary. ae 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. OM 

Mr. TAYLOR renewed it. He urged the adop- 
tion of the amendment of Mr. CHANDLER, upon 
information received by him (Mr. T.) as to its ne- 
cessity and propriety. He withdrew the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CASEY renewed it, and briefly replied to 
the objection of Mr. Brown, of Indiana. 

Mr. C. further urged the importance to the 


| public interests of this appropriation, and ‘rep- 


resented its necessity. He withdrew the amend- 
ment to the amendment. : p 
Mr. POTTER renewed it, and reiterated: his 
belief that the appropriation was unnecéssary, and 
further referred to the facts to sustain that opinion. 
He said, when Mr. Washington had rearranged the 
papers, he had asked for no increase of clerks; and 
now, as they were giving ten or fifteen additional 


! clerks to the Auditor’s office, this application came 


with a very bad grace. 

Mr. POTTER withdrew the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question recurred upon the amendment ori- 
ginally offered by Mr. CHANDLER. ` 

Mr. JONES asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Waro and 
Ocie were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported ` 
—ayes 47, noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POTTER moved an amendment, to: strike 
out from the appropriating clause of the bill the 
words ‘arising from the revenues of said depart- 
ment,’? and to insert the words “not otherwise 
appropriated. ”” ge 

Mr. BAYLY raised the point of order, that ` 
this was the precise amendment that had been 
acted tpon before and negatived, and that it was 
therefore out of order. poet 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the pointof order, 
and decided that the amendment was inorder, . 


Aug. T. 


iein 


A d the question being on agreeing to the 


“amendment o o a o OA R 
< Mr. POTTER. said, he ‘wanted only to call 
» the atiention of the committee to this question, 
that itmight nat be decided, as.the motion to strike 
out the first. section. had yesterday been. decided, 
without a great many knowing what the question 
was: The object of the ametidment he explained to 
beto restore this appropriation to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, so.as to make it a charge 
upon. the Treasury, and not upon, the Post Office 


fund, which should never be burdened with it. ` The. 


object of throwing. this burden upon this fund, he 


said, was to defeat the efforts of those. who were in | 


favor.of the reduction of the rates of postage. ltwas 
-proposed:to charge not only the expenses of franked 


matler, but the expenses of the department. inthis | 
city upon the Posi Office fund; and in addition to | 


these, the expenses of the naval steamers. It was 
true, he believed, that. these steamers. were nota 
part of the navy. of the. United States, but. they 
were designed .to be called into. the service of the 
navy, and incorporated in it whenever they were 
needed; yet it was proposed to make them a 
charge upon. the Pust Office fund. He should not 
wonder if, sooner or luter, the expenses of the 
Navy Department should be charged upon the 
Post Office. 
He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. BAYLY said, he did hope that this com- ; 


mittee would vote down this amendment. If it 
was the purpose of Congress io charge any portion 
of the expenses of the Post Office Department 


upon the General. Treasury, let them do it di- | 


rectly~—not in this indirect way, which led toa 
vast deal of. misunderstanding in the country. 
We heard it frequently said that the Post Office 
Department was aselt: sustaining establishment; yet 
here were the whole expenses of the post office 
in this city, which were put upon the general 
Treasury.. Now, he appealed to the committee, 
with a view to simplify the whole matter, that 


they might be able. to understand it readily, that | 


gentlemen might not be obliged to go into calcula- 
Uons, and. to examinations of various appropria- 
tion bills, to ascertain what were the expenses of 
thawPost Office Department, to ayoid these difi- 
culties, he appeaied to them to put all the expenses 
of the Post Office Depariment upon the depart- 


ment; and then, if it was the pleasure of Congress | 


to give it aid, (in consideration of the transporwtion 
of franked matter or for any other purposes,) let 
them give it by direct appropriation. He was 
opposed to this roundabout, improper mode of 
legislation. 

He withdrew the amendment at the request of 


Mr. ASHMUN renewed the amendment, for | 


the purpose of saying that he hoped, if the efforts 
of gentlemen in the House and m the country tor 
` the reducuon of. postage were to be defeated, it 
would be done directly and notin this roundabout 
way. ‘The Committee of Ways and Means had 
atiempted to defeat it by introducing into the Post 
Office appropriation bill charges which had never 
been put intu it before—an item of $220,000 —tor 
the purpose of inumidaung this Elouse from voting 
for ‘the redaction of ‘postage. Now, had this 
Government always been losing, and this Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means this year just found it 
out? The salary of the Postmaster General and 


his subordinate officers in this city were no proper | 


charge upon the Post Otice Department; but, like 
the salary of all the other Heads of Departnenis 
and their assistants, ought to be paid out of the 
Treasury. ‘They might as well say that the 
Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy, 


with iheir assistanis, should be paid out of the | 


revenues of their respective deparuments—that our 
army and our navy should earn enough to pay 
their expenses. 

He wished the committee to understand that the 
purpose of introduc.ng this appropriation into this 
bill, was to defeat the great object which so mauy 
members of this Heuse, and so large a proportion 


Ld 


ofthe people of the country, desired to accom plish— | 


the reduction of postage. 2 

Mr. JONES said, he thought the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, in the first place, was not only en- 
tirely wrong, but that he was unauthorized in say- 
ing toat the Committee of Ways and Means had 
put this appropriation in the bili for the purpose of 
defeating, 1n a roundabout way, the cheap postage 
system of some poruons of the countiy, Thetwo 
subjects. had nothing to do with ene another. 


Weult: the. gentleman try to make this commit- 
tee believe that the Representatives of the United 


‘States-would be deterred from reducing the rates 


of postage, because $200,000 of the appropriate 
legitimate expenses of the Post Office Department 
were required to be paid out of the pockets of that 
department? The gentleman was wrong in sup- 
posing that the appropriation contained an item 
for the salary’ of the: Postmaster General. That 


“was-paid for out-of the general Treasury, and 


was provided for.in the civil and. diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill. This appropriation was right— 
its proper place was-in the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill. “Fhe Government was-now: required to 
pay $200,000 to the Post Office. Department, for 
the transportation. of free matter. Again: there 
was ‘now. in the naval appropriation. bill, reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means,an item 
of $874,600, for the support of the mail steamers; 
and not one dollar of the receipts from the mails 
went into the Treasury, but it was all put into the 
Post Office Department, as part of iis funds. Here, 
then, was a million of dollars paid out of the gen- 
eral Treasury for no other purpose but to carry 
the mails of the Post Office Department, for the 
entire benefit of it—the Government had no credit. 
These officers for whom this appropriation was 
intended, were the legitimate officers of the Post 
Office Department itself, and their expenses were 
as legitimately a charge upon the department as the 
expenses of the transportation of the mail, or the 
pay of the deputy postmasters. Because the ap- 
propriation had never been made in this way be- 
fore, did it make it wrong to do so now? The 
proper mode was * to live and learn,” and pro- 
gress in the great science of, government, as in 
all other sciences. Did not any gentleman know 
that if the rates of postage were reduced, and the 
receipts fellshort of meeting the expenses for two, 
three, four, or five years, there would be a ma- 
jority on the floor of Congress to appropriate, to 
make up the deficiency? And the apology of the 


friends of cheap postage would be, that the system | 
would in time afford sufficient revenue to meet the | 
expenses. The Government always had paid the | 


deficit, and he haped it would do it again. He 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER renewed it pro forma, and said 
he was in favor of the proposition of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
and for this reason, he was sauisfied that economy 
in the administration of the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment could never be reahzed unul it was known 


| how and for what purposes the money was ex- 


pended—uutil there was a systematic and simpli- 
fed disclosure of the ways and means by which 
the public treasure was consumed. He regarded 
the confusion that rested upon this subject from 
the intricacy of the appropriation bills for the sup- 
port of the various branches of the Government, 


as the greatest artifice for concealing from the peo- | 


ple the manner in which the public treasure was 


expended. For this reason he was for setting | 


down to each department of the Government its 
appropriate charges, and making each department 
answerable for these charges. He did not mean 


by this remark to assume that each department | 
He | 


nould sustain uself. That was impossible. 
favored it simply as a means of detecting and bring- 
ing to light the expenditures of the public money, 

Another reason why he was disposed to favor 
the proposition of lewing the public know to what 
extent the Posi Office Department resied upon the 
public Treasury, was, that there was a movement 
on foot in this House to make the Post Office De- 
partment entirely a charge upon the general Treas- 
ury. For what purpose? For the purpose of 
rang an appeal on the part of the Representa- 
lives. Interested in that project for re-creating a 
high protective tariff. This was the concealed 
motive that lay under this effort at making the 
Post Office Department a charge upon the general 
Treasury. 

Now, he was willing to go as far as the self- 
Sustaining principle would justify in the reduction 
of postage. 
through the mails, let it be newspapers, 
eral intelligence. But let those interested in pri- 
vale correspondence bear its burden, 
principle of personal equity that the 


employ the agency of the Post Office, should bear 
i burdens for the benefit:of those. who. did. em- 
ploy it. ; Nae Oy ce 


If any matter was to circulate free | 
and gen- | 


It wasa.: 
p! should: | 
Phere was no reason why the man, who did not | 


Again; although he was willing to vote, and 
should vote, fora reduction of postage to a uniform 
siandard of. five cents upon the letter, he was ut- 
terly opposed. to-a reduction at this. ume below 
that standard, forthe reason that at the present 
rates, the post offices.and post roads-of the interior 
of the county ag well as the country postmasters 
were barely sustained; and he was satisfied they 
would be utterly ruined if:they were at-once to re- 
duce all postages to the ‘standard. of three cents. 
He was in favor of progressing deliberately, ex- 
perimentally, in this system of. reductions, Let 
them try the reduction to five cents; and ascertain 
whether the department could sustain itself upon 
it. If it could, in due time the experiment of 
further reduction might be tried. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. FOWLER renewed it, and said, | concur; 
Mr. Chairman, in much that has been said by 
those gentlemen who have favored the proposition 
now under consideration; and especially in what 
has fallen from the honorable chairman (Mr. 
Porrer] of the Post Office Committee, The peo- 
ple of the country demand cheap postage. This 
demand -is reasonable, and must be responded to 
favorably, sooner or later. It ought to be thus 
responded to without further delay. : 

Cheap postage for the people of the United 
States isa practicable matter. The success which 
has crowned the ten years’ experiment in our 
fatherland, rebukes the cavils of incredulity. The 
theory, which once rested on calculations and ar- 
guments only, has been demonstrated* by a trial- 


process so simple and so sure, that no one ought to * 


hesitate, 

‘The post office is the great social machine that 
is designed to facilitate personal. intercourse be- 
tween the people throughout the country, and thus 
to advance society in all its great interests. It is 
under the influenge of that interchange of thought 
which cheap postage will secure, that our coun- 
irymen wiil rise, advance, and expand in whatever 
constitutes the real strength of a nation, and the 
true glory of humanity. Make this interchange 
of thought difficult and dear, and you sufle inqui- 
ry—you chill affection—you clog enterprise—you 
chain freedom? 

Cheap postage for the people is the greaf®desid- 
eratum of the people; and it is our duty—aye, itis 
our privilege, to give them what they so reason- 
ably demand. Let the franking privilege be abol- 
ished—let a uniform rate of postage with prepay- 
ment for all distances, be adopted—and let every 
branch of the business of the Post Office Depart- 
ment be conducted with system, vigor, and econo- 
my; and every man, woman and child'in the land 
may send and receive letters at two cents each. Í 
call for action! [insist upon a vore. I will not 
withdraw the amendment. Mr. Chairman, let us 
have the QUESTION. 

Mr. POTTER called for tellers on the amend- 
ment, f 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Porter and 
Corwin were appointed, z 

The question was then. taken, and the votè 
stood—ayes 80, noes 54. * s ; 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. No farther amendment 
being offered to tue first section of the bill, the sec- 
ond section will be read. 

The second section of the bill having been 
read—- : 

Mr. JONES said, that he would now offer the 
amendnient of which he had yesterday given 
notice. He moved to strike out the second: sec~ 
tion, and insert in lieu thereof that amendment, 
[See amendment, pp. 1522-3 } 

The amendment having been, read, 

Mr. JONES said, he had offered itin lieu of the 
second section which had been reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘The amendment 
appropriated precisely the same aggregate amount. 
The section reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means made an aggregate appropriation of 
five millions two hundred and fifteen thousand 
one- hundred and sixty-seven dollars, for va- + 
rious branches of the Posi Office service for the» 
current fiscal year. His amendment made appro- 
priation for each one of the several branches of the 
service as they had beeu estimated for by the Post- 
masier General. In the earlier history of the 
Government, all the appropriations, or nearly so, 
were made in aggregate sums. A few. years later 
he plan was adopted of making. specific appro-~ 
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priations for the different branches of the public 
service. Prior to the actof 1836, reorganizing the 
Post Office Department, there were no estimates 
submitted, nor appropriations made for that ser- 
vice; but the Postmaster General went on from 
year to year, managed the business, made con- 
tracts, and paid out the post office funds without 
appropriation, and pretty much without the con- 
trol of law. In 1836, the act reorganizing the Post 
Office Department required the funds to be paid 
into the Treasury, and also required the Post- 
master General to submit annual estimates for 
the various branches of the service. From that | 
time to the present, Congress had followed the | 
practice of requiring specific appropriations for | 
this, as weil as for the other branches of the pub- 
licservice. This year the Postmaster General had 
come before the committee and stated that it would 
be better to make the appropriations in alump—in 
the aggregate—than in parscular sums; and the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
had yesterday undertaken to sustain that position, 
on the ground that more money than was appro- 
priated might be required for the transportation of 
the mails, or for deputy postmasters, or any other 
particular branch, and that the postmaster could 
not have it if this mode were not adopted. This 
argument would apply with equal, if not with 
greater, force to the appropriations for the army 
or the navy. Congress could not be too cautious— 
they could not be too circumspect; and there cer- 
tainly could be no harm done by making the ap- 
propriations specific; whilst, if they were permit- 
ted to stand in the aggregate, the Postmaster 
General might apply what amounts of money he 
pleased to transportation, or what amounts he 
pleased to deputy postmasters. He might apply 
the whole appropriation to one branch of the public 
service, and leave others unsupplied, if he thought 
proper to do so. It seemed to him (Mr. J.) that | 
this was a retrograde and not a progressive policy. 
It was in fact putting us fifty years back. He 
hoped the amendment would prevail, and that gen- 
tlemen who were so anxious to sustain things as 
they were, would come forward and vote for it. 

He withdrew the amendment (at the request of | 
Mr. Bayty.) 

Mr. BAYLY renewed it. His friend from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jonzs,] he said, inquired what 
reason there could be for making the appropria- 
tions for the Post Office Department in lump, and 
why the same principle might not anply to the 
army and the navy. As to the estimates for the 
army and navy, they were susceptible of precise 
ascertainment, or nearly so. ‘The pay of the offi- 
cers, the amount of rations, all the expenses were 
so well ascertained, that experienced officers in 
the department could estimate the expense under 
each head within afew dollars. But in the Post 
Office Departmeut it was different, ‘Take, for in- 
stance, the pay of postmasters. It was regulated 
by law; but the precise sum could not be fixed, | 
as was the pay of the officers of the army. It 
was a per centage upon postage. 
stantly fluctuating. In a year when there was 
constant excitement in the public mind—as in the 
year of the presidential election—the pay of post- 
masters exceeded the ordinary amount. Take 
another year, different in character, and the 
amount would fall short. So it was with many 
other items; they were constantly fluctuating; and 
hence it was that the department had to estimate 
under every head for more than might be wanted, 
in order to be certain that it had enough. He | 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, Aug. 6, 1850. 
Messrs. Epirrors: I wish to say that I voted yesterday, | 
in one instance, under a misapprehension of facts. I sce, 
from your report of the proceedings, that it was stated by 
Mr. Preston Kina, of New York, that if the regular order 
of business couid be proceeded with, one of the gentlemen | 
from Wisconsin, who would be entitled to the floor, would 
introduce a bill tor the admission of California. Owing to 
the position of my seat, and to the low voice in which Mr. 
Kise spoke, f did uot hear what he said. If T had heard 
hie statement. F should have voted against gning into Coni- 
mittee of the Whole, in order to allow a California bill to be | 
introduced; as [had voted, immediately before, (as may be 
seen by the record,) to suspend the rules for the same pur- 
pose. Very truly yours, &e., &., HORACE MANN. 
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| 
That was con- |; 
| 


ih Š 
| tained. 


| he (Mr. B.) would ask might be read. 


| between Mr. Jones and the Chair. 


! lated to secure economy. Economy in the expend- | 


! make the principle of responsibility sensibly felt. 


| ience of mails to the people of the United States, but 


would not detain the committee with any further 
remarks, but would substitute for his own speech a 
letter from a former Postmaster General, Amos Ken- 
dall, written at the time he was in office, and which 
That letter 
had been endorsed by subsequent postrnasters. 
The Clerk here read the letter referred to. It is 
the same as that introduced by Mr. Bayxy in his 
speech yesterday. 
Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. - 
Mr. JONES, (to Mr. Bayty.) Was the rec-: 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i} 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
l 


ommendation contained in that letter ever adopted | 
by Congress? i 

Mr. BAYLY It was not. | 

Mr. VENABLE renewed the amendment. He i 
said: Mr. Chairman, as an advocate of cheap post- 
age, Í shallsupport the amendment of the gentleman | 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Joxes.] My observation 
has taught me, that strict responsibility and speci- ; 
fic appropriations for specific duties are best calcu- | 


itures is the sure way of enabling the Government | 
to afford cheap postage, at the smallest expense. i 


A general appropriation is notso easily understood || ] 
ii (as was hinted’ to him) that the-rich bankers of 


in the details of various disbursements, as if each 
branch of duty had its own appropriation ascer- 
The best security for faithful as well as 
economical expenditure of public money, is to 
render the accounts as simple as possible, and thes 


If the money appropriated should be insufficient 
for any purpose designated, let the department 
come with a deficiency bill, as has been done in; 
other instances. fÍ do not perceive the propriety 
of the doctrine, that the Post Office must necessa- 
rily support itself. ftis not wise statesmanship 
to limit the amount of such accommodation as the 


Post Office affords to the income of the department, |! ) j ) 
li items were embraced which rendered it very difi- 


It is often the best policy to expend money, in or- 
der to render that profiiable which may be before | 
that time unproductive. Every citizen of the 


United States is entitled to the benefits of this | 
| useful provision for the diffusion of information, | 


the cultivation of social intercourse, and the ad- 
vance of civilization. i 

I repeat a remark made on yesterday, that there 
seems to be great disinclination to grant the conven- 


no hesitation in the expenditure of millions on other : 
subjects of an interest and value far less general | 
and important. [aman advocate of as near an ; 
approximation to free trade 
with a sound system of finance; and gentlemen | 
misunderstand me if they supposé™that {am in- | 


clined to advocate the measure under consideration || 


in order to place the Post Office on the Treasury, 
and give a pretext for a high protective tarif to í 
raise revenue. It isamusing to perceive how little 
confidence gentlemen have in their own opinions. 
The same gentlemen who tell us that a low tariff 
isa measure calculated to increase the revenue, 
discover that a low tariff on letters is calculated 
to curtail the income of the department, and put it 
upon the Treasury as a tax. The doctrine is true 
or it is false; if true, let gentlemen adhere to it; if 
false, Jet them decline to attempt humbuggery and 
abandon it. Sir, I am not to be deterred from the 
assertion of my views, by the declaration, that per- 
haps the department may not be able to pay its 
own expenses. Do gentlemen assert that the re- | 
mote, the rural, the scattered population of the | 
country have no claims on the Government for | 
mail facilities? Is the wealth of the cities and the | 
advantageous situation of them in the richest agri- | 
cultura! districts, to monopolize the benefits of the | 
system? or is the benevolent care of the Govern- ; 
ment to extend by a generous and diffuse legisla- 
tion to every settlement in our broad land this high- 
est of human inventions for extending social in- 
tercourse and the principles of civilization ? 

He withdrew the amendment. | 

Mr. BAYLY renewed the amendment. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 


After which— . 
Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the amendment, 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 


as possible, consistently || 


Mr. B. said, he had never been more surprised 
than he had been at the speech of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. : Venasiz.] ‘The gen- 
tleman had suid that he knew no more reason why 
the Post Office Department should be sustained out 
of its own revenues than the army or the navy, 
Now, the army and the navy, so far as they were 
of any use at all, were for the benefit of every man 
whom they protected or defended. But one half 
of the people of the country enjoyed little or no 
advantage from the Post Office Department. The 
gentleman’s own constituents—half of them—did 
i hot average a letter a year. Mr. B. (pausing to 
answer a remark) proceeded. No, it was nota 
mistake. Half of the constituents of no member 
here receive, onan average, five letters a year. 
The persons benefited were the large professional 
and mercantile men, who received thirty and, forty 
letters a day. Now, the gentleman would put 
upon the whole community a tax to sustain a de- 
partment which is very unequal in the distribu- 
tion of its advantages; he would put the expense 
of it upon that, common treasure, to which every 
man in the community contributes. Yes; in order 


New York might get their letters for three cents. 
| Let that class of the community who receive the 
| benefit of the Post Office pay the expenses of that 
'establisment, and let not the expenses. fraudu- 
| lently be put upon the general Treasury. 

| Ete withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose, he said, of correcting the erroneous 
opinions entertained by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jongs,] and other gentlemen, as to 
| the propriety of applying the principle of specific 


| 
|| appropriations to the transportation of the mail. 
H 


Under this head of transportation many particular 


cult to make this principle applicable to that head. 


‘| He could not see the advantage which would 
| 


result from the introduction of the specific system 
| to every post route, but he saw great difficulty 
| which would result from it. Jt would be imprac- 
ticable to attempt to appropriate for every separate 
item—so much for this one and so much for the 
other. We could not go into all the details of 
expenditure in attempting to apportion the appro- 
priations to meet each item. He cited a section 
i of the army appropriation bill to show that the 
system was in conformity with the practice of 
Congress. ` 

; Mr. JONES put a question, to which Mr. Vin- 
ron replied; but neither the one nor the other 
could be heard, so great was the noise in the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. PHELPS renewed the amendment, for the , 
purpose of making some remarks on the different i 
| state of things which existed at the time when 
| Amos Kendall, the Postmaster General, addressed 
| his leiter to Mr. Cambreleng, the chairman of the 
| Committee of Ways and Means of the House. 
When a bill was afterwards enacted to reorganize 
the Post Office Department, a different system was 
introduced. So that the views of Mr. Kendall, 
which were appropriate under the then existing 
state of things, were not applicable now. 

Mr. POTTER renewed the amendment, for the 
purpose of replying to some of the errors which 
had fallen from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He stated that under the reduced rate of 
postage, the revenue of the Post Office Depart- 
ment last year was $400,000 above that of any 
previous year. Every one must know that the, 
prosperity of the revenue was not produced by a 
high tariff on postage. When the rates of letter 
postage were low, the revenuc increased in amount; 
while, when the postage was up to ten cents a 
letter and upwards, no one derived any. benefit 
from this high tariff, and the revenue was not m- 
creased by it. He expressed his surprise at the 
great ignorance which had been exhibited. by 
many members who had spoken on this subject. 
He could show the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, from facts not to be disputed, 
that a small postage produced more revenue t0 the 


by striking out the item for transportation. 


department than a high tariff on lettera.: In Great 
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Britain the postage was only two cents per letter, 
and the newspapers were transported by mail post- 
age free. “Yet the General Post Office of Great 
Britain derived a greater revenue from this reduced 
rate of postage than had ever been received when 
the rate was higher. The revenue of that office 
for the last year, after deducting all the expenses 
of transportation and services, exhibited a surplus 
of'a million and a half of dollars. “Now, we have 
à bill reported to the House reducing our rate of 
postage to three cents; and we have the result of 


the experiment in Great Britain to assure us that | 


its. passage would produce an equally favorable 
effect on our post office revenue. it had been sug- 
gested that this scheme of cheap postage was a 
favorite with the Whig party, who intended to 
make it the opening wedge for the introduction of 
the tariff. He was not to be alarmed by such a 
bugbear as this. 
‘the postage would have the effect of increasing the 
revenue; and he could not help repeating his sur- 
prise at the profound ignorance of those who 
argued that the adoption of the cheap postage 
system would* result in making the department a 
charge on the general Treasury. It would not 
be so. The Post Office Department would pay 
itself by this reduction, and leave a surplus of 
revenue. 

Mr. JONES suggested, as a point of order, that 
it was not competent for the gentleman from Ohio, 
on the amendment now pending, to go into a dis- 
cussion of the cheap postage system. 

Mr. POTTER said that he would save the Chair 
the trouble of deciding the point of order, by 
taking his seat. 

Mr. JONES was about to insist on his point o 
order, when— 

Mr. BAYLY rose and said, he had no design to 
go into the question of cheap postage. He moved 
a pro forma amendment, to strike out the appro- 
priation for mail bags. He said that he was more 
surprised at the language of the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr Porrer,] than he had been at the re- 
marks of the gentleman from North Carolins, (Mr. 
VenaBie.] The fact was, that the gentleman from 
Ohio had put a speech into his (Mr. B.’s) mouth, 
for the purpose of answering it. Now, he had 
not only not discussed the effect of cheap post- 
age, but he had never once dreamt of saying any- 


thing on the subject; and he was a little astonished | 


when he saw the gentleman from Ohio exhibit- 
ing his gallantry in demolishing arguments which 
had certainly never fallen from his (Mr. B.’s) 
lips. Before that gentleman made any attempt 
to refute hia arguments, it would, perhaps, be 
much more advisable for him to vindicate his 
own consistency. When that gentleman submit- 
ted his amendment to throw the expenses of the 
Post Office Department asa charge on the general 
Treasury, be had stated, as one of the reasons for 
the adoption of the amendment, that the effect of 
‘charging these expenses on the Post Office Depart- 
ment, would be the defeat of the bill to reduce the 


Mr. VENABLE. 1 differ with the gentleman 
as to his figures; it is a question of arithmetic, 
which can be easily settled by calculation, and 
will be thoroughly canvassed before all the bills 
| reported become laws. 


| is 

|! stituents in their salt and sugar, for the benefit of 
l AD : 

‘| the post office organization. Sir, I have never be- 


tective tariff—I had always heard that the gentle- 
| man was one of the standard-bearers in the war 
i of low tariffs and free trade. 1 had supposed that 
| I might well learnat his feet the true and genuine 
| principles of that great system. Yet he flinches 
i from his own arguments and abandons his own 
‘| doctrines. 
j| creased consumption and comfort—increased rev- 
In the midst of 


i| enue and promoted prosperity. 


| 
f 


success of the revenue principle. 


| And yet gentlemen are so skillful as to discover 


beggaron the Treasury. Yes, sir, those who dare 
i to go for low postage, are held up by the chair- 


i saltand sugar of the poor for the benefit of the 
|| Post Office. 

i! The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
; Means [Mr. Bayxy] is entitled to the credit of the 
discovery that the money derived from the Post 
Office and that derived from customs ought not to 
be considered as in the Treasury of the United 
States; that five millions raised by postage is not just 
as available as the same sum raised by any other 
tax. If the doctrine that a low tariff does and will 


j 


t 
l 
{j 
i 


postage reduced to one penny a letter at all dis- 
| tances, and by which the revenue of the department 
| 


| its forms. I feel that my constituents havea deep 

| interest in the facilities of tne mails, and the gen- 
i| teman is mistaken in supposing that they received 

iso small a number of letters and papers. It 
| may be true of his constituents, but it is not so of 
| those whose interests I represent. One thing they 
f 


| age was a great blessing; they also Jearned that 
| the income of the department was much increased. 
| They believed, with the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Bayty] and others, that a reduced rate of tariff 
| on goods would increase revenue, and the result jus- 
tifies their faith. They are not disposed to aban- 
don facts for theories, and will expect at my hands 
an honest effort at a further reduction. 


<a 


But, sir, he says that 1 desire to tax my con- | 


| fore been charged with any propensity for a pro- | 


We were told that a low tariff in- | 


! vaticinations to the contrary, the present tariff was || 
| adopted, and all these glorious results followed. il 
| On noone point have the low tariff statesmen made | 
a greater demonstration of triumph, than on the | 
A full Treasury | 
and increasing revenue from customs justified the |! 
i| hold issue on which they came before the country. || 


| that the same principle, as applied to a low tariff /| 
of postage, will make the Post Office Departmenta | 


i man of Ways and Means as willing to tax the | 


: produce more revenue than a high tariff be true— | 
if the experience of England on the subject of | 


| was increased, and afforded immensely increased | 
facilities to the people, mean anything, let gentle- | 
men be consistent. 1 abhor humbuggery in all ! 


have jearned—that the previous reduction of post- | 


rates of postage, because it would be reducing the | 
means by which the department sustained itself, 
Now, it seems that the argument of the gentleman 
from Ohio is, that the adoption of the cheap post- |i 
age system, instead of diminishing the power of ; 
the department to meet its own expendi-ures, will |! 


seek to render odious those who are for a reduction 
of postage, by an attempt to fix uron them a pur- 


Sir, I suspect that the device is too shallow to 


pose of abandoning a revenue tariff. I ama free 
trader, in the usual sense of that term—that is, the | 


Stituents may compare in that respect. 
are to judge ofa constituency by their representa- 


| while the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
| and Means had estimated it as low as $100,000. 
| Now, he was prepared to show, from a statement 
j of facts which he had. prepared, that the true 

amount exceeded $700,000. He then submitted 
the following statement: : 


For the year ending 30th June, 1846, the postage 

paid to the postmaster of the city of Washing- 

toa, on franked mai} matter sent to the depart- 

ments and members of both Houses of Con- 

gress at the present rates of postage..... es e e $250,383 83 
The Register of the Treasury estimates the 

amount of postage chargeable on franked mail 

matter sent by the departments and members 

of both Houses of Congress, (publie docu- 


menis excluded) at a similar amount....... . 250,383 83 
f 500,767 66 
Printed speeches folded fer members of the 
li House of Representatives to frank during 30th 
Hh OONEFESS. sais ous Hes vd ee aiebas we di cieleee be pebas $164,612 50 
| 407,762 tbs, of public documents, about 230 tons 
of matter—pustage at present rates.......... 77,773 5Q 
$242,385 00 
Half of this amount............ 0508 +++. B121,192 50 


| Free written mail matter sent by mem- 
bers of Congress from this city for 
the year ending 30th June, 1849, No. 484,910 
| Reevived during same time, No...... 819,293 


Whole Nov...... eee adie TRR 1,303,500 
Postage on sameat average rate of postage 6: ets, $84,727 50 
Printed Senate speeches during same 


| time, No.... issis 397,630 

1) Postage a i EE 9,940 75 
Printed Senate documents, 170,715 
Postage thereon evessevcevereecrecsceseeereres SIL 45 


$220,982 20 

Newspapers sent by members of Congress not 
included. 

There appears to be an aggregate of $771,749 as 
the amount of free packages of every description 
sent and received through the mail, 

Mr. BAYLY moved a pro forma amendment. 
It appeared (he said) that he had waked up a hor- 
net’s nest about him. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venage] had taken umbrage at 
him because he had said, that taking one half of 
his constituents, they did not receive, on an aver- 
age, five letters a year. He certainly did not in- 
tend to give any offence to the gentleman when 
he made this statement. But, taking the constitu- 
i; ency of any member of this House, he believed 
| that one half of them did not receive an average 
of three letters a year. The fact was that the 
professional men and the merchants of the country 
; receive the great bulk of letters. Ft is to them that 

the great advantage of the Post Office system, and 
of the reduction of postage, accrues. ‘And he be- 
lieved that he was strictly within bounds, when he 
stated that one half of the constituents of the gen- 
ueman from North Carolina do not receive one let- 
tera year. He was sure that one half of his own 
constituents did not average one lettera year. The 
geneman from North Carolina [Mr. V.] had ` 
undertaken to contrast his constituents with mine, 
and said that if my constituents were not fond of 
reading, his was. I do not know how our con- 
But if we 


tive, which I do not know is an unfair mode, his 
constituents are much fonder of talking than mine, 


have the effect of increasing its resources. 
withdrew the amendment. 


man of the Committee of Ways and Means, so 
enormous and so well calculated to excite appre- 
hension—the zeal with which he has supporied 
them in most of the details, and his prompt and 
successful efforts to arrest and prevent debate unon 
them, have relieved me from any danger of sur- 
» prise or astonishment at his speeches or his votes, 
he bills already reported, and the sum which 
mustbe necessarily granted to carry on the Gov- 


ernment if these bills are passed, will swell the | 


expenses of the fiscal 
lions of dollars. 

Mr. BAYLY, (Mr. Venasre yielding.) I 
have so often corrected that statement that lam 
surprised that gentlemen should persist in it. 


He | 


i; ters, which will afford revenue for the necessary 
|; purposes of Government. Iam for increasing the 
social enjoyments of the people by making them, 
by the aid of the Post Office Department, to inter- 
change affectionate thoughts with those who are 
| far away, to elevate and render happy, to extend 
social ties, diffuse knowledge by opening new 


| that the restraints and operations of government 
|| are not an unmixed calamity, but a blessing. 
| He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS renewed it (he said) for the pur- 
pose of correcting some of the statements which 
had been made by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, in reply to some facts 


tee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
TER,] in relation to the amount of free matter 
transported by the mail.. The chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads had 
submitted an estimate of the amount of this mat- 
ter, which the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had stated to be absurd. The chair- 
main of the Post Office Committee had computed 
the annual value of this free matter at $900,000; 


» (Mr. Por- 


lowest point of tariff, both on impor's‘and on let- | 


channels of communication, and make men feel | 


brought forward by the chairman of the Commit- į 


In that respect i freely yield the Superiority to 
them. 

But he felt some curiosity to know where the 
gentleman from North Carolina had picked up his 
new-born zeal on the subject of appropriations? 
For some years that he bad had the pleasure to be 
i associated with that gentleman in this House, he 
|| had never before discovered in him any of that 
i spiritof opposition which seemed to have anima- 
ted him against the appropriation bills. And he 
|| could only account for it by supposing that recent 
events had had some effect in determining him to 
|| oppose everything emanating from the General 
Government. Now he (Mr. B.) was ready to 
i) give his aid to any measures which were calcula- 
i] ted to, sustain the Government in its legitimate 
operations. 

In reference to the statements presented to the 
committee by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puerrs,] he would merely say that he was well ace 
quainted with the manner in which statements were 
made up at the departments. He looked only to 
the report made by the Postmaster General, and 
if they were defective or false, he had nothing 


more to say concerning them. He withdrew hig 
amendment, 
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Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, renewed the 
amendment. He desired to say a very few words 
on the subject of the cheap postage system. As 
that subject had been brought up in this discus- 
sion, he desired to state what was the result of his 
own experience. 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order, whether 
the subject of cheap postage was relevant to his 
amendnient, and whether the gentleman ought not 
to confine himself to that amendment? 

The CHAIR ruled the gentleman from Kentucky 
in order. i 

Mr. STANTON resumed. He remarked, that 
on the first of July, 1845, he had been appointed 


postmaster at Maysville, Kentucky. He, there- | 
fore, went into office simultaneously with the com- | 


mencement of the new system of low postage, and 


could speak experimentally of the effect of that | 
system upon the revenues of the department, so | 
faras the West was concerned. The salary of | 


the office was $2,000 per year, it being a distrib- 


uung office. Under the old system of postage, the | 
revenue paid lo the department, over and above |} 


the salary of the postmaster, was from $1,000 to 
#1.200. During the first year of his incumbency, 
and while the system of low posiage was in oper- 
ation, the amount received at the office was barely 


sufficient to pay the salary; and when he left the | 
office, in June, 1849, the amount of revenue ac- | 
eruing to the department from the office did not 


exceed two hundred dollars per year, although the 
population of the place had rapidly increased 
during the whole time he was in office. 
fect of cheap postage has been generally to increase 
the revenue, he could only say, that so far as his 
experience went, it had not been derived from the 
West. The offices in sparsely settled regions of 


the country had experienced no sensible increase | 


of revenuc, the increase of letters under the new 
sysiem not having been sufficient to produce a 


reater aggregate of revenue than was derived from | 
oO 


the old system. The increase of revenue, if any 
has accrued, has been realized in the commercial 
cities, and not from the West. 

The effect of the system has been to deprive the 
West and South of such mail facilities as the in- 
creasing wants of those regions demanded. ‘The 
commercial cities have al! the facilities needed, 
while the region of country in which he lived had 
less than the public interest requires. To illus- 
trate how the revenues of the department were 
made to increase beyond the expenditures, he re- 
ferred to the fact, that some time since he applied 
for an additional trip upon the route between 
Covington and the county seat of Kenton county, 
Kentucky, a distance of about twelve miles, for 


which a large number of the citizens of that county. 


had petiuoned. Covington is a flourishing city of 
about twelve or fifteen thousand inhabitants, and 
the service between that place and the court-house 
of the county is only one trip per week. Thein- 
tercourse between the places demands an addi- 
tional wip. He was iniormed by the department 
that the increased service could not be granted, 
because the office at the court-house did not yield a suf: 
Jjicient amount of revenue to pay the contractor, No 
wonder, sir, the revenues are made to appear 
greater than the expenditures, when reasonable 
and just facilities are withheld from the people 
‘upon such pretexts as this. If the system now 
proposed, which reduces the rates of postage to 
two or three cents upon letters, isto result in with- 
holding from the people of the West a proper ex- 


tension of mail facilities where they are needed, | 


he hoped it would be repudiated by the House. 
His five minutes having expired, Mr. S. with- 
drew his amendment. 
Mr. PHELPS moved a pro forma amendment. 


gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, as to the manner 
in which statements were prepared at the depart- 
ments, and went into an explanation of the mode 
in which they were required to be prepared. 


Mr. BAYLY briefly repiied as to the item of | 
speeches and documents transmitted from the | 


House of Representatives by mail. The gentle- 
man from Missouri bad gone to the folding room 
for his tacts. 


are never sent by mai. He could speak for him- 
self, and could say, that during the time he had 
been ia Congress, there had been at least twenty 


If the ef- | 


Now, every member of the House | 
must be aware that a great number of speeches and | 
documents are put up in the folding roam, which || 


ment pro forma. Te stated that when the bill of 
|| 1836, reorganizing the Post Office Department, was 
ij pending, Mr. Kendall addressed a letter to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, remonstrating 
against specific appropriations. Yet Congress de- 
termined to make the appropriations specific, and 
had continued todoso. Theadvantage of this sys- 
i| tem is, that it limits the expenditures to the partic- 
|| ular objects specified in the bill. During all the 
li period in which he had a connection with the de- 
|| partment, he had never heard any complaint of 
\ 

il 

i 


| this system. Fle went on to state what was the 
| operation of the system in the department, and ex- 
i| pressed a hope that the discussion would not be 
any longer persisted in. There was no occasion, 
no propriety in going now into the subject of cheap 
postage. Ata proper time that question would be 
before the House, and that would be the time to 
go into the debate on it. He wished that a vote 
might now be taken on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. He withdrew his amend- 
ment. 

The question now being on the amendment of 
Mr. Jones, 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Wuite’and 
Preston Kine were appainted. 

The question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 40, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy and Postmaster 
General may have power, with the consent of the mail 
contractors, so to modify the contracts as may best promote 
the interests of the entire Cuion, in facilitating the carrying 
of the mails between the United States and the Territories 
of California by steamboats. 

After a remark by Mr. H., the question was 
taken, . 

Some difficulty occurred as to the state of the 
vote. 

Mr. HOLMES called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Presron Kixg and Mason were appointed. 

The question was then again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 30, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House; and he gave notice 
that if the motion prevailed he should follow it up 
by a motion to take up the Civil and Diplomatic 
Appropriation bil, 

Mr. McLANE, Mr. JONES, and others, called 
for the reading of the 3d section of the bill. 

It was read. 

Pending the motion of Mr. Bayry— 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the motion of 
Mr. Puevrs was first in order 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the committee rose and reported the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

And the question being first upon concurring in 
the amendments of the committee — 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the first section 
by adding the following proviso to the item appro- 
priating for the compensation of three assistant 
Postmasters General, clerks, messengers, assistant 
messengers, and watchmen of said department, 
viz: 


other appropriation heretofore made for the object contem- 
} plated by this provision. 

| He said that it might be necessary to adopt this 
| Proviso in the event of one course of action by the 
i| House upon the amendments; in the event of an- 
i| other course it would not be necessary; and the 
i 


House could vote it down. 
|| He demanded the previous question. 
‘| The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question was ordered—being first on agree- 
ing to the amendments to the bill. 
The SPEAKER stated the amendments would 
be read, and those upon which a separate vote 
i} was desired would be laid aside, while upon all 
1 
i 


| the others the vote would be taken together, _ 
i The amendments were read, and concurred in, 


He repelled the insiiuatign:tnrownioul by the | Provided, That this appropriation shall be in lieu of any ; 


3 


i ble, George A, Caldwell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. 


except those upon which a separate: vote was 
called for. ns as 
`The question beite upon the amendment to the 
first section of the bill, (appropriating for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1851, out of any moneys in . 
the Treasury, arising ‘from the revenues of the 
said department,’’) to strike out the words “ari- - 
sing from the revenues of the said department,”? 


and to insert the words ‘ not otherwise appropri- 


ated.” 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays, and - 
they were ordered; and the vote being taken, re~ 
sulted—yeas 95, nays 70; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bennett, Kingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, 
Brigus, Brooks, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Joscph P. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Cleveland, . 
Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, vickey, Doty, 
Duncan, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gould, Grinnell, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Hoag- 
land, Houston, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G, King, John A. King, Preston King, Lether, 
Rorace Mann, Maiteson, McDowell, MeKissock. McLana- 
han, Robert M. McLane, Finis B. McLean, Meacham, 
Moore. Nelson, Newel, Otis, Phelps, Pithhan, Potter, Fut- 
nam,: Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schaolcraf, Sil- 
vester, Spaulding, Sprague, ‘Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Venable, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, and Wilmot—95. a 

NAYS— Messrs. Albertson, Averctt, Bayly, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, Joseph, Ca- 
Ww. 
Cobh, Colcock, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Edmundson, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G., Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hotladay, Howard, Hub 
bard, Iuge, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, La Sére, Littlefield, 
Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, MeMallen, Me- 
Queen, Me Willie, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peasiee, Powell, Ross, Sawtelle, 
Shepperd, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander M. Stephens, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Wallace, 


| Wellborn, Wood, and Woodward—70. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, viz: To reduce 
to $70,600 the appropriation in the bill of $97,365 
for the compensation of three Assistant Postmas- 
ters General, clerks, messengers, assistant messen- 
gers, and watchmen of said department, 

The question was taken upon this amendment, 
and it was agreed to, without a division. 

The question was next taken and carried in the 
affirmative on the proviso to the above item, as 
follows: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall be in lieu ofany 
other appropriation heretofore made for the object contem= 
plated by this provisign. “an te 

The question now being on concurring in the 
amendment increasing the item for temporary 
clerks from ten to fifteen, of the following grades, 
viz: four at $1,400 each, four at $1,200 each, and 
seven $1,000 each, and increasing the appropria- 
tion therefor from $11,200 to $17,400— 

Mr. JONES said that this amendment was for 
an increase of officers, and he would therefore ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, it resulted in the affirmative— 
yeas 83, nays 79; as follow: 

YEAS--Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bennett, Bissell, Bukce, Bowie, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Toomas B. Butler, B. C. Cabell, Joseph P, Caldwetl, Calvin, 
Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Corwin, Di key, Diny, Duer, 
Duncan, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Fowlcr, Freediey, 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hammond, Hay, Haymond, 
Hehard, Henry, Holladay, Houston, Hunter, Kerr, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morton, 
Nelson, Nuwell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Prceuix, Piunan, Pate 
nam, Reed, Resnoids, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schootcrafi, Shepperd, Silves- 
ter, Spaulding, Sprague, Riebard H. Stanton, Thaddeus 


| Stevens, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 


Underhill, Van Dyke, Watkins, White, Williams, and 
Wilson—s3, 3 

NAYs—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Bing- 
ham, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George 
Alfred Caidweil, Cartter, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dün- 
hain, Featherston, Fulier, Gorman, Green, Hal, Hamilton, 
Haralson, Harlau, Iham G- Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
‘phomas L. Haris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, 
inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Jutian, 
Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Mason, MeDon- 
ald, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, MeMallen, 
McQueen, McoWuillie, Meade, Miltaon, Morris, Orr, Parker, 
Peaslee, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Sawtelle, Seddon, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Stetson, Rwectser, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Walace, Wellbora, 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wiimot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, and Young—79, eo 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and being engrossed, it was read 
the third time. : 


~ 
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“"Fhé question now being, Shall the bill pass?— 

Mr. BAYLY demanded thg previous question; 
it received. a second, and the main. question was 
ordered to be put, 


Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays on | 
the passage of the bill. They were ordered; and | 
the question being taken, it was carried in the af- ij 
firmative—yeas 117, nays 47; as follow: | 


YEAS—Megsrs. Allen, Anderson, Averett, Bayly, Ben- 
nett, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, T. B. 
Bauer, E. C. Cabell. Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deherry, Dickey, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, 
Ed@mandson, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedicy, Faller, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gould, Hammond, ‘Thomas L, Harris, Hay, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, 
Houston, Howard, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. king, J.-A: King, Preston King, 
Litdefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McDowell, 
McKissock, R. M. McLane, McMuiten, MeWilie, Meach- 
am; Meade, Millson, Moore, Morse, Morton, Nelson, New- |! 
ell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, || 
Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, 
Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleraft, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, | 
Sprague, R. H. Stauton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Pay- 
Jor, James ‘Phompson, John B. Thompson, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whit- 
Uesey, Wiliams, Wilmot, and Wifson—117. | 

NAYS—Meesrs. Albertson, Bay, Bingham, Boyd, Albert | 
G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Cartter, W. 
R. W. Cobb, Coleoek, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, E 
erston, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, L G. Har 


Me Queen, Morris, Orr, Phelps, Ross, Savage, Se cetser, i 
Toomis, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Venable, W > [i 
Welborn, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, and Young—47, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved toamend the bill, by stri- 
king out the words, “and of the revenues of the | 
Post Office Department,” &e. | 

The amendment was agreed to; so the title will | 
read as follows: 

“A bill making appropriations for the service || 
of the Post Office Department, for the fiscal year |! 
ending June 30, 1851.” 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by || 
which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion 
on the table; which motion was agreed to, 

On motion, the House then adjourned, 3 


l 
i 
} 
if 


PETITIONS, 
The following petitions were presented under 


the rule, and referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees: 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of James Hughes, of | 
Jackson, Tenn pat, { 
By Mr, HAY : The petition of the Medical Society of the | 
county of Cumberland, State of New Jersey, asking thet the | 
grade of medical otlicers of the navy shall have te same H 
degree of yank relatively to officers of the tine in the navy, | 
as Correspouding grades of medical officers of the army now i 
possess according to law relatively to officers of the line in 
the army: Provided, That the assimilated rank hereby con- 
[ t shall not entitle any medical officer in the navy toin- 
ed pay, or to take precedence of any officer who may 
be in tegal command of any port station, or vessel, to which 
said medical officer may be officially attached tor duty. 
By Mr. PEASLEM: Tbe petition of D. J. Daniels and | 
others, citizens of Northfield ang Franklin Siate of | 
rtunendment of the tarit laws of 1846, |) 


a resolution to go to the Committee on Finance, 
the object of which I will briefly explain. Hutch- 
inson, who was the marshal appointed by the late 
Administration, got into his possession a large 
quantity of wheat from the farmers of Wisconsin; 
l do not recollect the amount, but several hundred 


| thousand bushels of wheat came into his posses- 


sion, as‘a forwarding and commission merchant. 
Being in failing circumstances, and in process of 
defaulting to the Government, he made a sale of 
this wheat to Boalt, of Ohio. After Mr. Hutchin- 
son had absconded, the farmers of the country got 
wind that they were about to be swindled in this 
manner, and they assembled, to the number of 
about two thousand, at the town of Southport, 
with the intention of reclaiming their property. 
Boalt sued out, from the United States District 
Court for the State of Wisconsin, a writ of replevin 
to get possession of the wheat, and placed it in 
the hands of the marshal, who went to Southport 
and attempted to execute it. The persons who 
had assembled there—and I wish they had been 
more successful, for they had been egregriously 
swindled—attempted to prevent the execution of 


: the writ, and the seizure of the wheat, and its 


removal out of the jurisdiction of the State, by 
this Mr. Boalt, of Ohio. The marshal found 
that he was incompetent to execute the writ; for 
these farmers, feeling themselves oppressed by the 
outrage committed upon them by marshal Hutch- 
inson, were disposed to use every means in their 
power to prevent the wheat being taken away, for 
they had never received a farthing for it. Under 


| these circumstances, the deputy marshal, Mr. Col- 


ton, (his principal having absconded,) consulted 
the judge of the United States District Conrt in 
regard to the matter. The judge, as shown by 
the affidavits of the marshal, and of the com- 
manders of the companies, assured him that it was 
in his power to make a requisition upon’ the com- 
manders of these independent companies, that they 
should turn out and assist him in the execution of 
the writ, and the deputy marshal consequently 
made a requisition, The officers, after consulting 
in regard to their duty, called out their companies, 
marched them to Southport, a distance of thirty- 
five miles, surrounded the warehouse, and re- 
mained in attendance there for a number of days, 
until the writ was executed, and the wheat shipped 
and taken away. They then began to inquire how 
they were to be compensated for all this, and they 


i found then that the judge (A. G. Miller) would 


give them no further satisfaction, though in exe- 
cuting his writ, the two companions, each con- 
taining about eighty men, had been put to ex- 
pense in going to Southport. The deputy marshal 


j found himseifin the unpleasant condition of having, 


acting under the orders of the judge, called out these 
men, and being without the power of giving them 
any compensation for their services. For these 
services they sentin their account. That account 
was submitted to the First Auditor, and by him 
to the First Comprroller, (Mr. Whittlesey,) who 


: has made a report, and forwarded it io ane of my 
i| colleagues in the House of Representatives, in 
| which report he comes to the conclusion that 
| there is no law to compensate them, and that they 


r 5 i| must go uncom 
HN P ` fits 5 i 
Mr. COOPER presented the memorial of in the matter. 


McKean Buchanan, a purser in the navy, asking | 
indemnity for. losses sustain im In conse- ; A ; : 
Y Or, CR 34 ned by bim in CONSE- “i to refer ihem to the Committee on Finance, with 

quence of an illegal order of his commanding offi- |, a resolution, of which I will ask the immediat 
cer; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- ! Be ai 5 j Eee ae 
sions 4) consideration: 
Mr. DOUGLAS presented the petition of Orvis il 


pensated unless Congress will act 
{desire now to present a copy of 


CLAIM FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 
Mr. WALKER. 


triet of Wisconsin. : ` 


Mr. DICKINSON. Ido not rise to object to 
i the consideration at this time, but to suggest to 
the Chair and to the Senator from Wisconsin that, 
as this resolution bas nothing to do with any 
money in the Treasury, the reference proposed is 
an inappropriate one. The Committee of Claims, 
| or on the Judiciary, or, as it savors somewhat of 
| Military affairs, the Military Committee, would be 
more appropriate. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 had some difficulty in de- 
termining to what committee the resolution should 


shal of the State of Wisconsin in the execution by | 
him of a writ of replevin in the case of Boalt and || be : 

: | referred. Ihave n fe a 
Hutchinson. In order to get these papers properly | o preference for any com 


| 
te 
` : |i mittee, and. I will theref i 
before the Senate, I desire to accompany them with || “Judiciary” for Cpe ee the -word 


i the account and the affidavits to the Senate, and ; 


There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. n 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Commitiee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred House bill No. 349, 
being the bill to grant a register to the bark James 
Patton, jr., now the Granadian bark “ Bogota,” 
reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Mr. H. observed that, as the bark was now 
ready for sea, he hoped the bill might be permit- 
ted to pass without further delay. i 

Objection having been made, the motion was 
overruled. 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred House bilis of the 
following titles: 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensions of the Uni- 
ted States for the year ending 30ih June, 1851; 

An act making appropriations for the payment 
of navy pensions for the year ending 30th June, 
1851; reported back the same without amendment, 
and recommended their passage. 

Mr. D. gave notice that he would, at an early 
day, ask to take up and have them disposed of. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
memorial of the corporate authorities of Lynn, 
asking the establishment of a port of entry at that 
place, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to permit vessels from the British 
North American provinces to lade and unlade at 
such places in any collection district of the Uni- 
ted States as he may designate; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instruct- 
ed to examine a bronzed medal of the late President of the 
United Siates, General Zachary Taylor, the workmanship 
of N. Gevelot, and if, upon such examination, the said com- 
mtttee shall deem it worthy of the hero and the statesman 
itis intended to commemorate, that the said committee be 
authorized to procure as many Copies of said medal as they 
may deem proper for the Library and various offices of the 
Government in the city of Washington. 

Mr. ATCHISON, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of the heirs and representatives of Colonel Alex- 
ander G. Morgan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order of the day, being the bill * pro~ 
posing to the State of Texas the establishment 

of her northern and western boundaries, the re- 
i linguishment by the said State of all territory 
claimed by her exterior to said boundaries, and 
of all her claim upon the United States,” 

After having introduced this bill on Monday last, 
Mr. Pearce addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I think it must 
be admitted that the greatobstacle in the pathway 
of our legislation during the present session has 
been this disputed boundary of Texas. That was 
the final difficulty of the compromise bill, and may 
be considered as a principal cause of its defeat. f 
am very well aware of the motives which induced 
the combination of several measures in one. FẸ 
know it is supposed that sometimes such a union 
produces a combination of interests favorable to 
the passage of the united bill, but I think it just 
as often happens that this union produces a con- 
centration of the elements of opposition, insuffi- 
cient each one of itself to defeat the measure to 
which it applies, but which, when combined, have 
sufficient force to overthrow the whole, Besides, 
sir, I confess that it seems to me to be right that 
each measure should be determined by the consid- 
erations which are properly applicable to itself 
alone, being neither helped nor prejudiced by what 
relates to another subject. l have, therefore, de- 
termined to present to the Senate a bill for the es- 
| tablishment of the boundary of Texas, unconnect- 
ed with any other subject. It isa subject of great 
importance, because it involves not only the rights 
and claims of a State and of the. United States, 
but, what is of far more importance, it involves 
the peace and harmony of the Union, so vital to the 
welfare and prosperity of all of the States, and so 
| dear, Lam sure I may say, to every patriotic heart. 


SR 
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The bill I present, sir, is not the result of a cal- 
culating bargain, in which the rights of each party 
have been estimated with exact precision, and 
their money-value counted at the market rate; 
neither does it disregard the rights and obligations 
of the respective parties and surrender up every- 
thing to the demands of one. I have endeavored 
to frame it with a view to allow Texas liberally 
for whatever territory she may cede to the United 
States, as well as for whatever claims she may 
relinquish to the United States, to relieve her from 
the burden of obligations which have been sup- 
posed by many to be equitably binding on the 
Union; and with a view also to preserve to the 
Government of the United States, an entire Ter- 
ritory, and to secure to the people of that Terri- 
tory such protection as was guarantied to them by 
the late treaty with Mexico. The bill proposes a 
boundary which | cannot suppose will be agreea- 
ble to every one. I think, however, that it is 
more free from objection than any other boundary 
which has yet been proposed, and it allows Texas 
compensation, large and liberal | admit, but which 
] yet think {can defend upon principles of justice, 
of equity, and of patriotism. F was very desirous 
to form a boundary, in one respect, somewhat 
differently from the shape which I was finally 
&ompelled to give it. I may remark before I pro- 
ceed that three provisions of the bill are taken, 
with some amendment and the addition of the last 


proviso, from the bill which was introduced into |; 


the Senate in the early part of the session by the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benton.] It struck 
me asa very desirable thing to avoid two dificul- 
ties. First, to give such a boundary as will avoid 
the objection which has so often been urged by 
Southern gentlemen to other proposed bounda- 
ries, that they were proposals to surrender to the 
North territory which, by the joint resolutions 
of annexation, and in the spirit of the Missouri 
compromise, was guarantied to the South or 
to southern institutions. Secondly, it was very 
desirable to avoid the dismemberment of New 
Mexico; to preserve it intact, if not in the 
whole of its original extent, as contended for by 
some, at least so far as the territorial authority 
has practically been exercised. I have endeav- 
ored to keep both those objects in view, and I 
think | have approximated to it, though I may not 
perfectly have accomplished both. In order to avoid 
the southern objections, I have begun the northern 
boundary at the intersection of the 100th meridi- 
an west of Greenwich by the parallel of 36° 30 
north latitude. That cuts off a portion of the un- 
doubted territory of Texas. The Senate are well 
aware that by the treaty with Spain of 1819, our 
boundary ran up the Sabine river to the 32d par- 
allel of north latitude; thence north to the Red riv- 
er with the Red river to the 100th degree of west 
longitude; and thence north to the Arkansas, and 
go on. 
ary between Spain and the United States at the 
time of that treaty. By the treaty of 1828 with 
Mexico we recognized that boundary as applied to 
Mexico, and the territory west of it as belonging 
to Mexico. By the convention of 1838 with Tex- 
as, proposing to appoint commissioners to run and 
mark apart of this boundary, we recognized her as 


the owner of the soil west of the 100th degree of | 


west longitude. There is no disputing, therefore— 
and if there were, abundant facts could be shown for 
my purpose—that a large area of territory, whose 
extent westward is indeed indefinite, did belong 
and does now belong to Texas. A portion of that 
territory I propose to cut off and cede to the Uni- 
ted Staies, but I do not propose to cut off any of 
the territory south of 36° 30°. My proposal is to 
run the northern boundary line three degrees west 
of the parallel of 36° 30', untilitshall reach the 103d 
degree of longitude west from Greenwich. The 
bill introduced by the Senator from Missouri early 
in the session, contemplated 102° west from Green- 
wich as the boundary of Texas on the west, and 
that boundary was perfectly satisfactory to me; 
but as it was not so to the gentlemen from Texas, 
whom it was desirable to conciliate, I yielded it, 
partly on that account, and partly because I did 
not think it absolutely necessary to adhere to it. 
Running my eye over the latest map of this 
country which I have seen, the map of Dr. Wis- 


lizenus, to which my attention was kindly called | 


by the Senator from Missouri, I find that between 
the meridians of 102 and 103, and extending more 
than two and a half degrees of latitude, lies the 


The parallel of 100°, then, was the bound- | 


Llano Estacado, or the staked plain, of which we 
have heard before—high, arid table land, in facta 
desert, as-waste and as barren off vegetation as the 
waves of the Dead Sea. If I had fixed the bound- 
ary on the 102d degree of longitude, this arid des- 
ert, a worthless tract of country, would havebeen 
thrown outside of Texas and into New Mexico, 
except a small part of it on the east, which, if it 
had belonged to New Mexico, as would have been 
the case by such an arrangement, would have been 
cut off by the desert from all communication with 
the settled parts of the country of which it wasa 
portion. North of this waste the land is better, 
though I cannot say what proportion of it is val- 
uable. It lies, however, on the upper waters of 
the Red river and the Canadian fork of the Ar- 
kansas, which here are riversof Texas. The ob- 


ject of the Senator from Missouri was to provide 


such a western boundary for Texas as would give 
her the command of the heads of all the Texan 
rivers. This object is fully accomplished by the 
meridian of 103, which I have taken. By this ar- 
rangement also a liberal margin is left to New 
Mexico, not only to protect the present settle- 
ments, but to allow room for her expansion— 
enough to make her, in time, as population fills 
up, a respectable and tolerably strong State. ‘The 


| line to the Rio Grande is objectionable, [ know, to 


some members of the Senate, and I should have 
been glad to consult their wishes by running it a 
little further south, but I find that that would meet 
with as much or more opposition. 
however, can change it if they please. This line 
does, to be sure, cut off New Mexico, according 


to the estimate of the Senator from Missouri, | 


[Mr. Benron,] to whose superior geographical 
knowledge I cheerfully defer. ) 
carry New Mexico down to the mouth of the 
Puerco river, and said of the line in the compro- 
mise bill that it cut off the legs of New Mexico, 
amputated her at the hips. But there is very little 
objection now to this, because the Senate is aware 
that the recent Convention of New Mexico, which 
met to form State institutions, performed that pro- 
cess of amputation for themselves, not precisely 
at the exact line which I propose, but so nearly so 
as to make it not worthy the attention of the Sen- 
ate. I suppose that, inasmuch as they have am- 


putated these members themselves, it is not of very |; 
material consequence for us to take the trouble to | 
splice them together again. Now, this line strikes | 
| the Rio Bravo del Norte near El Paso; according 


to several maps, a little south of El Paso. But I 
am bound to say in candor to the Senate, that more 
recent maps, and the one I have mentioned, made 
from actual observations, give the latitude of El 
Paso as 310 45! 50”, which is about fourteen miles 
south of the line which | propose. I should be 
very glad if 1 thought I couid obtain the consent 
of the Senate to run this line down to Ei Paso, so 
as to correspond precisely with the line adopted by 
the Convention of New Mexico. The difference, 
however, isa small one. The town of El Paso 
itself, as the Senate knows, is not on the east side 
of the river, bat belongs to the State of Chihuahua, 


in Mexico, and the settlements upon the American | 
| side up to the 32d degree, do not, I take it, contain | 
| much population. 


There is a small settlement at 
Eleazario, some fifteen miles further south, form- 
erly in Chihuahua, but which by a freak of the 
river, changing its channel, is now on the east side 
and in the United States. This proposed line will 
give about half of the whole course of the Puerco 
to New Mexico, along which are valleys nearly 
parallel to those of the Bravo del Norte, which are 
suitable for settloment and the abodes of civiliza- 
tion: and Í think that with this territory on the 
east side of the river, and that which is notin dis- 
pute on the west of the river, we shall be able to 
form a State quite respectable enough, 


Well, now, sir, it becomes me to say to the: 


Senate what there is that Texas surrenders to the 
United States, and what other considerations there 


are which have induced me to offer the large : 
In į 
the first place, Texas surrenders all the territory | 
north of the boundary line I have described, and ; 
between it and the Arkansas river, which is un- } 
doubtedly hers. It is, to be sure, a wild territory, i 


amount of compensation proposed in the bill. 


without settlements, and almost unknown to civi- 
lization, but traversed occasionally by her rangers 


and some trappers and hunters; indeed, I believe ; 
her rangers once had a conflict there with the | 
troops of the United States, by whom they were ° 


The Senate, Í 


He proposed to; 


disarmed—an affair which made quite a. disturb- 
ance between the Governments of Texas and the 
United. States for a time. Humboldt, T think, 
states the northern boundary of New Mexico- to 
be 36°—at least he says that it reaches from the 
31st to the 38th degree of north latitude. North of 
this projects the long, narrow neck of land which ` 
reaches to the 42d parallel, our old boundary, and 
of which it may be difficult to say to whom it did 
belong—to Mexico or Texas. . The latter claimed 
it. It contained some seventeen or eighteen thou- 
sand square miles of territory, iniportant for other 
purposes than tillage or settlement. AL this is, 
Í know, not worth the ten millions which 1 pro- 
pose to give Texas; but then we must recollect 
that Texas has claims to other territory, which 
she surrenders by the bill, (I do not say “rights;” 
I carefully make the discrimination)—to the whole 
of the country cast of the Rio Grande. The Sen- 
! ate very well know that I am one of those who 
never have believed in the validity of those claims; 
but I cannot shut my eyes to the fact that there 
are others who think that these.claims are per- 
fectly valid. While I must maintain the convic- 
tions of my own reason, I must be deferential and 
respectful to gentlemen who entertain a different 
opinion. I know that there are many gentlemen 
on this floor who believe that Texas has always, 
from the time of the battle of San Jacinto, ‘or 
rather the arrangement with Santa Anna, had a 
valid and just claim to the whole of the territory 
east of the Rio Grande. [also know that ‘there 
are other gentlemen who do not entertain that 
opinion, and who, prior to the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, thought that Texas had no manner of 
claim to this country, but that since that treaty 
she has acquired a good right to it~that which 
was only a claim having ripened into a title. Such 
is the opinion of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
| Berrren,] whose integrity and whose parliament- 
ary and judicial ability command my most pro- 
found respect. That Senator made an able and 
ingenious argument upon this floor to prove thatf 
to be the effect of the treaty—that the limits on 
Texas not having been fixed by treaty between 
! the United States and Mexico, we are estopped 
‘| from denying ber claim to the Rio Grande. ‘Itis 
not necessary for me to go into this argument. I 
only desire to say that all this, though it, may 
not decide the claim of Texas, gives some color to 
it, at all events. Then, sir, the Government of 
the United States has never recognized her title to 
the Rio Grande country, and though the acts ofa 
former Executive seem to contradict it, yet it must 
be admitted that Mr. Polk and his Administration 
did in 1847 express an opinion in favor of this 
claim. I never subscribed to the sufficiency of the 
|i reasons for this opinion, and indeed held them to 
i be wholly unsatisfactory; yet, when an eminent 
functionary of the Government, bound by a high 
duty in this respect, gives an opinion directly con- 
trary to my own, I do not feel, in a case like this, 
‘that I ought to question his sincerity, or deny all 
` consideration to it. On the contrary, it is of the 
| very nature of compromise to allow weight to the 
opinions of others which are adverse to our own. 
l think, therefore, that part of the proposed ten 
millions may faitly be set down to the account of 
the claims thus supported, even if we be not sat- 
isfied of their validity. r ‘ a 

| But, sir, there is another consideration, and itis 
| one to which I have been exceedingly unwilling to 
| 

| 

! 


| give my assent, but to which, nevertheless, [ have 
been unable to refuse it. The Senate are aware 
! that the State of Texas has incurred, since her in- 
‘dependence, a considerable debt. They ‘know 
‘ also that she has issued bonds to her creditors, in 
some of which the revenues from her customs are 
specially pledged for the payment of principal and 
interest. Upon the annexation of Texas to the 
United States, her right to levy duties upon Im- 
ports was surrendered to the Government of the 
United States; so that source of revenue became 
extinct, or fell into the possession of the United 
States. The revenue derivable from this source is 
not at present large, but it is likely to. become 
very large and valuable in futare. I understand,’ 
from authorities on which 1 can rely, that the 
trade of Texas at this time amounts to five millions 
of dollars a year, and that in the city of Houston 
alone seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars’ 
worth of dutiable goods are consumed annually. 
We know that the populauon is Increasiog with 
counsiderable rapidity, and in. the. course of a 
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r 
few years will swell up to such an amount | 


as would enable the State, if still. in possession |; 


of the revenue derived from the duty on im 
ports, to defray the interest on the bonds, and 
finally to extinguish them by. a full payment 
True, Texas reserved to herself her public lands, 
but itis also true that they are at presenta very | 
inadequate source of revenue, and likely to con- | 
tinue so for some time. When a State pledges her 


rent expenses of the governmentshall be deducted, | 
because, if not, the government, unsupported by | 
fiscal mears, could not exist; anarchy would en- | 
sue, and the responsibility and obligations to the 
ereditors would become absolutely valueless. But, | 
sir, these creditors, to whom the revenues of Texas | 
were pledged for the payment of their bonds, must 
undoubtedly have relied upon that source of reve- 
nue; they must have looked, not to the present 
productiveness of these Texan sources of income, 
but to their future productiveness; and although 
they had no legal right to compel Texas to appro- ; 


priate the revenue derived from that source to the |! 


payment of the bonds, and are utterly powerless to 


compel the United States, yet the very fact that ` 


they are powerless, that they rest entirely upon 
moral force for the performance of these obliga- : 


tions to them, gives them a higher claim to the ii 


equity and consideration of the Congress of the | 
United States. I will not liken it to the case of a: 
mortgage, because I do not suppose the operations | 
of the Government can be likened to a mortgage, | 
being things different in their natures; but, so far | 
as there is any analogy at all, it is undoubtedly in | 
favor of the case which l now present. | 
itors of Texas had a moral claim, at all events, ! 
upon the duties on imports into Texas. 
duties have been taken by the United States, under | 
the terms of annexation; and, although there was 
a special stipulation in the joint resolutions of an- 
nexation that these creditors of Texas should not | 
claim of the United States Government the pay- | 
ment of these duties, yet it may well be doubted | 
whether that agreement between the United States 
and Texas can release the United States from its 
moral obligation to the creditors, or whether, these 
duties having been specifically pledged by Texas 
for the payment of these bonds, it is not the duty 
of the United States, at all events, to make some ` 
compensation to these creditors, Well, sir, this | 
being the case, I think L am perfectly safe in say- 
ing that the Congress of the United States need 
never expect to get rid of the claims of these cred- 
itors of Texas until they are paid. Considering 


which muet soon fill her settlements, that her pro- | 
ductive capacity will soon be quadrupled, and that | 
her ability to consume will keep pace with increas- | 
ing production, we must see that no inconsiderable | 
tribute to onr Treasury will flow from the customs | 
duties on Texan commerce. Itis nota sufficient - 
answer to say that without annexation Texas | 
would have had no security, and therefore no in- | 
crease of commerce, for we know that her inde- | 
pendence would have been acknowledged by 
Mexico on the condition of eternal separation from 
the United States; and that if this scheme, guar- 
antied by England and France, had gone into | 


operation, she would soon have gathered strength |! 
Besides, sir, I remem- `i 
ber that when we were opposing annexation, one `i 


and grown in prosperity. 


prominent objection was that we should come 
under obligations to pay a part of her debt. 
of her bonds was exhibited in the Senate, and we 
were told to mark the pledgeand heed the liability 
which would devolve on us. All these are con- 
siderations which have weighed with me in deter- 

“mining the amount of ten millions allowed in the 
bill. 

I have been furnished with a statement from the 
office of the, Auditor and Comptroller of Texas, 
which gives the names of the holders of all Texan 
bonds for which the revenue from import duties 
was specially pledged, and the amounts of prin- 
cipal and interest respectively due to each, calcu- | 
lated up to some time in 1848. The aggregate . 
amount is $4,045,027 14; which, by this time, as 
the interest is at the rate of ten per cent. per an- | 
num, must be about four millions and a half. If to | 
this sum, which equity strongly calls on us to al- | 
low, we add a liberal amount for the territory : 
which Texas undoubtedly cedes, and allow liber- 
ally also for the territory which she claims, and 
which some think she is justly entitled to, though 


i 
i 


Thecred- ii 
Those |! 


reached the aggregate amount of the $10,000,000 
which is proposed to be paid in the bill. 1 am 
aware that this will be considered extravagant, 


have been engaged and more especially when 
we consider the fifteen milions to be paid for 
the cession, as many think, and as I think, of 


i| part of this very territory; still, taking all these 
revenue, it is with an understanding that the cur- f g ase is: 

| made out, on -which every Senator could justify | 
i 


considerations together, [ think a fair case i 


himself to his conscience for allowing the sum 
proposed. But there is another“ consideration, 


i| Stronger with me than all these, quite as strong 


even as the claims of justice, though it may seem 
strange to say so; and that is, the consideration of 
| the peace and harmony of the country, which rests, 
| | believe, on the proposition now before the Senate. 
i F do not mean to say, nor have I the vanity to sup- 
| pose, that any measure of mine is so important 
| to the welfare of the country, and to its peace and 
| harmony, but ] do believe that the quiet of most 
of the discontent which pervades one portion of 
| the country, and of the dissensions which disturb 
the harmony and threaten the peace of all, cannot 
be hoped for until the passage of some measure ef- 
fecting the object which I have in view. Neither 
can I doubt that the people of the United States 
will cheerfully give from their vast resources 
the sum which is proposed for an object so 
patriotic and so important to them. Sir, we 
cannot close our eyes to the fact that this ter- 
ritorial dispute of Texas has brought about a 
state of things of the most alarming character. Ìt 
cannot be denied that a feeling of great discontent 
| prevails in Texas. It is useless to ask whether 


fact is so. Right or wrong, there is a general be- 


| lief that they have claims which are valid, though 


| not allowed; and that the power of the General 
tion of their claims. 


tion of feeling to which various causes have bro 
į the people of that State. Sympathetic feelings 
prevail in some of the southern States, and it is 
difficult to say how far the inflamed spirit may be 
diffused. This condition of things is threatening 
| the peace of the Union. It should be terminated 
at once, unless we are willing to see discord pre- 
vailing, and the strength of the Government tried 


in the collision between State and general authori- | 
li ty, which cannot now be avoided, except by some | 
ii such healing measure as this. 
the vast extent of Texas, the large population ‘! 


No ohe can doubt 
that we ought to arrest these evils at once, to re- 


to result ia a dissolution of those bonds which 
constitute us one people. 
ble to such considerations. I feel as strongly as 
any one the absolute necessity of doing something 
to put an end to a question which menaces us with 
consequences so serious, if not fatal. 
perfecily satisfied if the biil which I have presented 
ve modified by the Senate in any manner agreeable 
to them, if it will accomplish the purpose for which 
it was designed. 

There is another subject to which I must ask the 
attention of the Senate for a few moments, and 


ʻi that is the proviso attached to the last clause of the 
One | 


bill. It has been proposed by some that the Uni- 
_ ted States should reserve to itself the right of dis- 
tributing the money we may vote to Texas among 
her creditors, but I have put no such provision as 
that in the bill, and for several reasons. In the 


and in the second, 1 do not want to place Texas 
in the condition of appearing to be obliged to be 
placed in the hands of a commissioner of bank- 
ruptey. It seems to me that while it would be im- 


| safety to her creditors and honor 
| this distrtbution. ft would also be an indignity to 

the State of Texas. Sir, one of the highest affronts 
that could be offered to an honest man, would be 
to say, when he has ample means to discharge his 
debts, that you suspect his honor, and will not 
trust him with the money devoted to this purpose. 
It is quite as offensive, undoubtedly, to a State, to 
suppose that she will be faithless and fraudulent in 


to herself, make 


fi with others difer as to that, you will have 


especially after the expensive war in which we | 


there has been any justifying cause for this. The |: 


Government is interfering with their own vindica- | 
The counsels of wisdom and ʻi 
moderation are not likely to subdue the exaspera- | 
aught | 


lieve the country now from the agitating questions | 
which impede the public business from day to day, | 
which stop the ordinary current of legislation, and ji 
threaten to stop the wheels of Government, if not :} 


Sir, I cannot be insensi- ;; 


I shall be | 


first place, I do not wish the United States to be- 
come a commissioner in bankruptcy for Texas; | 


politic in us to undertake that which we have not | 
| the means of doing properly, Texas can, with | 


a settlement with her creditors. 1 am not willing 
to make such an imputation on Texas, to suspect 
in the least her honor or the honor of her Legis- 
lature. Jam willing to submit the matter to her 
decision, and to let her settle with her creditors 
with the means with which we have provided her, 
| But I admit, at the same time, that itis right to 
j guard the Treasury of the United States from the 
contingencies which may flow from this measure, 
if Texas should not adopt this course, or if Texas 
were to settle with her creditors,not in full, but 
upon a reduction of their claims for principal and 
interest due by them, even with their assent. It is 
possible that at some future time these creditors, 
even after having consented to take seventy-five 
cents in the dollar, if that can be supposed, may 
come back on the government of the Unied States 
and demand the full amount. I propose to guard 
j against that, and for that purpose | have intro- 
| duced the last proviso in the bill. It provides that 
i of the ten millions of five per cent. stock, to be 
il issued after the State of Texas shall have assented 
i to these terms, and signified her assent in proper 
|| form to the Government of the United States, we 
Shall retain five millions until such timeas a full 
release shall be filed in the Treasury of the United 
States, by the creditors holding those bonds for 
which the duties on the customs are pledged. The 
arrangement rendered necessary by this proviso 
may easily be effected by these creditors and Texas, 
On the presentation of these claims, (and I believe 
they all have been presented under the act of the 
Legislature of Texas of 1848, which called upon 
the creditors to exhibit their claims,) the amount 
of which is furnished in the statement | referred to 
not long ago, to the treasury of Texas, it is per- 
i fectly competent for Texas to give them orders for 
| stock on the Treasury of the United States, for the 
|| amount to which they may be entitled, by any ar- 
rangement which may be agreed upon between 
i them. And these orders, being filed in the Trea- 


i Sury Department, will be ample security to the 
: United States, and protect us from the possible de- 
mands to which I have referred. The necessary 
| details can be prescribed by the authority of the 
|: Treasury Department. . 

i| Ihave now, Mr. President, noticed briefly all 
‘| the features of the bill which I have presented. I 
hope it will pass, because I feel sure that its pas- 
i sage will immediately remove the most trouble- 
some of the causes which have disturbed our legis- 
lation during this long and weary session. ‘That 
out of the way, we may hope to dispose of the 
|; others speedily, aad give quiet, content, and har- 
| mony to the country. 


On Mr. Prarce’s motion, the bill was then or- 
dered to be printed and made a special order. 


On the bill being taken ap to-day, it was read a 
| second time and considered as in Committee of the 
: Whole. 

| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I feel constrained, Mr. 
i; President, to consume some of the time- of the 
Senate in my opposition to this bill, | will get 
through what I have to say with as much speel as 
I possibly can. lam one of those who, | sup- 
pose, may, to some extent, be held responsible for 
the defeat of what has been denominated the com- 
| promise bill, When the Senator from Georgia 
i offered his amendment to that bill, afier the vari- 
i ous fluctuations and manifestations of imbecility 
i on the part of the friendsof that measure in chang- 
ii ing positions, and in changing front as soon as the 
amendment was offered to the bili, | entered my 
protest against it. The Senator from Maryland 
who introduced the measure now before the Senate 
has the responsibility of having made the motion 
for which I voted, and which, according to the 
| friends of the compromise bill, ended in the de- 
struction of that measure. He has had his share 
, of censure for the loss of that bill, and J, less dis- 
tinguished and more humble than he, have escaped 
| from public notice, and from the coiossal weight 
of this responsibility. 

But, Mr. President, from the beginning of that 
measure down to its final termination, if the com- 
mittee had ever thought proper to fill the blank 
which we were told at some day or other in the 
progress of that bill was to be filled, I intended to 
submit to the Senate some remarks on the sub- 
ject. The bill having been disposed of without 
the blank ever having been filled, and the same 
Proposition in substance, with a slight modifica- 
i Hon, Coming up under the bill offered by the Sena- 


ji 


1850. 


torfrom Maryland, it seems to me that the occa- | 
sion has now arisen for my taking that general 
view of the subject which Í had always contem- 
plated taking, and upon which E wish to stand 
before my constituents at home. 

There is one aspect, sir, in regard to the ques- 
tion of slavery that can never be so disposed of as 
to prevent agitation. So far as itis a moral and 
religious subject, and so far as men have differed, 
do differ, and will continue to differ in regard to 
the institution upon moral and religious princi- 
ples, there is no possibility of ever ending, either 
in this or in any other country, agitation upon this 
subject. In that respect, sir, it is like the question 
of the Hindoo religion, or the Mahomedan reli- 
gion, or any other religion upon which men in 
different ages have differed. In that respect, it is 
like the question of government, whether it shall be 
monarchical, aristocratical, or democratical, Men 
in all ages of the world have continued to differ 
on these subjects. And so in respect to slavery. 
There is no way in which it i®possible that agita- 
tion and discussion, and public speeches, can be 
put down. I do not, therefore, look to this bill as 
any remedy for that. That is a condition of things 
for which there is no possible remedy, unless you 
can silence the thoughts and speeches of men. 
What, then, sir, in reference to the mere question 
of slavery, will this bill accomplish, even if it 
should pass? ‘The few remarks | have made show 
that you cannot prevent the operations of the 
minds of men, or silence their tongues upon the 
subject. If the bill should pass, what will it ac- 
complish in reference to the institution? it can 
only have one of two effects, and it is not possible 
for it to have any other. The one is, that it may 
enlarge the territory on which you may place slave 
population, and the other is, that it may restrict 
the territory on which you may place that popula- 
tion. l 

Now, sir, which of these effects will it have? 
Will it enlarge the territory? If it does, it may be 
said, according to the arguments which have been 
made on this subject, in this Senate, that it will 
commend itself to the southern mind; that they 
must go for the bilt because it would enlarge the 
area of slavery. If it restricts the area of slavery 
and converts into free soil that which perhaps 
might otherwise be slave territory, then it wears 
an aspect in which it will commend itself to the 
northern mind, and make them go for the bill. 
Now, which of these two purposes will this bill 
accomplish? Can any one tell? Sir, it depends 


entirely upon ulterior steps, which it will accom- | 


plish. It depends upon the legislation of this body 
for the Territory, if you choose to assume the 
jurisdiction of legislating on the subject of slavery, 
or it depends upon the legislation of the people of 
the Territory themselves, after you have separated 
it from Texas. And how will they decide the 


question? Does anybody know? It cannot be | 
told, because it depends upon ulterior legislation, 


either on the part of Congress or on the part of the 
people of the Territories. In reference, then, to 
the restriction or extension of slavery, this bill 
settles nothing—establishes nothing. lt does not 
hold out to the people of the United States either | 
that it shall be or shall not be free or slave terri- 
tory. How then does it settle the question of sla- 


very in reference to the Territory? Ido not see | 


how it does it. 

Well, sir, if it will neither produce a cessation 
of discussion on the subject of slavery in the pul- 
pit, in the press, on the stump, or at the fireside; 
if it accomplishes none of these purposes; if, upon 
the face of the bill, it neither says it shall be free 
territory nor slave territory, does it not leave the 
whole question perfectly afloat so far as refers to 
the question of slavery? It does, sir. Then, sir, 
with these remarks it seems to me that we ought 
to lay out of view all connection whatever between 
the much-mooted question of slavery and the pro- | 
visions of this bill. You ought to look upon them 
as wholly distinct and disconnected; because if 
you look at them closely you will see no connec- 
tion between the question of slavery and the ob- 
ject of this bill, and there can be none, as | have 
already shown in the few words I have addressed | 
to the Senate. It is suggested to me by a friend 
that there ought to be no connection between them. 
I think so precisely. I think we ought to settle 
the boundary of Texas upon principles wholly 
disconnected with the question of slavery. 

But what have we seen upon that subject? We 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


saw a vote taken here the other day, every south- 
ern man, I believe, except myself, voting that the 
Rio del Norte was the true boundary between 
Texas and the United States from its mouth to its 
source, and every northern man voting that it was 
not. 

_ Mr. MANGUM. I beg pardon for interrupt- 
ing the gentleman, but I think I have never given 
any such vote. If I did, I] misunderstood the ques- 
tion That is not in accordance with my opinion 
at ail. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Perhaps the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Mancum] was not in 
the Senate at the time. That, at any rate, was the 
tendency of the vote, if I understood it. He might 
not have been here; and perhaps the language 
which [ used when I said “ every northern man ” 
and every ** southern man ” should be regarded as 
hyperbolical. 1 do not know that every Senator 
from these two sections of the Union was in his 
seat atthe time. I do not mean to do any injus- 
tice to any Senator, but I mean to be understood if 
possible, and in what I have got to say to tell a 
plain tale. The vote to which I have just referred 
was a vote in the main—I did not say every north- 
ern or every southern Senator, without exception. 
But it wasa vote in which geographical position 
seemed to regulate the opinion and belief of Sena- 
tors. Now, sir, when the minds of men, upon 
matters of law and fact, are governed en masse by 
geographical position, it argues very unfavorably, 
it seems to me, for the proper interests of the coun- 
try. But, sir, to say that the question of slavery 
has nothing to do with the opinions of gentlemen 
upon this subject, and to say that this bill should 
be taken on its own merits as a question of boun- 
dary, wholly and entirely disconnected with the 
question of slavery, is to say what is perfectly 
true; and in this point of view, 1 will proceed to 
examine it. 

Sir, this bill proposes to pay to Texas ten mil- 
lions of dollars, in a stock to be issued by the 
Government, bearing five per cent. interest, one 
half, or five millions of it, not to be issued tiil the 
Government shall have received assurance that the 
creditors of Texas have been paid and are satis- 
fied. Now, sir, thatis based upon the idea that 
we are to purchase territory from Texas—upon 
the idea that Texas owns something which she 
has aright to sell. It is based, therefore, upon 
| the double idea that we areto purchase territory 
from Texas, and that Texas has a title in the ter- 
ritory to sell. My first remark, Mr. President, 
upon that subject is this: If Texas owns this 
country I do not want to buy it. If she owns it, 
I want her to keep every foot of it. If Texas 
owns this country, it is slave territory; and | 
have differed with others upon this floor upon this 
subject of extending slave territory. I conscien- 
tiously believe that the extension of slavery over 
territory, when you cannot increase the number 
of slaves by that extension, will operate to the 
relief of those States which have a superabundant 
slave population; and I believe that if Kentucky 
and some other States are ever to get rid of sla- 
very, as I most sincerely trast they may, this ex- 
tension and division of the slave population will 
help them to get clear of that description of popu- 
lation. But, sir, I believe further: I believe that 
the Constitution of the United States was formed 
when slavery existed ina majority of the States 
forming that Constitution. Upon the face of the 
Constitution itself it is shown that the existence 
of slavery was not regarded as an institution which 
prevented the operation of the National Govern- 
ment for national purposes in any respect what- 
ever. I believe that the great powers which ex- 
isted in the National Government could be made 
to operate beneficially for the people of the United 
| States, as well without as with the existence of 
slavery, or as well with its existence as without 
it. Sir, the institution of slavery is a domestic 
institution. It is limited to the territory where it 
is locally confined, and, like most domestic insti- 
tutions, has nothing whatever to do with the ex- 
ercise, on the part of this Government, of the 
great and general powers for which it was created. 
it has no more to do with the general powers of 
the Government than would the institution of 
polygamy, if a part of the country was inhabited 
by Mahomedans. Sir, L hope to see the day—it 
|| may not happen in my lifetime, bat I hope to see 
| it—when there will be that harmony and union and 
iL concert among the nations of the earth to settle all 


difficulties and contests by treaty stipulations, as 
exists in the Constitution of the United States -in 
regard to the great purposes for which. the nation, 
was formed, leaving all theif local matters.to be 
setiled by the local governments, and that the Gen- 
eral Governments shali settle all those questions for 
which they seem so well adapted. Sir, there. is 
no difficulty in dividing out the powers of govern- 
ment, and confining each to the performance of 
different functions. You see examples of it daily 
and hourly in each State... You-see your county 
corporations and your township corporations, and 
you see in operation in the same. township the 
Jaws of that township, and the laws.of the county, 
and the laws of the State, and perhaps those of 
the United States, too; and all this results froma 
division of power. And there is nothing incom- 
patible with the exercise of the distinct functions 
of these various governments, if they will only 
separate those powers which belong to the whole. 

Now, sir, slavery has nothing to do with all this— 
nothing whatever; and the diffusion of it will not 
obstruct the accomplishment of those great pur- 
poses for which the National Government was 
formed. I then say that, if this territory belong 
to Texas, and Texas holds it, it is slave territory; 
and | am for permitting it to remain as slave terri- 
tory; and I am for opening a door, so far as it is 
in my power, to let Kentuckians or any other peo- 
ple go into that territory with their slaves. For 
this reason, therefore, I cannot give my assent to 
the purchase of this territory in order that it may 


| be converted into free tertitory, if that is to be the 


result. I then say again, if this country belongs 
to Texas, Í do not want to buy it. [do not want 
to give her ten millions, if it is her country; for the 
chance, after making the purchase, of converting 
itinto free soil. I know that, if the country be~ 


; longs to her, I am perfectly safe. 1 know that 


the views I possess—if the country belongs to her, 
and you will permit it to remain with her—will 
be carried out literally, perfectly carried out; and 
there can be no obstruction. But, sir, if she owns 
it, and she sells it, and we pay ten millions for it, 
what will happen after it is sold I do not know, 
and nobody can tell, Ihave my opinion, but it 
is useless to speculate; and—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask the Senator from 
Kentucky whether he will permit me to suggest to 
bim that the hour‘ has arrived for taking up the 
California bill? and also whether it will not be in 
order to move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of that bill? - we 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection; but 
I wish to say that I have entertained these views 
for a long time, and it appears to me that the time 
has now arrived for their expression. *1 have col- 
lected fact after fact which have never made their 
appearance in this Senate yet; I have document 
upon document which have never been referred to 
yet; and if I did not suppose that L know some- 
thing that never yet has been noticed, and which 
I think is entitled to great consideration on this 
question, I would not speak at all. I dislike, 
above all things, the repetition for the thousandth 
time of the same worn-out idea. But I do know 
that there is a great deal of matter in the’ little 
budget I have before me which never has been 
brought forward, and which has much to do with 
the question. But I will give way, and let the 
gentleman make his motion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill till half-past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow, in order that the Senate may 
proceed to the consideration of the bill for the ad- 
mission of California. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone, and it was agreed to. 

THE ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union. . 

Mr. YULEE resumed the speech which. was 
interrupted yesterday by an adjournment, and 
spoke for two hours and three quarters. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, then requested him 
to give way for a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow. ~- 

Mr. YULEE assented. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS called for the yeas and nays 

Mr. YULEE said, as the yeas and nays were 
called for, he should prefer to proceed; and he 
hoped his friend from Mississippi would withdraw 
his motion. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, declined to with- 
draw his motion. 

The PRESIDENT put tie question on the de- ; 
mand for the. yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered, and, being taken, resulted as follow: 


-YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- į 
rien, Butlér, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, 
Foste, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Sebastian, Soulé, 
Turney, and Vulee—19. , p 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury , Bright. Cass, | 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewiug, Felch, 
Greene, Hamlin, Honston; Jones, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, Wales, | 
Walker, and Wintirop—3d. 


| rights of minorities >—an issue, which, I think, is 
not consonant with the character of an intelligent 
Congress. My friend from Georgia, [Mr. Ber- 
RIEN,] as all know, has assumed a position to- 
wards this subject which requires that he should 
be heard. Indeed, he has already intimated that 


night that Senator must be heard. I see indica- 


as he is already much exhausted, I shall feel 


Mr. YULEE then proceeded with his remarks, || bound to resort to all the means which the parlia- 
and having spoken half an hour longer— {i mentary law provides for his relief. I hope he 
Mr. DAWSON rose and said: If my friend i will tuke his time and do himself and hig subject 
from Fiorida will, give way, I will move an ad- || justice. l give notice that I shall avail myself of 
journment. || every parliamentary motion, and upon them I shall 
Mr. YULEE. I-would rather owe nothing to con) Ve Yeas 7 t 
the courtesy of ihe Senate. I am very much || indicated by the majority is persisted in. 
obliged to the Senator from Georgia, nevertheless. | 
Mr. DAWSON. In justification of my sug- 
gestion, | will remark that it must now be clearly 


I am 


| contest is to be forced upon us, to compel us to 
take a vote, and thereby preclude the speech of 


perceived that the speech of the Senator from Fior- || my friend from Georgia. The Senators from Geor- 
| gia, or one of them at least is bound to speak 


ida is not made to delay the action of this body. 0 À sp 
4 | upon this subject. The Senator from Louisiana 


It is a speech which is replete with important facts, || $ A S 
[Mr. Sours] has also given notice that he too wishes 


and it is a courtesy which is due to every member | 1 
that he should be allowed to present the facts |) to speak; but I allude particularly to the Senators 


which he has collected, with more convenience to | 
himself. i 
Mr. DICKINSON, i 
from Georgia that it is evident the speech of the |! 
Senator from Florida is not made against time. 1; 
was desirous to hear him yesterday; | am anxious i 
i 


1 concur with the Senator || will not undertake to admonish Senators, but they 
i! may depend upon it that there is wisdom in justice 
«and magnanimity. i 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 


to hear him to-day, and if not convenient for him | Mr. BERRIEN. Reference having been made 


to finish, I shall be willing to hear him again to- || 
morrow. But, at the same time, there is an ex- ! 
pression to which he has given utterance which L | 
hope he will withdraw, inasmuch as it places some į 
Senators under a sort of duress, and that he will | 
consent to an adjournment. À 
Mr. YULEE. Lam much obliged to my friends, ;, passage of this bill. 
but I cannot give way. What I said, | said coolly ;! Senate before, but I have spoken to amendments, 
and deliberately. I speak frankly, What I said | and have not spoken to the general merits of this 
was called forth by what occurred around me; and ‘or the compromise bill. I must fulfill my duty to 
I now say that I shall feel¢myself bound to use i my State, 
every proper parliamentary means to avert so) Whether the Senate, or those gentlemen who 
great a calamity as I see is to be forced upon the | advocate this bill, believe that the circumstances 
country and upon mankind. J will proceed with |! > é 
my remarks. |, holding the usual courtesy; whether they believe 
Mr. BUTLER rose and essayed to address the 
Senate. 
Mr. YULEE, I prefer to go on now. H 
He then continued his speech for about half an |; 
hour longer, when he was interrupted by iF 
Mr. BADGER, who requested him to give way | 
for a motion to adjourn. 
Mr. YULEE replied, that he certainly was suf- į! € 
fering from a soreness of throat, and, besides, a | cessary fulfillment of my duty. But if they shall 
note had been put into his hands which induced | be willing to pursue a different course—and 1 as- 


myself, that the position of the State which we 


of my duty to my State, to address an exhausted 
Senate, when I am not in a condition to fulfill that 
duty to my own satisfaction, is a question which, 
without desiring to produce any excitement, I wish 
respectfully to submit to the body for its decision. 


him to give way. e that 

Mr. BADGER said that some consideration was || and agitation—it will afford me great satisfaction. 

due to the Senator from Florida, and he hoped The vote was then taken upon the motion to 
therefore that the Senate would not object to an fi postpone, and it resulted as follows: 

, adjournment. !  YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bad 

Mr. YULER, I hope the motion to adjourn Bader, oS Bee Tries Min pi, Dawson, Dickinson, 

will not be put upon the ground of courtesy to me. | owns, Foote, Hanter, King, M ‘on, Morton, Norris, Rusk 

; = i A ii j chastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, and Yule 

Mr. DOUGLAS called for the yeas and nays, ; Pees a i 


and they were ordered, and were as follow: NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bright, Clarke, Davis of Massa- 


he shall ask to be heard, and if the majority are | 
determined to force us to a conclusion to-night, to- | 


tions that we are to be forced to a final vote; but | 
as the Senator from Florida has not finished, and | 


continually call for the yeas and nays, if the course | 


sorry that I am forced to do it, but I see thata | 


frora Georgia, who are under an uncontrollable | 
1i necessity to address the Senate on this subject. I; 


represent is such as to make it the duty of one of ! 
us to show distinctly to the Senate the grounds | 
upon which that State places her opposition to the :! 
l have briefly addressed the |: 


are of sufficient urgency to justify them in with- | 


If the Senate shall think proper to compel me to | 
proceed to-night, I will obey their order in the ne- 


zer, Barnwell, Berrien, || ©! 
(| ries. i 
| before the Senate it met with his determined oppo- 


f 


| they will have to come to the issue, What are the | 


to me by the Senator from South Carolina, I am /! 
induced to say, on behalf of my colleague and : 


it to be their duty to compel me, in the fulfillment || 


i sure the Senate that I desire to allay all excitement | 


RAS Messrs. / i azi Š: os ; i ebusetis, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, | 
Butler, ee Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, | Douglas, Ewing, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Phelps, Sew- 


avis of Mississippi, D 
Downs, Hunter, King, Mason 
Souté, Underwood, and Vuire 
7 NAYS—Mes: Baldwin 
vis of Massachusetts, Da 
Ewing, Greene, Hale, 
Spruance, Sturgeon 
aud Whitcomb—22, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, 
Mr. BUTLER. I move that the further con- | 
sideration of the subject be postponed until to- | 
morrow at one o'clock; and Ihave a word to say | 


awson, Dickinson, i: 
» Morton, Norris, Sebastian, : 
19, 7 


» Benton, Bradbury, Clarke, Da. So the raotion was not agreed to. 
yion, Dodge of lowa, Dougias, 


A QA i 
rai Seward, Bulei, Smitb, | ao 
Ji ales: a si H al s ` 
OP aes, Walker, WORE! Ne DOUGLAS called for the 

and they were as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, B 
Buter, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dowas, 
;| Foote, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, 
| Boulé, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—91. 


rd bield=, Smith, Spruance, Upham, Wales, 


> P Walker, 
inthrop, and Whiteomb—23, 


yeas and nays, | 


I move that the Senate do now | 


adger, Barnwell, Berrien, || 


upon that subject. Idid not intend to take part | AYS Teste ponton, Bradbury, Bright, Clarke, Davi 
in this debate, but | no s i Of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of: 
wards: i) w feel bound to say a few i! Towa, Douglas, Ewing, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Pheips, : 


j The Senator from Fiorida has not occu. | 
pied the attention of the Senate before, but he has | 
now given us the benefit of his deliberations in a | 


speech which, when it shail | ehiohed silt So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
ARMORED © ir Saat be published, wiil be | Mr. FOOTE, by general consent lai t 
found to be tiie vehicle of much vaiuable informa- | han » laid upon the 


€ y | table an amendment which he desired hereafi 
tion. Hehas spoken pertinently and to the pur- | offer. a 
pose, and i hope that the courtesy usually extended > Me. ATCHISON. 


hop y I move to postpone the fur- 
under such Circurastances is not to be violated | ther consideration of this subject until to-morrow 
under the sancion of numbers, If gentlemen 


aes z sack l € ii at twelve o'clock; and I will take occasion to say 
choose to resort to such a course, I think they || that my opinion is, that by agreeing to that motion 
will find, certainly contrary to my inclination, that (and then adjournin 


Seward, Shields, Smith, Sp zance, Upham, Wales, 
Winthrop, and Whitcomb—24, 


i 
| 
] 
| 


action upon this bill beyond a day or two. We 
are only promised three more speeches, 

Mr. PHELPS. Only three! [Laughter.] 

Mr. ATCHISON. Only three, so far as 1 am 
informed, 

Mr. PHELPS. 
newed laughter] _ 

Mr. ATCHISON. It always gives me pleasure 
to gratify the Senator from Vermont. l repeat, 
sir, that if we take the usual course in respect to 
this bill we shall come to an end: in the course of 
a day or two, and certainly with much more com- 
fort to ourselves than if the course shall be pursued 
of which we have had indications. I have seen 
nothing that even approaches a factious opposition 
to this bill. or to the wishes of a Majority of the 
Senate. No man can with truth say that the 
Senator from Florida has taken up as much time 
as several other Senators on this floor, and when 
he intimates to the Senate that he is unable to go 
on and do justice tg himself without endangering 
his own health, [ Rink we may with propriety 
grant the indulgence asked for, and even then get 
a vote upon this biil in the cou se of a week. I 
do not think it is a matter of vital importance to 
the thirty States of this Union, or to the people of 
California, either State or Territory, that the bill 
should be pushed through the Senate one, two, or 
three days sooner or later. If any Senator can as- 
sign a good reason for this undue haste J should 
like to hear it. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri and his friends say that if we consent to an 
adjournment now, the vote shall be taken to-mor- 
row? If so, 1 will vote for an adjournment at 
once. 

Mr. SEWARD. On the day after to-morrow ? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, if they will even say 
that the vote shall taken the day after to-morcow, 
I will vote for an adjournment. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Iam not authorized to des- 
ignatea day; but I can say for myseif that i do not 
expect to make a speech, long or short. 1 shall, 
however, insist upon the rights of those gentlemen 
who think that they will not have discharged 
their duty until they have placed their views be- 
fore the Senate and the country. 1 must, how- 
ever, remark that the course of the Senator from 
New Jersey, and some others who act with him, 
is most astonishing. It has been remarkable 
rom the time of the acquisition of the Mexican 
territory to the present hour. What, sir, can be 
operating upon the mind of the Senator from New 
Jersey? Why is he now so anxious, with such 
unusual haste, to give laws to California? My 


Tam gratified tohearit. [Re- 


: memory runs back, with some degree of distinci- 


ness, to the beginning of the business. And what, 
sir, has been the course of the Senator from New 
Jersey?’ Permit me here to say, that L cast no 


| censure upon my friend from Illinois, (Mr. Dove» 


LAS,] and those who act with him, for they have 
liberally come forward to give laws to California 


i and the Territories acquired from Mexico; but the 
‘Senator from New Jersey has been heretofore a 


| bitter opponent to California and to the Territo- 


When the Clayton compromise bill was 


sition 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis- 
souri is not in order. 
Mr. ATCHISON. Am Inot inorder in trying 
to show what has been the course of the Senator 


‘from New Jersey, and that there are reasons for 


that course ? 
The PRESIDENT. The question is simply ag 


i to the propriety of postponing the further consid- 


; eration of this bill, 


Walker, į! 


Mr. ATCHISON, Well, sir, when I get 
through, you will see the force of my argument, 
Sir, | will not detain the Senate five minutes long- 
er; but I desire to say that the Senator from New 


| Jersey voted against the Clayton compromise bill, 


and did ail in his power to defeat it. ‘Ihe Journal 
will show it, and he, | presume, will not deny it, 


' He is too candid to deny what I have stated, 


: Then again, sir, the 


i 
fi 
i 


i 


| 


| 


Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Warxer] introduced a proposition as an 
amendment to the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill to give governments to the Territories. 
Did it meet with favor from the Senator from New 
Jersey, aud those who are now acting with him? 
No, sir. Ee opposed it with all his energy, vigor, 


|| and talent, and he has as much or more than ordis 


g we shall not postpone final || nary men. 


But now, sir, what is the course 
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which he pursues? During the last three or four 
days we see him, and those who act with him, 
urging this bill for the admission of California 
with such haste that the ordinary courtesies are 
not to be extended to the Senator from Florida, to 
enable him to deliver a speech which he has pre- 
pared upon this question. Sir, I will detain the 
Senate no longer than to say that itis my firm 
conviction that this bill will be passed the sooner 
if the ordinary course be pursued and the common 
courtesies be extended to Senators on this floor, 

Mr. DAYTON. Asingle word, not to add fuel 
to the flame or give cause for additional remark. 
It is true I opposed the omnibus bill, and voted 
against the Clayton compromise bill. Everybody 
knows that those bills embodied a vast deal more 
than this bill, and, from the beginning of the ses- 
sion to the present time; I have always declared 
myself favorable to the admission of California, 
and no man knows it better than the Senator from 
Missouri. I am accused of a, want of a proper 
disposition to extend courtesy to the Senator from 
Florida. Now, as I remarked yesterday and 
again to-day, I am willing to give to-morrow and 
the next day to him. Why, I am one who just 
proposed to extend every courtesy to him, and I 
have only to ask his friends to say when the vote 
shall be taken upon this bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will only repeat that I am 
not authorized to make any arrangement as to 
when this debate shall be brought to a close, but 
it will be at no distant day, if it is in my power. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. They may want 
to speak themselves, 

Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, sir; and I should be 
reluctant to cut off any gentleman who may desire 
to give his views. But to return to the old topic. 
Why would not the Senator give California a ter- 
ritorial government? And why would he notgive 
the other territories acquired from Mexico territo- 
rial governments? When the Clayton compro- 
mise bill was proposed, which was nothing more 
than to give governments to the Territories, why 
did he not sustain it? Why, the reason is obvi- 
ous. Every man who was present knows that 
there was but one reason, and that was because 
the Wilmot proviso or some prohibition of slavery 
was not incorporated in the bill. That was the 
reason avowed on the floor of the Senate, and 
none other. Why did not the Senator vote for 
the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
which invested a President elected by the party 
to which the Senator belongs, a moderate man, 
and one in whom heand his party had the utmost 
confidence, with the power to organize territorial 
governments? Why did not the Senator sustain 
that proposition? And I might ask, why has not the 
Senator sustained all other propositions that have 
in view the object, and that alone, to give Cali- 
fornia’ and the other Territories acquired from 
Mexico a government? But now California pre- 
sents herself as a single measure—for her dignity 
is not at all assailed by a connection with any 
other measure whatever—with her constitution 
excluding slavery from the whole territory upon 
the Pacific—— 

Mr. PHELPS. Tam reluctant to interfere with 
my friend from Missouri, but Í desire to ask him 
and the Chair whether this discussion is in order? 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well, sir; in order 
that my friend from Vermont may be still further 
gratified, } will cut off my remarks just at this 
ume. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The friends of California 
seem to have devolved on me the duty of calling 
the yeas and nays, and a good many who yester- 
day left me without a quorum have asked me to 
doit now. I therefore call for the yeas and nays 
again. 

Mr. BADGER. I second the call. 

Mr. TURNEY. We will give them to you. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 

Brion being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Buder, Clemens, Davis of Mis ssippi, Dawson, Dick- 
inson, Downs, Foote, Hate, Hamiin, Ruuter, King, Mason, 
Morton, Norris, Pearces Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Underwood, Walker, and Yulee-——27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bentou, Bright, Clarke, Coop- 
er, Davis of Massaehusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wiseonsin, 
Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Ewing, Feich, Greece, Houston, 
Jones, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Upham, 
Wales, Whitcouib, and Wintirop—24. 

So the motion to postpone the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Let us have an 
Executive session. : 


Mr. BADGER. 
| journ. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


I move that the Senate ad- 


à á 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 8, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, rose and addressed 
the Chair. i 


A RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. JONES rose and said, that he rose to a 
privileged question, or a question of privilege, he 
did not know which—probably both. The Com- 
mittee on Rules had instructed him to report an 
amendment to the 34th rule, to come in at the end 
of the rule, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, submitted to the 
Chair, whether this was a question of privilege, or 
a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say, that 
the Chair did not know that it was either. 

Mr. JONES desired to be informed by the 
Chair whether the resolution under which the 
Committee on the Rules was appointed, did not 
authorize the committee to report at any time? 

The Speaker not replying on the moment— 

Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to call 
for the reading of the resolution under which the 
committee was appointed. 5 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said he objected 
to the reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair would exam- 
ine the resolution under which the committee was 
appointed. 

Mr. ASHMUN was understood to suggest, that 
under the resolution authorizing the appointment, 
the committee was at liberty to report at any time. 
Sach was his impression of its terms. 

Mr. JONES. My own recollection of the res- 
olution is that the committee have authority to 
report at any time. 

The SPEAKER repeated that the Chair would 
examine the resolution. - 

Mr. JONES. Whiist the Clerk is looking up 
the resolution, Í will call for the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the 
reading. 

Mr. JONES. Why, even if | had asked the 
reading of the amendment asa mere privilege, I 
suppose it would be read for information. 

Mr. INGE hoped, he said, that it would be 
read, 

The SPEAKER. It is necessary to refer to the 
Journal, in order to examine the resolution under 
which the committee was raised. ‘The Chair has 
sent to the Clerk’s office for the Journal. 

Mr. POTTER. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones} will give way for a mo- 
ment, that I may be permitted by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, to report the general 
post-route bill. Every member of the House is 
interested in it. And it is very long. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. POTTER. All [ask is, that the bill shall 
be referred, and ordered to be printed. 

The objection was persisted in. 

A pause of several minutes followed, whilst the 
| Speaker was examining the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds that the res- 
olution under which the Committee on Rules 
was appointed, was adopted on the 27th of De- 
cember last, in the following words: 

“ Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives, 
as they existed at the close of the last session of Congress, 
be adopted until ne 15th day of January next, and that a 
standing commiltee of nine members be appointed, to he 
styled the Committee on Rules, whose duty shall be to take 
into consideration and report upon all subjects and matters 
relerred to thei, or having relation to the rules of proceed- 
ing in this House.?? 

The SPEAKER continued. The Chair is clear- 
ly of opinion that this resolution does not make 
a report of the Committee on Rules a ques- 
tion of privilege, or a privileged question, nor give 
power to the committee to report at any time, The 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] had 
been recognized by the Chair, and yielded the floor 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. ] 

Mr. JONES desired to be informed by the Speak- 
er, whether the Chair had placed the Committee 
on Rules on the list of committees to be called for 


reports? 


The SPEAKER was understood: to: say, that 
the Chair had recognized the Committee on ‘Rules 
as a select committee. S 

Mr. ASHMUN expressed the hope that. those 
members who desired to see the public business 
transacted would insist on the call of the commit- 
tees’ for reports being continued until the Com- 
mittee on Rules should have been reached, so that 
the report might be introduced. 

: The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Brown] is entitled to the floor. f 

Mr. ASHMUN. | call for the regular order of 
business. ee 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Iask the unan- 
imons consent of the House to introduce a reso» 
lution. 

Mr. ASH MUN insisted on the regular order.of 
business. 

Mr. BROWN asked that the resolution might 
be read for information. 

Objection was made, and the regular order of 
business was insisted on. 

Mr. POTTER now renewed his motion for 
unanimons consent to report the general post-route 

ul. 

Messrs. ASHMUN and GOTT insisted on the 
regular order of business. Ga NE 

So the report was not introduced. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY rose (he said) to a question 
of privilege. He asked the House to excuse him, 
on account of ill health, from further service asa 
member of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. McG. was excused, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business 
is called for. 

Mr. STRONG addressed the Chair. 

Proceedings were suspended for some moments, 
until order was restored. 

Mr. STRONG then said, that it was very im- 
portant that the vacancy on the Committee on 
Elections should be filled without delay; and he 
therefore moved that it be supplied by the Speaker. 

No objection having been made, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ASHMUN, I hope the motion will be 
voted down. 

Mr. McLANE. I beg leave to say, that I have 
made this motion with a view to-—— 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 

Mr. MeLANE. I suppose the House will al- 
low me to state that the bill which F desire to have 
taken up is 

Calls to order. 

Mr. McL. resumed his seat. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 


| Mr. McLane, and decided in the negative, with- 


out a division. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call.the com- 
mittees for— i 

REPORTS. 

Mr. HOLMES desired. to be informed by the 
Speaker, whether it was now in order to move to 
take up the bili making appropriations for certain 
fortifications ? 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der and could be received only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 


mittees for reports. 


MESSENGERS, &c. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, reported the following resolution; 

Resolved, Vat the Doorkceper be authorized to cmploy 
one messenger and lwo scavengers iu addition to the name 
ber of the employees now authorized by the resolution of 
the House. . : 

Mir, McD. explained and supported the resolu- 
tion ina few remarks, and concluded by moving 
the previqus question. lt was seconded, the main 
question ordered, and, being put, the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. McD., also, from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, reported the following resolation, vizs 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms.be authorized to 
couUuue in his employment a clerk during the present Con- 
gess, ata salary Of four dollas per day during: the time ac- 
tually employed, $ 

Mr. McD. made some remarks in support of 
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theresolntion; and concluded by moving the pre- 
vious question.. - 

Mr. JONES said he hoped the motion would 

not be insisted upon. If the gentleman would 
withdraw the motion, he (Mr. J.) would renew it. 
Mr. J. proceeded, (under the supposition that 
the demand for the previous question had been 
withdrawn.) - It would be recollected (he said) by 
every member of. the last Congress, and he knew 
it would-be recollected by the Speaker—— . 

Mr. McDONALD here interposed, and said 
that he had not withdrawn the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, It was certainly understood that 

` the gentleman had withdrawn. 

A good deal-of conversation followed, when, on 
the statement of Mr. McDowarn that he had not 
withdrawn the demand for the previous question, 
the Speaker said, the Chair must recognize the 
previous question as pending. 

- Mr, DUER raised the question, by what author- 
ity the Committee on Accounts had reported this 
resolution? He submitted that the subject-matter 
of this resolution did not come within the legiti- 
mate range of the business of that committee. 

The SPEAKER expressed the opinion that the 
Commitiee on Accounts was authorized to make 
the report. 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Speaker, whether the 
gentleman from. Lennessee [Mr. Jones] had not 
taken an appeal from the decision of the Chair in 
regard to the right to the floor? y 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so un- 
derstand. 

Mr. JONES, it appeared, indicated an appeal, 
but did not insist upon it. He moved that the res- 
olution’be laid upon the table; and on that motion 
he asked the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 60, noes 86. 

So the resolution was rot laid on the table. 

The question recurring upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, was taken, and 
decided in the affirmauve—ayes 116, noes not 
counted, 

So there was a second, 

. The main question was ordered, being on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STANLY called for the reading of the res- 
olution. 

‘The resolution was read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 131, nays 54. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McDONALD moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay that motion on the table. 

The latier motion was agreed to, 

On motion by Mr, McDONALD, the same order 
was taken in reference to the resolution previously 
reported by him and adopted. 


THE FOLDING ROOM. 

Mr. McDONALD also reported, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, the following resolution, which 
was read: 

Resolved, That the messenger in charge of the folding 
yoou be allowed the sum of three dollars per day, in lieu of 
his present compensation. 

Mr. CARTTER (Mr. McD. yielding the floor) 
offered the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the resolution, viz: i 

“ And thatthe folding room of the House be, andis hereby, 
placed under the supervision aud control of the Committee 
on Accounts, and that John Thomas Clements be declared 
the superintendent Whereof, with power to appoint assist- 
ents, not exceeding three, (~ubject to the approval of said 
committee,) at the per diem compensation of messenger.” 

Mr. McDONALD briefly explained the pro- 
priety of the resolution, and moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to lay 
the resolution on the table, 

The resolution and amendment were read. 

The question being-on laying on the table— 

Mr. CLARKE addressed the Speaker, and was 
recognized. 

The SPEAKER. stated that debate was not in 
order. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. 
Stevens, and was decided in the afirmatiye— 
ayes 93, hoes 46. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the. House to offer a resolution, 
which he sent to the Clerk’s table, that it might be 
read for information. 

The SPEAKER said, the resolution could only 
be read by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

So the resolution was not read. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were refused. , 
+ And the question having been taken, and deci- 
ded in the negative, the House refused to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


F THE INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. BISSELL, from the select committee to 
which had been referred the memorial of Miss 
Dix, reported a bill, making a grant of public lands 
in the several States of the Union for-the relief 
and support of indigent insane persons. 

The bill having been read twice by its title— 

The SPEAKER said, What disposition does the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BisseLL] propose to 
make of the bill? 

Mr. BISSELL (scarcely heard) was understood 
to indicate his desire that the bill should be put 
upon its passage. : 

The SPEAKER said the bill would be read. 
{lt appropriates 10,000,000 of acres for the object 
contemplated. ] 

Mr. BISSELL called for the reading of the re- 
port which accompanied the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the bill and report be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mlinois 
{Mr. BiısseLL] is entitled to the floor, and has 
asked that the report which accompanies the bill 
might be read as a part of his speech. 

‘The report was read. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the memorial 
of Miss Dix, and had read itin part—when 

Mr. BISSELL suggested, that, as the memorial 
was quite long, the reading should be dispensed 
with. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BISSELL then inquired of the Speaker 
whether, if the bill should be made the special or- 
der for a particular day, it would have priority 
over other business on that day ? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. STANLY expressed his preference that 
the bill should be put upon its passage now; but 


| if that could not be done, then, he suggested, that 


it should be made the special order for some par- 
ticular day. He believed it to be a bill which 
would command a more nearly unanimous vote 
than any measure which had been submitted to 
the consideration of the present Congress. 

Mr. MARSHALL would not object, he said, 
to the bill being put upon its passage. But he 
had an amendment which he desired to offer, and 
which he would ask might be read for informa- 
tion. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Be it further enacted, That the States may appropriate 
the proceeds of any lands berein granted, as to them may 
Seem fit, tor tie benefit of institutions already established, or 
hereafter to be erected, for tbe care and education of the 
blind, provided such approptiation shall at no time exceed 
one halt of the annual proceeds from said Jand. 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. BISSELL said: Do [ understand the gen- 
Ueman trom Kentucky [Mr. MARSHALL] to ob- 
ject to making the bill the special order? 

Mr.MARSHALL. No—I merely desired that 
the amendment might be read, 

Mr. BISSELL said that the Committee on 
Public Lands was considering a bill embracing the 
object contemplated in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mansuatu.] 

Mr. MARSHALL. Do [ understand the gen- 
tileman from Illinois [Mr. BiısseLL] to say that, 
independent of this Jarge grant of land for the use 
of the indigent insane, the Committee on Public 
as intend to report a bill for the benefit of the 

ind? 

Mr. BISSELL. Iso understand. 

_ Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked that the resolu- 
tion authorizing the Committee on Public Lands 
to reporta bill for the relief of the deaf, dumb, 
blind, and insane, might be read. i 


Mr. ALBERTSON (far on the right of the 
Chair) was. understood to inquire, whether the 
committee was instructed to report a bill? 

Mr. BISSELL said it was. 

The biil was then read. 

Mr. BISSELL. If there is no objection to 
making this bill the special order for some partic- 
ular day, its passage will not be pressed to-day. 
Mr. B. yielded to : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who said, I 
have an amendment which I give notice of my in- 
tention to offer, and which J ask may be read for 
information. fÍ cannot, from merely hearing the 
bill read, designate the precise point at which it 
should come in. I will do so at the proper time. 

The amendment was read, as follows: > 


Provided, That in any case when a grant of Jand has 
heretofore been made to any one of the States for similar 
purposes, as set forth in this bill, that the same shall be 
taken and counted as a part of the quantity of land to whieh 
such State shat! be entitled under this act. 


The amendment having been read— 

Mr. BISSELL said that no such appropriation 
as that referred to in the amendment of the gen- 
leman from Mississippi [Mr. Tnompson] had 
been made to any of the States. 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and requested Mr. 
B. to yield the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. BISSELL yielded. 

Mr. SEDDON proceeded. 1 merely desire to 
express my earnest hope that this bill will not be 
pressed to its passage at this time, but that some 
mode will be adopted by which it can be properly 
examined and considered. ‘1 hope that it may be 
referred to the Commi'tee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, or that it be made the special 
order for some particular day. It is a bill for the 
disposition of ten millions of acres of tke public 
lands. it proposes the application of the public 
lands to a purpose entirely new—one in relation 
to which the gravest doubts must exist in the 
minds of many members as to the power of Con- 
gress so to dispose of them. 1 trust that a meas- 
ure so important, affecting the public domain so 
largely, and which introduces a most important 
and novel precedent, will not be passed without 
proper examination and reflection. For my own 
part, | have merely had the privilege of hearing 
the bill read. I have not had any opportunity to 
examine it. I confess it strikes my sense as un- 
constitutional, and a total departure from the 
proper province and functions of the Government, 

But 1 do not wish to enter into a debate on the 
merits of the bill at this time. I merely appeal 
to the House to allow time for a fair consideration 
before it is finally acted upon. 

Mr. BISSELL. If this were the proper occa- 
sion for entering upon an examination of the ob- 
jects and merits of the bill, I hold that nothing 
would be easier than to show, upon indubitable 
authority, that there is nothing in it which in the 
slightest degree comes in conflict with the Consti- 
tution of the United States. This, however, is 
not the occasion. At the suggestion of many of 
the friends of the bill, as well as others, I propose 
Thursday of next week as the day for which it 
shall be made the special order. I-hope there will 
be no objection. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, rose and objected. 

Mr. BISSELL. | believe I have the floor. I 
uh lo say a very few words in relation to this 

ill. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked Mr. B. to yield 
the floor, to allow an amendment to be read which 
he (Mr. C.) proposed to offer to the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That no State shall be compelled to locate any land of a 
less value than the present minimam price ;.and when land 
cannot be found in any State subject to sale of the valne of 
$L 25 per acre, then it shall be lawful for said State or 
States to locate their proportion of land upon any of the 
public land of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
Aur subjeet to preémption right. 

Mr, BISSELL resumed. If I can have the at- 
tention of the House for a few moments, I wil 
give my understanding-of the character and main 
features of this bill. It proposes to appropriate 
ten millions of acres to the different States of the 
Union . * 
Mr. DUER interposed, and said, he would like 
to hear the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. BisseLL,] bat there was so much confusion 
thal it was impossible to do so. 

‘Mr. BAYLY rose, and addressed the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. _ The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Bisse.1] is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. BISSELL was about to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The genueman will suspend 
his remarks until order is restored. 

Mr. BAYLY. Iclaim the floor, The morn- 
ing hour has expired. [ move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope the motion will not be 
insisted on. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. STANLY invited the Speaker to state the 
effect of the motion (if it should prevail) upon the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, if it should prevail, will be that 
this bill will go on the Speaker’s table, and come 
up in the order of bills on their engrossment. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayty, and, by ayes 68, noes 61, was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BISSELL, submitted by con- 


sent, the. bill and accompanying report were or- | 


dered to be printed. f 
And then the House passed to the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 


a statement of the amount of money paid in each | 


year since 1790, out of the Treasury of the United 
Btates, to be expended in the District of Colum- 
bia, &c., in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of the 26th of July; which, on motion by 
Mr. Bayty, was laid upon the table and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DUER moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


The question was taken, and decided in the af- ; 


firmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Boyp in the chair.) 
` CALIFORNIA. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the Presi- 
dent's message in regard to California was first in 
order. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside the California 
message, with the view to move to take up the 
Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation Bill. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the California message was laid aside. 

OREGON LAND TITLES, &c.* 

Mr. THURSTON said he wished the com- 
mittee to bear with him while he briefly stated the 
reasons for a motion which he desired to make. 
He was aware that any statement of reasons was 


not in order, except by, the unanimous consent of | 


the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
could proceed by universal consent. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. THURSTON said: Itis well known to the 
committee that over two months have elapsed since 
the Oregon land bill was considered by this com- 
mittee. When the committee rose from its former 
sitting on this bill, and the louse adjourned, it 
was well known and fully understood, that 
there was a general understanding in the House 
that the Oregon land bill would be the next busi- 
ness in order after the California bill should be 
completed. But it was equally well understood, 
that at that time no one had the most distant idea 
that the California bill would have been delayed so 
Jong. That bill hed been laid aside day after day, 
for the consideration of other business. Now, sir, 
it is laid aside again, and I move to take up the 
Oregon land bill. 

It is too well known, I am sure, for me to re- 
mind the committee, that the people of Oregon 
have been living and waiting in that Territory for 
the last twelve years, without being able to get a 
leval title to land enough on which to bary them- 
selves. Every mail which reaches me from that 
country, brings me intelligence of the complaints 
of the people, and the distractions which prevail, 
by reason of being left by this Government in such 
an uncertain state as to their land, and land titles. 


: Bayny, (being first in order,) and 
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They are asking me, why it is that Congress so de- | 


lays; and lam: teazed on the right hand and left. 
Two years ago, the Congress nullified all their 
laws affecting the title to lands, leaving them no 
seéurity for property or farms*but what is found 
in the law of force. Our people have been loyal— 


have waited long and patiently--have confided im- | 


plicitly: in the generosity of the nation, and now, 
I must say it, sir, they are beginning to fear, and 
to fear justly, that another session of the patri- 
archs of the country is to pass without relieving 
their fears or gratifying their hopes. 

All these things coMpire to render everything 
in Oregon uncertain and vexatious. By this mail} 
I learn that Governor Lane has resigned his office, 
who, it gives me great pleasure to say, has dis- 


|| charged the duties of his office with great prompti- 


tude, fidelity, and ability in every respect; but, 
learning he had been removed, and daily expect- 
ing bis successor, he has, for reasons not known 
to me, disrobed himself of his gubernatorial gar- 
ments, which were by no means dishonored by 
the manner in which they were worn. His suc- 


| cessor has not yet been heard from, though the 


time at which he was expected has long since 
elapsed, 
unless those duties are discharged by the Secre- 
tary of the Territory. This, then, is the state of 
affairs there, and itis not to be wondered that I 
feel deeply for the welfare of this people, who 
have intrusted their interests to my hands: and 
God forbid that by me they shouid ever be ne- 
glected, deserted, or forgotten. 

In view of these facts, | must most earnes'ly 
ask the committee to sustain my motion, and to 
take up the bill. (Crigs from all parts of the 


House, “Yes, let us have Oregon—oh, take up | 


the Oregon bill—Oregon must be attended to.’’) 

He moved to take up the bill No. 250, making 
donations of the public lands to settlers in Ore- 
gon, &e. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to take up bill No. 334, 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1851. 


Mr. THURSTON appealed to Mr. Bayty to | 


withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he made the motion that the 
committee might have both motions before them 
and select between the two. 

The question was put on the 
as decided in 
the negative. 

So the committee refused to take up the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

OREGON LAND TITLES. 

The motion of Mr. Tuursron was put and 
agreed to. 

So the bill ‘to create the office of surveyor 


| general of the publie lands in Oregon, and to pro- 
i vide for the survey, and to make donations to); 


settlers of the said public lands,” was taken up. 
Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if the five min- 


| utes rule did not prevail? 


‘The CHAIRMAN stated that the committee 
were now acting under the five minutes rule, the 
eneral debate having been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending ques- 
tion was on the motion of the gentleman from 


Ohio, [Mr. Porrer,] to strike out the fourth sec- ! 


tion. 


the bill was last up. f f 
The question being on the motion to strike out, 
Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I move, 
merely pro forma, to strike out this part of the 


fourth section relating to American haif-breed In- : 


dians, to enable me to say a word upon the mo- 
tion now under consideration, which is to strike 
out the whole of the fourth section. That motion, 
sir, was made by the gentleman from Ohio, be- 
cause the committee had incorporated an amend- 
ment into it requiring all foreigners to produce rec- 
ord evidence of the completion of their naturali- 
zation, before they should get a final patent for 
their land. This being the ground of the motion 
to strike out the whole section, | simply have to 
say to the committee, that I hope the motion wili 
not prevail, and will withdraw my amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion to strike 
out was rejected. i 

Section five was read, as follows : 


Oregon, then, is without a Governor, 


otion of Mr. ! 


The fourth section was read, as amended when ʻi 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That tö aiw hite male 
[American citizens] citizens of the United Stites ot persons 
emigrating from the. United States, and why shall hasè mode 
a declaration of intention to become such, above the agé of 
twenty-one years, emigrating to and setthiog in’ said Terri- 
tory be:ween the first day of December, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, and the first day of December, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, and to ali white male American citizens, not 
hereinbefore provided for, becoming ove-and-twenty sears 
of age in said ‘Ferritory and settling therebetween the lines 
la-t aforesaid, who shall in other respects comply with the 
foregoing section and the provisions of this law, there shalt 
be, and hereby is, granted the quantity of one quarter sec- 
tion, or one hundred and sixty acres of land, if.a single mas 3 
or if married, or if he shall become married within. one 
year from the time of arriving in said Territory, or within 
one year after becoming twenty-one years of age as afie- 
said, then the quantity of one half-section or ihree hundred 
aud twenty acres, one balf to the husband, and the other 
half to the wife in her own tight, to be designated by the 
; Surveyor general as aforesaid: Provided, always, That no 
person shali ever receive a patent tor morethan one doug- 
tion of land in said Territory in bis or her own right, 

The Committee on Public Lands had reported 
| an amendment to strike out the parts inserted in 

brackets [] and to insert the part in italics. 

x ` 
| The question was taken and the amendment wag 
agreed to. 

Sections six, seven, eight and nine, were read 
and passed without amendment or objection. A 

Section ten was next read. The part in italics 
being the proposed amendment of the Committee 
on Public Lands. 3 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That there be, and 
hereby is, granted to the Territory of Oregon, the quantity 
of two townships of land in said Territory, west of the Cas- 
jį eade mountains, and to be selected in legal subdivisions, 
after the same has been surveyed and offered at public sate, 
| and in quantiites not less thun one section or sia hunded and 
forty acres, by the Legislative Assembly of said ‘Territory, 
in such manner as it may deem proper, one to be located 
north and the other south of the Columbia river, to aid io 
the establishment of a University in the Territory of Oregon, 
in such manner asthe said Legistative Assembly may direct, 
the selection to be approved by the surveyor gencral. 

Mr. THURSTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking therefrom the words “ and offered 
at public sale.” 

Mr. T. said he wished to say but a few words, 
as but a few were necessary to convince the com- 
; mittee that it should prevail. The amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Public Lands 
Mr. Chairman, to the bill introduced by the Com- 
mittee on Territories, made a reservation of two 
townships of land for the endowment of a univer- 
sity; but the amendment was so framed as to ma- 
terially lessen the value of the reservation. The 
Land Committce’s amendment authorized a selec- 
tion of the land after the public lands should be 
surveyed, and offered at public sale: Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the bill under consideration is a dona- 
lion bill, and it is contemplated to be kept in force 
for five years, during which time it was not in 
|| contemplation to bring any of the public lands 
of Oregon into market. Hence, if the amendment 
i of the Land Committee was to prevail, without 
amendment, no selection could be made for five 
years, or while this bill was in force, whereas it 
is extremely desirable that the selection should 
|| be made as soon after the lands were surveyed as 
|| possible. - My amendment accomplishes this; 
hence I hope it will prevail. 

; The amendmentto the amendment was agreed te. 
| The question recurred on the amendment of the 
committee a3 amended. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the amendment 
| of the, Commitee on Public Lands, by striking 
out all of the amendment after the word “ sur- 
veyed.” 

‘The committee rose informally, [and a message, 
in writing, was received from the President of the 
United States, by the hands of Ropert G. Camp- 
BELL, Esq.] The committee then resumed its 
session. g 

After a brief explanation by Mr. VINTON— | 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
| the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recuring on the amendment as 
amended, was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment of the committee as amended, 
| was agreed to. - 
| Section eleven bei 
lows: 

Sec. Il. And be it further ena ted, That what is known 
as the “ Oregim City claim,” excepting the Abernetay island, 
shail be set apartand be atthe dispo-alor the Le tive 
Assembly, the proceeds thereof to be applied by said Ev gi 
lative A:sembly to the establishment aud endowment of a 
University, to be located at such place in the Feriitory as 
the Legisiative Assembly may designate: Provided, however, 
That ail tots and parts of tors in said claim, sold‘or donated 
| by Doctor Jolin McLaughlin previous to the fourth day of 


ng under consideration, as fol- 
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. March, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, shall-be confirmed 

. to the purcha eror donee, or their assigns, to be certified to 
the Counnissioner of the General Land Office by the sur- 
veyor general, and patents to issue on said certificates as in 
other cases: Provided,” Xe.>&c. 

Mr. THURSTON moved the following amend- 
ment, to come. in after the word “ island,” viz: 
“Which is hereby confirmed to the legal as- 
signees of the Williamette Milling and Trading 
Company.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Sections twelve and thirteen were read, and 
passed without amendment, , 

The bill having been read through— és 

Mr. FITCH said, he had an amendment to pro- 
pose as an additional section, which was necessary, 
and which met with the approval of the Delegate 
from Oregon. 

. The amendment was read, as follows: 
Src. —. And be it further enacted, That no mineral lands 


or lands reserved for salives, shall be liable to any claim | 


under and by virtue of the provisions of this act. 

Pending the question on the amendment of Mr. 
Firon, 

‘On motion by Mr. WHITE, a verbal amend- 
ment was made on the thirteenth section. 

The section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That al} questions 
arising under this act shall be adjudged by the surveyor 
general, on the principles of justice and equity, subject to 
the right of appeal by suit, or otherwise, to the courts of 
the Territory, by the party aggrieved ; and it shall be the 
duty of the surveyor general, under the direction of the 
Coinmissioner of the General Land Office, to cause proper 
tract hooks to be opened for the lands in Oregon, and to do 
and perform all other acts and things necessary and proper 
to carry out the provisions of this act. ‘ 

Mr. VIN'TON moved to amend the thirteenth 
section, by striking out the words, “© subject to 
the right of appeal, by suit or otherwise, by the 
court of the Territory by the party aggrieved.’” 

Mr. V. briefly explained his amendment. 

Some conversation and explanations followed, 
in which Messrs. VINTON, SACKETT, STE- 
VENS of Pennsylvania, and THURSTON, par- 
ticipated. £ 

Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman from Ohio will withdraw his amend- 
ment, I will renew it, if insisted upon, after my 
explanation. The gentleman withdraws it, and T 
renew it, for the purpose of explanation. The 
reason why the thirteenth section was added to 
the bill, was based on a preéxisting state of things 
in Oregon, For the last five years she people of 
Oregon have taken and held their claims by virtue 
of a clause in the organic act of the late provis- 
ional government. That organic act required cer- 
tain things to be done, not now necessary to be 
stated, to entitle one to hold a claim. Those 
claims were taken and recorded, and it frequently 
happened that a dispute arose between adjoining 
claimants, as to the boundary of their respective 
claims. Those disputes were frequently taken 
into the courts of the county, and adjudicated on 
legal principles. Now it was thought proper by 
the Committee on Territories, as well as the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, in the House and Senate, 
to provide, first, that the surveyor general should 
decide the case, when a dispute arose about con- 
flicting boundaries, before a patent should issue. 
But the section also provides, that in case either 
party is dissatisfied with his judgment, he may 
appeal to the courts of the Territory, where the 
dispute would be decided by the evidence in the 
case, regulated by the law governing in. such cases | 
under the provisional government of Oregon. My | 
own opinion is, that the section should stand. 

Mr. VINTON (at the suggestion of Mr. Sack- 
ETT) modified his amendment, so as to strike out 
all after the word ‘that’? to the word “it,” as 
follows: 

t All questions arising under this act shall be adjudged by 
the surveyor general on principles of justice and equity, 
snbject to the right of appeal, by suit or otherwise, to the 
courts of the ‘Territory, by the party aggrieved.” 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the section, by striking out the words “on 
principles ‘of justice and equity, subject to the 
right of appeal by suit or otherwise, to the courts 
of the Territory, by the party aggrieved,” and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words “as preliminary 
to a final decision according to law.” 

Further brief conversational explanations were 
made by Messrs. STEVENS of Pennsylvania, 
MARSHALL, SACKETT, and THURSTON, 

The. question was taken, and 


The amendment of Mr. Stevens was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
Mr. Viyton. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved the following amend- 
ment: to insert after the word “questions,” the 
words “of difference between settlers. ’? 

Mr. THURSTON appealed to the gentleman 
from Kentucky not to press his amendment. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. MARSHALL withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurred, ang was taken upon the 
amendment of Mr. Fircrgto add an amendment to 
rconstitute the fourteenth section, (as above, and it 
was agreed to.) 

“Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said, he would propose 
an amendment, and he assured the gentleman from 
Oregon in so doing he had no intention to embar- 
rass the bill. Tne amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act which relate to 
a donation of public lands ta actual settlers, shall extend to 
all the public lands belonging to the United States, except 
as to the quantity, which shall not exceed one hundred and. 
sixty acres to each head of a family. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order, as not germane to the bill. 

Mr. THURSTON moved that the committee 
rise, and report the bill and amendments to the 
House, 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
| the bill and amendments. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the committee— 

Mr. WHITE moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

The amendments were read, and no separate 
vote being demanded, they were agreed to in the 
aggregate. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, read 
a third time, and passed. 

Mr. TRURSTON moved that the vote by 
which the bill had been passed be reconsidered, 
and that that motion be laid on the table. 

-Which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


jected. 

The question recurred and was taken upon the 
motion of v's Wuire, and wag decided in the 
| affirmative. 

The Elouse accordingly again resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Bovy» in the chair.) 


CALIFORNTA. 


The CHAIRMAN announced the California 
message to be the first business in order. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the message be laid 
aside with a view to move to take up the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 
| Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, inquired, in case 
| he made themotion which he intended to make, to 
| take up the river and harbor bill—if it would not 
be regarded by the Chair as an appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN said, he could not regard it 
as one of the regular appropriation bills provided 
for by the rule. 

Mr. McLANE submitted to the Chair, that the 
river and harbor bill had always been regarded as 
one of the appropriation bills by the rules of the 
House. 

The CHAIR said, the Chair was not called 
upon to decide that question now. 

Mr. McLANE suggested, that if he submitted 
the point, the Chair would have to decide it. 

The CHAIR. The pending question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. 
| Barxy,] to lay aside the California message. 
| _ The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative, 

So the California message was laid aside. 

The CHAIR then recognized 

Mr. BAYLY, who moved that the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matie appropriation bill. 

After some conversation between Mr. McLane, 


of Maryland, and the Chair, as to the right to the 
oor— 


Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. Re-. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 


ending 30th June, 1851, and for other purposes. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. He had 
proceeded some way, when— ; 
Mr. GREEN suggested that the general reading 
of the bill should be dispensed with, and that it 
should be read by items. : 
Objection being made, the Clerk proceeded with 
the reading of the bill. 
It numbers forty-three pages. 
ld Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
ill. 
Mr. EWING suggested that its further reading 
should be dispensed with. 
Objection was made. 
The reading of the bill was continued and con- 


‘cluded. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, then obtained the 
floor. He said: When the President’s message 
was read at the Clerk’s desk on Wednesday, it 
struck me as the most extraordinary paper which 
had ever emanated from an American President. 
I have since read it carefully, and my first impres- 
sions have been strengthened and confirmed. 

The document is extraordinary for its bold as- 
sumptions; extraordinary for its suppression of 
historical truth; extraordinary for its warlike tone; 
and still more extraordinary for its supersilious 
defiance of southern sentiment, 

The President assumes that to be true which 
covers the whole ground in controversy, and to do 
this he has been driven to the necessity of sup- 
pressing every material fact; and having thus laid 
the basis of the message, he proceeds to tell us 


| what are the means at his disposal for maintain- 


ing his positions; and winds up with a distinct 


| threat, that if there is not implicit obedience to his 


will, these means will be emplo 
obedience which he exacts. 

Kings and despots have thus talked to their 
subjects and their slaves, but this is the first in- 
stance when the servant of a free people, just 
tossed by accident into a place of power, has 
turned upon his masters, and threatened them with 
fire and sword if they dared to murmur against his 
imperial will. 

The President sits down to address his first im- 
portant message to Congress, and, as if forgetful 
of his position, and mistaking this for a military, 
instead of a civil government, he tells us he is 
commander-in-chief of the army and navy of the 
United States, and of the militia of the several 
States when called into actual service. He next 
proceeds to inform us that all necessary legisiation 
has been had to enable him to call this vast mili- 
tary and naval power into action. No further in- 
ternosition of Congress is asked for or desired. 
His duties are plain, and his means clear and am- 
ple, and we are told with emphasis, that he in- 
tends to enforce obedience to his decrees, 

A stranger who knew nothing of our institu- 
tions might well have supposed, from the reading 
of the message, that the President wasa military 
despot; and to have seen him striding into the 
House of Representatives with a drawn sword, 
pointing first to the army, and then to the navy, 
and then to the militia, one, by a very slight tran- 
sition, might have supposed himself in the presence 
of Oliver Cromwell, instead of Millard Fillmore. 


yed to insure the 


| Why, sir, this redoubtable military hero, who 


“never seta squadron in the field, nor does the 
division of a battle know more than a spinster,” 
talks as flippantly to Congress and. the people 
about commanding the army and navy and mil- 
itia of the United States, as if he were a conquer- 
ing hero addressing his captives, instead of a civil 
magistrate making his first obeisance to his supe- 
rlors. 

Am Í to be told by the friends of the President, 
that no threat was implied in his late insolent and 
insulting message—that he did not mean to threaten 


| or menace Texas or the South, by the language 


employed in that paper? Then why inform us 
that he is commander-in-chief of the naval and 
military power of the Government? Why buckle 
on his armor?) Why present himself here pano- 
plied, as if for war, if his mission was one of | 
peace? Was it necessary for the information of 
Congress, or of the country, that the President 
should tell us that he is the constitutional com- 
mander-in-chief of the army and navy? Why 
tell us, with so much of precise detail, what laws 
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were in force amplifying his powers under the 
Constitution, if he did not mean to intimidate us? 
Why, sir, did he inform us that his duty was 
plain, and his authority clear and ample, if he did 
not mean to close the argument, and rely upon 
the sword? The whole scope and purpose of the 
message is clear and palpable. It was intended 
to drive Texas and the South into meek submis- 
sion to the Executive will. Instead of entering 
into a calm and statesman-like review of the mat- 
ters in controversy, he leaps at one bound to his 
conclusions—asserts at once that Texas has no 
rightful claim to the territory in dispute. He 


plants his foot, brandishes his sword, and, in true | 


Furioso style, declares that— 
“Whoso dares his boots displace, 
Shall meet Bousbastes face to face.” 


Weil, sir, we shall see how successful this dis- | 
play of military power on the part of the illus- ; 
trious *commander-in-chief of the army and | 


navy” will be in bringing the South to a humili- 
ating surrender. 

If there be any one here or elsewhere, Mr. 
Chairman, who supposes that the President has 
acted properly in this matter, let me speak to him 
calmly. 


to treat with another friendly Power? Texas is 


Is there an instance on record where a | 
friendly Power has gone with arms in his hands 


not only a friendly Power, but she isa State of | 


this Union, allied to us by every tie, political, 


social, and religious, which can bind one. people | 


to another. 
with pain and sorrow, an attempt on the part of 


Her Chief Magisirate has witnessed | 


this Government to wrest from his State a poruon ; 


of her territory. He thinks the President may 
not be cognizant of these transactions. He knows 
it is being done without authority of law; and 
what course does he take? He writes to the 
President a respectful note, informing him, in sub- 


stance, that an officer of the army, stationed in | 
Santa Fé, had interposed adversely to the authority | 
of Texas, and was fomenting discord, and exciting | 
He madea respectful | 


the inhabitants to rebellion. i 
inquiry, as to whether this officer was acung in 
obedience to the will or wishes of the President. 
Now, sir, how was this inquiry answered? Did 


the President make a respectful answer to a re- | 


speciful inquiry? No, sir, He goes off in a blaze 
of military fire; points to his military trapping— 


“ Here is my army, here is my navy, and there | 


is the militia; my mind is made up; 1 do approve 
of the conduct of my civil and military governor 
in Santa Fé; and if you attempt to displace him, 
or question his authority, > th 
knite will be the consequence. Such, sir, 1s 
my reading of the Presideat’s message. Was 
there ever such a beginning to a friendly negotia- 
tion? Suppose Great Britain had sent a military 
force to take possession of our northeastern territory 
or of Oregon, and the British officer in command 
had issued his proclamation calling the inhabitants 
together to make and establish a government ad- 
verze to the United States, and in total disregard 
of her claim; suppose that, on seeing this, the Presi- 
dent of the Unitcd States had addressed a respect- 
ful inquiry to the British Government, to know 
if this proceeding was approved; and then, sir, 
suppose the Briush Minister had replied, “ Her 
majesty has so many ships of the line, so many 
warsteamers. Fler military resources are thus and 
so. She approves of the conduct of her officer in 
Oregon or in Maine. 
means ample for maintaining the authority she 
has assumed.’ What, let me ask you, men and 
patriots, would have been thought of conduct like 
this? Would the American President have dared 
to outrage the sentiment of his country by pocket- 
ing such an insult; and then proceeding with the 
negotiation? If he had, is there ove man in all this 
broad land who would not, with bis last gasp, have 
heaped curses and imprecations upon his head ? 
‘And shall this Government force an insult upon 
Texas, a sister of the Confederacy, which she 
would not and dare not take from any power on 
God’s earth ? f 

į know not what course nk at h 
duty to take in this emergency. But, sir, if she 
strike for her honor—if she strike for her altars and 
her fresides—if she strike for liberty and law, I 
warn her oppressors that she will not strike alone. 

But, Mr. Chairman, | have said that the Presi- 
dent has virtually taken this question of the dis- 
puted boundary between Texas and the United 
States out of the hands of Congress, and has as- 


3) 


war, war, war to the | 


Her duty is plain and her | 


Texas may think it her | 


| his duty not quite so plain, nor the obligation quite |} 


| to assert her rightful claim to the country in dis- 


| appear that these rights were solemnly recognized |: 


i should be prohibited. Now, sir, what does this 


! States, into the Union of these States, and we un- 


— mo 


sumed, by an executive pronunciamiento, to settle 
the whole matter adversely to Texas;—and 1 will 
show that he means this, if he means anything. 

As for anything which appears in the message, 
Texas never had a shadow of claim to any part of 
the country in dispute. The President is partic- 
ular in stating that the country was a part of New 
Mexico prior to the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
and recites at full length the fifth, eighth, and 
ninth articles of that treaty, to show that the coun- 
try belongs tothe United States, and that he is 
bound to protect it by military power. But he 
wholly omits to say anything of the grounds on 
which Texas bases her claim; not one word: of, 
her revolutionary rights; nothing of her treaties 
with Mexico; nota sylable about her boundary 
as defined in her Constitution of 1836; no refer- 
ence to the negotiations which led to her annexa- į 
tion; nothing of the opinions of his predecessors 
and their cabinets, recognizing the rights of Texas 
within the boundary as prescribed by her Consti- 
tution; and lasily, no mention of the crowning act 
of annexation—the resolutions of March 1, 1845, 
by which the star of her existence was blotted out | 
and her political institutions buried in those of the ! 
United States. 

If Mr. Fillmore had thought it worth his while 
to look into these matters, he would have found 


so imperative to use the naval and military power |) 
of this Government to crush Texas, if she dared į 


ute. 
£ I commend the history of this transaction to | 
the President and his advisers before they com- |; 
mence hanging the Texans for treason. Perhaps 
it may be found that Texas acquired some rights | 
by her revolution and by her treaty with Santa |! 
Anna. It may turn out that she placed the evi- |) 
dence of her rights on record in the enduring form 
of a written constitution. Lt may appear that these 


rights were recognized by every department of this 
Government in its negotiations and debates on |} 
the treaty of annexation. lt will most certainly || 


by this Government in the final consummation of |) 
that treaty. By the resolutions of annexation, || 
approved March 1, 1845, it was provided, among H 
other things, that all that part of Texas lying || 
south of thirty-six degrces and thirty minutes | 
north latitude, should be admitted into the Union 
with or without slavery as the people might elect; j 
and in all that part lying north of the said parallel | 
of thirty-six degrees and thirty-minutes, slavery : 


language mean, and why was itemployed? Texas, | 
as we all know, had defined her’ boundaries; she 
fixed her western limits on the Rio Grande, from 
its mouth to its source, and she extended her |) 
northern limits to the parallel of 42°. Hence, when || 
she asked admission into the Union, there was no | 
dispute between her and the United Siates as to 
where her boundaries were. She presented her- | 
self with fixed boundaries, and we took her as she H 
was. By a solemn compact, as binding in its ji 
forms as a treaty between nations could make it, || 
and as plain in its terms as our language could ex- 
press it, we accepted her, and shaped her policy 
through all after-time on the subject of slavery. 
Her territory north of 36° 3u’ was to be free, and 
all south of that line was to be slave territory. 
Such was the contract between Texas and the Uni- 
ted States—the only contracting parties. Texas 
presented. herself bounded oa the west by the |} 
Rio Grande and on the north by the 42d parallel, 
and we took her as she presented herself. We i 
had either to do this or not take her at all. Ail; 
the debates, all the negotiations, all that was writ- |; 
ten or said on the subject pending the treaty of an- 
nexation, shows that this was the understanding 
of both parties. True, there was an outstanding 
dispute be.ween Texas and Mexico about the sep- | 
arate or independent cxistence of Texas. Mexico ; 
denied the nationality of Texas. The United H 
States admitted it; and treated with her as a sover- i 
eign. Mark you, Mexico did not dispute with | 
Texas about a boundary, but about her separate | 
nationai independence. We admitted Texas, by a | 
treaty entered into between her and the United 

| 

1 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
t 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 


dertook to defend, to protect, and mainiain her |} 
against Mexico. We did this in good faith—we || 
went to war with Mexico. That war resulted in į! 
Mexico giving up all the territory that lay within || 


the limits of Texas, as defined by: herself, and in 
her ceding other vast tracts of country tothe Uni- 
ted States. Now, sir, what do we hear? Why, 
that certain territory within her constitutional lim- 
its at the period of annexation, never did belong to 
Texas; but that it was an integral part of Mexico. 
And though we assumed to say how much of it 
should be free and how much slave territory, it 
was in truth and in fact foreign territory. By 
what right did the American Congress undertake 
to say that so much of Mexican territory as lay 
north of 364° should be free, and all below that 
slave territory? Congress undertook no such 
thing. We all thought then, as I think now, that 
the country belonged to Texas; and we consulted 
with no one else—contracted with no one else in 
regard to it. 

‘The President has with great care traced out the 
line between the United States and Mexico, as de- 
fined in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and 
has dwelt on the fifth, eighth, and ninth articles of 
that treaty with great apparent unction, as sus- 
taining his position of hostility to Texas. Sir, 
what had Texas to do with that treaty? What 
matters it with Texas as to what contract the Uni- 
ted States may have made with Mexico? Time 
was, when Texas was a sovereignty among the 
nations of the earth; we so acknowledged her; 
we contracted with her in that capacity:—what 
she demands to-day is, that you fulfill the contract 
made with her. She is no party to your contract 
with Mexico; she demands good faith in the exe- 
cution of that contract by which, you obtained her 
sovereignty, and agreed to protect her against 
Mexico;—she protests against your protecting her 
against Mexico, and dismembering her yourself. 

When, Mr. Chairman, the President was telling 
us what were his duties under our treaty with 
Mexico, l pray you, was itnot his duty to have 
told us what were his duties under the treaty with 


| Texas? And when he was dwelling with so much 


delight upon the three articles of the treaty of Hi- 
dalgo, as the law which he was going” to enforce 
with fire and sword, was it not worth his while to 
have made some passing notice of the treaty of 
1845 with Texas? Or has it come to this, that a 
Free-Soil President feels under no obligations to 
execute a contract with a slave State. I suppose, 
with true Catholic instincts, he does not feel bound 
to keep faith with heretics. 

Santa Fé, the country where Lieutenant General 
Filimore is going to halt his grand army, and 
through which, 1 suppose, Commodore Fillmore 
may be expected to sail with his naval fleet, lies 
not only south of the northern boundary of Texas 
—-that is, 42° north latitude—but itis in fact south 


| of the compromise line of 36° 30' by many miles. 
| Not only has the President, in setting asid> the 


legal boundary of Texas, as defined in her consti- 
tution and recognized by this Government in vå- 


| rious forms, outraged her rights, and covered at 
| one sweep every inch of ground in dispute be- 


tween the United Statesand Texas, but he has 
gone further, much further; he has established, or 
attempted to establish, a principle which threatens 
the very existence of Texas as a separate State. 
What says the President? That he is bound, by 
the highest official obligations, to protect the Mex- 
ican inhabitants of Santa Fé or New Mexico, as 
he is pleased to call it, against the authority of 
Texas. He has announced, that if Texas attempis 


| to assert her authority in that country, and to 


punish those who commit overt acts of treason 
against her, he wiil resist her with the whole 
naval and military power of the Government. 
Bear in mind, that this country is within her 
limits, as defined by her constitution of 1836, and 


established by the Mexican treaty: He looks to but 


* 


1550 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Aug. 8, 


* 


one acquisition, and that the acquisition from Mex- |! 
ico, Now, sir, what is this boundary? and what 

this acquisition? The boundary is the Rio Grande 

to.the southern limit of New Mexico, thence to į 
the Gila river, and to the Pacific. The acquisition 

embraces all the territory lying between Louisiana 

and Arkansas and the Indian territory, on the one | 
side, and this Mexican boundary on the other. | 
We must recollect that Mexico never recognized 
the independence. of Texas; and when we treated 
with her, we treated for California and New Mex- 
ico, and Texas from the Louisiana line to the Rio | 
Grande. The President does not respect the line |! 
of ‘Texas, as defined in her Constitution and rec- | 
ognized by the resolution of avinexation. He kicks 
this line out of his way, and has announced his in | 
tention to be governed alone by the treaty of Hidal- | 
go.” He says he will resist Texan authority below | 
the line of torty-two degrees; aye he will resist it | 
below thirty-six and a half degrees. I know of no 
other line. The Presidentadmits in his message that 
he does notknow where the trueboundary is. Then | 
it becomes a matter of interesting inquiry where his 
authority is going to stop. If the only boundary 


i 


4 
i 


known to any law as existing between the United ‘| 


S:ates and Texas, is disregarded, and the President 


is resolved to protect all Mexicans living on terri- f 


tory ceded to the United States by Mexico, and it | 
is true, as we have seen, that Texas was as much | 
a écssion, so far as the treaty of Hidalgo is con- ' 
cerned, as New Mexico and California; and if the 
President is going to protect Mexicans against i 
the authority of Texas m Santa Fé,—I should like || 
to Know how much further down he is going to f 
extend his protecting care. Wail he go down to i 
Austin? Will he punish as far down as Houston? | 
May Mexicans expect the shield of his protect- 
ing care m Galveston? Is the authority of Texas 
every where to fall before the triumphant march of | 
this most valiant hero—this commander-in-chief | 
of the army and navy of the United States? It! 
might economize biood, sir, if this conquering | 
chief would only deign to fix a boundary—put up | 
& sign-post at the point where he intends to stop | 
hargiug and chopping off heads. i 
Mr. Chairman, L have great respect for true and 
genuine heroism; but! confess myself rather res: 
uve in the presence of the bastard progeny which 
this slavery agitation has brought forth. When 
we were threatened with thirty-nine western regi- 
ments, f grew impaticnt; when we were threat- 
ened with ten thousand Kentuckians, led on by 
the great compromtser, [felt still more provoked; 
but when Millard Fillmore mounis his Pegasus, 
and aremnpls 10 drive over us with the whole naval 
and military power of the nation, I cannot think or 
Speak with peuience. When Jackson threatened, || 
there was dignity in the threat. When Taylor 
threatened, it was not quite contemptible; but for 
Millard Fuiimore, a mere come-by-chanve—a poor | 
lie kite, who has fallen by accident into the 
eaxle’s nesi—when he attempts to play the hero, 
and to threaten the South, one scarcely knows 
what linut to fix to céntempt and scorn. If these | 
feelings have a deeper depth in the human soul, 
let the upstart hero, not yet warm in the seat of |! 
accidental honor, know and feel that he has 
reached that deeper depth in the heart of every 
true and faithful son of the yet proud and independ- | 
ent South; 
What, Mr. Chairman, is the meaning of all this? f 
Why does the President disregard the most solemn if 
obligations? Why, sir, does he manifest so much i 
of impatience to wrest successfully from Texas | 
that which is so justly her own, and which she never | 
can surrender without dishoaor? And why, sir, 
inde peudent of all considerations of justice and | 
natiunal faith, are we of the South bound to make 
common cause with Texas? Because, sir, you 
and J, and every other southern man, Know that 


| 
i 
i 


i 


t 
i 
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| 


| 
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_ of the President of the United States that he not 


| grounds of dispute as to the true boundary of 


| giving none to the other party? I hear a voice 


of the North, but has so far influenced the action 


only does not execute a treaty for the advantage of 
slavery, out in dereliction of the plainest diciates 
of duty, absolutely refuses to do so? Can any 
man look at this state of things and not sée the 
frightful end we are approaching? What was the 
manifest duty of the President, and in this con- | 
juncture of our affairs—admitting that he thought, 

as I certainly do not, that there was reasonable 


Texas? Was it not, sir, to have occupied the 
country peaceably and quietly until the question 
was setiled—taking no advantage to himself, and 


say, hatis just what he did. Not so, sir. 
His “predecessor, General Taylor, found a mil- 
itary government there, and he allowed that 
military government to foment disloyalty to Tex- 
as, and to take incipient steps for throwing off the 
authority of Texas. The acting President goes 
| further, and not only approves this conduct, but 
| gives us to understand that he means to maintain 
{it by force of arms. The President knows full 
well that if the rebels against Texas ihrow off her 
authority and establish an anti-slavery constitu- 
tion, a free-soil majority here stand ready to ad- 
mit her into the Union as a State. Itis said that 
the President never threatened to use military 
power until Texas had first threatened. We all 
know, Mr, Chairman, on what state of facts the 
movements of 'Texas have been based. We all 
know that Texas acquiesced in your sending a 
military establishment to Santa Fé, under an assu- 
rance that it was not to be used against her claim, 
or to her prejudice;and weall know that this same 
military power in the hands of the President was 
used to subvert the authority and trample under 
foot the rights of Texas. Thus it was, sir, when 
Texas saw herself, by means like these, driven 
from her rightful possession, that she first spoke 
of force. But even then, sir, she asked respect- 
fully what was meant by all these proceedings, 
and whether the President approved them; and we 
have already seen in what spirit that civil inquir 
was responded to. Texas would be unfaithful to 
her past history if she feared to assert her rights, 
or faltered in maintaining them against whatever 
odds. 

in what attitude, Mr. Chairman, does the 
; northern Democracy present itself on the question 
of the Texas boundary? It is within your recol- 
lection, that in the memorable political contest of 
1844, ‘l'exas was inscribed on all our banners; and 
from the loud huzzas that went up continually, L 
thought it was inscribed on all our hearts. Mr. 
Van Buren was discarded, and Mr. Clay crippled 
in the affections of his friends on account of theif 
mutual hosulity tothe project of annexation. Mr. 
Polk was nominated and elected on the issue. 
The measure was consummated in compliance with 
the people’s mandate. War ensued, and the people 
turned Out en masse to prosecute it to a successful 
termination. The first blood was shed between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande; and the Democracy 
voted on their oaths that it was American blood 
shed on American soil. You defended the Presi- 
dent through the whole of the war, always main- 
taining that the Texas we acquired, was Texas 
according the constitution of 1836; Texas as she 
presented herself, and as she was accepted under 
the resolution of annexation, Now, where are you? 
Will you vote to-day as you voted in 1844? Will 
you vote to-day as you continued to vote through 
the whole of the Mexican war? And if not, why? 
l can understand a northern Whig who votes 
against the claim of Texas. He belongs to a 
party who was opposed to annexation; opposed 
to the war; opposed to the acquisition of additional 
territory; cpposed to everything that you and L 
were for, But how you can Oppose this claim, 
recognized as it has been in every form, supported 
as it has been by you and me through all its va= 


t 
i 


ny would be f 


Is it not melan- | 
ry true patriot, to | 


restored In twenty-four hours. 

cboly, i8 it not alarming to eve 
gee that tiis war upon a Secuion, this eternal and |! 
never-ending assaiiment of the South, has not only f 
warped the judgment of the best and purest men | 


| 


rious forms and phases, I must confess myself at 
fault to understand. Í 

There is one other matter to which I must ad- 
vert. It is become quite too common of late, for 
certain political censors, in and out of Congress, to 
speak of southern men who demand justice for 
the South, as ultras; and if we persist in our de- 
mands, and can neither be bribed or brow-beaten 
into acquiescence with northern wrongs, the next 
step is, to whistle us down the windsas disunion- 


effects of charges like these on the minds of my 
constituents that [now speak. They haveknown 
me for many long years; | have served them here 
and elsewhere; and if there is any earthly power 
to persuade them that I am a disunionist or a 
traitor to my country, I would scorn to receive 
office at their hands. I allude to charges like this, 
that I may hold them up to public scorn and repro- 
bation. ‘The miserable reptiles who sting the 
South while they nestle in her bosom, are the au- 
thors of these base calumnies. Sooner or later 
they will be spurned as-the veriest spaniels who 
ever crouched at the footstool of power. I fancy, 
sir, that there is perfect harmony of sentiment be- 
tween my constituents and myself on the subjects 
which now divide the North and the South. We 
are southerners and go for the Constitation, and 
the Union subordinate to the Constitution. Give 
jus the Constitution as it was administered from 
the day of its formation to 1819, and we are satis- 
fied. Up to that time Congress never assumed to 
interfere with the relation of master and servant. 
It extended over all, and gave to all equal protec- 
tion; give it to us to-day in the same spirit, and we 
are satisfied. Less than this we will not accept. 
You ask us to love the Constitution, to revere 
the Union, and to honor the glorious banner 
of the stars and stripes. Excuse me, gentle- 
men; but I must say to you, in all candor, that 
the day has gone by when | and my people 
can cherish a superstitious reverence for mere 
names. Give us a Constitution strong enough to 
shield us all in the same degree, and we will love 
it. Give us a Union capacious enough to receive 
us all as equals, and we will revere it. Giveusa 
banner that is broad enough to cover us as a nation 
of orothers, and we will honor it. But if you offer 
us a broken constitution—one that can only shield 
northern people and northern property—we will 
spurn it. If you offer us a union so contracted 
that only half the States can stand up as equals, 
we will reject it; and if you offer us a banner that 
covers your people and your property, and leaves 
ours to the perils of piracy and plunder, we will 
trample it under our feet. We came into this 
Union as equals, and we will remain in it as 
| equals. We demand equal laws and equal jus- 
tice. We demand the protection of the Con- 
stitution for ourselves, our lives, and our property. 
Wherever we may be, we demand that the na- 
tional flag, wherever it may wave, on the land or 
on the seas, shall give shelter and security to our 
property and ourselves. These are our demands: 
will you comply with them? You have the 
power to grant or refuse them. Grant them, 
and our feelings of harmony and brotherhood 
will be restored. These evidences of decay that 
we witness all around us will vanish, and a strong, 
healthy, vigorous national prosperity will spring 
up. I shail not predict the consequences of your 
refusal; they are so plain that “a wayfaring man 
though a fool” cannot mistake them, They ex- 
| hibit themselves in a thousand different forms,—in 
the divisions of our churches, in the estrangement 
of family ties, in jealousies between the North and 
the South, in the gradual but certain withdrawal 
of all confidence and fellowship between the people 
of the two great sections. Where is the patriot 
heart that has not throbbed with the deepest anxi- 
ely as from day to day the growth and progress of 
these things has become more apparent? 1 will not 
dwell upon a theme so full of melancholy; butailow 
me to add, in conclusion, I sincerely hope your 


H conduct may not force us in the end to say, we 


once were brothers, but you have become our eni- 
mies and we are yours. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, obtained the 
floor, but yielded to a motion that the committee 
rise, 

The motion having been agreed to, 

The committee rose and reported progress, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, August 8, 1850. 

Mr. COOPER, I hold in my hand numerdus 
memorials from citizens, residents of many of the 
counties in Pennsylvania, praying for a modifi- 
cation of the existing tariff laws, and containing, 
I am informed, over two thousand names. They 
set forth that there is great distress prevailing 


ists and traitors, It is not, Sir, because I fear the 


everywhere throughout the State of Pennsylvania, 
especially among those engaged in mining coal 
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has been furnished me, I can state confidently to 
the Senate that nearly one half of the number of 
furnaces that were in operation in Pennsylvania at 
the close of the year 1847, have now blown out 
altogether, in consequence of the inadequacy of 
the prices to be obtained for iron. The produc- 


tion is now less than one half of what it was at /| 


the time to which I have referred; although per- 
haps more than a majority of the whole number 
of furnaces and forges may be still in operation. 


I say, however, confidently, that not one half of | 


the quantity of iron is produced now which was 
produced at the period mentioned. The conse- 
quence is, that a very large number of people, who 
derive their subsistence from labor in the furnaces, 
forges, and foundries of that State, are now out of 
employment, and many of them ina state of ab- 
solute destitution. The consequences of the dim- 
mution in the production of iron is not felt among 
those engaged In that department of industry alone, 
but is felt, also, and that severely, among those en- 
gaged in mining coal and other industrial occupa- 
tions. 

ft is known to you, sir, that in late years a 
very large quantity of anthracite coal has been 
consumed in the furnaces and forges in operation 
in the eastern part of the State. 


branch of our industry in Pennsylvania are out of 
employment, and, to a great extent, without the 
tneans of subsistence. 
selves to other employment, for the men who are 
engaged in the manufacture of iron and the mining 


of coal, have been brought up to these particular | 


branches of business; and it is their trade, and 
they are unqualified for any other occupations. 
But, sir, other branches of industry, dependent 
upon protection, or to some extent upon protec- 
tion, for their success, have also gone down, or 
have greatly curtailed their operations. This is 
especially the case with the recently established 
cotton mills and manufactories of Pennsylvania. 
I presume you are aware, sir, that during the last 


two or three years a large number of cotton mills | 


have been, erected and gone into operation in our 
State.. These have lately, in a great measure, 


ceased operations—same of them entirely and : 


others partially; and the consequence is, that the 
people, formerly employed in manufacturing iron 
and mining coal, cannot resort to the cotton mills 


“nor to agriculture for the means of subsistence; | 


for the first, as L have stated, have, to a consider- 
able extent, gone out of operation, and the markets 
for the latier have been largely diminished by 


the reduction of the production of these articles of | 
iron, coal, and cotton fabrics, to which i have 


referred. 

There is, therefore, as the memorialists state, a 
degree of suffering prevalent among them which 
has not existed at any period within many years 
past—not even in 1842, previously to the passage 
of the act known as the tariff act of that year. 
They pray Congress that some modification of the 
present act may take place at the present session, 
They do not ask for the repeal of the act of 1846; 
but they ask that what was the intention of the 
framers of that act may be carried into effect, and 
that they may have such protection as it was de- 
signed to afford at the time. They state that, 
owing to the condition of affairs at home and 
abroad, the provisions of that act, sufficient at the 
time, have ceased to be so a present and for some 
time past; and they ask that Congress may take 
up the subject and put them in the position in 
which it was designed to place them at the ume 
the act of 1846 was passed. They set forth many 
facts that are important to every Senator and mem- 
ber of Congress desiring to make up a correct 
judgment on the subject; but 1 will not detain the 
Senaie now with a recapitulation of all that is 
stated in the memurials, and in the letters from 
intelligent -gentlemen accompanying them. — Ir is | 
sufficient to say that the state of things existing : 
abroad, especially on the continent of Europe, has ; 
brought down the price of iron in England to a : 
point lower than it has ever been before, except 
on one single occasion. I need not advert to them, 
for you will at once understand to what | refer— 
viz: the revolutions there—causing the abandon 
ment of the contracts for making railroads, with 
which the whole continent was checkered over. 


The demand for } 
coal for this purpose has fallen off within the last | 
two years nearly, if not altogether, one half; and | 
the consequence is, that those éngaged in that , 


They cannot betake them- | 


- = 
i| . This state of things has obliged England to sell her 
ji Iron at too low rates, and great amounts have been 
thrown in uponus. Iron is now manufactured there 
jp al $22, 23 24, 25, 26, and $27 per ton, according to 
i quality, and sent here, thus breaking down our 
ji establishments, and taking employment and bread 
from the American laborer. The memorialists state, 

that if this condition of things prevail for a great 
i| While, there will bea general cessation of operations 
in the iron manufacture of this country, except in 

|| certain favored localities; and that the consequence 
will be, that all competition between the foreign and 
domestic producer will cease, and that eventually, 
in the course of a year or eighteen months, consu- 
mers will be obliged to pay more for the iron used 
by them, than they would do under a duty which 
would afford a just protection to the domestic pro- 
i ducer. The hisiory of the iron manufacture of 


|| Supplies the whole quantity, we pay the highest 
li prices for iron, Butl will not detain the Senate 
|i further, and | move that the memorials be referred 
| to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. STURGEON. I haveno doubt that the 
| iron interest of Pennsylvania, to a certain extent, 
i} isina depressed condition at the present time. 
That, I believe, is generally admitted, so far as 
the manufacture of iron from the ore into the 
| rough pig state is concerned; but I have informa- 
i tion, | think, that more iron has been manufac- 
i tured at Piusburg the present season, and at a 
greater profit, than ever was the case before. 

Mr. COOPER. The manufacture of iron into 
other articles? 

Mr. STURGEON. Yes, sir, to a greater ex- 


evident, as my colleague remarked, that this de- 


and of the United States generally, has arisen from 
the fact that the matter has been overdone in 
Europe, and perhaps in this country also. ‘The 
depression is only temporary, as | believe, and the 


i] ters are doing. And lam informed thatthey have 
commenced doing itin Pennsylvania, lt 1s well 
known to the world, thata few years sincea grand 
general system of railroad consiruction was en- 


i| capital was consequently invested in the iron in- 
| terest. This system hus been abandoned, and a 
|: duced abroad, wbich has operated to produce a 
similar depression here. in my opinion, however, 
j it will be of but temporary continuance, and. that, 
jj after a partial suspension of a few months, vur 
|| iron masters will again resume their operations 
with ther accustomed vigor. 

I think my colleague is mistaken in what he 
states in regard to the coal trade; for, if E am 
righty informed, the amount mined and sent to 
market in 1849 exceeds that mined and sent to 
|] market in 1848. 
| that period from 3,000,000 tons to 3,300,000 tons, 
some 300,000 tons. ‘Lise mining operations for the 
present year are also running ahead of those for 
the year 1849, and will probably reach some 
3,600,000 tous. À do not doubt that he states what 
he believes to be correct, but my information is, 
that the coal mining certainly is not falling off. 

i Mr. COOPER. Both are correct. 
Mr. STURGEON. 


1 

| terially. 

| Mr. COOPER. Not at all. 

| Mr. SPURGEON. I should be pleased if some 


the iron masters, if 11 could be done without the 
creation of a permanent increase of taxation 
through a high tariff. it would be best for ali, | 
think, if it was left alone. To increase the pres- 
ent rates of tariif wouid be to estabiish a perma- 
nent tax, in my opinion: on the agricultural inter 
ests of the State, especially. The State of Penn- 


| Flour, which in 1842 and 1843 was down to $2.50 
‘per barrel in Pittsburg, has not been lower. than 

$5 or $5.25 per barrel for the last two or three 
_years. Wool we are selling now at twenty to 
i! twenty-five per cent. higher than we have done for 
\\ the last seven or eight years. Therefore, so far 


i as the agricultural interests are concerned, Í think 


| this country proves the fact, that when England | 


tent, and ata greater profit than ever before. It is | 


j pression among the iron interest of Pennsylvania, i 


result will be, thatthe iron masters must reduce į 
| the quantity produced, as the European iron mas- į 


tered upon in Europe, and that a great amount of || 


i! depression of the iron interest consequently pro- | 


There was an increase during! 


But they differ very ma- į 


means could be adopted for the present relief of ! 


Pennsylvania was never more prosperous, and. I 
believe the depression among the iron masters is 
but of a temporary character, which will ‘scen 
relieve itself. v PEAN 

Mr. COOPER rose to reply, but Mr. PEARCE 
called for the special order. 

The memorials were referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. : 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. P 

| Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of the delegates of the. Cherokee ‘nation, submit- 
ted a report in writing, concluding with certain 
resolutions; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The subject-matter of that 
eport involves the reference of a question to the 
enate as an umpire, under the treaty of 1846, be- 
i tween the United States and the Cherokce nation 
f Indians. I have learned that the Indian ap- 


i propriation bill has already passed the House of 
i Representatives and will soon be here, and itis 


necessary that the question referred to the Senate 


as an umpire should be decided, not in an execu- 


i referred to them, 
i ject-matter of that report acted upon at as early 


; The motion was agreed to. 
THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. 
Mr. PEARCE moved, and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to the consideration of the bill proposing 
to the State of ‘Texas the establishment of her 
northern and western boundaries, and the relin- 
quishment by the said State of all territory claimed 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her 
claim upon the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD being entitled to the floor, 
said, that as there were but a few minutes of the 
morning hour left, he desired to know whether, in 
case he resumed his argument on this bill, he 
would be obliged to yield the floor when the hour 
arrived for taking up the California bill? 

; ‘The PRESIDENT replied in the negative. 

| Mr, UNDERWOOD then resumed the speech 
i commenced by him yesterday, going into a de-. 
tailed examination of maps, records, and docu- 
ments, to show that Texas had no title to the 
territory in dispute. He came to the conclugion 
that Texas had no title to what it was proposed 
to pay her for. He examined the question of the 
obligation of the United States to pay the bonds 
of Texas, for which she had pledged her revenues, 
He denied that there was any such obligation on 
the Government. And if there were, he consid- 
ered the sum proposed to be extravagant in the 
extreme. He could not vote for the bill unless it 
were amended in important particulars. He cons 
sidered the question one entirely of dollars and 
| cents, and its settlement had nothing todo witha 
i| restoration of peace and harmony to the country 
on the subject of slavery. 

Mr. EWING proposed three amendments to 
the bill, but withdrew them at the request of 

Mr. PEARCE, who moved to amend the last 
section of the bill, which now reads thus— 


Fifth. fmmediately after the President of the United 
States shall have been furnished with an authentic Copy of 
the acts of the General Assembly of Texas accepting tese 
| propositions, he shail cause the stuek to be issued in favor 
of the Stare of Texas, provided tor in the fourth article 
of this agreement: Provided also, That five milhons of said 
stock shall not be issued nuntii the creditors of the State of 
i kas, hoiding bonds of Texas for whied duties on imports 
i pecially pledged, slali first fiie, at the Treasury of the 
| United States, releases of all claim against the United 
| 
{ 


i 
j 
i 


| Siates, for, or on account of, said bonds.” — 
i By striking outall after the words * provided also,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“That no more than five millions of said stock shall he 
issued until the creditors of the State, holding bonds and 
other certificates of stock of Texas, tor which duties on fiye 
ports were speciaily pledged, sha I first file at the Treasury 
of the United States releases of all claisu against the United 
Siates, (or or on aceount of said bonds or cerufivates, in such 
form as shall be prescribed by the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury, 
and approved by the President of the United States.” 

After debate, by Messrs. UNDERWOOD, 
PEARCE, and ATCHISON, the question beng 
taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved to postpone this bill, with 
a view to take up the California bill; and, after 
debate, the yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
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taken, the Senate refused to postpone ‘the bill by 
the following vote: : : 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bright, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, 
Fetch, Hamlin, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Un- 
derwood,. Upham, Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Whit 
comh—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Bradbury, Butler, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Donglas, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Kiug, Manguin, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pearce, 
Phelps, Rask, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Yu 
Tee—31. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the first section 
of the bill, which now reads thus— 

“First. The State of Texas will agree that her boundary 
on the north shall commence at the point at whieh tre 
meridian of one hundred degrees west from Greenwich is 
intersected by the parallel of thirty-six degrees thirty min- 
utes north latitude, and shall run from said point due west 
tothe meridian of one hundred and three degrees west from 
Greenwich; thenee her boundary shall run due south to the 
thirty-second degree of north latitude, thence on the said 

` parallel of thirty-two degrees north latitu:e to the Rio Bravo 
del Norte, and thence with the channel of said river to the 
Gulf of Mexico. 2— 
By striking out all after “ Greenwich,” where it 
first occurs, and inserting — 

Crosses Red river, being the southwest angle in the line 
desiguated between the United States and Mexico, and the 
same angh in the Hne of the territory set apart for the In- i 
dians by the United States, thence southwestwardly to the 
most northerly point of the dam ac: oss the Rio Bravo del 
None whieh supplies with water the irrigating canal which 
supplies the town of El Paso with water, thence with the 
channel of said river to the Gulf of Mexico.” 

Mr. EWING addressed the Senate in support 
of his amendment, giving way to Messrs. Pearce, 
Rusk, Have, and Davis of Mississippi, for expla- 
nation. | 

Mr. COOPER supported the amendment; if 
adopted, it would remove serious objections to the 
bill, He did not wish to be understood as saying 
that he would vote against the bill if the amend- 
ment was rejected, 

Mr. BADGER opposed the amendment. He 
said that he did not agree with the Texas Senators 

Pi Hi ane 

as to the validity of their title to the full extent of 
its claim, but he did believe Texas had some claim. 
To prevent hostilities, to prevent any occasion for | 
shedding American blood by American arms, he 
was prepared to vote for almost anything which 
would have the effect of settling this question. 

Mr, PEARCE explained this part of his bill, 
and opposed the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER followed in some remarks upon 
the importance of the subject, and said that whether 
the amendment were adopted or not, he would vote 
for the bill. — 

Mr. ATCHISON moved that the Senate ad- 
journ. ' 

And the Senate, by a division—ayes 
23—refused to adjourn. 

rp . 

Che question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Ewing, and, by the following vote, it was 
rejected: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hamtin, Phelps, Seward, Shields, 
Sinith, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, and 
Winthrop—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs, Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Bright, Butler, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Powa, Douglas, Foote, Houston, Hant- 
er, King, Mangum, Mason, Morten, Pearce, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Soulé, ~turgeon, Turney, Whitcomb, aud Yulve—23. 

Mr. DAYTON moved to add to that part of the 
bill in which Texas is to release to the United 
States certain ports, &c., the following: 

“And releases to the United States all the vacant and 
nappropriaied | public lauds now lying within her limits: 
Provided, if there shall be any residue of sait Jand, after the 
xepayiment toile United States of the ten anillions of dollars 
hervinatter referred to, the same shall return to, and remain 
the property of Texas.” 

And the question being taken thereupon by yeas 
and nays, the amendment was rejected as follows: 

YEA3—Messre, Baldwin, Chase, Cooper, Davis of Mas- 
sichuretts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, 
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2, noes 


Hate, Hanlin, Norris, Phelps, Seward, Spruance, Under- i 
I 


wood, Upham, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—17. 
NAYS— Messrs, Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Be 


rien, Bradbury, Brigit, Buter, Cass, Davis of M ppi, | 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dougtas, Ewing, Foote, Houston, Huut- 
er, King, Maugum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, ehas- | 


tian, Shickls, Sinith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, Whitcomb, 
aud Yulee—3t. 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the bill by ad- 
ding thereto the following: i 

s Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
Strucd to impair or quality any thing contained in the third 
ariicle of the 2d section of tie ‘joint resolution fur amex- 
ing Texas to the United States, approved Mareh 1, 1845, | 
either as regards the number of States that may hereafter be 
formed out of the State of Texas or otherwise.” 


‘bill wherein it is proposed that Texas shall release 


į addressing the Senate on this bill, for a few mo- 


i session; nor did he wish it to adjourn on his ac- 


| the proposed boundaries of Texas,) and insert in 


| the first paragraph of my message to the two 


| vey the idea that Governor Bell’s letter to my pre- 


message and prevent misapprehension. 


| between the commanding officer of the ship and 


And the amendment was adopted without a di- 
vision. 2 


Mr. BALDWIN moved, and that part of the 


to the United States the ‘‘ territory,” was amended 
by inserting the words ‘¢ claim to.” 
Mr. WINTHROP said that he was desirous of 


ments, but he did not wish to delay or prolong the 


count. The boundary was the particular point in 
the bill which he desired to have settled. Witha 
view to make the bill one for which he could vote, 
he moved to strike out the first section, (defining 


lieu-thereof the following: : 

The State of Texas, will agree that her boundary on the 
north shail commence at the point in the middle of the deep- 
est channel in the Rio Grande del Norte, where the same is 
crossed by the one hundred and second degree of longitude 
west from the meridian of Greenwich; thence north along 
that longitude to the thirty-1ourth degree of north latitude 3 
thence eastwardly to the point at which the one-hundredth 
degree of west longitude crosses the Red river”? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Pending which, the President of the Senate laid 
before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, which was read 
and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
lt has been suggested to me that the language in 


tlouses of Congress, of the 6th instant, may con- 


decessor was received by him before his death. 
It was addressed to him, but appears, in point of 
fact, to have been sent to me from the post office 
after his death. 

I make this communication to accompany the 


MILLARD FILLMORE, 

Wasuineron, August 8, 1850. | 

The question recurring on the motion to ad- || 
journ, it was decided in the affirmative by the |; 
following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, 
Berrien, Bradbury, Bater, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetis, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, |} 
Fetch, Hale, Hamlin, Hanter. King, Mason, Morton, Norris, 
Soulé, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Uphain, and Yu- | 
leo—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bright, Cass, Clemens, Cooper, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Foote, Greene, 
Houston, Mangnn, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Shields, Sinith, Stargeon, Wales, Walker, Whiteowb, 
and Winthrop—24. 


And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, August 9, 1850. 

The Journal was read. 

Mr. GRINNELL asked the unanimous consent | 
to introduce the following resolution: 

Aesolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish this House, with all the correspondence and in- | 
formation in the Navy Department relative to the visit of 
the United States ship Preble to the port of Naragaski, for | 
the purpose of demanding sixteen American seamen held in 
prison by the authorities of Japan. 

No objection being made— 

The resolution was received, and the question 
being on its adoption— 

= y Pe OE 
_Mr. GRINNELL, in explanation; simply de- 
sired to state, that the visit of this ship of war had 
been fully successful in obtaining the release of 
the sixteen seamen, who had been cast on the 
shore of Japan, by the wreck of a vessel employed 
in the whale fishery, and that a correspondence 


the authorities of Japan, of an interesting charac- 
ter, had taken place, which it was desirable should 
be made publie. | 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NELSON moved that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MASON rose to a privileged motion, 

_Mr. RICHARDSON asked leave to introducea 
bill, of which he had given previous notice, and 
appealed to the gentlemen to waive their motions 
for that purpose. 

Messrs. Bayir and Nexson accordingly with- 
drew their motions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON sent up his bill, which was 
read for information, by its title, as follows: 


« A bill granting all the unsold public land in the county 
of Greene, Sue of IHinois, for the erection and maintenance 
of the White Ball Male and Female Academy and Orphan 
Tnatitute.?? ; i 

No objection being made— 

The bill was received, twice read, and, 

On the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. ~ 

: THE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. MASON rose to a privileged question, and 
moved to reconsider the vote of yesterday, by 
which the resolution reported by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. McDowaxn,] from. the Qom- 
mittee on Accounts, relating to the folding-room, 
was laid on the table; and he said he wished to 
make a moment’s explanation in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER said, the motion was not de- 
hatable, except by the unanimous consent of the 
House. f 

Mr. MASON asked consent. 

Mr. NELSON renewed his motion. 

The SPEAKER announced the question on the 
motion of Mr. Mason. 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired, what was the 
motion? 

The SPEAKER stated the motion, and caused 
to be read the resolution reported by Mr. McDon- 
ALD, together with the amendment offered by Mr. 
CARTTER. 

The SPEAKER said that this resolution and 
amendment were yesterday, on motion of the gen- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] laid on 
the table. ‘The question was now on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mason] to re- 
consider that vote. 

Mr. GOTT moved to lay the motion on the 
table. ‘ 

Mr. MASON aaid, he wished to have it under- 


| stood that the amendment of the gentleman from 
: Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] was not reported from the 
| Committee on Accounts. 


The SPEAKER interposed, and reminded the 
gentleman that debate was out of order. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 


| Gorr, and decided in the affirmative. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. NELSON renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House. _ 

Mr. BAYLY renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion of Mr. 
Netson was first in order. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER said, before the Chair pro- 
ceeded to put the question to the House he would 
state, that the motion to reconsider the vote upon 
the passage of the Oregon land bill, made yester- 
day, was entered upon the Journal as having been 
made by the Delegate from Oregon. lIt had es- 
caped the noticeof the Chair when the Journal was 
read to him in the evening. in the opinion of the 
Chair, the Delegate could not make the motion, 
The Journal (if there was no objection) would be 
corrected, and the motion would be entered ag 
having been made by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Wurre,) who had risen simulta- 
neously with the Delegate from Oregon. 

No objection being made— 

The Journal was amended, and, as amended, 
was approved, 

‘The question being on ordering the yeas and 
nays— 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced—ayes 24, noes 78. 

Mr. STANTON called for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Preston Kine 
and CLINGMAN were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 28. The noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Nerson, and decided—yeas 71, nays 91; as 
follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Bennett, Bissell, 
Briggs, Broo Thomas B, Bauer, George A. Caldwell, 
Jaupbell, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Daniel, De- 
berry, Dickey, D mimiek, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Featherston, 
Fowler, Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hainiiton, Haral- 
sou, Hay, Houston, Hunter, Inge, Andrew Johnson, James 


G: King, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshal, McDowell, Rob- 
ert M. McLane, Meacham, Milson, Morris, Morse, Mor- 
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ton, Nelson, Ogle, Olds. Orr, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Put- 
nam, Reynolds; Risley, Robinson, Rockwell,’ Root, Rose, 
Ross, Sackett, Spaulding, Sprague, Richard H. Stanton, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Van Dyke, Waldo, Wentworth, White, 
Whittlesey, and Woodward—7L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, Averett, Ba- 
ker, Bayly, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Buel, Burrows, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Casey,. 
Chandler, Ciarke. Clingman, Cole, Crowell, Durkee, Ewing, 
Fitch, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gowd, Grinnell, Hall,-Har-. 
Jan, Isham G. farris, Henry, Hibbard, Holiaday, Howard, 
Habbard, Joseph W Jackson, William T. Jackson, James 
L. Johuson, Kobert W. Johnson, Jones, Jian, George G. 
King, John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, Matteson, McClernand, MeKissock, McLanahan, 
McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Moore, Otis, Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Pitman, Richardson, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Stanly, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Underhill, Venable, 


Vinton, Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wildrick, | 


Williams, Wilmot, Wilson, Wood, and Young—91. 


So the Flouse refused to go into Committee of | 


the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Bary, and was decided in the affirmative without 
a division. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burt, 
of South Carolina, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic services of the Government 

` for the fiscal year ending the 30:h June, 1851. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, who was enti- 
tled to the floor, addressed the House during an 
hour, in opposition to the doctrines advanced by 
the President in his recent message relative to the 
Texas boundary controversy. He maintained that 
it was not such a case as would authorize the Pres- 
ident to call into. requisition the military power of 
the country to settle. He entered into an argu- 
ment to show that it would be an assumption of 

ower not authorized by the Constitution, or the 
ie of 1785, for the President to interpose with 
. the military power of the country iu any case, ex- 
cept where obstacle was made to legal process, or 
judicial action. He also denied the right of the 
resident to define what were the boundaries of 
New Mexico, or the rights of her people, under 
the treaty with Mexico; that, he contended, be- 
longed to Congress to determine. [His remarks, 
which are in course of preparation, will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix.] 

Mr. S. having concluded—— 

Mr. SAVAGE obtained the floor, but yielded 
to enable Mr. Mann, of Massachusetts, to reply 
to some remarks of Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. M. having concluded, 

Mr. S, resumed the floor, and addressed the 

- House an hour in condemnation of the principles 
set forth in the President’s message. [His re- 
marks, which are being prepared, will be published 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the committee, in 
reply, chiefly, to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Steruens,] and in vindication 
of the course of the President in reference to the 
boundary of Texas. [tis remarks will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. } 

Mr. W. having concluded, and no gentleman 
rising to address the committee, 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. JIOUSTON signified his desire to speak. 

- The question was taken, and the committee re- 
fused to rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON obtained the floor, and said 
he would proceed with his remarks at this time, if 
such was the desire of the committee, though he 
expressed a preference to defer them till morning, if 
the committee saw fit to rise, to take up some other 
business. 

He yielded the floor to 

Mr. TAYLOR, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was put, and rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON then proceeded, and ad- 
dressed the House on the subject ofa conciliatory 
policy. Hethought that the whole difficulty was 
a mere boundary dispute between Texas and the 


United States—one with which he, as a member of 
Congress, had nothińg todo; beyond voting any 
sum which might bethought proper to purchase the 
territory in dispute. The settlement of the ques- 
tion, he was of opinion, belonged to the judicial 
tribunal of the country. As to the subject of Cali- 
fornia, he expressed his readiness to vote for her 
admission with her assumed limits, although he 
thought she had extended her boundaries some- 
what too much. But he thought that even this 
large extension was favorable to the South, as it 
retarded the multiplicity of non-slaveholding States. 
He said he had voted for the Wilmot proviso, 
without approving of it, as an amendment to the 
two million bill, for the purpose of defeating that || 
bil. 
Without concluding, he gave way.to 
Mr. SEDDON, on whose motion the committee 
rose and reported progress, 
à After an unsuccessful effort to adjourn to Mon- |i 
ay, 
The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


} 
By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of James L. Collins, of || 
New Mexico, praying compensation for losses sustained ia i! 
the service of the United States in the late war with Mexi- |! 
co; and also, compensation for imprisonment by Mexicans i 
while acting as the confidential agent of the officer com- | 
H 

i 

| 

| 

L] 


manding in New Mexico. 

By Mr. WALDO: The petition of John M. Niles and 104 
others, citizens and electors of the town of Hartford, Con- 
necticut, asking for a change in the tariff taws, substituting 
specific for ad valorem duties. 


IN SENATE. 


Frivay, August 9, 1850. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented the memorial of citi- | 
zens of Monterey, in California, asking the estab- 
lishment of a port of entry at that place. ji 

He took occasion to otiserve that the memorial 
was numerously signed, well drawn, and went 
considerably into details of facts relating to the 
subject, which would commend it to the consider- 
ation of the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Rob- 
ert Grant, asking that an appropriation may be 
made for lighting the public buildings and grounds | 
in the eity of Washington, by means of the Cal- || 
cium Light, of which he is the inventor; which | 
was referred to the Coramittee on Public Buildings. || 

| 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, | 

Resolved, That John B. Wallack have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

PETITION OF CATHARINE G. FINNEY. H 


Mr. CLARKE. I am requested to present to | 
the Senate the petition of Catharine G. Finney, | 
“a descendant and one of the heirs at law of an 
officer of the Rhode Island brigade,” in behalf of 
herself and others, asking Congress to provide for 
the just payment of the commutation pay due to 
that brigade. $ 

Mr. President, in the year 1777, the island of 
Rhode Island was in possession of the British 
forces in this country, embracing about one third 


|! 


i 
i 


nished her quota of men ang 
nental line; and her militia, “Tn 
bodied man between the ages of eighteen and sixty, 
was enrolled and employed in resisting the enemy. 
The impossibility of successfully continuing this 
defence was apparent, and a conference of dele- 
gates from the New England States was holden at 
Providence, which resulted in an application to the i 
Continental Congress for some force to resist and ji 
repel these forces of the enemy. The Congress |i 
replied that it was impossible to detach any of the | 


i 
$ 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
f 
f 
i 


| 
i 
| 
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farces of the continental line for the service which 
was acknowledged to be. necessary, but récom- 
mended to the State-of Rhode Island toraise three 


| regiments, to form the ** Rhode Island brigade,” 


for the service required, and pledging the faith of 
Congress to place such troops upon the same.stand- 
ing and with the same pay in all respecta whatever 
as the troops of the continental army. Accord- 
ingly, three regiments were raised, commanded by 
brave and distinguished men—Colonels Topham, 
Elliot, and Crary. The first. term of enlistment 
was fifteen months; at the expiration of that time 
they enlisted for twelve months; and again, atthe 
expiration of that term, for twelve months longer, 
making in all a continuous service of three years 
and three monihs. The troops were paid in the 
same depreciated currency which was paid to the 
troops of the continental line. In the year 1780 


; Congress passed an act allowing a commutation 


pay for the depreciation of their own currency, to 
the officers and soldiers of the continental army, 
who had enlisted for the war, or who had enlisted 
for three years, The benefit of this act was con- 
fined to the regular line; and when application was 
made by the Rhode Island brigade for the same 
commutation pay, the commissioner of the United 


i States Government, Mr. Chinn, declined to allow 


it to them, because the act applied only to the 
troops of the continental line. And when shown the 
resolve of Congress under which this brigade was 
raised, and the pledge therein made, he still further 


| refused, because the act was made to apply to such 


as had enlisted for three years; and the three regi- 
ments constituting the brigade had enlisted at each 
time fora shorter term. Thus, although they ac- 
tually served for more than three years, they were 


i denied the benefit of the act for commutation pay. 
: This petition has strong claims for just considera~ 


tion, and I move that it be referred to the Coni- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. caer 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which was referred the me- 
morial of Haym M. Solomon, asking: indemnifi- 
cation for advances made by his father during the 
revolutionary war, submitted a report in writing, 
which was ordered to be printed, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of H. M. Solomon; which. was 
read, and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of John T. Sullivan, asking compensa- 
tion for executing the binding of the laws and in- 


i structions to postmasters, for the use of the Post, 


Office Department, presented .a.report in writing, 


| which was ordered to be printed, accompanied by 


a bill for the relief of John T. Sullivan; which was . 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, to 
which was referred the petition of John McAvoy, 
a soldier in the war with Mexico, submitted a re- 
port in writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
adverse to the prayer of jhe petitioner. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred House bill No. 82, being 


| for the relief of Eliphas C. Brown, reported back 


the same without amendment, and recommended 
its passage. 

The PRESIDENT announced the order of the 
day. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Before the Sen- 
ate proceeds to the order of the day, I desire to 


j; take up the bill No. 284, not for the purpose of 


discussion, but simply that it may be recommitted 
to the Committee on Commerce. Itis the bill to 
amend an act to provide for the better security of 
the lives and passengers on board of vessels -pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, as some facts 
have come to light since the bill was reported that 


i render it necessary that it should be-recommitted. 


The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
recommitted to the Committee on Commerce-. 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 


The bill from the House of Representatives; No. 
330, being the bill making appropriations for the 


$ 
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Service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal. year ending June 30, 1851, was read a first. 


and sécond time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ; E 

The bill from the House of Representatives No. 
950, being the bill to create the office of surveyor 
general of the public lands in Oregon, and to. pro- 
vide for the survey and to make donations to set- 
tlers ôf said public lands, was read’ a first and 
second'time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
riitée on Public Landa, 

` THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. : 

At half-past 11 o’clock. the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the special order, being the bill 
proposing to the State of Texas the establishment 


of her northern and western boundaries, the relin- | 


quishment by the said State of all the territory 


claimed by ber exterior to said boundaries, and of | 


all her claims upon the United States. 

“Phe pending question was of the amendment 
offered: yesterday by Mr. WinrHrop, to strike out 
all of the first article from the word ‘‘ commence,” 
and to substitute the following in lieu thereof: 

«“ Atthe point in the middle of the deepest channel in the 
Rio Grande de] Norte, where the same is crossed by the 
102d degree of longitude west from the meridian of Green- 
wich; thence north, along that longitude, to the 34th degree 
of, north latitude ; thence eastwardly to the point at which 
the 100th degree of west longitude crosses the Red river.” 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT. The special order has 
been called for. 

Mr. BENTON. The business of the morning 
hour then is cut off, sir? 

The PRESIDENT. It is, sir. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that he had no inten- 
tion to detain. the Senate. He had not had an 
opportunity of examining the question of bound- 
ary. He. preferred the line proposed yesterday 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Ewrne,] and 
would have been glad if it were adopted. He 
would be glad if the line proposed by the com- 
promise bill had been agreed upon. Butstill more 
would he have preferred the line laid down by the 
convention of New Mexico. 
if this line were adopted. He agreed with nearly 
all that was contained in the late message of the 
President of the United States on this subject. He 
agreed with the President that the constitution 
adopted by the convention of New Mexico was 
nothing more than a nullity; but he hoped that it 
was not such a nullity but it might be made a per- 
fect and recognized document. He would be glad 
to have her admitted as a State. 

He objected to the remuneration proposed to be 
paid to Texas, because he considered it enormous. 
He alluded to the cost of the whole acquired terri- 
tory, fifteen millions, and said that now ten millions 
was proposed to be paid for a part only of it. He 
pointed out the costs of the war, the price of peace, 
and the present proposition, all as resulting from 
the annexation of Texas. 

He then said that, upon examination, he discov- 
ered the line proposed by the bill was not so ob- 
jectionable as he had thought; and as the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio had been rejected 
yesterday, and there being no probability of any 
other line meeting with favor, lie withdrew his 
amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to strike out the 
boundaries proposed by the bill, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following, being those reported by the 
compromise committee: 


«On thé Rio Del Norte, commonly called El Paso, and 
running up that river twenty miles, measured by a straight 
line thereon, and thence eastwardly to a point where the 
100th degree of west longitude crosses Red river, being the 
southwest anglè in the line designated belween the United 
States and Mexico, and the same angle in the line of the 
territory set apart for the {ndians by the United States.” 

Mr. U. asked for the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. CLEMENS replied to the remarks of Mr. 
‘Winruror in relation to the annexation of Texas. 
ELECTRO-MAGNETIC POWER. 

Mr, BENTON addressed the Chair and said : 
The morning business having been cut off for sev- 
eral days by the early taking up of the special 
order, he had been prevented from making a 
communication to the Senate on a subject which 
belonged to that class of business, and was im- 
portant to be made, and was only for information, 
and might answer as well in the published debates, 
where those could read it who pleased; he would 

* now consider it as made, and would draw up what 
he had to say, and deliver it to the reporters, to be 


» 


He would: rejoice | 


-ingeafted on the address to the Chair—on the words, 

«Mr. Present.” Mr. B. then sat down, and 
wrote out for the reporters, as follows: 

Mr. Present: The Senate will recollect that at 
the last session of Congress I presented amemorial 
from Dr. Charles G. Page, setting forth ‘ that he 
had discovered a mode of applying electro-mag- 
netic power to the purposes of navigation and lo- 
comotion, and as a general substitute for the dan- 
gerous agency of steam,;”’ and that an appropriation 
of twenty thousand dollars had been made to 
enable him to test his discovery by practical ex- 
periments. ` These experiments have been made, 
and Dr. Page deems it his duty to communicate 
these results to: Congress and the country, and to 
do it in a manner more satisfactory than by a 
mere written report to Congress. For this pur- 
pose he proposes to exhibit the result of his ex- 
periments, and illustrate them by remarks and 


explanation; and, as the most suitable place, and 


at a time most convenient to the members of Con- 
gress, officers of the Government, and the citizens, 
will exhibit his experiments at the Smithsonian 
Institute, in this city, to-morrow evening, Satur- 
day, commencing at a quarter before six o’clock. 

The practical question which. has oceupied Dr. 
Page is the question of cost—moneyed cost—of 
producing this power. Its capacity and applica- 
bility had been previously established—its capacity 
unlimited—its applicability convenient and safe. 
But the great question of cost remained, and that 
has been deemed too great to admit of its use in 
the business operations of the country. In Eu- 
rope the cost has been he! 
than the cost of producing steam. Dr. Page, ina 
written communication, now in my hands, says 
that he produces this power at a less cost than 
steam power can be produced. His words are: 

« With the same size of battery, and much less cast, I am 
enabled now to exert à force of six hundred pounds where, 
little more than a year ago, I obtained a force of ouly fifty 
pounds. With a consumption of two and a half pounds of 
zine, I now produce one horse power for twenty-four 
hours. This is nearly as cheap as the cheapest steam en- 
gine in the world, and much cheaper than steam uoder some 
conditions.” 7 

Supposing Dr. Page to be right in this state- 
ment of the present cost of producing the electro- 
magnetic power, the hitherto insuperable objection 
to its use asa propelling power is entirely obvi- 
ated, and the cost actually converted into a con- 
sideration in its favor. It is now cheaper, and 
must become more so when the demand for zinc 
shall occasion that to be brought into market which 
is now thrown away, as a refuse of lead ore, in 
the vast lead mines of Missouri and the Upper 
Mississippi. Dr. Page now gives eight cents a 
pound for the zinc which he uses: when a large 
demand is created for it, it may be furnished for 
much less, and at the same time open a market 
for an article now thrown away. 

So much for comparative cost—the electro-mag- 
netic power becoming an economy—a moneyed 
economy—in its production. Buthow many econ- 
omies will follow from its use? Dr. Page enu- 
merates them, putting at their head, and justly, 
the economy of human life, now so deplorably 
wasted by the dangers incident to the use of steam. 
All danger from explosion, and the main cause of 
danger from conflagration, will be avoided—a 
consummation devoutly to be wished by every 
human being. Other economies are thus stated. 
In NAVIGATION—saving room in the vessel, the 
engine and battery requiring but litte space, 
and the fuel very compact compared to coal— 
doing away with chimneys, smoke-stacks, and 
their cumbrous fixtures—instantaneous commu- 
nicability of the full power, so important in chang- 
ing course and avoiding collision—capacity to run 
a blockade, making no noise and showing no light, 
except at pleasure—simplicity in the construction 
of vessels—diminution of insurance from absence 
of danger from explosions and conflagrations, and 
Jess danger from collisions. Jn LAND caRRIAGE— 
no stoppages to take in wood or water, and saving 
the expense of all sfructures and attendance for 
such purposes, one charge of the battery being 
sufficient for twenty-four hours, or more—no dan- 
ger to cars or property from fires—diminution of 
insurance from absence of danger from fire—com- 
fort tu passengers in freedom from smoke, sparks, 
and ashes—safe entrance into towns and citiés 
from. the absence of all the annoyances and dan- 
gers which result from the use ‘of steam... Such 
are some -of the economies claimed by. Dr. Page, 


d to be fifty times greater. 


‘of which, one alone, that of human. life, would 
givean immeastfable preponderance to this power 
over that of steam, if the eost of its production 
should be made near equal, much more if it should 
be made cheaper than steam, as Dr. Page avers it 
can be. All these points wilt be illustrated tö- 
morrow evening, when Dr, Page will run a circu- 
Jar saw, driven by an electro-magnetic battery of 
five-horse power, and will exemplify in- practical 
experiment all the advantages and capabilities 
which he has claimed for this new power. 

Mr. President, 1 take some pride in making this 
communication to the Senate. I took the risk of 
moving in the matter at the last session, and pro~ 


curing the appropriation of $20,000 to enable Dr. 


Page to go on with his experiments. I took the 
risk—the risk of the ridicule which attends ‘great 
projects ending in failure. The projector and his 
backers receive pitiless ridicule under such circum- 
stances. Asa backer of Dr. Page, I have taken 
the risk of this ridicule, and mean to take it still 
deeper. Imean to move another appropriation 
for Dr. Page—one that will enable him to make 
an experiment on a scale commensurate to the 
grandeur of the enterprise, the stake which the 
human race has in its success, and the wealth and 
power of the United States, to whom its first ad- 
vantages and entire glory is to redound, if success- 
ful. I shall move an appropriation to work a ship 
of war or a merchant vessel by this new power, 
and deem the decision of the question. worth all 
the money to be expended, and all the risk of the 
ridicule to be incurred. If successful, it will be 
an advance upon the use of steam power equal to 
the advance of that power over sails, oars, and 
wheels. f 
THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. Ux- 
DERWOOD’s amendment, and were as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Feich, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Norris, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Sinith, 
Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, 
and Winthrop—~24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Butler, t'ass, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Foote, Houston, Hun- 
ter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, 
Sturgeon, and Turney—25. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANGUM rose, before the vote was an- 
nounced, and stated that he had not voted, having 
made an arrangement with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Dayton] to pair off, on that Senator's 
absence. 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the bill by 
striking out ali after the enacting clause, and in- 
serting the following: 

“That by the joint resolution approved March 1, 1845, 
for aunexing ‘Texas to the United States, it being ordained 
that ‘the tenitory properly included within and rightfully 
belonging to the Republic of Texas’ might be erected into 
anew State and admitted into the Union, it is the opinion 
aud judgment of Congress that the admission of Texas into 
the Union, with the boundaries prescribed by the laws! 
thereof, not objeeted toby the United States at the time of 
such annexation, is couclusive as against the United States 
of the right of ‘Texas to all territory included within such 
boundaries. g i 5 ` 

2. Be it resolved, "That when in a state. of war, and in 
the absence of actual State authority anywhere without the 
limits of a State, military possession is taken by the United 
Stats of such part of the territory of a State, such posses- 
sion can rightfully be considered as taken and heid only in 
subordination to the authority of such State, to be surren- 
dered forthwith on the demand of such State when the war 
is ended. 

3. And be it further resolved, That it is the duty of the 
United States forthwith to surrender to the constituted au- 
thorities of the State of Texas all and any territory within 
the limits of that State, as the same are prescribed by the 
laws thereof, which may have been temporarily.in the mili- 
tary occupation of the United States during the late war 
with Mexico.” 

A debate occurred on this amendment in which 
Messrs. FOOTE, MASON, BERRIEN, DAVIS 
of Mississippi, and BUTLER, took part, (and 
which, with the whole debate on the bill will be 
published in the Appendix.) ‘ 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mason’s 
motion to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and insert a substitute, and the result was as 
follows: : i 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Butler, Ciemens, 
Davis of Mississippi, Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Mor- 
ton; Rusk, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—14. 

NAYS—Messts. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis 
of Massachusetis, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


| Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Greene, 


Hale, Hamlin, Mangum, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham 
Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—37. 7 


` 1850. 


So the motion was not agreed to. : : 

Mr. ATCHISON.. I now move to strike out 
the following proviso: 

« Provided, That five millions of said stock shall not be 
issued until the ereditors of the State holding bonds of Tex- 
as for which duties on-imports were specially pledged, shail 
first file at the ‘Treasury of the United States releases of all 
claims against the Uniled States for or on account of said 
honds.” 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator’s motion is 
not now in order; but the question will come up 
on the proviso when the bill shall have been re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Is it now in order to 
move to recommit the bill with the amendment 
offered by the Senatog from Kentucky? [Mr. Ux- 
DERWOOD.] 

The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from 
Towa vote with the majority upon. that amend- 
ment? ; 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa.. I did. 

_Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest to my 
friend from Iowa, that the motion which he de- 
sires to make can be made when the bill shall 
have been reported to the Senate. 

There being no further proposition to amend, 
the bill as amended was reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now will be 
upon concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The first amendment is the addition of the 
words “ claim to” in the second article of the bill. 

After some remarks by Mr. TURNEY, the 
yeas and nays were called for and ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the words ‘titleand” before 
the word “ claim.” 

Some discussion ensued, in which Messrs. 
WALKER, BERRIEN, and PEARCE took 
part. 

The yeas and nays were then called for, and re- 
gulted as follow: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, 
Bright, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of 
Mpeg a Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Greene, 
Hale, Hamlin, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Seward, Smith, Spru- 
ance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, and 
Winthrop—28. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. . aye 

The question recurred on concurring in Mr. | 
Baipwin’s amendment to insert the words ‘claim 
to.” | 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered, | 
and resulted as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hamlin; 
Norris, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Underwood; Upham, Wates, Walker, Whitcomb, and 
Winthrop—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Benton, 
Berrien, Butler, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—22. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment to insert the words ‘claim to,” 
in the fourth article, was concurred in without a 
division. . eee 

The question recurred on concurring in the | 
amendment submitted by Mr. Pearce, to substi- 
tute the following proviso for that in the fifth arti- | 
cle of the bill: : | 

« Provided, That no more than five millions of said stock 
shall be issued until the creditors of the State holding bonds | 
and other certificates of stock of Texas for which duties on 
imports were specially pledged, shall first file at the Treasury 
of the United States releases ofall claim against the United 
States for or on account of said bonds or certificates, in such 
form as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and approved by the President of the United States.” 

A conversation ensued in relation to this ques- | 
tion, in which Messrs. ATCHISON, PEARCE, | 
and the PRESIDENT took part. i 

Mr. BRIGHT then expressed his views at some 
length; and was followed by Messrs. PEARCE, 
RUSK, ATCHISON, SHIELDS, DAWSON, 
and BRADBURY. l 

The question was then taken on concurring in | 
the amendment, and it resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Bradbury, j} 


Cass, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, ; 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Ewing, Felch, Foote, Greene; Hamlin, Hunter, King, Mor- 
ton, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, 
mith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, i 
Waiker, and Winthrop—3s. i 
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sippi, Douglas, Houston, Mason, Rusk, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, and Whitcomb—12. Pe “4 

So the substitution of one proviso for the other 
was concurred in.. 

The next question was on concurring in the 
proviso which was added to'the bill on the motion 
of Mr. Mason, as follows: 

“ Provided also, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to impair or qualify anything contained in the 
third article of the second section of the < joint resolutions 
for annexing Texas to the United States,’ approved March 
1, 1845, either as regards the number of States that may be 
formed out of the State of Texas or otherwise.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by substituting the line proposed by the compro- 
mise bill. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
UNDERWOOD, DAVIS of Mississippi, RUSK, 
and SHIELDS. . 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
by yeas and nays, and were: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Norris, 
Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, 
Upham, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clemens, Davis’ of Mis- 
sissippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Douglas, Foote, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Whiteomh—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to amend 
the bill by striking out the word ‘ ten,” in the 
thirty-sixth Jine, and inserting in lieu thereof 
*€ six; so as to make the sum to be paid to Texas 
six millions of dollars instead of ten millions. 

The amendment was debated by Messrs. DA- 
VIS, of Massachusetts, COOPER, and HALE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, asked for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bright, Chase, Clarke, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, Feleh,Greene, Ham- 
lin, Norris, Phelps, Seward, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, 
Upham, Wales, Walker, Whiteomb, and Winthrop—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Cass, 
Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickin- 
son, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Ewing, Foote, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Bright, Butler, Davis 


| Shields, Smith, Sturgeon, and Yulee—26, ; 
Mr. EWING moved the amendment which he 


submitted when the bill was under consideration 
as in Committee of the Whole yesterday, so as to 
make the first article read as follows: 

“ First. The State of Texas will agree that her boundary 
on the north shall commence at the point at which the 
meridian of 100° west trom Greenwich crosses the Red 
river, being the southwest angle on the line designated be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, and the same angle on 
the line of the territory set apart for the Indians of the Uni- 
ted States; thence southwestwardly to the most northerly 
point of the dam across the Rio Bravo del Norte, which 
supplies with water the irrigating canal which supplies the 
town of El Paso with water; and thence, with the channel 
of said river, to the Gulf of Mexico.” 


He asked for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered, and were as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts,“ Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hanlin, Norris, Phelps, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
tien, Builer, Cass, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Foote, Houston, Hun- 
ter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, 
Sturgeon, Turney, and Yulee—26. y 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come after the word ‘agree- 
ment,” at the close of the second article: 


& On the condition that the territory hereby ceded may be 
at the proper time formed into a State, and admitted into 
the Union with a constitution with or without the prohibi- 
tion of slavery therein, as the people of the said territory 
may at the time determine.” 


The debate was continued by Messrs. FOOTE, 
SEBASTIAN, DOUGLAS, and BENTON, 
when— 

Mr. SOULE asked for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, the amendment was rejected, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Berrien, But- 
ler, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge o 
Iowa, Foote, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebas- 
ian, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
i Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance 


Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker; ë 
throp—29. : j » 
~ The question was then stated to ‘be on’ ort 
the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. <<- 
Mr. SEWARD asked for the yeasand nays,“ 
The yeas und nays were ordered. oe 
Mr. BRADBURY gave the reasons. which 
should influence his vote. Sree 
The question was then taken, and the bill’ was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, as fol= 
ows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell; Berrien, Bradbury; Cass; 
Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawsons 
Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Dougias, Feleh, Foote, Gréene, 
Houston, King, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Shields, 
Smith, Sturgeon, Wales, and Wiuthrop—27, ` : 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, 
Bright, Butler, Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge: of Wis- 
consin, Ewing, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Morton, 
Seward, Soulé, Spruance, {Turney, Underwood, Upham, 
Walker, Whitcomb, and Valee—24. x 


Mr. PEARCE. Iask that the bill may now 
have its third reading. 

Mr. YULEE. DoI understand the Chair that. 
it is in order for the bill to have more than one’ 
reading the same day? ; : 

The PRESIDENT. It is notin order to read 
it more than once on the same day if objected to. 
This bill was read two separate times a week ago, 
on the day on which it was introduced. — : 

Mr. YULEE. But has it been engrossed since 
it was amended ? ; 

Mr. BADGER. The bill is engrossed. A 

Mr. YULEE. The question on engrossment is 
one question, and I supposed that the bill would 
come up the next day for its third reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I understand the rule to be, 
that the bill must be read three times on two sepa- 
rate days. This bill has been read twice before, 
and if it is engrossed it can certainly be put upon 
its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT. There can be no question 
about the propriety of the order of proceeding. 
The bill has been read twice on a previous day, 
has been ordered to be engrossed, and, being en- 
grossed, it is now presented to the Senate for its 
third reading. The Senate can postpone it until 
to-morrow if it chooses to do so. ; 

Mr. YULEE. I merely desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that we are very far 
from having a full Senate. The last vote was but: 
27 to 24. 

Mr. BADGER, The absentees have paired off. 

Mr. YOULEE. How do you know? j 

Mr. CLEMENS. I move that the Senate do: 
now adjourn. I cannot see the necessity for this. 
bill going through in such a hurry. I, have voted 
for it thus far, but I think it might as well haveits 
final disposition to-morrow. - 

Mr. FOOTE. Several Senators will be com- 
pelled to go away before then. 

The question being taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, it was negatived. 

The bill was then read a third time, and the 
question was stated, ‘¢ Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. BRADBURY called for the yeas and nays.: 
and they were ordered, and were as follow: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Felch, Foote, 
Greene, Houston, King, Norris, Pearce, Phelps; Rusk, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Whitcomb, and 
Winthrop—30. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, 
Butler, Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Ewing, Hale, Hunter, Mason, Morton, Seward, Soulé, 
Turney, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Yulee—20. 

So the bill was passed, and is as follows: 

A Bu proposing to the State of Texas the establishment of 
her northern and western boundaries, the relinquishmeng 
by the said State of all territory claimed by ber exterior to 
ae boundaries, and of all her claims upon the United 

lates. 

Be it enacted, &e., That the following propositions shall be 
and the same hereby are offered to the State of Texas, which, 
when agreed to by the said State, in an act passed by the 
General Assembly, shall be binding and obligatory upon the ` 
United States and upon the said State of Texas. Provided, 
That the said agreement by the said General Assembly shall 
be given on or betore the Ist day of December, 1850. 

First, The State of Texas will agree that her boundary 


on the north shall commence at the point at whieh the me~ 
ridian of one hundred degrees west from Greenwich is in- 


tersected by the parallel of thirty-six degrees and thirty - 
minutes north latitude, and shall run from said point due 
west to the meridian of one hundred and three degrees west . 
from Greenwich ; thence her boundary shall run due south 
to the thirty-second degree of north latitude ; thence on the 
said parallel of thirty-two degrees of north latitude tothe 
Rio Bravo del Norte; and thence with the channel of said 
river to the Gulf of Mexico. ee 
Second. The State of Texas cedes to the United States 


ali her claim to territory exterior to the limits and boundaries 
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which- she agrees to 
agreement. : 

third, The State of Texas reRnguishes-ali claim upon 
the United Statés for liability forthe dehts of Texas, and for 
compensation or indemnity for the su rrender to the United 
States of: her ships, forts, arsenals, custpin-bouses, custoin- 
jiouse revenue, arms and munitions df war, and public 
buildings, with their sites, which became the property of the 
United States at the time of annexation. — g 

Fourth. The United States, in consideration of said ês- 
tablishinent of boundaries, cession of claim to territory, and 
relinquishinent of claims, will pay to the State of Texas the 
sum of ten millions of dollars, in astock bearing five percent. 
interest, and redeemable at the end of fourteen -years, the 
interest payable half-yearly at the Treasury of the United 
States. : 

Fifth, Immediately after the President of the United 
States shall have been furnished with an authentic copy of 
the act of the General Assembly of Texas:accepting these 
propositions, he shall cause the stock to be issued in favor 
‘of the State of Texas, as provided for in the fourth article of 
agreement. Provided, ‘That not more than five millions of 
said stock ‘shail be issued until the creditors of the State 
holding bonds and.other certificates. of stock of Texas for 
which duties on imports were specially pledged, shall. first 
fileat the Treasury of the United States releases ofall claim 
against the United States for or on account of said bonds or 
certificates, in such form as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and approved by the President of the 
United States: Provided, also, ‘That nothing berein contained 
shall be construed to impair or qualify anything contained 
in the third article of the second section of the joint resolu- 
tion for annexing Texas to the United States, approved 
March 1, 1845, either as regards the number of States that 
may hereafter be formed out the State of Texas or other- 
wise. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


establish. by the first article of this 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, August 10,1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
ESTATE OF THE LATE HON. D. P, KING. 


Mr. ROCK WELL, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was read 
and adopted: 

Resolved, ‘That the Speaker be directed to pay to George 
B. Loring, attorney on partof the adininistrators of Daniel 
P. King, deceased, late a member of this House, from the 
State of Massachusetts, the balance that was due to the 
gaid deceased for per diem and mileage up to, and including, 
July 25, 1850, the day of his death. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. NELSON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calender. 

The SPEAKER stated that, as this was private 
bill day, by the rules, the motion of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Netson] would be entitled 
to priority. i 

Mr. WHITE rose and put an inquiry to the 
Speaker, of which the reporter could not hear a 
word; but the purport of which may be inferred 
from the Speaker’s reply, \ 

The SPEAKER said, that the Flouse could not 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, until after the expiration of the 
morning hour; and on this day the morning hour 
did not commence until after the private bills on 
the Speaker’s table had been disposed of. If the 
House did not go into committee, the first busi- 
ness in order would be private bills on the Speak- 
er’s table. 


ALLOLAH. | 

Mr. HARLAN appealed to the House to 
take immediate action upon the bill which had 
heretofore been referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole, entitled ‘t A bill for the relief of Allolah, 
his legal representatives, and their grantees.” 

Mr. Bay.y and Mr. Netsow having on the sug- | 
gestion of the Speaker waived their motions— 

Mr, HARLAN, by unanimous consent, said | 
afew words in explanation of the object of the 
bill—of which not the first word could be heard 
by the reporter. 

No objection having been made, 

Mr. H. moved that the Committee of the Whoie 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
said bill. 

ve monon was agreed to. 

nd the bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BAYLY and Mr. NELSON then Tehcwel 
their respective motions. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be, first 
on the motion of Mr. Nevsow, that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. ; 


| letter which he had addressed to this Government, |! 


i itary force and violence against any power that: 


And the question having been taken and decided 
in the negative. ~ ; 

The House refused to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. i 


BOUNDARY OF TEXAS. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dicgins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill proposing to the 
State of Texas the establishment of her northern 
and .western boundaries, the relinquishment by 
thé said State of all the territory claimed by her 
exterior to. said boundaries, and of all her claims 
upon the. United States. < 

The question then. recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Bayxy, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Speaker whether, if 
that motion should be voted down, it would be in 
order to move to proceed to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated 
that the motion is not in order. This is private 
pill day. If the House should refuse to go into 
committee, private bills on the Speaker’s table 
must be disposed of. After that the morning 
hour would commence, and after that the House 
could proceed to the consideration of business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr, INGE, Then I hope the House will take 
that course. f 

The question was then taken on the motion of || 
Mr. Bay xy, and decided in the affirmative. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burg, |} 
of South Carolina, in the chair,) and resumed the || 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for | 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- | 
ment for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. HOUSTON, who held the floor from yes- 
terday, resumed and concluded his remarks, which |, 
will appear in the Appendix. i 

Mr. MOORE said, that he should follow the 
example of his honorable friend from Mississippi, || 
[Mr. Brown,] by saying a very few words upon 
the subject of the message of the President re- 
cently transmitted to this House, instead of dis- 
cussing the appropriation bill, which was more 
properly before the committee; and that honor- 
able gentleman, in the remarks which he made | 
upon this subject day before yesterday, was, to | 
say the least, very violent in his denunciations of 
the President for having sent to this House what 
he considered, and said, was a “very extraordi- 
nary document.” That gentleman, in the torrent |; 
of abuse which he heaped vpon the President, 
was strangely forgetful of facts and circumstances 
which had recently transpiréd in our country. || 
He appeard to overlook entirely a communication 
from the Governor of Texas to the Representa- 
tives of that State upon this floor, which commu- |! 
nication was dated but one day previous to the 


H 


} 


and had been transmitted by the President of this 
House, and which communication, so addressed 
to those Representatives, contained threats of mil- 


might attempt to prevent her from taking posses- 
sion of a Territory now held by the General Gov- 
ernment; and, sir, when the President sent to |; 
this House his message upon this subject, at a 
time when these threats upon the part of Texas 
were before the country, was he not justified—nay, || 
indeed, was he not bound by every sense of duty |} 
to say to the Representatives of the other States | 
of this Union, and who are now assembled here, |! 
what would be his course of action in case the 

threats of violence, which were menaced im that | 
communication, were attempted on the part of Tex- 
as? Sir, there can be but one opinion on this subject 
and it is, that the President has but done his duty 
thus far in this matter, and nineteen-twentieths of | 
the people of this gountry will not only sustain 
him in that message, but will also sustain him in 
carrying out the position he has thus assumed, if 
circumstances shall ever render it necessary for 
him to do so. 

He should not have trespassed at all upon the 
attention of this-committee, if it had not been 
for the very singular doctrines advanced, and 
language used by some of the honorable gentle- 
men who have addressed the committee upon the 


t 
for Texas to assume? 


subject of this message of the President. Can it 


sir, that those gentlemen hope to at- 
tain anything. towards a peaceable settlement of 
this question: of boundary, by the enunciation of 
such sentiments, arid such doctrines, as they have 
here promulgated? Why, sir, some of them talk 
as if the United States have næ right whatever, in 
this matter; that Texas has only to assert her 
claim to a certain line of boundary, and it is trea- 
son upon the part of New Mexico, or the United 
States, to doubt or question that claim for a mo- 
ment. They talk as if this question of boundary 
never was a disputed question before, and that the 
United States is now assuming ‘upon herself a 
duty in the settlement of this boundary, which 
she has no right to assume in any other man- 
ner than to quietly pay ‘over to Texas what- 
ever she may see fit to demand, for the territory 
now in dispute. Sir, I can only speak for myself 
in this matter, and I now say, that in my opinion, 
amore baseless and unfounded claim to territory 
or property of any kind, was never made by any 
individual, State, or country, than is thus set up 
by Texas to this territory. And let me farther 


be possible, 


| say, that I never knew a claim, even a good one, 


more audaciously asserted and demanded than is 
done in this case by the position which Texas 
has seen fit to assume. And here let me also 
say, that while 1 may perhaps be willing to vote 


| for a reasonable sum to Texas in the settlement of 
| this question, not one dollar of it would I vote as 
a remuneration for the territory which she thus 
‘claims; but because I feel that, having annexed 


that State to this Union, and taken all her means 
of revenue, we are in a measure at least equi-. 
tably, if not legally, responsible for the debts due 
from her at that time,and for the liquidation of 
which debts those revenues were pledged. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, Texas herself_knew that 
at the time of her annexation to this Union, her 
claim to the Santa Fé country was doubted, and 
questioned by almost every State in the Union, 
Indeed, she acknowledged this, by acceding to the 
terms of annexation. By the annexation resolu- 


| tions, it was stipulated that ‘‘said State to be 


formed subject to the adjustment of all questions 
of boundary which may arise with other Govern- 
ments.” Now, sir, here is an acknowledgment 
upon her part that this question was an unsctiled 
one at that time. _ And, sir, you will perceive that 
it does not refer to merely a single question of 
boundary between that State and Mexico, as some 
of the honorable gentlemen would have us believe, 
but to ‘fall questions of boundary which may 
arise with other Governments.” And what does 
the Governor of Texas himself say upon this sub- 


| ject, in his recent communication? Why, that 


Texas “would soon have conquered her boundary to 
her whole extent;” thus admitting that she had not 
done it, but that she would have done it, if cir- 
cumstances had not prevented her. And, Mr. 


| Chairman, what does history say of this matter? 


In 1836, General Jackson dispatched an agent of 
the United States to Texas, who wrote home to 
this Government in August of that year, that * the 


| political limits of Texas proper, previous to the 


last revolution were, the Nueces river on the west, 
along the Red river on the north, ‘the Sabine on 
the east, and the Gulf of Mexico on the south. 
And he farther says: “Ft was theintention of this 
‘ government (Texas) immediately after the battle 
‘of San Jacinto, to have claimed from the mouth of 
‘the Rio Grande along that river to the 30th degree of 
‘north latitude and thence due west to the Pacific. It 
‘ was found, however, that this would not strike æ 
‘ convenient point in California, that it would be dif- 


| «ficult to control a wandering population so distant, 


‘and that the territory now determined upon, would 
‘be sufficient for a young republic.” Well now, 
sir, is not this cool? Was it not a modest position 
We at first thought we 
would take or claim a much larger portion of the land 


y |! or property of Mexico, but finding that it would prob- 


ably be difficult for us to get it, or to keep it and gov- 
ern it after we did get il, we concluded that we would 
only take so much! And, sir, istherea gentleman on 
this floor who will pretend to say that Texas ever 
conquered or had in her possession one foot of the 
territory which isnowindispute? No sir, Lappre- 
hend there is not one who will assume this posi- 
tion! Why, sir, when the Tyler treaty of annex- 
ation was before the Senate, what was said and 
done at that time upon this subject? Was not that 
treaty rejected by an overwhelming majority, and 
did not Colonel Benton at that time expose the 
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utter falsity of the claim of Texas to the Rio 
Grande? And Silas Wright also, who was in the 
Senate at that time, and who voted against that 
treaty, what did he say upon the subject? Ina 
letter to his constituents shortly after the rejection 
of that treaty, he said: a 

“1 feltit my duty to vote against the ratification of the 
treaty for the annexation. [believed that the treaty, from 
the boundaries that must be implied from it, embraced ‘a 
country to which Texas had no claim, over which she had | 
never asserted jurisdiction, and which she had no right to 
cede.” “Tt appeared to me then (he coutinued,) if Mex- 
ico should tell us, ‘We don’t know you—we have no 
treaty to make with you,’—and we were left to take posses- 
sion by force, we must take the country as Texas had ceded 
it to us, and in doing thut, we must do injustice to Mexico, and | 
take a large portion of New Mexico, the people of which have | 
never been under the jurisdiction of Texas. This to me was | 
an insurmountable barrier—I could not place the country in 
that postion.” 


And, sir, with all these matters of fact and his- 
tory before her—with these views of some of the 
most eminent statesmen of our country upon the } 
subject of her boundary, she being so eager and ; 
anxious to getinto the Union, could not wait until 
that annexation could be consummated in a con- | 
stitutional manner, but consented, nay not only | 
consented, but connived at what is considered by 
many the unconstitutional manner of her annexa- 
tion, by a simple resolution, and byggge terms of 
those resolutions admitted the doubt’of her right 
to the territory, and gave the settlement of that 
question to the Federal Government! And now, 
what is her position upon this subject? Why, 
sir, while this question is yet unsettled, she de- 
clares, through her Executive officer in a commu- 
nication to her Representatives on this floor, her 
determination to seize upon the very territory in 
dispute, not one inch of which did she ever have 
in her possession, and threatens to do iteven if she 
has to resist the force and authority of the General 
Government in so doing! And, sir, because the 
President, in transmitting to this House his recent 


| just in itself, and involved no principles but those 


i ernment to individuals, cities, and States, in other 


He explained the object and effect of the amend- 
ment, and stated the circumstances which occa- 
sioned the original expenditure. -Said it was-oc- 
casioned by the encroachments of Great Britain 
or the Canadian authorities upon our Northeastérn 
frontier, and grew out of the same boundary. ques- 
tion which compelled the State of Maine to call 
out a much. larger number of troops and much 
heavier expenses about the same time. 

He was induced to offer the amendment to this 
bill, as he conceived it to be strictly in order as one 
of the contingent expenses of the Government; 
and he thought so small a claim ought to be set- 
tled and cancelled some time during the generation 
within which it occurred, if it was manifestly 


upon which the Government had acted from its 
first organization—no principle but one which had 
been settled over and over again in analogous cases 
and been repeatedly recognized by Congress. 

The amount the State would receive under the 
amendment, he contended, if it should be adopted, 
would be but a small part of the interest-money 
contributed by the State through the General Gov- 


cases, and where the distinction between those 
cases and this, or in many of them, certainly on 
the senre of justice and equity, was entirely in 
favor of the claim of the State. He then cited in- 
stances in illustration of this proposition. 

The circumstances in the history of the case 
| which had occurred without the fault of any one 
| perhaps, but which had occasioned a loss to the 
State, might, he said, have some influence in in- 
ducing the House to act promptly upon the sub- 
| ject, and not to take such a course as will result in 
| committing the whole subject to the calendar, there 
| to be stifled and smothered year after year, Con- 
gress after Congress, for an indefinite period of 
time. 


message upon this subject, has seen fit to in- 
form the country that he will discharge the duty 
devolved upon him by the Constitution, in case 
that State shall attempt to carry out her threats, 
he is denounced, and vilified, and abused, in the 
most bitter terms, and charged with having drawn 
the sword on one of the States of the Union! And 
the gentlemen who make these denunciations have 
no words of the same kind for Texas; oh, no! 
she may bully, and threaten, and even meditate 
treason against the General Government, and it is 
allright! But when that Government, through 
its executive officer, intimates what it will do if 
that State attempts to carry its threats into execu- 
tion, then we have all at once a general howl of 
indignation!—‘*a cry of State sovereignty viola- 
ted;” of “the civil rights and liberty of the peo- 
ple invaded;” and closing with a general curse 
upon the Union as being unworthy the support of 
freemen. 

Sir, I have no warnings to give, no threats to 
offer; but I have this to say, that if, before this 
question shall be peaceably settled between the 
General Government and Texas, she shall commit 
a single overt act of hostility, as she threatens to 
do, so far as my vote can effect it, from that mo- | 
ment shall all peaceable negotiations for the set- 
tlement of it cease. 

Mr. HARALSON then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee (ina speech which will 
be found in the Appendix,) on the Territorial ques- 
tion generally. 

Mr. H. having concluded, 

Mr. PEASLEE obtained the floor, and said 
that he had an amendment which he intended to 
offer to the bill now before the committee, and as 
it related to the business of the House and con- | 
cerned the State he had the honor in part to rep- 
resent, he asked the attention of the committee, 
while he made a few remarks in explanation of it. 

_ The following was the amendment: 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, andhe is hereby, authorized aud directed 
to allow the State of New Hampshire interest at the rate of 
six per centum per annum on the amount paid out by said 
State in eighteen hundred and thirty-six and eighteen hun 
dred and thirty-seven, for military expenses in repelling in- 
vasion and suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream in 
said State, from the time of payment until the principal sum | 
was repaid hy the United States, and to pay the amount as- 
certained to be due, not exceeding six thousand dollars, out { 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: | 
Provided, however, That interest shall not be allowed on | 
any sum the State has not expended for the use aud benefit | 
of the United States as evidenced by the amount refunded 

o said State, nor interest during any time on any larger 
sum than the State was paying interest for at such time.’ 


i 
| pel invasion and suppress insurrection at Indian 
Stream, in the county of Coos, in said State.” 
The Federal Government was responsible for | 
i this expenditure, and should have furnished the | 


j 


: the language of the act of the last session, ‘ to re- 


ji money in the first instance; or if it omitted to do | 


| all the facts; but these bills shared the same fate as 


Fourteen or fifteen years ago, the State advanced 
for the United States about six thousand dollars, 
to pay the expenses of her militia, called out, in 


i 


‘so, was most clearly bound to repay it on demand. 
| The expenses were all exceedingly low. Every- | 
thing was donein the most economical manner pos- 
sible.’ Measures far more economical than is usual, 
| far more economical than those of the United 
States, were adopted, and the General Government 
| had the benefit of that economy. 

The rights of the State and of the United States 
| were maintained. Citizens living within the dis- 
| puted territory were defended from being dragged 
from their homes by armed men toa foreign land, 
to be tried for treason, accused of no other crime 
| than in fact of maintaining the laws of their coun- 
| try; their families protected from violence; the fur- 
ther effusion of bloodshed prevented; and the juris- 
diction of the United States vindicated ; peace 
and order restored, and all at an expense of only | 
about six thousand dollars. Immediately after the 
payment of these expenses by the State, the Gov- 
ernor transmitted her accounts and vouchers to the 
President, and he communicated them to Congress 
| in February, 1837, and particularly called its at- 
i tention to the subject. But owing to the want of 
time, or to the fact that the calendar is never 
called, the claim or bill lay before Congress for 
thirteen years, without ever being considered or | 
acted upon by the House, except referring it to | 
some of the appropriate standing committees, and | 
those committees repeatedly reporting in favor 
of its allowance, as an act of clear and obvious | 
justice to the State. In the mean time a number of 
bills passed the Senate, aftera full investigation of 


j 


did all those originating in the House, for twelve 
or thirteen years. They were just put to sleep on 
the calendar, and there died with the Congress in 
which they originated. 

Owing to these delays and want of action, the 
State was subjected not only to expense in prose- | 
cuting her claim before Congress, but also to addi- | 
tional expense before the departments, owing to 
the loss by the Government of the original vouch- 
ers sent to it for settlement, and a small part of the ; 
claim may never be paid, as some of the soldiers 
| have died, and new receipts cannot be obtained. | 


t 


| 
i 
1 
t 
| 


j 
i 


He.contended the general rule ought nót fo: b 
plied in this case, that “the Government pays no 
Interest; if the ground on which the rule rests is, 
that the Government isalways ready and willing to 
meet its obligations, inasmuchtas the reason of the 
rule does not exist and has no foundation in fact: 
In this case the claim was presented in a proper 
. manner, with all the vouchers. and proofs-to-sustain 
it, and payment was withheld by the party bound 
to pay for thirteen years, against. the consent of 
the party to whom it was due. If there had been 
any laches or delays onthe part of the State; there 
might be some color of objection to the ‘amend- 
ment, but the omission to pay cannot be imputed 
to any neglect'on her part—it must lie elsewhere. 
Admit that the practice of the Government’ and 
just economy requires that all its creditors should * 
promptly demand their dues, or forego all claim of 
interest; but in this ease the State presented her 
claim thirteen years before she could obtain it, and 
almost every dollar of the interest now claimed 
has been paid by the State, after asking to bère- 
imbursed for moneys paid out, which the Govern- 
| ment should have furnished in the first-instance, 
by’ its own confession, as proved by the act of last 
session. f * 

The Government has decided that it had the 
State’s money—it has in fact acknowledged the 
State to have been its agent to carry into effect that 
provision of the Constitution which guaranties to 
every State protection against invasion and domes- 
tic violence,—an agent to perform a duty of the 
General Government, which is not left to infer- 
ence, but imposed in express terms in the fourth 
section of the fourth article of the Constitution; 
and important service has been proved to have 
been rendered the United States through this 
agency. 

If the Government employs an agent, is it not 
bound to indemnify that agent against all actual, 
unavoidable losses; especially if it shall have occa- 
sioned those losses by its own laches, and shall in 
addition have profited by them—have saved to ite. 
i self the same amount of interest it shall have con- ° 
strained its agent to pay? The Government has 


-ape 


|| been paying interest ever since the State has been 


endeavoring to obtain its just debt; and shall the 
Government take advantage of its own wrong? 
Had it fulfilled its obligations to the State at the 
time it was bound to, it would have had to pay 
the same amount of additional interest elsewhere, : 
that it has compelled the State to pay for its use’ 
and benefit, and that is now asked to be returned: 
to the State. Had it promptly paid the State one 
third or one half the amount due, when it was 
demanded, the State would have been as fully in- 
demnified as it is now or will be unless this amend- 
ment is adopted, for the interest is about the same 
| as the principal. What is then a just indemnifi- 
cation of a wrong? Is it a reparation of half the 
| wrong? Is that man saved harmless from injury 
i who is left to bear half the injury himself? 

The Government, he contended, was as ‘much 
bound to fully indemnify the State, as it would be 
if it had employed any foreign Government its: 
agent, and perhaps even more 80, for if this claim 
was paid, it would be but a small portion of the 
| interest-money the State had contributed through 
' the General Government in other cases. Ever 
since the organization of the Government, scarcely 
a single Congress has passed, but more or less 
appropriations were made for the payment of in- 
terest; and for the State to lose all interest money, 
she pays out directly for the Government, as in 
this instance, but, in addition to be compelled to 
contribute to pay it back to other States and cities 
in like cases, would strongly illustrate the moral 
of the fable of the lion’s den, where the tracks were 


|i all one way. 


Such a course, he said, was not only manifestly: 


i : a 3 i 
i unjust, but most impolitic; for the time might 


come when the Federal Government might require 
similar advances, and there might be danger of 
the requisition not being so cheerfully complied 
with as it would be, if all were to share alike in 
the benefits of the Government, as well-as in sacri- 


fices to it. He contended, that if the Government. 
should be unable to extend at any time its ‘shield 
of protection over all its extremities, that in such a: 


‘| crisis those States which patriotically come forward 


land furnished men and money for either’. the 
| particular or general defence against. & foreign 
enemy, should be sure of a just-and fair compen- 
sation. PER 
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All the States should'alike know, and - feel, that 
if the General Government omits to repel attacks 
which it. has itself occasioned, and leaves the State 
‘to diminish its own resources to resist.an enemy 
which: the Government by its own acts has brought 
upon it, that it shall be at least repaid what it has 
‘properly paid out, in consequence of its taking the 
place of the United States. ul 

Without intending to impute any. fault to the 
Government, he insisted that the State was obliged 
to.call out her troops and-be at the expense she 
was, in consequence of the act of the General Gov- 
ernment, which brought about. the submission and 
award of the King of the Netherlands. It was 
this absurd award. which gave ‘the Territory to 
Great Britain, but which was promptly rejected 
by the United States, and finally by Great Britain, 
‘that occasioned Great Britain to get. up her pre- 
tended. claim, although New Hampshire. had 
always previously exercised undisputed jurisdic- 
tion. The territory now is conceded on all hands 
to belong to the United States. [t was the extraordi- 
nary position in which New Hampshire was placed 
by the General Government itself, that constrained 
her to call out a small military force to prevent her 
citizens from being massacred, and to defend the 
territory which was as clearly hers as any with- 
in her limits. He referred to all the reports of 
the committees of this House, to prove thathe was 
sustained in this position. 

The State having full confidence in the justice 
of the Government, under such circumstances, 
made advances of two kinds—one of principal to 
pay these expenses as they occurred, the other of 
money it. paid for interest on those advances, The 
one has been acknowledged to be a just charge; 
the other is supported by reason and precedent. 
During the war of 1812, all those cities and States 
which advanced enough to pay their militia for 
their particular defence, and paid interest on that 
money, have had it refunded to them. Pennsyl- 
vania, Virginia, New York, Maryland, South 
Carolina, Delaware, the cities of Baltimore and 
Mobile, have all had special acts passed in their 
favor, allowing them the interest-money paid out 
by them to defray the expense of their militia and 
volunteers called out for their particular defence. 
During the last Congress, an act was passed in 
favor of the State of Alabama, allowing her inter- 
est on advances made by her in the suppression of 
Creek hostilities, she having lost the interest, or 
paid it out. In the Florida loans, too, the Secre- 
tary of War allowed interest on advances for sup- 
plies furnished, and expenses incurred in defence | 
of the inhabitants. He also alluded to the joint 
resolution of Congress of 1784, allowing interest 
to creditors of the Government from the time the 
payment became due; to the act of 1790, when the 
Government funded its owr: debt, and assumed 
the debts of the States, and took upon itself not 
only the principal, but the interest of those debts; 
and where individuals holding the obligation of 
the States bearing interest, were paid not only the 
principal, but interest, by the General Govern- 
ment. He cited the action and practice of the 
Government for a long period of time in regard to 
paying interest.in similar cases, and contended 


that it was perfectly clear that New Hampshire i 


should be allowed her claim, if the same measure | 
of justice was to be meted out to her, that had 
been measured out to her sister States. She sued || 
not for favor, he said, but for equal justice. She | 
neither asked nor expected any sacrifice of prin- 
ciple, or infringement of the laws of her country, | 
The principle applicable in her case had been | 
settled over and over again, and was well stated by. 
Attorney General Wirt, in his decision on the 
Virginia case, It was this: the United States are 
bound by the relation which subsists between the 
General Government and the State governments, 
to make provision for the defence of the several | 
States, X i 
When the United States shall fail to make such | 
provision, and a State shall provide the means of | 
defence from its own resources, the expenditure | 
thus incurred becomes a debt against the United | 
States which it is bound to reimburse. | 
If the expenditure is supplied from its own | 
treasury and the State pays no interest, then | 
! 
| 


the Government returns the principal without in- 

terest; but if, from the condition of its own finan- | 
ces, the State borrows moñey on account of these n 
advances, and incurs a debt drawing interest, such | 
a debt becomes essentially a debt of the United | 


States, and both principal and interest is to- be 
paid by the United States. i 

The principle is, that the State shall be indem- 
nifed not only as to the original expenditure, but 
the damage it has been put to by reason of the 
expenditure; the measure of damages being the 
interest she shall have paid out or lost from sale of 
stocks drawing interest. 

No matter whether the money was borrowed 
bythe State before the expenditure was made 
and continued in consequence of the expenditure, 
or borrowed at the precise time it occurred and 
the identical dollars actually paid to the troops or 
for supplies furnished, or borrowed to replace 
money which was in its treasury for domestic 
purposes but being taken out for the use and ben- 
efit of the United States, the State was obliged to 
borrow other money for those domestic purposes; 
the principle appertainable in all these cases is the 
same, that is, that the State shall be made whole 
as to the amount it has actually paid out for inter- 
est, in consequence of her taking the place of the 
United States, 

The limitation in the amendment proposed (he 
said) restricts the Secretary of the Treasury from 
paying the State interest for any larger sum than 
the State was paying interest for at such time, and 
secures to the United States the benefit of those 
periods when the Treasury was full, from money 
drawn from the pockets of her people. 

He alluded to the question of the amendment’s 
being in order, and cited cases with a view to show 
that it was strictly in order, under the rules of the 
House, and said, the same reasoning which would 
exclude it would exclude more than half of the 
items in our annual appropriation bills, and re- 
duce them to abare skeleton to what they were. 
That if it was not in order we could not pay fora 
regiment of men called to defend the Capitol or a 
custom-house built, The act of the last Congress, 
ratifying and sanctioning the acts and doings of 
the State in the matter, show the amendment to be 
in order, and makes it a debt to be provided for 
and paid. 

The subsequent ratification by Congress was 
the same asif original authority had been given, 
and places the whole expenditure on the same 
ground. 

Believing, then, that the amendment involved 
no new principle, either of construction or law, 
but that it was sustained on every point by reason, 
justice, and an abundance of precedents, he hoped 
it would commend itself to the approbation of the 
committee and House. 

[A full report of Mr. P.’s remarks will appear 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WOODWARD addressed the committee 
during his hour. At the outset of his remarks he 
instituted a comparison between the proposition 
| known asthe ‘Clayton compromise,” and the re- 
cent compromise bill of the Committee of Thirteen 
in the Senate; exhibiting the inferiority of the lat- 
ter, and denouncing it as unjust and a surrender 
of the rights of the South. He then passed to the 
examination of other topics connected with the 
| question of slavery—especially that of sovereign- 
ty, and denied the constitutional power of the Gen- 
eral Government to coerce a sovereign State. 

{A report of Mr. W’s speech will appear in the 
! Appendix.] 

Mr. CASEY next obtained the floor, and remark- 
ing that he did not rise for the purpose of making a 
speech at this period of the dog-days, moved that 
the committee rise. 

[he motion being agreed to— 

The'committee rose and reported. 

CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved the usual resolution 
providing for the close of the debate upon the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill on Tuesday 
next at twelve o’clock. . 


| sion, he saw no necessity for delaying the passage 
i of this bill by any protracted debate. It seemed 


should be made upon the New Mexico bill. 
Pending the question, on motion by Mr, BURT, 
The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 
The following petitions were presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee : 


By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of Stephen Jones and 109 
other citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, asking 


He remarked, that at this late stage of the ses- | 


j to him that all these speeches about New Mexico | 


Congress for an immediate modification of existing tariff 
laws. oe shee. © 
Also, the petition of Benjamin Bannan and 37 other citi- 
zens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same pur- 
ose. å G 
j Also, the petition.of Duncan Weirand 67 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 
Also, the petition of James Tobin and 52 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 
Also, the petition of Thomas Argall and 30 other citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, forthe same purpose. 
Also, the petition of William Price and 62 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 
Also, the petition of Thomas McDonough and. 32 other 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same 
purpose. y 
Aiso, the petition of John H. Hill and 27 other citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 
Also, the petition of Jacob Christian and 69 other citizens 
of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 
By Mr. PEASLER: The petition of D. J. Daniels and 
others, citizens of Northfield and Franklin, in the State of 
New Hanıpshire, for amendment of the tariff law of 1846, 
and the adoption of specific duties. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, Augusti 10, 1850. 


Mr. HALE presented a memorial of citizens of 
Racine county, in the State of Wisconsin, asking 


| the adoption of measures for the adjustment of in- 


ternational difficulties by arbitration; which was 
referred to Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, a petition from citizens of Massachusetts, a 
petition from citizens of Pennsylvania, and a peti- 
tion from citizens of Michigan, asking that no 
State may hereafter be admitted into the Union 
whose constitution does not expressly prohibit 
slavery within its limits; which were reccived, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New Hampshire, 


| a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, a petition ` 


of citizens of Pennsylvania, and a petition of citi- 
zens of Michigan, asking that slavery may be pro- 
hibited by law in the Territories of the United 
States; which were received, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, æ 
petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, and a petition 
of citizens of Michigan, asking that the right of 
trial by jury may be allowed by law to fugitive 
slaves when arrested by their owners; which were 
received, and ordered to lie on the table. : 

Also, two petitions from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, a 
petition from citizens of. Connecticut, and a peti- 
tion from citizens of Michigan, asking that slavery 
and the slave trade may be abolished inthe District 
of Columbia, or, in default thereof, that the seat of 
government may be removed therefrom; which 
were received, and ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the 
memorial of Eliza C. Bache, widow of George M. 
Bache, late a lieutenant in the navy of the United 
States, asking that a gratuity may be extended to 
her in consideration of the death of her husband, 
who was drowned at sea in the execution of his 
duty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Amos Kendall and others, asking that provision 
may be made for securing the payment of their 
claim against the Western Cherokee Indians out 
of the money due by the United States to those 
Indians, submitted a report in writing, which was 


| ordered to be printed, recommending that, in the 


proper appropriation bill, a provision should be 
adopted setting apart a certain amount of the sum 
due the Western Cherokees for satisfaction of their 
claims. 
MILITARY RECONNOISSANCE. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- - 

lowing resolution, which was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of War of the 
3d of June, communicating the reports and reconnoissances 
by Captain French and Lientenant Simpson, be printed 
with the map and such of the accompanying sketehes as in 
the opinion of the chief of the Topographical Bureau may 
be-necessary ; and that the said report be printed in connec- 
tion with the report of the Secretary of War of, the 23d of 
July, communicating the reports of the other reconnois- 
sances called for by the resolution of the Senate of the 8th 
of June last; and that 3,000 additional copies be printed, 
300 of which for the use of the Topographieal Bureau; and 
that the said reports be bound, provided the cost thereofshall 
not exceed twelve and a half cents each. 


1850. 
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POST ROUTE. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution, which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolwed, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
` Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
ishing a post route from Milt Bayou, in the county of 
ssissippi, in the State of Arkansas, via Chickasawba, 
William Heetor’s, Big Lake, and Grand Prairie, in Arkan- 
sas, to Chilleceaux, the county seat of Dunklin county, in 
the State of Missouri. 


BRONZED MEDAL OF GENERAL TAYLOR. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the following 
resolution, submitted by him on the 7th instant 
was taken up and adopted: 

Re-olved, That the Committee on the Library beinstruct- 
ed to examine a bronzed medal of the late President of the 
United States, General Zachary Taylor, the workmanship 
of N. Gevelot, and if, upon such examination, the said com- 
mittee shall deem it worthy of the hero and the statesman 
it is intended to commemorate, that the said committee be 
authorized to procure as many copies of said medal as they 
"may deem proper for the Library and various offices of the 
Governmentin the city of Washington. 

CESSION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WALKER. J ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 85, being 
<‘ A bill to cede the public lands of the United 
States to the States respectively in which they are 
Situated, on condition that the said States shall 
severally grant and convey the said jands to actual 
occupants only, in limited quantities, for cost of 
survey, transfer, and title muniments merely. My 
abject is not to consider it now, but to postpone it 


to a subsequent day with the view of making it | 


a special order; when f shall ask the Senate to 
allow me to occupy its attention for about thirty 
minutes. 

The bill was accordingly taken up; and on mo- 
tion of Mr. WALKER, the further consideration 
of it was postponed until half past eleven o’clock 
on Tuesday next, for which day it was made the 
special order. 

INVALID PENSION. 

Mr. HALE. There was a report from the 
Committee on Pensions yesterday, accompanied 
by a bill which had passed the House unanimous- 
dy, granting a pension to Eliphas C. Brown. 
hope the Senate will consent to the consideration 
of the bill now. 

The motion being agreed to, the bill, which will 
place Eliphas C. Brown on the invalid pension 
roll, at the rate of $18 a month, was taken up, 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and, there being no amendment, it was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed, 

INTERCOURSE WITH INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No 
293, being “A bill to extend the benefit of the 
17th section of the act to regulate intercourse with 
the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers (approved June 3, 1834) to the people of the 
State of Texas and others.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. That is an important biil, 
and there will probably be considerable discussion 
upon it. I shall oppose its consideration at this 
time, and ask the Senate to take up a bill for the 
annual appropriations for the payment of pensions. 
‘The appropriations have run out, and the pension- 
ers are in a state of great suffering. These appro- 
priations are within the estimates, and as it will 
take no time to pass them, I hope the Senator 
from Missouri will withdraw his motion and allow 
ghe Senate to pass the bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON. It will not take much time 
to pass the bill to which I have just adverted. I 
have one amendment to make, which will obviate, 
I think, all objection; and I hope the bill will be 
taken up. : 

The question being taken on the motion to take 
up the bill it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and is open 
to amendment. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
the 18th line of the first section by striking out the 
word “indemnify ” and insert the word ‘‘ guaran- 
ty in lieu of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BALDWIN. The Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Uxperwoop] who is not now in his place, 
manifested the other day, when this bill was be- 
fore the Senate, a particular interest in it; and I 
hope it will not occupy the attention of the Senate 


| 


I move to amend the bill in | 


during ‘the absence of that. gentleman: =I move, 
therefore, that the further. consideration of the 
bill be postponed till Monday. - 

Mr, ATCHISON. -The amendment I have just 
proposed, and which has been. adopted by the 
Senate, obviates all the objections of the Senator 
from Kentucky. : : 

The motion to postpone was agreed to, 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. i 

On the motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of the biil from 
the House of Representatives making appropria- 
tions for the payment of revolutionary and othèr 
pensions of the United States for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1851. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The passage of this bill 
is demanded by public necessity, and I hope it 
will not be resisted. I have prepared myself with 
a speech in figures with regard to the bill, to show 
that it is correct in every particular. I hope it 
may be passed. It is one of the regular appropri- 
ation bills, is within the estimates, and has been 
thoroughly examined by the committee. 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, read a third ume, and 
passed. 

NAVAL PENSIONS. 

On the motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of * A bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of navy pen- 
sions for the year ending June 30, 1851.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. This bill contains only 
two items; and the only question, I believe, which 
is likely to be discussed, is an'item of three thou- 
sand dollars. Many years ago there was a fund 
of two percent. levied from prize money. It was 
levied in order to raise a fund to give pensions to 
those who were wounded in private armed vessels. 
The number of persons thus wounded was so 
muth greater than was anticipated that both the 
interest and principal of this fund were consumed, 


| and the persons thus wounded were for a long pe- 


riod without pensions. That law has never been 
revived; but in the year 1835 there was an appro- 
priation made to pay them for that period of time 
for which they had no pension, and also for that 
year; and ever since that period an annual appro- 
riation has been made to pay these pensioners. 
Phe committee, after this long sanction, although 
there is no positive law on the subject, did not feel 
authorized to pass it over without mentioning it. 
It has been unanimously recommended by the 
House, and the committee did not feel disposed to 
strike itout. They, therefore, recommend that it 
should be passed. 
There being no proposition to amend, the bill 


| was reported to the Senate, read a third time, and 


passed. 
MAIL TO VERA CRUZ. 

On motion of Mr. SOULE, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 195, being 
“A bill to provide for a weekly mail from New 
Orleans, or the mouth of the Mississippi river, to 
Vera Cruz and Tampico, in New Mexico, by 
steam or sailing vessels.” 

Mr. SOULE. The necessity of passing this 
bill must be obvious to every member of the Sen- 
ate. Under the existing state of things, we are 


! entirely dependent upon the British mail steamers 


for communications with Mexico; and I have been 
informed this morning that even these means have 
been suspended; so that we are left without any 
means of intercourse with a nation with whom it 
is highly desirable, and of the utmost importance, 
that we should maintain friendly relations. The 
bill proposes the establishment of a weekly mail; 
but Í wish to amend it in the eighth line of the first 
section, by striking out the word “ weekly,” and 
inserting ‘‘tri-monthly.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YOLEE. I move to amend the bill, by 


striking out of the tenth line of the first section the į 


words ‘or sailing,” so that the communication 
may be entirely by steam. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I would like to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs [Mr. Yuter] to explain the object of that 
amendment, and also whether it would not compel 
us, in all cases, to employ steamers, when vessels 
engaged in the revenue service might sometimes 
perform the duty? 

Mr. YULEE. The main purpose of the amend- 
ment is, that when the contract is made, we may 


` 


i| given then than have been given now. 


| has now arrived. 


have sach- precision. as we can rely upon in: the 
carrying ofthese mails. Sailing vessels would be: 
subject to too many contingencies in passing over 
these waters. ; aes 
Mr. DAVIS. I quite agree with the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that steam veg- 
sels are preferable. In those waters; so subject to 
gales, I should deem it quite improper to'rely upon 
sailing vessels. We ought certainly.-to’ prefer 
steam vessels, if we can get them without: too 
much cost; but I fear that we-shall involve ours 
selves by adopting this amendment in some: such 
expenditures as followed a former contract. of a 
similar kind. ee 
Mr. BRIGHT. I cannot consent to have thia 
bill passed without expressing my objection to its 
So faras I recdllect, it is a part of a proposition 
which was before this body at its last session. I- 
had occasion at that time, to make inquiry of the 
Postmaster General as to the necessity for this 
service; and the impression made upon my mind, 
from the conversation I had with him, was that. it 
comes emphatically within the class of gervice that 
relates to a kind of jobbing that goes on outside of 
these walls. A proposition was presented to. me 
at the time by a gentleman, of course not connected 
with this body, who very strongly urged the pro- 
priety of having such a measure passed ; and 
when I came to examine into the thing minutely, 
I found that his main object was to get into the 
service. J examined the bill which he brought to 
me, for the purpose of satisfying myself of the na- 
ture of the measure, and | was convinced that it 
was nothing more than a project to get money 
from the National Treasury without performing 
any essential service. I believe that the Postmas- 
ter General stated that there was no necessity for 
this service, and that the entire amount of posta 
arising trom this service would not, within onè 
year, come to a thousand dollars. I opposed it 
last year, as I shall do this. I shall go against 
every proposition of this kind, for taking money 
out of the Treasury for the purpose of giving jobs 
to individuals; and I hope that gentlemen will not 
press this bill this morning. I can satisfy gentle- 
men, I think, by a reference to receipts in relation 
to the mail service between those two points, that, 
so far as the service is concerned, the proposal em- 
braced in this bill is unnecessary. If there. are 
other public interests which render it necessary, 
then the gentleman [Mr. Sous] may be right in 
pressing this measure. I recollect. last year. that 
the colleague of the honorable Senator felt anxioua 
about it; and I remember that other reasons were 
7 If, hows 
ever, the object of this bill is merely to increase 
the mail service, I mifst object to it, for 1 believe 
there is no necessity for it. ` 
Mr. DAVIS. 1 would simply remark, in an- 
swer to what has been said by the Senator from 
Indiana, that the mail service is one of subordinate 
consideration. J have been always anxious tọ see 
this line established; and more, I wish to see it 
established on such a basis as will be most adyan- 
tageous to the Government... The trade between 
New Orleans and Vera Cruz is very important.. It 
is with a people who have no marine, and if this 
line is established it will increase that trade much 
to the benefit of the United States. It hasalso for 
its object—and which ought to bea great object 
with the United States—the cultivation of friendly 
intercourse between the two countries. Ithasalso 
the additional recommendation of giving emigranta 


|| who desire to go to the Pacific a facility for arriv- 
| ing at Vera Cruz, which is believed by many to 


be the most desirable route. These are all ton- 
siderations in addition to the mere mail service, 
and such considerations as I think carry with 
them great weight. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President 

Mr. DOUGLAS.. I will ask the Senator from 
Indiana to be kind enough to give way, so as.to 
permit me to call up the special order. The hour 


Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. I have no desire 
to prolong this discussion to day. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move then that the further 
consideration of this bill be postponed till Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. oe 


ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA: 


Mr. DOUGLAS moved, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the. ad- 
mission of California as a Staté into the Union. 
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stitute for the- bill submitted by Mr. Ytrexz, being 

to change the ‘existing government of California 

into.a provisional territorial government... - 
hich he 


“Mr. YULEE resumed the remarks w 
had in part concluded on. Thursday last, and. con- 
tinued them for one hour and a half. 


The quéstion was then taken on the substitute, 
and-it was rejected—yeas. 12, nays 35, as follow: 


“NBAS—Messrs, Atchison, Berrien, Clemens, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dawson, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Sebas- 
tian, Tnrnev, and Yulee—12. 

NAYS—Messrs., Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke. Cooper, Davis of Massa- 
‘chusetta, Dickinson, Dodze of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, 
Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Nor- 
ris, Pearce, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, 
and Winthrop—35. 


Mr. FOOTE moved to amend the bill by adding 
thereto: f 


That the following donations and provisions for the bene- 
fit ‘of the: Stue of California be, and the same hereby are, 
made npon the conditions hereinafter stared: 

1, The grants are as follows: one section in each quarter 
township of the public lands, for the use of schools. 

2. Seventy-two sections of the nnappropriated lands with- 
in the State, to be set apart and reserved for the use and 
support of a university. 

3. Pour sections of land to be selected by the Legislature 
from the mnappropriated pnhlie landa, for the use of the 
State in establishing a seat of government, or to defray the 
expenses of publie buildings at the same, 

4. 500,000 acres of the public lands, in addition to the 
509,000 granted to all new States, for the purpose of defray- 
ing the expenses of the State government, and for other 
State purposes, and five per centuin of the net proceeds of 
the sale of all lands in the State sold by the United States, 
to be ap-ropriated for the enconragemeat of learning. 

5. Allsaltsprings within the State, and the Jands reserved 
for the usà of the same, at least one section, to be used or 
disposed of.as the Legislature may direct. 
~ Aud the foregoing grants are made upon the express condi- 
tion and stipnlation: that the people of California shah, 
within twelve months after the passage of this act, in such 
manner or mode as shall be binding pon them, limitand re- 
strict the southern boundary of that State to the line of thir- 
ty.six degrees and thirty minutes of north latitude at as early 
a day as practicable, and that thereupon a territorial gov- 
ernment shall be, and the same hereby is, established in and 
for the residue of California as created by this act, south of 
the said line of thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes of north 
Jatitude, similar in all respects to the territorial government 
provided far the Territory of Utah, the only difference being 
n the boundaries of the two Territories, and in their names 
wheresoever they occur ; and, upon this condition being 
complied with on the part of the people of California, the 
President of the United States will appoint the nevessary 
officers of the same number and deseription with corre- 
sponding compensation, and in the same manner as those 
for the Territory of Utah ; and he will take all necessary 
measures to pat the government of said Teritory into op- 
eration withont delay; wherenpon, all the grants, provis- 
ions, and stipulation made by this section shall acerne tothe 
people and government of the said Siate of California: Pro- | 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be so eonstrned 
as to prevent the Senators and Representatives elect from 
the State of California trom occupying, immediately after 
the adoption of this act, their seals in the two Houses of 

” Congress respectively: And provided, further, That when 
such alteration of the boundaries of California as is herein 
proposed shall have taken place, the Territory of Colorado, 
which ja by this act established, will he recognized as being 
in all respects in the same plight and condition as if the con. 
stitution of California had never been extended over any 
part thereof. 


Mr. FOOTE briefly supported his amendment, 
ana was followed by Mr. ATCHISON on the same 
side. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved, and the |! 


proviso relating to the Senators and Representa- | 
tives of California was stricken out. j 
And the question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Foorg, it was rejected—yeas 13, nays 29, 
as follow: 
ee cents: Atchison, Bell, Berrien. Davis of Mis- 
gei ave à t ing. ş 
Bebanan, Boulé and Tumey-ria? ne Mason, Morton, 
3—Messrs. Baldwi el į 
Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis Of Maare aE, Brig, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, 
Tetehi Greens; ality Norris) Pearce, Phelps, Seward, 
ds, § ce 2 f; 
Wales, Walker, and Winthrop 229? gadenygod, Uphao j 
Mr. TURNEY submitted an amendment, to the 
effect that when California, in, convention, shall 
ass an ordinance acknowledging that. the public 
ands belong to the United States, and exempt 
them from taxation, that the property of non- 
residents shall not be taxed higher than those of | 
residents, &c., &c., and that the southern bound- 
ary shall be the line of 36° 30°, the State to be | 
admitted on the proclamation of the President of 
the United States. 
Mr. SOULE proceeded to addtess the Senate 
in suppor: of the amendment, but yielded to 
Mr. BUTLER, who moved, and the bill Was 


The question pending was on the proposed sub- fi 


postponed till Monday. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved, and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of Execu- 
tive business. g 

And shortly afterwards the Senate adjourned. 

[See Appendix for a full report of this day’s 
debate.} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘ Mowpay, August 12, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
There was great competition for the floor. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to offer a resolution, 
providing for the adjournment of Congress on the 
second Monday in September. And he gave no- 
tice that, if objection was made, he should move 


that the rules of the House be suspended, to en- ; 


able him to introduce it. 


The resolution having been read, and objection | 


having been made— 

Mr. HARRIS moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER said, that the motion to sus- 
pend the rules was not in order, because such a 
motion was already pending. 

Mr. HARRIS gave notice that, when in order, 
he would move a suspension of the rules. 

THE POST ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. POTTER, from the Committee on the Post 
Office, asked the unanimous consent of the House 
to introduce the post route bill. It was very long, 
and if it was the intention of the House to pass it, 
it was time that it should be printed. 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported a 
bill to establish certain post-routes in the United 
States. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

And, on motion by Mr. P., it was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and was ordered to be printed. 

STEAM VESSELS ON THE LAKES. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of citizens of Cleaveland, and 
of Cuyahoga county, Ohio, praying Congress to 
take means to preserve the lives of steamboat pas- 
sengers upon the lakes. 

The memorial, on motion by Mr. G., was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

TEXAS, &c. ‘t 

Mr. MEADE moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, to enable him to introduce a resolu- 
tion; which he sent to the Clerk’s table. 

The SPEAKER said, a motion to suspend the 
rules was not now in order. 

Mr. MEADE inquired why not? 

The SPEAKER said, because the regular order 


of business was a motion to suspend the rules. | 


And no other motion to suspend the rules would 


| be in order, until that had been disposed of. 


Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. MEADE asked that his resolution might 
be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, the President of the United States, in his mes- 
sage of the 6th of August, 1850, communicating a copy of a 


| letter from the Governor of the State of Texas to the late 
i President, and of a reply thereto trom the Secretary of State, 


expresses his fears that the claim of Texas to the territory 
lying east of the river del Norte, and embraced within the 
old limits of New Mexico, may lead to collision hetween 
the authorities of that State and of the United States, unt 
prevented by timely action on the part of Congress, wh 
Immediate attention he invites to the subject: and thi 
House being impressed with the importance of the matter 
thus submitted to its consideration, and disposed to give 
prompt attention to, and bestow due and “respectful consid- 
eration on, any claim preferred by aState of this Union 
Therefore, d 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States should avoid any action which is 
calculated to result in such collision, and await such legis- 


lation as Congress may adopt in reference to the territorial 
claim of the State of Texas. 


Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous consent of | 


the House to introduce it. 

Mr. CARTTER objected, 

Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. MEADE gave notice that he would move 


a suspension of the rules, when that motion should 
be in order. 7 


Mr. PHOENIX asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a resolution. 


The regular order of business was insisted upon. 


i 
i 


Í 


j amendment be laid upon the table. oe 


DEBATE ON. THE CIVIL LIST BILL. 
< The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the resolution offered by Mr. Scnencx, 
on Saturday last, and pending at the time of ad- 
journment, providing that all debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, on the 
bill making appropriations for the eivil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of the Government, for the cur- 
rent fiscal year, should terminate on Tuesday 
next (to-morrowy at twelve o'clock; and that the 
committee should that proceed to act on all amend- 
ments pending, or that might be offered. ; 
Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the: resolution 
by substituting Monday next. 
Mr. MEADE moved that the resolation 


and 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend. the amend- 
ment, by striking out “ Monday next” and in- 
serting ** Friday.” g 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Meane] takes precedence. 
That motion must be disposed of before any amend- 
ment is in order. After that, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] can offer his amend- 
ment. 2 
The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Meape,and decided in the negative. 

So the Hoffse determined that the resolution and 
amendment should not be laid on the table. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Bayty— i ' 

Mr. ASHMUN moved the amendment he had 
indicated, and demanded the previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

The question was taken first on the amendment 


| of Mr. À SHMUN. 


_ The SPEAKER said there was a large major- 
ity up. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted and said, there was 
not a sufficient number, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
tellers on the yeas and nays. . 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. McQurerw 


! and Duncan were appointed. 


The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question then recurred and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Asumun. 

And the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Bayzy, as thus amended— 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Speaker, whether it 


| would be in order to move to Jay the resolutionand 


amendment on the table? 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion was in 
order. 

Mr. INGE submitted it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were refused. 


ji 


And the question was taken and decided in the 
negative, 

So the House determined that the résolution and 
amendment should not be laid on the table. 

The amendment, as amended, was then agreed 
to. 

And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to reconsider the vote, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House resolve 
tself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
he Union. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, inquired whether 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, took precedence of 
the motion he had indicated to suspend the rules 
to enable him to introduce a resolution for the ad- 
journment of Congress ? 

The SPEAKER said, the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
took precedence. * 

The question was then taken, and decided inthe 
affirmative, without a division. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 


l 

i 

i the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burr 
| in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
| civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 
j 
1 
i 


Mr. CASEY, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee at length on the subject of 
the protective policy, and the condition of the iron 
and coal interests in the State of Pennsylvania. To 
| ilustrate the depressed state of the iron and coal 
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trade, he gave some statistical facts. He also ad~ 
verted to the letter of the British Minister to Mr. 
Clayton, stating that any increase in the tariff would 
produce a very disagreeable effect upon public 
opinion in Great Britain, which, without intending 
any reflection on Sir H. L. Bulwer, whom he com- 
plimented on his talents,;and who, he presumed, 
only acted in obedience to instructions, he desig- 
nated as an unwarrantable interference... This re- 
monstrance he regarded as proof. that the tariff of 
1846 was more beneficial to British interests than 
toourown. [The speeeh will be published in the 
Appendix.] 

In the course of his remarks— 

Mr. RICHARDSON called Mr. Caser to order, 
on the ground that it was not in order to refer to 
proceedings in the Senate; and i 

The point of order was sustained. 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded the question un- 
der the rule, 

And Mr. CASEY was permitted to proceed in 
order. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor. He said 
it had been his intention not to intrude upon the 
time or attention of the House or the committee 
again at this session, but some late developments 
had induced him to call attention to one or two 
points which he deemed important. shall (con- 
tinued Mr. G.) speak of the bill now on your 
table fixing the boundaries of Texas, and of the 
late message of the President on that subject. 

After eight months’ discussion, the Scnate have 
defeated the omnibus bill, to the great joy of the 
people of the North generally, and to the satisfac- 
tion of a portion of the South. And ‘while the 
press is rejoicing over this triumph of right over 
Injustice, another bill, more exceptionable in at 
least some of its important principles, has been 
passed by that body, and is now on your table. 
Senators who voted to strike from the omnibus 
bill the provisions contained in the one before us, 
turned around suddenly and voted forthe very iden- 
tical principles which they then denounced. It is 
now before us, and | am told it is to pass this body 
by Whig votes. On this point I hope I may find 
the rumor unfounded, and that Lam mistaken. | 
am-unalterably opposed to this bill, for the reason 
that it surrenders at least forty thousand square 
miles of territory belonging to New Mexico, and 
lying within herancient boundaries. A tractofcoun- 
try as extensive as the State which I in part have 
the honor to represent, is taken from New Mexico 
and delivered over to Texas. This remark brings 
me to a short examination of the boundaries be- 
twecn New Mexico and Texas. On this point 
there are historical facts which appear to have es- 
caped the notice of gentlemen during the discus- 
sion of this session. 

Formerly Coahuila and Texas were connected 
for legislative purposes. While thus connected, 
they appointed commissioners to settle the bound- 
ary between them. General Almonte, the former 
Minister from Mexico to this Government, I think, 
was one of the commissioners. I cannot give 
dates, although Í once made a pretty thorough in- 
-vestigation of this subject. The line agreed upon 
by the commissioners commenced at the mouth of 
the Aransas, and not at the mouth of the Nueces, 
as is generally stated. The Aransas lies some 


thirty miles north of the Nueces. The line agreed | 


upon followed up that stream to its source; thence 
in a direct line to the confluence of the San Anto- 
nio and the Colorado; thence up the San Antonio 
to its source; thence west to the line of New Mex- 
ico. This line lies on the one hundredth degree of 
west longitude from Greenwich. Now, whatever 
Texas possesses west of this line, she must hold 
by purchase or by conquest. So far, therefore, as 
her legitimate conquests extend, she has a perfect 
title. 

It is admitted on all hands, that the people in 
the valley of the Nueces united with those of 
Texas in the revolution. They were located in 
what is called the county of San Patricio, and 
properly belong to Texas. Beyond this, however, 
Texas had never exercised any acts of jurisdic- 
tion, She never served a process, or held an in- 
dividual accountable to Texan laws, until General 
Taylor marched his army to Point Isabel. 

Mr. HOWARD (Mr. Gippines yielding the 
floor) said that Texas had made surveys within 
twenty miles of Point Isabel before General Tay- 
lor marched from ‘Corpus Christi,” and that a 
judge of Texas had charged the grand jury that 
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Texas extended to.the Rio Grande- and held juris- 
diction to that river.. oS : 

Mr. GIDDINGS inguired if any Texan officer 
had ever made an arrest or served process within 
fifty miles of Point Isabel? | 

Mr. HOWARD admitted they had not. 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. The mere assertion 
of aright by the Legislature of Texas, or by one 
of her judges, could not be regarded as any evidence 
of title. - There must be some act, some overt 
movement, to constitute a claim. Now, up to the 
day that General Taylor reached Point Isabel, 
we—the citizens of the United States—had paid 
duties to the Mexican custom-house at that place; 
and the exercise of Mexican laws had never been 
suspended or interrupted there until General Tay- 
lor’s arrival. Now, sir, south of New Mexico 
lay Coahuila, and south of Coahuila was the 
State of Tamaulipas, which extended to the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

Mr. HOWARD, (interposing.) Chihuahua 
lies south of New Mexico. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Some maps lay it down as 
extending on this side of the river—others do not; 
but it is a matter of entire indifference so far as 
relates to my presentargument. Point Isabel and 
Brownsville, opposite Matamoros, were taken by 
General Taylor, and Texas was suffered to ex- 
tend her laws over those places; and in that Way, 
perhaps, she may lay some color of claim to the 
whole of that portion of Tamaulipas lying east of 
the Rio Grande. F would, therefore, interpose 
no objection to her holding this country, which 
is as large as one of the medium size States of 
this Union. 

But when Texas attempts to go further up the 
Rio Grande, she becomes a trespasser, she has 
never held possession nor the color of title fur- 
ther north. 

Mr. HOWARD interposed, and said that Texas 
had several times obtained possession of Laredo, 
which is in Coahuila, although she did not con- 
tinue that possession at the time General Taylor 
marched to the Rio Grande. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If she gave up her posses- 
sion she gave up her whole title, for she had no 
other than possession. But this is entirely foreign 
and immaterial to my argument. My position is, 
that of maintaining the territory of New Mexico 
entire without encroachment. This we are bound 
to do, as I think, under our treaty with Mexico, 
and to admit her as a State at the earliest conve- 
nient period. 

To what portion of New Mexico did Texas hold 
title by possession, or by conquest, or by pur- 
chase? Shé sent an army there, it is true, but 
every man was killed or captured—not one was 
left to tell the news. 

Now, sir, how stands the whole case? Thein- 
tegrity of New Mexico up to this day, to. this mo- 
ment, has been ‘maintained. Her people are 
Mexican. They loathe and abhor Texans, and 
regard them as deadly enemies. We stand bound 
to protect them. Sir, | wonld do it; I would ful- 
fill our treaty stipulations, if there be sufficient 
power in our navy, our army, and militia to effect 
it, This boundary of New Mexico on the east is 
clear and indisputable: yet the bill on your table 
proposes to give up to Texas all that portion which 
lies south of 36° 30 north latitude and east of the, 
103d degree west longitude. To this tract of coun- 
try, large enough for a first class State, Texas has 
no title whatever, nor the shadow of title. The 
south line which crosses the Rio Grande at “ El 
Paso” is equally clear. These ancient boundaries 
are too clear to admit of doubt. The whole was 
conquered by the arms, and purchased by the 
treasure of the nation. 

Mr. Polk, in his annual message of December, 
1846, stated to Congress and to the country that 
“New Mexico, with its capital, Santa Fé, had 
been captured by our arms.” 

Sir, he did not say that a portion of Texas had 
been conquered. Did he regard Santa Fé as a part 
of Texas? Nosuch thought had entered the mind 
of the President. Did he then declare Texas laws 
in force there? No, sir. He established a mili- 
tary government; a code of laws was formed and 
promulgated and enforced. The whole system 
was unknown to Texas; it was the code of New 
Mexico; under it claims were litigated, criminals 
were tried, convicted and executed. To this day 
j that code has been maintained throughout the 


| whole of New Mexico. The bill before us pro- 


justice and the Constitution. 


poses to ent down their ancient boundaries, to-des 
liver up to Texas-a large portion of the: territory. 
which has cost the nation so much blood and treas- 
ure. And this is to be done by northern Whigs, 
as Iam told. I hope it is not the case; I. trust E 
may have been misled; I most ardently hope I 
have been wrongly informed.. But it. is certain, 
that up to this time no Whig north of Mason and 
Dixon’s lire ever admitted that Texas possessed: 
the shadow of a title to any. portion .of. the terri- 
tory now proposed to be taken from New Mexico 
and given to Texas; indeed, I do not. now: under- 
stand that any northern Whig, in gither branch of 
Congress, has alleged any title whatever in Texas: 

No, sir; T do not think such a northern Whig can 
be found in Congress or out of it. The only ar- 
gument that I have heard is, that Texas claimed it, 

and that we, as her agent, proceeded to conquer 
and purchase it of Mexico, and that we now hold 
it as trustee for Texas; and they cite certain prin- 
ciples of law in favor of this position. No one 
pretends that there was any such thing in fact, or 
that there is reason or justice in this legal fiction, 
by which it is sought to bind the Congress of the 
United States. Such doctrine might, perhaps, be 
successfully urged before a justice’s court, or the 
common pleas of some State; but when gentle- 
men here quote. “ Blackstone’s Commentaries? 
and “ Espinasse’s Nisi Prius,” to control states- 
men jn the discharge of their duties, the argument 
should be met and exposed. We sithere to make 
law—we are governed only by the principles of 
‘We were sent. here 
to deal out eqnity to all under our jurisdiction—~ 
let us do it faithfully and fearlessly, I would 

make no compromise; I would not deliver un a 

part of New Mexico for the privilege of retaining 
the remainder of it. No, sir; if this Territory be- 
longs to Texas, let her have it; if it belongs to 
New Mexico, it is ours, and we shall prove rec- 
reant to our trust if we surrender a foot of it. Ag 
I have stated, } am told that Whigs—northern 
Whigs, are to vote for this surrender... Let them 
do it. Let their names go to the country; Jet the 
freemen of the North see who has betrayed the 
honor, the interests of the nation and of humanity. 

Mr. Chairman, you, sir, represent a portion of 
one section of this Union; I another. What be- 
longs to you Í am willing you should have; what 
belongs to the North shall never be surrendered 
by my vote. I believe you, sir, agree with me on 
this point. Ihope we may act together. E will 
not ask you to surrender what belongs to you, and 
I trust you will never demand what belongs.-to the 
North. J abhor this idea of surrendering a por- 
tion of our rights in order to purchase a-negotia- 
tion of other interests. I will never consent to 
this mode of compromising our constitutional ob- 
ligations. 

But, sir, the worst feature of this bill is that 
which taxes the people of the free States for the 
purchase of this territory which belongs to us. 
Sir, it proposes to take mostly from the pockets.of 
our northern people, ten millions of dollars, and 
hand it over to the slaveholders of Texas; and for 
what? Not for territory belonging to her, or to 
which she has the shadow of claim. No such 
thing is urged. Why, sir, itis to save the Union, 
To buy a union with Texas—to induce her to re- 
main with us, not to sever the tender and interest- 
ing relations that exist between us. They, sir, 
were brought into the Union in order to uphold 
and perpetuate her slavery; and now she demands 
of our northern freemen ten millions of dollars for 
the privilege of upholding the vilest system of op- 


| pression that ever disgraced civilized man. 


Mr. HOWARD said that Texas did not ask 
annexation to the United States, nor did she ask 
com pensation, nor was he certain she would take it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It cannot have escaped. the 
recollection of any of us that in 1837, Texas sent 
her agent here to solicit annexation to the United 
States. 

Mr. HOWARD. But she withdrew it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And waited until she could 
induce Mr. Murphy, our chargé d’affaires, to rec- 
ommend its annexation to our territory as a State; 
and as for taking the money, has she not during 
the whole session, by her authorized agents, like 
the horseleech, cried Give, give, give? and.did not 
her Senators vote for this ten millions.of tribute 
from northern pockets? Had they voted the other 
way the bill would have been defeated... . 

Why, sir, how came Texas here? . The gentle- 
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man: there holds his. seat by sufferance....He has 
ho more constitutional right on this. floor than the 
subject of the Grand. Sultan, or the Emperor of 
Russia. If the argument of the present Secre- 
-tary-of State be correct, and I think itis, the treaty- 
making power refused to admit her by the only 
constitutional’ mode known to us. She then 
climbed-up another way, and we now permit her 
‘yepresentatives to hold seats with us. 

Mr. HOWARD inquired how Mr. Gropines 
voted on the proposition to exclude slavery from 
a part of Texas? and how he:could vote at all if 
Texas were unconstitutionally a member of this 
Confederacy ? : i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. . I have no recollection how 
‘voted, but have no doubt I voted for freedom, in 
order to make the resolutions as perfect as I could; 
. ‘and ‘then, they being unconstitutional, I voted 

against them. ~ But, sir, this is the position of 
Texas: she holds no constitutional position with 
‘us’yet; she attempts to lay the whole nation under 
contributions to subsidize the free States to her 
agerandizement. Why, sir, if she would take ten 
or fifteen millions and leave us, cease to trouble 
us, I, for one, would be willing to pay it. But! 
will never pay one dime to retain her in the 
Union to. involve us in future wars, to vex and 
harass us. 

Mr. HOWARD, Why does the gentleman 
desire to send an army to Texas if we do not be- 
jong to the Union? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I never thought of invading 
Texas. I never dreamed of such a thing. I am 
‘a peace man. I abhor offensive wars, and if 

, Texas sees fit to go out of the Union she shall 
never be called to an account for it by force of 
arms if {can prevent it. As I said the other day, 
Tam a peace man, but not as my friend from 
Maryland [General Kerr] erroneously supposed, 
‘a “non-resistant.”? I hold to the right and the 
duty of self-defence, and I would defend New 
‘Mexico. I would welcome every Texan who 
comes there with arms, to “hospitable graves,” 
but I would oppose the march of an army into 
‘Texas or any other southern State, to compel them 
to remain in Union with us. Yes, sir, I do not 
believe in a government of bayonets and gun- 
‘powder at this age of the world. ` The States must 
govern themselves; and when they see fit to leave 
the Union, I would say to them, Go in peace, and 
God’s blessing rest upon you. I would neither 
shoot them nor cut their throats for thinking they 
can do better out of the Union than in it. But, 
sir, when once out of the Union, I would never 
permit them to return to it until they become so 
far christianized and civilized as to banish from 
among them the institution of slavery. I am 
“aware that these views do not comport with the 
doctrines held by most of our statesmen. They 
are nevertheless sentiments which I entertain. I do 
not believe that men are to be held in this Union 
by the fear of the sword. No, sir, our Union 
must be preserved by making it the dispenser of 
justice, the instrument for maintaining the rights 
of man, for upholding the rights of each and all 
_ the several States. 

But, sir, the payment of this ten millions con- 
stituted one of the most objectionable features of 
the omnibus bill. It is to raise Texan stocks from 
fifteen cents on the dollar to par value, to make 
splendid fortunes in little time. To take money 
from the pockets of the people and put it into the 
hands: of stock-jobbers, 
scrip. F know not how many members of this 
body are owners of this scrip. It would not be 


in order for me to suppose thatany member would |! 


be operated upon by such paltry considerations 
as those of making a few thousand dollars. But 

sir, if this bill passes, it must be by some unseen 
power eodperating with Executive influence: and 
it Is certain as any given point that the holders of 
this scrip, and stock-jobbers, are to gain at least 
nine out of the ten millions of this money which 
is to be filched from the people. 


But, sir, certain Senators in the other end of the | 


Capitol have been endeavoring. to convince the 
people of the propriety of passing the omnibus 
as it is called, ‘There was no reason, no argument 
to be found in favor of it. There was only one 
consideration which could in any degree reconcile 
the people to it. That areumént could only be 
addressed to their fears. The cry was raised that 
“tthe Union is in danger!’ It was echoed by the 
papers here. The cry was brought up and repeated 
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by every timid, faltering paltroon of the northern 
press. -Petitions to save the Union from Texas 
rapacity, were circulated. “Public meetings held in 
our commercial cities where Texas scrip was most 
plenty, and resolutions adopted in favor of the 
Union. Fourth of July orations were delivered, 
and theological pamphlets written, and morning 
prayers were put up in this Hall to save the Union. 
Not that we may deal out justice and mercy, those 
attributes of Deity, to our fellow man; not that we 
should walk humbly,and legislate in righteousness. 
No, sir, these are regarded as trifling matters, 
when compared with the pending danger that Texas 
will dissolve the Union. 

Sir, I am sickened, nauseated, with this insipid 
cowardice, this moral and political effeminacy. 
Sir, it is unworthy of American statesmen. Our 
constituents never sent us here to surrender their 
rights, to make them tributary to Texas, nor to 
any other State. It was no part of their object 
in electing us, to have us turn round and thrust 
our hands into their pockets, and taking out ten 
millions of dollars, to hand it over to the slave- 
dealers and slaveholders of Texas. Let gentlemen 
say what they will, the people have no fears of the 
dissolution of the Union. And, sir, let me say 
that they would not, they do not desire to maintain 
a Union that is liable to be dissolved by the mis- 
erable gasconade of Texas or any other State. 
They, sir, know their power. They understand 
their rights, and you cannot deceive them by this 
cry that Texas will dissolve the Union. 

But it is said that we must stop this agitation. 
Sir, what do gentlemen understand by agitation? 
Do they suppose that we can stop the investiga- 
tions of truth by northern freemen? Does any 
man intend to say that we, by statute law, can si- 
lence the voice of humanity, or seal the lips of 
reformers, or stop the progress of truth? Sir, 
can we set bounds to human progress? The great 
founder of our religion, when he appeared on earth 
and proclaimed the heaven-born truths of his Gos- 
pel, was denounced as an agitator; was arrested, 
tried, condemned, and executed for asserting the 
sublime doctrines which Scribes and Pharisees 
were too stupid to comprehend. It was done to 
stop agitation; but, sir, trath, emanating from its 
Divine Author, has extended and spread and 
progressed, and will continue to go on “ conquer- 
ing and to conquer,” in spite of all the political 
Scribes and Pharisees of this Congress, and in 
spite of all the doughfaces of the nation. 

Why do not gentlemen turn their attention to 
the progress now making in the arts and sciences? 
Why not follow the example of those who at- 
tempted to stop the agitation of Galileo when he 
made discovery of the great law which controls 
our solar system, retaining the planets in their 
orbits while sailing through immensity of space 
with such inconceivable velocity’ He, sir, was 
regarded as an agitator, and excommunicated for 


nine out of every ten can judge as accurately upon 
the propriety of admitting California, of maintain- 
ing the ancient;boundaries of New Mexico, of.ad- 
mitting New Mexico.as a State when she presents 
her constitution, and. of the. gross insult 1t would 
be to make them pay Texas ten millions of dollars 
for territory to which.she has no claim, as some 
gentlemen. in this. House, or.in the other end of 
the Capitol. : ; 

Sir, if you wish to create agitation among them, 
pass that bill! Take from their hard earnings this 
ten millions of money and pay it over to Texas; 
and sir, I will promise you agitation, INCREASED 
agitation. Let northern men vote thus to render 
their constituents tributary to Texas, and. such 
representatives will find agitation at home; agita- 
tion that, like Banquo’s ghost, will not “down at 
their bidding.” 

Sir, for seven months we have discussed this sub- 
ject of admitting California. Month after month 
have her Senators and Representatives been wait- 
ing here, and respectfully asking admission, to 
which they have a clear and indisputable right. 
No valid, or even reasonable objection exists 
against her admission. The only argument put 
forth is, that it shall not be done until the Texas 
boundary shall be settled, and civil government 
established% Utah and New Mexico without the 
proviso excluding slavery. In the other end of 
the Capitol, California has been laid aside, and 
other bills for establishing a government in Utah 
and defining the. boundaries of Texas have been 
taken up and passed, while California is permitted 
to sleep upon the table of the Senate. Why ig 
this? The answer is understood by all: the slave 
power bids it, and northern men. surrender, and 
obey its behest. 

But, sir, it is said that the President is anxious 
for the settlement of all these questions. Indeed, 
that is manifested in his late message, to which I 
will now ask attention for a few minutes. So far 
as the message treats of our rights to the Territory 
of New Mexico, and the duties of the Executive 
to maintain those rights until Congress shall dis- 
pose of the subject, its doctrine is sound, and the 
argument conclusive. To this extent, I think, the 
North, of all parties, and, indeed, most of the 
South will sustain and uphold the principles of the 
message; and will, to the extent of their influence 
and power, assist him in carrying out the views 
he has so well and ably expressed. 

I take this opportunity to.say, that neither my- 
self, nor the political friends with whom I act, 
make war on any party or any man.. We are 
contending for what we deem great and paramount 
principles; and so far as the President and hig 
party shall maintain our doctrines, we will main- 
tain him; and when he departs from them, and 
adopts sentiments which we deem essentially op- 
posed to justice and to the rights of the people, we 
shall freely state our objections. I therefore re- 
peat, that the message, to this extent, is satisfac- 
tory and right. But when the President goes on 
to intimate the dangers arising to our Union from 
the blustering of Texas, and intimates the propri- 
ety of our paying Texas for any portion of the 
territory of New Mexico, on account of her at- 
tempts to intimidate us, I feel constrained to say 
that I think his position unworthy of his high 
station. The whole of this portion of the message 
is undignified, and bespeaks a timidity unworthy 
the Chief Magistrate of this nation. No man can 
mistake this character of the message. The Pres- 
ident’s anxiety to have this matter settled, to re- 
lieve him from responsibility—to get it laid aside, 
without much reference to the principles on which 
it is to be compromised, is too apparent to be mis- 
understood. ; 

Sir, the message. begins with General Taylor’s 
policy, and ends with that of the Secretary of 
State. It begins in boldness, and ends in political 
pusillanimity. It commences by maintaining our 
national rights, and closes by advising us to sur- 
render them up- It begins by informing Texas 
that she. must submit to constitutional authority, 
and ends by proffering to pay her richly if she 
will but obey the Constitution. ; 

The message was evidently intended to facilitate 
the passage of these billsto which I have referred, 
Indeed the President’s organ, the oldest Whig 
paper perhaps in the Union, conducted with great 
dignity and general propriety, comes out this morn- 
ing, giving a programme of the future action of 
this body. It not only. anticipates the passage of 
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these objectionable bills here for the reason that 
they are in accordance with the recommendation 
of the President, but foretells their passage in the 
order in which they are sent us from the Senate. 
That we are to have no delay; that the session 
ought to be brought to a close; and these bills 
ought not to detain Congress at this season of the 
year. Well, sir, these admonitions, coming from 
that quarter, are surely worthy of. consideration. 
T have been told this morning, also, that the whole 
thing was arranged before the defeat. of the omni- 
bus bill; that leading members. of the other end 
of the Capitol had arranged the whole affair, and 
that the bills are to be forced through under the 
screw of the previous question, without being com- 
mitted or discussed; and that this is to be done by 
Whig votes. I await these movements with great 
curiosity. To this time, as I have before re- 
-marked, the Whig party North has at all times 
denied that Texas had any claim to any portion 
of New Mexico; and I am unwilling to believe 
that they, will now throw a political somerset, and 
admit that she has a title there, and go for paying 
her ten millions of dollars for it; but * we shall see 
what we shall see.” 

1 think the President will find that Executive 
influence is not as omnipotent now as it was in 
former times. That Representatives here have 
learned that there is a power, not behind, but 
above the throne—one that will command obe- 
dience even from the President himself. Why, 
sir, when President Taylor first ascended the 
presidential chair, he was anxious for the estab- 
lishment of civil governments in New Mexico and 
California. All will recollect his desires to save 
the people there from the government of the bowie- 
knife and the pistol. 

Sir, a few Free-Soilers, aided by Whigs and 
Democrats, resisted the establishment of such 
governments, unless slavery were excluded. The 
indignant frowns of the President were threatened 
to be poured out upon the Free-Soil party, if they 
opposed that measure again. Sir, these threats 
had no effect. Free-Soilers and the people stood 
firm. General Taylor saw the course of public 
sentiment, and wisely changed his course and 
adopted the policy of having no territorial govern- 


ments; and the whole Whig party cried, Amen; | 


great is General Taylor, and his whole policy is 
based upon profound wisdom. General Taylor 
now sleeps with his fathers—peace to his ashes. 
But it seems that a Whig generation has now 
risen up, who know not General Taylor, and who 
now are to vote for the establishment of a civil 
government in Utah, without any exclusion of sla- 
very. Well, sir, it is the duty of a soldier to face 
tothe right, or to the left, or to the right about, 
according to the word of his commander. And 
we shall, I hope, have an opportunity of seeing 
precisely who obeys the word with alacrity; how 
many Whigs will now take their turn upon the 
spring-board and give us a specimen of ground 
and lofty tumbling. 

I rose simply to call attention to.this programme 
of the future action of the House on these subjects. 
To advertise the country of what is to take place. 
To let gentlemen understand that we are not to be 
taken by surprise, and these important measures 
forced upon the country by a snap judgment, un- 
foreseen by us. 

f will further add, that when we saw the selec- 
tion of the Cabinet, when the present Secretary of 
State was placed in premiership, we should have 
foreseen this result. Neither you, Mr. Chairman, 
nor any other slaveholder, has ever gone so far to 
degrade the North as the present Secretary of 
State. You, sir, have been long in this Hall, you 
have been devoted to the interests of the South, 
but you never dared—no, sir, E will not use the 
term dare—but you never felt it in your conscience 
to ask of the free States some eighty millions of 
dollars to compensate Virginia for the surrender of 
her northwest territory to freedom. In this re- 
spect, Mr. Webster has fairly outstripped even the 
slaveholders. His propositions in the Senate du- 
ring the present session, are odious and offensive 
to the people. He is now the master spirit of the 
Administration. 
superscription upon its policy. It will prove the 
handwriting upon the wall: ‘* Mene, mene, tekel 
upharsim’? is already inscribed upon its policy. 

lam aware, Mr. Chairman, that you southern 
men hold your caucuses almost nightly, agree 
upon your measures, and unite your efforts'to sub- 


He has stamped his image and | 


i floor. 


ject the North to your views. Ido not blame you. 
if I-werea southern man-and believed as you do, I 
would take measures to maintain southern inter- 
ests. Not so with the northern members. They 
cannot be rallied; I have done what I could to 
arouse them to action. They are divided. One is 
of Paul, another of Apollos, and another of Ce- 
phas. Divided and paralyzed, they appear inca- 
pable of effort. And never, sir, were the rights 
of the North in greater jeopardy. 1 would that 
my voice could reach the ear of every northern 
elector; I would tell him to arouse to the support 
of his own rights—to gird on his political armor, 
and to speak in commanding tones to these ser- 
vants*of the people, and bid us to act for truth, 
justice, the Constitution, and for mankind. 

Mr. G having concluded— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, next obtained the 
He made a speech touching the condition 
of the finances of the Government; he showed that 
the amount necessary to supply the appropriations, 
exclusive of that for the Post Office Department, 
was not Jess than $47,230,000, and inclusive of 
that $52,450,000; which was to be taken from the 
pockets of the people. He advocated a system of 
retrenchment and economy. g 

[Mr. J.’s speech will be found in the A ppendix.] 

Mr. J. having concluded— f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, obtained the 
floor, but yielded to a motion by i 

Mr. ASHE, that the committee rise. 

The committee tefused to rise. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, then addressed 
the committee for an hour in defence of thé claim 
of Texas, and in condemnation of the course pro- 
posed to be pursued by the President. [A report 
of his remarks will be published in the Appendix.] | 

Mr. SEDDON obtained the floor, and on his | 
motion,— 

The committee rose and reported. 

WINTHROP 8. HARDING. 

Mr. CONRAD rose, and made an appeal to the 
House, to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
Honse from the further consideration of the bill 
for the relief of Winthrop S. Harding. 

Mr. CARTTER said, he would move that the |; 
House adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana was entitled to the floor. 

The title of the bill was read, (as above.) 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked if the 
bill involved an appropriation ? 

Mr. CONRAD replied, that it did not. 

The bill was read for information, and no ob- || 
jection being made— . 

The motion of Mr. Conran was put and 
agreed to. 

So the committee were discharged, and the bill 
was brought before the House. 

The question being on its engrossment— 

Mr. PRESTON KING calied for the reading of | 
the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. STRONG said, from the reading of the | 
report he had not been able to discover anything 
which entitled the party to relief. He referred to 
some of the facts, to show that it was only an or- 
dinary case of suretiship. 

He yielded, for inquiries and explanations, to 
Messrs. Morse, Hussarp, Meane, and Conran. 

Mr. CONRAD briefly explained the reasons for 
the bill. 

Mr. STRONG conelnded by moving to refer 
the bill back to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— į 
ayes 33, noes 36; no quorom. 

Pending the question— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITION, &e. 


The following petition, memorial, and resolu- 
tions, were presented, under the rule, and referred 
to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of |; 
citizens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, for a change iu ¿i 
the tarriff laws of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the Trustees of | 
the Philadelphia City Gas Works, for the refunding of duties 
paid under protest on the Telescope gas-holder imported by | 
them. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Resolutions of the Oneida annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, against the |) 
admission of slavery into territory now free ; and approving | 
the course of the Senators and Representatives opposed to 
he extension of human slavery. N 
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A message was received from the President ‘of 
the United States, communicating the first part of 
the results of investigations by Henry Schoolcraft, 
appointed under the act of March 3, 1847, to col- 
lect and digest such statistics and other materials 
as may illustrate the history, present. condition, ` 
and future prospects of the various Indian tribes of 
the United States; which was read, and the motion 
to print was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. : - 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of ministers in 
the New Hampshire Yearly Meeting of the Free- 
Will Baptist Convention, remonstrating against 
the admission of any more slave States into the 
Union, the extension of slavery to the Territories, 
and against the enactment of any more stringent 
laws for the recovery of fugitive slaves, and that 
slavery and the slave trade may be abolished in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Also, a petition from citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, and a petition from citizens of Massachu- 
setts, asking that slavery may be prohibited by 
law in all the Territories of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, from Joseph Gibbons, and forty other cit- 
izens of Lancaster county, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking the unconditional admission of Cal- 
ifornia into the Union, and protesting against any 
compromise by which one square inch of territory 
now free shall be consigned to slavery; and set- 
ting forth that, though they are opposed to slavery 
in every shape and form, they are sensible of their 
legal obligation to pay the pound of flesh guaran- 


| tied to that Heaven-accursed institution by the 


terms of the Federal compact; which was received 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WINTHROP presented the petition of 
Isaac Eaton, and fifty-four other inhabitants of 
Mount Gilead, Loudoun county, in the State of 
Virginia, asking the enactment of a law providing 
means for enabling free negroes to emigrate to Af- 
rica, and for the purchase of the slave children under 
four years of age of all mothers who shall emigrate 
as aforesaid; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

The petition is as follows: 

“To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

“ The undersigned, citizens of the United States, being 
anxious to improve the condition of the colored man, to aid 
in arresting the foreign slave trade, andthe more rapidly to 
introduce into Africa the blessings of christianity and the arts 
of civilization, and being equally anxious to remove from 
our land every cause of discord, and to secure the future 
welfare, harmony, and permanency of the American Union, 
thus having in view objects upon which, we believe, the 
great body of ail parties, and of every section of the country 
can unite, would most respectfully pray that Congress pass 
a bill providing means to remove from our country all the 


| descendants of the African race who are both willing, and 


who may be at liberty to emigrate to Africa; that suitable 
provision be made for their real wants for one year after 
theirarrival in that country; and, as a greater inducement 
for them to emigrate, thatan arrangement be negotiated for 
giving them a bounty in land on their arrival, upon which 
they may, with industry and economy, support themselves; 
and make such other provision for them as may be deemed 
most. desirable. n is also desirable that an appropriation be 
made to purchase the slave children under four years of age, 
whose mothers shall be manumitted to be sent to Africa, sa 
that they may accompany them thither.” 


Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of David 
Taylor, asking compensation for an Indian reser- 
vation and improvements, as provided for in the 
thirteenth article of the treatv with the Cherokee 
Indians of 1835 and 1836; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BILL FROM HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
The bill from the House of Representatives, for 


; the relief of Al-lo-lah, and his representatives and 
į their grantees, was read a first and second time by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. DOWNS gave notice that he would to- 


i| morrow, or some convenient day thereafter, ask 


leave to introduce a bill to cede to the State of 


| Louisiana the public lands remaining unsold there- 
| in, to enable her more effectually to prevent the 


annual inundations of the Mississippi river. 


ALABAMA RAILROAD. ` 
On motion by Mr. BELL, the Senate-proceeded 


! to consider Senate bill No. 306, being the bill 
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granting.to the State of Alabama the right of way 
and adonation of public land, for: the purpose of 
locating. and constructing a railroad from the point 
at which the Nashville and Chattanooga railroad 
crosses the Tennessee river to the town of Chatta- 
nooga. : : 

The-bill having been considered as in Committee 
. of the Whole, and no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be. engrossed for a third reading. 


INTERCOURSE WITH INDIAN TRIBES. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to extend the ben- 

efit of the seventeenth section of the act to regu- 
late intercourse with the Indian tribes and to pre- 
serve peace on the frontier (approved June 3, 1834) 
tothe people of the State of Texas and others. 
. Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
enlargement of the acts heretofore existing upon 
the subject of. our. intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, in the manner that the bill proposes, to in- 
crease the facilities of obtaining money. I desire, 
therefore, that this bill may be laid over until to- 
morrow, that I may have time to examine it. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I hope the honor- 
able Senator will withdraw that motion. So far 
as the State of Texas is concerned there are very 
few claims; and they are here. The depredations 


that have been committed there have been com- | 


mitted by Indian tribes that have emigrated from 
other parts of the United States. -But three or 
four cases have come to my knowledge, and they 
are such as relief laws might be passed for. 
or two of them have been referred to the Commit- 


tee on Indian Affairs, and that committee has re- | 


ported this bill to cover those cases and all similar 
ones. 


I hope that the honorable Senator will withdraw ! 


his motion. This bill has been up three or four 
times. The amounts that will be paid under it 


will be small, and the individuals who will be bene- | 


fitted by this bill need indemnity very much. If 
the bill is postponed, we may not be able to get it 
up again, and thus it will be defeated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In this bill the word 
‘indemnity ” is stricken out in one place, but im- 
mediately following there is a provision made to 
pay. The bill seems to be inconsistent in that re- 
spect. But Ido not wish to delay the bill. I 
cannot vote for it, as it stands. If the Senate 
choose to pass it, let them do so. I shall give my 
vote against it. I withdraw the proposition to 
postpone. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, this is certainly 
a bill of very considerable importance, and a bill 
which may create demands upon the public Treas- 
ury toa large amount. | am not content, there- 


fore, to let it pass, in its present shape, without a | 


record of my vote against it. I shall ask, there- 
fore, for the yeas and nays on the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, before the 
question is taken on the engrossment of the bill, I 
wish to submit an amendment, to which I sup- 
pose there will be no objection. It is to insert in 


the third line the words “ or under the jurisdiction | 


or authority of,’ so as to read, “ ifany Indian or 
Indians belonging to or under the jurisdiction and 
authority of any tribe,” &e. 

This is intended to except the annuities of the 
Indians from any liability for any depredations 


committed by bands who have exiled themselves i 
Such instan- | 


from the jurisdiction of their tribes, 
ces have occurred, I think, among Indians now 
residing in Texas, who do not acknowledge any 


authority or jurisdiction to those living within the | 


territories assigned them by their treaties with 
the United States. I think’ that class of cases 
ought to be excepted. I hope, therefore, there 
wiil be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I will | 


now read to the Senate the fourteenth section of 
the act of 1602, regulating the mode of paying for 
Indian depredations, in order to point out the in- 
consistency between the bill now before the Sen- 


ate and the former legislation of Congress upon | 
The fourteenth section of that act | 


that subject. 
reads thus: 


“That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe 
in amity wih the United States, shall come over or 


$ across the said boundary line, into any State or Territory | 


inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there take, 
steal, or destroy, any horse, horses, or other property be- 


I am opposed to the | 


One į 


longing to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, 
or of-either of the territorial dist icts of the United States, 
or shall commit any murder, violence, or outrage upon any 
such citizen or inhabitant, it shall be the duly of such citi- 
zen or inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to 
make application to the superintendent, er such other per- 
son as the President of the United States shall authorize 
for that purpose ; who, upon being furnished with the ne- 
eessary documents and proofs, shall, under the direction or 
instruction of the President of the United States, make ap- 
plication to the nation or tribe to which such Indian or fn- 
dians shail belong, for satisfaction ; and if such nation or 
tribe shall neglect or refuse to make satisfaction in a rea- 
sonable time, not exceeding twelve months, then it shall 
be the duty of such superintendent or other person author- 


dent of the United States, and forward to him all the docu- 
ments and proofs in the case, that such further steps nay 
be taken as shall be proper to obtain satisfaction for the in- 
jury; and in the mean time, in respect to the property so 
taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranties to 
the party injured an eventual indemnification: Provided al- 


tive, or agent, shall in any way violate any of the provis- 
Ons of this act, by seeking or attempting to obtain private 
{| Satisfaction or revenge, by crossing over the line in any Fn- 
dian tands, he shall forfeieal! claim upon the United States 
for such indemnification: 
ing herein contained shall prevent the legal apprehension 
| or arresting, within the limits of any State or district, of 


t shall be lawful for the President of the United States to 
deduct such sum or sums as shall be paid for the property 
| taken, stolen, or destroyed by any such Indian, out of the 
| annual stipend which the United States are bound to pay 
i} to the tribe to which such Iudian shall belong. ” 

‘Now, sir, I have been willing, from the begin- 
ning, to extend every provision which I have read 
from this law to all the Indian tribes in Texas 
and on the western frontier. But this bill enlarges 


read. For instance, it makes no distinction be- 
tween depredations committed by Indians, by 
crossing over the line into the territory of a State, 
and depredations committed upon persons who 
may be passing through the Indian country. Now, 
it seems to me that if our citizens go into the In- 
dian country, they must abide by what injuries 
they receive, without looking to the Goverment for 
indemnity. This is introdacing a new principle 
into the legislation of Congress, and one that I am 
not willing to introduce. 

My attention, Mr. President, was drawn to this 
bill from the fact that I am a member of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and know something in relation 
to these Indian depredations, and from the fact 
that there is a provision in the bill giving it a re- 
troactive operation,so as to embrace a great many 
Indian claims which I supposed had been pre- 
sented to the committee of which I am a member. 
| I did not see the policy of that. But, sir, when I 
came to look into the law which 1 have just read, 
and found that these depredations heretofore pro- 
vided for were depredations committed within the 
limits of a State, and then saw that this bill was 
broad enough to embrace all the depredations that 
may have been committed upon.persons traveling 
from Independence, St. Joseph, or any where else, 
across the plains, and even to California; and 
when I looked at the impossibility of telling what 


whom our agents were to look for indemnity, and 
out of what annuities or gratuities, on the part of 
the Government, they were to be deducted, it 
| Struck me that there were some objections to legis- 
lating beyond the act of 1802. ` 

Now, sir, I put it to gentlemen whether this bill 
does not provide for all the injuries that have been 
perpetrated in any travel going to California, or 
going to Santa Fé from Upper Missouri? And 


to look for indemnity? Is it the intention of the 
supporters of the bill to provide for the payment 
of all these depredations? I should like informa- 
tion on these points before voting on the bill. I 
do not myself see the propriety of enlarging the 
| provisions of the act of 1802. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The Senator has been un- 
fortunate in not examining the intercourse law of 
| 1834 instead of the law of 1802; for he will find 
that since 1834, cases of depredation committed in 
the Indian territory have been provided for and 
paid by Congress. The intercourse law of 1834 
makes the same provision when depredations are 
committed in what is made Indian territory and 
described as Indian territory, whether the cases 
occur near the Arkansas line, or from the frontiers 
of Missouri and [owa to the frontiers of Mexico: 
This has been the law since 1834, and it is no new 
provision. This bill was intended to-apply to dep- 
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ized as aforesaid, ta make return of his doings to the Presi- | 


ways, That if such injured party, his attorney, representa- | 


And provided also, That norih- i 


this mneh beyond the provision which I have. 


Indian tribe had committed these depredations to I| mitted by the Indians within that Territory, over 


how will it be possible to ascertain what tribe has | 
committed the depredation—to which tribe we are | 


į any Indian having so offended 5 And provided further, That |! 


redations committed within the limits of Texas. 
Citizens-of: Texas now: have the same benefits of 
the law of 1834 as thé citizen of Missouri or lowa, 
or New Hampshire or Connecticut, in traveling 
through the Indian country. If the Senator will 
turn his attention to the 17th section of the inter- 
course law of 1834, he will find the provisions that 
he complains this law will extend to Texas already 
existing in other cases. - The object of this bill is 
to provide for indemnity for depredations commit- 
ted within the limits of the State of Texas. Since 
the annexation of Texas, the United States has 
given her no protection. Until within the last 
year or two, we have had no authorized Indian 
i agent within the limits of Texas. Depredations 
have been committed from the hour of annexation 
up to the present time—to what extent 1 do not 
know. Now, the question is this: Will you ex- 
tend to the State of Texas, to the people of the 
State of Texas, within her limits, the same pro- 
visions or enactments that apply to the States of 
Towa, Wisconsin, Missouri, Arkansas, and every 
other frontier State in this Union ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, (in his seat.) Certainly 
I will. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well. This bill does 
nothing more. There is no new provision in it. 

Mr. EWING. The difficulty in this bill, that 
strikes my mind the most, is not that urged by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. But there is another 
difficulty. Itis this: The United States has no 
control over the Indians in Texas at all. Our in- 
tercourse act does not extend there at all. We 
cannot regulate the trade with the Indians there. 
We cannot prohibit the selling of spirituous liquors 
to them. We cannot license traders, or prevent 
individuals from going upon the Indian territory 
of Texas. The whole control of the Indians of 
i Texas is strictly and properly in Texas itself. If 
| this control possessed by Texas was surrendered 
ito the United States, as it is in other States, it 
would certainly be right to extend the laws pro- 
tecting their property, just as they are extended in 
other States. But this bill does not so extend 
them. It takes simply that provision of the Indian 
intercourse act which pays money for depreda- 
tions, without putting it in the power of the 
| United States to protect property and to take care 
‘of the Indians, as they do in other States. This, I 
believe, is the case. 

There is an Indian agent in Texas, appointed, as 
I thought, under very doubtful authority. I was 
not exactly certain of the power of the United 
States to. appoint that agent at all. There was, 
however, precedent for the appointment. This 
Indian agent has been there fora few years. But 
| I do not recollect any law which authorizes his ap- 
|pointment, or gives him the powers which such 
agents have in other States and Territories of the 
United States. The portion of Texas occupied 


ii by the Indians is not Indian territory in the sense 


| of the law of the United States. Now, 1 would 
not consent to answer for the depredations com- 


whom we had no control, and whom we cannotat 
jall direct. Thatis my objection. And unless it 
| can be shown that that objection does not exist, or 
‘unless it be remedied, in some form or ‘other, I 
cannot consent to vote for this bill. 

Mr. CHASE. The act of 1834 defines the lim- 
its of the Indian country. It is the territory west 
of the Mississippi, and not within the States of 
Missouri and Louisiana, or the Territory of Ar- 
kansas; and-also that part of the United States 
| ast of the Mississippi river, and not within any 
| State to which the Indian title has not been extin- 
i guished. This isthe Indian country. It is terri- 
į tory without the States, and beyond the limits of 
any State. It is to that territory that the provi- 
sions of this act of 1834 extend. Now, it is pro- 
| posed to extend the provisions of this act to dep- 
i redations committed within the States of Florida 
and Texas. 

So far as the State of Florida is concerned, any 
depredations committed by Indians residing within 
the Indian country, are‘ already provided for by 
the act of 1834. 

So far as the State of Texas ig concerned, she 
stands upon a totally different principle. She has 
reserved to herself all the lands within her limits. 
She has entire control over the Indians within her 
limits. The power of the United States does not ex- 
tend to them, unless ina very limited degree, as 
described by my colleague. If, then, we pass this 
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act, we make ourselves responsible for depreda- 
tions committed by Indians over whom we have 
no control. The principle of all former acts has 
been, that where we are responsible for the con- 
duct of the Indians, we are responsible for the 
depredations they commit. Lt is now proposed 
that we shall be responsible for the depredations of 
Indians, for whose conduct we are not responsible. 
This is totally different, it seems to me, from the 
principle of all former. acts. I should be very 
happy to vote for any act which came within the 
real meaning and spirit of the act of 1834. Butit 
seems to me shat this does not. ` 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, as the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr, 
Arcuison] has stated, the law of 1834 extends to 
every State of the Union, with the exception of 
the State of Texas. The objections of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Ewinga] will be answered by 
the Constitution itself, which declares that ‘ Con- 
gress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, between the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes.” 

The annexation of Texas extended the power 
under the Constitution to control the Indian tribes 
in the State of Texas. The depredations that are 
complained of are not very many. ‘They ure dep- 
redations committed by Indians who do not belong 
properly to the State of Texas. They are com- 
mitted by Indian tribes who, by the policy of 
the United States, have been forced out of other 
parts of the United States—out of Louisiana and 
other States. They are absolutely intruders upon 
the soii of ‘exas. ‘The Caddo Indians, the Chero- 
kees, the Shawnees, and various others, commit 
these depredations. We ask nothing bat the ex- 
tension of the same law which extends to every 
otber State in the Union. And as to the power 
which the Congress of the United States has over 
these Indians, itis guarantied by the Constitution. 
It is true, there is an agent there. But he was 
first appointed on account of an appropriation 
having been made for the purpose of appointing 
an agent temporarily. Unfortunately, the lastagent 
that has been there has been in bad health for 
some time, and | have seen no reports from him. 
The depredations have been committed on those 
who are poor. We ask for the passage of this 
bill, which extends no privileges to the State of 
Texas which are not now extended to every other 
State in the Union. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis now twelve o’clock, the 


hour for the consideration of the special order; | 


but if a vote can be taken on this bill now, I wit 
waive my call for the special order. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now move to strike 
out that part of the bill which gives ita retroactive 
operation. I find that the bill of 1834 contains 
this provision: 

s Anl provided also, That unless such claim shall he pre- 
sented within three years after the commission of the in- 
jury, the same shall be barred. And if the nation or tribe 
10 which such Iudian may belong receive an annuity from 
the Uuited States, such claim shall, at the next payment of 
the annuity, be deducted therefrom, and paid to the party 
injured; and if no aunuityis payable to such nation or 
tribe, then the amount of the claim shall be paid trom the 
‘Treasury of the United States.” 

Now, you have inserted in this bill a provision 
giving it a retroactive operation in reference to 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, as well as Texas, 
that sets aside this provision, which is applicable 
to the rest of the United States. ` 

Mr. ATCHISON. The reason of that is obvi- 
ous. The intercourse law did not extend to the 
States of Alabama, Georgia, and Florida, nor to 
Texas.. That is the reason for the provision to 
which the Senator refers. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not see why it 
should not have extended to Alabama and the- 
other States where there were those southern In- 
dijans. 

Mr. YULEE. I can answer the Senator. 1 
think the construction of that law should have 
been such as to have extended to those States. 
Bat the department having decided otherwise, 
upon a strict construction, 1t becomes necessary 
that remedial legislation should take place. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. President, 1 think there 
ought to be further legislation before this branch 
of the bill is passed. Notwithstanding the provis- 
ion of the Constitution which the Senator from 
Texas has brought forward, I do not think the in- 
dian department has power to prohibit individuals, 
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under the circumstances, from entering into the 
Indian territory’in: Texas; to prevent them from 
establishing trading posts there ; to. prevent their 
selling spirituous: liquors there. -In short,, they 
have no means of protecting the Indians from the 
frontier inhabitants of Texas without further legis- 
lation. The general powers given by the Consti- 
tution.do not confer it upon them. Without that, 
it will not do to extend -this provision to Texas. 
I think it proper that there should be provisions of 
law connected with this that would give the Uni- 
ted States the same power over the Indians there 
that she has in other Territories, when she takes 
upon herself the same responsibility that is asked 
to be taken here. 

Mt. DOUGLAS. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this subject till to-morrow 
morning at half past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. RUSK. And make it the special order for 
that time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very weil. 

The motion was agreed to, 


ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the. consideration of the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union. 

The question pending was on the following 
amendment submitted on Saturday by Mr. Tur 
ney. Strike out the first section of the bill, and 


insert the following: 


Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Representutives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, ‘That, as 
soon as California shall have passed in convention an ordi- 
nance providing— 

* Thatshe relinquishes all claim to tax, dispose of, or in 
any way to interfere with the primary disposal by the United 
States of the public domain within her limits ; 

“ That she will notinterpose her authority and power so 
as to obstruct or impede any control which the United 
States may deem advisable to exercise over such districts 
in the mining regions, (either now discovered, or to be dis- 
covered hereafter,) as may not be included in any lawful 
grant made to private individuals or to corporations prior to 
the cession of California to the United States; , 

“That the lands of the non-residents shail never be taxed 
higher than those of residents 5 

“ That the navigable waters shall be open and free to all 
citizens of the United States, those of California included 5 

“Fhar her southern limits shall be restricted to the Mis- 
souri compromise line, (36° 36/ of north latitude 3) 

& And as soon as she shall have produced to the President 
of the United Strateeg satisfactory and authentic evidence 
that the terms above set forth have been fully and exactly 
complied with, the President of the United States be and 
he is hereby authorized and requested, without any further 
action onthe part of Congress, to issue his proclamation de- 
elaring that California is, and shall thereupon be, admitted 
into the Union upon an equal footing with the original 
Statesin all respects whatsoever.” 


A discussion ensued between Messrs. SOULE, 
DOUGLAS, and FOOTE, after which the ques- 
tion was taken on the amendment of Mr. Tur- 


NEY, and it was rejected—yeas 20, nays 30; as | 


follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Downs, Foote, Hunter, King, Mason, Prati, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Soulé, ‘Turney, and Yulee—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Case, Chase, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, 
Feich, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Norris, Seward, 
Shields, Smitb, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, 
Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, aud Winthrop—0. 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN addressed the Senate for up- 
wards of two hours, and was followed by Mr. 
FOOTE, Mr. CASS, Mr. DAVIS of Massachu- 
setts, and others. 

Mr. HUNTER moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and were— 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Berrien, But- 
ler, Ciemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—21. 

NAYS—Messrs Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Cha: 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinsou, Dodge of W is- 
consin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Bwing, Felch, Greene, 


Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Milter, Norris, Phelps, Seward, | 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Upham, Wales, Walk- | 


er, Winthrop, and Whitcomb—3l. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The question again recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill until to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. DOUGEAS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and were— 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, “Barnwell; Bell, Berrien, Bút- 
ler, Ulemens,, Davis uf Mississippi, Dawson, Dowus, Foote, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Prait,, Rusk, Sebastian, 


Souié, Turney, and Yulee—20. : 

NAYS—Messrs, Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
eo sin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Feich, Greene, 
Hate, Hamlin, Houston, Miller, Norris, ° Phelps,” Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance; Sturgeon, Underwood, Uphain, 
Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Whiteomb—3l. 

So the motion was not agreedto. 

_Mr. FOOTE. Being instructed to resist: this. 
Pill to the last, 1 move thatit- be jäid upon theta- 

e. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered, and were— ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Turnuey,and Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Feleb, 
Greene, Hate, Hamlin, Houston, Miiler, Norris, Phelps, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stergeon, Underwood, 
Upham, Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Whitcomh—32. 

So the bill was not laid upon the table. 

Mr. TURNEY. l move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was negatived, on a division, by a 
majority of 28 to 18. 

The question again recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered, and were:. 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Bonton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, 
Dodge at Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Ewing, 
Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Miller, Norris, 
Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Uns 
derwood, Upbam, Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Whit- 
comb—33. 

NAYS—V¥essrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Prau, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—19, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

The PRESIDENT. When shall it have its 
third reading? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, and others. 
Let it be read now. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I understand that the bill is 
already engrossed. {Í therefore ask for the third 
reading now. ; 

Several Senators. Let it be read now. 

Other Senators objected. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. f understand that there are several 
Senators who still desire to speak. 

The motion to adjourn was negatived, ona di- 
vision, by a majority of 25 to 23. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, rose, and was 
proceeding to address the Senate upon the neces- 
sity of deliberation on the passage of a bill of such 
vital importance, when be was interrupted by 

Mr. YULEK, who desired him to give way for 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS yielded the floor for that motion, 
and it was agreed to by a vote of 28 to 19. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, August 13, 1850. 


Mr. BOOTH asked and obtained leave to offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Commitee on Commerce be instruet- 
ed to inquire into the propriety of providing hy law a salary 
for the Collector at the port of Middletown, in the State of 
Connecticut. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. p 

MINNESOTA. 

On motion by Mr. BOYD, the Committee on the 
Territories was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill for the benefit of the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the unanimous eon- 
sent of the House to take up Senate bill No. 92, 
giving a little bounty (he said) to a soldier who 
had both his arms shot off in Mexico. 

The title was read for information, as follows: 
** An act for the further relief of John Mitchell.” 

Mr. RUMSEY called for the reading of the bill; 
which was read. : 

No objection being made, 


The bill was brought before the House upon its 
third reading. : i 


Aug. 13, 
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“Mr, PRESTON KING. moved to amend the bill 
by-striking out'1847 and inserting: 1850, so that the 
increased pension should commence from and after 
May, 1850.: i : 

Some: conversation and explanations followed, 
by Messrs. PRESTON KING; THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, RICHARDSON, and McLANE of 
Maryland. oh 

‘Mr. ASHMUN, remarking that he was sure 
the unanimous consent of the House was not given 
with any expectation of debate arising upon a pri- 
vate bill, and that such debate was out of place at 
this time, moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main. question was ordered—being first on the 
amendment of Mr. Kine. 3 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to—ayes 81, noes not counted. 

By unanimous consent a further amendment was 
made to correspond with that just adopted. 

The bill was then reada third time and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ASHMUN inquired what was the regular 
order of business ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The call of the committees 
for reports. 

Mr. ASAMUN. 

` business. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 

-mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Pending the question, by general consent— 

On motion by Mr. POTTER, leave was'granted 
to withdraw from the files the memorial of William 
A. Bradley and others, praying for the erection of 
a new post office in the city of Washington, for 
the purpose of its reference to the Senate. 

On motion by. Mr. DUNHAM, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition and 
papers of James Uppinghouse, in relation to a 
tract of land, with the view of their reference to 
one of the Executive Departments. 

MEETING AT SAVANNAH. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, appealed to the 
gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to give way for 
a moment to allow him to ask the unanimous 
consent of the ELouse to present certain resolutions 
that had been adopted at a meeting of citizens 
of Savannah on the 23d of July last, upon the sub- 
jects now agitating the Union, and again adopted 
at a subsequent meeting on the 3lst of the same 
month. 

Mr. BAYLY having assented thereto— 

Mr. JACKSON stated, that on yesterday, when 
the calling of the States for resolutions was regu- 
larly in order, the order had been superseded by 
the House going into Committee on the state of the 
Union, and he had had consequently, no opportu- 
nity to do his solemn duty, as instructed, to a por- 
tion of his constituents, and, as he believed, to his 
country. He desired now not to agitate, not to 
provoke discussion, but simply to have real to 
the Representatives of the people, resolutions 
which would exhibit the opinions and feelings of 
the ancient city of Savannah. To present the res- 
olutions simply at the desk to the Clerk under 
the rule, would not be in compliance with the in- 
tention of his constituents. He asked that unani- 
mous consent should be given, and the resolutions |. 
pe rend, when he would move to lay them on the 
table. 

. Mr. ASHMUN renewed his call for the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. BAYLY. insisted upon his motion. 

The question was taken, and ° . 

The SPEAKER announced, ayes 67, noes 56. 

Mr. ROBINSON demanded the yeas-and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question, “ Will the House resolve itself | 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union?” was then taken, and resulted—yeas 83, 
nays 85; as follow: ; 

YEAS—Messts. Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bingham, Bowdon, Boyd, Breek, William J. Brown, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson 


I call for the regular order of 


R. W. Cobb, Coleoek, Dow, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- |} 


ston, Faller, Hail, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham 
G. Barris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hoagland Hous- 
ton, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, | 
Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, McDowell, Robert M, McLane, 
Finis E. McLean, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Milson, 
Morehead, Morris, Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Par- 
ker, Peasice, Peck, Richardson, Sawtelle, Schooleraft, 
Seddon, Spaulding, Richard H, Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, | 


Stetson, Strong, Taylor, ‘Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walden, Wailace, Wat- 
kins, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, 
and VYoung—s3. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Ashniun, 
Baker, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, Bur- 
rows, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P., Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Duncan, 
Dunham, N. Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Gentry, Giddings, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Harlan, Tuomas L. 
Harris, Hay, Hebard, Hibbard, William ‘f. Jackson, James 


G. King, John A. King, Lefilé, Littlefield, Rorace Mann, 
Marshall, McClernaud, MeDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, 
Meacham, Moore, Neison, Ogte, Phenix, Pitman, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, 
Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Siivester, 
Stanly, Sweetser, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, 
White, Whittlesey, Williams, and Wilson—85. 

So the House refused to go into Committée of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

(Mr. GREEN, when his name was called, 
rose and stated, that he had paired off with Mr. 
Purnam, of New York, and should, therefore, de- 
cline to vote ] 

(Mr. BuEy and Mr. Hay, as stated by Mr. 
Fire, have also paired off.] 

AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER then announced the regular or- 
der of business to be the call of the committees for 
reports, commencing where the call was last sus- 
pended, that is, with the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Rules, of- 
fered the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the 34th rule of the House: 

“ After whicb any member, who shall first obtain the 
floor, shall be allowed to speak five minutes in Opposition to 
it, and there shail be no turther debate on the amendment, 
but the same privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of 
and against any amendment that may be offered to the 
amendment; and neither the amendment nor an ameud- 
ment to the amendment shali be withdrawn by the mover 
thereof, unless by the unanimous consent of the commit- 
tee. 

The 34th rule, thus proposed to be amended, 
is in the following words: 2 

34. “No member shall occupy more than one hour in de- 
bate, ou any question in the House or in committee, but a 
metuber ‘eporling the measure under consideration trom a 
coumittee may open and close the debate: Provided, That 
where debate is closed by order of the House, any member 
Shall be allowed, in committee, five minutes to explain any 
amendment he may offer? 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. JONES said: We are all aware that under 
the rule allowing five minutes for explanation to 
the mover of an amendment, after the general de- 
bate has been closed, some of the most business- 
like and beneficial debates have taken place in 
committee. But I think we all are likewise aware, 
that that rule has been abused. It was originally 
intended, as all of us who were here at the time of 
its adoption weil know, to give the mover of an 
amendment—particularly to appropriation biils— 
an opportunity of explaining it, instead of re- 
quiring a vote to be taken without explanation, 

The amendment now reported from the. Com- 
mittee on Rules, proposes to extend to any other 
member of the committee the right to occupy five 
minutes in opposition to the amendment, and then 
requires that there shall be no further debate upon 
it, And the same rule is to be applied to an 
amendment to the amendment. ‘The committee is 
tien to be brought to a vote, and the mover shall not 
be permitted to withdraw the amendment without 
the unanimous consent of the committee, i 

With this explanation 1 move the previous 
question on the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I hope the 
gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. Jones,] after hav- 
ing made a speech himself, will not insiston the 
demand for the previous question., I hope he will 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] withdraw the demand for 
the previous question ? 

Mr. JONES. 4 shall withdraw it only for a mo- 
ment, and simply for the purpose of saying, that 
the report was madg from the Committee on Rules 
for the purpose of facilitating the business of the 
House; and the committee instructed me to move 
the previous question. I cannot, therefore, with- 
draw the demand. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Do you 
insist on the demand? 

Mr. JONES. Ido. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, I insist upon it that 
this is about the only rule of the House which has 
not been abused. I move that the report of the 
committee-be laid upon the table.. I desire to see 


whether ‘there’ is a determination to cut off all 
right of debate in ‘this House. ; 
- Mr. ORR, (to the Speaker.) What is the ques- 
tion before the House? F 
The SPEAKER. It is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. THomrson] to 
lay on the table the report of the Committee on 
Rules. gny 
Mr. INGE. 1 should like to record my vote 
against that report. -L ċall forthe yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the tables 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The amendment was again read, 
The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 50, nays 136; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bis- 
sell, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Grown, Burt, George A. 
Caldwell, Clingman, Coleock, Daniel, Edmuudsun, Feath- 
erston, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, S. W. Harris, Hol- 
laday, Holmes, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James 
L. Johnson, Robert W., Johnson, La Sére, Marshall, Mason, 
McDowell, R. M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Powell, Sed- 
don, R. H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob’ 
Venable, Wallace, and Woodward—o0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Burrows, Joseph Cable, J, 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, De berry, 
Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, N, Evans, Ewing, 
Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grin- 
neli, Hall, Hampton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 'f. L. Harris, 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagtand, Hous- 
ton, W. T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, 
G. G, King, James G. King, Jolm A. King, Preston King, 
Lefiler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, J. Mann, Matteson, Me- 
Cleroand, McDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, Mehana- 
han, F. E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morris, 
Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peasiee, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, 
Potter, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Root, Rese, Riss, Rumsey? Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooicraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, T. Stevens, Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thoropson, 
Underhill, Vau Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wil- 
son, Wood, and Young—136. 


S the House refused to lay the report on the 
table, 

The question recurring upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question— 

Pending the question— 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER was in the act of counting the 
House, when: : 

Mr. VENABLE, at the suggestion of Mr. 
Tompson, of Mississippi, withdrew the call. 

The question was taken, and the sound indica- 
ting that it was decided in the negative— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 66, nays 117; as follow: 


YEAS— Messrs, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Albeit G. Brown, Burt, George 
A. Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Ed- 
mundsou, Ewing, Featherston, Gorman, Hal}, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Haralson, Isham G, Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Hoagland, Holladay, Hoimes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge; 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Preston King, La Sére, Mason, 
McDowell, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
Me Willie, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Mor- 
ton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Powell, Robbins, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
‘Foumbs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellbor n, Wiidrick, 
Woodward, and Young—66, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Ba- 
ker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Willian J. Brown, Burrows, Thom- 
as B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P, Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cutter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan 
Dunham, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fiieh, Fowler, Fuller, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Harlan, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Houston, William T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, George 
G. King. James G. King, John A. King, Leter, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshail, Matteson, McClernand, 
MeDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, MeLanahan, Finis E 
McLean, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peasle 
Peck, Phanix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, 
Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, Jobn B. Thompson, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, and Wood—117. 


So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. $ 


The question recurring upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question—— 


Messrs. Ince and DAMEL rose simultaneously. 


Thompson, Toombs, . 
$ J. 


Bae a EE E E A E E O ERN A 


Mr. DANIEL was recognized, and moved a | 
call of the House. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, demanded the | 


yeas and nays. . 

The SPEAKER counted the House and an- 
nounced—ayes 31, noes 121. . 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Thé question, “Shall there be a call of the 
House?” was then taken, and resulted—yeas 39, 


nays 143; as follow: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Alston, Ashe, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Ed- 
mundson, Featherston, Hammond, Haralson, Sampson W. 
Harris, Holladay, Holmes, Hubbard, inge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, La Sère, MeQueen, Meade, Mill- 
son, Morse, Morton, Orr, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Seddon, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob. Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, and Woodward—39. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, 
Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, W. J. 
Brown, Burrows, T. B. Butter, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, alvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fiteb, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gorman, Gow, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hampton, Harkin, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Hous- 
ton, Howard, William T, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James 
L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, George G. King James G. 
King, John A. Kiop- Preston King, Lefer, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshal, Matteson, MeDouald, 
MeDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, McLanahan, Robert 
M. McLane, Finis E. Mclean, McMullen, Meacham, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Ous, Out- 
law, Peaslee, Peck, Phænix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stun- 
ly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, ‘Taylor, James 
Thompson, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White,Whiitlescy, Wildrick, Williams, Wil- 
mot, Wilson, Wood, and Young—143. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, desired to inquire 
of the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] 
whether be would not withdraw the demand for 


the previous question? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw? 
Mr. JONES. I have no feeling on this subject, 


nor do I care anything about the rule. 

Mr. INGE. ‘I submit, that no remarks are in 
order, and that the gentleman must either with- 
draw the previous question or not. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. JONES. Well, if the House is disposed 
to debate the question, let it do so. I withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the previous 
qnestion is withdrawn. 

Mr. McLANE. Icall for the reading of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. McLANE was proceeding to speak-—— 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and said, {call for the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
yet expired. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McLANE. When the resolution was first 
reported, 1 supposed, merely from hearing it read, 
that it was a virtual repeal of the five minutes 
rule. I supposed not only that it was a virtual re- 
peal of that rule, but that in effect it deprived the 
committee of an opportunity to explain, or con- 
sider any portion of a bill or any amendment to 
it, except that which might be immediately pend- 
ing. Lam now satisfied, from examination, that 
so far as concerns discussion upon a bill or any 
proposed amendment, the rule does not at all 
preclude debate. it merely reaches this point— 
that if a member proposes an amendment he can- 
not, as we are in the habit of doing, withdraw it 
for the purpose of having it renewed for a speech 
to be made upon that, or some other subject, by 
some other member. I now see, and I call the at- 
tention of gentlemen to this fact, that under this 
rule, it will be competent, as it is now, for a 
member to move an amendment and to speak to 
it, and that it does not propose to prevent a mem- 
ber moving an amendment at any stage of the pro- 
ceedings on the bill. The report docs not contem- 
plate any limitation of time, although | am free 


to. say, that on hearing it read, I thought it did 
20 


: 


Mr. INGE interposed... The proposed amend- 
ment contemplates that there maybe two speeches 
on eachamendment—one for and another against it. 

‘Mr. McLANE, (proceeding.). So far from rê- 
garding itasa limitation of time, I perceive that 
the amendment allows ten minutes’ debate rather 
than five minutes, ag at present. 1 might be al- 
lowed to say, that Ido not see that it accomplishes 
any purpose whatsoever, and I ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Joyes] to give his attention 
to that point. The amendment does not confine 
the debate any more to the pending amendment or 
proposition than the parliamentary law now con- 
fines it. If, under the general parliamentary law, 
it is in order, in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, upon a pending amendment, to 
debate as largely as upon the bill itself, it would 
be still in order for a member to speak five minutes 
for it, and another member five minutes against it, 
and to discuss the state of the Union generally. 

Mr. CLINGMAN rose, and was understood to 
submit, that the morning hour had now expired. 

Mr. VINTON suggested, that if the House 
should now leave this question, it would go over 
n unfinished business, and that would be the last 
of it. 

Mr. McLANE said, that he couid hear neither 
thersuggestion of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Crineman,] nor of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Vinton.]} 

Mr. VINTON repeated his remark. 

Mr. CLINGMAN submitted to the Speaker, 
whether this subject (if the House should now 
proceed to other business) would not come up as 
unfinished business when the committees should 
next be called for reports. 


TheSPEAKER. Whena bill is reported from 


a committee, and no motion is made to refer, so as 
to keep the bill the business of the morning hour, 
it goes upon the Speaker’s table; and the Chair 
has given the same direction, under similar circum- 
stances, to reports of this character, Ifa motion 
is made to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, that motion, if pending 
at the time the House passed to other business, 
would make it the first business in order; and 
when the committees shall be again called for re- 
ports, this subject would come up as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. INGE. I rise to a point of order. I sub- 
mit that the morning hour has now expired, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. [ do not under- 
stand that the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Cuinemay] desires me to give way for a mo- 
tion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. ‘he 
only effect of such a motion, if the House should 
agree to it, would be to leave this as the pending 
business, and thus block up the business of the 
committee during the morning hour. 
disposing of the matter finally. The remarks I 
had made before 1 was interrupted by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Cuineman] were 
addressed, not only to the gentleman who report- 
ed this amendment, but to all those gentlemen 
who are disposed to give a just and fair interpreta- 
tion to the rule. The amendment does not re- 
strain the operation of the rule as to time, but does 
in fact enlarge it, by giving ten minutes instead of 
five. And it will be impossible for the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to limit the 
debate beyond that point to which it is already 
limited by the general parliamentary law. 

Mr. INGE, (Cinterposing.) Did the Speaker 
say, in answer to the inquiry which | just made, 
that the morning hour had expired? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair so said. 

Mr. INGE. Then 1 move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. i 

So the House refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, resumed the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY requested the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McLane] to give way for a motion 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McLANE. I willcertainly give way for that 
motion. 1 do not wish to occupy the time of the 
House. I merely wish it should be understood that 
I retain my right to the floor, and that I shall in- 


sist upon. 


1 am for | 


-multaneously rose to order. 


A brief conversation followed ona point of order. 
Mr. McLANE yielded. the floor-to |. nue 
Mr. BAYLY, who said: I riseto appeal. tothe 
House, whilst f can do so in order, to go into Cot» 
mittee of the Whole-on the state of the Union. 
The debate on the civil and diplomatic: appro- 
priation bill is to terminate.on Friday, and. I think 
good faith requires: ; : 
Mr. ASHMUN and Mr..McCLERNAND si- . 


The SPEAKER, remarking that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy].was not in order, re- 
cognized— > 

_Mr. McCLERNAND, who said that he had 
risen to a point of order. : ‘ 
_ Mr. BAYLY. í move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Is it in order for the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayr] to proceed 
with his remarks? 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayzy] that his remarks were out 
of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. A motion has been made 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and that 
motion is first in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays 


on that motion; which were ordered. 


The question was taken, and decided in the ne 
ative-—yeas 73, nays 102; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, 
W. J. Brown, Bur, G. A. Caldwell, Clingman, W_ R, W. 
Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Duer, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Giddings, Hammond, Haralson, I. G. Harris, B. W. 
Harris, Haymond, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
James L. Johosou, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, 
Preston King, La Sére, Matteson, Robert M. McLane, 
McQueen, Mc Willie, Millson, Morris, Morse, Morton, Orr, 
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Phelps. Poter, Powell, Savage, 
Seddon, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Join B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Woodward—73, 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Bay, 
Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, 
Durkee, Nathan Evaus, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, 
Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Wiliam 
T. Jackson, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, MeClernand, 
McDonald, McGaughey, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, Ogle, 
Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Reynolds, Rich- 
ardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenek, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Taylor. James Thompson, Underhill; Van Dykes 
Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Willams, 
Wilson, Wood, and Young 102. š 
So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. McLANE resumed the floor, When he 
gave way to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr; 
Barty] to make the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, he said 
he had been calling the attention of the House to 
the fact, that this rule did not accomplish the limit« 
ation of time intended. This, he was sure, 
‘would not be desired by the gentlemen who had 
reported it. The object was to provide some 
limitation of time, to’prevent the abuse of a rule 
which had been acceptable to the House during 
the two Congresses in which it had been in exist- 
ence.. Now it seemed to him—and he submitted 
to those gentlemen who had reported the rule, 
that they extracted from the existing rule all its 
virtues, without accomplishing the object which 
they had in view. They only required those gen- 
tlemen, who desired to continue a debate under 
the five minutes rule to be a little more particular 
in framing their amendments, so as to avoid con- 
flict with any other amendments which might 
have been offered, and to have proper reference to 
the particular section under consideration. If the 
section should happen to be an important one—in~ 
volving an appropriation, say of five millions of dol- 
lars, certainly there would be arange wide enough 
for offering amendments; they might go down 
from five millions to one million and even to one 
dollar, and all these amendments would be in 


g- 


| order, and could be debated each for ten: min- 


utes. In this way the questions of California, 
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New: Mexico; the whole of our system of marine, 
and almost any other subject might be discussed 
at pleasure... The rule, therefore, would have no 
effect. whatever to restrain debate—to provide, if 
they pleased, against abuses of the five minutes 
rule—for he thought. it was an abuse of that rule 
to ‘use it merely to consume time and not to dis- 
cass the merits of the amendment. i 

“This was his immediate objection to this report. 
It extracted. from the five minutes rule all that was 
excellent in it—all that had made it a favorite rule 
with'this House. Gentlemen, wearied out with a 
genera] discussion, approached this discussion 
with interest. They knew they could have not 
only five minutes, but four or five times five min- 
utes ta discuss the particular question under eon- 
sideration. That rule, he said; was regarded with 
favor by the House. The committee dit not pro- 
pose to repeal it, doubtless because the majority 
were in favor of the rule. If the object was to 
limit or terminate debate, why not. repeal -the 
rule? Why extract from it all that was good, 
and lave only that which would give rise to the 
same abuses and the same evils which now ex- 
isted? He would not vote to repeal the rule. He 
would: move to recommit the report to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, with instructions 

Mr. ASH MUN addressed the Speaker. 

Mr. MLA NE still remained upon the floor. 

Mr. INGE appealed to the gentleman from 
Maryland to yield the floor, 

Mr. McLANE expressed his willingness to 
yield. ; 

Mr, DUER raised the point of order, that the 
gentleman from Maryland had concluded his re- 
marks, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Asumun,] having addressed the Chair, was 
entitled tothe floor.. The gentleman from Mary- 
land could not give the floor to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- 
der, which was terminated by 

Mr. McLANE declining to yield the floor to 
Mr. Ince, and, in conclusion, moving to recom- 
mit the report to the Committee on Rules, with 
instructions to that committee to report to the 
House the mode and manner of the enjoyment of 
the five minutes rule according to strict parliament- 
ary law. 

Mr. INGE said: Under the 34th rule of this 
House, after the termination of the general debate, 
any member may offer an amendment to the 
pending measure, and speak five minutes in expla- 
nation. The practice under that rule, of with- 
drawing and renewing amendmentsadmits of great 
latitude of debate within a narrow limitation of 
time. The proposed amendment in effect repeals 
the rule, and destroys its spirit, making the gag of 
the majority upon the minority insufferably strin- 
gent. - Flow this amendment could have origin- 
ated. in a.committee whose appropriate business it 
is to mvestigate the rules and adapt them to the 
ends of fair and just legislation, | am unable to 
determine. How the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jonyes,} the Representative of a slaveholding 
constituency, and therefore presumed to sympa- 
thize with the struggling minorty of this tiouse, 
could have been made the instrument of reporting 
this proposition, I confess myself wholly at a loss 
to understand, Sir, the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Srepnens] and the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Kaurman| are members of that committee, 
and I beg to know if they assented to its adop- 
tion, or authorized the course of the member? 
Of this | know nothing, but 1 venture to predict 
that they. would have indignantly spurned the vi- 
carious discharge of an office, which none other 
than a northern man could, with my views of pro- 
priety, undertake. No, sir. Let the majority do 
their own work of insult and aggression, which 
they are ever ready to intrest to southern men 
who will offer their codperation. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
says that the object of the amendment cannot be 
attained by its adoption. This may be true, but 
the proposition is not less offensive because it is 
inettectual. The open, avowed object is to take 
from us the miserable vestige of parliamentary 
rights which the majority have been kind enough 
to Jeave us—the poor privilege of speaking five 
minutes upon the most momentous questions which 
have ever agitated this country and the world. 
When we reach a vote upon any proposition, we 
are powerless in their grasp; and this amendment 


is intended to bring us speedily to that point where 
resistance necessarily ends in the triumph of ag- | 
gression. But, sir, 1 indulge the hope that even 
northerh Representatives. will refuse to sanction 
the absurdiues which this amendment contains. 
It confines debate to two members, to the exclu- 
sion of two hundred and twenty-nine, who are 
constrained mutely to listen to what they are not 
permitted to oppose or approve. Has this House 
the right, or can it be deqmed proper, to make this 
odious and invidious. distinction among constitu- 
tional equals? Again: the first who speaks must 
advocate, and the second oppose, the amendment | 
under consideration. Sir, it would be imputing 
to you quite too much penetration, to expect you 
to know, before a member opened his mouth, 
whether he intended to approve or oppose a pend- 
ingamendment; and thus it involves the monstrous 
absurdity of requiring you to determine a mem- 
ber’s. right to the floor, before the fact is known 
upon which your decision is made to depend. We 
have every day speeches ofan hour which take 
neither side of a question; and how is it to be ex- 
pected that before a member opens his lips, that 
you can determine whether he is for or against an 
amendment? 

+ With these obvious objections, I must say that 
northern men should feel themselves constrained 
to discountenance this unworthy attempt to man- 
aclethe minority. 1 am opposed to the restrictious 
upon debate under the existing rules. I hold that 
the member’s right to speak is necessarily implied 
from his right to vote,and should be ag inviolable. 
From the progressive tendency of our adversaries, 
it is perhaps not unreasonable to anticipate a prop- 
osition to limit the right of voling upon certain 


propositions to two or three of their own number: | 
that would be merely an application of the same 
principle to a different subject. Certainly my only 
hope of their forbexrance is in the fact that they |; 
have already a majority, sufficiently large and sub- į 
servient to their purposes, 

in the absence of all others, one consideration | 
alone would determine me strenuously to Oppose 
this amend ment—the precedent which it would es- 
tablish. Onder the Constitution and the existing 
rules of the House, it is in the power of the minor- 
ity to delay indefinitely the adoption of any meas- 
are which we may regard as insulting and aggres- 
sive. Divest us of this shield of defence, and we 
must surrender at discretion. Permit this prece- 
dent to be established, and the Committee on 
Rules will soon favor us with other and more effect- 
ual amendments, until the work of spoliation is 
complete. At this time, and under existing cir- 
cumstances, I shall cling to the rules as they are, 
protesting against ali amendments. They are an 
impregnable breastwork, behind which we may 
successfully defend our cherished rights, and 
against which the unwieldy weight of the majority | 
may dash itself in vain. 

Mr. ASH MUN said, he did not rise to prolong 
the debate. He supposed that the purpose of gen- 
demen filing off this morning against the previous 
question was to allow the addresses to be made to 
the House which they had heard from. the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. McLaweg,] and the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. ines} ‘They now 


{ 
| 


had all the lights which those gentlemen were able ||” 


to furnish. He should not undertake to argue the 
point; nor should he undertake, in behalf of the 
genueman from Tennessee, [Mr. Joxes,] to reply 
to the lecture so handsomely read to him by the 
gentleman from Alabama, as to his [Mr. Jones] 
being instrumental—(he believed that was the g 
word)—his being the tool in the hands of the com- |: 
mittee, to inflict suci an outrage upon southern 
rights. He could merely say he (Mr. A.) was ji 
present when this resolution was adopted; that i! 
there were present three gentlemen representing |! 
northern, and two gentlemen representing southern |; 
constituencies, and that the committee were unan 
imous in their recommendation. His object was 
to terminate this unprofitable debate. He there- 
fore moved the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the yeas and nays were not in order upon the 
question of seconding the demand. 

Pending the quéstion, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that there 
bea call of the House, that there might be a full 
vote, he said, upon this question, and heasked the 
yeas and nays. 


~The yeas and.nays were ordered. 


Mr. DUER. -i wish to ask, if the House go 
into:Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union i 

Mr. McCLERNARD interposed to a point of 
order. 

Mr. DUER. I am stating a point of order. 
My point has the preference. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


i York will proceed. 


Mr. DUER. | ask, in case the House go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
if this question will come up to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Irisetoa pointof order. 
I wish to know whether the inquiry which the 


į gentleman is making is a point of order? 


The SPEAKER. There is no point of order 
submitted by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I object to his 
proceeding further. 

The SPEAKER, (continuing,) but it is fre- 
quently allowed to a gentleman to ask what will 
be the effect of taking a certain vote, and there ig 
usually no objection to the Speaker’s replying for 
the benefit of the gentleman and of the ‘House. 
In the opinion of the Chair, if, pending the motion 
to recommit, the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, the report of the 
Committee on Roles will be the first business in 
order whenever the House proceed to call the 
committees for reports. 

The question, ‘Shall there be a call of the 
House ?? was then taken and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 39, nays 125; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Averett, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, George A, Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Clingman, Wil- 
Hiamson R. W, Cobb,. Coleock, E nundson, Feather- 


ston, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Holladay, Holwes, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. John- 


i son, La Sère, McDuwell, McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, 


Muison, Morton, Orr, Owen, Parker, Poweil, Seddon, 
Richard R. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Venable, 
Wallace, Wellborn, and Woods ard—59. 

NAY S— Messrs, Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ashe, 
Ashman, Bayly, Beale, Beunet, Bingham, Bissell, Bukee, 


Booth, Bowie, Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, ‘thomas B. 


| Bader, Joseph Cabie, Joseph P, Cald weil, Campbell, Ca: tery 


Chandler, Clarke, Cote, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, 
Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Danham, Nathan Evans, 
Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Fuiler, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Haantwn, Hampton, Ishans G. 
Harns, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymoud, Rebard, Hen- 
ty, Hibbard, William‘. Jackson, James L. Jotinsou, Jones, 
Kautman, George G. King, James G., King, John A. King, 
Prestou King, Leffler, Lituetield, Horace Maun, Job Maun, 
Marshall, Matteson, McClernand, McGaughey, McKissuck, 
McLimahan, Robert M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Mor 
ris, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Peasise, Peck, 
Phelps, Phænix, Pitman, Pouer, Reynolds, Richardson, 
Risley, Robmson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Sehenck, Sehermerhorn, Schoolerait, Bhep- 
perd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanty, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, ‘Taylor, James Viomp- 
son, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Went- 
worth, White, Whitlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, 
Wilson, and Young—125, 


So a call of the House was refused, 

Mr. BAYLY. As this report will come up as 
the unfinished business of the morning hour to- 
morrow, when the House will be in better humor 
than it is at present, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. The question was taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 65, noes 58. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
So the House resolved itself into Committee 6f 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burr in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 


| making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 


expenses of the Government for the current fiscal 
year. 

Mr. SEDDON was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour, upon the 
subject of the message of the President on the 
Texas boundary question. Recognizing the spirit 
of conciliation, which characterized a portion of 
the message, he strongly condemned the principles 
and positions which it asserted. [A report of the 
Speech will be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. ASHMUN then obtained the floor, but 
yielded to a motion that the committee rise, 

The motion having prevailed— 

The committee rose, and reported progress, 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITION, &e, 

By Mr, PRESTON KING: The petition of O. B. Ashmun 
and 57 others, of Champlain, Clinton county, New York, 
asking for the adoption of peaceful measures for the Set- 
tement of difficulties between nations as a substitute for 
war. 
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IN SENATE. 
Turspay, August 13, 1850. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Yerba city, on Feather river, California, 
setting forth that they as well as the whole mining 

opulation of the country are greatly inconven- 
jenced by there being no other port of entry than 
San Francisco on the waters of that bay; that the 
enfire commerce around them is carried on in ves- 
sels of a small size, unfit to navigate the bays of 
San Pueblo and San Francisco, and urgently re- 
questing that Benicia be opened to foreign trade, 
it being easily reached from the sea by the largest 
ships, whereby they may be enabled to procure 
‘their supplies without being exposed to a naviga- 
tion which must of necessity be carried on by a 
class of vessels utterly unfit to encounter the strong 
winds of the bays before mentioned; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
proceedings of the Medical and Chirurgical Fac- 
ulty of Maryland, on the subject of assigning 
rank to the medical officers of the Navy; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE presented the petition of Mrs. 
Lewright Browning, widow of Robert L. Brown- 
ing, asking to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the proceedings of 
the Oneida Clerical Conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal church, opposing the enactment of any 
law sanctioning or recognizing the existence of 
slavery in the Territories of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition from the Union Quarterly Meet- 
ing of the Freewill Baptists of Canandaigua, New 
York, urging upon Congress, first the immediate 
passage of a law forbidding the practice of com- 
pulsory heathenism in the United States; and 
second that a law be enacted immediately to se- 
cure to any missionary appointed by this quarterly 
meeting the privilege of teaching the already com- 
pulsory heathen of the United States to read the 
Bible, under the protection of the General Govern- 
ment; which was-ordered to lie on the table. f 


* Mr. EWING presented the proceedings of a 


meeting of the citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, in rela- 
tion to steamboat disasters on the western lakes 
and rivers, embodying a great number of interest- 
ing facts, and making important suggestions in re- 
lation to the subject; setting forth that in the last 
ten years nearly a thousand lives have been sacri- 
ficed, and fot one of them by casualties which 
could not have been averted by good judgment in 
the construction of steamers, and proper care and 
watchfulness in their navigation. The proceedings 
are accompanied by a memorial asking certain 
amendments to the act of July 7, 1838, providing 
for the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, as'will secure that object; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee of Public 
Lands, to which was recommitted Senate bill No. 
188, being the bill to reduce and define the bounda- 
ries of the Military Reserve at St. Peter’s river, in 
the Territory of Minnesota, and to secure the 
rights of the actual settlers thereon, with an amend- 
ment, reported back the same with an amendment 


to.the amendment. 
. Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 


“ mittee on Commerce, to which was recommitted 


bill No. 284, being the bill to amend an act to pro- 
vide for the better security of the lives of passen- 
gers on board of vessels propelled in whole or in 


part by steam, reported back the same with amend- 


ments; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Commiittec of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of James F. 
Babcock, administrator of the estate of Major 
Frederick D. Mills, asking compensation for a 
horse, equipment, and other property which fell 
iato the hands of the enemy at the gates of Mex- 
ico, submitted a report in writing, which was or- 
dered to be printed, accompanied by a bill for the 


99 f 


| sideration: 


„plain the object of this bill. 


| stance deducted. 


relief of the administrator of Major Frederick Dy 
Mills, which was read-and passed to a second 
reading. 3 : 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee of Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
message of the President communicating thé first 
part of the results of investigations by Henry R. 
Schoolcraft. appointed under the act of March 3, 
1847, to collect and digest such statistics and ma- 
terials as may illustrate the history, the present 
condition, and future prospects of the Indian tribes 
of the United States, reported in favor of printing 
the same; which was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WINTHROP gave notice that he would, 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave 
to introduce a bill for the relief of Charlgs A. Kel- 
lett. È 

OCEAN STEAMERS. 


ë fà 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
following resolution, and asked its immediate con- 


“ Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed to 
communicate to the Senate such information as he possess- 
es in regard to the several lines of ocean steamers in the 
mail service of the United States, in the following partic- 
ulars: 

« First. Has each line fulfilled the contract entered into 
with the United States; if not, in what does the delinquen- 
cy consist? 

«c Second. How many ships are in the service in each line, 
and how many does each contract require? 

“ Third. How much money has been paid to each fine, 
under what Jaws, and at what times, and how much re- 
mains to be paid ? 

“ Fourth, What is the aggregate of postage which has 
been derived to the Government from each line, and what 
is the annual amouut realized from each? 

“ Fifth. Have the mails been regularly and safely trans- 
ported and delivered, according to the requirements of the 
law and the instructions of the Department?” 


The resolution was laid over, under the rule. 
INVALID PENSIONS. 

On motion by Mr. GREENE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the considefation of Senate bill 49, being 
an act to authorize the payment of invalid pensions 
in certain cases. 

Mr. GREENE. I will, with the permission of 
the Senate, make a brief statement which will ex- 
By the act of 1828, 
granting certain pensions to revolutionary officers 


and soldiers, it was required that the pensions of | 


those who were already on the pension roll should 
be dedueted, from a certain time therein mentioned 
down to the time when they should receive pen- 
sions under that act. By an act of 1830, the sec- 
ond section requiring that deduction was repealed. 
The persons who applied for pensions under the 
act of 1828 were nine. and from their pensions the 
amount of their invalid pensions was in every in- 
Two of those persons have 
since, by petition to Congress, been repaid the 
amount which was thus deducted. There are seven 
who still remain unpaid. Among those seven are 
the representatives of General Barton, formerly of 
Rhode Island, and who is well known in the his- 
tory of the country as the captor of General Pres- 
cott, a gallant achievement, performed on. Nar- 
ragansett bay, by General Barton, with about forty 
men, under extraordinary circumstances of difi- 
culty and danger, which, at the time, was so 
highly regarded by Congress that he was present- 
ed with a sword. He, like many other of the 
officers and soldiers of the Revolution, was obliged 
to avail himself of the liberality of Congress in 
his old age, and he died, as many others of them 
died, in comparative penury. ft was on the peti- 
tion of his son that this bill was reported. ft was 


deemed advisable, I believe, by the Commissioner |! 


of Pensions, that instead of confining the bill to 
the case of General Barton’s heirs, it should em- 
brace the whole number of persons similarly situ- 
ated. There are, as I have already stated, seven 
cases remaining besides the two who have been 
already paid. The bill was reported in that form 
from the committee, and the report was accompa- 
nied by the recommendation of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. On the second reading of the bill in 
this Chamber, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Unverwoop] objected to the passage of it, upon 
the ground that it might possibly include.a larger 
number than the number named in the list für- 
nished hy the Commissioner of Pensions, and the 
bill was laid aside. With a view of meeting that 
objection, my colleague, [Mr. Crarke,} who had 
the bill in charge, has prepared an amendment, 
which I now propose, and which varies the. bill 
only in this respect, that it inserts the names of 
those persons to whom repayment has not been 
made, and substitutes for the Secretary of War the 
Secretary of the Interior. I now move that the 
bill be amended, by striking all. out after the en- 
acting clause and inserting the substitute which I 
send to the Chair, and which 1 hope will receive 
the approbation of the Senate. : Pe. 

“That the Secretary of the Interior he and he is hereby 
directed to allow and pay to Robert White, John -Crute, 
Mordecai Hale, William Wallace, Philip Steuart, William 
Barton, and Ciement Sewall, pensioners on the revolution- 
ary invalid pension roll; the amount of their several invalid 
pensions; from the third day of March, 1826, to the 3ist day 
of May, 1830; during which time the said pensions were 
withheld or discontinued, in consequence, of their taking 
the benefit of the act entitled ‘an act for the relief of certain 
officers and soldiers of the army of the Revolution,’ passed 
the 15th of May, 1828. 7 r 

t Sec, 2. Be if, &1.,' Thatin case of cither of the said pen- 
sioners who was on the invalid roll on said third day of 
March, 1825, has died sinee that time, the amount of hig 
invalid pension which would have been due at the time of 
his death, according to the provisions of the first section of 
this act, shall be paid to his widow, if there he a widow, 
and if there be no widow living, then to his children.” 

The amendment was read and agreed to. 

There being no further proposition to amend— 

The PRESIDENT stated the question to be on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DAWSON: 1 merely wish to gain in- 
formation upon one point. AsI understand it, 
| by the act of 1828 these officers received pensions 
which had existed prior to that time under some 
preceding act. They were without pensions at 
no time, but now they wish to increase their pen- 
sions 

Mr. GREENE. [If the Senator will allow me I 
will explain. The second section of the act of 
1828 provided: 

«That whenever any of said officers has received money. 
of the United States as a pensioner, since the third day of 
March, 1826, aforesaid, the sum so received shall be .de- 
ducted from what said officer would otherwise be entitled 
to under the first section of this act; and every pension to 
which suid officer is now entitled shall cease after the pas- 
sage of this act? 

And now, with the permission of the Senate, I 
will read the act of 1830: 

«sat the 2d section of the act entitled ‘an act for the 
relief of certain surviving offivers and soldiers of the army 
of the Revolution,’ approved 15th May, 1828, shall not be 
construed to embrace invalid pensioners, and that the pen- 
sion of invalid soldiers shali not be deducted from the 
amount receivable by them under the said act. ’? 

It will be perceived by the Senate that the mis- 
fortune, if it may be so called, of General Barton 
and the other persons named in this list, was that 
theirapplication was made under the act of 1828, 
instead of being made under the act of 1630. All 


the passage of the act of 1830 received the full 
sum; their invalid pension for the period men- 
| tioned in the act was not deducted. The object 
of „this bili is to place General Barton and the other 
seven whoare yet unprovided for upon the same 
‘ footing with those who petitioned afier the act of 
1830, and the precedent has been set already by 


| giving relief to two of the nine persons upon whom 
| the act of 1828 operated. 
Mr. BADGER. The question is whether they 
shall all fare aitke. y 
| Mr. GREENE. The question simply is, to 
i use the language of my friend from North Caro- 
‘lina, whether they shall all farc alike, or whether 
| this one whom I have particularly spoken of, and 
: who, in addition to the wound he received in the 
| service of his country, achieved the gallant ex- 
| ploitto which I have alluded—whether he and 
| others shall be omitted and excepted from: the 
‘bounty. of the country? 5 Nae 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have but one word to 
i say, sir. Prior to 1828 Congress legislated so as 
‘to give pensions to invalids. who had received 
wounds during the revolutionary war. Under that 


those whose applications were deferred until after ` 
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prior-legislation a great many persons received ins 
valid pensions, In 1828 Congress passed a law 
giving them the pay due to them for their services | 
during the Revolution, putting them on foll pay for | 
the balance of their lives. - By the act of 1828 the 
“ pensions previously allowed for wounds were to į 
cease, Now, this bill gives them both full pay for 
the balance of their lives, and invalid. pensions be- 
sides. That is to be the effect of the bill. By the 


act of 1830, which the gentleman has read, Con- |, 


gress did repeal so much of the act of 1628 as 
refased to allow them, to receive their invalid pen- 
Sions, and under that repeal, some invalids did 
receive thefr invalid pensions. By this bill the 
provisions of that repealing act are extended to the 
balance of them; thatis, the whole of them. Now, 
T think, the error was. in that act of 1830, giving 


them back their invalid pensions, and full pay f 


besides. 

. Mr. GREENE. The Senator from Kentucky 
will allow me to suggest that it would be a still | 
greater error if these, equally meritorious, should | 
be deprived of the benefit of that act of 1830 sim- 
ply because they applied a little before others. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a ; 
third reading. 

RELIEF OF CAPTAIN WARRINGTON, &e. 

Mr. BADGER. I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill reported by me some 
months ago, for the relief of Captain Lewis War- 
rington and others, for the purpose of moving its | 

` consideration on a particular day. 

The bill was then taken up. 

Mr. BADGER. I now move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until Friday next, 
and to make it the special order for that day, at 
half-pasteleveno’clock. It will be recollected by the | 
Senate-that this bill was taken up several months 
since and postponed in consequence of objections 
taken to it by the Senators from Alabama and 


Michigan. I have waited patiently, without any || 
. disposition to hurry the mattef, in order that Sen- |! 


ators might have full time to look into and exam- | 
ine it; and now, four months having elasped, | 
think it will not be said that I am very urgent in 
desiring ‘to take up the bill, 

Mr. HAMLIN, I have no objection to post- 
poning the bill to any day, but I insist it will be 
doing injustice to a large number of others, to take | 
up one private bill and assign a particular time for 
its “consideration. This morning we have a spe- 
cial order, even during the morning hour, for what 
is nota private bill. i 

Mr. BADGER. [should notask this favor but 
for the peculiar circumstances in regard to this bill. 
It was taken up for consideration four months 
ago, and laid over on the suggestion of difficulties 
entertained by Senators in regard to it. But for 
that circumstance, thé bill would have then passed, 
and probably. at this time have been a law. Un- 
der these circumstances, L think this bill stands in 
a different position from that of a bill which it is | 


sought to take up and give an unjust preference 
over others. | 
Mr. HAMLIN. I feel very sensibly the sug- | 
gestions made by the Senator, but yet I insist on} 
the point to which I have already referred. It is | 
doing great injustice to a number of other claims 


equally as meritorious as this, to give it a prefer- ee : - : 
j tionsand arrive ata correct view of those questions, jj 


ence over all others, Jt wiil be doing to them 
greater injustice than will be done in this case by 
allowing it to take the usual and ordinary course. ; 
It is for the Senate, however, to say whether it will 
cepart from the course prescribed by the rules of 
the Senate, and which mete out justice to all. 

« The motion to make the bill a special order for 
Friday, at twelve o'clock, was agreed to, 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 


the special order for the morning hour, being the 


ij under consideration involves questions of greater 


i none of the said lands shall vest in either of the said States, 
until the Legislature thereof shall provide by law, and enact 
the following provisions and stipulations, te operate, and be 
deemed and taken as a solemn and inviolable compact be- 


o wit: < 

First. That such State will grant and convey the land, so 
ceded to it, to actual occupants only of the land to be con- 
veyed, in a quantity, to each occupant, not exceeding one. i 
hundred. and sixty acres, or a quarter section, as near as 
may be, for the cost of survey, transfer, and procuring mu- 
niments of title merely, not exceeding in each case the sum 
of five dollars: such oc: upant, in every case, to be a citi- 
zen of the United States, or a person who has declared his į 
or her intention to become such, according to the laws of 
the United States, the head of a famify, or having reached | 
the age of twenty-one years; and in each case a person 
who is not the owner of other Jand of the United States, the 
quantity of which, together with that to be granted, would | 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres, or less, as the quautity 
limited by such State. } 

Second. That the land so to be granted to any such occu- 
pant shall be and remain forever exempt from forced sale, 
extent, or levy, on execution or decree from or by any court 
of law or equity. i 

Third. That any such grantee, his heirs, devisees, or gran- | 
tees, shall be forever prohibited from alienating or convey- 
ing the land, or any part thereof, so to him grduted, to any 
person or corporation which owns, or would thereby become 
the owner, of more Jand than the quantity imited by such 
State as aforesaid; and, if a married man, without the vol- 
untary consent of the wife given in the deed of conveyance. 

Fourth. Thatsuch State shall require the occupancy afore- į 
said to be manifested by an actual residence upon and cul- 
tivation of a part of the land to be conveyed for at teast one 
year previous to any conveyance to such occupant; which ! 
residence and cultivation, with the other requisites of a | 
grantee as aforesaid, shall be proved, by the oath or affirm- 
; ation of two credible witnesses, before conveyance. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That as soon as practi- f 
cable after the President shal! have been officially notified 
that any or either of the said States has made the provisions 
and stipulations aforesaid, it shall be his duty to cause to be 
made ont, and properly certified, copies of ali treaties, maps, | 
plats, records, surveys, field notes, or other muniments or | 
evidences of title to the land in such States, and to forward 
the same to the marshal of the proper State, whose duty it 
shall be to deliver the same to the Governor of such State, 
upon receiving, forthe use of the United States, the cost of 
transcribing and making such copies, and the transmission 
thereof as aforesaid. r i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That from and after the | 
delivery of such copies as afore-aid, all acts of Congress in- 
consistent with or repugnant to this act, shall stand and be | 
repealed; and all right, title, and interest of the United 
States toand in the said lands shall cease, and the same 
shall vestin such State. 


Mr. WALKER. Before proceeding with the 
| remarks which I propose to make, I wish to offer 


H 
| 
tween such State and the Government of the United States, | à cht t 
H beneath the surface; to divest ourselves of second 


the following, to come in at the end as an addi- 
tional section: ‘ 

Fifth. That such State will resefve one section for school, 
and one section for village purposes, as near as may be to 
the centre of each township. ‘The section so reserved for 
village purposes to be laid outin building lots, parks, and 
publie gronnds, the building lots to be granted to actual oc- 
cupants only, not exceeding one lot to each, in the same 
manner and on the same conditions as the agricolinral kinds | 
are 10 be granted: Provided, That the same individual shall 4 
in no ease receive a grant of both a village lot and agricul- 
tural land: And provided, also, That if there shall be im- į 
porfant water-power in any township, the rvation of one | 
section for village purposes may be so madelas to embrace | 
such water-power, and which water power may be so im- 
proved, for the use of the village and neighborhood, as the 
State may provide or direct. i 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the bill now | 


\ magnitude, in my opinion, than any other which 
has engaged the attention of the Senate at this or 
any previous session. It may be that Ishall not | 
be able to make this manifest; but [ may be able 
to present such views and considerations as will | 
i aid the refiections of others to fill up the deduc- 


As I view the bill before us, it involves a con- | 
sideration of the rights of man, as man, to the 
means of life, freedom, and self-subsistence. I shall 
offer no argument to prove man’s right to life; for 
a denial of it wouid involve a censure upon the 
Creator for granting it, against which it would be 
impious to offer a vindication. But, assuming this 
| right to be conceded, I proceed to the considera- 
tion of the right, or rightful power, of society to 
|| deprive him of the means of its enjoyment. What 
are those means? I shall consider such only as 


following bill: 


A bill to cede the public lands of the United States to the 
States, respectively, in which they are situated; on con- 
dition that the said States shall 
the said lands to actual occupants only, in limited quan- 
tities, for cost of survey, transfer, andtide muniments 
‘Be ft acted bythe Senat 
Be tt enacted bythe Senate and House of Repres iv } 

the United States of America in Cone bas ameter The 

the public lands of the United States, not reserved for forts | 
arsenals, dock-yards, navy-yards, or other needful buildinas | 
or special purposes, or appropriated for other sp cial uses 
except such as are known to contain mines of the precious 
_ or gross metals, or precious Stones, he and the same are 
hereby ceded and granted to the several and respective 
Btates ia which the same do lie: Provided, however, That 


severally grantand convey |! 


shelter are indispensable means to the use to the 
i 


| are indispensable. The first is food, the second 

i is raiment, the third is shelter—embracing security 

ii against the elements by a habitable mansion. | 
| These are indispensable to the enjoyment of the 

į right to life, or to live. Ido not mean by the term 

; “enjoyment,” pleasure or happiness; but I mean 

| Simply use. I say, then, that food, raiment, and 


i power, to deprive individual man of these means? 
Tn words, I shall be answered, No; and the ingui- 
ry will be addressed to me, no doubt, When-did- 


| right to live. Has society the right, or the rightful 
| 


| Society ever attempt to do this? I answer, Every 


| not live through the exercise of a right, 


; What are some of those laws? 


day, in modern times, since society was organized 
as it now is, in its relations to land, Things thet 
have become familiar cease to strike us as pecu- 
liar; and it requires thought and reflection to get 


nature; to. see the true operations of causes, which, 
from their familiarity and continued’ operations, 
we are disposed at first to deny are causes at all. 
Ever since the laws of society have permitted 
some to accumulate to themselves, to the exclusion 
of others, more land than they could use, a por- 
tion of mankind have been deprived, to some ex- 
tent, of food—the first indispensable to the enjoy- 
ment of the right to life. If i am told that but few 
have starved, I answer that some have; and that 
more have not, is not by reason of the cause being 
inadequate, if suffered to operate to its results; but 
because charity in some form has granted the food 
to which the individual was enltilled, as a product 
of his labor in the rightful occupancy and eultiva~ 
tion of so much land as would yield it. But chari- 
ty is nota right; and he who lives by charity does 
Men 
never demand charity, either in the form of alms 
or employment, as a right; and when society sayg 
to the individual, Live by charity, if you have not 
land from which to produce the means of life, the in- 
dividual has the right to reply, You have no right- 
fal power to deprive me of land on which to 
exercise the powers and faculties which God bas 
given me to produce the means to use independent- 
ly and without charity the right to live. This I 
could do—this E would be willing and happy to do, 
But the reply has been hitherto unavailing. So it 
has been in regard to raiment; and when Lam told, 
as before, that but few have gone naked, I again 
answer, that some haye; and if more have not, it 
has not been because the means used by society 
were inadequate in their tendency, but because 
charity again, either in alms or employment, has 
afforded the clothing to which individuals were 
entitled, as the product of independent labor. But 
no labor is independent when employed by chari- 
ty—labor has no right to charitable employments 
but it has a right to employ itself independently, 
upon so much land as will yield the food and rai- 
ment indispensable to life; or else the permissive 
sentence of the Creator, that man shall till the 
ground, and eat bread in the sweat of his brow, 


| is a mockery. 


Sir, when we come to shelter, including habit- 
able mansion, what shall we-say? If the laws of 
the country or society were strictly enforced—and - 
that they are not, is again a dole of charity, and 
not of legal right—there dre now thousands in this 


| Republic, who would not only not possess the 
| privilege of shelter or mansion, but would have 


not even the privilege of breathing the air of Heaven. 
As regards land, 
one of them is, that he who hath dominion in the 
soil, hath dominion to the heavens. Thisis the max- 
im of the law upward; the maxim downward is, 
that he who owns the surface, owns to the centre of 
the earth. Now where is the landless man to build. 
his shelter or mansion? On the unowned or un- 
occupied land? There is none. It is. all owned 
or occupied, either by individuals or the Govern- 
ment. He can build his shelter on the land of 
neither but as a trespasser, or at best by suffer- 
ance; and if the latter, he does so not by right, 
but by charity. Shall he build it in the highway? 
That would be a nuisance, which would and must 
be abated. If he build it over the land of anoth- 
er—if that were possible—he is equally a tres- 


į passer, or tenant by permission, and not of right. 
, If he burrow under the land of another, the case 


is the same. There is then, no spot upon, above, 
or below God’s earth, where the. landless have the 
legal right to shelter—an indispensable meant so 
use the right to live. But suppose he dispense 
with shelter—where has he the right—not as a 
trespasser, or by permission—to stand up, sit, or 
le down? On the land of another ?—there he has 
no right. In the highway ?—there he would be 
trodden or run over, or be liable to removal as a 
nuisance or a vagrant. Then, wherever the lands 
less may stand, sit, or lie down—to breathe, to ` 
rest, to warm, or to slumber—he is either a treg- 
passer or dependent upon charity, as the law now 
stands. He has no legal right to do so anywhere, 
if Tam told that these are extreme deductions— 
that the law is rarely so enfurced—that charity 
and hospitality mitigate the rigor of the law, I 
answer that I am not expressing strictures upon, 
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orcensuring the charity or hospitality of man— 
God only knows what the poor would do without | 
it!—but [am speaking of the rights of man, and |i 
how those rights have been subverted—how the |! 
mere tolerance, charity, or permission of the more 
favored, has been made to usurp the place of those 
rights. Aside from these, the law leaves the land- 
fess man the right to no place whereon to live, to 
rest, or to die; and charity only lends him a grave 
in which to repose when dead. ; 

If the legal organism of society thus deprives 
the landless of the means of life, how much more 
rust it deprive him of the means to enjoy or use 
his right to freedom? What a mockery is the 
sound or name of fréedom to him who has the | 
right to no place whereon to rest or where to die, |! 
but by permission of-another! I would not be | 
understood to mean that the landless have no in- |) 
dependence—that they are to be bent to base pur- 
poses or ends; far from it. I know there are thou- 
sands of our countrymen, who have no home or 
abiding place of their own, who could not be thus 
swerved or bent—they would suffer the chord of 
life to be snapped first; but I mean that they do, 
not possess the means of freedom to control their 
‘time and labor, or to enjoy their social and domes- 
tic rights and relations. ame 

When we come to consider the right of man to 
the means of self-subsistence, we approach directly 
the inquiry, Whatare those means? They are the |i 
means to produce the food—to produce or fabricate | 
the clothing—to construct and inhabit the shelter | 
or mansion, necessary to the right to live; and this | 
by his own exertions, independent upon charity, 
or the permission of any other; and not only for į 
himself, but for his family also, that the family 
circle may be kept intact; and not for the purpose 
merely of keeping soul and body together, but for 
the further purpose of self-improvement and cul- 
ture, and the education of children. 

The occupations commonly pursued to these j 
ends, are either the mechanic arts or. agriculture, | 
He who exercises a mechanic art for self-subsist- | 
ence, must have shelter for himself and family; | 
and to have it, he must have land on which to rest | 
it; else he will possess one of the means to live, | 
not independently, but-by permission or suffer- j 
ance. if he exercise the pursuit of agriculture, 
he equally requires shelter for himself and fami- 
ly; and besides, he requires an object on which i; 
to apply his agricultural skill and labor; and this | 
object is land. If he have not this of his own, | 
he does not subsist himself, but is subsisted by | 
another through charity; for, though he labor, and} 
earn hard the food, raiment, and shelter he uses i 
and occupies, the privilege to labor is buta boon | 
granted; and it is always granted at a sacrifice en 
the part of the laborer, proportioned to his neces- 
sities, and the number of those pressed by like į 
necessities. If this number be great, and his ne- | 
cessities be pressing; if they have reached that |! 
stage when hunger craves bread—when the vital | 
energies demand warmth and’ shelter from the ele- 
ments, he must either surrender the right of life, | 
or beg as a charity the privilege of laboring to pre- i 
serve it. His right of self-subsistence is already | 
denied—he is a pittance slave. His family circle | 
being broken up—its members scattered—the edu- | 
cation of his children becomes impossible. Sep- į 
arated from parental care, influence, and advice— 
subjected to the evil example of the vicious, they 
grow up in debasing ignorance, vice, and squallid 
misery. This would rarely be, if man’s right to 
independent self-subsistence were acknowledged and | 
practiced upon, by granting his right to land, from 
which to produce food and raiment—on which to | 
establish his home and shelter from the elements, | 
as a means of life and freedom, and where to keep | 
unbroken the family circle. 

If it be said that the land of the country being | 
granted free‘to actual settlement, there would still į: 
bea class of mere laborers, | answer, | admit the | 
fact; and further, I claim that it would be neces- | 
sary to the beauty and harmony of the system. | 
But then, labor would be emancipated; the demand || 
would be proportioned to and commensurate with f 
the supply; the laborer, no longer pinched by hun- | 
ger, thirst, and cold, would have the command of i 
his own labor. Instead of being under the neces- |; 
sity, as now, of begging the poor privilege of labur- | 

| 
H 


| 
i 
! 
! 
i 
i 
| 


ing for bread, raiment, and shelter for himself, his | 
wife, and children, his labor would be ona par | 


| of Heaven, to become useful members of society i 


i grants, felons, or outlaws. Has society the right to 
| deprive itself of these blessings, and to impose upon 


| hundred and ninety-nine go without rightful food, 
| clothing, or shelter, or a spot where they can claim 


‘ence alone, the value of $22,594,160. These expor- 


E | 
i monopoly, I will present an extract from the last | 
| address of the “ Industrial Congress” of the Na- : 
| tional Reform Association, held at Cincinnati: > f 


with other necessaries of society; would be sought 


as they are sought; and the laborer would have ii 


= 


| toral divisions of Belmullet and Birminghamstown, both of | 


the power to demand that reward for it which | 
would not only afford the means of Jife—such as |! 
food, clothing, and shelter—but such as would furs | 
nishy- besides these, the comforts-.of social and do- ` 
mestic life, of recreation, mental culture and im- 
provement; anda home, where wife, mother, and 

children could enjoy protection and comfort, and, 
offspring be reared In the nurture and admonition 


and defenders of the State, instead of paupers, va- | 


itself such curses, at a cost of so much individual 
suffering, and the sacrifice of so much individual 
freedom, comfort and enjoyment? F think not: 
and I hope the hitherto low murmur for reform 
may be raised by the people to a voice that may 
force public men to the performance of the duty so 
long negleeted, of restoring to man, as man, the 
God-given right to a home and footing upon earth; | 
with the right to till the ground, to eat the bread | 
of free labor, to build his tabernacle there, to sit | 
down with wife, children, and friends, under his 
own roof, without the fear of molestation. * 

Am told that the evils I apprehend are remote ? 
I answer, to some extent they are upon us now; | 
that the remainder are not, is but an argument that | 
we should provide the prevention before they are. 
When they have fully come, prevention will be 
impossibie; and a remedy will require the founda- 
tions of society to be torn up, the lands to be dis- 
tributed as in France in 1793, to silence the cry for 
bread, clothes, and shelter. ‘‘ Be wise to-day;’’ 
to-morrow, or next year, or ina few years at most, |i 
the public lands will have passed from under your 
dominion; they will have passed into the hands of | 
the few who have the means to buy them; it will 
be then too late to Jay the foundation of the sys- 
tem demanded by the people, and now under con- 
sideration. There was a timé when the happy | 
peasant of Ireland saw not the silent operation of |; 
causes which were laying the foundation of the | 
{ 


wretchedness, want, and famine that have now | 
overtaken his posterity. Because he did not, or | 
could not cast his eyes into the future, anticipate | 
the evil, and apply the preventive, his posterity 
now, with plenty around them, while able and 
willing to toil, must beg the food, raiment, and 
shelter necessary to life; and too often failing even 
thus to obtain them, must famish and starve. The 
same may be said to a great extent of England. 
In England and Ireland both, there is a population 
of about 30,000,000. Of this population, but about 
60,000 are land owners, but one in every five hun- 
dred !—one person controlling the soil, while four | 


the right to labor, sleep, or dix. 

Famine came upon Ireland in 1822; an appeal 
was made in England, and about $1,520,000 were | 
raised for her relief. During this same year there | 
was exported from Ireland, in articles of subsist- 


tations amounted for the years 1821-’2-°3 to more 
than $80,000.000; yet thousands starved to death | 
according to law, and by the legal grace of God! i 
This could not have happened, if each adult in 
Ireland had possessed but one acre to cullivate. But 
jand monopoly could and did do the work of the 
destroying angel, a$ it is now again doing in that 
unhappy country. I tell this Senate now—and 
warn it of the fact—that men will never starve to 
death in a republic—they will never see their wives i 
and children starve and die before their eyes in this |; 
Republic, while there is plenty of land to yield sub- | 
sistence, but which is monopolized to their exclu- 
sion. Such things can only be inflicted in a | 
monarchy—absolute or limited—where political | 
freedom ts hand-cuffed and manacled by a power | 
which the people cannot reach. Here there is no | 
such power; and hence no power to impose upon 


f 
Americans, by either positive or negative means, | 
the unmitigated miseries of European want and des- ; 
titution. England herself cannot much longer im- į 
pose them—even she is too limited in her powers. | 

To show more in detail the condition of things | 
in England and Ireland under the effects of land 


« A few examples of the extent of this monopoly may be || 
instructive. The following facts are reported from the elec- | 


the Union of Bellina and the county of Clare: 


| territory of Ireland cultivated for the support of man. 


| such would not be the case. 


i| ries of life.” 


i at all umes. 
li be permilled so speculate or traffic in that which he 


—— 


wei 182 aerem o i 
PES Ar ir E A 


Area. PERERA 
Population im 3841...0... 
Occupters of huids.o sassa erans ol t 
Area euhtivated.esrevesss ioari sr ATT HE 
& Here are 12,376 acres; only 2,775 of whieh are-the prä- 
ple perinitted to cultivate, while, out of 2,775 persons, 392 
occupied the whole! f d 
“The following facts are re 
in the county of Limerick: 
(OR exe sens renee 
Population..... 
Land cultivated... 
& Here we find abundan 


ported from Newcastle Union, 


«++ 171,862 acres, 
esve 60,000 <6 
le. 38722 e 
i proof that Great Britain is not 


| overpopulated ; (er if 60,030 persons can live from 38,723 


acres, the whole territory of Newcastle Union will feed over 
250,099. Many other similar statements could be made. 
All freiand stands thus: Oey 
Fa PEIES ciris 20,808,271 aeres ° 
Th ereps for he sein 1847...,5,288,575 ʻe 
t Here we find only a little more than one fourth of the 
stead, thereforeyof there being a necessity of in ’ 
Ireland, she bas abundant land for the support of at least 
three times her present population. Abolish land monopo- 
ly, and it can be done. 
“We have the foliowing facts in relation to England ; 
BY CAs Si ae cise sea e Ss ee e e e 32,312,400 acres, 
In culuvation.... +25,382 0U0 6 
Arable and gard n 10,552,660 «4 
Meadow and pasture.. eese a e 15,397,400 <6 
“ Here we see that three fitths of the ex ent cultivated are 
devoted to the pleasures and agyrandizement ot the wealthy 
few, while but two fifihs are cultivated for the supply of the 
millions. Besides all this, 7,000,020 acres are not under cul- 
tivation. A writer in one. of the Landon Qutiarterties ‘esti- 
mates that the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Iretand 
can sustain in high coniore from 120 to 189,000,050 people. 
Aud yet they devote hecatombs of human beings as a sacri. 
fice Jo Mammon, while the population is not 3v,000,000.” 


Let us now see whateffect the same cause has pro- 
duced upon the price of labor. The British Gov- 
ernment, a few years since, instituted an inquiry’ 
into therate of wages in various countries in Eu- 
rope, and the following table is prepared from the 


Ñ 


| answers of her consuls, and other documents; and 
‘ which I find in the ‘ Statistical Companion,” pub- 


lished in 1848.* 

What, sir, is to prevent similar results and con- 
sequences here, if things are permitted to proceed 
as they are now tending? Nothing. As sure as 
redundant population shall come—and come it 
will—the few will have possessed themselves of 
the permanent means of life; while the million’ will 
be in want, wretchedness, and starvation. Expe- 
rience has shown in all countries under the old 
systems, that the greater the amount of individual 
wealth of which they could boast, the greater 
amount was there of corresponding poverty and 
destitution—and the less prospect of relief to the 
suffering. So it will be in our country-—for the 
same-causes are operating to make the rich richer, 
and the.poor more helplessly poor. But if thee 


i action and policy of this Government shall be such 


as to secure its vast domain in limited quantities, 
as homes for the landless, free from sale or execu- 
tion, and if the States in their policy shall codper- 
ate in achieving this end, these evils will to a great 
extent be prevented. One of the duties of the 
States will be to limit the quantity of land each in- 
dividual may hold. If it shall be said that a lim- 
itation suited to our present population would not 
be suited to the population years hence, t have 
only to say in answer, that this difficulty can 


i| easily be met by a system of graduated legislation 


to meet exigencies as they arise; trusting that 
Providence will send no’ greater population than 
the bosom Of the earth will nourish and sustain. 
With an area of 1,584,243,200 acres properly dis- 
tributed, the day must be remote indeed when 
But if at last a day 
shall come to prove that the system has failed— 
that it was not perfect, or adequate to the end—it 
will but prove what is known of all human sy&& 
tems and institutions, that they are not perfect. 
I am not a perfectionist—I aim not at perfection. 
All l claim is, that we should do what good we 
can, and leave the rest to a higher and a wiser 
power. NordmI an “agrarian.” The maxim 


| of che agrarian is, “that while one lacks the neces- 
| saries, none should be allowed to enjoy the luru- 


This begets a continual and violent 
leveling policy, to be deprecated everywhere, and 
1 contend only, that man should not 


‘| cannot produce, or the quantity of which he cannot ine 
|| crease. 
‘| ordinary sense, and not in the sense of creale—and 
; i mean to include in it the idea of fabrication. 


1 of course use the term “ produce’? in its 
p 


In 
whatever he can produce, or in anything lawful 
of which he can increase the quantty; he should 


* See the next page (1572) for this table. ~ 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Aug. 13, 


_ þe allowed and encouraged to traffic, though it 
bring the highest luxury; for then it is but the en- 
joyment of the product of labor. But man cannot 
produce land, nor'can he-incréase its quantity any 
more than he can produce or increase the quantity 
of. air or.water;.yet he ig permitted to speculate 
and traffic in land, and incidentally, as 1 have 
shown, to traffic and speculate in the very ele- 
ments of fire, air, and water, < `. 

“The doctrines -I-hold on this subject are. those 
which. were “held. by Aristotle, Montesquieu, 
Blackstorie, Jefferson, Jackson, and Channing. 
While Rome, Athens, and Sparta were in their 
glory, these views and sentiments were held by 
all their leading statesmen. “Nor did those coun- 
triss fall wntil these doctrines had been abandoned, 
or the systems embraced by them been overthrown. 
But a misfortune is, that, in entertaining these 
doctrines and views in. modern times, too many 
run into the ridiculous and. odious doctrines of 
socialism and the community system, and come 
to contend that all things should be held in com- 
mon, as ifthe ccupancy of land, as a natural right 
for the procurement of the means of life, would 
destroy in man all evil passions or proneness to 
vice. The socialism of Proudhon is an abandon- 
ment of all ideas of and dependence upon christi- 
anity, and a presumptuous arrogation of self-suf- 
ficiency to man, that, unaided by divine influence, 
he can, of himself, put off his grosser nature, and 
stand forth in spotless purity. When the suffer- 
ing and death of the Saviour shall have redeemed 
man from the thraldom of sin and the effects of 
the fall, and not till then, may this be expected. 
Let us now leave general considerations, and 
view the. measure before us in its bearing upon 
the Government and the States which contain no 
public land. As regards the Government, it can 
only be considered in its effects upon the revenue. 
T have long believed that the Government should 
cease to consider and treat the public lands asa 
source df revenue; and I ask no better or higher 
justification for this belief than the authority of 
resident Jackson. In his message of December 
14, 1882, he says: ‘It seems to me to be our 
‘trae policy that the public lands shall cease, as 
t soon as practicable, to be a source of revenue, and 


“that they be sold. to settlers, in limited parcels, at a 
“price barely sufficient to reimburse the United States 
“the expense of the present system,” &e. © Again: 


*s To put an'end- forever to all partial and inter- 


tested legislation on this subject, and to afford to 
‘every American citizen of enterprise the opportunity 
© of securing an independent freehold, it seems to me 
© best to abandon the idea of raising a future revenue 
t out of the public lands.” ‘The same idea is repeat- 
ed in his veto message of December 4, 1833, and, 
as far as I know or believe, he held these views 
till he died: . 

Until direct taxation shall be resorted to, the 
great and important source of revenue to the Gov- 
ernment must be duties on foreign imports. Now, 
every one knows that the’amount thus received is 
enhanced as the number of consumers of foreign 
imports is increased. Hence I contend that the 
revenue would be vastly increased by the policy 
proposed; for, by increasing the number of agri- 
cultural producers, you increase the number of 
import. consumers, and their ability to consume; 
or, in other words, their ability to purchase for 
consumption. The Government, I have no doubt, 
would be the gainer in her revenues after sacriji- 
cing her receipts from the public lands. 

If this argument be correct, to the extent of the 
augmentation of the revenue, the measure before 
us would be beneficial. to the non-landholding 
States; and toa further extent, for we propose to 
relieve them and the Government from the bur- 
dens of the present Jand system. But, above and 
beyond all this, the old States, equally with the 
new, are interested in the adoption of the proposed 
system. We have no population but what was 
once theirs; ours are now landholders. When the 
old States join in ceding the public lands to the 


use of thevsettler, they join us in ceding them to | 


their own citizens as well as ours; and they 
thereby increase incalculably the number and 


lability of the consumers of northern fabrics of 


all kinds, and of the southern products of sugar, 
cotton, rice, and tebacco, as well as the amount to 
be transported over their canals and railroads, and 
in their shipping. “I will venture the prediction 
that, in five years after the system shall be estab- 
lished, one year will yield to the old States more 
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‘pers of the new States, 


| policy and sound expediency. 


value in’ this way than five would by way of profit 
on the-sales of the public lands. Why, sir, the 
whole. revenue: last. year from tands was but 
$1,688,959; the net proceeds would not exceed 
$1,300,000. The benefits which the individual . 
States would derive from this. would not equal the 
benefits to be derived from the simple addition 
of fifty thousand to. the able consumers and ship- 
' As a matter of pecuniary 
interest, therefore, the old States should bein favor 
of this system. Whether we view the. measure, 
then, in its bearings upon the interests of the Gov~ 
ernment or of the old States, it is-one of correct 


To present another view of this subject, I wilF 
read some extracts from an article in the  Work- 
ing Farmer’ for October, 1849. : 


“Of the population of 17,431,852, we find employed as, 
follows: Agricultural pursuits, ] to every 44 persons y mani 
facturing trades, 1 to every 22 persons 3 navigation, 1 to every 
305 persons; learned professions, including engineers, 1 to 
every 289 persons; commerce, ] to every 146 persons. 

« Thus it will be seen that, notwithstanding those engaged 
in agriculture form by far the most inportant class, still nog 
an acre of the public domain has ever heen appropriated for 
their especial benefit. Every application for an appropriation: 
of Jand for experimental farms, agricultural colieges, &e., 
has been promptly denied; while the applicants, after being - 
told that agricukure was a noble art, und that the farmers 


| were the bone and sinew of the country, have returned home, 


minus their expenses to Washington, with nothing to the 
credit of the account bat alist of empty compliments from 
legislators, and a request to vote for their continuance im 
office asa fair return for these compliments.” 

I propose now to examine the different proposi- 
tions which have been submitted to the Senate by 
the Senators from Ilinois, Massachusetts, and 
Texas. i : - 

That of the Senator from Hlinois has the virtue, 
at least, of being a bill proposing fo do something, 
and not a mere abstract resolution, asserting & 
truism, or proposing an inquiry into a truism. 
But I deem it an imperfect bill. It proposes, 
it is true, to grant land to the actual settlers; but. 
an actual settler may be a man of wealth, and ak 
ready a landholder. The bill, then, fails in this 
particular to secure the grant to the landless and 
homeless, as it should do. Again, it does not 
guard the land when granted from being monopo~ 
lized by the land speculator, or from again accu- 
mulating in the hands of the few, to the privation 
of the great mass. Further, the bill of the hono- 
rable Senator does not provide for the proteetion of 
the land to be granted trom forced sale on execu- 
tion. Without this the grant would be of little avail 
to the poor, already burdened perhaps by the in- 
cumbrance of debt and liability, imposed: upon 
them by the crafty, through the medium of their 
hecessities or misfortunes. While it grants.the 
land, the bill does not propose to relieve the Gov- 
ernment of the present system for the disposal of 
the lands. This can only be done by the plan pro~ 
posed by the bill under consideration—by letting 
the States intervene between the Government and 
the settler. The bill of the Senator from Hlinoig 
is, then, nothing moré than a measure to give away 
the public lands—unguarded for any of the great 
and far-reaching purposes for which E have been: 
contending, and for which alone should such a 
measure be entertained at all. I am satisfied that 
the distinguished Senator from: Ilinois—who, I 
believe, through the whole course of his life, hag 
had his intentions politically right~-must now see 
that he has fallen short in his bill of making those 
provisions which would secure the great end and 
object to be held in view—the security and protection 
of the public domain as a home and abiding-place for. 
the otherwise homeless. 

While the proposition of the Senator from Tex- 
as is obnoxious to all the objections I have been 
noticing, it does not possess even the virtue of 
being a bil] for any purpose, but a mere resolution 
of inquiry. And the proposition of the late Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wesster] is not 
only a mere resolution, but is a resolation in- 
volving a mere abstraction or truism. It is as fol- 


| lows?! 


“Resolved, That provision ought to be made by jaw 
that every male citizen of the United States, and every male 
person who has declared his intention of becoming a citizen 
according to the provisions of law, of twenty-one years of 
age or upwards, shail be entitled to enter upon and take any 
one-quarter section of the public lands whieh may be open 
to-enter at private sale, for the purposes of residence and 
cultivation; and that whon such citizen shali have resided 
on the same land for three years, and cultivated the same 
or if, dying in the mean time, residence and cultivation shall 
be heid and carried on by his widow or his heirs, or devisees 
for the space of full three years from and after making entry 


t 


` 
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of such land, such residence and cultivation for the’ said 
three years 10 be completed within four years from the time 
of such entry, then a patent to issue for the same to the per- 
Son making such entry, if living, or otherwise to his heirs 
or devisees, as the case may require: Provided, nevertheless, 
‘That such person, so entering and taking the quarter section 
as aforesaid, shall not have, nor shall his devisees or heirs, 
have, any power to alienate such land, nor create any title 
thereto In law or equity, by deed, transfer, lease, or any 
other conveyance except by devise by will.” age 

The resolution is in substance (except the pro- 
viso) nothing more than a repetition and declara- 
tion in favor of the provisions of my biil; and 
why was it necessary to thus bring the measure 
again before the Senate in this abstract. and im- 
practicable form? Buti would ask the honorable 
Senator, were he now here, if he really meant 
what he asserts in the proviso to his resolution? 
if so, he would establish here a more odious sys- 
tem of life entail than that which succeeded the 
feudal system of England: he would restrict all 
transfer during life; except by the last act of the 
oceupant—his last will and testament. Why do 
this? Why not permit the occupant to sell and 
transfer his land, provided he do so to another non- 
landholder? Why impose this restriction upon 
the man who may wish to change his location or 
his business? A free transfer of land or its occu- 
pancy, as regulated by the bill under considera- 
‘tion, would not be a trafficking in land, but in the 
products and improvements of labor. And why | 
should this be restricted or prohibited? There is 
another question I would ask the late honorable 
Senator—and there is no man alive more compe- 
tent to answer it. Has Congress the power to 
impose within the States such a restriction as that 
contained in the proviso to his resolution? I pre- 
sume he would not so contend. His proposition, 
then, is not only an abstraction, but an ‘unconsti- | 
tutional abstraction. 

The bill under consideration is without any of 
the difficulties upon whichI have commented. It 
secures the grant to the landless in limited quanti- 
ty; it secures the grant against transfer, except to 
the landless; it secures it against forced sale on į 
execution for debt.. But it does not propose to do 
these things by a direct exercise of power by Con- 
gress; the States are introduced to provide the de- 
tail of limitation—restriction upon transfer, and 
exemption from forced sale; thus keeping in view 
the distinctive powers of the State and Federal 
Governments. In view, then, of its constitution-. 
ality--of its propriety of provisions—of the pe- 
cuniary interest and policy of the Government 
and of the old States, the bill before us would 
seem to be proper and expedient. 

But the measure is not intended to be based 
upon State or Government interest or expediency, 
as bodies politic; but upon the individual right of 
man, as man, to the enjoyment of the means of life, 
freedom ‘and self-subsistence. Here its friends 
plant themselves, here they will stand, and here 
triumph. If not now, it will not be long before 
they do. You may not now heed the petitioning 
voice that has reached you, but if not, the next 
session of Congress shall see a petition here that 
will be heeded. This matter has taken hold upon | 
the hearts, feelings, and reason of the democratic 
laboring millions of the land; they cherish it as 
the consummation of their hopes; they cannot be 
putdown orsilenced. Secret societies of the most 
powerful and holy kind that were ever formed for 
secular ends, have been based „upon the doctrines 
of LAND REFORM. These doctrines are working 
themselves into the very soul of society—they 
mustand will have a hearing. Lann REFORMERS 
have suffered much, and struggled long for a hear- 
ing here—they now have it. It is a question for 
gentlemen to decide for themselves, whether they 
will now obey the promptings of duty and support 
this bill, or await the stern censorious voice of 
command. ~ j 

The democracy, the people, are beginning to | 
perceive that that Government is the best which 
secures the greatestamount of aggregate individual 
happiness. | 
good end is our Republic—though of the happiest į 
form on earth—if the result of its action is to be, 
on the one hand, bloated wealth, large landed pro- 
prietorships—the means of life and freedom mo- 
nopolized by the few; and, on the other, a depend- 
ant tenantry, with abject, servitude, squalid want, 
poverty, nakedness, homelessness and starvation? 
They have been asking: What worse could the 

` most absolute monarchy impose? They have at | 


They have been. inquiring, to what |i 


last found the answer: that the -true freedom and 


glory of their country consist in the fact, that the 
prevention and. remedy of the evils which. they suffer 
and apprehend are left to themselves, to be exercised, 
not through violence or insurrection, but through 
the ballot-box} Aye, and they have determined to 
apply the remedy and preventive; let him who 
would Jonger resist. them, mark the writing on the 
wall! While there is yet a vast public domain, 
they demand that it shall be thrown open to the 
free settlement by landless occupants, in limited 


‘quantities, so checked and guarded as to remain 


the home of the otherwise homeless, and not monopo- 
lized or aggregated by the hands of the few to the ex- 
clusion of the many. They have determined to 
put down the doctrine, “that the Government 
should take care of the rich, and the rich take care 
of the poor.” To accomplish these ends and 
these blessings, are the provisions and principles 
of the bill now under consideration adapted and 


i designed; and I can and will here pledge one 


State of this Union—Wisconsin—that never will 
cast her suffrage for the man who shall “oppose 
them. Though young, she has stood foremost 
for this reform; she will see it accomplished, or 
sacrifice, to the extent of her voice, the last and 
every legislator who shall oppose it. I am happy 
to have heard so many distinguished Senators ex- 
press their concurrence in the principles of the 
measure before us, and will not believe it can fail, 


| until Lam convinced by-a vote of the entire Sen- 
| ate. 


If this shall happen now, [ give notice that, 
at every session while [. have the honor of a seat 
here, I shall renew and urge the measure till it tri- 
umph, as my highest earthly ambition. If an ap- 
peal here be in vain, I appeal to the agricultural, 
mechanic, and laboring multitudes of the country 
to sustain me in the effort. Let them hold their 
meetings——let them draw up, sign, and send on their 
petitions, in the language of men who have the 
right tobe heard, and who will be heard—anp 
SUCCESS AND TRIUMPH WILL BE THEIRS. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope the question will be 
postponed, that we may proceed to the considera- 
tion of the special order. 

After consultation between Mr. WALKER, 
Mr. DOUGLAS, and Mr. FELCH, it was agreed 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until Monday next, at half-past eleven o’clock, for 
which time it is made the special order; and that 
the amendment be printed. 


ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union. 

The pending question was stated to be on the 
passage of the bill. 

A long debate ensued, in which Messrs. DAVIS, 
of Mississippi, CLEMENS, HOUSTON, BARN- 
WELL, EWING, BERRIEN, CASS, ATCHI- 


SON, FOOTE, and others, took part; of which a | 


report will be found in the Appendix. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. EWING called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, were as fol- 
low: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, 


| Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Miller, Norris, 
| Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Un- 


derwood, Upbam, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Win- 


throp—34. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 


Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Foote, Hunter, 
King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Tur- 
ney, and Yulee—18. 

So the bill was passed. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Inow move that the Senate 
take up Senate bill No. 170, to establish a Terri- 
torial Government for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I rise with the 
permission of the Chair, to say thata portion of 
the minority on the bill which has just passed will, 


rotest. 
$ The PRESIDENT then put the question on 
Mr. Dovenas’s motion to take up Senate bill No. 
170, and it was agreed to by a vote of 24 to 15. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I now move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to-mor- 


i| to precedence. 


row at twelve o’clock, and that it be madé.the spe~ 
cial order for that time, and for the sanie.hour on 
each succeeding day until it is disposed of. 0. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill has net. yet: had 
its second reading. : 

The bill was then read a second: time, and the 
question recurred upon Mr. Doveras’s: motion, - 

Mr. RUSK. -I hope that. motion will not pre- 
vail. I hope that we.shall now have some relaxa- 
tion from these special. orders. -There is a good 
deal of other business to be disposed of, and there- 
fore I hope the Senator from Illinois wili be satis-: 
fied with making his bill the special order. for 
Monday next. 

[No, no.] 7 

Mr. FOOTE. I think the Senator from Texas 
cannot have ascertained the fact, which is known 
to many of us, that nothing will be done in the 
other House until this bill gets there; and it is 
therefore important to have upon it early action. 
I shall have no objection to a short session to-mor- 
row, if the Senator and others choose, but I hope 
this bill will pass, as I think it may in an hour. 
I would state that I must be.compelled to go away, 
and I do not know whether I may stay even to- 
morrow with propriety, on account of sickness.in 
my family; but | am anxious to vote upon. this 
bill. Ra 
Mr. BUTLER. I cannot consent to have these, 
bills hurried upon us, because gentlemen may hap- 
pen to have a majority. There was a bill, known 
as the fugitive slave bill, that had precedence of 
this, and there is not a bill which calls for imme~ 
diate considcration more than that, either as a 
measure of compromise or as a source of protec- 
tion. {shall therefore protest against taking up 
this bill till we have some indication as to what 
will be the action upon that other bill. It seems 
to be only necessary to mention a bill in which the 
majority are interested, to have it taken up; but 
when perchance some other measure is spoken of, 
which may affect the interest of the minority, itis 
at once opposed. FE hope the Senate will consent 
to take up the fugitive slave bill. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 consider it very important to 
have this territorial bill taken up and acted upon. 
I think it is indispensable to give peace and quiet 
to the country, and why it is that gentlemen from 
the South are so anxious to postpone action upon 
it, I cannot understand. It is not possible that 
long debate can now arise upon that bill; whichis, 
I think, already in the form which will make it 
acceptable, being in the form of a bili which has 
been adopted. Ido not understand what reason’ 
the Senator from South Carolina has for opposing 
it, or why he says the fugitive slave bill is entitled 
I thought myself, three or four 
months ago, that that bill sheuld be acted upon 
first. The honorable Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
Wircoms] then paid me a visit, and wished me, 


| to urge upon my friends of the South to act on this 
i bill. They seemed to think it was not politic to: 


act on it earlier than upon the other bills. I then. 
thought that action upon it would quiet the South, 
and affect the people of that section In a most 
wholesome manner, and J urged that it should be 
taken up. That was the earnest wish of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] and of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, [Mr. Writcoms,] and of vari- 
ous other Senators at that period. That is a fact _ 
which I wish the country to know, that northern 
men of conservative principles have been anxious 
to meet the South with as stringent a slave bill as 
the South would require, and if the provisions of 
this bill were not sufficiently stringent they agreed 
to make them so. Southern men were urged to 
give their attention to that bill. Southern men 
have slumbered at their post of duty, and we have 
not addressed ourselves to this measure as we 
should have done. Therefore, if the fugitive slave 
bill is not now acted upon, the fault rests in part 
with the committee, and in part with those south-.. 
ern Senators who would not agree to take anac- 
tive course at that time. The honorable Senator _ 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] knows that I had a 
conversation with him, and urged it upon him for. . 
the reason given by the Senator from Indiana. But 


| à k T 
to-morrow, ask leave to place upon the Journal a i for various reasons, doubtless satisfactory to himy 


but not satisfactory to me, he did not think it ne- 
cessary. These are the facts. Let the South: 
understand the North and the North understand 
the South, and her institutions will be safe from 
the accursed: interference of fanatics: in both sec- 


tions. a 


> 


oust 


Aug. 18, 


` Mr. MASON.. The Senator from Mississippi 
appeals to me, ás I understand, whether Lona 
former occasion was not. advised with on the ex- 
pediency of allowing other measures to take the 
precedence of the fugitive slave bill, : 
“Mr. FOOTE. On taking up the fugitive slave 
bill at-once:. ` : f 
: Mr. MASON. F really do not recollect; months 
have elapsed since the time to which he refers. 
The subject of the report of the committee of thir- 
teen and various other matters came up and carried ji 
*the fugitive slave bill along with them. What | 
subsequent. conversation there may have been with 
reference to giving precedence to this measure or 
that, I do not recollect. ido recollect that when 
the reportof the Committee of Thirteen was made, 
we'took-up the bill reported by that committee, 
and we have been engaged upon it ever since. | 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish-to pat -myseif entirely 

‘right with reference to this fugitive slave bill, and 
Il -will make my statements explicit, upon which f 
know I may tely. My opinions are just the same 
naw, as when the gentleman from Mississippi | 
says he was in favor of taking it up. Why he is 
not ‘so now, I cannot understand. But as chair- || 
man of the committee, I desired to have it taken 
up before the bill of the committee of thirteen was |; 
brought heré. It was while we were engaged in |} 
the discussion of the fugitive slave bill that that 
committee made their report, and brought their bill 
before us. 1 was anxious that the fugitive slave 
bill should be taken up, upon the termination of 
the bill known as the omnibus bill. It was impos- | 
sible that I, as chairman of the committee, could 
have got up the slave bill during the péndency of 
the omnibus bill. How could f; as chairman of 
the committee, or as a southern man, have taken 
up that bill? Would the Senator from Mississippi 
have consented at any time that it should be taken 
up during the time the omnibus bill was under dis- 
cussion? I presume not. He says he was in 
favor of it at one time. I ask him to give any | 
reason now why he is not. I see no reason, ex- 
cept the change of time, which could actuate him 
then, and which should not now. Iam not dis- 
posed to throw a firebrand or any thing else here 
to disturb the deliberations of this body; but | feel 
jt my duty, as chairman of the committee, to ask 
that the bill be taken up. Ido not know that I shall 
take any part in discussing it, as I have not the 
highest degree of confidence in the efficacy of the | 
bill, especially as it.is proposed to be modified. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind 
Senators that the proposition is to postpone the 
territorial bill. 

Mr. FOOTE, I understand so; and I was be- | 
fore giving reasons why the fugitive slave bill j 
should not be taken up in preference to this bill. 
The honorable Senator from South Carolina mis- 
understood me with reference to the time to which 
J alluded. 1 had reference to a time anterior to 
the report of the Committee of Thirteen. Atthat 
period I went to various Senators, and, among 
others, to the Senator from South Carolina, and 
urged him to take prompt action on the subject 
of the slave bill. it was generally desired by 
gentlemen from the South, and I thought it neces- |; 
sary that early action should be taken on that bill. | 
He never refused to do sn, nor manifested any op- | 


position to it; certain it is that he took no decided | 
action upon it at the early period when it was so | 
strongly desired by me and others. I am not ac: ; 
cusing him at all; 1 only say that the fugitive | 
slave bill has not been delayed because there has | 
been a spirit of hostility to the South at all. | l 
wish the true history of the case to be Known to | 
the country, believing and feeling sure that if the | 
facts wereknown they would be appreciated, and | 
would prevent that sort of dissatisfaction which | 
might otherwise spring up. 1 

I will say, in conclusion, that, when taken up, | 
1 have no doubt the fugitive slave bill will assume | 
a shape entirely satisfactory to the South; indeed | 
Iknow it from conversations I have had with va- | 
rious members of the Senate. I would vote for | 
taking up the bill now with great pleasure, if it || 
were not that the other bill is more nearly in a 
state of perfection, and I believe we could pass it 
in an hour. Then we can all unite with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina in taking up and passing 
the fugitive slave bill, and sending it to the- other 
House, so that they may have them all to act upon | 
together. Although our great compromise plan | 
could not be adopted in the form in which it was || 


ij gress. is. in favor of the settlement of all these 


| few of us here who are able to keep up with him, 


| tured—having been beforexus and discussed for i 


| to take up either of these bills until we first have 
| an Executive session. 


it was agreed to: Ayes 25, noes 14. 


! the Library to a considerable extent. 
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presented, it may be aċted upon in a fragmentary 
form, and that will be the case, f have no doubt. 
The public sentiment in the country and in Con- } 


questions very much on the principle’ contained in | 
the compromise bill, and to that the victory se- | 
cured by their final passage will at last redound. 

Mr. BUTLER. T did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi to say that | refused to take | 
up the bill. 

Mr. FOOTE. I stated that the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina did not refuse, but that I 
thought he had never manifested any solicitude to 
take up the bill; that I thought him to be tardy in 
his movements, and that he had failed to acquiesce 
in a proposition which thad made to him in refer- 
ence to the bill. I will state another fact. It was 
the opinion: of various southern Senators that it 
was inexpedient to settle that particular point; 
that the South had other great contests; and that 
it was better to have a broad than a narrow ground 
of action. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Mississippi 
says that I was not quite so quick as he was in 
his movements. Sir, I believe that there are very 


either in ardor or in speed. [Laughter.] J never 
did refuse to take up the bill; but at the same time 
{ must say Í never attached so much importance 
to it as others have done; but in good faith I have 
endeavored to bring it up as chairman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee throughout. ` 

Mr. DICKINSON. Jt seems to me that these 
bills will not compete with each other. Both of 
them are important, and I hope that they will be 
taken up and acted upon as speedily as possible. 
It seems to me that the bill which it has been 
moved should be taken up first, has been so ma- : 


months—that there is not a section, nor hardly a 
letter of it, that is not known to us all, and that 
has not been scanned by us all, as well as every 
square rod in that Territory, so far as consulting 
maps and boundaries could inform us. It seems 
to me, then, that there can be little delay with re- 
gard to the territorial Li'l. [think we can pass it į 
in a single sitting, I will vote any day or night to | 
take up the fugitive slave bill. It is one, however, 
which is likely to consume much more time than | 
the territorial bill. I hope, therefore, that that Í 
will be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Ishall vote against any motion 


There are several nomina- 
tions before the Senate, in reference to which 
positive injustice must be done to the parties, un- 
less we have some action upon them, F havea 
resolution likewise, which I desire to offer in 
Executive session, by which I may have an order | 
from the Senate to examine certain papers in one 
of the departments, access to which has been re- | 
fused me without such aresolution. I hope there- 
fore the Senate will indulge me. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- ! 
poning the further consideration of the bill pro~- | 
viding a territorial government for New Mexico 
until to-morrow, and making it the special order 
for that day at twelve o’clock. 

The question being on the motion to postpone 


RECONSIDERATION OF A VOTE. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to move the reeon- | 
sideration of a vote by which the Senate ordered | 
the printing of a communication from the Presi- | 
dent of the United States. The reason why I 
submit the motion is this: It is a communication 
submitted to us by the President of the United 
States, and relates to the past, present, and future 
state and character of our Indian tribes. At the 
time that the communication was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, I was not aware that the 
subject had been considered by the Committee on | 
‘ary The Senator /} 
from Michigan called my attention to the subject, | 
and I learn that the Committee on the Library | 
have had the subject under consideration, and have 
had before them a resolution of the Senate. And 
while it is according to rule that this communica- 
tion should go to the Committee on Prinung, 1 de- 
sire that the Senate will reconsider the motion 
ordering the printing, and let it go to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope that will be done. | 


Mr. WHITCOMB. Mr. President, as my 
name has just been alluded to in connection with 
the fugitive slave bill, by the Senator from M's- 
sissippi and other Senators, I ask the privilege hy 
way of personal explanation, to state that ata 
pretty early period after the introduction of that 
bill—before, 1 believe, it underwent its first modi- 
fication, certainly before any -proposition was 
made for referring it to the Committee of Thirteen, 
or indeed of raising that committee—I_ spoke to 
sundry Senators in relation to that „subject, I¢ 
oceurred to my mind then that the loss of fugitive 
slaves was the principal, if not the only, practical 
grievance connected with the present agitating 
questions, that rankled in the minds of the peeple 
of the Southern States, especially of those of the 
northern or border slave States; and for the pur- 
pose of satisfying the great, mass of their people of 
what I felt strongly convinced, that there was a 
disposition on the part of the great majority of the 
North to do them justice, as required by plain and 
express provisions of the Constitution, I ex- 
pressed my desire to several prominent Senators 
that this bill should be taken up for final passage, 
in advance, as the measure best calculated to allay 
the rising excitement and agitation. | mentioned 
the subject to several Senators of standing and ex- 
perience in the body, and. you will doubtless rec- 
ollect, Mr. President, that I had an interview with 
you at your rooms in relation to it. FT also called 
upon the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Foote} 
and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass,} at 
their lodgings, in relation tothe same matter, My 
recollection is that you all regarded it as rather a 
delicate matter for a third person to move to take 
up that bill, as it Might be considered uncourteous 
to the gentleman who had introduced it, and under 
whose care and guidance it was more esrecially 
considered to be. Being then comparatively a 
stranger in this body, I reluctantly acquiesced in 
this view, and seized an early opportunity of 
sneaking myself to the hohorable Senator from 


i Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] who had introduced the 


bill, and urged upon him the propriety of calling 
it up for early action. I thought at the time that 
the bill would require amendment, especially in 
this, that it provided that every postmaster should 
have power to hear evidence as to fugitive slaves 
and to grant certificates of ownership. It occurred 
to me at once, considering the vast number of 
postmasters, and, however respectable they might 
be, the lack of experience of many of them as to 
intricate questions of, law, frequently involved in 
decisions of this character, that such a feature in 
the bill would be highly objectionable, and would 
generally be so regarded. But I was anxious to 
see the bill assume such a shape as would recom- 
mend it to the patriotism and favorable. judgment 
of the people of the Union, both North and South, 
I felt not only the obligation but the wish to do 
what was right in the matter, and what E trust 
may yet be done and prove acceptable to the great 
mass of the people, both of the North and of the 
South. I mention this conversation with theSen- 
ator from Virginia, not only because l have been 
referred to, but as a proof of my anxiety for an 
early settlement of the absorbing question which 
has so long agitated our councils, which almost 
paralyzes the functions of the Government, which 
mars the peace and harmony of the country, and 
threatens the existence of the Union itself. I then 
believed, and yet believe, that this, as well as its 
kindred questions, can be settled on a basis which 
will commend them to the favorable regard of the 
great mass of the people of every section of our 
once harmonious Union. 

The Senator from Virginia knows the result of 
that conference. He is present, and it is unneces- 
sary for me to say more now than that, tomy 
great regret, he declined to accede to my request 
to call np the bill. It is but due to myself to 
say, as may be already inferred, that I did not ap- 
prove of all the features of the bill in the shape in 
which it was introduced; but I certainly was ready 
and I yet am ready to vote for it whenever it shail 
be brought forward in a suitable shape, to carry 
out, in good faith and perfect fairness, the plain 
provisions of the Constitution upon this subject. 
Had the measure been pushed forward at an early 
periodyas l and others desired, I am convinced it 
would long since have received the sanction of 
Congress, and in a satisfactory form, and that it 
would, as an earnest. of that justice which | be- 
lieve the great majority will be ever willing to 
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accord on this point, have greatly tended to quiet 
the existing agitation. And, I wiil add, such is 
my confidence in the patriotism of the people, | 
and of their deep and abiding love of the Union, 

that I have no doubt, whenever a bill of the kind | 
referred to becomes a law, it will yet commend 

itself to the cheerful acquiescence and support of 
tue great majority of the people both of the North 

and of the South. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now move that the commu- 
nication be referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

Hr. HALE. I now move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HALE called for a division, and there 
were for the motion: ayes 18, noes 14. 

So the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, August 14, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


WOOD’S PATENT. 

Mr. NELSON asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to-present a remonstrance from citizens 
of the State of New York, against the passage (he 
said) of a bill on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. A bill for the renewal of a 
patent. Objection was made. 

So the memorial was not received. 


FORTJFICATIONS AT SANDY HOOK. 


Mr. PHŒNIX asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution, merely (he 
said) for the purpose of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear any- 
thing the gentleman says. 

Mr. PHOENIX restated his request. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to inquire into and report upon the expediency 
of erecting a permanent fortification at Sandy Hook, in 
conformity with the recommendations of the Engineer aud 
War Departments. 

Objection was made. So the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. 
order of business. 

CALIFORNIA. VA 


A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dicxins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed an act providing for tke 
admission of California as a State into the Union. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is called for. 


POST-ROUTE. 


Mr. WOODWARD requested the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Preston Kine] to waive 
his demand for the regular order of business for 
a few moments, to enable him (Mr. W.) to intro- 
duce a resolution of inquiry in relation to a post- 
route, Ifthe matter was not referred now, (Mr. 
W. said,) it would be too late, 

Mr. PRESTON KING waived his motion. 

Mr. WOODWARD sent to the Clerk’s table 
a resolution, instructing the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads to inquire into the propriety 
of establishing post-routes from Camden, by way 
of Bishopville, to Willow Grove, and from Beth- 
lehem to Sandy Grove. . 

Mr. BROWN; of Indiana, said, that the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads had report- 
ed the bill providing for new post-routes, and he 
would suggest to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Woopwarp,| that, when that bill came 
up for consideration, he could move an amend- 
ment providing for these cases. 

So the resolution was not pressed. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the Flouse to introduce certain 
resolutions of a town-meeting, (the purport of 
which was not stated.) Objected to. 

Mr. PRESTON KING renewed his call for the 
regular order of business. | ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is called for. : 


I call for the regular 
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AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 

The unfinished business of the morning hour. 
was the report of the Committee on Rules, made 
yesterday by the gentieman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,] proposing to amend the 34th rule of the 
House by adding at the end thereof the following: 


S“ After which any member, who shall first obtain the 
floor, shall be allowed. to speak five minutes in opposition 
to it, and there shall be no further debate on the amend- 
ment, bat the same privilege of debate shall be allowed in 
favor of and against any amendment that may be offered to 
the amendment; and neither the amendment nor an amend- 
ment to the amendment shall be -withdrawn by the mover 
thereof, unless by the’ unanimous consent of the commit- 
tee. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, had heretofore 
moved to recommit the said report with certain in- 
structions. 

And the previous question had been demanded— 
pending which question the House had proceeded 
to other business. 

The question now recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. GOTT. I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is already 
pending. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I yesterday 
moved to recommit this- report with certain in- 
structions. I have no desire to consume the time 
of the House, and am disposed to let the vote be 
taken at once on the resolution. I therefore with- 
draw the motion to recommit with instructions. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions 
was withdrawn. 7 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

_ Mr. FEATHERSTON, (to the Speaker.) Is 
it in order to move to Jay the report on the table? 

The SPEAKER, That motion is'in order. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I make it. 

_ The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
‘ative, without a division. 

So the report was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, I insist 
upon recording my vote on this resolution. I ask 
the yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

The report was again read. 

The main question on the adoption of the report 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 113, nays 46; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Breck, Briggs, Brouks, W. 
J. Brown, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, J. Cable, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Carttcr, Chandler, Clarke, Wy 
R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Deberry, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, N. Evans, Fiteh, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gorman, Gott, Gould, Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, T. 
L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Benry, Hibbard, Hoag- 
land, W. T. Jackson, Jones, Julian, George G., King, J. G. 
King, John A. King, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, H. Maun, 
Job Mann, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, McLanahan, 
F. E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Pheonix, Pitman, 
Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seher- 
merhorn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, James 
Thompson, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, Wood, 
and Young—li3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Al S 
G. Brown, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Cling- 
man, Daniel, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Hamilton, 
Baralson, [sham G. Harris, Holiaday, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, J. L. Johnson, Preston King, La 
Sére, Mason, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, MeMutlen, 
McQueen, McWillie, Outlaw, Parker, Potter, Powell, 
Savage, Seddon, R. H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, Wilmot, and Wood- 
ward—46. 

So the report was adopted. 2 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved a reconsider- 
ation of the vote, and said, that having voted 
for the amendment in opposition to the great pro- 
portion of the members from the South, he wished 
to give the reasons which had influenced his 
course. He was satisfied that the object of those 


Boyd, Athert 


| who had opposed the amendment was, that the 


minority might avail themselves of the rule as it 
had stood, to delay the action of the House upon 
questions which involved, perhaps, the existence 
of the Union. For one, he was for letting it 
come, and come whenever the North chose. | if it 
was to be oppressive action, let it come quickly. 
His constituents desired not that these questions 
should be procrastinated. They wanted to know 


ston, Ashe, Averett, Beale, Bissell,~ 


without further suspense, whether they could: de- 
pend upon: the majority of this Confederacy for 
Justice and equity. They wanted to know whether 
there was enough of justice and of liberality in 
the Congress of the United States to discharge the 
duties which they held that Congress owed to the 
people generally, and to tie Constitution. He de- 
sired not to put off the time when they should -be 
brought to show their disposition in relation to 
these important questions. He was one of the 
few of the southern delegation in Congress, who 
did believe that sufficient justice and” liberality 
existed in the bosoms of northern men to come 
to the rescue, and prevent a violation. of. our 
glorious Constitution. If he was mistaken, he 
repeated, he wanted to know it, and know it 
now, he would then be prepared to meet his 
constituents, and present the facts of the case in 
la tangible form, and they would be enabled to 
decide what action was required of them. His 
| people demanded that the Constitution should be 
strictly observed. They expected that this would 
be the result; if it were not to be, they wanted to 
know it, and know it, quickly. , He was for put- 
ting forth every effort consistent with reason and 
with justice, to conciliate the people of the differ- 
ent sections, to bring about harmony, and to pro- 
mote the great end of carrying on this Confederacy 
in harmony and justice. If that could not be 
done, let not the actions which should demonstrate 
it, be delayed. The people of his. section were 
ripe for resistance if resistance were necessary. 
Bot if no aggression was intended—if their rights 
‘and equality under the Constitution were to be 
| observed and continued, they were ready to stand 
by the Union to the last. Let action, then, come. 
He desired not that amendments should be offered 
and handed round to stave it off. If that object 
| was intended, he was satisfied it-might be accom- 
plished under the rule as amended, by giving a 
litde more attention to the particular form in which 
| amendments are presented. He saw no good rea- 
| son for procrastination and delay. He believed 
that the people of all sections of the country de- 
manded action at the hands of Congress—just and 
| salutary action, action calculated to protect and 
i benefit all equally. Let action come without de- 
lay, and if a relentless majority were determined 
to trample upon the constitutional rights of the 
South, let them declare it by the course which they 
| should see fit to take; and his people werg ready, 
'in union with, he believed, the entire South, to 
meet. the crisis. But he was not for resenting 
wrong until wrong was perpetrated. ee 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he was 
not anxious to discuss this rule. He well knew 
| that it would pass. But as one of those who had 
voted against it, he was not willing to acquiesce in 
the imputation of the motive ascribed to them by 
| the gentleman from Alabama,viz: that they opposed 
the alteration in order to avail themselves of the 
rule as it had stood to produce procrastination. 
The gentleman from Alabama might have had 
these views for himself, but when he ascribed them 
to him (Mr. T.) he utterly repudiated them. He 
believed that the five minutes rule had been the best 
rule they bad had. It was the only thing which 
| had reconciled the House to the previous question 
in Committee of the Whole. The previous ques- 
tion in Committee of the Whole was a breach of 
parliamentary law, as that law had always ex- 
isted; and when it was first tried, the expeyience 
of the House had shown it to be so hard, so dis- 
astrous to the business of the country, so unjust 
| to the members of this House, that by general 
conscaia< five minutes rule had been adopted. He 
deseri the operation of that rule, and said it had 
secured almost the only legitimate debate upon the 
merits of the questions under sonsideration—the 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, generally taking the range of the Union 
and being upon almost every other question than 
the one directly before them until the debate was 
terminated by resolution. The committee then 
proceeded to consider amendments and discuss 
their merits under the five minutes rule. His ob- 
jections to the amendment were, that it made: the 
rule ridiculous and absurd, first, because it denied 
the parliamentary right universally conceded—of 
the right of a member having offered an amendment 
and afterwards discovering that it was. unneces- 
sary, to withdraw it. In the next place; when the 
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mover of an amendment had made his explanation 
for five minutes, it would place in the power of the 
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Chairman’ arbitrarily to assign the floor, as he 
would be called upon to decide whether a member 
rising to speak was opposed to the amendment or 

“not. Thus its operation would. involve many ab- 
surdities. “Again: the amendment was supported 
on the ground that it would prevent the abuse of 
the five minutes rule. Of all the rules of the House, 
He believed: the five minutes rule had been abused 
the least. But, he argued that the amendment 
would not accomplish the object, that it would not 
practically limit debate, but would throw obstacles 
in the way of perfecting bills. y 

Mr. RICHARDSON said a word which (from 
his turning his back) the reporter did not hear. 
.Mr. THOMPSON replied by alluding to the 
state of things before the adoption of the five min- 
utes rule, when amendments, were obliged to be 
voted upon without debate. He said it was the 
universal feeling that such a thing was an outrage, 
Even thé chairman of the Committee of Waysand 
Means reporting an important amendment, could 
not say a word to explain it, if there was any ob- 
streperous or obstinate member (and there were 

generally some Such) to object. To avoid this 
absurd state of things the five minutes rule was 
adopted, which had enabled the committee to un- 
derstand the propositions presented and to act in- 
telligently. Under it, several gentlemen, who 
though they agreed. in support of the amendment 
might differ as to the reasons, were they permitted 
to give their individual views. Under the amend- 
ment, but one gentleman in favor of the proposition 
could be heard. He argued that gentlemen, by 
resorting to any of the infinite ways of varying 
amendments, è. g. upon a clause of ten millions 

of dollars, by- propositions to reduce it toa mil- 
lion and even to a dollar, might, if they were dis- 
posed to'protract debate and delay action, accom- 
plish. their object with as much certdinty under 
the amendment as under the rule. But he re- 
peated, when the gentleman from Alabama said 
that was the object with which the opponents of 
the amendment had acted, he was totally mistaken 
as far as regarded him, (Mr. T.,) and he believed 
as regarded the great body of southern Representa- 

` tives who had voted against the rule. They had 
voted upon the merits of the two propositions, 
and with no intention to raise a sectional issue 
upon a rule of the House. 

© Mr. VINTON rose to correct the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Tuompson,] as to the pro- 
visions of the pa‘larmentary law in this respect. 
He said it was by a rule of this House, and by a 
rule of this House only, that a member was enti- 
tled to withdraw a motion which he might have 
made, By the parliamentary law, whenever a mo- 
tion was made, it was in the possession of the 
House, and could not be withdrawn without the 
consent of the House. He sent the Manual to the 
Chair to be read: 

“Leave asked to withdraw a ‘motion. The rule of 
Parliament being that a motion made and seconded is in the 
possession of the House, and cannot be withdrawn without 

cave, the very terms of the rule imply that leave may be 
pivot, and consequently, may be asked and put to the ques- 


Under the five minutes rule, he said it had þe- 
come the practice of the House to make the 
amendment offered a sort of football, which was 
kicked and bandied about the House, in violation 
and abuse of the rule of the House which author- 
ized a gentleman to withdraw his motion. Now 
the benefit which this amendment of the rule would 
accomplish would be, to put an end to that abuse; 
and it would do nothing else. The committee 
were. unanimous in recommending it to the Eouse. 
To require that the debate should be cil 
the party making the motion had been heard, 
seemed to be in conflict with that great rale of 
equity, that before a decision was mace in any 
case both sides shall be heard. ‘To prevent a gen- 
tleman moving an amendment to make an ex- 
planation which might be one-sided, in which the 
mover himself might be mistaken—to whom ob- 
jections which existed might not have occurred— 
and then to compel the committee to vote without 
hearing the other side, was contrary to the great 
rule of equity to which he had referred. 

Fe alluded to the practice of the House pre- 
vious to the adoption of the five minutes rule. 
He said, in order to bring bills to a vote it had 
been fonnd necessary to adopt the rule providing 
for the termination of debate incommittee. Under 
this rule, debate upon the state of the Union gener- 
ally had gone on, as it did now; in most cases, upon 
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a motion to strike out the first section, and the time 
for the close of the debate arrived without there 
being had a word of debate upon the bill itself. 
The amendments were then voted upon without 
debate—not even the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways.and Means being allowed to explain im- 
portant amendments which he reported to the 
appropriation bills. The consequence was, that 
the committee generally knew nothing of the de- 
tails of the bills; that sometimes very mischievous 
amendments were adopted, but more generally 
valuable amendments were voted down because 
the committee were all the time under apprehen- 
sion that they might be imposed upon, To get 
rid of these evils he said the five minutes rule had 
been adopted—a rule which allowed a gentleman 
moving an amendment five minutes to explain his 
amendment. -He thought it was not true, as had 
been stated here yesterday, that under this rule 
the mover of an amendment had the right to speak 
about anything else than his amendment. 

Mr. McLANE was understood to state that 
that was all he had said. __ 

Mr. VINTON repeated, that the amendment 
took away the right of the mover to withdraw his 
amendment without the Jeave of the Hcuse, at the 
same time it provided that some gentleman who 
dissented should have five minutes to state his 
objections. 

Ie confessed he was quite surprised yesterday 
to see the sensibility which was manifested on this 
subject, in the intimation thrown out that this 
amendment was proposed to subserve some sec- 
tional purpose. .This he might remark, among 
other things, showed the morbid, unfortunate state 
of things which existed. Whatever might have 
been the intention of others, as one member of the 
committce he must confess that no such idea had 
ever entered his mind; and he ventured to say 
that it never entered into the minds of the south- 
ern gentlemen in the committee who unanimously 
agreed to the resolution. 

He moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. MORSE appealed to the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw «the motion, stating that he did 
not wish to debate the question, but to put himself 
right upon a vote. 

Mr. VINTON withdrew for this purpose upon 
a pledge by Mr. Morse that he would renew the 
motion. 

Mr. MORSE expressing his obligations to the 
gentleman from Ohio for his courtesy, proceeded 
to say’that he had voted ‘‘ aye” upon the adop- 
tion of this amendment, under a misapprehension, 
supposing he was voting upon the motion,of the 
gentleman from Mississippi to lay the amendment 
upon the table. 
made the rules his particular study—he would ask 
the Chair whether it would be in order for him to 
correct hisvote? ` 

The SPEAKER said, the correction could only 
be made by unanimous consent. 

General cries of “ leave,” 

The SPEAKER stated that the change would 
not alter the. result, and inquired if objection was 
made. 


He did not know, for he had not | 


Mr. ROOT. The gentleman from’ Louisiana | 


has accomplished his purpose; this is never done. 
I object. 

Mr. MORSE, retaining the floor, renewed his 
appeal to the House, and said that although he had 
known leave refused to gentlemen to vote who 
were not within the bar when their names. were 
calied, he had not known any previous instance of 
such a request as he now made. But he urged 
that justice required, when a member rose and 
stated that he had voted erroncously under'a mis- 
conception of the question, that he should be al- 
lowed to set himself right. In reference to Mr. 


-Roor’s statement, that he had now set himself 


right, he reminded the gentleman that his explana- 
tion would not go upon the Journal, and he desired 


the gentlemen not to insist in placing him upon the | 


record in a position which he did not choose to 


occupy. 

Mr, ROOT assured the gentleman that it was 
not out of any disrespect to the gentleman that he 
objected; but he was convinced, and he was quite 
certain the gentleman himsclf, upon a moment’s 
reflection, would be convinced, that to allow the 
change would be setting a most mischievous prece- 
dent. He must, therefore, adhere to his objection. 

Mr. MORSE said, he should be very sorry to 


have sò poor an opinion of the House as to sup- 
pose that any injurious consequence could result 
from allowing a gentleman, in justice to himself, to 
change a vote. He apprehended that no man who 
was not lost to all self-respect would make a state- 
ment which was not true for the sake of changing 
a vote which he had given. He should nót, how- 
ever, press the matter further.” He had made the 
‘statement upon the honor of a gentleman; in his 
own country he apprehended that that statement 
concerning his vote would be received, whatever 
other people elsewhere might think of it. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired whether, if a. mem- 
ber rose and stated to the House that he had voted 
through a mistake and his vote was- recorded 
wrong, he could not, as a matter of right, ask the 
House to correct it? _ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading of 
the rule as it originally stocd, and as amended. 
He said the amendment extended, instead of re- 
- straining, the privilege of debate. For that reason 
he had voted against it. 

Mr. MORSE giving way for the purpose, and 
no objection being made, 

- The original rule and the rule as amended were 
read. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said, that his only ob- 
» ject in calling for the reading of the rule was to 
show, that under the amendment passed, twenty 
minutes’ debate was allowed, whereas, under the 
rule as it originally stood, five minutes only were 
allowed. 

Mr. MORSE remarked, that he had always 
evinced a courteous disposition to gentlemen on this 
floor, and a desire in all things to arrive at the 
truth; and when he made a personal request; when 


i he stated that he had not only acted under a mis- 


apprehension of the question, but that he had 
voted contrary to his own opinions, (supposing 


| the question to be on the motion to lay the resolu- 


tion on the table, whereas, in truth and in fact, it 
was directly on the adoption of the resolution,) the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Preston Kine} 
made an argument to show that the amendment 
allowed twenty minutes for debate, whilst the rule 
allowed only five. What, in the name of God, had 
that to do with the question? If the amendment 
allowed four years, and’ he (Mr. M.) was opposed 
to it—it was no answer to say that greater latitude 
of debate was allowed under the amendment than 
under the original rule. He desired once for all 
to say, that he was opposed to all these rules 
placing restraints upon debate.* He referred to 
the state of parties which had originally led to the 
adoption of the one hour rule, and to that party 
measure, of which that rale was intended to se- 
cure the adoption, most of which, he thanked 
Qod, had been repealed. He expressed the opin- 
ion that the debates under the five minutes rule, 
had been the most sensible and most to the point, 
| of any debates that had taken place. 

He then indicated his intention to claim that the 
correction of his vote was a matter of right, not 
to be contravened by the opposition of a majority 
of the House; much lessby the objection of a sin- 
gle member—and to submit that question to the 
House as a question of privilege. 

Mr. BURT, having promised to renew the mo- 
tion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 
Mr. M. waived the question of privilege, for the 
time being, and renewed the motion of Mr. Vix- 
TON. 

Mr. MEADE asked for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were refused. 

And the question having been taken and decided 
in the affirmative— 

The motion to reconsider wag laid on the table. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. MORSE. I now rise toa question.of priv- 
ilege. Having already made the statement of 
facts as to the misapprehension under which my 
vote was given, I shall not further occupy the 
| time of the House. I state here in my place, on 
the veracity of a gentleman, and upon the respon- 
| sibility of a member of this House, that on the 

question just now taken on the adoption. of the 
report from the Committee on Rules, I voted ün- 
| der a total misapprehension of the question. I 
believed that I was voting on a motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, which, if it prevailed, 
would be equivalent to its, defeat; whereas, in 
truth and in fact, the question was on the adoption 
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of the resolution: And, under this misapprehen- 
sion, my vote was recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. SCHENCK addressed the Chair, and was 
recognized. 

-© The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is, “whether the Chair will entertain the 
point raised by the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Morse] as a question of privilege?” The 
Chair will call the attention of the House to the 
question, ag it may bea very important one in 
relation to the business of the House, according 
to the decision of the House. i À 

The Chair has no difficulty in deciding the 
question. The gentleman from Louisiana rises in 
his place and says, that when his name was called 
for his vote on the adoption of the report-of the 
Committee on Rules, he voted under a misappre- 
hension of the question, &c., consequently, that 
his vote is recorded differently from what he de- 
sired it should be recorded. ‘ 

The Chair rules that this is nota question of priv- 
ilege, nor a privileged question ; and that neither 
the gentleman from Louisiana nor the House 
has the power to change the record of the Journal 
in this instance by changing a vote. Reference 
has been made to motions to amend the Journal. 
The Chair refers to instances of correction of the 
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Journal connected with the votes of members. } 


When the Journal is incorrectly made up and the 
` vote of a member is recorded different from the 
fact, a motion to correct the Journal is in order. 
But in the present case, the Journal is correctly 
made-up. It is made up precisely in accord- 
ance with the fact. 9 
isiana did vote, as he himself admits, precisely as 
his name is recorded. Ifthe gentleman, as is fre- 
quently done, bad stated that his name appeared on 
the Journal different from the fact of the vote, the 
Chair would to-morrow morning entertain a mo- 
tion to correct the Journal. But the Chair knows 
of no instance, or precedent, upon the authority of 
which the House can correct the Journal, upon the 


ground that a member voted under a misapprehen- | 


sion of the question. A gentleman might as well 
(the Speaker was understood to say, though, turn- 
ing round, the sentence was only half heard) 
move to correct a vote upon the ground of a mis- 
apprehension as to the 
motion, 

Therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, the 
motion of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Morse] cannot be entertained, and the correction 
of the Journal can only be made by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. MORSE inquired whether the question of 
privilege would go on the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will not 
go on the Journal, unless an appeal should be 
taken from the decision of the Chair, and the 
question should be decided by the House. In 
that case ‘the question of order and the appeal 
would go upon the Journal. 

Mr. MORSE said, that as there was no other 
mode by which he could get the main fact on the 
Journal, he must, with great respect to the Chair, 
appeal from the decision. Ki ; 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
P?’ was then 


è 


stand as the judgment of the House? 
taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. ASHMUN, (to’ the Speaker.) Has thé 
morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 


ired. : 
j Mr. ASHIMUN. Thereare some very import- 
ant bilis on the Speaker's table; and with a view 
to early action upon thèm, I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. i 


Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 


pended, and that the House resolve itself into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 


The SPEAKER said, the motion of the gentle- 


man from Virginia [Mr. Barty] could not be | 
entertained, until the motion of the gentleman | 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumyn] had been dis- 
posed of. 


in regard to the business of the House, I ask the 
yeas and nays. . 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, and the 
Speaker, arising out of the decision of the Speak- 
er, that the Chair must entertain the motion of the 


The gentleman from Lou- | 


reasons which induced a | 


Mr. INGE. As this isa very important motion 
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gentleman from -Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumon,] 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. BavLY,] 
in.the order in whjch they had been made. 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] whether, as the 
debate on the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill had been limited to a day, now near, and as 
many gentlemen were desirous to speak, it would 
not be:fair. that the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the Speaker’s table should 
not be insisted on, until after the expiration of 
that time—— ; 

Several members called to order. 

Mr. BURT said, he appealed to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] and to the 
House 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion of Mr. Asumun; which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 80, nays 102; as follow: 

VEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bay, Bennett, Bingbam, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Ca- 
ble, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cartter, Casey, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, Fitch, 
Fuller, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, Grinnell, Hail, Hampten, 


i Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Hibbard, Andrew 


Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, John A. King, 
Preston King, Lether, Lituefeld, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Marshall, McClernand, McDonald, McKissock, McLana- 
han, Meacham, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Peaslee, Richardson, 
Risley, Robinson, Root, Ross, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, 
Silvester, Stetson, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Van Dyke, Waldo, Wentworth. Whittlesey, Wilson, 
Wood, and Young—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowdon, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, 
Burt, Calvin, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Daniel, Deherry, 
Disney, Duer, Duncan, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Feath- 
erston, Fowler, Gentry, Gould, Halloway, Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, 
Henry, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Toge, Jo- 
seph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Robert W. John- 
son, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, La Sére, 
Mason, Matteson, McDowell, McGaughey, Robert M. 
McLane, Finis E. Mclean, McMullen, McQueen, MeWil- 


! Jie, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nel- 


son, Orr, Otis, Owen, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Phoenix, 
Pitman, Powell, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Savage, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Spaulding, Stanly, Richard I. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacoh Thompson, Toombs, Un- 
derhill, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Wall 

Wellborn, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, 
ward—102. 


So the House refused to proceed to business on | 


the Speaker’s table. 
GENERAT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House then re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on. the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 


1851. ` 
Mr. ASHMUN was entitled to the floor, and 


addressed the committee during the houron the | 
subject of the President’s message relating to the | 


Texas boundary, and of the bill providing for the 
settlement of that question. He expressed his cor- 
dial concurrence in the doctrines, spirit, and recom- 
mendations of the message, and deciared his intem 
tion to vote for the bill which had passed the 
Senate. It was not such a bill as he could have 
desired, but if it could not be amended to suit his 
own views, he should, as a practical man, vote for 
it as the best measure which could be obtained. 
He considered that it was the opening measure 
to the pacification and adjustment of all the great 


difficulties which divide the North and South, and | 


predicted that if this failed, all the others would 
fail, and Congress would return to their own homes 
to spread more broadly the seeds. of dissension; 
and that they would be less disposed to settle them 
at the next session. 

[A fall report of this speech will be published in 
the Appendix. | “os 

Mr. TOOMBS followed in reply to Mr. Asg- 
MUN, and in condemnation of the positions as- 
sumed in the President’s message relative to the 


| duty of the President, in certain contingencies, to 


call out the military forces of the United States. 
He concurred with Mr. Srepuens, of Georgia, in 
arguing that this was not a case in which the Pres- 
ident was authorized to exercise any such power; 
in expressing the hope that if such action were 
taken, Texas would meet it with the sword; and 
in declaring that in that case he should be found 
on the side of Texas, in defence of her constitu- 


r BURT submitted to the gentleman from™ 


lace; Watkins, | 
and Wood- : 


tional rights... But he believed that such an: issue 
would be avoided. = < : gilts ual aie 
j [His remarks will be. published -in th 
ix. 7 

A STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, followed in 
a series of remarks (which, will be published in the 
Appendix) in reply to the arguments of Messrs. 
Toomss and Asamun, and in opposition to” the 
consideration of ten millions to Texas merely for 
the purpose of obtaining peace,- He contended . 
that the Texan boundary bill would, if passed, 
prove the fertile source of future wars and of nul- 
lification. Ty fy 

Mr. DUER obtained the floor, and yielded to:a 
motion that the committee rise. l 

Which, being agreed to— 

The committee rose and reported. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN. THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. JONES asked leave to offer the following. 
resolution; which was read for information: is 

Resoleed, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the propriety of relinquish- 
ing to said District ail the building lots owned by the United 
| States in Washington city, for the use and support of coni- 
men schools in the District. 


Mr. HUBBARD objecting, the resolution was 
not received. 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


è Appen- 


i 


PETITION, &c. ` ` 

The following petition and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
| priate committees: S 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of Mi- 
nois tor a post-route (rom Lancaster landing in Peoria county 
via Timber, Brunswick, Farmington, French Creek, Elmore 
| Littletouville, Victoria, Walnut Grove, Bishop Hill, and 
Red Oak, to Cambridge, in Henry county. 

By Mr. ROSS: Two memorials, signed by citizens of 
Bucks county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass‘a law 
providing for the removal of the African racc, and for their 
|| colonization on the coast of Africa. oa 
By Mr. THURSTON: A memorial of A. A. Skinner, 
i| Elijah White, and sundry citizens and merchans of Oregon 
and California, praying that Pacific City, in Oregon, he made . 
a port of entry and delivery. 


IN SENATE. 
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Mr. RUSK presented six memorials from citi- 
zens of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
setting forth the utter inadequacy of the present 
post office to afford the required facilities for the 
prompt and speedy delivery of Jetters, and the in- 
convenience which attends the throng of persons 
within the present narrow limits; and asking the 
erection of a new and suitable building for the 
business of the public; which were refeyred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of merchants 
‘of Benicia, in California, asking the establishment 
of a port of entry at that place; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, ; 

Mr. DOWNS presented additional documents 
relating to the claim of A. P. Brittingham; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Refi- 

; tons. i 

Mr. WINTHROP presented the petition of ` 
Barbara Riley, widow of a revolutionary oficer, 
asking to be allowed a back pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of medical offi- 
cers of the navy and physicians of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, asking that the rank of medical 
officers of the navy may be fixed by law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. PHELPS presented the petition of Char- 
| lotte Lyæch, daughter and heir of Colonel Grey, 

_ of the revolutionary army, asking to be allowed a 
ʻi pension; which was referred to the Committee orr 
i Pensions. 

. Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Francis 
i| G. Beatty and Samuel Walker, asking compensa- 
li tion for injuries received by the falling of the scaf= 
f fold on which they were at work; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. BADGER presented a petition of ‘citizens 
of the town of Wilmington, in the State of North 
Carolina, asking the establishment of a marine 
hospital at that place, setting forth that the sea-: 
men arriving there from all parts of the country, 

paying their hospital dues regularly to the:collect- 
|| or of customs, have therefore a strong claim on the 
i| General Government, yet, nevertheless, when sick 
| and disabled, have been left to the care and Hber- 
i! ality of private individuals, so far'at least as pro- 
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vision for. their lodgings. were: necessary; which 
was referred to.the Committee on- Commerce. 

Also, one fromthe Commissioners of the town 
of Wilmington, to the same effect; which was 
Aikewise referred to the same committee. si 

Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of citizens 
of. Lancaster.county, Pennsylvania, asking an in- 
eredse of the duties on foreign manufactured iron; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
ao REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
memorial of Brevet Colonel J. K. F. Mansfield, 
submitted a report, which was ordered to be print- 
ed, accompanied bya bill authorizing the settle- 
ament of the accounts of Brevet Colonel Joseph K. 
F. Mansfield, of the United States Corps of Engi- 
neers; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 


PROTEST AGAINST ADMITTING CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HUNTER. Irise, not to present a peti- 
tion, but to address a motion to the courtesy of 
the Senate—a motion which I am aware Í cannot 
make as a matter of right and parliamentary priv- 
ilege. It is toask that a protest, which has been 


prepared and signed by ten memhers of this body, | 


against the passage of the bill admitting Califor- 
nia into the Union asa State, which passed yes- 
terday, may be received and spread upon the 
Journals of the Senate. Weask it, because we 
deem it one of the most, if not perhaps the most 
important measure that has passed during our ex- 
perience here, and we wish to give whatever em- 
phasis we legitimately can to our opposition to it. 
‘We wish, so far as we can, to break the force of 
a precedent, which we regard as mischievous and 
dangerous, forthe admission of States into this 
Union. [ask that it may be read and spread upon 
the Journals af the Senate. 

‘Mr. HALE. Dol understand the Senator to 
ask that it may be read? It ought to be read, that 

> the Senate may understand what it is. 
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 


The Secrerary read the Protest, as follows: 

We, the undersigned Senators, deeply impressed 
wih the importance of the occasion, and with 
a solema sense of the responsibility under which 
weare acting, respectfully submit the following 
protest against the bill admitting California as a 
Stue int) this Union, and request that it may be 
entered upon the Journal of the Senate. We feel 
that itis not enough to have resisted in debate 
alove a bill so fraught with mischief to the Union 
an! the States which we represent, ‘with all the 
resources of argument which we possessed; but 
that it is also due to ourselves, the people whose 
interests have been intrusted to our care, and to 
posterity, which even in its most distant genera- 
tions may feel its consequences, to leave in what- 
ever form may be most solemn and enduring, a 
memoriul of the opposition which we have made 
to this measure, and of the reasons by which we 


have been governed, upon the pages of a journal. 


which the Constitution requires to be kept so long 
as the Senate may havean existence. We desire 
to place the reasons upon which we are willing to 
be judged by generations living and yet to come, 
for our opposition toa bill whose consequences may 
be so durable and portentous as to make it an ob- 
ject of deep interest to all who may come after us. 

We have dissented from this bill because it 
gives the sanction of law, and thus imparts valid- 
ity to the unauthorized action of a portion of the 
inhabitants of California, by which an odious dis- 
crimination is made against the property of the 
fifteen slaveholding States.of the Uniony who are 
thus deprived of that position of equality which 
the Constitution so manifestly designs, and which 
constitutes the only sure and stable foundation on 
which this Union can repose. 

Because the right of the slaveholding States to 
a common and equal enjoyment of the territory of 
the Union has been defeated by a system of meas- 
ures which, without the authority of precedent, 
of law, or of the Constitution, were manifestly 
contrived for that purpose, and which Congress 
must sanction and adopt, should this bill become 
a law. In sanctioning this. system of meas- 
ures, this Government will admit that the inhabit- 
ants of its Territories, whether permanent or tran- 
sient, whether lawfully or unlawfully occupying 
the same, may form a State without the previous 
authority of law; without even the partial security 


$ 


of a territorial organization formed. by Congress; 
without any legal census or ather efficient evidence 
of their possessing the number of citizens necessa- 
ry to authorize the representation which they may 
claim; and withont any of those safeguards about 
the: ballot-box which can only be provided by 
law, and which are necessary to ascertain the true 
sense of-a people. It will admit, too, that Con- 
gress, having-refused to provide a government, 
except upon’ the condition of excluding slavery 
by law, the Executive branch of this Government 
may, at its own discretion, invite such inhabitants 
to meet in convention, under such rulesas it-or its 
agents may prescribe, and to form a constitution 
affecting not only their own rights, but those also 
of fifteen States of the Confederacy, by including 
territory with the purpose of excluding those 
States from its enjoyment, and without regard to 
the natural fitness of boundary, or any of the con- 
siderations which should properly determine the 
limits ofa State. It will also admit that the con- 
vention thus called into existence by the Execu- 
tive may be paid by him out of the funds of the 
United States, without the sanction of Congress; 
in violation not only of the plain provisions of the 
Constitution, but of those principles of obvious 
propriety which would forbid any act calculated 


| to make that convention dependent upon it; and 


last, but not least in the series of measures which 
this Government must adopt and sanction in pass- 
ing this bill, is the release of the authority of the 
United States by the Executive alone to a gov- 
ernment thus formed, and not presenting even 
sufficient evidence of its having the assent of a 
majority of the people for whom it was designed. 
In view of all these considerations, the under- 
signed are constrained to believe that this Gov- 
ernment could never be brought to admit a State 
presenting itself under such circumstances, if it 
were not for the purpose of excluding the people 
of the slaveholding States from all opportunity of 
settling with their property in that Territory. 

Because to vote for a bill passed under such cir- 
cumstances would be to agree to a principle, which 
may exclude forever hereafter, as it does now, the 
States which we represent from all enjoyment of 
the common territory of the Union; a principle 
which destroys the equal rights of their constitu- 
ents, the equality of their States in the Confeder- 
acy, the equal dignity of those whom they repre- 
sent as men and as citizens in the eye of the law, 
and their equal title to the protection of the Gov- 
ernment and the Constitution. 

Because all the propositions have been rejected 
which have been made to obtain either a recogni- 
tion of*the rights of the slaveholding States toa 
common enjoyment of all the territory of the Uni- 
ted States, or to a fair division of that territory be- 
tween the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States 
of the Union—every effort having failed which has 


j been made to obtain a fair division of the territory 


proposed to be brought inas the State of California. 

But, lastly, we disent from this bill, and sol- 
emnly protest against its passage, because, in sanc- 
tioning measures so contrary to former precedent, 
to obvious policy, to the spirit and intent of the 
Constitution of the United States, for the purpose 
of excluding the slaveholding States from the ter- 
ritory thus to be erected into a State, this Gov- 
ernment in effect declares that the exclusion of 
slavery frora the territory of the United States is 
an object so high and important as to justify a dis- 
regard not only of all the principles of sound pol- 
icy, but also of the Constitution itself. Against 
this conclusion we must now and forever protest, 
as it is destructive of the safety and liberties of 
those whose rights have been committed to our 
care, fatal to the peace and equality of the States 
which we represent, and must lead, if persisted in, 
to the dissolution of that Confederacy, in which the 


| slaveholding States have never sought more than 


equality, and in which they will not be content to 
remain with less. $ 
J. M. MASON, 
R. M. T. HUNTER, 
A. P. BUTLER, ; 
R. B. BARNWELL, } S.Carolina. 
H. L. TURN EY, Tennessee. 
PIERRE SOULE, Louisiana. 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, Mississippi. 
-< DAVID R. ATCHISON, Missouri. 
JACKSON MORTON, } =, _- 
D. L.-YULEE,. } Florida. - 
Senate CHAMBER, August 13, 1850. 


i Virginia. 


Mr..DAVIS, of Massachusetts. What is the 
question before the Senate ? as : 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition to receive 
the protest, and have it entered upon the Journals 
of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. J inquire if 
there isany precedent fora proceeding of this char- 
acter? I am not aware of any myself. I thought 
that the opinion entertained in this body has been 
that the Constitution does not provide for a record 
made up in that form on our Journals, and if my 
memory does not fail me in this matter, the Senate 
has uniformly refused to receive papers of that 
character and record them on the Journals. Ire- 
member very well that when the expunginz reso- 
lution, as itis termed, was passed, my colleague, 
who was lately a member of this body, arid myself 
united in a protest, but if I recollect rightly it was 
not received by this body. It was permitted to be 
read here, but the Senate—if the privilege was 
asked of placing it on the Journal, of which I am 
not certain—declined receiving and putting it on 
the Journals. I believe, but may mistake, that 
there have been repeated, instances of applications 
of this character, but they have never, so far as 
my knowledge goes; succeeded, and therefore the 
general rule-which has obtained in the Senate is 
not to receive papers of that character. Ido not 
wish to enter into the subject of the protest again, 
or argue the question so much deliberated upon 
here; but if those on one side of a question in the 
Senate may put its reasons on record, why not the 
other? If one side may justify itself upon the 
record, why not the other side also? And when 
we come to follow a practice of that kind, all must 
perceive that it will occur very often, and | think 
that we shall sometimes find very extraordinary 
matter upon our record. If we adoptthe principle 
of allowing a protest to go on the record at all, 
then the protestant must be at liberty to insert 
such matter as he may think fit and proper, other- 
wise it will not be his protest. The Senate, I am 
sure, will not amend, alter, or act upon such a 
paper; it is not presented for that purpose. And 
while IT am stating these circumstances, 1 am 
making no complaint of the language in which this 
papev is couched. I wish it to be distinctly under- 
stood that, while I disagree with the opinions ex- 
pressed, I am making no objection, no complaint 
at all to the language in which it is worded, for it 
seems to me respectful and temperate; but itis easy 
to see, if we adopt a principle of this character, to 
what it may lead us in the future. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. | believe I stated that it wa: 
not my intention to occupy the time of the Senate 
by any debate on this subject; I believe I stated 
that I did not offer it as a matter of right. I was 
aware that no instance of this sort has occurred in 
this body; but I was not aware that any member 
had been refused the privilege of spreading a pro- 
fest on the Journals when respectfully asked. As 
to the mischiefs to which such a practice may lead, 
we have nothing in our experience to enable us to 
determine that point; but we know that in the 
country from which our ancestors came, and from 
which we derive our parliamentary rules and ex- 
perience, it is a practice which has been long 
known. It does seem to me that there are occa- 
sions when members should be permitted to em- 
phasize their opposition to a measure. [I know 
that if the Senate chooses to raise the question, we 
have no right to present the protestand have it put 
upon the Journal; but we did suppose that upon 
an occasion of this sort we might appeal to the 
Senate to allow us the privilege so far as to be per- 
mitted to put the fact of our opposition and the 
reasons for our opposition to this bill in some more 
durable form than that which it would find ‘in the 
journals of the day. We thought it was an occa- 
sion on which we might fairly ask to have it spread 
upon the Journals of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair feels some dif- 
ficulty in deciding a case of this kind, where there 
is objection made. In the Constitution there is 
nothing to authorize the putting of a protest on 
the Journal. There never has been a case since 
the formation of the Government in which a pro- 
test has been entered on the Journal. There was 
at an early period of the Government an attempt 
made to authorize-the entering of protests on the 
Journal, and it was refused. A motion was made 
that on the final question upon a bill, the opposers 
of the measure shall havea right to enter a protest 


i and dissent upon the Journal, with the reasons for 


va 
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‘such dissent and protest, provided that such pro- 
test be made within two days after the final pas- 
‘sage oi the bill. This was July 17, 1789. It was 
rejected by the vate of the Senate; and there has 
been no instance that I can find, or that thé Secre- 
tary has been able to find, on the Journals since 


that date, to show that any such action has been | 


had. : 

With regard to the protest.presented in the case 
referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
there is nothing on the Journal which shows that 
the protest was presented and refused. 
thing to be found is the Register of the Debates, 


in which his colleague at that time is reported to | 


have said: , 


“And now, bad the Constitution secured the privilege of i 


entering a protest upon the Journal, I should not say one 
word on this oecasion; although, if what is, now proposed 
shall be accamplished, I know not what would have been 
the value of stch a provision, however formally or care- 
fully it might have been inserted in the body of that instru- 
ment. Butas there is no.snch constitutional privilege, I 
ean only effect my purpose hy thus addressing the Senate 5 
and J rise, therefore, to make that PROTEST in this man- 
ner, in the face of the Senate, and in the face of the country, 
which [ cannot present in any other orm.” 


On that occasion the Senator proceeded to give 
his reasons why he was opposed to the measure, 
which opposition would have been in the form of 
a protest, had the Constitution authorized its being 
entered on the Journal. The Chair stated when 
he rose that he was in doubt whether a single ob- 
jection would be sufficient to cause him to decide 


against its being putupon the Journal. He thinks | 


the Senate itself should decide the question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I have nota 
very clear and distinct recollection in regard to the 
proceedings, whether or not permission was asked 
to place them upon the Journal of the Senate. It 
was, in fact, drawn up in the form of a protest, 
and [am sure was signed by both of us, and went 
before the public, in that form. But since the 


Chair has adverted to the remarks of my colleague, | 


I am convinced that we, being satisfied that it 
contd not be received here, did not offer it. 
The PRESIDENT, | That was the fact. 


Mr. DAVIS. And when I state the grounds 


on which I object to this protest being entered on 


the Journal, L beg gentlemen not to consider that | 
there is anything 1n the particular case to which I | 


object at all, but that my objection is to the gen- 
eral principle of recording protests. I think that 


hered to. 


Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I do not rise to | 


oppose the reception of this protest. I have not 
looked into the question of parliamentary law 
which governs such cases, and perhaps it might 
not be in order now to state briefly one or two 


reasons ‘which have operated upon me as a south- | 


ern Senator, in not attaching my name to that pro- 
test, for | am not favorable to its introduction here. 
If it is in order, I can state those reasons very 
concisely. 


This, Mr. President, is a very delicate matter ! 
Although some gentle- | 
men cannot appreciate the motives by which I have | 


in some of its bearings. 


been actuated, it is due to my constituents—— 
The PRESIDENT. 


Senate. The paper has not yet been received. 
Mr. FOOTE. Sir, I regret that this protest 
has been brought here for several reasons. | have 
deemed it my duty to oppose the admission of 
California as a Separate and substantive measure, 
from the.beginning of the session up to the present 
moment. Ihave united with yourself and others 


in endeavoring to prevent the admission of Cali- | 


fornia. That bill has now passed, and I conceive, 
therefore, that all parliamentary opposition to that 
measure Should now cease. 
least, do not require of me to sign any protest 
against the action of this body. 


in the manner proposed against that action. 


be attended with mischievous consequences. tt 
has been said repeatedly that it is the duty of the 
South to resist this measure. 
paper which ĮI have now in my hand, and which 
is understood to be the organ of some eighty gen- 


The only | 


My instructions, at | 


I look upon it as | 
a little disrespectful, after the Senate of the United || 
States has acted upon this bill, to enter a ladon i 

ut | 
my strongest objection arises from the fact, that $ 
the action of the Senate, in receiving the protest, į 
may lead to misunderstanding elsewhere, and may | 


It is said in a news- | 
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tlemen——said, as E think, very indiscreetly, and, so 
faras- Í know, it is net-approved by gentemen in 
any quarter—that:. i 

-% The coalition between the northern and southern Ultras 
to defeat the compromise has been made the theme of bit- 
ter objungation by the national politicians; and the opposi- 
tion of the Abolitionists to them quoted as a proof of their 
orthodoxy. And yet, to force down the throat of the South 
the most odious and objectionable of all the measures—one 
which the southern States have declared they would eon- 
sider as demanding resistance by foree—these very men are 
found fraternizing with the fanatics whom they professed so 
cordially to condemu.”” 3 


Now, sir, here isan emphatic declaration that 
the whole of the South has declared its intention 
tò resist this bill by force, if it should become a 
law. That, sir, is not the case with the State 
which I in part represent. Force, sir, has never 
been used there in opposition to any measure. And 
I understand that the action of the State of Geor- 
gia has been much misunderstood in different 
quarters of the country, in reference to its opposi- 
tion to this bill. It is not to be understood as 
threatening an armed opposition to this bill, if it 
should become a law. Certain proceedings huve 
occurred, which, in connection with the declara- 
tion of several Senators here, and especially of the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Sovre] 
the other day, all going together to the country, 
will tend to encourage this movement, and may be 
productive of the most injurious consequences, 
Feeling that to be the case, feeling that this protest, 
however well intended, however high and patriotic 
may be the motives of the gentlemen who have got 
it up, if it should receive the sanction of the Sen- 
ate will in all probability have the very mischiev- 
ous consequences that I have spoken of, I feel 
bound to protest respectfully against its reception. 
For my part, I am satisfied with having solemnly, 
by the mode recognized by the Constitution, by 


| vote and by speech, resisted the admission of Cali- 


fornia. I have gone so far, which I think is as far 


| as the Constitution allows me to go; and I cannot | 
join in an act, however well intended, which I fear 


will excite persons elsewhere to measures of re- 
sistance which I must ever condemn, and which I 
should most deeply deplore, if they should occur. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is, will the 
Senate receive the paper? 
Mr. SHIELDS. I do not see that the fact of 


l excluding this protest from the Journal of the Sen- 
| ate will tend, in the slightest degree, to weakenthe 
the practice would lead to mischief, and I am i; 
therefore of opinion that the rule which we have | 
hitherto observed in this respect should be ad- |! 


arguments which are therein set forth. The pa- 
per will go to the country, whether you enter it 
upon your Journal or not; and sofar as I can see, 


i the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Foore] has not 
| urged anything against it that has any force. 


I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 


i (Mr. Davis] that, according to parliamentary 
| usage, this protest ought not to be recorded on |: 


your Journal. But, sir, there are two rights which, 
when urged respectfully, I think ought never to 
be denied—the right of petition and the right of 
complaint. 


look upon this as a complaint—the complaint of a 
minority, which is couched in the most respectful 
terms. They ask, as a favor, as ] understood the 


| honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. HunTer,] 
The Senator can only be |: 
permitted to. proceed with the indulgence of the ; 


to have this protest put upon the Journal; and Í 
hold that it is only generous and magnanimous to 
grant them that privilege. At the same time, let 
it be understood that it is not establishing a prece- 
dent or a right to be acted upon in future. 
Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I dissent en- 
tirely from 
Mr. TURNEY. 
has been received? 
The PRESIDENT. Ithas not. 
is, Shall the paper be received ? 
Ms. BALDWIN. I dissent entirely, sir, from 
the views expressed by my honorable friend from 
Hlinois, who has just taken his seat. And I con- 
cur in the opinion expressed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis.] I am opposed to 
the reception of this protest, not only for the rea- 
sons assigned by that Senator, but for other rea- 
sons which seem to me to require that it should 
not be received or sanctioned by any action of the 
Senate. The Constitution provides amrly for the 
rights of the minority in both branches of the 
Legislature. It gives them an opportunity of re- 
cording their sentiments by calling the yeas and 
nays during every stage of the bill. But the spirit 


I would inquire if this paper 


The question 


j| of the Constitution requires that when a bill has 


s 


| upon it. 


Now, Lgo for theright of petition in | 
| all cases, without respect to the character of the | 
| petition, except where it is unconstitutional. | 


l 
i 


| said vote? 


once passed through all the forms of legislation 
into a law, nothing shall thereafter be placed on 
the records of the body which enacted it to weaken: 
its force. i Os 

Congress is open to the reception of petitions’ 
from the people, or from members of the legista» 
tive body themselves, if they choose to petition 
for the repeal of that law. But the law itself 
should go forth to the peopleas the expression of 
the will of the entire body. . We recognize no di- 
vision of sentiment in regard to the obligatory 
force of the laws when they have received the: 
sanction of all the branches of the Government, 
which must constitutionally concur in’ their pas- 
sage.” They are then deemed to express the will 
of the American people. And nothing, in my 


{| judgment, should be suffered to be placed upon the 


‘records of any branch ‘of the Government. that 
may tend to impair the moral forcé of those laws, 
as the anthoritative expression of the will of the 
nation. 

Sir, if we establish this precedent on this ocea- 
sion—for it seems that it is now to be established 
for the first time—how can we resist the applica- 
tion of the same.rule whenever it shall be applied 
for hereafter? To what inconveniences will it not 
necessarily lead? I make no objection to the lan- 
guage or to the spirit of the protest which has been’ 
presented, The argumentis in substance the same 
that we bave heard from the lips of the Senators 
who have signed it-in debate. T have no objece 
tion to its going forth to the country in any formal 
shape which the Senators who have concurred in 
it choose to give to it; but I do object to any pro- 
test being placed upon the records of this body 


| which will require, or may be deemed to require, 


an answer from those who concurred in the pas- 
sage of the act against which it is directed, and 
who certainly should have the same privilege of 


| expressing their views in answer upon the record 


that gentlemen have who are opposed to the meas- 
ure against. which they protest. ` 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, F do not rise to 
make a speech, but simply to snggest to the Chair 
that there is a precedent for the protest. A pros 
test was offered in the House of Representatives 
at the organization of the twenty-eighth Congress, 
and some proceedings were had for several days 
I will state the case. It will be recol- 
lected by many who hear me that at the organi- 
zation of the twenty-eighth Congress three States, 
New Hampshire, Georgia, and Missouri. elected 
their Representatives by general ticket. Mr. Bar- 
nard, of New York, and ‘forty-nine other genile- 
men, signed a protest in the House against the 
Representatives of Missouri, Georgia, and New 
Hampshire, of which your humble servant was 
one, taking their seats. The Journal of the House 

g: 
SYM r. Barnard offered, in his place, to read a paper signed 
by himself and forty-nine other members of the House, bht 
ibjection was made; when a motion was subtiitted ihat 
Mr. Barnard have Jeave to read the paper. That question 
was put bv the Clerk to the House, which, on a division, 
decided against granting the leave.” 

Mr. Barnard so framed his protest as toembody 
it in a resolution, and subsequently in that way to 
get it upon the Journal. Subsequently, on motion 
of Mr. Gilmer, of Virginia, the Journal was cor- 
rected so as to make it appear that the protest had 
got upon the Journal surreptitiously. These facts 
will all be found to be true on investigation. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not exam- 
ine the precedents of the House of Representa- 
tives, but of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I merely rise 
to refer to a case in the House of Representatives 
which has been furnished me by my friend from 
Florida. Mr. Garnett, of Virginia, was allowed, in 
the House, to spread on the Journal the reasons of 
a certain vote which he gave. Here is the case: 


« Mr. Smith, of Maryland, moved that the House do. re- 
consider the vote taken on Saturday last ou the question, 
Shall the declaration of Mr. Garnett, then presented, de> 
tailing the reasons for and motives of his vote on Thursday 
last, on concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
House on the stare of the Union in their agreement to the 
first resolution subjoined to the report of the Conmitiee on 
Foreign Affairs on the subject of a reeoguition of the inde- 
pendence of ihe Iate Spanish American provinces? g 

« And*on the question, Will the House reconsider the 
It passed in the affirmative. ` 

« And on the question, Shall the said paper be placed 
on the Journal? It passed in the affirmative: Yeas 89, 
nays a? . 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I shall vote før the 
reception of this paper. I think it respectful to 


the members who signed it, and still more respecte 
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falto the States they represent-on this floor!’ We 
all agrce that we can receive this. protest; it is.no 
question of power; it i8 a question of expediency; 
and Emay almost say, of courtesy. Weall feel 
and know that excitement prevails in a large sec- 
tion of:the country. If it will gratify gentlemen, 
“if it will gratify. that section of the country, why 
not.receive this paper? But it is said this would 
be setting a precedent. Gentlemen are everlasting- 
ly talking about precedent. When just sucha 
case as this shall ever arrive, I will extend the 
same courtesy. I can see no-possible injury that 
will be occasioned’ by receiving this paper. , We 
do not, by any measure we take, stamp. it with 
any mark of our approbation. By receiving this, 
we would simply be allowing those gentlemen to 
spread upon the Journal their reasons for believing 
that the act we have passed is unacceptable to their 
constituents. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I rise to make a 
single remark in addition to what I have already 
said on the subject. I did not intend, by any 
means, to say that I would vote against the recep- 
tion of this protest. In that spirit of courtesy, which 
I trust yet pervades this body, I am willing to re- 
ceive this protest; though, as I have heretofore 
stated, I deeply regret that it should have been 
presented. But, as other gentlemen, whose mo- 
tives I have never questioned, and never shall 
question, have thought it their duty to bring it 
forward, however I may differ with them as to a 
portion of the contents of the document, and how- 
ever much I may be disposed to disapprove of its 
being brought forward, I shall vote for its recep- 
tion as a matter of courtesy and respect. 

Mr. WINTHROP. ` Mr, President, 1 would 
respectfully ask of the Chair, whether the ques- 
tion upon receiving ‘this protest is understood 
to include the proposition to enter it on the Jour- 
nal? In other words, is there to be more than one 
question upon this subject? Will the question be 
first on receiving the paper, and then on entering 
it upon the Journal? 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the reception of the paper, 

Mr. WINTHROP. I think it important that 
the distinction, which I have stated, should be 
taken by the Senate and by the Chair. If the 
question is merely whether this paper shall be re- 
ceived by the Senate, and shall be placed with 
other papers which are respectfully presented, on 
the files of the Senate, without being entered upon 
the Journals, [ should have no objection to such a 
course. : 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair, on reflection, 
would state to the Senator, that the reception of 
the paper would carry it on thẹ Journal. 

Mr. ‘WINTHROP. I presumed such would 
be the decision of the Chair. There is, then, but 
one question to be decided; and that is, shall the 
paper be received, and entered upon the Journals 
of the Senate? 

Sir, I have always been in favor of the largest 
courtesy, and of the most liberal construction of 
rules, in regard to petitions, memorials, and other 


papers which might be presented to Congress. | 


My honorable friend, the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr, Surezps,] compared this question to a ques- 
tion upon receiving a petition. I am inclined to 
think that the Senator from Virginia, who presented 
this paper, would be the last who would desire to 
place iton that gound. I am inclined to think 
that his views with regard to the reception of pe- 
titions are much more circumscribed than my 
own. -While T should go for the largeat liberty of 
presenting petitions, properly so called, from any 
part of the people of the United States, upon any 
Subject upon which they may see fit to address 
us, he would be disposed to limit that reception by 
certain rules, to which [need not allude. It seems 
to me, however, sir, that there is no analogy what- 
ever between the question of reseiving petitions, 
or memorials, or remonstrances from the people, 
and receiving a protest from honorable members 
of this body—who are privileged to speak here, 
and to vole here, in their own persons—with a 
view to entering that protest upon the Journal, 
Sir, the Constitution has already secured to the 
honorable member from Virginia, and those who 
are associated with him in this paper, the privilege 
of entering upon the Journal the only protest worth 
making. That constitutional protest does not 
consist indeed of a lengthened argument of a heated 
appeal on a question submitted tous. But it con- 


sists in‘that- which is more potent than any argu- 
ment or any appeal—the emphatie word < no.” 
That protest remains on the Journal. The Con- 
stitution has. secured them the right of placing it 
there, and thereit stands. Their explanations are 
for themselves and for the States which they rep- 
resent. Ke 

Sir, does my honorable friend from Virginia 
know. that there is but one parliamentary body in 
the world—so far.as. my own knowledge, cer- 
tainly, goes—which acknowledges an inherent 
rigbt in its members to enter thelr protests upon 
the Journals? -That body is the British House of 
Lords. ~Ir is the privilege of every peer, as I un- 
derstand it, to enter upon the Journals his protest 


| against any measure which may have been passed 


contrary to his own individual views or wishes. 
But what has been the practice in our own coun- 


| try? You, yourself, Mr. President, have read to 


us an authority upon this subject. It seems that 
in the earliest ‘days of our history, when there 
may have been ‘something more of a disposition 
than I hope prevails among us now, to copy the 
precedents of the British Government, a rule was 


i Introduced into this body for the purpose of se- 
| curing to the Senators of the several States this 


privilege which belongs to the Peers of the British 
Parliament. That proposition was negatived, F 
know not by what majority, for you did not read 


| the record; I know not by whose votes; but that 


rule was rejected. It was thus declared in the 
early days of our history that this body should 
not be assimilated to the British House of Lords 
in this respect, however it may be in any other; and 
that individual Senators should not be allowed 
this privilege which belongs to British Peers, of 
spreading upon the Journals the reasons which 
may have influenced their votes. 

Tam sure, sir, that my honorable friend from 
Virginia would be the last, and that the State which 
he represents would be the last, in these later days 
of the Republic, to endeavor to bring abouta greater 
analogy between that body and this, and to en- 
deavor to secure for us privileges which have here- 
tofore been confined to an aristocratic peerage. I 
say this in the utmost sincerity, and with the most 
perfect respect to the honorable Senator from Vir- 


į ginia. Indeed, nothing goes more against my own 


heart than to refuse any privilege which may be 
asked by a minority upon this, or upon any other 
question. 

But, sir, I cannot forget that tlre day has been 
when I myself have desired to place my name— 
not, indeed, upon the Journals’of this body, for I 
have come here too recently to have had any de- 


; sires on the subject, but upon the records of another 


body, in opposition to more than one measure 
which has been brought up for my vote. Where 
is the protest against the annexation of Texas? 
If the precedent which it is now proposed to es- 


there be a doubt that northern Senators, if not 
southern Senators—for there were Senators from 
the South, as well as Senators from the North, 
who considered that measure unconstitutional, and 


I 
i 


I have now in my eye an honorable Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Berrren,] who codperated with 
us at that time on constitutional grounds—can 
there be a doubt, I say, that there would have been 
‘both northern and southern Senators, and north- 
ern and southern Representatives, who would have 
desired to avail themselves of an Opportunity to 
place upon the record their protest against the 
annexation of Texas at the time it was accom- 
plished ? ` 


time in our history that an act has been consum- 
mated which renders such a protest justifiable or 


| proper. -l am unwilling to admit that there has been 


no measure passed in the whole history of this 
Government, in opposition to which members of 
either branch were entitled, upon principles of 
| courtesy, if courtesy only is to prevail here, to enter 
their names and their reasons upon the record. 
Why, sir, I remember the bill*for the declara- 
tion of the Mexican war, or, I should rather say, 


|| the recognition of the Mexican war, in which that 


memorable preamble was inserted, ‘ whereas war 
exists by the act of Mexico,” &c. That bill was 
passed with little or no debate; but at the very 
moment of its passage inthe other branch of Con= 
gress, I drew up a protest against that preamble. 


It is still extant, not indeed in-“ very choice 
Italian,” but in such chirography as I was able at 


tablish bad been in existence at that time, can | 


Tam unwilling, sir, to admit that this it the first | 


i 


the moment to command. It was signed by more 
thari myself. It was signed by an honorable friend 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Surri,] now a member of 
this body, and by an “honorable member from 
Ohio, [Mr. Viyron.] But we found that neither 
precedent nor principle, as‘ we thought, would 
| sanction usin any attempt to place that protest 
upon the record, and we, therefore, forbore the at- 
tempt. í 

~Now, sir, for myself, I do not desire to add fuel 
to this flame, which seems almost ‘ready to con- 
; sume the country. I desire to do nothing, and to 
Say nothing, to add to the irritation which exists 
on the other side of this Chamber, and in certain 
quarters of the Union. I am willing even to ac- 
knowledge, and I do acknowledge, that there are 
considerations and circumstances connected with 
the admission of California, which are calculated 
to excite and irritate gentlemen from the southern 
States, I would spare their feelings.. Butat the 
same time I would adhere now and always to 
those wholesome precedents, and I may add to 
those established principles, which have heretofore 
governed us in these legislative bodies. I say, 
those established principles, sir, for I can hardly 
he!p regarding this as a question of principle. The 
Constitution calls upon us, todo what? To keep 
a Journal of our proceedings, in order that the 
people may be able to see what measures have 
passed, and who are responsible for those meas- 
ures. Is this paper any part of our proceedings? 
The Constitution does not secure to a member the 
privilege of entering bis reasons on the record, nor 
does it, in express terms, prohibit him from doing 
so. But is there not something of an implication 
to be derived from this express injunction cf the 
Constitution, that we should keep a Journal of our 
proceedings? For, of what use will it be to keep | 
such aJournal, if the record of our proceedings is 


i to be cumbered and complicated, and smothered 


up by such a succession of protests as will inevit- 
ably succeed each other upon'this and upon other 
questions, ifa precedent shall now be established ? 
Where will the practice stop? Sir, if the question 
were merely to receive this paper, and treat it re- 
spectfully, as we treat petitions and memorials, it 
would gratify me to unite in assenting to sucha 
course. But with the greatest possible respect for 
the Senators who have signed it, I cannot vote for _ 
its reception, if the question of reception involves 
also the question of entering it upon the Journal. 
Mr. BUTLER. LI take it that the instance re- . 
ferred to by the Chair was one in which there was 
an effort made to secure a perfect privilege to a 
Senator, or a number of Senators, to place a pros 
test upon the record. That wag the import, as I 
understood it, of the case referred to by the Chair. 
Well, sir, I do not know that I would have voted 
for that at all; but even from that I do not appre- 
hend the same ‘danger which seems to be appre- 
hended by other gentlemen. I do not know that 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States are essentially different, so far as it 
regards their organization, from the State Legisla= 
tures. It has never been thought an unsafe pre- 
cedent in a State Legislature for a certain number 
of gentlemen, by permission for the time-being of 
the House, to spread a protest upon the Journal. 
lL know it is not very common in my own State; 
but there are instances—rare instances to be sure— 
upon very grave occasions, when members choose 
to give an emphatic form to the convictions of 
their minds, and as one of the most solemn modes 


, of showing the opinions which they entertain of a 


certain measure, with a view to let them have 
what effect they may upon the public and upon: 
posterity. I understand that in nearly all the 
States this is common; Į will not say common, but 
that there are precedents for it in the Legislatures 
of all the States of the Union. The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winturor] alluded to the 
British House of Lords, as though we were now 
attempting to assimilate ourselves to the House of 
Lords, in claiming the poor privilege of asking the 
majority to let our_reasons go out to the country 
on our records. The gentleman need not have 
alluded to the House of Lords with such empha- 
sis, to show that we intend to claim in this motion 
any of the lordly privileges attaching to that body, 
Sir, that is not meeting the question as it comes 
up. We have not asked for the privilege. We 
would not now vote for the privilege, but I can 
see no more harm, under g representative Govern- . 
ment, of members who entertain opinions putting 


x 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


ther. upon the`record, than under any other form 
of Government whatever. Sir, whether you put 
-it on the record of not, the protest will go out to 
the public. « It will go into the public newspapers, 
and have its effect just as much as if it went upon 
the récord. We are but asking that we may place 
it there, that posterity may read it, to show the 
solemn conviction on our minds with regard to the 


character and consequences of the measure which 


has passed this body. . 

Mr. President, this is but a poor courtesy. We 
have asked a slight boon, and, my word- upon it, 
our northern brethren, and some others, do- not 
understand the state of the public mind upon this 
subject. We have placed our opinions in this 
form that we may speak to the public, and, as far 
as we can, preserve the institutions of the coun- 
try. What effect our voice will have, God only 
knows. I suppose none upon this body. Itisa 
courtesy, not a lordly privilege, that we ask. It 
is‘not as Peers, or in order to assimilate ourselves 
to the House of Lords of Great Britain, that we 
ask itas a privilege. Nothing of this kind; but 

` we ask, what is allowed.in all the -State Legisla- 
tures of the Union, that we may have for the time 
being the right to spread our protest upon your 
Journal. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have heard but 
few objections offered to this motion; one is, that 
great’ inconvenience might be entailed by estab- 
lishing such a precedent. Now those who offered 
that argument must have a much lower opinion of 
Senators than that which I entertain. I do not 
suppose that any Senator would ever offer a. pro- 
test to. this body unless the gravity of the occasion 
would justify it, and if there should be any one 
so lost to discretion and a sense of propriety as to 
do it, he would only cover himself with ridicule. 
itis the magnitude of the occasion which justifies 
the offering of a protest. In my opinion, this is 
the greatest that has occurred in the history of 
our country, so far as regards the consequences 
likely to ensue. The next argument offered 
against this protest is, that it might inflame the 
public mind, and those gentlemen who offer this 
argument, by way of keeping peace and quiet, get 
up aod make speeches against it. It is not only 
the protest which is offered to the Senate, but the 
speeches which they have delivered, which will 
go to the public, and I would tell those gentlemen 
that when they make an argument against allow- 
ing southern Representatives the right to place 
upon the Journals of the;Senate an act which they 
have performed under the instructions of their 
Legislatures, and the known will of their constit- 
uents, they are taking a step much more likely to 
inflame the mind of the South than the publication 
of that protest in every Journal the Senator can 
name. 

Sir, if that protest had been received quietly, 
courteously received, instead of exciting, it would 
rather have served to allay excitement. It would 
have been, at least, to show that decent respect for 
the opinions of others which I do not think has 
been manifested in the progress of this question. 
Therefore, whatever opposition they have made, 
and in any debate they have introduced on this 
question, they have served to increase the excite- 
ment which they attempt, or at least say they 
wish to allay. 

The PRESIDENT. . The Chair will take oc- 
casion to state that, according to the manner in 
which the Journal is kept, the reception of the 
paper would not probably spread it on the Journal. 
The ordinary mode is simply to state that such a 
paper was received, without giving the paper at 
length. ‘The objects of the protestants is to have 
it on thé Journal, and in order to insure that ob- 
ject, the Chair will, if it be the pleasure of the 
Senate, put the question whether it shall go on the 
Journal. The Chair only wishes to accommodate 
the Senate. 

Several Sewarons: Agreed! agreed! 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to inquire of the 

» Chair whether, under the rule which 1 now under- 
stand the Chair to intimate, if, after that paper is 
received, a motion should be made to dispose of 
it, upon that ‘motion would it not, in making up 
the Journal, go upon it? | desire to know, before 
voting upon the motion to receive, and without in- 
dicating how I woulld vote as to spreading it upon 
the Journal, whether, if that paper is received, and 
a motion is made to lay it upon the table, or that 
it be placed upon the files and indefinitely post- 

+ 


poned, there is not some motion that may be made 
upon which the yeas and nays may be ordered, 
and. thus, in making up the. Journal, that docu- 
mon be spread upon it from the necessity of the 
casé? : ; i 

The PRESIDENT. There are questions cer- 
tainly which would carry it upon the Journal, but 
the simple motion to lay upon the table would not 
carry it upon the Journal. It would be simply 
designated. 

< Mr. HAMLIN, Then I understand that if we. 

receive this paper, there are a variety of motions 
which may be made by which it would go on the 
Journal. Those, therefore, who are opposed to 
spreading it upon the Journal, are driven to the 
necessity of voting against its reception. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Will the Senator suggest one 
motion which he supposes will insure the spread- 
ing of that protest upon the Journal? f 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not desire to submit any 
motion. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I ask for information, that 
the Senator will suggest any motion which would 
necessarily place that protest upon the Journal. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 will answer tae Senator. | 
apprehend that a motion can easily be made by 
one of his friends to place that protest on the Jour- 
nal, which would necessarily carry it there, even 
if the Senate should decide not to put it there. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Weare daily in the habit of 
receiving papers, and having them presented here, 
and there is a conjoint motion that they be re- 
ceived and laid upon the table. I apprehend that 
in no case of that sort does the paper go upon the 
Journal. Suppose the yeas and nays were called 
for, the result would, ‘I apprehend, be the sage. 
The paper is not spread upon the Journal, but it is 
described in such_a way that it may be clearly 
identified. Now I desire upon this subject to say 
that this is clearly a question which addresses 
itself to the discretion, and courtesy, and liber- 
ality of the Senate. The Senator from Virginia, 
{Mr. Hunrer,] who made this application, began 


i by disavowing any claim, as a matter of right, to 


the reception and entering of this protest upon the 
Journal. It is an appeal to the liberality of the 
Senate, and I think the analogy which the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Winrurop] has drawn 
between this case and that of the British House of 
Lords, with a view to attach to this application the 
prejudice that the Senators who are asking to have 
their reasons spread upon the Journal are endeav- 
oring to claim to themselves the lordly and aristo- 
cratic privileges of that body. 

Mr. WINTHROP. | disavow it altogether. 
The Senator is imputing to me what I did not say 
or mean, 

Mr. BERRIEN. Iam glad to receive the dis- 
avowal, but the reference to the aristocratic privi- 
leges which are asserted in the persons of British 
noblemen, who claim the right of pitting their in- 
dividual protests on the Journal, has no analogy to 
this case, and it left in my mind no other inference 
than that it was intended to attach to this the 
prejudice which would result from seeking to ob- 
tain the privileges of British noblemen upon this 
subject. l desire to say that the aspect in which 
Į consider this question is, not that itis a claim 
on the partof individual Senators in their own 
right, or for their own sakes, but that itis a claim 
for and in behalf of the States which they repre- 
sent, and as the representatives of those States. l 


agree perfectly with the observation made by the, 


Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] that in the 
absence of ail precedents this is a case in which 
there is a degree of excitement in the public mind 
which itis of the utmost importance to endeavor 
to allay by every conciliatory means that can be 
adopted consistently with our duty. it is merely 
a question appealing to the discretion of the 
Senate. And I cannot apprehend the danger from 
the precedent which gentlemen suppose will at- 
tach toit. Why, sir, to adopt the language of the 
Senator from Michigan, when a case of like mag- 
nitude shall occur again, under circumstances like 
those which attended the present application, Í 
shall be perfectly prepared myself to exercise the 
diseretion which the Senate will be calied upon to 
exercise in every such future application. in de- 


termining whether the paper shall or shall not go- 


upon the Journal, unquestionably the Senate wiil 

have to exercise its discretion with caution. It 

will have to examine carefully every paper which 

is offered to be spread upon the. Journal. It will 
4 x 


vans 


take.care that no.paper disrespectful to this-bodys, 


it be unexceptionable, then, I ask, upon what 
ground can an application made, not in the asser- 
tion of an established right, but asan appeal’ to 
the courtesy of the Senate—made, too, in a spirit 
which is calculated to allay rather than increase 
excitement—upon what ground is that application 
to be refused ? - 

Now, having said thus much in relation to the 
application of the Senator from Virginia, on be- 
half of myself and associate, for which E shall, 
cheerfully give my vote, it seems proper to say 
why, as a southern Senator, my name does not. 
appear to that paper. | have to state simply that: 
the Legislature of Georgia, having prescribed to 
its functionaries the action which is to be taken in 
view of the passage of this bill, and having ful- 


| filled my duty to that State in the progress of the 


bill, I do not feel that Í am authorized, by any,act 
of mine to interfere between that Legislature and 
the action which it has prescribed through its con-. 
stitutional authorities. : i 

Mr. TURNEY. I hope the question will be so 
par as to enable every Senator to vote agreeably to 

is sentiments and views. l hope the question 
will not be put merely upon the reception of the 
paper, whereby Senators may be deceived and en- 
trapped into having it put on the Journal by some 
parliamentary motion, when they do not intend - 
that it should be done. 1 hope also that the Sen. 
ate wiil not receive. the paper and deprive the 
owners of it, unless they intend to place it on the 
Journal. l hope that when the vote is taken it 
will be a decisive vote, and that it will be taken to- 

ether on the reception ‘and spreading on the 
Taal, and then no one can be mistaken. Every 
Senator will then understand what it will accom- 
plish, and what he is voting for. 1 will move that. 

The PRESIDENT. The question, under thè 
parliamentary ruie, comes up upon the reception. 
of every paper which is objected to; but, if it is 
the pleasure of the Senate, the Chair will. put the 
question on receiving and spreading on the Jour- 
nal. : : 

Mr. TURNEY* I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. BADGER. Oh, no; do notask the yeas 
and nays. i 

Mr. LURNEY. Very well, sir, I will not. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 desire to say a very few 
words upon this subject. I wish to correct the 
mistake into which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Wintarop, has fallen, in supposing 
that the English House of Lords is the only par- 
liamentary body in the world, in which the privi- 
lege of entering protests is a mater of right, 
The.Constitution of North Carolina expressly se- 
cures that right to every member of both branches 
of her Legislature. And, although in my own 
State that privilege exists aud hus existed since 
the year 1776, when the Constitution was framed, 
there has not been any reason to complain of any 
abuse of the rights so conferred; and 1 think it 
probable that not more than hal? a dozen cuses— 
certainly not more than a dozen, have occurred 
within that period. At the same ume I must say 
that t have felt it to be a question of very serious 
importance whether, on this occasion, the Senate 
of the United States shall authorize the recepuoa 
and putting upon their Journal of a paper of tis 
character, not on account of any objection to the 
contents of that paper—not withuul a vety serious 
conviction that the occasion is One which, 1f any-oce 


| casion would justify such a departure from the usage 


of the body, wouid seem to warrant it—but upon 
the ground that, after so great a length of time, in 
which so many questions of high importance have 
arisen and been decided in this body, and decided 
against a minority, believing that their most im- 
portant rights had been more or-iess invaded, and 
deeming tnat constitutional privileges and constiv 
tutional injunctions had been denied or disregard- 
ed, that, notwithstanding so many questions of 
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this kind had occurred; and.though-the Senate has 
yiever, ina single instance, authorized. the intro- | 
duction upon-its Journalrof the protests: of. dis- 
v senting members of the body, it does seem to me, 
Isay, that; under such circumstances, we should 
be setting a precedent not free from inconvenience, 
if not danger. . Te AE, i 
Although this privilege is existing in the State | 
Legislatures, and is never the subject of abuses, 89 | 
faras l-know, (certainly it- never has been in my ; 
own’ State,) yet it is manifest that the nature of 
this body, and the. character df the questions | 
which arise and are discussed here, and the im- 
mense, high, overpowering consequences that are 
frequently attached to those questions, render it 
far more liable that the introduction of such a pre- | 
cedent would be followed by repeated applications 
‘of asimilar kind, in which, notwithstanding the 
views entertained upon this subject by the Sena- 
tor-from Georgia, (Mr. Berrten,] Lthink it would 
not bea very easy matter for the Senate to dis- 
yeriminate properly in the exercise of its discretion. 
Jt has, therefore, seemed to me that the Senate 
ought to pause before such a privilege is conceded. 
The. Constitution has provided for an opportunity 
to every man, upon the call of a very small por- 
tion of this body, and almost always to be ob- 
tained, of recording upon the Journal the vote 
which he gives upon every measure. There seems, 
therefore, to be no necessity for such a privilege 
being conferred, and I suppose the Constitution i 
did not confer it because the other provisions con- 
tained in that instrument were supposed to an- 
gwer every necessary purpose of giving publicity | 
and perpetuation to the vote of the members upon | 
. every question. f 
T'nerefore, Mr. President, if T had been called 
upon to vote on this. question, immediately upon | 
its being presented to the Senate this morning, | 
should undoubtedly have voted against allowing 
the introduction of this paper to go upon our Jour- 
nal. But there are gentlemen upon every side of 
the Chamber much more conversant with the his- 
tory and conduct of this body than Lam, and much 
more able to judge as to the probable consequences 
of this deviation from our practice heretofore. 
Entertaining the opinion that such a document as 
this, instead of having an ill may have a good 
effect, in the present. condition of the country; be- 


lieving, strongly believing that there will be no || 


necessary or probable inconvenience of magnitude 
arising from the concession now asked for on the 
part of the gentlemen who present this paper, { am | 
not prepared to array myself against such a body | 
of intelligent: judges; and, therefore, though con- 
trary to my own individual opinion, as to what 
would be strictly the proper disposition of this 
question, | shall interpose no objection to it, but 
consent to the reception of this paper, and the in- 
sertinn of ition the Journal. 

Mr. BENTON. I did not hear the paper read. 
Ido not know a word of-its contents. T do not 
know who has signed it, and Lam glad I do not. 
I do not care whether there are five, or ten, or 
“twenty names appended to it.. One Senator told 
me this morning that he had signed it, but I do 
not even know the names of the others. Iam ut- 
terly opposed to this thing. Itis certainly an in- | 
novation upon the proceedings of this body. It | 
will certainly be the first time, ift is done, that it 
has been done. I will not undertake to say that it 
is the first time that it has ever been proposed, but 
what L will say is, that 1 do not recollect of its ever 
having been proposed before. Our Government | 
has now heen working sixty years ;' but there is no 
example in all that time of a protest having been | 
placed upon the record of this body. Our Govern- | 
ment was framed upon that of Great Britain. 
We have copied from it what we deemed good 
and suitable to our purpose, and left out that 
which we'did not deem suitable to our form of 
government. In Great Britain the Lords have a 
right to protest. ` Every one may protest for him- 
self, and there are cases of a single Lord entering 
his protest upon the Journal. Our Government | 
has now been in operation sixty years, and the 
American Senate has never imitated that example. 
They have not begun that work of protesting by | 
entering on the Journal their protests against the | 
acts of the hody. i 
States certainly provides for the rights of the mi- 
nority. for it gives an ample constitutional right 
to a minority as small as one fifth of the whole num- 
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| the Journal—their vote nay, that is the real: pros 


| Government was created, and no instance of this 


| the constitutional right of saying “aye” and “no,” | 


| is no limit to it. You must go down toa single | 


|! shall be. 


test—and that is an absolute right, secured not 
to a bare minority, but to. a minority as small as 
one fifth part of those wh6 are present. It is se- 
cured to them, then, by constitutional enactment. ! 
it is secured to them by the privilege-of debate. 
Our Constitution gives the freest privilege of de- | 
bate to its members. No one is to -be called in 
question outside of this body for what he-says 
within it. They have also, besides this, a right to | 
enter their name. on the Journal, where it is to 
stand; the absolate right to-give all the reasons | 
they choose to give against any measure. They 
are not only allowed to speak their reasons, but 
they have the absolute right to publish their rea- 
sons; and that absolute right to publish their rea- | 
sons has been further promoted and secured. to 

them by a provision. in this body for regular re- 
porters, and by giving them not only commodious 
places in different parts of our Chamber, but upon 
the floor itself, between the members and the pre- 
siding officer; and the debates which are thus taken 
down, and the reasons thus given, we have made 
provision to have published in the most authentic 
form. We have provided for their publication in 
two daily papers, giving the right to the member 
to revise what has been said, in order that it may 
go correctly before the country. And, besides 
that, we havea provision for perpetuating these j 
revised debates, in the shape of a register, which 
stands for the history of our proceedings, and for 
the preservation of all that is said here. This is 
the provision which has been made, partly by the 
Constitution and partly by the act of the body it- 
self, for preserving all that is said for and against 
thegmeasures under debate; and, in my opinion, it 
is precisely enough—it is precisely enough. And 


the fact that sixty years have elapsed since this lj 
p i 
i 


kind has occurred heretofore, is a proof that by : 
our fathers and those who framed the Constitu- 
tion, no such thing was ever contemplated; and 
we have at least waited until they are dead and 
gone before we attempted to do it. 

Now, sir, it is not necessary to argue on thein- | 
convenience which may result from the introduc- 
tion of this practice. What is necessary to show 
the opinions of the members is provided for by 


and the care we have taken to have the debates 
published. Nothing more is needed, and no gen- 
teman need fear that his opinion on any measure 
will not gu correctly before the country. But, sir, 
where is to be the limit to this inconvenience if 
you begin it. Is there to be no limit to the num- 
ber of those who may protest? ‘The Constitution 
has limited those who may protest, and who have 
the absolute right of protesting in the shape of 
t nay,” to one fifth of the members present. If 
you begin with this business, to what number will 
you limit the right of protesting? Will you limit 
it to one fifth, or one tenth, or one sixtieth? There 


member. You must give full liberty, as they do | 
in the British House of Lords. A single Lord | 
may enter his protest. A single Senator may enter 

his protest. A single one must have the right, | 
and if one may do so, so may everybody, and you 
may have just as many protests entered on your | 
Journal as there are members dissenting from the 
measure. Nor do [ see that yon can limitit to 
those merely who have dissented. Others must 
have the privilege of stating the grounds on which 
they have dissented to the reasons and arguments 
on which a thing may have been done in which || 
they themselves may have concurred. You ean | 
have no limit to the number. One may do it, and | 
every one may do it for himself. Then, sir, as to 

the length and magnitude of the document to be i 
put on the record. The member is himself the | 
judge of what he will put on and of what length it | 
He presents his own side of the ques- | 
tion. That is all. And in presenting his own | 
side of the question he of course puts at a disad- 
vantage on the record those who stand upon the 
other side. Grant him all fairness, grant him a | 
disposition to do right and to state what is right, 
he has still the advantage of placing upon the 
record his own opinions, and those of the other 
side are not placed on it. But, Mr. President, 
what if questions shall arise upon the papers to 
be admitted—if those papers should be disputed— 


ber present of having their real protest entered upon 


if one of the members on the opposite side gets 
up and disagrees to what is asserted, what scenes 
é poe 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


are thën to take place on this foor? -Can you 
alter the protest? Hit is the privilege of the mem- 
ber to enter his‘protest, it must be his protest and 
not the protest of other persons, which it would 
be if other persons might alter it. : ; 
i. Mr. President; [look upon this as an innovation 
| of the most serious, kind, the consequences to rea 
sult from which no man can at thistime foresee. 
Looking upon it in this most serious. point of 
view, if the yeas and nays have notbeen called for 


i! by others, E shall call for them, inorder to enter 


my protest in the shape of “ nay” against an ip- 
novation like this, so novel, and which, I appre- 
i hend, will be found so fruitful in inconvenience 
and evil in the future. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOWNS. I think, Mr. President, that 
there are very serious questions connected with this 
proposition, and F dislike to see an indication to 
dispose of it in this hurried manner during the 
morning hour. I confess, when this subjeét was 
first proposed, that Í was very decidedly of the 


from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapaer,] that there 
were very serious objections to it, and I have felt 
great reluctance in yielding, in defirence to older 


the course to be pursued in regard to it. This is 
the first time that such a thing as this has heen 
proposed to be done in the Senate; and I ask, is 
this a time or an occasion when we should depart 
from the ordinary usage? Is the country so per-e 
fectly quiet, and safe, and out of danger, and be- 
yond all difficulty, that we may readily depart 
from the usages of sixty years at this particular’ 


i! time, and with reference to this particular subject ? 


Say, if you please, it is but granting a courtesy; 
yet we should remember that in granting a cour- 


|| tesy to day, we are establishing a rile of the Sen- 


ate for to-morrow; and in establishing this prece~ 
dent we may be establishing a new parliamentary 
law for the guidance of the Senate. I feel pecu- 
liarly situated in regard to this subject. Lam on 
such terms and under such relations with those 
who present this protest, that I am disposed to 
yield in courtesy.to them anything which it would 
be becoming in me to yield. It so happens that 
in regard to this- bill, and on every important 
qnestion, so far a’ my health has permitted me to 


fact that aimost all the reasons stated in that pro- 
test I have adopted myself in the course of the 
discussions which have occurred here. Yet, nots 


upon the Journal this paper, E shall do it with greats 
er reluctance and with greater doubts than Ihave 
ever felt in regard to any vote which | have ever 
given in the Senate. 

It has been justly said by several Senators that 
the yeas and nays given on a measure are a suffi- 
cient protest, as it puts the position and the action 
of every man on the Journals, where this protest 
seeks to go; and as for the reasons which influence 
that action, they are sufficiently spread before the 
public in our published debates and by the press 
generally. Where, then, can there be a reason for 
this additional step to secure the record of these 
reasons? Hither this protest does mean, and is 
intended to mean, something more than is ex- 
-pressed by the, vote of yeas and nays on your 
Journals, or it does not. In either case ought it to 
go there? The Constitution has not said that it 
should go there, and why should we place it there? 


voting on this subject, that the Senate of the 
United States is not an ordinary legislative body, 


i! and that there is no other of the kind in the world. 


it is the representation of sovereign States, and not 
of the people of the States, which compose this 
body. Therefore, I think Senators should pause 


i and reflect well before. they spread on the Journals 


the protest of the whole representation in this 
body of, I believe, three States, and of half the 
representntion of several others, on the important 
questions which have so long agitated the country, 
and are likely to agitate it to such an extant here- 
after. I do not impute any wrong motive, for I do 
not believe that any exists, to those who desire 
this. Lassume to speak only“of its effact. If the 
effect of voting this protest on the Journals of the 
Senate of the United States is supposed to be to 
| place the States represented by the Senators who 
have attached to it their names on a different foot- 


i 


opinion which has been suggested by the Senator” 


and more experienced members of this body, asto. 


I think it is proper for the Senate to consider, iñ 


be here, I have voted with them, and it is alsoa . 


withstanding all this, in voting to receive and entet- 


z 


ing, ànd in a different position in regard to these 
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questions, than would the record of the Senators’ 

votes of yea and nay, I think the protest ought 

not.to.go there. It is changing the phase of the | 
question, and may be a dangerous, or at least an | 
unfortunate step, in the exciting agitation which |; 
is now shaking this Government to its very foun- 
dation, If this protest means anything, itis that | 
these protestants wish. to express opposition to 
this bill in a more solemn form than would their | 
votes; and that their opposition is. of a different 

nature and degree than that of merely voting 

against it. If rt means that, the Senate ought not 

to sanction its being spread upon the record. I 

am very sorry, therefore, that it has. been pro- 

posed. : 

Bat there are other difficulties in the way. It 
was well suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that if one side of a question should be | 
allowed to present their reasons, the other side 
would have just as much right to present theirs. 
Not only this, but every different section of either 
and.of both sides may present theirs also. If this 
protest is to go out in justification of the course of 
those who have signed it, Land some others who 
have voted with me may also be disposed to pre- 
sent a protest. We have voted with them, but all 
the reasons which they assign for their course 
have nat been the reasons which have influenced |! 
me. For instance—of course, | speak with but 
an indistinct knowledge of the.contents of the pa- | 
per, having only heatd it read—l understand tha j| 
one of the grounds of this protest is that the bill ij 

\ 
i 
| 


is unconstitutional. If that be one of the reasons 
of the protestants for opposing the admission of 
California, it is not my reason for voting against 
the measure. J, sir, and I believe several others 
who have signed this protest, have expressed a 
willingness to vote for that bill if certain modifica- 
tions of it could be secured, and therefore, witha 
great many, this constitutional question could not 
have prevailed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ifthe gentleman had read the | 
paper, he would have found that it’did not take that 
ground. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ihave said that my knowledge 
of it was indistinct, and obtained only from hear- 
ing it read; but, being called upon to vote upon it, 
I must deal with itas T understand it. Further |! 
than this, it places myself and others in rather a į; 
peculiar position, This is so novel a proposition 
that one cannot readily say how far those who vote 
for it may or may not be considered as concurring |! 
in the reasons set forth, and as approving of and | 
giving tieir-approbation to them in every respect. | 
Now, there are reasons, if I understand tt, in this | 
protest which apply with equal force against a | 
measure which I have advocated throughout the 
session, and which 1 am very sorry did not pass. 
I mean the compromise bill—a biil which con- 
tained a proposition admitting California, with 
other measures, amounting to a compromise of 
this matier. This would place me in somewhat of 
an unpleasant predicament, and my friends must 
see that they ask me to go a great way when they | 
ask me to place on record reasons which go to | 
condemn my course and approbate their course on | 
a particular subject. i . i 

These are the reasons which have impressed 
me with the belief that this question is one in- 
volved in great difficulty, and: must express my | 
regret that the distinguished Senators from Mich- 
igan and Géorgia—the very leaders of the Senate | 
—have expressed their willingness to acquiesce in 
the proposition. On them, therefore, must rest 
the responsibility of the vote which 1 shall give 
with great reluctance and difficulty, and under the 
greatest doubt and embarrassment. | 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, if I understood 
this paper correctly, L shall be constrained, rather 
reluctantly, to vote against the motion to recelve | 
and place upon the Journal. Many of the gen- | 
tlemen whose names are signed to that paper, are | 
those with whom I should have liked to act on | 
every occasion, when 1 conscientiously could do 
so. Ido not base the objection which I have to 
the reception of the paper and its being spread on 
the records of the Senate, upon the grounds || 
which have been hereiofure stated, and if there | 
was truly the objection of convenience which has 
been urged, | should overstep it in order to gratify 
the wishes of my friends, whose names are signed 
to that paper. One of the arguments, however, 
urged by the Senator from Georgia,’ why the 
paper should be received, is a strong argument to 
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my mind why the Senate ought not to, receive it || 


and put it onthe Journal. tis, that these protest- 
ants, inasmuch as Senators here“represent States, 
sovereign States, as they are called, have a right 
to protest, not as individual Senators, but as the 
representatives of ‘those States. 
Senators who have signed that paper, there are 
but three States whose full representation here has 
signed it. If itis to be considered, then, as a 
protest on the part of the States, it is a protest. on 
the partof three States, and upon the part of one- 
half of each of the others who have signed it. 
The objection which I have, and which will 
constrain me most reluctantly to vote against its 
being placed on the Journal, is this: If I under- 
stood the language of the protest itself correctly, 
one of its expressions is, in substance, that this 1s 
one of a system of measures designed, if not cal- 
culated—not that it will have that effect—but that 
itis oneof a system of measures designed to de- 
stroy the constitutional rights of the South. Now, 
taken in connection with the subject—matter which 
has been under discussion here, this system of 
measures, as I take it for granted, is the one in fa- 
vor of which | have been with others codperating. 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator, if he had looked 


| over the paper, would see that it did not apply to 


that system of measures in any respect. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not atall. 

Mr. PRATT. Tonly heard it read, and read it 
but hastily myself yesterday. I stated to.one of 


my friends, who signed it, that this was my ob- | 
jection, before I got up, and as he did not explain | 


|| away the objection which I urged to him, | sup- 
i 


posed, therefore, that it was well founded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe my friend did speak 
to me on the subject, and | rather rebutted his in- 
ference, instead of going into an explanation. 

Mr, PRATT. I understand it to assign as one 
of the reasons for protesting that the admission of 
California was unconstitutional. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. PRATT. 


understand what it is.’ Every one differs as to the | 


contents of the paper. My objection does not 
grow out of any inconvenience which may arise 


to the Senate or to the country, from pursuing | 


such a course, but I am free to admit it grows out 


|| of what I. supposed to be the contents of the paper 
1 would, therefore, if in order, move that | 


itself, 
the pending question to receive and enter on the 


Journal lie over until to-morrow, in order that we | 


may all vote understandingly. 
The motion was agreed to, and the further con- 
sideration of the subject was postponed until to- 


| morrow. 


BILL ON LEAVE. 
Mr. WINTHROP, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Charles A. Kellett; which was read a first 


j and second time, and referred to the Committee 


on Pensions, 
_On motion by Mr. RUSK, 


O:dered, That John W. Mount, late a sergeant in the 
District volunteers, have leave to withdraw his petition and 
papers, asking an increase of pension for the loss of his 
right eye iu the late war with Mexico, 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following: bills, which were ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, were severaily read 
a third time and passed: . y 

The bill authorizing the payment of invalid pen- 
sions in čertain cases, and the bill granting to the 
State of Alabama the right of way,and a donation 
of public lands for the parpose of locating and 
constructing a railroad from the point at which 
the Nashville and Chattanooga railroad crosses 
the Tennessee river to the town of Chattanooga. 


GOVERNMENT FOR NEW MEXICO. 


the special order, being the bill providing for the 
establishment of a Territorial Government for the 
Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The bill, as originally pro- 
posed, was for the establishment of territorial 
governments for Utah and New Mexico, and also 
to settle the Texan boundary. The bill for the 


establishment of a governmentin Utah has already |! 
passed the Senate, and I move to strike out of this | 


bill all relating to that subject. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I now move to strike out the 


Now, of the! 


It-will be better, if so, to let the |! 
subject lie over until to-morrow, so that we may | 


thirty-third section, relating- to.the Texan bound- 
ii ary, that also having been-ajready disposed of. i; 
i} “The motion was agreed to..* cere ee 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now move to amend the, 
17th section of the bill, which is the first. section 
of the now New Mexico. bill, by striking out alt- 
after the words * United States,” in the 224 line; 
| down to the word ¢act,’’. in the 6th line, those 
words relating to. the boundaries of the Territory, 
and to insert what I. will now- send to the chair, 
which makes the bill conform to the Utah bill as 
to the boundaries. te iat at x 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

“ Bounded as follows: beginning ata:poiutin the Color- 
ado river, where the boundary lise of the Republie of Mex- 
ico crosses the came 5 thence eastwardly with said boundary 
i line to the Rio Grande; theuce followiug the main channel 
į of said river to the paralel of the thirty-second degree. of 
|| north ktitude; thence eastward with said degree tu its in: 
| lersection with the 103d degree of longitude west from Greens 
| wich; thence north with said degree of longitude to the 
| parallel of the 38th degree of north latitude; thence west 
with said parallel to the suinnut of the Sierra Madre 3 thenee 
|; south with the crest of said mountains to the 37th parallel 
{ Of norti latitude; thence west with the said parallel to its 
| intersection with the boundary line of the St-te of Califor 
nia; thence with the said boundary line to the place of ba- 

i ginuing.?? 
i Mr. UNDERWOOD. I see that the amend- 
| ment only proposes to run as far north as the 38.h 
i degree of north latitude. Is that the case ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It was the old boundary of - 
i| New Mexico we 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD: It will leave out the tere 
ritory between 36° 30’ and the Arkansas: river,: 
which is not embraced by the Texan bill) What 
reason is there, I ask, for leaving it out, and also 
i the country about the sources of the Arkansas 
|i river, up to the 42d parallel? Is there any reason 
forit? | do not see any particular objection to it, 
but F desire to know the reason for ity 

Mr. DOUGLAS, | will state the reasons which. 
induced me to throw that away. ‘The old bound- 
il ary line between the United States and Spain was 
i! run up the Arkansas to its source, and thence due 
|i north to the 421 parallel. The boundary claimed . 
|i by Texas, was the Rio Grande to its source, and 
t 
| 


li thence due north to the intersection of the old 
Spanish boundary. Ifthe source of the Rio 
| Grande was further east than the source of the 
|| Arkansas, then there was no such strip of land as 
il has been indicated. If, on the contrary, it was 
| further west, then there was sucha strip. “IF es- 
j| tablishing a territorial government for. Utah, we 
|| have made the summit of the Rocky Mountains: 
|| the eastern boundary of that territory. That sum- 
mit beiug the boundary, all west of it will fall to 
Utah, and ali east will fall to the Indian territorys 
We have taken the summit of these mountains, 
instead of an unknown line, and in forming thë 
Territory of New Mexico, we run the boundary, 
i, as established by the bill which passed the Senate 
| for adjusting the Texas boundary, to the 130:h 
i| degree of longitude, and thence north to the 3th 
i| parallel, whicn*goes as far north as New Mexico 
| ever claimed, and thence across to -the eastern 
|| boundary of Utah. It leaves the Territory in a 
| convenient compact shape. The bill is to go tito 
i| operation only when the Texan boundary bill 
| shall have done so, when the territory will all be« 
long to us, and we shall be at liberty to put ivin 
any shape we may think best. | ft is for that rea- 
son we have taken the degree of latitude, instead 
of an unknown line as the boundary. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now offer the following 
amendment, as an additional section to the bill: 

& Be it further enacted, That the provisions of this act be 

| and they are hereby suspended, until the disputed boundary 
| beuveeu the United States and the State of Texas shal) be 
j adjusted oy the mutual as ent of the parties; and when 
such adjustment shall bave been effected, the President of 
the Untied States shall issue bis proclamation declaring this 
actto be in full foree and operation, aud shall proceed to 
appoint the officers herein provided to be appuiuted in aud 
i| for said Territory.” 
Mr. MASON. I do not mean to be hypererit- 
i ical at all, but I suggest to the Senator from Iilinots 
that the amendment will be just as perfect if he 
strikes out the word “ disputed. ”? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I see no objection to striking 
| it out. cy 

The amendment was modified accordingly. by 
striking ont the word indicated. 

{| Mr. UDERWOOD. Ido not like that part of 

the amendment which provides that the act shall 
not go into effect until the disputed boundry, as it 
originally stood, or until the boundary, as now 
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modified; shall: be settled by: the mutual agreement 
of the:parties... Suppage:they never-agrée?.. .- 

Mr. DOUGLAS.. It.will-require a new. act, of 
course; UE : =, : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It would require a new 
tict, but then we should be met, on the passage of 
that new act, by something like a pledge, so far 
as: Congress could give it by the old act, that we 
were to ‘abstain from legislation on the subject 
until this agreement took ‘place. . | do not like to 

` dncumber: ourselves bya stipulation of that kind. 

E do not intend, by any theans, to repeat the 
arguments which have-heretofore been had. . Iin- 
tend now. to vote without speaking, from this time 
tothe end.of the session pretty much, and I hope 
that all of us. may limit our remarks to a few min- 
utes, and” dispatch the public business, and go 
home:as speedily aswe can. I believe we havea 
right to:govern this country, and that we should 
- do ‘it at‘once, and, therefore, I shall vote against 
the amendment, E 

~i Mee FOOTE: [wish to-say.a word in reply to 
the temark made by the Senator from Kentucky. 
Thardly think he can accomplish all his objects, 
-though it is possible: He assisted greatly in de- 
feating. the compromise bill, and if he had had his 
own way, he would have defeated the Texas 
boundary bill; and now if he could have his own 
way he would defeat this bill. 1 must say, | think 
the Senator has scarcely considered this matter in 
all. its bearings, or he would not have presented 
any. opposition to it. It is impossible to give a 
territorial: government to New Mexico, as all 
know,.at present, unless this clause shall be in- 
serted, and yet all are anxious, Í trast, that some- 
thing should be done at the present session for that 
object; that this. remaining question should be 
settled whilst the two Houses are presumed to 
be in:a proper. humor. The country at large de- 
mands immediate action. 

Ido not wish by any means to be considered 
what some are inclined to suppose, a supporter of 
the present Administration in all respects. I trust 
1 may not be supposed to have shifted my rela- 
tions and my attachment to the Democratic party; 
and. yet these questions are such that gentlemen 
may well unite and act upon them, such is the 
actual state of things known to exist at present. 
And it does so happen that the present Adminis- 
tration, since it has come into power—differing, as 
1 think, from the late Administration in that re- 
spect—has, with a magnanimity worthy of special 
commendation, and with, as I conceive, patriot- 
ism, and an enlightened judgment as to yhe future, 
made a special recommendation to the effect of this 
amendment. . Is it for me, a Democratic Senator, 
dyed in the wool, to be compelled here to rise up 
in my place and urge.the Sénator from Kentucky, 
whois as much a Whig as | ama Democrat, to 
come to: the rescue of one of the most vital recom- 
mendations made by this Administration ? 

All I have to say, in conclusion, is, what I once 
before said when 1 was incorrectly reported— 
although the reports are generally remarkably cor- 
rect——that I could apply to him the language of 
William Pitt to Mr. Fox, when he thought him to 
have aberrated from his Whig character in a man- 
nev and under such circumstances as to un-Whig 
the gentleman for life. 

Mr. BENTON.. Is there an amendment pend- 
ing to the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. | It will be in order to-move 
an amendment to the amendment. 
“Mr BENTON. [then move to strike out all 
after the word “ be” in the present amendment, 
after the first clause, and-insert the words: 

t: Confined to that part of New Mexico which was actually 
settlud and occupied asa part of New Mexico atthe time 
of the ‘eession of the country to the United States, and 
which is not included within the boundary line proposed to 
Texas.” 

Debate ensued, in which Messrs. BENTON, 
RUSK, UNDERWOOD, PRATT, FOOTE, 
CHASE, ATCHISON, WINTHROP, BRAD- 
BURY, COOPER, and others took part; of which 
a report will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. DAVIS, of. Mississippi. I move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this subject till 
to-morrow, with a view to ask the Senate, if-they 
shall agree to that, to go into Executive session. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, unless there is 
some, Executive business very urgently pressing, 
I hope my colleague will withdraw his motion. 
I think we can through with the bill to-day. 1 


‘shall-be compelled to leave town this sevening, in 


consequence of the indisposition of two members 
of my family; and I am very desirous of giving 
my vote on this measure... 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. We cannot get 
through with the bill to-day. + 

Mr. FOOTE, [think we can. 


`, Mr. DOUGLAS, ;Let us have a vote on. the 


amendment now, at any rate. 
Mr. HALE. I hope the motion will be adopt- 


ed. I can assure the Senate that great and posi- 


tive injustice will be done unless we have an Ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. CASS: . One word. The country is vastly 
more interested in this matter than they are inany 
litle appointment, z aie be 

The question being taken on the motion to post- 
pone, there were nine in the affirmative, and eigh- 
teen in the negative—no quorum voting. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, before the yeas 
and nays are ordered, I wish to be distinctly un- 
derstood by the whole Senate. I shall be com- 
pelled to go fifty miles from this place to-night in 
consequence of the illness of two members of my 
family. { am anxious to give my vote on this 
bill. Ido trust we will get to a vote on it to-day. 
There is no necessity for delay. ‘The matter has 
been thoroughly discussed from beginning to end. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, in 
submitting the motion which I offered, 1 was 
moved by two considerations: First, the bill has 
been to-day modified by very material amend: 
ments, which we will best understand after they 
are printed; secondly, there is Executive business 
pending, which, L think, ought to be transacted, 
and which itis important should be transacted im- 


mediately. The bill, if it pass, cannot go into | 


effect until the consent of Texas be given to the 
cession of territory proposed. Even the bill for 
the cession of the territory has not passed the 
House of Representatives. If it ever shall pass, 
it must still be submitted to the people of Texas 
before this law can have any effect. Believing 
there is no pressing necessity for this bill, Í thought 
it should not have been taken up until after the 
ordinary business of the Senate should have been 
attended to. {think that this measure, which can 
have no effect until a remote period, should be 
postponed for more pressing legislation. 

The question then being taken, by yeas and 
nays, on the motion to postpone, resulted as. fol- 
lows: * 

YEAS—Messrs. Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Greene, 
Hale, pon; Miller, Morton, Sebastian, Turney, and Win- 
throp—10, 

NAYS— Messrs. Atehison, Badger, Beuton, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
cousin, Dodge or Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Feleh, Foote, 
Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Kmg, Mangum, Norris, Pratt, 
Rusk, Smith, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
Walker, and Whiteomb—30. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, by yeas and nays, with the 
following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Hale, Underwood, Upham and Winthrop—s. 

NAYS—Mes-rs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Brade 
bury, Cass, Couper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of 
Towa, Douglas, Downs, Feich, Foote, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Sebastian Shields, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and 
Wales—3l. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 


| jected, 


Mr. HALE. 
fer to the amendment. _1 will send it to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT. Jf it is in the shape of an 
additional section it will not be in order now. 

Mr. HALE. Sach an amendment was admit- 
ted on a former occasion. 
The PRESIDENT, 

Chair, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Mlinois (Mr. Doveras] the propriety 
of amending the amendment by omitting the words 
‘bý the mutual assent of the parties.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Laccept the modification; I 
am not at all choice in the phraseology. 

The PRESIDENT: the question must be 
taken on the modification. 

The question being taken, the modification was 
agreed to.. . ao? 


Not while I was in the 


I have another amendment to of-- 


The PRESIDENT. The question is. now on 
the amendmentas amended. Bg 

The amendment as amended was then agreed to 
without a division. .-- 

Mr. FOOTE. -I wish. now.to offer an amend- 
ment. a . 

— The PRESIDENT: The Chair understood that 
the Senator from New Hampshire had an amend- 
ment to offer a few moments.ago. : 

Mr. FOOTE. J understand that that. amend- 
ment was unseasonable atthe time, and as 1 am 
going away to-night, and as I beliéve the Senator 
from New Hampshire is not particular whether 
his amendment or mine has priority, 1 suppose I 
may offer it now. Ao ke 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi proposes to amend the bill by inserting the 
foilowing proviso after the word New Mexico, in 
the eighth line: e 

“ Provided, further, That, when admitted asa State, the 
said Territory, or any portion of the same, shail be received 
into the Union, with or without slavery, as their constitu- 
tion may prescribe at the time of their admission.” 

{Question! Question !] 

Mr. CHASE. lask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Foore, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In section 28, line 11, con- 
pining an appropriation of $20,000 for public 
buildings, I move to strike out the words: Out 
of any money in the Treasury not.otherwise. ap- 
propriated, is hereby appropriated,” and insert 
‘t shall hereafter be appropriated.” The Senate 
will understand the object of the amendment, 
without reading the amendment as proposed to be 
amended. ; : ate 

Mr. CHASE. I would inquire‘of the honora- 
ble chairman of the Committee on Territories what 
will be the effect of this amendment? I do not see 
myself any effect it will have except to avoid a 
rule of the House by which the House would have 
to go into Committee of the Whole upon the bill, 
and to facilitate the application of the previous 
question to it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The reason assigned by the 
Senator from Ohio is the very best reason that 
could be given. If, by striking out this, we avoid 
the rule of the House that compels it to go into 
Committee of the Whole upon the bill, and facili- 
tate the application of the previous question to it, 
I think we accomplish much. Besides, it is due 
to the House that we should pursue this course. 
Again, there are many appropriations'in the bill. - 
hereafter to be made, such’ as the contingent ex- 
penses of the territorial legislature, and this makes 
the bill uniform in its phraseology. — - 

Mr. CHASE. I would ask whether this bill is 
not changed ‘in its phraseology in this respect 
as that providing a territorial government for 

tah? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will state that it was in- 
tended that the same amendment should be made 
to the Utah bill, but that it was omitied by mis- 
take. : 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. < 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I movethe same amendment 
in section thirty; that is, to strike out the words 
‘*beand the saime is hereby,” and insert the words 
“shall be hereafter, ”? A 

The PRESIDENT. That makes it conform to 
the last passed amendment in another section, and 
no question will be taken unless it is called for. 

The amendment was made by common consent. 

Mr. CHASE, I beg leave to submit an amend- 
ment to come in the ninth line of section twenty- 
two, after the word residents: 

* Nor shall there be in said territory either slavery or in- 
voluntary servitude, otherwise than ia punishment of crime, i 
whereof the party shail have been duly convicted to have 
been personally guilty.” 

I do not intend to make a speech upon this 
amendment. But J wish to say to the Senate and 
the country that this amendment isin the precise 
words—only.so far modified as to adopt them to. 
their position in this bill—of the proviso of Mr. 
Jefferson, now extant in his own handwriting, to 
the original plan of Government for the entire 
Western Territory of the United States. And on. 
this amendment | ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Irise merely to say that, 


since the former vote upon this. territorial bill, 


. 
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when it formed part of the omnibus bill, I have | 


received from his Exceliency, Mr. Seymour, the 
Governor of Connecticut, a number of resolutions 
which were passed by the Legislature of that State, 
one of which is in these word's: 


“Resolved, That Congress has full constitutional power 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories of the United States by 
iegislative enactment, and that it is the duty of Congress to 
pass, without unnecessary delay, such strict and positive 
faws as will effectually shut cut slavery from every portion 
of tbese Territories,” 


Mr. DICKINSON. My colleague, finding him- 
self in declining health, has been obliged to with- 
draw his attendance in the Senate for a few days 
for the purpose of relaxation. He would not do 
so, however, unless I would agree to pair off with 
him on all questions of this kind. As he remarked 
that he could find no Senator who would be so 
sure to vote against his views on this and similar 
questions as I would be, and as he obliged me by 
declining to vote on a particular question during 
my temporary absence, on which we should have 
voted on different sides, I shall decline to vote on 
this question, not entertaining those views on the 
great subject of human freedom which are enter- 
tained by my colleague. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Cuass, and it resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Coop- 
er, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, Felch, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Worris, Pheips, Shields, 
Smith, Upham, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, 
Foote, Houstan, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, Mason, 
Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, and Wales—25. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE, I have now an amendment to 
offer precisely similar to ‘one which received the 
sanction of the Senate, and was incorporated in 
the compromise bill. In sectioh twenty-five, line 
forty-two, after the word dollars, insert— 

“Except only that in ali cases involving title to slaves, 
the said writs of error or appeals shall he allowed and de- 
cided by the said supreme court, without regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in controversy ; and 
except, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall aiso be al- 
towed to the Supreme Court of the United States from the 
decision of the said supreme court created by this act, or 
of any judge thereof, or of the district courts created by 
this act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ involving 
the question of personal freedom.” 

Mr. WALKER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the first branch of it, which 
relates to writs of error on appeals with regard to 
slaves. 

Mr. HALE. [hope not. 

The motion to strike out was negatived. 

The question then recurred on the amendment, 
and a division being called for, there were for the 
amendment, ayes 26, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HALE. In the same section, line forty- 
five, after the words “‘ United States,” I move to 
insert what Í send tothe Chair. i would also say 
that itis copied from the amendment which was 
adopted in the other bill, and it is intended to 
grant writs of habeas corpus, which, as the bill 
now stands, could be had by implication only: 

“And the said supreme and district courts of the said 
‘Territory, and the respective judges thereof, shall and may 
grant writs of habeas corpus in all cases in which the same 
are grantable by the judges of the United States in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Several Senators. Now take question on the 
bill. 

There being no further amendments, the bill 
was reported to the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDENT. The question is now on 
concurring in the several amendments which have 
been made as in Committee of the Whole. The 
question will be taken upon them separately, if 
required. If not, it will be taken upon them all 
together. 

Several Sewarors. All together, all together. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ments all together, and they were concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, without a division. 
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On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Executive business, and, 
after some time spept therein, the doors were re- 
opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspay, August 15, 1850. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DOTY asked and obtained leave to offer 
the followiug resolution: “ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to com- 
municate to this House a copy of the report, survey, plans, 
and estimates, of the Topographical Engineers, for the im- 
provement of the harbor of O’Zaukee, in the State of Wis- 
consin. 

No objection being made— 

The resolution was received and adopted. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House re- | 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and | 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations, for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1851 

Mr. DUER addressed the committee during his 
hour. He vindicated (against the attacks of 
Mr. Srernens and Mr. Toomss) the positions 
taken in the recent message of the President of 
the United States, relative to his duty in cer- 
tain contingencies to call out the military forces of 
the United States, in defence of the inhabitants of 
New Mexico. He combated the arguments of 
Mr. Seppow and Mr. Woopwanrp, relative to the 
want of power in the General Government to co- 
erce a sovereign State. Although he considered 
the extreme territorial claim of Texas invalid, he 
urgently advocated the payment of ten millions to 
her, in discharge of the equitable liabilities of the 
Government. for her debts, in settlement of the 
boundary dispute, and as a measure of peace. He 
repelled the sneers and imputations of cowardice 
cast upon the latter reason by Mr. Stevens, of 
Pennsylvania, and others, pointed out in what 
respect that gentleman had, in his remarks, done 
injustice to the President, and emphatically re- 
affirmed and vindicated his support of the Texas 
boundary bill as a measure of peace. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, next addressed 
the committee. He lamented the position in which 


the General Government were drawn from the 
people of the South, and denounced the plan of. 
taxing them seven and a half millions for the 
purchase of territory—now slave territory—to be 
converted into an abolition State. If the territo- 
ry belonged to Texas, it would be a breach of faith 
on her part, to the slaveholding States, to sell it; if 
it belong to the United States he did not want the’ 
Government to buy it. He condemned the doc- 
trines of the message, and scorned its threats. He 
exhorted the southern Representatives to resist 


‘| the passage of the boundary bill, and the people 


of Texas to stand for the maintenance of their 

| rights; and said if this were done, we would see 

the President backing out, and no blood would be 
shed. He avowed himself as no nullifier or dis- 
organizer, butardently devoted to the Union~-when 
regarded as a means of dispensing to all sections 
their just and equal benefits and their constitutional’ 
| rights. He declared that we now lived under an, 
abolition Government—-and that during the ~pres- 
ent and the last Administrations its every energy 
had been directed to the abolition of slavery. He 

recounted and dwelt upon the wrongs of the South, 

and warned northern gentlemen not to presume 

further upon their endurance. He proclaimed his 

first, last, and exclusive allegiance to North Caro- 

lina— and declared that-he should be found with 

| her against any and every foe. * 

Mr. V. having concluded— 

Mr. ASHE obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee rise, in order that he might make a 
| report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
The committee rose. 

The Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. Asune - 
| made a report. ; 

The Chairman then resumed his seat in com- 
mittee, 

Mr. Asune resumed the floor. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order; 
after which— 

Mr. ASHE, said: Mr. Chairman, the remarks 

which will be submitted by me on the presenteoc-, 
i casion to the committee, will be confined to an 
examination of the principles, political and consti- 
tutional, contained in the President’s late commu- 
nication, on the subject of our difficulties with 
Texas; and I will observe that it is as fortunate for 
him as it is unfortunate for the country, that this 
communication is possessed of a closeand powerful 
affinity with that agitating subject which, has been 
well described as a “ whirling vortex,” ingulfing 


this question had been placed by the President of | 


the United States, who had undertaken to decide || 


the question of boundary, arid then had declared | 
what he conceived to be his duty, in case of the | 
non-action of Congress, in regard to the subject, | 
viz: to protect the people inhabiting what he re- į 
garded as New Mexico, if necessary, by military | 
force. If, then, the bill, which was now upon the 
Speaker’s table, providing for the settlement of 
the boundary of Texas, should fail to become a 
law, the necessity would arise for the President to 
adopt the alternative which he had indicated. 

He maintained the validity of the title of Texas 
to the territory claimed by that State, and declared 


his unwillingness to vote for the bill which had |! 
passed the Senate, contrary to his judgment, |! 


merely because the President had taken the course | 
he had. If the issue between the North and the į 


South was to come, it might as well come upon the || 


question which the President had now made. One 
thing was quite certain, which was, that if blood- 
shed resulted fronf any collision ‘induced by the 
action of the Executive, it would only serve to 
cement the Union the more firmly, and not to | 
dissever it. He further stated that he should take | 
all the other and ‘kindred measures which were 
now before the House, or which should be here- 
after submitted, upon their own merits, without 
regard.to any expression of opinion in reference to 
them on the part of the Executive. | 

Mr. VENABLE followed. He opposed the 
payment of ten millions of dollars for the territory, 
and maintained that it now belonged to and should 
continue to be held by the State of Texas. 
He estimated that three fourths of the revenues of 


every consideration of public business and public 
convenience. lts influence is so paramount, so 
controlling, that I believe itis only when we are. 
‘called on to mourn for the loss of some of our 
companions that we enjoy a respite from its con- 
| tagion. I intend no censorious reflections by 
these remarks; and notwithstanding I deeply de- 
plore this agitation, yet as it regards the peculiar 
policy which some of the friends of the South have 
thought proper to adopt and put into practice, of 
using dilatory plans either for the purpose of gain- 
ing time, or with a hope of arousing in the breast 
of our northern oppressors a dormant sentiment of 
| justice and equity, by the aid of which our final 
judgments might be arrested, I am ready to ac- 
knowledge my full participation in the offence—to 
| take my fair share of censure, if any should be 
i justly due. But I deny the offence; I repudiate the 
censure. My constituents have their rights under 
the Constitution, and a sénse of duty to them has 
| compelled me to use all the means which either 
the Constitution or the rules of business place in 
my hands for their protection. This policy has 
been denounced as revolutionary: if it is, itis yet 
bloodless, and being bloodless, it is far preferable 
to a sectional strife—to a civil war. It isa soit of 
| revolution, the consummation of which involves 
/ not the destruction of American liberty.. lt isa 
quiet, peaceable remedy. I have indulged in this’ 
episode, in order to exonerate myself’ from any 
censure which the unreflecting might be disposed 
to cast on my conduct. I will now come to the 
consideration of the President’s message, and re- 
iterate, that it is fortunate for him and unfortunate 
for the country that it is possessed of an affinity 
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with the great and leading subject of congressional 
agitation: = Sir, ‘it is-this affinity. which shields 
this communication, as a protecting gis, from that 
burst of indignation’ which its high-toned Federal 
character so richly demands. 
ft was remarked. in my presence, a few days 
gince, by a friend of the present dynasty, ‘“‘ that 
now:our country would be blessed with a homoge- 
neous Whig administration.” If by the term 
Whig, Federal was meant, the remark was super- 
fluous, as this message but too clearly shows the 
ear-marks of a Federal dynasty. The arrogation 
‘of undelegated authority has invariably distin- | 
guished the course of that party. it has never | 
been in power, “ however ephemerally,”” but that 
it encroached upon the Constitution. Twill not | 
detain the committee by an enumeration of its mis- | 
deeds in this respect, but will proceed to examine | 
the reasons which the President informs us induced | 
him, in a time of the most profound peace, ata | 
time when. the Congress of the United States, 
“ the war-declaring power,’ was in session, to 
declare and establish the military authority as par- 
amount to the civil authority; to declare to a sov- 
ereign State of this Union, that if she attempted to 
execute her civil process in territory waich she | 
claims as her property, and a portion of which she || 
hasin her possession, he would oppose any such | 
attempt by the use of the military authority of the 
United States. This is the sum and substance of; 
the President’s reply to the Governor of Texas. | 
The Democracy of our country has always main- | 
tained the subordination of the military to the civil || 
authority as one of the inestimable blessings of 
constitutional liberty; and so strongly has this 
- sentiment seized on the public mind, that to assert 
the contrary | would have supposed required more 
boldness, more recklessness of popular feeling 
than has fallen to the lot of any of our modern | 
politicians; but in this supposition 1 have been | 
mistaken. Our acting President has most boldly | 
enounced the military dogma ‘inter arma leges 
silent.” ; i 
Sir, I would be deaf to the voice of all history if 
my mind did not entertain a full conception of the 
allurement of war on the imagination of the chief ! 
Executive of a great nation. Success in the field 
is the never-failing stepping-stone to ambitious ag- 
grandizement. The patronage connected with its 
wesectition is grateful to the human heart, and | 
indeed all those passions which influence us in 
life’s career, find then and there a free scope for 
their unbridled indulgence. Sir, a state of war | 
strews the path of the ambitious with strong and | 
irresistible temptations. These reflections have ; 
deeply impressed on me the truth of an observa- | 
tion made by Mr. Madison: ‘* That the highest : 
praise you can pronounce on an executive officer | 
| 
t 


is, that he is the friend of peace.” The same dis- 
tinguished statesman likewise informs us: ‘* That 
tif a free people be a wise people, they will ever 
‘bear in mind that their danges can never be go! 
t great as when the advocates of the prerogatives of | 
s war can sheathe them in the symbol of peace.” 


Sir, Í greatly apprehend that this is the source of || 


our present danger. The President makes a mani- 
festation of peace, but accompanies it with a decla- | 
ration of war. War is made to wear the symbol | 
of peace. 


called-for censure on him, let us examine the facts. |i 


As 1 understand the position assumed by the : 
President, it may be thus stated: By the Consti- | 
tution of the United States itis made the duty of |; 
the President to have the laws of the Union faith- |; 
fully executed;and as by the second section of the i! 
sixth article of the same instrument, the Constitu- | 
tion and the treaties made in pursuance thereof are | 
declared to be the supreme law of the land, they, he \ 
assumes, are to be executed through his agency. |) 
This position being assumed as correct, the Pres- | 
ident, conceiving that by the treaty of Hidalgo we | 

i 


| 
stipulated to extend to the residents of our newly- || 
acquired Territories protection of life, liberty, and 1 
property, it becomes his duty as the Executor of || 
these treaty stipulations, to resist any interference || 
made with their rights by the authorities of the |} 
State of Texas. Ihave endeavored to represent f 
the position of the President fairly and justly; |! 
now let us examine the consequences he would de- || 
duce from it as it regards his responsibility. 1s it i 
true, thatthe President is bound to execute the f 

i 

i 

| 

| 


stipulations of treaties, independent of any action i 


of Corgress giving him power to do so? ` On the | 
contrary, is not such Congressional action indis- 


ij the President of the United States would refuse 


But, as [am not disposed to cast un- |i 


pensable togive force and vitality to such stipula- 

tions? Treaties are the emanations of the executive 

power. The Senate in-giving or withholding its 

assent to treaties acts ‘quo ad hoc,” not as a legis- 

lative, but as an executive council. And now, if 
the President is correct, there would necessarily en- 

sue a total abrogation of the legislative department 

of Government. A few examples will illustrate 

this. By the treaty already alluded to, our Govern- 

ment is required to pay to, Mexico such an amount 

of money in annual instalments. In case of the 

delinquency of Congress to make an appropriation 

of money for this purpose, would the President 

deem himself authorized to draw the money from | 
the Treasury without a previous law empowering | 
him to do so, orto divert fands from any other 

source in order to. preserve the treaty inviolate? 

According to the opinions avowed in this com- 
munication, the President would not merely havea | 
right, but it would be his duty to raise the ne- 
cessary funds from the one or the other of these 
expedients. Again: by the treaty of 1642 with 
Great Britain, it is stipulated that criminals shall 
be surrendered by the authorities of one Govern- 
ment to that of the other. In case Congress 
should have failed to authorize by law the execu- 
tion of this article, could the President have as- 
sumed the right to execute it by his own power? 
Was not that article a dead letter until Congress 
authorized its execution? 

{ will cite but another instance from treaty 
stipulations, showing the absurdity of the Pres- 
ident’s views. By the ninth article of the treaty 
of Hidalgo, (the very article which the Pres- 


ivident cites as authority for his action,) an equal 


participation in the right of government is se- 
cured to such Mexican citizens as who may elect | 
to abide under our Government. This is one 
of the stipulations of the treaty which the Pres- 
ident has declared his determination to execute 
by the aid, if fnecessary, of the, military au- j 
thority of the United States. Now, sir, the Amer- 
ican residents of California, under the advice and 
direction of the late President, assembled into a 
mock convention, with the view of organizing a 


second article of that constitution prescribes the 
qualifications of electors; and in doing so, indis- 
putably deprives three-fourths of the Mexican cit- 
izens of all participation in the elective franchise. 
Flere we have perpetrated an express and positive 
abrogation of the high and inestimable right of 
denization; yet do we hear of any complaints 
against this aggression from the Executive? On 
the contrary,do we not find the free-soil friends 
of the President contending for a confirmation of 
this act of the convention by the Congress of the 
United States? Has it ever been intimated that 


his sanction to a law of Congress legitimating and 
confirming this invidious discrimination against 
the treaty rights of the native Californians? 


of his determination to support, by the military | 
authority, the full enjoyment on the part of the 
Mexican citizens of all civil and political rights, 
yet we find him tamely, quietly, and submis- 
| sively approving of this constitutional restriction, 


| or rather disfranchisement, 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, it is not only treaties, but | 
the Constitution is declared to be the supreme law 
of the land, and, in addition to the President's 
obligation to execute the laws, he has taken a 
solemn oath to protect and defend the Constitution. 
If then, his views are correct, the consequence is 
inevitable, that he must execute all the provisions 
of the Constitution, The second section of the | 
fourth article provides for the reclamation of fugi- | 
tive slaves. The language of this section is ex- || 
press and decided. Would the President consid- 
er it as his duty to call out the military authority 
to execute this provision of the Constitution, | 
without the intervention of an act of Congress au- 
thonizing him to do so? By the same section of 
the same article, fugitives from justice are to be |i 
surrendered on demand; yet this provision was | 
found impossible of execution, until Congress, by 
its action, gave it life and force. If President 
Washington, even with the aid and counsel of 
Knox and Hamilton, could have conceived it was 
hig constitutional duty to execute this provision, 
he never would have recommended to Congress 
the necessity of the law of 1793, authorizing the 
execution of these sections. Wherever the Con- 


fe aE aE 


State government, and formed a constitution.» The | 


No, i! 
sir; notwithstanding the President has informed us /! 


| 


| cation. 
| President of the United States undertakes, by his 
| *“ ipse dixit,” backed by the strong arm of Govern- 


stitution: has imposed a'duty on the President, 
the legislative department of our Government lias 
always been- called on to pass necessary laws 
to enable him to discharge those duties. And the 
great error of the acting President is in supposing 
that, in the absence of such laws, he is at liberty 
to supply the omission. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the arrogation of such au- 
thority by the President, is not the only objection 
to his poliey, as shadowed forth in this communi- 
As I have read it, as | understand it, the 


ment, to prescribe territorial limits to a sovereign 
State. Sir, more than that, he undertakes to dis- 
member a sovereign State, to cut, slash, and divide 
her at his pleasure. He cites from the treaty of 
Hidalgo the article which establishes the bounda- 
ry, the line of demarkation between the United 
Statesand Mexico. Whatis thatline? This line, 
the President informs us, commences at the mouth 
of the Rio Grande, and follows the deepest chan- 
nel of that river until it intersects the southern 
boundary of New Mexico; then itassumes a west- 
wardly direction to the River Gila, and thence to 
the Pacific. This is the Jine as described by the 
treaty, and as quoted by the President, and in con- 
nection with it he hesitates not to declare, that al} 
the country lying east and north of this line be- 
longs to the United States —is the property of the 
United States. I will not do the President the in- 
justice to suppose that he intended to include in 
this description the whole of the State of Texas, 


| Yet, under the claim as made by the United States, 


her title is as good to the Sabine as it is to every 
foot of the territory lying east of the Rio Grande. 
The President has fgiled to intimate what boundary 
he will, by the force of the military power, estab- 
lish between Texas and the United States; but as 
a portion of his friends have always insisted upon 
the Nueces as the western Jimit of Texas, this, 
doubtless, will be his ultimatum. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not well known that 
for months and months before the breaking out of 
the war with Mexico, that all of this country was 
represented in this House by the predecessor of my 
honorable friend who sits before me? Is it not well 
known-—was it not known to the President, be- 
fore the commencement of the war, .“ That we 
constructed forts, established post offices and post 
roads, and located collection districts throughout 
the whole of that country lying between the Nueces 


| and the Rio Grande?” 


But if these facts should not have removed all 
doubt from the President’s mind, the letters of his 
illustrious predecessor, Gen. Taylor—jetters writ- 
ten during the time of his military sojourn in this 
country—should have afforded him relief. I have 
before me all those official communications, and 
they each bear the significant superseription of 


his estimation, to be recognized as Texas. 

I presume not, Mr. 
how far this message may be the reflection of the 
judgment of the Presidents Cabinet advisers, 
but {think I have before me record evidence to 
show that their judgment could not have been 
harmonious. When the billdeclaring that a state of 
war existed between the United States and Mexi- 
co went from this House to the Senate, it there met 
with warm opposition, much discussion was elici- 
ted, and much information was, of course, adduced 
respecting the validity of the Texan title; yet, 
with all this information before them, a large ma- 
jority of the Whig members, including two of the 
former and three of the present Cabinet, did not 
hesitate to declare that this was. American 
ground. | refer to the amendment to the bill offered 
by Mr. Crittenden, which 1 will read: 


“On motion by Mr. Crittenden, to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out, section 1, line 4, the words ‘to prosecute said war 
toa speedy and successtul termination,’ and in lieu thereof 
inserting, ‘to repel invasion, and otherwise prosecute hostilities 
until the country be secured from the danger of further inva- 
sion?” 


Yet in the face of this accumulated evidence, 


having been written in the country which was, "o 


we are informed by the President that this coun-- 


try, so lying east of the Rio Grande, is not 
the property of Texas, but is the property of 
‘the United States. This is the strict, the literal 
reading of this most unfortunate communication 
and if it is not its rue meaning, the ambiguity 


rests not on the language, but on the intent, 


But indulging towards bim the most kindly feel- 
ings, I am willing to suppose that in reality the 


Chairman, to determine 


t 


EJ 
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President intends to confine his demonstrations 
of hostility to any interference by Texas with 
New Mexico. He attempts to justify his position 
by assuming, that at the commencement of the 
Mexican war President Polk took forcible posses- 
sion of this country, and that the treaty of Hidal- 
go but confirmed and made good that possession. 
That the treaty, in legal language, joined tite to 

ossession, and as it has been in possession of the 

nited States ever since, he is not now at liberty to 
regard it otherwise than as our property. Thisisa 
syllogistic mode of reasoning, which would answer 
a very good purpose if the premises were correct; 
but unfortunately thay are not correct. General 
Kearny, under tke directions of President Polk, 
did take military possession of that country; but 
was not this possession intended to be for the 
benefit of Texas? In answer tọ a demand by 
the Governor of Texas, did not President Polk dis- 
tinctly admit that it was merely a military posses- 
sion growing out of the necessities of the war, and 
not intended, in the least degree, as opposing the 
claim of Texas? And furthermore, did not Mr. 
Polk, through his Secretary, Governor Marcy, 
particularly order and instruct that the military 
authority, while in possession of that country, 
should act in subordination to the civil authority 
of Texas—aiding and assisting in its establishment? 


President had the evidence of these facts before him, 


“I can but consider it as disingenuous for him to have | 


attempted to deduce the authority of President 
Polk to sustain his position, when that authority, 
if accompanied with the appropriate explanations, 
would have baen in direct opposition to his policy. 
Sir, no aid or countenance can be derived from 
anything which occurred under Mr. Polk’s admin- 
istration for maintaining the position that this our 
bare military possession gave to us an initiatory 
title to that country. Itis a well-established legal 
principle that the possession of land or other prop- 
erty is governed and controlled by the quo antmo of 
the possessor. This act of possession was perfected 
by General Kearny. Ihave before me his procla- 
mation explaining its character. I will read it: 
“Mr. Alcalde and people of New Mexico; I have come 
amongst you by the orders of my Government to take pos- 
session of your country, and extend over it tie laws of the 
United States. We consider, and have for some time con- 
sidered it a part of the territory of the United States,” Sc. 
Here is a distinct admission by General Kear. 
ny, that we claimed the country—that we took 
possession of it under a color of title. What title 
could he have referred to? It must have been the 
title of Texas. We had no claim or right, no pre- 
tence of any claim or right independent and ex- 
clusive of the title of Texas. But it has been 
contended in defence of the President, that Mr. 
Polk was but an: executive officer, and that his 
opinions could not be conclusive upon the judg- 
ment of a subsequent President. Without enter- 
ing into an argument on this point, I wili observe 


that the President takes shelter under no such |! 


plea, but, on the contrary, invokes the acts of Presi- 
dent Polk as affording to him justification. It is, 
on the military possession consummated by order 
of President Polk, that President Fillmore relies 
for title; and we admit the fact of possession, but 
contend that that possession shali be subject to 
such explanations as accompanying circumstances 
evolve, 
The futility of the attempt made by the Presi- 
dent to justify his contemplated step, by the 
~ force of the act of 1793, in conjunction with the 
act of 1807, has been so clearly demonstrated by 
the honorable gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS,] that it is unnecessary for me to say any- 
thing in addition. As he well and truly remarked, 
these acts contemplate an obstruction to the judi- 
cial process and repulsion of a foreign invasion, 
as the proper occasions on which the President 
should be authorized to call in use the military au- 
thority. We have at present no foreign invasion; 
we have as yet in that country no judicial process 
to execute, and hence an obstruction to its execu- 
tion there, is an impossibility. No law of Con- 
gress has as yet been passed affecting in any wise 
the interests of these people; and under this state 
of facts, no collision between the laws of Texas 


and the laws of the United States could possibly | 


occur. Butas on this point the friends of the Presi- 
dent have taken issue, and maintain thatour treaty 
stipulations are tantamount to congressional laws, 
let me bring to the attention of the House the 
joint resolution for the annexation ef Texas, 


cogency of a treaty. I do not referto these res- 
olutions now with the. purpose of establishing and 
making good the title in Texas, but. for another 
purpose much more to the point. - I maintain that 
these resolutions contemplate a division of all terri- 
tory east of the Rio Grande into four new States, 
which States are to be established with the consent 
of Texas; and itis further contemplated that these 
new States, when so established, by and with the 
consent of Texas, shall beadmitted as sisters of the 
great American confederation. These resolutions 
do not indeed partake of the force of a civil ordi- 
nance, but most assuredly should be entitled to the 
respectful consideration of the President of the Uni- 
ted States; and l am much surprised that when the 
Presidentand his Cabinet were in deepfconsulta- 
tion on the subject of their duty, as it regards 
New Mexico, they had not at least given to these 
resolutions a passing notice. lam greatly surprised 


| thatit never entered into the conception of the Cab- 


inet that,as State governments were to be established 
in this country with the consent of Texas, it was 
the duty of the Executive rather to have upheld than 
to have opposed the ultimate consummation of these 
measures under the direction of her Government. 
This law, the highest, the greatest, the supreme 


| | law of the land, empowers Texas to establish a 
These facts are indisputable; and as the acting || 


State government over this country. The Presi- 
dent of the United States, as soon as she makes the 
first demonstration of her intent to fulfill the law, 
to execute the purposes of the high and solemn 
compact, steps forward, puts himself astride of 
her path, and issues his pronunciamiento that he 
will resist any such fulfillment of the law on the 
part of Texas, with the.whole military authority of 
the United States. Who in this case is the real ob- 
structor of the law—that party which makes 
the attempt, takes the initiatory step to execute 
the law, to fulfill the purposes of the compact: or, 
on the contrary, that which obstructs and prohibits 
the execution of the law? 

Sir, I charge the President as being the actual, 
l the real violator of the law, and that by the 
arrogation of authority not vested in him by the Con- 
; stitution or the laws, and therefore unwarrantably 
usurped, Sir, if the peace of this country is de- 
stroyed—if the lurid light of a civil conflagration ìl- 
lume our happy and prosperous land, the Presi- 
dent is the Sylla, on whose head the parricidal 
| crime will rest. He may indeed, like his great 
| Roman prototype, flatter himself that ‘it is only a 
few rebels that he is punishing,’4 but his experi- 
ence, the direful experience of his country, will but 
too fearfully attest his mistake. 

On a former occasion I stated that a contention 
between Texas and the United States would inev- 
itably involve the two great antagonistic interests 
i —North and South. Could any southern State 
contemplate in peace and quiet the issue of such 
a struggle? Would not the subjugation of the 
State of Texas be the prologue of their own des- 
tinies? Let us suppose for a moment ‘the deed 


affairs? he subjugation of a State must be 
accompanied with a destruction of its republican 
existence. It could no longer be considered as a 
sovereign State, but must occupy the position of 
a conquered territory; and what would be the fate 
of Texas to-day, ‘ according to the principles set 
forth and arrogated in this communication,” might 
be the doom of any other State of the Union to- 
morrow. If the President can, without the action 
of Congress, determine upon a casus belli—if it is 
in his power to prescribe the appropriate orbit in 
which a State is to move, and to punish any devi- 
ation from that circle of motion by the force 
of the military authority of the Union, what 
other attribute does he require—would he stand 


Understand me, Mr. Chairman, I impute not to 
‘ the President any such treasonable design; but it 
| is my object to hold up to public reprobation the 
principles avowed in this communication. It is 
my duty to do so, sir. There is much truth in 


vigilance.’? Republics, in this enlightened age, 
have nothing to fear from open aggression; but it 
is the insidious approach of despotism, under the 
color of law and authority, that should arouse the 
| patriot from his slumbers. 


O Lam well aware, sir, that an attempt has been 


made to justify the tenor of this message by com- 


| 
i 
t 
i 


which is undoubtedly possessed. of the judicial | 


done,” and what would be the relative situation of |] ! } e 
i of President Jackson and President Fillmore a 
| little further. : 
| gency stated, expressly refused to use the military 


; power. 


n need of, to establish a consolidated despotism ? | 


the aphorism, * that the price of liberty is eternal | 
siler ‘ i 7 |i ering clouds most fearfully betoken the perils of 
| the crisis. 


son; and this attempt should impress upon our 
minds the greatand lively necessity of condemning 
the promulgation by those in authority of unconsti- 
tutional and anti-republican principles at all times, 
and under all circumstances. However well 
meant that proclamation of General Jackson may 
have been, yet it contains principles so anti-repub- 
lican that, if they should ever be adopted and legiti- 
mated by the usage of our Government,the destruc- 
tion of our republican institutions must necessarily 
ensue. But however obnoxious, in my estima- 
tion, some of the principles «of that proclamation 
may have been, yet you will not fine there the 
assumption of any such authority as now claimed 
by the Executive of the country. What were 
the-circumstances which elicited that proclama- 
ion? The sovereign people of South Carolina, 
regularly assembled in convention, not only de- 
clared the laws of the United States null and 
void, but adopted the necessary measures to resist 
their execution. Among these measures was one 
effecting a total obstruction of the judicial au- 
thority of the United States. Heavy pains and 
penalties were to be enforced against all of her 
citizens who might assist in the execution of the 
judicial process. This was the attitude which 
the sovereign State of South Carolina occupied, 
and it was under the heavy sense of danger then 
threatening our Government, that Andrew Jack- 
son issued his proclamation. Sir, is there any, 
even the faintest, resemblance between the circum- 
stances of that momentous period and those which 
now surround us? Has the State of Texas at- 
tempted to obstruct the judicial process of the 
United States, or to arrest the execution of any of 
its laws? No, sir; the President himself informs 
us that she is but engaged in the establishment of 
a civil government. She is really and actually 
making an effort to execute an existing law—the 
law of annexation; and if the infringement of any 
right of the United States should be involved, she 
has refused no submission to the judicial authoriry. 
No, sir; it is the President who has taken this 


| step—it is the President on whom the responsibil- 


ity must rest of avoiding judicial process. The Pres- 
ident’s casus belli will illustrate the truth of this 
charge, He has declared that if the State of Texas 
shall attempt to punish any of those citizens of 
New Mexico who have resisted the establishment 
of her civil government, he will employ the mili- 


| tary authority of the United States to prevent it, 


Now, sir, this punishment is contemplated to be 
a legal, to be a judicial punishment; and we all 
must be aware, thatif any civil law, or any. treaty’ 
stipulation should be violated in the process of 
trial at law, a clear, ready, and certain redress 
can be obtained at the hands of the Supreme 


| Federal Court, either by appeal or writ of error. 


It is this judicial determination by the Supreme 


| Court which the President, by the use of military 
| authority, would prevent. 
| Jackson’s deep solicitude to sustain and uphold, 
| it is the President’s policy to intercept and frustrate. 


What was General 


But, Mr. Chairman, let us compare the conduct 
The former, in the pressing emer- 


authority during the session of Congress, and re- 
spectfully invites Congress to invest him with that 
President Fillmore, under the operation of 
the same law, not only claims the legal right, but 


| declares his determination to use, the military 


authority while Congress is in session, and at the 
very time Congress Is engaged in an earnest effort 


| to remove the difficulties, “to pour the oil of peace 
|| upon the troubled waters. 
i former isu high and noble illustration of a war- 
| rior statesman, who, most deeply impressed with 
| the dangers of the crisis, threw himself upon the 


” 


The conduct of the 


wisdom of Congress for counsel and advice. 
The latter, blind as it were to the consequences 


i of intestine war, invites not the action of Con- 
| gress—awaits not its action, but boldly declares 


his determination to pursue the dictates of his own 
judgment at ali hazards—at all risks. Indeed, we . 
have fallen upon evil times; on every side the low- 


The most cool and consummate pru- 
dence is required on our part to preserve the noble 
vessel of State from destruction. . Its destiny ts in 


| our hands, and, as patriot statesmen, let us lay 


aside all bickering, all sectional strife, and ap- 
proach the great work with a determination to do 


paring it with the proclamation of General Jack- i! our duty—our whole duty. 


t 
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Mr. A, having concluded— s 
. ‘Mr. MARSHALL obtained the floor; but yield- 
éd to a motion that the committee rise. A 
“The motion having been agreed-to, the commit- i 
tee rose.and reported. 

: Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the House 
take a recess until six o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved half-past 
seven. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired, of the Speaker, wheth- ] 
er it was to be understood that no business would 
be transacted to-night? 

The SPEAKER said, it was understood that the 
object of the recess was to allow those members 
who desired to address the committee, an oppor- 
tunity’to speak, and that no business would be 
transacted. : 

Mr. FOWLER said, with that understanding | 
he should not object. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of. Mr. Stepnens, and it was rejected. 

Mr. CROWELE moved seven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House took a recess until seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House was called to order at half-past seven 
o’clock—some thirty members present. 
On motion by Mr. GOTT, the House resolved | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Brown, of Indiana, in the chair,) 


and resumed the consideration of the general ap- |i 


propriation bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL (who was entitled to the 
floor) declined to speak to so many empty benches, 
and at ‘so late an hour, and surrendered his right. 

Mr. SACKETT took the floor, and addressed 
the committee principally in earnest opposition to 
the Texas boundary bill, which he contended, in 
addition to paying ten millions dollars, surrendered | 
to Texas an area of fifty thousand square miles, 
now free, to become slave territory. 

[During the speech of Mr. Sacuxerr, members 
came in, and there was now something like halfa | 
quorum present. 

Mr. MARSHALL resumed the floor, He ex- 
pressed the opinion that the message under discus- 
sion was undeserving the denunciations so unspar- 
ingly cast upon it, and proceeded to give his views 
as to the power of the President, as commander-in 
chief of the army and navy, denying his authority 
to call out the military or naval forces, except un- | 
der provision of Jaw. He reviewed the history of | 
our negotiations with the Republic of Texas, 
which terminated in her annexation; and referred 
to subsequent history to show that the Govern- 
ment had committed itself to the claim of Texas | 
to the Rio Grande, from its mouth to ita source; 
and he declared that if he should be brought to 
vote for the pending boundary bill, it would only 
be in extremis, and with the most profound regret. 

Mr. McKISSOCK followed in defence of the 
doctrines of the message and in support of the 
pending boundary bill. 

Mr. EWING obtained the floor at a quarter past | 
ten o’clock, and, 

On his motion, the committee rose and the'FIouse 
adjourned. 


MEMORIALS. 


The following memorials were presented under i 


the rule, and appropriately referred : i 
By Mr. BOWIE: The memorial of Edward Stabler, and | 
others, of Monigomery county, Maryiand, praying for an ap- 
Propriation of $25,000 for the erection of a plank road 
through the Distriet of Columbia to the Montgomery line, &e. 
By Mr CHANDLER: The memorial of sundry citizens | 
of Philadelphia, asking for an assimilated rank for medica} 
officers of the navy. 4 


IN SENATE. 
Taorspay, August 15, 1850. 
Mr FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


House of Representatives to create the office of | 
surveyor general of the public lands in Oregon, | 
and to provide for the survey and to make dona- 
tions to settlers of the said public lands, reported i 
back the same, with amendments; which were or- | 
dered to be nrinted.- f 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which Was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of Al-lo- 
lah and his representatives, and thoir grantees, 


reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended. its passage. ` 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice that he would 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill to provide for the payment of a 
company of Indian volunteers, called into the ser- 
vice of the United States. 

FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No: 23, being the bill “ to provide for 
the more effectual execution of the third clause of 
the second section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States,” with a view to 
offer a resolution in connection with it. It is the 
fugitive slave bill, which I ask the Senate to take 


the day for Monday next, at twelve o’clock, and 
for every succeeding day, at the same hour, until 
it is disposed of. 

Mr. CASS. Before the question is taken on 
this proposition, ] wish to say a single word. The 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Burier,} by 
way of reproach or complaint, I do not know 
which, nor exactly to whom it was addressed, 
said that opposition had been heretofore made to 
taking up this bill. 1 do not know by whom that 


my skirts of it. - The honorable Senator from In- 
diana stated the other day the efforts he had made 
on this subject. I will now state mine. 

On the 13th of March I had the honor to urge 
the Senate to take up that bill. This is the lan- 
guage I then used: 

“My own opinion is, sir, that we should take up the bill 
for the recapture of fugitive slaves, reported by the Judi- 
ciary Committee. Iam disposed to suspend all our dis- 
cussions, and Jay aside ali other business, with a view to 
act upon that bil] without unnecessary delay, ang to pass it 
in such form as may be aceeptable to a majority of this 
body. That isa point upon whieh the South feels most 
acutely, and in regard to whieh it has the most serions 
eause of complaint. I bave heard but one man in this 
body deny the existence of this evil, andthe necessity of 
providing an adequate remedy.” 

At that time I mentioned the circumstance to a 
number of members of the Senate, and 1 request- 
j ed the honorable Senator from Mississippi, who 
addressed the Senate yesterday on the subject, 
{Mr. Foore,] to converse with several southern 
Senators, and ask them if they would not join us 
in taking up that bill. He did so, and he reported 
that they would not; for what cause, I shall not 
undertake to say. But | was sorry to hear it, for 
it was a bad augury for that harmony which I 
wanted to see prevail in this country. 

Mr. MASON. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan having again alluded to this subject 

Mr. CASS. It is the first time. 

Mr. MASON. It has been alluded to here be- 
fore, and was the subject of discussion a few 
days ago. I understand him to say that the fu- 
gitive slave bill was not taken up on account of 


it up. 
Mr. CASS. Allow me to put my friend right. 


|| I stated that on the 13th of March I urged the 


| Senate to take up that bill, and that I spoke to the 
Senator from Mississippi on the subject, who 
conversed with several southern Senators and re- 
ported what I before stated. 

Mr. MASON. I have no information on that 
subject, nor do } profess to recollect the course of 
proceeding very accurately prior to the committal 
of this subject to the Committee of Thirteen, nor do 
I deem it at all material, nor do I know for what 
purpose the idea is now sent abroad that some of 
ne cen Senators were opposed to taking up 
the bill. ` 

Mr. CASS. May I state why I alluded to this 
subject? . 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASS. It was because the honorable 


F i| Senator from South Carolina made it a matt f 
Lands, to which was referred the bill from the || va 


reproach, which I do not wish to rest on me. 

Mr. MASON. With that I have nothing to do. 
My recollection of the history of this matter is 
| quite vague, but I believe it is this: that when the 
majority of the Senate determined to have a com- 
mittee, as a measure of policy, to whom all the 
subjects connected with the institution of slavery 
should be referred, it was deemed politic to have 
the question respecting fugitive slaves referred 
along with them. It is. known, according to my 
recollection, that a long debate arose as to the pro- 


up with a view of making it the special order of |! that it should come up now, because some Sena- 


| 


priety of having such a committee raised, and then 
another long debate as.to what questions should 
be referred to jt. Some were in. favor of referring 
particular questions,.and.others of referring all 
that related to the institution of slavery. But, af- 
ter much time had been consumed as to raising 
the committee, and then further time ag to the sub- 
jects to be referred to it, this. bill, previousty re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary, was 
referred among others. It-has been impossible, 
since that time, to take it up and act upon it. It 
was my own opinion that it should-be taken up as 
soon as the measures comprised in the bill reported 
by the Committee of Thirteen were aeted upon. 
Task now, therefore, that it may be made the spe- 
cial order of the day for Monday next, and for 
each succeeding day till disposed of. I donot ask 


tors desire to have it postponed till that day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 merely wish to 
say, as one of that class of persons referred to as 
“southern Senators,” that | have never objected 
to the taking up of this bill. i never considered i$ 
a matter of very much importance, nor do I now. 
I have said that unlegs our brethren of the North 
will take measures to effect the restoration of fugi- 
tive slaves under the provisions of the Constitution, 


opposition was made, and I wish at least to clear || | have no confidence in the efficacy of any law 


that may be passed by Congress on the subject. 
Mr. BUTLER. I was not in the Senate to 
hear the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, {Mr. Cass,} but I can, in a few words, 
give the history of this bil} so far as } am eon- 
nected with it. I well recollect bringing im this bill 
and opening the subject with a few remarks. 1 


| afterwards made an extended speech on the bill. 


The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare} 
wished to reply, and he had the floor for that pur- 
pose; and while he had the floor the fugitive slave 
bill was superseded by the proposition for a Com- 
mittee of Thirteen. J never attributed to that bill 
any of the great efficacy whieh some Senators seem 
to have attached to it; but I never have refused, as 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
take up the bill whenever it was proposed. 

The question being taken, the motion to take up 
the bill was agreed to. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed uatit Monday next, and it was made 
the special order for that-day at twelve o’clock, 
PROTEST AGAINST ADMITTING CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hux- 
TER] to receive the Protest presented yesterday, 


| and to spread it upon the Journal of the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would state, that by the 
unanimous consent of the protestants, another par- 


| agraph has been added, which i desire may be 


read by the Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT. The protest has been mod- 
ified, which the protestants had a right to do, the 


| refusal on the part of southern Senators to take | document not having yet been received. 


The additional 
lows: 


“ Because the admission of California as a State into the 
Union, without any previons reservation assented to by her 
of the public domain, might involve an aetual surrender of. 
that domain to, or, at all events, places its future disposal at 
the merey of that State, and, as no reservation in the bill 
can be binding upon her until she assents to it, her dissent 
‘hereafter’ would in no manner affect or impair the act of 
her admission.” 


The debate was then continued by Messrs. 
BADGER, WALKER, HUNTER, BENTON, 
BUTLER, HOUSTON, CASS, PRATT, DAVIS 
of Mississippi, DOWNS, WHITCOMB, and 


paragraph was then read as fol- 


| TURNEY. 


Mr. NORRIS moved to lay upon the table the 
question of reception and the motion to spread the 
protest upon the Journal. 

Mr. BADGER called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and were as follow: 

YEAS— Messrs. Badger, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge #f Wisconsin, 
Downs, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, Miller, Norris, Phelps, 
Pratt, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Win- 
throp—22. g 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barwell, Berrien, Butter, 
Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Towa, Hunter, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, 
Soulé Sturgeon, Turney, and Yulee—i9. 

So the whole subject was laid upon the table, 

[For the debate, see Appendix.] 


NEW MEXICO. 
On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate 
took up the bill to establish a territorial govern- 


i 


bel 


_ THE 


merit in the Territory of New Mexico, and it was 
read a third time. 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays 
upon the question “ Shall the bill pass?” and they 
were ordered. f 

Mi. DICKINSON. The final passage of this 
bill was one of those questions apon which I have 
paired off with my colleague. if 1 were to vote I 
should vote for the passage of the bill; but under 
the circumstances, | am notat liberty to vote Upon 
this question. 

Mr. SMITH. Upon this particular bill E too 
have paired off with the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Feors,} and therefore E shalt 
not record my name upon its passage. j 

The vote was then taken, and it resulted as fol- 
lows: : 

VEAS—Meésers. Atchison, Badger, Benton, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Bright, Cass; Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, 
Mason, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Sturgeon, 
Underwood, Wales, and Whitcomb—27. 

WAYS—Messrs. Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge 
of Wisconsig, Greene, Hamlin, Miller, Phelps, Upham, 
Walker, and Winthrop—i0. 

So the bill was passed. 

On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the title was 
made to conform to the body of the bill, omitting 
« Utah;” and as agreed to, itis * A bill to establish 
a Territorial Government for New Mexico.” 

On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was or- 
dered that when the Senate adjourn it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and after some time the 
doors were reopened and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, August 16, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
NEW MEXICO. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
A. Dioxins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill to provide for 
the territorial government of New Mexico. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. EWING, the Fouse re- 
golved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
sropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. EWING was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the allotted hour. 
His remarks were addressed, not to the bill before 
the committee, but to an examination of the views 
of the President in his recent message concerning 
the Texan boundary. The message, Mr. E. ob- 
served, consisted of two parts: first, an exposition 
of the views of the President as to what his duty 
would be ia the event of a certain contingency; 
and secondly, recommendations to Congress as to 
the measures which should be adopted by that 
body. He thought it unfortunate that the Presi- 

“dent should have written the first part of his mes- 
sage, instead of confining himself to a recommend- 
ation to Congress of such measures as, in his 
judgment, might be required, &c. Arguing this 
point, generally, and notin its particular bearing 
upon the Texan question, he contended that no 
State could ever be forced, by a resort to the mili- 
tary and naval power, to any course of policy, be- 
cause free government could not be maintained 
where the application of force was required. He 
then proceeded to read from the message of the 
President, with a view to show that the President 
was in favor of Mr. Pearce’s bill, or of some anal- 
ogéus proposition. If that was so, the question 
then presented itself, should Congress adopt the 
Présiderit’s recommendation? For his own part, 
he declared his intention to vote for the bill which 
had passed the Senate, with all his power and 
strength, as being the best for the North, the best 
for the South, and the best for the Union. As one 
of those who had always believed the claim of 
Texas to the boundary of the Rio Grande to be a 
good claim, yet he proceeded to argue that, in 
every respect, as regarded. her future well-being, 
and the development of her resources, Texas 
would be infinitely better off under the bill of Mr. 
Pearce, than under the confirmation of her original 
claim of title. . 

There were four minutes 
ted for debate. 


left of the time allot- 


| tioned. There were no troops on the west on 


i 


Mr. SWEETSER took the floor. He said: 
I have obtained the floor, at this late period, in 
order to call the attention of the committee to a sin- 
gle point, in order to make a distinction between 
the claim of Texas to the territory lying between 
the Nueces and the Rio Grande, and the disputed 
line between New Mexico. and Texas, without 
any intention of discussing the various topics 
which have claimed the attention ‘of the commit- 
tee, during the consideration of the President’s 
message, in regard to the State of Texas and 
New Mexico. Sir, at the time Congress had un- 
der consideration the resolutions of annexation, it 
was well understood, in and out of Congress, that 
the country between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande was a portion of ancient Texas, and that 
Texas, after she had thrown off the Mexican ju- | 
risdiction, had organized that district of country, | 
and attached it to an election district; although 
the States of Tamaulipas, Coahuila, and Chihuahua 
had contested the right of Texas to dominion 
over that district of country. [t was, however, 
under thejurisdiction of Texas at the time of an- 
nexation. It isalso well known that in 1836, after 
the battle of San Jacinto, that Texas entered intoa 
treaty with General Santa Anna, in which it was 
stipulated, that the remnant of the Mexican army 
then in Texas should retire from the Texan terri- 
tory, and that General Filisola did leave the 
country, and marched the Mexican troops west of | 
the Rio Grande, across into the States above men- 


the line of New Mexico. At the time of annex- 
ation, this boundary between Texas and New 
Mexico had never been ascertained, and but one 
attempt was made to explore—the ill-fated Santa 
Fé expedition, which resulted disastrously. 

{t has been- attempted in this debate to urge 
upon the Democratic side of the House, by the 
Whigs, that inasmuch as the war with Mexico 
was brought on by the assertion of the Texan 
boundary, the Democratic party are now bound, | 
by honor and good faith to Texas, to concede and 
maintain to Texas her boundary as claimed upon 
the Rio Grande from its mouth to its source. Some 
of the southern Democrats seem willing to yield 
to the force of the argument, and quail before the i! 
denunciation. ; | 

Now, sir, | maintain that this Government went | 
to war with Mexico because she had marched an 
army to her northern frontier with the avowed in; 
tention of reducing all Texas, from the Rio Grande 
to the Sabine, to submission to the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, making no distinction as to the country 
between the Rio Grande and the Nueces, and the 
balance of Texas. The Mexican army crossed 
the Rio Grande in order to carry out that object. 
The war was brought on, as declared in the pream- 
ble of the act of 1846, “ by the act of Mexico.” 

It does not surprise me to hear Whigs, who were | 
opposed to the war, and denounced it at the time, 
and now denounce the party who prosecuted that 
war, and vindicated the national honor, confound 
the position of the Democratic party, in regard to 
the Upper and Lower Rio Grande. No man or 
party in this country now, or in this discussion, 
has been bold enough to discuss the title of Texas 
to the Lower Rio Grande. The universal acquies- 
cence of the whole country, has long since silenced 
that class of Mexican sympathizers who made 
that question, in order to justify Mexican aggres- 
sion and condemn their own country, whilst the 
war existed. There is no man in this House who | 
believes, that if Mexico had marched an army to 
Santa Fé, and proclaimed their object to be to 
maintain the State of New Mexico in the posses- | 
sion of her ancient, known, and organized bound- | 
aries, and remained within said boundaries, that a | 
collision of arms-would have taken place between | 
the United States and Mexico. 

Here the hour having arrived for closing the de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole, the Chairman’s | 
hammer fell. 

Mr. S. intended to have said, that he desired to be 
liberal to Texas, and to give her every fair oppor- 
tunity to assert her rights to a disputed boundary, 
acknowledged on all hands to be so at the time of 
annexation, but he did not intend to vote under | 
any pressure that would influence his judgment, 
or control his vote. 

He did not believe that Texas had any valid claim 
to the territory included within the ancient limits 
of New Mexico. He did not believe that the 
Government had by any act, either before, at the 
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time, or since the annexation, which authorized 
Texas now to. claim what she never had the ability 
to assert priot to her annexation. Such being his 
conviction, he should refrain from doing any act 
which may prejudice the rights of Texas. He 
was willing to have the question of boundary 
referred to a commission, or umpire, as antict- 
pated in the articles of annexation, or submited 
by agreement to the judicial tribunals . of’ the 
country, and whatever decision might be made, he 
was willing to abide. 

But he would never vote TEN MILLIONS, or 
any other sum, to buy from Texas territory which 
he did not believe belonged to her. e did 
not fancy the time and manner in which this mat- 
ter of indemnity had been made prominent and 
pressed upon Congress. - 

He had no fears of a collision of arms between 
Texas and the United States; and if he had, he 
would not vote the money of the people into the 
pockets of Texan bond-holders, under any war- 
like exhibitions which might be made now; it 
would be setting a precedent which would lead to 
incalculable mischief. His constituents were will- 
ing to do justice to Texas. Ohio had alwaya 
been her friend. If Texas has title to the Tetri- 
tory, there is a legal and constitutional manter for 
her to assert it; if she has no right, the people of 
Ohio would not approve the act of her representà- 
tives who should vote to give Texas ten millions, 


i when in their judgment she was not entitled to å 


dollar, because she threatens a fight. The voice 
of Ohio is, and will be, ** millions for defence, not 
a cent for tribute.” 

Such being his convictions, he feels it his duty 
to make his views known in advance of his acting 


| upon the Senate bill now upon the Speaker’s table. 


Mr. BAYLY (availing himself of his priv- 
ilege under the rule) took the floor, and addressed 
the committee for half an hour. 

Mr. BAYLY said: I have been anxious, Mr. 
Chairman, foran opportunity to express my views 
at length upon the late message of the President 
of the United States. But I understand the spirit 


| of the rule which gives toa gentleman who has 


reported a bill the privilege of closing the debate, 
to be, that he may defend the bill against attacks 
which have been made upon it, and I shall not > 
violate the spirit of that rule. But I- cannot, in 
speaking for the first tine in this House since the 
late message has been before us, refrain from ex- 
pressing my opinions of it. I shall reserve it for 
a future occasion to sustain them, I do not hesi-, 
tate to say, after the most deliberate and careful 
examination of it, that a more unsound and dan- 
gerous message has never emanated from the Ex- 


| ecutive of the United States. 


If it be true, as the President claims, that he 
may decide first what the law is, and then that he 
may execute it, as he decides it to be, with’ the 
army and navy, | say that this Government is a 
military despotism. “There are, sir, but three oĉ- 


! casions, as the law now stands, on which the mili- 


tary force of this country can be used. The one 
is, to repel an invasion ; the second is, where the 
process of the courts is resisted, and the President 
is called on, by the court itself, to assist its mar- 
shal in executing its decree; and the third is, when 
he is-called on by the Legislature of a State, or if 
it cannot be convened, by the Executive, to sup- 
press an ingurrection, But in neither of these 
cases could he use the army and navy, if authority 
to do so had not first been given by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Under our.theory of Government, it was de- 
signed emphatically that the military arm should 
be completely and entirely under the control of the 
representatives of the people. He has no right to 
use the army and navy, except in the precise cases 
in which he is authorized to doit by Congress. 
But for a law of Congress to carry it out, the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, requiring him to uke 
care that the laws are faithfully executed, would 
be a dead letter. And so it would be in the case 
of an invasion or insurrection, and herice the laws 
of 1795 and 1807 were passed to give them vitality. 
I say, the law as it now stands does not authorizé 
the President of the United States to use the army, 
in the contingency which he contemplates; and if 
he does, as he has said he will do, his act will be 
an act of war—of civil war, and commenced with- 
out authority of law. ‘This opinion shall take the 
first opportunity that presents itself io sustain: 

It has been said by a good many gentlemen who 
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have addressed the House, that they are pleased 
with the general tone and. spirit-of this message. 
So far fromthe apparent. moderation of the mes- ` 
sage and its placid tone quieting my alarm, it 
greatly adds to it, False doctrines, sir, can only 
be propagated when ambition, failing in with tem- 
potary expediency and thg prejudices of the times, 
gloss them over with a-pliancy of language which 
dextrously commend. them to general acceptance. 
The difficulties existing, and the anxiety of the 
country for a settlement of them; the good temper 
in which. the message has been conceived, are the 
circumstances which have greatly contributed to 
awaken concern. Under a. different state of feel- 
ing, | do not mistake the American people in say- 
ing, that from Maine to Texas there ean be but 
one opinion in respect to it, and that would be of 
decisive condemnation. General Jackson’s proc- 
lamation and the measures which followed it, revo- 
lutionized parties in this country. But it and they 
were propriety itself in comparison with this mes- 
sage and the measures contemplated: 

1 cannot go further into that matter now, for, as 
T said, 1 do not mean to violate the spirit of the 
rule that gives me the right to close the debate. I 
shall now advert to the only two points that have 
been made.in the debate concerning the bill itself. 
One by my friend from Tennessee, and my col- | 
league upon the Committee of Ways and Means. 


This committee will recollect that that gentleman || 
and myself have been directly at points for some || 


time, as to the amount of money which will be 

required from the general Treasury to defray the 

expenses of the Government for the present fiscal 
ear. 

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] 
maintains that the appropriation bills already be- | 
fore the House, and other claims upon the Treas- 
ury, will make it necessary for us to bring into the | 
general Treasury $52,000,000 to meet the ex- 
penses of the current year. It will be recollected 
that when he first made this statement to the com- 
mittee, I stated that it was palpably erroneous in 
several particulars, and I endeavored to point them 
out; but the gentleman hag attempted to elaborate 
his views and sustain the correctness of his state- 
ments. ` 

If the gentleman from Tennessee means to af- 
firm that the burdens which this Government 
throws upon the people amount to fifty-two mil- 
lions of dollars a year, then I say, not only is his | 
estimate within bounds, but it is infinitely below 
the reality. But if, on theother hand, he means to 
say that it will be necessary for us to raise money 


to meet the contemplated ‘expenditures for this |! 


fiscal year to the amount of fifty-two millions of 
dollars, then he is greatly above the mark. { read 
his speech, and I was a good deal at a loss to de- 
termine whether the point made by the gentleman 
was, that the burdens which the Government im- 
poses upon the people are to the extent of fifty- 
two millions of dollars, or whether that we should 
be required to raise that sum to defray its ex- 
penses. But let his meaning be either the one 
way or the other, his estimate is still incomplete; 
because, if he referred to the burdens, as Í have 
said, he is greatly below the mark; and if he refers 
: tothe amount of money to be raised to meet our ex- 
penpitares, he is above it. For instance, he takes 
the Post Office. The amount ofappropriations forthe 
Post Office Deparment for this year is $5,443,637. ; 
That is a burden upon the people. There is no doubt 
about it. But he arrays it in his estimates to show 
the amount of ‘moneys which we are to raise from 
the.customs and other sources of revenue to meet 
the expenses of the Government; yet he knows 
that the Post Office supports itself. Then he takes | 
an item of five millions six hundred and fifty-six 
thousand dollars of balances of appropriations 
made last year, but which are to be expended this 
year. That would bea very proper item to in- 
clude if we were not absolutely certain that, of 
the appropriations that we are now making, as 


large or a larger amount will lie over to be ex- i 


NAL GLOBE. _ 


to be more nearly accurate, instead: of taking the 
estimate of the balances of appropriations which 
would lie over, made more than eight months ago, 
he'had better have made a new one now when 
the year has expired, and the data for an estimate 
are fuller. The balances of last year to be ex- 
pended this year are probably much larger than 
the estimates. I hold in my hand an estimate 
which I had prepared at the Treasury Depart- 


| ment, showing that on the 30th of June, 1850, 


there was a balance in the Treasury of $14,105,000 


|| unexpended; thus exceeding by nine millions the 


estimates which the gentleman relies on. 1 knew 
| the amount of these balances has been since very 
materially decreased. This was. the balance on 
the 30th of June, 1850. Since then money has 
been paid out—for instance, you take the per 
diem and mileage of members of Congress—then 
there was a balance of upwards of one hundred 
thousand dollars; now the appropriation is-ex- 
hausted. . I might enumerate many other items to 
show, that although this was the balance on the 
| 80th of June, 1850, yet a large part of that sum 
| has been since exhausted. , But during this fiscal 
| year there will certainly be more than five millions 
| six hundred and fifty thousand dollars expended, 
which were appropriated last year. 
| Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman says that he has 
i estimates of thousands of dollars of appropria- 
į tions for several years past. I wish to ask if he 
has also estimates of the appropriations provided 
for the deficiency bills for the same years, and 
how they compare with these sums of appropria- 
tions? 

Mr. BAYLY. I am glad the gentleman has 


balance is hanging over, there will bea necessity 
for the passage of deficiency bills next session. 
I fear there wiil be; but I do not anticipate it can 
be large. 

But there is one other point which 1 desire to 
| notice. There has been a great deal of com- 
| plaint—a sort of side-bar complaint—at the large 
amount of appropriation bills that have been 
brought into the House from the Committee of 
| Waysand Means. And a most ingenious effort 
has been made by gentlemen who know nothing 
of what they are talking about, to cast censure 
upon that committee. Our duty is to appropriate 
money to carry out the existing laws; we cannot 
repeal the law. If Congress pass laws which re- 
quire money to carry them into execution, this 
House may repeal them, it is true; or they may, 
if they think it wise, refuse to make the necessary 
appropriation; but the Committee of Ways and 
Means have no such power. There are scarcely 
any of the items of these bills—certainly none of 
any large amount—which are not authorized by 
laws of Congress; and for these laws of Congress 
the committee isnot responsible. To illustrate: I 
have taken pains to ascertain what has been the 
amount appropriated by the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill for the year ending the 30th of 
i June, 1847, passed at the session of 1845-46, and 
| before the war was declared, and I find that the 
civil and diplomatic appropriations for that year 
was $4,151,866. This year we propose to appro- 
priate $9,799,237. 5 

Well, sir, most of this increase—very nearly the 
whole of it—is made up of two items alone; the 
one is $3,360,000, which is for Mexican indemnity 
that has been made necessary by the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded in 1848. “And the other item 
is $1,116,000 for taking the census, which of course 
did not exist then, and the necessity for which is 
created by law. Thus these two items alone, for 
which not only was the committee bound to re- 
porta bill, but which Congress:js bound to pass a 
| law to provide for, added to the amount appro- 
| priated in 1845-6, bring it up to $8,627,866. Well, 


1 


pended in the coming year. Thus, these balances | 


of appropriations hanging over from year to year, 
ordinarily, will about balance each other. 


speech that this may be so or it may not. I have 
taken the pains to look back for a rumber of | 
years, and I find 
occurred that there 


i 
i 
j} 
The gentleman from Tennessee said ` in his | 
i 
| 
i 
| 


that in no single year has it 
are not these balances of ap- 


propriations lying over from one year to the next. || 
Kad in this respect, if the gentleman had wished || 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| sir, what are the other points of increased expend- 
| itare?, Why they are demanded by laws that 

have been heretofore passed. Take the various 
items as they are arranged under the appropriate 
heads—for instance, the pay and mileage of mem- 
bers of Congress; the increased contingent ex- 
penses of all the departments. There is, sir, in the 
expenses of the judiciary department alone an in- 
crease of upwards of $120,000. Then we have 


established since thena new Executive Depart- 
ment. . 


called my attention to this. He says, though this | 


l shall not detain ‘the committee to show very 

particularly in what branches of the public service 
there has been an increase of expenditure—it is 
not necessary that L should do 80; it is sufficient to 
say that there is- scarcely an item in this bill over 
which the committee had any control, If the 
appropriations are extravagant, Jet this Hlouse - 
repeal the laws which authorize and require them. 
Whilst those laws remain on the statute book, the 
committee would understand their duty very poor- 
ly, in my opinion, if they should undertake to 
withhold an appropriation which the law makes 
necessary. 
+ But} shall not go further into.this argument with 
my friend from ‘Tennessee. He includes improp- 
erly, as I have shown, two items which alone 
swell his estimate $21,100,167, and bring down 
the amount that it is necessary to be supplied from 
the general Treasury to aboutforty millions, which 
is, in my opinion, reckless extravagance. But it 
is extravagance over which the Committee of 
Waysand Means had no control, that is to be pro- 
vided for only by the law-making power. 

There was one other point made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Casey.] He complains, 
that although there was a vast number of petitions 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 
on the subject of an increase of the tariff, particu- 
larly in regard to the duty on iron, that the com- 
mittee have never taken up the subject for action, 
and have never made any report upon it. Well 
now, sir, does not every member of this House 
know-—does not every man in the country know, 
that at this session, when the attention of Congress 
bas been constantly distracted by the all-absorbing- 
question of slavery, that it was impossible to get 
this House to act upon any subject, unless it was 
one of the most pressing and crying necessity, and 
about which there was no difference of opinion? 
Does not the gentleman know that it has been im- 


| possible to take up any other question than this 


all-absorbing one? Well; who is responsible for 
this? Fhe Committee of Ways and Means? 
Are they responsible? I undertake, sir, to say 
that there is no one delegation in this House who 
is more responsible for the state of things of which 
the gentleman complains than his own, and par- 
ticularly that part of the. delegation with which he 
is politically associated, 

Mr. CASEY, (Mr. Bayiy yielding.) I en- 
deavored to have my remarks printed by this 
morning; but having failed in that, E will state to. 
the gentleman from Virginia that it was the fact 
that I complained of that the petitions, &c., had not 
been acted upon for the space of more than seven 
months. Nor did I charge the chairman of that 
committee more than other members of it, with 
any neglect of duty; and cited this as an evidence 
of the indisposition of this House to do anything 
for the relief of the suffering interesis of the coun- 
try. The fact, as E stated it, of course, the gen- 
tleman does not, and cannot deny. 

Mr. BAYLY. Icannot aceept the apology of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 1 cannot con- 
sent that I shall be exculpated, and blame thrown. ` 
upon the committee; because, during this session 
of Congress, it gives me great pleasure to say, 
there has been little action of the committee in 
which I have not cordially concurred; and what [ 
was saying was not in defence of myself, but of 
the committee as a body. And in that defence I 
said, that although there had been a vast number 
of those petitions thrown before the committee, we 
did not mean to do the useless thing of under- 
taking to go into an investigation of that-subject, 
when it was perfectly evident to everybody that 
the state of things in this House, toa large extent 
produced by the associates and friends of the gen- 
tleman himself, made any action upon the subject 
entirely impossible, If the gentleman and his 
friends, in the early part of the session, had taken 
up this exciting subject, which is now absorbing 
all attention, and met it as patriots, and adjusted 
the question-in a way that would have met with 
the approbation of the countiy, and which would 
have given to the country peace and quietness, we 
would have had time to reéxamine the tariff of 
1846, and come to some decision concerning it, 
and to have been now actually at our homes, in- 
stead of being here, involved with these questiong 
quite as much as we were at the first of the session, 
Yet, strange to say, when it is known that the 
majority of the committee is as little Jable ag any 
gentlemen in this House to the charge of having 


‘ 
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produced this state of things, this obstruction of 


the public business, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 4} 


vania and his associates complain of that which 
they themselves have produced. 

Mr. CASEY. I really do not know or under- 
stand what the gentleman means by saying that 
“myself and my associates, and those with whom 
Lact on this side of the Chamber, are chargeable 
with keeping up the slavery agitation, to the hin- 
drance of business of the House and the country. 
I appeal,/sir, to this House, that my course 
throughout this, session has been a moderate and 
conservative one. And I must say, that I have 
believed that the great-opposition to a fair and 
equitable compromise of these questions, has come 
frem southern. gentlemen on this floor, and par- 
ticularly from that side of the House with which 
the gentleman acts. ‘ 

Mr.BAYLY. Quite'the reverse, as the House 
and the whole country will bear testimony. Why, 


who isit that, in relation to the question of slavery, |; 


have done more to put us in a condition unfit for 
the transaction of any other business, than the gen- 
tleman from his own State—I mean the gentleman 
from the Lancaster district ? [Mr.Srevens.] They 
chiefly contributed to produce this state of things, 
making the neglect by us of our ordinary congres- 
sional duties which they complain of, inevitable. 

Most of the Democrats from Pennsylvania have 
pursued a patriotic course upon the slavery ques- 
tion. Some of them have eminently doneso. If 
others had followed their example, an adjustment 
of it upon terms of equality and justice could 
long ago have been made, quiet given to the 
country, and the tariff taken up, and any defects 
in it removed. But, instead of it, the leader of 
your part of the delegation, the member from 
Lancaster, [Mr. Srevens,] has of all others made 
the most offensive speeches, and has more than 
most others contributed to the state of feeling in 
Congress which makes ordinary legislation im- 
possible, And he, and others who act with him, 
will be responsible for whatever of mischief may 
ensue in consequence, 

I am not one of those who regard the tariff act 
of 1846 as being perfect; there is nothing perfect 
in human legislation. When I voted for it, in a 
speech I made at the time, I said it was a great 
improvement upon the tariff act of 1842, but that 
it by no means came up to my idea of what it 
ought to be. But { am free to confess that the op- 
eration of it has more than met my most sanguine 
expectations. I do not mean to say, with a view 
to revenue, which is the only legitimate object of 
atariff, that very beneficial amendments may not 

“be made. On the contrary, I am qvite clear, that 
with the experience we have now had, it could be 
greatly improved in many particulars. We have 
heard a great deal, particularly from Pennsylvania, 
about the great distress in that State with the iron 
interest. I am inclined to believe, after a good 
deal of examination, that that interest is suffering 
at this time toa considerable extent. I sincerely 
hope the pressure will be temporary. There is 
no man in this country who is more of a friend to 
that interest than myself. There is no one who 
is more anxious to see it flourish. Of all the pro- 
ductive interests of this country itis one which 
ought fo commend itself more than almost any 
other to the favor of this nation. It is a hardy 
pursuit; it does not enervate the persons engaged 
in it as do some other manufacturing pursuits, and 
thus emasculate the country. Its employers are 
sturdy men, not like the sickly inmates of many 
of the establishments which we are asked to foster 
by a protective tariff. Keeping always in view 
the only legitimate object of a tariff, 1 should be 
glad that it could be so arranged as incidentally to 
foster that interest. But the day for protective 
duties for protection sake has passed, and I be- 
lieve forever. But in reference to the subject of 
the tariff, the committee determined simply that 
at this time we consider it inexpedient to recom- 
mend to this House to attempt to act upon the 
subject. Having thus briefly replied to the re- 
marks of gentlemen having particular reference to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I shall not 
longer detain the committee. 

Mr. B. having coneluded— 

The CHAIR intimated that, as the bill was very 
long, he should regard each appropriation as a 
separate and distinct section, and should rule 
that after each section was passed, it was not in 
order to refer back to it. 


é 


The Clerk read the first section gan follows: 


« For compensation and mileage of Senators, members of 
the House. of Representatives, and Delegates, $416,338: 
Provided, That the mileage. of Senators, Representalives, 
and Delegates shall hereafter bé computed on the route by 
which the mails are transported from the Capitol to the res- 
idence of each Senator, Representative, or Delegate: nd 
provided further, That no such member of either branch of 
Congress, residing east of the Rocky Mountains, shal) re- 
ceive more than $1,000 mileage for each session, and no 
such member or delegate residing west of the Rocky 
Mountains shall receive more than $2,090 mileage for each 
session. Nor shali any member of the Senate receive mile- 
age for any session of that body which may be called with- 
in thirty days after the adjournment of both Houses of 
Congress, unless the travel, for which such mileage is 
charged, has been actually performed.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
it, by adding thereto the following: 

“Provided, further, That the salaries of all officers, civil 
and military, as well as members of Congress, holding offices 
under this Government, where the salary is over $1,000, and 
no constitutional prohibition, from and after the Ist Monday 
in December, 1850, shall be reduced one-fifth upon the 
whole amount of salary, provided it does not reduce the 
salary below $1,000, and then down to that sum.” 

Mr. J. contended that the amendment ought to 
be adopted; and that if retrenchment was neces- 
sary at any time, this was the time. He referred 
to the rapid increase which had taken place of late 
years in the expenditures of the General Govern- 
ment,and contended that the time had arrived 
when Congress should, in good faith, set to work 
to reduce them. He hoped that the amendment 
would be agreed to in committee, so that he might 
have the yeas and nays upon it in the House. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. g 

Mr. SWEETSER moved to amend the section’ 
by reducing the mileage of members residing east 
of the Rocky Mountains, from $1,000 to $500; and 
the mileage of those residing west thereof, from 
$2,000 to $1,000. 

Mr. S. bricfly submitted, that the sum contem- 
plated by the amendment, was sufficient for the 
purpose; and he expressed his desire that the 
amendment would be agreed to in committee, so 
that a record vote might be taken upon it in the 
House. 

Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and 1 wish to state my reasons briefly, why I am 
opposed to it. Ido not mean to impugn the mo- 
tives of the gentleman in offering this amendment, 
but really, sir, I should have supposed, if sincere, 
he would have shaped his motion in such a way 
as to have secured for ita fair chance of passage. It 
may not be impossible but that the amendment 
was framed in this way purposely to defeat its 
success, and yet to have a horse astride which the 
gentleman could ejaculate some sentences for Bun- 
combe. It may be, sir, that the gentleman would 
rather see anything else pass than this amend- 
ment, notwithstanding his advocacy of its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. SWEETSER called Mr. Tuunston to or- 
der, on the ground that it was out of order to im- 

ute motives to him in offering the amendment. 

The CHAIR said, that the gentleman from Ore- 
gon was out of order in making such an imputa- 
tion. 

A motion was made that the gentleman from 
Oregon have leave to proceed in order, which be- 
ing decided in the affirmative, 

Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I cor- 
dially acquiesce in the decision, if I had imputed 
any motives to the gentleman. I disclaim, how- 
ever, intending to assert that the gentleman offered 
the amendment with any improper motives. I 
merely said, that it might be that he would ex- 
tremely regret to see his own amendment prevail. 
But as to his real motive, sir, 1 consider it doubt- 
ful whether he had any motive. Surely, sir, he 
could not have understood its effect, &fse he must 
stand convicted of wishing members or delegates 
to come to Congress and bear a portion of their 
own expense. To show you, sir, and the com- 
mittee, the effect of this amendment, let us recur to 
facts. And in doing this, I will speak of my own 
case. 

lt will cost me, to go from this place to New 
York, at least twelve dollars. Then if I take gen- 
tlemen’s fare from New York to Chagres, it will 
cost me one hundred and twenty-five dollars. I 
suppose the gentleman would allow this, or would 
he want a Representative or Delegate to take third- 
rate fare, and carry his own bread and meat to eat 
by the way? Such is the tendency of his amend- 
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ment, and such the tendency of this-whole system 
of demagoguing about thé pay and mileage of mem- 
bers. Well, sir, it will cost me to cross the Isth- 
mus of Panama fifty dollars. From that place. to 
Astoria, at the mouth of the Columbia river, the 
fare is. four hundred dollars, and from Astoria, to. 
my home, at least twenty-five dollars. Here, sir, is 
six hundred and twelve dollars; and this covers 
merely the actual fare one way. Nothing is reck- 
oned for expenses by the way; none of those 
indispensables which are always necessary in jour- 
neying, and especially in a journey of that kind. 
To reckon moderately, these expenses will amount 
to two hundred more. This, added to the fare, 
makes eight hundred and twelve dollars. Double © 
it for the journey both ways, and you have six- 
teen hundred and twenty-four dollars. To com- 
pensate the Delegate or member frorn Oregon, what 
does the amendment of the member from Ohio pro- 
pose? Why, sir, it generously proposes to pay the 
Oregon member, or the Delegate, the sum of one 
thousand dollars only. In other words, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio consents that Oregon may be 
represented here, if her representative will lose. 
his timé in coming, pay all his necessary expenses, 
pass through the most sickly climate on earth, and 
encounter death at every step, and pay a portion 
of his fare to. the amount of six hundred and 
twenty-four dollars! A magnanimous heart, this, 
for a son of the great State of Ohio, and for one 
who understands, or should understand, the hard- 
ships and phases of western life! 

Now, sir, it is trae, that it actually gost me, 
when I came from Oregon to this place, eleven 
hundred and fifty dollars. Besides meeting a heavy 
loss on the Isthmus, to. which all travelers on that 
route are more or less liable, I expended three and 
a half months’ time, paid eleven hundred and 
fifty dollars, and came very near losing my life; 
for all of which, in future, I am, if this amend- 


. ment is to prevail, to receive the generous sum of 


five hundred dollars. ; 

Mr. Chairman, | caution gentlemen to pause in 
this course, and to draw up the reins of the hobby- 
steeds they have mounted. The people don’t ask 
faithful servants to work for them for nothing— 
they expect to pay liberally—they desire it. [tis 
not so much with the people how much they pay 
for service, as how that service is rendered. | have 
long regretted, sir, this tendency of things. The 
moment it runs so far that the poor man of talents 
cannot serve the people because the pay will not 
sustain himself and family, that moment the men 
of fortune step in, and fill those places for the 
honor. In England, I understand, members of 
Parliament receive no pay. The result is, that 
men of limited means, those from the common 
walks of life, are virtually estopped, and all the 
places.of honor and trust are filled with the mil- 
lionaires—men who have no sympathies with the 
laboring masses, and no object to attain, except to 
seek how they can best promote and perpetuate 
the class to which they belong. Hence, they legis- 
late for the rich, and affect to charitably provide for 
the poor. Now, sir, if the course of those men be 
not checked, who so dearly love the people as to 
enslave them in the net-work of their actions, the 
child may now be borh, who will: see the chan- 
nel of wealth the only one through which he 
can arrive to an office of honor or trust. There 
are men enough in this country who would gladly 
serve their country in Congress, for no other boon 
than the advantages of place and power—men who 
might serve you well and cautiously for a season, 
but who, before you would know, would have 
you fast in the meshes of their artifice, and then 
would suddenly change their position, from that of 
servant to master. 

As one, sir, who am alone indebted to none but 
my Maker for what little I am; as one who has 
struggled like a strong man against the arrogant 
encroachments of aristocracy and wealth; as one 
immediately of, and from the great moving masses 
of this country, { am ready to stand up now and 
hereafter, and forever, and bare. my breast to the 
encroachments of this feeling, of this policy, which, 
under the pretence of loving the people, seeks to 
enslave them, seeks to strike at their rights and 
prerogatives, and seeks to deprive them of the use 
of servants from and of themselves, by whom 
they can be faithfully served, and by whom they 
can be served with safety. I say, then, to you—İ 
say it to this committee, and I say it to the coun- 
try universal, that the only. safe course for the peo- 
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ple to: pursue’ in this matter, is to pay to their ser- 
vants asum so liberal that they ean afford to do 
the-work;. so liberal that they need not be sub- 
ject.to the influence of money; and then to exact 
of those servants ‘a faithful performance of their 
duties. These, sir,are my opinions; and while it 
isin me to stand by the laboring masses, of whom 
Tam one, and from whom I have received all I 
have and am, by these opinions I stand unshaken 
and unmoved. ; 

Mr. MORSE moved to amend the amendment 
so aa to allow $3,000 to members residing east, and 
$4,000 to members residing west of the Rocky 
Mountains. 

Mr. M. deprecated the attempts constantly | 
made tø reduċe the compensation of members of 
Congress, and thus, as we had seen done in some 
of the States of the Union, put the.seats up to the 
lowest bidder. The great mistake in the United 
States was the want of discrimination between the 
salaries of offices, the duties of which required ca- 
pacity, talent, and genius, and the salaries of of- 
fices the duties of which were merely mechanical. 
‘Phe compensation of members of Congress, either 
in the form of mileage or per diem, should be such 
as to command the best talent of the country. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, VENABLE moved to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting $600 for 4500. 

Mr. y: contended that all legislation for cutting 
down the mileage of members was wrong in prin- 
ciple, He wasnot in favor of making the mileage 
extravagant, and would be willing to see it regu- 
lated according to the rule proposed at the last 
Congress. A member who came here from a great 
distance was entitled to higher remuneration than 

‘one who could go home at any time in a short 
period. He admonished the committee against 
cutting down the compensation of members so that 
none but rich men could come here—thus buildin 
up the most foolish aristocracy on earth, an aris- 
` tocracy of wealth. He argued that the effectual 
way to make the representatives of the people in- 
dependent of the Executive was to pay them well, 
and thus place them beyond those influences which, 
by making them poor, would inevitably beset them. 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

The question recuring on the amendment of Mr. 
Sweerser, was taken and it was rejected, 

Mr. ORR moved an amendment to strike out 
all after the word “ Delegate’’ in the first proviso. 

He remarked that his mileage was less than 
$1,000; he would not therefore be affected by the 
amendment. He was opposed to this side-bar 
way of restricting mileage. If the system of-mile- | 
age was tobe changed, let a bill be introduced 
into the Flouse for that purpose. Further: he did | 
not know that members of Congréss were extrava- 
gantly paid. There were very few members who | 
did not leave some lucrative business. Professional 
men before they were sent here had generally at- 
tained some eminence, and were receiving more 
from their professional services than the aggregate 
of the per diem and mileage here. So with mer- 
chants who left their counting-houses and were sent 
to this Hall. He was opposed to the reduction of 

. compensation of members of Congress; but that if | 
any change was made it should be by bill intro- 
duced directly for that purpose. 

Mr. CARTTER (speaking, under the rule, in | 
oppósition to the amendment) said the limitation | 
of $1,000 far exceeded the expenses of travel. He | 
pointed out, as the great evil of the present system 
of mileage, the inequalities of the receipts of mem- 
bers, instancing the case of a member who received 
$2,000 for travel, of which the expenses were only | 
$50 more, and the time five days more, than those 
of another gentleman who received but $500. In 
allusion to the remark of Mr. Venase relative to 
the mileage being a bond of anion—he said it | 
might be possible that it was. necessary to fiil the | 
pockets of the Representatives with thousands of 
dollars, to save the Union; but if the bond was | 
merely mercenary—if gentlemen on this floor were | 
held together by common plunder—the quicker 
this den of thieves was broken up, the better, Hel 
had no apprehension of the dissolution of the 
Union, if some gentlemen did not receive ten times 
as much as they ought to. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. | 

RR— 

? Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. Casey 


and Mr. SAWTELLE were appointed. i 


‘The question was taken and the tellers reported, 
ayes 53, noes 70. ans 
. So the amendment of Mr. Orr was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved toamend the section by 
inserting after the word ‘+ Delegate,” in the first 
proviso, the following: 

“At the rate of ten cents per mile for going to and re- 
‘turning from the seat ofGovernment: Provided, That from 
and after the present Congress, Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates, shall, in lieu of a per diem compensation, 
be each paid an annual salary for their services of 
dollars, or at that rate for the time said Senator, Repre-, 
sentative, or Delegate continues in office ; Provided, further, 
That he shall have actually taken his seat, and entered upon 
his duties as a member of Congress? < 


A mefnber on his left (Mr. S. remarked) said 
that amendment would kill him. He would in- 
form the gentleman, that he had offered it two or 
three times before. It had not killed him yet. 
He had confidence in the intelligence of his peo- 
ple. He proceeded to express his belief that the 
present system of paying members of Congress 
was all wrong. They were not paid enough by 
the law, and so they undertook to raise the amount 
by construction. To avoid these difficulties, he 
proposed to give ten cents a mile, which would pay 
actual expenses, and then an annual salary, which 
was in blank. He would leave for the committee 
to fill it. He should think it ought to be at least 
$2,500. He alluded to the expenses to which 
members were subjected in leaving their homes 
and coming here, in keeping up two. separate es- 
tablishments, in the breaking up of professional 
business during the sessions not only, but the re- 
cesses, and said they were poorer paid than any 
other Government officers. To the system of per 


rdiem compensation, he ascribed the lengthening 


out of the sessions, an evil which, as well as the 
continued quarreling upon the question of mileage, 
would be removed by the change he proposed. 

Mr. DUER expressed his hearty concurrence 
in nearly all that had been said by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Scnencx.] He believed that it 
would bea much better plan for members of Con- 
gress to receive a salary than the compensation 
they were now puid. He believed this mileage 
system to be radically wrong, and that this pro- 
vision of the bill was not a complete cure for the 
evil, though it would undoubtedly effect great good. 
He believed the gentleman from Ohio last year 
made precisely the same motion. He (Mr. D.) 
voted for it; it was reported by the committee, the 
House rejected it, and nothing at all was accom- 
plished. His experience taught him that when 
they had a practicable proposition before them 
which was a great improvement upon the present 
system, and which there was a reasonable proba- 
bility of adopting, it was better to adhere to it 
than to give itup forsome other, which, though it 
might be superior, the House had no probability; 
of adopting. The proposition of the bill was a: 
great Improvement upon the existing law. He 
thought those favorable to reform should adhere 
to it, and if it passed the House, that the Senate 
would probably concur, and thus an important 
step towards reform would be taken which could 
be followed up by others hereafter. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he would propose to fill 
the blank with $2,500; but immediately waived 
his purpose, with the remark that he preferred to 
have the committee first vote upon the question 
of principle, and afterwards they could fll the 
blank. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
fill the blank with $2,000, for the purpose merely 
of inquiring if the amendment of the gentleman 


4| from Ohio related to a per annum salary. His 


impression was that if the blank were filled with 
$2,000, the amendment, in other respects remain- 
ing unchanged, the $2,000 would be for two years. 
> Mr. SCHEN CKgsaid it was a per annum salary. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. THOMPSON having accomplished his ob- 
ject, said he would withdraw his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded him that he could 
not under the new five minutes rule. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he did not want a vote 
upon it. 


points of order followed between Mr, THOMP- 
SON, Mr. SCHENCK, and the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN stated to Mr. Scuenckx, that 
upon reflection he thought the blank must be filled 
before the amendment was voted upon, else it was 

:an imperfect amendment and out of order. 


Some conversation upon this, and connected 


Mr. SCHENCK said; to relieve the committee 
of difficulty, he: would adhere to. his proposition to 
fill the blank with $2,500. E 

The blank was filled accordingly. 

The question was taken,and the (pre forma} 


rejected. 

. Mr. THURSTON suggested the propriety of 
the insertion of a proviso, that this clause of the 
bill should not operate upon the present Congress. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that such a. proviso was 
already in the bill. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Scuenex, š 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out $2,500 where it occurred, and to 
insert $5,000. E 

Mr. MEADE said, he only desired to remark 
to the gentleman from Ohio, that if he had pro- 
posed his.amendment in earnest, it ought to be so 
modified as to prevent any inequality in its oper- 
ation. Now it is well known that the elections 
take place in different States at different periods of 
the year. in Virginia, the elections take place in 
the month of April. In the State of North Caro- 
lina, they come on in August; and there are other 
States which elect in the Summer and the Fall. 
Now, it would be evident to every one, that while 
a portion of these Representatives would receive 
the salary for nearly the full term of two years, 
others would receive a much less compensation. 
He desired that the amendment should be so mod. 
ified, as to proportion the amount of the compen- 
sation to the term during which the member ac: 
tually served as a Representative. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, he saw that there was a 
difficulty in the arrangement as proposed by him. 
But it could be remedied by a modification, which 
he would make. 

Mr. S. then modified his amendment, so as to 
read as follows: : 

t£ At the rate of ten eents per mile for going toand retarn- 
ing from the seat of Government: Provided, That from and 
after the present Congress, Senators and Representatives 
and Delegates shall, in lieu of a per diem compensation, be 
each paid an annual salary for their services of twenty- 
five hundred dollars, or at that rate for the time such Sena- 
tor, Representative, ør Delegate continues in office: Pro- 
vided, further, That he shall have aetnally taken his seat, 
and entered upon his duties as a member of Congress; and 
the computation for such salary to relate back to and begin 
from the commencement of the Congress,” 

Mr. MEADE expressed his readiness to accept 
this as a modification of his amendment. 

question being on the amendment as modi- 


ed— 

Mr. WILMOT opposed the amendment, be- 
cause it would increase the aggregate compensa- 
tion paid to members of Congress out of the pub- 
lic Treasury. There was now as large an amount 
paid to members as ought to be paid, and as much 
as the people would be disposed to allow. But it 
was certainly very proper that something should 
be done by way of equalizing this compensation. 
There was no good reason why one member 
should receive two or three times more than others 
reeeive. In his judgment, this equality might be 
obtained, and all the members of Congress might 
be placed on the same footing with reference to 
compensation. 

The CHAIR here puta question to the gentleman 
from Virginia, whether he had accepted the mod- 
ification of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MEADE said, he had understood that the 
gentleman from Ohio had so modified his propo- 
sition as to obviate the objection he had raised, on 
the ground of its unequal operation. Ele had ac- 
cepted that modification, although he was opposed 
to any amendment which changed the character of 
the bill as it came from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

The CHAIR then decided that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wimor] was out of order 
in his remarks. 

; Mr. WILMOT asked if it was in order to move 
to amend the amendment ? 


4 The CHAIR replied in the affirmative, 


ied WILMOT then moved to amend the amend- 
ent, by striking out from the amendment alt that 


ten dollars per day. 

Mr. W. repeated, that the compensation now 
paid to members of Congress was as large as it 
ought to be, but that it was improperly. and une- 
-qually divided. Those who lived at a very remote 


| related to mileage, and te increase the per diem to 


amendment of Mr, Tnomvson, of Mississippi, was 


1850. 


distance from Washington received double the 
amount of compensation received by those mem- 
bers whose residence was nearer. During a long 
session these remote members sometimes treble 
that amount; and now that the facilities of travel 


are so much increased, this difference is made‘still | 


greater. He was of opinion that the desirable 
equality would be effected by the adoption of his 
amendment. He would reduce the rate of com- 
pensation for mileage, and increase the per diem; 
and this he thought the best mode of reducing the 
inequality which now exists. His great object 
was not to impose any additional tax on the Treas- 
ury, but totake from the aggregate of compensa- 
tion now paid, and divide it more equally. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio would in- 
crease the amount of compensation, and this in- 
crease would fall on the Treasury, and would not 
be regarded with favor by their constituents. He 
was not for reducing the pay of members. He 
regarded: it as being as low now as it ought to be. 
What. he desired was, that the aggregate which 
was now given for compensation should be more 
equally. distributed, and that no new burden should 
be thrown on the Treasury. 

Mr. HUBBARD said a few words, for the pur- 
pose of showing that this amendment could not 
operate equally. But as he did not think such 
would be its effect, he could not vote for it. It 
would give him about the same as he had been in 
the habit of receiving. But he desired to put a 
case, to show the inequality of its operation. The 
gentleman from Virginia, whose seat was before 
him, went away very often to attend court. This 
he, and other gentlemen, were enabled to do, owing 
to the proximity of their residence; while such 
members as live at a great distance are compelled 
to remain here and sit through the whole session. 
Now, it was evident that while one gentleman is 
enabled to go away, from time to time, to attend 
to his professional duties, while another can take 
care of his farm, and another can go and look after 
his mercantile affairs—while those who lived ata 
great distance are obliged to remain here to the ne- 
glect of all their private concerns, the operation of 
this‘amendment would do little to put all on an 
equality. 

The question was put, and the amendment to 
the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Connecticut, moved to amend 
the amendment of Mr. Scnenck, by striking out 
$25,000, and inserting the following: 

«An amount to be ascertained by taking the average ag- 
gregate annual amount paid for mileage and per diem, du- 
ying the last five years, deducting therefrom the amount 
herein allowed as mileage, and dividing the balance by the 
number of Senators and Representatives.” 

Mr. B. remarked, in offering this amend- 
ment, that it appeared to be the general desire of 
the committee to equalize the compensation to 
members. It was agreed, on all hands, that the 
present system of mileage was unequal in its oper- 
ation. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio proposes to fix ten cents per mile as the 
compensation for mileage. This would certainly 
reduce the amount of compensation, unless some- 
thing was added to the per diem or in the shape of 
salary. An attempt could not be made to increase 
the pay of members without causing dissatisfac- 
tion among the people. But it appeared to him 
that the object might be obtained in the way speci- 
fied in the proposition he had offered by way of 
amendment, which was to-take the average of the 
compensation paid during the last five years, so 
that each member might receive an equal amount 
of. compensation, taking the amount of mileage 
and per diem together. Such would be the effect 
of his amendment. Adopting it, we could go to 
the people and_say that we have imposed no new 
burden on the Treasury, but that we had accom- 
plished the change by taking off a portion from 
the mileage, and adding it to the salary, We 
should thus satisfy our constituents, at the same 
time that we do justice to the members from all 
parts of the Union. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
to the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. THURSTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out all the last proviso, as fol- 
lows: 

“ Provided, further, That he shall have actually taken his 
seat and entered upon his duties as a member of Congress 5 
and the computation of sach salary to relate back to and 
begin from the commencement of the Congress.” 


Mr. THURSTON desired to call the attention 


of the committee to the: simple fact which standa 
out in bold relief in this amendment of the gentle- 
man: from Ohio. That amendment proposed a 
salary to the members; and it makes. the provision 
that a member shall not be entitled to receive any 
part of this salary until he shall have taken his 
seat in this House. Now, in the Territory of 
Oregon, the election of a Delegate takes place in 
the month of June. Sappose such Delegate 
elected, and that he has started, and has reached 
New York, after an expenditure on the journey of 
not less than $800, and a lapse of time of at least 
three months: he is not entitled to receive a cent 
on account of his salary, unless he has actually 
reached this city and been sworn in, and has taken 
his seat. He may draw his mileage of ten cents 
per mile, but he cannot touch the salary. And let 
it be remembered, that this amendment will apply 
to the Delegate at the next session. The provision, 
if inserted in the bill, would take effect onthe day 
when the bill shall receive the approval of the 
President. 
gate at the next session. Now, he considered 
himself elected under a law which guarantied to 
him acertain amount of mileage. He entered on 
the duties of his station as Delegate under this 
contract, and Congress had no right to take away 
from him what was his vested right. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio could not inter- 
fere with any contract miade between him and the 
United States. 

Mr. ASHMUN submitted, as a point of order, 
that a-Delegate had no right to make a motion. 

The CHAIR referred to the law of 1817, and 
directed it to be read. 

The law having been read— 

The CHAIRMAN expressed his regret that 
the point of order had been made at a time when, 


under the order of the House, debate could not be | 


allowed. The Chair was of opinion thata Dele- 
gae had not a right to make a motion, and that 
he had no other privileges except such as were 
expressly conferred by law. A Delegate might 
take part in debate, but could not make a motion. 
The Chair could not regard the right to make a 
motion as incident or necessary to the right to de- 
bate. 


Mr. McLANE, of Kentucky, appealed from the | 


decision. 

Mr. THURSTON inquired if the appeal was 
debatable? 

The CHAIR answered in the negative. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. 
THOMPSON, of Mississippi, and the Chair, and 
also between Mr. SCHENCK and the Chair. 

- Mr. FOWLER moved that, by unanimous con- 


sent, the Delegate from Oregon (Mr. Tuursron] || 


have leave to speak to the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. ROOT objected. 


So that it will take effect on the Dele- 


Mr. DUER wished, before the vote was taken, | 


to add another point of order, viz: that’if the act 
of Congress gave the Delegate the right to make a 
motion, it would be unconstitutional, as that was 
the privilege of a member of the House; in other 
words, that a Delegate was not a member. 

A momentary conversation ensued between 
Mr. McCLERNAND, Mr. PARKER, and the 
Chairman. 

The question was taken, and the tellers (Messrs. 
Moors and Ewine) reported—ayes 71, noes 56. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. Tuurston was ruled to be 
out of. order. 

Mr. HUBBARD offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio: 


c And provided further, That for every day?s absence from | 


the House without leave, there shali be deducted from the 
pay of each member (ten) eight dollars per day unless such 


meinhber shall be sick, and unable on that account to attend || 3 3 
i change in this respect, but he had néver seen a 


| proposition presented which was not subsequently 


to bis duties.”” 

Mr. H. said that gentlemen were desirous of 
equalizing the pay of members; this was one method 
of accomplishing that object, and they ought there- 
fore to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. POTTER opposed it. This is the third year 
(said Mr. P.) that I have been a member of this 
House, and uniformly about this time every year 
we havea few men in Congress who are constantly 
harping about their pay—that they are paid too 
much. I can conceive but two reasons for this— 


i 
i 
} 


one is to satisfy our constituents of our disinter- | 


ested patriotism, and willingness to serve the 
country for almost nothing. The other I have no 
doubt comes from a very conscientious class of 
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mernbers, who really believe they are getting morë | 
from the Government than their services are really: 
worth. Now to this latter class l-propose, to- 
relieve their consciences, to relinquish ‘such ‘an. 
amount of their lawful pay as will-make. their 
compensation correspond to what in their judg- 
ment their services are worth. To those who 
serve their country out of purely patriotic motives: 
I would propose, asa practical illustration of their’ 
positions, that they relinquish all claim to com= 
pensation, leaving such of ua as believe we aré not 
overpaid to receive our lawful pay, and I woúld 
not object to dividing the sum relinquished by the 
two classes I have mentioned amongst the balance® 
ofthe members. I think, however, that a division 
of the fund would not occasion much difficulty. ~ 

The people of my district are liberal; and, al- 
though they are willing to allow their member to 
practice almost any system of economy, they are 
still willing that he should live as a gentleman, 
and not pinch him down with that parsimonious 
system of retrenchment, which the reduction of 
our pay would necessarily enforee upon us. { 
would vote to-day to increase our compensation 
for mileage and per diem ten per cent. $ 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hub- 
BARD, | tellers were demanded and ordered, : 

And Messrs. Watvo and Duncan being ap-. 
pointed such, they reported 48 in the affirmative, 
and 64 in the negative. f 

A quorum. not having voted, the Clerk was di- 
rected tó call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the absentees noted. 
The committee rose, and the chairman reported 
these facts to the House. 

A quorum being present, the House again re- 


| sumed its session in Committee of the Whole. 


The vote being again taken, resulted—ayes 60, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment to the amendment was ‘re- 
jected. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 


| gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Scxencx,] and the’ 


question being taken, the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the section, by inserting after the word * dollars,” 
where it first occurs, the following: 

“ And hereafter members of the House of Representatives | 
and Senators shall not receive mileage, but instead there- 
of, their actual expenses in traveling to and from the seat 
of Government shall be paid; and each Representative and 
Senator shall be entitled to a per diem compensation of ` 
(twelve) dollars, computing the time from the day hë leaves 
home, until the day of his return; bat no member shall be 
allowed pay for more than twenty days? tavel in going to, 
or returning from Congress.?? 

Mr. B. observed, that if gentlemen were really 
in earnest in wishing to have the pay of mem- 
bers of Congress equalized, he thought this plan 
would accomplish their object, or at least, it 
would approach as near to it as any plan that 
could be adopted. At present there was no equal: ° 
ity. Some received much more than others for the ` 
same services. . ri 

Mr. BAYLY said, that in forming the provisions: 
that were contained in this bill, in relation tö the * 
mileage of members of Congress, it was not sup- 
posed that the committee could hit upon a system 
that was perfect; but many gentlemen in the 
House thought that there should be some reform 
in regard to this subject, and the endeavors of the 
committee had been to ix upona plan that would 
at least correct many abuses growing out of the 
present system of mileage. 

The most.important provision was the one pro- 
hibiting Senators from receiving constructive mile- 
age. ‘here had been, since he had been in Con- 
gress, a great many atlempts made to introduce a 


amended and modified until it became 30 prepos- 
terous that it had to be rejected. He hoped there’ 
would be some steps taken towards a reform ih 
this particular, and he knew of no better way of aàr- 
riving at such a result than by adopting the pro-, 
visions that were contained in the bil. j 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the proposi+ 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr 
Brown] by inserting the word * necessary?’ be~ 
fore the word ‘ expenses.” “With some sach 
modification (he said) he should be willing.to vote 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. it wasa matter that he was 


éntirely unin- 


+ 
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terested: about personally, but he believed there 

were. many. abuses in connection. with the allow- 
ance of mileage which ought to be corrected. This | 
bill, in some degree, provided a remedy, but it did | 
not-go far enough. . He had always voted for pro- | 
visions: of this kind whenever they had been of: | 
fered. They. were not sufficient, however, to cure | 
the evil. If he could not get precisely what he | 
wanted, he. would.vote. for them; but he thought | 
that if.gendlemen would only lay aside the fear | 
which they seemed. to entertain, that the people 
might puta wrong construction upon what they did, | 
they might make more effectual snd more beneficial 

provision, either by adopting some -such proposi-_ 
tion as he had offered, or such as that offered by 
the gentleman. from Mississippi—for it was almost 
equivalent to his own—inereasing the compensa- 
tion.of, members, while at. the same time a reduc- 
tion was made in the mileage. Let members be 
paid the actual expenses of travel, and then let 
their pay be either in the shape of per diem ora 
certain:sam yearly, and the matter would be ; 
placed upon the proper footing. 

Mr. BROWN accepted the amendment as a; 
“modification of his amendment. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, he was opposed to the 
amendment, and he was opposed to disturbing the 
provisions of the bill in any respect. He was not 
satisfied with the law as it at present stood, in i 
regard to this subject, but he was quite satisfied 
that this committee could not effect any beneficial | 
reform. Make what change they might, it would 
not be acquiesced in. There was a perpetual 
agitation of this question of mileage, and noti 
the slightest good effected by it. The inequality 
that it produced in the compensation of mem- 
bers was notso great, it appeared to him as some 
gentlemen seemed to consider, Those who re- | 
ceived the greatest amount of mileage labored 
under the disadvantage of being at a greater dis- | 
tance from their families. And after all, the in- 
equality was a matter of little consequence. He 
would a great deal rather havea permanent sys- 
tem, though it might be somewhat defective, than 
to have a succession of legislative expedients. He 
trusted the law would be allowed to stand as it is, 
bad as it; is for he thought it much better that it 
should remain so, than to attempt fruitlessly to 
alter it. The material grievances had been reme- 
died by the bill; constructive mileage had been | 
provided for, and the route to be traveled more 
clearly indicated. This he thought was sufficient 
for the present, i ! 


Mr. ALBERTSON moved to amend the amend- | 


ment by striking out twelve” and inserting 
“eight. ”? 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

Mr.. ASHE moved that the committee rise. The 
question being put, it was lost—ayes 40, noes 92. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the second’proviso 
in the section, by increasing the mileage of mem- 
bers, &c., east of the Rocky Mountains, to $1,500, 
and to those west of the Rocky Mountains to 

2.500. 
ý Mr. MEADE made some remarks (not distinct- 
ly heard) showing the propriety of the increase 
he proposed. | 

Mr. VINTON raised the question of order, that 
the committee, having refused to strike out the 
proviso now proposed to be amended, it was tan- 
tamount to its adoption, and. that therefore it was 
not susceptible of further amendment. : 

The CHAIR overruled the point. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, | 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. WOODWARD offered the following as an 
additional proviso: ; 

+t Provided, also, That no member shall b 
any one session than $1,200.27 

Mr. W. explained, and supported his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. TOOMBS opposed it. He expressed him- 
self in favor of the bill as it stood, as it proposed 
some reform in the system of mileage. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected, i 

Mr. PARKER moved to amend the bill 
striking from the first proviso the word 
which ihe mails are transported,” 


e paid less for 


by 
s “by 


| be- no ‘stability. 
f 


and to insert 
the words “usually traveled.” : 


Mr. PARKER briefly. urged the. adoption of 
this amendment, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said, he was perfect- 
ly satisfied that the present system of mileage was 
wrong, but he was also. satisfied that when the 
question came upas it did now, ata time when 
public business was pressing upon them, it was 


$ 
| not a time when they could mature a system that 


would endure. They might make a change in the 


| System, but it would probably be again changed 


at the next session of Congress, and there would 
If a change were made at all, it 
ought to be such an one as would commend itself 
to the judgment of the whole country, and one 
which would be permanent. Such a plan could 
scarcely be matured at this late period of- the ses- 
sion, and it was high time that they should com- 
| mence voting upon some of the items that were 
i contained in this appropriation bill. He was op- 
posed to this proposition, because he was satisfied 
they would be able to accomplish nothing by 
it; he trusted it would be voted down, and that 
the committee would proceed to act upon the bill. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was negatived. 

On motion by Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, 
the committee, by ayes 75, noes 49, agreed to rise. 
It accordingly rose, and the chairman reported 
progress.. 

Mr. ORR moved that when the House adjourn 
it be till Monday next; and the question being put, 
it was disagreed to. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


propriate committees: 
By Mr. BOOTH: The memorial of Francis Allyn and 


necticut, setting forth that the present tariff of duties is 
calculated to benefit foreigners, and depress American labog 
they pray that the laws may be so changed that the duties 
may be specific in place of ad valorem in all cases where 
practicable. 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition of John M. Myers and 404 
other citizens of Indiana, asking a post-route from Marion, 
in Grant county, through America, in Wabash county, to 
Lagro in the latter county. 

By Mr. KING, of Rhode Island: The petition of Benjamin 
Brayton and others, citizens ot Fall River, Massachusetts, 
and of Newpbrt, Rhode sland, for the establishment of a 
| Spar buoy near Coal Mine wharf, in Providence river. 


380 other citizens of Indiana, praying for the establishinent 
! of a post-ronte from Richmond to Muncy in said State. 

Alxo, the petition of Major S. W. Sprott and other citi- 
zens of De Kalb county, Indiana, praying for the passage of 
a bill tor the relief of David Caspar, a soldier in the war of 
1812. i 

By Mr. GOULD: The petition 9f Stephen Steenrod, for 
relief. 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: The petition of David With- 
j erow, a soldier in the late war against England, praying for 
relief, 
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munication from the Hon. Cuarnes M. Conran, 


gress from the second con 
the State of Louisiana. 
PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. NELSON, remarking that although yester- 
day was private bill day, inasmuch as the general 
debate on the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill was to be closed at twelve o’clock, the Com- 
mittee of Claims had not thought proper to move 
to take up the private calendar, moved to go into 
Committee of the Whole House, for the consid- 
eration of bills on the private calendar. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GOTT moved that the rules be suspended, 


gressional district in 


of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion of Mr. Nexson was put, and dis- 
agreed to—ayes 45, noes 71. 

The question recurred and was take 
motion of Mr. Gorr, and decided in 
tive. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bort in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

When the committee rose last evening, the fol- 
lowing clause of the bill was under consideration: 


n upon the 
the affirma- 


The following petitions and memorials were | 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- į 


57 other citizens of New London, in the State of Con- i 


By Mr. HARLAN: The petition of Joseph Anthony and | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 


resigning his seat as member of the present Con- | 


and that the House resolve itself into Committee | 


“ For compensation. and mileage of Senators, members 
of the House of Representatives, and Delegates, $416,338: 
Provided, That the mileage’ of Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates, shall Hereafter be computed on the route by 
which the mails. are transported from the Capitol to the res- 
idence of each Senator, Representative, or Delegate: And 
provided, further, That no such member of either branch fo 
Congress, residing ‘east of the Rocky Mountains, shall re- 
ceive more than $t,000 mileage for each session, and no 
such member or Delegate residing west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains shall receive more than $2,009 mileage for each ses- 
sion. Nor shall any member of the Senate receive mileage 


| for any session of that body which ‘may be called within 


thirty days after the adjournment of both Houses-of Con- 
gress, unless the travel for which such mileage is charged 
has been actually performed.” x 

Mr. McGAUGHEY moved to strike from the 
above the first proviso. 

Mr. McG. objected to the proposed computa- 
tion of mileage, as the mail routes varied with the 
different seasons of the year and other circumstan- 
ces. The eastern mails to his State when the 
Ohio river was low, were transported over the 
Cumberland road; at other times by the river. 
| Hence it was an uncertain standard, and never 
could be rendered uniform. The present rule of 
reckoning by the usually traveled route, though 
liable to abuses, (as all laws were,) was the best. 
Again: he thought the change was out of place in 
the general appropriation bill, and said the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, if they intended to 
report on this subject, should have reported at an 
early stage of the session, in time to have admitted 
of consideration by the House. : 

Mr. TOOMBS opposed. the amendment, and 
defended the Committee of Ways and Means in 
their report of this clause of the bill, stating that 
the subject had been under their consideration for : 
seven months; that the bill had been reported and 
before the House for several weeks; that it had 
been debated in this committee until they had 
seen fit to terminate debate. He contended that 
the objection of Mr. McGaucuey lay with equal 
force against the computation on the usually trav- 
eled route, as that varied precisely with the mail 
route. 

Mr. FITCH moved to amend the part proposed 
to be stricken out, by inserting before ‘* route” the 
word ‘ nearest.” 

He expressed his concurrence in most of what 
had been said by his colleague, [Mr. McGaucuey, ] 
but objected to the present standard, the ‘usually 
traveled”? route, as indefinite, there being two or 
three usually traveled routes from the residence of 
almost every member to Washington. His prop- 
osition, the “ nearest” mail route, would constitute 
a definite rule. Although this matter of mileage 
really belonged to the committee of which he was: 
chairman, (the Committee.on Mileage,) he did not 
feel disposed to quarrel with the Committee of 
Ways and Means for reporting upon it; but 
rather thanked them. Had they not reported, his 
| committee would have brought forward some 
proposition on the subject. He hoped the report 
of the Committee of Ways and Means would be 
adopted. Though it might be improved, it was as 
great a reform as was practicable at this time. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking therefrom the words, “the route by 
which the mails are transported from the Capitol 
to,” and to insert the words, “a direct line from 
the seat of Government to the post office nearest." 

Mr. M. said, if his amendment should prevail 
he should move to strike out the proviso limiting 
the amount of mileage, and leave each member to 
receive his mileage estimated upon a direct line; 
which he thought just, and preferable to the sec- 
tion as reported. 

The questions being respectively taken, 

The amendments of Messrs. Meane and Firen 
were rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. McGaucHey— 

Mr. NELSON moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out of the first proviso the word “are,” 
and to insert ‘*shall be,” and to insert at the end 
of said proviso the words, “at the time of the 
commencement. and close of each session of Con- 
gress for which such mileage shall be claimed.” 

He said that his amendment would meet the 
objection made to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. McGaveuey,] as to uncer- 
tainty, by specifying at what time the transporta- 
tion should be computed. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Newson was Jost. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
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roposed to be stricken out, by striking 
out the words, ‘route by which the mails are trans- 
ported,’ andto insert the * usually traveled route.” 
<" Mr. S. said: He presumed-the object of the com- 
mittee in reporting this provision of the bill inregard; 
to mileage, was toremedy the inequalities which are 
supposed to existin the mode by which it is now cal- 
culated. In his judgment, the mode reported by the 
. committee does not accomplish the end for which it 
is designed, and will work quite as much inequality 
among members, and do quite as much injustice 
both to members and the Government, as the ex- 
isting arrangement. The amendment he proposed, 
simply permits the law on the subject of mileage | 
to remain as it did at the commencement of the 
present session. Under the law as it then stood, 
members of Congress received no more than they 
fairly earned, and not enough to compensate them 
for the sacrifices they make in the destruction of | 
their business and the interruption of their family | 
relations. “To illustrate some of the inequalities | 
which will exist if the provision of the bill should 
be adopted, and the injustice which will be done | 
to the Government, if the present mode of compu- 
ting mileage should be altered, take, for instance, 
the case of the Virginia member who resides at 
Norfolk, and other facts which 1 shall refer to. 
The usually traveled route from Norfolk to the 
Capitol is almostina direct line up the Chesapeake 
bay and the Potomac river. There is no mail 
upon that route, although fine large steamers run 
regularly between the places. If that member is 
required to compute his mileage by the mail route, 
it will necessarily be increased to a greater amount 
than he now receives. There are two mail routes 
to Norfolk, one via Baltimore down the river and 
bay, and the other down the Potomac.to the rail- | 
road via Richmond. By either of these routes he 
would receive pay for about forty or fifty miles 
more travel ‘han he actually performed, and more 
than he gets pay for under the present system. 
The bill as reported does not provide by which 
mail route the member shall be paid—by the 
nearest and most direct, or by that which is 
longest: He may, therefore, choose either, as his 
sense of propriety may dictate. | 
There are mail routes upon the Ohio and Mis- 


the words p 


sissippi rivers, but there is no point of any im- |; 


portance upon either of said rivers, from and to 
which there is not a land mail route leading to the 
Capitol, and by which it is not nearer than by the 
river route. Will you permit members, by means 
of this provision of the bill, to choose by which | 
of these routes they shall be paid? 
there will be quite as much inequality among the 
amounts paid to the members respectively as there 
is now. For instance, a member residing at St. 
Louis, or any other point on the river where a 
mail route exists, may deem it right to charge by 
the river, while the member in the State opposite, 
a little more scrupulous, charges by the land route, 
though living quite as far from the Capitol. Now, 
sir, the difference between the pay of these two 
members will be something considerable, the one 
being paid for the sinuosities of the river, and the 
other for a route which is less tortuous and more 
direct. : 

There is great difficulty, no doubt, sir, in devis- 
ing any plan by which exact equality can be ob- 
tained in the system of mileage. The present, as 
well as the proposed plan, is liable to objec‘ion, 
but as the “ usually-traveled route” is probably 
the best of the two, he preferred it, and hoped that | 
the amendment which he had proposed might be 
adopted. 

Mr. S. called for tellers on his amendment. 

- Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. MCQUEEN 
and Corwin were appointed. 

The question was then taken, 
stood—ayes 40, noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, offered the following 
amendment, which was rejected: Strike out the 
words ‘the route by which the mails are trans- 
ported” and insert “ Bee line.” 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. McGaucrey, and it was 
rejected. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON offered the following 
amendment: 


And that no member of the House shall receive any 
per diem for any time that he shall be absent from the sit- 


and the vote 


H 


If you do, |j 


tings of the House, unless detained by sickness, or leave of; 
absence shall be granted to him by the House.” ` 


| ments of the law that may be 


Mr. FOWLER submitted, as a point of order, 


that an amendment of a similar import had here- | 


tofore been voted upon. ee 

The CHAIR overruled thé point of order. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said he should devote 
the five minutes to which he was entitled under 
the rule, to an explanation of his amendment. 
He had offered it in good faith, and hoped sin- 
cerely that the. House would adopt it. The ob- 
ject of the amendment was to reach and remedy 
the great abuse connected with this, subject. A 
practice had grown up among the members of the 


House of pairing off with each other, and ab-: 


senting themselves for days and weeks at a time 
from the sittings of this body. Two members of 
the House will pair off with each other for two, 
four, or six weeks at atime, and return to their 
homes to see their families, attend to their profes- 


sional and private business; or take a pleasure ex- | 


cursion to the fashionable watering places. Their 
per diem is not stopped in the mean time, but runs 
regularly on, as if they were here in their seats. 
Tt is, Mr. Chairman, to abolish this practice, 
that I offer my amendment. If it, is not to be 
abolished, I wish the country to know that it ex- 
ists. Abolish it, and the legislation of this House 
will not be so often impeded and stopped for want 
of a quorum present. The business of the coun- 
try will be disposed of with more dispatch, with 
more justice; and our sessions will be less pro- 


tracted. Now, sir, gentlemen who reside near | 


this Capitol, and who can conveniently go home 
to attend to their private business, are in the habit 
of pairing off more frequently than those who live 
at a great distance. Itis those, too, who live 
near the Capitol, and go to their homes freq 
to manage their private affairs, who are most elo- 
quent at every session of Congress in discussing 
the subject of mileage, and always, I believe, ad- 
vocating its reduction 
word to say on this subject of mileage, which at 
every session of Congress is discussed for several 
days, but has stood, as it does, without any altera- 
tion or change for more than thirty years. The 
law now in force (passed, I believe, in 1811) 
provides that the distance from the seat of Gov- 
ernment to the residence of each member shall be 
estimated by the usually-traveled route or road 
between the two places. I do not believe that the 
mileage to which any member of this House may 
now be entitled under this law 
that the “per diem’? and mileage to which the 
members are now entitled is more than they should 
receive. Iam, therefore, willing to sustain the law 
now in force, or to amend it, as some gentlemen 
wish, by estimating the distance from this Capitol 
to the residence of the members by the most direct 
mail route, or by a direct line, Iam indifferent 
upon this point, and will willingly acquiesce in 
either provision. 


way. This question of mileage is one with which 
the members of the House have nothing to do, 
except to amend the law. The whole matter is 
referred at every session of Cong 

of the House, to a committee on mileage. 


They 


| estimate distances and determine to what amount 


each member, is entitled. The members have 
nothing to do with it individually. 
of this committee on mileage to report all abuses 
of the law as it now exists, as well as all amend- 
necessary or proper. 
This duty, 1 have no doubt, they will faithfully 
discharge. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting half per diem. 

My. GC. expressed himself 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON (Mr. C. yielding the 
floor) modified his amendment by including mem- 
bers of the Senate as well as of the House. 

Mr. CARTTER considered the practice of 
members absenting themselves for 
pleasure or recreation, as one not conten:plated or 
tolerated by their constituents, by the law under 
which they were elected, or by the purposes for 
which Congress assembled. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi was calculated to 
care thisenormous evil. It would also remedy 
another evil—that of mem 
in order to visit their districts to canvass for reélec- 
tion. The evil as it now existed called fora remedy 
| and ought to be met. 


yently | 


. Now, sir, | have but a | 


, is too much, or} 


ress, by the rules- 


It is the duty | 


in favor of the amend- | 


purposes of: 


bers vacating their seats | 


The difference in the mileage of any member || 
will be a small matter when estimated in either | 


i| lowance was not exhausted, 


— 


After some conversation’on a ‘point of order=" 

Mr. VINTON, briefly opposing the amendment, 
of Mr. FEATHERSTON, on the ground that,-urider 
the existing Jaws of the House, no member had 
the right to absent himself without leave, appealed 
urgently to the committee to proceed with the bill, 
and not to lose any more time on this. particular 
item. The Senate would certainly disagree to any 


‘amendment on this subject, and he submitted to 


gentlemen whether time enough had. not already 
been expended upon it, and whether, from regard 
to the public business and the state of the country, 
it would not be better to let all these propositions 
of amendment go by, and pass to other matters, . 
The question was then taken on the amendment 


| of Mr. Cartrer to the amendment of Mr. Fratu- 


eRston, and it was rejected. j 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Featuerston, and being taken, it was de- 
cided in the negative—ayes 57, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The following section being under consideration: 


“Por stationery, fuel, printing, and all other contingent 
expenses of the House of Representatives, 197,749.77 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to amend 
it, by adding thereto the following: . 

“ Provided, That the members of the present House. of 
Representatives shall be allowed $45 for stationery for the 
first, and $35 for the second session.” 

Alluding to the fixed allowance for stationery, 
($30 for a long session,) he ventured to say that 
there was scarcely a single member whose al- 
His own was, and 
he heard many gentlemen around him saying 
that theirs were. Fle had this morning on his 
table fifteen letters, and how many more at his 
room he did not know. He was now obtiged to 
buy stationery out of his own private means to 
carry on his correspondence relative to public 
business. ' 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, expressed 
his approval of the object of the gentleman; but 
suggested, that this bill was not the proper one 
upon which to ingraft the provision, and that it 
would more properly be done by resolution of the 
Houge. He maintained that the House should 


| admfħister their own contingent fund upon their 


own responsibility, as the Senate did theirs. if 
the House were called to pass upon the contin- 
gent expenses of the other branch, certainly very 
many items would be found to which he should 


object. 

Mr. JOHNSON preferred to adhere to his 
amendment; and some conversation followed be- 
tween the two gentlemen. pes 

Mr. BAYLY (for the purpose of making a 
remark) moved to amend the amendment of Mr. 
Jounson, by reducing the amount to $9. : 

He said he would suggest to his friend from 
Arkansas 


The CHAIRM 


AN interposed, and stated that 
the question was now on the gentleman’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, and the rule required the 
gentleman to confine his remarks tothe amend- 
ment to the amendment, ý 
Mr. BAYLY said, he 
amendment, because he 
lace for its insertion. 


The CHAIRMAN 


was speaking. against the 
did not think this à proper 


. The gentleman must show 


why the amount should be $9 instead of $10. [A 
laugh. . 
Mi payLy said he would modify his amend- 


then, to fix the sum one cent. He stated 
for the pay of members 
f Ways and Means 
for that 


ment, 
that the appropriation 
being out, the Committee o 
would have very shortly to report a bill 


purpose. The gentleman from Arkansas could 
then offer his amendment, and it would be appro- 
priate. 


The amendment of Mr. Barry to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Jouwson, 
was agreed to—ayes 16, noes ål. l 

The following item being under consideration—— 

« Porthe purchase of law books for the Library of. Con- 
gress, $2.000. 

Mr. JIOLMES moved the following amend- 
ment, viz: 

«For carrying into effect the international exchanges of 
books authorized by the act of the 30ih June, 1848, entived 
¢ An act to regulate the exchanges of certain documents and 
other publications of Congre: 

Mr. H. remarked, that the law of 1848 au- 
thorized the Committee on the Library to em- 
ploy an agent to make interchanges with foreign 


of Arkansas, 


ss? 7? 
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nations of fare and Valuable publications. The 
expenses of this agent, together: with the cost of 
transporting the books, and in some cases of bind- 
ing and putting them in a condition for-preserva- 
tion, had been estimated at $2,000; atid the act of 
1848 appropriated thatsum. The agent was now 
here, arid he had brought with him a very splendid 
set of books from France, a present to this coun- 
try. The two thousand dollars originally appro- 
priated-had been exhatisted, and it was necessary 
that there should be a new appropriation made. 

Mr. H. caused to be read the law providing for 
the exchange of documents. - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (in opposi- 
tion to the amendment) said, the act read con- 
tained an appropriation to carry out its object; 
which having been made, the law was dead. This 
amendment proposed, in effect, to: renew the act. 

Some conversation took place between Messrs: 
Homes and THOMPSON. _ 

Mr. THOMPSON made the point that the 
amendment was out of order on the ground he 
had indicated—i. e. that there was no law in exist- 
ence authorizing the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, after causing to be read the 
law, the amendment, and the rule of the House, 
overruled the point of order. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. Hotmes— 

Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts, said, he would | 
move to increase the sum to $2,5U0, for the pur- 
pose of saying. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and said, accord- 
ding to the Chair’s construction of the rule, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts must confine him- 
self closely to the amendment to the amendment, 
to. show why the sum, should be $2,500 instead of | 

2.000. Ne 
é ‘Mr. MANN said: This is an appropriation for 
carrying on a greatinternational enterprise. It 
does not apply to this country alone, but to all 
civilized countries. For this purpose, Congress, 
several years ago, authorized the Library Com- 
mittee to create an agency. That committee had 
executed their commission. They had appointed 
an agent, and that agent had been en aged ingheir 
service; or rather in the service of ongress, for 

ears. Hehad collected most valuable works. 

e had also distributed from this country to dif- 
ferent parts of Europe, other valuable works. 
Everybody knowa that governments, in printing 
documents or state papers, usaally print extra 
copies. Literary and. scientific societies do the 
same. The object of this international exchange is 
to take surplus copies, from places where they are 
substantially valueless, and transfer them to places 
where they are valuable. The agency is not re- 
stricted to books alone. It embraces maps, 
charts, coins, medals, and works of art. 

Mr. Vattemare has obtained a world-wide rep- 
utation for originating’ this beneficent enterprise. 
He has obtained from the Governments and libra- 
ries and societies and from generous individuals of 
Europe, works which would have cost immense 
sums of money, and works also which could 
never have been purchased with money. These 
he has distributed to the Congressional Library, 
to the State Libraries, College Libraries, &c. 

Mr. M. wished that members of Congress ! 
would look into committee room No. 47, and ex- ' 
amine some of the works which Mr. Vattemare 
had récently imported, to be presented to Con- 
gress. Among these was the scientific explora- 
tion of Algiers, the price of a singlé copy of which 

` i$ one thousand dollars. There, too, may be seen 
the principal part of thé ereat map of France, 
which, when ‘completed, will consist of two hun- 
dred ahd sixty-eight sheets—a work the value of 
which cannot be estimated in dollars and cents. 

But Mr. Vattemare is not doing this for Congress 
alone, but for the several States. He has already 
made arrangements with more than half the States 
of this Union to earry on the same work in their 
behalf. T bookstore price of the works which 
he has delitered to one State is estimated at forty 
thousand dollars. a 

Now it is objected that one appropriation hag 
been made, and, therefore, that the law is exe- 
cuted. This is an erroneous construction of the | 
law. It will be seen at once, that such a work as 
an international exchange cannot be completed in, 
a year. It can hardly be set well on its way in 
that short period. It is a work which will become 


‘unspeakable value will it be to an Américan citi- 
zen in Paris, or in-some other of the principal 
cities of Europe, to be able to finda library of 
American documentary or scientific books, to 
which, otherwise, he could not have access but by 
crossing the Atlantic. So, too, of Europeans 
when they visit this country. 

In the city of Paris, at the Hotel de Ville, there 
is an apartment set apart for the very purposé of 
being the depository of American books, and no 
little progressahas been made in filling it. i 

Mr. M. thought there could be no more civ- 
ilizing and improving relations established be- 
tween nations, than those which are contemplated 
by this appropriation, and he therefore hoped it 
would be made. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (in opposi- 
tion,) said he had no objection to making any rea- 
sonable appropriation for books, but he did object 
to appropriating for the payment of an officer 
(who he understood was appointed) to go through 
Europe to purchase them, when we could procure 
them through somé agent of the Government with’ 
little or no expense. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

And the question recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Hormes—tellers (Messrs. Gouxp and Ricu- 
ARDSON,) were appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 72, noes 35. 

No quorum voting. 

The roll was then called. 

And the CHAIRMAN rose and reported the 
facts to the House, &c. 

A quorum being again present, 

The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in commit- 
tee. : 
The question recurred on the amendment, (and 
a count not being insisted on,) the amendment 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. SCHENCK (for the benefit, he said, of the 
new members,) offered the following amendment: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to furnish to the members of that House of the present Con- 
gress, who have not already received them, such bocks as 
were furnished to the Representatives of the 28th, 29th and 
30th Congresses, $27,000; Provided, That this shall not be 
construed to authorize the reprinting of any book.” 

Mr. JONES submitted to the Chair, whether 
the amendment was in order? 

The CHAIR. Can the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] inform the Chair whether 
there is any existing law authorizing this appro- 
priation ? : 

Mr. JONES. I think I can say there is no law 
authorizing this appropriation. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The common law. [Laugh- 
ter. 

"the CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
McCLERNAND, SCHENCK and VINTON, 

Tellers were ordered on the appeal, (Messrs. | 
HaraLson, and Evans of Ohio.) 

And the question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?” 
was taken, and the vote stood ayes 30, noes 79. 

No quorum voting. 

The roll was again called. 

; The committee rose and reported the names of 
the absentees, to be entered upon the Journal. 

A quorum being in attendance— 

‘The committee resumed its session. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported ayes 39, noes 85. s 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the amendment of Mr. Scuencx was declared to 
| be in order. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved an amendment to 
the amendment, (which was accepted by Mr, 
Scuencx,) as follows, viz: ` 

“ Inciuding, to all members of the present Honse, the in- 
dex to the eight volumes of Statutes already published, and 
the ninth volume.” 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment, 
by substituting therefor the following: 

“ To enable the Clerk of this House to pay to each of the 
new members of the same $600, in lieu of the books fur- 
nished to the members of the last and former Congresses, 
the sum of $75,000. z 

Mr. JONES said that he had no doubt this ap- 
propriation-would be adopted, And if members ‘ 


more valuable the longer it is continued. Of what 


would refiect for a momtent,-patticularly the. old 


members who were already supplied with thése’ 


books, they would be satisfied that it would be as 
well for the Government, and better for the mem- 
bers themselves, that they should receive the 
amount in money instead of books. We shall 
thus give the new members what the Government 
will have to pay to the booksellers for the purpose 
of carrying out this distribution, and the members 
can go to the booksellers and get such books as 
they may désire; they will thus get books on 
which they will set a higher valne than on. those 
which this amendment proposes to distribute. 

The appropriation made for these books in the 
twenty-ninth Congress was $72,200. He was not 
able to say what was the exact amount of the cost 
of these books to the Government. He estimated 
it to be about $600 foreach member. The appro- 
priation in the twenty-ninth Congress, as he had 
stated, was $72,200. There are many more new 
members in this than there were in the twenty- 
ninth Congress. He supposed it would take at 
least $75,000 to buy the books which would be re- 
quired to supply all the new members. It would 
be a great deal better for members to have this dis- 
tribution in money than in books, and it would be 
no worse for the Government. He hoped the 
amendment would be adopted. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made the point that the 
amendment was not in order, on the ground that 
it was not germane, and that it was wholly un- 
authorized by any existing Jaw. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed, but (at the re- 
quest of several gentlemen) withdrew the appeal. 

The amendment of Mr. Joyes to the amend- 
ment was rejected. f f 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Scuencr, 

Mr. VINTON made toamend the amendment, 
so as to confine the distribution to such books as 
may be in the possession of the Government. 

Mr. VINTON made some remarks which wereal- 
most entirely inaudible, in consequence of the great 
noise which prevailed throughout the House. Ee 
referred to the shameful abuse which had heretofore 
been practiced, of selling the books thus furnished 
by the Government, at reduced prices, to book- 
mongers, by whom they are sold back at a great 
advance. Books had been thus obtained from 
members by book-dealers, at perhaps a hundred 
dollars, which had been sold back to the Govern- 
ment for as much as $500 or $600. He admitted 
that there were works of value, which ought to be 
distributed among the public institutions of the 
country, to be preserved in their libraries for pub- 
lic use. But he thought a sufficient wumber of 
these works might be on hand for that purpose, 
without repurchasing from these book-mongers. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if the gentleman 
from Ohio could state, from his own knowledge,» 
that any members of this House had sold the 
books given to them to these book-dealers? 

Mr. VINTON declined making any accusation 
against any individuals. 

Mr. McKISSOCK stated that these books had 
been originally distributed among members, in 
order that they might be open to public inspection, 
and not for the private advantage of the members 
themselves; and, so far as he could judge from his 
personal knowledge, all the respectable members 
who had received these books, had either sent 
them to be deposited in the public libraries in 
their respective districts, or placed them in their 
rooms for public inspection. It was not to be 
presumed that any member of Congress could 
prove so recreant to his duty, or so forgetful of his 
station, as to sell these books for the purpose of 
private gain. But if such should have been the 
case, he thought the best mode of putting an end 
to the practice, would be to go on appropriating 
these works for distribution, until the stock on 
hand was entirely exhausted, or the whole that 
might be left had fallen into the hands of honor- 
able men, who would apply them to the use for 
which they were originally designed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding the following proviso: 

“Provided, That before said books are delivered to the 


members entitled to receive them, ihe Clerk of the House 
of Representatives shall cause each copy to be marked or 


stamped in some ineffaceable mantier on the cover and 
litle page, with the name of the member recéiving them.” 


Mr. GIDDINGS said, he was in favor of the 
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distribution of these works, because it was the 
only: source from which the people could obtain 
the valuable information to be found there. He 
did not think that there were many members of 
the House who would dispose of these books to 
the dealers in the way which had been alluded to. 
But if there were any, the amendment he. had 
proposed would 
abuse, and the books would be taken’ where they 
would be accessible to the constituents of gentle- 
men. 

The question was then put, an 


d the amendment 
to the amendment was agreed to. * 


Mr. THURSTON asked if it was in order for’ 


him to propound an inquiry to the Chair? 

The CHAIR asked as to the character of the 
inquiry. 

Mr. THURSTON said, he wished to ask 
whether the Delegates from Territories were in- 
cluded among those who were to be entitled to 
these books under the amendment? If they were 
not, and he was in order in doing so, he would 
like to submit an amendment to include them. 

Mr. JONES moved to insert the words “ and 
Delegates from Territories,” so as to meet the 
object of the Delegate from Oregon. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he would accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES declined to yield the floor, as he 
wished to say a word or two. The amount ap- 
propriated in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio would not be sufficient to pay for all 
these books. That wasall he wished to say. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Jones, and was decided in the affirmative. 


Mr. JONES then moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $27,000 and inserting $80,000. 
He stated that the appropriation made for this ob- 
ject inthe twenty-eighth Congress was $87,755; 
the appropriation in the twenty-ninth Congress 
was $72,205 27; and the appropriation in the 
thirtieth Congress was $79,893 50. The present 
Congress contained a greater proportion of new 
members than either of those Congresses. And 
he was sure that it would take every dollar of 
$80,000 to supply the books which would be re- 

uired by the amendment just adopted. As the 
House had determined to make the distribution, 
it would certainly be the most proper course to 
appropriate a sufficient sum at once, and not to 
leave the matter open for new appropriations here- 
after. Ele was confident that the members could 
not be supplied for a less sum than $80,000. 

It was ordered that the question on the amend- 
ment to the amendment be taken by tellers; and 
Mr. Fowzer and Mr. Jones, were appointed by 
the Chair to act as tellers. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to—ayes 83, 
noes 38. 

The question then being on the amendment of 
Mr. Scuencx, as amended, it was read, as follows: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
furnish to the Members and Delegates of the House of the 
present Congress, who have not already received them, such 
books as were furnished to the Representatives of the 28th, 
‘ongresses, including all the members of the 
present House, the index to tbe eight volumes of Statutes 
already published, and the ninth volume, eighty thousand 
dollars: Provided, That this shalt not be construed to au- 
thorize, the reprinting of any books : Provided, further, ‘That 
before said books are delivered to the members entitled to 
receive them, the Clerk shall cause each copy to be marked 
or stamped, in same ineffaceable manner, on the cover and 
title-page, with the name of the member receiving them.?? 

Mr. PHELPS moved to amend the amendment 
by adding— 

“And provided, further, 
American State Papers shi 
elause.”? 

Mr. P. said he desired to present some facts 
to the consideration of the committee in rela- 
tion to the probable distribution of the American 
State Papers. He knew that. this work had not 
been distributed among the new members for several 
years past. A report made by aclerk of this House 
had shown the fact that there were only fifteen hur 
dred copies of this work printed. He held in his 
hand a statement, from which it appeared that of 
these, one thousand two handred and seventy-two 
had been distributed among members of this House, 
while those transmitted to Presidents of the United 
States, Heads of Departments, Judges, Colleges, 
&c., amounted to two hundred and eighty-eight, 
making a total of one thousand five hundred and 


sixty, while it was known that only fifteen hun- 


29th, and 30th C 


That no distribution of the 
all be made by virtue of this 


n hun- | 


put an effectual check on this | 


| of deceased members, and were now in the market. 


| constituents. According to the report made by the 
| Clerk, it would be impossible to supply the num- 


! members had been supplied with sets of Niles’s 


i 
t 


“certainly a fraud; but as the committee had adopt- 


dred ‘copies were printed. The amount distributed 
exceeded, therefore, the number printed. He could 
not-say how many had been distributed by the 
Senate. These facts he gathered from a report 
made by the Clerk of this House. He was, there- 
fore, opposed to the further distribution of these 
works. It was said that they were necessary for 
the use of the public, in order that members 
might have them for the purpose of depositing them 
in the public libraries. The only effect of the dis- 
tribution, in his judgment, would be to throw 
these works into the hands of book-mongers, who 
would pick them up from ex-members of Congress, 
or the executors or heirs of such as have died. He 
had himself been applied to, to learn if he knew of 
any of these books which had been the property | 


They are thus purchased for a mere song—bought, | 
perhaps, for $100 or $150, and then sold to the 
Government for some $500 or $600. Congress was 
always charged exorbilantly for them. He had re- 
ceived these books, but he had always voted 
against the system. What he had received were 
in his own distritet, subject to the inspection of his 


ber of the American State Papers which would be 
required. He had been told itwas a fact that 


Register as a sort of substitute. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained, that in his original 
amendment he had inserted the smaller sum of 
$27,000, because he thought that sum would be 
sufficient to pay for such books as could be ob- 
tained. If there should bea falling off of the sup- 
ply, it would be because the stock was exhausted 
and the appropriation would not be wanted. If 
the books had been sold to book-mongers, it was 


ed an amendment by which all the books hereafter 
furnished would be marked, that abuse could no 
longer be practiced. He was very sorry to be 
compelled to admit that much which had been said 
by the gentleman from Missouri, and other gentle- 
men, was too true. Like that gentleman, he also 
had the books which he had received, within his 
reach in his district. He looked on the man who 
does not regard these books as given to him asa 
trust for the benefit of the public, as little better 
than one who would be guilty of larceny. He 
had himself been applied to for books; and if he 
did not regard the application as a direct insult, he 
could not but look upon it as indelicate and im- 
proper. He thought that, by the adoption of the | 
guards which had now been inserted, the prohibi- 

tion of the reprinting of the works, and the pro- 

visions requiring that they shall be marked before 


distribution, all fraudulent practices would hereafter |, 


be prevented. The arguments which .had been 
advanced on the other side were rather against the 
abuses which would now be effectually prevented 
hereafter, than against the principle of the distri- 
bution itself. 

The question being taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment, it was, without a division, 
negatived. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, proposed the follow- 
ing: 

“ And provided further, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used by the Clerk unless he be able to procure a 
sufticient number of copies of all of said books to furnish 
one set to each Member and Delegate entitled thereto, for 
$30,000.” 

Mr. H. said, that the amount already voted by 
the committee, $50,000, was enormous; and for 
one he would not support it. As it seemed de- 


termined on to have the books, he wished to cut |; 


down the expense as much as possible. Individ- 
uals had bought them in this city for $160 per 
set—but when sold under resolutions of the House 
they had cost some six or seven hundred dollarsa ! 
set. He said, the object of his amendment | 
was to limit this unjustifiable extortion. There | 
were about one hundred and thirty new members l 
in the House; estimating a set for each at $200, | 
it would require $26,000 to make the purchase. 
He wished it to be so fixed that no purchase would 
be made unless copies enough should be obtained to | 
supply each member entitled. In other words, it | 
would be making a lumping proposition to these | 
book-holders, and“they could accept it or not, as | 
they pleased. If they did, it would save $50,000; if 

they did not, 
in either event, 


it would cut up by the root this ob- | 


p 


| Congress for the support of tbe freedmen, 


it would save the whole $80,000, and, i 


noxious system.. As long as these book operators 
expect Congress tọ. buy of them, a member cannot 
get a sight of these books, and if he: could. he 
would not be able to purchase a set for lesa. than 
six or seven hundred dollars. Reject this whole 
scheme, and we can then buy them for $200 a set. 
Mr. H. said, he wanted a set for his section of 
his district, but he was opposed to getting them in 
this manner. Break it-up, and he could then pur- 
chase for himself. 

Mr. HUNTER rose to a point of order. He 
raised the question whether this amendment was 
in order, the committee having adopted an amend- 
ment appropriating a. certain sum for this very 
purpose. : . 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order, inasmuch as it would, in the opinion of the 
Chair, be inconsistent with what the committee 
had already done. 

Mr. HARRIS, of IHinois, appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The question being put “ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Committee?” 
it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. HARRIS inquired if it would be. in orde 
to move his amendmentas a substitute? 

After some conversation upon this point between 
Mr. HARRIS of Illinois, Mr. McCCLERNAND, 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, and the chair- 


man of the committee— 

Mr. HARRIS proceeded to put his amendment 
in the proper shape to be moved as a substitute 
for the whole clause. {it was as follows: 


“ To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
furnish and deliver to the Members and Delegates of that 
House, of the present Congress, who bave not already re- 
ceived them, ali such books as have been furnished to the 
members of the 28th, 29th, and 30th Congresses, including 
all members of the present House, tbe residue of the 8th 
volume of the Statutes already published, and the Sth vol- 
ume--§30,000; Provided, Tat this shall notanthorize the re~ 
printing of any of said books; and the Clerk shal, before said 
books are delivered to the members entitled to receive them, 
cause each copy to be marked or stamped in some ineflace- 
able manner on the cover and tive page with the name of the 
member reeciving the same: And provided, further, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be used, unless the Clerk shall 


| be able to procure a sufficient number of copies of all such 


books to furnish one set to each member and Delegate en- 
titled thereto.” 

The CHAIR asked that the proposed substitute 
be reduced to. writing. 

Mr. MEADE moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to and the committee 
rose, and the House adjourned. 


PETITION, &e. 

The following petition and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred'to the appro- 
priate committees: j 


By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of James L. Collins, of New 
Mexico, praying compensation for losses sustained in the 


| service of the United States in the Jate war with Mexico; 
and also, compensation for imprisonment by Mexicans, 
| while acting as the confidential agent of the officer com- 


manding the army in New Mexico. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Captain Lava- 
lette, of the United States Navy, asking to have refunded to 
him a sum of money paid to an interpreter, 

By Mr. REED: Tbe memoriat of Benjamin Baldwin, 
praying for the abolition of slavery and the. provision by 


place in the West and in Liberia.” 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 19, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. ANDERSON asked leave to introduce the 
following resolution; which was read for informa- 
tion : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for extending the time for the marshals to. complete and 
make returns of the seventh census of the United States. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, appealed 
to the gentleman to give way to enable him to ask 
leave to report, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, a bill containing a provision identical with 
that which the gentleman had in view. 

Mr. ANDERSON yielded. 

Mr. THOMPSON asked and obtained leave to 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
amendments, Senate bill No. 262, entitled “An 
act supplementary to an act providing for theta 
king of the seventh and subsequent censuses of the 
United States; fixing the number of the members 
of the House of Representatives, and providing 
for their future apportionment among: the-several 
States.” S 


# 


sin a suitable ~ 
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He moved to put the bill on its passage. 7 

‘The bill and amendments reported, were read. 

Ths first anendment was, to strike out from the 
end of the section proposed to be amended, the 
words, “ with the intention to become permanent 
citizens thereof,” so as to leave the section read as | 
follows: 

“That in enumerating persons residing-in California, Or- 
egou, Utah, and New Mexico, the several assistant marshals 
Or-agents shall include those who may have left their resi- 
deneé in any State or Territory of the United States prior 
to the first day of June, 1850, to settle subsequent to that ! 

` date in either of the said countries.” 

‘The second proposition was, to amend that por- 
tion of the bill fixing the compensation of mar- 
shals, as follows: Strike out the words “one cent 
for every twenty words written at length in the two 
copies mentioned in the said eleventh section, and” 
onecent for every hundred copies of abbreviation 
of words therein mentioned,’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ten cents for each page of 
the two copies mentioned in the said eleventh sec- 
tion of the act aforesaid,” 

Mr. THOMPSON, ‘of Pennsylvania, moved 
the following amendment to the amendment, viz: 

That in any of the districts of the United States where 
eatses beyond the. control of the marshal shall have tended 
to delay the taking of the Ceasus so that Wie same could not 
be taken and the return Ufreof made within the time pre- 
scribed by the act of 23d May, the Secretary of the Luterior 
miy, if he sees proper, extend the time to any day not later 
than the Ist of January, 1851.” 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked for the 
reading of the first amendment of the committee; 
which was read. ; a | 

He inquired of the chairman if by striking out 
these words, ‘¢ with the intention of becoming per- 
manent citizens thereof,” he intended that persons | 
who had gone to California with no intention of 
becoming permanent citizens should be enrolled as 
a part of the inhabitants of that county? , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, replied, 
that the committee intended that only those should 
be enumerated who had left the United States pre- 

_ vious to the first of June last. if they were not 
enumerated in Californiathey would be enumerated 
nowhere; the committee, therefore, thought the 
provision important. — 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said, it was well 
known that thousands and tens of thousands of 


persons had gone from the United States to Cali- | 


fornia with no intention whatever of remaining 
there. These people would be enrolled in the seve- 
ral States in which they resided and had left their | 
families. [t would be so in his own State, and in | 
all the States. i 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said, the | 
enumeration took effect from and after the first of | 
June, Those persons who had left the States after | 
that time would not be enumerated here. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Will not these 
persons be enumerated asinhabitants of California? 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes; and j 
they will be enumerated nowhere else. i 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. The gentleman 
is altogether mistaken, Suppose A., residing in 
Pennsylvania, has gone to California and arrived 
there before the first of June with no intention of | 
becoming a permanent citizen, will not bis family į 
in Pennsylvania return him? That is the point. 
Will he not therefore be twice enumerated ? 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman will see from the first part of that section | 
that these persongare required to have settled there; 


i 
|| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired of 


|| tion, as some gentlemen in his part of the Hali did 


and the last part only avoids the necessity of in- | 
terrogating them as to their intention of perma- 
nent, continued, everlasting residence there. But 
they must be settled inbabitants. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi True; but who | 
are “settled inhabitants??? If a man goes to | 
the mines to stay three or four months he, may | 
call himself a settled inhabitant. But if he intends 
to return, even if he shall remain three or four 
years, he will be enumerated in the States, and 
he cannot be enumerated elsewhere. 


persons will be enumerated in California and again 
in the States. It is thie to which I object. If 
they intend to become permanent citizens they 
ought to be envmerated in California, and not in 
the States whence they have gone. 
very well, that ofall the emigrants who have gone 


to California, much the iargest portion have left |i 


their families behind them. It is so in all the 
southern States, and [ apprehend it is so every- 


I repeat, | 
that if these words are stricken out, thousands of 


We know |! 


| residence of such a man, his wife or family will 
give his name as a resident of Virginia, Georgia, 
Carolina, &c., though he has gone to California, 
f but with the intention of returning. What pro- 
| priety is there, then, in enumerating him as a per- 
| manent resident in California? It will swell the 
returns from California beyond the actual popula- 
tion. 1 am therefore opposed to striking out these 
words. I wanta fair, honest enumeration to be 
taken in California, as everywhere else. 
| Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. I will say 
just one word, which T think will be satisfactory 
to the gentleman from. Mississippi. The general 
law passed in May last provides for taking an enu- 
| meration of the inhabitants of every district. Now, 
if a family reports a man gone to California, he 
cannot be taken in the district; he is out of it, and 
| notan ‘*inhebitant.’? If he is in California 
merely as a sojourner, he cannot be an inhabitant, 
i and cannot be enumerated, because the bill, as it 
stands, provides for his being a settler there. We 
propose to strike out that part of the inquiry 
| which demands to know whether he intends to be, 
| a permanent resident or not. A man may be a 
| resident, but not be able to say whether he will be 
| a permanent resident or not. 


f 


the chairman of the committee who reported this 
bill, whether the first secuon did not propose to 
| increase the compensation of the marshals? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, replied 
that it did not. So far as the ‘Territories were 
concerned, the former law authorized the military 
to be used; butif it was not used, it provided no 
means for ascertaining the compensation for th 
assistant marshals. 'Fhis authorized the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to give them a compensation. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. is it not 
practicable in some way to fix the compensation? 
is it usual to allow a compensation. which the 
Secretary of the Interior may choose to give? 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes; it 
has been practiced heretofore ina much more 
odious form—to allow the district judges any where 
to increase the compensation of the marshals. | 
do not like it, but the Committee on the Judiciary 
could not fix any standard of compensation. ‘1 
think no district judge will exceed a reasonable 
amount, and run the risk of making himself odious 1 
upon so small a matter. f 

To avoid debate, as the House have more im- 
portant business before them, J move the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER said, the amendment moved 
by the gentieman from Pennsylvania was not now 
in order, and could not be received, after the pre- 
vious question was seconded, unless by general 
consent. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
received, 

The previous “question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, being first on the 
amendments. 

‘The first amendment of the committee, proposing 
to strike out the words, ‘ with the intention to be- 
come permanent citizens thereof,” having been 
read— 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the yeas 
and nays on its adoption. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JON Es wished the Speaker to state the ques- 


not understand it. 
The SPEAKER said, he would state it when 
order was restored, but not until order was restored. 
‘The question.on the amendment was then taken, 
and resuited—yeas 101, nays 80; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Cuester Butler, Thomas B. Buller, Joseph 
Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandier, Clarke, 
Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Ful- 
ler, Giddings, Goudenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harlan, Hay, Hebard, Hoaglaud, Howe, Hunter, Wilham T. 
Jackson, Julian, Preston King, Leffler, Horace Main, Jub 
| Mann, Matteson, MeGaughey, McKissock, McLanahan, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peastee, 
Peck, Phævix, Pitaam, Potter, Reed, Keynolds, Richardson, 
Risley, Robbins, Rockw. l, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sack- 
| eu, Sawtelle, Schenck, Scacrmerborn, Schoolcratt, Silves- 
ter, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Strung, Sweet- 
i ser, Taylor, James 'Pnompson, Underhill, Viuton, Walden, 
| Waldo, Wentworth, Winte, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, 
Wood, and Young—lv1. 


; Staston, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John. B. Thompson, 


NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, 


Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bocock, Bowdon, 


Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William O. 


where. Then when the census-taker goes to the 


Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph į 


SS 
P. Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Gerry, Gorinans 

Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, [sham G; 
Harris, Sampson’ W, Harris, Haymoud, Heury, Hojladay, 
Holmes, Howard; Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, An: 

drew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, James. G. King, John A. King, La Sère, Littlefield, 

Marshall, Mason, McUlernand, McDonald, McDowell, Finis ; 
E. Mclean, McMullen, McQueen, Me Willie, Meade, More- 
head, Morse, Morton, Orr; Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Phelps, 
Powell, Robinson, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Richard H. 


Toombs, Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn; 
Williams, and Woodward—&0. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

[Mc. MOORE, who had voted, rose before the 
result was announced, and stated that he had 
agreed with Mr. McLane, of Maryland, who 
would be absent until to-morrow, that he (Mr. 
M.) would not vote on any party question. 
As this appeared to involve a sectional question, 
ne asked leave to withdraw his vote. 

Objection was made. ~ 

Mr. JONES. Will it be in order to move a 
suspension of the rules to allow the gentleman to” 
withdraw his vote? ’ 

_ The SPEAKER. No motion is in order at this 
time. 

So the vote of Mr. Moore was not withdrawn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, before the result was an- 
nounced, rose and stated, that he had paired off 
with a gentieman from Massachusetts, but that 


hé (Mr. W.) had inadvertently voted, and jhe de- 


sired leave to withdraw his vote. 

Objection was made.] 

The next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Tuomrson, of Pennsylvania, 
and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time. 

And the question being, “ Shall this bill pass ?” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the previous question, 

There was a second. The main question was 
aad tie and, having been taken, the bill wag 
passed. : 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a reconsideration of 
o vote, and that that motion be laid upon the ta- 

e 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, obtained the floor. 
CONTESTED ELECTION IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
i Mr. STRONG. Irise to a question of privi- 
ege. 

The SPEAKER recognized Mr. S. 

Mr. STRONG. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Elections, to which was referred the me- 
morial of John S. Littel, to make a report in the 
case of the contested election from the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Pennsylvania. I 
move that the report be printed. And I give no- 
tice that [ shall call it up for consideration on 
Monday next. 

The report, which was accompanied by the fol- 
lowing resolution, was ordered to be printed, viz: 

Resolved, That the honorable John Robbins, Jr., is enti- 
tled to the seat which he bolds in this House as the Repre- 


sentative from the Fourth Congressional district of Penn- 
Sylvania. 


Mr. VAN DYKE said, that the minority of the 
Committee on Elections had prepared a report, 
which he desired should be ordered to be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

it was ordered accordingly. 

UTAH, TEXAS, CALIFORNIA, &c. 
Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, sent to the Clerk’s 


| table a resolution, which, he said, he asked the 


unanimous consent of the House to offery and, at 
the same time, he gave notice that, if objection 
was made, he should move a suspension of the 
rules. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Senate bills No. 170, No, 307, No. 169, and 
No. 225, now On the Speaket’s table, be taken upand made 
the special order of the day for Tuesday, the 20ih instant, 
at one o’elock, and to continue from day to day umil dig- 
posed of. 

The resolution having been read— 

Objections were made to its reception. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana. I move that the 
rules of the [louse be suspended, and 1 will ask 
that the titles of the bills may be.read, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. In what 
order does the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Brown] move thatthe bills be taken up? In the 
order in which they came from the Senate ? 
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Mr. BROWN. Inthe order named in the res- 
olution which I have offered. 
The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to read the 
- titles of the bills in the order in which they were 
named in the resolution. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the titles _— 

Mr. MEADE interposed, and expressed his de- |]. 
sire to put an inquiry to the Speaker. On Mon- 
day last, (Mr. M. said,) he bad moved asuspension 
of the rules for the purpose of enabling him. to 
offer a resolation. The Speaker had decided that 
the motion, could not be entertained, because an- 
other motion to suspend was in the way. How, 
therefore, could the present motion to suspend the ! 
rules be entertained? 

The SPEAKER, There is no motion to sus- 
pend the rules pending. 

Mr. MEADE. What has become of the mo- 
tion which was in the way of my motion on Mon- | 
day last? 

The SPEAKER. It was disposed of on Mon- | 
day last. 

Mr. WENTWORTH was understood to in- || 
quire whether the resolution of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Brown] provided that the bills 
should be taken up in the order in which they || 
came from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution designates 
the order in which it is proposed that the bills | 
shall be taken up. If gentlemen will come to or- 
der, and suspend conversation, the titles of the || 
bills will be read. 

After a pause— 

The SPEAKER said, the following is the order | 
of the bills as designated in the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Brown. } 

The Clerk read the order. It isas follows: 

First. The bill to provide a territorial govern- 
ment for New Mexico. 

Second. The Texas boundary bill. 

Third. The bill for the admission of California. 

Fourth. The bill to provide a territorial gov- 
ernment for Utah. 

Mr. MEADE, (to the Speaker.) If the rules 
should be suspended, and the resolution be thus 
before the House, will it be open to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be open 
to amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, (to the Speaker.) Does | 
not the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr, Brown] place the bill for the admission of 
California behind, in the order in which it came 
from the Senate? è 

The SPEAKER. In the order in which the j; 
bills lie upon the Speaker’s table, the bill to pro- | 
vide for the territorial government of Utah is; 
first. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Then the resolution 
places the bill to provide for the territorial govern- | 
ment of New Mexico before the biil for the ad- | 
mission of California, whereas, in the.order in | 
which they lie on the Speaker’s table, the Califor- | 
nia bill is first. 

Mr. McCLERNAND obtained the floor. 

[There was so great confusion that all the re- 
porter could do for some minutes, was to guess at 
what was going on.] 

Mr. McCLERNAND was understood to sug- | 
gest to the gentleman who had offered the reso- || 
lution, [Mr. Brown,] that as there were only two || 

if 


days intervening between this day and Thursday; || 
and as the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill | 
could not be disposed of within that time, it would 
be better to modify the resolution so as to fix to- | 
morrow instead of Thursday. | 

The SPEAKER noufied the gentleman from In- : 
diana, [Mr. Brown,] that if he intended to modify | 
his resolution, he must do so before the question i 
was taken on the motion to suspend thé rules, as į 
it would not be in the power of the gentleman to 
modify it after the rules should have been sus- 
pended. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. ł hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iilinois (Mr. 
McCLernanp] will be agreed to, to insert to-mor- 
row instead of Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brown] modify his amendment? 

Mr. BROWN declined to modify. 

Mr. INGE. if the resolution should be adopt- 
ed in the form in which it now stands, it must be 
evident to every member that we cannot dispose || 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill by 
the time specified in the resolution, and thus two !) 


> 
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days will be thrown away. “1f the. resolution 
Should not be modified, I should prefer that it 
should not be adopted; and | desire to put this 
‘question to the Chair: If thé resolution should not 


be adopted, will it not be competent at any time, | 
except on Mondays, for the House, bya vote of | 
a majority, to proceed to the consideration of | 


ee on the Speaker’s tableand to take up these 
ilts? 

_The SPEAKER: The Chair has repeatedly 
given its construction of the rule reiating to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. Onany day except 
Mondays, when the committees shail have been 
called for reports for one hour, it will be in order 
pending the consideration of a question, to move 
that. the House proceed to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table, and the House, 
by- the vote of a majority, can proceed to that order 
of business. > 

A pause of several minutes followed, the Speake 
refusing to hear any motion, or put any question 
until members had resumed their seats and sus- 


pendes conversation. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana. At the suggestion 
of several gentlemen around me, Í will modify my 
resolution so as to insert to-morrow instead of 
Thursday. 

So the resolution was modified. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, (to the Speaker.) Does | 
| the gentleman modify his resolucion as to the order |! 


in which the bills shall be taken up? 

The SPEAKER. 
stand that the gentleman from Indiana 
Brown] makes any other modification. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked Mr. Brown to ac- 
cept this modification. 

Mr. BROWN declined to accept. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

‘Lhe quesuvn was taken,and decided in the 
negative, yeas 87, nays 98; aa follow: 


YEAS—Messrs, Aibertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bowlin, Boyd, Breek, Brooks, Wiiliam 
J. Brown, E, U. Cavett, Guorge A. Caidwelt, Joseph P. 
Caluwenl, Chugman, W.R. W. Cobb, Danel, Deberry, Dini 
mick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewiug, Feauuersion, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gormau, Grinueil, Hamilton, Ham» 
mond, Haral ou, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L, Hatris, Maymond, Hoagland, Inge, Jo- 
seph W., Jackson, Audrew Jolnson, James L. Jounson, 
Robert W. Joiinson, Jones, Kerr, La Seié, Letter, Levin, 
Littlefield, Job Maun, Marshall, Mason, MeCternand, 
MeDonalu, McDowell, McGaughey, MeLanahau, Finis E. 
McLean, McMullen, Meade, Morehead, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Robidins, Robinson, 
Rose, Savage, Sicpperd, Swamy, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, 
Thomas, Jacob ‘Vhoinpson, James Thompson, Jolin B. 
Tuowpsun, Toombs, Venavle, Watkins, Weliboru, Wai- 
diick, aud Young—8/, 

NAYsS~—Mes-is. Alexander, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Ben- 


[Mr. 


| nett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdoa, Brigg-, Albert G. Brown, 


Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Canip- 
bell, Carter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Coleuck, Cule, Cor- 
win, Crowell, Dickey, Doty, Daneaa, Durkee, Nihan 
Evans, bitci, Fowler, Giddings, Guodenow, Gott, Guuld, 
Hailoway, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, 
Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hunter, William ‘f. Jackson, Ju- 


lian, George U. King, James G. Kang, Join A. King, Preston | 


King, Horace Maun, Matteson, MeKissock, McQueen, 
McWillic, Moore, Motris, Nelson, Ogie, Oids, Oli-, Peas- 
lee, Peck, Pheenix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Reynods, Rich- 
ardson, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerborn, Sehovieraft, Seddon, Stivester, 


| Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetscr, ‘Taylor, 
t OUnderhul, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, | 


Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wilson, Wood, and Wood- 
ward—U8. 

So the rules were not suspended and the resolu- 
tion was not received. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read for information: 


Resolved, That the bills to establish the territorial govern- | 
boundary, to adimit the | 
State of California, and to establish a territorial guvern- | 


s 


mentin Utah, to adjust the T 


menl in New Mexico, be made the special order ol the 
day forto-morow, and to continue the special order until 


he Speaker’s table. 
Objection being made— 


rules to enable him to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ASHIMUN, at the suggestion, he said, of 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinton,] modified 
his resolution so as to provide for its taking effect 
immediately after the passage of the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill. f 

Mr. JONES, (in hisseat.) Suppose that bill 
does not pass at all ? A $ : 

Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to in- 
quire, in case the resolution were adopted, if the 


The Chair aoes not under- | 


they are disposed of, in the order in which they stand upon |}! 


Mr. ASHMUN moved a suspension of the ; 


bills named would continue 
disposed. of? 

The SPEAKER. 
the House must 
are disposed of, = 

. Mr. PRESTON KING. With each one of 
them until they are disposed of? ° 

The SPEAKER, Yes; unless the House shall 
at a subsequent time rescind the order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, inquired if’ in 
making special orders, it was not necessary to fix 
a day certain, and not an indefinite time-such as 
when the House should have acted upon another 
piece of business? And again, he would inquire 
if this was not an indirect .mode of making: the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill a special 
order? 

‘The SPEAKER replied that the effect of this 
resolution would ‘not be to make the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill a special order, but it 


the special order until | 


if the resolution ig adopted, 
proceed with these bilis until they 


|; would be to make the bills named the special order 


immediately after the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill should have passed. ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Well, will the 
Speaker tell meat what time that will be? Sup- 
pose I move to make another bil! the special order 
for a certain day and the House agree to it, the 
appropriation bill and those other. bills may not 
have been disposed of, will not this produce astate 
of things altogether irregular and not contemplated 
by the rules of the House? : 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution could 
only be received under a suspension of the rules, 
and it could in this way be received and adopted, 
though it produced such a result as the gentleman 
referred to. 

Mr. EWING asked how it was possible—the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill not being 
before the House, but in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union—for the House to say 
they would not act upon certain bills antil that bill 
(which was not before them) was disposed of? 

The SPEAKER said, the resolution would have 
no effect, in any respect whatever, until after the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill was dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. ASHMUN, There is so much question 
as to the time when this resolution takes effect. I 
prefer to adhere to it in its original form. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the motion to suspend the rules to receive the ori- 
ginal resolution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired, in case the resolution 
were adopted, if it would not preclude the refer- 
ence of these bills to the Committee of the Whole 


The 


| on the state of the Union? 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks not. 
order will not preclude their reference. 

Mr. PARKER wished to make an inquiry. The 
first bill referred to in this resolution was the Utah 
bill, which he understood contained an appropria- 
tion; would it not be necessary, therefore, to refer 
it to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia, that the Utah bill 
is the first on the Speaker’s table, and will be the 
first special order of the day under this resolution, 
if iu shall be adopted. But the Utah bill, contain- 
ing an appropriation, cannot be considered in the 
House, but must be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. After it 
shall have been referred, it will be the first busi- 
ness and a special order, provided the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; but if the House refuse to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
other bills, being in the House, will be the first 
business; and the Utah bill, being in committee, 
will lose priority. in other words, it is at the con- 
trol of the majority. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then, if Fun- 


| derstand aright, the California bill is next? 


The SPEAKER. No. 
bill is next. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania: If this or- 
der pass, will it supersede the appropriation bill, 
which is now before the House? i 

The SPEAKER. kt will supersede all other 
business. : 

Mr. HUNTER asked to have the resolution 
read again. 

It was accordingly read. 

Mr. PRESTON KING desired to know 


* 


The Texas boundary 


whether 
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this resolution required the Utah and Texas bound- 
ary bills to be taken up before the California bill? 
He asked the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Astmon] to modify his. resolution, so as to pro- 
ceed at once to the business on the Speaker’s table. 


= The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] modify his resolu- 
tion? ? Š 

No response was-made by Mr. Asamun. 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was then taken, and¥resulted—yeas 94, nays 94; 
as follow: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Burrows, Chester But- 
ler, Thomas B, Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell,’ 
Caitter, Casey, Chandler, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Deber- 
ry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Fiteb, Falter, Gen- 
try, Gerry, Gorman, Grinnell, Hail, Hamilton, Hampton, 

“Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Hoagland, 
Howard, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, 
Kerr, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, McLanahan, 
Finis E. McLean, MeWillie, Meacham, Morris, Ogie, Olds, 
Outhiw, Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Poner, Reed, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Sawtelle, Shepperd, 
Stanly, Strong, Sweetser, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Underhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, Wood, 
and Young-—94, | 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, 
Bowdon, Bowie, Albert G. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, G. A. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Clarke, Clingman, Colcock, 
Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dur- 
kee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Hallaway, 
Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hay, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W., 
Johnson, Julian, G. G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Sere, Horace Mann, Matteson,MeDoweil, 
McKissock, McQueen, Meade, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Orr, Otis, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Reynolds, Risley, Rock- 
well, Root, Rumsey, Savage, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleratt, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Vinton, Wallace, Wellborn, 
White, and Woodward—94. 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirniative, the 
rules were not suspended, 

Añd the resolution was not received. 

_ + ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution; which was read for information: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of this House adjourn their re- 
spective Houses, sine die, on the,second Mondaytof Sep- 
tember next, at twelve o’cigck, meridian. 


The resolution having been read— 

Objection was made to its reception. 

Mr. HARRIS moved a suspension of the rules, 
and asked the yeas and nays on that motion; which 


were ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired of the Speaker 
whether the resolution proposed that Congress 
should adjotrn before California was admitted ? 

The SPEAKER. The rerolution propones that 
Congress shall adjourn on the secon Monday of 
September, 

Mr. MASON, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order 
to move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 
not yet before the House. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 
81, nays 104; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Av- 
erett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bowdon, A. G. Brown, 
Bort, E, C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, J. P. 
Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coteock, Daniel, De- 
herry, Diminick, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Haralson, I. G. Harris, S. W. 
Harris, TL, Harris, Havmand, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, inge, J. W. Jackson, A. 
Jobnson, J. L. Johnson, R. W. Johuson, Jones, La Sére, 
Leffler, Marshall, MeDonald, McGaughey, McMullen, 
MeQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Morehead, Morris, Orr, Out- 
law, Parker, Powell, Robinson, Savage, Schenck, Seddon, 
Shepperd, R. H. Stanton, 'T. Stevens, Sweetser, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, J. B. Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Williams,s and 
Wood—al. i 

NAYS—-Messrs. Alexander, Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, 
Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, W. J. 
Brown, Rurrows, C. Butler, T. B. Butler, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crow- 
eu, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hammond, Hampton, Harlan, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hanter, W. T. Jackson,” Julian, 
Kerr, G. G. King, J. G. King, J. A. King, P. King, Levin, 
Littlefield, H. Mann, J. Mann, McClernand, MeLanahan, 
F. E. McLean, Meacham, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, 
Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Rumsey, (Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Strong, Taylor, James 
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Thompson, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Went- 
worth, White, Whituesey, Wildrick, Wilson, and Young— 


304. 


So the rules were not suspended. 

And the resolution was not received. 

$ GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. GOTT, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Unión, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the current fiscal year. 


The pending question was on the following | 


amendment of Mr. Harris, of Illinois, offered as 
a substitute for the amendment of Mr. SCHENCK 
upon the same subject, viz: 


“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
furnish and deliver to the Members and Delegates of that 
House, for the present Congress, who have not already re- 
ceived them, all such books as have been furnished to the 
members of the 28th, 29th, and 30th Congresses, including 
all members of the present House, the residue of the 8th 
volume of the Statutes already published, and the 91h vol- 
ume—$40,000; Provided, That this shall not authorize the 
reprinting of any of said books; and the Clerk shall, be- 
fore said books are delivered to the members entitled to rë- 
ceive then, cause each copy to be marked or stamped in 
some ineffaceable manner on the cover and title page with 
the name of the member receiving the same: And provided, 
Jurther, That no part of this appropriation shall be used, 
unless the Clerk shail be able to procure a sufficient number 
of copies of all such hooks to furnish one set to each Mem- 
ber and Delegate entitled thereto.” 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, explained that his 
object in offering that amendment was to limit the 
expenditure as much as possible consistently with 
reaching the object, which the House had evident- 
ly determined upon. He intended to vote against 
the whole matter. But if the House were deter- 
mined to purchase the books, it should be done 
on reasonable terms. He believed $40,000 was 
sufficient to procure every book which was called 
for; and that his amendment, with the limitation 


that the Clerk should purchse no books unless | 
| enough to supply all could be procured, would 


draw out from these book-dealers a sufficient 
number, and terminate this system forever. That 
was his object, and he believed that, as he had 
modified it at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] it would accomplish it. 
Mr. SCHENCK said that the amendment pro- 
vided that no part of these books should be furnished 
unless a complete set of every kind could be pro- 
cured. He understood the fact to be, that complete 
sets of a part of these books could be procured, 
while there could not be of others. 
can State Papers, American Archives and Diplo- 


; matic Correspondence, he believed were either out 


of print or could not be furnished. This being 
the case, he thought $30,000 would be a sufficient 
sum to cover all that could be furnished, which 
would include the opinions of the Attorneys Gen- 
eral, compiled by a late Attorney General, (Mr. 
Gitrim,] and the Reports on Finance made in pur- 
suance of the law of 1800. He suggested to the 
gentleman from Illinois to modify his amendment 
by inserting a proposition which he read, (which 
is noticed hereafter. ) 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, declined to modify 
his amendment. 

And the question being taken, the amendment 
was rejected. - 

Mr. SCHENCK, remarking that he believed 
his amendment had been amended and he could 
not therefore modify it, moved to amend the 
arnendment by inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing substitute: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 


furnish and deliver to each of the Members and Delegates of 


that House of the present Congress, who have not already 
received them, such books as have been furnished to the 
Members of the 28th, 29th, and 30th Congresses, including 
to all Members and Delegates of the present House the res- 
idue of the 8th volume of the Statutes of the United States, 
already published, the 9th volume of that work, and the in- 
dex; also the collected opinions of the Attorneys’ General of 
the United States, published under the direction of B. D. 
Gilpin, Esq., late Attorney General, and the Finance Reports 
which have been prepared in obedience to the act of Con- 


gress of May 10, 1800—$30,000: Provided, That this shall not | 


authorize the reprinting of any of said books; and the Clerk 
shail, before said books are delivered to the members enti- 
Ued to receive them, cause each copy to be marked or 
stamped in some ineffaceable manner on the cover and title 
page with the name of the member receiving the same: And 
provided, further, That no work thus authorized to be für- 
nished shall be obtained or delivered by the Clerk unless he 
shall he able to procure a sufficient number of copies thereof 
to furnish a complete set to each Member and Delegate en- 
titled thereto.” 


The question was taken, and the substitute was 
agreed to. : 


The Ameri- | 


. The CHAIRMAN announced that if there was 
no other.amend ment to be offered the Clerk would 
read the next section. 

Mr. MEADE inquired if it was in order now to 
move to amend the substitute which had just been 
adopted? í 

The CHAIRMAN replied that he thought not. 

The following item being under consideration: 

& For compensation of the President of the United States 
825,000 — i 

Mr. MORSE moved an amendment appropria~ 
ting $16,319 43, to be paid to Mrs. Taylor, the 
widow of the late President Taylor, to complete 
the annual salary to the 4th of March next: 

_ Mr. M. said he did not desire to occupy the 
time of the committee. 

Mr. JONES rose to a question of order, and 
submitted that the amendment was not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 


| that, under the eighty-first rule, the amendment is 


not in order. 

The eighty-first rule was read: . 

“ No appropriation shai} be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law; un- 
less in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as arc already in progress, or for the contingen- 
cies for carrying on the several departments of the Govern- 
ment.?? 

Mr. MORSE. Can debate be allowed on the 
point of order ? 

The CHAIRMAN said, that no debate was 
now in order—the general debate having been ter~ 
minated by order of the House—except explana- 
tions of amendmenis, under the five minutes rule. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Did i understand the Chair 
to decide that the payment of a balance of the sal- 
ary of the late President of the United States is 
nota matter to be put into an appropriation bill? 
If the Chair so decides, ] appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair makes no such 


| decision. ‘The Chair decides that the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Louisiana is not in 
order. 
Will the Chair have the 


Mr. ASHMUN, 
amendment read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the committee be 
good enough to suspend conversation until they 
hear the reading of the amendment? 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. ASHMON. If the Chair rules. it out of 
order, I appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides it to be 
out of order under the eighty-first rule. 

Mr. FOWLER and Mr. BINGHAM called for 
the reading of the rule; which was again read. 

The question being, ‘* Shall the decision of the 
Chiar stand as the judgment of the committee?”’ 

Mr. ASHMUN asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kina, of Rhode 
Island, and Mr. Wax.ace were appointed. 

Mr. STANLY said he should be giad to kno w 


| at what time the year commenced for which the 


appropriation in the bill of $25,000 was proposed ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, that the appropria- 
tion was for the next fiscal year. Sa 

Mr. STANLY. If that is so, I submit to the 
Chair whether the appropriation proposed by the 
amendment is, as the Chair has decided, unauthor- 
ized by law? Is it not the distributing of an ap- 
propriation which has already been made? 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 79, noes 49. . 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. Morse was decided to be 
out of order, , . 

Several sections were read without interruption, 

The following item, under the head of the State . 
Department, being under consideration— 

“ For the incidental and contingent expenses of the said 
department, viz: For publishing the Laws inone newspa- 
per in each of the States and Territories, and in three news- 
papersuf the city of Washington, $9,880: Provided, ‘That 
the said publication in the said States and Territories shall 
be made in the newspaper of the publie printer or State 
printer of said States and Territories, wherever there may 
be one selected by ihe State or territorial authorities.” 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved an amendment, to 
strike out all of the said clause after the word 
“ Department,’ and insert ‘ For publishing in 
Newspapers in the United States and Territories, 
the laws of the United States, $10,850. 

Mr. M. said the bill, as it now stood, proposed 
to publish the laws of the United States in each 


State, and it designated that the paper in which 
they were published should be the-publicy ater 
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of the State. He saw no reason for th 
of the existing law upon this subject, and why 
there should be a publication of the laws in three 
papers in this city, and in but one paper in each 
ofthe States. He proposed, therefore, to make the 
regulation just as it had been, to let the law remain 
unchanged. He believed that: the: Secretary of 
State, under the existing law, had already appointed 
aprinter of the laws in the several States. 
knew this to be the case'in his own State, and he 
presumed it to bein many, or most of the other 
States. Some-of the public printers of the States 
did not print papers at all. He saw no reason 
whatever for it, and he hoped, in a general appro- 
priation bill like this, they would not make a radi- 
cal change of the system, 

Mr. CARTTER said he understood the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to say he saw no reason for 
the change. He would inquire of the gentleman 
whether it did not distribute the printing accord- 
ing to the politics of the several States, as the pub- 
lic printer was generally of the same politics with 
the dominant party in the State? 

Mr. MOREHEAD replied, that there was no 
doubt but the gentleman’s suggestion was correct. 
But he assured the gentleman and the House that 
this consideration had had no influence whatever 
upon his action—none at all. The little pittance 
of profit given to a newspaper upon printing, 
amounting to $150 or $200, could not be considera- 
tion enough to influence anybody. While his 
Democratic friends, however, were in power in the 
General Government, no effort whatever was made 
to give this printing to, the printers of the States; 
and why, now that, after a long series of years, 
the general administration wasin the hands of the 
Whig party, should they be stript of the power 
over this small subject of printing, and the rule 
which had existed during Democratic administra- 
tions be changed ? i 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to explain the reason. 

Mr. JOHANSON, of Arkansas, made the point 
of order that a second gentleman could not address 
the committee atall (under the new rule) unless he 
avowed himself against the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam against it. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Virginia to rise to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BAYLY. I rise to oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will proceed. 

Mr, BAYLY proceeded to state the reasons 
which had influenced the Committee of Ways 
and Means in making this change. He desired to 
say in the outset that the reasons which the gentle- 

‘man from Ohio and the gentleman from Kentucky 
had supposed influenced them, had had no weight 
whatever. ‘Two changes were proposed: one was 
to confine the publication of the laws to one news- 
paper in each State. They thought this was quite 
enough, as it was made a mere matter of patron- 
age. 
matter. He had known a good many instances 
of applications for these official publications; and 
the reason generally given was not that the news- 
paper would give the widest publication, but, on 
the contrary, that it was not doing very well and 
wanted a little help. The committee thought one 
newspaper was enough. Fa 

The reason which had influenced the committee 
to propose the other change, viz., that the papers 
having the State printing should be selected to 
publish the United States Jaws was, that persons 
desiring to get the laws in a newspaper would 
naturally look to the paper which did the State 
printing. It would thus be a matter of great con- 
venience to the people to have the same paper pub- 
lish the two sets of laws. As to the provision for 
the publication by three newspapers at Washing- 
ton, they reported it because there were three lead- 
ing political newspapers here 

Cries of “What are they??? «s There are five.” 

Mr. B. named the Intelligencer, Union, and Re- 
public; and said he was not particular at all; if the 
committee chose to strike out “ three” and insert 
“two” he had no objection. 


101 


é change 


He. 


He had had some experience relative to this fi 


| to have two organs. Let the Administration choose 
| between its organs. 
| crats would like to know which is the organ. Such 


.Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the clause proposed to be: stricken. out by: stri- 
| king out all after the word ‘ newspaper,” and 
to insert: “ having the largest circulation in the | 
State or Territory.” 

He desired simply to say, in reference to the 
amendment he proposed, that it was the precise 
rule adopted at the Post Office Department in re- 
lation to the publication of dead letters in all the 
offices throughout the United States—-giving the 
publication to the paper having the largest circu- 
lation: The fact as to the relative circulation 
would be easily determined, in the same way in 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, hoped the amend- 
ment would not be adopted. No law had given 
the postmasters and the department so great 
trouble as this very law. Continual quarrels 
were going on among the newspapers in regard to 
their respective circulations. That controversy, 
if the amendment were adopted, would be trans- 
ferred to the Secretary of State; and he would be 
obliged to receive evidence to determine which pa- 
per had the largest circulation. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved to amend the 
amendment by. striking out the word “ Jargest”? 
and inserting “ the most extensive.” l 

He said tbe circulation of a paper might be 
numerically the largest, but if compared to a par- 
ticular Jocality it was not so valuable for the pub- 
lication of the laws as a paper having a more gen- 
eral circulation. The State papers went into every 
county in their respective States, being furnished 
by law to the county clerks, and thus being ac- 
cessible to every citizen. For this reason they 
were the proper papers to be selected for the pub- 
lication of the United States laws. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Meane 
and the Chair, on a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, inguired of the 
Cuarr whether it would bein order to move an 
amendment providing for the publication of the 
laws in two newspapers in the‘ city of Washing- 
ton, instead of threé. 

The CHAIR said that amendment would be in 
order, 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, the object 
he desired: to effect by the amendment was to di- 
vide the public printing between two of the papers 
of the two leading parties. A great many gen- 
tlemen held that there were two great parties in 
this country—Democratic and Whig. Now, in 
the present stage of our affairs, he would not assert 
that they were the only or even the leading parties. 

But he would say that the Whig party appeared 


We poor, benighted Demo- 


knowledge would not be amiss, he would suggest, 
most resnectfully, on the other side of the House. 
Whilst there is a confusion, or conflict of organs, 
the votes of those who would take step to time, 
must be confounded. It is possible, too, that at 
some time in future, some additional Democratic 
organ may be attempted to be set up, and then ad- 
ditional appropriation is to be made for it. Justice | 
will require, at once, if the Treasury is to be saddled 

with two Whig papers, itshould also support two 
Democratic papers. As to mere expediency and 


sufficient, with one paper in each State. Let the 
Administration make its own selection for its own 
- paper, z 

p I? any gentleman will move to amend and insert 
five, he would support that. It ought to be two 
or it ought to be all. The Southern Press is the 
organ of the people of the South; the National Era 
is the organ of the Free-Soilers. It is idle, by 
legislative forms and acts, to deny the existence of 
this Free-Soil party. It has@#ts being in this 


i 


| House, and it is the strongest party in this House | 


at this time. Gentlemen of the South should not 
conceal it from themselves, but should not only 
recognize the fact, but. should proclaim it to their 


which the post offices were enabled to determine it. | 


the public good, two papers at this pointareamply |; 


constituents. -Let the people of the South know: 
the trath. ‘That party is hostile to-them, and con- 
trols this Government, and. they should know its. 
The National Era, he had. also ‘heard it/asserted, 
had the largest. patronage and circulation of any. 
journal published here.  It:was a most significan 
fact, if true. Why deny the existence of: such.: 
| party? If the Government is to support more than, 
two papers, let it support the five. Jf there be 
only two parties, let there be two only saddled: on 
the Treasury. ; 

Mr. TOOMBS very briefly opposed the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. 
Jounson.| The object of the committee, (Mr. T. 
i| said) had been to destroy the publication. of. the 
laws as a mere matter of patronage, and to. have. 
the publication so made asto benefit the body: of 
the people. In the propriety of that object he 
| fully concurred... He did not wish that, patronage 
of this sort should be. dispensed one way,.or the 
other. The great end to be attained was the pub- 
[Jic benefit. RAE U 

.Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, modified: hig 
amendment so as to provide that the two. papers 
should be of opposite political parties.. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jonnson, by. striking out ‘two? 
newspapers and inserting ** four.” ee 

Mr. G. briefly urged his amendment on the 
ground thata knowledge of the laws should be 
given to all parties. The publication of them. in 
the “ National Era” would carry them to as great 
a number of people, or nearly so, as their publica- 
tion jn all the other city newspapers together. 
The circulation of that paper was seventeen thou- 
sand. He had no idea that the publication should 
be confined exclusively to papers of limited -circu- 
lation like the ‘ Intelligencer” and the “ Union.” 
It was throwing away the public funds. He was 
| willing to extend the publication to the ** Southern 
Press”? and the “ National Era.” The object was, - 
to diffuse a knowledge of these laws among the . 
people, and the publication should be given: to 
; those papers which had the most extensive. circu- 
| lation. And he would further move to amend by 
adding the words “ of the largest circulation.”*, 

; Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Does the.pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from. Ohio 
Mr. Grppines] include four or five newspapers? 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. Four instead of three. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (to the Chair.) Is the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines} 
in order? 
| The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then again modified his amend- 
ment, so as simply to add the words * of the 
largest circulation,” (and not altering the num- 
j ber.) 


i} The amendment, as modified, was rejected. 


And the question recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Jouwson, of Arkansas— 

Tellers (Messrs. Corwin, and Meapez,) were ~ 
appointed. : 

And the questi 
ayes 60, noes 73. 

So the amendment wsa rejected. 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Sranton, of Kentucky. 

And it was rejected. n 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. MorensaD-— 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting the following: 
| “In each Congressional district in the United States, and 
in each ‘Territory, and in three newspapers in the city of 
Washington.” 

Mr. S. contended, that apart from the right of 
the people to have a knowledge of the laws: by 
which they were to be governed, the expenditure 
| of the money (even at the largest amount-at which 
it was estimated) was not a measure of-bad eeon- 
omy. Inthe State of Ohio, the policy had. been 
adopted of publishing the laws in two. newspapers 
in each county. “I'he object of the publication .of 
the laws of the United States was to let the people 
in each particular division of the United States 
know what their Representative and: those a33q- 


on being taken, the vote stood 
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ciated with him had been about, and ‘the results.at 
which they had: arrived.” Without reference. to 
party. considerations, or to the Administration 
which: might be im power, he ‘was. in favor. of 
spreading the laws broadcastvover the land. The 
expense which might be incurred in effecting that 
object bore no proportion to the good that would 
be accomplished. It was, moreover, a matter of 
right that the people should know what had. been 
done here. : 
Mr: BAYLY said, that the object of the publie 
_cation of the laws in the newspapers. seemed to 
have been misunderstood. . The object was not to 
give them a‘general circulation. ‘That was pro- 
vided for in the very next clause of the bill, where 
provision was made for sending pamphlet copies 
of the laws to every county in every State of the 
Union. The reason of the newspaper publication 
was, that before.the pamphlet copy was obtained, 
there might be persons concerned in particular 
laws who wanted to see them. ~ And there was a 
very'small class of persons interested. He did not 
suppose it necessary to say anything more. 
The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Scnencx was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved to amend the || 


amendment. by inserting three papers. 

Mr. B. said he had no remarks to make. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. 
BROWN and Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) 

Mr. MOREHEAD desired to suggest that this 
was a copy of the clause of the appropriation bill 


of the last Congress. The law fixed two papers in | 


each State, and this provision of the bill merely 
proposed to carty the existing law into effect. 
‘-Mr. BROWN, of Indiana. That being the 
fact, I:withdraw my amendment. ; 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot, un-.| 


der the rule, withdraw his: amendment except by 
the unanimous consent of the committee. 
Objection was mader 
So the amendment was not withdrawn. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Brown was rejected. 
_ The question then recurred and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Morenran. 
And, by ayes 69, noes 59, it was agreed to. 
The following item having been read— 
“ Por newspapers two hundred dollars?’ — 


Mr. CARTTER moved to reduce this appro- į 


priation to fifty dollars. 

He said he did not understand why the Secre- 
tary of State required so many newspapers, He 
certainly could not read them all and attend to 
the duties of his office. 
any specification of the kind of newspapers the 
Secretary was to receive. If it was the duty of 
the House to supply him with this ephemeral 
trash, he would like to have a hand in directing 
what kind of reading he should be supplied with. 
If they had got to supply him with two hundred 
dollars’ worth of newspapers, he thought they 
ought at least to exercise some guardianship 
over the matter. But the appropriation was 
enormous. There was no necessity for so largea 
sum, 


the object was specifically designated. He would 
like to know why these appropriations were made. 
They would amount in the aggregate, he believed, 


to about twenty thousand dollars, a very large sum | 


it seemed to him, to be appropriated for no specific 
purpose. Ele saw no reason whatever why this 
sum of $200 should be thrown away annually for 
newspapers. A litle way further on’ in the. bill 
would be found an item for miscellaneous expend- 
itures of $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will con- 
fine himself to the amendment. ’ 

. Mr. CARTTER (continuing) said, it occurred 
to him that fifty dollars would be ample to be ex- 


pended for newspapers for the Secretary of State’s | 


office. It would furnish him as good reading as 
the newspaper press could afford, and as great a 
quantity as he could-possibly require. 

Mr. ASHMUN (availing himself of the rule 
which permits a five minutes’ speech in opposition 
to the proposed amendment,) said, he desired 
merely to suggest, for the information of gentle- 
men who were not informed on the 
he supposed this item was put in to enable the 
Secretary of State to have at his command the 
leading papers of foreign countries—that he might 


Besides, he did not see |; 


He perceived that there were numerous | 
items styled miscellaneous, and among them this ! 
item for newspapers was the only one in which | 


subject, that | 


“be put in possession of necessary information 
which he could not obtain except by incurring this 
outlay; for gentlemen were doubtless aware thata 
single newspaper, British or Continental, in many 
cases cost thirty and thirty-five dollars a year. 

| Mr. CARTTER said, he would modify his 
amendment, under the suggestion of the gentle- 
| man from Massachusetts, by adding the words, 


| papers.” i : , 
Mr. ASHMUN said, he wished to observe, in 
addition, that he was informed, and believed that it 


to-send to our ministers abroad. some of the news- 


appropriation, he supposed, was partly intended 
for this purpose. , 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was rejected. ` % 

The Clerk read the next item, 

Department of Stute. 

» “For miscellaneous items, $1,000.7? 

Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out $1,000, and 
|! insert $500. 
! This sum of $1,000 he thought was rather a 


; miscellany. 
| but he would like to have some little information 
! regarding the objects to which the money was to 
be applied. Perhaps some gentleman would be 
able to inform him what this miscellany meant. 
He supposed it meant everything in general, and 
nothing in particular. But what he desired to know 
was, whether this money was required for any 
purpose incidént to the duties of the office, or. at 
all serviceable to the public, or whether it related 


| vice. If it were for the purchase of wines and cigars 
| and oysters, and other creature comforts and su- 
: perfluities of that description, he was altogether 
! opposed to it; but if it could be shown to relate 
| legitimately to the discharge of the duties of the 
; department, he would be glad to see the appropri- 
i ation rightly named. Most of those things that 
\|-were necessary to the discharge of official duties, 
|| as well as those things necessary to human exist- 
|! ence, had names by which they could be known. 
ii He objected to the title given to this appropriation; 
| it ought to have anew caption; miscellany did not 
mean anything. He repeated that he was ready to 


for the business of the department, but he was 
strongly of the opinion that tWere was nothing ne- 
cessary that had not a name. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was rejected. A 

& State Department—for miscellaneous items, 81,100. 
| Mr. CARTTER moved to reduce the sum to 
five hundred. He would like to be informed by 


| 
| 
i 


for. He wanted to know what was to be done 
with the money. 

: A little further on in the bill it would be per- 
|| ceived there was another of these miscellanies; 
; indeed the bill was full of them. The only differ- 
; ence between this miscellany and the one he had 
a little while ago raoved to reduce, was that this 
|| one was one hundred dollars larger than the other. 
This miscellany it seemed cost one hundred 
i dollars more than the other. He would like 
| very much to know the relative qualities of 
these miscellanies. This appeared to be a bet- 
ter miscellany than the other by one hundred 
dollars’ worth. Perhaps some gentleman who 
i| represented this _ miscellaneous Administration 
i} could inform him of the exact quality of these 
|| miscellanies. 
i 

| 

| 


| 


| and it was negatived. 

i! The Clerk read the nextitem, viz: 
ii _ © For compensation of Second Auditor, and the Clerks, 
i: Messenger, ang Assistant Messenger, in his office §51,057.” 
H Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out $51,057 and 
iji ‘ z 

i! insert $38,850. , 

H ‘The Second Auditor, he remarked, had ascer- 
| ained that he was able to dispense with a large 
i 


|| portion of the force in his office, and it was at his 
|; Instance that this motion was made. 

| The question es taken on the amendment, and 
i it was agreed to. 

The next clause was read, as follows: 
In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

i| _« For copying, labor, blank books, stationery, sealing Slips, 
t registers, translating foreign languages, printing, advertising, 


“ And that the appropriation be for foreign news- | 


was the constant practice of the State Department | 


papers published in this country. This item of; 


large one to be appropriated under the head of 
Tt might be all necessary. and proper, į 


| to other matters—matters foreign to the public ser- | 
H 
i 


vote for the largest amount that might be necessary | 


some friend of the Administration what this was- | 


The question was taken on the motion to amend, | 


printing thé public. accounts, carrying the department mails, 
extra clerk hiré.for preparing and collecting information to 
be laid before Congress, fifteen: thousand two hundred dol- 
Jars. o a 3 5 2 

“Bor miscellaneous expenses, two thousand eight bun-, 
dred doHars.”? 


Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out the $2,800 


| those miscellaneous sections, at least if it was not 
'| he was incapable of judging... And. here was also. 
: $15,200 appropriated. for‘ copying, labor, blank 
books, stationery, for sealing slips, registers, &¢,, 
' in fact for miscellaneous purposes. He thought 
: the 42,800 could very well be dispensed with. His 


| chief reason for making this motion was. to calf 
_ the attention of gentlemen to it, in order that he 
i might hear some explanation of the whole of these 
miscellaneous expenses, so that he might be able 


| priations for miscellaneous expenses. The appro- 
' priation of $15,200 was described on its face as 
' being for uncertain and miscellaneous purposes, 
: and notwithstanding that appropriation of $15,200. 
i for uncertain and miscellaneous purposes, there 


| was another appropriation right below it for mis- 
addition to the other. 


cation of the $15,200 in connection with that office. 

The question was taken on the motion to strike 
out, and jt was deeided in the negative. , 

The Clerk read the next clause: 

“In the office of the Fourth Auditor. 
items, $200.”? 

Mr. McCMULLEN moved to strike out $200. 

He made this motion, he said, for the purpose 
of obtaining information, and not for the purpose 
of voting against the appropriation. He would 
not undertake .to say that the appropriation was 
; unnecessary, but his colleague, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, had not 
given them any specific information in relation to 
these items, and he would really be at a loss what 
account to give of these appropriations if ealled 
upon by his constituents to do so. He did not 
know for what purpose these large sums of money 
were appropriated, nor to what objects they were 
| to be applied. He was ready to vote for the ut- 
most dollar that was requisite for the expenses cf 
the department, but he wished to know explicitly 
what the money was for. He would be glad to 
be informed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Vinron.] >- . 

Mr. BAYLY said it was impossible to specify 
the precise objects for which this money was to 
be expended. There werea hundred things that 
| might require a portion of the money. Ít was 
necessary to repair all damages that might happen. 
If the locks of doors were broken off they must 
| be replaced; if a part of the carpet should be 
destroyed, it would have to be repaired. He 
could tell what were the specific objects to which 
ij the miscellaneous appropriations’ of last year 
were applied, but he could not tell to what spe- 
cific purposes it. would be necessary to apply those 
of this year. They were styled miscellaneous 
expenses, for the reason that it could not possibly 
be known what particular purposes they were to 
be applied to. ‘ 

Mr. STANLY inquired if these miscellaneous 
appropriations had not been uniformly made in alk 
the appropriation bills from time immemorial ? 

Mr. BAYLY. The same items are invariably 
i| contained in every civil and diplomatic appropri- 
| ation bill that Congress has ever passed.” 
| Mr. STANLY. Exactly. 

i. Me. VINTON said, he would merely remark, 
| for the information of the gentleman from Virginia, 
i| (Mr. McMurzen,] that there was a report pub- 
lished at every session of Congress, setting forth 
all the items for whieh money appropriated under 
| the head of miscellaneous expenses hAd been ex- 
pended. And: if the gentleman from Virginia 
would refer to these reports, he would find what 
was the nature of these appropriations for miscel- 
laneous purposes. If an old broom was worn out, 


For miscellaneous 


in the report. Jf a chair had been mended, the 
expense wouid be found stated in the report. , 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was negatived, , 

Some conversation here took place between Mr 
Barty and Mr. Vinton, relative to a transfer of 
some of the items, so as to change the position in 
which they were placed. 


for miscellaneous expenses. This was another of: 


i to vote understandingly. Here were two appro-_ 


‘| cellaneous purposes totally independent of and in ` 
He desired to be informed. 
what other miscellanies there could be after the appli- ” 


and a new one purchased, the item was set down. 


1850. 


ned ORE 


Mr. WHITE moved to amen’ the bill after line 
two hundred and fifty, making appropriation for 
the Pension Office, by inserting the following: 
> « Por office rent, clerk hire, fuel, and lights for the pen- 
sion ugentat Albany, New York, two per centum on the 
amount disbursed by the said agent.” 

Mr. JONES asked the Chair if this amendment 
was in order? f i 

Mr. WALDO asked if the existing law did not 
allow the pension agents a per centage of two per 
centum ? 


The CHATR said, he was not aware of the èx- | 


istence of any law authorizing this pension agent 
at Albany, or that there was such a pension agent 
performing the duties. = 

Mr. WHITE replied, that there was a law 
authorizing the employment of this pension agent. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
in order. . 

Mr. WHITE explained, that the business of 
this pension agency in Albany, previous to the 
passage of:the sub-treasury law, was performed 
by the Mechanics’ Bank at Albany. Under the 
sub-treasury law the business was transferred from 
this bank into the hands of a pension agent. In con- 


sequence of the benefit received by the bank from | 


the deposit of the public money in that institution, 
it considered itself as sufficiently reimbursed for 
the trouble of performing the duties of this agen- 
cy. . But when the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
moved the funds and transferred the duties of this 
agency from the bank, the agent who had been 
employed complained that the compensation he re- 
ceived was entirely inadequate, amounting to not 
more than $1,000. He had received a letter from 
the pension agent on the subject, but he had not it 
in his desk. í 

` Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, inquired. if the law 
did not allow pension agents a per centage on the 
moneys disbursed by them? 

Mr. WHITE replied, that it did not provide a 
compensation which was adequate. The expenses 
incurred by this agent for the rent of his office, for 
fuel, and other necessary contingencies, amounted 
to $4,000 per annum. And the agent stated that 
he could not, without additional compensation, 
continue to hold the office. 

Mr. EWING propounded some question, not 
heard, as to the amount of the allowance by law 
to pension agents, 

Mr. WHITE repeated, that the actual expenses 
of the office were $4,000. Hecould not make any 
use of the money in his hands. 


Mr. WALDO rose in opposition to the amend». 


ment. The gentleman from New York would find, 
by reference to the laws, that all these pension agents 
are entitled to receive two per cent. on all the sums 
paid out bythem. And he believed that there was, 
besides this, an allowance for incidental expenses. 
He thought the gentleman from New York would 
find that this was the fact. A proposition had 
been submitted to the Committee on Pensions, to 
increase the compensation of certain pension 
agents, who had complained that they could not 
afford to execute the cuties of their agencies, be- 
cause the amount of the per centage did not enable 
them to pay the necessary expenses to which they 
were subjected. They had, therefore, petitioned 
for an increase of their compensation, which, in 
eases where the annual aggregate amount paid out 


did not exceed $10,000, was regarded as insuffi- | 


cient to cover the expenditure. Where the aggre- 


[i 


i 
!| sengers; and did not proceed in cutting down any 
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; & compensation in’ full for the discharge of the 
-duties of the agency, and that ‘ihe total amount of 
such compensation shall in no case exceed $1,000. 

The question was then takén, and the amend- 
ment. was rejected. 

The next item was read, as follows: 

“ For compensation of Commissioner of Pensions, and 
the clerks-and messengers in his office €84,034.7? 

Mr. BAYLY. said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to moye to amend 
this item by striking out $34,034, and to insert 
$34:700. 

Mr. B. was going to remark that the object of 
the amendment was to restore the salary of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, and his messenger. 

Mr. HALL suggested that this amendment 
was out of order, on the ground that it was not 


salaries of officers. ; 

Mr. BAYLY said he desired to state to the 
committee what was the fact. The salary of a mes- 
senger was not usually fixed by law. He gets 
what is deetned a proper remuneration for his 
labor. Some years ago, there was a Committee of 
Retrenchment raised for the purpose of cutting 
down the public expenditures. That committee 
| had reduced the pay of the Commissioner of Pen- 
| sions $500, and had cut down the compensation 
| of the chief messenger in the pension office from 
| $70Q to $580. The committee failed altogether in 
effecting any reduction in the pay of thè other mes- 


of the salaries of the heads of departments or other 
officers. Noone was touched but Col. Edwards and 


. o P 
|| his messenger. .Now this messenger had asked 


to have the $200, which was thus cut off from his 
pay, restored to him, that he may be put on an 
equality with the other messengers. He presumed 
there would be no objection to the amendment. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment-was agreed to. 


255, where it reads: “For library, maps, &c., 
five hundred dollars,’ by inserting before the word 


it read “ five thousand five hundred dollars.” 


Congress from the Department of the Interior, 
when the defieiency bill was under the considera- 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means, early 
in the session, there was an item of ‘¢ five thousand 


| timate of $5,000, and substituted in lieu of it $500. 
| He also adverted to an item in the general esti- 
mates of $1,000 for a library for the Patent Office. 
He stated that it was very important that the de- 
partment should be provided with a good library. 
| There were questions of law frequently to be set- 
tled there, which rendered it necessary that the 
department should be provided with all the statutes, 
and the reports of the decisions of the courts, 
Then there were numerous questions in relation to 
| mines, and other property in the new Territories, 
which have been recently acquired, rendering it 
; necessary that all the old Spanish laws should be 
| within reach. The Patent Office, too, was put 
i under the control of this department, and that of- 
fice required to have access to all the records and 
In that bureau there should be a 


competent, in an appropriation bill, to raise the | 


Mr. VINTON moved to amend the bill in line! 


“ five” the words “ five thousand,” so as to make | 


He stated, that in the estimates originally sent to | 


dollars” for a library for that department. The; 
| Committee of Ways and Means, thinking it by | 
no means an improbable contingency that the new | 
department might be abolished, struck out this es- | 


Mr. CARTTER moved that the conimittee rise, 
The question was taken by tellers, (Mesare; 
Fowrer and Harr acting as such,) and decided 
in the negative—ayes 50, noes 62. : n 
The Clerk read the following item, viz: 
«For compensation of the clerks and messenger in’ the 


` Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, $5,300.” 


Mr. WALDO moved to increase the appropria- 
tion to $6,350, so as to increase the salary of the 
messenger $50. ` Sige ea f 

Mr. W. remarked, that he understood: this of- 
ficer had to discharge the duty of keeping an en- 
tire set of books. It was requisite that he should 
be a practical book-keeper, and he thought that 
the amount of his salary ought to be increased. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, he be- 
lieved the salary, in this case, was fixed by law. 

He raised the question, therefore, whether the 
motion was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from 
Mississippi inform the Chair whether the amount 
of this salary, in this case, is fixed by law? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think, sir, there 
is aclerk in that department whose salary is not 
fixed bylaw. As to this particular clerk, I cannot 
say. I only judge from the general principle... 

Mr. WALDO said, he did not himself know ` 
whether the salary was fixed by law or not; he 
was inclined to believe that it was. i 

He moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
rose. j 

Mr. MATTESON asked leave of the House to 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, 'That House bill, No. —, being a bill for the 
reduction of postage and to abolish the franking privilege, 
be made a special order for the 4th Monday of August, in- 
stant, at seven o’clock p. m., and continue from day to day 
at the same hour until the same shal! be finally disposed of. 

He said the resolution was not intended at all to 
interfere with other business. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said debate was . 
not in order, and that the resolution could only be 
received by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. MATTESON moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer the resolution, and on 
this motion he asked the yeas and nays; and, 

Pending the question, on motion, the House 
adjourned. : 


PETETIONS. . Ta 
The- following petitions were presented under 


| the rule, and referred to the appropriate commit- 


tees: 

By Mr. PRŒNIX: A petition of citizens of New York, 
in favor of providing greater security for passengers on 
hoard steamers and other vessels, 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Jt Spooner and others, 
of Brooklyn, New York, asking Congress to provide, by law, 
better security to the lives of our citizens on board of steam-~ 


| boats navigating the waters of the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Monday, August 19, 1850. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a 
memorial signed by a vast number of persons of. 
Clinton, in the State of Massachusetts, asking that 
spécifie duties may be substituted for ad valorem, 
and expressing the belief that they can have no 
permanent prosperity while our markets are open 


| to the surplus products of other countries, under 


ad valorem duties, that diminish in amount in pro- 
portion as prices are depressed; which was referred 


f 
| laws of patents. 

gate of disbursements exceeded $10,000, the com- |! 
pensation was found to be sufficient. This agency 
at Albany being an important one, the per centage 
and the additional allowance for incidental expen- || 
ses, ought to be sufficient. | 
| 


library, as it was important to know what inven- |; 
tions had been discovered and patented in other || 
countries. It was impossible that the department || 
could have anything like a useful library without . 
$5,000 to begin with, and an annual appropriation Also, from farmers, mechanics, merchants, man- 
Mr. WHITE repeated, that the pension agent |! afterwards of from $1,000 to $2,000. The amend- |; ufacturers and ane oe of Southbridge, 
at Albany had stated that the expenses of the | ment which he had now proposed was simply to Worcester aL Masae usetts, stating that the 
ofice amounted to $4,000. : i} insert in this bill the item of appropriation which, || system of levying duties upon imports which allows 
Mr. WALDO resumed. It seemed to him that H according to the estimates received from the de- || a foreign valuation, subjects American labor and 
the two per cent. allowed ought to yield a sufficient |: partment, ought to have been passed in the defi- || products to unfair it parte which were gever= 
compensation in this case. The Committee on Pen- | ciency bill at an early period of the session. He || ally ipa to ihe committee on nai ome ies 
sions had agreed on a bill for the relief of certain || hoped it would now be agreed to. Mr. S LU E D presente a memoi of 
pensien agents; but he had not the report of the || ‘The question was then about to be taken, when physicians and others, citizens of Philadelphia, in 
committee at hand. i i! tellers were demanded. The Chair requested Mr. |; the State of Pennsylvania, asking that the medical 
Mr. JONES said he had the law before him, || Casey and Mr. Ewrne to act as tellers. The |) rank of syrecons or ne navy may be assimilated 
which he would send to the Clerk’s table to be question was then taken, and the tellers reported— || to iaar a s ra officers of me army jek 
read for the informationof the committee. Itwas | ayes 68, noes 62. æ | was USR. tne ne mD aya E e 
the law regulating these pension agencies. i So the amendment was agreed to. _ Mr i shee a memorii o mi ye 
‘Mr. J. then sent the law to be read by theClerks || Mr. MATTESON moved to strike out from | B. ee ow o antan om w 
It provides that a percentage of two per centum, | the clause “ &e.,” and insert “and”? after library. of the ara tates” navy, as Re Committee Sa 
shall be allowed to pension agents on the sums | The question was taken and the amendment was | pension; which was referred to the Coj 
i 


paid out by them, which is to be considered as 


to the Committee on Manufactures, ` 
Also, from citizens of Boyleston, in the same 
State, and for the like effect. 


Naval Affairs. 


oe 1% eye 
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Mr. CLEMENS presented a-preamble and:res- 
‘eludions of a public meeting held at Cahaba, Dallas 
eounty, Alabama, approving the address of the 
“Nashville Convention; ‘which was. ordered to lie 
on the table, : 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition signed by 
“gixty-eight citizens of Trenton, in the State of 
New Jersey, in. favor of two.cents postage on all 
“prepaid letters; which was referred to the Com- 
rmittee-on the Post. Office and Post Roads, 
~- Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the pe- 
tition of M. Jean Deplaigne, a French subject, re- 
“siding in Mexico, asking indemnity. for the loss of 

*--gerlain’ property seized by- the naval force of the 
United: States; after the surrender of Frontera de 
Tabasco, in Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims, : 

. Mr. SOULE presented a memorial signed by 
Citizens of the town of Frémont, county of Yolo, 
California, asking that Benicia be made a port 


eo Sf entry, on account of its good and safe harbor, | 


its relative. position to the northern and southern 
mines, and because it will greatly promote the 
interests of the mining population, and the general 
commertial interests of California; which was re- 
ferred to the-Committee on Commerce. 

Algo, the memorial of merchants, landholders, 
and. other citizens of Sacramento city, California, ! 
for the same object, setting forth that it would | 
greatly. promote the interest and convenience of 
the mining. population of California; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, from merchants and other citizens of the | 


town of Vernon, asking that Benicia may be made 
a port of entry; which- was referred to the Com- 
“mittee on. Commerce. - 

Also, from merchants and other citizens of Mays- | 
ville, situated on the upper waters of the Sacra- 
mento river, showing that the entire commerce 
around them is carried on in vessels too small to 
navigate the bays of San Francisco and San Pablo 

. with safety, and asking that Benicia be made a 
port of entry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, % 7 

Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Duff 
Green and Benjamin E. Green, asking that certain 
amounts of money, belonging to certain Cherokee 


Indians formerly residing in the State of North || 


‘Carolina; be retained in the Treasury to pay cer- 
tain fees due them for the prosecution of the claims 
of said Cherokee Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BELL presented a memorial from the Sac- 


ramento and Sierra Nevada railroad company, | 


asking to be allowed the right of preémption to | 


the lands lying on the route of a railroad which |} 


they propose to construct from Sacramento city to 
the foot of the Sierra Nevada mountains, in Cali- 
fornia; which was referred, to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ; 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, 

Ordered, That the petition of Rebecca Bright, widow of 
Jacob, Bright, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
the citizens of the Cherokee nation of Indians | 


+ 


now residing in the State of Texas, asking that |; 


they may not be excluded from the benefit of the 

‘treaty with the Cherokee nation, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same; 
which was agreed to. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was |} 


referred the memorial of the delegates of the Wy- | 
andot nation of Indians, asking indemnity for the | 
non-fulfilment of the treaty stipulations contained 
in the 5th article of the treaty of 1842, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 


bill to” limit the term of office of the three Assist- i 


‘ant Postmasters General, reported back the same 


without amendment, and recommended its pas- || 


sage, 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Commerce 
to which were referred the several memorials ask- 
ing the establishment of ports of entry in Califor- 
nia, reported a bill to create collection districts in | 
California; whick was read and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

[The bill provides for the establishment of ports 


‘Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill to provide 
for raising ten additional regiments of cavalry, re- 
ported back the same with an amendment, accom- 
panied by a report, which was ordered to be 
printed. - z 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to.which was referred the memorial 
of Theodore. E. Elliot, asking payment for a boat 
gold to R. M. Butler, the Indian agent, reported a 
- bill for his reliefyand asked the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider it at once. . 

No objection being made, the bill was consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, and no amend- 
ment having been, proposed, it was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

RESOLUTIONS. ” 

Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution, 
whith was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: ` ‘ 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post-roate from the county seat of Madison county, 
viz: Montpelier via Wattanah, Wheeling’s Ford, Camp- 
bell’s Grove, Indiantown, and Huntsville, to St. Francis, ail 
i| in Iowa; also, from Vinton, in Black Hawk county, to the 
Upper Rapids, on Cedar rivet. 

ELECTRO-MAGNETISM. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
report to the Senate the results of the experiments in“elec- 
tro-magnetism as amotive power, authorized to be made 
by Professor Page under an appropriation of the last session 
of Congress, and under the supervision of the Seeretary of 
the Navy. 


BILLS ON LEAVE. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 
| payment of Indian volunteers called into the ser- 
vive of the United States; which was read a first 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a bill for the re- 
t tief of Maria Taylor; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private’ Land Claims. 

MILITARY AUTHORITY IN TERRITORIES. 
| The following resolution, heretofore submitted 

by Mr. Cass, was taken up for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by 
Jaw any officer of the army from assuming or exercising 
within the limits of the United States any civil power or 
authority not confened by an act of Congress, and of pro- 
į viding an adequate punishment for such offences, 

On motion by Mr. CASS, it was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

CAPTAIN LEWIS WARRINGTON. 

The bill for the relief of Captain Lewis War- 
rington and others came upas a special order. 
| At the request of Mr. BADGER, the report in 
| this case, which he made from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, was read by the Secretary. 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently 
i read a third time and passed. 

THE. PUBLIC LANDS. 
The bill to cede the public lands of the United 
f States to the States respectively in which they are 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| situated, on condition that the said States shall 
severally grant and convey the said lands to actual 
occupants only in limited quantities for cost of sur- 
vey, transfer, and title muniments merely, came 
upin its order. 

On the motion of Mr. WALKER, in conse- 
quence of the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, the further consideration 


i; was made the special order for that day. 
| INTERCOURSE WITH INDIANS. 
i The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, then 
proceeded to the consideration of ** A bill to ex- 
tend the benefits of the 17th section of the act to 
|; regulate intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to 
‘| preserve peace on the frontiers, approved June 3, 
| 1834, to the people of the State of Texas and 
others.” A 
Mr. MASON® When that bill was up a few 
days ago, I listened with good deal of attention, to 
the remarks which were made by.the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Ewine;] and from what I then heard, 


H 
H 


of entry at San Diego, Monterey, and Benicia.] 


I was far from being satisfied: with the provisions 


and second time by its title, and referred to the | 


of the bill was postponed to Monday next; and it | 


of this bill.” They depart, manifestly, from. the 
rules adopted in the law organizing our intercourse 
with Indian tribes, and paying indemnities fór, 
depredations committed ‘under that law, and ma 

involve the country in serious expense in paying’ 
indemnities, when it is altogether out of the power 
of the United States to. prevent depredations of 
that kind. I wouid submit, therefore, to the Sén- 
ator who has charge of this bill, whether it would 
not be better to let it pass over until the Senator 
from Ohio may be here? If it is now acted upon, 
| I shall-be under the necessity. of. voting against it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The objection of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio was this: that the Government of. 
the United States had no control or jurisdiction 
over Indians in Texas, and, therefore, cannot be 
responsible for depredatious committed by their. 
Sir, I admit that there is some force in the argu-- 
ment, if it be a fact that there are Indians there 
cover which the Government of the United States 
| has not jurisdiction. To obviate, therefore, the 
objection of the Senator from Ohio, I propose to 
amend the bill in the fourth line, after the words, 
« and the United States,” by inserting the words, 
| ¢¢ under its jurisdiction.” If these words are in- 
| gerted, there will be no doubt, so far as the objec-." - 
ition raised by the Senator from Ohio may go. 
| The United States, in that case, will be only re- 
sponsible for depredations committed by Indians 
under their control and jurisdiction. To obviate, 
the objection of the Senator from Ohio, 1 therefore: 
propose that amendment, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. There is an amendment of ` 
mine to that effect, which I offered the other day, . 
and in which I wish to make a verbal alteration; 
that is, to insert the word “and ™ in place of the 
word “or.” a 
' he modification was agreed to by unanimous 
consent, and the amendment was read as modified. 

Mr. ATCHISON. That answers the purpose. 
I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CASS. I merely wish to remark that the 
principle which has hitherto regulated our Indian 
intercourse has been, that where the United States 
has owed them annuities, the United may offset to 
these annuities any injuries they may commit. 
would suggest whether this principle would not 
meet the case, and leave out of the question any | 
difficulty as to whether such tribes were under our 
jurisdiction or not. lt certainly would be agree- 
ably to the principle of the law under which we 
have always acted. ‘ 

Mr. ATCHISON. The existing law goes one 
step further. If depredations are committed by - 
¥Indians who do not receive annuities, the United 
| States grants payment for these depredations, 
| These indemnities are paid out of the ‘Treasury of 


N 


|! the United States. 


Mr. CASS. lam perfectly aware of that; but 
| the difficulty in this case is, that these Indians live 
: in Texas, and are under the jurisdiction of that 
State. Now, if we are owing annuities to Indians 
i living within the State of Texas, that would not 
| prevent us from making an offset to these annui- 
ties for the depredations they may commit, 

Mr. RUSK. This bill only extends to Texas 
| the benefits of the law as it is now extended to 
other sections of the country. There are portions 
i of the Indians that belong to the United States. 

They are not properly there; they do not belong 
to that soil, and have no claim there. There are 
several tribes to whom annuities are paid; and 
| those Indians who have committed depredations 
i aretbose who do not properly belong to Texas. 
| This bill proposes to extend the benefits of the in- 
i tercourse law of 1834 to Texas, which law now 
pays indemnities for depredations committed by 
Indians, whether those Indians. receive annuities 
or not. 

Mr: JONES. Mr. President, I find that the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs is 
| mistaken as to the provisions of the law of 1834. 
I have before his committee now two petitions 
i from constituents of mine, (Messrs, James M. 
Marsh, of Dubuque, Iowa, and George Berry, of 
i Lee county, lowa,) who have been robbed within 
the last year or two by the Sioux of Minnesota, 
within the limits of the State of Towa. The com- 
mittee had heretofore refused to report a bill for 
their relief, notwithstanding their petitions are 
| supported by the very best kind of proof that they 
were robbed by these Indians within the limits of 
the State of Iowa. The ground of refusal was 


that no annuities were due to these Indians. Now, 


ae 


ag 
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“if the General Government is bound to make these 
payen to these individuals, the Committee on 
ndian Affairs ought to report upon these cases 
favorably, and let these individuals have the redréss 
to which they are so justly, and, I think, so legal- 
ly entitled, 
_ Mr. CASS. I will read the law on this subject: 
“That ifany Indian or Indians, belonging to any tribe in 
amity with the United States, shall, within the Indian coun- 
try, take or destroy the property of any person’ lawfuliy 
within such country, or shall pass from the Indian country 
into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, and there take, steal, or destroy any horse, 
horses, or other property belonging to any citizen or inhabit- 
an! of the United States, such citizen or inhabitant, his rep- 
resentative, attorney, or agent, may make application fo the 
proper superintendent, agent, or sub-agent, who, upon being 
furnished with the necessary documents and proofs, shall, 
under the direction of the President, make application to 


belong, for satisfaction ; and if such nation or tribe shall re- 
fuse to make satisfaction in a reasonable time, not exceed- 
ing tweive months, itshal! be the duty of such superintend- 
ent, agent, or sub-agent, to make return of his doings to the 
Comnunissioner of Indian Affairs, that such further steps may 
be taken as shall be proper, in the opinion of the President, 
to obtain satisfaction for the injury; and in the mean time, 
in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the 
United States guaranty to the party so injured an eventual 
indemnification.” 

The act then goes on to provide that, where 
these Indians are entitled to annuities, the amount 
shall be deducted from their annuities. If they 
have no annuities, the United States is subject to 
their guaranty. The object is apparent. It is 
useful and necessary. If this were not so, and a 
man’s horse was stolen on the frontier, the inhab- 
itants of the frontier settlements would come over 
into the Indian country for revenge. In this way 
the frontier would be kept in continual war. This 
contingency was very wisely provided for. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, in the cases to 
which I referred, the parties were Government 
surveyors of public lands. The Indians left their 
own country, came into the State of Iowa, and 
robbed these gentlemen of their horses and pro- 
visions, and other valuable property, besides of- 
fering gross indignities to Mr. Marsh and his men. 
In both cases | made application for my constit- 
uents, who procured the necessary proof of the 
robbery, for indemnity to the agent of the Sioux 
Indians. He-referred them and me to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. The commissioner 
refused to compensate them. I then presented their 
petition to the Senate, and had it referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs, whom I have re-- 


peatedly and earnestly urged to report a bill for 
me. The committee at one time refused to report 
favorably, though f have now a confident hope 
that they will do so, that my constituents and 
neighbors may receive the just compensation to 


which they are entitled for the loss of their prop- į 


erty by theft and robbery made in broad daylight, 
and in defiance of them, by these wandering and 
reckless Indians, who pay no respect to laws or 
persons when they have the advantage in numbers 


and in arms, as was the case in both the instances | 


to which I have referred. 

© Mr, SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, E think 
my friend.from Iowa is under a misapprehension 
of the grounds upon which the claims to which he 
alludes were decided against by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, The seventeenth section of the in- 
tercourse law of 1834, under-which all this de- 
scription of claims are presented, requires proof 
to be taken before the Indian-agent. The object 
of this provision is to protect the Indians. Hence 
the examination takes place before the Indian 
agent, in order that the Indians may cross-examine 
the witnesses. The claims to which the Senator 
alludes were rejected because proof of the facts of 
the case was not taken before the Indian agent. 
The case, however, is again before the committee 
on a recommital. 

While up, Mr. President, I would say a few 
words in regard to the merits of this bill. There 
seems to be an erroneous impression prevailing 
among several members of the body, that the pro- 
visions of this bill are an innovation upon the pro- 
visions which have heretofore been- incorporated 
into the various laws to regulate intercourse with 
the Indian tribes. That is not the case. This bill, 


‘embodies precisely the same principle which is | 


contained in the intercourse law of 1834. A pro- 
vision of that law makes depredations committed 
by the Indians payable, in the first place, out of 
their annuities. This had nothing to do with the 
general principle of the liability of the United 


the nation or tribe to which such Indian or {ndians shall: || depredations. 


States. But if the Indians who committed the. 


depredations had no annuities, as is the case very 
frequently, then the Treasury of the United States 
is liable. So that the principle ofthe law of 1834 
was the unconditional liability of the United States 
for all depredations committed by Indians in amity 
with them. And that law of 1834- provided a 
mode of ascertaining the amount of depredation 
committed, and made the annuities of the Indians 
liable for that amount, in the first place. 

This bill simply provides for the extension of 
the provision of the law of 1834 to Texas. It 
makes the Treasury of the United States liable for 
past depredations. This is upon the principle re- 


cognized by the intercourse law of 1834, of the- 


general liability of the United States for any such 
And we have had individual cases 
presented and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The object of this bill is to prevent the 
disposition of these cases by us, and to refer them 
over to the executive departments, to be disposed 
of by a general law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi.. Mr. President, I 
feel some difficulty in relation to the propriety of 
this bill; not that it Introduces a new principle, 
but that it extends the rule to a case not contem- 
plated when the rule was made, and beyond the 
principle upon which the rule rests. The obliga- 
tion of the United States to indemnify its citizens 


| for losses incurred by Indian depredations, results 


from the fact that the Indians are to be controlled 
within their own country, by the power of the 
United States; and that power extends to exclu- 
ding white men from the Indian country, except 
those who come with license. -Now, in this case, 


the United States have no control over the Indians 


of Texas, because they réside upon the territory 
of Texas. The United States have no power to cur- 
tail the limits of the settlements of Texas, to prevent 
white men from going into territory inhabited by 
Indians. But the people of Texas being at liberty 
to push their settlements as far as they please, and 
every Texan having a right, as far as the laws of 
Texas permit, to go into the country possessed by 
the Indians, this act woyld make the United States 
responsible, without their having any power to 
shield themselves. 
that we cannot keep the Indians within any certain 
country, and cannot prevent white men from tres- 
passing on that country, if any country be as- 
signed to the Indians. Collision, therefore, be- 
comes inevitable; depredations will be frequently 
committed; and so far as they are committed by 
these roving bands that inhabit the southern and 
western parts of Texas—there being no annuity to 
be offsetted—the amount of the depredations would 
be a direct charge upon the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States: 
ing this provision of the law of 1834 to a case not 
contemplated when the law was made, and where 


| it cannot be justly applicable to this casé, unless 


some portion of the country be set apart for the 
Indian tribes; and that country put under the pro- 
tection and supervision of the United States. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I think the honor- 


able Senator has fallen into a slight mistake, in- | 


duced by the difference in character between the 
Indians over whom the intercourse law was, in 
the first place, established, and those over whom 
the jurisdiction of the United States has now been 
extended. This bill, as I have before said, con- 
templates nothing more nor less than extending 
the provisions of the intercourse law of 1834 to 
the State of Texas, as it now extends to every 
other State in the Union. The Camanches, over 
whom the United States have control, are roving 
bands. They have no idea of locality. They 
never camp two weeks in the same place. They 
are constantly following the buffaloes. The prin- 
ciple that has been incorporated in our intercourse 
laws is this: That when the United States take 
control of a tribe of Indians, and are in amity with 
them, in order to avoid frontier wars, if these In- 
dians commit depredations on the inhabitants, the 
United States guaranty that these depredations 
shall be eventually paid for out of the Treasury of 
the United States. The United States deduct the 


amount which they pay in this way from the an- | 


nuities of the Indians, if they receive any. 

Now, the United States have the control of the 
Camanches. They have taken control of them by 
treaty, and by more treaties than one. In the 
first place, they made a treaty with them by which 
they took the control of them. In the second 


I think, therefore, that we are extend- 


This will result from the fact |! 


| section of the fourth article of the 


a : a : 
place, the United States have made a“ treaty with’ 
Mexico, by which: they agreed to- control- thesé 
Camanches; and, in the third place, they are uz : 
the jurisdiction of the United States by the Coh- 
stitution itself. The United States have a right tö 
pass a law, and adopt any means. necessary, t 
regulate commerce with these Camanches, under 
the provisions of the Constitution. ba a ae 

The depredations.which have been complained 
of, and for which memorials have been: gent: té 
Congress, and are now before the Committee on- 
Indian Affairs, are committed, not by the:-Caman- 
ches, but by the tribés which I have before mens 
tioned—the Cherokees, Delawares, Caddoes,-and, 
others, who should have been restrained: within 
their own country. It is the clear and palpable 
duty of the United States to restrain these tribes 
within their own country, and to prevent’ them 
from depredating on the inhabitants. 1 do not 
intend to make any complaint now, or to say 
anything which shall be atallirritating. But i 
am bound to say that the Government of the United 
States has been wanting in duty to itself, and want- 
ing in duty to the people of Texas, for having per- 
mitted these Indians. to constantly. leave -the 
territories assigned them by the -United . States 
Government, and go over and depredate upon the 
people of Texas. tee g ; 

This practice of the Indians commenced when 
I first went to Texas, some sixteen or seventeen 
years ago, and it has continued ever since. “We 
have had as much or more trouble: with these In- 
dians, from the Indian Territory of the: United 
States, and it has cost us a greater expense. to de= 
fend ourselves against them, than it ever did 
against the Mexicans. Some eight or ten of these 
tribes not only commit depredations upon the cit- 
zens of Texas, but they get into difficulty with 
the Indian tribes there. It is a matter of policy 
with them to keep the Camanches and other wild . 
Indians away, in order to have the profits of the 
intervening trade. All the difficulties into which 
the Indians of Texas have got, have been owing to 
the improper conduct of these very Indians, 
which i: was the duty of the United States, upon ` 
every principle, to restrain and keep within the 
bounds they had assigned, and prevent them from 
coming upon the State of Texas. Not only 
should good neighborhood and a proper regard 
for the citizens of any one State of the Union in- 
duce the Government of the United States to te- 
strain these Indians, but before our anñexation 
they wêre under special treaty obligation to do it, 
and that obligation still continues. oy 

Well, sir, the question now i 


s simply. this, 


| whether the United States will place Texas upon 


the same footing, in regard to these Indians, with 
every other State of the Union? ‘That will.be 
the effect if this bill passes. By the first clause, 
the depredations of the Indians within their ju- 
risdiction will be paid for out of their annuities, 
and the individual depredated on, being thus guar- 
antied by the Government, will not be. forced, to 
take the matter into his own hands and prodace 
war. Butif you refase to him the same guaran- 
tees which you extend to other individuals, in the 
case of other Indians with whom you are on. 
terms of amity, what is the natural consequence? 
Why, if depredated on, and his property taken 
away, having no guarantee, and being placed ‘ona 
different footing from everybody else, he must 
take the law into his own hands and retaliate on 
the Indians. And what follows? Indian wars. 
Under these circumstances I hope the bill will pass. 
Mr. MASON. I must ask that the bill be post- 
poned till to-morrow. . , 
Several Senators. Oh, let it pass. 2 
Mr. MASON. The Senator from Mississippi 
is going to debate it further. 
Mr. DAVIS. Only very shortly. 
Mr. MASON. I must therefore ask that it be 
postponed, in order to take up the other special 


order. i 
The further considération was `then Berponed 
until to-morrow. ; , 

w” 
RECAPTURE OF FUGITIVE SLAVES: 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pra- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order of 


the day, being a bill to provide for the. more 


effectual execution of the third clause of the second 
Constitution of 


the United States. ER, 
Mr. MASON submitted a substitute for the 
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whole bill, which after being ready-a debate ensued, 
in: which: Messrs, MASON, DAYTON, -BER- 
RIEN, WINTHROP, BUTLER, WALES, 
WALKER, UNDER WOOD, DAVIS of Missis- 
sippi, and CILASE, took part. Several proposi- 
tions: to amend the substitute were offered, and 
rejected; and. without coming to any conclusion 
the bill was-postponed until to-morrow.  — ` 

{A full report. of the proceedings will apgear in 
the: Appendix.] 

i SUPPLEMENTARY CENSUS ACT» 

On- motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the House 
amendments to the supplementary census act. 

“The amendments were read. s . 
Mr UNDERWOOD. I. move to disagree to 
the amendments, and will briefly state their opera- 
tion. The first amendment they, propose is to 
strike out part of the kill. We say thatthe inhab- 
itants of California, Utah, and so forth, are to have 
- gone. there before the first of June, and to have 
been. settled since that time in the Territory, and 
to have gone there with the intention to become 
permanent citizens. The words, “ permanent 
~citizens,” &c., are: stricken out by the House. 
The effect of that will be to count the persons who 
. go there, twice; once before they start, and once 
whilst in the Territory. The next amendment is 
to strick out the rate of compensation that we fixed 
upon, and give ten cents a page, without ‘saying 
anything about the size of the page; and thus 
putting it in the power of the parties to make the 
“page as small as they please. That will not do. 
The other amerdment is that the Secretary of the 
Interior be allowed to extend the time for taking the 
census’of these Territories till the first of January, 
1851, infany district in which it cannot be done 
sooner. Ido not know that there is any practi- 
cal objection to that; but my friend on my left 
‘[Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts,] thinks that would 
be the result without the amendment; and as we 
are to have a committee of conference, we-may as 
well disagree to this also, 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ments of the House were disagreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, August 20, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
_On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Missis- 
sippi, by unanimous consent, the papers in the 
case of Elizabeth Herd were withdrawn from the 
committee to which they had been referred, with 
a view to their reference to the War Department. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

On motion by Mr. GRINNELL, by unani- 

mous consent, it was ordered that the Speaker 
supply the vacancy occasioned in the Committee 
on Commerce by the resignation of Mr. Conran. 
k RIGHTS OF DELEGATES. 
- Mr. THURSTON asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present the memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon, 
praying donations of land, &c. R 


No. objection having been made, the memorial 


was presented. $ 

_The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Tuvrsrox.) What 
disposition does the gentleman from Oregon pro- 
pose to make of this memorial? 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that it be referred 
to ihe Committee on Territories, : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. A day or 
two since.it was decided by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, in affirmance of 
a decision made by the chairman of that com- 
mittee, that a Delegate from a Territory could not 
make a motion. I suppose the decision inclades 
every motion, [ desire to say that that decision 
was made against my judgment; and in order that 
the Delegates 
are in Wis House, I raise the questio à 
whether the Delegate from Orezon o 
motion of reference to a committee? 

Mr. ASAMUN. L do not understand the fact 
to be as stated by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Tuomrson.] The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, decided that upon meas- 
ures of general policy affecting all the States and 
Territories of the Union, a ‘Delegate could not 
make a motion. The motion then made did not 
refer, as the motion now made does, to matters 


may understand what their rights | 


affecting purely the. Territory which the gentle- 


man from Oregon represents. The gentleman 
from- Mississippi [Mr. Tuompson] cannot, there- 
fore, accomplish the object he has in view by 
raising this question. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The law allows a Delegate 
to participate in debate, but not to vote. In my 
opinion, however, the word ‘ debate,” under the 
universal construction, gives a Delegate every 
right which any other member of the House pos- 
sesses, with the single exception of the right to 
vote. He cannot vote on the yeas and nays, but 
he can make a motion on every question. And I 
insist, that if the gentleman can make a motion to 
refer a memorial, he can make a motion on. any 
other subject on which the House may be called 
upon to act, and especially so, if it relates to the 
interests of his own Territory. 

Mr. STANLY interposed to a question of or- 
der. E 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, he 
merely desired to make a suggestion for the consid- 
eration of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER said, if objection was made, the 
gentleman could not proceed. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I consider 
that the point I have raised decides the whole ques- 


tion. 

Mr. STANLY. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. DUER, (to the Speaker.) Has objection 
been made to the reception of the memorial offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon? [Mr. Tuursron.] 

The SPEAKER. The memorial was received 
under the unanimous consent of the House, and 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Tuursron] 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Territories. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Tuompson] raises the point of order that a Dele- 
gate from a Territory is not entitled to make a 
motion, and, therefore, that the motion of refer- 
ence made by the gentleman from Oregon is not in 
order. 

Mr. DUER. The memorial may no doubt be 
presented, but I concur in the opinion that the 
Delegate cannot move to refer it. 

THE CENSUS. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments 
of the House to the supplementary census bill. 


RIGHTS OF DELEGATES. * 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Taompsow] 
has not, to the knowledge of the Chair, been de- 
cided untila few days sinée, when it was decided 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. If this were an original proposition pre- 
sented for the first time, and if there were no rules 
of the House which, in the opinion of the Chair, 
controlled the question, the Chair would be 
strongly inclined to coincide in the decision of the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, in the construction of the law 
of 1817, ‘and which decision was sustained by the 
committee. Butthe practice of the House for a 
great length of time, so far as the Chair has 


i any knowledge, has from the organization of the 


territorial governments, been different. And, in 


| addition to this, the rules of the House, in the 


opinion of the Chair, expressly provide for mo- 


i tions to be made by the Delegates from the Ter- 


ritories. 

The twenty-sixth rule of the House provides 
that “all the States and Territories shall be called 
for resolutions on each alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress.” Now, if it is made 
the duty of the Chair to call each Territory upon 
each alternate Monday for resolutions, to what 
purpose is the Territory so called? A Delegate 
cannot rise and ask any other member to present 
a resolution, because no member could offer it ex- 
cept when his own State is called. Unless the 
Delegate is authorized to present a resolution, 


| when called, there can be no use in calling the 


Territory. The Chair is of opinion, therefore, 


i that the rule expressly provides that a Delegate 


shall offer resolutions; and, so far as the rule or- 
the practice of the House is concerned, the Chair 
can make no discrimination between a motion to 
refer a proposition concerning the business-of the 
Delegate’s own Territory, and a proposition con- 


cerning the general business of the House. The 
rule of ‘the House is general, and the practice of 
the House, so far as the Chair is acquainted with 
it, bas been general. The Chair, therefore, over- 
rules the point of order of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Toompson.} 

Mr. BURT (who was Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the: state of the Union at 
the time the decision on a former day was made) 


i said, that he felt it-due to the House to. take an 


appeal from the decision of the Chair. And the 
appeal, he believed, was debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is debatable. 

Mr. BURT proceeded. | desire to say a very 
few words in support of the appeal. The Speak- 
er of the House and the House itself will re- 
member, that the Constitution of the United States 
provides that the House of Representatives shall 
be composed of members chosen every two years 
by the people of the several States; and that a 
subsequent provision of the Constitution declares 
that “each House shall keep a Journal of its pro- 
“ceedings, and from time to time publish the 
‘same, excepting such parts as may in their judg- 
‘ment require secrecy.” Now, i apprehend that 
neither you, Mr. Speaker, nor any meniber of 
this House, can suppose that-a Delegate from a 
Territory ig a meniber of this House, within the 
meaning of that provision of the Constitution 
which T have read; and I desire to know, sir, 
whether it is your practice, in making up the Jour- 
nal of the House, to have entered upon it such 
resolutions and motions as may be made by a Del- 
egate froma Territory? I submit, with great re- 
spect to the Chair, that it being the duty of the 
Speaker to superintend the making up of the 
Journal, it is an error toventer upon it any motions 
which may be made, or any resolutions which may 
be offered by a Delegate. He is not a member of 
the House. He is not one whose acts are to be 
recorded upon that Journal for which provision is 
made by the Constitution of the United States. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. 
CARTTER and the Speaker, as to the extent 
of debate allowed by the appeal. ` 

The SPEAKER having ruled the course of re- 
mark of Mr. Burr to be in order— 

Mr. BURT proceeded. My friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Cartrer} certainly has very strange views 
of the point of order, and of the appeal which has 
resulted from it, if be does not perceive that the 
appeal undoubtedly impugns the correctness of 
the decision, and presents the necessity for a dis- 
cussion of that point. 

At the time the gentleman interrupted me, I 
was going on to’ say that the recording upon the 
Journal of the House of resolutions, motions, or 
other acts done by the Delegate from a Territory 
is, in my opinion, an interpolation of the Journal, 
which the Speaker has no privilege to make. 

A Delegate, then, not being a member of the 
House by the provision of the Constitution, the 
House must look to the laws of Congress for the 
privileges which may be conferred upon him. 
That is undeniable. By. the act of 1817, as is 
now sufficiently known to the House, ‘it is the 


privilege of a Delegate to take part in debate, but , 
That act was intended to define the ` 


not to vote. 
rights and privileges which a Delegate should ex- 
ercise in this House. Certainly he can have no 
other privileges. 

Well, then, the question arises, whether the right 
to take part in debate includes the privilege to 
submit motions, or to make propositions to the 
House? The House will readily perceive that to 
make a motion, or submit a proposition, is not at 
all necessary to the right to take part in debate. 
A member may speak to a motion made by others. 
That is done every day, and somewhat, at times, 
as we all know, to the annoyance of the House, 
To make a motion, then, is not a necessary inci- 
dent to the right to speak; but the right to take 
part in debate rather seems to be incidental to the» 
right or privilege to make a motion, or to intro- 
duce a proposition; and I submit to you, Mr. 
Speaker, and.to the House, whether, by your de- 
cision, you. are not making the incident the prin- 
cipal, and the principal the incident? The right 
to make a motion in the Honse is a very high 
parliamentary privilege. If a Delegate has a right 
to make one motion, I should like to know where 
the House will find a limitation on that right. 
Where will you find the case, in your laws and 
rules, and by what guide would you hold, that a 


be 


? 


1850. 


BE. 


Delegate has a right to make one motion, and not 
the right to make another? i 
Whilst upon this subject, I may be permitted to 
State, that I was informed by the Clerk ‘the other: 
“day, that you, Mr. Speaker, hold that a Delegate 
has the full right to make certain motions in ‘the 
House. > 


The SPEAKER (interposing) said, the Chair | 


had held, and would again hold, that a Delegate 
could not make a motion to reconsider, because by 
the rales of the House he had not the right to 
vote, and the motion to reconsider could not be 
made by any one who did not vote with the ma- 
jority. Therefore, a Delegate having no right to 
vote could not make the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BURT. Gf course | agree with the Chair. 
I think that the decision is right: Has the Chair 
decided that a Delegate has not the right to make 
‘a motion that the House adjourn? 

Mr. B. paused. . 

. The SPEAKER did not reply, or, if so, not 
audibly. 

Mr. BURT proceeded. Is it competent for a 
Delegate to come here and move a resolution 
which calls in question the privileges of a mem- 
ber of this House? I apprehend not, because he 
may be made personally responsible to the House. 

‘He may be censured. He may be expelled for 
introducing a resolution or proposition which is 
indecorous or offensive to the House. I appre- 
hend the Chair would hold that a Delegate could 
make no such motion as that. If not, how can 
he make a proposition which docs affect the 
rights of the Flouse and the privileges of its 
‘members? Tam aware that it has been a usage 
here for some years to allow a Delegate to make 
a motion, to intraduce bills and other similar pro- 

ositions. But I ask if the toleration of the 

ouse under a usage which is contrary to law, 
and contrary to the rules of the House, can -be 
set up in opposition to a rule of the House, 
which is adopted at every new Congress? We 
know that these irregularities, if I may so charac- 
terize them, are tolerated by unanimous consent, 
no one making any exception to them. And I ap- 
prehend that this usage in relation to Delegates 
here had its origin in this way. But the moment 
‘a member rises, and, in the exercise of his privi- 
lege, says he objects to a motion being made by a 
Delegate, the House is to inquire whether he has 
that right; and no usage can be set up in opposi- 
tion either to the law or rules of the House. 

I come now (for I intend to speak briefly on the 
question) to the ground assumed by the Chair, 
that inasmuch as the rules of the House require 
the Territories to be dalled for petitions and reso- 
lutions, the Chair infers that the Delegate has the 
right to make any motion, or introduce any reso- 
lation. Tam very much inclined to think that a 
Delegate; under that rule, has, by the courtesy of 
the House merely, when the Territories are called, 
ithe right to introduce any resolution or petitions 
that may be authorized by the rules. But when 
jooking to the privileges of a Delegate, you must 
look to the rules; you cannot Jook to the courtesy 
or the usage of the House. And whilst it may be 
very well that the Delegate from Oregon shoulde' 
have the right to make the motion which he sub- 
mitted this morning, yet it does not by any means 
follow, that he has a right to offer an amendment, 
or to move any propositions connected with the 
general legislation of the country—propositions | 
which are not at all recognized by the rule to which 
the Speaker has referred. 2 

It is very obvious to the House, as I am sure 
will be admitted by every one, that no one here, 

snot even our oldest and most experienced mem- 
bers, had turned his attention to the privileges of 
Delegates until a very recent period. I remember 
when the act of 1817 was brought to the attention 
of the House, that it produced general surprise. 
But now. that we have instituted the inquiry, I 
trust that the House, without abridging any privi- 
lege that has been conferred by your rule, or by 
the act of 1817, will, until there is additional legis- 
Jation upon the subject, enforce the rule of the 
House, the law as it now stands, and the Consti- 
tution. 

It is not for me to disclaim any feelings of un- 
kindness towards the Delegates from the Territo- 
ries who are permitted to occupy seats in this 
Hall. My acquaintance with them has been a 
“source to me of great pleasure. I have found 
them to be gentlemen of very great intelligence— | 


THE CONGR 


gentlemen of talent;. behaving themselves in the. 
House with the decorum that becomes even its 
members. Ihave no prejudice against ghem; and 
with. reference to the decision made the other day 
in committee, I felt myself Hound to say so much 
in vindication of the committee and of its decision. 

Mr. DUER. DoT understand that an appeal 
has been taken from the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from South Carolina has appealed. 

Mr. DUER said, the question, in the view he 
took of it, lay within a very narrow compass. The 
question, he considered, was one which arose, not 
under an act of Congress or a rule of the House, 
but under the Constitution; and he contended that, 
according to the Constitution, a Delegate from a 
Territory could not make a motion here connected 
with any subject whatsoever. The remarks which 
had been made with respect to the rules and usage 
of the House, as giving construction to the act of 
Congress, would be more important if the question 
arose under an act of Congress, and not under an 
instrument paramount to both. 

Now though a usage had long been in existence 
inthe House to alow- a Delegate to make motions, 
the point of his right had never, until very re- 
cently, been raised, and there had been no decision 
of the House upon it. He believed, so far as his | 
knowledge of the subject extended, that he had 
been the first to raise the question. He alluded to 
the occasion on which he had made the point 
during the last Congress, and to the decision of 
the then Speaker, similar, he said, to that now 
made, and said that no appeal was taken at that 
time, and there was no decision of the House. 
Upon the application of the Delegate from Minne- 
sota to be admitted, he had also had occasion to 
examine the subject. The Constitution provided, 
that “ the House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of members chosen every second year by 
the people of the several States.” It was clear, 
then, that no one except a person chosen by the 
people of the States could be a member, cr a com- | 
ponent part of the House. A Delegate was nota jj 
member; he was no component part of the House. | 
If, then, it was the privilege of a member to make | 
a motion, could this House by rale—could Con- ; 
gress by Jaw confer upon any person not aymem- | 
ber, the right to come here and make a motion? If | 
they could do it with respect toa Delegate, they | 
could with respect. to any other person. Could i 
they by the rules of the House, or could Congress 
by law, open the doors of the House to fifty per- 
sons to come here and make motions? Suppose |! 
he rose to address the House, and the Sneaker 
should announce to him that a Delegate from a |: 
Territory or any other person not a member, (for | 
the Constitution recognized no such thing as a | 
Delegate,) had moved the previous question, and | 
therefore he (Mr. D.) could not be heard—could ! 
he be deprived of the right secured to him by the 
Constitution as a Representative of the people, by 
the action of a person, be he a Delegate or nat, į 
who was nota member of this House? If aj 
Delegate could not be allowed to make such a mo- | 
tion, how could it be contended that he could | 
make any motion? Where could they drew the į 
line? They could draw no line. A Delegate | 

j 
t 


could make no motion, What was the difference 


whether it related to his own Territory or not? Itiji p 


was equally a legislative act in the one case as in | 
the other. The Constitution recognized no such 
person as a Delegate; the House by rule, or Con- 

gress by its united action, could not confer upon a | 

Delegate, or any other person, the rights of a | 

l He hoped, therefore, that the House $ 

e 


member. 
would reverse the decision of the Speaker. 
thought no practical inconvenience could follow, ; 
because there could be no difficulty in a Delegate, | 
at any tire, getting a member to make his mo- | 
tions. i 
Mr. BOYD moved the previous question. 
Mr. MORSE appealed to the gentleman to with- | 
draw the motion, to enable him to make some re- |; 
marks. [i 
Mr. BOYD declined to do so; remarking that |. 
it would be for the House to decide whether they 
would allow the debate te proceed. 
The previous question was seconded, and the |} 
main question was ordered. | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the | 
yeas and nays. FEA 
‘Fhe yeas and nays were ordered, and being | 
taken, were—yeas 111, nays 62; as follow: 


i 


mitted. E 


; authorized by existing laws. 


l| mittee ? 


; AREE a T 
YEAS--Messrs. - Albertson, Alexander, Averett, Bay, 
Beale, Bennett, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 


Briggs, Brooks, “A. G. Brown, W.J.Brown, Burrows, T. ~~ 


B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell; Cartter, Casey, 
Ciarke, Cole, Corwin, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Freedjey; Fuller, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, Hall, Halloway, Har- 
lan, T. L. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howard, 
Howe, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, J. Li Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Kerr, John A. King, Preston King, La Sere, 
Leffler, Litdefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
Donald, McDowell, McLanahan, Millson, Morris; Moree, 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pit- 
man, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robnins; Robinzon, Rock- 
well, Savage, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, R. H, Stanton, Thaddeus 


Stevens, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jaines.. 


Thompson. Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable; Waidon; Waldo, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wit- 
mot, Wood, and Young—111. x 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashmun, Bayly, Bowie, Burt, 
Chester Butler, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Chandler, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Crowell, Duer, Edmundson, 
Natban Evans, Featherston, Gentry, Gerry, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Hamilton, Hampton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Haymond, Henry, Holladay, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
W. T. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, G. G. King, J. G, King, 
Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeKissock, McMullen, 
McQueen, Mc Willie, Moore, Morton, Olds, Orr, Ouvlaw, 
Owen, Phelps, Reed, Reynolds, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, 


| Schermerhorn, Stanly, Sweetser, Toombs, Waliace, Weit- 


born, Wilson, and Woodward—62. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
it was decided that the gentleman from Oregon had 
the right to make the motion which he had sub- 

ieee: 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider ‘the 
vote just taken and to lay that motion on the table. 

‘Which latter motion was agreed to. : 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Tuursron to refer the memorial to the Committee 
on ‘Territories, was taken and agreed to, — i 

So the memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

“Mr. JOHN A. KUNG moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania called for 
the regular order of business. 

The motion of Mr. Kina, being first in order, 
was put and agreed to; ayes 87, noes not counted. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Unton, 
(Mr. Burr in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

The state of the question was this: : 

Mr. Waxpo had yesterday moved to amend 
the item for compensation of the clerks and mes- 
senger in the Bureau of Provisions and Ciothing, 
by‘striking out “ 6,300,” and ‘Inserting in lieu 
thereof the sum of « $6,500,” and adding thereto 
the words ‘the salary of the assistant clerk being 
increased from $800 to $1,000 per annum.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, had raised 
a question of order. 

Mr. WALDO explained, that he had ascer- 
tained that the salary of the clerks was fixed by 
law. 

The amendment having been read— 

The CHAIRMAN decided it out of order. 

Mr. WALDO. Inasmuch as one or two amend- 
ments of this character have been received, L ap- 
eal-from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. STRONG. Will the Chair state what the 
question is? ` 

The proposed amendment was again read. 

The CHAIR. The amount of the salaries as 
proposed to be paid by the amendment of the geu- 
Ueman from Connecticut, [Mr. Watpo,] is not 
The amendment, 


therefore, is not in order. From this decision the 


i| gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Warno] has 


appealed. And the question is, “ Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
PERI - 


The question ‘was taken, and the affirmative vote 


stood—49. g : E 
The CHAIR said, it was evident a majority was 
down. è 

Mr. STANLY called for tellers. — >- : 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. RICHARDSON . 


and Goutp were appointed. one 
Mr. CARTTER. Before -the vote is taken, 
will the Chair be good enough to state the ‘ques- 
tien. ` ws i 
The CHAIRMAN again stated-the question. — 
The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
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ndas the. judgment of the committee?” -was 
ain put, and the vote stood—ayes 64, noes 65.. 

The CHAIR. -Fhe Chair belieyes that this is 
a-ease in which, under the rule, the Chair has a 
right to. võte. The Chair votes in the affirmative. 
The decision’ of. the Chair, therefore, is not re- 
wersed. i , 
3A recount was called for. 3 : 
Mr. DUER. “I should like to know by what 
process the result just-announced has been reached? 

“The. CHAIR repeated what he had. said, and 
upgested that-a recount should be taken. - 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
The question put to the commit- 


point of order. 
tee was, ‘Shall the decision of the: Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?! Now, the vote 
isa tie. “Therefore, the question is lost. 
Mr. RICHARDSON called for a recount.” 
Mr. JOHNSON, of “Arkansas. I object. Tt 
seems to me that the Chairman has as good a right 
to vote-as any other member. ` 
Mr POTTER insisted. that the decision-of the 
Chair could not stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee, because the vote was a tie. 


The CHAIRMAN, in reply to the remark of | 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Porrer,] said, the |! 


Chair was of opinion that the decisiog of the 
Chair must stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee until it should have been reversed. ‘There be- 
ing a tie, the decision was not reversed, and it 
appeared to the Chair that the decision must neces- 
sarily stand. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If amen- | 


“titled so to do, I appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. My opinion is, that when a question is! 


put affirmatively; there must, in order to carry it, 

, be a Majority. “The question put to the committee 
was, Shall the decision of the Chair stand’ as the 
judgment of the committee? The vote was a tie. 
‘The committee, therefore, decided that the decision 
should riot stand, and thus reversed it. Upon that 
ground I-appeal from the decision of the Chair, if 
it is competent for me to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN suggested that the best way to 
arrive ata conclusion would be, that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] should 
withdraw his appeal, and that a new count, &c., 
should be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN expressed the hope that the 
unanimous consent of the committee would be 
given for a recount. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
the appeal. 

So the appeal was withdrawn. 

The tellers resumed their places. 


And the question, “Shall the decision of the 


Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
ae then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 77, noes 


So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. And 
thé amendment of Mr. Warno was declared to be 
out of order. 

The following item having been read: 


“For compensation of saperintendent and three watch- 
men of the southwest Executive building, one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars, the salary of the three 


watchinen being increased from three hundred and sixty- ji 


five dollars to five hundred dollars each, per annum, from 
first July, eighteen hundred and ffiy.”? 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said, that in | 


the clause just read the Committee of Ways and 
Means, had increased the 
tached to this building. - 
Mr. BAYLY. What is the remark of the gen- 
tleman ‘ftom’ Pennsylvania? (Mr. Stevens. ] 
Mr. STEVENS. I say ‘that in this item the 


Committee of Ways and Means have increased the || 


salaries from the original sum to another, and I 
make the question of order whether this is compe- 
tent to be done, 

The CHAIR. ‘Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. STevens] put the point of order ina 
form in which the Chair can either negative or 
aftirm it, 

i Mr HARRIS, of Ilinois, made a remark not 

eard. : ‘ : 
One a The onair decides that if the 

ommittee o ays and Means disre io- 
late the rule of the House, sane Eds 
rected only in the House. 
mittee, and one committee has no right to strike 
out a provision of a bill inserted by another com- 


mittee, onthe ground that it is contrary to the rule, | 


[81st.] The provision may be stricken out on that 
ground in the House, buf notin the committee. 


| continued. 
|i Upon the strength of this report, the then Com- 
‘| missioner of the General Land Office, under the 


the matter can be cor- | 
This'is only a com- || 


“The Chair, therefore, -overrules the point of order. 


. Mr. STEVENS. I shall 
thatthe Chair is right. : 
Mr.. PRESTON KING asked that the rule to 


not appeal. F think 


| which reference had ‘been made, might be read. 


Mr. BAYLY. Perhaps I can save some tron- 
ble by looking to the fact ; 
The CHAIR (interposing) remarked, that de- 
bate was not in order. - 
Mr. BAYLY. I know itis not; but I desire 
that the. House ‘should understand the fact, and 


i should not vote blindly. © There is no law author- |) 
| izing these salaries.’ : They are merely matters of 


appropriation. : 
The Clerk then read the rule, (the reading of 


i which had been called for by Mr. Kine,) as fol- 


tows: 

c“ 81, No appropriation shall be reported in such generat 
appropriation bills, or be inorder as an amepdment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously anthorized -by law, un- 
Tess in continuation of appropriations for snch publie works 
and objects as are already in progress, and for the con- 
tingencies for carrying on the several departments of the 
Government.” 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, offered the fol- |! 


i lowing amendment: 


& For compensation of the surveyor geaeral of Arkansas, 
per act of 8th August, 1846, £2,000.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, then asked the 


i unanimous consent of the House to have read the 
| letter of the Commissioner of the General Land 
i Office; which was granted, and then read as followa: 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, August 7, 1850. 
Sir: In the estimates of this ofice, submitted to Congress 
at the commencement of the present session, there was no 
provision made for the salary of the surveyor general of 


j Arkansas, and the clerks in his office, or for continuing the 


surveys, or executing resurveys in his district, for the ren- 


| Son, that instructions had been issued for closing that office, 


and transferring the plats, &e., to the State authorities, as 
provided by law, on the report of William Peiham, Esq., 
then surveyor general of Arkanėas, that the surveys, &e., 
had heen finally completed, or would be, under appropria- 
tions then made. i 
The present surveyor general, however, in his annual 
report of 15th October last, gives a statement of work yet to 
be done in that district, which he deems necessary to the 
public interest; and submits the following estimates for sal- 
aries, surveys, and resurveys in his district for the fiscal 
vear ending 30th June, 1851, to wit: 
For compensation of surveyor general of Arkansas, per act 


of 8th August, 1846.........04 sere cecerervcsess 2.000 
For clerks in bis office, per same act......ceceee es 6,300 
For retracing and resurveying fraudulent and erro- 

neons work, including incidental expenses...... 15,760 
Yor correcting detached erroneous surveys, and 

completing unfinished detached fragments, at a 

| _ rate not exceeding six dollars per mile......... 3,000 
| For completing work under contract........ 0.0. : 600 


| mnet he closed for want of means to carry iton. 


With great respect, your obedient servant, 
J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner. 
Hon, Rozert W. Sounson, House of Rep. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, then proceeded 
to say, that the matter of amendment now offered 
had never been before the Committee of Ways 
and Means, for reasons apparent on the face of the 
letter. The former surveyor general of Arkansas, 


| about the close of his term of office, reported that 
pay of the persons at- || 


the office was in a condition to be closed and dis- 
He referred gentlemen to the report. 


late Administration, in pursuance of a general and 
standing law providing for such an event, ordered 
the same to be discontinued and the records to be 
turned over to the proper State authorities. 

Under this Administration a new Commissioner 
of Public Landsand a new surveyor of public lands 
were appointed. To force the discontinuance, un- 


j) der this Administration was impossible, for two 
|| reasons, equally forcible, to wit: Ist, that the public 


business, for which there were existing appropria- 
tions, was not concluded, and must first be con- 
cluded; and 2d, that no provision of law existed in 
Arkansas by which the office and its records could 
be received, So the office, ex necessitate, continued. 

Now, sir, the new surveyor general proceeded 
to examine the condition of the office, and reported, 
in June, 1850, its true condition and what was 
necessary to the public interest. The letter read 
shows and refers to the reports now before -youy 
which shows its entire condition. 


| The report of the present surveyor generaly 
| which he said now lay before him—submitted to 


| Congress by the Commissioner of. the General 


|: Land Office—contained an estimate .of what wag. . 


: needed for the current fiscal year, and, what was of: 
| far more valae, it showed conclusively that the 
| public business was in an unfinished condition, and 
; that the office could wot be transferred, discon- 
| tinued, abrogated, without. serious detriment, not 
l only to the national interests, but 40 the interests 
i of the State of Arkansas. SA 
| The Commissioner had not reported estimates 
| for this office for reasons above referred to, to wits 
| That the office had been ordered by authority of 
; law (although on an erroneous report) to, be dis- 
| continued, and the authority did not rest with him 
| to reverse the order of his predecessor, whether 
i right or wrong, although the office was still by ne- 
cessity in existence; and further, it did not appear, 
if the Commissioner would have assumed the au- 
thority, that he had received the full statement of 
facts necessary for that purpose, which could only 
i be obtained in perfect form after lerigthy and, 
! thorough investigation of the condition of the 
| office and its necessities in Arkansas. : 
i Thus it would appear why it was that estimates 
had not appeared before the Committee of Ways 
‚and Means in this behalf. He would sow state ` 
! that he had appeared before that committee this 
| morning with the books and papers necessary to 
j submit this ease for their consideration, but the 
pressere of business before them had excluded 
this; yet he had then gone to as many individuals 
| of that committee as he could see, and explained 
i the facts, not one of whom had denied the pro- 
priety, and several of whom had assented to the 
justice and necessity of the amendment he had of- 
| fered. ; 

He would now state, as to the justice and neces- 
sity of the measure, that the report of Surveyor 
| General Gibson was full, and was commended to 
our consideration by the Commissioner, Judge But- 
terfield. That report stated, and was conclusive 
under the sanction of official oath and all the 
guards and forms of law, that the business of the 
office was unfinished and in no condition to be an- 
nalled. i 

It showed that seventy-one townships and four 
thousand three hundred miles were of surveys 
: that had been falsely fabricated, or were, made 
| without establishing marks and bounds; that 
| Ninety-six townships and five hundred miles were 
| of detached unfinished surveys; that sixteen town- 
| ships were now under contract, and. absolutely une 
| finished; and that four hundred and forty-one town- 


li ship plats were incomplete on one or the other of 


the following grounds, to witz That they were 
made at an early day, and on flimsy paper, not 
durable and calculated for the public and national 
records; or were unfinished, or were inaccurate, 
or were devoid of the legal authentications, or 
i were without the subdivisions of fractional quar- 
i ter sections, as required by the act of Congress of 
i the 5th day of April, 1832; and that these maps 
| and plats must be reconstructed from the original 
| field-notes and plats in the surveyor general’s 
i office. Thus it appeared from what was so fay 
| Stated—and he had not stated half the merits of 
| the case, and could not in five minutes—that six 
| hundred.and twenty-four townships of the public 
| surveys were inan incomplete and unfinished con- 
dition—embracing a large portion of the State, 
which must affect injuriously the national, the 
Stue, and individual interests, if this office of sux- 
veyor general should be inconsiderately discon- 
| tinued. ; 

: He stated, also, that it must necessarily die if 
| this amendment now offered should be rejected. 

| Mr. COBB, of Alabama; said he had no per- 
| sonal objection to the proposition of the gentleman 
; from Arkansas, but it was due to the Committee 
jon Public Lands to make a brief statement. At 
| the last session, the Commissioner of Public Lands 


i 
{ 
| 
{ 


| 
| 
| 


li had recommended that the land offices in Alaba- 


ma, Mississippi, and. Arkansas should be abol- 
ished. -The Committee on Public Lands took the 
subject into consideration, and after investigation, 
did abolish them, atleast in substance—they left it 
at. the discretion.of the Commissioner; and the offi- 
ces had been abolished from the fact that it was un- 
necessary to continue them any longer. The 
same subject had been referred to the Committee 


| on Public Lands this session, by a memorial from 
the State of Arkansas. The committee had in- 


1850. 


Ea 


vestigated’ the subject, and from the best informa- 
tion.in their possession, they had concluded that 
it was impracticable to continue these offices, and 
they had ‘instructed him to report accordingly. 
He had no feeling on this subject: if it’ was neces- 


sary to carry on the business of the Government, 
But he-was | 


he would vote for the amendment. 
satisfied that the public interests did not reqaire it. 

Mr. JOHNSON (interrupting) said, he had-a 
high estimate of the intelligence of the gentleman, 
but ashe (Mr. J.) had furnished facts‘to the House 
why the office should be continued, he hoped that 
mere assertion would not be: accepted to rebut 
official facts. He asked’how it was ‘that under 
such a state of circumstances as the gentleman 
from Alabama represented, these facts had never 
been reported'to the House before? It was strange 
(said Mr. J.) that that committee had made no re- 
port; and he could but consider it hard, and a want 
of courtesy, in a case so gravely concerning the 


interest of an entire State, with but one Repre- | 


sentative, that the committee which had thus 


promptly, and, as he regarded it, arbitrarily and | 


inconsiderately acted, could not have said one 
word, or given a hearing, or an opportunity for a 
hearing, to that one member. 
amendment would pass, and appealed to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means—— 

Mr. COBB said, as to the courtesy shown by 
the committee towards the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, the facts of the case, if fairly exhibited, 
would vindicate the committee. He was further 
proceeding when—— 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and said it was 
the duty of the Chair to arrest this conversation, 
which was out of order. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Jounson was agreed to—ayes 81, noes 38. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, offered the fòl- 
Jowing amendment: . 

« For compensation for clerks in his office, per act of 8th 
August, 1846, $6,300.77 

Mr. J. remarked, that the appropriation now 
proposed was for clerks and force in the surveyor 
general’s office. He said that the whole of the 
investigations spoken of by the gentleman from 
Alabama, (Mr. Cosz,} show not one fact. Mere 


hasty statements it was received wisdom to value j 


at nothing. How is it, then, that these statements 
and objections are to have any weight, when he 
(Mr. J.) had collected and stated facts from the 
official reports, and now stated them from the 
reports, facts, and figures before him. He hoped 
it would not be. 

That office must be’ kept up, if the public inter- 
ests are to be cared for. The interest of the State 
of Arkansas and her people demanded it also. 
They had a right to demand and expect it. They 
were cursed, as he had occasion before to state, 
with those public lands. They paid no tax, gave 
no aid to his people’ to support the burdens of 
Government, yet were made valuable by the gov- 
ernment of that State, and the peace, good order, 
security, and protection guarantied by the State 
over them.- They notonly paid no tax to support 
the State government, but they drained the pockets 
of the emigrants and the pockets of the settlers, 
and carried millions of the money in the State an- 
nually into the national Treasury; and thus a peo- 
ple, poor already, were annually impoverished. The 
effects were too plain to reason upon. 

Itis no use to give a surveyor general his sal- 
ary, as you have just done, if you give him no 
force with which to act for the public interest. 

The report of the surveyor general under the 
late Administration states that this office can be 
closed. It isa mere opinion. It does not state 
the facts. The late reports say it cannot be closed. 
It states the facts. One fact is enough: Six hun- 
dred and twenty-four townships demand the labor 
of that office, besides many other matters. The 
other appropriations 1 will not ask, as there will 
sopn be another Congress, and the regular com- 
mittee can then report on them. 

Mr. CARTTER said, as he understood, these 
offices had been ‘ordered to be closed in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the surveyor 
General; and the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
Jonson] said that. that officer did not know his 
business. č 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, appealed to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to allow him to make an explana- 
tion in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 


He hoped the || 


1 
j 


| the decision. 


| survey was made. 
agricultural lands in the lower peninsula of Michi- |; Be BE last peat we aro now called on io cave 
gan are included in these fraudulent surveys. The |! crease o year, airs. 


‘Mr. CARTTER yielded: fora moment: 
: Mr. COBB ‘said, from the report of the Com- 
missioner of the- General Land Office, stating that 
‘the work was nearly compleied in’ the States of 
Alabama, Arkansas, and Mississippi,and that the 
offices might be closed, the Committee on Public 
Lands had reported against the continuation of 
this office. =~ 

Mr. CARTTER ‘interposed with the remark 
that he could not -yield to the gentleman all his 
timé, and proceeded. He said the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office not only had recom- 
mended that these offices be discontinued, but the 
Committee on Public Lands had come to the same 
conclusion, which had been sustained by Con- 


gress, and a subsequent committee had affirmed | 


Yet the honorable gentleman from 
Arkansas now undertook to convince the House 
that it was necessary to havea permanent sur- 
veyor general’s office in Arkansas. It was de 
signed to be a mere temporary office anywhere— 
to expire with the expiration of the surveys for 
which it was created. But the gentleman asked 
the House to revive this office and these clerk- 
ships, to continue forever he supposed. 

Mr. JOHNSON said, there was no use to con- 
tinue the surveyor general’s office there, if they 
gave them no clerks. P 

Mr. CARTTER further briefly opposed the re- 
newal of these land offices and their clerks, char- 
acterizing it as a species of plunder and Galphin- 
ism, 


Mr. JOHNSON asked if he intended to charge || 


him with a disposition to encourage plunder? 


Mr. CARTTER disclaimed any personal ap- | 


plication of the remark to the gentleman. - 
Some further conversation took place between 
the two gentlemen. 


Mr. FOWLER inquired of the gentleman from | 


Arkansas, whether the operation of these offices 
were in fact suspended? 


Mr. JOHNSON was understood to reply, that | 


orders to close them had been given near the close 
of the last Administration, but those orders had 
never been carried into execution, for it had been 
impossible for this Administration to discontinue 
the office. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Jounson was agre@ to. 

Mr. BINGHAM offered the following amend- 


ment: 

“For resurveving and correcting erroneous and frandu- 
lent surveys in Michigan, at a rate not exceeding six dollars 
per mile, $20,000.” 

He sent to the Chair a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, stating that this appro- 


priation was overlooked in the original estimates |; 


of the office, but was absolutely necessary, and 
said that the original survey of these lands, which 
was made. some years since, had been recently 


discovered to be fraudulent, and that the lands |: 


could not be entered or scttled upon, until a new 
Some of the most valuable 


public interests which required the sale of these 
lands would be promoted by an immediate resur- 
vey. He understood that the Committee of Ways 


and Means concurred in the propriety of the jj 


amendment, and he trusted it would be adopted by 
the House. ig 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Binauam was agreed to—ayes 64, noes not 
counted. 

The following item (for the United States Mint 
at Philadelphia,) being under consideration: 

«For salaries of the director, treasurer, chief coiner, as- 
sayer, melter and refiner, engraver, assistant assayer, and 
their clerks, $19,809,” 

Mr. BAYLY moved an amendment to increase 


the amount from $19,800 to $21,000, and to add || 
the words, “and the employment of an additional į 
clerk, at $1,200 per annum, is hereby authorized:” |! 

He said the amendment was, in the language of || 


their rule, for a “contingency in carrying on one 
of the departments of the Government.” That 
contingency had arisen in this way: The great in- 
flux of gold from California into the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia, made the employment of an additional 
clerk necessary; and they proposed by this amend- 
ment to provide for that clerk precisely as addi- 
tional clerks had been provided for from time im- 
memorial. i , 
Messes. BOYD and WALDO inguired if the 


amendment was in order? 


The CHAIRMAN, 
the amendment is in order; 
The amendment was read. = 8 i S2 
Mr. BOYD renewed the point of order. - 
The CHAIRMAN decided that the appropri 
i} ation wasin order, on the ground that inwas-a 
| contingency for’ carrying on one of the depart-. 
4 ments of the Government. : me 
The question. was taken; and the-amendment of 
Mr. Barty was-agréed to.’ i Fos 
Mr. CHANDLER. mov 


| 


H 


i f SEYI 
| ed ‘an amendment: in- 
| 
| 
| 


| 

i 

efor the contin 

| adelphia. : s 

| Mr. C. said these contingent -éxpenses” were 
i 

i 

| 

1 

t 


gent expenses of the Mint at: Phil- 


i graduated upon the employment of such labor as 
| was necessary when a limited. amounsof bullion 
|| was received, bat the increased amount now’ re- 
; ceived from California made additional contingent 
expenses necessary. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury had recom- 
mended this appropriation? i 

Mr. CHANDLER was understood to say he 
believed that the Secretary of the Treasury had 
had no time at-all for the examination of the item, 

Mr. THOMPSON said it was ‘very unusual to 
make such an appropriation, unless it was recom 
l! mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. ae 
Mr. CHANDLER caused to be read a letter 
i from the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, 
I| showing the necessity for the appropriation’ he 
proposed. : 
j| The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The following item (for the Mint at New Or- 
leans) being under consideration: 

“ For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assayer, coin- 
! er, melterand refiner, and clerks, fourteen thousand nine 
hundred dollars—the salary of the treasurer being hereby 
| increased from first July, eighteen hundred and fifty, to four 
| thousand dollars.” 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the above by 
striking out “ $14,900,” and inserting “ $17,300,” 
l! and by adding at the end of the clause the words, 
i! “the salary of the chief clerk to be $1,800, of the 
- other clerk $1,500, and the employment of ar ad- 

ditional clerk at $1,500 is hereby authorized. i 

Mr. STRONG moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ** $14,900’ and inserting 
“$13,400.” 

He expressed his ignorance of the reasons which 
| had induced the Committee of Ways and Means 
| to allow this increase of salary to the treasurer ‘of 
the Mint at New Orleans. The appropriation’ is 
now made larger by two thousand dollars than it 
| has been in former years—that addition is now 
| made in this bill for the purpose of increasing the 
i salary of the treasurer of the mint at New Or- 
| leans. He was opposed to this increase of salary. 
He requested the committee to bear in mind that 
! last session, in the civil and diplomatic bill, the 
| salary of the treasurer of the mint at New Or- 
| leans was incaeased $500. In addition to this in- 


l. 
l 
í 
l 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


| 
| 


$1,500 more. He was unable to see:the propriety 
of this appropriation. 
sufficient reasons for it; but he- thought that the 
salary which we had given this treasurer for sev- 
eral years past, was sufficient to command the ser- 
vices of the best men. We have never been at 
i| any loss to find persons ready to fill-public offices. 
1 Unless some reason could be alleged which has 
i| not yet appeared, he was opposed to any increase 
of the salary of the treasurer of the mint at New 
! Orleans, or any where else, 

Mr. BAYLY expressed his confidence that if 
|: he could obtain the attention of the gentleman from 
|| Pennsylvania, he could satisfy him of the propri- 
ij ety of appropriating this increase of salary to the 
i 
i 
Í 


treasurer of the mint at New Orleans. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylyania had said that there was 
i never any difficulty in getting persons to fill our 
public offices at the salaries which had been here- 
| tofore fixed by law. Now the jate treasurer of 
i the mint at New Orleans had also filled the office 
| of sub-trersurer, and it had been found impossible 
to obtain a substitute for him as treasurer of the 
mint. He had refused to hold the office for -the: 
| salary of $2,000 heretofore attached to it, and had 
i| resigned the office. The person who had officiated 
{| as chief clerk had been selected to fill the office, on 
|| the condition that the salary should -be jnereased. 


munication with the gentleman now holding the 


oIn'the opinion ofthe hait; 


There may, however; be - 


creasing the appropriation from $17,900 to $25,000" 


|| His friend from Louisiana, who had been in-com- - 
i 


Aug. 20, 


office, had ascertained that he would: not-consent 
to take it unless the salary was increased. Assu- 
rances- had been given from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means that the increase would begiven, | 
and on:the faith of these assuratfces, thatgentleman 
‘was now holding on. The amount now appropri- 
ated was the same as was given to the sub-treas- u 
uret at New York. And there is no good reason 1 
why. the treasurer at New Orleans should not be ! 
puton ‘as good a‘ footing) The cost of living was 
much greater at New Orleans than at New York. 
‘The compensation, therefore, ought to be made to 
bear some proportion to this increased cost of liv- 
ing. There was no sufficient reason why the | 
treasurer at New Orleans should not be paid as | 
well as the Treasurer at New York. H 

‘The question. was then taken on the amendment || 
to` the amendment, and it was rejected. | 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsyivania, moved to 
‘amend thë, amendment, by reducing the appro- 

Mpriation, to $10,006. ® x 

» He desired merely to state some circumstances 
which had reached him, and which, if founded in 
fact, showed that something was wrong in rela- 
tion to this mint at New Orleans. The chairman 
of the Committee of Waysand Means had statsd 
that the late treasurer of the mint had resigned 
the. office because the salary was inadequate. 
Now, as he had heard the facts, they were that ' 
he resigned, probably not for the reason assigned, 
but for the purpose of opening in the vicinity of 
‘the mint a broker’s office... When application 
was made to the mint forcoin, the applicants were i 

told they must go the broker’s office round the 
corner, Now, this state of things had an aspect 
of impropriety which should not be permitted. 
He had received his information on the subject 
from a gentleman belonging to the city of New 
Orleans. ; i 
"Mr. BAYLY replied, that the gentleman who 
had been the treasurer of the mint resigned the 
office immediately after the present Administra- 
tration came’ into power. General Taylor then 
appointed five different persons, by all of whom the 
office was declined. Atlength, a gentleman was 
found, who, on a pledge that the salary of the of- | 
fice should be increased, accepted and entered on 
the duties. {t was for the purpose of preventing 
this broker system, which had been referred to by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that this in- | 
crease of force was suggested. Bullion had fre- 
quently accumulated to such an extent in New 
Orleans, that the mint could not coin it, and it 
then necessarily fell into the hands of brokers 
On this statement of facts the committee had be- 
come satisfied that it would be proper to employ 
additional force to prevent such a state of things. 

Mr. MORSE rose to make some remarks. 

The CHAIR stated that he was not in order, 
now: that the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had occupied the floor. 

Mr. MORSE suggested that the chairman had 
been permitted to occupy a portion of the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania by the courtesy 
of that gentleman; and this (Mr.M. contended) 
left the floor free for him to speak in Opposition to 
the amendment to the amendment. The chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means had shown 
that this increase of appropriation was necessary 


to obtain a competent person to fill the office. That || 


gentleman had told the committee that the office | 
was offered to four‘or five gentlemen of the city of į 
New Orleans, who had all refused it. It was hon- 
arable to New Orleans, that none of her citizens | 
could be found to assume the duties and the re- | 
sponsibility attached to the office, because the 
Government declined to pay an adequate salary, || 
while it required of the incumbent bonds to the 
amount of one or two hundred thousand dollars. 
He was not in favor of introducing the Procrustean 
process in reference to public offices, The salaries 
paid in the State of Louisidha. were much larger 
than those paid to officers of the same rank in the 
. northern States. The governor, the judges, were 


than they were in the State of New York. It wags | 
useless, therefore, to take the salaries paid in the | 
one State asa test-of those which were paid in the 
other, The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had said very properly that the treas- 
urer of the mint at New Orleans ought to receive 
$4,000. He filled the two offices of treasurer of 
the mint and of sub-treasurer; and, holding both 


most earnest tones, that a competent salary may 


ence. By the law organizing the Territory of | 


J 


all paid in Louisiana on a much more liberal scale |i 


these offices, surely he was entitled to the salary į 


which was attached: to one of them in the State of 
New York, especially when it is taken into con- 
sideration that the cost of living in New Orleans 
is twice as mifch as itis in New York. We shall 
be obliged to close up the mint, unless we increase 
the salary so as to find a person competent to fill 
the office. Looking at the scale cf salaries paid in 
Louisiana, it is impossible to get a treasurer for 
less than $4,000, and unless this is appropriated, 
the mint must be closed. : He could read letters 
from: gentlemen of New Orleans, begging, in the 


be allowed for the officers of the mint. - 

Mr. BUTLER, by general consent, withdrew 
the-amendment to the amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Bayur, and it was agreed to. 


Territory of Oregon. 

For salaries of governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs, three judges, and secretary, ten thousand five hun- | 
dred dollars. . 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one thousand 
five hundred dollars, i 


i 


For compensation and mileage of members of the legis- H 


lative assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses of 
the assembly, twenty-four thousand six hundred doliars. 
“Mr. THURSTON moved to amend the above 
by striking out the words “ and superintendent of 
Indian affairs;” so it would then read, for salaries 
of governor, three judges, and secretary, ten thou- 
sand dollars. He said: In moving this amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to state to the 
committee, that this clause in the bill reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means was undoubt- 
edly based ona state of facts no longer in exist- 


Oregon, the governor was made superintendent of i 
Indian affairs. His salary as governor was fif- 
teen hundred dollars, and as superintendent of In- 
dian affairs fifteen hundred dollars more; making, 
in the aggregate, three thousend dollars. 

But it will be recollected by the committee that 
“a bill authorizing the negotiation of treaties with | 
the Indian tribes in the Teryitory of Oregon, for | 
the extinguishment of their claim to land lying | 
west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains, 
and for other purposes,” as nearly as I now re- 
collect the title, passed the House of Representa- 
tives, first having passed the Senate, and is now 
the law of the land: "Bhat bill, sir, created the 
office of superintendent of Indian affairs for Ore- 
gon, and authorized the President to appoint one | 
or more Indian agents, not to exceed three in all, 
and established their salaries, as well as that of 
the superintendent. This law also repealed so 
much of the law organizing Oregon Territory as 
made the governor superintendent of Indian affairs, 


but at the same time continued the goveruor’s sal- $ 


ary, as governor, the same as jt had been before, 
aa governor and as superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Hence, sir, while the amount in this item of ap- 
propriation should continue the same, its phrase- | 
ology should be so changed as to harmonize with 
facts; and this is the reason I have moved the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES suggested the propriety of so mod- 
ifying the amendment as only tostrike out the word 
“and,” and to leave the residue of the amendment 
as it was reported by the committee. He wanted 
toamend the amendment. 

Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I rise, 
sir, merely tosay, that I hope the amendment will 
not prevail, because Iam satisfied, had the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonxs,] always lib- 
eral towards my Territory, been aware of the pre- 
cise state of facts, he would not have offered it. 
I have an amendment drawn up,sir, which Í pro- 
pose to offer in the proper place, which provides 
as well for the salary of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, aš for those of the agents and the inci- 
dental expenses of the office of- the superintendent. | 
I will read the amendment which 1 shall propose, | 
and offer it asa reason why the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] should | 
not prevail. 

[Mr. T. here read the amendment, which ig in- | 
serted in a subsequent part of the proceedings.] | 

Thus, sir, it will be seen that this amendment | 
which I shall propose, covers the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jonzs,] and 
goes further, so as to meet the requirements of the 
case. And because this is so, [indulge the hope 
that his amendment will not be adopted. 


li 


The.gquestion being taken on the’ amendment 
moved by Mr. TuHursron, it was agreed to. . 
| Mr. BAYLY; by instructiòn of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, moved to amend the last 
clause of the above, by inserting “s $24,000,” in 
place of ** $20,600.” i a 
! Mr: BAYLY explained the necessity for the 
adoption of this. amendment’ A law was some 
| time since passed, which authdrized the Legislature 
of the Territory of Oregan to prolong their session 
to ninety days. Originally; the duration ofa 
session of the Legislature was limited to sixty 
days. But Congress having, for reasons satis- 
factory to itself, authorized the Legislatures of the 
Territories of Oregon and Minnesota to extend 
their-sessions to ninety days, it became necessary, 
in consequence of this law, to increase the appro- 
priation, ý 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON moved to amend the bill by 
inserting: 

“ For salary of the superintendent of Indian affairs, three 
Indian agems, and for office rent, wood, and lights, station- 
ery, and clerk hire, $10,600.29 

Mr. T. said: This, Mr. Chairman, is the amend- 
ment of which I have just spoken. The law to 
which I have referred, as passing this session, 
| creates a superintendent and not exceeding three 
agents. The President, under the advice of the 
| Department of the Interior, has very wisely, in 
my judgment, decided to appoint three agents for 
the service in Oregon. The salary of the super- 
intendent is $2,500, that of each agent $1,500, and 
the aggregate is $7,000. In addition to this, there 
are the office rent of the superintendent, wood, 
lights, stationery, and clerk hire, which will, in- 
| deed, more than make up the balance, 
propriations in this bill, as it came from the com- 
mittee, were based on the old state of affairs. 
i The passage of the law referred to changes that 
state, and to provide for this change, is the object 
of my amendment; and upon this statement, I 


ment. 
| The question was put, and the amendment was 
| agreed to. 
Mr. THURSTON offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in immediately after line 494: 


“For salary of the surveyor general of Oregon, for clerk 
hire in his office, and for fuel, books, stationery, and other 
incidental expenses, $7,500.” 

Mr. T. said: I have offered this amendment, 
Mr. Chairman, merely to bring a state of facts be- 
fore the committee, and then let the committee act 
{upon the amendment in conformity to its judg- 
ment, =~ 
; dt is known to the committee that a bill has 
passed the Tlouse creating a surveyor general for 


Oregon, at a salary of $2,500 per annum, and ap- 


propriating five thousand dollars for the items in- 
dicated in my amendment. That biil has been 
sent up to the Senate, referred to its Committee 
on Public Lands, and by that committee been re- 
ported back to the Senate, with two or three ver- 
bal amendments, with a recommendation that it 
pass with those amendments. From what I can 
see, sir, this bill will become a law some time 
during this session. If it should, (and the suffer- 
| ings of the people of Oregon are too great to sup- 
pose for one moment that it will not,) you will have 
this officer on your hands without any appropria- 
tion to pay his salary, or the necessary expenses 
of his office contemplated by the proposed law. 
This, sir, is a brief statement of the case. Jam 
not informed what has been the custom of Con- 
| gress in similar cases, or whether it is in order, 
now that the bill is not a law, to propose the 
amendment. I do it merely to bring the facts be- 
fore the committee, doubting not that whatever js 
proper in the premises will be done. 

Mr. VINTON asked if this bill had passed both 
Houses? 

Mr. THURSTON replied in the negative. 

Mr. VINTON said, it was very irregular to 
make an appropriation before the law authorizing 
it had been passed. He had never known an in- 
stance of that kind. 

Mr. RUMSEY said, that if the law did not 
pass the amendment would be of no avail. 

The CHAIR said that, in consequence of the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, he must 
pronounce the amendment out of order, 


_ The amendment to the amendment was then re- 
jected. . 7 


Mr. VINTON said he had made no statement. 


The ap-' 


have no doubt the committee will adopt the amend- 


a 


1850. 


He had merely propounded an inquiry to the Del- 
“egaté from Oregon. = i ; 
` The clause relating to the expenses of the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota being under consideration— 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the item of ap- 
propriation by striking out $20,600 and inserting 
$24,000. i 

Mr. B. explained, that the same reason which 
rendered it necessary to increase the appropriation 
for the territorial legislature of Oregon, was ap- 
plicable to that of Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said- that- he was 
instructed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to offer the following amendment: 

«To extend the north, and complete the eastern wing of 
the City Hall building, in the city of Washington, for the 
accommodation of the cireuit court of the United States for 
the District of Columbia, itsjuries, officers, and records, the 


sum of 20,C00, to be expended under the direction of the 
Corporation of Washington.” 


Mr. STRONG. I propose before that propo- 
sition is introduced, to amend the section, making 
appropriation for defraying the expenses of the 
Judiciary, by striking out the sum of $557,537, 
and inserting $443,000. And I do this with the view 
of ascertaining the reasons which have influenced 
the Committee of Ways and Means in making 
the large addition to this appropriation which has 
been made. By a reference to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill of last year, it will be 
found, that the appropriation that was then made 
for precisely the same purpose, was the same that 
I now. propose, viz: $443,000. Now, sir, we 
have an appropriation in this bill of $557,537, ex- 
ceeding the appropriation of last year by $114,537. 
The magnitude of this increase is such, that I feel 
authorized to inquire of the Committee of Ways 
and Means what motives have induced them so 
greatly to enlarge, in this item of appropriation, 
the expenses of the Government. 

It may be all correct, sir, but the various appro- 
priations of this year are enormous; they are 
greater than they ever were before in a time of 
peace, and it becomes this committee to scrutinize 
every addition which is proposed to be made to the 
appropriations. In this instance we are called on 
to make an addition to the usual appropriations 
for this purpose of upwards of one hundred and 
fourteen thousand dollars. We are called on to 
appropriate that much more than has always here- 
tofore been appropriated for the same object, 
without having any evidences before us.to show 
that such increase is necessary. 

Mr. BAYLY said, the House would recollect 
that the appropriations for the judicial expenses 
of the country last year proved to be insuffi- 
cient, and that they were compelled to pass a 
deficiency bill. It was thought by the commit- 

. tee to bē better to make the afpropriation large 
enough at first, and prevent the necessity for the 
passage of any deficiency bills for this object at 
all events. : 

In reference to the expenses of the judiciary, he 
had to say precisely what he had said in reference 
to other objects of appropriation to which objec- 
tion had been raised, on the ground that the ap- 
propriations were extravagant, that there was not 
a solitary item in the bill, under that head, over 
which the committee had any control. The sala- 
ries of the judges, of the district attorneys, and of 
the marshals were all fixed by law. The contin- 
gent expenses of the court, the law required should 
be settled upon the certificates. of the judges, and 
until the law was changed, they could not change 
a single item of the appropriations, because the 
whole of them were for the payment of salaries 
and other expenses that were fixed and asceriained 
by the existing law. And he begged leave to say 
in this connection, that his impression uuquestion- 
ably was that there was no department of this Gov- 
ernment in which there was such extravagance 
as in the judiciary department. And if the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee was in -his hear- 
ing, he would say to him that, in his opinion, he 
could do no more acceptable service to the country 
than to take up the subject and rearrange the 
wholesystem. ‘The salaries of the clerks of the 
circuit courts were infinitely too high. Ina word, 
the whole system ought to be changed from be- 
ginning to end, with the exception of the salaries 
of the judges, which they had no power to touch. 
There ought to be an entire change in the law re- 
lating to this subject. But that was not the busi- 
ness of the Committee of Ways and Means. If 


he had been. chairman. of the Committee on the | 
‘Judiciary, he would have felt it to be his “duty to 
take up the subject; but the Committee of Ways 
and Means could make no alteration in the law; it 
„was not even their duty to. propose, an. alteration. 
Their business was to provide ways and means 
for carrying out the provisions of existing laws; : 
and gentlemen were treating that committee with | 
great injustiee, when they complained ofthe ex-! 
travagance of the appropriations, and yet made 


pay 


no effort to change the existing law. 
` The question was taken on the amendment, and | 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, then renewed his i 
motion toamend in regard tothe City Hall, asstated | 
above. 

He would state, he said, in explanation of this 
amendment, that the subject had been investigated 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia, by 
which he had been directed to propose the amend- 
ment. Last year there had been an appropriation | 
made to aid in the completion of the building, and | 
the money appropriated had been expended. The | 
appropriation now proposed was to provide ac- | 
commodations for the criminal court. Whenever 
that court chanced to sit, as was frequently the | 
case, at the same time that the district court. was | 
in session, one or the other was compelled to ad- | 
journ, there being but one room in which court | 
could be held. And he was informed also by those ' 
who knew the fact, that there was at present no 
proper place for keeping the papers and records of 
the court. A safe and convenient place for this | 
purpose was very much needed. The Committee | 
on the District of Columbia, as he had already re- ; 
marked, had looked into the subject, and they con- 
sidered the appropriation as being right and proper. 
It might be proper for him to mention, also, that | 
the Government had not expended as much money 
upon that building as the Distritt had, and would 
not have done so, if they passed this appropria- 
tion. Under the circumstances he thought the ap- 
propriation ought to pass, and he hoped it would | 
be adopted by the committee. 

The question being on the adoption of the | 
amendment, tellers were demanded and ordered. 

Mr. JONES desired merely to say, that at the 
last session of Congress, there had been thirty | 
thousand dollars appropriated for the completion 
of the building. His own opinion was that there 
was sufficient room for all the courts that were re- 
quired to be- held under the laws of the United 
States for this District.” ; 

Mr. BROWN again stated that there was but 
one room for the accommodation of the two 
courts, the Criminal Court and the District Court. 

Mr. JONES said there must certainly be room 
enough in the building to make more than one | 
court room. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, desired to : 
know if there was any law which authorized the 
building of this wing referred to in the amend- 
ment? , 3 

There was no reply to the inquiry heard by the | 
reporter. 7 

The question was then taken. The votes hav- 
ing been counted, the tellers reported 60 in the 


| affirmative and 7] in the negative. So the amend- | 
‘| the Corporation of Washington.” 


ment was not agreed to. i 
Mr. HAYMOND moved the following. to come. 


in at the end of the appropriation for defraying ij 


the expenses of the Supreme and Circuit Courts ; 
of the United States, viz: ` : 

“That the first proviso of an act making appropriation § 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for the 
year 1841, in relation to the fees of the officers of the Cir- 
cuit and District Courts of the United States, is hereby re- 
peaied.”” 


Mr. H. said he understood from the officers of 
the Circuit Court, in the district in which he 
lived, that this proviso to the appropriation bill of 
1841 was considered by the judges of the court, 
and by the accounting officers of the Treasury | 
under the late Administration, as not being in 
force—as being inoperative, in consequence of 
being attached to an appropriation bill only. By. 
the first proviso it was enacted, that if the fees of | 
the clerk exceeded $1,500 he should not be enti- 
tled to the allowance provided for by the act of 


1799, which authorized him to charge one-third jj 


as much as the officers of the State courts charge | 
for the same service. If his fees amounted to less - 
than $1,500 he was entitled to make this addi- | 
tional charge; but if they exceeded-$1,500 by the | 
smallest fraction, he was deprived of that right. i 


They were : frequently ata loss, consequer 


under which law to make out their charges: < 


tly 


There were two provisos to that bill, i. e:, the 
appropriation bill of 1841... The. second proviso. 
-limited the amount that. should be tetained -by 
the marshal of the northern district of New 


York. That proviso ought probably to bè rè- 
tained, but the first one ought to be stricken out, 
It would. then stand upon the same principle as 
before the adoption of. that proviso. As applied 
to the courts of Virginia it. was a- very great in- 
| justice towards that. officer. He. performed the 


‘| duties of clerk for four courts, and his fees did not 


amount to $2.000 a year; and yet he was com: 
pelled to suffer this reduction of his proper income. 
If the law was restored to what it was before the 
adoption of that proviso, then, if his fees exceeded 
$3,000, he would have to pay the excess, whatever 
it might be, into the Treasury. ` 


| 
‘| Three thousand dollars, he thought, was not too 


much; on the contrary it was but a moderate com- 
pensation for the services required from this officer. 
He had hada conversation with the chairman of 
the Committee of Waysand Means on the sub- 
ject, and he understood him: as approving of the 
amendment which he had now proposed. And in 
order thatthe House might understand. the true 
merits of the case better than they could do from 
his explanation, he would ask for the reading of a 
paper which he sent to the Clerk. 

‘The paper was read. in 

Mr. VINTON remarked, that in’ reference ‘to 
the proviso which the gentleman proposed to: re- 
peal, he was not able to say whether it ought to 
be repealed or not; but as was said by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways arid Means, he 
was satisfied that the whole subject onght to be 
revised. Instead of changing a particular part of 
the system, the whole ought to be remodeled. 
There were great abuses in the judiciary depart- 
ment, greater than in any other department of the 
Government. Some two or three years ago, those 
abuses, in the estimation of the Supreme Court of 


i| the United States, were so great, that Justice Story 


and Justice McLean drew up a bill for regulating” 


|| and making uniform the expenses of the courts, 


so far as regarded the salaries of the officers of the 
courts throughout the United States. And the 
Committee on the Judiciary now, he had no doubt, | 
would find among their papers that bill. It. was 
not disposed of in consequence of being brought in 
at too Jate a period to be acted upon.: But he was 
sure, that if the committee would take up the sub- 
ject, and prepare such a bill as the one he had re- 
ferred to, they would be performing an acceptable 
service; but he thought they should not undertake 
the repealing of any portion of the laws upon this 
subject, unless with great caution, because they 


| might produce mischief instead of doing good. 


Mr. THOMAS inquired if the amendment was 


‘| in order? 


The CHAIRMAN ruled that it was notin order. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved the following amend-. 
ment: tae 

“To extend the north, and. complete the eastern. wing of 
the Ciiy Hall bui‘ding in the city of Washington, for the ae» 
commodation of the Circuit Court of the United States for 
the District of Columbia, its jurors, officers, and records, 
the sum of $10,000, to. be expended. under the direction of 


Mr. T. said, he hoped. the committee would be 
disposed to give at least $10,000, although they 
had refused to give $20,000, to be expended in 


| providing accommodations for the Criminal Court 


of the District of Columbia, that that court might 
have a place where it could hold its sittings. The 
| committee, probably, were notaware that the city 


| 
| of Washington had expended in building the City 


` Fall, about $70,000; that the city had provided for 
| the accommodation of the United States courts tor ` 
the last twenty-five or thirty years, without the 
expense of a single dollar to the Government. At 
the last session a sum of money was appropriated 
to complete the building, to be expended with a 
like sum furnished by the city. That. appropri- 
;ation had been expended. And he certainly 
thought it was but a reasonable request that there 


‘| should be a small sum appropriated for furnishing 


i 

| accommodations for the Criminal Court of the 

District. nS. 
lt was an appeal to the liberality; of Congress— 


. to their sense of propriety, of justice, of tight, of 


duty. It seemed to him. that they were impera- 


| tively called upon to provide a place for the sitting 


of the courts of the United- States.. He trusted 


Aug. 20, 


that the amendment which he had offered; and 
which proposed to give only $10,000 for this pur- 
pose—to extend this wing of the. building and to 
complete the building—would be promptly sup- 
ported-by the committee. There was now but one 
eourt-room, and. that was furnished by the city 
itself. And there was great need of a proper place 
_ forthe protection and preservation of. the records 
of the court, and proper facilities for the adminis- 
-tration of justice, He thought they were called 
“on by every consideration, by the general sense of 
the community, by the unanimous voice of the 
Committee on the ‘District of Columbia, and by 
a proper regard for the: District, which had al- 
ready at an expense of $70,000 furnished for 
the last twenty-five years accommodations for the |! 
courts of the United States, to make this appro- 
priation. 
Mr. TOOMBS moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting $19,000: He said he thought the 
“House had not looked into the question. Two 
years ago he had had occasion to do so, and he 
had found that, sò far as regarded the account be- |! 
tween the Government and the District of Colum- 
bia, the District had been very unjustly treated by | 
the Government. The citizens of ithe District 
were about the highest taxed people in the United | 
States, The city had made scores of miles of 
streets at its own expense, and had a balance of 
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars in the 
treasury ‘more than the Government had expended. 
If the property of the Government in the city of | 


Washington was taxed at the same rate that. the ij 
property of citizens was taxed, it would produce || 
a revenue of fifty or sixty thousand dollars a year. | 
Wasit just, he would ask, that these people should 

build coyrt-houses for the accommodation of the | 
United States courts? They were already highly | 
taxed for other purposes. The United States ought | 
to build their own court-houses. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia had looked into the 
matier, and they were of opinion that an appro- i 
priation ought to be made. And he had-no doubt 
that if the members of that House would examine | 
the subject,they would haveno hesitation in voting 
for the appropriation. He hoped the amendment 

wou'd be adopted. | 


already appropriated .will be lost. 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. SWEETSER raised the question, whether 
the amendment was in order? j 

The CHAIRMAN decided, that it was in 
order. . 

Mr. TAYLOR accepted the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] as a 
modification of his amendment. i 

The question being on the amendment, tellers 
were asked and ordered. It was put and decided 


I hope the 


| in the negative—ayes 60, noes 69. 


The item making appropriation for the light- 
house establishment being read—_ 
Mr. WHITE moved the following amendment, 
viz: : 

“And. to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prove 
the efficiency and economy of Grant’s calcium light for 
light-houses, $5,000, to- be-expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the same to be tested on 
some one of the principal Jight-houses on the Atlantic coast.” 


Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words “ Atlantic coast,” 


| and to insert “ Lake Erie.” 


Mr. EWING raised the point of order, that 


proposed to appropriate money for a new object, 
and one not connected with the ordinary expenses 
of the Government. The appropriation was for 
an experiment-in regard to a new light in regard 
to which there had been no law passed. 

Mr. WHITE. The appropriation is for the 
benefit of light-houses, for which appropriation 
is authorized by law. 


Mr. EWING. That is true. 


ment which may probably save this Government 
a considerable expense. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

The item of anpropriation for commissions of su- 
perintendents of light-houses, being under consid- 
eration, : 

Mr. GRINNELL moved the following amend- 
ment, 


«For the payment of the superintendents of light-houses, 
their commissious as heretofore, for their superintendence 


Mr. JONES asked for the reading of the provis- |! 


ions of the act of last session in reference to this 
subject, which he-sent to the Chair. 

‘They were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. JONES. It appears, sir, from the provis- 
ions of the act of Jast session, that there was ap- 
propriated 
building. And what was the express condition 
upon which that appropriation was made? It ap- 
pears, from the proviso, that there was to bea 
sufficient number of rooms set apart in the build-1 

«ing, for the accommodation of the courts of The 
United States, authorized to be held in the Dis- 
trict. This was, at the time, all that was asked. 
It was said, according to my recollection, that this 
appropriation would complete the building, and 
that no more money would be asked for for that 
purpose. Now does anybody supppose that this 
nineteen thousand dollars which is now proposed 
to be appropriated, if it should be granted, would 
complete that wing of the building. I will ven- 
ture to say that it will do no more than make 
the excavations and lay the foundation of that 
part of the building, and that they will come 
backat the next session of Congress, and call | 
Upon us to appropriate fifty or a hundred thou- |! 
sand dollars to complete the work commenced | 
under the appropriation now asked for. How has | 
it been with the Patent Office Building? After hav- 
10g appropriated a large sum of money for the erec- 
tion of suitable buildings, they now come to us and 
say, we have expended that money, and unless |, 
you give us more, that which has been already f 
appropriated will be lost. We want an additional 
“sum in order to save that which hag been already 
expended. Unless we have more money, the 
money that has been already expended will be 
lost: the foundations only are built, and they 4 
must necessarily be destroyed unless the work Be H 
proceeded with, and in order to proceed we must 
have more money. If we commence by giving 
this nineteen thousand dollars towards construct- | 
ing a wing of the City Hall, we will have eventu- 
ally to appropriate something ‘like a hundred | 
thousand dollars to complete the work. The old | 
arguments will be brought to bear. You. must | 
appropriate more money, or else what you have i 


$30,000 for the completion of this very |) 


| ited, embraced fees and em 


in the erection of light-houses, beacon lights, and light buoys, 
$1,500. 5 
: Mr. G. referred to the provisions of the law 
; which limits the amount of compensation which 
collectors of the customs are authorized to receive. 
They are required to superintend the light-houses, 
an arduous duty imposed on them by the Secretary, 
and for this they have not. been permitted to re- 
ceive any compensation. They had formerly 
been entitled to receive an addition to their salary 
for that service. He stated that in the settlement 
of this branch of the service, the Fifth Auditor 
of the Treasury, who had the charge of the ac- 
counts of the light-houses, had put a construction 
on the law favorable to the claim of the collectors 
for a slight additional compensation, but upon the 
final adjustment of their accounts, the accounting 
officers had disallowed the claim. He hoped the 
amendment would be adopted. | 

Mr. JONES said he did not profess to understand 
much about light-houses, but he believed that 
there was but one single, solitary light-house 
keeper who was disconnected with the customs, and 
that man was somewhere about among the lakes, 
The law provides the amount of salary which a 
collector of customs shall be entitled to receive, 


i| and the amendment now proposed could be re- 


garded in no other light than a violation of the 
‘aw, which limits the compensation of a cole 
lector of the customs to $6,000. He admitted that 
under the old law, the collectors were entitled to 
receive an additional $400 for the superintendence 
of light-houses. He did not know how they ap- 
plied thatsum. But every gentleman, on exami- 
nation of the existing law, could see that the 
amount to which the compensation was now lim- 
oluments of every kind. 

Mr. WALDO submitted that the amendment 
was not in order. 


The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order, | 


on the ground that it was not competent for the 
House in an appropriation bill to increase salaries 
which were fixed by law. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That the collectors of. customs shail receive no 


compensation as superintendents of light-houses, or.as dis- 
bursing agents.” : 


the amendment was not in order, inasmuch as it | 


Mr. WHITE, (continuing.) It is for an experi- || 


- Mr. BAYLY said he made'it-a rule never to 
move an amendment except under the instructions 
of the Committe? of Ways and Means. He suid 
| this that the committee might always understand 
his position when he rose to submit any amend- 
ment. He then referred tothe law by which the 
compensation of collectors of the customs was lim- 
ited to $6,000 in every case. Yetnotwithstanding 
the existence of the law, collectors had been in the 
practice of charging extra sums in the form of com- 
missions as superintendents.of light-houses, and 
| had thus swelled thé amount of their salaries be- 
yond the limit fixed by law. The object of his 
amendment was to prevent all those collectors, 
whose compensation exceeds $2,500 per annum, 
from pursuing this practice hereafter. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the item for su- 
perintendents’ commissions, by adding the follow- 
ing: 

“Provided, That the collectors whose compensations ex- 
ceed $2,500, shall receive no compensation as superin- 
| tendents of lights, or as disbursing agents.” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, rose to sub- 
mita point of order. If it was not in order to 
increase in an appropriation bill salaries which had 
been fixed by law, neither was it in order to re- 
duce salaries fixed by law. 

The CHAIR ruled, that to increase salaries in 
| an appropriation bill was in violation of order, but 
| that it was in order to move reductions. 

Mr. HOLMES appealed from this decision. 

The question being taken on the appeal, it waa 
decided in the negative. 7 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. GRINNELL opposed the amendment: He 
|i thought that if the law limiting the compensation 
|; of collectors was to be subjected to so rigid a con- 
|| struction, collectors would be compelled to aban- 
; don the superintendence of light-houses to others. 
Incompetent individuals might thus be substituted 
for those who were competent, while the cost to the 
Government would be increased four or five times 
above what it had been. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $2,500,” and inserting ** $2,000.7? 

He made this motion for the purpose of submit- 
ting a remark or two. In the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill of 1841, it was provided that no 
collector shall receive, hold, or retain an aggregate 
| compensation of more than $6,000, including all 
commissions, fees, allowances, &e. Yet, in viola- 
tion of this express law, it appeurs from the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, that the collect- 
or at New York has been allowed, in addition 
to the $6,000 to which his compensation is limited 
| by the terms of the law, $400 as superintendent of 
light-houses. It,was just the same, too, at oston, 
jand at Philadelphia, and at Baltimore, and at 
| Charleston, and at New Orleans, and, perhaps, at 
other places. Now, it was very clear, therefore, 
that some such provision as this, which has been 
introduced by the chairman of thé Committee of 
Ways and Means, has become necessary to arrest 
| this practice. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
had suggested that if we adopt this amendment, 
the collectors will not discharge the duties re- 
i quired of them. Well, and if they did not, there 
are plenty in the country who would be glad to 
take the places and perform the duties. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury would feel it to be his 
duty, whenever any collector refused to discharge 
the duties of his office, to relieve him from the 
care and responsibility of the office, and get some 
other person to take his place. 

Mr. HOLMES said a few words, in an indis- 
tinct tone, on the importance of the light-house 
duties, and the impolicy of taking the care of them 
out of the hands of men of fidelity and capacity, 
and transferring them perhaps to incompetent and 
crazy individuals. He adverted to the daily risks 
to which our commerce was subjected, and of the 
claim which the commercial interests of the coun= 
try had on the Government for effectual protection. 
He could not believe that any one who was con- 
nected with commerce would be willing to cripple 
this service. He also referred to the false views 
of economy which could influence men to abridge 
the efficiency of this system for the object of 
saving a few dollars. 

3 The amendment to the amendment was then re- 
jected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend by striking out 
twenty-five hundred and inserting the words 


oe 


1850. 
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“twenty-four hundred,’ for the purpose of ma- 
kiy g aremark; but s 

'Yne CHAIR suggested, that the modification of 
his own amendment,being exclusively within his 
own power, he could not make any remarks with- 
out violating the rule. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
strike out twenty-five hundred and insert twenty- 
four hundred. He did this for the purpose of ex- 
pressing his surprise at the fact declared by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] that the 
law limiting the compensation of collectors to six 
thousand dollars had been evaded by the. construc- 
tion of the accounting officers of the Treasury. 
He anticipated no difficulty in obtaining fit per- 
sons to fill the office, should the present collectors 
be dissatisfied with the amount of salary. 

Mr. BAYLY opposed the amendment, for the 
purpose of reiterating’, that should the contingen- 
cies feared by the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
occur, the offices could soon be filled with compe- | 
tent incumbents. He said the superintendence of | 
the light-houses was a duty peculiarly appropriate 
to the custom-hduse, because it was there that in- | 
formation was always sought, and there was the 
centre of commerce. He did not imagine that any 
collector, for the paltry consideration of four hun- | 
dred dollars, would be willing to neglect the du- | 
ties which the Secretary would require of him. | 

Mr. FULLER inquired if there were not com- | 
missions to which the collector was entitled? | 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that there were two and | 
a half per cent. ‘We are desirous that when the | 
compensation of collectors come up to twenty-five | 
hundred dollars, they should no longer be entitled 

, to these little pickings. Where the salaries were | 
below that point he had no objection. 

„The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question being on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Bayzy, ‘and tellers being demanded, 
Messrs. FeatHerston and Morron were ap- 
pointed tellers. T'he question was then taken and 
decided in the atfirmative—ayes 75, noes 46. 

Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

“ For the repair of damages occasioned by the late storm, 
to the light-house on Brandywine Shoals, 82,000.” 

The estimates, he said, of the Engineer Depart- 
ment showed that three thousand dollars were 
necessary to complete the Jight-house. But it 
appeared that the storm which occurred during 
the last month on the coast, had done so much 
damage, that the Engineer Department considered 
that it would require $2,000 to repair that damage. | 

The question was taken on the amendment and || 
it was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following,tem, viz: 

« For the completion of the Marine Hospital at Pittsburg, | 
now. under construction, $10,149 42.7 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he desired to in- | 
quire of the chairman of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means | 

The CHAIRMAN of the Committee of the l| 
Whole interposed. Does the: gentleman propose 
any amendment? $ f 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Yes, sir; I propose to 
reduce the appropriation to $9,000. 1 recollect | 
some years ago officers were appointed to make || 
an examination into this subject. But I wish to |} 
know from the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, under what resolution or law į 
these appropriations are made? | 

Mr. BAYLY. They are made under the law 
of Congress which authorizes and requires the |; 
erection of these hospitals. And the appropria- | 
tion here asked for is to complete a building not 

` only under way, but nearly finished. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he wished to know 
if this appropriation was authorized by a perma- | 
nent law? and if so, when that law was passed? | 

Mr. BAYLY. There is a law authorizing | 
the building of these hospitals and specifying | 
where they shall be built. For instance: one at | 
Pittsburg, one at Louisville, one at Napoleon, and i 
one at Dubuque. | 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The point is this: The | 
report recommends the establishment of hospitals f 
at various places. Now, among these, there is | 
the hospital at the junction of the Ohio and the |; 
Mississippi rivers. I wish to kaow why an ap- ji 
propriation is not made for that place? i 

Mr. BAYLY. The reason why there is no ap- || 


i} same in regard to Cairo. 


propriation in this bill for an hospital at Cairo is, jj 


because.Congress has riot passed any law author- 


izing one there. The-one at Pittsburg is author- 


ized by law. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that, according to 
his recollection, there was no permanent law au- 
thorizing the erection of hospitals at all. - The au- 
thority for their erection derived its existence from 
the appropriation bilfs alone. And he wished 10 
know why an‘appropriation was not made for an 
hospital. at Cairo?’ He appealed to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] formerly chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to know 
whether the authority for the erection of these 
hospitals did not exist alone in the appropriation 
bills? The appropriations, he believed, were 
made for this object upon the report of the officer 
appointed to investigate the subject, without being 
specifically provided for by any permanent: law. 


This being the case, and Cairo having been rec- | 
ommended as a suitable place for an hospital, he į 


was at a loss to know why no appropriation was 
made for the erection of an hospital at that place. 

Mr. VINTON remarked, that the appropriations 
here proposed were for completing works that were 
already in progress. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. McCiernanp,] 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to know wheth- 
er it will be in order to move an appropriasion for | 


|| the erection of an hospital at Cairo? 1 believe that 


is one of the places that is reported as being a 
suitable place for the erection of an hospital. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make 
any motion? 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND. Yes, sir. 
insert: > 

& For the erection of an hospital at the junction of the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, $20,000.” 

It is unnecessary for me, sir, to add anything į 
to what | have already said on this subject. In 
reference to the fitness of the place, and the ne- 
cessity for an hospital there, there can be but one 
opinion. 

Mr. SWEETSER raised the point of order, 
whether this amendment was in order, there being 


I move to 


no existing Jaw authorizing the appropriation. i >) Ll 
í entertained by the committee? , It did not appear 


The CHAIRMAN ruled that the amendment 


was not in order. - 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 


i lowing amendment: 


& For the erection of a marine hospital at Memphis, Ten- 
nessee, $20,009.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved that the committee 
rise. ; 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BOWLIN rose (he said) to offer an ainend- 
ment, which was this: To add an appropriation 
for the St. Louis hospital of $10,000, in order to 
pit it upon an equal footing with the hospitals 
at other places. He was at a loss to know how 
it happened, that in making appropriations for 


i these hospitals St. Louis had been overlooked. 


She seemed always destined to be left out. The 
appropriation that was made last year was intro- 


duced in the form of an amendment, the appro- | 
| priation having been entirely omitted in the bill 


as reported from the Commitee of Ways and 
Means. And this year it was left out again. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. My complaint is the 

Mr. BOWLIN. But no 
tablished at Cairo. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
favorably. 

Mr. BOWLIN. At St. Louis an hospital is 


hospital has been es- 


lt was reported upon 


being erected, and what I desire is, that it shall be |; 


placed upon an equal footing with the hospitals at 
other places. 

Mr. BAYLY. The law providing for the erec- 
tion of these hospitals places them under the 
charge of the Corps of Engineers; and there are 
officers of that corps of ag high rank as colonel, 
who have the management of them. By the officer 
in charge at St. Louis, there was no appropriation 
asked for: that is the reason why none was in- 
serted in the bill. : 

Mr. BOWLIN. The difficulty is this: The 
location has to be approved by the Secretary of 


| War, and he withheld his‘approval of the location 


of the hospital at St. Louis until this Spring; con- 
sequently the work was not commenced until this 


| ord 


Spring. If it had-been commenced last year, the: 
appropriation would ‘have been expended... ttis 
nearly: exhausted now. f Eee 

Mr. BAYLY. - The gentleman’s explanation 
shows that there is no necessity for an appropria- 
tion at present for. St. Louis. He says if the 
work had been commenced. last. year-the funds, ` 
would. have been expended, but that it was not 
commenced until this Spring, and the money has 
not all been expended. ‘That is. the very reason 
why we do not proppse to appropriate any money 
for that place at this time. 3 

The question was taken on t 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALBERTSON moved to amend the bill by 
appropriating $20,000. for the erection of a Naval 
Hospital at Evansville, Indiana. 

Mr. A. pressed the amendment in a few re- 


he amendment, and 


marks. $ 
The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order, 
there being no Jaw authorizing it. 


- Mr. POTTER offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the appropriation 


| for improving the Hospital at Cleveland; viz: 


“ For fencing, planting trees, and shrubbery, $1,000. 


This was but a small appropriation, he said, 
but together with the labor of the seamen. ‘he 
thought it would be sufficient to accomplish the 
purpose. i i 

Mr. STANLY inquired if the amendment was. 
in order? i 

The CHAIRMAN ruled that it was not in 


rder. 
Mr. POTTER appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The question being put, “Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” it was decided in the affirmative, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The following item was read by the Clerk, viz: 

“For the purchase of Greenwood Island, near Pasca- 
goula, Mississippi, lately made by the Surgeon Geueral, 
under the order of General Twiggs, for the location of a 
Inilitary hospital, $5,000. 

Mr. McCLERNAND raised the question of 
order whether this item of appropriation could. be 


(he said) that General Twiggs had any authority 
to purchase this island. There was a total ab- 
sence of any evidence of the existence of any 
authority of Jaw for making this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the pdint of order, 
on the ground that the Committee of the: Whole 
had no right to decide what had been inserted by. 
the Committee of Ways and Means to be inadmiss- 
ible. That could only be done in the House; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to strike 
out the clause relating to the purchase of Green- 
wood Island. And he did so, he said, upon the 
ground that General Twiggs was not authorized 
by law to order the Surgeon General to make the 
purchase for any purpose whatever. If General 
‘Twiggs could order the Surgeon General to- pur- 


„chasé this island for a purpose of this sort, he 


could, on the same principle, authorize him to 
purchase 2 whole State. The. main purpose of 


| these appropriation bills was to appropriate money 
j! for objects authorized by existing laws. There 


was no Jaw authorizing the purchase of thisisland, 
and the appropriation ought not to be made. 

Mr. BAYLY referred to the law appropriating _ 
$100,000 for the purpose of preparing quarters for 
the sick and wounded of our army returning from 
the Mexican war. General Twiggs was directed 


| to find some suitable spot for the purpose in the 


neighborhood of New Orleans. He went to Pass 
Christian, but the people on the main land object- 
ed, and he then sought further and selected’ Green- 
wood Island as a suitable spot. General Twiggs 
obtained this island, and about $14,000 had been 
since expended in the erection of buiidings. . The 
gentleman was right as to the ground: he had 
taken—General Twiggs had clearly no authority 
to buy this ground, and we are now called upon 


| here to give him that authority by buying the 
‘island for the use of the Government. . General 


‘Twiggs had stated that he considered it to be'his 
duty to possess himself of the spot for the. pur- 
pose, and he was willing to paysfor ite ` 

Mr. McCLERNAND referred to the remark 


| of the chairman of the Committee of.Ways and 


Means, that General Twiggs had no authority to 
purchase the island, and asked.whether the hon. 
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orable chairman knew that there was an act re- 
quiring ‘that no property should be purchased for 
the United States until the validity of the title was 
established ? oe OVEN : 

Mr. BAYLY stated that the United States. At- 
torney of Louisiana had examined: this title, and 
pronounced itto be good. ‘The title doubtless was 
good in the vendor. ‘The officers who’ made the 
purchase were acting in violation of law. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out * $5,000,” and 
to- insert $1.7? . : 

He then proceeded to give a history of the law, 
and the proceedings in relation. to the construction 
of the quarters on Greenwood Island, stating that 
when the bill was passed appropriating $100,000- 
for-the erection of quarters for the sick and wound- 
ed ‘soldiers, the Secretary of War, Mr. Marcy, 
ordered. General Twiggs to examine Pass Christian 
and other places in that vicinity, for the purpose 
of finding’a suitable spot for the erection of bar- 
racks. The Surgeon General went to Pass Chris- 
tian, where he found, the citizens hostile to his 
purpose... He then went to Greenwood Island, 
containing about one hundred acres, and this he 
selected as a proper situation, The Surgeon Gen- 
eral probably then made a contract for the pur- 
chase of the tsland: Afterwards General Twiggs, 
accompanied by General Dusenberry, as his | 
Quartermaster General, arrived there; and ordered 
the Surgeon General to continne his arrangements. 
“When the accounts were brought to the depart- 
ment for settlement, the accounting officers’ of the 
Treasury refused to allow the item for the pur- 
chase of the island, and the Secretary of War sus- 
tained this refusal, alleging that General Twiggs 
had no right to make~ the purchase. He under- 
stood that the property was worth more than the | 
price paid for it. The Surgeon General offered to 
take it at $5,000, and he thought it would be the 
“best course if Congress would let him have it, and 
go lose the other $10,000. We had received no 
valid title, and had no authority to hold it from 
the State in which it lies. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said the 
whole case was comprised in a nutshell. The 
island had teen bought without the authority of 
Jaw. It hdd been purchased at a price below its 
value. Surgeon General Lawson was willing to 
give more for it than it had cost. There was 
no particular impropriety in the act of purchasing 
the property. Government ought to have some 
point where she can collect her troops; and this is 

erhaps the most healthy place in that vicinity. 

here are thousands along the coast who would 

‘be glad to purchase the island from us. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the committee 
rise, but subsequently withdrew the motion. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend by striking out 
‘ten’ and inserting “ five.” He only did this 
for the purpose of suggesting to the committee, 
that out of the $500,000 which had been granted 
for these objects, General Brooke had expended 
some $200,000, which will come up here by and 
by for the sanction of Congress. 

Mr. HALL opposed the amendment, because 
he regarded the whole proceeding as in violation of | 
law. ‘There was no authority given for the pur- | 
chase of theisiand, nor for the erection of any 
permanent quarters, 
Government only to have temporary occupation | 
there. He admitted thatthe island was obtained | 
at alow rate; but if we retained it, we should 
soon be’called on to pay for the erection of walls, 
and forts, and arsenals; works which experience | 
taught us when once begun were never finished. 
This purchase had been made by a military offi- 
cer in violation of law, ` 

Mr. BAYLY said that not a dollar had been 
expended in the purchase of the island. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND modified his amendment. 

He went into the facts of the case, asserting | 
that the whole transaction was a violation of law. 

Mr. BAYLY replied with some warm 

The committee rose and re 


‘ ported progress, and, 
on motion, the House adjour 


ned, 


IN SENATE, 
Turspay, August 20, 1850. 
Mr. GREENE presented a 


` committee of the Boston Societ 
tory, setting forth that the inter 


memorial of the | 
y of Natural Hig. | 
ests of science and 


It was the object of the |; 


ł 
i 


th, when, |! 


the advancement of practical knowledge of value 


| the provisions applicable only to tho 


to the country, require that the coramissioner 
having charge of the boundary between California 
and New Mexico, should be aided in his explora- 
tion by a corps of experienced and scientific natu- 
talists, and asking that an appropriation be granted | 
to carry the same into effect; which was referred 
to the select committee on the subject. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the memorial of W. 
B. Hart, the assignee of Anderson, Forrester, Cobb 
& Pickens, setting forth his belief that he has an 
equitable if not legal claim upon the Government of 
the United States, for money grawing out of a con- 
tract between the Government and- parties, for the 
removal of certain Choctaw Indians, made in Sep- 
tember, 1844; that the commissioner, after a la- 
borious investigation, has determined that he 
views the claim only as an equitable one, and-that 
it is beyond his power to pay it, and that the only 
remedy is an application to Congress; which was 
referred to. the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr, CHASE presented five memorials, viz: 
four from citizens and electors, ministers of the 
| Gospel, physicians, and other classes of persons, 
in Cleveland, Ohio, and one from Barington and 
vicinity, in the county of Washington, Pennsyl- 
vania, all asking that no State may hereafter be 
| admitted whose constitution does not expressly 
| prohibit slavery; which were received and ordered i 
to lie on the table. 

Also, five memorials, four from the same place 
| in Ohio, and one from the same place in Pennsyl- 
vania, asking that Congress will repeal all laws 
authorizing slavery in the District of Columbia, or 
remove the seat of Government therefrom; which 
were received and ordered to lie on the table, 

Also, six memorials from the same place in Ohio, 
one from the county of Gloucester, in New Jersey, 
and one from Washington county, Pennsylvania, | 
asking that slavery and the slave trade may be | 
prohibited by Congress in all the Territories of the ! 
United States; which were received and ordered | 
to lie on the table. 

Also, five memorials, four from the same place 
in Ohio, and one from the same in Pennsylvania, 
requesting that provision be made by law that | 
whenever a person shall be arrested asa fugitive 
slave in any State other than that in which he is 
alleged to be held in service, he shall not be de- 
livered to the claimant or his, agent except on the 
finding of a jury; all of which were received and 
ordered to lie on the table. 
| On motion by Mr. JONES, | 

Ordered, That the petition of Jobn G. Mount be referred . 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which were referred the 
| proceedings of a meeting of the Medical and Chi- 

rurgical Faculty of Maryland, at the annual con- 
vention held at Easton, in that State, relative to 
the rank of surgeons'in the army and navy, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, on the ground that the rank of surgeons | 
in the army was already established by law, and 
| that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
! Affairs; which was agreed to. 
Also, from the same committee, to which wag 
| referred the ‘ Joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives explanatory of certain acts therein 
mentioned,” reported back the same with an 
amendment, striking out, in the 17th line, the | 
words “ or from disease contracted;”’ thus making 
se who may | 


j 


hereafter die of wounds received whi 
Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on .Com- 
merce, to which were referred the several memo- 
rials of merchants and other citizens of New 
Orleans, in relation to an extension of the port of 
New Orleans, reported a bill to extend the porteof 
New Orleans; which was read. 
Mr. SOULE asked the unanimous consent :of | 
| the Senate to allow the bill to have its second 
reading then; and no objection having been made, 
| the bill was read a second time and considered in 
Committee of the Whole; and no amendment 
having been proposed, it was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 
| Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affaits, to which were referred the documents 
relative to the claim of Ebenezer Dumont, fora 
horse killed in Mexico, and the bill for the relief 
of Ebenezer Dumont, reported back the bills with- 
out amendment. 


| See. 3. And be it further enacted. 
Je in service. || 


Mr: ATCHISON, from the Committee on Jn- 
dian Affairs, to which were referred the resolutions 
of the State of ‘Texas, relative to the payment-of 
certain volunteer companies ‘for services on the 
western frontier of the State, asked to be dis- 
charged from the’ further consideration of the 
same, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed.to. 


BOOKS FOR THE STATE OF ALABAMA. 

On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the joint resolution from the House No. 20; being 
the joint resolution instructing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the State of Alabama duplicates 
of the books and documents heretofore supplied: 
by Congress, and which were destroyed by the 
recent burning of the capitol of said State. 

On motion by Mr. C., the joint resolution was 
amended and reported to the Senate, and the 
amendment concurred in, and no further amend- 
ment having been proposed, the amendment was 
ordered to be engrossed and the resolution to be 
read a third time. / d 

MILITARY ROAD IN ARKANSAS. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider Senate bill No. 270, being 
the bill to grant the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the State of Arkansas in aid of 
the completion of the military road from Memphis 
to St. Francis. i 

Mr. S. moved to amend the bill by striking out all 
after the enacting clause,and inserting the‘following: 


“That the right of way through the pubiic lands be.and the 
same is hereby granted to the State of Arkansas for the con- 
struction and completion of the military road from a point 
on the Mississippi river, opposite Memphis, in the State of 
; Tennessee, as the same has been cut out and surveyed, to 
Stronws, on the St. Francis river, in the State of Arkansas, 
with the right also to take necessary materials of earth, 
stone, and timber, from the public lands of the United States 
adjacent to said road far the construction thereof: Provided, 
That the right of way shall not exceed one hundred feet in 
width. Aud a copy of the survey of said road, heretofore 
made under the authority of the United States, shall be for- 
warded to the proper local Jand offices respectively, and to 
the General Land Office at Washington city, within six 
months after the passage of this act. And the said military 
road, so far as constructed, cut out, or surveyed, with the 
rights and privileges appertaining thereto, are hereby sur- 
rendered and relinquished to the said State, to be completed 
as hereinafter provided. 

“Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That there be and is 
hereby granted to the State of Arkansas, for the purpose of 
aiding in making the road aforesaid, every alternate section 
of land designated by even numbers, for one-section in width 
on each side of said road; but in case it shaji appear that the 
United States have sold any partof any seetion hereby grant- 
ed, or that the right of preéimption has attached to the same, 
then itshall be lawful for any agent or agents, to be ap- 
pointed by the Governor of said State, to select, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands 
of the United States most contiguous to the tier of sections 
above specified, so mach land in alternate sections, or parts 
of sections, as shal! be equal to such lauds ag the United 
States have sold, or to whieh the rightot preémption has at- 
tached, as aforesaid; which lands being equal in quantity to 
one half of one section in width, on each.side of said road, 
; the State of Arkansas shalt bave and hold to and for the use 
j and purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the lands to be s0 lo- 
cated shall in no case be further than fifteen miles from the 
line of the road: Provided, further, That the iands hereby 
granted shall be applied‘in the construction and completion 
| of said road, and shall be disposed of only as the work pro- 
| gresses, and shall be applied to no other purpose whatsoever: 
And provided, further, That any and all lands reserved tothe 
| United States by any act of Congress for the purpose of aid- 
j ing in any object of internal improvement, or in any manner, 
for any other purpose whatsoever, he and the same are heres 
‘hy reserved to the United States from the operations of this 
act, exceptso far as it may be found necessary to use and 
enjoy the right of way on the route of said road through such 
reserved lands. 


> That the sections and 
: parts of sections of land which, by such grant, shall remain 
| to the United States, within one mile on each side of said 
i road, shall not be sold for less than double the minimum 
! price of the pubiic lands when soid. 

| “Sec. 4. And be it further enucted, That the said lands 
| herehy granted to the said State shall be subject to the dis- 
| posal of the Legislature thereof, for the. purposes aforesaid, 
| and no others and the said road shall be and remaina public 
| highway, for une use of the Government oi the United States, 
| free from toll or other charge upon the transportation of the 
| mails or any public property or troops, by or under contract 
| With the United States. 

| “Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That, if the said road 
shal] not be completed within ten years, the said State of Ar- 
kansas shall be bound to pay to the United States the amount 
which may be received upon the saie of any part of said 
lands by said State, the title to the purchasers under said 


lands shall reinvestin the United States, to have 
the same in the same manneras if this act h 
passed.” 

_The amendment having been concurred in 
bill was reported to the Senate, 
amendment having been proposed 
to be engrossed for a thir 


and hod 
ad not been 


s the 
and no further 
s it was ordered 
d reading. : 


State remaining valid ; and the tite to the residue of said. 


1859. 


MAIL TO MEXICO. 


On the motion of Mr. SOULE the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to provide 
for: a tri-monthly mail from New Orleans to Vera 
Cruz and Tampico, itt Mexico, by steamers or sail- 
ing vessels. $ 

‘The pending question was the motion of Mr. 
YULEEto strike out the words ‘* or sailing.” 

The PRESIDENT proceeded to take the ques- 
tion on striking out, and on a division there were 
thirteen in the affirmative and three in the nega- 
tive—no quorum voting. 

Mr. SOULE. The object of the amendment is 
so to modify the section as to make it provide for 
steam vessels only, instead of, as originally re- 
ported, by steamers or sailing vessels, [t has been 
considered by the mover that, unless this service 
shall be required to be performed by steam; the 


service cannot be executed. with anything like reg- | 


ularity, and being satisfied with the reasons ad- 
duced in support of that opinion, I have agreed to 
the amendment, and hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Ido not know 
that I perfectly understand the object of this bill. 
Js it to establish a new line from New Orleans to 
Vera Cruz, or to extend some existing line? 

Mr. SOULE. The object is to create a line by 
means of a contract, and the probability is, that it 
will be taken by one of the lines already established. 
If this should not be so, the sum allowed by 
this bill, which I propose to fix at $75,000, would, 


in all probability, not be sufficient to enable the į 
Post Office Department to accomplish the end it | 


contemplates by this bill, For the sum of $75,000 
it cannot be expected that any one would establish 
a new line for the purpose of performing this ser- 
vice. The bill merely proposes to place such 
power in the hands of the head of the Post Office 
Department as will enable him to make a contract 
to carry out the service. From a letter which | 
have received from the Postmaster General, which 
I have now in my hand, it wiil be perceived. that 


he concurs in the expediency of such an enact- | 


ment, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I had sup- 
osed that there was a regular mail from New Or- 
éans to Galveston, and | suppose that line may 
be extended to Vera Cruz without incurring any 
very great expense. By this means a reguiar line 
may be established, and | have risen simply to in- 
quire why that has not been proposed ? 1 think 
that would be the more economical plan. 
should be glad to have the views of the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads upon this subject. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Louisiana contemplates the 
establishment of a line from New Orleans to Vera 
Cruz. But it leaves it with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to make a contract for the transportation of 
the mail tri-monthly from New Orleans to Vera 
Cruzin such manner as he may deem most advi- 
sable, limiting him to the expenditure of a very 
small amount of money to accomplish this pur- 
pose. it would have been improper to have re- 
quired the extension of the line now in operation 
between New Orleans and Galveston, because 
then it would have made a monopoly ın favor of 
the company, owning that line, and they could 
have required any sum they chose for performing 
the service. -As the bill stands, it leaves the mat- 
ter with the Postmaster General. Ele can make a 
contract with those who now carry the mail be- 
tween New Orleans,and Galveston, under these 
terms, which I have no doubt he will do. But 
if it was required to extend that mail te Vera 
Cruz, that line would Be a monopoly and could 


command what price its owners chose to ask. : 
The Postmaster General, therefore, is not left at : 
liberty to make a contract with them on more fa- 


vorable terms than with anybody else. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I did not mean 
that the right should be placed in the hands of that 
company; I merely inquired why this line to Gal- 
véston could not beextended to Vera Cruz, through 
them or through other contractors. 

Mr. RUSK. That would have the same effect. 
The Postmaster General can contract with the 
company that now carry the mail between New 


Orleans and Galveston, to carry a tri-monthly | 


mail to Vera Cruz, on the terms proposed in this 


bill. . 
While up, I would say that I look pon this as 


a very important route, and one which ought to | 


But 1! 


THE CONGRE 


l! Cruz. 


| tween the United States and- Mexico. 


i shortly more than -pay for the outlay, because it 


i; requires those of us who direct the affairs of the 


| ing and attaching itself to the national Treasury 


; further into the facts, hoping 1 might be able to 
| cannot. 


| pay seventy-five thousand dollars per annum for 
transporting the mail tri-monthly between the 


“Government favor ail that could be made by travel 


| any one man or company of men have control of 


i 


have been: established before: It is not only ne- | 
cessary-, SO far as the transmission -of -mail matter 

is concerned, but it is important in another pi: 

of view, Weare dependent now onthe British 
mails for nearly all our communications with Vera 
j We have no regular line of our own run- 
ning there. The value of a commerce with Mex- 
ico has always been under-estimated in this coun- 
try. Some years ago we had a very extensive 
trade with Mexico. It has dwindled down to very 
little, because there is hardly any intercourse be- 
The estab- 
lishment: of ‘this line, while it is necessary for 
transporting mail matter, would, in my opinion, 


would have a tendency to open a commerce with 
Mexico. Why, since the establishment of lines 
to the Rio Grande, a commerce amounting to five 
millions of dollars has grown up with Mexico. 
Before their establishment, there was not a com- 
merce of the value of one hundred thousand dol- 
lars annually. I am quite sure I am correct in 
this. This will show of what value a line between 
New Orleans and Vera Cruz would be. j 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, if it be a part 
of the policy of this Government (as stated by 
my friend from Texas) to foster'and sustain the 
commerce of this country out of the national Treas- 
ury, when that interest is too weak to support it- 
self, according to the natural laws of trade, 1 con- 
cur in opinion with him, and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, that this bill ought to pass. 
But if, on the contrary, policy dictates and duty 


General Government to so shape legislation as not 
to identify her interests with any measures that’ 
are not truly national, and avoid all partnerships 
with individuals, and which may be regarded as 
experiments, then this measure ought not to pass. 

When this measure was before the Senate for 
consjderation a few days since, I objected to it on 
general grounds. I stated then, what I will repeat 
now, I am opposed to all laws that let cut jobs; 
and this steam mail service, which is rapidly grow- 


for support, comes emphatically under that head. 

Knowing the interest felt in various quarters to 
connect the commerce of New Orleans and Vera 
Cruz, and conceding that it is desirable in many 
points of view to effect this object, and being par- 
ticularly desirous to concur in opinion with my 
friend from Louisiana, who has charge of this bili, 
I have reviewed my former opinions, and looked 


join in its support, but really, Mr. President, I 


We direct the Postmaster General by this bill to 


points I have mentioned, a distance of about six or 
seven hundred miles, 

Mr.SOULE. More. x 

Mr. BRIGHT. Admit that itis something more, 
I will venture it isa hundred per cent. higher than 
payment for similar service in any part of the 
United States. Take, if you please, the mail ser- 
vice between Cincinnati and Louisville, a distance 
of one hundred and fifty miles, and a daily mail. 
The Government pays less than four thousand 
dollars per year; there freight and passengers are 
the basis of that trade, and the mail service is a 
mere auxiliary; and so, in a short time, I appre- 
hend, would be the case on the line proposed to be 
established by this bill. Seventy-five thousand 
dollars per annum, sir, will nearly, and I believe 
quite, defray the actual expenses of running two 
boats of the kind and tonnage that I presume | 
would be run between the points indicated in the 
bill, leaving as profit to the fortunate recipient of 


and commerce. And, sir, if the anticipauons of 
my friend from Louisiana are anything like real- 
ized in this particular, it would be wrong to let 


it for ten years, (the length of time proposed by 
the bill;) for, properly divided, it would make a 
city rich. : 

I do not wish, however, to follow out the de- 
tails of this subject. I am content to state my 
general objections to the bill, and avow my hos- 
tility to every proposition that looks to the na- 
tional Treasury for support, rather than the service 
of which itforms a part. Satisfy me that the 
receipts from mailable matter will approximate || 


a 


near to the sum proposed’ to be-paid for carrying’ 
it, and I will yield ‘my objections. “Otherwise 1: 
cannot. 7 } i E oe 
Mr. SOULE. Mr. President, Lhope-ihe Sen- 
ator from Indiana will withdraw his objections, 
when he considers what objects are tò be promo- 
ted- by the passage of this bill. Although: the.. 
carrying matters of mail be the main object which 


this bill is intended to effect, yet if the measure: 


can collaterally improve the mercantile: relations, 
of this country with. neighboring countries; {À 
cannot see that.this should be an objection ‘to its 

passage. _ 

There was a time when. the commerce between: 
Mexico and this country was very extensive. At. 
that time we received almost two-thirds of all. the 
bullion that was exported from that country. . At 
present, on account of the utter want of means 


| of intercourse between this country and Mexico, 


not only are we deprived of the benefits which 
we might derive from that one of the many 
branches of commerce with that country, but from 
the fact that the Enghsh mail steamers have lately: 
ceased running, we have no means of communi- 
eating with that country at all. 
submit to the Senate whether or notit be not 


„Of the highest interest to this country that’ we 


should promote social as well as me. 
tions with Mexico. : i ; 

I would furthermore remark that the excess of 
revenue from the post office at New Orleans ex. 
ceeds $47,000, which, if applied to the service es- 
tablished by this act, will go very far to cover 
whatever expenditure may be incurred on account 
of it by the Government over and besides what 
the service itself will undoubtedly yield. From 
the nature of the connection which now exists be- 
tween Mexico and this country, and of the rela- 
lations which will be created by the establishment 
of such a line, it is more than likely that before 
six months have elapsed, the whole expenditure 
will be covered by the proceeds of the mail. F 
hope, therefore, that the Senator will not press his 
objection, and will suffer the bill to pass without 
further opposition. f 

Mr. HAMLIN. Irise only to-say that the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Housron,] who is ab- 
sent, would probably have voted in favor of this . 
bill had he been here. J am opposed to this bill, 
but I have agreed with him not to vote on any 
queues to-day, and, therefore, I shall not. vote 
at all. i es 
Mr. BRIGHT. If the considerations presented. 
by fhe Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Soute] are 
so important, in his estimation, as still to make it 
his duty to press this measure, I could be induced 
to yield my objections, in part, by a provision 
which would direct the Postmaster General to dis- 
pose of the contract to carry tri-monthly mails 
between these two points upon the same terms 
that contracts for other services of a similar nature 
have been disposed of. But the bill as offered 
authorizes the contracting officer to pay $75,000 
per annum, which | think 1 have shown is’ en- 
tirely too much. Any gentleman who will make 
the calculation, will at once see that the price to 
be paid would defray the expense of. performing 
this service, without a dolar of: income from 
sources. such as those mentioned. Now, if the 
bill be so amended as to let the contract to the 
lowest. bidder, reducing the time and striking out 
the appropriation, Í may vote for it, but as it is, E 
repeat I cannot. 

Mr. SOULE. The reference made in the bill 
to the existing law, places the contract exactly 
upon the footing that the Senator wishes. The 
contract is to be placed at the disposal of the Post- 
master General, to be given to the lowest bidder. 
The sum of $75,000. is not the amount to be ex- 
pended by the department, but the limit imposed 
by law as to the amount of the expenditure which 
he may be allowed to incur. I will accept of any 


reantile rele- 


‘reasonable amendment which the Senator may i 


propose. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The limitation in al- bills 
framed upon the principle that this is, experience. 
proves, has resulted in closing the contract at the: 
amount named asan ultimatum. Every Senator 
present, conversant with such sebjects, will, bear 
witness that whatever limitation is fixed in a:bill 
of this description, at that rate is the contact 
taken, the officer feeling authorized. to; accept at 
the figures we pass upon. The honorable Sena- 
tor’s offer to receive amendments embracing the 


Now, | would | 
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„principles 1 have suggested, is -very:fair. And: if 
an opportanity is afforded mé, Iwil prepare one 
that will obviate the difficulty [ suggest. ; 
Mir. MASON, Lam_-reluctant to interfere with 

“this.bill, but the hour has arrived. for taking up 
the other special order. - I will, therefore, move to 
postpone: the further consideration of this subjec 
till to-morrow. i 
> She motion was agreed to. 

“RECAPTURE OF FUGITIVE SLAVES. , 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
ofthe bill to provide for the more effectual execu- 
tion of the third clause of the second section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution of the United 

States: ; 

The question pending was theamend mert offered 
yesterday by Mr. Mason, as a substitute for the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT. Did not the Senator from 

Maryland move toamend the amendment? 

“Mr: PRATT. No, sir; 1 merely stated. that I 
should propose an amendment. 1 would inquire, 
however, whether, if the amendment offered by | 
the Senator from Virginia is adopted, it will then 
be in ordet for me to offer the amendment I pro- | 
ose ? 
‘The PRESIDENT. If it is a separate and dis- | 
tinct question, it will be entirely in order, 
Mr. PRATT. Then I prefer that the pending 
amendment should be disposed of first. 
-Fhe question was then taken on Mr. Mason’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. ` 
Mr. PRATT. I now move to amend the bill 
by adding atthe end of it the following : 


“Seo.—. And beit further enacted, That whenever a per- 
son held to service or labor, as is hereinbefore expressed, 
shall-escape as. aforesaid, it shall and may be lawfal for the 
person or persous, to whom such service or labor is due, or 
his, her, or their agent or attorney, authorized in the man- 
ner prescribed by the third section uf this act, to deliver to 
the proper officer authorized by this act to hear and deter. | 
mine upon the claim of such person or persons to the service | 
or libor of such fugitive, a Uingeript of the record as au- 
thorized by te section of this act, and authenticated 
us thereby required, or such other proof as such claimants 
would now by law be authorized to famish; and thereupon, 
and upon the afidavit ia writing of such claimant, or of his, 
her, or their ageut or attorney, made before such officer, 
that the person or persons named in said record as a fugitive 
or fugitives, is or are, at the time of such affidavit being | 
made, within the county where such officer resides, or 
within the territorial limits within which such officer is au- 
thorized to act, it shall be the duty of such officer forthwith 
to issue his warrant, directed as is aforesaid provided, and 
upon the receipt thereof by the officer to whom directed, it | 
shall be his duty to execute the same, and to proceed there- | 
with in the same mauner us is prescribed by the thiid sec- 
tion of this act. < $ 

t Sec. — And be it further enacted, Thatif such fugitive | 
be not delivered upto the person or persons delivering | 
such transcript, or furnishing such other proof as aforesaid, | 
within —- days after the same is delivered or furnished, 
and affidavit made as aforesaid, then it shall be lawful for 
such claimant or claimants to institute suit in the circuit 
or district court of the United States, in which he, she, or | 
they"reside, against the district altérney of the United 
States for such district, to recover the value of such. fugitive 
froin service of labor, and the jegal expenses incurred in 
the attempt to secure such fugitive. \ 

“SRC. —, And he it further enacted, That at the time of 
instituting such suit in the circuit or district court as atore- 
said, the said claimant shall file a declaration in writing, in 
which he shail set forth his title to the service or labor of 
such fugitive; the proceedings had under the provisions of i 
this act to recover such fugitive inthe State or Territory |; 
into whieh such iugilive has escaped; that the said fugitive |} 
was in.the county named in said proceedings when the 
same were there commenced, and that such fugitive had not ; 
been delivered to said claimant as required by this act; that |; 
acopy ofsaid declaration shall be issued by the clerk of said || 
district or circuit court, with a summons against the said | 
district attorney, which shal! be delivered to the marshal ! 
of the United States, to be by him served on the said attor- | 
ney, and then returned as in the ease of other mesne 
process to said court. 

“ Sec., — And be it further enacted, That at the term 
of said court to which the said process shalt be returned 
served, it shalt be the duty of the said attorney to take issue | 
to the said declaration, whereupon it shall be the dwy of |} 
the said court to sweara jury to try said issue; the said t 
attorney being hereby required to defend the same on behalf 
ot the United States, and upon the verdict of the jury in 
favor of such claimant to be rendered upon such legal and 
competent testimony as shall be admitted hy the court, 
judgment shall be rendered in said court for the value of 
the service or labor of such fugitive, as ascertained by the 
jury, together with the legal expenses incurred by the said 
claimantin the prosecution of his-said claim. i 

“Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That it shall. and may 
be lawral forany claimant who may recover judgment as 
aforesaid, to take an authenticated copy thereof, and to pre- 
sent the same to the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uuited 
States, who is hereby authorized: and directed to pay the 
same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated.?? 


This proposition was debated st great length 
by Messrs. PRATT, WINTHROP, YULER 
CASS, DAYTON, BADGER, BUTLER, UN 
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for the taking of the seventh census, which had 


| to reduce the sum from five to four thousand dol- 
‘ lars. 


‘DER WOOD, and STURGEON, of which al 


ort wil appear in the Appendix. 

r. UNDERWOOD submitted an amendment, 
which he will offer when in order, which was 
ordered to be printed. i 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnesvay, August 21, 1850. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SEVENTH CENSUS. g 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania asked and 

obtained the unanimous consent of the House to 

take up the bill supplementary.to the act providing 


been returned from the Senate with disagreement 
to the amendments of the House; and on his mo- 
tion a committee of conference was appointed by 
the Chair, consisting of Messrs. Tuompson and 
Stevens, of Pennsyivania, and WELLBORN. 

On motion by Mr. ALEXANDER, leave“was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 
with a view to their reference to one of the Execu- 
tive departments, the petition and papers of Darius 
Hawkins. 

Mr. STANLY called for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. GOTT moved that the rules be suspended 
and the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion of Mr. Gorr was put and agreed to. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations | 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

The state of the question was this: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, had moved to 
strike from the bill the following clause, viz: 

“For the purchase of Greenwood Island, near Pasca- 
goula, Mississippi, Jately made by the Surgeon General, 
under the order of General ‘Twiggs, for the location of a! 
military hospital, $5,00027 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, had moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out * $5,000” and in- 
serting “$1.” And 

Mr, McCLERNAND had moved an amend- 
ment to substitute * $500” for “ $.” 

Mr. BAYLY was. proceeding to oppose the 
amendment, when. , 

Mr. McCLERNAND interposed, and made the 
point of order that no further remarks were in or- 
der upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved an amendment (pro forma) | 


He said that this island, the title of which was 
to be secured to the United States, was worth 
$16,000. Now, these great economists in the 
tiouse ; i 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing.) I rise to 


a point of order. 


Mr. BAYLY. I will sit down. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 will state my point 
of order. The gentleman proposes to reduce the 


sum to $4,000, and he goes on to state that the 
island js worth $16,000. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well. Let the amendment 
be voted down. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reduce the sum to $4,999. 

He said that this island had been ascertained to 
be worth $16,000, and the sum which he proposed 
came within a dollar of being sufficient to secure 
its title to the United States. Yet these sticklers 
for economy, who were so anxious to preserve the 
pubiic Treasury from plunder, and who were 
against the proposition of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, as a proposition of plunder, wished 
-to put this $11,000 into the pockets of General 
Lawson, instead of into the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNHAM opposed the amendment to the 
amendment. He said it appeared very strange 
that the Surgeon General, who was represented to 
be perfectly willing to. take the island at $10,000, 
should beso anxious that the Government should 
take itat $5,000. 


Mr. BAYLY (Mr. D. yielding) said the gentle- 
man was mistaken“in point of fact. So far from 
the Surgeon General being desirous that the Gov- 
ernment. should take the island, he was desirous 
that it should not take it. 

Mr. DUNHAM argued. that it was not neceg- 
sary to buy the island; ant that ‘its position was 
such that we should not want:te make it the site of 
a permanent military hospital, or in time of peace 
to use it. It had only been used temporarily du- 
ring the late war, and would not be needed again 
unless we were to have another Mexican war, 
which he prayed God to avert. If we bought the 
title of the island, we should-have to make a large 
appropriation to build the hospital and protect it 
and protect the site. Fortwenty years the Gov- 
ernment had been making appropriations to secure 
the sife of Fort Moultrie, and so it would bein this 
case, If the Government commenced works there, 
it would not get off without apprépriating hun- 
dreds of thopsands of dollars; and, he repeated, 
we had no use for it. ` 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Bayty to the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved an amendment 
to reduce the sum to $4,950; and in defence of the 
action of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
reporting this item, he said, if the contract for the 
title to the island were abandoned by the Govern- 
ment it was in proof before the committee that the 
| Government would be obliged to purchase some 
other site along the coast somewhere between New 
Orleans and~Mobile for a healthy location for a 
military hospital. ; 

Mr. DUNHAM inquired-if there was any law 
providing for a permanent hospital at this point ? 

-Mr, FEATHERSTON replied that there was 
not to his knowledge, 

Mr. F. resumed, and repeated that it was in proof 
before the Committee of Ways and Means, that the 
purchase of a site was necessary; that this was a 
favorable location; that the property was. worth 


| twice or three times the amount which it was pro- 


posed to pay for it. Was it policy, he asked, in 
the Government to abandon the contract under 
these circumstances, and throw this $10,000 or 
$12,000 into the hands of General Lawson? He 
conceived that there was but one course for the 
House to take, viz: to ratify the proceedings of 
the officer. who, it was true, had acted without 
authority. The Government: would thus get a 
good title. He noticed the declarations of gentle~ 
men, that because the contract was made without- 
authority of law, it must be annulled by way of 
rebuke to General Lawson; and said he had no 
doubt but this was the very course which that 
officer would wish the Government to adopt. - He 
hoped the appropriation would be made, and that 
the Government~would avail itself of the benefits 
of the contract, which, though without strict au- 
thority of law, was made in good faith. ` 

Mr. SWEETSER expressed his opposition to 
| the amendment. He said two questions were pre- 
sented: first, if the officers of the Government 
acted in good faith for the Government, and wished 
for relief, he was in favor of granting equitable 
relief. ‘The fact could not be disguised, that the 
purchase was without authority of law, and that 
the island was desired only for temporary use—to 
‘secure a healthy depot for our troops during the 
war with Mexico. ‘that object had been attained; 
and if the officers, having acted in good faith to 
j promote the interests of the Government desired it, 
he was willing to extend relief. Butif the appropri- 
ation was puton the other ground, thata speculation 
could be made out of it, he wanted nothing to do 
with it, Nothing was cheap to an individual, or 
to the Government, that was not wanted; but 
money paid for such an object was thrown away. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. FEATHERSTON was rejected. 

Mr. MEADE moved an amendment to the 
amendment, providing that the Secretary of War 
shall cause the island to be sold, 

Mr. JONES appealed to the gentleman from 
Virginia to modify his amendment so as to pro- 
vide for the sale of the island for cash, instead of 
upon a- credit, 

_Mr. MEADE said, either form; he was not par- 
ticular. * 

He had but a single remark to make. He had 
heard no reason for keeping this property for the 
use of the United States. As there was now a 
| marine hospital at New Orleans and one at Mo- 
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vile, he did not see the necessity of having an in- 
termediate one. It apppeared that the United 
States had already gone to the expense of $14,606 
in erecting buildings upon that island: and the 
question presented to him was, whether these 
buildings should be made available to the United 
States by selling them, or whether they should’ 
give them away to the nominal purchaser of the. 
asland? for if we did not take the island, General 
Twiggs, General Lawson, or some other officer 
would take all the improvements, unless there was 
a special contract reserving to the United States 
the right to sell the improvements, after the tem- 


porary purpose for which they were erected had ‘ 


been answered. Unless some gentleman would 
give him a reason for believing that the permanent 
ossession of that island would be of use to the 
nited States, he would insist upon his amend- 
ment. If his friend, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, would assign some 
plausible reason why the United States should be 
the permanent owner of the island, he would either 
withdraw his amendment or vote against it. 
` Mr. BAYLY said, he felt under obligation to 
his colleague, [Mr. Meane,] for giving him (Mr. 
` B.) an opportunity to take the view of the subject 
which his colleague had presented. He (Mr. B.) 
could not do so before on the amendment as 
offered. This island ought not to be sold. It was 
absolutely required for the use of the country, and 
it was a matter of surprise that the Government 
had, in the first instance, sold it as public land. 
The troops had to be removed from Mobile and 
other adjacent stations in the Summer, to some 
healthy point. This had to be done every year; 
and ifthe troops were not carried to Greenwood’s 
Asland, they must be sent to some other point. 
This island: was equi-distant between Pensaco- 
la and New Orleans, and within sixty miles of 
Mobile; and the Surgeon General represented that 
at was the best place within five hundred miles of 
New Orleans, and the adjacent stations, for a Sum- 
mer retreat for the soldiers. 

Mr. B. here read a paragraph from a letter of 
General Lawson, showing the value and import- 
ance of the island. ` 

Now, Mr. B. submitted, unlesss Congress meant 
that all the troops in barracksat New Orleans, 
Mobile, and other places, were to die of yellow 
fever, it would be necessary to provide some place 
for a Summer retreat. This island was of easy 
access by steamboat. The troops could be trans- 
ported to it at very little expense, and there was a 
good back country, from which they could be sup- 
plied with fresh provisions. If the island were 
given up, the troops would have to be sent to less 
eligible points. By retaining the island, the troops 
could be taken out of the neighborhood. of the set- 
tled parts of the country, where they could obtain 
fish, oysters, and fresh provisions from the main 
land.. He hoped that the proposition to sell the 
island would be voted down. , 

Mr. MEADE said, that by the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee, he would withdraw his 
amendment. 

Objection having been made, the amendment was 
not withdrawn, ? we 

The question wag then taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. j EE A 

The question recurred on thë amendment of 
Mr. Jonnson, of Arkansas, to strike out the item, 
‘of appropriation. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Savace and 
Hamerow were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 47, noes 78. ; 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of thé bill. 

Mr. ALBERTSON moved to amend the bill at 
the end of the clause making appropriation to 
cover the expenses attending the geological exam- 
ination and survey of the mineral lands, by adding 
thereto the following, viz: 

“ For the survey and examination of the coal fields,on the 
Ohio river, betweea the Falls of the Ohio and the mouth of 
the Cumberland river, 810,000.” : 

Mr. A. advocated the adoption of his amend- 
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, thé suggestion | desire to make? The Chair will | 


ment, on the ground that his district abounded in | 
coal. .He.was proceeding to show the extent of 

the coal mines at the thriving town of Carralton, 

and the superidr quality of the coal, when 

“Mr. JONES rose to a question of order. He 
submitted that there was no law authorizing the 
appropriation contemplated by the amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make | 
the question that this amendment is not in order? 

Mr. JONES. I submit whether it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the amendment, in the 
judgment of the Chair, was not in order. This 
was not public property. 

Mr. JONES said, as he understood, this was 
private property. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair had decided 
the amendment to be out of order. f 

Mr. MARSHALL was understood to submit 
that this was as much public property as the min- 
eral lands. He, therefore, appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair. f 

Mr. JONES desired to put an inquiry to the 

entleman from Indiana, [Mr. ALBERTSON. | | 

Vere the lands proposed by the amendment to be 
| surveyed public lands, or did they belong to in- 
| dividuals? ý 

Mr. ALBERTSON was understood to say, that 
a portion was publie land. At Canton, (Mr. A. 
added,) it wasknown that the coal lands were very 
extensive, 

The question, “Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as thé judgment of the committee?’ was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed, and | 
the amendment was not received. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


The amendment was again read; 2 518 
The CHAIR. This isa bill making appropri- 
ations forthe fiscal year commencing ‘on the first 
day of July last. The eighty-first rule authorizes 
amend menits to be offered to provide for contingen- 
cies in the service of any of the departments: vin 
the opinion of the Chair these contingencies ‘must 
| be for the future. This amendmentis a proposi- 
i tion to pay an individual a claim of a private na- 

ture for services past, and, in the opinion ofthe 
Chair, is not in order. 
“Mr. McCLERNAND,. Not from any personal 
feeling, but from a sense of duty ; 

Tne CHAIR interrupting. Does the gentleman, 
apneal from the decision? ‘ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. From a sense of duty, 
and upon the authority of the uniform practice of 
Congress in regard to such appropriations, not 


į cision of the Chair. , a 

Tellers were ordered on the appeal, and Mésers. 
Wattace and Goutp were appointed. eee 

Mr. STANLY, (tothe Chair.) Isitin order to 
say that the Committee on Foreign Affairs were 
unanimous in favor of making, this appropriation 
[Laughter.] Í ae me 

The CHAIRMAN. 
newed laughter.] 

The question, * Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
then taken; and the vote stood ayes 67, noes 54.. 
| So the decision of the Chair was affirmed, and 
the amendment was declared to be out of order. 


It is not inorder. .[Re- 


amendment: 
“For the full pay‘of the claim of Robert M. Walsh, Sec- 


Mr. McCLERNAND said he was instructed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
clause providing salaries for the Secretaries of | 
Legation abroad: i 

“ For compensation to Theodore S. Fay, Secretary of į 


faires to that government, $1,701 40, which shall be in full 
of his claim for all such services.” 
Mr. HALL, (to the Chair.) Is this amend? 
| mentin order? 
Mr. McCLERNAND requested the gentleman 
| from Missouri (Mr. Hatt] to waive his point of 
| order for the moment, to allow him (Mr. McC.) 
| to make a statement. ` 
Mr. HALL withdrew his point of order for the | 


present, Z i 
The CHAIRMAN said the amendment was not 


in order. | 
Mr. McCLERNAND said, by reference to past | 


uniform practice to add appropriations similar to į 
the one he had moved to the general appropriétion | 
| bill.. It had been customary, in case of the ab- 
sence of a minister from the Government to which 
he was accredited, or in. case of a vacancy in. an 
established mission, to allow the Secretary to the 


period of his service during such absence or va- 
cancy. It was to extend the benefit of this prac- | 
tice to Mr. Fay, that the amendment had been 


moved. g 3 i 
The CHAIRMAN (interposing) said that ar- 


gument was not in order. í 
. Mr. McCLERNAND. Will the Chair hear 


perceive in a moment, that such appropriations | 
are incidental to the administration of our foreign | 


affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman have | 
the goodness. to state where these serviceg “were 
rendered, and in what year? : 

Mr. McCLERNAND. They commenced on 
the 18:h of July, and extended to the month of | 
October, 1848. They commenced again on the 
30th of January, and extended to the 18th of June, 
1849, embracing, altogether, a period of eight || 
months and five days, and were rendered near the 
Prussian Government. “If the Chair isin doubt 


Legation to Prussia, for his services as acting Chargé d?Af- ji 


legislation, it would be found that it had been the || 


mission the pay of a chargé d’affaires, for the j 


retary of legation to Mexico, for his services as acting 
Chargé des Affaires to suid Government, the sum of $1,673, 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he had moved it 
under the instructions of the Committee on. Foreign 
| Affairs. ate 
Mr. HALL submitted that this amendment was 


ruled out of order. f , aai 
The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was out of order. $ : ipni 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Ishall not appeal from: 
the decision, although 1 must say that it reverses 
| the whole practice of Congress in regard to. such 
| appropriations. 
The CHAIRMAN. All remarks are out of 
| order. : 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. VINTON. I appeal from the decision-of 
the Chair. 


Corwry and Ross were appointed." 0s 
Mr. STANLY, (to the Chair.) Under what 
rule does the Chair decide that this amendment is 
| out of order. . : 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the eighty-first rule. 
Mr. STANLY. I ask for the reading of the 
rule. : 
it was read, as follows: 

81. No appropriation shall be reported in such general 
appropriation bills, or be in order as an amendinent thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, un- 
į less in continuation of appropriations for such. public works 
| and objects as are already in progress, and for the contin- 
gencies of carrying on the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment.”? 

The CHAIRMAN directed the eighty-second 
rule to be read: : 

«c Ft shall be the duty of the Committee of Claims to take 
into consideration all such petitions and matters-or, things 
touching claims and demands on tlie United States, ag shall 
be presented, or shall or may come in question, and bêre- 
ferred to them by the House; and to report thei opinion 
thereupon, together with such propositions for reliePiherein 
as to them shall seem expedient.” aet 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired if this was not an 
appropriation for carrying on the State Depart- 
ment? H oF 

The CHAIRMAN replied that, in his opinion; 
it was no such contingency as: made it in order. 
The Chair regarded that the contingencies provi- 


as to whether the amendment is in order, T can 
refer.to numerous precedents. ; 


3 


ded for in the eighty-first. rule. were. such -as 
were prospectively necessary for- carrying on the 


= me, 
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of the same character as that which had just been 


Tellers were ordered on the appeal, and Messrs. f 


from any personal feeling, L appeal from the de: | 


Mr. McCLERNAND moved the following ` 


` 


r 
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-départments, and that past contingencies were 


provided-for by the eighity-second-rale. l 
Mr McCLERNAND said, the mission- to 
“Mexico was authorized by law, and this was 
élaimed: to be'a. contingency in that mission— 
such: a -contingency. as came within the eighty- 
first rules. SEE i 
~The question- was taken and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 71, noes 55. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment was ruled out of orders — 
Fhe following item being under consideration: 
Por. salary ofthe Dragoman to the legation to Turkey, 
$2,500" : a 
Mr.. MeCLERNAND moved an amendment: 


.. For salary for assistant Dragoman aud Assistant Secre- 
tary of legation to Turkey, the sum of. $1,500.77 


“The CHAIRMAN, (to Mr. McCurrnanp.) 
~ For what year is the appropriation designed ? 
Mr. MeCLERNAND. For the present year. 
It is a new officér. 7 x 
Mr: CARTTER: raised the point that the 
amendment; as it created a new officer, was out 

of. order. i 

a The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 

er. x 
Mr, McCLERNAND caused to be read a letter 
from the Honorable G. P. Marsh, our Chargé- 

d’A faires at Constantinople, showing the necessity 

for this appropriation. He said he would only 

add. to the letter, that he understood that Mr. 

Brown, the present Dragoman and Secretary of 

the mission to Constantinople, was on his way to 

the United States. Whetherit was-true or not, or 

if so, whether it was his intention to remain here, 

“he (Mr. McC.) did not know. -But if he re- 

mained, it was absolutely necessary to make this 

provision, -kt was only after the training of a num- 

r of years, that a person could be qualified to 

discharge the duties of Dragoman at Constanti- 

- nople; and it was to prepare a person for those 
duties that this amendment was proposed. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. McCiernanp was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, under instructions from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, also offered the 
following amendment, to'come in at the end of the 
appropriation for the Chargés d’A faires, viz: 

“c And tor Compensation to John P. Brown, Secretary and 
Dragoman of ihe Legation to ‘Turkey, for his services at 
different peridds as acting Chargé d'Affaires to that place, 


$7,483, which shall be in Call payment of his claim for such 
Services.” + 


Mr. CARTTER raised the point, that the 

amendment was out of order, 
« The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order. 

The following item being under consideration: 

“ For salaries of Chargés d’Affaires to Portugal, Austria, 
Denmark, Sweden, Holland, Relginm, Naples, Sardinia, 
tbe Papal States, Peru, New Grauada, Venezuela, Buenos 
Ayres, Bolivia, Guatemala, and Beuador, $72,000.27 

Mr. BAYLY moved the following amendment, 

* For outfit of Chargés d’Affaires to Portugal, New Gra- 
nada, Guatemala, and Ecuador, $18,000, g 

Mr. BAYLY said, as he knew he should be 
asked to explain the necessity for this amendment: 


he might as well make the explanation at once. | 
The Secretary of State had informed the’Commit- | 
tee of Ways and Means that there would be a| 


change in the chargés d’affaires in these four 
missions, and that new chargés would be sent out. 
If'so, these outfits would be necessary. 

He should probably be asked, too, what neces- 
sity there was for this. All he had to say in reply 
to that was, that he did not know what the neces- 
sity was; and further, he did not think it was his 
duty to knew, The foreign affairs of the country 
were.in the charge of the Executive and of the 


Senate; dnd, except in very strong cases—(he | 


could very well conceive of cases in which this 
Flouse ought to interfere)—in the ordinary changes 


of ministers and conduct of our foreign relations, | 


_ unless there was some ground to believe that there 
was some impropriety at the bottom, he thought 
the House ought to vote what the branch of the 
Government having the charge of our foreign af- 
fairs estimated to be necessary. 

Mr. McCLERNAND (Mr. Bayty yielding the 
floor) said, with regard to the appropriation asked 
for the restoration of the mission to Portugal, he 

-would say this: The committee and the country 
beac aware that a report 
circulation for some time that our chargé d'affaire 
at Lisbon (Mr. Clay,) had been instrncted to make 
a final demand upon the Portuguese Government 


* 


had been in | 


for the payment of certain claims held to be due to 


‘the United States, and upon a failure of that Gov- 


ernment to comply with the demand, that he was 
instructed to withdraw and come home. He pre- 


sumed it to be true—in fact, he had no doubt of it; 
that since these instructions were given and since |! 


this demand was made, an arrangement had been 
initiated between the Portuguese minister here and 
the Secretary of State, whereby some ninety-odd 
thousand dollars of these claims had been admit- 
ted-or would certainly be paid, and whereby the 
balance of the’claims preferred by.this Govern- 
ment against Portugal, including the claim grow- 
ing ott of the brig Armstrong, which was perhaps 
the only remaining’ one, was to be referred. to the 
King of Sweden for arbitration. The whole thing 
was in a train of satisfactory arrangement. In 
view of these facts, the Secretary of State desired 
an appropriation for the outfit of a chargé d’af- 
faires to Portugal, if it should be deemed proper 
to send one there. 


With respect to Ecuador, and one or two other | 


places named in the amendment proposed, he 


would add, upon what he considered reliable au- į 


thority, that it was the desire of the diplomatic 
agents of the United States at those places to re- 
turn home, and that it was expected they would 
return at an early day. If, therefore, it was de- 
sirable to continue these missions at all, the ap- 
propriation asked was or might become absolutely 
necessary for that purpose. F 

Mr. CARTTER opposed the amendment, and 
characterized the proposed appropriation as a very 
extraordinary one. It contemplated the possi- 


bility of this Administration sweeping off its own | 


agents—the diplomatic agents of its own selection. 
This Administration, for the sake of feeding and 
fattening its political hangers-on, it appeared, was 
under the necessity of changing its own diplo- 
matic agents every thirty or sixty days, for the 
sake of givinga new set their outfit and infit, 
amounting to some thousands of dollars. He was 
willing to comply with the necessity of sustaining 
these political paupers, ifthe Administration would 
put such men in their places as would hold out 


i| through one presidential term; but he was un- 


willing to vote an. appropriation, to be placed at 
the control of the Executive, to meet the expenses 
of prospective changes of this character, and for 
this purpose. 

Mr.STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment, by striking out $18,000, and in- 
serting $20,000. 

He said that, according to the very peculiar di- 
plomacy of the late Administration, or of its Sec- 
retary of State, it was considered important (and 
it had proved to be efficient) to bluster with Por- 
tugal, to send a squadron to Lisbon, and to give 
out threats, or at least to make a show of force; 
and he understood that the Portuguese Govern- 


ment, on agreeing to settle the largest portion of the | 


claims made against them by our Government, 
stated that they agreed to pay them, not because 
they believed them to be just, but because they 
were obliged to yield- to force, and to the appre- 
hension that if they did not comply with the de- 
mand, our naval force would be employed against 
them. He was informed that a portion of our 


1+ Mediterranean squadron, under the command of 


Commodore Morgan, who was said to be a man 


jj who could talk well and bluster some—though he 


(Mr. S.) knew nothing of the gentleman and he 


.intended to say nothing disrespectful of him—had 


been sent into the Tagus, simultaneously with the 
demand being made upon the Portuguese Govern- 
ment for immediate payment. This policy seemed 
to have succeeded ,and the Portuguese Government, 
knowing nothing of the powers of the different 
departments of our Government, yielded to the 
demands made upon them in this way by the late 
Administration. Our. Chargé at Lisbon was in- 
structed, if his demands were not acceded to within 


a certain time, to demand his passports and return | 


home.. He did return x 

Mr. McCLERNAND (interposing) wished to 
correct the gentleman. He had not yet returned 
home, and it was not absolutely certain that he 
would return. 
the pending negotiations between the two Gov- 
ernments would be concluded here or at Lisbon; 
hence the appropriation was asked forto meet. a 
contingency which might, arise—the appointment 
of a new chargé d’affaires. 


Mr. STANTON (resuming) said he understood 


Nor was it yet known whether | 


j that the roajier had now been arranged by, the is 


the claims, atid with regard to the rest, our Gov- 
ernment had agreed to refer them for arbitration 
to the President-of the French Republic, or to the 
King of Sweden, leaving it to the Portuguese Gov- 
ernment to decide between the two. 

it was very fortunate that a-new régime had 
taken place, and that they were placing our foreigrr 
relations on a proper basis, and maintaining the 
honor of our Government 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said, he 
should like to know on what authority it was said 
that the late Administration had blustered in this 
matter. What authority had the gentleman from 
Tennessee for saying that the late Administration - 
had sent part of our squadron into the, Fagus to 
intimidate Portugal? He had received no such 
information. 


authentic characier, that the Portuguese Govern 
ment, in making this offer to’ our Government, 
said that it did so, not because it believed the 
claim to be just, but that it yielded to foree. 


get his information?) From-any official communi- 
cation from any of the departments? or from news- 
paper authority ? 

Mr. STANTON. lask if the 
thorized to contradict it? , 

Mr. STEVENS. Contradict it! I am not to 
prove anegative. When a gentleman rises and 
makes a charge against an Administration, he at 
least ought to be prepared to prove it, and until he 
does prove it, I hold it to be a fabrication, and F 
pronounee it to be a fabrication; not of the gentle- 
man, but of that prolific race of liars who scribble 
for the press i 

Mr. STANTON. 
authority. ; 

Mr. STEVENS. Tell us who? Some gentle- 
į men hold a letter writer to be “high authority,” 
some hold the ‘t Union,” and some ** The Repub- 
lic ” to be ** high authority.” Which of all these 
the gentleman alludes to I do not know, but I pre- 
sume to some village newspaper in his district, 
But I want to know on what authority the late 
Administration is charged with violating any prin- 
ciple of our Constitution, in attempting, like the 
Administration immediately preceding, to. make 
war upon its own authority? `I do not believe, for 
a moment, that. General Taylor’s administration 
ever intimated that if Portugal did not submit to 
our demands, the naval force of the Government 
would be brought to bear against -her; and until 
there is high authority brought forward—-such ag 
j gentlemen who are not determined to believe such 
reports at any rate, will think entitled to belief—f 
will not believe it. I know nothing of it person- 
ally; | have no information from official quarters 
about it. Iam not one of those who go about the 
departments at any time to ask information, or to 


Ihave it from the highest 


I have such entireconfidence in the administration 
of General Taylor and his Cabinet, that I feel no 
hesitancy in saying that I disbelieve it; and unless” 
a gentleman will say on his word that he,has seen 
authentic documents to the contrary, I say that [ 
do not believe it. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND (Mr.,Srevens yielding 
the floor at his request) said, he had already stated 
that it had been understood that our Chargé d’Af- 
faires at Lisbon (Mr. Clay) had been instructed 
to make a final demand upon the Portuguese Gov- 
ernment for the payment of claims held to be due 
to citizens of the United States. It had also been 
| reported, that the Secretary of the Navy had or- 
dered two of our public vessels into the Tagus for 
the purpose of enforcing these demands, if neces- 
-sary, by a bombardment of the capital of Portu- 
gal; but he felt quite confident that this report was 
‘untrue, It was probalily true that a public vessel 
had been ordered to await Mr. Clay’s pleasure, 
and to bring him home, if his demand should be 
rejectéd, and he should deem it proper to come 
home. He presumed this was the full extent of 
the order. 

Mr. STEVENS (resuming) said, he had no 
doubt but the statement of the gentleman from 
Mlinois, who held such a relation to the depart- 
ment as enabled him to get authentic information, 
was correct, and to be relied on, notwithstanding 
the high authority to the contrary. of letter-writers 


and newspaper editorials, which the gentleman 


‘Mr. STANTON said, he had information of am. 


Mr. STEVENS. Where does the gentleman 


gentleman is an. 


obtain the confidence of the public officers. -Bat - 


: Portuguese Government agreeing to pay a part of ` 


è 


` 


1850. 


a T 


from Tennessee seemed to consult with so much 


corifidence. . aaa 


The question was taken, and the amendment to 


the amendment: was rejected. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to in- 


crease the appropriation to the sum of $19,000. 
He had submitted this amendment (he said) for 
the purpose of saying a word in explanation: It 
had not been his intention, in the remarks he had 
made, to represent that this Government had-issued 


orders to any portion of the naval forces to bor-. 


bard any of the Portuguese.cities. -But he had in- 
tended to say, what he thought must be, palpable 
to the mind of every gentleman, that this portion 
of our Mediterranean squadron had been sent to the 
Tagus for the purpése of producing that impres- 
sionupon the mind of the Portuguese Government, 
and he thought that gentlemen might find some- 
thing in the annual message of the late President 
which looked to the same object and was calcu- 
lated to produce the same impression. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, rose toa point 
of order. ~ He submitted that the gentleman was 
not speaking to the amendment. `- 

The CHAIRMAN aaid, the Chair could not 
perceive that the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 


Sranron) could be called to order on the ground | 


of irrelevancy in his remarks. 

Mr. STANTON proceeded. I find in the Pres- 
ident’s annual message the following paragraph: 

“The omission of Portugal to do justice to the Ameri- 
can claimants, bas now assumed a character so grave and 
serious, that I shall shortly make it the subject of a special 
message to Congress, with a view to such ultimate action 
as its wisdom and patriotism may suggest.” 

Well, (continued Mr. S.,) Mr. Clayton found 
a shorter mode—not by directing a bombardment, 
but by sending an intelligent officer with a portion 
of our Mediterranean squadron, and permitting 
them to bluster about and produce npon the Por- 
tuguese Government the impression that a bom- 
bardment was contemplated; and in this manner 
force a settlement of the claims. Ido not mean 
particularly to condemn this policy, if it suits 
the fancy of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House., 

The CHAIR interposed. 

Mr. STANTON, (taking his seat.) Well, sir, 
that is all T have to say. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said he was 
opposed to the amendment. “The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] had undertaken to 
prove from the message of the late President of 
the United States, that there was some counte- 
nance there given to what the gentleman had said— 
that the President had senta talking Commodore 
with a squadron to bluster and intimidate the Por- 
tuguese Government. Now, on the contrary, the 
message to which the gentleman had_ referred, de- 
clared that if the difficulties were not settled—what 
then? 
matter to the wisdom and patriotism of Congress; 
not that he would order a bombardment; not that 
he would direct our naval force to. take any steps, 
but that he would submit the matter to Congress. 
And the gentleman, in candor, having read that 
extract from the message, should have said, that 
nothing was further from the idea of the late Ad- 
ministration than to send a squadron to operate 
in conjunction with our representative there. Any 
such intention was in fact disclaimed by the very 


message which the gentleman had read; and the} 


late President had intimated, that if hostile meas- 
ures must follow the failure to settle the dificul- 
ties, the proceedings would be conducted in the 
proper constitutional mode, by submitting the mat- 
ter to the consideration and action of Congress; 
t herefore : : 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and 

Mr. STEVENS took his seat. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I should very 
much like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Stevens] a question. 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, sir. 

The CHAIR. Itis notin order. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 

“ment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. BAYLY, i 

Mr. MeCLERNAND moved. to amend it, as 
follows, viz: 


“ For salary and outfit of Chargé des Affaires to Nicara- ! 


gua, $9,000.” - as 
Mr. McCLERNAND said that he had been 
advised of the views of the Secretary `of State in 


` 
` 


Why, the. President would submit the ; 


| deniable, concerned very materially, not only the 


| but also the strength of the tenure by which we 


regard-to the amendment he had offered. -Such an 
appropriation. was desired: by that officer. ` Mr; 
' McC: said that we had lately concluded a conven. 
tion with Great Britain whereby we had, together 
with that power; guarantied. the nettrality of the 
canal proposed to be located and constructed 
through the. State of. Nicaragua from ocean to 
-ocean. That convention, therefore, made it im- 
portant to this-Government to- be put in diplomatic 
communication with the Government of Nicara- 
gua. In fact, it became almost, if not. quite, ne- 
cessary that we should do so if we would enable 
ourselves tó fulfill the guarantee in question, and to 
secure our interests in that State. Besides that, 
the canal proposed to be made would, when com- 
pleted, afford one of the quickest and best com- 
munications between our Atlantié and Pacific pos- 
sessions. And such a communication, it was un- 


value of our distant possessions on the Pacific, 
hold them. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. This is a proposition to create a 
new chargéship. I think itis.’ And I submit to 
the Chair whether the amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt | 
that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, now proposed to 
amend the amendment of Mr. Bayty, by reducing 
the sum to $9,000. 


vertently received, though subsequently ruled out 
as not in order—being an amendment in the third 
degree. ] . ‘ : 

Mr. McLANE declared his intention to vote 
against the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayxy,] on the ground that itwas ir- 
regular, if not unprecedented, for the House to 
vote those appropriations, until the events which 
rendered them necessary should actually have 
taken place. He thought that the argumentof the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr.-Carrrer] was well: 
founded. Here was a simple suggestion made, | 
that those changes would take place in the course | 
of a year, and upon that suggestion these appro- | 
priations were called for. Let Congress wait, and 
see what the actual requirements of the public ser- 
vice were; and, when the changes had actually 
been made, it would be time enough to make ap- 
propriations for new ministers and new chargés. 
He (Mr. McL.) should cheerfully vote outfits for 
any missions that might be required. But it was 
a totally different thing to come in here with these 
informal suggestions, and call upon the House to 
coéperate, thus in advance, with the President and 
Senate. He should vote against the amendment, 
because he thought it irregular and improper. 
Congress should wait until the public service. re- 
quired those changes to be made, and not legislate 
on these irregular suggestions from the State De- 
partment 


t 
[It will be seen that the amendment was inad- 


«T'o pay -Alexiinder Hammett ag-acting chargé: d’affaires 
to Naples, under instructions from the Secretary-of State; 
from the Ist-of May, 1847, until the 21st of June; 1848one 
year-and one hundred and twelve days, $5,156'25,27° 

The amendment having been read— oak 

Mr. HALL raiseä the question of ordér, °°. > 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of orders 03 

Mr. WHITE, (to the Chairman.) “Is not the’ 
amendment reported from the Committee of Ways: 
and Means? i = oe 

The CHAIRMAN. It is reported under in~ 
structions from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, by the chairman of that committee, [Mr 


Bayty. 3 
Mr. WHITE. Can this committee 
amendment out of order? : 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it is the duty of the committee to decide these 
questions of order. If the provision had been in- 
serted in the original bill, as reported from the 

Committee of Ways and Means, the chairman - 

would have decided, as the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union will remember 

heuniformly has decided, that thiscommittee could. 
not strike it out. But the proposition to insert the 
provision as an amendment is a different question. | 
And, in justice to himself, the Chairman must say 
that the amendment of the gentleman from- Hii- 
nois [Mr. McCiernanp,] was reported from. the: 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs, and’ was ruled ‘out! 
| of order. The Chair decides that the amendment: 
is out of order. x ; fa 
| An appeal was taken from this decision, by 
whom the reporter knows not. : 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Fowxer and 
Meane were appointed. a 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judemént of the committee?” 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 
73, noes 40. ; 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, a typographical er- 
ror in the 708th line of the bill was ordered to be 
corrected. i 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the item for sal- . 
ary of a Commissioner to reside in China, inclu- 
ding the additional compensation under the act of 
lith August, 1848, $6,000, by increasing the appro- 
priation to $7,000. a 

Mr. M. made a single remark in explanation,. 
which could not be heard, but the purport of which 
was understood to be that the amount of the” 
present compensation was too small, considering - 
the expenses to be incurred. 7, ARNT E 

The question was taken, and the affirmative 
vote was 50. : ` 

Tellers were ordered. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BAYLY. Idesire to speak against thé 
amendment. 

The CHAIR interposed to order. : 

Mr. BAYLY. No one has asked foran in- 
crease of thissalary. The Administration has not 
asked for it. i 


rule’ the” 


Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing.) Will the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] allog 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Upon the question 
whether these missions should be continued, I 
have nothing to say. But.the gentleman from 
‘Maryland (Mr. McLane] is mistaken as to. the 
ground upon which these appropriations are asked. | 
He bases them upon the ground that changes are 
to be made. [tis not upon that ground, as I un- | 
derstood, that the appropriations are asked. It is 
upon the ground that the gentlemen now holding | 
these posts have signified their intention to resign | 
them. - . 

Mr. McLANE was about to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN now stated, that the amend- 
ment of Mr. McLane could not be entertained 
for the reason stated above. 

The question then recurred on the amendment | 
to the amendment. s i 
Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Srrone and 

Mr. Ewine were appointed. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 

ayes 71, noes 48. ‘ 


| 


The question then recurred on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. | esi 
Mr. BAYLY. I am instructed by the Commit- | 


{Calls to order.] Ta 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will: entertain 
no proposition until order is restored. . 

Mr. BAYLY. Can I not speak against the 
amendment? ` J ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Not while the House is 
dividing. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, 
the amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ttis. 


ls an amendment to 


the amendment by striking out $1,000 and insert- 
ing $500. And I desire to say, that when this mis- 
sion (if it may called so) was first established, the 
salary of the commissioner was fixed at $5,000 a 
year. Since then, in the year 1848, an act of Con- 


China and with the Ottoman Porte, whereby cer-: 
tain duties were devolved upon the Commissioner’ 
to China, in consideration of which, the salary’ 
was increased to $6,000. At that time-it was sup- 
posed that this compensation was adequate. I 
have not heard since then, from any authentic... 
source, that there was occasion for any further i 


| been increased from ¢5,000 to $6,008. us 3 

Mr. MEADE was understood to say that, ‘he 
| should like to see this body in the habitof. regu- 
tating the salaries of the various officers of the 


tee of Ways and Means to offer the following 


amendment: 


| Government according to their own judgment, and - 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I move to amend. 


gress was passed to carry into effect the treaties. with | ` 


So theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. || crease—the salary having already, as I have-said,. . 


} 


” a 


- SHE co 
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of ‘acting without the command of. the Executive. 
Now, he had come to the conelusion that the in- 
erease of this salary was necessary. He stated 
several reasons to show. itè necessity, viz: the 
distance of the station; the fact that tHe Minister 
had to pay his own. expenses to arid from; that it 
was a disagreeable place of residence; that the ex- 

- penses of hving (some of which he enumerated, 
but in a tone inaudible to the reporter} were. enor- 
mously high. He saw no reason why there should 
not. be an increase of salary of this diplomatic 
agent, soas to approximate it in some degree to 
the salaries of our other officers of this class. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Meane was rejected. - i 

Mr HILLIARD moved an amendment, to 
strike out $6,000, and insert $3,000. 

‘He said there was no reason why this should 
 not:be a fall mission; ‘The expenses were full as 

reat, if. not. greater, than those .of any of our 
afblomatic agents. In addition, the Minister to 
China: paid his own expenses; it was a distant 
port, and the expenses of travel, as well a3 of | 
living there, were very. great. He had, moreover, 

no perquisites whatever. He (Mr. H.) hoped, 
therefore, $9,000 would be given. 

Mr STRONG opposed the amendment. He | 
said that our ministers plenipotentiary in Eng- 
land, France, Spain, Russia, &c., resided at the | 
courts of the sovereigns to which they were sent, 
but this was ‘not the case with our Minister to 
China. He was sent out principally for the pur- 
pose of looking after our commercial interests there; 
and instead of residing at Pekin—the seat of the 
court of the Chinese Empire--he resided at Can- 
ton, and for that reason was not subjected to the 
expenses attendant upon court presentation and 

„Other expenses. to which a minister plenipoten- 
tiary was subject. He argued, therefore, that it 
was unnecessary to raise the salary to that of a 
fall mission. 

The question being 
Hinurarp— - 

Mr. STRONG called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected—ayes 43, noes 75, 
` The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. Meape— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Ricnarpson and Duncan were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported, 
ayes 55, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the appro- 
priation for the salary of the interpreter and secre- 
tary of the migsion to China, viz: 

“For payment of the balance due and unpaid to Peter 
Parker for public services, according to the tintent and 
spirit of the appropriation for the purpose, contained in the 
act making appropriation for the civil and diplomatie 
expenses of Government, March 3, 1847, the sum of 
$1,941 80, which shall be in full paynrént of aH official and 
unofficial services contemplated by such appropriation.” 

The amendment having been read 

Mr. SWEETSER raised the question of order 
upon, it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND referred to the appropria- 
tion bill of 1847. It was impossible to hear what 
he said; but he was understood to submit that the 
-amendment he had offered was merely in fulfill- | 
menk of an object appropriated for by a former 

il. ; 
The CHAIR interposed, and ruled the amend- 
mient to be out of order—and all remarks upon it. 

“The amendment was not entertained. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved the following amend- 
ment: i 

« For the relief and protection of the marineson the west- 
ern waters, the sum of $50,000, to be disbursed through the 

, Becretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. M. was understood to submit that the ob- 
ject of the amendment was to increase the fund to 
be disbursed through the marine hospitals, for the 


on the amendment of Mr. 


purpose of protecting a class of men who could de |! 


nothing to protect themselves. 
Tellers on the amendment were, ordered, and 
Messrs. Ewive and Hampton, were appointed. 
The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 65, noes 61. ; ‘ 
So the amendment was agreed to; 


der. He desired to know whether there was any 


l 


f 


law- authorizing the original appropriation in the 


bill. of $125,000 for the relief and protection of | 


American-seamen? Hesubmitted that the provis- 
ion was not in order. < $: 

Fhe CHAIRMAN. krt is impossible te hear 
what the gentleman from Illinois‘is saying. 

The clause in the bill was read. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON restated his point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
several times that it is not competent for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
a point of order, to strike out, or hold to be out of 
order, a clause in a bill which has been referred to 
it by the House. Such points of order can be en- 
tertained only by the Howse. The Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union have no con- 
trol over any other committee of the House; and 
therefore the Chair overrules the point of order of 
the gentleman from Hlinois. i 

Mr. BAYLY moved to insert an additional 
section appropriating $50,000 for the relief.and 
protection of American seamen on the Atlantic 
coast, to be disbursed through the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. B. desired to remark, he said, that if the 


Committee had understood the amendment pro- | 


posed by the gentieman from Kentucky, {Mr. Mar- 
SHALL,] and which had just been adopted, they 
would not have voted in the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsaazn,} or 
if they had, they would not have voted it in with- 
out a proposition similar to that which he (Mr. 
B.) had submitted. The appropriation for sea- 
men out of the protection of our laws, beyond 
our jurisdiction, and who have to go to our consuls 
for protection, had been made from the found- 
ation of the Government. ‘lt was necessary, be- 
cause they were beyond our jurisdiction. 
there was no necessity for making an appropria- 
tton for the relief of our seamen upon the coast, 
or upon the western waters, 

Mr. STEVENS; of Pennsylvania, rose to a 
point of order. He submitted that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayr} was arguing against 
another amendment, and not in favor of his. own. 

Mr. BAYLY. I am doing no sueh thing. I 
am undertaking to skow, and itis perfeetly inorder 
for me to do so, that the committee having voted 


in a provision for the domestic protection of sèa- || 
men on our western rivers, Should also adopt my | 
amendment—because the sailors on the sea-coast | 


are more exposed. And I say that if the former 
provision was right, a fortiori mine is right, be- 
cause on the Atlantic coast, where there are eon- 


| stant storms and shipwrecks, such relief is more 
| required than it is on the western waters. 


But 
within our own jurisdiction there is no propriety 
in either of the amendments. They are not anal- 
ogous to the provisions of the bill. i hope that my 
amendment may be voted in, and that, when the 
bill comes into the House, both the amendments 
may be voted down. 

Mr. BROOKS said, he desired to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky to the pro- 
vision of the bill contained in the eight hundred 
and sixty-first, and four subsequent lines on the 
thirty-sixth page. The appropriation that he de- 


| sired he would find contained in that provision. It 


was for supplying a deficiency in the fand for 
the relief of sick seamen, including the furnishing 
of marine hospitals on the western waters, And 
it was quite a large appropriation. f 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman 
from New York, that he could not proceed with 
his remarks, unless he submitted a motion. 

Mr. BROOKS said, that he rose for the purpose 
of opposing the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia; and in order to do that, he was proceed- 
ing to show that there was no necessity for the 
appropriation proposed by him for the Atlantic 
coast, nor for the appropriation proposed by the 


j! gentleman from Kentucky for the western waters; 


because there was already an appropriation of two 
hundred thousand dollars for the very purposes 
contemplated by the gentlemen. s 

Mr. MARSHALL, having moved to amend 
the amendment by inserting the word * Pacific,” 
said that he would merely state, in reply to the 


gentleman from New York, (Mr. Brooxs,] that | 


there was not one cent appropriated by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, with all its ap- 


Mr, RICHARDSON rose to a questi ‘ || parent liberality, for the purpose of assisting in 
s : J on of or- 


the erection of hospitals on the western ‘rivers. 
Indeed the West got but little of the money. of this 


| Government for dny purpose whatever. Every 


` 


Bat | 


man employed on board a steamboat in the West 
contributed his twenty cents.a month, or at least 
that amount was deducted from his wages, for the 
purpose of creating a“fupd for the erection and 
maintenance of thoae hospitals. . Æ- considerable 
sem wag appropriated for destitute American sea- 
| men in foreign eountries, but.they were unwilling, 
it. appeared, to make provision for destitute sea- 
men at home. If a seaman from Ohio. or Penn- 
sylvania found himself sick and destitute in the 
city of New Orleans, there was*no provision mads 
for his relief. : : : 

- The design of his amendment was to place in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Freasgry a fund 
| to be disbursed for the relief of this meritorious 
class of men in the West. On what principle was 
‘it that money was given to destitate seamen 
abroad? Ft was on the principle that the Govern- 
| ment ought to protect the men who were engaged 

in the commerce of the country. What he de- 
sired was, that the same advantages should be 
extended to those engaged in the same pursuits oÙ 
| the inland waters. He was surprised that gentle- 
L men should resist so reasonable a proposition. He 
trusted, however, that those gentemen whe repre- 
sent the West would support the proposition. 
| Mr. CARTTER said, that atthoagh he was a 
western man, he was, nevertheless, opposed to the 
| proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I| There was some apology for the appropriation of 
l| money by the Federal Government for the support 
of American seamen im foreign eountries. The 
reason was manifest. They were beyond the 
reach of friends, they were far from thew homes, 
i} and it was the duty of this Government to provide 
for them under such circumstances. He agreed 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, that very litle 
| of the public treasure ever reached the West, but 
i he disagreed with him entirely im regard to the 
| propriety of this mode of obtaining it. If the 
| West could not receive it appropriately and for 
; national purposes, they did not want it. There 
| was no more reason for creating a gratuity fung 
out of the Federal Treasury, for the boatmen 
ji on the western rivers than there was for provi- 
| ding such a fund fof stage-drivers on the road, 
or any other elass of laboring people. They 
had got a system of hospitals on the lakes and 
rivers, which were designed to support themselves 
by the voluntary contributions of the elass of per- 
|| sons for whose benefit they were erected. There was 
|; under that system no taxing of one portion of the 
community to sapport another. Ht did not make 
a distinction between one class of the laboring com- 
|| munity and another, tothe disadvantage of one 
and the benefit of the other. “The system was a 
good one. But he would ask, what constitutional 
| right they had to take money out of the Treasury 
| for any such purpose? If they bestowed it upon 
j| the sailors or boatmen on the Mississippi river, 
they must bestow it on the boatmen navigating 
| the branches of the Mississippi; and if they ez- 
tended the gratuity to them, they might be called 
on to extend it also to all these employed on the 


of the eountry. For all of these pursuits were 
| equally hazardous, though none of them were 
; particularly so. He could not see the least pro- 
priéty in creating a fund of this kind. When the 
| West asked for money, he hoped it would be for.a 
| more legitimate purpose than that proposed by 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALL inguired of the Chair, if itwas now 
in order to move to amend the propositien? 

The CHAIR replied, that it was net now in 
order, 


of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnaz.,} 
and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HALL inquired if it would-be in order to 
| move to amend that amendment? . 
The CHAIR replied that it would be in order. 
| Mr. HALL then. moved to insert the words 
i * and everybody else.” . 

All that he desired to say was this: He was not 
aware that persons employed in navigating vessels, 
and m eommerce generally, were any more enti- 
tled.to consideration on the part of this Govern- 
ment than any other elass of citizens. He knew 
‘of no reason why they should appropriate money 
out of the Freasury of the United States, and be- 
stow it upon men employed upon steamboats in 
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| canals and railroads, and even the ordinary. roads - 


Fhe question was then taken on the amendment 


1850. 


-this Government, because their occupation was 


~ 


preference to persons employed in agricultural 
pursuits, or in any other useful occupation. If 
individuals were entitled te receive money from | 


hazardous, he thought members of Congress were 
as mach entitled te it on that ground as any other 
person ia the community. ` 

Persons traveling’to this city to prosecute claims 
against the Government, if they should get sick on 
the way, ought to receive aid from the Govern-! 
ment if any persons did, for it was notte be denied 
that their pursuit was a most hazardous one. 

Bat seriously speaking and in a single word, if- 
an apprepriation was to be made at all forsuch a | 
purpose, it ought to'be made gereral There was 
no reason for drawing a distinction. 
engaged in an horest calling he regarded as equally 
Meritorious, and he wanted to treat them ail pre- 
cisely alike. 5 - > j 
- Mr. CHANDLER was opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. 
Eau.) He was not oniy opposed to appropri- | 
aling money for everybody, but he was opposed 
to appropriating it for particular classes of individ- 
uals, and‘especially members of Congress, who 
while these seamen and boatmen were battling 
with storm and tempest, and paying their twenty 
cents.a month out of their wages for hospitals, 
sat comfortably smoking their pipes in ease and 
safety, and regaling themselves with every luxury. 


He was sure that members of Congress must feel jj 
truly grateful, however, to the gentleman for his | 
-proposal to provide an elemosynary arrangement | 


for their benefit. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri, and it was not | 
agreed to. -l 

The question recurred on the amendment of the í 
gentleman from Virginia. 4 i 

Mr. ALLSTON moved to add the words “and | 
the Gulf of Mexico.” | 

Mr. BAYLY suggested to the gentleman from 


Alabama that it would be better to introduce a i! 


Separate amendment for the object that he desired, | 
as what was proposed for his bill was not sufficient i 
to cover the cases on the whole Atlantic and Gulf | 
coast. His object in moving the amendment was | 
to get the matter into the House, where the whole | 
could be voted down. i | 

The question was taken on the amendment of | 


‘the gentleman from Alabama, and it was not | 


agreed to. 

The question was then taken by tellers (Messrs. 
Mc Winire and Grainne ey acting as such) onthe 
amendment of the gentieman from Virginia, and 
the ayes, being counted, were 36. The further 
count was abandoned, and i 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved the follow- 
ing amendment, viz: 

“For additional contingent expenses of foreign inter- 
course, $4,000. 

Mr. K. said, he proposed this amendment at the 
instance of the chairman of the Committee on | 
Foreign Affairs, acting under’ the instructions of 
that committee. In consequence of a communi- 
cation received this morning from the State De- 
partment, it was apparent that the amount called 
for by the appropriation in the bill for the contin- 


gencies of foreign intercourse would fall short to |; 


the amount specified in his amendment. Addi- ! 


tional objects:of expenditure had presented them- 


selves which would render this additional appro- || 


priation necessary. 

Mr. BAYLY. What are they? ` 

Mr. KING, (resuming.) They are contin- 
gencies of foreign intercourse. ‘Phe particular 
items have not been communicated to me. But I | 
‘understand that these new items of expenditure ' 


ermments of Great Britain and of France, relating | 
to the necessity for making some investigation into 
the condition of affairs in the West Indies. The | 
particulars have not been stated. It is at the re- 
quest of the Committee on Foreign Affuirs that I 
have submitted this amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. McCLERNAND said he rose by the | 
unanimous instruction of the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs to move the following amendment. | 
Í 


“ For indemnity for the arrest of Thomas Rider, a British 
subject, and for the loss of his goods, by order of the military 


4 : | 
arise out-of a communication made by the Gov- |! R DE” 
| Mr. JONES said he saw the draw on this side 
it 
| 
| 


` authority of the United States, in Mexico, $750. | 


All persons |; 


| right. 


“fiest, ptice, because the matter had never been re~ 

ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs for its 
sanction; and secondly, because it was out of order 
in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order. bs oe OA ? 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked for the unanimous 
consent of the committee to make an explanation, 
which he was sure would satisfy the committee. 

Objection being made, s 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved for leave to ex- 
plain; but the leave was not granted. ; 


The following clause being read, viz: 

“For compensation of four assistants, draw-keepers at 
the Potomac Bridge, including oil for lamps and machinery, 
| firewood, and repairs, 85,000.” 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved ~to 


|| amend the above, by inserting the following, viz: 


« Provided, That the allowance of the two assistants 
employed in keeping the southern draw shall be $2 per day,” 


|- Mr. STANTON explained, that the object of 
‘his amendment was not to increase the amountof 
| the appropriation. It was simply to raise the 
wages of the two persons employed in attendance 
at the southern draw of the bridge from $1,50 to 
$2 per day. He had before him the petition of 
| these individuals, asking that their pay may be in- 
| creased to $2. They represent, that for a portion 
of the year they are not only employed during the 
day, but also a portion of the night; and for the 
residue of the year, through the whole of the 
night. In addition .to this petition, he had the 
| certificate of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, which he woutd send to the Clerk’s table, 
for the purpose of having it read. 

Mr. DUNHAM asked if the amendment was 
in order ? p 

The CHAIR understood that this was an ap- 
propriation made by authority of law. 

Me HAYMOND rose to make a remark, 
when 

The CHAIR called him to order, and decided 
that the amendment was in order. 

Mr. STANTON then asked for the reading of 


ji the certificate of the Commissioner of Public 


Buildings, 


i 
| to the committee and decided in the affirmative, 
the certificate was read. 

Mr. JONES rose to oppose the amendment. 
| Ele reminded the committee that this same ques- 


i of the session, when a gentleman from Virginia 
‘had submitted a proposition for this increase of 
| wages, which was rejected. One of these persons 
| had recently called to see him on the subject. He 
i said he was getting $1 50 a day, which was about 
| $480 a year, or over. He asked the man whether 
he knew any business to which he could go, where 
he would earn more? He said he could not. He 
(Mr. J.) then asked him if he did not think there 
| were other persons who,could be got to attend to 
the business for $1 50 aday? The man replied, 
that perhaps there were many, but that they did 
not so well understand the duties which were re- 
quired of them. Now, $1 50 a day appeared to 
i him to be tolerably fair wages—more than laborers 
| here, or in any other part of the country, usually 
make. But even if it was otherwise,‘he did not 
think the introduction of the amendment exactly 
It proposed to give to the attendants at the 
southern draw $2 per day, while it left the wages 
of those on this side exactly as they have been. 
He ‘saw no good reason for making this distinc- 
tion. 


the other. 


frequently opened. Perhaps the proposition was 
confined to one side for the present, because it 


too muchat once. He had no doubt that by and 


to raise the wages of the others. 

_Mr. MORTON moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $2 and inserting $1 50. He did 
this for the purpose of explaining, that early in th 
i session, he was authorized by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to move to increase thi 
appropriation for wages from $1 50 to $2 per day. 


Mr. EWING raised the question of order. He 


i The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] with 


$ a s ET ai : s i 
regarded the amendment as out of: order, in the 


Objéction was made, but the question being put | 


tion had been before the House at an earlier part | 


Mr. STANTON explained that the labor at the | 
southern draw was greater because there was | 
more commerce through that end of the bridge than |: 


might be thought hazardous to ask Congress for |; 


by the House would be asked for an appropriation | 


his characteristic vigilance to enforce retrenchment 
and economy, had called- for the previous ques. 
tion, and thus cut him off from the opportunity“of 
making suitable explanations, and the amendment 
was rejected. The. gentleman. from. Kentucky. | 
[Mr. Sranron] had now made the explanations 
.which he had intended to make, when he was:cut 
off by the previous question. > Sap Sa ade 

Mr. JONES asked if the wages were not fixed 
by. act of Congress? ` re a van 

Mr. MORTON said he believed not. © iani 

Mr. JONES. Who then fixed the rate of wages? 

Mr. MORTON declined going into these- conver” 
sations, while his allowance of five minutes was gii- 
ding away. The objection made by the gentleman 
from Tennessee to this increase of pay was, that 
J| laborers could be obtained to do the duties at $1 50; 
and would consider that sufficient. remuneration. 
| This was a remark which might with as much 
justice be applied to others, as well as to these 
laborers. He had no doubt that persons might be» 
found to -fill the seats on this floor, or to assume 
the duties of Speaker of the House, who would. 
be ready to assume the duties at a leas compensa- 
tion than is now paid to us. But when we are 
fixing the compensation of these persons who are. 
in the employ of the executive’ Government, we 
ought to give them ample wages.. They. have 

their residence here, and are compelled to laborall 
| day, and part of the night, during. one season of- 
the year, and forthe residue of the year the whole 
nights He hoped this Government would never 
adopt the policy of employing men who had fami- 
lies to support,ata pitiful rate of pay which would 
not enable them to-support those dependent on 
them. Certainly it was our duty to exercise as 
mich liberality to those in our service as thers 
do. He trusted that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, who always exhibited sach vigilance in re- 
form and retrenchment, would come to the con- 
clusion that it would be better to commence his 
reductions with members of Congress, and: not 
begin by cutting off the pittance of our day and 
night laborers. ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, thought the gen- 
| tleman had made a mistake in moving this amend- 
iment. He was opposed to it, because this appro- 
| priation,ifit should pass, would render it necessary 
‘i to take the increase In these wages from the pay of 
|| other laborers, who were equally meritorious, and. ~ 
l; whose pay ought not to be diminished for the pur- 
|| pose of increasing the wages of these individuals. . 
| Mr, STANTON denied that such. was: the: iñ- 
j tention of his amendment. Ret ie 

Mr. BROWN said, that he must then have been 
misled by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. STANTON referred to the clause to show 
that this item of wages was connected with the 
i items of oil, lamps, &c., and theappropriation was 
| forfall these matters. i 
| Mr. BROWN said, he understood that very 
i well. The appropriation was designed for all the 
| objects which were specified. But you say these 
men shall receive $2 a day instead of $1 50. 
| Where was this additional. half-dollar to come 
| feom? It must come-from the wages of the other 
i 


i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
{ 
i 
f 
i 


i laborers in our employ. it belonged to the item 
j of wages, and must be taken fram the wages of 
| those who are excluded frorn the benefit of this 
provision. He was very willing to give these. 
laborers $2 per day, but he could not consent to 
rob Peter to pay Paul. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question being on the amendment moved by 
Mr. Sranton— 

Tellers were demanded but not granted, and on 
a division there appeared——ayes 42, noes 55. 

There being no quorum; the roll was calied, and |7 
the committee rose, when the Chairman having 


| reported to the House the fact, the House again 
ʻi went into Committee of the Whole. 
[> The question was then put on the amendment, 
| Messrs. Mason, and Kixe of New Jersey, being 
| appointed to act as tellers, when the vote was an= 
| nounced—ayes 65, noes 55. 
| So the amendment was agreed to, 
| Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, under instruc: 
| tions of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
| moved the following amendment, viz: eee 


« For grading, graveling, and repairing the side walks, and 
for culverts, and otherwise improving New Jersey avenue, 
north of the Capital, the sum.of $3,000, to be expen ted under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Pubic Buildings.” . 


ii -Mr. BROWN explained that this appropriation 


4 


* 
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was renderéd- necessary by-the atrangement which 
had-been recently made between’ the corporate i- 
A thorities of the city of Washington, and the Balti- 
“more and:Ohio Railroad ‘Company; by which the 
“depot was tobe removed from its present position. 
“This -change:would. render it necessary to make 
some ‘alterations, in the grounds and. walks in the 
vicinity of the Capitol. If gentlemen would take 
the! trouble. to examine the grounds, they might 
satisfy themselves as to the propriety of the amend- 

< ment, , i 


-.-Mr. McMULLEN.: put a question as to the } 


` ownership of the grounds. z 
Mr. BROWN replied, that they were public 
:property; and entirely at. the disposal and under 
~- the control of Congress. E k a 
»iaMr.: MeMULLEN opposed the amendment, 
The removal of the depôt might not take place,- 
‘and then this appropriation would not be required. 
*Jtwould be time enough to grant the money ‘when 
“the:change was made. Ee saw no immediate ne- 
cessity forthe appropriation. — - 
Mr. BROWN replied, that all the arrangements 
“between the corporation and the company had 
been completed, and the change would take place 
without delay.. As soon as practicable the depét 
would be removed. i 
Mr, McMULLEN said, he did not in the least 
intend to doubt the statement of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. But the removal of the build- 
ing would necessarily occupy some time, and 
when that was done it would be time endugh to 
make the appropriation. He very much regretted 
to.see the growing disposition on his side of the 
House to run into extravagance. He had ob- 
served this tendency for some years past, and he 
owas sorry to see it, So) f ; 
“<The question being about to be taken, 
Tellers were demanded and ordered, and Mr. 
- Taytor, and Mr. Brown of Mississippi, were 
appointed: 
f he vote was then announced—ayes 71, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr., JONES moved to amend ‘the bill by 
‘striking out the item appropriating $3,000 for com- 
‘pleting the improvements on Indiana avenue. 

Mr. JONES said it would be remembered that 
in the early part of the present session an appro- 
priation of $7,000 for the completion of Indiana 
avehue was inserted in the deficiency bill, and 
now we are again called on to appropriate $3,000 
more for the completion of thisavenue. We were 
assured before that the $7,000 would be sufficient 
to complete the avenue, and surely this additional 
$3,000 cannot be wanted. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman from Tennes- 
see was mistaken as to.the fact. The original 
estimate submitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when the deficiency bill was in prepara- 

tion, was for $10,000 to complete Indiana avenue. 
For the purpose of preventing any suspension of 
the work during the Summer season, the com- 


mittee made an appropriation in that bill for $7,000 | 


in part. This $3,000 which is now appropriated 
therefor, is only to make up the amount in the 
original estimate. No appropriation is asked for 
beyond the $10,000 which is required to complete 
the work. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, under instruc- 


tions from the Committee on the District of Colum- | 


bia, moved to amend the bill by inserting the fol- 
lowing additional clause: 

“For making improvements on New Jerse: avenue 
south of the Capitol, $2,000, to be expended. ‘under the Com. 


, missioner of Public Buildings.” k 

_ Mr. B. explained that New Jersey avenue was 
in fact a continuation of Indiana avenue, for which 
an appropriation -had just been made. The only 
difference was, that New Jersey avenue ran south 
of the Capitol, while Indiana avenue ran north. 
Every one might see that they were the same. It was 
proper that everything around the Capitol should 
have a good appearance, and be in good keeping 
and there could be no better.time than the present 
for making these improvements. The item had 
been under the consideration of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. If the committee did not 
think the amendment a proper one, it might be 
voted down. 7 

The question being about to be put, tellers were 
demanded and ordered. + Mr. Moore, and Mr 
McLane of Maryland, were appointed, and the 


~- So dhe amendment was agreed to. 


Committee of Ways and Means to submit the fol- 


lowing amendment: . ` 


“ For paying balance due to Peter Gorman for furnishing 
stone for Pennsylvania avenue, $260 65.7? 


Mr. BAYLY desired only to explain to the 
committee the. circumstance -which rendered this 
appropriation necessary. A contract was made 
with Mr. Gorman ‘to furnish a supply of paving 
stones. Inthe adjustment.of his account, when a 
settlement was made, a foot and a half was fixed 
as proper to be allowed for wastage. 
found, however, that this was insufficient, the ac- 
tual wastage being two and a half feet. The dif- 
ference -was allowed. Mr. Gorman in passing his 


made. 

Mr. HUNTER rose to inquire if this amend- 
ment was not out of order? ` 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was not in order, on ‘the ground that it was a pri- 
vate claim. ` 

Mr. BAYLY said he could show the Chair that 
this amendment did not come within the rule laid 
down by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN caled the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. 

Mr. BAYLY said he was only endeavoring to 
put the Chair right as to a matter of fact. It was 
no private transaction, but had arisen out of a 
contract, and had been settled at the department. 

The CHAIRMAN inquired if tbe gentleman 
appealed from his decision, 

Mr. BAYLY said he did; his complaint was 
that the Chair did not understand the object of the 
amendment, and would not allow him to explain it. 
The Chair decided the amendment to be out of 
order as it was a private claim. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I think the 
Chair is laboring under a mistake, This is nota 
private claim, 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. STANLY. Does the Chair decide the 
amendment to be out of order ?’ 

The CHAIR. Itis out of order—the Chair so 
decides. 

Mr. STANLY. On what ground? 

The CHAIR. The Chair does not recognize 
the right of the gentleman to propound these ins 
quiries. 

Mr. STANLY. A member has as undoubted 
a right to ask these questions, as the Chair has to 
decide this amendment out of order. 

The question being about to be put on the ques- 
tion, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of this House?” 

Tellers were demanded and granted. Mr. HALL 
and Mr. Curseman were appointed tellers, and 
the vote was announced—ayes 56, noes 69. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Mr. BAYLY said he desired to explain this 
amendment, as he supposed it would now be in 
order for him todo. The case was the very re- 
verse of that suggested by the gentleman as not 
being authorized by law. This claim had been 
| adjusted and allowed by the department originally. 
{t was no more a private claim than was the claim 
of a member of Congress for arrearages of his 
own pay. The party was acknowledged by the 
department to be entitled to the money, but there 
was no appropriation, and without an appropria- 
tion the money could not be paid. 

Mr. RICHARDSON inquired of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Baycy,] whether the money 
had not been heretofore appropriated ? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that the money had been 
appropriated, but that it had gone back into the 


“vote was announced—ayes 70, noes 57 
i 


Treasury, because the account had-been settled 
and paid upon the erroneous supposition that he 
was not entitled to so much as it was afterwards 
ascertained that he was entitled to.. The account 


i| was subsequently reéxamined and readjusted, but 


the money had gone back into the Treasury. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he never yet knew 
the Government to make anything by a reéxami- 
nation. On the contrary it always suffered loss. 
He took it for granted that the first adjustment in 
this case was the proper one. 

_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was adopted. . $ ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the commit- 
tee rise; which motion was carried in the affirma- 
tive——ayes 70, noes. 65; -- - pear ae 3 


-Mr BAYLY said he was instructed by the |! 


It had been f 


accounts, but no appropriation had as yet been || 


The committee rose accordingly; and, 
On motion by Mr. -CLINGMAN, the 
adjourned. = 2 


House 


s 


. PETITION, &e. . 

The following petition and memorial were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: ; > 


By Mr. WALDEN: The petition of Wiliam Atkinson, 
for an extension of patent for manufacturing ludia rubber 
cloth. ~ : i 

“By Mr. KING, of New Jersey: A Themorial from insu- 
rance companies in the city of New York, for a law for pro- 
tection of life on board of steamers. s j 


IN SENATE. 
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of Edwin James, senior, and Edwin James, junior, 
deputy surveyors of the publie lands in Iowa, 
praying to be indemnified against loss in conse- 
quence of the unlawful annulment of their con- 
tract by the surveyor general of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, for surveying public lands; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the me- 
morial of John B. Walbach, asking compensation 
for services rendered in 1801, and -for expenses 
and losses incident to said services; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Maria Taylor, reported back the 
same without amendment, and asked the indul- 
genée of the Senate to allow the bill to have its 
second reading then, in order that it might be con- 
sidered and disposed of at once. ies 

No objection having been made, the bill was- 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and no amendment having been 
proposed, it was reported to the Senate and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
subsequently read a third time and passed. . 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred Senate bill No. 
288, being the bill authorizing the payment of in- 
terest to the State of New Hampshire for advances 
made for the use and benefit of the United States 
in repelling invasion and suppressing insurrection 
at Indian Stream in said State, reported back the 
same without amendment. 

Mr, JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the,memorial of Mrs. Le- 
wright Browning, widow of the late Robert L. 
Browning, a lieutenant in the navy of theUnited 
States, submitted a report in writing, which was 
ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill for 
the relief of Lewright Browning, which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, fromthe same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of John W Mount, asking 
an increase of pension, reported a bill increasing 
the pension of John W. Mount; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 


merce, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
of Charles A. Kellet, reported back the same with- 
out amendment. 
MONEY EXPENDED FOR BOOKS. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be required to 
ascertain and report to the Senate the amount of money 
| drawn from the contingent fund of the Senate, for.the pur- 
chase of books and maps by order of the Senate, since the 
Ist of December, 1844. | Y 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THIS DISTRICT. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolven, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the expediency of settingapart a portion of the public 
domain to-aid in the support of public schools in the District 
of Columbia, and that the said committee report by bill or 
otherwise. : 

BILLS PASSED. ' 

The bill granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land to the State of Arkansas in aid of 
the completion of the military road from Memphis 
to St: Francis, and the bill.to extend the port of 
New Orleans, were severally read a third time, and 
passed. - 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, authorizing the Secretary of State to 


farnish the State of Alabama with duplicates of 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the memorial ` 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- - 


‘ 


`- F850. 


, 


, 


3 


r 


the books and documents. heretofore supplied by. 
Congress, and which were destroyed by the re- 
went burning of the capitol of said State, was read 
athird time as amended, and passed. * ` 


PUBLICATION OF BOOKS. 
_ On mation by Mr. MANGUM. the Senate pro-. 
-ceeded to the consideration of the following reso- 


o lation: 


s 


i 


_ Resolved, That Mr. Palmer have leave to withdraw, take 
out a coyyright for, and print on his own acconnt, the docu- 
menis entitied “ A comprehensive view of. the principal in- 
‘dependent maritime countries of the Hast,” illustrated by a 
chart, which accompanied the report of the Secretary. of 

~ State to the Senate, under date of 23d of- April last, and re- 
-ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and that the l 
Secretary of the Senate be and he is hereby authorized to 
subscribe for three thousand copies -of the work, together 
with the chart, u:der the above title, for the use of the 
Senate; proyided the same shall be delivered by Mr. 
Palmer at a price not exceeding two dollars per copy of not 
Jess than five hundred pages octavo, printed on fine paper, 
and neatly bound in muslin. 

Mr. WALKER. I will present myself in op- 
position to that resolution by simply calling the 
yeas-ahd nays., 

The yeas and nays were ordered. J. 
-+Mr. RUSK moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the latter portion of it, directing the 
Secretary of the Senate to subscribe for three thou- 
sand copies of the work. 
|. Mr.. MANGUM. I hope the honorable Sena- 
tor will will not press his amendment, as it would 
be fatal to the whole matter. This work has 
‘been got up at vast expense, and the Senate will 
recollect that a very high estimate was placed on 
it by the late Secretary of State in a communica- 
tion made to this body. If this amendment shall 
prevail, the work cannot be published. I under- ; 
stand that it has been drawn up with great ability, 
and pretty.much under the superintendence and 
patronage of the State Department, and at its in- 
stigation.. The work, when printed, will consist 
. of about five hundred pages, with a chart which 
has been made at great expense and with great 


„difficulty. The price cannot exceed two dollars, 


and the paper will be fine and the execution good, 
The work, itis supposed, will be of inestimable 
‘value to. the Govern went, and I really hope, there- 
fore, that the amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. HAMLIN: I hope the Senator from Texas 
will withdraw his amendment. I do not rise to 
detain the Senate. I will take the.speech of the 
Senator from North Carolina, and indorse it as 
my own. The views he has suggested are, I 
think, correct. 1 believe the work will be valu- 
able to the commercial interests of the whole coun- 
try, vastly more so than any work which has yet 
deen published under the direction of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am desirous of voting for 
this proposition, if I can do it consistently. As I 
‘anderstand it, this is“a compilation of various 
views of certain maritime Powers in the world 
which is presented for publication, and that the 
copyright is to _be taken out in the name of the ìn- 
dividual who has compiled the work. It is said 
that it will be vastly beneficial to the country on 
account of the valuable commercial information 
which it will diffuse, and that, therefore, the Con 
gress of the United States should make an appro- | 
‘priation for the publication of the work by sub- 


scribing for three thousand copies. Now then, |} 


sir, every other interest in the country—the agri- | 
cultural, manufacturing, and so forth—may claim 
the same right to encouragement. And are we | 
notabout to establish a precedent which would | 
involve the country in very large appropriations 
to cause these publications to be made? Not ap- 
propriations directly, but ina worse shape, indi- | 
rectly, by subscribing in advance for copies. I 
submit this viéw merely to inquire if this is con- 
sistent with the practice of this Government, and 
if it is intended in this way to lay the foundation 
of a system of general appropriations for all the 
interests of the country? Then J will be prepared 
to vote aye or no. But I see nothing in this par- 
ticular measure, anxious as I am to see it pub- 
lished, which would justify me as a Senator in 
making appropriations to procure its publication, | 
especially when I know nothing myself of the con- 
sténts of the work, and when it has not been pre- 
pared under any resolution. or authority from 
Government, but is simply the act of an individ- 
ual now claiming the coöperation of Government 
to procure its publication. 

Mr. HAMLIN. A word in reply to what has 


j-of State. 


“fallen from the Senator from Georgia. This is a 
i > 


“communication made. to. Congress. by virtue,of a. 


xesolution ‘which has passed this body. Jt was 
compiled under the direction of thé late Secretary 
It comes to usin that authentic form. 
So. much, then, in answér to that part of the gen- 
tleman’s proposition. But the Senator anticipates 
that if we publish this work, or subscribe for any 
copies of it when published; it will lead to like 
results in various branches of industry and other 
departments of the Government. We have al- 
ready published, I believe at this session of Con- 
gress, ten thousand extra copies of the. report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, a labored report 
involving the industrial pursuits of all this broad 
land. We have published ten thousand copies of 
a labored work which attempts to show the neces- 
sity of protection to American industry,a doctrine 
which I believe finds favor on the other side of the 
Chamber. I voted for the publication of that work, 
because I was perfectly willing that those doc- 
trines—erroneous in my opinion—should be cir- 
culated broadcast, on the ground that error may 
be promulgated where truth is left free to pursue 
and combat it. Here, then, is a document. which 
we have already published, involving, as gentle- 
men say, all the industrial pursuits of the country. 
Well, now, here is a document which was fur- 
nished from another department, involving the 
interests of commerce, which are against the re- 
striction of tariffs. Is it not right and just, then, 
that these views should be spread before the peo- 
ple of this country for the purpose of facilitating, 
and aiding, and advanciag the interests of com- 
merce in that section of the country which is com- 
mercial? And isit different from the report of the 
Secretary which came here and was printed directly 
by order of this branch of the Government? If 
we may take the whole mass of the report of the 
Secretary of State and publish it if we think prop- 
er, we may, also, if it is advisable, and I believe 
itis, select from it those portions which come more 
directly to the aid of commerce, and offer sugges- 
tions and hold out inducements which may be 
beneficial to the commerce of the country. If that 
be the case, it is equally as proper to take the 
copies of another printer as to print them ourselves. 
I can sée no distinction between the two cases. 
Mr. FOOTE. After all that has been said in 
relation to the merits of this publication, I can say 
but little; but I beg leave to remind the Senate that 
the author of this work has had the good fortune 
to enjoy the warm and decided approbation of 


| two Administrations at least of this Government. 


This is the same individual in favor of whom the 
late Administration recommended an appropria- 
tion of $10,000, the object of which was to dispatch 
him—for he was the person almost designated at 
the time—to Asia for the purpose of collecting 
information on the important subject of which he 


| treats so ably in this work. The late Adminis- 
tration seemed equally to approve of his labors, . 


for the late Secretary of State, after a thorough 
scrutiny of this book, recommended it to the favor- 
able consideration of this body.” The Committee 
on Foreign Relations had this matter before them, 
as you, sir, are aware, and, upon examination of 
it, unanimously decided thatit was of much value, 
and recommended that its publication should take 
place in the mode proposed. The present Secre- 
tary of State, then a member of this body, as we 
all know, rose in his place and delivered a formal 
eulogy on it, and stated that he had examined and 
ascertained the merits of this work, and was pre- 
pared to vouch for it. Under such circumstances 
can gentlemen hesitate about making this appropria- 
tion, and recompensing a patriotic and public- 
spirited man for the arduous labors he has ex- 
pended in the public service? True, in the first 
place they were voluntary, but the result of those 
labors was called for and officially presented to 
us at the instance of the Department of State. 
Therefore } think that, under all the circumstan- 
ces of the case, inasmuch as we have every reason 
to believe the work to be one of vast importance 
to tue commercial interests of the country, as has 
been asserted by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hamuin,] we ought not to hesitate about making 
this small appropriation, particularly as it is prob- 
able that it can never accomplish the high purpose 
to which it is devoted, unless we shali provide for 
its diffusion in the manner proposed. 

Mr. RUSK. This matter is an old acquaint- 
ance of mine, and has been here for some three, 
four, or five years. In the first place it came in 


former proposition w 


Ta 


the shape of a proposition -for-an appropriation: to. 
employ agentleman. as an: agent to.colect: mates 


rials and publish a book, and Lam not sure’thatit | 


was not-rejected for two sessions: MASER 
Mr. FOOTE. -I can assuré the Senator that no 
proposition in reference to this work: was ever bew- 
fore the Senate: until the present session. ‘The 
as simply to- sendotan 


agent. : ee, 

Mr. RUSK. - The Senator. is mistaken. ` Lam 
too well acquainted with the work-and the author 
to be under any misapprehension. ..He is a highly. 
intelligent gentleman, by the name of Palmer, and: 
I know him well. 
after ‘a full dehate, a proposition to appropriate 
four or five thousand dollars to employ him’as.a 
commercial agent to publish a book was rejected 
by a large majority. The samé materials, I. un- 
derstand, have. been prepared by him on his own 
volition, and by some resolution of the Senate 
they were called for from the Department of State, 
and received the sanction of the late Secretary of 
State. Ic may be a. very valuable work, and I 


| have no doubt that it is, from the ability and -in- 


telligence of the author, but are we to subscribe 
for every valuable book that is published ?, There” 


At the last session of Congress, ` 


{ 


are hundreds more valuable, perhaps, than this, `” 


and where is this matter to end? This is. for the 


| benefit of a particular class only; but, if we are: to 


go into this business, let us subscribe for such 
works as are of general benefit.. Lam opposed to 
this system: of book pablishings involving us:in 
the expenditure of thousands of dollars, when, as 
all know, if the works gre really valuable, they 
will be published by private individuals. . aa 
Mr. DAYTON. This is in truth a subject with 
which we have been a great deai acquainted for 
some time past, yet I think we have been most 
favorably acquainted with it. At all events, those 
who have at any time inspected the work of this 
gentleman have pronounced upon it insterms of 
approbation, The Secretary of State under a for- 
mer Administration gave such sanction to the sub- 
ject that he recommended it strongly to the con- 
sideration of Congress. The late Secretary: of 
State (Mr. Clayton) likewise appreciated the la- 
bors of this gentleman highly, and the present 
Secretary of State looks upon them in-the same 
light. The Committee on Foreign Relations, 
whose attention has been especially directed: to’ 
this subject, speak in the same terms of those. Ja- 
bors, and recommend them to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress. Tife labors -themselves 
have been produced in part by the resolution:.of 
Congress, and now the only question is, whether, 
under these circumstances, we will put the thing 
in a situation which will enable.this employé: of, 
Congress to spread his manuscript matter before 
the public? Inasmuch as it is a matter of that 
especial character, havig no general interest, to 
make it readable, if L may be allowed the expres-/ 
sion, or attractive to the public mind, it is necessary 
to give seme aid in this form to the attempt to se- 
cure the benefits of those labors, }-am ‘prepared. 
to give it, and not because it favors ote. particular: 
class or interest, to wit, the commercial interests in 
preference to another; for I take it that anything 
which tends to the spread of commerce tends to 
the benefit of agriculture and of all.the manufac- 
turing and industrial interests of the country. 
Commerce stands simply in reference to every 
other industrial interest ‘as the wagon stands to 
the farm—it is merely the vehicle by which its 
products are carried to market. Anything, there- 
fore, which tends to extend facilities or accommo- 
dations of this kind, although its primary benefit 
may be to commerce as such, yet its ultimate and 
real benefit is to that which stands behind and: is 
the subject of commerce. I therefore deal with 
this as a question which applies to the -great 
industrial interests of the country, and J hope; un- 
der all the circumstances of the subject, the Senate’ 
will not hesitate to grant the aid asked fors- f°: 
Mr. SOULE. I.cannot but join in the:cem- 


os 


mendation which has been bestowed en-this: book... 


I have had occasion to read it, and J: think. it 
valuable, and well calculated to impart: much ip=- 
formation.upon the matters of which it- treats oT 
think it is one of those books which will more 
than repay whatever expenses the Government 
may incur in aiding its publication. “I had ocea- 
sion to read in some French.Review.the opinion 
which was entertained by some of the highest sei- 
entific authorities in France upon thead resqarches 


i 


” eonsiĝered hig researches of great. interest. 
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of Mr: Palmer; and the commendations rendered 
to-him are such as- to- show that they must a 
We 
are generally in the. dark as regards the relations 
which “maybe established between” this country 


.and the: countries to-which these researches refer, 


and I have no.doubt that a proper appreciation of 
these relations will be conducive to the extension 
of oyr mercantile relations, and by the extension 
of -our mercantile relations we shall improve, as 


was very properly said by the Senator from New 


Jersey, every other branch.of industry belonging 
to: the- nation. [ shall, therefore, be in favor of 
its publication as proposed. - 

‘Mr RUSK. My recollection is different- from 
that of the honorable Senator from. New Jersey. 
This gentleman bas been memorializing Congress 
for several years, and has been very anxious to 
get this work before the Senate. As it is said to 
contain some. new information, which it did: not 
eontain:-;when ‘the work was before us, and was 
once rejected, as -f think, I will move that the fur- 
ther consideration ofthis subject be postponed till 
to-morrow, for the purpose of looking into the 
work a little more. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope that a postponement will 
not take place. The subject has been ‘before us 
repeatedly, and has beer often and fully explained, 
and as a portion of the work has been in print for 
a month or more—though I believe that which it is 
proposed to publish now is much enlarged, and that 
there is much additionalinformation to that which 
was formerly laid on our tables—members have 
had. sufficient opportunity to examine it. We 
might as welt postpone every other question which 
comes up as to postpone this. Although Eshould 
regret to lose the vote of the Senator from Texas, 'l 


thitk ‘there are enough members sufficiently in- }# 


formed on the subject to act upon it this morning. 
Mr. RUSK, i will withdraw my motion to 
postpone the subject. 5 
<- Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. St. John said 
that the world could not contain all the books that 
might be written; and if the argument of Senators 
is to prevail, that we should publish all the books 
which would be beneficial to the United States, 


- certainly ihis Capito] would not contain them. We 


have heretofore confined ourselves to one rule, that 
only original researches, only results which flowed 


from. the investigation of persons employed by 


Congress, should be published. We now enter 
on anew field. All that has been said in com- 
mendation of this work I am prepared fully to 
endorse. The gentlemen who has prepared this 
work has bestowed many years of labor upon its 
preparation, and with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Rusk} and myself it is an old acquaintance. 
‘These researches, I think, were once styled ** The 


Geography and History of the unknown country 


‘shall we tax the Treasury of the 


of the Hast.” They were referred in manuscript 
to the Joint Committee on the Library, and, after 
some time spent, and a very slight investigation, 
with frequent conversations upon the subject in the 
committee, they were withdrawn. Subsequently 
I advocated the publication of a portion of the in- 
formation which was incorporated in this work, 
and it was published by Congress because of the 
original researches it contained, and upon that 
ground l advocated it against the opposition of the 
Senator from Missouri. That work which was 
published contained what was essentially valuable 
to the navigating interest of the United States, It 
gave.an account of the position of a sunken rock 
on-the coast of Japan, and contained a chaft which 
was ‘considered of sufficient value to justify its 
publication. What may enter into the 
it is now. proposed to publish I cannot state. If it 
is the work originally submitted to the Library 
Commitee, or if it is mainly composed of that 
work, [think itis a compilation which this gentle- 
man has been-able to prepare by his knowledge of 
the localities described, his ability to enter into the 
East India offices in London, and his correspond- 
euce with a brother of the King of Siam. In con- 
‘sequence of which facilities for access to such ma- 
terials, I have no doubt that, with his knowledge 
and researcn, he has been able to prepare a valua- 
bie work, such as any member of the Senate will 
desire toown. But shall we, because itis a valu- 
abie work, draw money from the public Treasury 
to print it? - That is the whole question. IT admit 
all that bas been said of it; but the question recurs, 
r i United States to 
print it? and if so, why not print every other val- 


f 


work which | 


uable book which may be-submitted to Congress: 
for-that purpose? Here lies the whole question, 
and-bere is the whole argument which I. propose 
to submit to the Senate. i had ‘hoped for some 
information from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, which would enable me to vote for it; but as 
it now appears that the work only contains that 
which we have before-examined, I shall have to 
vote against it. 
~~ Mr: UNDER WOODg called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered, on striking out all 
that part of the resolution which relates to the pur- 
chase of the book by the Senate, and they: were: 
YEAS—Measrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bright, Butler, Da- 
vis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, King, Mason, Rusk, 
Turney, Underwood, Walker, and Yulee—14. 
NAYS—Messrs. Berrien, Clemens, Davis of Massachu- 


Greene, Hamlin, Jones, Mangum, Morton, Phelps, Smith, 
Soulé, Sturgeon, Wales, and Winthrop—13. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move to amend the resolu 
tion by inserting the words ‘by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled,” so as to make it a joint res- 
olution, which is necessary, inasmuch as it ap- 
propriates money. 

Mr. FOOTE. Such payments are usually made 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire, also, to say that all 
our printing is paid for out of the contingent fund. 
of the Senate. : 

Mr. DAWSON. When it is done by order of 
the Senate, but not when works are purchased 
which are printed by other persons. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Will not that amendment 
conflict with the rules of the Senate? The rules 
prescribe the mode by which joint resolutions may 
be introduced, but this mode of making this a joint 
resolution will be in violation of the rules. 


appropriates money require three several read- 
ing? 

“The PRESIDENT. Whenit makes an appro- 
priation of money. This resolution, however, 
simply authorizes the Secretary to subscribe fora 
certain number of copics of a book. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Which I apprehend in- 
volves an appropriation. 

Mr. DAWSON. To obviate all difficulty, I will 
withdraw my amendment, and move to refer the 
resolution to the Library Committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
lution will be reeommitted to the committee by 
which it was reported. 

Mr. DAWSON. Ihave no objection. I move, 
therefore, that the resolution be recommitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Of how many pages will 
this book consist? 

Mr. MANGUM. About five hundred. 

The question was taken on the motion to re- 
commit, and there were fifteen in the affirmative 
and seventeen in the negative. 
` So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to amend the reso- 
| lution by striking out ‘ 3,000,” and inserting 
| © 1,500,” as the number of copies to be ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. Ishall have but a word more to 
say on this subject. I was sure that this matter 
had previously been before the Senate, and I find 
here among the miscellaneous documents a “ Me- 
t moir, geographical, political, and commercial, of 
‘ the present state, productive resources, and capa- 
‘ bilities for commerce of Liberixn, Manchuria, and 


‘tercourse with those countries, &e. Addressed 
‘to his Excellency James K. Polk, President of 
‘the United States, by Aaron A. Palmer, coun- 
‘ sellor of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
‘ corresponding member of the National listitute, 
t Washington, &c. March 8, 1848. Referred to 
‘the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
‘printed.”? This memoir contains som 
Mr. FOOTE. The other is a wholly different 
work—much larger, and having a different title. 
Mr. RUSK. I find by an appendix to this me- 


| moir that it was the intention of this gentleman to 


have appended to it his largest and best map pf 
the Isthmus of Nicaragua, Here it is: z 

“Under these circumstances, as there has already been 
an undue and vexatious delay in the printing of the docu- 
ment, and being very desirous of; promoting the early action 


olthe honorable Library Committee of the Senate in refèr- 


setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Foote, | 


Mr. ATCHISON. Does nota resolution which | 


1 hope the reso- | 


‘ the Asiatic islands of the Northern Pacific ocean, | 
‘and on the importance of opening commercial in- || 


e 76 pages. | 


ence to the object of the memoir, he has concluded to sube. 
stitute the.anpexéd map ofthe isthmus of. Nicaragua, on a 
reduced scale, resérving the.map in gaestion for the ilusy - 
tration of the chapter on the ship-canal frovi the + Atlantie 

to the Pacific, ʻin ‘the unknown ‘countries of the Bast,” 
upon the completion of the work according to the plan in- 

dicated in the foregoing prospectus.” 3 ‘ 

Now, sir, what are we doing? We aye either 
encouraging by subscription the publication of this 
work, because it is valuable to the eountry, or we 
are procuring the number of copies necessary for 
the Senate. Then, let me ask, do. we want three 
thousand copies? I apprehend that. we are. not 
going to set a precedent of this kind. If we do, 
we may subseribe for every valuable book which 
makes its appearance. This is theage of books; 
and if we are now to set the example, we must 
necessarily subscribe for every book which is 
deemed to be as valuable as this. If we are to do 
so, 1 am in favor of subscribing to modest authors. 
and not for the benefit of those who have been 
boring Congress, from time to time, with memo- 
rials to purchase their publications, If we are not 


| subscribing for the benefit of the author, then we 


are buying the book for the use of the Senate; and 
in that case, ] would like to know, what, in con- 
science, we want with three thousand copies. 
This is a document which we cannot frank to our 
constituents, and what shall we do with it? Shall 
we distribute this number of copies equally among 
Senators, or have we three thousand officers into 
whose hands we can put it? 

Mr. FOOTE. My friend from Texas seems to 
insinuate that the author of this work has bored 
the Senate with memorials to purchase this book. 
Now, if the Senator from Texas knew Mr. Palmer 
as well as I know him, he would not have spoken 
so as to insinuate anything of this kind, for he is. 
a modest, amiable gentiéman, known fò be so 
throughout the whole country. If the Senator 
from Texas had been better acquainted with him, 
he would have learned to appreciate him more fa- 
vorably than he appears to do, by the observations 
he has just made. I hope that my friend, who § 
know is Hberal, and who knows also that } have 
stood by him on many oecasions when pecuniary 
considerations were involved, will withdraw his 
opposition to this resolution. 

Mr. RUSK. F know that my friend from Mis- 
sissippi is very liberal, and I think 1 am very lib- 
eral too. ‘But he must excuse me in this case. 
In reference to Mr. Palmer, I believe he is a 
very scientifie man; but I cannot help saying that, 
in my judgment, he has been boring Congress for 
the last six months. , 

Mr. FOOTE. Sir, it often happens that those 
who are most anxious to benefit the human race 
are accounted the greatest bores. Columbus bored 
the court of Spain, and was denounced and ridi- 
culed, and so have been all those men who have 
entertained a strong disposiiion to serve the world, 
from the time of Adam to the present day. Sos- 
rates was denounced, and was poisoned by the 
juice of hemlock. Aristides was banished; as also 
was Cicero; and poor Columbus was earried home 
in irons because he had discovered the New. World. 
Sir, Mr. Palmer is more worthy of sympatby,and 


| respeet, and countenance, than ninety-nine hun- 


dredths of the individuals who come here with 
publications of a similar character, and who obtain 
the patronage of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MASON. The time having arrived for the 
consideration of the special order, | move that the 
further consideration of ‘the resolution be post- 
poned until to-morrow. . 

The question being taken on the motion to 
pone, it was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 
sion to say that, on examining into the question 
more carefully, he has come to the conclusion that 
inasmuch as this resolution involves an expendi- 
ture out of the contingent fuúd, it will require three 
readings. If there be no objection it will now be 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWSON. Iihasalready had two sev- 
eral readings. 

Mr. WALKER. Does not that also make it 
necessary that it should bea joint resolution? _ 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly not; it is to Be 
paid out of the contingent fund, and each House 
controls its own fund, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I merely wish to 
say, in justice to this gentleman, that, as the Com- 
mittee on the Library has been referred to, they 


post- 


| have no complaint to make at all’ about being 
% 
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**bored.”?- The memorial to which reference. has 
been made was'one-which I presented’ some time 
ago. 
at of the body of a large work. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Arcuison, to substitute ‘1,500 copies” for 
‘3,000 copies,” and it was rejected. 

There being no-further amendment, the resolu- 
tion was reported to the Senate. > - . 

‘Fhe question was then taken on ordering the 
resolution to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
a division being called for, ‘thére were for the mo- 
tion—ayes 18, noes 13. : 

So the motion was agréed to. 

THE. FUGITIVE SLAVE*BILL, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to provide-fer the more effectual execution of 
the third clause of the second section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. MASON.. | move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland in such way 
as to provide that the jury. who. are to try these 
issues, shall try the issue whether or not there has 
been any collusion on the part of the claimant. 1 
have submitted the amendment to the Senator 
from Maryland, and he is willing to accept it as a 
modification. 

The PRESIDENT. Iltis proposed to amend 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland, by 
inserting after the word ‘‘issues,” in the fifth line 


` of. the fourth section, the following words: 


« And whether or not there has been collusion on the part 
of the claimant, either in the escape of said fugitive or in the 
proceedings for his recovery.” 

Mr. PRATT. I accept the modification. 

The PRESIDENT. It is further proposed to 
amend the amendment, by inserting after the word 
“court,” where it first occurs in the tenth line of 
the same section, ‘that in the opinion of the jury 
there was no such collusion. ” 

Mr. PRATT. Laccept that-modification also. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
aimendment of the Senator from Maryland, as mod- 
ifed. oos 

Mr. DAYTON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

“Mr. DICKINSON. My 
On this question and all those involved init, I agreed 
to pair off with himuotil his return. I am anxious 
to vote on this bill, and I hope he will return this 
evening, so as to enablé me to do so. 

. A long debate ensued, in which Messrs. DAY- 
TON, ATCHISON, FOOTE, PRATT, MASON, 
and BERRIEN participated, and for which, see 
Appendix. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 22, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

Mr-STANLY inquired of the Speaker what 
was the regular order of business? : 

The SPEAKER said, the call of the committees 
for reports. 

Mr. McLANE, of Mary land, (by unanimous 
consent,) withdrew the memorial and papers of 
A. Pollard, which had been improperly referred. 

` Mr. RICHARDSON (expressing the hope that 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment would be disposed of to-day) moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Roor and 
‘Watpo were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 100, noes 31. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

So the House again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burt in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the current fiscal year. , 

The pending question was on the motion, made 
yesterday, to strike out the following: 


‘For the support, care, and medical treatment of twelve 
transient pauper medical or surgical patients in the Wash- 
ington Infirmary, two thousand dollars, to he expended 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings: Provided, The physicians and surgeons of the afore- 
said infirmary give bonds for the maintenance of. twelve 
pauper transient patients during one year, if application be 
made for their reception, and bind themselves to keep 
rooms for the accommodation of twelve pauper patients 
weelty on an average during the year.” 

z% 


It related to a'valuable paper, and was taken., 


colleague is not, here. | 


Mr.~BROWN, of. Mississippi, said, that -with- 
outgoing into a disctssion upon this matter, and 
without having heard the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Illinois who had ‘submitted the ‘motion 
fo-strike out the item, he (Mr. B.) desired to say 
that this appropriation had been inserted in the 
appropriation. bills for several years past, and was 
a matter of importance to the citizens of this Dis- 
trict. #The object of the item was to make pro- 
vision for paupers who did not properly belong 
here, and who, therefore, did not properly consti- 
tute a charge upon the citizens. e could not 
conceive what the object of the gentleman in 
moving to strike out could be, unless he was under 
a misapprehension as to the purpose for which 
the money was appropriated. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. . 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, a typographical 
error in the 802d line of the bili was ordered to be 
corrected. g 

Mr. BAYLY offered the following amendment: 

“ For continuing the sewer under Pennsylvania avenue, 
on the east side of Fourteenth street, to the canal, $3,000; 
to be expended under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings.” 

Mr. B. explained the obligation of the Govern- 
ment to make the appropriation for the sewer, and 
the necessity, with reference to the health of the 
citizens, for its construction. 

The question was taken and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH moved to strike out the item appro- 
priating $8,600 for the expenses of pauper luna- 
tics in the Maryland hospital at Baltimore. 


s 


Mr. F. said, he knew of no reason why the Gov- |! 


ernment should appropriate money for the sup- 
port of Maryland paupers, any more than for those 
of any other State. 

Mr. BAYLY. T am sure that my medical 
friend does not understand the object of the appro- 
priation, or he would not press his amendment. 
These are District lunatics; but as there is not suffi- 
cient accommodation for them in the Washington 
asylum, they were sent to the Maryland asylum. 
We are bound to take care of these persons, and 
it is a matter of economy to effect the purpose in 
this way. 

Mr. FITCH. With that explanation I with- 
draw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot, by 
the rule, withdraw the amendment except with the 
unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, offered the following 
amendment, viz: 


<: That the duties now due the United States upon a cer- 
tain importation of printed books, contained in three cases, 
marked 193, 195. and 3, and shipped by William Crickner, 
from London, England, in the ship J. W. Andrews, unto 
Messrs. Hili & Sears, Boston, the value of said books being 
£78 4s. Öd. sterling, be and the same are hereby remitted : 
Provided, Thatit shall be made to appear to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that said books have not 
been imported for sale, but for charitable and gratuitous cir- 
culation by religious societies inthe United States.” 


The question was put on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, offered the 


| following amendment, to come in at the end of the 


817th line of the bill: 5 

« For refunding to John Joseph Chance, Bishop of Natch- 
ez, the duty paid on a cathedral bell presented to said 
Bishop by Prince Alexander Torlonia, of Rome.” 

Mr. T. said he was instructed by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to report this amendment. 
The facts are few, and I cannot suppose that there 


i will be any opposition to this proposition when 


it is understood. 

Some few years since Bishop Chance, of Natch- 
ez, Mississippi, a prelate of excellent character 
and high intelligence, visited Italy, and there made 
the acquaintance of Prince Alexander Torlonia, 
of Rome. This munificent Prince, desirous of 
making some manifestation of his high apprecia- 


i tion of the character of the learned Bishop, and 


his deep interest in the prosperity and success of 
the American’ church, presented a bell of rare 
workmanship to the Roman Catholic congregation 
at Natchez. 

This splendid bell weighs thi ee thousand pounds; 
and the cost at Rome was $3,000. The generous 
donor sent the necessary Axtures to put-up the bell, 


and directed ‘his agents: that. the whole should-be: 
done. at his individual expense: The duw was. 
paid at New Orfeans, and ‘amounted to $250 oirthe~: 
bell and fixtures. ae Eady ekg 

The bell, ‘as a work of art, is worthy of this: lib=- 
eral Prince, and worthy ofthe classié country 
from which it comes. Our tariff law already. ex. 
empts from duty books, philosophical: apparatus, 
works of art, instruments, &c., imported: for cof- 
legeg, schools, &c. This magnjficent present comes. ' 
within the spirit and purview, of. the existing law. 

A strong consideration in favor of refunding the. 
duties, is the fact that Prince Alexander Torlonia. ~ 
will permit neither the bishop nor the ‘church ‘at. 
Natchez to “pay this tax to the Government. Et 
becomes the Government, therefore, to relinquish’ 
this contribution upon the generosity of a distin= | 
guished foreign friend of America and American 
institutions, It is our obvious policy to cultivate, 
rather than repress, these generous manifestations 
of friendship and kind feeling. ~ ` 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMES offered the following amend- 


ment: ; 
« For continuing the publication of the. works of the Ex- 
ploring expedition, $25,000.” fupi Sa 
The amendment having been read, . oR 


Mr. JONES raised the question of order upon” 


The CHAIRMAN said, the Chair could not see 
anything in the amendment which, in the judgment 
of the Chair, made it out of order. EE 

Mr. HOLMES explained, that the amendment 
proposed tocontinue the appropriation heretofore 
made towards developing the results of the Explo- 
ring Expedition. : ` 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Meane and 

Fowrer were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 71, noes 85. 

So the amendment was rejected, 


Several items were read without interruption. 

The section providing for custom-houses being 
under consideration— Me 

Mr. BAYLY moved an amendment: 

“ For repairs, alterations, and furniture, for the new cus- 
tom-house at Portland, Maine, $8,000. ; pi 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. j : 


.Mr. FULLER. moved the following ameng- 
ment: i i Rugio 

« For repairs and furniture of the custom-houge, 
tine, in the district of Penobscot, $3,600.» $ : 

In explanation of the amendment, he said that 
the building was purchased by the Governmentin 
1847, for $400; $1,100 was appropriated March 3, . 
1847, for the purpose of purchase and repairs; the 
building was builtand had been owned and used 
hy the county of Hancock, for its public officers. 
Upon examination and repair, it was found to be’ 
in such a dilapidated condition that the gum ap- 
propriated was inadequate. The matter had been: 
considered by the Committee of Ways and Means,” ` 
and the appropriation asked for disallowed, on the’ 
ground that it would fall more. properly under the 
supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
should be.repaired out of the appropriation for the: 
expenses of collecting the revenue. The Secre- 
tary, upon examination of the late law providing 
for the collection of the revenue, decided that it 
did not fall within the scope of his authority. The 
committee were of the opinion that the repairs 
were necessary and proper. 

Mr. STANLY said he believed the Committee 
of Ways and Means had had this amendment un- 
der consideration, and rejected it. He raised the’ 
point of order that the amendment was not. in 
order. He inquired of the gentleman from Maine 
what was the amount of revenue received at that 
custom-house? : i 

Mr. FULLER replied, that the expenses- of: 
collecting the revenue in that distriet were $8,304— 
the port having a collector, eight inspectors, one 
weigher, one guager, and three measurers, with a 
revenue boat attached for the preventive Bervice.* 
This port had an aggregate amount of tonnage.of 
36,484 tons—about 16,000 of which was engaged 


it 


at ‘Cas- 


„in the coasting trade, about 11,000 in the cod-fish-~ 


ery, and upwards of 2,000 in the mackerel fishery. 
The amount of revenue received wasabout $2,000, 
besides fees and emoluments, which went to-defray 
the expenses-of the officers... ests 


* 
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The: CHAIRMAN overruled .-Mr.-Sranzy’s 
point.ef order-—stating. that the appropriation ap* 
peared :to:be for-one ‘of. those contingencies for. the 
future.which were allowed by the.8ist-rule. 

~i The question. being.on the:amendment— ` 

.: Lellers. were asked and ordered, and Mr. Wat- 
tace and Mr. Srrone were appointed. : 
«Lhe. question: was: taken, and. the amendment 
was agreed to—ayes 71, noes 58. ; re 


1: Mr: DISNEY moved the following amendment: 
~ec For the purchase ofa site and the building of a custom- 
house and. post office at Cincinnati, Ohio, to bé expended, 
under..the. direction. of the- Secretary of .the Treasury, 
$55,000: Provided, That the plan-of the buildings shall. be 
such that the whole cost of both buildings and site shall in 
no event exceed the appropriation hereby made.” 
‘Mr. PRESTON KING inquired if the amend- 
ment was in order? 
o The CHAIRMAN thought it was in order. 
"Mr. DISNEY, in support of the amendment, 
said that the limited time allowed for explanation 
would*not ‘permit him to'lay before the committee 
all the arguments relating to this subject. He had 
only to say, in’general terms, that this wasa large 
commercial city; that its imports, foreign and do- 
mestic, during the last year amounted to the enor- 
mous amount of $65,000,000; that even now the | 
amount of revenues received at that custom-house 
. was such as to’ make it the eleventh in importance, 
among the one hundred custom-houses of the en- 
‘tire Union. In addition to the vast importance of 
the ‘tonnage, and the commercial transactions of 
that city, he referred to the fact that it was a place 
of deposit for large amounts of the public moneys 
from’ the western land offices, and there was no 
pláce for.its keeping. ‘The Government was pro- 
ibited from depositing the public moneys in the 
banks, and they had no other place of deposit. 
_ This proposition was introduced “upon the peti- 
~ tion of the merchants, the Chamber of Commerce, 
and the public authorities of Cincinnati; it was 
sustained and recommended. by the Treasury De- 
‘partment, and approved by two committees of the: 
ouse, å. e., the Committeesof Ways and Means 
and the Committee on Commerce; and he was 
certain that no’ objections could exist to it in the 
mind of any man who would examine the facts 
of the case. Those who knew the facts must and 
would approve the proposition. 
The question being on the amendment— : 
Mr. JONES called for tellers. Not ordered. 
The question was taken, and the vote was— 
ayes 73, noes 39. No quorum voting— 
The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be called, 
which having been done— i 
The committee rose and reported the names of 
the absentees to the House, to be entered upon the 
Journal. . 
“The Chairman then resumed his seat in Com- 
. mittee of the Whole on the-state of the Union. 
The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Disney, and, by ayes 79, 
noes 50, it was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER moved the following amend- 
ment: 

“ For repairing and Jining the arches and vaults of the 
custom-house building at Philadelphia, to render them prop- 
er for storing goods, $7,000.” 

Mr. C. said a few words in explanation, of 
which nothing reached the reporter’s desk, except 
that he (Mr. C.) did not suppose an argument in 
support of the appropriation to be requisite. 
` The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. BOWLIN offered the following amend- 
ment, viz: : 

s For the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable 
building for x custom-house and post office and other Gov- 
ernment offices in the city of St. Lonis, $50,000; to be ex- 
pended ander the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : 
Provided, That the whole cost shall not exceed the sum 
hereby appropriated} 

Mr. B. said, that in offering the amendment 
he did not intend to inflict a speech on the com- 
mittee, but would merely avail himself of the oc- 
casion to state a few statistical facts. : 

The amendment Proposes to appropriate fifty 
thousand dollars for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a custom-house at St. Louis, capable 
of holding all the Government offices at that place. 
And it might be proper here for him to invite the 
attention of the committee to the fact, that this 
appropriation has been recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and also by the Committee 


= 


guarantee of the utility and-propriety of the méas- 
ure. : TET : 

«<The tonnage of the city of St. Louis is about 
forty thousand. The revenue collected there for 
the last- year was about eighty thousind dollars, 
which was an advance upon the preceding year of 
near. twenty thousand dollars—showing the rapidly 
increasing character of the commerce there. 

In reply to an interrogatory, he said the popula- 
tion of St. Louis was. about eighty thousand— 
chiefly engaged in. commerce. -Butof her com- 
mercial character, it-was not necessary for him to 
speak; it was too well known. fod . 

He had, he said, early in.-the session addressed 
a eommunication to each of the departments of 
this Government, inquiring the amount of rent 
paid by each in St. Louis, for house and room rent 


d| for public offices, and he had received answers 


from the Treasury, War, Interior, and Post Office 


Departments, and the aggregate of rents paid by | 


them was $6,320—all of which might be saved 
by the erection of this building. . 

Having submitted the-facts, he had nothing 
more, he said, to add; and he submitted the amend- 
ment with full confidence to the committee. 

A Memser in his seat. 1s the revenue collected 
in the city of St. Louis increasing ? A 

Mr. BOWLIN. Itis. The year before last it 
was sixty thousand dollars. ` Last year it was up- 
wards of eighty thousand. 

Mr. TAYLOR. What is your present pepu- 
lation ? y 

Mr. BOWLIN. Eighty thousand. 

Mr. BINGHAM called for the reading of the 
amendment, and it was again read. z 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, under instructions, he said, from | 


the Committee of Ways and Means, offered the 
following amendment: 


“ For the purchase of a site, and the building of a custom- 
house and post office at Bangor, Maine, to be expended 
nnder the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, thirty 


thousand dollars: Provided, That the plan of the building |. 


shall be such that the whole cost, hoth of building and site, 
shall in no event exceed the appropriation hereby made.” ` 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was rejected. 


Mr. MEADE submitted the following amend- 
ment, viz: 

“ For the purchase of a site and the building of a custom- 
house and post office at Petersburg, Virginia, $20,000, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury: Provided, That the said site-and building shall 
cost no more than thesum hereby appropriated,” 

Mr. M. briefly enforced the expediency and 
propriety of this appropriation, in view of the 
growing capacity and importance of the town of 
Petersburg, and of the anticipated increase in its 
trade. There was neither a post office nor a cus- 
tom-house there, and he hoped the appropriation 
would be made. 

Mr. BAYLY said, this was a matter of some 
importance, and he begged that the committee 
would give him its ear for a few moments. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. BAYLY 
and the Chairman, as to the disorder in the Hall. 
After which— 

Mr. B. proceeded. It was impossible, he said, 
that the committee could get along with these im- 
portant amendments unless gentlemen would give 
their attention. In relation to the amendment of- 
fered by his colleague, [Mr. Meapg.] he (Mr. B.) 
desired to state the rule under which he thought 
the committee should act in regard to all such prop- 
ositions. He did not know but what the amend- 
ment was in order. He was inclined to think that 

‘it was so; but he thought that the House should 
not vote in any amendment of such a character 
unless it had undergone the scrutiny of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. If the House sanctioned this course 
of putting in propositions for custom-houses at 
points where no application has been made for 
them by the Secretary of the Treasury, or where 
no examination had been made, but merely on the 
ex parte statement of the members representing the 
districts, a great many improper appropriations 
would be made. He had no objection to the amend- 
ment, except that which hehad stated. It did not 
come regularly before the House. There had been 
no proposition from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—no- investigation by the Committee on Com- 


of Ways and Means, which affordsca very high 


merce or the Committee of Ways and Means; and 
he called upon the committee, unless it:intended to 


` r 


give in towery improper legislation, to. vote down 
all those amendments for. hew. custom-houses, uns 
less they. should first have undergone the scrutiny 
of a committee. And: he had selected this occasion 
of ‘a proposition being offered affecting his own 
State, where his kindred resided, to express. his 
opposition to this course of proceeding, in order 
that he might thereby demonstrate the disinterest- 
ness with which he did it. T 

The question wag taken, and: the: amendment 
was rejected. Sav “eet . 

Mr. BAYLY now inquired of the Chair, whether 
the amendment in relation to Bangor, in Maine, 
had been adopted or rejected ? a 

The CHAIRMAN. It was rejected, ` 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, then, it ought not to hav 
been. There should have been a division. I 
think it was announced as carried; otherwise E 
should have called for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair distinctly an- 
nounced, that the noes appeared to have it; and, 
no division being called for, the amendment was 
declared to be rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY. It ought not to have been re- 
jected. 
derstandingly, amidst the conversation and noise 
that pervade the Hall. 


Mr. EWING offered the following amendment: 


« For the purchase of a site and the erection of asnita- 
ble building for a custom-house, post office, and other Gov- 
ernment offices in Nashville, Tennessee, $40,600 : Pfovided, 


|| That the cost of this building shall not exceed the sim 


hereby appropriated,” 


Mr. E. briefly explained the propriety of this 
appropriation. He referred to,the amounts 


į paid for rent of detached buildings, and. showed 


the inconveniences which resulted from the want. 
of such accommodation, and its necessity for the 
preservation of the public records, which were not 
now in a safe condition. The amendment had not 
been reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or any other committee, but he hoped the 
appropriation would be granted. 


It is impossible to transact business un- ` 


Mr. SWEETSER called upon the committee to’. 


pause and reflect upon what they were doing, be- 
fore they made these appropriations. If the com- 
mittee was to go on in this way, the annual appro- 
priations would be increased-to an extent which 
would alarm the country. He had taken occasion, 


heretofore, to call the attention of the House to. 


the fact, that the appropriations for this year were 
enormous. He was not opposed to the erection of 


these buildings where there was a necessity for ` 


them. But he asked the committee to vote down 
this and all similar propositions, and to eut down 
the appropriations wherever it was possible to do 
so without detriment to the public service. 
was opposed to any further increase in the ex- 
penditures of this Government, and he called upon 
gentlemen who might hereafter be held responsi- 
ble for these aggregate appropriations, to stand up 
ahd resist them wherever it was proper to do so. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding: © 
“ Provided, further, That the said custom-house shall be 


paid for only out of the net proceeds of duties collected at 
that port.” 


Mr. BAYLY. I desire to say that these amend- 
ments are in the same categorygwith that of the 
Petersburg proposition. They do not come regu- 
larly before the House. i 


The question on the amendment to the amend- , 


ment was taken, and, by ayes 82, noes 42, it was 
agreed to. 

And the amendment, as amended, was then ré- 
jected. . = 


Mr. BAYLY offered the following amendment: 


£ For the purchase of a site and the building of a custom- 
house and post office at Bangor, Maine, to be expended un~ 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, tyenty> 
nine thousand dollars; Provided, That the plan of the 
building shall be such that the whole cost, both of building 
and site, shall in noevent-exceed the appropriation hereby 
made.” ; - 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to say that this is the 
preposition (with the exception that the sum is 
less by one thousand dollars) which 1 supposed 
the committee had adopted, but which I subse- 
quently found had been rejected. It was recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
met the approval of the Committee on Commerce 
and.of the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
hope it will be sustained. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to.amend the amend- 
ment as follows: F : 


He- 


| 1850. -~ 


«For the purchase of a site and building of a custom- 
house at the city of Louisville; Kentucky, $50,000: Pro- 
vided, That the plah of the building shall be such that the 
whole cost both of building and site shall in no event exceed 
the appropriation hereby made.” a 

Mr. M. 
to the amendment I have.the honor to sub- 
mit, falis under what the honorable chairman of 
Ways and Means has been pleased. to style “ë the 
Petersburg category;”’ forl admit that jt has not 
been passed in review by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, nor has it béen asked by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. This committee will, how- 
ever, be enabled, by an appeal to its own intelli- 
gence, to perceive that the same ‘considerations 
which suggest the erection of- custom-houses at 
Cincinnati and St. Louis, demand the erection of 
a similar building at Louisville. The relative im- 
portance of the trade of these places may be esti- 
mated by reference to the report on commerce and 
navigation. It there appears, by table No. 16, 
that at Cincinnati thirty-eight steamers were built 
last year, having a tonnage equal to 8,475.69 tons. 
At Louisville, during the same time, thirty-four 
steamers were built, tonnage 8,423.33; while at 
“St. Louis only eleven steamers were built, and 
eight.sloops and canal boats: total tonnage only 
2,886.51 tons. Cincinnati and Louisville, in this 
branch of business, stand equal. E 

Now the permanent registered tonnage entered at 

. the’two ports is also about equal: thatat Cincinnati 
being 16,874.74, that at Louisville 13,954.91 tons. 
The imports to the two cities is not directly shown, 

“because the State of Ohio has several ports of entry 
besides Cincinnati, and a lake commerce. which 
swells her imports. The imports through the 
port of Louisville, however, from Ist July, 1848, 
to 30th June, 1849, introduced in American ves- 
sels, is set down at $79,738—the duties collected at 
$25,274, and the expenses at less than $1,000. 
Mr. Chairman, the city of Louisville has increased 
its population in the last decade more than one 
hundred percent., and her natural facilities for 
trade, the salubrity of the climate, and other ad- 


”* vantages not necessary to enumerate, are inviting 


capital to her bosom which promises to her a fi- 
ture of greatly increased power. She will keep 
pace with the other cities of the great Valley, and 
must be one of the great centres of population. I 
have only to add, that the business transacted at 
the custom-house at Louisville is now conducted 
in an inconvenient building on our wharf, without 
the slightest regard to the accommodation of the 
public; and, in my opirfion,the security of the pub- 
lic papers, enrollments, registers, and bonds, re- 
quire‘the appropriation I ask. l have not sought 
to institute. unnecessary comparison between the 
business of Louisville and her sister cities. i 
voted for the appropriations requested in behalf of 
Cincinnati and St. Louis, because I believe public 
interest demands them. I hope the committee 
will overlook the fact that Louisville has not been 
importunate in her demands upon the Treasury, 
and will extend to her real wants the same liberal 
supply exhibited to the othercities on the western 
waters. 

Mr. BAYLY had no doubt but all that had 
been -said by the gentleman from Kentucky was 
correct, but he begged the House not to set this 
precedent of building custom-houses where neither 
the Secretary of the Treasury, nor the Committee 
on Commerce or the Committee of Ways and 
Means of this House had asked for. Although all 
that had been said by the gentleman might be, and 
he had no doubt was, true, this was not a proper 
modc of legislating on the subject. 


said: I'regret that the amendment. 


| 


} 
The question was taken, and the amendment of 


Mr. MarsHate was rejected—ayes 49, noes 81. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: : f 
« For the purchase of asite and building ofa custom-house 
at the city of Memphis, Tennessee, $50,000: Provided, That 


the plan of the building I 
þoth of building and site shall in no event exceed the appro- 


priation hereby made.”? 

Mr. S. said he would remark that all the ar- 
guments which had been presented by the gen- 
-tleman from Kentucky applied with equal force 
to the city of Memphis. Memphis was at the 
“head of the uninterrupted navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river; it a t 
never obstructed by ice, and never prevented by 
‘low water—which could not be-said of any other 
point above that place. It was true they had no 
collection district there; but that was not the fault 


shall be such that the whole cost j 


was a point where navigation was , 


-either of the people of Memphis or of the commerce 
there... (Adaugh.). "There oughtto be a-collection 
‘district “there and a bill had been reported for that 
purpose. sgi a 


The question was'taken; and the amendment of | 


Mr. Sranron was rejected. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved the following 
amendment: * 
| 4 For the purchase ofa site and thé building of a custont- 
house at Apalachicola, Florida, with rooms for a post office, 
‘and for the use of the Federal court, $50,000: Provided, The 
whole cost shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 
Mr. C. said he would merely observe, in sup- 
port of his amendment, that Apalachicola was the 
third exporting city upon the Gulf, exporting from 
170,000 to 200,000 bales of cotton. Further than 
that: the committee must be advised that a Federal 
court sat at Apalachicola, for which no building 
was furnished, in consequence of which the Gov- 
ernment was obliged to pay & very large amount 
of rent. This amendment provided that the cus- 
tom-house should be finished off, so as to provide 
a room for the sessions of the court, and also one 
for the post office, for which also the Government 
now paid rent. He trusted the committee would 
see the necessity for the appropriation,-and he 
would not detain them further. 
Mr. BAYLY. Thisis another Petersburg case. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following, as an amendment to the amendment: 

c For the purchase of a site and the building ofa custom- 
house at the town of Bannister, on Bannister river, a branch 
of the Roanoke, in Halifax county, Virginia, the sum of 
$1,000: Provided, however, That said a@ustom-house shall be 
built of sawed logs and thatched with rye straw, and the cost 
of which, in no event, to exceed the sum above appropri- 
ated, unless Congress should otherwise order.” 

The question was put, and it was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
Bayty, (relative to the custom-houseat Bangor)— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. Dun- 
cai and Mr. Meane were appointed. 

The tellers commenced to take the question. 

Mr. SWEETSER made the point, that the 
amendment was not in,order. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the point of order 
came too late. ` ° . 

‘The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 84, noes 43. Agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, under instructions from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, moved the following 
amendment: 

« For the purchase ofa site and the erection of a new cus- 
tom-house at Mobile, to contain rooms for the post office in 
that city, and the accommodation of its officers, and also 
rooms for the United States district court, and the accom- 
modation of its officers, $50,000 in addition to such sum as 
may be received for the sale of the old custom-house build- 
ing: Provided, That the plan of the building shall be such 
that the whole cost, both of building and site, shall in no 
event exceed the appropriation hereby made. `? 

Mr. ALSTON moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $50,000, and inserting $100,000. 
“In support of the amendment, he said he found 
that in the present bill an appropriation was made 
for Charleston of $100,000. Mobile was a place of 
much greater commercial importance, and he urged 
that it was entitled, in justice, to at least an equal 
appropriation. He begged leave to call the atten- 
tion of the committce to a statement made in the 
* Merchants’ and Planters’ Price Current,” of Ist 
September, 1849, showing that the receipts of 
cotton at Mobile for exportation, for the year then 
just closed, amounted to 518,706 bales, which 
averaged 509 pounds each, which, at ten cents per 
pound, amounted to about twenty-six and a half 
millions of dollars. He would mention that this 
was a short crop, and thata full crop would far ex- 
ceed that amount. 

` He mentioned these facts to show the commer- 
cial importance of Mobile, and the necessity of 
providing a ecustom-house for the accommoda- 


tion of the merchants and traders. That city hada | 


custom-house, it was true, but it was a very 
inferior building, and he regretted that be had 
not at hand the letter of the Collector of Mobile, 
to show that it was in a very unsafe condition—, 
that large-cracks were in the building—that appro- 
priations had been made and expended for the 
purpose of propping up the building, which was 
now wholly insecure and unsafe. i 

He thought, with these remarks, the committee 


could be fully satisfied that it was necessary to , 
make the appropriation he proposed. : 


He referred to the: fact, thet: for the ‘ esiion 
-eustom-houses, there “had been: appropriated a 


Boston and New York, each, overi million ofdot= i 


lars,at New Orleans $400,000 or $500;000;at Phila- 
delphia- over $200,000, and: at “Portland, Maine, 
$249,000. He begged gentlemen to bear in'imind, ` 
that Mobile was the third. éxporting “city. on 
our whole coast, Gulfand Atlantic, and hé thought 


$ 


it could not be considered unreasonable tõask © * 


$100,000 for the erection of a custom-house:there. 

After a word of: conversation, -in which (Mr, 
McMULLEN and Mr. JONES participated—the 
latter asking the chairmap of the Commitiee ‘of’ . 
Ways and Means, if this amendment to” the 
amendment, did not come under the Petersburg 
category— d . 

The question-was taken, and the amendment 9 
the amendment was rejected. ; 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
Mr. Bayuy. ; : 

Mr. HAMMOND offered the following*amend- 
ment to the amendment: i 

“ For purchasirg or erecting a. building in addition to the 
custom-house in Baltimore, whieh shalt furnish accommo- 
dations for the United States courts, and for the post: office, 
the sum of $99,000, to be expended under the. direction: of- 
the Secretary of the Treasury.’? ay igh 

He said he did not intend by this amendment to 


imply that the custom-housein the. city of Bal- ` 
timore was insufficient for custom-house purposes., ` 


He believed it was not.. He- had notthe evidence'to | 
show that this was the case, though he did know 
that the custom-house officers were not all em- 
ployed. in the custom-house. Some are located 
inthe ware-house. He would state, however, 
that this custom-house was purchased a number 
of years ago, for a price certainly not exceeding”, 
$50,000. At that time the population of Balti- 
more numbered some 35,000 or 40,000; it was 
now estimated that the present census would 
show a population of something like 160,000. 

In the other important cities large appropria- 
tions had been made for custom-houses, and they 
had been so constructed as to accommodate the post 
offices and the Federal courts. In ‘the city of Balti- 


more he wished to say, that they were entirely i 
«without the necessary accommodations for the post . - 


office, and almost entirely without accommoda- 
tions for the circuit and districts courts... The dis- 
trict court room was a poor establishment, illy 
ventilated and badly lighted.. But that was not. 
the principal complaint. The great inconvenience 
was, thatthere were but two jury rooms, one appro~ 
priated to the grand, and the other to the _ petit 

jury, and frequently it happenéd that two petit 

Juries were out at the same time, in which case the 

court was obliged to adjourn to'give up the court 

room to one of them. : f 

The post office building of the city was in a stil 
worse condition. It was so small that it was im- 
possible to use all the force of the office within the 
room, either for assorting or distributing the mail. - 
The building, moreover, was so illy constructed as 
not to protect more than fifty persons from rain or 
other storms, though it often happened: that there 
were thousands of people waiting on the outsidé 
for their letters. - ae : 

Under this state of facts he put it to the justice 
of the committee, whether they would not make 
some appropriation for this city, bearing a proper 
proportion to the appropriations they made’ for 
other cities. 

Mr. BAYLY said he disliked very much to op- 
pose this amendment, for froni the remarks of his 
friend he was quite inclined to think it ought to 
pass, but it was another Petersburg case. -~ 


The question was taken, and the amendment of. > 


Mr. Hammonp was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. Bartxy— i : ‘ 

Mr. MORTON moved to amend thé amend- 
ment of Mr. Bayxy, by striking out $100,000, and. 
inserting $120,000. : ae 

Mr. M., in avery inaudible tone, adverted to 
the value of the commerce of Mobile, representing . 
that the exports were equal to, if not actually ex- 
ceeding those of Boston. For the erection of the 
custom-houses at New York and at Boston; there _ 
had been already appropriated above $1,000,000+ 
Mobile had already risen to a state of great com- 
mercial importance, and when the new branch rail- 
road in progress shall be completed, it will be the 
great port for the shipment of the cotton of the 
South. He thought this the most p per period 
for the erection of a custom-house:àt Mobile, as he 


‘ 


: » Phe rule requires that all appropriations shall have 


f 


fay 


-. buildings for a court-house, and a post office, 


| had. been practiced. this morning: 


=gid-notsforesee” any. state of things’ which could 
cause a dimipution ‘of the: commercial importance 
of Mobiles ganre hoes en ie 

¿t Mr: MOREH EA D raised the question of order. 
passed through the hands, and undergone the re- 
xision, of. one of. the standing committees, before 
they shall pass this: House. On. this. ground: he 
„mast bject to this mode of introducing appropri- 
ations forthe public buildings in the mode which 


The CHAIR. overruled. the point of order, :on 

` the ground that these appropriations belonged:to the 

contingent expenditures of. the Treasury- Depart- 

ment, and might be appropriated in that way. 

~The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
“is Phe question being omthe amendment— —_ 

~ "Mr. SWEETSER. rose in Opposition to it. 

This was a proposition for blending together the 


andi. custom-house. . He thought this blending 
ofall ‘these departments in one building highly 
improper. ` The spot which would be proper fora 
court-house, would not be suitable for the post 


office, while that fit for a post office might be |! 


inappropriate for a custom-house. One of these 
was for the accommodation of the whole commu- 
nity, while the others were only suitable for par- 
ticular classes. The blenđing of all these depart- 
“ments. together. was, in his opinion, decidedly 
wrong. 
_o.Mr. BAYLY asked leave of the gentleman to 
say, that the proper place for a custom-house was 
„the most business part of the city, the proper place 
-for a post office’was the most business part of the 
» city; and the proper place for a court-room was 
the most buay part of the city. > 

Mr. SWEETSER resumed. The population 
of the cities was divided into several sections, and. 
‘particular interests concentrated themselves in par- 
ticulat sections. The reply of the gentleman from || 
Virginia was, therefore, no answer to his ques- 
tion. A spot might’ be very appropriate for a 
custom-house, yet be very inappropriate for a post 
office. Different interests concentrated in different 
sections of a city. f 

Mr. BAYLY called the attention of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to the situation of the buildings 

: occupied as a custom-house, and as a post office iñ | 
the'city of New York. They were in the imme- 
“diate vicinity of each other, and he had never | 
heard of any complaints on account of that prox- 
mity. ~ : 

Mr. SWEETSER insisted that the one would | 
interfere with the other. But. he had another ob- 
jection: There had-been no plan or estimates sub- 
mitted to the committee to guide its action. We 
had'ho. estimate of the cost of the new buildings 
or of. the value of the old ones, nor had we any 
“Information from. which we may know whether, 
these old buildings are insufficient for the purpose. 
He thought that all. those amendmenta which had. 
been offered this morning should have been re- 
jected. It was acting altogether in the dark to 
vote these appropriations before there had been 
any estimates submitted to one of the committees, 
¿Where they might be examined. It was time for 
us.to pause in our course, and to vote down these 
propositions before they reach a point of extrava- 
gance which will alarm the country. 

Mr. MORTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the following proviso: 

i. € Provided, That’ the plan of the building shall be such 
that the, whole cost, both of building. and site, shall in no 
event exceed the appropriation hereby made.?? 

Mr. M. explained, that he was induced to 
move this amendment in consequence of the lib- 
eral appropriations made for the cities of New 
York and of Boston. While such appropriations || 
were made, he wished to ask gentleman of the 
North how they could expect. to build a custom- 
house at Mobile, suitable for the transaction of all 
the commercial business which would soon have 
to be disposed of there, for so small a sum, while |} 
it required more than a million to erect the custom- 
houses at Boston and New York ? Is labor eheaper 
in the South? Itis well known that the contrary 
is the fact. . Are materials cheaper?) They cannot. 
be obtained on any better. terms. Is the value of 
the site less? Why, in Mobile the value of prop- 
erty is as high as it is in any part of the country, 
with the exception of the city of New York. , He 
hoped that if the committee. would not agree: to in- 

eeease: the appropriation, they -would-at least be |! 


ii 


lment, by striking 


| ments, and not to restrict that of Congress. 


| such intention. 


wiling to strike out this proviso, so that, in form- 
ing the plan, the architect. may not feel himself | 
restricted by the amount appropriated, but may 

have-an eye to the future enlargement-of the 

building whenever the increasing commerce of 

Mobile shall render it necessary to enlarge it. ` 

The amendment to the amendment was nega- 
tved. E 
~ Mr. GRINNELL moved to amend the amend- 
: out “50,000,” and inserting 
675,000”? dollars.. He saida few words in favor 
of the uniting of the post office, the custom-house, 
and the court-house, in one building, which he 
considered as likely to promote the public conve- 
nienees He spoke in such a low tone that bis | 
remarks were not audible to the reporter. a 

Mr. SWEETSER opposed the amendment to 
the amendment. The proposition which had just 
been made. by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
justified. the course of the Chair in resisting these 
appropriations.. He himself found in it an addi- 
tional reason for not desisting from the war. We 
are bound to act understandingly, and not to lend 
ourselves to extravagant disbursements of the 
public money. Had this appropriation come from 
a committee, after examination and due delibera- 
tion, he would have raised no objection. If the 
state of our commercial. interests ‘required it, he 
would not object. If the people asked for it, he 
would not object. But he wished to see some 
petitions presented here on the subject. These 
propositions, irregularly introduced, to vote away 
the public money out of the Treasury, in the ab- 
sence of all information, would notdo. Me hoped 
the committee would not give their sanction to this 
course, but would pause before the country, be- 
fore it granted these appropriations. Let all these 
propositions be submitted to one of the commit- 
tees of the House; let us have their reports before į 
us to give us information, and not thus vote away 
money in the dark. | 
` The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. . 

Mr. JONES moved to amend b 
‘© 50,000.” 

He sent to the Clerk’s table the law of Congress 
requiring specific plans and estimates of all public 
works to be submitted before appropriations for 
the objects were made. 

The law having been read by the Clerk— 

Mr. J. said it would be seen from the provisions 
of this law, that it was'the intention of Congress 
to guard against the commencement of works of 
this kind, until plans and estimates had been ob- 
tained from some competent person, and also until 
a report should be made as to the necessity or ex- 
pediency of the work. In all the cases which had 
now been acted on, he did not understand that any 
of these preliminary requisites had been attended 
to. Some of the propositions had been repre- 
sented as recommended by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, but if there had been any plans or estimates 
laid before Congress, he had not seen them. It 
was certainly our duty to exercise a proper caution 
in these matters—to show much more watchful- 
ness over the public interests than we had exhibited 
| this morning. It was true- that each .of these 
amendments contained a clause that no expendi- 
ture should be made beyond the amount of the 
appropriation. But this he looked on as gammon— 
as mere humbug. It was well known to be the 
practice, after an appropriation was once made, to 
come back and ask for new appropriations. He 
thought the committee ought to have rejected all 
the amendments which had been proposed this 
morning. > 

Mr. BAYLY explained, that te law which had 
been presented to the notice of the committee was 
merely a law to regulate the action of the depart- 
It 
y to pass a law to 
and there was no 
In every case on which the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had acted favorably on 
any proposition, it had been sent from the depart- 
ments, accompanied by the plans and estimates 
necessary for their information. The gentleman 
from Tennessee had denounced the proviso to the 
amendment asa humbug. Whether it was so or 
not, it. originated with Mr. McKay, of North-Car- 
olina, who was chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means four or five years ago, who first 
introduced. it into a bill relative to.the-court-house 


+ 
y striking out 


would have been.an act of foll 
tie up the hands of Congress, 


at Wilmington, Because there was a disposition to 
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make the: expenditure exceed the amount of the 
appropriations.’ 'The.proviso he. thought would 
prove a sufficient. guard against this, and it: was. 
not very likely that the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘would in the face of.it.adopt any plan or estimate 
which. would transcend theamount appropriated. 

The amendment tothe amendment was.rejected.. . 

And the question. being takenon the amend-: 
ment of Mr. Bayty, it-was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he was- instructed by. the’ . 
Committee of Ways and Means to move..the: fol- 
lowing amendment. And he -rejoiced: tobe ‘able 
to say, thaf this was the last of the custom-houses: 


“ The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and. 
required to purchase, as soon as it can be effected on ream 
sonable terms, a site’for a custom-house-and post office. in 
he city of Bath, in the State of Maine, and to canse to be. 
erected thereon such ‘a building as may be suitable fora. 
custom-house and post office: Provided, That the said Segs- 
„retary should not deem it more expedient to have the pres- 

ent custom-house repaired: Provided, also, That the entire. 
cost of said’ site and building or of such repairs, shall not 
exceed the sum of 25,000.9? 


The question being about to be taken on the 
amendment, i 

Tellers were demanded and granted, (Mr. Casey 
and Mr. Woonwarpn.) And the vote was an~ 
nounced—ayes 68, noes 61. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POTTER moved the following amendment, 
viz: - ER ‘ i 
“ For purchasing or erecting a building in addition to the. 
custom-house in Baltimore, which shall furnish accommo- 
dations for the United States courts, and for the post office, _ 
the sum of ninety-nine thousand dollars, to be expended un- ` 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. > 
Mr. P. explained, that this amendment was 
somewhat similar-to the one submitted. by the 


| who, under the restriction of the five minutes, 
rule, had been prevented from giving ‘that full ex- 
planation which he had no doubt would have 
proved satisfactory to the committee. Now, he 
renewed the amendment for the purposé of stating, 
that, from his personal knowledge, he could state 
that the present post office in the city of Baltimore: - 
was entirely insufficient for the transaction of the 
business of the office. The rooms were narrow 
and inconvenient, and it had become necessary to 
deposit the mail-bags in a shanty, in the back -- 
yard, where they were’ exposed to the danger of 
rotting. Yetthe revenue derived from this office 
was not less than $70,000-a year. There were 
twelve carriers employed in the delivery of the 
letters, and their receiving-room was about as 
commodious as the cell of a convict in the peniten- 
tiary. The conveniences for the digtribution of: 
the mail were só contracted, that it was almost 
impossible to get along with it. He was very” 
| sure, that by the erection of a commodious build- 
| ing, capable of receiving those who had to do the 
| business, and rendering the transaction of the bus- 
iness easy and orderly, one half of the present 
expense of clerk-hire would be saved. An appro- 
priation of $50,000 for the building of a new post 
office would effect a great saving to the Govern- 
į ment, or certainly to the Post Office Department; 
and, so long as he was satisfied it would be a say- 
ing to that department, felt himself bound to rec- 
ommend it. As to the court-house, he could also 
speak from personal inspection. The chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee was with him when he 
looked at that building, and they had concurred 
in the opinion that it was insufficient for the pur- 
pose for which it was intended. The committee 
had just adopted an amendment for a similar ob- 
ject in Cincinnati. The revenue in that placé'was 
only $50,000, while in Baltimore it amounted to 
$70,000. The improvement was, then, as obviously 
called for in Baltimore as in Cincinnati. He hoped 
the amendment would .be adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, stated 
that petitions on this subject from the city of Bal- 
timore had.been referreq'to: the Committee on the 
Judiciary, but for want of some evidence, the com- 
mittee had not been able to pass on the subject. - 
But being in Baltimore with the chairman—of the 
Post Office Committee, that gentleman had request- 
ed him to. accompany him to look at the present 
building. He did so; and he said with regret, 
that he had never seen such a miserable pretext 
for a court-house as that which he saw in Balti- 
more. Jt was almost impossible to hear anything 
that was going on. “The records were deposited in 
-a coal vault, where, in a very few years, the records 
would be rotted „and. the ink eradicated. He 


la 


| gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Hanmowp,] and 


1850. 


epee 


~ thought that even if $90,000 were to be expended 
in the erection of a court-house, it would be a wise 
appropriation. He had always heretofore doubted. 
the policy of appropriating money for the-erection 
of post offices, and had uniformly voted against 
it: Butif there was any place where. an appro- 


riation for this purpose was called for more than | 


in any other place, it certainly was Baltimore; and 
he thought-Congress should authorize an appro- 
priation for this purpose. Hg hoped that the 
amendment would be adopted. 2 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, admitted that 
the court-house in Baltimore was an inconvenient 
place; and so were a great many other-court-houses 
in Pennsylvania, and in Virginia. But if this sys- 
tem of introducing appropriations to improve all 
the court-houses and post offices, was to be 
sanctioned, he was afraid we should not have 
money in the Treasury to pay the appropriations. 
He was very much afraid that we might have to 


encroach on the Texas fund of ten millions, ; 
He would 


which would be a great grief to him. 
be very loth to take any of the ten millions which 
it was proposed. to give to the State of Texas. 
But if the country was about to be forced to the 
very verge of ruin by this extensive system of 
appropriatiofis, he saw no escape. Fle was afraid 
we should have to take a part of that ten millions. 

The question being about to be -taken, tellers 
‘were demanded and granted. Mr. Meane and Mr. 
Hounrer were appointed tellers, who announced 
the affirmative vote 32. The count of the nega- 
tives was not insisted on. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. MEACHAM moved an amendment to in- | 
_ crease the salary of the custom-house officer at | 


Burlington, Vermont, to increase the appropriation 
to that office for incidental expenses, $125, and 
appropriating $500 for the purchase of furniture. 
He trusted that while such liberal appropriations 
were made to other States, this small item for Ver- 
mont would not be refused. 

Mr. BAYLY made a question of order, on the 
ground that this amendment altered the existing 
law which requires that the compensation of the 
collector shall be the fees of the office. This 
amendment gave a specific salary. So it was as 


to the incidental expenses, which were fixed by i 


law. 
Mr. MEACHAM sent to the Clerk’s table a 
Jetter from the collector, which he requested the 
Clerk to read. The letter states that the Govern- 
ment has heretofore furnished $79 33 per quarter 
to pay office rent, fuel, lighis, stationery, blanks, 
expenses of visiting offices on the frontier, print- 
ing, &c., &c.; but that within the last two years, 
in consequence of the great increase of business, 
this allowance has been found to be entirely in- 
_ adequate. The rent has been doubled, from the 
necessity of giving greater accommodation to the 
importers and merchants, while the incidental ex- 
enses have quadrupled. No furniture has ever 
bean granted for the collector’s office. In conse- 
quence of the establishment of two great lines of 
railroads from Boston to Burlington, the business 
has greatly increased, and is increasing as the trade 
of New England, Canada, and the West must 
pass through Lake Champlain, and over these 
railroads. . There is also a large amount of de- 
benture and warehouse transportation business, 
&c., all adding to the duties, while the officers on 


the frontier are prohibited from taking fees or | 


emoluments of any kind. The following table 
accompanies this letter: 
Summary statement of the value and relative increase of im- 
-ports paying duty at this office from January 1, 1846, to 
June 30, 1850. 
Value of Imports Amount of duties 
Date of Importation. paying duty at this received at this 
0 


` ce office, 

A. De 1845.. ns 74,881 81 13,743 11 
k 1847. 76,307 6L 15,148 gL 
1848.. 121,108 53 24,116 üg 

1849. 239,926 63 47.735 92 

Ist qr. in 4850 > 97,392 85 9,975 90 
ad qr  Dasseee 169,415 88 34,005 93 

REMARKS. 


Value of exports of foreign produce. and manufacture in 
bond, liable to duty, reported and inspected at this office, 
varies in amount from $300,000 to $500,000 per annum. 

Vatue of exports of domestic produce and manufacture 
and specie, notliable to duty, varies in amount from $359,000 
to $500,0u0 per annuum. 

Vaiue of imports in bond, to Canada, inspected at this 
office, amount to from ances to $600,000 per annum. 

Value of imports in bond, from Canad: 


i 
i 
| 


a, inspected and 


|i cured to the Federal court, notonly for fifteen years, 


t true. 


| county, Georgia, in the erection of a suitable court-house in 


| in the new part of the State of Georgia. 


amount to from 92 £ j 
per annum. A A. ¢ ATLIN, Coletti o7 Gaon” ee 
Custom-Hovsz, DISTRICT or VERMONT, yor 
Collector’s Office, Buriington, July 25, 1850. 
The CHAIR 
of order. ie - 
_Mr. MEACHAM, in order to bring his propo- 
sition within the rule, modified it by striking out 
the part relating to the salary of the collector. 
Mr. BAYLY contended that the incidental ex- 
enses were also regulated by law. É 
The CHAIR asked the gentleman from Vermont 
if this was the fact? 
Mr. MEACHAM said, he did not think this 


` 
decided the amendment to be out 


After a few words from Mr. RUMSEY, Mr. 
R. M. McLANE, and Mr. BAYLY— 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in 
order. 


Mr. BAYLY then opposed the amendment, on 
the grotind that under the existing law, passed this 
session, the sum of $2,600,000 was appropriated 
to defray the expenses of collecting the revenue. 
Out of that sum the Secretary of the Treasury 
makes the disbursements where they are réquired. 
He hoped the committee would not interfere with |! 
this executive duty, by assuming the right to 
make an appropriation for this purpose at any par- 
ticular point. If the collector at this place did not! 
receive enough, let him go to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and obtain more. 

Mr. JONES said, that in addition to this 
$2,600,000, there were about $240,000 arising from 
fees, applicable to the same purpose, making an 
aggregate of about $2,840,000. 

The question being about to be taken— 

Tellers were demanded and granted. Messrs. | 
Henry and Orns were appointed tellers, and an- | 
nounced the affirmative vote to be 31. The count 
of the noes was not insisted on. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HARALSON submitted the following | 
amendment, viz: 
“To aid the ‘Justices of the inferior court of Cobb 


the town of Marietta, in which to hold the District Court of 
the United States for the upper district of Georgia, as’ well 
as the courts of said county, the sum of $5,000: Provided, 
however, That for the fature use of said court-house by said 
United States courts, no further charge shatl be made 
against the Government.”’ à 

Mr. H. desired to make’a brief explanation, 
in order to show that there would be economy 
in this appropriation. It was the practice in 
large cities to pay high rents for buildings for the 
use of the Government. This court was held 
The 
court-house was erected there in the infancy of 
the.county. It was altogether an unsuitable build- || 
ing, either for the use of the county, or for the use | 
of the United States. The population there had 
increased as largely as in any other portion of the 
State. It was proposed by the inferior court of | 
the county—sustained by the recommendation of i 
the grand jury, to erect a court-house suited to the 
present state of the population and wants of the | 
county. But as the district court of the United 
States was by law held at the same place, it was 
proper that the building proposed to be erected, 
should be one calculated to accommodate the Fed- 
eral court at its sessions. Ifthe Government does 
not participate in the expense of the building, it 
is but reasonable that for the use of it, after itis 
built by the county, a charge for rent should be 
made against the Government. The practice of 
the Government is, to pay rent for the use of the 
room under such circumstances. The rent would 
soon swallow up the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated. At the rate of six per cent., five thou- 
sand dollars would give three hundred dollars an- | 
nually. If that be a reasonable rent, in about: 
fifteen years the wholeamount of the appropriation | 
will have been exhausted in rent. But if you 
unite in erecting the building under the amerd- 
ment which.| propose, the future use of it is se- 


but as long as it may be held at that place. The 
appropriation would, therefore, be an economical 
expenditure, and afford a convenience to the Gov- |! 
ernment. A petition had been sent to Congress 

from the inferior court of the county, through one 

of the Judges of the Supreme Court, (Judge | 
Wayne,) which embodied all the facts. When | 


the court-house shall have been erected by the 
county, it will be too late to make this reasonable |; 


arrangement, to 
building. - 
Mr. SW 
in order? Es 
The CHAIR (Mr. Srroye) décided ‘that:it was 
not-in order, as there was no appropriation by law 
for the erection of this court-house. - ERA 
Mr. HILLIARD asked if it: might not be con= 
sidered as belonging to the contingencies of the 
Treasury Department? „ i TE 
Mr. HARALSON appealed from the decision 
of the Chair; andthe question -being put,“ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee?” it was carried in the affirmative: 


EETSER asked if the amendment wag 


f 


* The Clerk read the following item: aes 


-* For the survey of the coast of the United States, inclu- 
dmg compensation to superintendent and assistants $180,- 
è ` 


Mr. JONES moved that that clause be stricken 
out. 

Mr. HOLMES said, he could hardly suppose 
that the gentleman from Tennessee was in earnest 
in making that motion. He had noticed in one of 
the newspapers this morning an account of a most 


join in.the expense and-uae-of the 


important discovery that had been made by the . 


coast survey on the northwest coast.. It was well 


„known to every member ofthe House, he be- 


lieved, that the entrance to the Columbia river was 
very unsafe for vessels of a large.tonnage, and that 


many disasters had occurred to ships attempting . 


to enter that river, and that there had been great 
loss of property. The superintendent of the coast 
survey had received a letter from one of the offi- 
cers attached to that service, informing him that. a 
practicable and safe channel had been discovered. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, inquired if 
this discovery had been made by the coast survey? 

Mr. HOLMES said he understood that it had 


| been made by the officers of the coast survey. 


The importance of a discovery of this kind, he 


added, to the commerce of the country, was very , 


reat; and the service rendered to the country by. 


the coast survey generally, was above all price. 
He was very much surprised; indeed, that: objec- 
tion should be made to this appropriation: by a 
gentleman from the South, while the North witha 


commendable liberality, were willing toextend the. 
i benefits derived from this service to all the south- 


ern coast. The paltry sum proposed to be appro- 
priated was not worthy to be-brought into com- 
parison with the benefits arising from the services 
performed by the coast survey. The gentleman, 
‘the thought, would not greatly commend himself 
to the reflecting and sensible portion of the people 
of this country, by proposing to: do away. with 
that service. C 

The question being taken qn the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, upon a division, by 
ayes 33, noes 90, it was rejected. 


Mr. SWEETSER moved to strike out $180,000 
and insert $150,000. : 

The appropriation, he said, that was made in 
1844 for the coast survey, was $80,000; it had now 
increased to $180,000. ~ UNIRI NS 

‘The CHAIRMAN remarked, that in the opinion 
of the Chair, the amendment. of the gentleman 
from Ohio was not in, order; a motion to strike out 
the whole section having been made and decided 
in the negative. 

Mr. SWEETSER asked for the reading of that 
part of the fifty-third rule which is applicable to 
this subject; and it was read as follows: 

s A motion to strike out being lost, shail-preclude neither 
amendment nora mution to strike out and insert.” 

The CHAIR then ruled the amendment to be 
in order, 

Mr. SWEETSER said he was 
state that the estimates for the expenses of the 
coastsurvey in 1844, were $80,000, and it appeared 
they were increasing with Singular rapidity. He 
confessed that he was opposed to the Whole sys- 
tem. The same service, he thought, could. very 
well be performed by the officers of the navy of 


| the United States, without the aid of tbis addi- 


tional corps. If the appropriations went on in- 
creasing in the same ratio, he asked-pentlemen to 
reflect, and say what they would probably be:in 
twenty years from thistime. He was opposed: to 
making this large appropriation for this purpose, 


especially at a time like this, when there: wasa , 


necessity for economizing the funds of this Goy- 
ernment. He did not assent to the proposition 
which was suggested to. him by the gentleman 
from. Maryland,-[Mr. Melsawn,) that there isan 


merely aboùt to ; 


‘indréase: in’ the wante: of :the: commerée of -the 
country, commensurate with this increase.of ap- 
propriation: .. He hoped that. if his motion did not 
prevail, some-other motion. would, by. which the: 
amount of:the appropriation would. be: reduced. 
It,was high:time that public: attention was. called 
to this subject, in order: that it might be ascertained’ 
, whether the wants. of the .commerce of the coun- 
try: were such-as tovauthorize this large expendi-.) 
tures. = : : E 
Mr. STANTON, of ‘Tennessee, said he sup- 
posed he would. have the privilege.of replying to 
the gentleman from Ohio, in-opposition to his mo- 
tion: to reduce the: appropriation, for the coast’ 
survey. eens ; ps (eee 
The CHAIRMAN assented. ` ~ 
Mr. STANTON said that the idea thrown out 
by the gentleman from Ohio that this Government 
waeembarrassed, or in want of money, was alto- 
gether-a new idea to him, . He was certainly not 
awargof. that fact. + But even admitting that the 
Goverriment was: embarrassed, there was no pur- 
pose to which: money could be more usefully ap- 
~plied:than for the survey of the coast of the United 
States. In what estimation must a_Government 
like'this be held if it had not the ability to survey 
the coast, of that part of this continent at least 
which: was in the possession of the people of the 
United States? He was very sorry to perceive 
that there was opposition to this appropriation, 
and: particularly sorry that it came from a Rep- 
resentative of his own State. Ever since he had 
been in Cofigress he had observed that opposition 
was made invariably, at every session, to appropri- 
ations for the Observatory, for the Coast Survey, 
and 'for.everything of.a similar character; and that 
* opposition’ uspally proceeded: from the same quar- 
ter.” He had: no hesitation in saying—and he said 
it witha full sense of the. responsibility which 
the assertion carried. with it—that there was noth- 
sing more important, there was nothing that was 


“ernment, for the year ‘ending June 30,1846, the correspond- 


moré conducive to the highest interests of this 
. Government, than this very thing. He would be 
sorry to see the appropriation reduced to the ex- -4 
tent of ‘a single dollar. 
“The gentleman from Ohio had referred to the 
fact that this appropriation, within a few years, 
had’been greatly increased. If gentlemen would 
` refer to thé amount of service rendered during the 
early period of the progress of the coast survey, 
when. the aspropriation was but $80,000 or per- 
haps léss, and to the extent of coast that had been 
surveyed since the appropriation had been in- 
creased, it would be found that there was actual 
economy in the increase of expenditure. There 
wag only the same number of controlling officers 
as when the expenditure was but about $50,000, 
andthe accelerated progress of the. work was 
greater than the increase of the expenditure. The 
. shoal in the various harbors of the United States 


+ were constantly shifting, and it was proper that 
the Government should know what these changes 
were. i 

'The question being taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, it was-not agreed to. _ 

Mr. THURSTON moved to amend the bił by 
inserting the following, viz: 

“Por the continuation of the survey of the west coast of 
the United states, by the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
Vey 525,000.77 

Mr. THURSTON said: Mr. Chairman, I do 
not know but Lhave offered this amendment in an 
inauspicious moment. After the great number of 
amendments which have -just been offered to this 
bil in the shape’of original amendments and sub- 
amendments, and voted down, L “have some little 
miggivings lest mine may go the same way. How- 
ever, I have- offered it, and 1 shall rely for its sue- 
cess on its: own merits. a 

Lhold'inmy hands, sir, a copy of a letter of the 
honorable Robert J. Walker, late Secretary of the 
Treasury under Mr. Polk, bearing date October’ 
25, 1848, toS. Pleasanton, Esq., Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury, in which he-says: i 


Sir: In reply to your letter of the 28d instant, I have to 
inform you that examinations dnd reports by the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey therein suggested, have been 
directed to be made. ` x 

The department approves the suggestion that the Col- 
lecior of Astoria be appointed Superintendent of Lights and 

, Baoys within his coilection district, and that he be charged 
with the erection of the two light-houses and providing the 
bupys, authorized by. section 27, of the act of dast session 
to establisli the territorial government, of Oregon; but is of 
opinion that under the Isi section of the act making appro- 


_ priations forthe civiland diplomatic: ei penges of the-Goy-* 


ence . on: these subjects should be addressed, and. the ac- 
counts rendered in the uskal way. ~The department further 
approvgs your suggestion of the éxamination, by parties of 
the, Coast. Survey, of the sites desiguated in the above 27th 
section; and has directed the Superintendent to execute the 


same, and to locate the buoys which may be deemed | 


qecessary, after the examination is made. It willbe proper 
and ‘is directed that $3,000 of the appropriation authorized 


_by section 27th of the above act, be placed to the credit-of 


the General Disbursing Agent of the Coast Survey, to meet 
the necessary.advances.in the required examination; and 


“the remainder to the'credit ‘of the Collector of Astoria, to 


be expended-on advisement with the Coast” Sutvey assist- 
ants charged with the examiffation of the western- coast, 
should the erection of the Jight-houses and placing of huoys, 
on either, be deemed desirable. by said Collector. 
Accordingly, sir,a land and hydrographic party 
was dispatched to that coast, for the purpose of 
making reconnoissance of the coast, selecting and 
surveying sites for light-houses, and performing 


such other work as the Superintendent of the ` 


Coast Survey from time to time might direct. 
When those parties were dispatched to that coast, 
for the purposes | have indicated, it was not sup- 
posed hat the expense of prosecuting the work 
wouid be much higher, if any, than simijar work 
cost on this side. Times, however, on that coast 
have changed, and with them the difficulties and 
expense of prosecuting the. work for which these 
parties were sent. > f sS 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will add, as a reason why 
this amendment should prevail, that this appro- 
priation which my amendment proposes, meets at 
once the approbation of Professor Bache, Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey, of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and l am authorized to say, that of 
the Committee on Commerce. _ 

By the last mail, Professor Bache received a re- 
port and communication from Lieutenant Com- 
manding McArthur, assistant of the coast survey, 
and who has charge of the hydrographic party 
now on the west coast, asking for additional means 
to be placed.at his command, and to be permitted 
to pay-the wages of the country to such men as 
he might wish toemploy. After a full examination 
of the facts communicated to him by Lieutenant 
McArthur, Professor Bache delibefately came to 


| the conclusion, that the prosecution of the survey 


of that coast would either have to be abandoned, 
or an additional appropriation obtained from Con- 
gress to carry iton. T'he result was, that he came 
to see me upon the subject, and I gave it to him, 
vas my deliberate opinion, that he would have to 
authorize Lieutenant Commanding McArthur to 
pay the wages of the country, as he had asked to 
be permitted to do, or the work would have to be 
abandoned. I also informed him that the sites for 
two light-houses, north of the Columbia river, one 
on New Dungeness, and one off Cape Flattery, 
should alsp.be surveyed.. Accordingly, Professor 
Bache senk. instructions to Lieutenant McArthur 
to pay the wages of the country, to survey the 
sites named, and to prosecute his work, informing 
him that an appropriation would be asked for, and 
undoubtedly granted. In furtherance of this ob- 


ject, he addressed the following letter to the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury: 
i Coas'r SURVEY STATION, August 9, 1850. 

Sır: The importance ot an early survey of the western 
coast of the United States, and of information in regard to 
the sites of light-houses, beacons, buoys, and other aids to 
navigation, induc: d your predecessors to authorize and di- 
rect that sume land and hydrographical parties of the Coast 
Survey should be sent there. ‘The difficulties which these 
parties have had to contend’ with, and are now contending 
with, from the bigh prices of labor and of all the necessa- 
ties of life, and from circumstances growing out of these, 
are very great. The hydrographic party, under the charge 
of Lieutenant Commanding McArthur, United States Navy, 
Assistant in, the Coast Survey, was directed to proceed to 
Oregon to examine the entrance to Columbia river, and to 
place the buoys and to examine the sites for light-houses re- 
quired by the twenty-seventh section of the act establishing 
the Territorial government of Oregon. The attempt by part of 
thé crew of Licuténant commanding McArthur’s vessel to 
take the life of the officer in-command of one-of the boats in 
the harbor of San Francisco, in vider to,cover their desertion, 


and the measures in consequence, have been heretofore re-” 


ported to the department. In-order to fill up his crew, Lieut. 
McArthur proceeded to the Saudwich Islands, and thenee 
returned to the entrance to Columbia river. Here`he has 
found the temptation to desert nearly as strong as on the 
coast of California: Two officers who were sent on shore to 
put np a surveying signal on Cape Disappointment, and being 
overtaken by a storm it was impracticable to return that day 
to the vessel. During the night the entire boat’s crew de- 
serted, carrying the boat with them. Lieutenant Command- 
ing McArthur expresses ihe opinion that it will be impossi- 


ble to go on. with this important work, unless provided with: 


more ample means, arid allowed to pay the men such wages 


as will secure their remaining by.the work. . In regard to, 
important developments in this 


Inanding McArthar- gives ‘interéstitig: patticalars;: going 


| 


arbor, Lietitenant ‘Com-_ 


that additional efforts should be made to give it efficiency. a 
A new channel has-been discovered, by the first Oregon 
pilot; and the Changes which have occurred since the mos 
recent charts were made are such.as:to render them useless,’ 
T have already recommended tothe departnrent to authorize. 
the payment of the wages. of the country, at the. discretion 
of the officers of the survey und superintendent. Itis bad- 
economy to. appropriate any ineans Which do not bring back.’ 
a result, and on the contrary,the imporfapce of the survéy: 
of the western coast, at least of its recdnnoissance, at the: 
present time, is great and is daily increasing. I would urge. 
məst earnestly that application be’ made to Congress for: 
means to give efficiency to the operations: ofthe parties ; 


there. From the best estimates which Lam enabled to forms.. - 


an additional sum of at least twenty-five-thousasid dollars: 
will be required for this purpose. I would, therefore, re- 
spectfally request that the honorablé. Secretary of the Treas 
ury will apply to the Committee of Ways and Means for the’ 
insertion, under the miscellaneous head, in the civil and: 
diplomatic bill of the present year, of a special. item—for 
continuing the survey of the wasterm coast of the United: 
States, twenty-five thousand dollars. í ‘ 
Very respectfully yours, moe 
A. D. BACHE, a 


ae 


f 


Superintendent U. S. Coast Survey. °° y 


Hon. Tuomas Corwin, Secretary of the Treusury. 
After y due examination of the whole matter, 


the Secretary of the Treasury became satisfied that ~ 


an appropriation was absolutely indispensable, and. 
therefore, addressed a letter to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, asking, I believe, an appropri- 
ation of forty thousand dollars. For some reason, 
which I presume the honorable chairmag will ex 
plain when I have done, the committee refused to 
recommend the appropriation. ae ; 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let it not be supposed this: 
is an appropriation for Oregon or for California., 
It is an appropriation for the whole country: Ore-: 
gon and California, to be sure, are interested in it, 
and so is the commerce of the world, and particularly, t 
that of the United States. The sum is not extrav- 
agant—it is small; and when it is recollected that 


California and Oregon have an extent of fourteen + 


or fifteen hundred miles of.sea- coast, without reck- 
oning her waters inland, such as the bay and har- 
bors of San Francisco, and thé waters in ‘and about 
Puget’s Sound; and when it is also recollected that: ` 
there is not a single light-house on the coast, or a. 
single site surveyed for one, and that the coast, 
and its harbors, and its currents are but very im- 
perfectly known, b certainly think, sir, this little 
appropriation will not appear extravagant. 
These parties, at the last advices, had been’ 
operating at the mouth of the Columbia river, and. 
were about to proceed north to examine the waters. 
and coasts of Puget’s Sound. J have read. with 
great pleasure this morning an authentic teport.of.” 
the observations and doings of these parties at the’ 
mouth of -the Columbia ‘river. The far-famed 
dangers of that river, existing only in imagination: 
and name, are now exploded, and’ flee away before 
the researches and inroads of science and enter- 
prise. To the enterprising Captain Charles White, 
late of New York, is to be rendered the high 
eulogium in the commercial history of the country, 
of placing the commerce of that beautiful and mag-., 
nificent river upon a firm basis; and to those 
parties, now prosecuting the survey will; I doubt 
not, if you will place the means in their ‘hands, be ` 
rendered the prdise of faithfully. surveying that’ ’ 
whole coast, and constructing a chart,and laying’ 
down a commercial highway, aloug which the 
fleets and commerce of the world can pass with? 
safety. ~ ` 
dn conclusion, sir, I wish to say, that you are’ 
informed by Lieutenant McArthur, now in charge 
of the work on that coast, that the work must be 
abandoned, unless further means are placed at’ 
his command. You are informed by Professo 
Bache, who has charge of all these mattérs,; and 
who has given the matter his serious attentioh,” 
that unless this appropriation is granted, he must: 
withdraw the parties, and what has been done be 
abandoned and lost; and you are informed by the. 
Secretary of the Treasury, upon his responsibility 
as the guardian of the Treasury, that this appro- 
priation is absolutely. indispensable, and that the 
public work and. public interest must suffer, irre~ 
wievably suffer, without it. 1, too, sir, will inform 
you, and this committee, that that coast needs this’ 
work, that the people there ask it at your hands, 
that the commerce of the nation demands ‘it, and 
that the justice of the nation will approve it. - 
"Having said what I have, sir, Lwil submit my” 
amendment into the keeping of the committee, to 
whom Ihave heretofore submitted all my requests,” 
-zand by whom I have been most generously treated... 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who- was: 


to show: that this work should by no means be abandoned; i very indistinctly heard by the reporter, was unders 
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- establishment was admitted on all hands to be | 


1850. 


po 


stood to say that when thisamendment was under 


-conaideration before the committee, it was rejected, 


by a very decisive vote. There was, in his opin- 
ion, a very liberal appropriation in thé bill already 
for this object, and there was.consequently n 
necessity for the amendment. A : 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out $25,000, and 
insert $26,000; and he did so, he said, for the pur- 
pose of saying a word or two in reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Mississippi.. The 
last Administration had sent outa party to’ explore 
this westqn coast. They were engaged in that 
work now, and he thought thatit would be not 
only bad policy, but very poor economy. to. with- 
draw them from the labor they were engaged in. 
Ir was very well known that before the United 
States obtained possesssion of that country: that | 
coast was almost a terra. incognita. The maps 
of the coast showed the islands and obstructions 
to the navigation several miles from their true po- 
sitions. The object was not to make a hydro- 
graphical survey, but ageneral reconnoissance, by 
which the prevailing currents might be known, | 
and that the positions of shoals and other obstruc- 
tions -to the navigation might be known, and that 
such general information might be obtained as was 
sessentially necessary to the safe navigation of that 
coast. 

As to accurate topographical information, that 
would be the work of some future time. It was 
necessary, as he was informed by the Superintend- 
entof the Coast Survey , that an examination should 
be made, in order to know where to place light- 
houses and buoys at the mouth of the Columbia 
river, and so of various other points, as, for in- 
stance, at the entrance to the harbor of San Fran-. 
cisco. Already the corps of officers employed in 
this reconnoissance had discovered an important 
river and bay just at the dividing line between 
Oregon and California. When these important 
services were being rendered, it certainly appeared 
to him to be not only bad policy but false economy 
to withhold the appropriation. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, availing himself 
of his right to speak in Opposition to the pending 
amendment, said, he desired merely to make an 
explanation, The remarks that he had made 
seemed to have+been misunderstood. What he 
had. said, or intended to say, was, that as long as 
this Government lasted, there would probably be 
a necessity for some such work as this, on ac- 
count of the fact that the harbors of this country 
were not permanent; that the bottoms of those har- 
bors were continually shifting. The Coast Survey 


highly important and highly creditable to the Gov- 
ernment. When he had said that the work wouid 
not cease, he did not mean to say that the service 
would not be completed. On the contrary, he 
maintained that the work was progressing faster 
than under the small appropriations, and ina 
ratio of increase greater than that of the appro- 
priations. wee 

So far from being opposed to the appropriation, 
he thought it was highly important that it should- 
be made. As a partof his remarks, he would 
send to the Clerk, and request him to read, a com- 
munication that had been received from one of the 
officers of the Coast Survey now employed on the 
Pacific coast. 3 

The communication was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. VINTON remarked, that he did not wish 
his amendment to prevail. 
_ The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to amend by reducing 
the appropriation to $100. d . 

He said he understood.that this topographical | 


vessels furnished. by-this Government as- hotels 
and headquarters for frolicking. 

„How“ was it that these men ‘were permitted-to 
squander their time and -waste the public money 
when the officers of the navy-of the United States 
might perform the service for which they were 
sent out as well as it could possibly be performed 
by them? It was a burning shame that this Gov- 
ernment permitted it. It" was an outrage on the 
public Treasury.” He should vote-against the ap- 
propriation, not because he believed the work ought 
not to-be done, but because he thought it, was 
wholly unnecessary to employ these men to per- 
form a Work that could as well be performed by 
the naval officers of the United States. And he 
believed further, thatit would be for their benefit 
as well as for the benefit of ‘the Government that 
they should be engaged in it. He would inquire of 
his friend, the chairman of the Naval Committee, 
if there could not be spared a sufficient number of 
old rusty Commodores to perform this service. 

Mr. MORSE said he presumed it would be in 
order for him to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio to reduce this appropriation 
to a sum so small as to defeat the object of the 
appropriation altogether. 

It was not the first time—and he was sorry to 
say that this practice was increasing daily in that 
House—that he had observed gentlemen taking 
pecaliar pleasure and peculiar pride in denouncing 
the officers of the army and navy of this country 
as a set of idle and useless individuals, extracting 
money from the- Treasury of the United States 
without rendering any service. He desired to 
say that, as an American, he felt proud to do all 
that it was in his power to do, by his voice and by 
hia vote, to maintain the dignity of those two 
branches of the public service. He had listened 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio with 
mingled feelings of surprise and regret-—not touse 
a harsher term. The army and the navy when- 
ever they had been called on—in the last war with 
Great Britain and in the late war with Mexico— 
had been prompt to vindicate the honor of the 
American nation. Mhe gentleman had inquired 
why thesé men who were in receipt of the money 
of this Government—not half paid, by the way— 
| were not called on to perform this service? It 
was, perhaps, because the work required Á degree 
of talent and a degree of skill which the hardy 
seamen could scarcely be expected to possess. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say, that at the very time he is ostensibly de- 
fending the navy, he is representing them, and 
very unjustly, as incompetent to perform this ser- 


vice. f 
Mr. MORSE said he did not desire to take les- 
sons from the chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means as to the manner in which he 
shouid support the character of the navy. In 
reference to the remark of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that the old commodores in the navy 
ought to be employed in this service, he would re- 
mark, that there were commodores in the navy 
of the United States who had distinguished them- 
selves in service,and who were covered with 
wounds; and it was unworthy of this nation to 
treat those men with disrespect. . 

Mr. GRINNELL (interposing) said there were 
officers in the navy who were unquestionably 
competent for this service. 

Mr. MORSE said he was well aware of that fact. 
There were men in the naval service who were 
competent; but there were other requisitions, and 
this wasa force which required an additional expen- 
diture; but whether this fact were so or not, it was 
not for the gentleman to get up there, without 


survey of the coast had recently originated a new 
corps of officers chargeable on the Treasury; that 
it commenced with a small appropriation which | 
had now grown up to the sum of about $250,000 | 
annually. He did not wish to be understood as | 
being opposed to an accurate and critical survey 
of the coast, because he believed the interests of | 
the commerce of the country required it; but he 
was opposed to the increase of the expenditures of 


producing any evidence, and attack this particu- 
lar branch of the service. 

It was important thatthe coast should be well 
surveyed, and every dollar appropriated for that 
purpose was so much contributed for the behefit 
of the commerce of the whele country. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, ad it was not 
agreed to. ; . 


the Government by the addition of a superfluous 
corps of officers for this purpose. As the matter 
at present stood, according to his understanding 
of it, it presented the singular anomaly of having 


a set of idle men, of men without employment, | 
ding their 
and using the ; 


quartered upon this Government, spen 


time on the Pacific coast in rioting, 


Mr. STANTON, nara eee proposed to 
strike out $25,000, and Msert $30,000. He made 
this motion, he said, chiefly for the purpose of re- 
plying to the inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The gent 
dores of th 
this work? 


e navy could not be spared to perform 
It was a difficult question to deter- 


leman asked if some of the old commo- | 


‘knowing anything about the subject and without; 


i 


mine, whether the work. ought tobe “under the 
contro! and management ofthe officers of the navy, 
or under: the contol of this. ‘separate “establish+ 
ment. #f-he had had the arrangement of this mat? 
ter from the commencement, he would have placed 
the coast survey. under the control ‘of the Navy 
Department. He was not. entirely satisfied. that 
the chatge should. be made ‘against this Govern» 
ment for the support of this corps, denominated 
the Coast Survey; and he believed, as he had said,, 
that the Navy. Department ‘could render: this ser« 
vice as well as this separate corps of officersi. <> 

Mr. BAKER said, he had no wish.to determi 


ne 
the question as to which of these branches of the 
public service ought to have charge of the work. | 
of surveying the coast. He had no doubt that 
either of them was very competent to perform it. 
But he was opposed io the amendment, for reasons 
which he trusted would be understood and appre- 
ciated by his friends onallsides. They were now 
appropriating upwards of $200,000 for this coast 
survey, while they had been ever since 1832 inef- 
fectually struggling for an appropriation for re- 
moving obstructions from the Mississippi rivers. 
where more boats were wrecked every year'upon 
rocks and shoals and other obstructions known to | 
exist, than had ever been. wrecked-on all. the ` 
shoats and rocks that had been examined or. dis- 
covered by the Coast Survey. He, for one; would 
never vote a dollar for surveying the Atlantic of 
the Pacific coast, unless an appropriation were 
made for the Mississippi, where large numbers of 
steamboats were lost every year. . on any 
He thought it was far more important to remove 
the obstructions that were known to exist, and 
that could not be avoided, and by which a large 
amount of commerce, was endangered, than to 


| search after rocks and shoals where it was of com- 


paratively little consequence whether they existed 
or not. He was of opinion that the Mississippi 
river—that great inland sea—ought to be consid- 
ered of sufficient consequence to induce Congress 
to make an appropriation for the pufpose of re- 
moving obstructions from its channel, which ob- 
structions were the cause of immense_ losses, of 
innumerable shipwrecks, Until this was done he 
did not intend to vote for a single dollar of the äp- 
propriation for the survey of either the Atlantic or 
the Pacifiec coast. i . f 
Mr. HOLMES desired permission to inquire of: 
the gentleman from. Ilinois if there had not been, - 
appropriations made for the purpose referred to 


y him? : i ae 
Mr. BAKER replied that there had beeni'a: - 


‘show of appropriating the pitiful sum of $2,000 for: 


a work that required ten times as much. More 
losses occurred every year, he repeated; in the way 
of freight and insurances by reason of these ob+ 
structions, than-had ever occurred by means of all 
the rocks and shoals ever surveyed or discovered 
by the Coast Survey. f 

The question was taken on the amendment, and , 
it was not agreed to. i 


Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out “ g25,000,” 


| and to insert ‘* $5,000.” i 


Mr. B. said, he had done this, not because he 


| was inimical to the coast survey, but because he «. 


thought that it ought to be carried on by the army 
and the navy. Portions of these branches of the 
service ought to be employed in making these sur- 
veys; and it was a great mistake to-suppose that 
they wished to be relieved of this duty. On the 
contrary, they thought it belonged to them to per- 
form it. He had another reason: It would remove 
what he looked on as a constitutional difficulty. 
By throwing this duty on the civil department of - 


! the Government, and thus making it a bragch of 


the civil power, we do that which raises the con~ 
stitutional question. He denied the authority of. 
the Government to do this. It was within the 
power of the Governmnnt to employ the army 


‘and navy. in the service, and at-a proper time che 
| had no doubt it would-be done by them. - a 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, was opposed: ‘te. 
any motion which was intended to reduce the-ap- 
propriations for the coast survey. He conceded 
that it was very proper that it should be-done by, - 
the navy. It was improper that it should bein.” 
any other hands. - But as Congress had .deter= 
mined over and over again that the. duty should be 
confided to others, and that ir should continue 
under civil control, that subject was no longer bee 
foreus. The question now was, whetheg all this 
appropriation should be expended, on the Adantic 


oe r.Whother any portion of it ashe 
< plies 


ofthe coast of the Pacific, -He did not. approve of’ 


>the practice of:denouncing the system every time a 4j 


. small. appropriation was asked for; . He appealed 
to. the geneman -from; Ohio (Mr. Sweerser] 
whether, with ali- his. detefmination to-make. the) 

"Mexican territories | free soil, he would no tbe 
ready to carry.this.survey to the Isthmus? 

` Afterssome conversation on the point of order, 

_. "Phe amendment.to the amendment was rejected. 
‘Mr. HOLMES moved to amend by-striking out 
$25,000.and inserting $30,000... A 

"o He merely. desired.to saya word in reply tothe 


: gentleman from. Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] That 
. gentleman must abandon his claims to. be a. great 
~ constitutional lawyer, when he lays down the prin- 


ciple thar what is unconstitutional in itself, might 
be. made constitutional by employing the army and 
navy, instead of civilians, It was probably in 
harmony with the abstractions of 1798, which he 
gid: not understand. 
Mr. PARKER rose to order. 
Mr. HOLMES resumed his remarks as to, the 
army and navy... Now, the army was quite large 
` and the navy was small, and he did not know how 
their:services could be employed in equal propor- 
~- tion... And if we were about to go into that fierce 

: Struggle which gentlemen seem to see ahead—if 
we are about to have a conflict with Texas, we 

¿May require our army and navy there. 

Mr. BAYLY. Where ig the topographical 
corps? ja ; 

-< Mr.: HOLMES: They would “be required to 
go ahead and: make a survey of Texas, that we 
may know what we have to conquer. The ques- 
` tion isnot whether we have the power to enlarge 
this:appropriation, but have we the treasure? Let 
us look to that, and if we have, let us determine 
whether, after sending out our officers, and fitting 
out expensive expeditions, and giving our officers 
the opportunity to acquire skill and experience, it 
would be wise. economy. to order all the ships 
back, with all their costly instruments, or.whéther 
it,would. not be a more rational course to make this 
appropriation, b 

, r. JONES opposed the amendment òf the 
‘gentleman from South Carolina, because he 
thought the proposition should have been made 
with.some regard to where the means are to come 
from. He did not think it a sound maxim to vote 
for all appropriations and against all taxes. He 
referred to the remark of his colleague, [Mr. 

- Srawron,] that the receipt of revenue this year 
would be near fifty millions, for the purpose of 
expréssing his dissent. — | 

“a Mr. SPANTON explained, that he had gathered 
the factin conversation with Mr. R. J. Walker, 
who. stated that it would amount to that sume 

Mr. JONES. dissented from Mr. Walker. Ac- 
cording to the estimates of: the Treasury, he did 
“not see that it could exceed $34,000,000. “He pré- 
dicted that when the next Congress commenced, 
gentlemen would find that they would be called on 
«to vote large suns for deficiencies, and to borrow 
money to pay the expenses of the Government. 
His colleague had expressed regret to see the op- 
position which was made to all these objects, the 
Observatory, &c. Now that building commenced 
.With:a-small appropriation, and now $100,000 was 
required for it; and. we are called on for $12,000 
fora Nautical Almanac, Now. all these were 
abuses; and: were any. of: them more: prominent 
than-the Coast Survey? If his colleague regretted 
this, opposition. for the sake of Tennessee, he 
(Mr..3.) could but regret, also for the State of 
Tennessee, that the public money should- be so 


squandered. 


The'amendment to the amendment was rejected. | 


Mr. BAYLY moved to amend, by striking out 
$25.000, and inserting $26,000. 

The gentleman says i- must abandon all claim 
to bea constitationallawyer, if I maintain that Con- 
gress has not the authority under the commercial 
power, to survey-the‘coast-by a corps of civilians, 
under the control of the Treasury Department; yet 
that-it has the power to make the survey by the em- 


ployment.in it of the officers of the army and navy.|j that to-morrow he should move to.take up the 


Tam not now going. into an argument to show 
that Congress cannot.do .it-under.the commercial 
poen Tne argument is precisely that which. [ 
; Wave heretofore. presented. in respect toits power 


him early notices- > 


andnavy...To6urarmy and all others, is attached 
a corps of topographical engineers.. Their appro- 
priate duty is to make. topographical surveys, 
with a-view to the operations of the army. A 
pottion of the officers-of every-navy in the world 
are employed, whenever. an opportunity. presents 
itself, in surveying coasts, harbors, and- road- 
steads, Why, sir, if a British or French man-of- 
war drops. anchor ‘to-morrow. in Hampton Roads, 


out suryeyigg and making soundings, to test the 
accuracy..of their charts. -To take allæmeans to 
provide for the safety of.-their ships under all 
‘tircumstances, isamong their highest duties. Now, 


one on land, thé other on the water. The trian- 
gulation and the topographical survey of the land, 
connected with the coast- survey, is theappropriate 
duty of the army—the operations on the water, 
of thenavy. And they ought, under the direction 
of their respective heads, to codperate in making 
thecoast survey. Thegentleman has said he did 
not understand the doctrines of 1798. k 

Mr. HOLMES said he dig at the time, as he 
supposed, for he voted for them. But ‘Virginia 
did not come up to the mark. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is the last man 
who should speak lightly or disparagingly of them. 
It is the absurd construction put upon them by 
persons of the gentleman’s school which has to 
some extent brought them:into disrepute. The 
gentleman not only does not understand the doc- 
trines of °98, but he is unmindful of the precepts, 
in other respects, of their great author. Mr, Jef- 
ferson’s maxim was, that in a Government like 
ours, in every bill appropriating money, there 
should be a tax laid to raise it. The gentleman 
votes habitually for every sort of appropriation— 
for every sort of object, and makes a great outcry 
if perchance any of them are defeated; and then 
when it is. proposed to levy the taxes to meet 
them, he cries out, Oppression, oppression—and is 
ready-for revolution and bloogshed. 

Mr. 
for the most liberal appropriations, and the least 
amount of taxes. He was for free trade,.and 
when hecould not get all he wished, he gat as 
near it as he could. He was sorry to confess that 
the doctrines of 1798 had now been brought into 
ridicule. In their perplexity the South Carolinians 
understood Thomas Jefferson, the Apostle of De- 
mocracy, as meaning what the language expressed, 
and they endeavored to carry these doctrines into 
practical operation. But Virginia backed out after 
she got us in the scrape. 

Mr. BAYLY. If Virginia got you into the 
scrape, she got you out of it. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment, to re- 
duée the amount of appropriation. He stated that 
the amount appropriated for the Coast Survey 
was an aggregate sum of $186,000. Looking at 
the ten sections of this report, the ninth asks for 
|- $14,000 for the Pacific coast. As that sum was 
included, he desired to know whence the neces- 

sity. of this increase of the appropriation. 

Mr. VINTON made a brief explanatioh, to the 
effect, that the estimates were made a year ago, 
and did not apply to the present state of things, 
great changes having taken place. This was ex- 
plained in the letter of Dr. Bache, which had been 
read, The difficulty of keeping the men in the 
vessels on the coast of California and Oregon, 
rendered it necessary to increase their pay, and 
this rendered it necessary to increase the appro- 
priations. ; 


reported: progress, 


i NEW MEMBER. 
Mr. GRINNELL introduced Hon. Samuen A. 


| ELLroT, Representative elect from the First Con- 


gressional district of Magsachusetts, to fill the va- 
cancy. occasioned by the resignation of Hon. R. 
C. Winthrop. a 

Mr. Extiot was qualified, and took his seat. 


POST-RQUTES. 
Mr. POTTER said, hé*desired to give notice 


post-route. bill in Committee of the. Whole onthe 
state ofthe Union, and’ requested: members who 
wished to.makt any corrections of the-bill, to give 


to-improve harbors and.jrivera. . But Congress- 
has express power to raise and support'an army || + 
intention’ to 


the next day they'will have their young. offieers’ 


‘sir, there are two branches. of the coast survey: | 


HOLMES said it was his maxtm to vote 


a: motion thecommittee rose, and its Chairman - 


Mr. McL ANE, of. Maryland, inquired if he 
understo entleman from Ohio to Signify his 
to lay aside the civil and dip- 


lomatic bill? eee ; 
. Mr. POTTER replied, that he supposed it would 
take but a few minutes to ‘dispose of that bill in 
committee; “after. which: he: should immediately 
move to take-up the post-route bill... ~ 
On motion by Mr. BURT, theHouse adjourned. 


. : PETITION A 6 005. 

The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. ANDERSON : The petition of W; H. Rogers, of 
Tennessee, askifg compensation as Chaplain toa Brigade, 
in the Mexican War. a $ 7 
LS 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, August 22, 1850. 


“Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of Duff 
Green, agent of the Georgia Exporting Company, 
asking that the Secretary of the Navy. may be au- 
thorized by law to-contract with that company for 
the, construction and employment in the mail ser- 
vice of the Government of five steamships; which 
was referred to the Committee: on Naval Affairs, 
and the motion to print referred to the Committee 
on’ Printing. ‘ i 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted documents in relation 
to repairs and. alterations in the building used‘for - 
the sessions of the United States courtayfor the 
district of Maine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

: THE_CENSUS BILL. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I-ask-of the Senate to 
insist upon the amendments made to the bill in re» 
lation to the census, and to agree to the conference 
asked by the House, and that conferees may be 
appointed. 7 M 

The motion was agreed tò. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now move that th 
committee be appointed by the Chair, and consist 
of three members. sae 

The motion was agreed to, and . 

The PRESIDENT named Messrs. Unper- 
woop, Davis, of Massachusetts, and Davis, of 
Mississippi, as such committee. i 

; THE-TARIFF. O 

Mr. BALDWIN. T have a memorial which [ 
am requested to present to the Senate, signed. by a 
large number of citizens of Farmington, Hartford 
county, Connecticut, representing that, they are an 
agricultural and, manufacturing community, and 
praying for such alteration in our. tariff laws ag 
will, without increasing the. revenue, afford inci- 
dental protection to the manufactures of our own 
country, and particularly praying for the substitu- 
tion of specific duties. in lieu of the system of ad 
valorem duties. I ask the reference of the-petition 
to the Committee on Finance. : ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. g i 
CONNECTICUT RESOLUTIONS ON SLAVERY. 

Mr. BALDWIN.. I am requested to. present to‘ 
the Senate, resolutions of the Legislature of Çon- ‘ 
necticut, passed at the late session of the General 
Assembly of that State, upon the subject of sla- 
very, which I ask may be read, laid on the table, 
and printed. g ` : 
` The resolutions. were read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. - There are several 
important propositions in these resolutions... One, 
I believe, is the emancipation of the slaves in the 
District of Columbia, by making due compensa- 
tion therefor. I should be glad to hear from the 
mover where the money is to come from. 5 

Mr. BALDWIN. 1 believe the resolutions are 
not debatable upon a motion. to lay them on the 
table. It is not my intention tọ. engage at all in 
the discussion of the propositions passed by the 
Legislature of my. State, and. l have submitted 
them for the. consideration of the Senate, in obe- 
diefice to the -request of that. Legislature. My 
present object.is. simply to have them laid on the 
table and :printed, amd if, hereafter, it shall be 
deemed desirable to discuss the several: proposi- 
tions contained in them, then I shall be ready to 


P 


j- respond to the call made upon me. 
Mr, DAVIS, of Mississippi. As I did not hear 


any part of the Senator’s answer; 1 will ask him 
another question, whether these are resolutions of 


| the Legislature, and.if so, whether the Senator has 
=H been requested to pregent them? — 
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The PRESIDENT. He is expressly so re- 
quested in the resolutions. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Ifthe Senator had heard the 
resolutions read, he would have seen that the 
Senators from that State are particularly requested 
to-submit them to the Senate. 

The motion to lay on the table and print was 
agreed to. 

2 GUTTA PERCHA. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have been requested by sev- | 
eral of the merchants and manufacturers of New 
York and Boston, connected with and engaged in 
the manufacture of gutta percha matter, to present 
a memorial. They represent that, at the time of 
the passage of the tariff law of 1846, the article 
was not then in use. The article of India rabber 
is valued among that class of articles which pay a 
duty of ten per cent , while this article, which has |! 
subsequently come into use, is placed among the | 
non-enumerated articles, and paysa duty of twenty 
per cent. The memorialists ask that it shall be so 
classified as to pay alike duty with India rubber, 
and other articles of the same character. 

The petition was referred to the Finance Com- | 
mittee. i 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to submit a 
resolution to amend the rules of the Senate, and 
by the adoption of which I think a great deal of 
time may be saved. It proposes that a motion 
may be made to lay an amendment to any, prop- 
osition, bill, or resolution, upon the table, and if it 
prevails, that it shall not carry the original bill or 
resolution with it, If it can be considered now, I 
will make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT, It cannot be considered 
now. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Then Iask that it be 
laid on the table. 

, as PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, As an amendment to the rules, that a motion 

may be made to lay any proposition to amend a bill or res- 

. lution upon the table, and if it prevail, the proposed amend- 

ment shail be Inid on the table, but the bill or resolution 
shall not go with it 


DAY FOR FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr, YULEE. 1 move that the Senate now take 
up the resolution I introduced some time ago, pro- 
posing to fix a day for the adjournment of Con- 
gress. 
to-day, it is better to take it up, in order to elicit 
as far as possible the opinion of the Senate, with a 
view that we may shape the business of the Sen- 
ate accordingly. 

Mr. RUSK. J hope the Senator will not press 
the taking up of this resolution now, inasmuch 
as there is a special order for half.past eleven 
g clock, which has been passed over for several 

ays. 

Mr. YULEE. Very well, it is not material to 
press the resolution this morning, and I will take 
another opportunity of doing so. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the memorial of Rob- 
ert Armstrong, asking to be allowed a pension, 
submitted a report in writing, which was ordered 


j 


to be printed, accompanied by a biil for his relief, |i 
| claims. Some of them have been rejected, and we ! 


know not what may happen if they get before the į 
| departments. At all events, here is the law making 
jit Indian country, and if the department has not | 


which was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee to which was 
referred the petition of Charlotte Lynch, only sur- 
viving child of Lieutenant Colonel Ebenezer Gray, 
a revolutionary officer, submitted a report in wri- 
ting, which was ordered to be printed, accompa- 
nied by a bill for her relief, which was read and | 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of i 
the bar of Massachusetts, asking an increase of 
the salary of the District Judge of the United | 
States in that State, reported a bill to regulate the | 
compensation of the District Judge of the United 
States of Massachusetts; which was read and 
passed to a second reading. 


Even if it cannot be definitely disposed of || 
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diciary, to which were referred the several memo- 
rials from the bar and citizens of the District of 
Columbia in relation to the better organization of 
the courts in the District of Columbia, and the bill 
to reorganize the courts in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back the bill with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, accompanied by a report which 
was ordered to be printed with accompanying 
papers; and at the same time reported the follow- 
ing joint resolution, which was read and passed to 
a second reading: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby 
authorized to appoint three cominissioners, persons learned 
in the law, and resident in the District of Columbia, who 
shall prepare and report to him, for transmission to Congress 
at its next session, or as soon thereafter as may be practica- 


said District, and the administration of justice therein; that 
the said commissioners shall be compensated at the rate of 
eight dollars per diem while they sball be employed in the 
said work, and shall be authorized to appoint a clerk, who 
shall be paid at the rate of five dollars per diem while so 


; emploved, which compensation shall be paid by the Seere- 


tary of the Treasury, out of any moneys in the Treasury, 
not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That. the said com- 
missioners shall close their Jabors and make their report to 
the President of the United States within six months after 
their first meeting,” 


Mr. BRADBURY submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before the 
Senate, if not in his judgment incompatible with the pudtic 
interest, a copy of'a dispateh to the Secretary of State, dated 
January 8, 1850, from Mr Tod, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary to the Court of Brazil, and of the 
letter of Mr. Parks, late Consul at Rio Janeiro, accompany- 
ing the same. 

INDIAN INTERCOURSE. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the bill ‘* to extend the 
benefit of the 17th section of the act to regulate 
intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to preserve 
peace on the frontiers, approved the 3d of June, 
1834, to the people of the State of Texas, and 
others.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to strike out 
that part of the bill which relates to Alabama and 
Florida—the portion which is retrospective in its 
action. [ will read so much of the act of 1834 as 
will show that these States, or portions of them, 
were inhabited by Indians, and were therefore por- 
tions of the Indian territory at the time: 

“ That all that part of the United States west of the Mis- 
| sissippi and not within the States of Mississippi and Loni- 
siana, or the Territory of Arkansas, and also that part of the 
United States east of the Mississippi river, and not within 
any State to which the Indian title has not been extin- 
guished for the purposes of this act, be taken and deemed 
to be the Indian territory.” 

Now, this expressly embraces all that part of 
the country east of the Mississippi river which 
belonged to the United States at the passage of this 
act of 1834, and it does seem to me, therefore, that 
there is no necessity for that part of the provisions 
of this bill, unless it be to give it a retrospective 


i 


| 5 
f already settled and are out of the way, and I think 


| 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


103 


operation for some ten or fifteen years, to which I 
am utterly opposed. These claims have been here- 
tofore presented to committees of Congress for set- 
tlement, and F belicve many of them have been 


it would be better to let the remaining claims be 
settled in the same manner, rather than to give a 
retrospective operation to this bill, and thereby 
throw upon the departments all these unsettled 


hitherto so regarded it, I cannot see upon what 
possible ground it has decided to the contrary, in 
view of the law of 1834. I hope, therefore, that 
my motion will prevail. 


misunderstands this case entirely. The Indian 
title to lands in Alabama had been extinguished, 
and the Government were bound by treaty to re- 
move the Indians. They failed to remove them, 
and it is one of the causes of complaint that they 
| committed these depredations after the title had 
been extinguished, and on account of the failure 
of the Government to comply with the ebligation 


` 


ble, a complete system of laws for the government of the- 


Mr. CLEMENS, ‘The Senator from Kentucky | 


to remove them. There was no Indian title in 
Alabama at the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, if the Indian title 
was extinguished, it falls within the provision of 
the act of 1834. That act provided for the depre- 
dations committed within the States of this Union. 
It provides for two classes of cases; where the 
depredations shall be committed within the States 
upon the territory to which the Indian title has 
been ‘extinguished, and likewise upon territory 
which then belonged to the Indians. In either as- 
pect, according to my construction of the act of 
1834, it seems to me that the case will be provi- 
ded for. If} am wrong, I shall be happy to be 
corrected. . 

Mr. ATCHISON. Ido not think that the ob- 
jection taken by the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky is, in any aspect, a good one. He says the 
people of Florida and Alabama have been aud are 
now entitled to the benefit of this seventeenth sec- 
tion of the intercourse law, and he does not know 
upon what ground the department has decided to 
the contrary, Tam of his opinion; I believe these 
claimants would be entitled to the benefits of the 
| intercourse law of 1834. But the department has 
| decided, as I am informed, to the contrary. Now, 
these sections of the bill which the Senator pro- 
poses to strike out do nothing more than to make 
this clear and explicit, where otherwise there 
t might be doubt. This law does nothing more 
i than the act of 1834, according to the construc- 
i tion of the Senator from Kentucky. Then, I ask 
i him, what harm can be done if we reénact a law 
now in existence? 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not seen these 
| decisions of the department which have been al- 
luded to, but Ido not see how it is possible for 
| human language to be plainer than the language 
i of this act now is. I have read to you the sections 
which make all that country Indian country with- 
in the meaning of theact. Nothing can be plainer 
than that.. I will now read the section which de- 
fines what depredations shall be paid for; and I 
appeal to the Senate, when it is read, whether it is 
possible to make anything plainer? 

“ That if any Indian or Indiaus, belonging to any tribe n 
amity with the United States, shall, within the Indian coun- 
try, fake or destroy the property of aby person lawfully 
within such country,” &e. 

There the case is provided for “ within the In- 
| dian conntry.” Where the person is within that 
country, and has his property taken and destroyed, 
| the tribe destroying it, if in peace and amity with 
the United States, shall pay for it, Now, unless 
my friend from Missouri has actually seen the de- 
cision of the department, and unless he can show 
some reason for believing that such a decision has 
been made, I must be a little incredulous. [ can 
scarcely think the department could refuse to ap- 
ply provisions so palpable and plain as these. 
But it may be so, I have not seen it. “But, sir, 
this bill does a great deal more in reference to these 
past claims. It provides that the money is to be 
paid by the Treasury within twelve months after 
the Indian agent shall have investigated the mat- 
ter, provided that, in the mean time, the Indian 
tribes do not make the compensation. Now, that 
is an enlargement of the act of 1834, and a de- 
; parture from it, and you have here a new principle 
introduced. Allow me to read what the act of 
1834 says on that subject. After providing that 
an investigation of the depredations committed by 
the Indians shall be made by the Indian agent, it 
goes on to state: 

“And in the mean time, in respect to the property so 
taken, stolen, or destroyed, the United States guaranty to 
the party so injured an eventual iudemnification.” 

That is the expression in the act of 1834. The 
guarantee is an eventual indemnification, and by 
this act of 1834 time is reserved for the United 
States to exhaust all its efforts to obtain satisfac- 
tion from the Indian tribes before that compensa- 
tion is to be made. There is a discretionary time 
allowed; but this bill of my friend from Missouri 
| Steps in and changes all that, and actually provides 
| that the money shall be paid within twelve months, 
according to. my recollection of it. 

Now, it seems to me, that if he wishes to apply 


| 
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the seventeenth section of the act of 1834, which 
seems to have been his object from the beginning, 
a few words, making it directly applicable to what 
may be created now as Indian country, would havé 
been sufficient. 
visions of the act of 1834, and applies this enlarge- 
ment, not to the whole Indian country, but to 
Texas, Alabama, and Florida, and leaves out, as I 
understand the subject, the balance of the Indian 
country. lt embraces the particular countries 
named in the bill, and leaves the other parts of the 
Indian territory altogether out of the question. 
The effect of that will be this: that you leave. the 
provisions of the act of 1834, which I have read 
to the Senate, in full force in reference to all the 


Indians except those of Texas, Alabama, and Flor- || 


ida, and in reference to this matter you give en- 
tirely a new rule, greatly superior to that which 
has heretofore prevailed, in regard to the interests 
of the claimants. Now, I put it to my friend from 
Missouri, to know upon what principle this dis- 
crimination is made? How can he reconcile it to 
himself to place one portion of the citizens of this 
country, in reference to depredations committed 
upon their property, on a better footing than oth- 
ers? Sir, l cannot vote fora proposition of that 
sort. It seems to me we ought not to make this 
distinction, but that, if this billis to pass at all, 
we ought to provide that all may obtain their 
money after twelve months, and that these claim- 
ants from Texas,Alabama, and Florida shall stand 
precisely upon the same footing as those from 
Minnesota, Missouri, or Iowa, in reference to the 
Indians in their vicinity. {t seems to me that the 
bill does not provide in that gespect as it should, 
and I hope the gentleman from Missouri wlll make 
a suitable provision. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the case that the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky has made out was a 
true state of the case, I would agree with him in 
the conclusion at which he arrives. But there is 
no change by this bill in the act of 1884, in the 
respect he mentions. I will call his attention to 
‘it. He can take the act of 1834, and this is a lit- 
eral copy as to what he has read: 


“ Who, upon being furnished with the necessary proofs, 
shall make application to the tribe or nation to whieh such 
Indians belong, for satisfaction; and if such nation or 
trib: al! neglect or refuse to make satisfaction in a reason- 
oble time, not to exceed twelve months?’ 


(Now, these are the very words of the law of 
1834.) 


“a return of the proceedings shall be made 
sub-agent, or commissioner, 
rior?—— 


by the agent, 
to the Secretary of the Inte- 


- pi . . ak ! 
(The Secretary of the Inierior is substituted in 


this law for the President of the United States. 
This is the only difference. ) 
“that such further steps shall be takenas shall be proper, in 
his opinion, to obtain satisfaction for the injury, and in the 
mean time the United States shall guaranty”®— 

(Using the very words of the act of 1834.) 
“the party so injured the amount of value of the property 
taken, stolen, or destroyed”? 


Now, this law does not give to the people of 


Texas, and Florida, and Alabama, and Georgia, | 


any advantage over the people of any other States 


of the Union. 


cpie. I admit that perhaps it would have been 
equally as well in a few words to have extended 
the benefits of the intercourse law of 1834 to the 
peaple of Texas, Alabama, and Georgia. It 
might have been better to have done this in a few 
words; but there was some obscurity in the 17h 
section of that law, which the committee attempt- 
ed to obviate by substituting other and different 
words, without changing the meaning of the law. 
If the Senator from Kentucky will examine the 
matter, he will find that there is no advantage 
given to the people of Texas, or other States of 
the Union, as to their intercouse with Indian 
tribes. é 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The difference between 
the Senator from Missouri and myself can very 
readily be seen by reading the lang 
of 1834 and the language of this bi 
no difference, why, of course, 
to the ground. I do conceive, 
is a very palpable differénce, an 
construed by the department which may have to 
adjudicate upon the matter, if this bill should pass. 
The section of the bill which we have now under 
consideration provides that— 


“Tf such nation or tribes shall refuse or neglect to make 
satisfaction in a reasonable time, not to exceed twelve 


il. If there is 
my objection falls 
though, that there 


But this now enlarges the pro- | 


r D. It is in the very words of the act | 
of 18342 There is, therefore, no change of prin- | 


uage of the act Í 


d that it will be so | 


j] motion I did. 


months, a return of the ‘proceeding shall be made by the 
agent, sub-agent, or commissioner, to the Secretary of the 
Interior, that such farther steps may be taken as shall be 
proper, In his opinion, to obtain satisfaction for the injury; 
and in the mean time”—— 

That is to say, while other steps are going on; 
while in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior he is resorting to other measures to obtain 
indemnification. Now,the word “ indemnity”’ is 
stricken out, and the word ‘ guaranty” is put in. 
Then it will read that ‘“ the United States shall 
guaranty the party to the amount of the value of 
the property taken, stolen or destroyed.” ‘ Guar- 
anty,’ ‘in the mean time,” and so forth. But 
it does not stop there, sir. Ifit stopped there, 
, there would be some plausibility in the reason 
based upon what my friend from Missouri read; 
but, instead of stopping there, it goes on and says 
such indemnity shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Indian department. Now, that is part 
of the bill. What does itmean? If language can 
communicate a distinct and intelligible idea, to my 
mind it means, that after the agent shall have made 
his investigation, and attempted to procure indem- 
nity, and failed therein—twelve months having 
been given him to do it in—he is to make his 
| report to the Secretary of the Interior, and then 
| here is an express promise on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States to indemnify the party 
and pay the amount out of the contingent fund of 
the department. 

Now, what is the language of the act of 1834? 
It is, that for these injuries the United States will 
guaranty an eventual indemnification—not to pay 
it out of the contingent fund of the department, 
but simply the payment on the part of the Govern- 
| ment, that if a person will not endeavor to retaliate 
upon the Indians—for, if he does, then by the pro- 
visions of the act he forfeits all claim to compen- 
sation—but look to the Government, the Govern- 
ment will eventually indemnify him, leaving it to 
the Government to do it at its own good pleasure. 

Here, then, is a bill which provides that after 
twelve months have expired—indemnity not hav- 

ing been obtained from the Indians—the money 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the de- 
partment. And this is to apply to a particular 
favorite section of the United States, leaving the 
other portion of the United States to depend upon 
the act of 1834. Now, sir, if this bill means the 
same thing as the act of 1834 —if there is no differ- 
ence in the respect I have pointed out, it is all very 
well; but I cannot consent to legislate to make 
this wide difference between the claims of citizens 
of different sections of the country, which this bill 
in its present condition, in my opinion, would in- 
evitably make. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this bill until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I trust the Senator will 
withdraw the motion. I shall forego any response 
to the Senator from Kentucky; and I trust we may 
have a vote on the bill now. It is admitted on all 
hands to be a very important bill; and if it is in- 
tended that the House of Representatives shall act 
upon it atall at this session, it is time thatit should 
pass the Senate. 
drawn, so that we can havea vote on the bill. 

© Mr. MASON. 
i to'this matter; but I felt compelled to make the 
l am willing, however, that a vote 
| should be taken on this bill. I therefore withdraw 
my motion. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Unperwoop, to strike out the third section 


|| of the bill. 
Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, all that part of |} 


the argument of the Senator from Kentucky I| 1834 should exist at all, it is equally proper and 


i which refers to what he supposes to be a differ- 
ence between this bili and that of 1834, in regard 
to the degree of responsibility and the character of 
the responsibility which the Government assumes, 
|i has no application whatever, to the amendment 
which is now proposed. Am i right in that? 1 
ask the Senator from Kentucky, because I wish to 


amendment now pending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. Iwill explain. The section which I pro- 
jj pose to strike out reads: t The preceding sections 
_ of this.act shall apply to citizens of Georgia, Ala- 
bama, and Florida, for injuries done to property 
by the Indians,” &e. This section, therefore, by 
adopting the preceding sections, places Alabama 


l 
f 
i 


. 


[ trust the motion will be with- | 


I dislike to interpose in relation | 


| reply simply to what he said in regard to the 
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and Florida, like Texas, on the favored footing of 
which I complain. That part of the argument, 
therefore, applies to that. R 

Mr. YULEE. Well, to avoid that, he ought 
to move to strike out the part to which he objects; 
the word “indemnity,” or whatever it may be. 
But the proposition now is to strike out that part 
of the bill which makes it applicable to Georgia, 
Florida, and Alabama. The Senator submits the 
proposition, because-he thinks the act of 1834, 
sufficiently covers the cases which can arise in 
those States. Now, if that were so, the proposi- 
tion of the Senator to strike out what he proposes, 
would be right. But, in point of fact, it is not so. 
{ will show the Senator that the department ex- 
| pressly decided that the act does not apply to those 
States, and that, in fact, it does not apply to them. 

The Senator has not given due stress and em- 
phasis to a part of the phraseotogy of the act of 
1834, which controls its meaning and application. 
In the first place, the Senator is mistaken in sup- 
posing that the present act will apply to any class of 
cases which have been before the committee of 
which he is a member, or which have been acted 
on by Congress at all. It applies to a few caseg 
which have been referred at this session to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. That commitiee, 
instead of reporting special acts, finding that the 
department had determined not to apply the act of 
1834 to these cases, under the presumption that it 
| was not intended to apply to them, have intro- 
duced this general act, by which the general pro- 
visions of the law of 1834are made to apply to 
these States. 
| Now, the cases referred to had been presented 
to the Indian department, according to the provis-- 
| ions and requirements of this law. The Indian 
department, by a written decision, which was in 
my possession some time ago, expressly decided 
that the act of 1834 did not apply to those cases, 
for a reason which I will proceed to show. And 
this seemed to me to be a proper reason, consider- 
ing that executive officers should give a strict con- 
struction to the acts under which they are called 
on to pay nroney. {tis this: The act of 1834 de- 
clared that the Indian country should be *allthat 
‘part of the United States west of the Mississippi, 
‘and not within the States of Missouri and Loui- 
‘siana, or the Territory of Arkansas; and also 
‘that part of the United States east of the Missis- 
‘ sippi river, and not within any State to which the 
‘ Indian title has not been extinguished.” Now, 
then, the Indian title had been extinguished, at 
the time of the passage of the act, to Florida and 
Alabama. 

Now let us look at the 17th section of the act 
of 1834, which has a direct bearing upon the sub- 
ject. It says: 

“That if any Indian or Indians belonging to any tribe in 
amity with the United States shall, within the Indian coun- 
try, take or destroy the property of any person lawfully 
within such conutry, or shall pass from the Indian couniry 
into any State or Territory,” &c. 

The Senator overlooks that part of the law 
| which makes it necessary that the Indiang should 
have passed from the Indian country. The de- 
‘ partment has decided that they do not pass from 
Indian country, except when they pass from the 
country described as such in the first section of 
the act—country west of the Mississippi appro- 
priated to Indian occupation, or country east of 
i the Mississippi to which the Indian title has not 
| been extinguished. The Senator will, therefore, 
i see that the ground upon which the department 
made its decision has some reasonable foundation, 


i; and that some remedial legislation is therefore re- 


| quired. 
Now, if it be proper and right that this act of 


i right that it should apply to every part of the 
country where Indians, under the authority and 
jurisdiction of the United States, yet continue in 
contiguity with the white population. This is all 
I desire to say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I would 
call the attention of the Senator from Florida to a 
difference. The act of 1834 contains this limita- 
| tion: 

“ And provided also, That unless such claim shall be pre- 
sented within three years after the commission of the in- 
| jury the same shall be barred.” 

Now, there is a retrospective section in the bill 
before us which revives and resuscitates all these 
claims for some fourteen or fifteen years. You 


leave the question in reference to depredations upon 
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citizens in other parts of the United States to be 
barred in three years, and pet, for the special ben- ; 
efit of a particular section of the country, you re- 
vive all these claims for fourteen or fifteen, years, 
Now, is that right and proper? Certainly not. 

Mr. CLEMENS. If the Senator will allow 
me, I will put him right as toa matter of fact. 
These claims were presented in 1836. General 
Jackson recommended Congress to act upon them. 
Congress appointed a board to examine and in. 
vestigate them. That board reported upon them; 
and the Committee of Claims in the House of 
Representatives reported a bill in their favor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can give my friend 
from Alabama the most direct answer imaginable. 
He has a particular lot or batch of claims in his 
mind. He speaks of that lot or collection of 
claims as having been presented, but I am speak- | 
ing of the operation of thissection. This section | 
provides for all claims which may not have been 
presented. And how many such claims may be 
brought forward no one can tell, Now, if there 
be a particular class of cases that have heretofore 
been presented and not finally disposed of, we 
ought to turn attention to that, and make pro- 
vision for thatclass, But here we are legislating 
upon a general proposition, and that proposition 
revives cases fourteen or fifteen years back to 
these favored States, and leaves the limitation of 
three years to apply to all the rest of the United 
States. 

Now, in regard to the decision of the depart- 
ment, to which the gentlemen from Florida has 
referred. Of course, I cannot speak in respect to 
that. I should like very much to have an oppor- 
tunity to look into it. It seems to me that these 
States were either Indian country, or States or 
Territories. The bill provides for both. The 
gentleman says the Indian title was extinguished; 
and that the commissioner, after its extinguish- 
ment, would not regard it as Indian country. That 
is right enough. But the very extinguishment,of 
the Indian title made it territory of the United 
States, until a State government was formed. 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will observe, the 
act requires that the Indians shall pass from In- 
dian country to commit depredations in a State or 
Territory. “They decided that the location of the 
indians, who committed those depredations, was 
not Indian country. Therefore, the Indians did 
not pass from Indian country. This was the pre- 
cise point to which I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will read the law: 


“Tf any Indian or Indians, belonging to anv tribe in ami- 
ty with the United States, shall, within the Indian country, 
take or destroy property, or shall pass from the Indian coun- 
try to any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the 
United States,” &c. 

If the construction of that is, that it is necessary 
that the Indians should pass from the Indian coun- 
try, it is avery rigid and strict construction, and | 
one that seems to me to be altogether unwarranted 
by the law. Bat if in that respect gentlemen want 
the law amended, or if they want the benefit of 
the law of 1834 applied to Texas and all these 
States, I will give it to them,’with all my heart, 
in every particular. But this bill proposes a great 
deal more, and that which palpably conflicts with 
the act of 1834, and places these States on a better 
footing than the rest of the United States. I wish | 
to see all fare alike. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not rise to detain the Senate. 
One objection which has been raised to this bill is, 
that it will place these States on a different footing 
from others under the act of 1834. The payment 
of claims for Indian depredations committed in 
Florida and Alabama has been refused under the 
act of 1834, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
having decided that the act did not extend to those 
States at the time the depredations were commit- | 
ted. {t never has been extended to the State of 
Texas. Can it then be giving those States any 
advantage over others? Clearly not. The next | 
objection is, that you require payment to be made | 
by the United States after they have guarantied it. 
Now, if the United States guaranty the payment | 
they are liable to pay it, and they ought to pay it} 
promptly. And is ita matter of considerable im- 
portance that the United States should have to i 
pay it within a year after the passage of the bill, | 
when these claimants in Alabama and Florida 
have been waiting for fifteen years? J think there 


i 
| 
I 
t 


| committed which should be paid for. 


; be presented to Congress. 
of disposing of a large class of claims without in- | 


is no reasonable objection to this bill, and I hope 


we shail have a vote on it at once 
There has, to say the least, been 
the subject; let us have a vote, 

Mr. MASON. I feel reluctant to interfere with 
this bill, but I feel constrained to move to postpone 
the further consideration of it, that we may pro- 
teed to the special order. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope not. 
a vote on this bill. 

The motion to postpone was negatived. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I understood the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Rusx] the other day to rest his | 
argument in favor of the passage of this bill, upon 
the ground that it would prevent retaliation on the 
Indians by the persons whose property was stolen 
or destroyed by the Indians, and thereby the in- 
terruption of friendly relations between the Indians 
and border settlers. 

Mr. RUSK, (in his seat.) That is what the 
law was passed for. 

Mr. BRADBURY. That is the ground upon į 
which the law rests. There may bea propriety 
in the passage of a law of that kind, and in case 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
should prevail, that policy will be carried out. It 
will be perceived that the law provides for the 
payment by the United States for property that 
has been destroyed or stolen by the Indians, 
Section third, proposed to be stricken out by the 
Senator from Kentucky, provides for something 
more: 

“ That the provisions of this act shall apply to the citi- 
zeus of Alabama and Florida, for injuries done to property 
by the Indians subsequent to the first day of January, 1836, 
and to the peopl» of Texas trom the date ofthe annexation 
of said State to the United States.” 

This section is retrospective. It is not neces- 
sary to carry out the policy of the law, and ifi 
stricken out, it will leave the law fairly carrying 
out the policy upon which it is advocated. It is 
contended, however, that depredations have been 
Suppose 
that is the case, does this provide a suitable mode 
of investigating those cases? I think not. Itis 
loose in its terms. It provides no suitable mode 
of taking testimony. It provides a tribunal for 
the investigation of those cases which might be 
objected to, and I think it will be infinitely better, 


sand pass it. 
talk enough upon 


l hope we shall get 


if Florida has claims of fifteen years’ standing, and | 


Texas five years’ standing, that they should pre- 
sent those claims to Congress, and that if Con- 
gress should provide a board for the investigation 
of those claims, they should be presented to that 
board, and if Congress does not, that they should 


vestigation or examination. I hope the amend- 
ment may prevail, and thus my objection to the 
bill be removed. 

Mr. YULEE. What the Senator from Maine 
requires is precisely what has been done. The 
parties have come to Congress with their several 
claims, after having refrained from seeking the 
personal recovery of their losses, in compliance 
with the policy of Congress. Under the impres- 
sion that the law of 1834 applied to them, they ap- 
plied to the department. The department decided 
that the letter of the law does not apply to them. 
They come then to Congress; they are here in 
Congress; their cases have been referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and that committee, 
instead of reporting on the several cases sepa- 
rately, think it right and proper to recommend to | 
Congress the application of the act of 1834 to | 


l object to this mode |} 


Š =“ 
į expressly declaring that the provisions of the act 
| of 1834 do not apply to Florida, because they do 
not extend to Florida. Here are the decisions; 
they are before the Senate, and the Senator might 
have seen them, : j 
i Mr. UNDERWOOD. Send one of them over 
ere. 

Mr. YULEE. To save time I will read an ex- 
tract from a letter from the department to one of 
the claimants: 

“Your loss and annoyance the Department deeply re- 
grets, but as the act usually known as the intercourse law 
does not embrace Florida, Congress is the only power 
which can redress your grievance and provide a proper 
remedy”? 

Here is one of the decisions, and it is on that 
that the committee have acted in recommending 
the Senate to pass a remedial measure. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the proposition 
to strike out fails, will it then bein order to amend 
the section ? 

The PRESIDENT. It will be in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Unver- 
| woop’s amendment, and it was carried on a divis- 
ion of ayes 18, noes 15. 

Mr. YULEE. | ask the 

The PRESIDENT. 
| Chair has announ 
tion will come u 


yeas and nays. 

It is too late now; the 
ced the decision; but the ques- 
p again when the bill is reported 


i| to the Senate. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to reinstate so much 
| of the section which has been stricken out as ap- 
į plies to Texas. I do not think the reasons that 
have been applied to the citizens of Alabama, 
Florida, and Georgia can appiy to Texas. It is 
admitted on all bands that the intercourse law of 
1834 did not apply to Texas, and that they have 
not the benefit of it. 

The PRESIDENT. After the bill is reported 
to the Senate, the Senator can accomplish his ob- 
ject. 

; There being no further proposition to amend, 
the bill was reported to the Senate. 

The Senate concurred in the first two amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT then stated the question to 
be on concurring in Mr. Unperwoop’s amend- 
| Ment to strike out the third section of the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 1 must ask for the yeas and 
nays on concurring in that amendment. ‘It seems 
to me that if a just claim is to be treated in this 
i Nag it is wholly unnecessary for any one to come 

to Congress for a just claim. What are the facts 
| in relation to these claims? In 1836 the President 
brouht this matter to the consideration of Con- 
gress. Congress appointed a board to take testi- 
mony; that testimony was taken. The Senator 
from Maine objects that this bill provides no mode 
of taking testimony. The testimony is already 
| taken, and in the department. It was taken by a 
|| board appointed by Congress, reported upon and 
| acted upon in the House of Representatives, and 
i afterwards a bill was reported to this body by the 
: Committee of Claims to allow this claim. “And 
| now we are told that we are not to get it, because 
one part of this Senate chooses to construe the act 
; of 1834 differently from the Commissioner of In- 
| dian Affairs, and they say that we have got all we 
| want under that act. Sir, I want no better bill 
| than one to extend to us the provisions of that 
law. Pass a resolution saying that we shall have 
| the benefit of the act of 1834, and I ask no more. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, 


If the gentleman will 


those cases, which come within it. Can anything 
be more reasonable or more right? The Senate | 
must place some confidence in the action of their’| 
committees. The Committee on Indian Affairs, 
after the examination of these cases, satisfied that | 
they come within the spirit of the act of 1834, sat- 


isfied that the department has decided that the let- |! 


ter of the act of 1834 does not apply to them, re- 
port an act, which they recommend to the Senate 
as one properly remedial in these cases. But the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoon,] not 
satisfied with the examination which the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs have made, and with the de- 
cision to which they have come, says that he 
wants to see the fact that the department has made | 
so remarkable and outrageous a decision. Now | 
here is the fact. If the Senator had taken the | 


trouble to examine the papers before he sought to || 


amend the bill, he would have seen the fact in the 


i| allow me to interrupt him, I will make a proposi- 


tion, I propose, if that will meet the views of 
| the gentleman, to offer an amendment in the place 
i of this third section, to embrace the cases which 
! have been already prepared by testimony, either 
; by referring thera to Congress or the department, 
i If the gentieman will aliow the bill to be passed 


|| by, I will, with the concurrence of the gentleman 
ii from Florida, {Mr. YuLex,] prepare an amend- 
|| ment of that sort by to-morrow. 

| Mr, CLEMENS. I want nothing better. 

| he further consideration of the subject was 
| then postponed tiil to-morrow. 


PUBLICATION OF BOOKS. 

Mr. BENTON. [ wish to make an inquiry 
respecting a resolution that passed yesterday in 
the book line—for the purchase of a book. I 
was not in my place, and I wish to know. what 
i was done with it? 

The PRESIDENT. It is not on the table, but 


i 
| 
H 
i 
li 


papers reported by the committee. Here are two 
decisions of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


in the Secretary’s office being engrossed. 
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Mr. BENTON. And will come up, when? 

The PRESIDENT. ‘To-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON. When it does come up, I pro- 
pose to fight the battle of the books upon that | 
resolution. [Laughter.] 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to provide for the more effectual execution of 
the third clause of the second section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution of the United States. 

The question pending was on the amendment | 
offered by Mr. PRATT. . 

Mr. PRATT. moved to amend his amendment 
by adding thereto, as an additional section, the | 
following: 

“c And be it further enacted, That if at any time after any 
fugitives from service or labor shall be paid for as herein- 
before authorized and required, itshall be in the power of 
the officers named in this act to apprehe:.d such fugitives, 
thatit shall be the duty of said officers to apprehend them, 
and as soon thereafter as may be to deliver them to their | 
owners vr their representatives to whom such payment may | 
have been made; and upon such delivery, it shall be the 
duty of the said officers to notify the district attorney, for 
the time being, of the district in which the owner may re- 
side, of such delivery, whereupon the master shall become | 
liable to the United States for the value of such fugitives | 
at the time of such delivery, to be recovered by the said | 
district attorney of the master by suit in the said circuit 
eourt.?? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
_ to, and the question being taken, by yeas and 

nays on the amendment as amended, they were 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Downs, Fonte, Houston, Man- | 
gum, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, and Rusk~9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Davis of | 
Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, 
Greene, Hamlin, Jones, King, Phelps, Smith, Sturgeon, | 
Turney, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Whitcomb, Win- 
throp, and Yulee—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend by strik- 
ing out all after the enacting clause and inserting | 
a substitute therefor, which was read. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the amendment 
was notin order, but that it would be when the 
bill was before the Senate. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed his amendment, 
upon which a long debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. UNDERWOOD, MASON, FOOTE, | 
DAVIS of Mississippi, and TURNEY partici- | 
pated, and which will be published in the Ap- 
pendix. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, August 23, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
Mr, STANLY called for the regular order of 
business. 
The SPEAKER said, this being private bill day, 
the regular order of business would be the private 
bills on the Speaker’s table, and afterwards the 


Some conversation occurred upon a point of or- 


der in which Messrs. HUNTER, STANLY, and 


| others, participated. 


No objection being made— ; 
Mr. HUNTER inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, what was the 


| necessity for this appropriation for the survey of 


the coast of Florida? Was it a separate survey 
from the general coast survey? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that there wasa separate 
detachment of the surveying corps employed there, 


i| and said that by mistake the appropriation had 


been printed $24,000, whereas it should have been 
$30,000, and it had so been altered. 

Mr. HUNTER said, the gentleman seemed to 
misunderstand his inquiry, and again asked 
whether this was a separate survey from the gen- 
eral survey? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, No; it was not. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then Task why a separate 
item is inserted for it? 

Mr. BAYLY. It was inserted for the sake of 
‘simplicity, and a ready undertaking of the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and stated that 
this conversation was not in order. 


Mr. THURSTON moved an amendment as fol- 
lows, viz: 

“ For the continuation of the survey of the west coast of 
the United States, by the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, $24,500.” 

In explanation and support of the amendment, 
he said that its object was to continue the coast 
survey now in prosecution upon the Pacific coast. 
He wished to state, in reply to inquiries which 


|| had been made on yesterday, that an estimate was 


made of the amount supposed to be necessary to 
prosecute the survey on that coast; that the esti- 
mate was made ten months ago, and based upon a 
state of facts which the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey supposed to be in existence at that time, 


coast at like expense to those which attended the 
surveys on the eastern coast. Now, he wished 
the committee to understand, that- nearly all the 
crews of the vessels attached to this surveying 
| party had deserted, and taken some of the boats. 
belonging to the vessels. Lieutenant McArthur 
had informed the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey that the work could not be prosecuted un- 
less he was authorized to pay the wages of the 
country. While, under the old state of things, 
upon which the estimate was made, hands could 
be procured at $10 or $12 per month, under the 
| new state of things they could not be obtained for 
less than $100 or $150 per month. For every- 
thing else which was purchased, it was necessary 
to pay corresponding prices. Only $14,000 had 
been estimated for the survey of our western 
coast—a coast nearly or quite 1,500 miles. In 
consequence of these high prices, it was supposed 
that perhaps every dollar of this $14,000 was ex- 
hausted, and that the party were out there now 
without a single dollar either to pay a hand or buy 
a morsel of food. The alternative, therefore, was 
presented to the committee, whether they would 
give this additional appropriation, or whether they 


call of the committees for reports; but the motion 


of the gentleman from Virginia was first in order. t 


The motion of Mr. Bayiy was put and agreed | 
to. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burr in the chair) and resumed the con- | 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

The state of the question was this: 

Mr. THURSTON had moved to amend the bill 
by inserting the following, viz: 

“ For the continuation of the survey of the west cogst of 
the United States by the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey, $25,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY had moved to amend b 
out $25,000 and inserting $26,000. 

The questions being respectively taken— 

The amendment to the amendment and the 
amendment were rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER said he believed it was in order 
to move to strike out the appropriation for the sur- | 
vey for the coast of Florida. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that that clause had 
been passed, and that it was not in order to go 
back. 


y striking 


would cause the superintendent of the survey to 
recall this party, leaving the coast entirely un- 
surveyed, without a single light-house, without a 
single buoy, without anything which was neces- 
sary to place the navigation of that coast on the 
| proper basis. 
Now, he must believe that the committee, when 
| the question was just now taken, did not under- 
stand the nature of the amendment; for he was 
satisfied, from the indications given yesterday, 
that there was a vast majority of the committee in 
favor of making an additional appropriation for 
| the prosecution of this work. He earnestly hoped 
that before the question was again taken, the com- 
mittee would take into serious consideration the 
question whether the work was to be entirely 
abandoned, and the benefit of all that had been 
done lost and thrown away, for the want of a few 
additional thousands of dollars to complete it. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, the gentleman from Oregon 
was wholly mistaken. The reasons which he had 
given in support of an additional appropriation 
were conclusive reasons why this appropriation 
should not be made. As to the different state of 
things in Oregon and California now, from that 
which existed ten months ago, the gentleman and 
‘the committee well knew that this extraordinary 
state of things had notarisen within ten months. 


viz: thatthe work could be prosecuted upon that | 


|} Mr, THURSTON (interposing) wished to say, 
as he had said before, that the crews of the vessels 
connected with this survey, who were engaged at 
| $10 or $12 per month, had deserted, and in order 
| to prosecute the work, from $100 to $150 must 
| now be paid for hands. 
| Mr, TOOMBS said the gentleman had got upon 
| the second point. He was replying to the first 
| point of the gentleman’s remarks. The gentleman 
| had said that ten months ago, when the estimate 
| was made, a different state of things existed in 
California and Oregon. He (Mr. T.) denied that 
; this was the case, and said the committee and the 
country well knew that at that time the same wild 
excitement, the same inflation of prices, the same 
extraordinary state of things existed then as ex- 
isted at the present time. 

But the gentleman said that the crews runaway 
and carried off their boats. This only showed 
that we could not carry on the work at this time. 
If we hired new men at higher rates, and took 
them out there, it would only be carrying out 
passengers who would run away when they got 
there. This appropriation of $14,000 was enough; 
and as for an increase being recommended by the 
officers connected with the survey, there was 
scarcely an officer of any of the bureaus who 
‘ would not recommend increased appropriations, 
| if Congress would grant them, It was the proper 
work of the officers of the navy to make these 
| reconnoissances; they were the only persons who 
could do it at this time. Let the leutenants and 
midshipmen who had nothing to do—who were 
stationed at our depôt of charts, and at various 
points throughout the country—be employed to 
prosecute this work. He was opposed to making 
this additional appropriation of $25,000 to carry 
new men around there—to run away again, and 
take off new boats, &c., with them. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Tuurston was rejected. 


The following item being under consideration : 


“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay for 102 copies of the eighth volume of the American 
Archives, to he delivered to members of the Twenty-sixth 
Congress at $16 83 cents per volume, $1,716 66.” 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved an amend- 
ment to strike out this item. 

He made this motion, he said, for the purpose of 
inquiring if anybody knew of any reason why this 
Congress was called upon to pay for books to be 
delivered to members of the Po eny-cieth Con- 
gress? That Congress expired in 1841, about ten 
years since. Few, if any, of its members would get 
these books. The remainder would be depositéd 
in the folding-room, and somebody else would get 
; them and sell them. 

Mr. BAYLY was very much in hope that the 
committee would be enabled to satisfy itself that 
it ought to strike out this item. If it conld be 
done, no one would be more gratified than himself. 
But as he understood the facts they were these: 
That these books were ordered by a law of the 
Twenty-sixth Congress to be compiled and pub- 
lished, and that law previded that the members of 
that Congress were to have acomplete set when 
they were finished, if that was not within forty 
years. These he understood to be the facts. If 
there was any way of getting rid of the appropria- 
tion he should like it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississipi. After the expla- 
nation of the gentleman, I insist upon striking out 
the item. 

Mr. BAYLY suggested to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that it would be better to repeal the 
law providing for the distribution of these books, 
than to withhold the appropriation. But the 
committee could doas they pleased. 

Mr. JONES moved ‘an amendment (pro Jorma) 
i to the amendment, which was not distinctly heard. 
He said he made this motion for the purpose of 
; Saying, that as he understood this matter, under a 
law, passed perhaps by the 26th Congress, a con- 
tract was made, he believed,with Force & Clarke, 
to publish this work, and it was now being pub- 
lished under contract. If the House could get 
clear of the contract, he should be very glad to 
repeal the law and withhold any further of these 
appropriations, But the contract was in existence, 
and the books were being published in conformity 
to it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, expressed hig 
opposition to the amendment of the gentleman from 


Tennessee, on the ground that it would not accom- 
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plish the object he (Mr. B.) had in view. His 
objection was not so much to the purchase of these 
books and the paying for them, as it was to giving 
them a direction which they coald not possibly 
reach. To say that they should be delivered to 
the members of the 26th Congress was equivalent 
to saying that they should not be distributed at all. 
Every gentleman knew that many members of 
that Congress were in their graves; many others 
had left their former places of residence; how, 
then, were they to be found? To whom were the 
books to be delivered? He hoped, therefore, that 
the item would be stricken out, and that they 
would not appropriate money to buy books to be 
wasted. 

Mr. SWEETSER was understood to say, that 
during the present session he had received various 
communications from persons, other than ex-mem- 
bers, inquiring about books ordered by former 
Congresses, and stating that they wanted them, 
sse part of the assets of former members, to be 
sold. 

Mr. JONES (no objection Ybeing made) with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Browrn— 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting in the item proposed to be 
stricken out, the words, ‘and Delegates,” so that 
it read, Members and Delegates of the Twenty- 
sixth Congress. 

He said, he wished to make a remark as to the 
propriety of giving these books to the Members 
and Delegates. The question involved was noth- 
ing more nor less than whether the present Congress 
should repudiate a contract entered into by the 
Twenty-sixth Congress. He proceeded to explain 
what had taken place heretofore under the contract, 
and was understood to say that seven volumes had 
already been published and delivered, according to 
contract; and the question now was, whether they 
would refuse to pay for the eighth volume, and 
repudiate? Whether the members of that Con- 
gress had acted wisely or unwisely, it was a con- 
tract, and he was for fulfilling its obligations. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Scnence was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. Brown— 

Mr. BROWN called for tellers, who were or- 
dered. And Messrs. Mitison and Bennerr were 
appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 45, noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the Twenty-sixth Congress 
and inserting the Thirty-first. (Laughter.} 

Mr. ' H. was understood to say, it had been re- 
marked that it was necessary to take these books 
to carry out a contract. Fle was opposed to any 
contract being made by Congress which proposed 
to provide books for twenty years in advance. If 
the contract was to be carried out, let the books be 
furnished to the members of the Congress now in 
existence. 

A Memser remarked that the books had already 
been voted to the members of the present Congress. 

Mr. HUNTER said, it was immaterial to him; 
it was his intention to vote against the whole 
thing. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Brown] had said that many of the members of 
the Twenty-sixth Congress were dead. One of 
them, to his (Mr. H.’s) certain knowledge, was in 


the penitentiary; and surely Congress did not | 
want to purchase books for former members, who 


were dead, had moved away, or were in the peni- 
tentiary. If the books were to be taken, let it be 
for the members of the present Congress; and thus 
repudiate, not the contract, but this mode of pur- 
chasing books twenty years ahead. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, briefly opposed 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Honrer.; These books had already been voted 
to the members of the present Congress, and if 
they now voted other copies of the same volumes, 
what would be the consequence? 

Mr. HUNTER said it would be very easy to 
change the other appropriation. 

Mr. BROWN said that the appropriation had 
already been made. He was about to suggest to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hunrer,} so to 
modify his amendment as to provide that the 


j 


| and he (Mr. B.) had no desire to see them thrown 


| the distribution to the Delegates in the present 


| ment was simply to give to-the Delegates from 


| the Union and Intelligencer, to the exclusion of 


books should be delivered to the Clerk, but retained 
until they should be disposed of by Congress. 
Congress, however, was bound to take the books, 


away. He hoped the gentleman would accept the 
modification. | 

Mr. HUNTER was now understood, by gen- 
eral consent, to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BROWN now offered the following amend- 
ment, to strike from the clause the words * to be 
delivered to members of the 26th Congress,” and 
to insert the words “to be retained in his posses- 
sion until disposed of by Congress.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMPTON offered an amendment, pro- 
viding 

é For the purchase of a site and the erection of a custom- 
house and post office at Pittsburg, $50,000, to be expended | 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- i 
vided, That the plan of the building shall be such that the H 
whole cost, both of building andsite, shall in no event ex- | 
ceed the appropriation hereby made.” 

The amendment having been read, 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that it would 
come t more appropriately at some other part of | 
the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. We might as well dispose of it 
now, as I do not suppose that it will come in any- 
where. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I suppose not, if the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] can keep it out. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment to be out of | 
order. 

The item appropriating $1,969 to enable the 
Clerk of the House to pay for one hundred and 
seventeen copies of the 8th volume of the Amer- | 
ican Archives, to be delivered to new members of 
the 27th Congress, being under consideration, 

Mr. HUNTER moved to amend it by striking 
out the words, ‘* to be delivered to new members 
of the 27th Congress,” and to insert the words, 
“to be retained by him,” so that the Clerk shall 
retain the copies. 

The appropriation to enable the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to pay for five thousand 
five hundred and forty-four copies each of Con- | 
gressional Globe and Appendix, to be delivered to | 
members of the 31st Congress, being under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. FITCH moved to amend it by extending 


Congress. , | 
Mr. F. explained that the object of the amend- | 


the Territories the same number of ‘ Globes” 
which were provided for the Representatives from 
the States. He supposed that the omission was 
the result of an oversight on the part of the gen- 
tleman who introduced the resolution under which | 
the documents were furnished. He hoped there | 
would be no objection to it. | 

The question was taken, and the amendment ; 
was agreed to. | 


Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the 


; rently with their date. 


amendment, by adding at the end of the 90 1st line 
the following words: 

“And to enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay for reporting and publishing in the ‘Daily Globe? 
two thousand columns of the proceedings of the House of 
Representatives for this session, at the rate of $7 50 a col- 


umn, $15,000.” i 
Mr. McCLERNAND said, that he would refer | 
the members of the committee to the very lucid, Í 
and, as he thought, satisfactory letter lately ad- | 
dressed by Mr. Rives to the members of this | 
House fora fuller exposition of the reasons which 
had prompted him (Mr.McC.) to offer thisamend- 
ment, than he would be enabled to afford under 
the limitation of five minutes’ debate. He thought 
the facts set forth in that letter were conclusive in 
favor of the merits of his amendment. 
. Since the date of the existing contract for the re- 
porting and publishing of the proceedings of the 
Senate, which was made in 1848, the proceedings 
of that body and those of the House have rested 
upon very different footings. Under that contract 
the proceedings and debates of the Senate have 
been very faithfully reported; and their publica- 
tion has almost entirely engrossed the columns of | 


the proceedings of the House. This has resulted 
from the legal obligation under which the proprie- 
tors of those papers have come to report and pub- 
lish the proceedings of the Senate at large. 


The contract alluded to did not, nor does it, em- 
brace the proceedings of the House: they are yet 
unprovided for by any specific contract for report- 
ing and publishing them. To obviate, in some 
degree, this inequality, and to place the reporting 
and publishing of the proceedings of the House 
upon a footing of some permanency and respec- 
tability, Mr. Rives was induced to commence 
the publication of the ‘ Daily Globe,” whereby 
the proceedings of the House might be published 
the day after they were had. This paper has 
been the only direct medium through which the 
proceedings of the House have been seasonably 
communicated to the people since its establish- 
ment. But for its existence the current proceed- 
ings and debates of the House would have been, 
and would now be, virtually a sealed book, ex- 
cept so far as they might have been or may be 
communicated by letter-writers and other irrespon- 
sible persons, 

The expense of this paper constitutes one, and 
a heavy item, of the present pecuniary losses of 
Mr. Rives. I am credibly informed that the pub- 
lication of this paper, including the whole expense 
of the establishment, amounts to some twenty 
times as much as the receipts for it amount to. 
And this expense, Í am informed, is also consider- 
ably enhanced by supporting the exchange list of 
the Globe, which, probably, amounts to some 
$2,500 a year, and which is supported in a spirit 
of liberality to extend the circulation of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress as widely and as thorough- 
ly as possible among the people. This item 
might be considerably abated; but the abatement 
would much limit the circulation of the proceed- 
ings of Congress. 

Another heavy item of expense is the reporting of 
the proceedings of the House, which requires the 
best professional skill and almost unceasing labor. 
This item has been greatly enhanced of late, in con- 
sequence of the determination of Mr. Rives to re- 
port the proceedings of the House as fully as those 
of the Senate are reported under their contract for 
that purpose—and this determination appears to 
have been successfully carried into effect. Atleast 
I bave heard no complaint on thisscore. Itshould 
also be recollected that the reporting of the pro- 
ceedings of the House is a much more difficult and 
expensive task than that of reporting the proceed- 
ings of the Senate. Iam credibly informed that 
the reporting of the proceedings of the House 
averages some a 72 a day, for the entire session 
of Congress. This item is considerable in itself, 


|| and in the aggregate must amount to many thou- 


sand dollars for the session. 

Another item is the mechanical labor of setting 
up the type for the proceedings of the House, which, 
too, has been greatly enhanced in consequence 
of the necessity which has been devolved of set- 
ting those proceedings up in type at night, in ex- 
ecution of the plan of publishing them concur- 
This necessity has added 
a heavy per cent. to what would be the cost of 
the same work if done in the daytime. ! 

Now, it will be readily understood that the items 
mentioned have been prodigiously increased during 
the present session of Congress in consequence of a 
very obvious cause; that is, the extraordinary and 
unprecedented augmentation of the debates of the 
present session, We—the Senate andthe House— 
have now been in continuous session near nine 
months, and almost every day of the session has 
been occupied with debate in both Houses upon the 
most exciting and interesting topics; and as a con- 
sequence, almost every word that has fallen in de- 
bate has been preserved through the vigilance and 
assiduity of the reporters, and is now published 


' in the debates, 


This augmentation of the debates, I repeat, has 


| necessarily caused a corresponding increase of the 


expense of reporting and publishing the debates of 
Congress—an expense which includes an increased 


į consumption of printing paper; and which has 


been in some measure trebled by the publication 
of the debates, often with very little alteration, 
first in the Daily Globe, next in the Congressional 
Globe, and finally in the Appendix. 

This augmentation of printed matter, it is under- 
stood, will make four volumes of printed raatter, 
composing the Congressional Globe and Appen- 
dix for the present session, each volume being of 
the usual size of the corresponding volumes of the 
same publications for preceding long sessions— 
that is, the Globe and Appendix, for the present 
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session, will make four, instead of two volumes, as | 
heretofore; and of about the same size each volume | 
as heretofore. | 

In consequence of these unusual causes, Mr. 
Rives has found that the expense of reporting and į 
publishing the debates of the present session will j 
about double the like expense for the year 1846, 
when Congress first subscribed for the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix. Some eight or ten 
weeks ago, the subscriptions for these publica- 
tions—both public and private—were absorbed by | 
the expense attending them; and since that time 
Mr. R. has been losing from $160 to $175 a day; | 
and he must continue to lose this sum daily until 
the close of the present session, unless he ceases 
the publications, or unless the debates of Congress 
are materially decreased, or unless some further 
and more adequate remuneration is allowed him. 
This is what 1 am informed, and believe to be 
true in the premises. 

Now, sir, I propose to pay a worthy man a 
more adequate price for the fruits of his enterprise 
and labor. I propose to do this by the amendment 
I have offered. Estimating that the session will 
continue until (say) about the twentieth of next 
month, and that the debates will continue to be as 
they have been, in respect to volume and amount, 
they will, in that event, make in all about two thou- 
sand columns of the Daily Globe, which, at $7 50a | 
column, would amount to $15,000. This sum, I 
am credibly~ informed, will not more than in- 
demnify the pecuniary Joss incurred by Mr. Rives 
upon the Globe and Appendix during the present 
session, exclusive of his loss upon the same pub- | 
lications during the last session. 

Mr. McC. proposed to pay Mr. Rives $7 50 a 
column for the debates of the House, because that 
rate had been allowed as a fair compensation by 
the Senate, to the proprietors respectively of the 
“ Union” and “ Intelligencer” newspapers for the 
debates of the Senate. (Mr. McC.'s remarks were 
arrested by the operation of the rule of the com- 
mittee. ] 

Mr. ASHMUW said, he was opposed to the 
adoption of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois, (Mr. MeCreayann,] for the reasons which 
he would now briefly state. It did not answer the 
purpose for which a daily report of the proceed- 
mgs of this House was desired. If Mr. Rives, 
the proprietor of the “Globe,” was losing oy what 
he was doing for Congress, he (Mr. A.) would 
be content to vote a larger subscription for the vol- 
umes of ihe “Congressional Globe,’’ (because they 
were valuable,) but not for the * Daily Globe.” 

f the House desired to pay for a daily publication 
of the reports of its proceedings, those reports 
ought to be published in papers having a larger | 
circulation. They should be published in the 
“Union” and “ Intelligencer,’? where the speeches 
of Whigs, Democrats, and Free-Soilers would all 
be given side by side, one after another, in their 
order, to the eye of the whole country. But the 
“ Globe,” as a newspaper, had no circulation. It 
was not published as a newspaper for circulation, 
and the object of selecting a daily paper asa me- 
dium through which the reports of proceedings 
were tobe published, was to give to them early, in- 
stant, immediate, and extensive circulation. Two 
or three years ago he had brought into this House 
a plan for the publication of the reports similar to 
that which had been adopted inthe Scnate—that 
was ta say, for the daily publication of the pro- 
ceedings in the leading papers of this city, so that 
full reports should be given to the public every 
day. Gentlemen who felt an interest in the sys- 
tem now in operation, objected to his plan as being 
too extravagant and expensive. The result was 
that the“ Daily Globe” was immediately started, 
not as a newspaper—not, as he thought, as a per- 
manent publication, but by way of a supplement 
to the “ Congressional Globe.” It did not an- 
swer the object intended to be accomplished. Itin- 
formed them (the members) what was said and done 
here; but it did not effect the same object through- 
out the country, and therefore had not answered 
the purpose. As regarded the preservation of the 
reports, the * Congressional Globe” was a good 
and useful publication. But, he repeated, he did 
not desire that Mr. Rives should lose. He (Mr. 
A.) was ready, as he had said, to vote a larger 
subscription to the ‘* Congressional Globe;” but 
he thought that if the House desired, as he sup- 
posed it would, that its proceedings should be |! 
published daily, accurately, fully, and sent through- j 


j 
i 


| the most part kept here; whereas, by publishing 


| reducing the appropriation to one dollar per col- 


| each member, and that the subscription had re- | 


| papers should be such as had a general circulation. | 


; He believed that if the publication of the reports i 


t abolished, the debates would be more extensively | 


i tions. 


; particular constituents of members, they could be || 
| written out and published in pamphlet form as | 
i they were now. 


‘allowed that it would be fair and just to in- | 


| was too limited. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


out the country for everybody's information, the 
House should select forthe publication the col- 
umns of papers which had large circulations. The 
« Daily Globe”? was not sent away, but was for 


the proceedings in the Whig and Democratic 
papers, they would be circulated everywhere, 
through the reading-rooms and otherwise, and the 
reports would thus reach the eye of all parties. 
Such would be the result by giving the publication 


| 


to the “ Intelligencer” and ‘* Union,” or ifa Free- i) 


Soil paper should be established, that might be í 
employed. But this paper was of no use, so far | 
as regarded the great object in view, that of giving | 


general circulation to the reports of proceed- 'j 


ings | 
The hammer fell. | 
Mr. DUER moved to amend the amendment by | 


umn. 

Mr. D., (very doubtfully heard in a remote | 
part of the Hall) was understood to say, that for- 
merly, he believed, Congress had subscribed for 
twelve copies of the Globe and Appendix, for | 
cently been extended to double that number. It}: 
was now proposed to pay $7 50 per column for the 
reports which had been published in the ‘* Daily ; 
Globe.’ It was worthy of consideration, whether, | 
if the amount already paid was not sufficient, it | 


with the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. | 


: | 
| was worth while to go any further. He agreed |i 


Asumown,] that if appropriations were made for the |! 


publication of the reports in daily papers, these 1 


Buthis (Mr. D.’s) ideas were more radical; and į: 
if the Daily and Congressional Globe were both || 
discontinued, he should not consider it an evil. j; 


by appropriations from the public Treasury were |; 


i 
j 
i 


read, and that the character of them would be of | 
a higher order than they were at present. As 

things were now conducted, there was too much 
matter to read. Who were there, members of this 
House or not, who read all these reports? No. 


man. Life was too short; and so far as the} 
ti 
i 
i 


i 
\ 


H 


great mass of the people were concerned, the į 
proceedings and debates might as well not be 
printed at all as be printed in these publica- | 
If no such system were in existence, | 


i 


f 
i 
Í 
j 
i 
| 
| 
i 
H 


the conductors of the public press, at least in all 
the large cities, would have reports made for their 
own papers, (probably by the same reporters, for 
they were very good ones,) and they would know 
precisely the extent and character of the matter | 
which the people desired to read. In this way the 
printing of a vast mass of matter which nobody 
ever read, would be done away with. It would 
have the effect also of putting outa great deal of !i 
matter which was spoken merely that it might | 
find a place in these publications. There would 
be much less said than was now said, and that 
which was said would be more to the point. As 
to the publication of speeches for the benefit of 


Mr. McCLERNAND rose to answer the ob- 
jections urged against his amendment. The gen- | 
tleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Asumun,] had 


demnify Mr. Rives for his loss upon the Congress- | 
ional Globe and Appendix during the present ses- i 
sion. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Duer,]} however, with a morescanty liberality, had |, 
dissented from this. purpose; and for reasons ;j 
which Mr. McC. thought ought not, nor would | 
not obtain favor in the committee. He would 
not pause to dwell on them. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had ob- 
jected to the use of the “ Daily Globe,” as the 
medium for publishing the current proceedings 
of the House, upon the ground that its circulation 
Mr. McC. said it was true that 
there was some force in this objection; but it was 
such an objection as time and the increasing cir- 
culation of that paper would probably soon over- 
come—especially ifthe “ Globe” should be placed 
upon a solid footing by an adherence to the policy 
proposed by the amendment. And was it not due 
to a paper established and continued for the accom- 
modation of Congress, particularly that it should 
be liberally encouraged by them? 


it 


| was a gratuity on his part towards us. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts had re- 
ferred to certain papers pubjished in this city, 


|| having a larger circulation, and as affording, there- 


fore, a more desirable medium for the commu- 


| nication of the proceedings of the House to the 


| country. It was supposed that the gentleman 
| referred more particularly to the ‘ Union ”° and 
“ Intelligencer,” whose circulations were no doubt 
i more extensive than that of the ‘‘ Globe.” But 
| the gentleman should not overlook what is quite 
| decisive in this matter; that is, that the columns 
of both the Union and Intelligencer have been, 
and probably will continue to be, engrossed by the 
proceedings of the Senate, under the contract of 
the proprietors of these respectable journals with 
the Senate. Indeed, so voluminous had been the 
proceedings of the Senate during the present ses- 
sion, that it was not unfrequent that these papers 
were several days behind the current proceedings 
of that body. There was obviously no room in 
these papers for the debates of the House, without 
an enlargement of the sheets upon which they 
were printed. And putting out of view these pa- 
pers, could the gentleman do better than to publish 
the proceedings of the House in the Globe? 
What other paper offered inducements which he 
had rather accept? 

The gentleman had spoken of the expediency 
of devising some determinate plan for the report- 
ing and publishing of the debates of the House. 
Mr. McC. thought the plan he had proposed would 
answer the wishes of the House, if it should be 
adopted. Let it be tried before it is condemned. 
During the last session of Congress, when the re- 
porting for the House rested upon a much less 
favorable footing than that he had proposed by his 
amendment, a select committee had been raised to 
inquire concerning the purpose which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts now recommends. And 
what was the result? The committee failed to re- 
port—failed, Mr. McC. believed, even to meet 
during the whole session. And why? Simply 
because, upon individual inquiry, they found that 
the proceedings, including the debates of the 
House, were as weil reported then by Mr. Rives, 
as they could reasonably expect to get them re- 
ported upon any new plan. So that the project 
which the gentleman recommends now has been 
considered by a committee, and after consideration 
virtually rejected. Butif it was desirable to em- 
ploy an official reporterand publisher forthe House, 
would not the adoption of the amendment which 
Mr. McC. had proposed substantially answer that 
end? He thought so. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Duer] had 
objected to the amendment, upon the ground that 
the House was already a liberal, if not an cxtrav-~ 
agant patron of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix. How so,Mr. McC. inquired? It was 
true, that first and last, we had subseribed for a cer- 
tain number of copies of the Globe and Appendix 


| of each session of Congress, but we had received 


in return the full value of our subscription. We 
had obtained books for a less price by subscription 
than individual subscribers had been required to 
pay for them. We had so obtained them, and in 
pursuance of the object of our subscription, had 


i| circulated them among the people. 


Our subscription was no more a gratuity on our 
part to Mr. Rives than the furnishing of the books 
In fact, 
we paid nothing for the reporting of the debates of 
the House. We paid only for what we wanted, 
and what was furnished to us upon cheaper terms 
than any other publications of the same size can be 
obtained upon in the United States, and upon 
cheaper terms than individual subscribers are re- 
quired to pay. This isthe sum total of our patron- 
age bestowed for the encouragement of the publi- 
cation of the proceedings of the House. 

Now the Senate, as Mr. McC. had already said, 
paid the proprietors of the Union and Intelligencer, 
respectively, $7 50 per column for reporting and 
publishing the proceedings of that body. This 


; amounted, aggregately, to $15 a column for the 


debates of the Senate. Now, Mr. McC. only 
proposed that we should pay $7 50a column (oniy 
one half of the sum paid by the Senate) for the 
reporting and publishing of the debates of the 
Fouse in the Globe. This was all he proposed; 
and he asked whether the proposal was not mod- 
erate and just? 

(Mr. McC.’s remarks were again arrested by 
the fall of the Chairman’s hammer.) 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLOBE. 


The question was taken and the amendment of | 
Mr. Durr was rejected. i 
The question recurring on the amendment of | 

Mr. MeCLERNAND— 

‘Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out * $7 50” per column 
and to insert “50 cents.” 

Mr. F. I am opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois; but if I cannot de- 
feat it entirely, I wish to reduce the amount 
as much as possible. In opposing this amend- 
ment, 1 do not wish to injure the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix. Iam convinced that this 
publication gives a more fall and accurate re- 
port of the proceedings of this House, than any 
other paper published in this city. As such, I | 
would like very much to see it sustained, and I 
have no doubt it will be hereafter as it has been 
heretofore. If it cannot be supported with the 
patronage now bestowed upon it by the Govern- 
ment, I would ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
how it has sustained itself heretofore? During 
previous sessions Congress had subscribed for || 
twelve copies of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix for each member of Congress; and this, in 
connection with its present number of private sub- 
scriptions, it seems was ample to continue the | 
work. During the present session the House had 
increased the number taken to twenty-five copies | 
of the Globe and Appendix for each member, and 
yetthe gentleman from MUlinois told the House, 
with all this patronage the receipts of this work 
were not one twentieth of its expenses. 

Mr. McCLERNAND (the floor being yielded) | 
said: The gentleman had misunderstood him. Ee 
had said that the expenses of the publication of 
the Daily Globe had amounted to about twenty | 
times its receipts. He had not in that statement 
made any reference to the receipts and expenditures 
of the Congressional Globe and Appendix. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON (resuming) said, the 
amount appropriated in this bill, reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to pay the ex- 
pense of furnishing twenty-five copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix, was about $33,000. 
He had little doubt but that sum would pay the 
entire expenses of the Congressional Globe and- 
Appendix, or any other press of this city. In ad- 
dition to this patronage bestowed by the Govern- 
ment—to which he did not at all object—the pro- 
prietor had a large number of subscribers who ex- 
pected to reccive, and to whom the proprietor had 
pledged himself to furnish, detailed reports of the 
proceedings of Congress; and he had no doubt 
expected that his receipts from subscribers would 
pay the expenses of publishing the work. He 
repeated, he was perfectly willing to take this 
number of twenty-five copies of the Globe and Ap- 
pendix for each member of Congress, as they 
had already agreed. He was perfectly willing to | 
extend to the concern public patronage to that 
amount, but he was opposed to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois to connect this press— 
and he was opposed to connecting the Union or 
Intelligencer or any other press, as a pensioned 
press—with the Government. He thought the 
amount already subscribed for was as liberal an 
appropriation for this work as Congress should 
make. 

Mr. TOOMBS said he was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
He thought it would be wise in Congress to keep 
up this publication, and he was willing to appro- 
priate whatever was reasonable and necessary for 
that purpose. A large amount of the parliament- 
ary history of the country was already contained 
in the Congressional Globe and Appendix. He 
was in favor of continuing the publication, be- 
cause, like the gentleman from Mississippi, he did 
not want to give any portion of the public patron- 
age to the party press. [Ít exercised a corrupting 
influence upon it. But here was a neutral work— i 
a work devoted exclusively to parliamentary his- 
tory; a work well and faithfully done. He thought | 
it to be the constitutional duty of Congress, not | 
only to keep and publish a journal of its proceed- | 
ings, but to illustrate it by the publication of the i 
speeches of members. The‘wise and proper, and 
the best way of securing that publication was to | 

i 


patronize a paper disconnected entirely with party 
politics. In this manner they would secure and 
preserve a correct history of the proceedings and 
debates of Congress; and whether it cost ten or 
twenty, or a hundred thousand dollars, was a 


| as were useful to them, Congress should sustain 


i the habit of binding in cloth, gratis, such a portion 


matter of no comparative importance. They want-, 
ed a publication which should contain the debates 
and proceedings of Congress, and nothing else. 
And by separating it from the party press, they 
prevented the publication of those biased and one- 
sided reports, which every gentleman, who had been 
here as long he had, had so often seen published 
in the political papers. He concurred with the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Duxr,] that the 
newspapers of the country should be left to print 
all the debates which were interesting and useful 
to the public generally. But this publication did 
not interfere with the gentleman’s object, which 
he thought very wise and proper. While the 
newspapers published such portions of the debate 


such a publication as would be useful to it, and be 
a permanent record of the history of the American 
Congress. For such a work, well executed; he 
was willing to give ample remuneration, For | 
these reasons he favored the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. $ 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Fearnersron was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendmentof Mr. 
McCiernanp— 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Van Dygr and Wetizorn were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed, ayes 95, noes 33. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: . 


“ To pay for the binding of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for members of the 31st Congress, $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be required to pay for binding said vol- 
umes in strong substantial Russia leather backs and corners i 
Provided, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives { 
shail let the contracts for binding to the lowest bidder below | 
sixty cents per volume, and thatthe work shall be com- 
menced immediately after the printing is done, and con- | 
cluded as soon thereatter as possible.” 


Mr. FEATHERSTON inanired of his col- 


league if his amendment provided for the binding |} 


of the twenty-five copies of the Globe and Ap- | 
pendix which were furnished to each member? | 
Mr. BROWN replied that it did. 


the Congressional Globe of about the averagésize.] . 
If it was put up in cloth it would come to pieces be- 
fore it reached their constituents and their homes. 
He considered it one, of the most valuable works 
published, and he wished it bound for permanent 
preservation, for themselves and for those who 
should come after them. . Suffer it. to be destroyed, 
and the congressional history for the time which it 
covered could be obtained from no other source, 
Who would not give almost any sum for a publi- 
cation which should contain an accurate report, at 
full length—such as was now published in ‘the 
Globe—of any one of the important debates of 
years gone by—e. g. the debate on the Missouri 
compromise? This work, containing full i eports 
of the proceedings and debates of both Houses, 
was of immense value, and would increase in value 
as years rolled on. 

| He had no personal motive in this matter; but 
he wished, for the public good, to see this work 
bound in a form which would insure its permanent 
preservation. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, he was opposed 
in toto to the amendment of his colleague; and he 
thought that a very brief statement would be suffi- 
cient to show that the grounds on which that 
amendment had been advocated were wholly in- 
sufficient. This work was subscribed for by Con- 
gress to furnish twenty-five copies to each member 
to distribute among his constituents, and not to be 
sold and the money to be put into the pockets of 
members; and whether it was bound in muslin, 
as it had heretofore been sent to them, or in that 
elegant style which his colleague seemed to think 
proper, when it reached their constituents through 
i the mail, the result was the same—the binding 
was inevitably ruined. Hence he saw no neces. 
sity for making this additional appropriation for 
binding. It would neither benefit the member of 
Congress or his constituents. 

The question was taken, and, by ayes 81, noes 
44, the amendment of Mr. Brown was agreed to. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


“For the purpose of enabling the Joint Committee on 
Printing to audit and settle the accounts of the public printer 


Mr. FEATHERSTON farther inquired if these 
copies were not to be bound when delivered ? 

Mr. BROWN replied, that the subscription 
price paid by Congress was for the work in num- 
bers; but the proprietor of the Globe had been in 


of their copies as the members desired putup in 
this way. But the object which he had in view 
was to provide for their permanent binding. He 
exhibited to the committee a copy of the Congres- 
sional Globe in cloth binding, which he said was 
literally no binding at all. By the time the books 
bound in this way reached their homes, through 


the mails, they were destroyed. Fe referred to H 
the action taken at this session, in which he had H 


coöperated, in providing for the secure binding of | 
public documents generally, and said they had | 
pursued long enough the penny-wise and pound- | 
foolish policy of distributing to their constituenta 
books and documents which were printed by order 
of Congress, not bound at all, or poorly bound. 
If a book was worth printing, it was worth putting | 
into a substantial binding. He proposed that the | 
books should be bound in this form, [bolding up 
a copy of the Congressional Globe,] with good, 
substantial Russia backs. 

A Memper. What will such binding cost? || 

Mr. BROWN. This style of binding will cost || 
not to exceed sixty cents per volume. 

Mr. DUER raised the point that the amendment 
was out of order—on the ground that it was neither 
an expenditure authorized by law, nor for a con- 
tingency for carrying on a department of the Gov- | 


ernment. i A 8 
|| point of order raised, but the rule does not allow 


The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order— 
stating that he should have considered the amend- 
ment in order had none been adopted; but that 
after the adoption of the amendment which had | 
been agreed to, he could have no doubts but this 
was in order. 

Mr. BROWN (resuming) said, he had con- 
sulted with Mr. Rives; that he (Mr. R.) had noth- | 
ing to do with the binding, except to superintend 
and see that it was well done; that he (Mr. R ) es- | 
timated that the Congressional Globe and Appen- 


dix would reach such a size at the present session |! 
| fi 1 f the size of the vol f 
as to make four volumes of the size of the volume o 


this work which he held in his hand, fa volume of 


aud pay him such sum as they may find to be the amount 
actually expended by him in such public printing, with 
— per cent. in addition thereto for his profit on such work, 
$100,000.” 


Mr. TOOMBS. I rise to a question of order. 
This amendment is undoubtedly against the law. 
It is directly against the faw of Congress, 

The CHAIR. Does the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Toomns] raise the question of order that’ 
the amendment cannot be received ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do. 

The CHAIR. If the Chair is correct in sup- 
posing that the public printing is provided for by 
law, and that this gentleman is the contractor un- 
der the Jaw, then, 1 effect, this amendment over- 
rides the law, and the Chair decides it to be out of 
order. 

Mr. McLANE. Will the Chair hear a 
| tion from me? 
| TheCHAIR. A suggestion with great pleas- 
| ure—but argument is not in order, 

Mr. McLANE. I am aware that the public 
printing is provided for by contract. But the 
Chair will understand that it is entirely competent 
| for this House to appropriate for the public print- 
ing a sum over and above that now provided in 
the contract. The contract will be executed and 
the amount provided for by it will be paid. This 
amendment does not interfere with the contract; on 
| the contrary, it takes it for granted that the con- 
| tract will be performed; and it provides for an ad- 
| ditional sum for the public printing over and 
| above 


The CHAIRMAN, 


sugges- 


(interrupting.) Itis always 


gratifying to the Chair to hear arguments on a 


them. The Chair now desires to ask whether he 
is not correct in supposing that the public printing 
| is provided for by law, and that the rates of com. 
pensation are fixed by contract? © s 
| Mr. McLANE. There is no doubt that the 
| public printing is provided for by law, and done 
under contract, and I have drawn this amendment 
under a full knowledge of that fact. But—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Are not the rates of éom- 
pensation fixed by law? ; 

Mr. DUER. The price is fixed under the con- 
tract and the law together. ie 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposes 
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to change the rates of compensation as fixed by 
Jaw for the public printing, and is therefore out of 
order. 

So the amendment was not received. 


Mr. STANLY offered the following amend- 
ment: % 

* To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
purchase two bundred and thirty sets of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, $18,400, to be kept by the Librarian of 
Congress for the use of members during the session, to be 
charged to each member as books from the library now are. 

«t And forthe purchase of two hundred and thirty sets of 
the Register of Debates, to be keptin like manner, and for 
the same purpose, $37,200.” 

Mr. STANLY desired to say a single word in 
explanation of the object of the amendment. 


Tt | 


was well known (he said) that members desirous 


of discharging their public duties intelligently, 
should-have the means, by reference to the Regis- 
ter of Debates and the Congressional Globe, of 
finding out what Congress had done in past years. 
Yet he supposed, that scarcely a member who 
desired to consult these works during the present 
session had been able to procure them from the 
Library. His amendment contemplated suitable 
provision in this respect, not for the convenience 


of the members of this Congress alone, but for all į 


time to come. lts object was, that hereafter every 
member should be enabled to have a copy of these 
works at his own room; and he believed that, 
when properly understood, no serious objection 
could be urged against it. 

Mr. BAYLY rose, and— 

Mr. STANLY yielded the floor. 


Mr. BAYLY said, he had always voted against ; ` 
the purchase of books for ember bak heihoashtl order to make a remark against the amendment to 


the back numbers. 
Tellers were ordered on Mr. Durr’s amend- 


The question was then taken, and the vote 
tood—ayes 65, noes 68. 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. McMULLEN moved to reduce the number 
to one hundred copies. 
| Mr. McM. said a few words in explanation, 
! but, from the position in which he spoke, and its 
| distance, but little was heard. He intimated that 
the number designated in his amendment would 
answer for the present; and that, if it should be 
found necessary, the number could hereafter be in- 
creased. 


is 


i, Mr. STANLY was understood to suggest, that 


| whilst.the number of copies of the books was re- 
| duced to one hundred by the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. McMoutien,] the 
amount of the appropriation remained as‘in the 
| original proposition. 


so as to effect a corresponding reduction in the 


| Globe and Appendix, and $15,000 for the Register 


that the appropriation contemplated in this amend- | 


ment was for a legitimate object, and one which 
would be exceedingly useful and convenient. 
knew that, for his own part, he could not transact 
his business without the aid of these works; and 
his own set being at home, he was under the ne- 
cessity of being indebted to the courtesy of Messrs. 
Blair & Rives, and Messrs. Gales & Seaton, for 
the uae of them at his room. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be agreed to. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY inquired whether the 
amendment was open to amendment? 


The CHAIRMAN said it was. 


Mr. McGAUGHEY moved a general amend- | 


ment, applying all unappropriated moneys in the 
public Treasury to the purchase of books, 


The CHAIRMAN requested the gentleman j; 


from Indiana [Mr. McGaveuey] to put his 
amendment in writing. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. My object is 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is exhausted, 
unless the gentleman offers an amendment. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. Well, sir, E will not 
detain the committee by writing it. The commit- 
tee, I suppose, understand my object. I withdraw 
the amendment. 

Mr. DUER moved to amend the amendment by 
reducing the number of copies to fifty, and re- 
ducing the amount of the appropriation in a cor- 
responding ratio. 

Mr. D. suggested that, instead of the members 
having copies of the works at their lodgings, the 
better plan would be to have them in the commit- 
tee rooms, where they would be accessible and safe. 

Mr. BAYLY opposed the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Duer.} Speak- 


He | 


ing from his own experience (and he had no doubt | 


that the experience of every other member who 


took partin the business of the House would con- | 


firm it) there was scarcely a day in the session 
when he had not occasion, at his room, to refer to 
the Congressional Globe and the Register of De- 
bates. Very often when he was preparing for the 
business of the House, or for debate, or when he 
had occasion to investigate a claim, he wanted to 
refer to these books. Was he in every such 
case to come up to this Capitol and go to the com- 
mittee rooms for the information he needed? 
How wasit with the laws? There were copies 
enough to allow every member to have one during 
the session, and at the end of the session he re- 
turned it. Any member who took part in the 
business of legislation required these laws. To 
put these books in the committee rooms would be 
of very little use. The difficulty was in the want 
of them for constant use at the members’ room. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested whether the 
difficulty might not be obviated by each member 
retaining a copy of his own, 


H 
i 
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| 
| 
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| 


| 
j 
| 


of Debates. 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment to the 
amendment; and Messrs. SawTELLE and OGLE 
were appointed. 

Mr. STANLY, (to the Chairman.) Is it in 


| the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

| The question was then taken, and the vote 
; Stood—ayes 74, noes 60. 


j 
| agreed to. 

| The question then recurred on the amendment 
| of Mr. Sranty, as thus amended. 


ayes 68, noes 57. 
So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES moved an amendment providing 
| that “one set of the said works should be deliv- 
i ered to each of the States and Territories of the 
Union.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
| There’s some sense in it. 
| Mr. JONES said, he supposed if this amend- 
ment should be agreed to, there would be no ob- 
| jection to allowing the Clerk to make the necessary 
change in the amendment which had just been 
‘ adopted, so as to conform to ìt. The distribution 
| proposed by his amendment would, he said, be of 
| more use than the whole number that might be 
kept here. 

Mr. STANLY inquired what the amendment of 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jones] was? 

The CHAIRMAN explained. 

Mr. STANLY. Is the amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment out of order, although it is inconsist- 
ent with part of the amendment already adopted. 
It is a question for the committee. The Chair 
| cannot be responsible for the sense of the amend- 
ments made by the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. By unani- 
mous consent the amendment just adopted may be 
changed so as to conform to this. 


I like that. 


having reference (the reporter was informed, for 
he could not hear) to the manner in whieh the 
| books should be put up for transmission to their 
several destinations. 

The question on the amendment of Mr. Jongs 
was then taken, and the vote stood, ayes 75, noes 
34. No quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Hunter and 
Harnis, of Tennessee, were appointed. 

And the question having been again taken, the 
vote stood—ayes 79, noes given up. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. The committee having adopted 


objection to going back in order to make the two 
propositions conform. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

Mr, RUMSEY moved to strike out the item 


Mr. BAYLY. That would give him none of 


| Mr. McMULLEN modified his amendment | 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Evans, of | 
| Ohio, and Meane were appointed. 
And the question being taken, the vote stood— | 


The Chair cannot rule the | 


the amendment, I suppose that there will be no | 


t 


amount; that is, $8,000 for the Congressional li 


i 
i 
i 


So the amendment of Mr. McMutien was | 


ii possession of every member o 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, made a suggestion, | 


| 
{ 


i the same but would be disposed to possess it. 
|i gave information of the utmost importance, that 


| 
d 
i 
| 
' He was unwilling to tax his constituents to edu- 
i 
| 


i 
| 
| 


making an appropriation for the purchase of Mr. 
Mayo’s book. v . 

I think (Mr. R. said) that a similar provision 
| was contained in the last appropriation bill. I ask 
ithe chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Bayry] to state whether such is the 
fact? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will state, in reply to the in- 

uiry of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Roumsey,] that this particular proposition in the 
í bill was acted upon in the Committee of Ways and 
Means when F was sick. I do not, therefore, 
know anything aboutit. But the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinton} can give the information de- 
sired. 

Mr. VINTON said, this work explained the 
machinery of the Treasury Department, the func- 
tions of the various officers, and bureaus, and its 
object was to make the whole system of the de~ 
| partments intelligible. It was a work used at the 
| Treasury Department for reference. He knew, 
i when he was chairman of the Committee of Ways 
‘and Means, there was no work which he had so 
| frequent occasion to resort to. The work was a 
| highly valuable one, and he hoped it would be 
| appropriated for. 
| Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to amend the 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
t 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
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| amendment, by providing that the Clerk deliver 


|i one copy to each member of the Thirty-first Con- 


| 
| gress. ; j i 
|} He said he had had occasion to examine this 


i! work. He was quite satisfied that it was one of 


great importance, which every legislator should 
possess, particularly those who were charged with 
the especial consideration of financial matters. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
| that the gentleman, to make his amendment con- 
‘ sistent, should enlarge the appropriation accord- 
‘ingly. 
Mr. KING said, he had no objection to enlarging 
: the appropriation, so as to purchase an addi- 
tional quanity of books, but he thought it better 
to take it as it was. He was in favor of his 
amendment in its original form. He repeated, he 


it had taken occasion to examine the book; and he 


believed there was no gentleman who would do 
Ir 


could be acquired in so condensed a form nowhere 
else; and he was in favor of poring it into the 
Congress, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said he was opposed to 
theamendment of the gentleman from New Jersey, 
but he had not much hope that it would be de- 
| feated. The last amendinent would go far to carry 
| the first. This was a book which seemed to have 
| been gotten up for the instruction and edification 
| of custom-house and other Government officers. 
| He was opposed to educating public officers at the 
expense of the Government. No one should be 
appointed to office who was not qualified. If such 


: persons were appointed, they should educate them- 


selves—in other words, if these.books were neces- 
sary, they should buy them from their own funds. 


cate public officers; for there was no difficulty in 
finding men all over the country who were well 
qualified and patriotic enough to accept these offices. 
Mr. KING, of New Jersey, (interposing,) said 
his proposition was to enlighten members of Con- 
gress. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON replied, that if the work 
| were of that character—if it contained any sound 


!! and effective argument which would satisfy mem- 


: bers of Congress that they ought not to be voting 
the extraordinay appropriations contained in this 


i and in other bills—he would vote for it cheerfully. 


But if it did not contain those arguments which 
| would prevent members of Congress from throw- 


| 
| 
|ing down the key of the Treasury to any man 


who demanded for himself a share of public plun- 
der—if, on the contrary, it facilitated the work of 
getting money out of the Treasury—he was for no 
appropriation of that kind. He wanted the Amer- 
ican people informed of the true character of the 


| extravagant, unwarranted appropriations about to 


be made by this Congress. He had no doubt but 


| before Congress adjourned appropriations would 
| be made amounting to sixty or seventy millions of 


dollars. He was opposed to the appropriation. 
The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Kine to the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike out the whole section. 


1850. 
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The CHAIRMAN said that motion was already 
pending, having been made by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Rumser.] 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to’ 


amend the clause by striking out all after the word 
“one,” so as to confine the provision to the pur- 
chase of one copy. 

One copy of this work he thought was neces- 
sary, and one would be sufficient, ard that ought 
to be in the possession of the Clerk. And what 
was to become of the balance of the one thousand 
two hundred and twenty-five copies of this work? 
This clause provides no mode in which this work 


shall be distributed, Now there are some gentle- | 


men who desired that copies should be sent to 
all the States, while others might be in favor of 
depositing them in the public library. 

Mr. JONES said, that according to his under- 
standing, copies of this work would be sent to the 
States and ‘Territories, 

Mr. STEVENS resumed. He was perfectly 
willing to establish a normal school for the pur- 
pose of educating individuals to fill official stations, 
and even for all those who propose to become 
members of Congress. But if we are to begin 
this system, he would desire that it should be done 
in proper form. He knew not what was intended 
to be done with all the books which were published: 
some would probably be sent to the public offices, 
and there would always be found enough ready to 
take a portion to themselves, fle had no objec- 
tion to see a system of education. He would like 
normal schools and night schools too, established, 
for the improvement of members of Congress. 
We had no time to read here if we pay proper 
attention to our public duties. And he was op- 
posed to the purchase of all these books, because 
he thought that it was not necessary for any one 
except the Clerk to possess one. If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Rumsey,] should prevail, the Clerk may take 
the trouble of the distribution into his own hands 
con amore. 

Mr. KERR congratulated the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on presenting himself to the House 
in a new character, and he feared that while in his 
own State he professed to be exceedingly progres- 
sive, he was here retrograding, in regard to the 
established rules regulating society. Such acourse, 
from so peculiar a mind, with its general tenden- 
cies, took him by surprise; it was the last which 
might have been anticipated from such a quarter. 
The teachings might be proper enough; but then 
he had gone to the Celestial Empire for his educa- 
tional model, and the Chinese were the least 
likely to have attracted the gentleman’s attention ! 
But the gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to 
carry out his system to the full extent of Chinese 
practice. He seems to have regretted the loss of 
the representative principle there for the working 
of his plan, and would, as the way is open here, 
establish normal schools, not only for the educa- 
tion of officials of Government, but for members 
of this House too. All this was perfectly in keep- 
ing with the Chinese polity, which looks to the 
instraction of all, from the humblest individual to 
the highest Mandarin, The gentleman, by his 
quiet, grave air, when speaking to this amendment 
of his, evidently assumes to be a Mandarin of the 
ninth class, and it would be desirable that he 
should give us this Chinese practice in all its de- 
tails. He should like to know our relative posi- 
tions, and in which school, whether number one 
or number two, he would consent to have some 
of us ranged, 

Mr. HUNTER asked if these remarks were in 
order, 2 

The CHAIR decided that they were in order. 

Mr. KERR resumed. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania insisted on the propriety of establish- 
ing normal and night schools for the education of 
his fellow-members, and he believed he. was not 
transgressing the rules of order in thus attempting 
to show from what quarter he had drawn his 
somewhat elaborate system. The gentleman was 
of the progressive school, and still he could only 
repair to this nation, which was so very tenacious 
of ancient customs as never to permit a change in 
the slightest instance. He seemed to want con- 
sistency in thus looking up models for our imita- 
tion. That was all. 

Mr. STEVENS asked if it was a bad policy 
which China had adopted? i 

Mr. KERR. Ithad favor, no doubt, for high 


| Mandarins, and he would say, that normal schools, 
| as here understood and applied, were very excel- | 
lent things—on the American model, not the Chi- 
nese for privileged officials. He thought, how- 
ever, that it was not in very good taste to be thus, 
even in aspirit of pleasantry, throwing out expres- 
sions against others—normal schools, under the 
parliamentary law, were to be excluded from the 
list of things needed by members of this commit- 
tee. But he would ask attention to the amend- 
ment, which sought to strike from the bill the 
clause providing for the purchase and distribution 
among custom-house officers of a valuable ref- 
erence-book, with the laws and decisions in regard 
to the revenues. To our large cities, with every 
facility for information at hand, such a work was 
valuable, and in remoter places, on sudden emer- 
gencies, it would prove of much use to a discreet 
officer, anxious to understand and carry out his 
duty. Gentlemen seem to dread its effect in giv- 
ing aid and comfort to pension agents and claim 
gatherers. In hisopinion, such a work, well di- 
gested, would place within reach of every man 
sources of information, and take from these very 
persons their chief weapon. It was the difficulty 
to obtain correct information on our lawsin regard 
to the revenue and other kindred subjects that 
served to throw so much into the hands of the 
shrewd few with keys for knowledge confined to | 
themselves. This section of the bill would extend į 
to intelligent men every where, means of informa- 
tion, and it needed no modification, as proposed 
by the amendment 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to submit an amendment, 
when 

The CHAIR decided that it was not now in 
order. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he thought that amend- 
ment was withdrawn. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 


Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend by inserting 
the clause as follows, viz: 

“ One copy of whieh to be distributed to each of the sev- 
eral departments and bureaus of the Government, the cus- | 
tom-houses, and to each committee of the House of Repre- | 
sentatives.” 

Mr. S. said that it would probably have been 
as well had this been left to be done by resolution | 
hereafter. But if an appropriation is to be made, 
the provision would be appropriate here. What 
was the objection urged against this proposition ? 
The gentleman from Mississippi and the genile- 
man from Pennsylvania believe that it is wrong 
to furnish the officers of the Government with a 
manual descriptive of their duties, because it im- 
posed on us the expense of initiating them in those 
duties. It was suggested that they ought to be | 
sufficiently qualified before they entered into office, 
so as to dispense with the necessity for these aids. 
And what did this objection amount to? Would 
these gentlemen take away the books out of every 
lawyer’s office, on the same ground that he ought 
to be qualified to carry on his profession without 
them? Would he deprive a magistrate of his 
book of forms? Why, every one considered him- 
self qualified for any office or employment he 
sought. We all think ourselves fit to fill public 
offices. Hethought that he himself might make 
a tolerable officer in any one of the departments. 
But he had no doubt if he was placed in one of 
these offices he would .be compelled to refer to 
these manuals for a little instruction. And he kad 
no doubt that members of this House, unless they 
were old members—he intended no disrespect— 


Ways and Means—who would sometimes find the | 
information in these volumes very useful to them | 
in their labors. | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, opposed the 
amendment, because he desired to discountenance | 
the system pursned by individuals of going through 
the public offices to collect materials for books. 
He referred to a case of this kind at the other end 
of the Capitol. Here we are called on to purchase 
this. work at the rate of $2 50 per volume, without | 
any justification from the necessary connection it | 
has with our duties, or without any request from 
the heads of the departments. | 
Mr. VINTON here intimated that the work was 
originally undertaken at the suggestion of the | 
Treasury Department. | 
Mr. THOMPSON resumed. There was some | 
truth in the statement, that Dr. Mayo had been;i 


members who had served on the Committee of || 


permitted to go through the departments, and 
make his examinations by Mr. Secretary Walker. 
But all the information contained in this book was 
to be found in the departments. The work had 
been presented to the notice of Congress again 
and again. lt had been pressed on the House for 
the last five years. And, finally, that Dr. Mayo, by 
dint of perseverance, going to the rooms of members, 
and following them from place: to place, had con- 
trived to dispose of a good many ‘copies of ‘his 
book. Perhaps he has yet about twelve hundred 
left on hand, which he wants to dispose of in this 
way. If works of this kind are to be encouraged, 
it should be by direction of the House, or by an ap- 
propriation beforehand. He was against the ap- 
propriation for this book. It was true it contained 
information, but it-was such information as was 
always to be obtained at the departments. The 
Department of the Interior having been established 
since this book was printed, will require the issue 
of a new edition. There will, in the course of a 
few years, be a new edition brought out, and Con- 
gress will be called on to pay the cost of reprinting. 
There was another ground on which he objected 
to this proposition. We appropriated acertain sum 
for the contingencies of the various departments. 
For the Department of the Interior $5,000 had been 
appropriated for the purchase of books, &c. Now, 
if the Secretary of the Interior should consider 
this to be a valuable work, he will purchase it out 
of this fund over which he has the control.: :So 
the other departments and bureaus, and the 
custom-houses, if they think the work worth hav- 
ing, will purchase it. All of them have the means 
in their hands, and can buy the book if they wish. 
He believed that there was not one of the depart- 
ments here which was not already in possession 
of the book. Itis to be found in most of the com~ 
mittee rooms. He would not, therefore, give his 
consent to this proposition to purchase the work. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
submitted by Mr. Rumsey, to strike out the clause, 
and it was agreed to. 
So the clause was stricken out. 


The following clause of the bill was then read 
by the Clerk, viz: ` 

“For completing the eastern wing of the Patent Office 
building according to the original plan, under the direction 
ofthe Secretary of the Interior, one hundred and ten thou- 
sand dollars, to be paid out of the patent fund, if so much 
of said fund remains unappropriated, and if not, the excess 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated,?? : 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend, 
the clause by adding the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That before any part of this appropriation 
shail be expended, the President of the United states shall 
appoint an experienced and competent persou to examine 
the present conditiou of the building, compare the work 
already executed with the specificauons in the contract, 
and report under oath whether the work is being executed 


i iu conformity with the contract, aud whether any greater 


sum has been paid than the progress of the work justifies. 
And itsball be within the discretion of the President to di~ 
rect the whole, or any part, of this appropriation to be with- 
held.?? 


Mr. B. said, that in offering this amendment he 
had no other design than simply to protect, as far 
as possible, the public interests. So far as he 
knew, the contractors engaged in this work were 
gentlemen of respectability. He did not intend 
to cast the slightest reflection on them. Butit was 
well known here that rumors were abroad to the 
effect that this important work was not being ex- 
ecuted in a proper manner, or in accordance with 
the original contract. If there was any ground 
for this rumor, it was very certain that the public 
money was being improperly expended. Some 
investigation into the matter appeared to him to be 


| necessary. He thought that the President ought 


to employ some competent person to examine 
whether there was any cause for these allegations. 
Such an examination might be made in four-and~ 
twenty hours, and it would kave the effect either 
of substantiating or putting down these rumors. 

Mr. MOORE moved to strike from the clause 
proposed to be amended the words, * to be paid 
out of the patent fund, if so much of said fund re- 
mains unappropriated; and if not, the excess out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated.’” i , 

He said he considered that great injustice, hàd 
hitherto been done*to the mechanical interests of 
the United States by taking this Patent Office. fund 
and applying it to the erection of these buildings. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he hoped the committee would 
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not agree to the amendment. It was precisely |! 3 : 
i did not confine his remarks to the amendment that 


the same effort that was made on the occasion of 
passing the deficiency bill, to throw the burden of 
the expense of erecting these Patent Office build- 
ings upon the Treasury of the United States. 
It was said that it was doing injustice to patentees 
to take the Patent Office fund for this purpose. The 
answer that he had to give to that was, that it was 
those very persons who were. interested in having 
the buildings erected. They were for the pres- 
ervation and protection of the interests of those 
very persons. This Government had expended 


$416,000 for the erection of the old part of the Pat- | 


ent Office building, and he thought it was asking 
rather too much, to ask this Government to defray 
the expense of erecting the new buildings. He 
was aware that it was desired by some to preserve 
the Patent Office fund for the purpose of getting up 
an annual exhibition of agricultural and mechani- 
cal productions, and to give premiums for inven- 
tions. It was a scheme to create a little eclat. The 
exclusive use of the patent, he thought, would be 
quite stimulus enough to encovrage inventions. 
He hoped the committee would treat this propo- 
sition as they had treated similar ones when the 
deficiency bill was under consideration. If the 
amendment of the gentleman should prevail, he 


notified the committee now, that he would exert | 


every particle of influence that he possessed to 
strike out the whole appropriation. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Moors, and it was rejected. 

Mr. STANLY expressed the hope that the 
amendment would not be agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK, to enable him to make a 
remark, moved to strike out the words *‘ Presi- 
dent of the United States.” He desired to say, 
that tais building was now being constructed 
under the direction of theSecretary of the Interior, 
as honest and upright a man, he thought, as 


Pennsylvania or an other State could produce. | 
His duty it was to see that the building was put up | 


according to the stipulations of the contract. And 
now it was proposed to direct the President to 
set someboay 
whether he attended to his duty in supervising 
the work, and taking care that it should be done 
as it ought tobe. It was a reflection upon the 
Secretary; it implied a doubt as to whether he 
would faithfully perform his duty. The building 
hitherto had been constructed under the superin- 
tendence ofa former Secretary of the Interior, and 
it certainly seemed to him to be a very invidious 
and unjust proceeding upon the coming into office 
ofa new Secretary, to take from him the charge 
of this work. He for one was not disposed to 
assume in advance that the Secretary would not 
discharge this duty properly. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, in reply to the | 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, said that he | 


had great confidence in the Secretary of the Interior, 


bat it could not be expected that he could discharge | 
this in addition to all the other duties which de- | 


volved upon him. And it was a general rumor 
that the work had not been conducted according to 
the stipulations of the contract. It was for these 
reasons that he desired, before $110,000 more was 
appropriated to be expended upon this building, 
that the progress of the work should be carefully 
inquired into. No possible harm could arise from 
it at all events. And it implied no reflection on 
the Secretary at all; certainly no such thing was 
intended. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. Tellers were 
demanded, 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to strike out the words 
“under oath.’ Te made this motion, he said, for 
the purpose of enabling him to call the attention of 
the committee to this point. 
Mississippi had stated that there were rumors 
afloat that the construction of this building had not 
been conducted according to the stipulations of the 


contract, and because of these rumors, and believ- | 
ing that the Secretary of the Interior had not done | 


his duty, the gentleman was desirons that a com- 
missioner should be appointed by the President of 
the United States to supervise the work. Now, 
in the first place, (continued Mr. S.,) suppose that 
the same Secretary was in office as when these ru- 
mors were set afloat. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, rose to a point of or- 


else to watch the Secretary, to see | 


The gentleman from i 


| 


| 
i 
| 


| the Secretary of the Interior, this: 
| duties confided to you is to act as commissioner 


der. His point of order was, that the gentleman 


he had proposed. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Burr) stated to the 


| gentleman from Ohio that it was necessary that 


his remarks should be confined to an explanation 
of the amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, if the gentleman from Il- 
linois had waited a moment he would have seen 
the connection there was between his remarks 
and the amendment that he had moved, viz: to 
strike out the words “under oath.” According 
to the wording of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, there would appear to be an 
entire want of confidence in the Secretary of the 
Interior. If the gentleman entertained that want 
of confidence in relation to the last Secretary, it 
was no reason why he should cast an implied cen- 
sure upon the present incumbent of that office. If 
there was any such rumor as the gentleman had 
alluded to, he would undertake to say that it was 


without foundation, and it was clearly not justified’ 


by any facts or showing in the possession of this 


| committee. Such action as was here proposed, on 


the part of the House, he thought could not be 


| justified by a reference to the present condition of 


things. 
The gentleman proposed, in effect, to declare to 
Among the 


to supervise the construction of the Patent Office 
building. We have no confidence in you, and do 
not believe that you will discharge this duty faith- 
fully; we therefore call upon the President, not to 
do it himself, but to appoint somebody else to act 
in the capacity of commissioner, to do this business 
that you were appointed to do. Our intention is 
to take it out of your hands, and thus we want to 
give you to understand, in advance, when entering 
upon the discharge of the duties of head of the 
Department of the Interior, that we consider you 
unfit to discharge all the various trusts committed 
to you. Now,so far as the oath of office was 
concerned, he supposed the oath of the head of 
a department was as good as the oath of a com- 
missioner to be appointed by the President. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (availing 
himself of the privilege conferred by the rule of 
of speaking in opposition to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio,) said he was opposed to that 


amendment and in favor of the amendmentoffered, 


by his colleague. 

He could not understand why it was that ob- 
jection should be made to calling upon the Presi- 
dent in this case, to see that the law was faithfully 
executed. Was it a reflection upon the Secretary 
to call upon the President to see whether his sub- 
ordinates did their duty? If the duty was prop- 
erly discharged, it would afford satisfaction to 


_everybody to know that fact; if it was not prop- 


erly discharged, it was due to the interests of the 
Government that the defect should be remedied. 
He knew that there were complaintsexisting, and 
he thought it was but an act of justice to the Presi- 
dent, and an act of justice to the Secretary of the 
Interior himself—indeed, an act of justice to all 
parties, that an investigation should be made. He 
could see no reasonable objection to such a course. 

The question was taken on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, to strike out the words, 
“under oath,” and it was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, in order to en- 
able him to make some remarks, moved to strike 
out the word “inquiry.” He said he had under- 
stood at the commencement of this session of Con- 
gress, that there was a controversy carried on be- 
tween those who had obtained the contract, and 
those who were disappointed in not getting it— 
those who were unsuccessful applicants for it. 
These unsuccessful applicants, he understood, had 


| been annoying the contractors by setting afloat all 


sorts of false rumors, by means of publications in 


; the newspapers and conversations, to the effect that 


the work was not properly conducted. And this 
very proposition, he had reason to believe, though 
he would not assert that it was so, was brought 


| forward for the purpose of disturbing the con- 


tract. It was a proposition that he could not vote 
for. He professed to know something about work 
of this kind, for he had been engaged in this de- 
scription of work himself, for twelve years, and he 
knew when work was done well and when it was 
not. He had visited this Patent Office building, 
now in process of erection, half a dozen times, 


and he could say, from his own experience as a 
bricklayer, that the work was done properly; and 
not only that, but well done. Materials of the best 
quality were used, and the work itself was done 
with great care. It was about the best work he 
had ever seen done in this city. He did not know 
what the specifications of the contract were, but 
he knew that the work was first-rate and highly 
creditaole to those who were engaged in it. He 
would say further, that he did not know any of 
those who were engaged in the work, so that the 
opinion that he had given was wholly unbiased. 

Mr. CHANDLER said, he desired to say a 
single word in defence of the gentlemen whose 
names appeared on the list of a committee of that 
House whose duty it was to look after works of 
this description. Among them he found the name 
of his colleague, [Mr. Ross,] and other gentlemen 
of high standing. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, rose to a question of 
order. His point of order was, that the gentleman 
was not confining his remarks to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and to the committee, that the 
rule required that a gentleman moving an amend- 
ment should confine his remarks exclusively to 
the support of that amendment; and a gentleman 
opposing the amendment, should restrict his re- 
marks exclusively to the reasons for his opposi- 
tion, But it was quite impossible for the Chair to 
rule a gentleman out of order for remarks which 
to him did not seem pertinent. The Chair trusted 
that gentlemen would confine themselves toa strict 
observance of the rule according to their construc- 
tion of its meaning. 

Mr. CHANDLER (resuming) said, the gentle- 
man from Illinois must be aware that all speeches 
required an exordium, an argument, and a perora-. 
tion. He had just got through his exordium, and 
was coming to the argument. He was opposed 
to striking out the word “inquiry.” That was 
the motion of the gentleman, he believed. He was 
opposed to it because he considered it an insidious 
attack upon the gentlemen who compose a com- 
mittee of this House—he meant the Committee on 
Expenditures on the Public Buildings, whose duty 
it was to ‘supervise all these expenditures, Fle 
was glad to know from the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, that he was, from his own experience, ca- 
pable of judging of the quality of this work, and 
that it was well done. He trusted the House 
would not act so unjustly as to pass a vote of cen- 
sure upon a committee of the House, by requiring 
the President of the United States to be himself 
the master mason in this work. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranton,] to 
strike out the word “inquiry,” and it was rejected, 

. The question recurred on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, and tellers (having 
been previously demanded) were ordered and ap- 
pointed. 

The tellers having counted the votes, reported 
50 in the affirmative and 71 in the negative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read: 


“ For the collection of agricultural statistics, three thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, 10 be paid out of the patent 
fund? 


Mr. JOHN A. KING moved to increase this 
item of appropriation to $4,500. He desired to 
say a few words in support of this amendment. It 
would be seen that the amount reported for agri- 
cultural statistics was the same as had been appro- 
priated Jast year; but from information derived 
from persons connected with the business of col- 
lecting those statistics and the arrangement of the 
matter, he was led to believe that the appropria- 
tion was too small. He felt, himself, a deep in- 
terest in a work of this character, and he had no 
doubt a large portion of the members of that 
House felt a like interést; for those whom they 
represented unquestionably were deeply interested 
in the matter. He put it to the House whether 
they should hesitate for a moment about the addi- 
tion of a thousand dollars, in order to have this 
work accomplished in a creditable manner. He 
held in his hand a volume just published by the 
State of New York, at an expense to that State of 
$8,000, on the same subject, It was the transac- 
tions of the State Agricultural Society. He would 
be glad if every gentleman would examine it. It 
was in aid of such a cause that he asked for this 
i addition to the appropriation, and he thought that 
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this House should not hesitate a moment about 
making the appropriation. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE said, he would move to strike 
out the words “ to be paid out of the patent fand,” 
for the purpose of enabling him to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
how this money appropriated in the preceding par- 
agraph was to be paid? 

Mr. BAYLY’S reply to the inquiry was not 
heard by the reporter. 

Mr. WHITE (continuing) said: Well, then, 
it amounts to nothing; and we might as well strike 
out this second clause. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he objected to_the. amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and he 
begged the committee to remark, that the gentle- 
man availed himself of a doubt, in order to assert a 
most dangerous and unconstitutional principle. 
He was not willing, for the mere purpose of re- 
moving a doubt, where really none existed, that 
this precedent should be made. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, and it was re- 
jected. 

The Clerk read the following clause, viz: 

“ Por defraying the expenses of the chemical analysis of 
vegetable substances produced and used for the food of 
man and animals in the United States, to be expended un- 


der the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000, 
to be paid out of the patent fund.” 


Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment, 
to come in after the word “, analysis,” viz: “of 
soils and manures, and.’’ 


Mr. HOLMES inquired (playfully) of the gen-. 


tleman from Virginia, whether he meant free soil? 

The question was taken on the proposed amend- 
ment, and it was rejected.» 

Mr. MEADE then moved to strike out the 
whole clause. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following clause, viz: 

« For payment of the instalment and interest which will 
fall due on the 30th of May, 1841, uffdcr the 12th article of 
the ueaty between the United States and Mexico, made and 
concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, on 2d February, 1848, 
$3,360,000.” 

Mr. HOLMES objected to this appropriation. 
It was prohibited, he said, by the 87th rule. 

Mr. BAYLY said, that if the gentleman would 
allow him to interpose for a moment, he would 
say that he intended himself to move to strike out 
this item of appropriation. When it was put into 
the bill, it was done by inadvertence. 

Mr. HOLMES. What I intended to say was, 
that Homer sometimes sleeps; in the original it is 
“ bonus aliquando dormitat Homerus,” and the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means might be in the same category. [A laugh.] 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Bayur to strike out, and it was agreed. to. 


Mr. BAYLY said, he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move to amend 
the bill by inserting, after line 936, the following: 

« For expenses in running and marking the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico, and paying the 
salaries of officers of the commission, $100,000.” 

And to insert the following, viz: 

« For expenses ofrunning and marking the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico, making the exami- 
nations contemplated by the sixth article of tle treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidaigo, and paying the salaries of the officers of 
the commission, $130,000.77 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to, 


Mr. BAYLY said, he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to offer the 
following amendment, viz: 

«For compensation due Lieutenant George Thom, of 
the United States Corps of Topographical Engineers, while 
acting upon the Northeastern boundary, during the, years 
1843, 1844, and 1845, for his necessary traveling and other 
personal expenses, as authorized by the Secretary of State, 
$1152.” - 

He desired to explain, in a few words, that when 
the Northeastern boundary line was about to be 
run, an appropriation was made by Congress of a 
sum of money for that purpose, which was placed 


under the control of the Secretary of State. This | 


appropriation was to defray the expenses of run- 
ning the boundary line. The Secretary had di- 
rected that the officers employed in the field should 
receive this pay, in addition to the other pay to 
which they were entitled. Colonels Graham and 


| which the Chair decided to be out of order. 


! Emory had received their pay under this direction 
of the Secretary. But there was some delay in the 
adjustment of Lieutenant Thom’s accounts, in con- 


| sequence of which he had not received his pay 


according to this arrangement. The books had 


| been settled up, and the sum due to Lieutenant 


Thom had gone back into the Treasury. 

Mr. JONES insisted that the amendment was 
not in order. 

Mr. BAYLY. ‘That is the precise point. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Virginia is 
out of order in rising to debate the point of order. 
The present amendment is identical with the one 
before offered by the gentleman from Virginia, by 
instruction of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
But 
an appeal having been taken from that decision, it 
was reversed by the committee. The Chair, there- 
fore, decides the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. JONES said, he would then oppose the 


' amendment, on the ground that this was the case 


of an officer of the topographical corps, who had 

received his pay as such, and that this was an ad- 

ee to his pay not contemplated or authorized 
y law. 

The question was about to be taken, when tel- 
lers were demanded and granted. Mr. MEACHAM 
and Mr. Disney were appointed tellers, and the 
vote was announced—ayes 85, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

“For the pay of draftsmen and assistants to the head of 
the scientific corps empioyed in copying and recordings 
($7,000;) the rent of rooms employed for assistants to the 
head of the scientific corps engaged in recording, copying, 


office rooms, and expenses of employing messengers, 
($500;) purebase of drawing paper and other necessary 
drawing materials and office furniture, ($3753) stationery 
for office use, ($3003) mileage and expenses of officers em- 
ployed in examinations required on the frontiers of Vermont 
and New York, (8840 ;) for a survey and examination of 
of that portion of the line lying on the northern frontier 
Vermontand New York, embracing hire of men and their 
transportation and subsistence, hire of horses and baggage 
wagons, camp eqnipage and its transportation, purchase of 
instruments and all contingencies, ($5,090 ;) and the com- 
pensation of two private soldiers for their services as drafts- 
men in reconstructing maps; making in all the sum of 
815,430.” 

Mr. BAYLY requested the attention of the 
committee while he made an explanation of this 
amendment, 

Mr. JONES contended that the amendment was 
out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY asked permission to state a fact, 
and then the Chair would be able to decide the 
point of order. During the last Congress, a law 
was passed authorizing the reconstruction of the 
maps and charts of the Northeastern boundary 
surveys, which had been destroyed by fire in this 
city. Thisamendment merely gives the appropri- 
ation necessary to complete the work. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
in order. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to make a further explana- 
tion. In the treaty made with the British Gov- 
ernment, called the treaty of Washington, for the 
settlement of the Northeastern boundary, there was 
a provision requiring that an accurate survey mark- 
ing the boundary line, should be made. Colonel 
Graham was placed at the head of this survey, and 
Congress ordered that all the maps and charts con- 
nected with this boundary survey, should be en- 
graved. Ina fire which took place in this city 
in 1848, the whole of these maps and charts were 
destroyed. An act was afterwards passed author- 
izing an appropriation for the purpose of retouch- 
ing and finishing these charts. Some of them had 
been completed. But it was found necessary that 
some of the ground should be gone overagain. A 
gentleman who was engaged in a part of the survey 
between the New York and Vermont lines, had, 
subsequently been killed in Mexico, and his field 
notes could not be understood by any other per- 
son. That part of the ground, therefore, must be 
resurveyed, and itis for this purpose that the pres- 
ent appropriation is required. Another object of the 
appropriation was to pay the civilians engaged in 
reconstructing the maps. The Committee of Ways 
and Means, after examining the law of 1842, had 
come to the decision that it was functus officio, and 
they had, therefore, excluded the officers from this 
appropriation, and determined only to pay the 


civilians. 


and including fuel for the same, ($500 5) attendance on, 


Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment, 
by substituting in lieu thereof the following, viz: 


« For the purpose ‘of enabling the Secretary ot State to 
procure an authentic copy of the map, showing the demar- 
cation of boundary under the treaty of Washington, of Au- 
gust 9, 1842, a sum notexceeding ten thousand doliars.??. . 


Mr. JONES stated that by the treaty of the 9th 
of August, 1842, it was provided that a commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States, and a com- 
missioner on the part of Great Britain, should be 
appointed to survey, ran and mark the. boundary 


Jine between the territories of the two countries. 


It was provided in that treaty that these commis- 
sioners should under their seals, certify the cor- 
rectness of the chart, when it was completed. 
Thus the survey went on, and in time was finished, 
and the maps were completed by the respective 
commissioners. Those which were made for our 
Government were destroyed by a fire which took 
place in this District, before tney had been removed 


| from the office of the Topographical Engineers to 
the department. 


An appropriation of $10,000 
was inserted in the appropriation bill of that year 
for the purpose of restoring these maps. The 
Topographical Engineers, with Colonel Graham 
at their head, were completing these new maps. 
Now he wished to be informed what would be the 
use of these maps when finished? It was the au- 
thentication of the maps which was all that was 
necessary. An authenticated copy could be ob- 
tained from the British Government, which might 
be deposited in the State Department, where it 
could always be resorted to in case of necessity. 
The amendment of the Committee of Ways and 
Means appropriated $5,000 for a resurvey of part 
of this tine. He wished to know whether we had 
any authority to institute this resurvey? He de- 
nied that we had any. 

Mr. VINTON madean explanation, which was 
inaudible to the reporter. He was understood to 
say, that there was an authenticated map in one of 
the departments. As tothe maps and charts which 
had been destroyed, he saw no other way of re- 
placing them than by resorting to the notes of 
our officers, and where they were lost, to make a 
resurvey. ` 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out $10,000 and insert- 
ing $20,000, and pay for work already done upon 
them. 

He said that this was notnow a question wheth- 
er we should authorize the preparation of maps 
and charts. They are already obtained, and al- 
most completed. He had called this morning to 
see them. There were thirty of these maps exe- 
cuted in the most beautiful style. All of them, ex- 
cept three, were completed; and he would chal- 
lenge any country to produce a more beautiful se- 
ries of maps. An appropriation of a few more 
thousands was all that wag now required to com- 
plete them. 

Mr. K. wished to state a fact which would be 
interesting to some of the members of this House, 
At the time of the fire, these field notes were pre- 


| served in consequence of a regulation made by 


Mr. Calhoun, who had directed ‘that whenever 
any officer took notes, he should deposit those 
notes in one. place, and the maps in another, so 
that, in case of fire, both might not be lost. Unded 
this order, Culonel Graham pat away his notes 
separate from the maps, and thus the notes were 
saved. The maps were now almost finished. He 
wished also to state another fact: A summary of 
all these maps had been prepared on a single sheet 
of drawing paper, in a style of surpassing beauty, 
by a private soldier. He made this statement 
with pride. It would have given him still greater 
gratification if he could have said that he was an 
American. But this work, which was extraordi- 
nary for the skill with which it was executed, was 
the work of a German. It was a mistake, there- 
fore, to suppose that the means of renewing these 
maps were wanting in this country, or that it was 
necessary to go to England for duplicates of 
them; we could supply them ourselves, and of the 
most beautiful workmanship, as was now proved. 

Mr. JONES inquired if the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinton} had atated that the original 
map of the line of demarcation between the two 
countries was in one of the departments ? 

Mr. VINTON was understood to reply that it 
was in the State Department. 

Mr. JONES intimated that this must bea mistake; 
that the original map was lost in the fire of 1848. 
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Mr. BAYLY corrected a mistake into which he 


said the gentleman from Tennessee had fallen. 
That gentleman seemed to think that the great ob- 
ject was to get a map of the boundary line. It 
was not so. The boundary line was marked by 
strong and ineffaceable monuments. But it had 
been considered important by both Governments, 
that there should be a topographical survey on 
each side. We had made it on our side. “The 
maps are not necessary to define the boundary, 
but it was important to preserve them among our 
archives. As they have been made at an enor- 
mous expense; as they are now so near comple- 
tion, and as this appropriation is the last which 
will be required for the work, he asked whether it 
would be wise in the committee to reject the ap- 
propriation. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Kiwe to the 
amendment was negatived. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Jongs to 
the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise, which 
was hegatived. 


The question being on the amendment submitted | 


by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means— 

Tellers were demanded and granted. Messrs. 
Morton and Strona were appointed tellers, and 
the vote was announced—ayes 78, noes 44, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved to strike out the following 
clause of the bill, viz: 

& Foy the payment of taxes due on the Mint in Philadel- 
phia, for which a judgment has been obtained, ten thousand 
dollars.” 

He waived the motion at the suggestion of Mr. 
PHELPS, who said he desired first to amend the 
clause by adding the following, viz: 


+‘ Provided, That if any further taxes shall be assessed by j 


the State of Pennsylvania upon the Mint of the United 
States, established in the city of Philadelphia, it shall be the 


duty of the Secretary of the Treasury forthwith to dispose | 
of the land upon which the Miotis situated, and remove the i 


said Mint to the city of New York, (and the money neces- 
sary to defray said expenses and procure a site, shali be paid 
outof any money in the Treasury :) Provided, however, The 
said Mint shall not be removed to the cit 
the site or any other property necessary for its establishment 
and operations shall be taxed by the State of New York.” 


Mr. EWING asked if the amendment was in 
order? 

The CHAIR decided that it was not in order. 

Mr. PHELPS appealed from this decision, and 
asked for tellers, Tellers were ordered. Messrs, 
Casey and Furrer were appointed tellers. The 
affirmative vote was then stated to be 91, and the 
count of the negatives was not insisted on. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise, and 
demanded tellers on the question. Tellers were 
ordered. . Messrs. Duer and Hamivron were ap- 
pointed tellers, and the vote was announced—ayes 
62, noes 70. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. ORR renewed his motion to strike out the 
appropriation to pay the tax on the Mint. Head- 


mitted that the State of Pennsylvania hal a right | 


to tax the property of the General Government; 


but he thought that when the Government erects | 


public buildings in the city of Philadelphia, which 
are valuable to the city and the State, the least the 
State could do was to exempt these buildings from 
taxation. He desired to have the appropriation 
stricken out. If the State chose to levy on the 
buildings, be it so,and let the Government remove 
the Mint to another place . 

Mr. BAYLY expressed his regret that gentle- 
men did not rather ask questions of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, or examine subjects for 
themselves, before they submitted these amend- 
ments, They would then save themselves from 
much trouble and many blunders. 

‘The gentleman asked why Pennsylvania had not 
exempted the property of the Government from 
taxation? This was exactly what she had done. 


But under a general law a tax was assessed on i 


this property, and as soon as it was discovered 
that this was done, another law was passed ex- 
empting the Government property hereafter from 
tax. 

Mr. ORR asked if it would not have been the 
easier way to remit the tax? 

Mr. BAYLY stated that suit ha 
brought, the case went to the Supreme Court, 
which decided in favor of the State, and this ap- 
propriation is to satisfy that judgment, 


ving been 


y of New York, if 


$ 


| Mr. FITCH moved toamend: 


The CHAIR decided the amendment out of or- 
der. 

The amendment moved by Mr. Orr was re- 
jected. 

Mr. CARTTER said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bayty] had given no reason for the 


to tax the property of the Government, if she 


prove injurious to her commercial interests. But 
he did not understand the policy of this course at 
a time when she was coming here with her protest 
against the removal of the Mint to the city of New 
York. He condemned the course of the State in 
a series of remarks, which could not be distinctly 
heard at. the renorter’s desk. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman from Ohio was 
mistaken when he stated that no reason had heen 
; given for making this appropriation. He had stated 
| distinctly that a judgment had been rendered 
against this Government; and such being the case 
there was the very best of reasons why the money 
should be appropriated. 

The gentleman from Ohio might consider that 
the existence of ajudgment was no reason for 
paying it, but hethought differently. As to the 
propriety of thecity of Philadelphia receiving the 
money, that wasa totally different question. Her 
Representatives were, no doubt, able to vindicate 
her course; but never, with his concurrence, should 
it be said that this Government refused to satisfy 
a judgment obtained against it in a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 


bling him to make some remarks, moved to amend 


reported by the committee; that would assist in 
paying costs. 
He begged leave to say that he felt, as every 


Means for his explanation of this matter. 

He felt sure that Pennsylvania would feel grati- 
| fed to know thatshe had furnished a subject of 
| discussion to the House, and a mint julep to the 
honorable gentleman [Mr. Carrrer] of Ohio. 
Mr. C. said that he regretted to hear language 
used with reference to Philadelphia, which had 
fallen from honorable gentlemen. That city never 
| appeared here or elsewhere as a beggar, 
‘ no alms bag to be filled, and she would never seek, 
nor her Representative seek, eleemosynary grants 
from the National Government. The claim against 
the Government which the appropriation sought 


courts of the United States, and sanctioned by the 
highest judicature in the nation. 

But Pennsylvania had washed her hands of any 
wish to impose taxes upon Government of that 
nature, though it might be well enough to have it 


i 
j 


known, that in the exercise of her State rights, 
she could tax property not used for navy-yards, 
fortifications, &c. Pennsylvania, however, has 


ii nothing to do with the matter. 


But gentlemen had denounced the city of Phila- 
delphia as rapacious and exacting, while she was 
here asking for, nay, begging for the continuance 
within her borders of the United States Mint. 

If it be necessary, (said Mr. C.,) Philadelphia 
might express her wishes, and use her legitimate 
influence to retain that institution where it has 
been, and where it has been well and faithfully 
managed ever since its establishment. But Phila- 


to beg for the Mint. She has it, and she means to 
have it. She has not petitioned—not begged. She 


| Representative, heshould assert boldly their rights, 

and, with all his ability, defend them. But the city 
of Philadelphia has nothing to do with the suit, 
Mr. C. was not well, or at least was not recently 
informed as to the origin of the suit, but he be- 
lieved it was the county of Philadelphia rersus the 
heirs of Isaac Read—Mr. Read having been the 
Treasurer of the Mint at the time of the institution 
of the suit. And itis highly probable that the case 
has been carried forward more to establish a prin- 
ciple than to obtain money—a principle which the 


| action of the State of Pennsylvania in taxing this i 
property. ltwas certainly competent to that State | 


thought it wise to take this course, which might | 


Mr. CHANDLER, for the purpose of ena- | 


the amendment by adding ten dollarsto the sum | 


Pennsylvanian he presumed did, very grateful to | 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 


delphia never came hither, nor went elsewhere, ! 


knows her rights, and while he (Mr. C.) was her | 


She had || 


to pay, was a judgment obtained in the law || 


General Government has as much interest to see 
established, as any of the States or municipal gov- 
ernments in the country. The city of Philadet- 
phia, and (Mr. ©. said) he believed her citizens, 
felt no concern about the appropriation, whether 
it passed or was rejected. She could raise the 
| money in two hours from the voluntary contribu- 
tion of her poorest citizens, if either the Govern- 
ment needed it to pay its debt, or the county re- 
quired it to settle a claim. 

Probably no demand will ever be made for the 
money; and it was for this House to consider 
whether the honor of the country would be con- 
sulted in refusing to provide for the payment ofa 
judgment against itself by its highest court; and it 
will be for the county of Philadelphia to consider 
| her interest in pressing a claim of which she has 
hitherto only asserted the justice. 

Mr. BAYLY remarked, that the only course 
consistent with honor and probity that this Gov- 
ernment could take, was to provide for the pay- 
ment of this money. It would then be for Penn- 
sylvania to decide whether she would receive it. 
His own sense of what was correct and proper, 
would prompt him, as an individual, to take such 
course; and what was right and commendable in 
an individual, was equally so, under similar cir- 
cumstances, for the Government. 

The question being taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it was not 
agreed to, 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio,and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
rose, and, on motion, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following memorials, petitions, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. BOOTH: The memorial of James Hawes and 
127 other citizens of the village of Willimantic, in the State 
of Connecticut, showing that great depression now exists in 
the principal industrial pursuits of that section of the conn- 
try. They pray that ufe revenue laws may be so altered as 
to make the duties specific—taking as the valuation of the 
dutiable articles the average price at the time of the passage 
of the tariff of 1846, 

Also, the petition of John Baldwin and 33 other citizens 
of the town and county of Windham, in the State of Con- 
necticut, praying for such alteration of the tariff as shall 
protect American labor so that it shall not be at the mercy 
of foreign capitalists. 

Also, the memorial of Amasa Carpenter and 29 other cit- 
izens of Windham, in the State of Connecticut, praying 
that no additional duties may be levied on shoe and boot 
makers’ lasts. 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of J. George and 25 other 
citizens of Lebanon county, Pennsylvania, asking Congress 
toamend the revenue law of 1846. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Reinhard and 25 other citi- 
zens of Lebanon, Pennsylvania, for the same purpose. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, fugust 23, 1850. 


Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of Salva- 
dorah McLaughlin, administratrix of John F. Me- 
Laughlin, asking compensation for a steam vessel 
lost in the public service, in the Gulf of Mexico, 
during the late war with Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which were referred the memorial of 
Susan Decatur, asking that the prize money due 
for the capture and destruction of the frigate Phil- 
adelphia, in the harbor of Tripoli, may be distri- 
buted among the captors, and protesting against 
any portion of the same being paid to Priscilla D. 
Twiggs, or her sisters; and the memorial of Joseph 
K. Boyd, asking remuneration for aiding in the 
capture of the said frigate; reported a bill for the 
relief of the captors of the frigate Philadelphia; 
which was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
John Tucker, asking compensation for military 
services in Florida, in 1838, submitted a report in 
writing, which was ordered to be printed, accom- 
panied by a bill for the relief of John Tucker, 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of Duff Green, agent of the Georgia Ex- 
porting Company, asking that the Secretary of the 
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Navy be authorized to contract with said company 
for the construction and employment of five steam- 
ships, reported in favor of printing the same; which 
was concurred in. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider House bill for the relief of Al- 
lo-lah, and no amendment having been proposed, 
it was ordered to a third reading, and was subse- 
quently read a third time and passed. 

INDIAN INTERCOURSE. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the biil ‘tto extend the benefit of the seventeenth 
section of the act to regulate intercourse with the 
Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers, 
approved the 3d of June, 1834, to the people of the 
State of Texas and others.” 

Mr. YULEE. I propose to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and insert what I send to the 
Chair. I would simply state that it isan amend- 
ment drawn up after consultation with the Senator 


from Kentucky, (Mr. Unperwoop,}] who has | 


given his attention to this matter, and with whom 
the principal objections to the bill in the shape in 
which it was reported, originated. 1 believe this 
amendment is satisfactory on ail hands asit now is. 
The amendment was then read, as follows; 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

« That the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to regu- 
late trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to 
preserve peace on the frontiers,’ approved June 30, 1834, 
shall be and the same are hereby declared to be applicable 
in all respects to cases of Indian depredations committed in 


Alabama, Georgia, aod Florida, subsequent to the Ist day of i 


January, 1836, and in T'exas subsequent to the date of her an- 
nexation: Provided, That when there has been no superin- 
tendent, agent, or sub-agent, to whom the party injured 
by any {ndian or Indians could apply, the claims of such 
party may be examined and allowed in the same manner 
as if they had been regularly acted on by such superintend- 
ent, agent, or sub-agent, in case the proof shail be satistac- 
tory that the injury sustained otherwise comes within the 
purview of said act? 

Mr. RUSK. I think the honorable Senator is 
a litle mistaken, because this includes a statute of 
limitation. All the claims of Alabama and Florida 
would be debarred, because all applications of 
more than three years’ standing are to be de- 
barred. ; 

Mr. CLEMENS. They have made their ap- 
plications. $ 

Mr. RUSK. Texas has made none, because 
there has been no law allowing it. 

Mr. YULEE. The bill provides that if no 
claim is made, in consequence of the fact that there 
was no agent or sub-agent, the benefit of the act 
Shall be extended to such claim. 

Mr. RUSK. f would much prefer that the 
clause respecting Alabama, Georgia, and Florida, 
should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is reminded 
by the Secretary that the proposition before the 
Senate was to strike out the third section. That 
is the question pending, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, therefore, cannot be received 
until that question is disposed of. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Florida certainly does pro- 
vide for everything which ought to be provided 
for. It applies this law withoat change to Texas, 
to Florida, and to Alabama, and those countries 
about which there has been difficulty heretofore. 
There is a proviso added to the amendment that 
where there were not ‘superintendents, agents, or 
sub-agents, and, in consequence of the want of 
these officers, the claims for depredations made by 
the Indians could not be regularly examined, that 
all such claims may be presented, looked into, 
and disposed of, and paid, precisely as they would 
have been if they had regularly passed through 
the hands of the sub-agent. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator must be 
aware that that is not the question before the 
Senate. The question is on striking out the third 
section. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ah, I withdraw that, 
and give place. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will then 
proceed. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have nothing further 
to say. It applies the terms of the intercourse act 
of 1834 to all places and countries alike, and pro- 
vides for cases which may heretofore have ori- 
ginated by Indian depredations where a sub-agent 
was not provided to investigate the claim, and it 
opens the door for all of them without limitation. 
I think that right, as it places the whole country on 
the same footing under the intercourse law of 1834. 


‘The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question was then stated to be on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CHASE. 
nally changed from the provisions of the former 

ill. 

Mr. ATCHISON, (in his seat.) It is not ma- 
terially changed. It is much the same in substance. 

Mr. CHASE. 
from Missouri suggests, to be thesame bill in sub- 
stance and effect as the former bill, and presents 
this question: Are the Senate prepared to change 
the law in regard to intercourse with Indians, so 
as to assume responsibility for the acts of those 
indians who are not under the control of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. The act of 1834 
defines the limits of the {ndian country, and ex- 
cludes in distinct terms by its provisions all $n- 
dians within the limits of any State. Asi have 
before remarked, its principle is, that where the 
United States have contro! of the Indians, they 
become responsible for their acts, and where they 
have not a direct control over them they are not 
responsible for their acts. Now, it is proposed to 
assume a responsibility where we have not con- 
| trol—to assume responsibility for the acts of in- 
dians in ‘Texas and Florida, and Alabama, and 
Georgia, not for the future oniy, but for the past— 
since the year 1836, with regard to some of these 
| States, and, with regard to Lexas, since the date 
of annexation. Although | am not perfectly weil 
acquainted with the history of our indian affairs, 
1 believe that the United States have proceeded 
upon the principie that whére the Indians are an 
independent nation, they may make treaties with 
them, and do make treaties with them; but in 
every such case, so far as | am aware, the Indians 
have a country within certain boundaries under 
the control of the Government; but in no case, 
from the commencetientof the Government to the 
present hour, so far as 1 am aware, has the Gov- 
ernment assumed responsibility for Indians within 
the limits of a particular State, and over whom 
they have no parucular control. ‘This bill, then, 
introduces a new principle, and applies it to cases 
in which we have never before applied a similar 
principle. It is obnoxious to all the objections 
which were urged against the former bili, and it 
will lead to the expenditure of large sums drawn 
| from the ‘L'reasury for depredations done where 
we have no control over the persons who commit 
them, and make us responsible for these charges. 
i shouid be glad to give my support toa proper 
bill, bat this is one which it appears to me ought 
not to pass, and, therefore, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on ils passage. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘this bill does not embrace any 
new principle at all. It is simply extending to 
| ‘Texas, Florida, Alabama, and Georgia, the benefit 
| of a law which is extended to every other State. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The Senator from Texas 
remarked that this bill embraced no new principie. 
I think that the bill is lable to objection on one 
į account. Depredauons are said to have been com- 
| mitted and property stolen from the inhabitants of 
| the States named in the bill, since 1836. T'hese in- 
dividuals have presented their claims to Congress. 
They have received about the same consideration 
that the cases of other claimants have received. 
It is now proposed by this bill to piace these 
claimants in a different situauion from that of other 
claimants on the Government—namely, to adjust 
their claims at once. f object to this summary 
mode of disposing of this large amount of claims. 
How many thoasands and hundreds of thousands 
of dollars these claims will extend to, we do not 
know. We have no information on that subject. 
We have had no statement of the extent of these 
claims, and i hope that the Senate will not, with- 
; out consideration, place these claims upon a differ- 
ent footing from that of other claims. A bill es- 
tablishing a board for the adjustment of claims 
| against the United States has passed this body, 
and may receive the sanction of the House during 
the present session. That bill provides a particu- 
lar mode of investigating all claims, And we are 
now proposing by this bill at once to revive and 
-to settle claims that have been standing some fifteen 
| years, and about which it will be so difficult to 
ascertain the facts that they certainly ought to be 
subjected to the most rigid seratiny. It is on that 
account that | object to the passage of this bill. 


Í do not see that this vill is ma- | 


lt appears to me, as the Senator | 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I do not see, nor 
very well understand, the bearing of the amend- 
ment. I dislike to ask that the biii should Jie over 
on that account. But, as this amendment has been 
presented, without Senators having an opportunity 
to look at it, Í should like the Senator from Ken- 
tucky—for L understand that he has paid attention 
to this matter—to say how far it proposes to make 
the Indian tribes, to which the Indians who com- 
mit depredations may belong, in their name, or 
character, or lineage, responsible for those depre- 
dations. Are the indians who commit depredations 
to be resident within the territory belonging to 
their tribe before that tribe can be made responsi- 
ble for the depredations? ; 

Now, l have in my viewa case. Depredations 
may have been committed by a party of the Cher- 
okee nation, who, some twelve or fourteen years 
ago, separated themselves from the main body of 
their countrymen, and removed into what is now 
Texan territory. Perhaps the Senator from Texas 
can give me some information on that point. 
Those who separated from their tribe in this way 
were predatory in their character, and no doubt 
that was the motive which led them to separate 
from their more orderly and law-abiding counwy- 
men of the Cherokee tribe proper. f 

Now, sir, [ should think ita great hardship to 
the Cherokees that are now living peaceably and 
quietly, not giving any trouble to their neighbors, 
if they were to be subjected to the payment of 
any depredations committed by these wandering 
parties, who have separated themselves from their 
tribe, and have no longer a national character as 
Cherokees, but are merely members of that trive 
who have fled from its jurisdiction, finding it irk- 
some to comply with its regulations, Ít would be 
unjust that the Cherokees west of Arkansas, and 
others similarly situated, should be made respon- 
sible for the depredations of the Cherokees in 
Texas. Butif the amended bill has not that ef- 
fect, L shall not object to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I will 
explain in a very few words what I conceive to be 
the operation of the bill as amended. Now, if the 
Constitution, as remarked by the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Rusx] the other day, did not extend 
over the Indian tribes of Texas, as over those in 
other portions of the United States, it might per- 
haps be necessary to make some amendment to 
the bill carrying the laws of the United Siates 
over these Indians. But, sir, I know that, under 
the Constitution, Congress has exercised jurisdic- 
tion of that sort over the Indians in Kentucky 
until their title was extinguished. I believe that 
Congress, under thé Constitution, has exercised 
jurisdiction of that sort over all the Indians loca- 
cated within the limits of the United States; and 
therefore, when the suggestion was made the other 
day by the gentleman from ‘Texas, in opposition 
to the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewine,] late Sec- 
retary of the Interior, I thought the position as- 
sumed by the gentleman from Texas was the cor- 
rect one. 

{ knew that the practice had been, in Kentucky 
and elsewhere, to exercise this jurisdiction over 
the Indians. I therefore supposed that, under the 
the Constitution, which gives Congress the right 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several Siates, and with the Indian 
tribes, and which also prohibits the States from 
entering into any agreement, covenant, or con- 
tract with the Indians, unless Congress shall con- 
Sent, we had that jurisdiction without eXpress 
legislation. 

Now, if that be the case, this bill as amended, 
is just this: It proposes to pay for depredations 
committed by Indians whose tribes or nations are 
friendly to us, whether they break off from an- 
other tribe or not. It proposes to pay for depre- 
dations committed, when our citizens do not re- 
taliate. In that respect, it places the citizens of 
Texas, Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, precisely 
upon the same footing as citizens of other States: 
And it has this retroactive effect, which [ have 
consented to upon reflection. I was opposed to 
all retroaction the other day; but on retlection, I 
think this part is correct. It retroacts so far as to 
allow persons, who could have availed themselves 
of the provisions of the act of 1834, had there been 
an agent or a superintendent to whom they could 
have furnished the proof, as required by that act, 
if the Government had furnished that offiter to 
make proof, and if that brings their case within 
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the provision of the act of °34, it shall be taken 
into consideration, allowed, and paid. It only re- 
troacts so far as to allow the claimants to avail 
themselves of the advantage which they could 
have, if the Government had furnished the proper 
officer. And to that extent you. put the blame 
upon the Government, in not furnishing the proper 
officer, through whom the citizen could act. And, 


as the Government did not furnish the officer ; 


through whom the citizen could act, under the 
provisions of the act of 1834, it seems to me just 
and proper that the case should be provided for. 
Thatis the whole operation of the act, and it does 
seem to me to be just to give it that extent and 
that operation, ; 

Mr. BELL. I would inquire. of the Senator 
from Kentucky whether in case a claim is pre- 
sented against a Cherokee the Cherokees are lia- 
ble? 

Mr. RUSK. If the Senator will allow me I 
will make him easy on that point. There will-be 
no applications for any depredations committed by 
Cherokees. The other day | mentioned the Cher- 
okees and several other tribesas having gone over 
into Texas previous to the annexation. There 
have been no depredations committed by them 
since. There is no considerable number of them. 
All who are there are half-breeds, and those who 
live in society amongst us, and they have comi- 
mitted no depredations. į mentioned the other 
day the fact that a war ensued with those Indians 
who committed depredations before the annexa- 
tion took place. As to the Cherokees in Arkan- 
sas—— 

Mr. BELL. Oh! I mentioned them merely as 
an example; any other tribe would do as well, 

Mr. RUSK. There was but one other tribe, 
and they have been driven over into the United 
States. f 

Mr. BELL. 1 understand, then, the whole 
question to turn upon this: whether itis sound 
policy for this Government to assume to guaranty 
the payment of indemnity to the citizens of Texas 
for all the depredations that may be committed on 
their border settlements by Indians of any tribe, 
Camanches or others? 

Mr. RUSK. In amity with the United States. 

Mr. BELL. In amity with the United States? 
That is rather obscure and uncertain in its appli- 
cation. I do not know how far the Camanches 
are considered on terms of amity with the United 
States. Some of them have made treaties with the 
United States, I think it would give rise to great 
perplexity to the department. But I am not cer- 
tain whether it is not sound policy to pass such a 
law. lt would bring to the notice of the Congress 
of the United States the character of the depreda- 
tions of these wandering tribes. l believe these 
are not settled tribes, having fixed habitations. 
All the Indians in Texas are nomadic, as | under- 
stand it. The passage of such a law as this would 
necessarily lead within a year or two to the estab- 
lishment of a chain of posts on the boundary of 
Texas, or otherwise it would become such a bur- 
den on the Treasury as will be found to be very 
serious and embarrassing. {If Texas should re- 
fuse to permit the establishment of an Indian 
boundary, I do not see how such a policy as this 
can be sustained. 
uousiy opposes the idea that this Government 


should interpose to establish any Indian boundary | 


within her limits She stands upon her rights of 
exclusive State jurisdiction and sovereignty in re- 
lation to the Indians ia her territory. 1 know, and 
so does my friend from Missouri, (Mr. Arcuison,| 
that when this subject was before us a year or two 
ago, and a bill was introduced, we both thought 
this a very serious difficulty, and my recollection 
is, that the Senator from ‘Texas (Mr. Rusx] op- 
osel tt. 


Mr. ATCHISON. No, he did not. 


Mr. BELL. Well, there was some opposition | 
lt seems to me that no such ! 


from some quarter. 
policy as this can be adopted by Congress with- 
out the assent of Texas. it would, perhaps, there- 
fore, be advisable that a proposition should be 
made in this bill to receive the assent of the Legis- 
lature of ‘Texas to such regulations as the Gov- 


eroment shall think proper to establish for the |} 


purpose of restraining these depredations. The 
Senator from ‘Texas knows more about this than I 
do; but from the knowledge which L have derived 
from having attended somewhat closely for seve- 
ral years to our Indian relations, it seema to me 


l understand that Texas stren- | 


|| see what its effect will be. 


| that there is no mode of restraining these depreda- | 
' tion without an effective chain of posts upon the | 
| borders of the Texas seuiements. Whether the 
| physical character of the country renders it prac- 
| ticable to establish such a chain of posts as that, 
| Ido not know. If not, and this country is not 
| very rapidly settled, we shall have heavy drains 
on the Treasury annually for these depredations. 
Í have said that I do not know but that it is better | 
to adopt this policy, because it will force on Con- | 
gress and the executive Government the necessity | 

| 


of placing such a force there as will repress these 
depredations. If we are liable to pay for these 
depredations, the soundest policy is to provide | 
against their occurrence. And-as we cannot be 
brought to examine this question, and act upon it 
effectively, it will perhaps be best to pass this bill, 
which will press this subject on our attention in a 
year or two. Although it is a pretty broad prin- 
ciple, and is likely to constitute a pretty heavy 
drain upon the Treasury, yet, under all the cir- 
cumstances, I am inclined to think it would be 
better to pass the bill, and we shall the sooner see 
what policy it will be absolutely necessary to pur- 
į sue in regard to these wandering tribes. The ob- 
| jection which first occurred to me, in regard to this 
amendment, it seems, does not exist. [I think, on 
the whole, it is sound policy to pass the bill, and 
I think, however, that 
if the Senator from Texas agrees to it, it ought to 
be accompanied by a proposition that the Legisla- 
ture of Texas should assent to the usual regula- 
tions, and to the establishment of an Indian bound- 
ary, and military posts on her boundary, such as 
are usual in such cases. 

As to the constitutional question, you, sir, know 
that it is a very old question. The Supreme Court 
decided in a celebrated case that this Government 
had the power, under the clause of the Constitu- 
tion giving power to regulate commerce and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes, without the assent of 
the Legislature. I think the question a very difi- 
cult one, if you come to examine it from the begin- 
ning, and but for the decisions which have been 
made, and the practice from the origin of the Gov- 
ernment, (no power being given us in the Consti- 
tution,) | should think it more than doubtful 
whether we haveany such power. On that power 
to- regulate commerce with the Indian tribes, we 
have built an immense superstructure since the 
time of Washington. But if we are to have any 
difficulty with any State, the shortest way to ter- 
minate it is to propose to her that she should give 
her assent to these regulations. : 

Mr. RUSK. The United States have just as 
much jurisdiction now under the Constitution as 
they would have with any agreement on the part | 
of Texas. They have a right to make treaties 
with the tribes, to regulate trade and intercourse. 
The Constitution is clear on the subject. The | 
States are prohibited from entering into any such 
treaties. The power clearly belongs to the Gen- 
eral Government. The General Government in 
this instance has exercised it. It has entered into 
a treaty with the Camanches, in which it did 
not consult the State of Texas at all. Nor was it 
bound to do so under the Constitution. The only 
difficulty which has got into the mind of the hon- 
orable Senator proceeds, L apprehend, from certain 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
some two or three years ago, which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. A great 
number of the western tribes were anxious to go 
over into Texas and settle there. The Cherokees, 
before the annexation, did go over in large num- 
bers, and settled on a large tract of valuable coun- 
try there. War ensued between them and Texas, 
and they were driven out. The Kickapoos did the 
same. They are still anxious to do it; and at this | 
very time the largest portion of the Indians driven | 
out of Florida are over there seeking to make ar- 
rangements by which they can settle. The Ca- 
manches endeavored to make some arrangement 
by which a certain country should be laid out to 
i them by treaty. Against that the Legislature of | 
Texas protested, and passed resolutions solemnly 
protesting, as they always will do. The United | 
| States have no right to take the Indians, which | 
belong to another part of the United States, and 
quarter them on Texas. Nobody will contend for, 
that, 

This bill extends precisely the same law to 
Texas which has existed in all the other States 


| 
| 
| 
} 


where there are Indian tribes. The same rules to | 


regulate trade and intercourse with the Indians 
exist in Texas as elsewhere, and by the same an- 
thority—the Constitution of the United States. As 
to the depredations being committed there, the 
difficulty has been that the right kind of troops 
have not been used. “Fhere are infantry stationed 
on the frontier which operate as no defence ai all, 
but rather a temptation to the Indians to come 
down and steal whatever they can find loose about 
these frontier posts. The Camanches are the best 
horsemen in the world, and these infantry posts 
only serve as temptations to induce them to dep- 
redate on the citizens in the neighborhood. No 
difficulty will occur if you will send the right sort 
of troops. I will take five hundred rangers, and 
be answerable with my head that I will make 
peace in less than twelve months, and keep peace, 
too. There would be no difficulty if you sent the 
right sort of troops, and this bill will help greatly 
to keep peace. After you thrash the Camanches, 
or they see that they are in a position to be 
thrashed, they will come, as they did upon a late 
occasion to General Brooke, to make a treaty. 
Well, if you pass this law, what will be the effect? 
General Brooke would say, ‘ You have commit- 
ted certain depredations, stolen certain horses, and 
you must pay for them.” The Indians would 
turn out their horses and mules very reluctantly, 
to pay, and it would be long before the next dep- 
redation would be committed. The depredations 
which have been committed are so inconsiderable 
that they will cause no draw on the Treasury 
under this bill, but it will establish a principle 
which will be very beneficial in restraining the 
Indians, for they will be obliged to pay when they 
make depredations on the defenceless frontier. 

Mr. BELL. I did not intend to intimate that 
any assent given by the Legislature of Texas 
would enlarge the power of Congress over the In- 
dian territory in Texas. I had the idea, derived 
from the source which the Senator has alluded to, 
that the State of Texas had protested against the 
establishment of these Indian boundaries. 1 wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to this fact. If 
we send a proper amount of force, and of the 
proper description, to Texas, and Congress is to in- 
demnify the inhabitants of Texas for these depre- 
Cations, there is this difficulty still, unless we 
establish Indian boundaries. A large proportion 
of the northern part of Texas is still unsettled, but 
the settlements are still advancing upon the mar- 
gins of the fertile streams, or wherever water and 
fuel are to be found, and the settlements are liable 
to be extended fifty or a hundred miles at a time. 
The Indians, in the habit of roaming over the 
prairies in pursuit of the buffalo, must occasionally 
find a new settlement withim what they consider 


| their own domain, and will be apt to fall on them 


and expel them, supposing they have the right of 
todo. Iam only supposing this. Ido not know 
that it is so. I know itis tae history of the set- 
tlement of the territory west of the Alleghanies, 
and east of the Mississippi. I suppose the same 
is the case in Texas, and therefore the sound 
policy would be to have an Indian boundary pre- 
scribed, and after the settlements advance to that 
line it could be fixed again at some remote point 
from the new settlements; and after once that 
boundary was fixed, the indians who passed it 
would be liable to be considered as hostile and 
aggresive on the territory of the people of Texas. 
These are things about which the Senator from 
Texas is better informed than Lam. It seems to 
me very difficult to repress these depredations 
unless something of this kind is done, and unless 
there are known and fixed boundaries for the time 
being, which, if they passed, they would be con- 
sidered as hostile. Ì merely suggest this. I think 
it would be better to have the Indian boundaries, 
but, after all, if the Senator from Texas does not 
think it expedient or practicable to give authority 
in this bill to establish those boundaries, | am 
willing to vote for the bill as it is, and to make an 
experiment of it for a year or two; but I think we 
shall then all become sufficiently acquainted with 


|| the true policy of the Government as to the mode 


of restraining these Indians. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Ona former oc~ 
casion I submitted some remarks, showing that 
the law of 1834 did not in my opinion apply to 
the case of Indians not living on territory des- 
ignated as Indian country, and therefore under the 
control of the intercourse laws, by which the 
United States provide to exclude white men, The 
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amendment of the Senator from Kentucky looks | law of 1834. 
to a different state of things, and i think will in- | 


crease the expenses of the Government greatly, 
instead of diminishing them, which 1 understand 
to be his object. It will include all Indians, 


whether nomadic in their character, or whether ; 
remnants of tribes which have lost their tribal |: 


condition; and if such be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, then the amendment will not cover all the 
cases which can be brought before Congress. In 
Mississippi there isa remnantof the Choctaws, 
and, | think, a few Chickasaws, who, at the time 
the tribes were removed and the land ceded to the 
United States, remained, and have occasionally 
committed depredations on private property. I 
have heretofore considered that the law of 1834 
did not extend to those cases, and that no remedy 
was provided for the evil by the legislation of Con- 

ress. But if the principle be adopted that the 

nited States are responsible whether these In- 
dians have a tribal character or not, or whether 
they reside in territory from which white men 
were excluded or not, of course I shall insist upon 
including Mississippi within its application; and { 
move, therefore, to amend the bill by inserting the 
word “ Mississippi ” after the word “ Alabama.’? 

Mr, RUSK. One word in explanation to the 
Senator from Tennessee. The Camanche has no 
idea of boundary at all, and if you are about to 
make a treaty with him, the moment you talk of 
confining him to a given line, he will break up the 
negotiation and quit. They follow the buffalo. 
As the settlements advance, the Buffalo retires, 
and the Camanche never comes into the settlements 
at all, unless it is on some friendly visit, or for the 
purpose of making a treaty; or he may visit the 
military posts, as he has recently done, for the 
purpose of committing depredations. So far as 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 
is concerned, if he shall make out a case showing 
that Mississippi has been depredated upon by In- 
dians, and shall bring in a proposition of this kind 
in regard to it, I will cheerfully vote for it in a 
Separate bill, But, as I think it will embarrass 
this bill, I shall vote against it here. 

Mr. CLEMENS. =| have not the least objection 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi, because it amounts to just nothing at 
all. Mississippi has had the benefit of this inter- 
course law, and all we ask for Alabama is to be 
put on the same footing with other States. The 
Government directed the sale of the public lanus 
formerly belonging to the Creeks, within the lim- 
its of Alabama; the sale was made at public auc- 
tion, the citizens of the United States bought the 
lands there, and the Government permitted the In- 
dians to remain. The Government thus failed to 
discharge its duty in removing the Indians, and 
afterwards the Government were instrumental in 
producing the outbreaks which occurred there. It 
insisted upon starving the Indians in order to in- 
duce them to remove peaceably, and during the 
years 1534 and 1835 the Indians were suffering al- 
most from absolute starvation—the United States 
refusing to extend their aid because they wanted 
them to remove peaceably, and the Indians object- 
ing to going. This state of things it was that pro- 
duced the outbreaks in Aiabama. General Jack- 
son brought the subject to the notice of Congress 
in 1836, and Congress established a board of com- 
missioners to investigate and report upon the 
claims. They did report upon them; and now, 
by a construction given it by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, we are denied the benefit of this 
intercourse law, as extended to other States. We 
ask now to have the benefit of it; we ask not for 
payment of the cases since 1839; we are willing 
to allow the statute of limitations to be applied to 
us for three years; we only ask to be put on the 
same footing with other States. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. ‘The cases of Mis- 
sissippi and Alabama are parallel. The Indian 
title was extinguished, and the remnants of the 
tribes which remained in both cases committed the 
depredations. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
whole tribe of Creeks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Government, 
I believe, in good faith, endeavored to remove the 
Choctaws, but they did not fully succeed. A rem- 
nant, and for a long time whole bands of them re- 
mained; some of them are there yet. These In- 
dians commit depredations, and I do not think that 
their case is included within the provisions of the 


It was not a remnant, but a j 


i 


of It may be equitable, however, in the 
provisions of any law on the subject which Con- 
gress may make. If no case is made out, no 


|, Money will be paid, but that there are cases which 


: may be made out, | have not the least doubt, and 
ìt Is therefore that | move my amendment. I was 
originally quite willing to extend the law for the 
_ benefit of Texas, because I thought her position to 
be a peculiarone. .Not that I believed the law of 
1834 was applicable to Texas, but that it could be 
Made so, and Texas secured against loss by the 
; Outbreaks of the Indians on her border. I agree 
: too with the Senator from Tennessee, that this 
can only effectually be done by establishing a line 
of posts and drawing the Indians above it. No 
; Matter how nomadic may be the character of the 
; Indians, if you remove them above a certain line, 
` and establish efficent military posts along its border, 

you can keep them above it. And never was there 
: a country better adapted to this purpose, in my 
_ Opinion, than western Texas. They could be 
; removed from the chaparral country, and placed 
; beyond a line of posts extending in the direction of 
Santa Fé above the desert. ‘I'he Indians, there- 
: fore, after passing the line of posts, would have a 
; wide and open plain to cross before they could get 
to the chaparral. We have already mounted troops 
| there, and we also have before the Senate a bill to 
increase that force. 
dred rangers would answer the purpose, and if I 
| could believe with the Senator from Texas that 
| five hundred such men would afford adequate pro- 
tection to the frontier of that State, I should esteem 
it a great stroke of economy to withdraw the 
: troops from that quarter and employ a force of that 
description. 

The Senator from Texas, 1 know, has been en- 
gaged in this service, and | yield to his experience; 
but that experience only applies where the case is 
similar, The settlements of Texas are extending, 
branching out on every stream, as depicted by the 
Senator from Tennessee, and those frontiers are 
exposed to hazard, and suffer from Indian depre- 
dauons. We have no right to restrain theadvance 
| of those settlements, and we can acquire no such 
right unless by the consent of Texas, and that is 
One of the essential elements which to my mind 
render the proposition of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee necessary. It is as essential to restrain the 
white men as the Indians, if we wish to prevent 
collisions between them, and this can only be done 
by the consent of Texas, whereby a line may be 
established which the men shall not be allowed to 
pass as well as the Indians. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to insert the word “ Mississippi,” and it was re- 
jected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the yeas and nays being ordered, as 
| follow: 

YEAS—Messrs, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Cass, Ciemens, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
lowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, King, Mangum, Rusk, Se- 
bastian, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, Waies, Walker, aud Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dick- 
insonu, G.eene, Hamlin, Mason, Pearce, Winturop, and 
Whitcomb—l4. 


Mr. ATCHISON. 
its third reading now. 

The PRESIDENT. ` That cannot be done. 

Ata subsequent period of the day the bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

% PURCHASE OF BOOKS. 

Mr. MANGUM. lask the Senate to take up 
the resolution in relation to the book of Mr. Pal- 
mer, with a view of making it the special order 
for Monday, if that will be agreeable to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. A 

The resolution was taken up. 

Mr. MANGUM. I moveto make it the special 
: order for Monday next, at half-past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. BENTON. That will not do. We can- 
not finish the morning business by that time, and 
there are resolutions now lying on the table which 
should be taken up. 

Mr. MANGUM. Well, then, say twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. MASON. Will that override the bill now 
; under consideration ? 

The PRESIDENT. 
up in its regular order. 

The motion to make the resolution a special 
| order for Monday, at twelve o’cloek, was agreed to. 


Task that the bill may have 


It will not; it will come 


I have no idea that five hun- + 


THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to previde for the more effectua! execution of 
the third clause of the second section of the fourth 


‘article of the Constitution of the United States, 


Several amendments were offered'to the bill, 
which were debated at length and disposed of, and 
the bill was finally ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading by yeas and nays, as follow: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, , Ber- 
rien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, 
Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangum, 
Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Spruance, Štur- 
gean, Turney, Underwood, Wales, and Yulee—27.. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Greene, Smith, Upham, Walker, and Winthrop—12, 

[These proceedings will appear in full in the 
Appendix.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. FOOTE moved that when the Senate ad- 
journ, it adjourn to meet ou Monday next. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered, and were as follow: 

YEAS—Messsrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
tien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Hunter, Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Smith, Boulé, 
Turney, Upham, Watker, and Yulee—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Cooper, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of Iowa, Houston, Jones, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Wales, and Winthrop—l5. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, August 24, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. JONES rose and said, that he desired the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce a 
resolution in which every member of the House, 
as he thought, and, indeed, the whole country, 
was more or less interested. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
& Resolved, That the Speaker of this House cause to be 


ai? 


procured two chairs, to be placed in front of the Clerk’s ” 


desk, for the official reporters of the House, whieh shati be 
paid for out of the contingent fund of the same? h 


The resolution having been read—- ` ' 

The SPEAKER said, Is there any objection? 

Mr. BOWLIN made an inquiry or suggestion; 
in reply to which, , 

Mr. JONES said, the resolution contemplated 
the same kind of accommodation as was furnished 
in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER said 
be made. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, if the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Jones] would so modify the reso- 
lution as to strike out the word * official,” he 
(Mr. A.) would not object. 


» no objection appeared to 


Mr. JONES said, he had no objection so to 


modify the resolution as to say, ‘* the reporters of 
the House.” It was well understood, he believed, 
that the reporters of the “Globe” were the official 
reporters of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Before this resolution is in- 
troduced under the unanimous consent of the 
House, he would like to understand distinctly 
what construction is to be put upon it, The 
Chair understands that the resolution refers to the 
reporters of the ‘Congressional Globe.” 

Mr. JONES. To the reporters of the “Con- 
gressional Globe;”’ as Í understand that they are 
the official reporters. 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, rose and objected. 

So the resolution was not received. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Burr in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the current fiscal year. 

EXAMINATION OF DRUGS. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- 
ment to the item providing for the payment of 
the examiners of drugs. 


“For payment of compensation to Dr. Thomas O. Ed- 
wards, for his services as examiner into the practical opera- 
tion of the Jaw for the prevention of the juiportativn of 
spurious and adulterated drugs aud medicines, under ap- 
poititment from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, October 10, - 
1848, $250.” 


Mr. S5. explained. He said that. it was Doctor 


| Edwards, of Ohio, his esteemed colleague in the 


last Congress, who had been chiefly active and 
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instrumental in urging and obtaining the passage 
of the highly beneficial law to prevent the import- 
ation of spurious and adulterated drugs. ł 
his familiarity with the subject, and the admirable 
fitness of the selection, Mr. Secretary Walker had 
‘chosen hir, in the recess in 1848, to visit the 
principal eities at the east—Boston, New York, 
and Philadelphia—to examine into, and report 
upon the practical working of that law. He was 
occupied five weeks on this service; and his re- 
port, containing much valuable information, and 
suggestions which had led to further legislation, 
had been communicated to Congress. The Secre- 
tary, in his letter communicating that report, had 
stated that he was only authorized, by existing 
appropriations, to pay the expenses of the ex- 
aminer, and recommended some provision to be 
made for compensation for his time and services. 
He would refer gentiemen to that letter from Mr. 
Walker. The amendment proposed $250 for the 
pay of Doctor Edwards. That would be at the 
rate of about seven dollars per day—one dollar 
Jess said Mr.S.) than the estimated value we set 
upon our own daily services here; but seven dol- 
lars more, I am afraid, than the people of this 
country are just now appraising our important 
labors at! The appropriation (Mr. S. said) was 
unquestionably right, and he hoped the committee 
would concur. 

Whilst Mr. S. was explaining, 

Mr. JONES interposed, to inquire whether 
Doctor Edwards was not, at the time he was dis- 
charging those duties, a member of Congress. 

Mr. SCHENCK. He was; but these services 
were rendered at the request of the Secretary, 
when Congress was not in session. They did not 
interfere with his duties as a member of Con- 
gress, 

Mr. BOWLIN raised the point of order on the 
amendment, on the ground that it proposed to ap- 
propriate money for past services. 

Mr. SWEETSER also raised the point of or- 

. der, 

The CHAIRMAN said, he had understood the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Scaencx] to say, that 
the appointment was made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; that no compensation was fixed, and 
no appropriation made by law. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I did not exactly say all 
that. Doctor Edwards was appointed under the 
authority of law. There was no authority to pay 
the salary. ‘The Secretary did not feel authorized 
to pay more than the expenses, and he had asked 
Congress, in his report, to make the appropriation. 

' The item was passed during the last Congress, but 
in some way or other slipped out of the hands of 
the Clerk and was lost. There were gentlemen 
here who would remember the fact. 

Mr. RUMSEY inquired, whether the appoint- 
ment was not made under a law ? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Yes,to carry out alaw which 
had been passed, 

Mr. BAYLY. What is the sum? 

Mr. SCKENCK. Two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 

Mr. BAYLY. He did not ask over two hun- 
dred dollars. 

M SCHENCK. assure the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BayLy] that he is mistaken. It is 
$250, as appears by the papers which | obtained 
by the gentleman from Virginia himself. (Mr. S. 
here showed the papers to Mr. B., who acqui- 
esced.) 

Mr. SWEETSER insisted on the point of or- 

der. 
_ The CHAIR, The Chair is inclined to think, 
and so decides, that this amendment falls within 
the principle, and indeed within thestrict rule of the 
amendment adopted in the case of Mr. Gorman, and 
in another case (the name of which was not heard 
by the reporter) which had been passed upon 
heretofore in the proceedings of the committee. 
Under the authority of these two decisions, the 
Chair decides that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. lask that the communica- 
tion of Mr. Walker requesting that the appropria- 
tjon should be made may be read. 

No objection having been made— 

The communication was read. 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment, and 
Messrs. Savace and Gouxp were appointed. 

The CHAIR called upon gentlemen to vote 
either on the one side or the other, so as to make a 
quorum. 


From | 


The question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 83, noes 40. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


` Mr. JONES offered the following amendment: 

“ Provided, ‘That from aud alier the passage of this act, the 
salary Or compensation of no one of said examiners shali 
exceed the entire receipis of duties on drugs at the port of 
whieh he is examiner.” 

Mr. J., in explanation, said that the exam- 
iners at the ports at which they were author- 
ized received a specific salary. Some of them 
received about $1,000, and. the entire receipts for 
duties upon drugs imported into these ports, he 
understood, did not amount in the year probably 
to more than fifteen or twenty dollars. ‘Lhe duties 
of these examiners could as well be performed by 
the practising physicians of the several cities, where 
their private protessional duties required their pres- 
ence; and if they received no other compensation 
than the receipts upon these drugs, it would be 
sufficient for the services rendered. 

Mr. HILLIARD saidi: l am decidedly op- 
posed to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. Nothing could be more perni- 
cious to the particular interest involved, than its 
adoption. It would be fatal to it. Let us examine 
is application for a momeut: An examiner 1s ap- 
pointed by the Government to inspect all drugs 
imported into the United States, with a view to 
the exclusion of such as are adulterated, or other- 
wise unfit for use; and for this service he receives 
a specifie salary. Now the gentleman from Ten- 
hessee proposes that the salary of the examiners 
in the several ports shall not exceed the amount 
of duties collected upon the importation of toreign 
drugs; in other worus, that the salary of the ex- 
ammer shall be dependent upon the amount of 
drugs imported—and not upon the amount ex- 
cluded. ‘Lhis would make it the interest of the 
examiner to relax his vigilance, and would be 
ollering an inducement to neglect his duty rather 
than to perform it. These examiners have ren- 
dered essential service to the counry—they have 
excluded from the market an immense amount of 
adulterated drugs, that would have otherwise en- 
tered the country, and might have been used to 
the detriment of the health of our people. The 
system of examination is an admirable one—it is 
the best sanitary regulation which the Govern- 
ment could adopi, and | am for maintaining it mm 
full vigor. Besides, sir, the amount of labor per- 
formed is notin this case the proper standard of 
compensation. 

Mr. SCRONG inquired if the examiner was not 
relieved from a portion of labor by rejecting im- 
ported drugs; and if, for that reason, his salary 
ought not to be reduced ? 

Mr. HILLIARD. Notatall. The examina- 
tion must be made, and the compensation of the 
person performing those duties ought not to de- 
pend, in any way, upon the amount of importa- 
tions. jt requires a skillful person to act as an 
examiner, and we should pay such a salary as wili 
secure one fully competent. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. BAYLY, under instructions, he said, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, offered the 
following amendment; which was agreed to: 

“ Por paying a balance found by the accounting officers to 
be due to José Yanaruy, former Consul at Cadiz, in Spain, 
the sum of $1,228 80; and said aecounting officers are to as- 
certain bow much of suid suin is due by descent or devise, 
or in auy other manner, to the late José M. Yznardy, or 
to his heirs, former consul of the United States at Havaua, 
who is indebted to the United States; and so much of this 
appropriation as sbali be so round to be due to said José 
M. Yzuardy, or to bis heirs, shail he applied on said indebt- 
edness; and the remainder of tis appropriation to be paid 
to the uther heirs of the said José Yznardy, or to his repre- 
sentatives.?? g 

Tne Clerk read the following clause, viz: 

& To enable the Secretary of the Interior to take a perpet- 
ual lease to the United States, from the city of Utica, New 
York, free of laxes or other charges of any sort, so many 
rooms in the City Hall in said city, about to be erected, as 


| may be necessary for the proper accommodation of the 


United States district and circuit courts holden in said 
city, and their officers, $12,600: Provided, ‘That no partof this 
appropriation shall be paid until it shall be certified by we 
justices of said circuit court that the said rooms are pro- 
vided, and the said lease made.” 


Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the above 
clause, to make it read as follows, viz: 

“To enable the Seeretary of the Interior to take a per- 
petua! lease to the United States from the city of Utica, New 
York, and from the justices of the inferior court of Cobb 
county, Georgia, free of taxes or other charges of any sort, 
so many rooms in the City Hall in said city, and court- 


house in the town of Marietta, about to be erected, as may 
-be necessary for the proper accommodation of the United 
States district and circuit courts, holden in said city and 
town, and their officers, seventeen thousand dollars: ¢12,060 
for the tease from the city of Utica, and $5,000 for the lease 
from the justices of the inferior court of said county: Pro- 
vided, That no part of this appropriation shalt be paid untit 
it shall be certified by the respective justices of said circuit 
court that the said rooms are provided, and the said lease 
made.?? 

Mr. BAYLY raised a question of order upon 
the amendment. It was, he said, for the same 
purpose as that which the Chair ruled out of order 
the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN said, as an independent 
proposition, he should decide the amendment out 
of order; but as an amendment to the item reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, he must 
consider it in order. 

Mr. HARALSON briefly explained and sup- 
ported the amendment, in remarks of which (owing 
to the position from which he spoke) no more than 
the general tenor could be caught by the reporter. 
He was understood to say, that no room was pro- 
vided for the Federal courts which were held in 
Marietta, other than such as could be rented tem- 
porarily. He spoke of the importance and neatness 
of the place, and urged upon the justice of the com- 
mittee that if the appropriation reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means for Utica. were 
retained, the similar one he proposed for Marietta 
should be inserted, and both places put upona foot- 
ing of equality. 

‘Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs. 
Fowrer and Fearnerston were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 72, noes 56. 

So the amendment of Mr. HARALSON was 
adopted. 

Mr. BOOTH moved to strike out the entire item, 
as amended. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Isitin order, before the mo- 
tion to strike out is put, to amend the section as it 
stands? 

The CHAIRMAN. It isin order. 


Mr. HILLIARD moved to amend the section by 
adding the following, viz: 

“ And to enable the Secretary of the Interior to take a 
perpetual lease to the United States from the State of Ala- 
hama, free of taxes or other city charges of any sort, so 
many rooms in the State-house in the city of Montgomery, 
about to be erected, as may be necessary for the proper ac- 
commodation of the United States district aud circnit 
courts, holden in said city, and their officers, $12,000: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid 
until it shall be certified by the justices of said circuit 
court that the said rooms are provided, und the said lease 
made.” 

He saidhe would ask the attention of the com- 
mittee for a single moment, They were building 
in the city of Montgomery, Alabama, a new State 
House. The district and circuit courts of the 
United States were both held there, and when sit- 
ting there, were accommodated in a room hired 
temporarily for that purpose—for which a large 
sum was being paid. He asked no money to buy 
laud; he should prefer not to do it; he asked none 
to erect buildings there; he should prefer not to do 
it. Hesimply asked, instead of appropriating, 
from year to year, for the rent of temporary 
rooms, that $12,000 should be expended to take a 
perpetual lease of such rooms as were necessary in 
the court-house, which was now in the process of 
erection. He urged, that instead of the proposi- 
tion being one tending to increase the expenditures 
of the Government for this purpose, it was one of 
positive economy. 

Mr. RUMSEY said, he was opposed to this 
amendment. It seemed to him, that this was the 
commencement of a system, with regard to the 
construction of buildings for the use of the courts 
of the United States, of which they could, at pres- 
ent, scarcely see the end, He could well conceive, 
that in some of the large cities where they had 
terms of the various courts going on almost all the 
time, it was necessary that they should provide 
some place for holding the Federal courts; but in 
the ordinary country towns it seemed to him that 
there was no reason for it; there being but few 
courts held in these places, the Federal courts 
could always be accommodated in the court-rooms 
already provided. Ee was opposed to these prop- 
ositions, more especially unless they came from 
some one of the committees of the House. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the amend- 
mentof Mr. Hinuiarp by inereasing the appro- 
priation to $12,001. 

He said, that the remark which fell from the 
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gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hmurarp,] rela- | 
tive to the actual economy of taking’ these perpet- 
ual leases, struck him with great force: It would 
be very desirable, indeed, to have-some general | 
system by which the expenses of the Government, | 
connected with the holding of the Federal courts 
in the several States, could be regulated. “At pres- | 
ent, in the plaċes designated by law for the hold- | 
t 


ingof the vasious courts, the Government, hav- } 
ing no permanent places provided, was compelled | 
to pay rent for the use of the necessary rooms for | 
the preservation of the. records and for the trans- 
‘action of the business of the Federal courts. 
Now, by way of illustration of the fact that it 
would be economy, instead of this system of tem- 
porary rents, to take perpetual leases, exempt 
from taxation and other charges, of such rooins as 
were necessary, let them take the small sum of | 
$5,000, which he had proposed for Marietta, Geor- 
gia. The interest of that sum, at six per cent., | 
was only $300—a sum which must be admitted to 
be, at that place, a most reasonable rent for such | 
rooms as were necessary for the accommodation of | 
the court there. But if the sum of $390 was paid 
in the form of rent, in about fifteen years the aggre- 
gate of $5,000 would have been paid; and the 
Government would then be in no better a situation 
in this respect, with no permanent rooms, and 
obliged to pay an annual rent forever thereafter, 


| lieved, by the clerk of the court, and the marshal. 


until some change of arrangement was made; | 
whereas, if the $5,000 were now paid, as he pro- 
posed, at the end of the fifteen-years, instead of 
being without accommodations for the court, the 
Government would have secured them forever | 
thereafter, and without being called to make any 
additional payment. He concurred with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, that there was manifest and 
great economy in such an arrangement. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, opposed the 
amendment to the amendment, as well as the whole 
system of perpetual leases. He said, circum- | 
stances might arise rendering it necessary tochange | 
the places of holding the courts, in which cases | 
the Government would not be released from the | 
payment of rent, but must pay it perpetually (in | 
the form of interest) whether the courts occupied | 
the rooms or not. j 
The question was taken, and the amendment of || 
Mr. Hartson to the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurring on the amendment of || 


Mr, HILLIARD — 


Mr. HAYMOND offered “the 
amendment, to the amendment: 

« And the Secretary of the Interior is herehy authorized | 
to take similar leases from the proper authorities at every 
place where the circuit and district courts of the United 
States are held, for which payment shall be hereafter pro- 
vided by law. 

Mr. H. said, that he had offered this amend- 
ment to ascertain whether it was the intention of 
the Federal Government to provide houses for 
holding the circuit and district courts of the United 
States by building or leasing court-houses or court- 
rooms; that if it was proper to appropriate money 
for this purpose for the accommodation of the 
court at Utica, New York—for the courts of Geor- 
gia and Alabama, it also was just and proper to 
provide generally for this purpose; that the people | 
of Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Iinois, and the rest 
of the States would demand, with the same jus- 
tice, a like provision to be made for them; and if! 
the system of court-house building was once 
commenced, they would demand it, and with this 
precedent before us how could you refuse? 
That in Western Virginia the Federal court was 
now held at five different places; and we have two 
Federal courts in Eastern Virginia, in all, seven. 
That to make a like appropriation for leasing or 
building court-houses at each of these points 
would cost $84,000 in Virginia, which would cer- | 
tainly be made if you establish this precedent. 
That in Virginia he had no ‘knowledge of any 
charge having been made for the use of the State 
court-houses-—certainly none such had been made 
in Western Virginia. That he was satisfied no 
such charge was contemplated by the justices con- f 


following as an | 


trolling. the court-houses in Virginia—the people | 
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were too anxious to -have these courts held in their 
counties to attempt any such thing. He hoped 
his amendment would be adopted, so that if we 
were to, commence this system, that it should be ; 
general, doing equal justice to every part of the 
country. 

Mr. MATTESON said the last amendment was 
evidently with a view of so loading down this sec- 
tion as to defeat it. In reference to the first pro- 
vision in this clause, reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, he wished to remark, that 
the city of Utica, being about to erect a City Hall— 
the circuit and district courts of the United States 
being held there, and their records being deposited 
there—had, through its Mayor, applied to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to know whether the United 
States desired rooms to be prepared in the new 
building for the holding of the courts, for the | 
jadges and clerks’ offices, and for the grand and 
petit juries. The Secretary of the Interior, after 
examining the subject, had recommended to the 
Committee of Ways and Means that an appropri- 
ation should be made of $15,000, instead of the | 
$12,000 reported. This appropriation was also 
recommended by the circuit judge (Nelson) of that 
distsict, by the district judge, (Conkling,) he be- 


The rooms were not yet furnished; when fur- | 
nished judge Nelson was to examine them and | 
decide what rooms should be taken. The com- 
mittee objected to purchasing a site and erecting a | 
building, because of the great ex penses—ex penses 
which all understood—of keeping the buildings in | 
repair, of taxes, insurance, and all the expense 
and trouble which was connected with the owning 
of a public building by the Government; and they 
proposed in lieu of ali these expenses, that the | 
Government should take a perpetual lease of such li 
rooms as were necessary for all the purposes of the i| 
courts for the district—a district, it would be re. | 
membered, containing a population of more than 
one million five hundred thousand inhabitants— | 
which lease could be. obtained for the sum of. 
$12,000. None of the money was to be paid until || 
the whole of the rooms were completed and ex- ! 
amined. He had had search made, and he found 
that in the southern district of New York the Gov- 
ernment had paid for rents alone, for the courts 
during the last eighteen months, $8,000. 


Now, he appealed to the committee if this plan | 
reported by the committee was not much the most 
economical? 


tainly spoken in opposition to the amendment of ji 

t 
À mone i 
could not say that his remarks at this time were | 
He did not feel author- | 


Mr. MATTESON resuming, repeated that he | 
hoped the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia would be rejected, as it was intended to defeat 
ine whole clause. None of those places of which i| 
the gentleman from Virginia spoke, had applied || 
for such an appropriations when they did apply, | 
and when such a state of things existed as that i 
for which the Committee of Ways and Means had i 
reported this clause, he had no doubt at all but it i 
would be economy for the Government to make i 
provision similar to that which was now asked for | 
the permanent accommodation of the United States i 
circuit and district courts at Utica. $ : | 

Mr.. HARALSON raised the point of order, | 

| 
| 


that the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
was not in order, as it made no appropriation. H 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, |Í 
and said the amendment of the gentleman from || 
Virginia was just as much in order as the amend- i 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, or the origin- | 
al clause of the bil. _ | 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. | 
-Tavor and Bown were appointed. i 


The. question was then taken; and’ thé “vote 


_stood—ayes 65, noes 56. ‘ 


So th 
to. 
The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Hinuiarp, and, beiffg taken, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BOOTH moved to strike out the paragraph 
as amended. r : 

Mr. HAMPT@N desired, he said, before the 
item was stricken out, to offer the following 
amendment: : 

“For the purchase ofa site and the erection of a custam- 
house, post office, court-house, and other necessary public 
Offices, at Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of tae ‘Treasury, the sum of fifty 
thousand dollars: Provided, The cost of purchasing said 
site and erecting said buildings shall not exceed the sum 
above appropriated.” E 

Mr, H. said: Mr. Chairman, the amendment I 
have proposed, contemplates the erection of a cug- 
tom-house, post office, and court-house in the city 
of Pittsburg. J am aware, sir,.that..it may be 
objected to the erection of a custom-house, that 
under the law as it now stands, there is buta small 
amount of duties collected at that port: a few 
words will serve to explain the reason. 

By the act of 24 March, 1831, all goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported into St. Louis, Cincin- 
nati,and Pittsburg, are required to be imported by 
the way of New Orleans, when certain entries are 
to be made on the books of the collector of that 
port, before the goods can be passed, or permitted 
to proceed to the ports before mentioned. At that 
time goods, destined for those cities, could be more 
easily brought into the country by New Orleans, 
than any other way. But since the construction of 
our lines of public improvement from the eastern 
cities westward, our importing merchants.at Pitts- 
burg enter their goods in’ the Hast, and pay the 
duties there, in preference to going round by New 
Orleans. A proposition is now pending before the 
Senate, I am {informed, in pursuance of a recom- 
mendation from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
based on the petition of our importing merchants, 
to repeal that act, and authorize the entry of goods 
in the eastern ports, and the payment of duties in 
Pittsburg. 

Should this change in the law be made, as I 
hope it will, the amoant of duties collected at the 
port of Pittsburg will equal, if not exceed, that. 
collected either at Cincinnati or St. Louis. We 
have a larger amount of tonnage there than ateither 
of the other places; more than twice that of Cin- 
cinnati, and more by several thousand than that of 
St. Louis. And beside, we collect a large amount of 


e amendment-to the amendment was agreed 


|: Marine hospital money, all which the surveyor of 
i| the port must receive, keep safely, and account for 
ito the Government. 


So much for the custom- 
house. 

The committee has already authorized the erec- 
tion of a post office at Cincinnati and St. Louis. 
The- pos: office at Pittsburg has been made by 
law the depository of pubiic money for many. of 
the surrounding post offices, in addition to the 
large amount of public money collected at that 
office. By the act of Congress, commonly called 
the sub-treasury law, the postmaster is prohibited 
from depositing the public money in banks. The 
office is kept in a building (the best that can be 
procured for the purpose) wholly unsafe and inse- 
cure. The public money, therefore, to say noth- 
ing of the large amount of money consiantly 
passing through the office, belonging to the mer- 
candle and business portion of the community, 
must be very unsafe; and if either Cincinnati or 
St. Louis is entitled to a building to be erected by 
the Government for that purpose, Pitsburg hag 
equal, if not superior claims to either. * 

With regard to a court-house, l beg leave to 
state to the committee, that the Government ig 
paying a heavy rent for court-rooms, offices, &e., 
for the accommodation of its officers. Much 
might be saved to the Government in the judicious 
expenditure of a few thousand dollars, and the 
public good thereby greatly promoted. 

I would further state, that the Government owns 
a lot of ground in the city of Pittsburg, on which 
is erected a house, formerly occupied ay a military 
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.storehouse.. The store having been removed to 
the garrison, out-of the city, that property is en- 
tirely unproductive now, and might, by dividing 
it into lots, be sold for some $20,000. The pro- 
ceeds of this sale, with a small addition, would 
pay for the erection of the buildings proposed. 

Aslam allowed but five minutes under your 
rules to-explain my amendment, I must close my 
remarks by expressing the hope that the com- 
mittee will agree to the amendment, and let it take 
its chance in the House, with others of a similar 
character. gop a 

Mr. HIBBARD said he was opposed to this 
amendment. It had been presented before the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and rejected, for 
the reason that the amount of @istoms received at 
Pittsburg did not justify the appropriation. 
That amount for the year ending June 30, 

1849, was Only. ..eeccesecceeccer eee BBIG 10 
The expense of collection for that year was 466 66 


Excess of receipts over expense. ....9353 44 


On the supposition that the receipts of customs 
at Pittsburg should continue the same as for the 
past year, it would take about sixty-one years for 
the amount received to equal the sum now pro- 
posed to be appropriated—i. e., $50,000—without 
taking into account the interest on the appropria- 
tion. The interest each year, at six per cent., 
would be... cece cece cee nceeseecece o $3,000 00 
Deducting the sum collected yearly, say 816 00 


Leaves an excess Of... sc eee ces eese. e 2,194 00 
excess of interest over the sum collected each year, 
without considering the expense of collection. 
This, in sixty-one years, would amount, in in- 
terest, LO. pv cece er evee ere recur ceeeeh133,492 40 
Adding the sum appropriated........ 50,000 00 


Makes a total Ofe. i... ce eeee eee e $183,492 40 


at the end of sixty-one years. 

Deducting the amount collected for sixty-one 
years, at $816 per year, there remains.$133,716 40 
excess of cost over receipts for that period, which 
is the loss the Government would sustain. 
` Tt may be said (and with great probability of 
trath) that the amount of revenue collected would 
increase during this time. To meet this no ac- 
count has been taken in this estimate of the ex- 
pense of collection, which, for the year in ques- 
tion, was $462 66, as already stated. 

This calculation, of course, is not accurate. It 
is not put forth as such; but it approximates to a 
correct result, and may enable the committee to 
come to a right conclusion upon this amendment. 

Pittsburg is certainly an important and a flour- 
ishing city, and it is not its least good fortune that 
it has the able gentleman who offered this amend- 
ment for its Representative; but its business is not 
of the kind which affords great revenue to the 
Government in the form of customs. Besides, 
there is in this bill already appropriated for the 
marine hospital in Pittsburg, in three several items, 
$28,753 42. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected, 

The question then recurred on striking out the 
paragraph as amended. : 

Me. BOOTH was understood to inquire, 
whether it was in order to submit a few remarks? 
The CHAIRMAN answered in the negative. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Brown of 
Indiana, and Canvey, were appointed. à 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 107, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES moved the following amendment: 

Sac. 2. Be it further enacted, Thai fiom and after the 
passage of this act, the compensation of the laborers on the 
public grounds, under the publie gardener in Washingion 
city, shall be forty dollars per mopth, to be paid monthly, 
without reduction for time lost in consequence of sickness, 

Mr. J., in explanation, suid that he had offered 
this amendment under the instruction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The laborers for 
whose benefit it was proposed received now one 
dollar per day; but if they happened to lose a day 
on account of sickness, their pay, and consequent- 
ly their bread, which depended on their pay, was 
stopped. ‘They were the poorest among all the 
classes of the Government employees; and the 
were the only persons in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment, that he knew of, whose compensation 


E to allow the account. 
ment was merely to allow a different state of the || e ) t 
|| has no application to this question, either in prac- 


] 


H 
I 
i 
i 
| 
i 


j benefit of the United States, as evidenced by the amount 


; been given the State by the Government to incur 
; these expenses—on the same ground as if the Con- 


| treasury for the United States. 


i terest on the money she had borrowed, it became, 


was. withheld for time lost by sickness. The 
amendment had received the unanimous endorse- 
ment of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
he hoped no objection would be made to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY offered the following amendment, 
VIZ: 

“Src. 3. Be it further enacted, That the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury are hereby authorized, in settling the 
accounts of Captain M. M. Clark, superintendent in erect- 
ing barracks and quarters at Savannah, Georgia. to alow 
him credit for whatever amount was properly disbursed by 
him beyond the sums which, he disbursed under the law 
making specifie appropriation forthe work.” - ; 


Mr. DUNHAM raised a question of order, upo; 
the amendment. 
Mr. BAYLY. 
nation of this amendment. 


I wil say a word in expla- | 
There was a law | 
{ 


passed making a specific appropriation for the į 


erection of barracks at Savannah, Georgia. 
was also a general appropriation for the erection 
of barracks. e 
object ran out; and in making theestimates for the 


next year, General Jackson decided (as a letter || 
from General Jesup, which he, (Mr. B.) would | 
send to the Clerk’s table to be read, would show) | 


that the barracks could be completed under the 
general appropriation. Orders to that effect were 
issued to Captain Clark, superintendent of the 
work, by General Cass, then Secretary of War, 
under instructions from General Jackson. Under 
these circumstances the accounting officers refused 
The object of the amend- 


accounts, 


After a brief conversation between Mr. BAYLY 


and the Chair— 


Mr. BAYLY sent to the Clerk’s table the letter || 


of General Jesup; which was read. 


The Chair decided the amendment to be in order. į! 


And the question having been taken, the amend- | 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. PEASLEE offered the following amend- |: 


ment, which was read: | 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of ii 


i $ A 
i! money to repel the invasions of a foreign Govern- 
to allow the State of New Mfampshire interest, at the rate of H y P 2 
i 
i 


the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


six per centum per annum, on the amount paid out by said | 
State in 1836 and 1837, for military expenses in repelling itn- 
vasion and suppressing jusurrection at Indian Stream, in ! 
said State, from the time of payment until the principal sum } 
was repaid by the United States; and to pay the amount 
ascertained to be due, not exceeding six thousand dollars, | 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- ii 
ated: Provided, however, Thatincerest shall not be allowed |; 


on any sim the State bas not expended for the use and 


refunded tosaid State; nor interest during any time on any 
larger sum than the State was paying interest for at such 
lime. 

Mr. P. in support of the amendment, said: 
At the last session of Congress, an act was passed 
authorizing the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury to settle and adjust the accounts of the State 
of New Hampshire for military expenses incurred 
by the State in repelling invasion and suppressing 
insurrection at Indian Stream in 1836 and 1837, 
and to pay the amount ascertained to be due. 

I contend that this subsequent ratification by the ! 
Government of the acts of the State, places her 
claim for repayment of her expenses and advances 
on the same ground as if original authority had 


gress had passed an act before the expenses were 
Incurred, saying to the State in substance, “ repel | 
this invasion, suppress this insurrection, and what- 
ever necessary usual expenses are incurred shall 
be repaid you.” 

The amendment only proposes to repay the | 
State the necessary and unavoidable expenses, and 
only those which have been usually, | may say | 
invariably allowed in similar cases. i 

The committee will bear in mind, that if the | 
State of New Hampshire has paid no interest for , 
the use and benefit of the Government, it can re- | 
ceive none, by the express terms of the amend 
ment. 

The State is not, then, asking usance for the 
moneys advanced by her, butsimply a return with 
out interest df the specific sums paid outof her | 


Jt is in truth a claim for a part of the principal | 
debt owing to the State by the United States; for 
although the State advanced it in the name of in- 


at the moment of the advance, a part of the prin- 


The specific appropriation for that | 


There | 
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| is illustrated by familiar transactions between man 


and man. One pays for another his principal debt, 
with the interest that has accumulated on it: from 
the moment of the payment, the principal and in- 
terest unite in constituting a new debt, the whole 
of which, as regards the person who made the ad- 
vance, is principal. and carries interest. So one 
borrrows for another a sum of money and pays 
interest upon it. The borrower becomes the ered- 
itor of him for whose use the money. was bor- 
rowed, and the interest paid upon the loan consti- 
tutes a principal to the borrower and carries in- 
terest. 

These are principles perfectly familiar in our 
courts of justice, and are founded in those perfect 
doctrines of the common law, based in common 
right, matured by experience, and sanctioned by 
the wisdom of centuries. 

If the State had paid six thousand dollars of in- 
terest upon the United States debt, it could not be 
pretended that it ought not to be refunded, upon 


| the ground that the Government does not pay in- 


terest. No sound distinction can be drawn be- 
tween those advances which the Government has 
already sanctioned and repaid the State and its 
advances for interest upon loans, hired in conse- 
quence of these advances. The Government has 
saved to itself the same amount of interest that it 
Has compelled the State to pay for its use, for it 
has been paying interest ever since the debt was 
due. : : 

The doctrine that the Government does not pay 
interest, except when it hasbeen contracted for, 


tice or reason, for the State asks sbnply a return of 
its actual advances, and where the Government hag 
profited ag well by the advance as the omission to 


i| pay—and where, too, the Government by its own 


l 


acts, {as I endeavored to show in my remarks I 
had the honor of submitting to the committee a few 
days since,) occasioned both the original advance 
and the loss of interest to the State, now asked to 
be refunded. 

The State of New Hampshire has paid out 


ment and to suppress insurrection. Congress so 

affirmed and declared atits last session, by a sol-, 
emn act, and placed it on its statute book, now in 

my hands, 

The Government guaranties, in the 4th section 
of the 4th article of the Constitution, not barely by 
inference but in express terms, ‘ protection against 
invasion and-domestic violence.” 

When, then, the Government shall neglect to 
fulfill its obligations, and leave the State to provide 
its own means of defence, the expenditure thus in- 
curred becomes a debt against the Government, 


ii which it is bound to reimburse, and sueh has been 


its practice from its first organization. 

This is all the State now asks. She does not 
ask interest on her money, butsimply a return of 
the money, she has paid to others in the name of 


| interest, in consequence of her taking the place of 


the United States, and performing a duty which 
the United States was bound to perform by the 
Constitution. 

Reason, authority, and precedent, as | endeav- 
ored to show a few days since, all agree, that where 
a State is left to perform a duty which the General 
Government was bound to perform by the rela- 
tions subsisting between the Government and the 
State, and is obliged to hire money in consequence, 
and incurs a debt drawing interest, such adebt is 


$ essentially a debt of the General Government, and 
‘the Government is bound to pay both principal 


and interest. So that if a State shall have paid in- 
terest by reason of its taking the place of the 
United States, it forms a just charge, a just debt 
against tne Government. 

This is the only principle involved in the 
amendment, and it has been sanctioned and recog- 
nized, over and over again. ‘The committee will 
bear in mind, that in one of the general appropria- 
tion bills of 1841, provision was made for paying 
the city of Mobile her advances and expenses on 
account of two companies of mounted men, called 
out by the Governor of the State, to resist the ag- 
gressions of the Creek Indians, in 1836, and in- 
terest was allowed. In one of the general appro- 
priation bills of the last Congress, the Secretary 
of the Treasury was authorized to pay Captain 
John Caldwell $657 and interest, from June 26, 
1847, being money expended by him for blankets 


cipal sum due theState from the Government. This |} and clothing for the 2d regiment of the Ohio vol- 
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unteers. In the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bili ef the same Congress, provision was 
made to repay the State of Virginia the money 
paid by her, under judgments of her courts, to her 
revolutionary officers and soldiers, to the amount 
of about $81,600, and a part of this sum was for 
interest as well as principal. These cases are in 
point both te show the amendment to be in order 
to an appropriation bill, and also, as to the Gov- 
ernment’s recognizing and sanctioning the princi- 
ple involved in the amendment. 

In ali cases during the war of 1812, and to which 
f have alluded heretofore, where cities and States 
borrowed money to pay their. militia and volun- 
teers, called out for their particular defence, it has |! 
been repaid to them, where they have applied for 
it. Pennsylvania borrowed large sums nominally |i 
for the General Government, but substantially for 
herself, to pay her militia, called out for her de- 
fence. Pennsylvania paid the interest, -and the 
Government returned it. 

The Executive of New York also borrowed 
money to pay her troops, called out for the partic- 
ular defence of New York. New York paid the 
interest, and the Government returned it. So it 
was with the States of Virginia, South Carolina, 
Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, and the cities 
of Baltimore and Mobile. An act was passed at 
the last session of Congress, allowing the State of 
Alabama interest on her advances in the suppres- 
sion of the Creek hostilities in 1836 and °37. Un- 
der the act of 1814 authorizing the settlement of 
the Florida claims according to the principles of 
justice and equity, and growing out of the defence | 
of the inhabitants, interest was allowed on one 
hundred and nine cases in number, although nota 
word is said in the act about interest. 

Shall not the claim of New Hampshire be set- 
tled on the principles of equity and justice? By 
the act of second of July, 1836, for the settlement 
of the claim of Mary G’Sullivan, she was to be 
paid the amount of ‘actual loss.” Under these 
words ‘Cactual loss,” interest was allowed. 

Has not the actual loss by the State been at least 
the amount of the interest she has paid out, in con- 
sequence of the laches, delays, and acts of the 
Government itself, as I endeavored to show the 
other day, when I had the honor of addressing the | 
committee? Has not the Government, too, saved 
the same amount of intereset it has compelled the 
Staie to pay for its use and benefit, and profited 
both by the original advance and the forbearance ? 

Supposing the State, instead of hiring the money 
and paying for these expenditures as they oc- 
curred, had given to the soldiers and others for | 
supplies furnished, certificates bearing interest or 
not bearing interest, and the United States had 
delayed, as in this case, acting for thirteen years 
after they were presented—would the United | 
States, when they acted, have said—** True these 
are just claims against us and ought to have been 
paid when first demanded, thirteen years ago; but 
as we had not time to attend to this subject, we 
can’t allow interest, although we do in all analo- 
gous cases.” 

This would be absurd—it would be mockery. 
it would be adding insult to injury. “In regard to 
its being in order, itis a debt due from the United 
States, and as such { conceive it to be perfectly in 
order to provide for its payment in the general ap- 
propriation bill. 

lisa débt authorized by the Constitution, by 
the compact entered-into between the States, as 
well as by the act of the last session of Congress; 
especially taking into view the construction the 
Government has given to its constitutional obliga- |) 
tions in like cases by numerous precedents. i 

. The Constitution creates the obligation to indem- |i 
nify the State for all proper expenses incurred by 
her in repelling foreign invasion, independent of 
all other authority orany law; and by the uniform 
practice of the Government from its first organi- 
zation, by what may be termed the common law 
of the country in such cases, the interest lost or 
paid out by the State is settled and fixed to be a 
proper expense, . 

A previous law or authority from the Executive 
to incur these expenses would only be mere evi- 
dence of a preëxisting obligation, but by no means 
increase it, It is not the written bond that creates 
the moral obligation on the debtor to pay a debt, | 
but a preéxisting consideration, of which the bond 
is merely the evidence. is Ft. 

But we have in this case, not only the obligation 


| claim was for a part of the principal—it beir 


imposed by the Constitution to pay this debt, bat 
we have also the acknowledgment of the Govern- 
ment, as evidenced by the act of the last. session of 
Congress, that these expenses were incurred for 
an object and purpose for which the United States 
are bound to indemnify the State. It is a debt, 
then, originally created by the Constitution, sanc- 
tioned by law and precedent, and resting upon 


; those eternal prinaiples of justice and good faith 
which are fundamental in the jurisprudence of | 


every enlightened country, and which the United 
States have recognized and enforced. Cannot 
provision, then, be made for its payment in the 
geheral appropriation bill, which is sure to be 
acted on at this session? or must it be consigned to 
the calendar, and action be had on it no one knows 
when? It is idle to say that we cannot embrace in a 


| general appropriation bill any items except those 


which have been especially mentioned in a previ- 
ous law. 

The claim is for a small amount, and the State 
would never probably have asked for its allow- 
ance, had there then not been so many similar 
claims allowed involving precisely the same prin- 
ciples. j 

New Hampshire is one of the last States in the 


Union to lead the way to the doors of the Treasury; | 
it is not her habitto seek for herself even cold, | 


stern justice, at the hands of the General Govern- 


ment, until she has contributed to ber sister States | 
through the Government over and over again inj 


similar cases. 

Mr. HALL said he must oppose this proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire. It 
was a very bad policy for this Government to 
permit a State to judge when it was proper to call 
out the military forces. He had never thought 
the Northeastern boundary dispute was a case for 
calling out the militia. It was a case very much 
like that of Texas. In this case, however, the 


Government had paid to New Elampshire: the | 


principal of her claim; and he thought they oug 
not to be called upon to pay the interest. 
Mr. PEASLEE said he contended that thi 


wt 


S 


ikea 


. © 
for moneys paid dut by the State. 

Mr. EWING made the point of order, that the 
appropriation was not authorized by law, and not 
in order. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the information of the 
Chair was, that a private biil was passed for the 


payment of the claim of New Hampshire, for the 
services specified in this amendment; under that 
law the officers of the Treasury refused to pay the 
claim for interest. The Chair, therefore, was of 
opinion that the amendment was not in order, 
Mr. PEASLEE appealed from the decision. 


The question, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair | 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was | 


taken, and decided in the affirmative. 
So the amendment was ruled out of order by 
the committee. 


Mr. SWEETSER offered the following amend- 
ment: 

“And to enable the Secretary of the Interior to takea 
perpetual tease to the United States from ie State of Ohio, 
free of taxes or other 
rooms in the State-house, in the city of Columbus, as may 
be necess for the proper accommodation of we United 
States district and cireuit courts, holden in said city, and 
their officers, twenty thousand do > Provided, That no 
part of this appropriation shail be paid, uatil it shall be eer- 
lified by the justices of said circuit court, that the said 
rooms are provided and the said lease made.” 


lam aware (said Mr. S.) that the commiitee | 


voted down the other 
Mr. BOOTH rose to a question of order, and 


submitted that this was an independent proposi- ; 
tion, having no connection with any part of the | 


bill, and therefore not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, | 
on the ground that the committee had stricken out | 
all that partof the bill to which this amendment | 
could be in order, and which was the root of all | 


the other similar amendments. 
Mr. PHELPS moved the following, as an addi- 


tional section: 

“Sec. 4. And de it further enacted, That no American 
mariner or seaman shail be discharged in any foreign port 
by the master of the vessel under his command, without the 
payment to the consul or commercial agent of the United 
States at said port, for each seaman or mariner so di 
charged, three months? pay over and above the wages which 
may be dae such seaman or mariner; witch shall be applied 


in the manner provided for in the act eutided ‘An act sup- j; 


plementary to the act concerning consuls and vice-consuls, 


y charges olf any sort, so mauy | 


and for the further protection of American seamen,’ ap- 
proved February 28, 1803; and the stim appropriated by this 
act for the relief and protection of American seamen in for- ` 
eign countries shall not be expended until the lund raised 
by the provisions of this section, and the act aforesaid, shull 
be first exhausted.” 

Mr. BAYLY made the point that the amend 
ment was not in order, it containing no appropria» 
tion at all, but being a proposition to modify an 
existing law, defining the duties of consuls in re- 
spect to our seamen abroad. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to proceed in expla- 
nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has raised a point of order, which must be 
decided before the gentleman can proceed to ex- 
plain bis amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will confine myseif, then, to 
the point of order. It will be recollected, that in 
this bill there is a clause appropriating $125,000 
for the relief and protection of American seamen 
in foreign countries. This amendment proposes 
to regulate the manner in which this $125,000 shalt 
be expended, and provides that it shall not be cx- 
pended according to the provisions of the act of 
1803. l submit, therefore, that it is in order to 
regulate the manner of the expenditure of one of 
the appropriations contained in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman to say that the expenditure of this 
fund is regulated by the act of 1803? 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) Yes. 

Mr. PHELPS. In part, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order, on the ground that it sought to change an 
existing Jaw. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was put and rejected. 

The last section of the bill was read. 


Mr. HAMPTON offered the following as an 
additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That from and after thirty days 
froin the passage of this act, We duties imposed by ihe act 
entitled ¢ An act reducing the duty on imports, and Tor ober 
purposes,’ approved 80th July, 146, shati be leyied on goods, 
wares, und merchandise imiported into the Udited States, 
agreeably 10 the average value whieb similar articles bore im 
the principal markets of the United States during the year 
ending the 30ib of June, 146, to be ascertained and fixed 
under the direction of the Sceretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. TOOMBS. {rise to a question of order. 
There is a bill appropriating money for the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1851. The amendment is 
a proposition to raise revenue, and alter the duties 
imposed upon imports, which is a purpose pre- 
cisely the reverse of the object of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and said that de- 
bate was not in order. The 13ist rule of the House 
was in the following words: 

“ No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon the 
people shali be discussed the day on which itis made or ol- 
fered; and eve 1 proposition shall receive its first dis- 
cussion in a Committee of the Whole House.” 

Mr. HAMPTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to cite a precedent to sustain this amendment, 
contained in the civil and diplomatie appropria- 
tion bill of 1846? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Under the rule which has just been read, (said 
the Chair,) and under the general parliamentary 
law, on the ground that the amendment is not ger- 
mane to the subject of the bill, nor in the slightest 
degree analogous to it, the Chair decides that the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Just the same thing was 
done by an appropriation bill in 1846 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
from the decision. : 

Mr. HAMPTON, (continuing his sentence.) I 
appeal from the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN recognized Mr. STEVENS ag 
making the appeal. 

And the question being, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ??’— 

Mr. ASHMUN was understood to suggest that 
the Chairman was in error upon one point, a mat- 
ter of historical fact; and to refer to the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill of 1846, which con- 
tained a clause relative to the duties op imports. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is debate in 


I appeal 


order upon the appeal? 


The CHAIRMAN, 
closed by order of the House. 
hat it ig not in order, 

Mr. STEVENS. Is it in order to havea clause 
of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill of 
1846 read? i 


Not where it has been 
The Chair regrets 
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The CHAIRMAN said, it was not in order if 
objection was made, unless the committee ordered 
it to be read. 

Objection was made. > 

The CHAIRMAN propounded the question to 
the committee, Shall the clause desired by the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania be read? 

Mr. POTTER rose to.a question of order— 

Mr. TOOMBS (rising simultaneously) was rec- 
ognized, and inquired if the clause could be read, 
except by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks, upon 
reflection, that, objection being made, the reading 
being in the nature of debate, the clause cannot be 
read except by universal consent. 

So, objection being made, the clause of the bill 
referred to was not read. 

Mr. BAYLY. That clause was put into the 
bill of 1846 in the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and not in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union—therefore it is no precedent. 

Mr. JONES asked for the reading of the 131st 
rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule wiil be again read 
if no objection is made. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CASEY. Will the Chair have the amend- 
ment read? 


The CHAIRMAN (apparently misapprehend- i 


ing the request of Mr. Casey)—the objection not 
being pressed—caused the rule to be again read. 

Mr. CASEY. It was the reading of the amend- 
ment for which { asked. 


The CHAIRMAN again announced the ques- | 


tion, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee ?” 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Prevrs and Van Dyxe were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 81, noes 77. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. Hampron was ruled out of 
order, 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The committee having gone 
through the bill, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill, 

The CHAIRMAN stated, that the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia was first in order, 

Mr. TOOMBS 1 move, then, an amendment to 
that motion, that the committee report the bill. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the mo- 
non to rise, like the motion to adjourn, not amend- 
able, 

Mr. VINTON. I desire to put a question to 
the Chair. lt is this: If the bill be reported by 
the committee, and the House do not agree to all 
the amendments before we adjourn, will not the 
bill go upon the Speaker’s table as unfinished bus- 
Mess? , 

i ane CHAIRMAN. That is for the House to 
ece. 

Mr. VINTON. 
effect, = 

Teilers were asked and ordered; and Mr. Evans, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Thomas, were appointed. 


I suppose that will be the 


The question was taken, and the tellers reported | 


ayes 121, noes not counted. 
‘The committee then rose ard reported progress. 


THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr, POTTER. The gencral post route bill is 
ready for the action of the House, and 1 rise to 
make a motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with a view to take up that bill. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair would state to the | 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Porrer,| that the 
motion to go Into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, is in order and can be enter- 
tained. Bat for the House to resolve itself” into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
upon any particular bill, unanimous consent must 
be required, or a suspension of the rules by a vote 


of two-thirds—and a motion to suspend the rales i 


is not in order to-day, 

Mr, POTTER. 1 beg to remark, that I do not 
desire to make the motion to take-up this billa 
part oP my motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I did not intend 


it as part of the motion. I merely intended to give: 
notice, that if the motion to go into Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union should pre- 


vail, I should then move to lay aside the order of | 


business in committee, for the 
up the general post-route bill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The bili to which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porrer] refers, con- 
tains no appropriation. I submit, therefore, to 
the Chair, whether the gentleman cannot move to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, from the consideration of that 
bill ? i 

The SPEAKER. That motion will not be 
in order except by unanimous consent. The fact 
that the bill contains no appropriation, does not 
make a motion in order which would otherwise be 
out of order. No motion of that kind is in order 
except a motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. POTTER. Then [ make that motion, and 
I give notice that if it shall prevail, I shall, in 
committee, move to take up the general post-route 
bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I rise to a privileged motion. 
| I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion submitted by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomzs] is not 
such a privileged motion as will entitle him to 
precedence on the floor. The gentleman will be 
entitled to submit that motion, if the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Porrer] yields the floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Porrmr,] as I understood, was 
| declared to be out of order. 

The SPEAKER explained, that the motion last 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio (namely, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole) was in order. And the gentleman 
| from Georgia (Mr. Toomss] having now the floor, 
the motion to adjourn was in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to put a ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Porrer.] 

The SPEAKER. It may be done by unani- 
mous consent. : 

Objection was made. 

Tellers were ordered on the motion to adjourn, 
and Messrs. Capex., of Florida, and Boora were 
were appointed. 


purpose of taking 


ayes 92, noes 37. 

Mr. POTTER asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. 

And then the Flouse adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, August 26, 1850. 


| ‘TheJournal of Saturday wasreadand approved. 

Mr. JONES asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer the resolution which he bad in- 
effectually attempted to introduce on Saturday last, 
authorizing the Speaker to cause two seats to be 
| placed in front of the Speaker’s chair, for the ac- 
| commodation of the reporters of the Congressional 
Globe. 

Mr. McGAUGITY rose and objected. 

Mr. JONES moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended to enable him to offer the resolution, 
| REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 
|; The SPEAKER. There is a motion to sus- 


New York [Mr. Marreson] to suspend the rules 
to enable him to offer the resolution which the 
Clerk will now fread. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


; reduction of postage andto abolish the franking 
made the special order for the 4th Monday of August instant, 


i| Same hour, until the same shall-be finally disposed of, 

The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER continued. Pending the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, the House adjourned. 
|The yeas and nays had been demanded. The 
question now recurs on suspending the rules, and 
on ordering the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. INGE. Mr. Speaker, resolutions recentl 
adopted at a large and enthusiastic mass meeting 
of the citizens of Alabama, held at the city of 
i| Montgomery, have been sent to the Alabama dele- 
ii gation, to be presented to this House. I ask the 

unanimous consent of the House that they may 


y 


| And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
| 


| pend the rules now pending, and that motion must | 
be disposed of before another motion of that kind | 
can be made. The Chair will state the question. | 
When the House adjourned on Satarday last, a | 
motion had been made by the gentleman from | 


Resolved, That the House bill No. 351, being a bill for the 
privilege, be |! 


i i 
i at seven o'clock, p. m., and continue from day to day, at the 


t be received, and that ] may express my satisfac- 
tion in offering to its consideration the indisputa- 
ble truths therein expressed, and the firm resolves 
of the people to maintain them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Ixner} is aware that a motion to suspend 
the rules is now pending. 

Mr. INGE asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to present the resolutions. 

Objections being made, the resolutions were not 
received; but they were subsequently presented 
under the rule, and are as follow: 


MONTGOMERY, (Aba.,) Aug. 20, 1850. 
GENTLEMEN: In pursuance of a resolution adopted at a 
| mass meeting held in this city on the 17th instant, we have 
j the honor to enclose vou the proceedings of that meetings 
and to remain, most respectfully, 
Your obedient servants, 

THOS P TOON 

PAOR F PANS } Secretaries, 
To the honorable Messrs. Ince, HILLIARD, Harris, Hus- 

BARD, Bownon, ALSTON, and Cons, House of Represent- 

atives, Washington, D. ©. 

MONTGOMERY MASS MEETING, 

In pursuance Gf previous notice, a large numberof the 
citizens of Montgomery and the adjoining counties, assem- 
bled in mass meeting in the city of Montgomery, on Satur- 
day, the 17th instant. 

On motion of R. ©. Shorter, Jr., Esq., the folowing offi- 
cers Were appointed; 

Presidents—James Gilchrist, Esq., of Lowndes, and Thos- 

S. Mays, of Montgomery county. 
Vice Presidents~~Morgan Smith, Esq., of Lowndes; B. F. 
; Noble, Montgomery; Ð. ©. Miller, Barbour; James H. 
Smith, Macon; General James J. Gilmer, Montgomery: 
Bolling Hall, Autauga; Judge E. T. Smith, Benton; Dr. Jas. 
W. Pierce, Montgomery; Dr. Morris, Lowndes; Bertrain 
J. Hoole, Barbour; Richard Felder, Montgomery; Dr. N. 
Bozeman, do.; Colonel A. J. Pickett, do.; and Major White, 
of Macon county. 

Secretaries—Thomas F. Leonard and P, H. Brittan. 

Jndge Mays, on taking the chair, made an appropriate 
and eloquent address, in returning thanks for the honor con- 
ferred, and in explanation of the purposes and objects of the 
meeting, 

J. L. Pagh, Esq.,.of Eufanja, was first called upon, and 
i took the stand. Mr, P.’s speech was a masterly exposition 
and history of the anti-slavery crusade against the South, 
and he was listened to with the deepest attention, and re- 
ceived the frequent plaudits of th a mbly. 

At the conclusion of Mr. P.’s speech, Colonel Williams, 
of Montgomery, submitted the resolutions: 

Resolved, That as a compromise of the slavery questions 

at issue between the North and the South, we approve the 
| platform of the Nashville Convention, to wit: the applica- 
tion of the Missouri compromise sine of 36° 40 to the terri- 
tories of the United States, with a recognition of slavery in 
those territories south of that line; and we pledge ourselves 
to sustain the action of that Convention, resolved upon in 
conformity with the above principles. 
|| Resolved, That the admission of California into the Union, 
i} upon her present application, will be buta consummation 
of one of the most smpendous frauds ever attempted upon 
the rights of any people, and an enactment hy Congress of 
the Wilmot proviso in a disguised, though most effective 
form. . 
Resolved, That in the event of the admission of California, 
withouta full recognition of the rights of the South, on the 
basis of the Nashville resolutions, we recommend to the 
people of this State, and tothe people of the other slave- 
holding States, to meetin Convention, with a view to the 
adoption of such measures as may he best suited to the 
emergency of the occasion, 

Resolved, That we have witnessed, with unqualified satis- 
i faction, the action of the citizens of Georgia in their pri- 
mary meetings, in reference to the great questions at issue ; 
and in the event of the admission of California into we 
Union with her proposed boundaries, we look to the as- 
sembling of the Convention of that State, as the first great 
practical southern movement in vindication of the wrongs 
of the South. N 

Resolved, That looking tothe past history of the gallant 
State of Georgia, and to the acknow ledged energy, firmness, 
and practical wisdom of ber citizens, we eannot doubt that 
her course in this crisis will be worthy of the fame of her 
Troup, and of the great cause which rests upon her, as one 
of its most efficient champions. 

Resolved, That the adinission of Texas into this Union 
was accomplished by the Representatives of the slavehold- 
ing States, and in opposition to the strongest efforts of Free 
Soil and Abolition; that in the act of her adinission, the 
prejudices of the North against our institutions were re- 
ti spected, by the prohibition of slavery in the States thereaf- 
|; ter to be formed lying north of ihe line of 36° 30 north lati- 
| tude; that her boundaries up to that line were clearly estab- 
nd hy her war of independence, designated by the 
luiions of her Congress, admitted by the joint resolution 


| 
| 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
t 
| 


|! by whieh she became a State of our Union, vindicated by 


the war with Mexico, and finally ratified by the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo; and that any act of Congress by which 
any portion of her territory south of that line would be sar- 
rendered to free soilism shouid be opposed as a direct at- 
tack upon our institutions- 

Resoived, That the question now pending as to the bound- 
ary of ‘Texas, is one in which the whole South is deeply 
interested, and that good faith to her sister States of we 
South, demands that Texas shall not consent to be dismem- 
beredin the manner marked out in what is Known as the 
Senate bill for the adjustment of the Texas boundary. 

Resolved, That while the position of Texas is sought to be 
made use of as the breach through which an assault is to 
be made upon the rignts of the slavehoiding States, let her 
be assured of the cordial support of the peopte of these States 
in all measures she may take to sustain her boundaries, as 
declared by her Congress; the people of the South have also 
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a right to expect of her that she will not be so false to her- ł 
selt and to them, as to accepta sum of money for admit- 
ting an enemy within her gates, and establishing therein 
stronghold for ‘abolitionism, and a harbor for fugitive slaves. 

Resolved, That any attempt upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to prevent Texas from ex- 
tending her jurisdiction over all the territory incladed with- 
in her boundaries, as defined by law at the date of the act 
of annexation, will be a usurpation of power by that Gov-. 
ernment, and an act not only without law, but against the 
law of Texas, against the act of annexation, against the law 
of the treaty with Mexico, and an invasion of the limits of 
Texas. 

Resolved, That all attempts to induce and to aid any part 
of the inhabitants of the territory Jying within the limits of 
Texas, as defined by her at the date of the act of annexation, 
to forin a separate geverninent, are frauds committed upon 
the rights of Texas, and tend directly to decide the question | 
of boundary against her, 

Resolved, That Congress, under the Constitution of the 
United States, has power to provide for calling forth the mi- 
liia for three separate and ‘specified purposes, and none 
other, to wit: “To execute the laws of the Union; tosup- 
press insurrections, and to repel invasions; and that the 
acts of Congress of 1795 and 180% on this subject are acts 
passed in conformity with the above constitutional provision. 

Resolved, That any attempt by the President of these Uni- 
ted Slates to use the military power of the Government 
agiinst an act of a sovercign State, does not come within 
either the letter or spirit of the Constitution of the United 
States, or of the statutes passed by Congress on the subject 
of calling forth the militia, and: that such attempt to coerce 
a sovereign State, would be a plain and palpable violation 
of the Constitution, destructive of the liberty of the people, 
and should be denounced and resisted by ail the States of 
this Union. 

Resolved, That we approve of the reassembling of the | 
Nashville Convention after the adjourament of Congress ; 
and that this district may be fully represented, we approve | 
the holding of a District Convention at Clayton, thag the | 
vacancy occasioned by the resignation of General R, C. 
Shorter, Sen., may be filled; and that five-delegates be ap- 
pninted to represent the county of Montgomery in said con- 
vention. 

After the reading of the resolutions, President Mays stated 
ghat this meeting having been called for free discussion, any 
one opposed to the resolutions was invited to come forward 
and take the stand. No one appearing to avail himself of 
this invitation, Colonel Williams was called upon and spoke 
at length, with eloquence and ability, in support of the reso- 
lutions. 

General G. W. Gunn, of Tuskegee, was next introduced 
to the audience, and delivered an argumentative and able 
speech, replete with warm and glowing language—breathing į 
devotion to the South and the maintenance of her rights un- | 


| 
| 


impaired. ji 
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The Chair bere again extended the invitation to any one 
opposed to the resolutions to take the stand; but there | 
seemed 10 be “none of that sort” present, and | 

B. W, Walker, Esq., of Macon county, entertained the au- | 
dience fur a short time with an earnest and patriote speech, | 

Honorable W. L. Yancey was now enthusiastically called 


put 

upon their passage, and were adopted unanimously. i 

The barbacue was then announced as ready, and the crowd | 
repaired to the table, the ladies, (a large number being pres- 
ent,) of course, having the precedence. The fare was abun- 
dant and well prepared, and ail seemed fo enjoy it. 

After dinner, the Presidents again ealled the meeting to 
order, at about five o’clock, p.m. A considerable number 


responded to this call, and assembled around the stand, |} 


where they were entertained by excellent speeches by Col- 
onel John Cochran, of Barbour, Hamblin £. Lewis, Esq., of 
Lowndes, and A. Eilund, Esq., of Russell county. 

On motion of Colonel Seibeis, it was 

Resolved, That a copy of the proceedings of this meeting 
be forwarded to our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, including the able and patriotic Volney E. Howard, 
one of the Representatives from the State of Texas, with 
the request that they be laid before their respective Houses; 
and also, that a copy thereof be forwarded to the Governor ; 
of Texas, with a request that he will lay them before the 
Legislature of that State, now in session. 

R. C. Shorter, jr., Esq., chairman of the Committee of In- 
vitation, here read letters from several gentlemen who had 


been invited: John A. Campbell, Esq., and B. Boykin, of 1 


Mobile; Colonels George W. Gayle and J. H. Campbell, of } 
Carawba; Judge A. Bowie, Colonel S. F. Rice, and Thomas | 
B. Woodward, of Talladega; which being too long toimbody | 
in these proceedings, will hereafter be published in the pa- 
pers of Montgomery. 

On motion of Mr. Yancey, it was i 

Resolved, That this meeting recommend to the people of 

his State, and the South geueraily, to subscribe to the 

¢Southern Press,” at Washington city, as it is the onl | 
organ of the South published at the seat of the General Gov- 
ernment. | 

On motion of Col. Seibels, it was 

Resolved, That a delegation of four be appointed by the £ 
Presidents of this meeting, to attend the mass meeting to be 
heid at Macon, Ga., on the 22d instant, and to bear with | 
them the proceedings and greetings of this meeting. 

The following gentlemen were appointed under this res- 
olution: Messrs. John Cochran, J. L. Pugh, W. L. Yancey, 
and P. T. Sayre. 

On motion of Judge A. Martin, it was i 

Resolved, That the cordial thanks of the meeting are 
tendered to F. M. Gilmer, Esq., for the use of his splendid 
warehouse for the purposes of this meeting. 

After the adoption of a resolution of thanks to the officers, 
for the manner in which they discharged their duties, the 
meeting adjourned at abeut 7 o’clock, p. m, : 

JAMES GILCHRIST, 
THOMAS 8. MAYS, 


| 
| 


} Presidents. 


| rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 


The question then recurred on ordering the yeas | 
and nays on the motion of Mr. MATTESON. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question, “Shall the rules be suspended?” | 
was then taken, and decided in the negative. 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the || 


not received. 
POST ROUTE BILL. 

The business first in order was the motion 
made on Saturday afternoon by Mr. Porter, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (with the inten- | 
tion, if that motion should prevail, of moving to 
lay aside the business first in order, and to take 
up the general post-route bjil;) pending which 
motion the House had adjourned. 

And the question being on that motion, 

Mr. POTTER said, he proposed to withdraw 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and to move that, by unan- 
imous consent, the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of this bill to establish 
certain post-routes in the United States. 

Mr. GOTT, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order pending the 
other motion, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON desired, he said, to state 
to the House, that the bill had only just been 
| printed; members had not had an opportunity to 
; examine it. Some members were absent, and 
might think it unfair that the bill should be taken 
up in their absence. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
| Mississippi [Mr. Fearuersron] object? 
| Mr. FEATHERSTON. Ido. 

Mr. POTTER. Then I move that the rules be 
suspended, to enable me to make the motion, that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill. j 

The question was taken, and the vote stood | 
ayes 97, noes 33. 


| proper order, the bill would now be read by 


So, two thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended. 

The question was then put on the motion of 
Mr. Porrer, and having been decided in the 
affirmative— 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union were discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the 
engrossment of the bill. 
| The routes in New Hampshire being under con- 
| Sideration, 


Mr. POTTER moved the following amendment, 
which was read, viz: 

From Bellows Falls, Vermont, via Paper Mill, South 
Aeworth, Leinster, and East Unity, to Newport, in New 
Hampshire. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. POTTER was about to offer anotheramend- 
ment, when— 

The SPEAKER interposed, and eaid the Chair 
apprehended there would be some difficulty upon 
this bill, unless the House should understand in 
advance in what manner it-was to be disposed of. 
No amendment to it had been adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, in order that amendments might be offered in |: 


i 
ii 
i 
| 


clases. 

Mr. INGE, (to the Speaker.) Ilas the bill 
been read in Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. The bill will 
now be read by clauses, and. amendments can be 
offered regularly, as_in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. It is the only mode in |j 
which the House can act understandingly. 


Mr. PUTNAM offered the following amend- | 
ment, which was agreed to, viz: 

From Batavia, in the county of Genesee, to Buffalo, in 
the county of Erie,-along the plank read now being con- 
structed between said points. 
+> Mr. NEWELL proposed the following, to come 
in under the head of New Jersey, which was read 
and agreed to, viz: : 

From Mount Holly via Chemung, New Gretna, to Tuck- 
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erville, New Jersey. 
From Mount Holly via Pemberton, Browu’s Mills, to Bar- 
Barnegat, New Jersey. 


i 
i 
i 


| Shepperd, Ric 


LVIN, 


On motion by Messrs: CASEY and CA 
verbal alterations were made in the bill...” 

Mr. ASHMUN now interposed, and said it was 
very evident that this bill could not be disposed 
of to-day. There were, he had been informed, a 
great number of amendments to. be offered. It 
was very important that the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill should be disposed of, and he 
would, therefore, move that the further considera- 
tion of the post-route bill be postponed until Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. INGE. I hope that motion will be agreed 
to. We have all been taken by surprise in having 
this bill pressed upon our consideration at this 
time: 

The SPEAKER interposing Debate is notin 
order. 

The question on the motion to postpone was 
taken, and the vote stood—ayes 77, noes 59. 

Mr. POTTER. I call for the yeas and nays; 
and I desire to state, that I do so because we can 


; finish this bill in an hour if we will proceed. 


The SPEAKER. Remarks are out of order. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr- BROWN, of Indiana, (to the Speaker.) 
If the consideration of the bill is postponed until 


i Monday next, will it then come up as the special 


order? 

The SPEAKER, It will come up on Monday 
next asthe regular business, but not as a special 
order. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 


| pone, and decided in the negative—yeas 82, nays 
| 107; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Averett, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Bowdon, Breck, 
Briggs, Burrows, Burt, ©. Butler, E. ©, Cabell, Jos. P. Cald- 
well, Casey, Clarke, W. R, W. Cobb,Colcock, Cole, Deberry, 
Dixon, Duiham, Bhiot, A. Evans, Bwing, Fitch, Freediey, 
Gerry, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Hall, Hamilton, Hampton, T. G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymoud, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Billiard, Holmes, Inge, James L. Johuson, Jones, 
Jas. G. King, Jno. A. King, Lefiler, Littlefield, McGaughey, 
Robert M. McLane, Finis B. McLean, Meacham, Miilson, 
Morse, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, 
Reynolds, Rockwell, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick P, Stanton, Thomas, John 
B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Watkins, White, and Wilson—€2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashe, Bay, Beale, 
Bingham, Booth, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Bucl, Thomas B. Buuer, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, 
Corwin, Crowell, Danicl, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Edmondson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, 
Paler, Giddings, Grinnell, Hallowav, Hammond, Haralson, 
Harlan, Hay, Hotgland, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hunter, 
Jos. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Julian, 
George G. King, Preston King, La Sére, Horace Mann, 
J. Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, MeClernand, McDow- 
ell, McLanahan, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Moore, 
Mortis, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Pheips, 
Potter, Putnam, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, 
Ramsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schooleraft, Seddon, 
ard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetzer, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Vinton, Walden, 
Waldo, llacs, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wil- 
driek, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young 
—)07. 

So the post-route bill was not postponed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, sent up the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Sec. — Be it further enacted, Thatall the roads and navi- 
gable rivers in the United States, or the Territories thereof, 
now or hereafter to be opened, be and the same are hereby 
declared to be post-routes for the conveyance of the mails; 
and the Postmaster General is hereby authorized at his dis- 
cretion to contract for carrying the mails from place to piace 
over the same, in conformity with the law whenever in bis 
opinion the publie good shall require the same to be so 
transported, in the same manner that he could if each route 
were berein specially named, and not otherwise. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer the 
amendment as a substitute for the bill ? 

Mr. EVANS replied in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order after 
the bill should have been read through. 

Mr. EVANS. Iask the consent of the House 
that it may be considered in order now; and if I 
am allowed, | wish to say a few words upon the 


' substitute. 


Mr. ROBINSON objected, and called the gen- 
tleman to order. 

Mr. EVANS said he would make some remarks 
tothe bill then. He said he would not occupy the 
attention of the House above three or fout minutes. 
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promoted by thè selection of any of them. tn | 
effect, every road was now a post-route, for it was | 
only necessary for any gentleman to rise and sub- 
mit a motion that a particular road shall be made 
a post-route, to have it established as such. He 
could rise, and submit a motion to convert any road 
he might choose to name into a post-route, and no 
gentleman would be so discourteous as to object to 
it. No one interposes any objection to motions of 
this kind; why not, then, adopt this amendment, 
which places all the roads in the Union on the 
same footing? Itis only necessary now, if a post 
route is not authorized by Jaw, to go to the Post- 
master General, and satisfy him that the public 
convenience will be promoted by the adoption of a 
particular road, and he will ofder it to be made a 
special route. The United States mails are now 
carried over nearly oneshalf of all our public roads. 
The Postmaster General has the power in his 


hands to order the transportation of the mail over |} 


any of these roads. 

_ in offering his amendment, he disclaimed any 
intention to interfere with the wishes of any of the 
members of this Hlouse. He had proposed it in 
the sincere belief that it was the most proper basis 
ən which this post-road system could be ixed—~ 
and he hoped his proposition would be received 
with favor by the House. 

Mr. POTTER said, there had not been a post 
route established in the United States for upwards 
of two years, and ‘now when they were spending 
perhaps a couple of hours in considering this bill, 
the plea of economy of the time of the Efouse was | 
brought up as an objection. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Maryland had heretofore been 
made, and the committee would very gladly have 
adopted it if they had considered it constitutional. 
But the Constitution authorizing Congress to es- 
tablish post roads, the committee were of the opin- 
jon that it would not be in compliance with the 
spirit of the Constitution to turn over the duty to 
thé Postmaster General, and authorize him to es- 
tablish post routes. He did not suppose the bill 
would oceupy more than an hour or an hour and 
a half, if the House would go on and not occupy 
the time by moving to postpone or to amend, in 
particulars where it had undergone the examina- 
tion oF the committee. . 

He suggested, in order to expedite business, that 
the Clerk read merely the captions; and gentle- | 
men, when their own States were read, could offer | 
any amendments they desired. 

The SPEAKER’ propounded’ the question, 
whethe~ the House would, by unanimous consent, 
adopt the course suggested by the gentleman from 


Ohia? |i 


Mr. VINTON objected, remarki 
would get 
ceeding. 

Mr. INGE said, he wished to submit a privi- 
Jered motion: Tt was evident that the Honse was 


taken by surprise, and were not prepared to act 
upon the bill at thia time 
Mr. FEATHERSTON interposed, and inquired | 
whether debate was in order? 
Mr. INGE. [ move to refer this bill to the i 


| ng that they 
on better in the regular mode of pro- 


i| insist upon his original motion to refer the bill to 


Hi 


jl amine their routes in five minutes, and prepare 


i| The SPEAKER. To refer the bill to the Com- 


i day, and would so modify his motion, if no ob- 
jection was made; buat if objected to, he should | 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


this bill were now laid aside, it would not be 
reached again for days or weeks, and probably not 
during the session. It would be recollected when 
the motion was made this morning to take up the | 
bill, he had objected to it for the same reasons 
which now seemed to press with so much force | 
upon the minds of certain gentlemen, viz: that | 
‘some members of the House were absent, that | 
-the bill had been printed but a few days, that gen- | 


it and preparing such amendments as they desired 
to offer. 
up the bill, and had gone half way through it; it 
could be disposed of in an hour or more, and he | 
i should now Insist that the bill be disposed of. The | 
! routes were all arranged by States, and gentlemen, 
| by turning to that part of the bill of which the cap- | 
| tion was the name of their own State, could ex- 


jany amendment they might consider necessary. 
| He repeated, he should now insist upon finishing 
i the bill, and he would move the previous question, 
were it not that it would cut off amendments. | 

Mr. POTTER said he could suggest a mode of | 
remedying the objections of gentlemen to now 
proceeding with the bill. He stated that if any 
amendments which gentlemen might desire to 


i 


the bill, they could be handed in to the chairman | 
of the Post Office Committee in the Senate, and | 
gentlemen would have no difficulty in getting them | 
inserted. They all knew the difficulty of getting | 
up bills in the House. He really hoped now that | 
| the bill was under consideration the House would 
| dispose of it. 

[Cries in all parts of the House, “Go on with 
the bill. ?”'] 

Mr. FOWLER. inquired what wag the motion 
now pending? 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER said, that motion would not | 
accomplish the object the gentleman had in view, 
bnt would’ carry the bill itself to the table. 

Mr. FOWLER did not press his motion, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Iyer, was taken and rejected. 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
| Committee of.the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| The House then resumed, and proceeded with | 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, made some re- 


Mr. FEATHERSTON said he was satisfied if |} 


| lemen had not had the opportunity of examining |; 


offer shonld be omitted as they progressed with | 


marks in regard to the proposition for a route from 
Tunkhamrock, which, he stated, needed some 
amendment, He was not then prepared to submit 
he proper amendment, as he had not the petigion | 
npon the subject. It was with that view that he 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, į 
to give opportunity to act upon it deliberately. 
Mr. POTTER desired to say in reference to the 
charge that he had taken the Flouse by surprise 
upon this bill, that on Thursday or Friday last he 
had given. notice to the House that he should 
Move to take up this bill at the earliest day, and 
had requested gentlemen to prepare and have in 


ee any amendments they might desire to | 

offer, 

i Me FEATHERSTON. [ object to this de- | 
ate, 


The SPEAKER. Debate is in order. 

Mr. INGE begged to say that his colleagne, who 
was a member of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, (Mr. Auston,] was himself taken 
by surprise, and expressed th 
the bul should be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, or postponed to 
a day certain. He expressed the earnest hope 
that the bill should not be pressed throuch at this | 
time, when so many members were taken by sur- 
prise, and had had no Opportunity to propose 
amendments which they might desire to offer. He 
himself desired to offer two or three, but he conld 
not now lay his hand upon them. Other gentle- 
men were in the same situation. He was willing 
to make the bill the special order, say for M on- 


e strong desire that |i 


till Monday next. 


Mr. POTTER submitted the following amend- | 
| ment, to come in at the end of the routes for Penn- 
| sylvania, which was agreed to; viz: 

From Halifax, via Fisherville, to Elizabethville, Dauphin 
county. 

From Blythe post office, at Tuscarora villa 
wissa post office, Schuylkill county. 

From Leray post office, in Bradford county, Pennsylva- 
nia, via Granville, to Troy, in said county. 

From Eldredville, via Campbeliville, to New Albany, Sul- | 
livan county. 

From Berlin, Somerset county, via Koxbury, Shanksville, i 
| Buekstown, Shade Furnace, and Scal | 
in Cambria county, Pennsylvania. 


Mr. CALVIN offered the following, to come 
after the line 219: 


From Sprnee Creek, Huntington county, Pen 
via Warrior’s Mark to Phillipsburg, Centre coun 
yivania. 


ge, to Catta- | 
$ 


nsylvania, 
wy, Penn- 


The question was put on the amendment, and | 
it was agreed to. ‘ 
At the suggestion of Mr. BUTLER, of Penn. | 
sylvanig, and Mr. HOUSTON, verbal amend- | 
ments were made tothe bill. i 
Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- | 
ment, to come in at the end of the routes for Ma- 
ryland, which was agreed to, viz: 
From Laurel, in Prince George’s county, to Sand 
Spring, in Montgcmery ecunty. = á X 


| 
| 
| 


| 


p Level, to Johnstown, ‘| 
i of Tennessee, viz: 


i 


| 


From Baltimore, by way of- Ford’s Landing and Cecilton, 
to Warwick, Cecil county. 

From Elkton, Maryland, by way of Fair Hill and Lewis- 
ville, Pennsylvania, to Kembleville and New Loudon, 
Pennsylvania. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, proposed a verbal 
amendment; which was agreed to. 


The routes for Virginia, being under considera- 


; tion, 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, proposed the 
following amendment, which was.agreed to, to 
come in at the end of that section, viz: 

From Factory Hill to Holy Neck, Nansemond county. 

From Buchanan to Clarksburg. 

From New Salem, via New Milton, Sugar Grove, and 
Farmington, to Harrisville, 

From Riptey, via Buffalo, Big Level, to Barbourville. 

From West Union, via Stine Spring Mills, Lewin's ang 


j Lawson’s Store and Zeba Davis’s Mills, to Webb’s Mills. 
But the House had determined to take |} 


Mr. McDOWELL offered the following amend- 


; ment, whéch was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of Virginia, viz: 


From Patterson depét, via Frankford, Sheetz’s Mill, 
Burlington, Williamsport, and Ridgeway, (McNWemar’s bẹ 
Roads,) to Petersburg, Hardy county. 

From Franklin, via Monterey, Nilsonville, and Bath, 
to Crab Bottom, Highland county. 

From Winchester to Wardensville. 

From Monterey, via Madisonville and Ruckmansville, 
to Mountain Grove, 4 

Mr. AVERETT moved the following amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of Virginia, viz: 

Frown Horse Pasture to Martinsville. 

Messrs. HAMMOND and SHEPPERD pro- 
posed verbal ‘amendments to the bill; which were 
agree(l to. 


Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- 
ments, which were agreed to, to come in at the 
end of North Carolina, viz: 

From Hamptonville, in Surry county, North Carolina, 
by the way of Lovelace, to Wilkesborough, Wilkes county, 
iu said State. 

From Cathey’s Creek to Georgetown, Macon county. 

From Fayetteville, vie Aversborough village, to Smith- 
field. 

From Salisbury, via Organ Church, to Mount Pleasant, 


s 


į in Cabarrus county. 


From the Warm Springs, North Carolina, to Newport, 


| Tennessee. 


Mr. OUTLAW proposed the following amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of North Carolina, viz: 

From St. John’s, in Hertford county, via Britton’s p4 
roads, to Scotland Neck, in Halifax county. 

From Powell’s Point to Roanoke Island, in Currituck 
county. 

Mr. POTTER offered the follo wing amend ment, 
which was agreed to, to come in at the end of 
South Carolina, viz: 

From Camden, via Bishopsville, to Willow Grove. 

From Bethlehem to Sandy Grove. 

From Anderson, South Carolina, to Athens, Georgia. 

Mr. BURT proposed the following amendment, 
which was agreed to, to come in at the end of 
South Carolina, viz: 


From Columbia, via Pleasant Springs, Countsville, and 
Calk’s Road, to Frog Level, in Newberry Distriet. 


Mr. WELLBORN moved to strike out in the 
Georgia route, words ‘‘ Pea Ridge’? in line 404 of 


z A A ; rdg «6 i % 
had voted to postpone'the consideration of the bill || the bill, and to insert the words © Buena Vista, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McLEAN of Kentucky, proposed the fol- 
lowing amendment, which was agreed to, to come 
in at the end of Kentucky, viz: 

From Russelivilie, Logan county, via Buena Vista 
Springs, to Elkton, Todd county, Kentucky. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, proposed the 
following amendment, which was agreed to, to 
come in at the end of Kentucky, viz: 

From Mayeville, via Slack, to Germantown. 

From Maysville, via Slack and Minerva, to Dover. 

Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- 
ment, which was ageed to, to come in at the end 


From Rogersville, via Anderson’s }4 Roads, Kyle’s Ford, 
and Hunter’s Gap, to Jonesville, Lee county, Virginia. 

From MeMinnvitle, via Irvin College and William Du- 
gan’s, to Chattanooga. i 

From Dover, Stewart county, via Stromhold Furnace, to 
Concord, Kentucky. , 

From Jasper to Pikeville, on the east side of Senuachee 


river. 


From Elizabethtown, via Longmire, to Stockviile, North 
Carolina. 

From Bolivar, via Nubhin Ridge, to Metamora, 

From Wayneshorough to Lyndon. 7 

From Turtle Town, North Carolina, via Dack Town, 
Tennessee, Fighting Town, Georgia, to Hyaz. 

From Dresden, via Palmer’s Store, to Boydville, Tennes- 
see. 

From Taylorsville, Tennessee, to John Mast’s, North 
Carolina. 


1850. 
From Taylorsville to Sugar Grave, North Carolina. 

From Taytorsville, down Roan’s Creek, via Carter’s Iron 
Works, to Sugar Grove, North Carolina. 

From Bagdad to Carthage. 

From Chattanooga, via Sparta, Gainesborough, Tompkins- | 
ville, to Glasgow, Kentucky. 

From Harrison, via Blue Spring, to Cotton Port, Meigs | 
county. 

Frown Harrison, via Hinson’s, to Pikeville. | 

Erom Kingston, Roane county, to Robertsville. 

From Woodbourne, in Kuox county, via Vandergriff p4 
Roads and Austin L. Moore’s, to Clinton. 

From Franklin, via Hurt’s > Roads, to Rally Hill 

From Dresdeu, via Middlebury, to Troy, 

From Pikeville to Jasper, on the southeast side of the Se- 
quatchee river. 


Mr. MARSHALL proposed the following 
amendment, which was agreed to, to come in at 
the end of Tennessee, viz: H 


i 
i 
From Carrolton, via Palmyra, to Bedford. i 
From Carrotton, via Campbetisburg, to New Castle. | 

| 


Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- jj 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end li 
of Ohio: ji 


From Pomero@ to Apple Grove, at the head of Letart ji 
Fails, in the county of Meigs. i 

Mr. POTTER proposed the folowing amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of Louisiana, viz: i 

From Grand Ecore, via Campti, Coushattie Chute, and 
Ringgold, to Minden. ! 

Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end | 
of Indiana, viz: . | 

Froñ Richmond, Wayne county, via Dover, Wiliams- 
burg, Economy, Blountsville, and New Burlington, to 
Muncy, in Delaware county. . 

From Smithfield, Delaware county, via New Albany, 
James Ransem’s, in Blackford county, to Montpelier. 


From Marion, Grant county, via America, Wabash coun 
ty, to Lagro. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON proposed the following | 
amendment, which was agreed to, to come in| 
at the end of Mississippi, viz: 


From Granada, in Yalla Busha county, via Leflore, Green- 
wood, and Yazoo city, to Vicksburg. 


On motion by Mr. McCLERNAND, a verbal 
amendment was made in the routes in Illinois. | 
Mr. POTTER proposed the following amend- | 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at. the i| 
end of Illinois, viz: 


From Middleport, in Iroquois, via Wool, Quitman, ji 
and Butler, to Urbana, in Champaign county, Mlinois. 


] 

| 

Mr. BAK, proposed the following amend- ‘| 
ment, which Was agreed to, to come in at the end || 
| 


of Illinois, viz: 
From Oregon, by Mt. Morris to Buffalo Grove. 
From Sterling, by Union Grove, to Albany. i 
Mr. INGE offered the following amendment, || 
which was agreed to, to come in at the end of |. 
Alabama, viz: i 
From Fayette Court-Ifouse to Crossville. | 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, offered the following |; 
amendment, which was agreed to, to come inat 
end of Alabama, viz: 


| 
From Mount Ginsan, Jefferson county, via. Trussville, to | 
Home post office, in Blount ecoanty. - i 
Fiow Woodville, Jackson county, to Zackariah, Marshall |! 
county. H 
Mr. HUBBARD offered the following amend- | 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end | 
of Alabama, viz: Í 


From Tuscumbia, Franklin county, by the Court House, |; 
to Detroit, Marion county. i! 
Mr. PRELPS proposed the following amend- || 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end |: 
of Missouri, viz: 
From Georgetown to Oseola. | 
From Springfield, via Yocum’s Mill, to Cape Fear. 
From Somerset, Momoe county, to Otter Creek. 


Mr. POTTER offered the followin® amends i 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end | 
of Michigan, viz: | 

From Paw Paw, Van Buren county,to Black river, via | 
Brush erecek, 

The post routes under the head of ‘Texas’? i 
being under consideration— 

Some conversation occurred between Messrs. | 
GIDDINGS, POTTER, and HOWARD, in which 
Mr. G. objected to establishing any route which 
might in any way be construed to commit the 
House to the territorial claims of Texas as aguinst 
New Mexico; Mr. HOWARD said, there was no | 
roate proposed in the bill that was not within the 
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Provided, That nothing in this act contained shali he so 
construed as to express any opinion as to the true boundary 
of any State or Territory mentioned therein. 

Mr. POTTER offered the following amend- 
ment; which was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of New York, viz: 

From Pierrepont Manor to Sackett’: Harbor, Jefferson 
county, on the line of the railroad now being made. 


From Adams? Centre to Sackett’s Harbor, Jefferson | 


county, New York, on the direct road thither. 

From Rome, Oneida county, via Stanwix, Westmoreland, 
Walesville, Vernon, Vernon Centre, Knox’s Corners, to 
Oriskany Falis. 

From Rome, Oneida counly, via Western to Booneville. 

From Chemung to Van Eutenville, Chemung county, New 
York. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment, which was agreed to, to come 
in at the end of Virginia, viz: 

From Chanceltlorville to Richardsville. 


From Shepherd’s Grove, via Kellyville and Brandy to Cul- | 


peper Court-Honse, 
From Wytheville, via Speedwell, Dry Run. Elk Creek, 


; Austin and Cornett?s store, Independence, to Balard’s store, 


on Bridle creek, Grayson county. 

Mr. NEWELL offered the following amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, to come in at the end 
of New Jersey, viz: f 

From Princeton, Mercer eounty, via Van Nise’s Stora, 
Plinhurgh, Dutch Neck, Windsor, to Hightstown, New 

Persey, 


Mr. POTTER offered the following amendment, 
which was agreed to, to come in at the end of 
South Carolina, viz: 


From Dyson’s Mills, via Greenwood, Deadfall, Cokes- 
burg, Monni Hill, to Anderson, 


Mr. POTTER offered the following asan amend- 


ment to the bill: 
IN MINNESOTA. 


From Point Douglas, hy way of Cottage Grove and Red | 


Rock, to Saint Panl. 


From Saint Paul, by wav of the Falls of St. Anthony, j 


Sauk Rapids, and the mouth of Swan river, to Fort Gaines, 
From Swan river to Long Prarie and to Pembina, 
From Point Douglas, by way of Stillwater, Marine Mills, 


Falls of Saint Croix,and Pockegoma Lake, to the Falis of | 


Sr. Louis river of Lake Superior. 


Fram Wahashaw, by way of Wahcoota’s village, Olive i 


Grove, and Mendota, to Fort Snelling. 
From Mendota, via Little Rapids, Traverse des Sioux, and 
Little Rock, to Sac qui Pasle. 
IN CALIFORNIA. 


From Fort Bridget, on Black Fork river, by way of Salt ` 


Lake City, to San Franciseo. 
From San Francisco, by way of Sacramento City, to 
Trinity. 


From Sacramento City, by way of Yuba, to Lawson’s i 


Ranche, 
From Sacramento City to Sutter’s Mills. 
From Sacramento City, by way of Stockton 


| to Maraposa. 


From San Francisco, by way of San José, Santa Clara, 


Santa Crnz. San Juan, San Antonio, San Mignel, San Luis : 


Obispo, Santa Barbara, Los Angelos, to San Diego. 
IN OREGON. 
From Astoria, bv the mouth of the Cowlitz river, Ply- 
mouth, Portland, Milwaukie, Oregon City, Linn Cire, fa 


: Fayette, via Nathaniel Ford’s, to Neysmith’s Mills. Marys- 
| ville, John Lovd’s, Engene F. Skinner's, Pleasant Hill, to 


the mouth ofthe Umpqua river. 
From the Umpqua valiey, to Sacramento City, in Cali- 


; fornia, 


From Oregon City. via Champneg. Salem. Tsmiltan, 
in Lima county, Campbells, Albany, Kirk’s Ferry, W. B. 
Malay’s, to Jacob Spore’s, 

From Nesqually, via the Cowlitz settlement, to the mouth 
of the Cowlitz river. 

From Porttand, via Vancouver, to the valley of the Co- 


i Jumbia river. 


From Portland to Hillshorengh. 
From Oregon City to Harrison Wright's, via Molala. 
From Hamilton Campbell’s to Jacob Conser’s, in Santyam 


i Forks. 


From Linn City to Hittsborongh. 

From Santa Fé to Socorrn. 

From Socorro to Frontera. 

From Los Vegas to Santa Fé. 

From Santa Fé, by way of Abicin, tu Tans, 


Mr. PHELPS moved an amendment to the 


amendment, providing for a route from Santa Fé | 


to Salt Lake Citv. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired of the chair- : 
| man of the Post Office Committee, [Mr. Porrnn,} 


whether the last amendment he had proposed was 
the act of the committee? 

Mr. POTTER said, it had been reported by the 
unanimous voice of the committee. It had been 
printed in the form of a separate bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Preps, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Porter, and being put, it was agreed to. 


Mr. POTTER moved the following amendment, | 


which was agreed to, to come in at the end of 


i Ohio, viz: 


From Findlay, Hancock county, to New Haven. 
From Polk, Ashland county, Ohio, through Albion, West 
Salem, Lodi, Lafayette, to Medina, Madison county, 


and Sonora, ʻi 


From Waynesville gvia 
ren coutily. * 

! From Ashtabula Harbor, via Plymouth, Jefferson, and 
| Denmark. to Richmond, in Ashtabula county. 

From West Jefferson, in Madison county, to Mechinies- 
burg, in Champaign county. i 

Mr.. PUTNAM offered the following amend- 
iment, which was agreed to, to come in as thë en- 
i acting clause of the bill, viz: 

“Sec. 1. Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Repre- 
i sentatives of the United States of America in Cot gress assem- 
| bled, That the folowing post roads be, and the same are 
| hereby, established in the States and Territories, as herein- 
| after expressed, viz: In—?? 
| The bill having been read through 
| Mr. POTTER asked the unanimous consent 
that these amendments should not be journalized. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair would propound 
the question to the House, whether they would 
give general consent or not. Hewould state that 
when bills were acted upon in committee the 
i, amendments were not entered upon the Journal. 
| Mr. VINTON. Is not the requirement of the 
,, Constitution peremptory that the House shall keep 

a Journal of its proceedings? We can dispense 
, with our own rules by general consent, but we can- 
| not dispense with the Constitution. 
| Nir. TOOMBS said, it was a constitutional pro- 
| vision that each House should keep a record of its 
own proceedings. The question involved in the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on 
i the Post-Office and Post Roads, was, whether they 
| could dispense with the Constitution. He re- 
i| marked (jocularly) that he might consider that 
' Question hereafter, but he objected to the proposi- 
tion to suspend the Constitution now. 

The SPEAKER said, that as objection was 
made, the House were not called upon to consider 
i the question, whether.by general consent they could 
i suspend a provision of the Constitution. But the 
i Chair might state that by acting upon bills in the 
| House in the first instance, the Journal was much 
i encumbered by amendments of no general import- 
|; ance, 

Mr. EVANS said he would now offer his amend- 
ment. é 
| The SPEAKER said, the gentleman’s amend- 
ment was pending, and the question would now be 
upon agreeing to it. 

Mr. EVANS said, the post routes being, estab- 
© lished for this year by the bill, he would not offer 
his amendment as a substitute, but as an additional 
jj section: He was proceeding to make a remark, 
; when— 

Mr. STRONG interposed, and (Mr. E. yield- 
ing the floor) said, not having had this matter 
|i brought especially to his notice, he wished to sug- 
|| gest an inquiry to the gentleman from Maryland, 
| [Mr. Evaws,} who would undoubiediy be able to 
| 


Springboro’, to Franklin, in War- 


i answer it. That inquiry was this: If all the 
i routesinthe country were declared to be post routes, 
he wished to know whether it would be in the 
power of the States, after this declaration, to va- 
: cate any of these routes? 

© Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, again proposed his 
‘amendment, as an additional section to the bill, 
| Wiz: 

Be it further enacted, That all the roads and navigable 
rivers in the United States or the Territories thereof, now or 
hereafter to be opened, be and t ame are hereby declared 
ta be post rontes for the conveyance of the mails; and the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized, at his discretion, 
to contract for carrying the mails from place to place over 
the same, in conformity to law, whenever in his opinion ue 
public good shall require the same to he so transported, in 
the same manner that he could if cach route were herein 
specially named and not otherwise. 

Mr. E. repeated that there was a great body of 
public roads in the Union over which the mails 
: were not now carried, but over which the Postmas- 
ter General has the power to cause it to be trans- 
ported. If any gentleman, therefore, objected that 
this amendment gives to the Postmaster General 
jan irresponsible power, he would reply, that that 
il officer has already that power. over a great major- 
{ity of these roads. 


Should it be found to be 
; productive of abuse, it would always be in the 
j power of Congress to repeal the provision. 

» Mr. VINTON inquired whether the gentleman 
ii from Maryland intended to say that the Postmas- 
į ter General was in the practice of dispensing with 
any of the roads established by law? 

Mr. EVANS replied that he did not mean to 
say that there were any laws passed by Congress 
which the Postmaster General did not carry into 
effect; bui there are many roads over which the 
Postmaster General may cause the mail to be 
transported i! he pleases. 


i 
i 
i 


i 
H 
| 
i 


This proposition does 
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not compel him to carry the mail over all the roads, 
but. there were numerous roads in the different 
States, the selection of which for the transportation | 
ofthe mail would promote the public convenience. 
He had several such roads in his district. As the 
practice now is, whenever a member of Congress | 
desires the selection of any particular location, he | 
goes tothe Postmaster General and gets a post | 
office established as a special office. The contracts 
for carrying the mail in these cases, differ. from | 
all the ordinary mail contracts only in this provis- 
ion, that the contractors on the new routes shall 
receive their compensation from the proceeds of 
the new offices. The Postmaster General, then, 
has already the power to transport the mail over 
any of the public roads which he may select. for 
that purpose. The only difference between the 
existing practice of the department and the amend- 
ment which he now offered, consisted in this: that 
now the contractors for the transportation of the 
mail over new and special routes established by 
the Postmaster General, are obliged to rely on the 
proceeds of the new offices for their compensation, 
while under the proposed modification, they would 
be placed on the sarne footing asall the other mail 
contractors. 

Mr. POTTER explained, that whenever a spe- 


cial post office was established by the Postmaster | 


General, it was the practice of the department to 
direct that the mails for such office should be con- 
veyed by a mail messenger who was paid out of 
the proceeds of such office. There was no con- 
tract made in such case, as is in other cases in 


which the service of mail transportation was per- | 


formed. . 

Mr. EVANS re 
pleasure to the su 
man from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, [Mr. Porter, 
but the gentleman might rely that there always 
was a Contract in such cases. ‘The experience of 
members would justify him in the assertion. 

Mr. E. correcied a mistaken impression, which 
scemed to prevail among some gentlemen, that 
there was something in his proposition inconsist- 
ent with the sovereignty of the States. It was 
not so. [t was very well known, that the State 
authorities sometimes altered the routes by which 
the mail was transmitted within their limits. At 
this moment there were seven thousand miles of 
railroads constructed throughout the Union, per- 
forating most of the States, and several thousand 
In progress; and these, by law now existing, be- 
come post routes immediately upon completion. 


plied, that he deferred with great 


And this proposition looked to nothing -further | 
than an extension to the public roads of the Union | 


of the law already relating to railroads. He had 
also included the navigable rivers in his amend- 
ment, though he believed the general law made 
them also post routes, but he preferred to make the 
matter entirely certain by inserting them. 

_ Nothing could be more remote from his inten. 
tion than to sanction any interference with the 
rights of the States. If he could su ppose that such 
would be the effect of the amendment, he would 
instantly withdraw it. Towards the close of every 
session of Congress, much time was always con- 
sumed in passing a post route bill. And this was 
always a pro forma business. No one asked for 
any explanation 
duced. No one seemed 
Hon on the subject. 


i Not a question was asked. ; 
Nota member rose in 


i 
Opposition to any proposed | 
route. Why, had he been so disposed, he could | 
have inserted in this bill-every road in the State of 
Maryland. - And the gentleman from Ohio could 
have as easily introduced every public road in that | 
Stare. It wis never until this moment that he 
had heard this objection on the ground of the in- 
terference of these post routes with the sovereignty 
of the States. If his proposition, which included 
the whole of the publie roads, was an interference 
with the sovereign power of the States, so also 


was the present post-road bill, which converts | 


about 36,500 roads into post routes, and takes | vious question for a moment, in order to enable. 


them out of the sovereignty of the States; and 


perior information of the gentle- | 


1] 


as to any route which was intro- | 
desirous of any informa- i! 


ers in opening and closing roads, but the question 
| of want of power bad never been made. He had 
never heard of these disputes being carried to the 


been decided by the county commissioners, and 
had never gone up to the court of appeals. 

His proposition conferred no power on the Post- 
master General, which he did not now possess. 
IF he chooses to exercise an irresponsible power, 
he can do it as well now, as he could under that 
proposition, If that proposition interferes with the 
| State sovereignty, so does this post-route bill. The 


mail which he cannot do now. It is where mem- 


|| bers early in the session desired new offices and 


| new routes by contract well known that delays 
| have arisen in consequence of the want of an act 
| declaring the route to exist, and many months 
have been wasted to the public disadvantage, while 
waiting for the bill to be passed upon by the 
House. By the passage of this section such incon- 
i: veniences would be avoided, as well as great waste 
| of public time by the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, he thought the whole ar- 
zument of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Evans] proceeded upon a misapprehension. Sup- 
pose, said he, that Congress should, by a sweeping 
clause, enact that all roads and highways should 
be post routes, what would follow? The moment 
this was done, and the law took its place on the 
statute book, the Postmaster General must imme- 
diately advertise for contracts. The gentleman 
from Maryland had said he could do so now. It 
was true he could do it, but it was under special 
limitations. He might establish special offices, 


| from these special offices; upon the condition, how- 
ever, that the carrying of the mail should be paid 
for out of the receipts of the office; but this condi- 
tion did not apply to the gentleman’s plan. He 
i repeated, that the moment an enactment of this 
i kind went Gpon the statute book, the Postmaster 
| General must advertise for contracts, and he must 
; accept the lowest bids that were made, although 
| they might go far beyond the receipts of the offices. 

Mr. EVANS (interposing, and the floor being 
temporarily yielded) said: The genileman says 
that the Postmaster General must advertise imme- 
diately for contracts. Now, I ask, suppose there 
are no post offices on the route, what is he going 
to advertise for? The gentleman’s statement re- 
futes itself. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he would not enter into 
a legal or constitutional argument with the gentle- 
men on this point. The gentleman from Mary- 
land had declared that he would not give a legal 
Opinion without a fee. He declined giving any 
fee, and would not, therefore, ask the gentleman’s 
opinion. What he intended to say was, that the 
f effect of establishing post routes was to require 
| the Postmaster General to contract for carrying 
| the mail over those routes, and it was his duty to 
| advertise for such contracts immediately. “He 
could not dispense with the law—he must act in 
obedience to it. 


| constitutional power, and establish specific post 
routes where they were really needed, and then 
leave the Postmaster General to the exercise of‘his 
legitimate duties to advertise and obtain contracts 
upon as favorable terms as he could. 
_ If in order, he would ask for the previous ques- 
thon, 
Mr. FEATHERSTON desired the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his demand for the pre- 


į. him to make a remark. 


every gentleman offering a proposition for a new 
route, submits a new encroachment on that sover- 
eignty. The county commissioners in the State 
of Maryland have been in the practice of opening 
new roads and closing old ones. And he had 
known some of the most warm and animated con- 
tests among gentlemen of influence in the State, 
which arose out of the action of these commission- 


; will renew it, 

| Mr. FEATHERSTON said he would do so. 
|| He had no desire, he said, to protract this discus- 
ii sion; but he merely desired to say, that he was 
|, opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
|| Maryland, for the reason, that it would not ac- 


4 complish the object which he supposed the gentle- 


highest tribunals of the State. They had always | 


Postmaster General will be enabled, without delay, | 
| to grant some facilities to the transportation of the | 


and engage messengers to carry the mail to and | 
|| The question was taken, and the amendment 


i Mr. SCHENCK. Certainly, if the gentleman | 
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man had in view. The gentleman’s object seemed 
to be two-fold: first, he wished to confer upon the 
: Postmaster General power to establish post routes, 
as well as power to determine whether the mails 
should be carried on them or not, after they were 
| established. So far as this object was concerned, 
he was opposed to it. He was opposed to en- 


‘| larging or increasing the powers to be exercised 
I by the Postmaster General. 


He would rather see 
them diminished thań increased. He thought 
| they were too great already. But the principal 
object of the amendment he supposed to be, to su- 
persede the necessity of legislating on the subject 
at every session of Congress, and passing bills es- 
tablishing post routes throughout the United States. 
If this object could be accomplished, he would cer- 
tainly be in favor of it; but the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maryland would 
notaccomplish it. If this amendment wereadopted, 
it would still be necessary, at each session of Con- 
gress, to pass such a bill as thegone now upon 
the table. The proposition was, to make all high- 
| ways mail routes; but they would have occasion 
to establish mail routes for the Territories every 
year where highways do not exist. 

For these reasons, inasmuch as the amendment 
| would not accomplish the object which the gentle- 
man had in view, inasmuch as it would not super- 
sede the necessity for legislation on ihe subject at 
every session of Congress, he was opposed to it. 
And according to the promise he had given:to the 
gentleman from Ohio, he would renew the demand 
for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
! main question was ordered, being first upon agree- 
| ing to the amendment of Mr. Evans, 

‘The amendment was again read. 


; was rejected. 

i ‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
| read a third time, and passed. 

| Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion 


i] on the table. 


Which latter potion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY moved thatthe rules be suspended, 
| and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DANIEL appealed to the tleman from 
| Virginia to yield the floor, to enable him to mage 
| a report from the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BAYLY declined to withdraw. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked the gentleman to 
waive his motion for a moment, to allow him to 
ask leave to withdraw papers from the files of the 
House—the papers in the case of Joseph Nock— 
i to be referred to one of the Executive Depart- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. Leave will be granted if no 
objection is made. No objection was made. 
| Mr, JONES appealed to the gentleman to waive 
| his motion to allow him (Mr. J.) to offer the res- 
olution which he had asked leave to offer thig 
morning, providing seats for the reporters of the 
Globe. 
| Mr. BAYLY declined to yield, stating that there 
| were three or four-gentlemen who desired to offer 
| resolutions, and if he withdrew for one he must 
| for others. 

The motion of Mr. Bayty was put and agreed 
to—ayes 89, noes 45. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Youre accordingly resolved itselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| (Mr. Borr in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
i eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government, 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851. 

The CHAIRMAN stated, that when the com- 
mittee were last in session they had gone through 
the bill and disposed of all the amendments of- 
fered. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and 

report the bill. ; i 
| The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported 
the bill and amendments to the House. 

And the question being first on agreeing to the 
amendments reported, and then upon the engross- 
| ment of the bill— 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor, and said: 
Mr. Sreaxer: I propose to~call the previous 
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question when I conclude. - But before I do that, 
l respectfully ask the attention of the House for a 
few moments. Constant complaint has been made | 
in this House and elsewhere, of the large amount 
of appropriations reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and an attempt has been made 
to cast odium upon us in consequence. The bill 
upon which we are now about to vote, has been 
complained of especially as extravagant; and the 
attempt has been made to hold the Committee of | 
Ways and Means responsible for it. On one or 
two occasions I have pointed out, in general terms, 
the injustice of these complaints. But as they are | 
still continued, and as I know there are some here 


who mean to vote against the bill, upon the alleged || 


ground of the extravagance of the appropriations 


| $3,040,000. This bil appropriates for the com- 
: pletion and furnishing of the marine hospitals on 
i the western waters, the erection of which have 
; been directed by laws of Congress passed since 
| 1846, $284,308. To all this must be added 


| $44,570, the appropriation for the office of Com- 
į Missioner of Customs, and $201,097 for the De- 
| partment of the Interior, both of which were cre- 


ated by an act of Congress. 
- Mr. SWEETSER said, that inasmuch as the 
gentleman from Virginia had announced his in- 


| tention to move the previous question at the con- 


clusion of his remarks, he desired permission first 
to call his attention to one point. The gentleman 
had spoken of the expenses of the Department of 


contained in it, I desire to go into more detail than 
I have heretofore done, and to show to the House 
and the country precisely. where the increase has | 
taken place, and what has made it necessary. | 


For this purpose I shall take, as the basis of || 


comparison, the civil and diplomatic appropria- j 
tion bill approved on the 10th of August, 1846, | 
making appropriations for | 
30th day of June, 1847. I take that bill because | 
it was one passed the first session of a Con- | 
gress, under a new Administration, and in that | 
respect it is analogous to this, and because the 
Committee of Ways and Means was then pre- 
sided over by General. McKay, a gentleman noted | 
for his economy. That act appropriated $4,151,866. | 
The bill of this year, as reported by myself, pro- | 
pored to appropriate $9,709,732. Since then, I | 
ave stricken from the bill the item of $3,360,000 | 
for the payment of the instalment and interest of | 
our debt to Mexico. But as most of the com- 
plaints were made of the amount of the bill before | 
that was done, I prefer to leave it in for the pur- 


pose of the comparison I propose to draw. Since |} 
the session of Congress of 1845-46, many new || 


objects of appropriations have been created by 
law, which the Committee of Ways and Means 
had no right to disregard, and which, I beg to | 
add, this House even, which is but one branch of | 
Congress, cannot, with propriety, disregard. If | 
the Jaws be wrong, we can repeal them. | 
until that is done, in my humble opinion, this | 
House cannot refuse the appropriations made in- | 
dispensable by them. Those objects are, in part, | 
as follows: TM salaries and commissions of re- 
gisters of land offices and receivers of public mon- 
eys, $128,070. For expenses of depositirg public 
moneys by receivers of public money, $17,715. 
For incidental expenses of several land offices, | 
$25,050. These appropriations it became neces- | 
sary to make in consequence of the act of 3d of 
March, 1849. Prior to that act, all of these ex- 
penses’ were paid out of the proceeds of the lands 
sold before they came into the Treasury. Bat 
that law requires that the gross receipts shall be 
brought into the Treasury, and the expenses be 
appropriated, These are new objects of appro- 
priations, but not of expenditure. For salaries of 
assistant treasurers, $11,500. Additional salaries 
of the treasurers of the Mints at Philadelphia and 


New Orleans, $2,500. For the salaries of ten clerks į! 


to assistant treasurers, $9,000. For salary of chief | 
clerk to assistant treasarer of New York, $1,500. | 
For contingent expenses under the act providing | 


the year ending the |; 


tf 
H 


But || 


the Interior as being a new and additional charge 
upon the Government, to be appropriated for over 
and above the appropriations of the session of 
’45—’46, to which he had referred. He would 
ask the gentleman if that department was not in 
fact formed by the transfer of certain bureaus, for 
which appropriations had always heretofore been 


when that department was proposed to be created, 
it was stated, by authority, that there would be 
very little additional expense incurred; in fact, no 
other expense than the salary of the Secretary and 
that of his chief clerk. 

Mr. BAYLY. We had up and discussed that 
whole matter when the deficiency bill was before 
| the House. It is true it was said that before the 


| law was passed, the creation of the Department of 


{ 


| made? It would doubtless be recollected, that 
i 


‘the Interior would -entail but a smal! additional 


charge upon the Treasury. But it has turned out 
| differently, as I predicted at the time it would. Itis 
| true, as the gentleman states, that the law estab- 
i lishing the Department of the Interior provided 
| for the transfer from the other departments of the 
force engaged upon it, with the business trans- 
ferred.” But does not the gentleman recollect, that 
| when the deficiency bill was before this House, it 
sanctioned, #gainst my wishes, the employment of 
other force in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior beyond that transferred to it? But the sum 
| of $201,000 is made up in part, and in the largest 
part, of appropriations for the bureaus transferred 
from the other departments to that of the Interior; 
and but for that transfer the increase of appropria- 
tions for the other departments, which even now 
exists, as I shall directly show, would be much 
| larger than they are. But for this the Committee 
| of Ways and Means are not responsible. I have 
resisted, in almostevery instance, those laws which 
i have made ‘this increase of expenditure necessary. 
These appropriations to new objects amount to 
| $5,169,810. 
I turn now to the old objects of appropriation, 


that the Committee of Ways and Means are not 
responsible for it. They are as follows: 


Congress over that made in 1845-46 of $16,568. 
| This has been made necessary, in part, in conse- 
quence of the admission of two new States and 
the organization of two additional Territories. 
Since 1846 Iowa and Wisconsin have been ad- 


| Members, Itis true they then had two Delegates, 
| but since then we have organized two other Ter- 


for the safe-keeping and transfer of the public rev- | 
enue, $16,500. For compensation of special | 
agents to examine the books and accounts of de- 
positories of public moneys, $5,000. All of these 
appropriations were made necessary by the sub- 
treasury law, as it is familiarly called, that passed 
` at the same time the civil and diplomatic bill of 
*45 and °46 did, and which did not contain them. 
For salary of examiners of drugs, (an office lately 
created by law,) $7,000. Then there is an appro- 
priation in this biil of $110,000 for the erection of 
the Patent Office building, which was directed by | 
a law of the last Congress; and also $150,000 for 
running the boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico, required by our treaty with | 
that Republic. o 
tains an appropriation of $1,116,000 for defraying 
the expense of taking the census, which occurs | 
but once in ten years. But the principal item is | 
the one for the payment of the instalments to | 


bill, however, of 1845-’46 contained an appropri- | 
ation of $320,000 for the payment of Mexican | 
indemnity, which, to make the comparison fair, | 


[In addition to this, the bill con- i; 


ritories, Minnesota and Oregon, whose Delegates 
are further off and receive-more mileage than those 
of lowaand Wisconsin did. In the appropriation 
for the Law Library there is an increase of $1,000. 
This increase was made upon the application of 
the Supreme Court. The former appropriation 
was found to be insufficient to supply the library 
with necessary books. 
the increase is $14,645. 
In the War, $40,710. This item consists princi- 
pally of the appropriation for the rent of a fire- 
proof building which has been erected for the ac- 


|I commodation of the public offices since 1845-6. | 
i In the Navy Department, the increase is $4,955. 


Now, in reference to these last four items, the 
same remarks apply. The increase is owing, in 
| part, to increase in the number of clerks authorized 
| by Congress; but principally to the increase in 
i their contingent expenses. Over these the com- 


| mittee can exercise no control; the amount of them || 
Mexico, and which amounts to $3,360,000. The s 


to show where the increase has taken place, and | 


There is an increase in the apnropriation for | 


mitted into the Union with four Senators and four | 


In the State Department :: 
In the Treasury, $20,241. | 


pended. The House was aware ofthis, and hente 
; we have a standing. Committee upon Public Expén~ 
ditures, whose duty it is “to examine into the state 
of the several public departments, and particularly 
into the laws making appropriations of money, 
and report whether the moneys have been distrib- 
uted conformably with such laws,” &.- And we 
also have separate committees upon the expendi« 
tures in each of the departments. Now, sir, it 
was the duty of these committees to exam- 
ine into this subject, and ascertain if there had 
been any unnecessary and improper increase. of ex- 
penditure. But I am free to confess that I do not 
believe that these committees could accomplish 
| much in this respect; for the expenditures jn those 
| departments at last depends upon the heads of 
them. Proper economy in them can only be en- 
| forced by them. The duty in this regard is prop- 
| erly an administrative one; and the committees of 
Congress can do but little in respect to it. Let the 
| responsibility, therefore, rest where it belongs. 

For the Mints, there is an increase of appropria- 
tion to the amount of $52,277. The greatly aug- 
mented amount of business done at them, making 
necessary the employment of additional labor and 
| the erection of new machinery consequent upon 
| the influx of California gold, is the cause of it. 
The appropriations for our Territories this year 
| are $17,250 larger than in ’46. Butthey are made 
| indispensable by existing laws, which were made 
| unavoidable by our distance from them, and the con- 
dition of things existing in them. The appropria- 
tions for the Judiciary are $126,337 larger than they 
were in 1846. Over these appropriations the Com- 
; mittee of Ways. and Means had no control. Nearly 
f every item in them is fixed by law. They consist, 
| toa large extent, of salaries of judges and other 
| officers fixed by law, and allowances also fixed by 
| 


law. The Committee of Ways and Means could 

not disregard these laws; nor was it our duty to re> 
i vise and remodel them. Charged as that commit- 
|. tee is with all the multifariousand ramified moneyed 
| operations of this great nation we have no time to 
bestow upon anything else. My investigations 
i have satisfied me that there is no department of 
| the Government in which greater and more bene- 
ficial reforms could be introduced than in the judi- 
cial. And I felt it my duty to call the attention of 
the Committee on the Judicary to it; and the Louse 
will recollect that 1 did so some time since’oi this 
floor. And I was happy on that occasion to find, 
that what I said was concurred in by my colleague 
of the Ways and Means from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron:] 
|The appropriation for the survey of the public 
‘lands this year is $156,502 more than it was in 
1846. This appropriation was pressed upon us 
by the Administration, by whom it was repre- 
sented as demanded by a regard for the publie in- 
terest, and also by a number of gentlemen from the 
Western States. Besides, whole Territories have 
been brought under our land laws since 1846. If we 
had reduced it, every one knows we would nat be 
|| sustained by this House; on the contrary, as large 
| as the appropriation proposed was, this House 
li has increased it by amendments, and in truth the 
amount of appropriation on this head is a matter 
of very little real consequence. All of our lands, 
sooner or later, must be surveyed, and it is merely 
a matter of time when it'shall be done. 

Jn the expense of our intercourse with foreign 
nations there has been an increase of $66,600. 
This has grown principally out of the greater 
i number and higher grade of ministers, and the 
frequent changes in them. But the Committee 
of Ways and Means are not responsible for this. 
i 


! There is an increase of appropriation of $16,000 
to defray expenses incident to our loans, made 
necessary by our increase of debt There is an 
i| increase of appropriation for the erection of cus- 
i! tom-houses,even before the adoption of the arnend- 
| ments offered in the Committee of the Whole, of 
| $195,000. But none of these were for new ob- 
i jects. All of them had been provided for by laws 
| of former Congresses, and our appropriations are 
| to complete what has already been begun. For 
| the Coast Survey there is an increase of appropri- 
f; 

| 

| 

f 


| ation of $105,000; and we were urged very earn- 
| estly to augment even this, andit was owing to 
our exertions it was not done. 
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organize the system, and not of Ways and Means, | 


The increase of appropriations for light houses, 
erected since 1846, is $125,041. The increase of ap- 
propriation for books ordered by Congress, $2,885. 

From these items of increased expenditure are 
to be deducted a decrease of appropriation for sur- 
veyors general and their clerks of $16,540. And 
also the sum of $167,070 for the Post Office De- 
partment, which was contained in the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation biil of 1846, and which 
we transferred to the post office bill. Deduct 
these two sums, and the increase, under the dif- 
ferent heads I have mentioned, is $787,405. Now 
I have already shown, as I have gone along, all of 
these additional appropriations were required by 
laws of Congress, which the Committee of Ways 
and Means could not disrégard, and against nearly 
every one of which that has been passed since 1 
have been in Congress, L not only voted, but active- 
ly opposed; and su did the majority of the Commit- 
tee ot Ways and Means. Andl have urged upon 
the proper committees, and on the House, to modi- 
fy and reform most of the others, And yet, weare 
complained ef by some who have voted for many of 
thes laws, for our appropriations required by 
them. Gentlemen seem to misunderstand the du- 
ties of the Committee of Ways and Means. They 
seem to regard us as charged with the whole duty 
of legislation. God knows, our duties are oner- 
ous and responsible enough, but they do not ex- 
tend that far, T'he tite of our committee precisely 
defines its duties. Lt is the Committee of Ways | 
and Means. Our duty is to provide the ways and 
means of carrying into effect existing laws. We 
can originate no bills except appropriation bills 
and bills to raise money, or bills relating to these | 
objects. Laws of a different character from these 
must originate with other committees. — 

There has been added to the bill, since we re- 
ported it, by amendments made here, appropria- | 
tions to the amount of $522,005. There have 
been stricken from it appropriations amounting to 
$30,332; of which $12,207 was stricken from it 
on my motion, Amount added beyond theamount 
stricken out, $491,673. And there was added, of 
the, $522,005, $198,241 upon motions originating 
with the Committee of Ways and Means, which 
were required by existing laws; and the balance 
was added by the House in opposition to us, and, 
to a‘large extent, by the votes of those who are 
complaining of our extravagance. 

Yo recapitulate. The bill, as reported by us, 
amounted to $9,709,732. To this add the sums 
in the amendments recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, after deducting those | 
made of their motion, (viz., $186,034,) and it 
makes our bill, as we would have had it, amount to 
$9,895,766. ‘Phe act of 1846 appropriated $4,151,- 
S71. Difference $5,744,795. Byt new objects of 
appropriation provided for in our bill amount to 
$5,169,810; and the increase for old objects, made 
necessary by law, and over which, as I have 
shown, we had 
Exciuding these, and our bill is below the act of 
1846 $210,420, which, | am sure, would cover all 
Ube stems put in the act of 1846 against the wishes | 


of the Committee of Ways and Means of that i 
year; for it is known that General McKay had ; 


very hard to get an appropriation inserted in one | 
of his bills against his opposition. There has | 
been added to this bill beyond the reductions made, | 
by the Committee of the Whole against the wishes 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, $293,432. 
But we have a Whig Administration, and no ma- 
jority bere to sustain us; and I do not enjoy the 
confidence of the House to the extent General 
McKay dit. It is true, in this estimate I have 
made no allowance for amendments to be put on 
in the Senate; but we have put nearly everything 
which ought to be in it, and I do not anticipate 
many amendments in that body. Besides, I have 
been speaking of the bill as it comes from the 
Committee of the Whole, without making any de- 
ductions for amendments made by that committee 
which the House may reject; and I cannot but 
hope that many of them will be rejected by the | 
House. If this shall be the case, there will be a 
large margin for amendments in the Senate. I have 
thus shown, Mr. Speaker, that those complaints 
which bave been so industriously made of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, have been made | 
by those who were utterly ignorant of the facts, 
Having vindicated the committee over which I i 


no control, amount to $787,405. lj 


have the honor to preside, I will not detain the 
House longer. - i 

The question was taken,and the vote stood, 
ayes 97, noes 35. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, which main question was, first, on agreeing 
to the amendments adopted in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and then on or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must insist on 
order being preserved whilst the amendments are 
acted upon. They will be read by the Clerk. If 
any gentleman requires a separate vote on any 
amendment, he must give notice of it; and the 
Chair asks gentlemen to see at the desk that a 
memorandum is made of the notice, so that there 
may be no mistakes. 

The Clerk then read the amendments, and mem- 
bers designated those upon which they desired a 
Separate vote. 

In the course of the reading— 

Mr. HARALSON made a point of order, which 
was as follows: 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had reported to the 
| House, among other things, e provision in rela- 
tion to certain rooms in the City Hall of Utica. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hararson] 
stated that in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (and the recollection of the Chair 
concurred with the gentleman’s statement,) the 
committee amended this provision by adding 
another relating to the court-house at Marietta, in 
the State of Georgia. Afterwards the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union struck out 
the whole section; and, as a matter of course, the 
amendments madein committee were lost, and the 
only amendment reported to the House was that 
striking out the Section. The Chair rules that the 
amendment referred to by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Haratson] was not reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to the House, and that the House kas no 
| knowledge or information concerning them. 

Mr. HARALSON? was about to make a sug- 
gestion to the Chair on the point of order, when 
he was interrupted. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
HARALSON, HILLIARD, VINTON, and the 
Speaker. 

The amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, upon which 
Separate votes were not asked, were concurred in. 

The following amendment of the committee, 
| upon which Mr. Harz had asked a separate vote, 
was concurred in withouta division, viz: 

“ Por carrying into effect the international exchanges of 
books authorized by the act of the 30th June, 1848, entitled 
“An act to regulate the exchanges of ceriain documents and 
other publications of Congress,’ §2,000.”? 

The following amendment of the committee 
| upon which Mr. Mrave had asked a separate 
vote, was read, viz: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
furnish and deliver to each of the Members and Delegates of 


Members of the Bth, 29th, and 30th Congresses, including 


i i È i! to all Members and Delegates of the present House the res- 
great influence with that Congress, and that it was j 
| 


idue of the 8th volume of ihe Statutes of the United States, 
| already published, the 9th volume of that work, and the jn- 
dex; also the collected opinions of the Attorneys General of 
the United States, published under the direction of H. D. 
Gilpin, Esq., jate Attorney General, and the Finance Re- 
ports.which have bee prepared in obedience to the act of 
Congress of May 19, 1800—830,000: Provided, That this 
shallnot authorize the reprinting of any of said books; and 
the Clerk shall, before said books are delivered to the Mem- 
bers entitled to. receive them, eause each copy to he marked 
or stamped in some ineffaceable marmer on the cover and 
tile page with the name of the Member receiving the same: 
And provided, further, That no work thus authorized to be 
furnished shail be obtained or delivered by the Clerk unless 
he shail be able to procure a sufficient number of copies 
thereof to furnish a complete set to each Member and Del- 
egate entitled thereto.” 


The question being on concurring with the com- 
mittee— 

Mr. JONES demanded the 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BURT asked that the fortieth rule of the 
House might be-read. 

The rale was read (in part) by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

* No member shall vote on any question in the resultof 
which he is immediately and particularly interested, or in 


any case where he was not within the bar of the House 
when the question was put.?? 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, suggested that 


yeas and nays; 


that House of the present Congress, who bave not already | 
i| received theim, such books as Nave been furnished to the 


the Speaker should designate the members who 
were entitled to vote. g 

The SPEAKER. It is not the duty of the 
Chairto designate the members who are to vote, 
or are not to vote, on this or any other question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the rule preclude the 
privilege of members voting on the question of 
their per diem and mileage? 

Mr. TOOMBS made a remark, or suggestion, 
of which nothing was heard. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that the amendment 
contained an appropriation for the eighth volume 
of the Statutes of the United States, and two or 
three other volumes, to each of the members, in- 
cluding old as well as new. He would remind the 
old members who made the objection, that if the 
new members were excluded from voting, the old 
members also would be excluded; and thus no one 
could vote at all, for all were interested. 

Mr. MEADE said heshould ask Jeave to vote 
on the proposition in order that he might vote 
against his own interest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows no rule of 
the House by which a gentleman can ask for per- 
mission to vote. The act of voting is a duty im- 
posed on the member, not a mere privilege ac- 
corded to him. The rule prescribes that a member 
may ask to be excused from voting, but the Chair 
is aware of no rule by which a member can ask 
permission to vote. And such a motion can-only 
be put by unanimous consent. 

Messrs. WENTWORTH and ASHE rose to 
put inquiries to the Chair; but 

The SPEAKER said that al! these inquiries 
were out of order. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in—yeas 98, nays 77; as fol- 
low: 

YEAS—Messra, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashe, Ash- 
nmn, Bennett, Bissell, Bokec, Booth, Breck, Briggs, A. G, 
Brown, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, $. C. Cabell, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dimmick, Dis- 
ney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Eliot, Fowler, Freed 
ley, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Gould, Green, Hal, Hallo- 
way, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hoagland, Holmes, 
Howe, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W, 
Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A, 
King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, F. E. MeLean, 
Meacham, Moore, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, 
Peaslee, Phoenix. Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Root, Ross, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schen Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Sitvester, Spaulding, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Stanton, Strong, Taylor, J. B. Thompson, Thurman, Un- 
derhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, Whittle- 
sey, Wilson, Wood, and Young—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Bayly, Bingham Bowie, W. 
J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell. J. P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, W. R, W. Cobb, Coleock, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gott, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Houston, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Andrew Johnson, Jenes, Julian, Preston King, Mce- 
Dowell, McGaughey, McQueen, Meade, Millson, More- 
head, Morris, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, 
Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, 
zage, Seddon, Shepperd, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Well- 
born, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, and Wood- 


| Ward—77. 


The following amendment, upon which Mr. 
Evans, of Ohio, asked aseparate vote, was con- 
curred in, viz: 

For compensation of surveyor general of Arkansas, per 
act of &h of Angust, 1846, $2,000. 

The following amendment, upon which Mr. 
CARTTER asked a separate vote, was read, viz: 


For outfit of chargé Waffaires to Portugal, New Granada, 
Guatemala, and Ecuador, $18,000. 
For salary and outfit of chargé d’affaires to Nicaragua. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said the last paragraph 
of the above was a separate amendment, and 
should not be involved in the motion of the gen- 


| leman from Tennessee-for the yeas and nays, 


Mr. JONES remarked that he intended that the 
demand for the yeas and nays should apply to the 
whole. ee 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for a division. 

The CHAIR said the question was divisible. 

The question was then taken on the first branch 
of the amendment, and it was concurred in—yeas 
105, nays 79; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bayly, Bennett, Bokee, Bowdon, Bowie, 
Breck, Briggs, William J. Brown, Buet, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, Thomas B, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dixon, 
Doty, Duer, Durkee, Elliott, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freedicy, Fyller, Gentry, Giddings. Gott, 
Gowd, Helloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Ailliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hun- 
ter, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
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King, Jolm A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McClernand, McDowell, McGaughey, McKissoek, Meach. 
am, Meade, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell, 
Oele, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phenix, Pitan, Patnam, Rey- 
nolds, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Scher- 
merhorn, Schooleraft, Stepperd, Silvester, Spantding, 
Sprague, Stanly, frederick P. Staunton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Tavlor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Williams, and 
Wilsor--105, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alhertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Beale, 
Bingham. Bissell, Rooth, Bowlin, Bart, Joseph Cable, Cart- 
ter, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, 
Green, Halt, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, L G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Hubbard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sère, Leffler, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Mason, McQLanahan, Robert M. McLane, ¥inis 
E. Mehean, Millson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Parker, Pea: e; 
Peck. Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Robbius, Robinson, Ross, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, 
Jemes Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace. 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmat, Wood, and 
Youngs—79, 

_ Mr. BAYLY inquired of the Speaker, if a mo- 
tion was made to reconsider the last vote, and the 
question was not taken this evening, whether the 
question would be the first thing in order to-mor- 
row? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it would be recol- 
lected that he had always so decided. 

Mr. BAYLY. Then I movea reconsideration 
of the vote, and move that the House now adjourn. 
He, however, waived the motion at the sugges- 
tion of— 

Mr. PRESTON KING, to whom, hy unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House, of the papers n the case of 
Lawrence Lawyer, for the purpose of reference in 
the Senate. ‘ 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, by unani- 
mons consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
John Julian, for the purpose of reference to one of 
the executive departments. 

On motion by Mr. HOWE, by unanimous con- 
sent, leave was granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the Honse of the papers in the case of 
William Roberts, for the -purpose of reference to 
one of the executive departments. 

On motion by Mr. WALDEN, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal from 
the filee of thaaKlouse of the papers in the case of 
Ursula E. Cobb, for the purpose of reference to 
one of the executive departments. 

On motion by Mr. THOMAS, by unanimons 
consent, leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of Wat- 
son, Chabot & Co., for the purpose of reference to 
one of the executive departments. 

_ Mr. BAYLY further waived his motion to ad- 
journ, to : 

Mr. JONES, who asked that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to offer the following reso- 
lution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House cause to be pro- 
enred and placed in the front of the Clerk’: desk, two snit- 
able seats for the use of the Congressional Globe reporters, 
and pay for the same out of the contingent fund of the 
House. 

The question was put, and the rules were sus- 
pended. 

The question now being on the adoption of the 
resolution— 

Mr. WOODWARD suggested the propriety of 
so modifying the resolution as to strike out the 
words '*Congressional Globe reporters,” and to 
insert * the reporters of the House.” 

Mr. JONES moved the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. Pending action on the above, 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved that the 
Flouse adjourn; which motion, on a count by tel- 
lers, was carried in the affirmative—ayes 96, 
noes 42. 

Mr. DOTY demanded the yeas and nays. They 
were not ordered. ; 

The House then adjourned till to-morrow. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. SEDDON: The petition of John R. Triplett & 
Sous and many others, merchants and manufacturers of 
Richmond, Virginia, and its vicinity, praying the imposition 
of specific duties on coal and iron, or such other remedial 
lation as. may save the coal and iron interests from the 


By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of Charles M. Watson 
p and 250 others, citizens of Clinton and Essex counties, New 
York, praying a modification of the revenue law of 1846, 
so as to give greater protection to domestic industry and 
impose specific duties. i 

By Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia: The memorial of the 
Georgia Exporting Company, praying the aid of Government 
in the establishment of a line of steamers between Savan- 
nah and Liverpool, to carry the mails, &c. 

By Mr. KING, of New Jersey: Ten memorials from citi- 
zens of New York, for providing by law for protection of 
human life on board of steamers, by Jife-preservers and life- 
boats, in sufficient number. 


The following is the resolution offered by Mr. 
Swererser afew days ago, which was ruled out of 


order: i 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he requested 


outof the Treasury 
called the Galphin claim ; and also the several sams, ifany, 


under the opinions of the Attorney General since the 4th 
Mareh last. 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inguire into the expediency of suspending the 
payment of interest upon claims, the principal of which has 
been-heretofore paid, and upon all other claims not specially 
provided for, until Congress shall otherwise provide by law. 


IN SENATE, 
Mownnay, August 26, 1850. 


Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 23d ultimo, calling for * all the 
‘information in the department relative to the 
‘condition of the swamp lands of Louisiana, with 
t copies of any reports that may have been recently 


from the General Land Office containing all the 
required information. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, 

Ordered, That the communication lie on the table and be 
printed, 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. BERRIEN submitted additional documents 
and evidence in relation to the claim of C. M. 
Hitchcock, executor*of R. S. Hunter, deceased, 
which, with the memorial and documents on the 
files of the Senate, were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. f 


citizens of Washington, in the District of Colum- 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also submitted documents relating to the 


soldier, asking a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


the claim upon the United States by a portion of 
the followers and friends of the late General McIn- 
tosh, of the Creek tribe of Indians, submitted a 
report in writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
recommending an appropriation of $39,901 67 as 
the balance in full of all demands under the ninth 
article of the treaty of 1826. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which wes referred House bill No. 244, 
being the bill granting bounty land to certain offi- 
cers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States, reported 
back the same with sundry amendments, which 
were ordered to be printed; and the bill was made 
the special order for to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution 


agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of remunerating 
George Berry, of Lee county, Towa, for the loss of a horse 


trict of surveying of the public lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, submitted the fol 
lowing resolution, which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to examine and repost on the propriety of allowing a pen- 
sion to Emilie Hooe, of Prairie dn Chien, widow of Brevet 
Major Alexander Seymour Hooe, in consideration of the en- 


rain alleged to be impending from the operation of the act | 
of 1846, 


in Lonismna, and as is generally believed, a result ceca- 
sioned by the effect of that wound. ` 


to commanicate to this House the amount of money paid į 
interest upon the claim, common!y |} 


paid out of the ‘Treasury as interest upon other claims, į 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 


© made on the subject,” covering a communication | 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial of | 


bia, asking that the judicial system of the same | 
may be reorganized; which was referred to the | 


claim of Rhoda Frisbee, widow of a revolutionary Í 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- i! 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the subject of |! 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and |: 


stolen from him by Indians in Lowa, whilst executing a dis- 


tire Joss of his right arm by a cannon shot in the battle of | ed, be BO 
Resaca de ia Palma, at the commencement of the late war ;| moved to the State having jucisdiction of the erime. 

with Mexico, and of his consequent melancholy death in |! 
December, 1847, while he was in command at Baton Rouge, || üh 
ii 
i 


Mr. JONES. 1 desire to submit certain papers 
j and documents in relation to the claim of Mrs. 
Hooe, which I wish may: have the same reference 
with the resolution just adopted. 

The documents were referred accordingly. 

THE PATENT LAWS. 

On the motion of Mr. TURNEY, the bill -to 
amend “ An act to promote the progress of the 
useful arts’? was taken up and made the special 
order for Wednesday next, at twelve o’clock. 

REFUNDING DUTIES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I ask the consent 
of the Senate to take up bill 261, which is a bill 
for therelief of the ‘ West Feliciana railroad cóm- 
| pany.” i 
There being no objection, the bill was read, and 
|| considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 
| Mr. DAVIS. This bill was reported by the 
| Committee on Finance. Itincludes two classes of 
|i railroad iron. A portion of it was lost in a steam- 
i} boat, as stated in the bill, and the other portion 
| was laid down within a very short period of the 
| time required by law that it should be laid down, 
| in order to entitle the importers to the drawback. 
i The reason why it was not all laid down within 
the time limited, was on account of the opposition 
of one of the persons through whose place the 
road was to pass. ‘The whole operations were 
conducted in good faith, in manifestation of which 
they paid the duty on the iron without objection. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This bill had entirely es- 
| caped from my mind; and now that itis called up 
i by the Senator from Mississiopi, I will state that 
the Committee on Finance have no doubt that this 
case comes within the spirit of the law in regard 
to the refunding duties on railroad iron. J hope 
| the bill will pass. 

There being no amendment, the bill was reported 
|| to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading. 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 
| The bill to provide for the more effectual execu- 
| tion of the third clause of the second section of the 
‘fourth article of the Constitution of the United 
i! States came up on its third reading, and having 
! been read a third time, the question was upon. its 
|; passage. : ¢ 
‘| Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, having con- 
l| sented not to vote on this bill, to enable my col- 
|| league, who is opposed to it, to be absent a few 
i 
| 


| days to recover his health, I deem it proper to 
I| state my opinions concerning it. hes is 

|| The act of 1793, providing for the restoration of 
f fugitive slaves under the Constitution, would, in 
i my judgment, have answered the purposes for 


il whicĦ*it was designed, if it had been fairly con- 


| 

| 

| remedy will be sooner found, if sought, in cultiva- 
i 

| 

| 


‘ tional obligation, among the people of the free 


b 
p n rach | 
| here, going out as it will to the people of the 
|| States, will do much more; for it will turn public 
l! attention back from the contemplation of a spu- 
| tious philanthropy, and more spurious morality, 
i to the allegiance which all owe and all good citi- 
| zens acknowledge to the Constitution and laws of 
their country. 

In entering into a common compact, the several 
States of the Union solemnly covenanted with 
each other to restore fugitives from justice and 
from service, and these provisions are too plainly 
written in the Constitution to be mistaken or dis- 


| 
I 
| 
1 
1 
t 
{ 


i 
i 
i 


i 
l: 


otber erime, who shall flee from justice and be found in 
another State, shall, on demand of the Executive authority 
of the State from which he fied, be delivered up, to bere- 


| 
ii o © A person charged in any State with, treason, felony, or 
£g 
i 
! 


mp - oe A f ae 
The third subdivision of the same section, rela 
g to fugitives from service, is as follows: 

‘‘ No person held to service or labor in one State, unde 
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the Jaws thereof, escaping into another, shail, in conse- 
quence ofany law or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 


In both cases the fugitive is to be “delivered 
up,” summarily, upon proper evidence; and in 
neither case, nor in one more than the other, is he 
tobe put upon trial in the State to which he has 
fled, ñor can Congress do more than to provide | 
that he shall be “delivered up.” The theory of | 
the compact is, that the fugitive will be justly | 
dealt with inthe jurisdiction to which he is re- 
turned. It was assented toin this confiding spirit, 
and I have yet to learn that the practice is other- 
wise. And if we may distrust their sense of jus- 
tice on the one‘ hand, and therefore violate the 
Constitution, they may with far greater propriety 
distrust ours on the other; and thus, having the 
sanction of that instrument, for a just and neces- 
sary provision of the fundamental law a system 
of conflict and violence will be substituted. 

The grievance upon thé subject of fugitive 
slaves will be redressed whenever the masses of 
the people in the free States are aroused to the 
abuses which have been practiced in their name, 
under the garb of benevolence and superior sanc- 
tity; and, to the end thatit may be seen how the 
question has been viewed by courts and judges of | 
the highest character in the free States, and what 
are our constitutional obligations, I shall append į 
to these remarks brief extracts from the opinions 
of Chancellor Walworth and Justices Nelson, 
McLean, and Story, upon the subject. 

In the supreme court of New York, in the 
matter of Jack, a colored man, charged as a fugi- 
tive, Mr. Justice Nelson, then a justice of that 
court, in speaking of the clause of the Constitu- 
tion requiring the restoration of fugitives, said: 


“Tt is peremptory and unqualified that he ¢ shall he deliv- 
ered up upon the claim of the party to whom such service 
or Tabor may be die? 

“The right of the owner to reclaim the fugitive in the | 


State to which he has fled has been yielded to him by the | 
States, Without this provision, it would have been compe- 
tent for them to have wholly denied such claim, or to have 
qualified it at discretion, 

EAN this power they have parted with, and the owner 
now has not only an unqualified right to the possession, but 
he has the guaranty of the Constitution in respect to it. 


In the same matter, in the court for the correc- 
tion of errors, Chancellor Walworth says: 


Independent, however, of any legislation on the sub- | 


ject, either by the individual States or by Cong if the 
person whose services are claimed is in fact a fugitive from 
servitude under the laws of another State, the constitutional 
provision is imperative that he shall he delivered up to his 
master upon cluim made; and any State officer or private 
citizen, who owes allegiance to the United States, and has 


taken the usual oath to support the Constitution thereof, | 


cannot, without incurring the moral guilt of perjury, do any | 
act to deprive the master of his right to recapture, when | 
there is no real danbt that the person whose seryices are Í 
claimed is in fact the slave of the claimant.” ` 


in the Supreme Court of the United States, in 


the case of Prigg vs. Commonwealth of Pennsyl- | 
i 


vania, Mr. Jastice Story says: 


“T'he clause wae of the last importance to thë safety and | 


security of the Southern States; and could not have been 
surrendered by them without endangering their whole 
property in slaves, The elause was accordingly adopted 
into the Constitution by the unanimous consent of the fra- 
mers of it—a proof at once of its intrinsic and practical ne- 
cessity. 

“Haw, then, are we to interpret the language of the 
clause? The true answer js, in such a manner as consist- 
ently with the words shall fully and completely effectuate the 
whole objects of i. 1f, by one mode of interpretation, the 
right must become shadowy and unsubstantial, and without 
ary remedial power adequate to the end, and by another 
mode it will attain its just end and secure its manifest pnr- 
pose, it would seem upon principles of reasoning absolutely 
irresistible that the latter ought to prevail. No court of 
justice. can be authorized. so to construe any clause of the 
Constitution as to defeat its obvious ends, when another 
construction, equally accordant with the words and sense 
therent, will enferce and protect them. 3 

«The clause manifestly contemplates the existence of a 
positive, unqualified right on the part of thefowner of the 
elave, which no State law can in uny way qualify, rezulate, 


control, or restrain. The slave is not to he discharged from | 
service or labor in consequence of any State or law regula- | 


ti 
eriti 
that arny 
its, dela 


Now, certainty, without indulging in any nicety of 


State law or State regulation which interrupts, lim- | 
or postpones the right of the owner to the imme- 
ion of the slave, and the immediate command 


ze and labor, operates, pro tanto, a discharge of | 
the slave therefrom.” 


In the same case Mr. Justice McLean says: 


ests of the States represented in the General Convention, 
the subject of slavery was then, as it is now, a most delicate 
and absorbing consideration. In some of the States it was 
considered an evil, and a strong opposition to it, in all its į 
forms, was felt and expressed. In others it was viewed as 
a cherished right. incorporated into the social compact, and 
sacredly guarded by law. 


ii gives an explanation of the claim. 


sm upon words, it may fairly and reasonably be said | 


e 
~ Opinions sp conflicting, and which so deeply pervaded 
the elements of society, could be brought to a reconciled 
action only by an exercise of exalted patriotism. 7 

« Fortunately for the country, this patriotism was not 
wanting in the Convention and in the States. The danger 
of discord and ruin was seen, and felt, and acknowledged ; 
and this led to the formation of the Confederacy. The Con- 
stitution, as it is, cannot be said to have embocied in all its 
parts the peculiar views of any great section of the Union; 
but was adopted by a wise and far-reaching conviction that 
it was the best which, under the circumstance’, could be 
devised ; and that its imperfections would be lost sight of, if 
not forgotten, in the national prosperity and glory which it 
would secure. + + = * * ni * 

& The language of the provision is general. It covers the 
whole ground, not in detail, but in principle. The States 
‘ are inhibited :from passing ‘any law or regulation which 
shall discharge a fugitive slave from the service of his mas- 
| terp and a positive duty is enjoined on them to deliver him 
up, ‘on claim of the party to whom his service may be due.’ ” 

The bill was then passed, and its title was amend- 
ed on the motion of Mr. MASON, so that it now 
stands as follows: ` 


* An act to amend, and supplementary to the act, entitled 
‘An act respecting fugitives from justice, and persons es- 
caping from the service of their masters,’ approved Febru- 
ary 12, 1793.” 

BILL TO RELIEVE WALTER COLTON. 

Mr. BRADBURY moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 127, 
being the bill to make compensation to Walter 
Colton. 

Mr. FOOTE desired to know if the bill would 
be likely to consume time If so, he must vote 
against taking it up, as the hour was approaching 
| for the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of this matter. 

Mr. BRADBURY thought the bill could lead 
to no debate or consumption of time. 

The bill was then read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. BRADBURY. The report in this case, 
which is from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
Twill now 
merely state, that the claimant, Mr.: Coltan, upon 
the capture of Monterey in 1847, was stationed on 
shore by the commander-in-chief of the American 
force as chief civil magistrate, or alcalde for the 
middle department of California. He was subse- 
quently appointed by the commander-in-chief of 
the military and naval forces, and directed to act 
as admiralty judge of a prize court, rendered ne- 
| cessary in consequence of the captures of our 
squadron in the Pacific. In these capacities Mr. 
Colton continued to serve at Monterey between 
two and three years. His services were important, 
and rendered necessary by the peculiar situation 
of the country, and he exhibited throughout great 
fidelity and disinterestedness, such as are not al- 
ways found. I will state one instance which may 
be rendered necessary to explain the phraseology 
of the bi'l, 

While acting as judge of the Admiralty court 
| aprize ship—the Admittance—was condemned and 
ordered to be sold. He/interested himself in be- 
|| half of the claimant in the United States to pre- 
venta saerifice of the property. He perceived that 
the ship and cargo were about to be sacrificed; that 
the only bona fide bid that he could accept was but 
$32,000. There was a nominal bid, upon condi- 


another for $60,f00, upon conditions equally im- 
| possible to be accepted. To prevent this sacrifice, 
he procured an agent to go forward and bid off the 
ship and cargo. 
and cargo were struck off to himat that price, and 


amount. Bya careful and fortunate disposition 
of the property, Mr. Colton was able to realize 


jjand cause to be paid into the Treasury of the | 


United States the sum of $67,497 90, after satis- 
| fying certain preéxisting liens ‘on the property. 
He thus deposited in the public treasury, over and 
above the amount that would have been realized 
under the bid of $63,000, the sum that is proposed 
to be paid to him by the bill reported for his re- 
lief. He did this, instead of retaining the sum, 
as he might have done,in his own hands, under 


would be able, on his arrival in Washington, to 


«© Without adverting to other conflicting views and inter- || make such a settlement as would be proper, and 


allow him a fair compensation for his great ex- 
penses, incurred in exercising the peculiar trusts 


ji that were placed upon him at Monterey. Hede- 


sired nothing more. 
But the Secretary of the Treasury was unable 
to do this after the money had gone into the Treas- 


tions that were inadmissable, for $44,000, and f 


The agent bid $61.000; the ship | 


he assumed thereby the liability to pay that | 


the expectation that the Treasury Department : 


H 
i 
i 
i 
{ 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| be allowed. 


ury, and thus the -petitioner is thrown upon Con- 
gress for relief. -In the case to which I have re- 
ferred, we see that this meritorious and faithful 
public servant saved to the Government the differ- 
ence between the offer of $32,000 and the amount 
of the sale at $67,497 905 and refusing to retain 
anything in his own pocket, even the surplus be- 
yond his own bid, which he might have done, he 
preferred to come with clean hands, and jet the 


| Government make a justallowance for his expend- 


itures at Monterey. As he says the difference 
saved to the Treasury between the bid and the de- 
posit would do this, the committee reported that - 
amount. It must be recollected that, while acting 
at Monterey as alcalde, his expenses were neces- 
sarily very great; that he was ordered by superior 
authority to incur them; that these services were 


| necessary and beneficial; and that so faithful and 


scrupulous a public servant ought not to have 
thrown upon him the expenses incurred for the 


‘Government, under the peculiar circumstances of 


the case. ` 

The Committee on the Judiciary were unani- 
mously of opinion that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I trust my friend 
from Maine will not press this matter at the pres- 
ent time. I believe that very few Senators un- 
derstand it thoroughly. I confess I am unfavora- 


: bly disposed towards this claim, upon hearing the 


reading of the bill and the explanation. There 
seems to be something like speculation in this 
matter. I think it is a matter we should look into 
before we act upon it. I therefore move to lay the 
bill on the table for the present. Hereafter, when 
we have had information on the subject, I shall 
interpose no great difficulties to acting upon it. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw the motion for a moment, for an expla- 
nation, 

„Mr. FOOTE. Certainly, for a short explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BRADBURY. This individual is liableto 
be ordered from home at any time. He has in- 
curred very great expense in serving the Govern- 
ment. His case should be acted on immediately. 
The committee were unanimously of opinion, afier 
very careful examination, that the claim ought to 
I hope the Senator from Mississippi 
will waive his motion, so as to allow a vote to be 
taken, aks 

Mr. FOOTE. I have no objection to allowing 
the vote to be taken now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think that if 
gentlemen understood this matter properly there 
would be no difficulty in relation to it. The com- 
mittee were unanimously of the opinion that the 
claim ought to be allowed. This gentleman, Mr. 
Colton, was a chaplain in the navy, and while in 
the navy had devolved upon him the duties of 
alcalde of Monterey and admiralty judge. As such 
he took charge of this particular ship. In offering 
the ship for sale he could get, in reality, but one 
bid of about $30,000. Finding that the ship was 
likely to be sacrificed, he said that would not do, 
Some Frefichman offered him, I believe, $44,000, 
and perhaps as high as $50,000 or $60,000, but on 
conditions which were inadmissible. Acting asa 
trustee of the Government, he said, ‘* That will 
never do; I must save the Government.” And 
thereupon he instructed some person to bid $61,000. 
But really, afterwards, he sold the ship and cargo 
for more than $67,000. Being-a trustee for the 


| Government, and being a very honest man, he 


thought it his duty to pay the money into the 
Treasury. He might, perhaps, ag a matter of 
law, upon fair adjustment, have retained the 
$7,000. It was his money, and he could have 
kept it. But he paid it into the Treasury, be- 
cause, as am honest trustee, he thought it his duty 
to do so. But he says that his expense as alcalde, 
and admiralty judge, and chaplain, amounted to 
more than $7,000. I have looked at some of his 
decisions. [ confess I considered some of them 
extraordinary; but he acted in his judicial capacity 
well. He discharged satisfactorily all the duties 
imposed on him. 

His expenses were enormous at thattime. They 


‘ amounted to at least $7,000. This $7,000 which 
ihe realized, and might have put. into his own 


pocket, will make him even,and no more. He ig 
willing to receive this $7,000 for discharging his 
multifarious duties. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I suppose this 
gentleman, being an officer of the Government, 
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received his regular payas such. Now, I under- 
stand, it is proposed to reward him for his honesty. 

Mr. BUTLER, (in his seat.) Not at all. 

Mr. FOOTE. If he was really a trustee for the 
Government, as the honorable Senator from South" 
Carolina represents, it would have been fraud in 
him not to have paid over this money; for I do not 
understand that trustees are ever allowed to specu- 
late at the expense of their employers. As at 
present advised, { shall therefore be compelled to 
vote against this bill. I should like-to have an 
opportunity to look into the matter, however. 1 
therefore renew my motion to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was rejected, on 
a division—ayes 16, noes 17. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will ask the 
Senator who reported this bill to state whether, 
during the time Mr. Colton was acting as a civil 
magistrate in California, he was receiving the pay | 
of a chaplain in the navy? i 

Mr. BRADBURY. He was receiving the pay 
of chaplain in the navy—dbout $1,200 per year. 
He was detached from the ship, where he would 
have had his board, and had to go upon shore for 
two years as judge, and there his expenses were 
three or four times as much as the amount he was 
receiving. Day laborers there received some five 
or six dollars a day at that time. At the end of 
the first year he solicited to be relieved, but the 
officers in command of the military and naval | 
forces insisted on his continuance in his office | 
there. 
propose to do more than reimburse the expenses 
that he thus incurred. If he had been performing 
his duties as chaplain on shipboard, he would have | 
had none of this expense. Instead of that, he was 
detached upon other and peculiar duties, arising 
out of the peculiar circumstances and condition of 
the country. : 

Mr. DAVIS. It now appears that this gentle- 
man, who was a chaplain of the navy, receiving 
pay as such, was relieved from the daties appro- | 
priate to his station, went on shore, and performed | 
the duties of a civil magistrate, and L take it for 
granted received fees as. such. 

Mr. BRADBURY. No. 

Mr. DAVIS. This, then, isa most extraordi- 
nary case. As presented, it appears that this 
chaplain left his vessel, therefore his offical posi- 
tion, surrendering the allowance of it, and per- 
formed the duties of a civil magistrate in California 
without fee or reward. It affords an instance of 
the highest patriotism, and furnishes a refreshing 
exemplication of that good conduct in the case of | 
an agent which illustrates the blessings of self-gov- 
ernment, and. which well becomes the character of 
a minister of the gospel. It is a strange case. 
And stranger still is the character of the bill 
founded upon ‘it, proposing to pay to this gentle- 
man an amount of money which it is said he saved 
by purchasing a vessel at his own risk for the 
benefit of the country. Not because he saved that 
amount of money to the Treasury of the United 


States, but because he performed the duty of a |} 


civil magistrate and judge in California. Itis an 
indirect way of making compensation for the per- 
formance of services as a civil magistrate. If he 
had aright to actasa United States judge, and | 
has received no compensation for those services, 
let a bill be brought in for that purpose, but I ob- 
ject to this indirect mode of paying for them. If 
otherwise he is entitled to credit for money saved 
to the United States Treasury, let the claim be so | 
presented, and being thus established it shall re- | 
ceive no oppasition from me: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman to my 
left [Mr, Foor] asked permission to postpone 


He thus incurred this expense. We do not |! 


this bill in order to give him an opportunity to 
look into it—a very reasonable request, it seems | 
to me, and, therefore, with a view of accomplish- | 


ing that purpose, and giving other gentlemen | 


liberty, if they choose, to examine it, I will call } 
for the special order of the day. 
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman must make 
some proposition with regard to this bill. , 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to postpone it. 
The further consideration of the subject was | 
then postponed till to-morrow.  „ 


i 

| 
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THE PURCHASE OF BOOKS. | 
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The following engrossed resolution was then 
taken up and read a third time: 
“ Resolved, That Mr. Palmer have leave to withdraw, 


take outa copy right for, and print on his own account, the 
documents entitled <A comprehensive view of the princi- 


by a chart, which accompanied the report of the Secretary 
of State to the Senate under date of the Bd of April last, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and 
that the Secretary of the Senate be and he is hereby author- 
ized to subscribe for five thousand copies of the work, to- 
gether with the chant, under the above litle, for the use of 
the Senate; provided the same shall be delivered by Mr. 
Palmer at a price not exceeding two doilais per copy of not 
fess ihan five hundred pages octavo, printed on fine paper, 
and neatly bound in muslin.” 


The question then recurred 
the resolution. 


Mr. BENTON said: As I was not present 


passage. I do not mean to strike at this resolution 
only, but to endeavor to embrace the whole ques- 
ition of supplying members of Congress with 


been increasing to an enormous extent from that 
time up to the present. In the resolution before 
us, I believe, is comprised all the enormities and 
| abuses of the system; both in the thing itself, the 
purchase of the books, and the manner of doing 


tem upon it, and it is my intention to endeavor to 
get the Senate to consider that they are voting 
upon the whole system when they shall come to 
vote upon this question. 
when we may consider the whole system, with all 


up under it; and I apprehend that after seventeen 
years’ experience, and after having seen every 


others still more outrageous, which no man foresaw 
at that time: after having seen all this, if we now 
pass a resolution which is in itself an epitome of 
all the abuses which have grown up under the sys- 
tem, we shall sanction the whole, and have noth- 
ing to do but to pass these resolutions for books to 
members, as they are presented. I shall move, at 
the conciusion of my remarks, for the indefinite 
postponement of this resolution. If that fails, I 
shall then offer, by way of giving point to this last 


for the purpose of making opposition in the most 
specific manner possible tothe several abuses 
which grow out of this whole business. 

This abuse began in the year 1832-’3. My at- 
tention was first called to it by the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] who ! am sorry 
to see is not here, for, although he supported this 
| resolution originally, yet 1 think, when it is 
brought forward in the shape of trying the question 
of the whole abuse on this subject, that he will go 
back to the point at which we started together, 
and from which I was his follower. 1 was a 
member of Congress in 1832, and go were you, 
sir, (addressing the Chair.) An act was then 


of the American Revolution. I was an attending 


sage of that act, and stated it in my 
yourself stated the same thing, I think. (Mr. 
King nodded assent.) But I am very certain that 


Mr. Calhoun. 
in our places. 


He, you, and [ had ail stated that 


į the shady Capitol grounds with the Senator from 


“might result from it. 
of it. 


i 

į terms of the act were so loose and comprehensive, |! 
| that it was computed. that the work to be done un- | 
i 

| 


der it would cost a million and a half of dollars. 
| It then began to attract notice, and was the sub- 
| ject, as you recollect, of repeated struggles on this 


ceeded, by limiting the number of volumes, in re- 
ducing the expenditure from a million and a half 
of dollars to about half a million; and that was 
considered a great point gained—a million saved. 


Í 
| 
| 
j 


pal independent maritime countries of the East,” iilustrated | 


upon the passage of | 
t 


when this resolution was called up the other morn- | 
ing, I proceed -now to state my objections to its | 


books. I think this is a proper occasion on which l 
to try the whole question of.this abuse, which fi 
| commenced seventeen years ago, and which has ! 


it. Itis therefore my wish to try the whole sys- | 
Í think this is a period | 
the abuses which have grown up, and may grow |; 


evil that was foretold by those who opposed it in | 
the beginning; having seen every one of those | 
evils come to pass, and an immense number of } 


effort to resist the abuse, several definite motions | 
to recommit with instructions upon certain points, 


passed for the printing of a documentary history | 


member at that time, but I knew nothing of the pas- || 
place; and you | 


a Senator, now no longer among us, but who was | 
always attentive to the business of the Senate, | 
great or small, had no knowledge of it—I mean |! 


The first knowledge that I had of | 
such an act being passed at all, was a year after it | 
was done. I was walking one day—a hot one—in | 


North Carolina alluded to, when he told me of the |} 
passage of that act, and of the enormities which | 
That was the first I knew : 
We then looked into it, and found that the || 


| floor, and on the floor of the House of Represent- | 
atives. Finally, those who were opposed to it suc- | 


Amongst other things to be published in this doc: 
umentary history of the American Revolution, be- 
sides everything that could be collected in the. 
States, and from individuals, were Hansard’s De- 

-bates in the British Parliament, for a period of 
about twenty years—from the time of the stamp 

act, in 1764,.to the conclusion of the debates on 

the treaty of peace, in 1784—during all which time: 
the subject of the American Revolution was the 

prominent topie of discussion. Those debates, as 

far as America was the subject, were to be res 
printed as a part of our documentary history, 

That was one of theenormities. I was at the tine in 

favor of stopping the work, and, if there were any 

damages fairly accruing to those who had under- 

į taken it, paying such damages, and being done 

with the business. It was defended on the groand 

of contract, and of vested rights. 

Now, Mr. President, paying a little attention to 
the debates in the House of Representatives, a 
day or two ago, | found this passage: 

8“ DISTRIBUTION OF BOOKS. 

“ Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, moved to strike out the fol- 
owing clause, viz: 3 

‘< To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay tor one hundred and two copies of the eighth volume 
of the American Archives, to be delivered to members of the 
Twenty-sixth Congress, at sixteen dollars and eighty-three 
cents per volume, One thousand seven hundred and sixteen 
dollars and sixty-six cents.” 

“ He wished to know why this Congress we 
to pay for books for members of th 
gress. It has been nearly ten years since that Congress 
expired. Some of the members have died, and others have 
changed their places of residence, and the Cirk would not 
i be able to find them, Make the appropriation, and the re- 
| sult will be, the greater number of books will be leftin the 
j folding-room, and the Doorkeeper, or somebody else, will 
sell them. 

“Mr. Bayiy said, that if the appropriation should he 
stricken out, it would gratify no one more than himself, 
But, as he understood the matter, these books were ordered 
by a Jaw of the land, and by a law providing for their publi- 
cation. 

“Mr, Jones understood that the contract was made with 
Messrs. Clarke and Force for the publication. If it could 
be repealed be should be glad; but, as be remarked, the 
contract was now in existence, and the books were pub- 
lished under it, 

“Mr, Brown said that his objection was not so much to 
the printing and paying for the books as to the difficulty of 
delivering them. More than fifty members of the Twently- 
sixth Congress are in their graves, and others have changed 
their residences. The question was, to whom shall the 
: books be delivered. 

“Messrs, SCHENCK and SwreTseR made a few 
when the motion of Mr. Brown to strike out the el 
disagreed to. 

“ Mr. Hunrer was understood to Suggest an amendment, 
and to say that the proposition to vote away bouks to dead 
men, and to those who had moved away, was ridiculous. 
He, therefore, hoped that, if the books are to be paid for, 
they would be given to persons now in existence.” 

This is an impressive illustration of the abuse 
| of this book-buying system—an illustration going 
i far beyðnd all imagination at the time it was de- 
tected. It is fact beating fancy—furnishing books 
backwards, retrospectively, retroactively, to the 
dead, and to the moved-away, and tothe left-out 
of Congtess. itis like pensioning members— 
| pensioning with books, transmuted into money=* 
| pensioning the Twenty-sixth Congress. 

It has been now some ten years, as the debate. 
in the House of Representatives well says, since 
that Congress expired. Some of the members 
are dead, and others have changed their places of 
residence, and many left out by their constituents, 
and the Clerk could not be able to find them; and 
| therefore the argument upon which this abuse 
turns, to wit, that these books are purchased to 
enable members better to discharge their duties 
here, can hardly apply. l suppose it cannot ap- 
ply to those who have ceased tobe members of 
Congress, or who have ceased to be inhabitants of 
this world, though L believe the argument would 
be about as strong in favor of the dead aa in favor 
of most of us of the living. Certain it is that 
I never have read one page of any of this Docu- 
mentary History, for which we pay $500,000; it 
might as well have been voted to a dead man as 
to me. Many members sell them; that is noto- 
rious In this city—and some seil cheap—dog cheap 
—less than cost. It was stated on this floor by a 
gentleman who assisted us from the beginning in 
making head against this new system of book 
trade—a Senator from Georgia, Mr. King—that 
he had been informed that the chance for these 
books had been sold in many instances to. dealers 
in old books in this city, And he named an in- 
Stance—not the name of the person doing it—an 
| instance communicated to him. under such cir- 
|| cumstances as authorized and justified -him to 
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name it on the floor of the Senate, where one 
member had sold his chance for ten dollars. It 
was named on this floor, and has. been repeated 
many times since. That was part ofthe abnse. 
And it seems that these abuses belong to that class 
of. diseases incident to the -horse’s back, which 
are Called “ sit-fast.”. They get upon the back, 
and you can never get them off. Neither knife 
nor Caustic can get them off when once on. There’ 
are many things you can burn off with fire, or 
cut out with a knife; butthis sit-fast cannot be got 
rid of in that way, > 
Congress book-trade, and gets worse upon time. 
Another abuse is, that all the new members must 
have all that the old members got—that the new 
members must have what the old ones have; hence 
constant ‘resolutions to purchase books for new 
members, and the constant passing ofsuch resolu- 
tions, Theold members cannot voteagainst them, 
because they could not deny the new ones whatthey 
themselves had, and thé new ones would not vote 
against it either, because they could not deny vo- 
ting themselves on an equality with the old ones; 
and thus it has gone on at every session. What 


has been voted to one must be voted to the other, | 


and so on without limitation. The result has been, 
as | have been informed, and by well-informed 
persons in this city, that in the vast orders which 
have been given for books, and in the immense 
sums which have been appropriated for the pur- 
chase of books to be delivered to members, the 
whole transaction has become fictitious! 


reason that they are not in existence. 


gress, it seems, may vote as many as it pleases to 
new members; the receipt is signed for the book; 
the money goes, but the book is never seen. This, 
I am told, is the case, and J know itis obliged to 


be the case, because the number of books which 1 | 
have thus seen distributed over and over again | 


were limited, and were necessarily exhausted on 
the first or second distribution. So that, in the 


end, it degenerated into a mere distribution of | 


money. This we all know. I can name some 
of the appropriations for this Congress book-trade, 
to give some idea of the capital invested in it. 

Beginning with the Documentary History, which 
was about the commencement of the great abuse, 
and putting down $500,000 for that item, payable 
at intervals as a volume is delivered, each d 


come, and {1 find inthe year 1832, $55,000 for one 
setof books, and $12,000 for another, In 1833, 
I find the several sums of $50,000, $3,125, and 
$1,000. 
$42,960, $5,100. 
$40 000, $10,860. In 1836, $5,883, $15,606. In 
1837, $44,490, $4,588, $15,500. In 1839, $5,602. 

This was the progress of abuse in the first four 
years. Its enormity was such as to enable the 
opposing members to bring it to a halt. They 
broke up the trade for awhile—for near ten years; 
bat it afterwards broke out afresh, and raged with 
renovated fury. 

Thas we find, in 1846, the sums of $7,000 and 


$24,449. In 1847, the sums of $72,205 and of 
$45,000. In 1848, the sums of $8,000, of $16,250, 


of $24,327, and of $4,270. 


both Houses of Congress employed in the work. 
All this which [ produce is only one branch of 


the business—the appropriations made by the two : 
Houses of Congress: but there is another branch | 
of it still to be explored—the purchases out of the | 


contingent fund, of which this to Mr. Palmer is a 
sample. 


Many of these appropriations were to put the. 


new members.on an equality with the old ones; 
that is to say, it was giving them the same amount 
for coming in atthe last moment, as if they had 
eome and worked as those who came before them. 
There is a case of the laboret who comes in at the 
eleventh hour being entitled to full wages, but I 
do not think it applies to members of Congress. 
{Laughter.] 


notalso get back pay—eight dollars a day and 


mileage, so as to make them equal on all points? | 


The list goes on. 


x 


It sticks and grows, like the |; 


There is | 
not a book Keen in the case, and for the very good | 
There was | 
a limited number at first, and these have all been | 
exhausted; but out of this limited supply, Con- ' 


elivery ; 
being about $25,000, and the most part yet to | 


In 1834, the sums of $20,000, $40,000, : 
ln 1835, the sums of $6,600, | 


In 1849, a considerable | 
unascertained amount;and now, in this year, 1850, | 


if the new members are to be pat! 
on a footing with the old ones, and he who comes | 
here this session is to receive the books which | 
have been put in the hands of him who has, 
been here twenty or thirty years, why should they | 


| 
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Recurring to the Documentary History, I will 
here say, Mr. President, that while the House has 
felt itself embarrassed with this contract of Clarke 
& Force, Mr. Clarke has not felt himself embar- 
rassed at all by his part of the contract. While 
we were denying ourselves the power to give up 
this contract, he was selling it to a gentleman who 
perhaps is here now, Mr. John C. Rives. 
purchased Mr. Clarke’s interest, and he has au- 
thorized me to say that if the Senate chooses to 
terminate the contract he asks for no damages. 
He speaks for himself, having purchased Mr. 


Clarke’s interest; he does not speak for Mr. Force, | 
who may or may not be willing to do as he does. | 


Now, sir, this work of Clarke & Force was to be 


done by an officer, at that time, of the House, | 


whom we all know, Mr. Clarke. Being an officer 


of the House, he was therefore somewhat under | 
The | 


the control and in the power of the House. 


| contract with him was personal; he was to do the 
It wasa trust not to be delegated; | 
! it was a contract with him, an officer of the House, 
and an educated man, to do a work which required | 
He was to collect the mat- !/ 
j ter proposed to be published. 


“ head-work.’”’ 


head and education. 
{t was a personal 
trast, and not negotiable and assignable. He has 
assigned, and gone out of it, and Mr. Rives, who 
has succeeded him, pretends to nothing but the 
workman, whose business it is to make money 
out of his contract. 


whole idea on which the contract was made is 
lost and gone. 

tract has left it. 
stick to it. 


He quits it, and yet we must 


business. 
History is yet to come. At first there was no limi- 


tation upon time or quantity. Both were unlimited. | 
We gota limit upon the quantity, so as not to ex- | 
ceed so many volumes; but there is no limit upon | 
time, and periodically Congress is called upon for | 
|; about $25,000 to pay for a new bound volume, and 
some one or two thousand dollars to buy volumes | 


not in existence, to give to dead men ! 


l repeat: these items now produced by me are į 


only those belonging to that elass of appropriations 
which are acted upon by both Houses of Con- 
gress, and which are to be found upon the gen- 
eral statute book. There is another large abuse 
which has grown up, and which is much more 
dangerous than those going through both Houses, 
because the books are bought almost without form, 
by a mere resolve, and paid for out of the contin- 
gent fund. Ihave not had time to look into it, but 


| d think I may venture to say, that since the time 


this abuse began—commencing with the Docu- 
mentary History, which was to cost a million and 
a half, and which we have got limited to half a 
million of dollars, and which we are called upon 
for money to pay every two or three years, and 


which may continue unul we are all dead, and still | 


go on without limitation of time—and including 
all of the sums paid, either out of the Treasury or 
the contingent fund, and it will be found that there 
has been as much money voted for the purpose of 


supplying members of Congress with books, ; 
which few read and many sell, as there has been | 
voted for the improvement of the great rivers of | 
And, sir, it was got much easier than i 
have been any of the appropriations for these | 
The book appropriations pass easy: the | 
river improvement appropriations have a hard | 
lt is a case | 
It is hard | 
work to procure ariver improvement appropria- | 
tion; itis hard work to prevent a Congress book | 
appropriation. In the mean time the books which . 
we buy are, most of thein, either useless or dan- ; 
gerous—a benefit to the seller and nobody else. | 
As an example, i undertake to say that this work | 


the West. 
rivers. 


birth, and many die in the process. 
in which the tug of war is reversed, 


of Documentary History, for which we have paid 
these enormous sums, has not been worth one 
straw to any member of Congress, in any public 
business which he has had to transact, and that 
he has not got one fact or idea from that work 
which was applicable to a single measure depend- 
ing before Congress. Yet the argument upon 
which this abuse originated was, that it was to 
enable members of Congress the better to discharge 
their legislative duties. 

{f desire to give another exemplification of- the 
abuses arising from this system. It applies to 
Greenhow’s history. of Oregon and California, 


He | 


That is all he pretends, and | 
he prints the manuscript as furnished to him. Lhe | 


The leading partner in the con- | 
Such is the argument, and such the | 


practice, and such the abuse of this hook-buying | 
The greater part of this Documentary | 


| and the negotiations which took place with foreign 
| Powers and the United States in relation to the 
|| title to that country. This book was purchased 
ii for the use of the Senate—not half a dozen volumes 
| merely, to put in the library, where every Senator 
could see them on any occasion he pleased—but 
purchased by the thousand for the use of the Sen- 
-ate—meaning thereby that every Senator should 
have his proportion of them. . { objected to this 
purchase at the time; for, alfhough I knew nothing 
about the book, yet I knew something about the 
man,and my opinion was that it would be a shal- 
|| low compilation. I made all possible opposition 
|i to itin the Senate. It was carried, however, and 
i| the argument used to sell it was, that we were en- 


gaged in legislating about Oregon, that there was 
a difficult question pending with Great Britain 
about that Territory, and that it was necessary 
that the members should be furnished with this 
ij history, with a view of qualifying themselves to 
act on the subject in their legislative capacity. 
| That was the argument used. [ believed, bow- 
| ever, thatit was better for us to go to the fountain 
| head. We had the documents here which con- 
| tained all these negotiations, and we had booka 
which contained all the discoveries, and I wag 
therefore strongly opposed to purchasing the com- 
pilation of an individual, instead of looking at the 
documents themselves, as we all might have dune. 
The book was purchased and distributed, and I 
have since had more time to look atit than we had 
i| then, and L now want to show some of the evils 
| which have resulted to the American Congress 
|| from purchasing horn-books to teach Senators and 
| Representatives how to discharge their legislative 
|| duties. f shall have recourse to the book itself 
to show what has happened in consequence of 
having this shallow compilation to go by, Sir, it 
nearly brought us to the verge of a war with 
Great Britain, and all by following the blind guide 
which he had selected—following a false and shal- 
low book, which we had bought, and then took 
for the compendium of all knowledge. These are 
strong words, but no stronger than the truth ad- 
mits, or justice requires; and! mean to prove what 
I say. Mr. Greenhow had taker it into his head 
to deny the line of Utrecht beyond the Lake of 
| the Woods, which Mr. Gallatin, in his negotia- 
tions with the British ministers had relied upon; 
and to keep up his.own side of the argument he 
suppressed all that Gallatin said, and the British 
ministers admitted about the treaty of Utrecht. 

Mr. Gallatin was sent to the Court of St. James 
in 1826, for the purpose of settling questions grow- 
ing up in respect to Oregon. He corresponded 
with the then Secretary of State, Mr. Clay, and 
in that correspondence, from beginning to the end, 
he rested, as number one of his arguments, upon 
the fact that the boundary line between the United 
States and Great Britain was along the 49th paral- 
lel of latitude, from the Lake of the Woods to the 
Pacific ocean, and that that was agreed upon in 
the treaty of Utrecht. Mr. Gallatin, upon his ar- 
rival in London, in the second letter addressed to 
Mr. Clay, said that he would investigate that ques- 
tion of the fixation of the boundary according to the 
the treaty of Utrecht. In his letter of the 25th of 
November, speaking of the Oregon negotiations, 
in relation to Oregon, he says: 

“On the last subject I did not dwell, having not yet sufi- 
ciently investigated the articles of the treaty of Utrecht,” 

This was the opening of his negotiations with 
the British ministers, Messrs. Huskisson and Ad- 
dington, and the opening of his correspondence 
with Mr. Clay. Hs would not “dwell”? on the 
subject at that time, because he had not yet sufti- 
ciently investigated the articles of the treaty of 
Utrecht. He then made that treaty his starting 
point in the negotiation. 

We all know something of Mr. Gallatin; that 
he had a talent for investigation, a talent for anal- 
ysis, a talent for research, which enabled him to 
discover the truth wherever it hes. He did inves- 
tigate the treaty of Utrecht, and did satisfy him- 
self of the fact that it established the boundary; 
{and having satisfied himself of the fact that the 
boundary line was fixed at the 49th parallel of 
| latitude, from the Lake of the Woods to the Pa- 
cific occan, he then brought it forward to the British 
ministers, and @tated it to them fully. The British 
ministers, Mr. President, are weil informed; they 
are able, they are skillful, they are bold, and they 
gain many advantages in negotiation by their skill 
and by their boldness. But they are proud, also, 


| 
! 
i 
if 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1663 


too proud to lie; and when Mr Gallatin men- '| 


i 
tioned this to them, they said yes, it was so, but | 
that a subsequent treaty between Great Britain and ; 
Spain, that of Nootka Sound, had superseded the 
treaty of Utrecht, and thrown open the whole j 
country to the discovery and settlement of all | 
Powers of the world. They confessed and eva- } 
ded, as the lawyers say. They admitted the fact, i 
but endeavored to get rid of it by bringing forward į 
a subsequent treaty—a reason which, whether | 
good or bad, it is not my purpose to argue; but 
Mr. Gallatin brought forward the fact of the 
establishment of the boundary line, and the Brit- 
ish ministers admitted it, but said it was su- 
perseded by a subsequent treaty. The point 
with me is this, that Mr. Gallatin, in those ne- 
gotiations, and in that correspondence, from the - 
opening of it, and before he had mentioned it to 
the British ministers, had determined to investi- . 
gate that line, and to maintain it if he found ittrue. i 
He did so, and did investigate, and did find it true, | 
and brought it forward to the British ministers, 
and they admitted the line, but said it was super- 
seded by the subsequent treaty of Nootka Sound. 
All this was communicated to Mr. Clay, who was 
in the Department of State, in which Mr. Green- 
how was a clerk, and afterwards it was communi- 
cated to Congress and printed. Now, the point to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate is 
this, that in this book of Mr. Greenhow, which 
we purchased for the purpose of guiding the Amer- 
ican Senate and the House of Representatives, in : 
relation to the geography, history, and title to Ore- 
gon, and which purports to give the negotiations | 
on the subject of the northwestern boundary be- | 
tween the United States and Great Britain, every : 
word that Mr, Gallatin said in relation to the line : 
of Utrecht is left out! Itisallleft out. And the: 
reason he gives for leaving it out shows it was | 
donè on purpose, the validity of which reason will | 
be judged of after itis read. I have made a state- | 
ment, sir, and a statement going to show how we | 
have been imposed upon, and fooled, in one of | 
these book purchases, and which was considered | 
a happy purchase at the time it was made; and | 
now Í intend to prove what I have stated. Here | 
is the Gallatin correspondence, printed for the | 
Senate, January 21, 1828, and for the House of | 
Representatives subsequently, Vol. 5, No. 199, ` 
Executive Documents. In his Jetter to Mr. Clay, | 
November 16, 1826, pp. 12, 13 of the Senate Doc- 
uments, he says: 

«Whe pending negotiations, and the researches they ren- 
der necezsary, do not permit me to communicate more than | 
a brief account of what it seems most important for you to 
know. us > ia d Į had but jittie to add to the 
arguments used by Mr. Rush in support of the right of the 
United States to the territory in question, * * * 
pointed out the discovery, Gray’s harbor, now improperly 
called Whitby’s, north of the Coluinbia river, by Captain 
Gray; referred to the line established in pursuance of the treaty 
of Utrecht, and made a short recapituiation of the whoie.” 

Here the line of Utrecht is brought directly to 
the notice of the British commissioners, and the 
next point is, what did they say to it? Mr. Gal- 
latin tells what they said, and that is found at page 
14 of the same document, and in the same letter. 
It was this: 


“ As, at the time of concluding the Nootka convention, 
Lonisiana did belong to Spain, and she made no exception 
to the provisions of that couvention, on any proposed boun- 
daries of that province having been established by former 
treaties with Great Britain, or of right extending to the Pa- 
cific ocean, the United States cannot claim any territory on 
that ocean, as owners of Louisiana, either as a natural ex- | 
tension of its boundaries westwardly, or as imptied from the | 
designation of the boundary line, (the 49th paraliel of latitude,) ; 
settled between Canada and Louisiana on the one part, and the | 
British possessions of Hudsou’s Bay on the other part, by the | 
commissioners appointed in pursuance of the treaty of Utrecht. | 

e This convention of Nootka must be considered gener- 
ally as having become an international law, at least for the 
Pacific, aud superseded the claims ascribed to more prior 
discovery, set aside the exclusive pretensions of Spain to the , 
northwest part of the American. continent, and opened it to 
the commerce und setilements of all countries whatever, inciu- | 
ding the United States.” 


‘This was the answer of the British ministers— : 
confessing and avoiding—admitting the establish | 
ment of the line of Utrecht, but pleading that it | 
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plea. That is not the point. Tke point now is, | 
that Mr. Gallatin presented this line to the British | 


commissioners as a part of the United States tile | 


up to 49°—for no one went higher at that time—and | 
that the British ministers admitted it. ‘The point, 
presently, will be that Mr, Greenhow suppressed 
both this urging and admitting the line, and after 


i 
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that his reason for sucha suppression. We go on 
with the proofs. On the 25th day of November, 
page 16 of the same document, Mr. Gallatin writes 
to Mr. Clay thus: ‘ 

“ The boundary line agreed upon by the commissioners 
appointed in pursuance of the treatyof Utrecht, (the 49th 
parallel of latitude,y though falling short of what might be 
claimed by the United States, was offered by them, and 
must, at all events, be binding on Great Britain. That line 
was indefinite. It had already been confirmed to the Steny 
mountains; there was no reason why it should not be con- 
tinued as far as the claims of both parties extended.” 

This is what is seen in the letters of Mr. Galla- 
tin to Mr. Clay—the line of the treaty of Utrecht 
four times mentioned by him, and the British an- 
Swer to it. But there is still a more formal paper 
to be produced—* the statement” and ‘the counter 
statement ” of the respective negotiators. 

‘There was then drawn up on the part of the 
British ministers a statement of the British title, 
which was annexed to the protocol of the sixth 
conference, and consisted of nine pages, and is 
found at page 52 of the document. At the same 
time there was a counter statement, showing -the 
United States title, drawn up by Mr. Gallatin, 
which consisted of eleven pages, and is seen at 
page 62 of the document; and in this counter 
statement, Mr. Gallatin brought forward the whole 
claim of the United States, and rested it, among 
other points, upon the treaty of Utrecht. Now, 
Mr. Greenhow, in the appendix to this book, 
gives the entire British statement, and omits Mr. 
Gallatin’s, 
page 446, extending to page 455, word for word, 
| as it appears published in the document which Å 
hold in my hand. Ina note to page 446, Mr. Green- 
| how says: 

“This statement, published with the documents accom- 
panying President Adaus’s inessage to Congress, of Decem- 
ber 12, 1827, is bere inserted in ful!, chiefly because refe 
ence is frequently made to itin the preceding bistory, in 


Sce page 347 of the history, (his, Greenhow’s history,) and 
other pages to which reference is made by note”? 

Thus the British statement of tide is given en- 
tire; and this is the reason given for it, because it 
is frequently referred to by him, (Greenhow,) and 


(the aforesaid Greenhow.) Now let us see what 
he did with Mr. Gailatin’s “counter statement,” 
in which some might suppose the British mis- 
statements might Have been found out. 

Now for the American ‘counter statement.” 
Here it is, at page 348 of the book, and compressed 


‘| into about haifa page, and such pages as the book 


contains, smail leaves, wide margins, and about 


| a common newspaper. Here it is, [showing it on 
the page,] and this is its every word that is saved 
to show the grounds of the American title, as pre- 
sented by Mr. Gallatin: 


“Mr. Guilatin claimed for the United States the posses- 
sion of the territory west of the Rocky mouutaius, between 
the 42d and 49th parallels, on the grounds of— 


France, through the Louisiana treaty, and the titles of Spain 
through the Florida treaty. 

“Tne discovery of the mouth of the Columbia, the first 
exploration of the couutries through which that river flows, 
and the establishment of the first posts and settlements in 
those countries by American citizens. 

«Phe virtual recognition of the titie of the United States 


the first article of the treaty of Ghent, of the post near the 
mouth of the Columbia, which had been taken during the 
war. 

~“ And, Jastly, upon the ground of contiguity, which should 
give the United States a stronger righi to Uiose territories 


to colonies established ouly at points on tle borders of the 
Atlantie.?? 


of some eighty pages, and eleven of them taken up 


claim in opposition to the “statement” of the 
British claim. This is all, and this all is little. 
Mr. Greenhow seems to have been aware that 
some apology was due for such conduct, and he 
accordingly gives it thus, in a note at page 347: 

“ The counter statement of Mr. Gallatin, « most able docu- 
ment, is omitted onty because its insertion would have too muck 
increased the bule of the volume’? 


‘These are the reasons given for omitting Mr. 


i 
j 
; ! 
was superseded by the Nootka Sound convention. || 
I do not stop to give Mr. Gallatin’s answer to that | 


| Gallatin’s statement of the tide of the United 


States; “ too much increased the bulk of his vol- 
ume.” Now, Mr. Gallatin’s counter statement 
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He gives the British “statement” at ; 


which its numerous misstatements are exposed and refuted. | 


its misstatements exposed and refuted by him, | 


| equal to a square of two inches in the columns of | 


“phe acquisition by the United States of the titles of 


by the British Government, in the restitution, agreeably to | 


than could be advanced by any other power—a doctrine | 
always maintained by Great Britain, from the period of her | 
carlicst attempts at colonization in America, as clearly | 
proved by her charters, in which the whole breadth of the | 
continent, between certain parallels of latitude, was gragted | 


This is the exhibition which Mr. Greenhow 
makes of Gallatin’s correspondence—a document | 


with a “counter statement” of the American | 


was only eleven pages, and that was too much to 
putin. The British statement was nine pages, 
and that. was fiot too much; : The volume: itself. 
was nearly five hundred: pages, and eleven more 
could not have been told by. looking at, or hand- 
ling the book—could only have been found out by” 
looking at the figures ormthe margins of the pages. 
Besides, the American people might have pardoned 
Mr. Greenhow for sparing his own exposures and 
detections of the British “ misstatements; ag he’ 
smartly calls them, and of. which he gives note at 
the bottom of page 446, and accepted Mr. Galla- 
tin’s reply, in the shape of his * counter statė- 
ment,” to all the errors of the British. ‘state. 
ment.” The country would probably have »par- 
doned him for such a substitution, but he could 
not pardon himself for so doing ;-and so he omit- 
ted Gallatin’s answers and substituted Green- 
how’s. The fact now stands indisputable that, in 
a compilation of the history of Oregon and Cali- 
fornia, for the instruction of memberstof Congress, 
Mr. Greenhow left out the whole of the negotia- 
tions and the whole of the correspondence of Mr. 
Gallatin. That factis clear. Why did he Jeave 
it out, sir? Why did he give the British state- 
merit of nine pages, and leave out Mr. Gallatin’s 
eleven pages? Can it be that it was for the reason 
given? It is immaterial what was the reason, ex- 
cept that a false reason shows a bad design... 
guess a different reason from the one he gives. 
Mr. Greenhow had undertaken to deny the ex- 
istence of the line established by the treaty of 
Utrecht. He started with that foot foremost, and 
then stuck to it, trying to prove it as well as-he 
could by leaving out Mr. Gallatin’s correspond- 
ence, which averred the existence of that line. T 
guess he left out Mr. Gallatin’s counter statement 
because it contained this paragraph, page 67, of 
the document of Gallatin’s correspondence: 

“The limits between the northerly possessions of Great 
Britain in North America, and tbose of France in the same 
quarter, namely, Canada and Louisiana, were determined 
by commissioners uppointed in pursuance of the treaty of 
Utrecht, From the coast of Labrador to “a certain point 
north of Lake Superior, those limits were fized accorditig to 
certain metes and bounds, and from that point the line of 
demarcation was agreed to extend indefinitely due west, 
along the 49th parallel of north latitude. ft was iu cona 
formity with that arrangement that the United States did 
claim that parallel as tbe northern boundary of Louisiana, 
H as been accordingly thus setiled as far as the Stony 
mountains by the convention of 1818, between the United 
States and Great Britain; and no adequate reason ean be 
given why the same boundary should not be continued as 
far as the claims of the United states do extend; that is to 
say, us far as the Pacific oceun.”? i 

This is the reason, | guess, that Mr. Gallatin’s 
“counter statement” was so carefully left out, and 
so bad a reason given forit. It averred the exist- 
ence, in the most formal manner, of the line: of 
Utrecht. Mr. Greenhow had denied the existence 
of that Jine; and did not feel called upon to stultify 
himself in the face of the public by producing Gal- 
latin to contradict him. But he does not content 
himself with leaving out what shows the line; he 
inserts an argument against it. At page 436. of 
his book he has three pages of argument against 
the line, under this imposing caption: 

« Showing that the 49th parallel of latitude was not selected 
as the line of separation between the French and the British 
territories in North America, by commissioners appointed 
agreeubly to the treaty of Utrecht.” 

At page 281 he again denies it in these words: 


“ But thereis no evidence which can be admitted us estalm 
lishing the fact that a line running along the 48th parutiet of 
lutitude, or any other line, was ever adopled, or even proposed” 
by those commissioners, or by their Goi ernments, as the timit of 
any part of the French possessions on the north, and of the 
British Mudson’s Bay Territories on the south.” 


And he puts that into italics, by way of giving 
emphasis to the contradiction. And at page 282 
he seems to be perfectly satisfied with himself for 
putting an end to a “belief? which had been 
* hitherto” (id est, until his book appeared) enter- 
tained “without suspicion”? in the United Siates, 
and even “formed the basis of most important ireas 
ties??? It was his design that it should form the 
basis of no more treaties; so he contradicted, sup- 
pressed Mr. Galiatin’s averment and the British 
admission, and pushed up to fifty-four forty. 

Mr. President, on a former occasion, when the 
state of our negotiations with Great Britain in re- 
lation to Oregon were the subject of much and 
| serious discussion, | brought forward these facts 
| the main fact of the line of Utrecht—for the pur- 
| pose of checking or arresting the furious passion 
| which then broke out for 540 40'. 1 adduced the 
line of Utrecht as fixing the line between the 
i United States and Great Britain. “While I was 
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doing this, and actualy extricating the Adminis 
tration arid the Democratic party from the perilous. 
condition. into. which. they had been run, 1 was 
blackguarded ‘every day in the ‘‘ organ” in this 
city—the. organ: calling itself. Democratic—some-, 
times editorially, sometimes*by Mr. Greenhow, 
sünder his own: name. ` Lwas: blackeuarded, vili- 
fied, contradicted, and at- last ridiculed and. pitied, 
by the organ and its backer, for mentioning the | 
line of the treaty of Utrecht; and 4 have no. doubt 
that nearly the whole of the Democratic. party, 
which: at that: time put: faith in the organ, fully 
believed: that there was no. such line as that of 
Utrecht—that Mr.: Greenhow had. eclipsed all 
Americanand British negotiators, and that “< fifty- 
four forty or fight’ was the duty of every Demo- 
crat who was nota Britishitraitor.* I was literally 
eried. down. and. Mr. Greenhow cried up until he 
rode upon the clouds... Five hundred country or- 
gans- played to. the tune of. the city organ; and in 
the face of the whole [had to take the brunt of sa- 
ving: the: country from “ inevitable war with Great 
“Brigin: ™ It was the first time, perhaps, in which 
a member of a party, saving the party and the 
country from an absurd war, was assailed by the 
organ of the party, even justly, and muchéfless 
falsely and wickedly. But, with the help of oth- 
ers, we succeeded. The danger was averted. The 
true fine of 49°, which we had offered Great Brit- 
ain for forty “years, was established; and now we 
see, from the exhibit | have made this day, that 
all the danger we then ran came from a book, 
fraudulently false, for which we paid $3,750 to 
give ourselves thirty copies of iteach. Isay we; 
for, though: 1 fought against it, and refused to 
touch the book, yet its. purchase was the act of the 
body of \which I:am a member, and therefore we 
ditit: r ` 


This.is some of our experience in buying horn- | 


hooks for our Senatorial instruction. Mr. Green- 


how gives a history of Mr. Gallatin’s correspond- | 


ence, He gives you all this in half a page, which 
cost Gallatin near eighty pages, being the largest 
instance | have ever known of the play of Hamlet 
with the part of Hamlet left out; for he gives us 
Gallatin’s correspondence with the omission of the 
correspondence of Gallatin. What is the conse- 

uence?.. Why, sir, out of that book grew.all the 

isputes about 54° 40” That book was the father 
of the 54°. 40' movement, which brought us to the 
verge of a war with Great Britain. 

And this is what we got for our money in the 
purchasing of books. Yes, sir, the money which 
we paid for that book was the father of the 54° 40’ 
movement. After all, he does not.tell us how 54° 
40’ came to be established as a point for the Rus- 
sian possessions. He does not tell how 54° 40° 
originated, but I will. 4 have found it out in 
another bookin. the correspondence of Mr. 


Adams, who was minister to St. Petersburgh | 


above thirty years ago; and I must here say, once 
for all, that whatever duties I may have to perform 
in the Senate, I want no horn-books to teach me. 
I want the original works themselves. It origi- 
nated thus, because Resanoff married the daughter 
of Chilikoff, or, rather, because Chilikoff married 
his daughter to Resanoff. The case is this: Chil- 
ikoff was at the head of the Russian American Fur 


*Nore.—Since the above speech was delivered, and since 

it was published in the National Intelligencer, the follow- 

. ing note, and enclosure, was received by Mr. Benron from 
the Departinent of State: 

‘*Ehe Secretary of State presents his compliments to Mr. 
Bewron; and has: the honor to transmit herewith a copy of 
the paragraph: from one of Mr. Everett's letters, requested 
by Mr. Benton. ‘The paragraph has just been discovered, 

“% DEPARTMENT or STATE, 

te WasHinerTon, August 28, 1850.” 
“Hatract from. a letter from Mr. Everett to Mr. Webster, 
dated London, 31st March, 1843. 

“The above was chiefly written before I had seen Mr. 
Oswalt ?’s map, whieh I have since, by the kindness of Sir 
Robert Peel and Lord Aberdeen, been permitted to do. it 
is a copy of Mitchell’s mapin fine preservation. The bound- 


aries between the British and French possessions in Anier- | 


ica, ‘us fizel by the treaty of Utrecht, are marked upon it 
in a very full distinct line, at least a tenth of an inch broad, 
anil those words wrttien in several places. In like manner the 
line giving the boundary as we have always claimed it, that 
is, carrying the northeast angle of Nova Scotia far to the 
north of the St. John’s, is drawn very carefullyin a bold red 
line, full a tenth of an inch broad, and in four different 
places along the line distinctly written, ‘the boundary de- 
seribed: by Mr. Oswald.? What is very remarkabte is, thata 
line narrower, but drawn with care with an instrument, 

from the lower end of Jake Nipissing to the source of the 
Mississippi, as far as the map permits such a ine to run, 
had once been drawn on the map, and haa since heen par- 
tially erased, though still distinctly visible,” ~ 


Aug. 26. 


Company. . This was during the reign of the Em- 
peror Paul, in:1799. He was a man’ full of ‘good 
impulses, though rather wrong-headed.. The Rus- 
sian company oppressed the Indians. When he 
was informed of this oppression he resolved to de- 
stroy the company, and to break it up. Chilikoff 
was ‘the head of the company; he had married his 
daughter to Resanoff, the Emperor’s chamberlain, 
and given him herfortune in stock of the company, 
and got him=to. represent. to the Emperor that it 
was better to regulate the company than to destroy 
it.. He therefore made this representation to the 
Emperor. The Emperor. yielded. Instead. of 


and regulated them; and that charter was precisely 
according to the extent of their possessions at that 
day. The Emperor gave them a charter to that 
extent merely because they had occupied it to that 
extent; and that happened to be to the south end 
of the Prince of Wales Island, which was then be- 
lieved to be in 55° north, but afterwards found to 
be 54° 40’. And that is the way that the 54° 40’ 
for .which we were going to fight Great Britain 
originated—all because Resanoff married the daugh- 
ter of Chilikoff, and without any more regard to 
the rights or claims of*any other nation than to 
the rights and claims of the man in the moon. 
Mr. PHELPS. Lrise to a question of order. 
I desire to inquire of the Chair whether this dis- 
cussion about the Emperor Paul-and 54° 40’ is 


i| not have objected if the Senator frorh Missouri had 
not spoken so long on this subject that I deem it 
a duty which L owe to the Senate and to the coun- 
try to raise this question of order. 

The PRESIDENT.’ The Chair is under the 


from Missouri to take so wide a range of debate, 
and to discuss treaties which were signed and dis- 
posed of years ago, on a mere question of printing 
a document for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON. Iam showing the abuse which 
has been practiced upon the Senate in buying 
books, and that the country, in consequence of that 
abuse, was led to the very verge of a war, and the 
Senate fooled. Jam showing the enormous abuse 
whicb has been practiced upon us, in consequence 
of this practice of buying books for the use of the 
Federal Congress. That is what Iam doing, sir. 
Ihave a right to illustrate this abuse by bringing 
to the attention of the Senate the facts which his- 
tory and our experience give me, and which may 
bear upon the question under consideration, and 
show the impolicy of such purchases. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis- 
j| souri will have to confine himself to the subject- 
|| matter before the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON. ThatIshalldo,sir. Iconfine 
myself to the abuses which have grown out of this 
practice, and of which [ spoke in the beginning. 
| Lcommenced to speak of the general abuse, and 
| not of this particular measure. {interrupt nobody; 
|| and the Senator from Vermont will pardon me for 
taking no notice of his interruption. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will be under 
li the necessity of confining the Senator to the sub- 
|| ject named in the resolution. 
| Mr. PHELPS. [rose to a question of order. 
|! I felt it my duty to interfere; and I can assure the 
Senator from Missouri that hereafter I shall deem 
it my duty to interfere in all these discursive dis- 
cussions. Sir, what has the Emperor Paul to do 
with 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not in or- 
der. fLaughter.]} 

Mr. BENTON. Who is not in order? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ver- 
mont was not in order in going on with his re- 
| marks. 

Mr. BENTON. That is right; 
ing me; he is out of order. 
have degenexated into colloquies—have run down 

to dialogues and catechisms. I shall engage in no 
| Such business. I interrupt no gentleman, and if 
| any gentleman interrupts me, he must expect that 
| I shall pass his interruption by unnoticed. 
| The President has pronounced the judgment of 
the Chair on the interraption which was given to 
ime. Ele has condémned it. I am Satisfied, and 
will go on, and will read a little in proof of what 
I said. I will read from the journal of the Rus- 
| sian circumnavigator, Captain Von Krusenterm, 

who says; : ‘ 


“The irregular manner in which this sort of trade had 


{ 
| 


breaking up the company he gave them a charter, | 


pertinent to the question before us? Sir, | would. 


| impression that itis not in order for the Senator | 


he is interrupt- | 
Our debates here, sir, | 


been carried on, the unjust and cruel conductof the Russian 


merchants towards the unbappy inhabitants of the isles of 
America, complaints of which had even-eome to the capital, 
had raised up so great and powerful enemies, that Paul the 
First resolved to aholish the company in order to put an end 
to a traffic so revolting.” This resolution would have been 
certainly carried into-effect but for the interpositionof M. 
de Resanoff, who. was afterwards'sent to Japan as ambassa- 
dor, He bad married the daughter of Chilikoff, who had 
brought him in dowry a very great nuthber of. the. hills. of 
the company; the value depended upon the gains or losses 
of the trade. By his knowledge:and influence he happened 
to render the Emperor so favorable to the company, that he 
rejected all the representations which. were addressed to 
him against it, confirmed it formally. in°1799, and granted to 
it great privileges.” 


That is the way, sir, that this 54° 40’ movement 


; came about—when we were on the.border-of a 
| War with Great Britain, to which we had been led 


by a false and fraudulent book which we had pur- 
chased for our instruction. It was all because 
Resdnoff married the daughter of Chilikoff. But 
still there was an argument for the purchase of 
that book at that time. We had a question about 
Oregon, and it was argued this book was to illumi- 
nate us, upon the principle, perhaps, that in a 
nation of blind men he that has one eye is a king. 
And then we have just had another book, Brown’s 
Debates in the California Convention. Still there 
was an argument; we were about to legislate for 
California, and to the extent of half a dozen vol- 
umes, to be placed in the library, to which Sena- 
tors might have recourse, it would. have been a 

od argument. I would have voted for the pur- 
chase of half a dozen copies, but some two thou- 
sand were resolved upon, and at two dollars per 
volume, the work being such as we would bay in 
the shops for sixty-two and a half cents... I fought 
against it, and, as usual in this Congressional book- 
trade, came off second best. The number was 
carried; but half a dollar on the volume was saved 
to the Treasury, and the seller still got what was 
about double price, and we got what was of no use 
tous. This has been our experience at the pres- 
ent session, and we all felt asif we had been bitten. 
Stl there was an argument, or the shadow of an 
argument, that we were going to legislate for Cal- 
ifornia, and wanted information, and this book, at 
the rate of thirty volumes to a member, might give 


; it. But in the case before us I see no argument at 


all. itis to purchase Mr. Palmer’s book on the 
East. I do not know of any business we have to 
perform here on which the subject-matter of that 
book is necessary to enable us to discharge our 
duties. I know of no argument for it, and { will 
look over the resolution presented, for the purpose 
of seeing what it is, and how it came ‘before. us. 
I do not see the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. Maneum] present who called up this reso- 
lution, and I must therefore call the attention of 
the Senate to itih his absence. This is it: 


“ Resolved, That Mr. Palmer have leave to withdraw, 
take out a copy-right for, and print on his own account, the 
documents entitled ‘A comprehensive view of the prin- 
cipal independent maritime countries of the East,’ ilus- 
trated by a chart, which accompanied the report of the 
Secretary of State to the Senate, under date of the 23d. of 
April last, and referred to the Committee on, Foreign Rela- 
tions; and that the Secretary of the Senate be and he. js 
hereby authorized to subscribe for five thousand copiés of 
the work, together with the chart, under the above title, 


! for the use of the Senate; provided the same shall be de- 


livered by Mr. Palmer at a price not exceeding two dollars 
per copy of notless than five hundred pages octavo, printed 
on fine paper, and neatly bound in muslin.” 

That is the resolution. Inthe first place it is 
for “Mr. Palmer.” There is no Christian name 
to it, as if there was but one Palmer in the world. 
But I apprehend that this Palmer, without being 
one of the kind whocameinitat the end of the 
feast of the noblemen and gentry, a couple of cen- 
turies.back, and who was welcomed -because he 
was a traveler and told good stories—and took 
his name, a baculis palmarum, from the staff of 
palm which was the badge of the oriental trav- 
eler returning from the holy war: without mista- 
king him as one of those Palmers, though he dis- 
courses from the east, | apprehend that we are all 
sufficiently acquainted with the gentleman. I-be- 
lieve that this gentleman has been as faithful in 
his attendance. on this Chamber for a number of 
years past as the average of the members of this 
body, [alaagh;],and that were he to-put ina 
clain? for eight dollars a day, he could make out 
as good a claim as most of us, so far as punctual 
attendance would carry it, For. my part, I am 
sufficiently acquainted with the gentleman, from 
that description, without requiring the resolution to 
insert “ Aaron H.°’ before his name of Palmer. 

Well, now, the resolation asks leave to. with- 
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paper, and permission to take out 
a copy-right, and to print. Leave to withdraw is 
very proper in this case. [A laugh.] Yes, sir, I 
would give him leave. Let him take away this 
paper by all means. But we are to allow him to 
have a copy-right, and to print at his own ex- 
pense. Sir, do we grant copy-rights? What 
could be meant by such a thing? Why, it would 
be authorizing people to print their own works out 
of their own funds; that is all, and that is exactly ; 
what we are required to do for Mr. Palmer. [A 
Jaugh.] Then it is called a “document,” with |! 
the title of it given at length. “A document!” 
Weil! in the olden times a document was an offi- | 
cial paper, emanating from the Executive or some |! 
of the departments. But here is Mr. A. H. 
Palmer's description of the ** Maritime countries 
of the East,” and so forth, which grows up to 
the dignity of a document. And how has it got | 
to bea document? Í suppose Mr. Palmer made |! 
a deposit of it somewher2, say the Department of |! 
State, and then got it back again, and that it has {| 
undergone a process of filtration, which has made | 
it, from a common paper, a “document.” This | 
“t document,”’ after having been spun and wove by | 
Mr. Palmer, not out of his own bowels, like the 
spider’s web, but out of other people’s brains and 
books, was carried to the Department of State and 
asked house room, There are a great many good 
men in this world, and many of them have been 
Secretaries of State. Many things have been car- 
ried and left there, and Kindly cared for, The 
bantling is left, and when it is wanted, he who put || 
it there knows where to find it. As the boys say |} 
in the street, the fox is the finder; and in this case, 
Í presume there was a deposit of this paper with | 
the Secretary of State, and that Aaron H. was the | 
finder, [Great laughter.] And then he gets some | 
good-natured member of Congress—and there are ¢ 
a great many good-natured members of Congress, 
as well as among other classes of men—to move a | 
resolution to have it brought down; after which the 1 
printing at public expense, and the purchase of | 
some thousands of copies at double price, as a 
matter of course ! 

Well, members of Con 
excited, and call for the 
with great dignity. It comes down from the Sec- || 
retary of State, stopping in at the President’s for |! 
his private secretary to bring it up to Congress. | 
Fence it must be dignified; it must be deemed | 
very respectable. It comes upon us imposingly. | 
It is then referred to acommittee. The committe | 
bring it back to the House. By that time it has | 
ripened into “ a document,” and not only ripened || 
into a document, but it has undergone so many i 
filtrations and received so many imprimatures that 
its value can scarcely be calculated. That is 
about the state, I believe, of the present document, |! 
named in this resolution. That is about its his- || 
tory, as I guessit. I have not taken the trouble 
to make any inquiries respecting it; but I guess it 
from what 1 sce on the face of the paper, [Mr. B. 
reading,] “ Entitled ‘2 comprehensive view of the" 
‘principal independent maritime countries of the ; 
‘ East,’ illustrated by a chart, which accompanied the 
t report of the Secretury of State to the Senate, under | 
‘date of 23d of April last, and referred to the Com- 
t mitiee on Foreign Relations.” Very grand title. 
But, sir, what have we before us in the shape of | 
oriental legislation on which we want instruction, | 
to be gotten out of this “ comprehensive view of 
the countries of the East??? I have read some- 
thing about the countries of the East ever since I | 
was a litle boy. I have read of Solomon, and of | 
the East, in his day; and I have read something | 
of whatit has been since. And as for our mer- | 
chants who carry on trade, I apprehend that they | 
will not look at this in order to decide what branch | 
of trade they can explore. They will not wait | 
until the book is printed by order of Congress and | 
then distributed, to find out where to explore any || 
branch of trade. I have read, during the last | 
quarter of a century, a great deal of our merchants | 
und navigators, of their enterprise, of their cour- 
age, of their success in carrying on business, 
whether at one pole or the other; on the placi 
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draw a certain 
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gress get their feelings 
paper. It comes down 
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| is an illustration of what enterprise Americans | 


; partment, of every branch of the public business, | 


| I first came here, the contingent expenses of the | 


seas, upon the land, or amidst the tumbling moun- 
tains of polar ice, pursuing the gigantic monsters 
of the decp. I have read what Edmund Burke 
said of them in the last century, and the black 
emperor of Hayti, Christophe, in this. Both | 
seemed to be equally impressed with the energy | 
of our merchants, but expressed by Christophe | 
with most energy. He said, “ hang up a bag of 
coffee in hell, a Yankee would o o 
it down without being singed.” [Laughter.] This | 


possess. And yet, sir, I am to be called upon 
here to vote money to buy books for the purpose | 
of informing the American merchants whether | 


or not they can‘carry on commerce with the East, 
with China and Japan; and to do that at a time! 
when we have no bill impending on which we are 
to legislate upon the subject of trade with those 
countries, or with any country. So that here we 
are at sea, widely at sea, proposing to purchase 
a thing which has not the excuse of previous | 
books—that it is wanted—which nobody has read, 
and when we have nothing to which it is to be 
applied after we get it. This is going a length 
which previous abuses have not gone in this | 
abuseful business—buying merely because it isa 
book, and not because there is anything to which 
we can apply it. Thus this abuse, in this case, 
takes another great stride. 

In the beginning, as I have shown, it was a 
matter of law to purchase these books. It required | 
at least the sanction of the House before money 


could be taken out of the Treasury for the pur- ii 
H 


chase of books. It required an appropriation. 
There happens to be a clause in the Coustitution | 
of the United States that no money shall be taken 


out of the Treasury except by an appropriation | 


Jaw. That appropriation law must receive the 


assent, the free assent of both Houses of Congress, | 


and must be signed by the President besides. 
These were the guards which the framers of our 
Constitution placed around the Treasury. No | 
money was to be taken out of the Treasury ex- 
cept by law. That law should receive the sanc- 
tion of a majority of each House of Congress, and | 
then be signed by the President. 

In the early stages of the abuse, that provision 
of the Constitution was followed, in form at least. 
The books were always bought by law. This | 
abuse has been going on step by step. We are 
to pay for this book ‘out of the contingent fund of 


i 
1 
j 
} 


| the Senate,” and take the money, not by law, but | 


by a resolution, thereby depriving the House of į 
Representatives, to that extent, of their control | 
over the money in the Treasury, and applying our | 


contingent fund toa purpose for which it never ji 


was intended, The contingent fund of every de- | 


f 
i 
necessarily attaches itself, and belongs to those | 
incidental expenses which result from the work- | 
ing of the department, and which are not foreseen, 
and which cannot be enumerated beforehand. | 
There is propriety in the term ‘contingent ” in 
such expenses, and they are always small. When 


whole War Department were $11,000. The two | 
Houses of Congress then acted upon the great prin- | 


| ciple inculcated in the early days of our history, |) 


and necessary both to economy and accountability, 
that appropriations should be specific, not general | 


nor contingent. Every object of appropriation was |; : n 
been to get the resolution through for his benefit. 


specifically estimated, so that they got down to 


contingencies in the War Department so low as į; 


$11,000. Now, what will cover the contingent | 
expenses of one branch of the legislative depart- į 
ment—of the Senate alone? Will*hundreds of | 
thousands cover it? If confined to its proper ob- | 
ject, a few thousand dollars would suffice. But | 
if you apply it to the purchase of books without | 
limitation, nobody can estimate what it will re- | 
quire for the contingent fund of the Senate. The | 
Treasury may be plundered. ; 
way, the House is deprived of their control over | 
the money in the Treasury. This purchase of. 
books does not belong to the contingencies of the | 
Senate. It is no contingency of the Senate. cis | 
untrue, but the Flouse is bound by it. Each House | 


go and bring | 


|| body else. 


By acting in this |; 


judges its own contingent expenses; and though 
the House of Representatives knows that this 
book purchase is no contingent expense of the 
Senate, yet it has to submit. Thus the House 
| are deprived of their rightful power over the money. 
! in the Treasury. " 
| Now, I wish the whole abuse to be considered 
i as being on trial; for in this case you see an exem- 
plification of the whole abuse. itis an epitome of 
| all the evils of book-buying. How did this thing 
| come before us? Who ever thought of originating 
| the printing of this book? Noone but Mr. Pal- 
mer, He has frequented these Halls for many 
| years past. He has congregated with us for many 
| years. He has brought this thing before Con- 
| gress, and pressed it on our hands. Congress 
| would never have thought of searching for it. The 
| Senate would never have thought of searching for 
iit. But Mr. Palmer has come here. He has re- 
| mained here, instead of staying at home attending 
| to his own business. He is here; he is levant, 
| couchant, and cormorant here. And he undertakes 
| to makea book for us without our leave, and we 
j are to purchase it, when it has no earthly relation 
ito anything we have before us; and we are to 
| purchase his book purely and simply for his bene- 
| fit; for L do not know what benefit it can be,to any- 
Sir, in this proposed purchase is com- 
' prised the whole abuses of the system. This book 
_ 18 pressed upon us when we have no need for it, 
| no use for it, when it has no applicability to any- 
i thing before Congress. It is the most flagrant case 
of abuse which has ever been attempted upon us, 
| and comprises within itself all the abuses of this 
book-buying system.” The resolution “ author- 
izes”? the Secretary of the Senate to subscribe for 
| 5.000 copies of this work of Mr. Palmer. He is 
“authorized”? to subscribe. The words are to 
give him authority; but the meaning is that he 
ishall buy. Then, why not direct’? him to do it. 
| We “authorize” him to do it. What is the mean- 
‘ing of that word authorize??? Does it mean 
| that he may examine and consider the matter, 
jand purchase or refuse to purchase as he may 
deem best? No, sir. Lt is intended to be an order, 
to direct the Secretary to buy the books. 1, there- 
fore, object to the phraseology of this resolution, 
as it contrives a mode by which we ate to avoid 
| meeting the direct responsibility. : 

When this matter was first brought up, the Sec- 
retary was to be authorized to subscribe for 5,000 
i copies of this book. They thought then that each 
Senator should have about 90 volumes to digest. 
| Bat after awhile it was concluded that 50 volumes 
'a piece would be enough. So they dropped 5,000 
, and made it 3,000, asit now stands. They should 
| have continued this dropping process. If they had 
taken one more jump of 2,000, they would have 
reduced the number to 1,000, and in that way they 
weuld have got down ata third jump, below nothing. 
That ought to have been the process. Why did 
it not goon? Why stop at 3,000? What argu- 
ment can there be for giving each Senator 50 
| copies? I want to hear the argument. [ should 
| like to know why they dropped 5,000, and made 
| the number 3,000? Perhaps the argument was 
| this: 5.000 was more than would go; therefore 
fall to 3,000. For whose benefit was this? Was 
; it for the benefit of the Senate or for the benefit of 
| Mr. Palmer? Why, it was undoubtedly for the 
; benefit of Mr. Palmer. The whole scheme has 


| If 5,000 copies were necessary when this resolu- 
; tion was first introduced, why is not that number 
| necessary now? We are not then to buy the 
| book for ourselves, but for the benefit of Mr. 
| Palmer, and he condescends to sell us 3,000, be- 
Í cause we will not take 5,000. But says the reso- 
j lution these books are to be purchased “for the 
| use of the Senate.” For what use of the Senate? 
| Here again is an expression which ought not to 
be inserted. Is it intended for distribution? If so, 
| why not write down the words? Let us face the 
music. Let us bave it in plain language that 
these works are for distribution among ourselves. 
| Let us send it out in that way, and let us not have 


| a double process to go through, first to buy what 


1666 


we do not want, and then to distribute what we 


cannot úse | 

_ Sir, know how ‘this ‘distribution commenced. 
We had. books and documents piled up here at one 
time until they formed such a blockade that we 
had to make a. passage. through them to the Sec- 
rétary’s office.. The question then was, what shall 


we do with them? We have'got them; now what | 


is'to be done with them? Why, we must distrib- 
ute them. That was the argument. We were 
to distribute them,:.in order to get rid of them. 
Instead of going through the double process of 
buyifig first and distributing afterwards to get rid 
of them, there is a clause by which the whole may 
‘he covered up—* for the use of-the Senate.” 

>: Now, can. the Senate use them? If the book is 
really valuable, it can -be Bought for the library. 
$5,000 a year is allowed for the purchase of books 
tor the library. If the work is valuable, two or 
three ‘sets of it could. be bought for the library. 
‘There is the place for it... But-under the terms of 
the resolution, these books are to.be “ for the use 
of the Senate.’* Is there not a design to move the 
distribution: among Senators? That will be en- 
forced on the ground that, having’ got the books, 
we must do something with them. ` 

: -Then the resolution says that these works “shall 
be delivered by Mr. Palmer at a price not exceed- 
ing two dollars per copy of not less than five hun- 
dred pages, octavo; printed on fine paper, and 
neatly bound in muslin.” Five hundred pages! 
“Well, Mr. President, I have heard a story which 
is, perhaps, applicable to this case. A country 
merchant, besides keeping a farm, and a black- 
smith’s shop, and a mill, also ‘kept a dry goods 
Store. “At the time. to which I refer, the term 
§-dry goods store” meant a store in which a little 
of everything in the world was sold. This man, 
like many Other good mien, attended to all these 
things himself, and had an excellent wife, who 
was a wife of all work, and attended to all these 
things when-he was away. A man came into the 
store one day to buy some shot. She could not 
find the pound weight; remembering having heard 
that a “ pint was a pound,” she measured him the 
pint of shot for the pound, and he took all the shot 
she had upon those terms. 

Now, in this case we are to go on the idea that 
a:page is a page. Now, I can give you a little ex- 
perience on that point. When I first came to 
Congress, I was beset to subscribe to a great many 
works that I had not seen. I had subscribed and 
paid for nine volumes in advance. They came 
out, volume after volume, until finally the whole 
nine volumes octavo appeared, with wide mar ins, 
big types, and a great distance between the lines. 
Tchad the curiosity to count it up, which was 
easily ‘done, and compare it with a real British 
Octavo-thea in'my housé. Well, that single Brit- 
ish octavo-contained upwards of a considerable 
number of. words more than those nine volumes. 
That convinced me that a page was nota page, 
though a pint might be a pound. [Great laughter.] 

I repeat, sir, that I wish the Senate to think of 
all the abuses which have grown out of this sys- 
tem, and consider whether it is not time to stop it. 
We have made repeated efforts, but we cannot 
stop it upon one case. That case goes through 
and through, and another comes and that goes 
through. ` We have had no general appeal to the 


sense of the Senate, to consider the abuse of the | 


whole system, and I think a more appropriate oc- 
casion than’ the present for putting an end to the 
whole system cannot present itself. Look back 
and sce the mischief it has produced; look forward 
and see what will be the consequence of our pass- 
ing this. -[ think this is a most appropriate occa- 
sion for tryiug the whole system, and putting an 
end to the abuse. I now move the indefinite post- 
ponement of the resolution. 

Mr. FOOTE. I regret exceedingly that the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, [Mr, 
Maneum,] who: was the introducer of this resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Foreign Relations, is 
not now in his place. 

„Mr. COOPER. If the honorable Senator will 
give way, I will move that the further considera- 
tion of this subject be postponed. 


Mr. FOOTE. Ob no, prefer going on now. jj 


This matter has already occupied too much of our 
attention, and I am very anxious indeed that it 
should be disposed of this morning. I was pro- 
ceeding to express the regret which I feel-that the 
honorable mover of this resolution; so much better 
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ment; happens not to be in“ his place, so that the 


| duty is imposed upon me, however inadequate to 


the task,. of saying something in defence of it. 
But, sir, L should be wholly unworthy of the po- 
sition which F hold in this body, as chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, were I in- 
‘clined ‘to shrink from the vindication of a resolu- 
tion which has received: the unanimous sanction of 
that committee. ishall by no means undertake to 
occupy the attention of the Senate with a discus- 
sion of all the matters which have been brought to 
our consideration this.morning.- The Chair has 
already ruled’ to the ‘contrary; and, 'had not that 
decision of the Chair been rendered I certainly 


should not have felt an inclination to debate topics - 


so wholly unconnected with the question before 
us. I shall be allowed to say, however, that when 
I heard first of the practice of printing books for 
the use of the Senate, it struck me as being- one 
more than likely to be productive of mischief. | 
certainly found this system in full and active oper- 
ation in this body when I had the honor of first 
taking my seat here. I found that many such ap- 
propriations had been made, under the lead of cer- 
tain gentlemen whom I will not now specially 
name; and theré seemed to be a general acquies- 
cence in the system, as one out of which great 
public benefits might spring. 

By the by, as a part of the parliamentary his- 
tory of the country, it is worth noticing that some 
of those gentlemen who have most distinguished 
themselves of Jate by what they seem to regard, 
and evidently wish others also to regard, asa patri- 
otic and public-spirited opposition to this system, 
were at the period to which l allude most zealous 
and efficient advocates of it. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Rusx] will allow nie to refer 
to him as being one of the class of Senators alluded 
to; and he will not be offended, { trust, if, for cer- 
tain delicate reasons, I make somewhat freer refer- 
ence to him in discussing this matter than I should 
do but for the reasons alluded to. What I say of 
him will be found much more forcibly applicable 
to others, to whom I am not willing to make any 
special allusion. i 

I have said, Mr. President, that- I neither feel 
authorized nor inclined to enter upon the exam- 
ination of certain topics, to the consideration of 
which we have been invited this morning: and yet 
I hope to be pardoned for saying, in relation to the 
business of supplying Senators with books, that 
the very first speech I had the honor to make in 
this body was in opposition to that practice, and I 
believe that the very first vote I gave was given in 
order to procureits suppression. Butolder Senators 
had established the practice, and were daily fur- 
nishing ample proofs that they still approved it, 
and I did not deem it altogether seemly in one, who 
was then a stranger here, to take upon himself the 
I wish it to 
be distinctly understood too, Mr. President, that I 
have never sold any book which I have thas re- 
ceived, nor do I believe that any gentleman who 
is at present a member of this body has thus dis- 
graced himself and us. Certainly, if such a case 
of unsenatorial meanness can be made out against 
any one at present occupying a seat here, his es- 
cape from immediate ejection will not be charge- 
able to undue forbearance on my part, I strongly 
suspect that my honorable friend from Texas, [Mr. 
Rusx,]—if he will allow me, for the sake of con- 
venience, to refer to him again; as I always do 
with kindness—I strongly suspect, sir, that he and 
certain other members of this body are in quite a 
peculiar predicament in relation to this business. 
I think that they have deliberately and repeatedly 
voted for appropriations of this very kind, some of 
them involving enormous sums of money; yet 
they think proper at this time to manifest extra- 


| ordinary opposition to this proposal to incur a com- 
| paratively small expense, 


in procuring the printing 
of Mr. Palmer’s book, for the use of the Senate, as 


| the resolution expresses it. Indeed, sir, I really 


have been almost inclined, when I recollect that 
the Senator from Texas was the warm advocate a 
short time since of the printing of certain maps 
here, and has voted for various other propositions 
of this sort, unnecessary now to be specified, to 
apply to him, and those at present so zealously 
codperating with him, the language of Hudibras, 
when he speaks of certain puritanical personages 
of his day, whose practice: was to E 


LOBE, 


“qualified than myself to exhibit its true merits, 
| and vindicate it against unjust and illiberal assail 


“ Compound for sins they were inclined to, 
By damning those they had no mind to.” 
í E {Laughter. J 

The printing of certain books and maps a short 
time since was a very worthy and meritorious 
thing, and in every way to be advocated, urged, 
commended, and recommended before the present 
generation and all’ posterity; but when another 
proposition of the same kind, and, according to 
my judgment, of not less merit by any means, is 
presented to us for consideration, these same gèn- 
tlemen manifest the most holy. indignation, the 
most zealous and inflexible opposition, and some 
of them signalize themselves by indulging in lane 
guage of-coarse ridicule and denunciation. 1 do 
not say this of my friend from Texas, who, to 
confess the truth, is always liberal, kind, and 
courteous. è 

Mr. RUSK. I ask the Senator to refer to a sin- 
gle case of this kind that I have been the advo- 
cate of? 

Mr. FOOTE. I did not intend to particularize 
anybody, much less to wound the feelings of any 
particular individual; but, being thus called upon, 
I will respond with becoming frankness. hat 
honorable Senator voted for various appropriations 
of this kind, a list of which I have in my hand, 
for some of which I confess that 1 also voted; in 
conformity with the examples of other Senators-— 
seniores Senatores—and in conformity also with the 
established usage of the Senate. 1 voted with the 
Senator from ‘Texas, 1 think, for the printing, 
lithographing, binding, and so. forth, of a book 
with which~is favorably connected the name of a 
gentleman distinguished for scientific attainments, 
for public spirit, and for patriotism, and who, I 
trust, will shortly be, as I cannot doubt he will 
prove, a distinguished ornament of this body. I 
refer now, of course, to Col. Frémont. I hold in 
my hand a statement from our own Secretary, fur- 
nished at my request, showing that the sum of 
$30,835 91 was at different times expended upon 
that book and the maps accompanying it; all of 
which was done by the Senate under very distin- 
guished auspices indeed. I shall not go further 
into particulars at present, but 1 ask my honorable 
friend, did he not vote for that large appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. RUSK, (in his seat.) I did; but that was 
a very different thing. : 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 thought that T could not be in 
error on this point. And now, since my honor- 
able friend from Texas seems to have clearly com- 
mitted himself heretofore, on ‘more than one 
occasion, by voting appropriations of the kind at 
present asked, he will allow me to say that f 
strongly suspect that his strenuous opposition to 
this book of Mr. Palmer’s arises chiefly from the 
fact that he has never had an opportunity of ex- 
amining it catefully and of ascertaining its intrinsic 
value. f have too much respect for his taste and 
judgment to suppose that he could look into the 
pages of a work so valuable without feeling some- 
thing of sympathy and respect both for the author 
and this production of his genius. , 

Sir, a very extraordinary and unsparing attack 
has been made this morning upon Mr, Greenhow 
and his book on Oregon. I shall not attempt Mr, 
Greenhow’s defence, though I should certainly do 
so did I consider him in the least danger from the 
assaults made upon him. In the controversy in 
which he was involved several years since, I` be- 
lieve thatthe American public almost unanimously 
regarded him as triumphant. lt may be allowed 
me to say, though, that E know him well, and be- 
lieve him to be a man of sterling sense, of excellent 
attainments, and of unquestioned probity, I am 
glad to know that he is now preparing for the press 
a valuable historical work, portions of which he 
has done me the honor of showing me; and I ven- 
ture to predict that when that work shall see the 
light, Mr. Greenhow will be able to claim a re- 
nown which none of his detractors of the present 
hour have been able to attain, 

Mr: President, it is far from my intention to in- 
stitute a regular comparison between Mr. Palmer’s 
book and others, for the publication and distribu- 
tion of which we have heretofore provided; being 
perfectly mindful of the language of Dogberry, 
that ‘“eomparisons are odorous? Nor shall I take 
upon myself the task of criticising any of those 
volumes which have formerly been ushered into 
the world under the auspices of this body. I have 
neither talent nor taste for the critical vocation; 
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andif I had, I am sure that I should not regard 


the Senate as a proper place for mere critical dis- ` 
Besides, sir, E am not sure that I £! 


sertations. 
should not be somewhat induced to recoil from 
the perilous task of deciding upon the literary mer- 
its of others, from an apprehension (oftentimes, 
as I chance to know, most disastrously realized} 
that the punishment designed for them might 
“return to plague the inventor.” For not unfre- 


quently does it happen that he who sets himself ' 


up as the critic of other men’s performances finds 
himself in the end stripped of all claim to the re- 
spect and sympathy of those whose esteem and 
friendship he is most solicitous to gain. Indeed, 
sir, I have never looked at the lines which Lam 
about to read without being forcibly impressed 
with the indiscretion of such ag 
themselves, without being called upon so to do, 
and without proper qualifications for the task, the 


dificult and delicate duty of criticising the produc- ` 
: i| ed piekle since Twas bora. Sirrah, replied the spider, if it: 
were not for breaking an old custom in onr family, never to | 


tions of others. For, sir, 


« Whiere’s the man, who counsel can bestow, 
Still pleased to teach, and yet not proud to know; 
Unbiased, or by favor or by spite; 
Not dally prepossessed, nor blindly right ; 
Tho? learned, well-bred: and though well-bred, sincere, 
Modestly botd, and humanly severe; 
Who toa friend bis faults can freely show, 
And gladly praise the merits of a foe? 
Blest with a taste exact, yet unconfined : 
A knowledge both of books and human kind; 
Gen’rous converse; a sonl exeinpt from pride ; 
And love to praise, with reason on his side?” 


Let us never forget that the same author says: 
& Pis hard to say if greaser want of skill 
Appear in writing, or in judging il; * 
But, of the two, less dangerous is the offence 
To tire our patienes than mistead our se 
Some few in that, but uumbers err in t Nis, 
Ten censure wrong for one who writes amiss.” 
And again: 
<*'Pis not enough your counsels still be true, 
Blunt truths more mischiefs than nice falsehoods do; 
Men must be taught as if you taugitt them not, 
And things unknown proposed as things forgot. 
Without good breeding truth i disapproved, 
That only makes superior sense beloved.” 


a 


Mr. President, [ beg the Senate to recollect that | 
the scene now in progress has been several days | 


readvertised to the public as the ‘ Battle of the 
ooks.”” Now, it somehow or other so happens 


that the inimitable satire of Dean Swift, which is | 


known under this title, contains several things 


1 feel specially called upon to read a few extracts 
from it, in consequence of the cruel castigation which 


my excellent friend Mr. Palmer has so undeserved - | 


ly received, as well as by reason of the introduction 
ofa figure of speech here which is one of the most 
striking that occur in the “ Battle of the Books,” 
I allude, of course, to the fgare of the spider fabri- 
cating his airy palace from his own intestines. 


4 ] i p J; H 
You recoilect the introduction of that figure, Mr. | of either, yet I doubt you are somewhat oblised, for an ine | 


Your inherent ! 


President, I am sure, and you remember that poor 
Mr. Palmer was sadly denounced and ridiculed 
because he had not, in the preparation of this book 
of his, spidered himself into intestinal renown. 


I rejoice to know that Dean Swift did not admire | 


the character of the spider near so much as that o 
the bee, as will presently appear; and before read- 
ing the extract to which I am about to invite at- 


tention, I beg leave to say that I trust all which is | 
said by the good Dean about the bee and his in- ` 


dustrial habits, may be applied to Mr. Palmer and 
his book, whilst I cheerfully leave all that is said 
in description of the spider to whomsoever shall 
choose to appropriate the same to himself. To 
begin; you recollect, sir, that this ‘ Battle of the 
Books” was a contest between ancient and modern 
authors, imagined to have occurred within the pre- 
cinets of the Royal Library, in London. The 
battle is about commencing: 


“ Things were at this crisis (says the author) when a ma- 
terial accident fell out, For, upon the highest corner ofa 
Jarge window, there dwelt a certain spider, swollen up to 
the first magnitude by tbe destruction of infinite numbers of 


flies, whose spoils lay scattered before the gates of his pal- : 


ace, like human bones betore the cave of some giant. The 
avenues to his casile were guarded with tarnpik nd pali- | 
sadoes, all after the modern way of fortification. After you + 


had pa: 


which had windows fronting to each avenue, and ports to 


sally out, upon all occasions of prey or defence. 


withont danger to his person by swallows from above, or 


to his palace by brooms froin below ; when it was the pleas- ; 


ure of fortune to conduct thither a wandering bee, to whose 


curiosity a broken pane in the glass had discovered itself, :i 


and in he went; where, expatiating awhile, he at last hap 
pened to aligitupon one of the outward walls of the spider’s 
citadel; which, yielditlg lo the unequal weight, sunk down 


take upon : 


sed several courts, you came to the centre, wherein ; 
you might behold the constable himself in his own lodgings, |! 


inthis *| 
mansion he had for some time dwelt in peace and plenty, i 
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t the very foundation. Thrice he endeavored to force his 
sage, and thrice the ecntre shook. The spider within, 
eling the terrible convulsion, supposed 
was approaching to her fuat dissolution : 
i gebub, with all his legi 


fi 
i 
i 


Pp 


or else, that Beel- 


i of many thousands of his subjects, whom his 

į Slain and devoured. However, he at length valiantly re 
| 

f 

i 


| solved to issue forth, and meet his fate. Meanwhile the 
‘| bee had acquitted himself of his toils, and, 


| web. 
| fortress, he was very near at his wit’s end 3 he stormed and 
I swore like amadinan, and swelied till he was ready to harst. 
‘| Atlength, casting his eye upon the hee, and wisely gather- 
| ing causesfrom events, (for they knew each other by sight,) 
| A plague split you, said he, fora giddy sonof a... ..3 
f 
f 
i 
i 
| 
| 


| Contd not you look before you, and be d—n’d? 
think F have nothing else to do (in the devi ’s vame) but to 
mend and repair after your. . 2. ? 
| said the bee, (having now 
| posed to droll.) 
| near your kennel no more; £ was neverinsuch a confound- 


Good words, friend 
pruned hiwself, and being dis- 


stir abroad against an enemy, I should come and teach you 
better manners. ] pray have patie iee, said the bee, or yowli 
spend your substance, and, for anght I see, 
; in need of it all, toward the repair of your house. Rogie, 
| rogue, replied the spider; yet, methinks you should have 
more respect to a person whom ull the world allows to be 
so much your better. By my troth, said the bee, the enm- 
parison will amount to a very good jest; and you will do 
me a favor to let me know the reasons that all the world is 
pleased fo use in so hopeful a dispute. At this the spider. 
having swelled himself into the size and posture of a dispu- 
i] tant, began his argument in the true spirit of controversy, 
; With resolution to be heartily scurrilous and angry, to urge 
1 on lis own reasons, without the least regard to the answers 
or objections of his opposite; and fully predetermined in 
his mind against all conviction. 

“Nat to disparage myself, said he, by the comparison 
with such a rascal, what art thou buta vagabond without 


possession of your own, but a pair of wings and a dro 
| Your livelihood is a universal plunder upon nature; a free- 


ing, willrob a nettle as easily asa violet. Whereas I ama 


self. This large castle (to show my improvements in the 


|] mathemati 
i 
| 


terials extracted altogether out of my own person. 

“Tam glad, answered the hee, to hear you grant, atleast, 
that E am come honestly by my Wings and my 
then, it seems, I am obliged to Heaven alone for 
and my music; and Providence would never have 
| on me two sucii gifts, without designing them for the noblest 
| ends, I visit indeed all the flowers and blossoms of the 

field and garden; but whatever I collect thence enriches 


| or their taste. Now, for you and yonr skill in architecture, 
i; and other mathematics, L have little to say: in that building 


| method enough; but, by woeful experience for us both, itis 
| plain, the materials are naught; and I hope yon will hence- 
I| forward take warning, and consider duration and matter, as 
| wel as method'and art. You boast indeed of being obliged 
ta no other creature, but of drawing 
| from yourself; that is to say, if we may judge of the liquor 
| in the vessel by what i out, you po a good plenti- 
: ful store of dirt and poison in your breas 3 and though I 


crease of both, to a little foreign assistance, 


ii portion of dirt does not 


> much study, 
s, brings home honey 


| 
| 
H 
f 
| 
| A truer description than this of Mr. Palmer I 
ij could not well imagine. Itis, in truth, by “a 
j universal range” over the whole terraqueous globe, 
| by “ long search, much study, true judgment, and 
| distinction of things,” that he has fitted himself for 
| the preparation of the book which he has now 
| brought to us for entertainment and instruction, 
and for the entertainment and instrucion of his 
countrymen and the world. I think he has no 
right to complain of being accused of possessing 
none of the moral properties attributable to the 
spider. 


i Senate for bringing forward one other quotation 

from the “ Battle of the Books” upon this occa- 
i Sion, when it seems we will be compelled, whether 
we wish itor not, either to yield to dogmatical 


to the question under consideration, and is so well 
calculated to put us on our guard against the 
| Sweeping aspersions which have been poured forth 


able gentleman whom Iam endeavoring to defend, 
U that 1am sure honorable Senators will pardon 


at first that nature : 


JAS, Was Come to revenge the death : 
enemy had | 


posted secursly į 
at some distance, was employed in cleansing his wings, i 
and disengaging them from the ragged remnants of the cob. 7 
By this time the spider was adventaged out, when, | 
beholding the chasms, the ruins, and dilapidations of his || 


; 
is it you, with a vengeance, that have made this litter here? : 
Do you | 


PH give you my hand and word to come ` 


you may stand || 


house or heme, without stock or inheritance? born to no’ 
ne-pipe. | 


hooter over fields and gardens; and, for the sake of steal- | 
domestic animal, furnished with a native stock within ny- !! 
s) is all bailt with my own hands, and the ina- | 
voice; for: 


my flights ; 
bestowed | 


k r ; myself, without the least injury to their beauty, their smell, + 
well worthy of attention on the present occasion. | 


| of yours there might, for ought I know, have been labor and | 


and spinning out allt ; 


| would hy no means lessen or disparage your genuine stock | 
i 
i 


i 

| "TL hope, Mr. President, to be excused by the | 
j P y: i 
$ 


criticism or resent it. What Dean Swift says of} 
the Goddess of Criticism seems to me so germane |: 


so fiercely upon the head of the modest and ami- iF 


me for reading in their hearing in continuation, 
thus: 


‘ All things violently tending to a decisive battle, Fame, 
vho much frequented and had a large apartment formeily 
gued her in the regal library, fled up straight to. Jupiter, 
o* whom she delivered a faithful account of all that had 
passed between the two parties below ; for, among the gods, 
she always tells trnth. Jove, in great concern, convokes a 
conncil in the milky-way. The senate assembled, de- 
clares the occasion of convening them; a bloody battle just 
impendent between two mighty armies of ancient and mod- 
ern creatures called books, wherein the celestial interest 
was but too deeply concerned. Momus, the patron of the 
moderns, made an excellent speech in their favor, which 
was answered by Pallas, the protectress of the ancients, 
The assembly was divided in their affections, when Jupiter 
commanded the book of fate to be laid before him. Imme- 
diately were brought by Mercury three large volumes in 
folio, containing memoirs of all things past, present, and to 
į come. The clasps were ofsilver, double gilts the covers of 
celestial turkey leather; d the paper such as here on 
earth might pass almost for vellum. Jupiter, having silently 
read the decree, would communicate the import to none, 
but presently sbnt up the book. 

“ Without the doors of this assembly, there attended avast 
number of light, nimble gods, menial servants to Jupiter; 
į these are his ministering instruments inal affairs below, 
They travel in a caravan, more or less together, and are fas- 
tened {0 each other, like a link of galley-slaves, by a light 
‘ chain, which passes from them to Jupiter’s great toe: and 
; yet, in receiving or delivering a mes age, they may never 
| approach above the Jowest step of his throne, where he and 
} they whisper to each other, through a large hollow wank. 
|| These deities are called by mortal men accidents or events; 
į bat the gods call them second causes, Jupiter having de- 
livered his message toa certain number of these divinities, 
they flew immediately dawn to the pinnacle of the regal 
i library, and, consulting a few minutes, entered unseen, and 

disposed the parties according to their orders. 

; Meanwhile, Momus, fearing the worst, and calling to 
|! mind an ancient prophecy, which bore no very guod fave to 
i his children, the moderns, bent his fight to the resion of a 
| Malignant deity, called Criticism., She dwelton the top of a 
| snowy mountain in Nova Zembla; there Momus found her 
1 


extended in herden, upon thespoils of numberless volumes, 
|] half devoured, At her right hand sat Ignorance, her father 
|; and hushand, blind with age; at her left, Pride, her mower, 
|; dressing her up in the scraps of paper herself’ had torn. 
l| There was Opinion, her sister, light of foot, hoodwinked, 
| and head-strang, yet giddy, and perpetually turning. About 
| her played her children, Noise and Impudence, Dullness 

and Vanity, Positiveness, Pedantry, and Hl-manners. The 
| goddess herself had claws like a eat; her head, and ears, 
|) and voice resembled those of an ass; her teeth fallen out 
before, her eyes turned inward, as if she Jooked only upon 
herself; her Giet was the overflowing of her own gall; her 
spleen was 80 large as to stand prominent, like a dog of the 
first rate; nor wanted excrescences in form of teats, at 
which a crew of ugly monsters were greedily sucking ; and, 
what is wonderful to conecive, We puik of spleen increased 
; faster than the sucking could diminish.” 


© So much for Criticism and Mr. Palmer, And 
| now let us for a moment examine the bool, con- 
| cerning the merits of which this dispute has arisen. 
| Mr. Palmer’s work on “ The Unknown Coun- 
| tries of the East,” for the completion and printing 
| of which, under the auspices of our Government, 
| an appropriation of $10,000 was recommended by 
| Mr. Walker, late Secretary of the Treasury, would 
| 
j 
| 


make a large octavo volume of about 1,000 pages, 

which it was proposed to publish at a subscription 
' price of $5 per volame. 
| The present work, relating to The Independ- 

ent Maritime Countries of the East, their pro- 
| ductive resources and capabilities fora profitable 
| American commerce,” is in part extracted from 
i! the former work, with many important additions, 
i| More especially in relation to the Empire of Japan, 
i| with its colonial dependencies, the Indian Archi- 
| pelago, Arabia, &c. It was prepared by direction 
lof the late Secretary of State, by whom Mr, 
| Palmer was employed for several weeks in exam- 
j ining the diplomatic and consular correspondence 
on file in the Department of State, relating to 
| Chena and the East, in order to assist the Secre- 
j tary in making his report io the Senate. For 
| these services Mr. Palmer has never asked or re- 
| ceived any remuneration. He has expended sev- 
eral hundred doliars in printing extra copies of 
his various memorials on the subject of extend- 
ing our relations with the East, which have been 
i: printed either by order of Congress or the Depart- 
ment of State. 
‘| I understand that Dr. Barabino, surgeon of the 
United States squadron in the Pacific, has recently 
published by 


i stated that Mr, Palmer's Memoirs, 

; Congress, have been of great utility to our wha- 
il lers in the Northern Pacific, by enabling them to 
| extend the sphere of their operations in the Japan 
seas and Arctic ocean during the past season, and 
~ where they have been remarkably successful. 
| Those Memoirs have been translated and pub- 
lished in the French, German, Danish and Russian 

languages, and noticed with high commendation 
| by several of the most distinguished savans in Eu- 
li rope. His first Memoir, addressed to Mr. Inger- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Aug. 26, 


soll, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 27th March, 1846, was 
translated and read before the Geographical So- 
ciety of Paris, in July, the same year, by M. 
Jomard, its distinguished President. It also ap- 
pears'in a new. geographical work of M. Monite- 
mont, member of the society, published at Paris 
in 1847..-The new and reliable information given 
by, Mr. Palmer, in that memoir, respecting Japan, 
induced the writers. to presume that he must 
have been sent. by the Government.of.the United 
States to the East on a special diplomatic mis- 
sion; in 1845, And here, sir, are the volumes 
which contain ample testimony. of the, high esti- 
mate in: which Mr.. Palmer’s. labors. are. held 
‘abroad: I will first invitgatention to the follow- 
ing extract from the Nautical Magazine, published 
in. London: ; f 


“Phe following interesting document, extracted from the | 


Washington Daily Intelligencer, will give English readers an 
idea of -transatlantic notions on the subject of American 
commerce in the Bast, The author.of the paper is A. H. 
Palmer, Counselor of the Supreme Court of. the United 
States, and the communication is addressed to the Hon. J. 
M. Clayton, Secretary of State to the Union.” 

Then follows the letter of Mr. Palmer to the 
Secretary of State. g 

The next testimony which I shall lay before the 
Senate will be an extract from a French work, 
entitled “ Voyages Nouveaux, par mer et par 
terre, effectues ou publies de 1837 a 1847, dans 
les diverses parties du monde,” &e. The author 
writes as follows: 

c Venons maintenant au voyage même de Américain 
‘Paliner. ; : ’ 

' Ce voyage, effectué en 1945 et publié en 1846, vient de 
procirer, entre autres résultats, dės notions précieuses sur 
de Japon, notions d@’autant plus dignes d’attention qu’elles 
“paraissent annoncer. une Gre nouvelle et Pouverture de rela- 
“tions suivies entre Europe et cette contrée, Ja plus reculée 
de 1’Asie orientale. M. Palmer a commencé par consulter 
‘Jes journaux et les rapports des résidents hollandais a Nan- 
gasaki, seul port japonais qui leur soit ouvert, et daps le- 
quel Padmiral francais Cécile a mouillé en 1846, 4 Pextréme 
étonnement des naturels, qui voyaient pour Ja premiére 
fois, notre pavilon fiotter sur ‘de si grandes machines de 
guerre; puis ila recueilli par lui-même, étant en Chiné, 
‘sur Vintelligence, le raffinement d'esprit et la civilisation 
des Japonais, des particuiarités et des faits nouveaux qui 
| eee supériorité de ce peuple remarquable sur toutes 
es nations asiatiques qui Penvironment.?? 

Then follows a long extract from Mr. Palmer’s 
first pamphlet, , 

The volume which I now hold in my hand is 

-entitled ‘ BULLETIN DE LA SOCIETE pe GEOGRA- 
PuL,” published in Paris in 1846. It will be 
found at the 103d page of the work that the great 
geographer M. M. Jomard speaks in terms of 
atrong commendation of Mr. Palmer and his re- 
searches, and introduces an extended extract from 
his, pamphlet in the following complimentary lan- 
guage: 
"ise Aujourd’hui, je we propose, de Pentretenir de-Pétat pré- 
sent du pays, d'après un témoignage récent et digne de. foi, 
celui d’un voyageur américain, homme éclairé et bon obser- 
vateurs Ony verra ta confirmation des faits curieux que 
je viens de rappeller.”? 

-I shall next read an extract froma volume en- 
titled ‘‘ Simmond’s Colonial Magazine and For- 
eign Miscellany, edited by P. L. Simmonds, Esq., 
Fellow of the Statistical Society of London, Hon- 
orary and Corresponding Member of the Statisti- 
cal and Geographical Societies of Paris; the Geo- 
graphical Society of Bombay; the Literary and 
Historical Societies of Quebec and New York; the 
Literary Association of Barbadoes; the Polytech- 
‘nic- Association of Antigua; the Royal Agricultural 
and Commercial Societies of Montreal, Jamfica, 
Barbadoeés, Demérara, Ceylon, etc.” i 

At-page 231 the following notice of Mr. -Palmer 
Occurs! ey g PLIE 

“Memoir, geograpical, political, and commercial, on the 
present state, productive resources, and capabilities for 
ecommerce.of Siberia, Manchuria, aud the Asiatic Islands 
of the North Pacific Ocean; aud on the importance of 
opening commercial intercourse with those countries, &e, 
By Aaron H. Palmer, New York. 

“This isa valuable Congressional document, with which 
we have been favored by the author, and which may be 
considered as an avant caurier of an important work On 
the unknown countries of the East, on which Mr. Palmer 
has been for some: ume engaged. The volume now before 
us displays great research, and affords much new and inter- 
estibg information relating to countries with which seareely 
any intercourse has yet been opened up. We bave taken 
one of the articles in our present number from its pages. 
There are two excellent sketch maps; one illustrative of 
Northeastern Asia and the Asiatic Islands of the North Pa- 
cife Ocean, and another of the Isthmus of Nicaragua 
through whieh Mr. Palmer recommends a junction of the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by`a canal, the length of com- 
miuuication between the two seas being two hundred and 
seventy-six miles, of which only about. eighty-two miles 
would require to be Worked.” 


4 


| this “Battle ofthe Books,”’ but I think it necessary 


| he called his forthcoming work. Upon the pre- 


Now, sir, I am sure it will appear most evident 
to-all unprejudiced minds, that so far from Mr. 
Palmer being justly subject to all the denunciation 
and ridicule with which he has been visited, he is 
a man of extraordinary merit, and well entitled to 
our most respectful consideration and sympathy. 
Sir, I know him well; he has been my fellow- 
boarder for more than six months past, and-it is 
only doing him justice tosay that I consider him 
a modest, unpretending, and cultivated gentleman— 
of the most amiable temper, and of the most ele- 
vated patriotism... I certainly am not by any means 
satisfied that this practice of: publishing books un- 
der the authority of the Senate ought ever to have 
been introduced.. It is still more clear to my mind 
that ‘great abuses have taken place at different pe- 
riods in connection with this practice. For one, 
J am willing that this practice should be-hereafter 
dispensed, with. Malus usts abolendus est. But 
I am opposed to making Mr. Palmer the scape-goat 
to carry off all our former sins of this class into the 
wilderness. Let us pass this resolution, and, if 
you please, let it be the last of our offences in this 
line. It is my special wish that Mr. Palmer’s 
claim upon our liberality may not be rejected, after 
the extraordinary assailment which has been prac- 
tised upon him on the present occasion. The 
whole matter, though, is with the Senate for its 
consideration, and I will cheerfully acquiesce in 
whatsoever action may be finally resolved upon. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not propose to engage in 


to correct a misapprehension into which the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi has fallen. I think the work 
in question was never before the Library Com- 
mittee. Some two or three years ago, Mr. Palmer 
presented to the Senate a memorial, which was 
made up, for the most part, of extracts from what 


sentation of that memorial to the Senate, it was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Library 
Committee. The Library Committee, of course, 
had nothing to do with the printing of it, and it 
was done by order of the Senate, not upon their 
recommendation. While the memorial was before 
that committee, and they were in doubt what to 
do with it, Mr. Palmer suggested that there were 
some alterations and amendments which he desired 
to make. The committee supposed it was not the 
proper time to make them afier the manuscripts 
had been ordered to be printed by the Senate, 
| without authority of the Senate, and I think it was 
, on that occasion that the Senator from Mississippi 
| [Mr. Davis] submitted a resolution giving the 
necessary authority for printing those amend- 
ments, which, if | recollect aright, were mainly in 
the map or chart accompanying the memorial. It 
passed, and was reconsidered on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri, and the question was again 
referred to the Library Committee, upon whose 
recommendation Mr. Palmer was authorized to 
amend his memorial. Some time afterwards a 
Senator from New York, not now a member of | 
the body, [Mr. Dix,] proposed to the Senate to 
print two thousand copies of this memorial, to 
which the Senate agreed, and afterwards, on mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey,two hundred 
and fifty copies were given to Mr. Palmer. Ibe- 
| lieve that to be all the connection the Library Com- 
mittee had with the work. Mr. Palmer did pro- 
pose, some time afterwards, to present to Congress 
the whole work, and have itreferred to the Li- 
brary Committee; but we felt very well inclined 
to get rid of that sort of business, of which we 
had too much, and we suggested to him that it 
more properly belonged to the Committee on For- ! 
eign Affairs, or Commerce. And. thus ended the 
connection of the Library Committee, as I believe, 
with the matter, : 

` Before concluding, I must say, although reluc- 
tant to do so, that I must vote against the publica- 
tion of the work. Itseems to me that there is a 
great disposition throughout the country to depend 
too much upen the Government, when men should 
rely upon themselves, and upon that individual 
energy and enterprise for which Government pat- 
ronage can never properly be a substitute. This 
is not confined to any class. We see it in the | 
general avidity with which men seek for employ- 
ment under Government, turning from the pursuits 
of private industry, as if they were disgusting or 
unprofitable and inadequate, and honor and emol- 
ument were to be found nowhere save in the pub- ' 


lic service. The patronage of the Government is 


now so often sought in the publication of books, 
that, if the practice be not checked, Congress is 
likely to be converted into a great publishing es- 
tablishment, that authors and editors may avoid 
the risks of trade. “Ate 

1 do not object to the printing by order of Con- 
gress of any public document, of any report made 
to Congress or the Executive, by any officer or 
agent employed for the purpose; whether in the 
exploration of our own territory, or the procure- 
ment of information important to legislation. But 
when a work, which, however valuable, has been 
written 6r compiled without such authority, more 
especially if it does not bear directly upon the.sub- 
ject of our legislative duties, is submitted to us, it. 
seems to me clear that Congress should neither 
publish nor buy, except a few copies for théir 
library. 

‘I think it has become necessary for us—not to 
go into particulars—to check this thing, and 1 @o 
not know any better time than the present to com- 
mence.. I feel compelled, therefore, to vote against 
this application, without, however, meaning to 
disparage Mr. -Palmer’s personal character, or to 
undervatue his manuscript. : 

Mr. BENTON. The name of Mr. Frémont 
KBs been brought into this debate with a knowledge 
that he is my connection. Certainly persons have 
aright to use his name in debate if they please, 
provided they conform to what is true. But Mr. 
Frémont’s name is brought into this debate for the . 
purpose of justifying the purchase of books from 
Mr. Palmer. I have no obféction at all to any es- 
timate which may be`put on Mr. Frémont; be it as 
low as it may, or any estimate of Mr. Palmer, be 
it as high asit may. ButI have todeny that there 
is any parallel between the two cases. KE have to 
state, as a historical truth, that Mr. Fiémont was 
a lieutenant of the topographical engineers, and 
under orders, written orders, proceeded to the 
West and made certain explorations and examina- 
tions. Upon his return he conformed with the 
rules of the service, and made a written report to 
the department to which he was attached. Ue 
did that, and that is all he had to do with those 
books. With what Congress did afterwards he 
had nothing to do, for he went off immediately, 
under fresh orders, to make fresh explorations. 
So careful was he to keep his name from being 
connected with the business, that you may search 
the different resolutions which, were passed by 
Congress on the subject, and there will not be 
found one of them in which one singte copy of his 
own reports was ever given to himself. No, sirs 
not one was ever given to him. And every copy 
of his own works that he ever received was a gift 
from friends to him—the gift of myself, and a gift 
| from the Secretary of the Senate, who received his 
proportion, and, knowing that Mr. Frémont had 
none, gave him his own. Congress never bought 
from Mr. Frémont, and never paid the millionth 
part of a farthing for anything which he did, nor 
did he ever ask it; nor did he ever tread the pur- 
lieus of the Capitol to geta member of Congress 
to do anything of the kind, and he would have 
considered himself disgraced and insulted if any 
member of Congress had proposed to pay him for 
that book. He never pursued a member of Con- 
gress to his house, or his boarding-house; he was 
never seen, and would have scorned to have been 
seen, hanging about the Capitol for such a pur- 
pose. Nor, sir, did he ever take out a copy-right 
for anything he did under the auspices of the Gov- 
ernment. When he was working under the orders 
of the Government he considered the products of 
his labor to belong to the Government. He càr- 
ried in those producis to the office to which he 
belonged, where he was bound to make his reports; 
and after that he had nothing further to do with 
them. Now,sir, is he to be quoted as an example 
for purchasing these books from Mr. Paliner, or 
from those who haunt the purlieus of the Capitol, 
; and follow members to their boarding-houses and 
to the halls of legislation, besieging them to buy 
their books-——thousands of copies of them, and to 
pay thousands of dollars for them? Is it right 
that he should be presented in that manner here? 
Sir, itis a falsification of historical truth upon the 
records of the Government, to present Mr. Fré 
mont here in any such manner—utterly a falsifica- 
tion of the truth to present him in any such man- 
ner—and he shall not be go presented, when I am 
present in this Chamber, without the falsification 
i receiving the burning brand which is due to it. 
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worthy of a seat on this foor. E spoke very 
courteously of Colonel Frémont, and, sir, I have 
ever dune so, The allusion to him by me was 
merely incidental, as the Senator will recollect. [| 
was speaking in reference to the Senator from Tex- || 
as,and kindly charging him with some inconsist- 
ency in his own course, and by way of evidence, 
stated to him that he had voted for appropriations 
of various kinds. A certain map (Disturnel’s, I 
believe it was) and the publication of Colonel 
Erémont’s work being the most prominent. in- 
stances with which I was acquainted in whick the 
honorable Senator from Texas had voted for the 
publication of booksand maps. T cited them when 
ealled upon to mention a case in which my friend 
from Texas had thus voted. I stated in addition | 
that [thought my friend had inso voting acted with i` 
his usual judgment, yet, that the simple fact was, || 
that he stood committed to the principle involved 
in the resolution under consideration. I spoke, a 
the whole Senate will bear witness, in no offensive 
spirit, nor did T institute the least comparison be- 
teveen Colonel Frémont and Mr. Palmer. And 
yet, sir, thoughtsuch has been my conduct, lan- 
guage of ahighly disrespectful character has been 
used in response to me; language to which, forcer 
tain obvious reasons, I shall not think of replying, 
and which I could not further notice without an | 
entire want of self-respect. | 

While Iam up, I will say, by way of illustra- | 
tion of the course of ‘certain gentlemen bere, that 
this Senate has been called upon, and I doubt not 
there will be further applications of the same 
character, to appropriate $20,000 for experiments 
in electro-magnetism. I believe I voted for the 
first proposition, and I certainly favored the ap- 
propriation, because | thought it calculated to ad- 
vance the cause of science, and to facilitate the 
development of important principles which other- 
wise might perhaps remain undeveloped for an 
indefinite period. But I must say that I do not 
understand how honorable geatlemen, who urged 
upon our attention this $20,000 appropriation in 
furtherance of electro-magnetiam, can feel them- |i 
selves justified in pressing so warmly the objec- 
tions which we have heard upon the present oc- 
casion expressed to the resolution under consid- 
eration, - 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to say but a few words. 
I much prefer voting to talking generally. 

Mr. BUTLER. If this subject is likely to be 
discussed much longer, } must move to have it 
pee ull to-morrow, in order that we may 
have an Executive session. 

The PRESIDENT, 
is entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to suggest to him 
that there is an amount of Executive business 
that demands our attention, and that perhaps we 
had better postpone the further consideration of 
the subject. [ move that it be postponed till to- 
morrow, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the Senate will dis- 
pose of this question to-day. We have been a 
tong time engaged here with more pressing mat- 
ters, and thus far we have been prevented from 
transacting our ordinary business by discussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion to 
postpone, for [ find it will take more time to dis- 
cuss the question of postponement than to dispose 
of the resolution before the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. As I have been referred to in one 
or two. instances by Senators, | wish simply to 
state that the documents for which I have hereto- 
fore voted were official documents, such as I 
thought were proper to be laid before the country. 
I do not recollect that L have voted for any propo 
sition to purchase a book of this kind. With re- |) 
gard to the map referred to, for the purchase of || 
which I offered a resolution, 1 will state that it į! 
was the one which was appended to the treaty || 
between the United States and Mexico. Itis re- || 
ferred to as designating the boundaries in that |; 
treaty. Everybocty knows that a contest has been 
going on, in which the State of Texas has been a 
party on one side, and that she has come in for a | 
liberal share of abuse, official and private. She 
has been denounced officially in another branch of |) 
this Congress as traitorous to the country—a | 
charge utterly and unconditionally false; not a | 
single citizen of Texas deserves such epithets. i; 

The map of Mr. Disturnel is evidence with re- || 


The Senator from Texas 


| to call for the publication of a few of these maps, 


i the reason why I voted for the map, so that if 
| charges were made against Texas, officially or 


i upon it. 
i not compare with those for which I have voted. | 


| vote for this work, and a very different thing to | 


: and French reviews speak highly, how many thou- 
the age of books, and the age of discovery. ‘There |; 


‘ism, biology, and various others which are ex- 


| beginning of this class of applications. 


; right to remain my property; the original maps, charts, hy- 
| drographical survey y 
| Europe, to be deposited by me in the library of Congress 


|i which, therefore, would not answer the Senator’s | 


spect to the boundary in dispute; and when Texas i 
was denounced officially by individuals who are [! 
surrounded and guarded from any rebuke by their | 


station, I felt it to be my duty to my constituents | 
| 
i 
i 


that the truth might go before the country, and 
that the peeple might see whether Texas was en- 
titled to be denounced as traitorous. That*was 


otherwise, the truth might go before the commu- 
nity also. 

Mr. FOOTE. I voted for it. 

Mr. RUSK. There has been no vote taken 
But the proposition now before us does 


: 
| 


it is a new business entirely. It is one thing to} 


vote for official documents emanating from the 
proper departments. The proposition now before | 
us asks Congress to patronize a work, to enable a 
private person to publish it. It isa proposition 
to buy three thousand copies of that book asa 
justification for him to commence its publication; 
and itis the second or third application for this | 
patronage. I object to this because I am unwilling 

to make any invidious distinction. If we are to 

patronize valuable works, of which the English 


i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
| 
| 


sands are there of such books? Why, sir, this is 


are books on the subjects of phrenology, mesmer 


citing the attention of the whole world, and o 
which the European reviews speak as highly as 
of Mr. Palmer’s work. If we commence patron 
izing one we must patronize all. This is the very ji 

The first |i 
application on this subject, by this individual, was |! 
made, I think, in 1846 or ’47. The application | 


; made in 1248 concludes in this way: |; y i € 
: who felt an interest in, and wished to know some- 


The expenses of a journey to Europe, and for procuring | 
and engraving on steel a series of the requisite maps, charts, |; 
&e. for the work, will not probably exceed ten thousand dol- 
lars, for which a special appropriation and subscription hy |! 
Congress for two thonsand to three thousand copies of the 
work are respectfully solicited. Were the appropriation |: 
and subseription to be immediately made, it could be got j: 
ready for delivery by the first of January, 1249, the copy- 


ys, &c., that may be procured by me in 


upon the completion of the work. 
AU which is respectfully submitted by your excelfancey’s | 
most obedient servant, AARON H. PALMER.” 
I do not pretend to pronounce upon the char 
acter of the work. I have not read it, Ido not, 
know whether it is good or bad. My objection to $ 
i 

i 


the proposition contained in the resolution is not, 
therefore, on account of the character of the work 
atall. Butif it be so valuable as to call forth the į 
commendation of the reviewers both in this coun- | 
try and in Europe, why will not the work publish | 
itself? Why is Congress asked to make an ap- 
propriation of six thousand dollars to pay for a | 
work commended by all the reviewers throughou 
the world? If it be so valuable, it can be pub 
lished upon private subscriptions. I suppose the 
committee have examined the work, and are sat- 
isfied of its general value. Ihave not examined 
it, and if we are to go into the publication of val- ]| 
uable new works, I desire, before I give my vote 
for it, to know that it will be absolutely necessary 
for the business of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. f made some op- | 
position to the publication of Disturnel’s map, to 
which the Senator from Texas has referred, and [ 
did so for several reasons. In the first piace, I 
knew the map was radically wrong; and, in the i 
next place, | knew that if we passed the resolu- | 
tion, we should not obtain the map that the Sen- 
ator from Texas desired; because, to correct se 
eral errors, the publisher had altered his plate be- > 
fore publishing a new edition, and the new edition į; 
was the only one which the Secretary of the Senate | 
could get. I knew, therefore, that his resolution | 
could not be answered; but that we should get a! 
different map, not that incorporated in the treaty, 


purpose in relation to the boundary of Texas. That | 
was my objection. Beyond this, | was originally i: 
opposed to the purchase of this map when the prop- 


H 
t 
| 


| osition was first introduced to the Senate, because ʻi 
| of the inaccuracies which the map contained, and 


ii 
because any one acquainted with the geography of | 
the country could see, it was but a republication i| 


| treaty. 
| this question was before the Senate, a few days 


' but he has not the plate now. 


| listening to anything I can say. 


of the topography of Humboldt’s map, with nearly 
all its errors in latitude and longitude still upon it. 
Those were my objections to the map. 

With reference to the particular book, I objected 
to its publication because I wished we might con- 


| fine our publications to the original researches in 
| Amerigan geography, or to those researches made 
| under the authority of Congress. Anything which 
i is likely to go beyond that limitation is likely to 


put us at sea without a chart of any kind for our 
guide. If the only limitation of publications is to 


į be those works recommended as valuable by some 


committee, the Treasury will be exhausted in ma- 
king publications, Those are the reasons which 


| heretofore I gave against publishing this book. 


The reasons, therefore, which caused my objection 
to the map and the book are not identical. 1 be- 
lieve the book to be really valuable, and I should 
hike a copy of it as an individual; but I believe we 
should not appropriate money to publish it. I 
believe the map to be worthless for the proposed 


i purpose, and that it would be discreditable to the 


Government to offer it as a contribution to geo- 
graphical knowledge. Udo not want it as a Sena- 
tor nor as an individual; and for these reasons I 
object. 

Mr. RUSK. I wish to make a word of ex- 
planation with regard to the map. There were 
several errors with regard to latitude and longitude 


only. 


Mr. DAVIS. Those are great errors. 
Mr. RUSK. There was a map of Mexico and 


| Texas published by Mr. Disturnel in 1847. A 


copy ef that map was appended to the treaty, and 
made a part of it, and that showed the demarka- 
tion between Texas and Mexico. It was a part 
of the treaty, and as such was signed by the com- 
missioners, and is now in the State Department as 
a part of the treaty. That edition of that map was 
exhausted with the exception of a very few copies, 
and when the discussion arose various individuals 


thing with regard to this controversy, inquired of 
me if they could procure the map; for, as they 


‘heard the debates and read the treaty, they 


needed the map asa guide in forming their opin- 
ions. E saw Mr. Disturnel, and asked him if he 
had any. He said he had not, but that he had 
the plate of the original map, and could make a 
reprint of exact copies of the original, The reso- 
lution which I introduced here required the maps 
to be exact copies of the original map appended to 
the treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS, I take a different view of this sub- 
ject from that taken by the Senator from Texas, 


‘and, I think if he will consult his authorities again 


he will find that he is wrong. I recollect that 


i when the proposition to purchase the map fell 


into my hands, as a sub-committee, | decided that 


: we should not purchase the map, because the lati- 


tude and longitude were put down erroneously. 


! The publisher altered his plate, and subsequently, 


when the Senator from Texas asked for the map 
for the use of the Senate, the Secretary of the 
Senate had to publish it as corrected, and the 
map furnished was not the map attached to the 
I have seen the publisher of the map since 


ago, and he tells me he cannot supply the map 
unless he alters his plate. If you will give him 
enough to pay for altering his plate, he will do it; 
He says | was en- 
tirely correct when I stated before that the map 


i could not be furnished without such alteration. 


Mr. RUSK. Ihave buta few words more to 


: say in relation to Disturnel’s map, whieh I think 


has been inappropriately introduced into this de- 
bate. Before I introduced the resolution, | con- 


| sulted Mr. Disturnel, who said if a large number 
i were ordered, he could so alter his map as to pro- 
: duce an exact copy of the map which is appended 


to the treaty. The resolution which is now on 
your table requires that the Secretary should pro- 
cure exact copies, and if adopted, none other than 
such could or would be procured under it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to make 
some remarks upon this subject, but Lam deterred 
by the consideration that the time of the Senate 
will be much more beneficially employed than in 
I will, therefore, 
refrain from speaking, if we can have the question 
taken now. [ask for the yeas and nays on the 
question of the indefinite postponement of the res- 
olution. 


THE CONG 


. The yeas and nays were ordered. . i 

Mr: FOOTE. Fdo not suppose it is strictly in 

order, but I appeal to Senators to allow ‘the ques- 
tion: to be taken on postponing the question till to- 
morrow, on account of the absence of the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] who offered 
the resolution. - i n 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator. from 
Mississippi; make the motion to’ postpone until to- 
morrow ? r 

Mr, FOOTE. . Yes, sir;I do so to give the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina án opportunity to be 
heard. i 

Mr. BUTLER moved to postponé the further 

eonsideration of the subject,- 

> Mr. BRADBURY entreated him to withdraw 
that motion that the question might be taken to- 
day, : 
Mr. BUTLER withdrew his motion. 

. Mr. BENTON moved the indefinite postpone- 
ment ofthe subject. — 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he had desired to say 
something upon this subject, but if the vote could 
be taken he would abstain, and: content himself 
simply with calling for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOOTE moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject until to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to, the vote, ona 
division, being 18 to 18. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 

postpone indefinitely, and it was agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 
.. ¥YBAS—Mesars.. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Bradbury, 
Bright, Baller, Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Downs, Feleh, Houston, Hunter, Jones, Mason, 
i Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Spruance, Turney, Under- 
„wood, Walker, and Yulee—28. 

NAYS—Messrs, Badger, Berrien, Clarke, Cooper, Day- 
ton, Foote, Green, Hamlin, Morton, Phelps, Soulé, Stur- 
geon, and Winthrop—13. i 

. `> EXPENDITURES FOR BOOKS, ETC. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to take up the res- 
olution which I submitted on the 21st instant, and 
have it disposed of, as it is calculated to throw 
some light on the book business. 

. The motion having been agreed to, the resolu- 
tion was read, as follows: 

k Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he required 
to ascertain and report to the Senate the amount of money 
‘drawn from the contingent fund of the Senate for the pur- 
-ehase of books and maps by order of the Senate since the 
Ist of December, 1844.7? 


Mr, BENTON suggested that,.if the intention 
were to obtain correct information, it had better 
g back to the year 1832, which he thought would 
‘cover all the ground, 
i * Mr, A'l'CHISON had no objection to the mod- 
ification, his object being to obtain as much infor- 
‘mation: as’ possible toucaine the subject, and he 
-would include the sums paid out of the Treasury 
as well as contingent fund. at 
Mr, BRIGHT thought the resolution should be 
so amended as to distinguish between the amounts 
aid out of the contingent fund and out of the 
reasury. , a 
Mr. ATCHISON expressed his willingness to 
adopt this modification also; and the resolution 
was adopted in the following form: 
“t Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate ascertain 
and report to the Senate the amount paid out of the contin- 
“gent fund of the Senate, or otherwise, since the lst of May, 
#3882, for documents, books, and maps, (designating the 
same,) printed or purchased for distribution, including such 
documents as the extra bumbers ordered. indicate to have 
‘been intended:for distribution 5- distinguishing. between the 
amount paid out of the contingent fand and the amount paid 
othetwise.”” 


ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate take up for 
consideration the resolution submitted by him in 
relation to fixing the time for the adjournment of 
Congress, He thought that if it were taken up 
and opinions. interchanged, they might come to 
some understanding as to the day. 

The question was. then taken upon proceeding 
to the consideration of the resolution, and it was 
decided in the negative, there appearing only 
twelve votes in the affirmative. 

PRIVATE BILL. 
On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate 
_ proceeded to the consideration, as in Committee of 
_ the Whole, of the House bill No. 81, being the 
bill for the relief of Camfield Averill, and no 
amendment being proposed, it was reported to the 


Senate, ordered'to a third reading, and was subse- 
quently read a third time and passed. 
THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Conference, on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the census bill, made the following re- 
por : : 

“The conferees appointed on the disagreement between 
the two Houses on the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to the bill entitled © An act supplementary 
to an act entitled an act providing for the taking of the sev- 
enth and subsequent censuses. of the United States, and to 
fix the number of members of the House of the Representa- 
tives, and to provide for their future apportionment among 
the several States,’ have agreed upon the following report, 
and recommend its adoption to their respective houses: - 

“Ist. That the amendment of the House to the second 
section of the bill he agreed tn, with the following amend- 
ment. to the same section: Strike out the word ‘left,’ in 
the fourth line, and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ re- 
moved from?” 

“2d. That the third section of the billgbe amended by 
1 striking out. the fifth, sixth, and seventh lines thereof, as pro- 

posed by the House, and by inserting in teu thereof the fol- 
lowing: t Bight cents for each page of the two copies of the 
original census returns required to be forwarded by the 
eleventh section of the act to which this is a supplement.? 

“3d. That the additional section proposed as an amend- 
ment by the House be agreed to, with the following amend- 
ment added: ¢ Provided, That the said Secretary may extend 
the time for completing the census in California, Oregon, 
Utah, and New Mexico tosuch time as in his discretion 
may. be deemed advisable?» 


On the motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD the re- 
port was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the colonel of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers, with accompanying papers, which he re- 
quests may be taken asa supplement to the report 
and man of Lieutenant J. D. Webster, of a survey 
of the Gulf coast at the mouth of the Rio Grande 
and its vicinity. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
ordered that it-be printed with the report hereto- 
fore received on the same subject, and with the 
like number of additional copies. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 31st ultimo, transmitting a 
statement of the commerce of Brazos Santiago; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAMLIN desired to state to the Senate 
that to-morrow, at one o’clock, he would move to 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, of ‘which there was now a great accumula- 
tion. 


gested; and, that Senators might then be prepared 
to come to the examination of the immense amount 
of Executive business before them in a happy state 
of mind, he moved that the Senate do now ad- 
ourn. : 

3 The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


ROUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, August 27, 1850. 


vee Clerk commenced the reading of the Jour- 
nai— 

Mr. BURT interposed, and said that it was a 
very voluminous Journal, and not a very im- 
portant one. He moved that the reading be dis- 
pensed with. He believed it would take some 
forty minutes. ` 

The SPEAKER. If no objection is made, the 
Chair will put the motion. 

No objection being made, the motion was put 
and agreed to. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced as the first business 
in order, the motion made last evening by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayxy,] to reconsider 
the vote by which the House concurred in the 
following amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1851; viz: 

“For outfit of chargé d’affaires te Pertugal, New Granada, 
Guatemala, and Ecuador, $18,000.77 


fect of the vote, if the House refused to reconsider? 
Would the bill still remain’ before the House? 
The SPEAKER replied, that the bill would re- 


Mr. BADGER approved of the course ‘sug. 


Mr. VINTON inquired what would be the ef: 


—. 
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main before the House after the motion to recon- 


sider was disposed of. : 

The CHAIR would further state to the House, 
that upon an examination of the precedents of the 
practice of the House, he found that reports made 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, on which the previous question had 
been moved, and the main question ordered to be 
put, had heretofore been considered the unfinished 
business, and came up the next morning. Al- 
though this was not strictly in conformity with 
the rules of the House, as the Chair believed; he felt 
very strongly inclined to follow this precedent here- 
after, as he believed it would expedite the business 
of the House. 

Mr. GOTT inquired what would be thé effect 
ofa motion to lay on the table the motion to re- 
consider? ` 

The SPEAKER replied, that the amendment 
would stand concurred in. 

Mr. GOTT. I make that motion. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 
* For salary and outfit of chargé d’affaires to Nicaragua.” 


Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, were—yeas 119, nays 55; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Ashe, A h- 
mun, Baker, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Bokees Booth, Bowie» 
Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butlers 
Thomas B. Butler, E. Carrington Cabell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clingman; Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dir:mick, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Edmund- 
son, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fowler, Freediey, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, 
Hammend, Hampton, Haralson, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagtand, Howe, Hunter, Joseph 
W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Geo. 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, Mc€lernand, McGaughey, Finis B. Me- 
Lean, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Otis, Peaslve, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Rich- 
ardson, Robbing, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Siautding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stetson, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wil- 
liams, Wilson, and Woodward—119. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Albertson, Bay, Beale, Bingham, Bow- 
don, Boyd, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, W. R. W, Cobb, Dis- 
ney, Dunham, Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Hamil- 
ton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hubbard, 
Inge, A. Johnson, Ri W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston 
King, La Sère, Lefer, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, Me- 
Donald, Robert M. McLane, McQueen, Me Willie, Millson, 
Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Potter, 
Robinson, Sawtelle, Strong, Sweeter, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wilmot, and Young=-55. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment being under consideration, 
viz: 

“ For the relief and protection of mariners on the western 


waters, $50,000, to be disbursed through the Secretary of 
the Treasury.” 


Mr. JONES asked for the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 93, 
nays 98; as follow: 

YEAS—Messts. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ash- 
mun, Baker,Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Bowie Bowlin, 
Breck, Briggs, Buel, Burrows, E. C, Cabell, Calvin, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deher- 
ry, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Biliott, N. Evans, Gid- 
dings, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Harlan, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, J. L. Johnson, R.W, John- 
son, J. G. King, J. A. King, La Sère, Leffler, H. Mann, Mar- 
shall, Matteson, MeKissock, Finis E. McLean, Moore, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Phoenix, Pitman, Put- 
nam, Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, “Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stauton, Sweetser, Taylor, John B. Thompson, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Williams, and Wilson—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bayly, Beale, Bis- 
sell, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, William J. Brown, Burt, Chester 
Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartier, W. R. 
W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Dimmick, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, A. Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, George G. King, Preston King, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, MeClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, 
MecLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McQueen, Me Willie, 
Meacham, Meade, Milson. Morton, Nelson, Orr, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Robbins, 
Root, Rose, Roas, Savage, Sawtelle, Stetson, Strong, Thon- 
as, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Toombs, Venable, 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wildrick, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—98. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment was: 


& For the purchase ofa site and the building of a custom- 
house and post office at Cincinnati, Ohio, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
$55,600: Provided, That the plan of the buildings shall be 


- 
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such that the whole cost of both bniidings and site shali in 
no event exceed the. appropriation hereby made.” 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, 

Mr. DUER asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment; which was read. 

The ‘question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 68, nays 123; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Bingham, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Buel, Bart, Joseph Cable, 
Campbell, Cattter, Chandler, Coleock, Corwin, Disney, 
Doiy, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Gidding; Gilmore, Green, 
Grinuell, Hammond, Harlan, Hoagland; Howard, Hunter, 


George G., King, Leffler, Marshall, Matteson, McDowell, 


MeKissoek, Robert M. McLane, Mc Willie, Millson, Moore, 
Morr Morse, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peck, Phoenix, Poner, 


Richardson, Robinson, Root, Schenck, Spaulding, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H., Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Underhit, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wentworth, Whittlesey, 
Williams, Wood, and Woodward—68. 

NAYS-~Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, Beale, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, AibertG. Brown, Willian J. Brown, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B. C. Cabell, 
George A. Caidwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, 
Clingman, W., R. W. Cobb, Cole, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, 
Dinmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Biliot, Alexander Evans, | 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fowler, Freed- 
ley, Fuler, Gerry, Gorman, Got, Gould, Halloway, Hamil- 
ton, Haralson, Isham G Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, 


| 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hitliard, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, | 


Joseph W. Jackson. William T. Jaekson, James L. John- 
son, Jones, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 
Litlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, 
McDonald, McGaughey, MeLanahan, Finis BE. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Put- 
nam, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, ! 


I 
Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn,Schoojeraft, Sed- j: 
{ 


don, Shepperd, Silvester, Spragne, Stanly, Strong, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Tuck, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Watlace, Watkins, Well- | 
born, White, Wildrick, Wihnot, Wilson, and Young—123, 


So the amendment was rejected. j 


The next amendment was reported, viz: 

“For repairing and lining the arches and vaults of the 
custom-house building at Philadelphia, to render them prop- 
er for storing goods, $7,500. 

Mr. DISNEY demanded the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER propounded the question upon 
the demand for the yeas and nays, and the ques- 
tion having been taken, announced that the yeas 


and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
stated that no business would be transacted until 
order was restored, 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. THURMAN raised the question, whether 
a sufficient number of members had voted in the 
affirmative, to order the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER explained, that the nays had 
not been counted, but that supposing a sufficient 
number had voted in the affirmative, the Chair 
had announced that they were ordered. 

The question was taken, ‘and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 100, nays 85; as follow: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, 
Breck, Brggs, A. G. Brown, W. J. Brown, Burrows, C. 
Butler, T. B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dim- 
mick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Elliot, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Halloway, Ham- 
mond, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hil- 
liard, Howard. Howe, Julian, G. G. King, J. G. King, J. 
A. King, ia Sére, Lefifer, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, Matteson, MeKissock, MeLanahan, R, M. McLane, 
Meacham, Moore, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, 
Owen, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Robbins, Rock- 
well, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- 
hom, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Tay- 
Jor, Thurman, Tack, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, and Williams—100, 

NAYS—Me . Albertson, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Buel, Burt, J. Ca- 
ble, G. A; Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Col- 
cock, Daniel, Deberry, Disney, Edmundson, Ewing, Feath- 
erston, Fitch, Faller, Gerry, Gurman, Gott, Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Harlan, I. G. Harris, S. W. Harris, Hoagland, Hun- 
ter, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, A, Johnson, J. L. 
Jobnson, Jones, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, MeDow- 
ell, MeGaughey, P. B. McLean, MeMatlen, McQueen, 
Meade, Millson, Morehead, Mortis, Morton, Olds, Orr, Out- 
law, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Richardson, 
Robinson, Seddon, Spantding, F. P.Stanton, R. H. Stanton, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Toombs, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, 
Welborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, Wood, and 
Young—-83. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. DUER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the House had refused to concur in the 
amendment appropriating $50,000 for the relief of 
sailors on our western waters. 


The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote with 


the majority ? i 


i 
| votes ? H 
| 


ell, Halloway, Hampton, Farian, Hebard, Howard, Howe, | 


| ernment offices in the city of St. Louis, $50.000 ; to be e 


; hereby appropriated.” 


: Burrows, Chester Butler, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, 
i Calvin, Uartter, Casey, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, 


| jority? 


H 


Mr. DUER. I did. l; 
Mr. BURT. {move to lay the motion to re- | 
consider on the table, and 1 ask the yeas and | 
nays. : i 
Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire if it is in order 
to go back and move a reconsideration of that 
vote, without first reconsidering the intervening 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in | 
order to move to reconsider the vote on this amend- 
ment; the others are not connected with it at all. 

a question being on the motion to lay on the |! 
table— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 99, 
nays 85; as follow: 


YEAS—Allen, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bissell, i 
Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, |: 
Burt, C. Butler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph 
Catdwell, Cartter, W.R. W.Cobb, Coicock, Daniet, Dimmick, 
Dixon, Duncan, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fowler, Freed- | 
ley, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore. Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, | 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Esham G. Harris, S, 
W. Harris, Hay, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Hub- 
bard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, An- | 
drew Johnson, Jones, Julian, George G. King, James G. | 
King, Preston King, Littlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, Í 
McDonald, McDowell, MeGangney, MeLanahan, Robert | 
M. MgLane, McMullen, McQueen, Mu:Willie, Meade 
Millson, Morton, Nelson, Orr, Ontlaw, Parker, Peastee, : 
Peck, Phelps, Potter, Robbing, Root, Ross, Savage, Seddon, | 
Shepperd, Stetson, Strong, Thomas, Jacoh Thompson, | 

| 
! 


i 
i 


Tuck, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, | 

Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—99. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, | 

Ashmun, Baker, Bay, BokeeyBowhn, Breck, Briggs, Buel, 


ggs 
man, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Debèėriy, Disney, Doty, Duer, į; 
Dunham, Durkee, Elliot, Nathan Evans, Giddings, Grin- ii 


Hunter, James L. Johnson, John A. King, Leter, Horace 
Mann, Marshal, Mason, Matreson, MeKissock, Finis R. | 
McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Newell, 
Oxte, Olds, Otis, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Rich- | 
ardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Rumacy, Sackett, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Sweet- | 
ser, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Vin- 
ton, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Wilson— ; 
85. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the | 
table. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


« For the purchase of site and the erection of a suitable 
nuilding for a customi-bouse and post office and other Gov- 


pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: f 
Provided, That the whole cost shall not exceed the sum |. 


Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays; which |i 
were ordered. i | 
The question was'taken, and decided in the nega- l 
tive—yeas 77, nays 93; as follow: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bayly, 1 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, |; 
Bart, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Campbel, Chand- 
ler, Clarke, Colcock, Corwin, Disney. Dixon, Doty, Duer, 
Duncan, Durkee, Elliot, Fuller, Gerry, Gould, Green, Grin- | 
nel, Halfoway, Hammond, Harlan, Haymoud, Hoagland, 
Joseph W. Jackson, George G. King, Jobn A. King, Leffler, | 
Little field, Marshall, Matteson, McDowell. MeKissock, R, 
M. McLane, MeWillie, Milson, Moore, Morris, Nelson, 
Osle, Olds, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Phasix, Pitman, Potter, |; 
Richardson, Root, Ross, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermer- .! 
horn, Schoolcraft, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Underhill, Vinton, Well- | 
born, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Wood—77. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Av- 
erett, Beale, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, A. G. Brown, 


Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Edmundson, Alexan- 
der Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fow- | 
ler, Gilmore, Gott, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris. Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hillard, 
Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunters Inge, William T. Jack- i 
son, Andrew Johuson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, : 
James G. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Joh Mann, 
Mason, McDonald, McGaughey, McLanaban, McMullen, 
McQueen, Meacham, Morton, Newell, Orr, Outlaw. Par- | 
ker, Peaslee, Putnam, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Shepperd, Spaulding, Stanly, Strong, || 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Toombs, Tuck, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wil- ii 
drick, and Young—93. 

So the amendment was rejected. i 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote and |: 
to lay that motion on the table. i 

Mr. BOWLIN. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (to Mr. 
Barty.) Did the gentleman vote with the ma- 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Barry.) Did the 
entleman vote against the amendment ? 

Mr. BAYLY. No, I did not. : 

Mr. ORR (who had voted with the majority) 
made the motion. 


Mr. BOWLIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, ; 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. ‘ 


The next amendment being under consideration, 
viz: 
“ For the purchase of a site, and the building ofa custom 


i house and post office at Bangor, Maine, to he expended 
| under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, twen- 


ty-nine thousand dollars: Provided, That the plan of the 
building shall be such that the whole cost, both of building 
and Sit, shall in no event exceed the appropriation hereby 
made.” 


Mr. DUNHAM asked the yeas and nays; which 


: were ordered, 


The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 


 ative—yeas 80, nays 93; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Baker, Bayly, 
Bennett, Binghain, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Buel, Burt, 


: Chester PButier, Thomas B. Butler. Calvin, Casey. Chandler, 
Clarke, Corwin, Crowe, Dixon. Duer, Duncan. Eiliot, Fow- 


ler, Freediey, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gould, Grin- 
nel, Halloway, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Joseph 
W., Jackson, George G. King. James G. King, John A. King, 


l Lefiter, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Matteson, MeKissock, 
| R. M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 


Olds, Otis. Pagk, Phoenix, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, 
Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleraft, Silvester, Stanly, Stetson, Strong. Tuck, Un- 
derhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
White, and Williams—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Averett, 
Bay, Beale, Bokec, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, A. G. Brown, 


ji Burrows, J. Cable, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Ca belj 
, Burrows, Calvin, Campbell, CăSey, Chandler, Clarke, Cling- f ;: g 5 3 Dererry 


Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Daniel, Deberry, 
Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Gorman, Gott, 
Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hay, Hibbard, Hoag- 
land, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, W. 'T. Jackson, A. Johnson, 


i Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, Job Mann, Mason, 
, MeChernand, MeDowell, McGaughey, Mclanahan, E, E. 


McLean, MeMutlen, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morris, 
Morton, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Pheips, Puinam, Rey- 
nolds, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, Sackett. Savage, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Spaulding, Sprague, Richard H. Stanton, Sweet- 
ser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, 
Watkins, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Woodward, and Young 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 
Mr. GOTT moved a reconsideration of the vote, 


and that that motion be laid upon the table. 


The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote with 


Mr. GOTT. I did. 

The question was then taken, and having been 
decided in the affirmative, the motion to reconsider 
was laid upon the table. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


“For the purchase of a site and the erection of a new 
enstom-bouse at Mobile, to contain rooms for the post 
office in that city, and the accommodation of its officers, 
and also rooms for the United States district court, and the 


i the majority? 


|! accommodation of its officcrs, $50,000, in addition to such 
: sum as mav be received for the sale of the old custam-house 


bniiding: Provided, That the plan of the building shall be 
such that the whole cost, both of building and site, shall in 


` no event exceed the appropriation hereby made.” 


Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 


113, nays 63; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bayly, Bokee, Bowdon, Bowie, Bow- 
lin, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, 
Chester Butler, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Clingman, Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Deberry, Dis- 
ney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Elliot, Nathan Evans, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, 
Gerry, Gould, Hammond, Hampton, Haratson, S. W. Har- 
ris, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howard, 
Howe, Inge, J. W. Jackson, J. L. Johnson, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Lemer, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, McDowell, McGanghey, McKis- 


: sack, R. M. McLane, McQueen, MeWitie, Miltson, Moore, 


Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Peck, Phomix, 


| Pitman, Putnam, Robbins, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Sackett, 


Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 


ii Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, R, H. Stanton, 


Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, John B. Thompson, 

Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Watkins, Wet- 

born, White, Williams, Wilson, and Woodward—113. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Averett, bennett, 


! Bingham, Booth, Royd, W. J. Brown, Joseph Cable, G. A. 


Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Alexander Evans, Fiteh, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, 
Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hibhard, Hoag- 
and, Hubbard, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 


: Jones, Julian, Preston King, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, 


MeClernand, McDonald, MeLauaban, Finis E. MeLean, 
McMuiien, Meacham, Meade, Morris, Newell, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Reynolds, Robinson, Rumsey, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, ‘Puck, 
Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Whitte- 
sey, and Wildrick—68. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 
‘vote and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered ‘accordingly. : 

The next amendment was: — 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
required to purchase, as soon as it can be effected on rea- 
sonable terms, a site for a-custom-house and post office in 
the city of Bath, in the State of Maine, and to cause to be 
erected thereon. such a building as may be suitable for a 
enetom-house and post. office: Provided, That the said Sec- 
‘retary should not deem it more expedient to have the pres- 
ent:custom-bouse repaired : Provided, also, That the entire 
cost of said site and building, or of such repairs, shall. not 
exceed the sum of $25,006.27 F x 


` < Mr. DISNEY asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ae wath ett asf 

i [SUPPLEMENTARY CENSUS BILL. 

-A mesaage was received from the Senate, by 
A. Dicuwws, Esq: , Secretary, informing the House 
that.the Senate had appointed a committee of con- 
‘ference, to meet a similar committée on the.part of 
the. House, on the disagreeing. votes. of the two 
Houses ‘on the supplementary census bill.] 

The question was taken, and decided in the af 
firmative—yeas 94, nays 87; as follow: 
 YEAS—Messts.: Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Bayly, Bissell, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, T. B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Gasey, Chandler, 
: Clarke, Clingman, W. R. W.. Cobb, Colcock, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Elliot, Nathan Evans, Fow- 
ler, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Halloway, Hammond, Hainpton, Hay, Haymond, Hen- 
ty, Holmes, Howard, Howe, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, Marshall; Matteson, McGanghey, MeKissock, Rob- 
ert M: McLane, Meacham, Moore, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell; Ogle, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Phenix, Pitman, Put- 
nam, ‘Reynolds, Rockweil, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
tehe, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaul- 
ding, ‘Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, Taylor, Tharman,. Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Duke, Vinton, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 
‘Williams, and Wilson—94. 

‘NAYS Messrs, “Albertson, Ashe, Averett, 
“Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert 
G; Brown, W. J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, G. A. Cald- 
well, J. P: Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Daniel, Deberry, 
Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, fdmundson, Alexander 
Fivans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch; Freedley, Gorman, Gott, 
“Halt, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, S. W. Harris, Hibbard, 
Billiard, Hoagland, Houston, Hubbard, Hunter, Joseph W. 
Jackson, William T.. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, 
Julian, Preston King, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
‘Donald, MeDowell,, MeLanahan, MeMullen, McQueen, 
Me Willie, Meate, Millson, Morris, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, 
Phelps, Potter, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage‘ Sed- 
don, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Sweetser Yi homas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Woodward, and 
Young-—-87,, 


- So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay that motion on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


The next amendment was read, viz: 
` M Aud, to enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
, tives to pay. for reporting and publishing in the «Daily Globe? 
Avo shousand columns of the proceedings of the House of 
: Representatives for this session, at the rate of @7 50 a col- 
Gina, $15,000 0 f 
Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the. yeas and 
nays. ‘ 
Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers upon ordering 
the yeas and nays. 
__Pellers were ordered, and 
Mississippi, and Cavin were 
.« The question was taken, and 
ayes 38. 
. So the yeas and nays were ordered, 
io the question. was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 103, nays 80; as follow: 
YEAS—Mesars. Ashe, Bayly, Beale Bingham, Booth 
‘Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Albert. G. Brown, W, J. 
“Brown, Buel, Burt, Thomas: B. Batler; B.C. Cabell Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Chinaman, W. R. W: Cobb, Dimmick, Doty 
Dunham, Durkee; Edmundson; Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, Gen- 
‘try, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Bamilton, Hammond 
Hiäratson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, 
. Hoagiandy Holmes, Houston, Howard; Joseph W., Jackson 
James L. Johnson, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston 
King, La Sère, Leffler, Littlefield, Marshall, Mason, Mc- 
Cicraand; “MeDonaid, McDowell, McKissock, Robert M. 
M.Lane, MeMullen, McQueen; Me Willie, Meade, More- 
head, Morse, Nelion; Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peastee, Peck, 
‘Phelps, Phænix, Pitman; Potter, Robbins; Robinson, Root, 
Ross, Rumsey; Savage,: Sawtelle, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Stanton, Stetson; Sweetser, Taylor, Toombs, Underhill 
Vaa Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, 


Wentworth, White, Wildtick, Willi: i 

Wendward, and Young—103..” F "ape, Wilmot, Wood; 
NA¥S—Messrs. Albertson, “Alexander 

man, Averett, Bennett,’ Bokee, Boyd, B 
Chester Buler, Joseph Cable, G.A, Cald 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, 
Disney, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Ehliot, Alexander. Evans 

-~ Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Mall, Halloway, Hampton, Fi Y, Haymond, Heb. 
ard, Wiiard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Andrew John- 
son, Jones, George G, King, Horace Mann, fob Mann, Mat- 


Bay, Beale, 


Messrs. Brown, of 
appointed, 
the tellers reported 


Anderson, Ash- 
reck, Burrows, 
well, J. P. Caid- 
Cole, Corwin, Deberry, 


teson, McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Millson, 


Moore, Morris, Morton, Newell, Outlaw, Parker, . Rock- 
well, Rose, Sackett, Schenck, Sehermerhorn, Sehooleraft, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Wallace, Watkins, and Wilson—80. 
` So the amendment was agreed to. > 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to: . f 

The following amendment was read, viz: 

“To pay for the binding of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for members of the 31st Congress, $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be required to pay for binding said 
volumes jn strong: substantial. Russia leather backs and 
corners: Provided, That the Clerk of the House of Repre-. 
sentatives shal] Jet the contracts for binding to the lowest 
bidder below sixty cents per volume, and that the work 
shall be commenced immediately: after the printing is done, 
and concluded as-soon thereafter as possible.” : 


Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. A : 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Ocie and 
Tuomas were appointed. 

Mr. STANLY desired to be informed by the 
Chair whether.it would be in order for him to in- 
quire if it was not already provided by law that 
the books should be bound ? 

The SPEAKER said the Chair could n® give 
the information sought officially. The Chair was 
not aware, however, that.there was such‘a law. 

The question was then taken, and the vote stood, 
ayes 93; noes 46. : 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CARTTER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 
Ordered accordingly. 


The next question was on the following amend- 
ment : 


t To enable the Clerk of the. House of Representatives 
to purchase one hundred and thirty sets of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix, $8,000, to be kept by the Li- 
brarian of Congress for the use of members during the ses- 
sion, to he charged to each member as books from the 
library now are. v 

«And forthe purchase of one hundred and thirty sets of 
the Registerof Debates, to be kept in like manner, and for 
the same purpose, $15,000.” 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, and Mr. JONES asked 
the yeas and nays; which were refused. 

Mellers were ordered, an® Messrs. WaLDo and 
Roor were appointed. ` 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 67, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. JONES moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and thatethat motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The next question was on concurring in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
striking out the item appropriating $6,125 for the 
purchase of 1,225 copies of Mayo’s book on the 
Treasury Department. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the item 
was stricken out. f 

Mr. JONES moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table, 

Ordered accordingly. 

‘The next question was on the following amend- 
ment, viz: 


a 


“ For the pay of draftsmen and assistants to the head of 
the scientific corps employed in copying and recording, 
($7,000 :) the rent of rooms employed for assistants to the 
head of the scientific corps engaged in recording, copying, 
and including fuel for the same, ($500 ;) attendance on 
office rooms, and expenses of employing messengers, 
($500 ;) purchase of drawing paper and other necessary 
drawing materials and office furniture, ($3753) stationery 
for office use, ($100:) mileage and expenses of officers em- 
ployed in examinations required on the frontiers of Vermont 
and New York, ($8403) for a survey and examination of 
that: portion of the line lying. on the northern frontier of 
-Vermont and Néw York, embracing hire of men and their 
transportation and subsistance, hire of horses and baggage 
Wagons, camp equipage and its transportation, purchase of 
instruments and all contingencies, ($5,000 ;) and the com- 
pensation of two private soldiers for their services as drafts- 
men in reconstructing maps: making in all the sum of 
$15,430.” Suen 

Mr. DUNHAM demanded the yeas and nays: 
and they were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 104, nays 84, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas -B. 
Butler, E. C.: Cabell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Clingman, Colcock, Corwin, Beberry, Dixon, Doty, Duer, 
Biiot, Alexander Evans, Nathan £vans, Fowler, Gentry, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton,- Hay, »Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Holmes, Houston, Howard, Howe, Joseph W., Jackson, 
William T. Jackson, George G. King, James G King, 


; Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 


‘ald, McLanahan, McMullen, 
‘Morris,, Owen, Parker, 


John A. King, Préston King, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McDowell, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, Meacham, 
Meade, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Outlaw, Owen, Phenix, Pitman, Reynolds, Rockwell, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, .Schermerhorn, Schooicratt, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, J. B. Thompson, 

inton, 
Waldo, Watkins, White; Williams, and Wilson—104. X 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, . Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bing- 
ham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G, Brown, 
William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Cald- 
well, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, W. R. W. @obb, Cole, 
Daniel, Dimmick$Wisney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fiich, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, S. W. Harris, 
Hoagland, Hunter, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
McClernand, MeDonald, McLanahan, Finis E. MeLean, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, 
Peasice, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Putnam, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Walden, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Wood- 
ward, and Young—82._ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GOTT moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table; which latter mo- 


tion was agreed to. 


The next amendment was read: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to take a per- 
petual lease to the United States, from the city of Utiea, 
New York, free of taxesor other charges of any sort, sO 
many roomsin the City Hali in said city, about to be erect- 
ed, as may be necessary for the proper accommodation of 
the United States district and circuit-courts holden in said 
city, and their officers, $12,000: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be paid until it shall be certified by 
the justices of said circuit court that the said rooms are pro- 
vided, and the said lease made.” 

Mr. STANLY. The amendment is, as I un- 
derstand, to strike out what the Committee. of 
Ways and Means put in. NE 

The SPEAKER. | It is to strike out the clause 
which has just been read. 

Mr. DISNEY asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Toomss and Srrone were appointed. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 74, noes 84, ' 

So the amendment was not concurred in, 

And the clause was. retained in the bill. 

Mr. MATTESON moved to consider the vote 


‘and to lay that motion on the table. 


Mr. STRONG demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MATTESON withdrew the motion to 
reconsider. . 

All the amendments having been disposed of— 

The question recurred and was taken upon or- 
dering the bill to be engrossed, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

The bill was read a third time, and, 

The question being on the passage of the bill—~ 

Messrs, RICHARDSON, VENABLE, and 
others demanded the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. fi 

And the question, ** Shall this bil! pass?” was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 121, 
nays 62: as follow: : : 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen,‘Alston, Anderson, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, T% 
B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Deberry, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Elliot, Alexander Evans, N. 
Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Faller, Geutry, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, W. 
T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, James G. King, John 
A. King, Preston King, La Sére,‘Leiiler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, Mason, Matteson, McDowell, McGaughey, MeKis- 
sock, Robert M. McLane, Finis B.. McLean, MeWillie, 
Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Nelson, New- 
ell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, P. 
P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Stetson, Sirong, John B. Thowp- 
son, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wal- 
den, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, White, 
Williains, Wilmot, and Wilson-—131, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bing- 
ham, Bowdon, Boyd, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, G. A. 
Caldwell, Gartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson, Featherston, Gerry, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, 
Haralson, Harlan, I. G. Harris, Sampson W., Harris, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Job Mann, MeDon- 
McQueen, Meade, Milson, 
Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Robin- 
son, Savage, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, 
Venable, Wallace, Whittlesey, Wildtick, Wood, Wood? 
ward, and Young—62. 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, being out of his 


E. 


1850. 


; i 
seat at the moment his name was called, asked the | 
unanimous consent of the House to record his | 
vote. 

Objection having been made— y 

Mr. B. gave notice that, had he been permitted 
to record his vote, he would have voted against the 
passage of the bill, because he was opposed to ap- : 
propriating one dollar towards the support of this | 
Government, until the difficulty between the two |i 
sections of the country had been settled. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 
voteon the passage of the bill, and that that motion 
be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

CONTESTED ELECTION IN PENNSYLVANIA. | 

Mr. STRONG gave notice that he would call : 
up this case to-morrow morning. 

(Marks of dissent in every part of the House, 
mingled with calls for the Texas boundary bil,] 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following notice, memorials, and petitions, 
were presented under the rule, and referred to the 
appropriate committees: 


i 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, gave notice, under the role of ! 
the House, of bis intention to introduce a bill to provide for | 
calling into the service of the United States, six companies | 
of mounted volunteers, to be employed in removing the | 
Seminole Indians from Florida. 

Ry Mr. BOWIE: The memorial of Robert P. Duntop 
and others, citizens of Montgomery county, Marstand, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the construction of a plank road 
from the City of Washington to the Montgomery county 
line. 

By Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia: The proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Savannah, Georgia, held on the 
234 July, 1850, in opposition to the measures embraced in 
the late compromise biil in the Senate, on the slavery ques- 
tion. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of G. W. Rounds and 
other citizens ot Buffalo, for the better preservation of Au- 
man life on steamboats navigating the western lakes and 
rivers. $ 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of William R. Fisher |: 
aud 114 other citizens of Pennsylvania, interested in the 
manufacture of iron, asking Congress to impose such duties 
upon foreign iron as will bring the largest revenue to the 
public Treasury, and preventthe present ruinous fluctuations | 


Also, the petition of -M. Ferguson and 34 other citizens 
of Pennsylvania, for a similar purpose. 


zens of Pennsylvania, for a similar purpose. | 
Also, the petition ot Jobn Benson and 83 other citizens of | 
Pennsylvania, for a similar purpose. { 


IN SENATE, 


Tusspay, August 27, 1850. | 


Mr, WINTHROP presented the memorial of | 
underwriters, merchants, and shippers of the | 
city of Boston, interested in the prosecation of 
commerce on the Pacific—among the signers to | 
which are fifteen presidents of insurance compa- jį 
nies—setting forth that, as, advised by their cor- | 
respondents and agents in California, the interests | 
of commerce would be greatly promoted, and an 
immense saving realized both to shippers and con- 
sumers, from the much greater facility and safety 
in discharging cargoes at Benicia than at San Fran- || 


cisco, and asking that Benicia may be madea port || 


of entry. i 

Mr. W. remarked, thatas a bill had already || 
been reported by the Senator from Lovisiana, | 
[Mr. Sou.e,] making Benicia, among others, a | 
port of entry, he would simply move that the | 
memorial be laid on the table; which was agreed | 
to. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Eliz- 
abeth Armistead, widow of General W. K. Ar- 
mistead, late of the United States arry, asking | 
relief in relation to certain disbursements made by 3 
her late husband, and disallowed by the account- ij 
ing officers of the Treasury; which was referred || 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Jo- || 
seph J. Graham, of Wythe county, Virginia, set- | 
‘ting forth that, in the southwestern part of Vir- |) 

ginia and East Tennessee, there are a great many ij 
hardy, enterprising, and patriotic young ‘men | 
anxious to remove west, and asking the authority , 
of Congress to organize a regiment of dragoons, | 
of not Jess than one thousand men, to constitute |! 
a part of the army of the United States for a term :i 
not less than three nor more than five years, and i 


H 
j 
1 


Also, the petition of Thomas Forster and 82 other citi- || 


j 


i 


t 


i the medical officers of the navy may be assimi- | 


| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i 


aud irregularities in that branch of industry. {| only four; and that, as the slave owners only de- 


| to be organized, or States to be admitted into the 


the long and arduous military services of her late | 
husbartl, the battles in which he was engaged, | 
with foreign powers as well as various Indian | 
tribes, the wounds received, &c., and asking to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
the heirs of Herman and Mayard Blannerhassett, 
formerly residing on an island in the Ohio river, 
setting forth that the property was taken posses- 
sion of by an armed body of militia, called out |} 
under a proclamation of the President in Decem- 
ber, 1806; that the cellars were broken open, and 
the provisions and liquors taken, and the property 
destroyed; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of citizens 
of the United States residing in the valley of St. 
Gabriel, and a petition from citizens of Buena | 
Vista, in California, asking a grant of land to the į 
Independent Emigration Company, No. 1, for 
their services in opening and improving the route | 
to California; which was referred to the Commit- || 
tee on Public Lands. ; | 

Also, a memorial of physicians and other citi- | 
zens of Columbus, Ohio, asking that the rank of ! 


lated with that of officers of the army; which was | 


Also, a petition from the faculty of the Ohio | 
Wesleyan University, asking a reduction of the | 
rates of postage; which was ordered to lie on the į 
table. ! 

Also, a petition from citizens and voters in the | 
Northern Liberties of Philadelphia, setting forth | 
that the present free population of the city and 
county of Philadelphia is at least equal to that of | 
South Carolina, and under the operation of the | 
second section of the first article of the Constitu- | 
tion, the representation in Congress of the slave | 
State is nine, while that of the city and county is |j 


mand to carry their property on terms of equality, | 
they ask that there may be such alteration of the į 
Constitation as will prevent slave property being 
the basis of representation in any new Territory 


Union; and that, until such alteration can be ef- i 
fected, Congress shall refuse to admit any more 
States, or organize any slave territory; which. was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the memorial of the 
East Tennessee and Georgia Railroad Company, ! 
asking the remission of certain duties on railroad | 
iron; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. t 

Mr. WHITCOMB submitted an additional |! 
document in relation to the claim of Peter U. |! 
Morean, administrator of John Arnold, deceased, i 
and George G. Bishop; which, with the adverse |; 
report made in the case, were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. i 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was or- 
dered that the memorial of the Western Chero- 
kees, on the files of the Senate, asking a settlement 
of their claims under the treaty of 1846, be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred | 
House bill No. 107, being the bill for the relief of i; 


States army, reported back the same without 
amendment, and recommended its passage. 


RESOLUTION. 


lowing resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That 1,500 additional copies of the mess 
the President of the 17th of July last, communicating, in | 
complianee with the resolution of the Senate, a report of | 
Lieutenant Webster, of a survey of the Gulf coast of the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, together with the supplemental 
report, communicated the 26th instant, be printed. 


i 
PRIVATE BILL. 
i 
1 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, | 


that after their term expires a grant of a half sec- | Senate bill No. 245, being the bill for the relief of |) 
tion of land be made to each, upon condition of l| John Devlin; and no amendment having been || 


the actual settlement of the same; which waa re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affaire. 


proposed, the bill was reported to the Senate and jj 


! ordered to be engrossed for a third reading” ii 


| for the land which the Government sold. 


OATHS AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Senate bill No. 47, being the bill to authorize no- 
taries public to take and certify oaths and affirma- 
tions and acknowledgments in certain cases; and 
no amendment having been. proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I ask 
leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
petition and papers of A. R. McKee, relating to 
some money which he paid for Texas lands. 

The PRESIDENT. What is the condition of 
the papers ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The papers were re- 
ferred to a committee, and acted on favorably, 
That committee reported a bill giving him money 
I ean 
state further, that Mr. McKee, under a sale made 
by the Comptroller or Solicitor of the Treasury, 
purchased lands which had been surrendered by 
Mr. Swartwout. The warrants which had been 
granted by Texas had been placed in the hands 
of a Mr. Mason. ‘The Government made the 
sale, guarantying, as the committee thought, that 
Mr. Mason should surrender the warrants. Mr. 
McKee, at that time, had been unable to obtain 
the warrants from Mr, Mason. I infer from his 
letter, however, that since that time he has been 
able to get them. If he has, he has no claim 
against the Government. On that ground he asks 
that the proceedings here may be stopped and the 
papers returned. 2 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 
ordered that Alexander McKee and Johnson Price 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 


RETURN OF ADVANCES TO GOVERNMENT. 
On motion by Mr. UNDER WOOD, the Senate 

proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 

Whole, the bill for the relief of the Orange and 
lexandria Railroad Company. 

This bill proposes to pay to this company, as 
assignees of the State of Virginia, $120,000, for 
money advanced by the State of Virginia to the 
United States, for erecting public buildings in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to inquire if the State 
of Virginia herself has memorialized for the amount 
which this bill proposes to pay to this company. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will give his 
attention a few moments, I will explain this mat- 
ter. At the last session of the General Assembly 
of Virginia, a law was passed transferring to the 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company the 
claim which the State of Virginia had to the mon- 


| ey which this bill proposes to pay. ‘The memo- 
| rial for the payment of the claim comes, therefore, 
| from the Orange and Alexandria Railroad Com- 


pany, the assignees of the State of Virginia, It 


| is, nevertheless, as Í understand, a debt due by 


the General Government to the State of Virginia, 
The State of Virginia have transferred their claim 
to it to this railroad company, who are, therefore, 
the petitioners for its payment. 

In the year 1790 the Congress of the United 
States passed an act establishing the temporary and 
permanentseat of Government of the United States, 
That law located the permanent seat of Govern- 
ment within the State of Maryland, and comprised 
within the District of Columbia no part of the 
territory of Virginia. The fourth section of that 
law provided that, for defraying the expenses of 
public buildings, the President of the United States 
should be authorized and directed to accept grants 
of money. Prior to the passage of that act, how- 
ever, in December, 1789, the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia passed resolutions declaring, that if the Con- 
gress of the United States would fix the seat of 
Government anywhere within the States of Mary- 
land or Virginia, on the Potomac river, the State 
of Virginia would advance to the General Govern- 
ment the sum of $120,000 in aid of the erection of 
the necessary public buildings. Afterwards, when 
in 1790 the Congress of the United States did io- 


i cate the seat of Government upon the Potomac 


river and within the State of Maryland, the State 
of Virginia, by the law to which I have referred, 
recognized her obligation to advance this money, 
although the District of Columbia was then located 
altogether within the State of Maryland. 
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The President then. was. authorized to accept 
grants of money for-defraying the expenses of the 
public. buildings, and the State of Virginia, prior 
to that, had declared its willingness, if the seat of 
Government was established on the Potomac river, 
to advance a sum of money. When the seat. of 
Government was thus located on the Potemac 
river, andthe President was authorized to accept 
grants of money, the State of Virginia, on the 
27ih of December, 1790, passed a law, entitled 
“ An act concerning an advance of money to the 
Government of the United States.” Under that 
law ‘the sum of $120,000 was advanced to the 
Government of the United States. 
` Now, the State of Virginia, considering this as 
an advance of money and not as a gift, has trans- 
ferred the claim, as [ have said, to the Orange and 
Alexandria Railroad Company, which company 
petitions for its: payment. I presume the only 
question before the Senate can be, was this-a Joan 
in the form of am advance, or was it a gift, in the 
form of a grant.” If it was a loan; | take it for 
granted no one can deny the rightfulness of the 
claim. ` i 

le will appear, as is-set forth in the report of the 
committee, and by the journals of the House af | 
Delegates of the State of Virginia, that on the 24th 
of December, 1790, a bill was introduced “ for 
granting to the President of the United States the 
sum of $120,000 for erecting public buildings on 
the Potomac river, agreeably to a resolution of the 


but no action.was taken. . F will state now that, | 
though the State of Virginia has certainly. ad- | 
vanced the claim by assignment, yet that T,as one } 
of hee Representatives, have never received any 
instructions from the State on the subject what- 
ever. Nevertheless, Virginia has recognized the 
claim by the assignment to this railroad company, 
and I, as one of her Representatives, have deemed 
it my duty to support it, and to ask that it be 
paid. R 


the.seat of Government.on the Potomac ri ver, the 
Commonwealth of Virginia proposed to advance 
$120,000 to the General Government.. The right to’ 
reclaim it, suppose, would depend upon the terms 
of the grantor advancement. Now.sir, we should 
inquire what the intention of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia was. At the time of making this 
proposition, did she understand thatshe was merely 
making a loan to the General Government; or was 
it a bona fide proposition—not depending upon the 
technical terms in which the proposition was 
couched—but a bona fide proposition to grant that 
amount of money to secure the location of the 
seat of Government upon the Potomac river? 
The conduct of Virginia for some sixty years, in 
declining to make any reclamation of the fund, 
would seem to show, as plainly as acts can show, 
that the ynderstanding of Virginia was that she 
made it as a grant—as a donation to secure this 
location. And, after this lapse of time, I think it 


läst Assembly.” This bill passed through the 

usual’ parliamentary forms of proceeding, and on 

the 27th. of December, 1790, it passed. But its | 
‘title, on its passage, was amended by substituting 

for the words quoted above, the following: “An | 
act concerning an avance of money. tothe Presi- 

dent of the United States for public buildings.” 

This act is contained in the Virginia Statutes at 

Large. The terms of the enactment are: 


‘© Whereas the General Assembly of Maryland have ac- 
ceded 10 a proposition of the General Assembly of this 
Commonwealth, contained in their resolution of the tenth 
day of December, 1789, concerning an advance of money Lo 
the General Government, to be applied towards -erecting 
public buildings at the permanent seat of the Government 
of the United States, should the Congress deem it expedient 
to fix iton the bank of the Potomac; and whereas, Con- 

ress have passed an act for establishing the said seat of 
AERA, on the Potomac: Be it enacted by the General 
Assembly, That $129,000 shall be advanced by this Common- 
wealth to the General G vernment, payable in three eqnal 
yearly payments, and to be applied towards erecting public 
huildings at the permanent seat of the Government of the 
United States on the bank of the Potomac: And the anditor 
of public account: is hereby directed to issue his warrants 
on the treasurer to the amount of $120,000, payable in the 
manner hereinbefore directed to the order of the President 
of the United States.” 


The history, then, of this transaction shows that i 
the Staté of Virginia, L presume in order to induce 
the Government of the United States to locate the 
seat of Government on the Potomac river, proposed 
that if the General Government would locate the 
seat of Government on the Potomac river, it wotild 
advance the sum of $120,000 towards the erection 
of public buildings. The General Government 
passed a law establishing the seat of Government 
on the Potomac, and by the same law authorized 
the President of the United States to accept grants 
of money for the purpose of erecting public build- | 
ings. The State of Virginia, on the faith of its i 
previous resolution, subsequent to the law of Con- į 
gress, passed a law, not to grant the money to the 

overnment of the United States, as was origin- | 
ally. proposed, but to advance it. The terms ofi 
the law merely state that the purpose was “ to ad- | 
vance” the money, lI submit, therefore, that it is | 
-the duty of the Government of the United States 
to refund the money. {£ 

Mr. BRADBURY. Ishould like to beinformed 
by the Senator from Virginia whether the State of 
Virginia bas ever, previous to this time, made any 
claim to have the amount of money refunded which 
is now asked for by this bill? | 4 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Never. 

Mr. MASON. -Lam not aware that the State 
of Virginia ever has:asked that this money should 
sbe refunded. I recollect. that some four or five 
years ago, after so much of the District of Colum- | 
bia as was within the limits of Virginia was retro- 
ceded, a mensber of the General Assembly of Vir- 
ginia introduced a resolution declaring that this 
sum of money had been advanced, was due, and 

owas subject to reclamation, and that it was then 
proper to be reclaimed when Virginia no longer 


possessed territory in the District of Columbia; || 


į not a little remarkable that this company should 


| of Virginia, I am satisfied that the General Gov- 


| the Treasnry, looking upon it in the light of a do- 


| toexpress her ideasand her views, but she adopted 


| This was done at a time when the Government of 


| Government on the Potomac. 


į think it ought to be done in all cases of the kind. 


Present an application of this kind, and expect 
that. the application would be granted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to state to the 
Senate the reasons which have influenced me to 
go for the passage of this bill. In looking at the 
legislation of Congress, and also at the legislation 


ernment received this money as a donation, and 
so regarded it. Accounts, I believe, were kept at 


nation, But now, sir, this question comes up. 
When you look at the legislation of Virginia, you 
will find that when she came to act upon the legis- 
lation of Congress, she did not conform her legis- 
lation to the language which Congress had adopted 


language which, as shown by the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] had ‘the idea upon the 
face of it that she did not intend to make it a gift, 
but merely an advancement, thereby leaving to 
herself the right to reclaim the money, if she 
might deem proper so to do, at a future day. 


the United States was poor; and it was done, as 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Brapzury] has said, 
with a view to secure the location of the seat of 
Now, sir, I, for 
one, under such circumstances, am ‘not willing, 
when the Government has become rich, to hold to 
the money, even if it was regarded as a gift, when 
she claims it back again from the Government, 
through her assignee. | 
Sir, this is no new question with me. -I recol- 
lect a case which illustrates the whole subject, 
which was discussed year after year in the Ken- 
tacky Legislature. The citizens in and about 
Frankfort made large donations for the purpose of 
securing the location of the seat of Government in 
their town. Some of them became unfortunate in 
the course of their business transactions. They 
became reduced from affluence to comparative 
want, and they then applied to the State of Ken- 
tucky to refund to them the money which they 
had thus advanced when the Government seemed 
to want it, and when they had the ability to make 
theadvance. -I believe the Government, respond- 
ing to that application, returned the money. I 


Now, I by no means represent the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, my old mother, whom I so 
much honor, in the position of a beggar, or in the 
attitude of a pauper. Not at all. She can live 
without this money. Her assignees, perhaps, can 
get along without it. But she has thought proper, 
for the purpose of aiding a great public improve- 
ment—one which will redound to our advantage 
as well as to hers; one connecting Alexandria, near 


the seat of Government, with her western territo-. || 


ry—to transfer her claims to the 
to be expended for these use 
-had been a gift in every sense 
ally, 


railroad company, 
ful purposes. If it 
of the word, origin- 
4 would not hold on under such circum- 


stances.. My: disposition is, now that we are 
able, to return it, ; 

I think the Government ought to have located 
the permanent seat: of the National Government 
without any temptation to be derived from money. 
I think it should have done it upon. principle—in 
reference to the general interests of the nation, con- 
sidering population, centrality, and so forth. Sir, 
the seat of Government turns out to have been 


i very properly located. where it is, whether the 


Mr. BRADBURY. To induce the location of |, Government was influenced by the donations made 


by Virginia and Maryland or not. For, sir, the 
tables of population show that, although in point 


‘of centrality the proper location has been traveling 


West, yet, in reference to a northern and southern 
line, it is within twenty or thirty. miles of the 
proper centre; and at the time it was located, ac- 
cording to population and territory it was a very 
proper location. Though I think that money 
ought notto have been received as an inducement 
to the Government to locate the seat of Govern- 


| ment here, yet I think we may pass this bill. 


Mr. MASON. One word more. If this had 
been a gift on the part of Virginia, or a grant by 
which they parted with their right, I trust the 
character of Virginia in this Confederacy would 


; show that she would not either claim it herself or 


suffer her assignees to do it. But, as it was an ad- 
vance or a loan, by which the right was not parted 
with, but subject to reclamation, there certainiy is 
no impropriety in Virginia disposing of the fund 
in any manner she may deem proper. 

Now, as I said, in the original proposition tø 
advance the money only, and upon its passage, the 
title was altered and conformed: with the text. 
The title, which was to make “a grant” of money, 
was altered to ‘an advance,’ and the enacting 
clanse showed that it was an advance. __ 

But I will state further to the Senate, what es- 
caped my attention at the moment, that, prior to 
that, in 1783, the General Assembly of Virginia, 
made a proposition to Congress to locate the seat 
of Government at Williamsburg, then the seat of 
government of the State, where the public business 
was transacted. At that time the Government of 
the country lacked fiscal ability to command the 
amount necessary to erect its public buildings, and 
in order to. induce the Government to locate the 
seat of Government at Williamsburg, the State of 
Virginia offered to give up to the Government all 
its public buildings in Williamsburg, provided they 
would locate the seat of Government there. The 
terms of the proposition were. these: 

“Thatif’ the honorabie Congress should esteem the city 
of Williamsburg, in this State, a fit place for their session, 
the Assembly will present them, on their removal thereto, 
and during their continuance therein, with the palace, the 
capitol, and ail public buildings, and three hundred acres of 
land adjoining the said city, together with a sum of mone 
not exceeding one hundred thousand pounds, ( £100,000,) 
this State’s currency.’? 

Subsequently, in ofder to induce them to locate 
the seat of Government, not withia the limits of 
Virginia, but on the Potomac river, the proposi- 
tion was that they would advance to the General 
Government the sum of $120,000. Now, it ap- 
pears from the report made by the.committee that 
thatsum wastll advanced, It was paid over to the 
Treasury in sums of $40,000 a year; and itap- 
pears that Gen. Washington, who was not only a 
citizen of Virginia, and conversant with this sub- 
ject, but had the superintendence of the business, 
asks, ina letter ** to the Commissioners of the Fed- 
eral District,” dated August 29th, 1793, “ In what 
manner would it be proper to state the account 
with the States of Virginia and Maryland, they 
having advanced money which has not been all 
expended for the objects for which it was appro- 
priated??? And it does appear that the sum of 
$40,999, part of this $120,000, was all that was 
used by the Commissioners of Public Buildings. 
l submit to the Senate, therefore, that it was sub- 
stantially a loan, and that the claim of Virginia, 
which she has. assigned to this railroad company, 
is a just one. 

Mr. BADGER. I have collected what little I 
know about the. nature of this claim from what 
has been said here this morning, my attention 
never having been previously called to the subject, 
If I understand it aright, more than. half a century 
ago the sum of $120,000 was received by this Gov- 
ernment from the government of Virginia. It was 
received and treated by the Government as a sum 
of money paid to the United States, to be kept by 
the United States either as a gift or as a consider- 
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ation to induce the Government to locate the seat 
of Government on the Potomac river; but by the 


State of Virginia it was treated as an advance of |} 
Now, after halfa } 


century has passed, this application is made to | 
i to enable them to present to the equitable consid- 


money in the nature of a loan. 


Congress, not by the State of Virginia, but by some 
incorporated company, to which the State of Vir- 
ginia has assigned her claim, such as it is, in ac- 
counting for the payment of what is alleged to be 
- due this company as the assignee of the State. If 
these facts are correct, it seems to me that the claim 
does not stand on very high ground, whether it be 
made by the assignee or the assignor. The mo- 
ney seems to have been received and treated as mo- 
ney belonging to the United States. No step was 
taken to correct that impression for half a century. 
The United States, it is said, at the tinie of the ad- 
vance was poor and without funds, but certainly, 


in the course of half a century, the United States | 


has become enriched, and has been in possession 
of ample funds. We may recollect one period of 
our history when the Government was extremely 
troubled to discover some plan, when the ingenuity 


of men was absolutely set to work to contrive some | 


plan by which the surplus revenue, accumulated | 
ii and, so far as Lam concerned, T feel no seruple ; 


and reposing in the Treasury, and appearing to be 


come a nuisance there, could be disposed of; yet i 


during that whole period no application was made 
to the Government on the part of Virginia to re- 
fund this money. Now, if the money was paid 


f 


I 
| 
i 
l 
i 
i 
f 
| 
| 


i 


with a view to obtain or assist in obtaining the lo- | 


cation of the seat of Government, Virginia has ob- 
tained the full consideration for which the money 
was paid. Like the Senator from Kentucky, Lam 
sorry that the Government ever did let itself down 
to the consideration of pecuniary reward, and put 
the seat of Government up to abid, or kind of pub- 
lic outery, and have it located at the spot where 
the most money could be obtained for its location; 
but the thing was done, the consideration was re- 
ceived at the time, and received as a gift; that is, 
as money coming into the Treasury to be its own, 
and half a century bas passed without the State of 
Virginia making any effort to correct the misappre- 
hension, if misapprehension it was. Now, what 
1 wish to say is this: If the State of Virginia thinks 


proper herself to ask for this money, I will vote to | 
pay it with the utmost cheerfulness; bat 1 must 


say that we ought not to treat it as a subject of as- 
siynment. 
and if Virginia thinks proper to ask for it, I will 
vote it to her; but, for one, I am not willing to vote 
it on any information I have yet received as to the 
character of the transaction to her assignees. Tam 
not willing to treat itas an outstanding debt of this 
Government, the payment of which was delayed, 
and which is the proper subject of assignment to 
her creditors. If Virginia chooses to consider it 
as a debt, and come here and ask for its payment, 
even after this lapse of fifty years, [am ready to 


vote to pay it, principal and interest; but let Xir- | 
ginia answer for herself, instead of putting in a |: 


bill chartering a company a provision authorizing 
tha: company to make what it can out of the claim 
of Virginia. 
consider it in the nature of a claim occupying the 
position to be a proper subject of assignment, 


though, as I said, I am qwilling to vote for it as a 
© General Government, if Alexandria had not been 


claim of Virginia. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


merits it has, have been very fully and clearly pre- 
sented hy my colleague. 1 think he has shown 
that this money is to be considered, not so much 


in the light of a donation, as an advance on the | 
part of Virginia; but, be that as it may, the his- | 


tory of the transaction will perh:ps explain itself 
better than any argament which can be used in 
relation to it. The facts of the case are these: 
The State of Virginia certainly, as the history of 
her early legislation shows, was very anxious that 
the seat of Government should bé within her bor- 
ders. That proving to be impracticable, she was 


then not only anxious that it should be placed on | 


the Potomac, but that a portion of the District 
should be taken from within her limits; and in or- 
der to induce such a location, she gave up the 
county of Alexandria, and $120,000 along with it. 
If this territory had never been retroceded, the 
State never would have made a claim, or assigned 


the money to any one; but when Alexandria was ii 


retroceded, then the people of that town seemed 
to think, especially as so little had been done for 
them, that this money also should go back to V 


Itisa claim of a peculiar character, | 


It seems to me that we ought not to ; 


2. Itis not my purpose to make į 
a speech in relation to this claim, for whatever || 


i 


: United States. 


i from Virginia as a donation, if you choose, shall 
|| be returned to Alexandria when she is retroceded 


! location of the seat of Government here are still 
| yetained bv her. 


| never have been made, as Í concede also, by Vir- 


| if the retrocession had not taken place. 


been a very strange claim, or a very unreasonable 


ginia, to be appropriated for their benefit. The 


difficulty in the way of the corporation of Alex- [i 


andria making this claim, as I suggested at the 
time, was, that the money was not an advance from 


them, but from the State of Virginia; and in order 
‘| stands where I placed it in the first instance. 
' cannot deal with her assignee and treat the claim 


eration of Congress whatever right Virginia might 
have, it was assigned to a railroad designed for 
the benefitof Alexandria. Virginia has made no 
claim for this money, and I telieve she never will. 
She has merely assigned whatever equity there 
was to Alexandria, in order that the town might 
present whatever equitable claim it could to the 
consideration of Congress, in aiding the construc- 
tion of a railroad which was to be of service, not 
only to the District, but to a large portion of the 


the money for herself. She has made no claim 
for it, and I believe she never will. And the 
whole matter here to be considered is, whether, 
under the circumstances, this money received 


to Virginia? It is whether you will give it to 
Alexandria or not? That is the whole question, | 


in voting the money to her. With a Government Í 
as rich as this, I do not think it hecoming, even 
viewing this as a donation which Virginia claims, 
to retain it, I think it better to return all the do- 
nations from every State, and I am willing to re- 
turn to Maryland to-morrow what she gave in re- 
lation to this matter. But the idea is, that this is 
a gift, a marriage present, a dowry, given when 
Virginia assigned to the United States a portion 
of her territory, and, when the territory is re- 
turned, the money should be returned also. [mean 


that this is the idea among those who have moved || 


in this business, the people of the town and 
county of Alexandria; and it was only to enable 
them to come here, with every obstacle out of the 
way, that the State of Virginia assigned her claim 
to this money. | 

Mr. BADGER. T understood the Senator from 
Virginia to say that but for the retrocession of 
that part of the District to Virginia which was 
originally ceded by her towards the ten miles ! 
square, Virginia would neither have made this | 
aim nor assigned it, What possible effect can | 
hat have? The seat of Government is located 
here, and all and every advantage which was or 
can be derived to the State of Virginia by the 


Surely the retrocession of Alex- 
andria to Virginia was not an injury to her. We 
did not force it back on Virginia. lt was retro- 
ceded with the full consent and desire of Virginia. 
We gave her back territory she had given to us, 
and it seems a very singular argument to say, that 
therefore she or her assignee has a right to ask 
the payment of this money. It appears to me 
that, putting the case on the footing on which it 
was placed by the Senator from Virginia who fast : 


| 
| 
l 


i spoke, the argument becomes conclusive against j; 


Virginia; that is, conceding that the claim wonld 


ginia herself, and that it never would have been 
assigned by her, and treated asa demand upon the 


retroceded. It was retroceded with the full con- 
sent of Virginia, and surely the acquisition of the 
territory cannot be considered as injuring Vir- 
ginia, or as furnishing a reason why the money 
should now be paid which would not bave existed ; 

With re- į 
gard to that portion of Virginia which wasa portion | 
of the District, and under the jurisdiction of the | 


United States, thongh I am not familiar with the i 


subject, | rather apprehend it was not treated with 
anything like a stepmother’s neglect. But, be that 
as it may, it seems to me that this retrocession of | 
Alexandria to Virginia should not be considered | 
in the character of an act which gives the State of | 
Virginia the right to ask for the payment of this 
money. If it could, it ought to have been asked ; 
for when the retrocession was proposed. But she | 
said nothing about its being injurious and incon- | 
venient, and if retroceded to her that she must be 
paid the $120,000; and certainly it would have 


foundation on which to base it. Everybody | 
thought, or at least 1 did, that by the act of retro- | 


i 


cession we were giving something valuable to: 


ir- |} Virginia. Then, if the claim would not have been |; 


| 

Virginia ceriainty did not desire it 

‘| that a part of her territory should be included in 
i 
í 


il tion of it. et 
© and I cannot object to the appropriation, because 


i: valid on the part of Virginia; if the retrocession 


had not furnished a ground on which she could 
i rightfully claim it, most undeniably it can furnish 
i no ground on which her assignee can rightfully 
make it. Tt seems to me, therefore, that the case 
We 


asan assignment of a debt due by this Govern- 
ment; but, as I before stated, if Virginia herself 
hall ask for this money I will vote for it with the 


i utmost willingness. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from North 
i Carolina did not state the point precisely as I pre- 
' sented it, accarding to the history of the transac- 
‘tion. 1 said that Virginia was not only anxious, 
as was the case with other States, that the seat of 
Government should be placed on the Potomac, but 


! the limits of the district where the seat of Govern- 
; ment was to be located. I think, on looking back 
| to the history of the time, that an undue anxiety 
i was manifested in relation to this matter. But 
whether it was wise, or the reverse, such being 
the state of the case, if it be the history of the 
transaction that this donation was given to Induce 
the Government to take a portion of the territory 
of the State; if it should turn out that that was 
the consideration; and if subsequent experience 
had shown that it was better for both parties that 
Virginia should resume her territory, and that 
i there was no occasion originally to have given it 


! . 
i or the money, it would seem but a natural view 


for the people of Alexandria to take, that when the 
territory was returned, the money given for the 


| purpose of its improvement should be returned 


also. I believe this to be the history of the trans- 
action, and L know that this is the motive which 
governs them,and the reason why the demand has 
only been made on the part of Alexandria since 
the retrocession, The matter was talked over at 
the time of the retrocession, and the authorities of 
the town, many of whom consulted with me on 
the subject, thought they were entitled to the 
money, but E told them that there was this obsta- 
cle in the way: that the money was given by 
Virginia, along with them, and not by themselves 
as a corporation. I do not now understand that 
the State of Virginia, or the corporation of Alex- 
andria, which is the same as the railroad corpo- 
ration, I believe, sets up any claim that this Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay them; but they appeal 
Ito its equity under all the circumstances, espe- 
cially when it is considered that the money is to be 
devoted to a work which ia to benefit the District 
quite as much as Alexandria. This is the point 
of view in which it is urged, and in which it 
should be considered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Tam reconciled to vote for this 
bill by one view of it, and thatis, that the sum of 
money is to be appropriated fora highway. Now, 
there are many gentlemen here who would vate to 
cive thousands or millions of dollars for works of 
internal improvement. Jf the road proposed were 
to run through the public lands, alternate sections 
would he allowed for its completion, or where 
such alternate ections could not be found, other 
lands would be takenin lieu of money to affect the 
| ohjeet. But when we ask the return of money to 
! ‘Virginia through this company fora work of inter- 
nal improvement, we hear difficulties and scruples 
thrown in the way. Itis said thatthis wasa bounty. 
It is not the first time that Virginia has suffered by 
having her acts converted into bounties. She has 
been bountiful enough in her grants to the Gov- 
ernment, and now here is an effort to convert this 
also into a bounty. I am not willing to vote to 
grant money from the public Treasury for the 
purpose of internal improvements. But in this 
i ease I believe Virginia asks by her assignee, 
ex equo et bono, for money which she has advanced 
to aid in the erection of public buildings. I have 
no doubt of the propriety of this claim; and this is 
but one mode of asking to have it repaid in con- 
nection with the construction of a road which is to 
run to the West, in which all may havea common 
interest. It is but making an appropriation, if we 

grant the claim for a highway, a public improve- 
| ment in which every citizen of the United States 
is interested, especially those in the western por- 
I think the money due to Virginia; 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
f 


i it subserves ends in which the public may be in- 
| terested. K 
Now, the difficulty in the way of appropriating 
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this money as it is proposed, is because the Sena- i 
tor from North Carolina. chooses toregard it as a | 
grant, in the nature of an irrevocable bounty, But | 
he, as well as others, if you would give -him an | 
opportunity, would vote to give the public lands.to | 
establish roads in Hlinois, Indiana, Michigan, or | 
‘Arkansas, and I believe in Alabama, and he would | 
“vote “money too.» But in this case we are but j 
élaiming back what Virginia has advanced, and | 
we are met-by technical objections of this sort. | 
Now, Virginia regarded this, by her act, asan ad- | 
vancement; and abide by her view of the subject | 
rather than by that which may be inferred from the | 
accounts of the Federal-Government. | 

| 


Mr. BADGER, I think thereisa material dif- 
ference between the two things which the Senator © 
from South Carelina seems to consider identical. ! 
‘Tight be very willing to vote this sum of $120,000 | 
for the purpose of aiding an important public im- | 
provement, ifit were asked on the ground that it was 
an important public improvement, and if it were 
necessary to its completion ‘to receive this assist- 
ance. But lam not willing to pay that sum of 
money for the satisfaction of a debt when, in my : 
‘opinion, no debt is due. If] vote for it, | want it ; 
put on the ground of being a sum of money to aid 
an important public improvement, and not assume 
the ground that T am paying back to the State of 
Virginia the sum of one hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars which this Government owes. | 
‘So, sir, with respect to granting public lands and : 
granting alternate sections ar townships: I have . 
voted for many such propositions, and I am will- | 
ing to vote for them again on every suitable oc- ' 
casion: But if, when a bill is brought in, it; 
commences by saying, ‘that whereas the United - 
States owes a sum of money,” and it is intended | 
to vote iton that ground, I will not vote for it; 
because } want it to stand exactly as itis. I un- 
derstand the Senator from Virginia, who first ad- 
dressed the Senate, [Mr. Mason,] to put the claim 
‘on the ground of its being an assignment to this 
company of a claim for money which Virginia ad- 
vanced to the United States.’ I understand that 
the Senator from Virginia, who last addressed the | 
Senate, (Mr. Honter,] puts the claim.ona dif- | 
ferent ground. I cannot recognize it in the char- 
acter of a debt, and therefore [ cannot put it into a ! 
bill which assumes it to be a debt. 


If the State of | 
irginia puts in a claim for the payment as for a 
debt due to her, I am willing to vote for it, but I: 
am not willing to treat it as a claim which may be | 
assignable to a company, however willing [ might | 
be to vote asum of money to aid this improve- | 
ment. , | 
Mr. MASON. Itake it for granted that if the | 
Senator, from North Carolina stands here as a”! 
trustee, representing an interest confided to him | 
by his constituency, jhe will vote money if he | 
considers it. due and right that it should be paid. 
And, if so, I cannot see how he draws a.distinc- 
tion between paying money to a creditor or an 
assignee of that creditor. T understand he would | 
vote for it if Virginia should ask for it, and not: 
the assignee. Now, if this isa jus, and fair claim, | 
I cannot see why, if he would vote to pay the | 
creditor, he would not vote to pay an acknowl- . 
edged, bona fide assignee. Virginia has assigned 
this claim, as.the report of the committee shows, : 
in the following language: 
«To maintain the right of this company to the said claim, ` 
the president and directors have exhibited an authenticated ` 
copy, of a joint resolution of the two houses of the Legis- | 
Jattire Of Virginia, adopted the 15th of March, 1850. By the : 
terms of this act of the said. Legislature, the claim of that | 
Commonwealth against the Government of‘ the United | 
States ‘for the sum. of one hundred and twenty thousand 
dollars, advanced to the United States by an act-of Assem- | 
bly of the 27th of December, 1790, is transferred to the | 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company, with power to : 
demand and receive the same, and the interest thereon; and | 
the same joint resolution unites to this transfer an obligà- ; 
tion on the said company to issue stock for the amount | 
thereof to the use of the primary schools of Virginia.” 
Now, what earthly difference can there be, so far 
as the validity of the claim is concerned, whether 
the claim is made by the creditor in. propria per- : 
sona or by his: assignee? If the Senator from | 
orth Carolina means to be governed in this in- | 
stance by a strict application of the ordinary rules 
of municipal law by which Virginia is barred by 
lapse of time, and the assignee also, let him say 
so. But if he acknowledgés the validity of the | 
claim in any form, I cannot see how he can draw 
any distinction between the creditor claiming in 
‘person and claiming through another. Sir, the | 


-by her special order. 


facts are as I have stated.. [ have received no in- 
structions.from Virginia. The claim is presented 
by her assignee. The State of Virginia cannot re- 
claim this money from Congress, unle&s Congress 
in its sense of justice and in ‘its discretion deter- 
mines to give it, for the claim would he barred by 
the lapse of time; but it now rests upon the facts 
which show that the money was given in the 
nature of a loan. ~ 

Mr. BADGER. # can very easily explain the 
motive that would govern me, whether it would be 
satisfactory to govern the Senator from Virginia or 
not.. In the first place, Ido not admit that this is 
4 just claim; and the reason why I said I would 
pay the State of Virginia, but would not acknowl- 
edge her right to draw upon me for it through her 
assignee, may be illustrated by a private transac- 
tion. ‘Ifa friend, twenty years ago, had.made me 
a present of a sum of money, and thought proper 
afterwards to. come forward and say he chose to 
convert the gift intoa loan, there isa feeling with- 
in me which would incline me to pay it, -while I 
would not allow him to transfer his elaim to Wall 
street, and draw upon me as a bona fide creditor. 

Mr, MASON. [apprehend the Senator from 
North Carolina would make no difference between 
a debt due to himself anda debt due to him as a 
trustee. I would draw a distinction between a fair 
and just claim, and .one which appealed rather to 
sympathy. But, if this isa debt due to the State 
of Virginia, I see not why it is not due to her as- 
signee; and if it is not due to her, it is not due to 
her assignee. 

Mr. CASS, That the State of Virginia advanced 
this money to the United States, long since, in the 
day of their poverty, and that they now ask it 
back in the day of their prosperity, are incontro- 
vertible facts; for I consider the views presented 
upon this branch of the subject by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] as unassailable. Vir- 
ginia, by the transfer of the claim and by the ap- 
plication of the assignee, makes as true a demand 
as though she had an attorney in fact here.acting 
Now, what is the objection 
to the repayment of this money? That the money 
was a gift and nota loan, Mr. President, is a de- 
fence unworthy of us. We have had the money 
of the State of Virginia, used it for our purposes, 
and now she asks us to refund it. It ill becomes 
us to avoid the debt by saying that was a gift 
which she says wasa loan. It is a defence which 
an honorable individual in private life would be 
very unwilling to resort to. He would pay the 
debt when he was able; and- as we are now able 
to pay, I am willing to act upon this principle, and 


‘discharge this claim by its fair payment, and not 


by denying its validity. e 

Mr. DAYTON. From the first statement of 
this claim it has seemed to me to be one of a very 
singular character. One of the Senators of Vir- 
ginia. predicated this claim upon a kind of legal 
right. He looks upon it as a loan subject to rec- 
lamation. It seems to me that the reading of the 


i| law, and the statement of the facts, are a conclu- 
‘sive answer to that idea, that it was never so in- 


tended, and that Virginia, for sixty years past, 
since the date of the transaction, has never so con- 
sidered it. The other Senator from Virginia pred- 
icates the claim upon the ground of its equity of 


| some description, which F do not fully understand,’ 


because this case certainly has no analogy what- 
ever to the common case of a grant of lands for 
public improvements. The facts that relate to 
this matter are within a, small compass. The 
State of Virginia, like other States, was anxious 


4 to have the. capital located within the State, or near 
{| to: ts borders, and as an inducement to have the. 


location made she offers $120,000 in money. That 
inducement, connected with other inducements, 
prevailed, the capital is located here, and the citi- 
zens of Virginia now have in fact a market imme- 
diately upon their own borders, the income of 
which is twice told the amount of this money 
every year. She has had full pay, pay tenfold, 
for this inducement, which she then held out for 
the location of this capital within the State, or 
near her borders. And yet, under these circum- 
stances, she comes here and asks—no she does not 
ask; the State of Virginia standing erect will make 
no claim for this money. She never has made 
any, and cher Senator says she will never make 
any claim. . -Her Senators feel-as the State of Vir- 
ginia herself -feels. Appreciating the original char- 
acter. of this- transaction, she disdains herself, in 


her capacity as a State, to reclaim or ask back this 
money; but, if there bean equity in this matter, 
she assigns it over to the corporation of Alexan- 
dria, and she may come and. ask what the General 
Government chooses: to give. Now, this is the 
position of the matter. -The State of Virginia ad- 
vanced this money fora certain purpose, and upon 
a certain inducement, ànd she has had and is now 
receiving the quid pro quo daily for the money ad- 
vanced. And yet she comes here—not she, but 
her assignee—and asks the repayment. of this 
money. For one, E cannot see either the justice 
or the equity of this transaction; and it seems to 
me that if you recognize this claim on the part of 
Virginia or her assignee, you must also recognize 
the claim on the part of individuals who have 
granted -alternate sections or lots of land in the 
District. Why, I understand that the very land 
on which the city of Washington is bail, is in 
part individual contribution. Where, then, is this 
thing to end? It seems to me, with great respect 
and deference to the opinions of others, that this 
is a claim which is not founded either in equity or 
law, and I trust it will be rejected. I ask for the 
yeas and nays upon the question. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I am not disposed to pro~ 
long discussion on this question; and I would not 
say another word were it not that 1 understand 
this as the beginning of a new class of claims 
which are to be made upon the Government. If 
this claim should be allowed by Congress, is there 
any reason to suppose that the State of Maryland 
may not stand ready to present a similar claim? 
For anything we know, a bill may now be already 
prepared with that view. And if the principle is 
adopted by passing this bill, certainly the claims 
of individuals, that. have been adverted to by the 
Senator from New Jersey, would come within 
that principle, and could not be resisted. This 
seems to be the day when antiquated claims are 
presented, and sometimes allowed. We have in 
this case the remarkable fact that Virginia, for a 
period of sixty years, has at no time made any 
claim upon the Government for this money. A 
few years ago the Treasury of the United States 
was overflowing, and if Virginia even supposed 
that this grant was in the nature of a loan, she un- 
questionably would have made a claim; because 
the Treasury was in a situation then to have met 
that claim. She did not make any such applica- 
tion; and we have, in the fact that at that period 
she made no claim, the strongest reason to regard 
it as conclusive that she considered it a donation, 
and nata loan. So the original transaction shows. 
No security was taken; and that is originally 
the test in transactions of this kind—of the char- 
acter of the transaction, whether it is intended ag 
a loan or asagift. I think that, under the circum- 
stances, we are not called upon to refund this 
money. It is contended that it is to be expended 
inan enterprise, the benefit of which is to inure 
to the city of Alexandria, and. that it will equally 
benefit the District of Columbia; and that we are 
equitably called upon to restore the money, inas- 
much as Alexandria has been retroceded to the 
State of Virginia. But it should be remembered 
that, before that retrocession, very considerable 
expenditures were madgby the Government, and 
many public buildings were erected within the 
limits retroceded; and that that retrocession was 
at the request of the inhabitants of Virginia. And, 
again, it may be within the knowledge of Senators 
here—for I have so understood it, although I am 
not in possession of the facts.so as to assert posi- 
tively that it is the case—that the Government has 
been liberal towards the District of Columbia and 
the city of Alexandria, and that that city has been 
relieved from very considerable responsibilities bv 
the Government in making subscriptions to some- 
public works that were undertaken by her. How 
large those subscriptions were, and to what extent 
she has been relieved, I cannot undertake to say; 
but, if we are to-go into the equity of the case, 
these equities.on the other side ought to be con- 
sidered. ‘ ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Many of the States of 
this Union have advanced money in aid of this 
Government in its Indian wars and for other pur- 
poses; and, since I have been here, 1 do not know 
that a solitary bill that has ever been presented 
on the part of any of these States to reclaim the 
amounts thus advanced, or even the interest upon 
them, asin the case of Georgia and other States, 
has been rejected, and.a compliance with its pro- 
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posals refused. Upon what ground is it that you | 
' have set this example and paid back the money in | 
these cases? Itis on the ground that the States | 
have thus advanced the money to the United States || 
for their use and benefit. These States have not ij 
been called upon to make these advances posi- | 
tively; and yet even when money thus advanced | 
is expended in defending their own citizens, in | 
consequence of an obligation placed upon you by | 
the Constitution to defend them, you have invaria- ji 
bly returned the money and the interest. Where, |! 
then, is the difference between the case to which | 
have just adverted and that now under considera- |, 
tion? The State of Virginia has advanced money | 
to the General Government for the purpose of! 
erecting the necessary public buildings; you have ! 
accepted the use of the money, and have had the | 
benefit of it. You live in the houses which were |; 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


erected with this money; in your daily transaction i 
of the public business you are sheltered by them; ji 
and yet, when you are called upon to refund the |: 
money thus advanced, you make a distinction be- 
tween money thus used and money which has been | 
advanced for the purpose of defence against In- |; 
dians. Where is the difference? 
that my mind is not sufficiently acute to perceive it. 
But the Senator from Maine (Mr. Brappury] | 
and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Dayron| | 
say that if you pass this bill you lay the founda- | 
tion for a vast number of individual claims here, | 
because you got the whole of the ground on which | 
the city has been laid out, and you only paid for | 
i 

j 

| 

| 

| 


l must confess į; 


alternate lots. Now, | will inform these gentle- 
men that you have been acting time after time and 
year after year upon this principle; that you are 
bound to expend all this money-which would have 
accrucd from the sale of the alternate lots for the | 
benefit of the city; and that that is one reason why | 
wemake appropriations for the improvement of the 
streets, for the erection of a City Hall, and for other 
improvements. You are actually voting money or 
making appropriations for the improvement of the 
streets and alleys upon the very ground that you | 
have derived a revenue from the profits in selling | 
the lots. And I believe that there is a permanent 
regulation directing the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, who has the superintending and sale of 
the remainder of these lots that belong to the Gov- 
ernment of the city, to expend the money for pub- 
lic purposes. In this way you have actually rec- | 
ognized the claims which the gentlemen speak of, 
and have acted upon them. Now, sir, as to the | 
idea of being alarmed about additional claims; all í; 
l have to say is, that, if they are just claims, 1 
would pay them, even should they amount to | 
millions, or come from what quarter they niay; 
and if they are unjust, and only amount to a pica- ; 
yune, I would go against them. Sir, we ought in 
all these cases to discriminate by principle, and not 
by the amount of a chaim. I have no idea of that 
sort of legislation which is to make a vote tugn 
upon an amount. If you give me a principle, I 
will respect it and support it, or oppose it accord- 
ingly, as I may believe it to be right or wrong; 
but { cannot consent to let my vote on a question 
of this kind be regulated by the amount involved. 
I have no idea of that species of legislation. 

The question bere is all in a nutshell. It is 
whether you will refund this money, which you 
have received and applied to public uses, now that 
the donor—if the State of Virginia was a donor in 
the case, or the creditor, if she was a creditor— 
says through her assignees “1 desire the return 
of it?’ The question is, whether under these cir 
cumstances you will hold fast to the money or re- 
fund it? ‘Phe cases to which I have referred are 
precedents against such legislation, and afford good 
ground why the money should be paid back. I 
beg pardon for having detained the Senate in sub- | 
mitung these remarks; but this is ail | shall have 
to say on the subject. 

Mr. RUSK. {have no difficulty in voting for 
this bill on either of the grounds that have been 
assigned, If the money was advanced by the 
State of Virginia to the Government of the United 
States, about which there appears not to be the 
slightest doubt, | think it ought to be refunded. I 
have no difficulty whatever on that ground. If it 
was a sort of bargain, as seems to be argued by 
those who oppose the bill, that this money was |: 
advanced for the purpose of bringing the seat of | 
Government to the borders of the State of Vir- |; 
ginia, or even into that State—if that was the |) 


ground on which the money was advanced, I think li 


i 

an injury rather than a good. 
doubt; and I think that in equity the money ought 
to be paid back. : 


With regard to the objection that the claim has |; 


been assigned to another party, so far from its 
being any objection to my mind, Í think it is a 
very strong recommendation of the bill, They 
propose to transfer this money, which they gave 


or lent to the Government sixty years ago, to a) 


company to be expended, not for the exclusive 


benefit of the State of Virginia, but for the general | 
enefit, in constructing a road which is now in? 
ogress, and which, when completed, will bea - 
I shall vote for the ; 


b 
pr 
benefit to the whole Union. 
bill. 

Mr. BALDWIN. 
State of Virginia, it is very clear, | think, that 
Congress have nothing to do with the manner in 
which Virginia may think proper to dispose of it, 
nor, in my judgment, ought the manner in which 
that State has thought proper to dispose of any 


If this money belongs to the 


‘interest she may have in this amount now claimed 
i from the United States to govern the action of 


Congress upon this bill. If the money belongs to 
the State of Virginia as a debt due for a loan 


made to the United States, we ought to pay it to | 


her, and to pay it with the interest, whether she 
wishes to place that money in her tressury, sub- 
ject to her own control, or whether she chooses to 
apply it to some object of internal improvement. 


‘The manner in which this fund is to be disposed | 


of, cannot and ought not to have the slightest in- 
fluence upon the action of Congress. 


The memorial ogg which this bill is founded, | 
when it was presented, was referred to the Com- i 


mittee of Claims, That committee carefully con- 
sidered the claim and all the documentary evi- 
dence adduced jn its support. ‘They were, I 


believe, unanimously of the opinion that there was ` 


no claim on behalf of the State of Virginia, on 


which, asa claim, they could report a bill; but it : 
being a demand made indirectly by one of the: 


States of the Union, desirous of reclaiming for a 
deserving assignee moneys which she had ad- 
vanced to the ‘I'reasury of the United States, that 


committee were of opinion that it was a proper | 


case to be decided by Congress, and they agreed 


i to report the facts, and to ask the advice of the : 
i! Senate upon the facts thus reported by the com- | 
The Senate, however, having made a i 


mit'ee. 


i reference to the committee, for the purpose of ob- 


taining their opinion, were not satisfied with the 


manner in which the committee had disposed of | 


the subject. They rccommitted it; and thereupon, 


iby the assent of the committee, Í believe, but | 
without any intention to give to the claim the sanc- | 


tion of the committee as a valid claim, the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Uxperwoop} 
has introduced this bill. 

Now, sir, it appears from documents which are 


upon your table, connected with this case, that on | 
the books of the ‘Treasury this amount, When | 
received from the State of Virginia, was credited, | 


from time to time, as a donation. It was thus 


; credited on the books of the United States more 


than fifty years ago. It, of course, mast be as- 
sumed to have been known by the State of Vir- 


ginia, from that time to this, how these advances | 
were understood by the Government of the United : 
States to have been made; and, until the present : 
session of Congress, no claim whatever has ever || 
been made or attempted to be made by the State | 


of Virginia, that she regarded these advances made 
by her for the use of tne United States as having 


been made in any otner light than that in which it ; 


was regarded by this Government. Now, we all 


know that at the time when the seat of Govern- | 
ment was established here, it was a matter on: 
which both Congress and the country were much ; 
The claims of the Delaware | 


divided in opinion. è 
were pressed by all the northern States, while ine 


southern States were desirous of the establish- : 
ment of the seat of Government as far south as. 
For | 
the purpose of operating upon Congress as an ia- ii 
ducement to establish it here, these proposals were |: 


they could induce Congress to establish it. 


made by the States of Virginia and Maryiand, and 
they were made in consideration of the local ad- 


vantages which would necessarily accrue to the. 


people of these States, if Congress should deem it 
compatible with the public interest to establish the 


On that I have no | 


seat of government here. No doubt the people of 
Pennsylvania, and of other States who were com- 
petitors with Virginia and Maryland for the loca- 
tion of the seat of Government in their proximity, 
would have been equally liberal, and would have 
found it equaliy to their interest to have made 
similar proposals to the Government of the United 
States. Whether they did make them or not, E 
| do not know; but it is apparent that these propo- 
| sals were made as inducements to Congress calcu- 
lated and intended to infiuence Congress to estab- 
| lish the seat of Government here—to select this in 
| preference to the other locations in contemplation. 

Well, the location was made; and Virginia and 
Maryland have derived the local advantages which 
they anticipated; and nothing has oecurred from 
that time to this which can give the character of a 
claim to these advances thus made by Maryland 
‘and Virginia. If, however, these States were to 
; come here, and directly ask Congress to restore to 
them the money which was thus offered asa do- 
nation, that would present a question which is not 
i now, in my judgment, the question upon which 
we are called upon to act. ‘This is treated asa 
claim—as an assignable claim; and, in that view 
of it, fam of opinion that it is without founda- 
tion. 

Mr. DAWSON. H I understand this matter, 
the charge seems to be that Virginia is not acting 
in good faith, in requesting the Government to re- 
fund this money. Now, I beg to say that Virginia 
has not received her portion of the proceeds of the 
public lands, which were divided.among the States. 
As I understand it, her proportion is now in pos- 
session of the Government. The interest of that 
money, from the time that the State of Virginia 
could have received it, would be more than five 
times the amount of this cleim; and in the event 
| that Virginia should ever ask the Government for 
ii her share of the dividends arising from the sales 
‘of the public lands, she can only receive the 

amount, without any interest. Viewing it in that 
‘fight, there would be no impropriety in paying 
back this claim; for I am convinced that if we 
were to open an account with the State of Vir- 
ginia, we are at this day largely in her debt for the 
| interest of the money to which she is entitled; for 
; this Government has been borrowing money at 
| the rate of from four to six per cent, interest, for 


i many years since the State of Virginia was enti- 

| tled ‘to receive this dividend. I cannot see any 

` want of honor or good faith in asking for the re- 

| turn of this money. 

| There being no amendment offered, the bill was 
‘| reported to the Senate, and the yeas and nays 

| were ordered on the question of Its engrossment 

| for a third reading. 

| Mr. BERRIEN. As the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the bill, | desire to state very 
briefly the grounds on which I shall give my vote, 
Notwithstanding what has been said on the sub- 
ject, in the course of this discussion, I am forced 
to consider this as a claim which the State of Vir- 
ginia justly has upon the United States. When I 
look to the original resolution, as passed by the 
| Legislature of Virginia, I fied it there stated as an 


' “Cadvance,’? which the Legislature of that State 
proposed to make to the Government of the United 
States, in aid of the erection of suitable Govern- 
ment buildings. In the terms of the act which 
| was subsequently passed, it purported to be a 
i “grant; ” and in that respect it departed from the 
i offer of Virginia, contained in the original resolu« 
tion. But, upon the passing of that bill, its tiile 
was altered so as to make it conform to the terns 
of the original resolution; and instead of being 
denominated an act ** granting ’’ one hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars to the Government of the 
United States, it was declared to be an act “ con- 
cerning an advance’? of one hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars to the United Siates. 

Now, sir, this act of the Legislature of Virginia, 
by the terms on which they proposed to transfer 
this money to the United States, shows distinctly 
that, in their view, it was an advance,” ani not 
iffa grant’ There was a purpose, unguestiona~ 
bly, in the Legisiature in changing the terms of 
this act from ‘fa grant’? to “an advance”? of 
money to the United States, which they had full 
"i right to do, and which they could do consistently 
‘with the terms of the original offer; and it was 
with the Legislature of Virginia, and not with the 
u General Government, to determine the terms on 
‘i which the money was appropriated to the use of 


i 
i 
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the: Unitet States. -Virginia was the party ad- 
yancing the money; and she had a right to de- 
clare whether it should be considered as an advance 
or asa gift. She-did declare it emphatically by 
this modification of the act; and [-think, therefore, 
that it isa- subject of equity; and the entry on the 
books of the: Treasury of the United States has 
nothing to do with it. In my view-of the case it 
was an advanée made, and liable to reclamation ; 
and, as no distinct™May was mentioned for its re- 
payment, the Government was liable for its repay- 
ment on demand; and the time, therefore, that it 
has rup would not ‘bar it by limitation. I can 
readily conceive why Virginia was not disposed 
to make this demand.. There is the pride which 
is natural to a State in such a transaction. Vir- 
ginia aided the Government, when it was com- 
. paratively poor, furnishing means for the erection 
-of the ‘public buildings, although the whole was 
not appropriated to that object; but she aided the 
Government under these circumstances}. no’ doubt 
with a view of gratification to herself in having the 
seat of Government here. But she had a right, ac- 
cording to the terms on which the money was ad- 
vanced, to recover it on demand being made. 

Now, the fact that she has not made such de- 
mand herself, but has assigned the claim to others, 
farnishes to my mind a sufficient justification for 
the course which Virginia has pursued, and relieves 
her from all imputation of indelicacy, or too rigid 
an economy in making this demand: As I under- 
stand the matter, it is transferred to the city of 
Alexandria, on condition that they take stock in 
this railroad company to the amount for the ben- 
efit of the primary schools of Virginia. The Uni- 
ted States no longer require. the money. Their 
treasury is amply. filled. Virginia claims the 
amount, and appropriates it primarily to the aid 
of a useful public work, and secondarily to the 
promotion of education in the State. These being 
the facts of the case, I can see no good ground of 
objection to the refunding of the money. 

Mr. FOOTE. My attention was drawn to this 
subject some months ago, and I then investigated 
this matter fully. Ido not deem it necessary to 
present my views in regard to it on the present 

` occasion; nor do Irise for that purpose. I simply 
rise to declare that I entertain an undoubted con- 
viction that the claim of the State of Virginia isa 
good claim, and a just claim; and that it is right 
and proper, under all the circumstances, that we 
should give it our acquiescence. {I shall vote for 
the proposition with mach pleasure. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to say a word or two 
in relation to this proposition. Alexandria, the 
party to be benefited by the action of the Senate, if 
this bill should pass, is on the natural margin of 
my native county. {tis a question therefore in 
which they ‘have an interest, and one on which | 
may b& allowed to saya word. Now, sir,.to strip 
the question of all the surrounding circumstances 
which I think are not necessary to a proper un- 
derstanding of it, and as it presents itself to my 
mind, it is this: Here isa contingent proposition 
on the part of the State of Virginia towards the 
construction of a railroad running from Alexandria 
westward through the State of Virginia, a road 
which will not only be beneficial to that particu- 
lar city, but also to the District of Columbia, that 
part of it which was ceded by Maryland, and 
which still remains the District of Columbia. 

Now, it is said by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, and others, that Virginia does not make a 
claim upon: the Government. She hag assigned 
this as a claim, and the Orange and Alexandria 
Railroad Company come here and present it-as a 
claim.: Now, for the life of me I cannot see why, 
where one assigns to another what he sets out asa 
claim, and the assignee of that individual or gov- 
ernment comes and claims upon the party against 
whom the claim is supposed to exist, it is not as 
much a claim as it would be if the assignor came 
here and made the claim in person. Where is 
the distinction? Virginia, setting up a claim for 
$120,000, has assigned it to this company, to be 
used in the construction.of this road. Now, when 
the assignee of the State of Virginia comes here, 
does not Virginia come here? The claim was as- 
signed to this company that they might come here 
and receive this money, to aid them in construct- 


ing this work of internal improvement. Now, in 
any point of view in which I have been able to 


look at this question, it seems to me that we ought 
to pay this claim. The Senator from Connecticut: 


(Mr. Barpwin] says that this was a donation, and. 
was so entered upon the. books of the Treasury 
fifty years ago. Concede it to be a donation on 
the part of Virginia, and { ask any Senator whether 
a donation, having been made to the Government 
when it was poor and wanted it, and was willing 
to accept it, and when the party making the dona- 
tion was willing to accept it back again, the ori-. 
ginal receiver having grown rich and powerful, and 
having no longer any need of this money, we 
ought: not to restore. the money ?. Why, sir, the 
very fact that it was a donation, is the strongest 
argument that can be urged, in my opinion, why 
the Government should restore it, having no longer 
any need to keep it. I do not apprehend on the 
part of Maryland that there will be any claim on 
the part of Maryland on the Government for what 
was conceded by her. She has never been di- 
vorced, nor does she wish to be divorced; and she 
will not therefore ask to have her marriage portion, 
which she gave upon her union with the General 
Government, given back to her. I. shall vote for 
this bill with pleasure, and I hope it will pass. 

‘The question was- taken on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, and resulted 
thus: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Berrien, But- 
ler, Cass, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Downs, 
Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Morton, 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, ‘Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Turney, 
Unserwood, Wales; aud Walker—28. 

NAYS— Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bradbury, Bright, 
Ch Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinsun, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Feich, Greene, Hamlin, Pearce, Shields, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Whiteomb, Winthrop, and Yulee—22, 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

The engrosssd bill for the relief of the West 
Feliciana Railroad was rea@*a third time and 
passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate then 
resolved itself into executive session, and after 
some time spent therein, the doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespar, August 28, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
Mr. BOOTH rose and said, that he had re- 
ceived from the Governor of Connecticut certain 
resolutions upon the subject of slavery, pussed by 
the Legislature of that State, containing a request 
tha: he would lay them before the House. He 
had waited for some time, in the hope of having an 
Opportunity of presenting them in the regular order 
of the call of the States. A long time, however, 
had elapsed since the State which he in part rep- 
resented had been called. There was but little 


prospect that it would be called within any reason- f 


able period, and he therefore asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to present the resolu- 
tions at this time. 

Objection was made. 

So the resolutions were not received. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Will 
the Speaker be so good as to state, for the infor- 
mation of the House, whether it is practicable to 
reach the territorial bills now lying upon the 
Speaker’s table, in any other way than by pro- 
ceeding with the regular order of business, which 
is, I believe, the call of the committees for reports? 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. McCuernanb,] 
the Speaker will state, that the House cannot 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table until one hour shall have been de- 
voted to the regular order of business, which is 
the call of the committees for reports. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I call for the | 


regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. No motion is required to 
proceed to the regular order of business. Ít comes 
up as a matter of course. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I give notice that 1 
shall persist in my efforts to keep the House to 
the regular order of business, until the territorial 
bills upon the Speaker’s table shall have been dis. 
posed of. $ 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
select committees. 


| CONTESTED ELECTION IN. PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. STRONG. I rise toa question of” privi- 
lege. I move that the House proceed to the con- 


| ferently from the Chair. 


sideration of the report of the Committee on 
Elections, in the:case of the contested election 
from. the fourth congressional district of Pennsyl- 
vania, being the. case of John S. Littell vs. John 
Robbins, jr. : 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee 
on Elections being.a question of privilege, is en- 
titled to priority, ahd is the business before the 
House. aa . : 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. JACKSON, of New York. I risetoa privi- 
leged question. i 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of privi- 
lege already pending, but the Chair will heat the 
statement of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Jackson. ] i ` 

Mr. JACKSON. On the amendment to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, making an 
appropriation for the relief of mariners on the 
western waters, my vote was recorded in the afirm- 
ative, (referring to the “ Gilobe.’’) 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of the House 
will be examined for the purpose of ascertaining 
how the gentleman voted. 

The Clerk having referred to the Journal— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote is re- 
corded in the affirmative. 

Mr. JACKSON. It should have been in the 
negative. I voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER said, that the change of the 
gentleman’s vote would not change the result of 
the question. And the Chair put the question 
granting leave to make the correction. 

No objection. being made, 

The Journal was ordered to be corrected in sc- 
cordance with the fact as stated by Mr. Jackson. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srrong] is entitled to the floor. 


CONTESTED ELECTION JIN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. STRONG resumed the floor. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srrone,] previous to the 
interruption of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Jackson,] to move that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Elections in the case of the contested election 


| from the State of Pennsylvania.- No vote having 


been taken on that motion, I submit to the Chair 
that the House may say whether it will or will 
not proceed to the consideration of that question. 
Í object to its consideration at this time, unless a 
majority of the House should decide that it will 
take it up. A 

The SPEAKER. . When a question of privilege 
is presented to the House, in the Opinion of the 
Chair it has priority. The House, however, has 
the contro! over it, and can postpone its considera- 
tion to another day. But the question comes up 
in preference to other business, and is before the 

use for its action; and, in the opinion of the 
Chair, a vote of the House is not required to take 
it up. 

Mr. ASHMUN. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Strona,] as I 
understood it, was that the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the report. This is a mere 
privileged question, 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srrone] submits the proposition in 
that form, the Chair will so entertain it. But the 
Chair understood the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia as calling up the report of the committee a3 a 
question of privilege. Itis in the nature of any 
other question of privilege, and does not require a 
vote of the House to take it up; but a majority 
can, if it sees proper, postpone its consideration to 
a day certain. 

Mr. ASHMUN. [understood the question dif- 
L understood the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to make the motion that 
the House proceed to the consideration of the re- 
port. I think the gentleman himself will say that 
he made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Strong] will state what his motion 
was. 

Mr. STRONG. I did not desire, nor do I in- 
tend, to force the consideration of this report upon 
the House in opposition to the wishes of a major- 
ity. I certainly made the motion that the House 
proceed to the consideration of the report. That 
is true. My object was this: if a majority of the 
House does not see fit to proceed to the considera- 
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tion of the matter to-day, [desired that it might 
be put in such a shape that some other day shall 


be specially designated, when we may proceed to | 


the consideration of it. 


day certain; | have no objection; and it is my in- 
tention, if 1 do not thereby lose my right to the 
floor, to yield it to any gentleman who chooses to 
make such a motion. But i cannot yield, except 
under the assurance that I do not lose the right to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that the gentleman will lose his right to the floor, 
by yielding for a motion to postpone. 

Mr. SERONG thereupon yielded the floor to 

Mr. POTTER, who moved that the considera- 
tion of the report be postponed until the fourth day 
of March next, [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. l desire to put an in- 
quiry tothe Chair. if the House should proceed 
to the regular order of business, will the report of 
the Committee on Elections be first in order? 

The SPEAKER, It will not. It is a question 
of privilege, and has no connection with the regu- 
lar order of business. If the Elouse should now 
proceed to the consideration of the contested-elec- 
tion case, the regular order of business will not 
begin until that question shall have been disposed 
of. But if the House should postpone the cons:d- 


eration of the report to a day certain, the regular ; 


order of business will be the call of the committees 


for reports. À f 
And in reference to the motion which has been 


made by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Porrer,] | 


to postpone the consideration of the report unti 


the fourth day of March next, the Chair is of | 
opinion that it is not in order to move to postpone | 


the consideration of a subject to a day beyond the 
term of the existing Congress. 

Mr. STRONG, (to Mr. Porter.) Say two 
weeks from to-day. 

Mr. POTTER. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the report until the third of March. 
1 believe that motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. STRONG. Is it debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, 

Mr. VAN DYKE. i am opposed to any ar- 
rangement of this kind. [call up the report as a 
question of privilege, and demand its considera- 
tion. j 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is 
a privileged motion, and must be disposed of, 

Mr. ASHMUN. [move to amend the motion 
so as to postpone the consideration of the report to 
this day fortnight. 

Mr. CASEY, (to the Speaker.) If the consid- 
eration of the report should be postponed until this 
day two weeks, and a special order should inter- 
vene and should not be disposed of before that 
time, would not this report set aside the special 
order? 

The SPEAKER. ) 
this is a privileged question, which would take 
priovity alike over the regular order of business or 
over a special order, and would come up this day 


two weeks, if postponed until that day, in prefer- | 


ence to all other business. 

Afier an inquiry from Mr. VINTON, (which 
was not heard)— fi 

The SPEAKER said: In the opinion of the 
Chair, a motion to lay on the table a motion to 
postpone is not in order. , 

Mr. POTTER. It seems to be desired that I 


should modify my motion so as to postpone to this |} 


day two weeks. Ido so. 


Mr. VAN DYKE. 


order of business. G 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
select committees. 

Mr. STANLY, from the Select Committee upon 
the subject, made the following report: 

The committee appointed on May 6, 1850, to inquire and 
report to the House of Representatives * what persons hold- 


ing off. eu na 
the pubie offices, auditors, heads of bureaus, commissioner 
of patents, or assisiant postunasters general, were corre- 


If the House is disposed | 
to postpone the consideration of the report to a/ 


In the opinion of the Chair, | 


l move to amend by post- | 


ndes tue last Administration, as clerks in any of ; 


temeran aeann e e eee 


i 
|! epondents of newspapers, wrote for or edited newspapers, | 
ticir salaries and compensation for tlic same; and who, in i 

i 


} 
Hi 


particular, was the author of certain essays signed “ Gane | 
ii deleund,” aud w. at olħice he then held; and also, whether, i 
during the last canvass for the Presidency, any of the above- | 
named officers absented themseives from teir offices and | 
| official duties, to make speeches and public addesses | 
p against the election of General Taylor; also, whether the 
į above-named officers, or any of them, during said canvass, | 
| Were called upon io subscribe or pay money for au election: | 
| eering fund against General Taylor, and at whose instance ' 


this was done ;” beg leave to report, in part, that in dis- / 
charge of the duties Imposed on thers by order of tie House, 
they caused several witnesses to be brought beture Weng 
that among others, Thomas Ritchie, editor of the Union, 
and C. P. Sengstack, late keeper of the Penitentiary ia this 
District, were suminoued and appeared before the commit- 
i tee; that the said Ritchie and Sengstack refused to answer 
H Questions put to them hy the cowaonuee, touching matters : 
li referred to the committee by the House. | 
| ‘The question was putto Thomas Ritchie: “State what |i 
| You may know in relation to the differeut subjects men- | 
| tioned in the resolution of the Howse appointing unis Coin- 

| mittee and nuw before you? To which be replied: “ As u 
i} the ecorrespoudeace of the Union, the counmittee must | 
| excuse ine fran answering. lL du uot conccive myself at 
Niberly to betray the tor: ndents OF my press, &c., & 
And this question was also put to Thomas Ritchie: 
“ Was the author of the commauieation in the Union of 
September 12, 1848, an office nolder embraced in the reso- 
Intivn of the House??? Which question tie said Ritchie 
declined to answer. 

And the said Sengstack, on being asked “ what he knew j 
in relation to the matters referred to in the resolution of 
May 6, 1850?” said as follows: “ As to the oficers uamed 
in the resolution being called upon or requi to subscribe | 
or pay mor or an electioneevrisg fund against General 
Taylor, | de e to answer, Unless f can also state What 
Officers paid money for an cleetioneering lund in favor of | 
General Taytor,”? | 

WE upun the committee adopted the following resolu- | 
i! ton, viz: iH 
' Resolved, That the refusal of Thomas Ritchie and C. P. :! 
} Sengstack to answer questions propounded to them by the |} 
|! committee, be reported to we House, and its advice und j 

order asked thereon; whieh reportis made accordingly. | 


| 
í EDW. STANDY, Chairmun, i; 
: Mr. STANLY said, that after the reading of | 
| the report of the committee, he would only take || 
| up the time of the House while he gave a brief |! 
history of the proceedings. It would be remem- | 
i bered that when this committee was appointed, he 
i was made chairman. ‘lhe committee proceeded 
í to take evidence in relation to the matter, and 
! called before them Mr. Ritchie, the editor of the 
Union, and Mr. Sengsatck, the keeper of the 
Penitentiary, ‘one of the pillars of the Democ- 
racy’? in 1448, The committee propounded to 
them the questions as specified in the report, and, ; 
as it was there stated, they had refused to give any 
answer to the interrogatories. Lhe committee 
thought it proper to submit the matter to the 
House, rather than waste time and cause useless 
expenditure in bringing before them other witness- 
i es, who might pursue the same course, refusing to 
: answer any questions which would elicit the facts. 
| He had, therefore, been instructed to make this 
| report. 

Mr. S. said, he did not wish to make any sug- 
gestions to the House. He was onl gdesirous of 
discharging his duty, in bringing the report to the 
| Elouse. As for his individual opinions, if he were | 
| guided by them, he would dismiss the whole mat- | 
ter from his thoughts. fle was aware that the | 
public time was valuable, and ought not to be! 
wasted ón matters of litle consequence. And fo 
this House to be now engaged in discussing the 
| propriety of the conduct of Messrs Ritchie and 
| Sengstack, would be as becoming as to send a com- 
| pany of United States troops in pursuit of a wild- 
| cat, while the enemy was in the field. 

! He had no wish to consume the time of the : 
! House by any further remarks; his only object | 
| being to obtain such action on the part of the | 
i House as would be an instruc.ion to the commit- | 
tee in the further prosecution of the investigation | 
i 


with which they had been charged, if it was the | 
: desire of the House that this investigation should | 
be continued. A 
Without further remark, he left it for the House || 

| to decide what course it was proper to adopt to! 
sustafn its own dignity. i 
Mr. HIBBARD, in reply, concurred in what he | 
had understood Mr. Branky to say in reference to | 
the trivial nature and enure futility of the investiga- į 

| tions of the committee. He had no fancy for such | 
i 

| 


nvestigations, believing it improper to make official ; 
inquiries as to what officeholders of a party Ad- | 
| ministration, themselves now out of office, did out | 
ii of office hours, or what they did with their own | 
; money, in order to forward the interests of this or ; 
| that presidential candidate. tie believed that the | 
House would concur in his impression that Mr. | 
Ritchie did. perfectly right in refusing to divulge ; 


i 


H 
1 
i 


i 
i 


to the committee, for publication, the business 
secrets of his newspaper establishment. Should 
the House proceed at a!l with this business, it mast 
be. he supposed, by an order for the arrest ef Mr. 
Ritchie, with a view to his trial for refusing to dis- 
close the name of his correspondent. Who could 
suppose, even were the House disposed to embark 
in such an enterprise, that could prevail, if seri- 
ourly resisted by Mr. Ritchie, to be productive of 
any useful result. As for Mr. Sengstack’s por- 
tion of the report, though the wording of the reso- 
lution under which the committee was acting was 
such as to authorize them to demand of him an 
answer-which might affect but one side, he thought 
the House would see that bis demand for permis- 
sion to tell the whole truth—to tell who contrib- 
uted money for the defeat of Cass, as well as who 
for the defeat of Taylor—was but strictly just. 
‘The whole affair was entirely unimrortant—not to 
say ridiculous. This matter was unworthy of the 
time and attention of the House, especially when 
such urgent public business was pressing upon 
us. 

In conclusion, he moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, appealed to the 
gentleman to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HIBBARD declined to withdraw. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. What mo- 
tion is there before the House? Has any motion 
been made by the chairman of the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. None. 

Mr. DUER. The motion is to lay what on 
the table? 

Mr. MEADE said a word, which did not reach 
the ear of the reporter. 

Mr. VAN DYKE said he would like to know 
what was to he laid on the table by this motion? 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee. 

Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 85, nays 108; as follow: 

YEAS—Mrssrs. Allen, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bing- 


į ham, Bissell, Rooth, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
i Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Bart, Joseph 


| Cable, George A, Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Colcock, 
Danicl, Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Daer, Durkee, Bdmum son, 


Ewing, Fuler, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Green, Haralson, 
Harlan, i ham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, 


i Hilliard, Hoagiand, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, J, 


L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnsou, Julian, Preston King, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, MeClerniid, 
MeDonald, McDowell, Robert M. Mcluane, Me Willic, Mill- 
son, Morse, Olds, Peaslee, Peck, Po Ips, Potter, Robbins, 
Root, Ross, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, 


i James Thompson, ‘foombs, Walden, Waldo, Weilborn, 
| Wiittlesley, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Young--85. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Baker, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B. Carrington 
Cabell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Clingman, W. K. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell Deber- 
ty, Dixon, Dancam, Dunham, Eliot, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Featherston, Pitch, Fowler Freedley, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamitton, 
Hannnond, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Worn Ty 
nekson, Andrew Jolinson, Jones, Kerr, George G. King, 
ames G. King, John A, King, Horace Mann, Marshatt, 
Matteson, McGaughey, MeKissock, MeLanahan, MeMul- 
en, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Moore, Morris, Morton, 
ewell, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Ondaw, Parker, Pitman, Pumam, 
Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Sehenek, Schoolcratt, Shep- 
perd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly. Thomas, Joha 
B. Thompson, Thurman, Cnderbilt, Van Dike, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins. Wentworth, White, Williams, Woud, 
and Woodward—10z. 


So the report was not Jaid on the table. 


Mr. EVANS, of. Maryland, obtained the floor, 
and was proceeding to address the House, when 

Mr. POTTER interposed, and rose toa question 
of order, He wished to know what was the ques- 
tion before the House? Was there any question 


© for discussion ? 


The SPEAKER. The repprt of the committee 
is before the House for its action. The Chair can- 
not tell what action the House may take. 

Mr. POTTER insisted that until some motion 
was made, the subject was not debatable. : 

Mr. EVANS. If there is any doubt about the 
necessity of a motion, I make the motion to print. 

Mr, MEADE. [ask the gentleman from Mary- 


| land to offer this resolution in connection with the 


subject, and then we shall have something to dis- 
cuss. 
Mr. EVANS. 
information. 
The resolution 
lows: 


Let the resolution be read for 


was read for information, as fol- 
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Resolved, That the liberty of the press and freedom. of dis- 
eussion'demand that editors of public journals should not 
be required by the Government, or any branch thereof, to 
sutrendérthe names: of their correspondents for mere po- 
litical purposes. 

Mr. STANLY, (to Mr. Meane.) The. gen- 
tleman from Virginia has left. poor Sengstack in 
the lurch! j 
- Mr. MEADE. . What does the gentleman say? 
‘ [Great ‘confusion.] . 

Mr. STANLY rose (apparently) to repeat his 
remark. pau S ; 

. Phe SPEAKER. Conversation is out of order. 

Does the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Evans] 
ield the floor to the gentleman from North Caro- 

ina: ? [Mr. STANLEY} : 

-` Mre EVANS. ° I can state what the gentleman 

from; North Carolina said. 

Mre DUER addressed the Speaker. i 

« The SPEAKER, (to. Mr. Evans.) Does the 

gentleman from Maryland yield the floor to the 

gentleman from NewYork? - 

» Mr. EVANS responded. affirmatively. 

Mr. DUER. I wished merely to ask of the 
Chair to request gentlemen to take their seats and 

T preserve order. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
requested gentlemen to resume their seats. 

Mr. EVANS repeated the remark of Mr. STan- 
Ly, that the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Meane] 
had left Mr. Sengstack out of his resolution. 

‘Mr. MEADE. . I omitted Sengstack because he 
had nothing to do with the press. l only made 
the assertion of agreat principle. But f am will- 
ing to amend the resolution provided the gentle- 
man from Maryland will allow the resolution to be 
before the House as a subject of discussion. It 
involves agreat principle. Jam glad the editor of 
the Union has refused to answer the questions. 

Mr. EVANS resumed the floor. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to under- 
stand, before the gentleman from Maryland pro- 
ceeds, whether this resolution is before the House? 

Mre. EVANS. 1 do not offer it. If the gentle- 
man from Virginia does, it is immaterial to me. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia 
can only offer the resolation at this time by unani- 
mous consent. 

Objection was made, ~ 

Mr. EVANS resumed the floor and said, that 
he had appealed to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Hipsarp] to withdraw his mo- 
tion to lay the report on the table, and that gentle- 
man had refused to grant his request. He believed 
that this was the first instance on record where 
any gentleman had, after addressing to the House 
an argument, or a speech, involving great prin- 
ciples, closed his remarks by adopting the ex- 
traordinary course of moving to lay the subject on 
the table—thus cutting off all opportunity for reply. 
And he believed this subject did involve au im- 
portant principle.. “But what was the course pur- 
sued by the gentleman from New Hampshire? 
Fle rose in his place—(he may be a member of the 
committee for aught he knew. If so, he had pro- 
duced no minority report)—and after making his 
Speech, he moved to lay the whole subject on the 
table. Such a motion came with little grace from 
that gentleman. And what was the amount of the 
argument of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
before he made the motion to lay the report on the 
table? Why, thatthe parties concerning whom the 
committee was authorized to inquire and investi- 
gate, had only been spending theirown money when 
they.were occupied im the work of corruption, if so 
be that they were thus occupied: Such an argument 
justified the implication that, provided the. parties 
had not dipped their hands into the Treasury and 
employed the public money for that purpose, no 
principle had been violated. Ee admired the can- 
dor of the gentleman, while he could not but dis- 
sent from the morality of the argument. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire had given per- 
haps good reasons why this investigation should 
not have been commenced. But what sort of 
reasons had he given why a witness should be 
excused from. answering such questions as were 
proposed to him? So far as he had listened to the 


genuleman from New Hampshire, he did not hear |} 


trom him a single good reason why such a witness 
might be excused. He would venture to assert 
that the gentleman could not assign a solitary legal 
reason why he should. 


He admitted that he himself might be justly | 


subject to censure for speaking on this subject, 
* 


and condescending to inake any remarks concern- 
ing the “ Union” or itseditor. He coufessed, that 
when he rose to speak of an editor who for the 
last forty years had been the constant assailant of 
all that. was. morally or politically pure, and of a 
paper which was, and had been for a long series 
of years, a common sewer through which the 
vilest slanders found their way to the public eye, 
he did waste the time of the House. But he 
had himself been the object of these slanders; he 
had..been assailed by that press in the most wanton 
manner; and at.a proper time he would show the 
false and unprincipled character of these attacks; 
and would place him who made them in no envi- 
able position before the public. 5 z 

He would now proceed to show in’ what cases, 
according to the provisions of law and the practice 
of our highest legal tribunals, a witness may re- 
fuse to answer questions proposed to him in the 
course of taking testimony. A committee of this 
House was a tribunal competent to take testimony 
according to the rules established in the courts of 
law. This committee had full powers committed 
to it. And the witnesses summoned before it for 
examination are as much bound to answer inter- 
rogatories as witnesses in a court of Jaw. In 
making this statement, he did not pretend to set 
up any new principles; he was merely endeavor- 
ing to explain the principles which uniformly 
govern the taking of testimony, as laid down in all 
the books on evidence. 

In the first place, a witness may refuse to answer 
questions, the replies to which will have a tendency 
tocriminate himself. Now, was there anything in 
the questions proposed by this committee to Mr. 
Ritenie, the replies to which coald, by any 
possibility, tend to his crimination? He does not 
pretend to deny that the articles appeared in his 
paper. He only refuses to give up the name of 
the writer. How could the disclosure of the name 
of the writer criminate Mr. Ritchie? It was im- 
possible that it could have any such effect. He 
cannot, therefore, come before this House and ask 
to be excused from answering the questions pro- 
posed to him under the first great and governing 
principle of law. 

What is the second ground on which a witness 
may demand to be excused from answering ques- 
tions? It is in a case where, by answering a 
question put to him, he will subject himself to a 
forfeiture or penalty. Now, what forfeiture or 
penalty would Mr. Ritchieincur by giving a reply 
to these questions? None whatever. There 
could be no forfeiture or penalty imposed on a free 
press. None whatever. The editor of a public 
journal has an unquestioned right to publish what 
he pleases. He publishes on his own responsibil- 
ity. if, in the exercise of this right, he publish a 
libel, he is answerable to the Jaw, as well as the 
writer of the libel. Thomas Ritchie could certainly 
incur no feiture or penalty by replying to the 
questions of the committee—certainly no further 
forfeiture of public confidence or respect. Fle 
cannot, therefore, come to this House and ask to 
be excused on this second legal ground. 

The third legal ground on which a witness may 
claim to be excused from replying to a question is, 
where the question is not relevant to the issue, and 
the tendency of the answer would be to degrade the 
character of the witness. And was there any ques- 
tion of this kind proposed to Thomas Ritchie? 
None atall. ir would be difficult, indeed, to con- 
struct, or even to propound any question, the an- 
| swer to which, by possibility, could degrade his 
character. What! degrade the character of one 
who, as every man knows, has, for forty ycars, 
been engaged at Richmond and here, in the propa- 
gation of slanders against all noble, truthful men? 
Such a thing is, indeed, impdssible. How, in the 
estimation of every right-minded and true-hearted 
gentleman, could any interrogatories be propound- 
ed tosuch a man, the answer to which would in- 
volve a deeper degree of degradation of characier 
| than that which he has long since brought upon 

himself? 
i He was sorry to be compelled to make these re- 
marks.. But through this paper he had been him- 
self assailed with the most bitter vituperation. He 
! was not in the practice of ecommencitg a personal 
i war against any one. He called on any genile- 
man on the floor to point out to him a single in- 
stance in which he had made an unprovoked at- 
tack on any individual. If any gentleman would 


say he had done go, he. would beg pardon of that 


gentleman and of the House. Now, the“ Union?” 
was generally. known to be. the lowest sewer of 
corruption. It had been so characterized by mem- 
bers of the House, and he agreed with them on 
this point. In attacking that paper, he hoped it 
would not be charged against him that he designed 
to.assail the public press of our country, but merely 
to expose one who had descended from that high 
ground which an editor ought to occupy, to in- 
dulge his degraded taste, by resorting to. personal 
scurrilities and slanderous vituperation. He knew 
that Thomas Ritchie had: an audience which he 
(Mr. E.) could never reach. The slanders upon 
him had been sowed by this man broadcast over 
the whole extent of the country. In consequence 
of that wide dissemination of these ribald atiacks, 
he had received anonymous letters of an abusive 
character from parts of the country where he was 
not personally known. But every one here was 
well acquainted with the true character of Thomas 
Ritchie and of the paper under his control. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire has totally 
failed to show that these partiés could claim to be 
excused from replying to the questions put to 
them, under either of the three principles which he 
had quoted. The question is one strictly legal in its 
character, whether a witness is, or is not bound to 
answer the interrogatories put to him. The prin- 
ciples on which this question turns are laid down 
in the best works on evidence, and he had given 
them as they were. laid down. They had never 
been controverted in any court of justice. If it 
could be shown that Thomas Ritchie claims under 
either of these grounds of excuse, he may refuse 
to answer these interrogatories put to him by the 
committee. It was a great question—not perhaps 
as regards Thomas Ritchie, or so far as he'ig con- 
cerned; but it is an important question because of 
the magnitude of the principle which it involves, 
And it ought not to be disposed of hastily and 
without consideration. In the midst of stirring 
topics demanding our attention, it is perhaps out 
of place that we should proceed to consider any- 
thing concerning Thomas Ritchie. But we might 
devote an evening session to the question of the 
right of refusal to answer, interrogatories. Great 
principles lie at the bottom of this matter. If he 
be compellable, the party ought to be compelled to 
give an answer to the questions. And if we are 
not disposed, at this late period of the session, to 
go into a full consideration of the subject, it may 
be better to protest against any conclusion adverse 
to our rights flowing from our indisposition now 
to pursue it. . 

He had heard it said, that in the State of Penn- 
sylvania a Roman Catholic priest was exempted 
from the obligation of disclosing in evidence any 
facts which may have been communicated to him 
under the seal of Confession. 

Mr. CASEY said, the contrary had been held. 

Mr. EVANS said he was informed by a law- 
yer from that State, that the practice was exactly 
the reverse. And if it is not so in that State, it is so 
in no other place. And if the priest is not exempted, 
this editor should not be. Counsel may, indeed, re- 
fuseto answer questions, but this is not the privilege 
of the counsel, but of the client, whose interest he 
protects; and he had never heard, until to-day, 
| that editors were privileged to receive communica- 
tions concerning which they could not be ques- 
tioned. Some had, indeed, from time immemorial, 
been privileged to abuse private character. Any 
one who is able to raise means to purchase a press 
and types and paper, may exercise this privilege, 
if he descend so far. But he bad never heard of 
any legal reason why an individual exercising this 
privilege, should be exempted from tbe rule which 
requires that witnesses shall answer the questions 
proposed to them. Editors can claim no exclu- 
sive exemption from this rule. The privilege 
granted to them, if granted at all, is to be by our 
timidity. Jt is because we are fearful of giving- 
offence-to an editor, whose practice it is to assail, 
indiscriminately, whomsoever he chooses, that we 
desire to establish such a principle. It is a privi- 
lege to be bestowed on anonymous writers, on 
slanderers, ahd on one who has grown old in the 
business of perpetrating his assaults on purity of 
character. itis such a man. who is to be priv- 
ileged. Now, he respected the freedom of the 
press as much as any man. He had nodesire 
that it should become a practice to surrender the 
‘names of all those who write for the publie jour- 
i nals, by requiring signatures to the articles, as-has 
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| 
committee of this House and assert that he will Í 
not be subject to the rules by which others are | 
bound. He did not feel disposed to extend such | 
privilege to one who had indulged, for forty years, | 
in every variety of assault upon every character | 
whose noble purity and uprightness was a living | 
example of rebuke to his own indecencies of lan- | 
guage, and who had become, by a long course of 
scandal and abuse, insensible to every feeling of 
propriety, 

in the discussion of this privilege, he did not 
want to hear a parcel of jargon about the liberty | 
of the press, We all respect the liberty of the press. | 
Bat the gentleman from New Hampshire had | 
failed to produce any plain principle of law why 
Thomas Ritchie should be excused from replying | 
to the questions of the select committee. If, how- | 
ever, the Efouse should determine that we have 
pursued thisinvestigation far enough, as the chair- 
man of the select committee seems to suggest, he | 
had no objection now to let the business drop. |: 
But, in doing so, he would enter his protest against į 
permitting any one who was not within one of the 
three categories to refuse answering questions pro- | 
posed by the committee. He would solemnly pro- | 
test against the granting such privilege. Ele ought 
not to be excused more than ordinary individuals || 
who are called to testify in courts of law. i 

He begged pardon of the House for having con- || 
sumed so much time in these remarks. He re- | 
pore that hehad been assailed without cause by || 

r. Ritchie, and that it was under this provoca- | 
tion that he had felt himself impelled to trespass |, 
so long on the House, when he particularly re- 
ferred to that individual. It was a principle with ' 
him never wantonly to assail any one; but when- `! 
ever he was assailed, his motto was “ nemo me |! 
impune lacessit.” He would never assail others. | 
He would never permit others to assail him and | 
go forth seathless. | 

Mr. FITCH obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. STANLY, who sent to the Clerk’s table the ; 
following resolution, which, he said, he desired to | 
offer: 

Whereas the Select Committee of this House, acting | 
by the authority of the House, under a resolution of the 6th 
last, has reported that Thomas Ritchie and Charles P. 
ack have peremporily refused to give evidence in | 
ace to a summons duly issued by said committee: | 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House issue his war- | 
rant, directed to the Sergeant-at-arms, to take into custody 
the persons of said Ritchie and Sengstack, that they may be 
brought to the bar of the House to answer for an alleged | 


| 
the | 
contempt of this House, and that they be allowed counsel, on į 
that occasion, should they desire it. | 
j 

{ 


The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair has ruled, | 
and has felt compelled to do so, that a member | 
cannot offer a resolution, or make a motion, un- | 
less he is entitled to the floor; and the floor can- | 
not be yielded to him for that purpose excent by | 
unanimous consent. The motion would be in | 
order if the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. : 
Sranzty]| was entitled to the floor; and if there is 
no objection, the resolution will be considered as | 
being before the House for its consideration. 

Mr. STRONG. I believe the morning hour | 
has expired. I move that the House proceed to ; 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. FITCH, (to the Speaker.) Is not this a 
question of privilege which overrides the motion of 
the gentleraan from Pennsylvania? [Mr. Srrone.] © 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. i 

The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Strona, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of : 
business on the Speaker’s table, 

Mr. HARLAN stated that his name was not 
recorded on the Journal of yesterday on the | 
amendment for the erection of a custom-house at ij 
Bath, Maine. Fie voted in the negative on that | 
occasion; and desired that the Journal be so cor- 
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The SPEAKER stated that the Journal would 
be corrected, there being no objection. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States, viz: 


| To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
It has been suggested that the language of the | 


first paragraph of my message to the two Houses of 
Congress of the 6th instant, may convey the idea 
that Governor Bell ’s letter to my predecessor was 
received by him before his death. 

It was addressed to him, but appears, in point 
of fact, to have heen sent to me from the Post Of- 
fice after his death. I make this communication 
to accompany the message and prevent misappre- 
hension. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, August 8, 1850. 

On motion,it was ordered that the said message 


| be laid upon the table, and be printed. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
Executive communications, viz: 

letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting, in compliance witha resolution of the 
House of the 15:h instant, a copy of the report, 
survey, plans, and estimates of the Topographical 
Engineers, for the improvement of the harbor of 
Ozankee, in the State of Wisconsin. 


On motion by Mr. WENTWORTH, the mes- | 
| sage and accompanying documents were referred 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


| printed. 
Ii. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, | 


transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the Och instant, copies of all the 


correspondence in his department relative to the | 


visit of the United States ship Preble to the port 
of Nagaski, for the purpose of demanding sixteen 


American seamen held in prison by the authorities | 


of Japan. 

On motion by Mr. GRINNELL, thesai com- 
munication and accompanying documents were 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


The bill of the Senate entitled an Actto provide 
for the printing of the annual report upon com- 
merce and navigation,” which had passed the 
House with sundry amendments, to some of which 
the Senate had agreed without amendment, to 
others with amendment, and to others disagrecd, 
was, 

On the motion of Mr. WENTWORTH (which 
motion was opposed by Mr. Grinnevt) referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendments of the Senate to the resolu- 
tions of the House instructing the Secretary of 
State to furnish the State of Alabama duplicates of 
the books and documents heretofore supplied by 


Congress, and which were destroyed by the recent | 


burning the State Capitol of said State, were read 
and agreed to. 
SUPPLEMENTARY CENSUS BILL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, from the 


: Committee on Conference on the part of the 


House upon the supplementary Census bill made 
the following report, viz: 


The conferees appointed on the disagreement between 
the two Houses on the amendments made by the House of 


Representatives to the bill entitled “ An act supplementary 
i 


to the act entitled ‘An act providing for the taking of the 
seventh and subsequent censuses of the United States, and 
to fix the number of members of the Rouse of Representa- 
tives, and to provide for their future apportionment amon 
the several States,” have agreed upon the following re 
port, and recommend its adoption to their respective 
Houses: 

Ist. That the amendment of the House to the second sec- 
tion of the bill be agreed to, with the following amendment 
to the same section: Strike out the word “Jen?” in the 
fourth line, and insert in licu thereof the words “ removed 
from.” 

Qd. That the third section of the bill be amended by stri- 
king out the fifth, sixth, and seventh lines thereof,as proposed 
by the House, and by inserting in lieu thereof the folowing 
< Right cents for each page of the two copies of the original 
census returns required to be famished by the eleventh sec- 
tion of the act to which this is a supplement.” 


3d. That the additional section proposed asan amendment j 


by the House be agreed to with the following ameadment 


added: 
“ Provided, That the said Secretary may extend the time 


for completing the census in California, Oregon, Utab, and 
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New Mexico, to such time asin his discretion nay be deemed 
advisable.” a 

The report having been read— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
previous question on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. THompson,] 
whether this bill does not extend the time for 
taking the census? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes; it extends it until 
the first of January. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. ‘The main question was ordered; and 
having been taken, the report was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. Ordered accordingly. 

TERRITORY OF UTAH. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled ‘f An act to 
establish the territorial government of Utah,” com- 
| ing up on its first and second reading— 

It was read twice by its tide. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the bill be referred to 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SCHENCK. And be printed. 
| The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (to the Speaker.) Ifa mo- 
tion should be made to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and should be agreed to, would the bill be 
brought before the House for its action? Will it 
relieve the House from the necessity of referring 
the bil to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
bill contains an appropriation, and must therefore 
be committed. D 

Mr. SWEETSER, (to the Speaker.) Is it in 
order to move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union is 
inorder. The Elouse, after resolving itself into 
Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, must determine what business it will take 
up. Itis not in order to move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of taking up a particular bill. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Í move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 53, nocs 90. a he ` 

Mr. TIIOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 61, noes 140; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bay, Bayly, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, 
Bart, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcoek, Daniel, Disney, 
Edmundson, Biot Featherston, Freedley, Green, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, 
Hoagland, Holmes, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, R. 
W. Johnson, La gère, Lefer, Mason, McDowell, Robert 
M. McLane, McQueen, MceWillic, Meade, Milson, Morse, 
| Orr, Owen, Varker, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Bavage, Seddon, 
Frederick P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Sweetser, Thomas, 

Jacob ‘Thompson. Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, 
| and Woodward—€l. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Ashmun, Baker, 
| Beale, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Boyd, 
|| Breck, Br , Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
| Chester Builer, Thomas B. Buter, E, C. Cabell, Joseph 
{ 
i 
| 


I ask the 


Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Jalvin, 
: Campbel!, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
| Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, 
i Danbam, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Naiban Evans, Ewing, 
| Fitch, Fowter, Puller, Gorry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, 
Isham G. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Ribbard, Hilliard, 
Houston, Howard, Howe, Hunter, W, T. Jackson, A. Joh 
son, J. L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, G. G. King | ` a 
King, John A. Ring, P. King, Linlefield, Ronee a 
Job Manu, Marshal Matieson, MeClernand, Mc ona x 
McGaughey, McKissock, MeLanahan, Finis E. Merenti, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, gle, 
Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, 


i 
| 
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‘So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “An act for the 
relief of Lewis A. Thomas and Thomas Rogers,” 
was read a first and second time, and referred to | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


GRANTS OF LAND IN ARKANSAS. 

The next bill was a bill in relation to donations 
of land to certain persons in the State of Arkansas, 
which was twice read by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, called for the | 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was read through. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said: This bill 

: provides for the location of claims which have been |} 
in existence for many years, and most of which | 
have been located; those which are not now lo- I 
cated, and cannot be in consequence of the limita- 
tion having expired; all claims which belong to 


minor heirs, and claims which, having been loca- | 
ted, had become the subject of dispute and had at | 
a subsequent period been rejected from the par- 
ticular location. The bill was one which had | 
passed the House at the last Congress (according 
to his present recollection) and had failed in the 
Senate for want of time. ft had now passed the 
Senate, and, unless it was forthwith passed here, 
it would again fail for want of time. Jt was a just 
bill, and he moved that it be put upon its passage. 
The question being taken— 
The bill was read a third time and passed. 
: OCRACOKE. 
The next bill from the Senate was the bill en- 
titled ‘An act to amend the act entitled, ‘An act to 
amend, in the cases therein mentioned, the act to 
regulate the duties on imports and tonnage; ” 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. GRIN NELL, said the bill merely transferred || 
one collection district in North Carolina to an- | 
other district for the accommodation of those inter- 
ested. There could be no objection, and he asked 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 
Mr. HALL asked that the bill be reported. 
The bill was read, 
And the question being taken, the bill was passed. | 
TEXAS AND NEW MEXICO, Ht 
The bill next taken up was the bill from the 
Senate, entitled “ An act (No. 307) proposing to | 
the State of Texas the establishment of her north- | 
ern and western boundaries, the relinquish ment by 
the said State of all territory claimed by her exte- 
rior to said boundary, and of all her claims upon 
the United States.’ The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- į 
alives of the United States of America în Congress 
assembled, That the following propositions shall 
be, and the same hereby are, offered to the State 
of Texas, which, when agreed to by the said State, 


i this biH be rejected 27? 


in an act passed by the General Assembly, shall 
be binding and obligatory upon the United States, |’ 
and upon the said State of Texas: Provided, The |! 
said agreement by the said General Assembly shall |! 
be given on or before the first day of December, |! 
eighteen hundred and fifty. 

First. The State of Texas will agree that her 
boundary on the north shall commence at the 
point at which the meridian of one hundred de- 
grees west from Greenwich is intersected by the 
parallel of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north 
Jatitude, and shall ran from said point due west to 
the meridian of one hundred and three degrees 
west from Greenwich; thence her boundary shall | 

| 


run due south to the thirty-second degree of north | 
latitude; thence on the said parallel of thirty-two | 
degrees of north latitude to the Rio Bravo del | 
Norte, and thence with the channel of said river 
to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Second. The State of Texas cedes to the United | 
States all her claim to territory exterior to the | 
limits and boundaries which she agrees to estab- 
lish by the first article of this agreement. i 

Third. The State of Texas relinquishes all claim |! 
upon the United States for liability of the debts of | 


i 
iy 


Texas, and for compensation or indemnity for the | 
surrender to the United States of her ships, forts, | 
arsenals, custom-houses, custom-house revenue, 
arms and munitions of war, and public buildings 


H 
it 


with their sites, which became the property of the 


ii United States at the time of the annexation. 


Fourth. The United States, in consideration of 


| said establishment of boundaries, cession of claim 


to territory, and relinquishment of claims, will 
pay to the State of Texas the sum of ten millions 
of dollars, in a stock bearing five per cent. interest, 
and redeemable at the end of fourteen years, the 
interest payable half-yearly at the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Fifih. Immediately after the President of the 
United States shall have been furnished with an 


authentic copy of the act of the General Assembly | 


of Texas accepting these propositions, he shall 
cause the stock to be issued in favor of the State 
of Texas, as provided for in the fourth article of 
this agreement: Provided also, That no more than 


i five millions of said stock shall be issued until the 


creditors of the State holding bonds and other cer- 


| tificates of stock of Texas for which duties on 


imports were specially pledged, shall first file at 
the Treasury of the United States releases of all 
claim against the United States for or on account 


| of said bonds or certificates in such form as shall 
| be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 


and approved by the President of the United 
States: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to impair or qualify anything 
contained in the third article of the second section 
of the ‘joint resolution for annexing Texas to the 


| United States,” approved March first, eighteen 
; hundred and forty-five, either as regards the num- 


ber of States that may hereafter be formed out of 
the State of Texas, or otherwise. 

The bid was read the first time by its title; 

And the Clerk was proceeding to read it the 


| second time; when 


Mr. INGE rose to a question of order. He 
asked that the bill be subjected to the test prescribed 
by the 116th rule. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman refer to 
the rule which requires that if after the first read- 
ing opposition be made, the question shall be 
“ Shall this bill be rejected ?” 

Mr. INGE replied in the affirmative. 

Nore.—The rule referred tois as follows: 

“The first reading of a bill shall be for information, and 
if opposition be made to it, the question shall be, “ Shall 
{fno opposition be made, or if the 
question to reject be negatived, the bill shal] go to its second 
reading without a question.” 

The question will be then, Shall this bill be re- 
jected? 

l Mr. McCLERNAND. [ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired if this was a privi- 


| leged motion, which, like the motion to lay on the 


table, cut off debate ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion is debatable. 

Mr. HILLIARD obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House for nearly anhour. He main- 
tained the right of Texas to the boundary of the 
Rio Grande from its mouth to its source; but as 


| other gentlemen differed with him; as it was a 
| matter of dispute, and as the Representatives of 


Texas (in the Senate) had consented to take the 


| line proposed by this bill, in consideration of the 


payment of ten millions, he declared his intention 
to support this measure of peace and settlement, 


: on the condition, that the proviso should not be 


applied to the territory taken from Texas, or to 
the other territory of the United States. He 
urged the necessity of a spcedy settlement of all 
the disturbing questions between the different sec- 
tions, in a spirit of harmony, and of equal justice 
to ali, and declared his unwavering attachment to 
the Union, administered upon these principles. 

[See Appendix for the speech.] 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Ixcx,] accompanied his motion 


| with a statement of the object he had in making 
Heats 
| the House u 


It was, as I understood, to test the sense of 
pon the bill, whether it was. likely to 
pass, or whether it was in the power of those who 


i were opposed to it, to reject it at once. 


Mr. INGE interposed and explained. It was 
impossible (in the great confusion which prevailed) 
to hear what he said; but he was understood to 


|| disclaim having expressed that opinion, and to 


say that his remark was, that he wished the ques- 
tion put under the rule. 

Mr. McCLERNAND proceeded. The gentle- 
man has qualified his remark. I understood him 


if that was 
his object, E am prepared to meet him. Let us 
have a vote, for it is only by taking a vote, that 


we can test the sense of the House. f am op- 
posed to debate at this time, because it can lead to 
no practical results. Itis out of order to move an 
amendment. The bill cannot be amended in the 
present state of things; so that whatever debate we 
may now have, will probably be repeated at a 
more advanced stage of the proceedings. There- 
fore, to save time, and to put off debate until it 
can be directed to some practical purpose 

Mr. WOODWARD interposed, and desired the 
gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. McCierwanp] to al- 
low him to say a wordin explanation, . 

Mr. McCLERNAND yielded the floor. 

Mr. WOODWARD made two or three re- 
marks, the purport of which being generally 
guessed at, (from the few words that reached the 
reporter’s ear,) was, that he had understood the 
proposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Ince} to be, to test the sense of the House, 
whether the boundary of the Rio Grande should 
be made a debatable question. He (Mr. W.) 
was unwilling to make a question where he con- 
ceded that the United States had no right honor- 
ably to make it. This was his understanding of 
the import of the remark of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. McCLERNAND resumed the floor. 

Mr. INGE appealed to him to yield for a few 
moments. 

Mr. McCLERNAND again yielded the floor. 

Mr. INGE then made a few remarks, of which 
the purport seems to have been (for it was im- 
possible to hear with anything like certainty) that 


| the object which he had in view appeared to have 


been misunderstood. Gentlemen concurring in 
his view of the matter did not conceive that there 
wasany open question in relation to the Texan 
boundary. The arguments made here seemed to 
proceed upon the supposition that there was a 
question which was to be settled by one of the 
departments of the Government—either exeeu- 
tive or judicial, Some gentlemen thought that the 
Executive ought to settle it. Those who sus- 
tained the views of the late message were neces- 
sarily placed in this-position. He held that there 
was no open question involved—that there wae 
no question for any department of the Government 
to settle. The western boundary of Texas 

Mr. VAN DYKE interposed, and made the 
point of order, that the gentleman was making 
general remarks, notin explanation. 

Mr. McCLERNAND hoped (he said) that 
the gentleman from Alalema [Mr. Ince] would 
confine himself to an explanation. : 

The SPEAKER said, if the objection was per- 
sisted in, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Inex] 
could not proceed, 

Mr. INGE took his seat. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (resuming.} I was about 
to say, that the debate should take place on the 
third reading of the bill, when amendments can 
be offered 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and was understood 
to request Mr. McCrernanp to yield the floor, to 
allow him (Mr. S.) to request the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Incr] to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. | do not yield the floor. 

Mr. INGE made a remark not heard. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (keeping the floor, and 
resuming.) I move the previous question, and 
on that motion I stand. 

Mr, RUMSEY inquired of the Speaker, to what 
extent the previous question would operate ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question, if 
sustained, and if the main question should be or- 
dered, exhausts itself upon the question, ** Shall 
the bill be rejected’? And if that question isdecided 
ia the affirmative, the bill is of course rejected; if 
in the negative, the biil goes without a question to 
a second reading; after the seacond reading, it will 
be in the same position as it would have been if 
this question had not been made at all? 

Mr. INGE. Will the Speaker state what the 
precise question before the House is? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, “Shall the 
bill be rejected ?”” 

Mr. INGE was understood to remark, that he 
had not understood that question. to have been 
brought up by any motion to that effect, but under 
the rule of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The first reading of a bill is 
for information. If objection is made, then the 
question is put to the House ‘* Shall the bill be re- 
jected?” The gentleman from Alabama, {Mr. 
inas,] after the first reading of the bill, and when 
it was about to pass to its second reading, raised 
the question now before the House by interposing 
an objection, and asking that the question be pro. 
pounded to the House under the 116th rule, ‘Shall 
the bill be rejected ?”” 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to inquire 
of the Speaker whether the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Ines] could not withdraw his objection? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man cannot now withdraw. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, (to the Speaker.) If the} 


gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Ince,] who is the 
only gentleman now objecting to the second read- 
ing of the bill, should withdraw his objection, 
and no other member should renew it, cannot the 
bill, by ynanimous consent, be put upon its second 
reading? 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt that by 
unanimous consent the gentleman from Alabama 
ean withdraw his objection, and the question would 
then at once be on the second reading of the bill. 

Mr. BISSELL objected. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) I submit the 
question to the Chair, whether the 116th rule ap- 
plies to Senate bills? And I call the attention of the 
Chair to the third clause of the 27th rule, which 


prescribes the mode in which Senaie bills shall be į 


disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined 
both rules with care. The 116th rule is broad 
enough, and, in the opinion of the Chair, that rule 
does apply to Senate bills. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. The main question (‘Shall the bill 
be rejected?”’) was ordered to be now taken, 
and the yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. POTTER asked to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 


Mr. POTTER desired briefly to assign his | 


reasons for the motion. 
The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 
expressly prohibits it. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the yeas `i 
and nays on the motion to excuse the gentleman l 


from Ohin, [Mr. Porrer.] 


Mr. POTTER (not desiring, he said, to take: 


up the time of the House) withdrew the motion. 

The question, ‘* Shall the bill be rejected?” was 
then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 36, 
nays 168, as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averett, A. G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Ca- 
ble, Campbell, Clarke, Coleock, Cole, Dotv, Durker, Gid- 
dings, Hammond, S. W. Harris, Hebard, Howe, Hoabbard, 
Hunter, Inge, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, 
Matteson, McQueen, Meade, Orr, Powell, Root, Sackett, 
Sehooleraft, Seddon, Spaulding, Wailace, Wilmot, and 
Woodward— 36. 

NAYS—Me Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Auderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Bay, Bayly, Beate, Bingham, 
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Buter, T. 
B. Buter, E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, W. R. W. 


Cobh, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, | 
Duer, Duncan, Edmundson, Etiot, Alexander Evans, Na- | 


tiau Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, 


Grinnell, Hail, Halloway, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, | 
Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, | 


Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, J. W., Jackson, W. 


T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, | 


Kaufman, Kerr, George G, King, James G. King, John A. 


King, la Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Maun, Job Mann, | 
Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, Me- | 


Gaughey, MeKissoek, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis E. MeLean, McMalfen, MeWillie, Meacham, Mill- 


son, Moore, Morchead, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, | 


Newell, Oste, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, 


Peck, Pheips, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, | 


Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sav- 


age, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silves- | 


ter, Sprague, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Stetson, 


Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James P E: 
onnon John B. iios Í K i| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the legis- : 


Thompson, John B. ‘fhompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, 
Witkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wil- 
drick, Williams, Wilson, Wood, and Young—1!68. 

So the House refused to reject the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The second reading of a 
Senate bill. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Does that take place as a 


matier of course? 


The SPEAKER stated that the question, ‘Shall 


the bill be rejected ?”” having been decided in the | 


negative, the rule required that the bill should go 
to its second reading without a question. 


The rule | 


| 


Be it further. enacted, &e., That all that portion 
of the territory of the United States bounded as 
follows: beginning at a point in the Colorado river 
where the boundary line with the Republic of 
; Mexico crosses the same; thence eastwardly with 
| the said boundary line to the Rio Grande; thence, 


i following the main channel of said river, to the 
| parallel of the 32d degree of north latitude; thence 
i 


H 
l 
] 


east with said degree to its intersection with the 
103d degree of longitude west of Greenwich; thence 
| north with said degree of longitude to the parallel 
| of 38th degree of north latitude; thence west with 
į said parallel to the summit of the Sierra Madre; 
| thence south with the crest of said mountains to 
| the 37th parallel of north latitude; thence west 


; ary line of the State of California; thence with said 


| 
d 

| ment of the United States from dividing said 
| Territory into two or more Territories, in such 
|| manner and at such times as Congress shali deem 
ij convenient and proper, or from attaching any por- 
tion thereof to any other Territory or State: nd 
provided, further, That, when admitted as a State, 
the said Territory, or any portion of the same, 


time of their admission. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over the said 
Territory of New Mexico, shall be vested in a 
|| governor, who shall hold his office for four years, 
and until his successor shall be appointed and 
; qualified, unless sooner removed by the President 
i| of the United States. The governor shall reside 
i| within said Territory, shall be commander-in- 
|| chief of the militia thereof, shall perform the du- 


ties and receive the emoluments of superintendent 
of Indian affairs, and shall approve of all laws 
passed by the legislative assembly before they 
shall take effect; he may grant pardons for offences 
against the laws of said Territory, and reprieves 
for offences against the lawsof the United States, 
t until the decision of the President can be made 
‘ known thereon; he shall commission all officers 
| who shall be appointed to office under the laws 
| of the said Territory, and shall take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed. i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 
i reside therein, and hold his office for four years, 


the laws and proceedings of the legislative as- 


Hand proceedings of the governor in his executive 
ij department; he shall transmit one copy of the 
|| laws, and one copy of the executive proceedings, 
|j on or before the first day of December in each 
‘| year, to the President of the United States, and, 
‘lat the same time, two copies of the laws to the 
|| Speaker of the House of Representatives and the 
|| President of the Senate, for the use of Congress. 
And in case of the death, removal, resignation, 
or other necessary absence of the governor from 


j; during such vacancy or necessary absence, or until 


such vacancy. 


lative power and anthority of said Territory shall 
| be vested in the governor and a legislative assem- 
bly. The legislative assembly shall consist of a 


| The house of representatives shall consist of 
|| twenty-six members, possessing the same qualifi- 
cations as prescribed for members of the council, 
| and whose term of service shall continue one year. 
l} Anapportionmentshall be made, as nearly equal as 


' with said parallel to its intersection with the bound- H 


shall be received into the Union with or without |! 
slavery, as their constitution may prescribe at the || 


unless sooner removed by the President of the | 
| United States; he shall record and preserve all | 


| sembly hereinafter constituted, and all the acts |! 


|| the Territory, the secretary shall have, and he is: 
i hereby authorized and required to execute and | 
|| perform all the powers an4 duties of the governor | 
i 


another governor shall be duly appointed to fill: 


council and house of representatives. The council ;' 
shall consist of thirteen members, having the | 
qualifications of voters as hereinafter prescribed, : 
whose term of service shail continue two years. | 


i for the election of the council and house of repre- 
sentatives, giving to each section of the Territory 
representation in the ratio of its population, Indians 
excepted, as nearly as may be. And the members 
of the council and of the house of representatives 
shall reside in, and be inhabitants of, the district 
for which they may be elected respectively. Pre- 
vious to the first election, the governor shall cause 
a census or enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
several counties and districts of the Territory to 
i be taken, and the first election shall be held at 
such time and places, and be conducted in such 
manner as the governor shall appoint and direct; 
and he shall, at the same time, declare the number 
of members of the council and house of repre- 
sentatives to which each of the counties or dis- 
ricts shall be entitled under this act. The num- 
ber of persons authorized to be elected having the 
: highest number of votes in each of said council 
: districts for members of the council shall be de- 
clared by the governor to be duly elected to the 
|; council; and the person or persons authorized to 
he elected having the greatest number of votes for 
the house of representatives, equal to the number 
| to which each county or district shall be entitled, 
shall be declared by the governor to be duly 
elected members of the house of representatives: 
Provided, That in case of a tie between two or 
more persons voted for, the governor shall order a 
new election to supply the vacancy made by such 
tie. And the persons thus elected to the legisla- 
tive assembly shall meet at such place and on such 
day as the governor shall appoint; but thereafter 
the time, place, and manner of holding and con- 
ducting all elections by the people, and the appor- 
tioning the representation in the several counties 
or districts to the council and house of represent- 
atives, according to population, shall be pre- 
scribed by law, as weil as the day of the com- 
mencement of the regular sessions of the legisia- 
tive assembly: Provided, ‘That no one session shall 
exceed the term of forty days. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
_ free white male inhabitant above the age of twen- 
i ty-one years, who shall have been a resident of 

said Territory at the time of the passage of this 
act, shall be entitled to vote at the first election, 

and shall be eligible to any office within the said 
i Territory; but the qualificstion of voiers and of 
' holding office, at all subsequent elections, shall be 
| such as shall be prescribed by the legislative as- 
i sembly: Provided, That the right of suffrage and 
| of holding office shall be exercised only by citizens 
: of the United States, including those recognized as 
| citizens by the treaty with the Republic of Mexico, 
| concluded February second, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight. ; 

Sec. 6. 4nd beit further enacted, That the legis- 
: lative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
‘ rightful subjects of legislation, consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
ions of this act; but no Jaw shall be passed inter- 
i; fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the 
|; United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
i erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
: lands or other property of residents. All the laws 
; passed by the Jegislauve assembly and governor 
i shall be submitted to the Congress of the United 
| States, and if disapproved shall be null and of no 
| effect. 
i Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all town- 
ship, district, and county officers, nat herein other- 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, as 
the case may be, in such manner as shall be pro- 
vided by the governor and legislative assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico. The governor 


n shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and 


consent of the legislative council, appoint, all ofh- 
cers not herein otherwise provided for; and in the 
first instance the governor alone may appoint all 
said officers, who shall hold their offices until the 
: end of the first session of the legislative assembly, 
-and shali lay off the necessary districts for mem- 
bers of the council and house of representatives, 
and all other officers. 

Sec. 8. And be il further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the legislative assembly shall hold, or be 
; appointed to, any office which shall have been 
created, or the salary or emoluments of which 
shall have been increased while he was a member, 
during the term for which he was elected, and for 
one year after the expiration of such term; and no 


i 
f 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1684 


person holding a commission or appointment under 
the United States, except postmasters, shall be a 
member of the legislative assembly, or shall hold 
any office under the government of said Territory. 
Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the judicial 
power of said Territory shall be vested in a su- 
preme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate justices, 
any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and 
who shall hold a term at the seat of government 
of said Territory annuaily; and they shall hold 
. their offices during the period of four years. The 
said Territory shall be divided into three judicial 
districts, and a district court shall be held in each 
of said districts by one of the justices of the su- 
preme court, at such time and place as may be 
prescribed by law; and the said judges shall, after 
their appointments, respectively, reside in the dis- 
tricts which shall be assigned them. The juris- 
diction of the several courts herein provided for, 
both appellate and original, and that of the pro- 
bate courts and of justices of the peace, shall be 
as limited by law: Provided, That justices of the 
peace shall not have jurisdiction of any matter in 
controversy, when the title or boundaries of land 
may be in dispute, or where the debt or sum 
claimed shall exceed one hundred dollars; and the 
said supreme and district couris, respectively, shall 
possess chancery, as well as common-law juris- 
diction. Each district court, or the judge thereof, 
shall appoint its clerk, who shall also be the re. 
gister in chancery, and shall keep his office at the 
place where the court may be held. Writs of 
error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be al- 
lowed in all cases from the final decision of said 
district courts to the Supreme court, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by law, but in 
no case removed to the supreme court shall trial 
by jury be allowed in said court. The supreme 
court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its 
own clerk, and every clerk shall hold his office 
at the pleasure of the court for which he shall have 
been appointed. Writs of error and appeal from 
the final decisions of said supreme court shall be 
allowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the same manner, and 
under the same regulations, as from the creuit 
courts of the United States, where the value of the 
property, or the amount in controversy, to be as- 
certained by the oath or affirmation of either 
party, or other competent witness, shall exceed 
one thousand dollars; except only that in all 
cases involving title to slaves, the said writs 
of error or appeals shall be allowed and decided 
by the said supreme court without regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in contro- 
versy; and except also that a writ of error or ap- 
“peal shail also be allowed to the Supreme Court of 
the United States from the decision of the said su- 
preme court created by this act, or of any judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created by this 
act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of 
habeas corpus involving the question of personal 
freedom; and each of the said district courts shall 
have and exercise the same jurisdiction in all 
cases arising under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States as is vested in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States; and the said 
Supreme and districts courts of the said Territory, 
and ‘the respective judges thereof, shall and may 
grant writs of habeas corpus in all cases in which 
the same are grantable by the judges of the United 
States in the District of Columbia; and the first six 
days of every term of said courts, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, +shall be appropri- 
ated to the trial of causes arising under the said 
Constitution and laws; and writs of error and ap- 
peals in all such cases shall be made to the 
Supreme court of said Territory, the same ag in 
otner cases, The said clerk shail receive, in all 
such cases, the same fees which the clerks of the 
district courts of Oregon Territory now receive 
for similar services. 
Sec. 10. And be-it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
receive the same fees and salary as the attorney of 
the United States for the present Territory of Ore- 
gon. There shall also be a marshal for the Terri- 
tory appointed, who shall hold his office for four 
years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 


judge or justice of the peace of the Territory, who 


the said courts, when exercising their jurisdiction 
as circuit and district courts of the United States; 
he shall perform the duties, be subject to the 
same regulation and penalties, and be entitled to 
the same fees as the marshal of the district court 
of the United States for the present Territory of 
Oregon, and shall, in addition, be’paid two hun- 
dred dollars annually as a compensation for extra 
services. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
governor, secretary, chief justice, and associate 
justices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nomina- | 
ted, and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appointed by the President of the 
United States. The governor and secretary to be 
appointed as aforesaid shall, before they act as 
such, respectively, take an oath or affirmation, be- 
fore the district judge, or some justice of the peace 
in the limits of said Territory, duly authorized to 
administer oaths and aflirmations by the laws now 
in force therein, or before the chief justice or some 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, to support the Constitution of the 
United States, and faithfully to discharge the du- 
ties of their respective offices; which said oaths, 
when so taken, shall be certified by the person by 
whom the same shall have been taken, and such 
certificates shall be received and recorded by the 
said secretary among the executive proceedings; 
and the chief justice and associate justices, and all 
other civil officers in said Territory, before they 
act as such, shall takea like oath or affirmation, 
before the said governor or secretary, or some 


may be duly commissioned and qualified, which 
said oath or affirmation shall be cerufied and 
transmitted, by the person taking the same, to the | 
secretary, to be by him recorded as aforesaid; and | 
afterwards, the like oath or affirmation shall be | 
taken, certified, and recorded, in such manner and 
form as may be prescribed by law. The govern- 
or shall receive an annual salary of fifteen hun- 
dred dollars as governor, and one thousand dol- 
lars as superintendent of India? affairs. The 
chief justice and associate justices shall each receive 
an annual salary of eighteen hundred dollars, 
The secretary shall receive an annual salary 
of eighteen hundred dollars. The said salaries 
shall be paid quarter-yearly, at the Treasury of 
the United States. The members of the legisla- 
tive assembly shall be entitled to receive three 
dollars each per day during their attendance at the 
sessions thereof, and three dollars each for every 
twenty miles’ travel in going to and returning from 
the said sessions, estimated according to the nearest 
usually-traveled route. There shall be appropri- 
ated annually the sum of one thousand dollars, to 
be expended by the governor, to defray the contin- 
gent expenses of the Territory; there shall also be 
appropriated annually a sufficient sum to be ex- 
pended by the secretary of the Territory, and 
upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, to defray the 
expenses of the legislative assembly, the printing 
of the laws, and other incidental expenses; and the | 
secretary of the Territory shall annually account 
to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United | 
States for the manner in which the aforesaid sum i 
shall have been expended. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 
legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico shall hold its first session at such time and | 
place in said Territory asthe governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 
governor and legislative assembly shall proceed to | 
locate and establish the seat of government for said | 
Territory at such place as they may deem eligible; : 
which place, however, shall thereafter be subject | 
to be changed by the said governor and legislative i 
assembly, | 


the elections shall be prescribed by law. The per- 
gon having the greatest number of votes shall be 


| declared by the governor to be duly elected, and a 


certificate thereof shall be given accordingly: Pro- 
vided, That such delegate shall receive no higher 
sum for mileage than is allowed by law to the Del- 
egate from Oregon. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That when the 
lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed un- 
der the direction of the Government of the United 
States, preparatory to bringing the same into mar- 
ket, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six in 
each township in said Territory shall be, and the 
same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being: 
applied to schools in said Territory, and in. the 
States and Territories hereafter to be erected out 
of the same. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That, tem- 
porarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the 
governor of said Territory may define the judiciat 
districts of said Territory, and assign the judges: 
who may be appointed for said Territory to the 
several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties or 
subdivisions in each of said judicial districts b 
proclamation to be issued by him; but the legisla~ 
tive assembly, at their first or any subsequent ses- 
sion, may organize, alter, or modify such judiciat 
districts, and assign the judges, and alter the times 
and places of holding the courts, as to them shal} 
seem proper and convenient. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the 
Constitution, and all laws of the United States, 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the 
same force and effect within the said Territory of 
New Mexico as elsewhere within the United 
States. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, Thatthe pro- 
visions of this act,be, and they are hereby, suspend- 
ed until the boundary between the United States 
and the State of Texas shall be adjusted; and when 
such adjustment shall have been effected, the 
President of the United States shall issue his proc- 
lamation declaring this act to be in full force and 
operation, and shall proceed to appoint the officers 
herein provided to be appointed in and for said 
Territory. 

Suc. 18. And beit further enacted, Thatall that part 
of the territory of the United States included within 
the following limits, to wit, bounded on the west 
by the State of California, on the north by the 
Territory of Oregon, and on the east by the sum- 
mit of the Rocky mountains, and on the south by 
the thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude, be, and 
the same is hereby, created into á temporary gov- 
ernment, by the name of the Territory of Utah; 
and when admitted as a State, the said Territory, 
orany portion of the same, shall be received into 
the Union with or without slavery, as their consti- 
tution may prescribe at the time of their admission : 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall 
be construed to inhibit the Government of the 
United States from dividing said Territory into 
two or more Territories, in such manner and at 
such times as Congress shall deem convenient and 
proper, or from attaching any portion of said Ter- 
ritory to any other State or Territory of the United 
States. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of Utah, shall be vested in a governor, who 
shall-hold his office for four years, and until his 
successor shall be fappointed and qualified, unless 
sooner removed by the President of the United 
States. The governor shall reside within said Ter- 
ritory, shall be commander-in-chief of the militia 
thereof, shall perform the duties and receive the 
emoluments of superintendent, of Indian affairs, 
and shall approve all laws passed by the legislative 
assembly before they shall take ‘effect; he may 
grant pardons for offences against the laws of said 
Territory, and reprieves for offences against the 
laws of the United States until the decision of the 
President can be made known thereon; he shall 


i| commission all officers who shall be appointed to 


office under the Jaws of the sid Territory, and 
shall take care that the laws be faithfully exe- 
cuted. f 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 


i reside therein, and hold his office for four years, 
ii unless sooner removed by the President of the 


United States; he shall record and preserve all the 
aws and proeeedings of the legislative assembly 
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hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro~ 
ceedings of the governor in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws and 
one copy of the executive preceedings, on or be- 
fore the first day of December in each year, to the 
President of the United States, and at the same 
time, two copies of the laws to the Speaker of the 
Fouse of Representatives, and the President of 
the Senate, for the use of Congress. And in the 
case of the death, removal, resignation, or other 
necessary absence of the governor from the Ter- 
ritory, the secretary shall have, and he is hereby 
authorized and required to execute and perform, 
all the powers and duties of the governor during 
‘such vacancy or necessary absence, or until anoth- 
er governor shall be duly appointed to fill such 
vacancy. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
dative power and authority of said Territory shall 
be vested in the governor and a legislative assem- 
bly. The legislative assembly shall consist of a 
council and house of representatives. The coun- 
‘cil shall consist of thirteen members, having the 
qualifications of voters as hereinafter prescribed, 
whose term of service shall continue two years. 
The house of representatives shall consist of 
twenty-six members, possessing the same qualifi- 
cations as prescribed for members of the council, 
and whose term of service shal! continue one year. 
An apportionment shall be made, as nearly equal 
as practicable, among the several counties or dis- 
tricts, for the election of the council and house of 
representatives, giving to each section of the Ter- 
ritory representation in the ratio of its population, 
indians excepted, as nearly as may be. And the 
members of the council and of the house of repre- 
‘sentatives shall reside in, and be inhabitants of, 
the district for which they may be.elected respect- 
ively, Previous to the first election the governor 
shall cause a census or enumeration of the inhabit- 
ants of the several counties and districts of the 
Territory to be taken, and the first election shall 
be held at such time and places, and be conducted 
in such manner, as the governor shall appoint and 
direct; and he shall, at the same time, declare the 
number of members of the council and house of 
representatives to which each of the counties or 
districts shall be entitled under this act. The 
number of persons authorized to be elected having 
the highest number of votes in each of said coun- 
cil districts for members of the council shall be 
declared by the governor to be duly elected to the 
council; and the person or persons authorized to 
be elected having the highest number of votes for 
the house of representatives, equal to the number 
to which each county or district shall be entitled, 
shall be declared by the governor to be duly 
elected members of the house of representatives: 
Provided, That in case of a tie between two or 
more persons voted for, the governor shall order a 


new election to supply the vacancy made by such | 


a ue, And the persons thus elected to the legisla- 
tive assembly shall meet at such place, and on 
such day, as the governor shall appoint; but there- 
after, the time, place, and manner of holding and 
conducting all elections by the people, and the ap- 
portioning the representation in the several coun- 
ties or districts to the council and house of repre- 
sentatives, according to population, shall be 
prescribed by law, as well as the day of the com- 


mencement of the regular sessions of the legislative | 


assembly: Provided, That no one session shall 
exceed the term of forty days. : 

Suc. 22. And be it further enacted, That every 
free white male inhabitant above the age of twenty- 
one years, who shail have been a resident of said 
Territory at the time of the passage of this act, 


shall be entitled to vote at the first election, and shall | 


be eligible to any office within the said territory; 
but the qualifications of voters and of holding 
office, at all subsequent elections, skall be such as 
shall be prescribed by the legislative assembly: 


Provided, That the right of suffrage and of hold- | 


ing office shall be exercised only by citizens of the 
United States, including those recognized as citi- 
zens by the treaty with the Republie of Mexico, 
concluded February second, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight. 

Sec. 23. Andbe it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of said Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation, consistent with the 


Constitution of the United States and the provis- | 
ions of this act; but no law shall be passed in- | 


terfering with the primary disposal of the soil; no 


justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quo- |! 
j ernor, secretary, chief justice and associate jus- 


judges shall, after their appointments, respectively, | 


tax shall be imposed upon the property of the 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents. All the laws 
passed by the legislative assembly and governor 
shall be submitted to the Congress of the United 
States, and if disapproved shall be null and of no 
effect. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That all town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein | 
otherwise provided for, shall be appointed or elect- 
ed, as the case may be, in such manner as shall 
be provided by the governor and legislative assem- 
bly of the Territory of Utah. The governor shall 
nominate, and by and with theadvice and consent 
of the legislative council, appoint all officers not | 
herein otherwise provided for; and in the first 
instance the governor alone may appoint all said |! 
officers, who shall hold their offices until the end |} 
of the first session of the legislative assembly, and | 
shall lay off the necessary districts for members || 
of the council and house of representatives, and i 
all other officers. _ i 

Sec. 25, Andbe it further enacted, That no mem- 1 
ber of the legislative assembly shall hold, or be | 
appointed to, any office which shall have been | 
created, or the salary or emoluments of which 
shall have been increased while he was amember, 
during the term for which he was elected, and for 
one year after the expiration of such term; and no 
person holding a commission or appointment un- 
der the United States, except postmasters, shall be 
a member of the legislative assembly, or shall 
hold any office under the government of said Ter- 
ritory. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That the ju- 
dicial power of said Territory shall be vested in 
a supreme court, district courts, probate courts, || 
and in justices of the peace. The supreme court 
shall consist of a chief justice and two associate 


i 


rum, and who shall hold a term at the seat of gov- 
ernment of said Territory annually, and they 
shall hold their offices during the period of four 
years. The said Territory shall be divided into ‘| 
three judicial districts, and a district court shall || 
be held in each of said districts by one of the || 


i! 


justices of the supreme court at such time and |! 


place as may be prescribed by law; and the said | 


reside in the districts which shall be assigned 
them. The jurisdiction of the several courts 
herein provided for, both appellate and original, 
and that of the probate courts and of justices of | 
the peace, shall be as limited by law: Provided, | 
That justices of the peace shall not have jurisdic- | 
tion of any matter in controversy when the title | 
or boundaries of land may be in dispute, or where ; 
the debt or sum claimed shall exceed one hundred | 
dollars; and the said supreme and district courts | 
respectively shall possess chancery as well as | 
common law jurisdiction. Hach district court, or | 
the judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who 
shall also be the register in chancery, and shall 
keep his office at the place where the court may | 
be held. Writs of error, bills of exception, and | 
appeals, shall be allowed, in all cases, from the |! 
final decisions of said district courts to the su- |! 
preme court, under such regulations as may be | 

| 

| 

| 


prescribed by law; but in no case removed to the | 
suprenie court, shall trial by jury be allowed in | 
said court. The supreme court, or the justices 
thereof, shall appoint its own clerk, and every |i 
clerk shall hold his office at the pleasure of: 
the court for which he shall have been appoint- | 
ed. Writs of error, and appeals from the final || 
decisions of said supreme court, shall be al- |) 
lowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court |; 
of the United States, in the same manner and |: 
under the same regulations as from the circuit | 
courts of the United States, where the value of the |: 
property or the amount in controversy, to be 
ascertained by the oath or affirmation of either 
party, or other competent witness, shall exceed |! 
one thousand dollars, except only that, in all cases || 
involving title to slaves, the said writs of error or |} 
appeals shall be allowed and decided by the said 
supreme court, without regard to the value of the || 
matter, property, or title in controversy; and ex- || 
cept, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall also 
he allowed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, from the decisions of the said supreme 
court created by this act, or of any judge thereof, | 
or of the district courts created by this act, or of || 


t 


any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus 
involving the question of personal freedom; arid 
each of the said district courts shall have and ex- 
ercise the same jurisdiction iù all cases arising 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States as Is vested in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States; and the said supreme and 
district courts of the said Territory, and the rè- 
spective judges thereof, shall and may grant writs 
of habeas corpus in all cases in which the same are 
grantable by the judges of the United States in the 
District of Columbia; and the first six days of 
every term of said courts, or so much thereof as 
shall be necessary, shall be appropriated to the 
trial of causes arising under the said Constitution 
and laws, and writs of error and appeal in all such 
cases shall be made to the supreme court of said 
Territory, the same as in other cases. The said 
clerk shall receive in all such cases the same fees 
which the clerks of the district courts of Oregon- 
Territory now receive for similar services. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shail 
receive the same fees and salary as the attorney of 
the United States for the present Territory of Ore- ~ 
gon. There shall also be a marshal for the Terri- 
tory appointed, who shall hold his office for four 


| years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 


the said courts, when exercising their jurisdiction 
as circuit and district courts of the United States: 
he shall perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulation and penalties, and be entitled to the 
same fees as the marshal of the district court of 
the United States for the present Territory of Ore- 
gon; and shall, in addition, be paid two hundred 
dollars annually asa compensation for extra ser- 


i; vices. 


Sec. 28. Andbe it further enacted, That the gov- 


tices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated, 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by the President of the United 
States. The governor and secretary to be ap- 
pointed as aforesaid shall, before they act as.such 
respectively, take an oath or affirmation, before 
the district judge, or some justice of the peace in 
the limits of said Territory, duly authorized to ad- 


‘ minister oaths and affirmations by the laws now 


in force therein, or before the chief justice or some 
associate justice of the Supreme: Court of the 
United States, to support the Constitution of the 
United States, and faithfally to discharge the du- 
ties of their respective offices; which said oaths, 
when so taken, shall be certified by the per- 
son by whom the same shall have been taken, 
and such certificates shall be received and re- 
corded by the said secretary among the execu- 
tive proceedings; and the chief’ justice and as- 
sociate justices, and all other civil officers in said 


| Territory, before they act as such, shall take 


a like oath or affirmation, before the said gov- 
ernor or secretary, or some judge or justice of the 


‘i peace of the Territory, who may be daly coms 


missioned and qualified, which said oath or affirma- 
tion shall be certified and transmitted, by the per- 
son taking the same, to the secretary, to be by him 
recorded as aforesaid; and afterwards, the like oath 
or affirmation shall be taken, certified, and record- 
ed, in such manner and form as may be prescribed 
by law. The governor shall receive an annual 
salary of fifteen hundred dollars as governor, and 
one thousand dollars as superintendent of Indian 
affairs. The chief justice and associate justices 
shall each receive an annual salary of eighteen 
hundred dollars, The secretary shall receive an 
annual salary of eighteen hundred dollars. The 
said salaries shall be paid quarter-yearly, at the 
Treasury of the United States. The members of 


: the legislative assembly shall be entitled to receive 


three dollars each per day during their attendance 
at the sessions thereof, and three dollars each for 
twenty miles travel, in going to and returning from 
the said sessions, estimated according to the nearest 
usually traveled route. There shali be appropri- 
ated annually the sum of one thousand dollars, to 
be expended by the governor to defray the con- 
tingent expenses of the Territory. There shall 
also be appropriated, annually, a sufficient sum, to 
be expended by the secretary of the Territory, 
and upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States to dafrry 
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the expenses of the legislative assembly, the print- 
` ing of the laws, and other incidental expenses; and 

the secretary of the Territory shall annually ac- 

count to the secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States for the manner in which the afore- 
said sum shall have been expended. 

Sec. 29. And beit further enacted, That the le- 
gislative assembly of the Territory of Utah shall 
hold its first session at such time and place in said 
Territory as the governor thereof shall appoint and, 
direct; and at said first session, or as soon thereaf- 
ter as they shall deem expedient, the governor and 
legislative assembly shall proceed to locate and es-. 
tablish the seat of government for said Territory, 
at such place as they may deem eligible; which 
place, however, shall thereafter be subject to be 
changed by thesaid governor and legislative assem- 

y. 

Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That a dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve during each Congress of the United 
States, may be elected by the voters qualified to 
elect members of the legislative assembly, who 
shall be entitled to the same rights and priviliges as 
are exercised and enjoyed by the delegates from 
the several other Territories of the United States 
to the said House of Representatives. The first 
election shall be held at such time and places, and 
be conducted in such manner, as the governor 
shall appoint or direct; and at all subsequent elec- 
tions, the times, places, and manner of holding the 
elections shall be prescribed by law. The. person 
having the greatest number of votes shall be de- 
clared by the governor to be duly elected, and a 
certificate thereof shall be given accordingly: Pro- 
vided, That said delegate shall receive no higher 
sum for mileage than is allowed by law to the dele- 
gate from Oregon. 

Sec. 31. dnd be it further enacted, That when 
the lands in the said Territory shall be surveyed 
under the direction of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, preparatory to bringing the same into 
market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six 


in each township in said Territory shall be, and | 


same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being 
applied to schools in said Territory, and in the 
States and Territories hereafter to be erected out 
of the same, 

Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That tempo- 
rarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the 
governor of said Territory may define the judicial 
districts of said Territory, and assign the judges 
who may be appointed for said Territory to the 
several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties or | 
subdivisions in each of said judicial districts, by 
proclamation to be issued by him; but the legisla- 
live assembly, at their first or any subsequent ses- 
sion, may organize, alter, or modify such judicial 
districts, and assign the judges, and alter the times 
and places of holding the courts, as to them shall 
seem proper and convenient. 

Sec. 33. And be it further enacted, That the 
Constitution and laws of the United States are 
hereby extended over and declared to be in force 
in said Territory of Utah, so faras the same, or 
any provision thereof, may be applicable. 

‘The Clerk commenced to read the amendment— 

. Mr. BURT interposed, and inquired if it was in | 
order now to move to commit the bill to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky (Mr..Boyp] has been recognized, and is en- | 
tided to the floor; ‘and the gentleman has offered 
an amendment. It will not be in‘order for the gen- 


tleman to submit the motion to refer the bill until | 


the gentleman from Kentucky has yielded the 
floor, The amendment will be reported to the 
House. : 
The Clerk again proceeded with the reading. 
Mr. DUER (interposing) was understood to say 


with its reading? 
The SPEAKER said, the reading might be dis- 


pensed with by general consent. f 


Objections were made. i 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked that order 


be preserved, so that members in his part of the 
House could hear what was doing. 

The Clerk then resumed and continued the 
reading for some time. 

Mr. MEADE interposed, and rose to a question 
of order, He made the point that the amendment 


was not germane to the bill, and therefore not in 
order. - $ : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
point of order raised by the gentleman, if he de- 
sires it, before the remainder of the amendment is 
read. 

Mr. MEADE. I desire that the point of orde 
shall be decided now. - 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
requested the gentleman from Virginia to state his 
point of order. 

Mr. MEADE. My point of order is, that this 
amendment is not pertinent to the bill, and there- 
fore not in order under the 55th rute of the House, 
which I ask shall be read: 

«No motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. No bilt or resolution shall, at any time, be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 

Mr. MEADE submitted that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky came 
within this rale, and was, therefore, out of order. 
He also made the point, that it was out of order on 
the furtherground, that the proposition now offered 
as an amendment was pending asa bill before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia submits, as a pointof order, that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky is not in 
order, on two grounds: first, that it is not germane 
to the bill under consideration, and therefore not 
admissible under the fifty-fifth rule; and second, 
that it is composed of propositions contained in 
other bills pending before the House. The Chair is 
of opinion that the bill from the Senate under con- 
sideration brings before the House the question of 
the territory acquired by us from Mexico, and that 
all propositions affecting that territory—proposing 
to dispose of it, or to provide for it—are germane 
to the bill, and are in order as amendments. 

With regard to the second ground made by the 
gentleman from Virginia, the Chair understands 
the gentleman from Kentucky to state that. the 
amendment is not the same in all its provisions as 
the bills which have come from the Senate. That 
being the case, thongh it includes the same pro- 
visions to a very great extent, it does not come 
within the rule, but is in order. 

Mr. BOYD. If the House will allow me, I 
will state the fact that the bills sent from the Sen- 
ate for the establishment of territorial governments 
over New Mexico and also over Utah, each con- 
tain a provision for a library and for public build- 
ings, which provision in each case I have stricken 
out. The amendment which I offer is not, there- 
fore, the bill of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, for the reasons 
which he has given, overrules the point of order 
proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move, if it is in order, an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. = 

Mr. SCHENCK. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair; and on that question I ask 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

And the question being, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. ASHE requested that the point of order 
and the decision be stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
has submitted, as a point of order, that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky is 
not in order, upon two grounds, viz: that it is not 
germane to the bill, and that it contains provisions 
similar to those of bills pending before the House. 
The Chair overrules both points of order. 

Mr. VINTON. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. I wish to know 


| whetber the boundary of thi dment 
that he supposed the amendment was a Senate bill, || ipa yor this amendment ofthe 


and to ask if it would not be in order to dispense | 


gentleman does not extend into the territory of 
California? 

Mr. BOYD. No; it does not. 

Mr. THOMPSON. | object to all. this conver- 
sation. 
_ The SPEAKER said that conversation was not 
in order. 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, he wished to say a few 
words upon the appeal. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman was not in 
order, as the Clerk had commenced the call of the 
roll, and a gentleman had answered to his name. 


Mr. SCHENCK said he had risen five minutes 
ago, and had addressed the Chair before the calt 
was commenced. 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman had 
not been recognized by the Chair until the call had 
commenced. The Chair hoped, however, there 
would be no objection to the gentleman proceeding. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SCHENCK, Will it be in order for me to 
call for the reading of the titles of these two bills 
which are now offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky as an amendment to the bill now before 
the House. } 

The SPEAKER said, the call had commenced, 
and the gentleman could not have what he desired 
read, any more than he could speak to the appeal, 
unless unanimous consent were given. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. SCHENCK resumed his scat reluctantly— 
warning gentlemen that if they undertook this 
system of choking members down, they might de- 
feat the very objects- they had in view. 

The question, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was taken, 
and resulted—yeas 123, nays 83; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashumn, 
Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowden, Bowie, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, 
Burt, Chester Butler, E. C.Cabell, George A. Caldweh Joseph 
P. Caldwetl, Casey, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, Dunham, Edmumison, 
Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, 
Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grinnell. Hall, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Hampton, Haralson. Harlan, Isham G. Barris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Billiard, Hoagland, 
Holmes, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L, Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, Leffler, Little- 
field, Job Mann. Marshall, Mason, McCternand, McDonald, 
McDowell. MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis E 
McLean, McMullen, McQueen, Me Willie, Meacham, Milt- 
son, Morehead. Morse, Morton, Orr, Ontlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peastee, Phoenix, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Rose, Ross, Sav- 
age, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P, Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompzon, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tharman, Toombs, 
Venable, Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wildrick, 
Wittiams, Wilson, and Young—i23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Baker, Bennett, 
Bingham, Booth, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Clarke. Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Disney, Dixon, 
Doty. Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Freedley. Giddings, Gott. Gould, Halloway, Hay, Hebard, 
Henry, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Hor- 
ace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Meade, 
Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Peck, Pitman, 
Putnam, Reynolds, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermertiom, Schooleraft;~ 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stetson, Sweetser, Tuck, Un- 
derhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, 


| Whittlesey, Wilmot, Wood, and Woodward—83. 


So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by 
the House; and the amendment of Mr. Boro was 
ruled to be in order. 

The Clerk then proceeded with the reading of 
the amendment. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. INGE interposed and, remarking that it 
would take some time to complete the reading, 
moved that the House adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the amend- 
ment has been insisted upon and must be com- 
pleted. It cannot be interrupted by a motion to 
adjourn, 

The reading was resumed. 

Mr. BOYD resumed the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN requested the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Boyn] to yield the floor, to 
enable him (Mr. C.) to have an amendment read 
which he desired to propose to the amendment. 

The intended amendment isas follows: 

And be it further enacted, Thatall that portion of territo- 
ry acquired from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalzo, bounded as follows: By a line commencing in the 
Pacific ocean, on the parallel of 36° north latitude, three 
miles from the main land, running thence due east till 
itstrikes the Sierra Nevada, thence eastwardly and north- 
wardly with the crest of said mountain range untilit strikes 
the parallel of 37° north latitude, thence due east with 
said parallel until it strikes the Sierra Madre, thence 
southerly with the crest of the same until it reaches the 
boundary between the United States and the Republic_of 
Mexico, thence westwardly with said boundary to the Pa- 
cific ocean, thence northwardly with the coast to the be- 
ginning; the whole of the said territory to constitute the 
territory of Colorado ; and that the government of said ter- 
ritory shall in all respects be similar to that provided for 
the territory of New Mexico by the accompanying provis- 
ions of this hill. 

Mr. BOYD. Ido not know what the amend- 
ment is, and [ cannot yield the floor. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I appeal to 


the gentleman from Kentucky to yield the floor. 
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{ 
These biils have never been printed. There is a | 
general disposition to adjourn, and I hope that the 
gentleman, retaining his right to the floor, will so 
far yield it as to allow that the bills shall be 
printed, that we may know what they are. 
Mr. MEADE. Irise to a question of order. 
Mr. BOYD. Ido not yield the floor. f 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Meane] rises to a question of order. 
The gentleman is entitled to the floor for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. MEADE. I move to amend the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BOYD. I do not yield the floor for that |; 
urpose. That is not a point of order. i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia | 

will state what his point of order is. 

Mr. MEADE. It is this: Does not a motion 
to amend the first section of the bill take prece- į 
dence over the amendment of the gentleman from | 
Kentucky? [Mr. Borp.] 

Mr. BOYD. f object 
The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- : 

man from Virginia [Mr. Maps] cannot claim the 
floor on an amendment whilst an amendment is | 
pending on which another gentleman is entitled to |; 
it. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from i 
Kentucky. and he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MEADE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the 
gentleman from Virginia is not entitled to the floor, 
and that the gentleman from Kentucky is entitled i 
toit, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky to yield the floor—to offer an amend- | 
ment. 


The intended amendment is as follows, viz: i 
ef Bill to admit California as a Stale into the Union. | 

Whereas the people of California have presented | 
a constitution, and asked admission into the Union, i 
which constitution was submitted to Congress by |: 
the President of the United States by message, 
dated February 13, 1850, and which, on duc ex- | 
amination, is found to be republican in its form of | 
government: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- ` 
atives of the United States of America in Congress |: 
assembled, That the State of California shall be | 
one, and is hereby declared to be one, of the Uni- i 
ted States of America, and admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That until the | 
Representatives in Congress shall be apportioned 
according to an actual enumeration of the inhabit- 
ants of the United States, the State of California 
shall be entitled to two Representatives in Con- | 
Tress. i 
$ Sec, 3. Andbe it further enacted, That the said i 
State of California is admitted into the Union upon | 
the express condition that the people of said State, | 
through their Legislature or otherwise, shall never | 
interfere with the primary disposal of the public | 
Jands within its limits, and shall pass nolaw, and do H 
no act whereby the title of the United States to, ant 
right to dispose of the same, shall be impaired o 
questioned; and they shall never Jay any tax or as- | 
sessment of any description whatsoever upon the | 
public domain ofthe United States, and in no case | 
shall non-resident proprietors, who are citizens of | 
the United States, be taxed higher than residents; ; 
and that all the navigable waters within the said | 
State shail be common highways, and forever free, | 
as well to the inhabitants oftsaid State as to the || 

| 


citizens of the United States, without any tax, im- |! 
therefor: Provided, That nothing | 
herein contained shali be construed as recogniz- | 
ing or rejecting the propositions tendered by the |} 
people of California as articles of compact in the 
ordinance adopted by the convention which formed | 
the constitution of that State. i} 
Mr. BOYD. ï reply to the gentleman from | 
INinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] as I did to the gentle- i| 
mai from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuscmay.] I|] 
cannot yield. | 
The SPEA 


i 
ield. 
7 Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the House ad- 


| 
journ. 
Mr. VENABLE. 
fragments of the 0 U 
in the Senate, collected with perseverance, 


polished up with grape-vines, hickory withes, and | 


posi, or duty, 


KER. The gentleman refuses to 


| county, New York, pray 
| of 1846. 


old plough gear; and as many doubt whether 
the wheels will bear weight or the team pull, I 
think we ought to adjourn, to have time to examine 
the vehicle. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make 
the motion, not having the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the floor. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyn] has yielded 
it to me for this motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky yield the floor for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BOYD. Iwill yield, in order to test the 
sense of the House whether it will adjourn or 
not. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I urgently 
appeal to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Wixtrams] to waive the motion, that the bills 
may be ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the 
bill may be ordered to be printed. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. And the 


‘| amendment. 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment also. But the Chair must distinctly 


i understand whether there is objection or not. 


Objection was made. 
Mr. FOWLER addressed a remark orinquiry to 


i! the Chair. of which nothing was heard; and 


Mr. GENTRY, at the same time, asked that 
members might be required to take their seats. 

The question was stated to be on the motion that 
the House adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Mc Wiru and 
Mr. Tuck were appointed. 

Mr. STANLY, (to the Speaker.) If this House 
should now adjourn, in what condition would this 
bill be left? s 

The SPEAKER. Jf the House should now 
adjourn, the bill will ome up as the unfinished 
business on the Speaker’s table, and the first busi- 
ness in order when the House shall again proceed 


' to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
| table. 


The question was then taken, and the vote stood 


i —ayes 109, noes 29. 


So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


‘| sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
| priate committees: 


By Mr. DUER: Two petitions of citizens of Madison 


ing for a modification of the tariff 
By Mr. BOWIE: The petition of Washington Bonifant, 
Dr. Washington Duvall,and 92 others, citizens of Mant- 
gomery connty, praying for the construction of a plank 
road from the city of Washington to the Montgomery county 
line, 
By 
and others, ¢ 


Mr. POTTER: Two memorials from D. B. Smith, 
itizens of Toledo, Ohio, asking Congress to 


| pass some law for the better security of life on steamboats. 


IN SENATE, 
Weonespay, Avgust 28, 1850. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of Rob- 
ert Grant, asking that an appropriation may be 
made for the purpose of testing the merits of the 
calcium light, invented by him for the use of light- 
houses; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memarial of 
Joseph R. Pirson, asking that his patent condenser 
for supplying the boilers of marine engines with 
fresh water may be adopted for the use of the 
navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of citizens of 
Hillsborough, in the State of Indiana, asking the 
adoption of measures for encouraging the emigra- 
tion of the African race to Africa; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the me- 
morial of the President and Directors of the 
Georgetown College, asking that certain real estate 
may be exempted from the corporate limits of 
Georgetown, reported a bill to amend an act entl- 
ded An act to alter the corporate limits of 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia;’? which 
was read and ordered to a second reading, 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to grant to 
the State of Missouri the right of way and a por- 


\ 


| offered by the Se 


tion of the public lands for the purpose of aiding 
in making a railroad from St. Louis to the western 
limits of said State, with an eastern extension to 
Cincinnati and Louisville, through Hlinois, Indi- 
ana, and Ohio, reported back the same with an 
amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
the chiefs and warriors of the friendly Creeks, for 
indemnity for losses sustained during the war of 
1814, submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 4 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Mary Jernigan, asking indemnity for property 
taken by the Indians in Florida, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 


same; which was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill making appropriation for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1851, and for other per- 
poses, was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 
establish certain post-roads in the United States 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred ta the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

BILLS PASSED. ; 

The following bills were severally read a third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of the Orange and Alex- 


| andria Railroad Company. 


The bill for the relief of John Devlin. 
WAR BOUNTIES. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Atan early part of the 
session I introduced a resolution for the payment 
of war bounty scrip, and | have learned at the 
War Department that some of them have been 
paid without interest, which the department will 
not pay without authority by further legislation. 
I therefore rive notice that I ‘shall ask leave to in- 
troduce a bill for that purpose. 

SURVEY OF THE RIO GRANDE. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tions on the table; and the following, which was 
submitted by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, yester- 
day, came up in its order: 

Resolved, That 1,500 additional copies of the message of 
the President of the 17th of July tast, communicating, in 
compliance with the resolution of the Senate, a report of 
Lieutenant Webster, of a survey of the Gulf coast of the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, togetber with the supplemental 
report communicated the 26th instant, be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senate have 
ordered the printing of this document, and it is 
for the Senate to decide whether they will print 
extra copies ornot. If they intend to do so, they 
had better order them at once, so that the printers 
may not have to reset the type. I will also say 
that this is a topographical survey of the lower 
Rio Grande. If it had been submitted to the 
Senate last year { think it would have saved them 
from a very great blander, which they made in 
the establishment of a custom-house. I consider 
it very valuable to the Senate and the country. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ELECTRO-MAGNETIS™M. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Benton on the 19th instant, was considered and 
agreed to: 


« Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


report to the Scuaie the results of the experiments in elec- 
tro-magnetism as a motive power, authorized to be made by 
Professor Page under an appropriation of the last session of 
Congress, and under the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Navy.” 
MAP OF NEW MEXICO AND TEXAS. 

The resolution which was heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Rysk for purchasing a certain number of 
copies of Disturnel’s map of New Mexico, &., 
which accompanied the treaty with Mexico, was 
next taken up. 

On the motion of Mr. BENTO 
on the table. 

ADMISSION TO THE SENATE. 

The following report, submitted by Mr. Have, 
from the select committee on the rules, came up 
for consideration: 


«The Committee to whom was referred the resolution 
nator from New Hampshire, and the 
Senator from North Carolina, 
sat the Senate regula- 
Having had that 


N, it was laid 


amendment thereto by the 
relative to an amendment of the rule 
ting admissions to the floor of the Senate, 
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subject under consideration, report the following addition 
to the 47th rule, viz: 

Blank tickets, equal to the number of the Senators for 
the time being, shall be prepared, and one ticket may be is- 
sued under the direction of the Vice President, by such 
officer as he may designate, to each Senator at his request, 
on which ticket his name shati be indorsed, and which ticket 
shall entitle the person to whom it may be delivered to ad- 
mission on the floor of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the report was 
laid on the table. 

THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Doveras, the 27th July, came up for considera- 
tion: 

$¢ Resolved, That the following he and the same is adapted 
as a standing rule of the Senate:. That the ¢ previous 
question? shall he admitted when demanded by a majority 
of the members of the Senate present, and its effects shall 
be to put an end to all debate, and bring the Senate to a di- 
rect vote, first, upon a motion to commit, if such motion 
shall have been made; and, if this motion does not prevail, 
then, second, upon amendments reported by a committec, 
if any; then, third, upon pending amendments; and, finally, 
where such questions shall have been decided, or where 
none shall have been offered, or where none may be pend- 
ing, then it shall be ypon the main qnestion, or questions 
Jeading directly to a final decision of the subject-matter 
pending before the Senate. On a motion for the previous 
question, and prior to the seconding of the same, a call of 
the Senate shall be in order; but after a majority shall have 
seconded sneh a motion, no eall shali be in order prior toa 
decision of the main question. On a previous question 
there shall be no debate. All incidental questions of order 
arising after a motion shall have been made for the previous 
question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, 
whether on appeal or otherwise, without debate ” 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the resolution 
was laid on the table. 

The following resolutions submitted by Mr. 
Wanker, the 18th June, came up for considera- 
tion: 

£ Resolved, That no penal law of a foreign country for 
alleged political offences can or ought to he enforced, directly 
or indirectly, within the United States; and that it is the 
duty of the Executive of this Government to protect citi- 
zens of the United States against any attempt of foreign 
Powers or their diplomatic representatives to interfere with 
the private pursnits, rights, or privileges of such citizens, for 
the purpose of visiting upon them the effects of such for- 
eign penal laws. 

“c Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 
municate the foregoing resolution to the diplomatic agents 
of all foreign Powers having such agents accredited to this 
Government; and that he be also directed to inform his 
Majesty the Emperor of Russia that this Goverament disap- 
proves of the attempt of the honorable Alexander de Bo- 
disco, to supersede the authority of Gaspard Tochman, Exq., 
attorney and counsellor-atjaw, under the employment of 
the heirs of General Thaddeus Kosciusko.” 


On motion by Mr. BRADBORY, the resolutions 

were laid on the table. 
APPOINTMENT OF A POLICE OFFICER. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Turney, the 31st July, came up for consideration: | 

“ Resolved, ‘Chat the President of the Senate appoint a 
police officer to attend to the Senate and that portion of the 
building in its occupancy, to perform such duties as he shall 
direct; and that he receive for his services the same amount 
of compensation as is allowed and paid the principal police 
of the Capitol.” 


On motion by Mr. TURNEY, the resolution 
was laid on the table. 
LINES OF STEAMSHIPS. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Davis, of Massachusetts, on the 13th instant, 
was taken up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General he instructed to 
communicate to the Senate such information as he pos- 
sesses in regard to the several lines of ocean steamers in 
the mail service of the United States, in the following par- 
ticulars: > 

‘ First. Has each tine fulfilled the contract entered into 
with the United States; if not, in what does the delinguen- 
ey consist? 

“ Second. How many ships are in the serv 
and how many does each contract require? 

& Third. How much money has been paid to each line 
under what laws, and at what times, and how much remains 
to be paid? 

tc Fourth. What is the aggregate of postage which has 
been derived to the Government from each line, and what 
is the annual amount realized from each ? i 

c: Fifth, Have the mails been regularly and safely trans- | 
ported and delivered, according to the requirements of the | 
law and the instructions of the departinent? >? { 


ice in each tine, 


| furnished to the Senate from other sources. 


if 
that be so, I shall be satisfied, if it only comes to 
us in a form to enable'us to see it and clearly to 
understand it. The Senator from New York, 1 
believe, expects that this information will come in 
some manner through the Post Office Committee. 
If, however, the information is prepared for other 


| purposes, it will be very little trouble to furnish it 


directly to the Senate, and I am inclined to think 
; that it is best that it should come before us in that 
form. The information adverted to by the Sena- 
tor from New York does not embrace one of the 
lines. My desire is io embrace all the lines, and 
that the Senate may know whether the contracts 
have been executed, how many ships have been 
put upon each line, the annual expenditure, and 
the amount of money which has been paid up to 
this time. If I can obtain that information, it is 
all I care for. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I’know of no earthly ob- 
jection to the information being obtained, unless 
we have it already, as l suppose we have, and 
therefore I called the attention of the Senator from 
! Massachusetts to it. The only suggestion I made 
in regard to this resolution, when it was offered, 
was the usual one, that it lie over one day under the 


der examination. The resolution having, how- 
ever, now come up in regular order, I shall by no 
means object to its adoption, if the mover desires 
it. 
municated to the House, in answer to a resolution, 
in March last, as I think, covers the whole subject, 


lines in that direction. 
with considerable labor, and embodies much of 
detailed information; and, as that officer informs 
us, contains all the knowledge he has upon the 
subject. The resolution of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana embraces a much wider range, and was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads in May last. Perhaps they strictly 
cover the Bremen line, although it comes within 
i the scope of the inquiry before the Post Office 
Committee; and besides, as to that line, the law, 
the contract, and the annual reports of the depart- 
ments, all before us, show all that the departments 
know upon the subject. The Postmaster General, 
it is true, can duplicate the information he has al- 
ready given to the House, and send us what we 
already have, and more if he has it, without a 
great deal of trouble. My suggestion was merely 
that it would be unnecessary to impose that labor 
upon the Department, and increase the expense of 
the Government, and unnecessarily multiply docu- 
ments, without additional information. As, how- 
ever, the mover of the resolution seems to think 
we may gain something by its passage, let it, by 
all means, be adopted. 

Mr. UPHAM. 
this character is now pending before the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, which was 
introduced by the Senator from Louisiana. I have 
understood the chairman of that committee to say 
that he had collected the facts in the case, and that 
he was about to make a report and give the infor- 


{Mr. Downs ] 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. The difference 
is this: The resolutionof the Senator from Louisi- 


Mr. DICKINSON. I call the attention of the | 
Senator from Massachusetts to this resolution. i 

Mr, DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I think the 
information which is asked for in this resolution is | 
very desirable to the Senate, and indeed is neces- | 
sary to enable them to act with intelligence upon | 
subjects which must necessarily be presented to | 
them when the appropriation bill comes up. The | 
Senator from New York, I believe, does not object | 
to this view of the subject. He concurs with me | 


j 
| 
i 
ł 


in it, but he thinks that this information will be 


gone on to the table by 


| some arrangementor other for that purpose. As 
| have no such intention, and as 1 presume no other 
; gentleman has, I prefer that the resolution should 
pass. 
Mr. DICKINSON, I certainly have not the 
| least objection to it in the world. 
| Mr. DOWNS. As has been stated by several 
| Senators, I introduced some months ago a resolu- 
| tion similar to the one submitted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I was not aware that the 


| rule, in the belief that we had substantially all that | 
itasked for before us and before a committee un- | 


The information the Postmaster General com- | 


so far as regards the Chagres, Pacific, and other | 
It is a document got up | 


mation required by the Senator from Lousiana, | 


I believe that a resolution of |} 
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be in effect applying the previous question to one 
part of the proposition, and not to the other. 


i 
| 
H 
i 
| 
i 


Bremen line was omitted, though it is likely that 
it may have been. At the suggestion of several 
Senators at the time, I thought it best to modify 
the resolution so as to refer it to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, instead of calling on the Post Office 
Department for the information required; but, as £ 


| think it important that we should have it speedily, 


unless I am assured by the chairman of the Naval 
Committee that we shall have an early report on 
the subject, I shall vote to call on the department. 
Itis important that we should have the information 
at once, in view of the faet that we shall probably 
soon have the appropriation bill before us. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think it better 
to let the information come directly before the 
Senate. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator from Louisiana 
has misunderstood the reference of his resolution. 
It never came before the Naval Committee; it wag 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DOWNS. [beg pardon; I thought it was 
the Naval Committee. The chairmanof the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office, I perceive, is not here 
this morning. 

The resolution was adopted. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDENT announced the next resolu- 
tion in order to be that which was offered by Mr. 
Unperwoop on the 22d instant, for the amend- 
ment of the rules of the Senate, as follows: 

“Resolved, As an amendment to the rules, that a motion 
may be made to lay any proposition to amend a bill or reso~ 
tion upon the table, and if it prevail, the proposed amend- 
ment shall he Jaid on the table, but the bill or resolution 
shall not go with it? 

Mr. BRADBURY. .I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment, to allow me 
to say half a dozen words, 

Mr. BRADBURY. [I will do so, if the Senator 
will renew the motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI will do it, but I shalt 
vote against it, the floor being obtained by me on 
a condition of that sort. The effect of that amend- 
ment will be to enable us to get clear of long de- 
bates upon amendments to a bill or original reso- 
lution. It will have something of the effect of the 
previous question, though not wholly the same. 


| It will separate the amendment from the original 


resolution, and it will be a great time-saver, and I 
hope the Senate will adopt it. 

I now renew the motion of the Senator to lay 
the resolution on the table, but {I hope the Senate 
will vote against it. 

The question was taken on laying the resolution 
on the table, and there were ayes 13, noes 18. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is an important innova- 
tion upon our rules. 

Mr. BUTLER, (in his seat.) Very important. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me itis going to 
a very great length in departing from previous 
usages and practices in the Senate, in relation to 
this matter. It will have the effect of abridging 
debate to a great and alarming extent, as itappears 
to me; and not only that, but it will be ia:practica- 
ble. Ihave always found that a departure from 
old parliamentary law has involved us in difi- 
culty. What is this proposition? It is, that we 


$ should lay an amendment on the table and thus 


separate it from the bill to which it applies, and in 
onnection with which it is considered. This will 


I 
feel sure that this is the first time such a pratice 
was ever attempted, and that under such a rule we 
shall find very serious inconveniences. This mat- 
ter of proposing amendments to a bill is often one 
of the ways of testing and arguing a proposition, 
by bringing them into competition with each other, 
and forcing comparisons between the original bill* 
and the amendment. You will, by adopting this 
rale, say that he who offers the original bill or 
resolution may debate itas long as he chooses, 
while he who offers the amendment that comes in 
competition with it,and those who may agree with 
him, shall not enjoy the same privilege in relation 
to their proposition. This will be giving an op- 
portunity to argue a proposition on one side and 
not on the other, and thus the right of debate will 
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be denied to the minority while the majority may 
enjoy itas long as they please. I think we had 
better have the previous question at once than 
such a rule*as this, for the previous question would 
stop the debate on both sides, and thus be fairer 
in its operation. We have got along very well 
with our present rule. Sometimes we may have 
tedious debates and abuses of the privileges en- 
joyed under the present rule, but I think it is far 
better to suffer these than to have the previous 
question applied. 1 believe these debates do much 
more good than harm. They tend to satisfy the 
country with regard to the action of parties here; 
and it will always afford some satisfaction to the 
minority to have had the right of speech, and they 
will be far more content to be beaten if their views 
can be previously fully given. I think it will be 
better to adhere to the present rule than to depart 
from one under which we have succeeded so fully, 
and practiced so happily heretofore. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not expect to de- 
bate this question, but I must be permitted to make 
a few remarks in reply. This rule will not pro- 
hibit any gentleman, offering an amendment, from 
debating his proposition to amend. Whenever a 
bill or resolution is pending, and any one wishes 
to amend it, he obtains the floor to make his mo- 
tion to amend, and he can be heard. 
well as the rules of the Senate, gives him the fullest 
latitude in being heard when he makes his propo- 
sition. After he shall have been heard as the 
mover of the amendment, I want to place it in the 
discretion of the Senate then to get clear of the 
amendment, if it pleases to do so. If the major- 
ity consider the proposition of such importance 
that they desire to entertain it for debate, they will 
not, if the motion is made, lay it on the table. 
You place the amendment in that way, after the 
mover has been heard, within the power of the 
majority of the Senate. We know the usage and 
the rules of courtesy which prevail here; and if 
a gentleman shall be desirous of debating that 
amendment, the ordinary degree of courtesy will 
be extended to him. Every member of the Senate 
may expect such courtesy. But my proposition 
will have this effect: It will cut off the amendment 
from the main proposition, which was originally 
introduced. To that extent I think it will havea 
most beneficial effect. 

With reference to one idea suggested by the 
Senator from Virginia, that everything ought to be 
debated for the information of the country, and 
that we cannot consume too much time in debate, 
I beg leave to differ with him. An idea has been 
occasionally suggested here, that the less we do 
the better, and the more we talk for the purpose of 
preventing action, the better. l am against all 
propositions of that sort. I think that the more 
we do the better, if we do it rightly, and the less 
we do the better, if we are to act improperly and 
erroneously. The idea thatit is better to consume 
time in debate than in action, seems to be based 
upon the concession that everything we do is 
mostly wrong. If it has come to this, that the ac- 
tion of the Senate of the United States is more 
often wrong than right, it may be better to spend 
the time in debate instead of action. I think that 
the more we. do the better it is for the country. 
This proposition does not prevent the Senate from 
acting correctly on every proposition which is sub- 
mitted, and the only effect it can possibly have, 
will be to separate the amendment from the origi- 
pal bill, when the majority may think it ought not 
to be added to the bill. The only effect will be to 
separate them, and allow the amendment to go 
upon the table, and not carry the original resolu- 
tion or bill with it according to the old parliament- 
ary practice. 

Mr. FOOTE. Thave no idea, Mr. President, 
of debating this question at any length, but I must 
say this, that I have long been impressed with the 
great inconvenience arising from this rule. I never 
have heard any good reason given for permitting 
an improper amendment—one which is obviously 
improper and impolitic—when virtually rejected 
by being laid upon the table, to drag after it a 
meritorious bill. Bat I do know that amendments 
of this kind have often been offered in this body, 
and have interrupted the progress or endangered 
the passage of useful measures. If I thought 
that a modification of this rule would produce 
that unhappy effect to which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Howrer] has referred— 
in other words, that honorable members of this 


Courtesy, as | 


body would feel inclined to act with less courtesy 
and patriotism than has been heretofore man- 
ifested, I should be inclined to oppose the mod- 
ification at present urged. I hail the idea which 
has been suggested by the honorable Senator from 
Virginia that it is desirable to promote concord 
and harmony. I hail it as a token of better times 
hereafter. [am rejoiced to hear that language 
coming from that honorable Senator; for I regard 
it, in coming from him, as being most significant. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I have great distrust as to 
the propriety of invading any old parliamentary 
custom which has been practiced so long. There 
may be instances when it is desirable, for the sake 
of promoting the public interest, to get rid of de- 
bate; but those instances, I think, are very rare 
indeed in their occurrence. In my judgment, so 
far from restricting or condemning full debate, we 
ought, as a general rule, rather to encourage it. 
Freedom of discussion is the great safety-valve of 
our institutions, and doubtless saves us from the 
commission of many an error. Many questions 
are brought before us here which, when first in- 
troduced, we do not understand, and in order that 
we may understand them we are led into research; 
and thus the mind of this body not only becomes 
enlightened, but that of the publicalso. Anxious 
as I sometimes am to see matters acted upon 
speedily, I am still unwilling to see the whole par- 
liamentary practice of the world overturned for 
the purpose of obtaining the end proposed. I 
shall therefore vote against this proposition in any 
form. 

Mr. FOOTE. I entirely concur in the views 
which have been so cogently urged by the honor- 
able Senator from New York; but I am not so 
averse as he seems to be to the modification of 
those rules of order which have been applied to 
the proceedings of this body. 1 take it for granted 
that these rules are not perfect, and that in many 
cases no great mischief will arise, where good rea- 
sons can be given for laying an amendment upon 
the table, in consequence of a modification of this 
rule. The honorable Senator from New York is 
wrong if he supposes that this is an attempt to 
revolutionize the whole character of our rules, and 
to act in opposition to the whole history of parlia- 
mentary proceedings from the foundation of the 
world to the present time. It is merely to put an 
end to one of our rules which has had an injurious 
effect, so that we may be the better able to pre- 
serve the rest. The Scriptures emphatically re- 
commend that if our right arm offend us we must 
cut it off, or that if our eye offend us, we must 
pluck it out. And thus, according to that good 
maxim, it is better to save the whole system alive 
by reforming our rule in that particular, than, by 
adhering to that rule, to permit the whole system 
to perish. It is objected that such an amendment 
of the rule would produce inconvenience in prac- 
tice. I do not think so. As to freedom of debate, 
I am as warm an advocate for it as either the Sen- 
ator from New York or the Senator from Virginia 
can be. I believe that all the advantages alluded 
to by the honorable Senator from New York are 
from time to time obtained, so far as the debates 
in the House of Representatives are concerned, 
where they have the previous question. J am not 
for limiting debate—not by any means; and this 
modification will not limit it. We shall still have 
an opportunity of discussing in a most extended 
manner the main proposition; while all those 
amendments which may be of such a nature as to 
do injustice to the main proposition can be laid 
upon the table. ee 

Taking this view of the matter, and believing, as 
1 do, that the adoption of this modification will 
tend to make our debates more useful, and efficient, 
and instructive to the public, I am decidedly in fa- 
vor of the motion of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. Ido not think that it approximates to 
the previous question. I think the two proposi- 
tions are wholly different from each other, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot vote for this propo- 
sition, for the reason that it. does not approximate 
to the previous question. This proposition, as 
was justly observed by the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Huxver,] would enable the Senate 
to debate one side of a question without debating 
the other side. A gentleman could offer an amend- 
ment and make a speech upon it; and then a mo- 
tion to lay the amendment on the table may be 
carried, and thus preclude any answer from being 
given to such speech, although it may be one 


which it is of importance should be answered. 
Thus, then, clearly, under thé rule thus modified, 
you can debate one side of a question and not the 
other. If you adopt the previous question it will 
then be in the power of the Senate to bring a de- 
bate toa conclusion whenever it may be desirous 
todoso. With the well-known courtesy and lib- 
erality prevailing in this body, we may be well 
assured that a call for the previous question will 
not be sustained until the body had become tired 
of the debate; and that, I think, Senators will gen- 
erally agree would not be until the subject was 
pretty well exhausted. For that reason | would 
much prefer the previous question to this mode of 
laying an amendment on the table. 

Again: should this proposition to modify this 
rule prevail, you will not then be able to stop de- 
bate when you may desire to doso. Ido not see 
that it will remedy the evil which it is designed to 
remedy. It will not enable you to come to a vote 
on the main question when you may wish to do 
so, and for that reason I am unwiiling to vote for 
it. Iam willing to vote for any proposition for 
the adoption of the previous question—not that I 
would often be willing to sustain a call for it; but 
{ desire to see this body having the power of com- 
ing to a vote on any given day that may be indi- 
cated in the future, so that we might make our 
arrangements to have a vote certain on such aday. 
If the Senator from Kentucky will modify his 
proposition so as to embrace the previous question, 
1 witl vote for it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lam not willing to have 
the fate of my proposition decided upon reason- 
ings which, Í think, are susceptible of very plain 
answers. The honorable Senator from illinois 
[Mr. Doveras] proposes to establish the previous 
question as one of the rules of the Senate. That 
proposition has been laid upon the table, We 
have got clear of it; and now the Senator opposes 
my proposition, which would accomplish some of 
the purposes which he seemed to have had in 
view; and he is unwilling to go for it because it 
does not go the whole way. Ín other words, he 
reverses the old adage, and thinks that “half a 
loaf is worse than no bread.” 

Now, what has he urged as a reason against my 
proposition? He alleges that it will allow debate 
on the one side, and curtail or prevent it on’ the 
other. The gentleman has been a member of the 
House of Representatives as well as myself, and 
does he not see that, where the previous question 
does prevail, it is very often a common practice 
for a gentleman to get up and make a speech, and 
conclude that speech with a motion for the pre- 
vious question? And does he not know, too, that 
propositions are sometimes carried by calls of that 
sort? But is it not in the power of the House of 
Representatives, and would it not be in the power 
of the Senate, to prevent a gentleman from making 
his speech and putting a stop to debate, so as to 
prevent his speech from being answered? Cer- 
tainly it would. We all know very well that if 
a gentleman should rise and make a speech which 
was calculated to delude the country, or to proe 
duce an improper impression as to what were the 
general sentiments of the body, gentlemen would 
not call for the previous question; nor would they, 
in such case, tolerate a motion to lay an amend- 
ment upon the table, in pursuance of the rule 
which I propose to establish, until that speech 
should be answered, and the probability of crea- 
ting these evil impressions be thus removed, The 
whole of the gentleman’s argument appears to me 
to go upon the idea that, after hearing a speech 
which may be calculated to mislead or to deceive, 
welack either the ability or the patriousm, or per- 
haps both, to cure an evil of that sort. Why, sir, 
can an argument of that sort prevail? Must we 
not suppose that the intelligence and patriotism of 
the Senate would not permit the country to be 
misled by any improper speech or argument de- 
livered here withoutits receiving a proper answer? 
Certainly; and if the gentleman would only have 
that appreciation which I have, and which I sup- 
pose he has too—for I only suppose that these 
remarks of his were an off-hand shot,in which he 
missed the mark—of the general good sense of 
this body; if he only had that esteem for us, which 
I cannot help thinking he has, he must know that 
we would not permit any one to make an iniproper 
and deceptive argument, which might be calculated 
to produce mischief in the country, without allow- 
ing it to be answered. The only effect of the 
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amendment of the rule, therefore, is to put these 
amendments and the debate upon them within the 
power of this body, when the members of the Sen- 
ate themselves may conceive them to be so irrele- 
vant and improper as not'to be permitted to occupy 
the time and attention of the Senate in their con- 
sideration, That is the object I had in view in 
proposing it; and I do think that if it were adopted 
it would operate beneficially. Atany rate I think 
we might give it a trial. 1 know that there are a 
great many persons who are opposed to all inno- 
vation; but there is a *‘ progress” party who are 
sometimes in favor of innovations, if, by making 
such innovations, we can make any “ progress.” 


But if we are to continue under the old rule of | 


laying upon the table any proposition because an 
amendment to it may be voted to be laid upon the 
table, we shall make no legislative progress. | am 
disposed to try this method in order to see how it 
will operate. I cannot but think that it will pro- 
duce beneficial results. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall very much regret, Mr. 


President, if this resolution should pass. I know 


that a partial majority will always regard anything | 


as an inconvenience that may stand in their way, 
I have no doubt that snch a majority would be 


very willing to remove all the lets and hindrances | 


to our proceedings with a view to obtain their end 
at once, and in the simplest way possible. 
sir, I have great respect for all those inconvenien- 
ces which have been alluded to. 
have a beneficial, a considerative operation. I 
should be truly sorry if, by the adoption of a sys- 
tem of rules merely for the purpose of economi- 
zing time, we should get into the habit of allowing 
measures to pass with too much rapidity. There 
is more danger in celerity of legislation than there 
is in any of the delays to which our rales may 
subject us. These very delays constitute, in a 
great measure, the excellence of our system, and 
distinguish it from monarchical and other arbitrary 
Governments. Here we have two separate Houses 
through which all legislative measures must pass, 
so that the rights of the nation may be guarded. 
And as it regards the administration of justice, we 
have trial by jury, with all its accompanying inci- 
dents, so that the rights of the individual may be 
guarded; a system, itis true, which is almost un- 
intelligible to continental nations, but the value and 
excellence of which we have fully tested. They 
can scarcely understand it. This very complica- 
tion of proceedings constitutes their excellence; 
and thus in requiring a bill to be read three times, 
and in enabling an amendment to control a bill, 
we have one of our greatest securities, If you re- 
move all this apparent complication, what do you 


do? You subject a minority to the arbitrary will : 


of a majority for the time being, because, so far as 
regards any amendment, this rule will operate pre- 
cisely asa call of the previous question. 


perhaps not altogether acceptable to the body. He 
discusses it; and an impatient majority, wishing 
to bring the question to an end, moves that the 
amendment be laid upon the table. No matter 
how important the mover of the amendment may 


regard it; no matter how important the minority | 


may regard it, its importance is not to be devel- 
oped by discussion. I ask gentlemen, then, to 
pause before they adopt this modification. Icon- 


tend that this complication in our rules operates 


weil. It operates so as to delay legislation; toar- 
rest attention; and to prevent that fearful celerity 
to an end which is sometimes obtained without 
due consideration, 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I merely wish to 
say one word, and that is to express the high 
gratification which E feel on finding that we have 
got so able a convert to the new doctrine of 
‘* progress”? as the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Now, Iam inclined to be of the same opinion 
as the Senator from Kentucky. I have no belief 
in this parliamentary law as being the best law in 
the world, or that this nation would be ruined 
without it. There is “ progress” in that law, as 


well as in any other, and [ think we have no | 
right to say that we will not change it because it | 


has been practiced in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate. We should make a rational 


inquiry into the matter, and not avow that we will | 


support the present rule because it has been Jong 
in use. [am not frightened at the idea of innova- 
tion or change in our parliamentary law. The 


But, | 


A gen- | 
tleman may rise and offer an amendment which ig | 


“ progress” to which the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky alludes is as applicable to that law as to 
any other law; and I suppose we have scarcely 
gota stationary Senator upon this floor— so sta- 
tionary as to say that the law never shall be 
changed, or that itis the best law that ever was 
or ever can be continued in operation. : 

Mr. President, | am a friend to freedom of dis- 
cussion; but, at the same time, I must be per- 
mitted to say that I believe that the people of this 
country know a great deal which they have never 
learned from Congress; and I further believe that 
they are fully competent to discuss every question 
that arises here. That is my belief; and if I had 
not that belief, my doubts as to the stability and 
excellence of our institutions would be much 
greater than they now are. That is my opinion 
as to the capabilities of the American people. 
Still, Iam perfectly willing to sustain freedom of 
discussion. 

But I heard the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina just now talk about the celerity of our 
movements, after we have been here nine months 
and done nothing. Why, sir, if that be celerity, 
{ should like to know what slownessis. (Laugh- 
ter.) It is well known that the slowness of our 
movements is a matter of reprobation from one end 
of the country to the other. Do you believe that 
when a matter has been discussed here daily for 


| two or three weeks by minds fully illuminated, we 
All these delays || 


do not understand the subject? Why, sir, many 
of those questions which we have discussed here 
are so well understood that, if Solomon were to 
come down with all his wisdom, he could not sug- 
gest a new idea, or even a new word in which to 
clothe an old one. The subject is exhausted; and 
yet we are to be told that the American people 
do not understand it, and we are to go on discuss- 
ing it. 

Now, | have nothing to do with the mechanical 
part of this business. I do not see how that can af- 
fect the freedom‘of discussion. Here is an amend- 
ment toa bill which, ifa motion to lay that amend- 
menton the table should prevail, carries the bill 
with it. It is proposed so to alter the rule as to ob- 
viate this carrying a bill with an amendment in such 
a case. And it seemsto me that suchan alteration, 
instead of limiting discussion, will promote it. I 
do not see how it is to stop discussion at all. It 
seems to me both natural and proper that, if you 
have a bill under consideration, and have had an 
amendment to it discussed for a certain length of 
time, you should dispose of that amendment, so 
as to allow the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the main question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President,I did not speak 
of celerity having its hazards; but I spoke of de- 
lay having its advantages. And perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Michigan and myself have taken very 
different views of measures which have been sus- 
pended. I may think that itwould have been bet- 
ter for the country if some of the measures which 
have occupied our time had been delayed forever, 
and never had passed. And the Senator from 
Michigan may think it would have been better 
had they passed in a single day, upon a single 
reading, and perhaps without a single speech. 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) I beg pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam for delay when I think 
mischievous measures likely to pass. The Senator, 
not thinking them mischievous, might wish them 
to be passed in a single day. Here is a difference 
of opinion between the Senator and myself. Per- 
haps history will have to decide whether it would 
have been better for us to have legislated quickly, 
or to have dalayed much longer than we have, 
upon some measures to which he has alluded. 

But I had no idea of alluding to those partic- 
ular measures when I spoke of the parliamentary 
principle. The delay in reference to these meas- 
ures has perhaps grown out of the subject rather 
than anything else. I do not suppose that the 
facility which may be effected by this resolution 
will be a very wise counsellor for us. I know 


| that a majority may adopt it very easily. Bat I 


choose to regard every one of those delays inci- 
dent to our legislation as the best security of 
which I can avail myself as belonging toa mi- 
nority. 

Mr. CASS. I merely wish to say a word by 
way of explanation. When I spoke I alluded to 
no particular measures at all. l merely said that 
we were approaching the tenth month of the ses- 
sion, and yet we had done almost nothing. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I move to lay this resolution 
on the table for the present, in order to call up the 
order of the day. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CLAY. Before proceeding to the orders of 
the day, I desire the Senate to take up the bill to 
suppress the slave trade in the District of Colum- 
bia, for the purpose of fixing an early day for its 
consideration. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
taken up. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill being before the Senate, 
iI wish to propose such a day as will be most 
agreeable to the Senate. I move that it be made 
the special order for Monday next, at twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam in favor of that motion, but 
| I hold in my hand an amendment which | desire to 
present, in order that it may be printed. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE. I also have an amendment 
which I desire to submit to the Senate for the 
same purpose. 

The amendment was received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, by way of 
Í a test vote in relation to this bill, I move to lay it 
upon the table, and on that motion [ call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken were: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Houston, Hunter, 
Mazon, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and Yu- 
lee—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of 
Massachusctts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Greene, 
Hamlin, Jones, King, Mangum, Pearce, Phelps, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
Winthrop, and Whitcomb—36, 

So the bill was not laid upon the table. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator from Kentucky 
will modify his motion so as to make this bill the 
special order for one o’clock, instead of twelve. 
We have several important bills upon the table 
i which we have been hitherto unable to reach, and 
we have this morning received two important ap- 
propriation bills from the House of Representa- 
tives, which will require our early attention. By 
making the bill now. before the Senate the special 
order for one o’clock, the Senate will have two 
-hours each day for its general business. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam always disposed to ‘ com- 
promise,” and I should be quite willing to fix one 
o’clock, if it would be more convenient to the 
Senate; but I really cannot suppose that the bill 
will give rise to much discussion. I hope it will 
not occupy the Senate one hour. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
made the special order for Monday next, at twelve 
o’clock. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to postpone the prior 
special orders for the purpose of taking up the bill 
“ granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers who have been engaged in the military service 
of the United States.” It is a bounty land bill 
which the House has passed in a liberal spirit, but 
which has heretofore been kept back in the Senate 
for the purpose of allowing other important 
measures to pass. I hope it will be received in the 
same spirit which actuated the House, and that it 
will be considered and disposed of. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I perceive, from the man- 
| ner in which business is transacted, that it will be 
| impossible ever to reach the business on the table. 
| I hope that we may be permitted to take up the 
! special orders in their order, and dispose of them 
| without departing from that order. I moved this 
morning to lay on the table a resolution by which 
| it was proposed to change the rules of the Senate, 
| without having an opportunity to explain my 

reasons at the time it was pending; I wish, there- 
i fore, now to say that I did it because I desired 
that we might have an opportunity to get through 
; with the business in its regular order. { think it 

is too late in the session, and that we have too 
| much important business before us, to undertake, 
lat this late day, to engage in amending our rules. 
| I hope the Senator will consent to let this matter 


| come up in its order, and prabably we shall soon 
l reach it. 
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Mr. SHIELDS. I do not wish to waste the ` 
time of the Senate in debate, and I will only say | 
that this bill has been kept back in the committee, | 
though pressed most earnestly by the House, for |. 
the purpose of permitting the fugitive slave bill 
and others of that character to pass. We deter- 
mined not to interfere with the progress of those 
important measures, and I now appeal to the liber- 
ality of the Senate to take up and dispose of this 
pill, which I think can be done in a very short 
ume. 

Mr. DOWNS. I have not examined this bill, | 
and therefore do not know at present the course |) 
which I shall pursue in regard to it. -Itis undoubt- | 
edly a bill of great importance, and will perhaps | 
give rise toconsiderable discussion. I would there- 
fore suggest to the Senator from Illinois, whether 
it is not better to make it the special order for | 
some particular time? We certain'y cannot get |; 
through with it now, and | am disposed, therefore, |; 
to proceed with the current business of the Senate, |! 
and dispose of that while the opportunity offers. i 
J agree with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Bran- 
BuRY,] that it is time we should take up the calen- | 


dar and act on it, which I believe we have not done || 
this session. Everything has been taken up out || 
of its order. Jf the Senator will designate a par- |! 
ticular day for the consideration of this bill, I will 
agree to it, but I cannot consent to act upon it thus | 
suddenly. 
Mr. CASS. I hope the Senate will agree to |; 
take up this bill, inasmuch as it concerns a vast : 
number of persons who have rendered important ' 
services to the Government, and is simply a prop- | 
osition to give them land, as has been given to | 
others under similar circumstances. It was debated i 
| 

| 


in the House a month or six weeks ago, and I 
venture to say that if it be postponed for another | 
day, there is not one member of the Senate who j 
will look more into the subject than he has already | 
done. I think we are as fully competent to com- || 
mence and go on with it now as at anytime. l 
repeat, it affects a vast number of very worthy | 
men. ji 

Mr. BADGER. 
this hill can be disposed of in the course of the 
next half hour, I for one have no objection to its 
being taken up; but it is in the recollection of Sen- 
ators that when we adjourned yesterday, it was |; 
with the understanding that at one o’clock to-day |! 
the Senate would resume the consideration of Ex- |i 
ecutive business, and finish the work so auspi- | 
ciously commenced yesterday. If the bill, as [| 
suppose will be the case, will give rise to opposi- | 


I desire merely to say, that if i] 
| 


| 
i 
l 
| 


tion, it will, for the purpose I speak of, the Execu- i 


tive session, be fatal; and I hope, therefore, the |: 
ii Congress.” 


Senate will not take it up. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
much opposition to the taking up of this bill. 
have consumed almost as much time in discussing 


to dispose of the measure. This bill, on my mo- | 
tion, was made the special order for yesterday, 
and in order not to interfere with other matters, it |, 
was allowed to lie on the table, and now this 
morning has been consumed in a similar way. | 
The Senate seem disposed not to consider it. 
Mr. CASS. Call for the yeas and nays. | 
Mr. SHIELDS. Really, I think there is not |: 
much chance here fora modest man. f will say | 
to my friends from North Carolina and Louisiana, | 
that if, after the amendments proposed by the | 
committee are adopted, the bill gives rise to dis- | 
cussion, | will immediately consent to the post- | 
ponement of its further consideration to another ; 
day. All l ask now is an opportunity to amend 
it, as proposed by the committee. 
The motion to postpone the prior orders pre- 
vailed, and-the bill was taken up for consideration. 
Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on the Public 
Lands have reported several amend ments, in which 
they ask the concurrence of the Senate. H 
The first amendment was then read, being to |; 
strike out the word ** who,” in the first section, | 
and insert in lieu thereof the words, ‘ whose name 
has been returned on muster rolls, or in any other 
official manner to the War Department, as having,” | 


so that the section will read: | 

“That each of the surviving commissioned and non-com- | 
missioned officers, musicians, or privates, whether of regu- f 
lars, volunteers, rangers, OT militia, whose name has been 
returned on muster rolls, or in any other official manner, to 
the War Department, as having performed military service » 
in any regiment, company, or detachment, in the service of 1} 


| 


; eighty acres of land; and for three months’ service, to forty 
i! acres of land: Provided, The person so having been in ser- 
: vice shall not receive said jand, or any part thereof, if it 


i cers who were engaged in the military service,” 
| was also agreed to. 


jn italics, and to strike out the words between 


|i receive a certificate or warrant from the Department of the 


| law, at any land office of the United States, in one body, 


1 
Tam really sorry to find so!) 
Wej ® 

| if you allow the transfer to be made at any stage 


] 
i 
A 
| 
mere preliminary questions as would have served | 
| 
i ‘or certificate of entry’ be stricken out, so as to 
i 
I 
t 


Íi sidered in committee, and the only restrictions 
| thought reasonable were such as would prevent 


' enters the land and gets his certificate, the land is 


| vidual entering the land calls for it. 


the United States, inthe war with Great Britain, declared 
by the United States on the 18th day of June, 1812, orin any 


of the Indian wars since 1780; and each of the [surviving] 
commissioned officers who were engaged in the military 
service of the United States in the late war with Mexico, 
shall be entitled, for twelve months? service, to one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land; for six months? service, to 


shall appear by the muster rolls of his regiment or corps 
hat he deserted or was dishonorably discharged from ser- 
vice, or if he has received or is entitled to any land bounty 
under any act of Congress heretofore passed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The second amendment —to insert the word 
“surviving,” which we have placed between 
brackets, before the words ‘commissioned offi- 


The third amendment was to insert the words 


brackets, in the second section, which is as follows: 

t See. 2. And be it further enacted, That each commis- 
sioned and non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, 
for whom provision is made by the first section hereof, shall 


nterior for the quantity of land to which he may be entitled, 
and which may be located by the warrantee or his heirs-at- 


and in conformity to the legal subdivisions of the public 
jands, upon any of the public lands in such district then 
subject ta.private entry; and upon the return of such cer- 
tifiente or warrant, with evidence of the location thereof 
having been legally made, to the General Land Office, a 
patent shall be ed therefor. In the event of the death of 
any commissioned or non-commissioned officer, musician, 
or private, prior or subsequent to the passage of this act, who 
shall have served as aforesaid, and who shall not have re- 
ceived bounty land for said services, a like certificate or 
warrant shall be issued in favor and inure to the benefit of 
his widow, but not to her heirs, nor to the heirs of such com- 
missioned or non-commissioned officer, soldier, or musician: 
Provided, She [was married to such officer or soldier before 
the conciusion of his service, and] is unmarried at the date 
of her application: Provided, further, That no land warrant 
issued under the provisions ofthis act shall be Jaid upon any 
land of the United States to which there shall be a pre- 
emption right, or upon which there shall be an aetnal set- 
Nement and erltivation, except with the consent of such 
settler, to be satisfactorily proven to the proper land officer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The fourth amendment was to insert after the 
words ‘issue of,” in the third section, the words 
“the patent or certificate of entry on,” so that the 


section would read: 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all sales, mort- 
gages, letters of attorney, or other instruments of writinge 
going to affeet the title or claim to any warrant or certificate 
hereinbefore provided for, made or executed prior to tht 
issue of the patent or certificate of entry on such warran, 
or certificate, shall be nail and void to all intents and pur- 
poses whatsoever; nor shall such certificate or warrant, or 
the land obtained thereby, be in anywise affected by, or 
charged with, or subject to the payment of any debt or 
claim incurred by sneh officer or soldier priorto the issuing 
of the patent: Provided, ‘That the benefits of this act shall 
not acerue to any person who is a member of the present 


Mr. DOWNS. I would suggest that this 
amendment will be of very little effect, because 


of the proceeding before the title to the Jang is 
absolutely vested in the grantee, speculators can 
always evade it. I would suggest that the words 


revent any transfer. 
Mr. SHIELDS. This matter was fully con- 


any disposition of the scrip until the land became 
the property of the individual. When the man 


absolutely his, and the issuing of the patent de- 
pends on the officer, and not on the individual, and 
in some instances it is kept back for five or six 
years. I have no objection to the rejection of the 
amendment, except that it would produce great 
deal of inconvenience in cases where the officer 


was notable to issue the patent when the indi- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The fifth amendment was then read, being to 
insert at the end of the bill the following proviso : 

« Provided, further, That every person who may be enti- 
tled, under the provisions of this act, to receive a certificate 
or warrant for bounty land, shall be allowed the option to 
receive such certificate or warrant, ora Treasury serip for 
$100, where the quantity of land is 16Vacres, $50 where the 
quantity is 80 acres, and $25 where the quantity is 40 acres; 
said scrip to bear an interest of 6 percent. per annum, pay- 
able semi-annually, and redeemable at the pleasure of the 


Government.” 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senate will not 
concur in that amendment. The body of the bill 
proposes to dispose of, I know not how much, and 
nobody can foresee, of the public lands; and then || 


this provision is to enable the persons who may ! 


be entitled, numerous as they undoubtedly are, to 
the benefit of the previous partof the law, to de- 
mand a sum of money in lieu thereof, and thug 
create an enormous public debt at their option 
Now, really it seems to me, however our friends 
may seem disposed to give away the public lands 
to all who may have participated in any and all of 
our wars, great and small, since the beginning of 
our Government, they ought not to be willing, in 
the present state of the exchequer and in the pres- 
ent prospect of the country, to create this immense 
national debt. I hope the Senate will notconcurin 
the amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would state to the Senator 
from North Carolina that the sum of money is very 
inconsiderable when compared with the amount of 
Jand, and that the man who will select the money 
will suffer a great disadvantage. I will also state 
that we have copied this amendment from the pro- 
visions of a former law,and that the experience 
under that Jaw has shown that little or no money 
has thus been claimed. It is, however, a matter 
of very little importance, and I am not strenuous 
in regard to the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. ATCHISON. [concur with the Senator 
from North Carolina in what he has said on this 
subject. My recollection as to former laws grant- 
ing bounty lands, is, that they were .eneraliy 
passed during the war, and particularly that with 
Mexico; and I can remember no grant of such 
lands made subsequent to the war. It was a part 
of the consideration and inducement for men to 
enter the army during the war, and particularly 
was ita part of the pay of soldiers serving in the 
war with Mexico. Now this bill proposes a gra- 
tuity, and these lands are to be given for services 
not to be rendered, but which have been heretofore 
rendered during all the wars in which we bave 
been engaged since 1793. I think, sir, thus con- 
sidered, the two cases are entirely different, and 
that there is no analogy between grants of land 
made to induce enlistments, or for men to enter 
voluntarily the service of the United States during 
the existence of a war, and grants of land for ser- 
vices which have been heretofore rendered. In 
addition to this, we treat our lands as of but little 
value to the Government, and we grant them for 
almost every and any purpose for which they may 
be asked. It is an object for the Government to 
convert the public lands into private property, but 
it certainly is no object for the Government to 
transfer the money in the Treasury into the pockets 
of individuals. F shall therefore oppose this 
amendment. One great reason which induces me 
to favor this bill is, that I believe it to be the true 
policy of this Government to convert its public 
domain into private property, convinced that it is 
for the interest of the General Government, and 
the States and Territories in which these lands lie. 
I would not vote for this compensation if the prop- 
nsition was an independent one, and I will not vote 
for this bill if it is included in it. I have two rea- 
sons now for supporting the bill; one is, that per- 
haps there is something due to the soldiers of the 
war of 1812, and the various Indian wars; and the 
other is, that it is the policy of our Government to 
get rid of the public lands upon almost any terms. 
It cannot, however, be contended that it is the pol- 
icy of our Government to contract an enormous 
debt, or to get rid of the money we may have in 
the Treasury. f trust, therefore, that the Senate 
will not concur in the amendment which has been 
proposed. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have stated that this mat- 
ter was fully discussed in committee, and in that 
discussion I took somewhat the view which gen- 
tlemen in opposition to this amendment have. In 
my opinion, experience has shown that the scrip 
is always more valuable than the right to draw 
money out of the Treasury; that is, the man can 
always sell his scrip for much more money than 
he is allowed to draw from the Treasury. Bat if 
there is any considerable objection to the bill, on 
the account of this amendment, I, for one, shall 
not hazard its success by insisting on its being in- 
serted. Ido not wish to cause any demand on 
the Treasury, but I believe that these soldiers, who, 
my friend from Missouri says, perhaps are entitled 
to something, are really entitled to a great deals 
and that, at all events, we ought to give them a 
little public Jand. 1 have no desire, for one, to 
insist upon this amendment. 

Mr. FELCH. I ama member of the commit- 
tee which reported this amendment, and I wish to 
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say a word in regard to it before the vote is taken. 
I have no particular tenacity to retain it, or desire 
to hazard the bill by insisting upon any amend- 
ment which may not meet the approbation of the 
Senate; but there are one or two considerations 
connected with this proposition to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate. This last 
clause, providing for the drawing of money out of 
the Treasury instead of receiving grants of public 
land, is in accordance with the provisions of the 
law granting bounty lands for services in the Mex- 
ican war. It was not in the law granting boynty 
lands to the soldiers in the last war with Great 
Britain. Under the provisions of that law the sol- 
dier was entitled to his land and nothing else. He 
was not able to dispose of his warrant at all; he 
could only receive a patent for it, and then dispose 
of that patent the same as any other person could. 

Under the provisions of the bill in reference to 
the Mexican war, the case was different. The 
soldier was authorized to sell his warrant or to re- 
ceive his money at the rate of one half the min- 
ium price of the public lands to which he was en- 
titled. Under the provisions of this bill, without 
this amendment, the soldier is not enabled to sell 
his warrant at all. He can only dispose of the 
land after he has received it, the same as any per- 
son who has received a patent. The object was 
to prevent the soldier from selling his warrant pre- 
vious to his application for a patent. And asa 
further inducement for him not to do so, this 
amendment proposes to allow him to draw from 
the Treasury a sum of money equal to one half of 
the minimum price of the land to which he is en- 
titled, and in that way toenable him to convert 
his claim more readily into money. It seems to 
be supposed that this will be a mere gift of money 
from the Treasury, and not a compensation or do- 
nation made in land. But that is not the view 
which I take of it. The land given away by this 
bill will reduce precisely that amount the quantity 
of land which the General Government will sell, 
and consequently will reduce the amount of money 
received from that source into the Treasury. 

The history of our land sales, particularly since 
the grant of Mexican bounty lands, shows that 
just in proportion as the lands are entered under 
warrants of this description, just in that propor- 
tiou is there diminution in the receipts into the 
Treasury from the sales of those lands. The 
lands proposed to be granted by this bill will prob- 
ably amount to two and a balf millions of acres, 
which amount is to be cut off from the sales of 
public lands, and of course will diminish the re- 
ceipts of the Treasury to that extent. What will 
be the operation of this on the fiscal affairs of 
the Government? If the whole amount of this 
land should be entered the next year the Govern- 
ment could not make any sales, for the whole 
amountin market would be covered by these en- 
tries. But suppose this amendment be adopted? 
The amount allowed in it in lieu of the land is 
one half the present minimum price, and the con- 
sequence would be that we should pay out of the 
Treasury only one half the sam which we would 
pay if all the entries of land were made. That is 
precisely the operation of the amendment. With- 
out it we shouid pay to the soldier the whole of 
the minimum price of the lands entered, or the 
receipts into the Treasury would be diminished to 
that extent, and with it, whenever the money was 
taken in preference to the land, we should pay 
only one half the minimum price, and the receipts 
into the Treasury be increased to that extent. I 
have, however, no tenacity for the amendment, 
and | have merely presented the considerations 
which induce me to favorit. If they meet with 
the favor of the Senate they will perhaps adopt 
the amendment; if they do not they will, of course, 
reject it. 

Mr. BADGER. The hour of one has now 
nearly arrived, and it must be obvious to the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois that we cannot pass 
this bill this morning. In pursuance of the sug- 
gestion he made, I therefore move thatthe further 
consideration of the bill be postponed till to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. EWING. Let us take the vote on the 
amendment first. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would ask the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina to withdraw that 
motion until the vote is taken on this amendment. 
1 have given up the amendment and have no wish 
to discuss it. 


Mr. BADGER. Well, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will be post- 
poned, so that we may ali have an opportunity to 
examine it and this amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Very well, I yield. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
then postponed till to-morrow. 

THE SLAVE TRADE. - 

On the motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the resolution 
which he submitted on the 22d instant, which was 
modified by the mover. So that it-reads thus: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before 
the Senate, if not in his judgment incompatible with the 
public interest, a copy of a dispatch to the Secretary of 
State, dated January, 8, 1850, from Mr. Tod, Envoy Extra- 
ordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to the Court of Bra- 
zil, and of the letter of Mr. Parks, late Consul at Rio 
Janeiro, accompanying the same, together with such other 
dispatches from said Envoy as relate to the subject of the 
stave trade,” 


Mr. BRADBURY. I will merely state that I 
understand the communication referred to to re- 
late to the subject of the slave trade, and to con- 
tain valuable suggestions, which may be of impor- 
tance in enabling us to provide laws for the sup- 
pression of the traffic. I presume there will be no 
objection to the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, August 29, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the House had yesterday referred to the 
Committee on Commerce the Senate bill relative 
to the printing of the annual report on commerce 
and navigation. 

After a word or two of conversation between 
Messrs. GRINNELL and WENTWORTH— 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
reconsidered. 

The bill being thus brought before the House, 

And the question being upon concurring with 
the Senate in theiramendment, it was put, and car- 
ried in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the regular 
order of the day. 

“ BUNDELCUND,” &c. 

The SPEAKER announced, as the regular order, 
the report made yesterday by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Sranxry,] from the select 
committee relative to the interference of officehold- 
ers under the last Administration in elections, and 
his resolution directing the Speaker to issue his 
warrant to the Sergeant-at-arms to bring to the bar 
of the House Thomas Ritchie and C. P. Seng- 
stack, to answer for an alleged contempt of the 
House. 

Mr. FITCH said: It may not be improper for 
me to commence by apologizing to the House for 
consuming any portion of its time, at this late day 
of the session, with many im»ortant matters yet 
awaiting its action, in discussing a matter of so 
little practical utility as any report from the * Bun- 
delcund”? committee. If, however, the morning 
hour is not consumed by me in this discussion, it 
will be by some other member in one equally un- 
profitable, or in receiving reports from other se- 
lect committees upon matters equally uninteresting 
to the country, and equally destitute of any prac- 
tical importance. It is not my intention to answer 
the ‘* surprise” of the gentleman from Maryland, 
{Mr. Evans,] relative to the yesterday’s course of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hrs- 
BARD.] The latter gentleman is more than com- 
petent to take care of himself, as the gentleman 
from Maryland can satisfy himself whenever he 
chooses to provoke him to a “ pass at arms.” It 
is not permitted me by the rules of the House, 
although myself a member of the committee, to 
advert to its action in the committee room. I can, 
however, call the attention of the House to the 
manner of its origin, and to the phraseology of 
the resolution under which it was appointed. 

That resolution, as is well known, was intro- 
duced by an honorable member from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Sranny,] the chairman of the commit- 
tee. It is not known, however, what was the ob- 


ject in originating the committee. That object, if 
there was any, remains yet a mystery, and prob- 
ably ever will, locked within the breast of the 
chairman. All the sagacity, industry, and research 
of the Whig members of the committee, and es- 
pecially of the chairman, (and he possesses no 
small amount of these qualities,) were employed 
for weeks in conducting the investigation provided 
for by the resolution. If.the evidence in that in- 
vestigation is ever made public, the following facts 
will be found to have been-elicited: First, it will 
be seen that Mr. Burke has been discovered to 
be the author of the  Bundelcund” papers! This 
fact was elicited by the examination and cross- 
examination of some ten to twenty witnesses! The 
importance of the labors of the committee, in this 
instance, can only be appreciated by bearing in 
mind that the authorship of these papers was 
known from Maine to Florida more than a year be» 
fore this committee was appointed; was known by 
Mr. Burke’s public announcement that he was the 
author, and by the appearance of his name, as 
such, upon the title-page of the pamphlet edition! 
Another fact brought to light by the indefatigable 
research of the Whig (majority) portion of this 
committee is, that during Mr. Polk’s administra- 
tion, a Democratic clerk in the Post Office Depart- 
ment was the correspondent of sundry political 
papers, and that he was on that account dismissed 
from office by the Postmaster General. For the 
discovery of this prompt and proper action upon 
the part of a Democratic head of department, we 
are indebted to the labors of a Whig committee, 
which would doubtless much rather not have 
spread such fact upon its record, and which was 
raised for a very different and probably adverse 
purpose. 

A farther discovery has been, that Whigs and 
Democrats alike, in 1847, prior to an election, sent 
home voters, citizens of Baltimore, who were tem- 
porarily sojourning here, for the purpose of saving 
their votes! Was it a heinous political sin? If 
so, both parties appear to have sinned alike. And 
still another discovery is, that prior to the late 
presidential election, Democratic clerks in some of 
the departments voluntarily contributed to a Dem- 
ocratic election fund; and Whigs to a Whig fund; 
and farther, that one Democratic clerk who re- 
fused to contribute to the Democratic fund, was 
turned out of office by the Whig administration 
soon after it came into power, while others who 
did contribute have doubtless been retained; the 
Whig administration thereby expressing its ap- 
preciation of such contribution. And yet another 
is, that Whig and Democratic committees in this 
District sent documents to the House folding-room, 
during the recess of Congress, to be prepared for 
distribution. Here again, whatever of wrong ex- 
isted, is chargeable to both parties. The chairman 
made another and important discovery——one for 
which he may feel disposed to apply for letters 
patent; though I doubt not the application will be 
denied, upon the ground of priority of discovery 
by a European. This discovery, in its peculiar 
sphere, is second only to that of a new planet, ora 
new motive power—a discovery which solves a 
long-mooted problem, converts what was theory 
into fact. He discovered, by judicious examina- 
tion of a witness, that a Democratic speaker, at a 
political gathering at Bladensburg, was interrupted 
by—the call to dinner! thereby verifying Byron’s 
hypothesis, that ‘the dinner bell” is the “toesin 
of the soul;”’ albeit the “ beli’? in this instance ap- 
pears to have been the stentorian lungs of a voter! 

I will pass now to the report immediately under 
consideration. It bears upon its face no evidence 
of the vote by which it was ordered, or of its au- 
thorship in committee. If the records of the com- 
mittee ever find the light, it will be seen that the res- 
olution, with which the report closes, was offered in 
committee by agentleman from Virginia,[Mr. Hay- 
monn.) What Mr. Ritchie or Mr. Sengstack may 
have done to incur (justly or otherwise) that gen- 
tleman’s ire, I know not, and care not to know— 
perhaps nothing. 1f 1 mistake not, however, he was 
represented in the columns of the Union, at some 
period prior to the congressional election, as a gay 
young deceiver—more dangerous, perhaps, to the 
gentler sex than to his political foes. If such state- 
ment was made, has the gentleman nursed hig 
wrath thereat until this committee gave him an 
opportunity to wreak it and seek revenge? {t 
appears that all the Whig members, and but one 
Democratic member of the committee, were present 
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when the resolution was adopted. I will not aver 
that there was any preconcerted action among the 
Whig members, in accordance with which they 
convened at that particular time, with a view to 
this particular action. Probably a secret sym- 
pathy concentrated simultaneously their minds, 
and attracted their persons to the committee-room 
on that morning, without reference to any action 
which was to be had! Democratic members may 
be held excusable, however, for esteeming it some- 
what strange that all the Whig members were so 
conveniently present at that particular meeting, 
when there was but one Democrat to say “nay”? 
to the resolution. 

The report charges Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Seng- 
stack with refusing to answer certain interrogatories. 
It is usual in a court of justice for a witness to be 
required to swear to “ the truth, the whole trath, 
and nothing but the truth.” The committee de- 
parted from this rule, and required a witness to 
depose to “ the truth and nothing but the truth,’’ 
but refused to permit him to state “ the whole 
truth,” lest it should implicate Whig officehold- 
ers in some disreputable transaction—a catastrophe 
which the Whig portion of the committee reso- 
lutely declared it was not their design to bring 
about—was not the purpose for which the com- | 
mittee was appointed. Mr. Sengstack, finding he 
could only be permitted to tell the truth in part, 
declined answering altogether. Mr. Ritchie, in 
answer to one branch of the inquiries embraced in 
the resolution under which the committee was ap- 
pointed, stated generally that he must be excused 
from betraying the correspondents of his paper. 
He was then asked, ‘* Was the author of the com- 


J 


munication in the Union of September 12, 1848, 
and officeholder embraced in the resolution of the 
House?” which question he respectfully declined 
answering, for the reason previously given. 

The reference in this interrogatory to the com- 
munication in the Union of September 12, 1848, 
makes such communication a legitimate subject of 
discussion before the House. l have here the 
Union of that date, (holding it up,) and find some 
half dozen anonymous communications in it. Of 
which of these did the chairman of the committee 
desire the authorship? I confess I know not— 
nor do I believe does any other member of the 
committee, except the chairman. It must have 
been an important communication, containing grave 
and weighty matters—charges perhaps of a serious 
character against General Taylor or other prom- 
inent Whig; or else the chairman surely would 
not now esteem it of such preéminent importance 
as to make a refusal to answer a question relative 
to its authorship the subject-matter of a special 
report to the House, asking for its advice in the 
premises, and follow such report with a resolution 
requiring that the recusant be arraigned at the bar 
of the House for trial. 

We will glance at the communications, and see 
which, ifany, contains matter entitling it to the | 
importance the report has given it. The first is | 


upon the subject of the pamphlet Life of General 
Cass. It is preceded, however, by an editorial, 
stating that it was written by the author of that 
pamphlet. As the chairman and committee knew 
who that author was without asking Mr. Ritchie, į 
this of course cannot be the communication re- 
ferred to in the resolution. The next is an article 
upon the subject of the veto; one which any man 
would esteem it an infliction to read before, elec- 
tion, and which could not have the least import- 
ance after that event. The next is a very harm- 
less and good-natured article, charging General 
Taylor with being a candid old General, of an 
“ honest mind,” because of his confession in one 
of his letters of his incompetency to perform 
the duties of the Presidency. The next two | 
are from abroad—one from Ohio and onefrom Vir- 
ginia—upon the subject mostly of local elections, 
into which it cannot be supposed the chairman 
wishes to inquire. The next and last is headed, 
‘Another gun spiked. ‘The Michigan witness 
blown skyhigh;”’ and is devoted to refuting charges 
against General Cass. This, I opine, must be the 
communication referred to in the interrogatory. My 
reason for so supposing is, not that the article con- 
tains anything of present, or much of past import- |: 
ance, but that the ‘ Michigan witness,” who 
was so unceremoniously ‘ blown sky-high,” has 
since alighted upon terra firma, and was in this pl 
city at a period not very remote from the time at || 
which the interrogatory was put to Mr, Ritehie; il 


and the interrogatory, Í fancy, was put at his 
(Michigan witness) instigation, for the purpose of 
enabling him to ascertain who had taken the liberty 


| to “ blow” him “sky-high.” 


None of these communications can have had any 
other than a trivial importance at the time they 
were written, and even that was wholly lost after 


| election, leaving them unworthy the attention of 


the House, or the committee, or any one of its 
members. Then why did the chairman [Mr. 


| Srawty] and his Whig associates attempt to create 


a mountain from such a mole-hill? The House 
and the country have a right to demand an answer 
to this question. Asa member of the committee, 
I shall answer it to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. ‘The reason is to be found, not in the com- 
munication itself, or in any necessity for knowing, 
or real desire to Know its author, butin the nature 
and trifling character of the facts elicited by the 
committee; in the ridiculous position in which the 
party majority (Whig) of the committee found 
itself placed by its failure to hunt up a single dis- 


| reputable act against any number of Democratic 
| officeholders. 


They found (in language which 
I think the honorable chairman has been heard to 
use) that the investigation was all ‘* tomfoolery;”’ 
and they wished it to quietly die, that they might 


| never be called upon for a report in full, in which 
| they would have little to report except their self- 


stultification. Hence this “* report in part”? was 
made, with the full expectation that us trifling 
character would induce the House to lay it upon 
the table. lt might then be very convenient to 
aver that nothing more could be done by the com- 
mittee, as the House had refused to compel wit- 
nesses to answer. 

That such was the true motive dictating the re- 
port, I infer further from one of the closing sen- 
tences of the remarks of the chairman, [Mr 
SraxLy,] after sending the report to your desk, 
and which sentence | will read: 


“ He had no wish to consume the time of the House by 
any further remarks; his only object being to obtain such 
action on the part of the House as would be an instruction 
to the committee in the further prosecution of the investi- 
gation with which they had been charged, if it was the desire 
of the House that this investigation should be continucd.” 

I cannot permit the yesterday’s remarks of 
the member from Maryland [Mr. Evans] to pass 
unnoticed. Lam not Mr. Ritchie’s apologist for 
any act of omission or commission. f disagree 
with him on more than one subject, and among 
others, on the sectional and slavery controversy 


| now pending. But I trast political differences 


will never so prejudice me as to induce me to be- 
come the Billingsgate personal assailant of any one 
who is older, and may well claim to be a better 
man than myself; or to permit such assault by 
others to pass unnoticed, when made in connection 
with a subject which it has been my duty to aid 
in part in investigating, as in this instance. It ill 
becomes any one of the age of the gentleman from 
Maryland and myself, who by some fortuitous 
circumstances may happen to occupy a seat in 
Congress, and is indebted perhaps to that for all 
of notoriety he possesses, to assail with rancor- 
ous personalities a man much his senior—a man 
who, whatever political errors may be chargeable 
to him, has ever borne the character of a good 
citizen and honorable gentleman; who has for 
forty years been a leading political editor, giving 
tone and sentiment to thousands of merit, and 
patriotism, and talent, equal to whatever of those 
qualities the gentleman from Maryland may pos- 
sess. It ill becomes any verdant politician, like 
him and myself, to assail one who has been the 
companion and intimate friend of Jefferson, Madi- 
son, and Monroe. And any assumption, upon 
our part, of that exalted preéminence which the 
gentleman from Maryland affected above such a 
man, will be apt to be charged by the country to 
the arrogance of vanity. It is folly, worse than 
folly, to assail such a man as ‘ta hoary and vet- 


eran slanderer;”’ to assert of him, as did the gentle- | 


man from Maryland, that he had been engaged 


** for forty years in the propagation of slander | 
against all noble and truthful men;” and to inti- ; 


mate that no gentleman could propound interroga- 
tories “ to such a man, the answer to which would 
involve a deeper degree of degradation of charac- 


|; ter than that which he has long since brought upon 


himself.” Such language applied to such a man 
ean only recoil upon its author’s head, and should 
burn his cheek, if ** Upon his brow shame is [not] 
ashamed to sit. ”? 


Sir, whatever the member from Maryland may 
say of Mr. Ritchie, the friends of the latter gen- 
tleman—(I claim not to be one of them, having 
scarcely a speaking acquaintance with him)—his 
friends can truly claim for him the possession of 
those qualities which constitute the gentleman, 
and which though possessed (as I doubt not they 
are) by the member from Maryland, are not man- 
ifested in scurrilous personal attacks upon one 
whose years, services, and talent entitle him to 
rank his assailant. 

The honorable member charged that the “Union?” 
was “known to be the lowest sewer of corrup- 
tion”’—** a common sewer through which the 
vilest slanders found their way to the public eye.” 
No one, who has been long a reader of that paper, 
will believe that so much “sewer” matter was 
ever admitted into its columns as is to be found 
in the honorable member’s yesterday speech, or 
ever will be admitted while under its present edi- 
torial management. He professed to be acting on 
the defensive in thus speaking of Mr. Ritchie; 
| said be was not in the habit of attacking any one; 
j and challenged any gentleman to point out a single 
instance in which he had commenced the attack. 

Let us see, Mr. Speaker, what the facts are in 
this case, and who was really the first to attack. 
I find in his speech of July 16, (last,} which I now 
hold in my hand, that he twice distinctly charges 
Mr. Ritchie with a “ gross swindle.” Is not that 
an attack? Does not the gentleman understand 
the meaning of language? If 1 charge the perpe- 
tration of a “ gross swindle” upon a man, is it 
not a charge which, if substantiated, makes him a 
swindler, a villain, in the estimation of the public? 
i It was an attack which no honorable mun could 
permit to go unrepelled. So much volubility as 
the gentleman possesses should be accompanied 
with a good memory. He should remember what 
| he doessay. ‘ Many a man’s tongue shakes out 
its master’s undoing.” Jt was an attack, and be- 
cause replied to in the only manner in which the 
assailed could reply—through his paper—the as- 
| sailant now lustily shouts forth, like another in- 
| jured man, whose wrongs are recorded by an 
: English dramatist— 
| “He hath wronged me, indeed he hath; at a word he 
hath, believe me; Robert Shallow, esq., satih he is wronged,’? 

I seek in vain in this editorial of the Union, 
(holding up the paper,) in answer to the gentle- 
man’s charge of swindle,” for evidence of the 
paper being a ** sewer through which the vilest 
slanders find their way.” It isnot here. I find 
the following: y 

“Tt often happens that men are forced to reply to unfound~ 
ed calumny, because it emanates from those who are 
known to the country; but in the present instance we are 
forced to reply to the criticisms of the honorable Alexander 
Evans, of Maryland, for an opposite reason—because he is 
not known to the country.?? 

If this introduces the honorable member to the 
public, extends the area of his fame, does it not 
rather merit his thanks than the charge of vile 
slander? The rest of the article appears to bé 
| devoted to defending the editor from the charge 
| of“ swindle,” preferred against him by the honor- 
able member. I am no lawyer, as is well 
i known; but wish to eal! the attention of the House 
for a moment to the law-portion of the gentle- 
man’s argument, in which he endeavors to con- 
vince us that an editor is under legal compulsion 
to betray his correspondents. For this purpose 
he quoted—no! pointed to certain law books upor 
his desk. The exercise of a very small share of 
the industry and research which the honorable 
member possesses, will enable him to refute his 
| own argument—for it will enable him to find ju- 
| dicial decisions declaring that a priest is not com- 
| pelled to betray the secretsof the confessional, nor 
|, a physician the ailment of his patient. If refusals. 
i, to answer questions upon the part of the gentle- 
Í 


| man’s political friends will justify such a refusal 
| in his estimation upon the part of a Democrat, I 
; will call his attention to two examples. I find 
|: here, in the report of the Galphin committee, (hold- 
ing it up,) thata Whig officcholuer, a witness be- 
fore the committee, refused to answer questions; 
and refused, among other things, to betray the cor- 
| respondent of a paper. Whenever a report is 
made from another select committee of the House 
| relative to certain post office charges made against 
| a member, it will be found that a Whig editor re- 
| fuses to betray a correspondent of his paper, and 
ia Whig officeholder refused to answer whether 
he was the author of a communication in that 
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editor’s paper. Do these committees come before 
the House with reports, in part, complaining of 
matters of this trivial character, asking advice, 
arrest of parties, and other legislative steps, at 
an expense of time and money to the country? 
No, sir; they have too much self-respect—too 
much regard for the dignity of the House and the 
business of the country. When an editor refuses 
to betray a correspondent he but assumes the re- 
sponsibility of the authorship of the article in 
question. This he has a right to do if he so 
pleases, and no man can gainsay the right. In 
this instance 1 presume the editor of the Union 
has no disposition to shrink from such responsi- 
bility, whenever the honorable chairman of the 
committee (Mr. Stanty] will assess the degree 
of responsibility to be incurred. 

Somewhat was said by the honorable member 
from Maryland of the bribery and corruption in 
connection with the electiea funds raised in this 
city. If there was either corruption or bribery in 
raising or using such funds, (of which there is no 
evidence before the committee,) it was common to 
both parties. The funds were raised and used by 
both in a similar manner, If the gentleman is 
really desirous of exposing attempted bribery— 
holding it up to the scorn and condemnation of the 
country, | respectfully direct his attention to an 
attempt at bribery upon the part of a prominent 
Whiy—Truman Smith—an attempt to bribe the 
voters of an entire State, (Indiana,) by holding 
out to them a conditional prospect of office—con- 
ditional that they should strengthen the ranks of 
a Whig administration by sending to this. House 
Whig members. The bribe was indignantly 
spurned, and a proper reward meted to him who 
offered it—a people’s contempt! 1f the gentleman 
from Maryland wishes to expose corruption, let 
him turn his attention to the thousand instances in 
which Democratic postmasters have been turned 
out of office for interfering in elections, and Whigs 
turned in that they might interfere. Among these 
instances I would particularly desire his attention 
to the case of my friend on my left, from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Sranron,] who was turned outof a 
post office, and immediately afterwards the office 
flooded by Truman Smith with Whig electioneer- 
ing documents, which of coarse were to be dis- 
tributed by his Whig successor. 

Mr. STANTON. ‘There was no evidence that 
the postmaster (his successor) connived at this 
matier, 

Mr.FITCH. That makes no difference. They 
were sent by a leader of the Whig party for that 
purpose, and the new appointee knew what was 
expected of him. 

A few words relative to the Democratic portion 
of this committee, and I will occupy the attention 
of the House no longer. We desired and at- 
tempted to enlarge the powers of the committee, 
that we might examine into the conduct of Whig 
as well as Democratic office-holders. This. en- 
largement was refused us. We wished “ the whole 
truth? to be made public—nota partial and gar- 
bled version of it. We desired, wherever wrong 
existed among officials, to ferret it out without re- 
gard to their politics—to expose it, whether in 
‘Whig or Democrat, to the condemnation of the 
country, that the proper correction could be ap- 

lied. 

During the delivery of Mr. Fircxu’s remarks— 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, interposed, and 
asked if the gentleman from Indiana was about to 
take up Mr. Ritchie’s quarrel? 

Mr. FITCH replied, that he had just disavowed 
it. Yet he was willing to do him justice. He 
would not sit quietly and hear any man, though 
differing with him as a politician, assail him as 
he was assailed yesterday. 

Mr. EVANS again interposed, and said, Mr. 
Ritchie was able to defend himself, and that the 
geneman fiom ludiana should not indulge in 
personalities towards him, for he would not sub- 
mit to them, 

Mr. FITCH said, that no threats would induce 
him to forbear saying what it was in order for 
him to say. 

Mr. EVANS said a word in reply, of which 
nothing was heard by the reporter. 

Mr. FITCH said, E cannot hear a word the 
gentleman says. I might as well resume my re- 
marks. 

Mr. EVANS again interposed, and asked wheth- 
er, in the allusion Mr. Fircu had made to Mr. | 


Ritchie being a gentleman, &c., he intended to 
imply that he (Mr. E.) was not a gentleman? 

Mr. FITCH. Did I not tell you that I sup- 
posed you were possessed of all the attributes of 
a gentleman ? 


Mr. EVANS said, that the gentleman from Jn- |! 


diana had made an attack against him more in the 
way of inuendo than direct charge. But he desired 
to ask that gentleman to say explicitly, whether, in 
any of the remarks which had fallen from him, he 
desired to make a personal difference with him. 

Mr. FITCH (Mr. Evans yielding for the pur- 
pose) replied, that he had been replying to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maryland made 
yesterday. He had heard. but a few words of 
what had fallen from that gentleman this morning. 
But he disavowed any intention to make any per- 
sonal attack on that gentleman. ; 

Mr. EVANS (resuming) said, that in that case 
he would go into no further remark on that point. 
He would only remark, that when a member of 


this House rises in his piace, and indulges himself |! 
on a question in which he has himself no personal | 


interest, but which relates only to a third party, in 
strictures on another member; when he so far steps 
out of the regular course of discussion as to assail 
another member, he does that which is emphati- 
cally improper and indefensible. ft was a course 
which he had not expected in the gentleman from 
Indiana. And he would now aay to that gentleman, 
and in so saying he (Mr. E.) disavowed any design 
to make a personal threat, that he could not permit 
such language to be applied to him. 

The language he had used yesterday in-refer- 
ence to Mr. Ritchie may have been harsh. It was 
intended to be so toa certain extent. But it was 
not proper for the gentleman from {ndiana to take 
him to task for such expression of his sentiments. 


| 
: 
| 


| 


| 


| 
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| 
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He would now say, that after the disavowal of the | 


gentleman from Indiana, he should not regard what 


had been said as personal; but he desired to add, | 


that if such remarks were repeated here, after his 
avowal that they were offensive, he should con- 
sider them personal. 

Mr. FITCH. . My remarks will be reported. 

Mr. EVANS. In relation to the remarks he 
had made when the question concerning the public 
printing was under discussion here, it was impos- 
sible that they could be understood as having refer- 
ence to Mr. Ritchie alone. They were applicable to 
the whole system under which the public printing 
is executed. 
sonal attack on Mr. Ritchie. 
remarks had not been revised by himself, and per- 
haps may have made them a little stronger than 
they were as delivered; and, in a day or two after- 
wards, the Union came out with an assault upon 
him. Now it was not his practice to make attacks 
which were personal in their character, He bad, 
at the time, stated that he intended no impeach- 
ment of the personal character of Mr. Ritchie. He, 
nevertherless, now repeated, that when the repori 
of the select committee on printing should come 
before the House, all that he had previously as- 
serted would be fully justified. That was what he 
had stated, and it could not be got rid of. 


So much as to Mr. Ritchie and the public print- | 
ij expired ? 


ing. The gentleman from Indiana, who had taken 


it on himself to get up here as the defender of | 


Thomas Ritchie. 


Mr. CARTTER said he desired to ask of the | 


Speaker if the morning hour had not expired? 

The SPEAKER replied that it had not. 

Mr. EVANS resumed. The gentleman from 
Indiana had taken a stand which his own sense of 
propriety would not justify. He had done noth- 
ing lo call for the attack which had been made on 
him by that gentleman. If the gentleman from 
Indiana had indeed acted under some secret and 
powerful influence—if he desired to win the friend- 
ship of the editor of a powerful press by stepping 
forward in his defenc:—then, indeed, he might 
justify to himself the course of remarks he had 
adopted. But to him (Mr. E.) the remarks of that 
gentleman appeared to be exceedingly improper 
and enurely uncalled for. And he must tell chat 


“genileman again, that he would not suffer such re- | 


marks to be repeated to him. 
The gentleman from Indiana, as he understood 
him, had disclaimed any intention of acting in a 


manner which could be regarded as personal to: 
him. He had, in the progress of the debate, asked | 


the gentleman if he intended, by his inuendo that 


he (Mr. E.) was no gentleman, and that he had | 


He had never contemplated any per- | 
The report of his | 


acted the part of a slanderer, to cast any personal 
imputation on him. The gentleman from Indiana 
made no reply. He had put the question to him 
again when he concluded; and he had then under- 
stood him to disclaim any such intention. He 
could noi therefore take it upon himself to imagine 
that such language had been used atall. Butif 
a dispute of this kind between Thomas Ritchie 
and himself should hereafter occur, he would ad- 
vise the gentleman from Indiana to leave Mr. 
Ritchie to take care of himself. Mr. Ritchie had 
great experience in these matters, and understands 
pretty well how to act in his own defence. There 
was little doubt that Mr. Ritchie would reply to 
what he had said concerning him, and would give 
him trouble enough. It was not necessary that 
any member on this floor should volunteer a de- 
fence of him and his journal. And he thought 
that, a sense of discretion, of the courtesy which 
ought to be cherished between members of this 
House, ought to prevent them from assailing each 
other in this way. 

Mr. SCHENCK. said, he had no desire to de- 
tain the committee; but unless some other member 
of the committee proposed to address the House, 
he deemed it necessary that he should say a few 
words. A committee had been appointed by this 
House, and among other things which it was made 
the duty of the committee to inquire into was, as to 
who were the correspondents of certain newspa- 
pers. Mr. Ritchie was summoned, and required 
to give evidence before the committee; and being 
asked as to whether any persons who contributed 
matter for publication in the columns of the Union 
were connected with the public departments of this 
Government, he refused to answer the inquiry, on 
the ground that there was, by courtesy, a confiden- 
tial connection existing between the editors and 
ontributors of newspapers which forbade him to 
reply to the interrogatory. This was the reason 
that he had assigned; and the committee had re- 
ported that fact, and desired the order of the House 
thereupon. ‘They desired to know whether this 
refusal was sanctioned by the House—whether the 
House would back out from the inquiry, and 
whether Mr. Ritchie, as a witness, might at his 
pleasure refuse to answer the question that was 
put to him, or whether the House would use its 
power to compel him to answer? 

Mr. EVANS (interposing, and the floor being 
temporarily yielded) said, he desired merely to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Fircu.] From what gentlemen around him 
said, he was led to believe that he had misunder- 
stood a remark of the gentleman. He would ask 
the gentleman frorn Indiana for his attention for a 
moment. 

Mr. INGE objected. It was not in order, he 
said, for the gentleman, another member being 
in possession of the floor, to make any such in- 
quiry. 

Mr. EVANS. Cannot the gentleman yield the 
floor for this purpose? 

The SPEAKER., The foor can only be yielded 
for a personal explanation, and not for the pur- 
pose of propounding an inquiry.. 

Mr. STRONG inquired if the morning hour had 


Bothy SPEAKER replied, that it had not yet ex- 
ired. 

į Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Can- 
not the gentleman proceed, if it be the sense of the 
House that he have permission to proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. If no objection be made the 
gentleman can proceed. 

Mr. INGE inquired if it did not require unani- 
mous consent ? 

The SPEAKER said, that the Chair understood 
the gentleman from Ohio as yielding the floor for 
a personal explanation. The gentleman from 
Maryland must confine himself to such explana- 
tion. $ 

Mr. EVANS (resuming) said, that when he 
was addressing the House a little while ago, 
among other things he had asked the gentleman 
from Indiana whether, in what he had said, he had 
intended any personal offence to him; and he had 
understood the gentleman to say that he had not. 
He was at the time glad to hear the disavowal of the 
gentleman, and was satisfied with it. immediately 
afterwards, however, ashe was informed by gentle- 
men around him, the gentleman from Indiana, on 
turning away, was understood to say, that the 
gentlemen from Maryland might, if he chose, 
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consider his remarks as offensive. 
to ask—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FITCH (interposing) said, the informant | 
of the gentleman from Maryland is mistaken. I! 
only said that my remarks would be reported. I 
had already disclaimed personal attack, and said 
nothing further in regard to it. | 

Mr. SCHENCK resumed the floor. His re- | 
marks were but imperfectly heard by the reporter. 
He was understood to say, that the question raised 
by the report which had been submitted by the 
committee, was a question for the House as a 
court of justice to decide. 

Mr. McDONALD (interposing) inquired of the 
Speaker if the morning hour had expired? 

The SPEAKER replied that it had. 

Mr. McDONALD then moved that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the |! 
Speakers table. f i 

The motion having been agreed to, the House 
proceeded to the consideration of business on th 
Speaker’s table, =] 

THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the bill from the Senate proposing to 
the State of Texas the establishment of her north- 
ern and western boundaries, the relinquishment by 
the said State of all territory claimed by her ex- 
terior to said boundaries, and of all her claim upon 
the United States. Tan 

And the pending question was on the amend- | 
ment offered yesterday by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp.] 

Mr. BOYD took the floor. 

Mr. MEADE. I rise toa pointof order. 1 
understood the Speaker to announce that the un- 
finished business was the consideration of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Boyp.] 

The SPEAKER requested the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meane] to suspend his remarks 
until order had been restored in the Hall. 

After a pause— 

Mr. MEADE proceeded. My poini of order 
is made under the 27th rule of the House. Until 
l read the rule this morning, I supposed the first 
business in order would be the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyn.] But I 
find, on reading the rule, that after the expiration ; 
of the morning hour, the following provision is | 
made in the third clause: i 

“ Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and |} 


He desired i 


| 
f 
1 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
f 
[i 


second reading, shall be referred to committees, and put i 
under way; but if, on being read a second time, no motion | 
be made to commit, they are to be ordered to their third į 
reading, unless objection be made ; in which case, if not 
otherwise ordered by a majority of the House, they are to 
be laid on the table in the general file of bills on the | 
Speaker’s table, to be taken up in their turn.’? 

{ understand that this bill is now on its third 
reading. That being the case, the rule requires 
that this bill shall be laid upon the Speaker a:i 
table in the general file of bilis to be taken up in 
their turn. f submit that the rule is peremptory | 
that the bill, unless otherwise ordered bya ma- | 
jority of the House, shall be laid upon the Speak- |: 
er’s table and taken up in the order of business— || 
the order of business being certainly behind bills || 
and resolutions from the Senate on their first and | 
second reading. at 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Mrape] submits as a point of order | 


! reading ? 
| Ing immediately, if it is engrossed. 


| under way. 
no motion be made to commit, they are to be or- | 


under the twenty-seventh rale, that the bill now | 
before the House does not come up at this time, | 
but must take its place among the bills provided li 
for in the third clause of that rule, wkere they i 
have been ordered to a third reading. The Chair | 
overrules the point of order, and states that this !i 
bill is in order as the first business on the Speaker’s |! 
table, on the ground that it was the unfinished |; 
business at the time the House passed from the ii 


find that it provides for the reference of bills and | 
for ordering them to a third reading, and where ; 
bills have been read a second time, and no motion | 
is made to commit, they are to be ordered to a) 
third reading, unless objection be made; in which | 
case (that is to sayy where they are ordered to a | 
third reading, and where it is not otherwise | 
ordered by the House,) they are to be laid on the 
table in the general file of bills on the Speaker’s | 


table, to be taken up in their turn. Where the 
House has ordered the bill toa third reading, the 
question arises, when shall the bill have its third 
A majority can order it to a third read- 


engrossed, it cannot be read a third time should ob- 


| jection be made. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said: On yes- 
terday | examined this question now raised by the 
gentleman from Virginia, and decided by the Chair; 
and as d dissent from the decision of the Chair, Í 
feel constrained to appeal from that decision. 

Some time since we had under consideration a 
bill from the Senate, granting alternate sections of 
land to the railroad from Mobile by Cairo to Chi- 
cago; that bill has been read a second time, an 
amendment was offered and is now pending, the 
previous question was also moved; at this staze of 
the bill the House passed to other business. With- 
out a close examination, | had supposed this bill 
would be the first in order when we reached the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 
27ih rule, under your decision, this bill was made 
to yield a preference to Senate bills on their first 
and second reading, and Í became convinced, on 
inquiry, that this arrangement was correct. 

‘The language of the rule is distinct and intelli- 
gible; the 3d class of business is ‘* Bills and reso- 
lutions from the Senate, on their first and second 
reading, that they be referred lo committees and put 
But if on being read a second time, 


dered to their third reading, unless objection be 
made. In which case, if not otherwise ordered by 


{a majority of the House, they are to be laid on 
the table in the general file of bills on the Speaker’s | 
Now, this is a: 


table, to be taken in their turn.” 
Senate bill; it was taken up and read the first and 
second time; no motion was made to commit; the 
question is now upon ordering it to its third reading, 
and objection is made. ‘Lhe precise case con- 


templated by the rules is now before us, which re- ; 


quires it to be laid on the table in the general file 
of bills, unless the majority of the House has 
otherwise ordered. Now, we all know it has 
not been otherwise ordered—the House has taken 


no order about it; and however willing 1 may be | 
to proceed with this business—indeed 1 want the į 


issue to come, but in order to effect this 1 will not 
do violence to the rules. 
The 4th class of bills is ‘* Engrossed bills and 


bills from the Senate on their third reading.’? This | 


is,in my opinion, a bill from the Senate on the third 
reading, and should take its proper place on the 


| Speaker’s table. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. The gentleman | 
from Mississippi is certainly wrong in supposing | 


that the practice stated by him has been the uni- 
form practice of the House. So f i 
is concerned, the only case similar to this which 


has arisen, has been treated precisely in the man- | 


ner in which it is proposed to treat this Senate 
bill; and I submit, that if any other course is taken 
than that suggested by 
at all provided under the 27th rule where this bill 
can go. Now, if thegentleman from Virginia will 
read the third clause of the 27th rule, he will find 
that when Senate bills come in upon their second 
reading, and are read a second time, if no motion 


is made to commit them, the bills are in position to ; 


be ordered toathird reading. Now, no motion to 
commit was made, and the question is, shall the 
bill be ordered to a third reading. And until the 


question is taken, the 27th rule could not execute i 


itself upon the bill. This rule provided, that if no 
motion was made to commit the biil, the question 
necessarily presented itself, Shall the bill be read 
a third time? No motion to commit was made, 
and the question being on ordering the billto a 
third reading, it was the parliamentary right of a 
member te move an amendment. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Boro] obtained the floor, and 
did move an amendment: and he submitted that 
the gentleman from Kentucky was rightfully enti- 
tied to the floor, and that his amendment was the 
question first in order. No other course could be 
taken. But the argument submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi would leave this bill alto- 
gether out of the ruie. He submitted to the gen- 
tleman, what would become of the bill which had 
been read a second time, and upon which no mo- 
tion was made to commit? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. It will go 
upon the Speaker’s table as a matter of course. 


If it is not |! 


But under the | 


So far as this session | 


the Chair, there is no place | 


if 
| 


i 
! 
1 


[E] 


as 


Mr. McLANE. Under what clause of the 
rule? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Under the 4th clause. 

Mr. McLANE. Notatall. The 4th clause re- 
lates to “ engrossed bills and bills from the Senate 
on their reading.”? This billis not on its third read- 
ing—not until itis ordered by the House to be read 
a third time, does it come under the 4th clause. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (the floor 
being yielded) wished to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maryland to the exact wording 
of the rule: * but if, on being read a second time, 
‘no motion be made to commit, they are ordered 
‘to athird reading unless objection be made; in 
‘which case, if not otherwise ordered by a ma- 
‘jority of the House, they are to be laid on the 
‘table in the general file of bills on the Speaker’s 
‘table, to be taken up in their turn.” The rule 
makes no difference between the second and third 
reading. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi cannot escape the phraseology of this 3d 
clause: ‘but if, on being read a second time, no 
‘motion be made to commit, they are to be ordered 
‘to their third reading, unless objection is made;”’ 
and then follows the 4th clause, which relates to 
bills which have thus been ordered to a third read- 
ing. I submit it is indispensable that there should 
be an order for the third reading, and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Boy] proposes to have 
it amended, before he is willing to have it read a 
third time. Unless so amended he is opposed to 
the third reading—the case is clear. 

Mr. JONES. 1 wish to inquire of the Chair if 
this isa debatable question? Is it not a question 
of the priority of business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would probably 


| have considered it a question relating to the prior- 


ity of business. Butit is an important question, 
and the Chair was inclined to indulge debate. The 
point of order, however, being made, he feels com- 
pelled to arrest the discussion. 

Mr. ASHIMUN. Believing that all this debate 
is unnecessary, | moveto lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the motion of Mr. Asumun; and said he would 
state to the gentleman from Mississippi, and to the 
House in reference to the bill from the Senate to 
which the gentleman referred, granting lands to the 
Mobile and Chicago Railroad, that that bill did 
not standin the same condition as the bill now 
under consideration, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi conceived. If the gentleman was correct in 
his recollection of the facts, the Chair would rule 
that that bill would have priority over any other 
business upon the Speaker’s table, and would 
come up as this bill did. But there was this differ- 
ence in the state of facts: the bill now before the 
House was taken up as business on the Speaker's 
table, and ordered to its first and second reading, 
and the question being upon ordering it to a third 
reading, the House adjourned—leaving it the first 
business on the Speaker’s table. But the bill re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Mississippi was 
taken up as business on the Speaker’s table, it is 
true, and was read a first and second time, and then 
referred to one of the standing committees of the 
House, by which committee it was reported back, 
and brought before the House and considered as 
morning hour business, and no motion being made 
to commit it, the House passed to other business, 
and the bill went upon the Speaker’s table in that 
class of business to which it belongs. 

Mr. MEADE. f rise for the purpose of un- 
derstanding——— 

Mr. ASHIMUN called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. MADE. I rise for the purpose of obtain- 
ing information. 

‘The SPEAKER stated that remarks were out 
of order. 

Mr. MEADE, (still retaining the floor.) I want 
to know what we are voting upon. I want to know 
in what condition this bill js. It has been read 
twice; is it upon the third reading or not? 

Mr. ASHMUN again interposed, to call the 
gentleman from Virginia to order. 

The SPEAKER said the bill was upon its third 
reading. The question was, first, on the amend- 


! ments: if no amendments had been offered, the 
| question would be directly upon ordering the bril 


to a third reading. 
Mr. MEADE. Then do f understand that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


| the effert of an objection to the third reading? 
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The SPEAKER. Not at all. The question | 
` upon the amendment must be disposed of before | 
the question upon ordering the bill to a third read- 

ing can be taken. , 

Mr. MEADE again addressed the Chair, and 

was again called to order by Mr. Asumun. | 
` Tne SPEAKER, (to Mr. Means.) . This con- 
versation is out of order. Remarks are objected to. 

Mr. MEADE. From that decision | take an 
appeal. =a 

The SPEAKER. From what decision? 

Mr. MEADE. From the decision that I am 
out of order in inquiring of the Speaker as to the 
precise state of the question now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. One appeal is pending, and it 
is not in order to make another until the first shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr MEADE. was understood (though very 
doubtfully heard) to say that that decision deprived 
him of his rights. 

The SPEAKER (also very doubtfully heard, 
for the reason. that he turned away from the re- 
porter) was understood to say, that because but 
one appeal could be entertained the Chair was uni- 
formly disposed to indulge gentlemen in similar 
circumstances, and was extremely reluctant to 
enforce the rule which prohibited debate; but ob- 
jection being made by the gentleman from Mas- 
‘sachusetts and others, the Chair had been com- 
pelled to arrest the gentleman’s remarks. 

The gentleman from Mississippi (the Speaker 
added, had submitted the point of order, that this 
bill did not come up as unfinished business upon 
the Speaker’s table: the Chair had overruled the 

oint of order for the reasons he had stated to.the | 
suas from this decision the gentleman from 
Virginia had taken an appeal, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts had moved to lay the appeal 
on the table, The question was first, Shall the ap- 
peal be laid upon the table? 

Mr. MEADE. [ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER propounded the question upon 
ordering the yeas and naya. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER stated that but twenty-one gen- 
tlemen had risen in the affirmative—-not a sufficient 
number. 

Mr. MEADE asked for tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. FEATHERSTON 
and Mr, Tucx were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported ayes 23, noes 106. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question, Shall the appeal be laid on the 
table? was taken, and decided in the affirmative, 
without a division. 

Mr. MEADE addressed the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tacky (Mr. Born] is entitled to the floor upon the 
amendment which he has offered. 

Mr. MEADE said a word, which was entirely 
lost to the reporter. 

The SPEAKER (in reply) said, the question 
was first upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BOYD rose to address the Speaker. 

Mr. BURT rose simultaneously, and said: I 
claim the floor from the gentleman from Kentucky. 
1 do not know that the motion I propose to make 
is of a privileged nature, but Í think that the Chair 
yesterday was in error in holding that, as the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky was upon the floor to move 
an amendment, it was not in order for me to move 
to commit the bill. The rule which has just been 
read, as the House will remember, is in these 
words, or so much of it as relates to the point 
which I make! * But if, on being read a second 
time, no motion be made to commit, they are to 
be ordered to their third reading, unless objection 
be made.” My point is, that, before the gentle- 
man from Kentucky can move an amendment to 
the bill, I have the right to move to commit it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and I put it upon the explicit language of 
the rule itself. Besides that, it is very obvious 
that if I could not rule the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky off the floor for the purpose of moving to Í 
commit the bill, the motion to commit the bill never 
could be made; the gentleman has the right when 
he offers his amendment, and makes such remarks | 
as he may choose to offer respecting it, imme- 
diately to move the previous question, which you 
know would cut off the right to move to commit 


the bill. JI submit, therefore, as a point of order, 


that I have a prior right to move to commit this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. The provision of the rule is as follows: 
“ But if, on being read a second time, no motion 
be made to commit, they are ordered to their third 
reading, unless objection be made.” Inthe opinion 
of the Chair, the motion—whether to commit or 
to amend, is dependent upon the wilt of the indi- 
vidual who obtains the floor. This provision of 
the rule, as the Chair understands it, does not 
necessarily require, that the floor shall be given to 
any member who may desire to make the motion 
to commit, but simply directs the Chair how to 
proceed provided no motion at all be made. It 
points out the mode in which the bill shall pro-. 
ceed through its various stages after its first and 
second reading provided no motion intervene. If 
the gentleman from Kentucky, the gentleman from 
South Carolina, or any other member, had made 
no motion on the subject, the rule provides that 
the Chair shall propound the question—upon 
ordering the bill to a third reading. That is the 
construction placed upon the rule by the Chair: 
in his opinion, it does not require the floor to be 
given to the gentleman from South Carolina after 
the gentleman from Kentucky has taken it and 
while he is upon the floor. 

Mr. BURT. I must appeal from the decision of 
the Chair—and 1 beg the House distinctly to un- 
derstand that L do not do it with any purpose of 
delay. Iam in favor of committing this bill; and 
I beg the House to remember this—I will not say 
that it is the case here—but [ will say that the 
Speaker of the House might know that a member 
of the House might desire to move an amendment 
which would cut off, according to the decision of 
the Chair, the prior right to commit the bill. The 
Speaker might recognize that member as entitled 
to the floor, and unless the right to move to com- 
mit the bill be recognized as a prior right, as a 
paramount right, that motion never can be made. 

The question being, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. PITELPS said he desired to understand the 
question now propounded to the House—and he 
therefore inquired whether the motion which the 
gentleman from South Carolina desired to make 
was a motion to commit or not? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina had risen and, avowing his inten- 
tion to move to commit the bill, claimed the floor 
upon the ground that he was entitled to make that 
motion, although the gentleman from Kentucky 
had previously obtained the floor and moved an 
amendment ard had not relinquished the floor. 

Mr. BURT. If the Speaker will allow me, I 
desire to say this 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Puexrs.) Does the 
gentleman from Missouri yield the floor? 

Mr. PHELPS replied affirmatively. 

Mr. BURT. I say I rose and claimed the floor 
to move to commit the bill; that is my purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire further to know, if the 
motion to commit is made pending the motion to 
| amend, whether the motion to commit will not 
have the precedence? 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to commit, when 
received, has precedence over the motion to amend. 

Mr. ASHMUN. 1 move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. BURT. Task the yeas and nays. I desire 
to see how far this arrangement will go, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was then 
taken, and resulted—yeas 154, nays 54; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bay, B le, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buet, Burrows, Chester 
Buller, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, G, A. 
; Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Casey, Cuandler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmiek, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Dunham, Etiot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, 
Fitch, Freediey, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Hamp- 
ton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, 
Howard, Hunter, Joseph W, Jackson, Wiiliam T. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, 


Leitier, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McCler- 
nand, MaDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, MeKissock, Me- 


Lanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, 
Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Neison, Newell, 
Ogie, Oids, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peastee, Phelps, 
Phoenix, Pitman, Pouer, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, Rob- 
inson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Stet- 
son, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke; Vinton, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wil- 
driek, Williams, Wilson, Wood, and Young—154. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, Coleock, Daniel, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Featherston, Fowler, Giddings, Gout, Halloway, Sampson 
W. Harris, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Robert W. Jobn- 
son, Julian, Preston King, Horace Mann, Ma-on, McQueen, 
Me Willie, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Peck, Pow- 
ell, Putnam, Root, Sackett, Savage, Seddou, Spaulding, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeas Ste- 
vens, Venable, Walluce, Wilmot, and Woodward—54. 


So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. BOYD then resumed the floor. The amend- 
ment, he said, which I had the honor to introduce 
yesterday, has been printed in the Congressional 
Globe, and is now upon the table of every member 
of this House. In various other forms the bill and 
the amendment, in all their important features, 
have been printed, and have doubtless been well 
considered by all of us, I do not propose, there- 
fore, because I regard it as entirely unnecessary, 
to take up the time of the House in examining the 
character of the amendment or of the bill. Hav- 
ing taken no part in the very long and able discns- 
sions which we have had upon the general question 
of slavery, as connected with the Territories ac- 
quired from Mexico, 1 did intend, when I first 
introduced this amendment, to examine at some 
length the propositions embraced in it, as well as 
those contained in the bill. But, upon mature re- 
flection, I have determined to waive my intention; 
to forego the purpose of addressing the House at 
any length upon the question which now engrosses 
its consideration. Sir, the path is beaten. We 
have all investigated each and every proposition 
contained either in the bill or in the amendment. 
{ say that we know—all of us know—what these 
propositions are; and I take it for granted that 
every member of this House is as well prepared 
this moment as he will be next week, or next 
year, to say how he will vote in relation to these 
propositions. Everything we do—every move- 
ment that we make in relation to the delicate and 
important questions involved in the propositions 
before us, has a consequence in it of the gravest 
concern. It has become a matter of importance 
whether we shall consider the bills in‘a connected 
or ina separate form. There are various opin- 
ions, and various degrees of feeling exhibited in 
relation to them. -Before I offered my amend- 
ment, having avowed my intention to dg. so, 
I was approached on the one side and on the 
other; and the opinions which I have heard have 
been so variant and so conflicting, that I am left 
very much in doubt what it is my duty to do in 
relation to this amendment. We have had, in 
another branch of this Capitol, a measure which 
has been called the omnibus. Piece by picce it 
broke down; and there are many gentlemen here 
who are unwilling, after it shall have been coopered 
up, to take passage in it. There are many gentle- 
men who think that every measure sent to usfrom 
the Senate may be passed through this House if 
the vote shall be taken singly upon them. Other 
gentlemen think that itis impossible to come to any 
settlement of the question, unless the California 
and other bills shall be connected together, so 
as to help each other on. For my own part, I 
avow what my object is in offering this amend- 
ment. ltisto test the sense of the House in relation 
to the establishment of territorial governments 
upon the non-intervention principle. I believe 
now, as Í have always believed before I came here 
and since, in every stage of the progress of these 
bills through this and the other branch of Congress, 
that non-intervention is the principle, and, in fact, 
the only principle upon which it would be possi- 
ble for this Congress to base any measures for the 
establishment of territorial governments. Ireli- 
giously believe it to be so; and I declare that my 
sole object in insisting, as I have done, upon this 
amendment, was to bring the House to a test upon 
that principle. It is, in my humble judgment, the 
principle of the Constitution itself. “[t is the prin- 
ciple which has been sanctioned and advocated by 
the Democratic party through the entire country, 
North and South. It is acknowledged to be a just 
principle by very many persons, even outside of 
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that party. Shall we abandon it now—es 
at. a time when it seems to be, and in fac 
only principle upon which we ean settle 
tion of territorial governments? My people are 
slaveholders. They never have asked, nor do they 
now ask, anything from you in regard to this in- 
atitution—but they tell you to let it alone. ‘They 
say to me,and | say to you, we have acquired this 
territory from Mexico as it is; we have no fears as 
to the operation of the Mexican laws over it, We 
believe that our common flag, waving over a com- 
mon territory, will protect alike the rights of the 
northern and the southern man. We do not ask 
that the Mexican laws shall be repealed, though 
I should like to see it done, to satisfy the opinions 
and feelings of my southern friends. But I say 
that my constituents do not demand it, and 1 shall 
not. We ask to be let alone. We have taken 
the territory asitis. Let Congress hold its hands 
off. If the law of God, or the Mexican law, or 
any other law shuts us out from the territory, it is 
not the fault of Congress. But let Congress stay 
its hand. We propose to send the Constitution of 
the country and the laws of Congress into. that 
territory; and I ask no other guarantee as the sine 
qua non of my vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I have thus stated the object 
of my amendment. I do not desire to see this 
omnibus coopered up again; but if we can settle | 
all these questions better in that form, I should 
rejoice to see it done. If gentlemen are indis- 
posed to attempt to pass all these measures in a 
single bill, I shall be content. And, in proof o 
the sincerity of that declaration, I propose to with- 
draw all that portion of my amendment which | 
relates to the Territory of Utah. My object is to 
satisfy every gentleman of all sides of this House | 
that ] am earnestly and in good faith seeking to 
test the sensè of the House upon the doctrine of 
non-intervention. I want to see that principle 
carried out—I want to see it carried out in good 
faith. I wish to see peace restored to the country. 
Tam for the Union. {am for the Constitution as 
it is—I want no amendment to it. All I want, | 
all I ask, is, that its provisions, as they now exist, | 
shall be faithfully carried out. I say I am for 
the Union—not so much because it protects us 
from foreign aggression, as for the more important | 
reason that it protects us against one another. In 
the name of God, let us save that Constitution. 

I said—though I fear I have in some degree vio- 
lated the strict letter of my word—that I did not 
intend to make a speech 

{Cries, ‘£ Go on, Borp—go on.”] 

Mr. BOYD, (continuing.) 1 do not intend it. 
We have already ‘been listening to speeches. for 
nine long months. Ft is time we should act, I 
am astonished at the patience with which our 
constituents have borne our procrastination. I 
think we have talked enough—in God’s name let 
us act. If the result of our action should be, | 
that we cannot settle these questions upon the 
only principles on which, as I have stated, | be- 
lieve they can be settled, then I, for one, shall be 
in favor of an immediate adjournment after the 

assage of the necessary appropriation bills, Nay, 
Pill go further, and say, that I should be pleased, 
in that event, to see every man of this House re- 
sign his commission into the hands of the people 
who gave it,and leave it to them to send here Rep- 
resentatives better disposed to do their duty and 
to save the Union. 

I have not another word to say. I withdraw 
that portion of my amendment which relates, to 
the Territory of Utah. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] as 
modifying his amendment? 

Mr. BOYD. Yes—by withdrawing so much 
as relates to the Territory of Utah. I do it for 
the purpose of simplifying the amendment I have 
offered. There will be less room for misconcep- 
tion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I offer, as an additional 
section, the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
table, and which I ask may be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows, viz: 
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pecially. 
t is, the 
the ques- 


And be it further enacted, ‘That allthat portion of territory 
acquired from Mexien by the treaty of Guadatupe Hidalgo, 
bounded as follows: By a line commencing in the Pacific 
ocean, on -the parallel of 36° north latitude, three miles from 
the main land, running thence due east till it strikes the 
Sierra Nevada, thence eastwardly and northwardly with 
the crest òf said mountain range until it strikes the parallel 
of 37° north latimde, thence due east with said parallel until 
it strikes the Sierra Madre, thence southerly with the crest 
of the same until it 
ted States and the Republic of Me 
with said boundary to the Pacific occan, thence north- 
wardly with the coast to the beginning; the whole of the 
said territory to constitute the territory of Colorado; and 
that the government of 
similar to that provided for the territory of New Mexico by 
the accompanying provisions of this bill. 


Mr. McDONALD. 
der. -T object to the am 
from North Carolina, [ 
order (under the rule.) . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment to be in order, on the same principle as the 
amendment offered yesterday was decided to be in 
order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and ask the yeas and nays. 


xico, thence westwardly 


endment of the gentleman 
Mr. Cuinemay,] as out of 


Mr. DUER. {f move that the appeal be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. McDONALD proposed to withdraw his 
appeal. ` 


The SPEAKER said it was too late. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the appeal be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER explained, that that motion was 


already pending. 


Tellers. were ordered on taking the yeas and 
nays. Messrs. Venari: and Hampron were ap- 
pointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the affir- 
mative—yeas 128, nays 68; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ash- 
mun, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, 
Bowdon, Rowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Chester Butler, B. 
Carrington Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Casey, Chandler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Corwin, Daniel, Deherry, Dickey, Dimmick, Duer, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Ham- 
ilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. H 
son W. Harris, Haymoud. Hibbard, Hillard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Howard, Inge, Joseph W., 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr. La Sére, Lefer, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marsnall, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, Me 
Dowell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis B. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Milison, Moore, 
Morehead, Morse, Morton, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, 
bins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, S 


eddon, Shepperd, F. 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stets 


on, Strong, Sweetser, 


Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jaines Thompson, John R.: 


Thompson, Thurman, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wil- 
drick, Williams, Wilson, Woodward, and Young—128. 
NAYS— Messrs. Alexander, All 
Booth, Briggs, Burrows. 
Campbell, Cartter, © 
than Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Fott, Halloway, 
ard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, Julian. George G. King, James 
G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Me- 
Donald, McGanghéy, MeKissock, M 
Otis, Peck, Phelps, Putnam, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wal 
Wentworth, White, Wilmot, and Wood—68. 


Hay, Heb- 


So the appeal was laid on the table, and the de- į 


cision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CLINGMAN said, that when he offered 
the amendment, it had not been his purpose to 
say anything in explanation of its provisions. 
but he found that notwithstanding it had been 
published in the Globe of this morning, a number 
of gentlemen seemed unacquainted with it; he 
would therefore beg the indulgence of the House 
while offering a few words of explanation. 
will be seen, sir, said he, that it proposes to take a 
portion of that territory allotted to New Mexico 
by the bill of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


Boyp]—that portion I mean lying west’ of the | 


Sierra Madre, which never.at any time formed a 
part of the old province of New Mexico. 


It also takes the southern. portion of the pro. | 


pesed State of California, as far north as the 36th 
degree on the Pacific. It was my object, sir, to 
select that point on the ocean which the mountain 


reaches the boundary between the Uni- H 


said territory shall in all respects he : 


I rise to a question of or- | 


arris, Samp- | 


Jackson, William T. | 


Powell, Richardson, Rob- ; 


en, Bennett, Bingham, f 
» T. B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, | 
larke, Cole, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Na- | 


orris, Nelson, Newell, - 


den, Waldo, | 


It | 


ridge approaches nearest to, which is somewhere 
from 35° 30' to 36° 30. The lne runs thence 
eastward with the crest of. the Sierra Nevada 
until it reaches the parallel of 379-north ‘Jatitude; 
thence eastwardly with that parallel, which is: the 
proposed southern boundary of Utah, to the Sierra 
Madre, anrd southerly with that great mountain 
chain, which: divides the eastern and western 
waters, to the boundary of the Republic of Mex- 
ico. It will thus be seen that the territory includes 
nearly all of that portion of our public domain 
watered by the tributaries of the Colorado and the 
Gila rivers. I know little of this country, sir, 
|| nor does any one else seem to be much better in- 
formed. It has seldom been seen by white men, 
and our information with reference to it is uncer. 
tain and vague. I have no doubt, however, that 
the people who are to inhabit it in future will find. 
it most convenient to be connected with the inhab- 
itants on the Pacific coast, rather than with the 
people of New Mexico, to the east of the great 
mountain range, and that their natural outlet is in 
the direction of rivers which water their territory, 
But there may be objection to taking ‘in the 
southern portion on the coast, upon the ‘ground 
that it will be an interference with the proposed 
State. I beg leave to remind gentlemen, however, 
that the convention which met at San Francisco 
has not the oldest claim to this territory. Those 
who made the constitution forthe State of Des- 
eret, some seven months before the time of 
making the California constitution, included this 
territory on the Pacific within the limits of their 
‘State. “Why disregard the prior claim of Deseret 
to hold this territory? Is it not ag strong as that 
of those who have filled up the basin around San 
Francisco? { admit that the people of southern 
California do not desire to be included within the 
limits of the State of Deseret; bat they are equally 
averse to forming a part of the State of California. 
In fact their representatives in the convention pro- 
tested against the formation of any State govern~ 
ment that was to include them. All the accounts 
that I receive from there up tothis time, go to show 
that they are still unanimously opposed to forming a 
part of that State. The reasons for their Opposition 
seem substantial. The northern portion. of Cali- 
fornia is a gold mining country. Gold is abun- 
dant; and the prices are most exorbitant. Sal- 
aries are enormously high, and State taxation 18 
most cxcessive.. From the condition of things 
there, this is inevitable; but the inhabitants of 
southern California are agriculturists, and are the 
owners of the principal landed estates of the coun- 
try. They say that it is impossible for them to 
bear this burdensome taxation with the moderate 
returns which their agricultural occupations yield 
them. Besides, sir, they are remote from the 
centre of the State, and have no natural connec- 
tion with jt.. It would be doing great injustice,. 
therefore, to these people, opposite as are their in- 
terests, feelings, and habits, consisting mainly as 
they do of the old Mexican population, to con- 
nect them with the gold miners of the North. 
Why should we not respect their wishes? Why 
not base our action here on a just deference to the 
; popular will? Why make a State so monstrously 
large — so greatly exceeding any of the other 
States of the Union except ‘Texas, which, it is well 
known, was admitted with its present dimensions, 
solely because it was a foreign State which Con- 
gress had no power to divide, but which the an- 
nexation resolutions themselves provided for the 
future division of? Many persons, sir, do not 
properly appreciate the vast extent of California, 
on account of its remotements from us, Why, 
sir, it has just that amount of sea-coast which ex- 
isis between Charleston, South Caroliniay and 
Boston, Massachusetts, ft ~ 
And, sir, it is contended that its population is: 
Just sufficient to entitle it to two members on this: 
floor, or just equal to that of the State of Rhode: 
Island. What would have been thought, sir, if 
the people of that little State, landing on.our:At~ 
lantic coast, had carved out of: the public domain 
a State reaching from Massachusetts to Georgia ? 
Would not this have been regarded asa most im- 
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- would be compelled, by their importunity and its 
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pudent assumption on their part? Would any one 
contend that it wasrightto yield to such a demand ? 
And’ yet, sir, the existing case is even a .worse 
one, as at least not nine tenths of those at present 
in California have gone there, with thé purpose of || 
becoming ‘permanent citizens, but with the inten 
tion of returning “to the United States after they 
shall have gathered the gold they are in search of 
In fact nobody'is as-yet preparéd'to say what will 
ultimately be the population of that country; nor! 
what will be the boundariés finally adopted for the | 
States that may exist there. My amendment | 
makes no other . provision than those that may be 


provided for the territory of New Mexico by this || 


bill. a : 

Sir, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bovo] 
has just eulogized the principle of non-intervention 
which he says has been adopted by the Democrate 
ic party, and-ought to'be embraced by the whole 
country. } 
an ingenious gentleman, General. Cass, who de- | 
sired to'be supported alike by the F'ree:Soilers of | 
the North and the slaveholders of the South. ! 
was a convenient doctrine for this purpose, being į 
explained in opposite sections. to suit the views of | 
its advocates, At the North it was claimed that 


the Mexican laws prohibiting slavery in the Mex- |; 


ican territory would still remain in force, and that 
theinhabitants there, hostileas they were supposed } 
to’ be to the. institution, would Ikewise have the 
right of excluding it by territorial legislation. At 
the South the opposite opinions were maintained, 
and it was asserted with great confidence that } 
under this principle the territory of the United | 
States would be open to everybody, and. that the 
citizen of any one of the United States might carry 
there, hold, and enjoy every species of property 
that existed in any of the States, 1 had to com- 
bat this doctrine too often, Mr. Speaker, in the | 
presidential canvass of 1848, not to remember jit 
well- And at the previous session, on this floor, I 
warned my southern friends on the other side į 
against trusting to any such principle. What did 
we see? 

Sir, early in this session, when General Cass, in | 
an authoritative manner, expounded this doctrine of | 
his own invention; and expounded it, too, just as 
it was'understood atthe North,—do you not re- 
member, sir, how this doctrine thus explained was 
repudiated on this fluor by his former supporters 
from the South? 

My purpose is, however, simply to put the ter- 
ritory of Colorado on the same footing with that | 
of New Mexico. Whether I shall support the | 
bills thus joined will depend on the provisions 
which they may contain at the time I may be called 
upon to vote. Jt is constantly said, however, 
chiefly by northern men, that if this territory be | 
thus divided it may be the means of creating 
two free States on the Pacific instead of one. | 
There is not the least force in this. objection. If 
we admit California with her present boundaries, | 
we shall certainly have two or more free States | 
there. So extensive is the country, that as soon as 
it is populated its inhabitants will demand division. 
Would the people of South Carolina and Connec- 
ticut find it convenient to form parts of the same 
State? And will it not-happen on the Pacific coast | 
that the interest and comfort of the people there 
will require a separation? Rest assured, sir, we 
shall have petitions, memorials, and remonstrances, 
and but a few years would elapse before Congress 


own sense of justice, to divide them into two or 
more States:. Should California:be shortened, as 
proposed by my amendment, it will still have a sea | 
coast greater than that on the Atlantic between į 
North Carolina and Massachusetis. 

By sustaining my amendment northern gentle- | 
men will not sacrifice any principle whatever, and | 
will attain the object of including in the State all | 
those who desire to be members of it. The cre- 
ation of a southern territory will give the South a | 
chance to occupy it. I frankly tell gentlemen 
that, in my opinion, slavery will find inducements 
sufficient to carry it there. From all the informa- ! 
tion that Í have been able to obtain by private 
correspondence with persons there, from publica- 
tions in the papers, and from conversations with 
gentlemen recently from that country, including 
members of the Legislature of California, I be- 
lieve there are sufficient inducements to invite 
Blave labor. Gold mines are known to exist there. 
{am satisfied, also, that the Delegate from Or- 


This doctrine; sir, was the invention of || 


Teh 


j egon (Mr. Tuursron] is right in saying that 


mines of gold and silver exist on the waters of the 
Colorado. and Gila rivers, as well as in New Mex- 
| ico. Wherevergold mines exist, especially sur- 
face, alluvial, or deposit mines, as contradistin- 


| 
H É : h wae als K y 
i! guished from vein’ mines, slave labor can be em- 


ployed to the greatest advantage. I havea right 
to express an opinion on this subject, because in 


one, two, or more thousand slaves are employed 
in the gold mines, They arè preferred to white 
laborers -generally; being ‘constantly under the 


it my own district fora great-many years past some 
d 
i 
i 


| eye of the overseer, they. can. be kept regularly 


and steadily at work. . Such is the constitution of 
the negro, too, that he can remain with his.féet in 
the water, and his head exposed to the hottest 
sunshine, without injury to his health. The 


known, and they thrive there in an occupation 
which would generally be fatal to white men. 
‘And Emay add, sir, that were slaves at, this time 
generally employed in the mines of California, 
an increased amount of gold would be obtained 
without the frightful loss of human life which is 
known to have occurred. Besides, sir, in addi- 
| tion to the inducements which the mines afford, 


plored valleys of the Colorado, affords sufficient ag- 
ricultural advantages to this species of labor. 
From its soil and climate I have little. doubt bat 


cal fruits, &c. : 

Should such be the fact, one thing will result 
from it to which I would beg leave to call the at- 
tention of my Whig friends from the North. It 
is well known that they opposed, with great una- 


ico. 


were hostile to the acquisition of. Louisiana, Fior- 
ida, and Texas, as well as new Mexico and Cali- 
fornia. Whether this opposition arose from a de- 
sire to keep their population at home, with a view 
of employing it in manufactures and commerce, or 
from hostility to the extension of the bounds of 
the Republic, I need not stop to inquire; but they 
did resist, most strenuously, the proposition to ac- 
quire the Mexican territory. On the other hand, 
the Democracy atthe North, who went for the ac- 
quisition to sustain themselves at home against the 
allegation that they were abouf to extend and in- 
crease the slave power, brought up the Wilmot 
proviso, and affirmed that they would acquire the 
territory and make it free. Inthe South, on the 
other hand, a different ground was taken. Many, 


South Carolina, the late Mr. Calhoun, contended 
that slavery should, under the constitution, go into 
all of the territory that might be acquired; while 
others insisted, at least, that it should be divided 
between the two sections, by some equitable line, 
as that of 360 30’. Both sections of the country, 
therefore, concurred in the acquisition of the terri- 
tory, and our present difficulties are the result. 


| 


tention of northern gentemen to, is this: If it were 
proposed to annex Canada, we of the South, 
| knowing that it must necessarily remain free ter- 
vitory, would either object to its annexation, or if 
we assented, must have first made our minds up to 
admit it as a free State, or States. If, on the other 
hand, then, a line of slave States should come into 
| existence across the continent, and a proposition 
were made to annex any part of Mexico, northern 
gentlemen, seeing that it would necessarily become 
slave territory, would either resist the annexation, 
or assent to it with a full understanding that it 
would become slave territory. 
sult, that since two thirds of the votes of the Sen- 
ators are necessary to the ratification of a treaty, 
no foreign territory could be admitted without the 
consent of both sections of the Confederacy. Such 
| a condition of things would either prevent the ac- 
quisition of foreign territory entirely, or insure its 


such struggles as the present. Such a state of 
things, too, by making it manifest that the South 


discourage aggressive movements on the part of 
i the Abolitionists of the North, and would conduce, 
in an eminent degree, to ihe permanent quiet of 
the country. . 

It may be objected, however, that curtailing the 
boundaries of California would -exclude her pres- 


mode: of employing them in the rice-fields is weil | 


southern Califoreia, to say nothing of the unex- j 


that it will produce sugar, cotton, rice, and tropi- | 


nimity, the acquisition of this territory from Mex- | 
In fact, | may say they have generally been ! 
opposed to all acquisitions of territory. They | 


under the lead of a distinguished gentleman from j 


Now, sir, what I would particularly call. the at- ! 


It would thus re- | 


coming in upon such terms as to relieve us from | 


had ample power to. protect itself, would tend to | 


| in fact a mere nullity. s content 
j that an act of admission of the State may have 
|; a retrospective operation, sô aS to give force and 


; Sovereignty, or changing her identity. 


ent members elect from being admitted to seats on 
this floor. I cannot see that any such effect would 
result.from my amendment. All that has hitherto 
been done in. California, because without the au- 
thority of Constitution and law, is, invalid, and 
It is contended, however, 


validity to. the prévious proceedings there. If 
this bé so—if we have power to assent.to what they 
have proposed as a whole, £ confess L cannot see 
why we may not do.it with a qualification or im- 
itation, Congress .has complete jurisdiction over 
the whole of this’ territory, and may. give to the 
new State of California either the territory which 
she claims or a less amount. And if, on the other 
hand, California be regarded as a State already ex- 
isting, then she might surrender a portion of her 
territory and population without affecting .her 
i The State 
of Maine did the same thing but a few years since; 
in fact, the very bill now under consideration pro- 
poses that Texas should do the same thing. Will 
anybody pretend’ that either of these States could, 
by such an act, be so affected as to revolutionize 


: their political character, or thus render a reélecton 


of their Representatives nécessary? If our act of 
admission can give validity to what has formerly 
been done in that State—a point on which. I give 
no opinion—then 1 do not see why it may not 
qualifiedly as well as absolutely. Should the 
State of California be admitted with any bounda- 
ries whatever, when her Representatives asked 
admission on this floor, it would be necessary for 


| them. to show that they were citizens of the State 


which they claim toerepresent. In point of fact, E 
understand that all those elected are residents of 
the territory north of the line which I propose, 
and therefore no question of this sort could arise. 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, detained, the House 
longer than I intended when I rose, my purpose 
being to explain the effect of my amendment, 
rather than to make an argument in its support. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I am requested by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr.M raDe,] to give way 
for a modification to my amendment. 1 will hear 
it read, so as.to see whether I have any objection 
to it, : : 

Mr. MEADE. I ask the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker, to accept a modification of his amend- 
ment, to come in as a separate. clause of the bill, 
I offer it, sir, for the purpose of carrying out the 
principle of non-intervention. 

Mr. ROOT rose to a question of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, with some remark not dis- 
tinctly heard, resumed his seat. 

Mr. ASHMUN addressed the Speaker, and was 
recognized. ` 

I have not risén (said he) for the purpose of te- 
king any part in tne débate on this bill, or to move 
any amendment. : 

Mr. McLANE called the gentleman fiom Mas- 
sachusetts to order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Crimeman.) Does 
the Chair understand thé gentleman from North 
Carolina to have yielded the floor? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My purpose was to hear 
the amendment read. I understand it was ob- 
jected to. I donot design to speak further. 

Mr. McLANE submitted that the gentleman 
from North Carolina had sat down to hear the 
amendment read, and that the gentleman from 
-Massachusetts could not take the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the question 
diatinetly to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
and understood him to say that he had yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. McLANE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ASHMUN, (resuming the floor.) I had 
begun to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Hlouse need 
have no apprehensions of my having risen to make 
a speech. I believe that the two branches of Con- 


| gress and the country have heard enough speeches 


upon all these questions in times past. There are 
now two amendments to the bill pending; until 
those amendments are disposed of, of course none 
other can be offered. I believe it is the policy of 
the House to proceed to dispose of these amend- 
ments by a vote. [Cries of * Agreed.”] E be- 
lieve it is their policy to proceed to a vote at once, 
not merely upon the amendments but upon the 
merits of the bill itself. I wish to say, before the 
motion which Iam about to make, that I intend 
to vole against both of these ‘amendments, But I 
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believe that the bill which is before the House is |i 


one essential to the great interests, to the peace 


and quiet of the country, and I- desire it to be |j 


passed, and not be encumbered with anything else. 
Ihave farther to say, that the precise bills which 
have passed the Senate shall {if i have the oppor- 
tunity togive my vote upon them) receive my 
vote-as separate and distinct measures. I am wili- 
ing to vote for cach one of them; but in case they: 
should not succeed separately, i am willing to vote 
for them all in one bill. But I do ‘not. consider 
that the best policy. I am willing to vote for this 
bill, the territorial bills, the California bill, sepa- 
rately or together. i believe, however, that each 
one of them standing by itself, separately, on its 
own merits, will command more strength in this 
House. Let us try at. least the strength of this 
bill, as it stands by itself, unencumbered. with any 
amendments. If it fails, we can then try what 
we can do by connecting other measures with it. 
And with the view of the House trying the strength 
of it, instead of longer trying the strength of our 
lungs and the patience of the House and the coun- 
try, [ move.the previous question.. f 

Mr. BURT appealed to. the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withdraw the previous question, 
to enable him to move an amendment. : 

Mr. ASHMUWN declined to withdraw. - 

Mr. WILMOT. l desire to inquire of the 
Speaker, in case these two amendments are voted 
down, whether the bill will then be open to amend- 
ments if the previous question is sustained ? 

The SPEAKER. {t will not. The previous 


question will not have exhausted itself until the | 


bill is ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. SCHENCK. If thege amendments be vo- 
ted down—the previous question having been sus- 
tained, we shall go on to vote upon the engross- 
ment of the bill; in other. words, if the previous 
question be now sustained, there will be no chance 
of modifying the original bill. 

Mr. WILMOT, None at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state as to the 
effect of the -previous question, that the previous 
question, if sustained, will bring the House to a 
vote, first on the amendment of the gentleman 


from North Carolina (Mr. CLINGMAN] to the | 


amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Boyp,] as amended or not amended, as the House 
shall, by its vote, determine,-and then upon the 
engrossment of the bill, before the previous ques- 
tion shall have been exhausted. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to modify my 
amendment, by adding, at the suggestion of my 
friend, the following 

Mr. WHITE rose toa point of order. 

The modification of Mr. Cuinaman was read, 
and is, in substance, as follows: 

te And be it further enacted; Phat all laws heretofore 
passed by Congress whereby slavery in the territories of the 


United States is inhibited, be, and the same are hereby re- +} 


peated.” 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Cruineman.) Does 
the gentleman adopt that as a part of his amend- 
ment? 

Mr CLINGMAN. Asan additional portion of 
my amendment. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected. 

Mr. CEINGMAN. As there seems to be some 
question as.to whether my modification is in order, 
1 withdraw it. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, then, 
that the gentleman’s amendment stands in its ori- 
ginal form. 

Mr. CLINGMAN assented. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, he said, 
to a point of order. i an 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will state his point of order. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose.to a | 


.point of order. Under the 133d rule, this bill 
must be committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. This rule thus reads: 


& All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall į 


be first discussed in a Comuittee of the Whole House.” 
The language of the rule is as broad and com- 

prehensive as it can be,—all proceedings touching 

appropriations of money. Now, this bill is cer- 


tainly a proceeding. touching an appropriation of | 


money. 


What are the provisions of this bill? Clause | 


Ath of the Texas bill provides for a debt of ten 
millions of dollars, upon certain conditions, to wit: 
The United States, in consideration of said estab- 


| where the provisions of a bill merely impose a 


lishment of boundaries, cession of claim to terri- 

tory, and relinquishment of claims, will pay to the 

State of Texas the sum of ten millions of dollars. 
This is a clear promisé to pay; and if the bill | 


i 
t 
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stopped there, it might-be considered as a mere | 


liability, requiring an appropriation to pavit. But 
in clause 5th, the means of payment is provided: 
As soon as Texas accepts t i 


following:manner: He shall cause the stock to he 
issued in favor of the State of Texas, as provided 
in the preceding article. He submitted this ques- | 
tion: Does this bill not contain a proceeding touch- 
ing an appropriation of moncy ? 

Mr. McCLERNAND again rose, and inquired 
whether the point of order was debatable? 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is not || 


debatable. The Chair has examined the point of 
order of the gentleman from Mississippi, and is 


of opinion that the matter does not come within | 
the rule requiring bills te be committed. This! 


opinion is in conformity with the decision of the 


| Chair made a few days since and upon appeal sus- 
In the opinion of the | 


tained by the House. 
Chair, the test of a bill—whether it contains. an 
appropriation or not, is simple: wherever the pro- 
visions of a bill will authorize the officers of the 
Government to pay the money out of the Treas- 


| ury without additional provision of law, it is an 


appropriation bill, and comes within the rule; but 


liability upon the Treasury, but make no provis- 
ion whatever for meeting that liability, the bill 
does not come within the rule. That is the de- 
cision of the Chair, made, as has before been said, 
in conformity with the practice of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. For the 
purpose of making myself understood, 1 shall ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that the appeal is not 
debatable under the 5ist rule of the House. 

Mr. INGE called for the reading of the rule. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“No. 51. All incidental questions of order arising after a 


motion is made for the previous question, and pending such | 


motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or otherwise, 
without debate.” 


Mr. AVERETT, (to the Speaker.) I respect- 
fully inquire whether you decide that under the rules 
of this House, a measure appropriating money 
must go to the Committee of the Whole—and yet, 
that a measure directly involving a liability for 


money, and issuing the obligations of the Govern- | 


ment for its payment, may be legitimately enacted, 
without going to the Committee of the Whole? 


The SPEAKER, The Chair has made no such |} 


decision. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
Chair allow me to refer to a case? 

The SPEAKER, It will give the Chair pleas- 
ure to do so, if the House will permit. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I object, and I move 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Was not the 
bill for the increase of the rank and file of the 
army passed without having been considered in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Cries to order. : 

Mr. BURT objected to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] proceeding. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I do not 
wish to raise captious objections, or objections 
which may seem to be so. | withdraw the ap- | 

eal. 
f So the appeal was withdrawn. 

The question recurred on the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. ROOT called for tellers. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (to the Chair.) 
Is it competent now to move to refer the bill to 


Will the 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union? 

The SPEAKER. Pending the previous ques- 
tion, it is not. 

Mr. BROWN. Will it be in order if the pre- 
vious question is sustained ? 

The SPEAKER, If the previous question is 
sustained, no motion will be in order. P 

Mr. BROWN.. Then what comes of the right 
which a member has, under the rule, to move a 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair conceives that 


í S IS A these propositions, the || 
President is authorized to liquidate the debt in the 
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aerators 
right to be the same as the right to make any other 
motion, It can be made when in order, by ‘any 
member entitled to the floor. i 

Mr.: BURT, (to the Speaker.) [ desire the 
Speaker to state whether, in his opinion, the gen- . 
ueman from North Carolina (Mr. Cunveman] can 
accepta modification of his amendment. — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ‘at any 
time prior to the seconding of the.demand for the 
previous question, modify: his amendment. 

Mr. BURT. Then l appeal to the gentleman, 
from. North. Carolina [Mr: CLINGMAN] to accept 
the modification which I send to the Clerk’s table: 

Mr. CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. STANLY also objected. - 5 

The SPEAKER. These appeals from one gen- 
tleman to another, are in the nature of discussions, 
and cannot be made if objection is raised. . 

Mr. BURT. Have I no right to ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Crineman] to 
accept this modification? 

The SPEAKER. Not if objection is made. 

Mr. BURT. Is it not a thing which has been - 
habitually done in this House, and which has 
never before been refused by the Chair?» - 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has always ruled 
that. these appeals cannot. be made, except by 
unanimous consent, because they are inthe nature 
of discussion. i ; 

Tellers were then ordered on the demand for the 
previous. question. 

Messrs. Roor and Ewine were appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 74, noes 107. $ 

So there was not a second. 

Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order to 
move an amendment to the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. The 
amendments already pending are amendments to 
the original bill. : 

Mr. BURT. Then I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Is it 
in order to move the previous question on that 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] to 
move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, aid to print,- 

Mr. BURT assented, yielding the floor at-the 
same time, with the remark thatihe did not desire 
to debate the motion. a ee 

Mr. McCLERNAND. now repeated his in- 
quiry, whether it was in order to move the pre- 
vious question on the motion to commit? 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, 1 move the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that the 
House should distinctly understand what the 


| effect of the previous question, if sustained on the 


motion to commit, willbe. ‘The first question will 
be on the motion to commit. the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. If 
the House refuse to commit, then the question 
will be on the amendments and on the engrossment 
of the bill. 

Mr. ROOT called for tellers on the previous 
question. E ; 

Mr. FOWLER inquired of the Speaker whether 
the motion to commit covered also the motion to 

rint? 

The SPEAKER said it did. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the effect of the 


| previous question? 


The SPEAKER again explained, 

And a brief conversation followed. 

Mr. HOLMES, (to the Speaker.) Ifthe House 
should sustain the previous question, will not the 
effect be the same as if it had sustained the same 
motion when made by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? (Mr. Asumun.] ; 
_-The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the 


| difference in the effect of it, and. that difference 


arises simply from the fact that another motion 
has been made. . 

Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Havela right 
to withdraw my motion to commit? 

-The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Burr] can withdraw his. motion. 

Mr. BURT. Iam not disposed:to take up the 
time of the House. If the bill is amendable, I 
withdraw my motion to commit, 
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Mr. McCLERNAND renewed it.. T: 
“The SPEAKER.. Did the- gentleman- fron 
South Carolina [Mr. Burr] understand the Chair 
to state that the bill was open to amendment at 
this time ?.. a ; j 
Mr. BURT, Notatall. :, | 

Mr. McCLERNAND demanded the 
question on the motion toccommit.. > - 

. Mr... ROOT ‘called for teHers, (who were or- 
dered,) and Messrs.. Freepiey and Born were 
appointed. `.. m4 - 
. The question was taken, and the vote- stood, 
ayes 58—noes not counted.. > 

. So there was not a second to the demand for the 
previous question. `. i : i 

- o The question recurring on the motion to com- 
mit the bill to the Committèe of the Whole on the 
state of the: Union—-. f 

Mr. ROOT moved tọ amend it by adding the 
following instructions: f 

“ With instructions: so to amend: the bil as to-exelude 
slavery from all. the territory acquired from Mexico by the 

_ treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo lying eastward of California.” 

The instructions having been read— ; 

Mr. ROOT said: I do not rise to make a 
speech i 3 

Mr.. MEADE (interposing) said: I rise to a 
guestion of order, The bill proposed to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, is a bill relating to the Texan bound- 
ary. The Texan boundary has no reference to 
the Territories, and, therefore, the instructions 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Root] pro- 
poses to introduce are inappropriate. 

The SPEAKER. | In the opinion of the Chair, 
the. instructions are in-order. The motion is to 
refer the bill and, amendments to the Committee of 
the Whole on the. state of the Union. As the 
Chair has already ruled. that.this question brought 
before the House the question of the Territories 
acquired, the Chair now rules this amendment to 
be inorder, ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Roor] to yield the floor for amoment, 

Mr. ROOT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
McCuernann] moved the previous question. He 
will, therefore, excuse me if I decline to yield. 

Mr. R. said he was in favor of ‘a plain, 
downright course. ‘The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr, Bayp,] when he offered his amend-. 
ment, said he desired a plain, downright course. 
So did he. This amendment to the bill was so 
constructed as to show whether the members who 
committed themselves on this question in January 
last retained the same position now—and to let 
the country know who were against the proviso 
and who were in favor of it. We have the bills 
relative to this new Territory now before us, and 
by this amendment the question is plainly pre- 
sented. There can be no. more chance of dodg- 
ing. He did not present his amendment in the 
expectation that the House was going to support 
it. But he offered it to the House as a test, in 
order that the country may see who is for the ex- 
clusion of slavery and who is against jt. If he 
was not greatly mistaken, this proposition would 
smoke out the dough faces. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, after explaining that his 
motion for the previous question was to bring 
the House to a vote upon the bill from the Senate, 
and the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Boyp,] and that it was not his 
design, unless circumstances should change, to 
vote for the reference of these subjects to the Com- 
mittee-of the. Whole, but to exclude by that mo- 
tion, in the contingency of the failure of the pre- 
vious question, the introduction of distracting and 
mischievous amendments, if any such should be 
contemplated—proceeded to gay: 

_ T accord to the gentlemen who have participated 
in this IMportantand interesting debate, the tribute 
of my admiration for the learning, research, and 
eloquence they have. displayed in its progress. 
Perhaps no question ever underwent a more thor- 
ough and able discussion than the subject of sla- 
very, in all its aspects, hag received by the Ameri- 
can Congress during the present session. Nothing 
has been left unsaid; the Subject, prolific as it 
is, has been explored to its utmost limits; every 
argument and probably every thought of which 
it is susceptible has been gleaned and garnered. 
Tt is now confessedly exhausted. We have now 
been in session some nine months, and the time 
for action has arrived, and shall we not act? For 


previous, 


! ence? 


one, sir, I -am for a decision—a. final deeision 
of the several questions before us, If California 
is to be admitted—if legal protection is ‘to be af- 
forded to the Territories, let it be known; if the dis- 
puted boundary of Texas is to be settled, let that, 
too, be known. If, on the contrary, all these 
exigent measures are to fail, and the question of 
slavery in its application to the Territories is to be 
left open. for further agitation and aggravation, let 
that; too, be known. -Let us at least know where 
westand. We owe it to the people to disclose to. 
their view the real position of affairs—to forearm 
them by forewarning them of the impending dan- 
ger. This, sir, is my view, and this will be my 
course. After the ship of state has. been so long 
tossed and torn by angry-and. tempestuous pas- 
sions, it is now high time, as. faithful Representa- 
tives, that we had- reckoned her bearings and 
determined her true position. 

We are placed, sir, in a novel and most trying 
position—in a position which appeals to us for the 
exercise of the highest patriotism. The title to 
our Territories, the peace of the country, yea, the 
very existence of the Government itself, one and 
all,are in no small degree dependent upon our 
action. Under these circumstances, I submit the 
question, whether, in the event of our failure to 
meet the demands of .the country to perform the 
duties devolved upon us, we should not resign our 
places, and thus afford the- people the earliest op- 
portunity to select other Representatives, who may 
be better qualified to perform the public business? 
Such a course would be according to the theory 
and principles of popular government, and would 
amount practically to a reference of the questions 
which had. baffled our efforts to the judgment and 
decision of the people themselves. Such a course 
would be equally disinterested and exemplary on 
our part; and I submit again, whether, in the last 
resort, itis not worthy of adoption? Let mem- 
bers and the country ponder the question. 

In the progress of this general subject, extremes 
have met. For proof of this I need. only. refer to 
the example of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Roor.] He avows his object in moving the Wil- 
mot proviso to be (in his own peculiar language) 
“to smoke out the doughfaces on both sides of 
the line.” In other words, to force a geographical 
division of parties, and to hinge everything upon 
the proviso. And for what purpose would he do 
this? For the benefit of ultra pro-slavery men, 
and ultra anti-slavery men. Yes, sir, whilst he 
assumes the office of sponsor for both the slavery 
and anti-slavery parties, he also assumes. the of- 
fice of censor of all those who differ from both of 
these parties; he commends the boldnessand can- 
dor of the slavery propagandist, but denounces 
the man who, holding the proviso to be an abstrac- 
tion, useless and offensive in its application to our 
Mexican acquisitions, would therefore abstain 
from agitating it. Atleast, so I understand him; 


j and, upon this assumption, what is the inference 


to be drawn from his course? Is it not that he 
favors extreme views, both for and against slavery 
and its extension—that he favors such views as 
are irreconcilable, and must, according to the 
professions of the respective sides, lead to violence 
and civil war in the end? Is not this the infer- 
Does the gentleman wish so to be under- 
stood? Would he destroy the influence of those 
who stand by the Constitution and the Union— 
whose views are favorable to an amicable adjust- 
ment of these questions? Would he sink every- 
thing—would he sink political parties, reject or 
withhold government from our ‘Territories, ar- 


| rest the wheels of Government, (as they are now 


arrested,) rather than cease the agitation’ of the 
proviso ? ; 
But, sir, why should the gentleman from Ohio 
insist upon the application of the proviso to our 
late Mexican acquisitions? Ig it because the 


| Mexican law tolerates slavery? Is it because the 
climate and soil of those acquisitions invite slave 


labor? No: I presume it is for neither of these 
reasons. What, then, is the reason? God and 
nature have traced an immutable material law in 
the lofty mountains and arid deserts of that Ter- 
ritory, forever prohibiting African slavery within 
its limits: and besides this, I suppose that the gen- 
tleman holds that the Mexican law prohibits sla- 
very within those limits. Well, if this. be so, I 
repeat, why should the gentleman insist upon the 
proviso? Is it to. subserve any practical purpose 
of freedom depending upon its application? Can | 


; lent of what I had done. 


its-application do any good? . Will not its. applica- 
tion as a supererogatory,.and as an offensive act to 
the South, Þe productive. of mech and serious 
harm? -I fear,'sir, there 1s room’ to suspect that 
the purpose with which. the. proviso is urged,is 
not so much’.to-advanee:.the eause of freedom ag 


| Ht is to subserve the interests-and. advaneement of 


a mad and relentless faction—a' faction. whose ali- 
ment is excitement and strife; and who. cling to 
the proviso asa drowning man would to a‘plank— 
a plank whieh. afforded him the. only hope of es- 
cape from an oblivious grave.:. Fs not. this: the 
visible and unmistakable object? ‘Who.can: doubt 
it? Slavery does not, nor can it, as I think, exist 
in Utah or New Mexico. The Wilmot proviso, 
therefore, in its applieation to those Territories, is 
a humbug; and I say, sir, down with humbugs 
and down with all mischievous humbuggers... The 
triumph of such men would be the triumph of dis- 
order over order and violence over justice and right. 

I am not, sir, to be deterred from my propriety, 
or-from. the even tenor of my course, either by the 
imputations. or: by. the. threats of the gentleman 
from Ohio: I fear no-influence or force he can em- 
ploy against me. He could not harm me, sir, if 
he would; of course I speak politically, being un- 
willing to suppose that the gentleman is personally 
unfriendly to me. _ I have voted against the appli- 
cation of the provisio to our Mexican Territories 
from the first. I shall vote against it now, trusting 
to the intelligence and patriotism of my constit- 
uents to approve of my course. But should it 
turn out otherwise--should they disapprove of it, 
whilst I would regret the fact, still E would not re~- 
And as their disappro- 
bation of what I h&d done for. the good of my 


| country would not shake my faith, nor cause me to 


wish to tread backward, so.neither would their 
previous instructions swerve me from an adhe- 
rence to the obligations of my allegiance, and the 
path of public duty. I would stand firm, sir, and 
take the consequences whether good or evil. 
There are great occasions—crises—in buman 
affairs, when the safety of a State, or it may be, 
the -interests of mankind, override all minor and 
individual considerations; when the character of 
the representative is merged in that of the citizen 
and of the man. In such cases, he who braves 
popular prejudice proves himself a true patriot 
and philanthropist. He towers above all individ- 
ual selfishness and petty motives, and in the disin- 
terestedness and independence of :his sublime 
character, becomes a benefactor of his race. Such 
are the characters of Solon and of Cato. Who 
does not see more to admire and to imitate. in the 
incorruptible virtue, the inflexible patriotism, and 
the broad and unselfish philanthropy of these great 
historic characters, than in the dazzling but de- 
ceitful splendors of Pisistratus and of Julius Cæ- 
sar ?—to whose grasping and relentless desire for 
power and place the labors of the great Athenian 
Jawgiver, and the life of the hardy Roman, were 
sacrificed, What just-minded man had not rather 
be Solon or Cato approved, than Pisistratus or 
Cesar condemned? It is the good rather than the 
great who are worthy of a deathless fame—who 
are worthy to inspire the glowing pen of the his- 
torian, to kindle the ardent genius of the bard, and 
to challenge the approving judgment of posterity. 


‘Courage, courage, then, to the faithful and true; 


onward, onward, in the path of public duty; let 
no man despair, let no man falter. The safety of 
the Republic itself is the stake for which he com- 
tends; and the reward that awaits his constancy 
and devotion is eventual gratitude and glory. 

As individuals, we are but atoms in the great 
frame a..d motion of the universe; existing, as it 
were, for a day, and then giving place to the 
beings that are to follow us. Notso, let it be under- 
stood, with government—civil government, which, 
as a law and a necessity of human society, must 
exist, in some form, fer good or for evil, coeval 
with the existence of society itself. Let us rush, 
then, to the rescue of our wise and free and happy 
Government from the perils that beleaguer it. . Let 


-no man stand back; but let men of all parties, of 


all sections—from the North and the South—the 
East and the West—from slaveholding and non- 
slaveholding States—let all patriots come forward 
in a spirit of conciliation and compromise, and 


-make common sacrifices upon the altar of their be- 
‘loved country for her preservation and glory. Let 
‘us all do this. 


I appeal particularly to the mem- 
bers of this Houge to do so. .l-appeal to them ‘in 
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the-name of our fathers, in the name of liberty and 
union, in the name of humanity itself, todo so. 
Mr. BROOKS said, that he was oppesed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, and he 
rose to make some remarks in opposition to it. He 
had been ready at any time “ to face that gentle-. 
man’s music,” and he “ faced it” the first of. the 
session, and. he was more ready “to. face: it”? 
now.. The world had roiled round, and the sticks 
of the genteman’s drum had been kept beating — 
but in the revolution of the earth, the fewer the 
soldiers that obeyed the gentleman’s tattoo. If he 
kept on beating much longer, the fact was, as he 
believed, that very, very few would pay. attention | 
either to his morning or his evening drum. As | 
for himself, he could say, it had not beat loud 
enough, nor fierce enough yet, to alarm his nerves. 
He faced it now. He should vote against his pro- 
viso—had voted egainst it in Januar last, and 
was ready to vote against it in all the Janoares to 
B. went on to say) 


come, . : 
There was a time (Mr. 
: when the Wilmot proviso was not as it is how,a 
mere useless, mischievous sabstraction, and he 
could very well understand the motives and 
the reasous of gentlemen who voted against it. [t 
was a bolt, however, that had done its errand, 
that had discharged its duties, and the spent bolt 
now, that some men were for hurling, could only do 
mischief and create unnecessary alarm. When the 
Wilmot proviso was first introduced and passed || 
on the floor of this House, it taught the country 

two salutary and important lessons, the South, 

first, that the war with Mexico could not go on lo 

extend slavery, but that the intent and purpose 

would be by the majority resisted, and it taught 

the North next, that conquest and extension of 
territory jeoparded the very existence of the 

Union. The fear of the Wilmot proviso predis- 

posed the southern Democratic party for peace, 

and it alarmed the Democracy of the North not ! 
only for the Union itself, but for the nationality, 

and even existence of their party.. Thus Demo- 

eats coöperated with Whigs in arresting the career 

of our Generals in Mexico, and in compelling a 

peace. 

The lesson is impressed upon gur history; and į 
no party, hereafter, will be anxious for a war of 
conquest, unless it is first settled to which section | 
of the Union the political profit will inure. The 
. Feasonsand motives then that prompted gentlemen 
to urge the Wilmot proviso, no doubt sprang 
from high and patriotic causes; but as things were 
now, the Wilmot proviso was an abstraction, mis- 
chievous in all its consequences, and periling even 
the unity and existence of the Republic. That 
Providence of Almighty God, which had so often 
watched over and preserved us as a favored people, 
with His “ cloud by day and pillar of fire by night,” jí 
is watching over us now, and preserving us now, 
from the perils that our passion for conquest, and 
for other people's lands, had brought upon us. 
We were to. be preserved too, without any self- 
sacrifices of principle, or pride, or sectional prefer- i 
ences, or pledges, if we would only leave all to 
that Almighty God, and not attempt to be wiser || 
than He, in settling the destiny of our country, || 
what part of it should be bond or free. That des- ji 
tiny is already fixed, irrevocably fixed, beyond |} 
any human control; and, in my opinion, all we 
ought to try to do, isto await the decree of that 
Providence, and stand by it, whatever it may be. 

To settle this: terrible agitation in this Hall and 
Chamber, such by the way as no. other form of | 
government is strong enough to stand a month, I ji 
am willing to. become a convert to the doctrine || 
of non-intervention, of non-action—and in good || 
faith, too. If it is of any importance to know 
what I am willing to do, I will state here, that I 
will vote for no Wilmot proviso, now or hereafter, | 
on any matters before us; and I will stand.upon | 
the principle, that the authority of this Govern- | 
ment shall not be exerted to exclude or to extend 
slavery, the principle of compromise upon which it 
was framed. Thus, it will be seen, if E am op- 
posed toa single-headed, uniform, universal Wi- 
mot, [ am the more opposed to the double-headed, 
double-shotted Wilmot, which would éxclude 
slavery by law north of 36° 30°, and establish it by 
law south of. that line. If the Wilmot. proviso is 
a principle, and a principle that must be enforced, 
the law of the majority will succeed, and the old, 
and ancient, and venerable, and now immortal |! 


| rapidity; and its social polity is 


| joins heartily with the e 


! that wafted northern comme 


| to go, was there, before the owner 


| Poverty was behind, and: gold .was before,—and 


|| them-on. The world has never seen anything 
| like this eruption, or irruption, not even in the 


Wilmot ” will carry the day. 


Butl will pledge myself here now; while a mem- 
ber of this Congress, to resist them both; and I will 
fall back, in order to give peace, upon the non- 
intervention, non-action invitation of the southern 
members, so fervently sent up during the last Con- 
gress in these Halls; and I beg these. gentlemen 
here to stand the ground they stood on then, and 
not to become converts to the Wilmot principle 
which they once so earnestly denounced, and 
which. is-without donbt-a principle alarming to the 
South. I will stand with them .now on their 
principle of hon-intervention, and I will follow 
the salutary rule, that the Federal Government was 
not created -to exclude or to establish slavery by 
law, and leave that exciting subject to the States, 
and the inscrutable Providence that has fixed so 
anomalous a class of human beings upon our 
otherwise free form of government. No other rule 
of action, as it now seems to me, can save this 
glorious heritage of our fathers from the inevit- 
able internal dissensions which threaten it—and 


these were the rules which animated and inspired 
the bosoms of the Hancocks, the Rutledges, the 
Adamses, and the Pinckneys, who bequeathed this 
heritage to us, : 

And I can see, Mr. Speaker, that. no section of 
our country bas anything to lose, but on the con- 
trary, everything to gain by the policy of non-ac- 
tion in this matter of slavery; for that destiny of 
Almighty God, of which I spoke but a moment 
ago, has regulated all these things for us. Cali- 
fornia is setted, and is settling with a miraculous 


power of ‘this Government to ch 
of yours is omnipotent enough to 
order there established. 

and are yet decreeing the 
The emigrant from the b 


ange it. No law 
reverse the social 
The people have decreed 
universality of freedom. 
anks of the Misssissippi 
migrant from Maine, in | 
of slavery, as the com- 
mon interest of all; and all the armies and navies | 
of the world cannot create slavery where all the | 
people will all to be free. 
know that southern gentlemen attribute this | 
feeling to the preoccupation of the soil by northern | 
emigrants, under the patronage of the Federal j 
Government; but a power higher than any gov- | 
ernment settled this quest'on; and that was gold, 
stimulating instant, tumultuous emigration. The | 
columns of emigration settled 
ander like circumstances, the 
clusion of slavery. The st 


ordaining the exclusion 


establishment or ex- 
eamship, the winds 
rce there, settled the 
question. The people of the North did not so 
much go, as rush or fly, to California, when they 


fixed beyond ‘the || 


as they always will |i 


heard that gold was there,—and the poor white 
man of the South, who could raise money enough 

of negroes could | 
prepare himself to start. California: became the | 
magnet, which attracted all the enterprising pov- | 
erty of America. The northern rich capitalist re- | 
posed upon his funds at home, and so did the 

planter on his plantation at the South, but the en- 

terprising and ambitious poverty of both sections, 

rashed, aye fle 
ifornia, and established an equality there, to have | 
which they left their own land. No overland em- 
igration from the slave States could overtake, or 
over-match these crusaders after the golden fleece. 


when the winds. blew not strong enough, or fast 
enough, the genius of steam was evoked to hurry 


days of the Crusaders. 

How idle, then, amid such a whirlwind of causes | 
and of people, to impute to the distant and feeble | 
powers at Washington, a potency enough to re- 
Strain the establishment of slavery there! The | 
white man there would not work with the negro 
in the mines, and that settled the question. ‘The 
white man would not allow the capitalist, be he 
owner of negroes, or of peons, or of other prop- 
erty, to scrape, scratch, or to shovel more gold 
than he could—and that. settled the question. It 
was a question between labor present and capital 
absent, and labor instantly prevailed. The south- 
ern emigrant joins with the northern, the first 
from interest, the second from education and pre- 
possession. No authority of Government could 
establish slavery among such a class of emigrants. 
The Executive, the Legislative, and Judicial pow- 
ers of this Government combined, have never been 


w on the wings of the wind, to Cal- || 


able to do it, and cannot doit now. It would be 


| that, slavery, as it seems to me, 


! tions. 
; want my people to be outnumbered, out-re 
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easier this moment to establish slavery.: inthe 
older States of the North, where great social and” 
pecuniary. inequalities, perchance,. exist; but. the: 
thing is utterly impossible among a.people, who: 
have fled from wealth, and its inequalities, in order 
to be'socially, morally, politically, and so. to speak, 
pecuniarily, equal and free. ` 

Gentlemen from the South 
in their hearts, if not by w 
truths, seek tó reverse them 
nia, making of one part a State, and, of-another a 
Territory.. If I were to consult. only.:the -free- 
soil passion of the day, and to vote: with especial 
reference to my section on that point, I. should 
certainly second, instead of resisting that move- 
ment; for these same causes, whieh have: made 
California non-slaveholding, will ever continue,, 
until heavy, massive columns of slave emigration 
overland, can overtake and overrun emigration. by 
sea, or the now cheap, quick-moving, enterprising: 
emigration from the Northwest. Weare as certain 
to have two free States, it seems clear to me, ag 
we were to have one, if California is divided; and 
the more gold that.is found in the southern.part, 
the greater and quicker will be the rush.of the. fly- 
ing ‘columns: of emigration there, that. will .not 
work with slaves, or allow. a. master of slaves to 
amass unequal shares of the precious dust. So. 
is:as. clearly and 
as certainly shut. out from the Pacific as it.is from 
Canada, or the northern part of the Atlantic coasts 
The great and impressive motive Ihave in resisting 
the division of-California, comes. from. the great 
danger of being, some day or. other, ruled by the 
members in the Senate from our. Mexican acquisi-+ 
Asa resident of an Atlantic State, I do not 

re~ 
sented, out-voted in the United States Señale! I 
do not want the Atlantic.ocean to bow down to the 
Pacific. When I look upon the map, and survey 
the almost immeasurable regions we have now on 
the Pacific, and west of the sources of the Missouri, 
l foresee that New England, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and the southern. States, are 
shorn of their sovereignty in the Union. I wish 
to do all I can to avert that result—I wish to 
make of California, of Utah, of Oregon, of New 
Mexico, of Nebraska, States as large as possible. 
I go for the broadest extent of latitude and of Jon- 
gilude compatible. with their. geographical posi- 
tions, and the public interest. Large States, it is 
for. the interest of us in. these now thirty States, 
to carve. out of those States to come; aye, the very 
largest, unless we intend to be. overwhelmed in the 
Senate... Hence, L wish to resist. the division. of 
California, and I rather sorrow. that she has. not 
taken more than she claims. To divide her, it 
thus seems to me is acommon injury to the Nerth 
and the South, to be aggravated to the South, if 
what seems to be certain, follows, viz: the estab- 
lishment of two ‘free States there, instead of one. 
Even if we go further, and establish slavery by 


+-who acknowledge 
ord: of mouth, these 
by dividing Califor- 


{law in one of these California States, as. some 


gentlemen seem to desire, and thus ordain a south-, 
ern Wilmot proviso in their behalf, it, would ‘be 
the same. as. attempting to establish. slavery in 
Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, 
Pennsylvania or Ohio; for these and the like people 
are already. there, and practical masters of that 
soil. And this is what i meant, when I spoke of 
destiny, the decrees of Providence, or the fiat of 
Almighty God. The question, I say, is settled, 
and ail man can do, is by unnecessary agitation to 
sow the seeds of civil war, and to make unhappy 
and bloody the soil on which we dwell. 

The gentleman from Ohio is, however, not sat- 
isfied with that. decree of Providence; and as he 


| seems to think Providence has not done enough 


for our section of the Union, he will do something 
more. He asks us to face the music on an abstrac- 
tion of his, and he tauntingly tells us he will 
“smoke the doughfaces out: He renews. here 
to-day a proposition that he introduced. at the 
early part of the session—an abstraction, which at- 
tempted to exclude slavery by law when. govern- 
ments were established in all of our Mexican ac- 
quisitions, including California. ; à 

Mr. ROOT. No, not California. ; : 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, inall our Territories east of 
California. And that abstraction was orice thrust 
out of the House, amid all the cries of the gentle- 
man upon us northern members.: “to face the 
music.” I trust that this unnecessary, inoppor- 
tune, and mischievous proposition will-receive the 
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extremés, arid these extremes were invigorated by 


the fuel which“the Free Soil Van Buren Democ- ! 
The members of this Congress į 


racy ‘supplied. 
from the free States were elected, inthe main, amid 
this excitement, and they came here under im- 
pulses, and with pledges from which there can be 
no escape only by the ordeal of another election. 
When that takes place, they will represent a people 
who, in my belief, share in buta small degree, with 
the extremes now acting upon this oor. The peo- 
le are ahead óf their Representatives, I feel sure, 
Ina disposition tosettle all these agitating questions 
before’ us, Which now divide and distract the coun- 
try, and to settle them amicably, fraternally,' and 
equally, Asto'my own self I can say, that though 
I took: great responsibility ‘in voting against the 
Wilmot’ proviso: the early part of this session, I 
have been more than sustained in the great metrop- 
olia which“ [have the honor in part to represent. 
Over forty thousand names, not men of ink and 
aper, but real men with residences to their names, 
ave given me and my colleagues a ticket ‘to. ride 
in an omnibus, a cab, a sulky, a wagon, or a 
gocart; aye in any honorable vehicle that comes 
along, singly or doubly, but to ride, at/all events. 
l prefer'a carriage with a single passenger, if I can 
get it, but I. shall not stand upon the order of my 
going, but keep trying to go. And this feeling is 
not alone the feeling of the city, The great me- 
tropolis of a nation’s commerce, the centre of its 
business, the focus of its exchanges, but foreshad- 
ows what a nation thinks.. It may be in advance 
ef the nation. Public opinion may there sooner 
come toa head; but when the businéss agents of 
a nation—wWhen their servants speak, and speak 
thus ‘emphatically, ‘unequivocally, universally, it 
is but the Premonitory note of theloud thunder 
that is preparing to burst. 
The gentleman ‘from Ohio, F think, foresees the 
coming public opinion in the North, and hence his 
musical’ blast again this morning to summon his 


followers to overawe us of the North, and to! 


frighten us down. *“ Othello’s occupation’s gone,” 
if the excitement ig not kept brewing. What will 
become of me, perchance he soliloquizes, if the 
storm is hushed, and I am not buoyed up, and I 
dropdown? If, in the importance and grandeur 
of the subject which we have this day and yes- 
terday voted upon, there was-not a solemnity 
that didnot admit of the ridiculous, the extraor- 
dinary ‘scenes andi ‘assdcintions of to-day ' and 
yesterday, ‘would convulse ‘us with laughter. “I 
saw marching between the tellers just now; almost 
arm in’atm, and more than once, gentlemen from 
the North and’South, who could hardlykeep each 
other’s company two seconds without a smile or 
ashrug. There went the gentlemen from Ohio, and 
gentleman from South Carolina, Siamese Twins. 
There were there gentlemen together who were 
for dissolving the Union*if the Wilmot proviso 
was passed, and gentlemen for dissolving the Union 
if it was nol passed. ‘Gentlemen will pardon me, 
but some Jines of Shakspeare run through my head, 
and I must let them out, iw order to describe this 
composition: : i 
« Fillet of a fenny snake, - 

In the cauldron boil and bake : 

Eye of newt, and toe of frog, 

Wool of bat, and tongue of dog, 

Adder’s fork, and blindworm’s sting, 


Lizard’s leg, and owlet’s wing. 
For 8 charm of powerful trouble, 


‘Like a hell-broth boil and bubble. 
:- Double, double, toil-and trouble; 
Fire, burn, and, cauldron bubble.” 


-And so this cauldron is to be made to boil and 


bubble in all parts of this Union. . Now thisamaz- | 


ing fraternity, this almost ludicrous combination 
may be very patriotic on the part of gentlemen from 


‘sections of .the Union, and from parties utterly 


opposite; it may be`from nobler motives ihan 
those ‘which the people impute. ` And to-worthy 
motives I am-willing to impute, nay, l am bound 
to impute (it would be‘unparliamentary to do oth- 
wise) all-actions: upon-this floor, but: not the less 
can l keep my eye from. this:strange; this extraor- 
dinary junction of extremes, this droll::consdcia- 
tion of bed-felows, who meet “but to.-kiss, then 
to snarl, to bark,’and to bite. If anything, how- 
ever, on earth were wanting to convince me that T 
am right, it would be:the ‘opposition of these ex- 
tremes tomy course of action. ` H anything 
were wanting to°convince me that the people 
of this country were at heart in favor of the 


| principle of action which {T wish to carry out on 


this floor, it would be this combination of ex- 
tremes in opposition to these principles. 
then, I have no doubt in my own ‘mind that the 
great body of the northern people are willing ‘to 
face the music” at any time whenever'the sound 
of the drum reaches their ears, even ‘if their Repre- 
sentatives from opposite pledges and opposite as- 
sociations are not ready to face it here in this 
House. i 

The great white race of this country, neither 
North nor South, will ever long consent to peril, 
much less to rend this Union on acconnt of the 
African; and he who calculates to win popular 
favor, or to make a name beyond his own barn- 


door, by any vociferation of any obstreperous char- | 


acter about the African, be he from the North or 
from the South, much mistakes the genius of onr 
countrymen. 


louder cock outcrows him. Whenever it is really 


| felt that the Union 3s in peril from excess of zeal 


for the African, North or South, the white race, 
for self-preservation, for its own liberty, life, law, 
will 'rixe‘as the windsrise, and the how! of the hur- 
ricane will be so terrible, that poor chanticleer will 
skulk from the storm, and pray for the dunghill 
to fall on and hide him. Our countrymen are so 
proud of their country,—it is such an honor to be 
an American citizen; the destiny of our Union is 
believed to be so bright and glorious, that the 
white man will not sacrifice himself for the‘ Afti- 
can. We owe him duties, the gieater for’ the 
depression in which we keep him, and infamy 
alight upon him, whoever, anywhere, oppresses the 
African in the comforts of life, the consolations of 
religion, or in the rupture of the social ties that 
consecrate ‘a home: but woe, woe, be to ‘the 
man, who rends the Union to extend slavery, or 
to enforce its exclusion by violent, unnecessary, 
provoking Jaws. Many sacrifices’ will be made, 
and ever have been made by all parties, to create 
and to maintain this Union; and these sacrifices 
must ever continue to be made. The great body 


of the northern people stand ready to make’ their | 


share of sacrifice, and among them, as I believe, 
the Wilmot proviso men; but they expect like 
sacrifices on the part of their southern country- 
men. Whoever asks must give; and when any 
of us offer to surrender our prejudices and prefer- 
ences that the North has had, and yet has, for 
the proviso, we cannot understand the patriotism 
of the southern man, who asks us to establish one 
for him. ‘These mutual“ surrenders ‘of interests 
and of preferences alone can carry: this’ Govern- 
menton: And asa Government, it ‘ceases to be 
useful or practical, as for nine months it ‘has been 
in this ‘Hall, if there is to be an’ etérnal conflict 
among the white’race here, about the black race 
élsewhere. 


This Government is, in ‘hy opinion, the strong- | 


est Government on earth, as long as it attends to the 
duties imposed upon it by the Constitution, and 
refrains from ‘agitating topics its framers’ would 
not even name, much more agitate, and Teagitate 
upon. A dissolution of the Union, therefore, I 
look upon as impossible. The despotism of Rus- 
sia, ‘or the Democracy of France’ in its wildest 
paroxysis; ‘could never rally stouter hands or 
warmers hearts’ to’ protect, defend, and maintain 
order'‘and ‘law, and-to put ‘down: conspiracy and 
treason. ‘The loyalty to’ the Union is of ‘lve, 


repeat, | 


A` member may crow himself into | 
Congress, buthe will only tarry there till some | 


H 


affection, of a common glorious life, and a eoming 
brictiter future and ‘such ‘a Government no con- 
spifdtors; no traitors can-overthrow. T apprehend, 
therefore, no“ physical dissolution of this Union. 
t hear the thréats, and ‘the ‘mutterings, but their 
impotency amuses ds-Often ‘as ‘their audacity pro~ 
vokes. But there is a moral,'a social dissolution of 
the Union, that I fear, and of which; alas already I 
see signs among us. We begin'to be' afraid to speak 
-aloud among one another. “Brethrén*as we are, 
countrymen under the same flag, there are. topics 
upon which we cannot talk-together, and of which 
we can only whisper in sections among ourselves. 
One of the worst omens of the times is nightly sec- 
tional caucuses in these Halls, which ‘teach us to 
distrust ‘each other, and to consider a man an 
enemy, because he was born under a northern or 
a southern sky. These suspicions, this distrust, 
this rupture of our fraternal bonds, may, Isome- 
times ‘fear, provoke mad men, or mad States to 
attempt to dissolve. this Union; but if they could be 
successful, it would only be amid fire and blood— 
and to be accursed by all posterity. No sacrifice 
is too great for me to avert this horrible catastro- 
phe. The Union, I doubt not, can be maintained, 
and must be “maintained, even by arms, if neces- 
sary,—but what is a Union worth, without love, 
without loyalty, without pride in it, and only pro- 
tected byarms? Unite'us once moreas brethren, 
restore our ancient fraternity, settle and: banish 
from these Halls this afflicting subject of slavery— 
and the Government.is stronger than if it had at 
its service two hundred ‘thousand serried bayonets, 
or whole parks of artillery...” ‘ 

A fèw words more to my northern countrymen, 
and I will finish these’ altogether unpremeditated 
remarks, which the sudden and unexpected appa- 
rition of the ghost of Wilmot, presented here by 
the gentleman from Ohio, and which: I thought 
laid in January, has called out. F conjure them 
now to lay this ghost again—to face this music, as 
they did in January. ‘Now is the day, and now 
is the hour. And yet I do not know who consti- 
tuted this or any other member musician over us, 
or made him drum-major of the great northern 
band. Who hired him for an overseer~—-who 
put the driver’s whip in his hands ‘to crack 
and lay on our’backs, and make us face the 
music he plays? Can anybody tell? I will not 
speak of this insolent tońñe, or of such insolent 
language, in the terms they deserve; for it is un- 
parliamentary often to speak the truth, and tochar- 
acterize such terms ag they ought to‘ be character- 
ized. But I insist upon knowing what divine right 
the gentleman has-to call upon us to face his musi¢, 
to show our hands to him, to marshal us, or ‘to 
smoke out our doughfaées,” to quote his words. 
Sir, if to do right, and to dare to do right—if-to 
stand by my own white race first, and the’ African 
next—if to utter such sentiments as I have been 
uttering, and to act upon them, make me a dough- 
face, my face is‘all dough; and the gentleman may 
make the most he can of the admission. Iam teady 
to be smoked out, and have been for nine months, 
and. the quicker the smoking the better, for I am 
heartily tired of staying in this hole here. IT want 
to breathe the free air of the people once more, 
and to be relieved from the stifling and confusing 
sentiment that assumes to speak for the people 
here. i 

The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, 
now, that he drums us northern men up to, is the 
_ exclusion of slavery by law from Utah; for I take 
it for granted, that if he considers California safe, 
New Mexico is considered safe for exactly a 
similar reason. ‘Well it is of the highest import- 
ance to exclude slavery, by law, from Deseret, 
from Utah, from the Mormon’ settlements there? 
O, don’t waste a moment,‘ for there is an im- 
minent danger lest the plariter may desert the 
rich bottom lands of the Mississippi, and Ala- 
bamia; and of the Santee and ‘Péedee, and rush, 
with his slaves, ‘from the cotton and sugar tempt- 
ations ‘of Texas, through the desert, over the 
Snowy mountains, to the great Salt Lake in Utah. 
If there ever was any danger of the extension of 
slavery inour Mexican acquisitions, it was that 
it would go:to’the shores-of the Pacific, where no 
proviso ‘is now ‘proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio. Not that it would prévail among the Mor- 
mons, who, as a mass, abhor slavery'almost with 
a ‘religious fanaticism—and ‘who ‘are: emigrants, 
not from the slave States, but fromy Old England, 
Ohio, New York, Pennsyivania, and the North- 
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west, all non-slaveholding regions. The negro 
can no more work for his master, and prosper in 
Utah, than in Canada.or in Maine. Jtisa soil 
that demands irrigation; the farms are, and are 
‘intended to be, small. If Canada ever knocks at 
the door of the Union, I shall then expect to see 
the gentleman from Ohio insist that it cannot come 
in without his proviso in advance fixed upon it. 
For in the elevated regions of Utah, the frost kills 
the cotton in September, as it does in Canada or 
Maine. To insist upon the application of the 
Wilmot proviso to such a people, and to such a 
region, is but to provoke, to annoy, to excite a 
portion of our countrymen, ‘to set their tails on 
fre to see how they run.” I will be a party to 
no such fun. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL (imperfectly heard by the 
reporter) was understood to inquire ofthe gentle- 
men from New York whether slaves were not now 
held in Utah ? 

Mr. BROOKS. There may be a few officers of 
the army with their servants there, perhaps a few 
others. There are, no doubt, in my own city just 
now, from. eight hundred to one thousand. slaves 
this traveling season. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But there are some four 
hundred slaves already in Utah. I can state so 
positively, if the gentleman from New York does 
not know ite ; i 

Mr. BROOKS. Upon what authority? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, The Delegate from Utah. 


Mr. BROOKS. Ah! [understand all that. The | 


Delegate from New Mexico lost his seat in conse- 
quence of alienating from him the whole South, 
by representing the fact that there was no slaves 
there; and the Delegate from Utah don’t intend to 
make any such mistake. By riding a little on 
both sides. he will be sure to get in. Some four 
hundred slaves will be good for the. South, and the 
soil and the climate, and the character of the peo- 
ple, will do for the North, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, asked Mr. 
Brooxs to allow him to put a question. 

Mr. BROOKS. Certainly. I love to be cate- 


chised. 
> Mr. STEVENS. Itis pleasant to ask a gentle- 
man questions who loves.to answer them. What 
I want to know is, if soil, climate, and Providence 
keep slavery ont of Utah, why they don’t keep 
them out of New York ? : 
Mr. BROOKS. They do. When the southern 
sun rages southern travelers bring to New York 


their body servants in considerable numbers; and | 


as long as the climate is agreeable they tarry, but 
when Utah weather comes, they are off with the 
first frost, as fast as the locomotive can carry them. 
is the gentleman answered? 

Mr. B. closed his remarks by saying, that as 
the thread of his discourse had been broken he 
would yield the floor, and more especially as this 


was not now the time to do in proper order what ! 


he wished to do—discuss the Texas boundary bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, obtained the 
floor. 5 

Mr. FEATHERSTON appealed to his col- 
league to yield the floor to enable him to move to 
amend the instructions, 

The SPEAKER said, if the gentleman. from 
“Mississippi gave way to his colleague, the gentle- 
man could move his amendment by general con- 
sent. 

Mr. FOWLER objected. 

Mr. BROWN resumed the floor. 
designed to make a few remarks only in reply to 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. McCiernanp, | 
and the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks, | 
who had just taken his seat. Both these gentle- 
men had taken a position which had been assumed 
since the beginning of the session by many gentle- 
men from the northern States, and had put forth 
views which they seemed to regard as likely to 
obtain the favor of the South. If these gentle- 
men (said Mr. B.) were right in supposing that 
we of the South are mére shadows, occupied 
only in the pursuit of shadows, then they might 
succeed in the object at which they aim. But if 
we are real, substantial men, things of life and not 
shadows, then.they will find themselves mistaken 
in their views. What-was it the South had 
demanded? She had asked to be permitted to go 
into these newly-acquired Territories, and to carry 
her’ property with her, as the, North does; and he 
desired to tell his friends from Illinois and from 
New York, that she would be satisfied with noth- 


He said he | 


a 


North has been with a view to its exclusion from 


ing less than this. It was in vain‘to teli the people 
of the South that.you will not press the proviso || 
excluding slavery, because circumstances are such 
as to exclude slavery without the operation of this 
provision, and therefore it is not necessary to 
adopt it. He would tell gentlemen who use this || 
argument, that the southern people care not about 
the means by. which slavery is to.be excluded. 
They will not inquire whether nature is unpropi- 
tious to the existence of slavery theré, while they 
know that the whole course and desire of the 


the shores of the. Pacific. It was only necessary 
to look at the history of the last few. years to 
satisfy ourselves that it has been the purpose of || 
the North to produce this exclusion. i 


-Mr.. HOLMES. | congratulate the whole coun- 
try that the gentleman from New York has given 


up his adhesion to-the Wilmot proviso. : 

Mr. BROWN, (resuming.) -The conversion o 
the gentleman from New-York tothe docirine of 
non-intervention. had come about as much. too late 
as his abandonment of the Wilmot proviso. They 
were both too late to do any good... K the gentle- 
man had kept his hands-off slavery before the last 
presidential election, then,. indeed,. the southern 
people might have had some reason for gratitude. 
But, instead of doing that, the gentleman adheres 
to. the proviso until it is too late for non-interven- 
tion to do any good, and ‘then he forsakes the for- 
mer and: becomes a convert to the latter. i 

: The gentleman from New York appeared to be 


| spirit of free soil, as manifested in the propostion 


The honorable gentleman from Illinois had ad- 


Tl | | greatly horrified at what he was pleased to call 
ministered a well-deserved rebuke to the factious 


| political associations on this floor-—at the strange 
; phenomenon of. the two great’ extremes of. the 
| North and the South voting together. He would 
| explain this apparent inconsistency. The South 
i rezarded the whole of the territory to. latitude 


of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Roov;] for that 
he (Mr. B.) felt as profoundly grateful as any other 
man. It wasa spirit which ought to be rebuked 


.tories, and they could not feel grateful to any man |! 


everywhere. It deserved the universal execration 
of all good men. But it was his duty to say to his 
honorable friend, that so much of his remarks as 
were directed against the proviso, on the ground 
that it was not necessary to our exclusion, failed.to 
excite his (Mr. B.’s) gratitude, as they would | 
fail to elicit the gratitude of the southern peo- 
ple. The gentleman from Illinois would not be 
informed that he had Mr. B.’s highest respect as! 
a gentleman, and his sincere personal regard—but 
as a southern man, he. felt bound to say at. 
all times, and. on -all occasions, to all persons, 
friends and foes, that he and his section demanded || 
as aright an equal participation in all these -Terri- | 


who placed his opposition to the proviso on no | 


42° and east of the Rio Grande as the property of 
Texas, and was not disposed to- permit any por- 
tion: of that territory to be surrendered for the 
purpose of being made, free soil. This: was the 
position occupied by the southern extreme.: The 
northern extreme considers the. title of the-United 
States to all this territory-as clear beyond dis- 
pute, and therefore are opposed to purchasing it. 
This is the reason why the two extremes are act- 
ing together on principles apparently antagonisti- 
cal, for the purpose of defeating this bill. Is: it 
remarkable that he (Mr. B.) and his southern 
associates, believing conscientiously that the title 
to the country, in the language of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnaxt,] is in. Texas, 
and that the United States has neither title nor 


higher grounds than that they were excluded by | 
other means. If his honorable friend had placed | 


color of title, should refuse to give it up? Is it 
strange that other gentlemen, believing,as they say 


; they do, that the title of the United States is clear 
' and indisputable, should refuse to pay Texas ten 
i millions to withdraw an unfounded claim? Gen- 
would have felt a thrill of gratitude which none of || tleman may pretend to marvel at this singular 
them would be slow to express. If the proviso was |" political conjunction, but they all know perfectly 
wrong, it ought to be-opposed on the high ground |: well the motives which have produced it. : 
of principle, and not on the feeble assumption that || He however deemed that it would be found 
it was unnecessary. To oppose it on the ground i: quite as remarkable a political phenomenon that 
that it was not. necessary, was to say in effect, | the gentleman, from New York, and many of his 
that it would be sustained if it was necessary. : political friends fromthe South, should be found 
The gentleman from New York had just in- || cheek-by-jowl with these same detested Frée-Soil- 
formed the House that he was elected as a Wilmot |: ers on another question. We vote with them from 
proviso man, and now he rises and makes it his || exactly opposite motives, as the gentleman. and the 
boast that he is backing out from the position he |; whole country very well know. But. from what 
then assumed. ! motive does the gentleman and his southern friends 
Mr. BROOKS (Mr. Brown yielding) said, that || vote with them for the admission of California? 


his opposition to the proviso on the grounds that | 
the South had rights, and that those rights-ought | 
to be respected, then Mr. B. and the whole South | 


| come forward and. to say whether he was.for or | 
| against the proviso. 


.thesé Territories, the North would suffer still more |! 


although this proviso was made a test, he had told |, Is there any opposite motive, there? None, sir, 
the people who elected him that. he would -not 
pledge himself to vote for it; that he was willing 
to remain at home, but that, if he was elected, he 
must go as an independent man. 

Mr. BROWN resumed. -The gentleman from 
New York had certainly taken high ground. But ; 
if he was not mistaken, that gentleman was the 


editor of a daily paper in New York, (the Ex- |i 


press,) and in that journal, unless he was again 
mistaken, the Wilmot proviso had been sup- | 
ported. The gentleman, therefore, had. not left | 
much room for doubt as to his real sentiments. | 
There was very little occasion for him now to} 


But he desired to ask that | 
gentleman, whether he was for er against this | 
proviso when its adoption was deemed necessary ji 
for the exclusion of slaves from the new Terri- i! 


tories? If-he was then in favor of the proviso, the |). 


fact that he is now opposed to it, because he is ; 
satisfied that the South cannot carry her slaves || 


thither on account of the hostility of the climate i; 


and soil, and other more potential causes, his 


| 
i 
{ 

: . ea i} 
position was one not calculated to excite the grati- || Sot i in th 
I enjoyment of all the common property; and if this 


tude of the friends of the South. . . 
Mr. BROOKS (Mr. Brown yielding) said, he | 


had not changed ‘one principle, but he had been | 
converted to the gentleman’s doctrine of non-inter- |; 


vention, or non-action. It had always been -bis | 
opinion that the power of the General.Government | 
ought never to be exercised, whether in- favor of | 
or against slavery. Ifthe South should suffer | 


from her inability to carry her slave property into | 


if she was permitted to do so, because her citizens || 


would not consent to go to these Territories if sla- | 


; none. 
‘and that is, the admission of a free State into the 
' Union. 
' that we are found voting with the Free-Soilers, 
i Can he give any other reason than the one just as- 


There is one motive common to them all, 


The gentleman expresses special wonder 


| signed why he and his southern. friends : vote, with 
| them on another question? pends fee. 

Until the gentleman could aasign some satisfac- 
tory reason: why he and his party, North and 


j 
| Soùth, were found in political fellowship with 


every Free-Soiler-and Abolitionist in the land for 
the admission of California, it Would be modest to 
suppress his wonder at.the accidental association 
of Free-Soilers and southern gentlemen on the 
boundary of Texas. 

The difference between us (said Mr. B.) is this: 
we act with them from extremely opposite mo- 
tives; you from concurrent opinions and senti- 
ments; and we will leave to posterity and the 
country to decide which stands most justified in 
the eyes of all honest and impartial men. 

But his main object in raising to address the 
House was to say what were the demands of the 
South. She asks for an equal participation in the 


be denied, she demands a fair division. Give it 
to her, give it by non-intervention, by non-action, 
or by any other means, and she will be satisfied, 
‘This is her right, and she demands it. But if, in- 
stead of doing this, the North insists.on taking 
away the territory and abridging the rights of the 
South, she will not submit to the wrong in peace, 
nor meanly kiss the hand that smites her: He 
uttered no threat, but it was his duty to say that 
the South could neither forget nor forgive a wrong 


| like this. She cannot forget that these new Terri- 


very existed there. 


iS) 


tories were purchased in part by.her blood and 
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-treasure,-and she will-not forgive the power: that 
snatches them from her. . He had never under- 
taken to say what course the South would feel it 
cher-duty to pursue on the consummation of her un- | 
‘just exclusion from these Territories; but he would 
say, that:the-act of her exclusion would sink like 
a poisonous arrow into the hearts of her people, 
and it would rankle there and inthe hearts of their 
children, as long as the union of these States con- 
tinued. © “The consummation of northern policy- 
may: not produce an immediate disunion of these 
States; but it will produce adistinion of northern 
and southern hearts; and he left it to‘others.to say 
whether apolitical union under such-circamstances 
could be long maintained, or whether it was worth | 
maintaining.: 4 ea ee 

It can excite no feeling of gratitude that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] says he is 

‘Now: opposed to the Wilmot proviso. . He is for 
ithe ‘spirit of the proviso.. He would be for its 
letter, if it was necessary for our exclusion. He 
consents ‘to abandon it simply because it is ube- 
less. = There was a day when it was potential. 
Then the gentleman was for it. .Now, when he 
‘supposes’ our exclusion almost perfect and the 
means at hand for its entire consummation, he 
magnanimously abandons theproviso. Wonderful 
liberality! Amazing generosity to the South! If 
the gentleman is not canonized as the ‘most genet- 
ous man- of his age, surely gratitude will have 
failed to perform her office. 

‘We of: the South well understand the means 
employed. for. our exclusion. This proviso, once 
so much in favor with. the gentleman from New 
York,- now sò graciously abandoned, performed 
its office. -lt was held in terrorem over California: 
southern: property, termed as property always is, 
‘was keptvout ofthe country. The column of 
‘southern emigration was checked at the onset— 
whilst every appliance was resorted to to swell | 
the column of-northern emigration. Every means 
was resorted to which political ingenuity could 
devise and Federal power make effective, to hurry 
on this emigration, and then, with indecent haste, 
the emigrants, yet without names or habitations’ 
in the country, were induced to make a pretended 
State constitution, and insert in itthe Wilmot pro- 
:viso. The-gentleman need not be told how far 
the Federal Administration was responsible for 
these things.’ He need not be reminded that he 
and his quandam proviso friends were prominent 
actors in all these scenes. Need he be told that the 
proviso was the smippoLeru of their power? It 
was used so long as it was effective. It was used 
for our prostration, and now it is thrown aside for 
no better reason than that it is useless—that it is 
no longer necessary, 

Does not the gentleman from New York know 
very well that the California constitution is no 
constitution until adopted by Congress? Does he 
not know that that constitution contains the pro- 
viso? Does he not know that the proviso is pow- 
erless in that constitution until sanctioned by Con- 
gress? And does he not mean to vote for that 
constitution, with the full intent and purpose of 
giving vitality to that proviso? With how much 
of liberality—with how much of justice to the 
South does the honorable gentleman come forward 
to assure us that he is against the proviso? The 
gentleman is opposed to ingrafting the proviso on 
the territorial bills for Utahand New Mexico; and 
we thank him for his opposition. > But what rea- 
son does the gentleman give for this opposition? 
The decrees of God have already excluded us. 
He has no idea that slavery would ever penetrate 
the country. He is opposed to the proviso, be- 
cause itis unnecessary. If it was at all necessary 
for our exclusion, the honorable gentleman would 
be for ite He must ex-use us if our gratitude 
fails to become frantic for this singular exhibition 
of forbearance and liberality. 

Mr. B. was willing to trust the rights of the 
South on the ‘strict doctrine of non-intervention, 
If God, in his providence, had in fact decreed 
against the introduction of slavery into Utah and 
New Mexico, he and his people bowed in humble 
submission to that decree. We think the soil and 
climate are propitious to slave labor; and if they 
are not, we shall never seek the country with our 
slaves. Allwe ask of you is, that you will not 
interpose the authority of this Government for us 
or against us. We do not fear the Mexican laws 
if you will in good faith stand by the doctrine of 
non-intervention. We will risk ‘the protection of 


ithe Federal Constitution, and the banner of the 
stars and stripes for ourselves ‘and our property. 
All we ask of you is, that you will in good faith 
stand neutral. Rae ee Be 
He had never announced his purpose of voting 
-agairist the territorial government for Utah. He 
meant to vote for it;and he should vote for the 
territorial government for Mew Mexico if the 
‘boundary was so arranged as to respect the rights 
of Texas. He was opposed ‘to the admission of 
California, because her constitution was a fraud— 
a fraud deliberately perpetrated for the purpose of 
excluding the South; but he was in favor of giv- 
‘ing governments to Utah arid New Mexico on the 
ground of strict non-intervention. “He did not 
want to be cheated in this business, and he there- 


fore proposed this question to the honorable gen- 


tleman from New York: Suppose we pass’ these 
Utah*and New Mexican bills at-this ‘session with- 
out the Wilmot proviso; and suppose the southern 
people commence moving into the Territories with 
their slaves, and it becomes apparant that they are 
| to be slave Territories and ultimately slave States; 
and suppose that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Roor,] at the opening of the next Congress, offers 
the. Wilmot proviso with a view to check our emi- 
gration andto exclude us from the Territories with 
our slaves, will the gentleman, if a member of 
“Congress, then vote for the proviso? 

Mr. BROOKS replied in the negative, as far as 


i he was heard. 


Mr. BROWN. Then if we take our slave prop- 
erty into the Territories, we are assured that we 
are not to be disturbed in its peacable and quiet 
enjoyment by any act of this Government. 

Mr. BROOKS said, that if he should be here 
he certainly should not vote to repeal any territé- 
rial bill for which he had voted. He only spoke 
for himself. . 

Mr. BROWN was gratified to hear this state- 
ment; whilst he could not insist on the gentleman 
answering for the North, he must express his re- 
gret that he did not feel authorized to answer at 
least for his political friends. The gentleman had 
answered manfully, and, he did not doubt, sin- 
cerely; and if the whole North, ora majority even, 
would answer in the same way, it would go far 
towards restoring harmony. He asked honorable 
gentlemen whether they were ready to pipe to the 
tune set them by the gentleman from New York? 
If they were, the whole South would listen. It 
was a kind of music they liked to hear from the 
North. There was in it more of the gentle harp, 
and less of the war-bugle than they had been: ac- 
customed to from that quarter. 

Mr. BROOKS said, it appeared after all that 
there was no essential difference between them. 

Mr. BROWN. So far as this Congress is con- 
cerned, we ask nothing more than that we shal! be 
treated as equals, and that no insulting discrimina- 
tion should be made in the action of Congress 
against slave property. If the gentleman agrees to 
this, there can be no essential difference between 
ug. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, to the subject of the Texas 
| boundary. Is there one man in this House, or 
thronghout the nation, who does not know that but 
for the question of slavery, there would be no such 
question as that of the Texas boundary? Suppose, 
i sir, that Texas and New Mexico were: both as 
clearly slaveholding countries as North and South 
| Carolina, how long, sir, do you think, it would 
take this Congress to fix a boundary between 


Texas extended to the 32d or to the 42d degree, or 
to any intermediate point? ‘Vake-out the question 
of slavery, and of what consequence is it where 
the boundary of Texas may be fixed? Does any 
man suppose that the money-loving men of the 
North would vote ten millions of dollars from a 
common treasury to buy a slip of soil from a 
slaveholding State, simply to give it to a slavehold- 
ing Territory? No, no. We all understand this 
matter, If the country is left in the possession and 
ownership of Texas, it must be slave territory, and 
if it is given up to New Mexico, you mean that it 


to leave any stone unturned to-accomplish this end. 
We know this, and we govern ourselves accord- 
ingly. Let northern gentlemen speak out on this 
subject. The thin covering, that they want to-do 
justice between Texas and New Mexico, furnishes 
a poor disguise to the real purpose,’ We'all/ know 


hem? Not one hour—certainly not one day. Of |} 
-what consequence could it be to the Noth, whether | 


shall become free territory, and you do not intend | 


| that slavery restriction is the lever with which you 


are lifting thetitle of Texas off this country, and 
giving it up to New Mexico; and we all know that 
you are. attempting to do this without right, or 
color of. right, to perform-such an act. m 
Mr. McCLERNAND (Mr. -Brown yielding) 
said, that Texas claimed the Rio: Grande for its 
whole extent to be her western boundary. By 
the resolutions annexing’ Texas. to the United 
States, slavery is interdicted north of 36°30! within 
her professed limits. ‘The amendment. proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Bovo} 
provides that slavery may exist in any portion of 
the territory west of the boundary of ‘Texas, as 
proposed by the Senate bill, between 32° and 36° 
north latitude, east of the Rio Grande. ` That is, 
the amendment provides that slavery may exist 


‘in any part of said territory, according as the peo- 


ple inhabiting it may determine for themselves 
when they apply for admission into the Union. 
So that to the extent of so much of said territory 
now claimed by Texas, lying between 36° 30’ and 
38° north latitude, the South, according to the test 
of. my able and worthy friend from Mississippi, 
stands upon a better footing under the amendment 


| proposed than she does under the resolutions of 


Texas annexation. 

Mr. BROWN resumed. : If we-are left in that 
condition in which .we were by the annexation 
resolutions, we are satisfied, What. we ask in 
regard to Utah, New Mexico, and California, is, 
that the North will not, by means direct or indi- 
rect, disturb us then in the quiet. enjoyment of 


| our property. What we ask in. regard:to Texas 


is, that you will abide by the resolutions ‘of an- 
nexation. We are satisfied with the céntract, 
and we are opposed to making any other. This 
contract gives us all south of 36° 30’ as slave ter- 
ritory, and dedicates all north of that line to free 
soil. We stand by this. If gentlemen want to 
buy from Texas her territory ‘north of 36° 30’, let 
them doit.. They had his full consent to give her 
ten, twelve, or fifteen millions of dollars. He 
should interpose no objection. But when it came 
to selling out slaveholding Texas with a view of 
enabling the North to make New Mexico a non- 
slaveholding State the more readily, he felt it his 
duty to interpose by all the means in his power. 
He never meant to give his vote for any proposi- 
tion or combination of propositions which looked 
to the deprivation of Texas of one inch of her 
rightful soil. He wanted to deal fairly by all 
parts of the country. He trusted he should be-as 
ready to act. fairly by the North as by the South, 
but he invoked the vengeance of Heaven if ever 


| he gave his vote for any bill or proposition to buy 


the soil of a slave State to convert it into free soil. 
Mr. CLARKE obtained the floor, and, < 
On his motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 5 
The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees: i : 
By Mr. HEBARD: The petition of F. E; Fulerton and 62 


| other citizens of Chester, in the county of Windsor and 


State of Vermont, asking for a revision of the tariff of 1846, ` 
and establishing specific instead of ad valorem duties. 


By Mr. MOORE: The petition of J. J. Sandford and 93 


- others, citizens of Maryland, asking for the distribution of 
| the pubhc lands in limited quantities to actual settlers. ` 


IN SENATE, 
_ Tuurspar, August 29, 1850. . 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
certain citizens of Arkansas, in favor of Ashley 
Davis, and asking that he may be placed on the 
pension roll; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. . : 

Mr. CLARKE presented a petition of citizens 
of Iowa, asking the establishment of a mail-route 
from Pasqueton to Animosa, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. | i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
‘Mr. SEBATIAN, from the Committee on In- 


‘dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


of Lewis Ralston, asking indemnity for loss of 
improvements of which he was‘ dispossessed con- 
trary to the treaty with the Cherokees of 1835 and 


-1836, asked to be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the same; which was agreed to. 


1850. - 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
<Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred House bill making 
appropriation for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the year ending 30th June, 1851, reported 
back the same with amendments, which propose 
to strike out that part of the bill in which the sala- 
ries of the professors of the academy are fixed at 
$1,500, and, with the exception of the professors 
of French and Drawing, to make them $2,000. 

He expressed the hope that it would be the 
pleasure of the Senate to take up the bill and pass 
It at once. $ : 

Mr. CASS. If it will not occu 
hour, I have no objection. ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not see why it should 
occupy more than ten minutes. At any rate, I 
promise it shall not interfere with the special order. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was then taken 
up and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. -Iwill explain, in a moment 
ot two, the object-of the amendments. There is 
in fact but one amendment, the others being mere 
alterations. which follow, as a matter of course, if 
that one is adopted. The only respect in which 
the bill thus amended differs from the bill as it 
passed. the House is in regard to the amount fixed 
for the professors’ salaries. The salaries of these 
professors heretofore have been made up of three 
or four items—the item of pay, the item of forage, 
the item of commutation of subsistence, and an 
allowance for servants. The House, in lieu of the 
salary which these professors enjoyed from these 
items, have stricken off so much as was derived 
from the commutation for forage for two horses. 
The Cammittee on Finance recommend that, in- 
stead of this diminution, a salary of $2,000 shall be 
allowed to each of them, with the exception of the 
professors of Drawing and French, whose salaries 
they propose shall remain as fixed by the House, 
at $1,500. They have increased it toa sum cer- 
tain, which they think is preferable to allowing it 
to be paid in the former mode; because one of the 
objections made in the House was in relation to 
the item of forage for three horses, as a part of the 
salary which the professors received. The Com- 
mittee on Finance believe that competent men to 
discharge these duties could not be procured for 
less than $2,000, which is about the amount 
they now receive in the shape of these allowances; 
‘and they have therefore proposed that the profes- 
sors of mathematics, philosophy, engineering, 

- ethics, and chemistry be allowed $2,000 each, in 
exchange for all these allowances, with the ex- 
ception of the longevity ration, which is one more 
of honor than of profit, and is particularly valued 
by military men. 

If it be the pleasure the Senate to keep the sala- 
ries at what they were, or about what they were, 
there can be no objection this amendment, and the 
change in the sum is simply the result of the 
establishment of that pinciple. I ask the question, 
therefore; first on this amendment; for, if adopted 
by the Senate, the others will follow as a matter 
of course, to harmonize the residue of the bill with 


py the morning 


it. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Ido not know that I per- 
fectly understood the remarks of the Senator from 
Virginia; but if 1 did understand them, the adop- || 
tion of this amendment will increase the salaries 
‘which the professors referred to in the bill have 
heretofore enjoyed.» The House have made a re- 
‘duction of them, and instead of bringing them back 
to the precise situation in which they formerly | 
stood, the Senator from Virginia proposes an 
amendment which will increase their emoluments. 
Now, I take this to be the worst possible time to 
engage in increasing the salaries of public officers, 
for we know that the drain on the Treasury is 
enormous. I hope the Senate will concurin what- | 
ever reduction the House has seen fit to make. I 
will venture to say, that if we reject the amendment | 
and adopt the-bill as it passed the House, not a | 
single officer will resign, and there will be no diffi- 
culty whatever iñ getting competent officers to per- 
form the duties. I apprehend these salaries’ will 
then be quite as large as are enjoyed at the uni- 
versities and public seminaries of the country by 
professors. At any rate, Lam willing to try the 
experiment, and see whether any resignation will 
‘take place, or any difficulty be experienced in ob- 
taining competent men to perform the duties of 
-these stations. : 


Mr HUNTER. The Senator from Maine will | 
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find that the sum proposed by this amendment to 
be given as salaries to these professors is not very 
far from what they now enjoy: Take, for instance, 
the professor of philosophy. He now gets $2 044 
in‘pay and allowances, and it is proposed to allow 
him $2,000. “Fhe professor of engineering now 
gets $1,792, and it is proposed to allow him $2,000. 
So with the professors of mathematics, ethics, and 
chemistry: each of them now receives $1,792, and 
it is proposed to give them 2,000. So that in point 
of fact we vary the sum from what they now re- 
ceive but by a very small amount. And I do not 
agree with the Senator that, because the gentlemen 
who have.occupied these places, and are unfitted 
now perhaps for other business, will not resign if 
we curtail their salaries, it is proper and just to do 
so. On the contrary, I think that if they have 
served faithfully, they should receive what their 
services are worth, and at that rate it ought to be 
what is paid for similar services in the first uni- 
versities and academies in the land. Į believe the 
amount is not so high as is paid in the University 
of New York; and certainly it is not so high as is 
paid in the University of South Carolina or of Vir- 
ginia, with which F am more particularly acquaint- 
ed; and yet we know that these professors not 
only are, but they ought to be men of the highest 
grade of talent. 1 do not believe that we can secure 
new men for these duties, who are equal to them 
in point of scientific attainments, at thesum pro- 
posed to be given them in the bill as it came from 
the House. It is a very small matter; and the 
poorest of all economy, I think, is that which con- 
sists in a reduction of the salaries of professors in 
our institutions of learning. Why, the difference 
in qualifications which might be secured by a dif- 
ference of a thousand or fifteen hundred dollars in 
salaries, might be worth to us hundreds of thou- 
sands. Indeed, it is impossible to estimate in 
money what we may gain or lose by this or that 
plan or grade of instruction. No doubt we shall 
get men to serve if the salaries are put down as 
low as $500, but the question is, whether we shall 
get competent men, or men as competent as those 
who now grace and adorn those stations. 1 hope 
it will be the pleasure of the Senate to adopt this 
amendment. We have put the salaries ata round 
um, which is something less than the same class 
of professors receive at the universities of which 
I have spoken; and which are certainly not too 
much for the services rendered. We thought it 


better to give the sum in gross, so that there should | 


be no reason for supposing they were receiving by 
indirect means a higher salary than was intended, 
and I do not believe the salary which they now 
receive would have been attacked. if it had not 
been for the fact that a part of the sum comes in 
the shape. of commutation of forage for three 
horses, and it was not known why a professor 
should have three horses, 1 believe the reduction 
was made with the idea of striking at what seemed 
to be an abuse. But I think, with due deference, 
that in doing so the House did not consider. what 
was proper and necessary for the support and 
compensation of a professor engaged in this insti- 
tution. So far as the professors were concerned, 
the whole amount received was hardly adequate 
ag salaries, and the mode in which it was paid, so 
far from being a matter of just reproach to them, 
rather entitled them to our sympathy; for doubt- 
less it must have been disagreeable to them to 
seem to receive too much by indirection, when in 
act their allowances of all sorts did not compen- 
sate them fully for their services. 

: Mr. DICKINSON. I fully concur with my 
colleague upon the Committee of Finance, [Mr. 


Honter,] who acts as chairman of that commit- | 


tee, in what he has said with regard to this bill. 
My experience has taught me that the cavils which 
are raised against the increase of the salaries of 


|| clerks and public officers are most frequent with 


regard to small amounts, such as the trifling in- 
crease of from seven or eight hundred to a thou- 
sand dollars. In such cases a great deal is said 
about economy, and that persons can be procured 
for a lesssumi Sir, in such matters it is not more 
poetical than true, that ‘ fools rush in where an- 
gels fear to tread.”? You can supply the publie 
service with incompetent men for a salary of a few 
hundred dollars, but will it be wise to resort to 
such mistaken economy? I, too,am an economist, 
but I am not willing to economize to the destruc- 
tion of efficiency. We have many large appro- 
priations—some of them amounting to hundreds 


i 


| Mr. BRADBURY. 


| objects, 


| is only something over $700. 


of thousands of dollars. Such’ appropriations 
possess a high degree of interest, and'in them the 
extravagance of the Goveriiment is mést conspica- 
ous: To'them I would’ apply a rigid ecdnomy. 
I favor directness and simplicity in the payment of 
salaries. I am in favor of an amendment which 
will show how much our ‘officers receive: [am 
not willing to continue the’ system of paying 
through rations and commutations, Let the Sen- 
ate, and the country, and the officers ‘themsélves, 
know how many dollars and cents are'assighed to 
each. I do not think these salaries too high#'the 
Government must have its ‘employés, buttet it 
have no more than are necessary, and let them‘be 
competent men and fairly paid. 

T am perfectly aware that 
any suggestion which tends. to economy, or'any 


i effort that may be made to keep either the salaries 


of officers or the expenses of the Government down 
to the point at which they have been kept, will be 
perfectly unavailing; but still I intend to call the 
| attention of the Senate to the tendency to extrava- 
i gance in things great and small, and Í mean to re- 
peat the effort, whether availing ‘or tinavailing, 
This is said to bea small affair; but here we find — 
without any complaint on the part of the officers, 
that I have heard; without any allegation of neces- 
sity for the increase of these salaries, and when 
the House has sought to economize—a’ proposi- 
tion to increase the salaries of the officers of this 


| institution ‘to an amount of sorne eight or ten per 


cent, We all know that the expense of support- ' 
ing their families is less there than in most large 
cities, and that the services of men of ‘first-rate 
capacity can be obtained for the salaries that these 
gentlemen have heretofore enjoyed. ` 
Butare we to be told that a salary of $2,000 per 
annum is necessary to command the services of a 
tutor of French or other languages at this institu- 
tion? If the committee, when they proposed to 
change the mode of making compensation, had left 
the amount as has heretofore beed paid, I should 
not have objected to the amendment. But here is 
a proposition to increase the sum, which is in per- 
fect keeping with every appropriation bill which 
we have had before us.” The constant tendency is 
to enlarge the expenditures of the Government. 
We are constantly called upon to raise the com- 
pensation of employés in appropriation ‘bills; and 
we have this startling fact before us, that while in 
1830 the expenses of the General Government 
were about $14,000,000, being about one dollar for 
each inhabitant, the expenditures have gove' On 
increasing beyond the ratio of increase of the pop- 
ulation, until we see that the appropriations ‘asked 
for at this session, in the estimate of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, reach the amount of $45,000,000. 
And yet the appropriations will exceed the esti- 
mates. If we do not begin to retrench somewhere, 
it will be useless to attempt to keep the expenses 
of the Government within any reasonable limits. 
We have local governments, State and municipal, 
whose province it is to execute most of the ordi- 
nary duties of government; yet ‘we see ‘that the 
General Government, ‘instituted for a few specific 
have gone on increasing: until’ they have 
swelled to such an enormous amount, that itis 
dué to the country to call attention tothe fact. T 
concur with the Senator from New York, that it is 
‘to large expenditures we should chiefly direct our 
attention; but I do not choose, whatever may be 
the course of others, to increase the expenditures 
without necessity even in small matters. f would 
be glad to keep within the present limits at least, if 
possible. . 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 think the Sen- 
ator from Maine has made a very good speech, if 


| he had appended it to something to which it had a 
| useful application; but I think itis out of place here, 


because the whole increase of expenses proposed 
It is a diminution 
professors, his. salary 
her than that of the pro- 
f the academy.” The 


of the salary of one of the 

having been accidentally hig 
fessor of the senior chair o y 
object is to put all the salaries of the principal pro- 
fessors upon the same scale. The Senator from 
Maine has ‘not inquired, I am sure, or he would 
not have given the reasons which he has offered 
against the passage of this amendment. Heseems 
to suppose that he can obtain competent men to 
fillthese chairs anywhere, and’ for a less’sum of 
money. His remarks remind me of’a‘saymg of 
William Cobbett. He said he could obtain an 
able-bodied man to perform the-duties of king for 
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fifty pounds.a year. I have no-doubt he can get 
able-bodied men to take these chairs for such sala- 
ries as he supposes; -but 1 think he:is mistaken if 
he supposes. he can.get competent men to do it 
who.will not require a salary as high as-it is pro- 
posed to give... The instruction atthis institution 
23, peculiar. In. mathematics.it is more extensive 
And thorough than elsewhere; .and.the science of 
war and of military. engineering is taught in no 
other: institution of the. country, Therefore these 
chairg-must necessarily be filled by officers drawn 
fromthe army, arid must be mem of the highest 
attainment in their profession. On. being. appointed 
professors, they surrender the right of promotion 
in the army and alt prospects of professional dis- 
tinction. {tis only those of the highest attain- 
ments in science, and of the best capacity, who are 
selected for. these duties: The Senator. from 
Maine was.never more mistaken than.in the.sup- 
position that the. salaries arè higher than those 
givento men of similar. occupation and standing in 
other institutions of the.country. They are below 
what is received in many. institutions—greatly þe- 
low that which they could elsewhere obtain; but 
thé. professors have a pride in the progress and 
success of the institution, some of them having 
been.. connected with it more than twenty years. 
Having grown up with. the institution, they feel 
that attachment. which binds them to it, and is su- 
perior to pecuniary temptation, but it may not be 
to. depreciation and neglect by the. country whom 
they have so long and so advantageously served. 
_ Again, the Senator from Maine is mistaken in 
Supposing there has.been no complaint. on the 
part. of the professors, and: that the position is 
favorable to low salaries... The place is. one where 
the. living is expensive, and, as they have, to. enter- 
dain much company,..their salaries barely support 
them. .There.are many. places, where they could 
be supported for much less, and where they could 
obtain: higher, salaries.’ The institution has borne 
good fruit, and I think it isa poor economy to strike 
at the source of the army’s glorious reputation by 
parsimony in the salaries of the professors, such 
as will deprive the academy, not only of the pres- 
ent experienced. professors, but, render it impossi- 
ble hereafter to obtain:Jike ability. -The proposi- 
.tion.is not to. any amount worthy of consideration 
‘torincrease the expenses of the academy, but to 
place it on a basis: with respect to these salaries 
which will relieve it hereafter from the. cavils to 
which it has been. exposed in. consequence of the 
manner in which the salaries have been paid. It 
is to. place the amount. paid distinctly and fairly 
„before the country, so that demagogues may not 
shave any handle to lay hold upon in connection 
with the compensation made to the professurs. It 
is.that the salaries may be fixed, so that every, man 
may Know. whatis.received. The standard fixed 
upon is.below, that of the colleges generally, in. the 
country.  Ifuthese menare, as .1think-they. are, 
entitled to the gratitude of the country for all they 
have bestowed upon.it, both in peace and war; if 
they have by their instructions at, this academy 
given efficiency to the army, and greatly increased 
the science which has been spread broadcast over 
the land, itis but a poor return for. such benefits 
ito be. caviling at the proposition. to raise the sala- 
ries of these professors a few hundred dollars. I 
‘regret thatthese objections have occurred. I should 
have expected every Senator to favor the proposi- 
tion, seeing itis but little more than :to change the 
mode of compensation by fixing the amount to be 
received. by commutation of allowances into, a 
salary. l expected to see it adopted at once, and 
that it never would -be changed until some one 
should propose. to increase. the salary to. such 
amount.as they could elsewhere receive. Anin- 
crease, I believe, they should have, 
~Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, the manner 
of the Senator from Mississippi partakes more. of 
the camp than. the Senate. de undertakes to 
decide ex cathedra. whether my remarks. are appli- 
„cable to the question or not. Of that the Senator 
must permit me to judge. I do not choose to sub- 
mit to his decision when he undertakes to pro- 
nounce upon the pertinency of.my remarks. lam 
. the judge of that matter, whether: they are applica- 
ble or.not to the. subject before. the Senate,.and not 
that Senator. If he sees fitto call me to order, to 
that mode of testing the point 1 am.ready to sub- 
mit. { made the suggestion that here was a.prop- 
-osition to increase salaries. without necessity dis- 
closed.to the Senate. I saw. fit to call the attention 


|| superintendent, 


of the Senate to that subject, because.I.saw, on 
every hand, an indication of increase of expendi- 
tures.. L remarked that I thought proper to call 
attention to.this subject in all cases, whether large | 
| or.smaij, . This is no great matter; but it involves 
an increase of salaries, as I think, without neces- 
sity, and I have done.my duty in noticing the fact. 
think we should look into every case, and see | 
that the expenditures of the Government.are not 
unnecessarily increased. .. J.leave the subject with 
the Senate.. It.is of itself, of but little consequence, 
and. I. will not consume further, time, remarking 
only, that.it is time to. stop. the. unnecessary. in- | 
crease of expenditures in.all cases. f 

Mr. DAVIS. If I had.ever supposed that J 
could. gain anything by lecturing the -honorable 
Senator from. Maine, I should give it up now as 
hopeless, and come to the conclusion that he was 
unteachable. The remarks of the Senator were 
not applicable, because they were directed. to a 
state of facts which did not exist; and now he 
takes issue with.me because I tell him so. He 
| cannot alter the facts. They are there; and I have 
i a right, and every other man has a right, to judge 
; Of the applicability of his argument, when he 
argues as to the facts. 

Whether my manner belongs to the camp or the 
forum, I trust that my arguments will always be | 
fonnded_ on truth. The Senator has committed | 
„an error.as to the facts. If he-did not commit an 
error, he must have known. that he.was attacking 
that which did notexist. I supposed that he was 
i committing an error, because the facts did not 
exist so as to justify the attack. If he takes issue 
on that, let hira.do so and make the most of it. 
But he winds up by saying that it is a matter of 
such smail importance that he leaves it to the 
Senate 

Mr. BRADBURY. Without further remark. 

Mr, DAVIS. Exactly; and he leaves it pre- 
cisely where he found it. 1 think itis probable | 
that he has not changed the opinion of any one; 
nor even given sufficient reasons to justify his. 
own. And if the matter is one of such small im- 
portance, it is a great pity the Senator did not 
think of that before, and allow the question to be 
taken without giving rise to this debate. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and it was agreed to. $ 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be 
taken on. the. remaining amendments altogether, 
as ihey follow asa matter of course from the adop- 
tion of the last amendment. They are. merely 
verbal, so as to make the several parts of the bill 
agree. 

The question was then taken on the remaining 
amendments proposed by Mr. Hunter, and they 
were agreed to. 

.Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I offer an amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the tenth line, as a 
proviso to that clause of the bill. | 


x | 
The amendment was then read, as follows: | 


lineal grade or brevet not below that of lieutenant colonel, | 
and thatthe commandant of cadets shall have rank by lineal 
gtade, or brevet, not below that of a major.?? 1 
Mr. DAVIS. Iwill state.in.a. few words the 
_ reasons which induce me to. offer that amendment. 
The compensation of the superintendent, if. he 
have lower rank than is there provided, is too | 
small. No officer can consistently with his own 
interest hold the office unless he have higher com- 
. pensation than is allotted to the rank of the present 
The late war with Mexico has 
given to that corps several-brevets They have 
several officers above.the rank indicated by the 
amendment. -Those officers may be taken by 
their brevet rank given. for. brilliant service, and | 
such. a compensation be thus given as is necessary 
to support.the officer holding that station. That 
is the reason for the first. branch. of the. amend- | 
ment. The. second is that which relates to the | 
commandant of cadets.. He should have the rank | 
of. major, and, as young officers may hereafter ex- 
„pect to be selected for both posts—the old officers 
of engineers having been already detailed for the 
post of superintendent, and. a great many of the 
old. officers of other. corps for the. post of com- 
mandant—I wish to give effect. to brevet rank in 
both cases for. the post of commandant. I have 
especial reasons. 
The commandant should not only be. a soldier 
of such. character and experience as to enable him 
to.teach the strategy of war with. advantage, but | 


Provided, That the superintendent. shall have rank by i 


in the riding. hall. 
:next: Spring, and 1. would.therefore suggest. that 


also to-impress:his:character on those who are to 
be taught. To- effect. this, it is essential that-he 
should. be.a soldier:tried,in.the. war.. Young ofi- 
cers who have acquired ho higher rank than a lieu- 
tenant by lineal.grade may. be selected for the post 
of commandant by having been breveted_for distin- 
guished services; their.experience -will -be useful, 
and their character will be-more.useful than: their 
experience, by. inspiring -military .ardor in’ the 
youths under his command. Phat position is one 
which immediately and, entirely regards. the mili- 
tary branch of instruction in the .academy—the 
rest regards the scientific. The commandant. haa 


charge of the. military instruction of-the cadets, 
‘and, more than others, forms:their military char- 


acter.. . oe 
Mr, YULEE. The object proposed -by..-the 


Senator,from Mississippi appears to me. to. bea 


very desirable one. An objection occurs -to me, 
however, which I would suggest to the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs:. The su- 
perintendent has been selected for his peculiar 
qualifications, and his excellent.adaptedness to the 
position-which he-now holds, and. which he has 
occupied with great advantage to ‘the institution 
for.two or three years. “The effect of this amend- 
ment, it appears to me, will be. to legislate him out 
of. his- position. Fthink it,would. be better that an 


Mr. DAVIS. -The object of the Senator from 
Florida [My. YuLee] could only be attained by 
creating. what is termed ‘local rank,” a. species 
of rank known in the: British service, but ‘entirely 


unknown in. our own.  Inereasing the compensa- 
tion alone would.not suffice. A local rank might 
be.given to the superintendent equal to any grade 
which Congress might adopt. Any. officer might 
be selected; and holding the post would give him, 
for the time he held it, a local rank. Then the 
compensation follows of course; otherwise it would 
be likely that the superintendent would be of lower 
grade than the commandant, and that. would: des- 
troy the whole organization of tħe academy. The 
commandant, by the operation of the rules of war, 
takes command.. It would, therefore, be, necessary 
that a law should be enacted to create a local rank 
in the academy.- Ifthe amendment were so shaped 
as to make such. a proposition, I think it would 
very likely lead to a long debate. . I will therefore 


.withdraw that amendment, and offer another to be 
added to the end of the bill. 


“ For the completion of the riding hall, $8,000. 
The late Secretary of War, in considering the 


estimates of the last year, struck out the estimate 


for the completion of the riding hall, whiéh is un- 
finished. The one now ia use is poor and badly 
constructed. Ina letter.from the instructor of the 


| artillery class, who is also instructor of the riding 


class, it is stated that, from. the-construction of the 
building, it is. difficult to impart instruction. prop- 
erly, and that in. many instances there is danger of 
the cadets losing their- lives. : It appears that this 
appropriation-for the-finishing of the-riding hallis 
essential to the communication of instruction, and 
equally essential:for the safety of those who are to 
be instructed. fie 
Mr. HUNTER. l would suggest to the Sen- 
ate; in relation to this amendment, that L-have 
made some inquiries into the subject, and | find 
that it-would be too late now to.make.any.changes 
They. cannot be made until 


this item might be included in next-year’s appro- 
priations. TS ee at pa Sg 


Mr. BADGER. Oh, ‘you had better make it 
now, and have done with it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would rather it was not 
pressed now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, I am willing to withdraw 
the amendment, and leave the matter in the hands 
of the ‘Finance Committee, assured that they will 
take charge of it. 

The amendment was then withdrawn, and there 
being no other amendment, the bill: was reported 
to the Senate; the several amendiments:made as in 
Committee of the Whole were concurred in, and 
ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. ; mr 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to postpone'the con- 
sideration of the prior special orders, that the 
Senate may proceed to. the consideration of the 
bill “ granting bounty land to certain’ officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in jhe military 
service of the United States.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The- PRESIDENT. The bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The ques- 
tion pending is on the proviso, which it is pro- 
posed to insert at the end of the bill, and which 
will be-read. 

The proviso was read, as follows: 

TU Provided further, That every person who may be enti- 
tled, under the provisions of this act, to receive a certificate 
or warraat. for bqunty ‘land, shall be allowed the option to 
receive such certificate or warrant, or a Treasury serip for 
$100 where the quantity of land is one hundred and sixty 
Acres, $50 where the quantity is eighty acres, and $25 where 
the quantity is forty acres; said scrip to bear an interest of 
six per cent. per annum, payable semi-annually, and re- 
deemable at the pleasure of the Gover nment?? 

Mr. MASON. As this bill now stands, it re- 
quires substantially that all those officers and 
soldiers who may be entitled to land warrants 
should themselves locate the warrants which they 
receive under it—that they should take out a patent 
for the land. -Andit restricts it, too, to those of- 
ficers and soldiers asa personal benefit; that is to 
say, they are prohibited from making any assign- 
ment of ‘the wartants after the patents have been 
obtained. . 

. Now, urider the provisions of this bill, although 
it is certainly proper and right to a cerlain extent 
to éxempt, as far as practicable, the class to whom 
this bounty is givén’ from the depredations that 
are always practiced upon them by speculators, 
yet fam very confident that, as It stands, those 
officers and soldiers who reside in the southern 
States, including the State of Virginia, who may 
be entitled to the benefits of this ‘act, will really 
derive no practical benefit from it. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
proviso proposed to be added at the end of the bill. 
tis one of the amendments recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. MASON. I am perfectly aware of that; 
and if ‘the: President will wait a ‘moment: be will 
see that my remarks are strictly pertinent to the 
view which. I shall presently take of that proviso. 
As this bill stands, | proceed to remark that those 
of the State of Virginia and other States lying 
south of it who are to be entitled to patents under 
this bill, will really never receive any particular 
benefits from them, because they never can go into 
the western country, either in person or by agent 
or attorney, for the purpose of locating one hun- 
dred and sixty, eighty, or forty acres of lands and, 
although it may-be desirable to leave the bill as it 
stands, prohibiting trading in. or transfer of these 
warrants before the patent is obtained, yet it ap- 
pears to me that to'a large class it would really 
result in no particular benefit, ape 

“Now; as to thé proviso, | think that the: object 
which: it proposes may be accomplished by: modi- 
fying it in the way that I shall propose. The bill 
proposes to make a gratuity—a pure gratuily— 
out of the public domain, as a recognition of the 
military ‘services rendered by certain of-our people 
in the wars with Great Britain and in the indian 
wars. Butitis‘a pure gratuity. It is proposed, 
I presume, out of the abundance of this domain, to 
make this recognition of former military: services; 
but the proviso is intended to: make that gratuity 
in the alternative, and in the discretion of the gra- 
tuitees, a charge upon the Treasury; to allow them 

-at’their pleasure to receive money scrip at the 
Treasary in lieu of this bounty land. As at present 
advised, Ishall be opposed: tothe proviso in that 
shape: [do riot’ know'that 1. should be:opposed 


to-making a gratuity out of the public-domain in 
land, of which we.have more than enough, and 
which ‘seems -to incamber the public councils of- 
this country. As I am at- present advised, [- 
should be disposed to makea gratuity out of the 
public domain; but Ishould be entirely indisposed 
to allow itto be commuted to a charge upon the 


-public Treasury. I seeno reason, therefore, why, 


in order to avoid the difficulties which I -have 
suggested in relation to a portion of those who 
are to-be benefited by it, when you prohibit them 
from trading or transferring their right to this land, 
you should offer them-money scrip. I think -you 
should give them, in lieu of money` serip, iand 
scrip proportionate to the amount of jand to which 
they would be entitled; that is to say, that the 
proviso should be so modified as to authorize 
those persons to receive military land scrip; and 
with tbat view I have prepared an amendment to 
the proviso which I will submit to the Senate. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


«“ To be issued by the Seeretary of the Interior at the rate 
of $t 25 per acre, for each acre to'which such «person may 
be entitled, which serip shall be: receivable in payment for 
any tands subject to:sale at private entry.”” 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, the objections 
which were urged by the Senator from Virginia 
and others yesterday have, 1 think, very great 
force in them. On consideration, 1, for one, as a 
member of the committee, believe that it is very 
imprudent to insist upon this proviso. -It would 
not only endanger and hazard the bill, which Lam 
very anxious should pass, but I ‘think it is: going 
a little too far, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Virginia, to throw this burden upon the Treasury 
in any event. 1 am willing that.we should sur- 
render the whole proviso; L will not insist upon it. 
But itis a great object to prevent this scrip from 
floating about in the community as ‘a species: of 
speculating: circulation. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia would have the effect of 
throwing into market a very large amount of land 
scip, which would be assignable, of course, ad 
libitum, and would be likely to circulate over the 
country and fall into the hands of speculators. 
This is the great objection that we western men 
have to it... This is a general measure. Lt applies 
to the whole country. We of- the West are not 
specially interested in it, for it will prevent land 
from being settled. ‘This is as beneficial. to New 
England as itis to Hlinois, so far as that is con- 
cerned. But lI see a'strong; l see avery powerful 
objection to throwing this scrip into ‘warket: for 
the purpose of speculation. f hope, then, that the 
Senator from Virginia will withdraw his amend- 
ment, and let this proviso be voted down, as iam 
willing it should be. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have no: dis- 
position in the:world to embarrass the bill by the 
amendment which {have offered. As {have said, 
my views at presentiare favorable to the bill. The 
object of this bill, upon- its face, is to give this 
bounty to those for whom it is provided. Now if, 
really and in fact, it will confer no bounty upon a 
large class, the bill is perfectly illusive as to-them, 
however beneficial it may be to those who can 
avail themselves of it. How would it be practi- 
cable in a large class, from Virginia and from. the 
other southern States, of militia and volunteers, 
who were called out for special service to defend 
their frontier? That was the case in Virginia. 
know that thousands upon thousands: were called 
out, and kept the prescribed term, to defend the 
frontiers. ‘The bill entitles privates to receive forty 
acres of land; but. it disables them-from receiving 
that bounty unless they take measures, each indi- 
vidually, to have that forty acres of land located 
somewhere upon the public lands, and a patent 
issued for it. lt will not be done; it cannot 
be done; it is utterly impracticable that jt should 
be done. And the result will be, that. wherever 
these claimants are found in the western States, 
convenientto-the public lands, witha knowledge of 
the mode- of getting at the entries, having their 
means of perfecting their location, perfecting their 
patents, they will derive benefit from. it;.there but 
are those scattered through. the southern ‘States 
who are generally among theless enlightened por- 
tion of our community—farmers and laboring meu 
who really have and can have no knowledge of 
the organization of our land: system, and in whose 
hands this: forty acres of land to which they are 
entitled will be. perfectly useless. The provisions 
of the bill to that.extent will be partial. 


Now, the object isto’ make. these - bounties..a, 
charge:upon the -public lands. The amendment. 
which. f have proposed will have that. effect, be-. 
eause this land scrip will be: charged supon: the: 
Government only-when it is brought :in payment 
of:the public. lands, and to the extent of every) dol- 
lar’s worth of scrip that is brought in payment of 
the: public-lands, to. that extent-will the public 
lands be absorbed by actual -settlers. The objecy. 
tion made by the honorable-Senator from Illinois, 
that-it-will tice very. large. quantity. of land 
scrip. into market, may be true; but who will .re- 
ceive the benefit of it when thrown ‘into. the mar- 
ket? ‘The owner. : E Soy. 
Mr. SHIELDS, (in his seat.) Speculators.: 
Mr. MASON. Speculators may derive: the 
largest benefit, because they purchase for a.small 
sum.: But the.soldier gets something, whereas as, 
the bill-now stands-a large class get nothing.at all. 
I am as little disposed as anybody that lives, by 
the action of this Government, to throw material 
into: market to enrich these speculators. There is 
no class of men who are: less entitled to our-sym- 
pathy, and who receive less of mine. -But ifthe 


‘object cannot be'effected without placing. those for 


whom. itis designed, to some extenty, within: the; 
power-of that class of people, you. must citherins 
cur that risk, or. you. must- deny; your. intended 
bounty. a DE E 
If my amendment should: not prevail, and.if.the 
proviso should, not-be adopted, though. -have ‘not 
been able to give -this -subject mature. consideras 
tion, 1 may feel it:my duty-to ask the Senate. to. 
strike from the-bill so:much as prevents. the hold 
ers of this scrip.from transferring it, from assigning, 
it before perfecting their. entries.: But I think it | 
will be better, as the purpose of this bill-is to con- 
stitute a charge on the public. domain, to adopt the 
amendment which I have offered, which will carry 
out that object. i 
Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, [ see agreat 
deal of force in the argument urged by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, so far as the eastern, States. 
are concerned. Ìt did not strike. me in, that: light 
before. I am aware that volunteers „and soldiers 
who reside'in the East-and in the South, will-fird, 
it very inconvenient to make these entries. Ithink 
the argument very forcible in :that respect. ` My 
only fear is that speculators will derive the whole, 
benefit from the scrip. However, 1. prefer that 
this -amendment-should prevailrather than. the.one 
which the Senator threatens. - And J-do..not,see 
that this‘amendment can.affect.the bill. very, mate- 
rially. dt may be a-convenience to persons:here in 
the East, in Virginia, North Carolina, and -South 
Carolina, arid all along the eastern part ofthe 
country. If such be the effect, I-have no objec- 
tion. 
Mr: SMITH. Mr. President, I perceive. that 
the bill, as it stands, with the amendment reported 
by the committee, will extend to these soldiers~all 
the relief which can be desired by-the honorable 
Senator from Virginia. And if the bill.is.:to, pass 
at all, Lam decidedly in favor of. the. bill. withthe 
amendment reported by- the Committee. on .the 
Public Lands. And donot concur with my. bons 
orable friend from Minois, in regarding:this amend- 
mentas unimportant: : But if the amendment is tọ 
be rejected, 1 earnestly, hope that the amendment 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Virginia 
will not be.sanctioned by the Senate. : 
If I mistake not, the amendment reported: from 
the Committee on the Public Lands agrees in.tefms 
exactly with the provisions of the bill granting boun- 
ties to the soldiers who. were engaged in the Mex- 
ican war. had oceasion to look somewhat care- 
fully some time since into thesamount of the charge 
on the Treasury of the United States, by virtue of 
the provisions of the bill granting bounties.to the 
soldiers engaged in the Mexican wary and I found 
it, on-inguiry at the Treasury, to be a mere trifle. 
The whole amount of those bounties, according:to 
the report.of the Secretary of the Treasurys: Was, 
I believe, something like 14,400,000 acres of Jand; 
amounting to about $18,000,000. And, the com- 
mutation money, as I ascertained on inquiry. of 
the Register of the Treasury, under the provisions 
of the law.to which I refer, amounted: .to. only 
about a quarter of a million of dollars—l think two 
hundred and sixty odd thousand dollars., -Fhe 
reason for that. is, 1 suppose, to:be foung:in the 
fact that the parties holding this scrip could. go.into 
the market and sell it. And I believe.it bas unt 
formly brought- in the. market something over $100 
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for a quarter section of land.’ Consequently, the 
soldier could obtain in the market more than the. 
commutation price provided for in the bill to. which 
T refer.. But it is proposed by the provisions of 
this bill—Ldo not recollect whether by the original 
provisions of the bill or by virtue of some amend- 
ment réported by the committee—that this land 
should be granted directly’ to the soldiers; that 
they should take the title to the land which is to 
be eonferréd-upon them by-the Government, and 
that they should not have scrip for the purpose of 
taking it into market. i E g 

‘Mr. FELCH, (in his seat.) That was an 
amendment which was adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. That was an amendment which 
has been adopted by the Senate. 1 most cordially 
approve of the provision. ag 

; This scrip for a quarter section of land, which, 
according to'the minimum price, would amount-to 
$200, has been uniformly sold for something over 
$100 up to the present price, which I have under- 
stood, is about-€125....Now, this does not inure 
at all to the benefit. of the. settlers on the public 
lands. I -venture to say that there is not one case 
out of a hurdred where the actual settler has ob- 
tained this scrip at the reduced price. It is uni- 
formly purchased by speculators. I have some 
information on this subject which I desire to state 
to the Senate, and that is the principal object l had 
in view in now rising to address the Senate. 

: These speculators, or rather capitalists, who 
arë desirous of loaning money at a higher rate 
thaii'the ‘ordinary interest allowed by the laws of 
the land, go into the market and purchase this 
scrip at the reduced price, from something over 

. $100 for a quarter section of land’ up to the present 
market price, which Ihave understood is about 
#125" They purchase ‘this scrip'in very large 
quantities. “They then go with it to the western 
country, and seek out that portion of the people 
who-are in possession of the public lands—those 
who are entitled ‘to preémption rights; and they 
make a contract with them, They take out the 
patentin theirown names, and give them a contract 
to transfer the title at the minimum ‘price—at 
$1 25 cents per acre. [ understand that in the 
State of lowa the legal rate of interest is ten per 
cent. perannum. These speculators will purchase 
scrip for a quarter section at, say, $125; and go to 

Towa and‘make a contract with the party entitled 
to preémption, take the title in their own name, 
stipulate for ten per cent. interest, and then enter 
into anagreement to transfer the land when it is 
paid for. In"this way, they will succeed in ob: 
taining 15, 20, and 30 per cent. per annum on their 
money. 

Mr, JONES, 
fifty. per cent. 

Mr. SMITH. And, as my worthy friend says, 
sometimes even fifty per cent. per annum. 

Now, there have been, from this source, enor- 
mous evils to ‘the country.” If this bill is to pass 
in'the form in which bounties were granted in the 
case of the soldiers in the Mexican war, that evil 
is to be most enormously aggravated. [ doubt ex- 
ceedingly, Mr: President, the policy of the bill in 
any form, I have regretted that the project should 
have been entertained at all. Ido not’ believe in 
the propriety of it, or in the policy of it. But if it 
is to assume the form which the bill granting 
bounties to the soldiers of the Mexican war did— 
a. bill for which, by the way, I believe | voted; a 
bill for which there was a real necessity: for which 
there were high public reasons, and which can 
therefore be abundantly justified—if it is to assume 
that form, [shall certainly vote against it. Tif, 
therefore, these grants are to be made to these 
people at all, I am for granting them land at once, 
and not granting them scrip, for it we do grant 
them scrip, it will be brought into the market, and 
$200 worth of land-at the minimum price will be 
sold for from $100 to $125, and it will be taken by 
capitalists in enormous sums to the West, and sold 
there at the full price, together with a stipulation 
of the very high rate of interest that is allowed in 
that section of the country. I am very sure, there- 
fore, that the adoption of the amendment of my 
honorable friend from Virginia, although, on the 
one hand, it might secure some slight ‘benefit to 
those soldiers that reside in his own State and in 
my State and in other parts of New England, yet 
it will bring a very great evil.on the country, and 
will secure to speculators, “and Capitalists, and 


{in his seat.) And sometimes 


usurers, a most enormous advantage, 


‘And I have to say further, that that advantage 
would be greatly increased by the passage of the 
bill with the amendment now proposed. by my. 
honorable friend from Virginia. 1 believe that the 
present price of scrip for a quarter section of Jand 


1s about $120 or $125. - Now, I say, that the pas- 


sage of the. bill with the provision proposed by my 
honorable friend from Virginia would undoubtedly. 


‘have the effect.of -bringing down the price of that 


scrip, though -if the. amendment reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands be. adopted, the price 
cannot be brought down below. $100... But if that 
is stricken out, we have no guarantee but that the 
price may be reduced even below $100 for a quarter 
section of land. Probably it would not fall below 
$100. But I have no doubt that the passage of the 
bill, with the amendment proposed by my honor- 
able friend from Virginia, would have the effect of 
reducing the present price of. this.scrip in the 
market very probably considerably; it would bring 
it down to something like $105 or $110 for a quar- 
ter section of land. eee 

I desire, therefore, Mr. President, that if this 
bill pass, it shall pass in the form in which it has 
been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands, with this proviso. And 1 wish to say to 
my honorable friend from Virginia, that with that 
amendment there willbe secured to his constituents 
and to my constituents, probably, all the advan- 
tages which would result to them, provided his 
amendment is adopted. If his amendment ‘is 
adopted, I have no idea that for a quarter section 
of land his constituents would get more than $105 
or $110. And in regard to the burden that 1s to 
be thrown upon the Treasury, our experience 
under the Mexican bounty land bill proves that 
that, in all probability, would be very inconsider- 
able. 

I am, therefore, opposed to the amendment of 
my honorable friend from Virginia, { think that 
the bill should stand as it passed the House of | 
Representatives, with the amendment submitted 
by our Committee on Public Lands. If the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia be rejected, 
this will be a bill granting the land, the title itself, 
directly to the soldiers, and they may go into the 
market and sell it as we sell other property to 
which we have derived title. 

But I utterly object to this system of issuing 
Scrip, to be thrown into the hands of capitalists, 
to be taken into the western country for purposes 
which are little better than usurious—to enable the 
capitalists of the country, in place of realizing six 
Or seven per cent. per: annum, to obtain from 
twenty-five to fifty per cent. per‘annum. That 
certainly will. be the effect of the amendment of 
my honorable friend from Virginia. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Lam opposed to both the 
amendments. Asa bill granting public, lands to 
the soldiers of the war of 1812 and the indian 
wars, rewarding them for their gallant services in 
the hour of peril, and incidentally improving. the 
frontier country, I can give it my cordial support. 
But i am opposed to attaching an amendment to 
a bill of so much importance which. is calculated 
to defeat it. The honorable Senator from Con- 


necticut (Mr. Smita] has remarked that there have 
been issued, under the bill granting bounty lands to 
the soldiers of the Mexican war, warrants cover- 
ing some fourteen millions of acres, and but a 
quarter million of dollars only, I think he said, in 
the shape of scrip. 

Mr. SMITH. I said there had been that amount 
of money drawn from the Treasury. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Just so. And yet, sir, 
the issuing of land warrants for fourteen millions 
of acres has already had the effect of reducing the 
value ofa land warrant from. its par value of $200 
to $120—the selling price now in this city. Now, 
if youcthrow upon the market theadditional amount 
of land warrants authorized by this bill, it will 
cause a still further reduction; and if proportionate 
to what has already taken place, to less than $100 
for a warrant.of one hundred and sixty acres— 
being less than one half. What will be the effect 
of such a reduction? Evidently, under the first 
amendment, the drawing of the value of nearly the 
whole amount of lands authorized by this bill from 
the treasury, in the shape of scrip, redeemable 
only at the pleasure of the Government, and en- 
titling the soldier merely to his yearly pittance of 
interest from the Treasury. As this scrip would 
only be one half of the minimum. value of the land, 
the interest. would be so-mere a trifle that the cost 


of getting-it would exceed its value, and in ninety- 
nine cases out of a hundred. it would. not be col- 
lected.. ‘The: consequence is obvious. Greedy 
capitalists. and unscrupulous speculators would 
gradually absorb the reward. of the poor soldier at 
a still further sacrifice, and there would be created 
a national debt in favor of capitalists, with no mate- 
rial or lasting advantage to the soldier. ; 
The last amendment, in effect, allows the claim 
of the soldier to-be transferred -before he becomes: 
the owner of the land. The “committee properly 
regarded this as an evil, and their efforts to prevent 
it would, by this amendment, be frustrated. Ex- 
perience has shown, as often as. the policy has 
been tried, that the effect of the power of previous 
transfer is to rob the poor unsuspecting soldier who 
has periled his life, to enrich the speculator. If 
capitalists engross the soldier’s pay in the shape 


of land warrants, they will be converted. by the 


owners into large bodies of lands on the frontiers, 
unsettled and unimproved, opposing the march of 
individual industry and national wealth. On the 
contrary, if the soldier is protected from being de- 
frauded of his claim until he becomes the owner of 
the soil, even if living atan inconvenient distance, 
he will be able to command a better price for it. 
If he holds on to it after it is patented to him, it 
will constantly be increasing in value by the sur- 
rounding settlements. It will not only soon reach 
its par value, but in the present progress of the 
rapid improvement of our country, go far. beyond 
it. Above all, it would serve asa home for the 
soldier in his declining years. The supposed in- 
convenience, arising from the distance of the sol- 
dier from the place where he desires. to. select his 
land, is easily obviated. His” personal presence 
under this bill is by no means necessary. The 
land can be located in his absence and the patent 
sent to him. i . 
It appears to me, therefore, that both justice 
and sound policy should induce us to rejéct these 
amendments. They are at least calculated to load 
down and embarrass the bill. I apprehend the 
friends of the bill will need all their Strength to 
pass it, and it should be kept, therefore, as free 
from objections as possible, I expect to vote for. 
this bill, even if these amendments are adopted, 
but I think, from the indications, they would ren- 
der it so objectionable in the view of others as to 
endanger its passage... The reward to the soldier 
as given by,this bill, is already small enough, and 
I trust I have demonstrated, that these amend- 
ments would have the effect of making it much. 
less. i f : : 
Mr. TURNEY. I shall vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] for ina great degree the reasons assigned 
by him; When we look to the character of the 
men who are to be entitled to the benefit of the 
provisions of this bill, it will be recollected thatthey 
are all old men. Look back to those who served in 
the war of 1812 and in the Indian wars about that 
time—shortly before and after it; they are all old 
men, settled down in the respective States in which 
they reside; and they served—if we look back to 
the history of the character of those campaigns— 
but for a short time. Scarcely any of them served 
for more than six months, and in the majority of 
instances not more than three months. Now, if 
we are giving bounties to them, is it expected by 
any Senator here that those old men will break up 
their homes and emigrate to a new State for thesake 
of locating a warrant of forty acres of land? The 
Senator from Connecticut says that a large amount 
of the bounty given to the soldiers of the Mexican 
war was in land warrants. He says that out.of 
some fourteen millions only about a quarter of a 
million was issued in scrip or in-money placed in 
the Treasury. Now, I would like to inquire of 
him, for the purpose of carrying out his policy, 
what proportion of those warrants wag located in 
the name of the soldier and patented to him, and 
which now belong to him, and what proportion of 
them were located in the name of assignees——pur- 
chased by. speculators and located by them? 
There was a-much stronger argument in favor of 
restricting the negotiability of the warrants in that 
case, because they were to be issued to young 
men, most of them men without families, or at all 
events to. men in the middle age of life, and who 
were in a condition to emigrate to other States.. : 
But now we are about to bestow bounties upon a 
very meritorious class of our citizens who are ad- 
vanced in years, and it is butia small amount; 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1709 


cs 


none exceed.one hundred and sixty acres, and the 
majority of cases not more than eighty or forty 
acres, and it is proposed so to clog the bounty in- 
tended for their benefit as to defeat the benefit alto- 
gether; for if we put his bounty in such a condition 
that he cannot make use of it in the market, [take 
it, itis tantamount to saying to him, you shall have 
no bonńty at all, FoR, Rea 

None of these old men residing in States where 
there are no public lands, will. go-off to a State 
where there are. public lands for the purpose of 
locating a tract of land of eighty or forty: acres. 
It would cost more than the land would. be worth. 
If, therefore, it is proposed to give them a bounty, 
you must place it in.such a:shape or form as will 
enable them. to realize something from it, leaving 
them to reside in the homes which they now have, 
where they have lived, and where they have 
reared their families, and to take this warrant and 
make a present. of it to oneof their children, or 
sell it or dispose of it in any way they choose. If 
this is not done, the effect of the bill will be to 
give bounties to those who reside in States where 
there are public lands, and to withhold bounties 
from thuse who reside in States where there are 
no public lands. 
vote, in favor of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia. fam in favor of the prin- 
ciple of. the bill, and therefore I desire to carry it 
out fairly, and to give the benefit of it to each and 
every one. 


Again, there was a very different argument in | 


favor of throwing difficulties and embarrassments 
in the way of enabling the soldiers of the Mexican 
war to negotiate their warrants. It was known 
what would be their condition in returning home, 
and it was desired to reserve for them their right 
to this bounty of land until they. would be in a 


condition not to be swindled or forced to give it up | 


for a mere song. These old men, however, for 
whom this bill is intended to provide, are capable, 
if they ever will be, of managing their own affairs. 
They now. need no guardians. They need no 
shield for. protection against speculators. They 
are not returning home from the army poor and 
penniless, and forced to give up their bounty lands 
for anything they can get. They are not in a 
condition thus to be imposed upon, and when we 
give them warrants L think we should leave them 
as. free agents, to dispose of them in the manner. 


best suited to their own convenience and happiness. | 


Mr. BUTLER. I rise to ask a question, or 
rather to have a difficulty removed from my mind. 
I heard it stated by the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mason,] and also by the Senator from Ten- 


nessee, [Mr. ‘Turney,] that no one can avail him- | 


self of the benefit of this bill unless he goes and 
locates the land himself. Now, do I understand 
that assertion to be correct? Surely it cannot be. 
Sir, I hold that it would be competent under this 
bill, and according to all legal principles, for a 
number of persons holding these warrants to as- 
semble together and give a power of attorney to a 
single individual to go outand locate the lands. 
Am | wrong in this? The bill contemplates that 
ladies shall have bounty lands. It never could be 
understood that these ladies should leave their 
places of residence and go out to Wisconsin or 
some other western State, to locate the lands, and 
to take the Jacob’s staff, and go round to survey 
them. Itis not probable that the bill will operate 
so. | take it that, as inall bills of this sort, the 
holders can give a power of attorney to an agent, 
and the same agent can locate the lands of fifty or 
one hundred persons, or as many as choose to em- 
ploy him. 

Well, sir, I am myself very decidedly of opinion 
that, if we bestow these bounties, we should pre- 
scribe the terms on which they should be bestowed. 
if we give bounty lands to the soldiers in tracts of 
forty, eighty, or one hundred and sixty acres, | 
would require them to have them located for their 
own benefit, and not for the benefitof persons who 
can afford to lend money at sixty per cent. Be- 
cause the fact is certainly true, as stated by the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Smrri,] that if 
you put out warrants, or scrip into the market to- 
morrow worth nearly $200, it would sell for $120, 
and the sixty per cent. would be made by Euro- 
pean capitalists. So that those persons are not 
only tempted to indulge in extortionate usury, but, 
what is worse than all, we commit to them the 
policy of settling our public lands by selling it 
when they please, at what price they please, and 


Taking this view of it I shall į 


| estimates and calculations, and either to appoint 


| selection of land 


to: whom they please. Now, if we require the 
soldiers to locate the Jands through an agent or a | 
power of attorney, a number of them can assem- ! 
ble- together and draw up a power of attorney to | 
some friend ‘for. the purpose. For instance, I: 
might give a power of attorney to my friend from i 
Jowa there, (Mr. Jones,] and he could employ a 
surveyor to have the lands surveyed. - For one, I 
am not willing to subject the interests of these pèr- 
sons to temptation and improvidence, and, above 


all, to the control of usurers. These are my views. || is more particularl 


Mr. TURNEY. One remark in reply to the 


i 


Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Butter J He i 
seems very apprehensive of usurers, men who hold | 
money and who buy these warrants and, speculate |; 
upon them; and he says that the holders of these 

warrants may send an agent to locate the lands, l! 


and that one agent can act for fifty or one hundred | 


ersons. That is true, but in what way will he | 
These agents must make their | 


be better off then ? : 
contracts for locating the lands, and they may de- 
mand one half. - Then, why not leave the man 
who is to receive a land warrant from the Govern- 
ment for military services rendered to his country, 
free to make the best bargain he possibly can in 
disposing of that warrant?) Why leave him in the 
power of a man calling himself an agent, or in the 
power of a speculator? I would leave Him free 
to deal with any of these men, and to locate it as 
he pleases. I would allow him to make bis own 


an agent or to sell his land for the best price he 
can get, as he may think best. For these reasons 
I advocate the amendment of the Senator from | 
Virginia. - 
Mr. CASS. 
by amendments, if not here, certainly when we 
send it to the House of Representatives. There 
is a decided majority, I believe, for a reasonable 
bill. It has been said that this is a gratuity. It 
is a gratuity in one point of view—that is to say, 
we could- not-be charged with violating our en- 
gagements if we refused to pass this bill, But it 
is not a gratuity in another. It isa reward for 


faithful services rendered in war, and it is only į 
putting the persons embraced in this bill in the |; 


same situation in which others have been placed by 
previous laws. So far, it is a mere act of justice 
to them. 

Now, sir, one remark with respect to the views 
of the honorable Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Torver.] We all know that if this scrip is put 
into the hands of individuals it will be sacrificed. 
They cannot get money for it. They must go to 
speculators to dispose of their land, It is said, on 
the other hand, that persons must go out or employ 
an agent to make a selection. Well, E will pro- 
pose to the honorable Senator who has this bill in 
charge a very easy method of obviating that ob- 
jection, one that was adopted in some measure 
with the first land warrants issued. Authorize 
the Department of the Interior, or the Land Office, 
if a man chooses to trust his warrant here, to ex- 
amine the field notes and make a selection for him 
in any district he may point out, free of all ex- 
pense. There isno difficulty about it in the world. 
l repeat, that a short amendment of ten lines, au- 
thorizing the Land Office to make a location for any 
man who desires it, by giving him a reasonable 


A Senator. Isheto go to the land agent of the 
district? 

Mr. CASS. Itis to be done under the direc- 
tion of the Land Office here. Let them do it here 
or there, as they please. They may arrange the 
system, but we must authorize the Land Office 
here, or the Department of the Interior, to make 
such a system as will enable each holder of a war- | 
rant to get a good tract of land without the employ- 
ment of any agent. In my opinion this whole 
gratuity will scarcely be worth anything at all, un- 
less you put it in the shape of a grant of land, and 
if the man does not want it himself, nine times out 
of ten, he has some child, or grandchild, or neigh- 
bor anxious to go out. At any rate, it would 
answer the purpose better than by putting the scrip 
into the market. Our experience heretofore will 
be the experience of the future, if this amendment 
prevails. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. If I was opposed to the pass- 
age of this bill, I would vote for this amendment. 
But, being a decided friend of the bill, I shall vote 
against the amendment, believing that its adoption 


would endanger the bill, if it does not entirely de- 


|i feat it. The object of this bill is to give bounty 


i lands, as they are called, to those who rendered 
í service to their country in our late wars. -FJ doubt 


<; not there are many who rendered that service that 


do not need the land, and. it is rather a- matter of 
indifference to all such. whether the bill pass or 
| not. But, again, there are many, very many, 


| 


i| whose future hopes for a spot they can callahome 


depend upon the fate of this measure., It is to this’ 
lass of patriotic and meritorious citizens. my ming 
y directed in the consideration 
! of this question. The effect.of our attempting to 
i correct all the supposed defects in the details of 
this bill as it came from the House may bg, and 
I believe will be, to leave it among the unfinished 
business of the session—an eent f should deeply 
| regret, and one that I do not intend to be answer- 
{able for in any way, by aiding’ or consenting 
; to amendments. I am. satisfied with its present 
provisions. It gives land to each officer and 
‘soldier of past wars, (who have not heretofore 
been provided for,) in quantities proportionate. to 
their rank and length of service. To this fea- 
ture—the main one in the bill—I do not understand 
my friend from Virginia as objecting; indeed, E 
| believe objection has not been made to this feature 
i from any quarter; but it is contended that, be- 
cause many of those entitled to the provisions of 
this law are residents of States where there are no 
public lands, it would subject all such officers and 
soldiers to great inconvenience and expense to 
make these locations, and therefore the © grant?” 


i À j i. 
| should be in the alternative “ land or money,” at 


the option of the party entitled to claim and receive. 


. i| Looking at ‘this as a practical question, and lean- 
I am afraid we shall kill this bill |} 
|i duties as a legislator will permit—certainly sym- 


ing as far toward the officer and soldier as my 


pathizing with them deeply—I cannot refrain from 
expressing the opinion that all the real friends of 
this bill must, if they would pass it at this session 
of Congress, confine the grant to “< land.” The 
moment the alternative is given, the measure has 
| to encounter the opposition of those who oppose 
| all propositions to appropriate men or money for 
; such unholy and unrighteous purposes as wars-— 
| whether the war be righteous or unrighteous, just 
| or unjust. It further runs the hazard of losing 
| the ardent support of those who, because they do 
not representa constituency interested, as they 
think, in the “ bounty” proposed to be given, ares 
nevertheless, in favor of giving away, the entire 
public domain ‘to the States within which it lies, 
or to actual settlers; but if the bill be so rod 
ified as to give land * or money,” this inducement 
is taken away, in a great measure—believing, as 
they do, that most of those entitled to ‘bounty, 
| living within. States where there are no public 
lands, would prefer the money, thereby avoiding 
the trouble and expense of makinga location. The 
moneyed part of all these contracts between the 
United States and officers and soldiers employed 
in past wars has been performed, as I understand, 
If it has not, it is the fault of the claimants, and 
not the Government. We have general laws, Fall 
and explicit, in this particular. [tis the land that 
is asked for—not scrip or money. | would inquire 
whether; in one of all the numerous petitions and 
proceedings of public meetings that have been 
presented to the Senate on this subject,a moneyed 
compensation is sought or claimed? Not one. «ft 
is land they ask; and, speaking’ for my own im- 
mediate constituency, with the land they will be 
gatisfied. It has been said that, comparatively 
speaking, but a few of all those entitled to the 
benefits of this law would ever settle upon land 
granted under it. That may be true, and no doubt 
| is, to some extent; but, nevertheless, there are 
some, who earned the pittance proposed to be 
given them by this bill, that will rear their cabin, 
' taise their families, and draw their last breath upon 
this freehold testimonial, voted them by a country 
they have served whenever that county called, 
And, sir, for this class of persons, this description. 
of citizens, I have more care and sympathy than 
for scores of those whom fortune has singled out 
and assigned a place beyond the reach of. want. 
This latter class of officers and soldiers, L doubt 
not, will generally accept your offer of land; but 
in many cases—yes, most cases—will appreciate 
more highly the motives which prompted the 
“grant,” and the evidence it carries with it of de- 
votion to country in the hour of trial, than the: 
“grant,” itself. But to return to the amendments 
generally. Ishould prefer to- take the bill as it 
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dame from thè House: “If, however; a different 
course ia determined upon, Fsuilhope nothing in 
the shape‘of, and involving the principle contained 
ih, the amendment offered by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia will prevail. I repeat, F believe 
it will’ be’ a fatal Blow tò“ the’ measure, at least for 
this séssion’ of Congress. 1 -wish felt: at liberty 
to appeal to'that honorable Senator to withdraw 
it,’ He says he is-a friend to the measure, Ide 
not doubt it, and only regret’ he does not seem to 
‘fully realize what I believe to`be the danger re- 
sulting from pressing so- objectionable æ clause. 

Mr. MASON. The only reason’in the world 
for proposing the amendment is, that it‘makes the 

“provision of the bill available to miy constituents. 
Poelieva, without itSit will: be wholly unavailing, 
and; although ‘it may inuré tothe benefit of the 
constituents of the Senator from Indiana—and I 
should! be entirety willing and: earnest to extend 
the benefits of the bill'to his constituents—yet, if 
my own constituents are excladed by it, T should 
We certainly doing them very great injustice not to 
offer the amendment. Tam perfecdy aware that 
the subject is environed by difficulties, and that, 
if the amendment prevails, it will chrow a large 
portion of this scrip into thé hands of speculators; 
but I am equally aware that, if it does not prevail, 
the operation of this bill will be of a most partial 
character. It will give to those of our fellow-citi- 
zens of this class living in the western country an 
opportunity of establishing homes for themselves 
on the public lands; but at the same time it will 
exclude men in the same condition of life, certainly 
in the State of Virginia, and probably in most of 
the Sidtes south of Virginia, “Phe very men who 
ought to have its benefits, the poor men entitled to 
forty atres, will never have it in their power to 
make the forty acres available; not’ because they 
do not want it, as:sugyested by the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Brienr,] but because they are un- 
able to make it available. Now, I say that, if the 
bill is to pass’for the benefivof this-class of our 
fellow-citizens, constituting so large acharge on 
the public Treasury, it ought to be so frrimed as to 
extend the benefits to all, equally if it:can, un- 
equally ifit cannot. >, 

‘The object of the provision which prevents these 
warrants being assigned, is to secure to the recipi- 
ents of the gratuity the gratuity intended; and 
yet, from the mode in which it is framed, the effect 
of” it will be to exclude the large class to whom Í 
have referred from the right of availing themselves 
of it. Iunderstand from the Senator from illinois, 
[Mr. Sxieips,) who has charge of this bill, and 
is probably best informed of the disposition of the 
Senate towards it, that it is his disposition, and 
that ofsmany others, to disagree to the proviso, as 
constituting a charge upon the Treasury. Well, 
if such be the pleasure of the Senate, let them 
adopt the amendment which t have offered, and 
which has only the effect of changing the charge 
from one upon the Treasury to one on the public do- 
main, and then adopt the amendment’as amended. 
That can be done, if it be the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, an amendment 
was adopted yesterday which is entirely contra- 
dictory to the amendment now offered by the Sen- 
atot from Virginia. As this bill came up from the 

‘House, it provided substantially that land warrants 

afid certificates might be assigned previous to the 
issuing of the patent or the location of the land. 

‘It was thought by the committee, on account of 
the many evils add difficulties which have been ex- 
perienced dt the department under the law-in refer- 
ence to soldiers in the Mexican war, and which 
have for some time engaged the attention of the 
department, and occasioned great embarrassment 
here: I say it was thought best to exclude from 
this bill the principle which was adopted in the 
Mexican bill—the principle which enabled them to 
make a sale of the warrant previous to the issuing 
of the warrant or the locating of the land under it. 
An amendment to the third section, which was 
proposed by the committee, was adopted yester- 
day, introducing words which preclude the sale or 
assignment of the warrant; and the amendment 
which is now under consideration~the proposition 
of the Senator from Virginia, if I understand it 
correctly, is substantially to restore the bill as it 
came from the House—to authorize sales to be 
made of. these rights previous to the issuing of the 
patent. Although the form is somewhat different, 
yet I understand the principle to be the same. The 
form now is simply to issue a certificate that the 


man is entitled-to enter upon so much. land, and 
this papèr, which is-usually called a warrant, is as- 
signable.’ It goes intothe market: it may be found 
in Wall street, or wherever speculations are car- 
ried‘on in stocks of any kind; and in thismanner, 
by this process, it is perfectly certain that people 
have been deprived of almostall the rights acquired 
under that Mexicantaw.: It is the very evil which 
it is intended tò- remedy. ‘Lhe Senator says it is 
not the stime-at alt -Let us see how this matter is- 


When they can‘aasign the warrants instead of re- | 


ceiving their warrants, they receive only what is 
called scrip. ‘And what is the scrip? [t author- 
izes the persons holding the scrip, or. the assignees 
of the scrip, to enter land. In other words, it does 
precisely what the Mexican bounty land:warrants 


| did; it authorizes the party to go to the land office 


and make an entry of land to the quantity called’ 
for by the paper. That is what ic did; that is 
what this would do. It amounts to: precisely the 
same thing. | — 

Now, | wish to call the attention of the Senate 
for a moment to a difficulty which has arisen from 
this very course of proceeding, this very provision 
of the former bill, which we are now endeavoring 
to avoid. When a number of warrants have been 
issued, arid a warrantor scrip is presented without 
an assignment. upon it, or a claim without an as- 
signment upon it, the department must determine 
whether the assignee be the true owner or not. 
These cases have become so numerous as to form 


quite a class, and to require the special action, if | 


not of Congress, of the department, to enable 
them to avoid frauds. We have had official docu. 
ments laid on our table, showing the number of 
those warrants and the quantity of lands which 
were called for under them. Elow are we to avoid 
frauds if we adopt the same system, or, as pro- 
posed by this amendment, one precisely similar? 
Lam Surprised that when we have had the expe- 
rience which we have had under the Mexican 
bounty land bill, and when we have had to pass 
some dozen acts: here amendatory to that bill, for 
the purpose of avoiding the difficulties which have 
arisen under it, any: members should seem disposed 
to throw open the door again to frauds of a similar 
character. Í hope, therefore, that the amendment 
to the amendment will not be adopted. 

I wish now to say a few words bearing more 
particularly on the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee. lam and was aware of the difficulty to 
which the Senator from Virginia refers. . We all 
know that there are soldiers, and -meritorious sol- 
diers, living in every portion of the country, who 
fought nobly and deserve well of their country, 
who will be entitied here to one hundred and sixty, 
eighty, and forty acres of land. The bill was in- 
tended to provide for these men. We all feel the 
difficulty which these men will have in availing 
themselves of this privilege. But. what do the 
Government propose to do by this bill? To give 
them lands; not to. find purchasers or agents, or to 
fix what they shall receive for their lands. The 
amendment offered by the committee was intended 
to meet this very difficulty. Here is a soldier in 
Virginia entitled to forty acres of land. We know 
the difficulties with which he is surrounded, and it 
is on that very account, while we wish to avoid 
throwing into the market among speculators a 
quantity of scrip or warrants assignable as under 
former laws, that we at the same time desired, 
if we could, to make the warrant as available as 
possible to the person who might hold it; and for 
that reason the provision was introduced contained 
in the amendment under consideration offered by 
the committee; which proposes to make payment 
out of the Treasury to half the amount of the 
value of the land. As I understand the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia, the effect of it 
will be just‘this: to take just so much money from 
the Treasury, not, as proposed by the amendment 
of the committee, at half the minimum price, but 
just so much money as the whole mimimum price 
of the public lands at the present time. If this 
scrip goes into the market, who will ever purchase 
an eighty acre lot of land and pay money? Of 
course nobody. ` 

If a man can go into Wall street, or buy from 
an agent here or there that which will purchase, 
or enable him to enter his eighty acres of land for 
$50, assuredly he never will go to the land office 
and pay $200 in cash for it; that is perfectly evi- 
dent; so that you cut off the stream flowing into 
the Treasury, while this law would leave that 


money: to-be received into the: Treasury, and only 
draw out: half the ‘amount. - That is: the effect, 
precisely; of the amendment. The scrip proposed 
to be-issued will cut off from the Treasury. the 
proceeds from the sale.of these public lands; that 
will be the inevitable. consequence. “The history 
of this matter, so far as the public lands are con- 
cerned, is uniform ‘with respect: to the effects of 
land scrip. ~ ie x TaS A Pee 

The proceeds: of the salés ofthe public lands 
last year amounted: only to ‘$1,700,000, whereas 
the sales-of the public lands’ought to amount to 
$2;500,000 a year. Whydo they not amount to 
that? Itis perfectly evident. Warrants are in the 
market; speculators buy them and sell them to 
persons wanting land, and purchases are: made in 
warrants‘and not in money. Hence it is, that this 
stream, coming into the Treasury from the trade 
in the public lands, is diminished just exactly in 
the ratio in which we throw abroad in the com- 
munity this paper equivalent to it. If we issue 
scrip, or allow the warrant to be transferred, the 
effect is to cut off from the Treasury just the 
amount for which the warrants are given. If, on 
the other hand, we-take the amendment of the 
committee, then we enable the person holding 
scrip ata fair price to convertit into money, and 
to receive more for it than he would if he threw it 
into the-hands of speculators in: stocks, while at 
the same time the public interests. are likewise 
benefited by the amendment of the committee, be- 
cause whenever ‘a person receives money instead 
of scrip, he receives but half tlie amount in money 
he would do in land: : e 

i hope the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Virginia will not be adopted. It is: incon- 
sistent with the tenor of the bill as it- now stands, 
It is inconsistsnt, in my opinion, with the rights 
and interests of the country; with the interests 
both of the beneficiary and of the Government, 

I have thus expressed my views very briefly on 
this matter. The member of the Committee on 
Public Lands who has special charge of this bill, 
(Mr. Sureips,] seems to have relinguished the 
idea that the amendment reported: by the commit- 
tee ought to be adopted. I wish to say, formy 
part, that I regard it as a matter involving the 
public interests, so far as the Treasury is con- 
cerned, while at the same time it affords the person 
who receives the warrant an. opportunity of con- 
verting it into money; a convenience to him, and 
no injury to the Government. 

Mr. COOPER. I can see no prospect: of the 
passage of this bill this morning, and L shall there- 
fore, with a view of going into Executive session 
and finishing the business commenced yesterday, 
move to postpone the further consideration of this 
subject until to-morrow. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. Let us have a vote first on 
this amendment. 

Mr. COOPER. Ifthe vote can be taken at once, 
I have no objection to withdrawing the motion for 
the present. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ifthe pending amendments 
shall be voted down, we will try and prepare an 
amendment between .now and to-morrow which 
will perhaps conciliate all parties. Let us, there- 
fore, vote down these amendments. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The bill cannot be got 
through with this morning. 

Mr. SHIELDS. We can vote down these two 
amendments, and then I will consult with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia in regard to another amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am prepared now to vote 
down these amendments and every other amend- 
ment; believing, as I do, that the fate of the bill 
depends upon the adoption of that course. 

Mr. SHIELDS. You do not know what 
amendment we may offer. 

Mr. BRIGHT. We know that the effect of 
amending the bill at all will be to send it back to 
the House, and perhaps to raise a question there 
which may. defeat it. Now, I think the bill is 
perfect as it is, and so perfect that lam unwilling 
to make ‘any amendments to it which may result 
in holding upon its basis. any of these Wall 
street stock-jobbing operations to which reference 
has been made. The object of the, bill is to give 
land to those men who served their country in 
the hour of her trial; and those who do not value 
or wish the land, as I remarked before, are not 
compelled to take it. If they are subjected to 
some inconvenience in their disposition of it, that 
is an annoyance incidental to all human transac- 
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tions, and one which, if wè undertake to guard 
against by amendments, will greatly hazard 1f not 
defeat the bill.* lam as well prepared now to vote 
down these amendments as I shall be to-morrow, 
and indeed 1 prefer to vote upon them to-day. : 
Mr. BADGER. I renew the motion to post- 
pone the further considerauon of this bill unul to- 
morrow. Until we see what amendment the Senator 
from Illinois will offer, how can we vote under- 
standingly on thé amendments now pending? I 
desire to seé what is beyond first, before we dis- 
ose of what we have before us. 
_Mr. SHIELDS. Very well; [have no objec- 
tion. i ; 
The motion to postponé the further considera- 
tion of the bill until to-morrow was agreed to. 
_ Mr. COOPER. I now move that thé Senate go 
into executive session, 


THE GEORGIA. AND FLORIDA BOUNDARY. 


Mr. YULEE. Will the Senator allow me to 
offer a résolution ? ; 

Mr. COOPER. T have no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. I ask the favor of the Senate to 
receive a resolution which 1 will send to the Sec- 
retary. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Sccretary of the Senate collect and 
cause. to be printed for the use of the Senate, three hundred 
copies of all messages, other documents and pajers hereto- 
fore, laid before either House of Congress, and reports of 


committees of either House, in relation to the disputed | 
boundary line between the States of Georgia and Florida, | 


so arranging the same that no paper shall be twice printed | 


in such collection. | 


The PRESIDENT. The resolution is objected 
to, and therefore cannot be received. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope not, and T propose to 
give such explanation as I think will prevent any 
objection being made. 

‘The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot hear 
any explanation unless the objection is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. YULEE. From what quarter does it come? 

The PRESIDENT. . From the Chair himself. 

Mr. COOPER. There is no objection, sir, on 
this side. _ 

. Mr. YULEE. _I hear of none on this side. 
“The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
read again. 

The Secretary again read the rosolution. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state that the object of 
the resolution is simply this: There is a boundary 
line controversy pending between Georgia and | 

_ Florida, in which the United States is largely in- 
terested, as a land proprietor, and which is about 
to go before the Supreme Court of the United 
States. A number of documents have been printed | 
here, having reference to this disputed boundary, | 
but it is found that copies of them are not now to | 
be obtained for the use of the Court, and the ob- 
ject of this resolution is to authorize the reprint of 
a sufficient number of copies to be used by the | 
Court in the adjustment of this case. The prin- 
cipal interest, and indeed almost the total interest, 
is in the United States, inasmuch as all the lands 
not sold there, or which do not belong to private 
individuals, are the property of the United States. 
I hope, therefore, that the resolution may be 
adopted. p | 

Mr. PRATT. The statement of the Senator | 
from Florida involves. the proposition. that the į 
United States are interested in this controversy. 
merely because of their proprietorship of a great | 
portion of the publié lands within either State. 

Mr. YULEE. No, in Florida. i 

Mr. PRATT. Now, unless the Senator can go | 
further, and show that this property of the Uni- 
ted States will be worth more or less, just as the | 
boundary controversy shall be settled in favor of 
either of the States, I do not see that he can claim 
that the United States has any interest in this con- | 
troversy. 

Mr. YULEE. I will show the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution is not de- | 
batable until the Senate have decided to consider 
it, which requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. YULEE. Why, sir, E supposed that the 

Senate had agreed to consider it, and that it was 

now before the body. I will state that the United | 

States own no public lands in Georgia, and if the 

line claimed by Georgia shall be established, the | 

effect will be to deprive the United States of ail its 


‘ney General to attend to it. 


public lands within the disputed limits; but if it 
shall be established as claimed by Florida, the 


United States will then be the proprietor of an 
immense. territory. - f : 

` The PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
deemed to be now under consideration, if there be!) 
no objection, °° =. 0 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKINSON. In regard to the adoption 
of this resolution, it seems to me that we had. bet- 
ter not trouble our book makers unnecessarily. 
If it is a case in which the United States is inter- 
ested, it seems to me to be the duty of the Attor- | 
Certainly I cannot | 
see what the Senate or Congress has to do with 
this matter, if itis going to be one of litigation, | 
even though the United States may be a party to | 
it. It is a proposition to make another book, | 
when our printing and binding item will be formi- 
dable enough, without traveling beyond the ne- 
cessities of the case to mecrease it. 

Mr. PRATT. The proposition now is, after | 
the explanation of the Senator, that the United 
States shall pay for the printing of a record ina | 
cause depending in the Supreme Court of the | 
United States between two States of the Union. | 
Here is a contest in the Supreme Court between 
two sovereign States, as they are called, and the 
proposition is thata record, which is essential to 
the Court in order to determine that controversy, 
shall be printed at the expense of the General Gov- 
ernment. Sir, | am prepared to vote on the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BERRIEN. -The object of the resolution 
is to facilitate the attainment of evidence believed | 
to be important to settle a question of boundary į 
between two States of this Union; and if it stood 
upon that ground alone, there would, I appre- 
hend, be no objection to encountering the trivial 
expense which will be incurred by the printing | 
three hundred copies of certain documents, the 
issue of which is exhausted, and which are deemed 
important for the investigation of the question of 
tide. But, beyond that, the United States has an 
interest in this question which makes it desirable | 
that this matter should be fairly and properly de- 
cided. The Generel Government has imagined 
the boundary line of Florida to extend further to 
the north than the State of Georgia believes it to 
do; and under this impression the United States, 
while Florida was a Territory, sold a portion of 
these lands as a part of the Territory of Florida, | 
and received the money into the Treasury, and a 
portion of them still remain unsold. If the de- || 
cision be in favor of Florida, the United States | 
will have a title to these unsold lands; but if ‘it be | 
in favor of Georgia, the United States will be held |) 
to reimburse to the State of Georgia the value of ii 
those lands which it has sold. In the language of 
she lawyers, quacunque via data, she has an inter- jj 
est in this question, and hence she is interested in |) 
having it decided on the fullest evidence. - 

Mr. EWING. I concur in the opinion that 
this printing should be ordered. It is the only 
mode, indeed, of getting the evidence for the set- 
tlement of this question—and a very important || 
question it is—in the Supreme Court. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate then |; 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened and the Senate adjourned. 
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The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. || 
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THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. i 

Mr. BAYLY rose, and was recognized by the 
Chair. 

Mr. B. proceeded to say: I desire to make a 

statement to the House, and after I do so, I shall 

ask the unanimous consent of the House to take 


up one of the bills on the Speaker’s table. It is 
the Indian bill. | 
Mr. SWEETSER, (interposing.) f object. 


The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] cannot pro- 
ceed with his remarks. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed his seat, l 

JETHRO WOOD’S PLOUGH. | 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 
the first business in order is the bill for the relief | 
of the heirs of Jethro Wood. 


And the 
of the bill. f : i 

Mr. HARLAN was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the House at length in favor of the pas- 
sage of the bill, (in a speech of which a report: 
will be published in the Appendix.) Sas 

The Committee on Patents were unanimously 
of opinion (he said) that neither the patentee in, 
his life, nor his heirs since his death, had been 


pending question is on the.engrossment 


| remunerated for the invention, and were therefore 


in favor of some kind of relief, though not all for’ 
this bill. The object which the: framers of the 

Corstitution had in view. in secaring the property 

of inventors for a certain number of years, (which 

object was to remunerate them for their services, ) 

had not in the present case been accomplished. 

There were cases where fourteen years was saffi- 

cient to secure that end. In other cases, of which 

number the present was ene, that time was not 
sufficient, for causes relating to the character of the 
invention itself. : 

In the course of the remarks of Mr. H., 

Mr. BINGHAM interposed and said, that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harran] was a 
member of the Committee on Patents. tHe (Mr. 
B.) desired to inquire what Jethro Wood did in- 


| vent? 


Mr. HARLAN replied, that Jethro Wood it- 
vented the cast-iron plough, known by that name’ 


|; in every part of the country. 


Mr. BINGHAM inquired whether the gentle- 
man claimed for Jethro Wood the invention of,the 
material of the plough of cast-iron ? : 

Mr. HARLAN proceeded to show, from the 
documents, that it was the cast-iron plough for 
which Jethro Wood had a patent. i 

Mr. BINGHAM said: Mr. Speaker, Jethro 
Wood obtained a patent for the construction of a 


|! cast-iron plough, in the year 1817. At its expira- 


tion it was extended to him fur an additional pe- 
riod of fourteen years, by act of Congress, makingy 
in the whole, twenty-eight years of exclusive mio- 
nopoly conferred upon him. This bill proposes’ 
to extend the patent to his heirs for an additional 
period of seven years, and to confer upon them 
the power “to demand and receive twenty-five 


! cents for each plough for licenses to construct 
ii ploughs according to said invention. 


” 


The. pe- 
tition upon which the committee who reported this, 
bill have acted, alleges, that Jethro Wood,of Ca-. 
yuga county, in the State of New York, instituted, 
at a great expense, a series of experiments, for the 
purpose of improving the ploagh; and after devo- 
ting six years to the subject, succeeded, in 1819, in 
inventing a very useful and valuable instrument; 


iithat he spent year afrer year in perfecting . the 


mould-board, and finally invented ‘a very- déli- 
cate and peculiar construction of the mould-board, 
which has, during a period of thirty years and 
upwards, been confessedly perfect and unexcelled;”” 
that he invented a light cast-iron share or cutting. 
edge, nicely adjusted and fastened to the mould- 
board, and the further improvement of á cast-iron 
standard, a cast-iron land-side, and fastenings-of 
the handles, the mould-board, the beam, the 
plough-share, and the land-side, so simple, cheap, 
and strong, that every one of these improvements 
is found in use in “ every plough on either side of 
the Attantic.”’ te 
The committee, in their report accompanying 
this bill, say, ‘that in 1812, Jethro Wood com- 


| menced experiments in the construction of a cast- 
| iron plough, and after five years of labor he com- 


pleted ùt.” The extraordinary assumptions of the 


! petitioners, the admission of the Committee on 


Patents who reported this bill, and a decisicn 


{ which is said to have beer obtained in the circuit 
| court of the United States, warrant the belief that 
‘it is intended to confer upon these persons the ex- 


clusive control and monopoly of the cast-iron plough, 
to tax the most important and useful implement of 
agriculture, and to lay the four million of farmers. 
in the United States under tribute for seven years 
to the heirs cf Jethro Wood. The Constitution of 


ithe United States confers upon Congress the 


“power of securing, for limited times, to authors 


‘i and inventors, the exclusive right to their respect- 


ive writings and discoveries;’’ and waiving for the 
present the question of the propriety or expe- 


| diency of renewing, by special act, for a second 


time, this patent, propose to examine into the 
merits of this claim to originality in the construc- 
tion of a cast-iron plough. Whatdid Jethro Wood 


I| invent? What has he done which entitles him, 
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and heirs after him, to a contribution . from 
every farmer in the land, for the next seven years? 
He claims to have invented the making of a plough 
of cast-iron. 1 pronounce that claim’ entirely un- 
founded; andl ask the attention of this House to | 
the’ authorities] shall produce. 9 : : 
Here, sir, is the Edinburgh Encyclopedia, with 
the plates, which are copied from Rees’s Encyclo- 
pedia, and published before the year 1800. From 
this it appears that in the year 1742, a patent was 
granted in Great Britain to James Small, a Scotch- 
man, for an improvement in the plough upon 
mathematical principles. The mould-board of this 
plough was made of cast-iron. Here are the plates 
of this plough, [holding up the book,] to which I 
invite an examination, invented more than a hun- 
dred years ago. Mr. Small was extensively 


engaged in the manufacture of ploughs in Ber- || 


wickshire, Scotland, for a gréat number of years; 
and we are told that his ploughs are still consid- 
ered a standard for the elements of good’ plough- 
making, notwithstanding the improvements since 
his death, up to the’ present day. Jethro Wood 
had access, or might have had access, to this book 
—access to these plates and drawings. All the 
agricultural works of that day gave a minute de- | 
scription of the cast-iron plough, and this claim to 
originality, in making a plough of cast-iron, is 
perfectly absurd, © © 7 ii 

Mr. Small, who conceived the original idea of 
casting: the plough, and in giving a more perfect 
shape to the mould-board, did not make the share, 
orland-side, of cast-iron. But thé claim of Jethro 
Wood ‘to originality in either of those particulars 
is equally false and unfounded. Ari inspection of 
these plates in the Edinburgh Encyclopedia, shows 
that Small’s plough had’ a cast-iron standard, cast 
as part of the mould-board. ~ In 1785, Robert Ran- 
some, of Ipswich, England, introduced’ the cast- 
iron ‘share or pdint, aiid ‘for this important im- 
provement he obtained a patent. Soon afier that, 
it appears that a plain farmer in Suffolk county, 
England, by the name of Bright, conceived the idea 
of making the bottom of the land-side of cast-iron; 
this was made with mortices to receive the tenons 
ofthe wood to which it was attached. This was 
soon followed up by Mr. Ransome making the 
entire plough, standard share, and land-side of 
cast-iron. So it will be seen that this invention, 
and every part of it, is entirely of English origin, 
all brought ont to the light of the world in the last 
century, and that unless these books are false, un- 
less we-deny the statements of these agricultural 
works, we must pronounce the claim of Jethro 
Wood to originality in the construction of the cast- 
iron plough, or any partof it, entirely unfounded. 
To-prevent the rapid wear of the cast-iron ex posed 
to the friction of the earth, in 1803 Mr. Ransome 
invented and took out a patent for case hardening 
the land-side or share, à process which is termed, 
in this country, chilling, and which makes the iron 
verv hard. 

.The peculiar shape and construction of the 
mould-board of a plough, so that the earth shall 
be penetrated with the least resistance, and turned 
over in proper form, depend much. upon the na- 


ture and character of the soil, and is susceptible of | 


demonstration upon purely mathematical princi- 

ples. The attention of learned and scientific men 

was-directed to the solution of this question long 

before Jethro Wood’s day. In 1798 Thomas Jef- | 
ferson, of Virginia, late President of the United į 
States, who was as much in advance of his time in 

the science of agriculture as he was in the science 

of government, took up the. plough with a view to 

scientific improvement. He invented a mould-board, 

an account of which he first gave to the French 

Tnstitute, and described minutely in a letter to Sir 

John Sinclair, declaring the object which he de- 

sired to obtain was “ the forming of the mould- 

board in such a manner as to turn over the sod 

with the least possible resistance.?? So it seems 

that this claim of Jethro Wood to a “ very deli- 

cate and peculiar construction of the mould board,” 

must yield, like all his other pretensions, to the | 
scientific investigations of the learned men who 

preceded him by many years, 

But, Mr. Speaker, Jethro Wood is not even en- 
titled to the merit of being the first to introduce the | 
cast-iron plough into the United States. That 
honor belongs to Charles Newbold, an ingenious 
farmer of Barlington, New Jersey, who, as early 
as 1796, made and used the cast-iron plough, which 


į ment of the plough than did Jethro Wood. 


| The improvement of the plough in the United 


i who was formerly a scientific and practical agri- 


! York, I am indebted for many of the facts which 
i l have stated. 


‘entitled to praise, for having introduced improve- 


| The plough of the present day is a combination of 
j improvements of hundreds of men, each entitled to 


| gation, and to wrest from their hard earnings mil- 


| to the population than any other State or portion 


he patented in 1797. From the transactions of the 


society of New York for the promotion of agri- 


culture, which was published in 1801, it appears_ 
that cast-iron ploughs were kept-for sale by Mr. 
Peter T; Curtenius, in the city of New York, in the 
year 1800, which were highly approved. In the 
year 1807 Mr. Peacock, of New Jersey, improved 
and patented a cast-iron plough, which was exten- 
sively used in New York and New Jersey. In 
1808 Richard B. Chenowith, of Maryland, patented 
a plough of cast-iron, which was introduced inte 
general use,- And the records of the Patent Office 
show that twenty five ploughs were patented prior 
to the date of Jethro Wood’s patent in 1814. On the 
10th day. of August of the present year, 1 have the 
statement of the Commissioner that three hundred 
and fifty-nine patents had been granted for ploughs. 
Of those three hundred. and fifty-nine men many 
of them have devoted more time, and labor, and 
money, and scientific investigation, to the improve- 


In the transactions of the New York State Ag- 
ricultural Society for 1846, is an able article upon 


States,” to the author of which, Mr. A. B. Allen, 


culturist near the city of Buffalo, and now the 
editor of an agricultural journal in the city of New 


In this article the author refers 
particularly to Edwin A. Stevens, of Hoboken, 
New Jersey, who devoted years to its improve- 
ment. He continued experimenting until he suc- 
ceeded in making a plough so perfect in its shape 
as to offer the least possible resistance, and capa- 
ble of being propelled by the Jeast motive power. 
He took his idea of a cast-iron plough from Mr. 
Newbold’s invention, and he was the first in this 
country to make use of the process of cold chilling 
for the base of the land-side and lower edge of the 
share, which greatly increases their durability, and 
is an Important improvement for the farmer, Mr.: 
Davis, of the District of Columbia, Mr. Bergen, of 
Long Island, in New York, and Mr. Nourse, of 
Massachusetts, are also particularly mentioned as 


ments in the cast-iron plough for particular soils 
and particular purposes, and Í also take pleasure in 
adding, that several valuable and important im- 
provements have been made by citizans of Michi- 
gan, Wisconsin, and other western States, in 
adapting the plough to their peculiar soils and 
localities. But, Mr. Speaker, these inventions of 
the last century, and these patents for improve- 
ments, have all expired, and the cast-iron plough 
has become the common property of the world. 


more or less credit for furnishing facilities for their 
introduction into the various portions of the coun- 
try, and for their being brought into general use. 
This bill proposes to single out a particular in- 
dividual from amongst a great number of public 
benefactors, and to confer peculiar privileges which 
are granted to no others. It proposes to restrain 
the free use of the plough. It proposes to send the 
tax-gatherer throughout the length and breadth of 
the land, for the next seven years. It proposes to 
give the heirs of Jethro Wood the power to plunder 
the people, to harass them, tojinvolve them in liti- 


lions of money. Ploughs are now manufactured 
with great facility, with great cheapness, and in 
great quantities. I have entered into a correspond- 
ence with various plough manufacturers in Balti- 
more, New York, Massachusetts, and Michigan, 
as to the number of ploughs annually manufactured 
in the United States, and they eoncur in the opin- 
ion that not less than two millions in number are 
annually produced. From the city of New York 
alone fifty thousand are annually sent into the 
southern States, and [am told that many of the 
southern planters purchase from fifty to one hun- 
dred every year. In the State of Michigan, where 
it is believed more land is cultivated in proportion 


of the globe, it is estimated that fifty thousand are 
annually manufactured and sold. The prices of 
ploughs which, while monopolies existed, were 
from ten to twenty dollars each, are now reduced 
to from two to five or six dollars, and they are con- 
stantly becoming cheaper. 

Sir, the tax of a quarter of adollar upon each 
plough which this bill proposes to levy, would be 
enormous. Reducing the estimate one half, and 


taking the number at one million a year, a quarter 
of a dollar each, imposes upon the earnings of 
agriculture, the annual-sum of two. hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, and in seven years, the sum 
of one million seven, hundred and fifty thousand 

dollars, estimating the numberof ploughs at two 

millions annually, and you have in seven years an 

aggregate of three millions and_a half of dollars, 

Sir, is it any wonder that these beautiful and in-. 
teresting young ladies, the heirs of Jethro Wood, 

should have thronged the Halls of Congress for 
the last three years? Isit any wonder that they 

should have sought, in private’ interviews: with 

every member of this House, an opportunity, to. 
tell their pitious tale, and to implore, only’ asa 

woman can implore, the support of every member 

to this extraordinary bill? Is it any wonder that 

the bachelor members of this Elouse should have 

become deeply interested in favor of its passage? 

All this may not be a matter of wonder. But to 

me it-is a matter of surprise, that the Committe 

on Patents in this House, like the unjust judge 
in the Scripture, should have listened to the impor- 

tunities of these women, and instead of investiga- 

ting the merits of this claim, have consented to 

report a bill, which, if it become a law, will in- 

volve my constituents and. the country in conse- 

quences of. the most serious detriment and disas- 

ter. Sir, if instead of bestowing a willing and 

credulous ear to their urgent and pertinacious so-: 
licitations, they had examined the files of the Pat- 

ent Office, they would have there found the writ- 

ten-opinion of Edmund Burke, late Commissioner 

of Patents, which 1 am sure, to any unprejudiced 

mind, would be satisfactory and conclusive against 

the merits of this claim. 1 have procured a copy 

of that opinion, which I ask to have read for the 

information of this House and of the country. 


Unrrep States PATENT. Orricr, 
February 5, 1848, 


ii -Sir: I have received your letter of the 31st ultimo, re- 
qaesting my views in relation to the patent of Jethro Wood, 
ora cast-iron plough, and such faets respecting it as I may 

deem important in reference to their bearing upon the bill, 
now before Congress, for its extension; and in reply I have 
the honor to state— ` 

That the patentee and his legal representatives have al- 
ready had the benefitofa term of twenty-eight years, the: 
patent having been originally granted for the term of four-. 
teen years, and extended for another term of equal dura- 
tion, making twenty-eight years in the whole. If the in- 
ventionof Mr. Wood has any merit, it would seem that 
twenty-eight years would be ample time to enable the in- 
ventor to remunerate himself, and make a handsome profit 
upon his invention; and especially should be have thus re- 
warded himself by the enjoyment of the exclusive monop- 
oly of the sale of an implement so simple as the plough, of 
such universal demand, and of such cpmparatively cheap 
construction. / 

I will next inquire into the actual merits of Mr. Woods 
invention. It has been very generally represented (aud 2 
once labored under that impression) that Jethro Wood was 
the juventor of the cast-iron plough, and had therefore 
made a radical and most valuable change in the material of. 
which that agricultural implement was constructed, This 
is not, however, the fact. Pioughs were constructed of cast- 
iron long before Mr. Wood’s invention, Even so far back 
as 1764, cast-iron ploughs were made in Scotland. It was 
called the “.Scotch plough,” and was invented by a man 
by the name of Small. It ts‘described in Loudon’s Eney- 
clopadia of Agriculture, paragraph 2600. Jn speaking of 
Smalls plough, Mr. Loudon says: “ This ingenious me- 
chanie formed the mould-board upon distinct and intelligible 
principles, and. afterwards made it of cast-iron”. He 
further says, that Smals plough was atterwards varied a 
title in some parts of Scotland, and he adds, that since 
1810, “this plough hus been very generally made entirely of 
iron.” Thus it appears that Mr. Wood bas no just claim 
to the original invention of the cast-iron plough, it having 
been constructed of that material, in part or in whole, more 
than half a century before the invention of his plough. 

it shoutd be remembered, that there is much confusion 
in the specification and claims of Mr. Wood’s patent, but 
be appears to have claimed the original use of cast-iron in 
the construction of his plough, and also to have constructed 
his mould-board upon mathematical principles. 

The form of his mould- board seems also not to have been 
new. London, in the 2599th paragraph of the work before 
quoted, says that a person by the name of Lummis “ first 
attempted its construction upon mathematical principles, 
whieh he learned in Holland,” but, after obtaining his 
patent, he kept a knowledge of those principles from the 
public, Afterwards one Pochley, having a knowledge of 
those priniciples, constructed upon them a vast number.of 

leughs. 

In continuing his comments upon ploughs constructed on 

mathematical principles Loudon copies the folowing from 

the “ Communicutions to the Board of Agriculture, vol. 6, 

page 437:2 « At length the Americans having obtained a 

‘knowledge of those principles either from Britain or Hol- 

í land, claimed the priority of invention, in consequence of 

‘which President Jefferson of the United States presented 

‘the principles for the construction of a mould-board, first to 

‘the Institute of France, and uext to the Board of Agricul- 

£ ture in England, as a wonderful discovery in mathematics H? 

Now, as mathematical principles cannot vary, the ploughs 


above-mentioned, constructed on those principles, must have 
been the same as that claimed by Mr, Wood. And inas-, 
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muclr as ploughs constructed on those principles were 
known in this country during the presidency of Mc. Jeffer- 
son, Mr. Wood could not, in my opinion, justly claim that 


he first introduced them here, much less could tie justly | 


‘claim their invention. And, of course, Ris representatives 
can set up no such pretence ia sapport of their application 
for a second extension of his patent. 

But the plough has, probably, some merits; not more,. 
however, than very many others that have been before and 
since patented. ft has by no means merits which should 
‘eniitie its inventor to an exchasive monopoly of its sale and 
use for forty-two or even twenty-eight years. 

In view of the fact that the improvements of the plough 
invented by Jethro Wood have not preéminent merits to 
enüte the inventor to uncommon favor, and also in view of 
the fact that Mr. Wood and his representatives have already 
enjoyed a monopoly of his invention dnring the period of 
twenty-eight years, a period twice as fong as the usual term 
fixed by law for the duration of patents, I am clearly of the 
opinion that justice to the inventor does nat require a fur- 
‘her extension of his patent. 

The plough is an implement of universal use in agricul- 
tare, and absolutely necessary in the present stage of ad- 
vancement in that art; and, as you are well aware, itis now 
almost universally constructed of cast-iron, with mould- 
boards shaped upon mathematical principles. What, then, 
would be the effect of an extension of Mr. Jethro Woods 
patent upon the interests of agricultore in this country, 
taking it for eranted that the validity ofthe patent can be 
sustaincd? It would enable the legal representatives of the 
inventor to levy a tax of millions of dollars upon the farmers 
of the United States during the term for which it is proposed 
to extend it. In my opinion the farming interest has already 
been sufliciently taxed by this patent, and it would be an 
aetof injustice to burden it again for another period of four- 
teen years, or for any length of time. 

{enclose yon a copy of an assigninent by the executor 
of Wood to Edward B. Morgan, conveying one fourth part 
of the interest in the extended term in consideration of 
money advanced to precare from Congress the extension of 
the patent which is now sought. "This consideration should, 
of course, have its due weightin determining the expediency 
Of granting the extension prayed for by the parties interested. 

Since writing the above, I bave had placed in my hands a 
fetter addressed by A. B. Allen, Esq., editor of an agricul- 
tnral paper published in the city of New York, to the Hon. 
Dixon H. Lewis of the United States Senate, in which he 
ecoufirms my own, views in regard to the novelty of Wood’s 
invention, and satisfies me that there is very tittle merit in 
ét. Tt is doubtfal if Wood invented anything about the 
plough which was patentable. T have examined Ransowie’s 
work referred to by Mr. Ailen, and find Mr. Allen completely 
sustained in his assertion, that the alleged invention of 
Wood was known in England and Scotland long vefore he 
pretended to make it. Yndeed, there are numerous authori- 
ties in the library of this affice which establish the same fact. 

I have the honor to he, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, EDMUND BURKE, Commissioner of Patents. 

Hon. J. E. Brany, House of Representatives. 


This, sir, is the able, clear, and emphatic opin- 
jon of the head of the Patent Office, when these 
women first sought the power of Congress to en- 
able them to oppress the people. Has any one 
undertaken to controvert that opinion? Will any 
member of the committee who reported this bill 
undertake to dispute its facts, its reasonings, or 
its conclusions? If they will not—if they cannot— 
why should they undertake to push this bill 
through with such hot haste? Mr. Speaker, have 
the farmers of the United States no Representa- 
tives here? Is there no one here to guard their 
rights, to protect their interests, to defend them 
against oppression and taxation? Sir, I can tell 


the lawyers here, who have yielded to the pressing |. 


and constant solicitations of these women, that 
their constituents will hold them to a strict ac- 
count for any vote which they may give which 
lays a heavy hand upon the implements or the 
occupation of the farmer. 

Tue rLoven Is FREE, and a unanimous voice will 
be heard against fettering it, by any system of 
monopoly or taxation. These applicants assert 
that Jethro Wood was involved in constant litiga- 
tion through the whole twenty-eight years 
had the exclusive control of his patent. 
‘reason is obvious. He claimed too mach. He 
undertook to monopolize over this entire country 
the cast-iron plough. He denounced the other 
three hundred and fifty-nine patentees for improve- 
ments in the plough as innovators and pirates. He 
undertook to force them to pay tribute to him, or 
to deprive them of the right of casting ploughs; 
and ever since that decision before Judge Nelson, 
to which the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Har- 
Lan] referred, his heirs and assignees have been 
levying black-mail upon the manufacturers of 
‘ploughs all over the country. If they resisted, 
they have been threatened with litigation and ha- 
rassed with suits. 
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that he | 
Sir, the || 


— 


$ 


| Jethro Wood, for improvements in the cast-iron plough, and 


| perfect than it could be made on the basis of his invention 


| ments had been from time to time received, in the 


No wonder that he should have involved him- 
self -in lawsuits.. No wonder that. an intelligent 
community should have resisted so monstrous a 
claim. . Sir, pass this bill, which holds out such 
tempting hopes of gain to these young ladies and 
their assignees, and the whole country will be 
involved in litigation, An intelligent community 
will inquire into the merits of Jethro Woods in- j 
vention, and they will submit to no exactions or 
any restraints upon the free use of the cast-iron 
lough. Iam therefore opposed to the passage 
of this bill. 

Before Mr. B. had concluded— j 

Mr. SILVESTER interposed, and inquired if | 
the morning hour had not expired? 

The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had not yet commenced, and would not until pri- 
vate business was disposed of, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if any further 
proof were necessary to satisfy this House of the 
gross injustice which would be imposed upon the. 
farmers of the country by the passage of this bill, 
l subjoin the following resolutions of the New 
York State Agricultural Society: 


. 
« Whereas a bill has recently passed the United States 
Senate, renewing, for the term of seven years, the patent of | 


imposing a tax of fifty cents on every east-iron plough manu- 
factured in the United States during that time ; and whereas 
for the following reasons such an act would be manifestly 
improper and unjust, viz :—lst, That the patent of Jethro 
Wood has, as we are informed, almost entireiv passed out | 
of the hands of his heirs, and is now mostly held by persons 
who have conferred no particular benefits and have th: re- 
fore no special claims on the public; and Qd. That the im- 
provements originated or formerly claimed by said Wood 
are now in many instances combined with other or later 
improvements, which have rendered the plough much more 
alone: Therefore, 

« Resolved, That in the opinion of this society, the patent i 
of Jethro Wood ought not to be renewed; he having en- | 
joyed,in the period of twenty-eight years, for which hig | 
patent has heen granted, a fall eqnivalent for every improve- j 
ment that may have been made by him in the cast-iron plough. 

« Resolved, That in the opinion of this society, the passage | 
of such a bil! into a law, would be an an act of gress in- | 
justice to the farmers and pianters of the United States. 

« Resotved. That this sovietv respectfully but earnestly ten- 
ders to the Congress of the United States, its remonstrance 
against the passage of the bill renewing the patent of Jethro 
Wood. B. P. JOHNSON, Secretary.” 

Mr. NELSON then teok the floor. sent to the 
Chair the following amendment, which was read 
for information, viz: | 

« And provided further, That nothing in this act contained | 
shall be construed so as to hinder or prevent any person or 
persons, his or their legal representatives or assignees from | 
making, using, or vending the plough above mentioned and ! 
referred to, who may by purchase, assignment, or other- 


wise, have acquired the right to do so from the said Jethro || 


Wood, in his tife time, or from his legal representatives 


said Jethro Wood, or his or their legal representatives 
without being liable or subject to pay to the said representa- 
tives, children or heirs at aw of the said Jethro Wood, any 
sum whatever for licenses to make or use ploughs under the 
provisions of this act. 

« And be it further enacted, That this act shall not be con- 


strned so as to confirm the patent granted to said Jethro.j! 
Wood in 1819, above referred to, nor shall the representa- i 


tives, children and heirs of the said Jethro Wood, under this 
act, have any other or granted rights than the said Jethro 
Wood had under said patent.’? 

Mr. N. said that if the bill then under consider- 
ation was to pass the House, the amendment he || 
offered ought to be adopted. 

It was well known (he said) to those who are 
acquainted in the manufacturing districts of this 
country, that Jethro Wood, in his lifetime, and 
since his death those who have claimed to repre- |; 
sent him and be entitled to whatever rights and 
interest he had under the patent of1819 and the 
the act of Congress of May, 1832, sold and as- 
signed to numerous plough manufacturers in vari- 
ous parts of the country, the right of using, in the 
making of ploughs, whatever improvements in 
that implement had been patented to Jethro Wood; 
and it is confidently believed that very consider- 
able sums of money for such sale and assign- | 


whole amounting to a sum vastly beyond that sug- | 
gested by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Har- | 
Law.] It would therefore be manifestly unjust to 
those purchasers of the Wood patent; and he be- 
lieved that there were hundreds of them in differ- i 


j 
| 
| 


ent parts of the country, to be now subject to the 
tax proposed to be imposed by the bill under cor- 
sideration upon every cast-iron plough hereafter 
to be made, for the benefit. of the children ‘and 
heirs of Mr. Wood, after. they had‘ already:pur- 
chased for a valuable consideration of Mr. Wood, 


| ov of those claiming under him, a right, for all-time 


to come, to use the improvements, whatever they 
may have been, claimed by Wood under his patent. 

It is well known that in 1819, when this patent 
i to Jethro Wood was granted, that patents were 
granted with but little regard or attention to the 
i question whether there was anything novel or 
| original in the invention or improvement for which 
| a patent was claimed; the question of originality 
or novelty being entirely open, without regard to 
Wood’s patent, whenever the patentee under- 
took to*enforce his exclusive rights under his 
patent, It is believed by most persons who have 
' examined the merits of this patent, and criticised 
the claim of. Jethro Wood, as the inventor of the 
| cast-iron plough, that he has no merit as an invent- 
or of any new principle in the construction of the 
plough. It has been supposed by some, that if the 
bill upon the table should be passed, it would be 
an act of confirmation by Congress of the patent of 
1819, and deprive the manufacturer of the right of 
i questioning the validity of the patent. Should 
that be so, there is a propriety, if not a necessity, 
of adopting the second clause of this amendment, 

Mr. N. said he had no disposition to consume 
the time of the House by going into a further dis- 
cussion of the bill upon the table. The gentleman 
who bad preceded him {Mr. Binewam] had briefly 
| bat clearly and fairly presented the merits of the 
| case, and he could add nothing to what that gen- 
| tleman had said pertinent to the question now be- 
| fore the House. But whilst up, he begged leave 
i to advert to a question put to him when this bill 
lon a former day was before the House. The 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
i Hormes] then asked him (Mr. N.) whether the 
i Legislature of New York had not expressed in 
some way its opinion in favor of the passage of 
l ihis bill; and whether the State Agricultural 
| Society of New York had not also expressed a- 


|| similar opinion? He (Mr. N.) then stated to the 


gentleman [Mr. H.} that he was ignorant of any 
such expression of opinion. He was now, how- 
ever, enabled to state, that neither the Legislature 
of New York nor the Agricaltural Society of that 
State, had expressed any such opinion or wish as 
seemed to be implied by the gentleman’s question, 
But, on the contrary, the Legislature of New 
York, in 1848, soon after it was known that a 


since his death, or from any assignee or assignees of the |i similar bill to the one now upon the tablewas be- 


fore the last Congress, and had even passed the 
| Senate before it was generally known that any 
such bill was thought of, passed a resolution re- 
questing. the Representatives in this Flouse from. 
that State, and instructing its Senators, to oppose 
the passage of that bill, and he begged leave now: 
to present that resolution. (Mr. N. then sent to 


the Chair the resolutions, which were read from 
i 


the Clerk’s desk, and are as follow:] 


Srare or New York, In Assembly, March 2, 1848. 


Resolved, (if the Senate concur.) ‘That the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from this State be requested to 
oppose the passage of any law continuing or renewing to the 
heirs and assigns of the late Jethro Wood, of this State, 
patent: e of Wood’s cast-iron ploughs, any exclusive or pe- 
culiar privileges in the manufacture, vending, or use of the 
said plough—which after having been for many years, to the 
onerous annoyance of farmers, continued to the heirs of the 
patentee by spreial legislation, have now of right vested in. , 
the people of the United States and of the world, and of 
which they cannot rightfullt be divested. 

Resolved, That the Cierks of the Senate and Assembly be 
i instructed to transmit the above resolution to each of the 
Senators and Representatives. igus 

By order of the Assembly, P, B. PRINDDHE, Clerk. 
In SENATE, March 10, 1848, 

Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the foregoing res- 
olution. A. H. CALHOUN, Olerk of Senate, 

[Laws of 1848, page 581.] : 


Mr. NELSON added, he had also acopy of the 
resolutions adopted by the executive committee of 
the Agricultural Society of bis State, passed 
about the same time, in opposition to) the pos- 
sage of any bill of the chatacter..of the one now 


* 
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upor the table, but he would not now. trouble the 
Plouse by having it réad: o = 0 Sa w 
“Mr. N., in’conclusion, said that he had been in- ; 
formed that certain gentlemen who were members | 
of the executive committee of the Agricultural | 
Society of New: York, as well as some other. re- ; 
spectable gentlemen, some of them probably mem- : 
bers of the Legislature of his State, had signed | 
a petition in favor of the passage of some bills | 
which should benefit the fair applicants who have | 
the charge of the bill now upon its passage; and | 
werall. kiow how ungallant, if not rade, it would 
seem, not to comply with the request of a lady 
merely to sign a paper, which she supposes may 
be of service to her., But how much soever | 


every member of ‘this House may feel inclined to ij 
1° Mr. STRONG moved that the bill be committed 1; b ! 
i tion to it, 
j fore, that the report of the committee who reported 


oblige the ladies, he, (Mr. N.) doubted whether 
there were many who would feel it to be their duty, | 
inthe discharge of their duty as legislators, to | 
vote for the bill onthe table, thus laying a tax, . 


though apparently of trifling amount, yet in the | 


aggregate it is believed would amount to millions, © 
upon their constituents. 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Speaker, it would be 
much more agreeable to my feelings to permit this 
question to pass without remark. The petitioners 
before us are females, asking for a remuneration : 
of. losses suffered by.their father at the hands of 
those who have fraudulently divested him of his ; 
rights undera patent issued in 1819. My sympa- | 
thies are enlisted in their behalf, and I would gladly ` 
give a vote in accordance with their wishes. . But, | 
sir, justice to my constituents, and the agricultu- 
ral interests of the country, requires that the bill | 
should not pass.’ Jethro Wood obtained a patent | 
in 1819 for an improvement in the construction of 
a plough; that patent was renewed, and the exclu- | 
sive privileges it conferred enjoyed for twenty- | 
eight years. The chief matter in his patent was - 
the cast-iron mould board and cast-iron point. : 
Upon this plough many improvements have been ! 
made, all referring to Wood’s patent plough. | 
Upon this state.of facts, the courts have decided, | 
that all plonghs including Wood’s first improve- | 
ment infringed his patent, and were liable to him | 
for damages. The bill before us now, although | 
the Jast extension of his patent has expired, gives | 
twenty percent. to the heirs of Wood upon each | 
plough which includes his improvement. The re- ; 
sult, Mr. Speaker, of the passage of this bill will ; 
be to inflict atax of twenty per cent. upon every | 
farmer for each of the cast-iron ploughs now in | 
use in the country, and which includes a cast-iron | 
mould-board. It would give the heirs of Wood | 
something like a bonus of two hundred and fifty : 
thousand dollars, to be levied on the farming inter- | 
est of the country, and a continuation of an annual į 
tax toan immense amount. However Í may sym- | 
pathize with these individuals, who have suffered | 


by lawsuits, and have been robbed by those who |} 


have pirated on their patent, it is one of the misfor- | 
tunes of trade, for which we may well be sorry, 
but which would afford no excuse for a heavy 
tax upon the ploughing people of the country. A ' 
patent is a monopoly, at best: I am content to | 
abide, but not to perpetuate it, for the benefit of ` 
“those who come to ask favors here. I have no 
«right to tax my constituents, who use this plough 
almost exclusively, thirty years after the patent 
has been issued, and years after it has expired 
after one renewal. The whole patent business 
has, from frauds and collausions between partners, 
become a great grievance. Ploughs, and water 
wheels, and other inventions become in general ; 
“ase, without notice to those who purchase them ; 
that they are patented—then the whole country is ; 
to be swindled by lawsuits and controversies, : 
would be a strong case that would induce meto | 
renew apatent once; there is sarcely one to be 
conceived in which I would renew it twice. 


are striking. instances. 
motive power of navigation and machinery; the 

other gave the world the great staple of cotton by : 
his gin. They derived but litle advantage from : 
their ingenuity. I would vote a pension in such a 

ease; but | cannot rob the public of a right to use | 
that invention, when by the expiration of the pat- | 
ent it became public property. 


In reply to an inquiry by Mr. Tuompson, of || 


Mississtppi— | 
, Mr. V. said that the patent included every cast- | 
iron plough used in the United States. A 


| which were ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 


i YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, 


i| Johnson, Jones, Preston King, La Sére, Littlefield, Job 
i| Mann, Marshall, McClernand, McDowell, McGanghry, 


| pill.) 


i: would waive his motion, to allow him (Mr. J,) to 


Tt 


Itis |} rear 
often the fortune of inventors not to reap the full | finde torrecammirit 
profits of their inventions—Fulton and Whitney ` 


One revolutionized the | 


i! the regular order of business. 


if tion, i - 


A: brief conversation followed on this point. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said that this sub- 
ject had already consumed sufficient time. It was 
not a very exciting question, and, presuming that} 
the House was ready to vote upon it, he called 
the previous question; - 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Speaker.) Has any mo- 
tion been made to commit the bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. No motion to commit has 
been made: There isa motion to amend pending, 
and the first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Netson.] 

Mr. STRONG asked the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jounson] to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON declined at first, but, on the 

ledge of renewal, withdrew the motion. i 


1 


to the Committee. of the Whole, and on that mo- 
tion demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SILVESTER moved that the whole sub- į 
ject be laid upon the table. 

Tellers were asked on that motiun. 

Mr. NELSON demanded the yeas and nays, 


95, nays 76; as follow: 


Beale, Bingham, Bokee, Boyd, Buel, Burrows, Burt, Ches- 
ter Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Clingman, Colcock, 
Cole, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Durkee, Eliot, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, 
Gilmore, Gott, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hamp- | 
ton, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Holaday, Royston, Howe, 
Hunter, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Rubert W. 


McKisseck, McLanahan, MeMullen, Millson, Moore, More- 
head, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Out- 
law, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Robbins, 
Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Savage, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, James Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, 
Wentworth. and Whittlesey—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Bennett. Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, B. C. Cabell, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Chandler, Clarke, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Deberry, Disney, Doty, Dunean, 
Ewing, Featherston, Gerry, Giddings, Gould, Green, Ham- 
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hebard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, 
inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, 
James G. King, John A. King, Leffler, Horace Mann, Mat- 
teson, McQueen, Meacham, Morse, Morton, Peck, Pouer, 
Powell, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Sehooleraft, 
Seddon, Sprague, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Sweetser, 
Thomas, Tack, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, 
| Waldo, Watkins, White, and Williams—76, 


So the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. HALL moved areconsideration of the vote 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


CHEAP POSTAGE. 

Mr. POTTER moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Commit- |! 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (with 
a view to move in committee that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the cheap postage | 


i 
i 
i 


i 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, would be glad, || 
he said, ifthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porter] f 


| move to take up the Indian appropriation bill. It ; 
i was now on the Speaker’s table, on its third read- | 
| ing, and it was requisite that it shouid be passed |! 
! for the benefit of the Indians. 
W. S. HARDIN. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there is another private bill on the Speaker’s table, | 

the dispositton of which will probably not take | 
| more than a few minutes. It is the bill for the re- | 

lief of Winthrop S. Hardin. The Committee of |: 

the Whole were discharged from its consideration | 
on a former day, and a motion was subsequently 


Mr. POTTER withdrew his motion. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that the 
| Indian billbe taken up. H willnot take five min- 
i utes to: dispose of it, and delay ir doing so will 
; lead to great inconvenience. 


i 

pees 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected, and called for 
t 


Mr. BAYLY said he could satisfy gentlemen, 
if they would listen for one moment, that this bill 
ought to be acted upon immediately. . 

Mr. PRESTON KING persiated in his objec- 


j 
i 


BE. 


; reported the bill. 
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i Sioe Wes: HARDIN. 
- The Howse’ proceeded to the consideration. of 
the bill for the relief of W. S Hardin. 

Mr. HUBBARD asked: the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. STRONG] to withdraw the mò- 
tion he had made to recommit the bill, so that the 
question might be taken directly on the passage of 
the bill, And he (Mr. Hi.) would-move the pre- 
vious question. i 5 

The SPEAKER. If the géntleman should mova 
the previous question, the question will be first on 
the commitment of the bill, and. if that is refused, 
upon its passage. ; 

Mr. HUBBARD said, that the House had al- 
ready heard the bill discussed when the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Conrap,] not now a mem- 
ber of this House, submitted his motion in rela- 
He (Mr. H.) simply wished, there- 


the bill might be read, and he would ask the pre- 
viaus question. 

The report was read. 

Mr. HUBBARD then said, he did not intend 
to detain the House with any remarks. He 
hoped that a direct vote on the passage of the bill 
might be taken. The Committee of Claims had 
lt was, as every gentleman 
knew, a hard committee, and no better argument 
could be made in favor of a claim than the state- 
ment of the fact, that it had passed the scrutiny of 
that committee—he moved the previous question, 

Someconversation followed between Mr. Mesapa 
and Mr. Husparp. 


The previous question was then seconded. The 
main question was ordered to be now taken. 
The House refused to recommit the bill. And 


i it was then read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. MORSE and Mr. HUBBARD moved a 
reconsideration of the vote, and that that motion 
be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, again asked that, 
by general consent, the Indian appropriation bill 
should be taken up and read athird time. It would 
take only a few minutes, and he believed gentle- 
men were satisfied of the propriety of its immedi- 
ate passage. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ASHMON inquired whether there was 
not another appropriation bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. There is the fortification 
bill, and the Military Academy bill, which has 
been returned from the Senate with an amendment. - 

Mr. ASHMUN said, if the House would give 
its consent that all the appropriation bills on the 
Speaker’s table should be taken up, he would not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
to taking up the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Ido, unless all the appropri- 


‘| ation bills on the Speaker’s table“are also to be 


taken up. 

Mr. BAYLY. Tf the House will allow me, I 
can satisfy gentlemen of a necessity for the pas- 
sage of this bill, which does not exist in the other 
cases. ‘There is a pressing necessity for the pas- 


; sage of the bill. 


Mr. BISSELL objected. 
Mr. DUER asked that, by the unanimous. con- 


ii sent of the.Flouse, all the appropriation bills on 


the Speaker’s table should be taken up. 
Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the private 
calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, insisted on 
the regular order of business. 

t BUNDELCUND,” &c, 

The SPEAKER announced, asthe regular order, 
the report made on Wednesday by the gentleman 
from North. Carolina, (Mr. Srancy,] from the se- 
lect committee relative to the interference of offices 
holders under the last Administration in elections, 
and his resolution directing the Speaker to issue 
his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring to the 
bar of the House Thomas Ritchie and C. P, Seng- 
stack, to answer for an alleged contempt of the 
House, 


Mr. SCHENCK was entitled to the floor, and 


took it. 


, 
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Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.)- Does the morn- | 


ing hour now commence? 

The SPEAKER. It does. i 

Mr. SCHENCK said, that if he had not been 
interrupted in his remarks yesterday he would 
have finished what he intended to say in a few 
minutes. He would not promise now to be quite 
so brief. But he would net detain the House 
very long. His object-was to call attention to the 
true and real issue presented by the report of the 
committee of which he had the honor to be a mem- 
ber; and it was only because he was a member of 


that committee that he felt himself constrained now | 


to address a few remarks to the House. 


The question had already been discussed by the | 


gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] and the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Frrcu,] in a very 
discursive manner; in fact, the last-named gentle- 
man had not touched the question at all. Both 
these gentlemen, he must be permitted to say, 
had wandered very widely from the subject 
which was really before the House. The true 
question to be considered was, whether the 
committee was authorized to put questions to 


the witnesses, and whether the witnesses could | 
It was not now the; 


be compelled to answer? 
question whether the committee had been properly 
raised, or whether this matter had been correctly 
referred toit. And the gentleman from Indiana, 
in going into these questions, had made remarks 
which were entirely out of place. The House 


had directed the appointment of this committee, | 
and had referred matters to that committee for | 


investigation, with power to take testimony. And 


in obedience to the order of this House, the com- | 


mittee proceeded to the task of investigation, to 
the examination of these special matters which 
had been referred to it, and to no others. Mr. 
Ritchie was summoned to appear before this com- 
mittee, and was required to give answers to certain 
questions relative to the subjects under examina- 
tion, and especially to state whether certain ar- 
ticles and communications which had been pub- 
lished in the’ Union were written by clerks or 
others connected with the public departments. Mr. 
Ritchie refused to answer, on the ground that the 
relation Lae fiim and his correspondents was 
of a confidential character, and that he could not 
disclose the names of the authors without viola- 
ting the sanctity of this relation. Such a ground 
of refusal would not avail a witness in any court 
of law. He would derive no protection from 
law. 
stion; and the question for us to decide is, ‘* Will 
the House sustain him in itf’’ That is all. lt 
was not, therefore, worth while for the gentleman 
from Indiana to go into the inquiry, whether 
this committee should have been constituted, or 


whether this matter had been properly referred to |! 


it for examination. The House had before it the 
order to the committee to go into the investiga- 
tion. The exact terins of the question propounded 
to the witness, and his refusal to answer, had 
also been reported to the House. 
was a member of this House, and a member of 
the committee, he did not care whether Mr. Ritchie 
answered the question or not. But as a mem- 
ber of this ELouse, and as a member of. the com- 


mittee, he should give his vote to compel those | 
witnesses to answer the questions which had been | 
proposed to them. He was entirely satisfied that į 
the House had the power to compel them to an- | 
swer. Had the gentleman from Indiana directed | 


his argument to that point—had he argued the 
question of the power of the House, and of the 
expediency of its exercise in this case, his obser- 
vations would have been more relevant to the 
subject under debate. 


And how was itas to the other witness? We 


find the keeper or the ex-keeper of the Peniten- | 


tiary associated with Mr. Ritchie. He also re- 
fuses to-answer. He tells the committee that he 
is willing to answer the questions on which the 
committee desired to obtain information, provided 
he might also give other information, which it was 
not the duty of the committee, under its instruc- 
tions, to obtain. . : 

He expressed his willingness to answer, on con- 


dition that he might be permitted to reply as to |; 


other acts than those to which he was asked to 
testify. Unless this condition is complied with, 
he will not answer the question. He must be per- 
mitted to go away from the topic pertinently sub- 
mitted to him to answer, and to reply as to other 


Mr, Ritchie had placed himself in this posi- į 


Except as he} 


| out concurrence in this matter. 


matters, which were not before the committee at 
all. Now, this was something‘as if a witness. was 
called to the stand to testify as to.an assault com- 
mitted by A upon B, and, when the question was 
put to him as to what he saw of the affray, he 
should reply, that he would tell what he saw. be- 
tween these parties, on condition that he should be 
allowed to say what took place in a fight between 
Cand D. . But he did not intend to go into the 
law of evidence. The committee had put the ques- 
tion in the language authorized by the resolution 
of the House, and the witness had refused to re- 
ply, because the conditions he prescribed were not 
acceded to. Thus, the keeper of the Penitentiary, 
as well as the editor of the Union, stood on the 
same ground of defiance against the House and the 
committee. Here they stand together: Ritchie and 
Sengstack—Sengstack and Ritchie; he would not 
take it on himself to settle their precedence—here 
they stand, side by side, resolute in their defiance, 
and refusing to answer the questions propounded. 
The question was a plain and pertinent one. As 
to the position of Mr. Ritchie, whether he was a 
Democrat of the very highest order, or whether he 
did not exactly come-up to the standard of the 
highest—whether he was a man elevated in his 
moral and intellectual character, or, as the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Evans] seemed to think, 
not quite of that elevated class—these were irre!- 
evant questions. He was before the committee as 
a witness, and if he stood as high above his fellow- 
men as heaven is above the earth, it made no dif- 
ference in his view of the matter. Or, if he was 
sunk so low beneath the lowest of the human spe- 
cies as to be unworthy even of the contempt of 
every high-minded and honorable man, it mattered 
not. He was a witness, and that was sufficient. 
As a witness, he was bound to reply to the inter- 
rogatory which was put to him. 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Frrcn] has 
gone into an inquiry as to the motives by which 
the members of the committee were influenced; 
and he had drawn a distinction between the Whig 
and the Democratic members of the committee. 
All which fell from the gentleman from Indiana 
did not reach his ear, in consequence of the noise 
in the Hall, but he thought the gentleman stated 
that the Democrats and the Whigs acted with- 
And yet the gen- 
tleman from Indiana and his Democratic colleagues 
had not prepared a minority report. It was said 
that the Whig portion of the committee were actu- 
ated by an unfriendly féeling against Mr. Ritehie— 


i nothing was said about Sengstack—and that it was 


such a feeling which had induced the report which 
had been made. 

What manner was this of arguing a question of 
law? We have nothing to do with the motives of 
individuals. Did the gentleman from Indiana—a 
member also of the committee—attempt to deny 
any single fact inthe report? Notso. Heknew 
that Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Sengstack were brought 


before the committee; that the questions were pro- |! 


posed to them; that those questions were pertinent to 
the matters referred to the committee by the House, 
and that the witnesses refused to answer in the 
manner stated in the report. Yet the gentleman 
seeks to meet all this by asserting that,the commit- 
tee had been divided into. parties; had pursued a 
tricky course in relation to each other, and that the 
report had been instigated by unfriendly feelings. 
Such a course of remark, he could only say, 
did not rise to the dignity of argument. Such a 
course could have no weightin this House. This 
imputation of mean and partisan motives to other 
gentlemen upon that committee was unworthy 
of reply. lf it proved anything at all, he was 
afraid it could only be regarded as evidence of a 
consciousness in the heart of the gentleman from 
Indiana that he could be actuated*by such in- 
fluences. 

There was another ground of objection which 
had been taken by the gentleman from Indiana. 
It was alleged that the oath administered by the 
committee required the witness to speak the truth 
apd nothing but the truth, but did not require that 
it should be the wholetrath, This was the ground 
on which the refusal of Sengstack was justified. 
It was said that the manner of swearing the wit- 
ness differed from that which was adopted in a 


ii court of law, because the oath does not embrace 


the whole truth. In reply to that objection, he 
would say, that the first thing which was done by 
the committee, before any witnesses were called, 


was to come to an understanding as fo the forh 
the oath to be administered; and a form which“ 
; seemed to be most conformable to the instruétions 
: of the House was: finally adopted, and received 

the unanimous approbation of the committee.. He 
must be permitted to say that he thought the gen- 

tleman from Indiana came here with an ill grace 
to find fault with ‘a mode of taking testimony in 
which he himself had acquieseed.-He:conld not- 
but.Jook on the course of that gentleman-as: dis- 

courteous with reference to the other. members ‘of 

that committee who had united with him in: his 

acquiescence. The gentleman from Indiana’ ob- 

jects to the form of the oath administered ‘by the 

committee, and that the very form to which he 

had given his acquiescence. 

He did not mean to be drawn into any length- 
ened argument. He was not willing’ to give 
a single hour to Mr. Ritchie ata moment when 
| there was matter of so much greater importance 
before the House, And why gentlemen who were 
the advocates of Mr. Ritchie should exhibit suck 
impatience to occupy the time of the. House, he 
knew riot, He could only come to the conclusion 
that Mr. Ritchie imagines that he has before him 
a good chance of being made.a martyr. © Mr. 
Sengstack thinks that he too may become à martyr. 
They may probably be ambitious to attract to then 
i the eyes of the country, and to give them higher 
standing with the Democracy ‘throughout the 
Union. He had no particular interest in the mat- 
ter. He had no desire to lend his aid to make 
martyrs of these men. He did not think. they 
were stuff good enough for martyrs. Ritchie and 
Sengstack! It would be too much trouble to be 
| dragging the fagots to the spot, and to be making 

the fire, for no better purpose than to make mar- 
tyrs of such men. ` 

He would ask the Clerk to read the resolution 
which had been submitted by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 3 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. S. said he would move toamend the resolu- 
tion so as to make the warrant of the Speaker re- 
turnable on the second Monday of December. We 
: have other business, and of much higher and more 
| pressing importance at present to occupy our ate 
tention, We have now no time to spare for Mr.. 
Ritchie. He could not be madea martyr now. 
And indeed Mr. Ritchie mistakes the time himself. ` 
In the present excited and preoccupied state of the 
public mind, we might torture and burn him, and - 
it would never be heard of. Why it would attract 
no more attention than the squeak of a ‘rat that 
you might chance to tread on amid the conflagra- 
tion of acity ! It would be better to wait for the cool 
season, when we shall have become cooler, We can 
then have these gentlemen brought up, and try the 
‘question. Hedid not believe that they would suffer 
/ much during the interval. The Sergeant-at-Arma 
| was generally understood to be civil and courteous, | 
' and he would doubtless allow Mr. Ritchie%o go on 
with the Union. And Mr. Sengstack would also 
be allowed to attend to his business, whatever it 
! may be. It would be no hardship to either of the 
í He did not know that there would be : 


These persons were brought before the committee 
as witnesses, and, as witnesses, they were bound 
to answer the questions put to them. Having no 
doubt as to the power of the House, he hoped 
that the question would be taken and seriously 
considered. If it should be decided that the 
| House has the power, he hoped it would be ex- 
'ercised. If not, let it be so decided. The com- 
mittees which are now constructed, and, those 
which wiil hereafter be constructed, will And ‘it 
necessary to understand the extent of the authority 
with which they are invested; whether they have 
power to coerce witnesses to answer interroga+ 
tories or not. If they have no.such power of 
coercion, then their investigations must all be 
regarded as useless. ` ee 

Believing that the House possesses this power, 
that, as it is doubted by some, ‘it Is, mest import- 
ant for the future conduct of the committees that the 
| question should be finally settled, and that we have 


. 
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no time now. to discuss these grave principles, 

he hoped the House would adopt the amendment, 

and make the writ of the Speaker returnable on 

the second Monday of December next. . 

. He had intended to call for the previous ques- 

tion, but as other members of the committee de- 
` sired to speak, he would waive his intention. 

` [A message was received from the President of 

the United States, informing the House that he had 
signed certain bills. } 

“"Mr. SCHENCK having concluded— _ 
A struggle for the floor ensued—in which: 
Mr. MEADE was the successful contestant. 

‘He yielded for a moment to oe 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, who vindicated 
Mr. Ritchie from the charge which he said had 
been made by Mr. Scuenck, that that gentleman 
(Mr.R.) had been guilty of discourtesy to the 
committee and to the House; and.said that Mr. 
Ritchie had conducted with perfect respect to the 
committee and the House. A question was pro- 
pounded to him, and he replied, ‘“ I respectfully 
decline to answer.” No more was said on that 
point; the examination proceeded, and the com- 
mittee did not indicate to Mr. Ritchie that they 
were not perfectly satisfied. ; 

Mr. MEADE, (resuming,) said: Instead of oc- 
cupying themselves with an Investigation into the 
conduct of the editor of the Union and of others, 
with whom the House had no connection, it 
would become them to look a little into their own 
conduct in reference to this inquiry. He would 
call the attention of the House to the terms of the 
resolution as.adopted, he believed, by a large ma- 
jority of the House. Among this majority were 
a large portion of the Democratic party. He did 
‘not know whether he was one of the number; if 


he was, he had voted without investigating the || 


subject, and simply with the view of enabling the 
“Whig side of the House to institute as many in- 
uiries ag they thought proper in reference to the 
emocratic officers under the last Administration. 
He wished gentlemen to turn their attention se- 
riously to the point, whether this House had un- 
limited power to institute any inquiry they thought 
.proper—whether they could erect themselves into 
..an inquisitorial body for the purpose of searching 
into the private transactions of the citizen—whether 
they could, by a committee, visit the private domi- 
cil of the citizen and ask inquiries at their pleasure 
and compel them to answer—whether they had 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter of these inqui- 
ries or not. He continued this strain of remark 
at some length—denying the jurisdiction of the 
committee and of the House over the subject-mat- 
ter of the inquiries for which the committee was 
raised, justifying Mr. Ritchie in his refusal to an- 
swer, and denying the right of the House to take 
into custody or imprison the parties so refusing to 
answer, : 
[The remarks of the Mr. M. will be published in 
the Appendix ] . 
Mr. CARI'TER next obtained the floor, and 
moved the following substitute for the resolution: 
& Resolved, That the subject be recommiited to the com- 
mittee, with instructions to proceed by the ordinary process 
of investigation to the discharge of their important duties.” 
It occurred to him, he said, that the time of the 
House had been consumed long enough with this 
matter; he desired to get rid of the whole subject. 
‘He thought the shortest way of accomplishing 
this object would be in the mode he had proposed— 
“by throwing the whole matter back to the juris- 
diction of the committee. He moved the previous 
question: ` 
. Mr. DUER. In order to dispose of this gues- 
tion, which, in my epinion, has occupied a good 
deal more time than its importance entitled it to, | 
now move to lay the whole subject on the table. 
Mr. MILLSON. I demand the yeasand nays. 
Mr. STANLY. If the motion ‘to lay on the 


table prevails, will it give me the opportunity of 


making a few remarks? 
. The SPEAKER. If the motion to lay on the 
table prevails, the subject will be disposed of. 

Mr. STANLY intimating a desire to be heard on 
the subject— 

Mr. DUER withdrew his motion, remarking 
that he would leave the matter in the hands of the 
committee. 

The question recurred upon the second for the 
previous question. 

_ Mr. JONES said, he understood that the reso- 
lution was offered by the gentleman from North 


| port. 


Carolina by unanimous consent, and that it was 


If that were the fact, the gentleman would not.be 
entitled to make a concluding speech. - 

Mr. STANLY, (in his seat.) Let the previous 
question be sustained, and then we will see. 

The SPEAKER. If. the opinion of the Chair 
‘is desired before the previous question is second- 
ed, he will give it. ` 
 . Several Mempers: I desire it. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the report of the committee-is the subject before 
the House; for the resolution of the gentleman 
from North Carolina was not received by general 
consent, but it came legitimately before the House 
as-connected with the report. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Will it be in order to 
move to lay the resolution on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I make the motion. 

Mr. MILLSON. [demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SCHENCK. [I ask my colleague to let 
the previous question beseconded. This will enable 


remarks, which he can do after the second. 

Mr. SWEETSER yielded to the appeal, and 
withdrew his demand. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

Mr. STANLY rose and claimed the floor, hav- 
ing made the report under consideration. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired if the morning hour 
had expired? _ 

The SPEAKER replied, that it had not; but 
five or six minutes of it remained. If, however, 
there was no objection, the Chair would put the 
question, Will the House proceed to the business 
on the Speaker’s table? 

Objections were made. 

Mr. STANLY. Then f must speak five min- 
utes, I suppose. 

Mr. JONES rose to a point of order, and in- 
quired if this resolution had been reported by a 
committee or not? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was not re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. JONES. Then I inquire of the Chair, 
under what rule or practice of the House it is that 


| a member has the right to speak after the previous 


question has been sustained ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Tennessee as submitting the 
point of order, that the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Sranzy,] who made this report, is 
not entitled under the rule to address the House in 
conclusion ? 


committee. The rule allows to gentlemen who 
make reports the right of addressing the House in 


i conclusion, as I understand it. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is correct. The rule provides that the 
member reporting a measure shall be entitled to 
one hour in conclusion. The gentleman from 
| North Carolina makes a report from the select 
| committee, which report is the subject of consid- 
| eration. In connection with that report, growing 
out of that report, he offers a resolution for the 
consideration of the House. That resolution was 


: not entertained by unanimous consent, but it was 


entertained as legitimately connected with the re- 
The Chair holds, that upon the previous 
question being moved and sustained, though it did 
not bring. the House to a vote upon the report, it 
brought them to a vote upon the questions grow- 
ing out of the report, precisely the same as if the 
resolution had been reported by the committee, 
and amendments had been offered by a member, 
and were pending. The right of the gentleman 
rests upon the report. 

Mr. JONES. Well, has this resolution any 
connection with the report? Is it an amendment 
| to the report? If it isa report of the committee, 

or if it isan amendment to the report, then, cer- 
tainly, the gentleman from North Carolina would 
be entitled to address the committee in conclusion, 
according to my understanding of the rules. But 
if it is neither a report, nor an amendment to the 
report, I cannot conceive upon what ground the 
Chair affirms the right of the gentleman from 
North Carolina to the floor, after the previous 
question has been moved. : 

The SPEAKER. - This resolution would: not 


have been entertained by the Chair, or by the 


not reported by him as chairman of the committee. i 


the gentleman from North Carolina to make some | 


Mr. JONES. Yes, if it is not the report of a | 


House, had it not been directly connected with the 
report. It was entertained by viriwe of its connee- 
tion with the report, and not by unanimous consent. 

{Mr. ASHE made a report fiom the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills.]-~ -+ f 

Mr. BAYLY. f want to ascertain a fact about 
this point of order. E understood. this morning 
from my colleague, whois a: member of the com- 
mittee, that the committee did mot: authorize the 
report of this resolution ——— i 

Mr. STANLY, (in his seat.) > Nobody. said 
they did. i KETT 

Mr. BAYLY (continuing) that it is a mere 
private resolution of the gentlemarr from North 
Carolina, offered “on his own hook,” (if Imay 
: use the expression, }——- any 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made his de- 
cision upon the point of order, upon that etate- 
| ment of facts being acknowledged. It is not con- 
tended by any one that the resolution was reporte 
by the committee, but it is known to all that it was 
offered by-the gentleman from North Carolina, 
» who was entitled to offer it in consequence of the 
report being before the House for ils considera- 
| tion. 

: Mr.GOTT. Has the morning hour expired ? 

| The SPEAKER. It has now expired. 

| Mr. GOTT. | move that the House proceed to 

i the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 

table. 

| ‘Fhe motion of Mr. Gorr being agreed to— 
TEXAS BOUNDARY. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
Senate bill respecting the boundary of Texas, and 
of the amendments pending thereto. 

Mr. CLARKE was entiiled to the Boor, and 
| addressed the House during the allotted hour, in 
į reply to Mr. Brooxs and Mr. Hirur, and, 
| generally, in opposition to the bill under consider- 
| ation. He kept the House in excellent humor, 
j and when the hour was out there was a demand 
that he should be allowed to proceed. He took 
his seat, however, and the motion was not put. 
i [The speech will be published in the Appendix.} 

Mr. GORMAN then obtained the floor, and, 
declining to yield for a motion to adjourn, proceed- 
ed to address the House foran hour. He defended 
the title of Texas to the territory claimed by her. 
He believed that every foot of ground on the east 
side of the Rio Grande, up to the 42d parallel of 
north latitude, rightfully belonged to her; that if 
her title had been questionable. before the Mexican 
war—a. fact which he would not now inquire 
into—it was no longer so, and that this Govern- 
ment stood committed to maintain her right to thë 
whole of it. He adverted to the recommendation 
contained im the message of the President to settle 
| the question of boundary. Of that recommenda- 
tion he heartily approved, and declared that he 
! was ready to aid in its settlement. Indeed, he was 
' one of those, he said, who had been from the 
i commencement of the session anxious for the set 
; Uement of all those questions which distract the 
country, in order to restore peace and harmony, 
|i and was ready to make all needful sacrifices to 
| accomplish that purpose, for he loved his country 
| more than he loved any part of it, He animad- 
l; verted severely on the course taken by northern 
|i and southern disunionists as exhibited in the vote 
i| which had been taken on this bilt. 
| He denounced the Wilmot proviso as a measure 
| conceived in sin and born in iniquity; it had been 
| productive of nothing butmischief. He stood upon 
|, the doctrine that the people were capable of self- 
i) government everywhere, and consequently held all 
such measures of legislation as the Wilmot pro- 
i! viso to be anti-republican in spirit and in fact. It 
i involved a principle that would not be -sustained 
i by the American people. He concluded by appeal- 
ing to the friends of good order and good govern- 
ment, to come forward and settle this question at 
once, and thus commend themselves to the appro- 
val of the whole country. 

A full report of the honorable gentleman’s re- 
; marks will.appear in the Appendix. 
| Mr. G. having concluded— 
| Mr. DANIEL obtained the foor, but yielded to 
l a motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was waived for a motion that when 
| the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
7, next. 

| ‘The motion was rejected. 

| And the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock. ` 
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Pawar, August 30, 1850. 


Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of certain 
citizens of Elarford county, in the State of Mary- 
land, asking the adoption of the most stringent 
measures to prevent the escape of slaves into free 
States; and the dismissal of officers of the General 
Government found aiding or abetting in any way 
in said escapes. The“ mvemorial. brings to the at- 
tention of Congress the fact of a free negro’s 
house in Pennsylvania being made the receptacle 
for runaway slaves, from whence they are run off 
into the interior, and there secreted and sustained 
by Abolitionists and free negroes; that a postmas- 
ter by the name of Brown, in the village of Shrews- 
bury, in the county of York, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, did attempt the rescue of certain captured 


_ slaves, and actually succeeded in cutting the rope 


had fallen in reporting remarks 
yesterday and on a previous occasion. In the | 


that bound them, and in liberating two of their 
number. It asks that the Postmaster General 


should promptly dismiss, with ignominy, the said i 


Brown from his present employ, and that he be 
declared forever. after incapable of holding any 
office of honor, trust, or emolument under the Gen- 
eral Government. The memorialists also ask that 
a body of armed men may be organized and sta- 
tioned at the several locations affording the 
greatest facilities for escape; and thata law be 
also passed to the effect that any free negro in the 
District of Columbia found aiding or abetting in 


any manner the escape of slaves, shall be sold out į 


of said District for a term of not less than ten nor 
more than twenty years. f 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition from citizens 
of Pennsylvania in relation to the basis of slave 
representation; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. . i 
CORRECTIONS. 

Mr. DICKINSON took occasion to correct an 
error of a telegraphic reporter for a distant paper, 
in relation to his course on the resolution submit- 
ted a few dayssince by Mr, Davis, of Massachu- 
setts, on the subject of the.service of mail steamers. 
He was reported to have opposed the resolution, 
whereas, while @e considered it unnecessary, he 
stated, when the resolution was under counsidera- 
tion, that he. was willing it should pass if its mover 
desired it. 

Mr. BRADBURY also corrected errors into 
which the reporters of the Intelligencer and Union 
whick he made 


former he was reported to have spoken of the *¢ col- 
lateral” instead of the “ General’? Government, in 
the course of some observations on the Military 
Academy bill, to‘show the necessity of a dimin- 


ished expenditure by this Government, inasmuch | 


as the States perform much of the ordinary duties 
of Government. 

Again, the honorable Senator corrected an ob- 
scurity of expression in his statement that while 
the expenses of the General Government were but 
$14,000,000 in 1830, or but little more than a dol- 
lar a head for the population of that period, the 
appropriatioas now asked for were $45,000,000, 
which was more than double the proportionate 
share of each inhabitant, at the earlier period 
which he specified. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on For- 
eigen Relations, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of Q. 'T. Howard, asking compensation as 
bearer of dispatches from Texas to the United 
States with documents in relation to the annexa- 
tion of Texas, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was reád and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of Anne de Neufville Evans, submitted a 
report, which was ordered to be printed, accompa- 
nied bya joint resolution in relation to the ac- 
counts of John de Neufville and Son, which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

BILL PASSED. 
= The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy, for the year ending the 
30th day of June, 1851, was read a third time, as 
amended, and passed. 
_ INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN MISSOURI. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 


-special order for that day at one o’clock. 


| ary line between Indiana and Illinois, near its 


ceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 252, 
being the bill to grant to the State of Missouri a 
certain quantity of public lands for objects of in- | 
ternal improvement, which, added to the quantity 
heretofore granted to that State for that purpose, 
shall make it equal to the quantity heretofore 
granted to any other State for the same purpose. 

Also, on motion by Mr. B., the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed until Tuesday 
next, and made the special order for thatday at 
one o'clock. 

FEES OF CLERKS, MARSHALS, &c. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 33, | 
being the bill to regulate the fees and costs to be 
allowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys for the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was ordered 
that the further consideration of the bill be post- 
poned untit Wednesday, and that it be made the 


INDIANA RAILROADS. 

Or motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 290, being the 
billgranting the right of way and making a grant 
of land to the State of Indiana, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from a point in the bound- 


intersection with Lake Michigan, to the city of ji 
Indianapolis, and a branch to intersect the South- 
ern Michigan Railroad, at or near a point where 
the same enters said State of Michigan. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was ordered | 
that the further consideration of the bill be post- |; 
poned until Thursday next, the 5th of September, |; 
and made the special order for that’ day at one |; 
o’clock. | 
SHIP CANAL AROUND FALLS OF ST. MARY’S. i 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate proceeded i 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 97, being |; 
the bill granting the State of Michigan the right || 
of way and a donation of pablic land, for the con- | 
struction of a ship canal around the Falls of St. | 
Mary’s, in said State. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public ji 

| 
| 
| 


Lands, submitted amendments to fill the blanks 
in the first section, so that the proviso would read 
as follows—the words in italics being the proposed | 
amendments: 


“ And provided further, That said eanal shall be at least 
one hundred feet wide, with a depth of water of at least five 
feet, and the locks shall be at least two hundred feet long and 
fijty feet wide.” 

Thus amended, the first section will be in these 


words: 

Be it enactet by the Senate and House of Representatives || 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘Chat 
there be and is hereby granted to said State, the right of lo- | 
cating a canat through the public lands, known as the mili- | 
tary reservation at the Falls at St. Mary’s river, in said | 
State; and that four hundred feet of land in width, extend- | 
ing along the line of such canal, be and the same is hereby 
granted, to be used by said State, or under the authority 
thereof, for the construction and convenience of such canal, 
and the appurtenances thereto, and the use thereof is hereby 
vested in said State forever, for the purposes aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That in locating the said line of said canal through 
said military reservation, the same shall be located on the 
line of the survey heretofore made for that purpose, or such 
other route between the waters above and below said Falls, 
as under the approval of the Secretary of War may be se- 
lected: And provided further, That the said canal shat! be 
at least one hundred feet wide, with a depth of water of at 
least five feet, and the locks shall be at least two hundred 
feet long and fifty feet wide.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 would like to have one 
of the Senators from Michigan explain the opera- 
tion of this bill, and inform us whether the tolls 
which will be charged will be equal upon the citi- | 
zens of the several States? 

Mr. FELCH. I will answer the inquiry of the ; 
Senator from New York. There is no provision || 
in the bill as it now stands with reference to tolls. i 
It merely gives to Michigan the amount of land | 
which is supposed to be sufficient to construct the | 
work. The object of the work is to connect the | 
waters of Lake Superior with those of Lake Huron | 

i 
H 
| 


and the other lakes, and the ocean. It has been 
suggested from several quarters that an amend- 
ment should be made which will secure to all the 
citizens who may navigate the lakes the right of 
passing through the canal without exorbitant toll, 
‘With that we fully agree. The bill leaves that 
matter to the Legislature. We supposed that it 
would be all that was necessary, as we thought it i 
would be for the interest of Michigan to make the 


| 


| of burden can neither ‘ascen 


tolls such as would be reasonable; and:not.oppres- 
sive. Of course, we only wish to obtain the privi- 
lege of constructing the canal; which will be for. 
the public interest. Michigan” has no more inter- 


est init than the other States- bordering: on: the 


lakes, But, to make it entirely acceptable to all, I 
will make an amendment so as to accomplish the 
object suggested by the Senator from New York. 
The PRESIDENT. | it will not bein order: to 
offer the amendment till the amendments submit- 
ted by the committee have been acted upon. -` : 
The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ments, and they were agreed to. LE ae 
Mr. FELCH. I propose to amend the bill by 
adding a section, to come in before the last, as 
section fifth. : 


The section proposed to be added is as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Legislature. of 
said State shall enuse to be kept an accarate account of the 
saies and net proceeds of the lands hereby granted, aird of 


pall expenditures in the construction, repairs, and operating 
ot said caval, and of the carnings thereof, and shall return 


a statement of the same annually to the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and whenever said State shall be fully reimbursed 
for all advances made for the coustruction, repairs, and 
operating of said canal, with legal-interest on all advances 
until the reimbursement of the. same, or upon payment by 
the United States of any balance of such advances over 
such receipts from said fands and canal, with such interest, 
thesaid State shall be allowed to. tax for the use of said 
canal only such tolls as shall be sufficient to pay all necés- 
sary expenses for the care, charge, and repairs of the same. 


Mr. DAWSON. I wish to submit the question 
whether this is not an internal improvement, withe 
out any limitation, for particular purposes >— 
whether it is not giving power to the State gov- 
ernment, and then requiring the State to take upon 
herself to keep an account current between that 


i State and the General Government? I should be 
i glad also to know how many acres of land are 


pronosed to be appropriated by this bill? 

The PRESIDENT. The amount of land is 
half a million of acres. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I do not believe 
there is, in the United States, a single improve- 
ment which could be so easily made, and which 
at the same time would be productive of such im- 
portant consequences. I am sorry to see that the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] has thought 
it his duty to oppose it. i am sure he could not 
have raised the questions he has done had he ex- 
amined the whole subject with his usual care, 
We have passed several bills at this session, im- 
volving the same principles as this does, and we 
have passed them almost without examinationor 
objection. And why such a stand is taken against 
this, providing for no local and partial road, but 
for opening a navigable communication between 


i the great inland seas at the Northwest, I profess I 


am «utterly unable to conjecture. Lakes Erie, 
Huron, and Michigan are connected by natural 
communication, and Lakes Ontario and Erie by an 
artificial one, and all are sufficient for the vessels 


| which the commerce of those regions requires, 
' But Lake Superior is deprived of this advantage. 
; It is elevated about twenty-one 


feet above Lake 
Huron, and the communication between them ‘is 
interrupted by the Falls of St. Mary, where vessels 
dnor descend.» All the 
articles passing from one lake to the other must be 
landed and transported across the portage, and 
then transhipped into ‘another vessel. This is a 
serious impediment to the growing commerce of 
that important region, . I hold in my hand astate- 
ment contained in the Lake Superior Journal, 
published at the Sault Ste. Marie, at the outlet of 
Lake Superior, which shows the importance of this 
trade, and the impediments it meets with, 

[Here Mr. Cass read an article describing the 
immense masses of copper, being many of them 
two tons, which are broughtdown Lake Superior,’ 
and transported by land across the portage at great 
additional trouble, delay, and expense. ] : 

Now, Mr. President, the United States own the 
whole country upon Lake Superior, with the ex- 
ception of a few tracts of mineral lands, which 
have been purchased by individuals. -By opening 
this communication you will facilitate the opera- 
tions of trade, the ingress and egress. to and from 
the country, for all the purposes. of- improvement 
and settlement. It is a most important district, 
rich in its mineral treasures, of which I canspeak 
from my own personal observation, having ‘twice 
traversed it from one extreme to the other... Pub- 
lic attention is directed to it, and. industry; and 
enterprise, and capital are combining to develop 


- 


its value and to: realize it. The Government is 
the great landholder, and such an improvement as 
this cannot take place, without enhancing the value 
of the-.property, and -returning. many times the 
value of the.tract required for the expenditure. 

` The Senator. from Georgia made another objec- 
tion to. this bill, the point of which, | must confess, 
i donot comprehend. He sees in it an improper 


interference with State authority, because we re- || 
quire the State of Michigan to keep and render to | 


the United States an account of the product and 
application of this fund. Mr. President, I see no 
such interference. We make an offer to Michi- 
gan which she is fully competent to accept or re- 
ject. We say, here arè 500,000 acres. of Jand 
which we are willing to convey. to you,provided 
you will apply them to a canal around the Falls of 
St. Mary, and render a statement, from time to 
time, of its proceeds; and, as soon as you reim- 
burse your.own advances, if you. have made any, 


the canal is to become free to. all the citizens of | 


the United States, with the exception of such tolls 


as may be necessary to keep the canal in repair | 


and operation. Now, sir, if this offer is accepted, 
it becomes a mutual arrangement, imposing noth- 
ing upon the State but what she imposes upon her- 
self, and common in principle to all similar grants. 
This proposition, therefore, brings up no question 
of jurisdiction respecting internal improvements, 
‘but the right only of the General Government to 
apply a portion of the public land to raise the value 
of the remainder. 

When this subject was before the Senate, some 
days since, I alluded to the importance of ‘this 
communication in a military point of view, and I 
will now add, that at one time during our difficul- 
ties with England, growing out of the Oregon 
controversy, it was within the contemplation of 


the Secretary of the Navy to recommend to Con- || 


gress, in consequence of a resolution from the 
Senate, the construction of this canal as a means 
of defence, The project was not pursued, in con- 
sequence of the amicable adjustment of the dispute. 
Jn the event of future difficulties with the same 
Power, unless this work is done, we must have a 
military marine for Lake Superior and another for 
the lakes below, and thus a double armament, 
with all its hazards and expense; a small portion 
of the cost of which would unite these internal 
seas forever. g 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, my views in 
relation to this question have not been changed by 
the argument of the Senator from Michigan. He 
says this is no internal improvement on the part 
of the General Government. I should like to 
know the difference between appropriating mon- 
ey arid. appropriating land, on the part of the 
General Government, to construct the canal? 
There can benone. And this canal is to be con- 
structed entirely by the funds of the United States, 


not for the United States, but for the State of |! 


Michigan. It is to be done by the State of Michi- 
an. 

The Senator says that the principle upon which 
this appropriation of the public lands is to be made 
is to raise the value of the lands contiguous 
to those to be appropriated. 
to be three quarters of a mile in length, and 
500,000 acres of land are to be conveyed to the 
State of Michigan for its construction. Now, to 
what extent, how many miles right and left, will 
this 500,000 acres of land go? Why, it will take 
up at least a dozen miles. on either side of the 
canal, and the other public lands will not thereby 
be advanced in value. 


Jam opposed to making this appropriation upon | 


twogrounds. The first is, that we have no right to 


appropriate to any individual State the public lands | 


which belong to all the States, for the benefit of 
the individual State alone. Besides, the principle 
upon which.we hare heretofore justified the taking 
of the public lands was, that by taking alternate 
sections we would thereby increase the value of 
the remainder equal to the value of the whole be- 
fore the improvement was made. That reasoning 
does not exist here. Then the principle upon 
which we have heretofore appropriated the public 
lands falls, and we are left without any principle 
upon which we heretofore acted, to vindicate this 
appropriation. 

‘There is not a State in the Union that would not 
take 500,000 acres of the public Jand, and. con- 


_ struct a work of internal improvement—whether a 


canal or a'railway. ‘There is the State of Florida. 


{ 


j 


H 


4 


į 


. $ - 1 
Now, this canal is | 


i 


| States. 


1, eral subject of internal improvements, the first 


| 1796, when the road was first run from Wheeling 
to Limestone—the history of which no man knows || 


| great land owner, have considered that they have 
| aright to dispose of these lands for the purpose of 


| itis Jiberal, just. 


| yet perform none of the great functions of a land 


| improvements take place that give value to a new 


: we can as well make the one as the other... Now, 


If an appropriation of the public lands were made 
to her, a canal might be constructed to avoid that 
dangerous cape—one of the most dangerous on 
our coast. I repeat, this is partial legislation upon į 
the subject of internal improvements. And Iam 
constrained to vote against it, unless we adopt a 
general plan and make a general appropriation of 
the. proceeds of the public lands for the purpose 
throughout the United States. 

1 have been satisfied since the commencement 
of this session that the public Jands of the 
country are all to be taken away by appropriations 
of this kind, and the old States are to be deprived 
of any advantage whatever arising out of the sales 
of the public lands. Hence it is that I have an- 
nounced before that the better plan would be to di- 
vide the proceeds of the public Jands among the 
Then all of us can come forward and get 
our proper share. But if we suffer ourselves to go 
on from year to year, appropriating to the new 
States these large numbers of acres, the consequence 
will be that there will scarcely be enough land left 
to pay the expenses of our land system. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I wish to say but a 
few words; and I do not mean to trouble the Senate 
again on this subject. [ will merely remind the 
honorable Senator from Georgia that on the gen- 


question, with respect to the action of the General 
Government, is the question of jurisdiction. When, 
the General Government undertakes to make a 
road“running through a State, by its own author- 
ity, that brings up a very serious question, respect- 
ing which there are many doubters and disheliev- 
ers. But when the General Government provides 
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means out of its lands to improve the residue, and 
proposes to a State to do the work, the subject as- | 
sumes a very different aspect, and there is no ques- | 
tion of conflicting jurisdiction. 

From the days of General Washington, from j 


better than the distinguished Senator from Ken- | 
tucky (Mr. Cray]—when that road was run by the | 
United States, and paid for by three tracts of land 

granted to Ebenezer Zanes, one where Zanesville | 
now is, another where Lancaster is, and another 
opposite Chillicethe—from that day to this, the 
United States, under the principle of its duty as a į 


increasing the value of other portions of them. It 
is not only constitutional, but it is just, it is right, 
It is just, for the Government | 
should not sit still and hold on to their lands, and | 


owner. They should not see their land improved 
by the progress of settlement, by the industry and | 
by the capital of their citizens, and remain inactive; 
expecting their property to be improved without | 
their coöperation. Should the forest be cleared 
and roads established, towns built, all the great 


country—should all this be done by individuals, 
by the purchasers of the land, and the great land 
holder sit still and reap the benefitin the apprecia- 
tion of immense domain, whose administration ie 
committed to us? 

But the honorable Senator compares this canal to 
one across the peninsula of Florida, and says that 


sir, I appreciate the immense importance of a 
communication which would avoid the dangerous 
navigation around the point of Florida, but that 
subject is not before us, and it involves considera- ; 
tions not applicable to this proposition. We do | 
not own the land for hundreds of miles along the | 
coast stretching from each extremity of the pro- | 
posed communication, and which, if we did, might 
render our coöperation proper, with a view to the 
enhanced value it would give to our property, and 
especially if there were no other means of reach- 
ing our domain but through impediments which 
added greatly to the other expenses. The cases 
afford no parallel in the mere discharge of our duty 
as a landholder. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to un- 
derstand the import of this bill and of the amend- 
ment, before I give any vote one way or the other. 
IF-I understand this bill, it proposes to give five 
hundred thousand acres of land to Michigan, with 
an_ obligation upon her that she will use the money 
arising from the sale of that land to construct a 
canal, about a mile: in: length, I suppose, around 
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the falls of Lake Superior into the river. That is 
the bill, as I understand it. Then, the amend- 


| ment, as-I understand: it, is of this import: That 


Michigan shall have the power, until she reim- 
burses herself for all the expenses of the canal, to 
impose such tolls as:she may think proper; but 
when she shall have been reimbursed for the ex- 
penses of the canal, then there is a condition that 


! she shall resort to no more than such moderate 


tolls as'will keep up the canal. J suppose that is 
the proposition. Michigan is to have unlimited 
power in imposing taxes on all who pass through 
the canal until she is reimbursed for all its ex- 
penses. i PE 

Now, I am not acute enough to recognize the 
distinction laid down so confidently by the gentle- 
man from Michigan. He says that.he cannot con- 
stitutionally consent that the United States shalt 
undertake any general system of internal improve- 
ments for- all the States, or for a number of States, 
or for one State. He is opposed to the United 


! States having jurisdiction of the works which may 
! be built up or improved by their money. 


5 But he 
is reconciled to the policy of the. bill, by saying 


i that the United States may appropriate as much 


money as they please, (land being regarded as’ a 
substitute for money;) may appropriate say fifty 
millions of dollars to Michigan, and let Michigan 
cut the’ canal. But if the United States were to 
appoint commissioners to cut the canal for their 
own use, or for the use of their citizens generally, 
it would be at once repugnant to his notions of the 
Constitution. Well, [ may be permitted to say, 
that of these systems of improvement, 1 would 


: prefer that which should. be carried on by the 


United States, provided the system was to be ef- 
fected by their money. i 

If, sir, we appropriate money for internal im- 
provements, especially when they run through our 
own lands, I cannot see why we should not pre- 


i; serve our jurisdiction over them for the benefit of 


the United States, to impose such tolls as we may 
think proper, without delegating to a State the 
power to impose tolls ad libitum, for a time, and 
then restrict it toa discretion afterwards. It has 
been said that there is a very large class of poli- 
ticians opposed to an appropriation of ‘the public 
funds for a system of internal inf—rovements. 

Mr. CASS. Will the honorable gentleman 
allow me to say one word? - I have not said that 
the General Government might appropriate money 
for these objects. I have put this question exclu- 
sively upon that power in the Coiistitution which 
gives us authority to dispose of the public domain. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is willing to: give 
away the public lands out of which money is re- 
alized for internal improvements. But if it was 
proposed to take money out of the Treasury for 
that purpose, I suppose he would object to it. 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) 1 will think of thas 
when it comes. f 

Mr. BUTLER. The position of the Senator, 
then, is this: So Jong as there is land out of which 
money can be realized, he is reconciled to vote to 
give it away to Michigan or any. other State. 

Mr. President, I have no-doubt that the work 
which is contemplated by the provisions of this 
bill, from the representations we have heard, may 
be of very general utility. But my difficulty is 
that we ought not to appropriate money. | sup- 
pose that the value of the land proposed to be ap- 


| propriated will amount to one or two millions of 


dollars. 

Mr. CASS, (in his seat.) Oh, no; not the half 
of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, this bill. appropriates 
five hundred thousand acres of land, and, I take it, 
good land; for I have no doubt that the best land 
will be selected. The best land in Michigan would 
certainly be worth two dollars per acre, That 
would amount toa million of dollars. Now, sir, 
such a proposition, so far as | know, has never 
been contained in.a single bill that has passed this 
body. 

I know that it is useless for me to raise up ob- 
jections of this kind. We departed from the strict 
principles of the Constitution the moment we 
allowed one State to take our money for the 
improvements which it had undertaken. We have 
no limitation. We give the jurisdiction of this 
work up to Michigan the moment it is finished, 
and we furnish the money to finish it. We aban- 
don all jurisdiction, and give it up toa single State. 
But the gentleman says this is not appropriating 


1850. 
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money, it is only disposing of land. If the land 
were first sold, and the proceeds put into the 
Treasury, I suppose it would not be constitutional 
to do this, as it would be appropriating money. 
But when the proposition is to give away five hun- 
dred thousand acres of land, worth at least two 
dollars per acre, it is only disposing of the public 
lands. , 

: l have raised my voice against-this bill, and 
shall vote against it, but with very little hope that 
I shall succeed in arresting this matter. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. While anxious to see the 
work constructed that this bill provides for, I had 
great doubts at first whether I should: vote for the 
bill. My support of measures for the grant of 
lands in aid of internal improvements has rested 

_ principally upon the ground that the landholder 
increased the value of the land left to the amount 
of the grant. But the doubt that I had about this 
bill was, that it was, not required to be taken in 
alternate sections along the line of the canal, but 
could be selected elsewhere. I saw at a glance 
that it was impossible to apply the principle of al- 
ternate sections to it, because the whole work in 
confined ina space of less than one mile. ‘The 
Jand, therefore, must be taken in tracts elsewhere. 
The question now arises, will the selection of five 
hundred thousand acres of land for this purpose’ 
enhance the value of the public lands of the United 


States more than the value of that quantity of | 


land? Upon a little reflection, [am clearly satis- 
fied that it will produce that result—that the en- 
hancement of the value of the public lands will be 
materially greater than the five hundred thousand 
acres of the refuse land in the State of Michigan. 
I say refuse lands, because it is well known that in 
the State of Michigan the best land has long since 
heen taken up. The lands that are left are of 
comparatively little value, when we speak in ref- 
erence to. the best lands of the country. Besides, 
sir, these lands now are liable to be taken up by 
soldiers’ warrants, which are now selling in mar- 
ket at $115 for one hundred and sixty acres of 
land. Hence we see that the value of the land 
must be very small, when we come to assess the 
amount that the land will come to. 

The principle upon which I support the bill is 
this: Above theFalls of Ste. Marie, on the borders 
of Lake Superior, there are many millions of acres 
of public lands undisposed of. In fact, all that 
country bordering upon that lake, some 600 or 800 
miles in length, remains now vacant, except here 
and there a tract of mineral lands which have been 
disposed of. These lands are inaccessible; you 
cannot approach them by land or by water. The 
lakes cut off all communication by land between 
that country and the peninsula of Michigan. 
There is no road unless you go more than a thou- 
sand miles around, by which you can reach the 
lands. of Lake Superior. And you cannot reach 
these lands by vessels, in consequence of these ob- 
structions. Make a canal of three-fourths of a 
mile in length around these falls, and then you can 
send a vessel from Buffalo to Fond du Lac on Lake 
Superior. You open 50 000,000 or 100,000,000 of 
acres of public lands, which are now vacant, to an 
accessible market, by making this canal of less 
than a mile in length. These lands are compara- 


tively valueless without this canal, but they will | 


be valuable as soon as it is opened. This short 
piece of a canal opensa communication with the 
whole country above the falls. Tt is for that reason 
that ] think that the enhancement of the value of the 
remaining lands will be infinitely greater than the 
value of the donation. now asked for. 1 shall 
therefore vote for this bill, upori the principle I 
have supported in other bills, that it is proper to 
donate public lands for public improvement; that 
the result of that improvement will be to make the 
lands of the Government of the United States more 
valuable than they would have been if the donation 
had not been made. 

As for a constitutional difficulty, I see none. 
The Constitution is ‘specific, that Congress_may 
provide for the disposal of the public lands. There 
is only a moral-obligation that that disposal shall 
be made in good faith—that when they make a 
grantit shall be done for the benefit of the fund 
out of which the grant is carved. If the fund 
sball be enhanced in value by the grant, instead of 
being diminished, then it is not only a constitu- 
tional, but a moral and equitable disposal of the 
trust committed to our hands. Taking this view 
of the subject, and believing that this grant will 


greatly enhance the value of the fund, I have not 
ne slightest difficulty in giving my support to this 
bill. ; : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. President, 
I have for a great while heard this opinion main- 
tained in the Senate, and elsewhere, that the 
United States would be great gainers by bestow- 
ing their public lands on public improvements. -I 
am not quite sure that we have not got pretty 
strong evidence of that this session, by the very 
large grants of land which we have made. I once 
entertained the idea myself, that where the public 
lands were given away in alternate sections, the 
increased price of the lands reserved would indem- 
nify the United States for what they gave away. 

Now, sir, I do not rise to oppose this measure. 
I admit its importance. I do not mean to say 
whether I will or will not vote for it. But I cer- 
tainly shall not say that I intend to vote against it 
at this time. I should be glad to have some infor- 
mation on this subject. In the first place, I should 
like to know, if the public lands are open at an 
entry of $1 25 per acre everywhere, and that is 
the fixed price—how are we to advance our inter- 
ests by opening this canal, except that it may fa- 
cilitate and give greater dispatch to their settle- 
ment? If the price is fixed and determinate, how 
are we to increase the value of these lands? I 
know there is the form of a sale at auction gener- 
ally; but that everybody has long since learned 
to be merely nominal. 

I should like to know how, when we do not 
provide in the bill for alternate sections and for in- 
creasing the value of the sections reserved, there 
is any possibility of the United States enriching 
themselves in any, way by this proces? And I 
should be glad to know whether these lands 
ordinarily, if left open for settlement, are not 
occupied by that class of persons known as 
“ squatters,” who begin to settle the moment a 
line of improvement is laid down and designated 
so as to enable them to do it? 

I should also be very happy to be enlightened 
on another point. We have been granting these 
lands for a great while, and now I should be glad 
if some honorable Senator would state to the Sen- 
ate what public works have been accomplished by 
this process—what canals, what railroads, what 
great public improvements have at any time been 
accomplished by this process, and brought into 
active use, so that the public could enjoy them? 
I would like to hear an answer to that. If there 
be any work that has really, through this facility, 
been brought into existence, it would seem to be 
some argument in favor of this. I know that there 
are some works that have been completed. But I 
will make one remark, and that is this: As far as 
we have experience in the construction of public 
works, we know it takes money to build them. 
You must raise money to do it; and I have never 
yet seen a public work constructed without the aid 
of money. Well, suppose you go into a new 
country and you propose to make a road out of 
land. Where are you to get your money to do it 
with? The improvement must precede the en- 
hancement of price and enhancement of value. 
Therefore, whoever undertakes to construct a road 
must go with capital enough in his pocket to keep 
the lands until‘the improvement is made. Other- 
wise, how can he enjoy those advantages which 


are represented to us to arise out of the increased , 


value? 

Then, again, I have one more remark to make. 
Of all bodies which undertake internal improve- 
ments, I think experience has shown that States 
are least competent to undertake them with any 
skill and economy. Why, sir, is it not a portion 
of the history of the times that almost every State 
that has undertaken to carry systems of this sort 
into execution has falleninto great embarrassment 
by it? This would seem to be sufficient evidence 
that a State is not a body that is well calculated to 
carry into execution schemes of this description. 
Private corporations, or associations of individuals, 
all history has shown, are much better adapted to 
the purpose. 

And now, sir, if I am going to vote half a million 
acres of land, I want to be satisfied, in the first 
place, that the object will be carried into effect— 
that we shall obtain a canal. And I say frankly to 
the Senator from Michigan, that I will very cheer- 
fully give half a million acres of land, provided I 
see some distinct assurance that a great public 
work of. this description would be carried into-ex- 


} . bes peed ee ee a re 
ecution. But I would not give it on the:ides that 


we-are to raise the value. of our lands; or cth: 
we are to reap to the Treasury or the country any. 
benefit whatever, except that it may promote ‘its 
prosperity by extending its population, by increas- 
ing its settlement, and by having the land taken up, 
in that way. And that can be done- by it. oa 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I will reply to the inquries 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. He desires 
to know what canals have been constructed: out: - 
of the grants of lands that have heretofore been 
made to different States. [ will inform. him, (Sir, 
in all probability you would not have had the 
Ohio canal, from Lake Erie to Portsmouth : on ‘the 
Ohio river, but. for the grant of land made in aid 
of it. It is true that the land itself was not: suf- 
ficient to pay for the entire expense of construct- 
ing the work; but it. was enough to enable the 


| State to induce capital to be invested in it, and it 


did result in the effectual accomplishment of that 
work. I think that canal owes its existence to 
the grant of land, in alternate sections, upon the 
principle that has been adopted in the several acts 
that have been passed by the Senate at this session. 
There is another canal from. Toledo, in Obio, - 
through the Maumee and Wabash valleys, to the 
Ohio river at Evansville, which owes its ‘exist 
ence to three different grants of land made by this 
Government to aid in the different portions of its 


-construction. The first grant was made for a ca- 


nal from Lake Erie to a point on the Wabash, 
where it was supposed to be navigable. Finding 
that the river was not navigable to that point, it 
was extended by another grant to Terre Haute; 
and in 1845 we made a third grant to extend it to 
the Ohio river at Evansville. This last grant was 
for 800,000 acres. By these grants the States of 
Ohio and Indiana were enabled to have a canal 
several hundred miles in length. That important 
and magnificent improvement—the longest canal 
in América—owes its existence to this policy of 
granting public lands in aid of public works—a 


canal through which portions of Kentucky,, Ten- 


nessee, Ohio, and Hlinois, receive a large portion 
of their goods, and send to market a large portion 
of their products. i a 

Again, sir, there is a canal connecting Lake 
Michigan with the Illinois river, by which there is 
a continuous communication from the mouth of the 
St. Lawrence, through the whole line of lakes and 
the Mississippi, to the Gulf of Mexico, known as 
the Ilinois and Michigan canal. . That canal-owes 
its existence to a grant of land made by this Gove - 
ernment to the State of Ilinois, in alternate sec- 
tions in aid of the work. It is true that the grant, 
which was only for about 290,000 acres, was not 
enough to complete the work—not half enough; 
but, sit, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Davis] ought to know, and if he reflects a minute 
he will know, that the completion of that canal is 
to be attributed to the grant of lands made by this 
Government in aid of its construction. He, sir, 
rendered essential service to the State of Illinois in 
the negotiation which resulted in the completion of 
that canal. The State of Illinois remembers. with 
gratitude the service he rendered her upon that ot- 
casion. After that experience, it seems to me that 
he ought to be a convert to anda warm advocate 
of this system of improvement. It was true, as I 
have before observed, that the grant of land was 
not sufficient to complete the work; but after we 
had expended upon the work about $7,000,000, 
and the resources and credit of the State, we found 
it absolutely impossible to complete the work 
without negotiating a new loan of $1,000,000; and 
those lands were specifically pledged for the pay- 
ment of that new loan. lt was upon the faith of 
those lunds that we were enabled to get the money. 
But for that grant of lands we should. not have 
been able to get the money, and the work would 
not have been completed. In consequence of that 
grant, we have now a navigation by water from 
the Gulf of St. Lawrence, through the whole line 
of those lakes, down to the Illinois river and the 
Mississippi, to the Gulf of Mexico, making the 
greater portion of the United States into an island, 
completing the most extensive inland navigation 10 
the world. ` : 

Then | call the Senator’s attention to another 
work. The Senators from Lowa, 1 am sure, will 
never forget the grant of lands‘made by thig’ Gov- 
ernment to aid in the improvement of the Des 
Moines river, making that river navigable for 
steamboats for several hundred miles, when it was 
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not navigable before, and never would have be- 
céme so, but for the grant of lands passed by us 
only four or five years ago. on eee 
“Again: the Senators from Wisconsin will in- 
form you that there is a magnificent improvement 
now being made in that State, to connect Green 
Bay, through Fox river and Wisconsin river, 
with the Mississippi. By means of this great 
work, the extreme sources of the Mississippi will 
bë connected by continuous navigation with the 
Whole line of lakes andthe ocean. It is being 
done upon the faith of the grant of land made by 
this Government in aid of the work. It was that 
grant of land that. put the work in motion. It- 
would not, for many years to come, have been at- 
tempted without it. Now, sir, several of the locks 
have been completed, and the work is rapidly pro- 
gressing, with a portion of it in successful opera- 
tion. 

‘Now, having shown that in these various in- 
stances-wherever, indeed, you have made a grant 
öf laid iù aid of these works—they have resulted 
in thé speedy Commencement, and, I may say, the 
speedy completion, of the works for which they 
were granted, I ask if the Senator does not find 
that invaluable service has been rendered to the 
country—that invaluable works of improvement 
have been executed in consequence of these grants 
of lands. Sir, if any system of legislation is to be 
tested from the results that flow from it, no sys- 
tem. was ever adopted by this Government which | 
fas more clearly vindicated itself than this policy 
of granting Jands in favor of public works. And, 
cir, L think that every friend of the system, every | 
man who has ever given a vote in aid of it, has a 
right to congratulate himself and the country ppon 
the practical ‘results: which have flowed from it. 

One word in answer to the other question of the 
Senator. He wants to know how the United States 
àre benefited by the enhancement of the value of 
the public lands, inasmuch as the price of the 
ands is fixed by jaw, and as we sell then in 
scarcely any instahce above thé minimum price.y 
Tn the ‘bills we have passed this session that is not 
the case. In every bill passed at this session, 
making grants of land for these purposes, we have 
doubled the price of the alternate sections, raising 
it from the minimum of gt 25 to $2 50, so that 
the Government is to receive the same sum for the 

` remaining half of the lands as would have been 
otherwise received for the whole. 

There are lands, sir, upon some of the lines of 
improvement, that have been in market forty years 
at $1 25 an acre, and which have not been sold— 
lands of great fertility, but which were inaccessi- 
ble, lying in the midst of vast prairies, where there 
‘was no timber with which to construct houses, 
fences, and other improvements, and for the further 
reason that they weré distant from market. The 
absence of timber and the distance from market 
rendered theseYands valueless. In consequence of 
these two difficulties, lands that would produce 
-eighty and one hundred bushels of corn, or thirty 
bushels of wheat to the acre—some of the richest 
lands in the world—have been lying in market un- 
sold ata dollar and a quarter an acre for forty 
yes You.are hardly able to sell an acre of them. 

ou may keep them in market for another forty 
years, unless the great landed proprietor, who is 
chiefly to be benefited by the improvements, shall 
contribute his moiety towards their construction. 
“oTowill also answer the Senator’s question with | 

ird to this particular grant—whether the lands | 
bpen.the border of Lake Superior are to be bene- 
fited by this bill, while they are still to be sold at 
a dollar'and a quarter an acre. , The Senator says 
thatthe auction sales of the public lands have 
proven in practice to be merely nominal, as the 
Jands seldom sell above the minimum price. This 
is very true, But jt does not prove that the United 
States gains nothing ‘by the enhancement of the 
value of the larids by railroadsand canals. | have 
already referred to the fact that in all the States 
where the lands have been many years in market 
large portions of them rémain unsold because of 
their distance from timber and markets. Such | 
will continue to be the éase, unless these obstacles | 
to emigration and settlement are removed. ‘This 
can only be done by encouraging the making of 
roads, canals, and other méans of communication 
to and through them. Without ‘these improve- 
iments, you cannot realize a dollar and a quarter 
for your lands; with these improvements, you will 


fnd a ready sale of all your lands at a dollar and 


a quarter, and many of them at two dollars and a 
half. While you have millions of acres of these 
lands, from which you cannot realize a dollar 
under the niggafdly policy’ which opposes this 


| bill, you are borrowing money to defray the ex- 


traordinary expenses of the Government in time 
of war, and sometimes the ordinary expenses in 
peace. 

Now, Fask if it would not be better policy to 
make these lands available to the Treasury under 
the liberal policy which we advocate, and pay off 
your debts, and stop the interest on such enor- 
mous loans. On the shores of Lake Superior 
there are more than 50,000,000 of acres of Jand 
which can never be sold and improved without 
they have the means of communicating with other 
portions of the country. Now you have good 
navigation to the Falls of St. Marie; but there is 
an obstruction, which can be obviated by a canal 
three quarters of a mile in length, thus affording 
good navigation from every portion of Lake Su- 
perior to the ocean. This great object can be at- 
tained by a grant of 500,000 acres of the refuse 
lands in Michigan, at the same time that you en- 


hance the value and hasten the settlement of more | 


than 50,000,000 of acres upon the borders of Lake 
Superior. Untess you do this, your lands there, 
as they have elsewhere, will remain unsold for 
forty years. In my own State there are 14,000,000 
acres of vacant lands, allin market and unsold. 
The same is true of Indiana, Missouri, and other 
States. Thus it will be with fifty or a hundred 
millions upon Lake Superior, if an illiberal and 
unwise policy is to prevail. If such a policy had 


| prevailed as would have insured the sale of these 


lands forty years ago, when they were first brought 
into market, the use of the money, or the interest 


upon it, would now amount to about three times į 


as much as the Government now asks for them. 
Let any one make the calculation, and see which 
would be the best policy for the Government ina 
pecuniary point of view. In a moral, commer- 
cial, and all other points of view, the advantages 
are all in favor of the policy embraced in this bill. 
l am sorry to have detained the Senate so long. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
to take up the order of the day now, and | there- 
fore move to postpone the further consideration of 
this subject. 2 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to say a few words? {I will renew 
his motion when I get through. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Well, i suppose I must give 


way. 

The motion to postpone was accordingly with- 
drawn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. This public 
land system is not a matter which greatly interests 
my mind, for | long since formed my opinion that 
the old States are not to profit by the public lands 
in any way. 

Mr. JONES. They get the money, 

Mr. DAVIS. What for? 

Mr. JONES. Why for the lands. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator says we get the mo- 
ney for the lands. Well, a little money does go 


| into the Treasury, and so far as that goes it is a 


public benefit. But I do not think that the course 


| of policy of the United States is to be such as very 


materially to benefit the old States by any disposi- 
tion which is made of the public lands. We are 
left, therefore, to act pretty independently, and in 
the way that we deem most just towards the new 
States, appropriating the Jands generally for their 
benefit. i believe l have voted as liberally as al- 


most anybody upon all these subjects, and my ob- | 


ject was merely to get a little information to guide 
me in these votes this morning. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] does 
not quite meet the point. The position which I 
assumed was, that lands are not available for the 
construction of a work. Time and experience 
have proved that. 1 could not take a safer exam- 
ple to prove the truth of my position than the one 
which he has quoted himself. Why, sir, { think 
that the Senator from Illinois will tell you now 
that two thirds of the lands upon the [itnois and 
Michigan canal remain unsold at this day, after a 
lapse of perhaps twenty years. 
very improvement twenty years ago, and Í appre- 
hend that two thirds of those lands remain unsold 


at this day. They were valuable, and 1 ‘admit j 


they were used for the purpose, as the Seviator 
states, of strengthening the credit of the State. 


| herself, at her own price. 


1 shall have to ask the Senate | 


- Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator give way 
for an answer on that one point? i 

Mr. DA YIS yielded. the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator does not mean 
that of the alternate sections belonging to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States two-thirds still re- 
main vacant? ` a “3 

Mr. DAVIS. -No; I mean your own. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ah! thatis vety true. The 
Government of the United States"has already got 
the money for the half of the lands reserved, for 
It is true that- we have 
not sold all the lands belonging to the State, for 
the reason that we did not choose to throw them 
into market until the canal was finished, and ther 
at high prices, so as to make the proceeds pay a 
large portion of the cost of the work. Each tract 
has been valued, and a price set upon it. The 
prices range from three dollars to one hundred do 
lars per acre, and where towns have been laid out 
upon them they bring hundreds and thousands of 
dollars to the acre. f have paid within the last 
year twenty-five dollars per acre for some of those 
farming lands, and consider ita good speculation 
at that price. These lands are now being sold 
rapidly at the valuation fixed upon them, and 
generally bring a large advance on that valuation. 
They would all have been sold long ago, if the 
price had been fixed at two dollars and a half per 
acre. But our State does not choose to sell her 
lands at that price so long as she is in debt, and 
can realize more from their sale to discharge thas 
debt, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. f am not so 
badiy informed that I do not know that the alter- 
nate sections belonging to the United States had 


' gone long ago, but I should like to know from the 


honorable Senator whether the United States ever 
got more than a dollar and a quarter per acre? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir, they did not; for 


| the reason that the United States were not wise 


enough to put in the provision which I have caused 
to be inserted in all the bills this session, raising 
the price to two dollars and a half- 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Masse- 
chusetts must not-be interrupted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. He asked me a question. 
And | was 
very glad to receive the answer, We may set 
that down, then, as a fact, and this was one of the 
very cases in which we were to be greatly bene- 
fited. If the Senate will bear with me I will 
state the reason why I supported this system at 
the time that graht was made. We were to. sell 
these alternate sections, having the benefit of the 
great improvement which the United States was to 
aid in bringing into existence, and we were to get 
a price aceordingly. Well, now,the practical ret 
sult of all that is, that the whole of these lands ` 
have passed out of the hands of the United States, 
and the United States never realized more than a 
dollar and a quarter for any acre of them that F 
know of. There is the practical result of that 
operation, and that is what makes me somewhat 
doubtful when itis supposed that the Government 
will profit by this work. I may add, while touch- 
ing this point, and I think the Senator from Hlinois 
and myself shall not disagree about it, that within 
ten miles of this canal, at this day, you may find 
excellent farming land that may be purchased for 
a dollar and a quarter. That is the effect on the 
surrounding country after an operation of some 
twenty years. I admit the great utility of this 
work. Ido not deny it, and I do not deny that 
these lands were in some measure, perhaps, the 
cause of bringing it into existence. But what I do 
say is, that land are not money, and publie 
works must be constructed by the aid of money. 


ii The sale of lands cannot take place in season to 


construct the works, and ‘therefore, if the State of 
Michigan is going to undertake this great work, 
she must go forward with funds if she means to 
indemnify herself out of these lands. It cannot 
be done in any other way. The rise in the value 
of the land grows out of the improvement, and’ 
you must, thetefore, wait until the improvement 
is made. . That was one cause of the embarrass- 


|| ment of the State of Illinois, as the Senator knows 
I voted for that ! 


as wéll as f do. It was the eause of embarrass- 
ment to the Stale of Indiana, also, and of very 
great embarrassment too. They had no means to 
garry on the public works, while they had lands in 
reserve out of which they were to be indemnified. 
That has been the result of all these operations, 
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and nothing can be more certain than that land 
alone will not make a public improvement, unless 
the party possessing it has power to go into the 
market and realize money out of it. 

There are many great projects of this descrip- 
tion—there are some half dozen railroads to the 
Pacific, I believe—to throw forward great public 
improvements before there is any public existing 
which demands them, and before theré is any bus- 
iness existing which requires such facilities and 
improvements. Nothing can be plainer than that 


population must precede improvements of this sort. 


Population creates business, and railroads and ca- 
nals are made for business. What, then, is the 
use of making a canal through a country where 
there is no business? I know that when there it 
may possibly create the growth of population and 
business, but it is a hard’ and expensive mode of 
populating a country. by means of this description. 
As I said before, the State is an unsuitable body 
for this purpose. Stilt if they can do it; if they 
can give us assurances here that they can do it; 
if they will show us how they can do it, I will 
certainly not withhold my support from it at all. 
No; on the contrary I should be very glad to see 
it done; but I like to refer to something like facts. 
We have been told here that the United States are 
to be greatly enriched and the Treasury largely 
benefited by schemes of this description. Now, 
J should like to know if there is a case in which 
the United States have profited by the sale of ‘the 
lands. The Senator from Illinois says that the 
reason is because we have not made the provision 
raising the price of the alternate sections to two 


dollars and a half, which has been inserted in the | 


bills passed this session. Well, have you realized 
that? Has anybody bought your lands at that 
price? When they come to be taken up and the 
money paid into the Treasury, then l shall give 
credit for it; but it remains to be seen whether 
they will be taken up at that price, and whether the 
United States will realize the amount which is 
now placed to her credit in these operations. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Government got just 
what she asked. She got but $1 25 per acre be- 
cause she had fixed on that price by law. I ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts, if it is the prac- 
tice of his constituents when they buy land to give 
more than the owner asks for it? 

The people of Ilinois have never learned to 
more for public lands, or for private lands, than 
the holder of the lands asks them to pay. You 
ask them a dollar and a quarter an acre on the line 
of that canal, and they give it. Now, E can prove 


pay 


to him that we might have got two dollars and a | 


half, or even five dollars an acre as easy as one 
and a quarter. Why, sir, every acre of that land 
now sells at prices ranging from three dollars toa 
hundred, and I might say three hundred dollars 
an acre... We are giving five, ten, twenty, thirty 
dollars ‘per acre for the farming lands. So, if the 
Government of the United States had fixed the 
price at two dollars and a half, it would have been 
paid very willingly. The very fact that our lands 
are selling at those high prices shows that the 
price is owing to the construction of the Illinois 
and Michigan canal. The finishing of that work 
would have made the other alternate sections 
equally as valuable as those we have already sold. 
think it is clear that the Government might have 
got double price if it only had asked it. In view 
of these facts, I inserted in all the railroad bills a 
clause raising the price of the alternate sections to 
two dollars and fifty cents per acre. But I think 
the Government has been the gainer by selling the 
lands even at the price of one dollar and a quarter 
per acre. Had it not been for this canal those 
lands that are situated along the line would not 


have sold for even a dollar and a quarter per acre. | 
There is land at the distance of fifty miles from | 


that canal that is vacant now, and will be vacant 
for the next quarter of a century, at a dollar and 
a quarter per acre, unless a canal or railroad, or 
some other improvement comes near them. It is 
therefore the canal that has enabled you to get a 


dollar and a quarter for those lands that have been | 
gold. You would not have had this money in your 
i| support to the very 


| proj 


grant of land had not been made. 
thatan examination of these facts 
Senate that the opinions drawn 


Treasury if this 
1 hope, therefore, 
will convince the 


from them are well founded. The Senator from Mas- | 


sachusetts has had some|personal experience in con- 
nection with this work, and therefore understands 
the true state-of the facts as E have related them, 


ji 
h 


lho 


Mr, DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I now renew 
the motion to póstpone. : ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. hope the Senator will allow 
me to say a few words first. - 

Mr. SHIELDS. i only want to make the 
bounty land bill the special order for to-morrow 
or Monday. 7 

Mr. CASS. We had better dispose of this first. 
The vote can be taken very soon now. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have no wish to interfere 
with this, but I want to make the other bill the 
special order for to-morrow or Monday. I will 
make a motion to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT. What is the fosition of 
that bill? 

Mr. SHIELDS. It was made the special order 
for to-day at twelve o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT. it cannot be taken up un- 


i til this is disposed of in some way. 


Mr. SHIELDS. We shall go into executive 
session, I suppose, at one o'clock, and there will 
not be time to finish the bill to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the motion to post- 


pone. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iwas about to remark, when 
interrunted, that the reply of the Senator from Ll- 
linois [Mr. Doveras] to the inquiry made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] super- 
sedes the necessity of my saying anytging. I 
cannot allow him, however, to remain under the 
delusion he seems to be in in reference to the influ- 
ence which the very muniticent grants of public 
lands made by the General Government from time 


| to time, to several States, has had upon the growth, 


wealth, and prosperity of those States. Thad sup- 
posed that the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts was fully conversant with the benefits which 


the western States generally, and particularly the | 
State which I have the honor in part to represent, | 


had derived from this source. As he appears not 
to be, indeed admits he is not by the inquiry he 
makes, I must claim the indulgence of the Senate 
long enough to answer briefly so much of his 
inquiry as rela 
derived from the various liberal cessions of the 
public lands within her borders. 


northern to her extreme southern border—from 


| Evansville, one of the most flourishing business 


points on the banks of the Ohio river, to the 
northeastern corner of that State, thus connecting 
the waters of the Ohio river with those of the 
Maumee and Lake Erie, a distance of —— miles 
of which is completed, and the greater part of 
which distance the canal has been in successful 
operation for some years. This canal, located the 
greater parto í 

through soil as fertile and productive as can be 
found west of the mountains, has been built mainly 
by aid of lands, and funds created by lands, 
granted by the General Government—granted 
upon the same terms, and about the same condi- 
tions, limitations, and restrictions as are to be 
found in several bills we have already passed 
through this body this session. I refer to the bills 
granting lands to Alabama, Mississippi, Towa, and 
Illinois, for the construction of a railroad com- 
mencing at Mobile, and having at present its east- 
ern terminus at Chicago, but which I hope, on or 
after Thursday next, will have (so far as this body 
is concerned) indianapolis as its eastern terminus, 
for it will be recollected, that but a moment since 
the Senate took up and made the special order of 
the day for Thursday next a bill granting the right 
of way and a donation of lands for a railroad from 
Chicago, being a continuation of the great south- 
ern route I have just mentioned, to Indianapolis, 
with a branch road from some suitable point on 
the main line, to where the southern Michigan 
railroad enters the State of Indiana. I do not, Í 
will not permit myself to doubt the success of 
these measures. And in view of the extreme 
liberality of the Federal Government to the west- 
ern States generally, and to none more so than the 
one | represent here—and permit me to say there 
is none whose population is more grateful, and 
withal more deserving—! shall not withhojd my 
important and truly national 
ect contained in the bill offered by my distin- 
hed friend frora Michigan (Mr. Cass.] 1am 
willing to donate liberally for all legitimate public 
objects within the State where the land lies, con- 
fining the grants within such limitations and 
placing it upon such conditions as will secure the 


guis 


She has a line of canal, stretching from her | 


f this distance in the Wabash valley, | 


tes to the advantages Indiana has || 


-fully done 


faithful application of the same. This I believe i 
by-the bill now before us. 
But, Mr. President, my chief object in. rising 
wasto bear testimony to the practical advantages” 
resulting from the operation of these grants; and. 
I need not travel beyond the limits of my own’ 
State to find evidence: demonstrating most conclus 

sively the soundness of this policy. The great. 
line of canal of which I’ was. speaking affords a. 
most unanswerable. argument to the objections 

urged against this bill by the honorable Senator’: 
from Massachusetts. It is said, and I adopt the. 
sentiment, that the health of a country depends 

upon its productions, and I might go further and 

add, and its facilities for reaching a market where 

its surplus will at all times command a fair price. 

The want of this has for years past rendered values 

less, as it were, the surplus of much of the finest’ 
lands in the western valley. But the industry, 

energy, and enterprise of western. character, 

aided occasionally by liberal donations of the 

s people’s land,” is rapidly removing these diffs 

culties, and, judging the future by the past, a few 
years more will place all the States formed out of 
the great Northwestern Territory in a condiuion 
that 1 will not attempt to describe, lest the com- 
parison might be considered interested and invidi- 
ous. 

One other remark and I will yield the floor, ‘The: 
donation of eight hundred thousand acres of land 
to the State of Indiana, in 1845, for the,purpose 
of completing the Wabash and Erie’ canal, has in 
good faith been applied to that object; and though 
the State has made a transfer of both canal and 
lands in liquidation of her indebtedness, it, bas 
been done upon such terms and with such reser- 
vations as insure a carrying out of the grant ac- 
cording to its original letter and spirit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think the grant 
proposed to be made to Michigan for the construc- 
tion of this canal, comes clearly within the prin- 
ciple which has always governed me in my action 


| in reference to these grants—that is, that, it will be 


the means of enhancing the value of the public 
lands connected with it, those on the borders of 


‘| Lake Superior, and of benefiting the whole coun- 


try by bringing them the more speedily into mar- 
ket. I have never adopted the policy urged so 
forcibly this morning by the Senator from Illinois, 
of doubling the price of the reserved sections; Des: 
lieving, as 1 do, that $1 25 per acre. is enough to 
charge for the public lands, and that the Govert» . 
ment gains most by their speedy sale. When they 
will not sell at that price, then the price should be 
reduced. J think that an examination of a major- 
ity of the land districts will show that they cost 
the Government more than their net proceeds; [ 
have therefore always been in favor of gran‘s 
which will hasten the sale of the public lands, and 
of a graduation of their price when they will not 
otherwise sell. Every argument which has been 


| offered in favor of other works, | think applics 
with great force to this; yet 1 would not urge it 


on the ground of its tendency to increase 
the value of the public lands, for there are other 
and to my mind more important considerations 
growing out of its peculiar situation. : It is a fron~ 
tier work—it isa part of the national defence of 
that frontier—it is essential to connect the marine 
intended for the protection of the lakes—and with- 
out it we must havea separate marine on Lake 
Superior from that of Lakes Huron and Michigan. 
Many years ago, Í recollect that a proposition was 
stated and maintained by some of the best minds 
in the country, for making a through cut, which 
should reduce the level of Lake Superior, because 
of its greater depth and height above Lake Hu- 
ron, and connect the two bya channel of dead 
water between them. The fall which now ob- 
structs the navigation is simply a ledge of rocks 
across the river St. Mary; and the proposition is 
to canal around it. That will answer all the pur- 
poses, if the canal be made deep enough for the 
passage of the vessels, whether sail or steam, that 
are intended for the lakes; and this is, J think, a 
sufficient argument in favor of the construction of 
the work by the General Government. : But if we 
can avoid an intrusion upon the sovereignty and 
jurisdiction of the State of Michigan, by making 
a grant of land that will suffice for the construction 
of the work, and yet restrain the State from’ im- 
posing any onerous tax on the commerce that shall 


solely 


pass through it, E believe it will be better than to 
make it a Government woïk, ‘The great mineral 


> 


deposits, especially of copper on ‘the shores of 
Lake Superior, will no doubt be rendered by this 
canal highly profitable to the United States and to 
the State of Michigan. . I do not think that we 


- should measure the grant which we. propose to 


make by the increased proceeds to be derived from 
the sale of the public lands, when there are higher 
tough more remote considerations existing. The 
cheaper defence of that frontier, the more speedy 
séltlement of the country which will ensue, and 
the’ revenue to be derived when it shall be inhab- 
ited “by a-wealthy and industrial population, will 
be of far more advantage to the Treasury than 
that derived from the sale of the public lands. 

This is now perhaps the most exposed point on 
our frontier bordering upon Canada, running up 
to that portion of our country which, being un- 
settled, would furnish the avenue for the approach 
of ‘the forces of Great Britain from the frontier of 
North Canada to our upper possessions in the Mis- 
sissippi. ft îs a flat country, with light portages, 
and easily crossed by batteau-men employed for 
such purposes, and for that reason we should have 
the means of approacing that frontier readily at any 
time it may be required for the public defence. 
Unless there be danger of injury to the country be- 
low, of which Iam not able to judge, i should myself 
prefer a through cut, in order that we may reduce 
the level of Lake Superior, and drain the country 
on Pigeon river and Rainy lake, which I think 
would inure to the benefit of the Treasury to the 
value of many millions. Leaving that point out 
of consideration—and it is not the proposition be- 
fore us—I merely wish to state, that if it was a 
proposition for a work of national defence alone, 
I should vote for the canal and the money neces- 
sary for its construction as a national work. In 
that view, together with the other, that the en- 
hancement of the public lands will be effected by 
it, I shall cheerfully vote for the bill, if the grant 
be ‘restricted to the country to be affected by the 
work. As it now stands, I find that the lands can 
be selected any where. in the State of Michigan, but 
l should prefer it to be confined to Lake Superior, 
or that land district. I make this suggestion. to 
the particular friends of the bill. 

Mr, SMITH. l am decidedly in favor of this 
grant. I regard the proposed work as truly na- 
tional in its character, and in my opinion it ought 
to be undertaken and prosecuted by the General 
Government; but as there is very little prospect of 
that, as the next best thing that can be done, | am 

rih favor of encouraging the State of Michigan to 
undertake and complete this most important work. 
It is nota work for the benefit of Michigan alone; 
for, although it so happens that the location of this 
canal is witHin the borders of that State, the peo- 
ple-of Michigan are no more interested in its con- 
siraction than are the people of several other States 
bordering on our northern lakes. There are no 
less than six States besides the State of Michigan— 
Wisconsin, Ilinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and New York—which have ports upon these 
northern lakes, and the shipping of every one of 
them will have occasion to resort to this canal for 
the purpose of participating in the benefits of what- 
ever commerce may spring up on Lake Superior. 
And I believe that the State of New York, through 
the port of Buffalo, will derive more benefit from 
the completion of this work than will the State of 
Michigan, other than is derived from the settle- 
ment of the upper peninsula through the opening 
ofthis navigation. I concur also most fully in 
thé Suggestion made in reference to this subject by 
the Senator from Mississippi, that this is a work 
of the very highest importance in a military point 
of view, And, sir, I would not only favor the 
building of à canal around the Falls of St. Mary’s, 
but also the construction of one around the Falis of 
Niagara, for the very same reason. In the event 
of a war between us and Great Britain, the British 
Government would derive an immense advantage 
from the Welland canal, which opensa commu- 
nication between Lake Ontario and Lake Erie. 
Without a similar one, we should have to main- 
tain nearly double the force that the British would 
on the two lakes. It would require of usa force 
on each lake equal to that of the British on both 
lakes; for, by means of the. Welland canal, they 
could assemile their entire force on either lake at 
their pleasure. The work, therefore, in my opin- 
ion, should be treated on the principle on which 
the Government builds a fort for the Protection of 
the frontier—as an important military defenée, 


i 


‘improvement of a river. ‘The canal may be exca- 


| crease the value of the public lands. 


This improvement can hardly be called a canal, 
and the proposition is in the nature of one for the 


vated within the banks of the river without any 
difficulty, and in that case it becomes a mere im- 
provement of the navigation of the river, and we 
make appropriations every year to improve the 
navigation of our tivers—the Ohio and the Missis- 
sippi. ‘And I believe that some years ago the 
United States invested a very considerable amount 
of stock, in order to encourage the construction of 
the Louisville canal around the falls of the Ohio 
river. J consider this, therefore, as a mere river 
improvement, and as having no analogy with a 
proposition for the construction of & long line of 
canal across a State for the benefit of the people of 
a single State, and not for the benefit of a number 
of States, asin this case. In view of its great im- 
portance, if this bill was one to appropriate five 
hundred thousand or a million of dollars for the 
construction of this canal by thé Government of 
the United States, I should not object to it; but as 
no measures of this kind have passed, and proba- 
bly will not pass during the present session, as the 
next best thing which can be done, | am in favor 
of encouraging the people of Michigan to build 
this work, which, when completed, will inure to 
the direct benefit of six States, and indirectly to 
the benefit of the whole of the States of the Union. 
l am no@at all concerned but that New England 
will derive all the benefit her people can desire 
from the construction of this work in the promo- 
tion of the general interests of the country. ‘This 
miserable business—I will not say that, however, 
for l once voted for it myself, and thought it best— 
this idea of appropriating the avails of the public 
lands among the several States, so that every State 
shall have its share, has now been dropped, and no 
man is now wild enough to suppose that any such 
policy can ever again be carried through the two 
Houses of Congress. The colleague of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, not now amember of this 
body, early in the session came forward with a 
proposition to give away the public lands to indi- 
viduals, but I prefer another disposition of them. 
Every proposition which may be presented here, 
I care not whether it be in a free or a slave State, 
to appropriate the public lands for the purpose of 
carrying forward any great work of public im- 
provement, whether it bea railroad or a canal, or 
a harbor improvement, or anything of that char- 
acter, has always had my vote, and always shall. 
And no proposition has been submitted to the 
Senate of this character so important as the one ij 
now before it—one which is to increase our line of 
direct water communication by something like 
nine hundred miles, and which, while it thus de- 
velops the resources of the country, will operate 
as a powerful means of military defence. In view 
of such considerations, I will not stop to enter into 
any miserable calculations as to whether my own 
State wili or will not receive quite as much benefit 
from the works as the State of Michigan. I do 
not suppose that the people of New England will į 
derive quite as much benefit directly from it as the | 
people of the States bordering on the upper lakes, 

but the general prosperity of the country will be 
greatly promoted thereby, and in that they will | 
participate. In its benefits as a work of military | 
defence, they, with the rest of the country, will 
also participate. The Senator from Massachusetts 
says, thatin his judgment the work will not in- 
I think, 
however, it will, though I will not dwell on that 
consideration. Jt will bring them up at least from 
nothing at all to $1 25 per acre. Withoutthis canal, 
the shores of Lake Superior will long remain un- i 
populated, and the public lands there consequently | 
unsold. 1 repeat, that there is no analogy be- 
tween this proposition and one for the construc- 
tion of a railroad or canal through a State—it is 
one of a truly national character, and as such shall 
receive my cordial support. 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to say a word in refer- 
ence to the particular situation of the country to 
which reference has been made, because it seems 
to me that the peculiar circumstances of the case to 
which the bill refers, are not fully embraced within 
the application of the principle which gentlemen 
have vindicated in their remarks here. The liberal 
principle which the Senate has adopted in regard 
to these improvements, has been to appropriate äl- 
ternate sections of the public lands in aid of. them, 
on the ground that the Government was part owner 


x 


j er, if this grant was made, 
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or the. land, and therefore should contribute. its 
part.to the construction of an improvement which 
would resultin increasing the value of such public 
lands. And it has been said, also, that. settlers 
must go on the land in the first place, and before 
there could be any necessity for the construction 
of these works. Now, here it.is evident that the 
peculiar situation of the country is overlooked, or 
is not understood. Settlers will not go on the land, 
for the reason that it is not a farming country.. Jt 
is situated further to the north than any settled 
portion of the United States, and it isa country 
the value of which, at present, at all events, does 
not consist in its agricultural resources, bat in its 
rich mines of copper and iron, which are the only 
inducements, now operating to induce settlers to go 
there. The iron ore has been but recently de- 
veloped, yet there are several forges in operation 
now, and itis likely, whenever the communication 
with the lower lakes shall be opened, to become an 
immense and important branch of business—im- 
portant not only åo Michigan, but to the whole 
country at large, as increasing its resources; but 
particularly important to the northwest and to the 
great Mississippi valley. The mines of copper 
are also one of the causes which attract settlers 
there, and in these the people of Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania are more interested than are those 


‘of Michigan, because they have turned their at- 


tention more particularly to the matter, and be- 
cause from their situation they have more means 
to be used in purposes of that kind. 

Let. gentlemen look at it for a moment. Al- 
though no man ever moved into this northern pen- 
insula of Michigan for the purpose of farming— 
I do not say that the agricultural lands there will 
not be profitable when this becomes a populous 
mining district, for they undoubtedly will—but I 
assert that for the purpose of agricultural pursuit 
none go into the country atall. It is mining that 
attracts them there, and it is, therefore, the open- 
ing of this communication which is to render the 
lands valuable to the United States through the 
increase of facilities for getting the products of the 
mines to the market, and the consequent increase 
of the mining population. Yet these mines are 
already enhancing the wealth of the country. 
Look at the article of copper, for instance. The 
amount consumed in this country is about 6,000 ° 
tons per annum, and five years ago comparatively 
none of it was produced in this country. Indeed, 
I ar not aware that there was any, except, per- 
haps, a little in New Jersey. Yet last year we 
have produced in this region, to supply the con- 
tinual and increasing demand for this article in 
commerce and the useful purposes of art, to the 
amount of 4,000 tons. In three and half years 
the production has increased to such an extent 
that we are now able to supply 4,000 of the 6,000 
tons, or two-thirds of the whole amount of copper 
used in this country. This is not, therefore, to 
be regarded, as gentlemen seem to Suppose, as a 
work of local interest, of interest to the State of 
Michigan alone; but as embracing considerations 
much higher, as a work of national interest. Every 
pound of copper which can be used in the United 
States may be, and eventually will be, obtained 
from that source; not only that, but a large amount 
can be furnished for exportation. Every pound of 
it, too, must be carried around these Falls, and 
every article of produce for the support of the 
miners—for none are produced there—must be 
carried up these Falls. During the last year the 
amount paid for transportation was $10,000. How, 
then, can the United States expect to sell its lands 
in that region without the opening of this connec- 
tion by the construction of this work? In that 
view of the case the public generally have the 
deepest interest in its construction.. But I will re- 
fer to another evidence of its necessity. Formerly 
the fisheries on Lake Superior furnished a large 
Supply of fish, but they now have been abandoned 
entirely because the cost of transportation 
around the Falls is so great that the business can- 
not profitably be continued. The last year the 
fisheries were prosecuted they furnished a suppl 
of 10,000 barrels for exportation, all of which had 
to be. carried around the Falls, but at a cost so 
expensive that it forced a relinquishment of the 
business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts inquired wheth- 
there was any prospect 
completed; and | am’ 

answer, his question, 


that the work would be 
happy that I am able to 
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not merely from my own imagination, but from 
the experience of the past. Michigan has, as 
yet, received. but little from the General Gov- 
ernment in the way of grants of land for inter- 
nal improvements; indeed, not an acre beyond 
what fell to her as her share in the general distri- 
bution of five hundred thousand acres to each of 
the public land States. Inexpending that amount 
of land, she found it necessary to divide it among 
several works of improvement—sometimes for a 
bridge, and in one or two instances for a canal 
around the falls of a river; butin every instance 
the object has been effected, and the works for 
which the land was thus appropriated have been 
completed. I know that, in the construction of 
railroads, a certain amount of money is required. 
You cannot buy iron without money, it is true; 
but you can employ men to make excavations and 
pay them in land. It has been tested in Michi- 
gan; and I will say further, that, if in making such 
excavations money is required in addition, the 
people of Michigan are so sensible of the import- 
ance of this work that they will see to it that the 
money is advanced. I have no hesitation, there- 
, fore, in assuring the Senator from Massachusetts 
that, if this grant be made, the work willbe done. 

Now, one word more. Michigan has strugeled 
Jong to secure the completion of this work. She 
began it herself in 1837, in those days when it was 
supposed she could raise money enough to carry 
on all her works of internal improvement, but, 
through some misunderstanding, her workmen 
were driven away by the United States troops. An 
application was then made to Congress for a grant 
of money for the purpose, and a report was made 
in favor of its construction as a national work. 
But the day seems to have passed when such 
works are to be constructed in that way; and now, 
as this application seems to come within the class 
where the principle applies, of making appropria- 
tions of land for the benefit of remaining public 
lands, | hope it will be granted. It is the only 


way, perhaps, in which this important work can | 


be constructed. AsT remarked before, I am sorry 
that gentlemen seem to suppose that Michigan has 
more interest in this work than other States. It 
is true she has a natural interest in the settlement 
of the country, but the other States have an equal 
interest with her in the devolpment, in which it 
will assist, of the great mineral resources of the 
country. = 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. The object 
which J had in view in proposing the questions 
which I did for the consideration of gentlemen 
whose attention has been turned to this subject has 
been mainly answered. I was a little desirous that 
we shouid know and distinctly understand here 


whether or not this notion of the United States | 


making money out of this thing was not delusive 
in its character, | have so considered it myself, 
so far aa regards the receipt of any money into the 
Treasury, and I wished this measure to stand on its 
true basis. Well, sir, I think that object has been 
pretty nearly attained by the course which this 
debate has taken. This is a great public work, 
beyond all question. [tis one of great importance 
in many points of view, although I do not agree 
with the Senator from Michigan, who has just 
taken his seat, that Michigan is no more interested 
in it than are remote States. Her territory lies 
around this lake, and if it promotes the settlement 
of that territory, if it promotes the creation of cap- 
ital within her limits and carries a population there, 
she has a particular interest in it; but so far as re- 
gards the general purposes of commerce she has 
no more interest than any other State who engages 
in that commerce. 

Now, to. place it in the power of commerce, 
which I agree is increasing in that region, to pass 
from one level to the other of these lakes, is an 
important consideration, and it is an important ob- 
ject to be attained, ifitean be. But, while I thus 
express myself, I still think that a State is not a 
body very well calculated to carry the matter for- 
ward with economy, yet I cannot but believe it is 
as well adapted to do so as the United States. 
And if the question was, whether Michigan should 
undertake it, or the United States undertake it, or 
the work be left undone, I should be very strongly 
inclined to grant the lands to Michigan for the pur- 
pose. But I wish the work to stand on its own 
character and usefulness. It has merits enough of 
that description to commend it—that has been very 
apparent to me for a long time; and on that ground 


‘ tion, after the word ‘ within, 


| the bill. 


i 


I, for one, shall very cheerfully give my support 
to the bill, though I can see many other ways in 
which this: great object could be. accomplished 
much more to my satisfaction. I should wish, | 
however, before the bill is perfected, that there 
might be an amendment, the reason for which I 
will suggest. As the bill now stands it provides 
that the canal shall be completed within ten years. 
Perhaps that is a reasonable length of time, but T 
do not think that the United States and all other 
parties should be shut out from engaging in the 
work, in the event of Michigan omitting to do it | 
for that period, and therefore | hope that the friends 
of the bill will require the work to be commenced 
within, say three years. If so, the bill will stand 
in a form to meet my approbation much more 
strongly than it does. 
Mr. CASS. The amendment will be accepted. 
The amendment proposed by Mr. FercH was 
again read. 
Mr DAWSON. I move tostrike out the word 
‘s interest” wherever it occurs, inasmuch as the 
proceeds for the capital are furnished by the Gen- 
eral Government. 
Mr. CASS. It refers only to the capital fur- 
nished by the State. H 
Mr. DAWSON. Ts there any capital to be fur- | 
nished by the State for the construction of a canal |i 
three-quarters of a mile long, when five hundred 
thousand acres of land, to be- located wherever 
found, are appropriated for the same purpose? 
Mr. CASS. In case the State does not furnish ; 
any capital there will be no interest about jt. i 
Mr. DAWSON. Is that so stated in the amend- 
ment? li 
Mr. CASS. Especially so. 
Mr. DAWSON. Very well, then. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
Mr. FELCH. To meet the views of the Sen- | 
‘ator from Massachusetts, I propose to amend the | 
bill by inserting after the word ‘ be,” in the sec- | 
ond line of the fourth section, the words ‘ com- į 
menced within three and;”’ so that the section shall |! 
ees 4. That if the said canal shall not be commenced 
within three and completed within ten years, the said State | 
of Michigan shall be bound to pay to the United States the į 
amount which may be received upon the sale of any part of i; 
said lands by said State, the title to the purchasers under |! 
said State remaining valid.” | 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FELCH. I will propose another amend- | 
ment, to meet the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. In the ninth line of the second sec- | 
” insert-the words | 
“the upper peninsula of,” so as to confine the 
lands to-be taken to the country bordering on the | 
work. The section would then read as follows: 
Src. Q. And he it further enacted, That there be, and | 
hereby is, granted to said State of Michigan, for the purpose 
of aiding said Stare in constructing and completing said : 


canal, five hundred thousand acres of public lands, to be |) 
selected in subdivisions, agreeably tothe United States sur- | 
veys, by an agent or agents, to be appointed by the Governor i 
of said State, subjeet to the approval of the Secretary of the | 
Treosury, (altered afterwards to Inferior,) from any lands i 
wehin the upper peninsula of said State, subject to private | 
entry. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. JT would ask 
the Senator whether that amendment would not 
be likely to retard the completion of this work? 

Mr. CASS. J do not know but it will, but the 
Senator from Mississippi suggested it, and in the 
spirit of yielding with a view of carrying through 
the bill, we have acceded to it. Ft would be better 
for the object of the bill if was not made. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. It seems to me 
that it would be more likely to secure the comple- li 
tion of the work to leave it as it was. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave been favorable to 


the construction of the work. I would therefore |: 
prefer that the amendment should not be adapted. ! 


| While I prefer that, I will take the liberty of | 


making a suggestion to the particular friends of | 
There is no limit in the bill, that I can 
see, on the diseretion of the State in disposing of 
these lands after they shall have been selected. 
Would it not be well, inasmuch as the State has 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


that, you will perceive that it will operate at once i! 
on all the Government lands in that section of |! 
country. I would, therefore, prefer that an i 
amendment should be concurred in, limiting the |; 


discretion of. the State in the sale of the lands, to 
the minimum price fixed for the lands of-the Uni | 
ted States, unless some material objection can be 
shown. Another suggestion I will add, while T 
am.up. The discretion which we grant. to the 
State under this bill will give it the power to take 
mineral lands, if it thinks. proper, unless there is 
some law in existence which prohibits it‘ being 
done. Vad : 

Mr. CASS. There is such a law. ety 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I.doubt whether sucha 
law will operate upon `a law subsequently passed 
so broad in its operation as this. The idea that 
struck me was, that the passage of this bill under 


| present circumstances would perhaps overthrow 


the general provisions of the law exempting min- 
eral lands from appropriation, and that it might be 
therefore proper to insert some provision to guard 
against such a result. With these suggestions in 
regard to these amendments [ leave the matter to 
the gentlemen who have the bill in charge. 

The question was stated to be on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Ferch, (restricting the selection of 
the lands to the upper peninsula.) ET 

Mr. FELCH. With regard to the amendment 
T certainly prefer that it should not be adopted. ‘Tt 
was only offered to’ meet the views of other Sena- 
tors. dishes dessins See 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Oh, you: had 
better withdraw it. ` 

Mr. FELCH. Very well, sir, I will withdraw 
the amendment. 

The amendment was. withdrawn. : 

Mr. MANGUM. -~ With the permission of the 
Senator from Michigan, and without disposing of 
the pending business, I have an interesting motion, 
which Í desire to submit to the Senate by unani- 
mons consent. It isthat when the Senate adjourns, 
it adjourn to meeton Monday next. I think there 
can be no objection to permitting the vote to be 
taken on it. "N 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object, sir, most positively. 

So the motion could not be received. 

Mr. FELCH. The Senator from Kentucky:in- 
quires whether this bill, as it now stands, will ah 
low the State of Michigan to select mineral lands. 
I do not understand that it will. The proposition 
is to take only such lands as are subject to private 
entry, or, I believe, that has been the construction 


| given to a provision of this character in several 


other similar acts that have been passed. (Special. 
laws, I believe, have been deemed necessary. to 
enable entries of mineral Jands to be made, the 
laws of the character of this one, applying only 
to lands which are the subject of private entry at 
the minimum price of $1 25 the acre. But if the 
bill did allow the entry of these mineral lands, that 
should be no objection to it. Taking the whale 
mineral country through, and in view of the diff- 


i! culty of finding the mineral on every and any sec- 


tion, the commissioners recommend in their report 
that the price now fixed at $5 for the common de- 
scriptions of that kind of land shall be reduced to 
the ordinary minimum price. And } do noton- 
derstand this bill to embrace these lands, so Jong 
as they remain at the present price of $5 per acre. 

Another inquiry made by the Senator, is whether 
there ought net to'be made in the bill some provig- 
ion whereby the sales of land by the State shall 
not be ata less rate than $1 25 the acre. Now, 
the operation of the bill, if it goes into effect, É 
think, will be this—and I speak from a knowledge 
of what has been done in the State of Michigan 
under similar circumstances: The course has been 
to receive proposals for doing certain work, the 
pay to beso much land. No price is fixed on the 
lands, and noneon the work. So many yards are 
excavated—the description of the excavation, of 
course, to be ascertained by competent individuals; 
and in this case the most of it will be rock excava- 
tion, for which so much land is to be received in 
payment therefor. This is the form of the propo- * 
sal and of the contract. So that no difficulty could 
arise, I apprehend, from not fixing the price at 
which the lands shall be sold. The State will, of 
course, select the best lands it can, ahd it will be 
her interest to dispose of them at.the best prices 
that can be obtained. 1 do not apprehend, there- 
fore, any competition with the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ifthe State of Michigan 
succeeds in completing this work, as I ‘hope she 
may, there will be no difficulty whatever, because 
then she will never be held responsible by the 


United States for any part of the land- which she 

may have sold. But if the Siate should make- a | 
sale ofa portion of the land or of the whole of it, | 
and should be unable to complete the work, then, 

as provided by the 4th section of the bill, she has. 

to.account to the United States for the lands thus | 
sold.” If everything works well, there will be no 

difficulty, and I admit no account would be. re- 

quired. ` But if the land ora part of it should be 

disposed. of, and the work should fail, then this ac- 

count would be required. It is necessary, there- 

fore, it seems to me, to modify the 4th section so 

as to require the State in that event to account to 

the United States for the lands sold at the rate of 
$1 25 the acre. : 

Mr. CASS. . First prepare the amendment, and 
we willaccept it, though I do not think it at all ne- 
cessary. : . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir, I will do it in 
a minùte.. I move, then, fo insert in the 5th line, 
of the 4th section, after. the word ‘ State,” the 
following words: ‘ not less than $1 25 per acre.” 
So. that the section shall read— 

«That if said canal shall not he commenced within three | 
years, and. completed within ten years, the said State of | 
Michigan shal: be bound to pay to the United States the 
amount which may be received upon the sale ofany part of | 
said lands at not less than $) 25 the acre, the title to the | 
purchasers under said State remaining valid.” 

Mr. CASS. | Very well, we will agree to that. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the question can be taken i 
at once on this bill. do not desire to interpose any | 
objection; but if it is to be debated further, I must 
move to postpone its further consideration until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. I hope the question will be taken 
now. The bill certainly has been discussed 
enough. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
` Mr. FELCH. There isan amendment which 
should be made to the eighth line of the second 
section, to correct an error made in copying. 
The word ‘ Treasury’ should be stricken’ out, 
and the word ‘ Interior? inserted, so that it will 
read Secretary of the Interior, instead of ‘ Secre- 
tary of the Treasury.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam not entirely satis- 
fied in regard to the selection of mineral lands, and 
unless gentlemen are very certain aboutit, 1 should 
like to. look into the matter, and therefore, with 
that view, I shall move to postpone—— 

Mr. SMITH. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator, I would suggest that the bill provides that the 
selection shall be made by the State, subject to ! 
the approbation of the Secretary of the Interior. | 
There can be no danger therefore of the interests | 
of the United States being compromitted, as he 
will not permit mineral lands to be selected. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will | 
accept of a proviso, to come in at the end of the | 
second section, it will obviate all the difficulty. It 
is: 

“ Provided, however, That no miner: 
the United States shall he selected.” 


Mr. CASS. I will accept it if you will promise 


al lands belonging to 


J be selected as aforesaid, the route of said canal: shall he 
established as aforesaid, and a plat. or plats thereof shall be 
filed in the office of the War Department, 
thereof in the office 
Land Office. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. i 


of the Commissioner of the General 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. BADGER. I now desire to submit a 
motion that. was offered by my colleague at a 
time when it was not in order. It is, that when 


day next. cet : 
r. JONES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the 
motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to, and after some time 
So spent, the doors were reopened and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 31, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE RECENT MISSION TO LIBERIA. 

Mr. SILVESTER asked the unanimous con- 
sent of tH House to offer the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
| requested to communicate to this House, if the same, in his 
opinion, is not incompatible with the public interest, ihe re- 
sult of the mission of Rev. R. R. Gurley to the Republic of 
Liberia,’and especially the report of that gentleman of his 
visit to that country, which report is now ou file in the State 
Department.” 


Mr. McQUEEN o 
was not received, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY rose, to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up the Indian appropri- 
ation bill, and said if the House would allow him 
a moment to make a statement, he was sure they 
would agree to take up the bill. 


| man could only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SWEETSER objected. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the unanimous consent to 
make a report from the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected, and called for 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. DANIEL said he hoped the gentleman 
from New York would allow him to state the ob- 
ject he had in view. He was sure the gentleman 
would not object if he understood it. 

Mr. PRESTON KING still objected. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from New York to insist upon his ob- 
jection. The regular order of business is on the 
report of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Sranzy,] from the select committee, of which the 
gentleman is the chairman. The previous ques- 
| tion has been sustained, and the main question has 
lẹ bech ordered; and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina is entitled to the floor. 


that it shall be the last amendment. [Laughter.] 
_Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Michigan whether a survey has been made 
of this proposed canal, and what is the estimated 
cost of its construction ? 
“Mr, CASS. There has 
the subject. 

Mr. DAWSON. | What is the estimated cost? | 

Mr. FELCH. I hold in my hand two reports 
made by the topographical engineers on the sub- 
ject. In one of them the cost is estimated at | 
$455,107 66. | 

Mr, DAWSON. My object was to ascertain 
what would become of the balance, if the proceeds 
of the land when sold should amount, for instance, 


been a long report on 


to $1,000,000? (Laughter.) 
J 


The 3d and. 5th sections were not amended. | 


Mr. STANLY rose, and, simultaneously, 

Mr, CARTTER, who inquired if it would bein 
order to move to suspend the rules to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

Mr. STANLY. I presume the gentleman from 
| Ohio is not entitled to the floor to make the mo- 
tion; but if it be the pleasure of the House, I will 
yield the floor for this motion, or for any business 
which the House choose to take up. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio make the motion ? 

Mr. CARTTER. I will, with the consent of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, and not without. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection, if the 
House desire it. T should like to see the House 
take up the bill referred to by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER announced the 
the motion of Mr. CARTTER. 


They stand thus: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said lands 
hereby granted shall he subject to th 
lature of said State for the purposes 
and the said canal shail be and remai 
for the use of the Government of the 
from toll or other charge upon the vess 
ment engaged in the publie service 
ployed by said Government in the tra 
erty or troops of the United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That before it shalt be 
competent for said State to dispose of any of the jands to 


aforesaid, and no other; i 
n a public highway | 
United States, free | 
els of said Govern- 
s Or apon vessels en- | 
nsportation ofany prop- 


Mr. CARTTER said, he had made the motion 


i| with the view of progressing with the considera- 
e disposal of the Legis- `Í 


tion of the Texas bill and amendments. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


|| Union, will not the California bill be first in order? 


The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

Mr. CARTTER stated that he had made the 
motion inadvertently, under the impression that it 
was necessary to go into committee to take up-the 


H 


the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Mon- | 


bjected—and the resolution ! 


The SPEAKER interposed, and said the gentle- | 


question upon 


__. THE, CONGRESSIONAL GLOB: 


and a duplicate | 


Aug. 8T, 


Texas bill. © He hoped the motion would not 
prevail. ae 

The motion was put and rejected. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
i Mr. DANIEL moved that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the private 
calandar, and on that motion he asked the yeas 
and nays. i i 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
And the motion was put and rejected. 
‘‘ BUNDELCUND,” &c. 

The SPEAKER again annotinced, as the regu- 
lar order, the report of Mr, Sranzy, from the 
select committee, 

Mr. STANLY took the floor. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS,. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Will the 
gentleman from North Carolina allow me to make 
| an appeal to the House to take up the Indian ap- 
i propriation bill? 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, the Indians were to 
receive their annuities at a certain time; that time 
i had nearly arrived. In case of failure, we conid 
never explain to them why it was that we had not 
| paid them their money. There was no objection ` 
on the part of any member, he believed, to a single 
item of the bill. He asked the unanimous consent 
that it be taken up and passed. 

Mr. BURT rose toa question of order. He said 
he had no objection to the bill, but he objected to 
| any speech 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to maken 

The SPEAKER inquired 
objection ? 

No objection was made. 

The bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, . 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1851, was accordingly taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and brought before the House. 

The SPEAKER stated that the bill had been or- 
dered to be engrossed. 

Mr. JONES. Has the previous question been 
called upon the passage of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read a 
third time. | : . 

The bill then received its third reading. 

Mr. JONES moved the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

“BUNDELCUND,”’ &c. 

The SPEAKER announced as the regular order, 
the report made on Wednesday by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Stanty,] from the se- 
lect committee, relative to the interference of ofice- 
holders under the last Administration in elections, 
and his resolution directing the: Speaker to issue 
his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring to the 
bar of the House Thomas Ritchie and ©. P. Seng- 
stack, to answer for an alleged contempt of the 
House. 


o speech. 
if there was any 


Mr. STANLY obtained the floor, and spoke at 
some length in defence of the course of the select 
committee, and in reply to the gentlemen from In- 
diana, [Mr. Fircu,] from Virginia, [Mr. Meaps,] 
and from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hieparp.] He 
quoted the opinions of Mr. Jefferson and others, 


|| adverse to the interference of public officers in the 


elections; vindicated Mr. Truman Smith from the 
charges made against him by the gentleman from 
Indiana; and concluded with expressing his in- 
difference as to the course which might be taken 
in reference to the resolution and the report. 

[A fall report of his remarks will be published 
in the Appendix. < 

Mr. STANLY having concluded— 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
egused the resolution and amendment to be read, 
announcing that the question was first on agreeing 
to the amendment of Mr. Scuencx to the amend- 
fent of Mr. Carrrer. ° 

-Mr INGE. To avoid further c 
time of the House 
ject on the table. : 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 hope not. IT hope the House 


onsuming the 
> | move to lay the whole sub- 


will come to.a direct vote upon the resolution and 
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amendment. J ask the yeas and nays on the 
“motion to.lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — 

Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired if the report 
of the committee had been ordered to be printed? 

No reply was heard from the Speaker. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, inquired, in case 
the motion prevailed, if it would dispose of the 
whole subject? . : : 

The SPEAKER. It will lay this report only 
on the table. Pe f 

Mr. McLANE asked if it was in order to move: 
ta discharge the committee from the further con- 
sideration of the subject? 

The SPEAKER replied it was not. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 82, nays 96; as follow: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, Bay, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissel, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Buel, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Cor- 
win, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 
Darkee, Lliot, Fowler, Gentry, Gilmore, Green, Grinnell, 
Rall, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Hubbard. Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, 
James L. Johnson, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, Preston 
King, La Sére, Lefer, Levin, Littlefield. Job Mann, 
Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, MeWiltie, More- 
head, Morse, Morton, Peaslee, Peck, Robbins, Ront, Rose, 


Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Shepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. H. | 


Smaton, Strong, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 


Toombs, Tuck, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whit- | 


tlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, and Young—®2. ° 
NAVS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Averett, 
Rayly, Beale, Breck, Briggs, A. G. Brown, W. J. Brown 


Burrows, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Camphell, Cariter, | 


Casey, Chandler, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Conger, 
Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunham, Edmundson, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gott. Gould, Halloway, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hav, Hebard, Holladay, Howard,. Howe, 


Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, James G. |! 


King, John A. King. Marshall. Mason, Matteson, McCler- 
nand, MeMullin, MeQueen, Millson, Moore, Morris, Newell, 
Ogle, Orr, Otis, Parker, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, 
Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silves- 
ter, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens. Stetson, 
“Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Venable, Walden, Wallace, Wentworth, White, 
Wilson, and Woodward—96. 

So the House determined that the whole subject 
should not he laid on the table. 

Mr. CALVIN, when his name was called, rose 
and said: Mr. Speaker, [agreed with my colleague, 
[Mr.-McLawanan,] who has been called home to 
see his sick child, not to vote upon certain ques- 
tions (and this may be considered one of them) till 
next Tuesday. 

Mr. McDONALD inquired of the Speaker 
whether the morning hour had expired? 

The SPEAKER said it had expired. 

Mr. McDONALD moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of business on the Speak- 
er’s table. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
that it would be better that the question before the 
House should be disposed of now, so as not to 
occupy another morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. McDonatp] withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. McDONALD inquired of the Speaker 
whether the previous question was now in opera- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. McDONALD withdrew the motion. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Scuencx; which is as follows: 


« And that said warrant shall he made returnable on the | 


second Monday of December next.’? 


Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, renewed the | 


motion that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 62, noes 75. 

So the House refused to proceed to the consider- 
ation of business on the Speaker’s table. 


The. question then recurred on the amendment | 


of Mr. SCHENCK. : 
The resolution and amendment were read. 
Mr. BOWIE desired to be informed by the 
Speaker, whether it would now be in order to 
offer a substitute? 


The SPEAKER. It will not be in order, be- 


cause the House is acting under the operation of | 


the previons question. 

Mr. MILLSON asked the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered, and 
Messrs. Crmvaman and Ricwarpson were ap- 
pointed, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 


_ Mr. ASHE called ‘for the reading of the resolu- 
tion, which was again read. p 

The question was taken on Mr. Scumnex’s 
amendment, and decided in the negative—yeas 74, 
nays 103; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Bennett, Bingham. Bokee, Bowie, Briggs, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, Thomas. B. Kuter, Joseph Cable, Casey, Chandler, 
Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Eliot, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gawd, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Howe, Hubbard, Inge. William 
T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, Jas. 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, Finis B. 
McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Otis, Ouuaw, 
Pitman, Putnam, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sehenck, 
Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanty, Thad- 
dens Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Fhurman, 
Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venabie, Vinton, 
Watkins, White, and Wilson—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown, W. J. 
Brown, Boel, Burt, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, 
Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcoek, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, 
Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Pitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris. S. W. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Jos. W. Jackson, A: Johnson, 
R. W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Listlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, McClernand, 
McDonald, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, 
McQueen, McWillie, Millson, Morehead, Morris, Morse, 
Newell, Ogle, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Sackett, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Schooleraft, Seddon, Fred. P. Stanton, R. 
H. Stanton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Walden, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wellhorn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodward, and Young—103. 

So the amendment of Mr. Scuenck was re- 
jected. 
The question recurred upon the adoption of the 


| substitute of Mr. Carrrer. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject upon the table. 

Messrs. MARSHALL, HIBBARD, and oth- 
ers. demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative—ayes 66, noes 72. 

So the subject was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred upon the substitute of 
Mr. Carrrer, proposing to strike out and insert, 
&e. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired if the question was 
divisible? ; 

The SPEAKER replied, that under the rules of 
the House the motion to strike out and insert was 
| not divisible. 

Mr. CASEY. Ts it in order to move to proceed 
, to business on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis.in order. 

Mr. CASEY. I make the motion, and demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was put and rejected. 

The question recurred upon ordering the yeas 
and nays upon the substitute of Mr. Carrrer. 
| Mr. TAYLOR asked that the amendment be 
reported. : 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

% Resolved, That the subject be reeammitted to the com- 


mittee, with instructions to proceed by the ordinary process 
of investigation to the discharge of their important duties.” 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
McQueen and Kine were appointed. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 43. : 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken were—yeas 46, nays 138; as follow: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bingham, Bissell, 
Booth, Bowie, Breck, W. J. Brown, Joseph Cable, Cartter, 
Daniel, Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Gorman, Gott, Green, 
Hall, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hoagland, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, James L. John- 
son, Jones, Leffler. Job Mann, Mason. McDonald, MeMul- 
len, Morris, Olds, Orr, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Stetson, 


Wildrick, and Young—46. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alstan, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Averett, Bav, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burrows. Burt, 
Chester Rutter, Thomas B. Batler, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandter, Clarke, Clingman, W. 
R. W. Cobb, Coleack, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dixon, Duer, Dunham, Durkee, Edmandson, Eliot, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing. Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Ful- 
ler, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson. Harlan; Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howe, 
H Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Wm. T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, 


| 
|i 
i 
| 


: King, La Sare, Levin, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
| Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, 
| Finis E. McLean, McQueen, Mc Willie. Meacham, Millson, 
| Monre, Morehead, Morton, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, 

Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pheips, Pitmañ, Putnam, Reynalds, 


| 
| 
| 


Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Walden, Whittlesey, | 


il George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston | 


-Robinsan, Rockwell, Root, Rosé, Rumsey, Sackett; Sawe 


tele; Schenck, Schermertiorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Shep- 
perd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P.Stanton 
H Stanton, T. Stevens, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Janves 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellbarn, Wentworth, 
White, Williams, Wilson, and Woodward--138. 00: ©" 

So the substitute was rejected, : 

The question recurring upon agreeing tothe ort- 
ginal resolution of Mr.’ Sranty, the yeas and 
nays were ordered, . ; A 

Mr. GENTRY rose and said: I believe’ the 
question is debatable ? ik 
N The SPEAKER. It isnot. The 
tion is not yet exhausted. 

_ Mr. ASHE called for the readin: 
tion; which was read. 

The question, ‘Shall the resolution be adopt- 
ed?” was then taken, and resulted—yeas 49, nays 
132; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Thomas B. Batler, 
Campbell, Chaadler, Clarke, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Gout, Gould, Halloway, Hay, Howe, Wiliam T. Jackson, 


previous ques- 


g of the resolu- 


j James G. King. John A. King,,Mars*all, Meacham, Moore, 


Nelson, Ogte, Otis, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolss, Rockwell, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerborn, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddens Stevens, Taylor, 
Thurman, Underhill. Van Dyke, and White—49.. 
NAYS.—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Andersen, Ashe, Av- 
erett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowie, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Buel, Burt, Chester Butler, Joseph: Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Casey, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Edmundson, Feather- 
ston, Fitch, Fowter, Fuller. Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Green, 
Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, T. G. Harris, S. 
W. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Hotmes, Houston, Howard, Hunter, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, Preston King, 
La Sére, Leffler, Liweticld, Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, 
McClernand, McDowell, McKissoek, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis E. MeLean, McMullen, McQueen, MeWiltie, Mill- 
son, Morehead, Morris, Morton, Newell, Olds, Orr. Out- 
law, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Potter, Powell, Richardson, 
Robbins, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stet- 


i son, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
|: Venable, Vinton, 


Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Whituesey, Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, 
and Young—182. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

The question then recurred on t 
print. 

Mr. HIBBARD moved that the whole subject 
be laid on the table. 

The question was taken, and. havin 
cided in the affirmative, 

The whole subject was laid on the table. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn, 

The question being taken, the House refused. to 
adjourn. f ey 

Mr. BOWLIN, (to the Speaker.) ` Is it in order 
now to move to proceed to call the committees for 
reports ? 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is not necessary. 


ON 
he motion to 


g been de- 


| That is the regular order of business, and the 
| Chair will proceed to call the committees for re 


ports 
if no other motion should be made. : 

Mr. BOWLIN. As the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Danrex,] who is entitled tothe floor, 
is not, from the state of his health, prepared to go 
on with his remarks at this time,’ Í would suggest 
that the call of the committees should be proceeded 
with, i 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved that. the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
private calendar. 

The motion, by ayes 55, noes 83, was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE said, that as the gentieman from 


| North Carolina [Mr. Danvex] did not feel able to 


proceed with his remarks to-day, he (Mr. W.) 
would move that the House take up the appropria- 
tion bills on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can be made 
only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHITE. [am aware of that. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WHITE. There is one bill-— oe 

TheSPEAKER. All remarks are out of order. 
The gentleman was entitled to make his motion. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I will call for the regular 


! order of business, 


‘Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative. : 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

Mr. HALL moved that the House proceed to 
the business on the Speaker’s table. : 

Mr. STANLY suggested, as his colleague (Mr. 
Dax) was indisposed; that same. other gentle- 


man be allowed to take the floor, with the general 
understanding that it should be awarded to- his 
colleague hereafter. j os 
The SPEARER said, this could: be done only 
by universal consents. - < 000 
Cries of ‘Agreed,’ in various parts of the 
Flouse. i 
2 MP ROBINSON objected, and wished simply 
to sa i 
he SPEAKER interposed, and stated that re- 
marks were not in order. ` 
“Mr. ROBINSON added, that upon all occa- 
sions he had voted for the prévious question, and 
he should continue to use hts efforts to bring the 
debate to a close~at the earliest moment, whoever 
might want to speak. ` 
Mr. DANIEL took the floor, and, 
After some conversation, he yielded to 
; Mr. BOW LIN, who moved that the House ad- 
ourn.: ; f 
: Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, called the 
yeas-and nays; which were ordered. 
The motion was put, and, by yeas 88, nays 84, 
it was agreed to. 
So the House adjourned. 


PETITION AND MEMORIAL. 
The following petition and memorial were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. WALDO: The memorial of Cheeny & Brothers 
and 18 others, importers aud manufacturers of silks, asking 
for a reduction of the duties on raw silk. 

By Mr. WILMOT: 
Canton, Bradford county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to authorize the issuing to him of a patent for a longer period 
than ia now provided for by law. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, September 2, 1850. 
“The Journal of Saturday was read. 

Mr. GOTT stated that his name was erroneously 
recorded in the affirmative upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] to the 
resolution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
Mr. Sranty,] relative to the refusal of Messrs. 
Ritchie and Sengstack to answer inquiries pro- 
pounded to them by the select committee on that 
subject. He had voted in the negative, and moved 
that the Journal be corrected accordingly. 

No objection being made, 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

And the Journal, as corrected, was approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. L desire permis- 
sion of the House. to make a brief explanation in 
regard to some personal matters which occurred 
upon the floor of the House. g 

`The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land asks the unanimous consent to make a per- 
sonal explanation: is objection made? 

No objection was made, 

Mr. McLANE Mr. Speaker: 1 desire per- 
mission to state that the difficulties which occurred 
in this House between Mr. Bayxy, of Virginia, 
and Mr. Sweersnr, of Ohio, have been sausfac- 
torily adjusted, by explanation between Mr. Dis- 
NEY, of Ohio, as the friend of Mr. Sweerser, and 
myself as the friend of Mr. Bayty; and every- 
thing which was offensive or unpleasant in the 
passages between them, has been withdrawn and 
atoned for, and the relations between them as 
genticmen satisfactorily reéstablished. 


Mr. GREEN made an unsuccessful effort to in- 
troduce a resolution, which was offered by him ata 
subsequent stage of the proceedings, 


Mr. JONES called up the following resolution, 
offered by him under a suspension of the rules on 
Monday last; 

“ Resolved, That the Speaker of this House cause to be 
procured and placed in ihe front of ihe Clerk’s desk, two 
suitable seats lor the use of the Congressional Globe report- 
ers, and pay Jor ule same cut of the contingent tund of tue 
House” : 

The SPEAKER stated, that the resolution was 
the first business in order, and that the question 
was first upon agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolinia, (Mr. 
Woopwarp,| the previous question having been 
moved and seconded, and the main question 
ordered, 

ı The following was the amendment of Mr. 
Woopwarb: 


Strike. out “ reporters of the Congressional Globe,” and 
insert* the reporters to the House.” : 


‘The petition of Ephraim Roper, of | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would ‘inquire of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, if his amend- 
ment included the word “ official” before the word 
“ reporters.” i 

Mr. WOODWARD. My expression was, ‘‘ re- 


porters to. the House.” 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
ask whether there were such persons known as 
reporters to the. House? - 

Mr. WOODWARD. This resolution makes 
the reporters of the Globe reporters to the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON wished to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, in case this amend- 
ment prevailed, how many. reporters. would be in- 
troduced in front of the Clerk’s desk? lt appeared 
to him that there would not be room in the area to 
accommodate them. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, it might be true that 
the resolution did not define with sufficient. pre- 
cision those who were the reporters to the House; 
but he thought that those who made the reports 


which the House procured to be published were | 


the reporters to the House. 
The question was taken, and the amendment of 


| Mr. Woopwaap was rejected. 


The.question being upon agreeing to the reso- 
lation, 

The yeas and nays were asked; and—the count 
being taken by Messrs. Duncan and Means, tell- 
ers—were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 83, nays $2; as foliow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Bowdon, Buwtin, Ureck, Briggs, Burt, Joseph Cabie, Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Ciingiman, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, fuller, Giddings, Green, Hail, Haraisou, 
Hartan, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holaday, 
Howard, loge, Williau T. Jackson, Andrew Johuson, James 
L. Johusou, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, 
Levin, Jou Maon, MeCiernand, MeKissoek, Meacuam, 
Moore, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, 
Owen, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, 


| Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sav- 


age, Sawtelle, Schermeruorm, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, 
Frederick P. Stauton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetsou, Stroug, 
‘Thomas, ‘oombs, Venabie, Waiden, Waldo, Watkins, 
Weautworth, and Young—s3. 

NAYs—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Beale, Bennett, 
Bokee, Boyd, Albert G. Biowa, Wilham J. Brown, Burrows, 
Cbester Buter, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Campbell, Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Coie, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dunmick, Dixon, Ducr, 
Danca», Buon, Nathan bwans, Powler, Freedley, Gilasore, 
Gott, Gouid, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hihiard, Houston, J. W Jackson, Kaufman, James 
G., King, Johu A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mana, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, R. M. MeLane, F. 
E. McLeau, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Milson, Morris, 
Quis, Outlaw, Parker, R-ynoids, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Schenck, Sehooleraft, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Jacob 
‘Louompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, 


| Van Dyke, Vinton, Wallace, Wetiborn, White, Whittlesey, 


Wuidrick, Wiliams, and Wilson—82. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. JONES moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DUER, and Mr. THOMPSON of Missis- 
sippi, asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the motion. 

f THE MAIL STEAMERS. 

Mr. GREEN then moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: i 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectiuliy requested to couimunicate to this House the fuil 


j and exaet cust of each of the lines of mail steamers now 


in service of the Government, showing the original ad- 
vances, annual and azgregate, to each, and the amounts 
subsequenly paid, wuether for fuel, repairs, provision, 
officers’ salarics, scamen’s wages, &e., distinguishing each 5 
also, what receipts bave been paid into the Treasury from 
each line tor postage or otherwise, from said service for 
each year; and also, that he inform the House whether any 
of said fines have ever been, or are now, hypothecated, by 
the contractors, in whole or in part, to any individual, or to 
foreign States, cities, corporations, or Governments, so as 
to hazard their Use Or availability in the event of war. 

The resolution having been read— 

The SPEAKER (in reply to a question by Mr. 
Wanae) stated, thatas the resolution called for 
information, it must, if objection was made to its 
consideration at this time, lie over one day after 
the rules should have been suspended for its intro- 
duction. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ??’ 
was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 85, 
noes 56. 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GOT P called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which was again read. : 

Mr. HILLIARD rose to’ put an inquiry to the 


“THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


_Bept. 2, 


gentleman. frors Missouri, [Mr..Greew.] The 
inquiry was understood to be, whether .a similar 
resolution had not already been adopted by the 
Senate? 2 ae ; 

Mr. GREEN replied, not. a similar resolution, 
so far as he was informed.- : 

Mr. HILLIARD ‘said, he was. informed that 
such was the fact, although he- could not speak 
positively. : i 

Objection was made to further remarks.. 

And the question, “Shall the’ rules be sus- 
pended??? was again taken, and resulted-——yeas 
126, nays 53; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston,’ Anderson) 


Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Breck, Albert G, Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, 


li George A. Caldwell, Carter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobh, 


Danicl, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Futter, Gentry, Gerry, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gou, Green, lall, Haralson, Harlan, 1. 


iG, Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, 


Holladay, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, J. W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnsons Jones, 
Julian, Preston King, La Sère, Lefer, Levin, Litheñeld, 
Horace Mann, J. Maun, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
Gaughey, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, McQueen, 
MeWillie, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morton, 
Newell, Ogle, Oids, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Praslee, 
Peck, Phelps. Pitman, Potter, Powell, Richard-on, Robbins, 
Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Watden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Weliborn, 
Wentworth, Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Young—- 
126. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Baker, Bennett, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Buter, Thomas B. Butler, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Casey, Chandter, Clarke, 
Cote, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dixon, Duer, 
Etiot, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gould, Grinnell, Holloway, 
Haymond, Hilliard, Holmes, Howe, William T. Jackson, 
James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Matteson, Moore, Nelson, Putnam, Rey- 
nolds, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Laylor, Toombs, Vinton, and 
White—53. 


So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended. : 
The resolution being thus before the House— 

The SPEAKER said, if no objection is made, 
the question will be on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. : 

Mr. GREEN called the previous question. 

There wasa second. The main question was 
ordered, and, having been taken, the resolution 
was adopted. : 

Mr. SILVESTER. 1 movea suspension of the. 
rules, to enable me to offerthe resolution which I 
send to the chair. oe 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear what 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sinvesrer] 
says. 

Mr. SILVESTER stated his motion. 

Mr. JACKSON, of New York. I rise toa 
privileged question. I move to reconsider the vote 
on the resoiution authorising the Speaker to place 
seats for reporters in the front of the Speaker’a 
table. And J ask the yeas and nays on that mo- 


| tion, 


The SPEAKER, Did the gentleman vote in 
the affirmative? j 

Mr. JACKSON. J did. 

Mr. WOODWARD. [ move that the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. GOTT asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. FOWLER, and Mr. BROWN of Missis- 
sippi, made inquiries of the Speaker as to the 
question before the House. 

The SPEAKER explained it. A 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 87, nays 99, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Baker, Bayly, Binghain, Bowdon, Bowlin, Briggs, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Buel, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, 
Clingman, Daniel, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Ewing, Feather- 


| ston, Fuller, Gorman, Green, Hall, Haralson, Harlan, [sham 


G. Harris, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Andrew 
Jotinson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, Jones, 
Julian, Kaufman, Kerr, Preston King, Levin, Job Mann, 
Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McGaughey, MeKissock; 
MeWillie, Meacham, Millson, Moore, Morton, Nelson, New- 
eli, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peaseiee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, 
Richardson, Robhins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Frederiek P. Sian- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Sweetser, Thomas, Toombs, Ven- 
able, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, Witliains, 
Woodward, and Youug—s7. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Andrews, Beale, 
Bennett, Bokee, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, 'Tnomas B. Butler, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, iiot, Nathan 
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Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, 
Gou, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamuiond, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hayinond, Henry, Hilliard, Holmes, Rouston, Howe, 
Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, George 
G. King, James G. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefieid, Hor- 
ace Mann, Matteson, McDonald, Robert M. McLane, Finis 
E. MeLean, MeMullen, McQueen, Meade, Morris, Outlaw, 
Parker, Phoenix, Pitman, Pauiam, Reed, Reynolds, Roek- 
well, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- 
horn, Schooleratt, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Viton, Watiace, Wellborn, 
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, and Wilson—g9, 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the mo- 
tion to reconsider— 

Mr. GOTT moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the vote by which the resolution was agreed 
to was reconsidered. 

‘The question recurred upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to į 
lay the resolution on the table. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

Mr. GOTT moved to reconsider the last vate, 
and to lay that motion on the table. 

Which latter motion was agreed to. 

THE RECENT MISSION TO LIBERIA. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Sirvester’s | 
motion to suspend the rules to introduce the fol- | 
lowing resolution: 

“« Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if the same, in-his 
opinion, is not incompatible with the public interest, the re- 
sultofthe mission of Rev. R. R. Gurley to the Republic of 
Liberia, and especially the report of that gentleman of his 
visit to that country, which report is now ou file in the State 
Department.” 

The question was taken, and the vote was— 
ayes 90, noes 55. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended, and the resolution 
was not received. : 

: LIST OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. DANIEL asked leave to report from the 
Committee of Claims, the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the more effectually to carry out the in- 
tention of the House as expressed in a resolution passed 
on the 27th day of January, 1848, the Clerk of this House be, 
and he is hereby directed to employ such number of expe- 
rienced clerks (in addition to his own clerks, whose duty 
it shall be to assistthereat without additional compensation, 
When not otherwise officially employed) as wili insure the 
completion, withiu twelve wouths, of an alphabetical list of 
all claims submitted to this House from the day of its urgani- 
zation tò the end of the present Congress, according to the 
plan indicated in the above resolution ; their compensation 
shall be the same as that allowed the engrossing clerks of 
the House. The Clerk shall cause the work to be printed 
as a publie document; and to secure accuracy, shall take 
care to have the clerks carefully compare the proof-sheets 
with the manuscript copy. 

Mr. CROW ELL objected. 

Mr. DANIEL moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to introduce the resolution; and he de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL asked leave to make an explana- 
tion, 

The SPEAKER stated, that the gentleman 
could only do it by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ?”’ 
was then taken, and resulted—yeas 132, nays 48; 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, 
Buel, Burt, ‘Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cabie, George A. 
Caldwell, Carter, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Daniel, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Duntiain, Durkee, 
Alexander Evaus, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, 
Gorman, „Gutt, Gouid, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Haloway, 
Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Howe, 
Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, Kaufinan, George G. 
King, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefictd, 
Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, McCternand, McDowcll, 
McGaughey, MeKissock, Robert M. McLane, MeMullen, 

© McQueen, MeWillie, Meachain, Meade, Millson, Moore, 
Morehead, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Ous, 
Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Phænix, Pitman, Potter, 
Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Russ, Rumsey, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Schenck, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stetson, S weetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Touowpson, John B. ‘thompson, Van Dyke, Venable, Wal- 
den, Waldo, Waitace, Watkins, Whituesey, Wildrick, 
Woodward, and Young—132. 

-NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Baker, Bennett, 
Breck, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Joseph P. Caid- 


j 
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well, Clarke, Congér, Corwin, 
Duer, Eliot, Nathan Evaus, Freediey, Gentry, Hayinond, 
Hunter, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, 
Kerr, James. G. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Mar- 
shall, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Reynolds, Rockwell, Reot, 
Rose, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Thurman, ‘Tombs, Tack, Underhill, Vinton, White, and 
W iiliams—48, > 

So, two thirds votin 
were suspended. 

The resolution being thus before the House asa 
report from the Committee of Claims— 

Mr. DANIEL, prefacing the motion with afew 
words of explanation, which it was impossible to 
hear correctly, demanded the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON requested him to withdraw. 

Mr. DANIEL declined to do so. 


Crowell, Deberry, Diekey, 


g in the affirmative, the rules 


Mr. CROWELL called for the reading of the | 


resolution referred to by the resolution reported 
from the Committee of Claims. 

The resoluiion was read. 

Mr. JONES asked the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Daniet] so to modify the resolu- 
tion as to limit the number of clerks to two. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, inquired what 
was the pay of the engrossing clerks? 


The SPEAKER replied, fifteen hundred dollars | 


a year. 
Mr. DANIEL declined to modify the resolution 
as suggested by Mr. Jones, on the ground (as the 
reporter understood) that the number of clerks 
designated in the resolution was requisite to the 
completion of the work within twelve months. 


Mr. DUNHAM inquired of the Speaker, whether | 


it would be in order to call for the reading of the 


letter which had veen communicated by the Clerk | 


of the House on the subject? 


The SPEAKER said, unanimous consent would | 


be required. 


Objection having been made, the letter was not | 


read. 


whether it would be in order to move an amend- 
ment to the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand for 
the previous question. 

The question on the demand for the previous 
question was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 
85, noes not heard. 

But no quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Waxpo and 
Duncan were appointed. ' 

‘The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood in favor of the demand for the previous 
question 99, noes not counted. 

So there was a second, And the main question 
(on the adoption of the resolution) was ordered to 


| be now taken. . 
Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on the | 


main question; which were refused. 

Mr. J. moved that the resolution be laid on the 
table, 

The question was taken, and decided in the ne 
alive. $ 

So the House decided that ihe resolution should 
not be laid upon the table. 

And then the resolution was adopted. 


Ou 
D 


Mr. DANIEL moved a reconsideration of the | 


vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

INTERCOURSE WITH INDIAN TRIBES, &e. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 
by unanimous consent, the bill from the Senate 
entitled “An act to extend the benefits of the act 
to regulate intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
to preserve peace on the frontiers,” approved 30ih 
June, 1834, to the people of the State of Texas 
and others, was taken up, read a first and second 
time by its tiule, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. i 

THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 

Mr. BOYD. 1 hope that the House, by unan- 
imous consent, will agree to make the bill in rela- 
tion to the Texan boundary the special order from 
day to day unul it shall have been disposed of, 
My object is, to make it the special order for every 
day until final action has been taken upon it, even 
to the exclusion of the busines of the morning 
hour. 

Mr. BOWLIN objected.. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rules, to en- 
able him to submit the motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested to 
the gentleman to modify his motion to make the 
bill the special order at twelve o’clock each day. 


: 2 - £ 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, inquired ! 


Mr. BOYD: | move to suspend thera 
i do not modify my motion at present: : 
The SPEAKER, The Chair would “state to. 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that if the rules 
| are suspended, it will be beyond the power of-the 
gentleman to modify his motion, as-it will then be 
in possession of the House. ‘ : 
r. BOYD. Í move, then, that the bill bemade 
the special order for to-morrow at twelve o’clock; 


les, and. 


j 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i and on each succeeding day at twelve o'clock 
gy aay veo: clock; 


i until disposed of. PIE cee 
Mr. VINTON inquired whether the bill. did-not 

come up as unfinished business every day, after 

the morning hour had expired? ; 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair has already deci- 

ji ded that it is the unfinished business, and first in 


ji order upon the Speaker’s table. 

| Mr. VINTON was understood to say that there 
va no necessity, then, for making it a special or- 
i der. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BOYD submitted the motion indicated, to 
make the Texas bourdary bill the special order at 
twelve o’clock to-morrow, and eath- succeeding 
: day until disposed of. 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired; in case the 
motion was agreed to, whether 1t would-be in‘or- 
der to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? be kan 28 aire 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would 
be. This resolution does not control the action of 
| the House. 
|| Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 


ji 
fi 
i 
i 


j 


i 
i 
i 
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|| stood to say, that if the bill were made-the special 
i| order, it could be referred, and wouid continue the 
|| Special order in committee, 

|, The question was taken, and the motion of Mr. 
Boyp was agreed to. 

Sothe Texas boundary bill from the Senate was 
made the special order for to-morrow, and every 
suveeguent day, at twelve o'clock, until disposed 
of. 
|! ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked leave to* 
i| offer the following resolution; which was read for 
t 


information: 


| Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) ‘That the President of 
| the Senate and we Speaker of the House of Representatives 
| adjourn their respective Houses, sine die, ou the fourth 
; Monday of September next at twelve v’clock, m; 

Objection being made, 

Mr. HARRIS moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to offer the resolution; and he demanded 
the yeas and nays. ; 

The yens and nays were ordered. 

; The question, * Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was then taken, and resulted—yeas 105, nays 86; 
as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs, Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bayly, Bingham, Bowdon, Boyd, 
| Breck, Albert G. Brown, Williams J. Bro su, Buel, Burt, 
| Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
i Josep P. Caidweli, Clingman, W. R. W, Coob, Crowell, 
| Daniel, Deberry, Diekey, Dimmick, Bdmund-on, Bwiig, 
| Featherston, Pitch, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings Guinere, Gur- 
i mau, Green, Bali, Haralson, Harlan, isba o G. Harris, Sampi 
| son W. Harris, Haymond, Hoagland, Uoltadgy, Holiness, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Afdrew John- 
son, James L. Jounson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julia, 
La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Maun, Marshall, Mason, 
McDonald, McDowell, McGanghey, Robert M. MeLane, 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, 
| Milson, Morris, Morse, Morton, Newell, Oids, Orr, Ous, 
Owen, Parker, Powell, Robinson, Rose, Savage, Schenck, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard A. Sian- 


ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob ‘Thomp- 
i son, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, 
| Van Dyke, Venable, Wallace, Wathans, Wellbura, Whit- 
j esey, Wiliams, aud Woodward—li5. . 

NAYS — Messis. Alexander, Alien, Bennett, Bokee, 
| Booth, Bowie, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Buder, Campbell, 
Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
| Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
| Blot, Nathan Evans, Puller, Gentry, Gout, Gould, Gravel, 
i Halloway, Hanimonud, Heny, Hibbard, Hidiard, Howe, 
Hunter, Wikian T. Jackson, Kerr, George G. King, James 
G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston Kiug, Horace Mann, Matte- 
son, MeCleruand, MeKissock, Meacham, Moore; Nelson, 
Ogle, Ouilaw, Peasiee, Peck, Phetps, Phenix, Pitman, Pot- 
ter, Purnam, Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Senermertiorn, School 
| craft, Spaulding, Spragne, Stauly, Stetson, Fayloi; Thurman, 
Underhili, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White; 
Whildrick, Witson, aud Young—x6, 


So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received, 


THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. BOYD moved a reconsideration.of the vote 


i by which the Texan boundary bill had been made 
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the special order, and that that motion be laid. on 
‘the table. 90 o pe 
Ordered accordingly. : 
o THE TARIFF. 
. Mr. VAN DYKE asked. the unanimous. con- 
sent of the House to offer the following resolution; 
which was read for information: : 
è, Miar 
ResoWel, That the: Committee of Ways and Means be 
~.inatructed to report to this House, as speedily as possible, a 
“bill to modify our present revenue laws; and so to increase 
“thé duties on foreign articles, which come into competition 
with our own prodacts, as to give fair and reasonable pro- 
tection tothe labor and. industry of this country, and that 
such duties be made specifie whenever itis practicable to 
do so. ` ` 


‘The resolution having been read, 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the rules be sus- 
“pended to enable him to offer the resolution, and 
“on that motion he asked the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered. 7 R 

The question was taken, ‘and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 89, nays 98; as follow: 

YEAS Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Baker, 
Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, 
Thomas B. Butter, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, ‘Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duer, Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Griunell, Halloway, 
Haymand, Henry, Houston, Howe, William T. Jackson, 
James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshail, Mason, Matteson, 
McGaughey, MeKissock, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, New- 
ell, Ogle, Otis, Peek, Phenix, Pitnain, Puinam, Reed, Rey, 
nolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Bchenck, Schermerhorn, Schootcralt, Shepperd, Siivester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, ‘Paylor, 

. James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, White, and Wilson—89. i 
.NAYS—Messrs. Alberison, Ashe, Averett, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, Joseph 
, P. Caldwell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Danicl, 
Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gor- 
man, Green, Hall, Haralson, Harlan, I. G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris. Hibhard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, 
Inge, J. W, Jackson, Andrew Jobuson, Robert W. Jobnson, 
Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littiefield, Job 
Mann,Mec(Clernand, McDowell, Robert M, McLane, Finis B. 
McLean, MeMutlen, McQueen, Me Willie, Meade, Millson, 
. Morris, Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
` Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Kichard H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, John. B. Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Well- 
born, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Woodward, and 
Young—93, 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. 

i THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

.Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked leave to 
report, from the Committee on the District of Co- 

_lumbia, the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the biis and joint resolutions reported 

feom the Committee on the District of Columbia be niade 
s the'special order of the day for the third Friday and Satur- 
day in Sepenber, 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BROWN moved that the rules be suspended 
to enable him to offer the resolution; and he de- 
manded tellers. 

The House refused to order tellers, 

And the motion was put and rejected. 

So thapesolution was not received. 

DUTY ON IRON. 
Mr: PRESTON KING asked leave to offer the 
following resolution: 
` Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
, Structed to report a dill so modifying the tariff of 1846 aa to 
. make the duties on iron specific atthe rates they would now 
be if ihe‘ad valorem duty of 1846 had been made a specific 


duty equal. to the ad valorem duty levied by that act at the 
time it became a law. 


Mr. HALL and others objected. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr, OUTLAW moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion, by ayes 67, noes 79, was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the suspension of 
the rules. 

Some conversation followed between the Speak- 
er and Mr. HOUSTON, on a point of order. 

Mr. DUER inquired of the Speaker whether it 
would be in order to move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the Speaker’s table? 

‘The SPEAKER said, it could only be done by 
unanimous consent, or under a suspension of the 


rules. ; 
Mr, WHITE, After the pending question shall 


to proceed to the regular order of business? : 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of the States for resolutions; but so 
long as gentlemen address the Chair, are recog- 
nized, and make motions to suspend the rules, the 
Chair cannot proceed to call for the regular order 
of business. . - 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 85, nays 104; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Baker, Bennett, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandier, Ctarke, Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 
Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Geutry, Gilmore, 
Gout, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Haymond, 
Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, James L. Johnson, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, Horace Mann, Job Maun, Mason, Matteson, Mc- 
Gaughey, Robert M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, 
Nelson, Oxle, Otis, Phenix, Pitman, Pumam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooi- 
craft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Strong, Taylor, James Fhompson, Thurman, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, White, Wil- 
i liams, and Wilson—85. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
| Beale, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowden, Bowie, Bowl-n, 
Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William J. Baown, Buet, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Cartter, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, De- 
berry, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Haralson, Hartan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
| W. Harris, Hibbard, Hiliiard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Wiiliam T., Jacksop, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La 
Sére, Leter, Litdefield, McClernand, McDonatd, MeDow- 
ell, McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Milison, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Powter, Powell, Richardson, Rubin- 
son, Root, Rose, Ross, Ruwsey, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stauton, Stet- 
son, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, ‘Tuck, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whitilesey, Woodward, 
| and Young—l04. 


So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. Any 

Mr. HOUSTON asked leave to offer a résolu- 
tion, which he sent up to the Clerk’s desk. 
{ On motion, the House adjourned. 


| IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, September 2, 1850. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
inhabitants of the counties of Warren, Washing- 
ton, and Saratoga, in the State of New York, pro- 
| testing against the extension of ‘ Parker’s patent 
percussion and reaction water-wheels;”’ which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office. 

` Mr. DAYTON presented the memorial of Sam- 
i uel Perrine, setting forth that he has. charge of the 
| surf-boat with appurtenances, station No. 7, on 
Jersey coast, between Sandy Hook and Little Egg 
Harbor; and that itis attended with considerable 
trouble, and consumes much time, and asking that 
compensation may be allowed him; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of citizens of 
Morgantown, in the State of Tennessee, asking the 
| establishment of a mail route from Knoxville, 
| through Morgantown, to Madisonville, in that 
| State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition from 
i citizens of Lowa, asking the establishment of a mail 
| route from Fairfield to Waugh’s Point, in that 
.Staie; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. YULEE submitted a document in relation 
to the claim of Rufus Hoyt to an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented the proceedings of a 
| public meeting, held in Montgomery, in the State 
| of Alabama, containing a preamble and resolutions 
asserting the constitutional rights of the South, and 
declaring their intention to uphold them, and 
urging the adoption of the Missouri compromise 
line of 36° 30! as the proper basis for the adjust- 
ment of the question of slavery. 

In presenting the resolutions Mr. CLEMENS 
said: | have had these resolutions in my posses- 
j sion for more than a week, but have been pre- 
vented from presenting them by serious indispo- 
sition. ‘The resolutions are those of the usual 
character of those recently adopted by southern 
meetings, except that they go on to denounce by 
| implication the action of the Senate in the settle- 


i 
i 


have been ‘disposed of, will it not then be in order 


ment of the Texas boundary. Now, sir, E hold 
that thosè gentlemen had.a perfect right to request 
me ‘to present these resolutions, but considering 
the votes you and Ihave given upon this question 
of boundary, they had no right to expect me to 
present them in silence.: I therefore take occasion 
to say, that howeverrespectable that meeting may 
have been, in my opinion it does not reflect the 
sentiments of more than one-tenth of the people 
of Alabama. This isnotthe issue the people de- 
sire to make, and I-has ‘no: hésitation: in. saying 
that the Montgomery meeting have mistaken pub- 
lic opinion. A clear invasion of. southern rights 
l hope the people of Alabama will always. be 
ready to resist, but they are not prepared to light 
the flames of civil war because a proposition has 
been made to Texas to settle a question of dis- 
puted boundary by mutual agreement. If a 
wrong has been done, the remedy is in the hands 
of Texas, and I think she is competent to judge 
for herself what her honor and her interesis de- 
mand. 

l add further, that, however much respect the 
members of that meeting may be entitled to, and 
however kindly I may be disposed to regard them, 
I must think the Senate of the United States, with 
the means of information in their possession, 
quite as well qualified to decide correctly the 
matter in dispute. 

The resolutions were then ordered to lie on the 
table. 

“PUBLIC OFFICES IN ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the purehase of a site and commencement of a building 
for the purposes of a custom-house, independent treasury, 
post office, and other offices for the use of the United States, 
in the city of Bt. Louis. 

COLONY OF LIBERIA. 

Mr. DAYTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate the report of the Rev. R. R. Gurley, 
who was recently sent out by Government to obtain infor- 
mation in respect to Liberia. 

OVERFLOWED LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. DOWNS, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introducea bill to aid the 
State of Louisiana in reclaiming the overflowed 
lands therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr: D., in asking leave to introduce this bill, 
said: ; 

Mr. Present: As this is an important bill to 
the State which | iu part represent; as ita intro- 
duction has been deiayed for some time for a re- 
port from the Department of the Interior; as I have 
devoted more attention to the subject than I sup- 
posed the Committee on Public Lands, to which I 
shall move its reference, could find time to do at 
this late and busy period of the session; and as it 
might be construed to grant more than it does, Í 
wish to make a few remarks in explanation of it, 

A great calamity has twice, in less than two years, 
afflicted Louisiana, and there is reason to frar, un- 
less prevented, it will become annual, Nor pru- 
dence, or foresight, or employment of means at 
her command, could have prevented it: I allude to 
the inundation of the delta of the Mississippi and 
its tributaries in that State, 

To forma correct conception on the subject, it 
is proper to look at the extent of the land in Loui 
siana subject to overflow. The Mississippi river, 
which formsa boundary line for many other States, 
runs through Louisiana alone, and enters the ocean 
by its many debouchments in her borders; its 
western shore, from the Arkansas line to the Ba- 
lize, a distance of some seven hundred miles, and 
its eastern shore, from the line of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, a distance of two hundred and fifty miles, 
to the Gulf of Mexico, being in that State, near one 
thousand miles on both sides, and all alluvial and 
subject to inundation, except at a few spots on the 
eastern border above Baton Rouge, where the 
high lands first appear on the river. In addition 
to this, the banks of Red river, Ouachita river, 
Black river, Atchafalaya, and other navigable riv- 
ers and bayous, with many thousand miles more 
of shore, are thus subject to inundation. 

The quantity of land subject to inundation is 
about ten millions of acres, or more than one third 
of the State. To give an idea of the destruction 
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of these overflows, I will quote descriptions. of 
them by competent public officers, who saw them 
and made reports upon -the subject... And first, 
from the State engineer of Louisiana, in his last 
annual report, speaking of the overflow of 1849, 
that of 1850 not having then occurred. He says: 


“ Between the mouth of Red river and the Balize nine 
large crevasses occurred; above that point the whole region 
was under water; Red river spread destruction from the 
Raft ta the Mississippi by its infuriated floods; from three to 
Jive millions of dol ars worth of property was destroyed ; and 
who can tell what would have been the fate of New Orleans 
and the lower coast had not these crevasses occurred 2”? 


He might have added, indeed, that all the exer- | 


tions of the city authorities and the expenditure 


Of some $100,000 could not prevent the overflow | 
of about one third of the city for more than a! 
{ have here an interesting map of the in- | 

undated district at the time in the city and vicinity, | 
“taken from surveys of an able engineer, Professor | 


month, 


Forshey, and engraved for and published in the 
Delta on Ist of July, 1849, showing clearly the 
injury and danger of the city. Extensive em- 
bankments were, after the overflow of that year 
had subsided, thrown up; yet all this, it is thought, 
would not have saved the city in the last great 
overflow of 1850, if the great Bonne Carré cre- 
vasse, more than one thousand yards wide and five 
or six feet deep, had not taken off so much of the 
water above the city as to prevent it. 

So much for the overflow of 1849. That of the 
present year, which has now just subsided, was 
still more extensive and destructive. I prefer, in 
this instance, as in the other, to adopt the language 
of another public officer, highly competent to 
judge of such a matter, and not a citizen of the 
State, or having any bias or sympathy with her 
on the subject, 


Joha Wilson, Esq., the able and experienced | 
head of the surveying department of the General | 


Land Office, who was sent to Louisiana last spring 


by his department, to put in operation the system | 
‘of selections of the swamp lands ceded to the State |! 
by the act of the 2d of March, 1849, being in that | 
eountry when the overflow was at its highest point, | 
thus describes it in his report, sent in by the Sec- |! 
retary of the Interior, on the call made in the Sen- |: 


ate recently: 


“The river having broken thraùgh the embankments or | 


fevees, was washing over the conutry with the force of a 
torrent, Carry ruin and destruction in its course. 
the levees were sufficiently high and stroug to resist the 
pressure ofthe water, the rear lands were inundated by the 
river flowing through the crevasses or creeks, &e.; until the 
whole, except a few hundred feet ofthe front land, next the 
levers, was overflowed. 

“A great number of plantations and settlements were en- 


tirely submerged, and the only mode of access or egress left ! 


to the inhabitants was by boats or platforms, erected "whe 
practicable, on frames above the surrounding waters. 
state of things v 
villages or lowe 
the streets being wholly under water. 


The inhabitants 


were thus deprived of every opportunity of engaging in any i 


industrial pursuit, and consequently of the means of eart 
ence, as the land could not be cultivated; and 
many cases there was not sufficient dry ground on which 


to cat wood for fuel for steamboats that navigate the rive 


The cattle had taken refuge on the most elevated spots, and | 


were seeking a scanty subsistence from the leaves of bushes 
on the tops of the young cane; and frequently, getting into 
deep water, were carried away by the force of the current 
and drowned, 

“The scene for many miles thus presented was harrow- 
ing in the extreme, and appeals to every principle of buman- 


ity for all the succor and relief that ean be extended in the Í 


premises, Neither was it temporary in its character, for I 
Was assured by many that it was nearly as bad as last year 
and the year. belore; and that there lad been but little, if 
any, abatement of the evil since Lhe early part of last Janu- 
ary. 


*“ [tis estimated that property to the amount of miilions ! 
of doitars bas been destroyed; and although ihe city of New ! 
Orleans. and a considerable portion of the southern section | 
of the State, have been preserved by the drainage of the | 
surplus water through the crevasses, and over the country | 


above, those portions of the Siate can have Bo guaranty of 
an immunity from a like infliction till a radical remedy is 
applied’? * 

Such is faintly—for no language could adequately 
describe it—-the extent of these great calamities, 
which it now seems there is too much reason to 
fear will become annual, unless some adequate 
remedy can be speedily applied. 

In ordinary efflictions, | am aware it may be 
said that the States have no right to demand, and 


the United States Government have now power to: 


109 


Where }1 


This | 
as not limited to the country: some of the ! 
along the river were in a like condition, ! 


£ 

principle, but can have- no application to a case 
such as we are now considering, for many reasons, 
some of which I will mention. The power of the 
National Government to grant relief, E presume, 
cannot and will not be disputed in such a case as 
| this; for it has never, I believe, been serious! 
questioned that it may, as a great landholder, con- 
tribute a portion of its land, or the proceeds, to in- 
crease the value of the other. It is in accordance 
with this principle that Congress has frequently 
! before, and at its present session, granted land to 
aid in the construction of railroads and other im- 
provements. Mr. Calhoun, the great champion of 
a strict construction of the power of the General 
Government, never, | believe, doubted such a 


lands in the States to them; and President Polk, 
who went as far as any public man against appro- 
priations for internal improvements by the General 
Government, as one of the last acts of his brilliant 
and successful administration, signed the act of the 
24 March, 1849, “to aid the State of Louisiana 
in draining the swamp lands therein,” which 
i| granted lands to the State for the same purpose as 
‘lis now intended by the bill under consideration. 
The power, then, cannot be doubted. 

As little can the justice, equity, expediency, 
or wisdom of such relief as is here sought be 
| drawn in question. It is just and equitable, be- 
| cause the levees, heretofore made entirely at the 


claimed, as the official documents show, 1,719,188 
acres of overflowed land, which bas been sold by 
the Government for 2,148,885 dollars. 


more than one half being thus received from re- 
claimed lands for the benefit of the United States. 
They ought to make some remuneration for this. 
The expenses of making and keeping up these 
i levees cannot be exactiy estimated, but they no 
doubt amount to many millions. 

Here what Mr. Wilson says in his report on 
this subject: 

& Alt the rear lands, that are of any value, have been re- 
claimed by the construction and perpetuation ofthosr levees; 
and thus, so far as any of those Jands have been sold by the 
Government, (and it is believed that hundreds of thousands 
of acres of sue + Jands have been sold,) the Government has 
! been so far benefited at the expense of the people of Louisi- 
|| ana; for none of those lauds wouid have been disposed of 
! had they not thas been reclaimed.” 

Another ground of the claim of the State on the 
United States is, that the increased overflow of 
the last few years has been caused in a great 
measure by the sales of lands bordering on the 
Mississippi and its tributaries out of the State, and 
the consequent extension of the levees up the 
river, and the opening of more lands sold by the 
United Staies in other portions of the great valley 
which is drained by it. 

If she has enriched herself by these means, 
while it has been the cause of great injury to 
Louisiana and other States on the lower part of 
i; the valley, she ought to indemnify her for it. 
is one of the wisest maxims of the civil law, which 
is the basis of our system of equity, “that what- 
ever ‘act of man causes injury to another he is 
bound to repair.” The same principle ought to 
apply, and is usually applied to Governments. 
The only difference between individuals and Gov- 
ernments is, that the latter cannot be compelled, 
like the former, to do what is just and equitable. 
The act, therefore, roust be voluntary, but it is 
not therefore the less binding morally, but, on the 
contrary, is more so. Here, then, is the principle 
—the law; let us now apply the evidence tè it. 
I shall draw it from official and authentic sources 
alone. What, then, are the causes of the in- 
creased overflows for the last few years. Mr. 
Wilson on this point says: ` 


s I, ia reasonable to suppose that the whole country is 
now more rapidly and thoroughly drained into the Missis- 
sippi than when ina state of nature. “Phen, no doubt, a 
great quantity of water was collected in pools and swamps, 
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ET of course, so far rclieved the bed of the stream, but, 
il as the lands are opened up by cultivation, this water is dis- 
1 charged at once into the river, thus adding to its volume. 
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rant relief. This may be correct as a general |; 


power, and once proposed to cede all the public | 


| expense of individuals and the State, have re- | 


The whole | 
of the receipts from sales in the State, up to the i 
1st of January, 1849, amounted 4,086,409 dollars, 


It} 


and there remained until carried off by gradual evaporation. | 


i| general ruin. 


_ & This, itis bélievéd, is one of the causes of the great 
incercase in the waters of the Mississippi for the few" pust 
years”? f: } 7 


From anothersource; not the report, but equally 
entitled to consideration; I. have this.statement on 


this point: re 

“Phe improvements required for preventing the overflow 
of the Mississippi river, in the State of Louisiana, should, 
strictly speaking, be made by the General Government; be- 
cause the aceunulation of water that produces that over- 


| flow is collected trom a great number of the’other. States, 


if Louisiana had nothing to contend with but: the waters 
whieh fal! withia her limits, she would have no trouble or 
expense in providing for il; but as itis, there are drained 
through that State ali the surplus waters of the whole of 
Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, aud the territory west of those 
States; the most of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois; great part of Kentucky, Tennessee, and 


| Mississippi”? 


“Mr. Wooldridge, the State engineer of Louisi- 
ana, in his jast annual report, states: 


“The experience of the past, together with a proper ap- 
preciation ot the causes which are canstantly at work to 
increase our danger, should arouse us to put forth all our. 
evergy 3 so that we may be prepared for the’ next great 
flood, which may be niore memorable than all the past have 
beens The regular and constant extension of the levees 
above, the clearing of the lands affording more easy and 
rapid discharge of the rains, and affurding amore ready action 
tothe sin in meling the ice and snow, the prevention of 
evaporation by diminishing the exposed surface, the making 
of ent-offs—all tending to precipitate more immediately the 
floods froni above, should admonish us to be on the alert, 
and teach us that not a moment is to be fost. 

s When the Europeans first settled on the delta.of the 
Mississippi they soon discovered that they were sùhject to 
dangerous annual inondations. New Orleans was so dread- 
fully inundated the second year after its foundation, that 
Bienville and his followers had serious thoughts of abanden- 
ing it as the site oftheir great city of the delta, Observation, 
however, and reflection on what many of them had proba 
bly seen in Eurepe, soon led them to the conchrsion that 
they could protect themselves by levees or dikes. This 
plan was immediately adopted, and prosecuted with so much 
vigor, not only at the city, but in the country, that we find, 
according to Monette, the historian of the valley of the Mis-. 
sissippi, it soon extended over alarge portion of the coast. 
His words are : (In 1752, only thirty-five years afier its foun- 
dation, plantations lined the banks of the river for wwenty 
tiles below the city, and fora much greater distance above, 
In this distance the whole coast was ina high state of enliti- 
vation, and nearly the whole securely protected against the 
floods of the river by levees.? as 

« For nearly a century after this period no inconvenience 
seems to have resulted from the leveeing system, and all 
seemed to regard it as the only mode of protection. ‘State 
and parochial laws were made for the construction and pro~ 
tection of the levees, and it became the firmly established 
protective policy of the country. So fully was ‘this policy 
established, and so completely relied on, that several of the 
natural outlets of the river were closed up, increasing still 
more than by the mere levees the volume of water in ita 
channel, 

* In 1828 
present inhabitants occurred, sweeping its angry floods not 
only over the whole country above Red river, but over a 
large number of the plantations below, Their crops having 
been destroyed, and their force left at leisure, and their fears 
excited, the whole region above Red. river turned: their ine 
dustrious efforts to securing themselvesagainst similar mis- 
fortunes for the future, by constructing high and strong, 
levees, 1828 is the second grand epoch in the history of the 
levecing system. From that time the system has been vig- 
orousiy prosecuted, tii inundations are becoming alinost.an 
annual occurrence. Reflecting persons are heginning to zee 
that what will do very well-when only partially adopted will 
not answer for universal use; and that, thonghasingle plant- 
er may erect bia circuuvallation,and bid defiance. to the 
mighiy Mis ippi, yet, When all those residing on its hanks 
atiempt the same thing, he breaks asunder their banda, and 
spreads wholesale destruction, One may resist, him with 
impunity, but he will overwhelu a concerted effort with 
The leveeing system is a system of partial, 
individnal protection, but seems dangerous as a universal 
reliance.” 


Until a few years since, from the mouth of Red 
river to the mouth of the Qhio, on the west bank 


| and all on the east, except a few places—such as 


Natchez, Vicksburg, Memphis, &c.—where the 
highlands approach the river on that side, there 
were no settlements on the Mississippi, except the 
small patches and cabins of a few wood-choppers, 
and none of the public lands situated on, it had 
been sold. But now how different is the scene! 
All the land in Louisiana on the river has been 
sold, and most of that in Mississippi, Arkansas, 
and Missouri. Hundreds of miles of it are now 
covered by plantations on land thus sold, and in 
a few years, if these inundations ean be prevented, 
the whole of both shores of that magnificent river, 
to which the world has nothing equal, and com- 
pared with which the Rhine, the Danube, the Nile, 
the Indus, even the Mediterranean of the Old World 


the most overwhelming inundation known to thet 
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are of small-importance, will be one continued sue- 
cession of plantations, lawns, villas, and gardens, 
such as now exist. witheut interruption from Baton 


Rouge down, which never can-be forgotten by any 
‘citizen who bas seen them, and which combines so 
nhuch that is beautiful and grand with so much of 
utility and value, that it is equally the admiration 
of the lover of nature and manof taste, and of the 
-philégopher and political economist. 
doubt, I présume—though the report does not 


show that fact as to other States-as in Louisiana— | 


that, on an average, as much of. this overflowed 
land has been sold by the Government in each. of 
the. States of Mississippi, Arkansas, and Missouri 
as in the first-named State; and if this be the case, 
it would show.that more than six millions of dol- 
lars-have been received by the Government from 
land thus reclaimed, which otherwise would not 
baye ‘been. soid. To this might be added large 
-quantities-of the same kind of land sold in Hiinois, 
and some in Indiana. 5 

“Surely the United States can afford, and is mor- 
“bound; to make some indemnity for the vast 
sums thus received from the inhabitants and the 
States occupying theselands. In the daysof their 
prosperity they did not ask it; they would not do 
it now if misfortune had not come upon them, and 
in consequence of their own exertions, from which 
that great power from which they now seek relief 
has derived so much advantage. 

To show that these are not the partial or inter- 
ested views of a citizen of the State to be bene- 
fited, I refer again to the able report of Mr. Wil- 
son, which has been sent in by the Secretary of 
the Interior in his late report. After discussing 
the improvements necessary to prevent these an- 


nual inandations, he proceeds: 

“ftis true that these improvements will he expensive. 
The amount’of the cost [ have not attempted to ealeulate; 
nor can it be done with any degree of accuracy till the ne- 
cessary surveys have been made. It has been supposed that 
it may amount to six or ten millions of dolars. Admitting 
that it will cost the greatersum, or even donble that amount, 
the expense would he of no consideration in comparison to 
the benefits that would flow from it. 

“The destruction of property and crops this season, by 
the overflow, has been estimated te amount to five or seven 
millions of dollars, a recurrence of which can hereafter he 
prevented by these improvements, Moreover, about three 
or four millions of acres of Jand will be reclaimed; which, 
otherwise, would continue to be valueless. These lands 
are as fruitful as any in the world, and by proper enltivation 
would yield abundant erops of sugar and cotton, the great 
staples of the South. This increase of these articles, ac- 
eording to the laws of trade, would reduee the price of 
them; and thus all the citizens of the United States wouid 
be so far benefited. 

« The expense of making these improvements, as already 
stated, will be very heavy; much more, in fact, than can be 
realized from the inunificent grant made by Congress to aid 
iv this object, however liberally that grant may be construed. 
‘The balance must be raised by taxing the inhabitants—who 
have already contributed milions for this: purpose, and 
whose means have been seriously impaired by the disasters 
of the past and present years—unless Congress, regarding 

the matter in its true light, as one of national importance, 
should further extend the grant for this purpose, so as to in- 
clude ull the public lands in the State, which, in view of all the 
circumstances of the cuse, F respectfully recommend. 

“ The whole question, it seems to me, has resolved itscif 
into the alternative that relief must be speedily extended, 
or the low lands of Louisiana abandoned. The latter alter- 
native would be ruinous to thousands, who have spent for- 
tunes in purchasing and improving those lands; and, by re- 
ducing the amount of the annual crop of sugar and cotton 
in our country, would increase the price of those articles— 
compel us to depend, for the deficiency thus caused, on for- 
eign countries, and prove seriously inconvenient to a great 

. Number of our eitizens.?? 


These statements and recommendations of the 
report naturally suggest the following considera- 
tions, among others: 

Ist. That the important object of preventing 
these overflows cannot be accomplished without a 
further grant,” in addition to that already made, 
even though the’most liberal construction be placed 
on that grant, 

That grant (the act F 1849) was thought ade- 
quate to the state of things that then existed. But 
since that time two of the greatest overflows that 
have ever occurred have taken place. The whole 
state of the question has been changed. It has 


been found that the evil is much greater, and will |Í 


require much larger means to prevent it, than was 
then contemplated. Besides, the nature of these 
evils are such as to render that grant necessariiy 
unavailable for a long time, indeed, unti! the work 
is completed which is now so necessary. 


If you will assist us then in our present misfor- | 


tunes, you must not confine your grants to the 
lands to be reclaimed, but give us something that 
may sooner be made available. To give us these 
lands and ncthing else, under the circumstances, 


There is no } 


‘would -be like sending other petitioners for relief 


from the Government to dive and search the bot- 


tom of the sea for property lost in the unfortunate 
Missouri steamer, or other national wrecked 
vessels. - 

The grant, then, made by the act of 1849, ought 
fot to be urged, and I feel sure will not be urged 
ag an argumentagainst the relief now sought. So 
the proper department of the Executive branch of 
the Government considered it, and so I hope will 
Congress consider it. 

The report shows how much the nation at large 
is interested in this question, because if these over- 
flows continue the production of the great staples 
of sugar and cotton will be reduced and the price 
enhanced to the consumers. The writer might 
have added other considerations on this point. It 
is a low estimate to suppose that the sugar crop of 
Louisiana for the present year was diminished by 
the overflow fifty thousand hogsheads, worth 
$2,500,000,and that the cotton crop was diminished 
one hundred thousand bales, worth $4,000,000; 
and that the injury to plantations, and stock, and 
the expenses to rebuild the broken levees, will be 
$2,500,000 more. This would make the Joss 
$9,000,000; and if weadd half the amount for the 
year previous, which is too low, we have a loss of 
$13,500,000 in little more than a year. How great 
must be the injury of such a loss asthis to our for- 
eign commerce, and consequently to our revenue 
from customs, our navigation, and our exchanges. 
How great must it diminish the sales of our manu- 
factures to the planters thus injured, and our in- 
ternal navigationand commerce. How greatly must 
the destruction of so much capital depreciate the 
value of all property all over the Union. I leave 
others to make these estimates; but none can doubt 
the loss to all would be great, and that it would not 
be confined to Louisiana, though she might feel it 
first and most. ` 

But this is not all: these injuries relate to the 
country; but there is another whieh relates to 
the city of New Orleans, in which the nation 
and the people of the whole Mississippi valley 
are more interested, Though in Louisiana, New 
Orleans is in fact the city of the great West 


| and Southwest; all these are interested in it alike. 


itis as much the city of the inhabitants of Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, Missouri, and Arkansas, as of Louisiana. 
It was one third of it overflowed in 1849, and per- 
haps the overflow of the whole of it in 1850 was 
prevented only by a fortunate accident—the great 
Bonne Carré crevasse. Who ean calculate the 
destruction of property that such a calamity would 
produce? Consider, sir, that at high water the 
river is some feet above the Jevelof the city, and 
this inereases as you go back ; that, in addition to 


all the millions worth of cotton, sugar, tobacco, | 
provisions, &c., always in store at the season of | 


the year when these overflows occur, in her thon- 
sands of warehouses, nearly all of it belonging to the 
people of other States—the wharves at this season 
being literally covered by whole acres of 
tieles, and with as much more of merchandise that 
has been brought in by sea; consider, I say, that 


all may be swept away in one night or in one hour, | 


and then you may form some idea of what would 
be the consequences of an overflow of New Or- 
leans. And think, too, of the thousands of capi- 
talists interested in her real estate,and in her hun- 
dreds of steamers and ships, and of the thousands 
of individuais dependent for a daily support on the 


great commercial wants of that emporium of the ; 
West, and you may then, and not till then, form | 
some inadequate idea of the destruction that would | 

E 


cannot describe it, and its effects would not cease | 


be caused by the submersion of New Orleans. 
for years.. 

So much for the overflow 
caused by it. 
by the hill. 


Interior, recently made on this subject, says: 


“ Of the lands which will remain the property of the Gov- | 


erment, after tie swamp and overflowed lands, granted by 
the act of 2d March, 1849, shail have been certified to te 
Siats, it is estimated-- 
That 4,700,060) acres have been iu market 19 years. 

“ 948,413 “ ae “ 20 cs 

e. 2,090,C09 (23 “ “ 30 « 
This is exclusive of the lands in the Greensburg district. 
The reason for exeluding these lands from this statement is, 
that they cannot be classified with the other public lands, 
tue whole ef the surveys having been reported as fradulent 


- 


ese ar- |: 


» and the damage |: 
I shall now proceed to examine the ! 
extent and value of the land proposed to be ceded | 
The Commissioner of the General ; 
Land Office, in his report to the Secretary of the | 


in 1837, and a resurvey of the landsand the refunding of the 
|! money ordered for those which had been sold by the act of 
|! 29th August, 1842.” 

ll The 4,721,136 acres of private land claims wn- 
adjusted in the State, and. 257,277 acres granted 
by the act of 3841 yet unlocated, might be an off- 
set against the unappropriated land in Greensburg 
i district, if it were not suffiéient to say that the 
resurvey of it would be worth more than what 
remains unappropriated. 

When we consider that the length of the gulf 
and lake coast in Louisiana is 1,050 miles, where 
the sea marsh is more than an average of a mile 
wide, which is perfectly worthless, and examine 
the map which accompanies the report, showing 
the extent of the swamp lands, and reflect that all, 
except the more valueless lands, were long since 
brought into market, it may fairly be assumed that 
the quantity mentioned in this extract (7,649,413 
acres) is the whole amount of the cession em- 
braced by the bill that is of any value, al} of which 
has been in market more than ten years, ang 
much of it for more than thirty. 

Of these lands the Commissioner in his report . 
gives this description: 

“The general eharacter of those lands, from an examina- s 

tion of the field notes, appears to be poor, scarerty avera- 
ging seeond and third quality. “Fhe timber is chiefly pinc, 
! some good lands, even first-rate, are seported on the water 
eourses and approaehing the ‘saitmarsh,? on which the 
timber is onk, hickory, beech, gum, cypress, &e., but most 
if notai) these have been sotd, or are covered by private 
claims; and it is believed that the unsold lands may be char- 
acterized as pine, ands, from the second quality down ta 
very poor,” 

And in anether statement, worthy of fall confi- 
dence, we are told: : 


pa 


“The expenditures that will be required by the Govern- 
ment to correct the crroneous surveys in that State, to còm- 
plete the unfinished surveys, and to settle the And titles, 
will probably ci more than will be received from the 
sales of the Fands in future. The overflowed Jands having 
teen granted to the State, those that remain are chiefly poor 
pine lands, of which probably not one thousand acres will be 
soid in ten years”? 

“ From tke experience of the past it ts to be inferred, aa 
probable, at least, that most of the old surveys will have to 
be resurveyed. ‘This will be a heavy item of expense on 
the General Government, and will probably cost more than 
will be realized from all the vacant Hands that remain the 
property of the General Government. 

“ On examining the map of Louisiana, now nearly com- 
pleted for the House of Representatives, it is perceived thas 
very few sales have been made in the part that stil remains 
the property of the General Government’? 


These opinions are confirmed by the tables in 
the appendix to the report of the Commissioner at 
the Just session of Congress, and his report at the 
present session. From these it appears thas the 
sales of the public lands in Louisiana for the lass 
five years have been as follows, (one quarter esti- 
raated :} 

Jn 1845... cece cee cee ee ere eve 87,497 acres. 

7 13,846 “ 

eesesene eas -90,694 
1 cece cence 145,590 
1849. pe cece cece erence eens 58,945 


446,573, “ 
; Average per annum, 89,314 acres, making, at one 
i dollar and a quarter per acre, $111,662 annually. 
| The estimates for the next fiscal year are for sur- 
| veys and other expenses in Louisiana... .$81,412 
| 


i 


ce 
ik 
se 


Add to this salaries and expenses of four 


land districts in that State........... 5,006 
i And its portion of expenses of General Land 
Otene raai ee ea 6 sue Ena yee 10,190 


Will show the expenses for Louisiana for 
that year... esse ceece cere veerseess $96,602 


or nearly as much as the annual average of re- 
ceipts for the last five years, and more than it will 
probably be in future, because'no new land of value 
will be brought into market in future in that State. 
i Indeed, little land has been for the last ten years, 
and the land therein being either very superior or 
very inferior, the superior land is all sold at first, 
and very little afterwards, This position is sin- 
gularly fortified by another view of the subject, 
aken from. the valuable tables before referred to. 
From these it appears that the whole amount 
eceived from the sale of the public lands in Loui- 
siana is $4,0°6,394, which, for the forty-six years 
ii nearly that the United States have had possession 
| of that country, would be an average of $88,745 per 
i annum, or just about equal to the usual annual 
| expenses of the land system in Louisiana. And if 
to this we add the expenses incurred by the Gov- 
‘ernment for the adjustment of land claims in that 


1850. 
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State under the act of 1844, which were not inclu- 
ded in the above estimates, because they were paid 
out of the appropriations for the expenses of the 
judiciary of the United States, which I have no 
means of estimating with certainty, but which I 
know, from having been District Attorney for a 
part of the time, were very considerable, and have 
not yet alf been paid, there is great reason to doubt 
whether the Government has received a dollar for 
lands sold in the State beyond the expenses in- 
curred. But if any doubt exists on that subject, 
there can be none at all in the mind of any person 
who will take the trouble to investigate the matter 
as { have, that for the future there can be no ex- 
cess of receipts over expenditures, but on the con- 
trary, the balance against the Government wiil 
from year to year increase. 

_ Bat why, it may be asked, if the land is of so 
little value, and it is likely to be an expense to the 
United States, do you desire that it should be 
ceded to the State? “The question is a proper one, 
and yet it may be easily answered. The expen- 
ses to the State for surveys and resurveys, and for 
the adjustment of the large amount of private land 
claims yet undecided in that State, may, and prob- 
ably will, be much less to the State than to the 
United States. A resurvey of the erroneous sur- 
veys might be dispensed with by the State, and 
for land of tittle value—such as sea marsh or deep 
overflowed land, of which there still remains un- 
surveyed 10,695,214 acres—a cheaper mode of sur- 


veying might be adopted, and the survey of much | 


of it might be dispensed with altogether. Besides, 
these lands which will not sell at the present mini- 
mum price, would some of them sell at a lower 
rate, which the State would adopt, but which, it 
seems, the United States are not likely to do. 
Again, though the proceeds of these lands to the 
State may not be mach, and may be very inade- 
quate te furnish the means to protect her against 
inundation, stiti they will afford some aid. 

But, even if they should not bring a dollar into 
the treasury of the State, her interests would be 
greatly promoted by possessing them for other 
reasons. There are many private fand claims in 
that State based on titles derived from the Spanish 
Government, which were guarantied by the treaty 
of cession, but which have never yet been recog- 
nized or confirmed by the General Government. ft 


is not the habit of Louisiana to complain lightly of | 


the National Government, but certainly she has 
just cause for complaint on this subject. She has 
now been forty-six years a part of the United 
States, and thirty-eight years a State in the Union, 
and yet a large portion of these private land 
claims remain unadjusted in her borders, whilc 
in most of the other new States similarly situ- 
ated, and much younger than she is, they have 
most of them been long since disposed of. From 
the valuable reports from the land officer before 
referred to, it appears that the quantity of uncon- 
firmed land claims in the different States, where 
any exist, is: In Alabama 38,281 acres; in Mis- 
sissippi 116,200 acres;in Arkansas 3,014,001 acres; 
in Louisiana 4,721,130 acres. More than one 
half in the last State, and none at all in Missouri 
and Fiorida, though both younger States, and one 
of them acquired by the same treaty and the other 
fongafier. 2,092,903 of acres only of these private 
claims, less than one third, have been confirmed. 
„To show how these claims have been treated, I 
may mention that there are two of them in the 
quarter of the State where I reside, the Bastrop and 
Maison Rouge claims, comprising together more 
thanamillionofacres. Reportsof Boardsof Com- 
missioners and committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress have been made in their favor, and a patent 
issued for a league square of one of them, and 
sometimes bills for their confirmation have passed 
ene or the other House of Congress, but never 
both; repeated decisions of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States have been rendered in 
their favor and none against them; and one case in 
one of these claims was at last decided, by the Sn- 

reme Court of the United States, in March 1849, 
by a majority of one of the court against the claim; 
many others are yet pending, or to be brought be- 


fore that tribunal, when, if there should happen to | 


be a change of one member of the court, the decis- 
ion might be different from the one first rendered. 
If the land was ceded to the State all these ques- 


tiona could be satisfactorily and speedily settled at | 


home; for the bill imposes this duty on the State. 
All, too, admit that the public lands in the States 


1 from overfiow, and thus be rendered desirable for cultivation. 


j of this class of lands, and confer them on the States in 


i} and it better sccords with the relations existing between the | 


! to others which had received larger grants in proportion to } 


| duced under the graduation bill.” | 
i| without affecting the substance of the bill in any 
|| respect. 


ought to be dispesed of as soom as possible; that 
the holding of them by the General Government is | 
an anomaly and in derogation of legitimate State 
authority, and ought not to be continued a day 
longer than is necessary. 

. Lfind myself so fully sustained in this position 
by the report from the Committee on Public Lands 
of the Senate, that I deem it necessary to say no 
more on it than to quote their reasonings and con- 
clusions. 

_’ The report states: 

«The committee are fully aware that there is a large 
quantity of land which, from its heing low, swampy, and un- 
productive, or subject to inundation, or other causes, is not 
omy uninviting for settlement, but often injurious to the 
health or comfort of the neighboring settlers. Much of this 
may be ditehed and drained, or secured by embaukments |! 


These necessary improvements the Government, as a pro~ 
prietor of the soit, cannot make ; and it is certainly desirable 
that the lands should fall into other hands. Instead, h&w- 
ever, of adopting a new system of sales, and different prices, 
depending uron a criterion at least very uncertain, it seems | 
more reasonable for the Government to divest itself entirely | 


which they lie. With a view in part to this object, the com- 
mittee have reported a bill, at the present session of Con- 


gress, ceding to the States the lands within their respective |i 


limits returned as swamp lands. These, as originaily re- 
ported, amounted in the twelve land States to over twenty 
miitions of acres; and although many have heen heretofore 
sold or granted to the States, the quantity yct remaining is 
large. In several of the States where these lands are situ- 
ated, the necessity of adopting some general system:to re- |} 
elaim them has long been urged upon Congress. On the || 
lower Mississippi the health of the community and the safety 
of their property require it, and Congress has already granted 
the averfiowed lands to the States in which they lie to aid 
the work. Many of these lands, when reclaimed. become |} 
fertile and valuable, but in the hands of the Goverrment 
they are of no importance. Apportioned among individuals, 
in small quantities, they would be of no sufficient value lo | 
secure the necessary improvements. The States are the ij 
only safe depository of the tide—having the power to adopt || 
such measures in regard to their sale, improvement, and 
reclamation asa just regard to the best interest of atl con- 
cerned may dictate. 

This portion of the public domain, not vatuable forset- |i 
tlement, and therefore not sought by purchasers, can he re- | 
tained by the Government only to the detriment of others; | 


land States and the citizens thereafon the oue part, and the 
General Government on the other, to cede these lands tothe | 
farmer, than to dispose of them for nominal amounts to in- 
dividuals. The duty of the General Government to pre- 
mote, hy grants of land in these States, the means of com- 
mnnication ard transportation for the benefit of settlers and 


for the increase of the sales of the public domain, is recog- |] 
nized by numerous appropriations for that purpose, and jj 


there is on the table of the Senate a bill for additional grants 
for that purpose to several of the States, making them equal | 


their several areas. These hills, together with others that | 
have passed the Senate, granting alternate sections for 
specific works, will, if they become laws, cede to the States 
a large portion of the Jand of which the price would be re- 


The principles which, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, should govern the action of Congress on 
this important subject, are few and simple, and || 
may be thus stated: 

& All lands which cannot he well administered by the i 
Government, or which require labor ar expense to make 
them useful, or which, fram want of fertility or any cause, | 
cannot or should not command the miniman price fixed by | 
law, should be granted to the respective States in which 
the e located, to be disposed of by them, and the pro- | 
ceeds, if any, be applied to useful purpnses. 3 

“Grants of land to aid in constructing the improvements | 
necessary for internal communication in the land States i 
should, from time to time, be made to the States, as the 
exigency of the case and the dictates of sound policy may 
require.” 

I think, then, Mr. President, I have succeeded 
in showing— | 

1. That the devastation of these inundations are 
immense, and entirely beyond the means of the, 


{ 
l 
State to prevent. |; 
i 


2. That the Government has the power, and is |: 
bound in equity and justice to grant the relief 
sought, | 


3. That the previous grant of 1849 ought not |; 
to be an objection. a 
4. That it is a great national question, espe- |; 
cially so far as New Orleans is concerned. i 
5. That the land to be ceded, though not of; 
great value intrinsically, and of no value to the H 
United States, is still very desirable to the State. | 
6. That the grant sought is in entire accordance : 


i 
{i 
| 


ii 
with the recommendation of the Executive branch 7 
of the Government and the committec of the Sen- it 
ate on the public lands. | 

And if I have, there ought to be, and I trust i 
there will be, no serious objection to the bill, and | 
that the committee will soon report it back, and || 
recommend its passage. j! 

The bill was then read a first and second time ij 


by its title, and referred to the 
fic Lands. ~ : 
WAR BOUNTY SCRIP. pa 


Mr. UNDERWOOD (in pursuance of notice) 
asked and obtained leave to iitroduce a joint res- 


Gommittee 


j olution to amend a resolution. approved the 10th 


August, 1850, relative to the payment of dividends 
on interest on war bounty scrip; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 
HOUSE BILL. bo nag 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Winthrop S. Harding, was read a first 
and second time by its title. en 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was ordered 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. z 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill from the House of Representatives, 
| making appropriations for the current and contin- 
i gent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
| fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1851, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and te- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

BARQUE’S REGISTER. | 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider House ‘bill No. 349, being the 
act to grant a register to the ‘barque James: Pat- 


i ton, jr., now the Granadian barque Bogota. 


The hill having been read a second time, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
after having been explained by Mr. Hamu, was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 


| and was subsequently read a third time and passed, 


SHIP CANAL AROUND FALLS OF ST. MARY’S. 
The bill granting to the State of Michigan. the 
right of way and a donation of public land for 
the construction of a ship canal around the Falle of 
St. Mary’s, in said State, was read a third time, 
and passed. 
BOUNTY LAND. BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill granting bounty land to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged’ in the mil- 
| itary service of the United States, 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope we shall get through 
with this bill ina few minutes, 

The PRESIDENT. There is an amendment 
pending. ae 

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes, sir; but] have prepared 
an amendment which accords with the wishes-of. 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] and will 
lessen some of the objections he has to the bill, 


{t will enable the warrantees, by trans- 
mitting their warrants to the departinent here, to 
have an entry made in the local land district free 
of expense. It will obviate many of the objec- 
tions on the ground of inconvenience, and I hope 
will meet the unanimous consent of the Senate. |I 


! would ask the Senator from Virginia to withdraw ~ 


his amendment and receive this as a substitute. 
Mr. MASON. Let it be read first. ` 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


“That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, to cause to he located, 
free of expense, any warrant which the halder may transmit 
to the General Land Office for that purpose, in such State 
and land district asthe said holder or warrantee may desig- 
nate, and upon good farming tand, as far as the same can be 
ascertained from the maps, plats, and field notes of the sur- 
veyor, or from any other information in the possession of the 
iocal office; and upon the location being made as aforesaid, 
the Secrets of the Interior shall cause a patent to be trans- 
mitted to such warrantee.” 


Mr. MASON. I would ask leave of the Senate 
to withdraw the amendment which I offered the 


| other day, and which is now pending, as | acqui- 


esce in this, 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. SHIELDS. l now offer what has just 
been read as an amendment to the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. I 
hope we shall have a vote on it at once. 

Mr. TURNEY. Is it intended that all. of 
these warrants shall be located under that provis- 
ion? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Not at all.» If the. Senator 
will permit me, | think I can explain it to his sat- 
isfaction. The suggestion made the other day by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr, Cass} was not 
exacily practicable, The warrants cannot be lo- 


kcd 


cat the General Land. Office here; but upon 
consultation with him and the gentleman. from 

` Indiana, (Mr. Warrcoms,] who understands the 
duties ofthe office very: well, and with the office, I 
find that we can Jessen the inconvenience of the 
Warrantees in-the Eastern States by allowing them 
to transmit their warrants to the General Land 
Office, for the General Land Office to transmit the 
warrant to the local district, and let the register of 
the local district make an entry of vacant land, and 
return a certificate of the entry to the warrantee. 
He. will therefore have three choices. He can 
either locate the warrant himself, or he can employ 
ab agent, or-he can send his warrant to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and let the department trans- 
mit ‘it to the local district, and the register there 
enter it for him, and act as his agent for that pur- 
pose, if he chooses. lt may obviate objection to 
the bill; so far as inconvenience is concerned. It 
takes away no right from the warrantee, lt only 
makes the register in the local office an agent for 
thatpurpose; and let me say that in nine cases out 
of ten the register, who is acquainted with the dis- 
trict, will make a better entry than the warrantee 
would do if he was on the ground. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Illinois is per- 
fecily right in the assertion that the provisions of 
this amendment do not touch the existing rights of | 
the holders of the warrants. They have still the 


right to locate for themselves, or through an agent, |; 


just the same as before. The object of the provis- 
ion is to enable the holder, if he does not desire 
to go himself to the frontier country, to have his 
warrant located free of expense through the Land | 
Office. It does not prescribe the mode in which | 
it shall be done.. It leaves a system of regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
as it is better not to undertake to regulate these de- 
tails. ay 
Mr. TURNEY. I cannot perceive that this 
amendment will much improve the bill. It cer- 
tainly does not remove the objection which I have 
to the bill as it now stands. The great object con 
tended for by the committee in this proposed 
amendment, seems to be based upon the supposi- 
tion that these old soldiers—and they are now all 
old—would be capable of selling a piece of land of 
forty or eighty acres, provided they hold a patent 
for it, but wholly incapable of selling the warrant 
jtself.. Now, in my judgment, the warrant could 
be sold by the soldier fora better price than he 
could seil the land for after a patent was obtained. 
For instance, take the case of some man in Tennes» 
see, who has served in the wars, and who is enti- 


i 
f I- į 

tled to a land warrant; he does not desire to emi- |) € 
j; twenty-five days. Those who fought in the battle 


grate to the States where the public lands are, and 
are to be located, but his neighbor does desire to 
remove, and his neighbor, therefore, would give 
more money for a warrant which would authorize 
him to go and locate on any spot he pleased of the | 
unappropriated. lands—that would enable him to | 
select his own location, and select his own situa- | 
tion, than he would for the patent of a tract of land 
selected by the department here. And the only 
effect will be, instead of benefiting the soldier, to 
force him to part with his land fora less price than 
he could get for the warrant. i can perceive no 
benefit to result from imposing thishardship on the 


came from the House, allowing these men to sell 
their warrants whenever they get therm. 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was adopted on a division: ayes 17, noes 14. 

Mr. SHIELDS. i now wish to make two or 
three slight and unimportant amendments, which 
l trust will meet with the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. After the word “ widow,” in the nineteenth 
line of thesecond section, I wish to insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘¢and she shall receive 160 acres of land 
in all cases where the husband was killed im bat- 
tle.” 
amendment. p 
before he had served-three months in the army, in 
| some instances before he had served two months; 
| in fact, some of the most gallant officers in the 
| army were killed before they had served three 
months. What I now wish is to give the widows 


1 do not beiieve any man will object to that. As 
the bill now stands, the widow would only receive 
| forty acres, unless the husband had served twelve 


: receive the full amount therefor. 

Í have another amendment; and I beg the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this, because my only object 
is to effectuate the wishes of the commitee that 
drafted this bill, The bill gives 160 acres to those 
who served twelve months inthe army. Now,in 
my own State, (Illinois,) in Indiana, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, and, I presume, in Mississippi, the 
volunteers were all mustered out of service within 
| twelve months, so that none of them served quite 
| twelve months. They were mustered out of ser- 
vice sometimes a few days within the twelve 
months, sometimes a few weeks, and sometimes 
as much asa month. Consequently, they would 


a few days of twelve months. | wish to amend 
! thatso as to make it read that those who served 


| of land.” 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator propose 
one amendment ata time? 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 wish to explain all the 
amendments before I sit down, as | do not want 
to talk more than is necessary. Another case is 
of three months’ service. f do not believe there 
j are many who will derive benefit from three 
| months’ service, because, as far as I have been 

able to find out, those called out for three months, 


i 
ji precisely like those called out for twelve months, 
i 


nave never served full three months. Sometimes 
they have served two months and twenty-one or 


of New Orieans will be cut off uniess we reduce 
| that three months. I have made inquiries at the 
department, and, so far as | can find out, there is 
no case, either at the battle of New Orleans or in 
the Florida or Creek wars, where they served full 
three months. i shall move to amend that by sub- 
stituting “ from two to three months’? for ‘* three 
months. ”’ 


| 
| 


ing the words “from six to twelve months,” in 
hea of ‘twelve months,” in the sixteenth line. 
- A Senator. Say “exceeding six months.” 


soldiers. It is acting upon the supposition that 
they are incapable of managing their own affairs, 
and require guardians. More than that, it is aci- | 
Ing on the supposition that this class of our fellow- 
citizens are incapable of self-government; for I | 
take it that if they were capable of self-govern- 
ment, they would have capacity enough to dispose 
of a warrant for forty- or eighty acres of land: 
None of the arguments come up in this case that | 
were applicable when we were providing for troops 
still on the battle-field, and who would have to re- 
turn home as they could, and perhaps without 
money. Wewere then willing to guard and pro- 
tect their warrants until they got home. But when 
they are at home and capable of managing their 
affairs, it is wrong to hamper them in this way. 
If it is safe to allow them to sell the land after 
they have got a patent for it, itis equally safe to 
allow them to seli the warrant, and they would get 
larger compensation for it than they could get for | 
theland. J regret that the Senator from Virvinia | 
has thought proper to withdraw his amendment. | | 
give notice that { shall oppose the amendment of 


ported to the Senate. I shall endeavor to obtain 
the passage of the bill in the shape-in which it 


! 


ma 
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Mr. SHIELDS. Very well; I wil so modify 


li the amendment; it means the same thing. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Upon the amendment 


i| now offered by the gentieman before me, I rise for ! 


| the purpose of reading a letter, and suggesting to 


j him that his object could be obtained, and that : 
i which Í aiso have in view, better by changing to ` 


| As the bill now stands, it gives one hundred and 


| Captain George B. Cox, one of the Kentucky 
i officers of the army in Mexico, in which he states 


more than nine months, 


i Served upwards of nine months, and thereby to 
; make the whole of it run regulari 3 


one hundred and sixty acres for twelve months. 
I do not know that it is necessary to read Captain 
Cox’s tetter, but that is the statement which he 


I will state briefly what is the object of that ! 
Jn many cases the officer was killed | 


: 16 acres, where the husband was killed in battle. |: 


{ . . 
| months; and where he was killed before his twelve : 
months’ service expired, of course she ought to ! 


not receive 160 acres, though they served within i 


} “from six to twelve months shall receive 160 acres | 


[now move to amend the first section by insert- ` 


i Some extent the phraseology of his amendment. + 


; Sixty acres of landjto those who have served twelve ` 
; months, and eighty acres to those who have served | 
| six months, and forty acres to those who have ! 
| served three months. 1 have received a letter from | 


; that the corps to which he belonged served a little : 
I i and suggests the propriety | 
i of introducing an amendment ta the biil, to give | 
| one hundred and twenty acres to those who have |! 


of y: forty acres for |; 
| three months, eighty acres for six months, one | 


i hundred and twenty acres fi i i a 
e i res for nine months, and 
the commiltee now, and when the bill shall be re- | 4 r aie 


| makes. It seems to me to be reasonable to pro- 


vide for the corps he alludes to. 1 propose to do 
it, if it meets the concurrence of the Senate, by 
introducing these words between the provision for 
six months and that for twelve months, ‘ fur nine 
months’ service, one hundred and twenty acres.” 
If that would meet the. views of the gentleman 
from Illinois, I wouid prefer it, and | think that 
his amendment is liable to this objection: He pro- 
poses to give one hundred and sixy acres to those 
; who served exceeding six months. , Now the men 
who served three months, just half the. time of 
those who served six months and a day, will feel 
Very much dissatisfied when they only get one 
i fourth of what you allowed to the other men. 
They will claim something like a proportion, and 
you will give very great dissatisfaction to a very 
numerous part of those to whom you propose to 
i give this bounty, unless you put them in thie rela- 
tive proportion. lH, therefore, the gentleman will 
be satisfied to make provision for the nine months 
men, they will ali then relatively stand on the same 
footing, and be compensated in proportion to the 
services which they rendered. } think it would 
i be much preferable to making distinctions by 
li which a man who served seven months gets one 
i! hundred and sixty acres, and one who served four 
months only one-fourth of that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think we should 
| keep in view two things: first, the classification of 
ithe men, and second, the character of our land 
surveys. It would be inconvenient to have frac- 
| tional parts not laid out on the maps al the land 
‘offices. The classification of the men may be 
easily made into twelve months men, six months 
men, and three months men. A slight modification 
i of the language of the amendment, L think, would 
i cover the whole difficulty. The difficully which 
the Senator from Hiinois finds will be remedied, I 
think, by providing one hundred and sixty acres 
of land as the amount of the grant to twelve 
months men, and further providing that, if any 
soldier shall have engaged for twelve months and 
; served out the term of his engagement, or until 
‘| honorably discharged, he shall have one hundred 
| and sixty acres of land. Such was the phraseology 
llof the law which granted bounty lands to the 
ii soldiers in the Mexican war. Men who were 
1 discharged for wounds or disease, or any other 
i: honorable cause, got the whole amount of land 
|i which was due to the term for which they enga- 
' ged. It requires, therefore, but a slight modifi- 
ji cation of the language of the amendment to make 
i it cover all those who were honorably discharged 
i within the term for which they were engaged. 
i The twelve months man, who was-discharged for 
ji wounds before his term of service expired, would 
|; get the amount graduated for the term of service 
f for which he was engaged. He having broken up 
i his business for that ume, is fairly entitled to the 
‘amount. I would further suggest to the Senator 
i that all the men who were called out as milta 

men, or engaged as volunteers, and have been 
‘actually engaged in bate, shall be put on the same 
: footing as the three months men. ‘The servicés of 
those who only served ten days before they were 
| discharged, or lost their lives'in battle, (in which 
case the land should be given to their widows,) 
might perhaps be worth more than the service of 
the whole three montha. 

Mr. EWING. The amendment of the Senator, 
from Kentucky, behind me, (Mr. Uxperwoop,] 
l and the views of the gentleman from Lijinols, LMAir. 
i Suigups,} who has charge of this bill, couid be 

effected by this modification. Insert after the 

words ‘ twelve months,” where they occur in the 
‘bill, these words, “and in like proportion for any 
term of service exceeding two months.” That, f 
suppose, would exactly meet the views of the gen- 
tlemen, and save the necessity of any further 
words on the subject. 

Mr. BELL. 1 want to suggest to the consider- 
ation of my Triend from Hiinots, though Ido not 
recollect specifically, but it occurs to me that most 
of the very effective service in the Indian wars in 
| the Southwest, commencing in 1812 and running 
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| through 1812 and °13, was performed by sixty 
© days’ men, and it very,often happened that those 
; who performed the most effective service were dis~ 
| charged in even less than sixty days. [| wish my 
! colleague [Mr. Turner} would refleet upon this 
i subject, 1 am not quite sure, though | have a 
very strong impression that some of the most ef- 
fective service performed by troops called out from 


| 


~ 1850. 


the State of Tennessee was performed by “ sixty 
days’ men,” as they were called. The Indians 
were near at hand, and perhaps some of the most 
decisive battles, against the Creeks especially, 
were fought by sixty days’ men from Tennessee, 
and perhaps from Georgia too. 1. know there 
was great suffering in those campaigns from, the 


poor supply of provisions, and there were some | 


very bloody battles fought. I should think that 
when the Government proposes to grant bounty 
land to those who served for three months, they 
ought also to include these sixty days’ men, who 
perhaps rendered quite as effective service to the 
country. I make the suggestion in order that the 
Senator from Ulinois may so alter his amendment. 

Mr. TURNEY. I hope the Senator from IHi- 
nois will so shape his amendment as to include 
these men. Effective services were rendered by these 
sixty days’ men in the Indian war. I believe that 
those who suffered most durihg those campaigns, 
both in battle and from the want of provisions and 
the other necessaries of life, were men who only 
served for sixty days. I hope the Senator will so 
frame his amendment as to include those who were 
called out for sixty days and served during the 
whole of their terms. Inno instance would a man 


receive hounty land unless he had been honorably | 
discharged, but I think that those who were called | 


out by the Government for sixty days, and suf- 
fered all the privations and hardships of these cam- 


paigns, ought to have forty acres of bounty land. 
Mr. SHIELDS. 


sippi, (Mr. Davis,] will embrace two classes of 
men. The six months’ men will scarcely be 
touched by the bill, but it will embrace those who 


served for twelve months, and those called out for | 
Now, those called out for twelve | 
months, as we all know, were mustered out of ser- | 


three months. 


vice before they had performed twelve months ser- 
vice. Some served eleven months, som: ten, and 


It seems that Í have been | 
unfortunate in my explanations; it is my wish to ! 
accomplish just the very thing which the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee and his colleague desire. | 
This bill, as stated by the Senator from Missis- | 


some, as stated by the Senator from Kentucky, | 


only eight months. Well, we cannot graduate it 
to suit every month and every day. That is im- 
possible. 
men. 

Mr. BELL. I was speaking of sixty days’ 
men. 


Mr. SHIELDS. They were called out for three | 
months, as | understand, but only served sixty | 


days. 


Mr. BELL. No; they were called out for sixty | 


days. 

Mr. SHIELDS. At all events, my object is to 
give bounty lands to all classes of men. Now, 
the amendment suggested by the Senator from 


o it is with regard to the three months’ | 


Mississippi would be most effective, because under į 
it all who volunteered for twelve months would : 
get one hundred and sixty acres, and all who vol- | 


unteered for three months would get forty acres, 
and so on; but unfortunately that question was 
discussed in the House, and I understand that if 


such an amendment be made, the bill would never | 


pass the House. They have contended there that 
it ought to be restricted to service alone; and I 
have endeavored to change the phraseology of the 
bill as little ag possible, and only make the bill 
effective, as it was intended by the committee. If 
any gentleman offers an amendment more effect- 
ive than my own Í will accept it. I have no 
earthly object but to make the bill effective. 

Mr. TOURNEY. 
relation tothe amendment. I understand that the 
Senator from Lllinois. proposes so to amend the bill 
as to allow to the soldier who enlisted for twelve 
months, but was honorably discharged before the 
expiration of his term, bounty for that period; and 
also to the man who entered the service for three 
months, but was honorably discharged before the 
expiration of that time, bounty for that time. 
Now, to carry out the principle of doing equal jus- 
tice to all, I desire that he should make a similar 
provision that the man who went into the service 
for six monthe, and was honorably discharged be- 
fore the expiration of that term, should be allowed 
the bounty provided by the bill for the man who 
served six months, placing the six months’ men 
on the same equality and footing that you place 
the three and twelve months’ men. Now, I know 
myself that in the last [ndian campaign in Florida 
General Jackson ever undertook, the meñ were 


I will make one suggestion in | 


mustered into the service for six months, but. were 
discharged some days before the expiration of that 
term.. | think they ought to have their eighty 
acres of land, and be treated the same as you pro- 


| pose to treat the twelve and three months’ men. I 


ask the Senator from Illinois so to frame his 
amendment as to make the same equitable provis- 
ion for the man who entered the service for three 
months, and did not serve out that time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am not exactly satisfied 
with the amendment in the shape in which it is 
now presented, and yet | find great difficulty in 
putting it in shape as will satisfy my own mind. 
My object is precisely the same as that of my col- 
league. The difficulty is to shape the amendment 
so as to accomplish that object. 41 have written 
one which I will read, as it is possible it may ap- 
proximate to it. Itis in these words: ° 


« That those who engaged to serve for a period of twelve 
mouths or more, and who actually served nine montis, 
shali receive one hundred and sixty acres; those who en- 
gaged to serve fora period of ix months or more, anid served 
four months, shall receive eighty acres; and those who en- 
gaged to serve for any or an indefinite period, and served 
one month, shall receive forty acres,” . 


Mr. SHIELDS. I will accept that as a substi- 
tute for my amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. My attention has been called 
to a question in relation to this bill, avout which 
I desire to get some information from the chairman 


of the committee, and from the military gentlemen ! 


of the House. It is suggested to me on behalf of 
the marines who served in the war of Great Brit- 
ain, of 1812, that the language of this bill includes 
them. If so I presume it was unintentional. 


The PRESIDENT. That relates to a different : 
part of the bill than the section to which the amend- | 
The Senator can bring it | 


ment is now pending. 
up after the amendment is disposed of. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
The PRESIDENT then stated the question to 


be on the amendment offered by Mr. Doveras; to | 


come in in the 15th line of the Ist section, striking 
out the words ‘ for twelve months’ service to one 
hundred and sixty acres of land; for six months’ 
service to eighty acres of land; and for three 
months’ to forty acres of land. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am perfectly willing to agree 
to that amendment, though it goes a great deal 
further than 1 intended to go.- However, it is all 
the same to me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. T am sorry that my 
friend’s amendment does not provide for my case. 
His amendment is, that if any one engaged to 
serve twelve months and then served nine months, 
he shall have one hundred and sixty acres of land; 
but suppse he served nine months upon a shorter 
engagement than twelve, he does not get the one 
hundred and sixty acres then. It does not provide 
for my case. It requires, according to this amend- 
ment, that he shall have engaged to serve twelve 
months, and then serve nine, to get the land. 
Now, [ would like to have the amendment so 
framed, that if he had served nine months on a 
shorter engagement than twelve, he would get one 
hundred and twenty acres at least, if not one hun- 
dred and sixty. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I supposed in the 
cases referred to by the Senator, the volunteers had 
enlisted fur during the war, and that is a period 
longer than twelve months. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That would be an in- 
definite period, and would be worse than ever; for 
then, according to my construction of the amend- 
ment, they would only get forty acres. I want 
the amendment to be so framed, if it is the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, as to include the class of cases 
mentioned by Captain Cox. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
months or during the war” will do it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
thing. 


The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from / 


Illinois so modify hisamendment? — . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; I will modify it so 
as to read “ for twelve months or during the war,” 
instead of * for twelve months or more.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. y 
ator from Hlinois provides fora danger that is 
more imaginary than real. The twelve months’ 
men, who were discharged just before the expira- 
tion of their service, were all mustered out at the 


| date which completed their twelve months, and 


very few of them if you compute the rate of travel 


at twenty miles a day from the place they were} 


I thought it was disposed of. | 


“For twelve |! 


Yes, that will cover every- : 


I think the Sen- | 


mustered out fo their residences; would’ have 
reached their homes within the :turelve months. 
They may have reached home before “that; bat 
they had a right to travel at the ratë of twenty 
miles a day to the place of their original’ enroll- 
ment; and at that coniputation I think you will 
find that, in most cages, if not in all, the soldier 
was twelve months in service. Then the. only 
voucher for the length of time of actual service is- 
ithe final muster roll, on. which they were di 
i charged, and that would show twelve months’ 
[| service. But there is a great number of cases ex= 
' cluded by the amendment proposed by the Sera- 
i| tor from Illinois, (Mr. Doucias]—cases iti which 
| they enrolled for twelve months, and perhaps: ‘in 
the first three months were wounded and dis- 
i charged for disability. The merit is as high, 
| surely, as if they had served twelve months, if, 
i by casualty in battle, they were ‘wounded and 
; necessarily discharged. Now, [arm not willing 
to exclude this class; and I think the period of en- 
gagement is tife only true period by which to meas- 
ure the amount. of land to be given. If a man 
was engaged for twelve months, he must have bro- 
ken up his business at home, and made his arrange- 
ments for twelve months; and if he returns within 
that period, wounded, he will probably linger gn 
i; invalid during the whole twelve months. “I, for 
one, am entirely opposed to reducing the quantity 
of land to be granted to him, if it is to be granted 
ij atali. Ithink he should receive the same quan- 
tity as his comrades, whose better fortune ‘may 
|| have preserved them for the whole term. 
i} Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the 
Senator from Mississippi, or those better informed 
on the subject than I am, whether there weré any 
persons who entered the service for a period be- 
ii tween twelve and nine months, or if they all en- 
|| tered the service for as long as twelve months? The 
amendment, as it now stands, would embrace the 


H 
| 
| 
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cases Captain Cox speaks of here precisely; but if 
there was any such thing as entering the service 
for between nine and twelve months, and all those 
‘| spoken of in the letter served nine or ten months, . 
| they would still be excluded. But I suppose there 
j is no such thing as entering for an intermediate 
i] time. o 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The law enacted 
soon after the declaration of the war with Mexico 
i required that the volunteers should be raised for 
twelve months. Previous to that, some volunteers 
enlisted some for six and some for three months, 
had gone out, but they could not be received, bet 
| cause the law said specifically that they must’be 
engaged for twelve months. Consequently they’ 
i were discharged, except such as were retained 
under the old militia act for three months, and re- 
| newed their engagement so as to serve for six 
months. But there was no such term as six 
‘| months; only the old militia term of three months, 
; and the term provided for by the law raising vol- 
|| unteers for the Mexican war of twelve months of 
during the war. These were the only terms, ` 
Mr. DOUGLAS. In reply to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Mississippi relative to those 
who were discharged for wounds or diseases prior 
to the expiration of the period of their engage- 
ment, I understood my colleague [Mr. Suieips] 
to intimate that he is going to offer an amendment 
to provide for cases of that description. F concur 
if entirely in the views taken by the Senator from 
| Mississippi of the propriety of doing it. I merely 
i} want to suggest that, unless this language is 
| adopted, or something that will accomplish the 
i same effect, great injustice will be done. Two 
‘| regiments from my own State, who fought at Bue- 
| 
| 


i 
H 
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na Vista, were discharged about ten days before 
the expiration of their term of Service. 
1 Mr. DAVIS. They were mustered out at the 
‘| end of twelve months. The muster-roll will show 
|| them twelve months in service. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. One of their officers, who 
| was at my side a minute or two ago, thinks dif- ” 
ferently. Then, sit, during another war, with 
which the Senator from Mississippi, or, at all 
events, the Senator from Wisconsin, {Mr. Donge,] 
is very familiar, regiments from my own State 
were called into that war, engaged in two battles, 
fand had to march several hundred miles, and 
it were @charged at the end of two months and 
twenty-two days. | 

Mr. DAVIS. They were called out for three 
months, though. ;, 


| Mr. DOUGLAS. But the muster-roll shows 
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themas serving two months.and twenty-two days, 
although they did not go home till a considerable 
time after the expiration of the three months, but 
ihat- fact does not appear on the muster-roll, inas- 
muth as they. were discharged from service in the 
Indian country, and then went home afterwards. 
They would-be excluded by this bill; and if we 
come to-inquire into particulars, we shall find that, 
unless we give some time between the period for 
which they engaged and were actually discharged, 
gréat injustice will be done in the case of each war 
we have had. - 

‘Mr, DAVIS: -Ido not know the particular 
muster-rollto which the Senator from Illinois re- | 
fers. It should, however, have allowed as many | 
days as it would require to travel home at the rate 
of twenty milesaday.. But I think the only tree 
plan’ is ‘that which I first suggested, that the 
men should be classified according to the periods 
for which they entered the service. That would 
embrace. those. honorably discharged before. the 
expiration of their terms; and woul cover every 
case. entitled to bounty. 

Mr.. SHIELDS. "I+ had prepared an amend- 
ment similar to that suggested by the Senator 
from Mississippi. [agree with him that the term 
of enlistment should be the principle of classifica- 
tion, and not the term of service. I had prepared 
an amendment in conformity with that principle, 
but I find it is exceedingly difficult to fix upon 
anything that will accommodate all. I believe 
that if such an amendment were adopted the bill | 
would be lost. That question has been tested 
elsewhere. The bill as it came from the House |! 
paid for the period of service, not enlistment, and ij 
I have been endeavoring to patch up a principle in 
which | have no confidence, which is a vefy. dif- 
ficult thing to do. | See that when you make it 
depend on the term of service, you do great in- | 
justice, but 1 cannot govern and control votes in 
the other branch of Congress. They have con- 
tested the question and fixed the principle. The 
bill pays according to the term of service, not en- 
listment, so that a man who enlisted for twelve 
months, and was wounded within. three months 
after he enlisted, and discharged, not only hon- 
orably but most meritoriously, is not indemnified | 
for his services. But I am making the best of a | 
bad bargain, and trying to get as muchas Í can 
for them. l would be perfectly willing to adopt | 
the amendment suggested by the Senator from | 
Mississippi, but certainly if it is adopted the bill 
will be lost. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have offered no amendment |; 
to this bill, nor have I thus far voted for any that ii 
have been offered. I stated, when it was before 
us last week, that I considered one or two amend- 
ments could be made that would greatly improve 
the bill, and under different circumstances I should 
propose them, if no other Senator did. But my || 
experience in congressional legislation inclined me 
w the belief that any change which required the | 
concurrent action of the House to this measure, | 
at this late period of the session, would in all prob- | 
ability leave it among the unfinished business. 
Senators, who take a different view of the subject, 
and who believe we can amend and modify with- | 
out incurring this hazard, are entirely excusable 
for the course they lake. As it is now apparent 
amendments would be voted on, I hope it will re- 
sult that they are right and Iam wrong. i 

l admit the provisions of the bill are not broad || 
enough, in reference to. that class of officers and || 
men who enlisted for twelve months, or during the | 
war with Mexico; all such should receive the 
greatest number of acres. proposed to be given, if 
they served over six months; for they were in the 
enemy’s country, had undergone the perils of the 
journey, incurred the risk of a change of climate, 
passed the ordeal of battle many of them, and the 
conclusion of a peace rendered their services no 
longer necessary. Now, the peculiar claims of | 
this description of officers and soldiers consists in 
the term of their enlistment—their offer and con- | 
tract to serve twelve months if their services were 
thus long required. To all such I would say, 
(where they served to the end of the war, be the 
time long or short,) we give the limit of the 
“bounty,” 

The proposition of the honorable Senatg@g from 
Hlinois to give the minimum amount of land 
named in the bill to all persons who served their 
country fora Jess period than three months, isa 
very liberal one, but nevertheless has much merit 


ji 
y 


| tended. 


in it. There are many men who have done essen- 
tial service to their country, bearing arms for a less 
riod of time than I have just named. 

‘This amendment will reach a elass of frontier 
citizens who have in all our Indian difficulties held 
themselves ready, on an hour’s notice, to drive 
back the savage. It willembrace many who served 
at the battle of New Orleans and in the Black 
Hawk war. It costs me no labor to sustain the 
principles contained in the amendment, if amend- 
ments we must have. On the contrary, I am 
happy to have it in my power to be liberal toa 
fault to all such citizens. But {cannot shut my 
eyes to the conviction that this class of persons had 
better be provided for in a supplemental bill. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Indiana 
wilt pardon me when I tell him that I have his 
State more especially in view than any other State 
ithe Union, in amending the bill. Under the 
bill as it now stands the volunteers from his State 
will not get faircompensation. They did not serve 
twelve ‘months, but generally only eleven. - The 
volunteers of my own State, and I believe the vol- 
unteers from Mississippi, will get compensation as 
the bill stands; but those from Indiana, Kentucky, 
and some other States will not, and f have been 
endeavoring to make the bill equitable for all. 


Now, I am willing to waive these amendments, 
! and let the bill pass just as it came from the 


House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did not intend to intimate 
that the Senator from Hlinois was not a decided 
friend to this bill. 
passage. He knows how to sympathize with the 
officers and men for whose benefit this bill is in- 


eleven months, and Í was very sorry to find that 
the bill as it came from the House did not contain 
a provision which would include that class of men. 
If the bill contained the provision referred to, giving 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to the offi- 
cers and soldiers who enlisted for twelve months 
or during the war, it would include one additional 
regiment from Indiana, also the one referred to by 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Uxperwoon,] 


but as that was overruled! by the committee who | 
reported this bill to the House, I think it safer to | 
let it stand as itis, than to run the hazard of de- | 


feating this biil by amendments. Hereafter | have 
no doubt Congress will provide for that class of pa- 
triotic officers and soldiers. Í understand the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis, chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs] to state that they 


| ought to have the benefit of this law, and that they 
| are as much entitled to bounty lands as those who 


served the whole twelve months. 1 think the Sen- 


ate generally will concur in the same view; and I} 


hope he will present us with the measure. 1 am 
glad to hear the Senator from [llinois say that he 
is willing to take the billas itcame from the House, 
I feel quite sure that if we fall back to that point 
there is no danger of success. I hope I am mis- 
taken in saying, that if we adopt a different course 
we will fail. 

The amendment was then adopted as modified, 
as follows: 


“Those who engaged to serve twelve months or during 
the war, and actually served nine months, shall receive 180 


l acres; and those who engaged to serve six months, and ac- 
| tually served four months, shall receive 89 acres; and those 


who engaged to serve for avy or an indefinite period, and 
actually served one mouth, shall receive 40 acres.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to perfect the firs 


section by adding a proviso to it, to obviate the į 


objection suggested by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. 


“ Provided, ‘That whenever any officer or soldier was 
honorably discharged, in consequence of disability in the 
service, before the expiration of his. period of service, he 
shall receive the amount to which be would have been enti 
tled if he bad served the full period for which he had en 
gaged to serve.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. DAWSON. {f move to amend the bill by 


striking out the word “ surviving,” where it occurs | 
in the third and thirteenth lines of the first section. |’ 


My reason is this: The bill is intended to give 


lands to all the surviving officers and soldiers of 
| the war of 1812, and of those who have been en- 
| gaged in the Indian wars since 1790; and in the 


event that any one of those officers should have 
been killed in batile, or died immediately. after his 
return home, or any soldier belonging to any cam- 


I know he is anxious for its | 


1 was aware of the fact which he states | 
with regard to one of the regiments from Indiana. | 
| That regiment served | believe about ten or 


I move to insert the following at the end i 
| of the section as the first proviso: 


paign or regiment, they, or rather their represent- 
alives or estate, shall be entitled to nothing. Now, 
what is the principle upon which this bill is 
founded? ‘This is not a part of the compensation 
agreed to be given to the officer or soldier when he 
entered into the army. It is additional compen- 
sation, for what? For services rendered his coun- 
try and when he had rendered those services, and 
been discharged from the army, he had completed 
all for which any one could claim compensation 
now from the Government. Where the soldier 
was honorably discharged, or died, he or his 
| estate isto get nothing, although he rendered the 
same service before he died. Look at the injustice 
of the thing. A soldier who is a married man is 
killed in battle, or has to be discharged, and on 
his return dtes. His wife and children are to be 
deprived of the compensation you are giving to the 
wife and children whose husband and father sur- 
vived. You are making a distinction in favor of 
the wife and children of the soldier who still sur- 
vives to protect and support them, and against the 
wife and children of the soldier who died in battle, 
so that they are deprived of his protection and sup- 
port. A principle like this is. not founded in 
justice; itis one which is in opposition to all the 

best feelings of the human heart. Why, sir, i 

cast my mind back to the war of 1812—and } was 

old enough to be in a portion of it. The men who 

went to that war from the county where I reside 
i| are all gone except a very few, and those who still 
| remain are in affluence, and plenty surrounds them. 
But there are the widows and orphans of those 
who died in that war, or immediately after it, en- 
tirely dependent on their own efforts for their daily 
bread. Yet you give to the soldier who survives, 
and to his family, the benefit of this bill, whilss 
you deny it to the widow and orphans of the de- 
ceased. It is a principle which is contrary to 
every dictate of propriety and justice. 

Again, sir, come down to the war with Mexico. 
The man who is now living, and who survives to 
enjoy the honors of that campaign, is to be re- 
warded, and yet the wife and children of the man 
whose gallantry led him on in the battle, and 
whose death was the consequence, are to be de- 
prived of it. ‘hose who are left unprotected and 
in want are to be disregarded, whilst those whose 
father still lives to prétect and support them are to 
receive compensation. There is a wrong in it, a 
want of principle, and a want of justice, to make 
so unjust a discrimination between the dead and 
the living. 3 

Again, for the purpose of making this bill ex- 
ceedingly popular before the country, the officers 
who have discharged their duty, and been placed 
in the Congress of the United States, are to be de- 
prived of these advantages, and why? Because 
they are elevated, | suppose, or because they are 
members of Congress. They are all very willing to 
be denied this favor from the Government, They do 
not ask it for themselves; but they ought to ask it 
| in favor of those who are now the representatives 
i of those men who died on the battle-fields of their 
‘ country, and when we know that the legal repre- 
sentatives of the dead soldier will better protect 


| 
| 
H 
i tors, and derive but poor compensation from it, 
fi I have looked into this bill, and as it stands it can 
| Never receive my support. : 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir, ta strike out the 
words “surviving,” in the 3d and 13:h lines of 
the first section, so as to make it apply to all the 
4 officers and soldiers who have died in the service. 
| Lintend to move, if that word shall be stricken 
i| out, to inseri the words ** or their legal represent- 
j atives.?? : 

‘Mr. CLAY. I have been waiting for half an 
| hour, under the hope that the friends of this 
‘| measure would putit in a shape agreeable to them- 
ii selves and to the Senate. I see no prospect of 
| that being done immediately, and I must therefore 
call for the order of the day, as especially assigned, 
and move to postpone the further cohsideration of 
this bill until to-morrow at twelve o’clock. - 

| Mr. TURNEY. What is the special order of 
| the day? 
| 

i 

l 


The PRESIDENT. The first special order to 
| come up after this bill shall have been postponed, 
wouldsbe.the bill to cede the publie lands of the 


1850. 
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United States to the States respectively in which 
they are situated. 

Mr. MANGUM. If I am in order, I wish to | 
givé notice that I shail move that the Senate go || 
into Executive session if this bill shall be post- || 
poned. i | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. [should like very | 
well to have the amendment first disposed of. * ` | 

Mr.. MANGUM. Oh, that can be done to- | 
morrow. f 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 have a word to 
say to the Senator from Georgia. By looking at 
the second section of the bill, at about the 19th or |! 
20th line, he will find that the widow of the de- }j 
ceased soldier is entitled to these lands. 

Mr. DAWSON. tn the event of her not being || 
married again. H 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Yes, but it does | 
not extend to the children. Now, the children of |! 
the soldier would certainly be more destitute at 
the death of the mother also, and I am very will- 
ing therefore to extend the provisions of the bill || 
so as to include the surviving children. So far xs |! 
his argument was directed to the case of the |! 
widows of the soldiers, the Senator must see its ap- |} 
plication is excluded by tke provision of this bill. || 

Another point to which he referred was in rela- ij 
tion to such officers as are members of Congress. | 
Now, { think that is the best provision in the bill. | 
Lam entirely in favor of excluding members of || 
Congress from the benefit of acts which they may |i 
pass, and I think it woald be well if members of | 
Congress were debarred from ever receiving any |: 
office which they had.voted to create. I think it! 
would tend to purify the legislation of the land. T; 
had occasion elsewhere to object to an appdintment |! 
to office on that ground. I would ask the Senator ii 
from Georgia. how any member of the Senate en- ` 
itled to land under this bill could vote for it, but | 
for this exclusion? How could the Senator from | 
Georgia himself even vote for it? He would he 
an interested party, and thereby excluded from 
voting. Therefore, this is not only a salutary but 
a necessary provision. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- ! 
tion of the bill uatil to-morrow at twelve o’clock | 
was agreed to. l 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. i 

Mr. HAMLIN. The hour is somewhat late to | 
move the special order of the day, and I wili ask | 

the Senator from Kentucky, therefore, whether he | 
will not yield to a motion to proceed to the con- 

sideration of Executive business? 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator make | 

that motion? . 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will, if itis agreeable to the |) 

Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CLAY. I intimated to the Senator to-day 
_ that if it was insisted upon that we should com- |: 
plete the business commenced in Executive session | 

1 would not oppose it. Therefore I shall acqui- `; 

esce in any course the Senate may adopt. The: 

measure I have in view was set down as the 
` special order for one o’clock,’but that hour has 
been passed, and I shall not insist upon it if it is 
not agreeable to the Senate. 

-Mr. HAMLIN. With the consent, therefore, 
of the Senator from Kentucky, E move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

Mr. COOPER. If it be with a view to take up 
the Pennsylvania nominations, I hope the Senate |: 
will not, to-day, resolve itself into Executive ses- 
sion. ; 
Several Senarors. The Senator is out of order. , 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to speak ' 
of what is done in Executive session. f 

Mr. COOPER. f was not going to speak as to 
what should be done, but merely to express the 
hope that the Senate will not go into Executive 
session to-day, nor for three or four days to come. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I did not allude to what should . 
be gheg proceedings when we got into Executive | 
session; that will be for the Senate to determine | 

| 
| 
4 
| 


after the adoption of my motion. 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 merely rise to remark, that 
whether my friend from Pennsylvania was in 
order or not, the intimation from him is with me 
sufficiently significant, and I shall act accordingly. 

Mr. WALKER. What is the next special . 
order? | 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order is | 
the bill te cede the public lands to the States re- 
spectively in which they lie. 


d 


| NASHVILLE AND 


; said French shall superintend the printing, and make an in 


Mr. WALKER. So Í supposed. Therefore, 
if the Senate shail refuse to.go. into Executive ses- 
sion, the Senator from Kentucky will not reach the 
bill he has in view. À 

‘Mr. CLAY. I shall move to postpone all the 
preceding business in that event. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, as moved by Mr. HAMLIN, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened— i 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, September 3, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


NASHVILLE AND CHATANOOGA RAILROAD. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked the ananimou& 


: consent of the House to take up at this time the 
bill from the Senate, No. 306, entitled “A bill grant- || 


ing the right of way and donations of land 
through the State of Alabama, for the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Nashville to Chatanooga, 
‘Vennessee 7” 

Mr. C. explained, that his object was to take 
up the bill with a view to its reference to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands. That committee had not |i 


the question before them, and desired to have be- 
fore them all matters connected with it. 
` THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. GRINNELL rose and catled the attention 
of the Chair to one of the votes taken yesterday, 


on a motion to suspend the rules, the numerical |! 


result of which seemed to have been erroneously 
recorded. 

The SPEAKER stated, that an examination 
would be made, and that if any error was found, 
the correction would be made. 

Mr. SILVESTER rose to a correction of the 
Journal. On the motion which had been made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Harris] to 


suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing : 
a joint resolution providing for the final adjourn- | 
ment of Congress, his (Mr. S’s.) name was not : 


recorded, He had voted in the negative, and de- 
sired that his vote should be so recorded. 


The SPEAKER said, the vote would not affect | 
i the result, and, if no objection was made, the gen- 


tleman’s vote would be recorded. 
Ordered accordingly. 
And then the Journal was approved. 
CHATANOOGA RAILROAD. 
The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Cogg, of Alabama, for unanimous consent to 
take up this bill, with a view to its reference to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. 


order of business. 


I call for the regular 


So, objection being made, the motion of Mr. | 


Cogn was not entertained. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- i 


ness is called for. Itis the call of the committees 
for reports. 
MANUAL OF THE RULES, &e. 


The House thereupon passed to the reoular 


order of business, being the call of the committee || 


for reports, commencing where the call was last 
suspended with the Select Committee on Rules. 
Mr. STRONG, from the Select Committee on 


| Rules, offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Speaker of this House be, empowered j 


and directed to contract with Benjamin B. French, to eom- 
pile and prepare for the use of the House, a Parliamentary 
Manual npon the general plan embraced in his memorial on 
that subject; and that said French be paid ont of the con- 
tingent fund of the Honse monthly, while he may be en- 


gaged upon said work, the sum of $100: Provided, Such ij 
payment shalt not extend beyond one year from the time : 


said compensation shall be commenced, unless by a further 
order of the House; and said work, when completed, shall 
he delivered to the House, and if ordered to be printed, the 


dex thereof; and for making said index, superintending said 


ptinting, and compiling the work, he shall receive such fur- Í 


ther compensation as the House may thereafter order, no 
exceeding $1,300. £ 


The resolution having been read— 


Mr. HALL rose to inquire of the Speaker ; 


whether the resolution was in order from this 


i committee ? 


The SPEAKER. The resolution is*in order 
from the Select Committee on the Rules. 

The resolution being before the House— 

Mr. STRONG explained its object. It was, he 


said, to relieve the House from the effects of want | 


of knowledge of the rules, and the operation of the 


] rules, which was so generally manifested. 
House had a system of rules that was perfect in | 
| itwsetf—a fogical system—and well adapted, not 
only to secure the rights of the minority, butalso 
! to facilitate the transaction of the public business. 
! But every man who had any knowledge of the 
] matter, was well aware that the system could not 
be understood except after long experiente of 
its operation. Notonly was the House embarrassed 
by this want of knowledge, but individual mem- 
bers were embarrassed, and thus the time’of the 
! House was unnecessarily consumed. Of the mem- 
bers composing every Congress about one half 
were new; they, of course, had no knowledge. of 
{the rules, which were entirely unlike the rules’ of 
any other legislative body; and, in their efforts to 
bring particular matters before the House, the new 
members found themselves embarrassed; thus 
losing their own labor whilst the time of. the 
House was uselessly frittered away. In relation 
| to the old members, also, it was true that very 
few of them had any practical knowledge of the 
operation of the rules. This was an evil which 
had been seen and felt for a long time, and -many 
efforts had been made to remedy it. The object 
of the resolution was to relieve this House, and 
! the members of it for every successive Congress, 
from this embarrassment. It had long been re- 
! garded as a very desirable thing that there should 
|i be a Manual to instruct new members as to the 
|| mode of transacting the business of the House, 
| and to instruct the old members as to the principles 
| upon which the rules were founded. 
Mr. S. proceeded to point out some of the evils 
| resulting from the present imperfect Knowledge of 
|| the rules and orders of proceedings, the conflicting 
decisions, and the impossibility of those who were 
| 
| 


not acquainted with the rules determining which 
of the precedents should be received as authority. 

‘Of the gentleman by whom it was proposed the 
i work was to be done, he (Mr. S.) could not speak 
from personal knowledge. But it was believed by 
those who professed to know him, and who ought 
to know him, that no man was more competent 
for the compilation of such a Manuel. The reso- 
i| lution was so drawn that the compensation was 
' made to depend, in a great measure, upon the 
mode in which the work should be executed. 

He hoped that the resolution would receive, the 
favorable consideration of the House, and that the 
i| House might hereafter reap its benefits in their 
| future deliberations. 
| Mr. JONES obtained the floor. 

i Mr. SCHENCK invited him to yield. 

|| Mr. JONES inquired for what purpose? : $ 
| Mr. SCHENCK said, to enable him to offer an 

; amendment. 

Mr. JONES yielded the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK sent to the Clerk’s table the 
| following amendment, which was read: 

That the present rules of the House be, and they are here- 
by, abolished, and that the proceedings and businers of the 
‘| House shall be hereafter regulated aud conducted by the” 
general parliamentary law, except only so far as relates to 
the appointment and duties of the standing committees and 
the regulation of the intercourse between the two. branches 
of Congress, on which subjects the existing rules shall be. 
continued. 

When the amendment had been read in part—~ 
i Mr. JONES interposed, and said he thought he 
l; would not yield the floor for the amendment. Fle 
| did not suppose that the gentlernan himself was 
1) serious in offering it. 

i Mr. SCHENCK assured the gentleman from 
| Tennessee [Mr. Jones] that he (Mr. S.) was 
i] serious. 
| The reading of the amendment having been con- 
 eluded— . 
Mr. JONES proceeded with his remarks. Al- 
though, he said, he was opposed to the report of 
‘the Committee on Rules, yet he concurred in 
much which had been said by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, {Mr.Srrone.] All gentlemen were 
aware of the inconveniences resulting from the 
rules by which this House was governed; the great 
number of them-—<their complexity—he might say 
the conflicting provisions of some of them sub- 
jected the House to serious embarrassments, and 
in many cases seemed to impede rather than facil- 
itate the business of the House. ue 

Did the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Riffs propose to remodel, simplify, or render 
more comprehensive the rules of the House? Not 
atall. Could they have some experienced com- 
mittee who would enter into a general revision of 
the rules, expunging those which were useless, 


| 
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simplifying. those which were ambiguous. or com- 
plicated, much good might be attained. ` But what | 
did‘ the resolution propose? To employ Major 
French, a former.Clerk of the House, at a. com: 
pensation of $2,500, for the. purpose of digesting, 
or.compiling.sin. one book, the various decisions | 
which have been made by the different Speakers 
ofthe House ‘of Représentatives, from the organi- | 
zation. of thé. Government down to the present 
time. “He stated the fact, that there was on the 
table inthe Speaker’s room a book containing all- 
those. decisions up to 1839. Whether the decisions 
made since that time had been compiled, he did. 
notknow. There was a rule of the Hotise which 
required that every decision of the Speaker from 
which an appeal was taken should be recorded in 
the Journal, Many of those decisions, within the 
last: few years, had been cut out of the Journal and 
placed in that book. Now, this resolution merely | 
provided for reprinting and indexing those decis- 
ions. And among them decisions of every char- 
acter, were to be found. Even during this Con- 
gress, the same decisions of the Speaker had been | 
overruled at one time and sustained at another 
according to the varying temper of the House. It | 
was true the resolution proposed to pay to Major 
French $100 per month for twelve months; but it 
further provided that if the work were well done, 
he.should receive. $1,300. more—making $2,500 in 
all--which, judging from the ordinary practice of | 
the House, would undoubtedly be paid. 

This subject came before the Committee on i 
Rules by a petition from Major French himself, ; 
referred to that committee, in which he stated that | 
he was now entirely at leisure and could devote his į 
whole time to the compilation. H 

If they could havea good, plain, comprehen- | 
sive, elementary work upon parliamentary pro- 
ceeding and practice, he believed it would be use- 
ful, and he would be willing to vote a reasonable 
amountfor it. Buthe repeated, he considered such | 
a. work as was proposed by this resolution of little 
value, and that not ten of the old or of the new 
members of the House would ever read it. He 
hoped the subject wou'd be debated no farther, | 
and unless some gentleman particularly desired: to 
speak, he would move to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed to the gentleman to 
withdraw, the motion, to enable him to submit a 
few remarks upon the amendment which he had 
offered. 

Mr. JONES yielded to the appeal, and withdrew 
the motion, upon the condition that Mr. Scuencr 
would renew it. 

* Mr. SCHENCK, accepting the condition, took | 
the floor. i 
Mr. STRONG was understood to ask leave to 
have the. memorial of Major French read at the 
Clerk’s table. f 

Mr. BURT objected. 

(Mr. WILDRICK made a.report from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. SCHENCK said, that the gentleman from 
Tennessee seemed to think that he was not seri- 
ous in offering his amendment. He would assure 
that gentleman that he was entirely serious. He 
had no hesitation in saying, that he believed the 
information embraced in the proposed work would !i 
be useful.. He!believed that Mr French was ag | 
competent to prepare it as any one. While he |! 
was Clerk of this House, he showed himselfto be 
an able and efficient officer. He was perfectly 
familiar with our rules of proceeding. He had no | 
objection, therefore, to the resolution, on either of} 
these. grounds. But his objection was to the i 
whole matter, He did not think that the rules of | 
the Flouse were deserving of conglomeration and || 
arrangement, Therefore, he desired to see these | 
rules abolished, leaving only such as were except- 
ed in his amendment—those relating to the organi- 
zation of the Flouse, the appointment of the com- 
mittees, and regulating our intercourse with the 
other branch of Congress; and that we should ‘be 
governed entirely by the ordinary parliamentary 
aw. 

He saw no sufficient reason, then, for making a | 
contract with Mr. French for a preparation of a! 
manual of these rules. To be of any value, a 
manual must rest on some supposed value in the 
rules themselves. Our.rules are of no valud@what- 
ever, No system which had been ever adopted 
has bein better calculated than our system of rules | 
is, to impede legislation. By accretion, they have | 


i therefore submitted his amendment. 


| cision of the Chair. 


i the resolution on the table. 


become.so. massed and confused, that-no member, i 
whether.a.new one or an old one, can ever-have a 
clear comprehension of them. _ Even the Speaker f 
himself is sometimes at fault. We have become |! 
accustomed to this condition. of things: At- the |] 
commencement. of every Congress, we constitute 
a Committeé of Rules. And the new members are | 
told. that itis necessary that our rules should be 
revised and purged of the defects which. belong to 
them. And what ia then done? The committee 
enters on its duties, and generally reports some 
slight modifications. ‘The report becomes the 
subject of debate from day to day. Some mem- 
bers are in favor of its adoption, some are rather 
disposed to abolish the rules. Everybody admits 
that they are defective, until, after. discussing the 
subject for four or five days, other subjects of im- 
portance spring up, and then this whole matter is 
Ifid on the: table. l 
So it wasiat the beginning of the present session. | 
We had been unable to effect any beneficial mod- | 
ifications of the rules; and it was only by an in- 
genious fiction of the Speaker that the House had it 
at this moment any rules at all. i 
f 

| 


Mr. S. here gavea history of the proceedings on | 
the subject of the rules at the beginning of the | 
present session, to sustain what he had said. Le |/ 
would add, that while any town meeting, or any || 
body of selectmen, found the ordinary parliament- | 
ary law sufficient for its government, we are ham- | 
pered, obstructed, and our ends defeated by a mass || 
of inconsistencies which we call rules. “He had | 
| 
| 
l 
| 
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If it should | 
be found, hereafter, that some additional rules | 
should be required to govern new circumstances 
we can easily adopt them. 
He hoped that the House would come to a vote | 
on his amendment, and that it would be adopted. 
In order to admit of a vote upon his amendment, | 
he said he would, if equally agreeable to the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee, move the previous ques- | 
tion. | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the | 
i 

| 


zi 


gentleman from Ohia, that, in his opinion, the | 
amendment of the gentleman is out of order, as the 
resolution provides for a compilation of the rules, ! 
while the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio | 
proposes to abolish the rules altogether. ij 

Mr. SCHENCK said, with due deference to i! 
the Chair, it seemed to him that the amendment | 
was germane, being upon the same subject as the | 
resolution; certainly just as.much as the Texas | 
boundary and the bill proposing: to establish terri- 
torial governments were germane, and upon the 
same subject, as they had been decided by the 
Speaker to be, for the reason. that they both re- 
lated to the Territories acquired from Mexico. It 
seemed to him, therefore, that the amendment was | 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. That may be the opinion of | 
the gentleman from Ohio. The Chair differs with 
him, however. 


Mr.. SCHENCK. So I perceive by the de- 


Mr. TOOMBS rose to a point of order, and in- 
quired by what authority the Committee on Rules |! 
had made this report? He did not understand that | 
it was any part of the duty of that committee to i 
report pronositions for the printing of books. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reso- 
tion legitimately before the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK. In compliance with my pledge 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, I move to lay 


The question was taken, and decided. in the af- i 
firmative. 3 | 
So the resolution was Jaid on the table. | 

f 


LIST OF PENSIONERS, &c. 
_ Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution, viz: 
“ Resolved, That five thousand copies of the report of the i 
Secretary of War, made to the House, eontaining a list of 
the names of the pensioners placed Upon the pension rolls, 


afier the 12th day of Uctober, A. D., 1835, be printed and | 
bound for the use of the House.” 


The question being upon the adoption of the 
resolution — 

Mr. JONES wished to make one inquiry. The | 
resolution provided for the printing and binding of 
five thousand copies of this work, which it was 
estimated: would constitute two octavo volumes of: 
six or seven hundred pages each. That would 
make ten thousand volumes of that size; and the 
resolution provided that they should be printed 
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‘for the use of the House.” Now, it would be 


; impossible to get tén thousand volumes of a work 


of that size printed, bound, and delivered before 
this Congress adjourned, or before the expiration 
of a year of two. Whe, then, would receive the 


| books? Would the members of the present Con- 


gress come back here at-some- future time and 
claim. them as their private property, as the mem- 
bers of a previous Congress. had. come back after 
their terms of office had: expired, and claimed a 
book ordered to be printed while they were in 
Congress—he believed Frémont’s Report? Circu- 
late these books throughout the country, and they 
would raise up hundreds of claims agents, who 
would manufacture thousands of claims to be pre-. 
ferred against the Government. oi 

Mr. FULLER took the floor, and was proceed- 
ing to explain and defend the objects and provis- 
ions of the resolution. He had spoken but four 
or five minutes, when 

The SPEAKER interposed, and announced that 


the hour had arrived designated by the House for > 


; the consideration of the special order. 


THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 
The House. thereupon passed to the consid- 


; eration of the'special order of the day, being the 


bill from the Senate relating to the Texan bound- 
ary. 

The pending question was on the instructions 
heretofore offered by Mr. Root. 

Mr. DANIEL was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. D. sent to the Clerk’s table the following 
amendment, which he proposed to offer to the in~ 
structions of Mr. Root: = y é 


“ With instructions to report with the said bill an addi- 


tional section declaring so much of any and-all acts of Cone , 


gressas prohibits African stavery in any territory bejouging. 
to the United States, which fies between the Mississippr 
river and the Pacifie Ocean, and is not inclu ‘ed within the 
Jimits of any Siate, nultand void from and after the passage 
of said bill, so as to extend the principle of non-intervention: 
tosaid Lerritory,”? 

The amendment having been read— 

The SPEAKER said: Does the gentleman offer 
these as additional instructions? or does he pros 
pose to strike out the instructions of the gentleman 
from Ohio? [Mr. Reor.] 

Mr. DANIEL. To strike them out. 

Mr. SCHENCK raised the question of order 
on the amendment. * He was not heard, but was 


understood to make the point that the amendment 


had nothing to do with the Texan boundary. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair was of opinion 
that, so far as it related to any country or territory 
not embraced in the bill under consideration, the 
amendment was out of order. ‘Phe Chair had 
ruled that any amendments were in order which 
related to that territory—otherwise not. 

Mr. MEADE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair—with a remark or inquiry not heard. 

Mr. DANIEL said he had not heard the re- 
mark made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Meane,| but he (Mr. D.) would modify the rès- 
olution to meet the limit suggested by the Chair. 

Mr. D. modified his amendment to read as fol- 
lows: 

« With instructions to report with said bil, a provision 
extending the Constitution and general laws of the United 
States to all territory belonging tothe United States acguired 
from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and to 
extend the principle of non-intervention to said Territory.” 

The SPEAKER. The point of order of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meaps,] falls ne- 
cessarily to the ground, under the modification 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
DaniEx.] 

Mr. DANIEL then proceeded with his remarks, 
and addressed the House during the allotted hour 
in remarks, (which will be published in the Ap- 
pendix.) After the expression of some general 
views, in which he declared his attachment to the 
Union of the States—his desire to preserve it so 
long as it subserved the purposes for which it was 
created—and his belief that that object never could 
be attained by further concession on the prt of 


ithe South,—he proceeded to sneak in opposition 


to the bill before the House. He avowed that he 
would rather vote the ten millions proposed to be 
appropriated by it to aid in defending Texas, than 
to secure her dismemberment. He regarded the bill 
asa-scheme for her dismemberment. He referred 
to, and explained a certain proposition which he 
had heretofore ineffectually attempted to introduce, 
and which, taken in connection with the amend- 
ment he had now offered, would, he believed, have 


i 
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resulted in the satisfactory adjustment of all exist- 
ing difficulties. 

Mr. McDOWELL next obtained the floor, and 
addressed ‘the House for his allotted hour, in re- 
marks, (which will be published in the Appendix,) 


having reference chiefly to the injustice that would | 


be perpetrated upon the South by the imposition 
„of a restriction, such as the Wilmot proviso, upon 
the Territories of the United States. 
The hour having expired, f 
Mr..HOLMES obtained the floor, and yielded 
it to 
Mr. McDOWELL, who was about to proceed 
with his remarks, when 
Mr. CONGER raised the question, whether it 
was in order for the gentleman from Virginia to 
roceed. : 
The SPEAKER (Mr. Boyp: temporarily oc- 
cupying the Chair) said, the Chair-understood that 
the gentleman: from South Carolina had yielded 
the floor. 
Mr. McDOWELL said, he would assure the 
gentleman from. New York, [Mr. Concer,] that 


he would find that none of his rights would be in- | 


vaded. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, interposing upon the 
point of order, said, that without desiring to pre- 
vent the gentleman from Virginia from concluding 
his speech, he felt- constrained to insist upon an 
observance of the rules. 

Mr. HOLMES said, he had yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia the right to occupy his 


hour, under the belief—arising from the profound ! 


attention with which the gentleman had been list- 
ened to—that it would he agreeable to every one 
that the gentleman from Virginia should proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he recollected that on a 
former occasion, when a venerable and distin- 
guished member of this Efouse obtained the floor 
in a similar manner by the courtesy of another 
member, for the purpose of continuing his speech, 
the privilege was refused him. 
sent that the privilege should be accorded in one 
case, and not in another. 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Boyp pro tem.) Does 
the gentleman raise an objection ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, sir; I object. 

Cries of “Ga on,” * go on.” 

Mr. McDOWELL, (to the Speaker.) Have I 
not a right, sir. to proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman has a right to proceed. The floor can 
be yielded for explanation. . 

Objection was made by several gentlemen. 

Mr. WHITE remarked, that he had known 
several instances, in which gentlemen had been 
permitted to proceed by general consent. 

The SPEAKER said, he trusted the sense of the 


He could not con- |} 


House would be expressed in reference to: the | 


point of order. The right of the gentleman from 
Virginia, he remarked, would be evidently but a 
limited right. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. T rise toa question of order. 
The Speaker was about to put the question to 
the House whether the gentleman should proceed 
with his remarks. 
suspension of the rules; and I submit to the Chair 
that no motion to suspend the rules isin order ex- 
eépt on Monday. : 


That is a motion involving a | 


Ohio [Mr. Gioprwas] has correctly stated the | 


rule of the House, The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McDowe11] has a 
right to proceed by way of explanation, under the 
privilege allowed him by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Hotmes.] It will be com- 
petent for any gentleman to rise toa point of or- 
der, if he supposes that the gentleman exceeds the 
limit allowed by the usage or practice of the 
House; and the Chair will decide whether the 
gentleman is in order or not. For the present, the 
Chair decides that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. McDowett] is entitled to the floor, which 
has been yielded to him by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Hotmes.] 


Mr. MeCLERNAND. ‘The gentleman from | 


Virginia [Mr. McDoweLL}] proposed to go on 
with his remarks. The consent of the House was 
asked. The Chair submitted the question to the 
House, and no objection was raised. The gentle- 
man from. Virginia had proceeded 


The SPEAKER (pro fem.) Objection had been | 


made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Giv- 
DINGS} 


\ 


$ 


t 


Mr. McCLERNAND appealed-from the decis- |; 


ion of the Chair, but dit not press the appeal. 

` Some time passed in the effort of the Speaker to 
restore: erder. ; . 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) The Chair will 
again state that the gentleman from Virginia has a 
right to proceed with his remarks, under the priv- 
ilege extended to him by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. If the gentleman from Virginia should 
wander heyond the point sanctioned by the prac- 
tice. of the House in such cases, any gentleman 
can rise and submit the point of order, and the 
Chair will decide it. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he understood. it to have 
heen decided by the Chair that the gentleman from 
Ohio had raised objection. 
ter, he (Mr. H ) would appeal from the decision. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) stated the question to 
be on the anneal. : 

Mr. PRESTON KING desired to know what 
the decision of the Chair was. 

The SPEAKER (pro fem ) explained. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that the gentleman from Virginia can go 
on and continue his eneech ? 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) The Chair has 
made no such derision. 

_ The SPEAKER (pro tem.) then repeated his de- 
cision, 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I find I misunderstood the 
point of order decided by the Chair; I withdraw 
the appeal. ; ; 

So the appeal was withdrawn. 

Mr. BURT. T should be happy to hear the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. McDowrut ] But 
I desire to know, as a matter of fact, whether the 
gentleman from Virginia has asked the gentleman 
from Sonth Carolina to yield the floor for expla- 


nation? No one would be more happy than myself | 


to hear the distinguished gentleman from Virginia. 
But we must respect the rules of. the House. 
Mr. DANTEL was understood to inquire of the 


Speaker whether, if he (Mr. D ) withdrew his | 


amendment, the question before the Flouse would 
he so changed as to entitle the geneman from 
Virginia to nroceed ? 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) That cannot de- 


| prive the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 


Homes] of his right to the floor. 
Mr. STEVENS. of Pennsylvania, desired to be 
informed whether the gentleman from South Caro- 


j lina [Mr. Homes] had yielded the floor for ex- 


planation? or whether the gentleman had said any- 
thing to be explained ? 

Mr. McLANE, of Marviand. T call the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] to order. 
No one is entitled to the floor but the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. McDOWELL now inquired what the de- 
cision of the Chair was? 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) explained. 

Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) Does the gentle- 
man rise to a qnestion of order? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ido. 
The SPEAKER (pro tem) 

will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Itis in the power of the gen- 


The gentleman 


) | tleman from Virginia to state whether he obtained 
The SPEAKER (protem.) The gentleman from |) 


the floor for the purpose of explanation, or for the 
purpose of continuing his speech. 


! his speech, then it is not in order. 


The SPEAKER (pro fem.) The Chair cannot 
call the gentleman from Virginia to order until the 
gentleman shall have violated the rules of order. 

(Cries: “Go on! Go on!) 

Mr. MecDOWELL. I shall not gn on, except 
for a few minutes. 


Mr. McD. said, the House need not be un- 
der any uneasiness or apprehension as to any 
transgression of the rules on his part. 
ofien-that he claimed the attention of the House. 
He had, in fact, but little more to say, and- it was 
very. possible, under all the circumstances of the 
case, that it would be better that even that should 
be omitted. 

Mr. FOWLER interposed to the point of order, 
that the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. McDowext} 
was not speaking in explanation of anything which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hormes] 
had said, 
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To terminate the mat- | 


If to continue | 


If gentlemen will allow mea į 
few nioments, I shall go on—not to explain, unless | 
that is explanation which has reference to the dis- į 
| position of this whole subject. 


It was not | 


The: SPEAKER sustained. the point-oforde: 

Me. McDowext took-his seat. ces 

‘Mr. HOLMES resumed the floor, and addressed 
the House for an hour, contending that;the dan- 
gers which now encompass us are not attributable. 
to the operations of Abolitionists, so. much as to. 
the conflict between the capital of wealth: in the 
North and the capital of labor in. the South. -. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, among several competitors, 
obtained the finor. fae ae ` 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to. the gentle- 
i, man from Tennessee to yield for explanation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS yielded. |. BEE 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise for the purpose: 
of withdrawing the motion I submitted-the other 
day to refer the pending proposition to the Coni- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
I do so to divest the question, in some degree, of 
the complication which now surronnds it, and for 
|i the purpose of facilitating the settlement of the’ 

several questions involved. 
| Mr. BURT. I rise to a point of order. My 
| point of order is, that the gentleman from Hlinois, 
after the instructions which had been -moved, cane 
not withdraw his amendment. ; : 

The SPEAKER (pro tem., Mr. -Born:). ‘The 
Chair is of opinion that the gentleman fiom Hiie 
nois has the right to withdraw his: motion... ; 

Mr. MEADE, I ask if the gentleman from 

Tennessee can yield the floor for that purpose? 
‘| The SPEAKER was understood to say that the. 
i! gentleman might yield the floor. Loe 
Mr. MEADE. ł understand that he yields for 
i| explanation. Can the gentleman from Illinois, 
having obtained the floor for such a purpose, with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Intending to move the 

previons question, I thought it proper to permit 
i any gentleman to make any explanation or any al- 
‘teration to any amendment he may have offered, 
i For that reason, I yielded the floor to the gentle- 
1} man from THinois. 
Mr. McCLERNARD. 
| to refer. i i 
t Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to say that he 
wished to make an explanation ‘of a similar char- 
acter to that of the gentleman from Illinois. He 
| now moved to refer the bill to the Committee of 
ii the Whole on the state of the Union. 7 

Mr. WILLIAMS declined to yield for the pur- 
pose indicated, and moved the previous question. 
He remarked that he had no desire to postpone: 
action; but if gentlemen wished, he would move 
Í to postpone the bill until twelve o’clock to-mor- 


I withdraw the motion 


row. 
Mr. BURT inquired what would be the effect 

of the previous question at this stage.of the bill? 

| Heunderstood thatan amendment had been offered, 

jand an amendment to that amendment: was he 

| accurate as to that? 

| The SPEAKER replied in the affimative. 

Mr. BURT (continuing ) desired to know 


|! question, would not be confined to thesetwoamend= 
| ments, and then to the bill itself? In. other. words, 
| whether, if the previous question were now sus- 
tained, it would be in order to move to reduce the 
ii sum from ten millions to some smaller sum? | 

The SPEAKER replied, that if the previous 
question were sustained by the House, it would 
| not be in order to move any amendment. The 
! House would be brought to a direct vote, first 
| upon the amendment of the gentleman from North 
| Carolina to the amendment of the gentleman from 
I| Kentucky; then upon the amendment of the gen- 
|| leman from Kentucky; and then upon the bill, 
i| amended or not amended, as the House should 
ii have decided. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, will it be 
in order for me to move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
| Mr. WILLIAMS. The Speaker will bear in 
i! mind that i do not yield the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly 
decided during the premises, that a member cannot 
yield the floor for the purpose of allowing another 
member to offer anv motion in the-way-of amend-- 
ment, or to refer, (for the motion ‘to refer stands 
on precisely the sume footing with the motion to: 
amend.) But a member has the right to withdraw 
his motidh at any time before the House have 
taken action upon it. After the previous question 
i| had been moved by the gentleman from Tennes- 
ece, and before it was seconded, the gentleman 


| whether the House, by sustaining the previous =~ 
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from Illinois would have had the right to withdraw 
his motion to commit. Therefore, it was notne 
cessary for the geneman from Tennessee to yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Illinois for that 
purpose. i ; : 

Mr. GIDDINGS made an inquiry, which was 
_ not distinctly heard by the reporter; in reply to 
“which, 


The SPEAKER repeated his statement as to i 


the right of the gentleman from Hlinois to with- 


draw his motion to refer after the demand for the i 


previous question— ; 

The question being on seconding the demand 
for the previous question— > 

Mr. FEATHERSTON appealed to Mr. Wiz- 
LtaĮms to withdraw the demand, to enable him to 
offer a substitute for the bill iself. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said that the 
previous question having been moved, no remarks 
Were in order. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Iam satisfied that the 
gentlenran’ from’ Tennessee, [“ order, order,”’] 
who wants to stop discussion, does not want to 
cut off amendment. 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to offering 
any amendment at this time, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Then I hope the de- 
mand for the previous question will be voted down. 


| 


Mr. SCHENCK desired to know the nature of ; 


the question. Had the motion to commit heen 
withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been withdrawn. 

Mr. SCHENCK. And the previous question 
is now moved ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous: question is 
moved by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SCHENCK. If the previous question is 
sustained, there will -be no possible means of 

- modifying the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. There will be none except 
by the amend ments already offered. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, Mr. BURT, and others, 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, ‘* Will the House adjourn ?”? was 
then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 49, 
nays 132. - 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 


Tellers were ordered, (and Messrs. Harris, of | 


‘Tennessee, and CAMPBELL, were appointed.) - 


Mr. FOWLER inquired of the Chair whether, | 


if the previous question should be sustained, he 
could offer an amendment reducing the amount? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly 
stated, that if the previous question is sustained, 
no amendment will be in order. 

Mr. EWING, (to the Speaker.) Will it be 
order to move a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. EWING. I make the motion, and ask 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. E. withdrew the demand for the yeas and 
nays. 


in 


The question, ‘Shall there be a call of the | 


House?” was then taken, and decided in the neg- : 


ative. 
So a call of the House was refused. 
The question then recurred and was taken on 


the demand for the previous question, and the vote a 


stood—ayes 76, noes 92. 
So there was not a second. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
House adjourn. 


I move that the 


Mr. DUER and Mr. BURT demanded the yeas || 


and nays. 

Mr. McLANE, 
journ, and 1 move to refer the bill and amend- 
ments to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


{Several members requested Mr. McLanx to : 


give way.] 


Mr. MeL. said, he did not intend to give way | 


“to any friend, either on the right or on the left. 
The SPEAKER interposed to the restoration of 
order, there was so much confusion in the Hall. 


Mr. McLANE then said: Mr. Speaker I renew || 
this motion to commit, in order that the House may | 
come to a test võte upon the pending question. Ii 


shall now myself vote for this motion to commit, 
because I am content to take the bill with the pend- 


ĮI withdraw the motion to ad- || 


i Mr. PRESTON KING. 


| quiry for the information of the House. 


ing amendments; and further, l feel there is great 
danger, almost certain danger, of so amending the 
bill that it would be laden down with such amend- 
ments as would effectually change its character and 
insure its defeat; in other words, [ think it stronger 
as it is than it can be in any othershape. Gentle- 
men who are not in favor of it without radical 
amendments cannot be regarded as friends of the 
bill, and may now vote to commit and offer their 
amendments. I shall regret that they have the 
strength thus to defeat the bill, but I will meet my 


vote my sentiments on the bill and pending amend- 
ments. This motion to commit may therefore be 
deemed a test vote, especially if it be followed by 
the previous question, for we will then have an 
opportunity to determine in advance of the pur- 
chase of territory from Texas the charactér of ter- 
ritorial governments to which the territory thus 
ceded shall be subjected. This issue we have now 
before us in the amendments of the gentlemen from 
North Carolinaand Kentucky, and finally these, 
or either of them, failing, the Senate bill itself, un- 
embarrassed by other issues, is still within reach 
of the House. I demand the previous question. 
1f the previous ques- 
tion can be put upon the motion to refer, Lhave no 
objection, forder, order;] butif it covers the whole 
question, ! am opposed to it. I ask of the Chair 
what will be the effect of the previous question? 

{Calls to order.] 

The SPEAKER. It is proper to answer the in- 
If the 
previous question is sustained it will bring the 
| House to a vote, first upon the motion to refer: if 
the House refuse to commit the bill, the previous 
question will not be exhausted, until the House 
shall have voted upon the pending amendments, 
and upon the bill. 

Tellers were demanded upon the second of the 
previous question. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES called the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
| Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Ewine and Roor were appointed. 

The question was taken, and, by ayes 91, noes 
78, was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


} . ge 

| The following petitions were presented under 
i the rule, and referred to‘the appropriate com- 
mittees: - 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Five petitions, numerously signed 
by citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, asking for a modifi- 
cation of the tariff of 1846, and a return to specific duties. 

Also, one of like character from citizens of Carbon 
county, Pennsylvania. 

Also, a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
| for a reduction of postage to two cents on prepaid letters. 

Also, a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
thar there may be established an assimilated rank for 
medical officers in the navy. 

By Mr. GILMORE: The petition of citizens of Iowa for 
a grant of land to aid the State of Lowa to construct a rail- 
| road trom Keokuck to Dubuque in said State. 


' IN SENATE. 


Tuespay, September 3, 1850. 
The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before 


4 the body a communication from the Navy Depart- 
į 


! ment, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 28th ultimo, asking for a copy of the 
report of Professor Charles G. Page, exhibiting 
the results, as far as ascertained, of his experi- 
ments in testing the capacity and usefulness of the 
electro-magnetic power as a mechanical agent for 
the purposes of navigation and locomotion, author- 
zed by the act of Congress of 3d March, 1849. 
Mr. BENTON. These papers were furnished 
The regular motion would be to 
print them, but that seems to be a blank motion 


i at my instance. 


papers away, so that we cannot get a change of 
| seeing them or using them. | shall therefore make 

no motion at present, but let the papers lie on the 
: table; and if Í see there is any chance hereafter of 


i| just now, the only effect of which is to send the 
i 


ii getting them printed, I will move to have it done. 


The communication was laid on the table. 

. THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I wish to give notice that 
to-morrow morning, during the time for receiving 
reports, the Finance Committee will report the ap- 


i propriation bill for the Post Office and mail service, 


| duty on their amendments as cheerfully as Í now | 


and ask that it be immediately taken up and acted 
on. I shall be prepared with full statements and 
explanations, and I call the attention of Senators 
to it now, that they may turn their attention to the 
subject and be ready to act on it. The committee 
have now that bill, the Indian appropriation bill, 
and the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill be- 
fore them, and it is desirable that they should be 
getting them off their hands. I shell, therefore, 
to-morrow, during the morning hour, report the 
Post Office bill, and ask the Senate to také it up 
for action. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of the firm 
of E. J. Cook & Co., engaged in the vending of 
merchandise in the city of San Antonio, in the 
State of Texas, and also in the town of Fredericks- 
burg, in said State, setting forth that band of United 
States soldiers, attached to the military post near 
Fredericksburg, surrounded their store, forcibly 
broke open the door, set the store on fire, and de- 
stroyed their whole stock of merchandise, books 
of accounts, and papers, as well as all the record- 
books and archivés of the country—all of which 
facts are substantiated by testimony. The memo- 
rialists ask, as the guilty parties can only be pun- 
ished for a breach of the criminal laws of the 
State, that an act may be passed remunerating 
them for the losses sustained in consequence of the 
outrage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mè. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Alsop & Chauncey, Howland & Aspinwall, Min- 
turn & Co., and other shipping merchants, with 
the presidents of the principal insurance companies 
of the city of New York, interested in the com- 
merce of the Pacific, setting forth the serious losses 
invariably sustained by those engaged in the trade, 
from the delay, difficulty, and expense of discharg- 
ing cargoes at San Francisco, and asking that a 
port of entry may be established at Benicia, or the 
Straits of Karquinez, on account of thesuperiority 
of the harbor and the depth of water close in shore, 
security from winds, &c.; which was ordered to lie 
on the table—a bill having already been reported 
on the subject. 

Mr. TURNEY presented a petition from the 
assistant messengers and laborers employed in the 
General Land Office, asking an increase of their 
compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the peti- 
tion of Isaac Seymour, a pensioner of the United 
States, asking to be allowed a back pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BELL presented a petition of citizens of 
Tennessee, asking the establishment of a mail 
route from Waynesborough to Decaturville, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred House bill No. 86, being 
the bill for the relief of Skelton Felton, reported 
back the same without amendment and recom- 
mended its passage. 

On the motion af Mr. JONES, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the immediate consideration of the bill 
as in Committee of the Whole, and, no amend- 
ment having been proposed, the bill was reported 
to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, and was ` 
read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the me- 
morial of Joseph J. Graham, asking authority to 
raise a regiment of dragoons from the young men 
of the southwestern part of Virginia and the 
eastern part of Tennessee, to serve on the frontier, 
and at the expiration of theirterm to be allowed 
a half section of land, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same; which wes 
agreed to. g 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred certain resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State ðf Texas, relative to the payment of cer- 
tain companies for services on the western frontier, 
submitted a report, which was ordered to be printed, 
accompanied by a joint resolution for the settlement 
of the accounts of certain companies of TeXas vol- 
unteers, which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked to be discharged from the further 
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consideration of the representation of the Grand 

Jury of Washington county, D. C., concerning the 

criminal court-room, and terms and offices of the 

circuit court, and that it be referred to the Com: 

mittee for the District of Columbia. 7 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pension 
of five years to the widow of Lieutenant Colonel Zenon 
Mackay, late of the United States army. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I would suggest 
to the Senator from Missouri that cases of this 
kind have been referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions during the present session. 

Mr. BENTON. The classification of this de- 
scription of cases is not yet established by law, 
but they belong to the military branch of the ser- 
vice. Iam one of those who have thought from 
the beginning that a life was a life, whether it is 
lost in the naval or in the military service of the 
country, by water or by land; that if a man died 
in the service of his country he had given his life 
for his country, and his family ought to be placed 
on the same footing, to whichever branch of the 
service he might have belonged. I move to refer 
this to the Military Committee, in order that the 
Military Committee may plead the cause of the 
army, whose destinies and interests are in their 
hands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I merely raised 
the question of reference. I do not object to the 
reference to the Military Committee. I'agree with 
the Senator from Missouri that that committee 
should provide whatever lawe are necessary to 
govern these pension; but a ditferent rule has pre- 
vailed this session, and I merely wanted to call his | 
attention te the fact. . 

The PFESIDENT. The resolution is not un- 
der consice ation now. It lies over under the 
rules, i 

ACCOUNTS OF PIERCE M. BUTLER. 


Mr. ATCHISON asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution for the settlement of || 
the accounts with the heirs and representatives of 
Colonel Pierce M. Butler, late agent for the Cher- | 
okee Indians, It was read a first and second time, 
and on his motion the bill was considered as in | 
Committee of the Whole, was reported to the | 
Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. j 

PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. rj 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate pro- 
ceded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- | 
sideration of House bill No. 250, being a bill to 
‘create the office of the surveyor general of the 
public lands in Oregon, and to provide for the sur- 
vey and to make donations to settlers of the said 
public lands.” . 

The first question was on certain amendments | 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 
The first amendment was to strike out of the 
fourth section the following words: ' 


« And no interest in the part so held by the wife in her | 
own rignt shal! be Jiable for or subject to sale for the debts of 
her husband.” 


That part of the section was in these words: 


“Sec. 4. Andbeit further enacted, That there shallhe, and 
hereby is, granted to every white settler or occupant of the į 
public lauds, (American half- breed Indians included,) above | 
the age of eighteen years, heing a citizen of the United | 
States, or having made a declaration according to law of his | 
intention to become a citizen, or who shall make such de- 
claration on or before the first day of December, eighteen 
hundred and filty-one, now residing in said Territory, or 
who shall become a resident thereof on or before the first 
day of December, eighteen hundre! and fifty, and who shall 
have resided upon and cultivated the same for four consec- 
utive years, and shall otherwise conform to the provisions 
of this act, the quantity of one half-section, or three hun- | 
dred aud twenty acres of land, if a single man, and if a 
married man, or if he shall become married within one year | 
from the fir-t day of December, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
the quantity of one section or six hundred aud forty acres, | 
one half to himself and the other half to his wife, to be i 
held by her in her own right; and the Surveyor General | 
shall designate the part inuring to the husband and that to | 
the wife, and enter the same on the records of his office 5 | 
and no interest in the part so held by the wife, in her own right, i 
shall he liahle for, or subject to sale for the debts of her hus- | 
band; and in all cases where such married persons have | 
complied with the provisions of this act so as to entie them į 
to the grant as above provided, whether under the late pro- |l 
visional government of Oregon, or since, and either sball | 
have died before patent issues, the survivor and children or į 
heirs of th- deceased shall be entitled to the share or inter- i 
est of the d-ceased in equal proportions, except where the |} 


deceased shali otherwise dispose of it, by testament duly | 


‘that provision, except so far as relates to the power 


and properly executed according to the laws of Oregon? i 


Mr. WALKER. I would ask for some ex- 
planation of that amendment from. the. committee 
who had this bill in-charge. 

Mr. FELCH. The provision which the com- 
mittee recommend in their report should be stricken 
out relates to lands to be given in certain cases to 
the wives of settlers. The bill provides that no 
interest in the part so held by the wife in her own 
right shall be liable for or subject to sale for the 
debts of the husband. f 

_The objection is not to the principle contained in 


of Congress to legislate on the subject. It was 
thought by the committee that the States them- 
selves have full power and right to legislate in 
regard to what may be taken under judicial pro- 
ceedings, and what may not, and that it should not 
be annexed as a condition to a grant of land by 
Congress; that it was one 6f those subjects with 
which Congress should not interfere. Thus much 
with regard to the principle. 

Itis of no consequence practically whether the pro- 
vision is left in or not, for we understand that the 
same provision is included in the territorial law of 
Oregon. The very right which the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Warxer] wishes to secure to the 
people of Oregon, is secured to them by the action 
of the proper tribunal, the local legislative authority 
of the Territory. There is, therefore, no need of in- 
serting it here; and if gentlemen reflect, they will 
see that it involves an important question relative 
to the powers of Congress. 

Mr. WALKER. I am entirely satisfied with 
the explanation, but I desired that the chairman of 
the committee should express the views which I 
believe governed the committee, before the Senate 
and the country. IT agree with him, and, I believe, 
with all the members of the committee, that the 
exercise of this power by Congress would be im- 
proper and unconstitutional: I am perfectly satis- 
fied with the explanation. 

Mr. PRATT. I cannot consent that the vote 
should be taken under the supposition that every 
member of the committee concurs in the opinion 
expressed by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Fetcu.] Now, [ concede that we have no right 
to interfere with the jurisdiction of States in refer- 
ence to property within their limits; but E imagine 
that there can be no doubt of the power on the 
part of Congress, when making a gratuity, to an- 
nex any conditions which they may think proper 
to that gratuity. We have certainly the power 
to give land to the wives of dead soldiers, and to 
say that it shall not go to pay the debts of the 
husband. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
but there was found to be no quorum voting. 

Mr, BADGER. What is the subject-matter to 
which the amendment relates? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [think I can make an ex- 
planation which will satisfy alt. The bill provides 
for settlers in Oregon, and here is a provision that 
the interest of the wife shall not be liable for the 
husband’s debts. The local law of Oregon, I un- 
derstand, provides precisely the same thing; so 
that it is entirely immaterial whether the amend- 
ment be adopted or rejected; the effect. will be pre- 
cisely the same. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not want to detain the Sen- 
ate, but it seems to me entirely competent to Con: 
gress, when making a donation, to direct the man- 
ner in which it shall be enjoyed, and to direct, 
therefore, that the wife shall have certain interest || 
which shall not be subject to be sold for the hus- |i 
band’s debts. That, in my opinion, is a very || 
good principle; it is one which has been adopted 
in many of the States, and which is being adopted || 
every day in the most enlightened States of the 
Union. . 

But it is said that it is useless to insert this pro- || 
vision in the bill, because the Legislature of Ore- ji 
gon have already provided the same thing. Well, | 
that may or may not be; they may repeal it. But. 
this is a donation of land by the Government to || 
certain families, and it secures an interest in that || 
land to the wife, and prevents its being subject to Í| 
sale for the husband’s debts. That is a very good 
principle, one wh'ch Congress is perfectly compe- 
tent to adopt, and one which I hope wiil be re- 
tained in this bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I concur folly in what the | 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusk] has suggested, 


that in making a donation of land to the original || 
settlers in that section of country, we may un- |! 


doubtedly provide for the protection ‘of..the jnter- 

est of the wife against the debts of thé: husband...” 
lf I understand the Senator from Hhinois:correed ys 
such is now the provision:of the law. of that Tër= 
ritory. Then, if we retain this provision in the 
biil, we shall only affiim that Jaw, and in. case: 
there should be any subsequent alieration in the 
law of the Territory, the widow will be protected 
under our law, when she might. not otherwise be 
protected. ee ey 

There is another reason why J am, opposed to 
this amendment. I wish the bill could .pass:the 
Senate without any amendment whatever. d 
would prefer to take it precisely as- it came from 
the House. Though it does not in all respects 
correspond with my views, yet looking at the risk 
which it runs of not gettifg a concurrent ‘vote in 
the House upon our amendments, | desire to make 
no amendments, or certainly as few as possible. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected on a division of 17 to 24, 

The next amendment reported by the committee 
was to strike out of the fourth section the fullow- 
ing proviso: 

“Provided, nevertheless, Transfers of title to land situated 
in Oregon by an alien or aliens to each other, heretotore 
nade, shall be of uo force or effect except as herein other 
wise provided.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. aE, 

The next amendment was to insert the word 
“ future” before the word *‘ contracts,” in the 
51st line of the same section, so as to make it 
read: ` 

“ Provided further, That all future contracts made by any 
person or persons entitled to the benefit of this act, for the 
sale of the Jand to which he or they may be entitled under 
this aet before he or Wey have received a patent twerefur, 
shall be null and void.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was to strike out of the 
5th section the words “ emigrating from the Unied 
States and,” so as to make it read: 

“ That to all white male citizens of the United States or 
{persons emigrating from the United Stutes, and) who shail 
have made a declaration of intention to become snel above 
the age of iwetity-oue years, emigrating to and settiug'in 
said Territory between the first day of December, 1850, and 
the first day of December, 1855; and to all white male 
American citizens, not hereinbefore provided tor, becoming 
One and twenty years of age, iu said Territory, and -enhog 
there between the times last aforesaid, wbo shalt in other 
respects comply with the foregoing section and the provi- 
sions of this law, there shalt be and hereby is granted the 
quantity of one gquarter-section, or one bundred and sixty 
acres of land, if a single man; or if manied, or if he shall 
become married within one year from the lime of arriving 
in said Territory, or within one year alter becoming twenty 
one years of age as aforesaid, then the quantity of one hale 
section, or three hundred aud twenty acres, one halt to the 
husband and the other half to the wite in her own right, 
to be designated by the surveyor general as aloresaid : Pro- 
vided, always, That no personshall ever receive a paient for 
more than one donation of Jand in said Territory: in bis or 
her own right.?? f : 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President. I desire to sug- 
gest a mere verbal amendment to the bill. In the 
35th line of the fourth section, E propose to strike 
out the word * donated,” and insert the word 
‘‘given’’ in its place. I have great doubis ‘as to 
whether the word ‘* donated’’ can: be considered'a 
good English word. It is at best but a denizen, 
and I prefer a natural born subject of the language, 
The passage was as follows: 

t Provided, That no alien shall be entitled toa patent to 
land donated by this act until he shall produce to the survey~ 
or general of Oregon record evidence that his naturalization 
as a citizen of the United States has been completed; but 
if any alien having made his declaration of intention to bhe- 


> 


|! come a citizen of the United States alter the passage of this 


act, shall die before his naturalization shall be completed, 
the possessory right acquired by him under the provisions 
of this act shali descend: to his heirs-at-Jaw, or pass to bis 
devisees, Lo whom, as the case may be, the patent shall is- 
sue.” ‘ A 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest the word 
« granted” as a suitable one. 

Mr. BADGER. Very well; I move to strike 
out * donated,” and insert ‘ granted.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The same amendment was made in the 10th line 


| of the eleventh section. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, offered the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 

* And that such portions of the public lands as may be 
designated under the authority of he President of the Uni- 
ted States for forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, and 
other nvedful putlie uses shall be reserved and excepted 
from the operation of this act.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, there could 
be no objection to that amendment, if it was re- 
stricted to the lands not occupied, cultivated, and 
improved prior to the passage of this act.” But if 
that amendment is to authorize a military officer 
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to: take possession of the seat of government of 
the. Territory, and declare that a reservation for 
military purposes, and deprive the’ inhabitants of 
thé town of its ase, and take possession of their 
mills, their churches, and their schoolhouses, | 
should doubt very much whether such discretion- 
ary authority ought to be given to the command- 
ing officer on that coast. Ni 
give a military officer power to take possession of 
any town site and declare it a military post, with- 
out any regard to the rights of the citizens living 
in the town, without protecting t*e inhabitants in 
the possession of their houses and their other pro- 
pefty, I certainly cannot vote for it. But, if the 
Senator will restrict his amendment, so as to apply 
only to all reservations not heretofore taken pos- 


session of, and occupied’ by the settlers, I can then | 


see no‘objection to it. But I hope that the amend- 
ment, in its present form, will not be adopted, be- 
eatse it is liable to do very great iniustice. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
if the Senator had listened atrentively.to the reading 
of the amendment he would have seen that it 
did not confer any authority on the commanding 
officer on the coast of Oregon. It simply author- 
izes the President, as is usual in such cases, to 
reserve lands for public purposes. Otherwise a 
claim might be laid to a post occupied by a mili- 
tary garrison. It is not to be imagined that such 


a case as the Senator supposes would arise, for i 


If the amendment will į 


it is to be presumed that the War Denartment, or | 


the President, controlling the War Department, 


would not select the church, or the schoolhouse, | 


or the capitol of the Territory, and convert it 
into a military post. 


This amendment isto give the President the | 


power which is always given in such cases; and 
the immediate necessity for it is, that a collision 
has already arisen froma claim being laid to a 


place which I am informed is occupied ag a mili- | 


tary garrison. ` It is_ to avoid such claims, which 
will probably be laid to places which the United 
States have improved and held. And, sir, if it 
«should so happen that a village has arisen upon a 
place which it is absolutely necessary for the 
United States to have, I 
from the past, that the possession, houses. or cùl- 
tivation of ro citizen will be taken for public use 
without due conipensation being made therefor. 
* Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, another sec- 
tion of the bill provides that no claim shall here- 
afier be located upon any land that is reserved for 
military or governmental purposes. So that, as the 
bill now stands, no claim can be la 


ervation that the Government has made; no claim 


‘take it for granted, judging | 


id to any res- | 


can be located upon any site selected for a fort. | 


But the question is, whether you will authorize 
the President of the United States to reserve fram 
the operation of this- bill the improvements that 
the people of Oregon have made 
country? That is‘the simple question. 

As to the collision of which the Senator spoke, 
1 presume he referred to what took place at Asto- 
ria, near the mouth of the Columbia river. `I 


understand that the army officer in command there | 
has. taken possession of the houses, and of the 


church of that town, asa military pos', depriving 
those who have been in possession for years of 
the use of their propérty. Whether this infor- 
mation is correct or not, I do not know. But 
such is the information that | have received, and 
it comes in such a sha 
to doubt it. 
and take possession of an old site like that of As- 
toria, where there were improvements. made and 
money invested for years, and convert that into a 
military post, disregarding the rights of the set- 
ters, I ask if he may not do it in the only place 
there more important: than that—the seat of gov- 
ernment of the Territory? [do not think thatthe 
President should be vested with this power. What 
can the President know in reg rd to the facts of 
this case? He can only know what the officer 
there shall report to him. So this is equivalent to 
giving discretion to the officer in command in Ore- 
gon to deprive any citizen, or any number of citi- 
zens, of house’ and home, for the benefit of the 
United States, without making any compensation 
therefor. [do think that, if the Government wants 
to locate a fort, or any other public work 
the improvement of a settler heretofore mad 
ought to buy enough for that purpose. 

can hereafter reserve all the lands they de 
no setlement can then be made on them, 


+ upon 
e, they 
But they 
sire; and 

That is 


shape that Lam not at liberty | 
And, sir, ifa military officer can go ; 


years ago in that 


the way the bill now stands. I hope the amend- 
ment will not be adonted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, F 
have acted. under information I have received from 
the Secretary of War. [labor under no excite- 
ment whatever. I can readily imagine, however, 


that the honorable Senator from Ilinois may have | 


heard a tale from some of those “injured”? men, 
who always hang about and squat as close to the 
fort as the commanding officer will allow, and who 
would have a preémption right on the site of the 
fort, ifthev weré not excluded. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The point | made was this: | 


The bill now authorizes the reservation of such 
places as may be necessary, so that no location 


rean ever be made hereafter any nearer than the 


officer chooses toallow. The only pointis, whether 
the-officers shall be allowed to take property here- 
tofore invested there? They have taken posses- 
sion of Astoria, at the mouth of the Columbia 
river, 
sion of three other points at the mouth of that 
river,—Cane Disappointment, Point Adams, and 
Sand Island. They have thus taken possession of 
threesites just around Astoria, in addition to the 
town of Astoria, which they ought not to have 
been permitted to fake. 
actual claim under the provisions of this bill, with 
possession and improvements, I think the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought not to be permit- 
ted to take possession. 

Mr. BENTON. Will the honorable Senator 
from Ilinois please read the part of the bill to 
which he has referred ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS read the following: 

‘© Sec, 9. And te it further enacted, That no claim toa 
donation right, under the provisions of this act, upon sec- 
tions 16 or 36, shall he valid or allowed, ifthe residence and 
cultivation upon which the same is founded shall have com- 
menced after the survey of the same; nor shall such claim 
attach to any tract or parcel of land selected fora military 
post, or within one mile thereof, or to any other land re- 
served for governmental purposes, unless the residence and 
cultivation thereof shall have commenced previons to the 
selection or reservation of the same far such purposes,” 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I think the bill 
asit stands allows ample latitude in the case de- 
scribed. All these movements are upon their face 
very specious. Tt is ‘the President of the United 
States,” according to the amendment, who is to 
approve this selection. Hence we think we have 
got the high office of President of the United States 
for our security. Now, we all know how that is. 
The President can have no more to do with this 
than can the man in the moon. Naor has the Sec- 
retary of War much more to do with the matter 
than the President. It is done by the officer in 
thé country where the selection is tobe made. He 


makes his representation, and his representation | 


is the decision of the thine. All the rest is a mere 
matter of form. The President exercises no voli- 
tion; the Secretary of War exercises none. Itis 
the entire act of the officer in the country. 

Mr. President, I have had some experience on 
this subject, same exnerience in this matter of re- 
serving lands for military purposes, and | know 
exactly how itonerates. The officers make a large 
reservation in order to keep settlements at as great 
a distance from the post as possible, so as to pre- 
vent men from gelling whisky to the soldiers. 
They take their.own views, military views, of the 
matter, and think of none other, They wish to 
keep off that kind of people who sell whisky to 
the garrison. They make a large reservation, as 
much as they think necessary; and when they 


have made it, it answers no purpose except to de- | 


ponulate the country; for thase who want to sell 
spirituous liquors-will go through vour reservation 
in the night. It is vninhabited, and unless sen- 
tinels are planted all. over it, those men will go 
throngh it. Itanswers no purpose in the. world 
but that of creating a desert in a State, which is to 
be a rendezvous for all who choose ta go there, and 
be exempt from the restraints of society. 

We had a case of this kind in Missouri, oppo- 
site Fort Leavenworth. There was a reservation 
for a great many miles up and down the river, in 
the State of Missouri, opposite Fort Leaven worth, 
which answered no other purpose than to depopu- 
late that part of the State. Being by virtue of law, 
it was with extreme difficulty that we got that part 
of the State laid open to settlement. This is the 
way this thing works always. Large reservations 


are made, unlimited reservations, just exactly such | 


as the officer in command chooses to make. He 


At the same time, they have taken posses- | 


Now, where there is an | 
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i surrendered to the people. 
: the people of Missouri have not suffered much 


: Now, the land belongs to the United States. 


and buy land upon which to erect a milita 


has'no rule to go by. 


It ig no better than that of 


‘the chancellor of old, who measured conscience by 


a big foot or a little foot. ‘Phe amount, be it much 
or little, that the officer reserves, depends upon his 
feelings at the times-and this also leads to exer- 
tions to get rid of them, and I believe the people 
have got rid of these reservations in almost all 
places. We have now none of those very large 
reservations for military purposes, although there 
were many in the beginning. There was one 
which covered the site of the city of St. Louis. 
That has been given up. The United States now 
use land for military purposes in Missouri that 
has been the gift of the inhabitants, as in the case 
of the Jefferson barracks. 

I think there is no sort of necessity for this 
amendment. It may lead to great inconvenience, 
and the officer may exercise the power very arbi- 
trarily, by going and taking possession of a set- 
tlement; and we all know that an officer of the 
United States has immense ideas of his own pow- 
ers, and could do almost anything in the name of 
United States. Ł think the bill as.it stands goes 
far enough. There is not the least necessity for 
extending it any further. There cannot be any 
place in the settled part of the country wanted for 
military purposes. They wantforts and garrisons, 
principally on the frontier, near the Indian coun- 
try; and some upon the sea shore, for the purpose 
of protecting the seaboard towns. These are the 
places that want military posts, All the body of 
the country remains free from any necessity for 
this establishment. I think the bill sufficient as it 
is. . 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
think the closing remarks of the Senator from 
Missouri answer his argument. He says that 
lands were taken in Missouri for military purpo- 
ses, and that in progress of time they have been 
Then I imagine that 


from any reservations which may have been made 
inthat State. The Senator thinks that the military 
positions in. his Stateare now held by gift; and he 
speaks of Jefferson barracks in that connection. 
I happen to know that Jefferson barracks stand 


j on ground acquired by purchase, and to which it 


has been feared the Government has a 
title. 

The fact is, sir, that these reservations are made 
for the benefit of the people, and they are made 
upon territory which belongs to the United States. 
But if one were to listen to the arguments made 
this morning, they would suppose the troops were 
to be forced into the Territory for the injury of the 
people, and that land belonging to the people was 
to be taken from them for the henefit of the troops. 
We 
are giving it away; and the question is, what will 
we reserve for the United States? These troops 
are located at such places as the defence of the 
country requires; and as soon as the defence of 
the country no longer requires them, these garri- 
sons disappear. What objection can be made, 
then, against these military reservations for the 
benefit of the people alone, and made from prop- 
erty belonging to the United States? 

Now, if a post is required at any particular 
place and you make no reservation, it follows that 


questionable 


; a claim is made to it, and if the inhabitants of that 


place call upon the Government to give them the 
protection of a garrison, the Government go there 


ry post. 
That is the practical operation of it. : 

As to this great abuse by an officer on the fron- 
tier, let us see whose testimony is best to be taken. 
An officer stands there without any permanent in- 
terest save that of his country. He will select the 
place which is suited for the purpose of defence 
and the maintenance of order, either on the sea- 
board or on the frontier. He will desire tohavesuch 
settlements as near to him as the convenience of 
the garrison will permit, because they furnish him 
with the supplies which he requires. And upon 
every military reservation which I have ever 
known, orderly people are allowed to make a set- 
tlement; disorderly people are excluded, as essen- 
tially necessary for the preservation of the peace 
and order of the garrison. But upon the seaboard, 


į where positions are selected for a garrison, they 


are necessarily very small, because they are al- 
ways part of .a city, and seldom amount to more 
than a square of thatcity. And it often follows 
that when a garrison is removed, the inhabitants 


immediately. ask the.Government to send a new 
garrison, and if they do so they have to purchase 
another. square, upon which to build the barracks. 
Lhave known that to occur. 

The question with as now, therefore, is, whether 
we will reserve these lands, having the title to 
them, for military purposes, or will allow a-claim 
to be laid upon them, and then purchase the very 
gites which should have been reserved. That.is 
the true question which the Senate have. to con- 
sider. We have, no doubt, Senators here who 
have acquired a great deal of that species of infor- 
mation which is to be derived from the inhabitants 
ofthe Territory. They may argue very plausibly 
for the interest of the inhabitants of prospective vil- 
lages there. But when the War Department ask 
for reservations, they have the testimony of disin- 
terested persons. The officers of the army can have 
no interest in breaking down a village; no purpose 
to turn any man out of his possession; no wish to 
make reservations anywhere except so far as the 
interests of the country require it. They know 


that when population closes in upon them, and | 


their garrison is no longer required, it will be-re- 
moved. When the garrison becomes unnecessary 
in a place, it is to be removed. 


In order that the Senate may well understand | 
under what authority I have acted in offering this : 
amendment, I will read a letter of the Secretary of | 


War. 
{The letter was read, but a copy of it could not 
be obtained.] . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word further in explana- 
tion in regard to this subject. 1 understand from 
the Delegate from Oregon the facts to be these. 
The Government have selected various sites for 
military purposes. They have taken possession 
of Cape Disappointment and of Point Adams, the 
two great points-commanding the entrance of the 
Columbia, for that purpose, to which there was no 
claim, and consequently no objection. They have 
also taken possession of another point called Sand 
Island, L believe, and of many other points on the 
river to which no claim for improvements is as- 
seried, and to which of course there is no objec- 
tion. But, in addition, they have taken posses- 


sion of the former site of Astoria, containing thirty | 


houses, out of which they have turned the inhab- 
itants and appropriated them and other property to 
the use of the troops, and to this certainly there is 
an objection. {tis an old town, and the present 
inhabitants paid money for the lots, on which ata 
large expense they have erected these houses. It 
_was, therefore, their own property, and the Gov- 
ernment has taken possession of it and made no 
compensation whatever to them for it, And the 
question now is, whether by a provision in this 
bill we shall confirm this act of the military offi- 
cers, 


Again, after taking possession of these houses, | 


a farm was desired for the pasturage of the horses 


of the troops, and they found that Mr, William | 


Meeks had a very good one for the purpose, one 


which he had purchased three years ago and paid | 
$3,000 for, and which previous to his purchase had | 


been cultivated for seven years—and the officers 


took possession of it, in utter disregard of the rights | 
of the owner, whom they turned out of possession. 
The question is, whether such an act shall be con- 

firmed and sanctioned by the amendment of the | 


Senator from Mississippi. They also went up to 
the Dalles, where the missionary station is, and 
which is Lhe point of the great fisheries on the Co- 
lumbia, and reserved four miles square around the 
mission, within which they even refuse to allow a 
man to come and catch a fish. And the question 
is, [ repeat, whether such an act shail be legalized 
and sanctioned by the adoption of the amendment 


of the Senator from Mississippi. Sir, L will not | 
vote for.any proposition to turna settler out of his | 
house, or-drive away any one from land in which 


he was in. possessicn before the troops arrived. 


Wherever the troops selected and reserved land : 


that was unoccupied, this biil as it stands fully 
protects th > 
it was occupied at the time, then the Government 
should pay for it if they desire to secure It Sach 
will be the effect of the bill if this amendment be 
not adopted. . : 
Mr. BENTON. I thank the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi for causing the letter of the Secretary to 
be read. ; 
collision between the settlers on the Columbia and 
the officers of the army of the United States—As- 
% meee 


e rights of the United States. Wherever | 


Astoria, then, it seems, is the point of |) 


toria, which was.: settled >in the year 1811, forty | 
years ago save.one. And these penple, who have 
been there-for forty years, or their descendants or 
the purchasers from them who have endured every 
hardship ‘and suffering which is incident to the | 
settlement of a new country ata distance of three 

| thousand miles from the‘ country to which they 

belong, are to be subjected to the arbitrary will of 

a military officer, who may come to them and say: | 
Old settler, depart—we want your land; or, if | 
Latin was taught them at West Point, they might 
perhaps use the language of the officers of An- 
thony and Octavius Cesar, in the Roman civil 
wars, to the old settlers around Mantua: “t Old | 
farmers, depart; the military wants this land,” 
[laughter;] the forty years’ labor-you have spent 
| upon it has made it more convenient for our use; 
therefore depart from it. That, sir, seems to be 
the precise point here. Now, Astoria is not on 


i-of it, and it may or may not be that any military 
station is necessary there. Forts are necessary on 
the sea shore and along the entrance into the bay; 
that we can all comprehend; but this is a point 
pretty well up the river, and the great question in 
the first place, I think, is, whether Astoria is, 
wanted for such a purpose? In the next place, it 
is no question with me that if the United States 
want it, they should pay the settlers fairly and 
fully for it, and not take it With the strong hand. | 
So also of other places up the river. From my 
experience in regard to it, ìt is an authority which, 
if put in the hands of a military officer, will pro- 
duce no little vexation. They are guided in their 
action solely by what in their judgment is required 
in a military point of view, and what they thus 
do being under the authority of law, Í know it is 
|| bard work to get it undone again. Itis hard work 
to do it when it is close by, and it will be still 
harder when it is three thousand miles off. So, 
sir, the United States can afford to purchase any- 
thing they need, or what they may desire, and I 
dread to run the risk of giving to a military ofi- 
cer the right to oust these settlers, j 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. One would sup- 
pose, from the remarks of the Senator from Ii- 
nois, that a Senator from Mississippi had offered 
an amendment operating in a particular location 
| upon houses, farms, and pastures, and taking them 
H 


| away from those to whom they belong; or that 
| they might be seized by military authority. Now, 
sir, a Senator from Mississippi presented an amend- 
ment which would give to the President of the 
i United States the power to reserve from the pub- 
| lic lands that we are giving away those that are 
i necessary for military purposes. That was all 
ia Senator from Mississippi proposed. And .l 
|! should expect that the gentleman who is com- 
l manding on the Pacific coast, who was a lawyer | 
before he was a soldier—an eminent lawyer at the 
|| bar, and still more eminent as a soldier in the field 
—was a man upon whose judgment some reliance | 
might be placed, and certainly more capable ‘of de- 
ciding on the ground as to the rights of these par 
ties, and the requirements of the United States, 
than any Senator here, acting with information 
only as to one side of the question. And if that! 
officer’s judgment should err, and he should vio- 
late private rights in-any particular, then the case 
could be brought before the President, and if he 
|; should not do justice, then, when the final appeal 
is made here, something of the spirit which 1s 
! now manifested to protect these frontier inhabit- 
Í ants would come to their relief, and at last secure 
| to them their just rights. Itis but a phantom of 
|| the imagination. The officer would not crowd 
‘himself into a settlement as a matter of choice. 
| No officer who knows the interest cf his garrison 
would; he would get away from them as far as he 
could. 

The Senator from Missouri says that to makea 
reservation would be to exclude the settlers. But, 
let me ask, in a contest of this kind, who is itthat 
owns the land, the squatters or the United States? 
It does seem to me strange that such an alarm 
should be excited against allowing an officer to re- 
| port to the President what reservations are re- 
|| quired, and the President adopt such recommen- 
‘| dations, and if a wrong is done, to give full indem- 
i nity to the settlers. On the other hand, it seems | 
i| to me wrong that private claims should be laid 
| to all places absolutely necessary for military pur- 
|| poses, and the United States placed in a predic- 
i ament where it will be necessary to pay such | 


i 
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|| the sea shore; it is up the river, on the south side. |; 


| 
| 


claim, no matter how extravagant. “Phe daim 
will not be ‘for: the valueof ‘the lands or the im 
provements, ‘but for the value ofthe: point assa 
military position; and the claimant will grad- 
uate the amount of his -claim by the necessity for 
its occupation as such. But the poat should “be 
abandoned, the troops withdrawn; then, ‘sir, atl 
around will comeup a clamor, much: Jouder:than 
the Senator from Illinois ‘has: yet heard, for ihat 
protection which a garrison alone can afford. >: 4. 
Mr. DOWNS. - The objections urged vagainst 
the amendment by the Senators from ‘Ilinois and 
Missouri are conclusive to my -mind that it ought 
not to be adopted. I will.not vote to deny the 
military authorities the usual power of making sê- 
lections of these points, but E understand, from the 
letter of the Secretary of War, that the question is 
not whether the officers have a right to make res- 
ervations of lands which have been unoccupied 
heretofore, but whether they have a right to. dis- 
possess present occupants and take these lands. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It does not say 


s0. . 
Mr. DOWNS. The case referred to is the set- 


| ement at Astoria, where, thé Secretary saya, à 


collision has occurred, and which f understand is 
the very case to which he desires to apply the an- 
thority proposed to be given in this amendment. 
I will never consent to the establishment of a prin- 
ciple by which a military officer will have the right 
to go info a new country, and turn off settlers from 
lands on which they had been living for years, 
merely because it is convenient for the United 
States to occupy them, I will not sanction any 
such principle, nor do I see that there is any abso- 
lute necessity, from the nature of a military post, 
that it should have any such reservation. Iris aot 
required in the States; and whatever property may 
be absolutely necessary for the purposes of a gar- 
rison in a Territory where the land is occtipied, we 
can get as we do other property—by purchase., 
As to the present commanding General, to whom 


i the Senator from Mississippi las alluded, Ihave 


as much confidence in him as any other man can - 


| have, and he is from my own State, but Lam ins 
| fluenced by the fact that it is not the actual com- 


manding officer who makes these selections. So 
far as half of the posts are concerned, his judg- 


| ment perhaps had nothing to do with their selec- 


tion, But let me have the utmost confidence in hig 
judgment, how long will he remain there?. He is 


| there to-day, and he may be ordered elsewhere 


to-morrow. We must apply our legislation, not, 
to particular cases, but to general principles; and L 
for one will never consént to allow a military officer 
to go into a new settlement, where, under the prè- 
emption rights which have become part of the set- 
tled policy of the country, the man who has settled 
and improved the ‘and hasa vested right of prop- 
erty in it, and dis possess him of it. Therefore 1 
cannot sanction or vote for this amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Really, the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi has been 
invested with a character to which [do not. think 
itis justly entitled. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
Secretary shows that. 

Mr. BADGER. It seems to be, on the contrary, 
avery justand necessary provision. We, by this 
bill, if | understand it, are giving away these lands; 


The letter of the 


| the title isinus; the lands belong to us, or those 
| people who are now living upon them would have 


no need of our grant to give it or the right of pos- 
session and use tothem. This amendment pro- 
poses that we shall ai horize the President of the 
United States to select such sites as may be neces- 
sary for the establishment of military posts, and 
that they shall stand reserved out of the general 
grantin the bill; and what objection can there be 
to that?) Why, it issaid that there are persons sete 
tled upon certain portions which may be deemed 
desirable and necessary to be occupied by the Qov- 
ernment for military purposes; and tie Senator 
from Louisiana says that he never will give his 
consent that the lands which are now thus: occu+ 
pied and claimed, shall be taken by a military off- 
cer of the United States for these purpose. Now, 


fis thatexactly a statement of what this amend- 


ment proposes? Is not the phrase military officer 
thrown in here in the manner in which it ts brought 
in by my friend from Louisiana, calculated to-give a 
wrong impression of the purpose of theamendment? 
Itis not to put the citizens under the fear of mili- 
tary authority or control; it is to authorize the 
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chief Executive of the nation to cause. to be re- | 
served such lands as may be-necessaty to the Uni- | 
ted States for military posts.: He is not only at | 
the head ofthe military, but also of the civil state, 
and he has the whole controlling supervision over | 
the subject; and surely-he ought to have it. - He 
must act, itis true, through the instrumentality of 
those men who are competent to decide upon mili- | 
tary advantages, and the necessity of particular po- 
sitions; but he does this no more in this particular 
cage than any other. This being a military ques- 
tion, military men must aid him in its. decision, 
just as in ordinary cases of the exercise of Execi- 
tive power, where the transaction belongs partic- 
ularly from its nature to any particular class of 
public officers, he refers it to them for the more 

‘accurate information necessary to determine his 
own decision. 

Now, where is the injury? The lands so occu- 
pied do not belong to the occupants, but to us. By 
this bill we are proposing: to give a title to them, 
and is it not just and necessary that when we pro- 
pose to give this title we should reserve from 
the general donation and bounty, such portions of 
the land as the purposes of the Government re- 
quire? In my judgment it is eminently necessary. 
And when, as in the case of this Territory, we 
consider the immense distance at which it lies from 
the seat of power, the small population which ft 
has, and the number of internal enemies by whom 
its peace may be threatened, is it not obvious to 
every one that the Government must not only have 
military posts, but those of the very best selection, 
for the purpose of delence and the protection of 


the inhabitants?) And what is proposed here? It 
as to have the selection made of the very best 
points—not to gratify the military of the United 


States, not to gratify us, or to do usa particular 
good, but for the benefit of the inhabitants of the 
Territory. leis for their protection we want the 
military posts. Well, who ought to select them? 
Surely the military officers under the direction of 
the President. It is a question of military science 
and skill, and they are the only people in the coun- 
try who are competent to make a selection which 
will accomplish the object, which 1s the protec- 
tion of the inhabitants, lt seems to me, then, 
that this is no attempt to invest the President of 
the United States with arbitrary power, or to in- 
terfere with private right, and no atiempt to put 
the civil uoder the direction and control of the 
military power, It is to do in this case what it is 
necessary for the country should be done, and it | 
can be done in no other mode than that proposed. 
Now, it being conceded—nobody denying it— 
that it is proper that this right of selection should 
prevail where there 13 not already an occupation, | 
permit me to inquire why the right of selection | 
should be excluded where there is an occupation? 
What righ has the occupant? As I have said, if 
the mere. occupation gives the occupier a title, then 
the provisions of this bill will not affect him. It 
is not intended to take away title feom any body. 
But it gives him no title, Is he nota mere per- | 
Missive occupant, dependent entirely on our will | 
whether he shall remain or not? Il so, then the | 
question is whether, there being a public necessity 
in order to the protection of the inhabitants from 
Indian bostilities, to selecta particular place for 
the creation of a place of war, that great purpose 
ghall be abandoned merely because somebody has : 
been there planting corn or building a log shanty, 
or because somebody is there, and says he chooses | 
to remain there? I confess I can see no Injustice, 
nor that private tights are invaded, when we pro- 
pose to confirm a title which is nothing except it | 
derives confirmation from us, in selecting and re- | 
serving for such purposes what tracts we please ? | 
We certainly have the just right to make such se- | 
leetions as the security of the inhabitants requires, | 
and which the discharge of our duty of protecting : 
them makes it necessary for us to select. | 
{do not suppose fer a moment that if any man : 
there has actually made vatuable improvements on 
asite which shall be selected, and the purposes of 
the Government require that his location shall be 
used for public purposes, aud therefore withdrawn 
from the grant in the bill, it may not be proper 
and right for Congress to make ample indemnifi- 
cation for such improvements. Not that the 
claimant would stand in the situation of a man 
whose property had been taken, and who, there- 
fare, on the principle of the Constituuon, may de- 
mand compensation, but because it is reasonable 


and fair, and, under the .circamstances may be 
equitably done. And this amendment will not 
probibit it. But in the nature of the case, all that 
1t is necessary for us now. to do. is to give this 
authority, and we are not to presume that it will 
be arbitrarily exercised, and for the purpose of 
vexation. Why should this be presumed? The 
officers who go out there, go out for the protection 
of the people—the posts are selected for their pro- 
tection, and the general good should not be endan- 
gered for the benefit of a particular claimant. We 
must suppose, therefore, that the power will be 
wisely exercised, and’ if hereafter any man shall 
come and say that the necessity of the Government 
required that he should be dispossessed of a par- 
ticular farm or piece of ground which he had 
occupied and cultivated, lam ready, and so will be 
the whole Congress, to vote him any indemnity for 
the loss he has sustained, which the necessity ol 
the case may require. But we cannot well do 
this in this proposition. The requirements of the 
case are emergent. We violate no constitutional 
right of property—we take our own territory. 
The persons dispossessed, if there shall be any, 
are but permissive occupants, and even to them, 
no doubt, every indemnity that may be just wil! 
be made. If the amendment applies further than 
that, then I do not so understand it, and in tha: 
view of it, I confess | do.not only think it is nor 
liable to any reasonable objection, but it is just and 
necessary authority, to be conferred on the Presi 

dent for the protection of the people of the Terri- 
tory. Believing it therefore to be both necessary 
and desirable, I am prepared to vote for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. ‘The Senator from 
North Carolina has taken a perfectly correct view 
of the extreme power in the amendment; but as 
a matter of policy, as | said, before, it would rarely 
if ever occur, that the officer making the reserva- 
tion would have to dispossess any person. 

Mr. BADGER. | took the extreme view of it 
only. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Louisiana 
makes an argument, which he directs against the 
letter of the Secretary of War, and founds it on 
the hypothesis of the Senator from Illinois. There 
is no such statement in the Secretary’s letter as 
the Senator supposes. He does not talk about 
dispossessing the people of Astoria. 

Mr. DOWNS. He says there has been a col- 
lision. 

Mr. DAVIS. A collision, how? There were 
claimants to lots which he says were found neces- 
sary to be used as a military reservation,—lots 
which the military now possess, and which some- 
body wants to get possession of. 

Mr. DOWNS. No, they are in the possession 
of the persons now. 

Mr. DAVIS. What persons? The fur com- 
pany at Astoria, or those who bought subsequent- 
ly from them, and turned it over to Great Britain? 
Sir, the claim to our consideration by these peo- 
ple is not so very great, after all. This cher- 
ished claim of the Senator stands not on as 
high a basis as he seems to suppose. Men 
who were not true to the country are those to 
whom the claim to this grant runs back. Sir, 


these lots in Astoria are now in our posses- | 


sion, and to them some men wish to found a 
clam. They are not willing, as the Senator from 
North Carolina proposes, to receive an indemnity 
for any property which they may have incorpo- 
rated with the lund by their own labor, but they 
desire to receive for it the amount which it is worth 
asa military position. If any officer of the army 
has taken possession of any farm belonging to an 
individual, there is no question that the Govern- 


ought to make a full return for all its value as ! 


such. I admit that an individual may have prop- 
erty in the public domain so far as he incorporates 
his own labor with it, and to that extent Jet him 


| be paid for it, but not for a title which is in the 


United States. But the Senator from Lousiana 
says, let the United States buy this iand as it 
would do elsewhere; if it needs it for military pur- 
poses, let the United States purchase it. Purchase 
It—of whom? Yon wish toerect a custom-house, 
a fort, or barracks for the United States upon land 
belonging to the United States, and the Senator 
from Louisiana says, purchase it. You must first 
give it away in order to have anybody to purchase 
it from, 

Mr. DOWNS. I: has been given away already. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. By whom? 


Mr. DOWNS. By the preémption law of 
1841. : : 
Mr. DAVIS; of Mississippi. Then it cannot 
be reserved, and the Senator destroys his own 
argument. If it belongs toan individual the land 
is not to be reserved; it. is only the land of the 
United States. which can be reserved, And thus 
the gentleman has upset his. own argument, 
founded originally on the hypothesis of the Sena- 
tor from Llinois, and having no basis in the letter 
of the Secretary. Of course: will not follow it 
further. . ` : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to show that my hy- 
pothesis has a basis in the letter of the Secretary. 
The general provisions of the law ‘authorize the 
Secretary of War, or the President, to make resers 
vations of the public lands for military purposes, 
and the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, therefore, is entirely unnecessary and use- 
less, if its object is to reserve unoccupied lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is to reserve 
lands upon which some individual may lay a 
claim, as the Secretary of War says in his letter, 
|| knowing its value as a military position, and with 
a view of securing a price accordingly, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That does not come to the 
point. 

Mr. DOWNS. `I wish to ask the Senator from 
Mississippi a question í 
| The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not in 
order——the Senator from Ilinois has the floor. 

Mr. DOWNS. l suppose | shall be in order 
in asking the question, with the permission of the 
Senator. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will 
I should prefer to go on. 
|| Mr. DOWNS. I mere'y wished to ask the 
Senator from Mississippi whether the effect of 
the amendment will not be to enable the officer 
to dispossess a man who has settled on the. land 
| before the Government acquired it? If that is not 
its effect, then I have misunderstood the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will just-say that the let- 
ter of the Secretary of War asks the privilege of 
reserving for military purposes lands which have 
been reduced to private possession, and which 
would otherwise become private property under this 
act. The general laws authorize the reservation 
of all unoccupied lands; and if its object is not to 
allow the taking of the private property and im- 
provements of the inhabitants of the country, then 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi is 
not only useless, but worse than useless. it then 
confers no right, except that which the laws of the 
land have heretofore conferred. But the amend- 
ment is, that.any lands selected are to be exempted 
from this act, and the act being one which secures 
to the occupant of the property the enjoyment of 
the possession of his store-houses and farm, its 
effect is, therefore, to allow the President of the 
United States to take those improvements and ap- 
propriate them to the public use without compen- 
sation, That is the very point in this whole ques- 
tion, and the Senator from North Carolina did’ not 
! reach it in his remarks on the subject, although, it 
jis true, he did admit that if we did take private 
property or the improvements of an individual, we 
oughtto pay him for it. This amendment allows 
it to be taken and kept without making such pay- 
/ ment. 

I wish, in this connection, to call attention to 
| another fact. The late Secretary of War author- 
|; ized the Delegate from Oregon to assure the peo- 
| ple of that Territory that their farms and improve- 
; ments would never be allowed to be touched by 
|| the Government for military or other purposes, 
and the Delegate on that assurance of the Secretary 
published the fact to the people of Oregon months 
ii ago. The people of that ‘Territory, therefore, have 
| rested under that assurance, and the cause of the 
| collision referred to is, that the officers of the army 
| are attempting to take possession of private prop- 
| erty in violation of this assurance. Now, the new 
| Secretary of War, not being aware of the course 
‘taken by his predecessor, perhaps, falls into the 
|| error of undoing what his predecessor has done, 
i 
i 
li 
t. 
i 
d 
| 


yield, certainly, though 


| 
i 


| and asks permission to take private property. 1 
i have no idea that the President, after he shall have 
| investigated the facts, will desire to commit this act 
of injustice. know that gentleman well, and F 
iam confident that, if aware of it, he will never 
sanction the taking of the store-houses and school- 


i} houses of the people of Astoria for this purpose. 
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He will never sanction, Lam sure, the seizure of 
Mr. Meek’s farm. 4 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to know 
whether the Senator asserts it as a fact—whether |; 
he knows that the officers have taken possession of |: 
the school-houses and the other houses referred to, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have stated that the Dele- 
gate from Oregon assures me that such is the fact, 
and { do not doubt it. All the facts I have stated 
‘Ehave received from the Delegate from Oregon, 
who authorizes me to use his name as authority 
for the statement. 

: Mr. DAVIS. It is a very. queer. statement of 
facts—very queer, indeed—and it seems the Secre- 
tary is ignorant of them. But I ask the Senator, 
does he suppose that any officer has taken posses- 
sion of anybody’s house, except upon paying him 
either rent or purchase money ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer that question. 
The Delegate from Oregon is authorized to state, 
from the owner of a store, that it was taken pos- 
ses@ion of and the store shut up by the officers of 
the army. k - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 'Thatis done very 
often.on the public lands. Whisky sellers often 
have their stores shut up, and occasionally their 
bottles are broken and their barrels emptied, when 
it is necessary to preserve peace in the garrison. 
Necessity justifies such a course, and such was 
the character of the store in this case, I suspect. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have no knowledge of its | 
character. | 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair must arrest || 
the further progress of debate of this character. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was about to say, sir, that 
I had no knowledge of this individual case. My 
information is that the mifitary hæve taken pos- 
session of the town site and excluded all the peo- 
ple from the enjoyment of their improvements, 
and that they have taken possession of Mr. Meek’s 
farm, and of the missionary establishment at the 
Dalles to the extent of more than four miles 
square, and excluded all persons from the fisheries 
there. , | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The reply of the |i 
Senator would constitute such a case as has never 
been known to have occurred in the history of our 
affairs on the frontier. If it has occurred, it is | 
such a case certainly as can be provided for espe- 
cially. This amendment is only to confer the 
power of reserving land for military purposes, 

- Mr. DOUGLAS. That power exists already. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It does not, I 
think, exist by law, and I will thank the Senator 
to tell me, as he has made the declaration several 
times, where he finds the law. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot call attention to the 
precise section of it now, but I am assured that 
there is a permanent law of the kind. Of that 
fact, the Senator from Michigan, who has been 
Secretary of War, can inform me. Indeed, are 
not reservations now made every day? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. In the Indian 
country. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, and in any unocenpied 
country. In such territory the general law of the 
land gives the Secretary of War the right to make 
these reservations, and he does it. ‘They are made 
every day almost in different parts of the country, 
and indeed it is by virtue of this law that the 
power has been already exercised in Oregon. The 
object now is to restrict it in cases where the! 
country is settled. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is under the 
general power to control the Indian tribes that 
these reservations are made, and they have been 
continued after the. Indian ttle no longer existed. | 
The Government can buy a site fora fort after the || 
land has passed into the hands of individuals; and | 
soif we pass this law, and claims are laid to every 
one of these sites, the Government can dispossess į 
the owner of the claim without the amendment at | 
all. [tcan do it under the general constitutional 
power by which it is enabled to take private pro- 
perty for public use npon making due compensa- 
tion therefor. The amendment will not enlarge | 
just power at all, It is merely to prevent the | 
Tocationof claims on places necessary for military | 
sites, and then to require the Government to pay | 
for them. Ina word, to prevent private individuals | 
from seizing on lands which it is known will be © 
required for military purposes, to enable them to || 

_ draw large sums out of the Treasury. f {| 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, 1 feel obliged to `’ 


j 


| Kentacky was on the floor for the purpose of 


j| of their time. The object of the biil is to abolish 


| degree with the right of one mhabitant of the Dis- 
| trict to sell a slave to another inhabitant of the || 


move to postpone the further consideration of 
this subjecto f f : 

“Mr. BADGER. “Will the Senator allow me to 
pugpeet an anfendment before he makes that mo- 
ion? 

-Mr. CLAY. Very well. 

: Mr. BADGER. l would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, although I do not myself 
see the necessity of sucha provision atall, to add 
to his amendment this proviso: 


i “Provided, That if it shall be deemed necessary, in the 
judgment of the President, to include in any suchreserva- 
tion the improvements of any settler made previous to the 
passage of this act, it shali in such ease be the duty of the 
Secretary of War to cause the value of such improvements 
to be ascertained, and the amount so ascertained shall be 
paid to the party entitled thereto, out ef any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I see no objec- 
tion tothe amendment, and if there be‘any I 
imagine it will come from the individuals who H 
would prefer to contract, or to have the estimated 
value of their improvements under an assessment 
made on the spot. I will accept it. 

The amendment was modified as proposed by 
Mr. BADGER. 

Mr. YULEE. Before the vote is taken, I de- 
sire to say a word. 1f, however, the Senator from 


moving a postponement of the bill, | will give way. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes,sir, l hope there will be a 
general acquiesence in the postponement of the 
future consideration of this bill until—— i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Half-past eleven o’clock. 

Mr. CLAY. Half-past eleven o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. [move the postponement of the 
ordersof the day which precede the bill for the 
abolition of the slave trade in the District, and 
that we take it up now. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
then proceeded to the consideration of the bill to 
suppress_the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill which the Senate has 
ordered to be taken up for consideration is a very 
short one, and the subject-matter of it has been 
very often, and very much discussed, and it is not 
my purpose, in rising to call the attention of the 
Senate to it, to occupy more than a few minutes 


what is called the slave trade within the District 
of Columbia. By the slave trade, is meant a for- 
eign slave trade, as it respects the interests of the 
District. dit consists of the introduction within 
the District of slaves from adjoining slave States, 
and their being placed in depô: here, not for the 
purpose of finding a market at all in the District— 
tor | am told that scarcely a case has ever occurred 
of the purchase by an inhabitant of the District of 
a slave deposited 17 one of these places of confine- 
ment—ut for subsequent transportation to ditfer- 
ent markets by land or water~—generally by wa- 
ter—to the southern cities, particularly to Mobile 
and New Orleans. Itis a trade in which the in- 
habitants of the District have no sort of interest 
and no sort of connection, and which only brings 
upon the District a degree of obloquy on the part 
of all those—of whom I profess to be one—who 
regard this species of trade as a thing to be ab- 
horred, and to be avoided wherever it can. The 
bill does not propose to interfere in the slightest 


District, nor does it interfere with the right on the 
part of the inhabitant of the District to go out of it; 
and purchase for his own use a slave, and to bring | 
the slave within the District for his own use. || 
The bill consists of two sections, and is in fact ji 
merely a revival of the law of Maryland, as that 

law existed at the time of the cession of this Dis- |} 
trict. It is but the mere exercise of a power by | 
the General Government which has been exercised | 
by various States of the Union, and among others, |! 
I think, the earliest by Virginia herself. It con: |; 
sists, as I said before, of only two sections, the if 


first of which is a prohibition of the right of any | 


owner of a slave, or any person with the consent |} 


of the ow4er bringing a slave into this District for 
sale, or to be placed in depot for the purpose of 


| | 


being transported. as merchandise for sale, to a 
distant market. - Thatis the frst section, aud the 
second invests the local ‘authorities of -the Distriet 
with the power to prohibit all depéts being estab- 
lished within the District for the confinement- of. 
slaves... 1 have never visited one of these dep dis, 
and F understand from the public authorities of the 
District that there is perhaps but one remaining at 
the present time, but it is one with slaves contnu- 
ally in it. These. depéis are nothing more. nor 
Jess than private jails, subjeet'to no inspection. of 
public authority, under the exclasive control. of. 
those who erect them, or for whose use they are 
erected, and all the prisoners or slaves confined in 
them are subject to the police regulations which 
may be established from. time to time by thé own- 
er of the jail. 

_ The object of the bill is to discontinue this for~ 
eign slave trade as respects the District, and to let 
them go somewhere else—either to Virginia, if 
slaves can be deposited there, or to Maryland, if 
they can be deposited there—but to exclude a 
traffic within the District which has no connection 
within the District,and which haa no other result, 
as | remarked before, than of bringing some de- 
gree of odium on the District. It has been de- 
nounced more or less during the last forty yeafs; 
in the first instance, by a distinguished and. la- 
mented citizen of Virginia, who, 1 believe, first’ 
brought it to public notice; and again and again, 
from time to time, has it met with denunciation: 
from other persons. It is not my purpose, as f 
said before, to go into any elaborate argument on 
the subject to prove the propriety of abolishing a 
trade thus foreign to the people of the District, as 
] think it has been fully discussed, and my object 
is to economize time as much as possible. have 
two unimportant amendments to propose, and then 
I will let the measure take its course. 

In the first section, after the word “place,” in 
the eighth line, | propose to insert the words ‘to ` 
be sold as merchandise.” I believe that such will 
be the construction of the law without these words, 
bat it is better, perhaps, to insert them. The sec- 
tion will then read: 

« That from and after the —— day of —— next, it sha 
not be lawful to bring into the Di triet of Columba any 
slave whatever for the purpose of being sold, or tor the pur- 
pose of being placed in depôt, 10 be subsequently transferred 
to any other State or place to be sold as merchandise. And 
ifany slave shal} be brought into the said District by its 
owner, or by the authority or consent of its owner, contrary 
to the provisions of this act, such slave shall Wereupon be 
come liberated and free.” ; 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.CLAY. The next amendment is: in-rela~ 
tion to the proper denomination of the court of 
Washington county, in the second section., lunow 
reads “ the county court of Washington.” The 


| technical term is the “levy court of Washington 


33 


county.’’ 1 move to amend it by striking out the 
words “ county court of Washington’? wherever 
they occur, and inserting in lieu thereof the words 


| «levy court of Washington county.” Itis merely 
| an informal amendment. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. I now move to insert in the Lith 
line of the first section, before the word ‘ limits,’” 
the word ‘ jurisdictional,” so that it would read 
“jurisdictional limits.” There is a distinction of 
limits, I understand—one being territorial, and the 
other jurisdictional. 

The amendment was adopted, and the section, 
as amended, is as follows: 

“ SEC. 2. And be it further ewsected, That it shall and may 
be lawtal Yor each of the corporations of ie cities of Wasd- 
ington and Georgetown, from time to fime, aud as often as 
may be necessary, to abate, break up, aud abolish any depos 


| or place of confinement of slaves brought inio the sind Dise 


trict as merchandise, conuary to the provisions of Unis act, 
by such appropriate means as way appear lo either of the 
said corporations expedient and proper. And the same 
power is hereby vested in the levy court of Washingion 
county, if any attemplsball be made within its jurisdiction al 
limits to establish a depôt or place of confinement for slaves 
brought into the said District as merchandise tor sale, con- 
trary to this act? 

Mr. FOOTE. Imerely rise to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill, in which F have adopted the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Pearce] and of the Senator from Georgia, {Mr. 
Berrien.) 

The amendment was read, as follows: ; 

Sirike out all after the enacting clause and insert the 


i-follawing : 


«nat, from and after the date of the approval of this act, 


| the corporate authorities of the city ot- Wasbingtoa for that 


part ofthe county of Washington lying east and south of Rock 
Creek, and the corporate authorities of Georgetown, tor that 
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art of the county of ‘Washington ‘lyingnorth and west of 
ack Creek, shall have. power within. those Junits, respect- 
ively, to reguiate by law the iiigress into and egress from the 
District of Columbia of people of color, whether free or 
slaves, and to regulate the residence of all persons of calor, 
now residing, or hereafter to reside, within the said limits, 
respectively, and to prohibit. the coming of free negroes to 
ive. within the said limits, respectively, and to caforce 

oh regntations-and prohibitions by suiiable penalties, 


said District. x 
«sed. 2. And be it further enacted, Thatthe said corporate 
authorities, within the respective limits desiguated m the 
first Section of this act, shall have power to make such reg- 
ulations and to pass such laws as may.be expedient and 
necessary to guard against the kidnapping or abduction from 
the Distriet of Columbia of any slave or free negro, and to 
punish by five, not exceeding dollars, and by im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary or common jail, or by cor- 
poreal chastisement, any individnal or iudividuals who may 


be convicted of having forced, or attempted to furce, against | 


the laws of those corporations, respeclively, any free negro, 
or of having Kidnapped, ur abducted, oro! having attempted 
to kidnap or abduvi, or to entice or decoy any slave from 
the District of Columbia. 

« Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That in eases where 
there is good grouad to believe, and -where-one or more citi- 
zens shall state under oath that Ñe has lo reason to believe, 
that any colored person bas been broughtinto the Distriet of 
Colibia and ‘held as a slave, who is entitled to freedom— 
that any colored person bas been placed in custudy or con- 
finement through error—or tbat any colored persou is about 
to be sent froni the Diariet of Columbia asa slave who is 
entitled to freedom, then, and in cither of the said cases, on 
the application of we party ora friend of the party inter- 
ested, or other person, the privilege of the writ of habeas 


corpus shall be extended to sneb party, with a view of | 


bringing the point at issue and the faets of the case berore a 
Judge of the Circuit Court of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who shall decide according to the laws of 
the District of Columbia, and discharge from eustody or in- 


prisonment, or remind to custody or imprisonment, in con- | 


formity with the evidence, the faets, and law in the case. 

«Sec. 4. That all laws or regulations made by the corpo- 
rate authorities of the city of Washington under the pro- 
visions of mis act shall be subject to’ the revision of Con- 
gress, andit not disapproved, shall remain in force.” 


Mr. FOOTE. I do notrise for the purpose of 
debating this amendment, for it seems to me not 
-to need any explanation. It treats this whole sub- 
ject asa proper one of police regulation, and leaves 
it as such to the corporate authorities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, to enable them to control 
jt in such manner as may most ċonduce to their 
own welfare and safety, subject to the controlling 
authority of Congress. Iam decidedly of opinion 
that the power necessary, at present, to be exer- 
cised for the advancement of the welfare of the 
people of this District, as well as for the purpose 
of obtaining the great object just enforced in our 
hearing by the Senator from Kentucky, is best 
confided to the corporate authorities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown, the people most interested tn 
these objects. I will say nothing as to the princi- 
ple of the amendment, further than that, as {£ un- 
derstand the Senator from Virginia desires to be 
heard in opposition to this bill, if he should be- 
come satisfied that it will have the effect of re- 
moving those evils which are supposed now to 
exist, Í shall certainly be gratified at receiving his 
support; otherwise | trust the Senate will manifest 
a disposition to come to the rescue of the amend- 
ment, and sustain it, 
Mr. HUNTE 


upwards of an hourin opposition to the bill. His 


speech, having been withheld for revision, will | 


appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend Mr. Foorn’s 
amendment, by adding to the second section thereof 
the following words: 

« And that the criminal court of the Distriet of Columbia 
shall have jurisdiction inall cases of the violation of such 

| regulations, laws, or ordinances, as may be made or passed 
by the said corporations in pursuance of this act, and shall 
have fuil-authority, after indictinent and conviction, to en- 
foree the. penalties prescribed by said regulations, laws, or 
ordinances.” 

Mr. FOOTE accepted the amendment to the 
amendment, after discussion by Messrs. PEARCE 
and CLAY. 

Mr. DOWNS moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the biil to this day week. 

After debate between Messrs. DOW NS, CLAY, 
FoO rE, and PEARCE— 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I wish to say a 
word in relation to,my colleague and myself, as 
our State is more deeply interested than any other 
in the subject under discussion. We shall be 
obliged to be absent to-morrow, inasmuch as ve 

_ ahali be constrained to go home to attend an elec- 
tion of delegates to a convention to reform the con- 
stitution of our State. I hope, therefore, that the 
mouon of my friend from Louisiana will prevail. 
I desire to discuss this question, but do not wis 
to be obliged to do so now. ` 


R then addressed the Senate for | 


{ 


| form, 


Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I wish to make 


a single remark in explanation, as what I said be: | 


fore seems to have been misunderstood by the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Downs.] 
I had urged that we should immediately act upon 
this -subject in opposition to the motion of the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana, and endeavored 
to give my reasona for my desire.» The main 
reason was. the very important character of the 
proposition, and the urgency that 1 thought ex- 
isted for immediate action. [ thought that wasa 
legitimate argument in opposition to such a motion. 
I think so yet. 

l wish to make another remark. I do not con- 
cur with the honorable Senator from Louisiana in 
the supposition which he stated, that in all the 
slave States of this Union, the one which | repre- 
seit included, it is competent for dealers in. slayes 
to use the jail of the county for the imprisonment 
of slaves, at their own discretion, No such dis- 
graceful regulation eyer existed in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. And [ am very sorry to hear that it 
exists elsewhere. I hope my friend will find, on 
further inquiry, that no such law exists any- 
where. If so, it would be calculated to bring se- 
rious odium on a most excellent system. 
calculated to bring discredit upon our system of 
domestic labor. 

Now, if the Senator. from Kentucky will con- 
sent, | have no objection to the postponement of 
this measure for the reasons urged by the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. CLAY. I regret that I cannot consent to 
the postponement of this bill. 

Mr. MANGUM. i hope the Senate will post- 
pone this bill. It is the lastof the measures re- 
ported by the Committee of Thirteen. | desire to 
record my vote in favor of this measure in some 
I shall be unable to do it if the vote is 
taken in a day or two. J hope, under the circum- 
stances, that the Senate will agree to postpone 
the bill. 

The motion to poStpone was negatived by the 
following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, King, May 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Taraey, and Yulee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Badbury, Bright, 
Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dudge of lowa, Ewing, 
Fetch, Greene, Uanrin, Jones, Seward, Shicids, Smith, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker, Winthiop, 
and Whiteomb—27. 

Mr. PEARCE then offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 

“Sec. . And be it further enacted, That if any free 


person or persons within the Distriet of Columbia shall en- | 
lice, or attempt by persuasion or other means Lo entice or | 


induce any slave or slaves to run away {from his, her, or 
thzir owner or awtu possessor, ur shall in any manner aid, 
abet, or assist auy slave or slaves in running away Trom the 
owner or possessor of such slave or slaves, or shall harbor 
any slave or slaves with We iuteut to assist him, ber, or 
them to escape fran the service of sach Owner Or possessur, 


such person or persons shall be Hable to indictuientin the | 
eriminal court in the District of Columbia; and upon con- | 


viction by verdict, confession, or otherwise, shail be impris- 

oned ia the penitentiary not more than ten nor less ihan two 
ears. 

i “See. . Andbeit further enacted, Thatin case any slave 

or slaves so induced, persuaded, or enticed torun away, or 

assisted in running away, or harbored with the intent tw as- 

thin, ber, or them in panning away or escaping from ser- 


lawful owner or owners, any persos Convicted as aforesaid 
f such enticing, persuading, assisting, or harboring, shalt 
also be Sentenced vy the said court to pay to Lue owner or 
owners of said slave or slaves the value of the same, to be 
assessed and determined by the said court, to be recovered 
by execution as in Cases of other judgments. 

- “See. . And be it further enucted, That the said cor- 
porations and the said levy court respectively shall be aud 
they are hereby invested with the power to probibit the 
comiug of free negroes to reside withia tbeir respective 
jurisdictional Jimits, and to remove therefrom all free ne- 


groes residing, or coming to reside therein, who shall neglect i 


or refuse to comply with the laws and ordinances made or 
to be made touching such residence or Ure prohibition 
thereof; aud to enforce such removal or a compliance with 
sach ordinances, by fine aud imprisoumentat labor, or either, 


at their discretion.”” < 


After debate between Messrs. PEARCE, CLAY, 
BUTLER, and PRATT— 

Mr. PHELPS. I believe the Senator who 
offered the amendment has just now left the city; 
at all events, he has left his seat here, under an ar- 
rangement lo pair off with me on these questions. 
Under these circumstances, I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. PRATT. 
the. motion. 

The motion was withdrawn. 


I trust my friend will withdraw 


It is | 


gun, Maison, Morton, Pearce, | 


shati actually run away aud escape from: service of the | 


| the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. PRATT. I move to postpone the further: 
consideration of this bill until to-morrow, and to 
make it the special order for that time. ee 

The motion was rejected on a division: ayes’ 
18, noes 19. ” : oe f 

The question recurring on the amendment. of 
Mr. Pearce, Mr. TURNEY and Mr. PRATT de- 
manded the yeas and nays, which were Ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. |} ask for a division of 
the question. I am willing to vote for that branch 
of the amendment which inflicts punishment for 
the abduction of slaves and persuading them to 
run away. I think that is a matter of immediate 
necessity. I can vote for that, but I cannot vote 
for the other branch of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment being 
composed of separate sections, is susceptible of 
division. : 

The question then being taken, by yeas and 
nays, on that branch of the amendment providing 
punishment for enticing slaves away from áis 
District, resulted as follow: 

YEAS—Messis. Atchison, Rarnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Bright, Banter, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, 
Dodge of lowa, Downa, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, 
King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Siur- 
geon, ‘Turney, Underwood, aud Whitcomb—25, 

NAYS--Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge, of Wisconsin, Ewing, 
Greene, Hamlin, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Wales, aud 
Winthrop—ia. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the remaining amendment, resulted as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Bright, Butler, Davis of Missisippi, Dawson, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Foote, Houston, Huuter, Jones, 


' King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Tur- 


ney, and Whitcomb—24. . ; 

NAYS—Messts. Baldwin, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis 
of Massachusetis, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, 
Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Underwood, Wales, and Winthrop—18, i 

The question then recarred on the substitute of 
Mr. Foore. 

Mr. FOOTE. . Mr. President, being in the fall- 
est sense of the term a compromise man, and 
finding that this amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland has received the sanction ofthe Senate, 
[ will sacrifice my own opinion to that of the Sen- 
ate, and ask leave to withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. That will require unani- 
mous consent, as. the amendment has been modi-+ 
fied since it was originally offered. - 

Mr. BERRIEN. I prefer to have a vote on the 
amendment. AA , 3 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the 
amendment cannot be withdrawn. ` 

Mr. SOULE asked for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. Foors’s amendment. ` 

Mr. BERRIEN. Before that question is put, I 
wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. Wall the 
amendments which have been adopted be affected 
by the action of the Senate upon this amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. The amendmeiits which 
have been made to the original bill fall if this 
amendment be adopted. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Then I withdraw my objec- 
tion to the withdrawal of the amendment. i 

Mr. FOOTE. Then I suppose Lecan withdraw 
my amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

On motion by Mr, MASON, the Senate then 
adjourned. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, September 4, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
LIST OF PENSIONERS. © : 

Mr. FULLER inquired what was the first busi- 
ness in order? 

The SPEAKER.- The first business in order 
is the resolution reported yesterday morning’ by 
the gentleman from’ Maine, (Mr, Furrer,] from 
The quesuon is on 
agreeing to the resolation: 

«Resolved, Thatfive thousand copies of the report of the 
Secretary of War, made 10 the House, containing a list of 
the names ofthe pensioners pla. ed upon the peusivn roils, 


alter the 12th day of October, A. D, 1635, be. printed aud 
bound for the use of the Honse.?? 


Mr. FULLER explained the reasons which 
had influenced the committee to report in favor of 
printing the number of copies recommended. In 
1835, Senator Hayne, of South Carolina, intro- 
duced into the Senate a resolution which passed 
that body, calling upon the Secretary of War ta 
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communicate a list of all the pensioners to be 
found upon the pension rolls. The Secretary of 
War communicated the list, and its publication 
disclosed extensive forgeries and frauds upon the 
Pension Office, by several pension agents, who 
had, for a series of years, drawn pensions upon 
fictitious and forged certificates. One notable in- 
stance was that of Robert Temple, of Vermont. 
The document which it is now Proposed to print 
Contains a list of all pensioners whose names-have 
been placed upon the pension rolls since the report 
printed by the Senate in 1835; and if any similar 
frauds have been committed since that time, this 
publication would lead to a similar exposure. 
_ The objections heretofore urged against print- 
ing this manuscript were, mainly, that it would 
furnish facilities for pension agents and others dis- 
posed so to do, to increase the amount of pension 
claims against the department, which might not 
otherwise be called for; and thus the Government 
would be the loser by the information farnished. 
He held that if it was the policy of the Govern- 
ment to furnish gratuities for meritorious services, 
it was also the duty of the Government to furnish 
the beneficiaries infprmation and reasonable facili- 
ties for verifying their claims to those gratuities. 
Th answer to the further objection, that any frauds 
might be practiced upon the Government, that as- 
sumes the fact that there were persons disposed to 
commit such frauds; but the publication, if it did 
furnish such facilities for frauds, also furnished 
means for exposure and detection. 

From the letter of the Clerk of the House, which 
was referred to the committee, the manuscript had 


been kept sealed and no person was permitted to | 


have access to it; yet the committee, from infor- 


mation furnished them, were led to believe that | 
there were claim agents in this city and else- | 


where, who already had in their possession copies 


of the whole or part of this manuscript, and were | 


using the information they had thus possessed 
themselves of for the purposes of private specula- 
‘tion. A general diffusion throughout the whole 
community of the information contained in the 
manuscript would, ina grèat measure, deprive them 
of the opportunity thus to speculate and impose 
upon the ignorance of worthy claimants. It wasa 
matter of general notoriety that agents were pub- 
tishing their notices, and distributing them through 
‘the country as having extraordinary facilities for 
obtaining information interesting to claimants. 

Mr. BOWLIN was understood to say, the esti- 
‘mated cost of the publication of these volumes was 
$4,000; his opinion was, that it would prove to- be 
four times that amount. If they ordered them 
printed at the contract price, they certainly never 
would be printed; or if printed at that rate, the 
compensation would not amount to more than 
thirty-three and a third per cent. upon the outlay. 
If, then, they intended to print these books, they 
ought to know what would be the expense. He 
would move to refer the subject back to the com- 
mittee, with instructions to inquire what the ex- 
pense of publication would be. 

Mr. FULLER (interposing) was understood to 
say, that from inquiries made, the committee had 
‘ascertained that the contract price would be about 
half a reasonable compensation. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked if the committee expected 
the work to be done at contract price? i 

Mr. FULLER. That will be a question for the 
House to determine. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to refer the whole sub- 
ject back tothe Committee on Printing, with in- 
structions to the committee to ascertain what 
would be the expense of the publication. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, if thedocument was 
ordered to be printed, he thought the printing 
should be done by the publie printers under con- 
tract, They had contracted to do the printing of 
Congress; they were men of property, and were 
certainly able to perform what they had under- 
taken. He thought the House ought to give them 
the opportunity to fulfill their contract, and that 
they ought to be held to it. He believed evidence 
would be exhibited to the House, showing that if 
-it‘had not been for the faltering policy the House 
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had pursued, all the -printing would have been | 
promptly executed and delivered according to con-. 
tract. But“ so long as gentlemen talked about 
giving up the contract, it would not be done. Let 
them presume that the printers would do their duty. 

Mr. GREEN called the gentleman from Illinois 
to order for irrelevancy of remark. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the | 
remarks of the gentleman from Illinois, [a laugh,] 
and therefore is not able to decide whether he was 
in order or not. The gentleman will confine him- 
self to the question before the House. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH (resuming) repeated that | 
he was in favor of sending ihis work to the pub- į 
lic printer. He believed it would be performed | 
by the next session. And he believed when the 
House came to look at the great Josses which it 
was said had been sustained by the public printer 
under the present contract, they would be found 
to be smali. i 

Mr. GREEN again rose to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Hlinois 
will confine his remarks to the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. WENTWORTH continued. He professed 
to know something about the printing business— 
whether profits could be made at certain rates or 
not. He contended that the present contractor 
and his surety were able to do this work in time: 
he was in favor of their doing it. As to any in- 
formation which the House might want upon the 
subject of printing generally, they would have it 
in a few days. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, remarking, that 
until the Texas boundary bill was disposed of, | 
they had only the morning hour for reports of 
committees and for other business, and that this f 
was a proposition to increase the expenditures of | 
the House, which could as well be acted upon at 
some future time—-moved to lay the report and 
resolution on the table. 

The question was taken, and the vote was—ayes 
55, noes 57—no quorum voting. 

Mr. MARSHALL called the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered, 

Mr. M. inquired if it was the sealed document 
which had been brought before the House at a 
previous stage of the session, to which this reso- 
lution referred ? 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply that | 
that was the document. 

Mr. ORR. Does not the report of the committee 
state what will be the cost of the publication ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Thatis notthe | 
question before the House. It is upon laying the | 
subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
report estimated the cost of printing at the contract 

rice. 
j The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, ayes 54, noes 86. 

So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
table. 

Mr. JONES. (Willit be in order to move to 
amend this resolution now? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the motion to | 
refer. 

Mr. JONES. lask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Bowirn] to withdraw the motion, to 
enable me to move an amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN withdrew the motion. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the resolution | 
by striking out five thousand copies, and inserting 
the usual number, which he believed was one 
thousand three hundred copies, and would furnish 
to each member of the House two copies bound. 
He did not understand that this report contained 
any definite or reliable evidence of what was due | 
from the Government to the claimants; it merely 
put the names of every person who had been 
placed upon the pension roll since 1835, the 
amount of pension allowed, and when their pension | 
commenced. Such a report was made to the Sen- 
ate, and by that body ordered to be printed, in 1835. 


FULLER and JONES as to the comparative cost 


Some conversation took place between Messrs. i 


of printing five thousand copies, and one thousand 


three hundred copies—Mr. J. expressing the opin- 
ion that his amendment. would effecta saving ‘of 


some $2,000, and Mr. F- contending that” no 
purposes of economy would be subserved: by its 

Mr. JONES further argued that it could’ be: of 
no benefit to print more than the usual number of 
copies for the use of members, as it was not adoc- 
ument adapted to general circulation, and would 
communicate no valuable information to the pub- 
lic. Most or all the pensioners whose names were 
mentioned, or their heirs, had undoubtedly res 
ceived their pensions. i 

Mr. FULLER said, the Senate, when they or- 
dered to be printed a similar work, in 1835, pro- 
vided for its distribution to each court of record 
in the United States, where all: the pension papers 
had to be authenticated. If the number of ‘five 
thousand proposed by the committee : were: now 
ordered, it would furnish a sufficient number for 
such. distribution. I renew the motion. of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bowzin,] as [ 
promised to do so, and ask the previous question 
upon it. ‘ 

Mr. ORR requested the gentleman from. Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. JONES acceded to the request. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ORR said, he had not risen with any inten- 
tion to detain the House by making a speech, but 
he desired to say that he did not understand the 
necessity for the adoption of the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Bowtin.] The 
Commitee on Printing, whose duty it was to in- 
vestigate the subject, reported to the House the 
cost of printing this document—they had reported 
that it would cost a particular sum. What, thea, 
was the object of the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Bowx1y] in moving to-recommit the report? 
He (Mr. O.) supposed that it was to ascertain 
what might be the cost, not according to the con- 
tract which had been made with the public printer, 
but what the cost might be supposed to be at other 
rates, and if the printing were given to some óne 
else. He referred to the refusal of the House, 
in the case of the proceedings which took place 
on the death of the late President Taylor, to take 
the printing of these proceedings from the printer 
of the House, lest it should be considered that the 
contract was’ thereby affected. He thought that 
the effect of the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bowxin,}] would be to take the 
work from the hands of the contractor, and to give 
him an excuse for pleading that he could.not com- 
ply with his contract because the House had taken 
a portion of the printing from him. He (Mr. 0.) 
thought that the estimates which had been report- 
ed by the Committee on Printing should be con- 
sidered sufficient, and that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Bowzin] should be 
voted down. 

Mr. BOWLIN. [ desire only to say that I 
have no object in taking this work from any one. 

Mr. MARSHALL proceeded to refer (as the 
Reporter understood, for he could not hear) to the 
proceedings which had heretofore taken place in 
relation to two documents which had been trans- 
mitted to the House, with a view to ascertain to 
which of the two documents this report related. 
He desired to know whether this was the sealed 
document which had heretofore been communi- 
cated by the Clerk of the House, accompanied by 
a letter asking what should be done with it. 

Mr. FULLER was understood to reply that 
this was the sealed document. 

Mr. MARSHALL said, it was then the evi- 
dgnce of the indebtedness of the Government to 
persons who had not got their pensions. f 

Mr. FULLER was understood to say, that the » 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MarsHant] was 
under a misapprehension, and he (Mr. F.) would 
send to the Clerk’s table to be read the original 
resolution calling for the information embodied in 
the document. Í 
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In reply to an_inquiry by Mr. MARSHALL — 

Mr. FULLER was understood to say, that the 
document contained subject-matters upon which 
the Cominissioner of Pensions had acted, but it} 
also contained information incidentally affecting 
other persons.” 

Mr. CONGER briefly opposed the adoption of | 
the report.. The document embodied facts upon | 
which the Commissioner of Pensions had already 
acted. There was no earthly use in printing it, 
and he demanded the previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question or- 
dered, (which main question was. on the motion of | 
Mr. Bowxr to recommit with instructions.) 

Mr. ORR. Lask that the Clerk may read that 
portion of the report of the committee which 
specifies the amount which the printing would cost. 

Mr. MORTON, (to the Speaker.) Wil it be in 
order to move that the whole subject be laid upon 

„the table? 

The SPEAKER. The motion willbe in order, | 

Mr. MORTON. I make the motion. 

‘The question “Shall the whole subject be laid 
on the table?” was then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 80, noes 41. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 
THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the select commit- 
tee to which the subject was referred on the 22d 
of April last, to investigate whether Mr. Ewing 
had not reopened and paid. certain accounts, and | 
whether he had not improperly paid interest on 
others, made a report* for the majority of the com- | 
mittee, accompanied by the following resolutions: 

1. Resolved, That the payment hy the Secretary of tie In- 
terior of $32,382 50, to the administrator of Commodore | 
James Barron, as, commutation pay for the naval services of 
said Barron during the revolutionary war, was made im vio- | 
lation of law. , 

2. Resolved, That officers of the Virginia navy, during 
the war of the Revolution, are not entitled to commutation 


pe Resolved, That the payment of compound interest in the 
oase of Commodore James Barron was made in violation of 
aw. 

4. Resolved, 
Corcoran aud Riggs, as assignees of Wm. 
justly due the Chickasaw Indians, and was im 
to Coreoran and Riggs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said that the papers ac- 
companying the report were very voluminous, and | 
that it would be impossible for the House to act | 
upon the subject, unless the report, and a portion | 
of the documents upon which it was based, should ! 
first be printed. He desired to be informed by 
the Speaker whether, if he (Mr. R.) should move | 
to postpone the consideration of the subject for 
two weeks, or for any other time, it would come | 
up for the action of the House without a motion 
being made to take it up? 

The SPEAKER (turning to Mr. RICHARDSON, | 
and being therefore very imperfectly heard on the 
left of the chair) was understood to say, that if 
the consideration of the subject should be post- 
poned to a day certain, it would come up on the 
day to which it had been postponed, by the House | 
proceeding to the consideration of the business of | 
the morning hour. But, of course, the Chair could 
not certainly anticipate what would be the business 
before the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the further | 
consideration of this report be postponed until | 
Tuesday week, and that the report and accompa- 
nying papers be printed. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. VINTON. {hope that the consideration 
of this report will not be postponed. I have aa 
amendment which I propose to offer to the resolu- 


That the sum of 953,021. 49, paid to Messrs. | 
M. Gwinn, was 
properly paid 


tion reported, by the majority of the committee; |; 


and Lam also instructed by the minority of the | 
committee to submit a counter report. If the re- | 
port of the majority should be now received, I | 
suppose that the report of the minority will go 
along with it, 

The SPEAKER said, it would be understood 
that the report of the minority would take the | 
game direction as the report of the majority of the 
committee. 


Mr. VINTON. 


ment—— 

To SPEAKER, (interposing.) The Chair will | 
state to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] | 
that the motion to postpone the consideration of a | 
subject to a day certain is not debatable. | 

i 
i 


I am opposed to the postpone- 


Mr. VINTON. Well, sir. I will simply say 


* See Appendix for majority and minority reports: 
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are: ae 
that I hope the consideration of the report will not | 


be postponed. I suppose the reports of the ma-- 
jority and minority will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 havea minority report 
on one of the resolutions, which I. desire to send 
to the Chair, that it may take the same direc- 
tion with the other reports. 
gentlemen to understand anything of these matters 
until the papers shall have been printed. 

The report was accompanied by the following 
resolution: : 


Resolved, That the claim of G. W. and W.. G. Ewing 
against the Pottawatamie Indians was improperly ordered 
to be paid by the Secretary of the Interior. 

W. A. RICHARDSON, 
C. L. DUNHAM, 
A. G. BROWN. 

L concur with the minority of the committee in the fore- 
going resolution; but Edo not agree with them in all the 
views expressed in their report. THOS. ROSS. 

The question was then stated to be on the motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. STANLY (with a remark or inquiry not 


| heard) called for a division of the question—first, 


on the postponement, and then on printing. 

The division was ordered, 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 81, nays 107; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Bay, Booth, 
Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph 
Cable, Cartter, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dimmick, 
Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, Featherston, Fiten, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hail, Hammond, Haralson, 
Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W., Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sere, Leffler, Little- 
field, Job Manon, McClernand, Robert M. McLane, Me- 
Queen, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, 
Peck, Pheips, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Frederick P, Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, ‘Thomas, James Thomson, 
Toombs, Venable, Waiden, Waldo, Wellborn, Went- 
worth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, and Young—8}. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Bayly, 
Beale, Bennétt, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freediey; Gentry, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Hatloway, Haymond, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, 
Houston, Howe, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 
Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Levin, 
Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McDowell, McGaughey, 
McKissock, Finis E. McLean, MeMuillen, Mc Wiillie, 
Meacham, Meade, Milison, Moore, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell, Ogle, Otis, Owen, Parker, Picenix, Pitman, Pow- 
ell, Futnam, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Kose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
‘Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Wallace, Watkins, White, Williams, Wilson, and Wood- 
ward—107. 

So the House refused to postpone the report. 


The hour of twelve having arrived— 
TEXAS BOUNDARY. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order, 
being the bill from the Senate entitled ‘t An act 
(No. 307) proposing to the State of Texas the es- 
tablishment of her northern and western bound- 
aries, the relinquishment by the said State of all 
territory claimed by her exterior to said boundary, 
and of all her claims upon the United States.’” 

Mr. BOYD had tnoved to amend the bill by 


| attaching thereto a proposition providing for the 
establishment of a territorial government over 
! New Mexico. 


[Mr. B.’s amendment consists of several news- 
paper columns, published in the Congressional 
Globe, pp. 1685-7. It provides a territorial gov- 
ernment for New Mexico without the insertion of 
the Wilmot proviso.] 

Mr, CLINGMAN had moved to amend this 
amendment by adding the following as an addi- 
tional section : 

And be it further enacted, That all that portion of terri- 
tory acquired from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo, bounded as follows: By a line commencing in the 
Pacific ocean, on the parallel of 36° north latitude, three 
niles from the main land, running thence due east till it 
strikes the Sierra Nevada, thence eastwardly aud north- 
wardly with the crest of said mountain range until it strikes 
the parallel of 37° north latitude, thence due cast with said 
parallel] until jt strikes the Sierra Madre, thence south- 
wardly with the crest of the same until it reaches the 
boundary between the United States and the Republic of 
Mexico, thence westwardly with said boundary to the Pa- 
cific ocean, thence northwardly with the coast to the begin- 
ning; the whole of the said territory to constitute the ter- 
ritory of Colorado; and thatthe government 0i said terri- 
tory shall, in all respects, be similar to that provided for: the 


It is impossible for |i 


territory of New Mexico by the accompanying previsions-of 
this bill. A 


The question being first on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment— — 

Mr. McLANE had last evening moved to refer 
the bill and amendments to the Committee of: the. 
Whole. on the state of the Union, and had de~ 
manded the previous question. f 

The SPEAKER stated that the - frst: question 
was upon the motion of Mr. McLaye.* ; 

Mr. McLANE withdrew hisdemand forthe pre- 
vious question. He said, his reason fór-so doing 
was, that he found that his objeet had not been al- 
together understood. It. was supposed by some 
that because he had made the: motion to commit 
he meant to vote to commit. He thought he had 
very distinctly stated yesterday, that in his“best 
judgment any commitment or amendment of. this 
bill would be tantamount to“its defeat. He might 
be mistaken; but this was his judgment. He had 
to-day been appealed to by honorable ge ntlemen 
on the other side of the House to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, to enable them 
(if they were fortunate enough to get the floor) 
to move a boundary line further south than that 
which was now provided for by the bill, 4. e., to 
take off from Texas more territory than the bill 
took off—to take off as much territory as they be- 
lieved belonged to the old province of New 
Mexico. He had been appealed to in the same 
spirit—a spirit which professed to desire a satis~ 
factory adjustment of these questions—to with+ 
draw the demand for the previous question, to en- 
able gentlemen to move the gio Grande as the 
boundary. Now, he was assured by honorable 
gentlemen on the other side, that they believed, 
that they were confident that the motion to enlarge 
the Territory of New Mexico—to run the line 
further South than the bill provided, would 
strengthen the bill, Fle was assured by gentle- 
men on his side, thatthey believed the bound- 
ary of the Rio Grande could be carried as 
the boundary of Texas. He would greatly pre- 
fer that this Congress should declare the Rio 
Grande to be the boundary, than the line fixed 
in this bill of Mr. Pearce. He would still more 
desire that river to be taken as the boundary 
than the line proposed on the other side of the 
House. It was because he had no confidence that 
either the one amendment or the other would 
strengthen. the bill, that he would not withdraw 
the previous question. He believed the bill to be 
stronger now than it would be in any shape in 
which it could be put. Honorable. gentlemen 
would, of course, exercise their own judgment: 
for himself, he should vote: for the previous ques- 
tion, He should not vote to commit; butif the 
motion to commit prevailed, he should cheerfully 
vote upon any amendment which might be moved. 
His object wasto pass the bill in the-shapein which 
it could now be put, and in the shape in which he 
believed it would be acceptable to the House, and 
in which he thought it was the strongest in this 
flouse and in the Senate. Now, he said to gen- 
tlemen on the other side who were seeking to move 
the boundary line, known as u“ Ewing’s line,” 
(which was near the line proposed in Mr. Clay’s 
compromise bill,) that that line was moved three 
or four times in the Senate, and always beaten; it 
always lost strength at the South without gaiving 
any material strength at the North. Tie believed 
nobody voted for it except those who were op- 
posed to the bill. It would be great folly in him, 
then, 

Mr. PRESTON KING interposed, and inquired 
if there were not Texas bonds held at the stock- 
board in Baltimore? 

Mr. McLANE. I presume there is nota city 
in the Union that has not upon its stock-board 
some of that Texan stock; and I-would say to the 
gentleman from New York, if E bave one objec- 
tion to the bill stronger than another, it is that it 
discriminates between Texan bonds and Texan 
creditors. Men get the preferred stock just ag 
they get any other; and if I could shape the bill 
according tomy own judgment, | would not make 
any preferred stock: I would pay all the money to 
Texas, and leave her to do just what she pleases 
with it.. But I would find myself in a very idle 
task if I attempted, in a condition of things like 
this, to press my individual views as to the man 
ner in which the money shall be distributed. I 
will say to the gentleman from New York, that i 
own none of the stock; and I think that is all 1 
need say. ` 
Mr. KING (in his seat.) Certainly, I suppose so. 
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Mr.McLANE Now, letus bear in mind—— 

Mr. ROOT rose to a point of order, and said, 
he understood ‘it to be the rule of the House, that 
when a gentleman had made a speech upon a 
question, he was not entitled to the floor so long 
as other gentiemen who had not spoken desired 
to address the House. The gentlemen from Mary- 
land had made his speech yesterday. 

Mr, McLANE, (interposing.) I 
vious question. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land will suspend until the gentleman from Ohio 
has stated his point of order. i 

Mr. ROOT (continuing) repeated, that the gen- 
tleman from Maryland had made his speech yes- 
terday, and had concluded his remarks and moved 
the previous question. The gentleman got the 
door this morning, and withdrew his call for the 
previous question—all that was in order. But the 
gentleman had gone on to say more upon the 
same question, while other- gentlemen, who had 
not spoken, were seeking the floor. He insisted 
that the gentleman was not again entitled to speak 
until all who desired had spoken. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would state to the 
gentleman from Ohio, that what occurred with the 
gentleman from Maryland, very frequently occurs 
where a member gets the floor, and after making 
remarks less than an hour, moves the previous 
question, and subsequently, whether before the 
House adjourns or when the question again comes 
up after an adjournment is recognized, and with- 
draws his demand fôr the previous question. In 
such cases the Chair uniformly rules that the gen- 
tleman has a right to proceed until his hour is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. ROOT. Then { understand this to be the 
rule: A gentleman who gets the floor and proceeds 
with his remarks for less than an hour, and yields 
the floor, has the right, when the subject comes up 
again, to be recognized by the Chair in preference 
to any other member who has not spoken, and to 
speak until his hour is exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. A member who has moved 
the previous question has the right to the floor be- 
fore the motion is seconded, to withdraw his 


call the pre- 


motion, (no one else can have the“loor to speak;) | 


and having withdrawn the motion, he is entitled to 
retain the floor and speak through his hour. 

Mr. ROOT. f take an appeal from that decision 
of the Chair. 

The question being, ‘¢ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. CLINGMAN addressed the Speaker and 
was recognized. 

Mr. ROOT. Ihave not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is not debatable. 


‘Mr. ROOT. That is a decision, | suppose, į 


from which I cannot take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state, that 
where amemberyin addressing the House, is called 
to order, and an appeal is taken, gentlemen could 


not go on and debate the appeal while the gentle- | 


man who was called to order is required to take 
his seat until the question of order is decided. 
When a member is called to order in debate, all 
questions arising out of the point of order, whether 
upon appeal or otherwise, must be decided without 
debate. 2 

Mr. ROOT. The question is as to the right 
of the gendeman from Maryland to the floor, 
not—— 

Mi’, McCLERNAND. 
to order. , 

Mr. ROOT. I suppose I have a right to state 
my point of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
man has no right to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is right, and that the point of 
order being as to the right of the gentleman from 
Maryland to the floor—and not that the gentle- 
man’s remarks are out of order—is debatable. 

Mr. ROOT. [have a few remarks to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will suspend for one moment. [The Speaker re- 
ferred to the rules.] i 

Upon an examination of the rules, (continued 
the Speaker,) the Chair must adhere to his first 
decision. This isa point of order arising from a 
member while addressing the House being called 
toorder. T'he gentleman from Maryland was rec- 


ognized, and was pro 
he was called to order; 


I call the gentleman 


I suppose the gentle- 


and the question, whether 


ceeding with his remarks; | 


he shall be entitled. to proceed or not, must be de- 
termined by the House without debate. 

Mr. ROOT. Will the Chair have the rule to 
which he refers read? ~ 

The SPEAKER. It is the thirty-fifth rule: 

“If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules-of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, cali to order: in which case, the member so called to 
order shali immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
case, but without debate,” &c. 

The gentleman from Maryland (said the Speaker) 
had proceeded with his remarks for some time, and 
being called to order by the gentleman from Ohio, 
the decision must be without debate. 

Mr. ROOT. Ido not want to be troublesome. 
I want the House to understand the point I make. 
I submit to the Chair that 

Mr. McLANE. I call the gentleman to order. 
I cannot consent that any more of my time should 
be consumed. 

Mr. ROOT. I want to state my point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state his point of order. : 

Mr. ROOT. The point of order is, not that the. 
gentleman from Maryland is transgressing the 
rule in any remarks he has made. If he has the 


| right to speak at all, Į conceive there is nothing in 


The ques- 
That is the 


his remarks which violates the rules. 
tion is as to his right to the floor. 
point of order I make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hag overruled the 
point of order, and has stated his reasons. The 


| gentleman from Ohio has taken an appeal. The 


question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. ROOT. I call for tellers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 
be informed upon one point. Does the gentleman 
from Ohio claim that the gentleman from Mary- 
land has no right to speak, and that he is? Is the 
gentleman from Ohio a contestant for the floor? 

Mr. ROOT. I will answer, if it is permitted. 

The SPEAKER. These remarks are not in 


order, but the Chair will indulge them, if no ob- | 


jection is made. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. | I object. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I move'to lay 
the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BURT. I desire to know the facts. The 
facts, as I understand them, are, that the gentle- 
man from Maryland yesterday moved the previous 
question; he rose this morning, and was recog- 
nized by the Chair. Am I correct as to that? 

The SPEAKER nodded assent. 

Mr. BURT. The gentleman then withdrew his 
demand for the previous question, That undoubt- 
edly left him upon the floor. But I think my 
friend from Maryland has acted wisely in deter- 
mining not to speak. 

_The question being upon Mr. Sranron’s motion 
to lay the appeal on the table, was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. McLANE resumed the floor. [have (said he) 
no further remark whatever to make upon the bill. 
I now beg leave to renew the previous question. 

Mr. ROOT. The question upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question, was yesterday 
ordered to be taken by tellers, 1 suppose that 
order will stand, unless this is a new question. 

Several Voices. This is a new question. 

Mr. ROOT. I ask, then, for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Roov,and Mr. 
Harris of Illinois, were appointed. 


. i 
The question upon seconding the demand for |} 
the previous question was taken, and the tellers re- |; 


ported, ayes 99, noes 90. 

So there was a second. 

The question being, Shall the main question be 
now put? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

Mr. BURT, Mr. CABLE, and others addressed 
the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. No gentleman will be recog- | 


nized until order is restored in the Hall. 
A pause ensued. 
The SPEAKER recognized Mr. Burr. i 
Mr. BURT. [i believe the motion to commit 
the bill is the first question, if the vote be taken ? 


The SPEAKER. If the main question be or- 


dered to be now put, the first vote will be on the 
motion to commit. ; 


Mr. SCHENCK said, that: desiring to have-it 
appear that he was not one of those who were: 
forcing this ‘bill to a vote, and’ thus. smothering 
every fair effort to amend or modify and: make.it 
better and. more acceptable, he would ask forthe 
yeas and nays on the question, “Shall the-main 
question be now put?” a 

Fhe SPEAKER said, the yeasand nays had al- 
ready been demanded, and propounded the ques- 
tion upon ordering them. nen ‘ 

The yeas-and nays were ordered. na et 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. © Will it be in order..to 
move to lay the bill with the pending amendments 
upon the table? gE 

The SPEAKER. That motion is inorder. ~ 

Mr. CABLE. Then I make the motion. - 

Mr. EWING demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. $ 

Mr. VAN DYKE. Does the motion which has 
been made carry the whole question with it? 

The SPEAKER replied affirmatively. 

o The question was then stated to be on the mo- 
tion that the bill be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER said, the confusion in the Hall 
i| was so great it was impossibe for the business of 
the House to proceed. And gentlemen: were 
causing great delay in the transaction of the pub- 
lic business by the constant. disorder which per- 
vaded the Hall. : 

After a considerable pause, ` 

The question, “Shall the bill and amendments 
be laid upon the table?” was taken, and resulted— 
yeas 30, nays 169; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Baker, Bennett, Booth, Bowdon, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, Campbell, Clarke, Coteock, Cole, Doty, 
Durkee, Giddings, Harlan, Holmes, Howe, Inge, Julian, 
Preston King, Maiteson, McQueen, Olds, Orr, Root, Sack- 
ett, Schoolcraft, Thaddeus Stevens, Wallace, and Wood- 
ward—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alberston, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bo- 
kee, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, W. J. Brown, 
Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B. ©. 
Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
i Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dunbam, 
Edmundson, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, 
Hammond, Haralson, tsham G, Harris, S.W. Harris, Thos. 
L. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hiobard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Hunter, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Williats T. Jackson, Andrew Jolinson, James L. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Geo. 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sère, Leffler, 
Levin, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Ma- 
son, MeClernaud, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Kissock, Robert M. McLane, Finis E, McLean, McMullen, 
McWilliic, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morehead, 
Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, 
Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, ‘Robbins, 
Ribinson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Ja- 
cob Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, 
Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittle- 
sey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—169. 


So the bill and amendments were not laid upon 
the table. 

The question then recurre 
question to he taken. Pis ; 

Mr. BAYLY, (to the Speaker.) In order that 
the matter may be properly understood sby the 
House, I desire to inquire of the Chair whether, 
if the previous question is not sustained, the bill, 
will not go over? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
already been seconded. 

Mr. BAYLY. Yes, sir—I mean if the House 
| should refuse to order the main question to be put. 
The SPEAKER. If the House should now 
|| refuse to order the main question to be taken, the 
subject will go over one day, and to-morrow the 
question will recur “ Shall the main question be 
now put?” ; 

Mr. MARSHALL was understood to inquire 
whether, in the event of the House refusing to 
order the main question to be taken, that question 
would not come up from day to day? 

The SPEAKER assented. l 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (to the Speaker.) If the 
main question should now be ordered, will not the 

House proceed to the consideration of business on 
| the Speaker’s table? : 
i The SPEAKER sajd, the Chair could not know 
what business the House would proceed with. © 

Mr. GIDDINGS suggested that the California, 
|i bill would come up in order. . 


d on ordering the main 
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.. The. SPEAKER. -1f the House should pro- 
ceed with the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, that-bill will come up. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (to the Speaker.) If 
the House should refuse to second the demand 
for the previous question, will it not be in order 
to reconsider the vote ordering the previous ques- 
tion P 

The SPEAKER. The House has already sec- 
onded the demand for thè previous question. 

Mr. WENTWORTH., Well, if the House 
should refuse to order the main question, will it 


not then be in order to move a reconsideration of 
? 


the vote just taken? 
The SPEAKER. No matter how the House 


may dispose of the question—whether it decides 
that the main question shall or shall not be taken, 
the motion to reconsider will be in order and can’ 
be made by any gentleman who voted with the 
majority. EREA 

Mr. WENTWORTH expressed his desire to 
see the bill amended, and with that view, to have 
a reconsideration of the action which had been 
taken. : 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) If the House 
should now refuse to order the main question to 
be put, will not the House, inasmuch as this bill 
has been made the special order of the day, go on 
with its consideration—the second for the pre- 
vious question going for nothing? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Some time elapsed in the effort of the Speaker 
to restore order, : 

The question, ‘Shall the main question be now 
taken??? was then put, and decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 133, nays 68, as follow: 


YERAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowdon; Bow- 
jin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Buter, B. C, Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Cartier, Casey, Clingman, Williamson R W. 
Cobb, Colcoeck, Conger, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, 
Dunham, Edmandson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hammond, 
Haralson, Isham G, Harris, Sampsou W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hillard, Hoagland, Holaday, 
Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
Andrew Jonnson, James L. Jobuson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sere, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, MeUlernand, McDonald, Me- 
Dowell, McGaughey, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. MeLean, 
McMullen, MeWillie, Meacham, Milison, Morehead, ; 
Morse, Morton, Nelson, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peas- 
lee, Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Powell, Putnan, Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Seddon, 
Sheppeid, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, ‘Thurman, ‘Toombs, Van 
Dike, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, Woodward, and 
Young—133. 

NAYS--Messts. Alexander, Alien, Baker, Bennett, Bing- 
hani, Booth, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Clarke, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Halioway, Harlan, Henry, Howe, Hunter, 
Wiliam T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, James G. 
King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McKissock, McQueen, Meade, Morris, Newell, Ogle, Olds, 
Otis, Peek, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, 
Spraane, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, Tuck, Under- 
hill, Vinton, Wallace, Wentworth, and White—68. 


‘So the House decided that the main question 
should*now be taken.” 

Mr. GORMAN moved a reconsideration of the i 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. | 

The SPEAKER. The main question is first | 
on réferring the bill and amendments to the Com- 

_ mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 

ordering them to be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

And the question was then taken, and decided 
in the affirmative—-yeas 101, nays 99; as follow: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Atbert G. Brown, Bar- 
rows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Caa:p- 
bell, Chandler, Clarke, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, | 
Bdmundson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Haralson, Harlan, Samp- 
‘son W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Inge, Joseph. W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, 
Julian, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Stre, Horace Manu, Matteson, McKissock, 
MeQueen, McWillie, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, 
Morse, Newell, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Put- Í 
nam, Reed, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Tuck, Underhul, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, 
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Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, and Woodward—101. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, E. Cc. 
Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick, 
Duer, Dunham, Eliot, Ewing, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, 
Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Andrew Johnson, 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson; Jones, Kaufman, 
Kerr, Leffer, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Ma- 
son, MeUlernand, McDonatd, McDowell, McGaughey, 
Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, MeMullen, Meach- 
am, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ouulaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, 
‘Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James ‘Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thur- 
man, Toombs, Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, 
Wiliams, Wilson, and Young—99. 


So the bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUER. I move that the House resolve jt- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| the Union. > 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
question. 1 wish to make a motion, but before I 
do so, I want to know if there is any mode in 
which we can get rid of the previous question, 
which has been brought upon us by the misman- 
age ment of those who are in favor of the bill. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I call the gen- 
tleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WentworrH] states that he bas risen to a 
privileged motion. The gentleman will statein | 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Before making this 
motion, I believe I have the right to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair, I would move a reconsider- 
ation of the vote, and I would move it in good 
faith, too, if I thought we could get back toa 
point at which we can amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The House cannot reach the 
noint indicated by the gentleman from Mlinois, 
[Mr. Wenrworrn,] because the House has al- 
ready-laid upon the table a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question had been or- 
dered, and if a motion were made to reconsider 
the vote just taken, the question would immedi- 
ately recur on the motion to commit. Does the 
gentleman submit any motion? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. [Edesire to ask another 
question. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. McLANE. My point of order is, that the 
gentleman is making inquiries foreign to the ques- 
tion before the House. 

Great confusion in the Hall, and a long pause in j 
the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. WentworrtH] rose and said, that he had 
risen to a privileged question. The gentleman | 
must state what his motion is. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I wish to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill and amend- 
ments have been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make 
that motion ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I wish to know whether | 
I can ask a respectful question of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can make an 
inquiry of the Chair, if no objections should be 
made. The gentleman is aware that unanimous 
consent will be required. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
self and others. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
inguiry is not in order. i 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman as. not making his motion. 

Mr. WENTWORTH assented, 

Mr. SCHENCK renewed the motion indicated 
‘by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Went- 


I rise to a point 


I merely ask for my- 


wortH,] for the purpose (Mr. S. said) of submit- i 


ting a few remarks. i 
The SPEAKER interposed, and. said. that re- 


I rise. to a privileged | 


LOBE. _ 


| Rumsey, 


marks were not in order, as the previous question 
was still in operation. > 


- Mr. SCHENCK submitted that the previous 
question was exhausted, with the motion to. com- 


mit. z 5 

The SPEAKER explained that it was not. ~ 

A brief conversation followed between Mr, 
SCHENCK and the Speaker, of which the. re- 
porter heard nothing. A ERRI 

Mr. SCHENCK did not insist on` his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York (Mr: Durex] 
that the House resolve itself in Committee. of the 
Whole-on the state of the Union. == 0. ; 

Mr. INGE suggested to the’ Speaker that 
the question was on the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill had. been referred to the 
Committee of the Whote on thestate of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such ‘motion 
pending. 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Is it 
in order to move that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of the business on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending the motion to go into Committee: of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALDEN. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROOT. I move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

A number of members on both sides of the 
House asked the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered. | . f 

There was great confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. McCLERNAND submitted to the Speaker 
that the question was not understood. 

The SPEAKER explained, that the question 
was on the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill and amend- 
ments had been referred to the Committe of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

And the question having being taken, the vote 
was declared to be, yeas 103, nays 102. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the neg- 


ative. : 

And the vote then stood yeas 103, nays 103, as 
follow: 

YEAS—Mesers. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 


Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, A. G. Brown, Burrows, 
Burt, T B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Chand- 
ler, Clarke, Colcock, Cole, Conger,Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, 
Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duneyn, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Nathan Evans, Feathsrston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedicy, Gid- 
dings, Gott, Gould, Haffoway, Harlan, S. W. Harris, Hebard, 
Heury, Holladay, Holmes; ‘Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
William T. Jackson, Julian, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Preston King, La Sère, Horace Mann, 
Mason, Matteson, Mc Kissock, McQueen, Me Willie, Meade, 
Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogie, Olds, Orr, 
Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Roekwell, Root, 
Saeketr, Sawtelle, Schenck, Sehermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Richard H. Stan- 
ion, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, ‘Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, 
White, and Woodward—103. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, Cart- 
ter, Casey, Clingman, W., R. W. Cobp, Deberry, Dimmick, 
Duer, Dunham, Eliot, Ewing, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Greén, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas. L. Harris, Haymond,. Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, McClernand, MeDonald, McDowell, 
McGaughey, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. MeLean, Me- 
Mullen, Meacham, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phosuix, Pinnan, Reynolds, Rich- 
ardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Suong, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—102, 

The SPEAKER voted in the,negative, 
vote then stood—yeas 103, nays 103. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. : s 

The question then recurred, “ Shall the vote by 
which the bill and amendments were referred to 
the Committee of the, Whole on the state of the 
Union’? be reconsidered ? , 

Mr. ROOT and Mr. PARKER asked the yeas 
and nays; Which were ordered. 

The question upon the motion to reconsider was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 104, 
nays 98; as follow: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Bay, Ray- 
ly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, E. C. Cap 


ell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W.. Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, 


and the 


Denham, Eliot, Ewing, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, 


1850. 


Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, [sham | 
G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufin -n, Kerr, Lefer, 
Levin, Litdefield, Job. Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, 
McDonald, MgDowell, McGaughey, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Meacham, Morehead, Mor- 
ton, Nelson, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pit- 
man, Potter, Richardson, Reynotds, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, 
Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, R. 
H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob. Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Walden, 
Waikins, Weltborn, Whittlesey, Wiidrick, Williams, Wil- 
son. and Young—104. 

WAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, 
Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, 
Clarke, Coleoek, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, 
Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Nathan Evans, Feather-ton, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Harlan, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Inge, William T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Julian, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Sére, Horace Mann, Matteson, McRis- 
sock, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, 
Morse, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Putnam, Reed, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
telte, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silves- 
ter, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Tuck, 
Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waltio, Wallace, Wentworth, 
White, and Woodward—98. 


So the vote by which the bill had been referred 
was reconsidered,” | 
The. question recurring, ‘Shall the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 

of the Union 2? 


Mr. ROOT and others demanded the yeas and ii 


nays, 

The yeas and nays. were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 101, nays 103; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Chandler, Clarke, Colevek, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Har- 
Jan, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Benry, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W., Jackson, Wit- 
liam T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, George G. 
King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, La Sére, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, MeKissock, McQueen, Me Willie, 
Beade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogle, Orr, 
‘Otis, Peck, Phelps, Putnam, Reed, Rockwell, Root, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- | 
craft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stet- 
son, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 
Waldo, Wailaee, Wentworth, White, and Woodward—I01. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albgrtson, Alston, Anderson, Bay Bay- 
ly, Beale. Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, E. C. Cab- 
ell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Ca- 
sey, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick. Duer, 
Dunham, Eliot, Ewing, Faller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore į 
Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, T. G. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Howard, Houston, Andrew Johnson, James B. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Leffler, Levin, Littleficld, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, Me- 
Dowell, McGaughey, Robert M. McLane, Finis B. McLean, 
MeMulten, Meacham, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, 
Gwen, Parker, Peaslee, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shep- 
perd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Walden, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wil- 
son, and Young—103. 

So the House decided that the bill and amend- 
ments should not be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of thé Union. 

The question then recurred on the amendment į 
of Mr. Cuinaman to the amendment of Mr. Bovo. | 
Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which 

were ordered. ; 

Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of the 
amendment; which was read, as published above. 

The question was then taken, and the vote re- 
sulted—yeas 69, nays 130; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Beale, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Burt, 
E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb 
Coicock, Daviel, Deberry, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Green, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, I. G. Harris, S. W> 
Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, A. Johnson, James L. Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Marshall, 
Mason, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morse, Orr, Out- 
ław, Owen, Parker, Powell, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, 
F. P. Stanton, & H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, and W oodward—09. 

NAVS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cariter, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dimmick. Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, 
Derkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, 


Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, T. L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, W. T. 
Jackson, Kerr, G. G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston-King, Lefiler, Levin, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, Matteson, MeClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, 
McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, 
Olds, Otis, Peastee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Rockweil, 
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, T. 
Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, J. Thompson, J. 
B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Walden, Waldo. Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—130. 


So the amendment of Mr. Crineman was re- 


jected. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. In the posi- 

tion in which the bill now stands, no amendment 
can be offered to it. I therefore move that the 
bill be laid upon the table, and I think it is a test 
vote. 
- Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Í rise to 
a privileged question. I move to reconsider the 
vote just taken on the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuingman,] and that 
that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Tuomeson, of Mississippi, to lay the bill on 
the table. * 

Mr. BAYLY. l protest against this being con- 
sidered as a test vote. 

Calls to order. 

Mr. VINTON was understood to submit to the 
Chair whether, the previous question having been 


! ordered, the motion to lay on the table was in 
! order. 


The SPEAKER said, the motion was in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, {to the Speaker.) Is 
there an amendment pending? 

TheSPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Is the proviso in it? 

[Laughter—calls to order.] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I withdraw 
my motion to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ASHE. [renew it. 

Mr. MecCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

The question, ‘Shall the bill be laid upgn the 
table?” was then put. 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll, and five 
members had answered to their names. 

The SPEAKER ordered the call of the roll to 
be suspended until order had been restored. 

Mr. DISNEY rose to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER said, it was too late, the call of 
the roli having been commenced and several mem- 
bers having answered to their names. 

The call of the roll was then completed, and the 
result was announced—yeas 61, nays 141; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 


Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Burt, | 


Joseph Cable, Campbell, Clarke, Coleock, Crowell, Daniel, 


Dickey, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fow- | 


ler, Giddings, Gott, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, : 


| Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, William 


T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, Mr Queen, Meade, Millson, Morse, 
Olds, Orr, Peck, Powell, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schooleraft, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Jacob Thompson, Venabie, Wallace, 
and Woodward—6l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 


Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, j 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrowes, Chester | 


Buter, Thomas B. Butler, &. Carringtun Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, 
Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, Cor- 
win, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, 
Duvham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Freedley, Puter, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Ral- 
loway, Haminond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 


James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, | 
James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Lit- | x 
i; which were ordered. ‘ 


tlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McCleraand, MeDon- 
ald, McGaughey, McKissock, Robert M, McLane, Finis E. 
McLean, McMullen, McWiilie, Meacham, Moore, More- 
head, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, 
Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelie, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Sil- 
vester, Sprague, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, James Thompson, John 
B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs,~Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Went- 
worth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and 
Young—t4l. . 

So the bill was not laid on the table. — 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Born. i 

Mr. GOTT asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 98, 


nays 106; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson; Alston, Anderson, Ashé, ‘Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin; Boyd, Brecic,- Brigga; 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, EB. Cars 
rington Cabell, G- A. Caldwell; Joseph: P. Caldwell, Casey; 
Chandler, Clingman, W, R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Deberry, 
Dimmick, Duer, Dunham, Edmundson, Elliot, Ewing, Fut- 
ler, Gentry,. Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hama 
mond, Haralson, Isham G, Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Hilliard,’ Hoagland, Houston, Howard. Jọ- 
senh W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, 
Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, Leffler, Leving Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, MeDonald, Me- 


| Dowell, McGaughey, Robert M. McLane, Finis B: McLean, 


McMullen, McWillie, Morehead, Morton, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Pheenix, Pitman, Powell, Riehardsun, Robbins, Robe 
inson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick..P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Thomas, John. By 
Thompson, Toombs, Walden, Watkins, Welborn, Wit- 
drick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—98. A 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Averett, 
Baker, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G, 
Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
Catvin, Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, Coleock, Cole; Congor, 
Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Dunean, 
Durkee, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freediey, 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Harlan, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hub- 
bard, Hunter. Inge, William. TI. Jackson, Robert W. Jobn- 
son, Julian, George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, 
Preston King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McKissock, Me- 
Queen, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, 
Phelps, Patnam, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, and 
W vodward—106. : i 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, asked. the yeas _ 
and nays. ; 

Mr. BOKEE called for a division of the ques- 
tion; which was ordered. 

So the question was stated to be, first, on laying 
on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that the House ad- 
journ. . 

Mr. BURT asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. _ 

And the question was then taken 
the negative, without a division. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider. wig 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew the m 
consider.- } 

Mr. CARTTER renewed it, and moved that the 
House adjourn. : SE BS : 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Is. the ‘motion 
in order? Has anything been done sinée the 
motion to adjourn was made and rejected? * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Scuencn| withdrew the motion to recon- 
sider, and his colleague [Mr. Canrrer] renewed 
it. The motion to adjourn is in order. 

The question is on that motion. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. = roa 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, (to the Speaker.) 
[s the motion to reconsider pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is. hater 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cartrer,] who 
had made the motion, had voted with the ma- 
jority ? 9 

Such was stated to be the fact. 

M. McLANE, of Maryland, called the yeas and 
nays on the motion to reconsider; which were 
ordered. 3 i 

Mr. ROOT moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table, and asked the yeas and nays;_ 


„and decided in 


otion to re- 


Mr. BOYD moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered on ordering the yeas and 
nays, and Messrs. Fearnersronand Baxer were 
appointed.) À 9 
“And the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken upon the motion to ad~ 
journ, and was decided in the negative—yeas 71, 
nays 128; as follow: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Andrews, Beale, Bokee, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Wiliam J. Brown, 
Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, B. Carringion Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Dimmick, Daer, Dan- 
ham, Ewing, Foller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, 
Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, James L. Johnson, Jones, 
Kerr, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, McClernand, 
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McDonald, McDowell, 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Morehead, 
Outlaw, Parker, Peastee, Pheenix, Pitman, 
son, Robbins, Rose, Savage, Shepperd, 
Thompson, John B..Thompson, Thurman, 
den, Wellborn, Williams, and Young—7L. 

NAYS—Messra. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, 
Bowdon, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Thomas B, Butler, 
Joseph. P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Conger, 
Corwin, Crowell, Danlel, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, l 
Green, Grinnell, Halloway, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Hatris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jaek- 
son, Wiliam T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Julian, Kaufman, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King, La Sère, Levin, Horace Mano, 
Matteson, McGaughey, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Moose, 
Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, 
Potter, Powell, Putnam, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Ross. 
Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stauton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, Venable, Vin- 
ton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins. Wentworth, White, Whit 
tlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, and Woodward—128. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
on the table the motion to reconsi 
which the last amendment was rejected— 

Mr. CARTTER withdrew the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed, 

Mr. WOODWARD and several others asked 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. 

The question recu 
be engrossed— 

Loud calls for the question. 

The SPEAKER. The roll will be called upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. ` 

The question was taken,and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 80, nays 126; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Andrews, Bay, 
Bokee, 


MeKissock, Robert M. McLane, 
Morton, Nelson, 
Reed, Richard- 
Strong, James 


Giddings, Gott, Gould, 


rring upon ordering the bill to 


W.R., W. Cobb. Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Duer, Dunham, 
Eliot, Bwing, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Houston, 
Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, James G. King, Letiler, Levin, Lit- 
tlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, McDowell, McKissock, 
Robert M. McLane, MeMallen, Moare, Morehead, Morton, 
Ogle, Outlaw, Parker, Peastee, Phenix, Pitman, Robbins, 
Robinson, Rose, Schenck, Shepperd, Stanly, Strong, Tavlor, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, White, Wildrick, 
Willians, Wilson, and Yonng—80. 

NAY S—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Averett, 
Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, T. B. Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, J. Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Cartter, Clarke, Clingman, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Featherstop, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freedley, Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Green, Halloway, Ham- 
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Ilarris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howard. Howe, 
Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. 
Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, George G. King, Jobn 
A. King, Preston King, La Sére. Horace Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, Finis E. McLean, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Newell, Olds, Orr, Otis, Owen. Peck, 
Phelps, Potter, Powell, Putnam. Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 
son, Rockwell, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, 
deus Stevens, Stetson, Sweeter, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Toombs, Tuck, Venable, Watdo, Wallace, Wellborn, 
Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Woodward—126. 


So the House refused to order the bill to be en- | 


grossed. 
There was a great competition for the floor. 
Mr. BOYD was recognized and said: 1 have 
sought the floor for the purpose of submitting a 
rivileged motion. I move to reconsider the vote 
y which the House refused to order the bill to be 
engrossed. 
Mr. BURT. I move to lay the motion to fe- 
consider on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Bovo] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, addressed the Speaker. 
The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Boyo.) Does the 
gentleman from Kentucky yield the floor? 
Mr. BOYD. Toa motion to adjourn only. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the House ad- 
ourn. 
? Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays. 


Van Dyke, Wail- į 


Eliot, Nathan Evans, - 


der the vote by | 


Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, | 
Buel, Chester Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casay, Chandler, | 


Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, j 


Richard H. Stanton, Thad- ; 


| For transportation of the mails, including service 


Mr. DUER. Has the motion to reconsider 
been made? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
has been made by the gentleman from Kentucky; 
and the motion now is that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Burr’s de- 
mand for the yeas and nays, and they were not 
ordered. ` 

Mr. BOYD called for tellers upon the motion to 
adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. HARRIS, of 
Illinois, and Baxer were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 126, noes not counted. 

The House accordingly adjourned. 


MEMORIALS. : 

The following memorials were presented under 
the rule, and- referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees: 

By Mr. DOTY: A memorial from Daniel Wells, Sexton 
& Wing, James B. Martin, and other citizens of Milwaukie, 
praying tbe passage of such laws as may be necessary for 
the betler security of the lives of passengers on board steam 
vessels on the Lukes. 

Atso, a similar memorial from Julius White, A. G. Burley, 
James H. Collins, and other citizens of Chicago, 


IN.SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, September 4, 1850. 

On the motion of Mr. CLAY, the bill to sup- 
press the slave trade in the District of Columbia 
was postponed and made the special order of the 
day for Tuesday next at one o’clock. He sub- 
mitted the motion in consequence of suggestions 
made yesterday on behalf of several Senators who 
are now necessarily absent, and he expressed the 
hope that on Tuesday next it would be disposed 
of. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives muking appropriation 
for the service of the Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1851, reported 
back phe same, with the following amendments: 


In line ten, strike out “seven” and insert ¢¢ six.” 

In line thirty-two, strike out “department” and insert 
“ pbuilding.” 

In line thirty-two, strike out “eight and insert “five.” 

In Jine thirty-three, strike out “five handyed.” 

In line thity-eight, strike out “temporary” and insert 
$6 additional.” 

At the end of line forty-six insert : “ And the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized in his diseretion to dispose of, to 


f the best advantage, any quarterly retarns of mails sent or 


received which were made up previous to 1845, preserving the 
accounts current, and all vouchers accompany ing such ac- 
counts, and to use such portion of the proceeds thercof as may 
be necessary to defray the cost of separating and disposing of 
the same.” : 

Strike out the second section and insert: 


in California and Oregon | . 82,950,060 
For transportation of the mails in two steamships, 

from New York by Soutuampton to Bremen, at 

$100,000 for cach ship. under the contraet with 

the Ocean Steam Navigation Company of New 

York, and for transportation by two ships under 


the same contract from New York to Havre, at ! 


875.000 each, including unexpended balance of 


former appropriation, ($283,333) . . a 66,667 
For transportation of the mais between Charleston 

and Havana, by way of Key West, calling at Sa- 

yaunah, under the contract with M C. Mordecai 50,000 
Fortransportation of the maiis across the Isthmus : 

of Panama « X . . . . . . 35,000 
For compensation to postmasters . e > + 1,450,000 
For ship, steamb: at, and way letters . . 45,000 
For wrapping paper . . . . . . 24,000 
For office farniture (in the Post Office) . + . 8,000 
For advertising . . . . . . 6 65,000 
For mail bags . Pa E ee . 25,000 
For blanks e o . E wo g . . 28,000 
For mail locks, keys; and stamps . e «© . 10,000 
For mail depredations and special agents $ > 30;000 
For clerks for offices (in the Post Office) & : 340,000 | 
Miscellaneous. . ` 70,000 į 


Publishing new editions Post Office laws ‘and regu- 
lations, and of the table of post oftices 


5,205,167 


8,500 | 


day-watehing, and for arrears of contingencies in 
ending thirtieth June, one thousand eight bun- 
nine thousand two hundred and ninety-two 


ig, labor, 
the fiseal year 
dred and ‘fifty, 
dollars. g g 4 

«For miscellaneous items, eight : 

& For repairs of the General Post Office building. office furs 
niture, painting, glazing, papering, aid briek work,inciuding 
sums now due for like objects of expenditure, five thousand 
and eighty-three dollars. : 

“ Yor fitting with three-ply carpets sixty. rooms the Gen- 
eral Post Office building, three thonsand Ave hundred dollars. 
_ “For painting the interior (of the General Post Office build- 
ne including the passages and. stairways, five thousand 

ollars. 

“For compensation of the Auditor of the Post Office De- 
partment, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office, cighty-five thousand eight hundred doltars. 

“Forcompensation of fifteen additional clerks, four at one 
thousand fony hundred do'lays each, four at one thousand two 
hundred dollars each, and seven at one thousand dollars each, 
per annum, seventeen thousand four hundred dollars. 

“For contingent expenses of said office, viz = 

« For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, printing blanks 
and cireniars, five thousand seven hundred dollars, ` 

“For miscellaneous items one thousand dollars. And the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized,at his diseretion, to 
dispose of to the best advantage any quarterly returnsof mails 
sentand received which were made up previous to 1845, pre- 
serving the accounts current, and all vouchess accompanying 
such accounts, and to use such portion of the proceeds 
thereof as may be necessary to defray the cost of separating 
and disposing of the same. : 

“For additional compensation to two night-vatchmen jm 
the General Post Office building, from ist July, eighteen bune 
dred and forty-nine, to June 30th, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one,so as to piace them on the same footing as the watchmen 
in the other Exeeative buildings, and to correctan error in the 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expen- 
sesof Government for the year commeneing Ist July, cighteen 
hundred and forty-nine, whereby one hundred and thirty dol- 
lars was appropriated for the ¢ messenger, instead of the two 
watehmen in the Post Office Department, (acts second session 
thirtieth Congress, page sixty-two,) two hundred and- sixty 
dollars; and the said clause making an appr priation of ad- 
ditional compensation of one hundred and thirty dolars for 
messenger of Post Office Department is hereby repealed, 

& For transportation of the mails, ineluding sers 

vice in Cahfornia and Oregon + $2,950,000 
t For transportation of the mails in two steamships 

from New York, by Southampton, to Bremen, 

at $100,000 for cach ship. under the contract 

with the Ocean Steam Navigation Company of 

New York: and for transportation by two 

ships, under the same contract, from New York 

to Havre, at $75,000 cach, ineluding an unex- 

pended balance of former appropriation 8283,- 


hundred dollars, 


333 e e o e ew > 66,667 

« For transportation of the mails between Charles- 

ton and Havana, by way of Key West, call- 

ing at Savannah, under the contract with Me 
| C. Mordecai 6 st et 50,000 

“ For transportation of the mails across the Isth- 
mus of Panama oe ‘ . . ` 35,009 
té For compensation to postmasters a... + « + 1,450,000 
“« For ship, steamboat,and way letters e + 45,000 
Foy wrapping, paper . . . eo. 24,000 
w por office furniture (in the Post Office) « . 8,000 
** For advertising s+ . . š $ P 65,000 
| ¢¢ For mail bags re ee WoA R 25,000 
“For blanks e «e +) on e e, e à 28,000 
«< For mail Jocks, keys, and stamps ` . 10,000 
« For mail depredations and special agents ». . 30,000 
“For clerks for offices (in the Post Office) , x. 340,000 
“sor miscellaneous . . . . . . 70,000 

“ For publishing new editions of post ofice Jaws 
and regulations, and of the table of post offices 8,500 
$5,205,167 


i “See. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
| General be and he is hereby authorized to pay, out of any 
| money in the 1 reasnry at the credit of the Past Office Depart- 
| ment, all such balances as have or may hereafter become due 
to the General Post Office of London upon the adjustinent of 
the quarterly accounts arising out of the postal ‘convention 
| coneluded December fifteenth, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, between’ the United States and the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Iveland.’” 

Mr. DICKINSON, pursuant to the intimation 
which he gave yesterday, moved that the Senate 
do now proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT stated the question to be on 
| the amendments reported from the committee. 

i Mr. DICKINSON made a detailed, statement of 
ithe objects of the committee in preparing the 
‘amendments which had been reported. 

Mr. YULEE objected to the passage “and for 
| transportation by two ships under the same con- 
tract from New York to Havre.at $75,000 each,” 
' and he moved to strike it out. , f 
On this motion a. debate ensued, in which 


So that the bill thus amended will be as follows : 
“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 


the following sums be, and they ave hereby appropriated for 
the service of the Post Office Department, for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty 
one, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


“ For compensation of three assistant postmasters general, 


i 
i 
E 
priated : | 


clerks, messengers, assistant messengers, and watchmen, of} 
six thousand three hundred and six- | 


said department, ninety 
ly-five dollars: Provided, That this a propriation shalt be in 
Hea of any other appropriation heretofore made for the objects | 
contemplated by ARA provision, . i 
+ Kor compensation of the superintendent of the Post Office 
building, two hundred and fifty dollars. > = É | 
~ For contingent expenses of said department, Viz: i 
* tor blank books, binding, stationery, fuel, and oil, print- i 


|| Messrs. 


DICKINSON, YULEE, DAVIS of 


Massachusetts; RUSK, SEWARD, and DAW- 


| SON participated. 
| Mr. SEBA 


STIAN moved to postpone the fur- 
| ther consideration of this subject until to-morrow, 
| and that the bill and amendments be printed. 
| After some discussion, in which Messrs. BER- 
RIEN, DOWNS, DICKINSON, UNDER. 
WOOD, FOOTE, and RUSK took part, the mo- 
tion to postpone was rejected by a vote of 23 to 13. 
The debate on the motion to strike out was then 
resumed and continued by Messrs. DICKINSON, 
RUSK, YULEE, UNDERWOOD, BADGER, 


1850. 


HAMLIN, HUNTER, DOWNS, DOUGLAS, 
and others. i 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the | 
motion to strike out, and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Bright, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge 
of Iowa, Downs, Felch, Jones, King,.Sebastian, Shields, 
Turney, Underwood, Whitcomb, and Yulee—20. : 

NAYS—Messts, Badger, Baldwin, Bradbury, Clarke, Clay, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Douglas, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, 
Hunter, Mason, Phelps, Rusk, Seward, Smith, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Wales, and Winthrop—25. 

So the passage was not stricken out. 

Mr. YULEE moved to amend by adding the 
following after the item of $66,667: > - 


“ Provided, That the terms of the contract of the 2d of 
February, 1849, shall be fully conformed to, except so far as 
the same was modified by the orders of the Postmaster Gen- | 
ern maite on the 18h of March, 1847, and 18th of March, l 

me amendment was agreed to by a vote of 23 | 
to 16. 

The amendments of the committee were then 
agreed to. ` = 

There being no further amendment, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole were concurred in, 
the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. 

ACCOUNTS OF PIERCE M. BUTLER. 

The engrossed joint resolution for the settlement 
of the accounts with the heirs and representatives 
of Colonel Pierce M. Butler, late agent for the 
Cherokee Indians, was read a third time and passed. 

WALTER COLTON RELIEF BILL. i 

On the motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill to make compensa- 
tion to Walter Colton. 

After a long discussion, in which Messrs. |i 
SHIELDS, BRADBURY, FOOTE, BUTLER, | 
HAMLIN, EWING, WHITCOMB, TURNEY, 
DAVIS of Mississippi, BERBIEN, and others 
participated, the bill was amended by striking out 
the words which regognized his service as Admi- 
ralty Judge in Motiterey. It was then reported to 
the Senate, the amendment was concurred in, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

NEW ORLEANS AND VERA CRUZ MAIL LINE. 

Mr. SOULE. Mr. President, I hope the Sen- į 
ate will do me the favor to take up the bill creating 
a mail line between New Orleans and Vera Cruz, 
which was under consideration the other day. It 
is a very short bill, and will not occupy more than 
ten minutes. I have prepared an amendment which 
meets the views of those Senators who expressed 
opposition to the bill as it stood, that will do away 
with any difficulty that might create obstacles to 
the passage of the bill. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

So the Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, the consideration of the bill ‘to provide | 
for a weekly mail from New Orleans, or the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, to Vera Cruz and Tam- 
pico, Mexico, by steamers or sailing vessels.” 

Mr. SOULE moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and insert: 


Sec. l. Be it enacted, Thatthe Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby authorized and empowered, to contract for the 
transportation of a tui-monthly mail between the port of 
New Orleans and the ports of Vera Cruz and Tampico, by 
steam vessels, for the space of four years. 

Suc. 2. Be it enscted, Chat the said contract shall be let 
outto the lowest bidder tendering sufficient guarantees for 
the faithful performance of the same, and shall go into op- 
eration on or before the Ist day of January next, [1851,] and 
be subject to the restrictions and provisions of the laws of 
March 3, 1845, and March 3, 1847, except so far as the 
same relate to the modes of construction of the vessels to 
be employed in the service. 

Sec. 3. Be it enacted, That until the proceeds of the ser- 
vice established by this act shall be sufficient to cover the 
expenses attending the same, the Postmaster General shall 
draw from the Treasury such amount as may be necessary 
to meet the exigencies, according to the contract to be en- 
tered into under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I would sug- | 
gest to the gentleman from Louisiana a slight 
amendment to his amendment. Let us make it 
read “from Mobile or New Orleans,’ so as to 
leave it optional with the Postmaster General to 
select either place. 

Mr. SOULE. The honorable Senator will per- 
ceive that the object which this bill is expected to 
promote—facility of intercourse, easy and favorable 
exchanges, and a prompt distribution of the mail ij 
matter—-would be defeated if the Postmaster Gen- |) 
eral, in the exercise of the discretion left him by || 


i 
i 
Í 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 


; he. might, under the pressure of. peculiar circum- 


|| two countries is likely to enéourage and develop; 


| prevail. 
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the amendment, would be induced to give Mobile 
preference over New Orleans. There is perhaps 
no reason for apprehending any such result, yet 


stances, be persuaded that his. duty required that 
he should do so.. How, then, would it operate? 
It will not be. contended. that any considerable 
portion of the metallic matter which the mail 
steamers would carry to this country from Mexico, 
would have Mobile for its ultimate destination. 
Nor will it be supposed that Mobile is to be the 
centre from which shall be exported such commo- 
dities as may be putin demand by the relations 
which a frequent intercommunication between the 


and yet while the bullion imported from Mexico 
would have to be transborded and shipped from 
Mobile to New Orleans, there to be converted into 
profitable exchanges on the northern cities or on 


| Europe, most of the goods to be exported to Mex- | 
ico would have to undergo the same process and 


be transborded from New Orleans to Mobile. 
Would that be a facility to commerce? 

Mr. President, there is no desirable object.to be 
attained by the amendment of my friend from 
[Ilinois, [Mr. Sureips.] Its provisions, if acted 
upon, would clog and paralyze the whole opera- 
tion; while there is not an advantage which New 


| Orleans will derive from the bill, as it now is, in H 


which Mobile will not largely share and be amply | 
benefited. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I am in favor 
of the gentleman’s bill, and I heartly return my 
thanks to him for introducing it. I believe it will 
have a very excellent effect upon the business op- 
erations of the country. From some little personal 
knowledge of that country, I think it is highly im- 


į portant to open a trade with Mexico by way of |! 
But I wish the Post- ; 


Tampico and Vera Cruz. 
master General to have the privilege of selecting 
between Mobile and New Orleans as the terminus 
ïn this country. 


privilege of selecting between the two points. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. When this bill 
was up before, I did not feel entirely satisfied that 
it should pass; as it is proposed to be modified, it 
meets my views. 
a mail should be established between New Orleans 
and Vera Cruz, under the general regulations of the 
Post Office Department. It seems to me that cir- 
cumstances require it. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Ilinois offer any amendment? 


I dare say he would be sure to | 
| select New Orleans; but I wish him to have the 


I am quite content, for one, that | 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Tuurspay, September 5; 1850.4 05°: 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The SPEAKER. announced the unfinished Dusi- 
ness of the morning hour to be the report: made 
yesterday by the gentleman from Tllinois,.[Mr. 
Ricuarpson,] from the select committee appointed 
to inquire whether Mr. Ewing, late. Secretary of 
the Interior, had not reopened and paid certain 
accounts, and whether he had not improperly paid 
interest on others. P Da 

Mr. RICHARDSON took the floor, and held a 
brief conversation with the Speaker, of which 
| nothing was heard by the Reporter, but. the result 

was, that, ; g 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for the reading of 
| the report of the majority. i 
The Clerk proceeded to read it, and had read for 
| a few minutes, when 

Mr. MORTON interposed. -I move (he said) 
that the further reading of this report be dis- 
pensed with. The reading of that and the counter 
reports will exhaust the morning hour for a week, 
ant no one is paying any attention. 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made to the 
reading, the question will be put to the House, 
“ Shall the report be read ??’ EEA 
4 Mr. HALL. I only wish to say that yester- 

ay— 

Mr. MORTON, (interposing.) If objection is 
i made I withdraw my motion. 

The Clerk then proceeded with the reading of the 
| report. : 

The reading had not been concluded, when 

The SPEAKER announced that the hour (12 
m.) appointed for the consideration of the special 
order of the day had arrived. 

THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 

So the House resumed the consideration of the 
bill from the Senate (No. 307) entitled “ An act 
proposing to the State of Texas the establishment 
of her northern and western boundaries, the re- 


ji linquishment by the said State of all territory 


i claimed by her exterior to said boundary, and of 
‘| all claim upon the Unitéd States.” : 
The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
; on the motion made yesterday by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,] to reconsider the 
| vote by which the House refused to order this bill, 
| to a third reading; and on that motion (continued 
the Speaker) the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Bovo] is entitled to the floor. aa 
Mr. BOYD. Supposing the House understand 


Mr. SHIELDS. I propose to amend the amend- ; 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana by inserting : 
the words “ Mobile or” before New Orleans, so | 
as to make it read: ; i 

& The Postmaster General be, and he {hereby is, author- į 


ized and empowered to contract for the transportation of a j| 


tri-monthly mail between the port of New Orleans or Mo- | 
bile and the ports of Vera Cruz and Tampico.” 

Mr. SOULE. 
It would only tend to embarrass the 
Postmaster General, and throw difficulties in the | 
way of a fair adjustment of any contract which 
may have to be entered into. If the alternative 
which it leaves to the Post Office Department is 
such as not to justify the least hesitation in the 
choice of the place, it should be abandoned and | 


what my object is in making this motion, I shall 
content myself with the simple expression of the 
hope that the vote may be reconsidered, and that 


i the bill may be passed with the amendment which 


I have proposed. And I shall say not a word 
more, except to demand the previous question on 


: || the motion to reconsider. 
I hope the amendment will not |: 


: Several gentlemen addressed Mr. Bory. — 
| Mr. BOYD. I shall not withdraw the motion. 
| Mr. INGE. I move that the motion to recon- 
| sider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ORR. On that mot 
and nays., 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire the unanimous 
consent of the House to put a question to the 


ion I demand the yeas 


given up; and if it should be acted upon in a man- 
ner prejudicial to New Orleans, it would but di- | 
minish those inducements which alone can make. i 
this measure profitable to the whole country. It f 
would subject the outgoing and returning freight | 
to great and unnecessary detention and expense, | 
while it would retard the distribution of the mail | 
on the place where it will be of most immediate 
and more extensive interest. I can hardly sup- ; 
pose that there is any necessity for my insisting | 
any longer. I avoid debate, not to lose the chance j 
of passing the bill. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I ought, perhaps, to beg par- | 
don of the gentleman from Louisiana for interfer- 
ing with this bill. But I offered this amendment 
in order that the representative from Alabama 
who occupies the chair might have an opportunity 
to vote on it. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. | 
The substitute amendment was then adopted. | 
The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, the amendment concurred in, and the bill | 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


i gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp.] 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. C. continued. F understood the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Bovo] to say, that he had 
moved to réconsider the vote by which the House 
had refused to order the bill to a third reading, 
for the purpose of moving the amendment which 
he had heretofore offered. I desire to know 
whether the object of the gentleman is to leave 
his amendment open to other amendments, or to 


i| move the previous question upon it, and thus cut 


off every other proposition of amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This conversation can only 
be entertained by general consent. : 

Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Is it in-order to 
hold this debate ¢ : . 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that it 
is not in order, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLEN rose to put an inquiry to the 
Chair. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
his remarks until order is restored. Gentlemen 
will suspend conversation and resyme their seats. 


PE pet Wau nee eaten 
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After a pause of some time— 

Mr. ALLEN proceeded. There is’a difference 
of understanding as to the decision of the Chair— 
as to whether the previous question will be ex- 
hausted or not on the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question, which 
was in operation of the bill has been exhausted. 
The previous question, which has now been moved 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bovp] will 
be exhausted on the motion to reconsider, whether 
that motion should be decided in the affirmative or 
the negative. If it should be decided in the nega- 
tive, as a matter of course, there is an end of the 
question, The question now is on laying upon 
the table the motion to reconsider. + 

The question, ‘Shall the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table?” was then taken, and deci- 
ded in the negative—yeas 71, nays 135, as fol- 
lows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Joseph 
Cable, Campbell, Clarke, W. R. W; Cobb, Colcock, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Doty, Durkee, Feather- 
ston, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson 


W. Harris, Hebard, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, 


Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, Matte- | 


son, McGaughey, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Millson, 
Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Otis, Phelps, Powell, Root, Sack- 
ett, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thomas, 
Jacoh Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, and 
Woodward—7L. 


NAYS—Messts. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 


Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester 
Butier, Thomas B. Butler, E. C., Cabell, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P, Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clingman, Conger, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer, 
Duncan, Dunham Edmundson, Eliot, Nathan Evans. Ewing, 
Fitch, Freediev, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hammond, Isham 
G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Andrew Johnson, James I. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, Joh Mann, Marshall, Mason, MeClernand, McDon-. 
ald, McDowell, McKissock, McLanahan, R. M. McLane, 
-Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, 
Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, 
Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, 
Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, James 
Thompson, Jonn B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Under- 
hill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, Went- 
worth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, 
and Young— 135. - 

So the House decided that the motion to recon- 
sider should not be laid upon the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question, 

Mr. MEADE made an inquiry of the Speaker, 
of which riot a word couid be heard on the left of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BOYD stated that he understood the name 
of Mr. Harmanson, of Louisiana, was recorded. 
He (Mr. B.) had been so informed. If such was 
the fact, it was an error, as the gentleman was not 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER directed the necessary exami- 
nation to be made. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Duncan and 
WarLace were appointed. 


And the question, ‘ Will the House second the 


demand for the previous question ?”’ was taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 116, noes not 
counted, 

So. there was a second. 

The question then was, ‘* Shall the main ques- 
tion be now taken ?” 

Mr. FOWLER asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. F. also asked tellers or the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

And the yeas and nays were refused. 

* And the House then ordered the main question 
to be now put. 

The question then was, © Will the House re- 
consider the vote by which the House refused to 
order the bill to a third reading ?”” 

Mr. BURT asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. CORWIN put an inquiry to the Chair, 
which was not heard by the Reporter, but the pur- 
port of which will be understood from the Speak- 
er’s reply. 

The SPEAKER. The operation of the pre- 
vious question ordered yesterday, is exhausted. 
The previous question now In operation will ex- 
haust itself on this vote. 


ERENS 


jected. 


Mr. HALLOWAY, (to the Speaker.) If the 
vote is reconsidered will the bill be open to amend- 
ment? > 

The SPEAKER. It will. i 

The question, Shall the vote be reconsidered by 
which the House refused to order the bill toa third 
reading? was taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 131, nays 75; as follow: . : 


YE 4S—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, 
Clingman, Conger, Corwin, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Nathan 
Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Freedicy, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, 
Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, 
Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Lefer, Levin, Lit- 
tlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, MeClernand, McDon- 
ald, McDowell, McKissock, McLanahan, R. M. MeLane, 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, 
Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Robhins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sav- 


| age, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Stanly, 


Strong, Sweetser, Tavtor, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompsow, Tharman, Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, Wil- 
driek, Williams, Wilson, and Young—I31. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bingham, Booth, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, 
Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Cole, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Doty, Durkec, Featherston, 
Fowler, Giddings, Gott, "Haralson, Harlan, S. W. Harris, 
Hebard, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Robert W. John- 
son, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, Horace Mann, Matte- 


| son, McGaughey, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Millson, 


Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Rock- 
well, Root, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Sprague, 
F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wal- 
lace, Wentworth, and Woodward—75. 

The question recurred, Shall the bill be ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading ? 

Mr. BOYD obtained the floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts rises to a privileged question. The gen- 
tleman will state his question. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Bovo] was yesterday re- 
I voted in the negative upon that ques- 
tion, and F call the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. MEADE. Did the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GrinNELL] vote in the negative? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 

entleman to state that he did. 

Mr. FOWLER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ROOT. I wish to know whether the gen- 
tleman who submitted the motion to reconsider, 
himself voted against the amerdment. 


Mr. GRINNELL. I stated that I did. 


Mr. ROOT was understood to say that he had’ 


not heard the gentleman’s vote or his previous 
statement. | 

The question being upon laying on the 
the motion to reconsider— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced the call. 

The call being suspened for a moment— . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. By the unanimous consen 
of the House I will withdraw my motion to lay 
on the table, 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked 
by the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw the mo- 
tion to Jay on the table. 

Objection was made. 

The call was completed, and the vote resulted, 
yeas 96, nays 108; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Baker, Ben- 
net, Bingham, Booth, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Clarké, 
Clingman, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, 
Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Featherston, 
Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Har- 
lan, S. W. Harris, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hub- 
bard, Hunter, Inge, William T. Jackson, Robert W. John- 
son, Jnlian, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, MeGaughey, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, 
Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Putnam, Reynolds, Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, Sackett. Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Freverick P. Stan- 


table 


tou, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, || 


Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob: Thompson, James Thompson, 
Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Whiitlesey, and Woodwatd—96. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Bay, 
Bayly, Béale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breek, Briggs, 
Brooks, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, E. Car- 
rington Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Carter, Casey, Chandier, W. R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, Geatry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Har- 
tis, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoag- 
land, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Jobn- 
son, James L, Johuson, Jones, Kanfman, Kerr, George Ge 
King, La Sére Leffler, Levin, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
M-Clernand, MeDonald, McDowell, MeKissock, Mé Lana- 
han, Robert M. Melane, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, 
McWillie, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter; Powell, Reed, 
Richardson, Robbins, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, 
Strong, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Underhill, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wiidrick, 
Williams, Wilson, and Young—108. : 

So the House refused to lay. on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. , 

Mr. VAN DYKE, (to the Speaker.) Is it in 
order now to submit a motion that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. That motion ‘is not in order, 
The question before the House is on the motion 
to reconsider the vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyn.] That 
question has not yet been disposed of, and the pre- 
vious question is pending -upon it. $ 

Mr. VAN DYKE. [s not.the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union a privileged motion, and there- 
fore in order? ; : 

The SPEAKER. The original bill is not now 
| before the House for its action. The House passed 

from the consideration of the bill, by virtue of the 
privileged question made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Grinne..] 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. ee 

Mr. VINTON put an inquiry to the Chair, as 
to the extent to which the previous question would 
operate, . 

The SPEAKER. The previous question will 
be exhausted on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FOWLER, (to the Speaker.) That is to 
say, the previous question operates now on the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote on the amendment of | 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,] and 
on that only. 

The SPEAKER. On that only. is 

Mr. McQUEEN asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. 


THE POST OFFICE BILL. 


A messages was received from the Senate by A. 
Dickins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House, 
amongst other things, that the Senate had passed 
| the post office appropriation bill, with amend- 
ments. ' 

Mr. BAYLY. One of these bills is the post 
office appropriation bill, I understand. - I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to move to refer 
the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and that the amendments may be ordered to be 
| printed. A 

Mr. POTTER. I think the bill ought to go 
to the Committee on the Post Office. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is an appropriation bill. 

Mr. POTTER. Amendments have been made 
i afecting the Post Office revenues very materi- 
| ally. 
| TheSPEAKER. The question can only be 
| brought before the House by unanimous consent. 
| The Chair understands the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia [Mr. Bay.y] to ask the unanimous consent 


of. the House to move that the “bill be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and that the 
amendments made by the Senate be printed. 

Mr. POTTER. I shall have to object, if the 
| gentleman persists in_his motion to refer the bill 
"to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

' The SPEAKER.. Objection is made, and the 
| bill cannot be taken up unless the Flouse by unan- 
ii jmous consent will agree to the vote being taken 
| on the reference. 
| 
| 


Mr, HALL objected, so the bill was not taken up. 
THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. 


The House resumed_the consideration of this 
; bill. . ; 
L The question, Will the House reconsider the 
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vote by which the amendment of the gentleman 


from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] was rejected? was 


taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 106, 
nays 99; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, ‘Buel, 
Chester Butter, E. Carrington Cabell, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, Williamson R. W, 
Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Duer, Dunean, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Halt, Hammond, Haralson, Isham 
G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La 
Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Ma- 
son, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McKissock, 
Mclanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, MeMul- 
len, MeWillie, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Out- 
law, Owen, Parker, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Reed, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shep- 
perd, Stanly, Strong, John B. Thompson, Toombs, Walden, 
Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, 
and: Young-—-106. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Baker, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. 
Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, 
Clingman, Coleack, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dan- 
iel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Feather- 
ston, Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, 
Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, William T, Jack- 
son, Robert W, Johnson, Julian, George G. King, James G. 
King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Matte- 
son, McGaughey, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morse, 


Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, || 


Pheips, Putnam, Reynolds, Rockwell, Rost, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Whittlesey, 
and Woodward—99 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Bovp. : 

Mr. ORR and others addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] was entitled to the floor, 
having obtained it and been deprived of it tem- 
porarily by the interposition of the privileged 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. GRINNELL.] : 

Mr. ORR. Well, the gentleman made his mo- 
tion. . Did he not then lose his right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made no mo- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. Did not he move to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. That motion was disposed of, 


and the question recurred upon ordering the bill to |] 


a third reading. The gentleman from Kentucky 
then obtained the floor, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts interposed with his privileged mo- 
tion. That motion having been disposed of, the 
gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MEADE addressed the Chair, and was pro- 
ceeding to speak. 

Mr. BURT interposed, and said it was impossi- 
ble to hear anything that was going on. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Meape.}] The gentle- 
man from Virginia will suspend. Gentlemen are 
requested to resume their seats. 

A pause ensued. 

The SPEAKER, [to Mr. Borp.] Does the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky yicld the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BOYD. [did not hear the proposition which 
the gentleman desires to make. Lam willing to 
hear it. i 

Mr. MEADE. The proposition which I wish 
to submit is to amend the first section of this bill, 


which 1 wish to have an opportunity of voting |: 


upon. My amendment will in no way interfere 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky;on the contrary I believe that the amend- 
ment I desire to propose, if it should be adopted, 
would have the effect to strengthen the bill in the 
House.. ; A 

Mr. VINTON. I wish to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Bovo.) Does the 

entleman from Kentucky yield the floor? 

Mr. VINTON. I desire to know, in case the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky shall 
be rejected, whether 

Mr. BURT. Irise toa point of order. I de- 
sire to know if the gentleman from Kentucky can 
yield the floor to the gentlem&n from Ohio to make 
any motion or suggestion ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky can only yield for explanation. . 

Mr. BOYD resumed the floor. - I think (said 


he) my position is a very embarrassing one. I|; 


; - = 
: am aware of the responsibility connected with it. 
I am appealed to on the one side of the House; 
: and on the ‘other, to yield, to allow gentlemen to 
; offer amendments. These amendments are nu- 
merous; some of them I would be glad to see 
adopted. Buti am perfectly satisfied, that throw 
this bill open to amendments, it will be destroyed 
by amendments. As a friend to this bill, there- 
fore, | cannot yield. I would be very glad that 
every gentleman on this floor should have the op- 
portunity of voting upon all the amendments which 
he desires. I myself have an amendment to offer 
| to the original bill; and as it is exceedingly simple, 
l avow my purpose of then demanding the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BURT. I hope it will þe voted down. 

Mr. MEADE. _I hope somebody else will have 
the privilege of offering an amendment besides the 
: gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Boyn.] 

Mr. BOYD. I amentitled to the floor. I hope 
gentlemen will allow me to atate what it is my 
wish tu do, what I intend to do, what it is my 
duty to do. I propose the following amendment 
to the original bill, I would inquire of the Chair 
| whether it is in order to amend the bill while there 
| ig an amendment pending ? : 
| The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
| no amendment can be offered, unless it be an 
| 
| 


| amendment to the amendment pending. 

Mr. BOYD. Have I the power to withdraw, 
| temporarily, the amendment I originally offered? 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, 
| that itis notin the power of the gentleman from 
| Kentucky to withdraw the-amendment, as action 
i has been taken upon ft by the House. 

_ Mr. BOYD. Then l1 demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Iappeal to the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, to enable me to move to strike 
out the lst of December, and insert the 1st of Jan- 
uary as the time within which Texas is to accept 
the proposals. 

Mr. ORR. 1 call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I wish to 
make an appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky 
to withdraw the call for the previous question, to 
allow me to submit a motion to commit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky withdraw the motion? 

Mr. BOYD declined to withdraw. 

Cries of “ Question, question.” 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky — 

Mr. BURT. I object to any remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts can only speak by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER called to order, and requested 
gentlemen to observe order in the Hall. 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. MEADE. I rise toa point of order. Is 
it in order to move to commit the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The question is, 
Will the House second the demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. MEADE. J demand tellers. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Is it in order to move 
an amendment to the bill? s 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, pending the motion 
for the previous question. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Did not the Chair 
decide that it would be, if it was reconsidered ? 

i TheSPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt of 
| that; but the previous question has been moved, 
| which cuts off all amendments. 

| Mr. PRESTON KING. Then the gentleman 
from Kentucky is the only gentleman in order. 

Tellers were ordered upon the second of the de- 
mand for the previous question. Messrs. Evans, 
i of Ohio, and McMouiten were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—yeas 88, noes 99. 


the previous question. 

Mr. TOOMBS proposed to move an additional 
section, as an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Born,] providing 
for the territorial government of New Mexico. 

I should like (said Mr. T.) to submit some ob- 
servations, but I see that the Flouse is impatient. 

[Cries, “* Go on,” “go on.” 


Mr. TOOMBS, (continuing.) And as I do not 


So the House refused to second the demand for. 


wish ‘to:open‘a debate, which may prove to. be 
protracted, I shall forego my own: inclination.“ I 
shail not, however, move the previous. question, 
but shall leave the matter to be disposed of as the ~ 
House may think proper. ; cies 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. —~. And be it further enacted, That no. citizen of the 
United States shall be deprived of his life, liberty, or proper- 
ty, in said Territory, except by the judgment òf his peers, 
and the aws of the land ; and. that. the Constitution. of the 
United States, and such statutes thereof as may not- be lo- 
cally inapplicable, and the.common law as it existed fn the 
British colonies of America unti) the 4th day of July, 1776, 
shall be the exclusive laws of said territory upon ‘the sub- 
ject of African siavery, until altered by the proper authority, 

The amendment having been read— rd 

Mr. TOOMBS said, I have already indicated 
_my intention not to detain the House by any re- 
marks of my own, nor to move the previous ques- 
tion. I therefore yield the floor. 

Some twenty or thirty members claimed it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH obtained it. I am as 
anxious, he said, to close this debate as any other 
man 

[Several Vorcrs. Don’t make a speech.} 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (continuing.) I pre- 
sume that the honorable gentleman from Georgia 
wishes a test vote on his amendment. I am also 
willing that a vote should be taken upon it, and. I 
gsk the Speaker if it is in order. . ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, interposed, and re- 
quested that the Speaker would direct gentlemen 
in the aisles to take their seats. 

Some time elapsed during which members were 
taking their seats. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (continuing.) I ask 
the Speaker whether it is in order to move a sub- 
stitute for the additional section proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia? (Mr. Toomss.] 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment to 
the amendment already pending. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (to the Speaker.) Is it 
in order to move to commit? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Is it in order to move 
to commit with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 shall make the.mo- 


tion. I send the following instructions to the 
Chair. And I intend to, move the previous ques- 
tion. 


[Many voices: ‘Oh! no.”} 

The instructions were read, as follows: 

“Soto amend the amendment as to exclude slavery from _ 
all the territory acquired from Mexico by the. treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, lying eastward of California’? -` 

The instructions having been read— 

Mr. WENTWORTH resumed. I was going 
to say, that greatas my anxiety is to act without 
further debate, and for this purpose to have a vote 
at once upon the previous question, yet | am will 
ing, representing as | do the extreme wing of the 
| North, that gentlemen from the South should have 
an opportunity to offer any additional instructions 
| which they may think proper. And to enable 
them to offer these instructions, I am willing to: - 
yield the floor, provided I retain my right to it, and 
can call for the previous question after the amend- 
ments have been introduced. . 

Mr. FEATHERSTON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HOWARD also addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER recognized the former gentle- 
man, and said, (addressing Mr. Wentworru,) 
Does the gentleman yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? [Mr. Fearnerston. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 will yield the floor 
that the amendment of the gentleman may be re- 
ceived; but l cannot yield for any purpose, if Lam 
| thereby to lose my right to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired of the Chair, whether 
the gentleman from Hlinois (Mr. Wentworrtu] 
; could yield the floor for the purpose stated? 

i The SPEAKER. The gentleman can yield the 
| floor only for explanation. If objection is made, 
the gentleman cannot yield for any other purpose. 

Mr. PRESTON KING made a remark, under- 
| Stood to be in objection, (but it was not heard.) 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, if the floor was 
yielded to him, he would, after offering his.amend- 
ment, demand the previous question. 

Mr. WENTWORTH claimed the floor. 

The reading of the amendment of Mr. FEATH- 
ERSTON for information was called for. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, (to the Speaker.) Can 


T adopt. additional instractions to those which f 


| have offered? And I desire also that may under- 
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stand, and that the House may understand, 
whether I can have'a’ decision upon the different 
branches of the instructions.: I ask the Speaker 
to decide that question. 

The SPEAKER. The question on the motion 
to commit with instructions is indivisible; but 
upon the instructions a seperate vote may be called 
so as to leave with the motion to. commita sepa- 
rate and distinct proposition. 

M- WENTWORTH. Then T send the fol- 

Jowing to the Chair, (a portion of which was at 


the instance of Mr. Howarp,) as additional in- |} 


structions, and | move the previous question: 

« With instructions so to amend the amendment as to 
exclude slavery from all the territory acquired from Mexico 
by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, lying eastward of Cati- 
fornia.’ 

Also to strike out the words in the first section 
of the proposed amendment to the bill: 

« Thenee following the main channel of said river to the 
parallel of the thirty second degree of north latitude, thence 
east with the said. degree to ils intersection with. the one 
hundred and third degree of longitude west of Greenwich.” 

And insert: 


«Thence down the main channel of the river Rio Grande 
tothe point where said river crosses the 102d meridian of. 
Jongitude west of. Greenwich.” 

To strike out from the words: 

« Pravided, also,” in the eighth line ofthe fifth proposition 
of the biil to the words “ United States” in the nineteenth 
line of said fifth proposition” 

The following is the part proposed by the latter 
clause to he stricken from the original bill, viz: 

{ Provided, also, That no more than five millions of said 
stock shall be issued until the creditors of the State holding 
honds and other certificates of stock of Texas for which 
daties on imports were specially pledged, shall first file at 
the ‘Treasury of the United States releases of all claim 
agninst the United States for or on account of said bonds or 
certificates, in such form as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and approved by the President of the 
United States?] ; k 

The instructions which Mr. WentwortH now 
kent to the Chair, were those indicated by Mr. 
FeatHerston. . 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, he wished to have 
the direction of his own amendment. He hoped, 
therefore, that the gentleman would yield the floor 


to him. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Mlinois [Mr. Wentworrn] yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Mississippi? [ Mr. Fearuersron.] 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Ido not yield the floor. 
Atthe same time I am desirous to extend every 
courtesy to all gentlemen. But I cannot relin- 

uish my right to move the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois | 


modifies his instructions to read as follows: 

The following (which is the amendment of Mr. 
Fearuersron,) was then read: 

Strike out all of the original line after the enact- 
ing clause, and insertas follows: 

« That the boundaries of the State of Texas defined and 
estallished by the act of the Texan Congress, passed Decem- 
her 19, 1836, for that purpose, are hereby recognized by the 
Government of the United States.” 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. WENTWORTH said : If gentlemen will 
be kind enouzh to keep a little more quiet, so that 
the House may understand the question, much 
time will be saved in putting interrogatories after 
the previous question shall have been moved. My 
desire is to give every gentleman a chance to vote 
on his own amendment. I wish fair play all round; 
and whilst I ask a vote upon my own proposition, 
Tam willing that every gentleman should have a 
vote upon his. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois yield. the floor to the gentleman from 
Mississippi ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH was about to reply-—— 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, interposed toa 
point of order. He submitted to the Speaker, that 
the instructions themselves could not be divided, 
and that the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. WENT- 

- wort] could not offer a series of instructions, 
and then propose to divide them. 

The SPEAKER. A motion is made to com- 
mit with instructions. It is not the right of the 
member making the motion to ask a separate vote 
on each clause of the instructions by virtue of his 
having made the motion. But when a motion to 
commit with instructions is pending, thë Chair is 
of opinion that a division upon the instructions 
can be had, so as to take a separate vote on the 
instructions, so far as they are divisible—leaving 
a distinct proposition connected with the motion 
to commit. ‘ 


| from Ilinois (Mr. Went worrn] is entitled to the 


Mr. THOMPSON, of. Mississippi, (to the 
Speaker.}~ When a motion is made to commit, 
can the question oe divided, so as to také the ques- 
tion on the motion to commit and on the instruc- 
tions? ` : i 

The SPEAKER. If a motion is made to com- 
mit with instructions, the question would be first 
on the instructions, and then on the motion to 
commit, with or without the instructions, as the 
case may be. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 
Wenrwortn] is entitled to the floor. , 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I desire to embrace 
the following in my instructions. 

Mr. W. held a paper in his hand, supposed to 
be the instructions of the gentleman from Texas, 
[Mr. Howaap,] but which were not read. 

Mr. DUNHAM interposed to a point of order. 
He was understood to submit to the Speaker, 
whether it was in order for the gentleman from 
linois [Mr. Wentworrs] to offer instructions 
which were in themselves contradictory? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot say. It 
is not competent for the Chair to decide that ques- 
tion. The House must decide it. The gentleman 


floor. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I have said that it is 
not my intention to 'make a speech, but | desire to 
say that I have already accepted two propositions 
from gentlemen of the South. 1 have offered two | 
propositions from the North ; and now, if I move 
the previous question upon the whole, the gentle- 
men from Mississippi [Mr. Fearuerston] and 
Texas (Mr. Howarp] can-have a vote on their 
amendments. There will be no gag, and all will 
have fair play. I want a vote upon my amend- | 
ment. lam willing that they should have a vote | 
upon theirs. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON. Will you yield the | 


l 
floor to me for a moment? |i 5 
li substantive proposition upon which to vote. 


Mr, WENTWORTH. For explanation. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. The instructions I | 


have sent to the Speaker’s table are offered as a || 


substitute for all the other instructions—not as | 
additional instructions—but as a substitute for the 
whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minois 
(Mr. Wentworts] had not the power to offer the 
instructions of the gentleman from Mississippi | 
in that form. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, (to the Speaker.) Can |, 


the vote be taken on these instructions as a sub- 
stitute for mine? 

The SPEAKER. Tt cannot. The gentleman 
cannot move a proposition and then offer a substi- | 
tute for his own proposition. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Ifthe gentleman from į 
Minois [Mr. Wentworta] will yield the floor to 
me, I will offer the amendment as a substitute. | 
The effect will be the same as if the gentleman | 
himself offered it. i 


The SPEAKER (to Mr. WenrwortH.) Does || 


the gentleman yield the floor ? | 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The confusion is so | 
great that | cannot hear anything that is said. | 
All Task is, that the House should vote understand- 
ingly, so that hereafter it may not be claimed, 
that the question was not properly understood. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. FEATHER- 
ston] having offered his amendment, and being 
recognized by the Chair, can | move the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Not before the gentleman 
has offered his amendment. And the Chair now | 
inquires of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WentwortH] in what shape the gentleman has 
left his instructions? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. These are my own 
instructions. I send to the Chair the instructions 
of the gentleman from Texas (Mr. Howarp.] 
If they are what I understand them to be—that is 
to say, if they take away the discrimination in 
the scrip, as I suppose they do—I will adopt them 
as part of my own. 

Mr. DUER rose to a question of order. He 
wished, he said, to understand one point, whether, 
in the first instance, a vote could not be taken if 
demanded on the instructions separately, and af- 
terwards on the motion to commit? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the instructions can be divided, being a substan- 
tive proposition as an instruction in connection 
with the motion to commit. The instructions can- 


‘| the order. 


The first substantive proposition connected with 
the motion ‘to commit must stand; a division can 
then be called, so as to vote upon substantive prop- 
ositions that follow. 

a Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the Chair 
to decide that the question upon the reference will 
be taken in connection with the first proposition of 
my colleague. Suppose that fails, will the House 
be brought to a vote upon the remaining instruc- 
tions?’ x 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois 
mistakes as to the order in which the questions 
will be taken. The last vote to be taken will be 
upon the motion to commit, with the first substan- 
; tive Instructions. 

Mr. DUER. That will be the Jast vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. J rise to a 
point of order. I desire to understand the Chair. 
When instructions are pending, is it in order for 
me to call for a division of the question, so as to 
vote upon the commitment without the instruc- 
tions? In other words, can we get a separate vole 
upon the commitment? 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman to inquire if the motion to commit 
be made by one member, and instructions are 
moved by another member, whether a separate 
vote can be taken? f 

Mr. THOMPSON. I speak of the question as 
itis now pending. The gentleman from Ilinois 
moves to commit with instructions. Task whether 
I have not the right to call for a division, so as to 
vote first on the instructions, and second upon the 
commitment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 


| My. THOMPSON. Have I the right, then, to 


call for a division, so as to vote first upon the com- 
mitment separated from the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state, that 
if the House refuse to commit, there will be no 
Such 
a direction must be given to the questions as in no. 
contingency to leave a separate question which is 
| not a substantive or distinct proposition, 

Mr. THOMPSON read the fifty-third rule: 

« Any member may call for a division of the question 5 
which shall be divided if it comprebend propositions in sub- 
stance so distinct that one being taken away a substantive 
proposition shall remain for the decision of the House.” 
| Yask for a division of the question, (said Mr. 
| T.,) under this rule, soas to vote first upon the 
instructions, and then upon the commitment. 
They are substantive and distinct propositions. 

The SPEAKER adhered to and repeated his 
! decision, that the first substantive instruction must 
stand with the motion to commit, and that the 
subsequent instructions could be divided if they 
comprehended substantive propositions. 

Mr. DUER. The Chair holds, then, that the 
: House cannot, where a motion is made 
| Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has the floor upon a point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. fdo not 
wish to raise difficult points to create embarrass- 
| ment. My only object is to understand the Chair, 
| If I understood him aright, I shall be compelled to 
appeal. Did L understand him to say that the 
motion to commit with the first substantive prop- 
osition must be first put, and then the motion for 
the subsequent instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has reversed 
1f the motion to commit with the first 
instruction were first put and rejected, no substan- 
tive proposition would remain. The instructions 
must first be voted upon, and then the motion to 
commit with the first substantive instruction. 

Mr. BURT. I know itis not in order to make 
a point of order while one is already pending. But 
I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact, that the gentleman from Mississippi and the 
Chair are discussing. questions in prospective— 
| questions which are not pending; and I hold that 
it is not competent for the gentleman from Missis- 
| sippi to make such a point of order, and with great 
į respect for the gentleman, I call him to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is right. The question of order made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi does not arise at 
! this time. But the Chair thought it was proper, 
before the House voted upon seconding the pre- 
vious question, that they should know the opinion 
of the Chair as to what would be the effect of the 


not be entirely taken from the motion to commit. 


vote. : 
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Mr. BURT. I ask, then, if any menfber when 
you announce your decision in prospective can 
appeal from that decision. 

The SPEAKER. An appeal would not be in 
order at this time. £ 


Mr. BURT. Then certainly the point of order |! 


cannot be made at this time. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. My vote 
upon seconding the previous question will depend 
upon the Speaker’s decision. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. 
of the instructions of the 

They were again read. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON retaining the floor, 

Mr. VINTON rose to a question of order, and 
was understood to submit that the instructions were 
not in order, as they related to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, which was not a 
part of the bill. y 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was 
one of congruity, which the House must decide, 
and overruled the point of order. 

A word or two of conversation followed between 
Mr VINTON and the Speaker, on this point of 
order. 

Mr. DUER rose toa point of order,and inquired 
if it was in order to call for a division of the ques- 
tion, so as to vote first upon the commitment, and 
then upon the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Fearnerston] has the floor. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. The point of order 
being disposed of, I move to strike out all the in- 
structions of the gentleman from Tllinois, and to 
insert in lien thereof the instructions which I now 
send to the Chair: 

“Strike out all of the- original bill after the enacting 
clause, and insert as follows: That the boundaries of the 
State of Texas, as defined and established hy the act of the 
Texan Congress, passed December 19, 1836, for that pur- 
pose, are hereby recognized by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States,” 3 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. As the floor was 
yielded to me by the gentleman from Illinois upon 
the condition that I would not make a speech, but 
call the previous question immediately after I 
should have moved my instructions as a substitute 
for his, | call the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Will my 
colleague vield me the floor for one moment ? 

Mr. FEATHERSTON,. For explanation? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to know whether 
it is in order, at this stage of the question, to move 
to commit the bill without any instructions? 

Mr. BURT. T object to this conversation. 

The SPEAKER. Conversation is objected to. 
The Chair thinks it would not be in order now to 
commit, as one motion to commit is already pend- 
ing. . 

Mr. HUNTER addressed-the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Fearuerston.) Does 
the gentleman from Mississippi yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, I do not feel author- 
ized to yield the floor. In compliance with my 
pledge to the gentleman from Illinois, I demand the 
previuus question. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. 1 ask that the 
question shall first be taken upon the motion to 
commits 

The SPEAKER. That question is not before 
the House, and will not be until the House shall 
have demanded the previous question. 

Mr. DUER inquired if it would now be in order 
to demand a division of the question—first upon 
the instructions, and then upon the commitment? 

The SPEAKER. A division cannot be de- 
manded until the House come to a vote upon the 
question, and they cannot vote upon it until the 
demand for the previous question is seconded, and 
the main question is ordered. 

Mr. DUER. The House cannot well know 
what willbe the rule? 

Mr. BURT. Teall the gentleman to order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 desire to ask of the Chair 
what will be effect of the previous question. If 
the previous question is sustained, and [ call for a 
division of the question—J ask whether the ques- 
tion would not first be upon the motion to commit 

one? : 
altho SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
it will not be, for the reasons already given. 

Mr. BURT. I call the gentleman from Ohio 


(Mr. Scnencx] to order. 


I ask for the reading 
gentleman from Illinois. 


to inquire—~ 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- 

man from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] will state 
his point of order. i : 
_ Mr. BURT. Itisthis. That the previous ques- 
| tion having been demanded, the gentleman has no 
| right to ask “question's which may lead to debate, 
either on his own part, or on the part of the Chair. 
- Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker.) Will the 
Chair allow me to make an inquiry? “Mr. S. was 
putting the inquiry, when— 

Mr. BURT again interposed. 

The SPEAKER stated, in reply, apparently, to 
the inquiry which Mr. Scuenck was making, that 
the previous question would nat be exhausted until 
a vote had been taken on ordering the bill toa 
third reading. 

Mr. HUNTER desired, he said, to put a ques- 
tion to the Chair. 

Mr. BURT. I object, and call the gentleman 
to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman (Mr. Hunter] rises to make an in- 
quiry, in relation to a point of order. 

Mr. HUNTER. As to the pending question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, is not 
in order. The gentleman cannot be recognized, 
except on a point of order. 

Mr. MEADE, (to the Speaker.) J desire to 
know the various questions before the House, as 
they stand in their regular order. 

Mr. BURT. I call the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Meape] to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. 
tained, and the main question ordered, the question 
will be first on the amendment to the instructions 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Fearuerston.] Secondly, onthe motion to com- 
mit with instructions, (amended or not as the case 
may be.) If the House should refuse to commit 
with instructions, the question then recurs on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] and then on the amendment of the gen- 
tieman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,] amended or 
not as the House may determine, and then on or- 
dering the bill to a third reading. After the vote 
shall have been taken on the last-mentioned propo- 
sition, and not before, the previous question will be 
exhausted. 

Tellers were ordered on seconding the demand 
for the previous question,and Messrs. Fow er and 
RicHARDSON Were appointed. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 102, noes 40. 

So there wasa second. 

And-the main question was now ordered to be 
taken (which main question was first on the 
amendment of Mr. Fearnerston to the instruc- 
tions of Mr. Wentworth.) 

Mr. GOTT demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DUER asked that the question might be 


Mr. SCHENCK. Well, if T am not permitted 


might be taken on the instructions and then on 
the motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the 
question is indivisible. A. 

Mr. DUER... 1 appeal from the decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘* Shall the 
decision. of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” 

Mr. STRONG submitted to the Speaker, that 
the question raised ty the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr Duer] could not properly arise until 
after the House had disposed of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Featu- 
ERSTON] to the instructions of the gentleman from 
IHinois, (Mr. Wenrworru.} 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the question properly arises whenever the House 
comes to the consideration of the instructions and 
the motion to commit. 

Mr. DISNEY desired that the portion of the 
Manual applicable to the question might be read. 

The SPEAKER invited the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Disney] to indicate the part of the 
Manual to which he referred. 

Mr. DISNEY did so. 

The paragraph was read, as follows: 


«c 1798, May 30, the alien bill in quasi-eommittee. Toa 
section and proviso inthe origi:al, had been added two new 
| provisoes by way of amendment. Ona motion to strike out 


the section as amended, the question waa desired to be di~ 


If the previous question should be sus- | 


divided in such a manner as that a seperate vote || 


vided. To do this it must be put first otr striking out’either 
the former proviso, orsome distinct member of the section, 
But when nothing remains-but the last memher of the section 
and the provisoes, they cannot- be divided sô as to put the 
last member to questio» by itself; for the provisoes ‘might 
thus be left standing alone as exceptions to a rule when the 
tule is “taken away ; or the new provisoes might be Jefe toa 
second question, after having been decided on onee before at 
ike same reading; whichis contrary to rile, But the qnes- 
tion must be ori striking ont the last member of the section 
as amended. ‘This sweeps away the exéeptiong with the 
rule, and relieves from inconsistence. A question to bhe divis 
sible, must comprehend points so distinct and entire, thatone 
of them being taken awaysthe other may stand entire. © But 
a proviso or exception, without an enacting clause, does not 
contain an entire point or proposition.” an 

Mr. BAKER asked an explanation as to the 
decision of the Speaker. : f ; 

The SPEAKER explained. The Chair has 
decided (said the Speaker) that the motion to com- 
mit is indivisible, and that the motion to commit 
cannot be separated from the instructions. 

Mr. INGE. Ido not understand the Speaker 
į to have decided that separate votes cannot be taken 
i on the instructions, but simply that some distinct 
and substantive proposition must remain attached 
to the motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. Just so. 

Mr. INGE. Iam satisfied with that decision, 
and hope that the House will sustain its: © 
_ Mr. DUER, (to the Speaker.) ‘I presume it is 
in order for me to withdraw the appeal, andto 
renew it when we have reached another point in 
the question, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can-do so. 

Mr. DUER withdrew the appeal. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the question 
might beas legitimately decided now as at any 
other time. t 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed the 
appeal. 

Mr. INGE moved that the appeal be laid on 
| the table. 
| Mr. ROOT said that there was but one question . 
| now pending, which was on the amendment of the 
i| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Featnersron.} 
| It was not competent, he submitted, for any gen- 
| 
i 


i tleman to ask a division on the question, because 
it was not divisible; and it was not competent for 
| any gentleman to make the point of order until 
ithe House should have reached a question that 
| was divisible. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, withdrew his 
| appeal. Dod 

The question then again recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Fearuersron to the instructions of 
Mr. WENTWORTH. Ah ig 

The yeas and nays (heretofore demanded by 
Mr. Gorr) were ordered. 

The amendment, on a call, was again read. 

The question upon agreeing to the amendment 
of Mr. FeatHERsTon, proposing a substitute for 
the instructions moved by Mr. WENTWORTH, was 
taken, and decided in the negative— yeas 71, nays 
128: as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
i| Boyd, Breck, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Is. C.. Cabell, George 
A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, W. Re W. Cobb, 
Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 
| Gorman, Green, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W, 
Harris, Haymond, Hitliard, Holladay, Holines, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
|} James L. Jobnsou, Rubert W. Johnson, Jones, Kautinan, 
ij La Sere, Marshall, Mason, McDowell, Robert M. MeLane, 
| Finis E. McLean, MeMulien, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, 
Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Phelps, Poweil, Savage, Seddon, Frederick P. 
| Stauton, Richard H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
John B. ‘Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Williams, and Woodward—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Baker, 
Beale, Beunett, Bingbim, Bokee, Booth, Bowlin, Briggs, 
Brooks, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, 
Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Caruer, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
| Dickey, Dimmiek, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, 
Dunhain, Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fuch, Fowler, 
Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Goti, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Hall, Halloway, Harlan, Thomas L. Hartis, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Wil- 
liam T. Jackson, Juban, Kerr, George G. King; James G. 
King, John A. King, Preston King, Letter, Levin, Little- 
field, Horace Mann, Job Manu, Matteson, MeDouald, 
McGaughey, MeKissock,.McLanaban, Meacham, Moore, 
Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, ` Peasiee, 
Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Roekwell, Root, Rose, 
Ross, Runsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooicraft, Shepperd, Sitvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, 
| Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, 
! and Young—128, 

So the amendment of Mr. FEATHERSTON was 


not agreed to. 
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And the question recurred upon the motion to 
commit with -the instructions moved by Mr. 
WENTWORTH. ME 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call the yeas and nays. 

Mr. INGE demanded a. division of the ques- 
tion upon the instructions of the gentleman from 
Illinois in accordance with the decision of the 
Chair, announced to the House a short time since. 

The SPEAKER. The House wilt come to or- 
der. f 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Alabama, and to the House, that 
when this question was first presented, it was new; 
it had never been brought to his consideration. 
Since that time, during the call of the yeas and 
nays, he has examined the question, and he is 
very clear in his own mind as to the correct 
decision to be pronounced in this case. But, it 
varies somewhat from the opinion he gave to the 
House when his opinion was first asked; and it is 
to be regretted that thig should be the case. Still 
he must give the opinion now as he entertaing it. 
When the point was submitted upon the division 
of the question upon the commitment and instruc- 
tions, so as to vote first upon the instructions, and 
then upon the commitment, or vice versa, the Chair 
deld, and still holds, the opinion that the question 
cannot thus be divided. The rule is, that a mo- 
tion to be divided, must contain two or more sep- 
arate and distinct propositions. If the motion to 
commit, and the motion to instruct the committee, 
be divided, and the question be taken first on the 
motion to commit, and the House refuse to com- 
mit, the motion to instruct does not constitute a 
substantive proposition which can stand by itself. 
If, on the other hand, the vote be taken first on the 
motion to instruct, and that is adopted, the ques- 
tion would recur upon the motion to commit; and 
if the House should refuse to commit, what be- 
comes of the instructions? They must necessarily 
fall. This shows that the commitment and in- 
structions are not two distinct and substantive 
propositions. If the instructions had been offered 
separately as an amendment, the House would 
thereby have been brought to a vote separately 
upon them, and, if they were agreed to, the ques- 
tion would recur upon committing with the in- 
structions. The Chair thinks the point a very 
clear and distinct one. He intimated the opinion, 
however, to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Wenrworrn,] that a separate vote might be taken 
upon each branch of the instractions after the first. 
But the House, upon reflection, will perceive that 
thisruling would involve the House in the same 
difficulty. Suppose the vote was taken first upon 
the motion to commit with the first instructions, 
and the House refused to commit with those in- 
structions, the remaining instructions would fall, 
as a matter of course; or suppose the House voted 
first upon the several branches of the instructions, 
except the first, and they were agreed to, and then 
refused to commit the bill with the first instruc- 
tions, what would become of the subsequent in- 
structions which had been agreed to? Hence the 
Chair must rule that the only vote to be taken is 
upon the motion to commit with instructions, and 
that that motion is indivisible. 

Mr. INGE. The decision of the Chair just 
made ‘is directly in conflict with the decision an- 
nounced a little while ago in reply to the question 
which I asked. .{ think, inasmuch as the motion 
of instructions raises several distinct propositions, 
we have the right to demand the vote upon each 
question under the 53d rule, and I desire the House 
to decide that question. In order to do so, I take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) I 
desire to inquire whether the gentleman embraces 
the point of the right of the House to have a dis- 
tinct vote taken on the motion to refer? I main- 
tain that as a substantive proposition. 

Mr. INGE was about to reply. 

The SPEAKER interposed to, the restoration 
of order. The Speaker then said that it would be 
better to decide these questions separately. They 
were not necessarily connected. ‘The Chair un- 
derstands the gentleman from Alabama as taking 
an appeal from the decision that the instructions 
are indivisible. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. As there is some mis- 
take, as the House will remember, between the 
Chair and myself, it is right that I should be 


| Howard, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, | 


allowed to state what my understanding of the mat- 
ter was. I certainly should not have offered the 
instructions 

Objection was made. f 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Under the cireumstan- 
ces of the case, I appeal to the House to allow me 
to explain.. The Chair made a statement to me, 
upon which I based my action. Surely the House 
will allow me to explain. i 

Objection was make. : 

The SPEAKER united with Mr. WENTWORTH 
in the request for unanimous laave to explain. 

Mr. GENTRY objected. 

The SPEAKER then stated, that the Chair 
took upon itself the responsibility of the difficutly 
in which the gentleman from Ilinois had become 
involved. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I ask the Chair, as a 
favor, to repeat to the House what the understand- 
ing was, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated to the 
House, that he had replied to an inquiry by the 
gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Wentrworts,] that 
the instruction would be divisible. And the 
Speaker takes upon his own shoulders the whole 
responsibility of the difficulty in which the gentle- 
man is involved. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Can I, under the cir- 
cumstances of the case withdraw the two sets of 
instructions | offered, (ż. e. the last two ?) 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. To what 
portion of the instructions do you refer? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. To those which I offered 
under the decision of the Chair, that the instruc- 
tions would be divisible. 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minois 
moved certain instructions, and then adopted cer- 
tain modifications of them. The gentleman now 
asks the unanimous consent of the House to with- 
draw the modifications. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected. 

Mr. INGE, I wish to know what the instruc- 
tions are. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Wentworru.) Does 
the gentleman desire to withdraw them? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. If the decision of the 
Chair is to be sustained, the House should allow 
me to withdraw them. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GREEN, (to the Speaker.) Is it the de- 
cision of the Chair that the various branches of 
instructions may be separated ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that they 
cannot be separated—that the whole question to 
refer with instructions is indivisible. 

Mr. BURT asked that the instructions might be 
read, so that the House might know what they 
were. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no difficulty 
on that point. They are separate and distinct. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was then 
taken, and the vote stood—ayes 88, noes 76. 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

The question, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 86; 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Chester Butler, Gcorge A. | 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Conger, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, |! 
Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Eliot, Ewing, Fuller, || 
Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hali, Ham- j! 
mond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Ilay- | 
mond, Hebard, Hibbard, Hillard, Hoagland, Houston, f 


Jones, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, Leffler, | 
Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marsnall, Mason, MeDowell, | 
McGaughey, MeKissock, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, | 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Moore, Morehead, Morton, | 
Ogle, Outlaw, Parker, Peasice, Peck, Phenix, liiman, | 
Reynolds, Robbins, Rose, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, Shep- f 
perd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Sweetser, Taylor, | 
James Thompson, John B. Fhompson, Thurman, Under- i 
hill, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wildrick, į 
Wiliams, Wilson, and Young—1l0l, i 
NAYS— Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Baker, | 
Beale, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, | 
Joseph Cable, Calvin. Campbell, Carter, Clarke, Clingman, 
Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Doty, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Harlan, Samp- 
son W.. Harris, Henry, Hoiladay, Holmes, Howe, Hub- | 
bard, Inge, William T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, l 
Julian, Jobn A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Matteson, |! 
MeClernand, McDonald, MeQueen, MeWihie, Milson, | 
Morris, Nelson, Newell, Orr, Otis, Phelps, Poweil, Reed, |i 


| 
| 
| 


Richardson, Rockwell, Root, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Saw- 
telle, Schenek, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, 
Richard’ H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, Waldo; Wal+ 
lace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Woodward—85.. ->> 
So the decision of the Chair that the motion 
to commit with instructions was indivisible, was 
sustained. i , 
The question being upon agreeing to the motion 
to commit with instructions— ; f 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I now ask, having 
offered these instructions under these circumstan- 
ces, being assured by the Chair that a-Beparate 
vote could be taken upon each of them—that I 
have leave to withdraw two branches of the in- 


structions. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks the general consent of the House to with- 
draw those branches of the instructions which he 
has accepted at the request of gentlemen and upon 
the intimation of the Chair; so as to have the vote 
taken upon his original instructions. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois withdraw his demand for the 
previous question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Maryland, that the previous 
question has been seconded and the main question 
ordered, and a vote has been taken under the oper- 
ation of it. In this state of the case it has been 
decided by the House, upon an appeal, that the pre- 
vions question cannot be reconsidered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH renewed his appeal to 
the justice and to the courtesy of the Honee, to 
allow him to withdraw the modification which he 
had accepted under such circumstances, and which, 
under the change of decision of the Chair placed 
him in an awkward position. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, objected. 

Mr. McLANE, I ask if the House cannot re- 
consider the vote by which the previous question 
was ordered ? 

The SPEAKER repeated, that, under the de- 
cision of the House, it could not be reconsidered—- 
having been, in part, executed. š 

Mr. McLANE. Then I submit to the gentle- 
man from illinois, that while he is claiming this 
courtesy of the House to relieve himself from the 
awkward dilemma in which he feels himself to be 
placed, if it were to be yielded a large proportion 
of the House would—inasmuch as the second of 
the previous question cannot be reconsidered-—find 
themselves in an equally embarrassing position. 

Mr. Wentworth still remained upon the floor. 

The SPEAKER stated that objection was 
made, and the gentleman could not withdraw a part 
of the instructions he had moved, except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I mustinsist upon my 
right to withdraw them under the circumstances; 
and if the Chair shall not grant me that right I shall 
be obliged to appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois. 
insists on his right under the rules to withdraw a 
part of his instructions, and the Chair decides that 
he has not the right. From that decision the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois appeals, and the question is, 
‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?” : 

Mr. McLANE. I beg leave to ask whether the 
practice of the House had not been contrary to 


| that claimed by the gentleman from Illinois? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of but one 
case in point. Jn that case it was decided that a 
gentleman could not modify his amendment. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. : 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Wenrtworrs to commit with instructions, 

The instructions were again-read. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As. the other questions of 
order made have been decided, I wish to inquire if 


‘the question is not divisible, so as to vote upon 
' the reference of the bill without the instructions. 


I make the point that the question can be so di- 
vided. 

The House. may commit the bill and amend- 
ments, and ‘afterwards refuse to instruct the com- 
mittee. : 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order for 
the reasons previously stated, and decided that the 
motion to commit with the instructions must be 
put as one question, and was not divisible. 

A word or two of conversation followed on this 
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point of order between Mr. Curemaw and the 
Speaker. i f 

Mr. HILLIARD. Ifthe motion to commit 
with instructions should fail, would it then be in 
order to move to commit the bill? agg 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 
know whether an appeal has been taken from the 
decision of the Chair? : f 

The SPEAKER. No appeal has been 

Mr. THOMPSON. I appeal. 

The question being, ‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgement óf the House?” 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. ` 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers, © 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was put and rejected—ayes 20, noes 
125. ` 
. The question then recurred and was taken, 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?” and was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
fer the bill with instructions. 
` Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. k 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for the reading of the 
instructions, but withdrew the call. 

The Clerk commenced calling the roll. 

_ Mr. PHELPS interposed and said, he under- 
Stood the reading of the instructions had been 
called for: i 

The SPEAKER explained. 

Mr. PHELPS renewed the call. 

. The SPEAKER said it was too late, the call of 
the roll having been commenced. l 

The result of the vote was announced—yeas 80, 
nays 121 ; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alexander, Alien, Baker, Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Ial- 
loway, Harlan, Hebard, Henry , Howe, Hunter, William T. 
Jackson, Julian, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McDonald, McKissock, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, 
Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworlh, and 
Whitilesey—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alberston, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, W. J. Brown, Buel, 
Chester Buller, E. C. Cabell, G. A, Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Duer, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, 
Featherston, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagtand, Holladay, Holmes, 
Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W., Jackson, A. 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, 
Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, 
McDowell, McGaughey, McLanahan, R. M. McLane, F. 
E. Melcan, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Millson, More- 
head, Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Pheips, 
Phenix; Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Rose, Ross, 
Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, ‘Thurman, Toombs, 
Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wildrick, 
Williams, asd Young—121. , 

So the motion to commit the bill and amend- 
ments with the instructions was rejected. 

_ The question being upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Toomss to the amendment of Mr. 
Boyp— , f 

Mr. DISNEY rose, and (after a remark not 
heard by the reporter) said, he would make a mo- 
tion to give the House an opportunity not only to 
correct its decisions heretofore made, but to extri- 
cate themselves from the embarrassing position in 
which they were placed. He moved to reconsider 
the vote by which they had agreed to the previous 
question. . a . 

Mr. INGE. Irise to a privileged question. I 
move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER (not recognizing the gentleman 
from-.Alabama) said, he would state to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Disney] and to the House, 
that it was probably within the recollection of the 
House that when this point was made some time 
since, that the motion to reconsider the previous 
question could not be entertained after the previous 

uestion had been in part exhausted by voting 
under its operation upon some of the questions 


taken. 


pending, the ‘point was éverruléd by the Chair, 
but upon appeal to the House, the decision of the 
Chair was reversed, and the House decided that 
the motion to reconsider the previous question 
could not be received at that stage of proceedings. 
The Chair, therefore, in conformity with the de- 
cision of the House, must decide that the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio wa8 out of order. 

Mr. DISNEY.. I must beg leave, then, to ap- 
peal to the good sense of the House to correct its 
decision. 

The question being, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair’stand as the judgment of the House??’— 

Pending the question, 

Mr, INGE moved that the House adjourn. Re- 
jected. > 

3 The question recurring on the appeal, 

Mr. FOWLER. The point of order made by 
the gentleman from Ohio was not heard in this 
part of the Hall. We do not understand the na- | 
ture of the appeal. | 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
requested gentlemen to resume their seats. 

Mr. GORMAN moved to lay the appeal on the 
table, but withdrew the motion. 

The SPEAKER again stated the question. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] had moved to | 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
had been ordered to be put. The Chair had deci- 
ded the motion out of order, on the ground that 
the House had already partially executed the pre- 
vious question, by voting upon one or more ques- 
tions under its operation. This decision was made 
in conformity with the decision of the House, 
overruling a former decision of the Chair. The 
Chair then held, and it was his opinion now, that 
the motion was in order—that the main question 
could be reconsidered, though it had been brought 
to bear upon the pending propositions. But in 
conformity with the decision of the House, he 
must rule the motion out of order. From this de- 
cision the gentleman from Ohio appealed. The 
question was, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Believing this a 
most appropriate time to test this question, I move | 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. ROOT. J call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question upon the motion of Mr. McLane 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the appeal was laid on the table, and the mo- 
tion of Mr. Disney was decided to be out of order. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Toomss to the amendment of 
Mr. Boyp, 

Mr. TOOMBS asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. INGE moved that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALL inquired if the amendment was di- 
visible? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. HALL. l will-not ask fora division. 

The amendment to the amendment was read. 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked for a division of 
the question, so as to vote first upon the first prop- 
osition separately. 

The SPEAKER. The question is divisible. 
The first proposition will be reported : ` 

« And be it further enacted, That no citizen of the United 
States shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, in said 
territory, except by the judgment of his peers and the laws 
of the land.” 

The question was taken, and decided in the afirm- 
ative, without a division. 

The remaining branch of the amendment of Mr. 
Toomss was read: 


« And that the Constitution of the United States, and such 
statutes thereof as may not be locally inapplicable, and the | 
common law asit existed in the British colonies of America 
until the 4th of July, 1776, shall be the exclusive laws of 
said territory upon the subject of African slavery, until 
altered by the proper authority.” : 

Mr. HALL called for a division of that part of 
the amendment. hates Boe 

The SPEAKER. That proposition is indivisi- 
ble. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired 
whether they were now about to vote upon that 
part of the proposition relating to the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, separated from that 

art relating to the common law? 


i 


The SPEAKER. The last clause was decided’ 


to be indivisible. 


| W. Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, 


| son, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ri 


j been agreed to. 


Mr: PRESTON KING. 
clause read. It was réad. = ~ ae 
Thé Clerk commenced the call of the roll: 

Mr: HOUSTON, Willit be inorder ‘to é 
the reading of the common law? se ate 

The SPEAKER. The call ofthe roll has been 
commenced. No questions arë in order... ` 

And the question having been taken, the result. 
was declared—yeas 64, nays 121; as follow: © 

YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Beales 
Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William: J; Browns 
Burt, B. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P; Caldwell, 


Ti 


| Clingman, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson; Ewing, 


Featherston, Green, Haralson, Thain G. Harris, Sampson 

Holmes, Howard; Hubbard, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W 
Johnson, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, Marshall,: Mason, 
McDowell, Robert M. McLane, F. E. McLean, McQueen, 
Me Willie, Meade, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, 
Owen, Powell, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thomas, Javob Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Well- 
born, and Williams—-64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Booth, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 
Burrows, Chester Buter, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 
Calvin, Campbell, Car:ter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, 
Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham,” Durkee, Eliot, Nathan 
Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, 
Halloway, Hammond, Harlan, T. L, Harris, dxymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hun- 
ter, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
George G. King, James G., King, John A; King, Preston 
King, Leffler, Levin, Litilefield, florace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McQlernand, McDonald, McGaughey, McKis- 
sock, MeLanahan, McMullen, Meacham, Moore, Mortis, 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Phoentx, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 
Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Silvester Sprague, T. Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweet- 
ser, Taylor, J. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Wildrick, Wilson, and Young—12}. 

So the second clause of the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. PUTNAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the first clause of the amendment had 


{This clause is published in 


another part.) 

The reason (Mr. P. proceeded to state) why 
I make the motion—— 

The SPEAKER, No remarks are‘in order. 

Mr. PUTNAM. I call for the reading of the 
amendment. . 

Mr. CARTTER. I moveto lay the motion to 
reconsider on'the table. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. PUTNAM asked the 
motion to lay on the table. . ; 

Mr. MORSE moved that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon laying the motion 
to reconsider on the table— 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired if it was in 
order to move to reconsider a part of the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was in order'to 
reconsider any vote which had beén taken. ©. 

The yeas and. nays were not ordered... ġo 

And the question being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative, without division... inane > 

So the motion to: reconsider was. laid on the 
table. f ; 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the House'ad- 
journ. ‘Rejected. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Boyn as amended.— 

Mr. GOTT asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
a division of the question upon the amendment. 
I want a separate vote taken upon that part of it 
which promises to admit slave States. It com- 
mences at the second proviso in the-first section. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise to a point of order. 
The amendment is not divisible there if I under-. 
stand it aright. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the amendment is not divisible, for. the reason 
which has been given on the other, question. 
There would not be a substantive proposition left 
on which to vote. ; 

Mr. STEVENS. Would not the first part be 
such a proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Even if it should be, it is 
ete in order to a division, that*both should 

e. . 
Mr. STEVENS. If you strike out. tbe part 


yeas.and nays.on the 


i 


which I refer to, the remainder will -be a substan- 
tive proposition, ` 
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The SPEAKER. The gentieman’s object could 
only be effected by an amendment: The question 
upon an amendment cannot be divided unless it 
comprehends. two distinct and substantive propo- 
sitions. The question will be upon the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
amendment. 

Objections were made. . 
The SPEAKER. The question, Shali the amend- 
ment be read? if it is insisted on, will be stated to 
the House. £ 

Mr. STEVENS. Have! nota right to call for 
the reading? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may call for 
the reading; it is for the House to decide, if ob- 
jection is made, whether it shall be read. Does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist upon the 
reading? 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido. 

Objections were again made. ` 

Mr. STANLY was understood to say that the 
amendment was very long, and it would take two 
or three hours to read it. it had once been read. 

The question, Shall the amendment be read? 
was taken, and decided in the negative, without a 
division. A 

The question recurring, Will the House agree to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
as amended ?— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
House adjourn. Rejected. 

(The amendinent of Mr. Boyp, which has been 
heretofore published, provides for the organization 
of a territorial government of New Mexico. It 
excludes the Wilmot proviso; but authorizes the 
people of New Mexico, when forming a State 

overnment, to allow or prohibit slavery, as the 
people might desire; and also provides that the 
territorial government of New Mexico shall not 
go into effect until the boundary of Texas be ad- 
justed and settled .] 

se h 

The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 106, nays 99; as follow: 

YEAS—Measrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. Carrington Cabell, George A. Caldweil, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Casey, Chandler, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Deberry, 
Dimwick, Disney, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Etot, Bwing, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbaid, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kautman, Kerr, La 
Sere, Leffler, Levin, Littefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Ma- 
son, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, 
Robert M. MeLané, Finis E. MeLeaa, McMullen, MeWil- 
lie, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Rob- 
hins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, S vage, Shepperd, Stanly, 
Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jobn B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Walden, Wat- 
kins, Welborn; White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and 
VYoung—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen. Ashe, Baker, Bennett, 
Bingham, Booth, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas 
B. Batler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, 
Clingman, Cotcuck, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, 
Diekey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Featherston, 
Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Matloway, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holaday, Holmes, 
Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, William T. Jackson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Julian, George G. King, James G. King, John 
A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Matteson, Mce- 
Ganghey, MeKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Mill- 
son, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogte, Olds, Orr, Otis, 
Peck, Phelps, Patnam, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Sechenek, Schermerhorn, 
Sehooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Thaddens Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacoh Thomp- 
gon, James Thompson, Tack, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Wood- 
ward—99. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
as amended to a third reading. 

Mr. GOTT asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. INGE moved that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. — 

Mr. INGE moved that the whole subject be laid 
upon the table. 

The House decided, without a division, that the 
whole subject should not be laid on the table. 

The question again recurred on ordering the bill 
to a third reading : 

Mr. RICHARDSON wished that the gentlemen 
in the aisles might take their seats. 

ause followed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (to the Speaker.) 

‘What is the question, peace or war? 


I call for the reading of the 


5 The SPEAKER. On the third reading of the 
ial. 

The question, ‘* Shall. the bill be ordered to a 
third reading?” was taken. 

The SPEAKER rose and was about to an- 
nounce the resuli—— 

Cries of ‘*Report,’’ “ report.” | 

Mr. McDOWELL. I desire to know of the 
Speaker, in the event of the bill being lost by the 
present vote, is it open to a reconsideration? 

Loud cries of ‘ Order,” ‘‘ order.’’ 

No reply was heard from the Speaker. 

Mr. McDOWELL still remained upon the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia desire to vote? 

Mr. McDOWELL. I have voted. 

Cries of ** Report, report.” 

The SPEAKER. Upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed the vote is yeas 97. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to have my name called. 

Tne SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within 
the bar when his name was called? 

Mr. CABELL responded affirmatively. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. CABELL responded “ aye.” 

There were again calls upon the Speaker to re- 

ort. 

p Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I ask, that the 
House come to order before the vote is announced. 

The SPEAKER (who had remained standing) 
calied the House to order, and was about to an- 
nounce the result. 

Mr. POTTER. 
my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from 
Ohio within the bar when his name was called? 

Mr. POTTER replied in the affirmative. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. POTTER. 

Mr. POTTER voted “aye.” 

Mr. McLANE again insisted upon order being 
restored before the result was announced. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked that the area might be 
cleared. 

Another paused followed. 

The Speaker was called upon to report. 

The result was then announced—yeas 99, nays 
107; as follow: 

YEAS—Messts. Alberison, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. Carrington Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Casey, Chandler, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Deberry, 
Dimmick, Disney, Duer, Duncan Dunham, Edmundson, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 


| Eliot, Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gor- 


man, Green, Grinnell, Hall; Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, Kerr, Leffler, Levin, Litefield, Job Mann, 
Marshall, McClernand, Mclonald, McDowell, McKissock, 
Mefanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, Me- 
mulen, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Richardson, 
Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, 
Strong, ‘Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Thurman, Toombs, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, 
Wiidriek, Williams, Wilson, and Young—99. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Baker, Ben- | 


nett, Bingham, Booth, Albert 'G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, 
Thomas 6. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Clarke, Ciiouman, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan 
Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway. Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hub- 
bard, Hunter, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, R. W. 
Johnson, Julian, George G. King, J.G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Sére, Hor: Mann, Mason, Matteson, 
MeGaughey, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meacham, Meade, Miil- 
son. Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogie, Olds, Oir, Otis, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Sehoolerafl, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. 
Stantoa, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, 
Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, 
Whittlesey, and Woodward— 107, 


So the House refused to order the bill to a third 


reading. 

Mr. HOWARD. I move a reconsideration of 
the vote. : 

Mr. INGE. I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 


The SPEAKER said that the motion to recon- 
sider was not in order, the vote on the third read- 
ing of the bill having been once reconsidered. 

Mr. HOWARD. I appeal from the decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is, ‘‘ Shall 
the opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?” 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 


I move that the House 
adjourn. S 


The motion was agreed to, without a division, 

So, ata late hour, the House.adjourned. 

PETITION. : n 

The following petition was presented, under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 


By Mr. KAUFMAN: The petition of Charles Black, of 
Texas, praying for compensation for the seizure of the 
schooner Marcia M. Briggs. ` 


IN SENATE.. - 
Tuurspax, September 5, 1850. 
_ Mr. EWING moved to dispense with the read- 
ing of the Journal. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no. I hope. not. 
It isa thing which has never been done. 
The motion was rejected, and the Journal was 
accordingly read. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Hlinois, asking the establishment of a 


| mail route from Pittsfield to Montezuma, in Pike 
i| county, in that State; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
On motion by Mr. TURNEY, 


Ordered, That the bill and papers relating to the claim of 
Colonel Robert Armstrong be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the select commit- 
tee to which was referred the memorial of Charles 
Ellet, jr., civil engineer, asking an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio 
river by constructing reservoirs on its tributary 
streams, submitted an elaborate report, stating, 


i! in conclusion, that, in order to secure to the plan 


proposed a fair and perfect test of its value, the 
committee believe this able and experienced engi- 
neer should be employed by the Government to 
make the preliminary surveys and examinations, 
to be reported to Congress as early as practicable, 
How far it may be important to secure the services 
of the originator of the proposed plan of improve- 
ment is a question, in the opinion of the committee, 
which property belongs to the appointing power. 
‘The committee, therefore, recommend, preparatory 
to the accomplishment of the objects of this report, 
an appropriation of $20,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, by 
a mixed commission of topographical and civil 
engineers. f 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Ordered, That it be: printed, and that 2,000 additional 
copies be printed for the use of the Senate. © 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of the 
widow of Jacob Brignt, whose husband was killed 
in the public service, asking for a pension; and 
the petition of William Brown, asking to be allowed 
a pension; and the petition of Emily C. B. Thomp- 
son, widow of Captain Charles Thompson, asking 
that her pension be increased and continued during 
her life, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of said petitions, and that they be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions; which 
was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the memorial of the Life-Saving Benevo- 
lent Association of New York, asking an appro- 
priation for boats for the purpose of saving life 
from vessels wrecked on the coast; and the peti- 
tion of Samuel Perrine, asking compensation for 
taking care of a surf-boat on station No. 7, on the 
coast of New Jersey, asked to discharged from the 


| further consideration of the same, and that they 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce; which 
was agreed to. i 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the additional documents in relation to 
the claim of Commodore Daniel ‘Turner, asked to 
discharged from the further cousideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. ae 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the following memorials: From Joseph 
P. Pierson, asking the adoption of his patent con- 
denser to the engines of the steam naval marine; 
from Edward Lynch, asking an appropriation for 
the: purpose of altering the boilers of the United 
States steamer Jefferson so as to apply his improve- 
ment for supplying them with a freer supply of 
fresh water; from MosesJ. Hill, claiming to have 
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made a valuable discovery applicable to the naval 
service, and asking that its value and practicability 
may be tested; from H. B. Babcock, asking Con- 
gress to purchase his patent-right for a a new anti- 
friction metalic compound for the use of the Gov- 
ernment; and from Ralph Bulkley, asking an 
appropriation to test his method of extinguishing 
fire, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of all the above memorials; which was 
agreed to. RRN 
ELECTRO CHRONOGRAPH. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, addressed to the chairman of 
said committee, accompanied by a report of Pro- 
fessor John Locke, of Cincinnati, Obio, on the 
subject of an electro chronograph constructed for 
the use of the National Observatary at Washing- 
ton, recommending that the same be printed. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair does not un- 
derstand the. Senator.. Does he adopt this book 
as the report of the committee, and ask that it be | 
printed ? . 

Mr. YULEE. I said that the committee had 
directed me to bring the report to the notice of the 
Senate, and recommend its printing. It isa report 
prepared under an. act of Congress. I suppose 
the motion is to print it. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate print the 
book as recommended by the committee ? 

Mr. DAWSON. I should really like to hear 
something aboutit, that I may know what I am ! 
voting on. 

Mr. YULEE. I stated, if the Senator had been 
listening, that, by an act of Congress, an appro- 
priation was made for the construction of an elec- 
tro chronograph, invented by Professor Locke, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, forthe use of the National Observ- 
atory. It has been constructed, and thisis the report 
from Mr. Locke in reference to the particulars of 
that construction, which the Department of the 
Navy have recommended to us, with a request 
that the Senate would direct that it be printed. 
The Naval Committee have examined the matter, 
and, believing it to be deserving of preservation, 
have recommended to the Senate that it be printed. 
The motion, then, is to print. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the | 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy read. Hej 
does not request the printing. 

The Secretary read the letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy to the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, [Itis as follows : 

“ Atibe request of Professor John Locke, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, I have the honor to transmit a copy of his report on 
the invention and construction of his electro-chronograph 
for the National Observatory at Washington, in pursuance 
of ‘ an act of Congress, making appropriations for the naval 
service,’ approved March 3, 1844. It is the desire of the 
inventor that this report may be printed under the authority 
or Congress.” : 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to inquire whether tha 
motion to print does not go to. the Committee on 
Printing? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is very much 
in doubt whether it does or not. The report of 
one committee does not generally go to another 
committee. : 

Mr. YULEE. Asa matter of form, reports are 
made either orally or in writing. -I reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs orally, with this 
document, and they recommend that it be printed, 
If the Senate concur in that report, the document 
will be printed. I take it there is no necessity for 
a further reference. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON. The report of the commit- 
tee is one thing, and the recommendation to print 
this document is another. If the verbal report 
made by the Senator is to be printed, I have no 
objection; but as to the printing of the document, 
1 prefer that that question should go to the Com- | 
mittee on Printing, where, I believe, we ought to | 
send it, to have their opinion. : 

Mri YULEE. Iwill merely say that this doc- 
ument comes from the committee to which it was 
appropriately referred with the recommendation of 
that committee that it should be printed. If the 
Senate prefers to send it to another committee, of 
course Í shall not resist it; but it seems to me that 
the representation of one committee should be suf- 
ficient. oe | 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the | 
impression that, in reporting in favor of printing 
the document, the committee have adopted it as 


part of their report. Unless it was so adopted, it 


cannot be ordered. to. be printed without going to 


the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. ATCHISON. If that be the decision of 


the Chair, I should like the Senator from Florida, | 


who. has examined this matter, to state to us the 
substance and merits of the.document, that we 
may understand the necessity for printing it. For 
my own part, I know nothing about it. It seems 
to be a large document, and I should like the Sen- 
ator to explain the necessity for sprinting the doc- 
ument for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE. Perhaps I should best accom- 
modate the Senator by calling for the reading of 
Mr. Locke’s report. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUSK. I move to refer this matter to` 
the Committee on Printing, that they may give it 
another examination. The Senator will probably 
find that that is the best course; for, if the vote 
is taken on the question of printing now, Í think 
it would be rejected. There are various special 


orders, amongst them a report from the Committee | 


on Military Affairs, which is important, and 
ought to have been acted on a week or ten days 
ago, and the morning hour is always consumed in 
discussions of this kind, and I move to refer the 
question of printing this document to the Com- 


| . A . 
mittee on Printing. 


- The motion was agreed to. 
THE CHINA TREATY. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 


sidered now: 
% Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so |; 


much of the act of Congress approved August 1}, 1848, as 
extends the jurisdiction of the commissioner and consut 
in China to Macco.?? ’ 


I wish merely to state that when the bill was 
passed carrying into execution the treaties with 
China and the Oitoman Porte, the jurisdiction 
which was given to the commissioner and consul 
to China was extended to Macao—not, however, 
without considerable duubt at the time it was 
done. But it was found, on examination, that 
the English had done it, and it was done by us 
rather because of that precedent than anything 
else. It is well known to you and the other mem- 
bers of the Senate that the Portuguese claim to 
exercise chief jurisdiction there; but it was sup- 
posed that there was some mixed authority to 
which it would apply. The Portuguese, how- 
ever, complain of it as an invasion of their juris- 
diction, withoat any right under the treaty; and 
since the commissioner has returned I have had 
a conversation with him, and he thinks it desirable, 
by all means, that so much of the act as relates 
to that subject should be repealed. I think it 
ought, and | simply desire to have the matter re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, so that 
their attention may be ‘turned to it, and some 
measures taken to have so much of the act re- 
pealed. There has been no action under it at all. 

‘There being no objection, the resolution was 
then considered and adopted. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts.. I have another 
resolation connected with the same subject, on 
which I ask the action of the Senate at this ume: 

& Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate the report of the 
comm ner to China, made in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of the act to carry into effect certain provisions of the 
treaties between the United States. and China and the Otto- 
man Porte, giving certain judicial power, &c., and any other 
information which he may possess concerning the execution 


of that law.” 

There being no objection, the resolution was 

then considered and adopted. 
BILL ON LEAVE. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate, in the ab- 
sence of his colleague, [Mr. Cremens,] asked and 
obtained the unanimous consent of the Senate, to 
introduce a bill granting the right of way, and 
making a donation of land to the State of Ala- 
bama, in aid of the construction of the Tennessee, 
Mississippi and Alabama railroad; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department, during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1851, came up on its third 


reading. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which this bill was ordered to be engrossed 


{ ask that} 
the resoiution which I send to the Chair be con- į 


i 
1 


; ment offered by me yesterday. 


and read a third time. ‘The Senator-fram Fiorida. 
(Mr. Yurer] offered an amendment ‘yesterday, 
which was carried just as the: Senate adjôurhed. 
On going to the Post Office this morning, to: in- 
quire in regard to its effect, in the estimation: of: 
that department, I fortunately met the Senator 
himself there, and on conferring with the officer 
having charge of this branch of the service, the 
Senator concurred with me in the opinion that his 
amendment did not attain exactly the object that 
he had in view, and that it went further than he 
intended; and an amendment was therefore drawn, ` 
which meets the views of the Senator, and which 
I think right and proper, and can assent to, and I 
nope the Senate will adopt it without further. de- 
ate. : 

I will, therefore, move to reconsider the en- 
grossment, with a view to enable the Senator from 
Florida to move to reconsider his amendment, and 


| modify it. 


The motion was agreed to. y 
The PRESIDENT. The bill is now open for 


| amendment. 


Mr. YULEE. I suppose the proper course 
now for me, as one of the majority, is to move 
a recunsideration of the vote adopting the amend- 
lñ explanation, I 
will state that the leading purpose with me yes- 
terday, was to secure to the naval service of the 
country the benefits originally contemplated, which 
I thought, from the course the appropriation was ' 
taking, would not be the case. l have agreed 
upon an amendment which will accomplish the 
purpose I have in view, and which will protect the 
pablic interests in that respect. Therefore, | move 
that the Senate reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted yesterday, with a view 
of substituting for it one which 1 will send to the 
Chair. g 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be on 
reconsidering the vote adopting the following pro- 
viso: 

tc Provided, That the terms of the contract of 2d February, 
1847, shall be fully couformed to, except so tra: ibe same 
were modified by the orders of the Postmaste- Gèn ral, made 
on the 18th of March, 1847, and the 2d of M. ih, 1849.99" ` 

The motion to reconsider was agrei d to. 

The PRESIDENT, Will the Senate adopt the 
amendment? If it is rejected, the section of the 
bill will be open for amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. My amendment is intended as 
a substitute for the proviso. f ‘ 

The PRESIDENT. lt must first be rejected, 
or the amendment cannot be offered, 

Mr. DICKINSON. - I hope it will be rejected, 


| and the amendment to be proposed be adopted. 


There is no objection to iton the part of the de- 
partment, andit is undoubtedly proper. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was’rejected. 

Mr. YULEE. I now propose to amend the 
bill by inserting the following, in lieu of what has 
just been stricken out: 

“ Provided, That the steamships to, Havre-shall be con- 


| structed according to the requ rements.of the act of March, 


3, 1545, providing forthe Wansinission of the mails between 
the United States and foreign countries, and shall perform > 
the mail service with the speed required in the contract of 
the 2d February, 1847 5 and that the two steamships to Brie- 


i men shall, from and after the Jst June, 162, coniply in: att 


respects with the re quirements of said act of 1845, and shall 
perform the mail service with the speed required by. the 
contract aforesaid,” 

Mr. YOLEE. I willstate, in explanation, that 
the two Bremen ships now in operation do not con- 
form with the contract in respect tospeed lt was 
contracted that they should have a speed greater 
than that of the Cunard line, butinasmuch as they 


i were the first vessels, and might be considered as 
| experimental, it is not proposed to enforce the 
; forfeiture which the terms of the contract would 


subject them to, but to require them to be replaced 
by vessels of better construction after the expira» 
tion of the original contract for five years, which 
will be in 1852. But the Havre line is required at 
once to conform to the requirements of the: con- 
tract, and to be built according to the terms of the 
act of 1845, under the direction of the Navy De- 
partment, and to be accepted by that department 
as vessels suited for war purposes.’ With these 
objects secured, T think that so faras that branch 
of the public service is connected with them, it 
will be protected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I should like 
to know how that will operate, for I believe that 
one of these ships is afloat how. 
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-"Mr. DICKINSON. One is afloat, perhaps, but 
theother is not. But there is no hardship in com- 
pelling them to conform to these requirements. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was aware that both were in a 
considerable state of forwardness, and 1 believe 
one of ther is now ready to go to sea. . 

Mr. RUSK. [should be glad to look into this 
matter, and-I hope the bill will be laid over until 
to-morrow. ; 

Mr. DICKINSON. Ihope not. This amend- 
ment has the sanction of the department, and I 
think it is just. 

Mr. RUSK. I believe the Postmaster General 
is not here; but the bill may give rise to discussion, 
and as there are other bills waiting action, I hope 
it will. be postponed until to-morrow. lt can as 
easily be disposed of then, and in the mean time 
this matter can be fully examined. 

Mr. DICKINSON, 1 am sorry to differ with 
my friend, but T think it is better at once to get this 
matter off our hands. The gentleman who is at the 
head of the contracting department, and who un- 
derstands this business better than anybody else, 
thinks there can be no objection to the amendment, 
but that, on the contrary, it will bea most salutary 
one. I hope it will be adopted. 

The motion to postpone the bill was rejected. 

The amendment proposed by Mr, YuLEE was 
then agreed to. d 

The amendment was then ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill ordered toa third reading, and 
subsequently the bill was read a third time and 
passed. k aot 
j _ARMY PENSION. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Benton on the 34 instant, came up in its order and 
was adopted: 

« Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed ‘to inguire into the expediency of granting a pension 
of five years to. the widow of Lieutenant Colonel Zenon 
Mackay, late of the United States Army.’? 


WALTER COLTON RELIEF BILL. 


The biil'to make compensation to. Walter Colton 
came up on its third reading, and was read a third 
time and passed. 

NEW ORLEANS AND VERA CRUZ MAIL LINE. 

The bill to provide for a tri-montbly mail be- 
tween New Orleans, and Vera Cruz and Tampico, 
in Mexico, by steam vessels, was read a third time 
and passed. 

Í NAVAL PENSION. 

On the motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate pro- 

ceeded to the consideration of the bilt for the 
relief of Lewright Browning, widow of the late 
Lieut. Robert L. Browning, as in Committee of 
the Whole. There being no amendment offered 
thereto, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. . 
“ The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to place. the name of Lewright Browning on the 
list of naval pensidns for the period of five years, 
and to allow to her the pension now provided by 
law for the widows of lieutenants of the navy who 
die in service. : 


CHARLES F. SIBBALD. 


Mr, BRIGHT. The joint resolution for the re- 
lief of Charles F. Sibbald, when last before the 
Senate, some weeks ago, was negatived on the 
question of its engrossment, and since that time a 
motion made by the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
Yurex] to reconsider the vote against the engross- 
ment fora third reading, has been lying upon the 
table. When the resolution was before the Senate 
J objected to its passage, but on further examina- 
tion T find that it is a mere reference of a claim to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I hope, therefore, 
that it may be taken up and passed. 

The motion was agreed to, and the question 


being taken on Mr. Yuter’s motion to reconsider,- 


it was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. TI would be glad to learn, if 
any member of the Committee on the Judiciary 
can inform the Senate, what amount, if any, has 
heretofore been paid to this claimant, and in how 
many instalments. I have heard, although I have 
not had the evidence of the fact submitted to me, 
that a considerable amount of money has already 
been paid, in two different instalments, to this same 
claimant; and those who furnished me with the 
best information I have on the subject, seem to be 
of opinion that this claimant had already received 
more than in justice he was entitled to receive. 1 


impression as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Watxer] at the time that l gave my opposition 


to this bill. On inquiring into the facts of the 
case, however, I found that I was mistaken, and 
that I had done injustice to the claimant: that, al- 
though he has ‘been paid a portion of the claim, 
there is yet an amount due sto him; but, by the 
terms of the bill, we refer the matter to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with the proof that is now 
on the file, giving him the power to say whether 


or not there is any further balance due to him. If, | 


however, the further consideration of the subject 
is to consume time, I shall move to lay it upon the 
table, as I am by no means anxious to provoke 
debate. 

Mr. DOWNS. If gentlemen will allow me, I 
can put the matter right in five minutes. I will 
State that, when this matter was before the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, it was regarded as very | 


unfortunate that this individual had been interferred 


with or injured in his property by officers of the į 


United States. Congress passed resolutions au- 
thorizing an adjustment and settlement, and the 
payment of the amount by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. A certain amount was adjusted and 


paid; but the claimant contends that there are other 


claims of which he had not the evidence at the 
time, but which he now has, and which claims he 
contends are equally as just as the other, and ought 
to be allowed; and, if the case could be again 
opened, would be allowed. But the Secretary of 
the Treasury says that he cannot reopen the claim 
unless he is authorized to do so by Congress. All 
that we now ask, is, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be authorized to reopen the claim, 
and if, in his opinion, a further allowance would 
be justifiable, that such allowance should be made. 
The committee are clearly of the opinion, as I be- 
lieve the Secretary is also, that a further allowance 
should be made. All that the claimant wants, is, 
that the case should be reopened, so that justice 
may be done. We do not in this bill appropriate 
any specificsum. When the case was up before 
I thought it so clear a one that I said nothing, for 
I did not suppose that there could be a doubt about 
a question so reasonable. 

Mr. WALKER. I really think that the bill, in 
its present shape, is worse than if it did make a 
specific appropriation to the claimant. I am op- 
posed to this mode of referring questions to the 
Secretary of the Treasury Department. It appears 
that this was done once before; that a certain 
amount, information of which we cannot to-day 
obfain, was allowed; and that two different sums, 
at different times, were paid to this claimant; but 
that he had not then proof of certain other de- 
mands which he thinks he can_prove against the 
Government. 
this odious system of procedure, how often we 
may have such claims presented here, if the claim- 
ants are permitted to hope that, by a little more 
perseverance, and a little more grasping, they can 
get a little more money. 

Now, I look upon this as the most odious mode 
of satisfying claims that can be resorted to. Ido 
not know how much money this man has got; but 
I have had it intimated to me that he has already 
received much more than he was ever dreamed to 
be worth when he went upon these lands and 
erected these saw-mills. I would much prefer that 
the committee, when in the discharge of their du- 
ties, had looked into the proofs themselves and 
reported to the Senate such further allowance as 
they might deem the claimant entitled to, if they 
regarded him as being entitled to anything fur- 
ther. If we pass this bill, and any amount is al- 
lowed. by the Treasury Department, I believe it 
will be an allowance of what is not and never was 
due. 

«Mr UNDERWOOD. I would like to have the 
act which has been referred to-read; and also the 
joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT. The act is not here. 

Mr. DOWNS. It was merely an act authoriz- 
ing a settlement like this. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
report read, : 

The report was read accordingly. 

The report, which was made by Mr. BUTLER, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, sets forth 


I would like have the 


And there is no knowing, under |! 


i 
that certain acts of Con: 


' authorizing certain‘accounting officers to liquidate 
i} and settle his claims in. accordance with the prob 
i; visions of the act-and ‘resolution referred to, and 
i: the reports of Congress severally made thereon. 

i - The grounds relied on for the relief thus sought 
i are, that the Secrétary of the Treasury, by his. de- 
| cree of June 2, 1847, gave too limited a scope to 
; the operations of these acts and reports;. and that 
i he had not before him, at the time he made up his 
decree, a large portion of the evidence which had 
_ been taken for the benefit of the petitioner by the 
| order of Congress. : 

Under the decree referred to the petitioner was 
allowed, as a measure of damages, compensation 
for the loss of his mills, and for the probable an- 
nual profit, from the time he was deprived of his 
property until a right to it was restored to him by 
the Supreme Court. The sum thus allowed was 
about $20,000, but the petitioner complains that 
| this is wholly inadequate, either as a compensa- 
| tion for the actual losses specified in the ‘decree, or 
| the still greater and ruinous losses which were 
brought upen him by depriving him of his credit 
and the means of carrying ong lucrative com- 
| merce; in which he was engage at the time the 
| Government interfered with his property. He 
ii further insists that he is entitled to claim interest 
| by way of damages, on any sum that may be al- 
‘| lowed him, until the Government shall have final- 
; ly adjusted, and liquidated his claims. 
| Mr. DOWNS. It will be seen by that report 
| that we only transfer the question back to the 
i Secretary of the Treasury; and so careful have 
been the committee that they think there will be 
no danger whatever in trusting the matter to his 
discretion. ’ 

„~ ‘The question was then taken on ordering the 
[joint resolution to be engrossed fora third reading, 
| and it was decided in the affirmative. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


On the motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the following 
resolations, which are appended to a report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the memorial of the delegates of the Chero- 
kee nation and -of the ** Western. Cherokees,” 
and the report of the accounting officers upon the 
| treaty of August 6, 1846; 

“ Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the 
Cherokee nation of Indians are entitled to the sum of 
$189,422 76 for subsistence, being the difference between 
i the amount actually paid and expended by the United States, 
and which excess was improperly charged to the ‘treaty 
fund? in the report of the accounting officer of the Treasury. 

“ Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that interest 
at the rate of five per cent. per annum should be allowed 
| upon the sums found due the Fastern and Western Chero- 
| kees, respectively, from the 12th day of June, 1838, ‘until 

paid.” g 


-On these resolutions a Jong debate ensued, in 


‘il which Messrs. SEBASTIAN, RUSK, HUN- 


| TER, EWING, SEWARD, DAVIS of Massa- 
chusetts, DAWSON, CLAY, ATCHISON, and 
others took part, of which a report will appear 
in the Appendix. The resolutions were adopted. 
WILLIAM HARDIN RELIEF BILL. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill. for the relief of 
William Hardin. 

The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to William Hardin $600 as an 
indemnity for expenses incurred.and moneys paid 
by him in defending. a suit to recover money 
which he had recovered for the-use of the Govern- 


ment. 4 

Mr. DAWSON... I wish merely to state that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bricur] who, on 
a former occasion, objected to this measure, is 
| now entirely satished in regard to it, and with- 
draws.all opposition to the passage. of the bill. 

There being no. proposition to awend, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


REVISION OF LAWS OF DISTRICT COLUMBIA. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the “ joint resolu- 
tion for the revision and amendment of the laws of 
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the District of Columbia” was made the speciál or~ 
der for Wednesday next at one o’clock, en 

The joint resolution proposes to ‘authorize the 
President of the United States to‘appoiiit three’ 
commissioners, persons learned in the law, and’ 
resident in the District of “Columbia, to prepare’ 
and report to him for transmission to Congres’ at 
its next session, or as soon theréafter'as may be 
practicable, a complete system of laws for the gov- 
ernment of the said District, and the alministra- 
tion of justice therein oe ve 

THE GENERAL ORDERS. 

Several Senators desired that bills should be 
taken up and considered, which they respectively 
designated, but it was ultimately deemed more 
just and preper to proceed with the bills on the 
calendar in their order. 

The bill to reduce the minimum price of the 
minéral lands ie the Lake Superior district, in 
Michigan, and in the Chippewa district in Wis- 
consin, after being discussed and amended, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill for the relief of Charles Reeder, Walter 
R. Johnson, and the legal representatives of Thos. 
P. Jones was discussed, and its further considera- 
tion postponed, 
~ The bill for the relief of John M. Melntosh was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill to renew and continue in force the char- 
ter of the Potomac Insurance Company of George- 
town was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The bill for the examination and settlement of 
claims for land at the Sault Ste. Marie, in Michi- 
gan, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing. 

The bill to, provide for the final settlement of 
the accounts of Jonathan Kearsley, late receiver 
of public moneys at Detroit, and John Biddle, late 
register of the land office at that place, was laid 
upon the table. | f 

The bill to increase the efficiency of the army 
by a retired list for disabled officers, was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill ta increase the pension of Isaac Watts | 
Griffith was under consideration, but, tinding itself 
without a quorum, i 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
; ,Frivay, September 6, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LIBRARY. FOR PRESIDENT’S HOUSE. 
Mr. HOUSTON asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read for information: 

Resolved, That tke Joint Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire into: the expediency of causing the Ex- 
ecutive, Mansion to be furnished with a complete set of the 
documents and journals of the two Houses of Congress, 
from the First to the Thirty-first Congress inclusive; ang 
also into the expediency of causing said Mansion to be firr- 
nished with a suitable library; and that the committee have 
teave to report by biil or otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, and others, objecting, 
the resolution. was not received. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. DANIEL, and others, 
called for the regular order of business. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. POTTER appealed to the House by unan- 
_ imous consent to take up the bill returned from the 
‘Senate with amendments, appropriating forthe- 
expenses of the Post Office Department-for the 
year ending 30th June, 1851, for the purpose of 
referring it to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. - He said it would take but a moment. | 

No objection was made. 

Mr. POTTER moved its reference to the Com- 
‘mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BAYLY moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ; 

The question, being first on the reference to the 
-Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, was 
taken, and 

The CHAIR announced that there wasa major- 
ty in its favor unless a count was insisted upon. 

Mr. BAYLY. I call the yeas and nays. It is 


lil 


The bill was taken up. il- 


‘an. appropriation bill: It belongs to the Commit- 
tee-of Ways and Means. ` i : et 
Mr. RICHARDSON was understood to ask 
hów the bill came before the House, and to call 
for the regular order. ` ` $ 
` The SPEAKER said, the bill had come before 
the House by general consent. à 
The question was upon ordering the yeas and 
nays, upon the motion to refer it to the Committe 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. i 
Tellers weré asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
Warno and Octe were appointed. 


The question was taken, and the tellers report- 


| ed—ayes 37. 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (to the Speaker.) What is 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Post Office appropria- 
tion bill. 


The SPEAKER declined to recognize any 
member until order kad been restored. 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. CABELL now desired to be informed by 
the Speaker, whether this bill had not originally 
come from the Committee of Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was reported, origin- 
ally, from the-Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. POTTER. 1 do not wish to insist upon 
the motion T have made to refer the bill and amend- 
ments to the Committee on the Post Office. But 
I desire to state the reasons which induced me te 
make the motion. A provision has been inserted 
in the bill affecting the mail steamer contract be- 
tween the United States, Bremen, and Havre. 
The Committee on the Post Office have had that 
subject under consideration. No question of 
finance is involved. : 

Several members called to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. As I under- 
stand the matter, the change made in the bill is 
this: the Committee of Ways and Means reported 
the bill making the appropriations general, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the late 
Postmaster General, Mr. Collamer.. The Senate 
has made the appropriations specific. The ques- 
tion is one looking entirely to the finances and the 
management of the finances of the department. 

Mr. POTTER. The amendment to which the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Taompson] re- 
fers does not change the amount of the appropria- 
tions, but merely specifies the items for which 
these appropriations shall be made. The appro- 
priations, as made by the House, were in the bulk, 
in the aggregate; and the Senate has specified the 
objects to which the money shall be applied. It 
is not a question affecting the Government or its 
revenues, or the revenues of the department. 
There is a question affecting the steam mail con- 
tract from this country to Bremen and Havre; and 
that question comes properly under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads 

Mr. PHELPS (holding the bill in his hand) 
desired the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Porrer] to 
yield the floor, whilst he (Mr. P.) stated what the 
amendment was. ` 

Mr. POTTER. I know what the amendment is. 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, upon 
which some conversation followed between Mr. 
B. and the Speaker. 


before the House was a question of reference. 
That was the only question which could be de- 
bated at this time, and the remarks of 
must be confined to that point. 

Mr. POTTER did not desire, he said, to extend 
his remarks, nor pertinaciously to insist on the 
motion he-had made. But he had desired to ex- 
plain’ to the House that the amendments were of 


‘tion by the Committee on the Post Office. 
Mr. PHELPS said he understood ‘the gentle- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, because there was an amendment returned 
| from the Senate, relating to the act providing for 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, addressed the Chair.” 


The SPEAKER stated that the only question | 


gentlemen || 


‘a character which rendered proper an investiga- | 


man from Ohio to argue that the bill should be re- | 


i 


the transportation ‘of the thaila from New York to’ 
Bremen, and from New York to Havre: Fhe 
chairman of the Committee onthe Post Oficeand 
Post Roads was mistaken: The amendnient made 
no change in the contract with the Bremen or with 
the Havre line; the Bremén line was not’ referred: 
to in express terms, but the Havre line: was ire- 
ferred to in the following language: < ea 

“ For transportation of the mails in two steamships:from 
New York, by Southampton, to Bremen, at $100,000 ‘for 
each ship, under the contract with the O¢ean Steam Navi- 
gation Company of New York ; and for transportation by 
two ships, under the same contract, from New. York: to 
Havre, at $75,000 each, including an unexpended: balance 
of former appropriation $2¢3,333,—66,667 : Provided, That 
the terms of the contract of the 2d of February, 1849, shall 
be fully conformed to, except so far as the same was módi- 
fied by the Postmaster General made on the 18th ot Maich, 
1847, and 18th of March, 1849.” 2 3 

The act of 1845, (said Mr. P.,) to which refer- 
ence was made, provided for the establishment of 
a line of mil steamers between the Unitéd States: 
and foreign countries; “and under this ‘act, this 
Bremen line was established; and by the-terms' of 
the contract, the steamers were to be of the same 
speed with those of the Cunard line; the ametd- 
ment required this company to perform those sèr- 
vices in accordance with the stipulations of the 
contract, and required the Havre line to comply 
with the provisions of the law of 1845. i 

Mr. POTTER. I did not give way for a gen» 
eral debate. I myself have declined to enterinto 
it. I merely stated what the amendment was. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has the foreign mail service 
had anything to do with the Post Office Depart- 
ment at any time? i 

Mr. POTTER. The Bremen and Havre lines 
are under the entire control of the Post Office De- 
partment. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. This bill came fromthe Com- . 
mittee of Ways and Means: in this House; it 
went to the Senate; an amendment was there 
made; and now the gentleman from Ohio asks the 
reference of the whole bill to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Thatis the question. 
It is a very extraordinary change. 5 

Mr. POTTER. The amendment refers to the 
mail contracts made by the Postmaster General. 

Several gentlemen requested Mr. Porrer. to 
withdraw his motion. : gs 

Mr. POTTER. I think. the reference: to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads ‘the 
proper reference. 1 do not wish to insist upon it, 
if it is contrary to the sense of the House; and in 
courtesy to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
I withdraw the motion. 

The question recurred, and was taken, upon the 
motion of Mr. Bayty; and was decided in the af- 
firmative. . f 

So the bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, — aoa i 
THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour to be the report made 
by the gentleman from Mlinois, {Mr. Ric arpson,]} 
from the select committee appointed to inquire 
whether Mr. Ewing, late Secretary of the Interior, 
had not reopened and paid certain accounts, and 
whether he had not improperly paid interest on 
others, &c., &c.; the reading of which report had 
not been concluded at the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour yesterday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
believe is upon—— ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state- to 
the gentleman from Illinois that the reading of the 
report was commenced yesterday, and not- fin- 
ished. : 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Buta very small portion 
of it remains to be read. ee I 

The SPEAKER. if the House do not desire 
to hear the. remainder, the reading cg be dis- 
pensed with. RO 

Mr. RICHARDSON then proceeded to address 
the House. He referred to the fact that the-mi- 
nority report had been found in the possession of 


The first question, I 


| members of the House who-were not members of 


the select committee by whom the subject: had 
been investigated; and imputed to the gentleman 


1762. 


THE CONGRESSIONA. 


from Ohio, [Mr: Vinton, ]. who had ‘the minority 
report in charge, a design to prevent its publica- 
tion simultaneously with the report of the ma- 
jority. While proceeding in his remarks, (which 
will be published hereafter)— 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said that the 
hour set apart fer the special order had arrived, 
and. there. was a question pending before the 
House in relation to it. 

Mr. BOWLIN said, it would be gratifying to 
members, all over the House, he supposed, that 
the reports should be printed; and he suggested 
that an order should be given to that-effect. 

The SPEAKER said, unanimous consent would 
be required. ; 


Mr. BOWLIN. [ hope no objection will be 
made. 

Mr. VINTON. I desire to be heard on this 
question—— 

The SPEAKER explained, that the motion of 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bowxi] was 
for unanimous consent to. order the printing of the 
reports 

Mr. 


are. : 
The SPEAKER, (continuing.) The question 
_ will still be pending before the House. The only 
object of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bow sy] is to have the reports printed. « 

Mr. VINTON. It is my intention to move a 
recommitment of the report. That was the reason 
why | objected the other day to the motion to post- 
pone the consideration of the subject fortwo weeks, 
because I was aware that if, at the present stage of 
the session, the subject was postponed, it would 
be equivalent to postponing it forever 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing.) I rise to 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Vinton.) No debate 
is in order. ` 

Mr. VINTON. Then I object. 

Mr RICHARDSON. That is just what I ex- 

ected. 
p Mr. BAYLY asked Mr. Vinton to withdraw 
his objection. : 

Mc. VINTON. Well, I will withdraw it, but 
I give notice that I shall move to recommit the 


eport. 

‘i The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the unanimous consent of the House is given to 
the printing of the reports. 

Mr. VINTON. Of course the motion includes 
the reports of the minority. 

The SPEAKER understands the motion to be 
to print all the reports—the report of the majority 
and the two minority reports. 

And the printing of the said reports was or- 
dered. i 


THE TEXAN BOUNDARY. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is on the point of order made previous to 
the adjournment of the House last evening, by 
the gentleman from Texas, (Mr. Howarp,] upon 
submitting a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House had refused to order to a third 
reading the bill known as the Texan boundary 
bill. 


THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. VINTON interposed and said: I ask the | 


unanimous consent of the House to say a few 
words, by way of personal explanation, in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Mlinois, 
[Mr. Ricuanpson,] concerning the report having 
been shown to members. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and no ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. VINTON then proceeded with his remarks. 
He said, that when the report of the majority 
in the Barron case was adopted, he and other 
members of the committee expressed a wish to 
make a minority report. The report, with the pa- 
pers belonging to the case, were put into his hands 
to draw up the minority report. 

He took them up to the House for a little time; 
the gentleman from Illinois came to him at his seat, 


BOWLIN. We want to know what they | 


and agked him if he could not get the report copied, | 


saying he wished the original returned to him as 
soon as it could conveniently be done. He told 
the gentleman from Hlinois he would endeavor to 


plied to young Mr, Ewing to make a copy of it, 
telling him that Mr. Ricnarpson wished the ori- 
ginal returned. He said he would doit, Some two 


i ui | to an inquiry, 
get it done. Not having a clerk ofhis own, he ap- || 


or three days afterwards ‘the gentleman from Pli- 
nois came to him and inquired if he had permitted 
the report to go out of his hands, saying that Mr. 
Seppon hada copy. He replied that he had given- 


‘the report to the son of Mr. Ewrne to copy; that 


it was in pursuance to his own request that he had 
got it-copied, but that he had no knowledge of the 
fact that a copy of it was in the hands of Mr. Sgp- 
pon. The gentleman from Illinois expressing 
himself dissatisfied. that the report should be in 
Mr. Seppon’s hands, he (Mr. V.) went to Mr. 
Seppon, and inquired of him if he had a copy of 


l| the report. He said that: he had had one, but. that 


he had given it to Mr. Mirzson to read. That he 


had received it from Mr. Mason, (of the Senate.) 


He (Mr. V.) then went to the young gentleman 
who had copied the report and inquired of him 
respecting it. He said that Mr. Mason (of the 
Senate) had expressed a wish to sce the report, as 


it related to a class of claims in which the citizens | 


of Virginia were interested. That he had given 
him a copy. He (Mr. V.) then went to Mr. 
Mason, who said that he had handed the copy in 
question to Mr. Seppon. 

He (Mr. V.) then went to Messrs. Seppon and 
‘Miuuson, and requested them to deliver the copy 
up to him—stating to them he thought it perfectly 
proper that they should know, if they desired it, 
what the contents of the report were. That as it 
had gone into his hands without his knowledge, 
and as Mr. Ricnarpson had expressed himself 
dissatisfied, he was unwilling the copy should re- 
main in their hands, and preferred that they should 


apply to Mr. Ricwarpson for a perusal of the. 


original. The next day the copy was handed to 
him. Mr. V. said that in his opinion, not only 
the Virginia delegation, but every member of the 
House had a right to attend at all meetings of the 
committee; had an undoubted right to hear all its 
proceedings, and to hear the report read, and to 


know its contents—and for this plain reason, that | 
the committee acted as the agents of the House | 


and submitted their report to the House for its ac- 
tion upon it. f 

He would repeat again, that he had no know- 
ledge that a copy of the report was in the hands of 
Mr. Seppoy, till informed of it by Mr. RicHAaRD- 


SON. 

Ifthe gentleman from Virginia was in the House, 
he would call upon him to say whether what he 
had now stated was not correct. 

Mr. SEDDON said: In response to the call of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] 1 will, 
with the indulgence of the House, briefly state the 
circumstances under which the copy of the report 
referred to by him came into my possession, and 
the disposition made by me of it. Some eight or 
ten days since, being in the Senate Chamber, one 
of the Senators from my State (Mr. Mason) men- 
tioned to me that a copy of so much of the intended 
report of the majority of the special committee as 
related to the Virginia commutation cases had 
been placed by one of the Senators from Qhio in 
his possession, and that he was surprised to find 
that the reasoning of the report was hostile to all 
commutation claims on the part of the Virginia 
officers. He further stated that his engagements 
were such as not to allow him to examine the re- 
port fully, and requested that, as the matter origi- 


nated in the House, and might constitute the sub- | 


ject of its action, I would take the report, and, 
after conferring with some of my colleagues on the 
subject, take such course in relation to itas we 
might deem proper. I took the copy, and, after 
glancing hastily at it, submitted it to my colleague, 
Mr. Mitison, whom I knew to be familiar with 
the subject of Virginia claims. After examining 
it, he concurred with Mr. Mason and myself in 


|! considering the reasoning of the report hostile to 


all the Virginia commutation claims; and as we 
considered it in that respect a departure from the 
legitimate subject of investigation confided to the 
committee, we determined to make inquiry of the 
chairman of the committee on the subject, and if 
practicable obtain a revision of that part of the re- 
port, The subject was accordingly mentioned to 


Mr. Ricnanpson by my colleague, who first saw | 
! him. 


He expressed surprise that a copy of the 
be in our possession, and, In answer 
was informed how it was obtained. 
He then, I presume, had with Mr. Vinton the 
conversation which has been detailed by those 
gentlemen respectively. In the course of the-day, 
Mr. Vinton had a conversation both with Mr. 


report should 


it . . 
| jected to as not being in 


| from Mr. Mason, 


Mrutson and myself, in which, as he: has done 
here, he explained how the report had come into, 
his possession, and how he. had intrusted it to a 
young friend to.copy. He then desired, although, 
as he said, he saw no. impropriety in the report 
being in the possession of any member. of. the 
House, yet as the chairman, of the committee. had 
expressed dissatisfaction at the course pursued by 
him in relation to the report, that the copy in our 
possession might be. delivered to him. replied: 
that it would give me pleasure to relieve him from 
embarrassment, but that having receivéd the report 

1 felt bound to return it to him. 
I accordingly sent it that evening to Mr. Mason, 
who, as I have understood, returned it. to the Sen- 
ator from whom he had received it. 

After which Mr. VINTON said, that as the re- 
port was a mere argument of legal questions, he 
should, without any hesitation, have permitted any 
ane to see it that wished to do so, as there was 
nothing in it that could by possibility be a matter 
of secrecy. g 


TEXAN BOUNDARY. ; 


The SPEAKER. The regular business before 
the House is the question to which the Chair was 
referring at the time the gentleman from Ohio. 
[Mr. Vinton] interposed and asked leave to make 
a personal explanation. 

The House had yesterday under consideration 
the bill from the Senate entitled “An act propos- 
ing tò the State of Texas the establisement of her 
northern and western boundaries, the relinquish- 
ment by the said State of all territory claimed by 
her exterior to said boundary, and of all claims 
upon the United States. ’’ : 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Howanp] had 
moved a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
House had refused to order the bill to a third 
reading; and the Chair had decided that the 
motion to reconsider was not in order, on the 
ground that the House had once reconsidered the 
vote on the bill. From that decision the gentle- 
man from Texas {Mr. Howarp] had taken an 
appeal; and pending the question on the appeal, 
the House adjourned. The question now recurs, 
‘t Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?” 

Since the adjournment the Speaker has ex- 
amined the precedents relating to the subject, so 
far as he could findthem. This questionhas never 
been decided, so far as the. Chair is informed, di- 
rectly as it is presented in the present case. 
motion to reconsider the vote on a bill after it.has 
been once reconsidered, has been held for several 
years past, as the Chair knows, to beout of order. 
The only difference between these tases and the 
bill now before the House, is found in the fact, 
that since the bill was first rejected it has been 
amended. The question then is, whether this 
is or is not the same bill upon which the vote has 
once been reconsidered. ‘The Chair decided yes- 
terday that it was the same bill, and, therefore, 
that the motion to reconsider was notin order.: _ 

In the Twenty-second Congress a decision was 
made, to the effect that this rule would admit a mo- 
tion to reconsider the same proposition, without 
reference to any amendment that might be made. 
A motion was made by Mr. CAMBRELING, that the 
House do again reconsider the vote, on the mo- 
tion made by Mr. ALEXANDER, tO strike out the 
tenth section, of the bill. This motion was ob- 
Y order, the 4łst rule of the 
House declaring, that “ when a motion has been 
‘once made, and carried in the affirmative or nega- 
« tive, it shall be in order for any member of the ma- 
‘jority to move for the reconsideration thereof on 
“the same or succeeding day,” &c. The Speaker 
decided that the motion was. clearly in order. 
From this decision, Mr. Apams. took an appeal. 
The House sustained the decision of the Speaker, 
thus authorizing the reconsideration of the same 
proposition without. reference to any amendment 
whatsoever. j 

In the Twenty-seventh Congress the question was 
made, whether a bill which had been passed, re~ 
considered, and passed again, could again be re- 
considered. Mr. J. C. Clark moved that the 
House reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
bill. The Speaker decided that it was notin order 
to move a second time that the House do recon- 
sider the vote on the question that the bill do pass, 
that motion having been already.made upon this 
bill and decided. From this decision there was no 


. 
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appeal, the House. having acquiesced in it. And 
at the second session of the same Congress a de- 
cision was made to the same effect. There may 
be other decisions, but the Chair has not been able 
to find them. The decisions to which the Chair 
has referred are conflicting upon the point whether 
a motion to reconsider can be entertained where 
there is no amendment. The last precedents 
quoted—-denying the right to reconsider—are in 
vonformity with the practice of the House of late 
years, as before stated by the Chair. -The ques- 
tion, whether the motion canbe entertained where 
the bill has been amended subsequent to the first 
reconsideration, has not been decided by the House, 
so far as the Chair is informed, but. he holds that 
this difference in the case does not placgit beyond 
the general rule, which precludes a second recon- 
sideration. The Speaker, therefore, adheres to his 
decision of yesterday, and rules, inasmuch as there 
is no precedent to the contrary applicable to the 
case, that the motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the House had refused to order the bill to a 


third reading is nat in order. From this decision 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Howarp] takes 
an appeal. And the question is, ‘¢ Shall the. de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” 

Mr. HOWARD. The appeal, l believe, is de- 
batable. 

The SPEAKER, It is debatable. 

. Mr. HOWARD made a few remarks in oppo- 
sition to the decision of the Speaker, maintaining 
that the rule applied to things of substance and 
not of name; that therefore the bill as rejected 
yesterday, not being identical with the bill which 
was rejected on Wednesday, and which subse- 
quently was reconsidered, was not involved within 
the rule that precluded the reconsideration a second 
time of the same proposition. 

Mr. BURT and Mr. DUER rose and simulta- 
neously addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DUER was recognized by the Speaker. 

Some conversation followed as to the right to 
the floor. 

Mr. DUER appealed to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Howarp] to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 
` Mr. HOWARD seemed to hesitate. 

The SPEAKER called upon the gentleman to 
say whether he withdrew or not. . 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman renew 
the demand, if I withdraw it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can recognize 
no arrangement between members of the House, 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Durr] will perceive 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls upon the 
gentleman from Texas to say whether he with- 
draws his motion or not. 

Mr. HOWARD did not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DUER moved that the appeal be laid upon 
the table; and on that motion he asked the yeas 
and nays; whichewere ordered. 

And the’ question, ‘* Shall the appeal be laid 
upon the table?” was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 123; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 
Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell Clarke, Coleock, 
Cole, Conger, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duer, 
Durkee, Featherston, Fowler, Freediey, Gerry, Giddings, 
Gott, Hall, Halloway, Harlan, S. W. Harris, Henry, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, La 
Sére, Horace Mann, Matteson, McQueen, McWillie, 


Meade, Morris, Morse, Newell, Orre Otis, Peck, Phelps,- 


Powell, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Sackett, Sawtelle, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wal- 
lace, and Woodward—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Reale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, W. J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, B. C. Cabell, G. A. 

«Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Cling- 
man, W. R, W. Cobb, Corwin, Deberry, Dimmick, Dixon, 
Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, N. Evans, Ewing, 
Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gould, Green, 
Grinnell, Hammond, Isham G, Iarris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haymond, Hebard, Hibbard, Hiltiard, Hoagland, Houston, 

Howard Wiiliam T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James 

L. Johäson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King 

James G. King, John A. King, Leffler, Levin, Lit- 

ilefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Mce- 

Donatd, McDowell, McKisseck, McLanahan, Robert M. 

McLane, F. E. McLean, McMallen, Meacham, Millson, 

Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Parker, 

Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 

son, Robbins, Rohinson,*Ross, Rumsey, Savag >, Suhenck, 

Siepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, 

Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thomp 

son, John B. Thompson Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, 


Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, Went- 
worth, White, Whittlesey, Witdrick, Williams, Wilson, 
and. Young—123. : Se RN ax 

So the appeal was not laid on the table. 
- {Mr. HAMILTON, when his name was called, 
rose and said that he had paired off on this ques- 
tion with Mr. Witmor, from Monday last to Sat- 
urday next inclusive. } k 

The question recurred upon the demand for the 
previous question. - i 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs Preston Kine 
and Brown, of Indiana, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 102, noes 57. 

So there was a second. 

The question, ‘ Shall the main question be now 
put??? was taken, and decided in the affirmative, 
without a division. 


The main question was, “ Shall the decision of | 


the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, called for the 
yeas and noes. 
` The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 83, nays 123; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. 
Brown, Buel, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Camp- 
bell, Clarke, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dan- 
iel, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, Feather- 
ston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Gott, Hall, Halloway, 
Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Henry, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howe, Hubhard. Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, La Sère, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Morris, Morse, 
Newell, Orr, Otis, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Reed, 
Rockwell, Root, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, 
Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Sweetser, Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, and Wood- 
ward—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
William J. Brown, Burrows, Chester Butler, B. C. Cabell, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P, Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Dixon, Duncan, Danham, Riot, Nathan Evans, Ew- 
ing, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gould, 
Green, Grinnell, Hammond, Harlan, Ishan G. Harris, T. L. 
Harris, Havmond, Hebard, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Howard, William T. Jackson, Andrew Jobnson, 
James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, 
James G. King. John A. King, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, MecClernand, McDonald, Me- 
Dowell, MeKissock, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis 
E. McLean, McMullen, Meacham, Millson, Moore, More- 
head, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Owen, Peaslee, 
Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, Richardson, 
Robbins, Rohinson, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Schermer- 
horn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Stanly, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Strong. Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Under- 
hilt, Van Dyke, Vinton. Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Wentworth, White. Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wit- 
son, and Young—123. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had, last evening, refused to order the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was decided to 


be in order. 

And the question being upon agreeing to the 
said motion of Mr. Howaro, to reconsider— 

Mr. HOWARD (who ' was entitled to the floor) 
said, I do not wish to occupy the time of the 
House, and therefore I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 


| onded, by ayes 102—noes not counted. 


The question, Shall the main question be now 
put? was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

The question being upon agreeing to the motion 
to reconsider— : 


Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, ‘Shall the vote by which the 
House refused to order the bill to a third reading 
be reconsidered ??? was then taken, and decided— 
yeas 122, nays 84; as follow: 

YEAS— Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, E. Carrigton Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Ed- 
mundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, William T. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, 
Kerr, George G. King, John A. King, Leffler, Levin, Litzle- 
field, job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, 
MeDowell, MeKissock, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 
Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, 
Morton, Nelson, Ogie, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peastee, 
Phenix, Pitnain, Potter, Putnam, Richardson, Robhins, 
Robinson, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Schenck, Seher- 
merhom, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 


H. Stanton, Strong, Sweetser.. Talyor, Thomas, James 
Thompson, John B: Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Under- 
hil, Vanu Dyke, ‘Vinton, Walden, Watkins, Wellbom,” 
Wentworth, White, Whittlesey §Witdrick, Williams, Wi- 
son, and Young—122. i A j 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker; 


| Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 


Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Clarke, Coleock,” Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Daniel, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Durkee,- Nathan 
Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gout, Har- 
alsón, Harlan, Sampson W.-Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hoia- 
day,-Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, ‘Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, McQueen, MeWil- 
i lie, Meade, Millson, Morris; Morse, Newell, Olds, Ore, 
| Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, 
Root, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schooleraft, Seddon, : Silvester, 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Jacob ‘Thonipson, 
Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wallace,and Woodward--84+ 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then recurred, ‘* Shall this bill be 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading?” 

Mr. HOWARD obtained the floor, It was my 
intention (he said) to have offered an amendments 
but as the friends of the bill prefer the bill ag it is 
to my vote, I shall not press the amendment upon 
the House. I shall content myself with demand- 
ing the previous question. - 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I appeal to the gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion. Ta R h 

Mr, HOWARD. I cannot doso. : 

Mr. CHANDLER said, that in looking over 
the proceedings of Wednesday, he found that, he 
} was not recorded as having voted onthe amend- 
ment of Mr. Bory. He did vote, and would like 
to have his name recorded infthe affirmative. 3 

The SPEAKER said, the Journal:would be so 


altered. 
) Has the 


Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker. 
previous question been demanded? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I call for tellers upon ‘the 
second. 

Mr. VENABLE, (to the Speaker.) IP the pre- 
| vious question should be sustained-——__. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, interposed, and 
| requested that order might be restored; for.(he 
saio) nothing could be heard in that part of the 

all. ep, Be Bees 

Mr. VENABLE desired to be informed what 
| the effect of the previous$question would be; and 
he inquired (for he said he had not. been able to 
hear) whether the gentleman from Texas had pro- 
| posed an amendment? 
| . The SPEAKER. © The 
pose any amendment. Tot we 

Mr. VENABLE. Then the question before 
| the House, if the previous question is sustained, 
will be on ordering the bill to be engrossed fora 
third reading? i 

The SPEAKER. That will be the question. 

Mr. VENABLE. I hope the previous question 
will not be sustained. 

i Mr. MORRIS, (to the Speaker.) Will it be in 
order to call for the reading of the seventeenth 
rule? 

The SPEAKER. 
rule will. be read. 

The seventeenth rule of the House was 
read, as follows: : 

“ No person except members of the Senate, their Secre- 
tary, Heads. of Departments, Treasurer, Comptrollers, Regis- 
ters, Auditors, Postmaster General, President’s Secretary, 
Chaplains to Congress, Judges of the United States, Foreign 
Ministers and their Secretaries, oflicers who, by name, have 
received, or shall hereafter receive, the thanks of Congress 
for their gallantry and good conduct displayed in the service 
of their country, the Commissioners of the Navy Board; Gov- 
ernors for the time being of any State or Territory in the 
Union, such gentlemen as have-been heads of Departments, 
or inembers of either branch of the National Legislature, 
i and, at the discretion of the Speaker, persons who belong to 
such Legislatures,of foreign Governments as are in amit 
with the United States, shall be admitted within the Hall of 
the House of Representatives.”” 

- The rule having been read— 

Mr. MORRIS said: I call upon the Speaker to 
enforce this rule. If there are any Texan bond- 
| holders in here, they can see and hear as well in 
the galleries. 

The SPEA 

forced. 
i Mr. WENTWORTH. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Texas to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, in order to allow me. to move 
| to commit the bill with instructions.” : 
| The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Howarp.) Does the 
gentleman withdraw the motion? 

Mr. HOWARD. I must decline todo so. 


gentleman did not pro- 


If no objection is made, the 


then 


KER said, the rule would-be en- 


‘Tellers were then ordered on seconding the pre- 


b 
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vious question, and Messrs. Kine, of Rhode Isl- 
and, and Harris, of Illinois, were appointed. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood—— 
hyes 103; noes. 91. +. 

So there was'a second. : 

The question. then recurred, ** Shall the main 

uestion be now taken?” OENE, 

Mr. SCHENCK putan inquiry to the Chair, of 
which nothing was heard. SEn 

Mr. PUTNAM, (to the Speaker.) Ts it in order 
to move to commit the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order, 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays 
on taking the main question; which were ordered. 

Mr. PRESTON KING put an inquiry to the- 
Chair, in reply to which-— 

The SPEAKER said, that if the House should 
now refuse to order the main question, the subject | 
would go over until to-morrow. ; 

The question, ** Shall the main question be now 

t??? k d decided in the affi tive— 
put?’ was taken, and decided in the afirmative 
yeas 115, nays 91; as follow : 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, | 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Cartter, Casey, Chandler, W. R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, 
Deberry, Dimmick, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Eliot, Ewing, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Isham G. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Hibbard, Hil- 
Jiard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Andrew Johnson, James 
l. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, Lether, 
Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, 
McDonald, MeDowell, McGaughey, MeKissock, MeLana- 
han, Robert M. Mebane, Finis B. McLean, MeMaten, 
McWillie, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Scher- 
merhorn, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Underhill, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Wildrick, 
Williams, Wilson, and Young—115. 

NAYVS—Measrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G; Brown, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Clarke, Clingman, Colcock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Diekey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Feath- 
erston, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Gouid, Halloway, 
Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Henry, Holladay, 
Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. 
Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, James G. King, John 
A. King, Preston King, La Sere, Horace Mann, Matteson, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogie, 
Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Patnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Schooleratt, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Sweetser, ‘Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 


Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Wood- |i 


ward—91L. a 

So the main question.was ordered to be now put. 

The main question was, Shall the bill be or- 
dered to a third reading? : 

Messrs. GOTT and VENABLE demanded the 
yeas and nays. > 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question, ‘ Shall this bill be engrossed for 
a third reading?” was taken, and after some con- 
versation on a point of order between Mr. Burr 
and the Speaker— 

The result was announced—yeas 108, nays 98; 
as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. Ò. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey, 
Chandler, W. R. W. Cobb, Veberry, Dimmick, Disney, 
Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grinnell, 
Hall, Hammond, I. G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hayinond, 
Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howard, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, George 
„G. King, Leffler; Levin, Littlefield, Job Manu, Marshall, 
Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McKissock, 
McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, F. &. McLean, McMullen, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, 
Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 
Rose, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Stanly, F. 
P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, ‘thurman, Toombs, Under- 
hill, Walden, Watkins, Weliborn, White, Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—108. 
NAYS~Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, A. G? Brown, Burrows, 
Burt, Thomas B.-Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, 
Cartier, Clarke, Clingman, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
“rowel, Daniel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan 
Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Halloway, 
Haralson, Harlan, S. W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, 
Hoimes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
William T. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, Julian, James G. 
King, John A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, McGaughey, MecQuern, MeWillie, Meacham, 
Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ogle, Olds, 
Orr, Otis, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 


Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, 


+ 


i was paired off with 


Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thoinpson, Puek, Van Dyke, 
pales Vinton; Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, and Wood | 
ward—98. 


- So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The announcement of. the result. was received 
with manifestations of applause of various kinds, 
the most peculiar and attractive of which was a 
sort of unpremeditated allegro whistle, which the 
Reporter does not remember to have heard before, 
(certainly never in the House of Representatives.) 
The other tokens of glorification were of a less 
musical order. ene f . 
It was evident that the greater portion of the 
applause, especially at the outset, was on the foor 
of the Hall itself. 
The SPEAKER interposed vigorously to check ! 


it. 

[Cries to “order” were met with eries of “let 
them stamp—it is all right.’?} 

The Hall was in an uproar. R 

Mr. ASHE inquired of the Speaker if it was in 
order to move that the galleries be cleared? eal 

The SPEAKER replied, that the House had the 
power at any time it might think proper to clear 
the galleries. f 

Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested that the Chair. 
had the right to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to en- 
force the rule which had been read this morning. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had directed the 
officers of the House to have it enforced at all | 
times. | 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Well, it has | 
not been done. 

And the SPEAKER now repeated the order. | 

Mr. ASHE. I move that the galleries be |i 
cleared. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Let the vote be put. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired 
of the Chair whether the motion was in order? 

The SPEAKER again stated that the House 
could at.any time order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I-hope the | 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. AsHE} will 
withdraw his motion. 
_ Thereupon, Mr. ASH 


tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the | 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet been 
read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMES, (to the Speaker.) Is the bill 


engrossed? 


E did not press the mo- 


H 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. DUER. I move to reconsider the vote or- 


raer wnae 


dering the bill toa third reading, and to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion is not in order. 
It does not come within the decision of the House 
made this morning. | 

Mr. GOTT. Task the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was then read a third time by its title. 

And the question being, ‘ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES. | object to the bill being read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read, and 
the objection could not have been received even if 
it had been taken in time. [Laughter.] 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs, Canvin and 
Mason were appointed. | 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— | 
ayes. 103, noes 51. 

So there was a second. 

The question being, Shall the main question be 
now puti— , 

Messrs. OTIS and GOTT demanded the yeas 
and nays. ! 

Both gentlemen, however, waived the demand. 

The question was put, and decided in the affirm- } 
ative, without a division. 

The main question was, Shall the bill be passed? 


* Sır: You will oblige me by stating in the Congressional |; 
Globe, that I did not vote upon Mr. Pearce’s bill because E 3} 
Mr. Spaulding, of New York, who was 
opposed to it. IfI had voted I should have given aly voice 
for Mr. Boyd’s amendment, and then for Mr. Pearce’s biii. 
Į sincerely rejoice at the passage by the House of the bills 
for the settlement of the Texas boundary and for the estab- | 
Jishment of a territorial government for New Mexico. | 
These measures have had my support from the beginning. 
Very respectfully, _ ALEXANDER EVANS.” | 
SEPTENBER 7, 1850. _ : } 
` To the Editor of the Globe. : | 


i| King, John 


| Andrew Johnson, J. b. Johnson, Jones, 


| Reed, Reynotds, S 
| telle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, 


demanded the yeas and mays. ——— . . oeoo s 
Mr. BURT. Imoye to, lay thë bill on the table, 
and I demand the yeas and nays... ie 
The yeas and nays were ordered. -7 
The question, Shalt the bill be laid upon the ta- 
ble? was taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 
97, nays 108; as follow: i aa 
_ 'YEAS—Wesars. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Baker, 
Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Bar- 
rows, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Carner, Clarke, Colcock, Cote, Conger, Corwin, Crow- 
eħ, Daniel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan Evans, 
Featherston, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Halloway, Harat- 
son, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Rebard, Henry, Holaday, 
Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Bunter, Inge, Joseph. W. Jackson, 
William T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, James G, 
. King, Preston King, La Sére, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, McGaughey, McQueen, McWillie, Meacham, 
Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, Ozte, Olds, 
Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 


Mr. VENABLE and many oiher gentlemen 


i! Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 


Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, and Wood- 
ward—-99. 

_ NA¥S—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ray, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, 
E. C. Caben, George A. Caldwell, Josepb P. Caldwell, 
Casey, Chandler, W. R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dimmick, Dis- 
ney, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, 
Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gould, 
Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Billiard, Hoagland, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, Leffler, Levin, Littleficld, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, Me- 


| Dowell, McKissock, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis 


E. McLean, MeMulten, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Out 
Jaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Scher- 
merhorn, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, ‘Thomas, James Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Wat- 


li den, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, Whldrick, 


Williams, and Young—1208. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question, “ Shall this bill pass?”” was then 
taken, and resulted—yeas 108, nays 97; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Chester Butler, E> 
C. Cabell, George A, Caldwell, Joseph-P. Caktwell, Casey, 
Chandler, W. R. W. Cobb, Deberry, Dimmrick, Disney, 
Duer, Dancan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fiteh, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gormon, Green, Grinnel, 
Hall, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Botston, Howard, 

i Kaufman, Kerr, G> 
G. King, Letter, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, McClernand, McDonald, MeDowell, “MeKissoek , 
MeLanahan, R. M. McLane, F. B. McLean, McMullen, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, 
Pitman, Phoenix, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 
Rose, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Stanly, F. 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Taylor, Thomas, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Underhill, Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—108, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Baker, Ben- 
nett, Bingbam, Booth, Bowdon, Albert G, Brown, Burrows, 
Burt, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, 
Carver, Clarke, Clingman, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 
Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Nathan 
Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Giddings, Gort, Halloway, 
Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, ‘Henry, 
Holladay, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, dnge, J. W. 
Jackson, William T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, 
James @. King, John “A. King, Preston King, La Sère, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, MeQueen, McWillie, 
Meacham, Meade, Mison, Moore, Morris, Morse, Newell, 
Ogie, Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Putnam, 
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, 
Thaddens Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, 
Puck, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wentworth, and Woodward—97. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
and to lay that motion on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked. ne 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House” adjourn. 
Rejected. = A 

The question recurring-upon laying on the table. 
the motion to reconsider- ` 

The yeas and nays were refased.. 

And the question, ‘* Shall the motion to recon- 
aider the vote by which the-bill was passed ‘be 
laid on the table 7”? was put and agreed to, without 
a division. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill: 

« A billentidied “An act proposing to the State of Texas 
‘the esteblishment of her northern and western boundaries, 
the relinquisbment by the said State of all territory clriined 
by ber exterior to said boundary, and of all elaim upon the 
United States.’ ”? i 

Mr. BOYD. I propose to amend. that tile by 
adding ‘the following; and om that I ask the pre- 


vious question: “and to establish territorial gov- 
ernment for New Mexico.” : 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. T ask whether 
we will have it-in our power to move to recon- 
sider again to-morrow? [Laughter.] ee 
The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that it 
would not be in order after the bill had. been’ dis- 
posed of. | ae 
Messrs. 


ous question, each wishing to amend'the title. | 
Mr. BOYD declined to withdraw: 
Mr. MEADE. . £ want to add:a word or two to 
the title. i ; ag ON : 
Mr. HOLMES. {í wish to state what the 
amendment is which f desire. ` : 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to | 


withdraw the demand, and it is not in order for the 
gentleman te make any statement, except by 
unanimous consent. 7 

Mr. HOLMES still remained upen the floor, 


and was proceeding to speak, when he was inter- | 


rupted by 

Cries of © order.” 

Mr. HOLMES renewed his appeal to Mr. Born 

SA allow him to state the amendment he desired to 
offer. 
: The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Houmes.) The gen- 
deman from South Carolina must know that the 
House alone can consent, and not the gentleman 
from Kentucky. : 

Mr. HOLMES. f wili state just this—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina asks the unanimous consent to state his 
amendment. 

_ Objections were made. . 

The previoas question was seconded; and 
7 The main guestion was ordered being, on agree- 
ing to the amendment to the title. 

The question was taken, and decided in theaffirm- 
ative. > 
So the amendment of Mr. Bov» to the title was 
agreed to. i 


THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. WENTWORTH 
rose simultaneously and addressed the Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON was recognized, andmoved 
that the House proceed to the business on the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. That is the motion | 
desired to move. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois will be en- 
tertained. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
is the next bili on the Speaker’s table? 

Mr. McMULLEN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not pressed. 

Mr. BOYD. í move to reconsider the vete by 
which the title of the bill just passed was amended, 
end I move to lay that motion on the table. . 

Mr. HOLMES. Iask the Chair, the previous 


question not having been called upon this motion, | 


whether I cannot state what my amendment is? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to lay on the 
table is not debatable. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. | 


Boyp, and decided in the affirmative. E 

So the motion to reconsider the vote on the title 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. What will be 
the next bill on the Speaker’s table, provided the 
House proceed to the business on the Speaker’s 
table? ; 

The SPEAKER. The first bill will be the 
Military Academy bill; the next the California 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, was understood 
to say he hoped the flouse would proceed to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I do not 
understand that we have gone through the morning: 
hour. The bill we have just passed was consid- 
ered as a special order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, that he stated to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rrcnarpson,] when 
he made his motion, that it would be entertained by 
unanimous consent. The House has devoted half 
an kour to the morning business, and before the 
Houge:can proceed to the business on the Speak- 


MEADE and HOLMES. appealed to 
Mr. Boyp to withdraw the demand for the previ- 


I wish to inquire what 


er’s table in the regular order, they must go through 
the Feinaining alf ‘of the morning ‘Hour. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I move, 
then, that the House adjourn. Å 


4o [Loud cries of ** No; no.”] 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
To admit California? 
` [Cries of “ Yes.” ] 
Mr. ORR. 
journs, it adjourn to Monday next. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. I ask the yeas and 
nays. 5 
Mr. SCHENCK. With the view of seeing 
whether there will be the same alacrity in acting 
upon the California bill as there has been upon 
othe? things, Í ask the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, called for tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
The question was put, and decided in the nega- 
tive. i 
So the House refused te adjourn to Monday. 
The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Tuomeson to adjourn, was put, and decided in the 
negalive. í 
Mr. CARTTER. Is it in order to move a sus- 
pension of the rules, that we may proceed to the 


What do you want to do? 


i consideration of the California bill? 


The SPEAKER. The motion for the suspen- 
sion of the rules is not in order except on Mon- 


day. 

Mr. NELSON. As the regular business of the 
morning hour must be proceeded with before we 
| can reach the bills on the Speaiser’s table, I call for 
that business. f 

Mr. RICHARDSON (who was entitled to the 
floor upon the morning business) rose. 

Mr; McCLERNAND. Task ifthe House can- 
not consent to proceed at once to the business on 
the Speaker’s table ? 

The SPEAKER. They can, by unanimous 
consent. The Chair understood the gentleman 
froin Mississippi [Mr. Tuomrson] as objecting. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Is the mo- 
tion to adjourn in order? If it is, E submit that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The House has not pro- 
ceeded toany business since the question was taken 
on ihe motion to adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The Chair has recognized 
the gentleman from Iilinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson;] 
and the gentleman has proceeded to speak, and he 
has spoken far enough to yield to a motion to ad- 


ourn. 
3 Mr. RICHARDSON addressed the Speaker, and 
was recognized. ` 
Mr. THOMPSON. Lask the gentleman from 
Ulinois to yield me the floor to move to adjourn. 
The gentleman does not want to speak, and we do 
not want to hear him now. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. [yield for that purpose. 
On motion, by Mr. THOMPSON, the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred te the appropriate commit- 
tees: g 

By Mr. PITMAN: The petition of Samuel Heilner and 
116 other citizens of Pennsylvavia, asking Congress fọr`an 
immediate modification of the existing tariff laws. 

By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of John T. Willard and 
40 other citizens of.Lroy, New York, asking Congress to so 
modify the revenue law Of 1846 as to increase the protection 
of American labor. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 6, 1850. 
Mr FOOTE. I beg leave to offer to the Senate 
a petition from Thomas B. Winston, a citizen of 


that, in the year 1838, in obedience to an execu- 
tion resulting from a judgment recovered against 
him, upon an alleged default: on his part as a no- 
tary public, he was compelled to pay several thou- 
sands of dollars to the Government. He conceives 
that he was not in fact legally or equitably bound 
to pay the amount recovered and paid, and he 
prays that the money may be returned to him. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. f 

The petition was so referred. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition of 
William Roberts, a soldier in the last war with 
Great Britain, asking to be allowed arrearages of 


1 move that when the House ad- | 


the county of Lowndes, Mississippi, setting forth | 


4 


pay and bounty land, and & pensio 
referred to. the Committee on’ Pension 
CLAIM OF WALTER K, JOHNSON; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to make a, statė- 
ment, perhaps in the nature of a report, from the 
Committee of Claims. It relates to a bill:for the 
relief of Charles Reeder, Walter. R. Johnson, and 
others, which was postponed yesterday. The 
committee, upon examining the subject this morn- 
ing, have discovered an unaccountable mistake, 
such a one, perhaps, as- hardly ever -occurred ‘be- 
fore... The gentleman to whom the bill, originally 
introduced by myself, was ‘referred, in reporting 
upon-it, adopted a report made by Governor Fair- 
field, in relation to some experiments, which one . 
of these gentlemen made in a chemical analysis of 
coal, and attached it to his report on this bill. The 
subject is entirely foreign to the bill,and atthe time 
it was brought up yesterday l was somewhat non- 
plussed by it, and was unable to give the explana- 
tion required. The facts are these: In 1843 Con- 
gress passed an act authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to appoint three persons to make an ex- 
amination of steam boilers and experiments ‘to 
prevent explosion, and in passing. that act refer- 
ence was made to a joint resolution of 1842, au- 
thorizing experiments to be made in relation’ to 
Colt’s submarine explosions. The joint resolution 
of 1842 set apart $15,000 for that purpose, and@me: 
act of 1843, appointing Messrs: Reeder, Johnson, 
and Jones, madg no appropriation whatever: to 
compensate them for the services-which they were 
to render in their experiments on steam: boilers. 
The act of 1843 was so connected with the joint 
resolution of 1842 that it might appear that the sum 
of $15,000, appropriated by that resolution for an- 
other purpose, might be applied to compensate the 
three gentlemen appointed under the act of 1843; 
but it so happens that the total amount of that ap- 
propriation was’exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will have to 
wait until the bill is called up before he can make 
his remarks. meas 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [ was merely stating. 
the facts on which to base a motion, which E am 
instructed to make by the Committee of Claims 
this morning; and thatis, that the bill and report 
may be recommitted to them with a view of 
getting the real facts before the Senate. The 
gentlemen who are interested in this matter. cer- 
tainly should not suffer from an oversight of th 
committee, dikes Ae 

The bill was then taken up, and recommitted to 
the Committee of Claims. ee ee 

GRANT OF LANDS TO ALABAMA. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
State of Alabama in aid of the construction of the 


| Tennessee, Mississippi, and Alabama railroad, 


reported back the same without amendment, and 
asked for its immediate consideration; which was 
agreed to. ‘ ` Eet 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I am Sorry, 
sir, that your colleague is not here, as you, in his 
absence, are placed'in a different position in re- 
gard to this bill than you would be were he pres- 
ent. 1 wish to ask if this is not the third'grant of 
lands made, or proposed to be made to Alabama 
this session ? ; ; 

Mr. FELCH. I think,it is the third. 

Mr. WALKER. So TI supposed. I must say 
that on principle I have been opposed to all these 
measures. I do not think it the proper way to 
dispose of the public lands. 

Mr. TURNEY. Allow me to state, in relation 
to one of these grants to Alabama for railroad pur- 
poses, that the road only runs about seven miles 
through that State. [mean the Nashvilleand Chat- 
tanooga railroad; and the appropriation in that” 
bill was for alternate sections for the distance of. 
only seven miles. It is through an old part of the” 
State, where there is but little public lands, and 
the grant is of so little value as to be hardly worth 
notice in this connection. 7 re 

Mr. WALKER. I do not expect to prevent 
the passage of this bill, nor shall I-make any : 
strenuous effort in opposition to it, but E wish to 
say that, being opposed on principle to these 
grants, believing it to be a method of disposing of 
the public lands not the best calculated to promote 
the public interest, E am opposed to this, as [have 
been to all other measures.of the kind.” l have 


1766 


been silent in regard to most-of them, because I 
have seen a determination on-the part of the Sen- 
ate to pass them. Iam aware that Wisconsin 
has obtained the passage of a similar bill during 
the present session, and that she has others of a 
similar character now before the Senate, but her 
Senators and Representatives were acting under 
the memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
and I believe not one of them from the prompt- 
ings of his own convictions of the correctness of 
this mode of disposing of the lands. But acting 
with fidelity to the instructions of our Legisla- 
ture, we have acquiesced in the passage of those 
bills. It seems to me, however, that when it ts 
proposed to make three of these grants at one 
session to one State, it cannot be thought im- 
modest in those opposed to this policy if they 
should suggest that this is certainly carrying it to 
an unreasonable extent. 1 have no doubt of the 
passage of this bill, and I wish simply, through 
the debates, and not upon the journals, to be un- 
derstoðd as opposed to the whole policy, whether 
iwrelates to Wisconsin, Alabama, or any other 
State in the Union. 

‘There being no amendment proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

# PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, owing to the 
great anxiety manifested by the Senate to give its 
attention to private bills during the morning hour, 
F have not hitherto called its attention to a subject 
of a personal nature which demands from me some 
notice. Recently a letter appeared in a paper pub- 
ished in this city, from a member of the other 
House, in relation to which I propose on Monday 
next to claim the indulgence of the Senate, that I 
may make such an explanation as thécase requires. 


OVERFLOWED LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. DOWNS. I move that two thousand ex- 
tra copies of the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior, of the 24th of August last, in relation to 
‘the overflowed lands in the State of Louisiana, be 

srinted for the use of the Senate. lt has already 

een ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. WINTHROP. | believe I may be allowed 
to move an amendment to the motion of the Sen- 
atorfrom Louisiana, which will save me the trouble 
of offering a separate resolution which I had pro- 
posed to offer to-day. I believe that one part of 
this communication of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior includes a report made by Dr. Charles T. 
Jackson, on the geology and mineralogy of the 
lands of the United States in the State of Michi- 

an; and Í have just received a letter from Dr. 

ackson, informing me that he is unable to pro- 
cure a aingle copy of his own report for the pur- 
_pose of sending to scientific friends and societies 
in this country and in Europe. It has been usual, 
I understand, to allow fifty or a hundred copies of 
these scientific reports to their authors for this 
purpose, and I propose now simply to amend the 
motion made by the Senator from Louisiana by 
adding: 

« And that the Secretary of the Senate be directed to fur- 

nish Dr. Charles T. Jackson wiih one hundred copies of his 
report on the geology and mineralogy of the public lands of 
the United States in the State of Michigan.” 
_ The PRESIDENT. The Senator must present 
it as a separate proposition. The subject has no 
connection with the report referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. WINTHROP. If I understand correctly 
the circumstances of the case, they are these: The 
report of the Secretary of the Interior includes the 
scientific report of Mr. Jackson 

The PRESIDENT. Not in this report. This 
refers especially to the overflowing of lands by 
the Mississippi. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I supposed it was the 
general report of the Secretary of thé Interior. 

The motion to print two thousand extra copies, 
as moved by Mr. Downs, was agreed to. 

LINE OF THE TREATY OF UTRECHT. 


Mr. BENTON. I ask leave to communicate 
to the Senate, and to move for the printing of a 
letter from the Department of State, received by 
me a few days ago, in relation to the line of the 
treaty of Utrecht. It had been made known to 
‘me that in a letter from the then Minister of the 
United States to Great Britain, (Mr. Everett,) in 
the year 1843, to the then Secretary of State, (Mr. 
Webster,) it is stated that he had seen that line 
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| be ordered to be printed. 
line of the treaty of Utrecht and te our northeast- f 


upon a map shown to him since the settlement of 
our boundary question by Sir Robert Peel and 


Lord Aberdeen. I applied for it at the time I made [ 


the little speech about printing books, but it could 
not be found. J now ask leave to communicate it 
to the Senate and have it read, and E hope it will 
kt relates both to the 


ern boundary, both ef which Mr. Everett saw 
after the controversy on the subject was over. 
The letter was then read by the Secretary, as 
follows: $ 
<< DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, August 28, 1850. 


«The Secretary of State presents his compliments jo Mr. 
Benton, and bas the honor to transmit herewith a copy of 
the paragraph from one of Mr. Everett’s letters, requested 
by Mr. Benton. The paragraph has just been discovered. 


“ Extract from a letter from Mr. Bverett to Mr. Webster, 
dated London, 3ist March, 1843. 


«The nhove was chiefly written before I had seen Mr. 
Oswald’s map, which I have since, by the kindness of Sr 
Robert Peel and Lord Aberdeen, been permitted vo do. It 
is a copy of MitchetDs, in fine preservation. The bounda- 
ries between the British and French possessions in America, 
tas fixed by the treaty of Utrecht,’ are marked upon itin a 
very distinct line, at Teast a tenth of an inch broad, and 
these words written in several places, 

“In like manner, the line giving our boundary, as we 
have always claimed it—that is, carrying the northeast angle 
of Nova Scotia far to the north of St. John’s is drawn very 
carefully ina hold red line, full a tenth ofan inch broad, and 
in four different places along the line distinetly written, ‘ fhe 
boundary described by Mr. Oswald.? What is very noticeable 
is, that a line narrower, but drawn with care with an in- 
strument, runs from the lower end of Lake Nipissing to the 
souree of the Mississippi, as far as the map permits, and 
has since been partially erased, (hough distinctly visible.” 


The motion to print was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUDICIARY SYSTEM. } 


Mr. BUTLER. I have been requested by the 
Mayor of this city to move the printing of an extra 
number of copies of the report which F had the 
honor to submit the other day in reference to the 
revision of the judicial system of this District, 
and in accordance with that request, | move the 
printing of 500 extra copies of it. It has already 
been printed. 

A vote being taken on the motion, it appeared 
that there was no quorum voting. 

Mr. BUTLER. If there be any difficulty about 
it, I withdraw the motion. I have no personal in- 
terest in it. 

Mr. CLAY. Oh no, persist in it; you have the 
majority with you. $ 

Mr. SHIELDS. I renew the motion, if the 
gentleman withdraws it. 

The PRESIDENT again put the question, a 
quorum being ascertained to be present. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This is not a very great 
matter, but our printing expense is becoming a 
very startling item, and the drafts on our finances 
for various purposes are very large. Now, if there 
is any more reason why the Senate should do the 
printing of the city corporation of Washington than 
that they should do that of Baltimore and Phila- 
delphia, I would say nothing, but I cannot perceive 
that there is. Weare liberal enough in our ap- 
propriations for the District, and if this report is 
still in type the corporation can procure, I doubt 
not, from the printer all the copies they want, ata 
trifling expense. It is nota great item, to be sure, 
but it is an item, and an item of expense which 
we should not incur. 

Mr. BUTLER. I repeat that I have but little 
interest, personally, in this matter, and I have 
made the motion but at the request of the mayor 
of this city. The document contains a great deal 
of valuable statistical information on the subject 
of the operation of the judiciary system of this 
District, collected, at some trouble, from the mem- 
bers of the bar here. It is a subject deeply inter- 
esting to the people of the District, and one upon 
which they should be fully informed. {t is also a 
subject upon which we shall have to legislate at 
some time or other; and as the expense of print- 
ing these extra copies will be but small, I do not 
think, under the circumstances, that there should 
be any objection tox. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I hope, when this matter 
shall be understood by the Senate, there will be no 
longer any objection to. this motion. The condi- 
tion of the judicial system of this district has ex- 
cited a good deal of anxiety among the people 
here; and there have been various applications re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee by the Senate, 


upon which théy have collected the information, | 


‘fo enable the committee and. the Senate to decide 


upon: the. alterations which are neeessary in the 
system. A report has -been made to. the Senate, 
and it is simply asked that five hundred copies be 
printed for the use of this community, who are 
concerned in it. I would say tothe Senator from 
New York, that there -is abundant. reason for the 
distinetion made between this city and Baltimore, 
in the fact that this community have no other 
source to look to for the protection of their inter- 
ests than the Congress of the United States. 1 
hope it will be printed. i . 

Mr. ATCHISON. The motion is, as I under- 
stand it, to print 500 copies of the report, for the 
use of the Senate. If the report~be printed it 
will, as a matter of course be distributed to each 


li member of the Senate for his use. Then the 


question arises, whether the people of the District 
will receive the benefit of the report, when printed. 
Į would suggest to. the Senator to change his mo- 
tion, soas to say that 500 copies of the report 
shall be printed and delivered to the Mayor of the 
city, or distributed among the people of the Dis- 
trict. That is the object of the Senator, and it 
can be effected by this modification of his motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The whole cost of this print- 
ing will only be about $10, and E would sooner 
pay the money myself than encounter these con- 
stitutional difficulties. : 

The motion was then agreed to. : 


GEOLOGY AND MINERALOGY OF MICHIGAN 


Mr. WINTHROP. Mr. President; { now offer 
the following order, which, under a misappre- 
hension, I proposed a few moments ago, as. an 
amendment to a motion of the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Downs:] - 

« Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to furnish Dr. Charles T. Jackson with oue hundred copies 
of his report on the geology and mineralogy of tye mineral 
lands of the United States in the State of Michigan’? 

1 would only remark thatthis report has already 
been ordered to be printed by the Senate, as pars 
of the annual report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. And as it has been customary to allow the 
authors of scientific reports—Professor Bache of 
the Coast Survey, the Commissioner of Patents, 
and othrrs—a few copies of their own reports for 
distribution among scientific men and learned socie- 
ties at home and abroad, this gentleman wishes to 
be allowed the same privilege.. He writes me that 
he has applied to the public printers for this docu- 
ment, being willing to pay for it himself, but that 
the printers were unable to furnish it, as they had 
so great an amount of work on hand, He there- 
fore asks the Senate to allow him one hundred 
copies of his own report for the purposes which f 
have suggested; and I hope that his request may 
be granted. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to 
its consideration. 

Mr. HAMLIN. My attention has been drawn 
to this subject. if F understand the Senator from 
Massachusetts, this gentleman does not ask the 
printing of any copies, but merely that he be fur- 
nished with one hundred copies of a report which 
has already been printed. I have examined this 
matter; and I believe, in accordance with what has 
been usually done and what ought to be done in 
this case, the Senate should agree to it. 

Mr. EWING. 1 hope the resolution will be 
adonted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PROFESSOR LOCKE’S CHRONOGRAPH. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
with the report of Professor Locke, on the inven- 
tion and construction of his Electro Chronograph 
for the National Observatory at Washitigton „asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration. 

He remarked that ‘it was a matter which was 


referred for investigation to the Committee on Na- 


val Affairs, and a resolution or motion was sub- 
mitted by that committee for the consideration of 
the Senate; and in submitting it again to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, the Senate virtually ask that 
committee to revise, correct, affirm, or disaffirm 


Í the doing of the other committee. The commit- 


tee, therefore, ask to be discharged from its con- 
sideration. ` 
- The motion was agreed tò. 
CHARLOTTE LYNCH. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, the Senate proceeded 


1850. - 


to the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Charlotte Lynch. i j 
“The bill was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 
This bill provides that, out of any moneys ir the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there shall be 
allowéd and paid to Charlotte Lynch, only surviv- 
ing child of Lieutenant Colonel Ebenezer Gray, 
of the 6th regiment of the Connecticut line, who 
served in the army of the Revolution from the be- 
ginning of the war to its close, as an equivalent for 
the loss sustained by him by the substitution of 
the commutation certificate, issued in 1783, for the 
half pay for life, to which he was entitled under 
the resolution of Congress of 1785, five years’ full 


pay. , ; 

The report of the’Committee on Pensions in this 
case was read. - It states that Ebenezer Gray re- 
tired from the army, with a constitution broken 
down by disease contracted in the service; that 
the only compensation which he or any member 
of his family ever received was his pay in depre-, 
ciated currency, and the five years’ commutation 
allowed in 1783, which depreciated to a few cents 
on the dollar; and that the officers did not even re- 
ceive the benefits of that. The committee were of 
opinion that the right to a fair equivalent for the 
Joss sustained by revolutionary officers, by the 
substitution of commutation certificates for the- 
half pay for life, is a vested right which descended 
to their legal representatives. They therefore re- 
port this bill. , 

The bill was then reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and it was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills. were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of William Hardin. 

A joint resolution for the relief of Charles F. 
Sibbald. ` ` 

Bill to reduce the minimum price of the mineral 
lands in the Lake Superior district, in Michigan, 
and in the Chippewa district of Wisconsin. 

Bill for the relief of John M. McIntosh. 

_ Bill for the examination and settlement of claims 
for land at the Sault Ste. Marie, in Michigan. 

! Bill to renew and continue in force the charter 
of the Potomac Insurance Company of George- 
town, in the District of Columbia. 

Bill to increase the efficiency of the army by a 

etired list for disabled officers. 

An act for the relief of Lewright Browning. 


COMMITTERE ON ENGROSSED BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. JONES— 

Ordered, That the Committee on Engrossed Biils be in- 
ereased three members, and that the Chair appoint the same. 

The Chair accordingly appointed Messrs.Pratt, 
Seward, and WINTHROP. . 

i JOHN DE NEUFVILLE AND SON. 

Qn motion by Mr. DODGE, of lowa, the Senate 

roceeded to consider the joint resolution “in re- 
ition to the settlement of the accounts of John 
De Neufville & Son.” 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, is ít in 
order to move to amend this joint resolution by 
making it a simple resolution of the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT. That is notin order. But 
the Senator can move to lay this joint resolution 
on the table; and if that motion prevails, he can 
introduce it as a simple resolution. 

Mr. DODGE. Then I move to lay this joint 
resolution on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE. I now offer this as a simple reso- 
lution: ` 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, directed to examine and adjust the accounts of 
‘John de Neufville & Son, merchants of Amsterdam, with 
the United States, and report the result of such examination 
and adjustment to the Senate as soon as practicable. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was con- 
sidered and agreed to. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
billentided an act granting bounty lands to certain 
officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States. 

The bill was debated for nearly two hours, and 
various amendments were offered, (a report of 
which will appear in the Appendix.) The further 
consideration of the bill was postponed to Monday 
next. 
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ot O O RECESS: 
‘On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was ordered 


‘that when the Senate adjourn it adjourn to meet 


on Monday next. eas 
MAJOR FREDERICK D. MILLS. x 
On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of a bill for the re- 
lief of Major Frederick D. Mills. The bill having 
been. read a second time, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and, there being no 
proposition to amend, was reported to the Senate, 


-and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


MILITARY RECONNOISSANCES. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
boda communication from the Secretary of War, 
made in compliance with a regolution of the Sen- 
ate, transmitting a report of the Topographical 
Bureau, accompanied by a map, showing the op- 
erations of the army of the United States in Texas 
and the adjacent Mexican States on the Rio Grande, 
extended so as to embrace the territories of the 
United States lying between the Mississippi river 
and the Pacific ocean; which was read, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. This is a map 
which the Senate ordered to have prepared nearly 
two years ago, and is the first very valuable con- 
tribution which our country will have made to 
physical geography. It will be the geography of 
a country heretofore very imperfectly explored, 
and always very inaccurately presented. It has 
been looked for with great anxiety by the savans 
from the Old World; and the very fact that every 
publication which has heretofore been made was 
but a reprint of Humboldt’s old topography, has 
constituted my resistance heretofore to the printing 
of every map which has ever been submitted to 
the Senate. Now I believe we have something 
which will be valuable at home and greatly sought 
after abroad. I therefore make the motion that the 
Secretary of the Senate be directed to cause the 
map to be reduced under the direction of the Top- 
ographical Bureau, and printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered 
that the Secretary of the Senate cause the map ac- 
companying the report to be reduced under the di- 
rection of the Topographial Bureau, and that 3,500 
copies thereof, in addition to the usual number, be 
engraved and printed for the use of the Senate, 
500 copies of which for the use of the Topograph- 
ical Bureau. 

CASE OF SARAH JANE WEST. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irise to ask a favor for 
a woman who lives in my neighborhood, of the 
name of Sarah Jane West. She is the widow of 
a musician in one of the regiments of the Mexican 
army. It was said that her husband deserted, ‘and 
so reported that she could not get extra pay for 


lands, and the poor woman applied to have the || 


whole matter reinvestigated. The House have 
passed her bill. 
serted, and I think we ought to give her the land 
and the extra pay. I hope, therefore, that the 
Senate will take up the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to ask the Senator 


from Kentucky a question, and my vote on his | 


proposition will depend upon his answer. 1 wish 
to know whether this soldier was said to have de- 
serted the army or deserted his wife? [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He left his wife, to serve 
his country. It is said that he deserted the army 
in Mexico, but that is a mistake. 

Mr. BADGER. Ah! I am satisfied. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He left the army, to be 
sure, for he was killed. I believe he was assas- 
sinated in the city of Mexico. ` 

The bill was taken up and considered by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. There be- 
ing no proposition to amend, the bill was reported 
to the Senate and read a third time and passed. 

The bill provides that Sarah Jane West, the 
widow of Gardner West, who was a musician in 
Captain Patrick H. Gardner’s company of volun- 
teers, (company K of Colonel Williams’s regiment 
of Kentucky volunteers,) be paid three months’ 
extra pay, and two and a half months’ pay, to 
which her deceased husband was entitled at the 
time of his death; and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions is directed to issue to her a certificate for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, and to place her 
name upon the pension roll, and allow the five 
years’ pension payable to the widows of deceased 


I do not think her husband de- | 


soldiers who served ‘in the war with Mexico, by 
virtue of the act of July twenty-one, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight, commencing at that time. > 
` CASE OF ELIZABETH L. BLACKBURN. : 
Mr. DOWNS. I move.to take up.bill No. 207, 
which. is'a bill. reported from the. Judiciary. Com- 
mittee for the relief of Elizabeth L. Blackburn, the 
widow of a soldier who was killed at Vera Cruz. 
The bill was considered by the Senateas in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. . : oS 
Mr. DOWNS. I will.only remark that ‘this is 
a very extraordinary.case. : The husband. of thie. 
woman was a paymaster, who was killed-at Vera 
Cruz, with a large sum of money in his. hands. 
On examining his trunk and. papers there waa: 
found to be a small deficiency, for which the Gov- 
ernment obtained judgment against his widow. 
The committee were unanimously of opinion that 
she ought to be released from it, and the bill is for 


-that purpose. 


There being no proposition to amend the bill, it 
was reported to the Senate and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

The bill provides that Elizabeth L. Blackburn 
(late Bosworth) be, and she is hereby, released 
and discharged from. the judgment rendered against 
her as one of the securities of her late husband, 
Felix G. Bosworth, a paymaster in the United 
States Army, first rendered for two thousand three 
hundred and sixty-two dollarsand forty-nine cents, 
but afterwards reduced by the accounting officera 
of the Treasury to one thousand six hundred and 
seventy-two doliars and forty-nine cents, 

ISAAC WATTS GRIFFITHS. 

The Senate then considered, as in Committee of 
the Whole, a bill for the relief of Isaac Watts 
Griffiths. 

The bill, which was under consideration yester- 
day, proposes to increase his pension. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill by substi- 
tuting “16 per month” in lieu of #20, as the rate 
of pension to be allowed to the individual for 
whose benefit the bill is intended. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and ordered tobe engrossed 


|| for a third reading. 


CAPTURE OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. 
Mr. YULEE. I ask the Senate to take. up 


| Senate bill 324, reported from the Naval Commit- 


tee. Itis a bill for the relief of the captors of the 
frigate Philadelphia. This bill has passed. the 
Senate once or twice before, and will probably not 
create much discussion, if any. The ‘persons ine 
terested in it are very desirous it should be acted 
on. I hope, therefore, the Senate will take it up, 

The bill having been taken up, was read a sec- 
ond time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. ; 

It provides that the sum of one hundred thou-’ 
sand dollars be and the same is hereby authorized 
to be paid, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the officers and crew of 
the ketch Intrepid, commanded by Stephen De- 
catur, who were engaged in the capture and: de- 
struction of the frigate Philadelphia, in the harbor 
of Tripoli, on the sixteenth February, eighteen 
hundred and four, to be distributed pro rata 
among the said officers and crew, according to the 
rates fixed by the sixth section of the act of April 
twenty-third, eighteen hundred, for the better gov- 
ernment of the navy of the United States. 

The second section provides that if any officer, 
seaman, or marine who was engaged in the cap- 
ture aforesaid, shall have died prior to the passage 
of this act, the sum to which he would have been 
entitled under this act shall be divided equally 
among his children and his widow, if she be liv- 
ing and unmarried; and if there be no widow, 
then to his children; but if there be no children, 
then to his widow, if she be living and unmarried, 
as his sole heir; and in no case shall any collateral 
kindred or creditor of any deceased officer, sea- 
man, or marine, be entitled to receive any of the 
benefits of this act. 

The third section provides that in default of . 
such heirs as are specified in the preceding section, 
the share or proportion to which any deceased 
officer, seaman, or marine might have been enti- 
tled under this act, shall remain in the Treasury 
of the United States, and be carried to the surplua 
fund. 


And the fourth section provides that any portion 
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of this appropriation which may remain unclaimed 
in the Treasury at the expiration of the term of 
three years from the date of this act, shall be car- 
ried to the surplus fund. . 

‘Mr. BERRIEN. Fam taken by. surprise by 
the taking up-of this bill. It will be recollected 
that on a former occasion, after a pretty full dis- 
cussion before the Senate, the names of other per- 
sons than those who are Included in this bill were 
inserted in it. I apprised the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of that fact, but not 
having the least idea thatit would be acted upon 
at so early a period, l am not prepared to present 
these claims. Itis therefore that I ask that this 
bill may be postponed to some future day. Iam 

, not disposd to delay the investigation, but F would 
prefer to have an opportunity of communicating 
with the ‘parties by a letter which may be an- 
Swered in the course of next week. ; 

In order, therefore, to afford me an apportunity 
of bringing. to the consideration of the Senate 
claims which have been heretofore recognized by 
the vote of the Senate, I move to postpone the 
further consideration of this bill until Thursday 
next, : 

Mr. YULEE. The Sénator from Georgia, the 
other day, communicated to me his desire upon 
this subject, in order that some provision might 
be made for the parties to whom he alludes. I 
stated at that time the grounds upon which the 
committee had acted, and I had hoped that the 
. facts which I then brought to his attention would 
have satisfied him that it was not for the Senate to 

` interfere in. the Controversy which had previously 
embarrassed this bill and caused its defeat. 

The justice of the bill has been recognized year 
after year by both branches of Congress. A large 
class of persons, most of them needy and merito- 
rious, are provided for by the bill; but because a 
controversy has arisen between one of the persons 
provided for and the parties to whom the Senator 
from Georgia alludes, all the other. meritorious 

claimants who are concerned in it have lost the 
advantages which Congress fis decided, year 
after year, for the last ten or fifteen years, in one 
House or the other, that they are entitled to. It 
is now, sir, very near the end of the session, and 
Į should be very unwilling that any course should 
be pursued which would render final action upon 
the bill at this session doubtful. We have been 
very much urged by other persons interested in 
thig bill to ask the Senate to pass it as soon as pos- 
sible. I trust the Senator, therefore, when he hears 
the statement [am about to make, will withdraw 
his motion. Heretofore, and at the last session, 
the Senate concluded to include the ladies, to 
whom, I presume, reference is made. by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, as co-heirs with Mrs. Decatur 
in the share which. would have fallen to Commo- 
dore Decatur under this bill. It was done upon 
thé presumption raised. by papers and certificates 
presented here, that it was the intention of Com- 
modore Decatur to adopt them as heirs, and to 
leave them a share of his property, and of what 
this bill proposes to provide. But we find now, 
on the reference of the case to the committee at 
this session, that Commodore Decatur shortly be- 
fore his death made a will, in which he determined 
for himself the disposition of his assets. Now, I 
think, and T hope, the Senate will concur with the 
committee that we ought not to go behind the ex- 
pressed will of Commodore Decatur, and make 
for him heirs whom he did not, contemplate as 
sharers-in.the assets which he left for the support 
of his family. | He by his will gave to his widow 
the benefit of whatever assets belonged to him. 
We have learned, too, from.information which has 
come to the committee, that without any fault on 
the part of that widow, but. either through the 
fault or the misfortune of the gentleman who 
represented the estate of Commodore Decatur, 
she has not recetved. the benefit of a single dollar 
of tie estate he left, but is dependent upon what 
she receives from this provision, which she is 
really and truly entitled to, for the support of the 
remainder of her days.. ; 

Under these circumstances the committee came 
to the conclusion that it belonged to Commodore 
Decatur to provide for himself the diréction of his 
estate, and he having made a will in which he left 
to. his widow his estate, and whatever he might be 
entitled to, that Congress ought to feel itself pre- 
cluded from interfering with that disposition of 
his property. 


Mr. BERRIEN. ‘Will the Secretary inform 
me at what time this bill was.reported? 

The PRESIDENT. On the 23d of August . 

_ Mr. BERRIEN. It will then be seen that there 
has been no extraordinary diligence on the part of 
the committee in bringing this matter to the con- 
sideration of the Senate, but that it is to be com- 
pensated for by the rapidity with which it is to be 
decided on after it has been reported. Now I have 
to say upon this subject, that I apprehend the in- 
vestigations of that committee have been made ex 
parte, as regards the parties whom F represent here. 
I was not aware myself. that.the committee were 
about to act upon this bill. . It was only by a letter 
which } received from one of the parties interested, 
who is absent from the city, that my attention was 
called to it,and I communicated all the facts ta 
the chairman as soon as | received the informa- 
tion. Itis very true, as we were perfectly aware 
before, that Commodore Decatur had made a will, 
but there is-also other evidence for the purpose of 
showing the ground upon which ‘these parties 
claim to be interested and to share the bounty of 
the Government under this bill. That evidence I 
desire that they shall have an opportunity of pre- 
senting. - 

Mr. YULEE. Then name an.earlier day. 

Mr. BERRIEN. That is impossible. The 
Senator asks me to name an earlier. day. These 
parties reside at New York. Thursday is the 
earliest day; but I should have preferred Monday 
week. I hope I may not have to encounter the 
opposition of the chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee upon a proposition so reasonable as that parties 
whose claim has been heretofore recognized by 
Congress shall be now heard in opposition to the 
adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly not. If the Senator 
still desires a postponement I will not further re- 
sist it. 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed until Thursday next. 

THE CASE OF CHARLES A; KELLETT. 

Mr. WINTHROP. There isa bill for the pay- 
ment of a small claim of some two or three hundred 
dollars, which passed the House of Representa- 
tives at the last session, and only failed here for 
want of time. - It is a bill for the relief of Charles 
A. Kellett. I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund to Charles A. Kellett or his legal repre- 
sentatives, such sum as may have been paid to the 
collector of the port of New York for tonnage du- 
ties and light money on the entry of the Chinese 
junk “Keying;” provided, the same shall not 
exceed five hundred dollars. 

Mr. HUNTER. Has not this bill been taken 
up-out of its regular order? 

The PRESIDENT. It was taken‘up on mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate do 
now. adjourn. i 


Mr. WINTHROP. {I hope the Senator from 


Virginia will allow me to explain this case in a 


single word. It is the case of a poor young man 
who went to China and brought back a Chinese 
bark as an object of curiosity simply, for no pur- 
pose of commerce, and having no cargo on board, 
but merely for the purpose of exhibition in the 
city of New York. At that port he was met with 
tonnage duties which cost him more than all the 
receipts of the exhibition. He was a poor man 
before, and this has taken away from him that he 
hath not, even all that he bath.. The bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives at the 
last session, but was lost in the Senate for want of 
time. I hope it will be passed now.- - : 

Mr. HUNTER withdrew his motion to ad 
journ, and there being no proposition to amend 
the bill, it was reported to the Senate and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjoarned. 
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Texan boundary bill. © He was ueceszarily abe, 
sent.from the House at the moment his name was 
called, but was in his seat: before. his friend,-Mr. 
Averett, who stood next to him on the list in’ 
alphabetical order, had voted. And as his opposi- 
tion to the bill was well known and his vote could, 
not change the result in ane way, or another, he 
hoped the House would yield its assent. 

The SPEAKER put the question. ~ 

Mr. RUMSEY rose and objected. 

Several other members also objected: >- 

The SPEAKER said that objection having been, 
made, the motion could not be entertained. 
Mr. ASHE (to the Speaker.) Who objects, 
sir? I hear no objection. j : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Romsey, }] and other gentlemen object. 

So the vote of Mr. Asner was not received. 

Mr. BOOTH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to present at this time certain resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. BURT. 1 call for the regular order of 
business. 

So the resolutions were not received. 


THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour to be the réport. made by 


the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricwarpson,} 


from the select committee appointed to inquire 
whether Mr. Ewing, late Secretary of the Interior, 
had not reopened and paid certain accounts, and 
whether he had not improperly: paid interest on 
others, &c., &c. Shines : shies ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON was entitled to the ffoor; 
in continaation of his remarka of yesterday: 

Mr. MASON desired to be informed: by the 
| Speaker, whether it would be in order to move 
that the House proceed to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER said, the motion could be en- 
tertained only by unanimous consent. — 

Mr. RICHARDSON then resumed and con 
cluded his remarks. [A report of the speech will 
be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON having concluded— . 

Mr. VINTON obtained the floor, and called for 
' the. reading of the resolutions under which the com- 
mittee was raised. 

The resolutions were read. ‘ 

He then called for the reading of the resolutions 
| reported by the committee; which were read, as 
follow: . : : E 

Resolved, That.the payment by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of thirty-two thousand three hundred-and eighty-two 
dollars and fifty cents, to the administrator of Commodore 
i James Barron, as commutation pay for the naval services 
of said Barron during the revolutionary war, was made in 
violation of law. g 
| Resolved, That officers of the Virginia navy during the 
| war of the Revolution, are not entitied to commutation pay» 
Resolved, Fhat the payment of compound interestin the 
| ease of Commodore James Barron, was made in violation of 

law. ` e a] A 

Resolved, That the sum òf $56,021 49 paid to Messrs. 
Corcoran and Riggs, as assignees of Wiliam M. Gwin, was 
| justly due the Chickasaw. kudiang, and was improperly paid 
| to Corcoran and Riggs. . 

He moved the following amendment as à substi- 
tute: 

Resolved, That inasmuch a& the first, second, and third of 
the resolutions adopted by the House on the 22d day of April 
| Jast on motion of. Mr. Ricuarpson, of Illinois, do not charge 
the Secretary of the Interior as the foundation of the inqui- 
ties therein directed to be made, with any crime or misde- 
meanor, and do not propose any change of the existing laws, 
the same are reseinded; and that the report of the select 
|! committee presented on Wednesday last, be recommited to 
said committee, with instructions to report on the fourth,and 
fifth resolutions onty. 


| The question being on agreeing 


| ment— 
| Mr VINTON, after a further incidental remark, 
explanatory of the circumstances.ip ‘which thè re- 
ort of the majority. had been seen by gentlemen 
efore it was made to the..House, proceeded to 
| vindicate the course-of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, by reference to the facts attending the alow- 
| ance of the claims, denying that they had been 
| paid in favoritism to Whigs, and stating that the 
| payment had been, on the contrary, principally, if 
not exclusively, to Democrats. He also discussed 
| the question of power, arguing that the majority 
| of the committee had transcended their legitimate 
jorisdiction. oe ; 
His remarks (which will be published in the 
Appendix) wére interrupted at ten minutes past 
twelve, b : , 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, who interposed, and 


to the amend- 


, 


E. 


(addressing the Speaker) inquired if the morning 
hour had expired? ; 

The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. HARRIS inquired if it was in order. to 
move to proceed to the consideration of the busi- 
ness.on the Speaker’s table ? bet 

Mr. VINTON. If the gentleman will let me 
alone, I shall bring my remarks to a close ‘ina 
few minutes. | , ; 

The SPEAKER. It is ia order for the gentle- 
man to move to proceed to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope my colleague 
will not insist. upon his motion, but allow the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinron] to proceed with 
his remarks. ` 


Mr. HARRIS waived his motion. 


Mr. VINTON proceeded with his remarks for | 


some minutes, when he was again interrupted by 

Mr. ROBINSON, who said that the morning 
hour having expired, he moved that the House 
poe to the consideration of business on the 

peaker’s table. 

WESTERN STEAMBOATS. 

Mr: McLANE, of Maryland, said, that before 
the question was put on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Ropinson,] he (Mr. 
McL.) would ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to have a bill printed. He hoped the House 
would receive the motion, as he was too unwell to 
remain in the House until the committees were 
called. It wasa billto amend an act to provide for 
the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled, in whole or in part, by 
steam, and to limit the number of passengers car- 
ried on said vessels. 

By general consent the bill was ordered to be 
be printed. 

HUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 
. The question then recurred on the motion of 


Mr. Rosrnson that the House proceed to the con- 


sideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Some conversation followed, after which— 

‘The question was.taken, and the affirmative vote 
was declared to be.68. : 

Mr. ROBINSON asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

The negative vote was declared to be 50. 

Tellers were then ordered, and Messrs. Brown, 
of Mississippi, and Jackson, of New York, were 
appointed. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired of the Speaker how 
many minutes of his hour the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinron] had left? 

The SPEAKER said, about twenty minutes. 

The question was then again taken, and the 
vote stood—ayes 85, noes 53. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order, to be the bill No. 214, making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy at 
West Point, which bill had been returned from the 
Senate with amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY desired, he said, to state the char- 
acter of the amendment made by the Senate, in 
order that the Chair might determine whether it 
was necessary. to commit the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. B. then explained the change made in the 
bill, in relation to the salaries of professors. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, submitted 
to the Chair, as a point of order, that the rule of 
the House required that this amendment should 
first be considered in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The 
point, not being aware of the character of the 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
ation. _. 

The SPEAKER. If the amendment contem- 
plates an additional appropriation, it must, in the 
opinion of the Chair, be considered in Committee 
‘of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


It increases the appropri- 


Mr. BAYLY. It increases slightly the amount 


of the appropriation, but 
The SPEAKER. ‘Then it must be considered 


in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WHITE was understood to.inquire of the 
Speaker, whether it was not competent for the 


Chair cannot decide that | 


House to.concur in the amendment at this time 


‘without referring it to the Committee of the Whole 


on thé state of the Union? 


The SPEAKER. The House cannot, by the 


‘rule, consider a proposition involving an appro- 


priation of money, without its. first having been 
réferred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ; 

The bill and amendment were then referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

CALIFORNIA. 

The bill next in order was the bill from-the 
Senate providing “‘ for the admission of the State 
of California into the Union.” 

The bill having been read twjce by its title— 

There was a great spring for the floor. ` 

‘Mr. BOYD obtained it. If (he said, address- 
ing the Speaker) I understand this bill, its com- 
mitment is not necessary. Does it contain an ap- 
propriation ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill does not contain 
any appropriation, and does not therefore require 
to be committed. 

Mr. BOYD. Then I propose an amendment 
providing for the establishment of the territorial 
government of Utah. And I have only to say, 
that it ia precisely the same amendment as I pro- 
posed to the Texan boundary bill, and afterwards 
withdrew. My object is to have the sense of the 
House—— 

Mr. VINTON, (interposing.) I rise to a point 
of order. 

Mr. BOYD. Ido not intend to call the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Vinton.) The gentle- 
man from Ohio will state his point of order. 

Mr. VINTON. It is, that the amendment of 


| the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyn] is not 


germane to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vinron] makes the point of order that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Boyn] is not in order to this bill, The Speaker is 
of opinion that the decision made by himself when 
the other bill was under consideration, covers the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio; 
and, in conformity with that opinion, rules that the 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. VINTON. | appeal from the decision, and 
inquire of the Speaker whether the appeal is de- 
batable? » 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. VINTON said he proposed, then, to submit 
a few remarks on the appeal. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked that 
order might be restored in the Hall. 

After the lapse of some time— 

Mr. VINTON proceeded with his remarks. He 
said that as the Speaker had placed his decision 
upon the principle of that made the other day on 
the Texan boundary bill, he (Mr. V.) desired to 
say a word on that point. That bill came from 
the Senate. It was a bill to settle the boundary 
line of the State of Texas, and nothing else, except 
to pay a sum of money to Texas. According to 
his understanding of the matter, nothing was in 
order on that bill except an amendment, changing 
the line of boundary or the amount of money to 
be paid. There was not a word in the bill about 
territory acquired from Mexico. It had nothing 
to do with territory acquired from Mexico. Would 
the Speaker have decided, if he had moved to 
amend the Texas boundary bill by a proposition 
to establish a circuit court in the State of Texas, 
that it was a proper amendment? He thought not. 
Yet such an amendment would certainly have been 
as germane as an amendment providing a territorial 
government for New Mexico. Now, here was a 
bill to establish a State government for California, 
and to admit her as a State into the Union. 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky pro- 


| posing to establish a territorial government forUtah, 


had no connection whatever with it, A State and a 
Territory were not akin to each other. The ad- 
mission of a State was an act in the exercise of a 
power vested in Congress by the Constitution, and 
was an act of an entirely different nature from the 
organization of a territorial government. He ob- 
jected to the introduction of this question of a ter- 
ritorial government in this bil. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Do I understand that the 
gentleman from Ohio has taken an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? 


The | 
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‘Fhe SPEAKER replied'in the affirmative; and 
stated that the question was on the appeal-taKen 
by the gentleman fromOhio +. eee! i 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Twill not, at:this tat 
stage of the session, protract the. debate’ on this 
appeal. Yhe:point of order has been discussed in 
this and in the other branch of Congress,.from | 
time to time, during the whole session; itis a Joss 
of time to. continue:the discussion further. at this. 
late stage of the session; and J rise to terminate: it: 
by moving the previous question upon this appeal, 
or by moving to Jay it on the table. 0 5 2 es 

The SPEAKER. What motion does ‘the.gen-. 
tleman make? l eee 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I. move the’ previous 
question. Bah 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? Upon this question the gentleman from — 
Illinois moves the previous question. - : 

_ Will the House second the demand for the pre- 
vious question ? ` 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the reading of the 
53d rule. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
appeal on the table, j i 

Mr. RUMSEY-demanded the yeas and nays. i 

The 53d rule was read: egalt ie iun 


«No motion or proposition on a subject different frony 
that under consideration shall be admitted. under color oË 
amendment. No bili or resolution shah, at any time, be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” i 


The question being upon laying the appeal ow 
the table, s 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and decided in the 
negalive—yeas 86, nays 116; as follow: 


YEAS—Messr&. Albertson, Anderson, Averett, Bay. 
Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck; 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, E, Carrington Cabell 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Wit 
liamzon R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Futter, 
Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Baymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Liefer, 
Levin, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDon- 
ald, McDowell, McLauahan, Robert M. McLane, MeMat- 
len, Morehead, Morton, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, 
Pheénix, Powell, Robbins, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Strong, Sweeter, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thonipson, John B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Walden, Watkins, Wellborn, Williams, aid Young—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Baker, Sennett; 
Bingham, Booth, Bowdon, Briggs, Albert. G. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B, Butler, Joseph Cuble,’ 
Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Col- 
cock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, 
Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dancan, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fitch, 
Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hal- 
Joway, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Houston, Hows, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Wil- 
tiam T. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, George G. 
King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Littie= 
fietd, Horace Man, Matteson, McGaughey, McKisaock, 
Finis E. McLean, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meacham, Meade, 
Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Olds, Orr, Otis, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw 
telle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoojeratt, Seddon,’ Bil- 
vester, Sprague, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus: 
Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Wilson, and Weodward—H6. 


[Mr. McLANE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Hammonp, was detained from his seat for this 
day, and had paired off with a gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Coneer.] 

So the appeal was not laid on the table. 
The question recurring, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee??? and the question first being upon the second 
of the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON inquired, in case the pre- 
vious question were seconded, how long it would 
continue in operation. 

The SPEAKER. The previous questien will 
exhaust itself upon the appeal. ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS repeated the question of Mr: 
Ricuarpson, and received from the Speaker'a 
similar reply. : 

The previous question was seconded; and 

The main question was ordered; 

The main question was, ‘Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?’ 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. GOTT, and many others 
demanded the yeas and nays. “te, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was then 


1770 


THE CONGRESSIONAL : 


7 3 Sept: 


taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 87, nays 
115; as follow: . : : 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson; Alston, Anderson, Averett, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwet, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander 
Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Genuy, Gerry, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Green, Hall, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Havusond, Bibbard, Hibiard, Hoagland, How- 
ard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Leffier, Job Mann, Mar- 
shall, Mason, McClernand, MeDonatd, MeDowell, McLan- 
ahin, Robert M. McLane, MeMulten, Morehead, Morton, 
Outlaw, Owen. Parker, Peasiee, Phænix, Powell, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, J. Thompson, J. B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Walden, Watkins, Welborn, Williams, and Young—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Baker, Bennett, 
Bingham, Booth, B wdon, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph 
Cable, Caivin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Colcock; Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, 
Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fiteh, 
Fowler, Freediey;, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halto- 
way, Harlan, Sampson W Harris, Hebard, Henry, Hoia- 
day, Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
Wiliam T. Jackson, Robert W. Jobnson, Jutian, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 
Levin, Littefield, Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, 
McKissock, MeQneen, MeWillie, Meacham, Meade, Mill- 
gan, Moore, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, 
Orr, Oris, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, 
Reynolds, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, Sacket!, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Sehoolcrart, Seddon, Silvester, 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetsan, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Thorman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wilson, 
and Woodward-—115. i 


So the decision of the Speaker was reversed, 


and the House decided that the amendment was | 


not in order, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of 
inquire——~ 

Mr. FOWLER. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and that 
that motion be laid upon the table. 
` Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I rise to 
propose a substitute for the bill, 1 move to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert what L 
send to the Chair. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the substitute, 
when— 

Mr. MEADE rose and said that he wished to 
offer an amendment to the bill before the substitute 
was offered. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would-yield the floor 
for the purpose, if he did not thereby lose his right 
to it. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meane] might offer his amendment 
by the unanimous consent of the House, 


Mississippi. I rise to 


Mr. MEADE said he understood that the prop- | 


osition of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
THomeson] isa substitute, and that an amendment 
to the bill was first in order, 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. THomrson] was entitled to floor. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meane] could 
offer the amendment when he had the floor. 

Mr. MEADE. [have no doubt that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. Tuompson] will 
allow the amendment to go in. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I certainly will. 

The amendment of Mr. Meane, to come in as a 
proviso to the first section of the bill, was then read, 


as follows: 

Insert before the proviso— 

u“ And that all owners of slavea within the State aforesaid 
shall be allowed twelve months after the passage of this act, 


to remove them from the limits thereof; and should any ese 


eape from their masters, they ehali be delivered up in the 
manner provided for by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States.” 

The amendment having been read, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair states to the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Meaps,} that he 
can only offer the amendment at the present time 
by the unanimous consent of the House. No 
amendment can be offered by a gentleman who is 
not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Tuomrson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish that my amend- 
ment may be read. 

The substitute was accordingly read, and is as 
follows: 


A Bit to authorize the admission of California as a State 
into this Union, and to form a territorial government for 
South California. 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Represeutatives of 


the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That as 
soon as California shall have passed in convention an ordi- 
nance providing: ` è : 

That she relinquishes ali title or claim to tax, dispose of, 
or in any way to interfere with the primary disposal by the 
United States of the public domain within her limits ; 

That she wil) notinterpose her authority and power 80 as 
to ohstruct.or impede any control which the United States 
may deem advisable to exercise over such districts in the 
mining regions, (either now discovered, or to be discovered 
hereafter,) as may not be included in any lawful grant made 
to private individuals, or to corporations, prior to the cession 
of California to the United States 5 ` 

That the lands of the non-residents shall never be taxed 
higher than those of residents; 

That the navigable waters shall be open and free to all 
citizens of the United States, those of California included ; 
and 

That her southern limits shall be restricted to the Mis- 


souri compromise line, (thirty-six degrees thirty minutes of 


north latitude.) e 

And as soon as she shall have produced to the President 
af the United States satisfactory and authentic evidence 
that the terms above set forth have heen fully and exactly 
complied with, the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and requested, without any further 
action on the part of Congress, to issne his proclamation de- 
elaring that California is, and she shall thereupon be, ad- 


‘mitted into the Union upon an equat footing with the ori- 


ginal States in all respects whatsoever. 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That such portions of 
the revenue collected in the ports of California as may re- 
main unexpended at the time of the issuing of the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation as aforesaid, shall be paid over to the 
said State of California. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Senators and 
Representatives elect now before Congress for the said State 
of California, shall he entitled to receive, and shail receive, 
the mileage, and the per diem pay, allowed to the Delegate 
from the Territory of Oregon, from the day that the message 
of the President transmitting the constitution of California 
was received by Congress. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the country lying 
hetween thirty-six degrees thirty minutes of north tati- 
tnde, and the boundary line between Mexico and the United 
States, established by the treaty of Gnadalupe Hidalgo, and 
extending from the Pacific to the Sierra Madre, shall consti- 
tnte a Territory under the name of the Territory of South 
California, and shall he organized, as such, under the pro- 
visions of this bill applying to the Territory of New Mexico, 
in ali respects whatsoever; and shall, when ready, able, 
and willing, to become a State, and desiring to be such, be 
admitted into the Union, with or without slavery, as the 
people thereof may desire and make known through their 
constitution. 


Mr. ORR addressed the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr - TnomPson] yield the floor? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Forexplanation. 

Mr. ORR. I desire the gentleman to yield the 
floor to enable me to move an amendment to the 
original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already sta- 
ted, that a gentleman cannot yield the floor to 
another to move an amendment except by unani- 
mous consent. È 

Mr. HALL. T object. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to inquire whether, 
having the floor, I can offer an amendment to the 
original bill ? ” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man can. 

Mr: THOMPSON. If. the gentleman from 
South Carolina will hand me his amendment, then, 
perhaps I will accept it. 

Mr. Oxr passed his amendment over to Mr. 
THOMPSON. 

The amendment having been read, 

Mr. THOMPSON accepted it as his own, and 
offered it, as follows: 

Provided, That the southern boundary of said State be 
and is hereby established on the parallel of 36° 30” north 
latitude, 

The question being first upon agreeing to the 
amendment to the bill— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, ‘said: Mr. 
Speaker, | know and feel that the hour of de- 


bate is passed, and that this House is impatient | 


for action; but I am constrained even yet to make 
one mere effort to secure justice for that section of 
the Union [ represent. It is (rue I struggle with- 
out hope: I know the result in advance. But I 
have sought the floor to enable me to place on 
record my own opinions and views. 

The substitute proposed limits the boundary of 
California by that ancient, well-known line on the 
south of 36030. It admits California when she 
has agreed not to interfere with the primary dispo- 
sal of the land, and pledges herself to those stipu- 
lations which were required of the other new 
States, by proclamation of the President. It organ- 
izes a territorial government for the residue of the 


country, south of the line of 36° 30’, to be called 


South California, and adopts for its government 
the same provisions enacted on yesterday for New 
Mexico. 


_ Sir, I believe, there is but one. feeling from one 
end of the Union to the other—that the Éoundaries 
of California, as. now claimed, are. unreasonably 
large.. This opinion is not peculiar'to the South, 
but I know it is also entertained by. the whole 
North. ae 2 

Had the people of California, finding themselves 
left without a government by Congress, formed 
one-looking to the securement of their own rights 
alone, we all admit that there ewould have been 
force, and even propriety, in their making a gov- 
ernment for themselves. Had they been content 
with limits which were confined to an effort to sê- 
cure their own protection, it would have presented 
a strong case, calling upon our liberality; and it 
would have diminished the difficulty of overlooking 
her gfoss irregularities,- But when it 18 apparent 
to us all, that this whole movement. is a political 
manœuvre; when a band of adventurers, enter- 
ing upon the public land in violation of law, ate 
tempts to fix the fundamental law for an empire, 
embracing a country large enough for five States 
of the ordinary size, the character of the whole 
transaction is apparent. Were it not that the 
South is excluded—that slavery is excluded, 1] do 
not believe a ‘single northern vote could be ob- 
tained for her admission with her present limits. 
We yet have her boundaries in our hands. 

I repeat,-her gigantic proportions characterize 
this whole proceeding as ‘a political movement, ` 
conceived in fraud, carried forward in fraud, and 
this House this day is called upon to baptize and 
confirm this gross aod outrageous fraud. 

This is my judgment, and however others may 
be disposed to acquiesce in this application, Ican- 
not doubt that in their hearts they entertain the 
same feeling. 

Another thing: This Government stands in a 
different position to this country from any new 
State which has been admitted heretofore. The 
United States has never asserted jurisdiction in 
California. We have never exerted our power to 
dispose of the public domain. Without our per- 
mission, squatters are now in possession of the 
lands of California. The Convention which framed 
the constitution on which wé are now acting, 
claimed and asserted their right of. sovereignty. 
Their constitution and laws are now in full opera- 
tion. The State of California is taxing the settlers 
for the use of our property. In our hot haste, we 
{| are rushing into a conflict. California excitement 
and California troubles will not end with her ad- 
mission. i 

Are gentlemen prepared to jeopardize the 
whole public domain? That California will claim 
| the mines, and most of the valuable lands, I be- 
lieve; that the Government of the United States 
will ultimately yield in the controversy, 1 cannot 
doubt. 

In former times, there was: more particularity 
and caution in the admission of-new States; it was 
in those days, when the doctrine of State -rights 
meant something. Then each State, before she 
assumed her equal position among the Confederacy 
of States, was required to agree beforehand to the 
stipulations which seemed to conflict with her sov- 
ereignty. Even in those cases in latter days when 
the previous stipulations were pretermitted, the 
Government had surveyed her lands and sold them 
to settlers, and the interest of every voter was 
directly enlisted in maintaining your title. It is 
different with California; there the interest of 
every voter will enlist him in opposition to your 
title. ‘Vote yourself a farm” will become an elec- 
tioneering cry; or perhaps it may be, vote yourself 
| a gold mine, Whoever raises the cry will triumph, 
| Their distance from us, and the yielding to their 
commands which this day will witness, will em- 
bolden them in their demands.. They will threaten 
secession, and complain loudly of harsh treat- 
ment, f . 

The consequence, unless the precaution provi- 
ded for in my substitute prevails, will be, that Con- 

gress will finally recede, and California will come 
Í into the exclusive proprietorship of the mines, if 
not of the whole public domain. : 

I ask gentlemen of the North and of the South, 
Are you prepared to rush headlong and blindly 
into such a dispute, when, by a short delay, the 
whole dispute may be avoided? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania; Will the 
gentleman from Mississippi allow me to ask a 
single question? 


Mr. THOMPSON. 


Certainly. 


aT 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STEVENS.’ I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman whether he does not think, when that 
claim is set up, we can buy it off for ten millions 
of dollars? [A laugh.] 
© Mr. THOMPSON. I think very likely. Mon- 
ey is a sovereign remedy; but I am opposed to 
it. I wish to avoid a future necessity for deple- 
ting the Treasury. I wish to settle this. question 
now. I feel that I am speaking against. the fixed 
determination of this House. But what is the 
necessity of admitting California now? Require 
her to comply with the conditions proposed, and 
she can and will assent by the next session. Do 
you want her votes now? Not for the tariff, be- 
cause in this you will fail, as her very position 

ill ever make her a free-trade State. But I will 
not detain you with these views. 

The adoption ofra territorial government for 
South California is demanded by the people of 
that country. The whole South asks for the divis- 
jon as an act of’justice. Every consideration of 
sound policy demands this division. We are 
ready to accept the territorial government for 
South California that you have given to New Mex- 
ico. In this, it is said, you will get two free States: 
this is not certain, but it is certain that if Califor- 
nia is ever divided by her own consent, both 
States will be free. That she will be forced to a 
division before ten years, is tome morally certain. 
The Constitution gives her the power to divide 
herself as often as she can obtain the consent of 
Congress to such a division. Political strength 
and consequence, on the Pacific coast, will be ob- 
tained by the larger number of States. This feel- 
ing will be aided by the ambition of political aspi- 
rants and the violence of inevitable sectional dis- 
putes which prevail more or less in every State. 

By the formation of a territorial government, 
the wholeSouth will feel that they are not excluded 
by your act---that the majority here has some re- 
spect still for them and their rights. You show 
a disposition to do right; and a manifestation of 
that spirit of justice will restore peace and har- 
mony to. the country. You can now put your 
heel upon the South, tamper with their feelings, 
and trample upon their rights. 

I see that the majority are bent on their pur- 
poses. I despair of equity. I have done my ut- 
most to ward off this blaw. My counsel has been 
unheeded, and I am overpowered. This outrage 
is this day to be perfected, and all I can do is, to 
leave the people’s rights in the keeping of the 
people. In their action I shall acquiesce with 
more cheerfulness than in your arbitrary course. 
I would, in the language of the President, in 
his late message to Congress, that in the train of 
the passage of these several measures in relation 
to slavery, I could hope for ‘* a return of harmony 
tand good will, an increased attachment to the 
t Union, and the general satisfaction of the coun- 
ttry? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not obtained the 
floor for the purpose of discussion. This question 
has been debated long-enough. I move the pre- 

© vious question. 

Tellers were asked and ordered. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Mave 
and the Speaker, as to the right of the former gen- 
tleman to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (in reply to an inquiry) 
said, he declined to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MEADE asked the yeas and nays, which 
were refused, ten members only voting in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. FOWLER (to the Speaker.) Will the 
Speaker state what the effect of the previous ques- 
tion will be? i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the ad- 
journment of the House. 3 

The question having been taken, and decided 
in the negative, the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. FOWLER now repeated “his question as 
to the effect of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the previous 
question, if sustained, will be this: the House will 
be brought to a vote, first on the amendment, then 
onthe substitute, and then on the third reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMES. { move a call of the House, 
and I ask the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

And a call of the House was refused. 


Mr. MEADE, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order 
to move an amendment to the bill ? i 

The SPEAKER. Not ‘pending the previous 
question. 

Tellers (Messrs. McQueen and Otis) were 
then appointed. ; 

And the question, “ Will the House second the 
demand for the previous question??? was then 
taken,,and decided in the affirmative—ayes 121, (a 
majority of the whole House,) noes not counted. 

So there was a second; and the main question 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved a reconsideration of 
the vote just taken, and that that motion be laid 
upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The main question was then’ stated to be on the 
amendment of Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi. 

Mr. McQUEEN and Mr. INGE asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Irise to a point of or- 
der. I understand that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. THomrson] proposes an amendment 
to the original bill, and then a substitute for the 
whole bill. I make the point of. order, that the 
gentleman from Mississippi occupying the floor, 
had to make his election between offering an 
amendment and offering a substitute; and -that it 
was not competent for him to offer beth. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thesame point of order was 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, and was 
overruled; and it is new too late to make the point 
of order. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

The question upon agreeing to the amendment 
of Mr. Tuompson to the bill was taken, and de- 
eided in the negative—yeas 75, nays 132; as fol- 
ow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Beale, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, A. G. Brown, 
Burt, E. C. Caball, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Deberry, Ed- 
mundson, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Green, 
Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp:on W. 
Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, 


Joseph W, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, | 


Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Marshall, 
Mason, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Millson, Morehead, 
Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Sav- 
age, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, and Wood- 
ward—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Baker, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel. Burrows, Chester But- 
ler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, 
Ourtter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Dimmick, Disney. Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fiteh, Fowler, 
Freedtey, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Harlan, Thomas L. 
Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson. Julian, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, McKis- 
sock, McLanahan, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, New- 
ell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps. Phenix, Pitman, 


Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, | 


Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooteraft, Silvester, Sprague, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Tay- 
lor, James Thompson, Charman, Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—132, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to_ the 
amendment offered by Mr. Tuompson, of Mis- 
sissippi, as a substitute for the bill—. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


The Clerk commenced the call, and had pro- | 


ceeded with but a few names, when 

Mr. MORTON interposed, and inquired if it 
would be in order to have the amendment re- 
ported ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be again reported 
by unanimous consent. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER. It is the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The call was resumed, and concluded with the 
following result—yeas 71, nays 134; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Beale, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, E.C. Ca- 
bell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell. Clingman, 


W. R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Daniel, Meberry, Edmundson, | 


Alexander Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Green, Hamilton, 
Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hilliard, 
Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. 


Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James E. Johnson;: Robert 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Marshall, Mason; Mé- 
Dowell, Robert M. McLane, Finis BE. McLean, MeMatien, 
McQueen, .Me Willie, Meade, Milisoh,- Morebead, Morse, 
Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell; Savage, Sed-" 
don, Shepperd,. Frederick P. Stanton, Richard. H. Stanton, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson. Toombs, 
Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, and Woodward—71. © ’ 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alien, Andrews, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee,; Booth, Bowie, Bowi, 
Breck, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, 
Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cote, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey,Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer; ‘Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, Nathan ‘Evans, Fiteh, “Fowler, 
Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gor 
man, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Harlan, Thomas t, Här- 
ris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Nous- 
ton, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, Julian, Kerr, 
Geurge G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, Leffler, Levin, Litlefield, Horace ‘Manu, Job Minn, 
Matteson, MeClernard, MeDonald, McGaughey, McKis- 
sock, MeLanahan, Meacham, Moore, Motris, Nelson, New- 
ell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Pit- 
man, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, 
Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraf!, Silvester, Sprague, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Tay- 
lor. James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van 
Dykg, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, 
White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, ang 
Young—134. a MS 

So the substitute offered by Mr...Tnomrson 
was rejected. , Ee 

The question then recurred on ordering the bilt 
to a third reading. ` a 
Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn; 
and asked the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused, (ten members 
voting therefor.) ; 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hoxumes, and decided in the negative without 
a division.” i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question again recurred on ordering the 
bill toa third reading. etna, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. - 1 think a 
decent respect for the House, requires that the 
bill should at least be read in the hearing of the 
House. 

The bill was then read. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the yeas 
and nays on ordering the bill to a third reading, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question, ‘* Shall the bill be ordered toa 
third reading??? was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 151, nays 57, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Brooks; Willian J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B.: Butler, 
J. Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Ca- 
sey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Durkec, 
Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fiteh, Fow- 
ler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Har- 
lan, fhomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Wiliam T. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, 


| George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 


Leffier, Levin, Littlefield, H. Mann, Job Mann, Marshab, 
Mason, Matteson, McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, 
McKissock, McLanahan, R. M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, 
Meacham, Moore, Morchead, Morris, Neisov Newell, Ogle, 
Olds, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson,” 
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Sehoolerafi, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, James 
Thov:pson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Under- 
hill, Van Dyke, Vinton; Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Went- 
worth, Wiite, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Witson, 
and Young--151. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowdon, Boyd, Atbert G. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, George 
A. Caldweil, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcoek, 
Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Featherston, Green, Haral- 
son, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hilliard, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Rowa:d, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kaufman, La Sére, McDowell, McMut- 
len, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Millson, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Savage, Seddon, Shep- 
perd, £. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, and Wood- 
waid—57. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the*previous 

uestion on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read 
a third time. 

The bill was then read-a third time; and 

The question being on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. 1 move to lay the bill 
on the table, and I call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordéred.. | 

The motion of Mr. FEATHERSTON was put, and 
rejected. i 


wu 


The question recurring, ‘«Shall:this, bill pass m., 
The previous question wasi seconded, and 

The main question. was ordered. 

. Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, Mr. GOTT, 
and others. demanded- the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays. were ordered. : 

The question, ‘ Shall this bill pass ?? was then 
taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 150, 
nay#56; as follow: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexinder, Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, W.J. Brown, 
Buel, Burrows, Chester Buucr, T: B. Buter, Joseph Cable, 
J. P. Caidwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunbam, Durkee, Eliot, Alex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans. Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freed- 
ley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Gott; Gould, Grinnell, Hait, Halloway, Hamilton, Harlan, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, A. Johnson, 
James L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, J. 
G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Leffler, Levin, Little- 
field, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, 
McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, Me Kissock, McLan- 
ahan, Robert M. McLane, F, E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, 
Morehead, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Otis, Peas- 
lee, Peck, Phelps, Phænix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, 
Reynatds, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, 
Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Sitvester, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, John 
B. Thempson, ‘Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whit- 
uesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilson, and Young—150. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowdon, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabell, George A. 
Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Danici, De- 
berry, Edmundson, Featherston, Green, Haralson, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Kauman, La Sere, McDowell, McMullen, McQueen, Me- 
Witlie, Meade, Millson, Morse, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Powell, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, ‘Thomas, Jseob Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Weliborn, and Woodward—i6. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved a reconsideration 
of the vote, and that that motion be laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the question 
should first be taken on the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was then read, and agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Ricwarpson, and having been decided in the 
affirmative, the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill had been passed was: laid upon the 
table. 

UTAH. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of taking up the bill to establish the territorial 
government of Utah. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 
miltee of the Whole on. the state of the Union is 
in order, but the committee must determine what 
business it will take up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, I move that the House 
resolve itgelf into Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union. 
Mr. CROWELL moved that the House ad- 


ourn. . 
: Mr. PHELPS asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. 
And the question having been taken, the House 
refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred on the motion of | 


Mr. Harais, of Illinois, and was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House resolved. itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Mc- 
Crernanp in the Chair. 

“The CHAIRMAN announced the regular busi- 
hess before the committee to be the special message 
of the President relating to the admission of Cali- 
fornia, and the bil! of Mr. Dory on the same 
subject. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, moved that the Sub- 
ject be laid aside, and that the committee take up 


the Senate bill to establish the territorial govern- | 


ment of Utah. è 

The CHAIRMAN made a remark not heard. 

Mr. BOYD inquired if it was in order to offer 
a substitute. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, withdrew the 
substitute he had heretofore offered to Mr. Dory’s 
bill. 

Mr. BOYD. Then I propose the adoption of 
what I send to the Chair. i 

-He sent up an amendment, as a substitute for 


+ vist 


the bill, and stated that it was the amendment 
which he had offered some days ago, for the es- 


tablishment of a territorial government for Utah, || 


and which he had subsequently withdrawn. He 
suggested that the first reading be waived, and that 
the bill be read section by section for amendment, 

Mr. VENABLE. I rise to a question of order. 
Lask for information in the first place whether the 
Utah bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? . 

No response was heard. from the Chairman. 

Great confusion prevailed. ~ 

Mr. BOWLIN. I move thatthe bill be read 
section by. section. for amendment. ` 

Mr. BOYD. I should be glad if we could have 
order. [do not understand what we are about. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis proposed that the bill 
be read section by section, for amendment. 

Mr. BOYD... That is my proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Before the reading 
commences, I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, whether the bill he proposes 
is a copy of the Senate bill? whether there are 
any changes? and if so, what they are? 

Mr. Dory here withdrew his bill to admit Cali- 
fornia as a State. 

Mr. BOYD. As every gentleman on the com- 
mittee understands what the Senate bill is, I pro- 
pose, by unanimous consent, that we avoid travel- 
ing step by step over the various. intervening 
questions to reach it, and at once to take up the 
Utah bill as it was sent to us from that body. If 
gentlemen object, we can act upon the bill I pro- 

ose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the unanimous consent 
given to take up the Senate bill? 

No objection was heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that no objection is made. 

Mr. FOWLER. To read the bill section by 
sections? : 

The CHAIRMAN replied affirmatively. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the Chairman have the 
goodness to call the committee to order, so that 
we can hear and see what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN called to order, and requested 
gentlemen to take their seats. ` 

The bill from the Senate entitled “ An act to es- 
tablish a territorial government for Utah’? was 
then taken up. . 


The first section was read, as follows : 

« Be it enacted, §c., Çc., That all that part of the territory 
of the United States: included within the following limits, 
to wit: hounded on the west by the State of California, on 
the north by the Territory of Oregon, and on the east by the 
summit of the Rocky Mountains, and on the south by the 
thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude, be and the same is 
hereby created into a temporary government, by the name 
of the Territory of Utah; and when admitted as a State, the 
said Territory, or any portion of the same, shall be received 
into the Union, with ar without slavery, as their constitution 
may prescribe at the time of their admission: Provided, That 
nothing in this act contained shall be construed to inhibit 
the Government of the United States from dividing said 
Territory into two or more Territories, in such manner and 
at such times as Congress shall deem convenientand proper, 
or from attaching any portion of said Territory to any other 
State or Territory of the United States.” 


_ Mr. WENTWORTH. There is one proviso 
in this section of the bill; and there may not bea 


more appropriate place to add another. I move 
the following amendment. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 


know what bill we have before us? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, the bill from the 
Senate establishing a territorial government for 
Utah. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. WENTWORTH 
was read: 

“That neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except 
for crime whereof the party shall have been daly convicted, 
shall existin any of the Territories acquired by the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo.*? : 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I wish to say this to 
the House—I will not detain them a minute—that 
I would like if the committee would allow the 
amendment to be voted upon the bill here in com- 
mittee, so as to bring us to a test vote upon this 
question in the House. Iam not so blind to the 
existing state of things in this House as not to 
know that this amendment will be voted down; 


| but in the spirit of amity and concord {a laugh] 


which has prevailed generally for a few days past, 
I hope the House will consent that the small mi- 
nority now in favor of the Wilmot proviso may 
have the opportunity of recording their votes upon 
the question. 3 R 


Mr. HARALSON was understood to. raise the 
oint of order against the amendment of Mr, 
Wearwonre, that it was irrelevant and out of or- 
der, as it applied to the Territories for whieh Con- 
gress had.already provided territorial governments, 
and was not confined to the Territory to which this 
bill related. a : oe 
The CHAIRMAN was understood to suatain 


the point of order. os 
Let the Clerk modify 


_ Mr. WENTWORTH. 
it to make it in order. 

The amendment was read in its modified form, 
as follows: > Ý pa 

«That neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, excépt 
for erime whereof the party shail have ‘been duly.con- 
victed, shall exist in the said Territory.” ` sr 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. WENTWORTH, - ; a 

Mr. BOOTH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Savace and 
FowLer were appointed. ` 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 69, noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOYD. I move that the committee rise, 
with the view of closing the debate. 

Mr. MEADE. í have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, appealed to 
Mr. Boy» to withdraw his motion to rise, stating 
that it was not necessary, because no disposition’ 
had been shown by any gentleman to debate. ` 

Mr. MEADE. | offer an amendment to come 
in at the end of the first section of the bill, carrying 
out the principle of non-intervention. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

« That all laws heretofore passed by Congress prohibiting 
African slavery in any Territory lying west of the Missis- 
sippi river, be and the same are hereby repealed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. MEADE. I take an appeal from that de- 
cision. : i 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative without 
a division. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. SEDDON moved the following amendment, 
to come in immediately after the provision that the 
Territories when formed into States should be 
admitted with or without slavery, as the peop 
should in their constitutions declare: ` 

« And that prior to the formation of State constitutions, 
there shall be no prohibition by reason of any law ot usage 
existing in said Territory, or by the action of:the. territorial 
legislature, of the emigration of all citizens of the United 
States with any kind of property recognized as such in any 
of the States of the Union.” 

Mr. S. said: I offer this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, for no purpose of mere delay or obstruction, 
but in good faith, to obtain an expression of the 
sense of the committee. It is not my purpose to 
comment upon the details or character of the meas- 
ures which, by its action on yesterday and to-day, 
.it is clear this House has resolved to consummate 
“and pass. I feel too strongly and deeply the gross 
{wrong and outrage they inflict on my section and 
piate to characterize them in terms at once just 
and befitting the decoram of this place. This, the 
last in the series, is indeed the least objection- 
able, because it is based on the semblance of 
non-intervention, and may be considered as hold- 
i} ing out the profession of not excluding from 
the poor remnant of the magnificent acquisitions 
obtained from Mexico, covered by its provisions, 
the citizens of slaveholding States with their prop- 
erty. From all the residue, I fear, the southerner 
with his property must be held forever excluded— 
from the wide domains and exhaustless treasures 
of California by positive prohibition, now con- 
summated and ratified by the legislative sanction 
of this Congress, and from the whole extent as 
well of the territory purchased from Texas as of 
that included under the designation of New Mex- 
ico, both by the «supposed operation of Mexican 
law, and the well-known determination so recently 
evinced by the people on whom present power is 
| conferred to exclude the institutions of the South. 
The only chance remaining to the South is in-that 
isolated desert portion of the Great Basin, which 
has been abandoned, from its wortblessness, to the 
| Mormons; and even in regard to. that, į wish now 
| to test whether there is really to be, on the part 
of the South, the privilege of participation in its 
| enjoyment. 1 wish, sir, to see. if the principle of 


t 


T 


non-intervention is really to be adopted, and car- 
ried out in relation'to it. What benefit to us that 
States are to be admitted from this territory, with 
or without ‘slavery, asthe people forming State 
constitutions may prefer, if in the intermediate 
time the slaveholder with his property is to be. 
excluded by the pretext of Mexican law, or by’ 
the territorial legislation of the insignificant com- 
munities now occupying it? By the vote of the 
committee on my amendment, we can. determine 
whether this alleged intervention be a substance— 
a reality, or a mere shadow of'a name—a pretence 
and a cover for‘our exclusion, under the supposed 
operation of Mexican laws, or by hostile squatter 
legislation. Let us see whether our. rights, as 
southerners and slaveholders, to participation in 
our common territories will be acknowledged and 
secured, even as to this pitiful waste of desert land. 

The question was taken on the amendment by 
tellers, (Messrs. Brooks, and Jounson of Ken- 
tucky, acting as such,) and resulted in the nega- 
tive—ayes 55; noes 85. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
strike from the first section of the bill the follow- 
ing: 

“And when Admitted as a State, the said Territory, or 
any portion of the same, shall be received into.the Union, 
with or without slavery, as their constitution may prescribe 
at the time of their admission.” 

Mr. S. said, he uuderstood that it was intended 
to form territorial governments on the principle 

_of non-intervention. This was what he desired 
should be done; but in doing thisthey were pro- 
posing to go still further, and expressly provide 
for the condition of things in the Territories for all 
time tocome. He thought it did not become this 
Congress to attempt to bind future Congresses. In 
his opinion, each Congress ought to shoulder its 
own responsibilities. He desired that the future 
regulation of this matter should be. left to future 
Congresses, when the ‘Ferritories should present 
themselves for admission into the Union. I know 
(continued Mr.'S.) that there are a great many 
gentlemen of the North, who, notwithstanding the 
express instructions of their Legislatures, are ready 
to act.upon the other bills, and leave the question 
respecting slavery to be determined by the inhabit- 
ants of the Territory. 

There are others of us who have made up our 
minds never to vote for the admission of new slave 
States, except those which we are already bound 
by compact to admit, as in the case of the new 
States to be formed from a part of Texas. Now, 
in order to avoid this whole question, I desire to 
strike out what I have indicated, without inserting 
anything whatever. 

I know these acts of ours are not binding on 
future Congresses; but I know, also, that a great 
portion of mankind are apt to take these pledges 
as being really a part of the Constitution, or at 
least as having equal binding force with the Con- 
stitution itself. When the Missouri compromise, 
and when the compromise of 1833, were entered 
into, they became equivalent to constitutional pro- 
visions. The amendment that I now propose, 
sir, has for its object to introduce the doctrine of 
non-intervention, at least so far as to leave to fu- 
ture Congresses the privilege of acting for them- 
selves in relation to the. subject, and not to under- 
take to bind them. Itis not from factious motives 
that I have moved the amendment that is now 
before you. I have done it in good faith, for the 
purpose of testing thé disposition of the House, 
and | ask for tellers on the motion. 

‘he question was taken by tellers, on the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected—ayes 58, noes 85. 

Mr. FiTCH moved the following as an addi- 
tional proviso to the Ist section of the bill, viz: 

“ Provided, That the Mexican law prohibiting slavery be 
and remain in full force in said Territory.” 

Mr. MILLSON moved to amend the: amend- 
ment of Mr. Fitcn, by offering the following as a 
substitute: 

« Provided, That no law or usage existingin the said Ter- 
ritory, at or before the time when the same was acquired by 
the United States, shall be held to destroy or impair, within 
the said Territory, any rights of property or relations of per- j 
sous that may be now recognized and allowed in any of the į 
United States.” ` $ l 


Mr. M. gaid. I do not propose to exhaust 
the time and patience of the committee by a 
lenge: hened discussion of the merits of the question 
embraced in the proposition which I have sub- 
‘mitted. “My object is to test the strength of the 


doctrine of non-intervention, the true doctrine of 


| non-intervention, which leaves the rights of the 


citizens of the South where the Constitution has 
placed them, and removes every obstruction which 
has been putin their way by a foreign Government 
as well as their own. If gentlemen, then, are 
really in favor of that non-intervention of which 
they speak so much, they will not content them- 
selves with simply forbearing to insert a positive 
prohibjtion of slavery, believing it to be wnneces- 
sary to` do so, but they will also take care that the 
rights of southern citizens shall not be destroyed 
or impaired by the legislation of the Power that 
formerly owned this territory. Sir, if our equal 
rights are to be trampled upon, it will be but a poor 
consolation to be told, that itis done, not by the 
direct action of our own Congress, but by the na- 
tion from whom we conquered the territory. 

Ido not wish to be understood as expressing 
the opinion that any law or usage which existed 
in the territory at the time we acquired it, can 
properly be held to impair the rights of citizens of 
the United Stafes. My own personal opinion is 
clear and decided, that no law now exists there but 
American law; and ona former oceasion I en- 
deavored to sustain this view. But, sir, I have no 
confidence, upon this question, in the judges who 
will be appointed to decide these controversies, if 
any shall arise in this Territory. I know what 
their decisions will be, because know what the 
opinions of northern gentlemen now are. No man 


j will be nominated by the present President, whose 


adjudication could be in favor of the slaveholder, 
and without meaning to impute to the Sen&te any 
intention to do what was supposed to be wrong, 
I believe that, constituted as that body now is, no 
man would be appointed by them who would 
make such a-decision. Nay, sir, I venture to pre- 
dict—though it is not likely that the accuracy of 
the prediction will ever be tested—that if such a 
thing should ‘ever happen—if, by some awkward 
mismanagement, a territorial judge should be ap- 
pointed who should decide that slavery is not for- 
vidden by the extinct legislation of Mexico, his 
decision would never be suffered to stand, and 
there might even be, if necessary, such a change 
in the constitution of the Supreme Court as would 
insure its reversal. 

“Sir, the sole object of the amendment I have 
offered, is simply to provide that no court shall 
give such effect to the past legislation of Mexico 
as to hold that it interferes with the rights of 
southern citizens. The amendment does not seek 
to establish slavery. It does not propose to forestall 
either congressional or territorial legislation. It 
does not protect the rights of property or the rela- 
tions of persons against anything but Mexican 
legislation. What excuse can there be for refus- 
ing to insert such a provision in the bill, except 
that it is really expected and intended that the bill 
as it now stahds shall secure our exclusion from 
this territory? Is this non-intervention? Is this a 
result which Congress may lawfully accomplish, 
directly or indirectly? I say nothing of those prop- 
erty rights which are inyaded by such legisla- 
tion; but there is another relation between the 
master and his slave than that merely involving 
property. They are both human beings, and 
there is a domestic, a social relation between them, 
which, while they live together, the best interests 
of both render necessary. You have no. right to 
destroy or impair this relation, any more than you 
have to impair the relation of parent and -child. 
This, too, is to some extent a relation of property. 
The child owes servitude to his parent, and it is 
“ involuntary servitude,’*too. Would you per- 
mit Mexican legislation to destroy this relation, or 
interfere with this claim to servitude? Have you 
any right to destroy it by your own legislation? 

Sir, gentlemen talk as if they thought it a suffi- 
cient boon to the South, that New Mexico and 
Utah should have governments provided for them 
without the Wilmot proviso. “hey sometimes 
talk of it as compensation for the admission of 
California and the dismemberment of Texas. Sir, 
what compensation is there to the South in giving 
governments to New Mexica and Utah, with-or 
without the proviso? What pecaliar interest have 
we in the people of these Territories? How could 
we be injured if they never had a Government? 
Are they so friendly in their feelings and: purposes 
towards us, as- peculiarly to enlist our sympa- 
thies: towards them, and induce us to submit to 
sacrifices for the sake of securing to them the pro- 
tection of our laws? What is it more to us than 


to the. North, that Utah and New Mexico:shonld 
have governments? © Sir, it is the North that - 
should desire such governments ‘to “be provided: 
It is the North that would receive ‘compensation 
from the passage of ‘these territorial bills, if they 
had-suffered any wrongs that required ‘compensa ~ 
tion. Wherever we may look for consolation un= 
der the disastrous defeats we have just sustained; 
it is not in-these bills that we shall find it.: © c+ 

I will detain the committee no ‘longer... Ihave 
offered. my ‘amendment to test =the strength-+E 
should rather say, the weakness of ‘the doctrine of ` 
non-intervention. “Rejectedas it will be bya: vast 
majority, it will serve at least to show what ends 
are expected to be accomplished by the: passage of 
this bill. > 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, 

Thecommittee rose and reported: progress; when 

Mr. BOYD offered the resolution in the usual 
form, closing all debate on the said bill in five 
minutes after it should again have been taken up in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MEADE asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. ee 

Tellers were asked and refused. - 

The question was then taken‘on'the -motion-of 
Mr. Vinton, and decided’in the negative. » : & 

So the House refused to adjourn. a 

The question then recurred on the resolution of 
Mr. Boyn to close debate, &c. : `: 

And, without a division, it was-adopted. 

On motion by Mr. BOYD, the House again :re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole. on the 
state of the Union,(Mr. McCiernanp in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to estab- 
lish a territorial government for Utah. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he should not detain the 
House a moment. He rose merely to appeal to 
members from the section of country from which 
he came not to offer any amendments to this bill. 
It was evident the majority of. the House did not 
mean to amend it in any particular. -It was. pre- 
cisely in the shape that it had received the vote of 
every southern Senator, and particularly the votes 
of the two Senators of his own State. “TPhis being 
the case, he hoped that no amendment would be 
offered, but that the bill would be allowed: to pass 
without delay. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, rose to a 
question of order. lt- was not in order, he said, 
for the gentleman to make a speech, unless he sub- 
mitted a motion. i ` A G 

Mr. BAYLY said he had but a. single word te 
add. He had now to say to gentlemen ‘on he 
other side of the House, that.it was perfectly cer- 
tain that this bill was not going to be amended; 
that it would pass precisely in its present shape, 
and the only effect of offering amendments, there- 
fore, would be to keep the House sitting so much 
the later. This being the case, he hoped that no 
more amendments would be offered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mituson’s 
amendment by tellers, (Messrs. Girmore » and 
Curare acting as such,) and determined in the 
negative—ayes 49, noes 92. ` 

Mr. SEDDON ‘said: I regret, Mr. Chairman, 
that the remarks of my colleague [Mr.-Bay1y¥} 
make some: explanation on my- part necessary. 
He-appeals to southern Representatives to forbear 
from offering opposition or amendment to this 
bill, and refers to the fact that it received the ap- 
probation of all the Senators from the South, in- 
cluding those from our own State, to whom he has 


‘referred particularly. Sir, since the rejection, by 


a decisive vote, of the amendment offered by me 
just now, it is my purpose certainly, and may be 
that of other southern Representatives, to vote 


| against this bill, even as it came from the Senate, 


Sir, I feel proud to concur in approval of the course 
which has been pursued in relation to this whole 
controversy by the southern Senators who op- 
posed the miscalled compromise bill, and. espe- 
cially in that of the able Senators from -my own 
State, who are richly entitled to the confidence 
and gratitude of the South. — I therefore:-feekbound 
to explain the very different circumstances. under 
which:the bill was presented to and approved by 
them. While one of a series of conjoint meas- 
ures, such as have been in substance passed bere, 
it met their stern, unwavering opposition, and 
only when all others: seemed defeated. apd this 
stood alone was it acquiesced in by them. tt 
professed to be based. on the. principle-of non-in- 
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tervention, and at that-time, it might not unreason- 
ably have been supposed that some adjustment of 
the other vexed sectional questions might be ac- 
complished on that or some similar basis. With 
that hope, it might properly be, as I doubt not it 
was, allowed by those Senators; but now and with 
us, the attitude of this bill is far different. It is 
the last of a series of connected outrages on our 
section and its citizens. [t consummates the gross 
wrong and injustice of our exclusion from partici- 
pation in the vast domains obtained in large meas- 
ure by southern valor and treasure. The vote just 
given has shown the pretence of non-intervention 
to be a mere sham—a trap to catch easy, credu- 
Jous.compromisers of the South; and that no sub- 
stantial enjoyment, or even chance of participa- 
tion in that poor territory, is to be allowed us. 
‘Per fas aut nefas,” either by the pretence of 
Mexican law or territorial legislation, we are to be 
excluded. Under these altered circumstances, I 
cannot for a moment doubt, Mr. Chairman, that 
all the southern Senators referred to would have 
encountered this bill, like all the others, with stern 
opposition. : 

Such, sir, certainly is my feeling in respect to its 
and I appeal to the southern Representatives with 
whom I have been acting, if the connection of this 
measure with the series of wrongs inflicted upon 
us, and the palpable denial of all chance of equal 
participation just pronounced, do not render our 
duty of opposition to this bill likewise clear and 
imperative? Let us have no part nor lot in this 
foul wrong, nor be implicated in any of the con- 
nected measures of aggression and injury perpe- 
trated on us and ours. Let us not weaken the 
force of our opposition and repugnance by acqui- 
escence in this the pettiest of the whole. Here, 
indeed, it may avail nothing. From the dominant 
majority here, we can expect no redress—not even 
the simplest justice. We speak to sealed ears—to 
fixed minds. But, beyond them, there is yet a 
power we may invoke with hope. To the sov- 
ereignty of the people there may still be appeal, 
and there we may find a power to resist wrongs 
and maintain rights. In my humble judgment, 
the honor and the safety of the southern people 
are involved in the issues of these measures, and 
to them, with the confidence which their history 
and their character justify, let us refer as be- 
comes their Representatives, the determination of 
the extent of the wrong done and “‘ the mode and 
measure of redress.”’ 

Mr. TOOMBS said that if it would be in order 
for him, by opposing this amendment, to make a 
few reinarks, he desired to do so. 

The CHLAIRMAN said that the gentleman was 
at liberty to proceed. 

Mr. TOOMBS continuing, said he desired to 
gay a word in reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Seppow.] ‘Tbe objec- 
tion that the gentleman urged to the bill, seemed 
to be that there had been a series of outrages per- 
petrated upon the South. If, said Mr. T., the 
passage of the territorial bills without restriction 
on the subject ofslavery, is not an outrage, and 
the gentleman does not seem to suppose that it is, 
then there has been none committed. And I have 
this to say to the gentleman, if there have been ag- 
gressions perpetrated upon the South, she has 
done the mischief herself; she has only herself to 
blame. [tis by her own hands, and by the haads 
of her sons, that the. wrong has been done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is notin 
order. He must confine his remarks to the 
amendment. ° 

Mr. TOOMBS, continuing, said he was opposed 
to the amendment. 7 

The gentleman from Virginia had spoken of 
outrages committed on the South. There could 
certainly be no outrage connected with this legis- 
lation. So far as that was concerned it was per- 
fectly satisfactory. ‘The gentleman was not justi- 
fied in saying that an outrage was committed upon 
the South. If any outrage had been committed 
upon her, it had been done by her own sons. If 
the 
the case. 


Mr. SEDDON said he trusted it would be tested. 


The question was taken on-the amendment, and | 


` it was negatived—ayes 52, noes 85. 


Mr. SEDDON offered the following amendment, 


as an additional proviso to the ist section, viz: 


| + And that prior to the formation of a State constitution, 
there shal! be no prohibition by the action of the territorial le- 


matter were tested, this would be found to be | 


gislature of the emigration of any citizens of the- United 
States with any property recognized as. such by the laws of 
any of the States of the Union.” 

Mr. SEDDON said: I should be indeed happy, 
Mr. Chairman, if I could accord in the strange 


declaration. just made by the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] that the South in this 
series of measures has sustained no aggression and 
no wrong. - But, sir, the ability of the gentleman, 
great as it is freely conceded to be, moustfall far 
short of the impossible task of convincing either 
myself or numbers in the South of the justice of 
such an assertion. I cannot indeed forbear ex- 
pressing amazement at the source whence such a 
declaration proceeds. Sir, to go no further back 
than a few brief days, were there not published in 
this city the resolutions adopted by a meeting of 
southern representatives on a report made by that 
gentleman as the chairman of the committee to 
whom had been confided the duty of recommend- 
ing a course to be pursued by us here? Did not 
these resolutions expressly contemplate that an 
amendment, introduced and urged by that gentle- 
man, should be offered by him to the territorial 
bills, by which substantially the Mexican law 
was to be abrogated and another law, under 
which our right of entry with our slaves into 
the new Territories was secured, substituted, 
and made the exclusive law on the subject of 
slavery? That in the event of its rejection, we 
were to plant ourselves immovably on the Mis- 
souri compromise line and demand recognition 
south afit? I certainly had not a doubt that all 
who concurred in those resolutions, and especially 
the mover, believed that if the principle of his 
amendment was not accorded, and that then all 
partition with recognition of our right to hold 
slaves in the part allotted us should be refused, a 
great wrong and injury would be done the South, 
and that we should be justified in resisting, by all 
legitimate means, this whole series of intamous 
measures. Yet, sir, we have seen the amendment 
of the gentleman offered, and the whole vital part 
of it rejected by a decisive vote; only so much as 
was substantially in the Constitution of the United 
States and incorporated in the bill before, was 
adopted, as ifin mere mockery. We have like- 
wise seen all propositions of partition, of the Mis- 
souri line, and of recognition of our right of entry 
with slaves, in any form, scouted and voted down 
by overwhelming majorities. If there was sense 
or meaning in our resolutions, surely these things 
constitute to the gentleman himself gross wrong and 
aggression. I mightgo much further, Mr.Chairman, 
in these personal references, for materials are not 
wanting, but I have no heart for criminations and re- 
criminations with southern men, I prefer to appeal 
to the convictions and candor of the gentleman him- 
self in relation to the measures which have passed. 
l ask him, inal! sincerity, if he does not consider the 
sanction which has been this day given by Con- 
gress to the unauthorized usurpauon by the hordes 
who occupied California, of the vast domains em- 
braced by their constitution, and to the exclusion 
by a proviso in the form of organic law, of all citi- 
zens of the slaveholding States with their property, 


i from all participation in the enjoyment of this 


modern El Dorado, an aggression and a wrong? 
Is it not in substance and operation the Wilmot 
proviso, deriving its legal sanction and validity 
only from the recognition of Congress? ls that 
no aggression? Is itno wrong, that the only la- 
boring ciass in the world excluded for months past 
and forever henceforth from participation in the 
fertile resources and exhaustless mineral treasures 
of that vast region, is the laboring class of one 
half the owners ?—that we of the South alone with 
our property are to have no share or lot in. the 
treasures which are to be had for the digging, and 
which are probably to enrich the marts and influ- 
ence the destinies of the whole continent? I hold 
this an outrage of the most direct and momentous 
character. | appeal again to the gentleman. He 


| has declared by speech and vote that the title of 
Texas to the whole of the territory east of the Rio 
! Grande, from its mouth to its source, was clear and 
‘incontrovertible. Wasit no outrage and aggres- 
i! sion that fifty thousand square miles of this terri- 


tory should be purchased, to be transferred from 
the. jurisdiction of a slaveholding State, certain to 
maintain our institutions, to the tender mercies of 


just manifested their determination to exclude us? 
Even this is not all, for we and our constituents 
are compelled to pay millions for the transfer 
„which thus privileges and insures our exclusion, 
The géntleman has just seen the plain denial, even 
in regard to the barren salt plains of Utah, of our 
unobstructed right-to enter with our slaves during 
thè short period which is to interverie. before States 
are to interpose against us the insuperable barriers 
of organic law. Surely, he must admit that to be 
a wrong. : 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, I appeal with confidence 
to the gentleman to say whether, by the series of 
measures here adopted, he is not convinced the 
South is effectually precluded from all participa- 
lion in the vast territories acquired from Mexico. 
Five years henee does he believe thére will be a 
slaveholder with his slaves anywhere in that im- 
mense region? Must it not all be dedicated to 
free soil, and constitute hereafter free States? For 
that territory we have fought and paid freely, gal- 
lantly. It is common property, under the control 
of acommon Government. Is not our exclusion 
from the whole gross wrong and aggression? 

The worst of all, Mr. Chairman, is, that these 
things are all effected by this our common Govern- 
ment, bound to afford us equality of right and pro- 
tection. "Who does not feel that in this system of 
measures there has been hostility and invidious 
discrimination manifested against our section, its 
property and institutions? The potent agencies 
and influences of the Federal Government are ar- 
rayed against us; and what greater wrong and ag- 
gression can a government inflict on the free and 
spirited? l know not how the gentleman from 
Georgia can view this matter with equanimity, I 
confess, with more even of sorrow than of anger, 
that, in my poor judgment, by the consummation 
of this series of outrages, the slaveholding States 
will be lowered from their proud position of equal- 
ity and dignity in this Confederacy, and subjected 
hereafter to the oppression, if not to the scorn, of 
their past equals, the free States of the North. 

Mr. TOOMBS said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
use a portion of the five minutes allowed me under 
your ruje to comment upon an observation of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] 
in reply to his colleague, (Gen. Bayty.] The 
honorable gentleman seems to place his opposition 
to this bill not so much upon its own defects as 
upon the assumed fact. that a series of measures 
upon kindred subjects, in his judgment highly in- 
jurious and distasteful to the South, have been 

forced upon her by the North. I deny that the facts 
warrant the assumption.. Without now inquiring 
into the merits of the measures referred to, I assert 
that the leading one of those measures was forced 
upon that gentleman and his friends, not by the 
orth but by the South, and not only by the 
South, but by his own State. The North, by a 
majority of twelve, voted against the Texan bound- 
ary and New Mexican territorial bill. The South, 
by a majority of twenty-three, sustained the bill. 
This was the free judgment of her own sons that 
the measure in question did not compromit her 
honor, her rights, or her safety. Virginia voted 
eight for, to six against the bill, Therefore a ma- 
jority not only of the South, but of the gentle- 
man’s own State, “forced? this measure upon 
him. The remark of the gentleman can only be 
justified on the assumption that he and his asso- 
ciates alone are the “ Soulh,’? and that nearly two 
thirds of the Representatives’ of the slaveholding 
States in this House do not reflect the opinions or 
maintain the interests of their constituents, We 
join issue with the honorable gentleman, and are 
ready to ‘* put ourselves upon the country.” 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS said: I have no hesitation in an- 
swering the questions. I do not. The Texas 
boundary bill | consider not only just but gener- 


this Government, controlled, as it confessedly is, 


| by an anti-slavery majority, or of the semi-civil- 


ized Indians and Mexican half-breeds who have 


ous to Texas. She has a technical but not a mer- 
itorious title to the country ceded. The nation is 
complicated by its past errors and cannot dispute 
this title with Texas; perhaps she may have as- 
sumed inconsistent obligations, She therefore 
tenders, with proper liberality, an honorable ad- 
justment. The gentleman from Virginia com- 
plains; but the Representatives from. Texas in 
both Houses of Congress accept the pacification in 
the spirit in which it is offered, and i doubt not 
their acceptance will be gracefully ratified by their 
constituents. 

Upon the other question my. opinion is equally 


decided. Ido not consider the admission of Cali- 
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fornia an aggression upon the South. The objec- 
tions to the admission of California are numerous 
and grave, sufficient to command my vote against 
it; but they are not sectional.. Thereasons ought 
as strongly to control a Representative of Maine as 
Georgia. And, in my judgment, none of those 
objections would have been removed by the divi- 
sion of the State. If i had been a northern man, 
and desired to vote with reférence to. sectional 
2. 

advantage, I would have accepted the proposi- 
tion to divide California, with the confident ex- 
pectation of getting two non-slaveholding States 
instead of one. In my opinion, the gentleman is 
indebted to the folly of his opponents for his escape 
from this result. in less than. five years this de- 
mand will be made, it will be. granted, and it is 
more than probable that then the gentleman 
and his present opponents will change sides. 
The gentleman can-make nothing by pressing 
this California issue upon me. 
fore—-met it in a more authoritative shape than he 
can present it. The Legislature of Georgia pre- 
sented jit to me in February last, and I met it, I 
freely admit, with more decision than courtesy. 
l am now told on all sides that Georgia has spoken 
upon this point. I deny it. Men who betrayed 
her confidence have spoken for her: her pride, her 
spirit, her courage, have been appealed to, to main- 
tain the false position in which her enemies have 
placed her. She will speak for herself: that voice 
will have no terrors for me. Let those who have 
attempted to complicate her honor ‘hear and 
tremble.’? The gentleman has alluded to the res- 
olutions passed at a recent meeting of the repre- 
sentatives of the South. - With an express under- 
standing that there was no obligation to do so, I 
have, nevertheless, voted to sustain each and 
every one of its resolves. But L did not, and 
neither has the meeting, made all or either of them 
an ultimatum. From the first day of this session 
to this hour,’ I have had but one ultimatum. That 
was—hostile legislation by Congress against our 
property. That 1 have been, now am, and shall 
ever be ready to resist. No man is more rejoiced 
than I am that this alternative is not presented to 
me by these bills. What have conceded in these 
bills is only what the honorable gentleman’s 
friends in the South have for the last two years 
generally held was not only unnecessary, but al- 
most treasonable to demand. l have not conceded 
it to them—I have conceded it to the public will, 
to the peace and tranquillity of the Republic, trust- 
ing that if future events shall prove that those who 
differed from me are wrong, a sense of national 
justice, purified by the fiery ordeal through which 
we have passed, will vindicate the right, and do 
justice to my country. 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Provided further, That the people of said Territory be al- 


lowed to pass all. Jaws necessary tor the protection of slavery 
within said territory, shouid slaves be introduced there. 


Mr. W. said that it was his fortune to not agree 
fully with either of the honorable gentlemen who 
had last addressed the committee. He could not 
agree with his colleague [Mr. Toomes] in thinking 
that no injustice had been done the South in either 
of the two measures that, on yesterday and to- 
day, had passed this House. He thought that 
the South had suffered, and suffered disproportion- 
ately, in supplying emigration to California, in 
consequence of the anarchy permitted by this 
Government to exist there prior to the formation 
of her State constitution; and though he was con- 
scious that the failure to extend the protection of 
law over that section occurred somewhat in con- 
sequence of its distraction and weakness, yet he 
could not hold the Government blameless in the 
matter. Again: he regarded the act of the day ad- 
mitting her into the Union with all her chosen ap- 
pointments, as being, in view of the historical 
circumstances attending her progress from anarchy 

. into the Confederacy, a wrong to his section. He 
differed very widely from the honorable gentleman 
from the Richmond district (Mr. Seppon] in the 


estimate he placed on the other great measure— j 


the Texas boundary and New Mexico bill. 

In his judgment, in the precise condition of our 
public affairs, a more necessary, reasonable, and 
just, aye, sir, a more humane and opportune 
measure was never passed by any Government. 
He held himself prepared to make good this state- 
ment on all proper occasions, and regretted that 
he could not go into the subject more extensively 


I have met it be-- 


| just.now. He had heard with pain the combined 
measure denounced as a purchase of slaveholding 
i soil, tobe converted into free soil, and this, tov, 
sir, with. the purchase money of the seller. He 
saw no free soil in the New Mexico bill, at least, 
sir. He preferred to look to the subject in its ex- 
tensive and associated aspects, and to him it bore 
a very different complexion. Had we forgotten 
that Texas was a. vast slaveholding domain, that 
had beeh added, on the motion of southern politi- 
cians; to the Union, it is true, yet sectionally to 
the South? Had we forgot that to hold on to the 
connection, and perfect her claim to her full terri- 
torial limits, by reducing it to possession, the nation 
at large has expended near one hundred mil- 
lions of dollars, and had gathered together on the 
same battle-fields the kindred sons of every sec- 
į tion of the country? Are we at liberty to forget 
that we have diverted into our coffers constantly- 
accruing revenues of Texas, expressly pledged to 
her creditors? ls there nothing due to the neces- 
sities and wishes of Texas herself on the point? 


| Sympathy for New Mexico, that we should sub- 
ject her to unnecessary, if not ruthless dismem- 
berment? One word more, sir, on the subject of 
the purchase price. If, sir, New England and the 
North, and the great Northwest, can come down 
to meet the South in a common expenditure of ten 
millions more on the sacred mission of extricating 
the complicaied and perilous issues invoived, and 
rescue our common country from possibly a com- 
mon ruin, is it for the South—is it, sir, Mr the 
honorable gentleman and myself, slaveholders and 
Democrats as we are, to stand out? No, sir, i 
voted for the measure, and I stand by it. 

Mr. SEDDON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the’ following: 

‘ And to remove all restrictions to the free emigration of 
persons with their property.” 

Mr. S. said: 1 am gratified, Mr. Chairman, 
to find that to a modefied extent at least, I am 
sustained by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WELLBORN,] who has just spoken, in the convic- 
| tion that in respect to California, the South has sus- 
| tained greivous wrong. In this respect L am pleased 
to see that he cannot agree with his colleague, and 
that even his well known moderation revolts at the 
| broad assertion that no injury has been done us. 
But on this point | have already spoken enough. 
| 1 rose to notice that portion of the gentleman’s 
remarks that related to Texas. 1 cannot under- 
j Stand the surprise expressed by the gentleman 
that any southern slaveholder should feel himself 
j at liberty to condemn the extraordinary course 
that has been pursued by the North in relation to 
| the territory acquired from Mexico, and especially 
to that claimed by Texas, and now to be repur- 
į chased from her. If I comprehend the gentle- 
man aright, he seems to suppose the South under 
a great debt of gratitude to this Government for 
having annexed ‘Texas; and that ag the war with 
Mexico resulted from this measure of southern 
policy, we should acquiesce in the North’s now 
engrossing the whole of the new territories, and a 
large part of Texas in the bargain. 

Now, sir, | by no means admit that Texas was 
annexed as any favor to the South, or from. ex- 
clusive regard to her interests or safety. I recog- 
nize no claim to southern gratitude, or to any 
peculiar advantage by the North now from the 
motives that influenced annexation. Had, indeed, 
this Government sought that measure from exclu- 
sive reference to the safety or defence of thc South, 
it would have done nothing more than its plain 
duty, to guard and protect in our foreign relations 
the interests of all portions of the Confederacy; and 
among them so influential a section as the slave- 
holding States. Even then there would have been 
no especial favor—only a duty justly discharged. 
But, sir, while the annexation of ‘l'exas was rec- 
ommended at the South by considerations of safe- 
ty, in the North and West it was advocated and 
sustained oa other grounds of interest peculiar to 
| those sections. It was emphatically a great nation- 
al acquisition, advocated as stimulating tne manu- 
facturing and commercial intergsts of the North, 
and affording a market to the grain and provisions 
of the West. By the Democracy everywhere in 
, the Union, it was supported and carried on broad 
j grounds of policy and expediency, and certainly 
the South ought not in justice to be held specially 
responsible for, or peculiarly benefited by it. In- 
deed, I believe it has even more largely advanced, 


{ 
| 
i 
| 
i 
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And finally, have we, in our prosperity, lost all- 


in a pecuniary view, the great interests and pros- 
perity of the North and West than of the South. © 
ke was, too, | believe, a-wise, just, and: beneficial 
measure of national policy, andt protest against 
its adoption “being made any ground. of. special 
responsibility to the. South, ‘in relation: to’. the 
Mexican war, or any claim of superior: right 
on the part of the North, in regard to. the territo- 
ries acquired from Mexico, That. war, too, I 
trust is to be held, as it has -been pronounced by 
this Government, io all. its departments, and by 
the verdict of the Union, a just and righteous one, 
and as such its responsibility is. not.to.be. cast:as 
matter of - reproach or of disfranchisement on the 
South. If it be not such, we are stigmatized befere 
the world with the inextinguishable guilt of rapine 
and oppression practiced on a feeble neighbor. Na, 
sir. he war was just and righteous, and assuch it 
ought to have engaged equally the resources, the 
valor, and the sympathies ofall our people. All were 
to share its burdens, and equally participate in its 
acquisitions. We ofthe South did our part manfully 
and fully—alladmit it. The valor and treasure of 
our citizens were expended in large measure. And 
now, sir, on every conceivable principle, are we 
not entitled to equality of privilege and enjoyment 
in the territories which constitute the prize of our 
common victories and sacrifices? I deny all 
claim of the North from any antecedents to the 
war, or from any events in it to superior rights or 
exclusive appropriation. We may indeed be eg» 
cluded and debarred from all enjoyment, but 
surely that is wrong and aggression enough with- 
out the added drop of bitterness, commended. by 
a friend, too, that we have deserved it as the pun- 
ishment of past demerit, or as the meed of unre- 
quited favors due the North. 

Mr. HUBBARD said: Mr. Chairman, this 
little dispute going on between the two gentlemen 
from Georgia, [Messrs. Toomes and WELLEORN, | 
respecting the extent of injury inflicted upon the 
southern people by these measures, after all that 
has happened, both having voted foripaying 'Texas 
ten millions, puts me in mind of the verdicts of 
a jury once tying two men for fighting. dt was 
in proof that each had. been badly beaten and 
gouged. They severed in their trials. The jury 
retured a verdict of not guilty as to the first. It 
was agreed that the same jury might try the second 
also, when every one expected he, at least, would 
be severely fined and punished; but to the aston- 
ishment of all at court, the same jury, upon. the 
same proof, found the second man not guilty also. 
Consequently, there had been no fight or wrong, 
although both were nearly beaten:to death. So.it 
seems is the fact in this case; for if. both gentle- 
men establish their positions before the country, 
and there has been no wrong done to the South, 
although we have been nearly ten mofiths trying 
the matter, and notwithstanding, also, the South 
has been deprived of all her interest in the newly- 
acquired Mexican territory, for which she paid 
her full share, and has been taxed her part of the 
ten millions to pay Texas; and yet, according to 
the argument of gentlemen, ‘little or no harm 
has been done!” Nobody is guilty! 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he had al- 
ways thought it was a good. policy for a party 
when fairly whipped, to give up.. It was well un- 
derstood that they had made a fair fight, and had 
conquered twice out of three times, but they had 
been beaten at last. It would.be the better plen 
now to leave the matter to the people; if they were 
satisfied, their representatives ought tobe. The 
gentleman from Virginia reminded him of a 
valiant youth, who on the day succeeding the 
battle of New Orleans, was seen busily loading his 
gun and firing; and upon being asked what he 
was doing, he replied that he was carrying on the 
war on his own hook, falaugh.] He was for 
turning over the matter to the people now, and 
letting them dispose of it. He trusted that his friends 
would yield the fight gracefully here. And; addéd 
Mr. B., so help me God, | am for resistance. 

The question was taken on the amendggent to 
the amendment, and it was, without adwision, 
negatived. ae 
The question then recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Wezory, it was taken, and decided in the 
negative. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend by striking 
out the following from the 9th section, viz: 


“Except only that, in all cases involving title to slaves, 
the said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed. and deci- 


. Eliot, Alexander Evan 


1776 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Sept. 9. 


— k AR 
ded hy the said Supreme Court, without regard to the value 
of the matter, property, or title in controversy ; and except 
also, that’? ° e . 

Mr, S. remarked that there was a provision 1n 
the bill which allowed writs of error and appeals 
to the Supreme Court in all matters exceeding a 
thousand dollars in value, and there was & provi- 
sion for writs of error and of habeas corpus where 
the liberty of the person was concerned. He had 
moved to strike out a passage from which it might 
be plausibly referred that property m slaves was 
recognized as one of the exisung laws of the new 
State. lt might be said that it was intended to 
apply only to cases where there was a claim for 
fugitives from service or an action on the case for 
damages where a slave had been enticed away 
from his owner in his own State. It was trae that 
it was applicable to such cases, but it was not 
limited to them, and it was also fairly to be implied 
from the phraseology of the act that slavery was 
recognized as existing there by authority of law. 

The question was taken on ‘the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. KAUEBMAN moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the Committee rose and reported the bill to 
the House without amendment. 

And the question was stated to be on ordering 
the bill to a.third reading. 

Mr. HARRIS, of {llinois, asked the previous 
question, . 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. FOWLER asked the yeas and nays, but 
withdrew the cail. . 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading. 

And having been reada third time by its title, 
and the question being “ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

There wasa second, and the main question (on 
the passage of the bill) was ordered to benow taken. 

‘Messrs. BOYD and FOWLER asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question ‘Shall the bill pass?” was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 85; 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Chester Butter, George 
A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald vell, Casey, W. R. W. Conb, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Duntiam, Edmundson, 
s, Ewing, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Hall, Haralson, Ishan G. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, 
Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Audrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, Lefer, Levin, 
Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McUternand, Mc- 
Donald, McDowell, McLauahan, Robert. M. MeLane, Finis 
E. McLean, McMullen, MceWillie, Morehead, Morton, Out- 
Jaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Pitman, Potter, Richardson, 
Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Shepperd, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H.. Stanton, Strong, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thur- 
man, Toombs, Walden, Watkins, Weilboru, Wildrick, 
Williams, Wilson, and Young—97. — 4 

NAYS—Messers. Alexander, Allen, Bennett, Bingham, 
Booth, Bowdon, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, ‘Thomas 
B. Buyer, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, 
Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, 
Duer, Dancan, Durkee, Nathan, Evans, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hartan, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Huimes, Howe, 
Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, William T- Jackson, Julian, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, MeKissock, McQueen, Meachain, 
Meade, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Oids, Otis, 
Peek, Reed, Reynolds, Root, Rumsey, Sacketl, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Thad- 


deus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, Van Dyke, 


Viaton, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, and Woodward—s5. 

[The following gentlemen did not vote, having 
paired off, viz: Mr. McGaveury with Mr. Tuomas, 
Mr. Carrrer with Mr. Morse, and. Mr. Hami- 
gon with Mr. Wiimor. Mr. Haminron stated 
that he should.have voted for the bili. Mr. Put- 
nam (who was not within the bar when his name 
was called) asked leave to record.his vote against 
the bill, . Objection was made.] 

[Mr. Born, of Michigan, would -have voted for 
the bill, but was absent, having been suddenly 
auacge’ with severe illness during the considera- 
tion of the bill and compelled to leave the Hall.] 

S» the bill was passed. 

The title of the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Which latter motion was agreed to. 

So the bill stands passed, and the House adjourn- 
ed. 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, rose and sent to | 


the Clerk’s table a resolution which, he said, -he 
asked the unanimous consent of the House to in- 
treduce, : 

i “The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
ows: 


tives, adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 23d September, instant, at twelve o’ciuck, m. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. MOORE objected to its introduction. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable me to introduce | 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
offer an amendment. 

The confusion in the House was very great, 
business was suspended for a period. 

Mr. HARRIS. í will state to the Fiouse 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- | 
man will suspend bis remarks. lt is impossible | 
to proceed with the business whilst there is so 
much confusion. Gentlemen are requested to sus- 
pend conversation, and to allow order to be re- 
stored. : 

After a pause— 

Mr. MOORE rose and said, he withdrew his 
objectgon to the introduction of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the objection is withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Moors. ] Is there any ob- 
introduction of the resolution? 

Mr. HALLOWAY rose and objected. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended, to enable me to introduce the resolution. 

And the question, ‘ Shall the rules be sus- 
pended?” was taken, and decided in the affirmative, 
two-thirds voting in the affirmative. 

‘And the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. HARRIS suid, 1 have not a single remark 
to make. Ishall not call the previous question. 
l desire that the sense of the House shall be tested 
upon the question of time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I mové to 
amend the resolution, by striking out the 23d, and | 
inserting the 16th, so that Congress shall adjourn 
this day week. It is my intention to call the pre- 
vious question, but before {Í do so——. 

Mr. VINTON. If the resolution is to be pushed 
through. in this way, | move that it be laid upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Tuomrson] is entitled to the floor. 
The gentleman will suspend his remarks until | 
order 1s.restored. 

Mr, VINTON. 
laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
his remarks until order is restored. And the | 
Chair must request gentlemen by name to take 
their seats and suspend conversation, if order can | 
be restured in no other way. 

Another pause followed. | 

Mr. INGE. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. INGE. 1 wish to know if the gentleman 
„| when he offered 
the resolution, did not demand the previous ques- 
tion upon it? a 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Hares.) Did the | 
geneman demand the previous question? | 

Mr. HARRIS. Idid not. I declined to do so, 
because, as | stated, 1 wanted to test the sense of | 
the House upon the question of time. — | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the | 


L give notice that 1 shall 


1 move that the resolation be | 


Does the gentieman 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Ido so for the purpose of | 
making a very few remarks. l am willing that! 
the day which some gentlemen designate—this į 
day three weeks—should be submitted to the | 
sense of the Houle. 1 shall, however, insist upon 
the amendment | have offered, and I wish to! 
state 

Mr. HIBBARD. J desire to give notice that I | 
will move to amend the resolution by inserting 
this day three weeks—the 20th of September. 


p ` | 
Resolved, That (the Senate concurring) the President of | 
the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- | 


and || 


Mr. Tuompson] to i 
; (Mr. 


r 
i 
i 


! 


Mr. FHOMPSON. _ If there is no objection I 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lying over w 


| will scarcely be attended to at all. 


| will yield-the floor to the gentleman to submit that 


amendment. 


“Phe SPEAKER. The amendment may be re- 


| ceived by the unanimous consent of the House. 


No objection being made, 


Mr. HIBBARD thereupon moved to aniend the 


; amendment by substituting this day three weeks, 
| (i.e. Monday, September the 30th,) as an amend- 
i ment to the amendment. ` : 


Mr. THOMPSON. ‘One word. [know very 
well that unless we fix a day for adjournment we 


‘ shall probably consume much time in annecesary 
| debate. I believe that there is a universal disposi- 


tion to adjourn. ‘The session has been longer 
than that of any Congress that has ever assembled, 
and l believe that if we go to our work in good 
earnest, and with a determination .to act, we can 
dispose of the necessary business by this. day 
week. I believe that there is a disposition in 
every partof the House to get through as soon as 
possible. One thing l know—that if we should 
extend the time as proposed by, the amendment of 
gentleman. from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hiszarn,} 
it will still be impossible for us to take up the pri- 
vate calendar, or to take up much of the business 
of the House in which members feel interested. 
That can lie over. Under the rules every Senate 
bill which comes here will remain in the same po- 
sition 

Mr. BURT interposed, and said, I rise to a 
point of order. I desire to know’ whether this 

uestion is debatable? ` ` s 

The SPEAKER. Itis debatable. 

Mr. THOMPSON proceeded with his remarks. 
Under the rules of the two Houses, bills which 
come to this House from the Senate will retain 
their position in the calendar which they now 
have. We must count upon doing at the next ses- 


| sion much of the business which should have been 


transacted at this. I say, and believe, that within 
one week from the time when the day of adjourn- 
ment is fixed, a very large number of members 
will leave this city and go home, and I am unwill- 
ing that members who feel disposed to stay here 
and transact the public business, should have the 
burden of it thrown upon them, whilst others, 
feeling more independent, leave Congress’ and al- 
low the business to be transacted by those who re- 
main. Iam anxious to return home. I believe 
that is the prevailing feeling in the House. [think 
that the necessary business of Congress may be 
disposed of in’ one week, if we will take itup in 
earnest. We can meet at ten in the morning— 
take a recess—and sit until eight or nine o’clock in 
the evening. And we can do more ‘in that week 
than in the nine months we have been here. ‘I 
hope, therefore, that my motion will be agreed to; 
but in order that the sense of the Flouse may be 
fully tested on the question of time, | shall not call 
the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON said, there was.no member of 
the House more anxious than himself to bring the 
session to a close, but the House ought to reinem- 
ber that nearly the whole of the ordinary business 
of the session remained to be done. We are not, 
in fact, farther advanced in business than we usu- 
ally are in the month of January. We have 
devoted nearly the whole of this long session to 
business that was wholly foreign to the ordinary 
subjects of legislation, No one of the great ap- 
propriation bills has yet become a law, and nearly 
two thirds of all the annual appropriations remain 
unacted upon here. There is a great mass of bills 
hich ought to be acted upon; and un- 
less they are disposed of before Congress adjourns, 
The effect will 
be to crowd into the next session the legislation of 
two years. He thought we could not, in justice 
to the publie interests, adjourn earlier than three 
or four weeks. a 

Mr. BAYLY. My friend from Mississippi 
THompson] cannot possibly be more anxious 
to go home than Lam. ` l have not been out of the 
limits of this corporation since the meeting of Con- 
gress. I believé, however, that it is impossible 


| for Congress to get away in a week, and { do not 


believe it can get away in two weeks. I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the present con- 
dition of the public business. Not one of the ap- 
propriation bills has yet passed ——— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (interposing.) 
Did you ever know of appropriation bills being 
passed till a week of the end of the session? have 
been here eleven years, and.I’have never known it. 
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Mr. VINTON inquired whether the gentleman 
meant to say that no appropriation bills had passed 
this House till within one week of the adjourn- 
. ment of Congress, or had become laws? i 
Mr. THOMPSON proceeded. I mean to say 
passed by Congress. . We all know that the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation: bill takes more time 
than any other of the appropriation bills. That 
bill is. now before the Senate. They may send it 
back here to-morrow, and I have never known a 
time when the appropriation bills were passed by 
this House wit 
session. 


Mr. BAYLY, (resuming.) Tt is true, as is sug- 


gested. by the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. | 


‘Tompson, ] that the appropriation bills have not 


heretofore become laws until the last week of the | 


session.. But there are two of the appropriation 
bill, that have niot yet been considered even in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; I 
allude to the army and navy bills. And there are 
but five appropriation bills which have passed this 
House: the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill; 
the Indian appropriation bill; the pension bill; the 
Military Academy bill, and the post office appro- 
priation bill, Every one of these bills has come 
back with amendments, which have yet to be con- 
sidered. The House can certainly get away in a 
week if it will go blind—force through the busi- 
ness, and pass the bills without consideration. 
But I do not think the appropriation bills can be 
passed in less time than six or eight days. I.move 
the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
(being first on the amendment of Mr. Hreparp) 
was ordered to be now taken. 

The yeas and nays on the said amendment 
were asked and ordered. 

The question. was taken and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 114, nays 67; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Bayly, Bennett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph 


P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
W. R.: W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, 


Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, | 


Alexander Evans, Nathan Evaus, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, 
Gentry, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, 
Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William 


T. Jackson, James L., Sonnson, George G. King, Preston | 


King, Leffler, Levin, Horace Mann, Matteson, McClernand, 
McDowell, MeKissock, McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, 
Meacham, Millson, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Ogle, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phoenix, 
Pitman, Patnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sacken, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleralt, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, 


Taylor, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wat- | 


kins, Wentworth, Wiidrick, and Williams—114. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Anderson, | 


Ashe, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, 
Wiltiam J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Clingman, Dickey, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 
ston, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilion, Haralson, 
Jsham G. Harris, Sampsen W. Harris, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, tuge, Joseph W. Jacksou, Audew Jounson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, James G. King, John 


A. King, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, McDonald, Me- | 


Gaughey, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Mortis, 
Morse, Orr, Phelps, Powell, Robinson, Ross, Seddon, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jola B. 'Phomp- 
son, Toombs, Van Dyke, Venable, Wellborn, and Wood- 
ward—67. 3 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended— 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
been agreed to is to strike out one and insert three 
weeks—is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment agreed to 
is the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, to strike out one, and insert three. 
The question recurs upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended. If the amendment is voted 
down, the question will then be on agreeing to 
the original resolution to adjourn in two weeks. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The question, then, is be- 
tween three and two weeks? Those who wish to 
adjourn in three weeks, will vote aye; those who 
wish to go home in two weeks, will vote no? 

The yeas and nays were demanded. 
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% 


hin two, weeks of the end of the j 


The amendment which has | 


i 


Tellers were asked and ordered on, ordering the 
yeas and nays, and Mr. Fearuersron, and Mr. 
Butter of Pennsylvania, were appointed. 
~The question was'taken, and the tellers’ report- 
ed—ayes 32, noes 121. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. As the question seems notto be 
understood in the House, if order can be restored, 
the Chair will repeat that the question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment as amended. To simplify, 
those who are in favor of three weeks will vote 
“ aye,” those who are in favor of two weeks will 
vote no.’? f 

The question on the amendment as amended 
was then taken, and resulted—yeas 117, nays 
7l; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs, Alexander, Andrews, Bayly, Bennett, 
Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. 
Carrington Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Dis- 
ney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, 
Houston, Bowe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, James L. 
Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, Preston King, Leffier, 
Levin, Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, McKissock, 
Meacham, Miilson, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Ogie, Olds, Otis, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Rose, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Sil- 
vester, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetzon, Strong, Sweetser, Tay- 
lor, James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, 
Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, 
and Williams—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Bay, Beale, Bowdon, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William 
J. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Camp- 


| bell, Clingman, Dunhain, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 


Fitch, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Ju- 
lian, Kaufman, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, 
Littlefield, Job Mann, McDonald, MeGaughey, McLanahan, 
Finis EB. McLean, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Morris, 
Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Phelps, Powell, Robinson, Ress, Sav- 
age, Schenck, Seddon, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Venable, and Wood- 
ward—7L. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended, and, being taken, it 
was decided in the affirmative without a division. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

And it was resolved that the present session of 
Congress shall terminate on Monday the 30th of 
September. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported correct the bill for the admission of 
the State of California into the Union. 

The bill was signed by the Speaker. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD rose (he said) to a priv- 
ileged question, He asked the House to grant 
him leave of absence from and after Monday, the 
23d inst., during the remainder of the present ses- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER inquired of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, 
under what rule of the House the request was pre- 
ferred? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD read the 66th rule of the 
House, as follows: 

“ No member shall absent himself from the service of 
the House, unless he have leave, or be sick, or unable to 
attend.” 

Mr. L. remarked that the rule, by implication 
at least, gave the House the right to grant leave of 
absence. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and declared 
that the noes had it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD asked for a division, 
which being had, the question was decided in the 
affirmative, and the request was granted. 

LIBERIA. 

Mr. REED asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution; which was 
read for information: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


quested to furnish this House, if it- be not. ineampatible 
with the public interest, the report on the present-condi- 


| ser, Taylor, James Thompson, Thurman, 


New Series... No, H2. 


tion and:prospeets of Libéria, by the Rev. Mr, Gurley: 
special agent from this: Government to:that Republic, 
The resolution having been read—— >: 
Mr. McQUEEN rose andô jected to i 
duction. ` Peeled gee ee 
Mr. REED moved that: the rules of the.House 
be suspended, to-enable him to introduce the:réso- 
ution. SA ag lal Chg ts a 
Mr. BURT asked for the yeas and nays. 
Tellers on the yeas and nays were ‘asked: and: 
ordered, and Messrs. Kine, of Rhode Island, and 
McQueen were appointed. 3 poit 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
Mr. BOWLIN. ` 1 should like to ask a ques: 
tion, the answer to which will influence my. vote. 
The SPEAKER, It is not in order, except by 
unanimous consent, i 
Mr. BOWLIN, (continu 
Objection was made: 
The SPEAKER. The 
ceed. è ia 
Mr. ALLEN called for the reading of the: 
lution; which was. read. Soe we eae 
The question, ‘Shall the rules-be sus 
was taken 
follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, ‘Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Baker, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, 
Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B; Butler, Calvin, 
Camphell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freedicy, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Gott, Gonid, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hoagland, Howe. Willian T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 
Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Pres- 
ton King, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Mor- 
ris, Morton, Neison, Ogte, Otis, Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, 
Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton; Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Sweet- 

Yan Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, and Williams—124." 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beaté, 
Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown, Burt, E. C; Cabell, 
George A. Caldwell, Cartier, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Daniel, Deberry, Edmundson, Featherston, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph Wi- Jackson, Andrew; Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La Sére, MeClernand, 
McGaughey, Finis ©. McLean, MeMallen, McQueen, Me- 
Willie, Miller, Milison, Olds, Owen, Parker, Phelps, Pow- 
ell, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, ‘Tuck, Venable, Walden, Wat- 
kins, Welborn, Wildrick, and Woodward—66. 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

THE TEXAS BOUNDARY. . i 

A message was received from the Senate, by. A. 
Dickins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment: of 
this House to the Texas boundary bill. . 

RESIGNATION. oe KRE 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 

House the following letter: . 
WASHINGTON, Séptember 9, 1950. 

Hon. Sir: 1 am about to depart for the State of California, 
and before doing so, 1 think it is my duty to resign the seat 
I now hold in the House of Representatives of the United 
States, as a Representative of the 3d Congressional district, 
in the State of New Hampshire. 

I would respectfully request you to announce my resigna- 
tion to the House, and to notity the Governor of New Hamp- 
shire thereof, that the vacancy may be supplied according to 
the laws of that State, With sentiments of high regard aud 
esteem, your obedient servant, JAMES WILSON. 

Hon. HOWELL COBE, 

Speaker of the Ho. of Reps. U. S., 31st Gong. . 

On motion by Mr. TUCK, by consent, the 
Speaker was requested to communicate the fact 
of the vacancy to the Governor of the State: of 


New Hampshire. i 


Mr. CARTTER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following résolutions. 
which was read for information: : 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Accounts be authorized 
to audit and pay the accompanying account. for repairs of 
furniture, &c., in the Hail of tie House, which haye of ne- 
cessity been made since the passage of the resolution of the 
House on the 9b of May last restricting expeliditures for 
furnishing or refitting the Haih | > 

No objection being made, 2 

The resolution was received and agreed to, 


ing.) Whether this— 


gentleman cannot pro- 


pended” 
; and resulted—yeas 124, nays 66; a8 


1778 


-THE CONGRESSIONAL GI 


Mr. CLARKE asked the general consent to 


offera resolution. Its object (he said) was to in- ; 


crease the wages `of the superintendent of the 
folding room from $2 50 to $3 per day. The 
Committee on Accounts, thought the pay he now 


received inadequate to the responsibility of his- 


station, and the nature of his services. He hoped 
the resolution would be adopted. It was read for 
information: 

Resolved, That the wages of Thomas J: Clements, Su- 
perintendent of the folding room, are not an adequate com- 
pensation for the time employed, and the responsibility of 
the station, and that bis wages be increased to three dollars 
per, day daring the session of the present Congress. 

No objection being made, 

The resolution was received; and the question 
being on its adoption— 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

And that the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to 
James C. Walker, during the 31st Congress, the usual pay 
allowed to engrossing clerks in his office, instead of the pay 
of messenger which he now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution as amended was adopted. 


CUMBERLAND ISLAND. 


Mr. EWING asked leave to offer the following. 


resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate bill No. 57, being a bill to im- j 


prove the navigation of the Ohio river at the head of Cum- 
berland [sland in said river, be made the special order for 
Tuesday the 17th day of September at 12 m., and continue 
from day to day at that hour until disposed of. 


Objection was made. 

Mr. EWING moved to suspend the rules for 
the reception of the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
cluded in-the harbor and river bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 
No conversation on the subject is in order. 

The motion of Mr. Ewine was put, and re- 
jected. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received, 

Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules, and 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

He withdrew the motion temporarily. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he found in the mi- 
nority report, which he had recently made from 
the committee of investigation relative to claims al- 
lowed by the late Secretary of the Interior, a page 
was omitted; he asked leave to report an amend- 
ment to supply the vacancy, and to have it printed. 
Tle also asked leave to correct an error in a name 
included in the report. 

No objection being made, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 
3 Mr. BOYD. What is the first business in or- 
er? 

The SPEAKER. The call for petitions. 

Mr. BOYD. | want to get at the business on 
the Speaker’s table. I hope no objection will be 
made. ` 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BOYD moved a suspension of the rules, in 
order to proceed to’ the business on the Speaker’ 
table. 

The question was taken; and 

The Speaker counted—ayes 65, noes 50. 

Mr. BOYD. I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. VINTON. 1 would inquire what the bills | 


are? 

‘The SPEAKER. There area large number of 
bills on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BOYD. | I have no hesitation to state what 
is my object. It is to getat the fugitive slave bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and decided in the | 


negative—yeas 109, nays 58; as follow: 
YEAS—Megars. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowdon, 
Bowie, Boyd, Kreck, Albert G. Brown, Burt; Thomas B, 
Butler, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, 
Casey, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Danicl, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, wing, 
Fitch, Fatler, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Green, Halt, Hamil- 
ton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Hartis, 
Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, 
Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James 
L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufinan, 
Kerr, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Liulefield, Job Mann, Me- 
Clemand, McMullen, MeQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Mill- 
son, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Richardson, Rose, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Sprague, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Sie- 
vens, ‘Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Jobn 
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B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Venable, Walden, Wal 
do, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Williams, 
and Woodward—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Andrews, Bennett, Bingham, 
Booth, Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, Calvin, Campbell, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, 
Duncan, Eliot, N. Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gilmore, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Henry, Howe, William ‘Lf. 
Jackson, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, Matteson, MeKissock, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, 


i Olds, Otis, Phoenix, Putrum, Reed, Reynolds, Rumsey, 


Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooteraft, Silvester, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, and 
Vinton—58. 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Pending the question— . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, rose to a privileged 
question, and moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution fixing a day for the final ad- 
journment of Congress was adopted, and moved 


| to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Which latter motion was agreed to. 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr. | 


Barty— 

Mr. BAYLY further yielded at the request of 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who askéd 
and obtained leave to offer the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper is hereby authorized to 
have the desks, chairs, locks, &c., in the Hall of the House 
of Representatives, repaired or renewed as heretofore, and 
submit the bills for the same to the Commitlee of Accounts 
for their inspection and approval. 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Bayty— 

Mr. KAUFMAN appealed to the gentleman 


i further to yield to allow him to offer a resolution. 


Mr. BAYLY consented to yield, but gave notice 
that he would not again. 

The resolution of Mr. Kaurman was read for 
information: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, No, 261, to author- 
ize the President to incorporate the officers of the late 
Texas navy into the navy of the United States, and that 
said bill be put upon its passage. 


Mr. HALL and many others objected. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I movea suspension of the 
rules, and f trust the House will give me at least 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

And the question being taken, the motion, to 
suspend was rejected. 

‘The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Bayty, was taken and agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bow- 
uw in the chair.) 

PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg leave to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the committee to introduce the 
following appropriation bill, which, after it has 


| been read, will make its own vindication. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

An act to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for pay 
and mileage of members of Congress for the present ses- 
sion. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 


the United States in Congress assembled, ‘That the sum of one 


hundred and sixty thousand dollars be, and the same is į 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not | 


otherwise appropriated, for the pay of mileage and per diem 
of Senators, members of the House of Representatives, and 
Delegates in Congress at the present session. 


Mr. BAYLY rose, and said: I move that the 
committee rise, and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


For additional expense of stationery for members during 
the present session, ten dollars to each member, $2,330. 


Mr. J., in explanation, said that this amend- 
ment had been passed some time since in the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. But he under- 
stood from the declarations of several members 


that this provision would not be applicable to the |, 
It was known that the law which | 
provided for the payment of a certain amount of | 


present session. 


money for stationery, to be used in the publicservice, 


| was designed to apply to a session of reasonable du- 


ration. But the length of the present session had 
been wholly unreasonable. The stationery of a 
large majority of the members had already run out, 
and they were now paying for the ink and paper 
which. was expended here in the public service. 
It was never designed that matters of this’ kind 
should be provided for at the personal expense of 


| 
| 


I 


the members. Fhe. objectof the original Hmita- 
tion was, that abuses connected with these. inci- 
dental experisés should be corrected. ©. 0 8 05n 
Mr. JONES suggested to Mr. Jounson to add 
the sum of of $2;330.to the bill, as the amount re- 
quired by his amendment. : y 
Mr. JOHNSON did so. 
The amendment was agreed. to. 
Mr. HAMPTON sent ‘an amendment. to the 


4 


Chair, which does not appear to have been acted . 


upon, for the Reporter could hear nothing of it af- 
terwards. : 


> 


Mr. OLDS offered the following amendment, to. 


come in at the end of the original bill: 

Provided, That the Senators and Representatives from 
California be allowed the same mileage as the Delegate from 
Oregon, and no more. i p 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, rose to a ques- 
tion of order. He submitted that the amendment 
proposed to change an existing law, and that ex- 
isting permanent laws could not be changed: in an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CARTTER submitted that the subject of 
the mileage of these gentlemen ‘was within the 
control of Congress, and that the same power 
which had legalized their claims ‘to seats could 
regulate their pay. $ 

Some irregular conversation followed beetween 
Messrs. Sranron, of Tennessee, Carrrer and 
Hunrer, when 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be in order. i 

Mr. ORR appealed from the decision. 

Mr. McCLERNAND suggested to Mr. OLDS 
to withdraw his amendment.” There was’ (Mr. 
McC. said) a general law authorizing per diem and 


| mileage, which comprehended these cases as effect- 


ually as that of his own, or any other member. 

Mr. OLDS did not withdraw. 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was affirmed. 

The question being on the amendment— 

Mr. OLDS modified it so as to strike out the 
per diem. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, proposed to 
amend the amendment, as follows: 


« And that the sam of $50,000, in addition to the. sum 
already provided for in the civil and diplomatie appropria- 
tion bill, be and the same is hereby. appropriated to enable 
the Clerk to pay for the books ordered to be purchased for 
the new members of the present Congress.” atte a 


Mr. FOWLER inquired whether the sum 
ignated was found to be necessary? ` 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said, if the 
eommittee would permit him he would briefly ex- 
plain. He understood that the Clerk was not au- 
thorized to purchase any of books provided for by 
the appropriation, unless he can procure the whole 
of oe for the sum named in the appropriation 
bill. 

The Clerk informs me that it is utterly impos- 
sible to do so; hence the necessity for this addi-~ 
tional appropriation. 

Mr. FOWLER wished to make a further in- 
quiry, whether this appropriation would cover all 
the expenses? : i 

Mr. STANTON. This, in addition to what 
has been already appropriated by the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, will be suficient. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi; said the 
House had already appropriated, upon an estimate 
made by some gentlemen, $30,000.. He supposed 
the object was to make an additional appropria- 
tion, so as to make the aggregate $80,000. He 
wished the committee to recollect, that when the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill was under 
consideration, they had expressly refused to ap- 
propriate $80,000; yet it was now proposed to in- 


des- 


| crease the appropriation to that amount. 


Mr. VINTON desired to know upon whose es- 
timate this appropriation was proposed? Jt had not 
been before the Committee.of Ways and Means, 
to whom it should regularly have gonegand been 
investigated there, and been reported by them. 

Mr. FOWLER, in reply to the inquiry of Mr. 
Vinton, stated, that if he understood the matter 
correctly, the Clerk had the charge of expending 
this appropriation, of purchasing the books. ‘The 
Clerk assured him that unless this additional ap- 
propriation of $50,000 were made, he could not 
purchase these books. This additional appropria- 
tion would be sufficient. Z 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, stated that at 
the time the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill 


1850. 
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was under consideration, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce (Mr. Jones] had estimated that the pur- 
chase of thése books would require $85,000. 

Mr. JONES said: In the Twenty-eighth Con- 
gress, when there were one hundred and fifty new 
members, $87,600 were appropriated for these 4 
books; in the Twenty-ninth Congress, $72,300; 
and in the Thirtieth Congress, in which there 
were some one hundred and twenty-three new 
members, $79,000 and some: hundreds. This 
item for books was increasing every year, and it 
would require at least $80,000 or $85,000 this 
year to pay for these books. When this subject 
was up as an amendment to the civil and diplo- |i 
matic bill, he had stated. these facts, and moved to 
make the appropriation $80.000. He had then 
said he was opposed to making the appropriation; 
but if the House expected to distribute these 
books, they ought-to come up and make the ap- 
propriation necessary to buy them. The commit- 
tee at that time put in the appropriation, and from 
some cause or other, from some freak, afterwards 
struck it out, and inserted $30,000, with the con- 
dition, that if the books could not be bought for 
that, they should not be bought at all, and if full 
‘sets could not be procured, none should be. They 
could buy all these books, if they wanted them; 
and if they intended to have them, the House 
should come up boldly, and make the appropria- 
tion; and they might as well do it in one bill as 
in two or three. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said he had a 
conversation with the Clerk on this subject a few 
days ago, who had assured him that it was ut- 
terly impossible for him to purchase these books 
and carry out the order of the House, unless the 
appropriation was increased. A full set of these 
books costs some six hundred and thirty dollars. 
There were one hundred and twenty members to 
supply: one hundred and twenty multiplied by 
$680, would make about $80,000, as any gentle- 
man could see.. Hence it was very easy to deter- 
mine the necessary amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. VENABLE said: Mr. Chairman, I deem 
this a proper occasion to speak to the whole bill 
as well as to the amendments. There is a pro- 
vision in that bill to pay for the mileage and per 
diem of the Senators and members from the State 
of California. That State has been, by the vote 
of both Houses of Congress, admitted into the Con- 
federacy. Whatever may have been my course 
as to that measure, self respect, as well as respect 
for this House, induce me to forbear any re- 
marks concerning it. But there is a question of 
great importance involved in the action which we 
shall take, as to the right of those who are now 
here as Representatives from that State, claiming 
a seat in this House. I assure the committee that 
it is not my purpose to offer any factious opposi- 
tion to their claim. The: Constitution itself pre- 
sents the difficulty to my mind, and | would be 
obliged to any gentleman who. might remove it. 
If they are entitled to seats, I will gladly accord 
them their rights. But, sir, there is so much ap- 
parent irregularity and unconstitutional action in 
reference to their election, that I am, with my 
present views, compelled to conclude that they are 
not entitled to the rights of members of this 
House. I have raised the question now, with the 
double purpose of opposing a provision for their 
pay and mileage, and to bring the subject before 
the House, that it may be acted on when they ap- 
ply to.be qualified and take their seats. 

The Constitution provides, in the fourth section 
of the first article, that ‘the times, places, and 
‘manner of holding elections for Senators and 
t Representatives shall be prescribed in each State 
‘by the Legislature thereof; but the Congress may, 
“atany time, by law, make or alter such regulations 
“exceptas to the place of choosing Senators.” Now, 
sir, the formation of the government of California 
wasarevolationary act;and whilst I fally admitthat 
we may waive the irregularity, and acknowledge 
her sovereignty, and admit her into the Confed- 
eracy, her rights as one of the States accrue at the 
time of such acknowledgment. and admission. 
They had no previous existence, and I suppose 
none will assume that California could be a State, 
in the sense now under consideration, until de- 
clared so by the concurrent action of the legislative 
authority of the United States.: As to the right of 
the Senators elected by the Legislature.of Califor- 
‘nia to seats in the Senate, I have no remark to 
make, for the Constitution provides, that “ each 


| 


House shall be judge of the elections, returns and 
qualifications of its own members.” But as to the 
right of those said to be elected to represent. Cali- 
fornia in this House, I feel assured that none of 
the requisitions of the Constitution have been 
complied with, They were elected cotempora- 
neously with the members of the first Legislature 
of California. Neither the time, places, nor man- 
ner of that election had been prescribed by the 
Legislature of California, for no such Legislature | 
had ever existed. No time, place, or manner had 
been recognized by law; and however we may 
legalize, and waive any revolutionary action in the 
formation of a State, and thereby pass a law of am- 
nesty in relation to that action, we are by the 
Constitution forbidden to waive a clear provision 
which regulates and prescribes the mode in which 
Representatives are to be chosen. The power re- 
served to Congress in this article to alter by law 
the regulations as to the times, places, and manner | 


which have been prescribed by the Legislatures of |! 


the States for the election of Representatives, was | 
manifestly for the purpose of securing the election | 
of Representatives, should any State refuse to make 

those necessary for that purpose, and had refer- 

ence to existing States and existing Legislatures, 

as well as existing and unsatisfactory regulations. 

California is not now a State, unless the President 

has signed’ the bill. Therefore, Congress could 

not alter regulations existing in California, for 

none such exist. Neither could Congress make 

any law regulating elections there even for terri- 

torial purposes before a territorial government was 

formed. The election, then, in California was 

without authority of law—before the existence of | 
the first Legislature—under no regulation of any 

Legislature as to time, place, or manner, and 

therefore, utterly void. Should we assume the 

power to give them seats as members, we at once 

assert the right to fill vacancies in our own i 
bodies, and to select the members who are to 
take seats on this floor. Suppose, sir, a person 
should claim a seat here by virtue of a popular 
election in any of the States, and it should ap- 
pear that he was elected by the unanimous vote 
of the whole district, but on a different day and 
ata different time and place than that prescribed 
by the law of his State. Would you admit him 
to a seat here? If no contestant for his seat ap- | 
peared, but it was manifest on his commission, 
or the House was informed by evidence de hors 
that commission that those irregularities existed, 
would you admit him? Sir, there is profound 
wisdom in this provision of the Constitution. It 
was to prevent popular elections from becoming 
mobs; it was intended to prevent anarchy and 
confusion when the citizen went to exercise his 
highest and most valuable right; it was a recog- 
nition of State sovereignty in the great business of 
regulating the elections which take place within 
her borders. Assume the right of receiving the 
claimants for seats here from California, and in a 
short time refractory minorities will be expelled 
by majorities, and their places filled by acquies- 
cing and submissive tools. We shall soon reach 
the point at which the recent convention in New 
Mexico commenced in purging our House of mal- 
contents, and supplying their places with those 
who will aid the purposes of a majority. 

Mr. VINTON. Will the gentleman give way 
for a moment? 

Mr. VENABLE. Certainly. 

Mr. VINTON.. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, that the proper time for 
his objection is when the members from Califor- 
nia present themselves to be qualified and take | 
their seats. The question of their right to pay and | 
mileage will arise hereafter, and then it would be 
proper to pursue bis inquiry. 

Mr. VENABLE. My purpose is to raise the ; 
question both now and at that time. 


apparent in the Constitution, that I feel compelled 


tocall the attention. of the committee to the sub- || 


ject. I did not know whether I should be in the | 
House when they were presented, and the import- 
ance of preserving the sources as well as the ma- | 
chinery of representation from corruption. on the | 
one hand, and abuse on the other, isso urgent that | 
I have felt called upon to submit my views onthe | 
present occasion. a5 

Mr. SCHENCK, (Mr. Venas_e giving way.) 
By the permission of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I would suggest that in the case of Texas, ! 


I would |; 
gladly be relieved from the difficulty, but it is so |} 


we provided by the artigles. of annexation for ‘the 
admission. of two members from: Texas,: befote 
Texas became'a member of the Confederacy and 
that they were accordingly elected arid admitted: 

Mr. VENABLE, (admitting the historical cor- 
rectness of the statement of the gentleman. trom 
Ohio, (Mr. Scaencx.] There’ is no relief from 
‘the dificulty.. Texas was an existing State, a sov- 
ereignty acknowledged by us ‘and he nations of 
the world at the time of annexation. She waa not 
in an inchoate and revolutionary state.: “Her or- 
‘ganization was complete, and she came-in-by-a 
quasi treaty. But the facts as to Texas:are these: 
By the articles of annexation she formed: a con- 
stitution, provided for a Legislature, which was 
| elected under that constitution, which passed laws 
| regulating the time, place, and manner of electing 
members of Congress, who were. accordingly 
elected, and came here and claimed seats, and ob- 
tained them, under the articles of annexation. 
Texas was a State, and recognized as such, ac- 
| cepted the resolutions of annexation, which were 
| laws passed by Congress, and perfected her claim 
| under them. Sir, there is much of serious import- 
lance in this question, The great principles of a 
| representative government are fixed in the article- 
of the Constitution to which ‘reference is made. 
| If these claimants of seats here are admitted; we 
shali have established a precedent which author- 
izes a majority of Congress to override the “Con- 
stitution, choose its own members, and „finally 
| provide for its own perpetual existence. Any cit- 
izen of California is as much entitled to a seat here 
as those who, without any Jaw regulating their 
election, come here with their credentials. The 
convention which made the constitution of Cali- 
fornia was not the Legislature of California. It 
was a convention for the adoption of a constitu- 
tion providing for the Legislature which was to 
enact regulations fixing the time, place, and man- 
ner of electing Representatives and Senators to 
Congress. I trust, sir, that the little that is left of 
the Constitution which has not been trodden down 
and disregarded, may be yet respected-—that its 
provisions may not become literally a dead letter, 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise— 
with the view (he said) of offering in the House a 
resolution to terminate debate. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

So the committee roge.and reported. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a resolution in the usual 
form, providing for the termination of the debate 
in Committee of the Whole on the state’ of ‘the 
Union in one minate. ESE 

The resolution was agreed to. : 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee re- 
sumed its session, (Mr. Bown in the chair.) 

The question, being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment, was taken, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended— i 

Mr. FITCH. isthe amendment now open to 
amendment? 23 

The CHAIRMAN. Iris. ; : 

Mr. FITCH. { offer the following amendment 
to the amendment, to come in after the first prò- 
viso, viz: 

s And provided also, that Hugh N. Smith, Delegate from 
New Mexico, and Aimon W. Babbit, Delegate from Utah, be 
allowed the same amount for mileage, which is allowed to 
the Delegate from Oregon.” 

Mr. F. said, he believed it was customary to pay 
the contestant for aseat his mileage atleast, if not 
his per diem. Others could speak from the book; 
į he could not. He desired to see the Delegates paid 
| mileage, thinking, as he did, that they were enti- 
tled to seats. Those who agreed with him in this 
latter opinion ‘would of course vote to pay their 
mileage. 

Mr. SWEETSER rose to a point of order, and 
said, that the amendment had no connection what- 
ever with the bill, and the House knew nothing of 
such persons as Delegates from Utah and New 
| Mexico. - ae 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and decided the amendment in order. , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired 
whether the amendment was open to amendment? 

No response was heard frm the Chairman. 

Mr. ALBERTSON suggested to his colleague, 
{Mr. Fircu,] that a resolution had already passed, 
giving Mr. Miller his mileage. =. 

Mr. FITCH said, he would modify his ameng- 
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ment, then, by striking out that portion which re- 
lated to Mr. Miller. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed his point of order 
upon the amendment as modified. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of. Mississippi, said, before 
the question was decided, he hoped the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Firca] would modify bis 
amendment, so as to pay mileage also to the Sen- 
ators elect from New Mexico, Mr. Weightman, 
and Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr.-FITCH. I think I shall decline the prop- 
osition. I will wait till they present themselves 
to take their. seats. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend by striking out 
the word ‘Delegate,’ and inserting “ agent.” 

The CHAIRMAN said the amendment was not 
in order, as there was already an amendment to 
the amendment pending. 

Mr. SWEETSER appealed from the decision 
of the Chair ruling the amendment of Mr. Fircn 
in order. It seems to me (said he) that we are 
pressing this matter to a point too far-— 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and said, in his 
opinion the appeal was not debatable. 

Mr. WOODWARD suggested to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Fircy] that he had made an 
important omission in his amendment. There had 
been elected a person as a member of Congress 
from New Mexico, as well as a Delegate; and if 
the last election did not supersede the first, the 
member of Congress should at least be placed upon 
a footing of equality. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana should include the mileage for the member of 
Congress also. | 

The question, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as. the judgment of the committee??? was 
taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and 
the amendment of Mr. Fircu was ruled out of 
order. 

The question recurring upon the amendment— 

Mr. HOUSTON moved the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

«And that the Clerk of the House cause the Executive 
Mansion to be furnished with a complete set of the Docu- 
ments and Journals of Congress up to the present time, and 
that the sum of five hundred dollars is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for that purpose.” 

Mr. H. said be regarded it as proper that an 
appropriation should be made for the purpose 
of furnishing the Executive Mansion with the 
reports and documents of Congress. Some days 
ago, he had made an attempt to introduce a 
resolution to this effect, but he did not succeed in 
his object. 1t was not until recently that he had 
become aware that the Executive Mansion was 
not supplied with these documents. IJe had al- 
ways supposed that it was the custom to furnish 
the President with these books, in the same man- 
ner as the several departments were supplied with 
them. He had learned, however, that this was 
not done. There could be no doubt that it ought 
to be done; and he hoped, therefore, that his 
amendment would be adopted. He thought it 
would be obviously improper to refuse to supply 
the President with these documents. He had oc- 
casion for them for the purpose of daily reference 
in the discharge of his official duttes, and now, 
he is compelled, whenever the necessity for a ref- 
erence occurs, to send to some one of the depart- 
ments. He hoped that the House would adopt 
this amendment, so that the President may here- 
after have the means of reference at hand. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he should 
oppose theamendment. He regarded this proposi- 
tion as laying the foundation fora great Bxecu- 
tive library, for he knew that it would end in that. | 
An appropriation of $500 was now asked to fur- 
nish the President with the reports and documents 
of Congress. Next year there will be $1,000 
asked for; and the year following it will be $2,000; 
and so we shall go on until we shall have built up 
a great Executive library. He was opposed to 
the proposition altogether. 

The question being on the amendment to the 
amendment, it was ordered to be taken by tellers. 

Mr. Feataersron aad Mr, Oeue were ap- | 
pointed tellers; and the question being taken, the 
result was announced—ayes 63, noes 64. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- | 
jected. , r | 

The question being on the amendment asi 
amended— i ; 

Mr. VINTON said he was quite sure that the 


committee had overruled the decision of the Chair, 
a few moments since, without having a sufficient 
understanding of the subject. He would now 
moye to amend the amendment by inserting after 
the word “ mileage,” the following words: 

« And that Hugh N. Smith and Almon W. Babbit, late 
claimants for seats in the House of Representatives from 
New Mexico and Utah, be allowed their per diem from the 
day of their arrival in Washington, to the day when their 
claim to a seat was rejected by a vote of the House ef Rep- 
resentatives; and also the sum of $2,000 each for their mile- 
age: Provided, That no per diem shali be allowed for any 
time previous tothe commencement of the session of Con- 
gress.” 3 

Mr. SWEETSER objected to the amendment 
as out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN decided, that after the re- | 


cent decision of the committee, he was compelled 
to rule it out of order. ; 

Mr. VINTON appealed from this decision of 
the Chair. 

The question was then put, * Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand. as the judgment of the com- 


i mittee?” when there appeared—ayes 41, noes 68. 
pp y 


There being no quorum voting, tellers were 
demanded, and Messrs. WaLpo and OeLeg were 
appointed. 

The question was again put, when there ap- 
peared—ayes 46, noes 78. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Mr. VINTON then defended the amendment to 
the amendment, stating that he had put the amount 
of the compensation to the Delegates who pre- 
sented themselves here from New Mexico and 
Deseret below what was given to the Delegate 
from Oregon, and provided that the per diem 
should be allowed from the time when these Del- 


egates presented themselves in this city to the time 


when they were rejected. 

Mr. ST RONG said, it was due to the Commit- 
tee on Elections that he should state, that while he 
rose in opposition to the payment of this com- 
pensation in the manner now proposed by the res- 
olution, he was in favor of paying these gentlemen. 
He had certainly been always of the opinion that 
under the circumstances in which these gentlemen 
had presented themselves, it was quite proper that 
the House should compensate them for their ex- 
penses and their Jost time. But he did not think 
that they ought to be put on a footing, in regard to 
mileage and per diem, with the Delegates who 
have seats in this House. 

Mr. SWEETSER called the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. Instead of opposing the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, in com- 
pliance with the rule, he was, in fact, advocating it. 

Several Vorczs. No; he is opposing it. 

Mr.STRONG. So he was understand by every 
gentleman except his friend from Ohio. He was 
saying that it was bad policy to put these gentle- 
men on a footing with the Delegates having seats 
on the floor. This objection was, however, ob- 
viated by the terms of the amendment. But when 
he was asked to allow these gentlemen a per diem 
of eight dollars and the full mileage, it was evident 
that they would then be on the same footing with 
the regular Delegates on this floor. 


Mr. VINTON asked if that was not conform- | 


able to the practice of the House in similar cases? 

Mr. STRONG resumed, stating that, in former 
cases, the Delegates had a right to that amount of 
compensation under the act of 1817. But in this 
case, these gentlemen could only be regarded as 


applicants for the courtesy of the House. They | 


did not stand on the footing of former Delegates; 
they had no claims in common with them, 


the one of a Territory not organized at all, and the 
other of a Territory not recognized. He was de- 
sirous to move an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIR decided that as there was already 


| pending an amendment to an amendment, any 


further amendment would not now be in order. 
Mr. STRONG said, that as his amendment 
would not now be in order, he would merely say 
that he would be willing to pay these agents their 
mileage and a per diem of $4, or their full per 
diem and no mileage. 


They | 
presented themselves here simply as the agents, | 


But if we were to give them | 


their per diem and mileage, as to other Delegates, : 


; we should be establishing a precedent which would 


bind us hereafter. . 
Mr. SWEETSER asked if it was not compe- 
tent for him to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment? 
The CHAIR decided 
order. 


l 
| 
i 


| 


| 


that it would be out of | 


| 


The question was then put, tellers being, ge- 


mahndėd and granted, and Messrs. McWine and 
Levin acting as tellers, when the: result was an- 
nounced as follows—ayes 68, noes 42.. SA 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. : See 

The amendment. as amended was then:agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the billgbe laid aside, 
to be reported; which was agreed to. |, D 
TREATY WITH MEXICO. ooo 5a 

Mr. BAYLY, af chairman of the Committee 
of Waysand Means, introduced a bill providing 
for the further execution of the treaty. with Mex- 
ico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, and appro- 
priating $3,360,000, for that purpose. : 

The bill having been read— 

Mr. DISNEY moved to amend it 
following words, viz: 

“To be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
notification of the Seeretary of State.” 

Mr. D. I have a few words to say in regard 
to this amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (interpos- 
ing,) said, he felt constrained to raise a point of 
order. This bill had been introduced in Commit- 
mittee of the Whole, and not referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole by the House. This, he 
thought, was entirely wrong. It certainly was 
not warranted by the rules of the House, 

Mr. BAYLY said, the gentleman might be right 
in regard to the point of order if the fact was pre- 
cisely as he had stated it. But the genldeman 
would recollect that the subject had been referred 
by the House to the Committee of the Whole or 
the state of the Union when the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill was referred, This bill, in the 
very terms in which it was now presented, had 
been stricken out of the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, in consequence of the rule of the 
House which declares that a bill for carrying out 
the stipulations of a treaty cannot be connected 
with any other subject. i 

Mr. KAUFMAN said, he thought it was too 
late to raise the point of order, the bill having been 
to some extent acted upon. 

After some further conversation on the point of 
order by Messrs. Bayty, Bovo, Tuompson of 
Mississippi, and Haratsox, 

Mr. BAYLY withdrew the bill. ` 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee take up 
for consideration the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy at West 
Point. i ae i 

The motion was agreed to. e 

This bill had been returned from the Senate with 
amendments. 

The amendments were read by the Clerk. 

1. Striking out from the item of pay of officers, 
instructors, cadets, and musicians, ‘ $79,764,” 
and inserting *‘ $87,436.” 

2. Striking from the item for commutation of 
subsistence, ** $5,621,” and inserting * $2,263.” 

3. Striking from the item for forage of officer’s 
horses, “ $1,800,” and inserting “$1,864.” 

4, Striking from the bill the following, viz: 

“That henceforth the Professor of. Drawing and the Pro- 
fessor of French, shall be entitled to receive the sum of 
$1,500 per annam in addition to quarters and fuel now al- 
lowed by law, in liewof the sum now received by them, 
and that $626 be and the same is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated hy 
law, in addition to the other appropriations made in this bill, 
to carry this proviso into effect; and that no professor of the 
Military Academy shall be entitled to draw forage, or in lier 


thereof, fur more than one horse, to be owned and actually 
kept in service.’? i : 2 
And inserting in lieu thereof, the following: 


«That hereafter, in beu of the pay proper, ordinary ra- 
tions, forage and servants, heretofore received ander the ac- 
of April 12, 1812, the Professors of Engineering, Philosophy, 
Mathematies, Ethics, and Chemistry, shall be entitled to 
receive $2,000 each, per annum zand the Professors of Draw- 
ing and French, $1,500 each, per annum.?? 


5. Striking from the. item for clothing for officers’ ser- 


vants, “ $490” and inserting $490.” 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to explain to the com- 
mittee the character of this amendment, so that 
they may vote understandingly upon it. The 
change which has been made by the Senate is 
simply this: In place of paying the professors as 
the officers of the army are paid, by. having. their 
compensation made up of various Items, such as 
pay proper, allowance for subsistence, allowance 
for servants, for horses, forage, &c., the Senate 
proposes to pay them a round sum; and in doing 
this, they have reduced. the pay of one of the pro- 


by adding the 
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fesscys—the Professor of Engineering—some forty 
odd dollars, and have slightly increased the pay of 
the Professor of Chemistry, the Professor of 
Ethics, and the Professor of Natural and Experi- 
mental Philosphy. The pay of the Professor of 
French and the Professor of Drawing, is left pre- 
cisely as it stood in the bill when it passed this 
House. The effect of the amendment is to reduce 
the pay of one of the professors and to increase the 
pay of some of the others. It establishes the pay 
of all the professors at. $2,000, with the exception: 
of the Professor of French and the Professor of 
Drawing, who are to receive $1,500 each. 

Mr. JONES remarked, that the course pursued 
in regard to this bill appeared to him to be exceed- 
ingly irregular. He would venture the assertion, 
that it was the first time in the history of the legis- 
{ation of Congress, thata general appropriation bill 
coming back from the Senate with an amendment, 
had been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, without first go- 
ing to the Committee of Ways and Means, inorder 
that that committee might examine the amend- 
ments and report to the House whether it should be 
concurred in or rejected. It might not do any 
great harm to take this course in this particular case; 
but (continued Mr. J.) suppose the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill should come back to 
this House, as it usually does, and as it will un- 
doubtedly, with a number of important amend- 
ments which no member of this House has a suffi- 
cient opportunity to examine, and you refer it forth- 
with to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union; would such a course be proper? 
He thought it would not. It was a practice that 
should not be adopted by the House. This bill 
ought yet to be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, so that that committee might examine 
the amendment and report to the House whether 
it should be concurred in or not. 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire’ to say, in reply to my 
friend from Tennessee, who is also a member of the 
‘Committee of Ways and Means, that I concur to j! 
a great extent in the remarks that he has made, but 
it will be recollected that the bill has been referred || 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union by order of the House; and if there 
is any impropriety in that proceeding the House | 
alone is accountable for it; if there is an irregularity |; 
it has been committed by the House itself. And | 
I beg to say in reference to that irregularity, that || 
so far as the committal of the bill is concerned, 
whether it be sent to the one committee or the 
other, isa matter to be determined by the character 
of the bill or of the amendments to it, After the 
explanation which I made in reference to it, the 
House came to the conclusion that there was no 
occasion to send the bill to the Committee of Ways 
and. Means, ‘and they accordingly sent it to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. do not myself conceive that there is any 
irregularity; but if there be, the House is responsi- 
ble for it, and not the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. JONES. lam aware that it is the House, 
and not the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that is responsible for the irregularity 
of sending this bill to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of thé Union without a reference of it | 
to the Committee of Ways and Means; but it was | 
done ata time when the matter entirely escaped 
my notice, or I should have endeavored to have it 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
I think, sir, that it should go. to that commitee | 
now; and for the purpose of testing the sense of | 
the House upon the question, I move that the 
committee rise and ‘report’ the bill to the House, | 
and ask to be discharged from its farther consider- | 
ation, in order that it may go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. . 

Mr. EVANS rose and said, that there certainly |; 
could, in this instance, be no occasion for the | 
course recommended by the gentleman from Ten- 
nossee, [Mr. Jonss.]} Every one must be aware 
of the nature of the chatiges proposed by the Sen- 
ate; they had already been explained by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. 
Bayiy;] and when the Committee of Ways and 
Means made.its report of the bill, were committed 
to it. We could expect no further light than had 
already been thrown upon the subject. 

Mr. JONES asked Mr. Evans to explain the | 
nature öf the amendment made by the Senate; | 


| 
} 


| 
|i 
| 
i 


| tem, where none are enlisted as common soldiers | 


which he did at some length. 


Mr. EVANS then proceeded to say, that the 
Professor of French at West Point was Mr. Agnel, 
a gentleman justly popular with the corps of cadets 
for his estimable qualities, and one who would be 
valued everywhere for his fine acquirements as a 
scholar, his acquaintance with the languages and 
literature of Europe being. minute, varied, exten- 
sive, and exact; the salary proposed for him was 
not too much for his acquirements, and, indeed, 
in his (Mr. B.’s) opinion, not enough. 

The Professor of Drawing is Mr. Weir, a gen- i 
tleman of the highest attainment in his profession, 
and the artist who painted the beautiful picture in 
the Rotunda of the embarkation of the Pilgrims; 
a picture not only surpassing all the others there 
collected, but one which has excited the admira- 
tion of visitors from every part of the world. 

He trusted the bill would not be sent to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but that the commit- 
tee would report it at once to the House. | 

Mr. JONES renewed his motion that the com- 
mittee rise and ask to be discharged: from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HUBBARD said: Mr. Chairman, I will 
take my five minutes in giving my own opinions 
upon this West Point Academy. — 

I am not an enemy to the science and instruc- 
tion imparted in that school, for I know of no place 
where an equal amount of military education can 
be had, and we need all that can be imparted to 
those who command our armies and have the great 


| responsibilities growing out of that duty. 


But, sir, I do desire to change the whole prac- 
tice of our armies, growing out of our West Point 
school, so as to give a much more thorough edu- 
cation to the soldiers as well as the officers. 

‘This never can be done under the present sys- 


but forcigners, who enlist for mere support, or the 
drunken loafers of the cities and towns. 

If I had influence in the councils of the country, | 
I would so use this expensive Military Academy at | 
West Point as to increase the power and elevate | 
the condition of the rank and file of the army. 

This could be done by requiring the graduate at 
West Point, after he had completed his education 
at the public expense, to return to the district which 
had given him his education, and there teach the 
youth desirous of entering the army, and after they 
had been fully prepared, provide that all such as 
had sufficiently improved and gave evidence ofca- 
pacity and soldiership, might be eligible to office, 
and that promotions should begin with such. 

As matters now stand, no soldier, however wor- 
thy, can hope fora higher position. This and the | 
very low pay now given a soldier, keep all high- 
spirited young men out of your army as soldiers. 
West Point is the only door through which they 


! can enter to fill an office, and act as impartially as i 


we may in filling this school, yet it is mostly filled | 


| with a few favored children of fortune, and it will 


not be long until most of those will be the children 
of officers who have been themselves educated 
there, and through whose extensive influence none 
others can successfully come in competition for a 
place in the army. These soon become a sepa- 
rate class in society, and will claim the positions“ 


occupied by their fathers whenever pursuits are | 


difficult to obtain which lead to fortune and hon- 
ors. The same may be said of the navy and the 
naval schools. 

I would have them employed in each one of the 
‘industrial pursuits of the country,” free for the 
entrance of allthe youth. After proper training 
in their pursuits, the army should construct all of 
its buildings and barracks, and make its roads and 


| 
bridges, and no longer be the great and heavy [l 


charge it now is on the country. Now you have to | 
hire and pay out of public taxes, nearly every day 8) 
labor performed for the army. The sailor also ; 
should be better instructed, and should have a 
chance for promotion when he exhibited intelli- 

gence, courage, and energy. y 
The seamen should construct their ships, and | 
fight in them, and keep them in repair, so far as to | 
greatly diminish the public charge, and increase i 
the use and efficiency of the navy. ; 
You would not then find such trouble in detail- | 
ing officers for duty abroad, as you have now, for | 
if constantly empisyed they would be glad.of a | 
| 


chance to go abroad. ‘There would not then be | 
the difficulty of inducing officers to go on a distant i 
for all would desire to. go. 

not be stich crowds of cadets, | 


voyage as NOW, 
There would 


midshipmen, and lieutenants; to-fill the first tables,” 
and be first. waited upom at every city: hotel; as: 
complained of now’ by travelers, for they would: 
be more usefully employed, and at less expense tos 
themselves and country. ~~ AG ce 

Your officers and men in both army and navy’ 
would be more energetic, more useful every way, 
and less charge upon the toiling -millions;-and - 
above all, with better pay for the soldiers and sea- 
men, and not-so large for the officers-with: constant 
occupation for both, and a chance. of promotion 
extended to the meritorious common ®oldier and 
seaman, there would be more-of brotherly. feeling 
between officers and. men—more of energy and 
talent in the army as a whole—and ‘the.idea of a 
separate class between officers and men would not: 
be felt as it now is. 7 ; 

It would quiet the existing prejudices against 
your military and naval schools among all classes 
except the favored few, and, in my humble judg- 
ment, increase the power and popularity of beth 
these arms of our country's defence. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the bill, asamended ; 
be laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. remarked, that. the amend- 
ment had not yet. been adopted. ` ff PES ne 

Mr. SCHENCK said he hoped that the amend 
ment wonld be- concurred in. It wasa very plain- 
and simple proposition, and. one which required 
no investigation by the Committee of Ways and 


Means. : i : ; ; 
Mr. MORSE obtained the floor. He said he 


| certainly did not desire to occupy the time of the: 


committee with an argument concerning the ad- 
vantages to be derived from the Military Academy 
at West Point. But he had hoped, after the bril- 
liant achievements of the graduates of that institu- 
tion in the Mexican war, that the crusade which 
had been carried on on that floor for so many years 


‘against that institution, would at last have been 


permitted to cease; and he would. here take occa~ 
sion to say, that he was somewhat surprised. that 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hunparp,] : 
who was usually remarkable for his: keen: pere- 
ceptions of right and wrong, and for his practical: 
notions upon all subjects, should have. indulged in 
such a course of remark as he had upon this occa« 
sion. He desired to say to the committee, that- 
it seemed to him to be but proper, and certainly . 
much more in consonance with the manner of do: : 
ing business in this country, that the: pay of.the’ 
professors at West Point Academy.should be pro- 
vided for in the form proposed by the Senate. All: 
those fictions of law, or fictions: of military ser»: 
vice, by which horses, forage; servants, &c:, were. 
provided for in a time of peace, were, in his view 
of the matter, extremely ridiculous. He greatly” 
preferred paying to these gentleman a stipulated 
sum, in licu of all those allowances; and he had. 
no objection whatever to the amount proposed. to 
be given to them. - It could not be expected. that- 
the services of men of talent and acquirements 
could be procured for a less sum than $1,500'a:: 
year. It was but a small compensation, + Andini. * 
reference to the drawing. department; over which- 
Mr. Weir presided, the committee, were, perhaps, 
not aware thatit was one of the most important 
branches of a military education.. It was an_un- 
disputed and indisputable fact, that those skilled 
in that science, the officers of the engineer departe: 
ment, had performed most important services 
during the progress of the war with Mexico, al- 
though they had not received the credit and ap- 
plause which was justly due to them. They 
were obliged to expose their lives while engaged 
in taking drawings of the enemy’s fortifications, 
He knew a young man. in Louisiana, who drew.. 
for General Scott the whole. plan of the fortifica- 
tions around the city of Mexico: for. which:ser- 
vice, important as it was, he received only the ap- 
proval of the general; and. in its performance. he: 
encountered as much peril as an officer in battle. 
While engaged in the duty of collecting-that at=: 
curate information, which was necessary. to’enable 
the army to operate successfully, he. was struck : 
by no less than three spent ballets from the forti- + 


i| fications of the enemy. As. an evidence of: the 


importance of that branch of. the service, and of: 
the estimation in which it was held, he.need-onty 
refer to the fact, that the first five graduates in each 
year—those most distinguished for their -acquire- 
ments and good conduci—-werethe men-who were 
selected to enter the engineer department... 

So much fer the. peculiar- merits of the amend- 
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‘ment of the Senate. But he must'be permitted to 
express his unqualified surprise at hearing the at- 
tacks upon this institution again renewed. This 
was not the first time that he had heard it charac- 
terized as an aristocratic institution. Jt was no 
such thing. : The Constitution of the United States 
had imposed the charge. upon. Congress of making 
all necessary provision for raising an army and a 
navy tobe ready for service when required. And 
he would ask, when was it ever known in any civ- 
ilized country in the world that officers of the 
army capable of performing efficient service could 
be found in the walks of private life?. It was also 
gaid that favoritism prevailed, and that only those 
were permitted to graduate who were the protegés 
of persons in high stations in the Government. 
But (said Mr. M.) every congressional district is 
entitied to send a cadet to the academy. Where, 
then, is your favoritism? 

Sir, men in this country will not educate them- 
selves for military service, unless they are destined 
to be employed in that service, and to derive their 
subsistence from it, and he who is no¥ educated 
for it is unfitted for the service. We livein an age 
that is purely utilitarian, and no man will devote 
a large portion of his time to the acquirement ofa 


kind of knowledge which he does not expect to | 


be able to turn to profitable account. 

i had hoped, sir, that we would have heard no 
more of this ridiculous talk about silk stocking and 
white kid gentry, after the demonstrations that we 
have had of the efficiency of these men—men who 
have imbued their hands-—yes, and their white 


gloves, if you please—in the blood of the enemy. į; 


had supposed that the fault-finders would have 
been silent for at least a year or two; that they 
would have ceased from their attacks upon what is 
really one of the most important objects within 
the whole range of the multifarious interests of 


this\country, whether it be an aristocratic institu- | 


tion or not. Sir, our noble and gailant volunteers 
would never have been enabled to do half they did 
if they had not had the benefit of the aid, advice, 
and example of those who were educated in mili- 
tary science. 

if it can be shown that we can at all times dis- 
penae with an army—if we can, by the grace of 

od, settle all our national controversies without 
resorting to the “ullima ralio,” then it will be 
time enough to dispense with military education; 
but so long as we are voting six or eight millions 
of dollars annually for an army, for God’s sake do 
not act so ridiculous a part as to cut off the means 
of education from those who are destined to serve 
the country in that branch of the public service. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 
The motion: was agreed to, and 


‘The committee thereupon rose and reported | 


progress in the Military Academy bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move the usual resolution 
closing debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on this bill in five min- 


utes after it shall again have been taken up. | 


And I beg leave to say to the House, that the 
Senate has concurred in the joint resolution which 
we have this day adopted, terminating the present 
session in three weeks from this day; and from 
my own familiarity with the business of the 
House, I ‘can state that if so much time is taken 
up in general debate as the House seems disposed 
to allow, we cannot get through with the business 
before us. 

Mr: JONES. To correct the irregularity of the 
proceedings, I move that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of Union. be discharged from 
the consideration of the bill, with a view to its ref- 
erence to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be enter- 
tained, pending the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Bayty,] which is a privileged ques- 
tion. And the motion of:the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Jones] can only be made upon a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
the Speaker that the report of the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
should be amended, so as to include the bill which 
had been laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The action of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on that 
bill, can be reported hereafter. š 

The question was then taken on tha resolution 
of Mr. Barty, and it was adopted. 

So. the House decided that all debate on the 


I suggest to | 


i 


| as the other 


| amendment, tellers were demanded. 


: be adopted. 
| of the department of drawing was highly accom- 


ible to the Reporter, opposed the amendment. 


; tion for pay and mileage of members of Congress 


| Committee of the Whole .on the state of the 


Military Academy bill should cease in five minutes 
after it should again have been taken up in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Ou motion of Mr. BAYLY, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Bown, of Missouri, 
in the Chair.) 

Mr. GRINNELL moved to amend the proviso 
inserted by the Senate, by striking out the words, 
tand the Professors of Drawing and French, |! 
$1,500 each per annum,” so ag to put these profes- 
sors on a footing with the Professors of Engineer- 
ing, Philosophy, Mathematics, Ethics, and Chem- 
istry, by changing their salaries to $2,000 per an- 


num. 

Mr. GRINNELL. My amendment proposes || 
to put all the professors on the same footing. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- |i 
man from Tennessee is first in order. i} 
d |i 
i 
ti 


Mr. GRINNELL. I hope it will be vote 
down. ji 
The question was then put on the motion of the | 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] and it |: 
was not agreed to. 
Mr. GRINNELL, 
will be reported. 
The amendment was read again. 
Mr. G. said he trusted the amendment would 
The gentleman who was at the head 


1 hope that my amendment 


plished in bis art, and the compensation proposed | 
by the bill was not an adequate remuneration for | 
his services. 

Mr. GREEN (who from his position could not 
be distinctly heard by the Reporter) was under- 
stood to express his opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. GRINNELL remarked in reply, that Gen- 
eral Totten, who had the charge of this depart- | 
ment of the Academy, had, in his official commu- | 
nication to the Secretary of War, recommended ji 
precisely what he had proposed in this amend- it 
ment. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he thought the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Grinnexi] must be |} 
under a misapprehension in regard to the recom- 
mendation of General Totten. That officer had 
certainly spoken of the importance of the Profes- 
sorship of French and Drawing, but he did not 
think they should receive the same amount of pay 
professori: 

EN, again, in a few remarks not aud- 


| 
| 
Ut 
i 
{1 
fs 


Mr. GRE 


He preferred that the House should simply con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The question being on the amendment to the 
They were 


not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the amendment |} 
to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend |i 
the amendment by striking out $1,500 and insert- || 
ing $1,800 as the salary of the Professors of Draw- 
ing and French. 

The question was put, and it was disagreed to. | 

The question recurring on the amendment of | 
the Senate, it was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in. il 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and || 
report the bill. | 

‘Fhe motion was agreed to. 

The committee thereupon rose and reported to 
the House the bill to supply deficiencies in the | 
appropriation for the pay and mileage of members ji 
of Congress, and the Military Academy bill, with | 
the Senate amendments thereto. 

The bill to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 


t 


was then read a first and second time by its title. 
And the question being on its engrossment. : 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. || 
Mr. STRONG asked him to withdraw’ the || 
motion to enable him (Mr. S.) to move an amend- || 
ment. : 
Mr. BAYLY waived the motion. fi 
Mr. STRONG moved to amend the clause of || 
the bill providing for the per diem of the Delegates || 


: instalment bill. 


; appointed. 


from New Mexico and Utah, by inserting after ‘| 

the words per diem the words * of $5.” ; 
The SPEAKER. There are no amendments 

pending to this bill. It was reported from the 


Union. tt has not been referred to the Committee |; 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 


House has nothing to do with amendments offered |; 


there. ‘The bill comes to the House simply 8B 
bill. g ; 
Mr. JONES. Did not the gentleman from 


Í Virginia, (Mr. Bayxy,} by consent, withdraw the: 


bill from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? . i 
Mr. BAYLY. No. That was the Mexican 
The bill was then read a third time. . 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
know whether there was not ‘some mode by. 
which separate votes might be taken on. the spe- 
cific items. 
The SPEAKER explained, that it could only 
be effected by moving to amend the bill.. If the 
previous question should be withdrawn, the House 


i would proceed to vote on such amendment.: , 


Mr. THOMPSON inquired whether, if the pre- 
vious question. was seconded, he could not call a 
division on the items? : 

The SPEAKER. No—because the question 
will then be on the engrossment of the bill. The 
only way to attain the object would be to with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, and 
the House will then proceed to vote on amend- 
ments. 

Mr. STRONG withdrew the demand for. the 
previous question. a 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
strike out the amendment appropriating $50,000 
for books, and also the appropriations for the 
claimants to seats from Deseret and New Mexico. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Can I call for a division ? 

The SPEAKER stated to Mr. Toompson, that 


‘his motion was not in order.’ The gentleman 
i could not include in one motion two sections of 
! the bill, where there were intervening sections. 


Mr. THOMPSON. They are all one section, 
and it is so much of a single section of a bill that 
I propose to strike out. r 

The SPEAKER. The Chair mustregard them 
as two separate and, distinct propositions. There 


| can be no division in taking the question, but the 


votes may be taken on the questions as submitted. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Then! move to strike out 


! the appropriations for the Delegates from Deseret 


and New Mexico, 

Mr. WHITE. I call the previous question. 

The question was taken and the vote stood— 
ayes 86, noes not counted. ; 

So there was a second, and the main question 
(first on agreeing to the amendment of Mr, 
Srrone) was ordered to be taken. . 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylyan 
yeas and nays; which were refused. ‘ 

The question was taken, and by ayes 75, noes 
53, the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Tsromeson, of Mississippi, to 
strike out the whole section. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. Me- 
Murten and Mr. Stevens of Pennaylyania,. were 


ia, . asked the 


The question was taken, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 49, noes 86. : 

So the House refused to strike out the section. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading— i 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the yeas and nays. 

He withdrew the demand, stating that he should 
renew it upon the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The question being, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BAYLY asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FITCH inquired if they could have a sepa- 
rate vote upon the appropriation for the books? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. FITCH. Then I go against the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. $ f 

Mr. MORRIS asked for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER said it would be read by gen- 
eral consent. i 

Objection was made. 

The yeas and nays were or 
sage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the vote was yeas, 


dered upon the pas- 


78, nays TT. : 
The SPEAKER, The Chair votes.in the neg- 
ative. So the Houre refused te pass the bill. 
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The following is the vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Andrews, Baker, Bay, 
Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowlin, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, 
Calvin, + ampbell, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hampton, Henry, Houston, Howe, William T. 
Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, James G. King, John A~ 
King, Matteson, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, 
Otie, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Sackett, Schenck, 
Schermerhora, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Stanly, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Strorg,. Laytor,, Thurman, 
Tuck, Underbiil, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, 
Wentworth, and White—7s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashe, Averett, 
Bayly, Bowie, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, 
Jo-epi Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caidwell, 
Caruer, W.. R. W. Cobb, Colecock, Dimmick, Dunham, 
Durkee, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Green, Haril- 
tou, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, ‘Tuomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Luge, Joseph W, Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, Jones, Juliau, Preston King, La Sére, Little- 
firld, McDowell, McGaughey, McMulten, McQueen, Me- 
Wiliie, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Olds, 
Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Richardson, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Stetsou, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Wallace, 
Wakin Wellborn, Wildrick, Wiliams, and Wood- 
ward—76. 


[The Reporter will here state that since the ad- 
journment of the House, it has been ascertained 
that the true result was 78 yeas and 76 nays; so 
that even including in the negative the vote of 
the Speaker, the bill was passed.] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the House refused 
to pass the bill, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table, 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Pending the question— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITION. 
The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 
By Mr. MORTON: Petition of the Orange and Alexan- 
dria Railroad Company, praying for the payment of a sum 
of money “advanced ”. by Virginia to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, 
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A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of State, accompanied by a copy of the 
report of the Commissioner to China, made in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the act to carry into 
effect certain provisions of the treaty between the 
United States and China and the Ottoman Porte, 
giving certain judicial proceedings, &c., called for 
by a resolution of the Senate of the oth instant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and ordered to be printed. 

A messaze was also received from the President of 
the United States, sent in compliance with a request 
of the Hon. Manuel Alvarez, transmitting a copy 
of the constitution recently adopted by the inhabit- 
ants of New Mexico, together with a digest of the 
votes for and against its adoption, and stating that 
as Congress had passed a bill providing a territo- 
rial government for New Mexico, he did not deem 
it expedient to submit any recommendation on the 
subject of a State government; which was read 
and laid on the table. 

The following is the digest of the votes alluded 
to: . 

Digest of the votes given for and against the Con- 
stitution of the State of New Mexico: 


For. Against. 
In the county of Taos.....+. 1,339, -e ee 35 
“ it Rio Arribo... . O...... 0 


a cs 
u “ 
tt “ 
“ «se 
6s us 


San Miguel.. 203...... 0 
Santa Anna..1,146...... 0 
Bernalillo... 1,504... .. 1 
Valencia... 2,008... .. 1 
Santa Fé..... STlsesse 2 


Total.....6,771......39 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Isaac 
Ackerman, asking an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

"Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam. Y. Hansell, William H. Underwood, and 
the representatives of Samuel Rockwell, deceased, 
former counsellor and attorney for the Cherokee 
Indians within the limits of Georgia, asking that 


1783 


Congress will make provision by law for the 
payment of their respective claims, according to 
the amount awarded by the referees acting under 
the authority and sanction of the Government of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of citizens 
of the State of Indiana, asking the establishment 
of a mail route from Oxford, in Benton county, to 
Rensselaer, in Jasper county, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

_Mr. YULEE presented the petition of certain 
citizens of Florida, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from’Fanning, in Levy county, via 
Cook’s, Hammock, Warrior, Fenhalloway, Econ- 
finnee, in Madison county, and Rocky Ford, to 
Marion, in Jefferson county, and from Long Pond 
to Homosassa, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the me- 
morial of certain officers of the fourth regiment of 
artillery, asking a modification of the provisions 
of the act of June 18, 1846, relating to appoint- 
ments in the line and staff in the army, setting 


| forth that by the present reading of the law officers 


holding the appointments of lieutenant colonel, 
major, or captain, in the staff, and those of cap- 
tain, and even as low as first lieutenant in the line 


| of the army, are given the right to retain both 


until promoted in both line and staff to the higher 
grade, at the same time that they do nothing but 
staff duty, thus throwing the line duty of their 
regiments upon the junior officers, without the 
corresponding advantages, and depriving the com- 
panies of the advantages of always having a per- 
manent captain present for duty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was ordered that 
Samuel Hook, a revolutionary soldier, have leave 
to withdraw his papers. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of P. 
E. Thomas and others, in behalf of the Seneca 
Indians, asking payment of money due them, and 
withheld by a sub-agent of the United States, sub- 
mitted an elaborate report, which was ordered to 
be printed, closing with a recommendation that.an 
item or section be inserted in the Indian appropri- 
ation bill making provision for the payment of the 
claim and interest. R 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of cer- 
tain Seminole Indians, who were in the service of 
the United States under the command of W illiam 
G. Sanders, submitted a report, whicb was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, recommending that 
an amendment be made to the bill making appro- 
priation for the military service, setting apart one 
thousand and eighteen dollars and ninety-two cents 
for the payment of said warriors. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of David Vann and William P. Ross, delegates of 
the Cherokee nation, in relation to a balance due 
under the treaty of 1835, and land reserved under 
the treaty of 1819, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. i . 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to. print the 
extract of a letter from the United States Minister 
at London to the Secretary of State, relative to the 
boundary line between the British and French pos- 
sessions in North America, as fixed by the treaty 
of Utrecht, reported in favor of printing the same; 
which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was re- 
ferred the motion to print the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate in relation to the Hot Springs of Arkan- 
sas, reported in favor of printing the same; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred House bill No. 
93, being the bill for the relief of Winthrop S. 
Harding, reported back the same without amend- 
ment, and with a request that it might be immedi- 
ately considered. = ~ 

The PRESIDENT. That will. require the 


unanimous consent of the Senate, and. if there’ be 
no objection, the bill. can have its-second. reading 
NOW. ETO 
No objection having been made, the bill was read 
a second time. and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. y : 

Mr. BERRIEN desired that the report made in 
the case might be read, which would. sufficiently 
explain the whole. subject. : ; 

The report was then read, and no amendment 
having been proposed to the bill, it was reported 
to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, and was 
subsequently read a third time and passed. > 

REEDER AND JOHNSON. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was recommitted Senate bill No: 
7, being the bill for the relief of Charles Reeder,* 
Walter R. Johnson, and the legal representatives 
of Thomas P; Jones, reported back the same with 
the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


« That the Secretary of the Navy cause to be autited and 
adjusted the accounts of Charles Reeder, Waiter R. John- 
son, and Thomas P. Jones, for their services as.a board of 
examiners to make experimental trials. in relation to the 
explosion of steam-boilers, allowing cach of them, lor the 
time they were actually employed 10 such service, a com- 
pensation at the rate stipulated in the letter of appointment 
from the Secretary of the Navy, under. date of April 10, 
1843, and that the sums found to be due them, respectively, 
be appropriated and paid to said Charles Reeder, Walter R. 
Johnson, and the legal representatives of the said ‘Thomas 
P. Jones, out of any money in the Treasury. not otherwise 
appropriated.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the Senate will 
consent to consider that bill now. It was a mis- 
take of the committee which led to the blunder 
which was committed here the other day. 

These gentlemen were appointed to make ex- 
periments upon steam boilers. The gentleman 
who made the report, who is no longer a mem- 
ber of this body, got hold of an old report made by 
Mr. Fairfield in respect to the services of one of 
these gentlemen in relation to experiments testing 
the chemical properties of coal, and reported that 
to the Senate as the basis upon which this bill 
should be passed. ee 

I will state the facts of the case very briefly, 
An appropriation of $15,000 was made, to be ex- 
pended by the Secretary of the Navy in testing 
Colt’s submarine battery. At a subsequent ses- 
sion, Congress anthorized the Secretary of the 
Navy to appoint three gentlemen to make exper- 
iments in relation io steamboat boilers, and:au- 
thorized, it would seem—although. there is some 
doubt about it—that the appropriation of $15,000 
to make experiments in regard to Colt’s invention 
might be applied to the compensation of these gen- 
tlemen. Although the amount was not sufficient 
for the purpose, they went on and performed the 
service; but they have not received compensation. 
l have here that report, and one of the letters ap- 
pointing them. 

The bill proposes that the Secretary of the Navy 
—because fie can do it much better than any- 
body else—shall ascertain the time : they | were 
actually in service under the appointment of the 
Navy Department, and pay them according to: the 
contract for the time which they served. 

These are all the facts of the case. I think the 
mistake which has occurred has been sufficiently 
explained. I hope these gentlemen will receive the 
compensation which they deserve. 

Mr. DICKINSON. How much does this bill 
appropriate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Three hundred dollars 

er month during the time of their service. 

The bill, by unanimous consent, was then read 
asecond time, and was considered as in commit- 
tee of the whole. The amendment reported by 
the committee was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 

GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
972, being the bill to grant to the State of Mis- 
souri the right of way and a portionof public land 
for the purpose of aiding in making a railroad: from: 
St. Louis to the western limits.of said State, with. 
an eastern extension to Cincinnati-and Louisville. 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on: 
Public Lands with an amendiiiefit, asa ‘substitute 
for the entire bill, in conformity with others hereto- 
fore passed, making donations of land for. like 
purposes to other States. i i 
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The amendment having been agreed to, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and ‘the amendment 
having been concurred in, the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill grants to the State of Missouri the right 
of way through the public lands for the construc- 
tion of-a railroad. from St. Louis to such point in 
Cass county, on thë western frontier of that State, 
as may be designated by the Legislature, with the 
right also to take necessary materials from the 
public lands adjacent to the road; providing, how: 
ever, that the right of way shall not exceed one 
hundred feet on each aide of the length thereof. _ 

The bill also grants to the State of Missouri, 
for the purpose of aiding in making the road, 
every alternate section of land designated by even 
numbers, for six sections in width on eachside, and 
doubles the minimum price of the sections which 
remain to the United States. It also provides that 
the road when made shall.be a public highway, 
for the use of the Government of the United States, 
free.from toll or other charge upon the transporta- 
tion. of any property or troops of the United 
States; and that the United States mail shall at all 
times be transported thereupon, under the direc- 
tion of the Post Office Department, at such price 
as Congress may by law direct. The road is to 
be completed within ten years, or the grant will 
be revoked. 

GRANT IN AID OF A RAILROAD IN INDIANA. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 290, being the bill 
granting the right of way, and making a grant of 
Jand to the State of Indiana, to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from a point on the boundary 
line betwéen Indiana and Illinois, near its intersec- 
tion with Lake Michigan, to the city of Indianap- 
olis, and a branch to intersect the Southern Mich- 
igan Railroad, at or near a point where the same 
enters the said State of Indiana. 

_ This bill is similar in its provisions to that 
which makes a grant of land for a like purpose to 
the State of Missouri. . 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and no amendment being proposed, it was 
reported to the Senate, and. ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 

“COASTING TRADE=—BRITISH N. AMERICA. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Senate proceeded to consider Senate bill No. 
308, being the bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to permit vessels from the British 
North American provinces to lade and unlade at 
such places in any collection district of the United 
States as he may designate. 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if this bill proposes a relinquish- 
ment.of duties, or anything of that kind? 

. Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Nothing of the 
kind. It merely relates to lading and unlading. 

The. bill was- reported to: the Senate. without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. : 

This bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with the approbation of the President of the 
United States, provided the latter shall be satisfied 
that similar privileges are extended to vessels of 
the United States in colonies hereinafter men- 
tioned, under such regulations as he may prescribe. 
to protect the revenue from fraud, to permit vessels 
laden with the products of Canada, New Bruns- 
wick, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, and. Prince 
Edward’s Island,.or-either of them, to lade or un- 
lade at any port.or place. within.any collection dis- 
trict of. the United States. which he may designate; 
and if any such. vessel, entering a port or place so 
designated, to Jade or unlade, shall neglect or re- 
fuse to comply. with the regulations so prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, such vessel and 
the owner or owners, and master thereof, shall be. 
subject to. the same penalties.as.if no, authority 
under this act had been granted to lade or unlade 
in such port or place.’ Pe ican l 
i PORT OF ENTRY AT MILWAUKEE. | 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to-consider, as in:Committee of the Whole, 
the bill. ‘¢ to establish a port. of entry at Milwau- 
kee, in the. State of.. Wisconsin, and.for other pur-; 
poses.” ie. E E Ae 

“This bill had beemreported from the Committee: 
on Commerce. with an amendment: as.a-substitute 
for.the.entive.bill; which was-agreed: tow <2. 2,5 

No further amendment being made, the bill. was; 
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reported to the Senate, the amendment concurred 
in, and the bill ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. i i a 

The bill provides that “all ‘the territory, har- 
bors, rivers, and waters on the eastern shore of 
the State of Wisconsin, bordering on Lake Michi- 
gan and Green Bay, including so much of the ter- 
ritory, harbors, rivers, and waters of the State of 
‘Wisconsin, heretofore embraced in the District of 
Chicago, as arè contained’ within the limits and 
jurisdiction of the State of Wisconsin, shall be 
constituted a collection district, to be called the dis- 
trict’ of Milwaukee, and a port of entry’ for said 
district is established at Milwaukee; and South- 
port, Racine, Sheboygan, and Gréen Bay shall be 
ports of delivery only. And that there shall be 
appointed, in pursuance of law, a collector of the 
customs for the aforesaid district, who shall reside 
at the port of entry created by ‘this act, together 
with such other subordinate Officers of the customs 
as are provided for by law.” .The compensation 
of the collector is fixed at two hundred and fifty 
dollars per annum, “ together with such commis- 
sions and fees as are authorized by existing laws.” 
It also provides for the appointment of ‘ deputy 
collectors of the customs, to reside at the respective 
ports of delivery constituted by this act.” 

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE. 

On the motion of Mr. STURGEON, the bill to 
establish an Agricultural Bureau in the Department 
of the Interior was made the special order for Fri- 
day next at one o’clock. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

The bill to increase the pension of Isaac Watts 
Griffith; 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth L. Blackburn; 

The bill for the relief of the administrator of 
Major Frederick D. Mills, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of Charles A. Kellett; 

The bill for the relief Charlotte Lynch; 

The bill granting the right of way, and making 
a grant of land to the State of Alabama, in aid of 
the construction of the Tennessee, Mississippi, 
and Alabama railroad. 


CALIFORNIA, TEXAS, NEW MEXICO, UTAH. 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives, R. 
M. Youne, Esq., appeared below the bar, and 
announced that the House of Representatives had 
passed Senate bills entitled: 

An act for the admission of the State of Cali- 
fornia into the Union. 

Aa act to establish a territorial government for 
Utah. 

He also said the House of Representatives has 
passed Senate bill entitled “ An act proposing to 
the State of Texas the establishment of her north- 
ern and western boundaries, the relinquishment 
by the said State of all the territory claimed by 
her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her 
claims upon the United States,” with an amend- 
ment, in which Iam directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem., at a later period 


_of the day, laid before the Senate the bill “ pro- 


posing to the State of Texas the establishment of 
her northern and western boundaries,’ which had 
been agreed to by the Elouse, with an amendment 
establishing a territorial government for New 
Mexico. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ate the propriety of dispensing with the reading of 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 
Their amendment is, word for ‘word, the New 


Mexican territorial bill: which passed the Senate | 


some days since, which they have added to the 
Texan boundary bill, without ‘altering either. I 
therefore ‘move that the Senate concur m. the 
amendment of the House. ea ; 
- MreCHASE, Mr. President, if I am not ła- 


boring under a misapprehension, there is -an 


amendment of the House to that -bill other than | 


that of which the Senator from Illinois speaks, 1 
would ask for the. reading of that amendment of 


‘the House. : ; 


The PRESIDENT. There iš ar amendment 


other than that mentioned ‘by the Senator from H- ; 


linois.. > 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
other. amend ment.: : 


The Secretany read the following am ndment: 


I beg.pardon; I recollect: the | 


u Sec. 19., And be it further enacted, That no citizen of the 
Thited States shall be deprived of his life, liberty, ‘or prop- 
erty in said Territory, except by judgment of his peers orthe 
laws of the land.” : Diii PRAY h 

Mr. CHASE. -1 move to amend that amend- 
ment of the House by: striking out the -word 
“citizen,” and inserting the word: person;” and 
by ‘striking out the words, ‘except D, s 
ment of. his peers and the laws of. the land,” and 
insert “without due. process of Jaw: This will 
conform it precisely to the language of the Constt- 
tution. ` i ' aa 

Mr FOOTE: I hope there will be no debate on 
this question, We will vote down the amend- 
ment. : ae 

Mr. CHASE. Nor do 1 wish to. debate: this 
motion. It is nothing more than a proposition to 
substitute the language of the Constitution for the 
language of the House. If we are wiser than our 
fathers, Jet it be voted down. 

Mr. FOOTE. The amendment is wholly un- 
necessary, any way. We all- know. that; and T 
do not want any delay in this matter. ` er 

The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
taken on the first amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, to strike out ** citizen,” and insert “ per- 
son.” 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

The. question was next, taken on the second 
amendment of Mr. Cuasg, to strike out “ without 
judgment of his peers or.the laws-of the land,” 
and insert “ without due process of law,” and it 
was rejected. ; ; 

The question then recurred on concurring. with, 
the amendment of the House. E RUS, 

Mr. SEWARD and Mr. CHASE asked for. thé 
yeas and nays on the question of. concurrence. 

The yeas and nays: were ordered; and, being 
taken, were as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bright, 
Cass, Clay, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Dougtas, 
Downs, Felch, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum, 
Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, and Whit- 
comb—vl, 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Hamlin, Seward, 
Upham, aud Winthrop—10. 

So the amendment was concurred in, ` 

The House had also amenged.the title of the 
bill by adding to it,‘ and to establish a territo- 
rial government for New Mexico.” ae eee 
On mòtioñ by Mr. BADGER the. Senate conz». 


curred in this amendment of the House. oo 
At a still later period of the day, the.three en- 
rolled bills, embracing four important, measures, 
were received from the House, with the signature 
of the Speaker, and were signed by the President. 
of the Senate. : oP re 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HOUSTON, pursuant to an intimation 
given last week, made a personal explanation of 
some matters charged against him by a member 
of the House of Representatives, in a letter pub-. 
lished some time since.in the columns. of. the 
Southern Press. In the course of his remarks he 
read various extracts from documents on-file in. the 
War Department, and from letters written by; 
General Jackson, to refute -the accusations. of. the 
writer of the letter. A report. will appear inthe. 
Appendix, and.also of the subsequent remarks 
made by Mr. BUTLER. be 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, SINE DIE. 

The following resolution was received from the 
House of Representatives. ; 


Resolved, (the. Senate concurring) That the President of 
the Sendte and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives adjourn their respective Houses sine die on Monday, 
the 30th-of ‘September, instant, at 12 o’clock meridian,” > 

On the motion of Mi. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
the Sénate ‘proceeded to its consideration. ; 

Mr: DAVIS. 1 móvē to arend the, resolution 


| by striking out the word, “thirtieth,” and insert- 


ing “twenty-third? 0o 0 ooo , 

Mr: FOOTE: f have cdnversed with a great 
many gentlemieñi business members of this body 
—and I believe ‘the ‘general opinion is that if we 
address ourselvés.in'a ‘proper manner to -the dis- 
charge of our-dutiés, we can get through them in 


| two weeks. dtrust, that under this consideration; 


anxidus: toget home. 

Mr WALKER.: As one. representing.a new. 
State, which has:had but little legiskition:in regard 
‘tozitwince it-camé into the Union; mast say ‘that 


the amendment may be adopted, ' for Iam very 


prefer the resolution as-iticame from ‘the House: 
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of Representatives. I believe that not an act of 
Congress has. yet beer passed in relation to the 
State from which I come since she has been admit- 
ted into the Union. There is a good deal of legis- 
lation on ourcalendar in relation to that State, and, 
indeed, in reference to almost all the new States.. 
Our post offices and post roads are in a deranged 
condition, our harbors are unimproved, and appro- 
priations are desirable for that purpose, but that 
they will be made this session I think is very 
doubtful. Commerce is suffering in these States, 
and the interests of those who are not, suffer as 
well as those who are located there. Vessels are 
continually lost for want of harbor improvements, 
and in many other respects legislation is needed 
for these States. There’ are several subjects be- 
fore the Senate which will doubtless call-forth a 
good deal of discussion. ` One of those subjects is 
the one in which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Suretps] is so much interested—the bounty land 
bill. That bill will undoubtedly elicit much dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope not. 

Mr. WALKER. And there are various other 
measures to which I might refer that will undoubt- 
edly be much debated. The whole session thus 
far has been diverted from the ordinary legislation 
of the country, and has been spent in the discus- 
sion of the unfortunate questions which have agi- 
tated both Congress and the country. I think, 
therefore, that we shall not have more time than 
is necessary for the legislation which is imperiously 
called for, if we take the three weeks suggested by 
the House of Représentatives. I hope that we 
shall avail ourselves of all the time that has been 
proposed by the House, and that we will con- 
eur in their resolution, and not amend itas, pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi. I am as 
anxious as anybody can be to see the session 
closed speedily; but I am equally anxious to have 
the necessary legislation done for the State of 
Wisconsin. I presume that many others feel the 
same interest with regard to their localities; and I 
do not believe, if we undertake to do this legislation 
in two weeks, that we can do it well. One week 
more will make but little difference. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 doubt whether it is prudent 
for the Senate to act now upon this resolution. I 
am certain, if we do act to-day, that we should not 
amend it by shortening the time proposed by the 
House of Representatives. We must suppose the 
House fixed that time upon a knowledge of the 
business before them. Weall know that there is 
a great deal of business before both Houses; busi- 
ness, some of it, of importance to the country at 
large, and a great deal of importance to individu- 
als. If itis desired to shorten the period, I would 
suggest to the Senator from Mississippi whether it 
will not be better to let the resolution lie on the 
table for a few days, at the expiration of which 
time‘we shall be able to ascertain, from the prog- 
ress we have made, whether it will be prudent to 
cut off one week; if so, then the resolution can 
be taken up and amended. I shall be unwilling 
to amend it now; I would rather keep it under our 
own control, and allow it to repose on the table till 
we see whether we can shorten the time without 
injury. j ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I fully concur in 
the arguments which show that two or three weeks 
will not be long enough to finish all the business 
before vs; but I think we shall do more by fixing 
the time now, than if we postpone it to any future 
day whatever. After the excitement through 
which we have'passed, I think we shall scarcely 
legislate with due deliberation ot any of the 
important matters which now remain to be consid- 
ered. ‘There are other Senators, who like myself, 
have turned their eyes homeward. 1 wish we may 
legislate ‘upon such subjects as require but little 
deliberation, ‘which I believe can be done in 
two weeks, and then go home. The session 
has been protracted unhappily, it is true, ‘but 
I think its close is worse than its length. But, 
whether the acts we have passed be good or evil, 
I prefer to go with them to the country, and leave. 
all’ questions of less: importance’ till another ses- 
sion. With respect to thé’subjects referred to. by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, I suppose the har- 
bors will not materially suffer by delay from this 
time to next December; and that the mail arrange- 
menis will not oeéasion’ great inconvenience ‘by 
waiting till’ariother session, as there are but two’ 
months intervening. “lf we do not adjourn pretty: 


| with a black wand to discharge this“ Ramp: Par: 


| that State will probably take their seats to-mor- 


| which is essential to the transaction of the public |} 


soon, | think somé-authority ought to send a man 


liament”: (Laughter. ] 

Mr. BERRIEN. [hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi may prevail. I believe 
that under the existing state of things, it is expe- 
dient we should terminate this session of Congress 
as speedily as practicable. 1 believe that the state 
of public feeling is suth throughout the country 
that itis important we should return to our con- 
stituents. I would not give way to any such feel- 
ing if I supposed that-any further legislation was 
necessary for the continued operations of the Gov- 
ernment. I believe all-the bills necessary for that 
purpose can be disposed of in a fortnight. I am 
perfectly satisfied there is a vast mass of legisla- | 
lation which cannot be terminated within that | 
period, nor within three weeks, and perhaps not 
in three months. F believe it will be more import- 
ant that we should limit ourselves to this period 
and the passage of such bills as are necessary for 
the continued operation of the Government, and 
then return to our constituents. 

Sir, it seems to me that any attempt to bring to 
a termination the vast mass of legislation which is 
before us unacted upon, going beyond those bills 
which are necessary for the operation of the Gov- 
ernment, will tend only to involve us in confusion 
and difficulty, and that we shall experience the 
effects of hasty legislation. And there is the less 
necessity for action on other bills, as there is but& 
short interval between this and the commence- 
ment of the next session of Congress, and under 
the rules of Congress any business which has 
originated here will remain to be taken up at 
the commencement of the next session. It seems 
to me, that, apart from any particular desire for the 
termination of this session at the earliest possible 
period—and we all concur in the necessity of ter- i 
minating it speedily—we should render more es- 
sential service to the country by abstaining from 
legislation, except upon such subjects as relate to 
the operations of the Government; and we can 
then give to the subjects which remain till the 
next ession that deliberation and consideration 
which is essential toall wise and discreet legislation. 

Mr. BENTON. Iam opposed, Mr. President, 
to this amendment. The State of California may 
now be said to be admitted, and the Senators for 


row. They have doubtless many bills which they 
will desire to have passed in relation to that. State; 
and I think three weeks is little time enough to do 
that and other business which is necessary to be | 
done. 

Mr. BADGER. I did not suppose, nor does 
any gentleman suppose, that in three weeks, or in 
six weeks, we can dispose of all the business now 
before us. The business to which I refer is that 


business of the country, and to the carrying on of | 
the Government. Sir, we have now the civil and | 
diplomatic appropriation bill unreported by the } 
Committee of Finance of the Senate. In the next | 
place the two Houses have not passed the army and 
navy appropriation bills. Do not gentlemen know 
that these bills must necessarily occupy a consider- 
able portion of time? So far from three weeks || 
being more than is necessary to get through with 
these bills, I doubt very much—without any refer- 
ence to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Missouri in relation to California—whether three 
weeks willbe sufficient. I doubt whether the Sen- | 
ate ought to commit itself by passing this resolu- | 
tion in any shape at the present time. l think we | 
had better allow it to remain on the he table for a 
few days, until we see what advances we make | 
with business. If we get through better than we | 
expect in. the course of three or four days, ora! 
week, we can then take up the resolution and i 
amend it by shortening the ume. In order to de- | 
terniine what is the sense of the Senate, I will move | 
that the resolution be laid upon the table. 
Mr. BERRIEN. Iask the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being ta- | 
ken, resulted as follows: | 
| 


“YBAS— Messrs. Badger, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, 
Mangum, Busk, Shields, Smith, and Wales—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Ben . 
ton, Bertien, Bright, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clay, Cooper, | 
Davis of Massachuseus. Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, |; 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Felch, Foote, | 
Green, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, | 
Morton, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Upham, .| 
Winthrop; and Yulee=42. ~ : à os 


, longer period than two weeks. 


So the motion tó lay the resolution on’ the table 
was rejected. os ee es 

Mr. DOWNS. Tam as “anxious as anybod'y: 
to’ get home, but T doubt exceedingly whether we: 
can in three weeks even dispose of such acts'as° 
the interests of the country indispensably require.: 
There are many very important” measures tò- be’ 
acted upon, many which the interests of the coun: 
try eminently require that‘we should settle, and: 
with all deference to the hon6rable Senators from: 
Mississippi and “Georgia, Í “think we can’ act’ 
upon these measures much better’now than atiany: 
other time. All who havé had much’ experience 


i in legislative matters know that a week or two at? 


the close of a séssion is worth a great deal more 
than as many months at the commencement of it.’ 
We have at the close of the session the subjects: 
fresh in our minds, and we have our habits of 
business fixed. We have now, I hope, exhausted 
the disposition for long speaking, and as our con- 


| stituents are pressing upon our consideration many 


important matters, upon which the exigencies of 
the country call for our action, I hope we may not 
make our session shorter than it is proposed by 
the House of Representatives -to make ity espe- 


‘cially as I believe. the business will: be: more speed- 


ily done, and better done now than at the beginning 
of the session. Besides, although we consider 
that we have been here a long time, we have done: 
infinitely less business than in an ordinary session;. 
and if we pass nothing but the appropriation bills, 
there will be a much larger amount of business 
thrown over to the next session than ever before. . 
I think that all the circumstances of the case re- 
quire that we should continue our. session fora 
We must bear in 
mind, that independent of the legislative business, 
there must be a portion of our time occupied with 
executive business. We must consider, too, that 
all the most important appropriation bilis have not 
been acted upon at all in this body, and some of 
them have not been acted upon in the other House. 
When we consider all these things, and that the 
difference between the time proposed by the House 
and that proposed by the Senator from Mississippi- 
is but one week, I think we may well agree to 
adopt the time fixed by the House, instead of fix-- 
ing it at two weeks. I believe we have more 
business to do than the House, and they have con- 
sidered three weeks necessary, and from any view. 
I can take of the subject, I cannot come to the 
conclusion that we ought to adjourn ‘in less than 
three weeks. 5 P Nes 

Mr. EWING. I voted to lay the resolution-on 
the table, with the hope that we. might, take it. up 
in a few days, and be able to fix the day of, ad~, 
journment at the end of two.instead of three weeks. 
I am satisfied it is not safe now to vote to adjourn 
in two weeks; but we may be able to do it, and I 
still think we had better postpone its consideration, 
at any rate for a few days, to see if the progress 
of business will not justify the shortening of the 
time. If it be in order, I will now move to post-. 
pone the consideration of the resolution till Satur- 
day next. i 

{No, no, no.] . 

Well, I will let it go, then. 
motion. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
amend the resolution, and the result. was as fol- 
lows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Bright, 
Butler, Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, 
Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Seward, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Underwood, and Winthrop—25, 

NAYsS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Cass, 
Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Greene, 
Hamlin, Manguin, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Shields, 
Smith, Upham, Wales, Walker, and Yulee—7, si 

So the amendment was not agreed to. ; 

Mr. BADGER. 1 shall not make a motion to 
postpone the consideration of the resolution; but'l 
would suggest, if there is any probability of get- 
ting through in less time than three weeks, that it. 
might be better to postpone the question fora few 
days, until we could ascertain the fact; aie 

Several Senarors. ‘Oh no; oh_no;’? ‘take 
the. question now.” eae ere 

Mr. EWING. I will make the motion. I think 
it would be better to delay the question till Satur- 
day next, for I am inclined’te think we may get. 
through in two weeks. E e 
Mr. BRIGHT. - I hope the motion will net pre- 
vail. 1 callfor the yeas:and nays. = 


I withdraw. the. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. I voted against the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi 
only from a desire to fix a certain time now, fear- 
ing that.a vote disagreeing with the House of Rep- 
resentatives would defeat the fixing of any perma- 
nent time, This led me to vote against that 
amendment, .I shali vote against the motion to 
postpone, because I feel that unless we fix the time 
now, some one may in the course of a few days 
propose a still longer period, . I hope, therefore, 
that the question will he taken now on the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EWING. Well, I will. withdraw the 
motion to postpone. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the resolution of the House of Representatives, 
and. it was decided in the affirmative. 

# EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the Senate 
go into Executive session. There are nominations 
of Kentuckians which have been pending since the 
commencement of the session, and I should like to 
have them disposed of. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened. 

PRIVATE BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. CASS, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill for relief of Hiram Moore, | 
and John Haskell. 

Mr. WALES moved that the bill be recommit- i 
ted to the Committee on Patents. 

After remarks by Messrs. CASS, WHIT- 
COMB, DAWSON, and DAVIS of Massachu- 
setts, pending the motion to recommit, the Senate 
adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, September 10, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LIVERPOOL MATLS. 

Mr. BOKEE asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Rewlved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
Bo amending the contract for carrying the mails between this 
country aud Great Britain, as to require each steamer em- 

toyed in the service to stop at the port of Galway, in Lre- 
land, going to and returning from Liverpool. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the unanimous 
consent to——~ 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, objected to any 
business not in order, and cated for the regular 
order of business. 

PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. i 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
this morning is the consideration of the report 
made from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union yesterday evening, being a bill 
tò supply a deficiency in the aporopriation for the 
pay and mileage of members of Congress for the | 
present session. 

The Chair (continued the Speaker) has to an- 
nounce to the Flouse that the vote was improperly 
stated to the House, by mistake at the desk, and 
the proceedings on the bill from that time necessa- 
rily fall. The Chair now announces, upon the 
passage of the bill—yeas 78, nays 76. So the bill 


is passed. i 
i 


Mr. FOWLER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay that mo- | 
tion- on the table. i 

Mr. HIBBARD, and Mr. JOHNSON of Ar- 
kansas, demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FOWLER withdrew the motion. 

The title of the bill was agreed to without amend- 
ment. 

GRANT OF LAND FOR A RAILROAD. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked and obtained 
leave to take from the table, for the purpose of ref- 
erence, the following Senate bill, which, on his 
motion, was read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, viz: “ A bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of the 
Tennessee, Mississippi, and Alabama railroad.”’ 

MILITARY ACADEMY. aout 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
ia upon concurring in the amendments of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole.on the state of the Union to 
the Military Academy appropriation bill. 


‘| and a donation of public land for the purpose of. 


The amendments were read, (as reported in yes- 
terday’s proceedings.) _ 

Mr. BAYLY. Has the previous question been 
ordered on the passage of the bill? : 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BAYLY.. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

The question was taken, and 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union were concurred in. 


The SPEAKER announced, as the next business 
inorder, the report from the committee of investi- 
gation relative to certain claims allowed hy the 
late Secretary of the Interior. 


THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


Mr. BAYLY asked and obtained leave to report 
a bill to provide for carrying into execution in fur- 
ther part the 12th article of the treaty concluded at 
Guadalupe Hidalgo; which was twice read and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
the regular order of business. 

JUDGE IRWIN. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked and 


the Judiciary, asking leave to be discharged from 
the further consideration of a petition of James 
Dunlop and other members of the bar of the city 
of Pittsburg, referred to them, calling for an inves- 
tigation into the official conduct of Judge Irwin, of 
Pittsburg. 

He remarked that the petition had been before 
the committee for some time past, and there was | 
no evidence brought forward. 

The committee were discharged, and the petition 
was laid on the table. - 


| THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


of the select committee, made by the gentleman 
from Ulinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] from the select 
committee appointed to inquire whether Mr, 
Ewing, late Secretary of the Interior, had not re- 
opened and paid certain accounts, and whether he 
had not improperly paid interest on others, &c., 


&c.— 

Mr. VINTON (who wasentitled to the floor for 
| twenty minutes, the remainder of his hour) re- 
' sumed the floor, and concluded his remarks (which 
will be found in the Appendix,) in opposition to 
the report of the majority of the committee, and in 
vindication of the action of the late Secretary of 
| the Interior. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, addressed the į 
House in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, and 
in vindication of the report. Mr. B. had not con- 
cluded, when— 

Mr. EWING interposed, and inquired of the 
Speaker, whether the morning hour had expired. 

The SPEAKER said it had expired. H 

Mr. EWING moved that the House proceed to | 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he should 
prefer to close his remarks now, unless it should 
be the judgment of the House to proceed to other 
business. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
| business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
| rolled bills, made a report on certain bills as cor- 
rectly enrolled. 

The bill from the Senate entitled “ An act to 
authorize the payment of invalid pensions in cer- 
tain cases,’? was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. l 

The Senate bill to establish a territorial govern- 
ment for New Mexico coming up in order, was, 
on the motion of Mr. HALL, ordered to lie on 
the table. 

NASHVILLE AND CHATTANOOGA. RAILROAD. 

The bili from the Senate entitled ‘* An act to 
grant to the State of Alabama the right of way. 


ee 


locating and constructing a railroad from the: point 
at which: the Nashville and Chattanooga railroad- 
crosses the Tennessee river to the town of -Chat- 


-|} tanooga,? coming up on its first and second reading, 
5 gup SLANG BC ue 


obtained leave to report from the Committee on || 


The regular order of business, being the report || 


i 


| the Committee on Public Lands. 


.Tennessee,.[Mr- Ewing,]. whether. the bil 


Mr. EWING said : I-move to put-the bill upon: 
its passage. It gives the right of way to the 
Nashville and Chattanooga railroad. through. the 
public lands in the State of Alabama, and donates 
to the State alternate sections along the line of the 
road, for the purpose of aiding in its construction.. 
There is no useful policy in referring. the bill, to. 
the Committee on Public. Lands;-for they have 
had the general subject before them, and reported 
measures of precisely-the same character in regard 
to other public improvements; and we had as well 
now settle the general principle... The donation in 
this case is a matter of small importance, for the 
road only passes through the State of Alabama 
for a short distance, and there are no public lands 
in the States of Georgia and Tennessee. J am 
not very anxious for the grant on account of this 
small interest, and the right of way is the matter 
of primary importance. But, sir, the principle is 
of great importance, and if others are to be bene- 
fited, we claim the same right, and shall insist on 
the full benefit of the measure. 

The power of donating the public lands to the 


i States within whose borders they are situated is 


of too familiar application and too frequent prece- 
dent now to be overthrown; and its application in. 
the cases before us are so proper and expedient as 
to be amply justified in its exercise. It is a fact 
beyond all dispute, that the passage of a road 
through the public domain contributes vastly to 
the settlement of the land, and greatly enhances its 
value. It therefore is an advantageous mode of 
sale on the part of the Government, as is. shown 


| by practical results; and it increases the wealth, 
' population, and general property of the State 


where, they are situated. The Government has 
certainly the right to sel! her lands in the most ad- 
vantageous manner; and it is her duty, inciden» 
tally, to advance, as far as possible, the welfare of 


I| all her citizens. 


The States of Tennessee, Georgia, South Caro- 
lina, and Kentucky, are peculiarly interested in the 
passage of this measure. Two of them have been 
entirely shut out hitherto from any direct connec- 
tion with the Atlantic seaboard, and millions of 
their products have been wasted in their hands 
for want of a sufficient market, Georgia and 


|| South Carolina have been for years separated, by 


an almost insurmountable barrier, from any, com- 
merce with their western sisters. The citizens of 
these States have subscribed the money for the 
construction of this improvement, and itis already 
in progress. If we cannot pass through, the Jands 
granted, we are stopped in midway. of. our career, 
and will be compelled to atter the line of our road, 
and may thus seriously jeopardize the fate of the 
whole scheme. Immense interests may hang on 
the fate of the measure, and 1 therefore hope it 
will receive the favorable consideration of the 
House. 

Mr. VINTON said, that there were a great 
number of bills which rested upon the same. prin- 
ciple as this bill.. All of them had been referred to 
€ He thought the 
bill had better take the regular course, and go to. 
that committee. He, therefore, made the motion, 

Mr. EWING said that if the bill should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands it would, 
as a matter of course, be reported back to the 
House by that committee, because it involved the 
same principle as other bills which had been be- 
fore them. The road was in process of construc, 
tion, and it was very important that the bill. should 
be acted on immediately. In the present state of. 
the business of the session, delay might.result in 
the defeat of the bill. He hoped it would not be 
referred. hs 

Mr. VINTON was understood to;say, that ifthe 
bill was so amended as to strike out the grant of 
land, and leave only the right of. way, he would 
not object to it, Bat if that principle was insisted 
upon, he should adhere.to his-motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee.on Public Lands. 

Mr. EWING said. that the Committee on. Pub- 
lic Lands had already. passed upon the principle. 

The SPEAKER inquired of the gentleman from 
i made, 
an-appropriation of:money ? : 

Mr EWING said, it did not oo. ed: . 

Mr, VINTON insisted on his motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on-Public Lands. 

Some conversation followed:.between Mr. Gex- 
try and Mr. Vinton, asto the particular parties: 
for whose benefit the .grant:would-be made; Mr.: 
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V. submitting that it was for the benefit of private 
individuals, and that-he was opposed to that princi- 
ple; though he had voted in favor of donations of 
lands to the States. 

Mr. GENTRY remarked, that the reference of 


the bill, at. this period of the session, would be-i} 


equivalent to its rejection. He hoped, therefore, 
that it would not be referred. He thought that the 
bill, if understood, would recommend itself at 
once to the favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. VENABLE expressed the hope that the 
bill would be referred. It was one of a string of bills 
in which the same principle was involved. The ti- 
tles of some of them had been just read (alluding to 
bills from the Senate) in the hearing of the House. 
The seemed to be a settled purpose to lay hands 
upon the public domain, and to appropriate it to 
the use of private companies. He alluded to the 
numerous projects for railroads which were in prog- 
ress, or in contemplation, and to the opportunities 
afforded the Wall street speculators by bills of this 
character. If the intention was to take the whole 
public domain and confiscate it to these purposes, 
let the country know it. On a recent occasion, 
when the bill appropriating some forty or fifty 
millions of acres for military bounties had been 
before them, he had told the House that these 
lands were pawned as security for the payment of 
the public debt. The answer had been, that the 
pubhe debt was small, and that the bondholders 
never would look to these funds for payment, Yet 
we all know, that unless security had been given, 
the loan never could have been obtained. Yet, 
with a public domain which constituted one of the 
funds by which the debt of the country was to be 
redeemed, and in the face of an express mortgage 
on these funds, Congress was asked to pass bills 
inany number—for their name was Legion—grant- 
ing away the very land thus pledged as security. 

t was in vain for gentlemen who sustained 
these bills to tell him that they were aganist in- 
ternal improvements by the General Government. 
They departed from the great republican principle 
of economy in the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and of opposition to monopolies. Gentle- 
men said they did not create these corporations, 
but he contended that by encouraging and sustain- 
ing, they were responsible for them. 

He repeated his objection to these bills, on the 
ground that the proceeds of the public lands were 
solemnly. pledged to the creditors of the Govern- 
ment, and that to give them away in the mode 
proposed would be a flagrant breach of faith. 


Gentlemen asked him what he would do with the | 
He would promptly answer, he | 


public lands? 
would hold them, administer them properly, and ap- 
ply their proceeds, as they were solemnly pledged, 


to the payment of the public debt; and after that ; 


was liquidated, or before—if he saw Congress de- 
termined to disregard the plighted faith, and squan- 
der the lands—he would give them out in quarter 
sections to every actual settler who should remain 
upon them for five years; and after a certain num- 
ber of years he would give them to the States in 
which they lie—to get rid of this corruption fund. 
He would use every effort to get rid of it—ifhe saw 
Congress bent upon making it such a fund—pre- 
cisely as he would to get rid of a gambling-house 
or grog shop set down near his plantation. The 


House were asked to-day to tie together, to link | 
together, by appropriations in which they were | 
severally to share, the various sections, 1n a system: 


of log-rolling and corruption which would absorb 
the entire public domain. North Carolina wanted 
no share of such plunder. She only wanted to see 


the public lands fairly administered and the | 


plighted ‘faith of the Government steadily ob- 
served. 

Mr. BOWLIN said: As chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands who had reported 
several of these bills, he felt it his duty, alikein 
defence of himself and of the committee, to make 
some reply to the attack made upon this granting 
alternate sections to the States in which they lie, 
for the purpose of aiding in making improvements. 
The attack of the gentleman was a familiar one in 
this House. Nothing could be brought up here 
from the West, or in which the West was con- 
cerned, but it seemed to- be denounced at once by 
certain gentlemen. as some magnificent scheme to 
rob the country of all her public land. 

He. proceeded to speak of the position of the 
new States in this. Government as one very pecu- 
liar. The States in which these lands lay were 


organized, sovereign States; yet they were not the 
owners of one foot of their soil... What the Gov- 
erment had sold to individuals was but a small pit- 
tance compared with the aggregate amount. In 
the-State of Missouri were some twenty-nine mH- 
lions of acres of public land unoccupied, and un- 
entered, against thirteen millions which were 
occupied: under donations, French. claims, and 
sales of every description. When they madeim- 
provements, then, in the State of Missouri, those 


improvements went through land three fourths of. 


which were public lands, and thereby three fourths 
of the advantages were realized by. the Govern- 
ment.. Yet all the State asked of the Government 
was—not a grant of land, but the benefit of the in- 
creased value given to the alternate sections lying 
along the road. That was the principle upon 
which this bill, and all the similar bills before Con- 
gress, were based. The bills gave nothing, in 
point of fact, to the States—nothing to the 
Wall street brokers and speculators, of whom 
the gentleman said so much; but the lands were 
granted expressly for the use of the road, and the 
benefit of the State. 

Mr. VENABLE inquired if there were not 
private stockholders in the same roads who re- 
ceived their share in the benefits arising from the 
donations of the public lands, which were made 
nominally to the States? 

Mr. EWING said, there was a grant of alter- 
nate sections in this bill to Alabama. That State 
was not a stockholder at all; and if she chose she 
could hereafter hold this land for her own benefit. 

Mr. VENABLE asaid, he understood that the 
States were stockholders in part, in these corpora- 
tions; if so, a donation to the State of these lands 
gave additional value to the private stockholders, 
stock. He asked the gentleman from Missouri 
tọ answer the question whether, in each of the 
cases in which grants were sought for the roads, 
there were not corporations building the roads; 
and if the States did not own a share in the capital 
stock of these corporations? 

Mr. BOWLIN (resuming) said, the bills granted 


i the alternate sections of land to the States, not to 


any company, and the States put in the lands so 
granted as stock. ‘Thus the entire benefit of the 
grant went to the States in their sovercign ca- 


if such was the provision of the bill? 

Mr. BOWLIN replied, that all the bills (for all 
of them were alike) donated lands to the States to 
aid in the construction of the roads, and for no 
other purposes. But the State might take the 
lands and put them in as stock, and to that extent 
was a stockholder, and entitled to her share in the 
dividends of the road. 

He proceeded to say that North Carolina was 
very differentty situated from Missouri in respect 
to the public lands within her borders, and in re- 
spect to the internal improvements upon those lands. 
The- people of North Carolina owned every foot of 
land within her borders, and when public improve- 


ments were made through the lands in that State, | 


the entire benefits were realized by the State and 
by her citizens; while, as he had before said, but 
one fourth of the benefits were realized by the 
State of Missouri and her citizens. Such were the 
comparative facts with reference to the old and the 
new States generally. - 

He noticed Mr. Venasix’s argument that the 
lands were pledged for the, payment of the public 
debt, and asked, in case, by their improvements in 
the States the Government enhanced the value of 
the public lands, whether they in any way in- 
jured the public creditor? Certainly not. Heex- 
pressed the opinion, however, that the security 
based upon the lands never entered into the con- 


sideration of the creditors. and said the land pro- | 


ceeds would never be applied to the payment 
But the bills provided, when they donated alter- 
nate sections to the States, that the price of the 
alternate sections reserved by the. Government 
should be doubled—as the effect of many such 
improvements was to enhance the value of the 
lands along their line. Thus, in point of fact, 
the Government gave nothing, but afforded the 
convenience to the States, and without expense to 
the Government released the States of the injus- 
tice of being obliged to construct improvements 
through lands the large proportion of which were 
owned by the United States. But when the 
new States came to ask any convenience from 


ONAL GLOBE: 


| he 
| the States, and that if the only object of these bills 


| his remarks. 
| was brought up and made the test of the princis 


‘Congress, though it involved *no expense. tothe. 
g t 8 x pense: 


Government, gentlemen were alarmed, and raised: 
a clamor about Wall Street brokers, speeulators, 
&c. One cunning agent from. the North, dogging: 
Congress from day to day, .wou'd . accomplish. 
more than. the. whole twelve States of the: West 
together. A degree of fear, or alarm, ora. baser: 


| passion—envy, seemed to actuate gentlemen from 
i the older States -when any measure-of benefit to: 


the new was proposed.. An individual. might ask: 
a grant of one hundred thousand acres.of the pub- 
lic land, and he received a kind consideration; 
but when a small pittance was asked by the new 
States, it was unceremoniously. refused. : = : 
The amount of land involved in this’ bill waa 
very small. He believed it did not-extend. along 
the road over fifteen miles; but he admitted this 
question, to some extent, raised the test of the 


| principle, whether the Government would aid the 
! States or not, in which it owned three fourths of 


the land through which the improvements were 
made. 
He argued that the donation of alternate sections, 


| instead of being a donation on the part of the Govern- 


ment was in fact a substantial benefit to the Goy- 
ernment, as it aided to sell the Jands which other- 
wise would find no.purchasers. In his.own State, 
for instance, a large portion of the thirty millions 
of public lands, in which were the richest prairies, 
the finest hemp-growing sections in the world,’ 
could never be settled, unlesa means of speedy 
communication with carrying places, navigable 
rivers, and of transporiton of timber, &c., were 
provided. : 
Mr. SWEETSER (the floor being yielded) 
asked if he understood the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to yield the point of the 
right of eminent domain in the States? For one, 
(Mr. S.) maintained that that right resided in 


was to grant the right of way over the public lands, 


| the bills were unnecessary. As a friend of these 
i works he would vote against these bills, if that 
| was their only object; the States already had the 


right of way across the public lands, ; 

Mr. BOWLIN assented to the position of .Mr. 
Sweetser, and said, the object of the bills was to 
make greater or less grants of lands to the States 


pacity. i generally, of one hundred and fifty or two hundred 
Mr. MARSHALL was understood to inquire |! 


feet on each side of the road. 
Mr. SWEETSER said, vpon that-state of facts 
he yielded the argument. If the object of the bilis 


| was to grant the public lands, they were necessary, 


and he desired to say, that he was in favor of 
giving these lands to companies and States, for the 
purpose of improvements, 

Mr. BOWLIN resuming said, had he not been 
interrupted, he should before this have concluded 
He had felt it his duty, when a bill 


ple—a principle vital to the people of the West, 
and it was so violently attacked by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, and others, to rise and make 
some defence against that attack. He repeated 
that the bill, in point of fact, gave nothing to.the 
States, except a convenience in aiding them to 
construct roads, the beneficial results of which, in 
nine of the new States out of twelve, would be 
felt upon three acres of the public lands to one 
acre of the citizen, or of the State.’ He also again 
referred to the fact that the bills themselves, 
while they gave alternate sections to the States, 
doubled the prices of the remaining alternate sec- 
tions. 

But he was told that the price of the public 
lands was fixed. He would reply, that the Gov- 
ernment could never sell anything like all the pub- 
lic lands, even at the present. minimum price. 
Those were now living who would see the lands 
sell atten cents anacre. While we now possessed 
some fourteen or fifteen hundred millions cf acres 
of the public lands, the bill about which they. 
were quibbling gave scarcely two hundred dollara 
worth of land. There were many similar bills before 
Congress: he. hoped Congress would pass. them 
all. He commented with warmth upon the injus- 
tice of imposing upon the States the necessity of 
improving the public jands, and enhancing their 
value, without the Governmerit contributing one 
farthing to aid in their improvement; and he earn- 
estly appealed to the justice of. the House: to pass 
this and the other similar bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired- if- the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands could inform him 


_THE CONGRESSION 


What was the aggregate quantity of acres of pub- 
lic lands granted by this bill to Alabama? 

Mr. BOWLIN replied, that there could not be 
over seven or eight thousand acres—and he pre- 
sumed less than that amount. 

Mr. HUBBARD obtained the floor, and yielded 
for a moment, ‘at the request of 

: Mr. JONES, who inquired of the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands if he had any idea 
of ‘what quantity of lands was now asked by the 
various railroad bills? ae 

Mr. BOWLIN was understood to say that he 
could not give the gentleman the information. 

Mr. HUBBARD then proceeded to address the 
House in favor of the bill, and in reply to the ob- 
jections raised by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Vewasiz.] He (Mr. H.) admitted 
that the gentleman had put the objections in the 
strongest light, but declared that he would be per- 
fectly content that the vote of the House should 
be given against the bill, if he (Mr. H.) did not 
successfully answer these objections. 

Mr: BISSELL followed. I shall vote, he said, 
in favor of this bill. “I shall vote for it from a deep 
conviction of my duty as a Representative here, 
and not because my State or my constituents are 


possibility be so. But I support the bill upon 
principle. A great deal of reflection has con- 
vinced me that the true policy of the Government 
is to encourage works of this description by such 
appropriations of public land as this bill asked for. 
I have no idea at this time of entering into an elab- 
orate discussion. I think that all the arguments 
which bear directly upon the question have been 
forcibly presented already. I merely desire, before 
calling the previous question, as 1 intend to do, to 


reply briefly to one or two suggestions which have || 


been thrown out by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Vewasie.] The gentleman inti- 
mates that the public lands should be held. sacred 
as a fund—or as a source from which a fund is to 
he derived to pay the public debt; and he calls it 

dishonesty, knavery, flagitious knavery, to appro- | 
priate their proceeds to any other object. Is the 
gentleman serious in attempting to make this House 
believe that the funds to be derived from the sales 
of the public lands are of scarcely any appreciable 
consequence towards the payment of the public 
debt? Is the gentleman aware that the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands for the next 
five years, according to all reasonable calculations 
which have been made, will not pay a fifth—no, 
not an eighth—of the annually accruing interest on 
the public debt? 

Mr. VENABLE (interposing, and Mr. B. 
yielding the floor) said: Are not the public lands 
pledged for the payment of the debt; and are not 
the mortgage and the pledge equally a mortgage 
and a pledge, whether the amount of the funds 
from the public lands is little or great? 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 will answer the inquiry of 
the gentleman from North Carolina with great 
pleasure. The public lands were pledged -sub 
modo, with the understanding that the United 
States should go on and appropriate the lands as 
they ever had done, and no other construction has 
ever been put upon the pledge, until the present 
session of Congress, 

Mr. VENABLE. Atthe last session of Congress 
that construction was put upon it by everybody. 

Mr. BISSELL. If that is so, how does the 
gentleman reconcile it to his conscience to vote 
away the public money for any other object?. 
Does not the gentleman know, that by voting | 
money ‘for the support of the navy, or for any 
other purpose, he is taking money from the pub- | 
lie Treasury which has been pledged for the pay- | 
ment of the public debt? j 

Mr. VENABLE. The revenue is pledged as 

t 


well for the support of the Government as for the į 
redemption of the public debt. 
is due, all the revenues of the Government are i 
pledged for its payment; but it is something new | 
to suppose that none of the resources of the Gov- | 
ernment can be'used for its current expenses with- | 
out violating a pledge for the payment of its debts. 
The public lands were specifically mortgaged. | 
The revenue is bound only by the general obliga- 
tion which sustains the public credit. 

Mr. GREEN desired, with the permission of 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. BisseLL:] -to 
ask the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


When that debt |} 


VENABLE] & question. ž 


; duties, and interest being paid thereon: 
to be benefited by it at all, for they cannot by any |; 


Mt. BISSELL yielded for the purpose. 


Mr. GREEN said he wished merely to ask a 


simple question of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina; and it was this: was not the revenue derived 
from duties on imports, as expressly pledged for 
the payment of the public debt as the proceeds of 
the lands? And yet the gentleman had voted re- 
lief, this session, to a railroad company of North 
Carolina, which was bound for the duty on iron 
imported, and had otherwise affected by his votes 
that pledge, which was certainly as sacred as the 
public lands. ` ` i $ 

Mr. VENABLE. Therevenue is pledged both 
for the payment of the public debt and the support 
of the Government. The funds of the sales of the 
public lands were pledged for the payment of in- 
terest on a specific loan, negotiated during’ the 
Mexican war, This pledge remains in full force, 
and Fam unwilling to remove mortgaged property 
and devote its proceeds without the consent of the 
mortgagee. The gentleman is mistaken in sup- 
posing that I voted for any gratuity to any North 
Carolina railroad. The measure for which I voted 
only extended the time of payment of duties on 
railroad iron, bond and security being given for the 
Whilst 
other States had duties on railroad iron remitted 
entirely, the North Carolina railroad only asked 
for delay of payment, and gave good security for 
the debt. À 

Mr. BISSELL, (resuming the floor.) Have 
you voted foran appropriation of a single dollar 
for any purpose ? 

Mr. VENABLE. I think not. 
ollect whether [ have or not. 

Mr. BISSELL. Well, if you have, where is the 
consistency of your argument? If you have not, 
in what position is the Government to be placed 


by carrying out this doctrine? If the gentleman’s | 


doctrine is correct—that the public lands are to be 
held asa sacred pledge for the payment of the 
public debt, and that as they are so held, we 
are not to vote a dollar for any other object, what 
is the result? Suppose we adopt. the gen leman’s 
argument, I should like to know how this, Gov- 
ernment could get along now? This is the great 
bugbear which is held up tous. It is the main 
argument relied upon to prevent these appropria- 
tions of land by the General Government—which 
the dispassionate judgment and thesound discrim- 


ination of all men having any personal knowledge | 


of these things, tell us constitute our true policy. 
But the gentleman is greatly alarmed lest the Wall 
street speculators should avail themselves of the 
benefit of this appropriation to the State of Alaba- 
ma. Now, I would suggest in all kindness to the 
gentleman, that the Representatives from that 
State are shrewd and watchful men, who seem to 
understand the interests of their State, and if they 
do not fear any such consequences as that these 
lands will go to the benefit of Wall street specula- 
tors, I think the gentleman from North Carolina 
may make his mind easy on the subject. But, 
Mr. Speaker, E have detained the House longer 
than I had intended. I call the previous question. 

Mr. ROOT asked Mr. B. to withdraw the de- 
mand. 

Mr. JONES. As the previous question is 
called, I move that the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. Iam urged on all sides—— 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- |i 


draw the demand for the previous question ? 
Mr. BISSELL. No. 


The question was then stated to be on the mo- | 
tion of Mr. Jones, that the bill be laid upon the | 


table. E 
` The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 


The question, ‘Shall the bill be laid on the || 
table??? was taken and decided in the negative— ! 


yeas 72, nays 101; as follow: 


YEAS—Mesers. Alexander, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Ben- 
nett, Booth, Boyd, Burt, Chester Butler, Joseph_ Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Car‘ter, Crowell, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Duncan, Ed- 
mundson, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Gould, 
Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, Isham G.. Harris, Hay, 


Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Howe, Hunter, William T. | 


Jackson, Jones, Preston King, Littlefield, McDowell, Me- 
Lanahan, McMullen, Miller, Millson, Morris, Ogle, Parker, 
Peaslee, Powell, Reynolds, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Strong,’ Sweetser, Thomas, James Thompson, 


Thurman, Tuck; Venable, Vinton, Wallace, Wildrick, and” 


Woodward-—72. ASENG, 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Baker, 

Bingham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, 

Albert. G. Brown, William J. Brown, “Buel, Burtows, 


I do not rec- 


Thoas B: Butler, E. Carrington Cabet, Calvin, Catnpbetl; 
Chandler, Clingman; Williamson: R. W: Cobb,-Coledek; 
Coie,. Corwin, Doty; Danham, Durkes, Eliot, Ewing; 
Featherston, Fitch, Gentry, Gilmore, Gott, Green, Baly 
Halloway, Harlan, Sampson, W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haymond; Hilliard, ‘Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, ‘Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew. Johnson, Robert wW. John- 
son, Julian, Kaufman,.. George G. King, James G. King, 
La Sare, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matte.. 
son, McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Moore, Morton, Nelson; Newell, 
Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phelps; Phenix, Pitman, 
Potter, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Rose, Sackett, School- 
craft, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H.. 
Stanton, Jacob Thompson, John. B. Thompson, Toombs, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn; 
Wentworth; White, Williams, and Young—l0l. we 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. et 

_Mr. INGE. Before the question is put, I-de-: 
sire to say to the gentleman from. Hlinois, [Mr. 
Bissexi,] that I hope he will withdraw: the de- 
mand for the. previous question, to alow an im-. 
portant amendment to be introduced. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending, 
to-refer the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and whilst that motion is pending, a motion to 
amend will not be in order. ee 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Ifthe 
demand for the previous question is withdrawn, 
and the motion to refer should be voted. down, 
will an amendment be in order? 

The SPEAKER. In that event, an amed- 
ment will be in order. 

Tellers were ordered on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, and Messrs. WILLIAMS 
and Bivewam were appointed. ‘ 

Mr. VINTON. Ifthe previous question should 
be withdrawn, I shall have no objection. ‘to with- 
draw my motion to refer the bill to the Committee: 
on Public Lands, in order that amendments may 
i| be offered. 

The question, * Will the House second the de- 
mand for the previous question ?”? was then taken, 
and the vote stood—ayes 77, noes 51. 

So there was a second. te 
|| Mr. VINTON, (to the Speaker.) If the main 
question should be ordered, what will be the 
effect ? j Sey 

The SPEAKER. The effect will be to bring 
the House first to a vote on the motion to refer, 
and, failing that, on ordering the bill to a third 
reading, : ; 

Mr. RUMSEY. Iask the 
the reference of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. os 0 os 

The question, ‘ Shall the bill be referred to: the 
Committee on Public Lands,” was taken and de- 
cided in the affirmative-—yeas.96, nays 79;-a9 fols 
low: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Bennett, Booth, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Joseph 
Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Ca-ey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Croweli, Debery, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duncan, 
Dunhanı, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedtey, 
Gerry, Gould, Haloway, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Hay, Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Huuston, 
Howe, Hunter, Wiliam T. Jackson, Audrew Jobnson, 
i| Jones, George G. King, James G. King, Jona A. King, Pres- 
ton King, Littlefield, Mason, Matteson, McDowell, Me- 
Lanahan, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Qids, Otis, Parker, Peaslee, Pitman, Powcll, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Stanly, 
| Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sirong, Sweetser,. Taylor, 
Thomas, James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, and Wil- 
drick—96. 
| NAYS—Mesars. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Baker, 
| Bingham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, 


yeas-and nays on 


A. G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, T. B. Buter, Q. A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, Wi R. W. Cobb, 
Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Doty, Durkee, Eliot, ‘Ewing, Feath- 
erston, Fituh, Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Gout, Green, Hall, 8. 
W. Harris, T. L. Harris, daymond, Hilliard, Howard, Hub- 
bard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, J. L. Johnson, R. W. Johnson, 
Kerr, La Stre, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshall, MeCler. 
nand, McDonald, McGaugbey, McQueen, Morse, Morton, 
l| Orr, Qwen, Phelps, Phenix, Potter, Richardson, Robinson, 
| Rose, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Sprague, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Jacob Thompson, John B. 
| Thompson, Toombs, Underhill, Walden, Welborn, Went- 
i worth, White, Williams, and Young—79. Be 
So the bill was. referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 2°" * : i 
oo “CAPT. LEWIS WARRINGTON. 
The next bill was a bill from the Senate for the: 
relief of Captain Lewis Warrington and others; 
which was'read a first and second time by ite title. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. ‘This is a bill 
precisely similar to one already considered and re- 
ported by the Naval Committee. I hape that no 
be will be made'to. its passage. i 
he bill was reads °° j 


850. 


The SPEAKER. This bill can only be con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, as it makes an ap- 
propriation, > 

Mr. HALL objecting, 

Mr. STANTON moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole House. i 

Mr. STANLY. Is any objection made to action 
upon the bill now? ani 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands there is. 

Mr. STANLY. I am satisfied that the gentle- 
man who makes the objection does not understand 
what the bill is. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to refer the bill to the 
Committee of Claims. 

The question being first. on the motion of Mr. 
Sratvron, was put and agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE——-HON. J. 


j GIDDINGS. 

Mr. OTIS, from the select committee on the 
charge against Hon. Josnva R. Giopines, of ab- 
stracting certain papers from the Post Office De- 
‘partment, asked leave to make a report. 

Mr. BOWLIN. Is the report in order? 

The SPEAKER. This committee was raised 
under a decision of the House that it was a ques- 
tion of privilege. As such, the report would be 
in order at any time as a question of privilege. 


The report of the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: é 

The select committee appointed under a resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, ‘to inves- 
tigate the charges against the Hon. Josva R. 
Gippines, of having improperly abstracted papers 
from the files of the Post Office Department,” with 

ower to send for persons and papers, have at- 
tended to the duty assigned them, and ask leave to 
report: 

The committee have called before them the per- 
sons in this city who were supposed to be able to 
give information upon the subject referred to in 
the resolution; and it appeared from their testimony 
that papers relating to the appointment and re- 
moval of the postmaster at Oberlin, had been im- 
properly abstracted from the files of the Post Office 
Department. Authority was sent to Ohio to take the 
depositions of those who had received any of the 
abstracted papers, and of any others who could 
give information touching this matter. These de- 
positions, the minutes of testimony, and such of 
the abstracted papers as have been returned, are 
herewith submitted. Neither from the examina- 
tion of witnesses, nor from the depositions, were 
they able to ascertain with certainty by whom the 
papers were abstracted. 

The committee are, however, unanimous in the 
opinion, that there is no proof that Mr. Gropines 
abstracted the papers, that they were transmitted 
to Ohio by him or under his frank, or that he was 
in any way connected with the transaction. 

They therefore submit, for the adoption of the 
House, the following resolution: 

6 Resolved, That the committee appointed * to investi- 
gate the charge against the Hon. Josera R. Gropines of 
havikg improperly abstracted papers from the files of the 
Post Office Department,” be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject.” 

‘The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Oris.) Does the gentle- 
man submit any motion connected with the report? 

No response being given— i 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
agreeing to the resolution; which being taken, 

`The resolution was agreed to. 


CALIFORNIA REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. BOYD. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The Representatives elect from California, Messrs. 
Gitpert and Wricut, are in attendance, and de- 
sire to be sworn in. 

Mr. VENABLE said, he desired to raise the 
question which he had suggested yesterday, as to 
the right of these gentlemen to seats in the House. 
He was proceeding to state his point, when 

Mr. TOOMBS interposed, and suggested that 
as these gentlemen came here with prima facie evi- 
dence of being entitled to their seats, the proper 
‘course would-be to admit them; and the question 
which the gentleman raised would better come be- 
fore the House by a subsequent reference to the 
Committee on Elections. 

Mr. VENABLE. Iwas about to move to refer 
the subject to that committee, and to give my 
reasons for so doing. noe 


BERT, as Representatives élect from the State of 


“that State, was read: 


Mr. INGE suggested to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that before he proceeded the House 
ought to have the case before them. 3 

Mr. VENABLE yielded, and 


The commission of Messrs. Warenr and Giz- 


“Sh 


California, over the signature of the Governor of 


Í, Peter H. Burnett, Governor of the State of California, 
certify, that at an election held on the 13th day of November, 
in the year of our Lord 1849, in pursuance of the sixth sec. 
tion of the schedule appended to the constitution of the 
State of California, Epvarr GILBERT was duly elecied a 
member of the House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States, for the State of California, having re- 
ceived the second highest number of votes given at said 
election for any one person. 

In testimony whereof, L have caused the great seal of the 
State of Calisornia to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at the Pueblo de San José, the 22d 

[seat] day of December, in the year of our Lord 1849, 

and of tbe independence of the United States 
the 74th. 

By the Governor. 

Countersigned by 
W. Van VOORHIES, Secretary of State. 

[The commission of Goorge W. Wright is 
similar to the above, except that he-is certified to 
have received the highest number of votes given 
for any person.] 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, called for the 
reading of the sixth section of the schedule ap- 
pended to the California constitution, which was 
read, as follows: 


Sec. —. This constitution shall be submitted to the peo- 
ple for their ratification or rejection, at the general election 
to be held on Tuesday, the thirteenth day of November next. 
‘The executive of the existing guverament of California is 
hereby requested to issue a proclamation to the people, di- 
recting the prefecis of the several districts, or in case ol va- 
cancy, the sub-prefects or seuior judge of the first instance, 
to cause such election to be heid on the day aforesaid in 
their respective districts. The election shall he conducted 
in the manner which was prescribed for the clection of del- 
egates to this convention, except that the prefect, sub-pre- 
fect, or senior judge of the first instance, ordering such elec- 
tion in each district, shall have power to designate any addi- 
tional number of places tor opeuing the polls; and that, in ev- 
ery place of holding the election, a regular polt list shalt be 
kept by the judges and inspectors of election. {t shall also be 
the duty of these judges and inspectors of election, on the 
day aforesaid, to receive the votes of the clectors qualified 
to vote at such clection, Each voter shall express his opin- 
ion by depositing in the ballut box a ticket whereon shall be 
written or printed & For the Constitution, or “ Against 
the Constitution,” or some such words as will distinctly 
convey the intention of the voter. These judges and in- 
spectors shall also receive the votes for the several otticers 
to be voted for at the said election as berein provided, At 
the close of the election the judges and inspectors shall 
carefully count each ballot, and forthwith make duplicate 
returns thereof to the prefect, sub-preteet, or senior judge of 
first instance, as the case may be, of their respective dis- 
triets; and said prefect, sub-prefect, or senior judge of first 
instance, shall transmit one of the same by the most safe 
and rapid conveyance, to the Secretary of State. Upon the 
receipt of said returns, or on the tenth day of December 
next, if the returns be not sooner received, it shall be the 
duty of the board of canvassers, to consist of the Secretary 
of State, one of the judges of the superior court, the prefect, 
judge ol first instance, and an alcalde of the district of Mon- 
terey, or any three of the aforementioned officers, in the 
presence of all who shal! choose to attend, to compare the 
votes given at said election, and to immediately publish an 
abstract af the same in one or more of the newspapers of 
California. And the executive will also, inimediatety afier 
having ascertained that the constitution has been ratified by 
the people, make proctamation of the fact; and thenceforth 
this couslitution shall be Ordained and established as the 
constitution of Califoruia. 

Sec. 8. At the general election aforesaid, viz: the thir- 
teenth day of November next, there shall be elécted a Gov- 
ernor, Licutenant Governor, members of the Legistature, 
and also two members of Congress. 


The section having been read— 

[Mr. VenaBLe’s constitutional argument against 
the admission of these Representatives, and the 
interruptions by Messrs. Stevens of Pennsylvania, 
Sranton of Kentucky, Toomss, and McCuer- 
NAND had not been furnished when this number 
was put to press. They will be published in the 
Appendix.) 

Mr. V. having concluded by moving that the 
credentials be referred to the Committe on Elec- | 
tions— 

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to a 
point of order. 

Neither the point of order, nor the Speaker’s 
decision, nor the few remarks of Mr. Tuompsoy, |! 
were heard on the left of the Chair. The general 
outline is understood to be as follows: 

Mr: THOMPSON made the point of order, that 
the credentials of the gentlemen claiming to repre- | 
-sent the State of California in this House were 
upon the Speaker’s table; that the Speaker knew 
that such a State as California was in existence 


PETER H. BURNETT, 


and.a member of the Confederac 


; that the Speaker 
ed 


ought to.presume that these gentlemen wêre 
Representatives according to law; that the gent’ 
men asked to be sworn as such; and ‘that it i 
the duty of the Speaker, immediately on the’ pre- 
sentation of the credentials under the seal of the 
State, te administer the oath of office. a 

The SPEAKER overruled the point‘of ‘order; 
His decision was, that if objection was made, it 
was the duty of the House, not of the Speaker, to 
determine the question. And the Speaker justified 
this decision by reference to that clause of the Con- 
stitution of the United States (section 5, article’ 1,) 
which provides that ‘ each House shall be-the 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members.” eu 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, appealed 
from the decision, and made a few remarks, (of 
which little was heard on the left of the Chair.) 
He was understood to submit, that he knew that 
the credentials under the seal of the State were 
not binding upon the House, but that the Speaker, 
as the presiding officer of the House, was: to-see 
whether the persons claiming seats were prima 
facie entitled to them, and if so it was his duty to 
swear them. California was as much a State of 
the Union as Pennsylvania was, and if he pre- 
sented himself at the bar of the House with his 
credentials in the proper form, under the seal of 
his State, as a representative from Pennsylvania, 
what was to prevent his being sworn? ‘The 
credentials of these’ gentlemen were before the 
Speaker—there was no impeachment of their au- 
thenticity—not a word was said against them; and 
until the issue was tried, these gentlemen were as 
much entitled to their seats as any other members 
of the House. 

Mr. MORSE said the proposition appeared to ” 
him to be so plain and simple, that he thought it 
could scarcely fail to satisfy every man who had not 
made up his mind to do a certain thing, viz: to 
bring in the gentlemen who were claiming to repre- 
sent California, even if it had to be done in viola- 
tion of law and the Constitution. And (continued 
Mr. M.) the gentleman who has been honored 
by this House, by being made the chairman of the 


| Judiciary Committee, rises and tells. the House 


and the country that you, sir, are the only person 
who is to judge and decide upon the question of 
their admission. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania (the foor 
being temporarily yielded to him,) said the genile- 
man, I am sure, does not mean to misrepresent me, 
and he ought not to misunderstand me. © I ‘said 
nothing of the kind. What I said was, that upon 
the presentation of prima facie evidence of election, 
it was the duty of the Speaker to swear in the 
member, and the question as to the legality or il- 
legality of the election, was a question for the 
House afterwards to determine. 

Mr. MORSE (resuming) said, I believe, sir, 
that I know what the rule is in regard to prima 
Jacie evidence, although I do not belong to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. It means this, that the produc- 
tion of such evidence—whether it be the broad seal 
of a State, or any other instrument or: kind of evi- 
dence—shall be deemed conclusive, unless objection 
is made; but if objected to, it goes for nothing 
until the question is decided. Prima facie evidence 
is not evidence upon which to base a decision, un- 
less it be admitted to be conclusive by every mem- 
ber of the House, ora majority of the members of 
thé House. That is the test. Sir, unless the 
whole thing has been predetermined, it does ` ap- 
pear to me that gentlemen could have no hesitation 
in admitting the fact that the question of admissi- 
bility rests with the House. 

If these gentlemen are not the ‘persons who 
were elected, or if they have been delegated by 
those who possessed no authority whatever to 
elect them—if the proceedings connected with 
their election have been irregular and illegal, will 
any man undertake to affirm that it is a question 
for the Speaker of this House to decide whether 
they shall be permitted to come in and take their 
seats as members of this House, and to-véte With 
us on all questions that are before this House? 
No, sir. Every member of this House has a 
right to vote upon the question of the admission 
of anew member. If the gentlenian from Penn- 
‘sylvania should present himself: here witha cer- 
tificate of election from the old Keystone State, 
‘the Iron State, or by whatever name he may 
choose to designate her, aid claim tobe admitted 
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‘to a seat, if I entertained a doubt as to his quali- 
fication or the leglity of his election, and I should 
demand, as a member of. this House, that his cre- 
dentials should. be submitted to the House, anda 
vote taken upon the question of his admission, Í 
have an undoubted right to do so; and if one fifth 
of. the members join me in asking forthe yeas and 
nays, they would necessarily be recorded. I 
would have a right to question whether the James 
Thompson presenting himself for admission was 
the James Thompson who had been elected by 
the electors of Erie county, Pennsylvania. 

The whole proceeding only shows that where a 
preconcerted plan is formed to set aside those safe- 
guards which the law provides for the preservation 
of the purity of elections, the purpose may be ac- 
complished. 

Sir, I feel as great a reluctance as any gentleman 
on this floor to stand in the way of the admission 
of these gentlemen. They have come here under 
great disad vantages; and when the committee shall 
have examined the matter, and made their report 
to this House, { shall be extremely glad if Í find 
that E shall be justified in voting for their admis- 
sion. 

1 move, sir, to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. WOOD WARD rose, and being recognized 
by the Speaker, was proceeding to address the 
Chair, tle was called to order, and 

The SPEAKER remarked, that no debate was 
in order pending the motion to lay the appeal on 
the table. Before putting the question, however, 
the. Chair would read the provision of the Consti- 
tution relating to this subject. It is as follows: 

¢¢ Bich House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members.”? 

‘Tne gentleman from Pennsylvania bas submit- 
ted,as a point of order, that the members elect 
from Califurnia, presenting their credentials under 
the geal of the State, the Chair is bound to admit 
them, and swear them in without a reference of 
the question of admission to the House. The 
Chair overrules the point of order, and holds that 
the question of admission must be decided by the 
House. From this decision the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has taken an appeal, and the gentle- 
man from Lousiana moves to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. KAUFMAN demanded the yeas and nays, 
but upon the remonstrance of gentlemen about 
him, withdrew the demand. 

Mr. CARTTER renewed it. 
nays were not ordered. À 

The question was put on the motion to lay the 
appeal on the table, and it was, without a division, 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. He said 
it was not his purpose to occupy much of the time 
of the House in the discussion of this question; in 
fact he would not attempt to discuss the constitu- 
tional point which had been mooted by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, (Mr. Vewance.] 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Wil the gentleman give 
way for a motion to adjourn? 

Mre. ROBINSON. 1 prefer to go on. I want 
to get these gentlemen admitted before we ad- 
journ. : 

Whatever, sir, may be the merits of the great 
constitutional argument of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, he is entitled at least to the credit 
of having made the first discovery of the point in 
that argument. This Government has been going 
on for half a century, admitting new States upon 
the very same principle, so far as the admission of 
Representatives on this floor is concerned, upon 
which these Representatives from California claim 
to be admitted; and my purpose is only to call the 
attention of gentlemen to this most extraordinary 
fact, that after Congress has been engaged upon 
this subject almost exclusively for about ten 


The yeas and 


months, and after an overwhelming majority of | 


both flouses have declared themselves in favor of 
admitting the State of California into the Union, 
yet the seats of her Representatives, now, as a last 
resort, are to be contested on this floor, and their 
application for admission to be rejected. 

if L understand the principal point made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, it is this: that no 
man can claim to be the representative of a State 
unless he has been elected in. pursuance of a law 
enacted by the Legislature of that State. preserib- 
ing the time, place, and manner of holding the 
selections. Now, I have examined. all the prece- 


dents that I have been able to find since this ques- 
tion arose, and so far as that examination has ex- 


-tended, | find that every one of the new States, 


except Missouri and Texas, sent Representatives 
here, and they were admitted to seats on this floor, 
withoutany law having been previously passed by 


the Legistature of such State designating the time, | 


place, and manner of holding the elections. 

If any gentleman will take the trouble to exam- 
ine the course of- proceeding adopted by the new 
States, he will find that the conventions which as- 
sembled for the purpose of forming constitutions 
for them have, before adjourning, as was the case 
in the California convenuon, added a schedule to 


| the constitution, providing that at a certain period 


thereafter the people should elect representatives 
to Congress, and also their State officers. Never in 


any instance except in the two that I have named, | 


so far as my information extends, has the Legisla- 
ture been obliged to meet in order to designate the 
time, place, and manner of holding the elections. 

Here, sir, is the constitution of my own State, 
which was formed at the time of her admission 
into the Union, in 1816. l will read the clause 
which refers to this subject. It is as follows: 

“The president of this convention shall issue writs of 
election, directed to the sheriffs of the several counties, re- 
quicing them to cause an eleetion to be held for Governer, 
Lieutenant Governor, Representative to the Congress of the 
United States, members of the General Assembty,”? &e. 

Not a word, you perceive, about the Legislature 
prescribing the time, place,and manner of holding 
the elections, but, on the contrary, writs were di- 
rected to be issued by the president of the con- 
venuon for the holding of the elections, No 
Legislature was convened to pass any law on the 
subject. The same course was pursued by Wis- 
consin, by lowa, and by Florida, a State of your 
own sunny South. But there is another objection 
taken to this, and it is, that in most of these cases 
the constitution had been adopted before the 
members of Congress were elected. Granted. 
But here is a case before us to meet that objection. 
Here is the constitution of Michigan; the sixth 
section of one of the articles of that constitution 
reads thus: 

«The first election for Governor, Lieutenant Governor, 
members of the State Legislature, and Representatives 
in the Cougress of the United States, shall be held on the 
first Monday in October next, and un the succeeding day.” 

And again, in section 9th we find the following: 

& This constitution shail be submitted, at the election to 
be beid on the first Monday in October next and ou the suc- 
ceeding day, for the ratificalion-or rejection to the electors 
qualified by this constitution to vote at ail election:,”? &c. 

The constitution was to be submitted to the 
electors for ratification~or rejection on the very 
same day on which members of Congress were to 
be elected. There was no convening of the Legis- 
lature to prescribe the time, place, and manner of 
holding the elections. And was the admission of 
the members thus elected objected to? Not atall. 
But there was, I suppose, at that time, in this 
vody, no astute constitutional lawyer distinguished 
as the gentleman from North Carolina, to raise 
such an objection. 

Sir, the gentleman from Louisiana was pleased 
to say, that by the admission of these Represent- 
alives, we were about to override all consutuuional 
forms and statutory provisions. Will the genue- 
man not accord to those who occupy the other 


| end of this Capitol the possession of at least 


some knowledge of what the constitutional re- 
quirements are? ls he not aware, or has he for- 
gotten, that this very day they have almost unani- 
mously admitted the California Senators to their 
seats; and that one of the few Senators who voted 
against their admission was a Senator from his 
own State? 

Mr. MORSE (the floor being yielded) said that 
when he spoke of overriding all constitutional 
forms and statutory provisions, he was speaking 
in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
astute (as the gentleman seemed fond of the 
word) chairman of the Judiciary Committee, who 
had held up to this House, as a principle of law, 
that the consent of the Speaker of this House was 
sufficient for the admission of a member who pre- 
sented himself with prima facie evidence of having 
been duly elected. i say (continued Mr. M.) that 
the Speaker has no power to admit him at all. A 
member must be admutted by the consent of the 
House, either tacitly given or expressed by a vote. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I stand corrected, sir, by the 


gentleman’s explanation. 


Mr. MORSE. T now want to see whether this 
principle will be maintained. © 00 7 ioo 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, reiterated 
his former assertion, that the Representative elect 
having in his possession prima facie evidence of his 
election was entitled to be sworn in, and the ques- 
tion of the legality or illegality of the. proceedings 
under which the election, was. held. was’a question 
to be subsequently determined. © : 

Mr. MORSE (atill retaining the floor by the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Indiana,) said; he 
did not intend to make an argument, but the gen- 
tleman had tauntingly referred to the fact that one 
of the Senators from his State had voted for- the 
admission of the California Senators. He would 
ask the gentleman if he could not perceive the 
difference between the two cases? In the case of 
the Senators, they had been elected by the Legis- 
lature under the provisions of the Constitution; 
but these gentlemen, who were claiming të be 
elected by the people, were not elected according 
to the requirements of the Constitution. ; 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand the point which 
the gentleman makes, and I understand also, that 
the gentleman from North Carolina urges this as 
one of his main objections to the admission of these 
gentlemen, to wit: that California was not a State 
until yesterday.. That is a point that was decided 
by the Senate a few hours ago. A motion. was 
made to refer the subject of the admission of the 
Senators elected to the JudiciarysCommittee, and 
it received no countenance in that body. They 
declared that she has been a State ever since the 
adoption of her constitution. ‘That was the decis- 
ion of the Senate, sir, and I only. mention it for the 
purpose of showing how entirely opposite is the 
view taken of this matter by Senators, and by the 
gentlemen who oppose the admission of the Cali- 
fornia Representatives in this House. 

But the gentleman from North Carolina pute 
this question: If the constitution of California had 
not been adopted, and Representatives had been 
elected, would not such election have been null and 
void? If the constitution had never been adopted, 
of course a constitution could not have been trans- 
mitted here as the constitution of California, and 
Representatives would not have been elected... But 
the constitution was adopted. Well, sir, the same 
principle obtained upon the organization of Iowa, 
Wisconsin, and all those other States that | have 
named; the very cogstitutions they were about to 
adopt prescribe the qualifications a epuers for Rep- 
resentatives and directed the holding of elections. 

It is not my purpose, sir, as I said, to continue 
this discussion at any great length, and I will now 
move an amendment to the motion of the genile- 
man from North Carolina, so as to provide that 
the Delegates from California be admitted and 
sworn in, leaving the question of the legality or il- 


| legality of their election to be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Elections; and upon this motion I call 
the previous question. 

The amendment is as follows: 

“And that the Speaker proceed to administer the oath 
prescribed by law to Edwart Gilbert and George’ W, Wright, 
as members of this House, from the State of California.” 

Mr. TOOMBS requested the gentleman to with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, in 
order to enable him to make a few remarks. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1 will withdraw it if the gen- 
tleman will renew it. : 

Mr. TOOMBS replied that he would renew it. 
He desired merely to say. a word or two in refer- 
ence to the remarkg of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Ronisson.] He had expressed a will- 
ingness to allow the California members to. be 
sworn in, and then to refer the subject to the 
Committee on Elections. After their credentials 
were read, however, and after a reference to the 
fundamental law of the Territory, he thought it 
was perfectly apparent that they were not entitled 
to be sworn and admitted. 

The gentleman: from illinois, (pursued Mr. T.) 
says that there are precedents; that there are_in- 
stances of the admission of members under simi- 
lar circumstances; that members from New States 
who have been irregularly elected; have hereto- 
fore been admitted. So they may have been; and 
members from the old States may in many cases 
be irregularly elected; and yet, if no question is 
raised, they occupy seats as. members of this 
House, in the same manner as. if they had been 
legally elected. I contend. sir, that those prece- 
dents are of no value. it is not a sufficient an- 
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swer to a constitutional objection to say that the 
same thing bas been dene, because if it has been 
done, it has been done wrongfully and in violation 
of the Constitution. And the gentleman does not 
pretend to controvert the requirements of the Con- 
stitution by any explanation or different construc- 
tion. In truth, it is incapable of any other çon- 
struction than that which has been given to it by. 
the gentleman from North Carolina. - The Con- 
stitution is explicit—it cannot be misunderstood or 
evaded—that the Legislatures of the States shall 
prescribe the time, place, and manner, of holding 
the elections. And it appears from the credentials 
of these gentleman that this has not been done, 
that these requirements have not been fulfilled. It 
becomes, then, merely a question whether. the 
Constitution is obligatory upon this House. It 
may be true, as the gentleman from Illinois says, 
that there have been instances in which the same 
irregularity has existed. I do not know how that 
may be 

Mr. DISNEY (interposing) asked permission 
to make an inquiry of the gentleman. 

The inquiry was not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, that question had been 
elaborately argued a few years ago. ‘There were 
different opinions entertained on the subject, but 
he believed that nobody doubted that if the Legis- 
lature, by non-compliance with the requisitions of 
the Constitution, should defeat the action of the 
State, Congress would be obliged, for self-protec- 
tion, to act on this subject. But the Legislature 
could not take away the rights of the people. It 
was thé people themselves that elected the Legis- 
lature, and it was the constitutional duty of the 
Legislature thus elected, to prescribe the time, 
place, and manner of holding all elections ‘within 
the State. 

Mr. McCLERNAND (the floor being tempo- 
rarily yielded to him) said, he hoped, as there 
seemed to be a-good deal of difficulty on the sub- 
ject, that the gentleman from Indiana would not 
press that the gentlemen be admitted at once, and 
that the matter be referred to the Committee on 
Elections. ; 

Mr. TOOMBS (resuming) said, he had concurred 
with the gentleman in the view he took of the case, 
until the facts were disclosed by the credentials 
themselves. He was desirous of voting for the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, and he had 
hoped that the gentleman would have relieved his 
mind from the embarrassment he felt by the au- 
thorities which he undertook to cite, but he had 
failed to do so. The gentleman had only shown 
that there had been cases where members had 
been admitted, although they had been elected 
without previous action of the Legislature. Such 
admission was clearly wrong, and should have no 
weight in influencing their future action. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (the floor 
being yielded to him temporarily,) contended that 
the convention by which the constitution of the 
State was formed was, in effect, a Legislature. It 
certuinly acted in the capacity of a legislative body 
in establishing the fundamental law of the land. 
The convention was clearly a law-making body, 
and its action was sufficient to answer the requisi- 
tion of the Constitution, that the time, place, and 
manner of holding the election should be pre- 
scribed by the Legislature. 

But there was another point that was not free 
from difficulty. California was a revolutionary 
State. Nevertheless it was a State de facto, though 
nota legal State. ‘And it might be questionable 
whether, in that condition of things, the convention 
which formed her constitution was a. convention 
that could be recognized as legally constituted. 
California was certainly not legally a State until 
admitted to be such by the power of this Con- 
gress. That was a different question, however, 
from the one made by the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS, in reply to the remarks of the 
geotleman from Tennessee, said, that he did not 
believe it to be.the right of that House, much less 
was it its duty, to be astute and ingenious In get- 
ting round the Constitution and evading its pro- 
visions. The gentleman was answered by the 
very case that had been put by the gentleman from 
Indiana. The gentleman had stated that the two 
Senators from California had been admitted to 
their seats in the Senate of the United States. But 
they were elected by the Legislature of California, 
and not by the convention which proposed a form 


“quires me to move the reference of these credentials 


rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 


— 


of government to` the people, and proposed also 
that there should be a. legislative body.. That 
legislative body was created, and they elected the: 
Senators. The Legislature had performed its con- 
stitutional function in electing these two Senators. 
And they were rightfully admitted to their seats, 
inasmuch as the State of California had been 
recognized by this Government. The same pro- 
vision of the Constitution which requires the 
Legislature to prescribe the time, place, and man- 
ner of holding the elections required also that the 
Legislature should elect Senators. The conven- 
tion was not, in a legal or constitutional sense, a 
Legislature. To designate it as a Legislature, 
was but a mere-play upon words. The conven- 
tion had merely proposed a form of government 
to the people of California, and in that form of 
government it was proposed that there should be 
a Legislature, but the convention had not assumed 
to be a Legislature. Had it done so, the State of 
California could not have been admitted into the | 
Union, because it could not have been a republican 
form of government, but the worst of all forms, a 
pure democracy. No attempt had been made in the 
constitution of California to bestow legislative 

powers uponaconvention of the people; had there 

been any such attempt, it would not have been such 

a constitution as would have entitled the State to 

admission into this Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON (Mr. Toomss yielding him | 
the floor) said he wished to say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that he hoped he would not press 
the demand for the previous question. The 
friends of California, the gentleman would find, 
were not the friends of the admission of these gen- 
tlemen. California was now in the Union; and so 
far as any necessity constraining them to act in 
reference to her admission was concerned, that ne- 
cessity was exhausted; and if there were these 
constitutional impediments he would find 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a question of order. 
The genticman from Delaware, he said, was out 
of order. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the gentleman 
was not in order. The gentleman from Georgia 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, that in accordance with the 
promise he had given to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, he would now renew the demand for the pre- 
vious question; pending which, on motion, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITION. 
The following petition was presented under the 


By Mr. DURKEE: A petition from John Clark, and other ji 
citizens of New Castle, Delaware, praying that no State be 
received hereafter into the Union, nnless the constitution 
ofsuch Stateshal! expressly probibitstavery within Its limits. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, September 10, 1850. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have been 
requested to present the credentials of WitLtam 
M. Gwin asa member of the Senate elect from the 
State of California. I move that they be read, and 
that the oath of office be administered to Mr. 
Gwin. 

The Secretary read the credentials accordingly. 

Mr. BARNWELL. Mr. President, | have been 
requested to present the credentials of Jonn C. 
Fremont as a Senator from California. Itis well 
known, sir, that I entertained the strongest consti- 
tutional objections to the admission of California 
into,the Union. But Congress having passed an 
act for her admission, Mr. Fremonr’s admission 
could not be otherwise than very acceptable. 

The credentials were read by the Secretary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, if 
I were governed by either personal or party con- 
siderations, Í certainly should make no objection 
to the ordinary course which is pursued when the 
credentials of Senators are received here. But be- 
lieving, as I do, that the constitutional provisions 
for the election of Senators could not have been 
complied with in this case, it is with me a sacred 
matter of duty to interpose such objection as re- 


to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions to report on the law and the facts. I make 
that motion. 

The Secretary read the motion, when it was re- 


| make any discrimination whatever. 


duced to writing, as follows: 
Resoived, That the credentials of the Senators elect from | 


the State of California be referred 40 the Comittee on the 
Judiciary, with instrdctions. tó report-on ‘the, law and “the 


facts, ` SSR La Bea 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, Tsee noine- 
cessity for.taking up time by this, reference. If 
this were the forepart of the session. I would: in-~ 
terpose no objection to the reference. But- now 
less than three weeks of the session remain, and 
much legislation must take place for California. 
Hence it is important that these Senators should 
take their seats. In order that- they may doso, 
there being many, precedents..for this case, cer- 
tainly one or two precisely in point, as no one can 
doubt, IL hone the mation will not prevail, i 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays on. hia 
motion, and they were ordered. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. If it be in order, and if the chaira 
man of the Judiciary Committee thinks he will be 
then ready to report, I wouid move, as additional 


i instructions, that the committee report to-morrow 


morning. 

The PRESIDENT. Such instructions are not 
in order. 

Mr. FOOTE. As the yeas and nays have heen 
ordered, I wish to make a single remark. |! shall 
not vote for the reference of these credentials; be- 


| eause this matter has been thoroughly investigated 


heretofore. And I am very well satisfied that if 
the Judiciary Committee, for every member of 
whom F entertain the highest respect, were to take 
the matter into consideration for twenty centuries, 
and were fifty times as well qualified to discharge 
the duties connected with this matter as they are, 
they could not, in my opinion, throw one single 
particle of new light on the question. Under such 
circumstances, I shall oppose the reference: 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if this matter 
should be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I certainly will, in good faith, report on it 
as speedily as possible. That is, | would not 


| postpone the consideration of what rights these 
| gentiemen may have. 


But what course will be 
taken in the committee ] cannot tell. It may be 
discussed, and a Jong report written upon it. I 
can make no other than this general statement. 
Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, 1 shall vote 
for the reference, upon the principle that no other 
case of the kind has ever occurred since the for- 
mation of the Government. 1 believe there is no 
instanee where a State has been admitted without 
there first being some organization on tle part of 
the community to be admitted. - No community 
has been admitted asa State unless there was 
some vestige of legal existence to such community. 
in the present instance there was none. There have 
been States admitted where there wag no law-of 
Congress authorizing the formation of a constitu- 
tion and Staie government. But in all such cases 
there was previously a territorial government, 
and jurisdiction on the part of Congress conferred 
upon such communities as a territoriol govern- 
ment. And in every such case the territorial le- 
gislative authorities enacted laws for the calling of 
aconvention for the parpose of forming a Siate 
constitution; which, in my judgment, gave it some- 


| thing of alegal existence as.a State, although the 


election of Senators by a Legislatare, under a con- 
stitution formed in that way, without the sanction 
of Congress, would not to a certain extent*be in 
compliance with the Constitution, which requires 
the Legislature of a “ Siate” to elect. Senators. 
Bat, sir, California was no State, in any sense of 
the word, in my judgment; consequently 1 must 
vote for the reference, and against the admission 
of her Senators. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I had occasion 
to look into this question when the bill for the ad- 
mission of California was before the Senate, as 
one properly involved in the considerations rela- 
ting to that subject. I did not then find any pre- 
cedent directly in point, but in the case of the ad- 
mission of the State of Michigan. I considered that 
a precedent directly in point. I did not consider 
that the fact that Michigan had previously been 
organized into a territorial government, could 
z ; Biti enter- 
tained very serious doubts whether the Senators 
whom we then admitted were Senators within the 
meaning of the Constitution. I -have the same 
doubis in the tase of California. As far as my 
personal feelings are concerned, | should certainly 
welcome the Senators from California as: peers 
upon this floor. But { havea constitutional doubt; 
and I should be glad to have that doubt solved, if 
it can be solved by this reference. 


difficulty in regard to the admission of California 
as a State would be thereby removed. I suppose 
those gentlemen, atleast, can have had no diffculty 
in allowing the gentleman whose credentials have 
been presented to be qualified and take their seats 


as [ suppose a mere alteration of territorial bound- | 


aries cannot alter the constitutional aspect. of this 
particular question, ` 

One other observation, and E- have done. I am 
very happy that the credentials of these gentlemen 
have been in part presented from the State of South 
Carolina, whose attitude is perfectly well known 
to the whole country. . This movement, origina- 
ting in part from that State, seems:to me to lend a 
gracious sanction to what we have done hereto- 
fore or the subject, upon which I congratulate the 
country. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Ido not mean to enter upon 
this discussion, but Ido mean to protect myself 
from the remark made, that there would have been 
no objection to the admission of California 

Mr. FOOTE. I said in certain quarters, and I 
certainly did not intend to allude to the Senator 
from Georgia, because he and I discussed the pre- 
cise point, and I understood him to take the oppo- 
site ground. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I wish merely to say, for 
self-protection, that when | urged restrictions upon 
the limits of California, it was with the entire con- 
viction, in my own mind, that if the limits were 
restricted, the constitution presented here would 
not be the constitution of the people of California, 
as then constituted, and we should certainly be 
obliged to refer the instrument back to the people 
for their action upon it. 

Mr. MASON. I do not know to what opinion, 
or to what Senator, the Senator from Mississippi 
alluded, but I was one of those who felt an earnest 
desire, and frequently expressed it in debate, to 
limit the boundaries of California to the parallel of 
860: 30’; and I never went farther, after having 
done that, than to declare my willingness to allow 
California to be admitted, after its boundaries had 
been restricted, upon the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident, in order to avoid unnecessary delay. 

Mr. FOOTE. I did not intend to refer to the 
Senator from Virginia; for I have understood that 
he was utterly opposed to the admission of Cali- 
fornia under any circumstances whatsoever. [Mr. 
Mason. shook ‘his head’ in dissent.] Certainly, 
however, his mistake was natural enough, inas- 
much as | alluded to the leading and influen- 
tial gentlemen who opposed the admission. It is 
natural, therefore, that in himself he should re- 
cognize one of those persons to whom I alluded. 

Mr. MASON. [canassure the Senator from 
Mississippi that, so far from looking upon myself 
as an individual of any great influence, it has been 
a matter of deep regret to me, since | have had a 
seat here, that I was not entitled to more influence 
than l have been able to exercise. I have never 
obtruded myself upon the Senate except when 1 
thought the occasion imperatively required it, in 
the solemn discharge of my duty. The Senator 
is also mistaken in ascribing to me an opinion ad- 
verse to the admission of California on any 
grounds; and if he had listened, as I doubt not he 
did as a matter of courtesy, to my remarks when | 
addressed. the Senate on the admission of Califor- 
nia, he would have known that l expressed myself 
ready, so far as I could, to harmonize the dificul- 
ties which had arisen on the acquisition of this 
territory, ın any way Í could, with a proper regard 
to my constitutional obligations; and that I was 
willing; from devotion to the Union, to agree, in 
order to avoid delay, to admit California on 
the proclamation of the President, if her constitu- 
tion should be returned to her for the proper action 
upon it. 

Mr. CLAY. Prior to yesterday, California 
was a State de facto, out of the Union. Upon the 
approbation of the President of tife United States 


of the bill for her admission into the Union, she | 


became, and now is, one of the: States of the 
Union, having equal and all the privileges which 
belong to any State in the Union. Among those 


privileges is that.of being represented on this 
by two Senators. She has presented through her 
Senators.the regular credentials of their election, 
and as she has the same privileges as Kentucky, 
New York, or any other State, I do not see upon 
what ground we can treat her differently, or make 
any reference of those credentials not made in the 
case of any other State. If we do, then she does 
notin all respects whatsoever stand on that equal 
footing which the Constitution has prescribed. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 do not con- 
sider that California was a State out of the Union, 
but that it was a Territory of the United States— 
territory obtained by -conquest and purchase— 
over which the United. States had full authority, 
and over which Congress failed‘ to exercise that 
authority, from considerations, as I believe, dis- 
creditable to the Government itself.. It was this 
failure of the Government to take charge of this 


Territory which constituted the best argument for | 


the action of the people of California themselves. 
California became a State by the action of Con- 
gress, and the action of the President approving 


the bill which Congress passed; and she was not | 


a State before thataction was had. The Consti- 
tution provides that Senators shall be elected by 
the Legislature of a State, and, if there was no 
State, there could be no Legislature of a State. I 
do not propose to go intoan argument upon this 
subject, and I only moved the reference to a com- 
mittee which I thought might best judge of a con- 
stitutional question, and I do not believe now that 
the committee would have detained us more than 
one or two days. I seek for no delay—I wish the 
question fairly presented, and I took this mode of 
reaching it. fam one of those who opposed the 
admission of California—who sought to restrict 
its boundaries; but I am not one of those who at 
any time was prepared to enter into a compact to 
admit her with reduced boundaries. 
ered the defect in the whole proceeding to be in- 
herent and radical, and beyond any reduction of 
the boundaries. Í am one of those who stand 
here instructed by my State Legislature to resist 
the admission of California by all honorable and 
constitutional means. This is taken as an inci- 
dent to State existence prior to the admission of 
California, and this is the 
Senator from Kentucky. If, then, I am under 
instructions to use all honorable and constitutional 
means to resist the admission of California as a 
State, lam also necessarily instructed to oppose 
everything which is an incident to the assertion 
of State existence prior to our action for admission. 

l did not wish to be drawn into any remarks on. 
this subject, and personal considerations rendered 
me very reluctant to do so; nor did I wish to 
consume the time of the Senate by debate. What- 
ever views I have entertained on this subject have 
been heretofore expressed, and I have merely 
sought now to refer the question to that committee 


to whom we have supposed we might entrust the | 


examination of questions of constitutional law. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to state only one of 

the grounds upon which | base this proceeding. 

California has been admitted into the Union as a 


State and, by the act of admission, she becomes a į 


State from the day of the date of her constitution. 
The principal of relation, known to the law apply- 
ing toit, is, when the act is consummated it becomes 
a valid act from the beginning. It was upon that 
principle, and that only, that the Michigan Sena- 
tors were enabled to take their seats here. lt was 
upon that principle, and that only, that the Sena- 


į tors from Indiana first elected were enabled to take | 


their seats here. And it is upon that principle, 
and that only, that the two gentlemen now repre- 
senting Texas on this floor are now eligible, they 
not having been for nine. years citizens of the 
United States at the time of their election. But 
when we annexed Texas to the Union, by the 
principle of relation, they having been nine years 
citizens of Texas, they thereby became for nine 
years citizens of the United States. itis upon this 
principle of relating back that the defects in the case 
of Texas, of Indiana, and of Michigan were reme- 
died; and so in this case; California being a State 
now, she was a State from the time she adopted 
her constitution. She has had a Legislature from 
that time, and all the acts of that Legislature from 


I consid- : 


round taken by the | 


obey such instructions if F had received then 7 
according to my judgment, it would n act im 
proper in itself, extremely improper with my views 
of constitutional duty, to oppose the admission on 
this floor of Senators froma sovereign: State of the 
Union, so recognized and already admitted into the 
Confederacy. Such being my view, it was not, a 
matter upon which | ‘conceived we could hesitate 
or delay, and hence I rose and first objected to the. 
proposed reference. : GP eee 
Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it is proper, as I am 
on the committee to which it is proposed to refer 
this matter, that I should make a single remark. 
My opinion, so far as regards the faculty or the 
power of the people of California to erect them- 
selvés into a State, is well known, and in regard to 
this body of men, said to be a Legislature, Ido not 


| believe that they have the faculty of being a Legis- 


lature. They have not had the previous assent of 
Congress, or passed through a territorial condition, 
and they cannot, in my opinion, have’ the faculty, 
in legal phrase, without that consent of Congress 
being given, without a violation of the Constitu- 
tion. $ : ve ; 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, again modified his. 
motion, so that it stood as follows: = a 
Resolved, That. the.credentials of William M. Gwin and 
Jobn C. Frémont, presenting themselves’ as Senators’ elect 
from the State of California, be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with instructions to report oa the law and 


! the facts. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and they were: i 

YEAS~—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, Da- 
vis of Mississippi, Hunter, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Scbastian, 
Soulé, and Turney—12. : 

NAYS—Messts. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clay, Davis of Massachosetts, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hamlin; Jones, ing, 
Mangum, Norris, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance; 
Sturgeon, Underwood, : Wales, Walker, ‘Whitcomb, an 
Winthrop—36, 3 Cae AEE es 

So the motion to refer was not.agreed,to.. c 

The PRESIDENT... The Senators elect from. 
California will) now approach. the Chairand :take 
the oath.of office. fol BE ke pauls | 

Messrs. Gwin. and ‘Fremont. then presented 
themselves and the oath of-office was administered 
to them by the: President of the Senate. 


Mr. BARNWELL submitted the following 
resolution, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain the classes 
in which the Senators of the State of California shall be in- 
serted, in conformity with the resolution of the 14th May, 
1789, and as the Constitution requires. 


Mr. BARNW ELL submitted the following mo- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 

Ordered, Thatthe Secretary put Into. the ballot-box three 
papers of equal size, numbered one, two, and three ; each, 
of the Senators froin the State of California shall draw out 
one paper; number one, if drawn, shall entitle the’ member 
to be placed in the class of Senators whose terms of service 
will expire the 3d day of March, 1851; nuimber two in that 
class whose terms will expire the 3d day of March, 18535 
and number three in the class whose terms will expire the. 
3d day of March, 1855. : i 

Whereupon the papers marked No. 1, No. 2, 
and No. 3 were by the Secretary pat into‘the bal- 
lot-box; and ga (Rate 

No. 1 was drawn by the Hon: Joan. C. Fre- 
MONT; who is accordingly in the class of Senators 
whose terms will expire on the 3d: day of March, 
1851; and a 

No. 3 was drawn by ‘the Hon. 


Wim M. 


; Gwix, who is accordingly inthe class of Senators 


whose terms will expire the 3d day of March, 
1855. piai 
CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DAVIS; of Massachusetts. 1 move that 


| the Senate“take up the President’s. message. en- 
: closing the constitution of New 


ng ons Mexico, with a 
view to have it printed. d 

The motion was agreed to. 055 7 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the object of printing 
the document ? : 

Mr. DAVIS. 


PUBLISHE 


D AT WASHINGTON, BY JOHN C. RIVES.—TERMS $3 FOR THIS SESSION. 


3ist Coneress, Ist Session. 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1850. 


New Seniss........No. 113. 


stitution myself, but I do not wish to have to read 


it in manuscript. 1 want to see what itis: It 
seems to me to be entitled at least.to, consideration 
enough to be printed. That is all F desire, I do 
not propose any ulterior measures.upon it: - 

The question was then taken‘on the proposition 
to print: Ayes 15, noes not counted. 

Mr. SEWARD and.Mr. CHASE called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: < 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Ewing, Frémont, Foote; Greene, Mangun, Norris, 
Pearce, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—27. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Butler, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Felch, 
Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Sturgeon, and Tur- 
ney—I6. 

So the document was ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
. Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of George 
Mackay, asking compensation for services ren- 
dered as deputy surveyor of public lands in Flor- 
ida, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of Isaac Houston, asking compensation for ser- 
vice in carrying the mail; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of the Central Bank of Georgia, asking to be paid 
an amount of money advanced to certain citizens 
upon claims due them from the United States, sub- 
mitted a report, which was ordered to be printed, 
recommending that the Central Bank of Georgia, 
as the assignee of the claimants, be allowed and 

aid the sum of $21,142, and that the same be 
inserted in the Indian appropriation bill. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
_veferred the memorial of Jonathan Lewis, asking 
indemnity for depredations committed by the fn- 
dians while residing among the Cherokees asa 
blacksmith, asked to be discharged from the fur- 
thgr consideration of the same; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
Samuel Boots, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that the 
petition and papers be referred to the War Depart- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

POST ROUTES IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. FREMONT submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Reads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes in the State of Cali- 
fornia: 

From San Francisco, by Santa Clara, city of San José, 
. Ban Juan Bauptista, Monterey, Soledad, San Miguel, San 
Luis Obispo, Dana’s, La Purissima, Santa tnes, Sania Bar- 
bara, San Buena Ventura, Los Angeles, Santa Anna, San 
Juan Capistrano, Santa Margaretta, and San Luis Rey, to 
San Di: go. j 

From the city of San José, by San José mission, and Liv- 
ermore’s, to Stockton, 

From the city of San-José, by the mission of San José, and 
Martines, to Benicia, 

From the city of San José to Santa Cruz. 

From Monterey, by Pacheco’s, to Towalumne. 

from Los Angeles to San Pedro. 

From Los Angeles, by San Gabriel, Workman’s, Rojand’s, 
Chino, Pala, Agua Caliente, to Gila town. 

From San Francisco, by Sausalito, and Benicia, to Sacra- 
mento. 

From Benicia, by Sonoma, to Humboldt and Trinity. 

From Benicia, by Martihes, and New York, to Stockton. 

From Sacramento, by Vernon, Frémont, Nicolaus, Sut- 
ter’s, (Hock Farm,) Yuva town, Neil’s, Lassen’s, Reading’s, 
and Placer town, to Humboldt and Trinity. 

From Sacramento, by Columa, to Carson Valley settle- 
ment. 

From Sacramento to the gold diggings on the Rio de Jos 
Americanos. 

From Yuva town to the gold diggings on Bear, Yuva, and 
Feather rivers. 

From Sacramento, by Murphy’s, Shaddan’s, Laird’s, Is- 
bes, Stockton, Stanislaus, and Towalumne, to Las Mari- 
posas mines. 

From Stockton to the gold diggings of the Mokelumne and 
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all that has been granted to any State. 


‘Towalumne, and Mercedes rivers. 


“From. Stockton to the gold diggings of the Stanislaus, 


Mr. FREMONT submitted a map exhibiting: 


the positions of the proposed mail routes in Cali- 
fornia; which was referred to the Commitiee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


NOTICE OF CALIFORNIA BILLS. 


Mr. FREMONT. Mr. President, I desire to 
give notice that to-morrow, or on some subsequent 
morning, I will ask leave to introduce bills-of the 
following titles: 

Ist. A bill to provide for the appointment of a 
recorder of land titles in California. 

Qd. A bill to provide for the appointment of a 
surveyor general in the State of California, and for 
the survey of the public lands. 

3d. A bill to provide for the erection of land 
offices in California, and the appointment of regis- 
ters and receivers. 

4th. A bill to provide for the ascertainment of 
private land claims in California, and forthe adju- 
dication and settlement of the same. 

5th. A bill to grant donations of land to settlers 
in California before the cession of that country to 
the United States, and to. allow preémption rights 
to all subsequent and to all future settlers. 

6th. A bill toreculate the working of the placers 
and gold mines in California, and to preserve order, 
by granting temporary permits to actual operators 
to work the same in limited quantities. 

7th. A bill to provide for extending the laws 
and judical system of the United States to the State 
of California. ‘ 

Sih. A bill to refund to the State of California 
the amount of moneys collected for duties on im- 
ported goods at San Francisco, and the other ports, 
before the custom-honse laws of the United States 
were extended to California. 

9th. A bill to grant to the State of California 
certain quantities of public land for the purposes 
of education. 

10th. A bill to grant to the State of California 
six townships of land for a university. 

11th. A bill to grant to the State of California 


four sections of land, to aid in constructing public į 


buildings at the seat of government. 

12th. A bill to grant to the State of California 
two townships of land, for establishing an asylum 
for the deaf and dumb, and for the blind and insane. 

13th. A bill to relinquish to the city of San 
Francisco all the grounds reserved for military or 
other public purposes in the said city, and which 
are no longer wanted for such purposes. 

14th. A bill to grant to the State of California 
twelve salt springs, with a section of land around 
each. 

15th. A bill for granting to the city of Monterey 
the old Government house in that city, and the 
ground upon which it stands. 

16th. A bill to provide for opening a road across 
the Sierra Nevada, on the line of the Rio de los 
Americanos and Carson’s river, and the pass at 
their head, as the commencement of opening a 
common traveling road. between the present west- 
ern settlements of the United States and the State 
of California. 


17th. A bill to grant to the State of California | 
one million six hundred thousand acres of land for | 


purposes of internal improvement, in addition to 
the half million of acres granted for such purposes 
to each new State by a general law. f 

18th. A billto preserve peace among the Indian 
tribes in California, by providing for the extinction 
of their territorial claims in the gold mine dis- 
tricts. 

Mr. FREMONT. gIn the present advanced 
state of California I have thought it best to ask for 
Her pop- 
ulation is large and rapidly accumulating, and the 
demands upon her resources are extraordinarily 
great, 

SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. CHASE gave notice that to-morrow, or 


some subsequent day, he would ask leave to in- | 


troduce “ A bill to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories of the United States.” 


foe ROBERT L. BLAIR. ~ f 
Mr. BELL submitted’ the following resolation, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: Sn. nn pee 
Resolved, That. the Committee on Military Affairs inquire 
into the justice and propriety of paying the claim of Robert 
L. Blair, for the transportation of two: companies of volun- | 
teers from Jonesborough to. Knoxville, in the year 1847, 
PAY. AND MILEAGE. : 
The bill from the House of Representatives. to 
supply certain deficiencies in the pay and mileage 
of members was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. ‘ 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 

The bill for the relief of Hiram More and John 
Hascall came up as the unfinished business, the 
question pending being the motion to récommit 
the bill to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office. ; Poesia BE AGT tk 

The motion was agreed to. : ea 

BILLS PASSED, ES 

The following engrossed bills’ were. severally 
read a third time and passed: | 00 5505 0y, 

The bill for the relief of ‘Charles Reeder; Walter 
R. Johnson, and the legal representatives” of 
Thomas P. Jones. s 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to permit vessels'from the British North A mer- 
ican provinces to lade and unlade at such places in 
any collection district of the United States as he 
may designate. 

The bill to establish a port of entry at Milwau- 
kee, in the State of Wisconsin, and for other pur- 

oses. 
j The bill to grant to the State of Missouri the 
right of way and a portion of the public land for 
the purpose of aiding in making a railroad from 
St. Lonis to the western limits of said State. 

The bill granting the right of way and making- 
a grant of land to the State of Indiana to aid in the 
construction of a-railroad from a point on the 
boundary line between Indiana and Ilinois, near 
its intersection with Lake Michigan to the city. of 
Indianapolis, and a branch to intersect’ the South- 
ern Michigan railroad at or near the point where 
the same enters the said State of Indiana. Ae 

BILL FOR THE RELIEF OF JOHN LE RO} š 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the special :drders 
were postponed, and the Senate took up Senate 
bill 56, being a bill for the relief of John Le Roy. 

The bill was read a second time, and considered 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to allow to John Le Roy, who was an 
express rider in the late war with Mexico,.a pen- 
sion of twenty dollars per month, to commence 
on the 22d of February, 1847, andto: continue 
during life. f ‘ Lok ERI i 

Mr. DAVIS, of. Mississippi, 
reading of the report of the comm 
read. rr, 4 E Cees 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi... I recollect some- 
thing of this case, after hearing the report read, 
and [will state that itis a highly meritorious 
case. The service performed was a very hazard- 
ous one, and it was very well performed. The 
only doubt in my mind is the amount of the pen- 
sion. I do not perceive how the pension can with 
propriety exceed that which we usually give to 
the soldier who has lost his limbs in battle. If 
the chairman of the committee will explain that 
point I shall be obliged to bim, 

Mr. JONES. “I am aware, Mr. President, that 
there is no law authorizing any additional compen- 
sation even to those who were regularly in service, 
and as such have lost one or more limbs. ‘It. was 
proposed at the last session of Congress by a bill 
reported from the Committee on Pensions to pro- 
vide for increase of pay to pensioners’ who may 
have lost one of more limbs, or one.dr both eyes. 
The bill which passed the Senate last week for 
the increase of pension to Isaac’ Watts Griffith, 


| who was a sergeant and who lost his right arm, 


proposed to increase his pension. from $8. per 
month, the pay allowed by existing law, to $20 
dollars. The was objected to by several Sena- 
tors, because the increase: was thought to be too 


‘anxious that both bills should become laws, move 


_duty voluntarily, 
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great. I therefore, to save the ‘bill and insure its 
passage, and for no other reason, believing that 
the pay of $20 for the loss of an arm would not 
be anything jike-a just equivalent therefor, will 
offer an amendment to this bill, making it conform 
to that for the benefit of Mr. Griffith. The bill 
for the benefit of Mr. Griffith, upon my mouon, 
was amended so as to reduce the pay from. $20 

per-month to $16 per month, in which shape it | 
passed without objection. L therefore, feeling 


to amend this bill by striking out $20 and insert- 
ing $16 ner month. - i 

Mr. RUSK. I hope that this amendment will 
not be made. . It is a small amount, so far as the |i 
Treasury of the United States is concerned, but this || 
man is disabled; his left arm is entirely off ; his 
business has-been neglected ; he thought it ne- į 
cessary to come on here, and did so, at very great 
expense, and. is now in indigent circumstances. Íj 
There are, as stated by. the:Senator from Iowa, || 
[Mr Jones}: various: precedents of this descrip- | 
tions One man, who lost both his arms, got for- 
ty dollars.” And there are various precedents of 
special acts of Congress where the individuals have |} 
been no more disabled, or not so much, who have 
received $20. Moreover, this individual performed 
a service most gallantly which he was under no | 
obligation to perform at all, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I am perfectly 
willing to give to this express-man_ whatever | 
amount his services entitle him to, but I hold that | 
a private citizen is no better than a private soldier, 
or entitled to a higher pension than a private sol- 
dier. lapprove of the proposition made by the 
Committee on Pensions, to give a higher rate than 
we have heretofore allowed to thase who have lost 
limbs in the service, and I have- no objection to 
putting this case on the same footing as a private 
soldier. ` A 

Mr. RUSK. 1 did not ciaim more merit to a 
private citizen than to a private soldier. None on 
earth. The soldier, however, performs an obliga- 
tion which he had incurred with the expectation of 
being pensioned if disabled; but this man had no 
previous obligation resting on him, and, without 
any hope held out to him-that if at all disabled he |, 
would be pensioned, he went and performed this || 


Mr. EWING. There is one essential difference |; 
between the cases, which should be taken into 
consideration. The soldier receives his pay and 
bounty, but the private citizen does not. There- 
fora I think there should be a diference made thus 
a 


fe 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The argument is 
against the position taken by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Ewine.] The soldier performs his 
duties for compensation below what.is given to a 
common laborer at home, and the private citizens 
who follow the army as camp-employés always 
get more pay than the private soldiers. An ex- |i 
press-man gets double and three times the pay of || 
a private soldier, and is off duty except when em- 

ployed in these extraordinary cases. The argu- | 
ment, therefore, is on the other side, and one with ji 
diferent feelings than myself might object to giv- 
ing a pension atall to private citizens receiving |! 
extraordinary pay for extraordinary services. 
Our whole system of pensioning rests.on the ba- 
sis that the soldier does not receive compensation 
sufficient for the hazard encountered, or to support 
him if he receives any injury; and if he is injured, 
upon that supposition we have been in the habit of 


granting him a pension, 
The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was adopted. - j 
There being no further proposition to amend, 
the bill was reported to the Senate and ordered to |! 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


| 
BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the |} 
bill granting bounty lands to certain officers and | 
soldiers engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States. The pending question being on the 
following amendment proposed by Mr. WALKER: 
“ Nor shall any warrant or certificate for jand issued un- l 
der the provisions of this act be assignable in any ease what- 
ever, and the heirs-at-law or any of them, or the widow, 
may at any time recover possessions of said premises, with Hi 
the rents and mesne profits, by merely proving on trial the 
fact of beieship or widéwhood.”* > 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WALKER. [| now offer the following 


| section, after the word ‘t whatsoever’: 


! unnecessarily. 


| which were ordered and taken, and resulted as fol- 
i lows: 


| signable by endorsement attested by two witnesses, 


i of the femme may receive and dispose of the same. 


iby Messrs. UNDERWOOD, CASS, and AT- 


į any process, order, or deeree of any court of the United 


amendment, to come in the Tth line of the third || 


«Nor shall any warrant or certificate for land issned un- 
der the provisions of this act be assignable in any case what- 
ever. ~ 

f ask the yeas and nays on the amendment, 

Mr. SHIELDS. ‘There is no “necessity for. 
taking up.the time of the Senate in taking the yeas 
and nays on this amendment. A similar. provis- 
ion already exists in thé bill, and if the ‘Senator 
from Wisconsin persists in his amendment, | do 
not believe ‘that the friends of the bill will raise 
any objection to it. 


“WALKER. This provision is certainly- 


Mr. 
not in the bill, as T understand it. . 

Mr. SHIELDS. | Well, if the Senator from j 
Wisconsin thinks it is not, I will accept it as an 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. WALKER. Very well, if there be no ob- 
jection to it, I will not ask the yeas and nays, for | 
T-have no wish to consume the time of the Senate 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and the noes”? appearing to have it— i 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays; 


YEAS—Messrs, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dadge-of. Towa, Douglas, 
Felch. Jones, Shields, Smith, Walker, Whitcomb, and Yu- 
Tee—15. 

NAYS—Mesers. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clav, Davis of Massachusetts, Daw- 
son, Davton, Dickinson, Downs, Ewing, Frémont, Hamlin, 
King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Soulé, 
Sprnanee, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
and Winthrop—3l. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON offered the following amendment, 
to be added at the end of the bill: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That alt unsatisfied out- 
standing land warrants which have been heretofore issued, 
and the residne of all such land warrants as have been part- 
ly satisfied, under the provisions of the second section of 
the net appropriating for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government, passed 3d March, 1835, as have been 
issued by the State of Virginia, under the laws thereof, for 
services performed inthe war of the Revointion, may be sur- 
rendered to the Secretary of the Interior within two years 
froin the passage of this act; and it shall he the duty of said 
Secretary to issue thereupon to the owners of such war- 
rants serip at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per acre for each acre called for by said warrant, which 
serip shall be receivable in payment for anv lands subject 
to sale or private entry in the States of Chio, Indiana, Hli- 
uois, Michigan, or Wisconsin, and shall moreover be PA 

n 
issuing said scrip the said Secretary is authorized, where 
there are more persons than one interested in the same 
warrant or tract, to issue to each serip for his orher portion, 
and where infantsand femme coverts may be entitled to scrip 
under this act, the guardian of the infant and the husband 


Mr. MASON spoke at some length in support 
of his amendment, and the debate wus continued 


CHISON. 

Mr. CLAY then reminded the Senate that the 
hour had arrived for the consideration of another | 
special order—the bill to suppress the slave trade | 
in the District of Columbia—and, on his motion, 
the further consideration of the bill before the 
Senate was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. WALKER obtained permission to lay 
upon the table an amendment which he intends to | 
offer, and it was ordered to be printed, as follows, | 
(to be inserted after the word ‘* patent,” in section 
3d, line 11th:) 

«Nor shall any warrant or certificate, or any interest 
therein, be assignable in any manner; but any heir or 
widow of the warrantee may recover possession of said 
land and the mesne profits thereof, to the extent of the in- 
terest or title which such heir or widow would have had if 
no assignment had been made; and said warrantee or his 
heirs, having obtained a patent and entered into possession. |; 
of said fand, shall hold the same, so long as he shall remain || 
settled upon said land, exempt from execution or sale upon | 


States.” 


i 

a 

1 

SLAVE TRADE 1N DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. H 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the i 


| bili to suppress the slave trade in the District of i 


Columbia. il 

Mr. MASON moved to strike out the first two | 
sections, which were a part of the bill as it was | 
reported from the Committee of Thirteen. The i! 
first of these sections prohibits the introduction of }| 
any slave into the District of Columbia for the ji 
purpose of being sold or placed in depô: to be sub- |! 


sequently transported to another market. The | 
second section provides for the abolition of the į 
depôts themselves in which the slaves ate confined |j 


in the District of Columbia. -If, therefore, the 
motion to strike out Should prevail, all that portion 
of the bill relating to the abolition of the slave trade 
inthe District of Columbia will be stricken out, 
and its character changed, as it will only provide 
for the punishment of persons enticing slaves from 
the District, and invest a power in the corporation 
to prohibit free persons:of colorfrom coming-into 
the District. Peg 

Mr. M. advocated his amendment, and the de- 
bate was continued. by Messrs. CLAY and 
PEARCE...) ve 

Before the-vote was taken on that motion— 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the first section 
by striking out from the end the words, ‘*Such 
slave shall thereupon become liberated and free,” 


| and inserting the words: 


“ Such owner, or the‘agent of such owner, shall be sab- 
ject tq a penalty of five hundred dollars, to he recovered by 
action of qui tam, one half to the informer and the other 
half to the corporation within whose timit- the offence may 
be committed ; and in every such case hail shall be required, 
any law to the contrary notwithstanding.” : 

The penalties thus proposed to be inflicted are 
for bringing slaves into the District of Columbia. 

After debate, in which Messrs. CLAY, FOOTE, 
PEARCE, EWING, and UNDER WOOD, took 

art— . 
Mr. PEARCE modified his amendment by omit- 


ting the closing words: “and in every such case 


| bail shall be required, any Jaw to the coritrary not- 


withstanding.” ` 
“The debate was continned by Messrs. BER- 
RIEN, BADGER, BALDWIN, DAVIS of Mis- 
sissippi, PRATT, and TURNEY. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays, 


i and being ordered, were as follow: 


YEAS—Messts Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Dawson, Dawns, 
Foote, Houston; King. Mason, Morton,Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Underwood, and Yutee—16. .: 

NAYS—Messrs, Badger, Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Clay, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton; Dickinson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, Feich, Greene, Ham- 
tin, Jones, Mangum, Notris,. Seward; Shields, Smith, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Win- 
throp—26. j à 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The question recurred on the motion to strike 
out the first two sections of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for adivision of the 
question, and the vote was taken on striking out 
the first section, and resulted thus: f . 

VEAS—Mersrs. Atchison, Berrien, Butler, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dawson, Downs. Houston, Hunter, King, Ma- 
son, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, Under- 
wood, and Yulee—18. - į 5 = 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bright, 
Chase, Clay. Davis, of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge: of, Iowa,’ Ewing, . Feich, 
Foote, Greene, Hamlin, Janes, Mangum, Norris, helps, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Walk- 


| er, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—30. 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

The Senate also refused to strike out the second 
section, by yeas and nays, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, Da- 
vis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Houston, Hunter, Ma- 
son, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and 
Yulee—17. i i 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bright, 
Chase, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of. Iowa, Donglas, Ewing, 
Feich, Greene, Hamlin, Jones, Mangum, Norris, Phelps, 
Seward, Shields, Smiti, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—31. 

Mr. DAYTON submitted the following amend- 
ment: r 

In the third line of the fifth section strike out 
all after the word ‘ power,” and insert the fol- 


| lowing : ; 


“To pass all necessary ordinances or police Jaws not in- 
consistent with the Constitution, touching the residence and 


| conduct of free negroes residing and coming to reside within 


their respective jurisdictional limits, and to enforce such 
ordinances or laws, upon the breach hereof, by fine and 
imprisonment, or either, at their diseretion.” 

After a few words of conversation, he with- 
drew the amendment for the present. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the. following as a 
substitute for the whole bill, after the enacting 
clause: 

Sec. 1. Slavery shall forever cease within the District of 


: Columbia, and all persons held in bondage therein shail be 


free. The Secretary of the Interior shall audit and pay to 
all persons holding slaves within the District at the time ihat 
this act takes effect, such damages as they shall suffer by 
the passage thereof, ard the sum of two hundred thousand 
dollars is hereby appropriated to carry this act into exeeu- 
tion, out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riateu: 
p Sec. 2. An election shall be held in the District of Co- 
lumbia, to ascertain whether this bill is approved hy the 
people thereof. Those who approve the act shall express 
their approbation by a ballot containing the words, t For 


‘the votes given at such election shall be in favor of this act, 
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emancipation in the. District? Those who are opposed 
shall vote by ballot, containing the words, “ Against eman- 
cipation in the District.” All persons entitled to vote for 
any mgnicipal officer in the District, and atl citizeus of the ` 
United States residing within the District permanently, shall 
be deemed qualified to vote at such election. Such election 
shall be held within six months from the passage-of this 
acı, and on public notice of not less than three months, to 
he given by the marshal of the District. If a majority of 


it shall go into effect immediately. Ifa majority-of the votes 
shall be against the same, this act shall be void and of none 
effect. ye 
Debate ensued, in which Messrs. BALDWIN, 
MANGUM, DAWSON, DAYTON, PRATT, 
ATCHISON, MASON, CHASE, FOOTE, WIN- 
THROP, BADGER, and others took part. 

Pending the question, the Senate adjourned. 

[The debate on this bill,and the bounty land 
biH, will be found in the Appendix.} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~ 
WEDNESDAY, September 11, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

REPRESENTATIVES FROM CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the motion made yesterday by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Venanuz,] to refer 
to the Committee on Elections the credentials 
presented by the Representatives elect from the 
State of California; to which motion the gentle- 
man from Indiana (Mr. Rosinson] had offered an 
amendment. The previous question. had been 
demanded, and pending that motion the House had 
adjourned. The question now is, * Is therea sec- 
ond to the demand for the previous question?” 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, (to the Speaker.) What 
is the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rogpinson] is, 
that the Speaker proceed to administer the oath 

regcribed by law to Edward Gilbertand G. W. 
Wright, as members of this [louse from the State 
of California. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for tellers, | 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Duncan and 
Warno were appointed. — 

And the question, “ Will the House second the 
demand for the. previous question?” was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative—ayes 84, noes 28, 

So there was a second. s 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. F i 
The SPEAKER stated that the main question 
‘was first on the amendment of the gentleman from į 
Indiana, [Mr. Rosinson,] and then on the motion 
to refer, amended or not, as the case might be. 

Messts. ROBINSON and WALLACE de- 
manded the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. VAN DYKE asked that the original mo- 
tion and the amendment might be read. 

They were accordingly read, À . 

Mr. BOYD, (to the Speaker.) Wil the Chair 
be so good as to state what the first question is? 
is there a motion to commit? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 


State of California to the Committee on Elections. f 
The gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Rosson] į 


The SPEAKER. | ; 
agreed to, the question will then recur on the motion 
as amended. if the motion as amended should | 
be agreed to, the credentials will be referred to the | 
Committee on Elections, and the members will be | 
sworn in and take their seats. Such is the judg- | 
ment of the Chair, unless the House should over- 
rule it. : 

The question was then taken on the amendment, |, 
and resuited—yeas 109, nays a oan a i 

243 Measts. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, ji 
Pacey nies Bennett, Bissell, Bonih, Bowliin, Briggs, |; 
William J. Brown, Buel, 


Burrows, Chester Buder, Thom- H 
as B. Butler, doseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, i: 


| Wrrent, being conducted to the Speaker’s table 


; agent, the resolution was rendered inoperative. 
| Immediately upon this fact being communicated 


: ler, agent for the Cherokee Indians.” 


1 

| 
‘and Tuomrson of Kentucky,) concludes with | 

i 


Campbell; Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Corwin, Deberry, 
Dickey, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, 
Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Grinnell, 
Hall, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, Hay, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Howe, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Julian, George 
G. King, J. G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Lefer, 
Litvefield, Job Mann, Mason; Matteson. Mctionald, Me- 
Kissock, McLanahan, F.-E. McLean, Meacham, Miller, 
Moore, Morris, Nelson, ‘Olds, Péaslee,: Pitman, Potter, | 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Root, 
Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P.. Stanton, R. 
H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Taylor, James Thompson, 
Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, 
White. and Wildrick—169. R Í 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bow- 
don, Brooks, Albert G.. Brown, Burt, George A. Caldwell, | 
Ctingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Edmundsan, 
Featherston, Green, Hamilton, Haralson, faham G. Harris, || 
S. W. Harris, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Hub- | 
bard, Inge, J, W, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sére, | 
Horace Mann, Marshall, McClernand, MeQueen, MeWillie, | 
Meade, Millson, Morse, Oir, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Ross, | 
Ramsey, Savage, Seddon, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Jacob | 
Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Vinton, Wallace, Wellborn, 
Williams, and Woodward—59. j 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEVELAND, when his name was called, 
rose and stated that he had paired off with Mr. 
Srepnens, of Georgia, who had not yet returned, 
and that he (Mr. C.) should not, therefore, vote 
during the present week. 

Mr. BOWIE, after the roll had been called, rose 
and said, that being out of his seat at the moment 
his name was called, he asked the unanimous con: 
sent of the House to record his vote. 

Objection was made. a 

So the vote of Mr. Bowe was not recorded. 
Had the consent of the House been given, Mr. B. 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

The question reurring upon agreeing to the mo- 
tion of Mr. VENABLE, as amended, was taken and 
agreed to. | 

The Representatives elect from California, Hon. 
Messrs. Evwarp Giteert and Georce W. 


by Mr. Boyp, were qualified by taking the oath of | 
‘office prescribed by the Constitution, and took | 
their seats. 

COLONEL PIERCE M. BUTLER. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, addressed the 
Speaker and was recognized. ` 
Mr. STRONG. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
for what purpose the gentleman from Arkansas 

rises. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. A short time 
since, a bill for the relief of the late Colonel Butler, 
who was killed in Mexico, was reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and passed’ this 
House and was sent to the Senate, where it was 
passed also, and received the signature of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. But it being ascer- : 
tained that a clerical error had occurred, in the 
omission of a few words, relative to a pension | 


to the Senate, that bady passed a resolution to cor- | 
rect the error, and he asked the House to take up | 
that resolution now, and conear in it. | 
No objection being made. f 
The resolution was brought before the House. 


Joint resolution for the settlement of the accounts of the 
heirs and. legal representatives of Colonel Pierce M. But- 


The resolution was read three times and passed. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—-PENNSYLVANIA. || 
Joun Roszins, Js, sitting member. | 
Jonn S. LirteLL’ contestant. l 
The SPEAKER announced as the regular order | 
of business the report of the Committee on Elec- | 
tions in the above contested election case from the 
Fourth Congressional District of Pennsylvania, 
(being part of the county of Philadelphia.) 

The majority report made by Mr. Srrone, 
chairman, concludes with the following reso- || 
lution: | 

Resolved, That the honorable Jobn Robbins, Jr., is en- 
titled to the seat which he now holds in this House as the 
Representative from the Fourth Congressional District of | 
Pennsylvania, 

The minority report by Mr. Vaw Dyxeg, (in! 
behalf of himself, Messrs. UNDERHILL, ANDREWS, | 


the following resolution; 


Resolved, That John Robbins, Ji., is not entitled to the 
seat now occupied by him as a Representative from the 
Fourth Congressional District in the State of Pennsyivania, 


| but that the said seat be, and the same. is. hereby 


| returned as having voted. 


declaed 
ferme the 


vacant; and that the Speaker of the House 
Governor of Pennsylvania of such vacancy, 


The question being upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tion of the majority— : eas 
~ Mr. STRONG said: Mr. Speaker, until the 
vote just. taken referring. the. case of the California 
members to us, I had hoped. that! might congrat- 


ulate both the House and the Committee. of Elec- . 
‘tions upon the fact, that this was probably’the last 


case of a contested: electio# which. would, during 
this Congress, be presented: to them for adjudica- 
tion. Iam fully sensible that the questions which 
have employed the ‘time.of. that committee, and 
which they have reported. to. the House..forfinal 
action, have been unusually numerous and import- 
ant. The present differs from all which have pre- 
ceded it. ‘The issues presented are wholly issues 
of fact, and the final: question is not whether Mr. 
Littell, the contestant, has been elected, (for that is 
not claimed even by the minority of the com- 


mittee,) but whether the House should declare the © 


seat now held by Mr. Rognins vacant. Nor are 
the issues numerous; yet the testimony submited 
is so voluminous, and so peculiar.in its character, 
that it may easily mislead, unless it be subjected to 
a careful and minute. examination; an’ examina- 
tion such as I know. few. members. of, this House 
have had the time to bestow uponit. The extent 
and the peculiarities of the evidence are such, that it 
was impossible forthe report.even toalludeto very 
much that is important, without having extended 
its dimensions to an unreasonable length. J feel that 
I may, therefore, with propriety invoke the atten- 
tion of all who are to act as judges, while I ex- 
amine alike the allegations of the contestant, and 
the evidence by which those allegations are at- 
tempted to be supported. Nor dol think that I 
shall justly be accused of vanity, if I confidently 
assert that I shall be able to show, not only that 


| the contestant has utterly failed in. substantiating 


his allegations, but that they are completely dis- 
proved by the evidence which he himself has pre- 
sented, : 

‘The entire contest in this case is respecting the 
official returns from Penn district, a suburb of the 
city of Philadelphia, and one of the municipal di- 
visions which compose the congressional district, 
the representation of which is now contested. 
That district is divided by law into two precincts, 
the East and the West. The official majority of 
Mr. Robbins, as returned by the canvassing of- 
ficers in the whole congressional district, was four 
hundred and ten. But Mr. Littell alleges ihat-the 
returns for both the precincts in Penn were in- 
correct and fraudulent... He asserts, that at the 
East precinct in Penn, two hundred and sixty- 
nine persons, whose names he gives, were re- 
turned as having voted, when in truth no such 


ii persons voted; and that one hundred and sixty- 


seven persons (also named by him) were returned 
as having voted at the West precinct, who did 
not vote at all. The only questions, therefore, to 
be examined are, were the returns from Penn 
district correct, or were the :two. hundred and 
sixty-nine electors in the East precinct, and the 
one hundred and sixty-seven. in;the West, fraud- 
ulently interpolated in the official list, and fulsely 
[ need not observe, 
that in accordance with every recognized princi- 
ple; the returns made by the regularly-constituted 
canvassing officers are to be regarded in the first 
instance as correct. The burden of proof that they 
are not so must rest upon the contestant. But 
there is more than the usual presumption, that the 
official returns are true and accurate in this case. 
In Pennsylvania the duties of the officers who con- 
duct elections are prescribed by statutory provis- 
ion. The act of the Legislature of that State pro- 
vides, that in every election district, all elections 
shall be conducted by one judge, two inspectors, 
and two clerks. All these officers are sworn to 
conduct the election honestly and faithfully,. to 
guard against fraud, and to make true returns. 


|| The duty of the judge is to decide upon the qual- 


ification of voters whenever the inspectors. dis- 
agree. The duty of both inspectors is to stand at 
a window, through which the -elector hands his 
ballots, to receive them, to deposit them in the 
ballot-boxes, and to announce the name of the 
voter to the clerks, who each records the name on 
two lists kept by them. When the polls are 
closed, the ballots are required to-be counted by all 
the officers, and a statement of the result be made 


.. 


Sept 


1796 


“THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


out’ and certified by the judge and inspectors. 
Under these provisions of the law, it is almost im- 
possible that there should be mistake, and cer- 


` tainly impossible that there should be fraud, un- 


less all the officers of the eléction should be par- 
ties to it. It was in-accordance with these pro- 
visions of the law; that: the election in Penn dis- 
trict was conducted, and the returns are therefore 
supported by the oath of the five officers who-su- 
périntended the election at each precinct. The 
minority of the committee have attached import- 
arice to the fact, that they have not sworn that 
they did make true returns, but only that they 
would; and they argue, that had the oath been 
subsequent to the return, instead of antecedent, 
the case would have been widely different. I am 
unable tó perceive the propriety of the distinction; 
‘and I think the House will search in vain for any 
principle upon which it- rests. A false oath in 
either case would equally subject the affiant to in-. 
dictment for perjury; and the sanction of the oath 
is therefore in both cases the same.: There is no 
escape, therefore, from the conclusion, that these 
official returns are notonly “ prima facie” correct, 
but that they are supported by the oath of five 
persons, who could not be mistaken. 

Now, sir, what is the evidence adduced to de- 
stroy the credit due to a return thus made, thus 
certified, and thus supported? Let me call the 
attention of the House to the East, the larger pre- 
cinct. Why, sir, five persons appointed by a 
partisan, a ‘Rough and Ready” meeting, at- 
tempted to keep on the outside of the window a 
list of those who voted on the day of the election. 
During most of the day the list was kept by but 
one of this committee at a time, while the others 
were elsewhere engaged, and occasionally absent 
from the polls. When the election closed, it ap- 
peared that two hundred and sixty nine more per- 
sons were recorded upon the official list, kept in 
pursuance of law, by these sworn officers, than 
were marked by this outside window committee 
as having voted; and the contestant contends that 
the official should yield to this irregular list, and 
that this House should adopt, as the true result of 
the election, the account which the window com- 
mittee kept, and reject that kept by the sworn 
officers of the law. How far this outside list 
should be permitted to impair the credit justly due 
to the official return, depends of course upon the 
opinion which the House may entertain of the 
accuracy with which it was kept. | trust that I 


‘shall be able to demonstrate from the evidence ad- 


duced, not only that its correctness is entirely un- 
supported, but that it is utterly and completely 
destroyed by the allegations and the evidence ad- 
duced by the contestant. It will not be possible 
for me to do more than refer to the evidence. 
‘Were there nothing in the case conflicting with the 
list kept by the outside window committee, it 
must be apparent that it would be deserving of 
but ‘the smallest confidence. Those who kept it 
were mere partisans. They did not act under the 
obligation of an oath; they were responsible to no 
one; they had no other motive for accuracy than 
fidelity to party; and even that was rendered in- 
operative by the fact that their list passed from 
one to another, and whatever of responsibility 
they had, if any, was thus divided. But, sir, no 
man can examine the evidence without being sat- 
isfied that it was utterly impossible that their list 
should be accurate and’ complete, no matter what 
efforts they made to make it so. The crowd 
which always surrounds the window at which the 
votes are received in every densely populated dis- 
trict; which did gather about the window at this 
election, as is proved; the noise, the loud talking, 
and the occasional rash, must distract the atten- 
tion of any one within the crowd, and render it 
impossible for him to obtain and mark the name 
of each voter as he offered his ballot to the inspect- 
ors. It was in the centre of this crowd, sur- 
rounded by this confusion, where the gathering is 
ever most dense, thata single member of this win- 
dow committee stood, with a list of taxables in his 
hand, to make a record of the votes received. If 
it could be supposed that it was in bis power to 
abstract himself from all that was passing around 
him, he had still other difficulties to encounter. It 
is not pretended that any member of the window 
committee was personally acquainted with any con- 
siderable portion of the voters in Penn district. He 
could only obtain the name of the voter from hear- 
ing it announced by the inspector to the clerks. 


. were received. 


| 


As the inspector is’ stationed at the window, and 
the clerks in the back part of the room, that an- 
nun¢iation could with difficulty be heard by the 
person outside. It is also. often the case that the 
voting proceeds with great rapidity. When that 
was the case, it may readily be conceived that Mr. 
Smith, or Mr. Bohler, or whoever kept this out- 
side list, could not find the names upon the assess- 
ors’ list to mark them as: rapidly as the votes 
The. assessors’ list, it will be 
seen upon examination, was not alphabetically ar- 
ranged, and the-effort to find the name to mark it, 
necessarily withdrew the attention of him who 
Kept the list from the voting atthe window. But, 
sir, there were other difficulties in the way of the 
accuracy of this outside list, which no efforts and 
no care could overcome. ` Upon it, all those who 
voted within the room could not be recorded, nor 
is the number of such usually small. There the 
officers always vote; there the aged and infirm 
often vote, in order to escape from the crowd and 
confusion which commonly. exist onthe outside 
of the window; and there, too, it is common for 
all those whose votes are challenged to deposit 
their votes, after having proved themselves quali- 
fied before the judge. 
in this case does not appear, but it is fair to pre- 
sume that what is everywhere common existed 
here. The window list upon its face bears evi- 


dence of the fact, that what might have been ex- | 
contestant as having been improperly counted it 


pected actually occurred. Certainly but one, and 
probably not even one, of the officers of the elec- 
tion are marked upon it as having voted. Even 
Simon M. Gaul, the assessor, to whom it may be 
presumed particular attention would be directed, 
and William Jacoby, a member of the window 
committee, and one who assisted in keeping the 
list, are among those whose names are not marked 
as having voted, and yet it is proved by the con- 
testant himself that all these persons did vote. 
When such persons were overlooked, how can it 
be urged that the outside list makes any approx- 
imation to completeness? 

Now, sir, if the case résted here, there ought to 
be no doubt. No manaccustomed to weighing testi- 
mony could conclude that a list thus kept was suffi- 
cient to overcome the presumptions in favor of the 
official return. At bestit is but negative testimony, 
and that the negative testimony of a single witness. 
The accuracy of the list at any time of the day is 
wholly dependent upon the testimony of that one 
person who kept the list during that time, and 
that only amounts to a declaration that he did not 
observe others voting than those whose names he 
marked. Arrayed against this outside list thus 
kept—againat this mere negative evidence of asingle 
witness, is the official record fortified by the oath 
of five persons, whose sole business it was to keep 
that record; whose opportunities for keeping it 
were such as to render mistake impossible, who 
unitedly attest its accuracy at all hours of the day, 
and who could not have perpetrated a fraud unless 
each one had been a purty to it. Whereis the 
weight of the evidence? Throw aside the consid- 
eration that the official return is “prima facie” 
correct, and who will aver that the oùtside list is 
entitled to the credit which is due to that kept by 
the officers of the election? And yet, sir, the 
whole case of the contestant rests upon the as- 
sumption that this outside window list is an accu- 


\ rate and complete enumeration of those who voted | 


at that election. 

But the evidence does not stop here. Mr. Lit- 
tell Has submitted the testimony of George W. 
Manson, and another list kept by him within 
the room occupied by the officers of the election. 
His testimony may be found on page 12 of the 
printed evidence, and his list on page 143, of the 
same document, marked R. W. G. That list is 
confessedly incomplete, and I shall show hereafter 
that the contestant hasproveditso, and yet it proves 
that the outside window list is utterly unreliable— 
unworthy of the least confidence. Mr.. Manson 


! marked upon his list the names of five hundred 


and one persons as having voted—one hundred and 
twenty-two more than were marked upon the 
outside list kept by the window committee. Even 


the minority of the committee are forced to admit. 


the probability of the omission of occasionally a 
name, or a number of them, from the list of the 
window committee; but what can they say to this 


omission of one hundred and twenty-two names, 


proved by the. contestant to have been omitted—a |} 


number equal to about one third of all which the 


How many such there were | 


; marks of being incomplete. 


window committee marked: as:having voted -Wilf 
they say that thé ‘outside list is the true account, 
and gravely ask this House to ‘teject the official 
return, and.couut the. votes as the Rough and 
Ready committee noted them? > Sir, the claim is 
absurd. If testimony is to be weighed in accord: 


-ance with the’ common, the acknowledged rules, 


the completeness of the outside list. cannot be pre- 
sumed, nor can it be regarded as satisfactory evi- 
dence of anything, except that those persons 
voted whose names are marked upon it. . Yet, sir, 
I repeat that this'list is the only evidence®that the 
two hundred and sixty nine persons did. not vote, 
who, as Mr, Littell asserts, were fraudulently re- 
turned as having voted. | cannot but regard thé 
attempt to set it up against the official return. as 
extraordinary presumption upon the credulity of 
the House. : a 
But, sir, permit me, for a minute, to leave the 
argument, to look at one phase of the case pre- 
sented by the contestant’s evidence. Mr. Manson 
noted five hundred and one persons as haying 
voted at the East precinct. The number officially 
returned was six hundred-and forty-eight. Now, 
if it be assumed that Mr. Manson’s list was com- 
plete—that no others voted except those whose 
names are marked upon his list, then one hundred 
and forty-seven votes were illegally counted in the 
East precinct. If to these be added the one hun- 
dred and sixty-seven,—all that are claimed by the 


the West precinct, the aggregate is three hundred 
and fourteen. If all these be assumed as having 
been counted for Mr. Robbins and be rejected, he 
has still a majority ‘of ninety-six votes; for, as I 
have already stated, by the official return his ma- 
jority was four hundred and ten. This would be 
enough to dispose of the case. But I cannot ad- 
mit that Mr. Manson’s ljstis complete. He him- 
self acknowledges that it is not, and there are 
many reasons that lead irresistibly to the con- 
clusion, that itis only accurate so-far as it goes. 
He had other duties to perform besides keeping 
that list. He was an inspector. As such, it was 
his duty to receive the ballots; to announce the 


| name of the voter to the clerks; and to distribute 


the ballots, thirteen in number, in as many ballot 
boxes.. When the voting was rapid, this must 
have been nearly all that he could do. He must 
also have been occasionally absent between. eight 
in the morning and ten in the evening, and yet be- 


| tween these hours the polls were, by law, unin- 


His list bears intrinsically the 
John J. ‘Bohler, one: 
of the window committee, is not marked. upon it 
as having voted. But more thanall this: The: 
outside window list, incomplete as it must be, and 
as itis proved to be, contains the names of sev- 
enty-four persons marked as having. voted, who 
are not marked upon Mr. Manson’s list. I have 
carefully compared them, and I have here (show= 
ing it) alist of the names of these persons, sev- 
enty-four in number, who are marked upon the 
outside list A and B as having voted, but who 
are not marked upon Mr. Manson’s list.» And yet 


terruptedly open. 


i| if those seventy-four be added: to Mr. Manson’s 


list the aggregate is only seventy-three: less than 
the official feurn, and this, it must be observed, is 
proved by the contestant’s own evidence. But £ 
return to the argument. J have said that the out- 
side list, upon which the contestant’s case rests, is 
not only unworthy of confidence, but that its re- 
sults are positively disproved. 1 proceed to. sub=- 
stantiate the assertion. The lists A and B 
(pages 23 and 41 of the prinfed testimony) prove 
that all of the electors recorded upon the official 
list (C, page 60) voted, except the two hundred and 
sixty-nine whose names the contestant. has.speci- 
fied upon page 15 of the report, and-73. ofthe printed 
testimony. These two hundred ‘and sixty-nine 
Mr. Littell alleges did not vote, and relies for the 
support of his allegation upon the fact that they 
are not marked as having voted upon the outside 
window list. 1 eall now the attention of. the 
House to the extraordinary fact that Mr. Manson, 
the contestant’s witness, proves by his oath and 
by his list, that “one hundred and seventy persons 
vored who, Mr. Littell asserts upon:the faith of 
the outside list, did not vote, and whose ‘ballots. 


-he claims should be deducted fromthe official re- 


turns. On page fifteen of the report, and on page 
seventy-three of the printed evidence, the contest- 
ant avers that two hundred ‘and ‘sixty-nine per- 
sons, whom he names, were recorded upon the 
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officers’ listas having voted and not upon ‘the 
window list, and he therefore concludes that they 
did not vote. But if any member of the House 
will compare that list of names asserted not to 
have voted, with that kept by Mr. Manson, he 


will find that one hundred and seventy of them. 


are marked upon the list of Mr. Manson, and 


sworn by him to have voted. Sir, -I have. made | 


the comparison. I have the result here, (showing 
the statement.) There are one hundred and 
seventy of these electors, who Mr. Littell-insists 
did not®ote, and who the minority of the com- 
mittee insinuate were fictitiaus persons and did not 
live in the district or vote there, proved to have 
been real and to have voted by uncontradicted 
evidence furnished by the contestant. There are 
also twenty-two. other names of persons, noted 
upon Mr. Manson’s list as having voted, which 
are probably the same with names of as many 
upow Mr. Littell’s catalogue of interpolated vo- 
ters, though they are spelled slightly different. 
What now becomes of the contestant’s case? It 
is for him to show that the two hundred and 
sixty-nine persons whom he names did not vote. 
That is the sole foundation of his complaint. Re- 
‘move that. and he must utterly fail. 1 think, sir, 
that [ have shown, in a manner that must be sat- 
isfactory to every unprejudiced mind, that the 
evidence upon which he rélies to prove his allega- 
tion is entirely inadequate. .1 have done more; I 
have made govd my pledge to demonstate that he 
himself has positively disproved what he asserts 
as the ground of his claim. 

Sir, let me present this matter in a different as- 
pect. I beg the House to bear in mind that the 
question is, whether the two hundred and sixty- 
nine, whose names Mr. Littell gives upon page 
fifteen of the report, and page seventy-three of 
the printed evidence, actually voted. 
then the contestant fails; if they did not, then 
their names were fraudulently inserted on the offi- 
cial list, and so many votes fraudulently returned. 
Now, did they vote? 
turns, and the oaths of tke officers of the election, 
{assert that there is positive evidence that they did. 
Let me invite the attention of the House to the 
testimony which proves it. But first, I ask 
members to observe this remarkable fact: In Mr. 
Littell’s specification accompanying his memorial, 
{on page fifteen of the report,) he gives the names 
of the two hundred and >ixty hine persons on the 
official return list, who he asserts di 
all. In the same specification (on page twenty- 
one) he gives the names of those who, he asserts, 
did vote, and voted for him, though he has given 
ao other evidence than the official return that any 
one voted for him. Now, a moment’s examina- 
tion reveals the astonishing truth, that very many 
names of the same persons (no less than twenty- 
four) are upon both lists. In other words, in one 
breath he asserts that certain persons did not vote, 
and that their names should be stricken from the 
official return;and in the next breath avers that they 
did vote, and that their votes should be counted. 
Most unaccountable inconsistency ! 
Mr. Littell did not perceive it, and that it did not 
dispel the hallucination which he seems to have 
cherished. But I return to the inquiry, did these 
two hundred and sixty-nine vote? Throwing 
aside, for the present, the positive evidence of the 


official list and return, and. the consideration that | 
it is not for the sitting member to prove that they | 


did, but for the contestant to prove that they aid 
not, I repeat that the testimony of Mr. Manson, 
the contestant’s witness, coupled with his list R, 
{page seventy-three, printed evidence, ) establishes 

- beyond controversy, that at least one hundred and 
seventy of them, and probably one hundred and 
ninety-two of them, did vote. If so, then the at- 
tempt to disturb Mr. Robbins in his seat must 
prove abortive. : 

But, sir, there is still another aspect in which 
this case may be stated. The window list, and 
Manson’s list, are evidence that all whose names 
are marked upon them voted, though they raise 
only the slightest presumption that those whose 
names are not marked did not vote. It will readily 
be perceived that it might well be that omissions to 
mark the names of voters may. have occurred, but 
it is not possible that the names of those who did 
not vote should be-noted, except by mistake, or 
willful misrepresentation. The outside list and 
Manson’s list are, then, evidence that all whose 
names are noted upon them did-vote. Now, sir, 


If they did, | 


Apart from the official re- | 


d not vote at | 


Strange that | 


i| vote In Penn district. 


| Lhave: compared those two lists- with the official 
list as returned. 
considerable time; but the result is, that every 
name upon the official list is marked as having vo- 
ted either upon Mr. Manson’s or the ‘window list, 
except 76, and if slightdifferences in orthography 
be disregarded, every name except about sixty. I 
have marked the names upon my copy of the print- 
ed evidence. -Recollect, Mr. Speaker, that all this 
is proved by lists which upon. their face give pal- 
pable evidence of imperfection—by lists which 
mutually prove each other to be grossly incom- 
plete, and which are admitted to be so, and by 
lists which are the only foundation of the claim of 
the contestant, Sir, it is not too strong language 
| for me to use when Í say that the whole hypo- 
thesis of the contestant is exploded, that his own 
witnesses prove the right of the sitting member to 
his seat. Even if no allowances be made for 
omissions upon Manson’s and the outside win- 
dow list; if all not marked upon them be rejected, 
still the contestant has proved that Mr. Robbins 
was elected. y 

Mr. Speaker, I might leave the case here, but I 
should be doing injustice to it if 1 did not pay some 
attention to the extraordinary positions which the 
minority of the committee have taken. Assuming 
that the list of the window committee is the true 
account of those who voted, they proceed to as- 
sert that the correctness of that list is vindicated 
by other facts proved in the case. Itis idle, how- 
ever, to talk about confirming this window list by 
circumstances, when it is proved by direct testi- 
mony of the contestant to be Jarzely incomplete, 
j and utterly unreliable. But what are the facis 
which it is supposed confirm it? The first is, that 
alarge number of the names upon the official list 
are not found upon that made by the assessor. 
Sir, the minority have been led into error here by 
their ignorance of the laws of Pennsylvania. 
There is no such thing as a registered list of voters 
in that State. The assessor’s list is but a list of 
taxables, and multitudes vote at every election 
whose names are not upon the list of that district 
in which they vote. Those who are between the 
ages of twenty-one and twenty-two are never 
named on the list. Any citizen of the United 
States, who has resided within the State one year, 
may vote in any district in which he has resided 
ten days before the election, no matter where he 
may have been assessed, if he has paid a State or 
county tax, which had been assessed at least ten 
days previous to the attempt to vote. If his name 
was upon the assessor’s list at Pittsburg he might 
The object of the additional 
assessment is not to form a complete list of those 
who are voters, but only to levy a tax upon those 
‘who have been in-no district assessed. Penn dis- 
trict was a suberb of Philadelphia; its population 
was rapidly increasing, and as is ever the case in 
the suburbs of our large cities, constantly changing. 
Instead of being remarkable, therefore, that the 
names of so many voters were not upon the assess- 
or’s list, it is precisely what is usual and what 
might have been expected. How this tends to 
impeach the official return of the election, how it 
vindicates the accuracy of the account kept by 
i the window committee, how it tends to prove that 
the two hundred and sixty-nine persons named by 
Mr. Littell did not vote, is more than l am able 
to discover. 

I pass now to the next circumstance, which the 
minority of the committee suppose confirms the 
testimony of the window committee, and the accu- 
racy of their list. The minority say that subpe- 
nas were issued to obtain the attendance of these 
two hundred and sixty-nine persons, and that not 
one of them could be found. Sir, this is a most 
extraordinary misapprehension of the evidence. 
The only testimony in relation to this matter is 
that given by John C. Wetherbee. He states 
that he served subpenas upon various persons to 
procure their attendance, not in this case, but be- 
fore an alderman, the grand jury, and the criminal 
court. He could not find all the parties—hardly 
any of them lived in the district. What parties 
could he not find? Who did not live in the 
district? The minority of the committee answer 
these questions by saying, all the two hundred and 
sixty-nine persons claimed by Mr. Littell not to 
have voted, not one of them could be found. Sir, 
this is not the testimony. Fhe witness speaks of 
but fifty-one who are named in his list, (page 109.) 
i have here the subpeenas, thirteen in number, and 


It has cost me some labor and- 


upon the whole of them there.are but rty-t 
the two hundred and sixty-nine y j 
notvote. The'minority have multip) ie 
three more than Falstaff did his men in-buckra 
But look again at. this list of names ‘on ‘the si 
penas. Here itis. More than half of them are 
the names of persons who Mr. Littell alleges voted, 
and voted for him. And’ yet, say the minority, 
not. one could be found—-they had no real st. 
ence. Sir, the outside window list needs some 
stronger prop than this. [should be surprised at 
the mistake into which my honorable friend ë 
fallen, did I not know that'a comparis t 
catalogues of names is a work of great labor, 
Let me now notice another portion of the testi- 
mony of this John ©. Wetheérbec.: He nameg 
fourteen persons whose names are found upon the 
official list, but who he says had removed from 
the district, or died before the October election of 
1848. The inference drawn from this testimony 
is, that no such persons voted. The question is 
not whether illegal votes were received, but wheth- 
er these persons voted at all. The allegation is, 
that they were not there—that they were unreal, 
fictitious, interpolated. Now, sir, observe, every 
one of these fourteen persons sworn by Mr. Weth- 
erbee to have removed or died before the election, 
are proved by George W. Manson to have beea 
present, and to have voted on the day of election. 
They are all marked upon his list as having voted. 
I pass on (for I have not time to say all that I 
could wish to say) to the next attempt to impeach 
the official, and support the window list. My 
learned friends in nt minority of the committee 
argue that it is proved by George W. Manson, 
| who kept the assessur’s list, that after the polls 
were closed forty-two names were handed to him 
by some person, whose name he refuses to give, 
with a request that he would place them on the 
assessor’s list, and mark them as having voted, 
and that none of those names are on the registry, 
but are interpolated into the official returns. Sir, 
this is again a mistake. This is a transaction 
which took place after the November election, (the 
presidential,) and not the congressional, which 
was held in October. Mr. Manson states that the 
list was handed to him either after the Octobet or the 
November election, he cannot say which exactly. 
It is true that he afterwards states that he is sure 
the request was to. mark them on the assessor’s 
list of the October election. But in this he is 
clearly in error, as the evidence shows. I ask the 
House to look for a minute to the list itself. It is 
on page 163 of the printed evidence. It will there 
be found that Mr. Manson swore, on the 19th of 
December, 1848, when the thing was fresh in his 
memory, that the forty-two names were Handed to 
him after the Movember election, and that the re- 
quest was to place them on the assessor’s list of 
| that election. The fact that the word “November”? 
was written on an erasure, confirms this view. If, 
then, it was ata different election, it can have no 
bearing on this case. Again: there is no legal evi- 
dence that the names on list S are the names which | 
were handed to him. At best it is but a sworn 
copy of a private paper, nowhere admissible in 
evidence. The refusal to name the person who 
handed it to him throws mystery around it, but a 
reasonable conjecture is, that it was done by an 
assessor, simply with a view to make his assessed 
list more complete. But as it refers to a different 
election, it is useless to speculate upon it. It will 
be observed that the witness is unable to recollect 
any of the names that were on the list; that he is 
nòt certain about the number, and that he only 
presumes the list is correct. , : 
The argument that fraud in the official return is 
to be inferred from the boasting of Simon M. Gaul 
and Thomas Hope Palmer is too feeble to need 
refutation. Gaul was an assessor, and had nothing 
to do with the conduct of the election. Thomas 
Hope Palmer was a mere clerk, not an inspector. 
The language which they used is the language 
used by every partisan before an clection, and by 
many that are not. It has not yet become the law, 
even in this age of progress, that an election is fo 
be regarded as fraudulent because some Members 
| of the successful party have boasted of the large 
majorities they intended to give. We had many 
promises from our Whig friends in Pennsylvania 
before the last Presidential, election of a similar 
character, but we never contended that for this 
reason the electoral vote of the State should not be 
given to General Taylor. But, say the minority 
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of the committee, Gaul declared that it was no 
harm to cheat péople out-of the election. Sir, the 
very declaration proves that no fraud was designed. 
Had it been, no public annunciation of it would 
have been made. by those who intended to perpe-_ 
trate it. Gaul stated that the promised victory 
wag to be obtained by.those named on the extra 
. assessment, even if all named on the old voted 
with Wetherbee. If ‘Wetherbee was frightened 
by such declarations, he must have been lion- 
hearted. As well might a mouse threaten to swal- 
low an elephant. Both the old and the new as- 
sessment were posted up forthe inspection of all. 
There were more than twice as many names on the 
‘old as on the new. To threaten to beat the old 
with the new was too palpably absard-not to have | 
provoked the laughter of any one bnt a Wether- 
bee. The form of the boast is conclusive of its un- 
importance. 

The assertion that this district has never given 
so large a vote at any time before or since, except 
at the presidential election, is unsustained by any 
evidence. But if the fact were so, it would be 
easily- accounted for without presuming fraud. 
Penn district has for some years been increasing | 
in population with great rapidity. That the num- | 
ber of votesin October and November, 1848, should 
greatly exceed the number polled at any previous | 
election, was but the fulfillment ef a reasonable ex- 
pectation, The elections in 1848, were of unu- 
sual inte ‘est and importance, calculated to bring to 
the pulis the largest number of electors. In addi- 
tion to the congressional representation, there 
were chosen at the election in October, a Governor, | 
a Canal Commissioner, a Senator, members of the 
Legislature, and eight other county officers, most 
of them chosen only every third year. Sir, it is 
true of almost every district in Pennsylvania, that 
the vote polled in October and November, 1848, 
greatly exceeded any that had ever been polled 

efore or ever has been since. 

The only other mode in which the minority of 
the committee attempt to induce the House to pre- | 
sume the inaccuracy of the official list, and the 
correctness of that kept-by the window com- 
mittee, is founded upon some loose testimony 
given by Jacob W. Smith. He says he found 
upon lists A and B (the window list) about fifty 
marked names that did not appear on the official 
account, and that a list was made of those names. 
Mr. Littell has presented that list, and claims that 


these persons voted, though not recorded as voters || 


upon the official list. True, there is no proof of 
the identity of thatlist with the one which Smith 
mentions. But I waive all that. Admit it to be 
the same. Now let us examine it. lt may be 
found on page 20 of the report, and page 109 of 
the printed evidence. Sir, E am compelled to re- 
gard the presentation of this list as disingenuous. 
t contains fifty-one names. Four of those names 
-are not on the official and three of them not on the 
window list. They are C. Coats, John Dungan, 
D. Engard, and Henry Eckhard. Twelve others 
are distinctly entered upon the official list. They | 
are John Clymer, John Lang, Dennis Lynch, 
Gere R. Leonard, J. Mole, William Martin, John | 
McGinley, George Rankin, Thomas Ryan, Joseph 
Sykes, Charles G. Sweetser, and Benjamin Thom- 
as. Most of the others are also on it, with some 
slight variations in orthography. John Buck on 
the window list is John Bird on the official list. | 
John Beeler is John Bruler. Charles Haugher is | 
not on window list A. It is Charles Haugher on | 
B,it is Charles Hahn on Manson’s list and it ts 
Charles Hahn on_the official list. J. Knorr is 
marked on window list A as having voted. It 
is J. Kerr on B, the other, itis J. Kier on Man- | 
son’s, and J. Kier is found on the official list. 
William ‘Bridge is entered on one window list as 
having voted. It is entered on Manson's Chris- 
tian Bridge, and on the official Christopher Bridge. 
Thomas J. Kearl is marked on A as having voted, | 
but not on B; it is Thomas Curl on Manson’s, 
and Thomas J. Carl on the official. This is the | 
character of the whole list. Michael O’Brien is 
entered. on window list B as having voted, not 
mentioned at all on A.. On Manson’s list it is en- 
tered Cornelius O’Brien, and Cornelius O’Brien 
is entered on the official list as a voter. Yet in 
this case, as in many others, Mr. -Littell claims 
that Michael O’Brien was omitted and Cornelius 
O’Brien interpolated. Sir, it looks disingenuous. 
T cannot detain the House longer by an examina- 
tion of this list of fifty-one names alleged to have 


2 


| be thus avcounted for. 


| fifty-one names which the minority of the commit- 


| the official list. 


i Lam unable to weigh evidence. 
1 perceive, Mr. Speaker, that I have omitted one |! 


| vent the intermingling of ballots, and to obtain 


i box, all the boxes are removed from the table 


| then reject them; deduct them from the aggregate 


been omitted. I have compared them all, and 
have similar results on this paper, (exhibiting it.) 
It will be found that most of these names, which 
are hot recorded in the same letters on the official 
list, are names of persons. who had not been as- | 
sessed in Penn district. In. writing them the win- 
dow committee, hearing imperfectly, spelled them in 
one mode, Mr. Manson in another, and the clerks 
of the election perhaps-in still another. 1 want no 
better evidence than this paper C; this list of the 
fifty-one persons who the contestant alleges did 
vote, but were not noted as voters, to establish the 
utter worthlessness of the window list. There are, 
however, a few among the number which cannot 
It will be found, however, 
on examination, that in every such case the name 
before or after on the window list is not marked, 
but ig marked on Manson’s, and is entered on the 
official. This is precisely what I have already 
argued might have been expected. In marking in 
in the midst of a crowd, with a lead pencil, upon a 
catalogue not strictly alphabetical, it is highly | 
probable that the mark in many cases was pre- 
fixed to the wrong name. Notto presume that it 
was so against a charge of fraud, would be revers- 
ing the acknowledged principles of law and of com- 
mon justice. But I will say no more about these 


tee suppose impeach the credit to be attached to 
If they do not rather confirm it; it 
they do not rather prove that the outside window 
list is unworthy of confidence, utterly unreliable, 


of the circumstances which the minority of the | 
committee suppose tends to cast suspicion upon | 
the official returns, {It is, that afier the polls had | 
closed, while the other officers had gone to supper, 
the ballot-boxes were removed from the table on | 
which they had stood during the day, and piled | 
against the partition by the clerks, And what of 
that? If it had not been done, it would have been | 
strange, unusual.. The minority speak of them as | 
drunken clerks.. That is, however, a mere embel- 

lishment. I find no allusion to it in the evidence. 

Sir, with some knowledge of the mode in which | 
elections are conducted in Pennsylvania, | under- | 
take to say, that this removal of the bailot-boxes 

from the position in which they stood during the | 
time when the votes were received, is an usual, | 
and; so faras my knowledge extends, an invaria- 
ble thing. The law requires that each ballot in 
each box should be counted by all the officers—by 
the judge, the two inspectors and the two clerks, 
But one box can be opened ata time, and to pre- 


space for opening and counting the votes in each 


except one. This is precisely what was done in 
this case; and nothing but ignorance of the law 
and the usage in Pennsylvania, could have adduced 
this circumstance as confirmatory of the `outside 
list, or as casting suspicion upon the returns made | 
by the officers of the election. 

I have now disposed of all the positions which 
have been taken in order to thow discredit upon 
the official returns, to sustain the outside window 
list, and to induce the House to believe that the 
two hundred and sixty-nine persons specified did 
not vote. l appeal now to every one who. has 
heard me to answer: Have I not redeemed my 
pledge? Have J not shown that the outside win- | 
dow list is not to be relied upon? Have | notdone i 
more—have | not shown, by the contestants own 
evidence, that the two hundred and sixty-nine per- 
sons, who he alleges did not vote, did vote, and 
thus confirmed the official list? What need of! 
more? And yet new facts rise up to disprove the | 
contestant’s case at every step. Sir, every person 
named upon the official list is marked as having | 
voted either upon Manson’s or the window list, Í 
except seventy-six. Now, when it is remembered | 
that both Manson’s list and the list of the window | 

i 
i 
| 


committee are proved to be grossly incomplete, is | 
it too much to assert, that for these seventy-six the 

House should rely upon the oath and the official | 
return of the five officers of the election? If it is, | 


of Mr. Robbins; deduct all the other votes which 
it is claimed should be deducted, and Mr. Robbins 
is still elected by one hundred and sixty-seven ma- | 


i jority. i 


1 dismiss now any further consideration of ee 
allegations against the return from the East precinct 


| 
| 
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and tarn tothe West. I bave already: consumed. 
so much time in considering the allegations which 
are intended to impeach the official list in the Fast 
precinct, that I can say ‘but litle about the other. 
Nor is it nécessary, for if the House beheve'that 
the evidence does not sustain the accuracy of the 
window list—does not prove that the two hundred 
and sixty-nine persons specified did snot. vote; if 
the evidence of the contestant, is insufficient: to 
overturn the credit due to: the oath of the five 
officers, and their official return, then it ig super- 
fluous to notice what is alleged against tHe retarn 
from the West precinct. Admitall thatis.atleged by 
the contestant against, it, ‘and Mr. Robbins. waa 
still elected by a majority of two hundred’ and 
forty-three, 3 ; 

Yet more: if the whole vote of the West precinct 
be rejected, the sitting member has received a 
considerable majority in the céngressional district, 
and yet the contestant admits that Mr. Robbins 
received a majority.of one-hundred and forty-two 
in that precinct. 

But, sir, U never can admit that the official re- 
turn in the West precinct of Penn district is erro- 
neous. Like the return in the East precinct, it ix 
supported by the oaths of five officers. It is ime 
peached by even less than is arrayed against the 
return in the east division of Penn district. The 
outside-window list is wholly dependent upon the 
testimony of William Bache and James R: Ed- 
ams, and principally upon that of Bache. He 
kept the list, not because he had been deputed by 


|| any one to keep it; not because he was responsi- 


ble to anybody, but from mere curiosity, Neither 
he nor Edams arrived at the polla until. sometime 
after the voting commenced. They were. occa- 
sionally pushed from their places. Attempts were 
often made to snatch from their hands the papers 
upon which they wrote the names of voters, 
They encountered all the difficulties, and even 
more than were encountered by the window com- 
mittee in the East precinct. Their attention was 
equally distracted. Of course they could not get 
the names of the inside voters; and as they wrote 
the names (instead of marking them upon a printed 
list) they were more exposed to mistake. Mr. 
Bache also testifies that he kept the list all the day, 
except about one hour; in other words, about thir- 
teen hours. For all that period, the eredit-of his 
list depends upon his single testimony, arrayed 
against that of the five officers. lt would be, mare 
velous indeed if he could have stood for thirteen 
hours in the midst of such a crowd, jostled at every 
turn, and frequently displaced by a rush, and yet 
have kept a list upon which any reliance could be 
placed. Add to this that his list was kept upon 
separate pieces of paper, and was, therefore, ex- 
posed to toss, and who will say that it is any more 
reliable than that kept in the Kast precinct? And 
yet the window-list in the East precinct, kept with 
quite as much care, under more responsibility, and 
in circumstances more favorable, is proved to be 
grossly incomplete and full of errors. 

But, sir, I have not time to dwell longer on this 
part of the case. If the members of the House 
will read the testimony, they must be satisfied that 
no confidence is justly due to the window list 
kept by Bache and Edams; and that there is noth- 
ing which should be supposed to impair in the 
least degree, implicit reliance upon the official re- 
turns. e 

Mr. Speaker, entertaining such views of this 
case, Í think I may with earnestness and propriety 
urge the House to adopt the resolution reported by 
the majority of the committee, and to confirm Mr. 
Robbins in the seat which he has up to this time 
occupied. pie 

Sir, the minority of the committee have con- 
cluded the exposition of their views, by the.ex- 
pression of what I regard as. an entre misappre- 
hension of the positions taken by the majority. 
We have not contended that Mr. Robbins is to 
retain his seat, admitting. that two hundred and 
sixty-nine votes in the eastern precinct, and one 
hundred and sixty-seven In the western precintet 
were imaginary and fraudulently interpolated, be- 
cause itis not: proved for whom the fraudulent 
votes were counted. On the contrary, we have 
argued the case upon the assumption that all votes 
proved unreal or fraudulent, may be deducted from 


the aggregate of the sitting member; and I cannot 


but regard it as unfair to charge: upon us a posi- 
tion which we have never assumed. J admit, and 
so did substantially admitin the report which I 
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had the honor to present, that if it be proved that 
a greater numberof fraudulent votes were counted 
than the official majority of the sitting member, 
and there be no evidence to show for whom these 
unreal or fraudulent votes were counted, that the 
House should remand the question to the people. 
of the district, and declare the seat vacant. Butf 
contend that there is no such proof in this case— 
yet more, sir, 1 contend that the official returns 
are proved to be correct. This is a question of 
fact, not of law, which every member must deter- 
mine for-himself. ; 

Mr. SRTONG having concluded— 

Mr. VAN DYKE obtained the floor. Ina few 
preliminary remarks, he denied the truth ofthe 
statements made by the gentleman from Pennsyl-, 
vania, (Mr. Srrone,] upon the ground that there 
was no evidence to sustain them. He(Mr. V. 


tleman from Pennsylvania. He (Mr. V. D.) could 
not now enter into an examination of all the mat- 
ters to which the gentleman had referred. While 
that gentleman asserted one thing, he (Mr. V. D.) 
asserted another. He presumed that the House 
would not take the statement either of the one or 
the other, but would throw both of them aside and 
look to the evidence alone. 

The short hour allotted would not allow him to 
go into the arguments of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, but. he (Mr. V. D.) proposed briefly to. 
touch some of the points of the case. Before pro- 


ceeding to do so, he exonerated, in the most ex- | 


plicit terms, the sitting member from any partici- 
pees in the ovtrages which were complained of; 

ut the minority of the committee (of which he, 
Mr. V. D., was one) deemed it their duty to lay 
these matters before the House, and to ask its 
opinion upon them. He asked the House to say 


whether such outrages were to be tamely submitted | 


to now, and the next time, and as often as parties 
interested might choose to commit them, or 
whether it would now put the seal of its condem- 
nation upon them? ` 

Mr. V. D. then proceeded to notice some of the 
main points in the case. 

Mr. V. D. replied to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, stating that it was probable that 
the House would not be disposed to decide this 
case on the statement made by that gentleman, or 
on that which he was about to make, but on the 
evidence itself. He explained that the Penn dis- 
trict was divided into two precincts, one of which, 
the eastern, contained about five hundred voters, 
andt he other, the western, contained three hun- 
dred. Jt had been alleged on the partof the con- 


testant, (Mr. Littell,) that in the eastern pre- 


cinct, there appeared on the official return, two 
hundred and sixty-nine names of voters who did 
not actually vote at the polls at all. By the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, it was attempted to be 
shown that some of these persons did vote. But 
supposing that the number of fictitious names was 
somewhat less than two hundred and sixty-nine, 
If it was only two hundred, or even one hundred, 
the principle on which the House was called to 
decide, was the same. If a fraudulent return had 
been made, the election of the sitting member was 
not a valid one; and if the House did not intend 
to pass over this fraud, they ought to adopt such 
a course as would prevent the occurrence of simi- 
jar frauds: hereafter. . 

It had been stated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, that the law of that State requires that 
the judges, inspectors, and clerks of elections, 
should return the number of votes given, certified 
on oath. 
it had been violated in this instance, inasmuch as 
the official returns had not been thus certified by 
the judges, inspectors, and clerks. The return 
from the eastern precinct was signed only by two 
clerks. Yet this was the official list filed in the 
office. There was no other official list. All the 
testimony taken in the case referred to this list, 
and to none other. He was disposed to place as 
much reliance on the statements of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as on those of any gentleman, 
but he must say that in this case that gentleman’s 
allegations were not sustained by the evidence. 
These two clerks had charge of the ballot-boxes, 
while the other officers went to supper, and when 
they returned, the boxes were changed.. The re- 
turn made by these two clerks had been impeached 
by several witnesses. tad these names thus re- 
turned-been the names of real voters, why were 


If such was the law, he contended that | 


l 1 


D.) opposed his own assertion to that of the gen- | 


‘| mate it was shown, that the district was incapable 


! and this afforded sufficient time for those outside to 
| enter the name of the voter on their list. 


į those who werein the room, because the latter 


| persons voted, whose names were not on his regis- 


| in the hand of the officers of the election, and it 


| the number of voters in these precincts, and it would 


not some of those voters brought forward, to show 
not merely the fact. of ‘their existence, but that 
they had actually been at the polls, and had’ de- | 
posited their votes? If that had been done, the 
charge that these were fictitious names, would 
have been at once putto flight. But nota single 
one of these individuals had been brought forward, 
and the natural inference was, that they could not | 
be brought forward, and that, in fact, these names 
were altogether fictitious. i ; i 
„kht had been attempted to be shown that the win- 
dow committee could not, on account of the rush, 
keep an acccurate list of the persons who came up 
to vote. He insisted that the persons outside had 
as good an opportunity of making a correct list as 
those who were engaged within doors. He did not 
charge any corruption against those clerks, but if | 
there was any let them be responsible. | 
When a voter came up to the polls, his name was |! 
proclaimed on the outside, and was known to those | 
without the window, before it could be known j 
within. Hurry there was none, because the ofi- 
cers had to record the name on the list, and exam- 
ine the register, before the next vote was received, 


He admitted that there might have been mistakes 
committed, and that names might have been 
omitted which should not, but it was not likely that 
those mistakes should have been so numerous as 
to extend to one halfof the whole. He contended 
that the window committee had as good an oppor- 
tunity to catch the names of the voters correctly as 


had not only to record the votes, but to compare 
the names with the register, The accuracy of the 
register he thought of little value, as Mr. Manson, || 
one of the Democratic inspectors on the other side | 
admits that more than one hundred and fifty-seven 


ter. His evidence shows that at least one hundred 
and fifty-seven petitioner’s names were returned on 
the list, which belonged tonone of those who voted. 
Here, then, if fraud had been committed by the |! 
officers themselves, the list of those names was 


was competent for them, if the names belonged to || 
real persons, to have produced some one or more of |' 
these persons, and showed that they were at the 
polls and did vote. 

‘They called on persons to give an estimate of 


have been easy to impeach the correctness of the 
estimate, had it been inaccurate, and by this esti- 


of giving so large a vote as that which was said to 
have been given at this election. 

Here wasa prima facie case made by the win- 
dow committee, which might have been impeached jj 
—a prima facie case made by those officer, who had 
not produced any one of the persons who are 
charged as fictitious voters, for the purpose of 
proving their reality, and a prima-facie case made jj 
by the estimate of competent persons, showing that |: 
the district could not produce so many votes as had 
been returned. 

There were also many persons who voted, 
whose names are not to be found in the official re- | 
turns at all. We have the testimony of a wittess 
who swears that he examined the list, and who 
alleges that there were fifty-one persons who voted, 
whose names are not to be found at all on the of- 
ficial returns. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says that he finds ten of those on the official list. 
But whether the number was forty-one or fifty-one 
the principle is the same. The fraud was as | 
clearly perpetrated, whether the number was! 
greater or less. And if the House should decide 
that this shall be passed over, we must expect that 
the precedent will lead to future abuses. 

Again: Manson swears, that a person came to | 
him, and asked him to put forty-two names on his 
official list, as the names of persons who had | 
voted; while in fact they had not voted; that he | 
refused; yet these names are found in the official 
returns, as the names of persons whe voted. 

He appealed to the House not to pass over this 
fraud. 

In relation to the western precinct, it is alleged 
that 167 names are on the official list as of per- | 
sons who in fact did not vote atali. It is proved | 
that the window committee kept tallies here, and 
they swear that in the official returns appear the | 
names of 167 voters who did not vote atall. They 


might have made a few mistakes, but it.was not 
probable that these mistakes were very -numerovs. 
Here was, then, evidence of fraud. A Democratic 
inspector-in this precinct alleges that there were 
more than 130 voters entered onthe official re- 
turn who did not vote at all, according to his list. 
There were not more. than.400 voters in. this pre- 
cinct, so thatit was not probable that there shoyld 
be such a rush as the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia describes—a rush. which -would prevent. the 
window committee from keeping an accurate jist 
of the voters. Why. were not these persons, 
whose names are thus fraudulently -recorded, 
brought forward to prove that they were :réal per- 
sons, and that they came to the polls-and voted? 
Not one of these persons had been found. 

He considered the case made out in reference to 
these fraudulent voters as plainly as acase in an 
ordinary court of law, or a promissory note is 
made out by the production of the note, the iden- 
tification of the signature, and the absence of all 
sustainable evidence that the note was improperly 
obtained. 

If we take away all these fictitious names given 
for Mr. Robbins, the sitting member, and add 
them to the votes given for Mr. Littell, the con- 
testant, it would elect Mr.. Littell. But he was 
not disposed to carry out the case to this result, 
which would be,in his opinion, too ‘harsh.’ He 
was rather disposed. to refer. the matter hack to the 
people, and let. them proceed to a new election. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Inasmuch as tha 
majority and minority reports in this case have 
been for some time in the possession of the mem- 
bers of this House, from which every fact relating 
to this case can be obtained; inasmuch as this ses- 
sion is drawing rapidly to a close, and there are 
quite a number of bills of an important character 
now lying on your table, requiring the considera- 
tion and action of this House, I can see no useful 
purpose to be attained from the further considera- 
tion of this subject. | therefore move the previous 
question: ` 

Messrs. MOORE and CHANDLER rose si- 
multaneously and addressed the Speaker. 

Mr. MOORE, who was recognized, appealed. to 
the gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the de- 
mand for. the previous question, to enable him-to 
say a few words. 

Mr. HARRIS. said he could not consent to 
withdraw the previous question for any purpose 
or for any member of the House. f 

The previous question was seconded; and 

The main question was ordered.: ` : 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said he would 
move a call of the House. 

Mr. STRONG claimed the floor in the exercise, 
of the privilege accorded by the rule to the gentle- 
man reporting a measure from a committee, to 
close the debate. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. 


Before I took my seat I 


| intendéd to move, as an amendment to the resolu- 


tion of the majority of the committee, the résolu- 
tion appended to the minority report. ee 

The Speaker pro tem., [Mr. Tuompson, of Mis- 
sissippi.] The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Van Dyke] is aware that he cannot now move any 
amendment except by the general consent. 

Objection was made. l 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then I 
move to reconsider the previous question, to give 
the gentleman from New Jersey an opportunity to 
move the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair decides 
that a motion to reconsider the previous question 
ig not in order. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 understand it is only after 
the previous question is executed in part that that 
decision applies. 

The SPEAKER, (pro iem.) The decisions, I 
believe, have been uniform, 

Mr. STEVENS. I believe I must appeal. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srrone] having the floor, 
the other gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot 
make the motion except by general consent. 

Mr. STEVENS. Itisa privileged question. 

Mr. STRONG. Ido not. understand that my 
colleague has the floor. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The gentleman 
rises to a privileged question. - 

Mr. STRONG. l was going to say I-hope my 
friends on this side of the House will not object to 
the introduction of the resolution. I hope the gen- 
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tleman from New Jersey will have leave, by unan- 
ious consent, to offer his amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. | Then if no objection is made 
to the gentleman moving his‘amendment, 1 with- 
draw my appeal. 

Mr. BURT. “Before-the previous question has 
been moved and sustained, or before any proceed- 
ings have takén place under the previous question, 
any géntleman on either side of the Hall has the 
right to rise and move to reconsider the previous 
question. Do I understand that the Chair decides 
itis not in order to move to reconsider the pre- 
vious quéstion ? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair de- 
cides, in accordance with the decision made by 
the House, (contrary to his own judgment,) that 
the prévious question cannot be-reconsidered. 

Mr. BURT merely desired to suggest to the 
Chair, that the previous question might be recon- 
sidered, as any other vote of the House. The 
only decision of the House, which he remembered, 
was that the previous question could not be recon- 
sidered after some action of the House taken un- 
dé'the previous question. It had only gone to 
that extent. But before any action was taken un- 
der the previous question, he apprehended that the 
previous question was open to reconsideration, as 
any other vote of the House. He hoped the 
Chair would reconsider his decision. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srronc] is entitled to the floor. I 
ask whether he has yielded to his colleague? 

Mr. STRONG. Not at all. 

TheSPEAKER, (pro tem ) Thegentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] rises to a privilege 

uestion. It has been the uniform practice of the 
ouse to allow a gentleman the floor to a privi- 
leged question. 
< Mr. KAUFMAN. Itis not such a privileged 
motion as will rule down a member who has ob- 
- tained the floor. 

Mr. STRONG. I understand the House to 
have consented unanimously to the gentleman from 
New Jersey offering the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, (protem.) The Chair will pro- 
pound the question, whether any objections are 
made? 

Mr. VAN DYKE repeated that he intended to 
have made the motion before he took his seat. It 
was a mere omission on his part. Nothing could 
be accomplished unless the majority were in favor 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey states that he intended to have moved the 
resolution before he took his seat. He now asks 
the unanimous consent to make that motion. 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for the reading of the 
resolution reported by the minority. It was read. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) Is there any objec- 
tion to the gentleman from New Jersey. submitting 
his amendment now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON objected, but withdrew his 
objection. i 

No objection being made— 

The amendment desired to be nfoved by Mr. 
Vaw Dyker, being a proposition to strike out the 
resolution reported by the majority and insert in 
lieu thereof the resolution of the minority, was re- 
ceived. 

And the question being on agreeing to the 
amendment as a substitute— 

Mr. STRONG resumed the floor. The House 
(said he) is impatient to come to a vote. I will 
not detain them longer, although 1 thinkI have 
itin my power toshow most conclusively, that 
the gentleman from New Jersey has wholly mis- 
taken the facts in this case, as well as the position 
I take in regard to it. Yet, thinking the House 
understand the case, and as they are impatient to 
dispose of it, L will waive my right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) announced: that the 
question was first upon agreeing to the amendment 
ag a substitute for the resolution. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, inquired if it 
was inorder to move a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER (pre tem.) replied, that it was 
not now in order, the previous question having 
been sustained. 

Mr. MOORE demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
amendment, (as a substitute for the original reso- 
Jation,) and resulted—yeas 56, nays 110; as fol- 
low: s 


YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Bennett, Bokee; Bowie; Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, T, B. Butler, Camphel!, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Gott, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Houston, Wiiliam T. Jackson, 
Kerr, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, Meacham, Moore, Nelson, Otis, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Sehooleraft, Silvester, 
Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, J: B. Thompson, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, and White—56. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 


Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Al- -` 
«bert G. Brown, William J, Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, 


George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Barris, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, J. W. 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
Dowell, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 
Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richard- 
son, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, 
Frederick P Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, 
Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, 
Woodward, and Young—110. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
original resolution, and was decided in the affirm- 
ative, without a division, 

So the original resolution was adopted. 

And Mr. Rossıns was declared entitled to the 
seat which he holds in the House of Representa- 
tives as the Representative from the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote, and that that motion be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the regular 


order of business. 
THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour to be the report hereto- 
fore made by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Ricuarnson,] from the select committee appointed 
to inquire” whether Mr, Ewing, late Secretary of 
the Interior, had not reopened and paid certain 
accounts, and whether he had not improperly paid 
interest on others, &c. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, who held the floor 
from yesterday, spoke during the residue of his 
hour, and he had not finished his argument when 
the hammer fell.. [See Appendix for speech.] 

Mr. BAYLY said, he did not design to detain 
the committee beyond a very few moments upon 
this occasion, and he should not address them at all, 
at this late period of the session, upon this ques- 
tion, if it were not that he considered that there 
were great principles involved in this matter, as 
well as the interests of his own constituents. 

The gentleman from Mississippi, (said Mr. B.,) 
in addressing the House yesterday, undertook to 
arraign the members from Virginia for voting 
against the postponement of this report, and ac- 
cused us of a disposition to avoid a fair discussion 
of it. Now, I beg leave to take the whole respon- 
sibility of that vote. Considering the condition of 
business before the House, I felt quite sure that if 
it was passed over, it would come up again so 
near the end of the session, if indeed it should 
come up at all, that it never would be considered. 
And as the interests of my constituents were con- 
cerned in the matter, | was anxious that it should 
be decided as soon as practicable. And hence, 
sir, I interested myself with my friends to sustain 
me in the vote I gave. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, (the floor being yielded.) 
The gentleman from Virginia has said that he was 
anxious to get a vote upon the questions 1 want 
to put it tothe gentleman, if he had voted for my 
proposition, which was to muke this subject the 
special order of the day for next Tuesday, if it 
would not have overrode all other questions, and 


| have been entitled to precedence until disposed of? 


Mr. BAYLY. If it had been made the special 
order of the day for the next Tuesday, it would 
have come up. But my impression is, that at this 
late period of the session, withina few days of the 
adjournment, when all the important business of 
the country was still pressing upon us, it would 
have been impossible to have got the House to act 
upon it, unless it was made the special order, and 
I knew the:-House would not make it a special order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to: make: the: 
question with the gentleman upon this point: 


l 


„Mt. BAYLY. 1do not-want to-make a ques» 
tion with the gentleman on that-orany other point. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. “When I made the mo- 
tion. to postpone, the day of adjournment, the gen» 
eman frowr Virgins knows, was not fixed... 

Mr. BAYLY. And .the ‘gentleman from Vir- 
ginia expected that it would have. been an. earlier 
day than the one that was fixed. -And I beljeved 
the gentleman from Illinois’ would have -been in 
favor of an earlier day. Bois hee i 

‘Mr. RICHARDSON. ` In that the gentleman is 
mistaken. eae wed 

Mr. BAYLY. Ifso, i beg pardon. ny 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not mean ‘that the 

gentleman shall escape in that way. He shall not 
throw upon me all the responsibility in regard to 
this matter. 
_ Mr. BAYLY. I wish to throw no responsibil- 
ity on the gentleman. If the gentleman’s propo- 
sition had prevailed, I will concede to him, if that 
will satisfy him, that the subject would probably 
have come up again; but the vote I gave: made it 
certain that it would come up, and I preferred the 
certainty to the uncertainty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia yield the floor? ` i 

Mr. BAYLY. [ would rather not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [If the gentleman wishes 
to avoid the issue he may go on. 

Mr. BAYLY. Why I really see no necessity 
for such a remark. | do not wish to make or - 
avoid any issue.. But I cannot proceed under these 
constant interruptions. : ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well; sir, go on. 

Mr. VINTON interposed, to. say‘that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from illinois, as he under» 
stood it, was to postpone to a day certain, and not 
to make the subject the special order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from. 
Ohio understands merely what suits his own pur- 
poses. Nothing else, sir. : 

Mr. VINTON. ‘The record will decide, siv.: 

i Mr, RICHARDSON. Yes, sir, the record wilk 
ecide. xi 
Mr. BAYLY. Well now, gentlemen, I think 
have been quitè good tempered enough. for one 
morning. I donot want to yield the floor any 
more; Ido not want to be asked to yield. Where 
was I when I was interrupted? {A laugh.]. I 
was, sir, justifying the vote that I gave. against 
postponing, when | knew this subject would not 
be made the special order, by which alone could it 
come up again. 1 voted against that: motion be- 
cause, although, if adopted, the question, if the 
gentleman will have it so, might possibly come up, 
yet the vote I gave made it certain that it would 
come up. I have now done with that part of the 

subject. 

Mr. VINTON asked for the reading of the 
Journal, to show precisely what the motion was. 

The SPEAKER. The-Journal has not been 
made up, but the minutes will be read if there be 
no objection. f 

The Clerk read the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, **to postpone until Tuesday week 
and print.” K 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 moved 
to make it the special order for that day. I desire 
that the Journal shal! be corrected. 

TheSPEAKER. Itis now too late to amend 
the Journal. The Chair can relieve the gentle- 
man, however, from the difficulty, by stating his 
own recollection ofit. The gentleman from Ilinois 
moved to postpone to a day certain and to make 
the subject the special order. The Chair informed 


| him that it could not be done except by unani- 


mous consent. : 

The gentleman from Virginia will proceed. 
The Chair trusts that this colloquy will not be 
persisted in, 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I have again lost the 
thread of my remarks: 

I have said that I gave my vote as I considered 
that my duty required; and, sir, { claim the priv- 
ilege of judging as to what my duty requires, 
without being questioned for it by any one butmy 
constituents. 

My friend from Mississippi on yesterday took 
especial pains to arraign the Virginia delegation, 
and myself in particular. And- he undertook to 


denounce very bitterly my denial of the propriety 


of Congress passing upon. this resolution, as a 
most novel and unprecedented pretension, . one 
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eminently Federal, and one in which Democrats 
could not be concerned. : 
Now, sir, my political fate is connected with 
that of the Democratic party; and when the gen- 
tleman comes here to denounce as anti-democratic 
a principle which I mean to sustain, I desire to be 
heard about it: and I shall go back for my doctrines 
to the fathers of the Democratic party, and not to 
my friend from Mississippi, for whose opinions 1 
have a great respect, but not so much as I have 
for theirs. Now it so happens that the principles 
avowed in that part of the report of the minority, 
which the gentleman considers so anti-republican, 
at one time underwent a great deal of discussion 
in this country. . i : 
A resolution was introduced into the Senate, in 
1834, condemnatory of the President, in conse- 
uence of the removal of the deposits. General 
Jackson sent to that body a protest against the res- 
olution, which rested in part upon the precise 
principles contained in the report of the minority, 
which has been so vehemently denounced by the 
gentleman from L[linois, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi. In that protest, which I have before 
me, and a portion of which I shall read, General 
Jackson took the precise ground taken by the mi- 
nority of the committee. He maintained that the 
three great departments of the Government—the 
legislative, executive, and judicial, were each in- 
dependent of the others in their respective spheres 
of action; * and that when either deviates from that 
t sphere, it is not responsible to the others, further 
‘than it is expressly made so in the Constitution. 
‘In every other respect, each of them is the coequal 
t of the other two, and all are the servants of the 
< American people, without power or right to control 
‘ or censure each other in the service of their common 
“superior, save only in the manner, and to the de- 
‘gree which the superior has prescribed.” It is 
true he admitted, “ subject only to the restraints of 
‘truth and justice, the free people of the United 
' f States have the undoubted right, as individuals 
‘ or collectively, orally or in writing, at such times 
‘and in such languageand form as they may think 
t proper, to discuss his (the President’s) official con- 
t duct, and to express and promulgate their opin- 
t ions concerning it. Indirectly also, his conduct 
< may come under review in either branch of the 
‘legislature, or in the Senate when acting in its 
* executive capacity, and so far as the executive or 
‘legislative proceedings of these bodies may re- 
t quire it, it may be examined by them.” But he 
continued: ‘* These are believed to be the proper 
‘and only modes in which the President is to be 
t held accountable for his official conduct.” “Tested 
f by these principles,” he added, ‘the resolution 
‘of the Senate is wholly unauthorized by the Con- 
‘stitution, and in derogation of its entire spirit. It 
“assumes that « single branch of the legislative de- 


t partment may, for the purpose of a public censure | 


‘and without any view to legislation or impeach- 
‘ ment, take up, consider, arid decide upon the of- 
‘ ficial acts of the executive. But in no part of the 
t Constitution is the President subject to any such 
t responsibility; and in no part of that instrument 
‘is any such power conferred on either branch of 
‘the Legislature.” 

it will hardly be said that although the Presi- 
dent may be, the head of a department is not en- 
titled to the immunity here claimed by General 
Jackson. It is certain General Jackson drew no 
such distinction, Further on he said: ‘It is only 
‘in the exercise of its judicial powers, when sitting 
‘as a court for the trial of impeachments, that the 
‘ Senate is expressly authorized and necessarily re- 
£ quired to consider and decide upon the conduct of 
‘the President, or any other public oficer.” The 
same reasoning would equally apply to the House 
of Representatives; and if General Jackson had 
been protesting against a resolution of the House 


of Representatives, he doubtless would havesaid— | 


he certainly with as much truth could have said: 
“Iris only in the exercise of its powers as the 


grand inquest of the Nation, when sitting asa | 


grand jury to prefer articles of impeachment, that 
the House of Representatives is expressly author- 


ized and necessarily required to consider and de- | 
cide upon the conduct of the President, or any other | 


public officer,” except in the cases already referred 
to by him. f ; 
Upon these doctrines Gen. Jackson went before 
the country, and he was sustained in them by his 
party, and, among them, by the gentlemen who 
now so bitterly denounce them and all those who 
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assert them. It is true, Gen. Jackson’s protest 
was much condemned by many. of the best re- 
publicans in the land: but it was-‘not s0 much on 
account of the principles I have been referring to, 
as other positions taken init. For instance, the 
claim for the Executive of the right to the custody 
of the public money, and the denial of the power 
of Congress to“ take out of the hands of the ex- 
‘ecutive departments the custody of the public 
‘ property or money, without an assumption of 
‘executive power and the subversion of the first 
‘ principles of the Constitution.” 

But I am not going into that matter now. I 
have not referred to Gen. Jackson’s protest to ap- 
prove it. I do not subscribe to the full extent to 
the principles contained in the part I have quoted. 
I think there may be occasions when either House 
of Congress may with propriety discuss and con- 
demn the conduct of public officers, without intend- 
ing to prefer articles of impeachment or to insti- 
tute proceedings with a view to legislation. There 
might very well be occasions on which the con- 
duct of public officers might be such as to author- 
ize either house of Congress, as the guardians of 
the public, to expose it, although there might not 
be such evidence of a criminal intent as to justify 
an impeachment, and the case might not be one 
which could be reached by legislation. . But this 
is not such an occasion. There is no charge of 
corruption here. An impeachment is not contem- 

lated. 
$ Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state very candid- 
ly and very frankly, that in my impressions of 
this matter, I am satisfied that the corruption in the 
ease. of Mr. Ewine was such that I should have 
asked this House to present articles of impeach- 
ment against him. 

Mr. BAYLY. Why not present them now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because he is out of 
office. 

Mr. BAYLY. If he has escaped you, why pursue 
the matter further? If you cannot impeach him 
now, there is an end of the case as far as that is 
concerned, I think, I repeat, there are cases where 
this House may properly investigate the conduct 
of public officers, to show that there has been gross 
incompetence, or flagrant misbehavior, for the 
purpose of guarding the public interests, even if 
it were nota case for an impeachment or requi- 
ring legislation. But so faras this particular case 
is concerned—I speak of the Barron case—I say 
there is no pretext that there has been anything 
but an error of judgment. 

Mr. BROWN, (the floor being yielded) said, 
this claim was allowed, as it was believed, with- 
out any Jaw to sanction it; and there were a great 
many other cases in which similar claims would 
have to be allowed, unless this thing were ar- 
rested. The object of the committee was to ar- 
rest the allowance of the other claims, which 
would otherwise be allowed also without law. 
Whether this should be done by that House, the 
committee did not pretend to decide; they merely 
reported the facts, and left the House to decide 
for it upon those facts. 

Mr. BAYEY. Iam, for the first time, obliged 
by the interruption. I was just about to attempt 
to show, by circumstances, that the object of the 
committee was what it is now avowed to be by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] I 
am glad I now have certainty in place of strong 


| probability, to base my argument upon. The gen- 


tleman says the object. of the report is to arrest 
the allowance of these claims. It is, in effect, to 
call upon this House to act as an appellate tribunal 


|, upon the decisions of the Secretary of the Interior; 


and that is precisely the thing that I deny the right 
of this House to do. 
Mr. BROWN. lask the gentleman, as a mem- 


ber of this House, to say whether, if a Secretary | 


of one of the departments pays out money without 


| the sanction of Jaw, he does not feel that it is his 


duty, as a representative of the people, to arrest it? 
Mr. BAYLY. Yes; but it must be done ina 


| proper way. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. How is the proper way. 

Mr. BAYLY. My dear friend, I cannot enter 
into an argument with you upon that point at pres- 
ent, This is not the proper way, and I am 
considering the case before us. The habit of my 
mind is such, that when I am discussing a legal 
question, I cannot get along with satisfaction to 
myself unless Lam permitted to proceed without 
interruption, and in my own way. 


I say, sir, that what is avowed tobe. the object 
of this report is what I deny the power of this - 
House to do. ‘This House has no judicial powers. 
The functions of this House are purely legistative, 
except in cases of impeachment, where it acts’as 
the grand inquest of the nation; but it has none 
in this instance. The House is not called on to 
impeach anybody; but a long legal argument is 
made, to show that the Secretary of the Interior 
has decided a complicated and difficult, question 
wrong. Grant the truth of the whole argument, 
and you only make out a case of error-of judg- 
ment. Now, 1 am not going into an argument- 
my time will not allow it—as to whether the.Seé- 
retary of the Interior decided right or wrong; and 
I shall avoid it for another-and stronger reasons—it 
is not the question appropriately before this House. 
The ground I take is this: that the law of Con- 
gress in respect to these claims makes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the judge, and the judge of last 
resort. The law provides no appeal from his de= 
cision, and the House has no right to interpose. 
Congress, by its òwn law, has made that officer 
the judge in the last resort in these cases, in which 
the private rights of citizens are concerned. » This 
House has no more right to act as an appellate tri- 
bunal in this case than it has to revise and reverse 
the decisions of the Supreme Court. 5) 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman allow-me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman’ from 
Virginia yield the floor to the gentleman from Mis: 
souri? i 

Mr: BAYLY. ‘Yes, sir, this time; but I give 
notice that I shall not do it any more, if lcan help 
myself. ’ i 

Mr. HALL. T only want to ask the gentleman 
if the people of Virginia have not always taken 
the ground, that the opinion expressed by. this 
House in favor of allowing the Virginia claims 
should be obligatory? i 

Mr. BAYLY. -I answer in the negative. 

Mr. HALL. Then the gentleman is not so 
well informed on the subject as I thought he was. 

Mr. BAYLY. The House will judge whether 
I am or not. 

Mr. HALL, Does not the gentleman know, 
that Mr. Green, of Virginia, based his argument 
on the ground taken in the resolution which passed 
the House of Representatives in 1833, that the’ 
House had a right to control the acts of the heads 
of departments? : : 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, if he took. any such 
ground, which I doubt, he took very absurd 

round. : ieee 
J Mr. HALL. That was the argument of'a gen- 
tleman of Virginia. i 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, God forbid that any such 
doctrine should prevail. It is with a good deal of 
difficulty that I can get along with my argument 
amid these repeated interruptions. I say that this 
House has no right to sit as an appellate tribunal 
upon the acts of the officers of this Government, 
who are empowered by law to decide in the last 
resort cases in which individual rights are: gon- 
cerned. It has been decided, over and over again, 
by the Supreme Court, that in cases involving pri+ 
vate rights, where by law the accounting: officers 
of the Treasury are made the exclusive arbiters, 
nobody can interpose. But there are gentlemen 
endeavoring to get this House to reverse a decision 
of the Secretary of the Interior, upon the pretence 
that it is erroneous, and to arrest further decisions, 
the effect of which interposition would be the di- 
vesting of private vested rights. 1 repeat, this 
Honse has no such power. 

As | was about to say when interrupted, take 
the case of the Supreme Court. Are there not 
cases that go there, in which the pecuniary inter- 
ests of the Government are involved? Suppose 
that court makes a decision which this House re- 
gards as being highly injurious to the public in- 
terest, can we take it up here and review and 
reverse it? We had a case before us the other day 
in which something was said about this; but-this 
House scouted it. The city and county. of Phila- 
delphia attempted to collect taxes levied upon the 
Mint. The case went to the Supreme Court. - A 
judgment was given for the taxes: They were 
provided for in the civiland diplomatie bill. When 
it was. before us, the decision of -the court was de- 
nounced here as erroneous, and an attempt was 
made to strike out the appropriation. -But this 
House decided that we could not go behind the 
judgment of the court of. last resort, by almost the 
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unanimous vote of. the House. s Yet that was a 
case where an appropriation was asked for and 
waa legitimately before us. But here we are 
askel merely to,actas a sort of court of error, and 
to reverse the decision of. a tribunal made by law 
just as mùch one of last resort in these cases as the 
Supreme Court is in cases properly coming before 


it. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman says, 
that byan act of Congress the Secretary of the 
Interior is made the judge, in the last resort, to 
decide the question. By what act of Congress is 
it that this authority is given? There is an act of 
Congress which apnropriates $133,000 to pay cer- 
tain claims due by Virginia, and there is a further 
act which appropriates $80,000 for a similar pur- 
pose. But these acts leave no question to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for his decision. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg your pardon; there were 
three classes of cases provided for by the act of 
1832: 

lst. For the payment to the State of Virginia of 
the sum she had actually paid ‘to the officers 
‘commanding in the Virginia tine in the war of the 
‘Revolution, on account of half pay for life promised 
‘to the officers aforesaid by that Commonwealth, 
tthe sum of $139,543 66.” ‘ 

Qt. For the payment ‘to the State of Virginia 
‘the amount of the {unsatisiied] judgments which 
t have been rendered against said State for and on 
‘account of the promise contained in an act passed 
“by the General Assembly of the State of Vir- 


t ginia, in the month of May, A. D., 1779, and in | 


t favor of the officers‘or representatives of officers 
‘of the regiments and corps” therein recited, “ not 
‘exceeding, in the whole, the sum of $241,345.” 

34. Requiring and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust and settle those claims for 
‘half pay of the officers of the aforesaid regiments 
“and corps, which have not heen paid or prose- 
cuted to judgment against the State of Virginia, 
tand for which said State would be bound on the 
t principles of the half pay cases already decided in the 
t supreme court of appeals of that Stite;” and to pay 
the same “ out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated by law.” . ; 

The third clause made the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the judge, finally and exclusively, to determine 
the cases coming within it, Subsequent acts of 
Congress transferred that duty to the Secretary of 
the Interior, and made him the judge in the fast 
resort, to determine who is entitled to money under 
the law of 1832. 

Who, sir, constituted this body? An appellate 
tribunal to review the decisions of other depart- 
ments of the Government?) The idea of making 
it sucha tribunal is,to my mind, the height of 
absurdity; and | am quite sure never entered the 
head of the wise men who framed our Constitution. 

it has been universally held by ail of the de- 

ariments of the Government ** that the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury constitute a judicial 
tribunal, empowered to adjust and settle claims, 
and, to determine controversies between the claim- 
ants and the United States; and if the law gives 
to the accounting officers the sole power of ad- 
jadicating upon a claim, and there is no general 
‘statute authorizing an appeal, that there is no 
principle that would justify the interference of the 
executive, which would not be equally applicable 
to litigation in the Supreme Court.”* And for as 
strong a reason, there is no principle which would 
justuly this House to interfere in one case which 
would not inthe other. 

Sir, the idea of making such a body as this 
House an appeilatesribunal, to revise the decisions 
of the Attorney General upon abstruse questions, 
never entered the head, | am gure, of any one ex- 
cept a wit of our Sate, formerly a member of this 
House, who, a short time since, perpetrated a cap- 
ital hoax. You:Know, sir, that we have lately held 
an election in our State to choose members to a 
convention to reform our constitution. Weil, sir, 
in some parts of the Commonwealth pretty radical 
notions were advocated. Tne gentleman referred 
to, to bring them into disrepute, issued a handbill, 
signed “George Smith,’? in which, amung other 
reforms, he advocated semi-annual elections of 
judges by the people. He maintained there was 
no chance of judges thus elected ever deciding 
wrong, and that, consequently, there was no use 
of a court of appeals. But if any thought other- 
panne 


* See Mr. Wirt’s opinion, and John C. Spencer’s. 


wise he proposed that all appeals should be taken 
to the next regimental muster! : 

Well, sir, 1 am actually assured that there were 
some people so pleased with his scheme that this 
man of straw-——this ideal person-really received 
some votes. ee 

Sir, ihe members of this House were not elected 
with a view to their qualifications to decide legal 
questions, and our avocations here are not. favor- 
able to a close investigation and an impartial de- 
cision of them. Have we notalready heard party in- 
voked in this case, which is a pure question of law? 
Yet this House is called upon to reverse a decision 
of the department, that was given under the sanc- 
tion of the opinion of the Attorney General, and 
endorsed. by the ablest lawyers of Virginia. If 
we agree to consider it at all, how are we to decide 
it? Here wesee a majority of the committee, com- 
posed of intelligent and learned lawyers, denoun- 
cing the decision of the Attorney General. Then 
we have the minority, composed of such men as 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohie, who, how- 
ever he may be as a politician—and I have nothing 
to sayin his defence in that respect—is a very 
eminent lawyer. They give their opinion that 
the Jecision is right. How is it on this floor with 
the Virginia delegation, who must be presumed 
to know. something of Virginia law? Some of 
them believe that the Attorney General has de- 
cided this question right. Well, another por- 
tion of this House believe that he has decided 
it wrong. But none of us subscribe to the reason- 
ing of the report. When I. studied the case, I 
came to a slow and reluctant judgment about 
it, and I am informed by the gentleman from 
Ohio, who has had long experience in courts, 
that it was one of the most difficult and complica- 
ted cases that he had ever examined; yet, in cases 
of this sort, this House, scarcely without a mo- 
ment’s thought, is called upon to decide it, and de- 
termine vested private rights to a large amount. 
Sir, if the officers of the Government know their 
duty, I undertake to say they will disregard any 
opinion you may express. 
legal question. 1 will never discuss any. question 
before a tribunal not competent to decide it. I 


I shall not discuss the j 


plead to the jurisdiction. There is no intimation | 


of fraud, and, as far as this House is concerned, 
there is an end of the case. And I undertake to 
say, that if there be a suspicion of it, itis most 
unfounded, I say nothing about Mr. Ewing— 
he may defend himself; but I have known Mr. 
Lyons from my earliest manhood, and a more 
honorable man does not breathe. Any individual 
who iniputes impropriety to him, will, where he 
is known, be very likely to bring himself, rather 
than Mr. Lyons, into disrepute. l regret I have 
detained the House so Jong. I should have 
finished what l had to say in less than half the 
time I have taken, had I not been interrupted, 

Mr. DUNHAM followed, and addressed the 
House during the allotted hour. He was cut off be- 
for hehad concluded his argument, and gave notice 
that he should add to his published speech the points 
which he had not been able to embrace in the re- 
marks he had made. J 

Mr.OUTLA W after some remarks, in which he 
asserted that there was no evidence of the slightest 
corruption in the case, moved the previous question. 

Mr. MILUSON requested him to withdraw. 

Mr. OUTLAW, after some hesitation, said he 
would withdraw the demand if the gentleman 
would renew it. A 

Mr. MILLSON, on these conditions; took the 
floor. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

A suggestion of a night session tv finish the 
dehate, was made by Mr. FeatHERSTON. ` 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 
By Mr. MORRIS: The petition of Mary A. Kindle, of 


Clermont county, Ohio, asking for a pension and bounty 
land. 


By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 38 citizens of Henry | 


county, [udiana, praying Congress to devise ways and means 
to suppress the African slave trade and facilitate the emi- 
gration of free colored persons to the Republic of Liberia. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Lee & Cornwall and 
512 uther citizens of California, praying Congress. to make 
Sarramento City a port of entry. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, presented an official paper from the 
General Land Office relative to the ease of James McKall. 


IN SENATE. ` 
Wepwnespay, September 11, 1850. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
James C. Booth and Campbell Morfit, chemists of 
the city of Philadelphia, proprietors of an inven- 
tion for refining gold upon a new and economical 
plan, asking that it may be adopted for the use of 
the mints of the United States already established, 
and such others as may héreafter.be put in opera- 
tion in California and elsewhere. The memorial- 
ists set forth the advantages to be derived. Ist. 
That it dispenses with the use of the large amount 
of silver now employed in refining at the mint. 
24. That: it will enable the mint, with very little 
additional expense, to increase its capabilities. for 
coining to any required extent. 3d. That it will 
diminish nearly one half, if notmore. 4th. That 
it will enable the mint to refine four times the 
present quantity of gold in the same time and 
space. 5th. That it will create a revenue by 
saving, out of which the Government can pay. for 
the use of the invention, and the memorialists are 
willing to allow their compensation to depend on 
that contingency. The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT said he had been charged 
with the presentation of a paper from a citizen of 
Illinois. He was not prepared to say what “dis- 
position should be made of it; he presumed that 
it had better be laid on the table; which was agreed 
to. ‘The petition was signed by Benedict Ruoate, 
who complains of grievous wrongs and persecu- 
tions inflicted on him in his own State of Iiffnois; 
the Legislature of which having denied him re- 
dress, he secks it at the hands of Congress. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred House bill No. 
120, being the bill for the relief of Charles Stuart, 
reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. : 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
Jian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Richard Fields, asking payment of a balance 
due him for services as special agent to the Semi- 
nole Indians, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. 

CLERK TO THE POST OFFICE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. RUSK offered the following resolution, and 
asked its immediate consideration: : 

“Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads he authorized to employ a clerk until the begin- 
ning of the next session of Congress.” + 


Mr. HUNTER. I helieve this has never been 
done hefore. We have but two committees who 
are allowed clerks, and one of them, only for a 
short period. 

Mr. RUSK. From what examination | have 
been able to give to the Post Office Department, I 
have ascertained that itis one of the worst con- 
ducted departments under the Government. The 
same machinery with which it commenced is in 
operation at the present time; and I feel perfectly 
satisfied, that with the investigation | shall be able 
to make with the assistance of a clerk, I shall be 
enabled to present, at the next session of Con- 
gress, a bill which will not only provide for the 
more efficient performance of the services in that 
department, but reduce its expenditures fully one 
third from their presentamount. I have devoted ° 
all possible personal attention to the subject, and I 
find it impossible to make a thorough examination 
of all the details and minutiz of the department, 
and thus secure the information which is necessary 
to be reported to Congress as a basis for the pro- 
posed reform and reduction of expenditures, with- 
out the aid of a clerk. It, is for the purpose of 
collecting this information that the authority to 
employ a clerk is asked. 

Mr. HUNTER. . As-the object of the Senator 


| from Texas is to secure aid in the performance. of 
| an especial work of great labor and utility, I with- 


draw my objection to the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

‘ BILLS ON LEAVE. + 

Mr. FREMONT, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and-obtained leave to introduce a bill to: provide 
for extending the laws and judicial system of the 
United States to the State of California; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
$ee bill to create the office of surveyor of 
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the public lands in the State of California; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to. the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also,a bill to preserve peace with the Indian 
tribes. in California, by extinguishing their terri- 
torial claims in the gold mine districts; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BILL PASSED. : ` 


The engrossed bill for the relief of John Le Roy 


was read a third time, and passed. ; 
‘DRAWBACK ON EXPORTS. . 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Senate proceeded to consider, as in Committee 
of the Whole, Senate bill No. 115, being the bill 
amendatory of the act entitled “ An act allowing 
drawback on foreign merchandise exported in the 
original package. to Chihuahua and Santa Fé, in 
Mexico, and to the British North American prov- 
inces adjoining the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1845;-and for other purpases. 

Mr. DAVIS. There are but two informal 
amendments proposed to it, on which the question 
was pending when the bill was laid on the table 
some time ago. 

The first amendment was to insert at the clese 
of section ] the words, “and the residue of the 
provisions of the said act are hereby extended to 
cases arising under this act.” 

The other amendment was to add at the end of 
the bill the words, ‘and subject to the forfeitures 
and penalties presented in and by said act of March 
2, 1831.” 

The question was then taken on both the amend- 
ments together, and they were agreed to. 

This bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments having been concurred in, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 

COLONIZATION SOCIETY—-AFRICANS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the Senate to take 
up the bill for the relief of the American Coloni- 
zation Society. The slaves that were recaptured 
on the barque Pons were turned over to the Colo- 
nization Society by the authorities of the United 
States, sent to Liberia, and there kept at the ex- 
pense of the society for one or two years. Most 
of them were children of twelve, fifteen, and six- 
teen years of age. The society think that the 
expense of feeding, clothing, an educating these 
people, which was thus devolved on them by the 
action of the Government, ought to be repaid 
them. It was certainly an expense incurred by 
the society, through the action of the Govern- 
ment in throwing these young negroes upon them 
for maintenance, instead of taking them, as the 
Government. was bound to do by law, and pro- 
viding for them. That is the nature of the claim. 
They simply. ask that so much hall be paid them 
as the society, from its own experience, pays in 
reference to its own emigrants. The claim was 
reported upon favorably two years ago. <A simi- 
lar report has again been made; and as the neces- 
sities of the society require that they shouid have 
the money, I hope the Senate will consent to take 
up the bill. 

The Senate agreed to take up the bill, and pro- 
ceeded to consider it as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill authorizes and requires the Secretary 
of the Treasury, upon equitable principles, to set- 
tle the claim of the American Colonization Society 
for the support and maintenance in Liberia of the 
Africans recaptured on board the barque Pons, 
and for all supplies furnished them, of every de- 
scription, for their education, for medical atten- 
tion, and for lands given them, and to pay the 
amount which he may find so to be due to the said 
society, out of any moncy in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, provided the same shall 
not exceed fifty dollars per head. 

Mr. TURNEY asked for the reading of the re- 
port of the committee. : 

The Secretary read the report accordingly. It 
sets forth that a liberal construction of the act of 
Congress of March 3, 1819, would require that 
the Government should provide for the support of 
these recaptured Africans for a reasonable time 
after they had been landed in Liberia, and that it 
is beneath the dignity of the Government to de- 
volve this duty upon the society. The petition of 
the executive committee of the society, which the 
committee incorporated in their report, states that 


on the 16th of December, 1845, the United- States 
ship Yorktown, Commodore Bell, landed at Mon- 
rovia, in Liberia, from the slaver Pons, seven hun- 
dred and fifty recaptured Africans, in charge of the 
agent of the United States for recaptured Africans, 
in a naked, starving, and dying condition, all of 
them, excepting twenty-one, being under the age 
of twenty-one. . The United States made no pro- 
vision for their support after they were landed. 
By the construction given to the act of 1819 by 
President Monroe, the United States were bound 
to support these recaptives, but by a narrowercon- 
struction given to the act subsequently, a contrary 
course was pursued, and the Government was 
considered to have discharged its duties under the 
act on landing them in Liberia. In the support, 
education, &c. of these seven hundred and fifty 
persons, a large expense was devolved upon the 
society, which they ask shall now be refunded to 


them. The society state that it costs them $30 per į 
head to provide for each colored emigrant from the || 
| ernment is only bound to support, maintain, and 


United States, and they therefore consider the sum 
of $59 per head, for educating, clothing, and feed- 


ing these savage children until they were able to | 


sustain themselves, to be but a reasonable com- 
pensation. These services were not required to 
be performed by the society under their constitu- 
tion, but the alternative was to leave these recap- 
tured Africans to starve and die, and the society 
therefore cheerfully took charge of them, relying 
upon the Government of the United States to re- 
fund the cost to them. 

Mr. TURNEY. Iam notable to perceive that 
there is any constitutional power on the part of 
Congress to appropriate the public money for any 
such purpose as this. But, if there were no doubt 
about the power, as a matter of policy and expe- 
diency | am opposed to it. It seems that this Col- 
onization Society—a charitable society, as I sup- 
pose—undertaking to raise and collect funds for 
the purpose of benefiting a certain class of human 
beings, have gone on and made a large expenditure 


| in supporting certain Africans, in Africa, and they 


now come forward and say it is wrong that they 


should have incurred this expense, and ask this | 


Government to indemnify them, by refunding the 
amount which they have thus expended, or per- 
haps donble the amount; for the amount is to be 
settled on principles of equity, not to exceed fifty 
dollars per head. This seems to me to assume a 
very great stretch of power in Congress; and, 
aside from that,it seems to be a principle which 
should never be sanctioned by this body. Shall 
the self-appointed agents of this Government—the 
Colonization Society—-be permitted to go forth and 
expend money as they please, and then present it 
aga claim on the Government? If this precedent 


shall be sanctioned, who can tell where appropria- | 


tions for this class of expenditures are to end ? 
They may go on exporting free negroes to Africa, 


which, I believe, is their proper business, and after | 


they have supported them there a year or two, claim 


under this precedent to have the cost refunded to } 


them by this Government, and in this indirect way 
establish a hold on the Treasury for the further- 


; ance of their policy and the development of their 
; philanthropy. 
of mine can be effectual in opposing a policy of |! 


Ido not know that any resistance 


this description, but I am opposed to it on every 
principle of justice and right. And if we had the 
constitutional power, which I doubt, [ am opposed 
to the bill in its present shape, from the fact that 
it does not specify the precise amount to be appro- 
priated, but leaves it to be gathered from accounts, 
and documents which Congress cannot readily ex- 
amine. All I can do is to present these objections, 
and ask for the yeas and nays, which, | hope, the 
Senate will grant ta me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ishall regret very much 
if we shall be invoived in any discussion on this 
subject, and what I have to say shall te very 
briefly said. In reference to the main objection of 
my friend from Tennessee, I admit that the appro- 
priate duty of the Colonization Society is to trans- 


port free people of color from this country to A frica. | 


I admit, too, that their means of accomplishing 
that object depend entirely on private charity and 
individual contributions. But conceding all this, I 
ask my friend from Tennessee what right the Gov- 
ernment has to throw into this colony seven or 
eight hundred children, who were recaptured un- 
der your anti-slave trade laws on the high seas, 
and leave them to be supported at the expense of 
this charitable private institution, if you please so 


| maintain themselves 


to call it? It is one of the essences -of. private 
charities that the donorshall control his own funds 
and apply them according to his own views of be- 
nevolence; but here, by this conduct on the part 
of the Government, you throw into the colony of 
Liberia these recaptured Africans; who.do not fall 
within the scope of the object of this charity, and 
then leave them there to starve, or compel the Col- 
onization Society to feed, keep, and educate them, 
and to bring them up... E ask the Senator. what 
right has the Government. to act. in that: way te= 
wards a private charity, and thus to burden indi- 
vidual means which are raised for other purposes? 
The act of 1819 provides that. this Government 
shall provide for the maintenance, support, and 
transportation of the recaptured Africans beyond 
he limits of the United States. President Monroe 
gave that act a construction which authorized the 
payment of their expenses after they were landed 
abroad; but subsequently a narrower construction 
has prevailed, and it has been held that the Gov- 


keep them until they are landed in Africa, without 
making any provision for their future support after 
they shall .have been. thus landed. The whole case 
is ina nutshell. These negroes were recaptured, 


| sent to Africa, and turned Joose thére, and this 


society was compelled to see them starve, or feed 
them; to let them go naked, or clothe them. They 
preferred to feed and clothe them; and, under:these 
circumstances, they applied to this Government, 
as an act of benevolence and generosity-~no, sir, 


‘as an act of justice—~to make some remuneration 


for the expense thus incurred. Now, as to my 
friend’s objection to the amount: The committee 
were satisfied that the society, as is stated in their 
memorial, usually expended about thirty dollars 
per head for its own emigrants, under favorable 
circumstarices; but in this case the claim was to the 
extent of fifty dollars per head. The reason for this 
increased amount is in the fact that these persons 
were naked savages, anable to speak the language, 
and not able to support themselves. This is not 
the case in regard to their own emigrants, who, 
being free people of color of the United States, are 
more civilized, reach there better provided, and in 
the course of a few months generally are able. to 
In consequence of this dif- 
ference in the condition of the emigrants, the s0- 
ciety have claimed the addition of twenty dollars, 
and the committee have thought proper, under ali 
the circumstances, to leave the matter to be deter- 
mined by the department, with a limitation that 
the amount appropriated shall not excced thé sum 
of fifty dollars per head. It seems to me, that with 
this provision the bill is amply guarded. If the 
Senator from Tennessee thinks the amount limited 
is too high, let him move to reduce it. [ should 
deprecate a motion of the kind, to be sure, for 
thirty dollars is about the expenditure which ex- 
perience has proven to the society is required for | 
their own emigrants under circumstances the most 
favorable. The object is to leave it to the Govern-- 
ment, on investigation, to determine whether they 
will go a little beyond that amount in this case. 
Mr. TURNEY. I have no disposition to make , 
any motion to amend this bill, for Tam opposed 
to the principle of it in every form. The propo- 
sition to refer to an accounting officer to determine 
the amount, and the limitation to fifty dollars for 
each person, only shows that the society desires 
to obtain, and no doubt would obtain, out of the 
Treasury a much larger amount than they in fact 
expended. However, that is a small objection to 
the bill. The opposition which I have to it is to 
the principle of the bill itself. I deny the power 
of Congress to appropriate money for any such 
purpose as the colonization of Africans. These 
Africans, being recaptured, were taken back to 
their own country; the power of this Government 
over them was then exhausted, and if it was nct 
exhausted, the policy of this Government, so far 
as it should act at all, was.exhausted. There was 
no obligation on this Government to support.these 
Africans a single day after they were returned to 
the shores of Africa. 1 oppose the principle of 
any society, either a religious society or any 
ather, which undertakes to act in matters of this 
description, and then, under the claim of being 
chariiable persons, comes forward and asks an 
indemnity from the Government to reimburse the 
amount which they have expended. | am willing 
that those who choose should organize themselves 
into a society, under the name of a colonization 
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society or any other which they choose to adopt, - 


and expend as much in charity as they choose, 
either upon the blacks or any other class of people; 
but let them not come here afterwards and ask to 
be reimbursed by this Government for the money 
thus expended. . I deny the power of the Govern- 
ment to'do any such thing, and I protest against 
such a policy or any such expedient. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave not heard the the en- 
tire debate on this question, but if I understand it, 
it is to refund to the Colonization Society certain 


moneys which they have expended in providing || 


for and taking care of a number of recaptured Afri- 
cans. I believe that we have a law providing that 
when slaves are recaptured they: shall be taken 
back to the coast of Africa; and we have also our 
agent there to receive them; but we have made no 
provision for their support after they are landed 
on the coast; and it was necessary, in this case, 
that. this society should feed and clothe these 
negroes or allow them to starve. “In doing this, 
the Colonization Society expended a large sum of 


. money, and T understand that the proposition in 


this‘bill is to refund the ‘amount. The is the same 
proposition which I made two years ago, and I 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, It has been intimated to 
me that there is a provision in this bill which may 
be misunderstood, and which might be taken to 
imply what is not intended to be implied. The 
bill proposes to make a provision for all the sup- 
plies which were furnished them, of every descrip- 
tion, for their education and for medical attendance, 
and also for lands given thera. It is known that 
the colonization society gave a small tract of land 
toeach of the emigrants to Liberia. This “ medi- 
cal attention” which is provided for is that which 
was necessary while these children were being ac- 
climated. The other item of expense was for their 
education in the free ‘schools. Now, if it be the 
pleasure ‘of the Senate to strike out so much of 
this provision as relates to the land to be given, 
and the education of these children in the free 
schools, let it be done. But I think that the cost 
of medical attendance during the process of accli- 
mation, and of the food and raiment which were 
necessary, should be allowed. Iam disposed to 
strike out that clause of the section which relates 
to education and to lands. I will move, therefore, 
to strike out the words “ for their education” and 
“ for lands given them.” 

The two amendments were agreed to. 


There being no further propositions to amend | 


the bill, it was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT stated the question now to 
be on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. $ 

Mr. TURNEY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BENTON. Tam not acquainted with this 
bill; I do not profess to understand it; but it seems 
towne it is going far beyond anything that was 
contemplated atthe time the United States engaged 
in doing something for the colonization of the free 
blacks of this country. IT recollect, Mr. President, 
that there were two questions which presented 
themselves pretty strongly at that time. One was 


as to. the constitutional power to engage in that | 


business. At that time, Mr. President, as you 
well recollect, it was held to be necessary that 
there should be an authority in the Constitution, 
either expressed, or implied by something which 
was expressed, in order to enable the Government 
to do this; and at that time we had not got so far 
as to deem it necessary that there should be an ac- 
tual prohibition of an act before we hesitated to 
engage in it. 

Another question was with regard to the con- 


‘sideration whether it would be sound policy to 


engage in an enterprise of this kind. We recollect 
that it gave rise to a great deal of discussion, and 
that it ended with making all the guards that could 
be accomplished by words against involving the 
United States in any responsibility whatever. But 
now, it seems to me, we have got so faras to un- 
dertake to make the United States a guardian of 
negro children in Africa, That is about the point 
we have reached to-day; and it connects itself with 
a proposition to establish a line of steamships from 
the United’ States to Africa. All this comes upon 
me rather suddenly. I have some old recollections 
on the ‘subject, but old recollectidns are not of 


much account. E do really wish that this propo- | 


sition should lie over, and that it should be con- 
sidered in conjunction with the proposition to es- 
tablish a line of steamships. T wish there coutd 
be time given to the committee who reported this 
bill to lock back to the original law and to the 
debates upon the original law, and see what-were 
the terms on which the Government engaged in 
this business, and whether we are not getting far 
beyond anything which was then conterrplated. 
I wish, for these reasons, that this proposition 
should lie over, and, when it is considered, that it 
should be censidered as part and parcel of that 
system of which the steamboat line is to be 
another link. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Benron] has been so much en- 
grossed with other and perhaps more ‘important 
matters, that I think he probably did not hear the 
exact statement of the facts in reference to this par- 
ticular case. If he had heard that statement, I 
think he would not have ventured the assertion 
that the United States, by anything which appears 
on the face of this bill, was engaged in the busi- 
ness of the colonization of negroes; and far less 
would he have been likely to have made the re- 
mark that the Government of the United States 
has at this day got to exercising a guardianship 
over negro children in Africa. Sir, that is the very 
thing of which the bill complains—that, so far 
from exercising a guardianship over these children, 
you have carried some five or six hundred of them 
to the shores of Africa, and turnéd them loose for 
other pedple to exercise a guardianship over; and 
that, after capturing them upon the high seas, you 
have endeavored to relieve yourselves of the ex- 
pense and trouble of taking proper care of them 
by throwing them upon other people. That is the 
very thing which the memorialists say the Gov- 
ernment has done, and which is precisely the re- 
verse of what’the Senator from Missouri supposes 
the Government has done. The Government ex- 
ercises no acts of guardianship there; but the Gov- 
ernment has thrown these persons, who had been 
taken into her possession under the anti-slave 
trade laws, upon the Colonization Society, to be 
supported at their expense; and the complaint is 
that the Government acted in such a way as to 
bring this expense on that society, thus diverting 
the funds of that benevolent association from the 
objects to which they were intended to be applied. 
I hope the bill is now sufficiently understood, and 
that my friend from Missouri, if I may call him 
so, will not insist on a further postponement of this 
bill, because that will be the last of it during the 
present session of Congress. It has been under 
consideration now for two or three years. T think 
it was first reported three years ago, and if it is 
postponed we shall have to go over all this discus- 
sion again. The facts are simple, easily compre- 
hended, and I believe they are fully presented; and 
the simple question is, whether you will relieve 
this society from the expense incurred in conse- 
quence of an act of this Government? That isthe 
whole question; whether you will relieve them, or 
whether the Government intends to recapture ne- 
groes from slave ships, and take them to the colony 
of Liberia, and turn them loose to depredate, pilfer, 
maraud, and die, unless the colony, when they 
get there, will take charge of them. Shall 
this Government act in that way, and require a 
benevolent association for other purposes to bear 


| all this expense, and when asked to pay for the 


expense of its own acts, shall the Government 
turn round. and say that as soon as she had turned 
them loose in Liberia she had washed her hands, 
and had no further charge of them? I cannot be- 
lieve it. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that this bill should 
lie over, because, so far as | understand the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, it appears to. be laying the 
foundation of a very important system of policy. 
It seems that we are to keep our squadrons on the 


coast of Africa to recapture Africans, and then to | 


Before we under- | 
‘| ator from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] and’ con- 


colonize and maintain them. 
take to do anything which involves any such pol- 


icy as this, I think we ought to look at the conse- | 


quences, and to inquire also whether we have the 


power to establish a colony on the coast of Af- | 


rica and afterwards to vote money for its main- 
tenance. If we can do so in this case, it appears 
to me that we would be equally authorized to-€s- 
tablish there a colony of our own free negroes. 1 


see no difference between the two propositions; 


arid hope, therefore, that sufficient time will -be 


| given:to enable usto look into this matter,asit seems 


to be the foundation of a` new system—the estab- 


lishment of a principle which is to commit usto a 


system of colonization on the coast òf Africa.” “I 
move that: the bill be postporied—-not indefinitely 
—but that for the present it be laid on the table. ` 

The question ‘being taken, the motion to poste 
pone was rejected-ayes: 18, noes 23. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have-not heard the remarks 
which have been made, or any portion of the dige 
cussion which has taken place upon this bill; but 


.it seems to me that it is making the United States, 


which is an organized Government of different 


' States, underwriters for a voluntary association of 


men who choose to dictate a policy which perhaps 
the Government never would have sanctioned. I 
cannot understand how we can make ourselves 
underwriters for the losses of a society which may 
embark in schemes of this kind. It does look to 
my mind the broadest proposition that has been 
presented here, and I must say that I cannot sanc- 
tion it. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. From the remark made 
by my friènd from South Carolina, I think he cer- 
tainly could not have heard the facts as they were 
stated in this case. Those persons were captured 
upon the high seas as slaves, and were about to be 
brought to America in violation of our anti-slave 
laws. They were sent to Liberia and turned loose 
there; and this was done at the instance of the 
Government, and I think the Government ought 
to have exercised the common duties of humanity. 

Mr, WHITCOMB. 
tlemen are laboring under a misapprehension upon 
this subject. This cannot be tortured into an ef- 
fort on the part of the General Government to 
colonize negroes from the United States in Africa. 
These negroes never were in the United States; 
they were captured on the high seas by our naval 
forces, under a law or rather a treaty for the sup- 
pression of the slave trade, and they were sent 
back to Africa and left in a state of total destitu- 
tion, an expense to. the colony of Liberia, or 
rather to the Colonization Society. Now, if 
the view taken by the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Hunter] is correct, that this is indirectly 
favoring colonization on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, I would suggest to him 
that the best way of remedying that would be to 
take steps to set aside the treaty: for the question 
now is simply, will the Government repair a man- 
ifest wrong which they have done’ to individual 
interests? They have captured these negroes on 
the high seas; and have sent them to the colony 
of Liberia, and it was simply a question of the 
common claims of humanity whether these crea- 
tures should be suffered to die there for want of 
food and protection, or whether they should. be 
cared for. The Colonization Society, or its agents, 
not deaf to the dictates of humanity, extended the 
necessary relief to the sufferers. A burden was 
thus cast upon them by the Government, not at 
their instance, but contrary to their wishes. The 
sending of these negroes to Liberia comes within 
no part of the original policy of the society, 
which was to colonize blacks, not from Africa, or 
other quarters, but from the United States. The 
object of the treaty was to break up the slave 
trade, and that is not accomplished merely by the 
capture of the slaver. The rescued slaves must 
be returned to their own country, and subsisted in 
the mean time, which, it seems, was not done in 
this case by the Government; but the latter duty, 
atleast, was devolved on the society against its 
will, and to its great expense. Thepresent bill 
proposes simply to remunerate the ‘society the ex- 
penses thus anwillingly incurred—not to ad vance 
moneys for colonization objects iñ the future, but 
to repair a wrong already inflicted. To refuse 
this relief would be, in effect, to divert the funds 


| of a society, founded in the noblest impulses and 


principles ef our nature, against the manifest in- 


tention of its donors. 
Mr. BUTLER. The facts stated by the Sen- 


firmed by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Warr- 
coms,] so far from having any effect in changing 
the impression made upon my mind before, would 
seem to lead to a ‘stronger ‘opposition to this act. 


-Why are the United States, as a matter of human- 


ity, to take charge of these children, and to put 
them under the care of their friends? 1 under- 


‘stand that they were- placed'underthe protection 


I think that some gen-’ 
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of the common law of civilization; that is, the 
Government, by its agents, placed them upon the 
shores of Africa, and left them to the charity and 
humanity of those who were there to take care of 
them. Sir, if a number of persons were cast ashore 
opposite the city of New York, or Philadelphia, 
or Baltimore, or Charleston, or elsewhere,. who 
would take charge of them? The Government? 
Certainly not; but the municipal anthorities of 
these places. It may be that the Colonization So- 
ciety has not funds to do this in this case, or that 
the people of Liberia had not. - I. must say, how- 
ever, that I cannot understand this bill in any 
other sense than as proposing that we should be- 
come the guardian of negro children. f 

The question was then takenon the engrossment 
of the bill fora third reading, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Chase, Clay, Da- 
vis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of Iowa, Dougias, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, 
Jories, Mangum, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
Spraunce, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker, Whit- 
comb, and Winthrop—29, 

NAYS—Messts. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Butler 
Dawson, Dickinson, Downs, Frémont, Hunter, King, Ma- 
son, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—I6. 


SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to suppress the 
slave trade in the District of Columbia. The 

uestion pending was on the amendment of Mr. 
ewar, being a substitate for the bill. 

The bill was debated at length, by Messrs. 
HAMLIN, SEWARD, BADGER, BUTLER, 
FOOTE, DICKINSON, WINTHROP, HALE, 
EWING, NORRIS, DAVIS of Mississippi, 
DOWNS, PEARCE, and others, when, without 
coming to any conclusion on the bill, 

The Senate adjourned. . 

[The debate on this bill will be found in the 
Appendix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, September 12, 1850. 


Mr. McCLERNAND asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce and refer the me- 
morial ot Miss D. L. Dix, in behalf of the deaf, 
mutes, and blind of the United States. 

TheSPEAKER. What reference does the gen- 
tleman propose? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. To the Committee on 
Public Lands, whoalready have charge of the same 
subject. 

No objection being made— 

The memorial was received and referred to the 
Committee ‘on Public Lands. 

Mr. STANLY. Will the gentleman from IHi- 
nois move to have it printed? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I would be very wil- 
ling to have it printed. But I dislike to make a 
motion respecting it which may produce debate or 
a struggle upon it, hoe 

Objections were made to the printing. 

FLORIDA COURTS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked 
that the bill heretofore reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in relation to the courts in 
-Fiorida, be recommitted to that committee. 

No objection being. made, the Committee of the 
Wholeon the state of the Union was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill of the 
Senate, entitled “ An act to amend the several acts 
establishing district courts of the United States in 
the State of Florida, and to provide for writs of 
error and appeals from said court, and it was re- 
committed to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of John D. Holmes, for the purpose of 
reference to one of the executive departments. 

Mr. SILVESTER asked and obtained: leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the commis- 
sion and papers of Skelton Felton. 

~ Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked that the 
Committee of the Whole-on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, No. 367, to establish a line of steamboats to 
the coast of Africa, for the suppression of the 
slave wade, and the promotion of commerce and 
colonization. ih Sead 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected, and 
called for the regular order of business. 


THE LATE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The SPEAKER announced as the regular order 
of business, the report heretofore made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr> Ricuarpson,| from the 
select committee appointed to inquire whether Mr. 
Ewing, late Secretary of the Interior, had not re- 
opened and paid certain accounts, and whether he 
had not improperly paid interest on others, &c. 
_ Mr. MILLSON addressed the House, occupy- 
ing his allotted hour in a defence of the Represent- 
atives of Virginia against the imputation that they 
were actuated by mercenary motives in opposing 
so much of the report of the committee as con- 
demned the payment of the claim of the late Com- | 
modore Barron. He went into an argument to 
prove that Virginia had never received, in the | 
shape of pensions, so ample a compensation for | 
her revolutionary services as had been obtained 
by the other States of the Union; and to show that 


she had silently settled the claims of the officers || 


attached to the Virginia line, until her liabilities 
had so accumulated as to compel her, in the year 
1830, to send a memorial to Congress on the sub- 
ject. The result of that application was the pas- 
sage of the law of 1832, by which the General 
Government agreed to refund to her what she had 
paid, and to adjust and settle such claims as should 
hereafter be submitted. He defended the settle- 
ment of commutation claims, but did not acquiesce 
in the inclusion of the officers of the navy. But 
he admitted that if the Secretary of the Interior 
had committed any error in allowing the claim of 


she administrator of Commodore Barron, there | 


were embarrassments involving the question which 
ought to be allowed their weight in deciding upon 
the propriety or impropriety of his decision in the 
case. [A full report of his remarks will be found 
in the Appendix.]} f 

Mr. MILLSON having concluded, and being 

about to move the previous question, in accordance 
with his pledge given to Mr. OurLaw last even- 
ing— 
Mr. BAYLY appealed to his colleague, before 
he moved the previous question, to allow him to 
move an amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] k 

Mr. MILLSON. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, 1 will yield to my 
colleague. 

Mr. VINTON. lask that the proposed amend- 
ment. be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read unless objec- 
tion is made. 

Mr. HALL objected to the reading. 

Mr. VINTON was understood to say that he 
would accept the proposition of Mr. BAYLY, as a 
modification of his own. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio modify his amendment? 

Mr. VINTON. I accept the modification, and 
l ask that my amendment, as modified, be read. 

{t was read, as follows: 

& That inasmuch as the resolutions proposed by the com- 
mittee raised on the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, do not 
charge the Secretary of the tnterior with any crime or 
misdemeanor, and do not propose any change of existing 
laws, but in effect call upon this House to revise the decision 
of the proper officers of the Government upon a legal question 
affecting private rights, that the same be not concurred in,” 

Mr. MILLSON (who still retained the floor) 
moved the previous question. ` 

The previoùs question was seconded. 

And-the main question was ordered. _ 

The main question was, first, on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Vinron. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, chairman of the commit- 
tee, claimed the floor to close the debate, and was 
proceeding to make some remaks, when 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, interposed, and 
inquired if the moruing hour had not expired ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. STANTON moved that the House proceed 
to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. STANLY was understood to inquire if 
they could notget through the subject soon? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot tell wheth- 
er the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] 
will speak through his hour or not. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope we shall get through 
with this subject now. 


The question upon proceeding to business on || 


the Speaker’s table was taken, and 
The SPEAKER announced—ayes 63, noes 54. | 
‘Tellers were asked and ordered,and Mr. PARKER | 


The question: was-taken, and the tellers reported 

—ayes 77, noes 59. ae : Elo plies 
So the House-determined to proceed to the cons 

sideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 


` MILITARY ROAD IN ARKANSAS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, as the 
first business in erder, the. bill from the Senate, ’ 
entitled An act granting the right of way and 
making a grant of land to the State of Arkansas, - 
in aid of the completion of the military road from 
Memphis, Tennessee, to St. Francis.” ae 

The bill was read a firstand second.time-— |... 

And the question being on ordering it.to a third 
reading— ‘ a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said this was a 
continuation of a military road commenced by this 
Government when Arkansas was a Territory. A 
| large amount had been expended upon it. The 
bill proposes to grant alternate sections of land to 
aid in the completion of theroad. He called upon 
the gentleman from Kentucky, from the Louis- 
ville district, [Mr. Marsuay;] who had had oc- 
casion to pass over the road with United States 
troops: during the war with Mexico, to make a 
| statement as to the character of the road, and the 
absolute necessity of something being done tore- 
pair and complete it. [twas absolutely indigpens- 
, able to the State of Arkansas itself, as well as to 
. the citizens of the United States emigrating by 
that route to California, that the road should be 
| completed. 

Mr. MARSHALL said: This road runs from 
Memphis, in the direction of Little Rock, in the 
State of Arkansas, and. crosses the St. Francis 
river at about thirty-eight miles from Memphis, 
| The country it traverses. is low and wet; indeed, 
| fora great part of the distance the adjacent country 
| is a swamp, with only here and there a sufficiency 
| of dry land for agricultural purposes. The United 
| States have eommenced the construction of a road 


jį from Memphis to the St. Francis, which has for 


| Some years been partially finished, but from some 
; reason unknown it has been abandoned. Levees. 
| are thrown up, and so far as the road has been 
| worked, you can have a firm, good way, with little 
i additional expense; and by prosecuting the enter- 
i prise until you reach the highlands about four 
miles beyond the St. Francis, a practicable route 
| from Memphis to Little Rock may be secured for 
all seasons. On my route to Mexico I passed this 
| rood as far as the engineers had worked upon it, 
(say sixteen miles,) and I concur in the repreaent- 
| tation, that it is a work of national importance. 
It is probably the best overland route to our 
| South western posts, and, as a military road, should 
be prosecuted to completion. Large expense has 
| already been incurred; but the public authorities 
| of the United States have suffered the bridges to 
| go to destruction, and the road generally to remain 
i in grossly bad repair. 

Considering the character and value of the Jands 
in the vicinity, it will be no extraordinary effort of 
munificence to make the grant of the alternate sec- 

i tions asked by the bill, while 1 think really the 
| completion -of the road will bea public benefit. 

i Persons emigrating to eastern Texas, to New 

Mexico, and to Arkansas, from the northern mid- 
die States will generally pass this: route. Mr. M. 

said he believed that this route presented the only 

route by which to penetrate Arkansas from any 
| point. in the Vicinity of Memphis or for many 

miles from that point. The Highlands beyond the 
St. Francis were originally the barriers to the 
Mississippi, and the intervening country is now fre-- 
| quently overflowed for a great distance. Mr. M. 
said he was perfectly familiar with its features, and 
i Should only forget them when a memory of the 
| disagreeable was lost to him. He was in favor of 
the road and of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. In order that 
the House may know as much concerning this 
road as it is possible from actual testimony in refer- 
ence to it, I desire the gentleman from Memphis, 
[Mr. Srawron,] whose district adjoins that part 
of Arkansas through which the road runs, to state 
what he knows in regard to it. : 

Mr. POTTER rose to a question of order. He 
did not know but it might be in order, but he was 
induced to object to this mode of having-witnesses 


| called to the stand to be cross-examined on this 


subject. 


and Mr. Corwin were appointed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. To accommo- 
date the gentleman from Ohio, then, I will not ask 


cued 
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the gentleman from Tennessee to say anything con- 
cerning the matter. Iwill state on my own part, that 
whilst this House goes on forsimilar objects to make 
appropriations of land. to other States and to private 
corporations, more particularly for the benefit of the 
rich who travel on railroads, it should not hesitate 
to complete a road for the benefit of the poor men 
from all sections of the Union who drive their own 
carts in the pursuit of new homes: in the distant 
wilderness. I have shown that this is the main 
road, and the only road by which the State l rep- 
resent can be penetrated from its eastern boundary ; 
that the road is ina most incomplete, wretched 
condition; that our State is poor, and but little able 
to encounter undertakings of this character. We 
consider it unjust to be asked to do so, as it is the 
duty of the Government to complete it, not only 
as a military road for which it is indispensable, 
but as an avenue of communication by which the 
common traveler’ may emigrate into our section, 
and through itto California. We ask an appropria- 
tion of ‘alrernate sections of thé public lands to aid 
us in building a rvad of this character, instead of a 
railroad. 1 believe the request is one of as modest 
character as was ever mate to this House. 
one which has been approved, and a bill passed in 
the Senate, and the House, upon examination, 
will find the bill as completely guarded as it can be 
to accomplish the object. task for the reading of 
the bill, that the House may understand its pro- 
visions, and that it may be put upon iis passage. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said that some 
years since the Government of the United States 
commenced a road from the banks of the Missis- 
sippi, through what was known as a swamp, to 
the banks of the St. Francis—a distance of about 
forty miles—about half of it had been completed, 
and it was left unfinished in the middle of the 
swamp. He thought if the Government had the 
power to commence it and carry it thus far, they 
certainly had the power to continue it. It had 
been the practice of the Government to appropri- 
ate alternate sections of the publie lands for pur- 
poses of this kind. There was a large amount of 
the piblic lands lying on both sides of this road. 
The road itself constituted a sort of levee, because 
it had to be thrown up. As far as it had already 

one it had preserved large quantities of the pub- 

ic land, and if carried through, it would for the 
remainder of the route have the same beneficial 
effect, by increasing the value of the lands and 
making them saleable, whereas otherwise they 
would not be. 

Mr. WHITE, remarking that he was not aware 
of any. reason why this bill should not go to the 
Commu'ree on 
other bills of a similar character had gone, moved 
that reference, and called the previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 call for the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BOWLIN wished to say a word. 

Tne SPEAKER. The gentleman trom New 
York has moved the previous question. 

“Mr. BOWLIN. | hope the gentleman will 
withdraw it. This bill is precisely like the rest 
of the bills which the Committee on Public Lands 
have reported. 

The bill having been read— 

Mr. VIN LON took the floor, and proceeded to 
make a remark, when— 


The SPEAKER interposed, and said that no | 


remarks were in order, the previous question 
having been demanded. 

‘Mr. VINTON said, he hoped that this bill would 
not be voted upon until some further explanation 
of its object had been given. , 

Mr. BURT desired to sugguest, that if the bill 
was referred at all, it should be referred to the 
Commitee on Military Affairs. He would not 
himself make the motion, because his friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] had asked that the bill 
might be put upon its passage. But it seemed to 
him (Mr. B.) that there was more propriety in re- 
ferring it to the Committee on Military Affairs 
than to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The question, * Is there a second to the demand 
for the previous question ?” was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, without a division. 

So there was a second. 

Mr. WHITE made a remark not heard at the 
Reporter's desk. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The proposition 
to send the bill to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs is not a correct proposition. 


Itis | 


Public Lands, as he believed all the, 


-The SPEAKER, (interposing.) All remarks | 
are out of order, except by the unanimous consent 
of the House. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. F will just say 
to the House, that 1 am willing that the biltshould 
go to the Committee on Public Lands for the pres- 
ent. Asi do not wish to risk its passage—there 
being some confusion, | will consent to such a 
reference. i however much prefer that it be put 
upon its passage. ~ 

The main question was then ordered, and being 
taken, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The following bills from the Senate coming up 
in their order, were read a firstand second time by 


their title, and committed as indteated, viz: 
An act for the relief of Theodore E. Elliott. 


| Referred to ihe Committee on Indian Affairs. 


An actfor the relief of Maria ‘Taylor. Referred 


| to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


An act for the relief of John-Devlin. On mo- 
tion by Mr. THOM AS, referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

An act granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public land for the 
construction of a ship canal around the Falls of 
St. Mary’s, in said State. On motion by Mr. 
BINGHAM, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

An act making compensation to Walter Colton. 
Referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. * 


The bill from the Senate, entitled * An act to 
amend an act supplementary to the act entitled 
‘An act respecting fugitives trom justice and per- 
sons escaping from the service of their masters, 
approved Feuruary 12, 1793,” coming up, it was 
read a first and second time by ils tide. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsyivania, obtained 
the door. | am about, he said, to move to put 
this bill upon its passage. 

The reading of the bill was called for. 

Mr. THOMPSON, (continuing.) Before | com- 
menge the remarks which 1 propose to submit, 1 
will ask that the bill may be read. 

The bili was accordingly read. 

Mr. THOMPSON then addressed the House in 
explanation of the provisions of the bill, and in 
favor of their adoption as a part of the great plan 
which had been devised for the pacification of the 
country. 

Mr. T. concluded by moving the previous ques- 
uon. * 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, appealed to 


| the gentleman to withdraw the demand. 


Mr. THOMPSON declined. 

Mr. STEVENS inquired of the Speaker whether 
the bill had been committed ? 

The SPEAKER. Jt had not been committed. 
The bill came up in the order of business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. STEVENS hoped (he said) that his col- 
league (Mr. Tnomerson] would not insist on the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON desired to be informed 
whether his colleague [Mr. Stevens] desired to 
reply to remarks which he (Mr. T.) had made. 

Mr. STEVENS was understood to intimate 
that he did. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Then I will withdraw the 


| demand for the previous question, if my colleague 


will renew it. 
Mr. STEVENS declined to renew it. 


Mr. THOMPSON thereupon declined to with- | 


draw the demand for the previous quesuon. 


Mr. FOWLER inquired whether it wasin order | 


to move that the bill be committed ? 
The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand for 


|| the previous question. 


Mr. GIDDINGS appealed to Mr. Tuomrson 


| to withdraw the demand. 


Mr, ‘THOMPSON declined. 

Mr. CROWELL said that before the question 
was taken, he wouid move that there be a call of the 
House. 


Mr. BROOKS appealed to Mr. Tuomrson | 


to withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. g 
He (Mr. B.) would renew it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does the gentleman desire | 
to say anything against the bill? 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not. 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Taompson.) Does 


hd 
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i the gentleman withdraw the demand for: the: pre. 
vious question?  “- : : 
Mr: THOMPSON. I do not. 

The question then recurred. and was taken’ on 
the motion of Mr. Crowe1t, tbat there be a` call 
| of the House, and. was ‘decided in the negative, 
without a division. ee 

So a call of the House was refused. : 

The question then recurred: and was taken on 
| the demand for the previous question, and was de- 
| cided in the affirmative—ayes 87, noes 69. 

So there was a second.. 

And the question then was on ordering the main 
question to be taken. ‘ 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, asked for the yeas and 
nays on ordering the main question. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (to ‘the 
Speaker.) Before that question is taken, is it in 
order to move that the bill be laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the bill be laid 
upon the table, and E ask the yeas.and nays. 

Mr. CASEY. If the bill should not be laid 
upon the table, will it be in order to move to refer 


t? 

The SPEAKER. It will not—~the previous 
question having been seconded. 

The question, “ Shall the bill be laid on the ta- 
ble ???. was taken, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 67, nays 113; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alen, Bennett, Bingham, Booth, Bur- 
rows, ‘bomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbetl, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Croweil,, Dixon, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedtey, 
Giddings, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, harlan, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hanter, William T. Jackson, Julian, 
George G. King, James G. King, Jobn. A. King, Preston 
King, Horace Mann, Mattesouv, McKissock, Meacham, 
Moore, Morris, Nelson, Otis, Reed, Robinson, Root, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Bil- 
vester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, 
Tuek, Underbill, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, Whituesey, 
and Wood—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Andersen, Ashe, 
Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bowden, Bowie, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Buel, 
Burt, Chester Butler, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, 
Deberry, Dimmiek, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Ewing Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, How- 
ard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Audrew John- 
son, James L. Johnson, Rubert W., Jotnsou, Joues, 
Kaufinan, Kerr, La sre, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Marshal, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, MeGanghey, 
McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, MeMullen, McQueen, 
MecWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morse, Morton, Oir, 
Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, Phelps, Powell, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Paytor, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, James ‘Thompson, John B. ‘Thompson, 
Toombs, Venable, Waiden, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, 
Williams, Woodward, and Young—113, 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the table, 

‘The question recurring, ‘* Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put P’— ` 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the main question 
i was ordered to be now put. ; 

The main question was upon ordering the bill 

to a third reading. Mea 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
GOTT asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
i firmative—yeas 105, nays 73; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Av- 
erett Bay, Bayly, Beate, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, 
| Boyd, Preek; Albert G. Brownu, W.J. Brown, Burt, Chester 


Butler, George A. Culdwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cling- 
| man, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, 


Diminick, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hali, Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Isham G. Harris, Sampon W. Harris, Tuomas L. 
Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holixday, 
Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Jnseph W. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, -Kaulman, Kerr, La Sére, Leter, Litthefieht, Job 
Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDona d, Me- 
Gaughey, MeLanahaiiy, Finis E. McLean, MieMutten, Me- 
Queen, MceWillie, Meade, Miller, Milion, Morse, Morton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Powell, Rob- 
bins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Santon, Richard H. Stanton, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, John B. Thompson; Tootuibs, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Welborn, Williams, Wood- 
ward, and Young—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Bennett, Bingham, 
Briggs, Booth, Burrows, T. B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Catvin, 
Cas phell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Nathan Evans, Pueh, Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, Hay, Hebard, Henry, 
Howe, Hunter, William T- Jackson, Julian, George G. 
King, James G. King; John A. King, Preston King, Horace 
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Mann, Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morris, || 
Nelson, Otis, Potter, Reed, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, | 
Sackett, Sawtelle, Sehermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, | 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, Tuck, Un- |! 
derhill, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, Whittlesey, and Wood i 


-—73. 


So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
reconsideration of the vote, and that that motion 
be laid upon the table, | 
Ordered accordingly. i 
The bill was then read a third time by its title. | 
And the question being, ‘Shall the bill pass??? | 
Mr. ROOT moved that there be a call of the | 
House, and on that motion asked the yeas and | 
nays; which were ordered. . 
And. the question, ** Shall there be a call of the | 
House?” was taken, and decided—yeas 73, nays | 
100. | 
So a call of the House'was refused. 
[A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States. ] 
The question recurred upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and 
The main question was ordered. i 
The main question was upon the passage of the | 
bill. i 
Mr. CROW ELL, Mr. GOTT, and others, asked | 
the yeas and nays. , f 
They were ordered. . i! 
[Mr. CLEVELAND, when his name was called, || 
declined to vote, having paired off with Mr. Sre- |, 
pnens, of Georgia. He stated that had he been || 
permitted, he should have voted against the passage || 
of the bill.] . í H 
The question, “ Shall this bill pass?’ was then |; 
taken, and resuhed—yeas 109, nays 75; as follow: || 
YE \S—Meéessrs. Albertson, Alston,Anderson, Ashe, Aver- j; 
ett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bisse, Bowuon, Bowie, Bowlin, j 
Boyd, Breck, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, i 
Burt, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, |; 
W. R. W. Cobb, Co eock, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Dun- |) 
ham Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gentry, |) 
Gerry, Gilbert, Goran, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, | 
Isham G. Harris, 3. W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, | 
Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Hous- : 
ton, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Jo-eph W. Jackson, Andrew j| 
Jounson, James L. Johason, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, || 
Kautinan, Kerr, La Sére, L: filer, Littefield, Job Mann, |! 


— = = 
_ Mr. LA SERE asked that the bill be put upon 
its passage. A : p 

The bill was then read a third'time, according to 
order, and passed. ee . 

* OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “ An act to au- 
thorize Notaries Public to take and certify oaths, 
affirmations, and acknowledgments, in’ certain 
cases,’’ coming up on its first and second reading— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved its 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STANLY said that it would be better that 
the bill should be put upon its passage. 

Mr. THOMPSON withdrew his motion to re- 
fer to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I suggest 


that the Speaker should send a page to notify the. 


members on our side of the House that the fugi- 
tive slave bill has been disposed of, and that they 
may now come back into the Hall. (Laughter.) 
On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, a clerical error was ordered to be corrected 
in the biil. 
The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 
THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. i 
Mr. HOUSTON desired to cali the attention of 


the House to the fact; that a clerical error existed 
in one of the sections of the fugitive slave bill, 


‘which he desired might be corrected by unani- 


mous consent. 
The SPEAKER. 
Senate. 


The bill has been sent to the 


RAILROAD. 


The bill from the Senate, entitled, “An act for 
the relief of the West Feliciana Railroad Com- 
pany,” coming up on its first and second reading — 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, took the floor. 

Mr. RUMSEY raised the point, that the bill 
must be comnitied. 

‘The SPEAKER said the bill made an appropria- 
tion of money. $ 

On motion by Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, 
the bill was referred to the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


The Senate bill, entitled ** An act for the relief of 


Marshall, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McGaughey, 
MeLiuahan, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, McQueen, 


MeWillie, Meade, Mitler, Millson, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, |) 


Owen. Parker, Peasiee, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Santon, Richard H. Stinton, ‘Saytor, Thos, Jacob 
Thomp-on, James ‘Thompson, Jobu B.Tuompson, Toombs, 


Venable, Walden, Wallace, Watkins, Welborn, Wuldrick, | 


Wiliams, Woodward, and Young— 109. , 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Baker, Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Booth, Briggs, Barrows, T. B. Butler, Joseph Cable, 


Calvin, Campheil, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, |} 
Crowell, Dickey, Disney, Doty, Dixon, Duncan, Durkee, | 


Nathan Evans, Fiteb, Fowler, Freedley, Giddings, Gott, 
Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, Hay, Hebard, Henry, 
Howe, Hunter, W. T, Jackson, Julian, Georg: G. King, 
James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, 
Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, 
Otis, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Robinson, Root, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Sawtette, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Silvester: 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Thurman, Tuck, Un 


i n 
derhili, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wood, | 


and Wright—%6. 

So the bill was passed. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be Jaid upon the 
table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


The title of the biil was then read and agreed to. 


Mr. EWING moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 
Ordered accordingly. 
MAIL STEAMERS. E 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 


States. : ; 
To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


Sir: İn answer toa resolution of the House of | 


Representatives, adopted September 2, 1850, calling 
upon me to communicate the full and exact cost of 
each of the lines of mail steamers now in the ser- 
vice, &e., [ have the honor to transmit herewith 


reports from the Secretary of the Navy and the | 
Postmaster General, containing the desired infor- ; E 
io [t was desired, (he said) by the person for 
ii whose benefit this bill was proposed, that he should 


mation. MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WASHINGTON, September 12, 1850. 


On motion by Mr. GREEN, the communication ; 


and accompanying documents were ordered to iie 
on the table and be printed. 


The bill from the Senate, entitled ** An actto ex- |: 


tend the port of New Orleans,” coming up in or- 
der, was read a first and second time by its title. 


i! the Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company,” 
‘| coming up in its order, was read a first and second 
time by its tide., 


l Mr. MORION said that the subject-matter of 


ty 


|| this bill had been investigated by the Committee 


i! of Claims; and said commutiee had instructed their 
£ chairman to reporta bill of like import. He would 
i! therefore move that the biil be referred to the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 
ii ‘Phe question was put, and the motion was 
|} agreed to. 
‘| ‘The Senate bill, entitled “ An act to provide for 
ia triemonthly mail from New Orleans to Vera 


I! Croz and Tampico, Mexico, by steam vessels,” 
i; coming up in order, was read a first and second 
i| time by its title. 

Mr. POTTER said that he was willing that 
| the bill should be put upon its passage now, if de- 
|i sired by its friends; if not, he would move us ref- 
i erence to the Committee on the Post Office and 
! Post Road. 

| The bill was so referred. 


Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous’ consent. of 
ʻi the House to report from the Committee: on the 
| Judiciary, a bill fur the relief of a youth who had 
|; injudiciously joined the army. His father was 
|! here at present. He (Mr. M.) asked leave to re- 
i; porta bill for his relief, and that it be put upon its 
|| passage. 


i ceived. 
i CHARLES F. SIBBALD. 

The bill for the relief of Charles F. Sibbald 
oming up— 

Mr. CHANDLER was understood to ask that 
he bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee of Claims. 


| have the benefit of testimony, which was not avail- 
: able to him at the time of the previous examination 
| of his accounts by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. RICHARDSON said he was opposed to the 
i| reference of these questions to the Secretary of the 
il Treasury, or anybody else. (A laugh.) 


- 


i} Mr. BOWLIN objecting, the report was not re- | 


|. Mr. BAYLY said, as hecunderstoodt 


new trial. : 
Mr. PHELPS said, his 


| tees upon it, and more especially the réports ‘of the 


lers of the Treasury, who, in 1837 and 1838; had 
| reported that the petitioner was entitled to nothing. 
| He said that in 1842 an act had passed for the rè- 
| lief of the party, and in 1846 a resolution on the 
same subject, and that under the two, Sibbald or 
| his attorneys had received from the Treasury some 
| $70,000. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said, there 
had been an adjudication of the claim by the 
Treasury Department, and $26,000. had been 
awarded as the amount:of damage sustained by 
Mr. Sibbald. Mr. T. was: proceeding to give ‘a 
concise history of the case, premising ‘that Mr. 
Charles F. Sibbald was the grantee of certain 
lands in Florida which were valuable, particularly 
on account of the timber growing thereon—when, . 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a question. of order. 
He desired to know whether “it was in order: to 
discuss the character and quality of this land, and 
of the timber that it produced ? 

The SPEAKER said, that in the opinion of the 
| Chair, the gentleman from Pennsylvania was in 
order. 

Mr. THOMPSON proceeded to state, that after 


|| Mr. Sibbald had taken possession of this land, and 


had built steam mills and made improvements to 
| the value of about $100,000, the Government of 
the United States removed him from it, under a 
law requiring the Government to take possession 
j of all Jands of that description, and turned him 
over to the courts of law for redress by an award 
of damages. The Government had kept him-out 
of possession from 1829 to 1836, without any de- 
cision having been made in his-favor. And by that 
time his mills had nearly rotted down, and his other 
improvements had been destroyed. The Secretary 
of the Treasury had not been furnished with the 
proper evidence in the case. If he had had that 
evidence, there was no*doubt he would: have ‘al- 
lowed the whole claim. ee no 

Mr. PHELPS remarked, that in. many particu- 
lars, as it appeared to him, the claim. was not 
sustained by the evidence. ile had been induced 
to investigate the case with some degree of care, 
and he would state briefly the principal facts. He 
was proceeding to do so, when 
| Mr. THOMAS interposing, and the floor being 
yielded to him, said, that according. to his: under- 
standing of this bill, it was. one which must nécés- 
sarily be referred to the Cammittee of: Claims, 

Tne SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
bill musi be referred. : : : 

- Mr. PHELPS said, that being the case; he 
would not detain the House with any further re- - 
marks at this time, but would reserve what he had 
to say until the bill should be reported back from 
the committee, 

The bill was then referred to the Committee of 
Claims; and on motion, 
The House adjourned. s 


PETITION. 

The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Daniel F. Neweomb, 
Alired A. Brayton, Cyrus Root, aud other citizens of Cotam= 
bia and Dodge counues, in Wiscons n, praying that amail 
route may be established from Waterton, by way of Lowell, 
Columbus, FaH River, Otsego, Wyocena, and Fort Winne- 
bago,.to Wanonah. ee et 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 12,1850. : 


Mr. RUSK. lask the indulgence of the Senate 
i to correct an error into which either myself or the 
reporter fell in the few remarks which I made yes- 
terday upon the resolution which b offered, su- 
thorizing the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to employ a clerk until the beginning 
of the next session of Congress. “Iam reported aa 
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having said, '‘ From what examination l have been 
able to give to the Post-Office Department, I have 
ascertained that it is-one of the worst conducted 
departments under the Government.” What I 
meant to.say, and what I think I did say, was that 
it was one.of the worst arranged departments, so 
far as the laws regulating it were concerned. As 
my remark is reported, without being corrected, it 
is calculated to do injustice to a most meritorious 
officer, What I meant to say was, that the jaws 
regulating the Post Office Department are those 
which have been copied from the very oldest Eng- 
lish laws on the subject, and are totally unsuited 
to the condition of the country at the present time, 
and far behind those of several other nations upon 
this subject. 4 

So far from intending to cast any sort of blame 
upon any one connected with the Post Office De- 
partment, L most cheerfully state that my inter- 
‘course with them is of a character to justify me 
in saying that they haye most faithfully discnarged 
their duties. This remark is due to the late 
Postmaster General, and is equally due to the 
present Postmaster General, so far as he had an 
opportunity to enter upon the discharge of his 
duties, It is more particularly due to the Assis- 
tant Postmaster General, Mr: Hobbie. l do not 
mean to disparage any other officer, but I do not 
think there is one in the city of Washington who 
has discharged the duties of his office with more 
energy and correctness than that functionary. In 
fact, it was from his report that my attention was 
first drawn to the defectiveness of the laws regu- 
lating the Post Office Department, and it was 
mainly from conversation with him that J was led 
to investigate those laws, and to discover that they 
are totally unsuited to`our present condition. So 
far from intending to cast the slightest blame on 
him, it was-and is: my intention to place that clerk 
for whom the resolution asked under his direction. 
He is familiar with all the Jaws; and I design to 
place the clerk under his eye to procure the neces- 
sary information, not for the purpose of regulating 
the discharge of the duties of the officers in that 
department, but for the purpose of procuring in- 
formation to aid the committee in preparing a bill 
to be presented at the next session of Congress, 
to regulate ‘the whole machinery of this depart. 
ment, and adapt the laws to the present wants and 
condition of the country. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Thomas 
‘Wilson of the city of Baltimore, in the State of Ma- 
ryland, setting forth thathe is now, and has been 
for the last twelve months, proprietor of a cotton 
factory in Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
known as the “Pioneer Cotton Factory,” but that, 
with a view of extending its operationsand procur- 
ing additional capital, it has been thought expedient 
to associate other persons in the enterprise, and for 
a successful prosecution of the same it is neces- 
sary that a chartered joint stock company be 
formed, and also that Thomas Wilson, Evan Lyons, 
John Richards, and Thomas Brown be consti- 
tuted a body corporate and politic, by the name of 
“The Pioneer Cotton Manufacturing Company 
of Georgetown, District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ` 

Mr. STURGEON presented additional docu- 
ments relating to the claim of Solomon Walls, a 
soldier in the last war with Great Britain, to a pen- 
sion; which ‘were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


him to lay before the Senate certain documents. 
One of these documents isa memorial from the 
convention which framed the constitution of New 
Mexico, and another is from the Legislature. The 
letter goes into a statement with respect to the pro- 
ceedings had by the population of New Mexico, 
and strongly urges that some steps may be taken 
to give them a State government. The letter can 
be read if any Senator desires it, and such dispo- 
sition be made of these papers as the Senate in 
their wisdom may devise. 

Mr. SEWARD. lask for the reading of the 
memorial. 


The memorial was read, as follows: 


‘Memorial of the Legislature of New Mexico to the Congress 
f of the United States of America. z 
The Legislature of New Mexico to the Congress of the 
United States respectfully represents : 


_ +} The PRESIDENT. The Presiding Officer has. 
į received from Mr. Weightman a letter requesting 


That by aie treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo the faith of the 
Onited States was pledged to protect the inhabitants of New 
Mexico in their tives, their liberties, their property, and 
the fall.exercise of their religion without restriction. 

That upon the expiration of the year mentioned in that 
treaty, the inbabitanis of New Mexico were investgd with 
the rights of citizens of the United States, and became en- 
titled to all the privileges as such guarantied by the Con- 
stitution. : 

That, owing to disturbing causes, which embarrassed 
the action of the Congress, the inhabitants of New Mexito 
have neither been protected in their tives, their liverties, 
tbeir property, nor in the free exercise of their i¢ligion 
without restriction, nor have they been in the enjoymentof 
any political privileges whatsoever. 

Hostile Indians penetrate the country in every direction, 
and rob, and kiil, and carry into captivity. 

We are despoiled of our fiucks and herds, our men are 
murdered, our children carried into captivity, and our wives 
and daughters violated. 

Cumanche Indians have, within a few days, approached 
within a few miles of the capital, and compelled the terror- 
stricken and unprotected inhabitants of the village of Ga- 


listeo to furnish them with supplies and perform menial | 


services. 

The depredations of the Navajoes and Apaches in the 
south, and of the Utabs and Jacarilias in the north, have 
rendered industry of no avail, and destroyed the two great 
resouices of grazing and mining. 

‘An insufficient number of soldiers, posted not upon the 
rontier, but in the larger towns, hear of these outrages 
when the foe is beyond te reach of pursuit. 

Foot artillery or infantry, with knapsack and musket, 
cannot pursue, wilh any prospect of success, mounted 
Indians. 

The post of the troops should be the frontier, in the en- 
emy’s country, and ease and comfort must be laid aside if 
success would be obtained. Energy, the energy of youth, 
ean alone reduce our enemies, 

The inhabitants of New Mexico, since February 2, 1848, 
have groaned under a harsh law, forced upon them in time 
of war, when they were thought undeserving of confidence. 

The military is independent of and superior to the civil 
power. 

The inhabitants have no voice or influence in making the 
jaws by which they are governed. 

Some power, other than the Congress of the United 
States, has made judges dependent on its will alone for the 
tenure of their offices, and the amount and payment of their 
salaries. 

Some power, other than the Congress of ‘the United 
States, has subjected us to a jurisdiction foreign to the Con- 
stitution, and unacknowledged by our laws. 

We are taxed without our consent, and the taxes, when 
collected, are not appropriated for the public benefit, butem- 
bezzled by officers irresponsible to the people. 

No public officer in New Mexico is responsible to the 
people. Judges, nnlearned in the laws, decide upon life, 
liberty, and property. Prefecis and alcaldes impose fines 
and incarcerate without the intervention of jury. 

Alcaldes assail the right of the people freely to exercise 
their religion without restriction, and dictate to congrega- 
tions what priest shall adıniuister the sacrament of the 
church, 

The inhabitants of New Mexico have twice appealed to 
Congress for redress, and their respectful appeals have been 
answered by repeated neglect. ‘She Congress, because of 
disturbing causes, having failed to.make needful rules and 
regulations respecting the Territory of New Mexico, its in- 
habitants, encouraged by the President of the United States, 
and driven by necessity, have formed and ratified a consti- 
tation, elected a Governor, Vice Governor, and members of 
the Legislature. The Legislature is now engaged, in the 
absence of congressional legistation, in making laws suited 
to the wants of the people, and consistent with the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

In putting in operation the form of government set forth 
in the constitution, they believe they have done no act in- 
consistent with a proper respect to the Government of the 


United States. The form of government adopted by the | 


people of New Mexico is set up in opposition to no goy- 


erhment recognized by Congress, or known to the Consti- | 


tution and laws, hut simply takes the place, under eir- 
cumstances of urgent necessity, of an unacknowledged 
government, which has utterly failed to protect the inhab- 


itants of New Mexico in their dearest rights, or to preserve | 


the plihted faith of the Government of the United States. 
And be it resolved by the said Legislature, That our Sena- 


tors and Representatives in the Congress of the United | 


States be instructed to present the above memorial to the 
‘Congress of the United States, and use every exertion 10 
correct the abuses of every class therein mentioned. 
in H We Zo ANGNETS 
Speaker of the House 0 resentatires, 
P f SGuN RANGLE, 
President of the Senate. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


they be printed. 
Mr. MASON. When the constitution of New 


Mexico was sent to the Senate by the President of 


the United States, it was not printed, but ordered 
to be Jaid upon the table. I move that the same 
disposition be made of these papers. 

Mr. YULEE. lask the yeas and nays on that 
question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken, and 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, | 


Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Jones, 
King, Masen, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, shields, 
Sturgeon, Uniierwood, and Yulee—1}9. 

NAYS—Measrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Chase, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wi-consin, Ewing, 


:Felch, Frémont, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Norris; ‘Seward, 


Sniith, Wates, Walker, and Wintbrop—I9. ; 


I move that these papers be į 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and that | 


So: the motion to lay the papers on the table 
was not agreed to. a aes 

Mr. SEWARD. I now renew the motion: to 
refer these papers to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

Mr. YULEE. For what purpose this motion 
has been made, I-cannot understand. Has it not 
been understood that within the. last week, asa 
part of what has been represented-as a settlement 
of these questions, a territorial government has 
been established for New Mexico? ‘Yes, sir; and 
the ink is hardly dry with which the Executive 
has given its approval to an act establishing a ter- 
ritorial government there, and which is to answer 
all the purposes of protecting the inhabitants oc- 
cupying that Territory. Why, then, refer these 
papers to the Committee an Territories? If there 
be no purpose in the reference, why should. the 
committee be burdened with this matter? If there 
be any purpose, it can only be with a view to the 
admission of New Mexico as a State, and thus we 
shall have a majority of this body trampling under 
foot the arrangement of this matter which has just 
been effected, while the ink is hardly yet dry with 
which the bill was signed giving to New Mexico 
a territorial government. Sir, if this is to be done, 
let it be done. I have nothing to say; but I think 
it may be well worth the notice of. the coun- 
try that what was understood and represented only 
a week ago as being a settlement of this matter, is 
so little a settlement that, within a week, by a ma- 
jority of this body, the application of New Mex- 
ico is referred to a committee, evidently with the 
purpose, on the part of a majority, of having ac- 
tion in regard to the admission of New. Mexico as 
a State. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. I voted to lay these papers 
on the table, with the view of getting rid of any 
debate upon the subject, because we have no time 
to spare. I do not propose to take any steps to 

make New Mexico a State, or to entertain any 
question that points in that direction at the present 
time. We have given her an efficient territorial 
government, and that, in my judgment, is suffi- 
cient. When I get ready to make the very few 
persons who now reside there, with no elements of 
j a State, equal to thes three millions of inhabitants 
of my own State, 1 may be induced to take some 
steps to do so. Iam perfectly indifferent whether 
these papers are laid upon the table or referred to 
a committee; but I have no idea of having a “ tem- 
pest in a teapot” about it, and a week's debate. 
We have business here which will occupy all the 
time we have left us—one day of which will doubt- 
less be taken from us in consequence of the death 
of a member of the House of Representatives. 
For the purpose of saving the time of the Senate, 
I shall move to lay this question of reference on the 
table. If we have time to discuss such matters, 
we can take it up. - I have a bill which I wish to 
report, and there is much other business to be 
done. I therefore hope that there may be no dis- 
cussion on this matter. J move to. lay the ques- 
| tion of reference on the table, that it may be dia- 
posed of. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iask whether that motion is 

in order, as there has been no intervening motion 
since the question has beentaken? I would state 
| that my object in making the motion to refer, was 
simply as a matter of respect to the applicants. 
i} ThePRESIDENT. The motion is perfectly in 
order; for it is not the question of laying the papers 
upon the table, but to lay the motion to refer to the 
|| committee on the table. That is a different ques- 
tion from the one on which the vote has been 
taken. ` i 

Mr. CHASE. On that question {ask the yeas 
and nays. A 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bell, Berrien, But- 
ler, Clay, Davis. of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of. Towa, 
Douglas, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Mor- 
ton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Soulé, Stur- 
| geon, Underwood, Whitcomb, and Yulee—27, 
| NAYS—Messrs: Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Chase, Davis 
of Massachuselis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Felch, Frément, 
| Greene, Hamlin, Seward, Smith, Wales, Walker, and Win- 
| throp—l5. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which were recommitted the petition and papers 
| of Rokert Armstrong, together with the bill for the 
| relief of Robert Armstrong, reported. back the bill 
|| without amendment. sow 
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. PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. ~ 
“Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee-on Fi- 

nance,.to which was referred: House bill’No. 387, 
being the act to supply the deficiency in the appro- 

priations for the pay and mileage ‘of members of 

-i Congress for the present ‘session, reported back 

“the: same with the following proposed amend- 

‘ments: FE i Ss ` 
Line 10, after the word members, insert of the House of 
Representatives”: 
Same line, after the word session, strike out down to line 
18 inclusive, and insert, “ For the contingent fund of the 
House of Representatives, $50,000.” 
‘Mr: DICKINSON. - The amendments, it will 
be perceived, propose to insert in line ten theN 
words, ‘Cof the House of Representatives;” and 
to strike out that part of the bill which increases 
the ‘stationery to be allowed to members of the 

. House of Representatives, giving them the amount, 
-AS a contingent fund, they ask for, but leaving 

„ them.to dispose of it as they please, without de- 
. pendence on the Senate and the Executive branch 

< of thë Government. i 
“But what I principally desire to call the atten- 
tion of ‘the Senate to is this: There is a provision 
in the bill. that “* the Senators and Representatives 
from California be allowed the same mileage as 

the Delegate from Oregon, and no more.” It is 

understood that that amounts to $2,500. The 
committee was not full this morning, when they 
considered this bill for the first time, and had very 
`- little time: to examine it; and they report this pro- 
vision of the bill without expressing any opinion | 
onit. ‘They determined to bring it to the notice 

_ of the Senate for its action. They were induced, 
by considerations which must be apparent to every 
one, not to recommend upon so little consideration 
80. grave a proposition as this. They therefore 
bring it before the Senate for its judgment. 

Thecommittee also propose to strike out that 
par ‘of the bill which appropriates $50,000 for 
books for the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which they say they have ordered. 
But they propose the addition of this $56,000 to 
the contingent fund of the House, to be disposed 
of as they shall see fit. These are the amend- 

. ments which the colmittee propose to the bill. 
As soon as the morning business shall have been 
gonen through with, I design to call up the bill, as 

‘am advised that the House of Representatives 

. are under a necessity for its immediate passage. 
ve Lo WHITNEY’ S RAILROAD. 

“Mr BRIGHT, from the Committee on Roads 
and-Canals, to which was referred the memorial 
of-a: meeting of delegates of several States, held 
in St. Louis; also, the memorial’ of Winslow 
Lanier, and the various memorials and resolutions 
from State Legislatures, the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New ‘York, large public meetings in sev- 
eral different cities of the Union, and differént 

commercial firms-and private citizens, in favor of 

“the plan of Asa. Whitney, of New York, for the 
‘construction -of a- national railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the ‘Pacific; submitted an elaborate 
report, which was ‘ordered: to. be printed, accom- 
anied. by ‘a bill to set apart and sell to Asa 

hitney, of New York, a portion of the public 
lands, to enable: him to‘eonstruct a railroad from 

Lake Michigan or the Mississippi river to the 
Pacific ocean;” which was read and ordered toa 
second reading. 

ae RANK OF NAVY CHAPLAINS. 


- Mr: HALE submitted the following resolution, 

whieh was considered and agreed to: 

vs €Resolued, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of conferring assimi- 
lated ratik on chaplains in the United States navy, and:also 
of graduating their compensation according to the time they 
have ‘been in the service, in the same way that the com- 
pensation to surgeons in the ndMy is graduated.” 

BILLS..FOR ‘CALIFORNIA. 

Mr, FREMONT, in pursuance of notice, asked 

--and-obtained leave to.introduce a bill to refund to 

_ the State of California the amount of duties col- 

«.Teeted: for, the “United States inthe port of San 
‘Eranciseo and other ports.in California, before the 


ras 


was read a first and second time by its title, and 


! onthe line of the Rio de los Americanos and Car- 


| mittee on Roads and Canals. The following is the 


thewevenue laws to California; which 
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referred: to the Committee on Finance. 

` Also, a bill to: provide for the appointment of a 
recorder of land titles in California, to collect and 
register the private land claims, and to preserve 
the evidences of the same until finally investigated 
by the tribunal to be appointed by Congress for 
that purpose; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill to relinquish to the city of San 
Francisco all the grounds reserved for military 
purposes in the city of San Francisco, and not 
needed for such purposes; which was read a first |! 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FREMONT also, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for opening a road across the Sierra Nevada, 


son’s river, and the pass at their head, as the com- 
mencement of opening a common traveling road 
between the present western settlements of the 
United States, the Territory of Utah, and the 
State of California; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 


bill: 

A bill to provide for opening a road across the Sierra Neva- 
da, on the line of the Kio de los Americanos and Carson’s 
river, aud the pass at their head, as the comme: cement į 
of opening a common traveling road between the present 
western settlements of the United States, the Territory of 
Utah, and the State of California. 

Whereas it is an object of national importance, and of 
high obligation on the part of the Government of the United 
States, to canse to be opened, with the least possible delay, 
a practicable road for common traveling between the pres- 
ent western settlements of the United States, the Territory 
of Utah, and the State of Catifornia, for the purpose of con- 
necting their respective populations: Therefore, as a com- | 
mencement of said road— { 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President shall be and hereby 
is authorized to cause a road, practicable for horsemen, car- 
riages, and wagons, to be opened across the Sierra Nevada, 
on the general line of the Rio de los Americanos and Car- 
sows river, and the passes at or near their head-, and that 
the sum of 75,000 dollars, out of any moneysin the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, be and the same hereby is ap- 
propriated for that purpose. And the track of said road shall 
he opened out clear of obstruction upon a width of thirty 
feet, and clearing away the undergrowth to the width of 
thirty feet more on each side of said road; and which road 
across the said Sierra shall be the commencement oF a free 
national road for common traveling, and for a mail route, 
between the present western settlements of the United 
States, the Territory of Utah, and the State of California. 


BILLS PASSED. | 

The following engrossed bill was read a third 
time and passed: : | 

A bill amendatory of the act entitled ‘* An act | 
allowing drawback on foreign merchandise ex- 
ported in the original packages to Chihuahua and 
Santa Fé, in Mexico, and to the British North 
American provinces adjoining the United States,”’ 
approved March 3, 1845, and for other purposes. . 

The bill for the relief of the American Coloni- 
zation Society was read a third time, and, on the 
question “ Shall this bill pass ?” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered, and resulted as fol- | 
lows: j 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Clay, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Doug- 
las, Ewing, Feich, Greene, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Norris, 
Pratt, Seward, Shields, Simith, Sturgeon, Underwood, 
Wales, Walker, Whiteomb, and Winthrop—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aichison, Barnwell, Benton, Butler, |! 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Hunter, King, Mason, Mor- ij 
ton, Sebastian, Soule, Turney, and Yulee—i4. 

So the bill was passed. 

MILITARY RECONNOISSANCES. H 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Some time ago) 
the Senate ordered the printing of certain recon- 
noissances of surveys. . [t appears that one of 
them having been sent to the House, a copy of it 
was not furnished to the Senate; hence it was not 
included strictly. within the resolution which the 
Senate passed.. It is the report of Captain R. B. 
Marcy, of the exploration. of a route from Fort ; 
Smith to Santa Fé. It bas been published by the | 
House, being House document No. 45. lt is val- | 
uable in itself, and completes the series of reports 
which it was intended, when the motion was [i 


i from the House. 


report already ordered to be, printed; and that the 


like number of extra copies: be ordered: to’ be 
printed of this report as was printed of the others. 
The motion was agreed to, and it wag., 


Ordered, That the report of Captain R. B. Marcy, on the 
route from Fort Smith to Santa Fé be pritted in connection 
with, and as part of, Senate Executive document No. 64. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
a bill giving the assent of the United States to an 
act of the General Assembly of Maryland, passed 
at the December session, 1844, chapter 287. This 
is a bill giving the assent of the United States to 
the act of the “General Assembly. of Maryland, 
passed at its December session, 1844, chapter 287, 
entitled “ An. act supplementary to an act entivled 
‘an act to amend the act incorporating the Chesa~ 
peake and Ohio Canal Company,’ passed a - 
cember session, 1831, chapter 297,” and tO. éach’ 
and every provision thereof; and that the same be, 
and are hereby extended to so much of the said 
canal as lies within the District of Columbia, in as 
full and effectual a manner as if the several pro- 
visions aforesaid were hereby formally enacted. 

Mr. MASON. This bill is to enact certain laws 
for the government of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
canal. hat canal,.as the Senate are aware, ex- 
tends from the District of Columbia and through 
a part of the District, and through the State of 
Maryland to Cumberland, on the upper waters of 
the Potomac river. The canal lies entirely within 
the State of Maryland, except a small portion of 
it which lies within this District. The State of 
Maryland has found it necessary to pass some 
additional regulations for the police government of 
thatcanal. All the bill proposes, is, that the same 
regulations should be extended to so much of the 
canal as lies within this District. The matter has 
been well considered by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, who reported the bill and 
recommend its passage. ; en 

The bill was then reported to the Senate without 
amendment.and ordered: to be engrossed fora third 
reading. Peay et 
SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT. OF COLUMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT, The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special orders. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to postpone the special 
orders of the day for the purpose of taking up a 
bill of great importance. It is entitled a bill to re- 
gulate the fees and costs to be allowed to clerks, 
marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and. district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes, 
respecting which I have received numerous. com- 
munications. ii 

Mr..CLAY. Iam sorry that I am obliged to 
interpose an objection. Let us proceed. with the 
consideration of the special order, and get through 
with it; and Í trust it will be done without much 
debate. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Kentucky 
objects, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I had supposed that we would 
not proceed to- the consideration of the special or- 
der to-day, but would go on with other business, 
as a message of a grave character is to be expected 
But I shall interpose no objec- 
tion to taking up the special order. 

The Senate then resumed, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the special order 
of the day, being the bill to suppress the slave 


trade in the District of Columbia. ; . 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise merely to 
express the hope that, as we had yesterday a great 
deal of matter brought into the debate. which I 
thought was of a very unprofitable character, and 
which was not at all relevant to’ the subject under 
consideration, we would take the vote at once upon 
the proposition pending, which we all know is to 
be rejected by a large majority. ; . 
Mr. SOULE addressed the Senaté at consider- 
able length, and was followed by Messrs. BER- 
RIEN, WINTHROP, EWING, BUTLER, 
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BAVIS of Massachusetts, and DOUGLAS, and 
by others. a ý 
Mr. DICKINSON, F despair of seeing any 
-termination to this debate, and it has gone so far 
already as to be as applicable te anything else as 
the measure under consideration. I must therefore 
ask that the subject be laid on the table for a few 
minutes, in order to take up a deficiency bill from 
the Elouse. Unless an anti-slavery debate shall 
spring up. on the bill, I apprehend it will take 
but a few minutes to dispose of it. [Laughter.] It 
is one thatit is very desirable we should pass at 
once, and I hope therefore that the Senate will 
agree now to take it up. 
“°’Mr. PRATT and others. Let us have the ques- 
tion first on this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. Did the Senator make a 
motion ? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Not if thé vote can be 
taken at once on the amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Sewarp, and the vote was 
as follows : 7 

YEAS—Messrs. C 
ard, and Upham—5. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Batdwin, Barnwell, 
Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bright, Butler, Clay, Davis of Massa- 
chusetis, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Fetch, Frémont, Greene, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mangam, 
Mason,*Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Un- 
derwood, Wales, Whitcomb, and ‘Winthrop—45. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The. bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the question was on concurring with the amend- 
ments, first with that adding the third, fourth, and 
fifth sections to the bill. 

Mr. CLAY addressed the Senate, of which a 

- report, will be given hereafter. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope the Senate will now 
agree to take up the bill to which I have referred, 
for I know well what will become of the thing if 
this debate is to continue. 

On the motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill was ‘postponed until 
to-morrow. 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 

» The Clerk of the House of Representatives de- 
livered to the Senate the bill entitled “ An act re- 
specting fugitives from justice and persons escap- 
ing from the service of their masters,’ which the 
House of Representatives had passed’ without 
amendment. 

THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill from the House of Representatives to sup- 
ply a deficiency in the appropriation for pay and 
mileage of members of Congress for the present 
session. f 

The amendments reported by the Committee of 
Finance -were agreed to, one introducing the words 
“ of the House of Representatives,” and striking 
out the allowance of an additional $10 each for 
stationery, and the third appropriating $50,000 to 
the contingent fund of the House, without pre- 
scribing the purposes for which it was to be ex- 
pended. ` 

Mr. BENTON submitted an amendment to reg- 

ulate the mileage of Members and Senators from 
California, and the Delegate from Oregon. It pro- 
posed to pay them by the most usually travelled 
route within the United States. 

A long debate ensued. It was objected that 
there was no usually-travelled route “within the 
United States,” but the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
were concurred in. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted an amendment to 
prohibit the purchase of books, unless it shall be 
done in accordance with law, and the use of money 
from the contingent expenses of the two Houses 
for the purchase of books, except in compliance 
with existing contracts; which was not agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the per diem 
of the Senators and Representatives from Califor- 
nia was fixed to commence from the day upon 
which the constitution of that State was submitted 
to Congress by the President of the United States. 

The bill then passed through its final stages 
and was returned. to the House of Representatives, 
after which the Senate held a short Executive ses- 
sion, and . 

Then adjourned. 


hase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Hale, Sew- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, Septentber 13, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
OBITUARY. Í 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, rose and ad- 
dressed the House as follows: ; 

Mr. Sreaner: It is my painful duty to an- 
nounee the death of another member of this House. 
The honorable Henry Nes, late Representative of 
the fifteenth congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
expired at his residence on the evening of the 10th 
instant. For a long time he had been afflicted 
with a painful and wasting disease. 

Dr. Nes was a native of the borough of York, 
where he constantly resided until his death. His 
parents were among the most respectable and in- 
fluential citizens of that ancient town. Broperly 
appreciating the benefits of knowledge, they gave 
their son a liberal and professional education. He 
rose to considerable eminence, and acquired a large 
practice in his profession, which he followed until 
the people of his district required his public ser- 
vices. How he was esteemed here, I need not 
inform you who knew him. i 

When hishealth permitted, and sometimes when 


assiduous in the discharge of his public duties. 
Atthe commencement of this session of Congress, 
he rose from a bed of sickness, and, at great per- 
sonal risk, came here to attend the organization of 
this House; nor did he permit himself to be a.day 
absent, until disease rendered him too feeble to 
attend. 

Few men possessed as great and as enviable 
popularityas Dr. Nes. He was repeatedly elected 
to Congress from a district which never returned 
any other man of the same political party. His 
popularity was not accidental nor evanescent, for 
his constituents had known him from his child- 
hood. It was founded in the most amiable quali- 
ties of the human heart. Benevolence, generosity, 
and unfeigned pity for misfortune, were promi- 
nent characteristics of his nature. No child of 
affliction was ever so poor or humble as to seek 
his professional or pecuniary assistance in vain. 
The poor and the afflicted were all his friends; 
and their sorrow at his grave will do more honor 
to his obsequies than would the most splendid 
equipages of the great. He has left behind him 
numerous, respectable, attached, and mourning 
friends, but not a single enemy. If the blessings 
of the unfortunate, and the sincere prayers of pure 
and grateful hearts can furnish a safe passport to 
a better world, his has been a happy exit from 
this. I move the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep sensibil- 


ity the annunciation of the death of the Hon. Henry Nes, 
a member from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives of the 
deceased the expression of its sympathy in this afflicting 
event; and as a testimony of respect for the memory of the 
deceased, the memilters and officers of the House will go 
inip mourning by wearing crape on the left arm for thirty 

ays. 
‘Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for the mem- 
| ory of the deceased, the House do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted, 
And the House adjourned. 


PETITION. 
The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 
By Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of Joseph N. Askoy, 
for asetuement of his account at the Post Office Depart- 
meut. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, September 13, 1850. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial from John 
Smith, of New Orleans, Louisiana, setting forth 
that his steam vessel ‘‘ Cincinnati”? was chartered 
at Brazos by the Quartermaster’s department of 
the army to transport troops and supplies, &c. 
That his vessel was afterwards ordered to leave 
the waters where she was chartered, to carry troops 
and supplies to Tampico for the protection of that 
port, (then in possession of the naval force of the 
United States,) where she was detained for the 
requirements of the service. The memorialist was 
then ordered to take on board troops and an arma- 
ment for Marina, near which place his vessel was 
overtaken by a violent norther, driven ashore and 
lost, while engaged under the flag of the United 
l States, and subject to the order of the commanding 
| officer of the expedition; and that, as the. policy 


it would hardly justify his attendance, he was | 


pfi 


gurance was vitiated- when the- vessel w 


B 


ordered from the coast of Fexas, the memorialist ` 


conceives himself entitled. to foll indemnity. 
prays the same may. be extended.to him: by-Cone. * 
gress. The memorial was referred. to th@Com- 
mittee of Claims. nee Le bv kes 
JUDICIARY OF THE DISTRICT... %3 
Mr. WALKER. > Mr.-President,. some time 
since the Committee. on the ‘Judiciary ‘reported. 
upon certain memorials and. a bill that had been 
referred to them in regard to the reorganization, of 
the Judiciary of this Distriet. . Their report -was 


and. 3 


| ordered to be printed. The bill which was re- 


ferred to them was printed prior to its going: to. 
them. But before they reported, there was-a bill, 
which had been gotten up by the members. of the 
bar of the city of Washington, referred to them, - 
together with a memorial signed by twenty-seven 
members of the bar. 1 perceive that the Com- 
mittee in their report seem to have taken no notice 
of that bill or of that memorial, but direct. attep- 
tion in their report to certain letters which were 
received from what they term “leading members of 
the bar.” Asthis bill has received no attention from 
the committee, and as, in fact, it is not noticed in 
the report of the Judiciary Committee, I wish to 


‘have it printed, together with the memorial of the 


members of the bar, so that when the report of the 
committee is taken up for consideration we can 
have this bill and memorial before us. F therefore. 
move that this bill, which is among the papers re- 
ported back by the committee, together with ‘the 
memorial of the members of the bar, be printed. | 
The motion was agreed to. Ca. 
BILLS FOR CALIFORNIA. MeRi 
Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I entertain difer- 
ent views from my colleague {[Mr. Fremont) in 


| regard to some bills introduced by him yesterday. 


In order that the different committees may have 
the views of each of us, 1 give notice that I wil 
to-morrow, or some: subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce the following bills: f 

A bill to provide for the examination and settle- 
ment of titles and claims to land in California. 

A bill to establish certain light-houses, fog-sig~ 
nals, beacons and buoys on the coast of the State 
of California, and for the survey of the coast and 
harbors. 

A bill to create collection distriets in California, 
intended as a substitute to the bill reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. es, 

A bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause to be paid to the State of California . 
all moneys collected from customs in California, 
from the ratification of the treaty, of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo to the date of the admission of the State. 
into the Union. fog 

REPORT FROM A COMMITTER. 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee, of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition and ad- 
ditional documents in relation to the claim of Joh 
Hollohan, asking compensation as a day. watch- 
man, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same; which was agreed to. >., 


DEATH OF THE HON. HENRY NES.. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives by Mr. Youne, their Clerk: 

Mr. Prempent: L am directed to inform the 
Senate of the decease of the Hon. Henny Nes, & 
Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 
and to communicate the proceedings of the House 
thereupon: 

The Secrerary read the resolutions of the House, 

Mr. STURGEON. Mr. President, the painful 
intelligence that has just been announced to the 
Senate by a message from the House of Represen- 
tatives has warned us that death has again been in 
our midst. These frequent calls of the invisible 
upon the visible world speak to'us in language 
that cannot be misunderstood, We are admon- 
ished that all must die,-and that we must set our 
“house in order”? that we may be prepared to 
undertake the inevitable journey to that bourn 
from which no traveler returns. 

In the absence of my colleague, oecadioned by 
sickness, the duty devdlves upon me to say a few 


| words of the life and character of the deceased. 


Doctor Henry Nes was born in the town of 
York, York county, in Pennsylvania. There he 
spent his early childhood. ‘There be spent his 
manhood. There, amidst his friends, he de- 
scended to his grave. Mr. Nes qualified himself 


‘for the medical profession, which he commenced 
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to practice at'an early day: His urbanity of man- 
ners, his kind disposition, and his disinterested 
benevolence soon introduced him to a large and 
lucrative practice. That practice was continued 
for years, occasionally and partially interrupted 
by the calls that were made upon him to fill places 
of trust and responsibility in his native town. 

It was not until the year 1843 that Mr. Nes was 
elected a Representative in the: Congress of the 
United States. This was his first appearance on 
the theatre of public life. Mr. Nes did not repre- 
sent his district in the next Congress. He was, 
however, elected in 1846, and again reélected in 
1848. And as an evidence of his popularity, I 
may mention the fact that he was elected, although 
his district usually gave six or seven hundred 
Democratic majority. This speaks highly for his 
character and standing among the people of Penn- 
sylvania. The voice of Mr. Nes was seldom 

` heard'in the Hall of the House, but he was assid- 
uous in his application to thé duties that were 
devolved upon him by the several committees of 
which be was a member. Owing to his retiring 
character, his acquaintances were perhaps not 
many: But he had warm and ardent friends 
among those who were more immediately around 

im. 

Mr. Nrs died in the 52d year of his age. He 
will be missed much by his friends. To his chil- 


dren, whom he has left without the care of a mother |! 


or the protection of a father, the loss will be irre- 
parable, Butthey have the consolation to know 
that he died leaving them the inheritance of an 
irrenroachable character. 

Without saying anything more, Mr. President, 
I offer the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep sensi- 
bility the message from the House of Representatives an- 
-nouncing the death of the Hon. Henry Nes, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That, in token of respect. for the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate will wear the usai badge of mourn- 
ing thirty days. 

. Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 14, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. WALDO asked the unanimous consent to |} 


make one or two-adverse reports from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, for the purpose 
of having them printed. 
| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. There is 
nobody in the world whom I would more willingly 
obligethan my friend from Connecticut, but I really 
think the committees generally ought to be called, 
and therefore I must object to the gentleman’s 
report; unless all the committees can be called. 
" EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GEN. JACKSON. 
Mr. VENABLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to consider the reso- 
lution which I have sent to the Clerk’s table. 
Clarke Mills, the artist who has been employed to 
east the bronze statue of General Andrew Jack- 
son, has been much delayed for want of proper 
metal for. the work. He has incurred great ex- 
‘pense-by the delay, and some short time since he 
received. from the Government a quantity of brass 
cannon, which were useless for defence, but con- 
sidered useful for the object in view. - Upon an 
` analysis of the brass it is found to contain an un- 
due proportion of tin for the purpose of casting in 
bronze. There is in possession of the Government 
a quantity of old copper, which would be available 
to Mr. Mills, and the brass is precisely suitable for 
the purpose of casting cannon. i havea letter from 
Commodore Warrington recommending the ex- 
change of metals, and called upon the Secretary of 
_the Navy, who expressed his willingness to make 
the exchange should Congress approve of the ar- 
rangement. In order to prevent further delay, and 
‘as the exchange would be advantageous to all 
parties, T hope the House will at once adopt the 
resolution. : f 
The resolution was read, being a joint resolution 
‘relating to the equestrian statue of General Jack- 
„50b. i 
No objection being made— : 
"Phe resolution was received, read ‘three several 
‘times and passed. : 


Mr, DANIEL. I move that the rules be sus- 


pended, and-that the House resolve itself. into 
Commiites of the Whole upon the private calen- 

ar. : : 
ce DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I rise to a question 
of privilege. - I wish to present ALMon W. BAB- 
sirt, Esq., delegate from the Territory of Utah, 
whose credentials are on the files.of the House, 
that he may be sworn, and take his seat. ` 

, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
rises and presents the credentials of Mr. Babbitt, 


j as Delegate from the Territory of Utah, and asks 


that he may be sworn and take his seat as Dele- 
gate from that Territory. 
Mr. RUMSEY asked for the reading of the cre- 
dentials. ae 
A pause ensued—during which Mr. Harris 
and the Clerk were apparently looking for the pa- 
ers, 


Mr. DANIEL. Will it be in order to move to || 


postpone this matter? It seems to me there is 
some impropriety in admitting this man asa Dele- 
ate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will it be in order to move to 
postpone the consideration of this subject ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is not properly 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state that the credentials 
of the Delegate are not in my possession, but they 
are upon the files of the House. The credentials, 
the memorial of the Delegate, and the action of the 
body from which he comes, have been referred to 
the Committee on Elections. Thatbody proposed, 
at the time of his election, that he should take his 
seat when a territorial government was formed, 


] and not before. The Committee on Elections took 


upon themselves to report, not in accordance with 
the prayer of the petitioner, or of the government 
which he represents. His credentials are now 
on the files of the House, and as another Delegate 
cannot be elected in time to take his seat during 
the present Congress, I hope there will be no ob- 
jections to Mr. Babbitt taking his seat, 

The SPEAKER. The question is not properly 
before the House. The Chair suggests to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that it would be better not to raise 
this question until the credentials are presented. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is for the purpose of having 
the credentials brought forward, that I make the 
question at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not rule the 
question out of order, but he suggested, as the Clerk 
eannot lay his hands upon the papers, that the 
question be deferred until the case is fairly pre- 
sented. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Clerk will find in the 
printed report an extract from the memorial of the 
constituent body from which Mr. Babbitt comes. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
these credentials been acted upon by the House? 
If fam not mistaken, these same credentials have 
been presented, referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, reported by that committee, and acted upon 
by the House. I ask, are the same credentials a 
subject-matter for another inquiry ? : 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Harris.) Does the 
gentleman from Hlinois insist upon the considera-. 
tion of this subject now? 

Mr. HARRIS. I am willing thatit should pass 
over until Monday. But I give notice now, that 
I shall call it up at that time. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL renewed his motion to suspend 
the rules to proceed to the consideration of the 
private calendar. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
this motion. 


Mr. ASHMUN. What is the regular order of | 


business for the morning ? 
The SPEAKER. There being no private busi- 


ness on the Speaker’s table, the regular business į 
will be the call of the committees for reports; and | 
the first business of that nature will be the report | 


of the select committee which has occupied the at- 
tention of the House for several mornings, after 
which the House would proceed, upon the expi- 
ration of the morning hour, to the business on the 
Speaker’s table. The motion of the gentleman 
from Worth Carolina to suspend the rules to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the private calendar, 
is in order. 


Have not}! 


Mr: ASHMUN:.: Then F- understand: 
Honse refuse to go into the Committee: e 1 
Whole on the private calendar, the. business? will 
be the report of the select committee, of which: 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] 
is chairman? ; A 

The SPEAKER. That willbe the case.: 

The motion of Mr. Danie. was put; and. disa- 
greed to. wt stad : F 
THE LATE SECRETARY. OF THE INTERIOR: 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of. busi- 
ness is the report heretofore made by the gentle- 
man from Ilinois, {Mr. Ricuarpson,] from, the 
select committee appointed to inquire whether Mr. 
Ewing, late Secretary of the Interior, had not re- 
opened and paid certain accounts, and whether he 
had not improperly paid interest on others, &c. 

The resolutions reported by Mr. RICHARDSON 
from the majority of the committee, are as follow: 


Resolved, 'Fhat the payment by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of thirty-two thousand three hundred and eighty-two 
dollars and fifty cents, to the administrator of Commodore 
James Barron, as commutation pay for the naval services of 


: said Barron during the revolutionary war, was made in Vio~ 


lation of Jaw. 

Resolved, That officers of the Virginia navy during the war 
of the Revolution, are not entitled to commutation pay." 

Resolved, That the payment of compound interest in ‘the 
case of Commodore James Barron, was. made in violation 
of law. i 3 

Resolved, That the sum of $56,021 49 paid to Messrs, 
Corcoran and Riggs, as assignees of William M. Gwin, was 
justly due the Chickasaw Indians, and was improperly paid 
to Coreoran and Riggs. 

Mr. VINTON had moved to amend the said 
resolutions as follow: ; 

«That inasmuch as the resolutions proposed by the com- 
mittee raised on the motion of Mr. Richarpson, do not 
charge the Secretary of the Interior with any crime or 
misdemeanor, and do not propose any change of existing 
laws, but in eff-ct call apon this House to revise the decision 
of the proper officers of the Government upon a legal ques- 
tion affecting private rights, that the same be not concurred 
in.” ; 

The previous question had been seconded, and 
the main question had been ordered to be now 
put, which main question was first on agreeing to 
the amendment of Mr. VINTON. 

Pending this question— 

Mr. RICHARDSON had claimed the floor to 
close the debate, and had been interrupted at the 
outset of his remarks by the expiration of the 
morning hour. He now resumed and concluded 
his remarks, (which will be published in the Ap- 
pendix,) in reply to gentlemen who had. preceded 
him, and in further vindication of the positions 
taken in the majority report, impugning the con- 
duct of the ‘late Secretary of the Interior in the 
allowance of the claims in question. * 

Mr. R. having concluded— 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
was first on agreeing to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton. ] 

The resolutions and amendment were read, (as 


above.) 
Mr. RICHARDSON called the yeas and ‘nays; 
which were ordered. : 

The question upon agreeing to the amendment 
of Mr. Vinrow was taken, and -decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 94, nays 84; as follow: 


‘YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Bayly, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Bauer, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Elio, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Frecdley, Gentry, 
Gilbert, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Hay, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, W. 
T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, J. 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phoenix, Pitman, Powell, 
Putnam, Reed, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, 
Schermeriiorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, 
Stanty, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, ‘laylor, 
Jotm B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhilt, 
Vinton, Watkins, White, Wiliams, aud Wright—94, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bingham, 
Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, A. G. Brown, W. J. Brown, Buel, J. 
Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Caruer, Cleveland, Clingman, w. 
R. W. Cobh, Colcock, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Ewing, Featherston, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green, 
Hall, Hamilton, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, 
Hubbard, lage, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 


“Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Leffler, Litdefield, Jub 


Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, MeLanahan, Me- 
Mullen, McWiilie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Orr, 
Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Richardson. Robbins, Rob- 


| inson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, 
| Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thomason, 


Walden, Waldo, Wallacc, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wiid- 
rick, Wood, Woodward, and Young—04, 


= 


# So the amendment of Mr. Vinton was agreed 
to. ; 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. JONES called for the reading. | : 

The resolution as amended was again read. ` 

Mr. HALL tade a remark not audible at the 
reporter’s desk. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order 
now to move that the resolution be laid upon the 
table ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move that 
the whole subject be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ALLEN (not hearing the Speaker’s reply) 
repeated his question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the 
table isin order. If it should be agreed to, it will 
carry to the table the report and the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the whole subject 
be laid upon the table. 

There was much confusion in the Hall. Some 
time elapsed in the restoration of order—the 
Speaker giving notice, that if conversation was 
not suspendéd, and members did not take their 
seats, the Speaker would be compelled to call them 
by their names. 

Mr. MEADE inquired of the Speaker, whether, 
if the resolution was laid upon the table, the re- 
port would also take that direction. 

The SPEAKER explained that it would. i 

The question, “ Shall the whole subject be laid 
upon the table?” was then taken and decided in 
the negative, without a division. 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid upon the table. 

The question then again recurred on the adop- 
tion of the resolution as amended, and being taken 
resulted—yeas 93, nays 90; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bayly, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Bur- 
rows, Chester Builer, Thomas B. Butter, Joseph P, Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Eliot, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan vans, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, 
Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, William T. 
Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Maan, Marshall, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, 
Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phenix, Pitman, 
Powell, Putnam, Reed, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, 
Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, 
John B. ‘Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, ‘Tuck, Underhill, 
Vinton, Watkins, White, Williams, and Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Beale, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, AlbertG. Brown, William 
J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, 
Cleveland, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Colcock, Diimmick, 
Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fulier, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hibbard, Hoagiand, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, 
Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonald, Mc- 
fuanahan, MeMuilen, Mc Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Morris, Orr, Parker, Peaxiee, Phelps, Pouer, Richardson, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, 
Frederiek P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Venable, Walden, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, 
Woodward, and Young—90. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. VINTON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Ata subsequent stage of the day’s proceedings— 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to change his vote on the amend- 
ment. He had voted in the negative under a 
misapprehension of the question. He should have 
voted: in the affirmative. f 

The SPEAKER put the question, and stated 
that the change of the vote would not affect the 
result. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
BAYLY and CLINGMAN. 


Objection being made the vote was not changed. 
VIRGINIA CLAIMS. 


Mr. HALL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to give notice that he would hereafter 
ask leave to introduce a bill, entitled ** A. bill in re- 
lation to the claims of Virginia officers for half 

a 2 
p Mr. VINTON. E hope the Speaker will pro- 
ceed to call the committees for reports. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
notice of the bill indicated by the gentleman from 
Missouri? (Mr. Haut.) 

No objection having been made, the notice was 
given and was ordered to be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. DUNHAM gave notice ander the rule that 
he would, at an early day, ask leave to introduce a 
joint resolution relative to the payment of claims 
under the 3d section of an act, approved July 5, 
1832, entitled ‘ An act to provide for liquidating 
and paying certain claims of the State of Vir- 
ginia.” ‘ 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 


ts Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on En- 


rolled Bills, reported correct (among others) the 
bill in relation to fugitive slaves. And the bill 
received the signature of the Speaker. 

Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a joint resolution from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. It was, he said, a 
matter in which humanity was concerned, and he 
hoped that there would be no objection to it. 

Mr. VINTON. I object, and call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

Mr. BAYLY, (to the Speaker.) Has the morn- 
ing hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 

ired. : 

Mr. BAYLY. Then I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on. the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. VINTON. I move that the House proceed 
with the call of the committees for reports. 

The question was stated to be on the motion of 
Mr. Bayty. 

Mr. VINTON. I hope it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, (to the Speaker.) Is the bill for 
the pay of members on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. That bill is on the Speaker's 
table. [Laughter.] 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. BayLy, and the vote stood—ayes 55; noes 80. 

Tellers were asked and refused. . : 

So the House refused to proceed to the consider- 
ation of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
committees for reports, commencing where the call 
was last suspended. 


POST OFFICE BILL 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which had been referred the bill making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department, which had been returned from the 
Senate, with amendments, reported back the said 
amendments, with a recommendation that they be 
concurred in by the House. 

Mr. BAYLY. The only change 

Several Voices. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr- BAYLY. +1 will suggest that it is hardly 
worth while to detain the House with reading 
them. The only amendment of any consequence 
is one making the appropriations specific, as was 
attempted in this House, instead of making them 
in the lump. ` Some other changes there are, but 
not of much moment. The appropriations are 
reduced ten thousand dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments must be 
reported to the House, unless by unanimous con- 
sent the reading should be dispensed with. Does 
any gentleman call for the reading? 

No member having called for the reading— 

The question was taken, and, without a division, 
the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways and 


| Means, reported back with amendments, and asked 
a concurrence therein, Senate bill entitled “An 


act making an appropriation for a custom-house at 
Bangor, in the State of Maine;” which bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be prigted. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
| back with amendments the House bill authorizing 
the erection of a custom-house in the city of Cin- 


| einnati; which bill and amendments were referred 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
La bill authorizing the erection of a custom-house 
in the city of St. Louis, which was read a first-and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union;and 
ordered to be printed: 5 a rpa 


THE TARRE 080 VE: 
The Committee of Ways. and Means having 
been called— "0 5 i te ve 
Mr. TOOMBS said, he held in his hand g reve 
lution from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Since that resolution was agreed: toby the com- 
mittee, a great change"had taken place in the pub- 
lic mind, his own with the rest,as to the propriety 
of its passage. He would, however, send it to 
the Chair to be reported in pursuance of the order 
of the committee. = 
The report was read, as follows: ` ot ea 
The Committee of Ways. and Means, to-which 
was referred several petitions and memorials rela- 


ting to the tariff, beg leave to report: 


Resolved, That, in the judement of the cammittee, itis in- 
expedient at this time to attempt any legislation upon the 
subject of altering the existing duties on imports. i 

The report having been read— 

Mr. VINTON said, I move to amend the report 
by striking out all after the word “ resolved,”’ and 
insert the following: 

« That the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
to report on Tuesday next, at the hour of half-past eltven 
o'clock, a. m., a bill in the words following, to wit: 

& Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the proviso of the second section of the aċt- of Congress, 
entitled < An act making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of Government for the . year ending the- 
30ih June, 1847, and for other purposes,” approved on the 
10th day of August, 1846, shall be construed to, reqnire the 
appraisers in appraising all goods, wares, and merchandise, 
imported after thirty days from the passage of this act,.nto 
any port of the United States, to adopt the average, market 
vaiue of similar articles, in the principal ports of the United 
States, during the year ending the 30ih day of June, 1846, 
under such general regulations to be preseribed by'the-Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as Shall prevent: frauds and under- 
valuations, and secure a uniform valuation throughout the 
United States: Provided, however, That in no case shall 
duties be assessed on a valuation Jess than the market value 
of the article in the principal ports of the United States, at 
the time of entry.” 


Mr. VINTON, Iwill sénd up to the Chair the 
section proposed to be amended, so that the House- 
may have it before them: 


“ Provided, Said salary shall not commence, or appoint- 
ment take effect, prior to the thirtieth of November next, 
and in appraising all goods at any port of the United States, 
heretofore subjected to specifie duties, but upon which-ad 
valorem duties are imposed by the act of the 30th July last, 
entitled “ An act reducing the duty on imports and for other 
purposes,” reference shall he had to values and invoices of 
similar goods imported during the fast fiscal year, under sneh 
general’and uniform regulations for the prevention of fraud 
orundervaluation as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury.” 


Mr. V. This is one of those propositions that 
everybody can understand. We have not time to 
discuss it. I therefore move the previous question. 

Mr. HALL. I move a call ofthe House? 

The SPEAKER propounded the question, Shall 
there be a call of the House? 

The question being taken— : 

The SPEAKER said, it appeared to be decided 
in the negative. 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 

The question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 84, nays 101; a8 follow: 


YEAS-——Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bingham, Booth, A. G. Brown, W. J. Brown, Buel, Jo- 
seph Cabie, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, Cleveland, W. 
R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Dinnnick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gorman, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
Holmes, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Joha- 
son, Jones, Jnlian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Lefiier, 
Littlefield, McClernand, McDowell, Mclanahan, McMul- 
len, MeQueen, Miller, Mijlson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Parker, 
Peaslec, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Rvot, Roes, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, Veuable, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whitdesey, Wildrick, 
Woot, Wondward, and Young—84. : 

|. NAYS—Measrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Chester Buter, Thomas B. Butler, Jo- 
seph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Carter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, 
Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Witiam T. Jackson, 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G.. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Meach- 
awi, Moore; Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Oxle, Otis, Outlaw, 
Pbænix; Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Robbins, Rose, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Silvester, 
Sprague, Stanly, A. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Tay- 


lor, James Thompson, Juba B. Thompson, ‘Thurman 


Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, White 
Williams—101.” i 2 ; , and 


So the House refused a call, 


TH 
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The question, “‘ Will the Fouse second the de- 
mand for.the previous question? was taken. 

The SPEAKER announced ayes 82, noes 70. 

Mr. HUBBARD called for tellers. : 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs, 
Fearnerston and Duncan were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported ayes 89, noes 79. : : 

So there was a second. Fae 

The main question was ordered.to be now put. 

: Mr. PHELPS. The first question, I believe, 

is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

IL move to lay the whole subject on the table. 
‘Mr. MORSE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays.were ordered, 

_ And the question being, « Shall the whole sub- 
ject be laid on the table?” 

Mr. VENABLE stated that he had paired off 
with the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haz- 
Loway,] at his request, for this day; he therefore 
declined. to vote. ey 

Mr. DANIEL stated that he had paired off for 
the day. with one of his colleagues, (Mr. Snerp- 
PERD,} who was too much indisposed to remain 
in’ his ‘seat, 

Mr. KAUFMAN stated that he had paired off 
with the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Newer] ; 
nuMe. OWEN stated thathe had paired off with 
‘the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON having also paired off, 
voted inadvertently, and was allowed to withdraw 
his vote. 
~ The question, ‘Shall the whole subject be laid 
upon the table??? was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 93, nays 94; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertsun, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beate, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Ajbert G. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Cartier, Cléaveland, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, 
Hubbard, inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andew Johnson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littlefield, Job-Mann, Mason, McClernand, Me- 
Donald, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Mc- 
Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Mortis, Morse, Orr, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Robinson, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
B: Stanton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Wood- 

` ward. and Young—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Audrews, 
Asbmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, t hester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P. Cald- 

well, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, 
Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, 
Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, 
Gentry, Giddings. Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hainpton, 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Hebry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, 
Hanter, William T., Jackson, James L, Jonnson, KerryG. 
G. King, James G. ‘King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McGaughey, McK issock. Finis £.McLean, 
‘Meacham, Moore,Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, 
Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Robbins, Root, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silves- 
ter, Sprague, Stanly, Alexander Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Tavlor, James Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, 
Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, White, and Wil- 


. ‘liams—94, 


So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid on the table. . 

: The question thén recurred on agreeing to the 
substitute amendment of Mr. Vinron. F 
Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired whether it 
would now be in order to move a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, the previous questiog having been seconded. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

The question, “Shall the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Vinton] be agreed to?” 
was taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 93, 
nays 96; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Baker, Benriett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Na- 
than Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Gilmore, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell; Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Bebard, Henry, 
Hiltiard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, 
James L: Johnson, : Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Horace’ “Mann, Marshall, Matteson, Mce- 
Gaughey, McKissock, Finis E. Me Lean, Meacham, Moore, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Phoenix, Pitman, 
Putnam, Reed, Robbins, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, 
Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, 

“Taylor, James. Thompson, Jobn B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton; Watkins, White, and 

Willams——93.- i i E : 
` NAYS—-Messrs. Alberstson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Béale,; Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert-G. Brown, 


Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman, Wiliam- 
son R.“W. Cobb, Coleock, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, 
Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Joseph: W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Litulefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, MeDon- 
ald, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, MeQueen, Mce- 
Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phelps, Pouer, Powell, Robinson, Ross, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard B. Stan- 
ton, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Walden, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Wood- 
ward, and Young—96. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
original resolution reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means— 

Mr. BROOKS, Mr. NELSON, and others de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading 
of the resolution. 

Tt was read. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, desired to 
make one inquiry. Had not the question been 
taken upon the amendment, and had not the 
original resolution been stricken out? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the 
table was put and rejected; the question recurred 
on agreeing to strike out the resolution of the com- 
mittee, and to insert, in lieu thereof, the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Vinton,} 98 a substitute. That motion was re- 
jected. The question now is upon agreeing to the 
original resolution of the committee. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of Mr. Vinron had been 
rejected, and to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays on laying the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS withdrew his motions. 

The question, ‘ Will the House concur in the 
report of thé committee?’ was taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 91, nays 93; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobh, Coleock, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gor- 
man, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
Howa d, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Jutian, Preston King; La 
Sère, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, 
McDonald, McDowell, MeLanaban, McMullen, McQueen, 
MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Orr, 
Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Rabin- 
son, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Stauton, Stetson, Thomas, Jaenb Thoinpson, Waldo, Wal- 
lace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, 
and Young—91. 

NAYS—Messrs, Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 


Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Casey, 


Doty, Dunean, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Hav, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Hous- 
ton, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, James L. John- 
son, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
H. Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, MeKissock, F. 
E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rob- 
bins, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- 
horn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Taylor, James Thon:p- 
son, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Tack, Under- 
hill, Vinton, Watkins, White, and Williams—93. 


So the House refused to concur in the report. 

Mr. BROOKS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, for the purpose, he said, if that motion should 
prevail, of offering the following resolution: 


Resolved, Thata committee of seven be appointed to sit 
during the recess, and to inquire into the operation of the 


suing session of Congress, to the House. 

And that said committee have power to summon wit- 
nesses to take testimony, or to incur such expenses as they 
may deem indispensably necessary to obtain information. 


The resolution having been read— 
Mr. BROOKS proceeded to speak. 


order; but, upon an explanation by the Speaker, 
did not press it. 

Mr. BROOKS remarked, that the resolution ex- 
plained itself. 
mittee which should be permitted to sit during the 
recess, to consider and report upon the subject. 


It committed the House to no particular course of 


William 4: Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell,” 


Chandler; Clarke, Coie, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, | 


existing tariff system, with all the facts relating thereto or | 
connected therewith, and that they report the same, the en- j 


Mr. RICHARDSON interposed to a point of ; 


Ft merely proposed to raise a com- |! 


action, but left the subject.open. to: 
He demanded the previous question, > 
Mr. B. subsequently, however, withdr 


remark, renew-it. ; 

Mr. B. stated, that he should oppose this. reso- 
lution, and he should detain the House with but 
one considération in regard to it., If such a.com- 
mittee as this was raised, he said it was perfectly © 
certain that no one could serve upon it-except gen- 
tlemen from the cities and towns. All of us, said 
he, who represent the agricultural interests, and 
are engaged in the business of farming or: plant- 
ing, are compelled, after a long session such as 
this has been, to go home and look after. their pri- 
vate affairs. The result will be, if such a commit- 
tee be raised—the result will be, as I have said, that 
no one representing the agricultaral interests. can 
serve upon it, After having been absent from 
home for such a length of time, it was absolutely 
necessary that he should return home and look after 
his private affairs; and such, he had no doubt, would 
be the case with every farmer and planter. He 
renewed the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table.. 

Mr. BROOKS asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. a 

The SPEAKER, in reply to inquiries from sev- 
eral quarters, explained the state of the question, 
and said that the only question before the House 
ne on laying the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. : 

Mr. ASHMUN. If the vote should be recon- 
sidered, will it not then be in order for the gentle- 
man from New York {Mr. Brooxs] to offer his 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. If the vote should be recon- 
sidered, the subject will be open to amendment, as 
it was originally. 

The question, Shall the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table? was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 93, nays 92; as follow: 


-YEAS—Messrs. ANbertton, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, . 
Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown, 


i William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, G. A. t aldwell,’ J. 
; P. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman 


W. R. W, Cobb, 
Coleock, .Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Darkee, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, Falter, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, I. G. Harris S. W. Barris, T. 
L. Harris, Hibhard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, 
Hibbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Jolinson, R. W, 
Johnson, Jones, Preston King, La Sére, Lefiler, Littlefield, 
Joh Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDonaid, McDowell, 
McMullen, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Morris, Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, 
Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, 
R. H. Stanton, Steteon, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Wal 
den, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, 
Wood, Woodward, and Young—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, 


i Chandler, Ciarke, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dicke: 
Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Briggs, Brooks, |} , Heaney $ 4 y> Y» 


Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hil- 
liard, Houston, Howe, William T. Jackson, James ib. 
Johnson, Kerr, G. G. King, J. G. King, J. A. King, H. Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, McLanahan, 
E. E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Phoenix, Pitman, ‘Putnam, | Robbing, 
Reed, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Sacke t, Schenck, Schermer- 
horn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Taylor, James Thomp- 
son, John B. Thompson, Thurman, tuck, Underhill, Vinton, 
Watkins, White, and Williams—92. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the ta- 
ble, and the subject was thus disposed of. 


THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the House proceed 

to business on the Speaker’s table. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I move to take up the-pri- 
vate bills on the Speaker’s table. Friday and Sat- 
urday are, by the rules, set apart for the consider- 
atian of private business. If we intend to: do 
anything in private business, before Congress ad- 
journs, we should commence it to-day. There-are 
several bills from the Senate, of a private charac- 
ter, upon the Speaker’s table. I hope they willbe 
taken up. $ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. It is Sat- 
urday; we cannot get at private bills. I move that 


| the House adjourn. 


The question was taken, and 
The SPEAKER announced—ayes 67, noes 74. 
Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 


McQuzen and Casey were appointed. 
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The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 44, noes 82. - 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER now stated, that this being pri- 
vate bill day, the motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of business on the Speaker’s table was not 
in order, except by unanimous consent. And the 
Speaker would have so ruled this morning had his 
attention been called to the fact, that there were 
any printed bills on the table. 

Mr. POTTER asked the unanimous consent to 
introduce a resolution, the object of which was un- 
derstood to be to exempt the mail wagons of the 
House from city license tax. He was understood 
to say, that the Sergeant-at-Arms had been ar- 
rested for refusing to pay the license tax levied by 
the city authorities. 

The reception of the resolution was objected to. 

And the reading was objected to. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Biils, made a report. 

The following bills from the Senate were taken 
up, an 

"Phe Senate bill entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of John M. McIntosh,” was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. f 

Senate bill entitled “ An act for the relief of 
William Hardin,” was read a first and second 
time by its title. 

Mr. HARALSON asked that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

The CHAIR said that it contained an appropria- 
tion of money, and must, therefore, be referred, 

On motion by Mr. HARALSON, the bill was 
then referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The Senate bill entitled “ An act for the relief 
of Lewright Browning,” coming up in order, was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked that the bill be put on 
its passage. He explained that the bill was in- 
tended to grant a pension to the widow of Lieuten- 
ant Browning, late of the navy, who was drowned 
by the upsetting of a boat on the coast of Califor- 
nia, afew monthsago. Lieutenant Browning was 
engaged under the command of Lieutenant Bache, 
in the survey of thatcoast. Both these Lieuten- 
ants were drowned. As Lieutenant Bache was 
acting under orders, his widow was entitled to re- 
ceive a pension; but Lieutenant Browning, who 
was on leave of absence, had volunteered his ser- 
vices on the solicitation of Lieutenant Bache; and 
not being technically under orders when lost, his 
widow was not entitled to a pension. Orders, 
however, had been transmitted to him by the de- 
partment, but had not been received at the time of 
the occurrence. This bill was intended to place 
his widow on the same footing with the widow of 
Lieutenant Bache. He hoped there would be no 
objection to putting the bill on its passage. He 
concluded by moving the previous question; which 
received.a second, and the main question was or- 
dered to be put. i 

The question was then put on ordering the bill 


to a third reading, and carried in the affirmative. - 


Jt was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLER moved that the House adjourn. 
The question was put, and decided in the negative. 

The following Senate bills coming up in their 
order, were read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred as indicated below, viz: 

An act to increase the pension of Isaac Watts 
Griffith. On motion by Mr. LEFFLER, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth L. Blackburn. 
Referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, 

An act for the relief of the administrators of 
Major Frederick D. Mills, deceased. Referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Anact for the relief of Charles Kellett. Mr. 
GRINNELL wished the bill to be put upon its 
passage, but it was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

An act for the relief of Charles Lynch. On mo- 
tion by Mr. WALDO, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House. . 

An act for the relief of Charles Reeder and Wal- 
ter R. Johnson, and the legal representatives of 
Thomas P. Jones. On motion by Mr. DAN- 
IEL, referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act granting a pension to John Leroy. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invaled Pensions. 


* 


An act for the relief of the American Coloniza- 
tion Society. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The question recurred, and was taken, on the 
motion of Mr. Bayty to proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table, and was 
agreed to. 7 
_ PAY AND MILEAGE. 

The first business was the consideration of the 
bill of the Honse making appropriations to supply 
a deficiency in the former appropriations for the 
pay and mileage of the members of the present 
Congress, which had been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. 

Several of the amendments were agreed to with- 
out a division. 


The following amendment of the Senate being 
under consideration: : 

Strike out all after the word ‘Provided’ to the end of 
line 13, and in lieu thereof insert: p 

© That the mileage of the Senators and Representatives 
from California, and the the Delegates from Oregon, be com- 
puted aceording to the most usual traveling route within the 
limits of tbe United States; and the per diem of the said 
Senators and Representatives, for this session, shall com- 
mence from the day on which the constitution of California 
was first communicated to the two Houses of Congress, re- 
spectively.” 

And the question being * Will the House con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate ??’— 

Messrs. CARTTER and McGAUGHEY de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading 
of the amendment. ; 

It was read. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out the words “ the usu- 
ally traveled route,” and inserting the words ‘in 
accordance with the existing law, which provides 
for the pay of the members of this House.” 

He said there was no reason for a discrimination 
between the members. He wished the existing 
law to apply to the members from California and 
the Delegate from Oregon, in the same manner as 
to the other members of the House. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, wished some 
information as to the effect of this amendment— 
whether it would increase the mileage of the Cali- 
fornia members or not? 

Mr. HALL said the place in which he resided, 
(St. Joseph,) was about cqui-distant from this | 
city and from San Francisco. 1 It was about two 
thousand miles from here to St. Joseph. The 
whole effect of this amendment would be to give 
these gentlemen twice the amout of mileage which 
he (Mr. H.) received, while their expenses were 
ten times as much. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does not 
the Senate’s amendment increase their compensa- 
tion above that given by the bill of the House ? 

Mr. HALL. Only about $800. 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘I am in favor of the Senate’s 
amendment. 

Mr. HALL. Soam I. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri speaks of his own mileage as a standard. I 
wish to inquire what is the amount which he re- 
ceives? 

Mr. HALL. About $1,670. 

Mr. STEVENS (resuming) said, he was in fa- 
vor of the Senate’s amendment, and hoped it would 
prevail. It gives the members from California no 
more in proportion to the ‘distance traveled, than 
the other members of the House received, and 
they had a rough road to come. 
discriminations, and urged that the same rule | 
should be applied to all the members of Congress. 

Mr. CARTTER said he was altogether opposed 
to the amendment of the Senate. It rested upon 
a false basis. The Representatives from Califor- 
nia would under it receive nearly two thousand 
dollars more than was received by any of the 
other members of that House; and for doing 
what? For merely getting on board a steamer 
and traveling for a week! Of what service was it 
to the Government? It was merely for the conveni- 
ence of the gentlemen themselves, that they might 
reach their homes. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (continued -Mr. C.,) with this as the 
basis for his reasoning, concludes that the Delegate 
from Oregon and the Representativss from Cali- 
fornia should have twice as much as the other 
members of this body. Assuming his basis of 
reasoning to be true, I admit that the deduction is 


He objected to |! 


and erroneous. There ‘is no ‘more reason why 
those gentlemen representing the remote parts of 
this Republic’ should take out of the Treasury. of 
this Government a greater amount for this branch: 
of their compensation, than there: is for giving 
them an increased per diem allowance : The rule. . 
relating to mileage ought-to be such that members. _ 
should receive compensation in proportion. to the 
expense of travel and the time consumed. This is 
the only correct basis. The House, in the bill as it 
stood when sent to the Senate, undertook to ċor- 
rect the enormous inequality in the compensation of 
members which now exists. It is true that it at= 
tained but a slight approach to a correction of that 
inequality; but it was, at all events, a beginning 
of the correction of the evil, and now it_is..pro- 
posed to make a retrograde movement. It is an 
evil which must sooner or later be corrected. The 
people demand that it shall be; it is an injustice 
towards all the other members on this floor. 
There is no reason whatever why the gentlemen 
from Virginia, who are within two days’ travel of 
their homes, should receive, as compensation. for 
their services in Congress, only fifty per cent. on 
the amount received by the Representatives from 
California. It is the grossest injustice towards 
| the other members that the Representatives from 
California and Oregon should receive, merely be- 
cause they have a week longer to travel, so large 
asum as $3,600—a sum so disproportionate to 
that received by all the other members. As ‘to 
the additional expense to which they are subjected, 
we have the statement of the Delegate from Ore- 
gon, that the whole expense of travel to California 
or Oregon does not exceed seven hundred dollars. 
The cost of travel in going to and returning from 
California and Oregon is daily becoming less, and 
the journey is daily becoming more convenient 
and comfortable; and yet, instead of putting them 
on an equality with the other members of this 
House, by giving them a reasonable allowance 
for the additional distance, you propose to pay. 
them the enormous sum of $3,600. The difficulty 
in the way of the whole of this reasoning is, that 
it is based upon a wrong rele, and an arbitrary 
one. The doctrine is, that inasmuch as you have 
commenced a system of injustice and of wrong, 
you must follow out that system of injustice and 
wrong to whatever extent it may lead you. This 
is the doctrine that is proposed by the Senate’s 
amendment; and if 1 mistake not, it is intended to 
cover up a matter in the other end of this Capitol 
that may yet be brought to light. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said, he thought that 
after the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, the 
House was probably ready to vote upon, and to 
adppt the amendment of the Senate. He would 
therefore move the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON remarked, that there seemed 
to be two branches to the Senate’s amendment, 
| one yeferring to the mileage, and the other to the 
time of the commencement of the per diem allow- 
| ance. Ele asked for a division of the question, so 
| as to take the vote separately upon each branch. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined 
the amendment to see whether it is divisible. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment proposes, 
not only to fix the mileage, but also the time from 
which the per diem shall be calculated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have not yielded the floor, and Ihave asked for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. 
been moved. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Task whether—— = osios] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
point of order. He desired to know. if there was 
not in the amendment of the Senate an increase of 
appropriation? we 

The SPEAKER. There is no appropriation 
either in the bill or theamendments. It merely 


The previous question has.: 


|| fixes the basis upon which the appropriations shall 


be made. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to theamendment proposed by Mr. Preston Kine, 
and it was rejected. : 

The question recurring on the amendment of the 
| Sénate— 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 
They were ordered, and the question being taken, 
the result was—yeas 70, nays 98; as follow: 


correct. But the difficulty is that the basis is false 


YEAS—Messrs. Andrews, Baker, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, 


1850.. E 


THE CONGR 


Boyd, Briggs, W. J. Brown, Burrows, Calvin, Casey, Chand- 
ler, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Dun- 


ean, Fowler, ‘Fuller, Gerry, Gould, Grinnell, Ball, T. fa- 


Harris, Haymond, Henry, Holmes, Howard, W T. Jackson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King, La Sère, Leffler, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, McClernand, Mc Willie, Meacham; Moore, 
Morse, Morton, Ogle, Orr, Peasice, Phelps, Pitman, Schenck, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Silvester, 
Sprague, Stanly. Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Tavlor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, and White—70. 

NAYS—Messrs, Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, Ashe, 
Asbhinun, Averett, Bayly, Bingham, Booth, Bowlin, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Coteock, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Eliot, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Freedley, Gentry, Git- 

` more, Gorman, Gott, Green, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, 
isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Hib- 
bard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Joo Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, Matteson, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Hanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Morris, Nelson, Gutlaw, Parker, Potter, Powell, Putnam, 
Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rovt, Ross, Rum- 
sey, Savage, Sawtelle, Strang, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
James ‘Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wal- 
dace, Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, 
Wood, Woodward, Wright, and Young—98. 

So the amendment of the Senate was not con- 
curred in. 

. The question now being on concurring in the 
last amendment of the Senate striking out the 
clause appropriating $50,000 for books ordered for 
new members of the present Congress, and in- 

‘ereasing the contingent fund of the House to that 
amount, the question was put and the amendment 
was concurred in, without a division . 

On motion by Mr. WALDEN leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House, for the 
purpose of presenting the same at the proper de- 
partment, the papers in the case of Joseph Dana. 

On motion, the House then adjourned till Mon- 
day next. 


IN SENATE, 
Sarurpar, Seplember 14, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
bodya communication from the Department of 
State, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 2d August, calling for a copy of the 
report made by the Rev. R. R. Gurley, who was 
recently sent out by Government to obtain infor- 
mation in respect to Liberia, in Africa, transmit- 
ting a copy of said report. y 

The communication was ordered to lie on the 
table, and the motion to print was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GWIN presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of California, instructing the Senators 
and requesting the Representatives of that State 
in Congress to use their exertions to procure grants 
of land to each commissioned officer who served 
in the army of the United States during ‘the late 
war with Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented three several memo- 
rials, numerously signed by citizens of the coun- 
ties of Essex and Clinton, in the State of New 
York, representing that the mountains of these 
counties are filled with the richest iron ores and 
covered with extensive forests; that upon the re- 
duction of these ores with the wood of these for- 
ests, by their labor, they depend for their support; 
and that the low price of all kinds of iron in Eng- 
land, during the years 1848 and 1849, has caused 
excessive importations, which have so reduced the 
market value of all kinds of iron in this country as 
to threaten the ruin and prestration of all engaged 
in that branch of American manufactures. They 
earnestly ask that Congress will levy an additional 
duty on all foreign iron imported, and that the 
duty be a specific sum on each two thousand pounds 
imported, that the American producer may know 


the amount of duty the foreigner has to pay to. 


get the surplus products of all other nations into 
competition with the small Manufactories and free 


ferred to the Committee of Finance. 
TREATY WITH CHINA. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the message of the 
President of the United States, containing the re- 
port of the Commissioner to China, in relation to 
carrying into effect certain provisions of the treaties 
‘between the United States and China, reported a 
bill to repeal so much of the act approved-the llth 


: f | for consideration: 
labor of this country. The memorials were re- | 


fs lay before the Senate the proceedings of a board of offi- 


August, 1848, as extends the provisions thereof to 
Macao; which was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Commit- 
“tee of the Whole. The bill was then reported to the 
Senate, and, no amendment being proposed, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Š COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian-Affairs, to which was referred thespetition of 
James M. March, asked to be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. i 
PENSION BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
resolution of the Senate, directing the Committee 
on Military Affairs to inquire into the expediency 
of granting a pension to the widow of Lieutenant 
Colonel Æneas Mackay, reported a general bill 
entitled “ A bill to provide pensions for the widows 
and orphans of deceased officers and soldiers,” 
and’asked that it might have its second reading at 
this time. There being no objection, the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill provides for five years’ pensions to the 
widows and orphans of officers and soldiers of the 
United States. f 

The first section provides that if any officer, 
non-commissioned officer, artificer, farrier, black- 
smith, musician, or private, belonging to the army 
of the United States, or to the militia in the service 
of the United States, whether by draft or by vol- 
untary enrollment, shall be killed, or die by reason 
of a wound received, or disease contracted, or in- 
jury received while in the Ifne of their duty, leaving 
a widow, or if no widow, a child or children, 
under sixteen years of age, such widow, or if no 
widow, such child or children shall be entitled to 
receive half the monthly pay to which the deceased 
was-entitled at the time of his death, the allowance | 
to continue for the term of five years thereafter. 

The second section provides that if, before the 
expiration of the said term of five years, the widow 
should marry again, or die, leaving no children, or 
there being no widow, if the child or children 
should die before the expiration of the term of five | 
years, then, in either case, the half-pay allowance 
shali cease. But if the widow, having been placed 
on the pension roll, should die before the expira- 
tion of the term of five years, leaving a child or 
children, the half pay shall be allowed for the re- 
mainder of the term to the child or children of the 
deceased soldier, as thereinbefore provided. 

The third section provides that if any officer, 
non-commissioned officer, artificer, farrier, black- | 
smith, musician, or private of the army of militia, į 
whilst in the service of the United States, shall, 
since the seventh day of May, 1845, have been 
killed in battle, or have died of wounds received in 
the line of his duty, his widow or children shall be 
entitled to the provisions of the foregoing sections, 
subject to all the restrictions and limitations therein 
contained. 

Mr. CLAY. This is an important bill, and one 
which should be printed and deliberately ex- 
amined, before action is had upon it. With this | 
view, I move that it be laid on the table, and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COLLECTION OF REVENUE IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he requested 
to communicate to the Senate a copy of any reports that 
may have heen made to the department upon the subject of 
securing and collecting the revenue from customs, and other 
matters of public interest in California, by any official agent 
appointed by said department, accompanied by such sug- 
guestions and recommendations as the Secretary of the | 
Treasury may deem advisable. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
-< Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution 


| 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


: cers of the navy convened at Washington for the purpose of | 
; advising in regard to promotions in the navy, and holden by 
order of the Secretary of the Navy during the time George 
‘Bancroft, Esq., was Secretary of the Navy, or subsequent 
to that time. 
BILLS FOR CALIFORNIA. i 
Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of notice asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide for the 
examination and settlement of titles and claims to 


land in California; which was read a first and secs 
ond time by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed.) 
Also, a bill to establish: certain light-houses,-fog 
signals, beacons, and buoys on the coast of the 
State of California, and for the survey of the coast 
and harbors ofsaid State; which was read a first and 
econd time by its.title and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. : 
Also, a bill to provide for the-survey of public 
lands in ` California, the granting of donation of 
rights therein, and the issuing of permits to Amer- 
ican citizens to work the mines; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be « 
printed. i 
Mr. FREMONT, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
to grant donations of land to the early, and pre- 
emption rights to the subsequent settlers in Cali- 
fornia; which was read a first and second time by 
ia title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
ands. 


GOLD MINES IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. FREMONT. Agreeably to previous no- 
tice Iask leave to introduce ‘A bill to make 
temporary provision, for the working and dis- 
covery of gold mines and placers in California, 
and for perserving order in the gold mine dis-. 
trict.”? The bill is drawn up with a great deal 
of care and deliberation. Ihave looked over the 
Spanish laws, extending through the space of three 
hundred years, and I have endeavored to embody 
in this bill the essence of all that I considered ap- 
plicable, and have adapted them to our institutions 
as much as possible. 

Leave was granted to introduce the bill, and it 
was read a first and second time by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or~ 
dered to be printed. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 


| leave to introduce a bill to establish offices of the 


mint of the United States at Sacramento city and 
at Stockton, in the Stăte of California, for the pur- 
pose of assaying and refining gold bullion. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution provi- 
ding for the prompt execution of the printing of 
Congress. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANALS | 

The following engrossed bill was read a third 
time and passed: ots j 

A bill giving the assent of the United States: to 
an act of the General Assembly of Maryland, 
passed at the December session of 1844, chap- 
ter 287. 

STATUE TO GENERAL JACKSON. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Youna, their Clerk: 

Mr. Presipenr: The House of Representatives 
have passed a joint resolution relating to: the 
equestrian statue of General Andrew Jackson, in, 
which I am requested to ask the concurrence of the’ 
Senate. 

The resolution was read a first and second time 
by its title. 

On the motion of Mr BADGER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to: the 
consideration of the joint resolution, which author- 
izes the delivery of certain old copper as material 
for the statue. Mr. Clarke Mills, the artist who 
has been employed to cast the- bronze statue of 
General Andrew Jackson, has been much delayed 


‘for want of proper metal for the work. Some 
j short time since he received from the Government 


a quantity of brass cannon, which were useless for 
defence, but considered useful for the object in 
view. Upon an analysis of the brass it was found 
to contain an undue proportion of tin for the pur- 
pose of casting ip bronze. There is in posses- 
sion of the Government a quantity of old copper, 
which would be available to.Mr. Mills, and the 
brass is precisely suitable for the purpose of cast- 
ing cannon. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, or- 
dered to be read a third time, and was subsequently 
read a third time and passed. 

THE FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL. 

The enrolled bill entitled ‘* An act respecting fa- 
gitives from justice and persons escaping from the 
service of their masters; -was signed by the Pre- 
siding Officer of the Senate. 


‘PETES CONGRESSION 


Sept 


<YNDIAN TITLES IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred -a billto preserve peace 
with the Indian tribes’in California, by extinguish- 
ing their territorial claims in the gold mine dis- 
tricts, reported back the same with an amendment, 
striking out all after the enacting clause and in- 
'serting: 

«That the President. be authorized to appoint, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, not more than three agents | 
for the Indian tribes within the State of California. Sua-b 
agents shall perform the duties and receive the same com- 
pensation as is now prescribed by law and applicable to En- 
dian agents. ` 

«Sec. 2 To enable the President to hold treaties with the 
vatious Indian tribes in the State of California, ihe sum of 
one hundred thousand dollars be and the same is hereby ap- | 
propriated out of-any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated.” 

Mr. ATCHISON. This is a bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to appoint In- 
dian agents in the State of California, and also to 
enable him to make treaties with the California 
Indians, It is a matter of some importance, and I 
hope it will be taken up and considered now. 

There-being no objection made, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. , 

Mr. ATCHISON, The Committee on Indian 
Affairs are entirely unable to coinmunicate to the ; 
Senate the information which will perhaps be re- | 
quired. We do not know the number of tribes of 
Indians within the limits of the State of California, 
nor do we know the number of Indians nor the 
kind of title by which they hold the lands in the 
State of California. We, therefore, refer the Senate 
for information upon these points to the Senators 
from California. 

Mr. FREMONT. Thegeneral policy of Spain, 
in her Indian relations, was the same as that which 
was afterwards adopted by all Europe and recog- 


nized by the United States. The Indian right of oc- |) 


cupation was respected, but the ultimate dominion |; 
remained in the Crown. Wherever the policy of || 
Spain differed from that of the other European na- 
tions, it was always in favor of the Indians. Grants 
of lands were always made gubject to their rights of 
occupancy, reserving to them the right to resume 
it even in cases where it had been abandoned at 
the time of the grant. But the Indian right to the 
lands in property, under the Spanish laws, con- 
sisted not merely in possession, but extended even 
to that of alienation; a right recognized and af- 
firmed in the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. A claim to lands in East Flor- 
ida, under a title derived from grants by the Creek 
and Seminoie Indians, and ratified by the local au- 
thorities of Spain before the cession of Florida to 
the United States, was confirmed. 

I have here in my hand a volume of Spanish 
laws published in the city of Mexicn in 1849, and 
purporting to contain all the legislation on this 
subject which was in force in Mexico up to that || 
date. These laws extend from 1533, some twelve || 
years after the conquest of Mexico by Cortez, to 
3817. The policy of Spain in regard to the In- 
dians differed somewhat from that of the United 
States, and particularly in this: that, instead of re- 
moving the Indians from amidst the Spanish pop- 
ulation, it kept them there and protected them in 
the possession of their lands among their civilized 
neighbors, having always in view the leading ob- 
ject of converting them to the Christian religion. || 
‘To this end the power of the Government was al- || 
ways directed;‘it was a national object, and in 
great part was a governing principle in the laws 
of which they were the subject. | will not -occu- 
py the time of the Senate by reading at length the 
several laws, but will merely make a few state- 
ments of such particular parts as bear directly” 
uj; on the rights in question. 

A royal order of Charles V., a supreme law in | 
Spain, of the year 1533, decreed that the woods, . 
pasture lands, and water contained in any grants 
of signories, which had been or should be made in 
the Indies, should -be common to Spaniards and 
Indians. Another royal order of 1687 (confirming 
and extending an ordinance of the viceroy, Count | 
Saint Stephen, of the year 1567) commanded that | 
in all the villages of Indians throughout all New 
Spain, who needed land to live upon and sow, 
there should be given to them a space of 500 
yards, and as much more as they had any need of 
for cultivation around their village, measuring 
from the furthest outside house, and if the village 
happened to bea large one an unlimited quantity 


should be allowed, and that thereafter no grant of 
pasture ground or lands should be given to any one 
within eleven hundred yards of the most outside 
house of the population. 


A law of Philip IH. of 1618 ordained that no 


pasture grounds of black cattle should be situ- | 


ated within a league and a half of any village 
converted in old times to the Christian -religion, 
and not within three leagues of any village of 
newly converted Indians, upon pain of forfeiting 
the pasture ground and half the cattle which there 
should be upon it; and the Indians had the right 


| to kill any cattle which should be so found tress- 


passing upon their lands, and were subject to no 
penalty whatsoever from them. 

A decree of Philip IV. ordained that the sale, 
improvement, and location of lands, should be 
made with such attention to the Indians that 
they should be left with a superfluity beyond ali 
the lands which might belong to them, as well in- 
dividually as in communities, together with waters 
and water privileges; and the lands upon which 
they might have made canals for irrigation or any 
other improvement, should be reserved to them in 
the first place, and in no case were they to be sold 
or alienated from them. j 

The Spanish law likewise recognizes the Indian 
right to alienate, and prescribes the terms and mode 
in which such alienation shall be legal. A 
decree of Philip If. of 1571 commanded that the 
Indians should have the right to alienate their 


landed property as well as their personal effects, || 
| prescribing only that proclamation should be made || 


during a specified time, and at a place of public sale. 
We have here a circular of the royal audiency of 
Guadalajara of 1817, reviving for information, and 
to correct abuses,a decree of one of the superior 
tribunals of Mexico, which annulled a sate of the 
rancho of Pena Blanca, made by the Indians of 
Colchiti, fora failure to comply with the forms 
prescribed by law. 

ln California we have both classes of Indians—. 


the Christian or converted Indians collected to- | 
| gether at the missions and in large villages of the 

Í sea coast and the interior, and the wild Indians | 
of the mountains who never were reduced to sub- | 
| jection. 


The statements I have given, Mr. President, are 


sufficient to show that the Spanish taw clearly and | 


absolutely secured to Indians fixed rights of pro- 
perty in the lands they occupy, beyond what is 
admitted by this Government in its relations with 
its own domestic tribes, and that some particular 
provision will be necessary in order to divest them 
of these rights. In California we are at this mo- 
ment invading these rights. We hold there by 
the strong hand alone. The Indians dispute our 
right to be there, and they extend the privilege 
which the law secured them of killing the cattle 
to that of killing the owner whenever they find 
an occasion, Our occupation is in conflict with 
theirs, and it is to render this occupation 
legal and equitable, and to preserve the peace, 
that I have introduced this bill. 


by its obvious necessity, and because itis right 
in itself, because it is politic, and because it is 
conformable to the established custom of this 
Government. 

Mr. GWIN. With regard to the title which 
Indians may have to tracts of land in California, 
they are disputed. They are not recognized as 


i having any titles there by the Mexican law. That 
is the impression of the population of California. || 
I think the true policy of this Government is to | 
appoint Indian agents, and that able and efficient i 


men should be selected for that purpose. Let these 
agents go to California as commissioners; and if 
the Indians have any rights, let them be thoroughly 
examined. I do not think Congress ought to pass 
any laws upon the subject until the matter has 
been thoroughly investigated. I would suggest to 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
that the salary which he has proposed ($1,500) is 
entirely insufficient to secure the services of com- 
petent men in that country. I wish the chairman 
of the committee would take the matter into con- 
sideration and increase the salary to $3,000. It 


| will be perfectly impossible to get able and compe- 


tent men to take the office in that country fora 
less salary than that. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Lhave no objection. I trust 
the Senators from California will prescribe the 
sum which they think will secure the services 


It recommends | 
itself tothe favorable consideration of the Senate į 


of competent gentlemen in California, -T thought: >. 
$1,500, which is the salary usually paid to’our n=.: 
dian agents on the frontier, entirely too little for 
the State of California, and Lam willing to vote for: ` 
any amount which the gentlemen from California 
may think right and. proper. oi ; 

Mr. GWIN. Then J will move to amend. the 
bill by substituting $3,000. for $1,500. : 

Mr. BENTON.. Í agree entirely as to the ne: - 
cessity of increasing these salaries. I think, how- | 
ever, that the object will he better. accomplished 
by putting the salary at $2 000, and allowing extra 
pay for the necessary traveling. You want these 
agents to travel over that extensive country, and, 
if acceptable to the Senator from California, f 
think it would answer our purpose better to give a 
salary of $2,000, and allow twenty cents per mile 
for the necessary travel, which would probably 
make up the compensation to $3,500. 

Mr. GWIN. I will state to the Senator from 
Missouri that he is perfectly correct in regard te 
the necessity that these Indian agents should travel. 
! It willbe necessary. F have been informed by Ma- 
jor Canby, a very intelligent officer of the United 
States army, that there are probably a hundred 
|| tribes of these Indians in the gorges of the Sierra 
ii Nevada, and that they speak some fifty different 
langnages. These Indian agents will have to 
travel a great deal, and I think $3,000 and-twenty 
cents per mile for traveling expenses a very smalt 
salary. Fn that country twenty cents a mile wilt 
not pay the expenses of traveling. They are on 
the very borders of civilization, where it is difficult 
l| to get provisions of any kind, and $3,000 is the 
smallest which can command the services of com- © 
|| petent men. Why, sir, shave myself paid a dol- 
| lar and a halfa pound for barley to feed my horse 
‘with, These agents will have to treat with the 
| Indians, and it is absolutely necessary to raise the 
| salary in order to secure the services of competent 


men. 

Mr. BENTON.: I will merely say that, if we 
|f are to fix the salaries in California in reference to 
| the expenses of living and traveling there hereto- 
fore and at this time, we shall have to go up to & 
very high mark indeed. But the provisions of 
this bill will hardly take effect this qo and will 
have to continue for yearstocome, It is my opin- 
i ion that the hundred thousand persons who have 
|| gone to California this year will have the effect of 
|| bringing down the price of labor and the cost of 
living, and that by next year things will be more 
moderate, and in a few years will approximate 
| pretty nearly to what they are here. | therefore. 
| feel it my duty to adhere to two thousand dollars 
as the rate of salary, and twenty cents a mile for 
travel. ; S 

Mr. ATCHISON. I do not know that I have 
'| any objection to the proposition, but I will suggest 
that at first perhans, whilst negotiating with the 
| Indians in California, there may be, and necessa- 
rily wil! be, a great deal of travel, Under the 
| existing law our commissioners or agents making 
l! treaties with the Indians are allowed mileage and 
‘| traveling expenses. 
| Mr. BENTON. How much mileage? 
| Mr. ATCHISON. I think about twenty cents 
‘amile. I know they very frequently come in-with 
| claims against the Government for extra services 
i not allowed at the department, and they are fre- 
| 
[i 
1 


quently, indeed most generally, allowed by Con- 
gress. I have no objection.to the amendment. 
Mr. BUTLER. ‘This is a subject that calls for 
some consideration. There is a bill now before 
the Judiciary Committee to organize the judiciary 
of the State of Califognia, and it is neces-ary to 
‘| come to some conclusion as to the salaries of the 
! judges. I cannot tell what amount these commis- 
. sioners ought to have, cr in what way the amount 
| should be regulated. Something like that pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ben- 
Ton] would, `I should think, be better than an 
arbitrary amount 80 large as $3,000. I think a 
till better course; if We could attain it, would be 
i to give a certain sum now, and to regulate the sal- 
| aries in California hereafter, according to the price 
| of commodities there, because it seems.to me that 
| they will. go down. Itis a very difficult matter. to 
| regulate, and requires some consideration. : 


Mr. GWIN. These Indian tribes are gene 
rally at the foot of, or near the Sierra Nevada, and 
1 do not care how large the population may be in 
California, and how prices may fall, there at least 
they will continue high. It is exceedingly diffi- 
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cult to get there: There: is a large portion of the 
country in which they have to travel, through. 
which no carriage or wagon can go, and where 
they must travelon pack mules. Provisions must 
be bigh there. And I will say to the Senate that, 
as soon as prices come down, I shall be in favor 
of reducing salaries. 1 shall be always ready to 
reduce salaries the moment it can be done. with 
safety to the public interest. At present, I am 
confident that you cannot get competent.and able 
men to perform the duties which will be imposed 
onthe Indian agents in California. for less than 
$3,000 and their traveling expenses. 

Mr. RUSK. I have no difficulty in voting this 
salary of $3,000, and no difficulty, in addition to 
that, if the law does not at present authorize it, in 
providing for paying their mileage. . It isa matter 
of vast importance that the first Intercourse we 
have with the Indians in this new country, shod 
be done with.an understanding of ail their rights, 
and with an understanding of their habits and 
laws, and therefore, it seems to me that the persons 
to be appointed. should not be of the character of 
Indian agents generally, but that men should be 
selected having knowledge and. capacity to un- 
derstand (which is a very difficult matter, and one 
of vastimportance) the Mexican and Spanish legis- 
lation and laws upon this subject. Their laws 
are not readily accessible. Itis a difficult matter to 
hunt them up; and I apprehend that it will be 
found also that the same regulations do not apply 
to all the tribes of Indians. Some are regarded as 
wandering tribes, and others as settled—the Pue- 


blos for instance, which have more rights than | 


others. Under all the circumstances, as this is the 
commencement of our intercourse with the In- 
dians of that section of the country, it is a matter 
of importance that all the promises and treaties 
which we make should be made with a full under- 
standing of all the circumstances of the case, as it 
will necessarily control our future policy in regard 
to these Indians, _ For these reasons, and taking 
into account the expense of living in California, I 
do not think $3,000 at all too much. 

Mr. BELL. lentertain a different view of this 
question from that contained in the proposition be- 


fore the Senate, or from that which other gentlemen | 


seem.to take, judging from what has fallen from 
them. I wish to ask the attention of the Senators 
from California to the views which I take on this 
subject, that they may see whether those views 
are not entitled to some consideration. My opin- 
ion is, that the agents are not the proper persons 
to form treaties with these Indian tribes. I think 
there is no sound policy in making a provision for 
that purpose, and in fixing a higher salary with 
that object. If the Indian character be in that 
country the same as we find it to be in other parts 
of the continent subject to our jurisdiction, the 
agent- would have very little control over the In- 
‘diaos; if, having the power to make an arrange- 
ment with them, or enter into an agreement on the 
part of the Government, either to extend or cur- 
tail what they believe to be their rights in the ter- 
ritory, or in restricting the compensation for the 
relinquishment of their rights, we do not deal with 
a most. liberal justice. If the Indians find they 
dave not been well-and liberally dealt with, the 
agents will not be likely to continue their con- 
trol over them; so that there is a tendency always 
acting. upon the. mind of an efficient officer of the 
Government to make them more large and liberal 
terms than they would otherwise do, in order to 
maintain their control, and to preserve a kindly 
diposition and an amicable temper on the part of 
the Indians towards the population and locality in 
which they may be placed. Again, sir, after you 
have once appointed for the Indians tribes their 
different. localities, and they are directed by the 
Executive to take up their several positions, the 
Executive cannot appoint agents to have con- 
trol over those: matters—I care not how high 
may be the inducement- who will not be likely to 
form business interests, and have friends there, so 
that influences will be brought to bear that do not 
leave the agent precisely in that position of impar- 
tiality which is desirable in making a final arrange- 
ment with these Indians for the relinquishment of 
their claims. It seems to me that commissioners 
should not be appointed at all, until, through agents, 


the Government has ascertained the true state of | 


things, and the extent and nature of the claims 
of thé Indians, and the foundation on which they 
rest: When the President shall have been fully in- 


formed upon: these:points, I think it-will be found 
most proper and discreet to appoint commissioners 
who: have not been resident in thé country, and 
who will make wise and jndicious arrangements, 
looking to. the interests of the Indians and of the 
whole country rather than to private and local in- 
terests. lt has been stated to me by the Senator 
from California. [Mr. Fremont] that there are 
50,000 ‘Indians within the limits of ‘thag State, 


many of whom have never been subject to the au- 


thority of the Spanish Government, but are what 
we should consider quite wild and savage on this 
side of the Rocky Mountains. Now, when we 
shall have appointed agents who will obtain all the 
information they can, and present it tothe Pres- 
ident, it may then be thought advisable to have an 
early understanding by treaty with the Indians. 
But my point is, that I think the agents are not the 
proper persons to treat. They are the proper per- 
sons to gain the confidence of the Indians, and ob- 
tain all the information within their reach, and 
present it to the Executive, and then if the Presi- 
dent thinks it expedient and proper to authorize 
the agents to treat with the Indians, he can do it; 
or he can appoint commissioners for that pur- 
ose. 
P As to the proposition to increase the salary: 
$3,000 may be a small salary in that country, con- 
sidering the state of things there, but it strikes me 
that it is unnecessarily high. I cannot suppose 


that prices there will continue for more than a year | 
| any man of the 


or two as high as they now are. They will find 
their level, and come down to a reasonable stand- 
ard, and will form some relation to prices here, 
when our intercourse with California shall be 
more regular and speedy; though I have no doubt 
that for some time to come they will be higher 
than they are on this side of the continent. With 
these views, I think the salary suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri high enough. If these 
agents are made commissioners to treat with the 
Indians, and their experience and ability shall de- 
mand a higher salary, we can award it to them at 
a proper time. I doubt whether any commission- 


| ers will be appointed until fall information is ob- 


tained. As to compensation for expenditures 
or the cost of provisions, the Government bears 
that now without any regulation of law. I be- 
lieve twenty cents a mile is the usual rate allowed 
for traveling expenses; but it is entirely discretion- 
ary with the department. I believe that under the 
present regulation their expenses in going there 


would not be paid; and it might be well enough to |! 


stipulate, that if the salary is reduced below $3,000, 


those expenses of going out there shall be paid | 


also. 

Mr. GWIN. In the first place, I think these 
agents ought to be located in the country, so that 
their travel may be as little as possible. I ain 
against paying mileage to agents or officers of the 


Government; because if the mileage is too small | 
they will not travel enough, and if it is too large | 
I want to pay a fair | 


they will travel too much. 
salary, and no more; and for the present I think 
the salary should not be less than I have sug- 
gested. Did I understand the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to say that these agents are to be fed by the 
Government, at their agencies? 

Mr. BELL. No, sir; I said no such thing; but 
I said that certain expenses attending their duties 
were paid. For example, if they are made com- 
missioners to treat with the Indians, the commis- 
sioners are paid the expenses of traveling to and 
from the place of treaty. The agents are not paid 
anything but their salaries, except the necessary 


expenses attending disbursements, the distribution | 


of presents, &c. 

Mr. GWIN. Ican say to the Senator thatin the 
region of country where the Indian agents will be 
compelled to reside no man can live for less than 
$3,000. As to the expenses of transporting the 
agents, I am opposed to that, because I want them 
appointed in the country. I donot want any pro- 
vision for the sending out of agents. There are 
plenty of competent men in the country to fill the 
offices, but I feel confident, and I speek from my 
knowledge of the country, that you cannot get 


i competent men to fill the agencies for less than 


$3,000 and mileage. Any fair and proper com- 


pensatiog for extra services it is competent for the | 


department to provide for, but I wish the salary to 
be fixed. 

Mr. HALE. This matter is taking up the 
whole of the morning hour, and is not likely soon 


to be disposed of. . I will therefore 
on the table-at present, and it can: be: 
again at the close of the morning hour: 


[think it had better be disposed: < 


Mr. . BELL. ? 
ofnow. tis as importantas any business we:can) < 


be engaged in. 

The motion to:postpone was not agreed to. :-. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to say, in- reply to the res 
mark of ‘the Senator from California. in. reference 
to the traveling expenses of going there, that some- 
times the Government does send these agents from 
a distance, but it never pays their traveling expens- 
es. But, if they should be sent from this country 
to California, { think their traveling expenses 
should be paid, in addition to their salary. As to 
there being in California gentlemen competent -to 
perform these duties, I do not doubt. There ara 
doubfless there many gentlemen of ability, talent, 
and intelligence, willing to accent of the office for 
an adequate compensation; but I doubt very much 
whether it is our true policy to appoint gentlemen 
who are there, and who have interests in the 
country, even as Indian agents. However, of that 
the Executive is to judge. I have not myself any 
decided opinion on the subject. I do not doubt 
the statement of my friend from California as te 
the expense of living where. the Indians now are 
located; and if the agents should be required to 
settle there and to furnish their awn subsistence, 1 
presume that $3,000 would not be a large conipen- 
sation. I doubt much whether you would find 
roper ability, in California or 
anywhere else, who would locate himaelf*at ‘the ’ 
head of one of those gorges, ravines, or gulches— ` 
I do not know what they are called technically— 
and confine himself there throughout all seasons of 
the year; or, if he did, $3,000 would be a moder- 
ate compensation. Even if he was limited to a 
residence among the Indians of six months, I doubt 
if there is a man in California who would do it, 
unless he could reside on the plains, and in the 
neighborhood of either the Spanish or American. 
inhabitants. 1 do not object to the $3,000; and I 
have thrown out these remarks, afier the state- 
ment of the Senator from California, in order to 
show that [ take a different view of the policy to ` 
be nursued. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was also 
agreed to. | 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and the bill. was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. ` 

SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Senate, on motion by Mr. CLAY, proa. 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to suppress 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia; and, 
after a long discussion, (a report of which will be 
found in the Appendix,) the bilt was ordered to æ- 
third reading, in the shape in which it was origi- 
nally reported by the Committee of Thirteen. 

The Senate then adjourned. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
Monpar, September 16, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
ARMY. APPROPRIATIONS. . 
Mr. BAYLY asked and obtained the unanimous 


ji consent of the House to enable him to report from 


the Committee of Ways and Means, the bill 
making appropriations for the snpport of the army 
for the year ending 30:h June, 1851. 

The bill was twice read, and, on motion of Mr. 


| B., referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
SPECIAL ORDERS. 
Mr. B. also asked and obtained leave to move 
that the bill to provide for the payment of the 


; Mexican indemnity, and the appropriation bills for 


the RUpport of the navy and army, be made „the 
special order for to-day, and from day to day until 
disposed of. 

And the question being on agreeing to the mo- 
tion. of Mr. B.— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will this. mo- 
tion, if agreed to, interfere at all with the call of 
the committees for reports? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. The special orders 
will only apply if the House resolve itselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 
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So the motion of Mr. Bayur to make the “pills 
designated the special.orders for to-day and until 
disnosed-of, was agreed to: 


Mr. BAYLY,,qmoved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 1 hope the 
gentleman from Virginia will not insist upon that 
motion, but that we may go on with the regular 
order of. business to-day—the call of committees, 
and the disposing of the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, that 
_ the regular order for to-day would not be the call 

„of the committees. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I hope, then, that it will 
be the sense of the House to take up that business, 
and for that purpose [ now move that we proceed 
to the call of the committees, 

The SPEAKER said, the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia was in order, and propounded 
the question upon agreeing thereto. 

- The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Speaker, and 
was recognized. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Is not my 
motion pending ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
make the motion while the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to suspend the rules was 
pending. 

: THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: : 

Resolved, That the bills and joint resolutions reported 


from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and hav- 
ing special relation to the interests of the District, be made 


the special order of the day for Friday next, and that they 
be taken upin the order in which they stand on the cal- 
endar, 


Objection being made— 

Mr. FOWLER moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable the gentleman from Tennessee to offer 
the resolution. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to make an inquiry of 
my colleague. Does he know whether the cor- 
poration of Washington have got the $5_ tax 
they have undertaken to collect of our Sergeant- 
at-Arms yet? 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
stated that no debate was in order. 

The question, Shall the rules be suspended? was 
taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the resolution was not received. 

HALF PAY OF VIRGINIA OFFICERS. 
~ Mr. HALL asked leave to introduce the bill of 
which he had given notice on Saturday last, in re- 
lation to the claim of Virginia officers for half pay. 

Mr. PARKER objected. 

Mr. HALL moved to suspend the rules to en- 
able him to introduce the bill. : 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
requestcd gentlemen to suspend conversation. 

The question being, Shall the rules be sus- 
pended ? 

Messrs. HALL and RICHARDSON demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman who introduced that bill what is its 
object ? j: 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
gouri moves to suspend the rules to enable him to 
ask leave to introduce the following bill: 

An Actin relation to the claim of Virginia officers for half 
yay. 

Be it enacted, &c., &c., That the proper officers of this 
Government, in adjudicating claims for half pay of the offi- 
cers of the State of Virginia under the third section of the 
actentitled “An act to provide for liquidating and paying 
certain claims of the State of Virginia,” approved the 5th 
of July, 1832, shall in no ease aliow commutation or com- 
mutation and interest in lieu of half pay.” ` 

The question, * Shall the rales be suspended?” 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 123, nays 52; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Andrews, Ashe, Bay, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Briges, 
Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, Thomas B. But- 
ler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Cleveland, W. R. 
W. Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dim- 


mick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, 
Featherston, Fitch, -Freedley, Fuller, Gilbert, Gott, Hail, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris; Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Henry, Hibbard, Hosgland, 
Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, Robert W., Johnson, Jones, Julian, James G. 
King, Jobn A. King. Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, McDonald, McLana- 
han, Finis E. McLean, McWiilie, Meacham, Milter, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Nelson, Otis, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, 
Putnam. Reed; Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, 
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Schermerhorn, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, Strong, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Jobn B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Tack, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Wright, and Young—123. 

NAYS—Messts. Alexander, Anderson, Ashmun, Averett, 
Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Brooks, Burrows, C. Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, Chander, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Edmund- 
son, Eliot. Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gentry, Gould, Haymond, 
Hebard, Hilliard, Holmes, Howard. George G. King, Matte- 
son, MeDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, McMullen, Mc- 
Queen, Millson, Moore, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, 
Powell, Schenck, Schooleratt, Seddon, Spaulding, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Vinton, and Wallace—52. 

So, two thirds voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended. . 

The question then recurred, ‘ Shall the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Hatt] have leave to in- 
troduce the bill? ”? 

Mr. BAYLY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House have 
been suspended for the purpose of enabling the 
motion to be put. 

The question was then taken, and leave was 
granted for the introduction of the bill. 

Whereupon, the bill was read a first time by its 
title, as “ A bill in relation to the claims of Vir- 
ginia officers for half pay.” 

Mr. BAYLY. Before I conclude the few re- 
marks which I propose to make, it is my intention 
to move that the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HALL, (to the Speaker.) Is the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BayLy] entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made to the 
introduction of the bill, the question must then be 
put to the House, “ Shall this bill be rejected ?”” 

Mr. HALL. I believe I have the right to the 
floor. 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire the question to be taken 
on the rejection of the bill. And I ask the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments to one single 
point. There is a controversy between a portion 
of the citizens of the State of Virginia and this 
Government, as to a particular class of cases. This 
Government, by its own law, made one of its own 
officers the arbitrator—the judge in the case. Well, 
now, when this-judge of your own selection—one 
of your own officers—has decided the case against 
you, you come in here and ask that the decision 
and the payment of the claim may be arrested. Is 
there any court in which such a proceeding would 
be tolerated ? Suppose a man refers a matter in 
which he is interested to an arbitrator—that there 
is no charge of fraud onthe arbitrator—no charge 
of misconduct—what court would tolerate that 
one of the parties litigant should repudiate the de- 
cision of its own officer ? This matter has been 
discussed ably in the report of the minority of the 
committee, and the arbitrator of the Government 
has been decided to beright. But suppose he was 
wrong. There is the claimant who is your antag- 
onist in this litigation, and he is entitled to the 
benefit of the decision. I move that this bill be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. HALL. I ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr Bayiy] to withdraw the motion, to en- 
able me to make a very few remarks. ` 

Mr. BAYLY did not withdraw. 

Mr. HALL, (to the Speaker.) Is the motion 
of the gentleman to lay the bill upon the table in 
order at this time? . 

The SPEAKER. It is expressly provided by 
one of the rules of the House, that if objection is 
made to the bill, the question must be put, “Shall 
this bill be rejected?” and the Speaker has hereto- 
fore decided that the motion to lay on the table is 
not in order until the question on the rejection of 
the bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. HALL said, that the question, whether the 
accounting officers of the Treasury had decided 
properly or improperly in allowing the Barron 
claim, was not touched by this bill. The.only ob- 
ject of the bill was to place the necessary safeguards 
round the Treasury hereafter. Since the year 
1833, whenever applications had been made to this 
House for the payment of the claims for half pay 


from the State of. Virginia, unfavorable reports had 


been uniformly made from the committee to. which 


they were referred. It had been always decided. 


‘by the committee that it would be improper: toal- 


low these claims. At the close of the session. of. 
1848, an appropriation of $81,000 had been intro- 
duced in the general appropriation bill, and onder: 
this provision the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury did allow a great mass of these claims. . It was: 
his opinion that this amendment to the appropria~ 
tion bill could never have received the sanction: of 
the House had there been time to give it due de- 
liberation. In the hurry which always prevails. 
at the closing of the session, it was smuggled 
through the House. . 

Mr. BAYLY begged toexplain. He desired to 
say to the House, that so far from this appropria- 
tion of $81,000 having passed unadvisedly, it had 
been before the Committee of Ways and Means for 
several years, and had received the favorable con- 
sideration of that committee. General McKay was 
himself in favorof the appropriation. He could 
say, from his own personal knowledge, that. the 
amendment was examined,and was well under- 
stood by the House; and he would refer to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri himself, whether he was 
not correct in this matter. : 

Mr. HALL resumed. It was not the question 
whether the general appropriation bill ought to 
have contained a provision for the claims of the 
Virginia officers for half pay. But the question is, 
whether the accounting officers of the Treasury 
shall be allowed to settle these claims under a con- 
struction of that provision, which may lead to the 
payment of three or four millions out of the Treas- 
ury on account of these claims. That is the true 
question before the House. Had the House be- 
lieved that by the adoption of the provision appro- 
priating this $81,000 for the settlement of the Vir- 
ginia claims, there would have been payments to 
the amount of three or four millions, that appro- 
priation would not have been inserted. 

Mr. MILLSON asked on what authority the 
gentleman from Missouri made the assertion, that 
three or four millions would be withdrawn: from 
the Treasury for the settlement of these claims? 

Mr. HALL replied, that whether he was pre- 
cisely accurate or not, in his estimate of the 
amount, the principle would be the same. He de- 
sired to call theattention of the House to a single 
fact. The original amount of the claim of the late 
Commodore Barron was only $1,700, but before it 
was settled, by the addition of interest, it had been 
swelled up to $32,000. Now, if all the other claims 
of officers of the Virginia line were to be settled on 
the same principle,the total amount to be withdrawn 
from the Treasury would amount to three or four 
millions. He desired to repeat that this bill ‘did 
not, in any degree, impeach the conduct of the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, in allowing claims 
heretofore, but was only intended to throw neces- 
sary safeguards around the Treasury hereafter. 

He would now move the previous question. 

The question, ‘‘ Is therea second to the demand 
for the previous question ?’? was then taken, and 
decided in the affirmative, without a division. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, which main question was, ‘ Shall this bill 
be rejected ?”” 

And the question being taken, the House deci- 
ded that the bill should not be rejected. 

The bill was then read a second time by its title. 

The question then was on ordering the bill to'be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HALL demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CROWELL desired that the bill might be 
read. ; 

The bill was accordingly read. 

Mr. MILLSON, (to the Speaker.) Is itin order 
to move to refer the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Order must be restored. No 
motion will be entertained, and no question will be 
taken until order is-restored. 

A considerable pause followed. 

Mr. TAYLOR was understood to inquire of the 
Speaker, whether it was in order to move that the 
act to which the bill referred might be read? 

The SPEAKER said it could be read by unani- 
mous. consent. i E 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
McQueen and Duncan were appointed, 


oS we 


And thé question, “ Isthere a second to the de- 
mand:for the previous question ?”’ was taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 90, noes 50. 

i So there-was a second. 

~My, BAYLY. I move that the bill be referred 
tothe’ Committeef the Whole on the state of th 

Union. | f 

. “The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order; 
afier:'the ‘previous question has been seconded. 
The. question is,“ Shall the main question be now 

“The question was taken, and the House decided 
that the main question should now be taken. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 move that the bill be referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. > iE 
“The SPEAKER: ` That motion is not in order 
after the main question has. been ordered. 

“Mr. BAYLY; I move'that the bill be laid upon 
the table, and upon that motion I ask the yeas and 


yeas and hays were ordered. : 

“Arid the question, “Shall the bill be laid upon 
thè‘ table” was taken, and resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 137; as follow: 

“¥BAS—Messrs:” Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, Averett, 
Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bowdon, Breck, Brooks, E. C. Cabell, 

. Calvin; Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Deberry, Dick- 
ey; Dixon, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, Gentry, Grinnell, 
Hayniond, Hebard, Hilliard, Holladay, James L. Johnson, 
Robert W.: Johnson, Kerr, McDowell, McGaughey, McMul- 
Jen; MeWillie, Mitlson, Moore, Morton, Ogle, Orr, Outlaw, 
Parker; Powell, Schenck, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Sianton, Alexander H. Stephens, ‘Thaddeus 
Stevens, Underhitl, Vinton, and White—52. 
--NAYS=Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Ashe, Bay, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, Briggs, Albert 
G: Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, Ches- 
‘ter Butler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 
Cald: ell, Campbell, Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, 
Colcock; Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, 
Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Green, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W: Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Henry, Hibbard, 
Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. 
Jackson, Andrew Jobnson, Jones, Julian, James G. King, 
SohnvA. King, Preston King, La Sére, Lefer, Littlefield, 
Horace. Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, 

` McClernand, McDonald, MeLanahan, Finis E. McLean, 
McQueen, MeWillie, Meacham, Miller, Morris, Nelson, 
Otis, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Rich- 
ardson,. Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Rum- 
sey, Sackett; Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Silvester, S| 


paulding, Sprague, Stanly, Stetson, Taylor, 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James ‘Thompson, John B. 
Thompson, ‘Tuck, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, 
Wood, Wright, and Young—137. 

< So the House decided that the bill should not be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. TAYLOR ‘rose to move a reconsideration 
ofa vote, (not heard by the Reporter,) but sup- 
posed to be the vote just taken.. But on a decision 
by: the Speaker that the question was not debata- 


» Mr; T. ‘withdrew the motion to reconsider. 
“The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
.to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
read a third time by its tide— 

And the question being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. HALL called the previous question. 

` There was a'second, and the main question was 


ordered to'be now taken. ; 

“Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill had been ordered to a third 
reading, © 75 : 

Mr. HAUL. Did the gentleman vote in the af- 
firmative? =; : 

The SPEAKER. There was no division; any 
member therefore can make the motion. 

“Mr. JONES. 
The House has seconded the demand for the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. The 
main question has. been ordered to be taken. Now, 
I submit: whether we can go back and reconsider 
the vote by which the bill had been ordered to be 
engrossed, thus setting aside the question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
in order. ‘If the House should reconsider, the 
question will again. be on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. > 

Mr. BAYLY. 
gider is debatable. - 
-The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mre BAYLY. Idesire very much to'be heard 

for a Tew. moments. 3 U 
: i The SPEAKER. The question’ is not'deba- 
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I believe the motion to recon- 


I risé to a question of order. . 


Mr. JONES: “Tappeal from the decision of the 
Chair; that the motion to reconsider is in order. 

Mr.:BAYLY. As the motion to reconsider is 
not debatable, I withdraw the motion. 

The question then recurred on the passage of 
the bill. Py ae 

Mr. RICHARDSON revewed the motion to 
reconsider, and moved to lay that motion on the 
table; but at the appeal of several gentlemen— 

He withdrew the motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL called for the reading of 
the bill. It was again read. 

The question, Shall the bill pass? was taken 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The titleof the bill 

Mr. BAYLY addressed the Speaker, and was 
recognized. f : 

He inquired if the motion upon agreeing to the 
title was debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Ifan amendment is moved 
the motion is debatable. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise toa question of 
order. I submit that the previous question is not 
exhausted, and therefore debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ex- 
hausted. The Chair, however, would state to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that the range of debate 
is very limited. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to amend the title by 
making it “a bill to deprive the citizens of Virginia 
of their vested rights,” 

And (said Mr. B.) [want to show that that is 
the character of the bill, and hence that that ought 
to be its title. 

Mr. BURT. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina will suspend until order is restored. 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. BURT. My point of order is, that the 
proposed amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not germane to the bill, and is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot rule the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed the floor. 

At the suggestion (said he) of my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Borp,] I propose to modify my 
amendment by inserting, ‘and the citizens of Ken- 
tucky,’’ as he says the rights of some of his con- 
stituents are also involved. 

In 1832, (continued Mr. B.,) the Congress of 
the United States passed an act recognizing the 
obligation of this Government to liquidate certain 
claims of the citizens of Virginia. By that act, 
the Secretary of the Treasury was made the judge 
between this Government and the citizens of Vir- 
ginia. Subsequent acts of Congress transferred 
that duty to the Secretary of the Interior. Here 
is a case in which we recognized the claims, and 
constituted a tribunal for their adjudication. The 
Supreme Court of the United States have decided, 
over and over again, that where a law of Congress 


makes the accounting officers of the Treasury a | 
tribunal to adjust the claims of citizens against the | 


Government, the rights of the claimants become 
vested, and the Government is absolutely bound 
by the decisions of the tribunals which they have 
constituted. More than this: in 1823, a question 
arose, in which Mr. Wirt gave an opinion to the 
same effect. Mr. Wirt decided that the right 


vested, and there was no power in the Government, | 


in ail its departments, to divest thoserights. Again: 
in 1842, there was a case where one of the Comp- 
trollers decided a claim against this Government, 
and an attempt was made to prevail on Mr. John C. 
Spencer to reverse the decision of the accounting 
officers. 
and he went further, and said that all the depart- 
ments of the Government had not that power. 
His language, used in a circular, was i 

Mr. GREEN. I rise to a question of order. 
My point of order is, that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not confining himself tothe merits of the 


proposition he has made. He ought to confine | 


his remarks to the showing the propriety of the 
proposed change, to the showing that this bill does 
divest vested rights; instead of which, he is under- 
taking to show that this Government has not the 
power to divest vested rights. The two questions 
are entirely different. l call the gentleman: to 


order. 


He said he had not the power to do it;: 


| 
| 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr.:Bayiy:) Fhe Chair. 
would: state to the- gentleman from ‘Virginia that. 
his remarks are taking too wide a range. “The gen= 
tleman must confine himeelf tothe propriety of the 
title; and the merits of the bi] are not open to. diss : 
cussion. é a cre 

Mr. BAYLY resumed the floor. I desire (said 
he) to read what was the opinion of John C. Speh= 
cer. Guy a : 

[He commenced to read from the said dpinion.}- 

Mr. GREEN again interposed and renewed his 
call to order. ; y 

The SPEAKER. ; The Chair must insist upon 
the gentleman’s confining his remarks strictly.to 
the merits of the title. If the precedent is estab- 
lished of allowing a general debate upon agreeing 
to the tide of the bill, it will very greatly retard 
the business of the House. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said he wanted to 
show, and he was going on, as he considered, to 
show that these were vested rights. He must do 
that before he could show that. this bill could divest 
them. He would show that this bill did this and 
it ought to have its proper character stamped upon 
its face. i 

The SPEAKER again stated that the gentleman 
from Virginia was taking too widea range of debaté, 

_Mr. BAYLY. Here is a case where the vested 
rights of a large number of citizens of this Repub 
lic are concerned. The House have received a 
bill, sustained the previous question, and acted 
upon the bill without referring itto a committee; 
and it was to-be rushed through in one day. 

Mr. GREEN. That is out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I seel cannot get on with my 
remarks in the way I wish. As much as I feel 
outraged by the action which has been taken, J shall 
not undertake to indulge the expression of the 
feelings which pervade my breast, I withdraw 
the amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill then 
stands, if no objection is made. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. BURT. I desire to know if the action o 
the House on this billis not complete? a 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 


THE COMMISSARIAT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BURT. Then I ask the unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the Senate bill 126, being a bill to in- 
crease the commissariat in the army of the United 
States. anes 

.1 desire (said he) that the committee should be 
discharged from the further consideration of this 
bill, that it may take its. place onthe. Speaker's 
table. 

Ido not ask action upon it now. 
motion. 

No objection being made— 

The motion was entertained, and the question ` 
being taken it was agreed to, ; 

‘Lhe Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was accordingly discharged, and the bill 
took its place on the Speaker’s table. : 

Mr. CROWELL asked and obtained leave to 

offer the following. resolution; which was agreed 
to, VIZ: 
* Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts are hereby 
instructed to allow for the payment of the extra copies of 
the Digest of Patents, from 1790 to 1847, required by the 
Commissioner of Patents to enable hiim to comply with the 
resolution of the House of May 9, 1850. 

Mr. GOTT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which that resolution was passed, and to lay that 
mouon on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GILBERT asked and obtained the unani- 
mous -consent to offer the following joint resolu: 
tions of the Legislature of California; which, on his 
motion, were laid on the table and ordered to be 


I make that’ 


| printed, viz: 


A joint resolution in relation to a National road . 
from the Pacific ocean to the Mississippi river; 

A joint resolution in favor of grants of land: to 
the commanding officers who served in the late war 
with Mexico; and 

Anda joint resolution for an appropriation of 
certain moneys for the establishment: of marine 
hospitals at the port of San Francisco. 

Mr. GILBERT also, by unanimous consent 
gave notice that he would to-morrow, or some sub- 
sequent day, ask leave to introduce bills of the 
following titles: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


BE. 


A bill to authorize and direct the payment of 
certain moneys into the treasury of the State of 
California, which were collected in the ports of 
said State as a revenue upon imports, since the 
ratification. of the treaty of peace between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 
prior to the admission of said State into the 
Union. 

Also, a bill to establish certain light-houses, 
fog signals, beacons, and buoys, on the coast of 
the State of California, and for the survey of the 
coast and harbors of said State. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, asked the unanimous 
consent to introduce a resolution, to which (he 
said) he was sure no member would object. 


The resolution was read for information, as 


follows: 

Resolved, That Brevet Brigadier General Bennett Riley, 
be admitted to a seat within the Hall of this House. 

Mr. ASHE objected. 

Mr. HARRIS moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to offer the resolution. He trusted 
the House would adopt the resolution. It related 
to a gallant officer who had served his country in 
the army of the United States for forty years. 

Mr. BURT. As this is a very unprecedented 
motion, T demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS withdrew his motion. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules, and 


that the House resolve itself into Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, appealed to the 


gentleman to withdraw the motion, in order to en- 
able him to ask leave to withdraw certain papers 
from the files of the House. 

Mr. BAYLY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the papers in the case 
of H. L. Thistle from the files of the House, to 
be presented at one of the departments. 


Mr. DUNHAM asked, and obtained leave to | 


withdraw trom the files of the House the papers 
jn the case of Mary Renner. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House proceed to call the committees for re- 
ports; and (said he) I hope, after that business is 


disposed of, the House will proceed to the busi- | 


ness on the Speaker’s table. Let us go to work. 


Mr. FOWLER appealed to the gentleman to 


give way to allow him to offer a resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would be glad to ac- 
commodate the gentleman, but if he ytelded to 
one, he should have to yield to others, for he was 
appealed to by gentlemen all around the House. 
He must, therefore, insist upon his motion. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

So the House determined to proceed to the call 
of the committees for reports. 

THE PRINTING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. MeWILLIEK, from tHe Joint Committee 
on Printing, to which was referred the memorial 
of William M. Belt, contractor for certain classes 
of the public printing under the joint resolation of 
the 3d of August, 1846, asking to be relieved from 
the execution of said contract, made a report 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. What disposition of the sub- 
et does the gentleman propose ? 
Mr. McWILLIE. There are certain resolu- 


je 


tions appended to the report, which L ask the | 


House to act upon, 

© Mr, ASHMUN, Does not the call of the com- 
mittces commence at the Committee of Ways and 
Means, where the call left off? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Printing 
have the privilege to report at any time. This 
report would have been in order without a motion 
to proceed to the call of the committees. 

The report of Mr. Mc Wixtie was read: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Willian M Belt, contractor for certain classes 
of the pablie printing, under the joint act of the two Houses 
of Congress, passed the 3d of August, 1846, report, That they 
have had the same under consideration, and are satisfied 
that the contract is one of great loss to the contractor; and 
further, that without some madification of the contract, that 
it will not be in the power of the conttactor to continue to 
execute his contract for the present Congress. Your com- 
mittee has not thoughtit necessary or proper to go heyond 
the ascertainment at the e facts, as they fully meet the ob- 
fect of the memorialist, and the necessities of Congress in 
relation to the public printing, Your committee bas atso 
confined its inquiries to these points, from the fact that a 
special 
with the genera 

As evidence oi 


I subject of the public printing. 
f the ruinous rate to the contractor, at which 
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committee has been raised by the House, intrusted |} 


the public printing has been taken, your committee: state 
that all that the contractor gets for the first volume of the 
President’s message and accompanying documents, contain- 
ing 850 pages, is 293 cents without the binding; and for the 
report on the finances, a volume of 995 pages, he receives 
36} cents, From. the best information in the power of the 
committee, this is not half the cost of the paper, composi- 
` tion, and press work. The compensation for nearly ail the 
extra volumes ordered, is in the same ratio. 

The evidence as to the second proposition, that is: that 
the contractor will not be able to execute his contract for 
printing, is to be found in the notice which he has given the 
House, that he will not be able to go on with the work, at 
the present rates of compensation, atd in the ruinous char- 
acter of the contract, which but few private fortunes conid 
bear. In this state of the facts, in relation to the public 
printing, it has become necessary that some new arrange- 
ment should be made, for even if the present contractor 
was to continue to struggle on with the printing, that which 
is already ordered would not be executed before the next 
session of Congress. Your committee, therefore, with a 
view to the ends of justice, and that the publie printing may 
be executed, would recommend the adoption of the accom- 
panying joint resolution. 


WILLIAM McWILLIE, 
Chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

A Joint Resolution in relation to the Public Printing. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
Wiltiam M. Belt, contractor for certain classes of the pnb- 
lic printing, be released from his contract under the provis- 
ions of the joint resolution of August 3d. 1846, for the print- 
ing for the Thirty-first Congress ; and that he be paid at the 
rate of forty-five per cent. reduction on the prices of print- 
ing under the joint resolutions of March 3, 1819, for ali 
the work which has heen delivered. 

Src. 2. And he it further resolved, That Thomas Ritchie 
and Messrs. Gales & Seaton be appointed by the two Houses 
to execute the.printing contracted for by the said William 
M. Belt, for the remainder ofthe Thirty-first Congress, at the 
price of thirty-five per cent. reduction for short numbers, and 
forty-five per cent. reduction for numbers above five thou- 
sand, on the prices of printing fixed by the joint resolutfons 
of the 3d March, 1819; and that the said Thomas Ritchie 
and Messrs. Gales & Seaton be required to give bond with 
good and sufficient sureties, to be approved of by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives, for the prompt and proper execution of the printing 
contracted for by said William M. Belt, at the rates afore- 
said ; and in case any inconvenient delay should be at any 
time experienced by either House in the d livery of its 
work, the said Secretary and Clerk, respectively, shall be 
authorized to employ one or more printers to execute any 
portion of the work of the Senate or House, and charge the 
excess, if any there be, to the said Thomas Ritchie and 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton. 

Sec. 3. Ant be it further resolved, Thatall laws, and parts 
of laws now in force, notin conformity with the provisions 
ofthis joint resolution, he, and the same are hereby repeated. 


me joint resolutions having been twice read, 
an 

The question being on ordering them to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, 

Mr. WcWILLIE said: Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee on Printing, in submitting the report and 
resolutions which have been just read at the 
Clerk’s desk, have endeavored to confine them- 
selves to the simple object of obtaining a prompt 
and economical execution of the public printing; 
and the resolutions submitted, the committee be- 
lieve, will accomplish this object. The committee 
are satisfied that the present contractor will not be 
able to execute the work now ordered before the į 
nextsession of Congress. There have been ordered 
by this Congress, of extra numbers, which are to 
be bound, 341,000 volumes. Of these, 188,450 
have been printed, and are now in the hands of | 
the binders, or have been delivered to members for | 
distribution. This Jeaves 152,550 volumes yet to 
be printed, which will require several months for 
its execution, and makes it apparent, that if no new 
system is adopted, the printing for the next ses- 
sion of Congress cannot and will not be executed 
by the present contractors, in a time that will be 
satisfactory to Congress. There has been great 
complaint made against the present contractors for 
not having executed the work ordered by Con- 


i 
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There has already been more printing done than 
has usually been ordered by previous Congresses. 
| Heretofore, the President’s message and accom- 
parying documents have made but one moderate 
sized volume. This session they make three large 
volumes. Also, the California message and ac- 
companying documents, which could not have been 
anticipated, make a volume of 952 pages. The 
present contractors have printed daily at the rate 
| of 1,000 volumes, of over 700 pages each, counting 
from the Ist of January to the Ist of September, 
at the rate of twenty-six working days to each 
i month. This would not indicate laches on the 
| part of the contractor for the public printing. One 
i thousand volumes per day is great dispatch. , 
Mr. Speaker, I wish this matter to be fully un- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


gress;but the objection is butapparent, and not real. | 


| lie printing. The contract price for printing the first 
volume of the ‘President’s ‘message and accompa- 
nying documents, a volume of. 850 pages, is about 
thirty cents per volume. ©The proposed price is 
about seventy-six cents per volume. -The pres- 
ent price for printing the report on the finances is 
about thirty-six cents per volume; the price pro- 
“posed: is about eighty-seven cents per, volume of 
996 pages. (Here Mr. McW. held up and exhib- 
ited to the Hause the volumes to which he referred,] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit to the House if it be 
possible for the work to be executed.at the present 
contract prices. These prices will not much if 
any more than pay for the.paper on which the 
printing is done. In this yiew of the matter, the com- 
mittee have recommended a rate of compensation 
much under the prices heretofore paid. ‘The low- 
est prices ever heretofore paid were twenty per 
cent, reduction on the prices of 1819, (unless ‘for 
the Thirtieth Congress.) The committee now 
recommend a reduction of forty-five percent. on 
the prices of 1819. And one of two things is cer- 
tain: either that this isa low price, or the .prices 
heretofore paid have been most extravagantly high, 
as this is forty-five per cent. less than has been 
usually paid, and twenty-five per cent. less than 
was ever heretofore paid, unless for the last Con- 
ress. ; j 

e Mr. Speaker, the committee have looked to this 
as a practical question as to how the printing can 
be done promptly, and at a reasonable rate of com- 
pensation; and they are unable to make any sug- 
gestion better than the resolutions now under con- 
sideration. No member of the committee of this 
House is a practical printer, and consequently I 
have had to rely on the calculations of others in 
part, as to the present and proposed prices. The 
first resolution proposes to discharge William M. 
Belt from his contract, and to allow him a com- 
pensation at the rate of 45 per cent. on the prices 
of 1819; which they believe will afford but little if 
any profit. 

Mr. Speaker, it would not be worthy of this 
Government, were it to take the work ofa citizen 
at less than half its cost or value. As an indi- 
vidual, I would not doit; consequently, as a mem- 
ber of this House, I cannot vote todo it. Strict 
justice (in one sense) might say, hold the memo- 
rialist to his contract; but true justice should be 
tempered with mercy, and the laborer should be 
paid the value of the labor done. Much has been 
said about the neglect and delay of the public 
printing, but that no improper delay has occurred 
will be apparent by the statement of the work 
which has been done, which is as follows: 

Printed for the House. 
No. copies, No. pages. 


House document No. 20, part Ist, Pat- 
ent Office Report printed and ready 


for binder 16,499 626 
| House document No. 4, Finance Re- 
PTE. cece epia ARPE TETEE . 11,400 996 


[See table on next page.] 

Mr. Speaker, something has been said about a 
purpose to break down the contract system, and 
that the contract of the memorialist was made with 
a view to this object. Upon this subject: 1 have 
nothing to say. It is enough for me to deal with 
the actions of men, and leave to others to judge of 
their motives. I have taken up this matter where 
-} found it, and have recommended to the House 
to divide the public printing between the Union 
and Intelligencer offices, because I believed the 
prices are low enough, and because I know that 
the work ordered could then be done for the use of 
Congress. It brings to the execution of the. work 
two presses, instead of one; and further author- 
‘izes the Clerk of the Elouse and. the Secretary of 
| the Senate, in the event of any neglect or delay, 
to employ other printing offices. = : 

Mr. Speaker, if the resolutions under considera- 
tion are adopted, the public printing. I have no 
doubt, will be promptly executed. At all events, 
the Committee on Printing will have discharged 
its duty, and will be released from further respon- 
sibility in the matter of the public printing.. The 
House now has possession of the subject, and 
can adopt the resolutions, or make any other dis- 
position of them that it may think proper. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 
floor, and yielded to 

Mr. MARSHALL. I move to refer the joint 
resolutions proposed by the honorable chairman 


derstood by the House, because the change pro- 
posed adds largely to the price to be paid for the pub- | 


on Public Printing, to the select committee raised 
| to investigate the causes of delay and the condition 
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ofthe public printing; of which the gentleman 
from Mlinois -[Mr, Wentworru]. is: chairman. 
The: subject to which they relate is.of vast im- 
portance, and the proper disposition of it involves 
a: very large sum of money. It is due by the 


House‘to the country, that the decision it shall | 


pronounce shall be taken with deliberation, and 
apon @ fult knowledge of the facts appertaining to 
the subject... In no branch of public service have 
grosser abuses occurred than in that of the public 
“printing, 
so This subject was referred, some- four months 
“since, to. a special committee, which has labori- 
ously investigated the-tmatters within the proper 
scope of inquiry submitted; and it is due to that 
committee -that the House should not act upon 
this subject in advance of their report, 

A great number and variety of facts have been 
collected and collated. by the committee, which will 


~ tend’ to throw:a true light upon the subject. lam 


not now at liberty to dwell upon the testimony 
‘taken by the special committee, or the conclusions 
to which ‘we?will ‘arrive; but | will say, that, in 
:my opinion, the propositions of the joint commit- 
„tee: suggest a mode of executing the public print- 
ing which is grossly extravagant, and based upon 
a. view entirely erroneous. The increase of ex- 
penditure which they propose I deem, under the 
‘circumstances, utterly inadmissible. 

+ Notwithstanding the representations of the con- 


tractor, of the: ruin by which he will be over- 


whelmed should he proceed with the execution of 
his contracts, nothing has been elicited to satisfy 
me of that fact. He may, and probably will sus- 
‘tain a loss; but that cannot justify the House in 
doing more than permitting a release of the re- 
‘mainder of the-work to be executed. It will not 
justify any reclamation of damages to cover the 
loss already incurred. It should be known to the 
House how Mr. Belt became contractor; under what 
circumstances he bid for the public work at the 
rate of which he, now so bitterly complains; in 
fine, whether he is an innocent purchaser of pat- 
ronage, without a knowledge of consequences to 
result from too cheap a bid, or whether he under- 


bid bona fide bidders-at the lettings, relying upon 
the political partialities of members of Congress 
to relieve him from a dilemma in which he became 
voluntarily involved... Will the House not con- 
sider it proper to delay until wecan see with what 
aim and object this unfortunate gentleman inter- 
tered in the matter of the public printing? icer- 
tainly deem-such delay advisable. 

But, the resolutions relate back to the com- 
mencement of the session, and will authorize pay- 
ment to-the contractor at a rate not only not speci- 
fied by his contract, but so far beyond that rate 
that he will be paid for what is now done, more 
profit than would have contented a competent 
printer for the whole work to be done during the 
year. The honorable chairman holds up to your 


view the first part of the President’s message, and 
4 exclaims that the contractor is allowed only iwen- 


ty-nine anda half cents per volume for that work. 
He informs the House that his resolutions will 
swell that compensation to seventy-six and a haif 
cents. The difference amounts to about one hun- 
dred and sixty per cent. additional profit! We or- 
dered fifteen thousand extra numbers of the mes- 
sage and accompanying documents, according to 
my recollection, and the proposed increase of com- 
pensation for the first part of that docuinent (there 
being three parts) will swell the pfinter’s bill from 
forty-five hundred dollars to near twelve thousand 
dollars. {s it possible this can be just to the peo- 
ple we represent? If this rate of increase is to 
attach to the whole public printing, how enormous 
the aggregate of additional profit to the contractor, 
and how stimulating to a repetition of the practice 
of under-bidding, reserving a reliance upon the 
machinery of party to alter the result of the con- 
tract. 

What was the difference between the bids of 
the present contractors and those of their com- 
petitors? I may be permitted to suppose that a 
printer of experience in his profession, competent 
as to means, willing to embark his fortune in the 
business of printing for Congress, and ready to 
devote his time to the prosecution of the business, 
placed his bid before the Clerk, after a minute cal- 
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: HOUSE. 
f iog |NO. of pages|No. of pages 
Namberof Docitment. No. cópies. composition. | presswork. 
JHouse Document, No. 20—Part I—Patent Office........-.| 16,400 626 9,404,000 
at s “« 4—Finance Report....sesseeeeeee| 11,400 996 11,992.000 
of $6 “ 1—Estimates of Appropriations.... 1.400 238 < 403,200 
ss “«& —  & 5—Part l—Message and Documents.) 16,400 922* 15,120,800 
Es se “  5--Part H and 1li—Mess. and Docs] 16,400 1,218 19,942,200 
ss es. t 14—Coast suvey.....- Sas beta. eiea-o 5,900 98 578 200 
P a ‘© 15—Commerce and Navigation....| 16,400 368 4,195,200 
t & “s 17—California and New Mexico... 11,400 952 10,852,800 , 
‘t Se “ $9-—T. B. King’s California..... eo] 11,400 32 364.800 
as ss  68—Conditionof Banks.. s.es...) 11,400 428 4,879,200 
117,100 5,928 77,719,400 
SENATE. 
‘ISenate Document, No. 15—-Part I—Patent Office.........., 1,250 626 782,500 
af a “46 ue 1—Part I—Message and Documents} 11,300 922* 10,418 600 
iy £ “Parts II & HI of Mess. and Docs.) 11,300 1,218 13,763,400 
“4 s «© 2—Annual Report Sec. of Treasury; 21,250 1,052} 22,365,000 
ts as s 3-+Commerce aad Navigation...... 6,750 368 2,484,000 
s t “ Coast Survey... .....-0. ee ee eee 6,750 98 | 661,500 
s E, E 13—Routefram Ft. Smith to Santa F@ - 3,750 26 | 98,300 
sf sf “ 11—Smith and Hardcastle’s Survey} 3,750 16 60 000 
t s “ 13—Rey and Garcia.,....ceeeeres-| 6,250 164 | 1,025,000 
, 71,350 4,490 | 51,658.800 
docu ts, (regular number,) excluding above of 24, 4th,and 5th parts........9,354,800 
: ee Stee A do o 4 do do : GOveeeseeereeee es 8,127,500 
17,482,300 
-Number of pages of Presswork. 
77,719,400 
51,658,800 
17,482,300 


146,860,500 


NUMBER OF VOLUMES ORDERED TO BE PRINTED. 
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SATO. be delivered... sesser peessoepocsosesroreecosecaenmecsacesesrseresrereee 


*Tables equal to 70 pages. 


E eine dialelve% ilers ies T: E 
eree e e 152,550 


{Tables equal to 56 pages. 341,000 


culation of the rates at. which he could perform thë 
contract'so as to realize a fair andiving profit: At 
the bid of such a person should turn. out to exceed, 
the actual bids of the. present contractors by “no 
more-than fifty-one thousand dollars, is it not pal= 
pable that this House cannot be justified in. voting 
a sum greater than fifty-one thousand dollars’ ta 
these contractors for what they have performed, 
releasing them from the remnant: of the. ceniract.? 
Mark, sir, in that sum ‘of $51,000 I suppose the 
printer to have calculated his. profit; is it not cer- 
tain that the point at which a loss commences must 
be far below that sum? The representations of 
rain which have been made are the exaggerations 
of fear, Mr. Speaker, if not of interest.. We should 
look minutely at the facts before these representa- 
tions become the guides of our judgment. 1 have 
heard much, out of doors, on this point, but E 
veniure to say that when the cost of executing the 
public printing is compared with the fate of the 
contract, lwo per cent. will cover the actual loss, if, 
indeed, there shall appear any loss. Let-us not be 
frightened from our propriety, but come calmly to 
the consideration of this whole subject. It is a 
matter of very great public importance. No 
branch of public expenditure makes much larger 
gaps in the public treasure than the public printe 
ing, and none has yielded so large profits to the suc= 
cessful employés of Government, when. adroitly’ 
managed. : 
Bat, sir, there is a peculiarity about these reso- 
lutions which invites especial scrutiny. No simi- 
lar instance of liberality can be found of record 
among the archives of the public printers or of 
Congress. Itis a real bon bouche offered to this 
side of the House, for which, no doubt, we should 
be duly thankful—I mean the voluntary partition 
of the public printing with Gales and Seaton. 
Is the capacity of the Union office insufficient to 
enable the work to be done there? Does this fact 
occasion this remarkable stretch of generosity? It 
is a magnanimity to which parties are not accus- 
tomed. Surely, it is not designed to imbody the 
strength of both parties in this Hall by the pre- 
sentation of this proposition to divide; but | respect- 
fully submit, that it is a curious specimen of combi~ 
nation, which cannot fail to attract attenuon, and 
which both sides of this House ought, deliber- 
ately, to examine before its adoption. If the tes- 
timony before the special committee should ex- 
hibit a willingness among the proprietors of the 
Union and Intelligencer to do the public: printing 
on joint account, or that each should have a moiety, 
and that the proprietors of another newspaper 
should have the printing of the departments, pro- 
vided they can, by joint effort, induce Conyress'to 
abandon the contract system, what would the 
country think of the passage of these resolutions . 
after the development of that combination shall 
have been made? If the contract system is wrong, 
abandon it; if it is right, adhere to it. If you find 
the proprietors of the press unanimous in their de- 
sire to return to the law of 1819 as the standard by 
which prices shall be regulated, and find that they 
propose 20, 30, 40, 45, 66 per cent. below ‘those 
prices, as rates at which they wiil contract, vou 
have testimony at once before you that the stand- 
ard is very high, and the point at which business 
men will settle for a fair compensation deserves 
more investigation than we are enabled to-day to 
give to this subject. 1 am opposed to the sealing 
and delivery of this new contract al this time. Í 
claim for the “craft” of the country another day 
for the hearing of this case. I claim for the people 
another investigation before judgment. I repre- 
sent that the special committee are now only de- 
layed from nre: entinz a report by the examination 
of testin ony which Mr, Ritchie desires to bring 
before them, an!,as he is the party beneficially 
interested, os it eppcars, | submit that, while his 
case is under hearing before the tribunal to which 
a proper investigation of it has been referred by’ 
this Fouse, there should be no call upon the House 
to pronounce judgment. Let it come on the mirits, 
Mr. PARKER desired to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky- whether the special committee had 
not caused the delay to which this case was now 
to be subjected, by refusing to allow Mr. Ritchie 
to cross-examine the witnesses as the investigation 
progressed, and whether the testimony in chic f was 
not concluded before the committee allowed Mr, 
Ritchie to recall any witness? : f 
Mr. MARSHALL. diis true Mr. Ritchie was 
not permitted to cross-examine the witnesses as 
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the investigation progressed. The committee did | 
not know Mr. Ritchie as the public printer, or | 
what he had to do with the investigation. Mr. | 
Belt, who gave bond, and who bid for the cohtract, 
and to whom the ‘contract was assigned under the 
law, never has intimated a desire to come before 
the committee, or. any interest in the proceedings 
of the committee. He has never applied for the 
privilege of cross-exdmining the witnesses, and we 
have his memorial now under consideration request- 
ing that he shall be released from the contract.” In 
the face of this, Mr. Ritchie avows himself to be 
the public printer and the party really interested; but, 
sir, he is only one of the securities, and is not 
known, under the law, as even a bidder for the 
contract. Why shall he be allowed to intervene? 
He makes no allegation that his principal is insol- 
vent or unable to execute the undertaking for which 
he became his surity. Mr. Belt is a journeyman 
orinter, I understand, in the Union office. Mr. 
“Ritchie knows his means, and knew them when 
he became his security. But, more, the committee 
had several subjects of a general nature referred to 
them and no courtesy required for Mr. Ritchie the 
privilege of giving direction to their investigation 
of those general topics, or of prolonging that in- 
vestigation by cross examination. The committee 
at an early period of their session, upon the de- 
mand of Mr. Ritchie to be heard, determined that 
when any matter, affecting Mr. Ritchie as a man, 
or in his property, should arise, he should be al- 
lowed to cross-examine the witness. After the 
committee had heard the witnesses in chief, the 
whole body of the testimony was submitted to the 
inspection of Mr. Ritchie, and he was informed 
that by himself and counsel he could reéxamine 
the witnesses, or that he might introduce new tes- 
timony to any points which-he might deem perti- 
nent. Urder this extension of courtesy, Mr. 
Ritchie, by his counsel, daily is presenting testi- 
mony, and as he occasions the present delay in 
the action of the committee, the time does not seem 
to be propitious for a decision of the case. Had the 
joint committee been apprised of the status of the 
cause, it is presumable they would not have offered 
these resolutions in advance of our report. But, 
‘gir, we arè also told that the contractor is unable to 
proceed, and that 152,000 volumes yet remain to 
be executed. May I ask the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Printing to say what works 
trese are, so far behindhand? - 

Mr. McWILLIE. The Patent Office report. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Just what I expected. 
The House ordered 150,000 copies of the agricul- 
tural part of this report to be published, and the 
printers determined to stereotype it. That is now 
partly finished, as L learn, and no change in the 
existing arrangement will, to any extent, expedite 
the publication of this document. The mass of the 
documents ordered at this session have now been 
printed, and most of those remaining incomplete 
can, by a proper application of force, be readily 
executed. ls it the second part of the Patent Of- 
fice report from which the contractor desires to be 
relieved? or, is it this document he desires to deliver 
under the new arrangement? ‘The difference to him 
will be striking, and the difference to the public 
Treasury wiil also be remarkable. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not weary the House by 
dwelling longer upon this question, since Lam not | 
at liberty to enter upon the subject generally. THe 
time will come shortly when [can speak to it more 
at large, and I shall then avail myself of the oppor- 
tunity to address such remarks to the ear of the 
House ad shall seem proper to the conclusions 
which I may form on the facts elicited by the com- 
mittee. I have heard a great deal during this ses- 
sion about the improper appropriation of the pub- 
lic money, and I hope the Representatives of the | 
people will not follow bad examples, or set bad 
precedents for others to pursue hereafter. I have | 
no desire to do injustice to any party concerned in 
these printing contracts, I have no desire to op- 
press any one, and it shall be my care to do jus- 
tice in any conclusions to which | may arrive. But 
jet us not be precipitate, and let us not, through 
eympathy for alleged distress, abandon one system 
and adopt another, without that deliberate consid- 
eration of the subject which is demanded by its 
real importance. Let us see what this contractor 
will lose, in fact, by completing his contract, and | 
Jet us see under what circumstances he became 
contractor; whether he designed to perform the 


work when he incurred the obligations of his bond; 


a competent printer will not undertake it for a 
slightly enhanced price; or whether it is but to di- 
vide it among.the party presses of this city, so as 
to sustain the proprietors at the expense of the 
great body of the American people. I renew my 
motion. to refer the resolutions to the select com- 
mittee on printing. 

During the remarks.of Mr. MARSHALL, 

Mr. ASHMUN rose and asked him to yield the 
floor fora momeut, for the purpose of explanation. 

Mr. MARSHALL yielded the floor. 

Mr. ASH MUN desired to suggest, in relation to 
the inquiry made by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Parxer,] that in the early proceedings of the 
committee, Mr. Ritchie appeared and claimed to 


be present by himself or his attorney, at all the | 
hearings of the committee, and to cross-examine | 


all the witnesses upon all the subjects before them. 
The committee, inasmuch as nine-tenths of the 
subjects before them were generally matters not 
affecting Mr. Ritchie, decided that his request 
should not be granted, but that whenever any mat- 
terg affecting him personally should come up, then 
he would be entitled to be presents and that 
upon request, there would be no objection. When 
the testimony was completed, the fact was commu- 
nicated to Mr. Ritchie, and every opportunity was 
given to him.to examine itand be present by him- 
self or any other person; and a partner of his 
was present and availed himself of the opportunity 
to cross-examine and to produce testimony. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] assert that when 
the testimony was to be taken 1n chief, it was com- 
municated to Mr. Ritchie that he might come in, 
hear the testimony, and cross-examine the wit- 
nesses? 

‘Mr. ASHMUN repeated the substance of his 
previous statement. 

Mr. PARKER said that here was an examina- 
tion which had been proceeding for three or four 
months, and the party interested, although not 
technically the contractor, yet known to every 
member of the committee to be a party interested, 
was not permitted, or understood from the com- 
mittee that he was excluded from the investi- 
gation. He (Mr. P.) had been told of a wit- 
ness living at Albany, who was examined in chiefs 
what his testimony was, was only made know 
within ten days, and a request was sent by Mr. 
Ritchie that the witness might again be summoned. 
If such an answer had been given as the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. Asumun] stated, it 
ought to have been satisfactory to Mr. Ritchie. 
All he desired was to protect himself from any 
indirect assault which might be made upon him in 
relation to this contract. He (Mr. P.) had no 
personal complaint to make. Allhe had to say 
was, that considerable time would most probably 
elapse in rebutting the testimony in chief, which 
had been taken in this manner. 

Mr. ORR said, he thought there was an evident 
propriety in referring this report and resolutions 
to the select committee on printing, for if the 
House were to act upon it now, they must act 
without that information which was necessary to 
do justice to the subject. He believed that the se- 
lect committee were in possession of many facts 
that would serve to enlighten the House. It was 
proper, therefore, that those facts should be laid 
before the House, before it proceeded to form a 
jadgment on this important subject. There was 
one fact which he would mention, and which 
would show to the House the necessity for the ref- 


have incurred no loss whatever. 
lic printing can be executed at that price, I can see 
no propriety whatever in the House paying the 
amount now proposed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, viz: forty-five per cent. less than the prices of 
1819. 

Another thing: the Secretary of the Senate and 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, under 


the law regulating the printing, advertised for pro- 


whether, if he gives up the contract, anothet and | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| 
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the press. 


posals.. The proposal of Mr. Belt was only about 
$18,000-lower than the next lowest bidder. 1¢ was 
taken at seventy, or perhaps seventy-five ‘per cent. 
below the prices of 1819. The bids of the uasuc- 
cessful applicants were about sixty-five per cent. 
below the prices of 1819. Well, now, if: you 
propose to relieve these contractors, will. you go 
below that amount, and give them a greater sum 
than the difference between the lowest bid and the 
next one to it? i `: i : 

Another fact which I propose to submit is, that 
the first part of the Patent Office report. has.already. 
been stereotyped, and they arenow working off the 
copies as fast as the press can dispatch them: -It 
is a large volume of six or seven hundréd pages. 
If the contractors are allowed the prices of 1819, 
deducting forty-five per cent., according to the 
proposal of the committee, the net proceeds of 


the contract upon that document alone will’ be 


$23,051. 

Now, I ask this House if it would be right to 
pass this resolution without first being put in pos- 
session of the report of the select committee, which 
will, in all probability, disclose these with other 
material facts? With reference to the delay which 
had been alluded to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucy, in. bringing forward the report of the select 
committee, that committee were now engaged. in 
examining witnesses, whom Mr. Ritchie desired 
should be examined for the purpose of cohtrovert- 
ing and explaining certain facts which had been 
elicited by the investigation of the select commit- 
tee. When the examination of Mr. Ritchie’s wit- 
nesses. is concluded, the committee will be pre- 
pared to present their report... He-did not think 
the House ought to act on the question until that 


; report came in. This was a proposition which ap- 
| peared to him to be so plain and self-evident, that 


it required no further argument. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (to the Speaker.) 
If 1 move the previous question, and the House 
should sustain it, what will be its effect? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question, if 
sustained, will bring the House to a vote, first, on 
the motion to refer to the select committee; and, 
if that motion should fail, on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading. . : 

Mr. JOHNSON. I call the previous question. 

Mr. TAYLOR asked Mr. J. to withdraw. the 
motion. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. For what purpose? . 

Mr. TAYLOR. That I may put an inquiry to 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing, [Mr. 
Me Wire.) ps 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will you renew the motion 
if I withdraw it? j 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will do so. 

Mr.JOHNSON. I withdraw the motion. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. TAYLOR said he desired merely to in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, whether they were likely to get the. second 
part of the Patent Office report within the present 
year; and also at what time the select. committee 
would probably make their report ? 

Mr. Me WH.ELLE stated that the second ‘portion 
of the Patent Office report was now going through 
This was the part which related to the 
mechanic arts. The agricultural portion would 
also in a few days be ready for the press. “And if 
all the presses of the city were set upon the work, 
it could be done rapidly, but if ithad to be done 
solely by the office now engaged with: the public 
printing, it could not possibly be completed before 
next January. 

Mr. TAYLOR, who was very indistinctly heard 
on the right of the Chair, was understood to re- 
mark, that it was highly necessary that the print- 
ing of that report, as well as ail the rest of the pub- 
lic printing, should be completed at as early a day 
as possibly. 

Mr. WENTWORTH (the floor being yielded 
to him) said; his impression was that the very 
anxiety of the House to get the public printing 
done promptly had been the chief cause of the de- 
lay. The contractors had only to say that they 
could not do the work more expeditiously unless 
they got better prices. As to when the select com- 
mittee would be prepared to report, he could only 
say thatit was a matter of some difficulty to get 
the committee together, They were now engeged 
in the examination of witnesses, and two or three 
days would probably eomplete the testimony; 
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-perhaps by Monday next, they would be prepared 
to: make. their report. Head ocd 

Mr. McWILLIE (the floor being still yielded 
by the gentleman from Ohio) said he had been 
awaiting the action of the select committee for 
some. months, in the expectation that they would 
report, so that the House might have before it the 
information which that report would furnish. 
He had withheld as long as-he had felt at liberty 
to.do so, the report of the Committee on Printing. 
But he did not suppose that the select committee 
would recommend a plan by which the work 
should be done hereafter; and. he did not think 
there could be much objection to the proposition 
which the Committee on Printing had submitted. 
If the House was to. be govemed by precedent, 
they could find a thousand precedents, and most 
extravagant ones too; but the course proposed by 
the Committee on Printing was one by which jus- 
tice would be done, and that justice would be 
tempered with mercy. 

Mr..ORR (the floor being yielded to him) said he 
desired. to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on, Printing whether this House had ever released 
Wendell. and Van Benthuysen from their contract? 

Mr. McWILLIE, in reply to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, said, no such case had been pre- 
sented to the committee, and he knew nothing 
aboutit : 

Mr. ORR. . Well, sir, I know they have not. 

Mr. .McWILLUIE (continuing) said, he was 
willing that the resolution should be referred to the 
‘select. committee; or, that any other disposition 
should be made of it, which the House might think 
proper to make. 

Mr. TAYLOR said, he thought the House 
ought to come to some conclusion upon the sub- 
ject of the public printing. They had been in 
session now nearly ten months, and had absolutely 
not yet been enabled to procure from the public 
printers work which should have been done at an 
early period of the session. ‘They were only now 
receiving the third portion of the President’s annual 
message to Congress, together with a portion of 
the documents. accompanying it. A select com- 
mittee had been for the last three months investi- 
gating the subject, and no report .had yet been 
made by them; and it was not until this morning 
that a report had been made by the Committee on 
Printing. It appeared very singular, indeed, that 
the House could not devise some mode by which 
the public printing could be executed promptly, 
and not have the work delayed for nearly ten 
months to accommodate a few.contractors. It 
was a very great outrage, and one which, if it were 
within his power to do it, he would correct in- 


stantly. The sfanding committee on printing had | 


submitted a proposition to the House, which, it 
appeared to hrm, was calculated to advance the pub- 
lic interest. b} having the printing. done promptly, 
even if a higher price had to be paid for it. He 
for one had always been willing to vote a liberal 
remuneration to the printer who was authorized 
to do the work of the House. The Senate was 
paying the Union and Intelligencer liberally for re- 
porting and publishing their debates and proceed- 
Ings, and they were Piven in such a manner as to 
present to the country a full and accurate view of. 
the procéedings of that body, and published with- 
out delay; but so far as the publishing of public 
documents by: the public printers.was concerned, 
the work was grossly neglected. What he should 
propose, would be to absolve these printers from 
doing any more work under the contract, and give 
the work to others. : 

He was informed, and he believed the informa- 
tion rested upon good authority, that the agricul- 
tural’ portion of the Patent Office report would be 
finished in about four weeks from this time, but 
if they were to wait for the printing of it by the 
present contractors they would not get it this year. 
He hoped the House would, so far as the remain- 
der of the printing was concerned, authorize the 
Clerk to have it, done by other printers. He had 
an amendment drawn up to that effect, and if in 
order he would offer it now. 

The SPEAKER said, the amendment was not 
now in order. Me 

Mr.. TAYLOR. said, that he should protest 
against any further delay, and if the evil were not 
promptly remedicd by the present contractors, he 
should insist apon the work being taken out of 
their.hands. . He renewed the demand for the pre- 
vious question: _ re ce 


And there was.a second. > 
And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, (being, first, on the reference of ‘the bill to 
the select committee on printing.). . 
Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays; but 
withdrew the demand. + 


The question was then taken, and decided in the- 


affirmative. 


So the joint resolution was referred to the select | 


committee on printing. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. 1 3 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded with the call of 
the committees for reports. 


THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BAYLY said that he had been directed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to reporta 
bill ‘* creating the office of Assistant Secretary of 
State, and for other purposes”’—accompanied by 
a report. i 

The bill having been read twice by its title— 

Mr. BAYLY moved that it be referred, with the 
accompanying report, to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that they be 

rinted. 

j Mr. RICHARDSON, (to the Speaker.) Isit 
in order to move that the bill be laid upon the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. BAYLY, (claiming the floor.) Iam sur- 


prised at the motion indicated by the gentleman | 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,} although after | 


what has occurred here to-day | can scarcely be 
surprised at anything. {Laughter.] The bill is 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and by the unanimous vote of that committee. 

Mr. JONES desired Mr. B. to yield the floor 
for a moment. 

Mr. BAYLY preferred not to yield. 

Mr. BAYLY proceeded. It isthe same bill— 

Mr. JONES, (interposing.) 1 was not present 
in committee when the bill was reported. 

Mr. BAYLY. I know that the gentleman was 
not present. I speak of those who were. 

Mr. KAUFMAN puta question to Mr. BAYLY, 
which was not distinctly heard, but the purport of 
which was understood to be, whether the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had any jurisdiction over 
a case of this kind ? 

Mr. BAYLY. To arrest at once the disposi- 
tion which I see evinced to put me in a false atti- 
tude in relation to these matters, I desire to make 
a few remarks upon this bill. 

It is precisely the same bil] which was brought 
to the attention of Congress by Mr. Buchanan in 
1846, and which was reported to the House by the 
Judiciary Committee. Accompanying the report 
was Mr. Buchanan’s letter, showing the neces- 
sity for the additional force. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON was understood to inquire 
if a portion of the business formerly transacted in 
the State Department had not been transferred to 
the Patent Office ? 

Mr. BAYLY replied that it had; but he added 
that the force which had been employed upon that 
business had also been transferred. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had investigated the facts, 
and were satisfied beyond the possibility of a 
doubt as to the propriety of making the change 
asked for. When the subject should be brought 
before the Committee of the Whole, he would be 
prepared to defend the proposition against all at- 
tacks that might be made upon it, let them come 
from what quarter they might. He moved thatthe 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said that during his short 
service in Congress, he had observed that when- 
ever it was desired to create a number of new offi- 
ces, to enlarge the patronage of this Government, 
new duties for those new officers to discharge were 
readily contrived. For the purpose of curtailing 
those superfluous duties, he intended to move to 
lay the bill upon the tabie. The gentleman from 


Virginia had assigned’ no reasons why the bill 
should be passed. He would ask the genieman 


to state why this House was called on now to 
create additional officers of this Government, with 
high salaries? Was there any good reason why 


* 
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| there should be an additional. Secretary f State? : 


if there was any reason, the gentleman- from: Vir- 
ginja had avoided stating it: He was opposed to 
the proposition altogether. . : pe 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (the floor 
being yeildéd to him,) said he would present one | 
single consideration which had had a great deal of ` 
force with him. It was-represented by Mr. Bu- 
chanan, that such was the want of force in the 


|| State Department, that-in. regard: to the item: of 


claims against. foreign Governments, :thèy. were 
not investigated and. understood by the. present 
board, and the result was, that our ministers 
abroad. were frequently instructed to demand 
claims which we ourselves would not admit, nor 
think of paying if made against this Government `” 
—claims which, upon consideration and investiga- 
tion, we should not think just.. it certainly ap- 
peared to him to be important that this deficiency 
should be supplied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (resuming) said he had 
no doubt that any officer of this Government, with 
the view of getting an increase of salary, could 
easily manage to impose a part of his duties on 
somebody else. That this had been practiced by 
some, was a fact that was well known ‘to every 
gentleman on that floor. He had no doubt the 
Secretary of State would be very willing to have: 
the duties of his office discharged by somebody 
else, whilst he enjoyed the honor and emoluments. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, that 
if the gentleman’s remarks were intended to be ` 
applied to the present Secretary of State, he was 
laboring under a misapprehension. Mr. Buchan- 
an had recommended the same thing, with this 
difference, that he wanted the appointment of the 
Assistant Secretary himself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he recollected it was 
urged two years ago that there was an absolute 
necessity for creating this Home Department. 

Mr. STRONG (interposing, and the floor being 
yielded to him,) said, he desired to ask the gentle- 
man whether since Mr. Buchanan wrote that let- 
ter a very large proportion of the dauies of the 
Secretary of State had not been transferred to the 
Department of the Interior ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON aaid he was just going to 
remark that such was the fact. He believed that 
at least one half of the duties of the Secretary of 
State had been transferred to the Home Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. VINTON (the floor being yielded) said 
that by a reference to Mr. Buchanan’s letter it” 
would be seen that an extension of the force of. 
the State Department was indispensably neces- 
sary." i . 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he would like to in- 
quire ofthe gentleman why it was, if they wanted 
additional clerks, they did not apply for them and 
not seek a reorganization of the department? 
The gentleman from Virginia had told them that 
after the vote of this morning he had made up his 
mind not to be astonished at anything. He could 
assure the gentleman that he alone was responsi- 
ble for that vote.. i k 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman from Ili- 
nois to order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he was merely re- 
plying to a remark made by the gentleman him- 
self, 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND (Mr. Ricuarpson yield- 
ing) said he had been rather taken by surprise by 
the report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and would not now attempt anything 
more at present than to give a brief history of the 
measure before the House. The same subject had 
been brought to the attention of Congress in 1846, 
by Mr. Buchanan, then Secretary of State. ‘hat 
distinguished officer had addressed a communica- 
tion to Mr. Rathbun, chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, urging the inadequacy of the 
clerical foree in the State Department to perform 
the public business in an efficient and satisfactory 
manner, and asking for an addition to that force. 
Tire subject was debated, but failed to receive the 
sanction of Congress at that session. During the 
present session he had understood that the late 
Secretary of State, Mr. Clayton, had renewed this 
representation in a communication to the Conmmit- 
tee of Ways and Means. And within a few days 


| past, (say some three or four,) Mr. McC. had re- 


ceived a communication from the present Secretary 

of State upon the same subject. Contemporane- 

ously, probably, the chairman of the Committee, 
* 
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‘of Ways and Means-received a similar communi- 


cation from Mr. ‘Webster... -Mr. McC. had stated 
then to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 
that it was too late in the session to bring the sb- 
ject to the attention of Congress. He understood 
the gentleman from: Virginia to acquiesce in this 
opinion: . Hence, Mr. McC. repeated that he was 
surprised that the bill under consideration had 
been reported. And this surprise was enhanced 
from the fact that the subject of the bill did not 
properly pertain -to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, whose.business re- 
lated ‘chiefly to the public revenues and expendi- 
tures. And in this opinion he was corroborated 
by the gentleman from Texas, (Mr. Kaurman,] 
who had preceded Mr. McC. in the expression of 
this opinion. The bill proposed, in effect, a reor- 
ganization of the Siate Department, and it was 
now clearly too late to begin a measure of that 
importance. He was, therefore, opposed to action 
now upon the subject, At the next session he 
would be inclined to give it full consideration and 
a final decision. 

Mr. CROWELL made a remark which the 
Reporter was unable to hear. 

Mr. JONES rose, he said, to make a point of 
order, which he desired should be decided by the 
Chair, It was, whether a committee of that 
House could, upon the private recommendation of 
the head of any one of the departments of this Gov- 
ernment, or whether a committee of this House 
could, of its own mere motion or volition, take 
jurisdiction of a subject and report by bill to this 
House, upon a subject not coming within their pre- 
scribed duties? The point which he now’ made 
was, that the subject of this bill, viz: the increase 
of the personnel of the State Department had never 
been before this House, and consequently had 
never been referred to the Committee of Ways 


and Means by the House, although the commit- | 


tee had reported a bill to create the office of Assist- 
ant Secretary of State, and four or five additional 
clerks at asalary of $2,000 each, and another ata 
salary of $1,500. He wished the Chair to decide 
whether it was in order for the committee to do 
this. He thought it was not. 

The SPEAKER said that in the opinion of 
the Chair it was toolate to make the pointof order, 
the bill having been read a first and second time, 
and a motion made to refer it to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he had intended to 
make the same point of order in reference to a res- 
olution that was reported the other day from the 
same committee. The gentleman from Virginia, 
he knew, was a learned and ingenious special 
pleader, but it did scem to him that this was a mat- 
ter over which the Committee of Ways and Means 
had no jurisdiction whatever. He was satisfied 
that there was not time to give this subject that de- 
liberation that ought to be given to it, and he 
would: move, therefore, that the whole subject be 
Jaid on the table, and on that motion he asked for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY requested the gentleman from Tli- 
nois to withdraw his motion, to enable him to make 
an explanation. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. BAYLY said he could not help regarding 

. the motion of the gentleman asan extraordinary 
one, to lay the bill on the table without a solitary 
word of explanation, and when gentlemen here 
knew nothing about it. The committee had in- 
vestigated thesubject, and had reported a bill, and 
asked that the bill be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, where 
it might be fully discussed. Lt was a most extraor- 
dinary course to object to a proposition of this 
kind without allowing its friends to have a hear- 
ing. 

Now, sir, (continued. Mr. B.,) we have investi- 
gated the whole matter thoroughly, but when 1 
reported this bill I had no expectation of pushing 
it through the House hurriedly. 1 would not have 
asked such a thing. 1 only desired that it should 
go to the Committee of the Whole, that it might 
undergo discussion, The subject has been pressed 
upon Congress by three successive Secretaries of 
State. And on one occasion when the application 
was before the House, l recollect 1 had a conver- 
sation with Mr. Buchanan on the subject, and he 
assured me that such a measure was absolutely 
necessary. Mr. Clayton has had several inter- 

-views with me on the subject, and he addressed 


| everything without consideration, I think they 


‘occasionally, some credit for sagacity in relation 


! he constantly represented the necessity there was 


| and not one particle of the business that the Sec- 


me a communication relating-to it early in the ses- 
sion. Mr. Webster has done. the same thing. 
Bat if the gentleman supposes that I desire to pre- 
vent investigation or discussion, he is greatly mis- 
taken. 

Now as to the point suggested by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. It is a subject which clearly be- 
longs to the Committee of Ways and Means. - It 
is a measure for carrying on the business of one 
of the departments of this Government, and one 
which will involve the expenditure of money. It 
comes clearly within the prescribed duty of that 
committee, and it has been so understood from the 
foundation of the Government. The creation of 
the office of Secretary of the Interior originated 
with the Committee of Ways and Means—the 
Department of the Interior itself originated with 
that committee. ‘he propositions for the increase 
of clerks in the various departments have always 
originated with that committee. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee asks how 
the subject got before the committee? Does not 
the gentleman know that the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, in which the Department of State 
is provided for, was referred to that Committee? 
When we had that bill under consideration, Mr. 
Webster desired me to put in this bill in substance 
as an amendment to it, but our committee decided 
that inasmuch as it wasa matter that would give 
rise to a good deal of debate, and as the session 
was so nearly exhausted, we would not put 
in this bill, or any new appropriation that would 
give rise to debate. We determined to bring it in 
as a separate measure that it might stand ‘on its 
own merits. Whether the House pass it at this 
session or not, is a matter which I feel no great 
anxiety about. I think it would be eminently 
proper that we should do so, but when it goes to 
the Committee of the Whole, if we find that we 
have not sufficient time to consider it maturely, let 
it lie over until the next session of Congress. | 
shall not press it; I have no desire to press it. 
The gentleman complains because I am not will- 
ing to embarrass the department by withholding 
the force that is required. If any one supposes that 
the Democratic party is to be benfited by opposing 


will find themselves very much mistaken. I have 
had a good deal of experience, and have received, 


to such matters, and if I am to be judged of by 
my success in political life perhaps, it has not been 
altogether undeserved; but I can assure the gen- 
tleman that I have never known the time when an 
individual has ever gained anything for himself, 
personally, or for the Government, by blind and 
indiscriminate opposition. Let us scrutinize all 
propositions; pass what is right, and reject what is 
wrong; and we shall stand before the country 
properly justified. Sir, if I have not done for my 
party anything else, | have at least presented it in 
an attitude before the country that it ought to be 
proud to occupy. ‘This measure, sir, was favora- 
bly received by the Democratic party in 1846. 1 
know the fact, for I was at that time a member of 
this House. It was reported from the Judiciary 
Committee by Mr. Rathbun, who was not at that 
time friendly to the administration of Mr. Polk. 
That gentleman, Democrat as he was, not at all 
disposed to facilitate the views of the Administra- 
tion in any’shape, reported the bill. I had fre- 
quent interviews with Mr. Buchanan about it, and 


for the passage of the measure. 

But the gentleman says, the Department of the 
Interior has been since created, and that a large 
portion of the business of the State Department 
has been transferred to it. But, sir, the whole 
force of the State Department that was connected 
with the Patent Office, which has been transferred 
to the Department of the Interior, was transferred 
along with it. And if the gentlemen will examine 
Mr. Buchanan’s letter, they will find there the 
specified duties which it is designed shall be per- 
formed by this increased force that is asked for; 


retary asks assistance in the transaction of, has 
been transferred at all. My friend from New 
Hampshire, who understands this matter perfectly, 
suggests to me to have Mr. Buchanan’s letter read; 
but our time isso precious, that although the read- 
ing of the letter would savé me from such ee 


plaints as have been made, yet I would rather bear | 
them than consume the time of the House, and | 


* 


delay the public business. I will. subject myself 
to. misconception, I. will not say misrepresentation, 
rather than consume the time of the House, which 
ig so precious at this late period. of the session. 
Allthat I have asked is, that the bill be referred:to 
the Committee of the Whole on the stateof the 
Union; and if there should-rot be time to-take‘it.up 
and act upon it at this ‘session, let it lie over until 
the next. I shall not’be importunate about it. 
Mr. McCLERNAND (Mr. Bavty. yielding) 
said, he had not in what he:had previously said, 
nor did he now propose to go into the merits’of 
this question. It was not improbable that. the 
clerical force of the State Department ‘was insuffi- 
cient—it would probably promote the public inter- 
ests to add to that force. But what he wished to 
say was first, that the Committee of Ways: and 
Means was not the proper committee from which 
a measure of this kind should emanate. It wasan 
unwarranted stretch of authority on the part of 
that committee to take jurisdiction of it. He 
doubted not that the chairman of the Committee: 
of Ways and Means [Mr. Bayry] had acted in the 
matter from candid and honest motives—from a 
sense of public duty; but he should not forget that 
a mere appropriation contained ina bill, or involved 
in a measure, is not enough of itself in all cases to 
give his committee jurisdiction, According. to 
such a rule there would be little or no occasion for 
any other committee than the one over which he 


‘presides with so much assiduity and credit. What 


do we understand tobe the fact here? The bill 

under consideration, in view of the inadequacy of 
the force in the State Department, proposes what 

is in effect a reorganization of that department—it 

proposes a classification of the business and. the 

under officers of that department—it- proposes 

what in reason and consistency, unquestionably 

appertains to the jurisdiction and duties of the 

Committee on Foreign Affairs. ‘The communica- 

tion—the reasoning of Mr. Buchanan upon the sub. 

ject confirmed this view. For these reasons Mr. ° 
McC. was as much surprised that the Secretary of 

State had committed the subject to the care of the 

Committee of Ways and Means, as that that com- 

mittee had reported upon it. Since the report had 

been made he Would not impeach itupon any formal 

or technical ground—he would not impeach its 

merits on any such ground—but he was in favor of 
postponing action upon it until the next session of 
Congress. During the next session the House 

will have time to investigate the subject, and to do 

in the premises, in the right way, Whatever may 

be proper to bedone. He would therefore vote to 

lay the bill on the table; and if that motion’should 

fail, he would then vote to refer if to the Commit- 

tee of the Whole, where it might remain until the 

next session. 

Mr. BAYLY said, the increase of force asked 
for was a matter which had nothing to do with 
our foreign affairs, and was not, therefore, a sub- 
ject for the Committee on Foreign Affairs to con- 
sider. It related exclusively to the carrying on of 
the business of the department, which “belonged 
exclusively to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposing, 
said he hoped the gentleman from Virginia would 
‘allow the question to be taken on his motion to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON (Mr. Bayty yielding the floor 
temporarily) said he did not know what course the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
would prefer to take in reference to this bill, © For 
his own part, he would like to see the biil put upon 
its passage and passed. It had happened accident~ 
ally that he had had conversations on the subject 
with both of the late Secretaries, after they had 
retired from office,*and both of them: had informed 
him that this change was absolutely indispensable; 
that the greater portion of the time of the Secre- 
tary, when it ought to be devoted to great and im- 
portant matters concerning our foreign relations, 
was occupied with mere clerical duties. ~ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired 
whether the bill contained an appropriation?’ ` 

Mr. BAYLY. The bill contains no appropria- 
tion; but it creates the necessity for an appropria- 


tion. 

` Jshall not (continued Mr. B:} take the course 
‘suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee. With 
great respect for him, I shall not move that it be 
put upon its passage, because F desire that it shall 
go to the Committee of the Whole, where it inay 
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be discussed. 1 will add further, that in addition 
to the declaration of Mr. Buchanan that the pub- 
lie interest absolutely requires. the adoption of 
such a measure, the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, sear me, informs me that Mr. Calhoun, 
who was also Secretary of State, declared, after 
he had teft office, that the public interests impera- 
tively demanded the passage of such a bill; and he 


was the most rigid economist, perhaps, that this 


nation has ever seen. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON made an inquiry, which 
did not reach the ear of the Reporter. 

Mr. BAYLY said, if the gentleman wishes me 
to answer him, l-will do so. I do not mean to be 
disrespectful to the gentleman from {Iinois, though 
he bas done much to provoke me. {A laugh.] 1 
shall endeavor to keep my temper, but I assure 
you it is a difficult matter sometimes, under the 
provocation I receive. 

Here is the concurrent testimony of three gen- 
tlemen who have filled the office of Secretary of 
State—Messrs. Buchanan, Clayton, and Calhoun, 
given after they were out of office, that the public 
interests imperatively require the passage of this 
bill. The gentleman asks me why a clerk could 
hot perform the duty without the appointment 
ofan Assistant Secretary? I say it belongs toa elass 
of duties that do not come within the province of 
a clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON renewed the motion to 
lay the bill on the table, and on this motion he 
demended the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 65, nays 106; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Beale, 
Bingham, Bissell, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, George A, Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, 
Colcock, Diminick, Disney, Danham, Featherston, Fuller, 
Gerry, Gorman, Hall, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoagland, Hub- 
bard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Kaufman, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, 
McLanatian, McMullen, MeQueen, Miller, Orr, Phelps, 
Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Stetson, Thomas, James Thompson, Ven- 
able, Waltace, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, 
and Young—695. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bayly, Booth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, William J. Bron, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, 
Thomas B. Butler, E, C. Cabell, Joseph P. Catdweil, Cal- 
vin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Ciarke, Clingman, W. R. 
W. Cabh, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, 
Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freedley, Gentry, Gilmore, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Holla- 
day, Holmes, Howard, Howe, Jaseph W. Jackson, William 
T Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James 
G. King, fobn A. King, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
Matteson, McDowell, McKissock, Finis E. McLean, Mill- 
son, Moore, Morehead, Mortan, Nelson, Outlaw, Parker, 
Peaslee, Phenix, Pitman, Powell, Reed, Risley, Rose, Rum- 
sey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, J. B. Thomp- 
son, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, White, 
Whitdesey, and Williams—106. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. , 

The question then recurred on referring the bill, 
and, being taken, the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole.on the state of the Union, and 
wag ordered: to be printed, f 

COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. BAYLY; in behalf of Mr. Taomss, of 
Georgia, who desired to be relieved from further 
service as a member of tne Committee of Ways 
and Means, asked that that gendeman might be 
excused, and that the Speaker be requested to fill 
the vacancy thereby occasioned. ’ 

Mr. TOOMBS was excused. 

And the House directed that.the vacancy should 
be supplied. 

a COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report, which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed, on the petition of Iris 
W. Bates, asking compensation for extra tonnage 
on revenue schooners Ingham and Alarris. 

Mr. N., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of the corporation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Scotland and Hanover, 
now Yorktown, in Westchester county, New 
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York; which was read a first and second time b 
its title, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. ` 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it be put upon its passage, the 
bill from the Senate entitled an act for the relief of 
Captain Nathan Adams, of Tennessee. 

Mr. T. explained the bill, which was to allow 
credit to be given to a quartermaster for certain 
expenditures, in the absence of the usual vouchers 
The case had been under the investigation of the | 
Auditor, who was of opinion that the claim ought | 
to be allowed. The vouchers were not exhibited, 
but the committee were satisfied, from an exam- 
ination of the case, that the claimant was entitled 
to the credit he asked for. These are the simple 
facts in the case, and he would confine himself to 
a bare statement of the facts, as he knew, at the 
present stage of the session, it was the most pru- 
dent course to say as little as possible. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it 
was then read the third time and passed. 

Mr. T., from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William P. A. Hail; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. T., the Committee of Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of Mary A. Turner and son, for ar- 
rearages of pension, and for land, if any be coming 
from the Government, and it was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports in the following cases; which 
were ordered to lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of A. H. Patterson, praying pay- 
ment for certain mail bags made for the Post Of- 
fice Department; 

The petition of Joel Byington, for indemnity for 
damages done to his farm and house when occu- 
pied by the United States troops; and 

The petition of Gilbert Stulker, praying. pay- 
ment for the services of the steamer James Adams 
during the Seminole war. 

On motion by Mr. DANIEL, the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the memorial of Cornelius Manning, ask- 
ing payment out of the surplus fund of the treaty 
of Ghent, applicable to such claims, for the loss of 
certain servants taken by the British during the 
war; and it was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. D., the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Benjamin Parkham, a sol- 
dier of the last war, praying Congress to pass a 
law granting him bounty land for his services, 
which he avers was never received; and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, reported back 
without amendment, the Senate bill for the relief 
of Theodore Offat, which was referred toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, reported back 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, Senate bill entitled an act to 
amend an act for the relief of D. A. Watterston, 
approved August 14, 1848. 

Mr. D. asked that the bill be put upon its pas- 
sage, as it did not require commitment. He said 
that the act passed the last Congress was founded | 
ona mistake, and this bill was intended to correct 
it. He explained the bill was intended to cover eer- 
tain travelling expenses of Mr. Watterston. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read a third time and passed. 

Mr. D. said that a memorial had bees re- 
ferred to the Committee of Clatms praying for the 
payment of some $120,000 advanced by Virginia |; 
in J792 to the Federal Government, for the pur- 
pose of erecting public buildings. The memorial 
states that the claim had been turned over to the* 


i Alexander Railroad Company; and it was now pre- 


sented by them upon un-examination of the facts; 
the committee had come.to the conelusion that the 
money advanced by Virginia wasa legal subsist- 
ing claim agains@the Untied States. + Virginia so 
considers it, and the committee, saw ña reason to 
deny it. Under all the circumstancés under which 
the advances were made, the committee. had not 
thought proper to make any allowance for inter- 
est. The committee had instructed him to report 
a bill to cover the amount alleged to have been ad- 
vanced, 


The bill entitled «« A bill for the relief of the Or- 


| angeand Alexandria Railroad Company” wasthen 


read a first and second time and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the report accompanying, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Nathan Winteringer, asking indemnity'for loss of 
a cargo at New Orleans, by the action of the 
Government last war; which was’ ordered. te'lie 
on the table and be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. PHCENIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Aquiree and 
Galway, of New York, which was read a first and 
second time by its title. : 

Mr. PHŒNIX moved that it be put on its 
passage. The bill would, he said, explain it- 
self. Its object was to cancel a transportation 
bond given by Aquirre & Galway, on the ship- 
ment of a quantity of wine at New York, and 
bound to New Orleans. The vessel was lost on 
Key West, and the cargo totally destroyed. 

No objection being made, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of sites and the erection of marine hospitals 
at Detroit, Buffalo, and Wilmington, North Car- 
olina; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Oe 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of: the. Union. be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
making appropriation fer certain light- houses, and 
that it be recommitted to the Committee on Come 
merce, 

Mr. GRINNELL said the Committee on Com- 
merce had sundry amendments which they desired 
to propose to the bill, and it would save time to re- 
commit the bill to avoid the necessity of offering 
them when the bill came up for consideration in 
the House. ae 

Mr. ASHMUN suggested, that as his colleague 
reported the resolution from a committee, it was in 
order and did not require a suspension of the rules 
to receive it; though a two-thirds vote might be re- 
quired for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER’ said that any motion that-re- 
quired a suspension of the rules was not in order 
as a report from a committee. 

Mr.GRINNELL. [now move a suspension of 
the rules, then, to enable me to support the motion. 

The SPEAKER. A motionto suspend the rules 
is notin order at this time, as the House are al- 
ready acting under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. STETSON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back without amendment, the fol- 
lowing Senate bills; which were referred to the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
VIZ: 

An act to provide for the removal of obstructions 
in the river Savannah, in the State of Georgia, and 
for the improvement of the same; and 

An act to provide additional security for the lives 
and property of persons navigating the western 
waters. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a joint resolution for the relief of Charles W. 
Morgan, and others, which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with thé report accom- 
panying, ordered to be printed. 


. easily understood. And now I warn the friends of 
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Ce cerns eereereen ee af eer 
Mr. GRINNELL renewed. his appeal to the 

House by unanimous consent: to allow him to 

move to discharge the Committee of. the Whole on 

the state af the Union from,the further considera- 

tion of the bill providing for light-h ouses, in order, 

to recommit it to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. MILLER objected. 


SWAMP LANDS IN ARKANSAS: 


Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back with sungry amendments, 
the bill from the Senate entitled ‘ An act to enable 
the State of Arkansas, and other States, to reclaim 
swamp lands within their territory.” 

Mr. BOWLIN said: Mr. Speaker, the bill which 
I now (by order of the committee) report back to 
the House, with amendments, is the same bill 
which passed the Senate some time ago. As I 
desire to ask immediate action upon it, I feel that 
my duty to the committee, as well. as to the 
House, requires that I should submita few remarks 
in explanation of the character of the measure. I 
need not tel] this House, what everybody knows, 
that if this bill is suffered to go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, it is for- 
ever buried, so far as this Congress is concerned. 
It has long since passed the Senate, and, being 
now in this body, must be. passed here, or fall a 
dead letter upon the adjournment of this session— 
so that, with all its high claims upon the justice of 
Congress and the coutnry, and: deeply interesting 
as it is to all the new States of this Confederacy, 
its friends are constrained, at this late period of | 
the session, to forego debate and to demand action 
upon it at oncé.. If it must perish, let it rather be 
by a direct vote of the-House than by a hopeless, 
lingering delay upon the calendar. There-is no 

necessity, under the rules, for its committal, and 
the number and simplicity of its provisions are 
such as to be quickly comprehended and its justice 


the measure, that a vote to commit is equivalent to 
a vote to reject the bill. And if such a motion 
should be submitted I wish it to be regarded as a 
test upon the merits vf the question, in order that 
the people of the new States may fully understand 
their position in relation to these Government 
claimed nuisances. I therefore conjure the friends 
of the measure, as well as opponents, who are lib- 
eral enough to allow the sense of the House to be 
taker upon the bill, to rally for immediate action, 
as the only course left us to settle the question at 
this stage of the session. The subject of the bill 
has been frequently discussed; its provisions are 
few and brief, and ‘are perhaps as well understood 
now by the House as they would be at any future 
period of this already prolonged session; and I 
sincerely hope it will be the pleasure of the House 
to act at once uponit. Another reason for desiring 
immediate action is the fact, that the bill proposes 
to donate the swamp and overflowed lands, unfit 
for cultivation, to the States respectively in which 
they lie, for the purpose of being reclaimed by 
State authority and State resources, and the Legis- 
latures of several of those States only sit bien- 
nially, and the coming winter is the time of that 
session in several of them, so that if this bill is de- 
ferred now, and should even afterwards pass, it 
will delay all provision for reclaiming them for 
that length of time. 

The passage of this bill and the donation of 
these scraps of land, injurious as they exist, to the 
States, and utterly valueless to this Government, 
is but the beginning of the work of reclamation; 
the State Legislatures. must follow, appropriate 
money, and redeem them from the water—and the 
sooner. the better for the health of the people and 
the prosperity of the country. 

I now ask the indulgence of the House, whilst 
I submit a few remarks upon the merits of the bill, 
not so much in the way of argument, as in the mere 
statement of facts. These formations of swamps 
and periodically overflowed lands, are common to 
almost all Territories of sufficent area to constitute a 
State. They are evils common to all countries, ren- 
dering in their original condition, portions of the 
earth not only desolate and unsusceptible of cultiva- 
tion, but fruitful promoters of disease and death. 
They can only be removed, or their evils mitigated 
by means of labor and money, which, when pro- 
perly employed, must redeem portions of the land 
from sterility, and make it valuable and useful, in- 
stead of the generator of disease. When such lands 


| tribute nothing to produce it. 


| people whose money 


| tion of her yet remaining swamp lands, which to 


| one else, as it will probably require as much to re- |) 


difficulty in their improvement, as the land re- 
claimed goes to recompense the State, in whole or |! 
in part, for the advances made for their redemp-. : 
tion; and every well-ordered State will readily 
employ her means to abate such nuisances in her 
midst, particularly where she is permitted to en- 
joy the whole fruits of her money expended: and. 
labor employed. Indeed, the anticipated value of | 
the lands redeemed from the water, constitutes the 
means to enable her to perform the work, without 
imposing unnecessary burdens upon disinterested 
communities. At all events, if she reclaims land, 
it-is for herself, and not for the sole benefit of a 
mammoth speculator, who stands ready to plant 
his Jacob's staff, and seize it the moment the money 
and labor of the State has removed the water 
from it. 

“But the case is‘ wholly different in the new 
States, where the land is owned, and. its primary 
disposal regulated by a Government separate, in 
some respects, to that which enjoys the possession 
of the soil. There, if they reclaim them, the 
profits of their own labor do not inure to, their 
own benefit, but to the benefit of others who con- 
And however press- 
ing the necessity of removing these nuisances to 
preserve the health of the community, the Legis- 
latures of the States would be slow to tax the peo- 
ple to reclaim lands which when reclaimed would 
be seized upon, and offered in market to the very 
had been employed to give 
them the only value they had. -So that these sub- 
merged lands, if they are not relinquished to the 
States in which they lie, must remain for a long 
period unreclaimed—a perfect blight upon the set- 
tlement and prosperity of the surrounding coun- 
try. It is true, that if this Government will cling 
to them with a miser’s grasp, that in the course of 
time necessity will compel the States, in preserv- 
ing the health of their citizens, to reclaim them, 
and this Government will be able to make a profit- 
able speculation upon their labor; but such a course 
is too obviously unjust to merit a consideration for 
a moment. No man would openly avow so vile 
a policy, and yet, by inactivity upon this subject, 
and slumbering quietly over the frequent applica- 
tions of the States interested to do something in 
this matter, we are daily, by non-action, carrying 
out the obnoxious doctrine. The older of the 
new States have already felt the pressure of the 
system of leaving. these lands to be reclaimed by 
State or individual enterprise, when this Govern- 
ment would step in and sell that which their labor 
alone gave value to. The people of Ohio bave 
reclaimed much land, for which they have had to 
pay the Government her price. The State of 
Louisiana is an illustrious example of the work- 
ings of-this policy. Their great levees, erected at 
immense cost for the protection of her people, 
necessarily reclaimed millions of acres, which were 
subsequently surveyed and sold by this Govern- 
ment, which but for that great work would never 


j forming combinations, 


| for habitation and cultivation. 


FIt:is‘no matter of speculation in the States that 


brings them here-asking for these waste ‘portions: 
of the public domain, but a pure matter of neces=: 


sity, to rid themselves, if possible, of ‘moristrous 


nuisances. As an evidence of that feeling, I might 
recur to the fact, that all their early memorials upon 
the.subject were directed to the. point, and as ed 
Congress to appropriate money for reclamation, 
and held out as an inducement the- valuesof ‘the: 


i lands that might be redeemed from the water. And 


they were only driven from this position froma 
firm conviction that Congress never would directly 


| reclaim them, and in turn asked a grant of the 


valueless boon, upon condition that they reclaimed 
them. How far the General Government. has power 
to engage in a work of so local a character, L will 
not now stop to discuss, as itis enough to demon- 
strate the improbability of such a thing ever being 
accomplished, were the power-not a mooted ques- 
tion. But the very fact of that difference of opinion 
as to power, would keep it forever an open question, 
whilst the people would be left to suffer all the in- 
conveniences of their existence. And even if the 
power was not a debatable question, and was con- 


| ceded to exist in the most ample form, the object 
| would be but little nearer gained through this Gov- 


ernment, from the difficulties of engaging it ina 
work so peculiarly local. All experience has 
shown, that objects that affect alone the interest of 
a limited portion of the people of a State, can 
rarely be so forced upon the attention of the whole 
Confederacy as to induce them to engage in its im- 
provement. Indeed, objects of a much more en- 
larged character frequently fail here, from this 
spirit of indifference to the fate of otherg. 
The people of the particular sections affected by 
these formations cannot reclaim them, alike from 
the want of means, and that legitimate organization 
so essential to the prosecution of agreat work. 
And if it were in their power to accomplish it by 
it would be grossly unjust 
to force such a burden upon them, through. the 


| necessity of protecting the health of their respec- 


tive neighborhoods. 

The appropriate powers to perform this work. 
are the States respectively in which they are loca- 
ted. The States can do the work, they can eom- 
mand the resources, and they have manifested a. 
willingness in many instances to engage in it, if 
the fruits of their labor can be made to inure to 
their benefit, by way of indemnity, as far as it will 
go, for the work. All they ask is the assurance, 
that if they spend their means in reclaiming lands 
utterly worthless in their present condition, and 
forever lost to this Government, that they shall 
have, as a source of reimbursement in part, all the 
lands they redeem from the water and render fit 
This is but just 
and reasonable, and accords with that liberal spirit 
of policy which ought to distinguish this Govern- 
ment in relation to these lands. It cannot enjoy 
them as they are, nor will it reclaim them; then we 
ask it to abandon them to the States that can and 


have been worth acent. As some remuneration 
for her labor and expense, Congress subsequently 
donated to ber, for purposes of reclamation, a por- 


her will be of value, but would be valueless to any 
claim them as they will be worth when reclaimed. |, 
But she has, as every other State has, a deeper in- |) 
terest than the mere amount of dollars and cents | 
involed in the operation—in the future health and 
prosperity of the State. ik 
That these swamps are injurious to the health, |; 
and detrimental to the prosperity of the States in | 
which they lie, all must admit, and there are but | 
two ways pointed out by which they can be re- 
moved. One is, by this Government doing it, and 
reimbursing itself out of the land reclaimed; and 
the other is, by the States respectively interested 
doing it for themselves. These are the only re- 
sources to which the people affected can look, that 
have the means or power of accomplishing a work 
of such magnitude. Then the question arises, 
whether the General Government could or should 
engage in the work of draining these swamps, 
merely to reclaim land for the market? Whether | 
it has the power to engage in a work so local in its || 
character, or whether it would bea profitable in- |; 
vestrnent if it had? I undertake to say, that if it 
could or would, the States affected and the people 
interested, would certainly be most highly gratified, 
was their object is solely to have them redeemed by 


l 
| 
| 


i 


belong to the States in which they lie, there is no 


whatever authority has the power and the ability. 


iW 


will do both. This is the smallest act of justice 
that it can perform, and the wisest policy that it 
can pursue, to rid themselves of a worthless prop- 
erty, on condition that it may be made to contri- 
‘bute to the sale of the surrounding lands and to the 
national wealth and prosperity. 

But it may be asked, what interest this Govern- 
ment has in reclaiming these lands, which if they 


yield no profit, cost no money? I might answer ` 


in the first place, that it at least has a common in- 
terest in the health and prosperity of the country. 
But to those gentlemen who are influenced, in 
everything touching the public lands, by-a money- 
saving policy, I could give a more effective an- 
swer, by illustrating its effects in a pecuntary point 
of view. These swamps and overflows do not 
only destroy the land they cover, but cast their 
blighting influence over the whole surrounding 
country, and to that extent greatly retard the sale 
and settlement of the public lands. The people 
will not, to any considerable extent, settle and im- 
prove a_ country, however otherwise inviting, 
hich lies in the vicinity of these generators 
of disease- and death. And when they do,. too 
frequently; feeling a confident assurance against 
all rivalship for their perilous situation, they will 
not enter the lands, and to that extent the Treas- 
ury is defrauded of its just dues. 

In illustration of the effect of the existence of 
these swamps upon the sales of the public lands, I 
will invite the attention of the House to an exam- 


le from my own State. Nearly all the swamp 
ands in: Missouri lie in the Jackson land district, 
one of the first districts created in that region of 
country, being put in operation in 1818, and the 
Swamp amounts to 1,462,057 acres. The district 
itself embraces an area of 14,420 square miles, or 
9,228,559 acres. Of this there was surveyed, üp 
to January 1, 1848, 7,766,502 acres, leaving the 
area of the swamps (unsurveyable from their char- 
acter) of 1,462,057 acres unsurveyed. Of the 
amount surveyed, 6,883,156 acres have been pro- 
claimed for sale, and are in market at the minimum 
price of the public lands. The amount sold to 
that date was 657,384 acres, showing a disparity 
between the amount contained, the amount offered 
for sale, and the amount sold, perhaps unparal- 
leled. And when we reflect that the northern 
portion of this district embraces one of the rich- 
est mineral regions in the United States, and the 
southern portion, where above water, one of the 
richest agricultural countries in the world, we are 
at no loss to account for the causes of these dimin- 
utive sales. ‘They are to be found in that long 
black line of swamps that stretch their length 
through the greater portion of the district, and 
cast their blighting influences over every part of 
it, If these swamps were removed, there is no 
country. more inviting, and I have no hesitation in 
saying, that upon such a contingency these lands 
would be immediately entered, settled, and im- 
proved. The existence of the swamps destroys 
the sales, and will forever destroy the sales of them, 
until they are removed. Then, asa matter of dol- 
lars and cents, Congress is invited to donate less 
than a million and a half of acres of worthless 
swamps, in order to give marketable value to 
nearly seven and a half millions of acres of the 
most fertile lands. What is said here of Missouri 
and the Jackson land district, applies to all the 
States and districts, doubtless, in which these 
swamp lands lie, and I cite this case as a specimen 
of the whole system. The Missouri swamps 
stretch on through Arkansas, and widen as they 


o. 
ë These lands, utterly worthless as they exist, 
must be sooner or later devoted to their own recla- 
mation; and if so, the sooner the better, both for 
Treasury and the health and prosperity of the 
States in which they lie. Many of these new 
States hold their sessions of the Legislature bien- 
nially, and the coming winter is the session. So 
that if this bill is not now passed, it will defer ac- 
tion on the subject in those States for two years 
longer, if it does not worry them to an abandon- 
ment of the great design of draining them for many 
years to come. ` 

This bill, with the amendment, simply proposes 
to grant to the States in which they lie thé swamp 
and overflowed lands which are unfit for cultiva- 
tion, for the purpose of being devoted to their own 
reclamation. The amount is a fixed and ascer- 
tained fact in the Land Office, and is fully sent forth 
in a report to the Senate, made by the late Com- 


missioner of the General Land Office, in response- 


to a resolution of the Senate known as the Cor- 
win resolution. T'he bill, as it came from the Sen- 
ate, was no doubt designed to carry out the same 
object precisely, as the bill will now, with the 
amendment proposed by the committee, which has 
been furnished by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in a letter toa gentleman of this 
House, in reply to an inquiry from the honorable 
R. W. Jonnson of Arkansas, who has taken an 
active interest in this measure in behalf of his 
State, and who caused the letter to be laid before 
the committee, and which I now have before me, 
the object of which was to make clear and definite 
what was somewhat obscure in the Senate bill. 
The Senate bill, and the bill as proposed to be 


amended, had doubtless the same ultimate object; | 


but owing to the wording of it, would not, in the 
opinion of the Commissioner, have effected its 
purpose without the amendment. The Senate bill, 
as it came to us, in describing these lands, used 
the'following terms: ‘‘as are known and designa- 
ted on the plats of the office, as swamp lands,” 
&c., and thereby imposed a limitation which too 
much limited the grant. There is but little of 
these swamp and overflowed lands designated on 
the plats of the office, owing to the facts, that the 
dryest seasons were sought for surveying them; 
andiin all instances nearly, the surveyors paid lit- 
tle or.no attention to the topography of the ‘coun- 
try. Consequéntly, it could not be specified on 


i first section, the object of the bill will, in my opinion, be 


| acquire under this bill the largest amount of 


| less any State has of it in her borders, the better 


the plat 
the information from other sources, and will be 
‘able to designate at once every acre reported in 
the new States as swamp and overflowed lands. 
Hence the necessity of the amendment, to make 
the bill correspond with the report of the Com- 
missioner,. setting forth the quantity of swamp 
and overflowed lands in each State respectively 
which in its present condition is wholly unfit for 
cultivation. That matter is so accurately ascer- 
tained in the office, that if the bill were to pass to- 
day, the Commissioner could proceed to set apart 
at once all that the bill would grant. 

The letter being called for, was sent to the ta- 
ble, and read, as follows: 

GENERAL Lanp Orrice, July 20, 1850. 

Sir: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, inquiring whether Senate bill No. 3, 
will embrace all public lands subject to annua! overflow ? || 
And if not, then what is the character of those swamp 
Jands that will be effected by that act? In answer I have the i 
honor tostate, that by the first section of that bill, it is pro- 
posed to grant to the State of Arkansas “the whole of those 
‘swamp and overflowed lands, known and designated on 
€ the plats of the General Land Office as ‘swamp lands,’ and 
‘which shall remain unsold at the passage of this act,” &e. 
This provision is extended by the fourth section of that 
act to “each of the other States of the Union in which 
such ‘swamp lands,’ known and designated as aforesaid, 
may be situated.” This grant being thus restricted to such 
of the swamp and overflowed lands as are known and de- 
signated onthe plats of this office as ‘swamp lands,” will 
not include much of that which is subject to annual over- 
flow; for the reason that it has always been an objeet with 
the deputy surveyors to survey the wet or overflowed lands 
in the dryest seasons; and hence those which are returned | 
on the plat and field notes as “swamp lands,” are gener- 
ally of that character in the dry seasons, and consequently 
mostly irreclaimable. 

I have caused an examination to be made of the plats 
of the surveys in Michigan ; Mississippi, along the river; 
Louisiana, on the west bank of the Mississippi; Ih- 
nois, along the “ American bottom,” as it is. called ; and 


Florida; and with the exception of the last-mentioned H 
State, very few of the Jands are represented as “ swamp.” |} I 1 

asad : p i win, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Dun- 
| can, Durkee, Eliot, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gilbert, Gil- 


This is especially the case in the plats of the old surveys 
on which but little of the topography of the country is 


| 

shown. ii 
| 
| 


By striking out all in the fourth line after the words “ over- 
flowed lands,” all in the fifth line and all in the sixth Jine, 
except the words “ shall be,” at the end of that line, in the 


fully obtained. Very respectfully, vour obedient servant, 
J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner. 

Hon. R. W. Jounson, House of Representatives. 

As to the quantity granted by the bill, it may in 
some instances seem large; but the House must | 
recollect, that itis one of those kind of grants, 
which increases the obligation on the States in 
proportion to the increased size of the grant; and 
those are not the most fortunate that get nominally 
the most land. Indeed, the contrary is more likely } 
to be the practical result. Michigan and Arkansas 


land, as they have the greatest quantity of swamp, 
and I certainly regard them as the most unfortu- 
nate States, in being burdened with so much of 
such territory. l am certainly rejoiced that it 


does not fall to the fate of Missouri to be one of | might introduce an amendment. 


the largest of such grantees. So that as the work 
of reclaiming is likely to be equal.to the value of 
the land reclaimed, there is nothing in the differ- 
ence of quantity to the respective States, that 
could raise any well-founded objection to the pas- 
sage of the bill. It is at best a nuisance, and the | 


is her condition. lt is not a speculation on the 
part of the States, but a burden upon their re- 
sources, which they are willing to assume, to 
redeem lands returned by the proper officers to 
the department as swamps and overflows, unfit 
for cultivation, and valuless in their present condi- 
tion.- 

Mr. HARALSON interposed, and inquired 
whether the effect of the amendment would nat be 


to grant all lands at any time subject to overflow; |, 


and if so, would it not grant lands to an almost į 
unlimited extent? | 

Mr. BOWLIN (resuming) replied, that the | 
amount of land conveyed by this bill was a fixed | 
and settled fact in the Land Office, but not set out ' 
onthe plats. That it was contained in the report 
of the Commissioner to the Senate, where every ! 
foot of swamp and overflowed land in every | 
land district in the United States was specifically |! 
set forth, and could be set apart at once; so there || 
could be no uncertainty as to amount. This aub- || 
ject has been frequently discussed in this House 
and in the Senate; the Senate have passed this bill | 
upon full deliberation, and I have no doubt that 


.. But the Land Office is'in possession of i 


this House are as well prepared to vote upon it | 
now as they would be at any future time, and I 


sincerely hope. that it will be their pledstire to give 
an expression of the opinion of the Housé upon. 
the “merits of the bill by a direct vote on its pass: 
age. ` Thisis all-the friends of the bill ask—to let it 


“come to a vote; and if the sense. of the House is 


against the measure, letit be so expressed and set- 
tled; if, on the contrary, it should be in favor of the 
measure, the States suffering from this inconve- 
nience should be promptly-relieved.” “With a firm 
conviction of thg justice of the measure, and. čon- 
fiding in the temper of the House to award it fairly, 
I now submit the bill in behalf the committee, and 
ask that it'may be put upon its passage. : 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved the previous question. 
Mr. HAMPTON. Isit in order to move to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 
The SPEAKER replied, that it was notin order 
pending the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. VINTON moved to lay the bill on the 


| table, 


The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
the motion. : 

The question, ‘Shall the bill be laid upon the 
table?’ was taken, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 50, nays 117; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Booth, Ohés- 
ter Butler, Calvin, Casey, Clarke, Colcock, Dimmick,. Na- 
than Evans, Freedley, Gerry, Hampton, Haralson, Hay, 
Hebard, Howe, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
J.G. King, J. A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Matteson, Mclanahan, McMullen; Meacham, Moore, Nel- 
son, Otis, Pitman, Reed, Risley, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett,” Sawtelle, Silvester, Thaddens Stevens, Stetson, Tay- 
lor, James Thompson, Tuck, Vinton, Wallace, and Wood- 
ward—50. { 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 


| Averett, Baker, Bay, Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, 
| Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, William J. 


Brown, Buel, Burrows, Burt, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, Cor- 


Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, frarlan, Irham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, - 
Howard, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, 


more 


; Jones, Julian, Kaufman, George G. King, La Bare, Defer, 


Horace Mann, Marshal}, McClernand, McDonald, McDow- 
ell, McGaughey, McQueen, Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Phenix, Poi- 
ter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, 
Schenck, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Spauiding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richrd H. Stanton, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Venable, Walden, Waldo, 
Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, 
Wood, Wright, and Young—117. i 

So the bill was not laid upon the table; `. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I moverthat the bill be re- 
ferrd to the Committee of the Whole’ on the state 
of the Union. eed 

The SPEAKER. The question is on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question, 

Mr, COBB, of Alabama, asked the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WitutaMs] to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, that he (Mr. ©.) 
» which he desired 
to have read. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS declined to withdraw. 

Mr. COBB desired, that by the unanimous con- 


j sent of the House, his amendment might be read 


for information. 

Mr. VINTON objected... 

It was as follows: Insert after the word “ over- 
flowed” the words “the mountain lands, and the 
proceeds of said mountain lands to be applied to 
common schools in the States respectively.” 

So the amendment was not read. 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the demand for the previous question, and the vote 
stood—ayes 85, noes not counted. í 

So there was a second. 

The main question was ordered, being first on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on 
Public Lands. s 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 

Mr. CLEVELAND called for the reading of 
the bill. 

It was read. Pending the question— 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, gave notice 
that on to-morrow or some subsequent day, he 
would ask leave to bring in the following bills: 

A bill to alter and amend the revenue laws so as 
to afford reasonable protection and encouragement 
to American labor; . i 

A bill to abolish slavery in the Territory of Utah; 


R 


THE CONGRESSION 


Sept- 


A bill to repeal so much of the acts establishing 

terfitorial governments in New Mexico and Utah 

` as recognizes slavery in said Territories, and aş 

pledges the. nation to admit new slave States Into 
the Union; and =- oe . 

“" A bill to repeal and annul the fugitive slave law, 


passed September, 1850. 


g PETITIONS. 

The following petitions weregpresented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate ‘com- 
mittees: i pire ù 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Ezekiel Dyer and oth- 
ers; also the petition of Temple C: Coffin and ‘others, eiti- 
zens of Washington county, Maine, for the erection ofa 
Tight-house on Pond Island at ahe mouth of the Narragansett 
řiverin Maine: K : i eS 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Edward K. Toyers, 
of Philadelphia, asking the Government to refund to him the 
osé he has sustained on his goods by the falling of the pub- 
lie store-house iti Philadelphia. ° what Er eae , 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, September 16, 1850. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before that |; 
body a communication ‘from James Robertson, 
complaining of injuries alleged to have been rè- 
ceived and grievous wrongs inflicted on him by 
false imprisonment at the instance of certain per- 
sons in the employment of the Senate, and asking 
that he may be indemnified for the same. 

The document was referred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. iesi ee ‘2 
“Mr. PRATT presented a memorial from citizens 
of the District of Columbia, asking that the por- 
tion'of the Columbia Turnpike road lying within 
the limits of the District may be purchased by the 
Government, and made fre of toll. The memori- | 
alists set forth that they have been subjected to a 
heavy tax in theif intercourse between their farms 
and places of residence in the county and city of 
Washington, with which they have constant com- 
munication, to attend markets with their produce, 
‘and for various purposes of business, and they 
ask, as Congress has generously set freé all the 
other avenues of approach to the seat of Govern- 
ment within this District, that they will remove 
this burdén, and express the belief that the road 
can be purchased for a reasonable consideration. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ` 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred House bill making 
appropriation for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of Government for the year ending June 30, 1851, 
and for other purposes, reported back the same | 
with sundry amendments. He said the committee 
might hereafter have other amendments to offer, 
which they would. submit when the bil should be 
under. consideration. 

On the motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the amend- 
ments were ordered to be printed and the bill was 
made the special order for Wednesday next at 
twelve o'clock, and every day thereafter until dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, in the absence of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Library, 
submitted a series of amendments, which he will | 
offer when the bill shall be under consideration, in | 
order that they may be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, froth the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill relinquishing 
to the State of Iowa the salt ‘springs ‘set apart for 
their use, reported back the same without amend- | 
ment. 

Also, from. the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to aid the State of Louisiana in 
reclaiming the overflowed lands therein, and for 
other purposes, reported back the same without 
amendment. 

Aiso, from the same committee, to which was | 
referred the bill to set apart a portion of the public 
lands with which to construct a railroad from the 
Mississippi to the Missouri river, reported back 
the same without amendment. 

Also, from ihe same committee, to which was 
referred the bill granting. to the Nashville and 
Chattanooga railroad company the right of way 


and a donation of public land for the purpose of |; 


locating and constructing a railroad in and through 


H erty, 


|| Texas, submitted a report, asking to be discharged 


back the same without amendment, and asked that 
both bills be laid on the table, on the ground that 
a general bill embracing the subject had been be- 
fore reported; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the following memorials, to wit: 

The memorial of the Sacramento and Sierra | 
Nevada railroad company, asking the right of way | 
and a donation. of the public lands, ; 

The memorial of a committee of the Mechanics 
Mutual Protection, No. 41, of the city of New 
York, protesting against the passage of the bounty 
Jand bill. : 

The memorial of citizens of Arkansas, asking a 
grant of land to the trustees of the Alexandria rail- 
road company; and f 

The petition of Marcus Spalding, asking the 
Senate to pass‘ the bounty land bill; asked to be 
discharged from their further consideration; which 
was agreed ton ` Poca “St 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
letter of the Secretary of State, communicating the 
report of the Rev. R. R. Gurley, recently sent out 
by the Government to obtain information in rela- 
tion to Liberia, reported in favor of printing the 
same; which was agreed to. i a 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the resolution of the 
Legislature of Indiana. in favor of a ‘grant of the 
unsold lands in the Vincennes district, for edu- 
cational purposes, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. ` : ` 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the resolutions of the Legislature of Mich- 
igan, in favor of a grant of land for the purpose of 
establishing State agricultural schools, asked to be 


lio be engrosse: 


ossed for a third- reading, abd was sub- 
sequently read a third time and passed. ees 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee “on the’ 
Judiciary, reported the following joint resolution, 
and asked that it have its‘seeond readings -o 
Resolved, $c, That the Seeretary of State bè -authorized 
and requested to contract with bitile: & Brown: to” waite 
their annual Statutes at Large, printed. in conformity wit 
the act adopted by Congress in 1845, instead of the addirion: 
usually issued by his order, under the: act’ of Congress of 
Apri} 20, 1818, and whieh conforms t an addition of theJawg 
out of use. ded ERE See OS me 
No objection being made, the resolution was 
read a second time ard considered as in Gommitteg 
of the Whole; and no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it wag ordered to be engrossed : for a third 


i| reading. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
documents in relation to the claims of Wyche and 
Latham, asking compensation for extra services, 
submitted a report in writing, which was ordered 
to be printed, accompanied by a joint resolution 
for the benefit of Wyche and Latham - 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Richard S. Coxe, asking 
compensation for legal services as counsel to the 
Post Office Departments, submitted a report in 
writing, which was ordered to be printed, accom- 
panied by a joint resolution for the benefit of Rich- 
ard S. Coxe, which was then passed to a second 
reading. : 

APPLICANTS FOR PENSIONS. 

Mr. BELL submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered ‘by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: ` oe Bes ae Hate es 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior ‘be directed 


to furnish to the Senate, as early as ptactieable, a statement 
showing the uames of all the applicants for pensions under, 


discharged from the further consideration of the | 
same; which was agreed to. j 

Mr. MASON, frórn the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of Thomas Wilson and others, asking the 
passage of a law to incorporate a joint stock com- 
pany, reported a bill to incorporate the Pioneer 
Cotton Manufacturing Company of Georgetown, | 
District of Columbia; which was read, and ordered | 
to a second reading. | 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to which was recommitted 
the bill for the relief of Hiram Moore and John 
Hascall, reported back the same with amendments, 
and asked their immediate consideration. 

Objection was made, and the bill was not con- 
sidered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of. Mississippi, from the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs, to which were referred the 
following memorials, to wit: The memorial of the 
Legislature of Missouri, in favor ofa grant of land | 
to teamsters who served in the war with Mexico, 
and the memorial from General Hugh W. Dobbin, 
asking remuneration for services in the war of 
1812, submitted a report in each case, which was 


the acts of June 7, 1832, July 4, 1836, and July 7, 1838, respect- 
ively ; and thé aets amendatory thereof, whose claims hag 
heen rejected or suspended, the grounds of such suspension — 
or rejection, ant the places of residence of such appicants 
so far as the same can be given. é AEn A 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. FREMONT, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained Teave to introduce a bill to ascertain ` 
and settle the’private Jand claims in the State of 
California; which was read a first and sécond time 
by its ttle, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. © ©“ So a re 

Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introducé a bill to authorize ani 
direct the pay ment óf certain moneys mto'ths Frea- 
sury of the Staté of California, ‘which were col- 
lected in the ports of said State, asa revenne upon 
imports, since the ratification of the treaty of peace 
between the United States and the Republic of 
Mexico, and prior to the admission of said State 
into the Union; whith was read a first and second 
time by its title and referred to the Commitee on 
Finance. : ire i 

Mr. PRATT asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Seniite to introduce a bill to prevent 
enticing or assisting slaves to egeape from ‘their 


ordered to be printed, and asked to be discharged ; 
from the further consideration of the same; which | 
was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of C. J. Cook and A. A. 
Lockwood, asking compensation for their prop- 
destroyed by a party of United States soldiers | 
in the town of Fredericksburg, in the State of 


from the further consideration of the same; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK moved that the report be printed; 
which motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, to which was referred the memorial of. 
Gilbert Cameron, asking that a contract be made 
with him to complete the wings of the Patent Office, 
ne having been the lowest bidder, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same; 
which was agreed to. : 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Public l| 


Buildings, to which was referred the petition of | 
James J. Fowler, reported the following resolu- 
tion, and asked its immediate consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary pay out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate to James’ J. Fowler the sum of $42°81; 


being a balance due for carpenter’s work done on the pubke 
stable in the service of the Senate. 


i| owners in the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes ; which was read and passed to'a second 
reading. © es pee a VIRA 


ading i s 
Mr. PRATT asked that the bilt have its second 


| reading now. 


: Mr. HALEand Mr. SEW ARD having objected, 
the motion could not be entertained. ne T 

“Mr. BRIGHT, in pursvance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce’a joint resolution 
for the more prompt execution of the ‘printing of 
Congress ; which was read and passed to’ a'second 
reading. ee j 


passed ; 


The bill to repeal so much of. the act approved 


948, as.extends the provis- 


bill was amended so as to read ‘An act to author- 


| ize the appointmen 


On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the papers 
accompanying the memorial which was presented 


The motion having been agreed to, the resolu- 


the public lands in the State of Alabama, reported 


tion was read a first and second time, and ordered 


a few days ago from the Legislature of New Mex- 
ico were‘ordered to be printed. © í i 


x 


1850: 


BILE FROM THE HOUSES 
The act in relation to the claims of Virginia ‘of- 
ficérs for half pay, was received from the Housé 
of Representatives, read a first and second dime, 
and referred té the Committee on Revolutionary. 
Claims. The bill provides that the proper officers 
of the Government, in adjudicating claims for 
pay of thé officers of the State of Virgi ii 
the third séction of thé act entitled “A3 


to fro- 


vidé for liquidating and paying. cértain claims of 


the State of Virginia,” approved 5th July, 1832, 
Shall in no case allow commiutation and interest, 
in lieu of half pay. 0 

_ PROMOTIONS INTHE NAVY. 

-, Mr. HALE asked for the consideration of the 
following resolution, which was offered by him on 
Saturday: ng, 

. “Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
lay before to the Senate the proceedings of a board of offi- 
cers of the navy, convened at Washington for the purpose 
of advising in regard to. promotions in the navy, and holden 
bv order of:the Secretary of the Navy during We time George 
Bancroft, Esq., was Secretary of the Navy, or subsequent to 

at time.” ite Pond eni ee 

_.Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senate will not 
proceed to the consideration of that resolution. It 
will necessarily give rise to discussion; and, besides, 
[think what is proposed to be’ done will be very 
injurious. ` It is to call upon the Secretary of the 
Navy for d report that seems to have been made 
under the direction of Secretary Bancroft, who, in 
my judgment, when he directed the investigation 
to be made which resulted’ in that report, took a 
false step, and one that, will be fruitful of the most 
mischievous consequences if this report should be 
published. 1 think it far better that the Senate 
should pass a resolution directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to cause it to be burnt than to have it 
published. I hope, therefore, that the resolution 
will riot be taken up now, and that we shall not 
be subjected to the necessity of discussing it. If 
it is at all important, it will answer all purposes just 
as well at the next session as at this time; and for 
the purpose of tésting the sense of the Senatè on 
the subject, I move that the resolution lie on the 
table. F doar wt f . — 

Mir. HALE. Thope the Senator will withdraw 


the thotion for afew minutes. 
Mr. BADGER. Certainly, sir. , 


Mr. HALE. This report is an important one. | 
Į called at the Secretary’s office to see it, and it was | 


at the suggestion of the Secretary himself, that I 
introduced the resolution. The Secretary told me 
at that time, that the paper had been once before 


the Senate, but from some cause or other it was | 
I repeat, it wasat the 


returned to him. unopened. 
suggestion of the Secretary himself that I intro- 
duced the resolution, and I believe it is necessary 
to do justice to many officers of the navy. It was 
attempted by Mr. Bancroft, if I understand the mat- 
ter, to Substitute some other rule in. regard to pro- 
motions than that which has always prevailed, and 
he called this‘court of inquiry, the result of whose 
proceedings was reported to the Secretary of the 
Navy, and itseems to me but proper that it should 
be reported to the Senaté, S 
Mr. BADGER. I suppose that all the Senator 
from New Hampshire means by saying that this 
resolution was intoduced by hiin at the suggestion 
of the Secretary. of the Navy is,; that. the Sec- 
retary of the Navy declined to let him see the 
paper, but told him thatif it was called for by the 
Senate, of course he would communicate it. The 
Secretary refüsèd to let the Sehator sèé it, and I'am 
told refuses to let any one. see it. 
ftom him in which he states that at the time the 
application was made to him he had not looked 
into the papers himself; but he had gince given a 
cursory eXaniinatinn to a part of them, and is sat- 
- isfied that their publication would be productive of 
the most mischievous consequences to the service. 
He corrects, also, a misapprehension under which 
he was atthe time the Senator from New Hamp- 
shite spoke to him, that this paper was once before 
the Senate. He says he was mistaken. in that, 
and that these papers were never out of the pos- 
session of the department. I do not wish them 
ever to be out of thé possession of the department, 
and I hope if the subject shall come up, that some 
proceédings will be adopted’by one or both Houses 
of Congress for their déstruction. For the present 
Ido not wish to go into the, måtter, and T hope the 
resolution may be laid on the table. 
Thé motion to lay the resolution on the table 


was agreed tõ. 


I have a letter |. 


| SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


__ The bill to suppress the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia camé up on the question of its pas- | 
sage. = 

; Mr. BENTON. I wish this morning to make 
a remark which is called for by what has taken || 
place. I am one of those who insisted, both as a |} 
matter of right and as a matter of expediency, that | 
certain bills, commonly called the omnibus, should |] 
be separated and treated on their own merits. I | 
was answered by arguments of expediency, that | 
the bills would pass sooner all together, and that 
thereby a better effect would be produced in set- 
ting the public mind. I disagreed with those ar- 
guments, and I then brought upon myselfa great 
deal of censure in some parts of the country, and 
especially in my own State, The thing is now over, 
the votes have been taken, and the results tell, 
what history will tell, that I was right in every- 
thing that I said. We have had votes upon every | 
subject, and when separated every subject passed, | 
passed quickly, without a struggle, and by a great 
majomty, and the effect on the public mind has 
been just as sedative as if the whole dose had been 
taken at once. And, sir, when we come to look 
into the yeas and nays on the four leading meas- 
ures, the admission of California, the territorial 
government for Utah and New Mexico, and the 
settlement of the Texan boundary question, we 
find that the yeas who voted for all the four meas- 
ures amount to jüst seventeen! and counting in one 
who was absent [Mr. Cray] they would have 
been just eighteen—eighteen out of sixty. That 
there may be no mistake about it, I will read the 
names, so that if I am wrong in any particular, I 
may be corrected. Those who voted for all the 
measures are, Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Cooper, Dodge, Dickinson, Douglas, Felch, Hous- 
ton, Jones, Mangum, Norris, Shields, Spruance, 
Sturgeon, Wales, and Whitcomb—just seventeen, | 
and the one absent would make eighteen. And |i 
that [ hold to be the true strength of the omnibus 
bill, as proved by the result, when every member 
was at liberty to vote precisely as he thought 
right, uninfluenced by any other consideration 
than what belonged to the bill itself. Then with 
respect to the Committee of Thirteen, I find there 
were only five of them voting for the whole of 
these measures, and I read their names, so that- if 
there be any mistake, I may be corrected. They 
were Messrs. Bright, Cass, Gooper, Dickinson, 
and Dodge of lowa. So that there were only five 
of the committee out of thirteen who voted for all 
of these bills ; one of them [Mr. WEBSTER] being 
absent by reason of accepting a Cabinet appoint- | 
ment, and another for his health. Now, sir, the | 
majorities by which these-bills passed severally | 
were these: Utah by a majority of eighteen, | 
Texas boundary by a majority of ten, California 
by a majority of sixteen, and New Mexico by a 
Majority of seventeen. I give these results for the 
purpose of justifying myself in standing out for 
what Í considered to be parliamentary law in ori- 
ginally wishing to separate all these bills, and I now 
say that the result has confirmed everything I said 
upon this floor, 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I rise for the purpose | 
of correcting the Senator from Missouri. l wish 
to say, as a historical fact, that I was not one of 
the Committee of Thirteen, A 

Mr. BENTON. Ah! then that makes my po- 
sition so much the stronger, and reduces the num- 
ber to four out of the whole thirteen. : 

Mr. CLAY. 1 have not risen to say one word 
upon these subjects. The events of the last few 
weeks are not, in my opinion, a proper subject for 
individual triumph or for indulgence of a spirit of 
egotism. They are the triumphs of the country, 
the triumphs of the Union, the triumphs of harmo- 
ny and concord in the midst of a distracted people. 
The question as to whether the measures should 
have been combined or separated was the merest 
question of form that ever occurred; and I venture 


however, iš only conjectural; and the question as 
to whether these bills should have passed in a sep- 
arate or combined form, is one on which { will not |} 
now occupy the time of. the Senate and the atten- | 
tion of the country. The measures have passed. 


i 


Mr. FOOTE. I suppose I may say, without 
egotism, that I had some little connection with this 
plan of combination, and, having had that connec- 
tion, [am sure the Senate will bear with me while 


I make a few remarks. Whatever may be the 
opinion of others here, I have a, decided opinion, 
which I believe is concurred in throughout the, 
United States, that but for the change which has 
taken place, both in the public mind of the coun- 
try and the congressional mind within the last six 
months, all of these measures would not have been 
passed. But for their being combined so as to 
produce a free discussion here—but for their being 
made the basis of a free interchange of opinion in 
the, two Houses of, Congress and in the news- 
papers of the country, and the consequent change 
effected in the public mind, the great scheme. now. 
so triumphantly adopted would not have. become 
a part of the law of the land. So the. impartial 
historian will hereafter record. As to tyranny and 
oppression, I have but a. word to say. I should 
be the last man in thé Senate, I hope, to incur a 
charge of being either tyrannical or oppressive; 
but if we have been the subjects of tyranny, if a 
domineering course has been at one time pursued 
here, and if we have borne it with patience for 
years, yes, sir, for almost thirty years entire, 
thank God! we may exclaim. at. last, ‘ BEHOLD 
THE TYRANT PROSTRATE IN THE DUST, AND ROME 
AGAIN IS FREE.”? ae ; . hee 
Mr. DICKINSON. Ido not. propose to, enter 
upon this debate, and particularly that part of it 
which savors of controversy. Iwill state, how- 
ever, what I regard as the true position of. the 
question, and it is this: It by no means follows 
because these bills, at the end of a discussion, 
which has lasted about eight months, have most of 
them been passed separately, that it was not expe- 
dient, under all the circumstances of the case, to 
have them united originally. 1f any one of these 
questions had been taken up singly it would doubt- 
Jess have led to much sectional feeling and irrita- 
tion; but as they were taken up altogether, and 


| discussed in connection with each other, neither 


the friends nor the opponents of any. particular 
measure could complain that one bill was taken up 
in preference to another, nor could any section of 
the country complain that its interests were. ne- 
glected while those of another section were favored, 

Sir, I will add, that neither the Committee. of 


i| Thirteen, nor any other committee, nor Congress, 


have settled these questions. They were, settled 


|| by the healthy influence of public opinion; and in 


my estimation have been settled more surely and 


| satisfactorily because the whole questions were be- 


fore the Senate and the country at one time, and 
under discussion and consideration together. As 
a general rule, I agree that the Senator from Mis- 
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souri [Mr. Benton] is right when. he contends 
that questions of great public importance should 
be separately considered. But the discussion of 
these questions was brought about by extraordin- 
ary circumstances.. A case of the kind had never 
existed before, and I trust in heaven may never 
exist again; and I am perfectly satisfied that, un- 
der the peculiar circumstances of the case, it was 
most judicious that these measures should have 
been combined in the discussion as they were. 

do not regret that they were sepayated, after they 
had been fully matured in the public'mind and be- 
fore Congress in a combined form. But what is 
the true history of the matter? After they were 
Separated some of them were again combined in 
the other House before they were passed, after 
being once or twice lost in a separated form, and 
they were those on which the most severe criti- 
cisms had been pronouriced because they were to- 
gether. Although, therefore, neither policy fully 
prevailed, in my judgment it could not be said 
with justice that these measures would have passed 
as early and as satisfactorily, if at all, if they had 
been separately discussed. Experience, so far at 
least as concerns the New Mexico and the Texas 
boundary bills, has practically vindicated the pol- 
icy of the Committee of Thirteen, And what has 
been the action of the Senate? When separated, 
the bills were lost in the House. Associated they 
passed. Thusassociated they were returned here, 
and the vote of the Senate concurring in the com- 
bination was thirty-one to ten. 

But let this not now be a subject of controversy, 
but of congratulation; and so far from wishing to 
revive feelings on the subject, let us rather con- 
gratulate the country that they have been passed 
in any form, and that justice has been done, so far 
as. these measures could do it, to every section of 
the Union. _ 

Mr. DOUGLAS.’ Ido not deem it very pn 
able now to stop to inquire whether it would have 
been better to have passed the several bills jointly 
or separately; the important point was to secure 
‘their passage. The particular form of the pro- 
ceeding was a matter of small ‘moment. I sup- 
ported them all as a joint measure, and when they 
failed I supported each as a separate measure. I 
had no idea of losing the great measures which 
my judgment approved, and upon which l believed 
the peace and quiet of the country depended, by a 
petty quarrel as to the mode in which the thing 
should be done. The Committee on Territories 
hesitated long and deliberated well whether we 
should report the measures in separate bills or com- 
bine them all in one, when we first brought them 
before the Senate. I prepared the bills for Cali- 
fornia, Utah, New Mexico, and the Texas bound- 
ary separately, and laid them before the committee 
in that shape, with the view of taking the judg- 
ment of the committee whether they should be 

joined together or kept separate. The decision of 
that point involved no principle; it was. purely a 
matter of policy. We came to the conclusion that 
it was expedient to pass California separately, and 
to unite the governments for Utah and New Mexi- 
co with the Texas boundary in one bill, and ac- 
cordingly I reported them from the Committee on 
Territories in'that shape. When the Committee 
of Thirteen subsequently united these two bills in 
one, and recommended their passage in that form, 
I gave them my cordial support. I could see no 
reason why I should oppose my own bills merely 
because they had been united together. My object 
was to settle the controversy, and to restore peace 
and quiet to the country, and I was willing to 
adopt any mode of proceeding and to follow any 
gentleman’s lead which could bring us to that de- 
sirable result, When the the omnibus was defeated, 
I fell back upon my own separate bills, which, 
fortunately for the country, received the sanction 
of the two Houses of Congress, and became the 
laws of the land. California, Utah, New Mexico, 
the fugitive slave bill, and the bill for the aboli- 
tion of the slave trade in the District, each passed 
the Senate as, separate measures. In the House, 
New Mexico was joined to the Texan boundary 
and both passed as one bill. Thus it will be seen 
that neither plan has entirely succeeded. No man 
and no party has acquired a triumph, except the 
party friendly to the Union triumphing over abo- 
litionism and disunion. The measures are right 
in themselves, and collectively constitute one grand 
scheme of conciliatioi and adjustment. They 
were all necessary to the attainment of this end. 


The success of a portion of them only would not 
have accomplished the object; but all together 
constitute a fair and honorableadjustment. Neither 
section has triumphed over the other. The North 
has not. surrendered to the South, nor has the 
South made any humiliating concession to the 
North. Each section has maintained its honorand 
its rights, and both have met on the common ground 
of justice and compromise. It will always be a 
source of gratification and just pride to me that I 
had the opportunity of acting an humble part in 
the enactment of all these great measures, which 
have removed all causes of sectional discontent, 
and again united us together as one people. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Whilst gentlemen 
are dividing the honors that result from the passage 
of these bills, either in a joint or separate form, I 
have only to say that, so far as I am concerned 
they are welcome to the whole, I do not represent 
that public opinion which required the passage of 
them, either jointly or separately. 

If any man has a right to'be proud of the suctess 
of these measures, itis the Senator from I inois, 
(Mr. Doveras.] They were brought before the 
Senate by the Committee on Territories, and this 
Committee of Thirteen, which it is claimed has 
done so much for the honor of the Senate and the 
peace of the country, merely stuck together the 
work of other men, save and except the little bill 
to suppress the slave trade in the District of Colum- 
bia. Í merely wish to say that, so far as the public 
opinion of the community which I represent has 
been shadowed forth in public meetings, and in the 
public press, it has been wholly adverse to the great 
body of these measures. I voted for one—that 
which the Senator from Virginia originated, and 
which was modified in the Senate till I thought, as 
far as we could make it so, it became efficient for 
the protection of our rights. That was the only 
one which met my approval. 

Mr. FOOTE. I will detain the Senate but a 
moment longer. 1 was not one of the Committee 
of Thirteen, but I was one who most cordially ap- 
plauded their labors; and I think they did a great 
deal. Certain it is that these bills were reported 
by the Committee on Territories; butit is equally 
certain—and I believe I may say that without 
egotism—that the report of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories was based upon bills introduced by myself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, (in his seat.) Oh, 
yes, Lam willing to give you all the credit for that. 

Mr. FOOTE. But the factis, the labors of the 
committee were independent of all that. The 
committee was raised for the consideration of the 
whole subject of slavery, at least for the purpose 
of taking into consideration the questions growing 
out of slavery.. They modified some measures 
that had been originated by other committees, 
and originated others, and matured a new sys- 
tem—a system of pacification and adjustment, 
which has now become part of the law of 
the land, with the exception of the present bill; 
and they brought it in, incurring all the responsi- 
bility of reporting it, and stood by it with a manly 
resolution and persevering energy which finally 
triumphed overall obstacles. Although these bills 
did pass separately, I maintain, and shall ever 
maintain, that but for the fact of their being com- 
bined by the committee originally, and being 
blended here in discussion, and being united in the 
public mind; but for there having been a general 
understanding in both Houses of Congress, at the 
time of the passage of these bills, that each of them 
should pass as a part of a scheme of adjustment, 
most of them never would have passed in any 
form. Therefore it is that I say that the labors of 
the Committee of Thirteen were not small—they 
were not light—they were not inconsiderable. 
They were great and arduous labors, involving 
high and fearful responsibility, calling for the 
greatest abilities, the most noble moral qualities, 
and resulting in such consequences as will cause 
the friends of freedom to rejoice, in all countries, 
now and forever. So much for the committee. 

Now | feel bound to say, in reply to my col- 
league, that I differ with him much upon a cer- 
tain delicate point which he has brought to our 
notice this morning. We differ, sir, now, as we 


always differ—as friends; and whatever difference | 


of opinion may exist between us, I take pleas- 
ure in uniformly referring to him as a gentleman 
whose motives are as good as my own, though 
his judgment with regard to certain measures is 
not in accordance with mine. He has concluded 


: 


by saying that~he does not. represent that ‘public 
opinion which is in accordance with this plan of 
adjustment. Iam. gratified at having it momy 
power to say that I do represent that precise state 
of public ‘opinion which he rari -feel 
bound to say, in addition, (and 1 say it with my 
hand on my heart, and with a solemn. determina- 
tion to tell the truth about this matter, as J under- 
stand and believe it,) that my opinion Is that'nine- 
tenths of the enlightened freemen of the State of 
Mississippi are now, and have been all along’ cof- 
dially in favor of this much-abused plan of adjust- 
ment; and I predict that they will deliberately and 
formally sanction hereafter all that the committee 
have done. I believe they will delare their appro- 
bation of all the labors of the committee, and 
avow their concurrence in all that I have done and 
said at any time, as one of their Senatorial repre- 
sentatives. Such is my opinion. My colleague 
entertains a different opinion. We shall soon be 
at home among our constituents, where we slrall 
confer together as friends, and where we shall con- 
sult our mutual constituents also as friends. [I 
go for consulting them, and if they decide against 
me, I shall be no longer an occupant of a seat in 
this body. ; 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to inquire 
what is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. It is on the passage of 
the bill ‘to suppress the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.”’ ? 

Mr. HALE. ‘I thought it was who should have 
the most glory for defeating the ‘ compromise 
bili.” [Laughter.}]. 1 had something tosay on 
that subject. I wish to say nothing on this: ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
I have heretofore declined to state by vulgar frac- 
tions the opinions of the State I represent. .1 do 
not intend to do so now. T have heretofore stated 
that 1 believed 1 represented the opinions of my 
constituents in opposing these measures. I am 
firm in that belief. But I do not intend to argue 
with my colleague about his opinions. Lam well 
assured that he will find no nine-tenths in any one 
county, still less in the State of Mississippi, favor- 
ing his course on these measures. The language - 
expressed by my colleague here on other occa- 
sions excited surprise in Mississippi, and has 
been remarked upon in the public press. I know 
of no community in Mississippi, not a single town 
or county, where I believe he can find a: majority 
in favor of all these measures—and nine-ténths is 
such a majority as scarcely leaves a show of oppo- 
sition. That nine-tenths‘of the people of the State 
are in favor of a system of measures which near! 
every prominent man in the State has condemned, 
is an assertion which marks clearly how far the 
warm impulses of the gentleman, when pursuing 
any measure to which he attaches himself, will lead 
him from the calmer conclusions of his: maturer 
judgment. 

As to the opinions of my colleague, I know him 
too well to doubt that he says what he thinks. I 
know him well enougltto be assured that his ex- 
citability has led him into an error in relation to 
this matter. When he and F visit our constitu- 
ents, at the short period to which he refers, he 
will find what the public opinion is.. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, a single word. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the ne- 
cessity of stopping this course of debate. Itis not at 
all relevant to the question under consideration. 

Mr. FOOTE, I hope the Chair will bear with 
me while I make a single remark. ` I am perfectly” 
willing to abide by the decision to which my. col- 
league refers. And I am willing to leave it to 
the Senate, and tothe country to decide whether 
he or I am the more “excitable”? man of the two. 
(Laughter. ] aes 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, and they were ordered, and 
were as follows: : 


<The bill to provide for a deficiency in the pay 
and mileage of members of Congress for the pres- 


F850. 


THE CONGI 


ent session was returned from the House of. Rep- 
resentatives by the hands of its Clerk, who 
announced that the House had concurred in all the 
amendments of the Senate but one, viz: 


To strike out all after the word “provided,” in line thir- 
teen, and insert “ that the mileage of the Senators and. Rep- 
resentatives from California and the Deiegate from Oregon 
þe computed according to the most usually traveled route 
within the limitsof the United States, and the per diem of 
said Senators and Representatives for this session’ sha}l 
commence from the day on which the constitution of Cali- 
fornia was first communicated to the two Houses of Con- 
gress respectively.”” se oa ; 


On the motion of Mr. DICKINSON the Senate 
insisted on its amendment. | j E 
CAPTORS OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, it will be recol- 
lected that the bill for the relief of the captors of 
the frigate Philadelphia was made the special order 
for Thursday last. 
District slave trade bill being pending, it was not 
taken up. l have. been very much pressed by 
persons interested in relation to this matter. [n 
justice to the parties interested, as I presume that 
the Senator from Georgia is now prepared to give 
his attention to it, I propose to take up the bill, 
and I do not believe it will occupy much time. 

The PRESIDENT. This bill, being a special 
order, cannot be taken up until the previous special 
orders are disposed of in some way. 

Mr. YULEE. Then 1 move to postpone all 
prior Special orders for the purpose of taking up 
that bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I should have been gratified 
if the Senator from Florida had given me notice of 
his intention to call up this bill, l am not now 
prepared to offer the amendment which I wish 
to propose, but I think 1 shall be by to-morrow 
morning, if the Senator will not call the matter up 


until then. 

Mr. YULEE. I did not suppose any special 
notice was necessary as the bill was made the spe- 
cial order for Thursday last. But if the Senator 

refers I will not call up the bill until to-morrow. 
Í therefore withdraw my motion. 
BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order is 
the bill from the House entitled “ An act granting 
bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers en- 

ed in the military service of the United States.” 

r. MANGUM. Mr. President, I think it of 
reat importance that we should dispose of the 
usiness pending in Executive session. The Presi- 


3 


dent ought to be allowed to have his nominations | 


decided upon. I therefore move to lay this bill on 


the table, for t 
ate proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 
Mr. SHIELDS. Will the gent 
the motion for a few moments? 
Mr. MANGUM. Certainly. 


leman withdraw 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I hope the | 
Senator from North Carolina will not persist in his | 


motion. This bounty land bill has been before 
the Senate for several weeks. It has been post- 
poned from day to day and from time to time. I 
have yielded to almost every measure; and now, 
when it comes up at the close of the session, and 
when it is burdened with amendments, it is to be 
postponed again. I had no wish to go into this sub- 
ject. . But I regret exceedingly that it is proposed 
now to postpone this bill. After all, the bill is of 


no very great magnitude. It merely gives bounties ! 


to the surviving soldiers of our past wars, and to 
such of.those surviving soldiers as have received no 
bounty. Nearly all our soldies have received 
ounty. This bill will only appropriate a few mil- 
lions of acres at best; and what are a few millions 
out of the vast domain which we have? Yet this bill 
been put off from day to day and from time to has 
time upon every litle pretext. And now, when it 
comes up at the close of the session, it Is to be 
postponed again. $ nnn 
I now call upon the friends of this bill, if we 
have a majority for these old soldiers, to stand by 
the bill, and let it-be defeated or let it pass. Let us 
meet it candidly. Let us treat it as such a bill. 
ought to be treated. Let us not kill it by post- 
. ponement—by procrastination. Let us meet the 
question at once. If these men are not entitled to 
bounty, give them ‘none. If your old soldiers have 
no claim upon you, let the bill be defeated. But 
this is not the way to treat such men... They have 
been treated with indifference and with supercil- 
iousness here from day to day. 


But in consequence of the | 


he purpose of moving that the Sen- | 


|. Mr, SHIELDS. 


j ing. 


I 


~ Sir;-if there be-any Government under heaven 
that ought to pay its soldiers’ well, this is the Gov- 
ernment.: And here, in this-bill, is @ little pitiful 
allowance of land—two or three millions out of 
your immense domain, out of the world of vacant 
lands you have—and. you hesitate to give it to 
these men who. have earned it by their bravery. I 
have, day after day, and time after time, given way 
to. everybody and everything. And now, when 
this bill comes up at the end of the session, it is to 
be procrastinated again. If you postpone this bill 
now, you may as well kill itat once. If it is to be 
killed, do it by a direct vote, and not by postpone- 
ment in this way. Treat it as you ought to treat 
such a measure. Treat it as you ought to treat a 
measure for the benefit of your old soldiers. I do 
not want to discuss the question. I have not dis- 
cussed it. fI have avoided discussion on this sub- 
ject. But with me it is a matter of feeling. Tsay 
again, if these old soldiers have friends enough in ; 
this body, I want ther to stand by this bill until 
it is defeated, or until it shall have passed. 

And now I will say a word with regard to the 
amendments which have been offered to this bill. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mason] has 
offered an amendment. That amendment is thrust | 
upon us just at the close of the session. I, for one, 
am in favor of the principle of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia. I want to 
give bounty to every man who served in the rev- 
olutionary war. I want to redeem eyery warrant 
that Virginia issued during the revolutionary 
war, that is just and right. But I will tell the gen- 
tlemen from Virginia that this amendment will 
not accomplish the object they havein view. The | 
great difficulty in relation to these Virginia war- 
rants is, that most of them are spurious and fraud- 


great difficulty with the department has been, that 
it has been impossible to provide a mode of scru- 
tiny by which the genuine warrants could be dis- 
tinguished from the fraudulent ones. The genuine 
warrants ought to be paid. But this amendmen 
provides for the payment of all warrants, without 
any qualification or reservation. 

I do not see how the department could operate 
under such an amendment. I will now say to 


bill separately and distinctly, because it is a sepa- 
rate matter. Let them introduce a bill and let it 
be referred to the Coramittee on the Public Lands. 
That committee, acting in concert with the depart- 
ment, can provide a bill well guarded with proper 
restrictions, and a mode of discriminating between 
the warrants that are fraudulent and those that are 
genuine. Such a bill can pass both branches of 
Congress. But if you add that amendment to this 
| bill now, you will defeat this bill and the amend- 
ment with it. It will never pass. And as the | 
amendment is framed, I say it ought not to pass. i 
I understand from the department that most of | 


and fraudulent. Let thé gentleman from Virginia 
bring in a separate bill in relation to this subject. 
All I can do is to insist on action in regard to 
this bill. It has to go back to the House. AndI 
fear that if the amendments be adopted—the one | 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia, and the 
other by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
WaxxeR,] the bill may be lost. 1 know the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin would not embarrass this 
bill. Western men do not want to embarrass the 
bill. They are willing to give bounty to the old 
soldiers. They are not only willing to fight them- 


ulent. The great difficulty in legislation, and the | 


those gentlemen that they ought to bring in their |! 


| taken, and the motion to lay the bill upon th 


saini 5 LO! ii not been inserted in this bill. 
those Virginia warrants that are now circulating ‘hese words would be satisfactory to the gentle- 


around the country are considered to be spurious + 


| which will be found in the Appendix. 


selves, but they are willing to pay men for fight- |, 
i And I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin ‘| 
will withdraw his amendment. 


other than a friend to the old soldiers, and I ut- 
terly disavow any purpose either directly or indi- | 
rectly to defeat this measure. Í have no such | 
purpose. i 
I know that. 

Mr. MANGUM. Very far from it. But Lap- | 
peal to the intelligence of the Senate, whether, 
with so many nominations unacted upon, and at 
this late period of the session, in the event that | 
there shall be rejections,and there may be many— 
it will not be discourtcous and unjust to the Exec- 
utive to force him, at the closing moments of the | 
session, to make selections to fill the vacancies. | | 
shall, therefore, before 1 resume my seat, renew i 


Mr. MANGUM. I am very far from being | 


| arkansas to construct the necessary levees and drains to- re- 


the motion to postpone this bill, out of no ani- 


miosity or hostility to the measure whatsoever. 
So far from it, as far as my vote can aidit; Ewill 
render-every sort of ‘facility to-the earliest. consid- 
eration of it. I think it is a measure-well merit- 


ing the favorable consideration of the Senate. 


Í now move tolay the bill upon the table, with 
a view of offering a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Executive business... on 
Mr. SHIELDS. On that-motion I call 
yeas and nays. : i 
The yeas an 


for the 


d nays. having been ordered, were 
€ re Di e ta- 
ble was negatived by the following vote: = =" * 
YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Butler, Dawson, Dayton, Greene, Hamlin, Hunter, King, 
Mangum, Mason, Norris, Pratt, Smith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—21. ' 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wiscon- 


| xin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Foote, 
: Frémont, Gwin, Houston, Jones, Morton, Sebastian, Sew- 


ard, Shields, Sturgeon, Turney, and Whiteomb—26." 

A long debate ensued upon the bounty land bill, 
Without 
taking a final question, the further consideration 
of the subject was postponed till to-morrow. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.“ 
Turspay, September 17, 1850. ` l 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
Mr. LEFFLER inquired of the Speaker what 


was the regular order of business ? 
The SPEAKER said it was the call of the’ 


‘committees for reports. 


Mr. McCLERNAND called for the regular or- 
der of business. é 

Mr. LEFFLER desired to make a report. 

SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose, he said, to 
a privileged question. He moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question had yes- 
terday been ordered to be taken on the Senate 
bill, reported by the gentleman from. Missouri, 
[Mr. Bow1sn,] from the Committee on Public 
Lands, entitled “An act to enable the State of 
Arkansas and other States to reclaim swamp lands 
within their territory.” . 

The question was then taken on the ‘said mo- 
tion, and the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, appealed. tothe 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WiLims,] 
who had made the demand for the-previous, ques- 
tion, to withdraw it. : 
Mr. WILLIAMS 
previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, then said that 
for want of observation, and under a misappre- 
hension, the words ‘unfit for cultivation,” had 
The insertion of 


withdrew the demand for the 


men who had yesterday opposed the bill. Its 
friends were entirely willing that it should be thus 
anended. He, therefore, moved to amend the 
first section of the bill, after the words “ swamp. 
and overflowed lands,” by inserting the words 
“made thereby unfit for cultivation.” He asked 
that the section might be read, for the information 
of the House,‘ as it would stand if it should be 
thus amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] 
that the amendment must be offered as an amend- 
ment to the pending amendment. 

The following are the pending amendments of 
the committee. 


‘In the first section strike out the words in italics. 
« Be it further enacted, &c., That to enable the State of ` 


claim the swamp and overflowed lands therein, the whole 
of these swamp and overflowed lands known and designated 
on the plats of the General Land Office as ‘swamp tands,? 
and which shall remain unsold at the passage of this aet; 


i] shali be and the same are hereby granted to said States? 


« In the last section insert the words in brackets [ ]. $ 

« See. 4. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of this act be extended to and their benefits ‘be eoufen ed 
upon each of the other States of the Union in whieh such 
swamp [and overflowed] lands, known and designated as 
aforesaid, may be situated.” A : f 

Mr. VINTON was understood to say, that he 
had understood the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jonxsox] to remark that the words which he pro- 
posed to insert had been omitted by misiake. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (interposing,) 


said, not by mistake, but merely from the want of 
observation. i : 7 

Mr. VINTON was understood: to say, he hoped 
that the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jounson} would be made, It was 
one of the very-things which he (Mr. V.): desired 
yesterday. to have had put into the bill, if he eould 
have obtained the floor for the purpose of offer- 
ing it. aa 

The SPEAKER directed business: to be. sus- 
pended until order should have been restored. 

-And a pause of some length followed. 

© The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to: under- 
stand from the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. 

- Jounson,} whether he proposes his amendment as 
an.amendment to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is intended 
ag an additional amendment to the amendment of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. addressed the Chair.. 

The SPEAKER again directed business to. be 
suspended: until order should have been restored: in 
the Hall. After another pause— 

The SPEAKER stated the question on the 
amendment of Mr. JoHnson. 

Mr. ANDREWS said.he objected. ` 

Mr. HARALSON desired to call the attention of 
the House for asingle moment to this proposition, 
in order to. understand what its operation: would 
be. How:could it be ascertained what lands were 
fit, or what lands. were. unfit for cultivation? He 
understood that in: the map. in the General: Land 
Office, they were designated as swamp lands: 
They might pass:as overflowed lands, but there 
was nothing in the map which designated them as 
unfit for cultivation. How was. the fact to be 
ascertained? By surveys. under the State authori- 
ties; or were. commissioners to be appointed by 
the General Government to go and ascertain the 
state of the case? . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said he would | 
answer the inquiry of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr, Haratson] with pleasure. The lands 
conveyed by. this. bill would be ascertained and 
declared, by the General Land Office, from. the 
plats and field-notes. The field-notes (continued 
Mr. J.) are: the full report of the surveys made 
out by the deputy surveyors on each half mile of 
the surveyed lands, officially and under oath, and 
under bonds. Whenever those reports fail to 
show the land to be overflowed, this bill has nothing 
to.do with, it. I think this ought to be satisfactory 
to every man. I move the previous question. 

Tellers were asked and refused. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 79, noes not counted. So there was a second. 

And the. main question. was ordered to be now 
taken, 

The reading of the amendment was called for, 
and it was read. 

The ser was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jonson was agreed. to. ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND suggested that the same 
amendment was-applicable to the last section «of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER said that the amendment could 
be made by the unanimous consent of the House. | 

No objection being made, the last section of the 
an was amended so as to correspond with the 

rst. 

Mr. RUMSEY asked that the last section of the 
bill might be read. 

And it was read-accordingly. 

The amendments,.as.amended, were agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to.a third reading, at 
this time; and having been read a third time by 
its title, andthe. question being on its passage— 

Mr, BOWLIN. asked the previous question. 

Mr. VENABLE was-understood to inquire of 
the Speaker, whether the same amendment which. 
had been made to.the: first section, had been in- 
serted in the Jast? 

The SPEAKER explained: that it had been 
made. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on | 
the second to the demand. for: the previous ques- 
tion. 

There was a second; and the main question on 
the passage of the bill was ordered. to be now-ta- 
ken. 

Mr. OTIS asked the yeas and- nays on the pas- 
sage of the bill; which were ordered. 


“The question, ‘* Shall the bill pass 2?” was taken 
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and decided in the 
as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alberwon, Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, Bissell, 
Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, A. G. Brown, 
W.J. Brown, Burt, T. B. Butler, E. C. Cabelf, Joseph Ca- 
ble, George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, 
Chandler, Cteveland, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb; Cole, 
Corwin, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunbam, Durkee, Eliot, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Fuller, Gilbert, Gil- 


affirmative—yeas 120, nays 53,. 


$ more, Gorman, Gott, Goatd, Green, Grinnell, fall, Bamit- 


ton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas,, 
E. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard,, 
Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jekson, James L. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La Sére 
Leffier, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, 
Robert M. McLane, MeQaeen, MeWihe, Milter, Milison, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, 
Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Puinam,- Richardson, 
Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Sawtelle, Schenek, Seddon, 
Spanlding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens,’ Taylor; Thomas, 
J-eob Thompson, Thurman, Venable, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White,. Whittlesey, Williams, Wood, and 
Young—1!20. 

NWAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Burrows, 
Chester Buter, J. P. Caldwell, Clarke, Coleock, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dimmick, Eimundson, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Gerry, Halloway, Haralson, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Howe, William T. Jackson, George G. King, J. G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, Mason, Matteson, McLanahan, Meacham, Nelson, 
Ogle, Otis, Reed, Risley, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Silvester, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, James 
Thompson, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, Wallace, Wildrick, 
and Woodward—53. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to Jay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr, BUEL stated, he was not within the bar 
when his name was. called, having been. detained 
necessarily from his seat, but wished to: vote for 
the bill, Objection was made. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, without amendment, House 
bill granting the right of way to the Alton and 
Sangamon Railroad Company. 

The bill was read. _ se ve. 

And the question being on ordering it to be en- 
grossed for a third reading— 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said there was a word 
in the bill which he saw no necessity for—the 
word “‘ mineral.” He moved that it be stricken 
out. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man who reported this bill if it is one of those al- 
ternate-section bills? 

Mr. BOWLIN. No. 
right of way. A ; 

Mr. HALL. I move the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to second the previous question. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I wish to know if the bill 
is open to amendment? 

The reply of. the Speaker was not heard. 


lt merely. grants the 


Mr. COBB,.of Alabama, wished to suggest to || 


his colleague who had charge ofthe plank road in 
Alabama, that it would bea very good opportunity 
‘to move that bill as an amendment to the one under 
consideration. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote, and to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEBATES IN CALIFORNIA CONVENTION. 

Mr. GILMORE rose (he said) to a. privileged 
question, and desired to call-up the resolution for 
the purchase of. the debates of the. California con- 
vention. 

Mr. BOWLIN. Is that.a privileged question ? 

Mr. GILMORE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, some time- since, reported from the Com- 
mittee-on the Library the. following: resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing; 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania moved to recon-. 
sider that vote, and the question: is now on the 
motion to reconsider: 


« Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives be; and he is hereby, authorized and directed to sub- 
seribe for three thousand copies of the debates in the Cali- 
fornia convention, by J. Ross Brown, on the formation of 
her constitution: Provided, That: no greater priee per copy 
shall be paid than will. be:a fair: compensation: for paper; 
press-work, and binding.” 


Mr. GILMORE called attention to. the:féet-that 
the resolution now provided forthe purchase ofonly: 


| form. it- provided. for three thousand. 


Septi- 


owe thousan fve hundred: copies; in ite: original 


Mr. STANLY moved to lay. the motion to ré- 
consider on the table, bat withdrew, the motions”: 
-The question, ‘“‘Shalkthe vote bereconsidared?’” 
was agreed: to. ò ee Bop Bane (Fo sae Es 
The question recurring, “Shall the resotution be 
referred to the Comraittee. on’ Printing?) o 
Mr. SCHENCK. moved: to: lay the resolution 
on. the table. “eles awe. 
Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas nnd 
nays. : E 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative. ; : 
So the resolution was laid on the table: 


GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 


Mr. BOWLIN. I am instructed by the Cort- 
mittee on Public Lands to report: a bill, to 
which I wish to invite the attention of the House; 
granting alternate sections of the pable langs for 
the making of a railroad: = 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
its title, viz: “A bill to grant to the State of Mis- 
souri the right of way and a portion of the publi¢ 
land for making a railroad from St. Louis to the 
western limits of said State.” 

Mr. BOWLIN moved'that the bilt be pot upon 
its passage. X 

Mr. MATTESON called for the reading of the 


bill. ; 

Mr. BOWLIN said Ke would: give way for 
the reading in a moment. 

Mr. CARTTER wished'to offer an amendment, 

Mr. BOWLIN said he would give way‘ to allow 
the gentleman to offer his amendment in a moment, 

The bill was read. . 

Mr. CARTTER requested the gentleman’ front 
Missouri (Mr: Bowxi}'to yield the floor to enable 
him (Mr. C.) to offer an amendment. 

Mr. C. sent up to the Clerk’s table the following 
amendment, which he desired to offer, and which 
was read for information. 

{The amendment (a copy of which could not 
be procured) makes: the bill applicable in al} its 
benefits:and liabilities to-the Eastern and: Western 
road running through the States of Illinois, Indiana 
and: Ohio to St. Louis.}: : ; 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment ¢an.be enter- 
tained only by the unanimous-consentof the House: 

Mr. CARTTER hoped. (he said) that no: objec- 
tion would be made. The amendment’. proposed 
to extend the grants of: land. to:the. Eastern:and. 
Western roads running: through the States-of: In- 
diana, Ilinois, and: Obio; on to St. Louis, ang 
pointing to the Pacific ocean; and he desired to 
make a single remark, that if any appropriation of 
this character could approximate to a national ap- 
propriation, that involved in the amendment was 
essentially one of that description. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can. only: 
offer the amendment at this time. by unanimous 
enosent. If there is no: objection; the amendment 
will be received. : : 

Mr. McGAUGHEY addressed the :Chair: 

Mr. BOWLIN claimed the floor.: 

The SPEAKER said, the-gentleman from Miss 
souri (Mr. Bowiin] was entitled to the:floor. 

Mr, McGAUGHEY: was understood to. inquire 
of. the Speaker, whether it: would now bein order 
to move to commit the bill?’ 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman had notithe 
floor for the purpose. The gentleman: from\Mis« 
souri [Mr. Bown] wasentitled to it > j 

Mr. SCHENCK desired to be informed by: thë 
Speaker, why it was:that unanimous consent: wes 
required to:allow’ the gentleman: from: Ohio [Mr: 
Cantrer} to introduce bis amendment?” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has-decided (and 
probably on the pointmade by-thegentleman from 
Ohio now offering the amendment) that one-mem- 


‘ber cannot yield the: floor to another for the par- 


pose of making:a motion. | 

Objection ‘was made: to: Mr. 
ment:  Sécit:was not received. ; 
Mer. BOWLEN: then resumed the floor, and: was 
proceeding to:speak; when “8 

Mr: FOWLER interposed, . and:said he desired 
to:put'a-question. : s 

Mr. BOWLIN yielded the foore. -< — - 

Mr. FOWLER. was undetstood. to. inquire 
what the léngth of thisroad:would-be‘in the State 


CarrrTEn’s amend- 


‘of Missouri? Heasked:the question inorder that 


be computed. 
OMe, BOWLIN. 
fifty miles lorig. - 

Mr. 


grant to the States in which the public land lies, 
alternate sections for purposes of publie improve- 
ment. ee 

"Mr. Ë. had spoken but eight minutes when——- 

Mr. ASHMUN interposed to a privileged ques- 
tion. He desired to be informed by the Speaker 
whether the morning hour had not expired? `. 
The SPEAKER šaid, the. morning hour had 
expired. À , 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House proceed 
to ae consideration of businéss on thé Speaker’s 
table. 

“Phe question was. taker’ on the motion of Mr. 
Asumo, arid decided in the affirmative. 

So the House determined to proceed to the cor- 

sideration of business ér-the Speaker’s table. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. GILBERT asked and obtained the undni= 


Movs consent of the House to introduce bills of | 


the following titles, of which notice had heretofore 
been given : 

A bill to éstablish certain light-houses, fog sig- 
nals, beacons, and buoys, or the coast of the State 
of California, and for the survey of the coast and 
harbors'of said State. Reid a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill to authorize and dirèct the payment of 
certain’ moneys into the treasury of the State of 


California, which were collected’ in the ports of | 


said State ás á revenue upor iniports, sinde the 
ratification. of the treaty of peace between the 
United States’ and the Republic of Mexico, and 
prior to the admission of said State into the 
Union; which was reid a first ard second’ tite by 
its title, and referred tø thé Committee of Ways 
and’ Means. ; 

Mr. CROWELL, from the Committee on Indi- 
an Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of 
tlie House of Representatives of the 6th of May 
last, réspecting the'contract made with Henry M. 
Rice, forthe removal of the Witnebagoed frorn 
Iowa and Wisconsin to their lands in Minnesota, 
made a rénort thereon: 

Mr: CROWELL said, that no action was’ re- 
quired, and’ he moved: that the report be laid upon 
the table and printed. ` 

Ordéred accordingly. 

The Howse then passed to the consideration of 
Business on the Speaker's table. - 

PER DIEM AND MILEAGE. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the bill making appropriations to sup- 
ply a deficiency in the appropriations for the pay 
and mileage of members of Congress, which said 
bill had been returned from the Senate, with a dis- 
agreement on the part of the Senate to the amerid- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the 
Senate. ea a : 

Mr. BAYLY. Vbelieve the best thing we can 
do will be to recede from-our disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate, and I make that motion. 

Several Voices. What is the amendment? 
We do not. know anything about it, ' 

The SPEAKER. The following proviso in 
the bill: of the House was stricken out by the 
Senate: , ; 

Provided, That the Senators and Representatives from 
California be allowed the same mileage as the Delegate from 
Oregon; and'no more. 

` üd the following was inserted in lieù thereof, 
viz: 

« That the mileage of the Senators and Representatives 
from Califórnia, and the Delegate’ from Oregon, be coit- 
pitied aecording: to the most usual: traveling route within 
the limits of the United. States; and the per diem of the 
said Senators and Representatives, for this session, shall 
commence from’ the day oa which the constitation of Cali- 
fornia was first communicated” to the two Houses of Cou- 
gress, respectively.?? S 

Mr. CARTTER; (to the Speaker.) Isitin order 
to move that the House’adhere:to: its amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Tite motion to adhere is in 
order; but the Speaker will suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr: Carrrer] that the usual 
motion made at: this stage of the business-is; that 
the Houseineists ond athotion tò insistisin order, 


-the quantity of land appropriated by the bill might | 
The road Ís two hundred and | 
_ Mr. B. then proceeded to address the House ib § 
favor of the bill, arguing that there was a peculiar 

fitness in presenting it as a test question. te the | 
House on the principle whether Congress. would + 


if 


Mr: CARTTER: P make that mött- 
~ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 


[Mr. Bayty] has moved that. the House récedé | 
H from its disagreement to the amendment of thé || 


Senate, and that motion is first ny order: 


“The question was taken; and decrdéd- in the deg- l 


ative; without & division: * 


The guéstion then recurred on the motiolr of 
Mr. Cartres, that the House insist on its dis- 
agreement. to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYLY addéd to the motion, and that a 
committee of conference, on the part of this House; 
be appointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House insisted: on its disagreément to 
the amendment of the Senate, and a committee of 
conference on the part of this House was ordered 


| to be appointed. 


On motion by Mr. SCHENCK, by the unani- 
mous. consént of the House, the bill reported by 
Mr. Bowuw, from the Committeé on Public 
Lands, providing for a grant of hind to the State 
of Missouri, was érdered to bè printedi 

RETIRED LIST. 

The Senate bill entitled ‘ An act to increase the 
efficiency of the army, by a retired list, for dis- 
abled officers,” coming up in its order, was read a 
first and second time by its title, and on the motion 
of Mr. Burt, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

MINERAL LANDS. 

The Senate bill entitled * An act to reduce the 
minimum price of the'publit lands, in the Lake Su- 
perior district, in Michigan, and the Chippewa 
district, in Wisconsin,” coming up,-and having 
beer read a first and’ second time'by its title— 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is a Senate bill, It 
proposes to’ reduce the’ prite of the mineral lards 
on the coast of Lake Superior. By an act of Cór- 
gress’ heretofore: passed, all those lands that were 
designated ax mineral lands were placed at five 
dollars: per atre. The Commissioner of the Land 
Office reported that the lands really minéral Have 
beert sold. The balance consists of agricultural 
lands; ahd the’ bill proposes to reduce tie price’ of 
them to $1,25. I move that it be pat upon its 
passage, and | call the previous question. 

Mr: VINTON. I desire to ask a question, Is 
there any provision in this: bill by: which the lends 
shall be put up to sale’ before they arë subject to 
private entry at the reduced price? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir—yes. 
the bill will be read: 

Mr. McGAUGHEY (to the Speaker.) Isitin 
order to move that’ the bilibe referréd'to the Com- 
mittee’ on Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. Not periding the demand’ for 
the previdas question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If there is any general desire 
oti the part of the House that this’ bill should go 
to: the’ Committee’ on Public Lands for exariina- 
tion, I shall riot object. But the chairman: of 
that conimittee (Mr. Bowitn] states that he’ is: 
perfectly willing that the bill sheald’be put’ apor 
its passage. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY:. I preferthat the bill shotld 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 8b 
that wemay have theresponsibility of that commit 
tee in relation to its provisions: 

The question’ then’ recurred and: was: taken on 
the: demand for the: previous question; atid the 
vote stood—ayes 63, noes 41. 

No quorum voted: 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Masow and 
Caxvin, were appointed. 

The question was then again taken, and the 
votè stood—ayes 73, noes 51. 

So'there was a-second, and the main question 
was orderéd to be now taken. 

. Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi; called for the 
réading. of the bill. ; 

The Clerk-commenced reading it. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and’ suid that the’ 


Tidpe that 


reading of the bill would be suspended until order’ 


had ‘been restored in the Hall. 
Mr. DOTY. Then it will never’ be read. 
The SPEAKER: Gentlémien are not awar 
how loud their convéfsation is. : 
Some time elapsed in the effort to restore order. 
The reading of the bill was theh concluded: 


BINGHAM de 
tion. =< CN A : T n 
. Felérs wéte ordéred, and Messrs. Ricnakb- 


f _ || son and AsumuN wefe appointed. 
So. the House refused. to recede’ from ite dii- |} 
agreément. 2 


The SPEAKER requested gerttemen to voté on 
one side or the dilier, to’ sécuré a quoram, =, 
And the question being taken, the vote atodd— 
ayes 73, robs’ not counted. ae Ee ea 
So there Was a sécond; avd thé Wain quéstion (ov 
the passage the of bill) was ordered tobé now taken. 
Mr. HUNTER asked thé yeas and nays on the 
Main question; which Were ordered. — = 0o, 
_ The guéstion, “ Shall thie bill pass!" Was taken 
atid decided in thé affirnidtive—yeas T1T, nays 55, 
as follow: i ‘ . 
YEAS=—Meäsrs. Albérisoti, Ashé, Ashmun, Avereti, 
Baker, Beale; Bingham, Bissel, Booth; Bowie, Bowlin; 
Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, 
Buel, Chester Butter, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwells 
Cartier, Chandler, Clevéland, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Cor- 
win, Crowell, Disney, Doty, Dier, Dunham, Durkee, Ed- 
mundson, Eliot, Ewing, Fowler, Freediey, Gorman, Gott, 


ie 


lian 
MeD: 
Ogle, Phelps, Phenix, Pitman; Potter, Powel, Richardson; 
Robbiris, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Sehoo}+ 
craft, Seddon, Spaniding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, Jacob Thoin p- 
son, James Thonipson, Thurman, Luck, Vinton, Walden, 
Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White,  Whittésty,: Wil 
driek, Wiliams, Woed, and Young—ilt. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Bokee, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Clarke, 
Céicock, Daniel, Debèrry, Dickév, Nathan Evans, Gentry, 
Gould, Hamilton, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, 
Wiliam T, Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston. King, Little~ 
field, Horace Mani, Marshall, Mason, McDonald, Me- 
Gaughey, McKissock, McMullen, Miller, Nelson, Olis, Gut- 
law, Parker, Peaslee, Pumans, Reed, Risley, Rumsey, Sack- 
ett, Schermerhorn, Silvester, Alexander H: Stephens, 
‘Thaddeus Stevens, Wallace, and Woodward—53. 

So the bill was passed. ; : 
Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay that motion of the table. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he had 
voted for the bill and was a friend to it; but he 
thought the first section required amendment to 
relieve it of ambiguity. lt provided that the lands 
should be offered for-sale, which might be con- 
strued private sale. If they were sd offered, it 
would give rise to very bad speculation. e was 
convinced his friend from Michigan did not. wish 
any such reSult. He therefore suggested to the 
gentleman to allow the bill to be amended by in- 
serting that the land should be offered at publie 
sale. 

Mr. BINGHAM said he was willing: the bill 
should be so ‘amended. 

No objection being made, 

The bill was amended 
THomeson. ‘ 

The motidn of Mr. Biwa to lay on tHe table 
the motion to recdnaider was put abd ‘agreed to: 

Mr. WULDRICK matea report fromthe Com- 
mittee on- Enrolled Bills:- 

_ POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 

The Séiiate bill, entitled an act to renew and 
continue’ in foreé the charter of the Potomac Inst- 
rance Company of Georgetown, coming up in its 
order, was read a first and second time by its title, 
and, on the motion of Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. i 

LAND CLAIMS AT SAULT STE. MARIE. 

The Senate bill, entitled an act to provide for 
the examination and settlement of the claims for 
land at the Sault Ste. Marie, in Michigan, coming 
up in order, was read a first and second time by 
its title. 

Mr. BINGHAM said this bill proposed to make 
no grant of public land, but provided for a settle- 
ment of the claims to land of the French. who set-, 
tled at Sault Ste. Marie when that country’ was 
ceded to the United States. It proposed to- author- 
ize the register and receiver of the: land office 
to investigate these claims and make a report to 
the,General Land Office. He asked that the bil 
bė read, and hoped it would be put upon its pass- 


as proposed by Mr. 


age. ~ on 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


THE CONGRESSI 


Mr. BINGHAM said, if it-was the sense of the 
House that the bill go to the Committee on Public 
Lands, he would acquiesce in that disposition of 
it, but he saw no reason for it. These claims 
ought to have been settled Jong since, and this bill 
merely provided for the taking the necessary steps 
for an adjustment of those claims. 

‘Mr. BUEL ‘appealed to his colleague to yield 
the floor to allaw him to say a few words. 

Mr. BINGHAM yielded. 

Mr. BUEL hoped the House would give its at- 
tention to the reading of the bill, in the full belief 
that it would then consent to its being put upon its 


passage, without a reference to the Committee on | 


Public Lands. As he understood the bill, it sim- 
ply provides, in substance, for the establishment 
of a commissioner to settle the land-titles at Sault 
Ste. Marie. The register and receiver of the land 
office at that.place are, by the bill, made commis- 
sioners, for the purpose of receiving testimony 
concerning the land claims of that place, and ma- 
king report thereon... It is in this, or a similar 
way, that the land-titles of the early settlements 
of the West have been usually adjusted. They 
were adjusted in this way in the neighborhood of 
Detroit, St. Louis, and other important early-set- 
tled places. 

It will be recollected, that the village of Sault 
Ste. Marie was settled at an early period in the his- 
tory of the country. Its population has for many 
years numbered several hundred, yet there is not 
a legal title, I believe, to a foot of land there. Ti- 
tles exist only by possession, and are so transmit- 
ted, and*have so existed for more than a genera- 
tion., The uncertainty, therefore, hanging over 
these titles, imposes upon the occupants great 
hardships, and frequently loss in transmitting or 
assigning them. It has been the custom of this 
Government in such cases, first to ascertain by 
commissioners their possessory and equitable 
titles, and then to confirm them according to the 
justice and equity of the case. The citizens of 
Sault Ste. Marie have been petitioning for years for 
the passage of a bill to adjust and confirm their 
titles, and it is due to their patience, and their mer- 
itorious service in the early occupation and settle- 
ment of the country, that justice should not longer 
be delayed. 3 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, withdrew his motion 
to refer the bill. 

Mr. MILLER renewed it, 

And the question being first on the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The reading of the bill was called for. 

The Clerk commenced the reading, but before 
he had proceeded far— 

Mr. BINGHAM interposed and said, rather 
than detain the House with the reading he would 
consent that the bill be referred. 

No objection being made, 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill to renew and con- 
tinuc in force the charter of the Potomac Insurance 
Company of Georgetown was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He said he did so for the purpose of asking the 
House to put the bill on its passage. The bill 
contained only one brief section, proposing to 
renew the charter which was about to expire. 
When he made the motion to refer, he did not 
know what was the provision of the bill, Upon 
examining it since, he found that was all. It was 
a matter of.importance to the inhabitants of the 
District. If it went to the committee, the com- 
mittee might not be called again this session, and 
the bill would not pass. He moved to reconsider 
the-vote. 

The question was taken and decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

And the question recurring, ‘‘ Shall the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia?” ` 3 


Mr. BROWN withdrew the motion to refer, | 


and moved that the bill be put upon its passage. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill by adding 
the following section: 


« And be it further enacted, That the stockholders of said 
corporation shall be individually Hable for the debts of th 
said corporation.” ` 


‘Howe, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johuson, 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. -F rise-to-oppose ll 
this amendment on this ground: This company 
has been in existence some thirty-odd years; there 
has been, so far-as my connection with the būsi- 
ness of this District has. led me to a-knowledge of 
its business transactions, no-sort of complaint that 
it has not. paid its losses promptly; and really I 
think if the people among whom: the company is 
located, and whose business it transacts, make no 
sort of complaint, and.ask no restriction of this 
kind, it is hardly necessary for the gentleman from | 
Tennessee to force this restriction upon them. If 
it is done, it must result in its total abandonment. 
If. the House desire to defeat the renewal of the 
charter, and to destroy the company, they will 
adopt this amendment; if they intend in good faith 
to have it goon as it has heretofore done, I hope 
they will vote down the amendment. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Jones, . . 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, called for the 
reading of the amendment: 

And it was read. 

Mr. ASHE, (tothe Speaker.) Is it in order to 
move to amend the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. ASHE. I move to amend the amendment 
by adding the words, ‘to the amount of their 
stock.” 

And the question was stated to be on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I hope that the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Asner] will 
not prevail, because it will virtually render my 
amendment a nullity. I say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] that I do not know 
whether the people of Georgetown, who are inter- 
ested in the bill, desire that the amendment which 
I have offered should be added ornot. But itis a 
condition precedent with me, when I am asked to 
give such powers as are conferred upon a corpo- 
ration by this bill, that the stockholders shall be 
made liable in their individual capacity for the 
debts which the corporation, as such, may con- 
tract. And I ask the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. Brown,] upon what principle of justice, or 
equality, it is, that these parties can come here and 
ask that the stockholders shall be exempted from 
the debts of the company? You incorporate these 
companies for a number of years, and they de- 
clare dividends every six months. These dividends 
are appropriated to the private benefit of the stock- 
holders. When the company has been in exist- 
ence for twenty or thirty years, and the stockhold- 
ers have drawn out, in dividends, probably three 
or five times as much as the amount of their origi- 
nal investment in the stock, then the company 
fails, and you cannot make it pay one cent out ofits 
substance to meet the just debts of the concern. I 
can see no objection to the amendment, and I hope 
it will be adopted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I do not desire 
to see the time of the House, valuable as it is at 
this period of its session. consumed in the discus- 
sion of so trivial a matter as this. I therefore 
move the previous question. 

There was a second. 

And the main question was ordered, and, having 
been taken, 

The amendment of Mr. Asne to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jones was rejected. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
Mr. Jones, on which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. 

-The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 78, nays 73; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Bay, Bayly, Bingham, Bissell, 
Buel, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, 


Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. larris, Hibbard, Hoagland, 


Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, 
La Sére, Leffler, Littlefild, Job Mann, Mason, McCiernand, 
McDonald, MeKissoek, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 
MeMullen, McWillie, Meacham, Miller, Morris, Ogie, 
Parker, Peastee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Spaulding, Stetson, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, Waldo, Wentworth, Whittlesey, 
Wildrick, Wood, Wright, and Young—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ash- 
mun, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Albert G- 


“Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard; Henry, Holladay, 


Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gould Grinnell, Halloway, 
liam T. Jackson, Kerr, George G: King, James G. g 
John A. -King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McDowell,” Me- 
Queen, Moore, Morehead, Nelson, Otis, Phenix, Pitman, 
Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rumsey, Sackett, Sehenck,-Seher- 
methorn, Seddon, Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, 
Watkins, White, and: Williams—73. = > SUES 
So the amendment was adopted. = 0 5> 
(Mr. Canz,of Ohio, having been “outside “the 
bar when his name was called, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to record his vote. 
Objection was made.] ap, a Ne hg Pat 
The question recurred and was taken,“ Shall 
the: bill be ordered to be engrossed’ for a third 
reading ?” and was decided in the affirmative. 
The bill was then read a third time and passed. 


The bill from the Senate entitled “* An act to 
establish a port of entry at Milwaukee, in the State 
of Wisconsin, and for other purposes,” coming 
up in order, was read a first and second time by 
its title, and on the motion of Mr. GRINNELL, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 


GRANTS OF LAND. ‘ 

The bill from the Senate entitled * An act grant- 
ing to the State of Missouri the right of way, and 
a donation of the public land along the route, to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from St. Louis 
to the western limits of the State of Missouri, 
known as the Pacific railroad,’ having been read 
a first and second time— eae f 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to put the same:on its 
passage, and in support of his motion said: 

Mr. Speaker, I shall claim the indalgence and 
attention of the House for a few moments, and 
only for a few moments, while I explain the ob- 
jects and vindicate the merits of this bill... But 
before I notice the matter of the bill itself, I desire 
to invoke the House not to commit it, as that 
would be equivalent toa defeat, and under existing 
circumstances is wholly unnecessary, as I shall 
explain. This bill was introduced both in this 
House and in the Senate, and was. read twice in 
this House, and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, who reported it back long since, 
with a recommendation that it pass. Inthe mean 
time, before it could be reached on our calendar, 
it passed the Senate, and has come to us from that 
body, with some slight changes—all being restric- 
tions upon the grant. So that the Committee on 
the Public Lands. have already investigated ‘all the 
principles and the bill itself, and recommended it 
to the favorable consideration of the House; and 
there could be no motive in referring jt*back to 
that committee, unless it was to defeat the bill; 
and if gentlemen are determined to defeat the bill, 
I sincerely hope it will be by a direct vote, and not 
by any parliamentary evasion of the question. It 
is better for the House and for the country that the 
sense of this body should be taken directly upon 
the question of fostering the policy contemplated 
in this bill—of exhancing the value of the public 
lands, by encouraging the States in making im- 
provements through them. This is peculiarly an 
appropriate bill on which to test the sense of the 
House, as it combines as many characteristics to 
recommend it to favorable. consideration as any 
measure that could be brought forward. It is 
about two hundred and forty miles long—almost 
entirely through public lands—central in its loca- 
tion in the United States, and is the first section.of 
that iron band which is destined, at no distant day, 
to stretch one arm to the Atlantic and the other-to 
the Pacific, and draw the commerce of these two 
great oceans through the very heart of the Repub- 
lic; so that, besides the requirements of justice-to 
the State and liberality in the administration of 
the land system to recommend it, it possesses as 
much of nationality of character as any measure 
of the kind that could be brought to the attention 
of Congress. I therefore invoke gentlemen not to 
rid themselves of this. bill:-by any indirect means, 
but to give us a direct: vote upon Its merits, and 
let the people of the:new States, whose domain 
Congress controls, understand their true position. 

The frame-work of this bill is precisely the same 
as that of every other bili coming through the 
Senate, the committee there having adopted certain 
rules which they apply to every bill.of this nature, 


Brown, Burt, Thomas B. Butler, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Duer;~Duncan, Eliot, Nathan 


lt simply proposes to grant to the, State alter- 
nate-sections of the public land for the width of 
six miles, to aid in the construction of the road; 
and as an indemnity to this Government against. 
any possible loss, it provides that the reserved sec- 


tions, shall: be doubled. in price; and- where. the 
lands ‘have been sold or predceupied under. pre~ 
émption laws, that the State may select other lands 


_dndjeu: thereof. But in order still the greater to | 


secure this Government, they are confined in their 
selections ‘to fifteen miles on either side of the 
road—a distance in which the value of the public 
- lands will most certainly be enhanced: by.the-im- 
provement. As a further consideration for: this 
grant, in addition to the increased value of. the 
public lands, the road is declared a public high- 
way to this Government, upon which it can trans- 
ort troops and property free’ of toll or charge, 
andthe mails to be carried.upon. a limited com- 
pensation. This embraces all the principles of the 
bill; The rest is mere detail. : 
“The system of granting alternate sections of the 
public land, upon: the.terms contained in this bill, 
for purposes. of improvement through those public 
lands, has prgvailed for a quarter of a century to 
a very limited "extent; and the only novelty in the 
present measures, is in the changed character in 
the impravements, from the old road and canal to 
the-railroad.. But even that trifling change, bene- 
ficial in. its operation as it is, is sufficient to give 
afresh ‘spur to the opponents of every liberal. 
measure from the new States, by denying the 
force of the precedent. .The Ohio and Erie canal, 
from Lake Erie to the upper Ohio: the Indiana 
canal; from-Lake Erie to the lower Ohio; and the 
. Illinois canal, connecting Lake Michigan and the 
waters of the Mississippi, are imperishable monu- 
ments of the wisdon of this policy of aiding the 
new States, out.of their lands, without impairing 
éven the finances of this Government. from that 
source. About a quarter of a century ago, the 
grant was made to Ohio to aid in that great canal, 
with the principle of doubling the price on the re- 
served. sections; and what has-been the result? By 
a trifling favor which cost you nothing, you gave 
an impulse to an enterprise which, resulted in a 
work conferring unnumbered blessings upon man- 
kind; and one which, in- after times, will be a 
monument tothe glory of this age. And yet it 
costiyou nothing—the reserved sections selling for 
double the minimum price fixed by law for the sale 
of the public lands. - Those reserved sections have 
been'sold, except a little remnant of lands which 
will not even bring that price. By this.operation 
you, brought into market and sold lands which, 
~ without the improvements, might not have been 
gold for centuries to come. Upon that miserable 
remnant, Ohio is now asking a reduction to the 
minimum price*of the public lands, and that is 
pointed to by the enemies of the new States, as 
evidence of a reckless disposition of the people of 
the West tò plunder the national domain. I hope 
no son-of Ohio will so far desecrate his State, as to 
employ such an argument. net 
“Whats said here of Ohio and her canal may 
be said also of Indiana and Hiinois, except that 
they have had less time. to. develop the. results of 
the system. That magnificent canal, uniting Lake 
Michigan with the waters of the Mississippi, 
through Illinois, is now in fall operation, giving 
life to commerce along its whole line. It was en- 
couraged by this system; and what did it cost this 
Government? Nothing, as results demonstrate. 
To- encourage the enterprise, you, granted the 
State two hundred and eighty thousand acres of 
and, charging its. price to the cjtizens on the re- 
served sections, and. thereby accomplished sales 
that in all probability would never have been made. 
Whilst you. contributed only an act of courtesy, 
in letting them-have the-use of $350,000 worth of 
lands, charging it back upon the citizens, who were 
enabled to bear it in consequence: of the improve- 
ment; what did Illinois contribute. to that work 
through the public lands? - Over eight millions of 
dellars.. Your petty grants make no public works; 
they at most inspirit a people whose resources are 
constantly drained from them through the present 
land system, to make a start, and then their re- 
sources are drawn upon to complete a work which 
js:to add millions. in value to your great domain. 
The amount contemplated in the present bill, if it 
were an unconditional grant, would be but a 
tithe in the construction of this great road, nearly 
“every mile of which will: pass upon. public lands. 
But itis no such unconditional grant; it is rather 
a mere. privilege of enjoying some portion of the 
profits.from. their labor—some portion of the en- 
hanced. value, which they give to the public. do- 


“main, in relation to the new States and their con- 


-to-this Government, for. you are in the happier 


À not Know what appeal to make. 


Sir, I al 


i my patience, when [ hear 
gentlemen raving-ab 


out plundering the public do- 


templated improvements. . They plunder nothing; 
they wish to plunder. nothing; and have not the 
power if they did. I wish to God I could say.as 
much for the sections from which such sentiments 
spring. - It is true, you have no domain belonging 


condition of owning your own soil, where you 
can make it all contribute to the support of the 
State and her public works, but you have the Trea- 
sury, and you have the strength to make it groan 
beneath your power. Look at your fortification 
bill, kept up from year to year despite the fact, that 
the spirit of the improvement of the age has ren- 
dered them useless, for any other purpose than to 
squander money along the Atlantic cities to favo- 
rites: and talk of public plunder. “Look at your 
navy bill, swelled within my short experience 
here from three to ten millions, chiefly squandered 
along the Atlantic cities: and talk of public plunder. 
Look at the present bill, and without entering into 
a calculation, I think I may assert, it appropriates 
more in your cities, in building houses, improving 
houses and grounds, fencing, and other ornamen- 
tal fancies, than the whole amount of the year’s ex- 
penditure ever destined to cross the Alleghany 
mountains; and then talk of plunder. It is true we 
feel our wrongs, and we make a noise about them; 
but we get nothing, as far as my experience goes. 
Gentlemen mistake our clamors for our gains; 
the noise and fury are great, but gains nothing. I 
have listened to this kind of eloquence for seven 
years in this Hall, and would now like to know 
what has been done for the West in all that time, 
save a little grant of lands to Indiana, to complete 
her canal, which was charged to her citizens 
through the alternate system. Let gentlemen not 
mistake sound for substance: we ask much, com- 
mensurate with the magnitude and the importance of 
our country, but our askings usually expire with 
the breath that gives sound to the sentiment. We 
get nothing, not even the poor privilege of using a 
portion of our soil upon the hard terms of paying 
an equivalent in the end. It is true, our demands 
are great, our necessities are great, the extent of 
our country is great, our population is great and 
is getting greater fast, thank Heaven; but what do 
we get? that’s the question. It is an easy matter 
to deal in generalities, and use epithets, but let 
gentlemen come down to sober facts, and show 
what the West has received from the bounty of 
this Government. Our demands accumulate of 
course, as none of them are granted, until orators, 
catching inspiration from their magnitude, can 
swell into bursts of eloquent invective against 
them. But this proves nothing, except former 
neglect. 

Sir, I have heard it rumored through this Hall, 
that the bills from the Senate upon this subject, 
and which have been approved by the committee 
of which Iam a member, amounted to fifty mil- 
lions of acres. I have made no accurate calcula- 
tion on the subject, but I am satisfied, that in no 
contingency can they amount to one fifth of this 
generous estimate. The gentlemen get up a scare- 
crow, and then become frightened at their own 
device. Now, I can tell those gentlemen, that if 
every bill upon this subject that has passed the 
Senate was to become a law, it would supply but 
a small vacuum inthe wants of the country; would 
take nothing from the national wealth that would 
not be repaid, and would not shorten their allow- 
ance out of the Treasury one dollar, They could 
still adorn the pleasure-grounds of officers’ resi- 
dences, and surfeit the Barrons and Galphins of 
the Treasury. So I hope their fears will be al- 
layed. 

We have to encounter another set of opponents, 
who are the most difficult of all to answer, because 
they want to be so kind to us that nobody else 
can keep pace with them, and they leave us to 

erish amidst a shower of their good wishes and 
fntentions. They would give us the land, with- 
out the condition, but they never could think of | 
a proposition with any favor that raises the alter- 
nate sections on the people. It is in vain we ap- 
peal to them to be just as kind to us as we de- 
sire. They are resolutely bent on being kinder, 
and thereby do nothing, but leave us to starve on 

glittering hopes, which their imaginations have 

conjured up for our entertainment. To such I do 


If they were less 


thing but donations. 


| foundation. 


kind in. their intentions, there mig 
some debatable ground: on the question, but. it is 
impossible to argue with a man who wants todo” 
more for you than you ask, or than anybody else 
would think of granting: ARI can do with such 
is, to tell them that their’s-is the policy that starved 
the ox between the two clumps of hay, and kind- 
ly request them to reconsider, and for charity’s 
sake be less charitable. "ret a ped 
Another objection ‘to ‘these grants, with some, . 
was, as they allege, the want of constitutional 
power in Congress to make donations, as they call 
them, of the public lands; but which I’ call anys 
But evenif they were what 
they assume them to be, I have been unable to dis- 
cover the difficulty; for if there is one provision in 
the Constitution that is perfectly clear and definite, 
it is that provision giving Congress full power over 
the disposal of the public lands, under the title of 
territory or other public property. The power to 
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regula- 
tions respecting, the territory or other property of 
the United States, is given to Congress, without 
any limitation or restriction, and was clearly in- 
tended to be left’ solely to their sound discretion 
and patriotism. And whilst it might be an act of 
bad faith for Congress recklessly to squander the 
public lands upon improper objects, looking noth- 
ing to the improvement of the great fund: intrusted. 
to their care, yet that would argue nothing against” 
the power to doso. And Congress has constantly 
and uniformly exercised the power togive away 
the public lands. ‘They give them for asylums of 
various kinds; they give them to endow, schools 
and colleges; they give them frequently to individ- 
uals for meritorious conduct; they give them to 
soldiers, long after they have been legally paid for 
their services. None of these are debts against the 
Government, but in every instance it is a pure 
naked donation—not even assuming the disguise 
of any other pretence. I do not believe it is a just 
or proper use of the fund to be donating it away, 
without any ulterior object looking to beneficial re- 
sults upon the fund itself; but that argues nothing 
against the power. : 
But in the present instance I beg gentlemen to 
keep in view the fact, that this grant is no dona- 
tion, but a grant upon a valuable consideration; 
instead of decreasing, having a direct tendency to 
increase the fund hy promoting the sales of that 
which would be otherwise unsaleable. Who be- 
lieves that lands along-the Ohio and Illinois canals 
would have been sold for a century to come, ‘but 
for those magnificent works? And ineach of those 
cases you gave aid, and yet realized’ all for your 
lands ‘that you asked, and secured rapid sales. 
There is lands doubtless along the line of this road 
which, without the improvement, would never be 
entered; but with it, will be rapidly taken up, at 
the higher price of the reserved sections, thereby 
realizing to this Government all that it demands 
for the whole. If these roads were not through 
the public lands, inuring to their benefit, and en- 
hansing their price, we would ask you for nothing. 
Another objection raised to these grants is, that 
they are for the benefit of corporations and com- 
panies of individuals, and do not go to the States for 
the benefit of the whole people. This, I confess, 
would be a formidable argument, if gentlemen 
were not reduced to the necessity of imagining the 
premises upon which they based it, Upon the 
same principle of reasoning, I could prove any- 
thing, however repugnant to truth. Let me estab- 
lish my own premises, and I could work out my 
own conclusions to my own Satisfaction, with the 
least possible difficulty. The great defect, how- 
ever, in the argument, is, that it has no premises in 
truth to base itself upon; and however plausible 
in its structure, must fall to pieces for want of a 
Let them assume the fact that a grant 
to the State of Missouri means a grant to compa- 
nies and corporations, or that the State is so un- 
mindful of her own interest as to give it away, 
contrary to the absolute provisions of the bill, and 
they could read us a thrilling homily upon ‘the 
abuses of corporations. But, unfortunately for 
them, the bill does not so provide; but, upon the 
contrary, expressly grants the land to the State; 
and it would be at least a charitable conclusion to 
suppose a State capable of taking care of its own 
property, and making it available to its own interest. 
There has not a bill passed through the committee 
in favor of granting these lands to any corporation, 
or to anybody, save to the States in which they 


‘are situated. _ And I feél. authorized to. say more 
on behalf of the committee: that no such bill 
could receive their approval. So much, then, for 
that srgument, and the frightful pictures conjured 
up under it, of Wall street brokers, and corporate 
corruptions, to frighten us from our propriety. 

Bat if the gentlemen are friendly to ou 
urë, and think that point not sufficiently guarded, 
let them suggest an amendment that will put it 
beyond. doubt, and I for one will not oppose i 
it must come, however, from n friend of the meas- 
ure, not an opponent—for I will not trust thé wolf 
with the nurture of the lamb. We think it suffi- 
ciently guarded; but if those who desire to go 
with us think differently, let them throw as many 
guards around it onthat point as they please, and 
| hazard, the assertion. that no Representative 


from the States interested will oppose it. So that | 


if there is anything in that objection, it can be 
easily remedied. p at ae 
Another objection urged is, that the land. is 
pledged for the public debt, and that this disposal 
of it would, be in violation of that pledge. This 
objection is basaed upon the fable idea, that, this 
bill proposes an absolute donation of this amount 
of the public domain; for it never could have en- 
tered into the imagination of any one, that such a 
pledge contemplated an abandonment, or even á 
change in our system of disposing of the public 
lands. Carry the idea to the extent of interfering 
with such a grant as this, and you need push it but 
Tittle further to check the sales, and interpose a 
complete barrier to the growth and improvement 
of the new States. It was never contemplated, 
either by Congress or the public creditors that 
that pledge was to exercise the slightest influence 
upon, the usual disposition of the public land; nor 
can [believe any one at this day entertains such 
an opinion, [tis but chaff thrown out to catch 
galls—and I flatter myself it will find none here 
soft enough to be decoyed by it. test 
But if there was anything in it, this bill does 
not conflict with it. It does not propose to give 
away the public lands, or in any manner lessen 
the fund for the redemption of thè debt, It 
only proposes to grant the alternate sections, 
upon condition, that an improvement is to be 
made through the public lands which will greatly 
enhance their value, and enable Congress to pro- 
cure a ready sale upon the reserved sections for 
double the price. If the road is made, no one 
` gan doubt that result; ifit should not be made,then 
your grant darries nothing with it, So that in no 
contingency is the security lessened—and in one it 
may be greatly enhanced by inducing the more 
rapid sale of those lands. . Where thése improve- 
ments are made, the land does not remain long for 
want of purchasers, even at the advanced price, as 
demonstrated by. past experierice. . . 
Sir, I regret that time will not allow me to do 
more than notice some of the points made by gen- 
tlemen opposed to this measure, as I think I could 
demonstrate their utter fallacy. But this is neither 
the time nor the occasion to go into an elaborate 
defence of our claims, if it were even deemed ne- 
cessary, which I hope is not the case before this 
Fouse. pA a 
As a guarantee to this House that the road 
comiemplated in this bill is no fancy scheme, but 
a substantial work, that will be speedily accom- 
plished, [l hope [ maybe indulged in a few de- 
tdils of its history. After our conquest and pos- 
session of California, thé. public. mind was imme- 
diately aroused to the subject of a great national 
central highway. across the continent, through the 
heart of the Republic, which might at the same 
time subsetve military purposes, and make a great 
highway for lighter articles of commerce, A con- 
vention of representatives from fifteen States met 
at St. Louis, and by way of avoiding all constitu- 
tional questions, in regard to this, great thorough- 
fare, they recommended that the Government should 
consiruct the road from some point on, the fron- 
tier beyond the limits of the States, where the 
three great lines of railroad, now in rapid progress 
through the States westward, could make a junc- 
tion. The great southern route, from Charleston 
and Savannah, through Georgiaand Tennessee, has 
already passed the mountains, and will in.a very 
few years reach the Mississippi at Memphis. The 
great central route starting at Philadelphia,. Balti- 
more, and Richmond, concentrating in Ohio, and 
passing through Indiana, and Hiinois, must at quite 
as early a period reach the Mississippiat St. Louis. 


watdly, has commenced her line of impr 
westwardly, so as to draw the western co 
to the Mississippi river, whence it can dig 
| nate itself through all the channels east to thé At- 
lantic cities. And when. the road to California is 


pnmnietakaile rapidity and force in its direction; 
and though it may be postponed by the occurrence of un- 
foreseen circumstances, according to thelugic of history, and 
according to the light of passed experience, it is altogether 
inevitable, Within anotker. quarter of a century, which is 
but aù hour in the existence of a people, railroads will 
traverse the new continent from’ Beston to San Francisco, 
while within a fifth of that period, the Pacific and Atlantic 
oceans, wil! .be united, by means of a ship canal passing 
through the lake of San Juan de Nicaragua.” 

Again, in the same article, he tells them: | 

No nation in the world, therefore,. no other race of men, 
neither Greece, nor Rome, nor Britain ever approached the 
close of its first century of independent existence, with 
such power, sich wealth, such boundless prospects as the 
United Statesof North America. This is a fact that does 
not admit of refutation or even of doubt.’ 


Such is the opinion of a foreigner of the enter- 
prise of our people, and I commend it to those 
politicians who aré always behind the people in 
every greatundertaking. Despite their fears and 
doubts, American enterprise will’ make this great 
road. The Atlantic and Pacific oceans will be 
linked together by a band of iron, long before the 
prophetic period assigned for its consummation. 
The road contemplated in this bill is but a centre 
section of that great work; and whilst it is ah ob- 
ject of the deepest interest to the people of Mis- 
souri a8 a local road to the State, it commends it- 
self from its national character, as a link in thë 
great chain which is destined to stretch itself across 
the continent, and revolutionize the commerce of 
the world. The road is already in progress— 
funds are raised to a large extent to commence the 
work—the. engineers are already on the route; 
and it will be accomplished, whether you grant 
the aid contemplated in this bill or not. Missouri 
herself will make the road through the public do- 
main, and leave this Government to enjoy the 
whole profits of her labor, in the enhanced valae 
of the public lands, if it accords with your notions 
of justice to require it. But I will anticipate në 
such judgment. 1 will not doubt the justice of 
Congress until it registers the edict against itself. 

In conclusion, I appeal to gentlemen for a direct 
vote; no parliamentary evasion, but a vote upon 
the merits of the bill, and whatever may be the re‘ 
sult we are ready to abide it. 


< Mr. ROBINSON appealed to Mr. Bowhr (in 
the course of his remarks) to yield the floor to him 
for the purpose of offering an amendment, It was 
as follows: . ce 


0 F the constructnn of the Cinci 


f } righ, 

i privileges, 1 this act, shall-be 

tended ta the. States of ingis, Indiana, and Ohio, 
the constructinn: innat and St Louis railro: 

_- Mr. BOWLIN was: understood to say. that: he 

had not- thé right to-yield the’ floor unless. ‘he. 


yielded it efitirely.<.2° eat man del eed 

Mr. ASHMUN..: I do‘siot rise-for the purpose 
of discussing the policy or the details of this bill. 
I will say, however, that Lam in favor of the gen- 
eral policy of this: and similar. bills. which. have 
been sent to us from the other branch of Congress; 
and which are hére for our action; and at the prop- 
er time [ may vote. for these bills.: But this bull 
has not been examined by the Comiiiittee on. Pub- 
lic Lands. It has passed the Senate, and it:comeés 
up in order on the Spéaker’s table, and the. usual 
midde ought to-be taken with it, 4. e., refer it to the 
appropriaté committee of the House. - ‘ 

„Mr. BOWLIN. Did I wnderstagd the gentle- 
man to say-that the bill had not paSsed’ the Com- 
mittee on.Public Lands? ` 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes. i 

Mr. BOWLIN. A copy.of it has been ‘report- 
ed by the Committeé. on Public Lands of this 

Mr. ASHMUN repeated that this. bill had not 
been examined by the Committee on Publi¢t Lands 
of this Hotise.... - a : Basa ahs 

Mr. CARTTER appealed to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to give Way to enable him tó offéf 
an amendment.. . i p ‘ 

Mr. ASHMUN declined to: yield, as he was 
about to move to refer it to the Committee on 
Public Lands, where it could be. examined, and 
amended if the Committee deemed it necessary. It 
ought to be committed to that committee; it was a 
committee friendly to the. bill; and when they. 
weré ready to report would be the time to act 
upon it. : ; a3 Ss. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, appealed, to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to. yield the floor 
to enable him to: say a single word. : 

Mr. ASAMUN declined, remarking: that. he 
was about to move that the bill be committed to 
the Committee on Public Lands.. He now moved 
that reference, and on that motion he demanded 
the previous question. ee wee 

Mr. BAYLY appealed to the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. ASHIMUN declined to withdraw. ` 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered; being first 
oh thé reference of thé bill to the Committee’ on 
Public Lands. are i 

The question was taken ard decided in the 
affirmative. te 

So the bill was referred to the C 
Public Lands. . ; : 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay that motion on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to: 

GRANT OF LANDS TO INDIANA. tt 

The Senate bill entitled “An act granting the right 
of way atid a grant of landto the State of Indiana, 
to aid in thë construction’ of a railroad from a 
point on the boundary lint between Indiana and 
illinois, near to its intersection with Lake Michi- 
gan, to the city of Ingianapolis, and a bratich to 
intersect the southern Michigan railroad, at or 
tear the point where the saine enters said State of 
Indiana,” was read a first and second time by its 
title, arid referred to the Coinmitiee on Public 
Lands, : EER 

The Senate bill entitled t An act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to permit vessels 
| from the British North American Provinces to lade 
and unlade at such places in any collection district 
of the United States ‘ak he may designate,” coming 
up in order, was read a first‘and second time by its 
title. Capen 

Mr. GRINNELL ‘moved that the bill be put on 
its passage. He statet that by the existing law 
of 1799, all foréign vessels were compelied ‘to ‘dis- 
charge ‘at ports‘of éntry. This bill authorizes the 
Secretary of thë Treasury to permit vessels from 
thë neighboting British Provinces, laden with the 
products thereof, to load and unload at the samé 
sorts ahd places as American vessels, provided the 
like. privileges are granted to American vessels in 
said ‘provinces. He urged that it would facilitate 
commerce with thése provinces, and could not 
hafmi or injure any interest or pérson of this couri- 


y.and. immunities: granted by 


ortimittee on 


try. 


_THE cone 


Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
pitt GRINNELL asked for the reading of the 
Lit. 
“The bill was read. f 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Ihave not had the op- |} 


portunity of examining the bill, but from* what I 
could hear from the reading, I understand: it pro- 
poses very materia! modifications of our revenue 
and navigation laws, and I think we should follow 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 

Tuomas and Duncay were app cee 

The question was again taken, 

reported—ayes 69, noes 69. 

“The SPEAKER." The Chair yotes in the af- 

~ firmnative. “The bill was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. - 

The next bill inorder, was the Senate bill enti- 
tled “ An act amendatory of an act entitled An act 
allowing a drawback upon foreign merchandise 
exported in original packages to Chihuahua and 
Santa Fë, in Mexico, and the British North Amer- 

# ican provinces adjoining the United ' States, ap- 
proved March 3, 1845, and for other purposes’? 
: : he bill Was read à first and second time by its 
üi. sat EERE O RMF a 

Mr. BAYLY moyed that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and printed. 

Mr. GRINNELL said the bill had ‘come from 
the Committee on Commerce in thé Senate, and 
he thought it should take that reference here. 

‘Mr. BAYLY ‘said he did not want any more 
work than he could not help.’ If it Was proper that 
it should go to the Committee on Commerce, the 
House would send it there. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. BAYLY. I withdraw my motion. 

The motion of Mr. GRINNELL was put and 
agreed to. ` 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ` ` 

The Senate bill, entitled ‘ An act giving the as- 
sent of the United States to an act of the General 
Assembly of Maryland, passed December session, 
1844, chapter. 287,” was read a first and second 
time by its title. z 

Mr. BOWIE moved that the bill be read a third 
time and passed. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BOWIE. The bill which has just been 
read provides for the preservation of the property 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company—so 
much: of it as is constructed within the limits of 
the District of Columbia, and. gives the assent of 
the United States to the act of the Legislature of 
Maryland, passed at the December ‘session of 
1844, for that purpose. A report was made atthe 
Twenty-ninth Congress, second session, of a simi- 
lar bill, which was lost for want of time. This 
bill-originated in the Senate, was duly examined 
there, favorably reported upon by the committee, 
and passed by that bady. ` 1 hope the House will 
act immediately upon it, as it is of great import- 
ance to the Siate of Maryland, and for- the preser- 
vation of the property for which it is designed. 
` The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, reada third time, and passed. 

SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Senate bill entitled ‘An act to suppress 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia,” com- 
ing up in order, was réad a first and sécond time 
by its tile, and the question being on ordering it 
tò a third reading, ^ A ein 

“Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, (among many 
competitors) obtained the floor, and said he would 
move the following arnendment: ` 

‘The Clerk commenced reading the amendment 
tothe bill, * 0 ` i ñ a i 

Mr. VINTON: 1 should like to hear the bill 
read before the amendment. E 

The bill was read. 

The amendinent proposed by Mr. Brown was 
reads À EE : 

“ And be it further enacted, That if any free person or 
persons within the District of Columbia Shall entice orin- 
duce, hy persuasion or other means, any slave or slaves to 
rau away from bis, her, or their owner or lawful possessor, 
or shall ihany manner aid, abet, assist any slave or slaves 
in rdnning away, or escaping from the owner oF tawful pos- 


and the tellers 


| G. King, John 4. King, Preston King, Lether, Levin, Little- 
| sock, MeLanahan, Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Otis, 


| bins, Robinson, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, || 


| a third reading. 


segsor of such slave or slay 1 ; or 
slaves ilk ine Witent Pp ea eats Beane í 
from the service of such owner or possessor, sich person’or 
persons’shall be liable to indictment in the criminal edurt 
of the District of Columbia; and upon eonyiction, by ver- 
dich, coniession, or otherwise, shall-be imprisoned in ibe 
Penitentiary’for any time not exceeding five years.” ` 

The question was first upon agreeing to the 
amendment... > CSSF es 

Mr. BROWN was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PRESTON ‘KING I desire to offer an 
améndment to the amendment. ` rS 
` The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Brown.) Does the 
gentleman from Mississippi yield the floor? ` 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not yield. ` 

{Mr. KING desired to move an amendment, as 
an additiénal section, proposing to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia.J ~ ~~ 83 

Mr. BROWN said, that he had no intention to 
provoke again the discussion which had occupied 
so large a portion of the present session. He had 
had enough of that. He would merely submit 
the amendment which he had sent to the Chair, 
and. move to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia; and on that motion he asked 
for the previous question. 2° 7 > 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr.' VINTON ‘addressed an inquiry to the 
Speaker, which was not audible to the reporter. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsyivania. I desire 
to make an inquiry. If the motion to refer fails, 
will not the question be on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to refer fails, 
the question wiil be first on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, and then on ordering the bill toa third read- 
ing. 
Mr. PRESTON KING... | protest against this 
course, which denies to any one, except a friend 
of slavery, the opportunity to make a motion, or 
Propose an amendment, while these slavery bills 
are under consideration. i 
“The SPEAKER rapped to order. 

Mr. KING. I make that protest. - 

The main question was ordered—being first on || 
agreeing to the motion of Mr. Browy, to refer |! 
the bill and amendment to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ais E 

The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
ative. : 
` So the House refused to’refer the bill. 

The question recurred upon agreeing. ta the 
amendment of Mr. Brown. j 

Mr. INGE demañded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. RA in ae Pe A ee 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for the reading of 
the amendment; which was read. j 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 63, nays 108; as follow: ` ` 

YEAS—Messts. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowden, Bowie, Bowlin, Albert G; Brown, Burt, B:C. Cabell, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clibginan, W. R 
W. Cobb, Colcock, Deberry, Edmundson, Alexauder Evans, 
Ewing, Featherston,’ Greéu, Hall, Hamitton, Haralson, 
istiaiti'G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Holiaday, 
Holines; Howatd, Habbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew 
Jobason, Jones, Kaufinan, Kerr, La Sére, Marshall, Mce- 
Clernand, McDowell, Robert M. McLane, MéMulien, Me- 
Willie, Milson, Morehead, Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, 
Phelps, Powell, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Stanly, Frederick 
P, Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 


Mr. E moved.to. Jay the bill on the table,- 
Mr. NELSON demanded the. yeas : a 
The SPEAKER counted the’ House, and an- 
nounced twenty-three as voting in favor of yeas. 
and nays, which he said he believed‘ notio bea 
sufficient number. T $ fs 
Mr. ASHE asked. fpr tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. i : 
Tellers were ordered, and ¿Messrs Wantage 
and Corwin were-appointed.”. 2) eee gs 
The question. was again: taken, and. the tellers: 
reported'35. ~ f Saas 
So the yeas and nays were ordered...) 
The question, ‘Shall the bill be. laid on the 
table?” was taken and decided in the negative-— 


INGE mosed ol 


the.guestion of 


yeas 53, nays 129; as follow: . 
YERA8—Messrs. Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bowdon, 
Bowie, Albert G. Brown, Burt, E, Carrington Cabell, G. Ay 
Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Col- 
cock. Deberry, Edmundson, A. Evans, Featherston, Green, 
Haralson, tsham G. Harris, S. W. Harris, Holladay, How- 
ard, Hubbard, luge, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, Kaufman, 
Kerr, La Sére, Marshall, McQueen, Me Wilie, Millson, 
Morse, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Savage, Sed- 
don, Frederick P, Stanton, R. H. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, 
Thomas, Jacob "Phompsen, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, 


| Williams, and Woodward—53. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Beale, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bove~ 
lin, Briggs, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel; Burrdivs, Chester 
Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, 
Cartier, Casey, Chandier, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon , Doty, Boer, 
Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Eliot,’ Nathan Evans, Pitch, 
Fowler, Fre diey, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilbert, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Gout, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Haminon; 
Ham- ton, Harlan, T. L, Harris, Bay, Haymond, Hebard; 
Henry, Hibbard, Hoagtand, Howe, Hunter, W. T. Sackgon, 
George G. King, J. G. King, John A. King, Preston: Kings 
Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Maiteson, McCler- 
nand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, Me 
Lanahan, R. M. McLane, McMullen, Meacham, Mitier, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peastee, 
Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, 
Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silve-ter, Spantding, 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, James 
Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, Walden, 
Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wiidrick, Wood, 
and Young—129, i 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred, t Shall the bill be read a 
third time 27” 

The question was taken and decided in the 
affirmative. i 

The bili was accordingly. read a third time. : 

And the question being, ¢ Shall the bill pass??? 
was taken and decided ‘in the affirmative—yeas 
124, nays 47; as follow: 


Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Venable, Watlace, Watkins, | 
Williams, and Wovdward—68. 3 
NAYS—Messrs. Aibertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs, Brooks, 
William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chésier Buter, Thomas 
B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Vartter, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Dory, Duer, Duncan, Da Main, 
Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Pow! t, Freedley, Ful” 
ler, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinneli, Balto- 
way, Hampton, Harlan, T. L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Heury, 
Hibbard, Hoagland, Howe, Hunter, George G- King, Jam 


field, Job Manu, Matteson, McDonatd, McGaughey, McKis- | 
Peaslee, Phenix, Punam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, Rub- | 


Schoolcraft, Silvester, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Taylor, James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tack, Uudertill, Vin- 
ton, Watden, Waldo, Wentworth, While, Whittlesey, Wil- 
drick, Wood, and Young—1@s. 

~ (Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, when his name was 
called, declined to vote, stating that he had paired 
off with Mr. Gippines. He said he considered 1t 
a tolerably good pair-off. (A laugh.) 

Mr. McQueen, not: being within the bar when 
his name was calied, asked the unanimous consent 
to record his vote against the bill. Objection was 
made. ] $ 2 . 

So the amendment of Mr. Brown was rejected. 


‘Fhe question recurred upon ordering the bill to 


Vinton, W Iden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlese 
Wilirick, Wood, and Young—124, : EA R T, 


Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thomas, Jacob 'Fhomp- 
aug Wood- 


[Mr. Srawzy did not vote, having paired off 


|| with Mr. Hotmes, who was against, while he waa, 


in favor of the bill.} 
So the bill was passed. 
Mr. GOTT moved to reconsider the vote, and 
to lay that motion on the table. ; 
Which latter motion was agreed to. 
The title of the bill was agreed to withont ob~ 


‘jection. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to inquire what 
is the next business* on the. Speaker’s table? 
whether the Lake Michigan. and Mobile railroad, 
so called, does not come next in order?: 


The SPEAKER was understood ta reply, that 


1838 


THE CONGR 


there were several bills from the Senate still on the 


Speaker’s table, ae 
INDIAN AGENTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate bill entitled «*-A.n act to authorize the 
appointment of Indian agents in California, and 
for other purposes; coming wp in order, was read 
a first and ‘second time by its title. , 

-Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved- that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Indian. Af- 
fairs. „He ‘said, that committee would. meet- to- 
morrow morning, and the bill could be acted upo. 
by them without delay. z 

Mr. BAYLY. [.beg: to say to the- House, as 
now is the usual time when motions to adjourn 
are often made, that I hope the House will not ad- 
journ until we clear the Speaker’s table, I shall 
-feel it my duty to-morrow to ask the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to take up the appropriation bills, and to 


insist that no other business be transacted until 


those bills are disposed of. Such being the case, 
hope the House will not adjourn until we clear 
the Speaker’s table. 

The motion of Mr. Jonson was put and 
agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The Senate bill entitled ‘* An act to repeal so 
much of the. act approved the llth of August, 
1848, as extends the provisions thereof to Macao,” 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. McCLERNAND stated that some two or 
three months ago he had reported a bill from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs; which was, he be- 
lieved, precisely of the same effect as this. one. 
It was passed, and sent to the Senate. He asked 
that this bill might be read. 

The bill was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he believed there 
was no objection to the bill. 

The bill’ was ordered to a third reading. 

It was then read a third time, and passed. 


GRANTS OF LAND TO [LLINOIS. 


The Senate bill entitled “ An act granting the 
right of way. and making a grant of land to the 
States of Illinois, Mississippi, and Alabama, to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Chicago 
to Mobile,” coming up in order as unfinished bu- 
siness on the Speaker’s table— 

The SPEAKER stated that when this bill was 
last up, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] 
had ‘moved an amendment, the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] had demanded the pre- 

. vious question; and pending the sécond, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] had moved to 
lay the bill on the table. The last motion was, 
therefore, the first question in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to his friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to withdraw his mo- 
tion to lay: the bill on the table. If he was still 
opposed to it, nevertheless it would be but fair 
that he should permit the House to come to a di- 
rect vote upon it; which he (Mr. McC) hoped 
would be favorable to a great measure promising 
instant advantages both to this Government and 
to the country at large. 

Mr. JONES, upon this appeal, withdrew his 
motion to lay the bill on the table, and demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. HARALSON inquired whether it was in 
order to move to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands? > ` 

The SPEAKER replied: that it was not in order 
to move tọ refer pénding the demand for the pre- 
vious question. He also reminded the gentleman 
that it had been reported from that committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL inquired of the Speaker 
whether, in case the demand for the previous ques- 
tion was not sustained, it would be in order to 
move an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER stated, that there was an 
amendment already pending; but if the previous 
question should not be sustained, it would be in 
order to amend the bill. 

On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, tellers were demanded and ordered, and 
Messrs. Ricuaroson, and Srevens of Pennsylva- 
nia, were appointed to act as such. The votes 
having been counted were—ayes 79, noes 51. 

Mr. VENABLE. I move that the bill be laid 

» upon the table. 

The question was taken, and 


The SPEAKER: 
have it.” i i D ; 
- Mr. MARSHALL called for the yeas and nays. 
< The SPEAKER said, that no member would be 
recognized by the Chair until ‘order should have 
been restored.” Gentlemen were requested to re- 

sume their seats, and. suspend conversation.“ 
Mr. VINTON. was. understood: to` -inquire 
whether the bill had ever been read? ce 

The SPEAKER said that the bill had been read 
when first reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. Such was the fact, as the Chair was in- 
formed by the Clerk. : 

Mr. HAMPTON, (to the Speaker.) Is it ‘in 
order*to move to refer the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly sta- 


said; “The noes appear to 


1 ted that itis not in order to make a motion to com- 


mit after the previous question has been moved. 
- Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to state that this 
bill has been read. I state this as a fact. 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venage] has moved that the bill 
be laid upon the table, and on that motion the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mars#att] has de- 
manded the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker.) It is ex- 
ceedingly desirable that we should know what it 
is that the gentleman from North Carolina has 
moved to lay on the table. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported to 
the House. 

The bill was then read. 

And the question, ‘Shall this bill be laid upon 
the table?” was taken, and resulted—yeas 70, nays 
98; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, 
Booth, Burt, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, 
Clarke, Colcock, Deberry, Dickey, Dinunick, Disney, Dixon, 
Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howe, Hunter, William 
T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Preston King, Little- 
field, Job Mann, Marshall, McDowell, McGaughey, McLan- 
ahan, McMullen, Meacham, Mitlson, Moore, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peaslee, Potter, Powell, Reed, Ross, Rumsey, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seddon, Silvester, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Stetson, Thomas, James Thompson, Tuck, Venable, 
Vinton, Wallace, Watkins, Wildrick, and Woodward—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Anderson, An- 
drews, Ashmun, Baker, Bingham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, 
Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Cleveland, Clingman, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, 
Featherston, Freediey, Gentry, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, 
Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harrie, Haymond, Hoagland, Howard, Hubbard, 


Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, Kaufman, Kerr, George | 


G. King, James G. King, Jolin A. King, La Sére, Leffler, 
Horace Mann, Matteson, McClernand, Robert M. McLane, 
McQueen, Mc Willie, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Orr, Phelps, 
Phærgix, Pitman, Richardson, Ristey, Robbins, Rose, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Walden, 
Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Williams, Wood, 
Wright, and Yourng—98. 


So the House decided that the bill should not 
be Jaid upon the table. 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
main question. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 73, noes 87. 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. THOMAS | 


and WENTWORTH were appointed. 

And the question being again taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 71, noes 76. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on ordering the main 
question, and having been taken, the main ques- 
tion was ordered: (which main question was, first, 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Coss.]) 

Mr. COBB expressed his willingness to with- 
draw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment could only 
be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

The amendment was then read. 

And the question thereon having been taken, the 
amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to a third reading. am ; 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused. ~ 

The question having been then taken; and de- 
cided in the affirmative, fe Rr AO 


| that motion on the table. 


<The bill was'read a third time b 
~“ And the question ‘being on the passage- ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON demanded the ‘previous 
question. ee : Coes eg a 
There was a second; and the main question (on 
the passage of’ the bill) was ordered’ ‘to be 
taken. © : a R i 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays on the main question; which were 


ordered. aes : 

«And the question, “ Shall this bill’ pass ?”. was 
then taken, and réesulted—yeas 101, nays 13; as 
follow: ce 

YBAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Anderson; Aü“ 
drews, Ashmun, Baker, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Bowdon, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, Albert. G. Brown, William 
J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, E. Carrington. 
Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chandier, Cleveland, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, Featherston, Freediey, Gentry, Gil- 
bert, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hay- 
mond, Hoagiand, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Jos. W. Jackson, 
R. W. Johnson, Julian, Kaufman, Jas. G. King, Jao. A. King, 
La Sére, Leffier, Horace Mann, Matteson, MeClernand, 
Robert M. McLane, MeWillie, Morehead, Morse, Orr, Ofis, 
Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Richardson, Risley, Rob- 
inson, Rose, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Un- 
derhill, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, 
Williams, Wood, Wright, and Young—J0t. eat 
` NAYS—Messrs: Alexander, Ashe, Averett, Beale, Booth, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, Joseph P, Caldwell, Gampbell, Cartter, 
Clarke, Colcock, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer, 
Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Rul- 
ler, Gerry, Gilmore, Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, Isham 
G. Harris, Hibbard, Holtaday, Howe, Hunter, William T; 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Kerr, George G: King, 
Preston King, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, MeDowell, 
McGaughey, McKissock, MeLanahan, _MeMullen,: Me- 
Queen, Miller, Milson, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peaslee, Potter, Reed, Robbins, Ross, Rumsey, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seddon, Shepperd, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Stetson, Thomas, James Thompson, Venable, Vinton, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wildrick, and Woodward—75. 

So the bill was passed. = . f 

[Mr. BayLy, who was not within the bar at ‘the 
moment his name was called, asked the unanimous: 
consent of the House to record his vote. ` Objec- 
tion having been made, the vote was not received.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill had been passed, and 
that that motion be laid upon the table. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. ALLACE 
and Duncan were appointed. : 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 63, noes 71. ° ` ‘ Coe RA 

So the House refused to adjourn. OES ey 

The question recurred upon laying on the table 
the motion to reconsider. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, and others, de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON withdrew the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. BISSELL renewed it, and moved to lay 

onding this question— 

The House, on motion of Mr. SacgerTT, ad- 
journed. Fay 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 17, 1850. 


Mr. CLARKE presented the memorial of Ed- 
ward Dexter, of the State of Massachusetts, setting 
forth that in June, in the year 1809, he entered at 
the custom-house in. Providence, forty chests of 
tea; that in the following month he took out: 
twenty-six chests for exportation, and gave bond 
for the payment of duties, and consigned them to 
John G. Ladd, of Alexandria, D. C., to. be ex- 
ported at the earliest opportunity, all of which 
j appears by documentary evidence; that. the tea 
was deposited in the warehouse of Mr. Ladd, in 
the said town of Alexandria, under the keys and 
custody of the officers. of the customs, and before 
| exportation were wholly consumed by fire, to the 
total loss of said teas, and all the incidental ex- 
pense added to the obligation of the memorialist; 
| and that he subsequently paid the bonds at matu- 
rity to the Government at the rate of thirty-two 
| cents per pound; and prays Congress to reimburse 
| him the full amount of duty paid on said teas, with 
interest thereon. The memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, : 

Mr. FREMONT presented ‘the memorial of a 
committee on behalf of the American Association 
for the Advancement of Science, setting forth. that 


the commission for running the boundary line be- 


tween Mexico and the United States will have to 
traverse a district which has never yet. been ex“ 


plored; ‘and therefore that it is in the highest degree. 


desirable for.the interests of science that a corps-of 
geologists and naturalists should be attached to the 
survey, and asking an appropriation for carrying 
the same into effect; which was. referred: tothe 
Committee on the Library... - ; SESE | 

Mr. COOPER presented the memorial. of Am- 
brose. W. Thompson, proposing. to establish a line 
of steamships to carry the United States mail be- 
tween Philadelphia and Antwerp, -in- Belgium,. 
touching at Portsmouth, in England, and Havre, 
in-France; the said ships to-be ‘not léss.than ‘two 
thousand tons. register, añd- adapted to war pur- 
poses, and so.arranged as to be convertible to that 
service without alteration, and to be of the best 
sea qualities and capable of ‘the greatest: speed. 
Also, from the:same, proposing to establish at his 
own expense a-line of. steamships to carry the 
United States. mail. between Shanghai and Hong 
Kong; in: China, and San Francisco, in California, 
touching at the Sandwich Islands; the said ships 
to-be not:less than three thousand’ tons each, and 
of sequal qualitiés in all respects with the ships of 
the before-mentioned line, but actually armed and 

equipped for: naval service in the Pacific ocean: 
Provided, that in each case the United States Gov- 
ernment subscribes two-thirds the cost in United 
States stock bearing an interest of five per cent. 
payable in twenty-five years. Interest on said 
stock to-be paid by the memorialist annually to 
the Treasury of the United States, and until paid 
the Government to hold a lien on said ships. These 
memorials. were referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. - 

Also, the memorial of William Archer, propo- 
sing a plan for preventing the exportation of the 
gold collected in California in an uncoined state, 
and for creating a fund for the construction of a 
railroad from thecity of Washington to San Fran- 
cisco, in California; which was referred to the 
Committeee:on Finance. 

Mr C. also gave notice of his intention hereafter 
to ask leave to introduce a bill on this subject. He 
said -he did this at the instance of the individual he 
had-named,; who appeared to him to bea respecta- 
ble'-and ‘intelligent gentleman. For himself he 
knew nothing of the practicability of the project. 

‘Mr. DICKINSON presented the ‘petition of 
William Hurst; also the petition of Marianus 
Lang; also the petition of John W. B. Schriebor; 
each asking to be allowed an increase of pension; 
all of which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Mary 
B: Renner, asking. compensation for property de- 
stroyed;by the enemy during the last war with 
GréatBritain;. which was referred to the Committee 
of. Claims... 0... 

“On motion-by Mr. JONES, 

Ordered, That Solomon. Walls have leave to withdraw 
the documents relating to his claim. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to. which was referred the joint resolution of 
the Senate, No. 29, being the resolution to amend 
the resolution approved the 10th of August, 1850, 
relative to the payment of dividends or interest on 

‘ war bounty-scrip, reported back the same without 
arféndment, and recommended its passage.. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I am directed by the select 
committee to: which was referred the memorial of . 
Miss D. L: Dix, asking that grants of public lands 
may be made for the relief and support of the indi- 
gent insane in the United States, to report a bill 
making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the relief and support of 
indigent- insane persons. In making this report | 
beg to say that I do it as the organ of the commit- 
tee'merely. ‘When I was appointed upon this se- 
lect. committee I stated that I should not be able to 
give this matter my personal attention, because the 
duties of the Committee on Finance were such as 
to-engross my whole time and thought. I present 
this:bill, therefore, without expressing any opin- 
ion as to its details and principles, because { have 
had-no opportunity of examining them as thor- 
oughly as Icould desire. Iam aware, too, that 
some:entertain doubts as. to its constitutionality, 
and- therefore I shallexpress no opinion upon that 
question,-but bring it before the Senate for its ac- 

ionin the absence of the chairman of the commit- 
the: subject: embraced in the bill hasbeen 


E 


brought before the country. for years past by Miss |) 


D: Lo Dix, of B 


oston,-a-lady of fortune, of accom 


plished education, of. refinement, and every way 


fitited to’ grace and adorn the highest circles -of 
society. -She has. devoted herself with her whole 
soul and all the enérgy and fidelity of her sex, to 
relieve the sufferings of those unfortunate -beings 
who have been bereft of réason.. She, too, has 
hovered like a ministering angel around the lonely 
cell. of. the .prison—has visited wretched outcasts, 
the most abject specimens of poor degraded hu- 
manity, and has carried rays of light and consola- 
tion to the dungeon where the iron enters into the 
soul. In behalf of her holy mission I invoke for 
it the early and earnest attention of the Senate, It 


is a subject of high moment, and certainly recom- |! 


mends itself strongly to the best feelings of our 
nature. 


sideration its importance demands. 


The bill was then read a first time and ordered |: 


to a second reading. 

Mr. WHITCOMB,.from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to. which were re- 
ferred the documents in relation to the application 
of Thomas J. Godman for an extension of his 
patent for scalding hogs by steam, submitted a re- 
port in writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
accompanied by.a bill to extend a patent hereto- 
fore granted to Thomas J. Godman, which was 


; read and passed to a recond reading. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
communication of R. H, Weightman, and accom- 
panying memorial of the Legislature of New Mex- 
ico, setting forth certain grievances and calling on 
Congress for their correction, reported in favor of 
printing the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, to which was referred the memorial of 


Robert Grant, asking an appropriation for the pur- | 


pose of lighting public buildings and grounds and 
certain streets, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
bill to relinquish to the State of California all the 
ground reserved for military purposes in the city 
of San Francisco, and not-needed for such purpo- 
ses, reported back the same with an amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
Joseph Byrd, asking that he may be paid the value 
of a quantity of merchandise captured by him 
while in the service as a private soldier in the year 
1814, when being landed from a British schooner 
on the coast of Florida, and which was distributed 
among the troops then stationed in Florida, asked 
to be discharged front the further consideration of 
the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
petition of Isaac Houston, asking compensation 
for carrying the mail, submitted a report in writing, 
which was ordered to be printed, accompanied 
by a joint resolution for the relief of Isaac Houston, 
which was read and ordered toa second reading. 

Also, from the same commitiee, to which was 
referred the petition of Samuel F. Butterworth, 
asking compensation for carrying. the mail, sub- 
mitted a report in writing, which was ordered to 
be printed, accompanied by a bill for his relief, 
which was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill No. 66, being an act for the 
relief of James S. Graham and Walter H. Finnall, 
reported back the same without amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred House bill No. 385, being the bill to 
establish certain post roads in the United States, 
reported back the same with sundry amendments, 
and asked its immediate consideration. 

The motion-having been objected to, could not 
be entertained under the rules, but on motion by 
Mr. RUSK, the bill was made the special order 
for twelve o'clock. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to which was referred the 
memorial of the heirs of William Beatty, asking 


j; resolutión asa mark of disrespect to the artist: 


remuneration for the services of said Beatty, asked | 


to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, which was agreed to. 


t I do not expect or propose to take charge |! 
of it hereafter, but I hope it will receive the con- | 


il Mr. DICKINSON, 


coLumsus. ` 


_ THE STATU: 101 LUMBUS. 
F desire to aubmit the follow- 


|. Mr. BUTLER, © 
; ing resolution: < ES S 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Library inquire. 
into the propriety of removing the group contaning thé statue’ 
of Columbus, from its presént position on the east portico: 
| Of the Capitol; to a‘suitable place’in some one of the pa 
j AMMAR EBS |e ee Se i 7 i ; 
| Itisproper Tshoùld Say that I-do not’ offerthe 
$ Eo 
| Lrather think. these ‘statues should be remdved to 
some place in the public grounds, where’perbaps 
they might be regarded as an ornament. 97: 
Mr. WINTHROP, Is the Senator from South - 


I would suggest that that 
part of the resolution which. relates to’ the ‘public 
grounds be struck out. -I think I could ‘find’ a 
much more suitable place for it. : 
|. The PRESIDENT. The resolution is not un- 
der discussion. A : 
The resolution lies over under the rules, 

SECRETARY’ S CLERKS. 
_ Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolu- 
| tion, which was considered by unanimous consent 
j and agreed to: 
f Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he author- ` 
ized to employ two additional clerks, who shall be allowed 
the Same compensation as the engrossing clerks, 

BILL FROM THE HOUSE, 

The bill from the House of Representatives ‘for 
the relief of Aguirre and Gallivey, of New York; 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. , 

STATUTES AT LARGE. 7 

The joint resolution relative to the printing of 
ii the laws of the United States was read a third 
time and passed. : 

LEGISLATION FOR CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. FREMONT. Mr. President, I desire to 
move that a day be set apart for the consideration 
of business for the State of California. Itis very 
important that something should be done. for her, 
and I therefore move that Friday next be appro- 
| priated for that purpose. 

Mr.G@WIN. Ihope the motion of my colleague 
will be adopted. It is of the greatest possible im- 
portance to the State we represent that there should 
be some legislation for her before the close of the 
present session. 

The motion of Mr. Fremont was agreed to. It 
was therefore— so 

Ordered, That Friday next be assigned:to the considera- 
tion of bills relating to the State of California. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of a bill entided “An 
act to create the office of surveyor general of the 


| public iands in Oregon, and to provide for the sur- 


vey, and to make donations to settlers of the public 
lands.” 7 

-The pending amendment was one offered by 
Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, when the bill was last 
under consideration on the 3d instant, as follows: 

“ Add to the bill the words: And that such portions of 
the public lands as may be designated under the authority 
of the President of the United States for forts, magazines, 
arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful public usés, shall be 
reserved and excepted from the operation of this act.” 


Which was modified,?on the suggestion of Mr. 
Bapcer, by the addition of the following: ; 

s Provided, That if it, shall be deemed necessary, in the 
judgment of the President, to inclade in any such reservation 
the improvements of any settler made previous to the. passage 
of this act, it shall in such case be the duty of the Secretary. 
of War to cause the valne of such improvements.to: be as- 
certained, and the amount so ascertained shall be paid -to 
the party entitled thereto, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” - 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. “When this matter 
was last under consideration some statements were 
made in relation to the military réservations pro- 
posed to be made by the Government, and; trespasses 


were said to have been made upon the rights of 


the settlers.. Since that. time Ihave made some 
further inquiries, and T find that notonly what I 
then stated is correct, but that the proofs are more 
conclusive than l supposed- it possible: to. obtain. 
I find. from thé official: correspondence, and the 
Statements of the officer. sent bere in connection 
with this matter, that ia no instance has any one 
been: driven- from his possessions; and that in 
every ingtance where the Government has selected 
land-on which there were improvements, a careful 
estimate has been made of the value ‘of the im- 
provements found upon the land, witha. view to 
making therefor fultcompensation.. I have learned 
what ig probably. the foundation of the story of 
“store-house at Astoria... An officer direct from 
“that country. informs me that the commanding 
officer of. the garrison desired to obtain a store- 
house which was the property of the Hudson’s 
Bay. Company, and that- pe sent a proposition 
toan agent of the company. in relation toite It 
bad net been taken possession of when this officer 
_ left the country, byt. he met the agent of the Had- 
son’s Bay Gompany on hig way, in order to agree 
Upan the terms of rent ta be paid by the com- 
manding officer. l have learned, also, that the 
town of Astoria ig situated upon four claims, each 
one mile square, with houses scattered along the 
bank of the river, having a small strip of land 
along the margin of the river cleared; and that. the 
lot intended to be reserved is a high point of land, 
overlooking the channel of the Columbia river. 
On this two or three, or at most four inferior 
houses, had been erected, and the value of the im- 
rovements were estimated to be worth about two 
thousand dollars.. I learn, alsa, that this tract is 
claimed by the Hudson’s Bay Company. How 
far the treaty of Washington, which determined 
the boundary of Oregon, confirmed the possessary: 
title of the ELudsan’s Bay Company in Oregon, it 
is not now for the Senate ta decide. ft is a ques- 
tion settled by international agreement, Their 
right. may be extinguished by purchase, but we 
can no more allow citizens of the United States to 
disposaess them by settlement than we could send 
troops totuca them off from the lands by force. 
There is, then, to be considered in this connection, 
first, the tide of the Hudson’s Bay Company, and 
then the reversionary title of the United States, as 
standing in the way of these locations. We may 
grant to the settlers of that country whatever right 
we possess. We may go further, and grant what- 
ever rights we may hereafter acquire, but they 
have no claim by settlements; we have no power 
to make grants on lands previously occupied, and 
now possessed by the Hudson's Bay Company. I 
understand, also, that there has been some attempt 
at fraud in relation to this matter; that the Hudson’s 
Bay Company. permitted its servants, as individ- 
uals, to locate on its tracts of land, under the im- 
pression that the company’s title to their possessions 
in the country could not be permanently hetd; and 
E have also been informed that sometimes the em- 
ployés of the company have made locations against 
the claim of the company, so as to secure its im- 
provements for their owh benefit, under operation 
of the anticipated law for grants to actual settlers. 
The reports of the officers in relation to the pro- 
posed reservations are very fall. l have many 
before me, being originals and copies, showing the 
position and extent of the particular locations se- 
lected. -That at Astoria is the lower one of these 
four sections, claimed as settlement rights, and 
which constitute the so-called town of Astoria. It 
is a high. point of land, overlooking the river, and 
is represented as essential for miliary purposes. 
The other reservations proposed to be made for 
military purposes, ať the mouth of the Columbia 
river; are Point Adams, two square miles; Cape 
Disappointment, about six hundred and forty acres; 
and Sand Island, containing about twenty acres. 
These points I understand have now no occupants 
upon them, and that there is no private claim upon 
them. The Astoria point has already been no- 
ticed. Six miles above Astoria there is another 
point of land overlooking the river, which is also. 
considered desirable for military purposes; and at 
that point it is supposed that six hundred and 
forty acres might be requisite, Next in order is 
the site for an ordnance depét on the Willamette 
river. And here, sir; | will say afew words in 
anawer to the argument made by the Senator from 
Hhnois, and founded especially upon this case, 
which he treated as an invasion of the ‘private 
rights of Mr. Meek, on the Wihamette river. 1 


hostility of the surrounding: tribes.: - 


have sought, and acquired, T believe; very fullin= 
formation ji relation to this claim. T-have'a map 


before me of the survey-which -was made: fora | 


reservation at that place.. That was. the point 
selected by the commanding general for an ord= 


nance depét, because, it being on the south side of. 
the Columbia river, and on the north ‘side‘of the | 


Willamette, it was suppesed to be most secure 


| from attack, either by approach through the Puget 


Sound, or by the Columbia river, or by land routes 
from other points. It also possesses the water 
power necessary to drive the machinery required 
for an arsenal of construction. The private in- 
terest of the resident. was treated as property in 
selecting the site, and from the estimate made 
seems very small compared with the idea sug- 
gested by the. Senator’s argument.. One would 
suppose from his representation that it. was an 
extensive cultivated estate, and that it had’ been 
laid waste; that it was over wide-spread fields of 
grain and. clustering vines that the iron-shod 
hoofs of the cavalry had ruthlessly trodden. Now, 
all that appears by the map and report is one 
acre of cleared and fenced land, and a log cabin, 
which is estimated at a hundred and eighty 
doliars—one hundred dollars being the high rate 
allowed for clearing the acre of land, and eighty 
for the fence and cabin. And as to the horses 
running destructively over the grain-fields, the re- 
ply is contained in the statement made to me of 
the manner in which the survey was made. The 
officers and two soldiers were sent to make the sur- 
vey; they went by way of the river in a boat, and 
had no horses with them. There was, according 
to my information, nó dispossession of the resi- 
dent. These officers went to his house, stated the 
object of their visit, gave assurances that his prop- 
erty should be fairly estimated, and if taken for 
public use would be paid for; they made the sur- 
vey, and left in the most friendly manner. No 
troops have ever been stationed. there, nor any 
ather action by the military officers of the. Govern- 
ment than that of the surveying party who marked 
the bounds of the proposed reservation, and. re- 
turned, as they had gone, in a boat. Instead, 
therefore, of troops dispossessing this resident, 
and converting his fields into a pasture for the cav- 
alry horses, it was only a surveying party who 
went there for the purpose of designating a reser- 
vation which it was proposed to make, and who, 
when they had done so, left the place. It is not 
intended, if the reservation be authorized, to take 
immediate possession. It was a mere selection 
and survey of a site, that hereafter, when it may 
become necessary. to construct arms and ammuni- 
tion in that country, we might have a reservation on 
which we could erect an ordnance depot and arse- 
nal of construction without paying an exorbitant 
price fora proper site. in making this survey, 
too, the greatest care was exhibited to avoid collis- 
ion, and not needtessly to. iiterfere with any set- 
tlement. There is a saw-mill on the stream, the 
water power of which it was expected to use; and 
in making the selection they treated with the owner 
of the mill in relation ‘to the water privilege. 
There was also a settlement where there were 
some valuable fruit trees planted, and other im- 
provements. They avoided that settlement, and 
made their location around this cabia, with its sin- 
gle acre of cleared land. 

I wili be very brief in the remainder of my re- 
marks, as the Senator from Illinois informs me he 
intends to withdraw his objection. E will, there- 
tore, say. only so much as may be due to the offi- 
cers whose conduct has been called in question. 
The location at the Dalles is inthe Indian country, 
where the natives subsist upon the fish which 
they take from: the river at that very favorable 
point for this pursuit—salmon fishing. If white 
men were allowed to go there, with the superior 
fishing apparatus and skill they possess, they 
would deprive those indians of their only means of 
support. These are, | suppose, the fisheries from 
which the white men are said to have been exclu- 
ded. if they went there, they: were trespassers on 
the Indian land, and ought to have been driven off. 

The military. reservation at this point cannot 
interfere with settlers’ rights, pretensions, or rea- 
sonable expectations. The missionary location 
wall be, £ doubt not, duly respected, and the re- 
establishment of the mission would be promoted 
by the. presence. of troops. 
abandoned by the missionaries, on account of the 


“Bhis is, l beli 


. wherever’ private claims are required: to 


qr A reservation. is. proposed at Paget 

: e, all except such pia 
from time to-time be found necessary:in the Indis 
country. I will state further, that itis’ ne 
tended that any reservation within the. settled 
of Gregon shouldbe: morethan: a mile squ 


to the:public service, the: property. whic 
is to be estimated and paid for at its. fi 


Such is the character of the. amendment, and such 
has-been the expectation and conduct of the: otii- 
cers on the part of the Governmen rela: 1 
these proposed reservations. =i BN AREN 
Mr: DOUGLAS. Phe statements that I made 
theother day on this subject: were made on: the 


authority of the Delegate from Oregon. eber 
lieved them. . 1 believed them, © fdo not chdéose 
now to enter into a controversy.as to whether:the 
information received. by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi or.the information I have received is corrects 
Neither of us can settle that point at present. ‘But, 
Ideem it so important, and the Delegate from Ore= 
gon deems it so important that this bill: should pasa 
now, that I do riot propose to say one word in re» 
ply.. Buti hope we may.now vote. > 
The amendment was adopted. ends, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved to strike out . 
the third section of the -bill, and insert*in -lieu 
thereof the following: Be EE mayi daik opY 
“Phe surveys in said Territory shall:be made‘after whàt 
is known ag the geodetic method, under such, regulations 
and upon such terns as may be provided: by the Secretary 
of the Interior, or other department having charge e, 
surveys of the pubtie lands, and that said geodetic surveys 
shall be followed by topographical surveys, as Congress may 
from me.t time authorize and direet.? 6c i 
Mr. DOUGLAS... Mr. President, I merely 
to express. the hope that the amendment will not 
prevail; not with reference to. its.merits,: but bes 
cause its. introducing a new system of surveying 
may endanger the bill in the House, If it is a 
better plan we can adopt it hereafter.” But itis a 
new system, which requires investigation, and 


it was long since; 


may at this time operate to defeat the bill, ’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, I 
should be sorry if the amendment should have 
that effect. Sometime since | gave notice of my 
intention, whenever the subject of surveys in Cals 
ifornia and Oregon came up, to make this proposi- 
tion. Lam convinced that the geodetic is the only 
mode by which a strictly accurate ‘survey ‘ è 
made anywhere; and that there. never was`a 
country where it was more necessary than in Or — 
egon and California.” ‘Phis is. the’ result of the 
mountainaus.and mineral character of the country. 
ius narrow valleys being included between moun- 
tain ridges, afford the highest facilities for geodetic 
surveys, and the greatest difficulty to the mode now 
in use. Tere are also districts of country entirely 
worthless, and which lie contiguous to places 
where asingle acre would be worth more than the 
thousand acres adjoining. We require, then, the 
highest degree of accuracy in the survey. : 

The present system is one which is-wrong in 
theory. Jt has inherent errora, and those errors do 
not compensate each other, but constantlyjaccumu- 
late. When the present system js attempted ` to 
be applied toa mineral country, these errors ine 
crease to such a degree that surveys made in the 
oid mode cannot be in ‘any degree reliable. So 
they. must prove in either Oregon or California. ` 
i believe, also, that the mode which 1 propose, in 
a country such as this, if the minute survey, the 
small triangulation, be confined to the fertile-val~ 
leys and mines, can be adopted at less: expeise 
thax a survey by the present mode of’ the whole 
country, as this mode requires. : oe 

As we advance to the north the. errors’of the: 
present mode of survey increasé.. Between: the 
40th and 4ist degree of north latitude there would 
be an error of 476 feet-—nearly one tenth of a mile 
to. a degree of lautade. ‘Fis is because the system 
of survey: which we now use is founded on the 
supposition that. the earth isa plane instead of 
being spheroidal, as itis known to be. 

Mr. President, E have no more interest in this 
matter than:any. other member of the Senate must 
have. itisa matter of history that we adopted 
the present mode of survey from the fact that our 
first- system of land survey had to’ be applied to a 
| favand heavily wooded country, where the more 
scientific method could not be advantageously 
adopted. Mr. Ellicott, a man of high attainments, 
was well aware of tts defects, when the system was 


introduced. If the Senator’s-own prairie State of 
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Hlinois had been surveyed by the geodetic and the 
topographical manner, she might now present a 
map as accurate as that of the garden, at a cost lit. 
tle if anything more than the imperfect plats which 
have been obtained by the system pursued. Still 
more is this true of the mountain districts and the 
higher latitudes to which we are now going. We 
have been acting onan unsound theory, and the 
theory being unsound, no errors which result from 
practice can ever compensate for themselves. 

_ Mr. President, I see that there is not a disposi- 
tion to enter into the merits of this question, and 
EL. is disagreeable, under such circumstances, to 
press its consideration. ButI scarcely know how 
to avoid it. If we adopt the old mode of survey 
for Oregon, there is an end of the matter. If we 
commence upon that system because we are pressed 
for time, 1 do not see how we are to escape the 
same evil in the adjoining country. It will then 
be applied to California, as | suppose we will adopt 
some mode of survey for California at this session. 
If there is a mode by which the relative merits of 
the two methods of survey can be tested, whether 
by a committee of the Senate or otherwise, I should 
be very glad to see that course adopted. I have 
no wish to press discussion on the Senate at this 
time, But I believe that we should not surrender 
this, the only upportunity we can have to adopt a 
system which is true in itself, and which can so 
favorably be applied to the country for which we 
are about to order surveys, It is to begin with 
the mode with which we must sooner or later end, 
if we are to have accurate maps. I believe it 
should now be adopted there, hereafter to be ex- 
tended thence to the Atlantic. This mode, once 
inapplicable, can soon, if not now, be applied to 
the whole country, as the dense, heavy woods 
which prevented us in the valley of Ohio from 
commencing with this mode of surveying are now 
In a great measure removed. Then we may pre- 
sent a map of the United States, such as France 
now presents of her territory—such as Switzer- 
land has given to geography. We are in this 
matter behind the civilization of the nineteenth 
century; and it is time we should come up to it; 


its advantages should appear in our public acts, |i 


and be conferred on our infant colonies. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. President, I feel extremely 
desirous that the Senate shall give its favorable 
action to the bill before us. I do not design to 
express an opinion upon the amendment which has 
been offered by the Senator from Mississippi, or 
upon that system which the amendment proposes 
to establish. It may be, it probably is, a more 
accurate system than the one which is at present 
used. But i have risen only for the purpose of 
affirming what was said by the Senator from Ili- 
nois, [Mr. Doucxas,] that the adoption of this 
amendment may lead to a lengthy discussion, and 
that discussion to a postponement of the bills or, 
if adopted, to a discussion in the other branch of 
Congress which may lead toa defeat of the bill, 


For that reason alone, I hope the Senate will not | 


adopt the amendment; and [ trust that it will be 
willing to vote upon the bill at this time. I feel 
extremely anxious that the bill should be adopted. 
Still, L shall feel it my duty to move its postpone- 
ment, if it leads to a discussion. I hope the Sen- 
ate will act rather than talk. 

Mr. GWIN. I have been very favorably im- 
pressed with the plan of surveying advocated by 
the Senator from Mississippi. {think it decidedly 
the best; but { am exceedingly anxious that this 
bill should pass, and pass this session, and [am 
therefore unwilling to incumber it with amend- 
ments that may lead to its defeat. | am willing 
that there should be a committee raised to inquire 
into the mode of survey suggested by the Senator 
from Mississippi, and I think it will probably be 
found the best for the Pacific coast, but I am un- 
willing to incumber this bill, 

Mr. FREMONT. I rise to express my grati- 
fication with the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. 1 think that the old system 
of surveys ought to be broken up entirely, and | 
am satisfied that it is not applicable tothe western 
coast. In some of the States at this time, or at 


116 


‘tirely inapplicable. 


least in one of them, it is against the law to make 
a correct survey, and in a country so much bro- 
ken up as California is, with so many long and 
steep slopes, especially where the lands will be- 
come very valuable, I think the present mode en- 
Í should be very glad to see 
the amend ment prevail. Although in the beginning 
the expense of this new system would bea little 
greater than the old, yet in a short time it would 
be about the same, and these surveys may be 
carried on now with as much rapidity as if the old 
system was applied to California. I think that, 
in her condition, having been born full grown, all 
the scientific improvements of the age can well be 


| applied to her, and where it can be done without 


any loss of time I think it ought to be done. 

Mr. EWING. A very slight examination of 
the subject has impressed me favorably with the 
mode of survey suggested by the Senator from 
Mississippi. Irise, however, to say nothing upon 
the question, but merely to suggest to him a modi- 
fication of his amendment, so as to put it in the 
power of the department to direct surveys in that 
mode, if, upon examination and inquiry, it be 
found expedient. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will accept that modification. 

Mr. EWING. Well, if the Senator will mod- 
ify his amendment in that way, I can support it 
cordially. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
hope no objection will be made to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. { will then mod- 
ify my amendment so as to read as follows: 

«That if, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interiors 
it shall be preferable, the surveys in said Territory shall be 
made after what is known as the geodetic method, under 
such regulations and upon such terms as may be provided 
by said Secretary, or other department having charge of the 
surveys of the public lands; and that said geodetic surveys 
shall be followed by topographical surveys, as Congress may 
from time to time authorize and direct. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to ascertain 
whether, in that form, it does not make it imper- 
ative, instead of discretionary, to have the work 
performed in that way? 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is, if in 
the opinion of the Secretary it shall be preferable. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Ah! That will do. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 would ask the Senator from 
Mississippi whether it is necessary to strike out 
the third section? As this is merely alternative, 
it should go in as an additional section. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. I merely want to give the 


| Secretary the right to prefer which ever he 
| chooses, 


Tt would seem, therefore, that we should 
Jeave all the limitations of the old system of survey. 
©- Mr. DOUGLAS. Then move your amendment 
as a distinct section. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It would seem 
best, under the view now taken, not to strike out 
the third section, but to insert my amendment as 
an introduction to the section immediately after 
the word “enacted.” 

Mr. FELCH. In what part of the section is 


| the amendment now to be inserted? 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment is to go 
in immediately after the words: 

“ find be it further enacted, That,” at the beginning of the 
section, and be followed by— 

“But if the present mode of surveying be adhered to, 
then it shall be the duty of said surveyor to cause a hase 
line and meridian to be surveyed,” and so forth, to the end 
of the section, as it stands in the original bill. 

Mr. FELCH. Yes; that will do. 

The amendment was then adopted. 

Mr, YULEE. I propose to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill. That section proposes to make 
a grant of half a section of land. to every person 
who may go to Oregon to settle, from the Ist day 
of December next following, 1850, to the Ist De- 
cember, 1855. That is to say, it proposes a gra- 
tuicy of half a section of land to every person who 
will go to live in Gregon. This introduces an en- 
tirely new policy. It offers a stimulus to the set- 
tlement of a particular Territory, which is not 
allowed to any other Territory of this Union, and 


| has not been allowed to any State of this Re- 


public at any time. Heretofore the highest 
benefit that we have allowed to any settler has 


T will agree to that, and I 


been to give him a preémption—a first right to 
purchase at the Government price of a dollar and 
a quarter the land upon which he settles in the 
new State or Territory, and even that was limited 
to a quarter section. This bill proposes to give 
half a section to every one who will go to Oregon 
to settle there. Now, if this section is to remain 
in the bill, I shall certainly expect, as a matter of 
fairness, and in order that other Territories and 
States where there are public lands, may be placed 
upon the same footing as Oregon, that the same 
inducement to settle in those States and Territo- 
ries shall be held out. Otherwise, nothing can be 
more unfair than that all the migration should be 
directed to Oregon, and that the other States and 
Territories should be left without any such stima- 
lus to their population. I move to strike out the 
fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Yurer] that he entirely 
overlooks one material difference between Oregon 
and the other Territories and States to which he 
alludes. In the first place, no man will go to Ore- 
gon unless you hire him to go there; and as it is 
an object to get the Territory settled, we must re- 
sort to the means which the particular condition 
of things renders necessary. Whereas, with re- 
gard to the State of Florida, as of other of the Ter- 
ritories, we may say of them, that they hold out 
so many inducements of themselves to attract set- 
tlement—their fine climate, rich soil, salubrious 
atmosphere, and many other circumstances that 
make them eminently desirable as places of resi- 
dence, and particularly, as my friend from Missis- 
sippi suggests, their delightful everglades some- 
times—that all that is necessary to fill them up 
with a large and valuable and desirable population, 
is that the Government shall agree to sell the 
lands. Now, we want all this Territory peopled. 
it is highly important that Oregon should be popu- 
lated. The population is so small there that the 
people will scarcely be able to defend themselves 
from Indians, and until they get into a condition 
to be able to defend themselves, they will necessa- 
rily cause the United States a large expenditure to 
defend them. Ido not see how we can do better, 
if we can only get people to go there by giving 
them the Jand. The only objection I can see is, 
that possibly it may involve something like un- 
fairness or frand on the part of the Government to 
persuade people into settling such a country by 
the inducements held out to them. That isthe 
only objection I can suppose. {am therefore in- 
disposed to strike out the section, and I think, un- 
der the circumstances, if wecan get anybody to 
go there, on any terms, we ought not to com- 

lain. 
F Mr. FOOTE. Having never had any of that 
jealousy, which I must say is rather too common 
on the part of certain portions of our southern 
country towards our growing settlements in the 
far West, I shall vote against this proposition with 
great cordiality, being, for one, exceedingly de- 
sirous of the rapid settlement of all our frontier 
country on the Pacific. i 

Mr. YULEE. There can be no jealousy upon 
a matier of this sort, as [ expect no benefit to any 
part of the country to which I belong from any 
legislation here, and certainly none from any pro- 
vision of this sort. But, as a matter of policy, it 
seems to me that this provision is a very unfair 
one. I submit to the Senate whether there is any 
reason—whether it is a wise policy to stimulate 
migration to the other side of the Rocky Moun- 
tains? It is to be apprehended that the migra- 
tion has been much beyond what the natural 
inducements of the country will justify, thus far, 
and I learn that a very large number of the emi- 
grants are anxious now to return, and will return 
during the Fall, if they can possibly obtain the 
means to return to this side of the Rocky Moun- 
tains. I was informed last night that there are no 
less than twenty thousand on the Pacific side, who 
would be glad, by any means, and upon any terms, 
to be restored to their homes on this side of the 
Rocky Mountains. But, be that as it may, 18 
there not inducement strong enough to attract be- 
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yond, perhaps, what is a reasonable current of 
emigration to the other side of the Rocky Moun- 
tains? We know that the emigration over land 
already this year is stated to be near fifty thou- 
sand, and that ten thousand of those persons are 
said to be settlers for Oregon. There are attrac- 
tions enough, either imaginary or real, to draw 
to that country all the surplus population that 
can be spared’ from the Atlantic States. I ask 
whether it is a wise policy to hold out inducements 
to the people of the Atlantic States to transfer 
themselves to the Pacific in greater numbers than 
the natural attractions of the country there would 
induce? We have the Territory of Minnesota 
and other new Territories nearer to the Atlantic | 
States, and which would keep our population more 
compact, but for the settlement of which no induce- 
ments are held out by legislation. And when we 
consider the fact, that the migration to the Pa- 
cific Territories far surpasses, without other than 
natural inducements, the migration which has ever 
taken place to any other Territory of the United 
States, and is altogether unsurpassed and un- | 
precedented, I can conceive of no propriety or 
wisdom in a policy which would induce us to | 
stimulate still further that transfer of our pop- | 
ulation to the Pacific, by offering inducements | 
which have never been offered heretofore for 
the settlement of any new Territory. I can) 
see a propriety in allowing to those who emi- 
grated to Oregon during its early settlement a half 
section of land. If they went there in the expec- 
tation of receiving it, and under the inducement of į 
bounty lands, held out by the bills which were | 
pending here fat the time, it is proper and right | 
that they should receive them. I do not, therefore, 
propose to disturb the fourth section, which pro- 
vides for all such, and also for all those who have 
gone there since, and who may go there before 
the Ist December next; but the fifth section 
proposes to go beyond that, and proposes to give | 
half a section to all who may go there within a | 
period of five years ensuing after the tst Decem- 
ber next. Now, do you give that to California? 
Do you propose to give it to Nebraska? Have ; 
you given it to any Territory of the United 
States? Do you give it to any of the States in 
which the public lands lie? Task gentlemen to in- || 
dicate some reasons why the settlement of Oregon 
should be stimulated beyond that of any other por- 
tion of the country? Why turn the tide of emi- 
gration to that Territory alone, and to none 
other?. If you say it is desirable that the Pacific |} 
shore shall be populated, then why ‘not give it || 
to California? Why confine it to Oregon, which’ 
has as many inducements to settlement as any of 
these Territories? Why specially select Oregon 
to be the recipient of this bounty, when you ex- 
clude the other Pacific Territories which it is 
equally desirable should be settled? Itis true, the 
mines in California may offer a particular attrac- 
tion there, but then the agricultural portions of 
California offer no greater attraction than Oregon, 
and, perhaps, not so good; because Oregon seems 
to be a better agricultural country than Califor- | 
nia, and it is equally important that the agricultu- | 
ral portions of California should be settled as those | 
of Oregon. Why, then, is the distinction made? l 
Why give this advantage to one and not to the į 
other? And why to the Pacific and not to the \) 
Atlantic Territories? I object to this special Je- i 
gislation. I hope the section will be stricken out, 
and if it be desirable to stimulate the settlement of | 
the public lands in the new Territories, let it be | 
done by a general bill, which will open them for | 
settlement everywhere. i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
i 
j 
f 
j 
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Mr. BRIGHT. I have no fear that the motion | 
of the Senator from Florida will prevail, and | 
hence I will not waste the time of the Senate by 
giving the reasons which he calls for. But there | 
are very good and sufficient reasons existing for i 
giving a greater quantity of land to actual settlers | 
in Oregon than in any other Territory. In the |: 
first place, the extreme distance from the habita- 
ble parts of the United States, and the great outfit 
necessary in order to reach that far-off Territory. | 
In other Territories of the United States that have | 
been heretofore settled, we have heen in the habit : 
of giving one hundred and sixty acres of land to | 
actual settlers. That was in territory contiguous 
to Srates, and not more than a day’s ride from }i 
them; but here is a Territory nearly three thousand H 
miles off, and the young man who will 
distance, to say nothing of the adult who will go 


i 
i 


there with his family, is certainly entitled to one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. We propose 
giving here only three hundred and twenty acres 
of land to the citizen who goes there with his fam- 
ily, and becomes an actual inhabitant of that 
Territory; but the outfit necessary to reach the 
spot where that privilege is to be enjoyed would 
cost more than that quantity of land may be en- 
tered for in several of the States in this Union. 
Instead of three hundred and twenty acres under 
such circumstances, being an extraordinary ad- 
vantage, I really consider it less than the actual 
settler is entitled to. I was under the impression, 


until I read the provision this morning, that the | 


bill gave a section of land, and if I would vote for 


| the alteration of the section atall, it would be toin- | 
| crease the quantity; for I think that as it stands it 


gives to the actual settler very small compensation 
indeed. 

Mr. BENTON. The bill proposes, I believe, 
to give only three hundred and twenty acres to 
each family. Well, sir, six hundred and forty 
acres is but a small donation to a family so far off 
in the wilderness as these people are. We give a 
quarter section to a single man ‘and half a section 
to a family, and, I hope, widows, among the sin- 
gle men. I think that a very small amount to 
grant to people under such circumstances, and the 
United States, in selling their lands to actual set- 
tlers under such circumstances, sell it at the high- 
est price which is known—for a higher price than 
can be estimated in gold and silver put into the 
Treasury. They get in return for it settlers who 
will improve and defend the country, and who in 
all time to come will furnish defenders, not only 


for their own State, but for the service of the | 
country, and who by their productions are pro- j 


moting commerce and navigation, and bringing 
money into the United States from customs. They 


are paying a great price in the service which they | 


render to the country, and they are also paying 
another great price in the privations and hardships 
which they themselves endure. Jam, therefore, 
in favor of great liberality towards the settlers of 
new countries; and of all the settlers of new coun- 
tries that we have had, none have been entitled to 
so much as the people of Oregon. They went to 
the country and began the good work when we 
were contending with a powerful foreign nation 
for the tide to the country. It was their occupancy 
which forced the decision of the question from 
which diplomatists and statesmen had been shrink- 
ing. For more than a quarter of a century diplo- 
matists and statesmen had been staving off the 
question from year to year, but the pioneers of the 
West went and took possession, and their taking 
possession forced the decision of the question upon 


the country. They conquered it from the savage. | 


We may say they conquered it from Great Brit- 
ain. They conquered it from the supineness and 
timidity of legislators and diplomatists. They 
conquered it, in every sense of the word, and they 
are entitled to the gain. 
ence to other Territories) presents within itself the 
highest of all earthly claims upon the considera- 
tion and kindness of the American Congress, and 


I shall vote for the largest amount that any gentle- | 


man will vote for. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I concur entirely with the 
two Senators last up in regard to this matter. The 


greatest objection I have to it is that F think it not ;; 


enough. Oregon is now an organized Territory, 
but when most of these persons went there it was 
literally, as the old psalmody has it— 


States; they braved all the dangers of border life; `; 
iP 


and if there are any people entitled to considera- 
tion, and thata very liberal one, it is the people of 
this Territory. The dangers of crossing the Rocky 
Mountains, the hazards of border life and of savage 


warfare, and the privations of thatdistant country |: 
+ have been borne by them, and they have well 


earned all that itis proposed to give them. 
Mr. BELL. I do not wish to detain the Senate 


on this question, but it really strikes me that this | 


is ronning wild in a career in which we have ran 
wild before, or to some extent of late. I believe 


that I have generally voted with the majority of 


the Senate liberally for donations of the public land 


go that || and donations also to settlers, but 1 understand || have be 
| this bill not only to propose to make a donation of i) settlers, 


ila few years there w f 
|| and how many more years will it be before there 


Oregon (without refer- | 


land to the old settlers, the pioneers in that coun- 
try, but to propose also a donation of half a sec- 
tion to all who may go there for the next five: 
years. Now, I can conceive that so far aa the real 
pioneers of the country—the first settlers, who 
i! passed through so many difficulties, 30 many dan- 
gers, perils, and privations, and who were there 
before there was the present inducements held out 
to them, are concerned, there would-be something 
equitable and just in making a donation to them. 
But when it is proposed to give a section to all 
who are there now, it seems to me to be giving to 
i| the full extent that either liberality or justice, in 
|| any sense of the word, can demand at our hands. 
i| I understand this proposition to be based on the 
idea, adopted too by the Senator from North Caro- 
i lina, [Mr. Bapeer,] that it is very difficult to get 
settlers to go there, and that it is very desirable 
that the population should be strengthened so as 
to be able to defend themselves, as well as to in- 
crease the general resources of the country, by 
bringing under cultivation and making productive 
i immense districts, now a wilderness, Sir, ia that 
the fact? I should like to have the views of hon- 
| orable Senators on this point, since the discovery 
of the riches found in the mountains of California; 
have you made a proper estimate of the value of 
the Oregon Territory, of the cultivatable portion of 
it? Itis, | believe, one of the most advantageous 
locations for all purposes of agriculture, and many 
other branches of industry, now within the limits of 
the United States, and holding out greater induce- 
ments to settlers than any other portion of our unset- 
tled domain. The riches to be found in the immense 
forests accessible to navigation and exportation 
from the ports of Oregon, and the immense demand 
for lumber now existing in California, and which 
i! must continue to exist there while perhaps this 
Government stands, this alone will form a most 
attractive inducement to any enterprising and hon- 
est man who may desire to better his fortunes. 
That is notall. They have perhaps a population 
of one hundred and fifty thousand or two hundred 
thousand in California, not the one hundredth part 
of whom subsist by the cultivation of the soil, but 
who depend on the adjacent countries for their con~ 
tinual, daily, monthly, and annual subsistence. In 
ill be half a million there, 


are two or three millions of inhabitants in that 
country, with its mountains hundreds of miles in 
length, and three or four in breadth, rich in their 
golden deposits, and not one hundredth part of 
them will ever seek to mend their fortunes or im- 
prove their condition, They must depend on the 
adjoining countries for their means of subsistence. 
The flour, | understand, which now supplies Cal- 
ifornia is drawn from the coast of Chili, and if E 
|j am not misinformed in regard to Oregon, it is most 
productive in wheat. [tis immediatel? adjoining 
I! California, with but a short navigation, and ac- 
‘| cegsible at all seasons ofthe year. Thus, sir, there 

is no portion of the agricultural districts of the 
H country that is at this moment better situated or 
i offering higher inducements to emigrants, than the 
|| Territory of Oregon. Are not these inducements 
enough, even if no deposits of gold are found to 
invite emigration, without seeking to give away 
this rich and valuable territory? lam aware that 
i any gentleman who takes such a course as this, 

who opposes such a proposition as this, i$ oppo- 
|| sing himself to the popular sentiment, and ihat any 
| gentleman who seeks thereby to gratify his ambi- 
| tion, and to run a popular career on this subject of 


hich f- have referred, and which 
section of land? The peo- 


; selves witt 


ders; 
‘who went there without these inducements, who 
| had to incur the trials of early settlers, and who 
‘well earned this gratuity from the Government? 
i. Give them a section of land, if you please, but let 
us not adopt this general policy of sumulating set- 
tlements by the giving away of our richest and 
most valuabie lands. My objection is founded on 
the ground that there is no necessity for this change 
in our general policy. Let us be as liberal as we 
en heretofore. Let us give to the pioneer 
who have encountered all the hardships to 


| 
a 
i 
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which I have referred, this grant of land. 
give to others the same preémption rights that we 
have granted heretofore, but let us not hold out in- 


“ducements to further settlers, when they arealready | 


greater than are held out to settlers in any other 
portion of the United States at this moment. I 
wish to offer these remarks as some explanation 
for the vote which I shall give on this subject. I 
will not dwell further upon it; but to this whole 
policy of getting rid of our richest and most val- 
uable public lands as soon as possible, I am op- 
posed, and I should have attempted to set myself 
against it at all times, had I not seen that it was 
impossible to stem the torrent of feeling and liber- 
a‘ity on this subject which actuates both Houses 
of Congress at the present time. 

Mr. HAMLIN, [do not rise to detain the Sen- 
ate, but to express the hope that the Senate will 
vote on the amendment. I have already deferred 
making a motion which I suggested [ would make 
for one hour, and I think Senators must be fully 
sensible that if we do not devote a proper portion 
of our time to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, it must result in an extra session of this 
body. As one individual 1 certainly shall struggle 
strongly to prevent such a result, T hope, there- 
fore; that the friends of Oregon will vote and not 
talk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It was-not my intention to 
have made any observations on this bill, and to 
have contented myself with voting for its passage 
but for the motion which has been made by the 
Senator from Florida to strike out the 5th section. 
F have objections to the section, but they are dif- 
ferent from those presented by the Senator. Iob- 
ject to it because the inducement or bounty offered 
is insufficient, as a consideration for the hazards 
and difficulties incident to a removal to the far-dis- 
tant territory of Oregon. I grant you that it is not 
in accordance with the general policy of the Gov- 
ernment, but nevertheless, when we consider the 
peculiar situation of Oregon, it appears to be a 
wise, prudent, and most necessary departure from 
that policy. fn the early settlement of Tennessee 
the policy then adopted by North Carolina was 
very similar to that which is now proposed here in 
reference to Oregon. A bounty or donation of 
iand of 640 acres, or one section, was granted to 
all of the citizens of North Carolina who might 
choose to emigrate to Cumberland, or what is now 
West Tennessee. The reasons for this policy were 
obvious. Indian tribes of the most dangerous 
character surrounded them, and individuals, with- 
out some inducement, were unwilling to encounter 


the hazards of removing to that country. Some | 


of the best farmers and most substantial citizens of 
‘Tennessee have been furnished by the policy then 
pursued by North Carolina in affording this in- 
ducement. The settlement of Cumberland indeed 
might have been postponed for half a century but 
for this wise and humane policy, suggested by the 
wisdom of North Carolina statesmen. The con- 
sequence was that Cumberland soon obtained a 
population sufficient to defend themselves against 
the powerful surrounding tribes of border Indians. 

Well, sir, what is the present situation of Ore- 
gon? It is so remote from the settlements of the 
States that it has been considered almost beyond 
even the common sympathies which are extended 
to all people in our time. [ recollect that when I 
first came into this Chamber, Oregon was then a 
bone of contention. Some there were who con- 
tended that aid should be extended to Oregon, 
while others opposed it, and through that, or some 
other cause, up to the present time, the Territory 
has been almost entirely neglected. And ata 
time when she was most seriously threatened by 
the Indians, a regiment raised for her necessary 
defence was diverted from the object of its creation 
and marched to Mexico. Thus Oregon has been 
for years without the benefit of any protection 
from the Government. The people who have 
gone there deserve great credit, butit is only in 
accordance with the enterprise of the American 
character, and with that daring spirit of adventure 
which has ever animated the American people, 
and which will doubtless continue to animate them 
while there are distant lands to occupy or difficul- 
ties to encounter. 


find reason, if these inducements shall be given to 
emigrants, to remain there. Their condition will 


be bettered, additional confidence will be inspired, | 


and they will prosper into 4 flourishing and pow- 


Let us | 


Those who have gone there, || 
and who it is said are so anxious to return, will soon | 


erful community. And if the patronage proposed 
to be bestowed upon emigrants there by the Gov- 
ernment should aid them in consummating so great 
an enterprise, it will notonly result to their benefit, 
but it will increase the resources, extend the com- 
merce, and strengthen the power of the National 
Union. When I come to compare this with sim- 
|| ilar inducements which at other times have been 
offered, I do not think it by any means extrava- 
gant, nor do I think it more than a fair compensa- 


of time incident to such an emigration. An entire 
year, or more than that even, must be lost in mi- 
grating from any portion of the United States to 
Oregon. The distance is three thousand miles at 
least, from the habitable part of any State in this 
Union to any part of the settlements in Oregon, 
and I think the grant of three hundred and twenty 
acres is a very insufficient compensation for the 
hazards, difficulties, toils, and expenditure that is 
incurred in making such a trip. Į would rather 
increase it to a section, to six hundred and forty 
acres, than to retain the amountat three hundred 
and twenty acres, and I do not think that such a 
grant, under the circumstances, would be a very 
munificent one on the part of the Government. 
They do not lose their allegiance to the United 
States by emigrating to Oregon, but they go there 
as pioneers to the extension of the influence and in- 
crease of the power of the Republic, and they de- 
serve to be rewarded for the enterprise which they 
evince. And the benefits and advantages that will 
result to the Union from thus extending and increas- 
ing its power on the Pacific will move than remuner- 
ate the General Government for any disposition of 
this character which may be made of these public 
Jands. But it is objected that this bounty is con- 
fined to a particular section, and the Senator from 
Florida asks why not extend its benefits to Cali- 
fornia? Well, sir, I have no objection to its being 
extended to California, if it will induce agricultur- 
ists or mechanics to go there. We find that the 
lumber trade in Oregon is likely to be one of vast 
importance, and that it is one of the finest wheat 
producing countries in the world, and why should 
we not adopta policy which will encourage our 
citizens to throw themselves in competition with 
Chili and other South American States, who find 
a market for their productions in California? Tt 
will be aiding our people, and we have a surpins 
in this section of the country which we can spare. 


country do not lose their citizenship; they are still 
American citizens, and the Republic should en- 
courage the enterprise which takes them thither. 
Tt is not a benefit conferred upon strangers; it is 
one which tends to the developing of our vast re- 
sources, and the opening of new markets to onr 
enterprise and industry. This is the result, sir, 
which this proposition seeks to attain, and it should 
be the object of every American to attain. Well, 
sir, I am most cordially in favor of this bounty, 
and am willing to convince the Senator from Flor- 
ida that I am not partial to Oregon, by assuring 
him that I will support a proposition which will 
give the same bounty to settlers in Florida. I am 
willing to give a section to any individual who de- 
sires to locate himself upon any portion of the 
public lands which has been once in the market 
and remains unsold; and F assure the Senator that 
if he will introduce a bill to give three hundred 
and twenty or six hundred and forty acres to every 
industrious family who will emigrate to Florida 
| and occupy land that has been once brought into 
market and remains unsold, T will promise to sup- 
| port it. Ihave no desire in this matter to make 
fish of one and flesh of the other, and Iam willing 
to extend this policy wherever these public lands 
can be reduced to cultivation. It is a policy, sir, 
i which I always have and always shall support as 
long as I have a seat on this floor, or while we 


ple ready to engage in tilling and cultivating it. 

| Mr. YULEE asked for the yeas and nays on 
| his amendment, and they were ordered. 

| Mr. WALKER. 

_ is stricken out, susceptible of amendment? 
| The PRESIDENT. It is. 

t 

i 


: the following amendment, to come in at the close 
| of the section as a second proviso: 
i! 


H the territorial government in Oregon, exempt from forced 


tion for the hazards incurred, or the delay and loss | 


Those who wish to transfer themselves to that | 


have a boundless domain uncultivated, and a peo- į 


Is not the section, before it | 


Mr. WALKER. Then, sir, I wish to offer | 


|e. 4nd provided, also, That the Jand sotohe granted to any | 
such occupant shall be and remain, during the existence of |: 


sale, extent, or levy, on execution or decree, from or by any 
court of law or equity; and that any such grantee, his heirs, 
devisees, or grantees, shall be for the time aforesaid prohib- 
ited from alienating or conveying the land, or any part 
thereof, so to him granted, to any person or corporation who 
owns, or would thereby become the owner of, more land 
than the quantity of one hundred and sixty acres, and, if a 
married man, without the voluntary consent of the wife, 
given in the deed of conveyance.” 


I shall ask, sir, before the vote is taken on the 
proposition, the yeas and nays, and | propose to 
| offer a very few observations in reference to it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a motion, which will not deprive him of 
the floor, to postpone this subject until to-mor- 
row? t 

Mr. WALKER. I have no objection, if the 
friends of the bill have none. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no; go on. 

Mr. WALKER. Very well. I was about to 
remark that the discussion which we have just 
heard strikes me as somewhat out of place. It is 
one which certainly applies to the present moment, 
and therefore has no application to the legislation 
to which it refers. If we take the train of argu- 
ment as indicative of the wishes of Senators, it 
may be that those wishes are directed to the fu- 
ture welfare of the country; but it seems to me 
that the arguments refer merely to the present mo- 
ment, and the selfish interests of those who exist 
at the present day. Their minds do not seem to 
be directed to the future welfare either of Oregon 
or the United States; and the only inquiry in the 
argument therefore is, is the grant or donation 
proposed too small? I say to those gentlemen 
that the time will come when people will go to 
Oregon without this bounty, and when they get 
there, mark my words, they will not thank Senators 
for having given these lands in whole sections to the 
individuals who have gone there before them. Then, 
sir, those who go there seeking fora home will 
look back on this legislation with disapprobation 
and regret. Sir, if you desire to legislate for the 
permanent interests of Oregon, and for the per- 
manent interests of the whole country, do not 
| adopt the policy of granting this land in large 
amounts to individuals; but, on the contrary, let 
the grants be as small as the ultimate interests of 
| the country will demand, so that, when the popu- 
lation becomes heavy and dense, the iand of the 
| country shall be as equally distributed as the then 
present and now future interests of the country 
may require. Gentlemen seem to be vying with 
each other as to who shall make the largest prop- 
osition in regard to this matter; but, sir, they are 
directing their mighty energies in a direction which 
it appears to me will be unavaiiing in one point of 
view; that is, if the object is to see which can 
make the largest bid over the other. Why, they 
are bidding for a section of the country which has 
no vote, and one of the gentlemen even bid 
for the widows, who have no vote. J heard of a 
politician in the State of Ilinois who once took a 
friend, who happened to be from the Emerald 
Isle, to show him a dredging machine invented by 
a friend of mine to plough through the low prairies 
of Ulinois, and which was being used to construct 
| a feeder forthe canal. The machine was in opera- 
tion, scraping up immense quantities of earth, 
and removing it. Paddy looked at it awhile, and 
at last he exclaimed, “Sure, it works beautifully, 
and scrapes up the dirt in fine style. Indade, it 
does the work of five lrishmen; but thin, my 
friend, be Jasus, the thing can’t vote.” “That’s 
a fact,” said the politician, patting him on the 
shoulder, “and I wouldn’t give one Irishman for 
forty machines.” [Laughter.] Gentlemen here 
are directing their energies the wrong way, if their 
object is to get bids; but, if their objects be the 
real interests of the country, let them look at what 
: it will be hereafter, when the necessities of the 
j; country and the necessities of settlers shall require 
; the distribution of a less quantity of land to each 
than what is now proposed to be given them. 

Now, this amendment, as it is proposed, is in 
view of the quantity being one hundred and sixty 
acres, but it 1s applicable also, if the quantity shall 
be retained at three hundred and twenty acres. It 
proposes to exempt the land from forced sale, anil 
to- leave it perpetually in the hands of those to 
whom itis granted, or so long as this Government 
| can control it, which is as long as the existence 
| of a territorial government there; and it also pre- 
eludes the transfer of it to those who already own 
a quantity not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
| acres. I believe this to be the true policy for the 
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country to adopt. I- have already argued this 
question on its general principles on another occa- 
sion before the Senate, and I do not now propose 
to repeat anything I then said; and I am the more 
convinced every day of my life that such ought to 
be the policy adopted by the Government. fam 
satisfied of this fact, too, from the manner in which 
the argument [ then addressed to the Senate struck 
the country—not the politicians, not the office- 
seekers or office-holders of the country, but the 
laboring men of the land. These things, I repeat, 
have satisfied me the more that the views | then 
presented were in consonance with the true inter- 
ests of the country. It is in this light that the 
men who have written and spoken on the subject 
have placed it before the community—men who 
take no other view than is prompted by their re- 
gard for the interests of the people and the coun- 
try, and particularly of the great mass of it—of 
the laboring community, who have, do now, and 
ever must contribute the true wealth which the 
country possesses, l have said that it would be 
the height of my ambition to see this policy adopt- 
ed; and [ repeat it here, I offer this amendment to 
test the sense of the Senate on the subject, and | 
ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to second the proposi- 
tion more than once made by the Senator from 
Maine. Itis known to the Senate that to-morrow 
we have to take up the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, and proceed with it until it is disposed 
of. [tis known to us all, too, that we have Ex- 
ecutive business enough before us to occupy the 
Senate for one week, apply all the time we daily 
give to our public duties. Now, unless we can 
dispose of some of the most essential public busi- 
ness to-day, in Executive session, it seems to me 
that the consequence will be as suggested—that 
we shall be convened in extra session between the 
close of this and the next session. I have stated 
these facts, and shall leave it to the Senate to de- 
cide upon the course it will pursue. If it intends 
to proceed with this bill, and occupy the day in 
its discussion, | shall undoubtedly put in and take 
my fall share in throwing away as much of the 
day as may be convenient; but if it chooses to 
take up Executive business, I desire it may do so, 
and for that purpose I move to lay this bill on the 
table, as a test of the intention of the Senate. 


Mr. BELL. We have but two amendments to | 


vote on. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I hope it will not be con- 
sidered a test question. 

Mr. BADGER. Not of the merits of the bill, 
but whether the Senate will proceed to Executive 
business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall give up all hope of 
the bill if it is now laid on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. Warr- 
ER’s amendment, 

Mr. BENTON. As I heard the amendment 
read, it makes no exception in favor of contracts 
now existing. lf the amendment is to be pressed, 


1 think it should be prospective, and only applica- | 


ble to contracts in the future. 

Mr. CASS. As to the granting of land to actual 
settlers in Oregon, L am prepared to go as far as 
any man, and | believe we are called upon to do 
it, by every just consideration. It adds to the 
power, stability, and wealth of the country, and 1 
am therefore prepared, as I have before said on an- 
other oceasion, to grant to every settler in the 
United States, who will go upon it and make it 
productive, a tract of land, under proper limita- 
tions. I believe there is no more important sub- 
ject for our consideration before the country. Men 
are worth more than land, and land is only valu- 
able when it is possessed by men for the purposes 
of cultivation. Now, with respect to theamendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, 1 cannot go for it. 
It is tome a Wilmot proviso. I believe it to be 
one of those questions which should be left to in- 
ternal legislation, and for the people to determine 
for themselves. I believe we have no more right to 
interfere with it than we have with any other ques- 
tion of internal legislation. And so with respect to 
States. If application was made to apply this pro- 
vision to public lands which we hold in the States, 
we could not do it. We cannot control it, and it 
is a question to be leftto the people of the country. 


' meddle wi 


For myself, as the member of a State, I am in 
favor of the homestead exemption. l believe that 
families, widows, and children should be protected 
by the State, as much as possible, against the im- 
providence and misconduct of the husband and 
father. Thatis my opinion. In my own State, 
in the constitution just proposed to the people, and 
which, I hope, will be adopted, this feature is in- 
corporated. 1 think it a wise, judicious, and hu- 
mane feature. I do notrefer to the amount which 
may be fixed or the details, but the general princi- 
ple | am in favor of. But, as I said before, I am 
utterly opposed to Congress attempting to inter- 
th this matter of internal legislation, 
which belongs exclusively to the people of the 
States and Territories. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I feel under obligations to re- 
new the motion just made by the Senator from 
North Carolina. One word while Tam up. There 
is an old saying ‘save me from my friends.” I 
think this bill may well exclaim “save me from 
my friends.” 1 move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until to-morrow, for the pur- 
pose of proceeding to the consideration of Execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope that motion will not 
prevail. This bill has been postponed several 
times, when it could have been disposed of in a 
moment or two. If it is now again postponed, 
there must be a new discussion on it. All this 
debate will be lost if we postpone the bill, and to- 
morrow will be occupied with it again. I hope 
we will go through with it now. We can get 
through with it in afew minutes. The best way 
now is to husband our time and stick to a measure. 
Then we can get through. I hope the motion will 
not prevail. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be perfectly willing 
to take a vote on this bill without further debate. 
It happens, however, that we have most of the 
President’s nominations under our control, And 
if we go into the discussion of them in secret ses- 
sion, it will take nearly the residue of the time of 
this session. 

‘The motion was rejected ona division: Ayes 22, 
noes, 23. 

The question recurred on the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. In reference to the sugges- 


tion of the Senator from Missouri, I wish to say | 


there is a bill now before the Senate, which I be- 
lieve has been advocated by him, in which there is 
this exemption. It is the bounty land bill, which 
is in charge of the Senator from IHhinois, [Mr. 
Suizips.] There it is expressly provided that the 
land it grants shall not be subject to the payment 
of any debt incurred by the officer or soldier prior 
to the issuing of the patent. 

The Senator from Michigan says that he is an 


! advocate of these donations for actual settlement 


with proper checks and limitation. I hope the 
time will come when he will see the favorable mo- 
ment to establish these proper checks. {deem this 
one of them. ‘That is the reason I have offered 
the amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, as the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, I wish to say a word 
or two lest my vote on this amendment should be 
misunderstood. I do not concur entirely in the 
views expressed by my honorable friend from 
Michigan. With regard to our right or our power 
to interfere in the internal regulations of these 
Territories, it is very well known that I entertain 
the opinion that we have the largest power with all 
their concerns. They are Territories, and we 
have a right to do as we please with them. But I 
will not vote for the amendment of the Senator from 


Wisconsin for a reason to which I wish to call his | 


attention. 
Mr. President, in the early times of our English 


forefathers, lands were protected from creditors. | 


They seemed to have been entirely protected; and 
various contrivances were resorted to by legisla- 
tion to keep lands in the families in which they 
once were found. But since that time the free 
spirit of that country, through the judges, and 
when it could reach and influence the legislative 
body there, has been engaged in an effort to dis- 
entangle land from these incumbrances, to make 
it the subject of free disposition, and, so far as the 
aristceratic notions of that country would allow, 
to make it amenable to the payment of just debts. 
I think that was progress in the right direction; 
and I am not for taking a step backwards towards 
those times when the interests of a man’s family 


| of the Whole, 
| been already rejected? 


in retaining and holding possession of an estate 
were considered as higher or more sacred than the 
interests of his ‘creditors and his obligation to pay 
his just debts. | have no notion, for one, that we 
shall embark in an arrangement by which we shall 
secure this property from creditors, by which we 


| shall give our legislative sanction to the defraud- 


ing of creditors, by Which we shall teach, so far 
as our- legislation can teach, that we think the 
claims of creditors are not to be respected. 

Again, sir, if we give these lands, Iam for-giv- 
ing them out and out. Every trammel thrown 
around them is, in my judgment, either mediately 
or immediately an injury to the owner. A man’s 
credit is injured if his property is not liable for his 
debts, A man’s respectability is diminished if he 
be allowed to retain his property and hold his 
creditors at defiance. The pecuniary interests, the 
moral character, and ultimate success of every so- 
ciety requires that every man should be compelled 
to feel that honesty, if he does not esteem it his 
highest duty, is at least his best policy. And 
therefore, unless my friend from Wisconsin can 
remove these objections, I must vote against his 


amendment. 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, Í seldom vote 
for the yeas and nays on these collateral questions 
which spring up. If the yeas and nays are ordered, 
gentleman must get up and explain their votes 
as they have to go on the record. They are 
obliged to doso. I do not complain of any one 
that does so. I therefore vote against the yeas and 
nays on litte collateral questions, both to avoid 
time in taking them, and still more to avoid the 
speeches which must necessarily be made if the 
yeas and nays are ordered. If the call for the 
yeas and nays in this case be withdrawn, by unan- 
imous consent, we can finally finish this business, 
and have that Executive session which we all qe- 
sire. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment, resulted: 


Eien Dodge of Wisconsin, Seward, and Walk- 
etr—o. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bright, Buuer, Cass, Clarke, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Sowa, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felchy 
Frémont, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, King, Mangam, 
Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, shields, 
Sinith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, 
Wales, Winthrop, and Yulee—44. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Yurex’s motion 
to strike out the 5th section of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I rise to 
propose a compromise, and that is, that we retain 
the section, but change 1855 into 1852. This will 
give two years to enable persons to avail them- 
selves of the benefit of these donations, and put it 
in the power of the next Congress to extend the 
time, if they think proper. Jam a friend of the 
bill, and prefer changing 1855 to 1852. If that 
can be done, we may all perhaps vote for the bill, 

Ona division there was a tie—ayes 22, noes 22, 

So the amendment did not prevail. 

Mr. DAWSON called for the yeasand nays on 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has decided 
the question, and the yeas and nays cannot now 
be ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
ment, and call for th 
Mr. TURNEY. 

order? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Is it in order, in Committee 
to renew an amendment that has 
The amendment can be 
offered again when the bill shall have been re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. 


Then 1 renew the amend- 
e yeas and nays on it, 
I would inquire if that is in 


In consequence of there 
being an equal division of the Senate, the Chair 
announced that the amendment was lost. No 
question has been taken since, and hence the mo- 
tion is not strictly in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amendment be 
offered in the Senate. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Mr. President, this isa 
constitutional, question rather than a point of 
order, The Constitution says that “ the yeas and 
nays of the members of either House on any ques- 
tion shall, at the desire of one fifth of those pres- 
ent, be entered on the Journal.” I know not how 
it is in this body, but in the other branch this has 
been construed to give a right to one-fifth of the 
members to demand the yeas and nays, even after 
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a question has been taken viva voce or by tellers, 
in case no other question had intervened. I do 
not make any point on the subject, but only sug 
gest it as a mode of getting over the difficulty. 

Mr. DICKINSON. That cannot be the rule, 
because according to that the yeas and nays 
might be taken on a question after other business 
had intervened. 

Mr. WINTHROP. But here no question has 
intervened. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would state that 
no question was pending when the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. Dawson] called for the yeas and 
nays. When a question is pending, under the 
Constitution one fifth of the Senate can order the 
yeas and nays. But the yeas and nays cannot be 
ordered on a question that is not pending, which 
has been disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. Can I now renew the amend- 
ment? 

_The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Geor- 
gia can effect his object, by proposing to strike out 
other words than were proposed in the original 
amendment, 

Mr. DAWSON. Then I move to strike out 
“the first day of December, 1855,” and insert 
4 the fourth day of March, 1852 ;”’ and I ask the 
yeas and nays on it. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 
the amendment, resulted: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
tien, Buuer, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dawson, Dayton, Ewing, Greene, Hunter, King, 
Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Smith, Spru- 
ance, Turney, Underwood, Walker, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Mesers, Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Cooper, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Foote, Frémont, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Jones, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Stur- 
geon, Wales, and Winthrop—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BADGER. I now move to strike out 
t five” and insert “three.” This will allow until 
1853, which is, I think, a reasonable allowance. 
And on the amendment I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Ewing, Foote, 
Greene, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, 
Walker, and Yulee—29, 

NAYs—Messrs. Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, Cooper, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Feich, Frémont, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, 
Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Sturgeon, Wales, Whit- 
comb, and Winthrop—24. 

So the amendwent was adopted. 

Mr. YULEE. As the amendment will prob- 
ably be considered by the Senate somewhat in the 
light of a compromise, the probability is that the 
motion which I made, and which is now pending, 
will not be adopted. I will not put the Senate to 
the trouble of taking a vote on it, but will with- 
draw my motion to strike out the fifth section of 
the bill. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, this bill, as I 
am informed, is a precedent which is about to be 
established for giving away the public lands in the 
Territories to actual settlers. 1 doubt the justice 
and propriety of giving them away at all. But if 
they are to be given to actual settlers as a dona- 

‘tion, it seems to me that this donation should at 
least be restricted to citizens of the United States. 
There is a provision in the fifth section of this 
bill which proposes to give lands equally to aliens 
as to citizens. It is that provision which provides 
that this land shall be granted to “ all white male 
citizens of the United States or persons emigrating 
from the United States who shall have made dec- 
laration of intention to become such.” 

. The PRESIDENT. The words ‘ emigrating 
from the United States” have been stricken out. 

Mr. MASON. Then land is to be granted to 
all white male citizens of the United States, and 
all persons who shall have made a declaration of 
intention to become such.” So, according to this 
bill, aliens, on arriving in the United States, and 
declaring their intention to become citizens, may 
receive this land. 1 move to strike out the words 
“ and all persons who shall have made declaration 
to become such.” 

Mr. DODGE, of fowa. I hope this amendment 
will not prevail. The language now in the bill is 
Poe the language of all our preémption laws. 

trust we are not going to show any hostility at 
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this late day to foreign emigration, when foreign- 
ers desire to become actual settlers in the new 
Territories. The language of the bill as it now 
stands is precisely the language of all our preémp- 
tion laws. 1 trust the Senate will vote down the 
amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator from 
Towa is correct in saying that the language of the 
bill is like all other bills of the same character. If 
this amendment prevails, the title of the bill will 
have to be amended so as to be entitled, “A bill 
granting land to actual settlers, and prohibiting 
persons who have been born without the limits of 
the United States from participating in any of the 
benefits derivable under this bill.” it is proper 
that the Senate should understand this before vo- 
ting on the amendment. I would not myself vote 
for a system that gave lands away indiscriminately 
to all the citizens of the Old World. But when 
they come here in good faith, intending to make 
this their home, proposing to follow agricultural 
pursuits, making, as I know they do, the best of 
citizens, Lam in favor of extending to them the 
benefits of this law. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I think the 
analogy to which both the gentleman from Iowa 
and the gentleman from Indiana alluded wholly 
fails. Preémption rights are not gifts. They are 
not gratuities. They only afford some facilities 
for settlement. But the lands have to be paid for. 
This is an entirely different thing. If it were not 
too late in the day to go into a discussion of the 
question ef power, I should like to know where 
any Senator will find the power to make a dona- 
tion ad libitum to all the refuse of the Old World that 
may choose to seek this country as an asylum. 
But I will not be guilty of raising the question of 
power at this time, for now we find power to do 
what we desire to do. I have seen no instance to 
the contrary in my experience, which is not now, 
by any means, very short. I shall certainly vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Virginia, 
holding it to be in accordance with sound princi- 
ples and good policy. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, no principle 
of this kind has been established by any previous 
law or action of Congress. What are the induce- 
ments that we are holding out now to foreigners in 
order to get clear of our public lands, and take 
them away from the women and children of this 
country? You extend the time when you will 
grant for three years. During these three years 
the information will go all over the continent of 
Europe. Foreigners will throw themselves into 
your country, and as soon as they land make a 
declaration of intention to become citizens, Be- 
fore the three years expire the whole of your im- 
mense lands will be gone. They will turn loose 
their whole population, and especially their pau- 
per population. Look at the inducements. Three 
hundred and sixty acres of land! For what? 
What service have they rendered to the country? 
Have they served in the defence of the country? 
Have they paid a dollar of taxation? Where do 
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the millions come from that you expend in the 
purchase of these lands? They come from your 
citizens who have been here from the found- 
ation of your Government up. And when the 
land is brought in, scarcely a dollar is returned to 
the Treasury, but itis given away to those who 
come from foreign countries, the only condition 
being that they shall declare their intention to be- 
come citizens. 

Mr. President, this bill will add to these steam- 
ships and their owners an immense fortune in 
transporting men, women,and children. Our sea- 
shores will be covered with foreigners who arrive 
here, and they will make their way to your public 
lands; because the citizen of New Hampshire or 
Georgia, who is fixed to his loeation by birth, be- 
ing stationed there with all the conveniences of 
life around him, with all the advantages which 
have grown up by his industry, cannot leave his 
home. He must stay there, and must pay for 
purchasing the land for the benefit of foreigners. 
1 have looked upon this state of things; and it has 
been to me a most unpleasant source of reflection. 
I repeat what [ have said before, that we proceed 
here too much upon a disposition to gratify those 
whose votes are wanted. The old thirteen States, 
who have done more for this country and more to 
sustain it, with the assistance of the new States, 
since they have come into this Union, pay a great 
| proportion of the expenses, and receive none of 


the benefits of the public lands. The public lands 
are going from us. And.when we-cannot find our 
own countrymen willing to emigrate to Oregon, 
we advertise to the world, and tell people that if 
they come here within three years, from any part 
of this globe—if they only signify their intention 
to become citizens, which they may never con- 
summate, they will get three hundred and sixty 
acres of the public lands. And what is the reason 
which is given for this? It is that you want to 
increase the population of the country, when it is 
increasing with sufficient rapidity. And to in- 
crease it how? By taxing your people to buy 
land to give away to these people—the paupers of 
the world. And if a Senator stands up and speaks 
in favor of the rights of his own countrymen and 
of his own section, he is called illiberal. 

I do not blame my friends from the new States 
for having a disposition to encourage, because they 
settle their States more rapidly. But never en- 
courage them to such an extent as to give them 
privileges which your own native-born citizens 
cannot enjoy. In three years it will be advertised 
in every paper on the continent of Europe; and 
the publication will be circulated most rapidly by 
all persons interested in steam navigation or in sail 
navigation, And why? In order that they may 
load their ships with the paupers of Europe; and 
the governments of Europe will even make an ap- 
propriation to get the paupers away from them, 
when they are to be provided for in this asylum of 
the whole world with three hundred and sixty 
acres of land, merely by making a declaration of 
intention to become a citizen. 

Mr. President, we ought to consider these things. 
We ought to act upon them. And no gentleman 
ought to consider me illiberal in relation to foreign- 
ers. Itis notso. I descend immediately from a 
foreigner. ButI have no idea of oppressing our 
people for the benefit of the population which is 
induced to come to this country. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Georgia is 
entirely mistaken about this bill. The title to the 
land in the foreigner cannot be completed until his 
naturalization is completed. 

Mr. BENTON. That is just what I was going 
to say. 

Me. DAWSON. What limit is there as to th 
time? How long will it take for the purpose of 
taking out naturalization papers? 

Mr. BENTON. Five years. 

Mr. DAWSON. From the time that he signi- 
fies his intention to becomea citizen of the United 
States? 

Mr. BENTON. He cannot obtain a patent until 
he has been in the United States five years. 

Mr. DAWSON. But he can hold the land until 
the five years come round. 

Mr. MASON. As the bill now stands in that 
section, all who are citizens of the United States 
may partake of this bounty; but he must be 
a citizen of the United States to enable him to do 
so. The Senator from Indiana is mistaken in say- 
ing that the provision will exclude all who are for- 
eign born. he bill admits all who are citizens of 
the United States; but if that amendment is not 
adopted, one who is not a citizen of the United 
States will go upon the public lands and receive a 
donation from it, and enjoy it as hisown. Now, 
the naturalization laws require not only a prelim- 
inary declaration to become a citizen, and he 
cannot become a citizen until five years have ex- 
pired, but he must, atthe end of the five years, bring 
evidence that he has conducted himself asa good 
and orderly citizen; he must have evidence fur- 
nished of his good character. The policy of the 
naturalization laws will not admit those to citizen- 
ship who have not acquired such a character as 
will enable their neighbors to say that they will 
be good citizens. Yet the bill, in the face of that, 
will allow any one to receive a donation of these 
lands. > 

Sir, I have no hostility whatever to naturalized 
citizens. I welcome all alike, if they have com- 
plied with the law so that they may stand on an 
equal footing. Let them enjoy the land if it is to 
be giver away; but till they do become citizens, I 
see no propriety im it. 

Mr. FELCH. I merely desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a provision contained in the 
4th section of the bill, in the 34th line. Itis there 
provided: 

«That no alien shali be entitled to a patent to land, do- 
nated by this act, until he shall have produced to the eur- 
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veyor general of Oregon record evidence that his nat- 
uralizatron as a citizen of the United States has been 
completed.” 


This provision of course covers the very case 
intended by the motion to strike out, proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia. The title of the alien 
to the land cannot be perfected until his naturaliza- 
tion has been completed. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I rose to make an inquiry of 
ps: acquainted with the details of this bill. 

understand that a party who has made a decla- 
ration of his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States is entitled to take three hundred and 
twenty acres of land. He may take possession of 
it, and enjoy it; but he cannot obtain his patent 
until he has become a citizen. Now, I wish to 
know if there is any time limited in the bill within 
which he is required to execute his intention to 
become a citizen? If not, he hasa title which is 
perfect, whether he obtains a patent or not. Fask 
for information, 

If that question cannot be answered so as to re- 
move the objection which necessarily results from 
a statement of fact, then the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Virginia ought to receive the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. FELCH. There is not any limitation as 
to time in the bill. The two portions of the bill 
are to be construed together. {t is manifest that 
the title would not be perfect untit a patent has 
issued, because the issue of the patent is provided 
for by the full and perfect right of the person oc- 
cupying the premises. Although he might have 


possession, he could not exercise the usual rights | 


of ownership. He could not have a perfect title 
go as to convey the land until his naturalization is 
completed. 

Mr. BERRIEN. If there be no limitation as 
to time, as the Senator from Michigan says, within 
which this declaration of intention must be carried 
into execution; if he be permitted, upon a mere dec- 
laration of that intention, to be put in possession 
of land, he bas an avaclute title in which no law 
can disturb him. But whatever right of posses- 
gion he has, as there is no limitation to the transfer, 
he may transfer it to another. fhad supposed, 
when the motion was first made, that there was 
some specification of a time within which the natu- 
ralization must be perfected. But, suppose the 
five years should ran out which are provided by 
the naturalization law, and the party should apply 


to become a citizen and his application should be | 


rejected by the court, on the ground that there 


was not sufficient evidence that he was worthy of | 


being naturalized, it would still be in his power to 
renew his application; so that one of two things 
ought to occur: either the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia ought to prevail, or there 
should bea prescribed limit, within which the ori- 
ginal declaration of intention should be carried into 
execution. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I do not think the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia ought to 
prevail under any circumstances. | made the as- 
sertion when | was up before, that the language of 
this bill was precisely the language used in the last 
preémption law which was passed by Congress. 
it will be borne in mind by all who are familiar 
with the matter, that there never was any require- 
ment that a foreigner, on coming here, should even 
file any declaration of his intention to become a 
citizen, until the enactment of the law of 1841. 
The tenth section of that law enacts: 


«That from and after the passage of this act, every person 
being the head of a family, or widow, or single man, over. 


the age of twenty-one years, and being a citizen of the 
United States, or having filed his declaration of intention to 
become a citizen, as required by the naturalization laws, 
who since the first day of June, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
forty, has made or shall hereatier make a settlement in per- 
sou on public tands,” Sc. 

That was the first time in the history of the 
legislation of this country, with reference to the 
public lands, that the settler was required to de- 
clare his intention to become a citizen. Sir, I 
know that E have myself, as register of the land 
office, granted hundreds of preémption rights to 
foreigners who settled in Iowa, according to the 
provisions of this law, but who never declared 
their intention of becoming citizens of the United 
S:ates; and they were as good citizens and as 
good men as ever settled in the United States. 
More than that, I know that those who set- 
tled in Wisconsin in 1831 and 1832 were many 
of them Irishmen who never knew that they were 
required to file their intentions to become citizens; 


and yet these men fattened the land with their 
blood, paid taxes, worked the roads, and did 
everything that any citizens of the United States 
could do. 

I hope this new and anomalous amendment will 
not prevail. 

Mr. CASS. I do not see in this bill any limita- 
tion as to time; but as a practical measure it ap- 
pears to me to be one of the most useless. Here 
you require a foreigner to make a declaration of 
his intention to become a citizen of the United 
States. He goes upon a piece of land and gets 
possession, and begins to make his improvements. 
Now, J ask the Senator from Georgia if he sup- 
poses there will be one case in ten thousand in 
which a man will not only file his declaration but 
complete his naturalization? He will do it in order 
to perfect his title, if for no other reason. We all 
know that foreigners do not rely upon possessory 
titles, or upon the construction which lawyers may 
give to an act of Congress. The foreigner wants 
his patent with the big seal upon it, so that he can 
have the satisfaction of knowing that he is secure. 
Where is the man who, after having made his im- 
provements, would not be anxious to take out his 
patent? He would be instigated by his possession 
of the land to complete his naturalization, and 
above all by the desire to perfect his title. I have 
no objection to a limitation; but I really see no 
useful end that it will accomplish. 

Mr. BERRIEN. | desire to say a single word 
for the purpose of noticing the want of analogy 
between the right granted in this case and the 
right of preémption. This is a bounty, a dona- 
tion. The party acquires his possessory title 
simply by the act of declaring his intention, which 
he may or may not execute, retaining for an un- 
limited time that possessory title. The Senator 
from Michigan tells me that there is no objection 
to this limitation of time, but that practically there 
is no use in it, because the parties will in all 
cases endeavor to obtain their patents. It seems 
not to be understood by the Senator from Michi- 
gan, judging from the remark he has made, that a 
possessory title is an available title, and cannot be 
disturbed, Ido not know whether this is gener- 
ally understood in the Western country, but I 
suppose the people understand their rights there as 
weil as the people elsewhere. But the argument 
is founded upon this fact, that heretofore persons 
who have settled upon the public lands, have been | 
anxious to perfect their titles by the obtaining of 
patents. No doubt persons who go upon the pub- 
lic lands, exercising the rights given them by the 
preémption law, would beanxious to perfect their 
titles, because they have paid their money for the 
lands. It is a privilege of purchase which is given 
to the preémptioner. But the proposition em- 
braced in this bill is a. mere privilege of accepting 
bounty, and by it men will save their money. If 
they had paid their money for the land, that would 
be an evidence of their intention to carry out their į 
declaration. If a man comes and takes land and 
pays for it under requirements of the preémption 
law, that is an evidence of his intention; but if || 
you allow a man to go upon the soil and have a 
good title without paying anything for it, you | 
leave him without any limits as to time when that | 
declaration shall be perfected. | 

ap | 
| 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the | 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. MASON. [ask for the yeas and nays on | 
the amendment. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
Mr. SEWARD. I shall vote against this ; 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia, as 1 | 
am sure every -Senator would who might have . 


taken the trouble to go into the Western States 
and see how they are colonized. I shall refer to | 
Wisconsin for illustration. I think it is now four- |! 
teen years since the State of Wisconsin, or what | 
is now the State of Wisconsin, contained a pop- ii 
ulation of only abont five thousand souls, then | 
organized as a Territory, together with lowa, under | 
the care of the honorable Senator [Mr. Dopce] | 
as its Governor. In the space of fifteen years i 
Wisconsin has grown to be a State, numbering | 
four hundred thousand people, which is a popula- 
tion nearly equal to one seventh part of the popu- 
lation of the greatest State in the Union. Any 
person who has visited that region cannot have 
failed to see that, in all which goes to constitute 
the elements of political strength and wealth, of 
moral and political power, it is worthy of being | 
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| Bell, Berrien, 
| Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Greene, Hu 
| gum, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Spruance, 


yanked among the most prosperous and happy 
communities in the world. 

Now, sir, l think if a census were taken so as to 
discriminate between those of foreign birth, and 
those who are natives of the United States, there 
would be found among the whole population of 
Wisconsin one half who by birth are* foreigners. 
And yet I think no community on earth shows 
more of industry and thrift, and gives higher evi- 
dence of social improvement and of republican 
loyalty and patriotism. His upon such observa- 
tions as these that | have adopted the conclusion, 
that the welfare of this country required that the 
invitation, if I may call it so, should be freely ex- 
tended to foreigners, and that the privilege should 
be allowed to them as well as to our own citizens 
to fill up the lands of the West, and that the more 


speedily they shall be so filled up the better. 
Mr. BADGER, Itis not the purpose of this 


amendment to make any discrimination between 
the inhabitants of this country on account of their 
birthplace. Thatis not the object. It looks to 
no such thing. It cannot be interpreted to mean 
any such thing. The only purpose of the amend- 
ment is to confine the bounty which is intended to 
be given to the citizens of the United States. With 
reference to their birthplace, they are all upon an 
equal footing the moment they consummate their 
allegiance to this Government. . That is the object 
of the amendment, and not to make any invidious 
discrimination between persons born on the soit 
and persons born elsewhere, and becoming com- 
mon fellow-citizens with those born on the soil. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are two sectiona 
in this bill which ought to be noticed. “The fourth 
section gives to foreigners who are now located in 
the Territory of Oregon the land which it provides 
for actual settlers. They are entitled to all the 
benefit which any other person derives who has 
been subjected to all the disadvantage of commen- 
cing an early settlement in that Territory. Now, 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia does 
not propose to interfere with that section. It leaves 
the foreigners now ir the Territory to enjoy the 
benefit of the fourth section of the bill, It is the 
fifth section to which the amendment of the Sena- 
tor applies; and that is, to authorize ail those who 
may hereafter become quasi citizens, who may 
emigrate from the Old World and settle in this, and 
make their declaration to become citizens—it is to 
authorize them to receive a tract of land, provided 
they will go hereafter and locate themselves there, 

Now, L am not willing to give that bounty to 
those who hereafter may come to the country and 
immigrate there. 1 am willing to let those who 
are now in the country have the benefit of the 
fourth section, because of the difficulties they have 
had in getting there and in settling themselves in 
a wild country; but to hold out a bounty in behalf 
of those who may come to the country from Eu- 
rope in preference to our own citizens, giving them 
equal advantages, and_thus opening the doors of 
the poor-houses of all Europe to flood us with their 
paupers, is a proposition that I cannot agree to. 
Lt offers too strong an inducement for foreign cor- 
porations to provide the means of emigration for 
these people who are to receive a bounty when 
they come here. To this I am opposed. I wish 
a distinction to be drawn between the fourth sec- 
tion, which gives to those people who went there 
early, and before the country was settled, the ad- 
vantages which this bill provides, and the fifth 
section, which opens so wide adoor for the ad- 
mission of paupers from Europe hereafter. We 
ought to close that door; and I think we may as 
weil close it now as at any other time. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 


ment, with the following result: 

VEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachuseus, Davis of 
Huuter, King, Man- 
Turney, 
Underwood, and Wales—23. 

NAYS— Messrs. Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Dongias Felch, Foote, 


| Frémont, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Norris, Rusk, Seward, 


hields, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Walker, Whitcomb, Win- 
throp, and Yulee—25, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. {| will now offer an amendment, 
to which I presume there will be no objection. 
The gold region extends into Oregon, and l pre- 
sume it is not the purpose of the Senate to grant 
the mineral lands in these proposed bounties. E 
propose to except them. The amendment 1 offer 
is this: 
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granted under the provisions of tiis act.” 

I presume it was intended to grant agricultural | 
and not mineral lands. I propose to have it come | 
in at the end of the section. 

Mr. FELCH. The last section of the bill is 
precisely like that amendment, except that it is a 
little broader. [t is— 

t That no mineral lands, nor lands reserved for salines, 
shall be liable to any claim under and by virtue of the pro- 
visions of this act.” 

Mr. YULEE. Ido not understand that to be 
a provision covering the same class of cases as my 
amendment relates to. If the Senator will look 
at the provision of the law, he will find it makes 
provision fora class of claims which have been 
retained under the name of grants in this act. The 
provision of the committee in the bill has reference || 
to those claims. Now, the amendment which I |: 
propose has reference to grants which we now f 


« Provided, ‘hat no mineral lands shall be located or | 
t 


$ 
i 
H 


make, and not to existing claims. At all events, 
if the proposition of the committee is the same, | 
they can have no objection to this amendment, || 
because it will cover the whole case. 

Mr. BRIGHT. To save time, I hope the 
amendment may be adopted. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to offer two amend- 
ments to this bill. I move to strike out, in the 
fourth section and fourteenth line, the words “ three 
hundred and twenty,” and insert in lieu thereof |} 
the words * one hundred and sixty.’ And also | 
in the same section, te strike out in the eighteenth 
line the words ‘six hundred and forty,” and in- |} 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘eight hundred.” 

My object, Mr. President, is to give to those 
settlers who were in Oregon prior to the passage of 
this act eight hundred acres of land, and to the 
settlers hereafter, and prior to the year 1853, as I 
think the bill is now amended, one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. The reason is obvious. If 
there be any just claim to this grant on the part of | 
any settlers, itis on the part ofthose who first settled | 
the Oregon Territory. F think the giving of dona- | 
tions of land now, for the purpose of inducing fur- 
therseulements in that Territory, will fail to secure | 
the object. It is a well-known fact thata common i 
laborer in the Territory of Oregon getsat this time |; 
higher wages than anywhere else, except it be in 
California. A field hand gets four dollars a day, 
and the commonest mechanic gets eight dollars a 
day, and everything in that Territory bears a pro- 
portion to that. ‘Then there is no necessity to hold | 
out any inducement to new settlers, in the shape of ; 
land, in order to lead them to go to Oregon. The | 
time was when this necessity did exist, and when |! 


this Government failed to hold out that induce- | 
ment. If there ever was a time when it was the || 
duty of the Government to hold out an inducement | 
to settle there, it was when our title to the Territory ji 
was in dispute with the British Government. But 
that time has passed. The early settlers of Ore- | 
gon, from 1842 up to the date of the treaty of | 
‘Washington, are those who deserve the favor and `| 
bounty of this Government. ‘There was a reason | 
and there is a reason why they should receive 
eight hundred acres of land. 1 would be willing 
myself to double it; and then they would not be 
compensated for the trials that they underwent and 
the privations they endured. But now, when the 
Territory of Oregon is settled in part, when all : 
these dangers have been surmounted, when, as I |! 
observed before, inducements to go therc are greater |. 
than they are to go to any other place on earth, 
except. perhaps California, where is the necessity 
or reason for holding out this inducement of three 
hundred and twenty acres of land? The induce- 
ments aside from that are ample. But, in defer- |: 
ence to the views of my friends, I am willing to |; 
grant them one hundred and sixty acres,as my |. 
amendment proposes, and that there may be no | 
less land given away, I propose to add what is}: 
dedusted from this amount to the quantity to be ` 
given to the old settlers in the Territory of Oregon, |: 
who deserve it. i 

The question was then taken on the first amend- | 
ment, to strike out “three hundred and twenty”? :: 
and insert “one hundred and sixty,” and a divis- 
ion being had, there were—ayes 17, noes 25. 

So the amendment was rejected. ‘| 

Mr. ATCHISON. I still insist that the ques- |: 
tion be taken on my motion to add one hundred © 
and sixty acres to the six hundred and forty, so ;; 
as to make the grant to the old settlers eight hun- | 
dred acres. i 


i 
; 
| 
| 
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The question was then taken upon the second 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would inquire whether the 
question may not be taken on the adoption of all 
the amendments proposed in committee at one 
time. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no desire to 
have them separated, the vote can be taken on all 
the amendments at once. 

There being no objection, the question was ta- 
ken, and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. WALKER. I offer an amendment to the 
bill, which is to add to the end of it several addi- 
tional sections. I desire it may be read. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope there is no necessity 
for reading that amendment. It has been long 
before the Senate in a printed form, and I believe 


| Senators are all well acquainted with its provis- 
| ions. 


Mr. FOOTE. I rise to a point of order, and 
that is, that I think the amendment iš not germane 
to the bill.under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT, The amendment is ger- 
mane to the bill. It is in relation to the disposi- 
tion of the public lands in Oregon. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Sec. —. Beit enacted, &e., That the public Jands of the 


United States, not reserved for forts, arsenals, dock-yards, | 


navy-yards, or other needful buildings, or special purposes, 
or appropriated for other special uses, except such as are 
known to contain mines of the precious or gross metals, or 


precious stones, he, and the same are hereby, ceded and 


| granted to the several and respective States in which the 


same do lie: Provided, however, That none of the said lands 
shall vest in either of the said States until the Legistature 
thereof shall provide hy law and enact the following provis- 
ions and stipulations, to operate, and be deemed and taken 
asa solemn and inviolable compact between such Siate and 
the Government of the United States, to wit: 


First. That such State will grant and convey the land, so | 


ceded to it, to actual occupants only, of the land to be con- 
veyed, in a quantity, to each ocenpant, not exceeding one 


hundred and sixty acres, or a quarter section, as near as may |; 


be, for the cost of survey, transfer, and procuring mani- 
ments of title merely, not excecding, in each case, the 
sum of five dollars: Such occupant in every ease to be a 
citizen of the United States, or 2 person who has declared 
his or her intention to become such, according to the lav 
of the United States, the head of a family, or having reached 
the age of twenty-one years; and in each case a person 


who is not the owner of other land in the United States, the Í 
quantity of which, together with that to be granted, would į; 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres or less, as the quantity i 


may he limited by such State. 


Second. ‘Chat the land so to be granted to any such aceu- į 


pant shall be and remain forever exempt from forced sale, 
extent, or levy, on execution or decree, from or by any court 
of law or equity. 


Third. That any such grantee, his heirs, devisees, or gran- | 
į tees, shall be forever prohibited from alienating 


or conve 


ing the land, or any part thereof, so to him granted, to any | 


person Or corporation which owns or would thereby be- 
come the owner of more Jand than the quantity limited by 


i such State as aforesaid; and, if a married man, without |: 


the voluntary consent of the wife given in the deed of con- 


! veyance. 


Fourth. That such State will require the occupancy afore- 


said to be manifested by an actual residence upon, and enl- | 
tivation of, a partof the land to be conveyed, for at leastone | 
year previous to any conveyance to such occupant, which i 
; residence and cultivation, with the other requisites of a |; 
; grantee as aforesaid, shall be proved, by the eath or afirma- 


ion of two credible Witnesses, before conveyance 


he centre of each township. The section so reserved for 
village purposes to be laid out into building lots, parks, and 
public graunds, the building lots to be granted to actual oc- 
cupants only, not exceeding one lot to each, in the same 
manner and on the same conditions as the agricnitural lands 


are to be granted: Provided, That the same individual shall i 


in no case receive a grant of both a village lot and agricul- 
tural fand: And provided, also, Thatif there shall he impor- 
tant water-power in any township, the reservation of one sec- 


tien for village purposes may be so made as to embrace such if 


water-power, and which water-power may be so improved 
for the use of the village and neighborhood, as the State may 
provide or direct. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That as soon as practi- 
cable after the President shalt bave been officially notified 
that any or either of the said States has made the provisions 
and stipulations aforesaid, it shall be H iy to se 
made o t, and properly certified, copies of all treatie: 
plats, records, surveys, field notes. or other muniments or 


evidences of title to the land in such Staies, and to torward |} 
' the same to the marshal of the proper State, whose duty it i! 
shall be to deliver the same to the Governor of such Stare, | 
_ upon receiving, for the use of the United States, ibe cost of i 
transcribing and making such copies, and the tranamission 


thereof as aforesaid. 


Sec. 3. .2nd be it further enacted, That from and afier the |; 
delivery of such copies as aforesaid, all acts of Congress jn- | 

: consistent with or repugnant to this act shall stand and be |! 
repealed; and all right, tide, and interest of the United ! 


Statesto and in thesaid jands shall cease, and the same shall 
vestin such State. 


Mr. WALKER. I simply wish to say that I 
offered to the bill certain restrictions with regard 


Fifth, That such State will reserve one section for school r 
nd one section for village purposes, as near as may he to |; 


to these grants. Some gentlemen objected, saying 
that it was not the right time, and that they were 
ready to grant lands to the settlers of the country 
under proper restrictions, and when the subject 
could be brought before the Senate at a proper 
time. That bill has been published and repub- 
lished many thousand times. It has been can- 
vassed both by the press and the people; and I 
have not in any newspaper seen a single objection 
urged against it, while I have seen many papers 
which accord it a large amount of approbation. I 
hope, now that this bill is before the Senate in re- 
lation to Oregon, that this will not be deemed an 
improper time to make these limitations and re- 
strictions, It is true that [ have an independent 
bill of this kind before the Senate, and I had hoped 
to have a vote upon it this session, but I despair 
| of getting that vote now. I therefore offer this 
amendment to the bill, not with a view to strike at 
the objects of the bill so far as it relates to Oregon, 
but to be added to it. I offer it to add to it the 
provisions of the bill which | offered in relation to 
other States. Gentlemen will now, therefore, have 
an opportunity of giving to the country their opin- 
ion in regard to this matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill until to-morrow, in order 
that the Senate may proceed to the consideration 
of Executive business. 

Several SENATORS. 
on the bill.” 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the Senator will not 

persist in that motion. 
i; Mr. BUTLER. Yes I shall; for I am not will- 
ing to sit here and see this bill made an omnibus 
to carry every kind of bill. 

The question being taken on the motion to post- 
pone, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not propose to inter- 
fere any further with this bill. My only object 
was to get a vote on the amendment I have offered, 
and I ask the Senate to give me the yeas and nays, 

Mr. FOOTE, Let me appeal to the Senator 
from Wisconsin to withdraw that call, There 
are many gentlemen who favor the policy of that 
‘amendment, who will be compelled to vote against 
į it as offered to this bill. They will undoubtedly 
regard it as unreasonable. If, therefore, my 
i; friend from Wisconsin cherishes a proper regard 
{i for his own legislative offspring, he will not en- 
|, danger its existence at this time by asking for the 
|: yeas and nays. Ido hope that he will withdraw 
| his amendment, and offer it at some more appro- 
i 
if 


i 
i 


« No, no, no; take a vote 


priate time, when it may be more matured, and 
more deliberately acted upon. 

Mr. WALKER. I prefer to take the question 

i now. Ifit should be rejected as an amendment, 
i: it will not destroy the measure. It is pending as 
|i an independent bill. 1 hope the Senate will grant 
| the yeas and nays. 
i Mr. FOOTE. k is quite possible that the voting 
on this question may be misconstrued, and that a 
question to which many gentlemen attach much 
importance has been desiberately voted down by 
the American Senate. I hope, therefore, that my 
friend will yet withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I cannot withdraw it. I 

ilam opposed to this partial legislation. If the 
i land is to go to the settlers of the country, let it go 
o the whole of them. That is my doctrine, and 
! Lintend to stand by it, 
! Mr. MANGUM. I consider this a very im- 
| portant question, applying to the whole domain of 
the United States, although, in the growing state of 
: the country, I do not consider it worth the flip of 
ia finger in regard tothe ‘Treasury. 1 hope the 
; yeas and nays will be accorded to the Senator, so 
that we may see whether gentlemen will vote to 
; giveaway without consideration, without argu- 
i ment, the entire public lands of the United States. 
: lam no candidate for the Presidency, and I shall 
i: therefere vote against it. 

Mr. BUTLER. As to the public lands, we all 
know that there is a certain portion of the States 
which, while they are nominally owners of them, 
| never have the value ofa dollar of them given to 
H them. Naw, as this is to be a trial of the speed 
of the gentleman’s horse, I think we may as well 
‘| test the matter now as at any other time. i 
The yeas and nays being ordered, the question 
was taken on the amendment, with the following 
| result: 
| YESS—Messrs, Dodge of Wisconsin, Seward, and 
Waiker—3. 
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NAY*s=-Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Beil, Berrien, Bright, Butler, Cass, Cooper, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Feich, Foote, Fré- 
mont, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Man- 
gum, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Shields. Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Under- 
wood, Wales, Wbitcomb, Winthrop, and Yuice—45. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MASON.. I now renew the amendment 
which I offered when the bill was under consider- 
ation hy the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
which is to strike out from the 5th section the 
words, * or persons who shall have made a decla- 
ration of intention to become such.” 

The yeas and nays being demanded and ordered, 
they were taken with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, Davisof Massachusetts, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dawson, Ewing, Green, Hunter, King, Man- 
gum, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Sebastian, Spruance, ‘Turney, 
Underwood, aud Wales—24. 

NAYS—Messrs, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, Cooper, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Feich, Foote, Frémont, Haulin, Houston, Jones, 
Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, 
Walker, Whitcomb, and Yulee—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. S 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time, and it was decided in the afirm- 


ative, 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The House of Representatives returned to the 
Senate the bill to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for pay and mileage of members of Con- 
gress for.the present session, with a communica- 
tion that the House insists on its third amendment 
in relation to the mileage of Senators and members 
from California, which had been disagreed to by 
the Senate, and asks fora conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, of which man- 
agers had been appointed on its part. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate 
concurred in the appointment of a committee of. 
conference, and Messrs. Dickinson, BENTON, and; 
BapncerR, were appointed managers on its part. j 


SLAVE TRADE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. || 
The bill to suppress the slave trade in the Dis- + 
trict of Columbia was returned from the House of 
Representatives with an announcement that the 
House had passed it without an amendment, 
SWAMP LANDS IN AKANSAS, 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
yesentatives informing the Senate that the House 
had passed the bill to enable the State of Arkansas 
and other States to reclaim the swamp and over- 
flowed lands within their limits, with several amend- 
ments. 

On the motion of Mr. FOOTE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing words in the first section: “known and | 
designated on the plats of the General Land Office 
as swamp jands,” and to insert in lieu thereof the 
words ** made unfit thereby for cultivation.” 

The second amendment was in the fifth line of | 
the fourth section, after the word ‘* swamp,” to in- 
sert the words ‘and overflowed.” 

Mr. FOOTE. These amendments are excellent, | 
and I trust they will be concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope this matter will be : 
permitted to lie over. I wish to look into the sub- 
ject. I move to postpone it till to-morrow. 

Mr. FOOTE. Lhope not. | o: 
necessity for it. If the bill is laid over, 1 know it; 
will cost us a week’s discussion; for I believe this : 
is one of the favorite subjects of the Senator from 
Georgia. The amendments are not very material, 
and only go to attain the ohject of the bill as it; 
was originally explained by those who advocated 
it, and as opposed by those who were hostile to it 
when it was before under consideration by this; 
body. Ihope the Senate will agree to the amend- ! 
ments proposed by the House of Representatives, 
and that the bill may be finally disposed of in this 


way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
will be given to afford an opportunity to look a 
these amendments. When the bill passed the 
Senate before, it was understood that by a refer- : 


ence to the description of what are called swamp |, 


lands, as they are known in the General Land | 
Office, it would be easy to determine what is the 
character of those lands; butif you strike out that 
which the House have struck out, what criterion 


if 


There is really no |. 


I hope that a little time |! 


| have we to determine what are swamp lands? 
Flow shall that be known? Let us take a little 
time to consider these amendments. 

Mr. MANGUM. I understand, Mr. President, 
and | derive my information from a member of 
the other House, who voted for the amendments 
through a mistake—that the practical effect of the 
amendments will be, that instead of having an un- 
erring criterion at the Land Office by which wemay 
designate one quality of land from another, there 
will be included in the Jands to which the amend- 
ments may apply all that may be overflowed once 
in ten years. 

Mr. FOOTE, 
tivation. 

Mr. MANGUM. If that be the case it will 
include those lands in the valley of the Mississippi 
| which are overflowed in the highest freshets. I 
hope the bill will lie over for the present. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. This is a bill 
which has been passed through the Senate. If 
Senators do not understand it now, they should 
have understood it before the bill passed. The 
amendments which have been made by the House 
restrict rather than enlarge the provisions of the 
| bill as it was passed by the Senate. This term, 
* overflowed land,” is a technical expression in 
the Land Office. ft means those lands which the 
surveyor cannot survey on account of its being 
low and marshy, and it is therefore returned by 
the surveyors as ‘‘overflowed,’? That is the 
character of the land which has heretofore been 
granted to the State of Louisiana. In regard to 
that part of Mississippi to which the Senator from 
North Carolina refers, his argument utterly fails 
to apply; because there is no vacant jand there. 
We have land there which overflows in time of 
extreme freshets; but if the Senator should go 
there, and undertake to buy it, he would find that 
he would have to pay fifty or a hundred dollars 
per acre for it. It is all occupied as private prop- 
erty, and I think he must pass the mouth of the 
Arkansas river before he will find one acre of the 
public lands. That is not the character of the land 
to be affected by this bill. Itis the low swamp 
land, remote from the river; that which is not sold 
and probably will not be sold. It is upon the 
smaller streams in the interior. I think it may be 
that a better class of lands would be included by 
the phrase “swamp lands,” which was adopted 
by the Senate; as it is a phrase of much larger 
construction than the phrase ** overflowed lands.” 
These are lands which have never been surveyed, 
and which the Government never attempts to sur- 
vey. {see no good reason why, if the Senate 
were well advised when the bill was passed before, 
we should hesitate about concurring in the amend- 
ments which have been made by the House, as 
they rather restrict the bill which we passed. 

Mr. MANGUM. Hiis precisely for the reason 
| intimated by the Senator from Mississippi that 1 
desire further consideration of this matter; because 
I do not understand these technicalities, and the 
localities, quite so well as those who live on the 
banks of the Mississippi. 1 will, therefore, if the 
motion be in order, move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, inasmuch as 
there is a difference of opinion among gentlemen 
with regard to the effect of the amendments. 

Mr. HALE. When this bill was before the 
Senate | made some opposition to it; and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, not now present, referred to 
the very words which the House of Representa- 
tives have stricken out as the thing which made 
the bill definite, and enabled the Senate to see 
what they were voting away. The objection 
which I made was, that the provision of the bill 
was so indefinite that we did not know what we 
were giving away—whether one, two, or ten mil- 
lions of acres. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Will the Senator 
from New Hampshire read the words which the 
House of Representatives have stricken out? 

Mr. HALE. They propose to strike out of the 
first section the words ‘ known and designated in 
the plats of the General Land Office as swamp 
lands;” and the Senator from Arkansas said that 
: these lands were designated on the plats in the 
! Land Office. We know now that the House of 
Representatives have stricken out every clue which 
we had, whereby we might know what we were 
| voting away. There is nothing to ascertain what 
‘these lands are. There is no criterion given; the 


It says lands not subject to cul- 


| whole is loose and indefinite, and uncertain; and 
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the subsequent section applies to all the States as- 
the first one applies to the State of Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is to post- 
pone the consideration of this matter until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. DAWSON. _I withdraw that motion. 

Fhe PRESIDENT. Then the question is on 
the motion of the Senator. from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Maneum,] to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BENTON. I beg to say a word in an- 
swer to the Senator from New Hampshire. 1 know 
what has been the practice with regard to these 
lands. 1 know that the surveyors are required to 
note everything in their field notes relating to the 
character of the lands they survey, and they spe- 
cify what lands are swamp lands. There is made 
to every land office a return by the public officers, 
upon oath, of the lands that are overflowed. 
Upon these returns therefore, the grants are made 
certain. 1 know, living as I did at St. Louis at the 
time there was an office of the Surveyor Generał 
there, to whom the returns were made by his dep- 
uties, that it was a common thing for them to sur- 
vey down in Arkansas, and in the southern part 
of Missouri, and when making their returns with 
respect to the lands in Missouri, to make a return 
that they could not survey such and such lands, 
because they were overflowed. There is evidence 
in every land office from which it can be precise- 
ly ascertained what land is overflowed. It is an 
old subject with me. For more than twenty years 
I have known lands surveyed in the State of Mis- 
souri to be returned as swamp lands. But, sir, E 
believe it to be both just and good policy that the 
United States should part with these lands for the 
benefit of the States in which they are located. In 
their present condition they are the fruitful gene- 
rators of disease, and they afford protection to the 
wild animals which resort to them. 1 think it is 
highly important that these lands should pass out 
of the hands of the United States. | argued all this 
more than twenty years ago; and now it will be 
seen that Senators have brought it up again, in the 
first instance applying it to their own States; but 
we have made it general, applying it to all the 
States. 

Mr. FELCH. I was not present when this bill 
passed the Senate, but | was present on the Com- 
mittee of Public Lands at the time it underwent 
the consideration of that committee, and I wish to 
state one word in reference to this amendment as it 
now comes from the House of Representatives. 
After the bill had passed the Senate, my attention 
was called by a nember of the Land Office to the 
fact that this bill would not correspond entirely 
with the evidence in the Land Office of the charac- 
ter of the lands. Some time ago an inquiry was 
made through one of the branches of Congress— 
l do not now remember which—directing the at- 
tention of the office to the entries of the swamp and 
overflowed lands. It seemed that although the 
field notes of the surveyors always exhibited the 
character of the land, as to what was covered 
with timber, what with water, and so on, yet 
these notes were not always entered upon the plats. 
The plats, therefore, were not perfected, and it 
was necessary to make them correspond with 
those in the Jocal land offices, so thatinguiries in 
regard to them might be answered. They, there- 
fore, transferred these notes to the plats in the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and they have now obtained all 
the information which is necessary to enable them 
to determine the precise character of these lands, 
and the extent of the application of this bill. One 
of the officers in the department having charge of 
the public lands called upon me, and informed me 
that the words in the bill as it passed the Senate 
did not in a sufficiently accurate manner refer to 
the evidence on file in the office, and he at the 
same time suggested that the department would 
communicate with the committee in the House 
of Representatives having charge of the bill, and 
see that the language should correspond with 
the evidence on the plats. This is, | suppose, the 
reason of the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. DAVIS. I find, in the amendment made 
by the House of Representatives, that the words 
referred to exclude the character of lands called 
“ú swamp lands’? which are not overflowed, and 
restrict those lands to such as are both swamp and 
overflowed lands. That is the restriction to which 
l referred a few moments ago. It is those lands 
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which are swamp lands and are also overflowed, 
and which are thereby made unfit for cultivation. 
I presume that whoever inserted this amendment 
must have been familiar with the subject. It is 
true that lands which are sometimes overflowed 
are frequently of great value, and are often made 


available for cultivation, and become plantations. | 


It may be that some one advised of this state of 


things has suggested this amendment. I do not! 
place to which this term “over-. 


know of any 
flowed,” as understood by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, could apply, except to the lower Mississippi, 
and I know that the lands there are all taken up. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think the whole of this 
subject lies within a very small compass. ‘Ihe 
billas amended by the House is intended to ac- 
complish precisely what was desired by some Sen- 
ators when the bill was before the Senate. The 
only change is the employment of a different de- 
scriptive term as applied toa certain class of lands. 
There are two classes of lands. The term “swam 
lands” was used in the bill as it passed this body. 
The House substituted another term, which em- 
braced all the land unfit for cultivation and over- 
flowed; all of which was before embraced in the 
bill under other descriptive terms. % W hen the bill 
went to the House, their attention was called to 
the fact, by some of the officers in the Land Office, 
that the term was not sufficiently definite, and the 
consequence was that a new descriptive term was 
substituted. The first amendment will embrace 
all swamp lands, and the second those lands which, 
though not swamp lands, are yct overflowed so as 
to be unfit for cultivation. All lands habitually 
wet are termed swamp lands, and are so filed in 
the notes of the surveyor at the time he takes his 
notes. By these field notes they are clearly desig- 
nated, by descriptive marks, as overflowed lands. 
I hope the Senate will agree to concur in the 
amendments, as they accomplish just what some 
Senators desired to ‘have done when the bill was 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. I think the Senator from Ar- 
kansas is mistaken in supposing that objection is 
taken to the phraseology substituted by the House. 
The objection is not whether that is more or less 
correct as a term to describe the land. The dif- 
culty is this: This bill is a present grant of certain 
lands to the States. Now, does the bill ascertain 
what lands are granted? ‘The gentleman says that 
they are swamp or overflowed lands. Who is to 
say what are swamp or overflowed lands? This 
is not for the purpose of making an arrangement 
in order to provide for making grants of land here- 
after, but it is a present grant of lands. Now, as 
the bill passed the Senate, that grant was accom- 
panied by certain specifications in one of the pub- 
lic offices of the country, by which it might be 


ascertained what were the lands granted. Ag the ; 


bill comes from the House, all this is left entirely 
indefinite and uncertain, and there is no rule given 
in the bill by which we can ascertain what is 
granted to the States. Suppose the States make a 
grant of some of these lands which pass to them 
by this act of Congress. How is it to be ascer- 
tained whether the land is of a character which 
will authorize the State to make the grant? This 
is a matter which will have to be determined by 
testimony, and it will depend on the opinion of 
witnesses whether the land belongs to the class 
described by the biH. As we passed the bill, it 


1 
was only necessary to refer to the offices to find 


out what was swamp land. 
Mr. BELL. If i were to oppose this amend- 


ment, it might be supposed that I did so on grounds ; 


that were of a local and selfish character. I want 
to appeal to my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Davis,] as he is a scientific man, to know what 
will be the effect on some of the interests that I 
represent on this floor if these amendments be con- 
curred in. I ask his serious attention to it. Sir, 
either this grant of land will be of no benefit to the 
public or to the navigation of the Mississippi, or 
else it will be of great benefit both to the public, so 
far as the interests of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi are concerned, and the productiveness of the 
land on the borders of that river. But that benefit 
can only be secured in one way, and that is by 
building levees upon the banks of the Mississippi, 
so as to make these lands valuable; and if the 
lands granted to the States will not pay for build- 
ing these levees, they will be worth nothing to the 
States, edie es 
Now, I want the Senator from Mississippi to 


i 


|; nessee, it was all located, and much of it without 


; visions of this bill the United States 


Bottom, between the St, 
Bippi, shali be left unprotected, in pursuance of the 


| feet, yet they have been all 


say what will be the effect resulting to a section of 
country on the Mississippi river if what is called 
the American Bottom is leveed, and the opposite 
bank, on the Missouri side, and then the Arkansas 

Francis and the Missis- 


grant made to the State of Arkansas? No matter 
whether the Mississippi be leveed or not, what 
will be the effect on the intermediate country of 
about one hundred miles in extent, where one 
bank shall be leveed and the other left unpro- 
tected ? . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I would say that 
the question involves a very wide topic, and one 
about which men differ perhaps as much as almost 
any other subject that could be proposed. If the 
gentleman values my opinion, I have no difficulty 
in answering that I believe it would raise the wa- 
ters and tend to overflow the unprotected lands. 

Mr. BELL. I think it becomes my colleague 
and myself to look to the condition of that country 
which will be thus exposed for nearly a hundred 
miles—the whole of it from a little place called 
Randolph to the Chickasaw flats. An immense 
country will be thus overflowed, in consequence of 
the diligence and better fortune of our neighbors 
of Arkansas, who have these public lands. 

1 am aware that unless the waters are fenced 
out, the lands proposed to be granted to the States 
of Arkansas and Mississippi will be of no value, 
either to those States or to the country, and they 
can only be fenced out by the mode proposed; and 
it would be very unwise policy in the Government 
to hold on to these lands, unless they contemplate 
some future improvement by which they may be 
made productive. But we should consider that 
along the lines of Arkansas, Missouri, Mississip- 
pi, and Louisiana, there is an immense quantity of | 
land that may be redeemed by the skilful applica- | 
tion of these public lands, and made available for 
the purposes of culture. We should consider, 
also, that here is another part of the country that 
will have no protection afforded to it by the wis- 
dom and liberality of the Government. Here is a 
strip of country of about a bundred miles in ex- 
tent, left entirely unprotected, and from which you | 
can only atan immense cost fence out the water 
which will thus be thrown upon it. That, it is į 
true, is a local interest; and it is also true that it 
would be almost impossible to concentrate public 
sentiment to such an extent as to protect it, 1 
want my friend from Kentucky to remember that 
he is not altogether uninterested in this question. 

The point to which I wish to bring the attention 
of the Senate is, whether this is a case in which 
the benefit of these appropriations should be con- 
fined to the States in which the lands lie, or wheth- 
er they should not be extended to the unprotected 
lands on the Mississippi river, without adhering 
too closely to the policy of only appropriating these 
lands to certain States? Is not this a case in which 
the tiberality and justice of Senators from other 
States might well be appealed to? In the State of 
‘Tennessee, the lands on the borders of the Mis- 
Sissippi river were located when it was not known 
whether the waters of the Mississippi overflowed 
them, and rendered them unfit for cultivation or 
not. Although in many places these lands are over- 
flowed sometimes to the depth of ten or fifteen 
appropriated. Jt was 
Supposed that every foot of land on the bank of the 
Mississippi was so fertile, that in the State of Ten- 


any actual examination by the purchasers. [think 
that we have a right to appeal to the Senate and 
to Congress to extend-a portion of the proceeds of | 
these lands to those unprotected sections of Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee, which include about one | 
hundred and thirty miles in extent. 

Now, } have to say with regard to the other 
question, } will be just and candid. By the pro- 
will not be 
robbed of one acre of land which will be valuable, 
uniess these improvements are made. There is | 
no scientific agriculturist, no corn, or Cotton, or 
sugar planter on the Mississippi, who does not 
know that the most valuable lands there are those 
that are sometimes overflowed. But if there be 
any means provided in this bill to ascertain that 
these lands cannot be cultivated at all, then this 
leveeing will not be carried on; but if these im- 
provements are made, there will be an immense 


i ferred to, address themselves to that 


| report from the General Land 


quantity of land of this description redeemed; some 
of the richest lands on the face of the earth, if the 


waters could be kept from deluging them in the 
freshets of Spring and Winter. Lam willing that 
this work should be carried on up to the borders 
of the State of Tennessee, should an appropriation 
be made. But I objected two years ago to making 
any appropriation until we could know the mode 
of improvement which was intended, and until an 
inquiry could be. made which would settle the 
question whether the country on the opposite bank 
would be injured. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I agree entirely 
with the Senator from Tennessee that it is unwise 
to press this system of leveeing beyond what we 
have already reached. I have this year endeav- 
ored to obtain an appropriation for a minute sur- 
vey of the delta of the Mississippi. When I 
say we seek for this, it is not that we may increase 
the levee system, but that we may provide the 
means by which the waters of the river may be 
drawn off to the Gulf, so as to reduce the level of 
the river, and not to increase it. The extension 
of the levees everywhere, confining all the waters 
of the stream, would, I have no doubt, raise the 
level of the river. But it does not follow that land 
granted, as is proposed in this bill, will be applied 
for any such purpose. By no means. 1 believe 
that now the people of Louisiana are pretty gen- 
erally conyinced that they require some mode of 
letting the water out of the channel of the river. 
The State engineer has so reported. The resolu- 
tions of the last Legislature, that have been re- 
end, which 
they expected would accomplish the result. 

It does not follow, then, at all, as the Senator 
from Tennessee seems to argue, that this land is 
to be applied to leveeing the Mississippi. -ft may 


| be applied to cutting out new channels on the 


right and on the lefi, to carry water out of the 
main channel of the river, to act as waste-weirs 


| whenever the river reaches a height above the 
i level of the land. 
| granted, they will levee the water out to the whole 


In Arkansas, I take it for 


extent of their river. The honorable Senator from 
Tennessee knows that is not very great. They 
will have no opportunity to levee much. Tt would 
be only that which passes across the Arkansas 
river which would pass down the bayous into the 
Gulf without returning. Ido not think, therefore, 
that the leveeing which might be done in Arkan- 
sas would be very material, unless it should be ex- 
tended to the Missouri. 

Mr. BELL. That is what I was afraid of. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. But that would 
be more than counteracted if a general system were 
adopted by which water was to be taken off the 
river whenever it reached a certain height. That 
plan might be applied in Mississippi and Upper 
Louisiana, and particularly in Lower Louisiana. 
If extensively applied in Lower Louisiana, the 
danger of an overflow would probably be removed, 
or at least greatly reduced. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I will read the 
resolution which I submitted on the 2lst day of 
March, 1826. It contains a description of ‘the 
kind of ground which ought to be covered by the 
terms of this bill. It is more accurate than any 


bill details. 1 will read the resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the President be requested to cause a 
Office to be laid betore the 
Senate at the commencement of the next stated session of 
Congress, showing, as nearly as can be ascertained, from sure 
veys heretofore made, and from other information, the quan- 
tides and locations of so much of the public lands of the 
United States in the States of Missouri and illinois, as may 
be unfit for cultivation on account of being wet and marshy 
or subject to inundation from the overflowing of the rivers, 
or covered with standing water in Ponds or lakes.” 


That resolution was adopted by the Senate and 
was answered by the Surveyor General for Mis- 
souri and Illinois, then Colonel McRea. And 
upon that information, thus obtained, | endeavored 
to carry forward measures for ceding these lands, 
thus unfit for cultivation for the reason Stated, to 


| the respective States in which they lay. Accord- 


ing to the report of Colonel 
land in both these States, Missouri and Illinois, 
came under this description. That was almost 
twenty-five years ago. These lands have remained 
in that condition ever since. It has been a 
grand object, a cardinal object, valued by all the 
States on the Mississippi river and its tributaries, 
to have these lands relinquished to the States in 
which they lie, Unless this is accomplished, these 
lands may lie there until doomsday. The United 
States can make no use of them. They are pesti- 
iential to the people of she country. They are 


McRea, a great deal of 
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a refuge for the wild animals that prey upon the 


k of the people of th if DAI 
stoc peop e country. They are | hill, Walden, Wentworth, White, Williams, Wood, Wright, 


impediments to the progress of the people, in go- 
ing from_one part of a State to another. In the 
State of Missouri, there is a great extent of coun- 
try known as the“ Big Swamp.” It is well 
known to the Senators from lowa and Wisconsin. 
It isa great extent of country, a rich country, 


covered with timber, valuable timber, but also | 


covered with water, and which the Government of 
the United States will never reclaim, which will 
be lost to all good uses. It will remain, as it hag 
remained for the last forty years, a loss to the 
State and an injury to the country unless it is put 
iaio the hands of the State. 

In the resolution which I brought forward in 
1826, “ unfit for cultivation” was the leading and 
prominent idea. And ‘unfit’? for the reasons 
which were enumerated, which were, * being wet 
and marshy, or subject to inundation from the 
overflowing of the rivers, or covered with standing 
waters in ponds and lakes, ”? 

I read this, Mr. President, for the purpose of 
showing that this is an old doctrine, and one of 
very great importance to the new States in the 
great West. And Í return my thanks to the Sen- 
ators from Arkansas, and especially to the one 
who is absent, (Mr. Bortanp,] for bringing for- 
ward this measure. I return my thanks to the 
Senators from Arkansas for having brought for- 
ward at this session and obtained the general con- 
sent of the Senate—for I believe there was scarcely 
a dissenting voice here—to making applicable to 
all the States what I brought forward twenty-six 
years ago for the States of Missouri and Illinois. 
i hope they will finally succced. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate then ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, September 18, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. ANDERSON asked the unanimous con- 
sent to introduce a bill “ to amend an act for the 


relief of certain Tennessee volunteers,” approved | 


August 7, 1848, for the purpose of moving its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGE. I believe when the House ad- 
journed yesterday there was a motion pending to 
lay a motion to reconsider on the table. That 


motion is the first business in order, I believe? I) 


call for the regular order. 
Mr. ANDERSON. 


Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARTTER. [ object. 

Mr. INGE. Ihave no objection to the bill of 
the gentleman from Tennessee; but | wish the reg- 
ular order of business. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama does not object. I hope my bill will be re- 
ceived and referred. 


The SPEAKER, Objection is made by other ! 


gentlemen, and the regular order of business is 
called for. 
CHICAGO AND MOBILE RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER announced, as the first busi- 
ness in order, the motion made last evening by the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. BısseLL]} to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill ‘granting the right of way and | 


making agrantof land to the States of Illinois, 
Mississippi, and Alabama, to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile,’’ was 
passed. 

Mr. CLEVELAND asked the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


And the question, ‘* Shall the motion to recon- | 
sider the vote by which the said bill was passed be ; 


laid upon the table?” was then taken, and decided 
i: the affirmative—yeas 88, nays 79; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bay, Bingham, Bokee, Bowlin, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Chester 
Butter. T. B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Chandler, Cling- 
man, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Dickey, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fow- 
ler, Gentry, Gilbert, Gorman, Gott, Green, Grinnell, Hall, 
Hatloway, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Julian, 
Kaufman, John A. King, La Sére, Letiler, Levin, Horace 
Mann, Job Manu, Matteson, McClernand, MeDonald, R. 
M. McLane, McWillie, Morse, Ogle, Phelps, Pitman, Put- 
nam, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Schermerhorn, School- 


I hope the gentleman from į 
Alabama will let this bill go to the Committee on | 


craft, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Under- 


and Young—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, 
Beale, Booth, Bowie, Boyd, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Carter, Cleveland, Crowell, 
Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Edmundson, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Freediey, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, 
Hamilton, Hampton, Haralson, {sham G. Harris, Henry, 
Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howe, Hunter, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, George G. King, James G. King, Preston 
King, Littlefield, Marshall, McGaughey, McKissock, Me- 
Queen, Meacbain,M illson, Moore, Morehead ,Morris,Nelson, 
Newell, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Potter, Reed, Robbins, 
Ross, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Spaulding, Stetson, Strong, James Thompson, Venable, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Whittlesey, and Wil- 
drick—79. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 

[Mr, Mason, who was not in his seat at the 
moment his name was called, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to record his vote. 

Objection being made, the vote of Mr. M. was 
not received; but he stated, that had he been per- 
mitted to record his vote, he would have voted in 
the negative. } 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, inquired of the Speaker 
whether the first business in order was not the 
call of the committees for reports? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. COBB said, he desired to make a report. 

DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I now call up the 
question of privilege which [ made on Saturday 
last, (that Mr. Bassitt, Delegate from Utah, be 
sworn and take his seat.) 

Mr. COBB was understood to inquire whether 
he was not entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from Mi- 
nois (Mr. Harris] rose to a question of privilege, 
and was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS proceeded. In doing this, I de- 
sire, if in order, to make a statement in relation 
to this case. It will be seen by the House, from 
the documents which have been printed by 
the order of this House, that this Delegate from 
the region of the Salt Lake—— 

Mr. ASHMUN, (interposing.) 
question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Harris] will suspend his remarks. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Asnmuy] will 
state his point of order. 

Mr, ASHMUN? My point of order is this— 
that the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Harris] 
has no right, without the unanimous consent of 
the House, to make this question; that the rules 
cannot, to-day, be suspended for the purpose; and 
that the right or title of the gentleman to represent 
a Territory here is nota question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
The law organizing the Territory ,of Utah, (the 
Speaker said,) provided for a Delegate to repre- 
sent the people of that Territory on this floor. 


I rise to a 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Harris] rises, | 
and calls the attention of the House to the cre- | 
The Chair does not! 


dentials of the Delegate. 
now decide that the gentleman claiming to repre- 
sent the people of the Territory is entitled to a 
seat on the presentation of the credentials. That 
isa question for the House to determine. But 
the Chair decides that, under the law organizing 


| the Territory, this is a question of privilege. 
I make the point of order, ; 


Mr. ASHMUN. 
that these credentials have already been presented 


called up again. 


The SPEAKER. Whether these credentials | 


authorize the admission of Mr. Babbitt to a seat, 
or not, is a question for the House to decide. The 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] there was 


ment has been established subseqently. 


come here with new credentials isssued since the 
occurrence of the event to which the Speaker re- 
fers. Weare acting—— 

Mr. CARTTER interposed to order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. 1 will not consume 
the time of the House, as gentlemen are so sensi- 
tive- 


The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- 
man will suspend his remarks. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] is on the floor 
on a point of order. 

Mr. ASHMUN. The point of order is, that 
these credentials have not been presented, and I 
take it for granted 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts cannot now discuss the 
point of order. The gentleman may appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. ` 

À Mr: ASHMUN. They are the same creden- 
tats: 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, (interposing.) How 
does the gentleman know that they are the same ? 

Mr. ASEIMUN. If they are not, then no cre- 
dentials are presented. 

Mr. HARRIS. How do you know that? 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. And the 
Speaker said that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Asumun] was correct in stating that 
these credentials were the same, because the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Harris] 
was predicated upon documents which had here- 
tofore been presented, and had gone on to the files 
of the House. The Chair overruled the point of 
order of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ASHMUN. lappeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said he thought 
the point of order well taken by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun]—— 

Mr. CARTTER interposed, and inquired of the 
Speaker whether it was in order to discuss this 
question? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
is debatable. i 

Mr. STEPHENS proceeded with his remarks. 
He doubted (he said) whether the rights of Dele- 
gates on this floor could involve, technically speak- 
ing, questions of privilege at all. Questions of 
privilege, he apprehended, pertained only to mem- 
bers of the House—those who were known as 
such by the Constitution. Delegates derive their 
rights simply from law and not the Constitution— 
; theirs were in the nature of private rights—they 
did not arise above the rights of any other officer 
| of this House who may have the privilege of the 
floor by legal permission and not by constitutional 
right. But he did not intend to argue that view of 
the subject, forit was not necessary. In this case 
he understood the Chair to hold, that inasmuch as 
Congress lately passed a law creating a territorial 
government for Utah, allowing a Delegate upon 
this floor, that therefore it was for the House to 
determine whether Mr. Babbitt was entitled to a 
seat as such Delegate, and that this was a ques- 
tion of privilege. Now, if this applicant for a 
seat were here claiming a right to a seat under that 
law of Congress, theu the question would arise 
which the Speaker presented. But it is admitted 
that Mr. Babbitt does not claim his right to a seat 
under the late act of Congress. His credentials 
show that he was elected as a Delegate from a Ter- 
ritory called Deseret—a Territory unknown to 
‘law. He does not derive his right from any law 
| of Congress. He does not claim under or through 
the authority of any law. He claims a seat by 
| virtue of an election heid before Congress had au- 
| thorized a territorial government in Utah, which 
is the same country at that time called Deseret. 
| 


The appeal 


| Ile is therefore clearly a voiunteer. He has 


|| neither constitutional nor legal right to claim a seat, 
and acted upon, and that they cannot now be | 


i Ifhe be admitted it must clearly be ex gratia and 
! not ex debito justitia. And of course he presents 
no case of privilege. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said, that before 


; ‘| he said the few words which he intended to say 
point of order suggested by the gentleman from ;: 


Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] would be good, if | 
the decision was not materially affected by the | 
fact that at the time alluded to by the gentleman į 


on the appeal, he desired to be informed by the 
i gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Flarnis,] whether 
this gentleman is the Delegate claiming a seat as 
representative from the Territory organized by 


5 : S |; act of Congress? 
no such government in existence as the terri- |i 


torial government of Utah. But that govern- j. 


Mr. HARRIS. I will state, in reply to the in- 
` quiry of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Me- 


i: Lane,] that I present the case with this view: 
Mr. ASHMUN. But the Delegate does not | 


! that Mr. Babbitt presented to this House creden- 
! tials showing that he is elected as a Delegate to 


! known limits of the Territory of Utah, and, as 
' such, he asks that he may be sworn and take his 


seal 
The SPEAKER, (interposing.) This question 


i this House from the people residing within the 
i 


| must be presented as that of a Delegate applying 
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for a seat in this House from the Territory of 
Utah. Whether the point was made beforeor after 
the territorial government of Utah was established, 
is not a question to be decided now. It is for the 
House to decide whether it will grant or refuse 
the seat. -The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Harris] as presenting a- case 
from the Territory of Utah; otherwise the Chair 
cannot entertain the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the credentials may 
be read. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, claimed the floor. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. McLANE said, that his object in making 
the inquiry he had submitted to the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Ha’kris] was, that the motion 
should be presented to the Chair in its own true 
terms. He (Mr. McL.) felt persuaded, that if the 
gentleman had stated to the Chair that he asked 
the admission of Mr. Babbitt to a seat in this 
House as Delegate from the Territory of Deseret, 
the Chair would not entertain that as a privileged 
question relating to Utah. And he (Mr. McL.) 
submitted to the Speaker, that if such were the 
gentleman’s motion, the Chair should not entertain 


It. j 

Mr. HARRIS. I madenosuch motion. I did 
not mention such a place as Deseret. But I did 
present Mr. Babbitt here asa Delegate to repre- 
sent the people of the Territory of Utah—now a 
Territory of the United States—known to the law 
as such. His credentials were presented with 
him, and this request was made of the House. It 
is known that there can be no Delegate from this 
Territory during the present Congress, unless this 
gentleman is admitted, and consequently that the 
wants of the people of the Territory cannot be 
made known. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to the Speaker.) Will 
the Chair inform me by what motion this question 
can be disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Well, sir, I want to 
get clear of the matter. How can I do it? 

Mr. JONES addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Jones.) The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to theSpeaker.) Is the 
previous question in order? 

The SPEAKER. His. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
this is not a question of privilege. 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Asumun] should with- 
draw his appeal from the decision of the Chair, wiil 
it not then be in order to move to lay the motion of 
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Hargis] on the 
table? 

TheSPEAKER. That motion will be in order. 

Mr. JONES. Then I hope that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will consent to withdraw his 
demand for the previous question, and that the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois will be laid 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘lhe question is on the ap- 
peal, and the previous question hasbeen demanded. 

Mr. ASHMUN, Under the statement made by 
the Chair, I withdraw the appeal, and I move that 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
EHarnris] be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, asked the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER counted the members in favor 
thereof, and said there was not a sufficient num- 
ber. 

Mr. HARRIS asked for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

And the yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Asumun, and decided in the affirmative, with- 
outa division. 

So the motion was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BOWLIN, (to the Speaker.) What is the 
regular order of business ? 

‘The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of the committees for reports. 


Tt is my opinion that 
I move the 


| amendment. 


Mr. BOWLIN. I hope the House will proceed | 
with the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 

The question was stated to be on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were refused. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mc- 
Lane, of Maryland, in the chair.) 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Mexican indemnity | 
bill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, rose to a ques- |: 
of order, He submitted that the resolution of the | 
House making the appropriation bills the special |! 
order of the day, designated these bills in a certain | 
order, that the bills must be taken up in Com- į; 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
the order in which they were designated in the res- 
olution of the House, and that it was not in the 
power of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to alter the arrangement. | 

The CHAIR. The special order applies to three i 
bills. The Chair does not undersiand that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
is necessarily bound to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bills in the order in which they are | 
named in the resolution. 

The question was then taken on the motion of |! 
Mr. Bayry, and was decided in the affirmative. | 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the carrying into execu- 
tion, in further part, the twelfth article of the | 


treaty with Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hi- || 
daigo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

& Be it enacted, §c. That the sum of three millions three 


| 

hundred and sixty thousand dollars be, and the same is tj 

hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not |! 
| 
' 


otherwise appropriated, for the payment of the instalment | 
and interest which will fall due on the thirtieth of May, 
eightecn hundred and fifty-one, under the twellth article of | 
the treaty between the United States and Mexico, made nad ! 
concluded at Gaudalupe Hidalgo, on the second of Febru- | 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-eight.” 

Mr. DISNEY proposed to amend the bill by 
adding to the end thereof the following: 

“ To be paid by and under the direction of the Secretary || 
of the Treasury.” i 

Mr. D. said, it might at the first glance seem 
to the House that there was no necessity for this | 
All the analogies of our Govern- | 


| pelled to borrow at the rate of two 
; month for the 


ment show that the mode prescribed by his amend- 
ment was that which was customarily pursued in || 
the -payments from the Treasury; and this fact i 
would seem to do away any necessity for the 
amendment he had offered. 
lt would appear, therefore, that there may be no | 
necessity for this proposition, and that it is ac- 
tually the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to discharge the duties which he is required by 
this amendment to do. But although this may 
seem to be the case, he had understood that it had 
become a mooted question between the members | 
of the Cabinet, whether the disbursement of this | 
money pertained to the Secretary of the Treasury | 
or the Secretary of State. The Secretary of the | 
Treasury had contended that it formed no part of | 
| 
| 
| 
I 
| 
| 


his duty to pay this money, and he wished it to 
be transferred to the Secretary of State. The | 
Secretary of State also considered it no part of ! 
his duty to disburse this money, and that the duty ! 
and responsibility belonged to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. So that it seems the question, as to jj 
whom the duty belongs, is at present an unsettled | 
one. The question, whether the duty and respon- | 
sibility should be fixed on the Secretary of State 
or the Secretary of the Treasury, ought to be set- 
tled by this House. He hoped it would be so set- 
tled, and let the responsibility be on the officer i 
whose duty it most properly is, and that officer he || 
considered to be the Secretary of the Treasury. || 
He hoped, therefore, that his amendment wouid || 
be agreed to. R i 
Again: there was an understanding out of doors, |; 
a rumor which had reached his ears, and had |i 
doubtless reached other gentlemen, which satisfied | 
him that it wasa part of his duty to move this 
amendment, He had understood that some time 
during this session, a high functionary of the 


i 
l 


l! 
i 


Government had undertaken to contract with an 
English house, and had made an arrangement 
through that house for the payment of this instal- 
ment of the indemnity in advance. If this wag 
the fact, he suggested the impropriety of this ar- 
rangement, in consequence of the possibility of the 
English House which had been selected, having 
some understanding with Santa Anna, and being 
disposed to subserve the views ‘of that person. 
Since the extradition of Santa Anna he had been 
residing in the West Indies, waiting to seize any 
opportunity which might offer to enter into in- 
trigues for his restoration to power. If it was the 
fact that he was thus calculating ona return to 
Mexico, what mode could be selected better calcu- 
lated to promote his ambitious designs, than by 
placing this sum of money in the hands of an 
English House predisposed to subserve his views? 

He had seen in the newspapers of the day, that 
at this moment the Mexican Government is very 


| much embarrassed, and is reduced to such diffi- 


culty in obtaining money as to feel itself com- 
per cent. per 
purpose of carrying on its opera- 
tions. If Mexico is at this moment in this state 
of distress and impoverishment, may not the mode 
of paying this instalment provided by this bill, 
add to her embarrasaments? And if this English 
House should be disposed to facilitate the views 
of Santa Anna, would not the deposit of this 
money in its hands, enable it to take advantage of 


|| this depressed condition of Mexico to effect his 


objects? Now it was well known to every one 
that the present Mexican authorities are very 
friendly to our Government; while it is justas well 


| known that Santa Anna entertains for us senti- 


ments of an opposite character. Sound policy, 


| therefore, should prevent us from deing anything 
, which might have the effect of injuring our friends 
; and benefiting our enemy. 


But, without dwelling on these matters, it ap- 


| peared to him eminentiy proper that this duty 


should be imposed on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The question as to where the duty and the 
responsibility should rest, ought to be settled by 
Congress, And in addition to all this, whenever a 
high functionary of our Government, on his own 
responsibility, has arrogated the power of making 
a contract with a foreign House to pay this instal- 
ment, in advance, and without the authority of 
law, he thought we ought to show our disapproval 
of this conduct on the part of an executive officer, 
by setting the bargain aside. 

Mr. BAYLY said he had heard the reports to 
which the gentleman from Ohio had referred. 
They had been communicated to him, and he pre- 
sumed to many other gentlemen. He had felt it 
to be his duty to inform himself fully on this sub- 


ject. He would now state the facts to the House, 


in order that they might vote understandingly. It 
was true, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dis- 
NEY] had stated, that the Government had made 
an arrangement with the houses of: Barings of 


; London, Howland & Aspinwall of New Youk, 
|| and Corcoran & Riggs of Washington, to pay this 


instalment of the indemnity. The gentieman from 
Ohio seemed to think that in making this contract 


i| in advance of an appropriation, the Administra- 


tion had been guilty of impropriety. Now the 
contract was altogether a conditional one, obliga- 
tory only in the event of the passage of a bill 
making an appropriation for the purpose, and of 
its passage at this session, He would briefly ex- 
plain the necessity there was for making an appro- 
priation for the purpose so long before the instal- 
ment falis due. 

The only way in which the bankers who had 
undertaken to make this payment can afford to 
give the premium, is that they shall be allowed 
time to place the money in Mexico gradually and 
so as not to disturb the exchange. ‘Time in trans- 
actions of this character is of the greatest import- 
ance. In the proposition which was made by 
Messrs. Rothschild, they had limited the period 
for the acceptance of their offer to the 20ih of 
May. Subsequently they extended the period to 
the ist of July. As the proposition was not ac- 
cepted by that time it was withdrawn. After that 
the Administration made the contract with the 
present parties at three and a half percent. There 
were several other propositions made to the Secre- 
tary of State, which he did not feel himself author= 
ized to entertain, as they are such as no prudent 
man would have accepted. 
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Mr. CARTTER asked what were those propo- 
sitions ? h 

Mr. BAYLY replied, the premium offered was 
four per cent., or one half better than the offer 
made by the present contractors. The Adminis- 
tration was of opinion, however, that the arrange- 
ment which had been made was the best which 
could have been made. It was better than the 
Rothschilds proposition, The proposition of the 
Rothschilds was, that our minister in Mexico 
should draw bills from time to time as they were 
wanted. This would have involved the Govern- 
ment in avast amount of bills of exchange, which, 
as every one knew, would have been a source of 
great inconvenience, But in the arrangement 
which has been made the Government has nothing 
whatever to do with the drawing for the money. 
All will fall on the contracting parties. They will 
use their own agencies and their own credit. It 
is therefore a better arrangement for the Govern- 
ment. All this, however, is of little moment, as 
the proposition of the Rothschilds has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. McCLERNAND was understood to put a 
question as to the authority by which this arrange- 
ment was made. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said, it was a condi- 
tional compact, binding nobody unless an appro- 
priation was made, and at this session; and the 
reason for the passage of the bill at this time is be- 
cause a higher premium can be obtained the longer 
the period which is allowed for the operation. He 
could not see that there had been any violation of 
law when the express condition on which the ar- 
rangement was made was, that it should not be 
binding unless an appropriation for the object was 
made, and made at the present session. There 
were two available offers made— the one was that 
of Rothschilds, and the other that by the Barings, 
Howlind & Aspinwall, and Corcoran & Riggs. 
The first was supposed to be beyond the time 
limited for its acceptance, and was withdrawn, and 
then the contract was handed over to the present 
parties. 

It has been said to me above a hundred times, 
that the Secretary of State has rejected the offers 
of American houses, and accepted an English 
house. Jt so happens that the fact is just the re- 
verse of this. The offer which was withdrawn, 
because the Government had not accepted it, was 
from an exclusively European house, which had no 
associates here. The house of the Barings is one 
of great credit. They are the bankers of our Gov- 
ernment in London for the payment of our minis- 
ters abroad and other foreign expenditures. The 
firm of Howland & Aspinwall, in New York, is 
well known as standing high. The house of Cor- 
coran & Riggs is also known to bea strong house, 
and highly honorable in its transactions. The 
Secretary of State, then, has made a contract with 
those three houses, with an entire confidence that 
the payments we are bound by treaty to make to 
the Mexican Government will be madeon the day 
designated by the treaty, and that the honor and 
credit of our Government will be sustained. 

Mr. CARTTER was understood to ask at what 
time it was preposed to pay this instalment into 
the hands of the contractors? 

Mr. BAYLY. It would be paid, if this bill had 
passed, from time to timetas the contractors may 
desire. 

Mr. CARTTER was understood to ask if the 
Mexican Government had not requested that this 
instalment should be paid in some particular way? 

Mr. BAYLY said he was not aware that any 
such request had been made, and, indeed, he was 
sure that none such had been made. The only 
two offers coming from parties with whom Mr. 
Webster considered it prudent to contract, as he 
had before stated, were those of the Rothschilds, 
and of Barings, Howland & Aspin wall, and Cor- 
coran & Riggs; the first had been withdrawn, the 
other was accepted. In reference to this matter 
he had had a very frank conversation with the 
Administration. If there had been given to our 
Government an intimation that if the payment of 
the next instalment could be anticipated, and paid 
before the time when it falls due, the Mexican 
Government would submit to a discount, it would 
have been hardly prudent to have acted in accord- 
ance with it. He did not think that it would be 


‘a safe operation to pay the money to Mexico in 


advance. In the present unsettled state of Mexico, 


it was by no means improbable that by a sudden 


revolution the present Government might be over- 
thrown before the day when this instalment will 
fall due, and if it had been paid previously, our 
Government might be subjected to the danger of 
being called on to pay it over again; or at any rate 
of having some difficulty with that Republic about 
it. 

Mr. VINTON stated, that by the contract the 
contractors would pay interest upon the advances 
in addition to the premium. 

Mr. CARTTER also put a question, which was 
not heard, relative, perhaps, to the obligation on 
the part of the Government to accept the best offer. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed, saying, in reply to what 
had fallen from Mr. Carrrer, that he did not 
know that there was. But if so, he thought the 
Government ought not to have accepted the prop- 
ositions, whatever the terms were, or however ad- 
vantageous they may have seemed for the Gov- 
ernment. It would have been very discreditable 
in us to shave our own paper. It would have 
been discreditable to have gone into an operation 
of this kind with a sister Government. It would 
not only have been discreditable but unsafe. From 
what we all know from experience of the char- 
acter of the Mexican Government, if a revolution 
were to take place before the year 1851, there is 
very little reason to doubt that they would have 
been ready enough to take advantage of it, and 
would have come upon us to demand the payment 
of this instalment over again. With such a Gov- 
ernment to deal with, it was especially proper that 
our Government should have no transaction which 
would involve any risk. 

There was another mode of making this pay- 
ment, which had been frequently suggested, viz: 
through our minister in Mexico. Mr. Letcher 
negotiated in Mexico for the payment of the last 
instalment. He had to encounter a combination 
of the Mexican bankers who would not give him 
more than one per cent. If he had undertaken to 
open a broker’s shop and sold bills of exchange, 
he would have found himself entangled in trans- 
actions with all the bankers of London and Mex- 
ico, which would have been productive of great 
inconvenience and risk. 

It was represented at that time, as now, that in 
the hands of the American minister, a very advan- 
tageous and profitable arrangement could be made. 
Mr. Letcher gives a different account of it in his 
letter to Mr. Clayton, of the 15th July last; in that 
letter he says, that from the first moment of his 
arrival he devoted himself anxiously and con- 
stantly to arrange for the payment of the indem- 
nity. For some time the circumstances were dis- 
couraging; obstacles of their own accord sprang 
up; other obstacles arose from the combinations of 
the bankers against him. Their scheme was to 
compel him to accept of one per cent. premium, or 
else the United States would have to transport the 
specie from the United States to the city of Mex- 
ico. That for some time the associated capitalists 
believed fully they had the game in their own 
hands and could control him; but he succeeded in 
arranging for a part of the last instalment, at three 
and a half per cent., with Mr. Davidson; and of 
this he says: 

t When the fact is taken into consideration that the ex- 
port duty on spe: ie last year was ten per cent., and now is 
onty four and a half, it appears to me that the arrangement 
made (at three and a half) is far more favorable than could 
have been auticinated.” 

He had called on the Administration to know at 
what premiums the other instalments of this in- 
demnity had been negotiated. It would be recol- 
lected that the indemnity stipulated to be paid to 
Mexico was to be made in five payments. The 
first in hand, and the others in annual instalments. 
The first was made by an arrangement with the 
house of Barings, by Mr. Secretary Walker, 
when our Government stipulated to pay them the 
amount at Washington in Treasury notes, Treas- 


ury notes at par. Atthat time Treasury notes were || 


above par, so that our Government by that ar- 
rangement got no premium, but virtually paid one. 
Mr. Walker, however, was not blamed for this. 
He could do no better. The payment hadto be 
made at once; and for the reasons I have already 
given,no premium was obtained. 

The first instalment was due and paid during 
Mr. Polk’s administration. Baring, Brothers, & 
Co., were the parties employed by Mr. Walker. 
They paid the Government feur and a half per cent. 

The second instalment was divided. Howland 
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& Aspinwall were the contractors for one million 
and a half. The United States received three per 
cent. premium for this portion. The residue of 
the second instalment was conducted by Lionel 
Davidson, of the city, professing to act as agent 
for the Messrs. Rothschild; and on this portion a 
premium of three and a half per cent. was paid 
this Government. 

The contract with Davidson was negotiated by 
Mr. Letcher, in the city of Mexico, on the 13th 
day of February, 1850, as appears by his letter of 
the 15th of that month. 

The proposal of Messrs. Baring and their as- 
sociates, for this instalment, has been accepted by 
Mr. Webster, on the condition I have already re- 
ferred to. 

This isa little more favorable premium than the 
Government realized on the second, and is une per 
cent. less than the first instalment. It is to be ob- 
served that at the time of the contract with Baring, 
Brothers, & Co., for the payment of that instal- 
ment, the export duty on specie in the city of 
Mexico was ten per cent.—the export duty is now 
five and a half. Besides, at the time of the pay- 
ment of the first instalment, the rate of exchange 
between the United States and Great Britain was 
much lower than it is now. 

It thus appears that this contract is made upon 
rather better terms than those which preceded it. 
But they are all so nearly on the same terms that 
the presumption is that the premium is about fair. 

I have seen nothing to create even a suspicion in 
my mind of any impropriety. 

One word as to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Drsney.] It proposes to take 
the execution of this law from the President, and 
confer it upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Practically it will have no effect; for the con- 
tract made by Mr. Webster meets the approbation 
of the Administration, and it is certain Mr. Cor- 
win will not annul it. In principle I think it 
wrong. By the Constitution itis the duty of the 
President to see that the laws areexecuted. My 


| idea is, that we ought to appropriate the money to 


fulfill the treaty, and leave it to the President 
to see that the payment is made; and the country 
will hold him responsible for the manner in which 
the duty is performed. If we agree to the amend- 
ment, it will be a vote of confidence in the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in advance, and we will ‘be 
estopped of complaining of the Administration, no 
matter how the duty may be performed. Iam 
unwilling that Congress shall take this responsi- 
bility where it can have no control. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, desired to submit 
a very few remarks, for the purpose of showing 
that the employment of an agent is the most eco- 
nomical and certain mode of making the payment 
of this instalment. Our Government has under- 
taken to deposit three millions in the city of Mex- 
ico on a given day, in fulfillment of a treaty 
obligation. If there were no bankers, through 
whose agency this payment could be made in 
Mexico, it would be necessary for our Government 
to transport the specie itself. If it were found 
necessary to transport the coin, every one knows 
that the process would be an uncertain as well as 
an expensive one. Not only would there be a 
heavy charge for freight, but also there must be 
taken into consideration the delay, the risk of 
transportation, the loss of interest, and the com- 
missions of agencies. Under the most economical 
management, the cost to our Government could 
not be computed at less than three per cent. Now, 
instead of adopting this cumbrous, uncertain, and 


! costly process, by which our Government would 


be subjected to actual loss of not less than three 
per cent., the Government has preferred to enter 
into a contract, by which it avoids all risks and 
delay, and secures a gain of some three and a half 
per cent., thus making a difference In its favor of 
nearly $320,000. What is to be gained by the 
contracting agents? They can gain nothing more 
than the difference of exchanges between the 
United States and London, and Mexico and Lon- 
don, and the only chance they can have of real- 
izing a fair return for the risk they assume, Is from 
the lapse of time which may be allowed them to — 
manage those exchanges to the best advantage. 
By having time for such operations, they may be 
able to take advantage of all fluctuations in the 
rate of exchange, and thus to effect those combi- 
nations of capital and credit, in varying rates of 
exchange, out of which profits are made. 


1850. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1853 


Now, this is a zort of transaction in which the 
Government cannot engage. It must be done 
through individuals; and the individuals who have 
been selected in this case are well known for their 
competent capital, and their high standing, and 
ample responsibility, as well as great experience. 
He would take it on himself to assert that three 
more responsible firms than those of the Barings 
of London, Howland & Aspinwall of New York, 
and Corcoran & Riggs of this city, could not be 
found in their respective spheres. The Govern- 
ment would absolutely run no risk. The pay- 


ments would be made by these contractors through | 


their own agents and at their own risk, so that our 
Government will pay the indemnity to the Mexi- 


can authorities without any loss or delay. It would | 


pay nothing until it ge® in hand the receipts from 
those authorities. If any loss should be incurred 
during the process, it must fall exclusively on these 
contractors. If there should bea loss in the trans- 
portation—if by any revolutionary action the Gov- 
ernment should be overthrown, and the Govern- 
ment in esse should demand payment over again, 
the loss will not fall on our Government, but on 
those agents, should they make advances. lt 
would not be possible for our Government to de- 
vise any other mode of depositing this money, 
except by the transportation of the specie in steam- 
boats and wagons, the folly of which would be 
evident to all. 

The question is asked, who is to make the con- 
tract? The President of the United States is bound 
to see that the indemnity is duly paid. He directs 
it to be paid either by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or by the Secretary of State. This is the or- 
dinary mode by which payments of this kind have 
always been made. The payment for which this 
bill makes an appropriation becomes due in 1851. 
The gentleman from Ohio proposes to amend the 
bill so as to make it imperative on the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make this payment. He did not 
know that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio would at all alter the matter. There could 
not be probably any better contract now than this, 
as it now stands, considered in all points. There 
could not have been a better one made at the time 
when it was made. Other contracts might have 
been made, as there may have beena rivalry, a 
combination of speculators ready to make the ar- 
rangement on apparently better terms for the Gov- 
ernment, But when it was made there were no 
other applicants or bidders, and the contract made 
was the best for the Government. lt was sure of 
being executed, and without any risk. He saw 
no necessity for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio. From his own personal knowledge, 
he would say that no arrangement could have been 
made by the Government which promised, with 
certainty, more advantages. The Government 
runs no risk whatever; every loss which may be 
incurred must fall on the contractors, and none 
upon the Government. 

He had made these few remarks as the results 
of his own experience. He had never had any 
connection with any public contracts or public 
money—beyond his own per diem—since he had 
had the honor of a seat in this House. 

A few simple figures will show the practical 
result: 
$85 in London, according to the existing 

rate of exchange, are worth in Mexico. .$100 00 
$85 in London will cost at the present rates 


of her exchange in New York......... 94 00 
Difference in profit.........secee. $6 00 

Now the contractors pay to the Govern- 
MEN. co ee sree etrcscctssccesssecces $3 50 
And reserve for themselves............. $2 50 


on each $100—which covers expenses, fluctuations 
in exchanges, losses of interest, commissions, and 
their own profits. 


if the Government undertake to transport the | 


coin to the city of Mexico, where it is payable by 
treaty, that would cost three per cent. at least, 
whilst by adopting the mode above referred to, 
this outlay is saved, and three and a half per cent. 
per annum are gained, making six and a half per 
cent., or on the instalment of $3,360,000 almost 
$220,000. This shows the great advantage of 
adopting the measure under consideration. 

Mr. JONES said it seemed to him that this was 
a very plain and simple proposition, and was con- 
fined within very narrow limits; but the committee 


| might run off and bring in subjects which had 
nothing to do with the question, and might thus 
| get up a discussion which would consume the 
| whole day. What was the proposition now be- 
| fore the committee, and why was it brought here? 
H 
l 


In the year 1848 the Government of the United 
States concluded a treaty with Mexico. By one 
of the provisions of the treaty, this Government 
was to pay to the Government of Mexico three 
millions of dollars in the month of June, 1851, 
| with interest from the date of the ratification of 
the treaty, amounting in the aggregate to three ; 
millions three hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had reported 
a bill simply appropriating this sum of money to 
meet the obligation imposed upon the Government 
of the United States by the treaty stipulations. 
Now, by the Constitution of the United States, 
treaties made in pursuance of that instrament were 
declared to be the supreme law of the land. By an- 


the laws of the United States were faithfully ex- 
ecuted; and by another provision the President 
was also required to take an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States and faithfully to 
execute the duties of his office. This wus, there- 
fore, the supreme law of the land, and it was the 
duty of the President to execute it, if Congress 
would place at his disposal the necessary amount 
of money. This object was proposed to be accom- 
plished by the passage of this bill, but without 
saying by whom the payment should be made. 
When this bill shall have been passed it will be the 
| law of the land, and the President, by his oath of 
office, was as equally bound to execute this law as 

any other. It would then be for him and his advi- 
| sers to determine how and in what manner the 
payment should be made in the city of Mexico, as | 
j required by the treaty. And this he (Mr. J.) 
thought was all that Congress could do. 

The Government was divided into three depart- | 
ments, the legislative, the executive, and judicial; 
and if Congress undertook to make contracts and | 
to specify how the laws should be executed, he 
(Mr. J.) thought it was an encroachment on the 
executive branch of the Government. Congress 
appropriated this money; it had to be paid to the | 
Mexican Government in fulfillment of our treaty 
obligations under the direction of the President. 
If the law was improperly executed, he would be 
responsible to the Congress, and through them to 
| their constituents, the people of this country, for | 
an abuse of his power. But the amendment of 
| the gentleman from Ohio, now under considera- 
| tion, proposed to take this duty from the President 
and to impose it upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
jury. If they did that, they relieved the President 
from all responsibility, as he (Mr. J.) conceived, 
and imposed it upon the Secretary, without any 
other responsibility than his oath of office. 

But why was this change sought to be made? 
What would be the effect of it? The reason 
alleged was, that the Secretary of State, with no 
authority to do it, had made a contract by which 
this money was to be paid, and that the contract 
was upon terms advantageous to the contractors— 
that better terms had been offered. Was there any- 
thing in this amendment which said that the terms 
should be better—which said that the contract 
already made (if one had been made) should be | 
cancelled, and given to other parties? Was there 
anything in the amendment which would require 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cancel the contract, 
which ramor said had been made, and make 
another contract? Was there anything in it that | 
gave assurance that if the contract should be can- | 


l 


| other provision of the same instrument the Presi- | 
dent of the United States was required to see that | 


celled, another contract would be made more ad 
vantageous to the interests of the Government? | 
There was nothing. And it would seem even if we | 
should adopt this amendment, the only effect 
would be to take this contract from one contractor 
and give it to another—perhaps at less advanta- 
geous terms. 

Mr. BOYD. Will my friend from Tennessee 
allow me to propound a question to him, which, 
| if he be not able to answer, perhaps the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, or some 
other gentleman in the House, can answer? It re- 
lates to a fact which I wish to get at. By the 
treaty of 1848, we stipulated to pay to the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico some three anda half millions | 
of dollars on the Ist of June. By the bill on the 
table we are to appropriate the money now, and | 


Segre 


the money will be paid now; and there will bea 
deduction on account of interest, &c., under the 
contract of which we have heard so much to-day. 
Now, I wish to inquire whether or not there hae 
not been an official communication received by thia 
Administration from the Government of Mexico, 
expressing a desire to have the payment made in 
a different form, to wit, by the presentation of 
drafts, or by the payment of the money here in- 
stead of paying it in Mexico, as the treaty pre- 
scribes. Now, a strict conformance with the 
treaty is our duty—we all know that; and | hold 
that if there is such a proposition legally made, 
properly made by the Government of Mexico to 
the United States, to discharge that obligation ina 
different form, we should be complying with all 
the stipulations of the treaty if we accepted of it. 
I wish to be informed upon that point. Ido not 
Know the fact. Rumor states, that through the 
Mexican minister to this country, this Govern- 
ment has been informed thatit is the wish of the 
Government of Mexico that the payment shall be 
made in a different form; and more—that that dif- 
ferent form would result in a profit to this Govern- 
ment of some seventy or eighty thousand dollars. 
ee to Know the facts, that we may act upon 
them. 

Mr. JONES. I know nothing of the facts of 
which the gentleman inquires—whether the Mex- 
ican Government, through its minister or any o-her 
functionary, has made any proposition to this 
Government in reference to the payment of this 
money. IJ hold that if the Government of Mexico 
has made that proposition, and it is one advanta- 
geous to this Government—if we can avail our- 
selves of it,and in so doing relieve ourselves from 
the obligations of the treaty, it would be the bound- 
en duty of the President, under the bill which 
lies upon your table, to accept that proposition from 
Mexico. 

Mr. BAYLY appealed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to yield the floor to enable him to reply 
to the interrogatory of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Boyp.} 

Mr. JONES yieided. 

Mr. BAYLY. I am informed that there has 
been no proposition made to this Government by 
any officially recognized agent of Mexico. There 
has been a proposition made to this Government 
through a gentleman who represents himself as 
acting for the Government of Mexico, but I am 
told that he has no credentials. 1 do not want to 
refer to the individual; he isa gentleman for whom 
l entertain a good deal of personal respect. But, 
I am authorized to state that there has been no 
official communication whatever. The Mexican 
minister has made none. There has been one 
made by a citizen of this country, professing to 
act on behalf of the Mexican Government. 

Mr. DISNEY. The denials of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means are special. 
l wish the gentleman to say whether he has any 
information, official or unofficial, that the Mexican 
minister is authorized to receive and receipt for 
this money. 

Mr. BAYLY. This delicacy that I wished to 
observe, it may not be requisite for me to adhere to. 
Mr. Webster stated to me that General Duff Green 
had made a proposition in reference to this matter, 
at, I believe, four and a half per cent., which he 
(Mr. W.) did not even consider. Thatis the fact 
of the case, and it is proper | should state it. 

Mr. DISNEY and Mr. VINTON each said a 
word to Mr. Bary, of which, in the confusion of 
the Hall, nothing whatever was audible to the Re- 
porter. 

Mr. BAYLY remained upon the floor. 

Mr. ASHMUN. l wish the gentleman (Mr. 
Barty] to speak so as to be heard all over the 
House. 

Mr. BAYLY. The proposition was by Gen- 
eral Green, on behalf of hunself and some per- 
sons in Mexico. 

Mr. ASHMUN. General Duff Green? 

Mr. JONES (resuming) repeated that it'was im- 
possible for this House to take into their hands 
this matter of making contracts for the transport- 
ation and payment of this meney in the city of 
Mexico. It was no disparagement, he thought, 
to any gentleman on this floor, to say that there 
were at least many members of the House (and 
he included himself among the number) who did 
not understand all the ways and means and artful 
contrivances for drawing bills of exchange, and 
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carrying out large financial operations of this 
character, with the least risk, trouble, and ex- 
pense. He stated the nominal rates of exchange 
between this country and Great Britain, and be- 
tween Great Britain and Mexico; and said the 
real exchange between two countries could never 
be but little above what it would cost to transport 
the specie, together with the charges for insurance, 
&e. 

Sir, we are appropriating by this bill, just the 
amount of money which we are bound to pay to 
Mexico on the 30th day of May next, at the seat 
of her Government. And here are men coming 
forward and offering to pay to this Government 
three and a half per cent. upon the amount to be 
paid to Mexico, and to pay the Mexican Govern- 
ment the money that we now appropriate, after 
the expiration of nine months, at which time the 
money becomes due. This, at least, will save to 
this Government three and a half per cent. on the 
amount that is appropriated to be paid in June 
next, that is,on the sum of $3,360,000, and which 
we are required to pay in the city of Mexico. 

It is not to be supposed that the three hundred 
men composing this Congress will be of the same 
opinion in regard to financial matters, or contracts 
concerning the financial operations of the Govern- 
enent. What 1 have said applies to money which 
is at the disposal of the President of the United 
States, whose duty it is to transact the business to 
the best of his power for the benefit of this Gov- 
ernment. And if it should be shown afterwards, 
or if it should appear from the manner in which 
he shall have discharged the trust, that he had 
done it corruptly, that he had favored individuals, 
and enabled them to make fortunes out of the 
transaction, it would then, in my opinion, be a 
proper subject for investigation by the Congress 
of the United States at some future session. But 
he is the responsible judge, after the money is 
placed under his control, as to how, and in what 
manner, he should dispose of it. 

Something has been said about the impropriety 
of making this appropriation at this time, whereas 
the money is notdueuntil nextJune. Why, sir, that 
is within the present fiscal year; and this is the 
proper time to make the appropriation. We are 
now making appropriations for all demands upon 
the Government up to, and including the thirtieth 
day of June next. This, then, falis within the 
time for which we are now appropriating money. 
And it is proper that this appropriation should be 
made now, and that the Executive should have 
the money so as to make the necessary arrange- 
ments to redeem the faith of the Government by 
the payment of the money which by treaty this 
Government is required to pay. 

Before I sit down, sir, I shall move an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. í will move to strike out from that amend- 
ment the words “ Secretary of the Treasury,” and 
insert the words “ President of the United States.” 
1f my amendment should be adopted, and the 
amendment as amended voted down, the bill will 
then, as it came from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, be precisely in the condition in which 
my amendment would place it; thatis, it will re- 
main to be executed by the President of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. CARTTER. Ido not know, sir, but that 
this may be all right. I do not profess to be well | 
acquainted with such matters, but there are certain 
features about it that certainly do seem to me to be 
unnecessary, and, indeed, somewhat objectionable. 

The proposition is, in its very terms, to lend the 
credit of this Government, or to lend this money 
rather, this amount of capital, toa British banking 
house, for nine months. 

Mr. JONES, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CARTTER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Is there any provision in the bill 
which proposes to loan one dollar or one cent to 
anybody? i 

Mr. CARTTER. Iwill answer the gentleman ’s 
question in the course of the few remarks which | | 
shall make. The bill proposes to make an appro- 
priation to discharge certain indebtedness of this | 
Government nine months in advance. The ap- 
propriation is introduced upon the recommendation | 
of the Department of State, the Secretary of State | 
having made a contract with a British banking 
house, which contracl, we are advised, is to be 
vitalized by the passage of this bill—having been 


, made with reference to our action, and dependent 
; upon that action. That is the condition of the 
| proposition, as J understand it from what has been 
| stated by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
: and Means, and by other gentlemen who are mem- 
bers of that committee. 

It seems to be urged by those who are friendly 
to this banking transaction—this proposition to 
Joan the treasure of the Federal Government to 
British bankers for nine months,—it seems, Í say, 
with that class of gentlemen, to be esteemed ne- 
cessary that there should be certain financiering 
| operations in connection with the payment of this 
money. 

Now, I do not understand that as being natural 
or necessary, by any means. Itis alluded to by 
the chairman of the 
Means; it is alluded to in public rumor; it is con- 
fessed by the Secretary of State in his personal 


of Ways and Means, that the Mexican Govern- 
ment has intimated a desire that this instalment of 
money, which will be due under our treaty with 
Mexico on the first day of June next, shall be 
paid directly to that Government. This, then, 


cuit of three of the banking houses of Europe, and 
after undergoing the financiering of a set of bank- 
ers, reach, under a shave, the Mexican Govern- 
ment? Or shall it be paid in a plain, direct, 
straightforward manner to the accredited minister 
! of that Government resident here? The Mexican 


Government, is now in this city, at the door of 
your Treasury, prepared to receive the money and 
execute an acquittance to this Government for the 
amount, and the learned chairman of the Commit- 


intimated that it is advisable, in view of the con- 
dition of the Mexican Republic, that this Govern- 
ment should anticipate the period of payment, in 
order to enable that Government to discharge some 
of its liabilities. The same gentleman contended 
for the propriety of transferring the funds of the 
United States to the hands of British bankers, and 
intimated that it would be unsafe for this Govern- 
ment to put the money in the hands of the accred- 


Why, forsooth, because these are revolutionary 
times, 
might undergo a sudden transformation; Herrera 
might be dethroned, and Santa Anna placed in the 
supreme command. If this should be so, how 
would it affect the transaction? Suppose it should 


jall take place, is there any force in the position 


hazard in paying over the money at this time, 
whatever in 
command? The proposition contains its own con- 
demnation upon the mere statement of it. I do 
not understand the course of reasoning or the 
judgment that dictates any alarm in case we anti- 
cipate t 
I had supposed t 


hat the time had gone by when it 
was necessary for this Government to encourage 
| banks and bankers. 1 had supposed that General 
Jackson had given the finishing blow to the sys- 
| tem. 

There is no doubt that these bankers are very 
respectable men, there are, 
so. Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs, of this city, are 
men of high respectability—of that there is no 
question. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means is unwilling to shave Mexico; 
but he is quite wi 
Shave bankers! Shave Corcoran & R 


iggs! Why, 


and have grown great by shaving. Their sub- 


‘Treasury. Yes, sir, these men are already lath- 


to be shaved. They make this contract for the 
purpose of a shave; but who is to be the shaver, 
and who the shaved party? What, undertake to 


ments on earth—a house that has lived by sha- 
ving exclusively! And the honorable chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means talks about 
shaving them! Edo not look at this operation of 
shaving by this Government, in the same light 
that the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means does. How is it with the 
Mexican Government? Why, like our own, she 


Committee of Ways and | 


intercourse with the chairman of the Committee | 


becomes the issue: Shail this money take the cir- į 


minister, under the direction and authority of his į 


tee of Ways and Means, as | understand, has | 


ited agent of the Mexican Government. And why? | 


and because the Government of Mexico | 


assumed by the chairman of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means that this Government runs any | 


dividual may succeed to the supreme | 


he period when this money becomes due. ; 


perhaps, none more | 


lling to shave these bankers. ; 
sir, they live by shaving; they have become fatted, | 
stance has been derived from shaving the public |! 


ered and anxious to be shaved; they are waiting | 


shave the Barings, the bankers of all the Govern- | 


| 
! 


has just come out of a conflict of arms—though the 
| analogy here ceases, for she came out of the strug- 
| gle worsted, and we came out victorious—she is 
| anxious to establish her Government upon a strong 
|; basis—to satisfy the demands of her creditors; and 
she comes here by her accredited minister, and 
says, If you will discharge this debt in advance, 
we will release you from your obligation, so far 
as this instalment is concerned, and we will save 
you the trouble of conveying the money to us, and 
we will pay you interest on the amount for nine 
months. This is a transaction that is very còm- 
| mon, It is the privilege of Mexico to make the 
| proposition, and it would be in accordance with 
candor and fair dealing on our part to accede to 
t. Now, sir, if there is any authority—and | take 
i it for granted, from the statefnent of my friend, the 
i| able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that there is—if the Mexican minister here 
is authorized to receive at the hands of this Gov- 
ernment this money, in anticipation of the period 
| when it shail become due—if it is true that he is 
authorized to receipt for it, I would rather, as a 
i private citizen advance one hundred millions of 
dollars direct to the Government of Mexico, than 
to send it traveling round by a devious course 
through the hands of bankers. 

if there is any advantage to be gained, any 
profit to be made out of this Government by anti- 
cipating the period of its indettedness in the pay- 
ment of this sum, let the advantage flow to a sister 
Republic, who we know needs aid and assistance, ` 
and not deliver the interests of that Republie over 
to the tender mercies of a set of voracious bankers. 
|| The honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means seems to think that it is a great 
favor to this Government for Corcoran & Riggs 
and Baring & Brothers to take this loan, just as 
though they, or any other bankers, were governed 
by any other law than the law of percentage. 
This stands prominent in every argument he 
makes. But before he concluded his remarks he 
was compelled to confess that these bankers were 
going to make out of the transaction about one 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, which these 
| respectable bankers will of course transfer to their 
own pockets. 

Now, sir, it is for the purpose of placing this 
issue before the House, and in the hope of doing 
to a sister Republic perhaps a benefit—and God 
knows every member of this House ought to feel 
disposed to do that struggling Republic all the good 
he can-—that 1 have ventured to intrude upon the 
attention of the committee in reference to this sub- 
ject, though I do not profess to be as well acquaint- 
ed with financiering as some gentlemen on this floor. 

Mr. EWING said, by the terms of the treaty of 
'| Guadalupe Hidalgo, our Government stipulated to 
pay $3,500,000 a year for five years. ‘These pay- 
menis were to be made in June of each year, so 
|i that this for which they were now called to ap- 
|| propriate would not be paid until June next, He 
protested most strongly against this House making 
an appropriation for a deficit that had not occurred 
and which could not occur, until the next session 
of Congress had adjourned. 

Mr. JONES. I ask my colleague if we are not 
now appropriating every dollar which it will be 
necessary for the Government to expend up to the 
30th June, 1851? 

Mr. EWING. We are certainly by this bill 
anticipating, by some nine or twelve months, the 
day upon which the payment is stipulated to be 
made, and which can be madeat the next ses- 
sion in time to enable the Government to discharge 
its obligations under the treaty. 
| Mr. JONES. I do not wish to trouble my col- 
j league, but I wish to say that next winter Con- 
gress will be called upon to appropriate all the 
| money that will be wanted by the Government be- 
i tween the 30ch day of June, 1851, and the Ist July, 

1852. 

Mr. EWING. What does my colleague pre- 
sume we shali gain by now making the appropria- 
tion for this Mexican indemnity ? 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) About $227,000. 

Mr. EWING. Weshall gain $227,000. How? 
By speculating with the money of the Government. 
! You propose to make the payment to brokers who 
li are not the persons authorized to receive itand we 
i| are to make the speculation in that Way. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. With the permission 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, | will call his 
attention to this point: I understand that the Mex- 
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ican Government is indebted to the Government 
of Great Britain. by ` 
our Government undertakes to pay over indirectly 
to Barings & Co., some $3,000,000. Cui bono? 
Whenever it gets into the hands of these bankers, 
the British Government may lay its hands upon it, 
and here, then, in that case, will arise a struggle 
between the British and the Mexican Govern- 
ments, involving, not unlikely, our own. 

Mr. EWING. Yes. And that is the very diffi- 
culty which we get into by making the appropria- 
tion before the time. $ 

Mr. VINTON said, Mr. Walker eighteen months 
ago made exactly the same arrangement. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (to Mr. Vinton.) Why 
do you object, then, to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, whith follows the same prece- | 
dent? i 


Here is a transaction by which | 


|l the risk of the solvency of these banking houses. 
Why, we do not pay a dollar under this contract 
i until we have the receipt of the Mexican Govern- 
ment. There is a scene occurring in this House 
which it is my duty to expose. A parcel of spec- 
ulators are about the Hall misrepresenting this 
thing from beginning to end. 

Mr. EWING. 1 trust my friend will follow 
the course which he recommended the other day, 
and not lose his temper. [A laugh.] 

Mr. BAYLY. If my friend from Tennessee will 
excuse me, 1 am not losing my temper. I never 
was in better temper in my life, but I am speaking 
loud so as to be heard, which is very difficult in 
the confusion of the Hall. 

Mr. EWING. If the gentleman means that I 
am influenced by speculators 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) Certainly I do 


Mr. EWING (resuming) said, that if they made 
the appropriation as proposed, some nine months 
before the time when it was due, and paid it to 
the present Mexican Government, we should run 
the risk of the Government being overthrown be- 
fore that time. In that case the United States 
would be called upon to make the payment 
again. But they were told that the present Mex- 
ican Government had the right to receive it. 
He denied it. He argued that the treaty-making | 
power of the two Governments was the only 
power which could dispense with the contract | 
contained in the treaty; and he said there was | 
no evidence that the Mexican Government, in | 
due form, had agreed to receive the money; hence, , 
if we paid it now, we should be liable to be called 
on to pay it again, in discharge of our treaty obli- 
gations. 
should not be paid, and said that so far from our | 
getting out of difficulty by making the payment | 
now, we should be likely to involve ourselves in 
great. difficulties. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. l desire to 
know whether my colleague desires this money 
to be transhipped to Mexico? or, whether he does 
not expect that either now or next winter the Gov- 
ernment must authorize the employment of some 
agent? : 

Mr. EWING. Unquestionably. The treaty 
provides that the money shall be paid at the city 
of Mexico. The Executive agents of the two | 
Governments can determine the mode, but cannot 
hasten the time of payment. There isa vast dif- 
ference. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I understand 
my colleague to object to the proposition to trans- 
fer this money by the agency of merchants, who 
shall give their obligation to pay it at the proper | 
time in the city of Mexico: I ask if he expects to | 
dispense altogether with such an agency? 

Mr. EWING. Notatall. Butif we hasten 
the time of payment nine months, we take the 
risk for nine months of the solvency of the parties, 
and of the stability of the present Government of 
Mexico. If wedo not make the appropriation 


until it is necessary, in time to reach the city of |; 


Mexico by the first of June, we do not ran the 
risk of the insolvencies, difficulties and embarrass- 
ments that may crowd upon the commercial world | 
before June next. ‘hey were asked to appro- 
priate the money now, and make some $70,000 or | 
$80,000 by the operation. i A 
He had no right to impugn—he did not impugn | 
the solvency of the agents whom it was proposed 
to employ—he did not impugn the solvency of any 
one of whom he knew nothing; but this he did 
say, if the Government embarked in these specu- 
lative operations it would find itself some day in- 


volved in great difficulty and losses in conse- | 


i 

| 
quence. . i 
Now, he would ask the chairman of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, why it was that they 


He insisted, therefore, that the money || 


It might be all safe. | 


4 firm that arrangement. 


not. 

Mr. EWING, (continuing his sentence,) he is 
greatly mistaken, for i know none of them. 

[Some gentleman was understood to suggest, in 
an under tone, that if the money were paid now, 
our Government could get the receipt of the Mex- 
ican Government at a discount.] i 

Mr. EWING. The whole matter comes out 
now. You are going to speculate upon the Mex- 
ican Government. ‘That Government is in want, 
and is willing to take payment of this instalment 
in advance and make a deduction. He objected 
to any such financial transaction on the part of our 
Government. He objected to the Uniued States 


|; undertaking to pay this money to Mexico anterior 


to the time when it was due, for the purpose of spec- 
ulation. He objected to the Government involving 
itself with private persons in a transaction of this 
nature. Whenever the time at which it was due 
arrived, let them pay the money to the agent au- 
thorized to receive it, who knew the best mode of 
transhipment or exchange, and deliver it in the 
city of Mexico in such manner as should relieve 
| us of our treaty obligation to make this payment. 

Mr. VINTON said he was quite sure that if 
the committee had listened to the remarks made 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Kine,] 
and the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, {Mr. Bayzy,] on this subject, it would not 
be necessary to go into any argument to satisfy 
the committee that the proposed amendment of 
his colleague [Mr. Disney] ought not to be adopted. 
He should not, therefore, enter at all into the de- 
tails of the arrangement which the Secretary of 
State had made with the parties who had been 
named to pay the coming instalment to the Mex- 
ican Government. What he desired, however, 
particularly to state was, that the bill now under 
consideration making an appropriation for the 
payment of the third instalment, is an exact copy 
of the act making appropriations for the first two 
instalments. When it became necessary to pro- 
vide for the first instalment, he (Mr. V.) was chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means. This 
was under the administration of President Polk. 


the Executive, at the first session of the last Con- 
gress. After an examination of the subject he 
had then reported a bill in the precise form now 
į adopted. ‘L'wo instalments had already been paid 
under laws precisely like the present bill, and the 
payments under those laws had been made in a 
manner salisfactory to the country and to Mexico; 
and he had heard no good reason assigned why 
anew precedent should now be established. Gen- 
tlemen had taken exception to the arrangement 
which had been made with the parties named to 


His attention was early called to this subject by } 


i 
i 
| 

i 
i 


1 
i 


| sumption that this was a biii to recognize and con- | 


So far from it, this was 


could not make the appropriation at the next |! ting into the hands of the Executive the money ne- 


session of Congress, and this money be paid to 
Mexico by the 30th of June? | 

Mr. BAYLY. In answer tothe gentleman from | 
Tennessee, who asks why this bill cannot be | 
passed at the next session of Congress, I beg to | 
say, what I have already said, that unless these 
bankers have some time, they can give no pre- ; 
mium at all. On the contrary,if you throw | 
$3,500,000 on the exchange of the Mexican mar- | 


ket at once, without any time to work it off, so far |, sponsible to Congress and the country. 


from getting a premium you will have to pay a 
premium or export the specie. 
The gentleman from Tennessee says you run 


hat contract, and it knows nothing of the con- 
ract, 


i and proper discharge of the duty, be will be re- 
The 
| main ground of objection seems to be, that a con- 
| tract, providing the terms and mode of payment, 


| 
H 


pay the money. It neither affirms nor disafirms j 


of 43 


| it was safe enough. 


before the money has been appropriated by Con- 
gress. The gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Ewine,] and others on that side of the House, 
who have urged that objection, are probably not 
aware that in so doing the present Executive has 
only followed the precedent set him by Mr. Polk; 
and all the remarks of that gentleman condemna- 
tory of what has now been done, are equally a 
reflection on the last Administration. He ‘did 
not say this for the purpose of reflecting on the 
last Administration. So far from that, he ap- 
proved then and now of the policy of making the 
contract in advance of the appropriation. When 
the first instalment was to be provided for, the last 
Administration had made a contract with the Ba- 
rings to pay the money to Mexico for a premium 
per cent. instead of 34, the rate now agreed 
upon. He, (Mr. V.,) as chairman of the Ways 
and Means, had then inquired into the subject, 
which, like the present contract, was the topic of 
some conversation similar in its nature to what is 
now afloat. On looking into the subject, he was 
fully satisfied, that in making the contract in ad- 
vance, the Administration had consulted the inter- 
est of the United States; that by making the con- 
tract so as to give to the agents of the Government 
a longer time than intervenes between the appro- 
pristion and the day of payment, to place so,large 
an amount of money in a foreign country, and at 
the same time adapt it to the commercial wants of 
Mexico, as well as to their own convenience, bet- 
ter terms could be obtained than if the making of 
the contract with the Government were postponed 
to near the day of payment. He was sausfied, 
that in doing this the late Administration had 
adopted a sound and wise policy. Accordingly, 
he had made no complaint of the Administration 
then, nor did any one on this side of the House 
take auy exception to what had been done. The 
premium obtained by the last Administration was 

3 per cent., being one per cent. more than the 
premium now contracted for; but at that time ex- 


| change between the United States and England 


was full three per cent. less than now, while the 
Mexican export duty on specie was four and a 
half per cent. greater than now. Both of these 
changes operate against the premium, and their 
due influence would probably exceed considerably 
the difference between the preniium obtained then 
and now. Giving due weight to all the circum- 
stances, the present is probablyjthe more favorable 
contract to the United States; though, he had no 
doubt, the last Administration got the best terms it 
could obtain. Gentlemen complain of this con- 
tract, and denounce it because the Barings, who 
are British bankers, are parties to it. Here, too, 
the precedent of the late Administration has been 
followed with an addition only of American par- 
ties. The last Administration contracted with the 
Barings alone, the very same British bankers, to 
pay the first instalment. The present contract, 
besides the responsibility of the British house, 
has added to it two American houses of known 
credit, soundness and ability. Butthe Barings 
are known to the whoie commercial world; 
and though the contract of the late Adminis- 
tration was with the British house alone, still 
But the gentleman from 
i}linois, (Mr. McCLerwanp,] the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, sees a very deep- 
laid plot in making the Barings a party to this con- 
tract. He says that Mexico owes a large amount 
to England, and that the plan is to get this money 


| into the hands of the Barings, in England, where 
; the British Government can seize the money of 
pay the money to Mexico, as the agent of the |i 
United States; and the argument went upon the as- | 


Mexico in payment of her debt. He (Mr. V.) 
believed that Mexico was indebted to the subjects 
of Great Britain; but he had never before heard 


:, that Mexico owed anything to the Government of 


: footsteps of the last. 


that country. And if the fact were so, here also 
the present Adtuinistration is bat following jn the 
Mexico, two years ago, 
owed as much to the people of Great Britain ag at 
the present time, and there was the same opporiu- 
nity then as now to seize the money of Mexico 


| in the hands of the Barings. But it was not done, 
© for the best of reasons: because it could not be 
: done. 


Whatis this contract? The parties con- 


| tracting with our Government engage to pay to 
| Mexico, at the city of Mexico, three ruilions 


. three hundred and sixty thousand dollars, due 
: from this country to that on the 30th of May next. 


For so doing the Government of the United States 


has been entered into by the present Executive ii agrees to pay to these parties the same amount 
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less three and a half per cent., or less one hundred 
and seventeen thousand six hundred dollars. 
When they get their money, like other persons 
they have a right to do what they please with it— 
leave it here or carry it off to England; it is none 
of our business or concern which. It is their 
money and not the money of Mexico. Suppose, 
then, they take it to England: what next? The 
gentleman from Illinois is a lawyer, and acquainted 
with British as well as American law. What right 
has either the Government of Great Britain, or her 
citizens who are creditors of Mexico, to seize the 
money of the Barings? Would not the Barings 
stijl be obliged to pay Mexico and obtain her dis- 
charge of the liabilities of the United States, and 
thus lose the whole sum? Or if before the seizure 
of the money and the execution of this plot of 
the Barings, they had paid the money to Mexico, 
in that case would they not lose the whole? They 
could not in any event escape from paying Mex- 
ico. No doubt the gentleman from Illinois has been 
told that this plot actually exists; but if the gen- 
tleman, before putting out that charge, had suffered 
himself to reflect for a moment, be never would 
have made it; for he could not have failed to per- 
ceive how stupid it is to suppose the Barings to be 
green enough to enter into a plotio the tune of 
three and a quarter millions out of their own pock- 
els. 

But his colleague [Mr. Carrrer] makes an as- 
sault upon one of the American parties to this con- 
tract, and indulges very freely in harsh epithets 
against Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs, who, he is 
pleased to say, have fattened till they are bloated 
with wealth, by shaving the Government. Ít so 
happens that these gentleman are well known to 
us all; and we all know that there are no more 
honorable men in the country—none more above 
all reproach than they. When, how, or where, 
did they ever shave the Government of the United 
States, or had the opportunity to do it, if they 
were disposed? He would be glad his colleague 
would enlighten us on this subject, and inform us 
what he understands shaving to be, tHe supposed 
his colleague had allusion to their contracts with 
the Government during the last Administration, 
for a large amount of the Government loan. And 
how did they get that contract, and in what way 
did they shave the Government? The United 
States were obliged to borrow money to meet the 
expenses of the Mexican war, but the Secretary 
of the Treasury was required by law to advertise 
some two months or more inviting bidders, and 
bound to give the loan to those who bid and paid 
the most for the stock of the United States. All 
the world wag invited to come forward as bidders. 
All bid as much as they thought proper; and the 
result was, that Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs ob- 
tained the greater part of the loan. And why? 
Simply because they offered to pay more money 
for the stock than the Government would find any 
one else in all the wide world willing to pay for it. 
This is the only way they ever shaved the Gov- 
erninent, so far as ever known. It is true they 
had made a good deal of money out of this opera- 
tion, and he (Mr. V.) was glad they had done it; 
and why had they made it? Because since tne 
close of the war, the commercial condition of the 
country had been such as to give an abundant and 
overflowing revenue; and this state of the Treasu- 
ry had caused a large advance in the price of Gov- 
ernment securities. But suppose, on the other 
hand, that a commercial revuision had followed 
the war, as was confidently anticipated by many 
of the best informed and most sagacious persons, 
which would necessarily have brought with it a 
want of revenue to meet the wants and demands 
of the Government, and a consequent deciine in 
the price of stocks, these contractors for the stock 
wouid, in all probability, have been ruined. So 
that it will be seen, that as their prosperity de- 
pended on the prosperity of the couniry, it is far 
better for us all that they should be gainers rather 
than losers by their contract. Mr. V. said he 
would repeat, that the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, (Mr. Kina,] and the chairman of the Ways 
and Means, had so fully explained the terms and 
advantages of the contract now made with these 
parties to pay to Mexico the next instalment, that 
he would not weary the committee by going into 
its details. He hoped the bill would pass without 
amend ent. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the committee rise, 
in order to afford an opportunity to the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Barty] to offer a resolution closing the debate. 

The motion having been agreed to— 

The committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a resolution, in the usual 
terms, providing that all debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on said bill 
should terminate in five minutes after its consider- 
ation should have been resumed. 

The resolution was adopted. ~ 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. GILBERT asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to give notice of the introduction of 
certain bills. 

The SPEAKER said, there was a motion pend- 
ing to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, but the gentleman from California 
(Mc. Gitpert] could at any time give the notice 
under the rule. 

The motion of Mr. Barty having been then 
agreed to— 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed 
the consideration of the Mexican indemnity bill. 

Mr. DISNEY said, he had but a word to say 
in reply to what had fallen from gentlemen around 
him. ‘The debate had taken a range far beyond 
anything he had contemplated when he proposed 
his amendment. He did not discover in all the 
plausible but superficial arguments of those gen- 
tlemen who advocated this measure, any solid 
objection which had been urged against his amend- 
ment. His object was to set aside the present 
contracts. Beyond that he had no object. It was 
his desire that this contract should be thrown open 
to the market, so that every one might have the 
opportunity to make an offer for it. He would 
leave the Secretary of the Treasury at liberty to 
use his own discretion in the selection of agents. 

A single word only in reply to the specious ar- 
guments in defence of the bill. The argument is, 
that the bill places the responsibility on the Presi- 
dent of the United States where it rightly belongs. 
He did not allow that his amendment changed the 
bill in that respect. Itdid not relieve the Presi- 
dent of this responsibility. The duties of the Ex- 
ecutive are defined by the Constitution. It is not 
in our power either to enlarge or to diminish these 
duties. In the daily legislation of this House, we 
recognize the constitutional duties of the Presi- 
dent, and contradict the arguments which have 
been made against the amendment. His colleague 
[Mr. Vinton] had stated that this bill was a copy 
of the bill which was formerly passed by Con- 
gress, His colleague had asked, ‘“ Why should 


it be altered ??” Aye, why? Why, because, in this | 


case the House is advertised, that there has been a 
party not excitable by any nice feelings or im- 
pulses of patriotism, who have stepped forward, 
and seized the opportunity, and possessed them- 
selves of this contract; and if you pass this bill, 
you either directly or indirectly give a sanction to 
a contract thus made. That was the reason why 
this bill should be made different from the former 
bill. This contract also not only covers the pres- 
ent payment, but extends also to the payments of 
the next instalment to Mexico. 

He put this question to the gentleman: Does 
not this case present one which covers both the 
present payment and that which is to be made 
hereafter: The gentleman says not. 

His colleague had represented this question as 
one which was involved in intricacy: and certainly 
his colleague had been very happy in disentangling 
it by his illustrations. His colleague had stated that 
it was connected with financial circumstances 
which few men could understand. The actual 
value of the transportation of specie from Mexico 
to London, and to the United States, was to be 
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estimated by the rate of exchange, which was from |! 


eleven to twelve per cent. That was the rate of 
exchange between London and Mexico. So that 
Corcoran & Riggs agreed to pay three and a half 
per cent. for what they would be enabled to sell 
at eleven or twelve per cent. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he did not intend to detain 
the commitiee with many remarks; indeed, he 
was not sure that he should have added anything 
were it not to supply some omissions which he 
had made in his opening remarks. 


H 


The gentleman from Ohio (continued Mr. B.) 
has said, that the gentleman from Tennessee has 
proved by his remarks the truth of his statement, 
that this matter of foreign exchange was but little 
understood by members. I assure him that the 
gentleman from Tennessee is right, and that he is 
entirely wrong; and he says there is testimony 
derived from official authority, showing that ex- 
change on London at Mexico is eighteen per cent. 
Now, as I stated in my opening remarks, every- 
body is aware that the exchange between two 
places, independently of any legal impediment, 
cannot be much more than the cost of transport- 
ing specie. 

Mr. DISNEY (the floor being yielded) said, 
the proposition is undoubtedly true, that the cost 
of the transmission of the money, together with 
the insurance, transit duty, drayage, &c., make 
up the whole cost. He then read an official state- 
ment of the items of cost for transmitting the 
money from the city of Mexico to London amount- 
ing to 114 per cent; yet the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (he said) talks about two per cent. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Ohio ought 
to understand, that in stating the exchanges be- 
tween two countries, the charge of transportation 
from interior towns is never included, but only 
from the port of shipment—from Vera Cruz in 
this case —— 

Mr. DISNEY. ‘Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a single question? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 

Mr. DISNEY. If he had $100 in the city of 
Mexico, and wished to transport it to London, 
I ask, what it would cost to get it there? 

Mr. BAYLY. lt would cost the freight, in- 
surance, the duty, and a small per centage for 
transacting the business. 

‘The gentlemen from Ohio, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, has said that the nominal 
exchange between this country and England, 
which is 9: per cent. does not exist in Mexico. 
My friend explained correctly, that it grows out 
of the difference of the value of the sovereign. 
we make it $4 84, while in England it is $4 44. 
So much for the gold. But in respect to silver: 
we all know that silver is not a legal tender in 
England, except to a very small extent. It is not 
a legal tender in any sum over forty shillings. 
The consequence is, that silver dollars are purely 
a matter of merchandize in the London market. 
It is only valuable as bullion. Well, the selling 
price of a Mexican dollar in England is generally 
about four shillings and two pence, which is about 
seven and a half per cent. below the value of the 
Mexican dollar. So that the nominal exchange in 
respect to silver is about the same as in respect to 
gold. 

Why, sir, it is not worth while for anybody to 
stop to inquire about this matter. The thing speaks 
for itself. When you can carry specie from Mex- 
ico to London by paying the export duty, five and 
a half per cent., and the cost of transmission, one 
and a half, making seven per cent., it is absurd to 
say the real exchange is eighteen per cent. 

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Ewie] 
seemed to suppose that there would be sorme inse- 
curity to the Government in this transaction. He 
says, if you advance money to these bankers, and 
in the mean time they should fail, you will lose 
the whole sum advanced. Now, in the first place 
the bankers will pay interest on the advances made 
to them; and as they are money lenders rather 
than money borrowers, it is not probable they will 
ask for any advances. They will be required to 
give security. It is known that the Barings, Às- 
pinwall & Co., and Corcoran & Riggs, are large 
holders of Government stocks.. The securities, 
therefore, that they will probably give, will be the 
hy pothecation of your own stocks to secure these 
advances should they be made; and it is utterly 
impossible, therefore, that the Government can 
run any risk in this transaction. Besides, who 
are the Barings? Tney are already the accredited 
bankers of this Government. Millions of dotlars 
of our money pass through their hands every year. 
All of our ministers abroad are paid through the 
Barings; and through them also are made our 
other disbursements in foreign countries. They 
have been approved as being most able and faith- 
fulagents of this Government. The Government 
has never lost a dollar in any transaction with 
them. On the contrary, the faith of the Govern- 
ment has never failed to be redeemed while they 
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have been your agents for one solitary 1 
There is a peculiar propriety, from: the | 
they are already our agents in other Jarge tranhsac- 
tions, that-you should retain them in’ this. . Bat 
if we are to discontinue our connéctiori with them, 


I hope we will be careful in “selecting the substi- 


tute. peas ; 

Bir, we are not without experience in these mat- 
ters, My friend from Tennessee will recollect that 
in the treaty we had with Mexico forthe payment 


to our citizens of a sum of money for spoliations, we 


undertook. to’ negotiate the payment through our | 


minister, Mr. Shannon, who was then the United 
States minister in Mexico, and there wasa payment 


made. of ‘nearly. half a million of dollars, and to | 


this hour there is-not a man in this House who can 
tell where that money is. ‘The money was paid 
and, the Mexican. Government was released, but 
the money never came into the possession of this 
Government.. The result was, that to preserve 
` the faith of the Government, we had to appropri- 
ate ‘from the public Treasury alike sum for the 
‘payment of those claims. Every dollar of this 
money had been paid by Mexico, as she alleged, 
but not a dollar of it ever reached the public Treas- 
ury here, nor does anybody know where it ‘is. 
i desire particularly that the gentleman from Ohio 
should explain where that money is. Until 1 find 
out where it is, I shall act the part of the burnt 
child, and beware how [ countenance a simi- 
lar course of proceeding—I shall not place my-hand 
in. the furnace in which I have already had it once 
burnt. No, sir, let the affair be conducted through 
the hands of responsible houses, and the faith of 
this Government will be redeemed. i 
But the géntleman from Ohio also said, why not 


make this advance to Mexico rand that she would |} 


willingly give sevén percent. for it. 
- ‘Now; bundertake to say, that we cannot do that 
. without a new treaty ‘is negotiated with Mexico, 
and ratified by the treaty-making power of both 
nations. .Our present treaty requires that this in- 
gtalment of three millions of dollars with interest 
shall be paid to the Government of Mexico on the 
first day of June, 1851. ‘That is our obligation. 
By what right can we change the stipulations of 
- that treaty so` as to make an earlier payment and 
of a less sum ? 


.Mr. CARTTER desired permission to inquire | 


of the gentleman from Virginia whether the same 
power by which the contract was made could not 
change thecontiact? 0 oc 7 : f 
Mr, BAYLY.» Certainly. But what was that 
- power?. Was it the power of the President of the 
‘United States and of Mexico alone? Not at all; it 
was. the treaty-making power of the two Govern- 
ments. Now can: Mr. Webster, Mr. Corwin, or 
anybody else, undertake to amend this treaty in so 
materiala point as the time of the payment of the 
money, and the amount of it? 
Mr. CARTTER (the floor being yielded) said, 
Do:L understand the gentleman as asserting that if 
“the money, were once paid to the. Government of 
Mexico, that Government, or any: party holding 
under it, would not be foreclosed from demanding 
payment again? : : 
Mr. BAYLY. My opinion is, in the contin- 
gency contemplated, it would not. 
Mr. CARTTER. ‘They have no sovereignty, 
then? cae: 
Mr. BAYLY. Yes, they have; but that sov- 
ereignty must be exercised according to the forms 
of their constitution. Now, this treaty prescribes 
the time and manner of payment, and this was 


regarded as an essential feature, for the Senate of 


the United: States struck out one mode of payment 
and adopted: another. Has the Administration, 
without consulting the: Senate—has the Adminis- 
tration of Mexi¢d, without conforming to the pro- 
visions of their constitution, the right to make a 
modifiéation of the treaty in so essential a provis- 
sion as the time and mode of the payment of the 


money, and also of the amount? But suppose they |; € 
i- |; But that is not all. We have a large surplus in | 


| the Treasury, which is drawing no interest. If 


have, we know what sort of people these Mexi- 
- cans are; we know what sort of faith they keep. 
. They are constantly revolutionizing their Govern- 


ment. ; 
H7 


|! man to complain, God knows. 


and I shall then close this debate. 
precise transcript of the- bili which passed at the 
last Congress, under Mr. Polk’s administration, as 
the gentleman from Ohio has “already: stated. In 
preparing it, I directed the clerk to get that actand 
copy it; and I would not repeat the fact, except 
that I speak louder than he does, and perhaps what 


he said was not heard. When that bill was passed 
I was a member of Congress, and heard then all 
this story over and over which we have been fa- 
vored with on this occasion.. There was a dispo- 
sition then manifested to assail Mr. Walker about 
this matter. 1 inquired into it; indeed I conversed 
with him’ on the subject, with a view to the defend- | 
ing of the bill, if necessary, but I am glad to say | 
he was not assailed. The gentleman from Ohio at | 
that time examined the matter, and he saw noth- 
ing that Mr. Walker had done that was deserving 
of reproach, and none was made. In this Instance, 
I have looked into the matter, and have stated the į 
result of my examination to the House. 

Now, if Mr. Webster and this Whig admin- | 
istration are undertaking, as the two gentlemen | 
from Ohio seem to think, to bolater up Santa Anna | 
at the expense of Arista, all I have to say is, let | 
us do our duty, and then, when you get evidence j 
of anything of the sort, why then—I must apolo- 
gize for using in this House a vulgar phrase, but | 
as it is a very expressive one, and one which my 
friend from Ohio will probably understand—then 
give ’em jesse! That is the best plan; and if he | 
can make anything out of it, I shall not be the 


L have one other remark to make. I want this | 
House to see what will be the condition of this 
thing if this bill passes, and what will be the con- || 
dition if it be rejected. If this bill be rejected at 
this time, and the appropriation goes over till the | 


Sect 
next ‘session of Congress, and the appropriation j; 
1 


should not be made until the 4th of March, when | 
the payment will have to be made on the 30th of | 


$ 7 ji 
May, the result will be that the Government will || fi 


either have to send the specie to Mexico, which | 
will cost, in round numbers, about $100,000, or į 
you will have to negotiate with these men; and 
with no longer time to operate in than between the 
time of the passage of the bill and the payment of 
the money—about two months—they will -give 
us no such favorable terms as we have now offered 
to us.. The cost of sending. the specie will-be 
about $100,000. 

Mr. DISNEY. How do you make that out? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will show you. You will 


t disposition to plunder: 


have to pay the freight, insurance, &c., upon the | 
specie to Vera Cruz. 

Mr. DISNEY. How much is that? i 

Mr. BAYLY. About one per cegt. in freight | 
and insurance. And when you get to Vera Cruz ; 
you will have to employ wagons and teamsters, and | 
a small army to protect you from robbers by the , 
way; and then you have to run the risk, after all, 
of being robbed of the whole of it; for [ should! 
not be surprised if the Mexican Government should | 
not exert themselves. very vigilantly to prevent it. | 

T have but little doubt the cost, taking into con- 
sideration the risk, would be double the sum [jj 
have named. Is my friend from-Ohio satisfied? į 
Then, sir, you would lose the premium of $117,600. | 


any advances are made, we will save the interest į 
upon them. l 


Vet some of my 
accuse“ the Committee 


trying to sive the-Governme! 
- Mr: BROWN; of -Mississipp rposing, an 

the floor being yielded to him,-said:* Will. the gen- 
tleman allow me tosay that he has madea remark 
which Fam sure he will qualify when his‘attention 
is called to it. Inthe heatof argument t ‘entle- 
man has dropped a suggestion in’ rega 
Mexican Government which I am- sure must have 
been elicited by what has been said by gentlemen 
on the other side, and not duly weighed by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. Whatever:may have:béen 
our former relations with Mexico, [have no doubt 
my friend from Virginia would regard it as being 
in ‘bad. taste, to say the least, to affirm that the 
Mexican Government would not be above con- 


‘niving at the robbery- of the specie in: process ‘of 


transportation to: their capital for the payment of 
an instalment: of the ‘money due by. this Goyern- 
ment. It ought to be récollected, that’ the Mexi- 
can Government has a diplomatic. agent kere. 
What would we- think if Lord Palmerston;7in-the 
House of Lords in England, should “say of the © 
American: Government that in ‘the case’ of trans- 
portation of specie through the Republic, the Gov- 
ernment would connive a robbery: ne 
Mr. BAYLY. Suppose he should say so. © 
Mr. BROWN. Why, this Government would, 
of course, resent it. a 
Mr. BAYLY. Sir, if 
wrong about these Mexicans 
Mr. BROWN. [I merely wish to suggest to the 
gentleman whether he does not think it proper to 
qualify his remarks. fas i 
Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I will qualify the re- 
mark to please the gentleman; but T do not think 
any the better of the Mexicans since the peace 
than I did before and during the war. I believe 
they are the same in all respects—— a, 
Mr. BROWN, _ There is a difference between a 
state of war and a state of. peace. ~ X 
Mr. BAYLY. Very well, then—— = =S 
[Cries of “Take it back; take it back; Bay- 
Ly.” bE US Saeed” 
M, BAYLY. Why the shortest way to get 
clear of this thing is to take it all back.’ “F'suppose 
every one understood my remark to be jocular. 
My. ASHMUN (the floor being yielded) said 
he would suggest to the gentleman from Hlinois, 


E have said anything 


i the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


that he ought to retract what he had said in ref- 
erence to the British Government stealing this 


money- ; ; 
Mr. BAYLY. Now I have got into. a pretty 


x. ee : 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he had sim- 
ply called the attention of the gentleman froni. Vir- 
ginia to this matter, because on account of his po- 
Sition here, which is well understood in Mexico, 
any expression used by him is calculated to have 
weight and importance attached to if. 9 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has stated that I imputed to the 
British Government a purpose to steal this money. 
I said no such thing, and I do not believe the gen- 
tleman understood me to say so. It was certainly 
very far from my purpose to say 80. 1 stated that 
the Mexican Government was indebted to the 
British Guverament; that here was a proposition 
to pay over this money to the Barings, and that 
it was not impossible that the British Governmént 
might lay its hands on the money, and apply it to` 
the liquidation of a portion of the debt. . 1 did not 
impute dishonesty to the British Government... If 
it be true that the Mexican Government owes: the 
British Government, would not the latter have a 
right. to detain the money of the former ‘in the 
hands of a subject of Great Britain?" ; 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said: Sir, as the gen- 
tleman seems to think that from my, official position 
the remark I made will be-excessively offensive to 
the Mexican Government, [beg that the Reporters 
will not take the slightest notice of it. “But the 
gentleman need have no. feat; if this couatry and 
Mexico should. get. into. difficulty about it, I trust 
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-I shall be surrendered up. as: the offender, and 


dealt. with according. to.law.-. But the gentleman | 
from Mississippi “asks, what would we. think if |; 
: Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, 


Lord Palmerston should‘ get up-before the House 
of Commons: in. England, and mike-such an in- 
‘sinuation in regard to. this Government? I would 
ask the gentleman. what he thinks this Govern- 
ment ougtit.:todo in such a case? Ithas so oc- 
curred that this very Lord Palmerston did, in the 
British House of Commons on one occasion, when 
spéaking of some of the States of this Union— 
andthe gentleman from Mississippi, I believe, re- 
gards that dignity as much higher than that of the 
General Government—I_ certainly do, and think 
my friend from Mississippi does also—had_ the 
effrontry to talk aboutbad faith, of swindling on the 
partof one of theStates of this Union, a State too, 
with which I believe the gentleman from, Missis- 
sippi has some tittle acquaintance. And yet the 
American minister did: not demand his passports 
and come away.. And neither. the gentleman nor 
anybody moved a declaration of warin this House. 

Sir, Tam sorry that-L-have been obliged to de- 
tain the committee so long. 

Mr. B. having concluded, the committee pro- 
ceeded to vote. 

The first question was on the following amend- 
ment of Mr. Jongs to the amendment of Mr. Dis- 
Ney: Strike out the words ‘Secretary of the 
Treasury” and insert “ President of the United 
States.” 

The question was taken, and the affirmative vote 
was declared to be 77. : i 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. WILLIAMS 
and Briags were appointed. 

And ‘the quéstion. being again taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 96, noes 26. i 

“So the amendment to. the amendment was 
agreed to; : 

The question recurred on the amend ment of Mr. 
Disney as thus amended. 

The amendment of Mr. D. was as follows: 

«To be paid by and under the direction of the President 
of the United States.” 

The question was taken, and the Chair an- 
nounced that the amendment as amended was 
rejected,” 

Whilst making the announcement, 

_Mr. McCLERNAND called for tellers. 

Mr. BAYLY moved thatthe committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired of the Chair- 
man, whether he had announced the result of the 
vote? 

The CHAIRMAN answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that he had called 
for tellers. 

Tne CHAIRMAN said, the call had not been 
heard. by the Chair. ` 

Some ‘conversation followed, after which— 

The CHAIRMAN suggested, that by general 


> consent, the question on ordering tellers should be 


ul. oe 
Objection was made. 

Mr. BAYLY then renewed his motion that the 
commitice rise and report the bili to the House. 

The motion having been agreed to, the cormmit- 
tee rose and reported the bill to the House without 
amendment. i 

And the question being on ordering the bill to a 
third reading— 


Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. | 


. There was.a second.. The main question was 
ordered; and baving been taken, the bill was read 
a,.third-time by the title. i s 

The.question being on its passage— 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the bill be laid 
upon the table. 

And the question was taken, and decided in the 
neontive, 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the passage there- 
of— T 
Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays. 
Twenty-four members seconded the call. 
Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered, and 


> Messrs. Hussard and.Ocie were appointed. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

And the question, ‘Shall this kill pass?” was 
taken, and decided in the -aflirmative—yeas 128, 
nays 36; as follow: 


YEAS-——Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, An- 
dreson, Andrews, Ashmun, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, 
Biv ti, Bowdon, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, Bur- 


rows, Burt; Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell,” 


Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandter, Clingman, 
W. R. W- Cobb, Coicoek, Cole, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan 


: Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamilton, Hampton; Haralson, 
Í Hay, Uaymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
! Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hunter, Joseph W., Jackson, Wil- 


liam T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, 
Jones, Kaufinan, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 


i John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Mat- 


teson, McDowell, MeGaughey, McKissock, Robert M. 


: MeLane, Finis E. McLean, MeWillie, Meacham, Millsou, 


Moore, Morehead, Morse, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peasley, Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell 
Reed, Risley; Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, 
Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, and Williams—128. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bissell, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert 


; G. Brown, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, 
| Crowell, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edmundson, 
! Ewing, Featherston, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Har- 
| ris, Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, La Sère, Job Mann 


Marshall, MeLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Miller, Mot- 
ris, Orr, Richardson, Savage, Jacob Thompson, Wailace, 
Wood, and Young—36. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
but was waived, to enable 

Mr. McCLERNAND to move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which a certain bill (the title 


, of which he did not state) had yesterday been re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was entered on the Journal.’ 
And the House adjourned. 


' NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. DOTY gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill granting to the State of 
Wisconsin a certain quantity of public lands to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Chicago 
to Lake Superior. . 

Mr. ASHMUN, under the rule, gave notice 
that he would to-morrow, or some subsequent day, 
ask leave to introduce the following bill: 


A Bill to establish the rates of duties upon foreign im- 
ports. 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after thirty days from 
the passage of this act, the duties required by law to be paid 
on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States, shall be assessed upon the value thereof at the prin- 
cipal ports of the United States at the time of importation: 
Provided, That in no case shall duties be assessed upon a 
valuation less than that now established by law: And fur- 
ther, That the duties required to be paid on pig and serap 
iron, shall be seven dollars per ton; on hammered aud roiled 
iron, fifteen dollars per ton; on window glass, thirty per 
centum ad valorem; and on all other manufactured ar- 
ticles, ten per centum ad valorem, over and above the du- 
ties levied by law on the raw material of which such articles 
may be wholly or in part composed: Provided, however, That 


i pono articles shall a less rate of duty be assessed than is 


now imposed, excepting pig copper, which shall be exempt 
from duty; and all rails of iron for railroads now contracted 
for shall be admitted at present duties if landed within one 
year, and all acts or parts of acts repugnant to the provisions 
of this——be and the same are hereby repealed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenwespay, September 18, 1850. 


The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body a communication from the Treasury Depart- 


| ment, made in compliance with a resolution of the 


: Senate calling fora copy of any report made to 
‘the department on the subject of securing and 


collecting the revenue from customs, and other 
matters of public interest, in California, by any 
special agent appointed by said department; and 
transmitting the same. 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, 
Ordered, That it lic on the table. 
WITHDRAWAL OF 
On motion by Mr. CASS, 


Ordered, That the petition of Samuel Crassin, on the files 
of the Senate be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DOWNS moved that Captain A. P. Brit- 
tingham have leave to withdraw his papers and 


PAPERS. 


seroma ye documents. < 
The PRESIDENT. Are the papers on the 
files of the Senate? 


Mr. DOWNS. I believe they are before’ the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; but as there will 
be but little chance of action on them at the present 
session, Mr. Brittingham desires to withdraw them. 


| Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Gxay.] 


.-Phe PRESIDENT. © ‘The. motion to withdraw 
‘cannot be made until the papers are disposed of by 
the committee > 000 Sopan . 
. REPORTS. OF COMMITTEES. ` 
‘Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Res 
lationary Claims, to which was referred, House 
Bill No. 391, being an act: in relation. to: the claims, 
of Virginia offiers for half pay, reported- back the 
same without amendinent, and: recommended. its 
passage. AUL aa D ey 
i- Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on- Come 
merce, to which were referred the: resolution of 
| the Legislature of Michigan, the memorial of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, together with the. nu- 
merous memorials from persons residing on: the 
borders of the northwestern Lakes and other por- 
tions of the United States, asking the adoption’ of 
measures to procure the free navigation of the St. 
Lawrence, reported a bill providing for the free 
navigation: of the St. Lawrence river and for recip- 
rocal trade with Canada, which was’ read and 
ordered to a second reading, 
On motion, the bill was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on` the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
James Robertson, asking indemnity for: injuries 
received and imprisonment suffered by him, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same; which was agreed to: . 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on- the ‘Post 


| Office and Post Roads, to which was referred: the 


resolution in relation to the contracts for building 
mail steamers, submitted an elaborate report, and 
asked that it be printed for the. use of Senate; 
which was agreed to, i Rly pg 
SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. > 

Mr. CHASE. In pursuance of notice, I ask 
leave to introduce a bill to prohibit slavery in the 
Territories of the United States. 

i The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate grant the 
eave? 

Mr. CLAY. I hope it will not be granted. 
There is, I believe, peace now prevailing through- 
out all our borders. I believe it is permanent. 
And 1 trust that the Senate will at once, and with- 
out hesitation, put its face against any further 
disturbance of this country. i call for the yeas 
and nays upon the question of granting leave. 

Mr. CASS. Fully coinciding with all that the 
Senator from Kentucky has said, I move to lay the 
question of granting leave on the table, 

Mr. CHASE. } trust the honorable: Senator 
from Michigan will withdraw that motion for the 
present. ; 

Mr. CASS. I cannot withdraw it for the pur- 
pose of discussion. 

Mr. CHASE. I have no disposition to discuss 
this question. 1 wish merely to make a personal 
explanation. 

Mr. CASS. I will withdraw the motion if the 
Senator wishes to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. CHASE. I do. : 

Mr. CASS. Then I withdraw the motion for 
the present. 

Mr. CHASE. 1 wish merely to say that I had 
no idea that the introduction of „this. bill would 
| lead to debate at this period of the session. Had 
I thought so, I should not have asked leave to 
introduce the. bill. 1. dissent entirely from the 


i idea of the Senator from Kentucky, that these 


questions are settled. The discussions which 
have taken place in this Chamber since. the passage 


j of the bills to which the Senator referred, show 
: that nothing can be further from. the fact, 
being well aware of the vast amount-of business 


But 


! which claims attention, and unwilling .to.-be: the 


| occasion of delay of business, I withdraw- the 
| proposition. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Itis, I am aware, very early 


: ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 


ENTICING SLAVES FROM THE DISTRICT. 
| Mr. PRATT. [ask the Senate now to take up 
' a bill introduced-a day or two since, to prevent the 
enticing or assisting of slaves to escape from their 
owners in the District of Columbia, and for other 


| 

k; l 

| in the morning; but I move that the Senate pro- 
1 

i 

li 

H 

i 


The 
whole country is now at peace... [Laughter.] I 
thought we had done with these agitating ques- 
tions. We have just refused to allow the honor- 


1850. 
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able Senator from Ohio [Mr..Cuasg] to introduce 
a bill. Ido hope the time has come when these 
‘‘ageressions” and ‘‘ agitations’’? should cease. 
{Laughter.] I hope we heve arrived at that time. 


I trust that the Senate will not take up and debate” 


another of these distracting and aggressive meas- 
ures, to wound the sensibilities of gentlemen here 
by a discussion on this subject. F hoped we had 
got through with these matters. eee : 

Mr. CLAY. One word only, sir.” ‘U-consider 
the passage of this bill as part of that great system 
of policy which has for its object peace and quiet. 
1 agree entirely with the Senator that we ought.to 
put an end to all these “aggressions.” This bill 
proposes to put an end to an aggression. If the 
Senator will only agree that this aggression shall 
terminate—if he will enter into bond and security 
that ho more slaves shall be stolen from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—I presume gentlemen will not 
ask for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CASS. . Mr. President, I desire to say one 
word. Iam not at all afraid of discussion on this 
matter, It is the last expiring effort to raise a 
party in this country. Ido not believe any party 
could now be built up in relation to this question 
of slavery. I think the question is settled in the 
public mind. { do not think it worth while to 
make speeches upon it. f 

Mr. GWIN. Wil the Senator from Maryland 
withdraw his motion, in order to allow me to in- 
troduce a bill of which I have given notice? 

Mr. PRATT. [I cannot withdraw my motion, 
lest I should not havea chance to renew it. If 
there is to be a contest on this subject, I shall call 
for the yeas and nays on my motion. : 

Mr. WALKER. 
privilege of using the morning hour for the or- 


dinary morning business, | should like to know. 


it. I shall concur in taking the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, what is the 
question before the Senate? Is the question upon 
aking up the bill of the Senator from Maryland? 
{Mr. Prarr.] ` 
The PRESIDENT. That is the question. 
But the merits of that bill are not open for dis- 
cussion. | 
Mr. CHASE: I withdrew a moment. since, in 
deference to what seemed to be the general desire 
of the Senate, that no further discussion should 
take place upon questions of this character, a bill 
which I regard as infinitely more important than 
that of the Senator from Maryland. If it be the 
pleasure of the Senate now, to be indicated by the 
. vote to take up this bill, and protract discussion 
upon these questions to the hindrance of other 


business, I shall feel it my duty again to ask | 


leave to introduce that bill. 1 know no reason 
why the security of slavery in the District of Co- 
jambia should be preferred to the security of free- 
dom in the Territories. 

The honorable Senator frem Kentucky tells us 
that this is a part of the scheme of adjustment, and 
that, therefore, it ought to be taken up for consid- 
eration. If it be a part of that scheme, it has re- 
cently been adopted as such. It received no 
consideration, so far as | am aware, from the 
Committee of Thirteen. It was brought in by 

‘the Senator from Maryland, and affects this Dis- 
trict only, It is a measure which has never been 
called for by the people of this District, during the 


fifty. years that slavery has existed here by act of f 


Congress. $ 

Mr. PRATT. I call the Senator to order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator must confine 
himself to the subject under consideration, which 
is, Shall the bill of the Senator from Maryland be 
taken up for consideration? : 

Mr. CHASE. I am urging reasons why it 
should not be taken up, and I have only. followed 
the course of the Senator from Kentucky. 

l deny, sir, that this bill is a part of the scheme 
of compromise and adjustment, because it has 
never received the consideration of the committee 
which was appointed to consider the questions 
relating to slavery. ‘The honorable Senator from 
Kentucky has said that all these questions are 
settled. ‘Some of them are, indeed, settled. The 
question of the Texan boundary is settled, contin- 


gent only upon the acceptance of Texas, which be 


apprehend will be given very promptly. The 
question of the admission of California is settled. 


yy cs 4 "i i 1 i p3 
The question of slavery in the Territories has | e ) $ J | n OF 
a 7 | The retrospective action of this section has been || State of Virginia, or any others 


been avoided. It has not been settled. 
The PRESIDENT. 


If Senators cannot have the 


The Chair “must inter- ii 


fere. The-Senator is 
before-the Senate. ©” Bhp tae 

Mr, CHASE. Iam pursuing the line of remark 
which-the Senator from Kentucky adopted. If 


not speaking to any question 


-that be out of order, [shall submit. 


Mr. CLAY. The Senator should récollect that 
the question is on the second reading of the bill— 
a mere matter of form. 


The mótion of the honorable Senator from Ohio - 


[Mr. Cuase] was to introdice a bill, and therefore 
the whole subject was fully open for discussion. 
The motion now is simply to take up a bill as a 
matter of form to give it Its second reading, and 
it ought to be recollected by the Senator from Ohio 
that when it was proposed the other day, accord- 
ing to almost invariable custom, to give this bill 
its second reading, it was objected to by the Sen- 


| ator who now sits before me, [Mr. Hate.}] This 


is merely a question of form. It comes up regu- 


‘larly for its second reading, and when it is taken 


up it will be in order to make objections to and 
discuss it. 


Mr. HALE. I wish to say a single word in 


| answer to the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 


(Mr. Cray.] The Senator suggests that the other 


day I objected to the second reading of the bill, | 
It is true that | 


which is merely a matter of form. 
I did object, and now i want to mention another 
fact. When a motion was made fifteen minutes 
ago to introduce a bill—a thing whch I have never 
heard objected to during all the time that I have 
been in Congress, in either House—the Senator 
from Kentucky objected, and called for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 


or something worse, because it is an every-day 
thing .to object to a second reading, but to object 
to the introduction of a bill is certainly a very ex- 
traordinary one. i 

The motion to take up the bill was carried on 
division—ayes 26, noes not counted. 

The bill was then read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
follows: 

And be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 


tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, |; 


‘That if any free person or persons within the District of Co- 
Jumbia shall entice or induce, by persuasion or other means, 
any slave or slaves to run away from his, her, or their owner 
or lawful possessor, or shall in any mauner aid, abet, or 
assist any slave or slaves in running away or escaping from 
the owner or lawful possessor of such „Slave or slaves, or 
shall barhor any slave or slaves with the intent to assist 
him, her, or them to escape from the service of such owner 
or possessor, such person or persons shall he liable to in- 


dicument in the criminal court of the District of Columbia, į 


and upon conviction, by verdict, confession, or otherwise, 


! shalt be imprisoned in the penitentiary for any time not ex- 


ceeding five years. 

Sec. 2. And.be it further enacted, That in case any'slave 
or slaves so induced, pursuaded, or enticed to run away, or 
assisted in running away, or harbored with the intent to as- 


sist him, her, or them in running away, or escaping from | 


service, shall actually run away and escape from the service 
of the Jawfal owner or owners, any person convicted as 
aforesaid of such enticing, persuading, assisting, or harbor- 
ing, shail also be sentenced by the said court to pay to the 


So that, if mine was an offence, i 
| 1 should think his must be magnum scandalatum, 


It is as |: 


Mr. CLAY.” Ah! indeed. ~ 


Mr. PRATT. It is only to prevent free negroes 
coming into-the District hereafter: ce.s; 
Mr. CLAY: Very well, Then I agree to, it, 


and will withdraw my motion to strike out. . 
The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 
Mr. HALE, -Irise now to make a motion. fo 

the special benefit of those of my friends tha: 

in-favor of abolishing: slavery in the District’ of 

Columbia, but who have been waiting for'a good 

time and an appropriate measure by ‘which it may 

be done. I do not propose. to trust. tnyself with 


give those gentlemen a fair chance of expressin? 
upon the record what their sentiments are, untram= 
meled by any ‘‘inexpedient” and “ indiscreét’ 
details; and in order to give the largest scope. for 


| discretion, I move that the bill be committed tothe 


Committee on the District of Columbia, with in- 
| structions so to amend it as to abolish slavery in 
| the District of Columbia. On that motion 1 ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I hope we shall have them 
| without discussion. 

Mr. HALE. I hope go too.. 

The yeas and. nays were ordered, and. being 
taken resulted as follows: ae 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, Hale. 
+ Winthrop--9. A : y a 
| NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Bën- 
| ton, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clay, Couper, Davis of Mississippi, 
| Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Foote, Frémont, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, 
: Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Under- 
| wood, Wales, Whitcomb, and Yulee—41. 


| So the proposition to commit the bill was re- 
| jected. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I move to amend the bill 
by adding the following : 
| Beit further enacted, That the seventh section of the act 
į entitled “ An act additional to and amendatory of an act en- 


tined an act conceruing the District of Columbia,” approved 
|! May 3, 1802, be, and the same is hereby, repeated. 


» Hamlin, Seward, and 


| The section proposed to be repealed is section 


i| seven, of chapter LIL, of the United States Stata 


owner or owners of said slave or slaves the value of the | 


| same, to be assessed and determined by thesaid court, to be 


recovered by execution as in cases of other judgments. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That each of the eor- 

porations of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and 

the levy court of Washington county, respectively, shall 


| be, and they are hereby invested with the power, by police 


regulations not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, to prohibit the coming of free negroes 
to reside within their respective jurisdictional limits, and to 
remove therefrom such as may come within those limits 
contrary to such prohibition, and to regulate the behavior of 
those now residing or who may be permitted hereafter to 


reside therein, and to enforce such removal, ora compliance + 


with such regulations, by fine not exceeding two hundred 
dollars, and imprisonment at labor not exceeding six months, 
or either, at their discretion. 

Mr. CLAY. ldo not wish to take up the time 
of the Senate at all upon the subject of this bill 
but I propose to strike out the third section, which 
excludes free persons of color from this District. 
I have no doubt that they have been increasing a 
great deal, and that something ought to be done. 
But before we drive thera away we should ascer- 
tain where they are to go, and where they can go. 
The subject ought to be taken up and most delib- 
erately examined, and some provision made, in 
the spirit of the age and of humanity, in reference 
to persons of color. 
bill, if that is stricken out 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senator will permit me 


| to interrupt him, E will say that I think he misap- 


prehends the section of the biil to which he refers. 


altered. 


The other provisions of the ; 


| 
i 
| 
} 
i 
i 
i 
| 
: 
i 
i 
I 
| 


utes at Large, volume 2, in the following words: 


| Sec. 7. Beit further enacted, That no part of the laws of 
| Virginia or Maryland, declared by an act of Congress passed 
| the 27th day of February, 1850, “ concerning the Districtiof 
| Columbia,” to be in force within the said District, shall ever 

be so construed as to prohibit the owners of slaves to hire 


i! denied to the people of Virginia and to every other 


slavehoiding State. While the county of Alexan- 
dria continued a part of the District of Columbia 
this provision of the act of 1802 had relation as 
well to the State of Virginia as to the State of 
Maryland. Slaves might be introduced from the 
State of Virginia into that part of the District 
which was ceded by Virginia, and slaves might 
| be introduced from the State of Maryland into that 
part which was ceded'by Maryland. But as the 
law then stood, although they might thus be intro- 
duced by Maryland and Virginia into the parts of 
the District respectively ceded by those States, they 
could not, when thus introduced, be passed from 
one of those counties to the other. 
In 1812 an act of Congress was passed authori- 
a : : 
zifig slaves who had thus been in:roduced lawfully 
from Virginia into the county of Alexandria, and 
from Maryland into the county of Washington, to 
be transferred from one county to the other in the 
District, and there held in slavery in the same 
manner as they might have been in the county into 
| which they were originally introduced. Butsince 
the retrovession of Alexandria to Virginia, no 
slave can be introduced into the District from: the 
State of Virginia, or from any slave State except 
Maryland,* (unless when accompanying © ther 
owners on their removal to the District). We 
were assured a few days since by the Senator from 
Maryland that probably five-sixths of the slaves 
now in the District of Columbia had been introduced. 
in consequence of this clause in the act of 1202. 
Now, why, I ask, if it be the policy of this Dis- 
trict, and of Congress, to refuse to permit the 
introduction of slaves into this District from- the 
lave State, should 
4 it be permitted to Maryland to have the exclusive 


r "i 


the details of such a measure, but: I propose’ to. 


YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, 


ee 


é be: 
‘1860: - 
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‘privilege of peopling the District with her slaves, 
Py bringing them here to-hire them out to service, 
‘ahd thug adding to the. slave population, to the 
manifest injury of the free laborers of the District? 
‘L-see. no reason why this monopoly should be al- 
Jowed-to Marylaud, and I think therefore the pro- 
“vision of-the act.of 1802, under which so many 
‘slaves. have been introduced into the District, 
should be now repealed. 
“Mr: PRATT. I wish merely to offer a word of 
explanation, and certainly I shall not enter upon a 
¥debate on this question, which I know will be 
“fatal to the bill. The Senator from Connecticut 
hag stated, with a considerable degree of correct- 
ness, the law as it stands, and as I had the honor 
to explain it a week or two ago to the Senate. 
-'The:Senator, complains that the citizens of Mary- 
land are enjoying, under the act of Congress of 
‘1802, a privilege Which the people of no other 
State may enjoy. I say to him, if he is sincere in 
that objection, that we are perfectly willing to au- 
thorize Virginia, Kentucky, and every other slave 
State.in the Union, which may choose to do so, to 
_bring their slaves'into the District. It is an ex- 
clusive privilege to Maryland, under the laws as 
they exist, because this territory belonged to 
Maryland, and the people who originally inhabited 
it were citizens of Maryland, the people when the 
territory was ceded going with it. It was, theré- 
fore, thought right and proper that the people of 
Maryland, who were inhabitants of the territory 
when it was ceded, should enjoy the laws of their 
native State. Now, I ask ‘the attention of the 
Senate and the Senator himself to the only effect 
of thé proposition which he has made to repeal the 
act of 1802. The Senator has not adverted at all 
‘to the actio of both Houses during the present 
session, in passing the bill introduced by the Sen- 
‘ator from’ Kentucky. Under that bill, no one 
either from Maryland or any where else, can bring 
“his servants here for sale. They cannot be brought 
here for sale under the Maryland Jaw if left in 
force, and the act of Congress be repealed to which 
the Senator has referred. Maryland does not de- 
sire or propose to interfere with any person coming 
to Washington or to the District to reside. He 
_ may bring with him his servants, but he is not 
privileged to sell his servants so brought here, un- 
der the Maryland iaw, until he has resided in the 
District for a period of three continuous years. 
That is the old law of Maryland; that is the pres- 
sent law of the District; and the law introduced by 
the Senator from Kentucky, and ‘which has already 
passed both Houses of Congress, prohibits any 
citizen of Maryland, or of any other State, from 
bringing his servants here for the purpose of sale, 
I think that under the law: of Maryland, which 
‘the Senator does not propose to interfere with, the 
citizen of Virginia or of any other part of the 
United States, who may come to the District to 
reside, is now privileged to bring his servants with 
him. The repeal of the act of 1802, as proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut, would have a 
moat limited operation, indeed, in view of the law 
which has already passed, as introduced by tne 
Senator froin Kentucky. I am not prepared to say 
“whether it would have any operation. 1 am cer- 
tain that the Senator will find this to be the effect 
of his amendment upon examination.. I do not 
propose to discuss the question at all, and will not 
detain the Senate further. 

I àm reminded that, under the law of Maryland, 
:inorder to produce a reciprocity between the peo- 
“ple of the District and the people of the State of 
“Maryland, the ‘former have the privilege of ta- 
” king their servants into Maryland for the purpose 

ef working them, many of the residents of the 
“ District having farms in the State of Maryland; 
“or that they may have the privilege of hiring out 
their servants into the State of Maryland, and of 
bringing them back again to this District. Now, 
‘the only effect of this amendment is to do away 
with this reciprocity, so far as Maryland is con- 
> cerned; and to prevent the citizens of Maryland 
from bringing their servants here for the purpose 
of hiring them: or a citizen of Maryland, living 
“here a part of the year, from bringing his servants 
with him. ‘That is the only effect of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BALDWIN. The object of my amend- 

“ment is to place the people of the State of Mary- 
land precisely upon the same footing as the peopie 
of Virginia and the other slaveholding States stand 
in regard to the right of introducing slaves into 


| slaves here and working them for hire. 


the District, The Senator from Maryland says 
that by the law as it exists, notwithstanding this 
amendment, persons removing into the District 
from the State of Maryland can bring their slaves 
with them, because such was the law of Maryland 
at the time of the original cession of part of her 
territory. In that respect the inhabitants of Ma- 
ryland will stand in no different position. from the | 
inhabitants of Virginia; for, as the law now stands, 
which this -proposition does not affect, the citizen 
of Virginia removing bona fide into the District, for ! 
the purpose.of settling here, can bring his slaves 
with him,and hold them here. Bat, sir, the citizen 
of Virginia cannot send his slaves to be hired here, 
to form a part of the population of the District, un- 
less he himself comes here with his family, bring- 
ing his slaves with him. The citizen of Maryland 
can do this, and under the provisions of this law a į 
very large proportion of the slave population now | 
existing In this District were thus introduced. [tj 
isto put an end to this unjust discrimination be- 
tween the people of Maryland and the people of : 
Virginia, that I have introduced this amendment. 


Sir, the fact that, sixty years ago, the District of |) 
Columbia composed a part of the State of Mary- i 
land, can make no difference whatever in regard | 
to the rights of the people of Maryland at the pres- || 
ent time to introduce their slaves into the District, || 
Was there any such privilege reserved by them? | 
Not atall. It required an-act of Congress—the act 
1802—to confer it. The right did not originally 
exist, and it would not have existed now but for 
the positive legislation of Congress; and it is to 
repeal the act which confers the right, and which 
makes an unjust discrimination as respects other 
States, favoring the State of Maryland, that J am 
desirous of repealing it. 

Mr. HALE. I understand, by the explanation 
made by the Senator from Maryland, that the law 
as it now stands gives to the citizens of Maryland 
a monopoly of the right to bring servants into this 
District for hire. And, as an inducement to con- 
tinue this state of things, we are told, legislating 
here for the District, that in consideration of that, 
we, the legislators of the District, have the right 
to carry our slaves for hire into the State of Mary- 
land; and it is not a one-sided business altogether, 
because there is secured to us—and when I say us, | 
I speak of us as legislators for the District of Co- | 
lumbia—there is secured to us and to our constitu- 
ents in this District, the right to take our slaves 
into Maryland and work them there, and it is a 
fair trade. Now, for one, | want to make no such 
bargain. I do not want to make anything by hir- 
ing slaves. God knows I do not want to make 
anything by letting them out. Iam willing to | 
give up all the privilege that pertains to me as one 
of the legislators for this District, to yield up the 
golden prospects from that scheme of combining 
capital and labor which is to be found by taking | 
our people—our colored people—from this Dis- | 
trict down. into Maryland, and working them | 
there, and taking pay for their labor. Sir, it may | 
be estimated by some to be a very great privilege; | 
for one, I do not wish to enjoy it; Lam willing to 
give it up, to relinquish it entirely. But, on the | 
other hand, I am not willing to submit any longer 
to have the people of the State of Maryland en- | 
joy a monopoly of the privilege of bringing their | 
l want | 
all the States to stand on an equality in this re- | 
spect. The Senator from Maryland says that we 
are willing to extend this privilege—that is, we are | 
willing to let all the rest of the slave States of the t 
Union enjoy the same privilege that the State of | 
Maryland now -enjoys; and instead of repealing | 
that part of the law which confers the right upon | 
the people of Maryland, he is willing to extend it |) 
to all the States. Well, sir, perhaps that would | 
be equal; but it would be just as equal to repeal 
that part of the law which confers that right upon | 
the neople of the State of Maryland. ! 

Sir, L think the people of the United States, |; 
when they hear of the proceedings of the Senate | 
to-day, will learn with astonishment that when ii 
the Senate had but ten days more to spend in ses- || 
sion, and when the bill for the support of the Gov- |i 
ernment of the United States, without which the i 
Government cannot proceed a day, had not been | 
acted upon—when the bill for the support of the |! 
army and the navy had not been acted upon nor l 

| 
i 


reported, and when the Government calendar is 
groaning. under the burden of nominations un- 
acted upon, the Senate of the United States could 


| 
i 
i 
f 
H 
i 
| 
i 
| 


not attend to these weighty matters, but they. 
were gravely employed in the last days of. the 
session; having ‘completed’ all the great healing 
measures for the interests of slavery, devoting the 
last days of the session te. contriving how. the 
little remnant of slavery teft inthe District: of Co- 
lumobia might ‘have its interests best ‘subserved, « 
protected, and extended. ee ee ms dr 
While I am not willing to yieid the right of op-" 
posing, in every regular cofstitutional manner. ite 
which I can-do: it, every species of legislation of 
this sort, now and forever, L want it. understood, 
-that the people of the United States may. learn ang 
not forget, that this.is not owing to the efforts ‘of 
any of those fanatics who have so disturbed. the 
land and endangered the Union, and kept Con- 
gress by the ears for so many months; that. it ‘iz 
by no effort of theirs that this subject has. been in- 
troduced here at this time. No, sir, théy cannot 
do it; they are powerless; they have not the ordi- 
nary leave to introduce a bill into the Congress of 
the United States to express their views, and the 
bill which is attempted to be introduced is not al- 
lowed to be read for the information.of the Senate _ 
and the country. But let a measure be introduced 
that looks to the extension, the perpetuity, ‘the 
spread, the eternity of slavery, and the army and 
the navy and the Executive calendar, the civil ap- 
propriation bill, and everything else,. must stand 
in the background until the last demands. of. sla- 
very, however exorbitant, however extravagant, 
have been heard, -yielded to, and satisfied, and 
everything that slavery asks.is granted. Yes, sir, 
that is what the people of the United States’ will 
learn, when the proceedings of te-day: shall go ous 
with the other things of this Congress. s < 
Having said this, I will now say a word more 
on another branch of the. subject. I believe that 
from the time I have known anything about the 
history of this Government—from the. earliest 
recollection in which I noted anything of the pro- 
ceedings of this Government, there never was & 
Congress elected in which the anti-slavery senti- 
ment of the people was so strongly expressed at 
the polls, in electing the members of the other 
House, and in electing members of the Legisla- 
tures that have elected the members of this body, 
as there was at the election to which the members 
of this Congress owe their seats here. And E 
believe further, that when the history of this Gov- 
ernment shal] be written, it will be found that there 
never was a Congress assembled since the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution in which.the interests 
and the power of slavery have been more. para- 
mount, more resistless, and more overwhelming— 
that there has never been a time since the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution in which what is 


| is claimed for slavery, and the interests, and the 


furtherance, and advancement of slavery, have 
been so unhedgitatiagly adopted, notwithstanding 
the character and the feelings of the men who 
elected us to office. : i 
And now gentlemen flatter themselves that they 
have done a great deal for the peace of the coun- 
try. Everybody is pleased buta few “ wild fa- 
natics.”? All others are delighted, and are binding 
the brows of those who have consummated ‘this 
great work with laurels; they are burning powder 
to blazon forth their glory—singing songs to im- 
mortalize their deeds, and screaming themselves 
hoarse with pæans of praise to those who have 


i been foremost in this great work. Sir, let not.gen- 


tlemen deceive themselves. The pen of inspire- 
tion teaches us that there was a time when a set 
of men cried ‘t Peace! peace! but there was: no 
peace.” Let me tell you there is no peace to those 
who think they have successfully dug the grave in 
which the hopes, the rights, and the interests of 
freedom have been buried.: No, sir, that peace 
will be short, and that rejoicing will most assuredly 
be turned into mourning. Gentlemen. altogether 
mistake the character.of the people whose senti- 
ments have been violated, whose wishes have-been 
disregarded, and whose interests have been tram- 
pled in the dust. If gentlemen think they have 


i ridden rough-shod over us—if they think that no 


no note of remonstrance 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I will give way if the Senator 
from New York wants to move to lay the bill upon 
the table. : ; 

Several Senators. . No, no, take the vote. . 

Mr. DICKINSON. Iwill move ‘to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill till to-morrow. 


5 2 P P ores 


Jam under too much excitement altogether to vote 
apon the:bill to-day. [Laughter:] i 3 

-© Mr. RUSK. ‘hope the further -consideration | 

of this bill atthe present time will be postponed.. 


to take upa bill which it appears to me is abso- 
lutely necessary for the business of the country; 
and it is one in which. ĮI do not think there-is.a 
peg to hang a speech upon. I do not think that 
thereis any possible chance of making speeches on | 
that bill. I-do not think that: freedom will be 
endangered,” or that any ‘graves will be dug” | 
over it. I am willing to- vote for the passage. of | 
this bill, but I doubt whether we can get a vote 
apon it this session, and finish the othér business 
which is absolutely necessary. The bill which I | 
ask the Senate to take‘up is very important. Every 
State in the Union is interested in it; and E hope, 
therefore, that this question, which seems likely | 
to call forth much debate, may be postponed until 
to-morrow, and that the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the bill from the Committee on 
the Pest Office. and Post Roads, to establish post i 
routes. : 2 | 
The motion to postpone was. agreed to. 
PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I now move that the Senate 
- proceed to the consideration of Executive business, 
and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I shall feel compelled to 
vote against that motion, because 1 am satisfied 
that if we do not take up these appropriation bills 
they will not be got through with. We know that 
apon bills of this kind there is usually a great deal 
of speaking—particularly those ‘*ene word ” 
speeches, which are very apt to last for an hour 
and a halif.. [Laughter.} Now, I would rather 
that every Executive nomination should fal 
through, even if they should be of my own party, 
than that the operations of the Government should 
be put to a stand-still for want of appropriations. 
If these nominations are not acted upon by the 
Senate, the President ‘of the United States can 
aommission during the recess. Iam willing to at- 
tend to Executive business after these appropria- 
tion bills are-taken up and disposed of. For one,” 
Į assure the Senate, that I shall occupy no time on 
the subject, except it be for a very brief explana- 
tion, which may be necessary for the understand- 
‘ing of it. But I shall oppose going into Executive 
session now and hereafter, until we have mastered 
this great question, which is so necessary to the 
very existence of the Government—the civil and 
diplomatic bill. f 
Mr. HAMLIN. I think the Senate will do me 
the justice to say, that whenever I have trespassed 
upon their attention, Ihave done ‘so very briefly. 
ith one exception, sympathize with every sug- 
gestion which has fallen. from the Senator from 
New York. I know the importance which at- 
taches to the bill. to which he has alluded; but I 
feel also that there are other duties devolving upon 
the Senate, of an Executive character, which, in 
my opinion, exceed in importance those which re- 
date to the appropriation bills. The Senator from 
New York is wrong in supposing that if the nomi- 
mations. that have been and that shall be submit- 
ted to the Senate, fail to receive their action, the 
Executive can commission the parties. I refer to` 
that-kind of vacancies. which do not justify or au- 
thorize the Executive to commission in the recess. 
Now, what is the point to which we are approach- 
ing? Take the revenue system, if you please; 
and, if we fail to act so as to enable the President 
of the United States to fill the offices while we are 
here, how are we to remedy the difficulty so as to 
enable the Government to sustain itself? That is 
a, consideration which- I think ought to impress 
itself upon the Senate, and lead us to devote at |; 
jeast.a_ portion of our. time to these Executive du- 
ties. F have. struggled faithfully to bring the 
Senate to the performance of Executive duty. I 
know the feelings: of the Senator from South 
Carolina and others, who have charge of Execu- 
tive business; and’ I have made this motion simply 
for the purpose of testing the Senate. If we are 
tò -be called again together immediately after our 
adjournment to attend to Executive business, the 
sin shall not lie at my doors: - 
“Mr DICKINSON. I should very much dep- 
recate the failure of any of the Executive nomina- 
tions for waht of action on the part of the Senate; 
but"if-it ‘be so that I must choose between their | 
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failure and the®failure of these appropriation bills, 


I-certainly would prefer the former. As regards 


the power of the President to commission during 
ed.. 7; the recess, I will simply state that itis the business 
I shall.vote for its: postponement, because I desire }} 


of the Executive to’see that the laws.are executed, 
and I am of opinion that he can. 

A Senator: No, no. i 
_ Mr. DICKINSON, - -I-am not speaking the sen- 
timents of other Senators, but my own. I main- 
tain that he can do it; and that it isan adjudicated 
question under the opinion of the Attorney Gene- 
ral. It was done under Mr. Polk’s administration. 
If gentlemen will contradict me in theory, they 
must contradict me also in fact. There was a case 
in the State of New York where a postmaster was 
commissioned during the recess of the Senate. The 
person who had been nominated was rejected by the 
Senate. His successor was nominated, and his 
nomination wassent in to the Senate, but itremained 
unacted upon. That case was brought before the 
Cabinetof Mr, Polk, and the Attorney General gave 
itas his opinion that the President had a right to com- 
mission him during the recess, and he did so. But 
there is no necessity for coming to that conclusion. 
All We have to do is to proceed with the business; 
but L will give a preference to this business because 
itis necessary in order to pay Executive officers; 
and, with all their patriotism, we all know that 
they will not work unless they are paid. 

Mr. RUSK. I want to compromise this mat- 
ter. I shall vote against going into Executive 
session now, and shall ask the Senate, in justice to 
their own constituents, to take up and pass the 
post-route bill. They can do it between this time 
and one ozclock, and then at one o’clock Í will 
vote to go into Executive session. This bill has 
béen fully considered in the committee; I have 
spent a great deal of labor upon it, so that all the 
Senate will have to do will be to act upon it. Ido 
not think there is the least possible chance for 
any one to makea speech upon it, for no Sen- 
ator has asked for a mail route anywhere, who has 
not had it granted in this bill. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business, 
and the yeas and nays having been ordered, they 
were taken with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Massachu- 
setts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Ewing, Frémont, Greene, Gwin, Hale, Hawlia, 
King, Morton, Norris. Pheips, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Souté, 
Spruanee, Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Yu- 
lee—34, 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Cass, Clay, Cooper, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Fuote, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Shfelds, Turney, Under- 
wood, and Whitcomb—19. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The Senate. accordingly entered upon the con- 
sideration of Executive business, and after some 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, Seplember 19, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
TheSPEAKER. The question pending at the 
time of the adjournment of the House last even- 
ing, was the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayxy,] that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 


_of the Whole on the state qf the Union. 


Mr. BOWLIN. í hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw his motion, that we may 
have the benefit of the morning hour for the call 
of the committees for reports. 

Mr. BAYLY. I cannot withdraw the motion. 
I submit it to the decision of the majority of the 
House. If they wish the committees to be called, 
they can vote down my motion. 

Mr. MILLER stated that his name was omit- 
ted from the yeas and nays yesterday, (on what 
question not heard by the Reporter,) and asked 
that the Journal be corrected. 

The SPEAKER said,.it could not affect the re- 
sult, and the correction would be made—there 
being: no objection. f y 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Barty, and being taken, the vote stood—ayes 
65, noes 44. eet ; 

No quorum voting. i 

Mr. BOWLIN. -As the representative of great 
interests on this floor, I call for the yeas and nays. 

- The SPEAKER having put the question, stated 


that -there.was not a sufficient. numb 
order the yeas and nays.>: ait 
Tellers thereon-were asked and refu 

- Tellers were then ordered: on the 

Bayty, and: the. affirmative vote was « 


be 77. a s an 
The SPEAKER requested gentlemen to y 

one side or the other, as otherwise there would be 

no quorum. j : E 

r Ihe negative vote was-taken, and declared to 
e 47. ; Oe Pe Y 

So the motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. © 


Thereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the. Whole on the atate of the Union, 
(Mr. Disney in the chair.) > : k 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Navy of the 
United States for the current fiscal year. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, took the floor. 
He moved that the reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does. not hear 
the remark of the gentleman from. Tennessee, 
[Mr. Sranton. ] : ; E eii 

Mr. STANTON repeated his motion, = $54 

Mr. JONES suggested that it was necessary that 
the first section of the bill should be reads and his 
colleague (Mr. Sranron] could:then move, before 
he commenced his remarks, to strike it out. 

The first’section of the bill was then read, . - 

Mr.. STANTON moved (for the purpose of 
making his remarks) that it be stricken out... * 

Mr. S, then proceeded to address the commit- 
tee. He said: : 

Mr. Craimman: At this period of the session, 
I know that debate will be heard with impatience; 
and if I did not design to speak directly to the 
provisions of this bill, with the hope of makin 
some useful suggestions upon the policy connected 
with it, | would ñot feel authorized to occupy the 
floor for a moment. Seg 

The amount of money involved is within a frac- 
tion of nine and a half millions. ‘In a timè'of 
profound peace, the expenses of the navy have 
grown to this enormous figure. Itis by no means 
surprising that they have become the cause’of 
loud complaint. In deference to these complaints, 
which have been so generally expressed, and ‘not 
without just foundation, I feel that it is our duty, 
even at the present inauspicious moment, to pause 
and consider the evils which have produced them, 
and the means by which. those evils are to be cor- 
rected. : : i M 

The dissatisfaction consequent upon an inactive 
and expensive naval establishment, is frequentiy 
vented against the officers of the navy. But the 
fault is not theirs. They have never yet failed in 
the performance of honorable and perilous duty. 
If any portion of them seem to be at present idle 
and inefficient, it is because they have no employ- 
ment to call forth eminent ability. But‘no Arner- 
ican can ever be unmindful of the glory; which, 
in former days, was achieved by our gallant navy. 
Whenever. the tempest. and, the battle shall again 
give opportunity for. energy and courage, I have 
the confidence to believe, that its ancient fame will 
not be tarnished. In the shouts of the first vic- 
tory which might crown our arms upon the ocean, 
showing that the spirit of our old heroes is not yet 
extinct, would be drowned every vestige of the 
murmurs which now stigmatize the corps as idle 
and extravagant. 

No, sir, the evils at present existing in this 
branch of the public service are not justly attribu- 
table to the officers. "They are the legitimate re- 
sults of thesystem. ` They flow from its organiza- 
tion, and are, therefore, chiefly chargeable to the 
legislative and executive branches of the Govern- 
ment. Since the origin of our naval system, ‘the 
world has advanced immeasurably in all the de- 
partments of business. The instruments. and 
agencies of commerce have undergone. immense 
changes; but the navy has not kept. pace. with 
these. It. rests: pretty much upon its. original 
foundation, very little altered in its habits, or in: 
its means and appliances... [hold it to be an 
axiom, that a navy is worthless in proportion: as 
it is unequal, in any respect,.to the commercial 
marine which it is intended to protect: It must 
rival the energy and activity of commerce, or 1t 
fails to yield an advantage equal to the burden it 
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imposes on the revenues of. the country. This 
spirit of progression must beirifused into it by the 
Government: the officers of the navy may give 
impulse to this forward movement, or they may 
retard it; So far as their old habits and preju- 
dices may have presented obstacles to Improve- 
ment, undoubtedly the responsibility 1s wholly 
theirs. f 

But, Mr. Chairman, l proceed to my object, 
which isto present some general views in reference 
to the several appropriations contained in this bill, 
and to show in what manner an important reduc- 
tion may be effected, without interfering in the 
slightest degree with the efficiency of the service. 
Economy and efficiency are not antagonisticai, on 
the contrary, they are entirely harmonious—in- 
deed, mutually indispensable the one to the other. 
But before | attempt to point out those parts of tle 
appropriation in which reductions are practicable, 
I hope I shall be excused for briefty alluding toa 
few items, favorite objects of reduction to some 
gentlemen, in which I think no reductions ough 
to be made. i 

The appropriation for the Observatory ought 
not to be diminished. It is not in this quarter that 
any curtailment is to result in advantage to the 
service, either by the amount of saving, or by the 
correction of any abuse known or suspected to 
exist. There is no idleness or extravagance here. 
Nights of laborious observation, succeeded by 
days of intense study and close analysis of the 
results, are not better compensated than the ordi- 
nary duties of officers in positions requiring far 
less’ scientific acquirements, and far less constant 
exertion of mind and body. I have repeatedly 
expressed my conviction, that in time of peace 
there is no emoloyment in which any portion of 
the navy can be engaged more honorable, more 
useful, or more creditable to the Government, than 
the labors of this institution. War has its tri- 
umphs, but these are the triumphs of peace—the 

roudest ornaments of an elevated civilization. 
They bring not less glory to the Government, nor 
less real renown to the intellects that achieve them. 
They will be written on the firmament and recorded 
among the stars, legible to all future generations, 
when the petty conflicts and fleeting triumphs of 
existing naval powers will have been long for- 
gotien. J 

I hope this establishment will be fostered as long 
as the Government shall exist; it shall certainly 
never be without my ardent support, whether di- 
rectly given in the public councils, or more quietly 
as a private citizen. I say the same of the prepa- 
rations for the American Nautical Almanac, and 
of the Naval School at Annapolis. The expense 
of all these is inconsiderable—unworthy of a mo- 
ment’s hesitation—when taken in connection with 
the important objects to be attained by them. Less 
than one hundred thousand dollars supports them 
all. 

The appropriations in this bill are: 


For the Observatory... +seeesses $35,135 
American Nautical Almanac. ....-.- 42,850 
Naval School... ssseeesserceeecrces 28,200 


$76,185 


Total Zecsvcecccecsccereareseres 


Strike them all out, and you gain very little in 
reducing the mass of expenditures in this bill, 
while you will have destroyed some of the best 
works that can be accomplished by the peaceful 
labors of a gallant navy. Whoever should pro- 
pose to begin the curtailments of the naval expend- 
itures at this point, will begin at the wrong end, 
and, in my judgment, will finish by doing nothing 
but mischief. I would prefer to increase the 
amounts, so far as to restore the sums which the 
Committee of Ways and Means have cut off from 
the estimates submitted by the department. At 
the proper time I shall move to do this, and will 
explain the amendments in detail. 
tinguished chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means will see the error into which he has 
been betrayed upon this point, and that he will ac- 

uiesce in the propriety of restoring the appropri- 
ations to their original amounts. The liberal prin- 


ciples upon W 


fairs, lead me to. believe that my expectation will 


not be disappointed. 
Lastly, Mr. Chairman, I would ‘not attempt to 


curtail this large expenditure by reducing the rate 


I hope the dis- | 


hich he acted, when F had the honor | 
to serve with him on the Committee on Naval Af- | 


| of pay to the officers or men. E am well satisfied 
that no important results could be produced by 
such a measure. It would make but a slight im- 
pression upon the nine and a half millions of dol- 
Jars, while the tendency of it would be pernicious 
in other respects. An important saving, however, 
may be effected in this item, by means to which Í 
will, in the proper place, again recur. f 

I come ‘now to the important question, how is 
the reduction of these enormous appropriations. to 
be effected ? Where shall we apply the pruning 
knife in such a manner as to diminish the general 
mass, and yet increase the fruit of the tree? The 
American people would not hesitate to pay nine 
or ten millions to maintain the navy, if they could 
see an advantage—a result adequate to the great 
outlay. The question of economy, therefore, is a 
question of efficiency-—a question of profit and 
i loss—a question of return for expenditures. With 
this view of the subject, let us look at the details 
of the bill. 
The whole appropriation i8..... see eee eee e ee 
Of this, there is appropriated for dry- 

docks, by contracts, which cannot 

be disregarded, and which will end 

with this oppropriation 
Repairs and improvements of navy- \ 

yards, not to be reduced this year, 

but which probably may the next 785,966 
For wansportation of the mails by 

874,600 


ve -89,427,952 


e 


tbe ocean line of steamers 


Making together .s.sesesesererseees $2,926,128 


And leaving for other purposes......eeeeeerers $6 501,828 


The first and second of these large items are for 
permanent improvements, and the expenditure will 
not require to be renewed. But for the necessity 
of a naval station at San Francisco, two out of 
these three millions might be set down as not 
again recurring to swell the appropriations of 
future years. Even as it is, however, with that 
necessity acknowledged, the annual amount will 
not be near so large and will soon cease entirely. 

It is, then, in the balance of six and a half mil- 
lions, as above stated, that the reduction is to be 
made, if made at all. Let us see what are the 
chief items contained in this aggregate sum, and 
how far they are susceptible of diminution with | 
advantage to the service. They are as follow: 

Pay of officers and men... see. e e $2,758,262 

Provisions.. ..essseereesese cece + 686,200 

Marine Corps. ..seceererecrereccs 371,722 

Repairs and Hemp..e+seereeeees «1,750,000 

Ordnance.. secs ceceeeeseverecees 198,000 

Contingencies. ....seerreecece res 532,145 

$6,204,329 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that one third of this 
sum, or at least two millions of dollars, can be | 


slightest injury to the great objects for which the 
navy is maintained. I shall send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read, a short amendment, from which 
Tam sure this result will follow, if the Executive 


its spirit. No important reform can be effected 
without the harmonious concurrence of the two 
great departments of the Government, the legisla- 
tive and the executive. Iwill endeavor to show 
how the provisions of this amendment may be 
made to effect the results claimed for it. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk, as fol- | 


saved in the future, and that without doing the | 


will heartily concur in carrying it out according to | 
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maintaining them.’ According to the views ofa 
distinguished officer of the navy, who has closely 
studied. this subject, the expense of. maintaining 
any given naval.forceis: equal to about one thon- 
sand dollars per man. ‘To. maintain a.navy. with 
seven thousand five hundred men, would. require 
seven and a half millions;-and to reduce the: pum- 
berto five thousand, would effect a saving of-two 
and a half millions. . This: general statement un- 
doubtedly approaches the trath, but it involves the 
cost of the whole establishment. It is necessary, 
therefore, to look a little more minutely into. the 
effect, of such a reduction, upon the several items 
already mentioned Poko 
First, as to the $2,758,262 for the pay of officers 
and men. lt is evident that‘in order to reduce this 
item one third, you must do something more than 
reduce the number of men in that. proportion. 
| About one half of this sum is for the pay of officers. 
But the Committee on Naval Affairs have already 
reported a bill for a retired list, prospectively re- 
ducing the number of officers, as well as for re- 
| tiring those who are unfit for duty. lt was esti- 
i mated by the late Secretary of the Navy that a 
very considerable saving would result from this 
i measure. There is, however, another important 
provision, not contemplated by the late Secretary, 
and not incorporated into that bill, which | desire 
to see put into it by the House. It is to reduce 
the number of midshipmen from four hundred and@ 
sixty-four, now authorized to be appointed, dow 
to one half that number, leaving only: one for each 


li congressional district in the Union. These should 


be thoroughly educated and trained at the Naval 
School and on board our ships. | would place that 
school upon the most ample and liberal. footing, 
making it equal in all respects and similar in its 
operation to the West Point Academy. Only so 
many of these midshipmen as may be necessary 
to supply the annual demands for officers of the 
higher grades, should be finally admited: into the 
navy, and then should be taken from the most 
meritorious. Let the rest of them, after having 
i acquired a thorough education, go into the mer- 
; chant service. i 

P The necessity for this fundamental change must 
| be apparent to every one. The lower grades of 
‘the service are now so crowded that promotions 
| are almost hopeless. H is said thata youth enter- 
ing the service at the present time as a midship- 
| man, cannot expect, according to the ordinary 
| ehances of human life and the present organization 
of the navy, to reach the grade of captain in less 
than a hundred years. Officers thus spend the 
prime of their lives and the vigor of their manhood 
in subordinate stations, without acquiring those 
essential qualities which can only flow from the 
habit of command. I wiil not stop to point out 
the pernicious results of such a system. They are 
i only too apparent to the most careless observer of 
the navy—to be seen in the stagnant condition of 
i the lower grades of officers, their discontent and 
| impatient desire for honorable employment, and 
| for promotion as the reward of faithful and gallant 
| service. But I cannot pursue this subject, my 
t 


| purpose having reference ehiefly. to the expendi- 
‘tures. E will only remark, in passing along, that 
i the young men educated at the Naval Academy 
would become much better officers by active em- 
ployment in the merehant service than they could 
ever hope to be by continuing as_midshipmen ac- 


lows: 

« Be it further enacted, That hereafter the naval forees of 
the United States in commission shall be divided into two 
squadrons, to be Known as the squadron of the Auantic and 
the squadron of the Pacific. "The former to have its head- 
quarters in the waters of the United States on the Adantic, 
and to cruise in the North and South Atlantic, in the Medi- 
terranean,and the Galf of Mexico; the latter to have its head- 
quarters at San Francisco, and to cruise in the North and | 
South Paci 
Provided, That so long as existing treaties require it,a force 
of eighty guns shall be kept on the coast of Africa. 
| Beit further enacted, That after the expiration of the 
| present fiscal year, the number of petty officers, seamen, | 
ordinary seamen, landsmen and boys, employed at any one | 


The number of men, at present authorized to be | 
employed in the navy, is seven thousand five hun- i 
dred. The amendment just read proposes to re- | 
duce this number one third. According to the last 

| 
| 


report of the Secretary of the Navy and the Naval 
Register, we have no less than six squadrons, and 
thirty-eight (38) vessels in commission. To cut 
off one third of the men employed-will necessarily 
| involve-a corresponding diminution of the nuraber | 
| of ships in commission, and of the expense of | 


fic, in the China Seas and the Indian Ocean: i 


time in the navy, shall not exceed five thousand.” j; 
{ 


i] calibres. 


cording to the present organization of the navy. 


In time of peace, their education, giving intelli- 


| gent direction to enterprise, would secure the gifts 
| of fortune. In time of war, they would be ready 
to enter the service of their country, and to add to 


i| the well-earned acquisitions of honorable labor, the 


more glorious rewards of valor and patriotism. 
This change, in addition to that of the retired 
i list, may be expected, without entering into any 
; accurate calculation, to reduce the item of pay at 
least one third. It is not necessary to dwell par- 
ticularly upon the other items. In those for. pro- 
visions, marine corps, repairs, and contingencies, 
the rate of reduction is apparent. As to the item 
of $196,000. for ordnance, by reference to.the esti- 
mates you will find that this is chiefly for the 
making of a large number of guns of different 
A larger appropriation for this purpose 
has been usual in former years, and a great num- 
ber of guns has already accumulated. « If this.ap- 
propriation shall be continued for twenty years, 
what shall we do with the vast armament which 
will be created? It is evident that this item may 
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be reduced one third without any detriment to the 
Service. / 

But the most important effect of this provision 
will be upon the number of vessels in commission, 
and upon. their employment under ordinary cir- 
cumstances. The six squadrons of which I have 
spaken—the Home Squadron, the Pacific, the Med- 
iterranean, the Brazil, the African, and the East 
india squadrons—are together composed of thirty- 
eight vessels of all classes; and it is to keep these 
squadrons up as at present organized and em- 
ployed that the vast expenditure of. from seven to 
nine millions is annually made. Now,! propose 
that the two great squadrons of the Atlantig and 
of the Pacific shall comprise only some twenty or 
twenty-four efficient vessels in commission; and I 
maintain that these, kept.in active service and 
properly managed, can do more than is now accom- 
plished by the whole thirty-eight of our six squad- 
rons.. Suppose the Atlantic squadron should 
comprise only twelve ships; one of these might 
Start every sixty days, or oftener if necessary, and 
run up the coast of the United States, across the 
Atlantic, down the coast of Europe, along the 
northern and southern shores of the Mediterra- 
nean, down the coast of Africa, up the eastern 
coast of South America, through the West Indies, 
and home. The vessels comprising the Pacific 
squadron might do the same on the western coast 
of South America, in the. East Indies, and in 
China, passing through the waters frequented by 


our whalers, and along the coast of Oregon. | 


These voyages could easily be made in one year, 


and no cruise need ever be longer than that period. 


Our national fag might thus be carried regularly 
every forty or sixty days into every’ important 
port in the world, and our commerce would every- 
where enjoy the watchful care and protection of 
the navy. The officers in command would com- 


“municate with our consuls and diplomatic agents in 


à. 


all countries; and we should not then see, what 
now. frequently occurs, our vessels, after having 
been at anchor in some distant port for six or 
twelve months, ordered home, and passing some 
of the. most important ports of the world without 
dropping an anchor or showing their flags. A 
system of activity would be kept up highly bene- 
ficial. to. the officers and men, as. well as to the 
Government. This general arrangement could be 
at.any time modified, as occasion might require; 
and upon an emergency, a large force could be 
speedily concentrated in any quarter of the world. 

The plan I have thus briefly sketched, is ex- 
ceedingly simple; but it involves both economy 
and efficiency in a high degree. I cannotsee how 
itis practicable to employ our navy, in times of 
peace, more advantageously than in the manner 
proposed. `I have no hesitation in saying, that the 
navy, thus reduced and thus organized, would per- 


“form more service and dg more good, than it does 


now with amuch greater force. In order to feel 


` the truth of what I say, it is only necessary to ex- 


amine into the usual employment of the navy in 
time of peace. Take any on@of*our squadrons 
and inquire what it has been doing for a year 
past. The Mediterranean will afford an admira- 
ble object of comparison between the present sys- 
tem and the one proposed. We have had in that 
sea.no less than four frigates, with some sloops of 
war, allemploying some twenty-five hundred men. 
What. have they been doing? Most of the time 
lying at anchor at Spezzia, at Bahia, or at Mahon. 
Our commerce in the Mediterranean is quite small, 
although it is increasing... We have some trade 
with Marseilles, Trieste, and Smyrna. But it is 
donbtful whether the two and a half millions. re- 

uired to support this squadron is not more than 
the whole profit derived from our commerce in the 
Mediterranean. I have seen it stated that our ex- 
ports to that sea amount to about six and a half 
millions, and the imports to about five. It must 
be a very profitable trade, if the whole profit to all 
engaged in-it would pay the expense of our 
squadron. But what has that squadron been 
doing? : During the whole of last winter Commo- 
dore Morgan’s ship was lying at Bahia: he him- 
self was living at Naples, and I presume he did 
not see his ship for several months. As for the 
«ships themselves, they were quietly moored in 
their respective harbors; andit is probable the only 
American flags they saw for months together, were 
those of the store-ships which carried them provis- 
ions, In. the mean time, the officers were by 


- turns living in the cities and enjoying: themselves 


s 


with Ltalian luxury, while the men were virtual 
prisoners on-board; In a state of pernicious inac- 
lvity, with an occasional liberty to get drunk on | 
shores. -The winters in the Mediterranean are said | 
to'be stormy and severe; but let it be remembered 
thatthe squadron was within three weeks’ sail of 
the tropics, a region of perpetual summer, where 
the ocean is generally covered with our commerce. 
I wish it to be distinctly understood that I do not 
intend to cast the slightest reproach upon the offi- 
cers to whom [ have alluded.- They are but fol- 
lowing in the footsteps of their predecessors, and 
pursuing a custom which has been long sanctioned 
by the Government. They are sent out to do 
what I have described, because they have nothing 
else todo. It would, therefore, be unjust to at- 
tribute to them any impropriety of action or dere- 
liction of duty. Whatever of wrong there may | 
be in this system, arises from the fact of having 
squadrons upon foreign stations, required to re- 
main for years away from home, and having no em- 


ploymentadequat@to the force of menor guns, thus || 


sent out to make a display of the national power. 

What I have said of the Mediterranean squad- 
ron will apply to all or most of the others, with 
the single difference that this is the most pleasant 
and desirable station known to our navy. When 
one of our vessels sets sail for a three years’ cruise, 
as it is called, she drops her anchor at Rio, at Cal- 
lao, or at Canton, and there she frequently re- 
mains for six or twelve months in a state of per- 
fect inactivity. If she go to the East Indies, about 
one half the time is employed in going and coming, 
and this constitutes the principal part of her cruis- 
ing. During the rest of the three years, she is 
generally lying at anchor in port. Instances have 
occurred of vessels losing their anchors by the 
actual rotting or rusting of the cables; and it is an 
old sarcasm, which I supposé is only true in a į 
metaphorical sense, that our ships “ ground upon 
the beef bones thrown overboard by their crews.” 
I have heard from the lips of officers descriptions 
of these long periods of inactivity in port, and I 
will read a short passage describing their effect, 
written by one who occupied the position of a 
common sailor. It is from the well-known work 
entitled White Jacket, which, however highly col- | 
ored it may be in some instances, cannot be con- 
sidered extravagant in this: 

« At sea there is more to employ the sailors, and less 
temptation to violations of the law. Whereas, in port, un- 
less some particular service engages them, they Jead the 
lasiest of lives, beset by all the allurements of the shore, 
though perhaps that shore they may never touch. 

* Unless you happen to belong to one of the numerous 
boats, whieh, in a man-of-war in barbor, are continually | 
plying to and from the land, you are mostly thrown upon 
your own resources to while away the time. Whole days 
frequently pass without your being individually called upon 
to lift a fingers for though, in the merehant service, they 
make a poiatof keeping the men always busy about soine- 
thing or other, yet, to employ five hundred sailors, when 
thereis nothing definite to be done, wholly surpasses the 
ingenuity of any first lieutenant in the navy.”—White 
Jacket, p. 19%. . 

Thisisa very moderate statement, and is undoubt- 
edly true. It is easy to see what consequences 
must flow from the continuance of such a state of 
things for six or twelve months in succession. 

In many parts of the world—in the sickly cli- 
mates of the East Indies or on the Coast of Africa, 
our ships become nothing more nor less than float- 
ing hospitals, or else they send their disabled crews 
on shore to such establishments, maintained at 
great expense by our Government. If, on the 
contrary, our ships should be required merely to 
sail through those inhospitable climes, touching at || 
all important points, the cruises being compara- | 
tively short, would partake more of the character | 
of trips of pleasure, and would rather contribute to į 
the health of the crews than otherwise. Those 
places would no longer be considered only grave- 
yards for the bones of our sailors. All the evils | 
of idleness and inactivity would be avoided, anda 
healthful vigor would be infused into the service, 

You would thus save the expense of foreign 
hospitals. You might abolish the naval depôts at 
Port Praya, Cape de Verd Islands; at Honolulu, 
Sandwich Islands; and at Macao, China, saving 
the expense of salaries of store-keepers, clerks, and 
other agents. It might be necessary to retain a į 
depét at Spezzia and at Rio Janeiro. San Fran- 
cisco is no longer a foreign station. The money || 
spent in maintaining the navy would thus, for the |; 
most part, be disbursed at home. The cruises never f 
being for more than twelve months, the sailors 
would generally return in good health, or, if sick, 


| establishment. 


than if they: were stationed on the coast and all 
their movements watched and, known to the.par- 
ties pursued, Sei oS lee 
The acquisition of California, with the magnifi-. , 

cent bay of San Francisco, renders it highly im- 
portant to organize our naval forces in the Pacific 
upon a footing altogether different from that which 
has heretofore prevailed. Millions of money have 
been thrown away in sending our vessels to the 
Pacific, and bringing them back for repairs, Ido 
not deem it important to present any calculation of 
the saving which will be effected by establishing an 


| independent station at San Francisco. Nothing of 


this kind is necessary. A glance only is sufficient to 
satisfy every one of the vast importance of this 
change. It should be our policy to encourage officers 
of the navy to settle in California, instead of dis- 
couraging it, according to what is understood to 
have been the policy of the late Secretary of the 
Navy. Let the Government extend its two arms 
over the Atlantic and the Pacific, independent and 
separate in their movements, but directed by one 
central power at the seat of Government. 

Our present system of maintaining separate 
squadrons in different parts of the world, grew up 
under a state of things wholly different from the 
present, and chiefly from the example of the Brit- 
ish Government. The Mediterranean was infested 
with corsairs, and the coasts of Spanish America 
with buccaneers. Our commerce is not now sub-" 
jected to such annoyances in any part of the 
world. If it may be supposed that the presence 
of a powerful squadron in any quarter contributes 
to the security of our flag, I think it may be justly 
anticipated that the regular appearance of our 
armed ships in every principal part of the world, _ 
will be still more effectual. In a given time we* 
would exhibit a greater number of guns, in a more 
activegand efficient condition, and with the assu- 
rance that they could easily be concentrated, ‘in 
order to punish an insolent aggressor. f 

In reference to the example ‘of Great Britain, it 
must be remembered. that when she maintains a 
fleet at Bombay or Calcutta, she is at. home. In 
the East or the West Indies, at the Cape of Good 
Hope, or at Sierra Leone, she is equally within 
her own dominions. The motives which operate 
upon her have little or no application tous. Our 


| relations with the various parts of the world being 


altogether dissimilar, our purposes are not the 
same, and therefore demand a different system. 

I know not, sir, how mach favor my suggestions 
may meet from any quarter. But I am profoundly 
impressed with the conviction that some radical 
change is necessary in order to reconcile the people 
of this country to the vast expenses of our naval 
Every patriotic officer in the ser- 
vice, if he shall not approve the change which I 
propose, will at least feel an ardent desire to satisfy 
the American people, that he is at all times doing 
something worthy of his own position, and of the 
Government which employs him.. If any. better 
proposition can be presented, I will embrace it. with 
the most hearty concurrence. And Ido not doubt 
that the officers of the navy, as a body, will gladly 
codperate in any measure which will render the 
service more economical, and more efficient. In 
doing so they will be only providing for their own 
security and most effectually: maintaining the 
honor and usefulness of their profession. 
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If my proposition. should be thought to inter- 
fere with the prospect of promotion now held out 
to meritorious officers by the six squadronsatpres- | 
eht maintained, Isay with all sincerity, that I am. ; 
far from desiring to interfere with these honorable | 
aspirations. If- you choose to connect with this, 
plan forthe reduction of expense and increase of 
efficiericy-in the navy, the establishment of the 
grade of admirals to command the two great divis- 
Fons of. our forces on the Atlantic and the Pacific, 
it ‘would not interfere with the primary object, 
which is to modernize the system—perhaps it 
would rather promote it. Certainly it would de- 
tract nothing, of any moment, from the economy 
or efficiency of the measure. 

f have said that a navy will become worthless, | 
when, in any important particular, it is inferior to 
the commercial marine which it is designed chiefly 
to protect. At the present time, when we have 
numerous lines of steam-packets crossing the At- 
lantic Ocean in little more than. one week—when | 
the passage is so regular and certain that it has | 
been-aptly called a ferry, | maintain that the old |! 
system of three years cruising is behind the age. | 
Ii is utterly antiquated, and it ought to become ob- 
solete. When this system was commenced, our i 
frigates and ships of the line were equal to the best 
vessels employed incommerce. In war, therefore. 
they were efficient for the purpose of their creation. 
But now, what would any ship of the line or any 
frigate in the service, do with such a vessel as the 
Georgia, of the Chagres line of steamers? For 
seven successive days, this ship has made some- 
thing like fifteen knots an hour. She could walk 
away, with perfect ease and safety, from any ship 
we have now in the service, or from the combined 
force of all our squadrons. Ifthe navy, therefore, 

is to remain in its present condition, it is not difi- | 
cult to see that in any future war it will be almost 
useless; for . the commerce of a hostile nation 
would betake itself at once to those ships which 
could easily avoid -your own. We cannot for 
a moment suppose that any nation will delib- 
erately set to work and build a number of frigates 
and ships of the line to go upon the ocean and 
exchange broadsides with your own, while their 
cornmerce. is rapidly passing at a distance secure 
from the attacks:of this efféte and sluggish arma- 
ment. It will be the policy of all wise nations to 
slough off these old and diseased parts as fast as 
possible, and to substitute for them, new, sound, 
and vigorous limbs, such as the most advanced 
‘commerce of the age is accustomed to employ. 

I was told by an intelligent officer of the navy 
that in 1844, the frigate Raritan was ordered from 
Philadelphia to New York. By reason of adverse 
winds, she was no less than fifteen days in ma- 
king thìs- little movement, which a steamer would 

have made in something like twenty-four hours. 

“It is no uncommon thing for our ships to lie four, 
five; or ten days in port, waiting for wind to carry 
them out. This will do very well when an enemy 
is subject to the same detention. But when his 
movements partake of the promptness and celerity 
of steam, such inactivity would be fatal to us. In 
1841, Admiral Stopford, in his attack on St. Jean 
D’Acre, landed a large body of troops, in steam- 
ers, in fifteen days from England. They were in 
vigorous health, and took possession of the whole 
coast of Syria, before their presence was known 
at Constantinople. The same movement in sail- 
ing vessels would have required three months. 
+- Buat what shall we do with the surplus ships, if 
this system should be adopted? If they can be 
considered efficient and valuable, place them in or- 
dinary and’ preserve them—if not, break them up 
or dispose of them, and substitute steam vessels 
as fast as possible. One efficient steamship, 
moored in sight of the Capitol, and ready to go to | 
sea at a moment’s warning, would be more effi- 
cient, in time.of peace, in protecting our com- 
merce or performing any other service, than our 
whole home squadron, so far as it is composed of | 
sailing ships. Such a steamer could reach the | 

West Indies as soon as information could be con- | 

veyed to any one of our vessels there. It could | 

visit the Mediterranean quite as soon as one of our | 
frigatescould receive a dispatch from Washing- | 
ton, and be ready to sail to any neighboring port. | 

I think I have shown -how-a reduction of two | 
-millions of dollars can be-effected, and that with- | 
-outin the least degree diminishing the efficiency | 

of our navy. ‘Will it -be said that this.scheme is 

visionary? 1 will venture the assertion, that if 


| 


| as little wisdom. 


| ing the most 


“you were to make the proposition to the enter- 
prising merchants of our country—to the Laws, 
the Collinses, the Aspinwallsthey would under- 


i take to perform double the service performed 


by our navy in time of. peace, (and perhaps, too, 
in time of war,) for the same amount of money. 
The scheme would not be visionary to them, and 
I am sure it will not be to many of the wisest and 
most efficient officers of the navy, It will be the 
beginning of a great’ change, to be, followed by 
other measures, which will eventually make the 
navy, in all respects what it ought to be. 

l know that steam will be expensive when ap- 
plied to the navy; and l am aware that many offi- 
cers believe it will be used only as an auxiliary 
power, to tow vessels into line and to carry and 
bring dispatches. But Í am well satisfied that in 
future wars it will be a primary power—perhaps 
the only power employed to propel vessels. The 
advantages areso manifest and manifold, that 1 
would as soon expect wagons and horses to super- 
sede railroads, as to suppose tft sailing vessels 
will compete with steamers in time of war. 

But, sir, L think something more is necessary 
in order to come up fully to the spirit and progress 
of the present age. T'o maintain a very large navy 
of steamers to cruise about in time of peace, wilt 
be an expensive outlay which will accomplish litle 
good. 'To build the ships or prepare the mate- 
rial, and let them rot at your navy-yards before 
the necessity to ase them arises, will evince quite 
Is there not some plan by which 
this seven and a half, or nine and a balf millions 
of dollars can be made to contribute to some wise 
and beneficent purpose, at the same time that it in- 
sures the defence of our country and the protection 
of our commerce? Can it not be made to afford as- 
sistance to our commerce at the same time that it 
is prepared to protect it? In short, may there not 
be a closer union between our commercial and na- 
val marine thaf there has heretofore been, and that 
with signal advantage to both? I think, sir, we 
have already answered this question in the several- 
lines of mail steamers heretofore established by 


this Government, with the important provision for | 


their incorporation into the navy, in case of an 
emergency. iam prepared to defend this policy. 
Í think it is wise, efficient, and economical. I be- 
lieve it is in accordance with the spirit and prog- 
ress of the age, and that the American people will 
demand its adoption and extension whenever they 
shall fully understand it. It is not my purpose to 
maintain that this system will supersede the sep- 
arate navy. Jam by no means hostile to this arm 
of the public defence. On the contrary, 1 conceive 
myself to be a better friend of the navy than any 
one who opposes its improvement or its more inu- 
mate connection with the commerce of the country. 
What I contend for is, the preparation, by the pro- 
posed lines, of a reserved naval force, which will 
be ready at short notice, 
in addition to the navy proper, to devote itself with 
vigor and effect to the defence of the country. 
The adoption and reasonable extension of this 
system, will enable us to keep the peace establish- 
ment of the navy within proper limits, without 
exposing our commerce to the imminent hazard of 
destruction upon the sudden occurence of war. 
We will be thus cheaply providing and maintain- 
ample means of defence for every 
emergency. At the sume time, we will be protect- 
ing, defending, and enlarging our commerce, arm- 
ing it with the resources of this Government to 
enable itto cope with the combined power of Brit- 
ish capital and the British crown. Without such 


; a movement on our part, English enterprise, under 


the patronage of a far-seeing and liberal Govern- 
ment, will monopolize all the channels of profitable 
commerce and maintain her ancient supremacy 
upon the ocean. In this particular, it is indispens- 
able for us to follow the example of our great 
rival. Her lines of steamers not only penetrate to 
ali portions of her vast dominions, but they con- 
nect her with almost all portions. of the world. 
We must, therefore, endeavor both to counteract 
this comprehensive policy, so far as it operates to 
the disadvantage of our commerce, and to place 
ourselves upon something like an equality, in order 
to secure that commerce against these formidable 
forces, in case of another quarrel. In doing this,.we 
will be knitting together in closer and more frater- 
nal union, our naval and commercial marine. We 


| will be. giving an indication of the approach of that. 


happy period, when “ the lion shall lie down with 


in conjunction with and | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
: 
i 
j 


| extension, and in 


pma a eA ata i IT RRS a Ni aT 
the ldmb;? and “when the sword shall be turned 
into a plough-shate.”? Verily, sir, when our 
ships shall be built with a view to efficient defence, 
armed with the instruments of war and cóm- 
manded by officers of the navy, yet ploughing the 
ocean only in the peaceful’ pursuits of commerce, ` 
it may be doubted whether the prophecy is not 
already half fulfilled, and the sword ‘already half 
transformed into the harmless and peaceful instru- 
ment of agriculture. Seal i 

1 know what are the objections to this System. 
l have studied them all, and after deliberate con- 
sideration I believe they are of no force, ` Itis not 
my ingention now, and time would not permit if it 
were, to attempt to meet the objections to the gen- 
eral system; but Lam confident that 1 can do’ so 
successfully, and 1 will undertake the task if occa- 
sion should require and an opportunity be af- 
forded. 

I desire further to say now, that I shall take the 
first occasion to call up the bill to establish a line 
of steamers to the coast of Africa. This will con- 
stitute one of the most important and efficient parts” 
of the system to which ] have alluded. If Con- 
gress should adopt the measure as presented, we 
shali have, as soon as they can be constructed, 
three of the most magnificent ships afloat on the 
globe. Nothing in the British navy or upon any 
of the British mail lines wiil be equal to them, 
unless the English Government should imitate our 
example, and construct vessels of similar magni- 
tude and power. 

Some gentlemen have indicated opposition to 
this measure. I presume no better opportunity 
to discuss it can be expected at thé present session 
than during the pendency of the naval appropria- 
tions. Entertaining the strongest confidence in 
the wisdom and propriety of the measure, I am 
anxious to learn what objections can be urged 
against it. In the report which 1 had the honor 
to present to the House, and which has been 
printed and generally read, L have stated the prin- 
cipal grounds on which I am prepared to support 
it. Vhe limited time allowed me now will not ad- 
mit of any further remarks, and I therefore reserve 
what I have to say as a reply to the opposing 
argument, * 

Mr. S. having coneladed— 

Mr. GREEN obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee during the hour, in a speech (of 
which a report will appear in the Appendix.) “At 
the outset, Mr. G. made ‘a few preliminary obser- 
vations in favor of the reforms advocated by the 
gentleman who had just taken his seat, either upon 
some such -plan as had been suggested by that 
gentleman, or on some other. He (Mr. G.) then 
proceeded to address the committee on the subject 
to which he had mainly risen to speak—the sys- 
tem of mailsteamers. Referring to his own course 
on that question, and claiming for himself, by the 
record of his votes, freedom from all responsibility 
for the establishment of the system, he proceed- 
ed to address the committee in opposition to its 
vor of its discontinuance He 
argued that it had entirely failed to realize the 
beneficial results which had been claimed for it by 


| those who voted for its establishment, either as a 
| postal arrangement, as an adjunct to the navy, or 


as an aid to commerce. 

The hour having elapsed— i ; 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. He said that, 
at this late period of the session, and with’ the 
mass of unfinished business which awaited the ac- 
tion of the House, he, for one, would not: acqui- 
esce in the consumption of further ‘time in this 
discussion. He moved, therefore, that the com- 


| mittee rise, with a view to offering in the House a 


resolution closing the debate. f 
Mr. FEATHERSTON hoped, he said, that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr: Wnire] would 
not insist on his motion, He (Mr. F.) did not 
think that a subject of'sé much importance should 
be forced through without discussion. 
Mr. WHITE was immovable. 

The question on the motion was then taken, and. 
decided in the affirmative. i 
So thé committee rose and reported progress— 

Mr. THomeson, of Mississippi, Speaker‘pro tem. 

Mr. BAYLY. Liftend to movea resolution to 
stop the debate on this bill, but before | do so, I 
desire to say a word. This isa very heavy bill, 
and there has been a most important reform prop- 
osition presented by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Srawron, of Tennés- 
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sée;] ahd, besides ‘that, itis anticipated that there’ 
are important amendments to be offered which can- 
not be fully discussed under the five minutes rule; 
In ‘this state of things, I do not think that the de- 
bate should be stopped sooner than to-morrow’ at 
one o’clock; and offer the usual resolution‘to that 
effect. ena 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I move to amend:the 
resolution by striking out * one o'clock” and in- 
serting “three.” ‘The amendment which- the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs pro- 

oses to offer to this bill is a very important one. 
Ie presents a new question £ 

Mr. SCHENCK interposéd with an inquiry, 
(addressed to the Chair,) whether there was not a 
motion pending to-stop debate? 

“The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The resolution is 
debatable.. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. I make the point of order 
that a motion to stop debate is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem, reconsidering his de- 
cision). decided ‘that the resolution was not de- 
batable. i 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, appealed from the 
decision, (not, he said, for its bearing upon the 
present bill, but upon future cases.) 

Mr. FEATHERSTON claimed the floor. 

‘Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, claimed the floor 
on the appeal. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, (to the Chair.) Is the 
appeal debatable ? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) Itis. 

Mr. McLANE suggested that if the resolution 
was not debatable, the appeal was not. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem, overruling his first 
decision) decided that the appeal was not debata- 
ble, me : 

Mr. McLANE withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. ASHMUN rosé, hé said, to a privileged 
question. . In order to get through the debate, he 
moved that the House take a recess from four to 
seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON submitted that this was ʻi 
not a question of privilege. And he claimed th 
floor, which, he said, he had not yielded. ; 

. The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair has de- 
cided that the resolution upon which the gentle- 
man was addressing the Elouse is not debatable. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. I move the amend- 
ment, and I call the previous question. 

_ Mr. WHITE hoped, he said, that the amend- 
ment would be voted down, and that a still earlier 
period than had been designated for the termina- 
tion of the debate would be agreed upon. 

The question was taken on the demand for the 
previous. question, and, by ayes’ 82, noes not 
counted, was seconded. 

And the main question (first on the amendment 
and then’on the resolution) was ordered to be now 
taken. seca ~ 

The amendment. was rejected. 

And the resolution was adopted. 

So the House decided that the debate should 
‘terminate to-morrow, (Friday,) at one o° clock. 

. Mr: ASHMUN then moved that the House take 
a.recess from half-past three to seven o’clock. 

Mr. JONES submitted that this'was not a priv- 
ileged question. He would not, however, object 

` to. the motion if it was pressed, with the under- 
standing that no business was to be transacted’, but 

“simply that the discussion on the naval appropria- 
‘tion bill sould be continued. He was opposed 
to night sessions. 

Mr. ASHMUN remarked (but was manifestly 
not heard by-Mr. Jones) that his (Mr. A.’s) only 
object was to allow the discussion on the navy |! 
bill:to proceed. 3 : 

The motion was not entertained. 

Mr. GILBERT asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. FEATHERS TON] to waive the motion, to 
allow him (Mr. B.) to make a report. , 

Mr. Speaker COBB now resumed the chair. ! 
` The SPEAKER propounded the question, Is 
there any objection to’the gentleman from Califor- 
tila introducing the bill? > o 

`. Mr. FEATHERSTON. As the time’ for de- 


“Hate in Conimittée of the Whole on the'state of 


. 


the: Union‘-upon' the navy bihis very limited, L 
cannot consent to it. 1 move that the’ House’ re« 
solvé‘itselfinto Committee: of the Whole onthe- 
state of the Union. = : 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope not; 

The:motion of Mr: FEATHERSTON was 
rejected. Shee Tae 

_ DEFICIENCY FOR MILEAGE, &c. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to say to the House, that 
the committee of conference on the part of this 
Elouse‘had met the committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the bill providing for the 
supply of the deficiency in the appropriations 
heretofore made for the pay and mileage of mem- 
bers of Congress for the present+session, and he 
asked the unanimous consent to make a report 
from that committee. If the unanimous consent 
were not given, he would not be able to make the 
report until the committees were called. 

The SPEAKER. Is the unanimous consent 
given to the gentleman from Virginia to make the 
report? 

Mr. BISSELL objected. d : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Cannot the 


| committee of conference report at any time, as a 


privileged question? 

The SPEAKER stated that committees of con- 
ference had usually been allowed to report at any 
time, by general consent, but. the Chair, knew of 
no rule which authorized them so to report, if ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON made the point, that under 
the rule—it being within the last ten legislative 
days of thé session—a motion to suspend the rales 
could be entertained, and'he moved to suspend the 
rules to enable the gentleman from Virginia to 
make the report. 

The rule is as follows: g 

“Except during the last ten days of the session, the 


| Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules of 


re House at any time, except on Monday of every week,” 
È ; 

The SPEAKER stated that heʻhad not egam- 
ined the practice of the House to see what con- 
struction had been placed upon the rule. He 
should be governed by that practice, but his own 
opinion was that the last ten days did not com- 
mence until Saturday next. The motion to sus- 
pend the rules was not therefore in order. 

The SPEAKER again propounded the question, 
“Ts there any objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia making the report from the committee of 
conference ?”” 

Mr. BISSELL again objected. 

Mr. WHITE moved that when the House ad- 
journs it adjourn to seven o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
that motion, except by general consent. 


[Mr. Asumun] to take a recess. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of 
the Chair that the report of the committee of con- 
ference was not a privileged question. 

He wished to say a few words on the appeal. He 
believed it had been the uniform practice of the 
House tø receive reports from committees of confer- 
ence as a privileged question; and although there 
was no rule of the House, he contended that the 
practice had been such as to constitute a common 


‘jaw on this question. 


Mr. BISSELL (Mr. Scnencs yielding) said, 


as his objection was likely to consume the time of | 


the House, he would withdraw it, having made it 
that the committees generally might the sooner be 
called for reports. 

The SPEAKER was understood to intimate to 
Mr. Scaencg that the appeal would fall, the 
objection being withdrawn. : 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to say that h 
would like to insist upon his appeal, as it was 
likely to be an important question, and they would 
continually be receiving reports from committees 
of conference for the remainder of the session. 

The SPEAKER again asked if objection was 
made to the reception of the report of Mr. Bayty? 
- Mr. WHITE. Will that override the appeal? 

The SPEAKER. The appeal falls as a matter 
of course. X 

Mr. WHITE. Then I object. 

Mr. W. did not insist upon the objection. 

The SPEAKER again propounded the question: 
“ Is any objection made to the reception of the re- 


| port from the committee of conference P? 


put and || 


{tis the |; 
same as that of the gentleman from Massachusetts į 


No objection’ was made: =x oe 
Mr. BAYLY: The committee of conferées oh 
„the part of the. House have met the committee of! 
conferees‘on the part of the Senatey-and sare una- 
le to come: to-any agreement. I move that! the: 
House recede from their disagreement to the Séres: 
ate’s amendments: ete Sora Gee geen 
, These amendments’ are Ss 
The following. proviso in the bill of: the: House: 
was'stricken-out by: the Senate: TAR Th 
Provided; That the Sénators.and ‘Representatives ‘from: _ 
California be allowed the same mileage'as the Delegate from 
Oregon, and no more.’? 2 oP ee 
„And the following was inserted 
| viz: - : 
i That the mileage of the Senators and Representatives 
| from California and the Delegate from Oregon be computed 
| according. to the most usual traveling rome: within the limits 
| Of the United States; and the per diem of the said Senators 
and Representatives, for this session, shall commence from 
the day on which the coustitution of California was: first 
communicated to the two Houses of Congress respectively.?? 
The question being upon the motion to recede 
from the disagreement of the House’ to the said 
amendments— : j 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, hoped the 
House would not recede. He wanted the Senate, 
on the first disagreeing vote, to understand that the 
House had some opinion. He would: state’ what 
had occurred upon this matter. ‘This House had 
said in the first instance that the mileage-of the 
members from California should be the same as 
that of the Delegate from Oregon. | The bill went 
to the Senate, they struck out-that provision, and 
provided, in lieu thereof, that the mileage of the 
California members should be computed upon 
routes within the United States, (which he thought 
was now the law,) and that the mileage of the 
Delegate from Oregon should be the same as that 
of the California members; and that the California 
i members should receive their per diem from the 
i day that the message of the President enclosing 
| the constitution of California was communicated 
to Congress. As the conferees could not agree, he 
was willing that the House should recede, and that 
those members should receive their mileage for the 
present session under the existing law. But he 
was very unwilling that they should not, for the - 
future, have some law upon the subject. The 
amendment of the House provided that the Cali- 
fornia members should receive the same mileage 
as the Delegate from Oregon, i.e. $2,500.. -Hë 
| thought that was enough. The amendment of the 
Senate, according to his estimate, would give them 
between $4,000 and $4,500. He was willing. to 
let the matter pass in this way for the present, but 
he thought that for the future they should:have 
some fixed rule upon this subject. The Senate, 
; having fixed the mileage of the California members 
at between $4,000 and $4,500, whfie that of the 
Delegate from Oregon was limited by Jaw to 
$2,500, were so struck with the injustice of their 
own act that they had gone on and raised that of 
| the Oregon Delegate to about double the amount 
he now received. i ee 
| _ He repeated, while ‘he: was: willing: to Jet the 
i California members receive their mileage for the 
present session, according to law, he thought it 
imperatively necessary that they should. hereafter 
have some regulation upon the subject. They 
had already fixed maximums—not only that of the 
Delegate from Oregon—but the House, by a vote of 
three fourths of the members present, had deter- 
mined that the highest mileage to be received by 
| any Representative from a State should be $1,000. 
; No regard was had in this regulation to the mem- 
_bers from California; and asa matter of course 
such a limitation ought not to apply to them. He 
was informed by the Delegate from Oregon that 
i ke traveled eight hundred miles further than the 
|| California members, which was undoubtedly true, 
for he came through California. He thought the 
i Senate did justly in raising the mileage of the Del- 
i; egate up to that of these members, but he thought 
the whole amendment wrong, andi that $2;560 
was enough for either of them; and: he wished 
that regulation made to apply for the future, 
| If they intended to back out on this mileage 
| question, they might as well back out now; if 
| not, he hoped. they would stand firm fon a posi- 
‘tion which the House had deliberately taken. 
| He had stated in committee of conference that he- 
i 
i 
| 


in lieu: thereof, 


j 
i 
j 
i 
i 
| 


acted not only upon.his own opinion, but- that he 
represented the opinion of the House. 
A few words of conversation passed between 
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Mr. Preston Kine and Mr. THompson, of which 
it'was impossible for the Reporter to hear even 
the purport. . í i 

Mr. THOMPSON (resuming) renewed his ap- 
peal to the-House to stand firmly upon the posi- 
tion they had taken. He said it was supposed 
by the Senate that the House would give way at 
this point. He said the House had an appropri- 
ation for their books in this bill, and they dare 
not insist upon their disagreement to the Senate’s 
amendment. But he would say to members who 
expected to get their books, ‘that the Senate by 
the amendment they had inserted, had cheated 
them out of their books, for they had stricken 
out the item which the House bad inserted for 
books, and inserted an item increasing the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses $50,000. 

Mr. McLANE. As Ì mean “to back out,” 
and have got my books, I desire the gentleman to 
allow me to explain, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Let me: get through this 

oint before wë go to another. The Senate has 
increased our--contingent fund $50,000, but they 
leave us hereafter to make another appropriation 
of $50,000 for books. You get no books. So far, 
then, as that is concerned, you may as well insist 
upon your point. 

Mr. McLANE (Mr. T. now yielding) said, he 
wished the gentleman from Mississippi to inform 
him whether this bill had passed before or after 
the members from California had been sworn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, remarking that he thought 
he had been explicit on that point, repeated that 
he did not propose to affect the mileage of those 
members for the present session, but he wished it 
limited hereafter to the mileage of the Delegate 
from Oregon. 

Mr.McLANE. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
sisdippi think it competent for this House now to 
alter his mileage ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I donotask this House to 
do it, but l insist upon it that hereafter we shall 
have a rule. This House, so far as their action is 
concerned, have already deprived me of a portion 
of my mileage for the next session. They have 
fixed my mileage at $1,000. That is precisely 
what l want them to do with reference to the Cal- 
ifornia members-—to fix some standard, 

Mr.McLANE. The gentleman says the House, 
by the civil and diplomatic bill, have already lim- 
ited his mileage. So they have by that bill limited 
the mileage of the California members. 

Mr. THOMPSON concluded by renewing his 
appeal to the House to fix some standard of mile- 
age for the future, and to stand upon that position. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to submit a few remarks 

_ jn reference to what had been said by the genile- 

“man from Mississippi. The gentleman had called 
upon the Huse, unless they meant to practice 
the system of backing.out, to make a stand now 
at the beginning. Now, he (Mr. B.) was deter- 
mined, so far as he was concerned, to break up 
this system, which had prevailed for several years, 
of the Senate forcing amendments upon this House 
against the will of a large majority, and when a 
proper occasion arose, he should call upon this 
House to arrest it. But he did not wish to begin 
that opposition in a case where the House was 
wrong; he did not think this was the time to make 
that stand. 

Now, what was the character of this amendment 
of the Senate? First, in regard to the California 
members: At the time this bill passed the House, 
these members had not been admitted, and they then 
legislated prospectively in reference to them; but 

_ since that time they had been admitted, and the very 
moment they were sworn in at the Clerk’s table, 
under the existing law they had a right to their 
mileage, and they could have drawn it at once, 
had it not been for the fact that the appropri- 
ation for mileage had been exhausted. Now, he 
maintained that this House had no right, after 
their admission, to go back and take from them 
their mileage, more than they had to take the mile- 
age for this session from the gentleman from Loui- 
slana. : 

Mr. CARTTER was understood to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, if the conferees on the part of the Senate 
had not refused the proposition of the conferees on 
the part of the House, to fix the limitation for 
the future mileage of the California members at 
$3,500 2 ’ : 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that he could answer the 

t 


inquiry of the gentleman perfectly well. They. 


had a good reason for the refusal; they said they 
did not wish in this bill—-a mere. deficiency- bill— 
to undertake special legislation for two members 
of this House and two members of the other 
House, when they legislated for nobody else; and 
inasmuch as in the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill the House-had undertaken to legislate with 
reference to the mileage of members generally, 
they thought these men ought to stand or fall 
with the other members of Congress, 

He said that the amendment of the Senate to 


this bill did not affect the mileage of the California | 


members at all. It merely placed a construction 
on the existing law, which, he had no doubt, was 
the right construction, and would have been placed 
by the Speaker upon the law, without any ex- 
pression of opinion by Congress as to the proper 
construction. The Senate had decided that the 
route by which their mileage was to be computed, 
must be the usually traveled route within the 
United States. The law certainly never contem- 
plated that members should be paid upon a route 
out of thè United States. It was only an explana- 
tion of the existing law, and it was, in his opinion, 
unnecessary. This amendment, then, so far as 
the California members were concerned, did not 
affect their mileage one way or the other 

But in reference to the Delegate from Oregon, it 
proposed a change, and a proper change; for the 
discrimination of existing laws against that Dele- 
gate was invidious and unjust. His mileage was 
limited to $2,500, while there was no limitation 
upon that of the Delegate from Minnesota, who did 
not travel half the distance, and did not undergo 
half the hardships, and who actually received more 


than the Delegate from Oregon. 
Some conversation occurred between Mr. Jones | 


and Mr. Barry. 

Mr. BAYLY concluded by moving the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered, being on 
the motion of Mr. Barty to recede from the dis- 
agreement of the House to the Senate’s amend- 
ments. : 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the ycas and nays. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
point of order, and inquired, in case the House 
refused to disagree, if it would not then be in or- 
der to appoint a new committee of conference, 
and instruct them to insist upon a certain proposi- 


tion? 

The SPEAKER was understood to reply in the 
negative. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired, in case the House 
refused to disagree, whether the effect would not 
be to kill the bal? 

The SPEAKER replied: Not necessarily; for 


the House could insist, and ask another committee |; 


of conference. 

The question being on the demand of Mr. 
Cartter for the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced—ayes 22; believed not to bea sufficient 
number. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers upoathe yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question, “ Will the House recede from 
their disagreement to the Senate’s amendments?’ 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 75, 
noes 31. i i 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote, and to 
lay that motion on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. FEATHERSTON, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Disney in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the naval 


| appropriation bill. 


Mr. VENABLE said: Concurring as Ido, Mr. 
Chairman, in all that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs has said of the value of 
the navy to us as an arm of our defence, I deem it 
unnecessary to say much on that subject. I would 
be indeed insensible to the merits of those gallant 
men who have so often filled the measure of. their 
country’s glory aad covered themselves with honor, 
did I hesitate to adopt all that he has said in their 
praise. It is neither to eulogize the navy nor to de- 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| quintessence of slavery: one isa calamity which 


preciate the value of the service which that.arm of 
our defence has always rendered to the country, 
| that 1 rise-on this occasion to address the commit- ` 
tee. History has given them immortality, and 
every American heart swells with pride and is 
filled with gratitude when the merit of our. gallant 
tars is the subject of remark. They, like the 
army, have won their high position with the Amer- 
ican people, and it would be an ungrateful task to 


|| undertake to displace them, since they are so de- 


serving of our admiration and esteem: My pur- 
pose is entirely different. It is, by consulting. a 
strict and just economy, to be able to take care 
of thg rights, provide for the necessities, and 
render efficient the all-importantand highly-valued 
navy of the country. 1 cannot. be unmindful of 
i the fact, that the only way to preserve their 
efficiency and to reward the services of those faith- 
i ful-and gallant men—the only mode of retaining 
for them the high place which they now occupy in 
| the affections of the people, is by a just regard to 
| all other branches of the service—securing them 
from the odium of favoritism and the censure 
of enjoying a prodigal expenditure of the publie 
money. The highest expenditure, sir, is incon- 
sistent with the theory or practice of the lowest 
‘taxes. It would be convenient for the receivers of 
the bounty of the Government if it did not imme- 
diately exhaust the sources of supply and ter- 
minate in bankruptcy of the Treasury. 

I would here remark, that the republican school 
to which I belong- has uniformly resisted large ex- 
penditures. Our creed is as near an approxima- 
tion to free trade as is possible—light taxation, 
moderate salaries, and no national debt... We re- 
gard a national debt as inconvenient and ultimately 
as ruinous as an individual. debt. We have 
always revolted at the thought of the dominion of 
banks and brokers, capitalists and corporators; 
and have an utter abhorrence of a system which 
consumes the fruits of national Jabor in the pay- 
ment of interest and the support of an aristocracy 
of wealth. For this reason we have not enjoyed 
i, the reputation of liberality in appropriations for 
national purposes, and have often been charged 
with a contracted spirit towards great enterprises. 
The appropriations reported by the chairman of 
the Ways and Means, together with the deficiency 
bill, the post office bill, the permanent and indefi- 
niteappropriations for rivers, harbors, fortifications, 
private claims, and French spoliations, all taken. 
together, in conjunction with the ten millions voted 
to Texas, present the appalling sum of more than 
| seventy millions of dollars, voted and to be voted 
by this session of Congress. In a time of pro- 
found peace, with no cause for unusual expendi- 
| ture, we exceed by near fifteen millions the ex- 
| pense of Government when in the midst of the 


|| Mexican war, with fifty thousand troops in the 
i 


field and the navy in full employment. The peo- 
i ple that I represent have not forgotten that the 


i| Democratic Administration of 1840 was broken 


down foran expenditure of fifteen millions just ten 
years ago; and they will not look with indifference 
on a bill of seventy-five millions, which they will 
have to footup. For myself, I do not mean‘to 
| concur in any such expenditures, and am gratified 
| that the chairman [Mr. Srawron] has disclosed to 
| us that there is not only a possibility, but a pro- 
| priety, in reducing the estimate sometwo millions of ’ 
| dollars, He shal! have my cordial support in every 
| atternpt at retrenchment, and my thanks for every” 
| effort which he may make in that way. The es- 
| timates now reported show about the same ex- 
| penditure of 1848-9, during the war, although our 
| country isat peace, and there is a smaller number 
| of sailors and marines in service than for years 
ast. y 
i f These facts, Mr. Chairman, need explanation, 
| and the people will have it, or woe to those whose 
! votes fix this burden upon the Treasury. It is our 
' duty to face the question, -and to curtail our ex- 
| penditures. Nothing is more certain than that 
| the days of that government are numbered whose 
' expenditures. exceed its income. The servitude 
of debt, whether individual or national, is the 


afflicts but a few, but the other spreads its ruinous 
power not only over a whole community, bat 
upon coming generations. My purpose, however, 
is to devote a few moments to the examination of 
a scheme disclosed in the amendment which the 
| chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs pro- ` 


poses to make to the bill making appropriations . 


Sept. 19 . 
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‘Meant to. propose the building of a line of steam- 
ers, by the aid-of the funds and the credit. of the 
United ‘States, which would establish a connection 
betwéen certain ports in this country and. the 
coast of Africa. : By GOD 
The double purpose of this scheme, was. the 
“mail service of the United States to that.coast and 
‘other places, as well as affording a means for 
the transportation of the free negroes of America 
-to.the land of their ancestors, . When this project 
was first suggested to me, some months ago, I 
was inclined to think favorably of it—at least so 
much so as to’ give it the. most calm and minute 
consideration. -t have.done so, and taken counsel 
of the most experienced persons with whom I had 
an opportunity of consultation, to avail myself of 
their experience and their wisdom. The: result 
of my.reflections, and of all the lights which have 
been-afforded me, is a decided conviction that it is 
neither safe, nor prudent for this Government to 
embark in this enterprise. - Indeed, sir, 1 have 
been led so much and so gravely to doubt the pro- 
priety of our existing steam mail arrangements, as 
to determine me, if it were an. original question, 
to. oppose any such organization. The existing 
contracts must and ought to be complied with, 
- Good faith requires it, and | will vote every cent 
necessary to the fulfillment of our engagements. 
But Lam unwilling to extend such engagements, 
or to favor any further interest in such enterprises. 
It is argued that the terms are most favorable to 
this Government, inasmuch as these mail steamers 
constitute a ready supply of steamships, all at hand 
for defence in case of a war, the Government, by 
the conditions of the contract, having a right to 
take them at valuation, and convert them into war 
steamers. To this there are two objections: first, 
the vessels are built with a view to freight and 
passengers, and not for war service. 
> Mr. STANTON, (Mr. Venage giving way.) 
I will say to the gentleman from North Carolina 
that I have.been on board the steamer Georgia, 
and conversed with her gallant and intelligent com- 
mander, who expresses the belief that that vessel 
could be most readily converted into an efficient 
war steamer, and render most excellent service, 
The British steam marine isso powerfuland effec- 
tive thata sudden war with England would leave 
‘our coast and towns exposed before suitable de- 
fences of the same sort could be provided, unless 
we had some such provision for the prompt trans- 
fer of such steamers as those proposed, and those 
engaged in the steam mail service already, to our 
naval service. I would ask the gentleman whether 
the men who have given him their opinions, believe 
that the Saranac, built under the order of the Na- 
val Department, isa superior war steamer to those 
engaged now. in the mail service, should they be 
fitted for that purpose ? : 
Mr. VENABLE. I do not doubt but that the 
gallant commander of the Georgia believes all that 
he says about the good ship. It is nothing new 
that the sailor should love the ship in which he 
sails or which he commands. That is one of the 
striking features of the character of that singular 
race.of men. 
to love their vessel with the ardor of attachment 
which binds other men to their families and their 
homes. Indeed, much of their efficiency is refer- 
able to that enthusiastic, that romantic feeling, 
which causes them to feel as though the misfor- 
tune of their ship. was their own personal calam- 
ity, and that she came in for her full share of any 
glory which they might acquire whilst sailing or 
fighting on. her decks. “But, sir, I have consulted 
old officers of the navy, whose faces have been 
bronzed by the vicissitudes of climate, and whose 
services to their country whilst acquiring these 
indicie of hardship and exposure to danger have 
placed their names high upon the roll of fame 
I have not seen the first one (although, doubtless, 
there are some who may hold the opposite opin- 
ion) who has expressed the belief that those ves- 
sels ‘now in the mail service would make efficient 
war steamers. Their construction, their decks, 
and their cabins, all forbid it. ` And the alterations 
to be made would be so material as to forbid all 
t idea of economy in taking them rather than build 
“new ones. They are not believed capable of car- 
rying. cannon sufficiently heavy to make them val- 
uable for that service; and, upon the whole, are 
not adapted for effective employment in the yicissi- 
tudes of maritime war. ` 


“the naval. service. . He informed us that he 


In all times they have been known | 


no idea of the wear and tear of those vessels. It 
presupposes both immortality and indestructibility 
in the ships themselves. -We cannot be ignorant 
of the fact, that the steamers arë constantly ex- 
posed to disaster—that they must wear out, be- 
come old,and, as war’steamers, valueless; and if 
taken by the Government, it must always be at 
valuation, and that valuation, we know, will be 
favorable to the owners, and against the party 
who purchases. The Treasury advances money 
for the right of taking possession of the steamer, 
upon paying fall value to those who are owners 
and corporators. If the Saranac, or any other war 
steamer, has been injudiciously built, it is no reason 
that the evil should be repeated. ‘* Malus usus 
abolendus est’?’—a known mistake ought not to be 
a precedent for another of the same kind. If the 
Government has need of steamers for purposes of 
defence, let us build them, and have them ours, 
and under our own control. 

But, sir, there is another and a most grave ob- 
jection to this whole project. It is making this 
Governmenta party'to the acts and enterprises, the 
risks and speculations of private corporators. It 
is bringing the power of the Treasury and the 
influence of any Administration which may hap- 
pen to be in power, to mingle in the commercial 
concerns of the country—to become competitors 
with private individuals for freight, postages, and 
passengers—to throw the might of the capital of 
the Treasury of this great Government into the 
scale in favor of one set of persons and against 
another. It is but another ramification of those 
causes so prolific in producing effects which are to 
centralize all power here; to create and keep in 
existence classes of persons who loak to the Gov- 
ernment not only for support, but for wealth; to 
strengthen and increase that centripetal force which 
is daily drawing all the powers of the States, as 
well as the energies of the people, to the vortex of 
this great political whirlpool. Government, sir, is 
an evil in itself, and those people are happiest and 
freest who have the least amount of it that is ne- 
cessary to give security to property and to life. 
Whatever increases its power or complicates the 
machinery is a great evil,great, because cumula- 
tive; great, because it ever acquires, either by 
fraud or force, and never surrenders, except to the 


' strong impulse of fear, or the stronger arm of 


revolution. It is because all enterprises which 
make this Government a partner with individuals, 
does an amount of injustice to those engaged in 
like adventures and who are unconnected with the 
central power, exactly equal to the advantage which 
that connection gives. It is an interference with 
the business of the citizen—a usurpation of those 
means of acquiring wealth open, in all good gov- 
ernments, to the energy and enterprise of indi- 
viduals. It would be just as wise, just as proper, 
for uz to manufacture cordage, dig coal, make 
cotton and weave cloth in partnership with cor- 
porations, as to own ships or divide profits with 
them. It is no answer that interest will be paid 
upon the Government bonds which are ad vanced 
to the scheme. . We are, unfortunately, money- 
borrowers, and not money-lenders, We are in 
the market to negotiate for, not to make loans or 
advances. 

The Republican party repudiated all connection 
with the bank, because of the impropriety of its 
identification with a corporation. How can we, 
consistently with that faith, unite with a corpora- 
tion of ship-builders or ship-owners? It does not 
relieve the subject of difficulty, that we should 
prepare a steam navy with reference to the navy 
of Great Britain or any other maritime power. J 
have always been of opinion that either a large 
standing army or a great and powerful navy is not 
desirable under our form of government. I have 
been recently admonished that the Executive is suf- 
ficiently strong for the people or the peopte’s rep- 
resentatives, without any additional military or 
naval aid. We have weathered seventy years, 
from the childhood of our Confederacy till this 
day, when we rank amongst the great Powers of 
the world, without even the usual amount of 
troubles and disasters which befall nations in such 
a lapse of time. Whilst | would cherish the navy 
and the gallant band which mans it, I deem it 
unwise and impolitic to make it unduly strong. It 
has been equal to any demand that has ever been 
made upon it, and will continue to be so. Besides, 
sir, should a war unhappily be forced upon us, the 


Again, sir, the schene would seem to include 


steamers would have fo comé into port for 
and ‘could be as readily and’ as cheaply purchas 
from the owners, or taken by the Governme 
valuation. : i E E E ami: i 

Itis no answer to. this, Mr. Chairman, to’ say 
that those vessels would not be built without: she. - 
aid of the Government: © They will be built if the 
investment is either demanded by the necessities 
of commerce or promises a good return for the in= 
vestment of capital. The Mississippi, with its 
thousand steamers, has néither asked nor received 
aid from the Treasury of the United States. Those 
splendid boats, which astonish’ by the frequency 
with which they pass on the bosom: of. that 
mighty river, are all the fruits of individual enter- 
prise. Our lakes are dotted over with them, and 
our bays and rivers bear them on all their bosoms, 
and private capital and individual industry called 
them all into being and gives them their value. 
The ships whose masts look like a forest in your 
ports—whose canvas whitens every sea—which 
pour a stream of wealth into the laps of our coun- 
trymen—bearing the products of.this wide domain 
to every port and every clime—they sre all the 
fruits of individual energy, ‘sustained by individ- 
ual capital, free and independent as the wind. which 
wafts them over the waves, asking and receiving 
nothing of the Government’ but. protection from 
wrong and. the enjoyment of right. Why, then, 
is it necessary for the Government to become a 
partner to that service when you come to the 
ocean? The mails are carried by contract. on 
steamers on all the other channels of intercourse, 
and why not there? What claims have ‘ocean 
steamers on the Government which are not equally 
valid in reference to those of the rivers, the bays, 
and the lakes? Sir, this policy increases the ex- 
perditures, it complicates the interests, and ex- 
tends the patronage of the Government. H does 
more, much more, and much worse—it induces 
individuals, who ought to rely upon themselves, to 
quarter upon the Government; it gives classes of 
citizens advantages which are denied to others; it 
shares risks with one set of competitors when that 
boon is denied to others; it builds up a favored 
class; it gives additional power to capital over la- 
bor—makes the rich richer, and-the poor poorer; 
destroys individual competition, and, finally, 
places all power in irresponsible hands, which 
ends in abuse and wrong to the masses, 

Bat, sir, there is'a graver and more substantial 
objection to this amendment. I refer to ‘the ob- 
ject which it has in view in the establishment of 
this line of African steamers. The specions prop- 
osition is to afford facilities for the transfer of the 
free negro population to Liberia. The measure, at ` 
first sight, wonld seem to be decidedly desirable, 
None of usare unacquainted with the peculiar char- 
acter of that population. None of us can hesitate 
to admit that their removal would be a blessing to 
the white race here. Unconnected by the relation 
of domestic slavery to the superior race—having 
an unfortunate liberty, which, whilst it frees them 
from salutary control, subjects them to all the ca- 
lamities of poverty and” want—séparated from 
those kindly sympathies wich attach to inferiors 
in a state of domestic slavery—they have all the 
evils incident to those who, whilst bearing a 
portion of the burdens, have no influence in the 
administration of the Government, ‘They consti- 
tute a political anomaly, and present a political 
problem of no easy solution. I should rejoice at 
their removal, unless in doing so | inflicted a 
greater wrong than that which I intended to re- 
move. I presume that none of us would assert 
the doctrine that this Government has a right to 
force them to emigate to Africa. Such an exercise 
of power would be an unmixed act of tyranny and 
oppression, and would most justly render us edi- 
ous tothe world. This Government could notprop- 
erly or constitutionally createsor employ agents to 
persuade them to consent to emigrate. Force is out 
of the question. How, then, sir, would the scheme 
be effected? There are regular packets to Liberia 
now, and occasional ships for the transportation of 
ali such persons as may desire to emigrate. Theap- 
peals from the Colonization Society are made to the 
public, not for ships but for passage money'to pay 
the expenses of emigrants. ready: to. go—ships 
waiting to carry them, but the passage money 
wanting. The difficulty is not the want of means 
of conveyance, but of the money to indemnify the 
ship-owner who conveys them. Sir, if the object 
was suitable and germane to oar duties and our 
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powers, we. are in advance of the demand. We 
would be preparing for emigrants before we have 
ascertained that any considerable number desire 
to emigrate. cae í r f 

And here, Mr. Chairman, I would give expres- 
sign of my apprehension as to the final result of 
the Colonization enterprise. It has always had 
my. sympathy. and- my approbation. For many 
years | waşa member. Circumstances, which tt. 
is needless for me to detail, rendered it proper for 
me to.withdraw from the society, but I am now,as 
ever, its friend. regard it with peculiar favor.as 
“a missionary enterprise—the payment of one in- 
stalment of a debt which civilization as well as 
christianity claims of us as due to Africa. Most 
cheerfully. will I aid in making the payment, and 
in aiding any willing emigrant to remove to the 
young republic of Liberia. It has been an inter- 
esting, and, so far, quitea successful experiment at 
colonization. Its continual prosperity as well as 
its final success would greatly. delight. me; but I 
know of nothing.which would more certainly over- 
whelm and destroy it than the sudden transfer of 
the free black population of the United States to | 
that Republic. Those who are there now, and | 


controlling the government of Liberia, are the best, if 


the most enterprising and brightest specimens of 
the African race from this country. ‘The history 
of colonization has been the same in all ages, and 
amongst all people. Men of high courage, strong 
will, and fixed purpose, lead the van in emigration. 
It takes all of these qualities to contend success- | 
fully with the perils of a first settlement in a 
hostile country. Such men succeed, whilst tamer 
and weaker spirits remain at home. Those 
who now rule in Liberia were Africans whose 
ancestors and themselves had experienced’ the 
ameliorating influence of civilization for more 
than a century and a half. None who have ob- 
served minutely, can be unmindful of the fact, that 
the improvement is most manifest in successive 
generations in the wild and untamed African, such 
as was originally sold on our shores, Intelligent, 
deserving, and enterprising men of that cast have 
gone forward, and after the tutilage of a succession 
of white governors who have made them ac- 
auainted with the machinery of government, have 
manifested many of the qualifications which ren- 
der men capable of self-control. The governor 
is an intellectual man, who shows more of the 
Caucassian than the African race. Brought up | 
from his youth under the influence of good associ- 
ations, and daily observing the manners, as well 
as hearing the conversations of polished and intel- 
lectual persons, he fills his present station with 
dignity and credit. But the absorption of the ad- 
joining and savage population of the colony, the 
subjugation. or voluntary annexation of native 
tribes, brings so much of wild and. incongru- 
ous material into the organization, that we are 
compelled to fear that a course which would over- 7 
throw a government conducted by wiser and more 
experienced statesmen, will overthrow and destroy 
that republic, If to that you add the sort of 
opulation such as it is proposed to take from the 
nited States known as the free blacks, with all 
their ignorance and all their vices, anarchy and 
ruin must be the result. None of us are insensi- 
ble of the deleterious influence which would be 
felt on our fixed and established institutions? by | 


such a cause, how certain must be the overthrow 
ofall the hopes of the friends of the colonization 
scheme, if the free black population of America 
were at once, or in any short time, emptied on the | 
shores of Africa. i 

Why, sir, is the removal of the free blacks de- | 
sirable to the people of the United States? Iris be- | 
cause, from their indolence, ignorance, and vices, 
they arc justly considered a nuisance; itis because | 
they present the most numerous cases in our calen- 
dar of crimes; because, incapable of exercising the 
rights of freemen here, they area burden upon our 
people. If, then, with our well-organized police, 
with the. power of the goverment to sustain it, we 
are unable to govern them, what would be their 
influence upon the young and feeble government 
of Liberia? True philanthropy demands, that if 


we interfere at all, we should better the condition 
of that class of persons, and aid in sustaining the 
institutions of Liberia. Should the emigrants be 
worsted or injured by the change, it would be 
cruelty. to enforce it. The colony-cannot receive 
them much more rapidly than they. do, for the 
means of supporting them during acclimation are 
insufficient. ` i : 

Bat, sir, however this may be—even though I may 
be mistaken-in my apprehensions, (and [ would 
be glad to even doubt on the subject,) there is in 
this subject. an insuperable objection to the con- 
nection of this Government with the proposed line 
of mail-steamers to Africa. You have not now 
to Jearn, Mr. Chairman, that we live in an age of 
extreme and most diffusive philanthropy. Men 
feel the deepest repentance for the sins of others. 
Their hearts are rent with sympathy for the suffer- 
ing of remote individuals who are not much moved 
by the calamities of those around them. Their 
eyes fill with tears for the wrongs ef the black man 
{in the slaveholding States, whilst they turn a 
| deaf earto the importunities of the pauper white 
; man who asks for a sixpence. i 
| Sir, [ never saw a native American beggar south 
| of this city in a life of half a century. I never 
| spent a week here, or north of this, without seeing 

one and usually many. In this day of diffusive 
benevolence and philanthropy, this enterprise of 
removing the free blacks to Africa would give a 
| great impulse to the most provoking evil which the 
| South now endures. Those who feel called upon 
to seduce slaves from their masters would have an 
additional facility to take them to Africa and force 
them out of the reach of those entitled to their 
service. In afew years it would become one of 
the most expensive as well as annoying branches 
of their service. The transportation of free blacks 
would become a Government enterprise, and I 
anticipate that money would be voted from the 
Treasury to defray the expenses of their passage. 
And what would be the result? You would send 
away ship loads of natives to a foreign shore, and 
in return bring foreigners from Europe to our own. 
The Government would be engaged in this transfer 
of population at great expenseand of at least doubt- 
ful advantage. Again, sir, this line of steamers 
could do but little in this great work, even suppos- 
ing that the free blacks were able to pay the ex- 
pense of emigration, willing to go, and the repub- 
lic of Liberia willing to receive them. It would 
be as reasonable to expect to empty the ocean with 
| a teaspoon as to effect this great object with a sin- 
| gle line of steamers, to which this Government is 
expected to contribute annually $480,000. Those 
able to pay their passage, the most industrious, 
and the best, might go; none others could, for the 
steamer is not expected to work gratuitously. The 
most idle and vicious would remain here, and the 
amount of evil would be greatly aggravated, so far 
as the United States are concerned. Should the 
whole free black population consent to emigrate, 
this Government could not refuse to join many 
other lines of steamers for the same purpose, and 
we should degenerate into an organization for the 
purpose of exchanging the different races of man- 
kind from one portion of the earth to another. 

Mr. Chairman, neither colonization nor com- 
merce ever succeeded by this system of hot-house 
culture. Supply and demand—the desire of gain, 
and energy in industrial pursuits, protected by the 
| laws, are the elements of vrosperity—and nothing 
| elseis or should-be. Admit the propriety of such 
| a connection with the interests of corporations and 
individuals, and you will make this Government 
a jobber, in every species of industrial pursuits, 


from the manufacture and sale of revolvers 
| to the construction of ships. If the Government 
i 


' may properly select classes for emigration, they 
may also regulate our domestic relations, and in a 
few years we shall know no authority but that 
which exists in the General Government, and feel 
the effects of an accumulated debt and the op- 
pression of unmitigated taxation. If colonization 
ds a legitimate enterprise, we shall have enough 
to do: the field is the world, and high modern 
philanthropy will furnish enterprises sufficiently 


li numerous and important to attract our attention, 


j and employ our energies. The partners and 


| dependents on the Government and the Treasury 


will constitute a frained band, who can subsidize 
the press, maniifacture public opinion, control | 
elections, and govern the people. To such acon- 
|. Summation things arè rapidly hastening, and the 


sovereignty of the States, in the process of absorp- 
tion. by the great principles of nationality, and all 
party names and party organizations, are tending to. 
the same result. -For. one, I shall adhere to the 
policy which: limits: oùr Government to the ‘ob- 
jects for- which “it; was. created, and which: alone 
are worthy of therespectand veneration of freemen. 

There is yet another objection to this. complica- 
tion of the interests of this Government with:the 
speculations of individuals. At. every. step’ you 
increase the influence, the presstire from without, 
to affect the legislation of the country. You create 
local and sectional interests—-you enlist capital and 
create power, which, by combination and con- 
cert, must finally secure the control of all the pat- 
ronage which is concentrated here. None of us 
can be insensible of the effects of such combinations, 
even upon this House. Measures for the distribu- 
tion of the favors, the money and the lands of this 
Government, which would ‘fail on the separate 
merits of each, are triumphant when sustained by 
a union with those having a similar object in view, 
I have, within a few days, seen an application for 
lands to ma¥e a railroad referred to a committee, 
and receive its quietus, when it was avowed by the 
friends of that system of improvement to be a test 
question, as to all similar applications; and on the 
succeeding day a combination of such measures 
received the sanction of this House. The short 
Alabama railroad failed, but when one hand was 
extended from the lakes, it was met by another 
stretched out from the Gulf of Mexico. They 
grasped, and under their resistless pressure millions 
of acres of the public domain passed’ from us to 
corporations and speculators. I have looked. with 
sorrow and with shame at the effects of such a sys- 
tem, and am unwilling to aid in creating another 
set of claimants, who can plead that they are our 
partners in aid of future combinations to seize 
upon the resources of the country, the labor of 
the people. Those whose interests I represent 
have never asked or received any of the public 
moneys, except that which is expended in mail 
facilities, My constituents make their living and 
accumulate their wealth from small and inconsid- 
erable incomes, ‘Their labor and economy is 
their only resource, a resource which they proudly 
claim as the only legitimate fountain of independ- 
ence and virtuous feelings. They know that their 
sixpences will-have to be collected to make the | 
fortunes of the favorites of the Government, and 
they will not sanction such a transfer of their money 
to those who, like the lilies of the valley, neither 
toil nor spin, but who enjoy the wealth, the lux- 
ury, and the ease of Solomon in all his glory. 

~Mr. V. having concluded— i 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair- informally 
to receive reports by Mr. Asue, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. PHELPS addressed the committee for 
nearly an hour in opposition to the system of 
transporting the mails by ocean steamers, and in 
favor of reductions in the appropriations for the 
naval service. He advocated the employment of 
our navy officers on the cost survey, and stated 
it to be his intention to oppose all propositions for 
the employment of new steamers in the: transport- 
ation of the mail. [His speech will appear in 
the Appendix.] Mr. P. having concluded— 
| Mr. McMULLEN moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion having been agreed to, the commit- 
tee rose and reported progress. 

DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved a reconsider- 
ration of the vote by which the motion heretofore 
made by him’in relation to the Delegate from this 
Territory had been laid on the table. 

The motion. was entered on the Journal. 


Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, asked and obtained the 
| unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
| following resolutions: which was adopted: 
| « Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. re- 
quested to communicate to this Mouse as soon as practicable, 
i any information in possession of the Treasury Department 
relative’ to the liquidation and. payment of damages to 
Charles F. Sibbald, on. his claim against the Government 
| for damages, and. to furnish this House a copy of thé report 
| made by James M. MeCullough, Esq , late First Comptroller 
of the Treasury, touching said claim.” a 


| -= Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, by unanimous 
consent, presented a conimunitation from the Top- 
ographical Bureau to the Committee on Com- 
“merce; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. : ` “4 


H 


Mr. SCHENCK, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back: to: the. House without amendment, 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, the House 
bill entitled “* An act regulating the appointments 
and pay of engineers in the navy of the United 
States;’? which bill was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole onthe state of the Union. iango% | 

Mr. GILBERT, by unanimous ‘consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to provide for the establishment of a marine 


hospital at San Francisco, in the State of Cali- 
fornia; which was read-a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. RE 

On motion the House then adjourned. 


` MEMORIALS.. 

The following memorials were presented under 
the rule; and referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees: 

‘By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of sundry merchants 
of Philadelphia, asking compensation for loss sustained in 
merchandise, by the falling of the public stores for bonded 
goods. . z 

Also, one from citizens -of several States, asking that a 
scientific corps be attached to the Mexican boundary sur- 
vey.- 
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earliest patrons was the illustrious Franklin. 
‘has been reduced of late years toa system, and 
though, it is undoubtedly impracticable at this time 
to comply in full with the desire of the petitioners, 
I hope the Senate wil] consent to-the printing of 
this memorial in that type. I move that this me- 
morial,. which is very brief, be printed in that 
type in parallel columns with the ordinary type. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, 

Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate in 
the case of [lector St. John Beatly, be referred to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES., 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which were referred the additional doc- 
uments and the resolution. relating ‘to the case of 

‘Robert L. Blair, reported a bill. for his relief, and 
asked its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion requires the 4 
unanimous consent of the Senate. If there be no 
objection the bill will now have its second reading. 

No objection having been made, the bill was 
read a- second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and no amendment having been 
proposed, the bill was reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

. . Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
. to which were referred the following petitions, to 

wit: . 

The petition of Freeman Blakely, asking an 
increase of pension; of Susannah Rose, widow ofa 
revolutionary soldier, asking a pension; of William 
C. Sterret, asking a pension; of Martin Dubois, a 
_ revolutionary soldier, asking an. increase of pen- 
“sion; of the heirs of Genéral. William C. Keene, 
asking a continuance.of the pension granted him; 
-of Garret Burns, asking ‘a pension; of citizens of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, asking that a 


pension be granted to. Elizabeth Porter, widow of 
a soldier of the war of 1812, made a written report 


in each case; asking to be discharged: from their 
further consideration. >. ; 
LEGISLATION FOR-CALIFORNIA. 

Mr.. FELCH, from the Committee on Public. 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to provide 
for the survey of the public lands in California and 
New Mexico, and for the settlement of the: titles 


‘and claims to land, and the granting of donation 


rights therein, reported back the same without 
amendment. He took occasiow to obsérve that 
some of tbe bills that had been referred to the 
conimittee’ were not printed and some were; that 
the committee found it impossible to give that at- 
tention to all the bills that was required, and as 
to-morrow had been set apart for the consideration 


of California business, he thought it best to report | 


back all the bilis without amendment, and without 
any specific recommendation, so that those that 
were not yet printed might be in time for Senators 
to have them before them to-morrow. 

The bills of the following titles were then re- 
ported without amendment: , 

The bill to. make temporary provision for the 
‘working and discovery of gold mines and placers 
in California, and preserving order in the gold 
mining districts. 

The bill to provide for the examination and set- 
tlement of titles and claims to land in California. 

The bill to provide for extending the laws and 
the judicial system of the United States to the 
State of California. 


The bill to create the office of surveyor general | 


of public lands in the State of California. 

The bill to provide for the appointment of a re- 
corder of land titles in California, to collect and 
register the private land claims, and to preserve the 
evidences of the same until finally investigated by 
the tribunal to be appointed by Congress for that 
purpose. 

The bill to grant donations of land to the early, 
and preémption rights to the subsequent settlers. 

The bill to ascertain and settle the private land 
claims in the State of California. 

PRIVATE BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- jį 


merce, to which was referred House bill No. 396, 
being the bill for the relief of Aguirre & Gallivey, 
of New York, reported back the same without 
arhendment, and recommended its passage. 


THE CREW OF THE BRIG WASHINGTON. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Eliza 
Bache, widow of George M. Bache, late lieutenant 
in the navy, asking the same allowance that was 
granted in the case of the United States brig Som- 
ers, reported a general bill for the relief of the 
widows and orphans of the officers and seamen 
lost from the United States brig Washington, on 
the 8th of September, 1846; which was read a first 
time by its title. 


Mr. YULEE asked that, in consideration of the | 


late period of the session, the Senate would consent 
to allow this bill to have its second reading at this 
time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was then read. 

lt provides that the widows, if any such there 
be, and in case there be no widows, the child or 
children, and if there be no child, then the parent 
or parents, and if there be no parents, the mothers 
and sisters, if orphans, and under the age of éigh- 
teen years, of the officers and seamen who were in 
the service of the United States, and lost from the 


brig Washington on the 8th of September, 1846, | 
shall be entitled to and receive, out of any money | 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a suin | 
equal to six months’ pay of their respective de- |: 


ceased relatives aforesaid, in addition to the pay’ 
due to the said deceased at the date of their loss. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I object. 

The bill therefore did not receive its, second 
reading. 

HICKEY’S CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolution, 

which was read and passed to a second reading: 


~ Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to procure from 
the proprietor, for the use of the Senate, ten thousand 


copies of Hickey’s edition of the Constitution, with an al- : 


phabetical analysis, Washington’s Inaugural and Farewell 
Addresses, and other important statistical matter iHustrative 
of the genius of the American. Government and the devel- 
opment of its principles: Provided, that they be furnished 
at the same price as those last procured for the use of the 
Senate. 


| BILLS ON LEAVE FOR CALIFORNIA; 
Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of notice, asked and 


obtained leave to intródocea bill tō establish ass 
irig offices of the mint of the United States at Stock- 
ton and Sacramento ‘cities, in California, and for 
| other purposes; which was read a first and’ second 
time by its title, and referred. to the Committee on 
Finance. : Petree: 

Also, a bill to facilitate commerce by'authorizing 
the manufacture of large rectangular ‘coins or in- 
gots of the United States, and for other purposes; 
| which was read a first and second time by its title, 

and referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
both bills were ordered to be printed. ~ ; 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill No. 130, being. the act to grant the right 
| of way to the Alton and Sangamon Railroad Com- 
pany, was read the first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. . 

The bill No. 338, being the act to provide for 
| carrying into execution in further- part the twelfth 
j article of the treaty with Mexico. concluded at 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 505 

The act to create the office of surveyor genera 
of the public lands in Oregon, and to provide for 
the’ survey, and to make donations to settlers, of 
the said public’ lands, was read a third. time and 
passed. : 

l STATUE OF COLUMBUS. 
| The following resolution, submitted by “Mr. 

Burier on the 17th instant, was taken up and 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library inquire into 
the propriety of removing the group containing the statue 
of Columbus, from its present position on the east portico 
of the Capitol, to a suitable place in some onetof the public 
squares. 


MINERAL LANDS. _ 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to Senate bill No. 27, to reduce the minimim 
price of the mineral lands in the Lake Superior 
district, in Michigan, and in the Chippewa dis- 
i trict, in Wisconsin, having been read—- 
| On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate con- 
‘ curred therein. 

POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. | 

| The amendment of the House of Representatives 
| to Senate bill No. 43, being the. bill to renew. and 
continue in force the charter of the Potomac. In- 
surance Company of Georgetown, wasread. It is 
an additional section, as follows: 


“ And be it further enacted, That the stockholders.of said 
company shall be individually liable for the debts: of said 
corporation.” 


| Mr. MASON. That isa bill that was reported 
i from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
i to extend the charter of the Insurance Company 
of Georgetown, a very old company, that has 
| been long in existence, and is a very useful one. 
| The proposition of the House amendment: is ‘to 
| 


; introduce into its charter the new feature of makihg 
the stockholders individually responsible for the. 
| liabilities of the company. ` Whether that is or is 
| not a proper provision in such: charters, lam not 
ti disposed now to discuss; but Lam éxceedingly 
averse to its being ingrafted upon the charter ‘of 
this company, which has been so long transacting 
business satisfactorily under a charter without 
such a provision. I therefore move that the Sen- 
ate disagree to the amendment of the House. i 
Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 


i and, being ordered, they were taken, and resulted 
l as follow: 

:  YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
i Butler, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, 
Ewivg, Greene, Hale, Mangum, Mason, Pratt, Seward, 
! Shictds, Smith, Spruance, Wales, and Winthrop. | 

NAYS—M . Atchison, Barnwell, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
i Davis of M sippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Towa, J:ouglas, Downs, Foote, Gwin, Hamlin, 
King, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Souié, Sturgeon, ‘Turney, 
Underwood, Walker, aud Whiteomb—24, ; ; 
So the Senate refused to disagree to the amend- 
ment, s 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression that a motion to concur in the amend- 
| ment is now necessary. à 
Mr. WALKER. I think not.) “A refasal to 
i disagree amounts to a concurrence, according to 

i Jefferson. 
|. The PRESIDENT. “Well, the ‘practice has 
|! been to put another question. However, if such 


~ 
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is the sense of the Senate, no other question shall 
be pat. The Chair feels that the principle is the 
same; for to refuse to disagree is to concur. 

Mr. ATCHISON, at a subsequent part of the 
day, gave notice of a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate refused to disagree to the 
House amendment. 

PRIVATE BILL. 


Mr. BALDWIN moved to take up Senate bill 
No. 250, being the bill for the relief of Peter M. 
Palliet; but the motion was lost. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD. 

On motion by Mr. MORTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Senate bill No. 168, being the bill granting, on 
certain conditions, alternate sections of public 
lands along the route of a railroad from Pensa- 
cola, in. the State of Florida, to Montgomery, in 
the State of Alabama, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘This is a bill for the purpose 
of granting the right of way through, the public 
land in the States of Florida and Alabama to con- 
struct a railroad from Pensacola, in Florida, to 
Montgomery, in Alabama. I have prepared an 
amendment as a substitute for the bill, so as to 
make it conform in every respect to what is known 
as the Illinois bill, which has passed both Houses 
of Congress, and to which, | presume, there can 
be no objection. 

The amendment-was agreed to; and there being 
no further proposition to amend the bill, it was re- 
ported back to the Senate, the amendment was 
concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. ` 

SLAVE PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. PRATT. I now ask that the bill which 
was laid on the table yesterday, entitled ‘A bill 
to prevent the enticing or assisting of slaves to es- 
cape from their owners in the District of Columbia 
and for other purposes,” may be taken up and 
the vote taken upon it. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, who is entitled to the floor, has in- 
timated his intention to discuss the question no 
further, and I ask that it be taken up and disposed 
of. % i 

. Mr. CASS. There are two or three other most 
important bills that ought to be acted on, There 
is the old soldiers’ bill, for which so many hearts 
are bleeding. I hope the Senator from Maryland | 
will let his bill lie over at least tili that be dis- 
posed of. : 

Mr. EWING. I hope so, too. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I concur most cheerfully in 
what has fallen from the Senator from Michigan. 
I hope the Senate will not take up the bill and lose 
the day in the discussion of so unprofitable a ques- 
tion. 

. Mr. CHASE. I concur, also in what has fallen 
from the Senator from Michigan; and 1 wish 
to say that if the-Senator from Maryland antici- 
pates that this bill can pass without discussion, he 
is mistaken. A bill which proposes to change the 
policy of fifty years will not be suffered to pass 
without debate. 

Mr. TURNEY. I would ask the Senator from 
Maryland to withdraw his motion, for the purpose 
of enabling me to induce the Senate to take up a 
bill for the relief of Robert Armstrong. It is a bill 
that was reported to the Senate some years ago by 
Mr. Crittenden, of Kentucky, and which passed 
the Senate unanimously. I am sure it need not 
take a moment to pass it now. 

Mr. HALE. hope we shall not go into the 
private calendar now, when there are so many 
public bills pending that we ought to act upon. 

Mr. PRATT. I cannot waive my motion, and 
I ask for the yeas and nays upon it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

* Mr. DICKINSON. I design to vote for this bill, 
but I cannot vote to take it up as against the civil 
aod diplomatic bill. I shall therefore vote against | 
it, because we must proceed with business, or we į 
shall find the last day of the session upon us with- 
out anything being done. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ishall vote against taking up 
any bill—Il care not what it is—until the old sol- 
diers’ bounty land bill is disposed of one way or 
the other. ; 

Mr. HALE. [ask if the orders of the day are 
not now in order—the hour of twelve having ar- 


rived? . 
The PRESIDENT. Not whilst a 
pending. 


motion is 


ethene oe say wien oa 


Mr. ‘TURNEY. I merely wish“to say, that 
some time ago, when a, motion was made to post- 
pone the old soldiers’ bill, in order to take up the 
slave trade bill, not a voice was raised in behalf of 
the old soldier. g 

Mr. CHASE. For the purpose of preventing 
farther discussion, | move to lay the motion on 
the table. 

Mr. PRATT. Can that be done after the yeas 


and nays are ordered ? 


The PRESIDENT. Yes, certainly; a motion. 


to lay on the table is in order. 
Mr.PRATT. Then'l ask for the yeas and nays 
on it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the mo- 
tion to lay the proposition to take up the bill on 
the table was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Ewing, Fetch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Norris, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, Whit- 
comb, and Winthrop—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickin- 
son, Dodge of [owa, Downs, Foote, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, 
King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Soulé, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—28. 

The motion was then on taking up the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. I desire to state the reason why 
I shall vote against taking up this bill, Tam in 
favor of its passage, but! fear if it be taken up 
now, when gentlemen are fresh and anxious to 
speak, it will lead to a discussion that will occupy 
the entire day. There are important bills which 
must be passed, and the consideration of which 
will, I fear, thus be excluded. lf the motion 
should be made to take it up at three o’clock, then 


it is not likely there will beso much discussion, | 


and 1 will agree to take it up. 

Mr. PRATT. Move to postpone it until that 
time. 

Mr. RUSK. Well, I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill must first be 
taken up. 

Mr. PRATT. Let the bill then be taken up, 
and I will agree to the motion to postpone it. 

A Senator. Oh, withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot be done but by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. DOWNS. | am in favor of this bill, but 
at this period of the session I really think it ought 
not to be taken up. We have arrived ata period 


in the session when by speaking on a bill it may | 


be defeated, although there may be a majority of 
ten to one in favor of it. Itis a state of thingsin 
which we must acquiesce, and it must be evident 
that it is now too late to pass the bill against the 
strenuous opposition which itis apparent it is to 
meet. There is much other important business, 
which under the most favorable auspices, there 
will be great difficulty in getting through. For 
these reasons, although I am decidedly in favor of 
the bill, I must vote against the motion to take it 
up at this time. 

Mr. CHASE. Yesterday I asked leave to in- 
troduce a bill to prohibit slavery in the Territories. 
I considered ita bill of very great importance, but 
knowing how great was the amount of business 
pressing upon the attention of the Senate, and 
knowing also how great a portion of our time has 
been consumed in the discussion of subjects kin- 
dred to this, I needed but an intimation of the 
pleasure of the Senate to induce me to withdraw 
that bill. At the same time l stated that if the 
Senate should indicate a purpose to prolong dis- 
cussion on subjects of this character I would deem 
it my duty to renew the motion for leave. It is for 
the decision of the Senate whether or not more 
time shall be devoted at this session to the discus- 
sion of slavery questions. its judgment is now to 
be pronounced. I shail acquiesce in the determin- 
ation, whatever it may be. But I protest against 
the introduction of a bran new bill by a single 
member, and without reference to any committee, 
without printing, without a single petition in its 


favor from the people most interested in it, to con- || 
sume that time of the Senate which is re@arded as | 
‘| On the motion of Mr, DICKINSON, the Senate 


too precious to allow half an hour of it to be de- 
voted toa subject, in my judgment, of infinitely 
higher importance. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I rise to a question of 


order. I insist that itis no more in order to dis- |! thirtieth of June, 1851 


cuss the taking up of a bill than it is the laying 
down of one. 


if 


i 
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„Several Senators. Oh, you are mistaken... 
= Mr. DICKINSON. Dinsist:thar fam not, and 
I wish the decision of the Chair on the question. 

The PRESIDENT. The- Chair has no diffi- 
culty on the subject... It is clearly in order -to as- 
sign reasons why-a bill should: not be taken up, 
but it is not inorder to discuss the merits of the 
bill. 3 . S 

‘ Mr. BERRIEN. Within that limitation I. beg 
leave to submita remark or two: If I understand 
the-provisions of the bill, they are precisely those 
which were incorporated in the-bill on the subject 
of the slave trade inthe District. [tis not, there- 
fore, in the language of the Senator.from Ohio, a 
bran new bill. {tis nota bill brought-to the no- 
tice of the Senate on the action of a single Senator. 
it is a bill on the provisions of which the sense of 
the Senate has been directly taken. 

Mr. CHASE. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment ? : 

Mr. BERRIEN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CHASE. IfI understood the statement of 
the Senator from Maryland yesterday, it was that 
he had amended the bill so as to meet the views of 
the Senator from Kentucky. ` . 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senator will permit, 1 
-will state the facts. The bill, as now before the 
Senate, is the amendments adopted by the Senate, 
after full discussion, and after the matter was fully 
understood, to the District slave trade bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Sol supposed. What I de- 
sire to bring to the consideration of the Senate is 
the fact, that upon the provisions of this bill the 
sense of the Senate has been already distinctly ex- 
pressed, and the only reason suggested for striking 
these provisions out of the slave trade bill, was 
the impropriety of connecting them with the bill, 
coupled with a declaration of a readiness to pass a 
separate bill whenever it should be proposed. 
Now, if these declarations are not to be observed— 
if we are not to be permitted to afford protection 
to this species of property, when a proposition is 
brought forward in the precise form which was 
agreed to on a former occasion, | for myself 
desire that the country should know it. 

Mr. BADGER. J desire merely to make this re- 
mark. Gentlemen who are so extremely anxious 
to get on with the important public business before 
the Senate, and who object to consuming time 
with discussion on this bill, E suggest might just 
as well consume time in discussing the bill itself, 
a& in discussing the question of taking it up. 

Mr. CHASE. I mean to stand right in this 
matter. When the District slave trade abolition 
bill was under discussion, and the Senator from 
Maryland moved the substance of the several prop- 
ositions now before us as an amendment to that 
bill, they were adopted in committee, and rejected 
in the Senate. The action of the Senate then was 
equally for and against the proposition. It has 
| been again presented, as it was before, by a Sena- 
tor from Maryland. The Senator from Kentucky 
yesterday made an objection to the third section 

The PRESIDENT. It is notin order to discuss 
the section. f 

Mr. CHASE. .I do not mean to do so. The 
Senator from. Maryland, in answer to that objec- 
tion, stated that the section had been altered since 
it was before the Senate as an amendment, so as 
to give ita prospective character. What that al- 
teration was I do not know, but 1 take this state- 
ment, together with the other facts, to be conclu- 
sive evidence that the bill is, as I said it was, the 
work of a single member. - 

The motion to postpone the intervening orders 
of business, and to take up the bill, was then:re- 
jected, as follows : 

_ YEAS-—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Beil, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Clay, Davis of Mis ippi, Dawson, Dodge 
of Towa, Foote, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, 
| Pratt, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee—20. 
|" NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Clark, Cooper, Davis of Massachesetts, Dayton, Dickin- 
| son, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Greene, 
| Hae, Hamlin, Houston, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
: Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, and Win- 
| throp—2s. i 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


| proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 


| appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 

| penses of the Government for the year ending the 

j ,and-for other purposes, 

| which had been reported from the Committee of 
Finance with several amendments. 


The first amendment was to the item— 

“For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other contingent 
expenses ‘of the House of Representatives, $197,749: Pro- 
vided, That the members of the present House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be allowed $45 for stationery. for th 
first, and $35 for he second session.” oars 

.The amendment proposed by the committee was 
to. strike out the proviso. gh A 

Mr. DICKINSON.. That amendment is; de- 
signed to strike out. the. provision -which makes 
Congress legislate with respect to.the amount of 
stationery to be allowed the House. -We thought 
it altogether unbecoming: to. legislate on that 
subject. Leg s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the word 
“thirtieth”? and insert the words “ twenty-sixth,” 
in the following item: ; i 

“ For carrying into effect the international exchanges of 
books, authorized by the act of the [thirtieth] 26th June, 
1848, entitled ¥ An-act to regulate the exchanges of certain 
documents and other publications of Congress,’ $2,000.? 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The third amendment was to add at the end of 
the same item the words, ‘and the said act is 
hereby repealed.” Agreed to. 

The fourth amendment proposed to strige out the 
following item: 

& To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
furnish and deliver to each of the members and delegates of 
that House, of the present Cougress, who have not already 
received them, such hooks as have been furnished to the 
members of ie 28th, 29th and 39th Congresses, including to 

-all members and delegates of the present House, the residue 
of the eighth volume of the statutes of the United States, al- 
ready published, the ninth volume of that work, and the 
index ; also, the collected opinions of the Attorneys General 
of tbe United States, published under the direction of Li. 
D. Gilpin, Esq, late Attorney General, and- Finance Re- 
ports, which have been prepared in obedience to the act of 
Congress of May 10th, 1840, $30,000: Provided, ‘That this 
shall not authorize the reprinting of any of said books; and 
the Clerk shall, before said books are delivered to members 
entitled to receive them, cause each copy to be marked or 
stamped in some ineffaceable manner, on the cover and 
title page, with the name of the member receiving the 
same: And provided further, That no work thus authorized 
to be furnished shali be obtained or delivered by the Ciérk 
unless he shall be able to procure a sufficient number of 
copies thereof to furnish a complete set to each member and 
delegate entitled thereto ; and to insert— 

* For addition to the contingent fund of the House of Re- 
presentatives, $30,000. a y 

Mr. DICKINSON. I can explain the object of 
this amendment in less time than it will take the 
Secretary to read it. There is a clause in this bill 
appropriating $30,000 for the contingent fund of 
the House of Representatives, and then it proceeds 
to describe what itis to pay for. Iltis the same 
question we had here the other day. The Senate 
committee have proposed to strike out the whole 
matter as regards the purchase of books, and to 
give to the House of Representatives the amount 
they ask for as a contingent fund; namely, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The fifth amendment proposed to strike out the 
word “ five” and insert ** one” in the item— 

*¢ For compensation of the Vice President of the United 
States, $5,000.?? 

Mr. DICKINSON, The reason for that amend- 
mentis that the Vice President in the present fiscal 
year served only from the first of July to about the 
middle of that month. The estimates were made 
during the life of the late President, and even this 
$1,000 will be much more than is necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. as 

The sixth amendment proposed to strike out the 
item— 

“ For the incidental and contingent expenses of said de- 
partment, fof State,) viz: For publishing in newspapers of 
the States and Territories the laws of the United States, 
10,850 ;?? and insert— 

& Por publishing the Jaws in pamphlet form, and in the 
newspapers of the States and Territories, and in the city of 
Washington, $18,200.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. . There was a decided mis- 
take on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives on this question. The department estimated 
$18,000 for publishing the laws in pamphlet form 
and in two. newspapers: ‘The House of Repre- 
sentatives, intending to exercise economy, confined 
the publication to one paper. But the department 

, t . 
had made their contract, according to the usual 
custom, for the publication of the laws in two pa- 
pers; and, as this contract has been made, itis ne- 
cessary that the State Department should have the 
money. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 7th amendment proposed to ‘strike out the 


words in italic in the following item: 


4 
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« For publishing the laws in pamphlet form; including proot= 
reading, :packing,-aud distributing laws and documents, in- 
cluding-hoxes, labor, and transportation, $10,000.” 

The ‘amendment was agreed to.. 

The 8th amendment proposed to correct a cleri- 
cal error, by the addition of.the words in italic, in 
the following item: - -~ : 

& For compensation of superintendentand four watchmen 
of the northeast executive buiiding, one thousand seven 
hundred and ten dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The 9th amendment proposed to reduce the item 
for farniture in the office of the First Comptroller 
from $500 to $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 10th amendment proposed to add to the 
item— . 

“For cases for records, documents, and official papers 
preserved in the olfice [of the First Auditor,] and necessary 
furniture, $1,000 ;** the words— 

“ And for $200 in addition to the salary now received by 
the recording clerk in the First Auditor’s office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The eleventh amendment proposed to amend the 
item— s : 

“For compensation of Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in his 
office, [$18,790;”} by striking out the figures between brack- 
ets und adding— 

 Inthuding the sum of $1,109 86 due and to be paid to 
George R. Herrick, for services heretofore performed under 
the sixteenth clause of the actof May 9tn, 1856, entitled 
‘An act providing for the salaries of certain officers therein 
named. and for other purposes,’ $19,809 86.7? | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The twelfth amendment proposed to reduce the 
appropriation for library, maps, &c., for the office of 
the Secretary of the Interior, from $5,500 to $1,000. 

Mr. EWING. There has been no appropria- 
tion for a library for that department yet to any 
amount, though f believe there was $500 granted 
in the appropriation bill of last year, "I'he officers 
of that department now have no books, and are 
obliged to borrowthe books from other depart- 
ments which they find it necessary to examine. 
This isa smail appropriation, and [ hope it may 
be made, as it is so essential for the efficiency of 
that department. 

Mr. DICKINSON, The committee depended 
upon the estimates that had been made before. The 
amount asked for was $1,000, and we did not pro- 
pose to go beyond that, unless there was some 
special reason for it, for the whole amounts in this 
bill, taken together, are very large indeed, and the 
committee thought wherever there was an oppor- 
tunity they would curtail rather than increase 
them. It is for the Senate to decide the matter, 
however. There was a small appropriation of 
$500 last year, and another appropriation of $1,000 
is now to be given, which I hope will suffice. 

Mr. EWING. [think it wiil be found that at 
the last session this department asked for $5,000 
fora library, and an annual appropriation of $1,000. 
Instead of $5,000, however, only $500 was appro- 
priated. If the $5,500 be now given, it will be 
precisely the amount asked for by that department, 
and that is exceedingly moderate. What gentle- 
man would sit down to examine an important 
subject ina private library of less value than is | 
here asked for? Why, then, should nota depart- 
ment, which has so many important matters to 
examine, have a reasonable number of books, so 
as not to have to come to the library of Congress 
to get information, nor be obliged to borrow books’ 
from other departments of the Government. It | 
seems to me it is very injudicious, and like depri- | 
ving a mechanic of the tools of his trade. | 

Mr. DICKINSON. | think the Senator is in | 
error as to the estimates. These are the annual | 
estimates. There never has been any recommen- 
dation to Congress to make an annual appro- 
priation of $5,000. In some form, by special 
communication, it was asked that there should be 
an appropriation for a library; but this was an | 
afterthought. They asked only $1,000 in the |; 
estimates for their library. 

This department was created because it was 
supposed it was going to be no expense to the | 
country; and the expenses of .it up to this time | 
have run up to over $100,000. 1 will not enter 
upon any discussion now as to the value of this 
department in facilitating the operations of Gov- 
ernment; but I must be allowed to say here, that, 
in my opinion, so far from facilitating those ope- |! 
rations, ithas-tended only to make the duties of || 
Government more onerous. 1 do not mean to 
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| under every Administration has been retained. 


| ment of such books as they need. 


go beyond the recommendations of. the executive 
upon these*questions, “and. when we have gone 
even that far, 1 think we shall find ourselves very 
strangely at sea. © Estimates have been: going on 
year after year, and every abuse. that has crept in 
I 
conversed the other day with a very experienced 
officer of the present Administration, who assured 
me that he believéd that, with. proper economy, 
the annual expenses of this Government could be 
cut. down $10,000,000, and still have all: its. prés- 
ent strength and vigor; but that that never could 
be done. without the coöperation of the execu- 
tive departments. I am willing to give thé money 
which they ask for, but I think they ought to en- 
deavor to, reform abuses. Ido not Charge -these 
abuses upon this or any other Administration. 
They have been growing up from time to time 
until the present hour, and they have become 
enormous. With the concurrence of the execu~ 
tive departments and the codperation of Con- 
gress, | believe, that the expenses of the Govern- 
ment might be vastly curtailed. We'can da no more 
than give the estimates which the departments ask, 
and Ido think that we should not go beyond them. 
Mr. EWING. There is. certainly a mistake 
about these estimates. T have not looked-at them, 
for some time, but | am confident there is: a ‘mis- 
take. There was an estimate made for $5,000, 
either in the deficiency bill or in the House of Rép- 
resentatives; and I know the fact was never over- 
looked, after that department, was created and went 
into action, that it wanted a library. Everybody 
knows that it is necessary that it should havé one. 
The Senator talks about abuses, excessive abuses, 
and says there should be curtailing. Should that 
curtailing be made by diminishing the number of 
books necessary for the reading of the head. of a 
department, in order that he may understand his 
business? Is it good economy to compel him to 
borrow books from other departments, and take 
them back again? It seems to me it is a singular 
kind of economy, indeed. If economy is to be re- 
sorted to, do it with reference to something that 
can be dispensed with. These books cannot be 
dispensed with, if we desire our officers to act in- 
telligently. 6. ee 
Mr. DICKINSON. I repeat that! believe there 
was a recommendation in some form that there 
should be an appropriation made for a library. 
But that had nothing to do with the annual appro- 
priation; and Í repeat that in the annual appro- 
priation no such amount was asked for, The mo- 
ney does not belong to me, and the economy is 
not for me. I stated the facts, and am willing the 
Senate shall decide. I stated that. this. depart- 
ment, which it was said was to cost nothing, has 
been one of the most expensive of the executive 
branches of the Government. lask for no false 
economy; and I do not wish to deprive this depart- 
If l did, I 
would not attempt to carry it out in this Senate. 
Mr. EWING. I remember the manner in which 
this appropriation was asked for. An appropri- 
ation had been made for this department in the 
past year. Immediately after the meeting of Con- 
gress the department applied, in the deficiency bill, 
for an appropriation, and among the rest for 
$5,000 fora library. Before the bill was acted 
upon by the two Houses, and while it was still 
pending, and still believed that $5,000 would be 
appropriated, the sum of $1,000°was asked for an- 
‘nually, in order to keep up that library. ‘The 
$5,000 were not provided- by the deficiency bill; 
and therefore, as a matter of course, the sum was 
carried over to the annual appropriation bill, and 
it is now asked for. 
Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator says the thou- 


j sand dollars was asked for while that was pending 


before the House, 

Mr. EWING. I understand so. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The deficiency bill was 
under consideration in April last. ‘Phis estimate 
of one thousand dollars was made in December. 
So that the Senator will perceive he is in error in 
saying that this estimate of a thousand dollars wag 
made after the other amount was under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. EWING. They may have been sent up 
at the same time, for aught I know. ~ But it was 
supposed, at the time this thousand dollars wag 
asked for, the sum of five thousand would also ke 
accorded. It is no matter, however, at what par- ’ 
ticular moment the application was made. 
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~The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and a division being had, it-was- agreed to—ayes 
23, noes 17. k 


The thirteenth amendment proposed to strike 
out from the item “for compensation of clerks and 
messengers in the office of the chief engineer, [in 
the War Department,] $5,650,” the words $690, 
and insert, in lieu thereof, the words: 

«900, including compensation to the disbursing agent of 
gaid office of $250, in addition to his salary as clerk; Pro- 
vided, said agent shall give bond, with approved surety, for 
the faithful disbursement of the funds intrusted-to him.” 


. Mr. DICKINSON. This amendment is to in- 
crease the salary of the principal clerk in that 
ofice $250. He is a disbursing agent, and. dis- 
burses large amounts of money. The department 
recommends this addition to his present salary, | 
but requiring him to enter into bond with sureties 
for. the performance of his duties as disbursing 
agent. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The fourteenth amendment proposes to strike 
out the word ‘three’? and insert “ five,” in the 
following item: ` 

« For compensation of the clerks and messengers in the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, [in the Navy Depart- 
ment, ] $6,300, so as to increase the amount to $6,500.77 

Mr. DICKINSON. This amendment is to in- 
crease the compensation of the assistant book- 
keeper in this bureau $200. He is a competent 
book-keeper; a man of maturity, and a man of 
family, who keeps the books for $800 per annum. 
He has applied to have his compensation increased, 
and the committee, on examination, think it ought 
to be increased. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The fifteenth amendment proposes to add at the 

> end of the clause last mentioned, the following: 

« The annual compensation of the assistant book-keeper 
being increased $200,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The sixteenth amendment proposes to strike out 
the following item: 

“ For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery, and of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and 
messenger in his office, $6,800.” . 

And insert in lieu thereof the following items: 

“ For the annual salary of the chief of the Bureau of Med- 

` ici yy $3,000. i 

ei aoe arenes of ey of the chief of the Bureau of Med- 
icine and Surgery, provided by the act of third March, 1849, 
Pi Por compensation of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and 
messenger in the office of the chief of the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery, $4,300.” 


The ainendment was agreed to. 


The seventeenth amendment of the committee 
proposes to strikeout the words between [brackets] 
in the following item, which is classed under the 
head of ** contingencies of the Navy Department:”’ 

tc For compensation of superintendent and three watch- 
men of the southwest executive building, $1,750; [the sal- 
ary of the three watchmen being increased from $365 to 
$500 each per annum, from first July, 1850.77] 


Mr. DICKINSON. The committee desired to 
bring this matter to the consideration of the Senate 
because they themselves had doubts about it. The 
watchmen inthe War Department receive now 
only $365. The clause which the committee pro- 
pose to strike out, raises the salary of the watch- 
men in the Navy Department to $500. The com-, 
mittee did not undertake to pass on this matter so j 
much positively as relatively. There is a great | 
inequality in the salaries of the clerks, superia- 
tendents, watchmen, and messengers in all these 
departments. This abuse is a very great, if not a 
growing one; and it is a grievance that calls not 
only for Executive, but for legislative action. The 
committee think it better not to make this increase 
of salary now. They suggest that the Senate had 
better let this matter rest for the present, as Con- 
gress Sits again in sixty days, when some reform 
can be made, placing these men-on equal grounds. 
They see no reason why a difference should be 
made between the watchmen in the Navy Depart- 
ment, and in the other departments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The eighteenth amendment of the committee pro- 
poses to insert, after the appropriation of $25,000 
for incidental and contingent expenses of the. mint 
at Philadelphia, the following proviso: 

« Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be hereby 
authorized to obtain for the United States the right to use 
the improved methods of refining argentiferous gold bullion, 
recently discovered and being patented to R, S..MeCullon - 
and James C. Booth, or:the right to use any other. method of. 
accomplishing the same object which may hereafter be dis- 
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covered and patented, by allowing to the said’ patentees a 1 


sum not exceeding one Half of the difference between the 
cost of the labor and materials réguired in the process now 
used at the United States mint to refine sach bullion, and 


| the cost of the labor and materials necessary to be used in | 


the. new process which may ve adopted. But the depositor 
shall pay the compensation so agreed upon, if he elects to 


use the new method, or else have the right to resort to the | 


present process, unless the Secretary of the Treasury should 
find it necessary hereafter to direct otherwise. But the con- 
tract shall. not extend. over a greater period than that.for 
which the patent is given.” 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this amend- 


| ment is designed to enable the United States to 


avail themselves of a new process of refining gold 
bullion, discovered by Professors R: S. McCulloh 


land James C. Booth. They have’ discovered a 


method which it is supposed will diminish very 
greatly the expense of refining argentiferous gold 
bullion. And it is proposed to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase this right from 
them, if he shall think proper, by allowing them, 
at the choice of the depositor, to receive from the 
depositor one half of the difference between the 
expense of the present method and the expense of 
the new method. Of course, there can be no ob- 
jection to this provision. 
whether he will pay it or not, for he can choose 
between the two methods. The compensation is 
contined to the difference between the expenses of 
the two methods. These will turn out, I believe, 
to be great improvements made by these two gen- 
tlemen, and will enable us to remedy. the error so 
much complained of in relation to California gold. 
The delay in refining California gold was occa- 
sioned by the unusual quantity of silver which it 
contained. Hence there was great difficulty in 
separating the silver fromthe gold. This provi- 
sion will remedy this difficulty. : 

Mr. DAWSON. I merely wish to be informed 
on this subject. This contract which it is pro- 
posed to make is to extend so long as the patent 
continues in force. That is, for fourteen years; 
but the time may be extended by Congress for 
thirty or forty years longer. { propose that the 
time shall be limited to fourteen years, the length 
of time.to which patents now extend. {If itis to 
be continuable after that time, we might as well 
purchase the patent-right at once. 

Mr. HUNTER. [have no objection to such a 
modification. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I do not see any objection 
to the amendment in its present form, for the mat- 


ter is left to the discretion of the Secretary of the | 


Treasury, and itis to cost nothing except to the 
depositor. 
ing the amendment in its present form. 
_Mr. DAWSON. . Then I withdraw my propo- 
sition. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The nineteenth amendment of the committee 


ment:” 


Provided, That collectors .whose compensation exceeds 
$2,500 shall reccive no compensation as superintendents of 
lights or disbursing agents. 


Mr. DICKINSON. The House of Represent- 
atives seem to have thought it a matter of economy 
to limit the compensation of collectors who receive 
more than $2,500. 


think it would be detrimental to the public service 
to take away this compensation. I therefore hope 
the proviso will be stricken out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 1 would in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee of Finance, 


| whether it is made any part of the duty of collect- 


ors to be superintendents of light houses? 
Mr. DICKINSON. His. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The twentieth amendment of the commitee pro- 


the head of intercourse with foreign nations, the 
following amendment, which was agreed to. 

« And for compensation to Alexander Hammet for his ser- 
1847, to the ist of June, 1848, $4,875,” 

The twenty-first amendment of the committee 
proposes to insert after the appropriation for the 
salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 
islands the following: 

“To Anthony Ten Eyck, for salary avd contingent expen- 
ses as Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands for. the year 


ending December 3Jst, 1849, $5,422 87.7? 
“To Charles Eames, for outfit as late Commissioner to 


It is left to the depositor | 


I do not see any danger then of leav- ; 


The law of 1830 limits this | 
extra compensation to $400. The public officers | 
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| country to make an appropriation for an 
‘i sent by a foreign Government 


the Sandwich Islands, in, pursuance ofthe recommendation 
of the Department of State, $3,000; oo... Pe 
The question. was ordered tobe taken.on each 
item separately. The question being on the first 
item—~ ia Sre 
Mr. DICKINSON. That- clause was: passed 
in the appropriation bill for: last year, but it was 
lost. between the Houses in consequence of a mis- 
take of the engrossing officers: = ERTE Pg 
Both items were then agreed to. 
The twenty-second amendment of the commit- 
tee proposes to insert after the appropriation “for , 
the coast survey, the following: Ea ER 


“For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, $40,000. Ca e 


Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, the origi- 
nal estimates of the department did notask any- 
thing for this special survey. Bat they subse- 
quently asked for. $40,000. The committee, 
| however, desiring to get along with as small an 
amount as possible, proposed and recommended 
$25,000. -But upon the very urgent: solicitation 
and recommendation of the department, of the offi- 
cers in charge of the work, and gentlemen of the 
the Senate who understand the subject very well, 
| the committee have concluded to adopt the recom- 
mendation of the department, and, recommend an 
appropriation of $40,000. , It has been shown to 
them that the public service will: suffer great detri- 
ment unless this appropriation is made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The twenty-third amendment proposes to insert 
in line 1101, after the word “ employed,” the words 
“under the direction of the Department of State, in 
the reconstruction of the maps of the boundary 
under the treaty of Washington”? °°: 

This would make the item read: 

“ For the pay of draftsmen, and assistants to the head of 
the scientific corps, employed under the direction of the De- 
partment of State in the reconstruction of the maps of the 
boundary under the treaty of Washington in copying and re- 
cording, $7,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The twenty-fourth and last amendment of the 
committee, proposes to insertin line 1120, after 
the words “ maps,” $1,115.” ay. 

This will make the clause read: 

« And compensation of two private soldiers, for their-ser- 
vices as draftsmen in reconstructing maps, G1yl1527 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

Mr. HUNTER. I submit the following amend- 
ment: : 

“ For the expenses of the agent of the Sublime Porte, ten 
thousand dollars, to be disbursed under the direction of the 
Secretary of State.” i eee X 

Mr. President, I. am instructed to offer this 
amendment by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. Weare assured by gentlemen of much ex- 
perience that it is customary in Christian countries, 


proposes to strike out the following proviso to an | who receive such agents from the East, to support 


item under the head ‘Light House Establish- | 


the agents while they are with them. There are 
reasons existing why this should be done in this 
case. They probably came to this country under 
| some assurance that something of this sort would 
be done. The dignity of the nation, as well as 
custom and usage, requires that it should be done. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations have there- 
fore instructed me to offer this amendment. It is 
also recommended by the Department of State. 
Mr. DAWSON. I should like to have some 


j information on this point before voting on this 


appropriation. I should like to know the reasons 
why this appropriation is to be made. Some gen- 


ii tlemen who have been in foreign countries can 


perhaps tell us whether it is dsaal or not for a 
agent 


Mr. HUNTER. The honorable Senator from 
| Michigan [Mr. Cass] has received a letter from 


|; Mr. John P. Brown, Dragoman at Constantino- 


- : sales |! ple, that will perhaps explain the matter. 
poses to insert after the item of appropriations for | pia arw porna bio matier 


: : Barely es i ; 
| the salaries of the various Chargés d’A ffaires, under | read, as follows: 


The letter was sent to the Secretary’s desk and 


New Yor«, September, 1850, 
HONORABLE Sir: I beg the honor of addressing you a few 


| 
| lines from this place, where I am spending:a day or two pre- 
| vice as Chargé d'Affaires at Naples, from the 20th of May, || 


vious to visiting Washington. [lett Constantinople on the 
20th of May, on a short leave of absence for six months from 
the present Minister Resident, Mr. Marsh, to visitmy native 
country.” With the exception of a few months “id 7835 733 
1} have been in the East since 1829. I bave been favored by 
a passage home in the United States storeship « Evie,” com- 
manded by my cousin, Lieutenant Coumanding W. D. Por- 
ter, who Kindly invited my wife, mother, and self to join bim 
for that purpose at Genoa. 

You are aware of the policy I pursued atthe Porte during 
the occurrences of the last year. I have every reason tobe- 
lieve thatit was successful in creating better feelings towards 
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our Government and countrymen in general, on the part of) 
the Sultan and his Ministers, than had heretofore existed. 
{ need not, honored sir, repeat here how much. f was: sup- 
ported and aided in this by your own noble and generous 
Janguage in the Senate in favor of the young Sultan, who 
opas well merited your approval of his conduct. When I 
had. ascertained that Mr. Marsh was disposed to favor me 
with a short: congé, I informed the Grand Vizier, Richid 
Pacha, and his Minister of Foreign Affairs, of my intended 
visit to my country in the “Erie,?? and suggested to him the 
propriety of sending an agent of the Sultan to the United 
States with me. . To aidflis Highness in obtaining the Sul- 
taws sanction to this, l also recommended. that an officer of 
the navy should be selected, who would be able to cultivate 
more intimate and friendy relations with our Government, 
and, at the same time, to profit by an examination of our 
nay :t establishments, our building yards, factories of ma- 
ehinery, manufactories, &e.. It has atways been an object 
of ambition with me to induce the Porte to purchase ma- 
chiaery and steamers, and tò employ Americans in its service 
an place of Euglishimeu; and I cannot devise a better method 
‘df effecting this than by rendering it, in a forcible manner, 
acquainted with the resources of my own country, and its 
means of furnishing them as good, if not indeed better and 
cheaper than from England. His Highness was much 
pleased with my proposal, and thanked me for an opportu- 
nity. of opening closer relations with a country which, he 
gaid, “is destined to take so important a place in the family 
of nations.”? He added that the mission would be one of- 
much advantage to his Government, and begged me to ar- 
range it at once with the Capudan Pacha. When Y had so 


Yar-setiied the matter as to render its success a certainty, L|} 


communicated it to Mr. Marsh, who, I need not add, was 
much gratified with it. 

An officer of the Suitan’s Marine, or rather of the Staff 
of. the Admiralty, Amia Bey, with the rank of a commander 
and major, was selected to accompany me. fehas a seere- 
tary, interpreter, and a seal bearer, or personal attendant, 
with him. Among a people where none have much educa- 
tion, Amin Bey stands kigh for his Knowledge of geography, 
wavigation, and general information. Ga account of the 

” knowledge of English which they possess, it was at first 
proposed to: send one of the officers who had been educated 
in England, bat I objected to it, and asked for one who had 
never been out of the East, and whose impressions would 


allbeourown. So thatthe Capudan Pacha gave me, as be |; 


expressed it, one “whollya Turk.” Amin Bey has already 
been charged with other missions by his Government. He 
was sentafew years ago to the Imaum of Muscat, and 
during the recent Hungarian struggle on the frontiers of 
‘Turkey and Hungary, in both cases with entire satisfaction 
to the Sultan. He is warmly prepossessed in favor of our 
great country, and the superior genius of its people. He is 
acquainted with you as the generous advocate of his sov- 
ereign, and I beg your permission to present him to you on 
oar arrival at Washington. 

Amin Bey has thus far been the guest of our Government. 
Mr. Marsh having officially requested Captain Porter to con- 
vey him to the United States, he came from Genoa, where 
we ambarked in the Erie, to this place, free of any expense 
whatever, and I am particularly desirous that he should, if 
possible, continue to be its guest so long as he remains in the 
United States. Our departure from Constantinople was so 
frurried {so as to meet the Erie) that it was not determined 
oa by Use: Porte what character he should hold in the United 
States, and his instructions, &c., are to meet him at Wash- 
Wagton.. I recommended to the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
that, in addition to the character of a special agent, he 
should be-atso accredited by his Excellency to the Sécretary 
of State... Believing that this would be the ease, he has, at 
my request, been received on board the Erie, and treated as 
a Gnargé d'Affaires. 

The Sultan has been so generous to my countrymeh—in 

+ sone instauces on my own request—that I feel this is an oc- 
casion when my Own Government might evince its appre- 
ciation of his conduct. by extending its hospitality to the 
first agent he bas been pleased to send to the United States. 
This would be in accordance with a common oriental cus- 
tom. Fhe recent noble and magnanimous conduct of the 
young Saitan towards the brave but unfortunate Hungarians, 
has, { have the impression, elevated bim in the estimation 
of most Americans; and I believe they will be well disposed 
to be civil and hospitable towards his representative. J have. 
conceived so high an- estimation of the young Sultan’s con- 
duct. on these occasions, and of his usual generosity, thathe 
will hereafter, at all times, possess my good word, however 
humble it inay be. 

1 have written from this city to the honorable Secretary 
@f State in behalf of my companion. Mr. Marsh has also 
recommended that he should be attended by an intelligent 
officer of the navy during his visits to our different public 
establistaneits. My long voyage has nearly consumed the 
whole of my short leave of absence, and, without the Près- 
ident will be pleased to prolong it a month or two, Í must 
soou return. to my post. Amin Bey’s visit is limited to my 
own, and his stay will not, cousequently, be longer than two 
or three “uponths. A 

L feei that an apology, much honored sir, is needed for the 
“‘undutentional lengib of this tetter, which, £ fear, may occupy 
more of your time than its subject calls for, May f take the 
liberty of recommending Mr. Amin Bey to your friendly pro- 
tection, and beg that, in case it meets with your approbation, 
you will kindly add your own infiuence to procure for him 
the hospitality of the Government? 

Hopiug sovun 10 have the honor of. offering my respects in 
person, Í remain, Honored sir, most réspectfuily, your obe- 
7 diewt servant, | JOHN P. BROWN. 

Hon. Lewis Cass, Washington, Ð. C. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, that letter. was ad- 


118 


. 


known him. When f received it, I went up to the 
| Department of State and said to Mr. Webster that 
the appropriation should be made. He concurred 
in my suggestion, and wrote a note which is in 
possession of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, [Mr Fdéorr.] 

This is agreeably to the rites of Oriental hospi- 


have ever received from the-Subl-me Porte. It is 
not to be presumed that such a practice will con- 
tinue. ifa regular ambassador or minister should 
come here, it would not be necessary. But a po- 
litical agent has been sent here to collect informa- 
tion; and there is not a nation ia Europe that has 
not repeatedly extended the rites of hospitality to 
Mussulman agents. 
usage. The dollars you give will be repaid by. 
“thousands. Et will have a favorable impression 
on the Sultan. This is the the first agent that he 
has ever sent across the Atlantic. ft is not the 
amount of money; that would not weigh with the 
Turkish Government a moment. But it is the re- 
spect paid tothe Sublime Porte by the great Amer- 
ican natton. 

Mr. TURNEY. Mr. President, a few moments 
ago we were told by the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance that all abuses were continued—that 
none were reformed; and that they were daily in- 
creasing. I think that is the case. No abuse is 
reformed, but the abuses are daily increasing. 1 
think the present proposition is one of that descrip- 
tion. We have before us a proposition to create 
this mission, at an expense of $10.000 a year, bot- 
tomed upon aprivate letter, addressed to a Senator, 
to be sure, but marked ‘ private.” As the Sena- 
tor from Michigan informs us, he took that letter 
and went to the Secretary of State and suggested 
to him the propriety of this appropriation 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator bear 
with me a moment? 

Mr. TURNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE. This appropriation is not based 
on that letter, but based on a letter of the Secretary 
of State. I would inform the gentleman that the 
letter to which he refers was only read for inform- 
ation. He is entirely mistaken, also, in regard to 
the object of this provision. Jt is not to appro- 

~ priate $10,000 a year for the purpose of sustaining 
a mission from Turkey; but itis to appropriate 
$10,000, or as much of it as may be necessary, to 
cover the expenses of the agent who is here. It 
may be that not more than $2,000 or $3,000 may be 
necessary. I have some additional letters in my pos- 
session. Here isa letter of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. TURNEY. Before the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi proceeds further with his speech, I wish 
to finish what F have to say. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURNEY. I remarked before, that this 
appropriation is bottomed upon a private letter. I 
reiterate the assertion. The Senator from Michi- 
gan informs us that with this letter he went to the 
Department of State and urged the necessity of an 
appropriation. The Secretary of State, upon read- 
ing the letter, concurred with him in opinion; and 
wrote a letter, upon which the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi informs us this appropriation is bottomed. 
if you take away this private communication 
nothing will be left upon which this appropriation 
can stand. The idea originated in this private letter. 

Sir, Senators may tell us that this is not to be 
continued. I think, with the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, that abuses are not cor- 
rected; that none are reformed; but that they are 
daily increasing. If you make this appropriation 
at the present time, at the next session you will be 

{| called upon to make a similar one. ; 
Mr. EWING. Mr. President, I have an im- 
pression that a similar appropriation was made in 
the time of Mr. Jefferson, or Mr. Madison, for the 
benefit of an agent in one of the Barbary States. 


would inquire of some gentleman, whose memory 
extends a little further back than mine, if this is 
not the case. E 


dressed to, me by Mr. Brown, as I happen to have 


tality. The agent who is now here is the first we. 


It is according to Eastern. 


I may not be correct in this, but l think Iam. 1) 


‘receiving presents from foreign nations. 


„and nays on the amendment. 


| time. 


i Mr. CASS. It was done in Mr. Jefferson’s 
ime. > ne Bohs 
Mr. UNDER WOOD. Mr. President, Phave been, 
noticing the appropriation bills for. the last fifteen: 
years, and this amendment is.the firet-thing of the 
kind I have witnessed. If we are to adopt it, it 
seems to me that we ought to have a precedent. 
The Senator from Ohio should find that. there is 
some such precedent as that to which. he refers, 
I do not object to this appropriation because.it is? 
based upon a private communication so much as to 
the principle of it. I object to it upon the ground . 
that it involves a principle upon which the foreign 
intercourse of this country ought not to be carried 
on. We have adopted a constitutional provision, 
prohibiting avy of our diplomatic servants from 
I look 
upon this as a violation of the spirit of that very 
conatitutional provision. . Your diplomatic agents 
are not allowed to receive presents from foreign 
nations, but you give presents to. the. diplomatic 
agents of other Governments. You are not wills: 
ing to sell yourselves, but you are willing to: buy ~ 
others, I suppose. Í admit there is some distinc . 
tion in that respect. -But I put it to the Senate 
and the country whether it is proper for us, irany 
shape, to tolerate, by a precedent of this sort, the 
paying the expenses of agents of foreign nations 
who may be sent here. This will be but the en- 
tering wedge to pay their expenses, You must 
extend it to their salaries. 

Unless I can see some precedent, some practice, 
in the history of our Government which justifies 
this expenditure, } shall vote against it. 1 should 
like to see how many of us are in favor of setting 
a precedent of this sort. I therefore ask the yeas 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Iam glad the 
yeas and nays have been called. I am quite wille: 
ing to record my vote in favor of the proposed 
amendment. Gentlemen say that they are acting . 
without information, I take, it they have seen the 
agent from the Sultan of Turkey sitting in his room 
this very morning. They know that he is here, 
and they know that he is the accredited agent to 
this Government from the Sultan’ of Turkey. 
Gentlemen say they need precedents for a measure - 
of this kind. Why, this is founded ona usage 
which exists in the East. The first token of sal- 
utation and friendship there ordinarily is some 
act of hospitality, and if you intend to cultivate 
friendship and good feeling, and an intercouse 
which shall be advantageous to us, you must pay: 
some respect to that sentiment and principle which 
prevails there. Irtis only a few years since we rẹ- 
ceived a present from the [maum of Muscat. Some. 
four horses, [ believe, were sent to this Gevern- 
ment as a present, and as they were seni as tokens 
of friendship, the Government did not see fit to 
reject them. They were a present which had no 
usefulness to the Government, but the present was 
accepted in a respectful manner, and the vessel 
which brought them to our shores having suffered 
serious damage from distress by weather, this 
Government repaired it at its own expense, and, 
in addition, suitable and proper presents were re- 
turned in her, at her departure. Here, then, we 
have an agent sent to us by the Sultan for the first 
It is the first movement on the part of the 
Government of Turkey to establish an intercourse 
with us. We have had a good deal of intercourse 
with them. We have had a minister there for 
some time, and we have considerable commerce 
with the various ports of Turkey. itis therefore. 
of some importance to receive this agent ina man- 
ner that will establish friendly relations between’ 


| the countries, and this perhaps is the mode ofall 
| others by which to accomplish that object. It is 
| agreeably to the usages which exist in. the country 


from which he comes, and while I am not autbori- 
zed to say that it is expected of us, yet ] can very 
confidently say that it will be agreeeble to them, 
and this sum of money would probably be as profi- 
tably laid out in this way as it would be in any 
other mode in which you could dispose of it. it 
seems to me that both duty and policy concur in 
recommending this amendment. : 
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- Mr.. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts says that this is in conformity with the 
usages of the East. Be it so; but I do not feel 
willing, for one, to begin at this period of our his- 
tory to-imitate the usages of Eastern countries of 
the Old World. Thé Senator has referred to the 
presents sent by the Imaum of Muscat as a prece- 
dent to'guide us. Sir; I was here at the time, and 
I recollect well that there were some presents re- 
céived from that dignitary. But how should you 
show a corresponding respect? Why, sir, if you 
wish to do it, send a keepsake back in return; 
send some present back asa mark of friendship 
towards the Government whose agent has visited 
us. But, instead of doing that, gentlemen propose 
h show their friendship and gratitude by paying 
the expenses, the personal expenses of an agent! 
If you want to reciprocate these Eastern customs, 
is that the way to do it? Gentlemen say we ought 
to pay the expenses of this agent because it is an 
Eastern custom. 1 was not aware of the exist- 
ence of such a custom. We have had a dragoman 
at Constantinople for several years, and, as a mem- 


ber of Congress, I never heard that his expenses | 


were paid there by the Government to which he 
was accredited. 
here, but we. have had an agent there, and no such 
example has been set to us. We have paid the 
expenses of our own diplomatic agent at Constan- 
tinople, and yet we are now asked to pay the ex- 
penses of their agent here. 
a practice, where is it to end? Tt is said that this 
is the first agent that we have received. Well, if 
we pay his expenses for the purpose of cultivating 
good feeling, will it not be an insult when we 
cease to pay them? Will you not have to account 
for your change of conduct, and say to them, 
“your agents sent heretofore feasted at our ex- 
pense, and we have paid all their bills; we have 
sustained them on principles of hospitality, but 
now we see fit to cut off that hospitable mainte- 
nance of your diplomatic agents sent to this eoun- 
try??? Will not that be an insult? . It seems to 
me that if courtesy and good feeling require that 
we shall commence without a precedent, (for I 
have called for a precedent and none has been fur- 
nished,) we shall have to keep it up, and there 


They never have had an agent | 


If we commence such | 


will be no period when it will cease. I am against | 


commencing it now. We have had a commercial 
agent at Constantinople for many years, who never 
has been so treated, and I do not wish to step in 
advance of that Eastern custom, and make a đe- 
parture from that Eastern example which has been 
set us for so many years. I do not, however, 
wish to consume the time of the Senate in arguing 
a case of this sort, and I will therefore take my 
seat. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I recollect an 
anecdote which I derived from the late Captain 
Gordon, of the United States navy, which shows 
the way in which you can excite high and honor- 
able sentiments amongst these people. He said 
that he was the commander of the first ship that 
the United States ever sent to the port of Smyrna, 
and that when he arrived and cast anchor in that 
port, he found a usage existing that every foreign 
vessel arriving there must be put under the care 
or supervision of some public officer or agent. 
This was a vesssel of war, and the United States 
had no public agent there. He meditated in the 
first instance on placing the vessel under the care 
of the English consul, but he thought that there 
was a manifest impropriety in that, inasmuch as 
it was an armed vessel of war. He then came to 
the conclusion that he would put her under the care 
of the Pasha, and he accordingly addressed a note 
to the Pasha signifying h’s desire to place this 
United States vessel under his care and protection. 
The Pasha sent for him and asked him if he could 
be serious in such a wish. He replied, and stated 
the difficulties which existed. The Pasha then 
told him, ‘‘one of the great objects of placing your 


vessel under the care and protection of the agent of | 


your own or some foreign Government is, that 


she may besafe whilst lying in our port from | 


any harm she might come to from us.”” The cap- 
tain said, “nevertheless | prefer that she should 
be under your protection.” “Then,” said the 
Pasha, “if you are serious, and if you place that 
confidence in me, not a bird shali fly over your 
vessel.” 

Mr. SEWARD. I thank the honorable Sena- 
tor who has recalled the incident of the visit of 
the ambasssador who came with a present from 


| posed into serious question, either from the Sena- 


i| now simply is, whether we shall use those concili- 


| ate in certain quarters, to be recognized as one who 


r acknowledged that some necessary expenses must 


Í No one has yet denied the probability of our 


the Imaum of Muscat. - H I. remember well, the. 
ambassador was not in the roll of common men. 
He was a minister at home—a Secretary of State. 
I passed through the navy yard, at Brooklyn, 
with him. Among the objects of curiosity and in- 
terest there, I pointed his notice to an exquisite 
bustof Washington. He looked upon it thought- 
fully, and inquired “who was Washington?” T 
think that the quality of hospitality, like the 
“quality of mercy,” © 

“l.,s 18 twice blessed: 

i blesseth him that gives, and him that takes; 

*Tis mightiest in the mightiest.” i 

If we were seeking how such a nation as this 
might employ the small sum indicated in the most 
beneficial manner, I think we should find it in dis- 
seminating among the ‘nations and the people of 
the East knowledge of the institutions, the arts and 
the history of the West—knowledge of the pro- 
gress of human: society. The Turk is a willing 
learner. Let us receive him with the rites of his 
own native hospitality. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. One word more, sir. 
The argument of the Senator from New York is 
an invitation to all the nations of the earth to come 
here to go to school, flaughter}—to acquire a 
knowledge of our institutions and of the men who 
have dignified our nation. The gentleman’s argu- 
ment, if it means anything; means that we are, un- 
der the guise of hospitality, to Invite the nations of 
the world to send commercial agents here, with a 
view of disseminating information amongst them. 
Sir, if that is the career we are to enter upon, we 
shall want money enough to appropriate to the re- 
ception hospitably of the agents from all the na- 
tions of the East who may choose .to send their 
public men here to be better instructed concerning 
our institutions. As to the anecdote of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,} it is cer- 
tainly very commendable to the heart and feelings 
of the Pasha, who would take such care of the 
ship as not to allow a bird to fly over it; but how 
it bears upon this question, 1 have not discernment 
enough to perceive. 

Mr. FOOTE. f desired very much to have 
been heard upon this subject somewhat at length, 
but I think that it has been already amply dis- 
cussed, and the proposition before us vindicated 
by others most successfully. I have heard nothing 
that calls the propriety of the appropriation pro- 


tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] or from 
the other gentlemen who have opposed it. To be 
sure, it is supposed to be quite a popular thing 
now-a-days, and not a little calculated to concili- 


is anxious beyond ordinary men to save the pub- 
lic money, and to retrench the expenses of Gov- 
ernment. But, sir, after all that can be said in 
opposition to governmental expenditures, it must be 


from time to time be incurred, and perhaps the ex- 
penses of Government must, in this country, be 
expected to increase, whilst the country itself is 
advancing, and its resources are in a course of 
rapid and continuous development. 

Now, what is the proposition before us? It 
seems that an accomplished official agent has been 
sent here from Turkey for the purpose of exam- 
ining our country and its institutions, and reporting 
thereon, with a view to establishing hereafter more 
intimate social relations between the Sublime Porte 
and the United States, and to open a free and un- 
restricted commerce hereafter, which cannot be 
otherwise than highly advantageous to both parties. 


profiting greatly hereafter, both pecuniarily and 
otherwise, by such commercial intercourse; nor 
has the constitutional power of Congress to make 
such an appropriation as is now asked been denied 
by any one. The people of ‘Turkey differ from 
us materially in language, manners, social institu- 
tions, and in religion; and the question with us | 


atory means which are within our reach for the 
purpose of extinguishing that prejudice which has 
naturally sprang up between two races so dis- 
similar, when by so doing we shall remove all ex- 
isting obstacles to that advantageous commercial 
intercourse which is on various accounts so de- 
sirable? The Department of State has supposed 
that it might be expedient at the present time to 
treat this gentleman civilly, kindly, and liberally, 
to facilitate his researches, and to enable him 


so that he may go home to the people 
he. represents and report. ‘concerning us 
hfally, and in such manner as to 
dice and establish amity and friend- 


people, 
whom 
jastly and trut 
obliterate preju 
ly correspondence. i A 
fact, x question of hospitality, coupled. with those 
considerations of policy already stated. 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Unnerwoop} 


Sultan. What sort of keepsake, pray, does. he 
wish sent? I was really. quite.surprised to hear 
such language from the Senator from Kentucky, 
and can hardiy understand its application to the 
proposition under consideration. Rey 

But it is said the amendment before us is based 
upon a private letter. His true that attention was 
| first ealled to this subject. by a private letter from 
a gentleman well and favorably known, a gentle- 
man who has lately acted not only as our dragoman 
at Constantinople, but also as chargé, and in both 
capacities has acquired much standing. Upon the 
reception of that very interesting letter, the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, as he has informed us, thought’ 
proper to have recourse to the Secretary of State, 
rand the latter gentleman, upon considering the 
matter, did not hesitate to recommend the appro- 
priation now asked for. It is the letter of that 
functionary upon which the action now proposed 
is in fact chiefly based. [hold in my-hand the 
letter from Mr. Markoe, a gentleman connected 
with the Department of State, to the Senator from 
Michigan, in which Mr. Webster’s views upon 
the subject are conveyed. He says: ; 

. (My Dear SR: I have read to Mr.: Webster your note 
to me, and Mr. Brown’s tetter to you. Mr. Webster thinks 
it would be exceedingly well to extend that hospitality whielr 
you suggest to Amin Bey, the inforinal agent of the Turkish 
Government. But to do this there must be an appropriation 
made in some of the appropriation bills, the department hav- 
ing no funds, If now that the civit and diplomasie bilb is 
before the Senate, a suitable appropriation could be inserted 
in that bill, Mr. Webster would quite concur in its propriety, 
and extend the courtesy of the Government to Amin Bey. 
Mr. Brown has not written to the Department of State on 
the subject.” 
Mr. Webster’s note is short. He says: 
«1 think Mr. Brown’s estimate for the entertainment of 
the Turkish minister is too small. It would be better to put 
' it at $10,000.77 i A 
So we have a deliberate recommendation from 
the Secretary of State upon the subject, and yet 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD,} under the circumstances, opposes the 
appropriation, on the ground that there 1s no pre- 
cedent for it. Sir, there are no precedents fora 
great many good things which | hope to see’ac- 
complished hereafter; but I think if we had time 
to look through two or three volumes to which we 
all have access, there would be found at least one 
precedent—that alluded to by the Senator from. 
Ohio. 
Í appropriation was made in the time of Mr. Seffer- 
son fora similar purpose,and the Senator from 
Michigan is under the same impression; but it is 
: really not worth while to discuss the subject fur- 
ther. It is a very smali matter to have produced 
so much controvery. 
Mr. PEARCE. ‘The ease in Mr. Jefferson’s 
time which has been referred to, { suppose to be 
that of Hamet Caramali. $ so, it is not a case in 
‘point. Hamet was never in the United States. 
He was the son of the Bashaw of Tripoli. His 
father was deposed and murdered, as well as his 
elder brother, by Yussuff, who was the reigning 
Bashaw during our war with that Power. It was 
Hamet who made the alliance with Gen. Eaton, 
` and shared in the celebrated expedition which 
penetrated that country for several hundred miles, 
< and was only arrested while in full and successful 
career by the peace with Tripoli. In the stipula- 
tions of the treaty of peace no provision was made 
for Hamet, nor was any arrangement made for 
the redemption -of his family, who were held in 
captivity by the usurper, He retired to Smyrna, 
and from that place applied to the Government of 
the United States for some relief, which was 
granted. 

There was, in Mr. Jefferson’s time, I think, an 
envoy from the Emperor of Morocco, but 1 do 
not know that he was considered as the guest of 
the nation. [| rather think not. I have not been 
able to find any other case. 
| The Government of Turkey does not defray the 

expenses of the European ministers accredited to 
‘them. They do constantly defray the expenses 


advantageously to. scrutinize. our institutions: ang: 


The question before as is; in. 


I have a vague recollection that a similar 


says we had better send “a keepsake’ to the .. 
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of the Persian mission, as I have been told; and 
when recently the Pope, for the first time, sent a 
nuncio to Constantinople, his expenses: were paid 
by the Porte. Ido not suppose that this will be 
expected of us, but it will probably be regarded as 
an evidence of good feeling on our part, and ‘it 
may have a favorable influence in Turkey. Ido 
not know that I should have proposed ‘it, but since 
ethers have openly proposed, I will-vote for it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This_ recommendation 
comes from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It is the first I have heard of it, not being on that 
committee, and lam sorry to.differ with so learned 
and honorable a committee as that. - But, sir, I can 
see no reason to justify us at this time, with the 
extravagant appropriations which wearecompelled 
to make to carry on and discharge the ordinary 
functions of the Government, in adding to its other 
functions that of “ hospitality.” lam opposed 
to the amendment, therefore, upon principle, and 
upon the ground of expediency. This bill appro- 
priates nearly $7,000,000 now, and whilst we 
should not stop the ordinary operations of the 
Government, because the appropriations seem ex- 
travagantly large, yet that is a first-rate reason 
why we should not pass beyond... I will not occu- 
py the time of the Senate, though I could state 
reasons at length against the expediency of this 
amendment. Ihave prepared a financial history 
of this country, which it would take me a day, or 
perhaps more, to bring forward, and my ambition 
would be gratified by an opportunity of doing so, 
since I have prepared it by great labor; but I shall 
forego the privilege which I would otherwise ask. 
ï shall perhaps commit it to the press hereafter; 
but as we cannot afford time, I will letit go by for 
the present. I do hope that the Senators will 
confine themselves to a simple statement of facts 
and reasons, as speeches and arguments on these 
questions are not listened to,and they only con- 
sume time most umprofitably. $ 

Mr. BUTLER. This proposition struck me 
as I came into the Senate somewhat with surprise. 
If the appropriation is made, it may perhaps an- 
swer the end contemplated; that is, to induce the 
Sultan to. send an ambassador or representative 
here, but. it isa precedent that I for one cannot 
undertake to sanction; for if you give $10,000 to 
entertain this person, it will be such a precedent 
as will not enable you to discriminate between 
others who may come hereafter under similar cir- 
cumstances. I will answer for it that, under this 

recedent, you will have agents, perhaps, from the 

mperor of Morocco, from the Emperor of Japan, 
from Siam, and all the other small States; and how 
are you to discriminate ? 

Mr. FOOTE. We do not want to discriminate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have great respect for the 
proposition which is made here, because it comes 
to us under very high sanction; but I would rather 
suppose that in this stage of the world, when the 
facilities of communication are so great, and an 
enlarged intercourse is kept up between nations 
by mutual agents, this plan of promoting inter- 
course by marks of hospitality, would have 
ceased. Eastern hospitality forms no part of the 
law of nations, and it is too vague in its nature for 
us to form any safe precedents from it; and for 
such I shall not vote. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish for some information to 
enable me to give my vote satisfactorily to myself. 
1 would ask the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
or any other gentleman who is able to do so, to 
answer me this question. Suppose this diplomatic 
agent had been accredited to any other civilized 
Government in the world, would the hospitality 
which is proposed to be tendered to him by this 
appropriation be given to him there? 1 wish that 
queséion answered, because if any other civilized 
Government would do what we are now asked to 
do, Lam not disposed on the part of this Govern- 
ment to refuse to do what other Governments 
would do in a similar case. As to the amount of 
the appropriation, I think, considering the usages 
of the Eastern countries, it is not at all too large. 
Their domestic arrangements and their mode of 
living are on an expensive scale, and I apprehend, 
oe. that the appropriation is not at all too 

arge. 

Sir. BENTON. This is the first time that we 
have received an agent of this kind from Asia; for 
though Constantinople is in Europe, it is an Asiatic 
Empire; and I think that sound policy requires us 
to act as other Governments do towards their repre- 


1 will not trespass again upon the Senate. 


sentatives.:.l amin favor of. tendering the hoapi- 


talities of the United States to this agent, and F 
shall therefore vote for the amendment. 
Mr..DICKINSON. I believe they have a min- 
ister or agent of some kind at the Court of St. 
James, and if they do, they doubtless find the cus-, 
tom thus -The first moment the minister arrives 


| there, the head waiter of the Premier calls on him 


to be paid a considerable amount, from five to 
fifty guineas, according to his liberality. . Now, [Į 
suppose if this functionary went there, he would 
be called upon to pay accordingly. If, therefore, 
we should follow the customs of other Govern- 
ments, we should make them pay when they come 
here in the character of diplomatic agents instead 
of paying them. 

Mr. CASS. I have but a word to say, and then 
I wish 
merely to say, in reply to the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, (Mr. Prart,] that I believe 
the Turkish ministers at all the courts in Europe 
are supported by the country to which they are 
sent.. I know that when I was in France, the 
French Government. took and furnished for the 
use of the Turkish ambassador one of the most 
splendid palaces in Paris, the rent of which could 
not have been less than five or six thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. DAYTON. Let me state another fact with 
regard to the customs of these foreign Governments 
in reference to those very donations to which the 
Senator from New York, [Mr.Dicxinson,] has 
alluded. I recently saw a work treating upon the 
subject, in which it was stated that even at this 
day it is customary, on the part of the British 
Government, when an ambassador is about to 
leave their court, in a delicate way to put at his 
disposal a thousand pounds; and a minister has at 
his disposal merely five hundred pounds, with a 
view of meeting the very gratuities which they 
are called upon to make. Our representative has 
never been permitted, owing to the constitutional 
provision, to touch anything of this kind; but this 
habit prevails now even at the Court of St. James. 

The yeas and nays on the amendment having 
been ordered, were taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Cass, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massa- 
ehusetts, Dayton, Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Foote, 
Greene, Gwin, Hale, Honston, Hunter, Jones, Mangum, 
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, 
Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnwell, Bright, Butler, Chase, Davis 
of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Hamlin, King, Mason, Norris, Sebastian, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Underwood, and Yulee—19. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. When this bill 
was reported to the Senate I gave notice of two 
amendments. I now beg leave to offer the first of 
them. It is as follows: 

‘To pay the amount of subscription under the joint reso- 
lution of the third of March last, for one thousand copies of 
the annals of Congress to the end of the fourth Congress, 
and to include the first Congress, as well as the second, 
third, and fourth Congress, thirty thousand dollars.” 

I will state that these are works which have been 
furnished under an order of Congress of the 3d 
March last, for the publication of the annals of 
the second, third, and fourth Congresses. The 
annals of the first Congress have been printed, and 
this omission’ in the resolution of the 3d March 
last probably arose from the supposition that they 
were already published by order of Congress. 
The annals of the first Congress had been printed 
and occasionally ordered by Congress for distribu- 
tion, but they never had been published under an 
order of Congress. The whole series has been 
furnished under the resolution, and the proposition 
now is to appropriate a sum to cover the cost of 
the volume of the first Congress as well as the 
second, third, and fourth; the second, third, and 
fourth having been directed expressly, the other, I 
suppose, impliedly® . 

The amendment was adopted. . ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 now offer the 
other amendment of which I gave notice: 


«c For continuing the publication of the works of the ex- 
ploring expedition, including the printing of the charts, the 
pay of scientific corps, salary of the horticulturist, and care 
of the collections, $25,000.” 


Mr. DAVIS. That is an amendment I was 
directed by the Library Committee to offer to the 
Senate. The greater part of the appropriation is 
for work already done of already contracted for, 
except the salaries of some persona who are en- 


the items, 


gaged in writing out the results of the exploring: 
expedition. The memorandum: before me gives’ 
The- salaries -of Professors Agassiz, 
Torry, Gray, and De Gould, printing, engraving, 

binding, and contingent expenses make up. the 
whole amount of the appropriation.. This is a 
matter which has been discussed by the Senate on 

a former occasion, and the appropriations have 

been made heretofore for the publication of the 
matter collected by the exploring expedition of the 

United States. - ; ; 

Mr. ATCHISON. Fora good many years 
we have been making appropriations for. .some- 
thing or other connected with this exploring expe- 
dition. I desire to know how much has already 
been paid for publishing the results, in all its 
branches, of this exploring expedition ? 

Mr. DAVIS. The chairman of the Committee 
on the Library [Mr. Pearce] will be able to give 
you the information better than 1 can. 

Mr. PEARCE. I do not know that I can 
answer that question with precision. - I have 
answered it upon several different occasions, after 
making an exact calculation of the money. ex- 
pended. I think the last estimate was $64,000. 
There is.no doubt that the work in question is a 
very expensive one. It is necessarily .so,:and 
would be so under any administration, in any 
country. The original calculation was that $100,000 
would be enough to complete the publications, 
which are very expensive, and of a most costly 
character, requiring a vast deal of engraving beau- 
tifully illustrated, and printed in the finest style. 
Congress has already authorized the publication of 
the results of this expedition, and the committee 
are charged with seeing that they are published. 
The contracts were made under that authority 
several years ago, when neither my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Davis] nor myself were mem- 
bers of the committee, and it is in pursuance of 
the contract thus originally made that the work is 
now going on. We have published more than 
half of the volumes proposed to be published, and’ 
we have finished much the larger portion of the 
engraving, which is the expensive part of the work. 
We now have Professors Agassiz, Torry, Gray, 
and De Gould, and some other scientific gentlemen 
engaged in completing the residue of the reports. 
IL hope the work will be complete in about two 
years, but it is absolutely necessary that this ap- 
propriation should be made, unless the Govern- . 
ment means to make the committee break faith 
with the contractors. There are between eight and | 
nine thousand dollars in arrears for printing and 
engraving done, and there will soon be sixteen ‘or 
seventeen thousand. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to ask one other 
question. Iam perfectly willing to pay for work 
which has been contracted for; but is this the last 
appropriation we shall be called upon to make? 

Mr. PEARCE. {t willnot be. I have stated 
that I supposed the work would be completed in 
about two years, and at least another appropria- 
tion of the same amount, or nearly so, will be 
asked for. g 

Mr. BENTON. I would ask if copyrights are 
granted for these works. 

Mr. PEARCE, | beg leave to say that no copy- 
right can be given for any of the reports which are 
about to be made. A copyright was given to Cap- 
tain Wilkes for his narrative, as I believe I ex- 
plained before. Captain Wilkes wrote that nar- 
rative in his leisure hours, and by the consent of 
the Library Committee, as then constituted, he 
was allowed to take out a copyright, the Govern- 
ment being furnished with the number of copies 
provided for in the law authorizing the publica- 
tion; but these gentlemen who are preparing the 
scientific reports are mere agents, whom we pay 
for doing the writing, and the manuscript, when 
completed, is the’ property of the Government. 
I have had a controversy with one of the gen- 
tlemen thus employed, and I have compelled him 
to give up his manuscript to the Government. No 
copyright is authorized, and if any is obtained it 
will not be worth a farthing. The manuscript is 
the property of the Government, and being printed 
for the Government, without any copyright bein 
obtained, every one can print. it afterwards. : E 
have understood that one of these scientific gen- 
tlemen applied for and obtained a copyright for 
his report, but it is not worth a farthing. The 
others do not design applying for copyrights, and 
this gentleman was distinctly told that this manu- 
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script belonged to the Government, and that. he 
should not and could not havea copyright. 
The amendment was. then agreed.to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS offeréd the following amend- 
ment, which was not agreed to: 

“ For purehasing:a site and commencing the ereetion ofa 

. gnitable building in the city of St. Louis for a enstom-house. 

(for the sub-treasury,-and the post office,) and the courts of 
the United States, including rooms for juries, for the clerk, 
the district attorney, and marshal, the snm of $75,000; Pro- 
vided, That the entire cost of said building shall not exceed 
$100,000: dad provided, further, That said building shall 
be exempted from city and all other taxes by the State of 
Missouri’? x 

Mr. DOUGLAS offered the following amend- 
ment, which was not agreed to: . 

“ For the purchase of a site and construction of a proper 
building at Cincinnati, for a custom-house and other pur- 
poses, $50,000: Provided, That the total cost of construction 
shall’ not exceed $75,000: nd provided, also, That said 
building shall be exempted from citytaxes, and all other 
taxes whatever, by the Legislature of Ohio.” 


Mr. HAMLIN offered the following, and it was 
agreed to; : ` 

« Por the purchase. ofa site.and the erection of a custom- 
house in the city of Bangor, (Maine,) $50.000, to be expend- 
ed under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: and 
the cost of said building shall not exceed said suns.” 

Mr. GWIN offered the following, and it was 
agreed to: 

« For the construction of a marine hospital, to be located 
by the Secretary of the Treasury at or near San Francisco, 
in the State of California, $50,000.” 

Mr. GWIN offered the following, and it was 
agreed to: 

“For the erection of a new custom-house at San Fran- 
cisco, to contain rooms for the Post Office in that city, for 
the accommodation of it its officers, and also rooms for the 
United States District Court, for the accommodation of its 
officers and other Government officers in California, until 
the whole building is needed for custom house purposes, 
$100,000: Provided that said building shall be exempt trom 
all State and. city taxation, and provided further, that the 
whole cost of the same shall not exceed four hundred thou- 
sand dollars, . 

{Each of those amendments was debated at 
some length, which debates’ may be found in the 
Appendix.] ' 

_ Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, offered the follow- 
ing, and it was agreed to: ; 

« For the extension of the Capitol by wings, according to 
such plans as may be adapted hy the joint committee of 
both Houses of Congress $100,000 for each wing. This ap- 
propriation to be expended under the direction of the Presi- į 
dent of the United States, and he shal! be authorized to ap- 
point, an architect to carry out the plan or plans whieh may 
he adopted as aforesaid.” 

_Mr. DAVIS. The Senate Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings have had this matter for some time 
under their consideration, and havé inspected 
various plans of different architects. They have 
so far decided upon a plan as to enable them to 
make an estimate which they think will approach 
very nearly to the amount required. The Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives having 
acted with that of the Senate, and, not having at- 
tenipted to decide upon the details, it has been left 
to the Joint Committee to decide hereafter upon 
the plan. The plan which is now before me has 
been exhibited in the Senate, and is perhaps the 
one which will be adopted. It is to extend the | 
Capitol north and south by wings transversely to 
the axis of the Capitol, throwing the halls of the 
Senate and House of Representatives into the 
opposite wings, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD offered the following: 

« For making hydrographical and topographical surveys to | 
decide upon the practicability and cost of improving the 
navigation of the Ohio river, by a system of reservoirs to 
serve as feeders in periods of low water, according to the 
plans propo'ed by Charles Eliet, jr., civil engineer, the sum | 
of twenty thousand dollars; the money to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the sur- 
veys, with all necessary observation, measurements, recon- 
poreaneess Malt ere be made by mixed conimission 
of topographical and civil engineers, to be select e | 
President of the United States.’ zg ia aa: 


. Pending this amendment, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, September 20, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. BOWLIN inquired what was the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order fi | 
the Committee on Publie Lands. SRE ATON 

. Mr. BOWLIN. 1 submit the following report 

from that committee. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Irise toa privi- 
leged motion, 1 move that the House resolve , 


‘first on the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 


| special order comprised the army and navy bills, 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. o oo e : 

Mr. BOWLIN. ` 1 do not thiak the gentleman 
has the floor for that purpose- -= _.: . 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri 
{Mr, Bowuin] has been recognized. - ene 

Mr. BOWLIN. I report from the: Committee - 
on Public Lands without amendment, the Senate 
bill, entitled ‘An act granting to the: State of 
Missouri the right of way and a portion of the 
public lands for making a railroad from the town 
of Hannibal to the town of St. Joseph, in said 
State.” i ; 

The SPEAKER. The question, if no motion 
to commit be made, will be on ordering the bill to 
a third reading. 

Mr. BOWLIN. Task that the bill be put on 
its third reading. 

Mr. JONES addressed the Speaker, and was 
recognized. He said he believed it was in order to 
move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House reso!ve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. It would be recollected 
(he said) that the debate upon the navy bill was to 
be closed to-day, and there were several gentle- 
men who were desirous to spéak upon that.bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before that motion is put, I 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the private calendar. J trust 
(said he) I may be allowed to state to the House 
what my object is. If the House go into com- 
mittee, Í shall move, first, to take up the Senate 
bills and dispose of them; and afterwards to take 
such action upon the other bills as the House shall 
see fit, and as their inportance demands. 

Mr. GREEN inquired what would be the con- 
dition of the bill which his colleague [Mr. Bow- 
LIN] had reported, in case the House went into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
or Committee of the Whole House? . He said the 
bill was a small one, and one which the House 
could dispose of in five minutes. He hoped the 
House would consent now to act upon it. He 
wished to know what would be its condition if 
the House now went into committee. 

The SPEAKER. It goes upon the Speaker’s 
table. $ 

Mr. GREEN. And it cannot again be taken up? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up in its order 
if the House proceed with business on the Speak- 
ér’s table. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked leave to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER stated that it could only be 
withdrawn by unanimous consent, and propound- 
ed the question, ‘Is there any objection to the 
gentleman from Missouri withdrawing his report?” 

No objection was made. 

So the renort was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was 


see, {Mr. Jones,] as the naval bill was a special 
order. 

The motion of Mr. Jones was put, and by ayes 
75, noes not counted, was agreed to. 

, NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. . 

The? House accordingly resolved itself into 
Commiittée of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Disney in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the support of the navy for the year ending 30th 
June, 1851. 

Mr. EWING obtained the floor, and yiclded at 
the request of Mr. McLane, of Maryland. 


i RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. McLANE said he had failed in find- 
ing any opportunity in the House to give notice 
that he was instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to ask the House to go into com- 
mittee on the river and harbor bill as soon as 
the existing special order was disposed of. ‘This 


which were the last of the appropriation bills; and 
gentlemen who felt disposed to do justice to the 
river and harbor bill, and give it the place in our 
order of business to which it is believed to be en- 
titled as an appropriation bill, they can do so by | 
insisting on its consideration immediately after the 
existing special order. Ihave submitted. the bill 
as reported to this House, to the examination and 
supervision of the Colonel of Topographical En- 
gineers, reqaesting the Secretary of War to direct 
him to submit an official and detailed report upon 
jt, thatthe Houge might have the benefit of. the 


ee 


 fallest and most authentie:information: in-regard to 


each item in the bili.: Phave sought this: reperty: 
and requested the House on yesterday to: orderthe: 
printing thereof, toavoid the nevessity of any-pro- 
tracted debate at this late period of the sessions: ; $- 
have it. here ‘in my hand, and invite the attention of- 
gentlemen to its fall and historical account ef the: 
several items contained jn:the..bill.. Towilk adopt: 
it as a portion of my remarks, that.it may: be: pub-: 
lished, and members have an. opportunity to ‘ex- 
amine it immediately. z ; 
Bureau or TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS, 
Wasnineron, Sept. 12,1850: 
Sır: On the 27th of August F had thehonor to 
submit a report, in part, as a reply to a letter from 
the honorable Mr. McLane, of the 20th Angust, 
In that letter Mr. McLane transmitted a copy of 
H. R. bill No. 348, making appropriations for the 
improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and he 
desired to be furnished with information in relation 
to every item in this bill, quoting from former 
reports in preference to merely referring to them, 
and referring only to very recent reports. Incom- 
pliance with the request of that letter, F have now 
the honor to submit a report which contains the in- 


| formation called for. 


Respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
` J. J. ABERT, 
Colonel Corps Topographical Engineers. 
Hon. C. M. Conran, Secretary of War. £ 
A Report from the Bureau of Topographical Engi- 
neers on the subject of Rivers and Harbors. ` 
Line 7 of the bill. For a breakwater stracture 
at the harbor of Burlington, Vermont, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. ona me re 
The harbor of Burlington is an open roadstéad, 
of deep water near the shore, but in rough weather 
use could not be made of the landing and wharves 
of the town. To remedy these defects of the har- 
bor, this breakwater was constructed after the most. 
elaborate investigation and the most carefully di- 
gested plans. It was stated in the annual report 
from this office in 1843, that fifty thousand dollars 
would be required to complete the breakwater in 
conformity with approved plans. As $10,000 were 
appropriated for this work in 1844, it leaves 
$40,000 of the estimate as the amount which will 
probably be required to complete the work. Ft 
was cormmenced in the year 1836; the amount ape 
propriated that year, 1836, was......$10,000 
In 1837. cc scce cece eee ceweeene 10,006 
In 1838... ccc cece ee eens eee es SOUC 
In 1844... cece cece eee eeeeeeeee 10,000 


Total amount appropriated......$80,000 


. Amount now estimated to complete the work 


$40,000, of which the part appropriated by the 
preaent bill, namely, $15,000, will be sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 


Line 9. Breakwater structure at Platisburg, New 
York. : 
This work is similar to that at Burtington, and 
made necessary by Similar causes, and the remarks 
just made of the Burlington breakwater apply 
equally to this. In the report of 1843, it was 
stated that $50,000 were required to ‘complete this 
work, in conformity with the original and approved 
plan; $10,000 being approprier d in 1844, it Jefe 
$40,000 as yet required. ‘The first appropriation 

for this work was in 1836. ........-.$10 GQ0 

Jn 837. oe ce cee cee ee teee eee. 10,000 

In 1838... cere eee eee eeee ee 27,500 

In 1844. cece e cone eee ee ee ee 10,000 


Making a total appropriated of.. .¢57,500 


i The amount of $15,000 of the present bill will be 


sufficient for the present fiseal year. 


Line 11. For the improvement of the harbor of 
Whitehall, $10,000: 

This amount will be chiefly required in dredging, 
which is probably the best mode of expending the 
amount on that harbor. The dredging of some 
years since was found to be of very great service, 
and until very lately kept the harbor of sufficient 
depth for the lake trade. There have been appro- 
pnations for this harbor in 1836, 1937, and 1838, 
amounting in all to $33,000. But out of this 
amount the dredge boat had to be procured, The 
$10,000 of the present bill will be sufficient for the 
present fiscal year. 


Line 13. For repairs and working of the steam 
dredge on Lake Champlain, $9,000. 


1850. - 


-This-dredge boat-was made in 1837, and at the 


time. the estimate was fuinisbed (in November, 
1845,) upon which the foregoingitem was predica- 
ted,.it was supposed that amount would put-the 
‘boat.in order, and keep ber at-work for one season. 
Since then, the deterioration of the boat has gone 
on,and it is feared that so much of this amount 
will be required to put her in order, that butdtittle 
will be left to keep her at work, exeept-at White 
Hail, and for the benefit of that-harbor. It had at 
‘one time been contemplated,’out of this item, to 
ase the boat to deepen and widen the pass for- 


merly dredged between theitwo Hero fslands, but } 


if the condition of the boat should be, as it is feared 
to be, it will not be possible to .do much at that 
pass. Upon the.dredging at this pass I beg leave 
to remark, that it is a work of great value to the 
Lake-trade. It- was through an ancient, not a re- 
cent-deposit, and the excavation mage in 1837,-’38 
holds its own to this day, and when once comple- 
ted will, Ihave no doubt, be as enduring as it is 
valuable. .But until-the boat is actually thoroughly 
overhauled for the purpose of being repaired, it 
cannot be ascertained with accuracy what portion 
of the appropriation will be required for repairs, 
yet however, if there should not be much left for 
excavating between the two Heroes, there will be 
sufficient for working the boat at White Hall; 
therefore this amount can be stated as sufficient for 
she present fiscal year. Recent information in- 
duces me to suppose that this boat is now not 
‘worth repairing, and that the better course will be 
to sell it and to make a new boat. 


Line 15. For the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Ontario, Lake Ontario, $15,000. 

This isthe same work as the one formerly known 
as “ mouth of Salmon river,” and is of great im- 
portance as a port of refuge to the trade of Lake 
Ontario. Appropriations have been made for this 
work in 1836, 37, 38, and *44, amounting in the 
whole to $50,000. i 

This work, plan, and estimate, were carefully 
revised in `18¢45, and the following remarks are tà- 
ken from the annual report of that year. 

“ To complete the works which have been com- 
menced at this place, it willbe necessary to extend 
the southern pier to fifteen feet water, and to con- 
struct at its extremity a pier-head adequate to sus- 
tain a beacon-light. It will also be necessary to 
construct a northern pier running from the shore 
into the lake, parallel to the southern pier, distant 
300 to.400 feet from it, and extending into the take 
to a depth of 12 feet of water, with pier-head. 
The total cost of which (upon the most carefully- 
revised estimates) will be about $70,000.” 

The amount of the present bill is sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 


pine 17, Improvement.of the harbor of Oswego, 
Lake Ontario. ` 

This is an old,and an important work. -It may 
be considered the most important harbor on that 
lake. Appropriations have been made in its fa- 
vorin 1827, ’28, "30, ’31, ’32, °33, ’24, ’36, ’37, 
*38, °44, amounting in the whole to.$230,887. The 
operations at this barbor are to substitute masonry 
for the original perishable crib-work. This crib- 
work, intended as foundation work for the ma- 
soncy, has been so long constructed, and so fre- 
quently injured by storms, that it is difficult now to 
say what amount will be required to complete the 
work. The able engineer, Major Turnbull, who 
was the superintendent in 1845, estimated $58,000 
forthe continuation ofthe work. The amount pro- 
posed in the present bill is sufficient for the pres- 
ent fiscal year. 


Line 19. Big Sodus Bay. 

Appropriations have been made in its favor for 
the years 1829, ’30, “31, "32, °33, °34, 35, °36, °37, 
*38,°44, amounting to $143,620. In the annual 
reports from this office of 1844 and 1845, the fol- 
lowing remarks are made in reference to this har- 
bor: ge 

fn 1814. This place lies about twenty-five 
miles west. of Oswego, and may with great justice 
be considered as the best natural harbor on the 
southern shore of Lake Ontario. The temporary 
works which were erected for the protection of the 
entrance can be considered as having fulfilled their 
object, 
the-bar, which, before these works were erected, 
had not a passage over it of -more-than eight feet 
deep, and less in low stages of water. At. the 
time the survey was made, (August, 1844,) the 


A channel. of twelve feet now exists over | 


lake was-supposed to be-three feet higher: than its |! ern -piet having been thoroughly rained last gen 


low-water condition, which shows that in a low- 


| water-condition of the lake, the passage be- 


tween the piers Would not exceed: abont nine feet. 


At -ought, therefore, to-be dredged out at least three 


feet deeper, to insure a depth of not less than 
twelve feet in all. conditions of the lake. After 
passing this bar, there is inside the harbor suffi- 
cient depth ‘for vessels of any size, and sufficient 
space foran immense fleet. Should it ever become 
necessary to maintain a large naval force on this 
lake, there is no place on the American shore which 
presents greater advantages. The ease with which 
the harbor may be entered, its spacious and com- 
modious bay, in which a large fleet may be 
manceuvred, its protection from all winds, as well 


| as from sudden incursions from an enemy, its po- 


sition about equi-distant from either end of the 
lake, by which it could afford prompt assistance 
to any point, all combine to characterize it as a 
highly favorable site for a naval depdt. It can 
also be well defended by works upon the heights, 
to the east-and west of the entrance, to which the 
pier-heads, properly modified, might-be made pow- 
erful auxiliaries in affording space for small bat- 
teries of heavy guns. It wants, however, one 
principal requisite—an easy and secure communi- 
cation with the interior, which it is presumed 
will be accomplished before many years. A few 
years ago,a company was incorporated to con- 
struc a canal from the bay to Clye, on the Erie 
canal, a distance of about sixteen miles, which it 
was supposed would soon be completed; but, from 
some unforeseen circumstances, the enterprise 
failed. ‘Fhe charter, however, still exists, and its 
object :may yet-be fulfilled. Such a canal would 
secure a communication with all the great thor- 
oughfares.of the State, with Lake Erie, the Ohio 
and Hudson rivers, and with the great internal 
channels of communication of Pennsylvania. Such 
a canal properly made, would also afford valuable 
and cheap water power, which would greatly en- 
hance the advantages of the position in a military 


aspect, and in developing its commercial value. | 


From the great length of time which has elapsed 
since these piers were constructed, it is hardly ne- 
cessary to say that they are much decayed from 
the water line, and above, being made. of timber 
cribs, loaded with stone. They now need exten- 
sive repairs, and will probably, in about a year, 
have to be rebuilt from the water surface. The 
officer in charge of the work reports, that the 
worxing season being far advanced when the ar- 
rived there, he had confined his operations to the 
western and most exposed pier, 
contiguous to the beach, had settled very much 
on the lake side. Thé planks being decayed and 
broken, were torn off, and much of the load- 
ing of -the cribs washed out; and, on further ex- 
amination, it was found that many of the lower 
timbers were also much decayed. ‘Three hundred 


and eighteen feet of this pier have already been į 


renewed, and no doubt is entertained, should the 
weather continue favorable, that the whole of 
this pier will be made secure by the requisite 
repairs during the present season. The east- 
ern pier, being much sheltered by the one 
on the west, was not considered ‘as requiring such 
immediate attention. Its condition is, however, 
very precarious, and the pier-head has. been seri- 
ously injured. The planks have beef swept off, 
as well as one of the courses of timber, and the 
stone in many places washed out. These parts 
will be repaired this season, as also a partial 
breach in this pier, near its connection with the 
harbor pier. The only estimate submitted in refer- 
ence to this harbor is for those immediate and es- 


sential repairs which will require to be made! ’ 
E i || to make the repairs and to complete the work then 


during the next season, amounting to $10,000; but 
itis contemplated, in time for the report of next 


year, to have that thorough and minute examina- | 


tion of the whole line of harbor and cntrance 


-piers at this place which will enable the bureau 


to present to the consideration of Congress a final 
estimate for the rebuilding of these cribs, and for 
the replacing of parts above water with imperisha- 
ble. materials.” 

In 1845. ‘* This is an extremely fine bay, of 
great capacity and depth, about. fifteen miles from 
the Erie Canal, but as yet without any connection 
with it, which deficiency alone limits its advan- 
tages for a great military and naval depét. The 
work for.this scason, at this place, was confined 
exclusively to the eastern channel pier; the west- 


A portion of it, | 


| river. 


| son. The zeal of the agent-induced him to teat ap 


the entire length of the pier before commencing the 
repairs, and the amount of money on hand. was 
not sufficient to complete the rébuilding of iti hows 
ever, 498 feet in length of the pier was entirely re- 
newed, that is, all the decayed timbers were taken 
out and replaced with new, and covered with new 
three-inch pine plank.: For 415. feet more the de- 
cayed timbers have. been taken out and renewed; 
but not planked. The remaining portion of the 
pier, 180 feet.in length, ‘although stripped-of all the 
decayed timber, and the stone piled up along the 
centre of it, is not in a more precarious condition 
than before; the timber taken out being, so very 
much decayad as to be incapable of resisting any 
great shock of the waves; and from its position, 
being close in and adjoining the harbor pier, it is 
not exposed to any great shock.” 

The amount of the present bill is considered suf- 


|! ficient for the present fiscal year. 


Line 21. Litte Sodus Bay, Lake Ontario. 

Fhis is a highly important harbor, but a new 
work. The report, plan, and estimate in refer- 
ence to this harbor, of 1845, are hereto appended. 
The amount proposed in the bill is ‘sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. ” f b ioi 


Line 23. Harbor at the mouth of Genesee river: i 


Appropriations for this work have been made tn 
1829, °30, 31, °32, ’33, °34, °85, ’36, 37, °38, °44, 
amounting to $158,395, 

The following remarks in reference to this har- 
bor are taken from the annual report of 1844. 

t Genesee harbor. Mouth of Genesee river, 
32 miles west of Big Sodus Bay. The works at 
this place are in the most wretched condition. The 
east pier-head is entirely gone for several feet under 
water, and also about two hundred and fifty feet 
in length of the crib-work. There are, also, two 
breaches in this pier, one of which is 156 feet long, 
the other about 30; and the remainder of the pier 
is very much decayed. The west pier is but Jittle 
better, the pier-head much damaged by storms, 
and a portion of the stone loading washed out; 210 
feet of this pier has settled unequally, the top tim- 
bers on the lake side being in some places under 
water; but yet the good effect of these piers. upon 
the entrance is remarkable, and continue, with all 
the injuries the piers have received. Previous to 
their erection, the entrance to the river was shal- 


low, shifting and dangerous; since they were put” 


up, and even in their present dilapidated convlition, 
the entrance is deep, fixed, and safe, affording 
throughout a channel of about 15 feet. of water. 
The harbor is about six miles from Rochester, at 
which place the Erie Canal crosses the Genesee 
Its trade was at one time of some import- 
ance, butit has gradually diminished, owing, with- 
aut doubt, principally to the want of a water com- 
munication between the harbor or landing-places 
and the canal. Its central position, however, its 
contiguity to the canal, remoteness from any po- 
sition of an enemy, and the vast ability of Roches- 
ter to furnish supplies for an army,. combine to 
render it of great importance for military and 
naval stores. There is a great quantity of stone 
belonging to Government at this harbor, much of 
which is dressed and ready for laying. It would 
seem, therefore, economy to commence at an early 
period with the permanent parts of the structure; 
but I am not disposed at present to recommend the 
adoption of a stone superstructure to a greater ex- 
tent than for the pier-heads; these would about 
work up the stone now lying there; but the pier 
line from witbin these pier-heads should be 
thoroughly repaired.” 

At that time, $44,000 was considered sufficient 


contemplated. 


Line 26. Oak Orchard creek. Appropriations 
in favor of this Ħarbor were made during the 
years 1836, ’37, ’38, 44, amounting to $20,000. 

The annual report of 1844 speaks of this harbor 
in the following words: : 

“Oak Orchard creek, thirty-seven miles west of 
Genesee. This harbor must rest its principal claim 
upon the patronage of the Government as a place of 
refuge for the laketrade. Although the creek wa- 
ersa fine agricultural district, yet, from the proxim- 
ity of the canal, but a small portion of the produce 
of the vicinity will seek a market through this outlet. 
It, therefore, cannot be expected to attain-any great 
eminence as a commercial place; nor can it claim 
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importance as a military position. - But from its 
being intermediate between the mouth of the Gen- 
esee and Niagara, and its being the only point on 
this coast between these places at which a harbor 
of-refuge can be made, it becomes a position of 
great importance’ in reference to the navigation: of 
the lake. ‘The stream affords fine water power, ` 
which, if properly applied, would, without doubt, 
give to the port a respectable trade. The works 
-for this harbor have never been extended accord- 
ing to the original plan, and are, in consequence, so 
incomplete that but very limited beneficial results 
have as ‘yet been derived from them; and unless 
the piers be extended further into the lake, all that 
has been expended upon them may be considered 
as an entire loss. No doubt is dntertained that 
the entrance would be much improved, and the 
object of making a harbor of refuge there be ac- 
complished, if the piers were extended to a suita- 
ble depth in the lake, and the dredge applied to 
the bar between them. This bar is formed chiefly } 
of gravel, too heavy to be acted upon by the cur- 
rent between the piers; and if removed, as it ought 
to. be, it will have to be done by the dredge. 

‘¢ The works at this place were in good preser- 
vation, requiring but little repair; and the appro- 
priation of $5,000 will be applied principally to 
extending the piers; and it is expected that about 
five hundred feet of crib-work will be completed 
before the season closes. ‘The estimate for giving 
to these piers their proper length, and for the 
requisite dredging, submitted in a report dated 
13th January, 1844, is for $25,000; from which 
should be deducted the ‘appropriation of $5,000 
made during the last session, and there will re- 
main, as yet required for this harbor, the sum of 
$20,000, of which, for the service of the ensuing 
fiscal year, the sum of $10,000 will be wanted.” 

The amount stated in the bill will be sufficient 
for the present fiscal year. f 


Line 29. For a dredge boat on Lake Ontario, 
$20,000. re 

These boats are essential to all these lakes, as 
sources of great economy and usefulness. The 
following remarks in reference to the dredge boat 
are taken from the report before referred to: 

sIn addition, however, to these estimates for 
the several. works on Lake Ontario, there is a ne- 
cessity to have a dredge boat. But as such a boat 
is wanted for all the harbors, it cannot be intro- 
duced in the estimates for any single one, but 
will have to constitute a separate item. It 
should be a powerful steam dredge, adequate to 
lift not less than one hundred cubic yards per 
hour, of a tolerably tenacious clay, or of gravel, 
from a depth of about twelve feet. It should also 
have locomotive power adequate to move it from 
place to place in good weather, and to tow its at- 
tending scows, in order to avoid the serious delays 
and great expense of having the whole towed 
from place to place by hired means. It should 
also have the requisite number of scows to receive 
the excavated materiel, carry it to places of de- 
posit, and discharge it with sufficient rapidity to 
keep the boat in activity, and it should also have 
attached to it a good four-oared yawl boat. Such 
a dredge boat, its scows, yawl, and equipment, 
will not cost less than about $20,000, which sum 
is therefore estimated. for these purposes. The 
expense of working the dredge at each harbor is 
considered a proper charge upon the appropriation 
for that harbor, and is therefore not stated as a 
separate item.”? 

Line 31. Harbor of Buffalo. 

This appropriation is considered as applicable 
to the old and unfinished work at this place, and 
will probably be sufficient for the present fiscal year. 


Line 34. Harbor of Dunkirk, Lake Erie. 

Appropriations in favor of this harbor are for 
the years 1827, ’28, ’29, ’30, ’31, ’32, °34, ’35, 36, 
°37, 138, °44, amounting to $929743. 

The annual report of 1844, says of this harbor: 

Dunkirk Harbor. The position of this harbor 
is about 15 miles west of Cattaraugus. It was 
originally an open roadstead, or small bay, ex- 
posed to every wind except from the southward, 
and admitting of landing only in quiet weather 
with winds from any other quarter. The plan of 
protecting the landing was by extending a pier 
from its western cape, in a northéastwardly direc- 
tion. The pier was 1,950 feet long, 600 feet of 
which was an extension into the lake. Its eastern 
end was supplied with a pier-head and a beacon 


ligbt; the end of the- pier-head: being in 15 feet 
water... In addition, there was a central break- 
water 2,125 feet long, extending. in a direction 
rather. more eastwardly than the pier from the 
shore. The passage between the shore or beacon+ 
light pier, and the ead of the central or breakwater 
pier was 350 feet; but as this opening exposed the 
harbor to the effects of southwest winds, within 
the entrance and for a distance of about 700 feet 
from it, to protect it from the surf in that direc- 
tion, a short isolated pier was constructed 300 feet 
long. These works were commenced in 1827, 
and gradually carried to the extent, and according 
to the plan described, before the transfer of their 
direction to this bureau in 1838. After the trans- 
fer, $10,000 was appropriated and expended in 
finishing them. Much of the work has therefore 
been built some years, and it should not be matter 
of surprise. if parts should have decayed, and 
the work in consequence have become seriously 
dilapidated. Of the beacon-light pier, about 
400 feet kas been nearly destroyed, and much 
of the remainder seriously injured. Of the 
long central breakwater, about two thirds of it 
has been knocked to pieces to the water’s edge, 
and much of it below, and the remaining third 
seriously injured. ‘The small isolated pier to shel- 
ter the entrance, being the last put up, was found 4 
to bein good order. The work was the usual 
crib-work of timber, loaded with stone. There 
was probably an error in the alignments of the long 
central breakwater, which, in order to save ex- 
pense, by keeping it in the shoal water, presented 
a concave, and consequently a weak line to the ac- 
tion of the surf, which may have tended to hasten 
its overthrow. During the last session of Con- | 
gress, an appropriation of $5,000 (upon whose es- 
timate I am not aware) was made for the repair of 
the work, totally inadequate to meet existing exi- 
gencies; no directions were given, except to secure 
the‘end upon which the beacon-light is placed. 
The repair of this work will of necessity, from its 
dilapidated condition and from its exposed situa- 
tion, be very costly; $30,000 is the amount of the 
estimate for repairs; this is upon the supposition 
of rebuilding the central pier or breakwater upon 
the old trace. I do not believe the work would 
stand long, if so rebuilt, and therefore do not rec- 
ommend it. The trace will have to be changed 
into a curve, presenting its convex face to the ac- 
tion of the lake, with its ends probably resting 
against the ends of the old work. The work must 
be strong; it is worse than useless to build upon 
these lakes in any other way. As once before re- 
marked, it is building in the sea; and, unless it be 
desirable to have a never-ending series of disasters, 
and never-ending demands for costly repairs, work 
in such situations must be made of sufficient 
strength to withstand the shocks to which itis ex- 
posed. The survey of this harbor, although ade- 
quate for all commercial purposes, is defective in 
some details essential to a rigorous estimate. The 
kind of bottom over which the breakwater upon 
the new trace will extend is known, although its 
exact depth is not given. Yet, reasoning by an- 
alogy of adjacent parts, the depth assumed for the 
estimate, it is believed, will not be found to differ 
much from the reality. Acting upon these con- 
siderations, an estimate for the renewal of this 
breakwater has been made, amounting to $70,000. 

“ The final estimate for the completion of this 
work (see Doc. No. 115, 2d Session 24th Con- 
gress) was for $253,806. The total amount appro- 
priated (exclusive of the $5,000 of last session) is 
$88,446, which completed the piers to the extent 
described. The balance of the final estimate was 
to have been devoted, as granted, to the construc- 
tion of the permanent superstructure for which the 
works were prepared when operations were sus- 
pended. But no additional appropriations being 
granted, and the works being exposed in an unfin- 
ished state, have experienced the disasters which 
now call for such expensive repairs; in fact, it may 
be said for absolute renewals of much the greater 
part of them. 

“The amount appropriated and expended be- 
. 880,446 
5,000 
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Appropriation of last session......+.- 
And the estimate now submitted for re- 
newing these works and placing them 
in a condition for the permanent su- 
perstructure, being. sesseeseerereee 


Makes a total of....-....-- $155,446 


1 


70,000 


=“ Deducting this amount from the finalestimate 
before referred te, it will leave for the permanent 
superstructure, the sum of $98,360 yet to be ap- 
propriated in‘conformity with the views originally 
entertained of this-work, after:the repairs and. re~- 
newals herein described. have been made. “This 
amount will be inadequate for a superstructure-of 
masonry, although it would be sufficient for a per- 
manent. superstructure of mineralized timber; and 
before the question will have to be decided in ref- 
erence to. the superstructure of this work, means 
will be taken to collect all essential facts bearing 
upon a comparison of these two modes, in all their 
properties of durability and cost. à ESky 

+s We are now erecting the permanent superstruc 
ture of masonry at but two of these lake harbors, 
namely, at Oswego and at Cleveland. The ap- 
propriation laws having adopted that plan at these 
two places, and the work having progressed at 
each to some extent, it will have to be pursued 
until completed. But it is believed. that mineral- 
zed timber can be used at nearly all these harbors 
with great advantage, in reference to cost, and 
without prejudice to durability. Should such 
prove to be the case, the ultimate cost of this work 
will yet be brought within the limit of the final es- 
timate before stated, notwithstanding the expenses 
now required for renewal and repairs. 

‘ The surface enclosed by the government works 
at Dunkirk, is about 280 acres, of which about an 
extent of 80 acres is excellent anchoring. ground, 
with wharf-room adequate to the transaction of 
extensive business. Its situation is nearly mid- 
way between Buffalo and Erie, and about midway 
between Cattaraugus and Portland: It. is in con-. 
sequence a valuable port of refuge, and is frequent- 
ly resorted to for shelter from storms. It is also 
the terminating point of the New York. and Erie 
Railroad. In 1838, the arrivals and departures of 
vessels of various classes was 1,730, and shipping 
to the amount of 778 tons was owned there, 
Since then, no returns of its trade have been re- 
ceived, but without doubt it has experienced, in 
these respects, an increase proportional to the in- 
crease of the lake trade, unless the dilapidated 
condition of the works, by injuring the security 
of the harbor, has occasioned it of late to be less 
resorted to.” 

The amount proposed in the bill is sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 


Line 36. Harbor of Cattaraugus, Lake Erie. 
` Former appropriations in favor of this harbor 
are for the years 1836, ’37, 738, amounting to 
$57,410. 

In the report of 1844, it is said of this harbor: 

« This harbor is situated at the mouth of Cat- 
taraugus creek, about 25 miles west of Buffalo. 
There was no specific appropriation in its favor, 
but it was included in the general appropriation of 
$20,000, for the preservation and repair of harbors 
on the Jakes, other than those enumerated, the 
construction of which has been authorized by 
law.”” 

« Before the works, which now exist, were erect- 
ed, this entrance was extremely shoal, shifting, 
dangerous, and often impracticable for the smallest 
lake craft; it is now, in the unfinished condition of 
the work, certain, deep, and safe, admitting of 
first class steamers. Its commerce has gradually 
increased, but the settlement experienced serious 
impediments from the Indian reservation near the 
entrance. The Indian title to this reservation be- 
ing now (or about to be) extinguished, no doubt 
is entertained that it will soon, like other places, 
experience the vivifying advantages which always 
flow from the enterprise, intelligence, and indus- 
try of civilization. Itis surrounded bya rich and 
well-cultivated country, and towns are rapidly 
forming on the upper parts of the river. The 
stream possesses great capacities for mill privi- 
| leges of all kinds, having a fall of about two hun- 
i dred feet within thirteen miles of its mouth, which 
i is already applied extensively to manufacturing 
| purposes at the town of Irving, within about two 
| and a half miles of the entrance. At the period of 
| inspection, the piers were found in great need of 
repairs; but, as the $20,000 had to be divided 
| among several harbors, | directed only repairs of 
immediate necessity to be made—sach as were es- 
sential to preserve the works from further serious 
injuries during the ensuing fall and winter, limit- 
ing expenses on these accounts to $3,000. At the 


same time, however, the officer in charge was re 
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quired to furnish an estimate for thorough repairs, 
and for finishing the existing piers, and also for 
the necessary extension of the piers; the latter as 
‘a final estimate to complete the work as it had 
been begun, and to ati extent adequate to produce 
the usefulness in the harbor contemplated in the 
original plan, and essential to justify the expendi- 
ture, 

“By a careful estimate, it is found that the thor- 
ough repair and finishing of the piers, as they now 
exist, will cost $14,194, and the extension of the 
work requisite to complete the plan $19,803—total 
$33,997.* : 

“When this work was in progress, and as much 
as $38,073 was expended, in 1838, a final estimate 
was then submitted of $48,020—making a total for 
the work of $86,093. 

“The additional amount expended after 1838 
made a total ef expenditure upon the works of 
$57,410, to which the final estimate of $33,997 
being added, it will make the total amount ex- 
pended, and contemplated to be expended, upon 
this harbor, $91,407; exceeding the final estimate 
of 1838 by $5,314—an excess occasioned chiefly 
by the unfinished condition in which the piers 
were left after the appropriation of 1838 had been 
exhausted. 

‘The final views in relation to this harbor will, 
from the foregoing statement, require about $40,- 

> 

The amount proposed in the bill is all that will 
be required during the present fiscal year. 


Line 38. Harbor of Erie, Pennsylvania, 

Appropriations for this harbor have been made 
during the years 1824, ’26, °27, ’28, ’29, °31, ’32, 
33, %34, °35, ’36, ’37, °38, °44, amounting to 
$182,981. 

In the report of 1844 it is stated: 

“The situation of this harbor is about eighty 
miles west of Buffalo, and is the only harbor on 
the lake shore of the State of Pennsylvania. So 
much has been said of it, and so often, that it is 
not necessary now to speak of more than its gen- 
eral properties. Tt is about four miles iong, by 
one and a half wide, and of great depth, averaging 


- in this extent. more than twenty feet deep, and |!| 4S5 É 
y Ps evil, the attention of the Government was bestowed 


throughout a great proportion of its space full 
twenty-five feet deep, and completely land-locked. 
The difficulty was in the passage which formed its 
entrance at its eastern end, which was by a crooked 
and shifting channel, with a depth not exceeding 
five feet. Efforts to improve the entrance were 
commenced in 1824. They consisted in a line of 
crib work, from the shore at the eastern end of the 
bay, extending out about 2,530 feet, at which point 
this line of crib work is connected with the south- 
ern entrance pier. ‘This last pier is 780 feet long, 
éxtending eastwardly into the lake. ‘I'here is an 
angie in this pier, dividing it into two parts; the 
part on the lake side being 260 feet long, that on 
the harbor side being 520 feet long. The entrance 
fromthe lake is 360 feet wide, that in the harbor 
is 550 feet wide; this difference being occasioned 
by the angle before described. The pier which 
forma the northern side of this entrance is without 
any angle, and is 1,240 feet long. Upon the east- 
ern end of this pier a beacon light has been erected. 
At about 125 feet from the western end of this last 
pier, (the northern entrance pier,) a crib pier work 
originates, and is extended northwardly about 
2,900 feet. The object of this long pier, and of 
that first described as extending from the shore 
for 2,500 feet, is to prevent the'sea from breaking 
into the harbor, and to confine the passage of the 
water to the space between the entrance piers. 
`The object has been well accomplished, and now 
the passage between the piers is eighteen feet deep, 
The pier from the shore is, however, so low that, 
during moderate blows from the east, vast quanti- 
ties of water pass over it into the harbor, carrying 
with it quantities of sand from the lake. So, in 
blows from the west, quantities of water pass over 
this pier from the harbor into the lake, but not car- 
rying back much sand, as the wave from the harbor 
is less violent than from the lake, moving the sand in 
consequence only from very inconsiderable depths. 
More sand is therefore received into the harbor 
than is discharged from it over this low pier. The 
whole of this pier should, in my judgment, be 
raised about three feet above its present level, and 
on approaching the southern entrance pier, be 


* This estimate was made out before the damages of the 
storm in October,. 


+ entirely removed; and although a passage over it 
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gradually raised to the level of that pier. As might 
well be supposed, from piers so long constructed, 
they have suffered seriously from decay of mate- 
rials-and exposure to the surf. The timbers be- 
low water were, however, sound; and the crib- 
work ‘had maintained: its alignment, although 
great quantities of stone had been washed out, 
The channel: piers had been. occasionally repaired 
since their construction, and there was no breach 
through them, although in other respects the 
were much injured; but the two long piers, in ad- 
dition to other injuries, had breaches through sev- 
eral places. The northern entrance pier and the 
long pier running from it, being most exposed and 
most essential to the entrance, were directed to be 
repaired immediately. Similar directions were 
also given in reference to the long pier from the 
shore; but in reference to the southern entrance | 
pier, directions were given to leave it in its present 
condition. for the present. The southern entrance 
pier is so much injured, and will require such se- 
rious repairs, that the amount will probably not 
differ much from the cost of constructing a new 
pier, which it may be found highly advantageous 
to do, in order to preserve the harbor entrance of 
550 feet throughout to the Lake. Although the 
entrance between the piers is of the depth pre- 
viously stated, yet the old bar inside has not been 


of about eleven feet water has resulted from the 
construction of the entrance piers to the deep 
water of the harbor, yet this channel is rather 
| crooked and narrow. The bottom is too tena- 
cious to be acted upon by the current occasioned 
by the piers, and the dredge boat will have to be 
used there. The agent was directed to put the 
boat in order, and to apply its action to this pas- 
sage as soon as practicable. 


once a peninsula, connected with main land by a 
long and narrow bank of sand at its western ex- 
tremity. Atthe northern extremity of this sand 
bank, the island was long since threatened by an 
irruption from the sea, which it was probable 
would, in its consequences, seriously injure, if not 
destroy the harbor. To guard against such an 


at an early period, by the construction of a costly 
line of crib-work, raised and strengthened at the 
threatened locality, and extending southwardly 
over the sand bar about 1,000 feet from the bar- 
racks and other buildings erected there for the ac- 
commodation of the workmen. This extension 
was a low and cheap work, intended to arrest thé 
floating sand in that direction, which purpose it 
has admirably fulfilled, the sand having become | 
raised about it,and having accumulated extensively 
on each side of it. The line of crib-work extend- 
ing northwardly from the barracks around the 
point; of the island, also answered the purpose 
while it lasted, defending the island in that direc- | 
tion from the encroachments of the sea. But this 


and although the work in this part was strong and | 
well raised, yet, from its great exposure, and from | 
the unfinished state in which it was left after the | 
last appropriation (1838) it was found, during the 
inspection tour of the past season, so completely 
destroyed, that its repairs will be equivalent to the 
construction of new work. The sea had en- 
croached to the foundation of the barracks, and 
threatened 30 seriously to break through in that 
-direction, that orders were given immediately to 
renew the work, and to extend it in the direction 
of the original design. On my return, two months 
after, I feund this work (as well as the repairs at 
the eastern entrance) had been pushed forward 
with much energy, so as to relieve from appre- 
hension of further serious injury during the gales | 
of the ensuing season. 

“The extension of the crib-work southwardly 
from the barracks had, as before remarked, occa- 
sioned the sand to accumulate in its vicinity, and 
by restricting the parts on this sand bank, over 
which the sea passed during gales, had, as had 
been anticipated, facilitated the action of the sea 
in deepening the passage into the western end of | 
the harbor. On the last survey, this passage was- 
about 3,000 feet vide, and from five to six feet | 
deep. 

The honorable Secretary is well aware that the | 
| intention of opening a passage at this end of the 
harbor, capable of admitting first class steamers, 


li has long since formed an essential feature in the į 


“ The island which now forms the harbor was || 


was the dangerous locality of attack from the sea; || 


plans for the improvement of. this place, and. has 
long. since been brought. to the consideration of 
Congress, and that the estimate and appropriation 
of last year were intended to promote that object 
and to repair'the old works. The plan is to ex- 
tend the crib-work from the barracks to a suitable 
point in the present opening for the construction’ of 
the entrance piers; then, to construct two entrance 
piers, with a passage between them not less than 
five hundred feet wide, extending eastwardly to 
sufficiently deep water in the harbor, and west- 
wardly to sufficiently deep water in the lake; and, 
from a suitable point in the line of the southern 
entrance pier, to extend the crib-work to: the main 
land, or nearly so, in order to prevent an irruption 
of the sea on that side of the entrance. . The esti- 
mate for this work, made in 1839, and submitted 
with the report of that season, amounted to 
$326,150; but I feel satisfied, from the inspection 
of last season, that the greater part of the crib- 
work from the southern entrance pier to the main 
land, can be dispensed with and the estimate pro- 
portionably reduced. f have no doubt that the 
sand in that direction will accumulate rapidly and 
soon form of itself an adequate and extensive bar- 
rier. But as the original estimate did not embrace 
the necessary pier head and light-house on the lake 
extremity of the pier, and an equally essential 
beacon-light on the harbor extremity, and ag it 
may be necessary to extend the crib-work from 
the southern entrance pier to the shore, I have not 
considered it safe to reduce the estimate, beeause 
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of the‘probable reduction of crib-work first allu- 


ded to. , 

“For the continuation of this work the sum of 
$50,000 will be required for the fiscal year com- 
mencing on the Ist July, 1845. 

“The appropriation of last year was $40,000. 
Of this amount, for making the repairs which have 
been referred to, for repairing the dredge boat, 
constructing essential machinery, raising the old 
pier from the shore in the eastern entrance, there 
has been and will be expended an amount of 


| $28,514, leaving of the appropriation of last ses-, 


sion, and applicable to the further prosecution 
of the work, a balance of $11,486. This bal- 
ance will be required to repair the south pier of 
the eastern entrance, and to extend the north pier - 
of the same entrance further into the lake. A 
disposition has been discovered on the part of the 
Jake to deposit the sand. swept from the island 
near the mouth of this entrance, which will have 
to be corrected by an extension of the north pier 
under a proper angle.” 


Line 40. Conneaut Harbor. 


Former appropriations in favor of this harbor 
are for the years 1829, 30, ’31, °32, 36, ’37, ’38, 
and °44, amounting to $48,305. 

ìn the report of 1844, it is said: 

« This harbor is about thirty miles west of Erie, 
near the boundary line between Pennsylvania and 
Ohio, and most favorably situated for the accom- 
modation of the trade of both of these States. : 

“ As a thorough inspection was made of these 
harbors in 1839, and particularly of those on this 
lake, from Conneaut, west, the result of which 
was submitted in the report of that Fall, will avail 
myself of many of the remarks in that report, of a 
general character, as true and as applicable to these 
works now as then: . 

‘ At all the harbors the works are composed of 
timber and loose stoné; and at some of them the 
timber is already in a state of decay, and in a few 
years all the work above the level of the water 
must necessarily fall to ruin, unless repaired and 
renewed. Should it be the intention to maintain 
the works in a sound condition, the repairs and 
renewals will be a constant source of expense, 
unless measures are taken to employ imperishable 
materials in replacing such as are decayed. 

“ The piers are frequently, and, at some of the 
ports, are constantly, used to store large quantities 
of the wood which the steamboats consume; and 
it is often of consequence that this should be piled 
as far out as a regard to its safety will justify, 
and that in many cases there should be space to- 
wards the extremity of the piers, not only for 
this purpose, but for the landing of passengers and 


|| freight carried by the numerous classes of boats 


engaged in the general business of the lakes, rùn- 
ning periodically betweza Buffalo and the extreme. 
upper ports, and which only touch at interme- 
diate points for the indispensable purpose of wood- 
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ihz,-or to take and discharge way-passengers and 
freight, and to whom, especially in unpropitious 
weather and during unfavorable seasons of the 
year, the question of time is all important. These 
considerations, among others, have influenced us 
in, recommending the increased breadth above 
water we have already mentioned; and we have 
less hesitation in doing ‘so, and in recommending 
the construction of parapets incase of piers having 


beacon lights at their extremity, as narrow piers 


without parapets become extremely dangerous, 
and ‘sometimes impracticable to communicate with 
them from the shore in stormy weather, when 
they are most needed; and we have assumed, 
under all the circumstances bearing upon the ques- 
tion in the case of these particular works, that 
the best form we can recommend to be given to 
the sides of the piers, is one perpendicular .to the 
surface of the lake, except so far as where the 
peculiar nature of the bottom on which the cribs 
may be placed may require a sufficient quantity of 
Joose stone to be thrown for the purpose of’ pro- 
tecting the foundations against the ‘action of the 
waves, or to refill any void that may have accident- 
ally occurred near the bottoms of the cribs—a 
contingency which doubtless is possible, whatever 
precaution we may use in the original design and 
framing of cribs—a contingency, too, the extent of 
which we cannot well appreciate, and for which, 
therefore, we do not purpose to make any esti- 
mate. Elaving assumed a perpendicular form for 
the sides of the piers, and in the cases where we 
are not precluded from carrying out our own 
opinions, we consider that the additional conve- 
nlence and security afforded thereby to the public 
would well warrant any difference of cost that may 
be supposed to result from its adoption. 

ss These works have all cost much more money 
than appears to have been anticipated at the time 
they were commenced. This is attributable to 
various causes, most of which, with reference to 
each work, will appear upon a careful perusal of 
the account we have given of its progress. Some 
of them we will now notice: The project of open- 
ing permanently the mouths of the rivers, so as to 
permit the passage of vessels at all times, was at 
the first considered to be an experiment of a very 
doubtful result; and it was not until some progress 
had been made in carrying it into effect, that the 
public confidence could be enlisted in it to the ex- 
tent to josy the enlarged and more expensive 
plans which the importance of some of them would 
seem to have required. Moreover, the importance 
to which some have arisen since the commence- 
ment of the works, is in many cases owing to the 
influence of the works themselves, without which, 
necessarily, the harbors must have remained to 
this day, as formerly they were, inaccessible to the 
commerce and shipping of the lakes, as well as 
measurably useless to the surrounding country. 
Moreover, the channels of communication which 
have been opened with the interior, since some of 
them were planned, have added vastly to their 
consequence. Thus they have nearly all of them, 
in fact, altained a degree of importance which they 
could not possibly have expected to possess at so 
early a period. Moreover, works of this charac- 
ter, and hydraulic works generally, were but little 
understood among us at that period, and the force 
and effect of the lake sforms do not appear to have 
been always foreseen, since the earlier structures 
were not calculated to resist them; nor were they 
contrived, apparently, with reference to the nature 
of the foundation on which they were built. This 
being a movable sand, liable to be removed by a 
very slight force, was frequently swept away by 
the waves, as they washed the foot of the piers. 
They had rarely the strength which should have 
been given them; consequently, being undermined 
by the. waves, they would yield under the weight 
of the stone with which they were always loaded, 
and`hence very large and unanticipated expendi- 
tures became necessary. in readjusting them, as 
well as for the additional protection required at 
their base. The forrnation of sand shoals near 
the heads of the piers, and at the entrance of the 
channels, and the increased draught which the 
rapidly increasing commerce of the lakes demand- 
ed for the vessels employed in it, suggested addi- 
tional extensions of the piers into deeper water. 
These causes of expense have served to swell the 
expenditures beyond the original estimates, and 
added to these, the rapid decay of the wooden por- 
tions of the structures, and the consequent repair 
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and renewal of the work above water. Again: at 
the period of the commencement of nearly all the 
works, the laborers of the neighboring country 
being measurably without employment, and pró- 
duce having no outlet to a market, labor and pro- 
visions,and materials for the works were extremely 
cheap. The impulse imparted to industry, ‘and 
the facilities of conveyance for the produce of the 
country, provided by the works themselves, had 
the effect greatly to enhance their eost, by the in- 
creaséd prices which labor and materials could 
command. The extraordinary high stage of the 
waters of the lake, exceeding by some feet any 
other on record, has indicated the necessity of a 
corresponding increase of the height of the piers 
beyond the original design, and hence an addi- 
tional unanticipated expenditure. 7 

“The original desigh of procuring a sufficient 
depth of channel for the largest class of vessels | 
navigating the lakes is accomplished at nearly all 
the points within the limits of our inspection at 
which it has been directed to be done, and 
wherever that depth has not been attained we are 
satisfied of the sufficiency of the measures pro- 
posed for effecting it. Whether the entrance at 
these places will continue unobstructed by the 
sand which drifts along the shore of the Jake in 
the general direction of the prevailing winds, 
without any other ajd than the piers which pro- | 
ject beyond the coast line, or whether these have 
attained the depth of water, and distance from 
shore, the most suitableto the object for which 
they were designed, is a problem not to be solved 
with our present limited acquaintance with the 
forces operating upon the sands which are found 
immediately to windward of nearly all the works, 
and extending from the base of the cliffs, or the 
highest reach of the waves, to a depth beneath the 
surface of the lake which we have not been able 
always to ascertain with the précision we could 
desire. We incline, however, to the opinion, 
that, in nearly all the cases where the plans al- 
ready adopted have been carried into execution, 
the piers extend as far into the lake as is desira- 
ble, with reference to the purposes for which they | 
were designed. ‘Nevertheless, in order to be as- | 
sured on that point, and to leave nothing to un- 
certain conjecture, and with a view to the develop- 
ment and collection of facts, without which, as we 
conceive, no enlightened view can be taken of the | 
ultimate effect of the works already erected, or of ; 
those which may suggest themselves for the fur- | 
ther improvement or extension of the harbors, || 
(should the increasing trade require them,) we 
are of opinion that a careful and minute topo- 
graphical and hydrographical survey and exami- 
nation, under competent direction, should be made 
of the whole lake shore, so as to include all the 
works, and to extend from the crest of the cliffs 
or banks on shofe, to a depth in the lake at which 
the waves or undertow shall be found to have lost 
their influence upon the drifted matter at the bot- 
tom, or if a sensible current exists in the lake in 
the general direction of the discharge of the sur- 
plus water of the lake, at such a distance from 
the shores as to be within the limits of any work 
which it might be deemed expedient to erect in 
connection with those already there, then to that | 
distance. The details of such a survey would re- | 
quire great skill and care on the part of those who | 
might be charged with its execution. It should be | 
intrusted to those only who were capable of ap- 
preciating the value of its details with reference to | 
the specific object for which it was made; added || 
to this, we think there ought to be instituted at 
each harbor a Series of observations, with refer- 
ence tothe effects produced upon the shoals, chan- 
nels, and beach, by the storms and freshets occur. i 
ring at them. These might be conducted by the | 
local agents incharge of the works, and they would | 
doubtless, in a short time, yield a body of highly | 
useful facts, bearing upon questions which are con- 
stantly arising with respect to the proper length, | 
direction, and position of the works, and their ulu- | 
mate effects upon the navigation. The variation 
of the level of thelake, compared with some fixed | 
point, ought also to be observed at all the works. | 
We have, ourselves, caused a rapid survey of! 
parts of the lake shore to be made during the pe- | 
riod of our inspection; and although it was neces- | 
sarily from our limited means and time, of a very | 
superficial character, the facts developed by it go 


_ That the population, trade, and agricullure of 
the region of country connected ‘with the lakes, 
have increased with extraordinary rapidity within 
a few years, and. especially .gince the commence- 
ment of these’ harbor improvements, is known 
everywhere. a aus 

“Prior to the formation of these harbors, there 
were none upon the south. side of the lake which 
could be entered ‘at any time ‘by vessels drawing 
over seven feet; and, during low stages of the lake, 
this depth of water was much reduced. With ex- 
ception of the harbor and exposed anchorage at 
Dunkirk, the harbors of Erie, Sandusky,.and ` 
Maumee bays, all the harbors wére. usually 
closed by sand bars. We do not here speak of 
the Niagara and Detroit rivers, lying at opposite 
ends of the lake, and under certain circumstances 
exposed to serious objections as places of shelter 
for vessels, nor of the anchorage to be found among 
the islands near its head. The only landing places 
at the close of the war of 1812, were Black Rock, 
Erie, and.Sandusky and Maumee bays. 

“Thus destitute of outlets for its produce, the 
agricultural enterprise. of the country lying south 
and west of Lake Erie, was dormant. The ship- 
ping employed upon the lake was exposed to most 
fearful hazard of encountering the sudden and sio- 
lent gales to which this region is exposed, upon a 
Jee shore, deficient of harbors. At this period, too, 
the country was without those lines of canals, 
roads, and other means of intercommunication, 
which have since been created. Channels of eom- 
munication with the lower lake, with the Atlantic, 
and'with the valley of the Mississippi, have since 
then been opened or perfected; and,‘as indispens- 
able adjuncts to these, ‘harbors have’been formed. 
Since then, and as the necessary and unquestion- 
able consequence of these improvements, the in- 
dustry and enterprise of the country have assumed 
a degree of activity altogether unrivalled, the tide 
of emigration has advanced upon “it with an 
extreme velocity, sweeping away at the same 
moment, the wandering Indian and the steadfast 
forest. We see in how few years all this has been 
achieved. Already the soil sends forth its millions 
of surplus grain, to receive in return the fruits of 
the industry of other regions. Commerce also in- 
creases with the population and productive ability 
of the country, and in proportion to the secaricy 
afforded by these harbors.”” 

To these general remarks may be added the 
following, resulting from the inspection of last 
year: 

Ist. That no crib-work should be extended into 
the lake less than twenty feet wide. in some 
cases, and as the work is extended into deep wa- 
ter, a greater width will be found necessary, but 
in no case should it be less. 

2d. The method of connecting the timbers inte 
crib form has been generally found to be good. 
Fhe most serious defects have been found in ma- 
king the cribs too narrow, and in using timbers too 
small, resulting from érroneous considerations of 
the power ofthe surf, and froma too great anxiety 
to lesson the cost of the work. ‘Strength’and du- 
rability in works of this kind, should “be para- 
mount ideas. 

3d. Experience, so far, is ‘in favor of the cribs 
without tight bottoms, with a suitable pier-head. 
This last, however, is essential to cribs of any 
mode-of construction. But no modification of re- 
ceived and approved’ modes of construction should 
be allowed, or extensions beyond the original de- 
sign, unless the plans have been previously subs 
mitted to the bureau, and have been approved. 

4th. No crib line should present angles, or an 
abruptly broken line, to the action of the sea; these 
have been found universally to produce pernicious 
effects. Therefore, projections in the outside faces 
of the piers, rapid changes of width, and other 
sudden modifications of fronts exposed to the sea, 
having been found injurious, have been prohibited. 
Even the piles should be’ within the crib frame, 
and great care taken that they do not bind sointi- 
mately with the frame, as to prevent a regular 
sinking of the crib. 
| 5th. The -cribs*added to the piers, under the 
| light-house: department, have been in many cases 
| erected without proper consideration of their posi- 
i tions and of the:action of the sea, and have in con- 
| sequence called for serious repairs, and have pro- 
duced injurious effects upon the crib lines. In ail 


į 
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to strengthen our opinion of the expediency of a || cases there should be light-houses on the end of 


more perfect examination. 


lj the piers, otherwise the pier itself ‘becomes a. 
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dangerous obstacle in waking the Harbor at night, 
and. during foggy weather; but the pier-head to 
‘gustain them, should be part of the pier structure, 
and ‘be made to harmonize withits Intention and 


lan. ; 
: 6th. As a general observation, the most costly 


of these pier structures have been found to be the | 


‘most durable and the best constructed’ in all cases; 


iron bolts and straps should be used to fasten each - 


tier of crib work, upon that below it, ‘these bolts 
being sufficiently long to enter well into the sécond 
tier of logs below the one they are intended to 
fasten to the work. Where these bolts ‘have been 
omitted, reliance being “placed-on treenailing, the 
work has proved defective. : 

ath. And in referénée'to fillidg cribs with stone, 
as a general rule, it is not necessary to carry this 
expensive part of ‘the work. more than two feet 
above the water, after the crib has taken its final 
position; that is, stone should be thrown in as it 
settles, but the finishing ‘should not contemplate 
more stone than to raise it to the point stated. The 
stone work should always be protected from the 
action of the wave, either®y a plank flooring over 
the top of the crib, or by large flat slabs of stone 
over the deposited stone, otherwise the stone ‘is 
extremely liable to be washed out, thereby calling 
for expensive repairs. If a plank-flooring is used, 
it should be of ‘three-inch plank, six inches wide, 
and the plank not nearer than a half inch of each 
other; and as a general rule, that part of the crib 
work which extends into the lake should be raised 
about five feet above the level of the lake, the pro- 
tecting pier crib will often have to be higher. The 
rule which should govern the height is that which 
will prevent the sea, in ordinary gales, from roll- 
ing over the pier, > 

Sih. The great improvement of all these en- 
trances, since the several works have been put up 
is of itself an ample compensation for all the 
money that has been expended upon them. In 
no instance has there been’a failure; some have 
succeeded better than’ others, owing'to local pecu- 
liarities and to the greater patronage which ‘some 
have received, and consequently greater extent of 
work ‘executed, and to the bolder character of 
plans. But no doubt is éntertained that all of 
them can be rendered safe and secure entrances 
for first class steamers, and the efforts and esti- 
mates of the'bureau ‘will be to bring them to that 
condition. In the early reasoning upon these har- 
bors, it was considered essential -to-plan the width 
between the piers, in reference to the size of the 
streams running from them into the interior, and 
in reference to the water which these streams would 

robably discharge during periods of freshets. 

“his reasoning occasioned the distance between 
the piers to be narrower than would now be 
adopted. Experience has brought into considera- 
tion another and a powerful element in the some- 
what regular flux and reflux of the waters of the 
lake. These flowing into ‘the harbor, fill the har- 
bor or interior basin, till raised in its ‘level, it 
again returns to the lake with a-force sufficient to 
keep open the passage once made between the 
piers, if the interior basin be, as itis in most in- 
stances, of adequate capacity. Ido not pretend 
to assign a cause to this flux and reflux of the 
Jake water, but the fact of its existence is beyond 
a doubt, and of its independence of winds, al- 
though much influenced ‘by them. 

Oth. It is also essentia! to the'safety of all these 
entrances, and particularly’so where they are nar- 
row, that one pier should be extended so as to 
cover the entrance, ‘and form a brakewater. 

Now, if to these decidedly successful efforts in 
improving these harbors, we join those considera- 
tions arising from the rapid and extensive settle- 
ments they have occasioned, the many towns which 
it may be said have been built up by the advantages 
these harbors have afforded, the rapid'and exten- 
sive devélopment of agricultural, mineral, manu- 
facturing, and commercial resources which have 
followed their construction, and to which they 
have given life and being, the enhanced value of 
lend, and of all the products of the soil within 
their vicinities, I “belive it may be said without 
feaof error, that in no other ‘case has the same 
amount of Governmentéxpenditure done more to 

romote national strength ‘and ‘national wealth, or 
hes diffused a more extensive‘or ‘more durable 
prosperity. 

Lam unwilling to close these: general remarks, 
without a tribute of respect to: the memory of Ma- 


jor Maurice, the ‘first United States engineer who 
‘superintended these works, and to ‘whose-excel- 
tent sense, sound judgment, and faithful execution 
of duty, the system and its success is so nuch 
indebted. : 

I will now resume ‘the more ‘detailed reference 
to'each place. i ae ee 

‘Conneaut Harbor.~-Hs position upon -the lake 
shore has been already given, namely , about thirty 
miles: westof Erie, and near the boundary line of 
the States of Pennsylvania and‘Ohio. Prior to the 
‘construction of the works for improving the -en- 
trance, the ‘mouth of the river. was closed with a 
sand bar, frequently dry, and never with-more 
than two feet of water over it; butvat the conclu- 
sion of the works which were erected.in 1839, 
and up-to-this time, a depth of eleven feet can be 
carried into the river. Prior to the construction 
of these works, vessels had to occupy a danger- 
ous anchoring ground in the open lake, and land 
their cargoes at-great risk and at great expense. | 
Commerce under such circumstances was necessa- 
rily ‘very restricted, and often attended with loss 
of vessel and cargo. ‘Since:the works have been 
put up vessels enter-at-all times with security and 
discharge their cargoes with safety; and the com- 
merce of the place has in consequence rapidly in- 
creased. 

After entering the harbor, the river is sufficiently 
deep for lake vessels for a mile anda haif. The 
work was commenced in 1829, and was continued, 
with small‘annual appropriations, until 1839, the 
last appropriation being in 1838,.and the total 
amount appropriated for the piers was $43,805. A 
final estimate does not appear to have been pre- 
sented; bùt the yearly estimates much exceed the 
amounts appropriated. The habit then was to esti- 
mate foranameunt which could be judiciously ex- 
pended in a year, and to report effects produced, | 
by extending the work as far as the appropriation 
would justify. In this way the good effects of 
each year’s expenditure were known, and the best 
justification offered for the further progress of the 
work. An examination of these estimates will 
also show that considerable amounts were for the 
repairs of damage from the action of storms upon 
the unfinished work, and to restore the decayed 
timber of the first years of the wurk, and:not for the 
extension of new work. The west pier is 940 feet 
long, the east pier 910. During thelast session of 
Congress $5,000 were appropriated-for this ‘harbor, 
the whole of which wili be required for the repairs of 
existing piers. As, for instance, the estimate and 
expenditures of repairs this season, essential to 
preserve the piers from ‘the destruction to'which 
they were daily exposed from their dilapidated 
condition, is $4,108, leaving on-hand of the appro- 
priation of last session $892. But the estimate for 


From which deduct balance on hand...... 


and it. will leave. cece crececse scene eooo «$13,820 | 
as yet necessary for repairs. The estimate fur ex- 
tending those piers into the lake to fifteen fect water, 
with suitable pier-heads, is $38,184, making a total 
for repairs and extension of $52,004. 

It is not improbable that, in the progress of the 
work, the extension of one pier canbe so limited’ 
that the opposite pier will constitute the covering 
breakwater to the entrance, in which case:the ex- 
pense will:be proportionally reduced. As effects 
are observed during the progress of work, and as 
it is a rule to extend furthest and first the pier-de- 
signed to serve asa break water, unnecessary ex- 
pense will always be saved by stopping the work 
in time. 

The amount in the bill will be sufficient for the | 
present fiscal year. 

Line 42. Harbor of Cunningham’s Creek. 

Appropriations for this harbor were made during 


amounting to $19,781 12. The amount in the bill 
is sufficient for the present fiscal year. ; 
The following is an extract from the report of | 
1844, in reference to this harbor: i 
“ For this harbor or landing, situated about thir- | 
teen miles west of Ashtabula, there was no spe- | 
cial appropriation; but as it is virtually included in i 
the general appropriation of $20,000, it becomes | 
my duty to nameit. Ina report of a board of in- 
spection of 1839, the following opinion is ex- | 
pressed in reference to this place: ‘The board not 
being of opinion that the wants of agriculture, or | 
| of commerce, or of the. business to be drawn to į 


the thorough repair of these piers is. .....-$14,712 || 
892 | 


this place by them, canbe of sufficient valuefor many. 
years to justify the large expenditures: necessary 
to carry out the plans proposed in -the locabagéntta 
estimate of 1637, does not feel warranted in rec- ’ 
ommending ‘them ‘to the department, Should it 
be deemed advisable to finish the temporary work 
already begun there; the. sum of $1,200-or-$1,500 
will be required.’ -The-same board alsa, in apre- 
vious part of their report, expressa doubt of its ° 
having ever been “the intention to form a -habor at 
this place.’ ”? > 4 
Since then, the-increased ‘agricul tural.and-manu- 
facturing products ‘ofthe vicinity have -much -en+ 
hanced the value of the harbor, the evidence of 
which was placed -in the hands of the committee 
during the present:session of Congress. i 
Line 44. Harbor of Ashtabula. 
In speaking of this ‘harbor the report of 1844 
says: : 
“ The creek which forms this harbor enters inte 
the lake about twelve mites west of Conneaut, and 
hasa depth of water sufficient for the largestclass of 
lake steamers, for about one mile and a ‘half from 
its mouth.’ Not more than three feet of water 
could be commanded at its entrance before the con- 
struction of the present works. There was alsoa 
rocky stratum underlying this bar, which opposed 
serious obstacles to increasing the depth; but at the 
suspension of the work in 1839, a channel of about 
nine feet deep had been obtained, not, however, 
throughout the whole width between the piere. The 
piers are 102 feet apart at the beacon ‘ght; from 


i which point they diverge into the lake. The west 


pier (including parts upon which the shore has en- 
crouched) is 1,807 feet long, and the east pier is 
1,115 feet lone. The construction of the piers waa 
commenced in 1826, and was continued, with smalt 
annual appropriations, until 1838, at which period 
$64,149 had been appropriated and expended upon 
them. The estimates and reports of the several 
years during which this work was in progress show 
that considerable amounts were required to repair 
damages arising from storms and the slow progress 
of the work.” nS 

The appropriation of the last session was $5,000; 
all of which will be required in the repairs of ex- 
isting piers. | _ 

For the extension of these piers to fifteen feet 
water, opening the channel to twelve feet deep, and 
for constructing ‘suitable pier-heads, the estimate 
amounts to $30 000. no 

The appropriation of the bill will be-sufficient 
for the present fiscal year. ca 

Line:46. Grand river or Fairport. f 

Appropriations in favor of this harbor have been 
made for the years 1825, "26, ’28, °30, ’31, °32, 34, 
36, °38, 744, amounting to $65,598 29. 

The amount proposed in the bill is sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 


Line 48. Harbor of Cleveland. 

This well known and important harbor has been 
so frequently described that more than the follow-. 
ing extract from the report of 1844 is not consid- 
ered necessary: 

«This harbor lies in Cleveland Bay, and is 
made by the Cuyahoga river, distant about thirty 
miles west of Fairport. Previous to the construc~ 
tion.of the piers ‘atahis place, the mouth. of the 
river was always obstructed by a sand bar, and at 
times entirely closed. Since their construction, a 
safe and deep entrance, adequate to first class 
steamers, has been obtained. No further exten- 


ii sion of these piers, for insuring a greater depth, is 


required; butit is highly essential for the security of 


| the entrance that the western pier should be ex- 


tended about 250 feet further into the lake to pro- 


| tect the entrance, and to farm an adequate break- 
| water against the more prevailing gales from the 


f northwest. 
the years 1826, °28, '29, 32, ’33, °36, ’37, and ’33, | 
| 


The light-house should then be placed 
on the end of this extension; for in the nigbt, in 
snow storms, and in foggy weather, it is essential 
that the light should be upon the pier which:is the 
furthest extended into the lake. The extension 
should, therefore, be finished with a suitable pier- 
head for such.a purpose. The pier should not be 
less than twenty feet wide, and the pier-bead forty 
feet square, which would make the proposed ex- 
tension cost about $10,000. °” oh 

Appropriations have been made in its favor du~ 
ring the years 1827, %29, ’30,.’31, 732, 34, 736, “37, 
38, 44, amounting to $149,413.19. 

The amount proposed in.the bill is. considered 
sufficient for the present:fiscal-year. 


. 
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Line 50. Harbor of Black river. r 

The following extract is taken from the report 
of 1844, in reference to this harbor: “ 

“ It is situated about twenty-seven miles west of 
Cleveland, at the outlet of Black river. There 
was no specific appropriation during the last ses- 
sion for this harbor, and the expenses of the work 
directed to be done there will have to be taken out 
of the general appropriation of $20,000, this being 
one of these harbors, ‘the construction of which 
has been authorized by law.’ 

“ Originally, the entrance was obstructed by a 
sand bar, over which there was occasionally about 
three feet water, but which, like most of the river 
mouths on the lake was at times nearly dry. The 
effects on the works have been to create a depth 
of not less than nine feet. 

“The entrance between the piers is 170 feet 
wide at their inner extremities, and 190 feet at 
their outer. The western pier is 1,379 feet long, 
and the eastern pier 1,112 feet long, including 
parts upon which the shore has encroached. ` 

“The river is navigable for about four miles 
above its entrance, possessing great resources of 
water power. 

«“ The work was commenced in 1828, and con- 
tinued under small annual appropriations until 
1838, when, like others, and for the same cause, 
absence of further appropriations, it was suspended. 

‘A careful examination of the work justified 
the impression, that about $4,000 would thoroughly 
repair the piers, and put them in condition to last 
for several years. The repairs immediately re- 
quired, were directed to be made without delay. 

“The total amount expended on this work, up 
to and including the appropriation of 1838, is 
$63,204. ; 

‘ This harbor isincomplete. The piers require 
to be extended further into the lake to insure the 
depth necessary for first class steamers; and the 
passage between the piers requires the action of 
the dredge. About 100 feet should be added to 
the. western pier, with a suitable pier-head in ad- 
dition 40 feet square. This extension and pier- 
head will constitute the breakwater pier, and will 
have to be made of adequate strength.” 

In the report of 1845, the estimate for the com- 
pleting of this harbor is stated at $24,414. The 
appropriations in its favor are for the years 1828, 
30; 31,232, ’33, 734, "35, 736, ’37, 738, amount- 


„ing to $63,204 77. 


Line 52. Harbor of Vermillion. 

The following description of this harbor is taken 
from the report of 1844: 

« Its position is about seven miles west of Black 
river, and constitutes the entrance of Vermillion 
river. This work was commenced in 1836. The 
plan contemplated the erection of two parallel 
piers, extending into the lake 24 feet wide, and 
— feet apart, with an aggregate length of 2,850 
feet, finished at the ends with suitable pier-heads 
48 feet square. The revised estimate for the total 
cost, exclusive of such dredging as might be found 
necessary, was $74,342. The total amount ap-` 
propriated and expended upon the work, up to 
and inclusive of the appropriation of 1838, when 
the work was suspended, was $53,626. Two 
thousand two hundred feet of-crib pier have been 
constructed. There remains 650 feet of crib pier 
yet to be put down, in order to carry out the 
original design, and, in addition, the construc- 
tion of. the two pier-heads.”’ 

It will be seen by the foregoing, that the amount 
expended upon this work has fallen short of the 
original estimate $20,716; but it will also at the 
same time be seen, that the work has not yet been 
extended in conformity with the plan. The esti- 


mate was again carefully revised by a board of | 


officers in 1839, who stated the amount yet re- 
quired to finish the work to be $27,811; but inthis 
estimate the board included $7,854 for dredging 
and for kyanizing the timber for the upper works; 
items not embraced in the original estimate. De- 
ducting this amount, it leaves for the finishing of 
the work according to the original plan, as the 
opinion of the board, an amount of....-. $19,957 
And the estimate for the game objects, re- 

sulting from the inspection of last year, 

i erence en ees ease 19,949 


st eeane sees er eevee 
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The coincidence of these three estimates, from 
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different sources, will, I. hope, establish. that con- 
fidence which seems at. times to have been with- 
held from the submitted estimates for these works. 

As the cost of this work, as far as done, has 
been, on more than one occasion, the subject of 
unkind remark, I will take this opportunity of 
saying, as the result of the inspection of last sea- 
son, that there is no crib-work on the lakes which 
more amply sustains the general remark pre- 
viously made, that where, proportionally to extent 
of work done, most had been expended, the 
works were found better constructed, more judi- 
cious in dimensions, and in better preservation. 
There is, therefore, submitted for comple- 

ting the work according to the original 

Plane. cccec cece csereecceron cee see 20,716 
For dredging between the piers........+. 6,432 


Making together. s.ssse ese. e» oe -$27,148 

Appropriations have been made in its favor 

during the years 1836, °37, ’38, amounting to 
$53,626 57. : 

The amount proposed in the bill will be suffi- 
cient for the present fiscal year. 

Line 54. Harbor at Huron, Lake Erie. 

In reference to this harbor, it is. said in the re- 
ports of 1844 and 1845: 

In 1844. ** The entrance of this harbor, before 
the present piers were erected, was obstructed by 
a sand bar, frequently without any water over it. 
Since the construction of the piers, a channel not 
less than 10 feet deep has been obtained. The 
west pier is 1,587 feet long, the east pier is 1,400 
feet long, and the least distance between them 130 
eet. 

‘The works were commenced in 1826, and 
were continued, with small annual appropriations, 
until the last appropriation of 1838, at which time 
the total’ amount appropriated was $40,773. I 
have on more than one occasion remarked that se- 
rious amounts of these appropriations were not 
applied to the extension of the works, but to re- 
pair damages and injuries from storms, and from 
the decay of timber used at early periods. Some 
work had been done at this harbor by private en- 
terprise before it was taken in hand by the United 
States in 1826; and, on looking into the history of 
‘the work, | find that in 1831, $1,428 were required 
to repair this old work.” 

In 1836, it is stated ‘* That the appropriation of 

6,700 was exclusively for repairs, and was nearly 
all applied this season.”” 

In 1837, it was stated, *¢ during this season, 290 
feet of pier work, greatly decayed, had been taken 
down below low-water mark, and rebuilt with 
wood and stone, and nearly all planked over; 60 
feet of the east pier was also taken up and re- 
newed, being in-process of decay.”” 

In 1838, 131 feet was removed above water, and 
refilled with stone during the season,” and a new 
pile engine was constructed. 

The same: history shows that by the 31st of 
March, 1839, $13,256 of the amounts appropriated 
for this harbor had been expended “wholly on re- 
pairs’?—about one-third of the whole amount ap- | 
propriated. 

These details are given to correct the erroneous 
impressions about the length of pier-work erected 
in proportion to the total amount appropriated. | 
The history of each work exhibits similar facts. 
. They will also serve to-show how great would be 
the economy of substituting for the parts above | 
water of the piers, material of a more durable 
character than that generally used, as soon as the 
crib-work has acquired its permanent set. 

Huron river has about six miles of good navi- 
gation from its mouth. Formerly, it was entered 
only by lighters; now, first class steamers can pass 


in. 

1845. ‘Since the last annual report, the re- 
pairs of the west pier at this place have been com- 
pleted. At two places the work was so far de- 
cayed that it was found necessary to take it up 
from two to four feet below the water line, and to 
entirely rebuild it. The pier was then raised one | 
course of timber throughout its whole length 
(1,850 feet) new snubbing posts put in, and new 
planked throughout. This pier is now in a per- 
fectly good condition.” 

The timber of the east pier is so far decayed 
that it requires a thorough repairing. An estimate 


for that purpose is herewith submitted, and also 
an estimate for dredging the channel between the 
piers to the depth of twelve feet. 


In the last annual report, an estimate was. sub- 
mitted for extending the piers. at the harbor to 
fifteen feet water. This was thought necessary, to 
get rid of the shoal lying just within the mouth of . 
the entrance, on which there is but nine feet water. 

*¢ As there is no perceptible change in. this shoal 
since last year, I have come,” says the engineer, 
“ to the conclusion that the shoal was formed.two 
years ago, when there was a breach in the east 
pier, and that it was a consequence of that breach, 
and that an extension would not-cause the current 
to remove it; and, therefore, that there is no ne- 
cessity for a further extension.of these piers. 

*¢ The inner end of the east pier is so far decayed 
that the sand from behind it is constantly washing 
through, and filling up the channel. This is ase- 
rious evil, and the difficulty will be constantly in- 
creasing until the pier is repaired.” f 

Appropriations were made for this work in the 
years 1826, 28, "29, °30, °31, °32, '34, °36, °37, 
°38, ’44, amounting to $45,773 71. 

The amount proposed in the bill will be sufficient 
for the present fiscal year. 

Line 56. Harbor of ®andusky, Lake. Erie. 

In reference to this harbor, it is said in the re- 
port of 1844: . 

‘The entrance to Sandusky bay or haxbor, is 
about'ten miles west of Huron. The bay is very 
large, with a prévailing depth of twelve feet; but 
not more than ten feet (low water) can be counted 
upon to enter the bay, by reason of a shoal inside. 
The channel to pass this shoal is not intricate, but 
is rather dangerous at night, during snow storms 
or in foggy weather, because of its distance from 
landmarks. It should. be carefully marked out 
with slender piles on one side of it, not exceeding 
six inches in diameter, and not more than about 
fifty feet apart; so that a vessel would always ob- 
tain sight of one by the time the sight of the other 
was lost. I do not at present think that dredging 
would beof any great advantage here, and there- 
fore do not recommend it. The most dangerous 
parts of the entrance are on the bars outside, over 
which not more than ten feet water (low water) 
can be counted upon. The best passage out is 
nearly in a direct line, northeast from the deep 
water off Cedar Point. Also, after leaving this 
point astern about four hundred feet, there is 
another passage due east, which, after going. about 
thirteen hundred feet, leads into thirteen feet water, 
from whence there is no impediment to the lake. 
These channels, however, require to be marked 
out; but, from the shoalness of the passages, it is 
evident they cannot be attempted in bad weather, 
the breakers being very violent over the. bars. 
The dredging of a pass over these bars has 
been suggested; but, doubting the durability of 
any useful result from such a process, or of a 
utility in any just proportion to the cost of such 
work iw so exposed a position, the plan is not 


| recommended. 


‘©The entrance to the bay is formed by Cedar 
Point on the east, and Peninsula Point on the 
west, distant about one thousand feet from each 
other; but the deep water of the entrance is im- 


j| mediately adjacent to Cedar Point. From some 


cause the force of the current is thrown against 
this latter point; in passing which, the force is 
such that the depth of the channel, abreast the 
point, is thirty-six feet, and is fourteen feet deep 
to a distance of nine hundred feet into the lake, 
and twelve to a distance of eleven hundred feet 
into the bay. For one hundred feet further, in 
the same direction, it is nine feet deep; from’ 
whence, to eleven feet water into the harbor, there 
is a sand bar, six hundred feet wide in that.di- 
rection, with no more than four feet water over 
it. Vessels entering the harbor have to takea cir- 
cuitous direction, in order to avoid this:-bar, and 
to insure a depth of ten feet. The best place to 
dredge inside would probably be in the direction 
just indicated, of six hundred feet across this bar. 
But dredging at this place is not recommended, 


| because it is believed the effects of dredging would: 


be rather temporary, unless the passage outside 
were previously modified and improved; and, 
moreover, the dredging inside should be conse- 
quent upon this modification, as the latter might 
change the line proper to be dredged, or even ren- 
der any dredging unnecessary. 

ssThat the entrance outside can be improved, 
and a safe, wide, and convenient passage to the 
deep water of the lake be obtained, I have not the 
least doubt; and when the vast importance of this 


1850. 


bay is considered, in-its commercial, military, and 
naval bearings, it is also a point well deserving 
of the expense which a judicious improvement of 
the entrance would occasion. 

“Tam not now prepared to submit a plan and 
estimate, because he survey lately made has not 
yet been sent in. . Ss 

“The facts in reference to this entrdnce, just 
stated, are taken from a very minute and-excellent 
survey made by Captain C. Graham, in 1896. 
Those of the survey of last summer. will show if 
any serious changes have occurred—matter essen- 
tial to know before any judicious plan or sound 
estimate can be made. : 

‘Peninsula Point is the extremity of a long 
narrow bank of sand, extending from the land 
forming the western boundary of the bay to the 
east. It is nota high bank anywhere, but being 
deprived of its timber and undergrowth near the 
Jand, the sand thus exposed, drying and blowing 
away, ceased to be an adequate barrier to the sea, 
which broke through it a few years since grad- 
ually widening and deepening a passage in that 
direction. During the inspection tour of last sea- 
son, it was found to be about thirteen hundred 
feet wide, seven feet deep in the deepest parts, and 
was @Madually wearing away the peninsula, now 
an island, and endangering the existence of the 
entrance heretofore described. The island is low 
in several places, the sea passing over at these 
parts during heavy gales. It is essential to the 
preservation of this entrance that the breach should 
be closed, and the island be protected at the low 
places just alluded to; and, in reference to the 
island, it is essential that the General or State 
Government should have a control over it, so as 
to prevent the removal of the timber and brush- 
wood now growing there.” 

In the report of 1845, it is stated: 

“ The appropriation for this harbor was intended 

to close a breach which had been made by the sea 
through the long, narrow neck of sand called 
t Peninsula Point,’ which, for a distance of a mile 
and a half, forms the outer shore of the harbor, 
and separates it from the lake: 
. “This breach has a mean depth of six and a 
half feet, and is one thousand three hundred and 
fifty-four feet wide, through which the water flows 
freely back and forth between the lake and the 
bay—the direction and force of the current de- 
pending onthe wid. Unless this breach is closed 
and the peninsula protected, there seems no reason 
to doubt that the whole will be washed away, and 
leave the harbor entirely unprotected against the 
north and northeast winds F 

“ Asa preliminary step, it was found necessary 

‘to protect the sides of the breach to prevent its 
widening, and also to put down a narrow crib- 
work at two places (one two hundred feet long and 
one one hundred feet Jong) on the peninsula, when 
it was so low that there was danger of new 
breaches being made. The length of crib-work 
put in during the last season, for these purposes, 
is, on the west side of the breach, seven hundred 
and thirty-six feet, and on the east side, six hun- 
dred and twelve feet. Nine hundred and eighty- 
six feet of this crib-work is only six feet wide, 
and placed on dry land on each side of the 
breach and on the peninsula, to prevent the breach 
from widening or new breaches from being formed. 
Besides the crib-work, the shanties, carpenter’s 
shop, scows, boats, machinery, and tools have 
been built and purchased at a cost of $4,516 10. 

4 In addition to the work done, a quantity of tim- 
ber has been purchased sufficient to construct the 
crib-work entirely across the breach. These op- 
erations have so nearly exhausted the funds on 
hand, that nothing further can „be done until an- 
other appropriation is made. f 

“We have no exact account of the commerce 
of this place, but it is very considerable, and con- 
stantly and rapidly increasing. Two important 
railroads diverge from Sandusky city into the in- 
terior of the State--one connecting it with Cincin- 
nati; all of which is now under contract, and will 
be completed during the coming year.”’ 


J 
And in a special report from this office, dated | 


20th May, 1846, the survey, plan and estimate for 
the improvement of the harbor are given. The esti- 
mate amounts to $296,352 65. The amount proposed 
in the bill will be sufficient for the present fiscal year. 
Line 58. Harbor of Monroe, Lake Erie 
The report of 1844, in speaking of this harbor, 
says: í 
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| 3,000 casks of potash, 1,000 barrels of pork, and | 


EJ T 
_ “ Thie harbor is situated at the western extrem- 
ity of Lake Erie, about 40 miles northwestwardly 
from Sandusky, and. 30 miles southwestwardly 
from the mouth of Detroit river. 

"©The object of the work was to connect the 
deep water of river Raisin by a direct communica- 
tion with the lake, its naturnl outlet being over a 
shallow and extensive sand bar, 6,290 feet wide. 
It was a substitute for the imperfect entrance from 
Pleasant bay, and resorted to as a more economi- 
cal plan, and one more certain of success than 
that of improving the pass into the bay. Before 
the construction of the work, the passage into the 
river was about three feet deep. Sincethen, the pas- 
sage between the piers has been ten feet deep. 
This harbor is the outlet of an important river, 
possessing great hydraulic power, and running 
about 130 miles through the State, (Michigan,) 
watering an extremely fertile country, with many 
important towns upon its banks, such as Monroe, 
Dundee, Petersburg, Blissfield, Palmyra, Adrian, 
Tecumseh, Clinton, and Manchester. The south- 
ern railroad, a State work, terminates at Monroe, 
a work intended to connect with New Buffalo, on 
Lake Michigan. Some idea may be derived of 
the vast advantages of these harbor improvements 
by the following extract from the agent’s report: 

*©¢ Up to the last-named date, (1835,) the river 


‘Raisin being, in consequence of the bar men- 
‘tioned, inaccessible, the harbor within it was 
t useless, and a substitute for present convenience 
‘nged in La Plaisance bay. The commerce was 
‘ limited to the difficult importation of a few tons 
tof merchandise, with no exports worth mention- 
ting. The country from the lake back, embra- 
s cing the whole southern district of Michigan, was 
*a wilderness owned by the Government of the 
‘United States, and the site of the present city of 
t Monroe occupied by a population of about 500, 
“an office for the sale of Government lands had 
‘just been located here, and a few sales made.’ 

“ But the prospects opened by the first appro- 
priation in 1835, appear to have commenced a 
new era in the affairs of this district, and in its 
commercial advantages. Sales of the public lands 
instantly commenced, and were made with a ra- 
pidity theretofore unexampled, and up to the year 
1838, no less than 3,000,000 acres had been entered 
by individuals, for which the sum of $3,750,000 
had been added to the public revenue for those 
three years. 

“The State of Michigan, relying, it would 
seem, on the completion of the work, has, by a 
law, directed the construction of their southern 
railroad, which is completed from the harbor of 
the river Raisin to the county seat of Hillsdale 
county, about seventy miles, at a cost of about 
$1,000,000, and will probably be carried to Lake 
Michigan, In 1834, the population of the whole 
southern tier of counties, depending on this har- 
bor, may be stated at 4,500 souls; in 1844, they 
cannot amount to less than 75,000. The newly 
and but partially opened part of the river Raisin 
is now the point of a very active business in the 
importation of merchandise necessary to supply 
the fine country brought into cultivation and oc- | 
cupation by the fostering care of the Government, | 
and the exportation of its large products. The 
southern State railroad, as appears from official 
statement, is becoming lucrative to the State, and 
has, within the last feur years, nearly quadrupled 
its business. Monroe, a flourishing town situated 
at the harbor of the river Raisin, has rapidly in- 
creased in population and commerce, and several 
steamboats and schooners are now owned at this 
point. Accompanying is a statement of the ship- 
ments since Ist May, 1844, to the Ist day of Sep- | 
tember, 1844.” . 

The papers referred to in this extract from the 
collector of the port, give, for the entries of the 
seven months of 1844, 7,600 tons; and of exports 
57,000 barrels of flour, 137,000 bushels of wheat, 
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600 barrels of seed. 

The work has been costly, in comparison with 
many others; as, in addition to the piers extended 
into the lake, it has been really the construction 
of a ship canal through a sand beach and a diffi- 
cult marsh. Its cost, not including the appropri- | 
ation of last year, is $90,000. | 

Appropriations for this were made during the years | 
1835, ?36, °37, °38, °44, amounting to $110,000. i 

The amount proposed in the bill, it is believed, | 

will complete the works at this place. t 
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. Line 60. Dredge- boat for Lake. Erie... ... 

In reference to this measure, I beg leave to:refer 
ane remarks of this. report, on line 29 ofthe 
Line 62. Harbor at Michigan City. 

The following description of this harbor.is taken 
from the report of 1844: : ; 

“ This harbor is situated at the lower end of 
he lake, on its southeastern coast, and is about” 
hirty-five miles south of St. Joseph. It is essen- 
tial to the commerce of the lakes. Vessels driven 
by north and northwest gales, failing to find. shel- 


‘ter there, inevitably go ashore, as is attested, by 


yearly and melancholy instances of loss of life and 
property, so frequent as to have obtained for this 
part of the lake coast the appellation of the ‘ Coast 
of Bones.’ 

“ The stream at this place is small, and before 
the works were erected, had rarely a passage into 
the lake of more than two feet deep, and was fre- 
quently completely closed. Since the piers have 
been put up, and limited as is their extent, there 
has been always about five feet of water between 
them. No doubt is entertained that the extension 
of these.piers and dredging would insure an ade- 
quate depth; but the narrowness of the entrance 
would still deprive. it of its. important. considera- 
tion as a port of refuge; a consideration too essen- 
tial to the general commerce of the lakes to be 
lost sight of. On this account, a. different plan 
will have to be adopted than that of merely ex- 
tending the piers. The plan now alluded to was 
brought by the bureau to the attention of the de- 
partment, when the project for improving this 
harbor was first agitated, but it was not then 
adopted, It was to protect the mouth of: the en- 
trance, and to afford a shelter for vessels in storms 
by a suitable crib-work breakwater, placed in the 
offing. The only modification which, after care- 
ful inspection of that place during the last season, 
is now proposed, is to connect one of the piers of 
the present entrance with that breakwater by a 
suitable open bridge pier. This jast is a cheap 
kind of structure, frequently adopted for quiet 
weather landings on the lake, but will be ver 
efficient and of great use under the protection of, 
and connected with the proposed breakwater. 
The breakwater should not be less than 2,000 feet 
Jong, should be placed in not less than eighteen 
feet water, should be one connected line, curved, 
however, and presenting its convex-face to the 
lake; and should have substantial pier-heads. It 
must be built strong, otherwise it will soon he 
knocked to pieces, and its whole expense be lost. 
This lake is not only boisterous in its character, 
but Michigan City is on the lee shore of prevailing 
winds, where the surf is extremely violent. 

“ The present work consists of two parallel piers 
100 feet apart, the. western 650 feet, and the eastern 
800 feet long. Of the former, 109 feet require 
leveling timbers, and 147 feet to be planked; of the 
latter, 212 feet require leveling timbers, and nearly 
the whole of it to be planked.. These piers have 
withstood the action of the Lake without serious 
damage. The water at the end of the.west pier 
is eight feet deep, and at the. end of the east 10% 
feet; between the piers, the depth is 5 feet into the 
creek harbor. Outside of the piers there are two 
sand bars; one with six feet over it; the other, the 
furthest out, about 500 feet in advance of the work, 
has about nine feet over it. The bottom between 
the piers is a blue clay, covered in places with a 
foot or two of sand. This sand removed, a chan- 
nel can be dredged through theclay, which will 
in all probability be durable. 

The space between the piers being rather lim- 
ited, and the interior river basin small, a large 
column of water cannot be thrown in from the 
lake; and the stream being small, the water 


i which it throws into the Jake is insufficient to 


scour between the piers. A remedy could be had 
by the enlargement of the interior basin, when 
the flux and reflux of the Jake water would -act 
effectively upon the passage between the piers. 
Such a basin would also much increase the. com- 
mercial facilities of the harbor.” 

Appropriations were made in its favor during 
the years 1836, ’87, ’38, ’44, amounting to $135,- 
733. 59. 

The amount now proposed in. the. bill is sufti- 
cient for the present feral vent 

Line 65. Harbor at Chicago, Lake Michigan. 

This notorious and important harbor has been 
so frequently and so fully described, that additional 
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remarks in relation to it would probably now -be 
considered superfluous. 

Appropriations have beén ‘made ‘in its favor for 
the years 1833, °34, °35, °36, '37, ’38, 43, °44, 
amounting to $247,601. 

The amount proposed in the bill is*sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 

Line 66. ‘Harbor of ‘Waukegan on Lake Michi- 
gan. 

This is the wark -previously known under the 
` pame of Little Fort, and for which no appropria- 
‘tions have been heretofore made. A special report 
was made in reference to it from this office on tne 
6th March last. A 

‘Line 68. Harbor of St. Joseph, on Lake Mich- 
‘yan. 

Ehe report of 1844, in speaking of this harbor, 
‘states: 

“The St. Joseph’s river is an important stream, 
‘having about sixty miles of navigation for small 
‘steamboats from its mouth, and extending far into 
the interior, with many clever towns upon its bor- 
ders. The State of Mich'ean is now constructing 
a railroad from Detroit to the mouth of this river, 
which is completed to the town of Marshall, one 
hundred and ten miles from Detroit, and is being 
rapidly made the rest of the distance, over which 
there is a regular daily line of stages connecting 
with a steamboat line which crosses the lake daily 
to Chicago. 


«There are ten counties of Michigan and Indi- 


ana with hardly an acre of unproductive land, the 
produce of which has to find its outlet at the mouth 
of this river; and ‘I have already stated that the 

Central Railroad from Detroit is to terminate there. 
A few yeas since, its exports ‘and imports were 
‘comparatively nothing; now the export of flour 
alone exceeds:one hundred thousand barrels year- 
ly, with a fair proportion of other products. It 
cannot fail to beeome an important place, probably 
‘second only to Chicago, on this lake. 

. ©The works here were commenced in 1836, and 
continued to 1838, under annual appropriations, 
when an amount of $86,113 had been appropriated. 
The work was then suspended, with other works, 
‘but was recommenced in 1843, with an appropri- 
ation of $25.000, and continued by another in 
1844 of $20,000, making the total amounts appro- 
priated up to this day equal to $131,113. 

“The construction of the piers at this place 
has ‘been attended with great difficulties. Lying 
on the eastern coast of the lake, exposed to severe 
and frequeut storms from the northwest, and a 
heavy surf, which at such times beats upon this 
coast with great violence, obstructing the placing 
of cribs, and knocking them to pieces before they 
can be sufficiently secured. The piers are two 
hundred and fifty feet apart, and they have already 
added mach to the security of what was before a 
difficult, and at'times an impracticable entrance. 

‘Since the report of last year, and during Jast 
Fail, bat one additional crib was put down, the 
whole force being employed in building up the 
work of five hundred and thirty feet of pier, which 
had been put down that season. It was raised 
four feet above the water, and completed to that 
height by the 6th of December, after which time, 
and until the ensuing Spring, a part of the hands 
wereretained, and employed in repairing the ma- 
chinery, scows, &«., preparatory to future opera- 
tions.. During October, 1843, the heavy blow upon 
the coast heaned up the sand at the entranre, re- 
ducing the depth there at one time to about seven 
and a half feet; which, however, shortly afterwards 
deepened of itself to nine feet, at which depth it 
continued during the ‘Winter. The entrance kept 
open throughout the Winter, vessels being able to 
enter and depart occasionally during every month. 

The Spring (1844) was unusually rainy, and 
the rivers in consequence unusually swollen; the 
Saint. Joseph’s among the rest, discharging a 
vast quantity of water, scoured out the passage 
between the piers, and created a depth nowhere 
less than eleven feet over the bar outside. The 
depth between the piers was thirteen feet, and in 
places much deeper. T'he south pier, sunk by 
the effects of this freshet, on its inner front, about 
four feet. Originally the depth along this pier was 
eleven feet; it is now about nineteen feet. 

‘©The further extension of the north pier was 
commenced on the ist of June, but owing to the 
continued succession of boisterous weather, until 
September, the work did not progress as rapidly 
as was anticipated, although by that time four 


hundred and seventy-two ‘feet of crib-work had + 
been put down. A gale in this month ‘catching 
the work before secured, carried away the outside 
crib, and rounds of timber off three others. Other 
of the cribs of this pier sunk ‘considerably, 
one as many as four feet below the surface of ‘the 
water; all ‘have since ‘been built up ‘and secured, 
and-have since stood a severe gale. a 

‘©The end of this north pier is ‘now upon the 
-place of the old bar, and within three hundred } 
-and fifty feet of fifteen feet-water of ‘the lake. ‘hs 
extension has already proved of great security ‘to 
vessels entering during gales, from the north and 
gorth west. A 7 

«The work to be done this season is further ‘to 
secure this pier, and to build up parts of it at-least 
foar feet above the water surface,-as it will proba- 
bly settle to that extent during the.coming winter. 
The south pier will also‘have to be built up. The 
old work ‘(that is, the parts constructed under | 
former appropriations) is in a good state of pres- 
ervation. 

‘¢ The channel of the entrance makes south, af- 
ter leaving the south pier, and as.it has received a 
direction nearly west in passing between the 
piers, it is apparsnt that this turn to the south 
can be occasioned only by some power coercing 
the river water in that direction, afier it is free of 
the piers. Now this force can be only in the pre- 
vailing and ‘violent north and northwest winds. 
It would seem highly probable, then, that if the 
river current were protected from the force in that 
direction, until after passing the bar outside, all 
danger from this change of direction ‘in the river 
channel would be removed. This protection can 
be obtained only by a further.extension west- 
wardly of the north pier. Such a cause, under 
similar circumstances, has succeeded admirably 
élyewhere, and I can see no sound reason why it 
should not succeed here. The north pier will 
therefore be extended as proposed, and as indi- 
cated in the original plan; and eventually, should 
it ‘become necessary, some additional length can 
‘be added to the south pier. 

«The total length of additional pier-work con- 
templated, under any view to complete the en- 
trance, is about 1,500 feet. It may and probably 
will be Jess, if the extension of the north pier, in 
the first instance, should produce effects anticipa- 
ted. My own impression is, that 850 feet of crib 
will be all that will be required at this place, and 
therefore it is all for which at present any estimate 
will be made. 

“ To make this work as strong as it should be, 
add the pier-heads, and raise-the work to its proper 
height, load it adequately with stone, finish and 
floor it, will not cost less than-$35,000. But there 
is about 902 feet of crib-work put down in 1843 
and 1844, which has to be built up to the proper 
height, and much of it to be readjusted. It has 
also to be supplied with more stone, and to be 
planked. The planking and some repairs of the 
piers, made before the renewal of 1842, has also 
to be done, and these piers likewise require addi- 
tional stone; which different items will about ab- 
sorb the balance of previous appropriations.” 

And in the report of 1845 it is stated: 

“ After the last annual report from the superin- 
tending engineer, operations at the harbor of St. 
Joseph were continued until the beginning of the 
stormy season, when the werk was suspended for 
the winter. 

«The whole work done during the season con- 
sisted in sinking ten cribs, altogether 436 feet long. 
These cribs were carried up four courses of timber 
above water, the upper work being connected 
throughout the whole length of the pier. In con- 
sequence, however, of the constant succession of; 
gales during the Summer, and especially toward 
the close of the working season, it was found im- 
possible to close up this work as securely as was 
necessary to resist the storms of the winter. The 
consequence was, that.the work was considerably 
damaged, a breach of 90 feet long having been 
made through it, extending several feet below the 
water. When the work was resumed in May of 
this year, (1845,) the breach was well and securely || 
closed; and during the Summer the pier has been |; 
carried up to its full height, and finished in the 
best and strongest possible manner. The south 
pier has settled on the channel side so much that the 
upper timbers were only from one to two feet above 
the water. - This pier has been built up vertically 


on the channel side, and so filled with. stone; that 


no -futthersettling-is anticipated: In’ fact it thas 
not settled atali during the last twelve months; In 
addition to:this, a'crib 30 feet long hasbeen sunk 
at the end of the south pier. “This carried'up:two . 
feet above the water and filled with stone. ft will 
not ‘be connected with: the old work until it has 
stood through the winter, and had time to settle, 

“Im conformity with ‘the principles: and: plan 
laid down in your last annual report, I-have esti- 
mated for an additional- -pier-work eight hundred 
and fifty feet long. : 

“ This addition, after your personal inspection, 
‘was the least you deemed sufficient to complete the 
harbor. 

** You will perceive by the. map herewith. sab- 
mitted, that an extension of 450 feet.on the ‘north 
pier will reach 15 feet water, and that ‘there is no 
bar inside of this point. I suppose, therefore, that 
this will be as far‘as you will deem it necessary to 
carry ‘out this pier. 

“Tam of opinion, that if the remaining 400 feet 
of pitr-work of the estimate were added to the 
south pier, the effect would be very beneficial; and 
probably by giving to the river a-full and decided 
set in the direction of the piers, that the current 
would sweep away the shoal which lies near the 
end of the north pier in front of the entraif€e.” 

The importance of this‘harbor is every year in- 
creasing. Locks have been constructed en the 
St. Joseph river at Michawaka and at Bristol, © 
which have opened the navigation to Three Rivers 
a distance of one hundred ‘and thirty miles from 
the lake. The export of wheat alone this yeer 
is estimated at seven hundred and fifty thousand 
bushels, equal atleast to half a million of dollars. 
Three steamiboate are running on the river. ` 

The present condition of the piers is described 
by the agent in the following extract from his 
report: . 

‘The south pier is-in good condition, and noth- 
ing will be required for repairing it during the ensu- 
ing year, except what may be required for-leveling 
and finishing the thirty feet crib recently put in, 
and for connecting the old work with it. It has 
not settled or changed its position since its com- 
pletion; and an accumulation of sand upon the 
river side of it which has already been formed, in- 
dicates that the current of the river washes it with 
less force than formerly, and that no fears need be - 
entertained of its undermining and settling. | 

«The two upper sections of the north pier (the 
first being a single wall of timber with ties, and 
the second consisting of piles, caps, sheet piling, 
and ties,) have an accumulation of sand upon the 
river side of them to the water’s surface, are not 
exposed and will need no repairs the ensuing year. 

“The third section of this pier, extending from 
the second to the third and last angle, one hundred 
and fifty feet, and the fourth section, extending 
from the third angle to the end of the old work, 
five hundred and ninety-six feet, has suffered great 
injury from the action of the water, and unless 
effectually repaired, must soon become a wreck. 

“ Five hundred and thirty feet of this pier have 
been undermined, and a considerable portion of its 
stone carried into the river to the great prejudice of 
the navigation; and there is now an opening under 
the river side of this part of the pier of from one 
to- four feet wide, through which the water rushes 
with great violence into and out of the pier when- 
ever we havea strong wind from any direction, 
and thus frequently carrying away timbers. from 
the lower edge of the river side of the pier. 

“In the upper course of both piers, the eross 
ties are dressed on four sides, and put in five feet 
apart. This gives the pier a handsome appear- 
ance and strength to sustain any load of ice that 
may be thrown upon it by the sea. 

‘The posts have all been cut off at the top of 
the upper or square cross ties, except one at every 
forty feet, which has been cut off three feet above 
the top of the pier, and finished as a snubbing 
post. The tenth or outer crib has been planked 
over with pine plank three inches thick and six 
inches wide. ` : 

i The outer end of the pier has been covered 
with three-inch-oak plank, put on vertically, reach- 
ing from the top of the pier to four feet below 
water. This plankingtextends round the corners 
four feetom each side. ‘The piers are not covered, 
buta plank walk has been made four feet wide, 
extending the whole length of the piers, for the 
purpose of towing vessels, getting out the beacon- 
light,’ &c. g 
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À Appropriations have-been made for this harbor 


inthe. years 1836; 37, ’38, °43, and 44, amount- 
ing.to $131,113. 

Fhe amount proposed in the bill is sufficient for 
the:present fiscal year. 2h 


“Line 70. Harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo, ~ 

‘A special report has been made of this: harbor 

the Senate, under a resolution of -the 19th 

February, 1886; In my opinion, it would be ad- 

vantageous to double the amount proposed’in ‘the 

bill for the present fiscal year. °° -° 

Line 73. Harbor at Grand River, Lake Michi- 

gan. i : 

. The same remarks which have been made of 
Kalamazoo, apply. to this improvement. They 
are both harbors of importance to the lake trade. 

‘Line 75: For the -improvemet of the harbor of 
Milwaukie. ys 

The report of 1844 says' of this harbor: 

146 This. harbor is alsoon the western shore of 
Lake Michigan,.twenty miles north of Racine. 

.f At. the.close of last year’s.operation, nine hun- 
dred and sixty feet of the north’ pier had been put 
down, and raised three.feet above the water. This 
season, one hundred and fifty more have been ad- 
ded to:that pier, extending it to water fourteen feet 
deep;.and six hundred feet of the south pier have 
been put down, filled with stone, and raised to the 
stirface of the water, and a part of a sand. bar near the 
inner end of the north pier has been removed. 

“Before this work wascommenced, there was not 
more than four feet of water. over the bar that ob- 
structed the entrance; there is now a passage of 
adequate width nine and a half feet deep. 

‘This work was commenced in 1843, and, the 
amount appropriated, including that of the last 
SEISION, İS. vce eee cccsece creas cee ves « 550,000 

The estimate for completing the work is 46,793 


Making a total of. sssrssresiwes se.. $96,793 
The original estimate was for $92,183; but 
there is a small. balance in the hands of-a former 
agent now inmsuit, which, deducted from the former 
expenditures, will make the present amount actu- 
ally expended, and the amount now required for 
completing the work, agree very well with the first 
estimate... Of the estimate now submitted ta com- 
piee this work, (346 ,793,) the sum of $30,000 will 
wanted for the next fiscal year.” . 
- And in the report of 1845, it is said: i 
‘Since the last annual report, seventy feet have 
been ‘added to the length of the south. pier, the 
whole pier raised to a height of three feet above 
the surface of the water, and filled with stone; 
- fifteen thousand seven hundred and thirty-nine 
cubic'yards. of earth have been removed from the 
space- between the piers, and the bar at the west 


end:of the north pier, which. secures a channel of 


sufficient, width and depth for vessels. of the largest 
class: on the lake. aas agi 

‘* The-appropriation for this work having been 
nearly expended last season, but little has been 
done on it this year. With the balance on hand 
on the 10th of April, one hundred and sixty feet 
of the east end of the north pier has been raised to 
the level of the rest of the pier, five feet above the 
surface of the water; and to render the harbor ac- 
_cessible to vessels at night, a beacon-light has 
been erected on the end of it. 

4 From the soundings taken in August last, it is 
found: that the channel retains its depth, and that 
the water has increased in depth near the end of 
the ‘south. pier, no indications of the formation of 
an outer bar. were discovered; and from the pro- 
tection given to the entrance against the northeast 


and southeast winds by. projecting points north | 


and south of it, it is probably secured. from the 
formation of such bars.” 

Amaunts heretofore appropriated for this har- 
bor were, for the years 1843 44, $50,000. The 
amount of the present bill is sufficient for the pres- 
ent fiscal: year, - 

Line 77, Harbor of Racine, Lake Michigan. 

The report of 1844 says of this work: 

s The town of Racine:is at the mouth of Root 
River, about ten’miles north of Southport. 

-4s Private enterprise had already been at work 
there, and had put down an aggregate of six hun- 
dred-and twenty-six feet of crib pier work, which 
had gréatly improved the entrance, having insured 
a constant und safe channel, with adequate depth, 
in’ the place of one which previously was dan- 
gerous, always shoal, and often nearly shut up, 


ee 


“ The appropriation: of last year was intended: 
to.complete-this. work, giving to-existing piers.the 
requisite additional extension. About three hun- 
dred and eleven feet. of crib-pier will have to’ be 
added to this work, with a suitable pier-head.” 

- Phe report of 1845 says: 

“ Active operations on this work under the bu- 
reau did not commence until -in the course of the 
month. of September, 1844; since that time there 
have heen added to the length of the north pier 
one hundred and seventy-six feet, and to the south 
pier ahundred and fifty-five feet; the former ter- 
minating in twelve anda half feet water, the latter 
in nineanda halffeet. Three hundred and thir- 
teen feet of the north pier, which was incomplete’ 
when it became a Government work, has been: 
leveled up, filled with stone to the surface of the 
water, and decked. : 

“ After the failure of the appropriation bill for 
this year, the citizens of Racine at once raised a 


| sum of $5,500;.to be expended onthe work in cón- 


junction with the balance of the former appropria- 
tion; and in addition to the work done as stated 
above, one hundred and fifteen. feet.of the south 
pier has been completed. Ninety feet. has been 
leveled. up to the requisite height; five. thousand 
cubic yards of earth have. been removed from be- 
tween the piers, which gives a channel of suffi- 
cient width and depth for vessels to pass into the 
harbor; and the rock which obstructed the en- 
trance between the.piers has been removed, and a 
scoop dredge constructed on.the pile driver. 

‘<The bar which had formed at the end of the 
north pier last year has entirely disappeared; and 
from the largeand rapid accumulation of sand be- 
tween the piers, it is more than probable it found 
its way into the channel during the heavy north- 
east storms of October and November last. Phe 
increased length of the north pier, and the removal 
of the rock will probably prevent similar depos. 
its for the future.” 

The estimate to complete the work, by this last 
report, is $34,189. 

Former appropriation in its favor was for the 
year 1844,amounting to $12,500. 


The amount proposed will do for the present 


| fiscal year, but the estimate from this office for ihat 


period was for $15,000. 

Line 79. Southport harbor, Lake Michigan. 

The report of 1844 says of this harbor: 

‘Southport is on the western shore of Lake 
Michigan, about five miles north of Chicago, The 
work at this place is new, the appropriation of 
the last session af Congress being the first in its 
favor. 

“ The law in reference to it states that the ap- 
propriation is ‘ for the construction of a harbor at 
the town of Southport, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin.’ And the second section of the same law 
further states, ‘that the corps of Topographi- 
cal Engineers shall select from actual examination 
and survey the point of location of said harbor.’ 

t The examiration and survey were made and 
the results duly prepared at the time of inspecting 
the harbors on this lake, and the selection of the 
locality for the piers was also made. The follow- 
ing is a brief exposition of the reasons which gov- 
erned in the selection: 

“By the quotations from the law just given, it 
was clear, to my judgment, that the piers must be 
located ‘at the town of Southport,’ and therefore 
the discretion of the engineer. in making the loca- 
tion was necessarily confined to. the corporate lim- 
its of that town. Governed, then, by these limits 
there are but two positions at which an entra:ce 
to the harbor can be made; one immediately adja- 
cent to the inhabited and settled part of the town; 
the other, about half a mile to the north, where no 
one resides. í 

“After a personal examination of these two po- 
sitions, and after consulting the survey which had 
been made, it did not appear to me that any one 
could hesitate which to select. With me there 


| was no hesitation; and making selection of the 


most southern of these two ‘posiions, the one im- 
mediately adjacent to the inhabited part of the 
town, usually denominated and known as the 


southern outlet of Pike creck, the engineer in charge | 


was directed to make his arrangements for con- 
structing the piers at that place. : 

‘After this decision had. been made it was sug- 
gested that the words of the law, ‘at the town of 
Southport,’ were intended to mean ‘ within the 
township of Southport,’ and, therefore, the range 


of selection could. be extended, throughout.the lime 


its of that township, embracing about twelve miles. 
of lake coast. Although such-an interpretation: of 
the law struck.me as. unwarranted by. its phraseol.. 
ogy, and as erroneous, yet, as that interpretation: 
may be adopted. by others, | deem it proper to lay: 
before the department.the considerations: which it 
will involve. ; Ea 

“it will bring into view. another point, usually: 
denominated the outlet of Pikeriver. This out- 
let is about one mile and a. half-north. of the pne 
chosen, and within the limits of. the town of Kene 
osha. The survey of this outlet. had also been: 
made, and it had also received. a personal. exame: 
ination during my inspection tour of that quarter, 

“At the time the survey. was made, the opening 
at this outlet was about 50 feet wide and.two feet 
deep; that of the place selected, the same width 
and depth. When the personal inspection of these: 
outlets was made, the opening. at the former was. 
about 15 feet wide and three inches deep; the open- 
ing at the latter place was shut up by a bar of sand.. 
‘A severe storm from the east had prevailed a day. . 
or two before, throwing the sand of the lake 
against that shore. 

‘Pike river has a longer extent of water way 
after entering, which can be. used as. a. harbor.: 
The extent-of water way in Pike creck after én-; 
tering it, which can be so uged, although: not go. 
long. as that of Pike river, is, however, adequate. 
for all harbor purposes. The widths and’ depths, 
of each after entering, are about the same. 

“The reasoning which involves an artificial 
enlargement of the harbor space, by excavating 
the soft marsh within each entrance, can be ap- 
plied equally to both. places, and may probably, , 
for either, be considered as belonging exclusively 
to individual enterprise in the improvement of 
water lots. 

_ “Upon Pike river there are no settlements; that: 
is, Nothing in the character of concentrated settle- 
ment or town; the survey exhibiting merely the 
residence of the owner of the land at the outlet. 
At the mouth of Pike creek, on the contrary, is 
the town of Southport, containing already upwards 
of 2,000 inhabjtants, with many large and valuable 
buildings and extensive stores; and it ig already - 
in the enjoyment of an active and increasing com 
merce. All the commercial business of the vicinity 
is now done there; and the principal roads leading 
into the interior are. concentrated there. The 
grounds, also, at Southport, are better adapted for © 
the location of a town than.at either of the other 
points. : Berit E 

“ To locate the piers at Pike. river would be 
destructive of the town of Southport, its property, 
buildings, and trade. To place these piers at 
Southport, or, in other words, at the mouth of ` 
Pike creek, would be no injury to the property at 
Pike river; on the contrary, it must increase the 
value of that property by good effects of having a 
harbor so near it. The construc ion of the piers 
at Southport will be less costly than at Pike river, 
from the advantages to be derived. from the con-. 
centrated population of the town, its Igborers,~ 
workshops, and mechanics; and by the advan» 
tages derivable from-the temporary. bridge piers 
already erected there, in landing supplies from the 
lake. 

“ From these considerations, therefore, even if 
the mouth of Pike river were considered. ag in- 
eluded within the phraseology of the law, believing 
that an equally good harbor can be made at either 
place, I should yet have decided ia favor of the 
south mouth of Pike creek. 

“ The estimate for the construction of this har- 
bor, on the supposition that it will require an ag- 
gregate of 1,460 feet of crib. pier work, including 
a suitable pier-head to sustain a beacon, is $50,592; 
from which should be deducted $12,5v0; tbe: 
amount of the appropriation of last Winter, leaving: ° 
a balance required for the work of $38,092.” 

And in that of 1845 it is said: 

“ Operations were commenced on this work in 
September, 1844, and during the Fall,-the mae 
chinery required forthe work was constructed. 

“ The first crib was sunk on the 20th of Octo» 
ber, and between that time and the lst of Deceme 
ber, 103 feet of the north pier and 163 feet of the 
south pier were put down and filled with stone to 


‘the surface of the water, and 2.600 cubic yards of 


surface sand removed from ‘the bar berween the 
piers. During the Winter, the:facing 175 feet to 
the south side of the entrance through the bar was 
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put down, and materials for the next season’s 
operations received and prepared. — 

‘ Early in the month of March, 1845, the work 
was recommenced, and during the present season, 
404 feet in length has been added to the north 
pier, making-its length 507 feet, and terminating 
in about 94 feet water. 130 feet has been raised 
3! feet high, 250 feet 2} feet high, and 127 feet 
1} foot high, and the whole filled with stone, level 
with the surface of the water. 

“It was deemed advisable during the Spring to 
construct a scoop dredge, movable by horse 
power, for the purpose of removing the sand which 
had accumulated between the piers. As there was 
not sufficient channel for the egress and ingress of 

.the. machinery, it was also deemed advisable to 
suspend the work on the north pier, until a pas- 
sage for the pile driver could be obtained, and piles 
driven into it, without which the pier work, in so 
great a depth of water, could not be considered 
safe in heavy storms. Preparations were conse- 
quently riade to place one on the hull of the pile 

. driver, so that the same power might answer for 
both. It- was expected that the machinery for the 
dredge would be in readiness by the 15th of June, 
and that the machine would be ready for use in 
the course of that month; but unavoidable delay, 
however, occurred in its preparation, and it did 
not reach Southport until the 31st of July. It is 
now ready for use, and will be kept constantly at 
work until the whole of the sand is removed 
from between the piers to a depth sufficient for the 
passage of the machinery. 

“Daring the time that the sinking of cribs has 
been suspended, a large portion of the timber re- 
quired for tite extension of the piers has been 
framed, and three hundred and ninety-five cords of 
stone received and deposited near the work. If the 
weather should prove favorable during the coming 
Fall; two hundred feet in length will be added to 
the north pier, and three hundred feet to the south 
pier, which would leave the termination of the 
north pier in fourteen and a half feet water, and 
that of the south pier in nine and a quarter feet 
water. 

“The expenses incurred in constructing the 
machinery required for dredging will cause the es- 
timate of this year to overrun that of 1844, by a 
small amount.’’ 

Appropriations in favor of this harbor were 
made during the years 1844, °45, amounting to 
$27,500. 

The amount now proposed in the bill is suffi- 
cient for the present fiscal year. 


Line 81. Dredge boat on lake Michigan. 
Upon this item allow me to refer to the remark 
in this report on line 29 of the bill. 


Line 83. Survey of the lakes. 

The many demands made for surveys of har- 
bors, not falling within the line of operations con- 
templated by this appropriation, during the ensu- 
ing year, make it proper on my part to suggest an 
increase of this item to $35,000. 


~ Line 85. For the harbor of Dubuque, on the 
Mississippi. 

The report of 1844 says of this harbor: 

“cina law of June 15, 1844, there were certain 
appropriations for improvements in the Territory 
of lowa. These were: ist. At the town of Du- 
buque, $7,500 were appropriated to improve the 
harbor at this place, ‘provided upon due examina- 
tion and survey, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, it shall appear that a permanent im- 
provement can be accomplished and completed for 
this amount, so as to admit the landing of steamers 
of the largest class navigating the river at the town 
of Dubuque, at all seasons of the year.’ 

“ Dubuque is situated on the Mississippi river, 
and the landing in question is the landing on the 
shore of that river. Ina report from the agent to 
whom this duty was assigned, dated September 1, 

844, he states that the water is unusually high for 
this season, and it would be extremely difficult, if 
at all practicable, to make a correct estimate or 
plan for the improvement. The obstructions are 
all hidden by the water, and there is no certainty 
of ascertaining what they are until the water shall 
fall. Conflicting interests render it impossible to 
get representations which can be relied upon. On 
these accounts the examinations directed had to be 
delayed, and it was probable, at the date of the 
last report, (September 1,) that some weeks would 
elapse before the water would be sufficiently low. 


a 


-and the Illinois shore. 


Since then no report has been received.” Iris pre- 


sumed that the condition of the river had not yet 
admitted of the necessary examination.” 

And the report of 1845 says: 

“Final views and estimates in reference to Du- 
buque harbor and the roads of Lowa cannot at this 
time be presented, as the annual report of the 
agent has not been received. After a careful ex- 
amination of the plans proposed for the improve- 
ment of this harbor, one has been approved which 
appears best suited to the case, and well adapted 
to render the earliest relief. The plan consists in 
making a short opening from the ‘basin? or har- 
bor, through a narrow island, to the ‘outer slough,’ 
which connects immediately with the main river; 
2d, in forming a partial dam at the ‘outer slough,’ 
below the mouth of the outlet, and by that means 
to throw more water into the channel by the outlet; 
3d, to dredge a deeper channel than now exists at 


‘low water within the ‘outer slough,’ and in theout- 


let itself. The operation now in progress is the 
making of the short cut from the ‘basin’ to the 
the ‘outer slough.’ When the water is at its 
lowest condition the dredging and the formation 
of the dam will be undertaken.” 

The appropriation now proposed it is considered 
will be sufficient to complete this harbor on the 
latest received and approved plan. 

"Line 87. Harbor of St. Louis. 

In the report of 1844 it was said of this harbor: 

‘¢ For this purpose a special appropriation of 
$25,000 was made during the last session. This 
harbor is threatened by two serious dangers; one, 
that the Mississippi, which is gradually encroach- 
ing upon the east bank, will eventually pass nearly 
the whole of its waters between Bloody Island and 
the Hlinois shore; and, as a consequence, destroy 
the harbor of St. Louis. The other, more distant 
in locality, but not less to be dreaded, is, that the 
Missouri, bursting through the small impediment 
which now resists its action, will carry its waters 
and those of the Upper Mississippi, through what 
is called the ‘American bottom of the State of Il- 
linois,’ again entering the oid bed of the Missis- 
sippi about — miles below St. Louis. The conse- 
quences of such a disaster are beyond calculation; 
the loss of life and property by it would probably 
be unparalleled.” 

In the report of 1845 it is said: 

“ In the report of last Fall it was remarked of this 
harbor, that several plans for its improvement had 
been submitted by the engineer in charge of the 
work; but although the bureau was willing to 
award to him all imaginable credit for his acquire- 
ments and his ingenuity, yet it could not agree 
with him in any of the plans proposed, and there- 
fore, a board of officers, consisting of Lieut. Colo- 
nel Kearny and Lieut. Colonel Long had been 
organized and ordered to meet at St. Louis to ex- 
amine the locality of the work, to revise all plans 
and estimates, and to report its own views and 
plans. 
actual cause of alarm had not been sufficiently 
considered nor adequately and directly attacked; 
but that the engineer had permitted himself 
to dwell too much. upon collateral and probable 
considerations. Every notion which might pre- 
sent itself to an ingenious mind was carefully ex- 
hibited in his reports, forming thereby valuable 
matter for the consideration of the bureau; all of 
which was duly submitted to the examination and 
revision of the board. 

‘ss The immediate danger to St. Louis harbor 
-arises from the tendency of the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi to avoid the Missouri shore at the city 
of St. Louis, and to pass between Bloody Island 
The consequences of this 
tendency are, to fill upand make shoal the harbor 
or landing at the city of St. Louis, and to open 
and deepen the passage between Bloody Island 
and the Illinois shore. We have, therefore, in 
this simple statement of the case, the evil to be 
remedied; and the evil of itself suggests the reme- 
dy, viz., the tendency of the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi to pass between Bloody Island and the 
Hlinois shore must be counteracted. It was clear 
to my mind that all works above and below the 
city, not having a direct influence upon the views 
just stated, could with propriety be postponed; be- 
cause, if the views stated could not be accom- 
plished, all works above and below were com- 
paratively useless. 

«The idea of intercepting the passage of the 
water between Bloody Island and the Illinois shore, 


It was clear to my judgment, that the | 


and thereby to coerce a passing of it: on “the Mis 
souri side of the- island; is of old ‘date. - It. will 
be found to prevail in sore of the earlist reports 
on this subject, and was, I believe, first presented 
to the consideration of the department in the form 
of a plan upon a survey of that harbor made in 
October, 1837, by Captain Robert E. Lee, (see. the 
report, plan, and drawings. of Captain Lee, printed 
as document No. 139, 2d session 25th Congress,) 
of the United States engineers, then in the. super- 
intendence of the work. This plan was to con- 
struct a dam or dike directly across the upper end 

of Bloody Island to the Illinois shore, with other . 
accessory works of revetments of shores, &c. 

This plan was afterwards adopted by a'subsequent 
superintendent of the work, but never authorized. ` 
The idea of turning the waters of the Mississippi 

into the Missouri channel was here evidently ex- 

posed; but the plan of accomplishing that idea 

was not considered the best and most practicable. 


‘Such adam offered too direct a resistance to the 


course of the stream, thereby producing conse- 
quences which could not be readily foreseen, and, 
reasoning from analogous cases elsewhere, would 
probably create other evils and entail serious con- 
sequent expenses. The water would be obstrncted 
and deflected by such a dam or dike; but the de- 
fiection would be too violent and in a wrong direc- 
tion. It should be as gentle as practicable, coin- 
ciding, as much as practicable, with the course of 
the stream. ; 

‘ The plan recommended by the president of the 
board, exhibited upon the drawing annexed to 
this report, after enumerating other accessory 
works above, was.to revet the lower and western 
side of Kerr’s Island; then. to construct a dike 
from the lower end of Kerr’s Island to the upper 
end of Bloody Island; then to revet the western 
face of the upper end of that island. 

“The objections on the part of the bureau to 
this plan, were to the extent of dike work, and of 
revetment work; to the admission of whatever 
water should pass on the slough east of Kerr’s 
Island, in the rear of the work, and between it and 
the Illinois shore; and to the consequent hazard to 
the work, and obstruction of access from the river 
to the Ilinois shore between Bloody Island and 
Kerr’s Island. These objections to the plan being 
discussed between myself and Lieutenant Colonel 
Kearny, the president of the board, after his re- 
turn to Washington with its proceedings, the con- 
clusion on my part was to recommend the follow- 
ing plan, viz: To construct a dike or dam from 
the point 12 or 13, on the Illinois shore, to the up- 
per end of Bloody Island, and to revet part of the 
western face of Bloody Island, as essential meas- 
ures to which attention in the first instance should 
be directed; and which would probably render 
other accessory measures above, and at Kerr’s 
Island unnecessary. It is, to my judgment, a 
matter of secondary importance what direction the 
channel of the river takes immediately above and 
below St. Louis; the great object in view being to 
maintain the deep water on the St. Louis side, at all 
landings of that city; and the plan now proposed, 
it is believed, will accomplish that object, at least 
lam decidedly of the opinion that the measures 
now indicated should be the first adopted; and that 
those spoken of in the various reports which have 
been before Congress, for the head of Cascarot 
Island, may be postponed until future experience 
shall indicate their necessity. The operations at 
the head of Cascarot Island have this consideration 
in view; that by erecting an obstruction from. the 
rocks on the Missouri shore, called the chain of 
rocks, sufficient to turn the principal low water 
channel, and to make it pass on the eastern side 
of Cascarot Island, it would, in passing out at the 
lower end of this island, acquire a direction to~ 
wards the St. Louis shore, and thereby aid the 
effects of the works before spoken of at Blood 
island, and render them less liable to accident. A 
would, therefore, be advisable to contemplate work 
at this point; but I think the construction may 
with safety be delayed until the works at and near 
Bloody Island have begun to exhibit their effects, 
and their need of assistance by means of any de- 
flection of the channel to be made at the chain of 
rocks. 

+‘ Two considerations seriously affect this, or any 


_other-plan of a dike: Ist. The height which it 


would be proper to raise the dike; and 2d. The 
depth which the work would probably sink in the 
bed of the river. it is evident, that if the dike 
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were raised too high, it would deflect such a mass 
of water into the St, Louis channel, and create 
thereby so violent a current, as to produce serious 
and dangerous consequences; and equally evi- 
dent, that if it be too low, it would not produce 
sufficient action in low stages of water to prevent 
deposits, Applying to these considerations. all 
the facta and reasoning at command, it was de- 
cided to limit the height of the dike to three feet 
above the low water of the river. 

‘Should experience demonstrate that a greater 
height ought to be given to the dam, the addition 
could be easily made at any futureday. In refer- 
ence to the sinking of the work in the mud of the 
river, it was decided, after careful investigation, 
that we must assume for the sinking a depth of nine 
feet. The sinking may, and probably will in 
places, be greater, which will involve a greater 
depth of dam work. The height of the dam will 
therefore involve the settling in the mud, the depth 
of water at low water, and a height of three feet 
above low water. As the work is brought in con- 
tact with the two shores—the Bloody Island and 
Illinois shores—the structure will have to be raised 
forming an abutment at each end. 

“ Bloody Island must be preserved, or the dike 
would be comparatively useless. It became, there- 
fore, necessary to anticipate the abrasion of part 
of the western shore of the island, and to provide 
against such a contingency bya suitable revetment 
of part of the western shore of the island. It is 
possible that this revetment may not be necessary, 
as the mass of the current will be thrown off from 
the island by the dikes; but agit is highly proba- 
_ ble, it is proper to provide for it, and to be ready 
to apply theremedy when and where required. A 
revetmentto protect the shore of this island, pre- 
ferred to any system of fetees, the latter for such 
a purpose are considered seriously objectionable. 

“& The material of the work to be obtained by 
contract, but the work to be put together and put 
in place by hired labor, under vigilant superin- 
tendents. . 

“ These were the general views sent to the officer 
(Capt. Cram) in charge of the work, with direc- 
tions to prepare an estimate accordingly.”’ 

During the years 1836, ’37, ’44, there was ap- 
propriated in favor of this work $75,000. The 
amount.in the bill is sufficient for the present fiscal 

ear, 
7 Recent information induces the belief that the 
work will in the end be less costly than was at 
one time anticipated. 


Line 89. Havre de Grace, Maryland. 

This is a new work, but of great importance to 
the trade of the Susquehannah. The amount is 
sufficient for the present fiscal year. 


Line 91. Breakwater structure at Great Point, 
Nantucket, Massachusetts. 

I am not informed on this subject. The plan 
and estimate, whatever they may be, are not the 
result of operations of this office. : 


Line 93. Harbor of New Bedford, Massachu- 
setts. 

Presuming this to be in continuation of former 
work at this place, the amount is sufficient for the 
present fiscal year. 

Line 95. Provincetown harbor, Massachusetts. 

This is for the continuation of old efforts, to 
prevent the drifting of the beach sand, and is con- 
sidered a valuable work; the amount in the bill is 
sufficient for the present fiscal year. 

Line 97. Wilmington, North Carolina. 

‘The amount of the bill is adequate for the sur- 
veys, but will not do much toward the improve- 
ments which will probably be required. The 
surveys are, however, an essential preliminary 
measure. 

Line 102. Harbor of Bridgeport, Connecticut. 

The amount proposed in this case is adequate 
for the present fiscal year. 


Line 104. Harbor of Savannah, Georgia. 

A valuable improvement and an old work. A 
recent survey and estimate have been made, and 
have been submitted to Congress during the pres- 
ent session, and are printed. 


Line 107. Breakwater at Stamford Ledge, Port- 
land, Maine. A : i ? 

An old and highly valuable improvement, which 
has been the object of frequent appropriations. 


Line 110. Harbor of Falmouth, Massachusetts. 


The appropriation in those will probably accom- 
plien the work, one of much value to the coasting 
trade. 

Line 113. Harbor of Providence, Rhode Island. 

The amount-in this case will, I presume, be ad- 
equate to the removal of the rock in Saukonnet 
river. 

_ Line 116. Harbor at New Castle, Delaware. 

The United States is under an obligation to keep 
the piers at this place in repair. The amount is 
sufficient for the present fiscal year. 

Line 118. Harbor at Newark, New Jersey. 

If the work at this place is the same as formerly. 
contemplated, it would be chiefly by dredging, for 
which purpose the amount in the bill is inade- 
quate. ‘The best that can be done will, however, 
be done with this amount, by instituting the most 
careful preliminary examinations before any other 
work be commenced. 7. 

Line 122. Harbor at Port Penn, &c., Delaware. 

The appropriation in this case will enable the 
piers at Port Penn to be so repaired as to cease to 
be an injury, as they now are, or. to be removed, 
But it will be of little or no aid to the contem- 
plated work at Reedy Island. It is contemplated 
to be able, at the ensuing session. of Congress, to 
present a more- connected system and a regularly 
digested plan of the works, constituting ice har- 


bors for the Delaware, so essential to the safety of |}. 


the trade of that river and bay. 

Line 125. Sand Shoal in Pamlico River. : 
_ 1 doubt if the appropriation in this case will do 
more than enable the bureau to make the required 
survey and present the necessary plan and esti- 
mate for the work. 

Line 128. Delaware Breakwater, Delaware Bay. 

A very important work, of-interest to the whole 
coasting trade. The amount is sufficient for the 
present fiscal year. 

Line 130. Harbor of Baltimore, Maryland. 

An important work, and the continuation of an 
old work. The amount is sufficient for the pres- 
ent fiseal year. 

Line 134. Repair and preservation of harbors 
on the coast of the Atlantic ocean. 

A very important appropriation, enabling the 
bureau to give that general attention and timely 
aid to these works which they so much and so 
frequently require. 

Line 136. Improvement of Hudson River. 

An old and very important improvement, which 
has been a frequent object of United States appro- 
priations. 

Line 139. St. Clair Flats. 

This is one of the most important improvements 
on the lakes; highly general in its character, 
affecting the whole lake trade from Lake Erie to 
the lakes above. It has been regularly surveyed, 
and has been the subject of frequent reports to 
Congress. The amount in the bill is sufficient for 
the present fiscal year. 

Lines 142, 144, 148, 150. Old and well-known 
subjects, and of extensive national interests. The 
amounts in the bill are sufficient for the present 
fiscal year. 

Line 152. Harbor at Stamford, Connecticut. 

The survey and estimate in this case were made 
in 1830. The estimate varies according to the 
depth of dredging, from $11,025 to $13,250. The 
appropriation proposed may do for the present fis- 
cal year, if the dredging can be done by contract. 


Line 154. Improvement of Hog-Island channel, | 


South Carolina, 

My impression is, that this work isa link in the 
military defences of that harbor. As a question of 
harbor improvement independent of that considera- 
tion, | have no knowledge of it. 

Line 157. Harbor at Manitowoc, Wisconsin. 

Line 159. Harbor at Sheboygan, Wisconsin. 

Both of these are important harbors, and would 
justify in the commencement. the appropriation of 
a greater amount foreach. Regular surveys and 
estimates have been made for each of these works, 
and will be found printed as Senate document, 
No. 179, 2d session 25th Congress. 

Line 161. Upper and Lower rapids of the Mis- 
sissippi. Soe i 

A work of great importance to the trade of that 
river, and to the development of its resources. The 
amount in the bill is sufficient for the present fiscal 
year. 


} 


Line 163. Hurlgate Channel, harbor of New 
York. i Pe ae 
Lam not aware of the plan in this case, or of the 
authority upon which the estimate for this work 
has been made. But the amount in the bill is ad- 
equate to the accomplishment of much work, ang 
to do it well. i 


Line 165. Rock in Cobscoek Bay. ere 

A survey of this bay, exhibiting the rocks at 
Falls Island, was made in 1836, and is printed as 
Senate document No. 73, 2d session 25th Con- 
gress, A reference to this report will probably 
prove that the amount in the bill will be rather in- 
adequate to accomplish the-object contemplated. 

Line 168. Harbor at Saginaw Bay. 

The amount proposed in the bill will probably** 
make a reasonable beginning: 

Line 171. Bayou la Fourche.” 

The precise plan and object in this case being 
rather unknown to me, I can only say that the 
amount in the bill is probably adequate for the 
present fiscal year. ; 

Line 173. Harbor at the mouth of Clinton River. 

The appropriation proposed in this case wilt 
certainly accomplish the survey, and. make a be- 


ginning in reference to. the improvement. 


Line 176. Harbor at Pultneyville, New York. 
_The amount proposed is sufficient for a begin- 


ning. 

Line 179. Harbor at the mouth of Black River, 
Michigan. 

A very important improvement. The survey 
and estimate were communicated to the Senate 
this session, and are printed as document, No. 20,” 
Senate. It might well justify a commencing ap- 
propriation of double the amount stated in the bill. 

Line 182. Survey of the harbor at Beaufort, 
North Carolina, &c. The amount in this case 
will probably accomplish the survey directed to 
be made. 

Line 186. Survey of the Sauk and Pike rapids. 
The amount is presumed to be sufficient. 

Live 191. Survey. of the Delta of the Missis- 
sippi. The object is of great importance, The 
amount of the bill is sufficient. pa 

Line 195. Suryey of the harbor of Mobile. 
This is very necessary in order to ascertain the 
effects of former work, and the propriety of pur- 
suing former plans for the improvement of this 
harbor, or of changing them. 

Line 199. Improvements and further survey. 
of the harbor at Richmond city, Virginia, and the 
James River. An important and interesting im- 
provement, for which survey and plan were once 
made, The resurveys directed in the ‘bill are 
very essential. 

Line 203. Snag boats, &c., for waters of Texas. 
Very essential. At present without any means of 
doing anything for that extensive coast, and its 
many interesting harbors. 

Line 206. Removal of Middle Rock, in the 


i harbor of New Haven, Connecticut. 


The amount proposed in the bill is presumed 
to be sufficient for the purpose. f 
Respectfully submitted, 
J. J. ABERT, Col. Corps T. E. 
Hon. C. M. Conran, Secretary of War. Bureau 
or TOPOGRAPHICAL EncineErs. 
September 12th, 1850. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House, as in Committee of the Whole, 
again proceeded to the consideration of the Naval 
Appropriation Bill. 

Mr. EWING resumed the floor, and said: 

It was not my purpose to have addressed the 
committee on thisall-important subject of the steam 
mail service of the United States, from my want 
of connection with either of the separate commit- 
tees of the House within whose sphere its inves- 
tigation would appropriately fall. The facilities 
for its examination have not been fully afforded, 


| or my mind brought to its appreciation. 


Finding, however, after a delay of twenty-four 
hours, that no other person of more information is 
anxious to give his views to the committee, and 
that able addresses have been delivered against the 
policy of further connection of the Government 
with foreign steam mail service, it may not be 
inappropriate on my part to submit a few reflec- 


*The bill says, “ Bayou la Fource, in the Mississippt 
river.” This is an error. It should read, “Bayou: la 
Fourche, in the State of Louisiana.” : 
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tions on this subject, leaving, their adoption er 
rejection to the enlightened judgment of the mem- 
bers of the House, ; i 

lt ought never to be forgotten by the statesmen 
who direct the destinies of our Republic, that we 
cannot. stand still whilst the civilized world is 
moving forward with such fearful rapidity alt 
around us. We, have assumed our stand among 

_ the nations of the earth. We have recently ač- 
quired a vast addition to our territory, and now 
the hopes and welfare of twenty millions of peo- 
ple are embarked in our vessel of State. The 
energies of our citizens have no parallel in the 
history of the world. Our commerce covers every 
sea, We are immense producers, and our manu- 
facturing interests are moving forward with gigan- 

“fic strides. H we intend to afford a fair opportu- 
nity for the development of thesé interests, and 
their protection in the future, we must, to.a_limit- 
ed-extent, follow the policy of England and France 
in opening new marts for our productions, and 
new fields for the employment. of our shipping. 
We must have a sufficient navy to protect our 
commercial.marivie against the pirates and savages 
of the distant seas and islands where our hardy 
seamen. have penetrated, and we must be reason- 
ably prepared for any sudden emergency of war 
which may threaten us from the powerful and civ- 
ilized nations of Europe. 

I do not believe in the unlimited application of 
the maxim, “that in peace it is our duty to pre- 
pare for war,” either in public or private life; for 
this accumulation of the means for human destruc- 
tion frequently creates a belligerent feeling on the 
part of those who are thus forearmed. But we 
cannot close our eyes to the national danger of 
having a rich commerce floating on the ocean with 
no sufficient power to shield it from sudden and 
total destruction; euch a ‘position of our Govern- 
ment would vastly diminish its importance in all 
its negotiations, and the happening of the misfor- 
tune would paralyze our energies and bring bank- 
ruptcy and ruim upon thousands of happy and 
opulent families. İf it is possible to avoid this 
dangerous condition of public affairs, and to con- 
nect the preparation for war with the peaceful pur- 
suits‘of commerce and the diffusion of knowledge, 
certainly this happy union of diverse and desirable 
objects is a fortunate discovery of modern science 
and amply worthy of our consideration. 

The policy of Great Britain, France, and Rus- 
sia, in regard to the creation of an efficient steam 
marine, cannot be misunderstood. They have 
entered efficiently upon the building and employ- 
ment of this important arm of service. Great 
Britain has now in commission one hundred and 
ninety-nine steamers thatare used in her mail sys- 
tem or attached to her marine. France has sixty- 
four steamers, and Russia thirty-two. Great 
Britain aid France havé adopted the plan of con- 
structing ships for use in the mail and transporta- 
tion service with the. supposed. facility of being 
readily converted into vessels of war. They are 
laboriously searching out points over the whole 
civilized world with which they may connect 


themselves, and are carrying the mails of a large ` 


portion of the four continents, thus controlling to 
a great extent the transportation and commerce of 
these distant ports and harbors. The United States 
have but eighteen steamers in-all,and of these only 
six are war steamers, and the remainder employed 
in our mail service; yet we have a larger com- 
mercial mariae than France, and will probably in 
a few years excel England herseif in this branch 
of progress and wealth. 

Ít is a universally admitted fact, that the whole 
system and tactics of naval warfare have been and 
are now undergoing radical changes from the ap- 
plication of steam power to ocean vessels. What 
may be the full extent of this revolution, it will 
be impossible fully to divine, until a long naval 
war between two large maritime Powers shall de- 
velop all its advantages. Many persons of great 
information and experience are impressed with the 
belief that but a: few years will elapse before the 
old line of battle ships and frigates will be super- 
peled entirely by steam vessels, and the mode of 
warfare changed. However this may be, those 
who are most strongly wedded to the present 
naval system are williag to admit the vast benefits 
derivauie to the navy from the use of steam ves- 
sels of war, and the hopelessness of carrying on any 
future mariime contest without their assistance. 
Indeed, it must be evident to all, that in carrying . 


| burnt in the harbor of Gibraltar. 
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dispatches or orders, in chasing the commerce of 
an enemy; in towing ships into line, either for a, 
bombardment or a fight between squadrons, and 
in various other important departments, steam ves- 
sels are indispensable. 

I think, then, if we are to be governed by the 
wants of our commerce or the necéssities of our 
navy, it may be fairly assumed that an increase 
of our steam vessels is absolutely necessary, and 
that the only legitimate subject of discussion is as 
to the mode of the addition. Shall we build 
steamers for war purposes alone? or shall we con- 
nect them with the postal and commercial service? 

The experience of our Governmentin the build- 
ing and navigation of war steamers has not been 
free from mortification and disappointment. We 
have not attained the speed of efficiency in the 
vessels which was confidently expected, and a 
cloud of misfortune has attended our experiments. 
The Missouri, on almost her first voyage, was 


after a single trip to Havana, has been placed in 
the dock, and is now undergoing serious repairs; 
and itis very doubtful whether, with her arma- 
ment, she can ever carry coal enough to last her 
through a long voyage. These misfortunes and 
defects have resulted, no doubt measurably, from 
some want of skill in our shipbuilders, and expe- 
rience in the crews of the vessels, which may 
finally be obviated by time and knowledge. 
There aré, however, two almost insuperable objec- 
tions to any large increase of cur steam vessels of 
war, which can never be remedied, viz., their ex- 
pense and inutility except for war purposes. Gen- 
temen tell us of the expense of building and sailing 
vessels connected with the postal and commercial 
marine of the country. They enter into minute 
calculations of the various sums paid out for our 
mail steamers, and they dwell in terms of reproach, 
on the million of dollars which is annually ex- 
pended in these ocean steamers. Sir, this is a 
dangerous objection in their mouths. 
would be the annual expense of thirty or forty 
mail steamers, owned by individuals and supported 
to some extent by yearly appropriations, as com- 
pared with the building, navigation, provisioning, 
and repairs of a like number of war steamers? It 
would cost twenty millions for their construction; 
the wages of the officers and crew, with their stores 
and provisions, the repairs on the vessseis, the an- 
nual interest on the original expenditure, and the 
certain loss of their whole cost from decay inthe 
course of ten or fifteen years, would form a fright- 
ful picture in the case of war steamers; whilst 
the only loss to the Government in those of the 
mail system, (€xcept in cases of misfortune to the 
contractors,) would be the difference between the 
postal returns and the annual appropriations tor 
the service. 

The second objection to their construction, when 
contrasted with those of the postal line, is still more 
obvious. Itis a melancholy thought, applicable to 
all our vessels of war, that they are built and used 
mainly, if not wholly, for the destruction of hu- 
man life and property; their mission is one of 
biood and vengeance; when they perish, their best 
epitaph is, that they have proudly upheld the flag 
of our country in many a well-fought fight, and 
have vomited slaughter and death upon its foes. 
This may be alt necessary in the present condition 
of society, and, toa limited extent, may long re- 
main so; but if we could change their uses upon 
all ordinary occasions, into messengers of peace 
and harmony—if we could make them useful for 
the diffusion of knowledge, the increase of com- 
merce, and the transportation of passengers, it is 
cértainly our duty to do so, and thus also incident- 
ally destroy the. belligerent feeling created by the 
possession of a vast navy, bristling over with ar- 
tillery and seamen. 

‘This brings us to the main subject of our inves- 
tigation: Can an efficient steam marine be created 
which shali serve the purposes of peace and war? 
If it were proper to do so, f might assume that 
this question had already been decided in England, 
F.ance, and the United States; they have ali built 


and placed in actual service, vessels required by | 


law to be convertible, on short cotice, into war 
steamers, and which have passed as such from the 
hands of the ablest naval constructors in the world. 
ic may be that these scientific and practical men 
have mistaken their powers, and that the experi- 
ence of war may demonstrate the fallacy of their 
experiment. There is, however, it may be re- 
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marked, no safer guide in this world, for the ad= 
vance of the multitude, than to follow’ the lamps” 
of those who have explored furthest in the arcana” 
of science.. Ido not wish, however, to evade‘the i 
argament of the question by any such assumption, | 
and shall proceed to answer, as far as necessary, | 
the objections which have ‘been urged.. It is.sards: 
that the decks of our mail steamers will never bear: 
the recoil of the broadside from heavy gons, and. 
hence they will be useless in war. If this state- 
ment was true, it would only follow. that the: re- 
moval of these decks would be necessary, and the 
substitution of others stronger and stouter, “Their 
removal could be speedily effected, even if they 
were inserted into the keel of the ships; but as it 
is probable in future they would only be screwed 
on, this difficulty would then become still more 
shadowy and unreal. f i 
There can be no valid pretence that the keels of 
the vessels are not strong enough to bear any 
recoil of artillery, when they sustain the con- 
vulsive and continued motion of engines of four- 
teen hundred horse power, and weighing seven 
or eight hundred tons. The delay of substituting 
stronger decks would not unfit them for the emer- 
gencies of war,and would only occasion a slight 
additional expense. It might and would be very 
dangerous to await the long and tedious operation 
of constructing ships during a period of war; bat 
if the Government possessed the means, bya lim- ` 
ited expenditure, of placing itself in a formidable 
position, it might well neglect the additional ex- 
pense of such a movement. oe 
There is, however, no foundation in experience 


for the assertion, that the decks of mail steamers are 


too slight for sustaining an armament.“ It is stated 
as a fact, that after the construction of the ship 
Georgia, and whilst she was receiving her bed 
plate, weighing forty tons, it fell through a space 
of ten or twelve feeton her deck, and yet there 
was no crash or apparent strain of her timber. 
This circumstance speaks volumes in favor of the 
strength of her decks, and the improbability. of 
their being seriously injured by a discharge of ar- 
tillery. 

It may reasonably be doubted, however, whether 
steamships will ever be used for the carriage of 
gung sufficient for the discharge of a broadside; 
and without meaning to investigate this question 
fully, it may be assumed as probable, that they 
will only carry heavy guns on the bow and stern, 
to be used mainly in the chase. This would cer- 
tainly be their most usual and efficient employment, 
even if their capacities should finally be tested in 
a higher line of service. ae’ 

We are told, again, that the aid of Government 
to individuals creates a monopoly, and drives off 
competition, which render the service dearer and 
the accommodation less. This would bea serious 
objection if it were well founded. But is it true 
that we have established, or propose to do so, any 
lines that would be filled by individuals? If we 
were to-day to withdraw all assistance from our 
contractors, and leave them prostrate, their places 
would not be supplied by individual enterprise. 
The only effect of such rashness. would be. to 
throw our mail system entirely into the’hands of 
the English, and give them the carriage of the 
mails of the world. Great Britain will never re- 


‘cede from her enterpr.se until she girdles the globe 


with her steamers, and shows the line of their 
smoke along every point and headland of the 
world. We can only supplant her efforts by: imi- 
tating her policy. Whatever nation of the earth 
carries the mails and visits the ports of the conti« 
nents, musl, in a great degree, control their cum- 
merce and guide their destiny. loterested as we 
are now in the fate of the West India islands and 
the whole of Southern America—claiming as we 
do, to some extent, the guardianship of this hems 
isphere, and its protection against the policy and 
colonization of Kurope—it would be madness in- 
deed if we were to surrender into the hands of our 
most dreaded -rival the control of the mails and 
commerce of the very region to be protected. 
Independent of the competition with British 
governmental steamers, it is very doubtful whether 
any profitable investment could be made by indi- 
viduals on any one of our mail lines except those 
to Chagres and San Francisco. The employment 
of steam vessels is very expensive—the cost of 
construction, the annual expenditure, and their 
early loss and decay, form a combination of difi- 
culties which would greatly deter’ persons from 
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risking their capital in such hazardous and. uncer- 
tain enterprises. To say the least of tke project, 
it would be dangerous to all our interests in Cali- 
fornia and Oregon, to prostrate our’ mail service 
and cripple our intercourse with. that distant por- 
tion of the Union. We are told that the postal 
returns from these mail routes have been very 
inadequate to their expense, and that the new lines 
about to be proposed from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs will be still more objectionable on this 
score. If these assertions were true, it would only 
cast us back orf a principle which is now receiving 
favor throughout the Union, that the diffusion of 
information through the mails is as legitimate a 
charge upon the general revenues of the Govern- 
ment as any other branch of the service. It would 
be strange, indeed, in this era of christianity and 
civilization, that it should be deemed entirely 
proper to waste fifteen millions of dollars annually 
in the support of an army and navy, whose ap- 
propriate functions are to destroy life and property, 
whilst a single million is grudgingly withheld from 
the cultivation of friendly relations with foreign 
nations, and the spread of their literature amongst 
our people. If such is the decision of Congress, 
in the name of my country, I appeal from its en- 
forcement to those whose interests are thus fatally 
betrayed. We may for many long years be com- 
pelled to pay our money for soldiers and seamen 
to guard our coasts and territories, and so long as 
it is necessary, my voice shall never be raised in 
opposition to their proper support and mainte- 
nance; but I earnestly trust that the time has for- 
ever passed away, when they will be regarded as 
favorite employees of Government, or that the 
principle will be sustained as orthodox, that the 
main business of society is to provide implements 
for its own destruction. No, no; the main object of 
our Government is peace and the diffusion of its 
blessings. War is a possible thing, and therefore 
must be provided for as a contingency. But the 
bulk of our revenues must, in the future, be em- 
ployed in the enlarged and liberal advancement 
of civilization and the arts and sciences of life. 

Is it true, however, that our mail steamers have 
yielded little or no pecuniary returns for their out- 
lay? We have no data in regard to the Bremen 
line of steamers, and, therefore, all the assertions 
as to their losses are idle and conjectural. But we 
do know, from authentic returns, that the Chagres 
and Panama lines have in the last year yielded 
from their postage on letters and papers within a 
few thousand dollars of the amount annually paid 
to them by the Government. The increase in their 
returns has been almost magical, and if it should 
continue in like proportion fora few years.longer, 
will enable us to put the postage for California and 
Oregon on a similar basis with that now adopted 
throughout the restof the Union. There isone gen- 
eral truth, moreover, applicable to all new enter- 
prises of this character, which seems to be totally 
forgotten by their opponents—it requires time and 
experience to give them any fair experiment. Man- 
kind cannot and will not certainly appreciate the 
advantages of any new system. Radial changes 
in the avenues of information and commerce are 
always more or less gradual, Butwhen the stream 
fairly commences its flow, it rushes on with contin- 
ually accelerated force and volume until the channels 
are filled and the banks often overflowed by its vio- 
lence. Let us wait patiently, then, for the fult test of 
time, and it will be soon enough to abandon the sys- 
tem When its effects are fully discerned. Nations 
exist through long ages, and if their existence is 
ever rendered perpetual, it must be by a cautious 
but firm adherence to the advice of the great Apos- 
tle, “ that we should try all things, and hold fast to 
that which is best. ”? 

Having now, Mr. Chairman, passed rapidly 
over the arguments urged against the general 
principle of the employment by the Government 
of mail steamers convertible into those of war, 
I shall devote the remainder of my time to a par- 
ticular investigation *of the merits of the plan in- 
troduced by the committee for a connection with 
the coast of Africa. Two benefits proposed by 
this scheme stand prominently forward, and chal- 
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| objects of pity, loathing, and inferiority, whether 
| resident on the banks of the Hudson or the Mis- i 


| hitherto in operation. 


lenge our undivided attention—the transporta- 
tion of free blacks from our coast to Liberia, and 
the partial civilization of southern Africa. Are 
these worthy objects, and susceptible of accom- 
plishment by the means proposed? These are 
questions of -vast and thrilling interest in what- 
ever light they are viewed. ft isa fact, universally 
admitted in the North and South, that free persons 
of color are doomed to hopeless inferiority and 
degradation so long as they remain within the 
limits of the United States. “There is an instinct- 
ive and almost universal repulsion between them | 
and the whites throughout the whole extent of the | 
Union. Separated from the dominant race by 
original and distinctive marks in their physical 
organization, the difference of color completes the | 
division, and renders the line of demarcation for- 
ever impassable. Whatever may be the arguments 
against such a state of opinion or society, the i 
fact remains, far beyond the reach of reason or 
authority; and bitter indeed are its fruits to both 
races, but more particularly to the free blacks. 
It is almost immaterial to them in what section 
of the country they are located, they are equally 


sissippi. Crowded together in our large cities they i 
perform all the menial services of life, and are : 
most’ frequently found in the sewers of squalid | 
filth and penury. There are, no doubt, numerous ; 
exceptions to this general rule; but one feature of | 
their melancholy history is universal—they fill | 
no stations of honor, they exercise no employ- || 
ments of trust or profit, and the great objects of |! 
life, ambition, fame, improvement, and progress, || 
are to them shadows without any corresponding | 
substance. They can have no esprit de corps, no | 
nation, no name, and resemble very greatly the 
wandering Gypsies who once overspread modern | 
Europe. The evils of such a position are incal- | 
culable, and its misery is darkened by the hope- | 
lessness of change. Year after year they fill the | 
records of crime and increase the great calendar | 
of iniquity. In the southern States their presence | 
is dangerous alike to the peace of the slave and 
the white man; they have been connected more or 
less with all the attempted insurrections in that 
quarter of the Union; their immunity from forced 
labor is a standing reproach to the slave, and 
causes them often to grieve for a position which 
is really far more unhappy than that of slavery 
itself. This picture is not overcharged, and its 
living features are daily presented in all sections 
of thecountry. If we can, then, radically alter its |! 
lineaments, and this can only be done by the ex- |! 
patriation of these persons, it is certainly our duty || 
to give every possible scheme for their removal | 
our utmost consideration. i 
It is not proposed by the plan of the Committee | 
on Naval Affairs to enforce their -transportation | 
against their consent. Such a law would proba- | 
bly be unconstitutional on the part of Congress, | 
and certainly inhuman in its operation on the pop- 
| 
i 
t 
| 
i 


ulation to whom it was applied; the whole system 
is voluntary, and intended as one of beneficence | 
and mercy. 

Three steamers are intended to ply alternately 
every three months from the ports of New York, 
Baltimore, and New Orleans, touching at other | 
points for the reception of passengers. They are |! 
to be amply fitted for the accommodation of those |} 


transported, with their baggage and provisions. |! 
They will carry and bring letters from those in | 
Africa to their brethren in America, and vice || 
versa, so that information will be widely diffused |! 
as to the benefits of the colonization, and their || 
mode of treatment on their voyage. a f 


It is said, Mr. Chairman, that but comparatively | 


few free blacks have as yet been induced to emi- | 
grate, and that this scheme will prove idle and | 
illusory, from the same causes which have been 
This assertion is hazarded 
without due reflection as to the changes to be pro- | 
duced in the inclination of men by the diffusion of | 
information from Liberia, with the speedy and | 
pleasant means of transit to its shores. i 
Notwithstanding all the noble efforts of our Col- | 


| the proffered boon is refus 


onization Society to-enlighten the understanding 
of free negroes in: regard tothe location, products, - 
and climate of Liberia, it still remains to them a 
terra incognito. “The length: and ‘infrequency -of 
voyages to that country, vasily diminishes their 
interest in the whole matter. - It is impossible.to 
impress strongly on the minds of ighorant persons 
the character or value of any object, unless through 
sight. They listen to tales of wealth and splen+ 
dor, from the mouths of those who are better in- 
formed, but when they are required to prove their 
faith by action, and desert the only home they have 
ever known, for one from which a chance traveler 
has now and then returned, it is not strange that 
, and even slavery at 
home preferred to this distant exile. If our steam- 
ships should be enabled to make four or five voy- 
ages anuually to the coast of Africa, bringing back 
samples of its productions, with letters from those 
who have emigrated, commending its soil, climate, 


| and productions—if those wha have resided there 


for years, should revisit their native land, andgive 
living evidence tọ their brethren of the happiness 
and wealth to be acquired by removal] to Liberia, — 
these considerations must and would operate pow~ 
erfully upon our resident blacks. The immigration 
at first would probably be slow and hesitating, but 
after a few hundred individuals had been persuad- 
ed to embark, the same causes which now oper- 
ate in doubling European emigration to our shores 
would hasten the departure of numbers. One 
member of a family having gone, would induce the 
remainder soon to follow, and thus thousands 
would at length be ready and willing to retrace 
their steps towards their ancestral land. 

If I should be mistaken in these views, and but 
few blacks who are now free can ever be induced’ 
to emigrate, there is one result which would be 
certain. In all the southern Statea, (after the es- 
tablishment of this line of steamers,) emancipation 
would be entirely predicated on the consent of 
the slaves to their emigration to Liberia. This 
is even now the established policy of many of the 
southern States, including my own; but it would 
be most rigorously enforced if there were a cheap, 
convenient, and expeditious.mode for their trans-. 
portation. The most liberal and philanthropic 
masier, on giving the boon of freedom, might 
well insist on placing his freed men in a situa- 
tion that would finally be most advantageous to 
themselves, and not incompatible with the safety 
of those of his own race and kindred. What 
ever may be the disposition of the citizens of 
other slave States, | can speak for many of those 
of my own State (Tennessee) in saying, that if 
they could get clear of their slaves on terms of. 
humanity and policy to their State, they would. 
readily do so. Within my own district, in the 
last twenty years, very many negroes have been 
emancipated in the face of our stringent Jaws on 
the subjgct; hundreds more would have’ been dis- 
charged, if there had been any avenues opened for 
their safe and happy removal from the country. 
Persons of wealth dying without children, and 
having long been connected with their servants 
as their masters and guardians, feel oftentimes an 


i invincible repugnance to scattering their slaves 


amongst collateral relations, thus breaking up 
family ties, and rending asunder the hallowed as- 
sociations of a lifetime. In all these cases, eman- 
cipation and transportation would be an agreeable 


‘and happy mode of avoidirg the difficulty, if it 
| could be accomplished with humanity to the slaves 


themselves. 3 

The State of Tennessee, for very many years; 
paid ten dollars g head for the transportation of 
each free black to the coast of Africa.. She was 
reluctantly compelled, a few years since, to repeal 


|| this salutary law, in order to prevent the-fell spirit 


of abolitiunism from visiting us under’ the guise 
of colonization. If, however, our citizens could 
be satisfied that everything was bone fide, and 


'i colonization alone intended, she would gladly re- 


new her policy. Virginia has appropriated forty 
thousand dollars annually -to the same noble ob- 
ject. Maryland has herself a separate colony on 
the coast of Africa, and all the other States of thé 
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Union, whether slave or free, have adopted, or no 
donbt will adopt, the same liberal course of policy. 
: These views may, and no doubt will, be regard- 
ed as heterodox by many of my southern friends. 
They are, however, the result of my deepest 
conviction, and sofar from being dangerous or 
inimical to the institution of slavery, their appli- 
cation and extension into practice is its only true 
safeguard and protection. My only answer, there- 
fore, to themn is in the language of the great Apostle: 
‘After the way that some call heresy, | worship 
the God of my fathers.” 

The exploration and civilization of Southern 
Africa has jong been a favorite scheme of philan- 
thropy with the best spirits of Great Britain and 
the United States. Pity and remorse for the in- 
numerable wrongs perpetrated upon her barbarous 
and ‘simple. children have greatly increased this 
noble feeling. The map of her country has been 
rolled up almost from the foundation of the world; 
she has no history, and scarcely a tradition. Now 
and then-a solitary and, adventurous traveler has, 
at the risk of his life, penetrated her interior, and 
brought back wondrous tales of her population, 
habits, and customs; but these feeble lights have 
given only a glimpse of the truth, and left us more 
anxious to change and ameliorate her condition. 
The English have made settlements and acquired | 
territory in the neighborhood of the Cape of Good | 
Hope, and are gradually extending their power 
and influence in all the surrounding country. We 
have established a feeble colony at Liberia, which, 
under the voluntary and munificent patronage of | 
a few leading men, is now slowly and painfully 
extending itself into the interior of the peninsula. 
It has been amply shown by the able report of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, [Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee,] that the soil 
of this region is very fertile, and that it will and 
may produce articles fit and proper for sale and 
transportation. Coffee, d yewoods, ginger, arrow- 
root, potatoes, and tropical fruits, can be grown to 
an almost unlimited extent, and the genial clime 
will reproduce several times during the year. The 
climate is admirably fitted for the negro race, and 
hitherto, in the intercourse with the barbarous tribes 
of the country, peaceful civilization has preserved 
a preponderance. Instead of our free blacks sinking 
back into the barbarism of their ancestral land, the 
native tribes have advanced in the career of civili- 
zation and improvement. The great danger to our 
Liberian colony isin the fact, that this happy re- 
sult may not be continued, and they may finally 
beoverwhelmed in barbarism from their unre- 
strained intercourse with their neighbors. Only 
semi-civilized themselves, and so far removed from 
the sustaining power and influence of the whites, 
it:is a melancholy but not impossible event, that 
they may be swallowed up in the barbarie dark- 
ness that overspreads the land. Their only shield 
against such a catastrophe will consist in their fre- 
quent intercourse with our shores, and the constant 
infusion of new elements. of population from their 
former homes. It would be a burning shame upon 
our Republic, if the light of this infant colony 
should be extinguished from the parsimony and 
neglect of its parent. We now pay a large sum, 
under the treaty of Washington in 1843, gor sus- 
tainiag a fleet on the African coast, in order to ! 
prevent the slave trade; yet it is of but little prac- 
tical use in accomplishing this object, whilst it is 
notorious that the Liberian colonists, by negotia- 
tion and purchase, have broken up several slave 
markets, and done much to cast discredit on the 
whole trade through their connection with the 
native tribes. 

‘The committee of the English House of Com- 
mons were equally divided in opinion at their last 
session, on the policy and propriety of further 
maintaining their fleets on the coast of Africa for 
the restraint of the slave trade. So many disad- 
vantages have attended this system, and so little 
has been accomplished by it in the great cause of 
humanity, that public opinion is already staggered 
in England, and may shortly be altogether changed. 
H so, colonization would then remain ag the only 
stake which philanthropy could play in this great 
game for human amelioration and happiness. 

Having thus hastily glanced at the two promi- 
nent advantages to be achieved by what is here 
familiarly known as the “ Ebony line,” and de- 
monstrated, as far as in my power, their inherent 
good, and the general feasibility of their accom- 
plishment, it only remains to say a few more words 


| discussed by other gentlemen on that floor. 


| governed by adue regard to the merits of the 


! yielded» to him) made a few remarks, which, 
! owing to his position, the Reporter was unable to 
| hear. 


il as that was concerned; and they would probably 
agree, too,in what he was. about to say, that so far. 
as these various Hines of mail steamers were con- 
cerned, he, for one, intended. to vote for or agains’ 
any or all of them according to what might appear: 
| to be the merits of such line when presented for 
the consideration of that Honse. At present he* 
did ‘not think it necessary to go into’'any such gen: 
eral discussion on the subject of mail steamers.as 
some gentlemen had deemed’ proper to indulge in. 
Nevertheless, that he believed thatall had been said 
in reference to this proposed African line was uù- 
doubtedly pertinent to the subject that was imme- 
diately before the House, because notice had-been 
given by the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs that he intended to. offer ar 
amendment embracing a proposition for the estab- 
lishment of such a line; and all that he had to say 
in relation to that was, that having given the sub-- 
| ject some consideration, both in the committee ang 
ont of it, the gentleman did introduce his amend- 
ment he was prepared to vote for it. a, 
But what he wished more particularly to speak 
of at this time—what he desired especially to in- 
vite the attention of the committee to, was a gens 
eral view of the naval bill as it was brought for- 
| ward, proposing appropriations for that branch of 
i the public service. There had been a discussion 
‘| of some two days upon this naval appropriation: 
i bill, and except an incidental allusion—consisting 
for the most part, he believed, of attacks upon it—- 
but little had been said concerning the bill itself, 
orany of its details. This was the only opportunity 
i that had been presented to him to make any re- 
marks in reference to the bill, and as a member of 
the Naval Committee, he purposed'now, in as brief: 
a manner as possible, to submit some remarks to 
| the House and to the country in regard to the bill 
in its general features. And he did so for the pur- 
pose of replying to the assumptions and charges 
which were continually being made, that of all the 
branches of the public service, that which ealled 
for the most extravagant, the most enormous, ang 
therefore improper appropriations, was the navy. 
Sir, (continued Mr. S.,} 1 do not believe it to be so. 
| And now let me ask the attention of the committee 
to a few considerations connected with the bill, and 
struggle for their success. the items of appropriation which the bill contains. 
Mr. SCHENCK said, he should not detain the || Ft is the fashion, sir, to abuse the navy. It is 
committee by entering into a discussion as to the || the fashion to attack the appropriations for the 
propriety of adopting any of the amendments || navy. Every one who takes the trouble to observe 
which had been proposed to this bill. He should || the proceedings of Congress at all must be aware, 
neither discuss the proposition for establishing a || that in a popular body like this there must always 
line of steamers to run to the coast of Africa, nor i| be some safety-valve through which the surplus 
any other proposition in relation to the mailservice; || steam and gas may expend itself. Sometimes the 
at this time. That subject had been thoroughly || subject of cavil and complaint is one thing and 
So || sometimes another. Just now it happens to be, 
far as the African line was concerned, he would || with certain gentlemen, the navy. Eremember that 
say, however, that there were gentlemen in that || there was once—it was before | had a seat in this 
House, from all sections of the Union, who could || body—a characteristic expression of John Quincy 
not discover in the establishment of that line the || Adams, introduced into one of his messages to 
bugbear which seemed to present itself to the |; Congress, that brought down all the accumulated 
mind of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. || wrath of the Democracy. He spoke of a light- 
Vewasxe.] It was sufficient for him at present to || house in the sky, asa figurative expression for a 
say in regard to that line, that if the amendment | National Observatory, or something of that sort. 
providing for its establishment should be proposed, |; Well, sir, the phrase was reéchoed everywhere 
he would vote for it, or if the proposition were || from the stump, as if it had been some enormous 
brought forward in a separate bill, he would vote | thing that must necessarily shake the Republic to 
for it. Butin saying this, he did not wish to be | its very centre—as if it was something that was 
understood as committing himself as to any par- | going to endanger the liberties of the people. It 
ticular plan in regard to any line of mail steamers. || was made to answer the purpose of good Demo- 
He should reserve to himself the privilege of being | cratic thunder for several years. In the progress 
| of reason, however, and good sense, the Congress 
plan proposed. They had had, yesterday, from |) of the United States, under the name of a depot of 
the gentleman from Missouri, an extended history |; charts, established a National Observatory; and it 
of the whole system of ocean mail steamers. And || was found that we had scientific men among the 
that gentleman, not finding a proposition actually | officers of our navy. Some of them were detailed 
before the House in relation to the subject, either | to the discharge of duty in this Observatory; and 
‘in the shape of an amendment or of a provision ` the result of their labors has been to furnish a 
of the bill itself, had gone aside to find wind-mills ‘| large addition to the stock of scientific information 
to combat with, in the memorial that had hereto- || for the benefit of the whole world. Latterly we 
fore been presented to the House. ‘| have heard nothing more about light-houses in the 
Mr. PHELPS (the door being temporarily || sky. The theme had served its purpose, and been 
; abandoned. After awhile it became the fashion to 
abuse the Military Academy at West Point, as an 
nstitution where young lordlings were educated 
and prepared to oppress with iron-heel the people 
of this country, with a great deal of similar trash, 
which it is not necessary to repeat. It was harped 
upon to a great extent by gentlemen whe were in 
from the gentleman, however, that he did not con- 1 want of some such hobby, and a great quantity of 
sider either of these two schemes as among those || Democraticthunder was expended upon that theme. 
that he regarded as visionary. The gentleman from |; By and by we had a war with Mexico, and it was 
Missouri and himself would probably agree-so far || found that this Military Academy, which had been 


on the details of this particular measure. It is pro- 
posed by the contractors for this new line, to carry 
to the shores of Africa from fifteen hundred to 
twenty-five hundred free persons of color on each 
trip, to be paid ten dollars a head for each person 
from the Colonization Society or the States, and 
forty, thousand dollars per trip from the General 
Government. They aretocarryand bring the mails 
from Africa, to touch on their return at some. de- 
signated ports on the Mediterranean, and at Liver- 
pool or London. The expenses of their voyages 
will be far greater than any compensation received 
either for free negroes or transportation of the 
mails. But they hope to reimburse themselyes by 
emigrant passengers from Europe, and other sources 
of emolument. These hopes may fail, and the 
whole scheme may be sunk. We are entering 
upon an untried ocean, and can only look dimly 
through the vista of coming years. But the pros- 
pect is fair, and the probability in favor of success. 
‘This is all that can ever be predicated of any new 
enterprise; and when the object is good and suc- 
cess probable, we ought never to hesitate, and sink 
back upon our doubts and fears. ; 
If we should fail now, my motto, so far as the 
general objects are concerned, would still be, ** nil 
desperandum est.” If we cannot colonize Africa, 
and send our free negroes there, we must try the 
West India Islands, and search along the whole 
coast of South America, for some point where we 
may plant our standard and make homes for these 
unfortunate persons. They cannot go on increasing | 
in our midst without danger to us and misery to | 
them. Itis the part, therefore, of statesmen and 
philanthropists. to provide a speedy and effectual 
remedy for this evil. We may spend millions in | 
these attempts, but we are now continually wasting | 
our means on inferior objects of policy, and ought 
not to shrink from those which are so much nobler 
and better. Whatever may be the course of others 
on these subjects, my policy is fixed; and so long 
as my voice is heard in the national councils, itshall | 
still be raised in the cause of philanthropy and the | 
advancement of human happiness. The modes of 
their accomplishment may be feeble and_unsatis- 
factory, but the sweet remembrance will remain, 
of having dared to do all that became a man in the 


H 


H 


Mr. SCHENCK (resuming) said, it certainly 
appeared to him that the gentleman from Missouri : 
was wrong in the course of argument which he | 


had presented yesterday. He was glad to hear |; 


i 
H 
j 
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a continual topic of abuse on ‘this floor, and the 
appropriations for the support of which~barely es- 
caped defeat, furnished to the country capable and 
accomplished officers—men who were the most 
efficient in service, and, consequently, came again 
into such repute that we have since that period 
heard only occasional whispers of disapprobation, 
faint and few, and far between. I remember; too, 
that the Smithsonian Institution was at firstregarded 
by some as a fair subject of attack,.and a quantity 
of thunder was bestowed upon it, as being another 
of the aristocratic institutions of the age. But 
when it came to be considered that it took nothing 


out of the Treasury, and that it would not come | 


year after year asking appropriations from Con- 
gress; that it was founded by the munificence of a 
gentleman abroad who took this method of show- 
ing the confidence he felt in the institutions of this 
country, gentlemen drew back, and we heard no 
more groans. and no more clamor on that subject. 
And without recapitulating all the hobbies, 
great and small, which have been ridden by eco- 
nomical gentlemen, here is the navy, year after 
year, session after session, comes in for its share 
Of this sort of abuse. Well, sir, there is some 
plausibility in the attacks that are made on the 
navy appropriation bill, founded on the fact that, 
judging from the aggregate amount of the appro- 
priations contained in that bill, it seems to be the 
most expensive branch of the public service, how- 
ever necessary and however large the benefit to be 
derived from it. The aggregate amount of ap- 


propriations contained in the bill is certainly very | 


large; but it will be found that a very large 
proportion of those appropriations are for pur- 
poses and objects which are entirely disconnected 
with the navy proper, This bill, as has beer 
stated, proposes to appropriate some six millions 
of dollars for the public service. Now, I am not 
going at this moment into a defence of the navy. 
Fam not going to speak of the valuable services 
it has performed, rior of the services which I 
trust it is destined yet to perform, I shall not de- 
tain the committee by adverting to the absolute 
necessity thereis, that our maritime interests 
should be protected, extending as they do 
from sea to sea, I shall not now speak of the 
necessity not only for having a navy, but for hav- 
ing such a navy as will do credit to a great com- 
mercial nation; but I intend merely to speak of 
the appropriations that are contained in this bill. 
Whatever plausibility there may be in the attacks 
that are made upon it, founded on a general view 
of the aggregate amount of the appropriations, 
there is great unfairness in it. Suppose this bill 
does contain appropriations to the amount of six 
millions of dollars; upon examining the bill you 
will. find, first, that quite a large item is forthe sap- 
port of your hydrographical office and coast sur- 
vey. And this is an object of vast importance, 
connected with various other interests of the Gov- 
ernment. It includes also the survey of all the pub- 
lic domain in the interior. This portion of the 
expenses of the Government amounts to $35,135. 
if you goa little further you will find an appro- 
priation for the Naval School at Annapolis, an 
ingtitution connected with the naval service. 
And here let me remark, that When gentlemen 
get up and contrast the army and nayy, and 
speak.of their comparative advantages and com- 
parative extravagance, let them remember that 
the army has a very great advantage over the 
navy, in this, that the appropriations that are 
made for the auxiliaries, or the institutions con- 
nected with the army, are made by separate bills. 
For instance, the appropriation for the support 
of the Military: Academy at West Point is always 
made in a separate bill. Thus these appropria- 


vice. Again, in the civil and diplomatic appro- 

riation bill, you provide many thousands of dol- 
fars for the coast survey, to be expended under the 
direction of the department. The appropriation 
for the coast survey proper, you put in the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bills, but is itall there? 
Is it all seen and understood? 
The coast survey employs hundreds, I might 
almost say thousands of the sailors of the United 


States navy. The officers of the navy, too, are || 


engaged in that service, many of them. Some 
officers of the army are so engaged; but most 


generally officers of the navy are. engaged, and i 


most successfully engaged, in making these sur- 
veys along your coast; and not only hydrographi- 


i 
; 
tions seem not to belong to this branch of the ser- {| 


By no means. | 


cal surveys, but extending their labors to a topo- 
graphical survey. Some of the vessels belonging 
to the navy as well as those which belong to the 
revenue service are engaged in the coast survey. 
And what is the consequence? These vessels cost 
something from year to year for repairs. ‘These 
officers and seamen thus employed must be paid. 
And here isa large appropriation for surveying the 
coast—a very meritorious service, by the way, and 
of very great advantage to our merchant marine. 
A great portion of the expense of this work is ap- 
propriated for, disguised as it were, by the naval ap- 
propriation bill. The largest item is for the pay 


I do not wish to be un- 
I have merely 
referred to these facts by way of explaining how 
itis that this appropriation bill is swelled so far 


Again: take the mail service. Here, it is true, 
you have an appropriation bill presented as con- 


navy. And yet, out of that aggregate amount, 
you should deduct $874,000 for the mail service. 
It is true, upon the happening of a contingen¢y— 
upon the occurrence of a war, it is expected that 
the steamers engaged in this mail service may be 
converted into war steamers; and upon the faith of 
| that contingency it may be argued that this item 
of expense belongs properly to the naval service; 
~but it is nothing more thana bare possibility, And 
yet, instead of classifying this appropriation under 
its appropriate head, it is saddled upon the navy 
bill. Now here is almost a million of dollars in a 
single item, going to swell the amount, which so 
frightens gentlemen, in this bill to the sum of six 
millions of dollars. 

Proceeding a little further, you find an appro- 
priation for publishing a Nautical Almanac. Itisa 
thing that is done in other countries, though it is 
not by any means for the exclusive service of the 
navy. Itis a publication which is to contain, in 
part, the results of these scientific labors and ex- 
periments at the National Observatory. It is in- 
tended for the benefit of commerce everywhere, 
extending advantages more directly to the mer- 
chant service than to the navy. And yet it all 
goes to swell the amount of the naval appropria- 
tions. 

Again: if you look further along in the bill, you 
will find four or five appropriations for docks and 
dock-yards. Now it is true that this may be con- 

| sidered as appertaining to the naval service, and 


|| therefore proper to-be put into the naval appropria- 
|| tion bill. But it must be remembered that these 
|| are appropriations for objects of a permanent char- |; 


acter, and that when completed—and these appro- 
priations will, I believe, complete every one of 
them—they cease to be, except for mere incidental 
repairs comparatively of slight consequence, any 
longer a charge upon the Government. Appro- 
priations for these objects will not have to be re- 
peated every year; and yet because they are casu- 
ally here this year, swelling the naval appropriations 
to six milions of dollars, you- complain of the 
expenses of the navy being prodigious. 

How did you with regard to your fortifications? 
Let me go back a little for the sake of a compari- 
son. You have made large appropriations for 


a million and a quarter of dollars subtracted from 
this aggregate of six millions, which frightens you 
so much. 


fit of our vessels on the Pacific, and a further ap- 


| these particular works are concerned they will be 
completed by the appropriations of this year, and 
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of the men and officers, and a large number of || 
these men and officers and vessels are not occupied | 
į in the naval service at all, but in this service of the 
j coast survey exclusively. 
| derstood as complaining of this. 


beyond what is in the strict sense of the ierm, the | 
| appropriation for the navy itself. 


taining the aggregate expense of’keeping up the’ 


fortifications on the sea-board. But you did not || 
put those appropriations in your army bill, al- i 
though you put the appropriations for dock-yards j' 
in the navy bill; and the consequence is, the army |; 
| gets the reputation of being the less costly branch į; 
of the service. Sir, if you put your appropria- | 
tions for fortifications in a separate bill, you might | 
with the same propriety put the appropriations ; 
for docks and dock-yards in a separate bill; i 
thus taking away from the aggregate of the naval | 
appropriations by which you areso much alarmed. 

Well, this item taken away wiil make a trifle over | 


And for these appropriations you will | 
not be called on again next year, or the year after; ; 
though it may be that docks may have to be} 
built at San Francisco, or elsewhere, for the bene- | 


| propriation made for that purpose; but so faras | 


willñot requirean appropriation annually: Gentlé- 
men need not consider these items, therefore, ag: 
expenses to be incurred year after year; and T 
might say the same with regard to the magazines: 
The amount appropriated for the various navy- 
yards is upwards of fourteen thousand dollars: 
A large part of these appropriations for the ship= 
yards is for extending. the permanent works, 
erecting ship houses, and walls, and extending the 
ground to be occupied, and other objects of that 
sort. And to these the same remarks will apply 
as in reference to the docks themselves—that is, 
that these expenses will not be recurring year after 
ear. 
á Then we have an appropriation for the ‘marine 
corps; and gentlemen may consider that as being 
a branch of the navy with much propriety, as re- 
gards being provided for in the same general ap- 
propriation bill. You propose to bestow some 
three hundred and seventy thousand dollars for > 
keeping up your marine corps, and to defray the 
‘various expenses incident gi that branch of the 
naval service. This might as well, perhaps, be 
provided for in a separate bill; but pass all that by: 
Taking it in any poit of view, here are more than 
three millions of dollars for:schools; docks, mail 
service—for items of various kinds which are no 
part of the naval appropriation bill proper, bat 
which have, according to the practice of this House, 
happened to be grouped together in this navy bilt. - 

While kindred subjects, so far as the army ap- 
propriations are concerned, are separated, in the 
case of the navy they are asgociated, and form an 
aggregate of appropriations which startles gentle- 
men into the belief that it is something that is going 
to involve us in national bankruptey and ruin. 

Sir, the principal object I had in view in address- 
ing the committee at this time, was to set forth 
these facts. Ido not propose to enter into the 
general discussion of the subjects which have been 
dwelt upon at much length by gentlemen already, 
but Į do wish to call the attention of the House 
and the country to the fact, that this fashion of 
abusing the navy on the ground of its being so 
costly a branch of the public service, is not founded 
in equity or justice. I wish the fact to be dis- 
tinctly and clearly understood, that while six mil- 
; lions are appropriated by this bill, there are in fact 
but three millions that may be regarded as the an= 
nually recurring expenses of the navy proper. But 
if this mode of regarding the subject—which seems 
a favorite mode with some gentlemen—be contin- 
ued, if the appropriations for these different’ ob- 
jects—the schools, the mail service, and so of—are 
not to be separated from the general naval appro- 
priations, it seems to me that it is but right, at 
least, that the attention of the country should be 
called to the fact, that all these objects are com- 
bined, and the naval appropriation ‘swelled, by 
: grouping them together and including them under 
| the head of appropriations for the navy. 
| The gentleman from Massachusetts reminds me 
t 


i that the reason why the navy appropriation bills 
: have, within the last few years, grown so large, 
| and so apparently out of proportion, is especially 
| to be found in the introduction of the appropria- 
| tions for a number of docks. 
| I willmot now go into the question, whether there 
| ought to be a dock at Charleston, one at Ports- 
i mouth, and one at Philadelphia, as well as one at 
; New York; nor whether it is requisite, for the benei 
| fit of that portion of the naval service that is em- 
ployed in the Gulf of Mexico, that there should 
be a dock at Pensacola; nor whether it would be 
appropriate hereafter to give money to construct a 
dock on the Pacific coast, so that our vessels upon 
that station would not have to come round Cape 
Hom to be repaired. Without going into the 
question as to the propriety of erecting these docks 
at all—especialiy the multiplication of docks along 
the Atlantic coast—it is not in our discretion 
whether we will make the appropriations which 
are here proposed to be made for docks; because, 
whether appropriately or not, Congress has thought 
propen to authorize their construction; ‘and by 
putting these various provisions in this appropria- 
tion bill, it is swelled to an enormous extent, while 
they are no part of the naval appropriations legiti- 
mately. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Ewine,] 
a gentleman from the interior, has addressed the 
committee at considerable length, in vindication of 
the navy; and I was glad to see that defence come 
from a fresh-water gentleman, rather ‘than from 
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those who smell of the salt and spray-of the o¢éan, 
because it denotes a healthy-state of public feeling 
in relation to the subject—it shows that prejudices 
are laid aside, and.-that liberal and enlightened 
views prevail. And, sir; I think that the country 
is-indebted to:thé gentleman who is the chairman 
of the naval committee,—a gentleman under whom 
I have been always glad to serve,—a gentleman 
from the interior too, for the liberal and just spirit 
that he hag manifested in regard to the naval ser- 
vice generally, which a few years ago seemed to 
belong exclusively to gentlemen on the sea-board. 
lam glad to see this Congress disposed to do jus- 
tice,—that it is demonstrated that the same good 
feeling towards this arm of the service exists in 
one part of the Union as in another. 9 

And here let me say that it was for the purpose 
of fostering and promoting this spirit, that ona 
former occasion I moved and caused to be inserted 
in the navy bill, a provision declaring that there- 
after officers for the naval service should be selected 
from the various coggressional. districts through- 
out-the United States. Tach one of the officers 
thus selected having his circle of friends, and their 
interest being attracted and directed to this service, 
information must necessarily be disseminated in 
regard to it, and the people throughout the whole 
Union be made to feel that the United States Navy 
was the property, not of a particular section, but 
of the people of the whole Union. Thisis’a right 
and healthy feeling in regard to any branch of the 
service. Unfortunate, indeed, would it be for this 
country if the day should come when, in reference 
to any interest or any branch of the public service, 
whether civil or military, it should be regarded as 
appertaining to one section, and to one alone, and 
that the rest were only interested in watching and 
struggling that it should get nothing, or that it 
should not get too much support. 

I believe, sir, that I have alluded to as many of 
these items as it is necessary for me to do. | have 
accomplished all that 1 had in view—although I 
expected to have done it in fewer words. When 
I asked the committee to look at this appropria- 
tion bill, not as appropriating the whole sum of 
six millions of dollars as the annual appropriation 
required. for the support of our naval establish- 
ment, and not as an expense likely to be increased 
from. year to year, as has been unjustly alleged, 
but to analyze the bill, to look at its various items, 
and say whether they ought not properly to be ap- 
propriated under different heads. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON said, I am surprised, 
Mr. Chairman, at my extraordinarily good for- 
tune in getting the floor, even at this late moment 
of the discussion. I have been a constant appli- 
cant for your favor for the dast two days, since 
this bill has been under discussion, but unfortu- 
nate until the present hour; and l do not know 
that the floor would now be assigned me if there 
was any other contestant; but the debate must close 
in fifteen minutes, under the resolution adopted by 
the House, and the struggle for the floor has 
ceased. Why this has been so, E shall not now 
stop to inquire. 

I have a few remarks to submit on the amend- 
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Sranron,] to the appro- 
priation bill now under consideration. That amend- 
ment is the bill some weeks since reported by 
him for the establishment of a line of mail steam- 
ers to run.regularly between some of our ports 
and the western coast of Africa. I am opposed, 
sir, to this. whole system of ocean mail steamers, 


and hence my anxiety in seeking the floor for the last | 


two days, to embrace the last opportunity during 
this session of placing before the country my rea- 
sons for such opposition. I desired to examine it 
in all its bearings, its origin and progress, that the 
Injustice and tendency of the system might be 
fully exposed. All the objections which apply 
to the different lines now established, are with ad- 
ditional force applicable to this African or Ebony 
line proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Sranton.] 

I am opposed to the ocean mail steam system, 
because it subverts the well-established policy of 
the Post Office Department—a policy founded in 
justice and equity. What is that policy? It is 
that the Post Office Department should sustain it- 
self, and not become a tax upon the general Treas- 
ury; that the revenues derived from the offices of 
that branch of the public service should pay the 
expenses of that department of the Government. 


| some eight or nine millions more. 


That policy was never departed from in time.of 
peace until this ocean: mail system was established 
in March, 1845. This policy is just, and should 
be adhered to. It rests upon the principle, that 
those who derive the benefits from this department 
of the Government should pay the expenses of 
keeping it up; in other words, that those whose 
letters, papers, &c., are carried by the mails, 
should pay the expense of such transportation, 
and not tax the balance of the community with it. 
Such seems to have been the opinion of statesmen 
in the earlier and better days of the Republic. 
This policy has been overthrown by the mail 
steamers. This Government is now under. con- 
tract for one million three hundred. thousand dol- 
lars per annum for the transportation of the mails 
in ocean steamers between some few of our sea- 
port cities and foreign governments. ‘These con- 
tracts are to last ten years. Thirteen millions is, 
then, the aggregate sum which we have already 
agreed to pay for this service. Pass the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, establish 
this African line, and you will add to that sum 
g This contract 
is for fifteen yeařs from the time all the vessels are 
ready for use. You will then have incurred a debt 
of upwards of twenty millions of dollars for the 
foreign transportation of the mails. But the sys- 
tem will not stop here. There are other memorials 


| now before Congréss for other lines, and until the 


whole globe has been encompassed and encircled 
in this system, no stopping-place will be found. 

Now, sir, for whose benefit are these large ap- 
propriations:of the people’s money made? Not for 
the benefit of the people, but for the exclusive 
benefit of the mercantile interests in a few of the 
large cities. Why, sir, one of these lines is from 
New York to Bremen, for which the Government 
pays about four hundred thousand dollars per an- 
num, and the postage.derived from it was for the 
first year about twenty-nine thousand dollars. 
Who is benefited by this line but afew mer- 
chants in the city of New York. The great mass 
of the American people have no other interest in 
it than to pay the money which sustains it. 

Sir, whilst millions are thus paid out from the 
public Treasury for the benefit of some of the 
cities on the coast in carrying their letters to other 
governments, what is done for the great agricul- 
tural interests, the toiling millions, the honest yeo- 
manry of the country, the masses of citizens who 
inhabit the States of this Union? The whole cost 
of carrying the mail in the interior through all the 
States, and including all cost, is $2,745,720 per 
annum. This is done for their benefit. This state- 
ment was taken. from the books of the department 
for the year 1849. Now, sir, there is nota congres- 
sional district represented on this floor which has 
the mail facilities to which it is entitled. ‘There is 
not one, I presume, which is not asking for more 
mail routes, more post offices, a higher grade of 
service, or some otker facility which it is within 
the power of the Government to grant. There are 
some men within my district who do not live 
within twenty-five miles of a post office. Such is 
the case, too, in many other districts. 

I admit there are but few persons in any of the 
States who are so situated. But why should any 
be so? Ask the department to give them a mail 
route, and you are told that the route will not pay— 
that it will become a tax on the department; and 
your request is refused. Ask for a new office, and 
you receive the same answer. Ask for an increase 
of service, for a conveyance in coaches, and you 
are told that the proceeds of the offices on the route 


will not justify the increase, and that the policy | 


| of making the yevenues derived from post offices 


sustain the Post Office Department, cannot be de- 
parted from. The interior of the country is held 
strietly to this policy, and it is only for the cities 
that Congress will abandon it, and make large ap- 
propriations from the Treasury to enable the mer- 
chants to get their letters from foreign countries. 
Why, sir, the very year that this system of mail 
steamers was established, two hundred and ninety- 
six post offices were discontinued in the States, 
because they would not pay enough. At least one 
hundred thousand freemen were thus deprived of 


Congress was expending thousands for the foreign 
transportation. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, are these unjust and in- 
iquitous discriminations made? made too in favor 
of a class of men who can boast of no superior 


| 


i 
| 


claims -upon the bounty or protection-of :Govern- 
ment, beyond those of the masses who. are-op- 
pressed by. this system of class legislation.: I-trust 

that these facts will be considered by the ‘people, 

and that their voice may become more potent in 

controlling the action of Congress than that, of 
stock-jobbers seeking -these. profitable’ contracts 

now. seems to be. Before my time expires, Mr. 

Chairman, | must say-one word about.this Ebony. 

line. The great object of- this line is not to. carry 

the mails, but to carry the free négroes from: the 

United States to Africa. ee 

Who demands this line? I presume, sir, a.very 
small vessel will carry all the free negroes from 
the northern States that have been liberated by 
northern men. Those blacks in the northern 
States representing themselves as free, are gener- 
ally the slaves of southern men, who have made 
their escape from their masters, aided and assisted 
by Chaplin’s associates and co-workers. ‘These . 
are a part, at least, of the free negroes who will 
be carried by this line from the northern States 
the slaves of southern men. With these increased 
facilities for getting them off beyond the reach of 
recapture, who does not see that these northern 
societies will pursue their infamous work with re- 
doubled energy? it will, if established, drain the 
southern States of their slaves as well as of free 
negroes. Jam not surprised that that portion of 
the North who wish to prostrate the institution of 
slavery within the southern States should favor 
this scheme; but I am surprised at the favor it re- 
ceives from southern Representatives. If. any of 
the southern States desire to get clear of slavery, 
they must do it at their own expense... They can- 
not tax my constituents to enable them. to send 
their negroes to Africa. The southern man who 
manumits his slaves should be forced to send them 
to A frica at his own cost. The southern State that 
emancipates her slaves, must do it at her own cost. 
The public Treasury cannot be used to aid them 
in their schemes of emancipation. 

The remarks of Mr. Fnaruerston were abruptly 
terminated by the arrival of the hour of one o’clock, 
when debate ceased. 

The hour Zppointed by the House for the termi- 
nation of the debate having arrived— 

Mr. BAYLY (in the exercise of his privilege as. 
chairman of the committee from which the bill 
was reported) made a few closing remarks. He 
said that when the Committee of Waysand Means 
had under consideration the estimates from the 
Navy Department in relation to appropriations 
for the naval service, they were startled at: the 
magnitude of them, and they had determined, if 
possible, to reduce them very greatly, bat they 
had much difficulty about it. “ 

None of us, (said Mr. B.,) were naval men, and 
though we were anxious to cut down the appro- 
priations, we did not know, with certainty, where 
to strike. We didnot know where we could com- 
mence the system of reduction with safety to the 
public service. The committee requested an inter- 
view with the Secretary of the Navy on the sub- 
ject, and he accordingly was before us for several 
days; and in a short time I became convinced, and 
I believe most of my colleagues on the committee 
became convincétl, that it was impossible for the 
commitige, understandingly and with safety, to 
commence a system of reduction without the 


i| thorough and hearty sympathy and coöperation 


of the Administration. Strongly impressed, as we 
were, from the large amount of the appropriations, 
of the necessity there was for a reduction, we had 
not the information which would enable us to move 
in the work of reduction and retrenchment with 
that confidence which would have entitled us to 
the support of this House. And I say now, that 
lam perfectly satisfied that in this branch of the 
public service there is room for great reform and 
retrenchment; but I not only believe, but I know 
that this can never be done until there is a thorough 
sympathy and codperation between Congress and 
the Navy Department. We may commence the 


: system here of blindly reducing the appropriations, 


but none of us can know precisely at what point-we 
ought to strike. My oniy hope in reapect to both 
the army and the navy bill, and indeed in respect 
to most of the appropriation bills, is, that the large 
amount of the appropriations will so awaken the 
attention of the country, that we will hereafter 
have a Congress and an Administration sympa- 
thizing with each othen, and codperating In the 
work of retrenchment and reform. Then, and not 
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till ‘then, can reform be effected judiciously and 
properly. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- 
tleman from Virginia allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. : 

“Mr. STANTON. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he does not think it would-be safe to 
adopt the amendment which [ proposed yesterday, 
as it will be seen upon an examination of that 

‘ amendment that it proposes to do nothing until the 
commencement of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will say with perfect candor 
to my friend from Tennessee, that | have not had 
time to examine his scheme, and to understand its 

- merits, It so occurred that 1 was engaged on the 
committee of conference at the time when the gen- 
tleman was making his spéech, which, I am told, | 
did him. much credit. Consequently, I did not | 
hear it, nor have l aince had time to read its though | 
I must say, that I doubt the propriety at this late | 
period of the session, without an opportunity for 
further-investigation than I have had, of underta- 
king to make a reduction or a reform in the navy. 
T do:not know that the gentleman’s scheme will 
produce. such reform as it would be desirable to 
make. My friend asks me, if the time will ever 
come when a reform will be effected? Iam very 
much in hopes, sir, that his own speech will do 
much towards preparing the way for reform by 
awakening the attention of the country to the sub- 
ject. . 

A great deal has been said in this debate about 
the large amount of these appropriations. Well, 
sir, they are large, very large. I have already ex- 
plained the origin of these large appropriations, 
and I do not mean to go over that ground again; 
but I feel it my duty to say to this House, that 
as large as these appropriations are, the House 
has'no idea what they would have been but for 
the rigid scrutiny and the economy which the 
Committee of Ways and Means have been dis- | 
posed to force upon the Government. They have 
only seen here what we have passed; they have 
not seen the vast amount, the vast number of 
objects of expenditure, which, upon examination, 
we have rejected. They have seen here only our 
errors, if we have committed errors; they have 
not secu the good that we have done—that is 
buried in our committee room. 

In reference to this bill, sir, there was not one 

-of all the appropriation bills that the committee 
took more pains: with. And I desire to say, in 
conclusion of these few remarks, that I hope this 
House will vote.down all amendments that may 
be proposed. I ‘am not now speaking with refer- | 
ence to the amendment of the gentleman from | 
Tennessee, because that has not been before our | 
committee, and it comes appropriately from the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs, over which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee presides with so much 
credit to himself. But, with reference to the sub- | 
jects that have been before the committee, and 
there is a vast number of them, I call upon this į 
House to vote down every one of them, for the 
committee has incorporated in this bill all that 
ought to-be passed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said he hoped, 
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gaged at the Observatory, to ascertain to what ‘ex= 
tent-a reduction might be made. I-hope my friend 
from: Virginia, who is, I believe, inclined to be 
liberal in reference: to*all objects that are just and 
proper, will reconsider this matter, and not make 
this establishment suffer a reduction which. must 
materially: reduce its efficiency... 

Mr. BAYLY. It is true, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee says, that the Secretary of the Navy 
did agree to this reduction of the appropriation for 
the Observatory; but'the gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken if he supposes that the Committee of Ways 
and Means came to the determination they did to 
make this reduction in consequence of his assent; 
| because we saw very clearly that he knew nothing 
about the matter, and his opinion, therefore, did 
not influence us at all. We determined to restrict 
this appropriation because we were satisfied that 


i, the estimates which were sent to us were too large. 


I have said all that I desire to say, and will not 
detain the committee any longer. 

Mr. B. having concluded— 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Sran- 
TON,| to strike out the first section. 

The first section is as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, &c., That the folowing sums be, and they 
are hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
one. 

“ For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers, and 
seamen, including the engineer corps of the navy, two mil- 
lion seven hundred and fifty-eight thousand two hundred and 
sixty-two dollars? ~ 


Mr. STANTON withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS moved an amendment (pro forma) 
to reduce the amount of this section two millions 
of dollars. 

He stated that his object in moving this amend- 
ment was to have an opportunity to refer to the 
enormous appropriations made for officers who are 
performing no services. No less than five twelfths 
of the whole amount appropriated for the pay of 
| the navy is for salaries of officers who are not ex- 
pected to perform any duties during this fiscal year. 
According to the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Navy, the items of appropriation are as follow: 
For pay of commission, warrant, and 

petty officers and seamen, including 

the engineer corps of the navy..... .$2,758,262 

Now, he repeated that five twelfths of this 
amount estimated for officers will be paid to offi- 
cers who are to perform no service during this fis- 
i cal year, as it appears from an inspection of the 
following items: 

For pay of commission and warrant officers of the 


$500,000 


1,975,000 
16,700 
31,500 


36,600 
149,576 


Hospital branch at y 32,086 
Ordinary branch at yards and stations 16,800 


From an examination of these items it appears 


before the gentleman from Virginia took his seat, 
he would allow him to call his attention to one | 
other matter, in regard to which he hoped the com- | 


mittee would not agree with the distinguished || 


{ 
i 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
although they might agree with him in reference | 
to other points in which he had attempted to effect | 
a reduction of the amount of appropriations in this | 
bill.. I allude, (said Mr. S.,) to the item in these ap- | 
propriations for the Observatory, which, under the 
advice of the late Secretary of the Navy, was re- 
duced to an extent that will subject the operations 


of that establishment to considerable embarrass- || 


ment and inconvenience. After I learned that the 
Secretary had been before the Committee of Ways 
aod Means, and-had agreed to a reduction in this 
part of the appropriations of a few thousand dol- 
lars—a sum insignificant in itself, but the withhold- 
ing of which will do a very material injury to the | 


that nearly five twelfths of the appropriations for 


|| officers” pay is for the pay of officers who are not 


expected to perform any service during this fiscal 

ear. . 

To show that his conclusion was correct, he 
would refer to another estimate to be found in the 
Secretary’s report. It appears that there is the 
following estimate: 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers 

and seamen, including the engineer corps, of 

the navy required for vessels proposed to be kept 

in commission, including receiving vessels, for 
| _ fiseal year ending June 30, 1851........ « «$1,975,000 
| Now, estimating that there are seven thousand 
three hundred and fifty seamen, ordinary sea- 
| men, yeomen, armorers, ships corporais, cox- 
swains, quartermasters, quarter-gunners, cap- 
| tains of forecastle-tops, of the guard and hold, 

coopers, painters, and stewards, landsmen, boys, 

&c., at average annual pay of S150, this would 
_ amount to... 1,102,500 


From these facts it would appear that there are 


nearly five twelfths of the officers for whom pay 
is appropriated, who are not expected to perform 
any service during this fiscal year. 

Mr. MORSE was opposed to the amendment of 


public service—I saw the Secretary of the Navy, il 
and conversed with him on the subject, and I be- i! 
lieve that his views are changed in reference to || 
this matter, though I cannot positively assert that ; 
such is the case; but I know that the assent of the | 
Secretary. was given to the making of this-reduc-. 


:| expressed regret that he had not been able to get 
tion before he had consulted with the officers en- | 


the floor to reply to some of the attacks which had 


the gentleman from- Missouri, [Mr. Pueirs.] He | 


beet made on this arm of our publié service: The. 
allotment of five minutes, all Which was now ale: 
lowed : to him under the-rule; would: not permit 

him to go into the subject. He could not avoid; 

however, stating that in relation to theemployment 

of these ocean steamers for the transportation of 
the mail, the Government had the fullest authority. 

in the. Constitution of “the United States, - He 

could not see how California was to: be supplied 

with information, and the means of intercourse 

with the other States, without the employment.of 

these mail steamers. > He was utterly opposed to 

those notions of economy which would tead toia 

reduction of the appropriations for the navy, when 

the increase of our country renders it necessary. 

that there should be increased expenditures in thia 

branch of the public service. 

He defended the officers of the navy not on duty 
against the imputations cast on them by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and dwelt on the propriety 
of keeping up our naval establishmentif we desired 
to maintain our position, and to provide an ade- 
quate defence for our remote States. The State 
of California was entitled to the same facilities of 
commercial intercourse, and the same amount of 
protection, as the other States. And there was no 
propriety in suffering ourselves to be influenced by 
pecuniary considerations. . ; : 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the 
amendment it and, was rejected, 


Mr. WHITE moved the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the second clause, viz: ` 

“ And there be paid by the proper accounting officer, to 
William J. McAlpine and William P, S. Sanger, the same 
salary that was paid to their predecessors as engineers ìn 
chief, during the time they severally performed such ser- 
vice at the navy yard, Brooklyn, New York.” 
| He said he was directed by the Committee on 

Naval Affairs to offer this amendment, for the pur- 
pose of doing justice to these engineers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
point of order, and inquired whether this appro- 
priation was authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to say that 
he presumed there was a law providing’ for the 
compensation af services of this sort. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. The nature 
of the amendment is to increase the pay of these 
officers? : 

Mr. WHITE. The nature of the amendment 
is to pay them according to the grades in which 
they served. He was understood to say, that 
these engineers were employed, in. 1845, atthe 
Brooklyn navy-yard, as assistant. engineers, and 
in 1846 received the appointinent of chief engineers; 
but they continued to receive only their former 
compensation. This amendment was to increase 
their pay to that of chief engineers. 
| Mr. HALL. Has this subject received the 
| consideration of any committee of the House? 

Mr. WHITE said he had stated in the outset 
of his remarks, that he was instructed to make 
this report from the Committee on Naval. Affairs, 

Mr. BOICEE was proceeding to speak in favor 
of the atnendment, when he was called to order 
by the Chairman, as, under the rule, no remarks 
in favor of the amendment were in order, except 
by the mover. 

Mr. BOKEE moved an amendment to the 
amendment, by inserting the name of ‘* Charles 
B. Stewart” after that of ‘* William P. Sanger.” 

Mr. B. explained the circumstances out of 
which this claim arose; Stating that, after the pro- 
| motion of these gentlemen to the grade of chief 
| engineers, they neglected to send in their accounts 
; correspondingly increased, supposing that they 
would be raised by the accounting officers. As 
sent in théy were passed; and the accounts having 
been settled, the Secretary of the Navy did not 
consider himself authorized to redpen them. This 
amendment proposed only to pay the compensa- 
|| tion provided by law for this grade of service. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon agreeing. to the 
original amendment of Mr. WHITE, 

Tellers were asked and ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af 
firmative—ayes 67, noes 46. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KAUFMAN desired, he said, to offer an 
| amendment, to come in at. the end of the second 
paragraph of the second section of the bill, He 
desired to be informed by the Chairman whether 
that paragraph was now uñder consideration? - 
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The CHAIRMAN said the paragraph was un- 
der consideration. 

Mr. KAUFMAN offered the following amend- 
ment; which was read: 7 

« Provided, That the President, by and with the advice 
and consent ofthe Senate, be authorized to incorporate in 
the naval service of the United States the surviving officers 
of the late Texas navy who were duly commissioned and 
in the service of the said Republic at the time of its anneéx- 


ation to the United States: Provided, That the number of 


officers to be incorporated shall not exceed one captain, six 
lieutenants, one surgeon, three pursers, and two masters in 
the line of promotion: And provided, further, That upon the 
death, resignation, or dismissal of any of the said officers, 
the vacancy thereby created shall not be filled”? 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. HALL rose to a point of order.. He sub- 
mitted that the bill was a bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the navy under existing 
laws, and that. the amendment was not in order, 

_ because it proposed to change those laws. 

Some irregular conversation followed between 

Mr. KAUFMAN and Mr. HALL. 
. The CHAIRMAN, overruled the point of or- 
der, on the ground tat this wasa bill making 
appropriations for the support of the navy; that it 
contained a section authorizing an increase in the 
officers of the navy; that the substance of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Kavrman] was the same, inasmuch as it 
Jooked to the increase of the officers; and that, 
therefore, the amendment was in order. 

Mr. HALL appealed from the decision, and 
called for the reading of the eighty-first rule of the 
House. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in orderas an amendment thereto, for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law—unless 
in continuation of appropriations. for such public works and 
objets as are.already in progress, and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several departinents of the Governinent.” 


Mr. KAUFMAN. As the rule has been read, 
I desire that the amendment may be again read, 
so that the committee may see whether it makes 
any appropriation at all. There is no appropria- 
tion in it. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was then 
taken, and the Chairman said “The noes appear 
to have it.” 
` Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. VENABLE, and 
Evans of Ohio, were appointed. 

Mr. KAUFMAN suggested that several gentle- 
men did not understand the decision of the Chair, 
and he hoped the Chairman would repeat it. 

The Chairman explained. 

The question, ‘Shali the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?” was then 
taken, and the vote stood—ayes 69, noes 59. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment was declared to be in order. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said that the amendment he 
now offered was in substance the bill reported to 
this House by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He would have now preferred that it should have 
been offered by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. But ashe (Mr. K.) 


was a Representative of the State of Texas, he | 


felt himself called upon, when he saw her officers, 
who had gallantly sustained her in her hour of 
peril, turned out of the vessels in which they had 
fought so bravely, to make an effort in their be- 
half. Perhaps it was better, on the whole, that this 
duty had devolved on a Representative of Texas. 
He was as much in favor of economy as any gen- 


tleman on this floor; but, in regard to these officers, j 


they had well earned what was asked for them. 
What would be the amount of cost to which the 
United States would be annually subjected by in- 
corporating these officers into her navy? Even 
when these officers should be called into actual 
service, and entitled to their full pay, the whole 
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were bound to take charge of the officers of the navy 
of Texas. He could not entertain a supposition 
that the Government of the United States, for the 
paltry amount of some $20,000, would act in op- 
position to these repeated declarations of the Le- 
gislature of Texas, and object to incorporate the 
officers of her navy in the navy of the United 
States. 

. He was aware that the objection had been 
raised that this incorporation of the Texan officers 
would be unjust to the officers of the United States 
navy, because it would interfere with their pro- 
motion. It was not so. Suppose the number of 
post captains in the United States to be eighty, 
this amendment would only add one to the num- 
ber, making an‘ aggregate of eighty-one. If a 
vacancy then occur there will still be one place then 
to fill by promotion as well as there would be if 
the number had not been increased. And so in 
relation to the other officers. He trusted that his 
ardor in the cause of these officers would be ex- 
cused; and that it would be recollected, that if 
the officers of the United States so warmly and so 
properly called forth the sympathy of gentlemen, 
so the officers of the Texan navy, who had ren- 
dered good service to Texas when she stood in need 
of their services, were entitled to her sympathy 
and protection; and that she ought not to be silent 
when there was a disposition to strike them en- 
tirely out of the service. 

Mr. CLEVELAND made a few remarks in 
reply to the gentleman from Texas, which were 
not distinctly heard. He was understood as dis- 
claiming any intention of unkindness to the Texan 
officers, when he opposed this amendment. He 
did not look on these officers as having any ex- 
clusive claim on the libérality of our Government, 
but that, if they had just claim, it was on the State 
of Texas. Congress had appropriated liberally 
for that State, and had recently given her ten mil- 


lions; and if the officers of her navy had suffered 


in conseyrence of her annexation to the United 
States, let her make them adequate recompense. 
He knew no just reason why our Government 
should give them $20,000a year, when no services 
were rendered. He did not know but that there 
might be a design to put them on our pension list. 
But there ought to be shown that some services 
had been rendered to the United States, to entitle 
them to a place there. He doubted the propriety 
of placing these officers in a position to entitle 
them to these pensions, which were the reward of 
services to the country. 

Mr. HARALSON asked whether the gentleman 
from Connecticut did not think that we have in- 
curred an obligation to support these officers as 
constituting the navy of Texas which had been 
surrendered to us? Did the gentleman regard the 
term “navy” as referring merely to ships, or as 
including the officers ? 


-Mr. CLEVELAND was understood to reply | 


that, as the seamen of the Texan navy were not 
incorporated among the seamen, nor the marines 
of Texas among the marines of the United States, 
so the officers of the navy of Texas could not 
claim to be incorporated among the officers of the 
United States navy. 


Mr. HALL moved to amend the amendment as 


! follows: 


« Provided, further, That they shall assume the same rank 
which they would have held if they had remained in the 
navy of Texas.” 


Mr. H. said, he was anxious to do full justice 
to Texas in her controversy with the United States. | 


But he could not, without disregarding the claims 
and the feelings of the officers of the United States 
navy, support this amendment. {t had been urged 
that we were obligated by the terms of the treaty 
of annexation to incorporate these*Texan officers 
into our navy. That was a question which had 


|! been brought before the Supreme Court for its de- 


bunal. 


that the officers of the Texan navy could ‘not ‘be 
regarded as coming under the description of prop- 
erty as designated fn the décision of the Supreme 
Court. The decision of the court that these ‘of- 
ficers were not to be entitled to be considered ‘ag 
incorporated into the United States havy by ‘the 
treaty of annexation, he considered aa conclusive 
on the subject. TECA ae 

One of these officers of the ‘Texan navy was 
once an officer in our service. He thought proper 
to-resign his commission under the United States, 
and to enter the service of Texas, where he re- 
ceived the appointment of a post-captain. He did 
not say this with any intention to impute censure 
to him for taking that course. That gentleman 
now desires to be reinstated in the service of the 
United States with his rank of post-captain, which 
would place him twenty years ahead of some of 
our own post-captains. Was it just to place that 
gentleman, worthy of all respect as he was, over 
our own officers, who have periled their lives in 
defence of our country? 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, stated that he- 
had reported the bill for the incorporation of the 
Texan officers into our navy. He thought now, 
that, instead of increasing the officers of our navy, 
we ought rather to reduce them. Bat he was of 
opinion that there was a moral, if nota legal ob- 
ligation on the United States, to do justicesto 
these Texan offcers. One of these officers, it äp- 
pears, had applied to the Secretary of the Navy 
for his pay. The Secretary had replied that -he 
had no fands appropriated for the purpose, out of 
which he could make the payment, as the officer 
was not attached to the navy of the United States. 
The officer then applied for a mandamus, calling 
on the Secretary to show why she could not have 
paid the salary out of other funds at his disposal. 
The Supreme Court decided that he could not.be 
compelled to make such payment. But the Su- 
preme Court also decided another question, which 
was not judicially before them, and which, in his 
opinion, they ought not to have decided. Look 
at the terms of the decision. He had as high a 
respect for the Supreme Court as any gentleman — 
on this floor. But his respect for a decision of 
that tribunal must depend on the grounds on 
which itis made. (Here Mr. S. read a portion 
of the decision.) On such grounds as these, the 
Supreme Court had based its decision—that if the 
navy included the officers and men who were at- 
tached to it, then it must be construed that navy- 
yards included the persons employed in them. The 
truth is, that there was no point decided in this 
case beyond this—that the Secretary could not be 
required to pay when he had no funds appro- 
priated for the purpose. 

When he considered the meaning of the term 
navy, asit was universally received, and the repeat- 
ed opinions on this subject of the government of 
Texas; and further, that the United States had un- 
dertaken, and ought to do justice, or more than 
justice, even equity, he thought this amendment 
should prevail. As to the feelings of our own 
officers, he should be sorry to interfere with them; 
but if the Government was bound, he knew not 
what other course could be pursued. 

Mr. CROWELL inquired of the Chair, whether 
further amendment was now in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN said, it was not in order at 
this time. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the amendment. 


Mr. CROWELL offered an amendment: 


« And that the officers of the military expedition to be 


| sent to Santa Fé against the authority of the United States, 
i be also added to the army of the United States.” 


Mr. BURT objected io the amendment as not 


in order. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 


annual cost of their services would be only $20,099. | 
And by granting this small annual addition to the 
usual appropriations, an act of justice would be 
rendered to Texas, and to the officers of her navy. 
The whole amount ofthe force of the Texan navy, | 
he stated to be ene captain, six Heutenanis, 
one surgeon, three pursers, and two masters in the 
line of promotion. The number would be thus so 
small, that on that score there could be no reason- 
able objection to their incorporation into our navy. 

The State of Texas had repeatedly declared, that 
by the resolutions of annexation, the United States 


ai 


[Here Mr. H. read the decision. ] 

Now the question had been raised in the Su- | 
preme Court of the United States, in January, || 
| 1848, whether, under the treaty of annexation, the | Mr. CROWELL now proposed to strike out 
officers of the Texan navy had a right to be con- || the first line of the pending amendment. ` 
sidered as a part of the United States navy. And) Mr, PARKER called for the reading of the 
the Supreme Court had expressly decided, after | amendment, as it would read if thus amended. 
hearing able counsel, that by the treaty of annexa- || Mr. JONES desired to know how ‘the amend- 
tion these officers were not incorporated into the || ment to the amendment would leave the balance 
navy of the United States. He could not, after || of the amendment? The amendment to the amend- 
this decision, consent to an amendment which was || ment would not be in order unless it made some 
in violation of this decree. _He went on to show |) sense of the thing. 


Mr. CROWELL inquired if further debate ‘on 
i! the pending amendment was now in order? 


| cision, and he would read the decision of that trì- | order. 
i 


The CHAIRMAN said it was not. 
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The amendment to the amendment was read. 
Mr. CROWELL then made his motion in this 
form, to strike out the words, ‘* with the advice 
and consent of the Senate.” 
.. Mr. BURT rose to a point of order. He be- 
lieved that these appointments could not be.made 
under the Constitution of the United States, -with- 
out the advice and consent of the Senate; therefore, 
he submitted the amendment was not in order. 
`” The CHAIRMAN said, that the single question 
before the committee was on the amendment to 
- the amendment proposing to strike out particular 
words, i 
Mr. CROWELL said, if it was true that it was 
already provided by law that these appointments 
should be made, the pending amendment was al- 
together unnecessary. But he did not intend to 
discuss that point. He was opposed to increasing 
our navy in the mode proposed by the amendment. 
It could net be disguised, that this ig nothing less 
than a naked proposition to increase the officers of 
our navy, at a time, too, when there are so many 
complaints that we have now too many for all the 
Service demanded of them. If it was the design 
of the amendment to add a given number of navy 
officers to our present number, it seemed to him 
that some better reasons should be assigned than 
any he had yet heard. There was no obligation 
on the Government to make this increase of num- 
Bey. If it is proper to increase our navy, he would 
ask why? 
not require any increase. There is no obliga- 
tion on the part of the Government to make 
this increase. Why then is it proposed? The 
appropriations for the navy for the current year 
are enormous in amount. And yet it is pro- 
posed to increase this expenditure by adding an 
indefinite number of officers. He was surprised 
that such a proposition should meet with any- 
thing like favor on the part of this House, be- 
cause there was no necessity 
dition. We have appropriations for this branch 
of the service to the amount of ten millions. Yet 
it is proposed to increase the officers of the navy, 
to what number does not appear; and this not in 
the usual and ordinary mode by which officers of 
the navy are appointed. He was opposed to the 
amendment. We do not need this increase. We 
- have more officers now in the service than we have 
employment for. The expenses of this arm of 
the public service have been enormously increased, 
and he would ask for some sufficient reason before 
he would give his assent to any further increase. 
Mr. VENABLE said, that as we had taken the 
Ships of Texas, we were also bound to take the 
officers. He could see no propriety in turning 
these gentlemen out of the service. If we take 
the ships, we ought to take the officers. He was 
opposed to the amendment to the amendment. It 
was our duty to throw no. obstacle in the way of 
this incorporation of. the officers of the Texan 
navy inte our own navy. ; ; 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 
` Mr. CARTTER moved an amendment to the 
amendment, providing that these officers shall be 
put on half pay. * 
His remarks were not distinctly heard by the 
Reporter. He was understood to speak generally 
against any increase of our navy. He stated that 
of the sixty-eight post-captains now in our service, 
about seven were at sea; and the retrenching chair- 
man of the naval committee was anxious to add 
one more to the number of these captains. Out of 
ninety-eight commanders pensioned in the United 
States, there were only twenty at sea; and there 
was about the same ratio between the services and 
the persons liable to be called on, in every branch 
of this rotten service. Yet we are called on to ap- 
propriate between nine and ten millions for the sup- 
port of this useless branch of the service. 
censured these attempts to swell the expenses of 
an establishment which every one seemed to aĉ- 
knowledge was useless and required cutting down. 
Mr. HOWARD contended, that by the articles 
of the treaty of annexation, the United States was 
bound to incorporate the officers of the Texan 
navy into the navy of the United States. He 
quoted from Walker, to show what was the mean- 
ing put on the word. “ navy’ by lexicograpbers, 
showing that itincluded the personnel as well as 
the materiel of the navy. He denied that the Su- 
-Preme Court had ever decided this question, and 
repeated what was its decision... He -saw-no rea- 


The state of the public service does | 


shown for such ad- | 


He |! 


son why. we.should-not put the same construction 
on the ‘word ‘* navy” which was attached to it by 
general consent. a Aa f 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected; 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. JOHN A..KING move 
striking out “ one post-captain.”? ; 

Mr. K. said he moved this amendment for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the committee 
to this view of the case. In the opinion of many 
persons, in which he concurred, the President 
of the United States has already the power, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
bring the officers of the Texan navy -into the ser- 
| vice of the United States. “His power to nominate 
is unlimited, but it rests with the Senate to con- 
firm such nomination. It is only necessary, 
therefore, for these officers to have satisfied the 
President of the justice of their claim to be incor- 
porated in the United States navy, to obtain their 
object. Hevhas the power to present them to the 
Senate, and if he has not exercised this power, it 
is not proper for this House to interfere. It could 
only be a recommendation, and could not be bind- 
ing. 

Tie was of opinion that the officers of the navy 
of Texas ought not to be incorporated in the navy of 
the United States. These gentlemen had decided 
for themselves, when they took service with the 
government of Texas; and now they come back, 
and ask to be received again into ourservice. He 
was opposed to this proposition. ‘Phe reward of 
promotion ought to be kept for those who have 
faithfully stood by the flag of their country. These 
are the men who are entitled to our favor. And 
although he had nothing to say against the brave 
men who belonged to the Texan navy, he did not 
think it would be just to our own officers who had 
adhered to our flag through all danger, to incor- 
porate with them officers who had not participated 
in their fidelity and their perils. 

Again: he thought that there was a proper re- 
spect due to those gallant men who, for many years, 
had served their country on the ocean, in war as 
well as in peace, in every climate and in every 
sea. He thought that the opinions of such men 
should have due weight. And what were the sen- 
timents of these gentlemen on the subject? As 
| far as he had been able to gather their opinions, 
they were against this incorporation. They were 
opposed to granting this promotion except to those 
who had undergone the same perils and in the 
same service with themselves. This amendment 
would have the effect of placing these Texan offi- 
cers in a better position than the officers who had 
uniformly and faithfully stood by the flag of their 
country. We could not do this without being 
guilty of injustice, and doing violence to the feel- 
ings and rights ‘of our own officers. ‘T'o this he 
could not agree. 

Mr. KAUFMAN was understood to say that 
both Mr. Polk and General Taylor were in favor 
| of this incorporation of the Texan officers into the 
| Uncted States navy. There was but one of these 
| officers who has ever been in the service of the 
United States. A 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, expressed a hope 
i that the discussion would be no further prolonged. 
The mind of every gentleman was made up, and 
we were consuming the time of the committee in 
useless discussion, when business of great im- 
portance was pressing on us for consideration. 
He hoped that a vote would be taken without fur- 
ther discussion. i 

Mr. VINTON rose to move an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that noamendment was 
now in order, as there was an amendment in the 
second degree already pending. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking: from the original amendment 
the words ‘‘six lieutenants, one surgeon, and 
three pursers.”? ; f 

Mr. V. stated thatit must be very apparent, from 
what had been said, that if the treaty of annex- 
ation provided for this case, and transferred these 
Texan officers to the navy of the United States, 
then it was an act of law, and could not be pre- 
vented; otherwise, this was a grave question. 
The Supreme Court had decided that ‘ navy ” did 


d to amend by 


not mean “men.” The question, then, presented 


Texas had a government, 
all complete. in. all its parts— 
a judiciary, an army, and alf the other appendages 
of a government. Now, to say that if the army 
was disbanded, it must be incorporated into our 
army, or if the judiciary was disbanded. that- it 
must be incorporated into our judiciary, nd one 
s not competent for 


itself to` ús in this form: 
with all its machinery; 


would contend. And if it wa 
us to do this, neither did he think it was compe» 
tent to incorporate thé navy into the United States 
navy. : ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said it was 
true that the navy was already large enough. At 
the same time, he was disposed to do what he re- 
garded as justice to Texas. He had sent for the 
resolutions of annexation, and he would now read 
to the committee so much of them as was applica- 
ble to this ease. (Here Mr. T. read an extract 
from the resolutions.) 

He thought it was not becoming in us, although 
we might be against increasing the appropriations 
for this branch of the service, to vent our spleen 
against this solemn contract. He would go for 
this measure, because he considered that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States was under a moral 
obligation to receive these Texan officers. : He be- 
lieved that this House could exercise a discretion 
in this matter which the Supreme Court could not. 
That court had decided that the Secretary had no ; 
authority to pay the Texan officers, and the de- 
cision was a correct one. But he believed that the 
term “navy” should be construed as including 
the personnel as well as the materiel of the ships. 

Some conversation here took place, in which 
Messrs. Fowrer, Tuompson, and Jonxson of 
Arkansas, took part; butit was not heard with 
sufficient distinctness to justify a report of it. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the 
amendment— 

Mr. JONES moved to amend it, by striking out 
the words “ one captain and six lieutenants.” 

Mr. JONES, in explanation of his amendment, 
said, he understood that there was now but the 
One post-captain and six lieutenants. The Presi- 


| dent was required to appoint one post-captain and 


six lieutenants. Did this leave him any discre- 
tion? Could he exercise his constitutional prerog- 
ative of appointing officers, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, if Congress declared that 
he shall take this captain and these. lieutenants ? 
If he (Mr. J.) was correct in his understanding of 


‘the proposition, no discretion was left to the Pres- 


ident. If the proposition was adopted, and the 
President should send in the names of thesé gên- 
tlemen to the Senate, and they should be rejected, 
what would then become of the law? If it was 
the duty of the Government to take these officers 
into the service, under the resolutions of annexa- 
tion, let a law be passed declaring that ‘they were 
part and parcel of the Navy of the United States, 


| with the rank they held in the Texan navy prior 


to annexation. . ey P 

Mr. FOWLER asked the Chair to state the 
question. ` 

The CHAIR explained. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, and the afitmative 
vote was declared to be—53. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. ALBERTSON 
and FowLer were appointed. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING requested the Chair again 
to state the question. 

The CHAIR stated it. 

And the question having been again taken, the 
vote stood—ayes 64, noes 61. 

So the amendment to the amendment wab 
agreed to. $ 

The question then recurred on agreeing: to the 
amendment as amended. n 

Mr. TAYLOR moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out the words “ six lieutenants, one 
surgeon, three pursers, and two masters in the 
line of promotion.” oo 

Mr. T. said: He desired to say a few. words 
in reply to his colleague over the way [Mr. Canr- 
TER]. He was friendly to the navy, but hede- 
sired that it should be upheld in a proper manner, 
It was a branch of the service which was becom- 
ing unpopular, because so many of the officers were 
not employed. What is it we now propose to 
do? To increase the number of these officers, and, 
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piu. 


in his opinion, to do this in a manner which | 
was unequal, unreasonable, and unjust. He had | 
a high opinion of these officers of the Fegan navy, | 
buthe could not be blind to the fact, that by | 
adopting this amendment, we shall bring into the | 
service officers who will take precedence in rank i 
over our ownofficers. He then referred to the pri- 

vilegé which members held of nominating officers 

from the different States, and contended that the 

effect of this amendment would be to give Texas a 
greater privilege than was enjoyed by other 
States. Fle regarded the amendment also as un- 

just, as well as unequal: unjust to our own offi- 

cers who had gallantly sustained the flag of the 

United States. His colleague had denounced the 

navy as worthless. He differed from his colleague, 

regarding as he did this branch of the service as 

worthy of being cherished. But he would have 

every officer employed, instead of being permit- | 
ted to lounge about on shore. He would place 

them on the coast survey or some important ser- 

vice. If we were to place the coast survey under 

the control of the Secretary of the Navy, and re- 

quire every officer who receives pay to work, it 

would have a good effect. If we are to keep up 

the navy, we must keep the officers at work. Such 

as are disabled from work should retire from the 

service. He would not discharge them, but would 

place them on a retired list. Look through the 

country, and you will find numibers of young offi- 

cers anxious to be employed—waiting orders— 

waiting orders—eaten up with the ennui of indo- | 
lence, and desirous to be employed. Fle was 
desirous to guard the navy against the injurious 
effects of this want of employ. 

The question was taken, and, by ayes 71, noes 
not counted, the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, remarking that 
this matter was fully understood by the commit- 
tee, in order (he said) to bring the committee to a 
direct vote upon the proposition to admit these 
Texan officers into our navy, moved to strike out 
the whole proviso in the amendment, 

The amendment, as it would stand, if thus 
amended, was read. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Stanton to the amendment, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

‘So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurring upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended— 


‘| a year. 


Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers. ij 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Corwin and | 
Watpo were appointed. a 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 6l, noes Ti. 

So the amendment, as amended, was rejected. 


The following item being underconsideration: 


«For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, and | 
allthe civil establishments at the several navy-yards and 
stations, seventy-three thousand nine hundred and sixty 
dollars.” 


Mr. WHITE, by instructions of the Commit- | 
tee on Naval Affairs, moved the following amend- | 
ment: i 

« And the pay of the engineer, Ward B. Burnett, at the 
navy yard, Philadelphia, be two thousand and four hun- 


dred dollars per annum, commencing at the time of his ap- į 
pointment, on the lst day of February, 1849.” 


Mr. WHITE (in explanation) stated that this 
engineer was appointed by the late Secretary of 
the Navy, without fixing his compensation. He 
had received $1,500, being $900 less than was paid 
to engineers of his grade at other stations. There 
was no law fixing the pay of these engineers, and 
the committee deemed it right that his compensa- 
tion should be raised to that usually paid to offi- 
cers of his grade. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked, in | 
case there was no law fixing the salary, why the |; 
Secretary of the Navy could not increase it, if 
justice required it? Who fixed the amount of 
salary? 

Mr. WHITE. The late Secretary of the Navy. ! 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said the late || 
Secretary of the Navy doubtless fixed the compen- | 
sation ata just rate, and he was unwilling to over- | 
rule his action without a reason shown. None! 
whatever had been shown. i 

Mr. SACKETT inquired whether the salary | 
this officer received was not fixed at the time he | 
was apppointed? f 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, it doubtless was ji 


* 


fixed, and the engineer accepted office on those. 
terms, and was satisfied with the compensation. 

Mr. WHITE. No; his salary was not fixed 
at that time; but he expecied to receive the com- 
pensation usually received by officers of that 

rade. - 

Mr. BAYLY, (to Mr. Warre.) Will the gen- 
tleman from New York allow me to ask him a 
question? If we go on'in this way, at what time 
does the gentleman think we shall get through 
with the bill? 

Mr. WHITE, not hearing the question, request- 
ed the gentleman to repeat it. 

Mr. BAYLY was about to do so, when— 


Mr. THOMPSON interposed, and claimed the | 
He said no reason had been shown for in- i 


floor. 
creasing the compensation, and he was unwilling, 
in this state of facts, to overrule the action of the 
Secretary of the Navy. He was, moreover, op- 
posed to this mode of special legislation upon gen- 
eral bills: 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 


Mr. GERRY moved the following amendment: 


“Po equalize the salary of the clerk of the naval con- 
structor at Kiuery with those at other navy-yards, $250.” 


Mr. G. said that it was with great reluctance 
that he had offered this amendment, which related 
to the navy-yard at Kittery. The naval clerk 
in that yard received a compensation of only $400 
At other navy-yards, where the same 
officer was employed, and exactly the same 
duties performed, at New York, Boston, and other 
yards, the pay of the clerk was $650; yet precisely 


the same duties were required at Kittery as at these | 
! yards. 


The object of his amendment was merely 
to equalize this compensation. 
personal observation something of the duties of 


this clerk, He was employed all his time, and | 
the salary he received was not sufficient to enable | 


him to support his family. It was only just that 
he should have sufficient compensation to support 
his family, especially as other clerks of the same 
character at the other yards received more. 
believed the amendment was just and right, or he 
would not have offered it. 

Mr. G. called for tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Corwin 
and CLINGMAN were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 75, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 


i| lowing amendment: 


« And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to 
purchase the right to use and cause to be applied to all the 
steamers belonging to the United States, and hereafter to 
be built, Joseph P, Pirsson’s patent condenser for supplying 
the boilers of marine engines with fresh water; and to pay 
to the owner or owners thereof, ont of the appropriations 


for the navy, a sum equal to one half of the actual saving | 


caused by the said pateut condenser in the expense of keep- 
ing the war steamers now belonging to. the United Siates, 
and which may hereafter be constructed during the lifetime 
of said patent, in active service five yews, andin the pres 
ervat on ofaheir machinery. ‘The value of the saving effect- 
ed by the use of said patent condenser to be ascertained by 
a board of three competent engineers, one of whon shail be 
selected by the Secretary of the Navy, one by the owner or 
owners of said patent condenser, and one by the two thus 
appointed. The said board to be appointed as soon as pos- 
sible after the passage of this act.” 


The amendment having been read— 
Mr. STANTON explained the inconvenience 
and the injurious results attendant upon the use of 


salt water in the boilers of steam engines at sea. ; 


lt had long-beena desideratam to have a steam 
engine which would supply a sufficient quantity 
of fresh water for the voyage. By the report of 
the chief engineer of the navy, and from the cer- 
tificates of many gentlemen of great experience 
and knowledge in matters of this kind, as well as 
of those who had successfully applied the appa- 
ratus, it would be seen that it was fully equal to 
the accomplishment of the object in view. Such, 


! upon an examination made, was also~his own 


opinion. If nothing was saved to the Govern- 
ment—nothing was to be paid. If anything was 
saved, the half of this amount, whatever it might 
be, was to be paid to the patentee. 

Mr. BOWLIN opposed the amendment. 
was opposed to this connection of the Government 
He did not understand to what 


knew not what we should be called on to pay. One 
fact was clear, that all the means to carry on the 


He knew from | 


He | 
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experiments: must*ome out of the Government, : 
out ofthe pockets of the people. : It- would be 


| better.at once to give a specific sum, and purchase 


out the patent, and not to go into a partnership. 

He was against all partnerships. The Government 
was sure to be called on to pay everything, and to 

lose everything in-the end. Hè referred to the 

contract made with the patentee for the manufac- 

ture of percussion caps, and of which the inventor 

was making an enormous income. He disap- 

proved of this mode of encouraging patentees; and , 
hoped that the House would: never give its sanc- , 
tion to any such course hereafter. If any gentle- 

man make a discovery worthy of encouragement, 

let the Government purchase it at once. 

Mr. MOORE moved to amend the amendment, 
by substituting the apparatus of Mr. Baldwin for 
that Mr. Pirsson. ; . 

Mr. M. submitted, that the invention of Mr. 
Baldwin was far superior in point of efficiency, as 
he (Mr. M.) had been informed, to that of Mr. 
Pirsson. He (Mr. M.) was not opposed to the 
purchase of a patent right out and out by the Gov- 
ernment, but he was opposed to the purchase of a 
mere interest in that right as proposed by the 
amendment. If, however, such a proposition was 
agfeed to, then he was for substituting the appa- 
ratus of Mr. Baldwin, because he (Mr. M.) be- 
lieved it to have far higher claims on its own 
merits. i 

Mr. STANTON made some farther remarks in 
explanation of the injury done to steam-boilers by 
the accumulation of scales on the iron arising from 
the use of salt water. He particularly instanced 
the case of the Saranac, which, after a cruise of 
three months, had been obliged to be laid up for 
repairs, a portion of which were rendered neces- 
sary by the injuries resulting to her boilers from 
the use of salt water. He also mentioned the case 
of the Osprey—one of the finest steamships affoat. 
He recapitulated the terms upon which the appa- 
ratus was to be used as being highly advantageous 
to the public. service, and the strong evidences of 
complete efficiency by which it was accompanied. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 


The guenon recurring on the amendment— 
Mr. BOKEE moved to amend the amendment 
by substituting in lieu thereof the following: 


“ And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
directed to appoint a Board of Engineers, competent to in- 
vestigaie and decide upon the merits of the several steam 
eondensers, proposed for the adoption of Government for 
use on board of the steamers under the control of the Navy 
Department; and the said Secretary is hereby authorized to 
adopt the one recommended to him by said Board of Engi- 
neers?” 


Mr. BOK.EE (indistinctly heard) was under- 


| stood to say, that questions of this nature should 


! the Committee on 


be decided by the department, There were engi- 
neers in the department properly qualified; let the 
inventions be submitted to.their examination; and 
let the Secretary of the Navy take their report and 
decide upon it. The House was not a proper 
tribunal for the settlement of these detailed ques- 
tions. i 

Another objection to the proposition of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, 
that it fixed no amount of compensation. If the 


i Invention were to be taken, the amount paid for it 
; should be definite and fixed. 


But he repeated his 
opinion, that the House should not undertake to 
decide; these being naval inventions, let them be 
examined and decided upon by the department. 
He trusted his amendment to the amendment 
would prevail, and he stated that he offered it with 
the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy, as ex- 
pee in a communication which he caused to be 
read. 

Mr. SCHENCK opposed the amendment to the 
amendment, in remarks very imperfectly heard at 
the Reporter’s desk. He was understood to say, 
that virtually the same test which it proposed had 
heretofore been applied. He referred to the inves- 
tigation of this ale which had taken place in 

aval Affairs, who had had be- 
fore them all the information which the different 


| bureaus in the department could furnish, and ‘said 


they had come to the conclusion, that among the 
various naval inventions, this of Pierson’s was the 
most valuable; and in order te terminate the con- 
test on the subject, they recommended that the de- 
partment should be authorized to select Pierson’s 
invention, not to buy it, but to make use of it; and 
if the department was satisfied that no saving was 
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effected by it, nothing was to be paid; if it resulted 
in a saving, but half the amount was to be paid 
for five years. As had been well said by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if 
there was no saving, there would be no pay; if 
there was a saving, but half of it was to be paid, 
He saw no objection to the proposition. i 

On motion, the committee rose, and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, September 20, 1850. 


Mr. CLARKE presented a memorial of Thomas 
Ginnaty, an alien, resident of Washington, asking 
that he may be allowed to hold certain property 
purchased. by him in said city; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Mr. SOULE presented the memorial of Isaac D. 
Marks, asking that the bill from the House of Rep- | 
resentatives in relation to the Mexican indemnity 
may be so amended as to enable the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, through its Minister duly authorized to 
receipt therefor, to receive the money in New York 
instead of in Mexico, and setting forth his belie? 
that the bill would have received the sanction of 
the House had that body been informed of all the l 
facts, and asking that the statements contained in | 
the memorial may be verified before a committee 
of the Senate; which was referred to the Commit- `| 
tee on Finance. | 

COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. { 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was ordered that f 
Mr. Dawson, of Georgia, be added to the Com- |! 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

COLONIZATION, 
OMB presented a resolution of the 
Indiana, instructing the Senators 
the Representatives of that State in | 
se their exertions to effect such || 
changes in our relations with England, on the sub- 
ject of the African slave trade, as will authorize | 
the transportation of the colored population of the | 
United States to Africa; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred Sen- 
ate bill No, 317, being the bill for the payment of 
a company of Indiana volunteers called into the 
service of the United States, reported back the ! 
same without amendment, and recommended its | 
passage, : | 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Thomas B.: 
Winston, asking that the amount of a judgment || 
obtained against him might be refunded, submitted ! 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. ; i 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the memorial of ij 
William Y. Hansell, William H. Underwood, and |} 
the representatives of Samuel Rockwell, submit- 
ted a report, which was ordered to be printed, | 
recommending the adoption of the following amend- | 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill: | 

“ For payment in full of the claims of William Y. Hansell 
and the representatives of Samuel Rockwell, heing the bal- i 
ance of the sum of $60,000 reserved in the treaty between | 
the United States and the Cherokee nation (negotiated the | 
29th December, 1835) for the payment of the said claims, 
and misapplied by the United States commissioners to the 
payment of those claims, the said suin to be distributed in 
the following manner: 

To W, Y. Hansell... cee. cee cece es TOTO 

To W. Underwood... onssa, e.. ! 

To the legal representatives of Samuel Rockwell 10,144 -j 

Mr. FOOTE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the memorial of | 

| 
i 
| 


«Mr. WHITC 
Legislature of 
and requesting 
Congress to u 


$11,146 
97045 


A. P. Brittingham, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. 
Mr. DOWNS. 1 now ask that the memorialist |! 
have leave to withdraw his papers. 
The PRESIDENT. Has there been an adverse H 
report in the case? ' 
Mr. DOWNS. itisa sim 
the consideration of the case. 
The leave to withdraw the documents was then || 
granted. : ; 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to provide | 
for the-survey of the public lands in California, ‘|| 
the granting of donation rights there, and. the is- 
suing of permits to American citizens to work the 


ple discharge from | 


t 
i 
j 
i 


| ordering the bill to be 
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mines, reported. back the same without: amend- 
ment; + - 
: a RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: : ; 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate to John C. Fitzpatrick one hundred dollars for 
clerical services rendered the committee appointed the 18th 
of April, 1850. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following resolution, which was considered and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to report what have been the measures adopted to prevent 
frauds upon the revenue since the passage of the act of 1846, 
and what has been the result. 


Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the clerk to the President pro tempore be 
continued during the recess of Congress at the same per diem 
compensation as heretofore allowed. 


Mr. BADGER. I presume there is no objec- 
tion to the resolution; and I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to consider it now. 

Mr. PRATT. Let it lie over. 

FLORIDA AND GEORGIA RAILROADS. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The bill ordered to be en- 
grossed yesterday granting on certain conditions 
the alternate sections of public lands along the 
route of a railroad from Pensacola, in the State of 
Florida, to Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, 
will require an amendment. With the consent of 
the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Morron,} who 
has the bill in charge, 
engrossed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRIEN. 
bill reads, “ That all the advantages, 
and privileges that are hereby granted to t 
of Florida and Alabama, and which are 
by this act, shall be extended to the said 
for the construction cf a railroad from the waters 
of Pensacola bay to the waters of the Mobile bay, 
or Tensaw river, in the State of Alabama.” 
Now, I move to amend the section by adding, 
‘“ And of a railroad or branch railroad to the 
Chattahoochee and Flint rivers, in the State of 
Georgia.” ; 

There is now in the process of construction, in 
the State of Georgia, what is denominated the 
south western railroad, extending from the Chatta- 
hoochee to the Flint river. By this amendment 
it is proposed to invest the company who are con- 
structing that road with power to connect it with 
the road authorized by this bill. There is now a 
road from Macon to the Atlantic. I presume no 
further explanation will be necessary. 

Mr. MORTON. A bill has passed the Senate 


benefits, 
he States 
granted 

States 


authorizing a grant of land to aid in the construc. | 


tion of a railroad from Pensacola to Montgomery. 
This amendment is simply to authorize the com- 
pany to extend a branch from the Chattahoochee 
river, so as to connect with a railroad in the State 
of Georgia. 

The question being then taken on the amend- 
ment, it was agreed to, and no further amend- 
ment being then proposed, the bill was reported to 
the Senate, the amendment was concurred in, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed as amended for 
a third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


Mr. BERRIEN. The amendment that has | 


just been made will require that the title be 
amended, and I move to add the words “and for 
other purposes,” so that it will read, ©“ A bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant of 
land to the States of Florida and Alabama, in aid 
of the construction of a railroad from the waters 
of Pensacola bay in Florida to Montgomery in 
the State of Alabama, and for other purposes;” 
which was agreed to. 
POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY, 

Mr. MASON. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill to renew the charter of the Potomac Insurance 
Company, for the purpose of reconsidering a vote 
which was taken the other day on an amendment 
making the stock- 
holders individually liable for losses sustained. This 
amendment wag made by the House of Represent- 
atives, and will, U believe, render the bill valueless. 
I do not propose to discuss the bill now, but I 
make the motion to take it up with the view of 
having the bili laid upon the table. I shall not 
call it up again during the present session. 


i will move that the vote | 


The seventh section of this | 


j the interest which had accrued after 


i for the subsisting and trans 


| ceeded to the consideration of 


The bill was taken up accordingly, and onimo- 
tion by Mr. MASON, the ‘bill and the amendment 
were laid upon the table. eee te 

i WAR BOUNTY SCRIP, i Wer 3 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Į move ‘to: take up‘ for 


; consideration the joint resolution to amend a reso- 
Í lation offered the 10th of August, 1850; relative to 


the land 
scrip. : : 

Mr. U. said: The Senate will: remember that 
some time ago I offered a resolution providing for 
the payment of interest on war bounty scrip that 
might hereafter be presented for redemption at the 
Treasury. It was passed, but prior to its passage 
a good deal of scrip had been presented, and. the 
principal paid without interest; and hence it be- 
came necessary to amend it so as to allow interest 
to be paid on scrip which had thus been redeemed. 
The practice of the Government had been, where 
notice had not been given of the assignment, to 


payments, or interest on the war bounty 7 


; enter the interest to the credit of the original holder 


of the serip. 'The original resolution provided that 
the assign- 
ment should be paid to the assignee after the scrip 
was presented. That passed, and action has been 
had upon it. But before the passage of the reso- 
lution a good deal of scrip had been presented, on 
which the Government paid the principal, and’ not 
the interest; and this amendment is now required . 
to pay the interest which had accrued before the 
passage of the first resolution. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

BILL PASSED. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the settlement 
and payment of the account of Robert L. Blair, . 
portation of companies 
K and D of the fifth regiment of Tennessee volun- 
teers from Jonesborough to Knoxville, in the year 
1849, was read a third time and passed, y 

RECIPROCAL TRADE WITH CANADA. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the Senate take up 
the bill to promote reciprocal trade with Canada, 
for the purpose of making it a special order; but 
the motion was not agreed to. : 

POST ROUTES IN THE UNITED STATES, 

On the motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate pra- 
House bill No. 385, 
entitled “A bill to establish ĉertain post routes in 
the United States.’? wt 

Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads have reported various amend-" 
ments to this bill. They have looked over it very 
carefully, and these amendments are all put in 
regular order, so that no difficulty can arise about 
them. The amendments are generally known to 


: Senators, and therefore I. move that ihe question 
| be taken upon the amendments together. 


The amendments were adopted. g 

On the motion of Mr. RUSK, several other 
amendments which he offered at the request of in- 
dividual Senators, were also adopted. The bill 


; and the amendments simply establish the several 


post routes through every State and Territory in, 

the Union, the enumeration of which in the bill 0C- 

cupies nearly sixty pages. : . 
Mr. RUSK. F have also an amendment, con- 


-sisting of several additional sections, which I send 


to the Chair, and desire that it may be read. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be appointed by the 
President, with the consent of the Senate, a Deputy Post- 
master General for California and Oregon, who shall reside 
at San Francisco, and reevive a salary of per annum, 
He shall exercise and perform within California and Oregon 
all the powers and duties by law vested in the Postmaster 
General, so far as the same shall be assigned to him by the 
Postmoster General, subject to bis supervision, direction, 
and instructions; and shall make of his proceedings, and of. 
the condition of the post offices and mail service within his 
Jurisdiction, such reports as the Postmaster General shalt 
direct, and employ such number of clerks, and at such salary 
as the Postmaster General shall allow. 

Sec. 2. vind he it further enacted, There shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, with the consent of the Senate, a 
post office anditor for California and Oregon, who shail. re. 
side at San Francisco, and receive a salary of ——. dollars 
per annum. It shall be his duty to andit and settle, accord- 
ing to law, all claims and accounts of postmastérs with. the 
Post Office Department, arising or accruing in California or 
Oregon, and to perform all duties in regard tosaid claims and. 
accounts, and such other duties as shal) be assigned to him 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, (ot Postmaster Genera!,) 
in the same manner that the Auditor of the Treasury for 
the Post Office Department is now required to perform like 
duties, and to transmit to said department, addressed to the 
Auditor thereof, a quarterly statement, exhi ling the 
amount of its revenues derived from postages collected in 
California and Oregon, and the amount of its expenditures 
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therein for each of the following objects, namely: Compen- 
sation to postmasters; transportation of the. mails; ship, 
steamboat, and way letters; wrapping-paper; office furni- 
ture; advertising; mail-bags; blanks; mail-locks, keys, 
and stamps; mait- depredations and special agents; clerks 
for offices ; and miscellaneous; in order that the same may 
pe carried to the credit-and debit of the appropriation for 
the service of the Post Office Department on the books of 
the Auditor for said department; and said Auditor may em- 
ploy such number of clerks at such salarics as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shal! aliow. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, The Postmaster Gen- 
eral may order the dead letters in the post offices in Cati- 
fornia and Oregon to be returned to and opened at San 
Francisco, instead of being sent to the General Post Office. 
He may dispense with advertising proposals for carrying the 
mails in California and Oregon in the papers in the city of 
Washington, and he may allow to postmasters there a com- 
mission for their compensation not exceeding seventy-five 
per cent. on the amount of postage received at their re- 
spective offices, instead of the amount now fixed by law. 

Seo. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, in addition to the mail 
service of once each month by him already contracted for 
under the fifth section of gn act entitled “An act providing 
for the building and equipment of four naval steamships,” 
approved March four, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, to 
contract, on behalf of the United States, for the transporta- 
tion of the mails in steamships between Panama and San 
Francisco, and‘ the intermediate ports, another time each 
month, each way,in such manner as to connect with the 
mail arriving twice each month at Chagres, on the Atlantic, 
so as to make two mails each way to San Francisco, 


Mr. TURNEY. I think this amendment ought 
to be explained. ‘It seems to contain very im- 
portant sections, and I think they ought not to be 
passed without investigation. It is proposed to 
transfer a branch of the Post Office Department to 
California, and to invest it with all the powers 
within the limits of that district which appertain 
to the Postmaster General in the remainder of the 
United States, and to give to the branch thus cre- 
ated officers to carry these provisions into opera- 
tion. In fact itis to create a colony in relation to 
the Post Office Department in California. Itstrikes 
me that a measure of such importance, and intro- 
ducing so great a change in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, deserves more consideration than we can 
give to it during the short period remaining of the 
present session. I certainly am not prepared to 
vote for such an amendment without ample ex- 
planation. 

Mr. WALKER. Tam sorry to see that amend- 
ment offered. It sounds to me a little like a mel- 
ancholy acknowledgment that we have extended 
our dominion a little too far. It isa peculiar 
proposition- It may not be designed as an ac- 

nowledgment of the kind I mention, but it cer- 
tainly so impresses itself ‘upon my mind, and it 
excites in me rather a peculiar train of thought. 
Sir, the Federal head of this Government, estab- 
lished by the Cohstitution, seems for the first time 
in our history about to be sundered, and to be dis- 
tributed between two portions of the Republic. 
That amendment, it appears to me, points the first 
finger to the establishment of an eastern and a 
western empire. I think the Senator from Ten- 
nessee may well remark that it is a singular propo- 
sition. 1 certainly think it is one of too great im- 
portance to be sufficiently considered in the short 
space of time which is yet left us, considering all 
. the other urgent business which is still before us. 
For my part, | earnestly hope that it may be con- 
sidered more thoroughly and deeply than we can 
possibly have time to consider it during the pres- 
ent session, and I trust the Senator will with- 
draw it. 

Mr. RUSK. {fam surprised that this proposi- 
tion has excited any astonishment at this time, for 
it was reported by the committee more than six 
months ago, in answer to.a memorial presented to 
the Senate by merchants of the cities of Boston 
and New York. One proposition is to increase 
the mails betweén this part of the United States 
and Oregon. At present the mail passes between 
New York and Chagres twice a month, and from 
Panama to San Francisco only once a month, and 
great inconvenience is the necessary result. On 
this subject petitions have come to the Senate from 
merchants of Boston and New York, for an in- 
crease of the mails on the Pacific side. 1 think it 
is due that the mail service there should be in- 
creased, so as to obviate the inconvenience of 
which complaints are now so justly made. 

The other propositions in the bill are based 
upon suggestions of the Postmaster General, I 
have struggled hard to get the bill up fora long time, 
but little matters, of a local character altogether, 
have been pressed forward so as to render it im- 
possible for me to get the bill before the Senate. 
The compensation which is allowed to postmast- 


ers, under the Jaw, in other sections of the United 
States, will not secure the services of men capable 
of discharging the businesss at. those distant parts 
of the Union. The existing state of things there 
is peculiar; labor commands a great price; conse- 
quently the amount of commissions given to a 
postmaster in any.other part of the United States 
will not be sufficient to procure the services of a 
postmaster there. We have no mail route to Cali- 
fornia by land. We ought to have one promptly. 
The examination of accounts, and the superintend- 
ence of the mail service, cannot be well performed 
when the superintendents have to travel by the 
way of Panama on account of the length of time 
required. The returns which are made for one 
quarter do not reach the department here until the 
next quarter is past. A six months’ voyage has 
to be made to get the accounts audited here, when 
it might beas well done there by an agent appointed 
for the purpose. The ‘Postmaster General could 
send one of his assistants out there for the purpose 
of superintending these mail affairs. He sends his 
mail agents everywhere, and yet mail agents in 
Missouri do not point to a separation of this 
Union. No, sir. The separation, or the danger 


| 1848 gave a discrétionary authority, so far as. Çal- 
ifornia and Oregon were concerned, leaving the two 
interior Territories without any postal provisions. 
The amendment proposes to extend the- general 
authority of the Postmaster General to these Ter- 
ritories, and to adopt the same rates of postage as 
are-established bythe act of 1848. gee 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Amendments establishing: post routes were 
adopted, on the motions of Mr. DAYTON and of 
Mr. DODGE of Wisconsin. j . 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the several amendments adopted by the Senate 
asin Committee of the Whole were concurred 
in, and ordered to be engrossed; and the bill was 
read a third ‘time and passed. 

LEGISLATION FOR CALIFORNIA. 

The bills heretofore introduced by the Senators 
from California were some days since made the 
special order ‘for this day; and, on motion, the 
Senate proceeded to their consideration. 

CALIFORNIA JUDICIARY. 

The first bill taken up was ‘‘a bill to provide 
for extending the laws and the judicial system 
of the United States to the State of California.” 


of separation, will not come from the extremes. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. RUSK. If from any quarter, that danger 
may be looked for here. Agitation here may throw 
off the extremes, but from the extremes no danger 
need be anticipated. “This amendment looks to 
nothing of that description. It was submitted upon 


| the suggestion of the Postmaster General. It was 
| sent in when the first petitions were received from 


Boston and New York on the subject. The bill 
was drawn up by the Postmaster General, after 
mature deliberation, and the bill in relation to the 
Auditor there was also drawn up by him, after the 
whole subject had been examined fully and thor- 
oughly, and by him sent to me. 

Mr. WALKER. The speech of the honorable 
Senator from Texas sounds to me very much like 
his proposition. Now, sir, if it was reduced to the 
smallest possible space into which it could be re- 
duced, it amounts to nothing more nor less thanan 
acknowledgment that our territory has been so far 
extended that it cannot be managed by the old ma- 
chinery of the Government. Well, suppose that 
it cannot be done for a year or two, owing to pe- 
culiar circumstances, the time, it is to be hoped, will 


| come, and that shortly, when facilities of commu- 
| nication in regard to that country will be as great 


as they now are in the oldest settled parts of the 
United States. I think, therefore, that it certainly 
will be better to submit to the inconveniences under 
which we may labor for a short time than to take 
this very unadvised step. The Senator from Texas 
says that there is no fear of a separation coming 


A long debate ensued, mainly upon the rate 
of compensation to be paid to the district judges, 
of which a report will be found im the Appendix. 
| The bill underwent some amendment, and was 
passed through its final stages. 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate ther proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill to create collection districts in Cali- 
fornia. 

The bill, after an elaborate discussion and 
amendment, of which a report will be published 
in the Appendix, was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to offer a resolution 
which I think is important. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday next, the hour of 
meeting of the Senate shall be 10 o’clock, a. n, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CALIFORNIA BUSINESS. 

Mr. FREMONT. I move that the remaining 
| bills in relation to the State of California, be 
made the special order for Monday next, at twelve 
o’clock. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. I hope that no day will 
now be fixed for taking up the remaining Califor- 
nia business. We have several appropriation. 
bills to take up, and it is absolutely necessary 
that they should be disposed of. . I am as willing 
as any Senator to attend to California business, 
but we must have these appropriation bills dis- 


from the extremes of the country. 
Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator permit me to in- 
terrnpt him? : 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not wish to encroach upon 
that portion of the day which is set apart for the 
business of California, although this is a part of 
the business which appertains to that State. I will 
therefore withdraw this amendment now, and I 
give notice, at the same time, in order that gentle- 
men may have an opportunity of examining this 


| matter, that on the first day when I can do so, I 
| will move to take up this proposition as a separate 


measure. 

Mr. WALKER. I willask permission to finish 
the sentence which I was uttering when the Sena- 
tor interrupted me. 


from the extremes. Here, however, is a proposi- 
tion coming from one of the extremes which, to 


.me, evidently appears to lead to that result. 


The amendment was then withdrawn. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to offer the follow- 


| ing amendment: 


The Senator from Texas says | 
there is no danger of a separation of the Union } 


posed of. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I rise simply to state that on 
Monday next, at twelve o’clock, I shall ask the 
| Senate to proceed to the consideration of Execu- 
! tive business. 

Pending the question on the motion of Mr. 
FremontT— 
| On motion by Mr. SEWARD, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


| OUSE-OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 21, 1850. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution, which, 
i he said, was of interest to the whole country, and 
to which, therefore, he hoped that no objection 
would be made. 

The resolution was read. for infotmation. It 
provided that tbe daily hour of meeting of this 
House should be.ten o'clock for the remainder of 
the session, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 


« And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 


act of August 14, 1843, entitled ‘An act to establish certain į 
post routes,’ be extended to the Territories of Utah and New | 


Mexico; and that the Postmaster General be authorized to 


| establish such rates of postage in the said Territories as to | 


him may seem proper, not exceeding those authorized in 
said act.” 

The object of that amendment is simply this: 
There are no post routes established by the exist- 
ing law either in Utah or New Mexico; nor is there 


any authority by which the Post Office Depart- 


ment can establish post routes and post offices in 
these Territories. The third. section of the act of 


|| The resolution having been read, objection was 
|| made to'its introduction. 
(| Mr. COBB (ander the 137th rule, which prohib- 
|i its general motions to suspend the rules on other 
days than Mondays, “except during the last ten 
days of the session”) moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to introduce 
the resolution. 
< Mr. BAYLY. We will lose time by the adop- 
tion of the resolution. * 

The SPEAKER. No remarks arein order. 
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The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. JONES. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution simply pro- 
vides that the daily hour of meeting shall be ten’ 
o’clock. 

Mr. JONES. For the remainder of thé session? 

The SPEAKER. For the remainder of the 
session. ERE 

Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to suspend: the rules. ` 7 

The SPEAKER (having counted) said there 
was nota sufficient number. 

Mr. COBB called for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. BAYLY. .What time will the committees 
have to act upon bills from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
to suspend the rules, and the affirmative vote was 
declared to be 55. 

The negative vote was given up. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. : 

THE COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to irtroduce a resolution. It provides 
for an amendment to one of our rules, the adoption 
of which the business of the House renders abso- | 
lutely indispensable, as, if the House will indulge 
me for a moment, I will demonstrate. 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. BAYLY proceeded with his remarks. The 
amendment proposes to enable Committees of Con- 
ference and the Committee of Ways and Means 

‘to report at any time. Bills from the Senate—ap- 
propriation bills—will be coming like a torrent 
down upon us, and if the Committee of Ways and 
Means is to be compelled to wait for the regular 
call of reports, it will be impossible to get the bills 
through during the single week that remains of the | 
session, 

General cries of ‘* Consent.”’] 
he SPEAKER. What rule does the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] propose to amend? 

Mr. BAYLY. The one hundred and thirty- 
eighth rule. 

The rule was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


«Tt shail be in order for the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
to report at any time.” 


The rule having been read— 

Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to pug- 
gest that an amendment to the rule was unneces- | 
sary, as the House would give its consent to re- 
ports being made from these committees at any 
time. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is an amendment which the 
committee propose as a permanent amendment, and 
it onght to be made. 

Mr. PRESTON KING made a remark not 
heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] as moving, 
asa permanent amendment to the one bundred 
and thirty-eighth rule, to insert after the words, 
“Committee on Enrolled Bills,” the words, ‘ Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and Committees of 
Conference.” 

Mr. BAYLY. That is my motion. 

Mr. BURT. I ask that the amendment may 
be reduced to writing. I have no objection that 
the Committee of Ways and Means shall have 
leave to report appropriation bills at any time, | 
and that Committees of Conference shall -also | 

| 
f 


* 


be allowed to make their reports at any time; but 
I cannot consent that the Committee of Ways | 
and Means shall have power, to the exclusion of | 


all other committees, to report at any time any į 
matter except appropriation bills. 


The SPEAKER again explained the amend- i 


ment, and inquired, ‘Is there objection??? 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, objected. 
Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 
ended, to enable me to introduce the resolution. 
Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Bayty] so to modify his resolution as 
to authorize the Committee of Ways and Means 
to report appropriation bills at any time. | 
Mr. BAYLY. 
the resolution. 
Mr. JONES. I suppose, then, that there will i 
be no objection to its adoption. : 


|! itself into Committee of the Whole on the private 


ant bills yet to be acted upon, declined to with- 


I have no objectfon so to modify |; 
|; following amendment: 


“Objection being still made— 

The question, “Shall the rules be suspended?” 
was taken, and the affirmative vote stood—ayes 95. ` 

The SPEAKER. - Evidently, two-thirds in the 
affirmative. f : 

F mr MILLER called for tellers, who were: re- 
used. 

Mr. VENABLE, (to the Speaker.) Did a 
quorum vote? . 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend 
the rules, the Chair did not count the negatives. 
There were ninty-five in the affirmative, and it 
was evident that there was more than a sufficient 
number rising in the negative to make a quorum. 

So the resolution was received. j 

And the question being on its adoption— 

Mr. JONES moved to amend it by adding the 
words, ‘for the remainder of the present ses- 
sion.” 

Mr. BAYLY. I call the previous question. 

Mr. JONES submitted to the Speaker that he 
was entitled to the floor, and that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Barty] could not, therefore, 
move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] had been recognized, and is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. I move the amendment, and I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope the amendment will not 
be agreed to. 

There was a second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and the main question was ordered, 
and, having been taken, the amendment of Mr. 
Jones was agreed to. 

And the amendment of Mr. Bayty, as thus 
amended, was agreed to. 

THE FORTIFICABION BILL. 

Mr. ASHMUN. There is upon the Speaker’s 
table, on its third reading, a bill making appropri- 
ations for certain fortifications. It has been lying 
there for some time, and with a view to enable the 
Senate to act upon it, f move that that bill be now 
taken up. If objection be made, I shall move a 
| suspension of the rules. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended. : 
| The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

Mr. DANIEL. 


I move that the House resolve 


i calendar. 

! Mr. BURT. I give notice that if that motion 
| should not prevail, I shall move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] that 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union would have precedence over 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
because there is a special order pending in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. f 
i Mr. BURT. Then, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. | 

NAVAL RETIRED LIST. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I should feel obliged to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] if he 
would waive his motion for a few moments, to 
enable me to move that the bill to create a retired 
list in the navy be made the special order for some | 
early day in the next session. 

Mr. BURT, referring to the number of import- 


: draw the motion. | 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
| the motion of Mr. Burr; and by ayes 73, noes 47, 


i 
i 
i 
i 
} 
i 


| it was agreed to. 

; So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 

| the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Disney 

iin the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the support of | 

| the naval service of the United States for the fis- | 

| cal year ending 30th June, 1851. 

| The state of the question was this: 

| Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee, had moved the 


i 
| “ And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to 
purchase the right te use, and cause to be applied to all the 


steamers belonging to the United States, and hereafter’ to-be 
built, Joseph P. Pirsson’s patent condenser. for supplying 
the boilers of marine engines with fresh water; and: topay 
to the owner or owners thereof, out_of the appropriations 
for the navy, a sum equal to one half of the ‘actual saving 
caused by the said patent condenser in the expense of keep- 
ing the war steamers now belonging to the United States, 
and which may hereafter be constructed during the lifetime 
of-said patent, in active service five years, and in the pres- 
ervation of their machinery. The value of the saving effect- 
ed by the use of said patent condenser to be ascertained by 
a board of three competent engineers, one of whom shall be 
selected by the Secretary of the Navy, one by the owner or 
owners of said patent condenser, and one by the two. thas 
appointed. The said hoard tobe appointed as soon as pos- 
sible after the passage of this act.” oe 


Mr. Boxee had moved the following substi- 
tute amendment to the amendment: 

« And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
directed to appoint a board of engineers, competent toin- 
vestigate and decide upon the merits of the several steam 
condensers proposed for the adoption of Government for 
use on board of the steamers under the control of the Navy 


| Department ; and the said Secretary is hereby authorized to 


adopt the one recommended to him by said board of engi- 


| neers.” 


And the question was on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, I propose to 
amend ‘my original motion in. a manner which, I 
understand, will make it satisfactory to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr: Boxee.) | I presume 
it will be in order for me to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN said it would not be in order 
pending the amendment of. the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Boxez.] : 

Mr. STANTON inquired whether it was notin 
order to perfect the original amendment before 
taking a vote on the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. WHITE. : The amendment of the gentle- . 
man from New York is a substitute. 

Mr. STANTON. Can I not wittdraw my 
amendment and add a proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN ruled that the gentleman 
could only do so by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I will merely say that 
my amendment, as I desire to modify it, will be 
satisfactory to the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Boxesg,] and I hope, therefore, that his will 
be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, 
the modification will be received. 

Mr. HALL. I call forthe reading of it. 

The proposed. modification was read, as follows: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby ‘directed to 
purchase the right to use, and cause to. be applied to all the 
steamers belonging to the United States, and hereafter to be 
built, Joseph P. Pirsson’s patent condenser for supplying the 
boilers of marine engines with fresh water; and to pay to 
the owner or owners thereof, out of this appropriation, a 
suin equal to one half of the actual saving cansed by the said 
patent condenser in the expense of keeping the war steam- 
ers now belonging to the United States, and which may 
hereafter be constructed during the lifetime of said patent, 
in active service for five years, and in the preservation of 
their machinery. The value of the saving effected by the 


i use of said patent condenser to be ascertained by a board 
| of three competent engineers, one of whom shall be selected 


by the Secretary of the Navy, one, by the owners of said 
patent, and one by the two thus appointed: Provided, That 
said board shall first decide that said Pirsson’s condenser is 
preferable to any other invention of the same” kind 3 and 
said board to be appointed as soon as possible after the pass- 
age of this act.?? 

Mr. HALL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objection, it 
is not in order for the gentleman to offer his mod- 
Hication. : 

The question was then stated to be on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Boxer. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Fowzer, and 
Jackson of Georgia, were appointed, 

Mr. CALVIN called for the reading of the 
amendment to the amendment, and it was again 
read. 

The question was then taken. 

The vote was not heard, but the Chairman 


i stated that no quorum had voted. 


The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be called. 

Mr. BURT said that the call of the roll would 
consume considerable time; and he suggested that, 
by general consent, a recount should’ be taken. 
Let all the time be saved that @buld be saved. 

Mr. MORRIS objected to the recount, but with- 
drew the objection. 

Mr. SCHENCK renewed it. 

The roll was then called. 

The committee then rose and reported the names 
of the absentees of the House to be entered upon 
the Journal. . 

A quorum having appeared, 


. 
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The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BOKES, in consequence. of Mr. Sranwron’s 
modification of his amendment, asked and obtained 
leave to withdraw his (Mr. B.’s) amendment to 
the amendment, 

The question recurring upon agreeing to Mr. 
Sranron’s. modified amendment— i 

The amendment was read. 


Mr. BOWLIN moved an amendment to 


amendment, as follows: 


** Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall in no 
case contract to give more than $10,000 for the right to use 
the patent so adopted, nor shali he contract to use any, until 
the contract for the purchase price of the right of use is 
consummated.” 


the 


Mr. BOWLIN warmly opposed the amendment ; 


of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. He said the fact that it was plausible, fur- 
nished no sound argument for its support. He 
called upon members of the committee to take no- 
tice that, however plausible, it was a plan to ena- 

le this inventor to put his hands into the Treasury 
at his own pleasure, and at the pleasure of a com- 
mittee who might be appointed to decide. He 
referred to the immense benefits which resulted 
from the invention of the cotton gin and of the 
steam engine; and said if such a contract had been 
made with their inventors as was now pressed 
upon Congress, they would have received millions 
and hundreds of millions of dollars annually. 
What would be the amount paid under this amend- 
ment? Did anybody know? Would it be ten 
or fifteen millions of dollars? He was utterly 
opposed to this plan of opening the doors of the 
Treasury to individuals. This inventor was to 
select one person and the officer of the Treasury 
to select another, to determine how deeply this 
man should plunge his arms into the Treasury. 
The whole system was wrong. The Congress of 
the United States was the appointed guardian, un- 
der the Constitution, of the public Treasury; and | 
so help him God, he would never surrender that | 
authority to any executive officer or to any irrespon- 
sible commission who might be influenced by they 
knew not what motives in estimating the value of 
this invention. If it was valuable, let a proper 
compensation be determined: upon, and let Con- 
gress appropriate a specific sum in dollars and 
cents. Let everyoody know how much this man 
was to receive—and let them not appropriate an 
indefinite and unknown amount. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, he was 
quite sure the proposition he had reported would | 
have none of the monstrous effects which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri seemed to anticipate. A 
patent continued for fourteen years; this prop- 
osition gave the inventor one half of the saving 
effected by it for five years. Five years was about 
one third of fourteen; one half of a third was one 
sixth; so that.the Government proposed to give 
the inventor one sixth of the actual saving from 
this invention, for the time during which a patent 
continued. The gentleman from Missouri argued 
by analogy from the invention of the cotton gin 
and of the steam engine, that this inventor might 
receive millions annually; he (Mr. 8.) referred to 
the amount of this item of appropriation, and said 
that out of an aggregate expenditure of only two 
or three hundred thousand dollars, the saving was 
to be estimated. He could not conceive of a fairer 
or more just mode of estimating the value of the 


invention, iF 


Mr. BURT desired to ask a question of the 
chairman. of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The gentleman’s proposition, if he understood it 
correctly, required. the Secretary of the Navy to 
adopt that improvement if it should be found bet- 
ter than any other. He desired to know of the 
gentleman what reason there was for making it 
imperative upon the Secretary of the Navy to 
adopt this improvement? Why not leave it at his 
discretion? 

Mr. STANTON. I will answer the question. 
It has already been proved, not only theoretically 
but practically, to be the best invention; but in 
deference to the wishes of the gentleman from 
New York, I modified my amendment so that the | 
Secretary of the Navy shall not be required to 
adopt it, unless it shall be approved by the board 
of engineers as the best invention of the kind. 
The reason why it is proposed to make it impera- 
tive upon the Secretary of the Navy is, that 
although it has for more than a year been reported 


| justified. 


favorably upon by the board of engineers, yet the 


| sufficiently informed on the subject, and think 


Secretary of the Navy states that he is not author- 
ized to adopt it. TheCommittee on Naval Affairs 


have investigated the subject fully, and come to | 
the conclusion with the chief engineer—a portion | 


of whoseletter was read yesterday—that it is indis- 
pensable that this proposition should be adopted. 

Tellers were asked and order€d, and Messrs. 
Tayxior, and Mann of Pennsylvania, were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 71, noes 58. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. VENABLE moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sranron, by striking out the word 
« directed,” and substituting ‘ authorized at his 
discretion.” 

Mr. V. said: Mr. Chairman, this is another ap- 


plication to interest the Government in the hazards | 


of a private speculation—another proof that prece- 
dents should be cautiously admitted, for the influ- 
ence which they exert. is most deleterious if they 
are precedents for wrongs. Being most readily 
quoted, and the reasons for them not being always 
at hand, and the circumstances under which they 
have arisen not being properly appreciated, they 
usually are substituted for fandamental law. The 


connection of the Government with mail steamers | 


has involved us in the casualties belonging to the 
transportation of produce and passengers, as well 
as the mail. By law we are interested with indi- 
viduals and corporations, and engaged in pursuits 
which belong to private enterprise. By the pres- 
ent proposition we are asked to go into the Patent 
Office and take part of the risk of profit and loss 
in the use of an invention. I have no objection to 
the purchase of the patent by the Secretary of the 


Navy, if he should pe satisfied that it will be use- | 


ful and economical. I would not be over-scrupu- 
lous as to the sum paid for its use. I would be 
liberal, although 1 see no reason why our Govern- 
ment, which grants the monopoly of a patent, and 


| protects the inventor in itsenjoyment, should pur- 


chase on more disadvantageous terms than any in- 
dividual who may desire to do the same. Yet I 
think that the sum should be fixed. If the Secre- 
tary pays too much for it, it will be our Joss; if it 
is as valuable as the inventor supposes, it will be 
our gain. 
vention. I am sure that no one supposes that an 
inventor either would or should return the pur- 


l! chase money because the invention did not meet 


the anticipations of the purchaser. So there is no 
obligation, legal or moral, which binds the pur- 
chaser to divide profits if it proves to be valuable. 
The amendment of the chairman imperalively 
commands the Secretary to purchase: | propose 
to leave it to his sound discretion. 


A e: - ` : | 
Mr. Chairman, it is wrong in principle to pur- | 


sue any other system of action. If inventions are 
really useful, they will find those who will gladly 
pay for their use. 


the experiment. This is the theory of the patent 


law, and the only ground upon which it can be | 
I make no remark about this particular | 
I know nothing of its mechan- i| 
I hope itis ali that it has | 
| been described, and that the inventor may reap a |; 
|, golden reward for his ingenuity. But I protest | 
i! amendment. 


steam-condenser. 
ism or its usefulness. 


against this interfering and interrupting on the 


part of this Government with those enterprises, :| 
which, in their nature, must succeed best when |} 
i| North Carolina. 


under individual control. The ocean is traversed 


by steamers from almost all civilized nations, and |! 
if this condenser has the merit supposed, there is |: 
it Was there any report from the. owners.of any 


a most extensive field for its employment. I do 
not feel willing to direct the Secretary to adopt 


any machinery, or to tax the Treasury to meet i| ; 
Yes, sir. 


the risk of experiments on its efficacy. lam not 
that the wiser course is, to refer it to those who 
are better qualified to decide. Gentlemen tell us, 
that this is a legitimate field for the operation of 


Government. They say that it relates to carrying | 


the mail, and that is one of our duties. The same | 
If | 


course of reasoning would lead us very far. 
we ought to become partners in building the ships 
and purchasing the boilers and condensers of the 
steamers because they carry the mail, we ought, 
with equal propriety, to breed horses, and raise 
hemp, make cordage, forge iron bolts, work cop- 
per, gather naval stores, saw timber and make 
coaches, tan leather, build railroads. The mailis 


In either case he will be paid for his in- į 


The exclusive monopoly of the |! 
patent is a sufficient compensation for the risk of | 


ba 


carried.on horseback, in coaches, arid on railroads, 
and the Government could with equal propriety 
enter into the one enterprise as into the other, and 
with equal-prospect of success. Sir, every time we 
mingle in such matters we extend the influence 
of corporate associations ‘and. individuals, who 
control the press, operate on Congress, and by 
a combination of influences dispose of the rev- 
enue and govern the country. Already is the 
press. subsidized for the promotion of all these 
schemes. Column after column of leading. pà- 
pers contain the history of their merits and make 
known their pretensions. Penny-a-liners are in 
requisition, and the walls which surround. the 
liberty of the press are perverted into a hiding- 
place for some dfsappointed applicant, or his 
pensioner toshoot poisoned arrows at members of 
this House who have the hardihood to act inde- 
pendently and vote conscientiously. For my own 
part l regard the censure of such persons a high 
reward, and one would be induced to.ask himself, 
should he, unfortunately, receive their approbation, 
« What have I done wrong that this man should 
praise me?” One thing I observe, nothing is 
easier than to receive applause at the hands of 
thoseof whomI speak. Vote forall large schemes 
of expenditure—make speeches in favor of all 
splendid schemes—be ever ready to fix them upon 
the Treasury, and editorials, communications, 
letter-writers, et id omne genus, will place your 
name on that portion of the book of fame to 
which they have access, and even astonish you 
with thegreat merits which you have unconsciously 
possessed. To talk of economy is vulgar, to save 
the public money is contracted, and. to. prevent 
taxation the consummation of littleness. All 
this is natural; the ‘ox knoweth his owner and 
the ass his master’s crib;” even the dog knows his 
master’s whistle, and follows at his heels. All this 
pressure is perhaps necessary, for near the closé of 
the session these great schemes mature, and. a 
few eventful days make sad havoc with the 
Treasury. Nothing, sir, shalldeter me from a 
strict scrutiny into their merits: if advisable and 
expedient, I shall give them my support; if not, I 
shall resist them to the last. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interposing.) 
If nothing is saved, nothing is paid. If anythin 
is saved, the individual is only to have a part o 
that amount for a given time. 

Mr. VENABLE. I understand that. The 
proposition is to interest the Government with the 
individual, and to make the Government pay far 
more at the end than it would in the beginning. ; It 
makes the Government keep an account, and settle 
with the inventor at a certain time. 

Mr. SACKETT said, he was opposed. to the 
proposition before the committee, so far as he was 
able to judge of it from any information now be- 
fore them. What was the proposition? It was 
to make the Government an experimenter to try 
a new invention. Let us see under what circum- 
stances it was presented. We had a merchant 
marine. We had the experience of a number of 
years upon the seas—— 

The CHAIR interposed, and said that the im- 
mediate question before the committee was on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman-from North 
Carolina, [Mr. VenaBLe.} : 

Mr. SACKETT. Yes. [ am opposed to the 

The CHAIR. The gentleman must limit his 
remarks to the amendment of the gentleman from 


Mr. SACKETT, (continuing.) What informa- 
tion had the committee in relation to the subject ? 


ships who had made experiments? 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interposing.) 
Mr. SACKETT, (continuing, and apparently 
not hearing the remark.of Mr. Srawron.) We 
ave heard nothing upon the subject. It was said 
that it would cost nothing. 
Mr. STANTON, of . Tennessee, (interposing.) 
If the gentleman from New York will allow me. 
Mr. SACKETT declined to yield, remarking, 
that he had not'time. It was said, (Mr:.S. con- 
tinued,) that. the cost would be nothing, because 
what was paid would come out of what was saved. 
But the expense of introducing the invention had 
to be paid by the Government, ‘Ifanything should 
be saved, why, to that extent, to be sure, the ar- 
gument was good; but still he- repeated, the Gov- 
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ernment had to pay the cost of the introduction of 
the machine; Until such time as evidence should 
be laid before them, from persons having made the 
proper trials, that this invention was valuable, he 
should object to this Government turning experi- 
menter for the benefit of this individual, zis 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Venage to the amendment was re- 
jected. 3 
The question recurring on the amendment, 


Mr. CROWELL offered the following as a sub- 
stitute. therefor : i i 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be anthorized to exam- 
ine into the merits of the various condensers for supplying 
the boilers of marine engines with fresh water, and that he 
report to this House, at its next session, the result of said 
examination, together with his opinion as to the value of the 
best of said condensers to the Government of the United 
States; and that the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is here- 
by, appropriated to carry into effect this provision.” 

Mr. CROWELL said, that if the committee 
sanctioned any measure looking to action upon this 
invention, as proposed by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Sranron,] it seemed to him (Mr. 
C.) that something of the kind indicated in his 
amendment should be adopted. He did not think 
that the Government ought to select one of these 
patents, without reference to the merits of a num- 
ber of others which were known to be in exist- 
ence. They ought to act upon full and adequate 
information; and to that end the matter should, in 
his judgment, be referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the Secretary of the Navy. Let that 
officer institute an examination, and report the re- 
sult to Congress at its next session. Congress 
would then be prepared to make a selection be- 
tween these various plans. But, again: At this 
stage of the session he did not think that the 
Government should enter into any permanent ar- 

-rangement. We all know that, according to the 
theory of Professor Page, steam, as a motive 
power, was to be superseded by electro-magnet- 
ism. He (Mr, C.) thought that the hands of the 
Government should not be tied, and that it should 
not be compelled, by a permanent contract, to use 
steam as a motive power, when no man could tell 
how soon its use might be superseded by a still 
more powerful and perfect agent. There was yet 
another objection in his mind to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Sranron.] 
The measure of compensation was entirely unlim- 
ited and indefinite. In what way could the amount 
of money to be paid be ascertained, if this amend- 
ment should be adopted? It was entirely pre- 
posterous, he must say, with great deferencg to 
the mover of it. It was impossible to act upon a 
proposition of this kind in any regular way. If 
the committee was to “take any action at all, he 
hoped it would be by the appropriation of a spe- 
cific sum of money, and by a provision that ex- 
periments should be made by competent engineers 
or scientific men, in order that the merits of the 
invention might be fully tested. The result could 
be reported at the next session, and Congress 
could then legislate intelligently upon the matter. 

Mr. HALL moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Crowe tt, by increasing the appropriation 
$100. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
to the arnendment already pending. 

Mr. CROWELL. I propose my amendment 
asa substitute for this amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and suppose that it is open 
to amendment. 3 

The CHAIRMAN repeated his decisión for- 
merly made, that a substitute was simply a 
amendment. 7 
. So the amendment of Mre HALL was not re- 
ceived. 

Some conversation followed on the point of 
order. 

Mr. HALL called for the reading of the amend- 
ment; which was again read. : 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was agreed to. 

And the amendment ag amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, he believed there was 
no amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN said there was not. 


Mr. MOREHEAD moved to amend the bill by 
inserting therein the following: 


“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, required, in procuring the hemp which may hereaf- 
ter be necessary for naval purposes, to purchase American 
water-roited hemp alone, or such other American hemp as 


the navy may need, in open.markel, whenever practicable: 
Provided, The same ean. be bad of equal quality with the 
best foreign hemp and at a price not exceeding the average 
price.of foreign hemp for five years’ preceding: the passae 
of the joint resolution respecting contracts for hemp for the 
use of the American navy, approved March 9th, 1848. And 
provided, further, That hereafter the Secretary of the Navy, 
in advertising for gpaterials for the navy, shall advertise for 
cordage, sail clots¥and ducks manufactured in the United 
States, out of American cotton or hemp, and in receiving 
bids shall, in all cases, give the preference to the Amer- 
ican manufacture: Provided, The same be in all respects 
equal to the foreign artiele, aud can be procured upon as good 
terms.” 


The amendment having been read— 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, that the subject em- 
braced in it had been heretofore fully discussed, 
and it was not his intention, therefore, to detain 
the committee more thana single moment in ex- 
plaining its object. lt was an amendment to that 


| portion of the bill which made appropriations, 


among other things, for the purchase of hemp. 
He proposed to add a proviso confining the Sec- 
retary of the Navy tothe purchase of American 
water-rotted hemp, if it could be procured of a 
quality equal to the best quality of the foreign ar- 
ticle, and at a price not exceeding the average 
price of the foreign article for the last five years, 
That was the law as it now stood. The only 
difference in his amendment was, that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy was authorized to go into 
open market, and make purchases under the lim- 
itation set forth in the amendment, instead of ma- 
king the purchases by contract alone. This was 
demanded from the Government by the entire 
hemp-growing section of country. They did not 
wish the manufacture of the article to be thrown 
into the hands of those who might ve so fortunate 
as to obtain contracts for it, but that it should 
be thrown open; and if the Government through 
its agents could procure an article equal to the 
best foreign article, and at the average price of the 
hemp for the last five years, he could see no 
reason why our own producers should not have 
the benefit of the market. The amendment also 
contained a proviso, that in the purchase of duck 
and other materials made out of hemp and cotton, 
which were necessary to the equipment ofa vessel, 
the Secretary of the Navy should be required, 
where all the circumstances were equal, to give 
the preference to the American,article manu- 
factured out of the American raw material, if it 
could be procured as good and on as fair terms as 
the foreign article. Surely there could be no ob- 
jection to confining the Secretary of the Navy to 
the purchase of our own article, produced in 
our country, and manufactured in our own 
country, where it could be procured of as good a 
quality, and on as fair terms, as the foreign ar- 
ucle. ‘This was all that was asked. Mr. M. 
enforced the expediency of the adoption of the 
amendment by reference to the great capacity of 
the hemp-growing region to produce this article, 
and to the impulse which these provisions would 
give to the growth and manufacture of that staple. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, said that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Morenzanv,] was somewhat of an old ac- 


| quaintance. 


Mr. BURT interposed to a point of order. He 


i submitted that the amendment was not in order 
‘under the 81st ruie, because it proposed a change 


in existing laws. 

The CHAIRMAN said, if such was the fact, 
the amendment was not in order. 

Mr. BURT said, that his friend from Kentucky 
(Mr. Moreneap] had, in his. remarks, admitted 
that the amendment proposed to modify an exist- 
ing law, for he had distinctly pointed out the dif- 
ference between the law as it now stood, and the 
law as the amendment proposed to make it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said, that a law was passed 
in 1848 authorizing : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, interposed, and in- 
quired of the Chair, whether the point of order 
was debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Lllinots, submiited that the 
amendment did change existing Jaws, in this re- 
spect—the existing: law required the Secretary of 


.the Navy to purchase water-rotted hemp by con- 


tract, whilst the amendment proposed so changed 
the law as to destroy all competition. 
Mr. MOREHEAD made a suggestion, which 
was not fully heard by the Reporter; after which, 
The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 


order, 


i 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he ‘should: fee? come 


pelled to appeal from the. decision of the Chairs: 


‘Mr. BURT called for. tellers onthe appeal, 

Mr.. VENABLE. Will ‘the Chai 
question? © : z 

The CHAIRMAN stated the point of order, 
and that the question was on the appeal. Oe 

The amendment of Mr. Moreneap was then 
again read. - ae i SAGTS 

“Messrs. Strone and: FowLer were appointed 
tellers. 4 

The question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?” was taken; 
and the tellers-reported—ayes 69, noes 63... 

So the decision was affirmed, and the amendmen 
of Mr. Moreuxap was ruled out of order, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the item which reads ‘for repair of vessels in or= 
dinary, and for wear and tear of vessels in com- 
mission, including fuel for steamers and the pur- 


r-state the 


| chase of hemp, $1,750,000,” so as to made it read 


t‘ for repair of vessels in ordinary, and for wear 
and tear of vessels in commission, including fuel 
for steamers, and the purchase of American water- 
rotted hemp,-to be bought by the Secretary in 
open market,-$1,750,000: Provided; The price of 
the American hemp shall not exceed the average 
price of the foreign article for the last five years. ? 

Mr, HARRIS, of Illinois, raised the same point 
of order as had been made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Burr] against the previous 
amendment. The present amendment, he: said, 
effected precisely the same object as the previous 
amendment. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said, the section 
he proposed to amend directed that a certain quan- 
tity of hemp shout be purchased; his amendment 
merely directed the manner in which it should be 
purchased. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. ; 

_Mr. MOREHEAD. I appeal from that de- 

cision. f 

The question being on the appeal, 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messis. 
Puers and Corwin were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 61, noes 75. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The voteis—ayes61, noes 
75. So the decision of the Chair is overruled; antl 
the previous decision of the committee is reversed.’ 
[A laugh.] i a 

The question recurring, Shall the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky be agreed. to?— 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said he did not. 
propose to make a speech on this subject. “He 
was satisfied that the whole House understood the 
proposition. His colleague had properly explained 
it. It was unnecessary to say anything on the 
subject. He desired, however, to modify his 


| amendment. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, opposed the amend- 
ment. As he had before remarked, the present 
proposition was substantially the. proposition. of 
the other gentleman from Kentucky. Jtwagnoth- 
ing more nor less than a proposition to change the 
existing law by which the navy was furnished 
with hemp. The existing law required that Ameri- 
can hemp should be purchased, if it could be ob- 
tained of equal quality with foreign hemp, and at 
a price not exceeding the average price of the for- 
eign for the last five years. But how was it pro- 
cured under the existinglaw? As beef, pork, and 
every other article for the use of the navy was 
procured—by contract from the lowest bidder, 
This amendment proposed to give the Secretary 
of the Navy the power to send his agents where 
he pleased, and to buy of whom he pleased, being 
responsible to no. one and acting under no law. 
In other words, it was a proposition to throw the 
whole amount of patronage that could be derived 
from this article into the hands of the Secretary of 
the Navy for the time being—to be distributed ‘to 
his pets and favorites. lt was a most outrageous 
proposition, reversing the whole practice of the 
Government, If adopted, in reference to this arti- 
cle, it should be in reference to all other articles, 
which were purchased for the use of the navy. 
Like the gentleman from Kentucky, he (Mr. O1.) 
represented a large hemp-growing constituency, 
and he demanded for them a fair, open market, 
in which they could compete, on terms of equality, 
with others. Under this amendment those who 
happened to have the most influence with the 
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Secretary of the Navy for the time being, would 
secure the monopoly of the market, and upon 
such terms as the Secretary should see fit to give 
to his favorites. He unterstood that the late Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in total disregard of the pro- 
visions of the existing law, had refused to adver- 
tise for contracta for the purchase of hemp, waiting 
till this bill came up, and this proposition was 
offered; and in consequence the navy had now no 
hemp on hand. No hemp had been purchased 
for a year or a year anda half, for the reason that 
they wanted to procure it in this manner, and leave 


the Secretary to act as he pleased—entirely inde- , 


pendent of any accountability. If this was to be 
done, let them follow out the principle, repeal all 
laws relative to the procuring of supplies and the 
disbursement of money for the navy, and leave the 
Secretary of the Navy to pay out ten or twelve 
millions of dollars, to whom he pleased, under the 
control of no jaw. He believed it was only neces- 
sary to call the attention of the committee to the 
features of the amendment to secure its unquali- 
fied condemnation. + ; 

Mr. HALL offeredan amendment to the amend- 
ment, providing ‘ that the amount so purchased 
shall not exceed 500 tons per annum.” : 

Mr. HALL stated that the gentleman from IHi- 
nois (Mr. Hargis] was mistaken, if he sup- 
posed that the hemp-growers asked for this 
“change of the law asa favor. ‘The hemp-growers 

ask no favors of the Government. But heretofore 
a resolution was passed, directing the Secretary of 
the Navy toenter into contracts for supplying the 
navy with water-rotted hemp for the term of five 
years. This water-rotted hemp, thus supplied, is 
subjected to a variety of tests. The farmers 
who grow the hemp are not alWays prepared, or 
always willing to subject their products to these 
tests. Under this law, the speculators have mo- 
nopolized the supply of the navy. No contract 
has been entered thto with the farmers. 
. The proposition which has now been made is, 
that the Secretary of the Navy shall go into the 
open market for his supplies of hemp for the pub- 
lic service. There the grower can come to. the 
navy agent and teli him, “E will supply you with 
a given quantity of hemp at a certain price.” 
The navy agent is there to receive the offer, to 
examine the article, and to make the contract di- 
rectly with the farmer. The amendment involved 
no principle of protection. Its only object is, to 
enable the Secretary to go into the open market 
for his hemp, instead of throwing the supply for 
the service into the hands of a few speculators’ in 
New York. There is no protection in the amend- 
ment. If there had been any, he would have re- 
pudiated the proposition. The existing law com- 
pels the Secretary of the Navy to go to these spec- 
ulators. While they continue in operation, our 
farmers can never geta contract for supplying the 
navy with hemp. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mlinois. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Haut] says, under the ex- 
isting law the farmers cannot take the contract 
for hemp; and therefore that the entire benefits 
of the contracts go to speculators. If thisis a 
good objection, it is equally good against the sys- 
tem which is uniformly practiced in furrishing 
supplies of beef, pork, lumber, and of every other 
article produced in this country, which is required 
for the use of the navy. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked whether 
or not it had been the policy of the Government 
and the practice of the Secretary of the Navy to 
buy this hemp in open market? 

Mr. HARRIS replied, that it was the practice of 
the Secretary to buy in open market, until its op- 
eration became intolerable. Onder that system 
the article was purchased of the friends of the 
Secretary—of pets and hangers-on, those who 
came and curried favor here—instead of leaving 
the market open to fair, honorable competition, as 
it was with reference to every other article, and 
hence arose the necessity for the change of the law 
which took place in 1848. ; 

The gentleman said, that under the contract sys- 
tem, the farmers could not take the contracts. He 
(Mr. H.) wished to know if the gentleman pro- 
posed tosend the Government agents about to buy 
the crop of every farmer who raised two, three, or 
five tons? This would be utterly impracticable. 
There would be hemp-dealers who would buy the 
hemp in small quantities of the farmer, as they 
bought his beefy pork, &c.; and these dealers 
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i would farnish the. hemp to the Government, 
whether under contract or in open market. - And 
itgwas now proposed to alter the existing law, 
which threw the market open to fair and. honora- 
ble competition, and. give to favorites the supply- 
ing of hemp, on such terms as the Secretary might 
choose to give. He wanted to k if the House 
was prepared to sanction a principle so utterly in 
conflict with all good policy? He had confidence 
that it would not receive the favor of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALL withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. x 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
Mr. STANTON— 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the améndment 
of Mr. Sranron by striking out of the proviso 
the words “ for the last five years,” and inserting 
the words “at the time of purchase,” so as to 
make it read, “ that the price of the American 
hemp shall not exceed the average price of the for- 
eign article at the time of purchase.” . 

Mr. A. opposed the proposition, on the ground 
that it carried the high protective principle into 
| effect on one article of domestic produce, while 
other articles of domestic industry were left with- 
out equal benefit. The Secretary of the Navy is 
to prefer domestic hemp whenever it can be pur- 
chased on as good terms as the price that the for- 
eign article has borne within five years past. What 
has been the price of the foreign article? It has 
ranged as high as double the price of the domestic 
hemp. The Secretary, therefore, might be com- 
pelled to prefer the domestic article even at a price 
a little less than double its present market value. 
The amendment goes back in its operation, so as 
to cover the period when the foreign hemp was at 
this high rate. It would, therefore, have the effect 
of getting a species of high protection to the do- 
mestic hemp. He was opposed to this mode of 
granting high protection to one article, while others 
equally entitled were not included in the same 
privilege. 


iron of Pennsylvania, so as to make the system 
operate fairly and equally on all. He was opposed 
to any altempt to introduce a partial and unequal 
protection through the medium of an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The constituents of the 
honorable member from Massachusetts will re- 
ceive his proposition with guite as much astonish- 
ment as it produces here. The people of Massa- 
chusetts do not merely ask encouragement to do- 
mestic industry, but their accepted doctrine has 
been ‘protection to labor.” How will they be 
surprised to learn thata Representative from their 
midst deliberately proposes to adopt, asa regulation 
appied to the staple of hemp, the free-trade doc- 
trine that Government should buy where itcan buy 
cheapest, and sell where itcan sell dearest. The gen- 


seies of years past; but desires to base that regulation 
upon the actual price of the foreign article through 
years to come, and therefore, of course, upon the 
price of the labor of Russia and Italy. What 
makes up the price of the foreign article? The 
price of produciion and the demand for it in mar- 
ket. When the foreign want is satisfied, exporta- 


ready for sale, often at a price our growers cannot 
stand, and subject to constant fluctuations, with 
which our people should have no concern. But this 
amendment does not suit the gentleman, because 
Massachusetts yarns and cloths and Pennsylvania 
iron are not embraced. He proposes to construct 
an omnibus, in which the great interests he in part 
represents shall have a safe passage through the 
hails of legislation. 


a present share in its provisions. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment has no feature of the tariff. The 
law now requires the Secretary to advertise, and 
that he may make contracts for five years, pro- 
vided the price equals the average price of the best 
foreign article for five years prior to the passage of 
the resolutions. This regulation has been only so 
far modified as to bring the average to that of the 
foreign for five years now just passed, and the 
material addition of taking the open market, in- 
stead of allowing the speculator to intervene the 
Government and the grower. We do ask, the 
Government to prefer our article at the fixed price, 


> 


Let hemp be placed on the same foot- | 
ing with the cotton fabrics of the East, and the | 


tleman seems not to be willing to regulate prices by | 
the average of the best foreign article, through a | 


tion commences. The surplus comes to our market | 


_ He seems to have grown dis- | 
trustful, and complains of a tariff, unless he has | 
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and I-submit that when the House considers the 
inducements heretofore held out to our farmers to 
invest in machinery preparatory to the business of. 
water rotting-hemp, and the fact that under thecon- 
tract system they -have been compelled to keep. 
their crops on hand, there should be no hesitation 
in passing this. proposition, and in overruling that 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. a 

The question was stated to be on-agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

ane amendment to the amendment was again 
read. j 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Conwin and 
Durkee were appointed. 

The question was then tdken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 57, noes 78. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. : 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Corwin and 
Roxinson were appointed. 

Mr. CLEVELAND called for the reading of 
the amendment, and it was again read. ` 

The question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 76, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, offered the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the twenty- 
fifth line: f 

“& Provided, further, That the Secretary of the Navy shall 
substitute cotton (in the whole or part) in leu of hemp, 
when he may thinkit to the best interest of the Govern- 
ment.” s 

Mr. C. said, he was desirous to deal fairly with 
all interests. Ifthe Secretary of the Navy, in the 
exercise of his discretion, should at any time de- 
aire to substitute cotton for hemp, let him do so. 
He for one, was willing that the experiment should 
be made. Did time permit him now to go into the 
subject, he could demonstrate that in many in- 
stances in which hemp is now used, cotton might 
be advantageously substituted. At present, how- 
ever, he merely desired to throw the idea before’ 
the country, in order that it might be thought of. 
If it should be approved by public opinion, it 
could hereafter be taken up in a more serious man- 


ner. 

Mr. BAYLY. I simply wish to remark that 
the amendment is entirely unnecessary. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy does now possess'the authority 
contemplated by it. ” 

‘Phe question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Coss was rejected. 


Mr. SCHENCK moveé to amend the bill by 
inserting therein the following: 


« Provided, That in addition to the usual duties performed 
by the inspecting or receiving officers or agents at the points 
where eval may hereafter be delivered under contracts with 
the Governinent forthe use of the navy, the Secretary of 
the Navy shall have authority to appoint inspectors of coal 


Í to examine the quality thereof at the mines where produced, 


or at the shipping port nearest the place of production, in 
order to determine, in each case, whether the quality of, 
such coal is in contormity with the contract, and proper to’ 
be forwarded; and for meeting the expenses of such in- 
spection a sum not exceeding one thousand dollars is hereby 
appropriated.” 

Mr. SCHENCK briefly explained the object of 
the amendment, and the evil which it proposed to 
remedy. He could scarcely be heard on the left 
of the Chair, but he was understood to point out 
the inconveniences and losses arising from the in- 
ferior quality of the coal which might be delivered. 
The purchase was made by samples, and. the 
article when delivered was often unequal to the 
sample. The placepf delivery might be abroad— 
in the Pacific, or elsewhere; and the vessels were 
compelled either to take what was furnished, how- 
ever inferior the article might be, or be left with- 
out coal. The object of the amendment was to 
secure an inspection, in advance, either at the 
mines or at the nearest shipping ports. 

Mr. STRONG said he would undertake to as- 
sert, that if the Government were to send the most 
intelligent maninthe country to any anthracite. coal 
mine, it would be found that it would not be.in his 
power to make such an inspection as weuld be of 
any- value whatsoever. When the. Government 
entered into a contract for the purchase of ceal 
they purchased it by sample—the sample repre- 
senting the average quality of coal-taken from a 
particular mine. Those who were acquainted with 
the mining operations in anthracite coal mines, 
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knew it was utterly impossible to igspect coal in 
the mines.” The value of the coal depended’ en- 
tirely upon its freedom from slate and other impu- 
rities, and it required picking. No doubt those 
were the’ difficulties which the honorable gentle- 
man from Ohio suggested; no doubt in many cases 
where coal was contracted for by sample, more im- 
purities than were anticipated were found.in it when 
delivered. But nothing could be gainéd by seng- 
ing inspectors to the mines. n : 7 

Mr. WHITE said it was not proposed to in- 
spect the coal at the mines, but after it was mined. 

Mr. STRONG intimated that the gentleman 
could not be acquainted with mining operations. 

Mr. WHITE was understood to say that he had 
visited various mines, and was thoroughly ac- 
qudinted with mining operations. 

Mr. STRONG. If my friend has had such op- 
portunities for information on this subject, I am 
sorry he has not improved them in a better man- 
ner. 

He proceeded to say that coal was never brought 


out and deposited in any quantities at the mouth | 


of the mines, for the very obvious reason of avoid- 
ing the necessity-ef a double handling of if. The 
amendment, then, of the gentleman from Ohio 
would not accomplish the object for which it was 
designed. Any inspeciton of coal must be at the 
depts; canal boats, or vessels, whence and by 
which it was transported; and the officers already 
appointed under existing laws were adequate for 
such inspection. There was no necessity, there- 
fore, for authorizing an increase of the number of 
appointees and of expenditures. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. SCHENCK— 

Mr. SCHENCK called for tellers. 

The committee refused to order tellers, 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CHANDLER moved the following amend- 
ment: 


Provided, That in addition to the usual duties performed 
hy. the inspecting or receiving officers or agents, at the 
points where coal may hereafter be delivered under con- 
tracts with the Government for the use of the Navy, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall have authority to appoint in- 
spectors of coal, not to exceed five in number, to examine 
the quality thereof at the mines where produced, or at the 
shipping port nearest the place of production, in order to 
determine in each case whether the quality of such coal is 
in conformity with the contract, and proper to be forwarded: 
and for meeting the expenses of such inspection a sum not 
exceeding one thousand dollars is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. RICHARDSON raised the point, that the 
amendment was not in order, as it proposed an ap- 
propriation which was not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment— i 

Mr. CHANDLER. It wasthesame proposition 
which had been offered by his friend from Ohio, 
(Mr. Scuencx,] with the addition that the number 
of inspectors of coal should not exceed five. The 
cost of these inspectors to the Government would 
be trifling, while the advantages would be great. 
When coal is contracted for, to be delivered at a- 
foreign port, and it turns out to be inferior to the 
specimen, there is no means of redress, as it is too 
late for the contract to be abandoned or annulled. 
The object of the amendment is to provide for 
the means of inspecting the. coal before it leaves 
the country, so as to protect the Government 
"against disappointment. It may sometimes bap- 

-pen that'a voyage, say to Cuba, or to any other 
port, may be defeated for want of fuel, owing to 
the inferiority of the coal furnished. It is to pre- 
ventany such failure that he had offered his amend- 
ment. Its adoption would be a great convenience 
to the Government. It was desirable for all par- 
ties that inspectors should be appointed, as no coal 
company would feel its interests promoted by 
supplying a coal inferior to the sample on which 
the contract was.made. It was the ordinary and 
correct course in Government contracts, to provide 
inspectors at a moderate salary, on whose report 
the contracts are confirmed. 

Mr. STRONG, in opposition to the amendment, 
said, it was very general in its terms. If the ob- 


ject was to secure the delivery of coal in compli- H 


ance. with contract in foreign ports, why not 
specify it?. We had now a class of officers receiv- 
ing very large salaries, employed -in the purchase 
of Government stores of various kinds, for the 
use of the navy. The inspection of coal might be 


| tion, equipment, and repair. 


taking, leaving the wreck ina worse condition than 


performed by these officers if they faithfully dis- 
charged their duties; and the inspection should he | 
at the ‘vessels by which it was exported. He 
therefore saw no necessity whatever forthe ap- 
pointment of new officers to do these duties. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved an amendment to the 
amendment, by striking therefrom as follows: 

“Tn theeting the expenses of such inspection, a sum not 
exceeding $1,000 is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. S. said, the object of the amendment 
which he had offered was to have the coal èx- 
amined before being conveyed to the port where 
it was to be delivered. When. coal was delivered 
at a foreign port under a contract, and found to be 
of inferior quality, it was then too late to remedy 
the defect, His proposition was, that the quality 
of the coal should be ascertained and established 
before being shipped. The coal-producers them- | 
selves not only assented to the proposition, but 
they earnestly desired that it should be adopted as | 
a matter of protection to their own interests as 


subject, it had been brought io: the consideration: 
of the present Secretary of the Navy,and*he had © 
addressed a note to the chairman of the committee;:: 
submitting the proposition ‘that. the work- should 
be given by contract to the lowest bidder, thatthe: 
Secretary of the Navy shouldbe authorized to. 
advertise for proposals, and give the contract’ to: 
the lowest bidder. . The proposition was submit- 
ted to the committee, whether it would be advita= 
ble to adopt the plan proposed, and the committee. 
concluded to submit this amendment, and leave it 
to the House to decide. The diffculty that sug- 
gested itself to the committee was, that if propo- 
sals were advertised for, persons who weré unap- 
prised of the difficulties to be encountered ‘might. 
| engage in the work, and that the- result might be 
that instead of the amount recommended here. to 
| be appropriated, this Government would have to 


|| pay a hundred or a ‘hundred and fifty thousand. 


dollars. He asked that the letter of the Secretary 


{| might be read. 


well as the interests of the Government. 

The question being taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, it was rejected. 

The question recurring on the original amend- 
ment, it was taken, and the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. WHITE offered the following, to come in 
between the 25th and 26th lines: 

“ Forabe removal of the wreck of the steam-frigate Mis- 
souri, lying in the harbor of Gibraltar, forty thousand dol- 
lars, to be paid out of the appropriation for eonstruetion, 
equipment, and repairs; and the Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby authorized and required to contract with Edward R. 
Robinson ayd associates, for the removal of said wreck 
upon the plan of Captain George W. Taylor to the Secretary 
of the Navy, and by the Secretary of the Navy to the Com- 
mittee op Naval Affairs, or such other plan as the Secretary 
may deem more advisable, providing the consideration for 
the removal of said wreck shall not exceed the sum of eighty 
thousand dollars, and ample security being given for the 
faithful performance of the contract.” ` 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, raised the point of 
order, that the amendment was not in order, be- 
cause it proposed an appropriation to remove an 
obstruction in a foreign harbor. 

Mr.. WHITE remarked that the gentleman was 
mistaken in supposing that the amendment pro- 
posed to make an appropriation, or at least to add 
apything to the amount of appropriations in the 
bill, Theamount to be paid was to be taken from 
the fund appropriated for the bureau-of construc- | 


Mr. BROWN. My point of order is, that it is 
legislating on a subject that is not necessary to 
carry out the practical operations of the navy. It 
is not an appropriation for the support of the 
navy. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and decided that the amendment was in order. 

Mr. WHITE gave a succinct statement of 
what had occurred in regard to this wreck. He 
said that on the 26th of August, 1846, the steam 
frigate Missouri, while lying in the harbor of Gib- 
raltar, took fire, and was burned to the water’s 
edge. The hull sunk, and it had been lying in 
that condition from that day to this, notwithstand- 
ing repeated movements on the part of this Gov- 
ernment for the removal of the wreck, which 
formed an obstruction to the navigation in that 
harbor. A contract had been made, he said, for 
its removal, with a man of the name of Lovett, 
who had entirely failed to accomplish the object of 
the contract, and had finally abandoned the under- 


it was at first. The Secretary of the Navy, or the 
23d of May last, had submitted to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs a report that was made by Mr. 
George W. Taylor, who had been employed by 
the Government to make an examination or inves- 
tigation into the condition of the remaining part | 
of the vessel, &c. The report was avery voln- | 
minous one, describing the position of the wreck, 
and giving, at the same time, a statement of | 
all the difficulties connected with its removal. 
Mr. Taylor had suggested a plan which had met 
the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, and 
which had been by him submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and that committee had 
directed him. (Mr. W.) to offer this amend- 
ment to the navy appropriation bill, in order to 
carry out the design as suggested in the report of | 
Mr. Taylor. He would send to the Clerk to be 
read, the letter from the Secretary of the Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, relating to this 


i} tion. 


The five minutes to which the gentleman was 
entitled having expired, the letter was not read. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, offered the 
following asa substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York: ' : ae 

“That the Secretary of the Navy he authorized toeon- 

tract with Samuel F. Butterworth, of New York, for the 
raising of the wreck of the steamer. Missouri: Provided, 
i That no more than $60,000 shail be paid for the raising and 
| delivery of the wreck, and no more than $20,000 shall be’ 
| advanced before the delivery of the wreck into the hands 
of the agents of the Government.” 

Mr. T. said it appeared to him that if it was the 
| duty of this Government © remove this wreck, it 
ought to be done at the smallest possible cost. 

Mr. BAYLY wag opposed to the substitute of- 
fered by the gentf&man from Mississippi, [Mr." 
THompson,] and in favor of the original amend- 
pment. He suspected that the gentleman from 
| Mississippi did not understand the amendment. Et 
| merely gave authority to the Secretary of the Navy 
to enter into a contract for the raising of the frigate 
| Missouri. He, of course, would take care that 
| the work was executed before he paid the con- 
| tractor. It had been said that if it is not intended 
to pay for this work in advance, why is this ap- ` 
| propriation made? Now, every one must know- 
that no contract can be advantageously made by 
the Government unless there has been an appro- 
priation previously made for the work. 

i Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked, Why 
not, then, make the whole appropriation at the be- 
ginning? Soti Ret 

Mr. BAYLY resumed. . Enough. was appro»: 

priated, in the present instance, to let the contractor 
| see that he would not be altogether dependent on 
the-action of a future Congress for his remunera- 
i He would nevet undertake a contract with 
| this Government unless an appropriation was pre- 
viously made, for who could tell whether a future 
: Congress may not refuse to pay for the work? He 
| had been consulted about thisamendment. He was 
| opposed to taking any money out of the Treasury 
| by an additional appropriation for. this object. 
But he had assented, on condition that it should 
be taken out of the appropriation for the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair. The amendment, 
therefore, had been so framed as not to be an ap- 
propriation directly from the Treasury, but out of 
money appropriated for the Bureau of Construc- 
tion, Equipment, and Repair. f 

Mr. HUBBARD said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had intimated that Congress was not always 
disposed to pay for the work performed under con- 
tracts. He desired to ask that gentleman if he 
; could point out a single instance in which Congress 
| had repudiated any engagement of the kird. 
| 
i 


Mr. BAYLY said he could. There was a re- 
| cent casein which the gentleman from Alabama 
, had himself voted with the majority. He alluded 
į to the bill by which Congress had repudiated the 
| engagement made by a previous Congress, for the 


i payment of the claims of the officers of the Virginia 


| Continental line. 


| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee; moved to 


| amend the amendment by striking out “ 40,000,” 
and inserting “ $45,000.” k 
| He did this for the purpose of making a single 
remark, He thought that, after ‘all which had 
| transpired as to the wreck of the frigate Missouri, 
| every one must be satisfied that itis the duty of the 
| Governmentto bave it removed. Itisnotaitogether 
certain that this wreck, which now Hes in such a 


subject: Since the action of the committee on the 


position as to be injurious to the British Govern. 
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ment, by obstructing the harbor of Gibraltar, was- 
not occasioned by the carelessness of our own offi- 
cers. He-did not mean to be understood as stating 
that such was the fact. He believed that the Brit- 
ish Government was satisfied that-we intend to re- 
move this wreck. He did not know whether or not 
our Governmenthad given any pledge to that effect. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Tuospson]} 
was mistaken as tothe character of the amend- 
ment. -He did not propose to pay this appropria- 
tion in advance.. The amendment did not. even 
bind the Secretary of the Navy to take either the 
plan of Mr. Taylor or the plan of Mr. Butter- 
worth., Some time ago, the Secretary of the Navy 
(Mr. Mason) sent Mr. ‘Taylor to Gibraltar for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether the Missouri 
could be raised. The expense of this trip was 
about two or three thousand dollars. On his re- 
turn, Mr. Taylor reported a plan for the raising of 
the frigate, which had been submitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and had received his approval, 
as well as the approval of the bureau. He believed 
Mr. Butterworth had never been at Gibraltar, and, 
of-course, had never seen the wreck. 

Mr. HOWARD. He had been there, and had 
geen the wreck. 

Mr. STANTON, (resuming,) admitted that it 
might be so. The Secretary of the Navy would 
make no contract until he had seena plan. He 
referred to an instance in which a contractor with 
the Government had obtained all that was of any 
value, and then abandoned his contract. The Sec- 
retary was not bound to accept any particular 
plan. He could adopt stich as, after examination, 
he may consider the best. 

Mr. JONES said he was opposed to this amend- 
ment, and to all the other endments to the 
amendment. He was opposed to the appropria- 
tion of any money for this object. He did not un- 
derstand that it was with a view to the removal of 
the obstruction from the harbor of Gibraltar that 
this appropriation was desired. He believed that 
the object of Secretary Mason was to recover the 


property lost in the Missouri, and he had no idea i 


that we can ever succeed in recovering enough to 
pay the expenses of the raising of the wreck. He 
Jooked on the whole business in the light of a spec- 
ulation. It was a job suggested by some one who 
is in want of a contract. 

Mr. STANTON, as far as he could be heard, 
stated that the contract had been under the exam- 
ination of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES resumed. He had no doubt that 
the contractor had satisfied the committee and the 
Secretary of his ability to execute the work. Some 
reference had been made to the obligations im- 
posed on our Government by the international law. 
Now he did not profess to be very well read in in- 
ternational law. But he would call on the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to give us his opinion 
whether, by that law, we are under any obligation 
to remove wrecks of our vessels, which, by una- 
voidable misfortune, have been cast where they 
obstructed a foreign harbor? Such a doctrine, he 
thought, would be a very strange doctrine. There 


was no one who could suppose that we shall ever į 


raise property to the value of $80,000. And if no 


one entertained this opinion, the only object of the | 
amendment must be to give a profitable contract | 


to some person who was in want of a job. 


The question was then taken on the amendment | 


moved by Mr. Stanton to the amendment, and it 
was decided-in the negative. 


Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the amend- į 


ment. by substituting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 


é That the Secretary of the Navy detail a sufficient force į 


from the navy for raising the wreck of the Missouri.” 

He regarded this whole matter of the logs of the 
frigate Missouri as a beautiful commentary on the 
efficiency of our navy. The officers of the Mis- 
souri went on shore, and the crew burnt the ves- 
sel. 
come before us with a proposition to raise the 
wreck of the frigate for $45,000, and another with 
an offer to do it for $70,000. And we are gravely 
discussing thesé offers, and considering which of 
them we shall accept, while we have numbers of 
idie navy officers, who are in want of something 
to employ them. 
more credit on the officers of the navy, than to set 
them at work to dig out their own ruins? Was it 
possible that, with the heavy force of men and 


And now there was one gentleman who had | 


And what service could reflect | 


means giyen by the appropriation bill to our navy 
for the present year, and with so many officers 
|i who want employment somewhere, we cannot find 
energy and industry enough in the service to dig 
up the ruins they have made, not by fighting, but 
by frolicking with the enemy? We have got 
plenty of ships, plenty of men, ard high scientific 
skill enough on. hand, yet we are seriously dis- 
cussing who shall be employed in raising this 
frigate. 

Mr. BAYLY said, if we send our navy to Gib- 
raltar, and our officers are of the character given 
them. by the gentleman from Ohio, how much 
would the experiment cost the Government? 

Mr. CARTTER replied, that it might cost as 
much as the trip of their predecessors cost. Their 
predecessors sunk one frigate, they would sink the 

- balance. . f 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, made a 
few remarks in opposition to the amendment. He 
was of opinion that our Government was not 
bound by any principle of international law, nor 
by any usage of courtesy between nations, tọ 
raise this wreck. He regretted that such an idea 
should have been started here. We are not re- 
sponsible, under any code, for disasters attributable 
only to the act of God. He entreated the commit- 
tee to cease discussing these amendments. There 
was little probability of getting through the mass of 
business before us, if we lose time in this way. 

The amendment to the amendment was then re- 
jected. 

Mr. SACKETT moved to amend by striking 
out a portion thereof, which was not audible to 
the Reporter. 

He was altogether opposed (he said) to making 
any contract on the subject. He would leave it 
open to the Secretary to act according to hie own 

| discretion. He was opposed to a contract. How 
could the House make a contract, when it is with- 
out any information relating to the subject? Here 
wasa proposition to give a contract to an indi- 
vidual, and we are in utter ignorance concerning 
the subject on which we propose tè. make a con- 
tract. We have a Secretary of the Navy, and 
also a board of officers: let the matter be left in 
their hands, to be disposed of as their discretion 
may think best. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, begged to in- 
form the gentleman from New York, that the 
Government was not ignorant of the facts. They 

were in possession of the means of forming a cor- 
rect judgment. 

Mr. SACKETT said, that the Government 
might be possessed of the requisite information, 
but the House was not. He desired that the sub- 
ject might be left in the hands of the proper officers. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the substitute 
of Mr. Toomrson, of Mississippi, and it was neg- 
atived. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 


lowing proviso: 

“ Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid over to 
the contractor till the work is delivered to the agent of the 
United States: And provided, That no larger sum than 
$70,000 shall be paid for the delivery of the same.” s 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Wurre, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, moved to insert in the bill the following 
item: 

ss For meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
l; the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000,” 

He stated that this item had been omitted acci- 
| dentaliy when the bill was reported by the Com- 
i mittee of Ways and Means. He hoped that no 
! further explanation would be necessary. 

i Mr. JONES said he wished that the item should 
be made to express what was really intended by 
i at. 


l pay a salary to Mr. Espy for making and regula- 
H ting storms. 
Mr. BAYLY replied, that this appropriation 
had nothing to do with storms. 
| been for some time engaged in some very interest- 
ing experiments of a scientific character. Ever 
one who had been acquainted with his efforts could 
| bear testimony to his high reputation as a man of. 
: Science. The gentleman from Tennessee may 


| do with storms. 


amend the amendment by adding thereto the fol- |; 


The appropriation, as is well known, is to || 


Mr. Espy had !! 


i 


t 


| 


į; rest assured that this appropriation has nothing to 


‘Mr, JON ES moved to amend the amendment 


vations, ? and inserting ‘for the salary of; Mr. 
Espy, the storm king.” y ; i 

Mt. EVANS, of Maryland, made a-few re~ 
marks, which were not distinctly heard, in. praise 
of the scientific acquirements of Mr. Espy; stating 
that his labors during the last. two. years in the 
science of meteordlogy had been productive.of 
discoveries of the highest importance to the world, 
and had obtained for him everywhere a-very high 
and well-merited reputation. ; : 

-The question was then taken on the amendment 
submitted by Mr. Jones to the amendment of Mr. 
Bayty, and it was decided in the negative. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amen 
the amendment by striking out $2,000, and insert- 
ing $2,500. oe 

He made this motion for the purpose of saying 
asingle word. He desired to express his hope 
that his friends on that side of the House would 
not vote against this appropriation. It was for an 
object of the greatest importance. The results. óf 
the experiments for which it is required are only 
at preseft in the process of development, but will 
j soon be disclosed to the world. He was deeply 
impressed with the importance of the subject, and 
the necessity for the appropriation. It involves.a 
very small amount, and that ought to be granted 
without hesitation. Although his colleague and 
some of his friends had usually resisted these ap- 
propriations for scientific purposes, they had gen- 
erally been granted, and he hoped this would. not 
be withheld. i 

Mr. STANTON wished to withdraw his amend- 
ment, but an objection was made, which was not 
heard by the Chair until he had decided that the 
amendment was withdrawn. From this decision 


| of the Chair an appeal was made by Mr. JONES, 
| and tellers were demanded. The question was 


then taken on the decision of the Chair, and it was 
sustained—ayes 78, noes 44. . 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. BayLy, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to in- 
crease the sum appropriated for the purchase of 
books, maps, and charts for the hydrographical 
office, from $4,125 to a sum not heard by the Re- 

orter. 

p Mr. S. stated that he did not mean to say any- 
thing on the subject in addition to what he had 
said during the discussion which had already taken 
place on the subject of the Observatory. But: to 
fill up the five minutes allowed to him, he would 
send to the Clerk a Jetter which he desired to have 
read for the information of the committee. 

The letter was read. 

Mr. JONES said that the estimates for this es- 
tablishment had been submitted at an early period 
of the session, amounting to $52,351. Upon an 
examination of these estimates, however, the Com- 
i mittee of Ways and Means had reduced the 

amount to $35,135. For the first item, being for 
| the purchase and repair of instruments, the com- 
mittee had reported an appropriation of the same 
amount as was estimated; for the next item. the 
committee reduced about one-half, and. so on, 
making a reduction in the whole amount of about 
$17,000, and leaving the amount appropriated 
something over $35,000. ‘This the commitiee 
| considered would be ample for all the necessary 
| purposes connectéd with this Observatory. 
| The question was taken on the amendment and 
| it was not agreed to. ; 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved. to in- 
| crease the sum appropriated for backing and 
| binding the books, maps, and charts, for the hy- 
drographical office, and for printing and publishing 


of - Tennessee, moved to 
amend the item appropriating $7,500 for copying 
extracts from old sea journals for the wind and 
current charts, and for continuing the engraving 
and publication of the same, including cost: of 


! copper, stones, chemicals, paper, &c., in the Na- 


fe 


‘tional Observatory, by increasing the sam- to 
; $15,000; which amendment was not agreed to. 
| Mr. BAYLY moved to insert after: the word 
| * mfchinery,”” in the 58th line, the words * with 
| the patent-right to use the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


by striking oui-the words ** meteorological obser-. 
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The Crerx read the next section; being the 
following provision: ore 

“For transportation of the United States mail between 
New York and Liverpool, between New York and New Or- 
ieans, Havana and Chagres, and between Panamaand some 
point in the Territory of Oregon, eight hundred and seventy- 
four thousand six hundred dollars: Provided, That no part 
of this appropriation, or of the. unexpended appropriations 
for the same service heretofore made shall be drawn from 
the Treasury, unless the contract under which payment is 
sought shall have been performed in full and strict compli- 
ance with the law of the contract. And the Secretary of 
the Navy is hereby authorized and required to rescind such 
of said contracts as may not have been fully and substan- 


tially performed according to the terms and stipulations |) 


thereof,” 


Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move to strike 
out the proviso in the above clause, and to insert 
the following in lieu thereof, viz: 

_« Provided, That no payment shall be made for said ser- 
vice except in proportion to the mail service heretofore per- 
formed, or that may be hereafter performed ; and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is hereby directed to make payment in such 
proportion only.” 

Mr. B. said, that when the Committee of Ways 
and Means had this subject before them they 
were disposed to disconnect the Government from 
these mail steamers, if it were possible to do so. 
They were anxious to get clear of all the con- 
tracts. And on motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, who was a member of the committee, 
they adopted the proviso which the bill now con- 
tained. Afterwards, however, not only the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, but a majority of the com- 
mittee, came to the conclusion that they had acted 
unadvisedly, and that it would be better to substi- 
tate the proviso, which he had now moved. 

Mr. JONESgsaid, it was true that after a labo- 
rious examination and repeated consultations with 
the Secretary of the Navy, tke Committee of Ways 
and Means had come to the conclusion to put in 
the proviso as printed in this bill. The Seeretary 
had informed them that the contracts had not been 
complied with, and that they could not be com- 
plied with; that it was impossible that steam- 
ers built with the view of conveying passengers 
and freight could be adapted to war purposes in 
case they should be required for such purposes, 
Upon this evidence they had inserted the proviso, 
and reported it to the House, that no part of the 
appropriation should be paid over until the compa- 
ny had complied with the express terms of their 
contract. It was also true that the committee had 
subsequently adopted the proviso which the chair- 
man of the committee had now moved. He was 
opposed to the system by which the Government 
was connected with these mail steamers, and 
would be glad to see it discontinued. It was 
wrong that the Treasury of this Government 
should be required to contribute large sums of 
money annually for the private emolument of these 
contractors without receiving any adequate return, 
or; in fact, deriving any advantage therefrom. He 
trusted—though he hartlly expected it—that the 
proposed amendment would not be adopted, but 
that the proviso contained in the bill would be per- 
mitted to stand. 

Mr. THURSTON moved to strike out the last 
line of the amendment offered by Mr. Barty, and 
said: I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, not 
for the purpose of having it adopted, but to enable 
me to make a few remarks, to show that the amend- 
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means [Mr. Bayxy] should prevail. 
When i first examined this bill, this proviso im- 
mediately attracted my attention, because I at once 
saw that should it prevail and become a law, the 
Secretary of the Navy would not only be author- 
ized, but positively enjoined to rescind the con- 
tract establishing the line of mail steamers now 
plying between Panama and Oregon. Not only 
this, but the proprietors of that line would be pre- 
cluded from receiving any pay for past services, 
ifany is now due, or pay for services hereafter 
rendered, which might become necessary, out of 
this appropriation. When I first read this proviso, 
I didnot know by whom it was got up, nor the 
motives which dictated it, but I saw at once that it 
put the proprietors of that line completély into the 
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power of the Secretary of the Navy, and that it 
would make the Secretary the cruel instrument 
not only of doing injustice to the Pacific mail 
steamboat company, but of repeating injustice to ` 
the people of the Pacific coast, and of Oregon in 
particular. Hence] had marked it, and was in- 
tending, after an amendment I shall hereafter offer, 
to move to strike it out, had not the same motion 
been made by the able chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. This proviso, sir, reads as 


follows: 

“ Provided, That no part of this appropriation, or of the 
unexpended appropriations for the same service herctofore 
made, shall be drawn from the Treasury, unless the con- 
tract under which payment is sought shall have been per- 
formed in full, and strict compliance with the law of the 


contract. And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 


ized and required to rescind such of said contract as may | 


not have been fully and substantially performed according 
to the terms and stipulations thereof.? ` 


This, sir, is the language of your proviso, which 
meditates ruin on our line of steamers, and glaring 
injustice toward the people { represent. 

The Jaw under which the Pacific line of mail 
steamers was established, was approved on the 3d 
day of March, 1847, and the immediate section 
authorizing its establishment is in these words: 
* That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
‘Navy to contract, on behalf of the Government of 
‘the-United States, for the transportation of the 
mail from Panama to such port as he may select 
‘in the Territory of Oregon, once a month each 
€ way,so as to connect with the mail from Havana 
‘to Chagres, across the Isthmus; said mail to be 
‘transported in either steam or sailing vessels, as 
‘shall be deemed most practicable and expedient.” 
Accordingly, on the 4th of March, 1847, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy advertised for proposals for 
carrying the mail on this route. Several proposi- 
tions were made—some for carrying it by sailing 
vessels, others by steam. The proposals made by 
Arnold Harris, of the State of Arkansas, were ac- 
cepted, and on the 16th day of November, 1847, 
the contract was concluded, the principle features 
of which I will briefly narrate. 

Mr. Harris obligated himself to carry the mail 
from Panama to Astoria, or such other point in said 
Territory as the Navy Department may select, once 
a month each way, touching at one or two interme- 
diate ports on the coast of Oregon when required 
by the Secretary of the Navy—with liberty to 
touch at such other ports as he chose, providing it 
did not cause a failure in performance of the ser- 
vice. e contract was to continue for ten years 
from the Ist day of October, 1848. 

Harris was to furnish three sea steamers, two of 
which were to be of not less than one thousand 
tons, and all of them to be well constructed, suitable | 
in all respects for the intended service, and to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Navy through the 
agency of competent inspectors before leaving the 
port of New York. Whether these vessels ever 
were inspected, and if so, whether they were ap- 
proved, I am not able to say from documentary evi- 
dence; but, at any rate, they have found their 
way into the Government service, and are-now 
being used by the Government by virtue of the 
contract. He was also bound to exercise, during 
the continuance of the contract, such restrictions 
as the Navy Department may deem necessary and 
proper, from time to time, for the proper care and 
preservation of the mails, and their proper receipt 
and delivery at the ports of departure and arrival, 
and was to convey, free of cost, a Government 
agent, &c. These vessels were to sail from New 
York, unless delayed by order of the Navy De- 
pertment, on or before the first of October, 1848, 
and were to be so constructed as to be easily 
turned. into war steamers. The Navy Department 
reserved the power to exercise, at all times, con- 
trol over them and to convert them exclusively to 
Government use by paying their value (at the 
time,) to be ascertained by appraisers to be mutu- 
ally chosen by the parties. : i 

In compensation for this service, the United 
States contracted, by the Secretary of the Navy, | 
to pay said Harris, or his assigns, the full sum of | 
one hundred and ninety nine thousand dollars, in |! 


quarter yearly instalments, upon the “ fair per- 


formance’’ of the. stipulated: service... Such,.-sir, 
are. the principal heads of. this contract, “eon- 
cluded, as I have said before, onthe 16th day of 
November, 1847, between Arnold. Harris. and the 
Government of the United States; forthe sccurity 
of the performance ‘of which, on the part of Mr. 
Arnold Harris, he, Edgar Howland and Wm. H. 
Aspinwall entered into bond with the Government. 
But, on the 19th day of November, 1847, Arnold 
Harris assigned this contract to Wm. H. Aspin- 
wall, of the city and State of New York; and Mr. 
Aspinwall immediately proceeded to construct the 
steamers. 

Now, sir, I shall not stop to inquire whether, in 
constructing these steamers, Mr. Aspinwall, as 
the assignee of Harris, fully and strictly. complied 
with the law of the contract. Such is the language 
of this proposed law, so that if he did not, al- 
though the failure may. have been unimportant, 
and passed over by the Secretary of the Navy, hé 
must nevertheless be stricken down by the wrre- 
lenting edge of this proviso.. Nor shall I inquire 
whether he has, in every particular, since he: be- 
came the assignee of Harris, fully and substantialy 
complied with this contract; for if hé has not, the 
Secretary is commanded to rescind it. Your lan- 
guage, sir, strikes wide and sure. In one case 
you require a full and strict compliance, to entitle 
him to any pay; in the other, you require full and 
substantial performance, to entitle him to a contin- 
uation of the contract. A full performance, as E 
understand it, is a complete performance, a per- 
formance of the whole in aggregate, and the entirely 
of each particular stipulation; and if there ‘‘ may 
have been”? any failure heretofore, however small, 
if it constitutes any part of the entirety, although 
heretofore passed over as unimportant, and with- 


out detriment to the Government, you place. the - 


axe in the hand of the Secretary of ths Navy, and 
command him to sever the head from the body, 
without pity and without mercy, regardless of 
consequences to the Government, or to the people 
of the Pacific coast, who are so deeply interested 
in this line of steamers. But this is not all of. the 
enormity of the injustice you intend to commit: 
you have first led the party into your meshes—you 
have first contracted with him to sin, if sin he-can, 
while he intends not to do so, and then- you turn 
and smite him for doing what you yourself have 
consented to and advised. I refer now toa fail- 
ure on the part of William H. Aspinwall to com- 
ply fully and strictly with his contract, growing 
out of a blunder of your own Navy Department, 
for which Mr. Aspinwall isin no way responsible. 
Yes, sir, a blunder of this same department into 
whose hands you now propose to place the axe of 
desolation to all our mail steam lines generally t: I 
refer to a sub-contract entered into between the 
Navy Department and Mr. Aspinwall; by which 
the latter was to deliver the Oregon mails, in sail- 
ing vessels, ‘at or near the mouth of Kalamet 
river.” The evidence of this contract is. found in 
a letter from the Navy Department to Mr, Aspin- 
wall, of which the following is a copy: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, June 10, 1848. 


Sır: Your letter of the 20th December last was ‘duly re- 
ecived, and, as I apprised you, I found it necessary to con- 
sult with the Post Office Department, so as to give to the 
mails carried in the line of steamers between Panama and 
Oregon the readiest and most convenient access to the set- 
tement in the interior of the Territory by connection with 
the mail routes inland. With this view, I referred yout 
letter to the Postmaster General for his consideration, and 
requested such suggestions as might appear to him: material 
to the investigation. For your information I enclose a copy 
of his communication on the subject, addressed to me un- 
der date of the 18th of January last. On the 3ist-of May 
ultimo be addressed to me another communication, enclosing 
an extract from the report of General Gilliam, the agent of. 
the Post Office Department in Oregon, and of both I enclose 
copies. ` ae, fate 

You will observe that the Postmaster General advises that 
the mails by the line of steamers shall be Janded and re- 
ceived at the mouth of the Katamet river, as being, under 
present circumstances, the most convenient point on the 
coast to supply tlie great body of the settlers with mail fa- 
cilities. i 

One great object of the law whieh authorized the Navy 
Department to contract for the transportation of the mail in 
steamers from Panama to somé point -in Oregon, was to se- 
cure the construction and availability for Government pur- 
poses of effective steamships of war. With this view, the 
control of the vessels ig reserved to the Navy Department, 
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But in regard to the present duty to be performed, in the re- 
ceipt, transportation, and delivery of the.mails, and. as to 
the points at which they are.to be landed for distribution in 
the interior, E deem itto be my duty. to defer to the better in- 
furmed views of the Post Office Department, whose agent is 
to control them, In the present condition of the setlements 
jn Oregon, and in the existing ‘state of things in California, 


and especially in view of the uncertainty as to the points at | 


which the population will in the future establish itself, I do 
not feel at liberty to exercise the power reserved to me in the 
contract, of making a definite alteration of the terminus, to 
' continue during ihe terin of the contract. With the under- 
standing that the modifications now aereded to are to be 
subject to- the absolute right of the Navy Department, on six 
months’ notice to you, to require the service to he so per- 
formed as to deliver the mails in steamers at Astoria, or the 
Straits of Fuca, or any other point at Oregon, as shalt be 
found by experience to be necessary for its efficient perform- 
ance, and the greatest convenience in furnishing mail faciti- 
ties to the inhabitants of the country, I agree, that instead of 
going to Astoria, the mails may be delivered and taken on 
board at or near the mouth of the Kalamet river, as shall he 
found most convenient to connect witb the inland post 
routes established or to be established by the Post Office De- 
partment; and in consideration of your agrecing to touch, 
free of charge, at the three points now occupied by the squad- 
ron, or such ports on the west coast to the south, not ex- 
cecding three in number, as may be required by this depart- 
ment, afier the restoration of peace with Mexico, | agree 


that the steamers shalt not be required to proceed furthey H 


north than San Francisco, but the ma rvice must be reg- 


ularly performed in connection with them in suitable sailing | 


vessels to the mouth of the Kalamet river, with the reserved 
right of the department to require thatthe steamers shall go 
to Astoria, the Straits of Fuca, or other point selected on the 
coast of Oregon, in six months? notice. 

Jn ports of the United States, as well as those held by our 
forces by military occupation, the vessels employed in the 
execution of your contract will be regarded as transports in 
the service of the Government. and will be subjected to no 
tonnage duty or port charges, and your coals and other aup- 
plies for their use, may be landed and deposited free of duty. 
Bat private freight will be subjected to duty aceording to the 
Jaws of the United States. 

I regret the delay which has occurred in answering your 
communication; but anxious as [ am that the enterprise in 
which you have engaged shall realize all the advantages con- 
templated by the law, and especially that it shall successfully 
establish and maintain a speedy, certain, and safe cunmuni- 
cation with our interesting settlements on the distant Pacific, 
and giveo the inhabitants of that region the full facilities 
intended for them, in the most efficient manner, I have not 
heen prepared to respond to your letter of the 20th Decem- 
ber last at an earlier day. My first duty is to secure those 
public objects. I shall not be unwilling, in promoting them, 
to make the service less onerous to you. Iam, very respect- 
fully, your obedient servant, J. Y. MASON. 

Wm. H. ASPINWALL, Esq:, New York. 

I have called this a blunder, because the mouth 
of the Kalamet river was then some twe hundred 
miles from the white settlements in Oregon; because 
there was no road, or even trail, fror that point to 
the settlements; because it is in the heartof a tribe 
of fierce and savage Indians, to pass through which, 
with safety, to the white settlements, would require 
a company of fifty well-armed men; because no 
sailing vessel had for twenty years, if ever, en- 
tered the mouth of that river; because the harbor 
and anchorage were wholly unknown; and because 
a vessel attempting to enter there would have en- 
countered the double danger of being wrecked on 
hidden rocks or shoals, and of being robbed by 
the savages infesting that. shore. The result was 
that Mr. Aspinwall never landed a mail there, and 
could not.do it. True, it is said that this mistake 
was made by reason of a certain report made by 
General Gilliam, then the agent of the Post Office 
Department for Oregon. That report does not 
justify the conclusion, but it makes no odds: the 
mistake was made, and Oregon lost a year’s mail 
service by the blunder. 

Now, sir, I deny that the Navy Department had 
any power to thange the original contract with 
Arnold Harris, as it was changed by this letter of 
the Navy Department of June 10, 1848. I deny 
that the. department had power under the law to 
suspend in part the operations of this contract, as 
it was suspended by this letter. But thisis not the 
proper time to argue that point. If the department 
had not’the power, then this line of mail steamers 
must be abolished if this proviso becomes a law, 
because, if the original contract remained in full 
force, a consent on the part of the Secretary of the 
Navy, given without the authority of law, that it 
need not. be fully or strictly performed, will not 
shield Mr, Aspinwall. at all under the stringent 
operations of this proviso, If the Secretary of the 
navy had the authority exercised in this case, and 
the contract on the part of Aspinwall to deliver the 
mail by sailing vessels, “at or near the mouth of 
the Kalamet river,” became a part of the contract 
contemplated in this proviso, then to Aspinwall 
the consequences are the same. In either case, he 
must be ground to powder under the iron heel of 
the Government, without wrest of judgment or 
hope of pardon. 


I might proceed, sir, and present you other in- 

i stances where this proviso. wouldbe unjust and 
| cruel in its operations; but the one I have given 
may stand for the whole. Į saw the intended effect 
of this proviso from the beginning. I saw in it, 
sir, a monster couched in ambush—a declaration 
of war on the just rights of parties, and on the jn- 
terests of the whole Pacific coast. This, sir, is 
! the only line of steamers we have which approxi- 
mates to paying its way, and I trust it is not to be 
stricken down in this ruthless manner. Weare 
too deeply interested in it on the Pacific, not to be 
restive under the attempt, and we value too highly 
this means of communicating with our brethren 
east of the mountains, not to be watchful for its 
safety; and I do really hope that this miserable 
proviso will be rejected, and scattered to the four 
winds, as it well deserves to be—it is as ill advised 
as it would be cruel and unjust in its operations. 

The question was taken, and 
“The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Bayty— 

Mr. JONES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Levin and Mr. 
VENABLE were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 303, noes 29. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES moved anamendment, to add at the 
end of the amendment just adopted, the following 
proviso: 

“ Provided, That from and after the passage of this act, 
flogging in the navy be and is hereby abolished’? 

Mr. J. said he would not detain the committee 
with a speech on this question, but would refer 
them toa report made from the Navy Department, 
showing the number of sailors that had been 
whipped in the United States navy. 

Mr. HOLMES raised the point, that the amend- 
ment was not germane, and therefore not in order. 

The CHATRMAN overruled the point of order. 


Mr. STANLY moved the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


« Except in cases where courts-martial are held, and 
the sentence shall not be carried into effect until twenty- 
fonr hours after the judgment.” 


Mr. S. said, he had been informed of some 
cases in which the most brutal conduct had been 
| pursued in the treatment of sailors in the navy 
of the United States. He observed, jocularly, 
| that sailors were considered no better than other 
| folks, and that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Carrrer] did not even think them as good. 

Mr. CARTTER. Does my friend allude to this 
gentleman from Ohio? Because, if he does, he is 
entirely mistaken. I think the sailors are the only 
good men in the navy. [A laugh.] 

Mr. STANLY (not distinetly heard by the Re- 
porter) was understood to say that he had heard 
of the most flagitious cases of the abuse of author- 
ity in the punishment of sailors. And he thought 
there ought to be some remedy provided for this 
abuse. He was of opinion that it was evidently 
wrong that an officer of the navy should be per- 
mitted—half drunk himself, perhaps, at the time— 
to inflict upon a sailor summary punishment for a 
real or supposed delinquency. s 

Mr. BOLMES opposed the amendment. He 
would venture to assert, he said, that there was 
not ą good sailor in the navy who desired the abo- 
lition of flogging. There were many sailors, he 
said, who had been all their lives at sea and had 
| never received a flogging; but those who had, were 
| benefited by it. The proposition of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Sranzy] was, that 
twenty-four hours should elapse between the of- 
fence and the punishment. 
the only way is to give them the ready money at 
the very moment. 
| Mr. H. proceeded to state that he was, last 
: Summer, while on board a revenue cutter going to 
| select a location for a light-house, witness to a 
i 
| 
t 


i 


i 
i 
i 
4 


! transaction which confirmed him in the belief that 


| merchant ship bound to New Orleans. The crew 
| of that ship had compelled the captain to go into 
| the port of Charleston, and the officers of the rev- 
| enue cutter were detained three days to be exam- 
| ined concerning naval discipline. He maintained 
| that if fifty lashes had been administered to the 
refractory sailors on board that ship, instead of 
being detained, she would have gone on her voyage 
without any detention, He contended that if a 


No, sir, (said Mr. H.) į 


flogging was necessary. They were passed by a | 


law were passed prohibiting ‘the -punishment of 
sailors summarily, the consequence: would “be that 
instead of having the benefit of. the services of the 
sailors of the navy, the most of them would be in. 
confinement or in trons, for a grèat part of the 
time. À Eia He top 
The question being put, tellers were demanded; 
but not ordered. A BREN araoa e d naa i 
The question being then put, the amendment. to 
the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee; moved an ad- 
ditional proviso, as follows: fe i 
“ Provided, That the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, be authorized to incorporate in 
the naval service of the United States the surviving officers 
of the late Texas navy who were duly commissioned and 
in the service of said Republic atthe time of its annexation 


to the United States: Provided, That the number of officers 
to be incorporated shall not exceed one captain, six Heuten- 


J Anis, One surgeon, three pursers, and two masters in the 


line of promotion: Aad provided, further, That. upon the 
death, resignation, or dismissal of any of the said officers, 
the vacancy thereby created shall not be filled.?? 


Mr. STRONG raised the point of order that 
this amendment was not in order because it was 
not germanc to the subject under consideration, 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the amendment as amended, by adding thereto the 
following: 

«c Provided, further, That the liquorration in the navy he, 
and the same is hereby, abolished; and that five cents per 
day be allowed each sailor in lieu thereof.” 

Mr. EVANS said, when the liquor ration is 
abolished, the principal cause of flogging will be 
removed. . TTEA i 

Mr. CARTTER, addressing the Chairman, 
moved that the committee rise. ee 3 

Mr. EVANS. I have the floor, I believe, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Disyey.) The gen- 
tleman from Maryland is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EVANS, (continuing.) It is the opinion 
of officers of the navy, who know something about 
the matter—more, perhaps, than we do—thatif the 
liquor ration be abolished, there wl be little occa- 
sion for flogging; but t doubt whether it is advisa- 
ble for us to attempt to act upon the subject at all, 
until we havea report from the Secretary of the 
Navy on the subject. It may be taken up at the 
next session, and actéd upon with deliberation. 
The proposition that is made now, I am afraid is 
more for Buncombe than for anything else. Every 
gentleman here feels, I have no doubt, a reluctance 
to vote against a proposition of this kind, on ac- 
count of the effect that it may have at home. Yet 
there is no one who wil] not admit that if we 
abolish flogging in the navy, we ought to abolish 
what Jeads to it. é . 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to on a count 
by tellers—ayes 73, noes 54, 


Mr. VENABLE moved to amend the amend» 
ment by adding thereto the following: f 

“ And provided, also, That neither wine nor ardent spirits 
shall be used by the officers on board ship, whilst in actual 
service, except as medicine.” A 

Mr. VENABLE said: Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment which I have proposed very properly fol- 
lows that which has: been just adopted. My 
friend from Maryland (Mr. Evans,] has, by his 
amendment, which has met with the approbation of 
the committee, provided that the sailors are not to 
have their rations of spirits, but are to be paid five 
cents per day in lieu thereof. Another humane 
gentleman, my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,}] has relieved them from whipping as a 
punishment for disobedience. and insubordina- 
tion. Now, sir, the spirit ration as. well as the 
flogging, have been known in all navies for centu- 
ries; and as I donot suppose that we are much 
better or wiser than those who have gone 
before us, I must be permitted to say, with all, 
respect that I consider this whole attempt at reform 
as mere flummery and humbuggery. But as judi- 
cious gentlemen seem to be satisfied that we are to 
have sober sailors in future, it is but justice to 
them that they should not be commanded by 
drunken officers. This, I suppose, would not often 
happen, as the officers are usually pradent gentle- 
men; but it is possible, if they drink at all they 
may drink too much, and to prevent such a casu- 
alty, let us take care of their morals, and make it 
impossible. I never heard of a sailor who could 
gat drunk on five cents’ worth of whiskey, nor did 
i ever hear of one who became intoxicated on 
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duty, for he could not get the liquor. But since 
we have withheld his grog to prevent the possibil- 
ity of his drinking, so we ought, in justice to the 
morals of the officers, to do the same as to them. 
Tam for feeding them with the same spoon that is 
used for Jack. They ought to be kept all sober 
together. It would not sound well for ‘us’ so to 
legislate as to confine the luxury of liquor to epau- 
lets and gilt buttons, and deny it to the blue jacket 
and tarpaulin. It would be creating orders such 
as the people will not tolerate. There can be no 
propriety in sending the sailor aloft to handle 
frozen ropes and reef sails covered with icicles, 
to face the drifting snow and the fierce north 
wind, and when he reaches the deck to go to his 
pork and beans, to meet his-officer coming from a 
cabin dinner with pea-jacket buttoned up to his 
chin, and his skin full of wine—should he. inti-- 
mate that a drop or two would be comfortable, to 
be informed by that. same officer that Congress 
takes better care of his morals, and gives him when 
he comes to land five cents a day. He may, im- 
deed, resolve to make up the luxury on Jard with 
that same five cents kent safely for him by his 
Government; but the officers, from the middie to 
the captain, take wine and brandy daily, whilst he 
can only look on and thank Congress for taking care 
of his morals. It is all a humbug; and the best 
way to cure humbugs is to prescribe and administer 
a large dose of humbug. Sir, all this hyperphi- 
lanthropy is of the same origin of some other spe- 
cies of fanaticism which are rife amongstus. A 
gentleman near me says that there is no spirit ration 
to officers, but if they drink they buy it themselves. 
True, but they receive a pay so much beyond the 
sailors that they can afford it. Itisa poor busi- 
ness to take away what the sailor esteems a com- 
fort, and pay him five cents a day for the privation. 
The bargain isall one-sided. He should at least 
have the right of choice. The abolition of whip- 
ping is equally injudicious—equally a humbug. 
. You must substitute some punishment, and the 
only one left is confinement. The lazy and the 
worthless sailor would not object to this; and in 
the gale and the storm good and true sailors have 
all the duty to perform. The bad ones are never 
better pleased than when they have nothing to do— 
imprisonment is to them an escape from work. 
They will be as much pleased at this kird legisla- 
tion in their behalf as the newly-arrived lrishman, 
who, wending about the streets of New York, con- 
gratulated himself on seeing the advertisement of 
a lying-in hospital: ‘Tis the very thing for me,” 
says he, “for I have been lying oat for the Jast 


three nights. Confinement ts the very thing for | 


them, as they 
peiled to do it. 
Mr. MORSE rose to oppose the amendrnent of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Vexa- 
BLE] Concurring with him, as he did, in the first 
views which he had thrown out as to the impolicy 
of stopping the grog of the sailors, he could not 
agree with him in opinion, that one wrong could 
be cured by another wrong, and that therefore we 
ought also to cut off the wine of the officers. : 
He was opposed altogether to this mode of legis- 
lation on matters which ought to be left untouched 
by Congress, because they could not be meddled 
with so as to produce any beneficial results. If the 
changes now proposed were necessary for the good 
of the navy, there should have been a resolution 
in the first place, referring the subject to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. We ought then to have 
had a report from that committee, which would 
have formed a legitimate basis for legislation. He 
thought the abolition of corporal punishment un- 
wise, as he was of opinion that the good of the 
service required that the flogging system should be 
continued, It was necessary for the preservation 
* of discipline among the crew; and he did not re- 
gard infliction of a few lashes on the back. of a | 
brave sailor, who had been guilty of a departure 
from the rules of the service, as any disgrace. 
The abolition of the system would, in his 
opinion, be productive of great evil. And he 
thought the discontinuance of the spirit ration 
quite as subversive of discipline as the abolition of | 
flogging. If the sailors aré thus to be exempted | 


never intend to work if not com- 


on the one hand from the punishment of a breach || 


of the rules of the service, and, on the other, to: 
be deprived of all stimulus to exertion, what is to | 
become of the vessel ina crisis of difficulty and 


danger?. Was the captain to call his sailors on deck 
as a sort of town mecting, and consult with them 


whether he ought take in sail in the fury of a 
storm? He regarded all these propositions as 


mere humbug, to which he would never give his | 


sanction, There must be some 

discipline in the navy. ~~ 
On motion by Mr. GREEN, the committee rose. 
Mr. BOYD. With the hope that the business 


mode of enforcing 


that must be done at this session of Congress shall | 


be accomplished, I move that we resolve ourselves 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. FOWLER rose 
question, and moved tha 
it adjourn to meet at ten 
that that be the hour of 
until otherwise ordered. 


, he said, to a privileged 


o’clock on Monday, and 
daily meeting thereafter 


Mr. BAYLY objected to the reception of the | 


motion. 


The SPEAKER stated to the gentleman from’ 


Massachusetts that this was not a privileged ques- 
tion, and could not be entertained except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ASHMUN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and by yeas 62, nays 
82, the House refused to adjourn. i 

Mr. CLEVELAND moved that when the House 
adjourn, it adjourns to meet at ten o’clock on Mon- 
day, and that that be the daily hour of meeting 
thereafter. 

The SPEAKER again stated that this was not 


a privileged motion, and could not be received if 


objected to. 
Mr. BAYLY objected. 


Mr. CLEVELAND moved to suspend the rules | 


to enable him to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion to sus- 
pend was not in order, as a motion to suspend 
was already pending. 

Mr. MORRIS moved a call of the House. 

Pending these questions— 

The House, on motion by Mr. Harris, of Ten- 
nessee, adjourned. 


PETITION. 


The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition from Wilson & Brothers, mer- 
chants of St. Louis, asking a remission of duties on goods 
destroyed by fire on board of steamer Marshal Ney, at the 
dock in New Orleans. ae 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, Seplember 21, 1850. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, made ‘in compliance vith a resolution 
of the Senaie of the 6th instant, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to examine and adjust 
the accounts of John de Neufville and Son, and 
report the result to the Senate, transmitting a re- 
port of the Comptrolier of the Treasury, 

On motion by Mr. CHASE, ordered that the 
document be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS, 


Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Robert Grignon, a half-breed of the tribe of Me- 


nominee Indians, asking that the treaty of 1836 | 
may be carried out as originally intended, and | 


that the sum of one thousand dollars may be paid 
him for each year for twenty years, as contained 
in the original treaty; but which had been stricken 
out by the Senate when the treaty was ratified the 
15th of February, 1837. 


He observed that the brief period allowed be- | 


fore the close of the session would preclude the 


| possibility of any action at this time, and he 
would therefore move that the bill be laid upon the |! 


table, which was agreed to. 


| CAPTORS OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. i 
Mr. ATCHISON also presented a memorial || 
from Joseph K. Boyd, one of the captors of the | 


frigate’ Philadelphia, asking the Senate to relieve 


his anxiety by passing the bill for the relief of the | 


captors, or laying it on the table, and in the event 
of its failure, to be permitted to withdraw all the 
papers from the archives; which was laid on the 
table. 
VOLUNTEERS IN THE WAR or 1812. 
Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial very 


t when the House adjourns | 


pectably signed by citizen 

í ers inthe war of 1812. ? 
Mr. D. asked that the memorial might be. read, 

as it was at once brief and expressive. `° Shes N 

The memorial was then read, and set forth 
among other things that thirty-six “years” had 
elapsed, within which period by far she largest . 
Proportion of those who survived the chances: of 
war, had passed from the scenes of life, manyin ` 
consequence of wounds or disease resulting from. ` 
the service in which they had been engaged, and 
making the following appeal: The survivors: who, 
by the blessings of Providence, have been Spared, 
beg leave to lay their case before the’ Senate, as 
j| well on their own behalf as for those who were 
our comrades in arms, that the bill which ‘had 
already passed the House of Representatives may 
| receive the sanction of the Senate. The memorial 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of fowa, submitted documents‘in 
the case of Polly Thomas, widow of a revolution: 
ary soldier, asking a pension, which were referred 
to the Commitee on Pensions. 

Also, documents in relation to thé claims of Sa- 
rah Shatts, heir of John Walker and Mary Greer, 
heir of James McKinney, to bounty lands for sér- 

which w referred to 


i| numerously and ‘res 
l! New York, volante 


vices in the war of 1812; were’ 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


A SAFETY OF STEAM BOILERS. 

‘Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
several practical engineers of stearuboats residing: 
in the city of Pittsburg, asking that the quantity 

of steam carried in boilers may be limited by Jaw 

to one hundred pounds the’ square inch; and ex- 

pressing their belief that the passage of sucha law 

is indispensable to the public safety, with not leas 

than the present strength of boilers, and that said 

law should at least be made to apply to all boats 

built after its enactment, and that it should be the 

sworn duty of engineers not to violate the law. 

After long years of experience they give it as their 
decided opinion that nothing short of such a law 
will ever afford security against the explosion’ of. 
boilers on our rivers, and that it is needless to 

think that any safety valve, safety guard, or any 

self-acting contrivance whatever will prevent ex- 

plosions ffm taking place while excessive steam 

is permitted to be carried. The memorialists say 
that nothing is more common with very high steam: 
than for the pressure to increase to a very great 
extent immediately upon opening the safety valves, 

or starting the engine, and that in some instances 

the increased pressure had been’ known to rise fall. 
sixty pounds per inch after the valve wes lifted, 

and whilst the steam was blowing off freely. The 

memorial was laid on the table. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 

Mr. COOPER presented sixteen memorials from 
citizens of different. counties in the State of Penn- 
| sylvania, stating thatthe manufacture of iron was 
ina very depressed condition. in many instances 
the works were entirely stopped, while -in -others 
they were running but a portion of the time, 
which the memorialists believe to be in conses 
quence of the manner in which duties are Jaid on 
foreign iron, and ask that the law may at once be 
so modified as to prevent the enormous imports of 
a foreign article which can be furnished by our 
own citizens, taking an average of years, as cheap 
as it can be imported; all of which were referred 
|| to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to authorize 
| the exchange of a lot on the military site at Fort 
| Hamilton, for an equal quantity of ground adjoin- 
| ing said site, which was read a first and second 
tims by unanimous consent, and after having been 
| explained and advocated by Mr. Davis, the bill 
was reported to the Senate and ordered to be en- 
| grossed for a third reading, and was read a third 
time and passed. 
| Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred Senate bill for the relief of the heirs. and 
i representatives of Colonel Alexander G. Morgan, 
|; reported back the same with amendments. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Publie 
| Lands, to which was referred the memorial of 
i James J. Strang, J. Adams, and. W Hiam. Marks, 
i presidénts of the Church of. the Saints, (styling 
ji themselves servants of the living God, the fellow- 
| servants of the martyred saints,) asking Congress 
il to pass a law giving the consent of the nation ta 


allow the saints to settle upon and forever occupy 
all the uninhabited lands of the island in Lake 
Michigan, and to cease to sell the same to other 
persons, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was xeferred the memorial 

"of the Legislature. of Missouri, asking an exten- 
sion of the southern boundary of Missouri, and the 
extinguishment of the Indian title to certain lands, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of citizens of Arkansas, 
asking the construction of arailroad to the Pacific 
ocean, as having a tendency to prevent Indian in- 
cursions along the line of said road, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same; which was agreed to. 

NOTICE OF BILL. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice that he would ask leave 
to introducea bill to enable the claimants to lands 
within the limits of the State of California, to es- 
tablish proceedings in the United States courts to 
try the validity of their claims. . 

He took occasion to say that there is a bill be- 
fore the Senate for the settlement of California land 
titles; but, judging from the feeling which was ex- 
hibited here yesterday in reference to another Cal- 
jfornia measure; I am very doubtful whether that 
bill will pass. I now give notie that should that 
bill not pass, I will ask leave to introduce another, 
which I hope may be successful. It is of the 
highest importance to the State of California, that 
something should be done in respect to these land 
titles during the present session. We have intel- 
ligence this morning that there is already a civil 
war in California about these land titles; and if 
something is not done in regard to them this ses- 
sion, I fear there will be mach bloodshed before 
next winter passes over. 

HICKEY’S EDITION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

The following resolution submitted by Mr. Bav- 
Geron the 19th inst., was considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading: 

« Resolved, That the Secretary be direct to procure 
from the proprietor for the use of the Senate, ten thousand 
copies of Hickey’s edition of the Constitution, with an al- 
phabetical analysis, Washington’s Inaugural and Farewell 
Addresses, and other important statistical matter illustrative 
of the genius of the American Government, and the devel- 
opment of its principles: Provided, That they be furnished 
at the same price as those last procured for the use of the 
Senate.” 


CLERK OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Bap- 
cer on the 20th inst. was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the. Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
to be read a third time:  ; 


č Resolved, That the clerk to the President pro tempore 
be continued.during the recess.of Congress at the same per 
diem compensation as heretofore allowed.” 


RELIEF OF WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers and seamen lost from the United 
States brig Washington, the 8th September, 1846. 

Mr. BRIGHT stated that he objected to the 
consideration of the bill when it was first report- 
ed; but-on examination he was satisfied of its pro- 
priety, und would, therefore, withdraw all oppo- 
sition to the measure. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
subsequently read a third time and passed. 

4 * CALIFORNIA BILLS. 

On motion by Mr. FREMONT, the California 
bills were made the special order for Tuesday next, 
at twelve o'clock. 

BILL PASSED. 

The engrossed joint resolution to amend a reso- 
lution approved the 0th August, 1850, relative to 
the payment of dividends on interest on war 
bounty scrip, was read a third time and passed. 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The bill to create collection. districts in Califor- 
nia, came up on its third reading. 

Mr. GWIN moved to recommit the bill, with 
instructions to strike out all that part making Beni- 
cia a port of entry, and to make it a port of deliv- 


ery. 
Mr. DICKINSON moved that the motion to re- 


commit lie on the table, with a view to proceed to 
the consideration of the civil and diplomatic ap~ 
propriation bill, which was agreed to. 
RECIPROCAL TRADE WITH CANADA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the Senate to take up 
the bill on the subject of reciprocity of trade with 
Canada, and the free tavigation of the St. Law- 
rence, simply for the purpose of fixing some day 
next week for its consideration. 

Mr. EWING. That isa bill which will in- 
volve much discussion, and take up more time 


‘than we can possibly give to it at this session. 


know it cannot be passed, for*it involves many 
very difficult questions which we have not time to 
investigate. ` 

Mr. PEARCE. There is another reason why 
we should not take up that bill at this session. 
There is in the possession of the Treasury De- 
partment a vast mass of information bearing on 
this subject. An agent was employed by the late 
Secretary of the Treasury, who was engaged some- 
thing like a year in making inquiries and collecting 
statistics respecting the commerce and trade with 
Canada, and indeed with all the British North 
American provinces. That information is already 
in possession of the Treasury Department, and the 
rest will be furnished in the course of a week or 
two. This is a great subject, and should not be 
acted on without full information; for we cannot 
act understandingly unless we have this informa- 
tion, and we cannot get it before it is printed. 
This cannot be done before the next session. We 
can then take up the subject and act understand- 
ingly with regard to it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This measure has been pend- 
ing before this body for about two years. It has 
been postponed from time to time.on the plea of 
want of further information. And even now Í 
would be willing to postpone it for a little longer if 
it were not a question of such great importance. 
I know that the whole of our northern line is suf- 
fering for want of some action on this question. 
After a struggle of two years, without having a 
test vote, I think it is time we should now have 
one. I was in hopes that the Senate would fix a 
day, so that we might at least have the bill read 
before it is condemned. 

Mr. EWING. In my opinion, this is a bill 
fraught with the utmost mischief to all the interests 
of the country. That is the opinion which I have 
formed of it after such examination as I have been 
able to give it. If fam mistaken in the probable 
results of passing such a law, 1 should be very 
willing to withdraw my objection and to vote for 
the measure, but such is my opinion of it at the 
present moment; and, considering the great impòrt- 
ance of the interests involved in the question, { 
have no doubt it will draw forth an extended dis- 
cussion, for which there certainly is no time 
during the remainder of this session. I am 
inclined to regard the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence as of little or no value. It is not used by 
the Canadjans themselves, except to a-very limited 
extent. 

Mr. DICKINSON. As the hour has arrived 
for the special order of the day, I shall move to 
lay the subject under consideration upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on taking 
up a bill. 

PM. DOUGLAS. I withdraw the proposition 
for the present, but Ishall embrace the first oppor- 
tunity of again ealling the attention of the Senate 
to the subject. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole re- | 


sumed the consideration of the special order of the 
day, being the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1851; the question 
pending being on the following amendment, offered 
by Mr. Unperwoop: 


“For making hydrographical and topographical surveys 
to decide upon the practicability and cost of improving the 
navigation of the Ohio river, by a system of reservoirs to 
serve as feeders in periods of low water, according ta the 
plans proposed by Charles Ditet, jr., civil engineer, the sum 
of $20.000; the money to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the surveys, with all 
necessary observations, measurements, reconncissances, 
and estimates, to be made by a mixed commission of topo- 
graphical and civil engineers, to be selected by the President 
of the United States.” ` 


After a debate between Messrs. DICKINSON, 


CLAY. BRIGHT, UNDERWOOD, BENTON, 
DAVIS of Massachusetts, and DAVIS of Mis- 


sissippi, (and which will be found in the Appen- 
dix,) the yeas and nays were taken on the amend- 
ment, and resulted as follows: ` ute 7 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Bright, Chase; 
Clarke, Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge: of Towa, _ 
Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Fremont, Greene; 
Hale, Houston, Jones, Pearce, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, and, Win- 
throp—3}. ok 

NAYS—Messts.. Atchison, - Badger, Barnwell, . Benton, 
Butler, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Gwin, Hunter, Man- 
gum, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Walker, and Yulee—16. ie 

So the amendment was adopted. ae 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 move to strike out in the 
28th line “ $39,557 50” and insert “ $41,913.26” 
in liew thereof. This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the additional clerical force which we 
have given to the Secretary of the Senate, and is 
estimated for by. him. i f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

It now stands as follows, since the increase of 
$2,355.76: ` 

«For compensation of the officers and clerks of both 
Houses of Congress $41,913 26.” * 


Mr. DICKINSON. I now move to strike out 
t $400,” in the miscellaneous items for the office 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and insert 
t 41,000.’’. This is rendered necessary by a mis- 
take of the Indian Department in making, or rather 
copying, the estimate for the miscellaneous Indian 
fund in the Indian Bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I will next move to add at 
the end of line 539, “ for taking the census in the 
Territory, of Oregon, under the act of the 14th 
August, 1848, $1,500.?? This is estimated for by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and on examining 
the law, is found to be neessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON, I move to insert at the end 
of line 590 the following: . 

“In compensation for the clerk of the district judge o! 
Florida, employed in keeping and making transcripts of the 
records of the decisions of said judge in certain. matters sub- 
mitted to him by the Secretary of the Treasury, the com- 
pensation for said service to be audited and allowed by the 
Secretary of-the Treasury, 900." 

The Treasury Department submitted several 
questions to the consideration of the district judge 
of Florida which required him to employ a clerk 
to keep a record and make a transcript for the use 
of the department. This appropriation is recom- 
mended by the department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I am. requested to move 
an amendment to line 1034, to strikeout that line 
and down to line 1038 inclusive, and insert instead 
thereof ‘at a price not exceeding sixty cents.” 

The words proposed to be stricken out are-— 

«“ Provided, The Clerk of the House of Representatives 
shall let the contract for binding to the lowest bidder, below 
sixty cents per volume, and that the work shall be com- 
menced immediately after the printing is done, and con- 
cluded as soon thereafter as possible.” 

_ This relates to the binding of the Congressional 
Globes. I understand from the publisher, Mr. 
Rives, that it is impossible the work can be done 
for'less than sixty cents, and that to let it-out to 
the lowest bidder would be not to do the work at 
all. He has no pecuniary. interest in it himself. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON. In line 1058 I moveto 
strike out the words “ Commissioner of Patents,”’ 
and insert “ Secretary of the Interior.” 

The item now reads— 


“ For defraying the expense of the chemicat analysis of 
vegetable substances, produced and used for the food. of 
man and animals in the United States, to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000, to 
be paid out of the patent fund.” 

There are certain moneys to be disbursed under 
that department, and the committee have de- , 
termined to give it tə the head of the department, 


and hold him responsible for the disbursement of 


the money. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DICKINSON. Inow move to amend the 


item for rent of the House on the northwest 
corner of Fand 17th street, and warming all the 
rooms in it, for each room $175, $21,875, by 
striking. out “ $21,875”? and substituting “ $16,- 
362 50.” 

The bill appropriates $21,875 for the use of a 
building at the corner of 17th and F ‘streets, called 
Winder’s building. The committee have carefully 
investigated into the number of ‘rooms rented by 


1850. 


the Government, and have obtained an estimate 
orcommunication from each of the departments 
occupying the building on the subject. Colonel 
Graham has two and a half rooms, at $175 each, 
making $437 50; the Second Auditor has twenty- 


three rooms, at $175 each, making $4,025; the 


War Department has forty-two rooms coming to 
$7,350; the pension office sixteen, coming to 
$2,800; the Navy Department has ten rooms, cost- 
ing $1,750. That makes in all ninety-three and a 
half rooms, costing $16,362 50,. which is the 
amount recommended by the committee.’ The bill 
appropriates $21,875, but upon what principle we 
know not, unless itis forrent for the whole build- 
ing. I bring it before the Senate by the direction 
of the committee, as a public question. The com- 
mittee have made diligent inquiry as to the number 
of rooms occupied by the Government, and have 
allowed for rent accordingly. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 am under the impression 
that the chairman of the committee is mistaken in 
this particular.. I believe the Government does 
not actually rent any more rooms than those which 
he has specified, because under a law of a previous 
session they are limited to that number; but I un- 
derstand the fact to be that they occupy one hun- 
dred and twenty-five large rooms, and that five 
small rooms are thrown in, and if it be so, it seems 
proper that the Government should pay for them. 

should like to be informed whether the chairman 
of the committee is certain that the Government 
does not occupy more than ninety-three and a half 
rooms? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I recollect a justice of the 
peace who decided that he would not permita neg- 
ative to be proved in his court. I cannot prove a 
negative, but I can only say that from all the af- 
firmative evidence we can get, it would seem that 
the Government do not occupy more than ninety- 
three and a half rooms, though there are one hun- 
dred and thirty rooms in the house, twenty-six of 
which are on the attic or upper story. Ihave been 
there myself several times, and the clerk of the 
committee has been to each of the departments, 
and inquired how many rooms they occupy in the 
building, and for what purpose they are occupied, 
and this is the result of our examination and in- 
formation. If this were a personal matter, I would 
ge for renting all this gentleman’s rooms; but I 
bring it, as a public question, before the Senate for 
its action. . 

Mr. MASON. I desire, as doubtless all Sena- 
tors do, that justice should be done in this matter. 
{ would ask, therefore, of the gentleman who isat 
the head of the Committee on Finance, whether 
this amount was originally inserted in the bill upon 
estimates furnished by heads of departments? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I cannot learn that it was. 
I can find nothing about it in the annual estimates, 
or in any special communication, and upon appli- 
cation to the heads of departments, each one says 
that he occupies so many rooms, at such a price, 
and that is all he knows about it. I cannot finda 
single paper any where that recommends the amount 
appropriated by the bill, and I have therefore 
brought the matter before the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I desire only to get at the facts, 
and I would ‘ask the hénorable Senator whether 
the information he has derived relative to the num- 
ber of rooms oecupied by the departments respect- 
ively, was information furnished by the heads of 
departments, or whether we are to understand that 
it is derived from the clerk of the committee, who 
was sent to the building to make personal inquiry 
as to the occupancy of the rooms? 

Mr. DICKINSON. It was ascertained in most 
cases from the heads of departments themselves. 
I have not the smallest doubt that the information 


is correct. If not, I shall be happy to’ be cor- 
rected. 
Mr. MASON. I have no information on the 


subject, nor was I aware that any question of the 
kind would be raised. I observed in the bill a cer- 
tain sum of money to be paid to this gentleman for 
the rent of these rooms, end took it for granted, as 
it came from the other branch of Congress, to 
which more appropriately belongs. the duty of 
looking into the expenditure of the public money, 
that it was formed on estimates from the depart- 
ments, unless there has been another estimate re- 


ceived by the committee from the heads of the de- } 


partments. : 
Mr. COOPER. I suppose that fhe information 
furnished by the honorable chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Finance’ is correct as tó the number of 

rooms occupied; but I understand that at the time 

when it was determined that it was necessary to 
rent the building for the Government, it was un- 

derstood between the Government and Mr. Winder 
that he should receive pay for the whole of the 
rooms, and I understand also, that he stipulated 
with them that they should pay for the whole of 
the rooms, and occupy as many of them as might 
be found necessary for the transaction of the pub- 
lic business. Mr. Winder was then on the point 
of making additions to the building, and renting it 
to be occupied as a hotel. Jt was absolutely ne- 
cessary, I believe, to the Government, and the 
Government agreed to take it, paying so much for 
the whole of the rooms, and the Senate will very 
easily understand that the few rooms that are un- 
occupied by the Government could not be of any 
use to Mr. Winder, or be rented by hin for any | 
other purpose. He positively refused to permit 
the Government to take the house unless they 
would occupy, or at least pay for, the whole ofi 
the rooms, and they have the privilege of occupy- 
ing them if necessary for the public service. I 
think this statement will be found to be correct. 

“Mr. DICKINSON. The simple question is the 
difference between $21,875 and $16,362 50. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand this difference to 
arise from the fact that the owner of this building 
claims, by virtue of his contract, that the Govern- 
ment have rented every room in his building; and, 
if his understanding of the contract be correct, he | 
is certainly entitled to the amount in the bill as 
fixed by the House. But it is contended by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance that the 
Government merely contracted to pay for the rooms 
it should occupy; and that is my understanding of 
the contract at the time it was agreed to. The 
Government did not undertake to rent all the rooms ! 
in thé building, and they agreed to pay only for 
such rooms as might actually be occupied for its | 
purposes. ł remember that the rent then asked 
was considered very extravagant, and it was not 
agreed to by the Senate, but cut down some twen- 
ty-five per cent., and with the express understand- 
ing that only the rooms actually occupied were to 
be paid for. Now, the idea of asking the General 
Government to pay from $150 to $200 rent per 
annum for rooms in the third story of a building 
strikes me as most preposterous, and as one which 
we ought not to countenance. We now pay the 
highest rent for the best rooms in the building— 
more, I think, than they are worth; yet I am will- 


ing to pay the price agreed upon for the rooms ac- 
tually occupied, but | cannot agree to pay at the 
same rate for rooms which we do not occupy, and 
in the third and fourth stories. 

Mr. COOPER. I presume the Senator from 
Indiana is right in reference to the original con- | 
tract. 
to take such rooms as it might need, and it seems | 


them. But the Jast year an agreement was made 
which governs; and if the Government agreed to 
take the whole house and pay such a price for the 
rooms, no matter how exorbitant it might be, the 
Government is bound to pay it; and so I under- 
stand the factto be. I understand that Mr. Winder 
refused to rent any part of the house, unless the 
Government would take all the rooms off his hands, 
and that the Government agreed to do that; and 
he has therefore claimed the price for each room. 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance is 
right in reference to the number of rooms occu- 
pied. It is true that all of them were not occupied, 
but it is the fault of the Government only that they 
were not. | 
Mr. SOULE. It strikes me, that unless the | 
contract has a specific clause setting forth that the 
Government cannot be bound to pay for any rooms 
other than those they occupy, the claimant is enti- 
tled to rent for the whole of the rooms to be found | 
in the building. To test the correctness of that | 
view, there is a question which presents itself to | 
my mind, and doubtless also to the minds of other | 
Senators; and that is, could the present owner rent ; 
any of the unoccupied rooms to anybody else? If! 
he be precluded from doing so, why clearly the | 
contract must be held to cover the whole building. 
Taking that view of the subject, I shall vote: 


Committee on Finance. 


Mr. WALKER. I remember a discussion 
which occurred on this subject once before, and I 


Originally, the: Government only proposed jj 


that the first year it occupied but about twenty of |) 


against the amendment of the chairman of the | i inr : 
| be retained if his motion was agreed to. 


believe it was then almost.universally, conceded’ 
that the Government was only bound. to: pay: for 
such rooms as it actually occupied. In reference’ 
to the question put by the Senator from Louisiana, - 
I understand- the fact to be that Mr. Winder has 
the privilege of renting the unoccupied rooms; and 
perhaps the further fact might be ascertained, ón 
inquiry, that some of them are occupied for other 
than Government purposes.. Now, it seems tome 
a sifgular idea, indeed, that, because it is more 
agreeable to Mr. Winder, we-should hire all hia 
rooms, and pay hima rent increased from’ some 
sixteen thousind to over twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. DICKINSON. When this matter was 
originally before the Senate, I refused to have 
anything to do with the question about raising the 
rent of these rooms. 1 believe they originally 
rented at $140 or $150 a year, and the rent was 
subsequently raised to $175 per room. Now, all 
the contract that was ever made, so far as I can 
ascertain, was one for the renting of just such 
rooms in the building as the Government might 
need, and no mote. 

‘Mr. BRIGHT... That is it. f 
Mr. DICKINSON. Mr: Winder, therefore, h 
just as good a right to rent any of his unoceypied 
rooms to any person who may desire them’ asbe 
ever had before his contract with the Government: 
Nor can | find a scintilla of evidence that the Gov- 
renment ever contracted for the rent of the whole 
building; and if any Senator has any such evi- 
dence, it should, in justice to Mr. Winder, be- pro- 
duced. The proposition, then, is that we shall go 
beyond the contract, and beyond the rooms ac- 
tually used, and pay Mr. Winder a gratuity of 
$5,512 50. Wenow occupy rooms to the num- ` 
ber of 934, and pay him $175 a room, he warming 
them, which amounts to $16,362 50. Now, if, 
after this statement, the Senate can think they 
ought to rent or pay-for the whole of the building, 
I shall certainly be satisfied with their decision. Í 
but propose the amendment in the discharge of 
what I consider my duty, after, as chairman. of the 
committee, a full examination of the matter. | For 
the gentleman concerned, I entertain the highest _ 

respect and most kindly feelings. : 
Mr. BADGER. I desire merely to say, as there 
seems to Be some difference of opinion or views on 
the subject, that, according to my recollection, 
when this matter was before the Senate two years” 
ago, it was distinctly understood that the Govern- 
ment did not undertake to rent all the rooms, but 
only a certain number, at a certain rent per ‘room. 
Under such circumstances, I shall certainly vote 


|| for the amendment proposed by the chairman of 


the committee. , 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the portion of the bill entitled “legisla- 
tive;” and it is to strike out the proviso in regard 
to the mileage of Senators. The question is an 
old acquaintance to most of the Senators, and, as 


i|| is remarked by a Senator behind me, it is one 


which is generally raised ‘on a, proposition which 
the House of Representatives insert, with a view 
of having the Senate strikeit out again. To raise 
the question again, I move to strikeout thefollow- 
ing: 

“ And provided further, That no such member of either 
branch of Congress residing east of the Rocky Mountains 
! shall receive more than one thousand dollars mileage for 
each session: and no such member or delegate residing 
west of the Rocky Mountaius shall receive more than two 
othusand dollars mileage for each session.’ 

This would still retain the prohibition against 
constructive mileage unchanged. 

Mr. CHASE. Believing the bill as it stands, 
now to be right, and not desiring to occupy the 
time of the Senate by discussion, I shall content 
myself with asking for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. peas 
i Mr. SEWARD. I call for the reading.of the 
amendment, or will the mover state its effect? 

Mr. DICKINSON, The effect will be to leave 
the law precisely as it now is, except. that Sena-. 
tors will not be allowed constructive mileage. The 
motion is to strike out that portion of the bill 
which makes a further change inthe law. 

Mr. CHASE. If I understood the chairman of 
the committee correctly, he stated before, that the 
proposition in regard to constructive mileage would 

he ques- 
| tion that we are now tò- vote on, then, is simply, 


| shall the House provision, which limits the mile- 
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age to. $2,000 on the west side of the Rocky Moun- 
tajos, and to -$1,000 on this side, be agreed to? 
That is simply the question. ` 

Mr. DICKINSON.. There. are perhaps two 
questions, presented. The first is on striking out- 
the provision restricting the amount of mileage to 
$1,000.0n this. side, and $2,000 on the other side 
of the Rocky Mountains. This is the question on 
which I-now ask a vote; the other | have not 
raised, and shall leave it to some other Senator to 
do so. , Lallude to the following provision: 

* Nor shall any member of the Senate receive mileage for 
any session of that body which may be called within thirty 
days after the adjournment of both Houses of Uengress, 


unless the travel for which such. mileage is charged. bas 
been actually performed.” 


Mr. WALKER.. [n order that there may be no 
farther misunderstanding on the subject, I wiil read 
what it is proposed to strike out. [Mr. W. then 
read the clause.as moved to be strickenout by Mr. 
Dickinson. } eel 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to strike out all of the 
provision. è < ; 

`A. debate ensued, in which Messrs. BADGER, 
BERRIEN, CHASE, DOUGLAS, EWING, 
BUTLER, CASS, and HALE participated, and 
which will be found in the Appendix. 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
first clause, and the yeas and nays being ordered 
and taken, the result was as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Cooper, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Foote, Greene, Houston, Hunter, Jones, Mangum, 
Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Walker, 
and Yulee—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnwell, Berrien, Bright, Butler, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Ewing, 
Felch, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, King, Morton, Norris, Seward, 
Spruance, Underwood, Wales, and Winthrop—23. 

So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 


“The question was then taken on striking out the 
second proviso, in part, as follows: 

« And provided, further, That no member of either branch 
of Congress, residing east of the Rocky Mountains, shall re- 
eeive more than one thousand dollars mileage for each ses- 
sion, Aud no such member or delegate residing west of the 
Rocky Mountains shall receive more than two thousand dol- 
Jars mileage for each session. ?? ~i 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, they 
were taken, with the Following result: 

YEAS- Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Bet, Ben- 
ton, Bright, Buter, Cass, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, 
Douglas, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Fonte, Piémont, Greene, 

<- Gwin, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Mangum, Mason, Morton, 
Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Walker, 
and Yulee— 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Berrien, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Hamlin, 
Norris, Seward, Spruance, Underwood, Wales, and Win- 
throp—ll. 

Mr. BADGER. [ now move to strike out the 
remaining portion of that proviso. It is in these 
words: 

«& Nor shall any member of the Senate receive mileage 
for. any session of that body which may he cated within 
thirty days after the adjournment of both Houses of Con- 
gress, unless the. travel for which such mileage is charged 
has acinally been performed.” 

This amendment was debated by Messrs. 
BADGER, CLAY, DICKINSON, EWING, and 
MASON. 

Mr. EWING. I would propose to amend the 
provision before the vote is taken on striking it 
out so that it will read as follows: 

« Nor shall any member of the Senate receive an amount 
of mileage for any session of that body which may be called 
within thirty days after the adjournment of both Houses of 
Congress, excceding the per diem for members for the time 
which shall accrue between the regular and the called ses- 
sion.” 

The question being taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, it was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
amend the bill by striking out the clanse as pro- 
posed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. SEWARD. On that question I ask the 
yeas and nays. 

y The yeas and nays were not ordered. A divis- 
jon being called for, the Presione Orricer de- 
clared there were for the motion to strike out 23. 

Mr. BENTON. From the company in which 
¥ find myself, I very much doubt whether I know 
my own vote. [Laughter.} 

Mr. CLAY. l hope we may have the yeas 
and nays. ji > 

Mr. BENTON. I believe the question is to 
strike out the clause as it came from the House of 
Representatives. lam against striking it out, and 
I voted for striking it out. [is a mistake sir; that 
is ail. [Laughter] - 


= 


.of Massachusetts, Davis of M 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will make 
the ayes 22. DEE 

Mr. HALE. No, sir, no; it makes them 24. 

Mr. CLAY. fhope we shall have the yeas 
and nays. Ac i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. CASS.. Those who vote for striking out 
the clause, vote, as l understand it, for keeping up 
the system of constructive mileage. . is that so? 

Several Sewarors. Yes, yes!  * 

The yeas and nays being taken on the motion, 
resuited as follows: ‘ 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Clarke, Davis 
ppi, Douglas, Downs, | 
Foote, Greene, Gwin, Hale, ton, Jones, Mangum, i 
Morton, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, and Yulee—2t. 

NAYs—Messrs. Barnwetl, Beli, Benton, Bright, Buder, 
Cass, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Ewing, Felch, Hamlin, Bunter, | 
King, Mason, Pearce, Seward, Sumith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and Wiuthrop—28, | 

So the motion to strike out was rejected. | 

Mr. BADGER. I move an amendment, which | 
I wish to have come in at the twelfth line, after | 
the word “ dollars.” [ask the attention of the | 
Senate while i state the necessity for it. By the | 
third section of the act of 1818, fixing the compen- 
sation of members of Congress, it is provided: 

“ That the said compensation which shai! be due to the 
members of the Senate, shall be certified by the President 
thereof; and that which shall be due to the Representatives 
and Delegates shall be certified by the Speaker; and tbe | 

shall he passed as public accounts, and paid out of the | 
reasury.”? 

It is, 1 think, sufficiently manifest from these | 
words, that the decisions made by the respective | 
presiding officers of the two Houses were intended | 
y law to be conclusive upon the subject of the 
amount of compensation due to the members of 
their respective Houses; because the law declares 
that the accounts so certified shall be passed as 

public accounts, and shall be paid out of the p blic 

reasury. It is known to us all, Mr. President, 
that the accounts of the Secretary of the Senate, 
the disbursing officer of this body, have been sus- 
pended by a decision of the Treasury Department, 
and it has refused to close his accounts, on the 
ground that one of the officers of the Treasury 
Department has undertaken to reéxamine and re- 
vise the decision made by our presiding officer; 
to go behind his certificate, and decide that the 
sum said to be due upon the certificate was not 
due. I wish to say this, that I think this is a 
point upon which there cannot be any difference 
of opinion. The law made that certificate biad- | 
ing upon our disbursing officer; he was bound to 
pay according to the certificate. Well, if he was 
bound to pay according to the certificate, it is as 
clear as any conclusion in logic that he is entitled 
to have the credit for the payment made accord- 
ingly. There are difficulties into which 1 do not! 
now propose to enter, in having that question set- | 
tled by the head of the Treasury Department, in 
going behind the certificate of our presiding officer, 
and making the Secretary a defaulter for paying 
what he was bound by law to pay. Whether the 
payment was right or wrong, it was right on the 


part of the Secretary, because he was bound to go |! 


i 
by the certificate. i therefore introduce this de- į 
claratory provision, to be inserted after the word | 
“ dollars ? in the twelfth line: | 

« And it is hereby declared, that according to the true in- | 
terpretation of the third section of the act, entilled ‘An Act | 
allowing compensation tothe members of the Senate, mem- ! 


bers of the House of Representatives of the United States, |} 


and to the delegates of the Territories, and repealing a 
other Jaws on that subject, approved 22d January, 1818, 
all certificates which have been or may be granted by the 
presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
lives, respectively, of the amount of compensation due to 
the members of their several Houses, and to such delegates, 
are, and ough: to be deemed, held and taken, and are hereby 
deciared to be, cunclusive upon all the departments and 
officefs of the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I shall vote for | 
this amendment upon exactly the same principle | 
that I voted for the last; and that is, to adhere to 
the law as it exists. I should be qure willing to 
change the law, as was contemplated by the bill 
which came from the House; that is to say, against 
constructive mileage. t should have no objection 
to a law having that effect; but I do object to this 
indirect mode of reaching it, as I also do object to 
this indirect mode of disallowing the accounts o 
an officer who is compelied to settle those accounts 
in a certain mode provided by law. 


1f there be i 
any different mode proposed I should be quite will- | 
ing to legislate so as to change the present prac- 


i tices but I consider myself obliged. to. sustain-an 
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oficerin the discharge of the duties which: the Jaw 
has imposed upon him.. And onthe very question - 
involved in. the last amendment offered. by. the; 
énator from North. Carolina, with whom | then, 
voted, I concurred with him, because then, as bow, 
I intended to adhere to. the law-as.it exists, and. 
the- practice under it... Poe or R 

The question. was then taken on the amend-. 
ment, and it was adopted. -` wtb athe te 

Mr. HAMLIN, Ihave been instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to offer the following 
amendment: : : 

« For providing surf-boats, life-boats, and other means for 
the preservation of life and property shipwrecked on the 
coast of the United States, ten thousand: dollars, to be ex- 
pended under the contro! and direetion of the Seeretary of 
the freasury.?? ¢ 

This is a matter which the Committee on Cóm- 
meree have thoroughly considered. Tt has been 
the practice for the last few years to appropriate 
that sum as auxiliary to the light-house system. 
It has been found very serviceable, and has been 
the means of saving many lives. Ihave no more 
to say. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have another amendment, 
as follows: f 

« For finishing and altering rooms in the custom-house, 
Portland, Maing, for the accommodation of the federal 
courts, clerks of the district and circuit courts, and marshal’s | 
office, &c., three thousand and thirty-one dollars and sev- 


if enty cens.” 


I hold in my hand estimates signed by the judge 
of the district court, and by the clerks of the dis-. 
trict and circuit courts, and by the marshal of the 
district, and the attorney general of Maine, stating 
that the building was. purchased for a: custom-: 
house, and was denominated a building for that 
purpose. The Government, however, hired rooms 
in the same building for court-rooms, and paid a 
rent of about three thonsand dollars; so that: the 
building was appropriated to these various pur- 
poses. The whole amount is only a little more: . 
than $3,000, which was the sum heretofore paid 
for rent. The matter went before the Committee 
on Finance, but, as it connecied court-rooms with 
custom-houses, it was not reported by that com- 
mittee, although it had their approbation. : 

Mr. HUNTER. We have already made ap- 


; propriations for custom-houses in Maine, and Í, 
| fear that we shall overload the bill if we go on ad- 


ding item after item not estimated for- by the. 
department, : 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator is right.. The 
letter which I hold in my hand was’ signed in 
May, 1850, long after the estimates were made. 
The labor has been peformed, and the question is, 
whether those who have earned this sum, by, tho 
labor of their own hands shall receive their pay ? 


aan 


he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have another amendment, 
to come in at line 418: 

« For balance due the acting naval storekeeper at Spez. 
zia, in Sardivia, $3,600.” 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy Department, who states that this indi- 
vidual performed the duties of a naval storekeeper 
for three years, and also the duties of a clerk, and 
was paid for discharging the duties of a clerk, but 
not those of a storekeeper. The law is very clear 
that where one man discharges the duties of two 
offices he shall have pay for only one of them, and 
that of the highest grade. He was paid six hun- 
dred dollars instead of fifteen hundred, which was 
the salary for the highest grade. sot 

Mr. DICKINSON. It seems to me thisis a 
private claim entirely, and should not come into 
this bill; for it does not contemplate the payment 
of claims of that kind. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have another amendment, 
to come in after line 1,013: . 

“ That the proper accounting officers of the ‘Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to Hiquidate’ 
and setile the claims of the. States of Maine and Georgia 
for interest on money borrowed, and actualty paid by said 
States, respectively, and actually expended forthe use and 
benefit of the United States, the principal of which has been 
refunded by the United States to said States of Maine ang - 
Georgia; and that the sum of $150,000 be, and hercbyiis,- 
appropriated out of the Treasury for said purpose.” 

Mr. DICKINSON. I really hope that amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 1 fear we have already 
attached to this bill more than can be carried 
through the other House. el 
Mr. HAMLIN. This-is money which is.actu- 


1850. 
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ally due to the States of Maine and Georgia, as 
much so as the appropriations made in conformity 
with the laws already existing. The Senate have 
considered these claims, and have passed bills al- 
lowing them during the present session. Unless 
these claims are incorporated in this bill, there will 
not be a possibility of their receiving the joint'ac- 
tion of the two Houses during the present session. 
As there is no question that the claims are now 
actialiy due, I hope the amendment may be adopt- 
ed. 

Mr. DICKINSON. We shall not be able to 
get this bill through the other House unless we 
keep our appropriations somewhere within gun- 
shot of what atrictly belongs to an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
ment to the amendment the words, ‘‘ and New 
Hampshire,” after the word “ Georgia.” 

Mr. HAMLIN. I accept the amendment asa 
part of my amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to inquire if any bill 
has passed the Senate in favor of New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. HALE. It has been considered and recom- 
mended by a committee. 

Mr. DAWSON. This money belongs to us, 
and the present is a time when we need it. 1 trust 
that, inasmuch as the Senate have passed a bill 
allowing it, the payment will be no longer delayed. 
rI regret that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance opposes its being put into this bill. If 
he had not done so we should have passed it be. 
fore this time. I did not present the amendment 
myself, but I trust it may be adopted. 

Mr. FOOTE. I simply rise to propound a 
question to the Senator from Georgia, for on his 
response will depend my vote on this question. I 


understand this to be a proposition to bring about | 


an adjustment between the State of Georgia and 
this Government. Now, I wish to know whether 
Georgia isan adjustment State? (Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWSON. Itis decidedly so. 

Mr. DICKINSON, This is entirely inappro- 
priate in this bill. If committees have approved 
the claim, let them bring in a bill for the payment 
of the claim. We cannot adopt it in this appro- 
priation bill; for it appears to me to be reversing 
the whole theory of an appropriation bill. Be- 
sides, we want time to discuss it, and this is a ques- 
tion which really requires mature deliberation. If 
a bill is brought in, it has to be read three different 
times on three different days, and is to be passed 
for its merit or rejected for its wantof merit. But 
here it is attempted to be placed in an appropri- 
ation bill, and, if agreed to as an amendment, will 
be fastened on the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I do not design to occupy the 
time of the Senate but a moment, but there is 
something so potential in the resistance offered by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, that f 
beg to say to him that these claims of Georgia and 
Maine are precisely in the same condition in which 
he desires they should be.. They are cases which 
have not merely passed through a cominittee, but 
eases which have been considered in the Senate, 
and especially by the Senator from New York, the 
chairman of the committee, 


between that honorable Senator and myself. He- 
professed himself entirely satisfied with the evi- 
dence upon which the claim was presented, and 
united with us in voting for the bill. 
- Now, the only motive-for asking that it be 
adopted as an amendment is, that, from the late 
period of the session, we have no. other hope of 
getting our claim before the House. It cannot em- 
barrass the appropriation bill, for the evidence is 
conclusive to show that the principal has been paid 
by the United States, and that the States paid the 
interest on the money which they advanced to the 
United States. I hope the chairman will withdraw 
his opposition. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I am not discussing the 
merits of these claims, nor will I. I know they 
have been before the Senate. It is sufficient for 


me that they have not been asked for by any de- | 


partment of this Government, and that they are 


not required nor authorized by any existing law | 


or treaty, or necessary to-carry out anything of 
that kind. 
against the allowance of which in itself I have no 
objection; but itis my duty to keep. this bill as 
nearly as possible within the limits of the present 


I move to insert as an amend- | 


In. relation to the | 
claim of Georgia, the question was fully discussed | 


i 


it is,as the Senator states, a claim |i 


| exigencies of the public service. If these claims 
are. right, Iwill go for them in a separate bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN, It is very severe upon the 
parties interested in these ‘claims, that the objec- 
| tion should be made, and that it is necessary to 

discuss this question; for the necessity for that 
discussion was created. by the opposition of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. He 
creates the necessity, and then objects to them on 
the very ground ofa necessity of his own creation. 
i Sir, the Senate are advised of the merits of these 
several claims, and have unanimously acted upon 
them, and have approved the several allowances. | 
As these.bills have passed the Senate without ob- 
jection, I wish to ask the chairman of the com- | 
mittee whether, even supposing they cannot be 
got upin the House, the unanimous vote of the 
Senate of the United States is not equal to an es- 
timate of a department? Are we less entitled to | 
| credit than an officer of a department who pre- 
sents to usan estimate? Í will not take up the 
time of the Senate by such an inquiry. 

_Mr. HAMLIN. In addition to what has been 
so well said by the Senator from Georgia, Í wish 
simply to say that both of these claims repose 
upon principles precisely similar to those which 


ferent States. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator from 
New York is not alone in his opposition to the 
| fixing of these private claims upon an appropri- 
! ation bill. {shall assist him in every effort which 
he may make to exclude these private claims as 
| amendments to a general appropriation bill. Sir, 
we have had some sad lessons on this subject. 
| This same principle has given to public men and 
to the public press of this country a great deal of 
trouble and labor. It is the most unsafe way that 
can possibly be resorted to for the adjustment of 
claims. It is a precedent fraught with danger. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Will tke Senator from indi- | 
ana explain what he means? i 

Mr. BRIGHT. I refer to the claim which was | 
paid by the late Secretary of War—the Galphin 
claim, as it is called. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Senator from Indiana 
will allow me to say, in the first place, that that 
claim was acted upon by a separate bill. 
was a bill introduced -here and reported by the Ju- 
duciary Committee; and the claim was allowed by | 
the passage of that hill. He will also allow me, in į 
! the second place, to say that the claim is from 
South Carolina and not from Georgia. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That does not alter the princi- | 
ple against which I contend.. It was a claim of | 
Interest; and there are various .other claims of a 
similar Character before this body. If the amend- 
ment of the Senator prevails, there are other Sen- 
ators who have bills in charge who will be com- 
pelled to. move them as amendments to the general | 
j appropriation biH. I shall not vote for them, for 
the reason that I desire to protect the public Trea- 
sury from such claims. Many of them undoubt- 
ediy may have merit; and when I find that they 
have I will vote for them. lam in favor of pass- 
ing laws for the allowance.of all just claims; but I 
am unwilling to have claims of this amount fixed 
upon an appropriation bill, and be compelled to 
say ‘* yes” or‘ no” to them before I can fully un- į 
derstand them. ‘The interests of the Government 
require of us that, before voting away the public į 
money, we should know why we do it. These 
claims may be good. I say nothing about their | 
merit or demerit; but [ object to the principle of | 
| attaching them to a general appropriation bill; and 
if this rule had been observed for the last two or 
three years, our Treasury would be ina much 
better condition than it is at present. > 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Georgia says 
that this Galphin claim was a South Carolina claim. 
One thing is very certain, that a great deal of the 
money has gone to Georgia. It is a Georgia 
claim, sir; and Georgia has got the money. Where 
did the claim originate? Where did Galphin live? 
Why, in Georgia. 
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1 
treaty of the United States, which was in favor of | 
a trader who owned property both in South Caro- | 
lina and Georgia; but he lived and died in South | 
Carolina; and his executor who presented the claim | 
here lives in South Carolina at this day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did not intend to charge the 
paternity of any particular claim toa State which 
„was not entitled to it. Public opinion had assigned | 


f 


| have been recognized in the case of some ten dif- |} 


There | 


Mr. BERRIEN. The claim originated in a| 


the Sen: 
HE ar 


the Senate, : : uae 
Mr. BUTLER. “I wish to say only one word. 
The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will indulge 
the Senator. i phen TU es er 
Mr. BUTLER. Old George Galphin was an 
Indian agent, and he made his money in Georgia: 
i All his operations were in Georgia. His Indian 
agencies were in Georgia; and I again repeat that 
—I believe we divided pretty equally the money. 
[Roars of laughter.] ee 
Mr. CASS. I really like to hear these disclaim- 
ers on both sides. Ihope gentlemen may beal- 
lowed to proceed. A 
Mr. DOUGLAS. hope the amendment will 
be withdrawn until the Committe on Finance get 
through with their own amendments. ; 
The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. I have an amendment which L 
wish to offer as an additional section, to come in 
after line 1198: : 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and. 
| directed to adjust and settle the claim submitted by the legal 
representatives of Lieutenant Robert L. Browning, late of 
the United States navy, deceased, for a share of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the schooner Oregon and cargo, seized. 
and confiseated in the month of April, 1848, under the Pres- 
ident’s regulations of the Ist of March, 1847, at the portof 
Tampico, during the war with Mexico, and to’ pay’ the 
amount of said claim out of any moneys in the Treasury 
arising from military contributions, collected in pursuance 
| ofthe regulations of the President before referred to: Pro- 
vided, That before any money is paid in this case, any claim 
submitted by the owners of the vessel before mentioned for 
| the remission of the penalty and payment of the proceeds 
under the confiscation shall first be duly examined and de- 
cided by the Secretary of the Treasury under the directions 
of the President of the United States.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Since the passage of the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill in the House of 
; Representatives, the bill for the establishment of a 
territorial government in New Mexico has become 
ii a law, and itis necessary, therefore, to put into 
ij this bill an appropriation to comply with the law 
as passed. The act requires the same amount of 
money which has heretofore been appropriated-for 
the establishment of territorial governments. [ 
offer the amendment in compliance with the wish 
of the chairman of the Committee of Finance. It 
| is to come in line 548: ied es 

“ For salaries of governor and superintendent of Indian. 
Affairs, three judges, aud secretary, $9,708, : i 

“ For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,000. 

* For compensation and mileage of members of legislative 
assembly, clerks, officers, and contingent expenses of the 
assembly, $24,0::0. a 

“ For library for said Territory, $5,000: Provided, That 
the library for the Territories of New Mexico aud Utah 
shall be purchased by agents to be appointed by the President 
of the United “tates. 

“ For public buildings. for the Territory of New Mexico, 
$20,000.77 f 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois whether $24,000 ‘is not a large 
appropriation for New Mexico? ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itisthe same asthe estimate 
for each of the Territories of Minnesota‘and Ore- 
gon; and as the duties of the first territorial legis- 
lature of New Mexico will certainly be more labo- 
rious than those which succeed them, I have taken 
the same sum which was fixed upon for the Terri- 
tory | have named; and they are fixed by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The papers in regard to 
continuing the construction of the custom-house at 
Savannah, in Georgia, were mislaid when this bill 
was under consideration by the committee. A 


j! 


a 


duplicate has just been sent down by the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, by which fifteen thousand 
dollars are asked for, for continuing the construc- 
tion of that building. I move to insert after. line 
996: peer 


«“ For continuing the-construction of the eastom-house a 
Savannah, in Georgia, $15,000.” Le 


Mr. WINTHROP. I move to amend the bill 
| in line 634 by striking out the word“ four”? and 
ferting “five.” : T 
If the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
willdo me the favor to give his attention for a mo- 
ment, I think he will concur in the amendment. 
The bill provides “ for completing the light-house 
on Minot’s rock, Boston harbor, four thousand 
dollars? This is an ubder-estimate for the com- 
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pletion of that very essential work.: -Tt is- one. of I} 


the most. exposed light-houses. we: have, and it is 
by no means improbable that on this difference of 
a thousand dollars will depend whether the portion 
of the work already completed will stand during 
the coming winter. The amendment is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DICKINSON. ‘Not being satisfied about 
this, L went myself to the Treasury Department, 
and. to..the heads of the Topographical Bureau; 
and they assured me that it wag absolutely neces- 
gary. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING.. lask the attention of the Senate 
to an amendment which I propose to come in at 
line 974. Itis to change the amount of the appro- 
priation which is made in that section of the bill, by 
striking out “ fifty,” and inserting ‘one hundred.” 
The appropriation is made for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a new custom-house. at 
Mobile, and for the purchase of a lot on, which it 
is to be built. It is to contain rooms for ‘the ac- 
commodation of the post offige, and also for the dis- 
trict-court of the United States. It must be ap- 
parent to every Senator, that it is utterly impossi- 
ble to purchase a lot and erect such a building as 
will answer the purpose of that city, the largest in 
the amount of its commercial business of any city 
south of Baltimore, except New Orleans. The 
appropriation in the bill for the continuation of the 
custom-house in Charleston, is a hundred thousand 
dollars. We appropriated last session a hundred 
thousand dollars for the purchase of a lot there. 
All I ask of Congress is, to give us a hundred 
thousand dollars, which is to be applied both for 
the purchase of a lot and the erection of a building. 
Even with that appropriation, we shall only be 
able to erect a very inferior building; but as 1 am 
not disposed to ask for extravagant appropriations, 
I hope this amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KING. There is a proviso in relation to 
this appropriation that is not contained in any other 
appropriation for a like purpose. And although L 
trust that it will not be necessary to make any fur- 
iher appropriation for this building, yet inasmuch 
ag it seems to be drawing an invidious distinction 
between that city and others, where no such pro- 
vision has been made, { move to strike out the pro- 
viso: 

« Provided, Tht the plan of the building shall be such 


that the whole cost both of building and site, shall in no 
event exceed the appropriation hereby made.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. I believe there are several 
cages in the bill where such provisoes are made. 

Mr. KING. These limitations have been made 
only in cases where appropriations have been 
asked for year after year, for continuing or extend- 
ing these buildings. This is the first appropriation 
for such a building-at Mobile, and I believe there 
are no other cases in which the. first appropriation 
has been limited by such a proviso. 

Mr. DICKINSON. There was a limitation in 
the appropriation made for the erection of a custom- 
house at San Francisco. 

Mr. KING. Ido not intend to press this mat- 
ter,and I will withdraw the motion. But inasmuch 
as appropriations have been made for the construc- 
tion;of rooms for holding the district courts of the 
United States, I offer the following amendment: 


« For constructing, in the city of Montgomery, Alabama, 
a court-room for the district court of the United States, and 
for a post office, $15,000.” , 


Mr. FOOTE offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

« And a like sum of $15,000 for a like purpose for each of 
the States of the Union, at the capital of which a court- 
house and post office have not been built at the expense of 
the United States.’? 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment was also rejected. 


Mr. WALKER. I move to amend the bill by 
adding the following at line 1135: 


« For the salary of Jobn Catlin, as secretary and acting 
governor of Wisconsin Territory, from tbe L0th day of 
June, 1848, to the 4th day of Mareh, 1849, being eight months 
and twenty-two days, at the rate of $2,500 per annum, 
$1,828 77.” 


The amendment was agreed to. * 
Mr. SOULE. I have been reminded by my 
colleague in the other House—the member from 
the first congressional district of Lousiana, [Mr. 
La Srre]—that through a mistaken conception, on 
the part of. the Committee of Ways and Means, 
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of the requisition made by the Treasury Depart- 


« 


ment for the custom-house now in progress of 
construgtion at New Orleans, a sum of one hundred 
thousand dollars only has been. appropriated by 
the bill before us. If hold in my hand-a. note ex- 
planatory of that error, which the chairman, of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in the other 
House [Mr. Barty] has addressed to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance of the Senate. 
The fact is, that the appropriation, as it stands, 
would hardly be sufficient to pay an outstanding 
bill for granite, due to a quarry in Massachusetts, 
which amounts, if I am well informed, to some- 
thing over seventy thousand dollars. ‘he demand 
on the part of the Treasury was two hundred 
thousand dollars over and besides the allowance 
made in-the deficiency bill which we passed early 
in the session. I cannot doubt that the Senate 
will readily correct the error, by suffering the 
amendment to pass which ] now send to the Chair, 
the object of which is to strike out “f one,” in line 
964, and to insert “two,” so that the appropria- 
tion may be two instead of one hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Before the amendment is 
acted upon, I should like to ascertain from the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance whether 
there is not still some mistake in relation to this 
matter? The Senator from Louisiana has alluded 
to the fact, which is well known, that the granite 
of which this custom-house at New Orleans is to 
be built is to be furnished by the Quincy quarries 
in Massachusetts. Itis the same, I believe, as we 
used in the construction: of the Bunker Hill mon- 
ument; and it affords a fresh illustration of what 
was once said, by a distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina, that the principal exports of New 
England were ice and granite. 

The company who are to furnish this granite of 
course take some interest in this appropriation, as 
a considerable part of it is already due to them. 
They inform me that the sum asked by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for the purpose was over 
$300,000. Indeed, I bave in my hand a letter from 
the commissioner of customs—which | will not 
trouble the Senate to read—from which it would 
seem that the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury was for $333,807. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 would inform the Sena- 
tor that, since the estimate was made, $100,000 
have been appropriated in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Thatsets the matter right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SOULE. I beg leave to offer the following 
amendment: 

For the topographical and hydrographical survey of the 
delta of the Mi sippi, with such investigations as may 
lead to determine the most practicable plan of sdvuring it 
from inundation, and the best mode of so decpening the 
passes at the mouth of the river as to allow ships of twenty 
feet draught to enter the same, $50,009.” 


. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the clause re- 
lating to the payment of the salary of the Attor- 
ney General and the clerk and messenger in his 
office by striking out “6,” and inserting “8,” 


so as to make the appropriation $8,300, instead of |) 


$6,300; and by adding at the end of the clause, 
“and the salary uf the Attorney General being 
hereby increased to $6,000 ‘per annum from the 
game day.” If these amendments should pre- 
vail, the clause would read: 


« For salaries of the Attorney General and the clerk and 
messenger in his office, $8,300—the salary of the messenger 
in his office being hereby increased to $700 per annum from 
Ist July, 1850; and the salary of the Attorney General being 


hereby increased to $5,000 per annum from the same day.” | 


Mr. BADGER. I merely wish to mention 
that it was the general understanding of the Senate 
last session that this measure should have been 
adopted. It would then have been adopted but 
for the circumstance that it would have excluded 


a very worthy member of this Senate (Mr. Rev- j 


erdy Johnson] from receiving the office. 

Mr. DOWNS. I only wish to state that the 
Committee on the Judiciary has taken up this sub- 
ject and given authority to offer a similar amend- 
ment. But the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina will do as well. 

Mr. DICKINSON. F have no doubt that if 
the Attorney General were required to devote his 
whole time to the service of the Government, 
$6,000 would be little enough. I suppose his 
salary. was made $2,000 less than the salary. of 
the other members of the Cabinet. because of. the: 


joyed in the early history of: the Government. If" 
the Senator had coupled with: his amendment a 
requisition that the Attorney General should: give- 
his whole attention to ‘the -business of Governs 
ment, it would bè more- acceptable. I do not 
mean -to resist it, but, as the appropriations: ate- 
very large, I cannot favor the: increase of salaries: 
of officers. ae RATAST ANA 
Mr. BERRIEN. I understand, on inquiry; 
that there area sufficiently large number of cases 
now pending on the docket of the Supreme. Court. 
of the United States in which the United States 
are concerned to keep the Attorney General all the 
time employed, in connection with his other duties. 
The amendment was agreed to. ` : 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
first section of the bill: 

<¢7'o reimburse the corporation of Washington the amount 
advanced to complete the paving of Fifteenth street, in front 
of the Treasury Department, including the culvert, $2,309 90, ~ 
upon its being shown to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
said sum of money was advanced by the corporation of 
Washington.” 

Congress in 1848 appropriated $12,700 for paving 
| Fifteenth street, in front of the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment, the street in front of the President’s House, 
and Seventeenth street. The work was to be ex- 
ecuted under the supervision of the War Depart- 
ment, The money gave out before the work was 
completed. But the streets were in such a con- 
dition that it would be very inconvenient, if they 
were not completed. At the suggestion of the of- 
ficers having charge of the work, the corporation 
advanced this amount of money which they ask 
may now be reimbursed to them. ` | cl 
Mr. DICKINSON. Although I know nothing 
of the facts in this case, I am willing to concur 
with one suggestion of the Senator. The appro- 
priation ‘gave out? That is always the case. 
(Laughter. ] f 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the same 
| committee to offer the following amendment: 

«To enable the War Department to make such examina- 
tions and surveys as may be necessary to determine upon 
| the best and most available mode of supplying the city of 
Washington with pure water, and to prepare a plan and es+ 
timate of the probable cost of the same, to be reported to this 
Congress at its next session, $1,500.” y 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by’ the - same 
committee, to offer the following, to which I:sup- 
pose the Senator from Indiana will not object: 

« To erect the northern portion ofthe eastern wing of the 
City Hall in the city of Washington, for the accommodation 
of the criminal court of the District of Columbia, its juries, 
officers, and records, $20,600, to be expended under the. di 
rection of the Commissioner of Public Buildings.” 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I have got another amendment 
to offer, which does not come from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. It is: ? 

«That the sum of $4,056, the unexpended balance of an 
appropriatiou made under the act of 12th August, 1848, ‘to 
pay to the State of Virginia judgments recovered against her 
by revolutionary officers and soldiers for half pay and com- 
mutation of half pay,’ and the further sum of $5,020, be paid 
out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay to Isaac H. Smith, administrator de bonis non of Lieut, 
Isaac Holmes, the amount ofa judgment obtained against 
the State of Virginia by the administrator of said Holmes, 
deceased: Provided, That before such payment an authenti- 
cated copy of such judgment be submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and he be satisfied of the validity of said ` 
| judgment, and of its obligation on the State of Virginia for 
į the said amount,” ah oe 
i| The amendment was rejected on a division— 
| ayes 17, noes 22. SEH es 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts.. I move to 
amend the bill by adding after the provision for 
the salaries of keepers of light-houses and their 
assistants, the following: : 


& Por the keeper of the light-house on Minot’s rock, near 
Cohasset, in Boston bay, $750, and $550 each per annum to 
his assistants.” 


The amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move. to insert 
the following after the item making an appropria- 
tion for the salary of the Attorney, General, the 
clerk and messenger in his office. : 


« To reimburse to Reverdy Johnson, Jate. Attorney Gen- 
eral of. the United States, the amount paid by him out of 
his private funds for the services of a clerk employed for 
i public purposes in public. duties, $866 59:7 i ; 


The immense amount of duty thrown on the 


profitable private practice that might well -be en- 


late Attorney General. rendered it necessary for 


1850. 


him to have a-elerk. Jna letter which the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Pratr,] who has been 
obliged to absent himself from the city, left with 
me, is a statement of the amount he drew from his 
banker for the salary of his clerk. The sum total 
is $866 59. The late Attorney General contracted 
with this clerk for $800 a year, and we propose to 
pay him at that rate for the time he was employed. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 


Mr. EWING. 1 move to amend:the. bill by 
adding after the item making an appropriation for 
the salary of the Secretary: of the Interior, and his 
chief clerk, the following: ~ ; 

For compensation of clerks and messengers for the-De- 
partment of the Interior, $14 500.” 

I would observe to the Senate that no appropria- 
tion whatever is contained in the bill for the clerks 
and messengers of the Department of the Interior. 
lt has been passed over | suppose on account of a 
proviso in the deficiency bill, that that depart- 
ment should get its clerks, and its messengers, 
too, I suppose, though no mention is made of them, 
from the other departments. It is a singular provis- 
ion. The Department of the Interior is to get its 
clerks from the other departments in order that the 
number of clerks may not be increased in conse- 
quence of the establishment of that department. 
Since that time there have been forty, or fifty, or 
sixty clerks added to the other departments. Now, 
if we are to get clerks from the other departments 
torender services that are necessary in the De- 
partment of the Interior, it will become necessary to 

rovide for more clerks in the other departments. 

his seemed to me to be an idle proviso, entirely 
so. Congress had better provide for clerks in that 
department at once than provide for the Execu- 
tive transferring them from the other departments. 
THe amount Ihave named in the amendment is 
the amount which was estimated by the depart- 
ment. I ask that the amendment may be adopted, 
so as to give to that department the necessary num- 
ber of clerks to carry on its business. 

It has been said that it was suggested, when 
the bill providing for the creation of that depart- 
ment was passed, that it would cause no expense. 
Who ever supposed fora moment, that.any one 
of the departments of the Government could be 
carried on without expense, without clerks, with- 
out books, without fuel, without. the ordinary 
and necessary means of carrying on its business? 
There is a very large amount of business thrown 
upon that department. It is more burdened, per- 
haps, than any other department of the Govern- 
ment, except the Treasury. lt is provided with 
very little means of carrying on its business. I 
understand that recently the head of that depart- 
ment, Mr. McKennan, applied to the other de- 
partments to know if they could furnish any clerks 
to.aid him in carrying on his business. They re- 
ported that they could not spare any; and | am 
satisfied they could not spare him any, unless 
Congress should give them more clerks. I think 
there is a letter to that effect from Mr. McKennan, 
the late head of that department, in possession of 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance. I 
hope that the Senate will make the necessary ap- 
propriation, and let that department be directly 
accountable to Congress for its clerks, and for the | 
use it makes of them, instead of getting its’ clerks 
from the other departments through the President. | 

Mr. DICKINSON. When the bill establish- 
ing the department was hurried through on the 
last day of the last session, it was put upon the 
ground that it would require no new force. except 
the new Cabinet minister and his chief clerk. It 
was said that the proper force would be trans- 
ferred in proportion to the business; that it was 
merely a division of labor; and that instead of re- 
quiring an increased force, the reverse would be 
the case, We who opposed the creation of that de- 
partment rested our opposition upon the ground that 
it would require, among other things, a great and | 
increased corps of clerical force. That wasdenied. 
When we came together again, the first thing we 
found was that this department was in such a 
condition that it was necessary to employ clerks 
in addition to the force which was transferred, 
without authority of law. They did so; and Con- 

ress sanctioned it and allowed them five clerks 
in the deficiency bill. Ig that deficiency bill a pro- 
vision was made, after allowing these clerks, that 
thereafter the clerks should be transferred from 
the other departments of the Government in pro- 
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| partment. 
j of Senators and Members for human nature to 


portion tothe business transferred. If the whole 


matter has. changed; if this department makes 
increased business, then we had. better look -to the 
Propriety of putting things where they were, in- 
stead of making additional force for a department 
which has proved itself worse than useless for- the 
great object for which it was established—taking 
labor from the other departments. i 
It is true that the Secretary of the Interior, as 
was stated by the Senator from Ohio, has very 
recently addressed a letter to the Committee on 
Finance asking for additional force, eight or ten 
more clerks, and saying that he had called upon 
the other departments for clerks, and they said 
they noné to-spare. I have looked into this mat- 
ter of clerkships with some little care. 1 started in 
my position as chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, determined if possible to award the number 
of clerks the various departments should ask for, 
and not be supposed to stand upon a matter of 
clerkship. I have satisfied myself, however, that 
the more you grant the more you have to grant., I 
have not contented myself with theory and specu- 
lation on the subject of reform; but I have been to 
the departments, and have conversed with the heads 
of these bureaus where the clerks are employed. 
They told me what the great difficulty is. 1 do 
not suppose it is applicable to any particular Ad- 
ministration. I donot say itis. I do not believe 
itis. But they tell me that the difficulty is this: 
They have men forced upon them that are utterly 
incompetent. The heads of bureaus tell me that. 
if they could be permitted to employ their own 
clerks, and employ none but competent men, and 
then retain them when they got them fearned, they 
could reduce their clerical force one fourth from 
what it now is. And I have not the least doubt 
of it. They say that members of Congress come 
and bring their friends from the country,—men 
who have rendered political service, 1 suppose, 
and insist vpon having them forced upon the de- 
hey bring too much force in the shape 


bear, and the Secretary gives way, and orders the 
head of a bureau to give this man a place; and then 
itisgiven. They say that not only are these men 
incompetent for clerkships, but they are incompe- 
tent for any purpose whatever, not acquainted with 
any business, not acquainted with the duties of a 
clerk. It often takes one good clerk all his time to 
teach some of these inexperienced men. 

I will content myself for the present with refu- 
sing any additional clerical force. I am satisfied 
that this reform must begin. The fault is caused 
1 in a great degree by members of Congress and 
| others forcing their friends upon the departments. 
| I believe it is time a reform should commence. 
Acting upon that principle, Í am opposed to in- 
creasing the number of clerks, for it will go on 
| from bad to worse, until the abuse becomes un- 
bearable. Congress sits again in sixty days. They 
can then move in this reform. 

Mr. BADGER. I think it is very obvious that 
we cannot get through this bill to-night. There 
are at least fifteen or sixteen amendments stili to 
be proposed. It is absolutely necessary that we 
should have an Executive session for a few 


| minutes, to dispose of the Executive messages now 


lying on the table. Under these circumstances, 1 


| move to postpone the further consideration of this 


bill until eleven o’clock on Monday. As the Sen- 


| ate sits at ten on that day, we can commence this 


bill at eleven. 
Mr. FOOTE. l d t 
cannot get through this bill this evening. 
instructed to offer some eight or ten amendments 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, which 
have also been sanctioned by the House committee. 


ji I know they will necessarily occupy one or two 


hours discussion. I am, therefore, decidedly in 


| favor of the motion just made by the Senator from 


North Carolina. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Wecan sit an hour longer, 
and get through this bill. If we adjourn now, we 
shall have to sit hours hereafter late at night, from 


and the public business be left unfinished. 
Mr. FOOTE. I would suggest the propriety of 
taking a recess. Let us eat dinner, and then come 


| back and work till midnight. 


Mr. DICKINSON. Oh,no!. That will not do. 
| Mr. CASS. It seems to me that there is a dis- 
| position not to get through with the public busi- 
ness. Why can we not come here to night and 
| work on this bill? 


* 


I am satisfied that the Senate | 
Tam: 


which the public Treasury will suffer amazingly, | 


Mr. DICKINSON. -As to-the-great number of. 
amendments that the Senator from Mississippi has: 
to offer, I would say that this bill ought not tovbe 
kept back by miscellaneous items,. -Let nssit an 
hour longer now. If we do not, we shall have to 
sitat night hereafter. ; oan ae 

Mr. FOOTE, . The amendments which I-pro- 
pose to offer are not miscellaneous ones, but such. 
as we shall necessarily be compelled to debate in 
connection with our diplomatic affairs. <I am will- 
ing to come back here after dark and sit till mid-: 
night: And I would inquire of the Chair whether 
a motion to take a recess would be in order? -~ 
| the PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Berr.) 

Not until the pending motion shall have been dig~ 
posed of. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I, for one, will never con- 
| sent to a night session of the Senate if I can avoid 
it. I have seen night sessions of the Senate on 
appropriation bills, and 1 will not vote for them. 

_ Mr. FOOTE. In my opinion, hasty legislation 
is much more mischievous than a night session 
would be. É 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until Monday, at eleven o’clock, 
was agreed to. x 

Mr. FOOTE. I move that we take à recess. 
until seven o’clock. Gentlemen talk about dili- 
gence and industry, and great anxiety to serve the 
public. I wish to test them; 1 wish to see if they ` 
are prepared to come here and work this evening. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. We: might 
come here this evening and dispose of some of the 
vast mass of Executive business on our hands. We 
might come here this evening and commit Execu~ 
tive messages to the appropriate committees, F 
I hope, therefore, we will meet this evening, and 
devote it to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator from Mia. 
sissippi will allow me to submit a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

Mr. FOOTE. I cannot withdraw the motion. 
I think we ought to devote as.much of the time we 
have left as we can to the public business. Let 
us take a recess till seven o’clock. We can then 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
| Ness. 

_ Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not ask the Senate to go 
into Executive session for the purpose of taking 
up any time. There are cases upon which we can 
act in a very few minutes, which will very much 
facilitate the action of committees. A SAF 

Mr. DAWSON moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FOOTE called for the yeas and nays on thè 
motion; and they were ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion, resulted— 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benton, Bright, 
Cooper, Dawson, Dayton, Hunter, King, Mason, Rusk, 
Shie'ds, Sturgeon, Walker, Whitcomb, and Yulee—17, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Cass, Davis of Massachu- 
seits, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Dougias, Downs, Ewing, Feleh, Foote, 
Greene, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Morton, Sebas- 
| tian, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Underwood, Wates, 
j and Winthrop—27. SN 


So the motion to adjourn did not prevail, 


Chase, Clarke, . 


Mr. HAMLIN. ill not a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business take 
precedence of the motion to take a recess? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Berg.) 
Not at ail. The motion first made takes prece- 
dence, 

Mr. BADGER. In order to settle the matter, I 
move to lay the motion to take a recess on the 
i! table. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- - 
ness, and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, September 23, 1850: 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved, 
H REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

| r. WALDO asked the unanimous consent of 
i the House to introduce the following resolution, 
| which was read for information: . 

Resolved, ‘That the several committees may make adverse: 
| reports upon any subject considered .by them, by handing 
} said reports to the Clerk, who shall enter the same on the 
Journal, and said reports shall be laid upon the table and 
printed. i : 


* 


THE CONGRESSIO’ 


Sept. 4 


“Objection having been made; the resolution was 
not received. as ; 

Mr. BOWLIN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. BURT rose, he'said, to a point of order. 
He desired to be informed whether there was not 
a motion pending’ that the House resolve itself | 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

- The SPEAKER said, there was such a motion 
pending, and that no other motion was now in 
order, except by the unanimous consent of the 
House. J 

Mr. BOWLIN. I hope that my resolution may 
be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: | 
.- Resolved. That hereafter, until the end of the session, the 
House shall meet at ten o’eloctk a. m., aud that one hour į 
abail be appropriated for the call of committees until they 
are called through 3 and that no speech shall he made longer 
than five minutes; nor shaila motion to suspend this order 
be made. - 3 

Mr. BAYLY. I- object, 

’ So the resolution was not received. 

` The qüestion then recurred on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the vote 
stood—aycs 85, noes 40. i 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

So the Hlouse resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Disney | 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of | 
the bil making appropriations for the naval ser- | 
vice for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1851. 

_ The state of the question was this: 

Mr. Jongs had heretofore offered the following | 
amendment: : 

«Provided, That from andafter the passage of this act, flog- 
ging in the navy befand hereby is abotished.?? 

‘On the motion of Mr. Sranry, the above was 
amended ‘hy adding the following, viz: 

“Except in cases where courts-martial are held, and the 
sentence shall not be carried into effect until twenty-four 
hours after the judgment”? 

On the motion of Mr. Evans, of Maryland, the 
above was amended by adding the following, viz: 

« Provided, further, That the liquor ration in the navy be, 
and the same is hereby, abolished, and that five cents per 
day be allowed each seaman in tieu thereof.” 7 \ 


Mr. VENABLE had moved to amend the | 
amendment by adding thereto the following: | 
« And provided, also, That neither wine nor ardent spirits | 
shall be used by the officers ou board ship, whilst in actual ; 
service, except as medicine.” H 
And the question was on agreeing to the amend- | 
ment to the amendment. i 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, (to the Chairman.) 
Is it now in order to offer an amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN said, no amendment was 
now in order. , 
Mr. BAYLY calle 


d for tellers on the amend- 


ment to the amendment, le 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Fow.er and 
Venab_e were appointed. 
Mr. BOWLIN. What are we voting upon? 


The CHAIR stated the question. i 


Mr. VENABLE called for the reading of the 
amendment to the amendment; which was again | 


i 
read, i 
| 


And the question having been then taken, the 
vote stood—ayes 82, noes 43. 
- So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. x 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved togamend 
the amendment by inserting the words Picare 
s To be administered under the direction of the ship sur- 
eon, 
j He referred to a proposition he had made to in- 
troduce a commutation of five cents, in lieu of the 
_ spirit ration, The gentleman from Virginia had 
* argued against this proposition plausibly, as he 
argues on every subject. The use of liquor had 
been alrnost entirely abolished in our merchant 
service. Inthe British Parliament, the question 
had been raised in the House of Commons as to | 
the cause of the superiority of our merchant ves- 
sels, and of those engaged in our whaling service, 
which had enabled us almost to monopolize these 
branches of trade, and to exclude the vessels of 
other nations. An investigation of the subjggt 
was gone into, as may be seen by reference to the 
committee reports in the library of Congress, and 
the inevitable conclusion was, that it was chiefly 
owing to the disuse of .ardent spirits in our mer- 
chant and whaling vessels. Now, it was an in- 
disputable fact, that in the whaling vessels of! 


i lowed. 


| erally. He was willing to commute by substitu- |; 


the United States, which have been: the most 
successful fishers in the world, and have, in fact, 
monopolized the whole of the whale fisheries, and 
driven the vessels of many other-hations from the 
fishing grounds, not a drop of liquor is ever al- 
Insurance is effected at lower rates upon 
vessels not carrying liquor, and the supreme court 
of New York had decided, that to carry liquor-for 
use on ships so insured, wasa violation of the policy. 
In consequence, the use of liquor in the merchant 
service of the United States has been almost en- 
tirely discontinued, and, on this account, our mer- 
chant sailors are regarded as superior to all others. 
One effect of this disuse of liquor in our merchant 
vessels is, that men of loose and dissipated habits 
are in the way of leaving that service, and going 
on board our vessels of war for’ the purpose of 
having their allowance of grog. They cannot get 
liquor in the vessels of our commercial marine, and | 
so they get on board our ships of war to obtain it. 
It is the general remark, that when such sailors go 
ashore, and are free from restraints, they indulge 
to excess. Thus in foreign ports these men have 
often become so drunk that it has been with diffi- 
culty that they were got on board. Atthe portof 
Mahon, there have been instances of this sort, and 
some of our sailors have been killed there. 

The gentleman from Virginia was perhaps cor- 
rect in his theory. If men are excluded from taking 
their liquor in public, they may be driven to in- 
dulge in private. He (Mr. E.) did not wish by 
any arbitrary act of legislation to stop the spirit 
ration, but he thought it ought to accompany the 
abolition of flagging, which he did not oppose for 
any reason at present, except the want of informa- 
tion of the effect of such abolition. Show him 
(Mr. E.) that it could safely be done, and he would 
cheerfully give his aid for its abolition. He thought 
that the substitution of money, say from three to | 
five cents, would he acceptable to our seamen gen- | 


ting five cents in lieu of the spirit ration. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Evans] has replied to some remarks of mine, 
and I should very much like to rejoin. But I 
seize an opportunity when I desire to speak to 
refrain from doing so, and to make an earnest 
but respecta! appeal to the committee to indulge | 
in as little debate as possible on this bill. ‘The 
army appropriation bill has got to be acted upon. 
The civil and diplomatic appropriation bill will 
come hack to this House from the Senate with 
more than a hundred amendments; and unless we 
refrain from debate, it will be impossible to get 
through the public business in the short time that 
is left to us. 

Mr. FOWLER, (to the Chair.) Is it in order | 
to submit a remark ? i 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. H 
The reading of the amendment to the amend- | 
ment was called for, and it was again read. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- | 
ment was rejected. 

‘The question then recurred on the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, (to the Chair.) 
Is the amendment susceptible of division ? 

The CHAIR was examining the amendment 
for the purpose of answering the question, when— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he | 
would move a substitute for the whole amend- | 
ment. He moved to insert, in lieu of the amend- i 
ment as amended, the words ‘ Provided, That | 
from and after the passage of this act, flogging is | 
hereby abolished in the Navy of the United il 
States.” i 
Mr. FOWLER, (to the Chair.) Is itin order || 

i 
$ 
t 
t 


to move to amend the substitute? 
The CHAIR. It is not. | 
The question was then stated to be on the amend- |; 
ment of Mr. THompson to the amendment. f 
Mr. HIBBARD rose toa point of order. $) 
The CHAIR said he could not hear the gentle- | 
man. : 
Mr. HIBBARD said his point of order was, i! 
that after the committee had adopted certain | 
amendments, it was not in order to strike them | 
out. i 
The CHAIR said, the Chair overrules the point H 
of order. . ii 
Mr. THOMPSON said the committee had yet | 
adopted: nothing. He was in favor of the abolition ii 
of flogging in the navy, but he was ir favor of! 
allowing the grog; and he had offered ‘his amend- | 


he said, in favor of that ration. 


j with the navy of the United States. 


“Mr. FOWLER requested Mr. Tudisrsow t0 
modify his ‘amendment, by providing ‘also for thé 
abolition of the grog-ration. > 5:0 SEK i 


Mr, THOMPSON declined to dos. Hewas, 


Mr. JOHN A. KING inquired of the “Chair 
what the question before the committee was?” ” 
The CHAIR explained * that it waa on thé 
amendment of the gentleman ‘from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Tuompson.] ee a Fe 
Some time elapsed in the effort of. the: Chair to 
restore order in the committees 20 555 Rae 
Mr. JOHN A. KING desired to be- informed 
what the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. THomr- 
son] proposed asa substitute, if the punish ment of 
flogging was abolistfd? T 
Mr. THOMPSON said, he did not propose any 
substitute. : 
Mr. JOHN A. KING said: Mr. Chairman; I 


| am opposed to the amendment, and will briefly 


state why I cannot yet give my vote for the sup- 
pression of a’punishment which has hitherto been 
deemed essential to the discipline of the navy. ` It 
is not that I am sensible of any deficiency in those 
feelings of humanity which belong in common to 
every man, nor from a false estimate of the hardy 
character and noble properties of the American 
sailor. But simply that, until-a substitute can be 
found which will be equally effective in the opin- 
ion of those to whom the honor of.our flag and 
the safety of our national vessels are confided, I 
think it would be unsafe, without any request ox 
report from the Secretary of the Navy, or the ex- 
pression of any opinion of the officers of the navy, 
who, as a class, are as humane as they are brave, 
to abolish a punishment which has been. coeval 
I desire; if 
such a substitute can be found, and I trust it may, 
that not a moment’s delay should occur in its 
adoption, Upon that ground, and that only, am { 
opposed to the amendment. The character and 
habits of a sailor are as different from those of a 
landsman, as are the service and. employment in 
which they are engaged. His whole energy and 


| obedience are required upon the instant in mo- 
| ments of peril, and in the stern duties of battle. 


.No hesitation or refusal can be tolerated—for on 
his prompt and implicit obedience. may depend 
the safety of the vessel and the honor of the flag. 
And as no other punishment has yet been discov- 
ered which gives so effectual a support to. the com- 
mand of the officer, as: the knowledge of his right 
and power to inflict immediate» punishment. for 
hesitation or refusal, I am unwilling to vote. for 
this amendment. Old sailors are rarely punished, 
but would have to perform the hardest and most 
exposed service of a ship-of-war, if the lazy or 
skulking men did not know that instant punish- 
ment would follow upon the first act of disobe- 
dience or mutiny. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, raised the point, 
that the amendment was not in order, (on what 
grounds was not understood by the Reporter.) 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Tellers were asked and ordered on the amend- 
ment, and Messrs. Corwin and Wiprick were 


! appointed. 


The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 88, noes 42. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
‘The question recurring on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended, was taken by tellers, Messrs. 
HarLoway and Furrer, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—ayes 89, noes 31. i 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to: 

Mr. STANTON of Tennessee, offered -the fo’ 


i lowing amendment: 


And it shal] be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, 


| immediately after the passage ofthis act to enter into cons 


tract with Josepb Bryau, of Alabama, and George Nicholas 
Saunders, of New York, and their associates, for the build- 
ing, equipment, and maintenance of three steamships. to 


| run between the United States and the coast of Africa upon 


the following terms and conditions, to wit: 

The said ships to be each of notless than four thousand 
tons burden, to be so constructed as to be convertible, at the 
least possible expense; into war steanscrs of the. first class, 
and to be built and equipped in accordance with plans to be 
submitted to and approved by the Secretary of the. Navy, 
and unger the superintendence of an officer,to be appointed 
by him; two of said ships to be finished and réady for sea 
itv two anda half years, and theether within three years after 
the date of the contract, and the whole to:.be’ Kept up by 
ahterations, repairs, or additions, to-be. appraved by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, so as to,be foliy equal wo the exigencies 


ment as a substitute for the whole propositions `` U 


of the service and the faithful. performance of this contract. 
The said Secretary, at ‘all unies, to exercise such control 


over said ships as-may not be inconsistent with the provis- 
ions of this act, and especially to have the power to direct, 
at the expense of the Government, such ehanges in the 
machinery and internal arrangements of the ships as be may 
at-any time deem advisable. 

Each of said ships to be commanded by an officer of the 


navy, who, with four passed midshipmen to act as watch 


officers, and any mail agents who may be sent by ‘the:-Gov-~ 
ernment, shall be accommodated and provided for inia man- 
ner suitable to their rank at the expense of the contractors. 
Erch of said ships, if required by the Secretary, shall reeeive 
two guns of heavy calibre, and the men- from the United 
States Navy necessary to serve them, who shall be provided 
for as aforesaid. In the event of war the- Government to 
have the right to take any or all of satd ‘ships for its own 
exclusive use on payment of the value thereof; such value 
not exceeding the cost, to be ascertained. by appraisers, 
chosen by the Secretary of the Navy and the contractors. 

Each of said ships to make four voyages per annum : one 
shall leave New Orleans every th months; one shall 
leave Baltimore every three mone touching at Norfolk 
and Charleston; and one shali leave New York every three 
months, touching at Savannab 3 all having Jiberty to touch 
at any ofthe. West India Islands; and to proceed thence to 
Liberia, touching at any of the islands or ports on the coast 
of Africa; thence to Gibraltar, carrying the Mediterranean 
mails; an back to the place of departure, bringing and 
carrying the mails to and from said ports. 

The said contractors shall further agree to carry to Liberia 

` sO many emigrants, being free persons o: color, and not ex- 
ceeding twenty-five hundred tor each voyage, as the Amer 
ican Colonization Society may require, upon the prepayment 
by said Society of ten gollars for each emigrant over twelve 
years of age, and five dollars foreach onc under that age; 
these sums, respectively, to inctude all charges for the bag- 
gage of emigrants and the daily supply of sailors? rations. 
The contractors, also, to carry, bring back, and accommo- 
date, free from charge, all necessary agents of the said So- 
ciety. 

The Secretary of the Navy shall further stipulate to ad- 
vance.to said contractors, as the building of said ships shall 
progress, twv. thirds of the amount expended thereon; such 
advances 1o.be made inthe bons of the United States, 
payable thirty years after date, and bearing five per cent. in- 
terest, and not to exceed six hundred thousand dollars for 
each ship; the said bonds to beissued by the President 
when required by the Secretary. And the said contractors 
shall stipniate to repay the said advances in equal annual in- 
stalments, with interest from the date of the completion of 
all said ships, until the termination of the contract, which 
shill continue fifteen years from the commencement of the 
service. The Secretary of the Navy to require ample secu- 
rity for the faithful performance of the contract. and to re- 
serve alien upon the ships for the sums advanced. The 
Government to pay the said contractors forty thousand dol- 
lars for each trip, or four hundred aud eighty thousand dollars 
per annum. 

An‘ the President is hereby authorized to take such steps 
as may be required by existing treaties, to absolve the United 
States from the obligation to maintain a naval force on the 
coast of Africa; and he is further anthorized to withdraw 
th: African squadron when the same can be legally done, 
affer the service by the said steamers shal! have com- 
menced. : 


Mr. MARSHALL said he wished to offer an 
amendment in the form of a proviso, (which is 
published at a subsequent stage of the proceed- 
ings,) relating to the mail steamers, and he made 
the point of order, that he had the right to offer 
this amendment before that of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was acted upon. 

- The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 
der—stating, that as the gentleman from Tennessee 
had first addressed the Chair, his amendment was 
first in order, but that the action of the committee 
upon that amendment, either for or against, would 
not preclude the gentleman from Kentucky from 
offering his amendment. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. MAR- 
SHALL and the Chairman on this point. 

Mr. MARSHALL appealed from the decision 
of the Chair, i 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House?’’ was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

The question. being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment-of Me. Sranron— f 

Mr. JONES rose to a question of order, and 
submitted that. the amendment was out of order 
on three grounds: first, (under the eighty-first 
rule,) because it was not necessary to carry on any 
work heretofore commenced by the Government, 
nor was there any law authorizing the establish 
ment. of this “ Ebony line” of steamers; second, 
that it was irrelevant; and third, that the amend- 
ment contained substantially the provisions of a 
bill pending before the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired if this point of 
order was debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN requested the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee to state his point again, and said there 
was so much confusion in the Hall it was impos- 
sible for the Chair to hear one half of what was 
said. : 

Mr. JONES called for the reading of the eighty- 


` first rule: : 
“No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 


propriation bills, or be in-order as an amendment: thereto, 


for any. expenditure-not previously. authorized: by Jaw, un- 
Jers in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already in progrese, and for the eontin- 
gencies for carrying on the several departments of the Gov- 
ermment.”” : : 

He repeated: the 
given above, Fay 

Mr. STANTON. In order that the facts -may 
be ascertained, f ask the Chairman to look at the 
amendment I have offered, and he will see that its 
provisions are materially different from those of 
the bill L had the honor to report some time since. 
The amendment incorporates a provision for the 
withdrawal of the African squadron; and also pro- 
vides that the vessels shall not touch at London, 
France, or Spain. f 
A The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 

er. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to know if the Chairman 
overrules it upon all three grounds? 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked for the reading of 
the fifty-fifth rule, upon which (he said) one of the 
points made by the gentleman from Tennessee was 
based: 

“No motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration shall he admiited under eolor of 
amendment, No biti or resolution shall at any time be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resoiution pending before the House.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I have nothing farther 
to say. 

The CHAIRMAN (in reply to the inquiry of 
Mr. Jones) again stated that he overruled the 
points of order presented. Whatever construc- 
tion the Chair might individually place upon the 
rules to which his attention had been called, he felt 
bound by the precedents of the action of the com- 
mittee which had given construction to the rules. 


grounds of ‘his point of order 


‘He then stated the precise grounds on which he 


overruled the several points of order. 


fact. It is this: whether the provisions hereto- 
fore passed authorizing these mail steamers had 
not been either separate bills, or propositions con- 
nected with the Post Office bill? 

The CHAIR. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. JONES called for tellers. . 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs, Corwin and 
Srerson were appointed. 

And the question, ‘* Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?”? 
was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 39, 
noes 91. i 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

And the amendment was ruled to be out of or- 
der. 


Mr. MARSHALL offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the amendment abolishing 
flogging in the navy, viz: 

“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shalt be con~ 
strued as a confirmation or ratification of any departure 


from the original contracts for building said steamers and } 
transporting the mails, which has occurred heretofore, with- | 


out the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy.” 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. STRONG called for the reading of the 
paragraph of the bill, as it would read if thus 
amended. 

The paragraph was read. 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order. . He 
submitted that the amendment proposed to restore 
a proviso which had already been stricken out, 
and for which a substitute had been inserted. It 
was virtually a motion to reconsider in committee 
that which had been done in the House; which, 
under the rules of the House, was not in order. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 


Ways and Means offered his amendment in lieu 


of the proviso commencing at the eightieth line of |: 


the bill, the committee adopted the views of the 
gentleman, and immediately passed to the con- 
sideration of a new subject. Some member had 
been so fortunate as to obtain the eye of the chair- 
man, and proposed, asa proviso to the amendment 


of the gentleman from Virginia, the prohibition of į 


flogging in the navy. He (Mr. M.) considered 
the introduction of -that addition as very mal-ap- 
propos to the clause concerning the mail steamers; 
but he had waited patiently, until the discipline of 
the navy was settled and the temperance reform 
was adjusted, to return to the subject of the steam- 
ers and the Government contracts. 


f ` i t terms he contract. 
Mr. BURT. I desire to ask a question, for the || o the terms of th uae 


‘information of the committee, astoa matter of 


tion of. the amendment: asa modification of. 
proposition.of the gentleman from. Virginia, 
The point of order.made.by.the horforable mem 
ber affords the most satisfactory evidence of. the: 
prudence and propriety of my amendment. , The. 
gentleman admits thatthe Jegal effect of his:prop-/ 
osition, as adopted, is to ratify and confirm she acta, 
of the contractors, and to adopt all that has-been: 
done by them up to this-date.. If departures-have: 
been: made, it sanctigns those.departures by an act 
of Congress, although in: direet opposition to the 
Secretary of the Navy. Itis this reaching a point: 
by force of implication, to which I am opposed. 
Itis ari unsafe way of conducting legislation. i Hf 
we intend to ratify all that the contractors. have 
done, and to overlook all they have omitted to-do, 
let us say so directly by the language of the ‘act. 
My amendment is based upon my estimate of the 
legal conclusion from the verbiage of the Jaw as it 
now siands, and f am opposed to the adoption of that 
conclusion. The inducement to this Government 
to enter into these contracts was, that a certain 
number of steamers should be built, convertible 
at the will of the Government into war steamers, 
and that they shouid be built ina manner and time 
suited to the views of the Navy. Department. 
Has this duty been. performed ? If not, has: the: 
departure met the approbation of the. Navy De-- 
partment? woe ere 
Mr. Chairman, Iam not inimical to the increase 
of steamers for naval use, in. case of emergency, 
and am not influenced by a desire to oppress any- 


i| body; but, sir, it is essential that the legislation 


upon those subjects which touch the partnership 
we have entered into shall be sedulously guarded, | 
if we would protect the true interests of the Gov- ' 
ernment. Now, we know that there is nota single 
vessel afloat under these contracts, built according 
The contracts speci» 
j fied the number to be built and their tonnage, yet 
neither have the ships been built as required, nor 
does the tonnage agree with the specifications of the 
contracts. These modifications may be all right. 
Ido not make a point on any one, for really sọ. 
many modifications have been made that it is diti- 
cult to understand the exact condition of these 
contracts, But before we legalize all departures. 
from the contracts, will it not be prudent to look 
into the condition of the performance of the stipu- 
| lations with more scrutiny-than has been devoted . 
| to them by Congress? The amendment i- propose 
does not stop the payment of money. 1t merely 
i keeps the contracts in their present. status, and 
negatives the implication which will-arise from the 
act as it now stands. ? ong 

Mr. McCLERNAND desired to be informed 
| by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry,} 
whether his intention was to legalize the violanon 
of contract which had taken place? 

Mr. BAYLY. [is not only not our intention, 
but our amendment will have no such effect. 

Mr. McLANKE, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the amendment, by adding the following: i 

“ Provided, further, The Secretary shall report tothe next 
; session of Congress what departures from the contract have 
| been made, showing which were with, and which without 
| the sanction of the Navy Department, and also, report each 
| omission, or failure, to carry the mail according to Ure terns 
of te contract.” . 

Mr. McL said, he did not concur with gentle- 
i man who had expressed a radical opposition to 
i all connection between the Government and lines 
| of steamers engaged in conimercial enterprises. 
| Such enterprises, if properly placed and properly 
| regulated, might be important auxiliaries to the mil- 
itary and naval defences, but if permitted indiscrimi- 


i nately and without control, and without regard to 
Mr. MARSHALL, inexplanation, said, that on |: 
Saturday, when the chairman of the Committee of | 


the military powers and necessities of the Govern- 
ment, they would be very apt to become mere com- 
mercial monopolies. In this aspect: he would feel 
bound to oppose them, as the Representative of a 
commercial constituency; and charged, to some ex- 
tent; in this House, with the commercial interests 
of the country, he desired full information in re- 
gard to the existing contracts. He knew that im- 
portant modifications of the contract had been 
made in all the lines—some necessary and-proper, 
some altogether unnecessary, some sanctioned and. 
some unsanctioned by the Government. This whole: 
subject should be fully understéod.. He would not 
submit to any partiality of action by the Govern- 
ment, or to any material neglect of duty by the: 
contractors. Let this system be conducted on prins, 


it seemed. to | ciples which can receive -the sanction of this 
t 


House, and it might prosper; but if it were to 


>i 
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degenerate into a mere commercial: monopoly, 
depending upon the favor and -partiality of the 
Government,"it would become odious to the coun- 
try, and particularly injurious to our people en- 

aged in commerce, not possessing the favor of 
the Government. These lines of steamers when 
established, to meet similar lines established by 
foreign countries, of a class and character more 
expensive than ships designed only for commercial 
purposes, were indispensable. „T'he same might be 
said of certain routes and lines, when such service 
would supply the presence of a naval force. It was 
in this spirit, as connected with the naval and mili- 
tary power, that the system was originated; and 
if it cannot be maintained in the same spirit, he 
said he would feel compelled to oppose it. 

Mr. MARSHALL accepted the amendment 
of Mr. McLane as a modification of his own 
proposition. 

Mr. BAYLY said, it was not bis intention ‘to 
violate the suggestion which. he had this morning 
made.to the committee. in. regard to the necessity 
of refraining. from much debate; but the remarks 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MarsuaLL] 

had rendered it indispensable that he (Mr. B.) 
should say a word. The amendment went to an- 
nul the contract where there had been any viola- 
tion of it. Every man knew that he (Mr. B.) had 
invariably opposed these lines; but after Congress 
had sanctioned them—after the contracts had been 
made—he, for one, was not willing to come in 
here and avail himself of a mere technical depart- 
ure from the contract, to get clear of it. There 
never was a contract of this kind in the world that 
was strictly complied with, and it could not be. 

Most of the variations from the contract had been 
advantageous to.the Government. Should it, then, 
avail itself of a mere slight departure from the con- 
tract to get clear of it? or would any man in pri- 
vate life demean himself in this manner? 

Mr.:MARSHALL interposed-with a brief ex- 
planation of his amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. Our amendment sanctioned noth- 
ing. It only restricts them. . It leaves the contract 
just as itis. If there is any violation of it, our 
amendment does not sanction it. The whole sum 
and substance of our amendment is, that payment 
shall only be made in proportion to the services 
rendered. Can the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. MARSHALL, ] as a sound lawyer, say that this 
sanctions a departure from the contract? : 

Mr. FEATHERSTON called for the reading of 
the amendment. 

The amendment, as modified, was read. 

Mr. MARSHALL called for tellers on the 
question. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs Fowxer and 
La Sere were appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded gentlemen of the 
necessity of voting, so as to secure a quorum. 

The: question was then taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 76, noes 64. 

So the amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

s Provided, That in lieu of the liquor ration in the navy, 
which is hereby abolished, five cents per day be paid to 
each sailor.?? a 

The amendment having been read, 

Mr..EVANS asked for tellers on the question. 

Tellers were refused. 

“Mr. McCLERNAND submitted to the Chair, 
whether. the amendment was in order at this stage 
of the bill? -> 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 
inorder. . : 

Mr. McCLERNAND submitted that a similar 
proposition: had already been voted down, and 
that therefore the amendment was not in order. 

Some conversation followed, and the chairman 
adhered to his decision that the amendment was in 
order. $ 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked that the 
amendment might be again read; and it was read 
for information. 

Mr. HIBBARD inquired of the Chair whether 
it was in order to move an amendment to the 
amendment? : 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the afirmative. 

Mr. HIBBARD. then moved to amend the 
amendment, by adding the proviso heretofore of- 
fered bythe: gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
VENABLE] 7. e. the proviso stopping the grog of 
the officers, as follows: : 


__ © And provided, also, That neither wines nor ardent spir- | 
its shali be used by the officers on shipboard, whilst in 
actual service, except as medicine.” aes 

Mr. McCLERNAND made the point of order, 
that the amendment. and the amendment to the 
amendment had heretofore been added to the bill, 
and that the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Tromrson,] striking them 
out, had been adopted. Was itin order to revive 
an amendment which had thus. been made, and 
then stricken out? - 

d The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 
er . 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire of the gentile- 
man from New Hampshire, how many officers of 
the navy does he think will ever be well at any one 
time if that amendment is adopted? . (Laughter.) 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked the gentleman from 
New Hampshire to accept, as a modification of his 
own amendment, a proposition which he wished 
to offer. 

Mr. HIBBARD said he would hear the gen- 
tleman’s proposition read: 


“And provided, further, That not more than one dose of 
said medicine he taken on the same day.” 


Mr. HIBBARD declined to modify his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KAUFMAN then moved his proposition 
as an amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred, and was taken on the 
amendment as amended, and it was rejected. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


tt Provided, That the President, by and with the advice |: 
and consent of the Senate, be authorized to incorporate into || 


the naval service of the United States the surviving officers 
of the jate Texas navy who were duly commissioned and in 
the service of said Republic at the time of its annexation to 
the United States: Provided, That the number of officers 
to be incorporated shall not exceed one captain, six leuten- 
ants, and two masters in the line of promotion : And provided, 
further, That upon the death, resignation, or dismissal of 
any of the said officers, the vacancies thereby created shall 
not be filled.” 


He said it was not necessary that he should 
consume even the five minutes allowed him in sup- 
port of this proposition. 
it was different from the proposition of this char- 
acter which had heretofore been offered and re- 
jected. It was confined to one captain, six lieuten- 
ants, and two masters, and excluded the surgeon 
and pursers, who stood on a different footing. 

The question was taken by tellers—(Messrs. 
Fraruerston, and Srrevens of Pennsylvania,) and 
decided in the negative—ayes 56, noes 72. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KERR moved the following amendment to 
the bill: 

“ For a deficiency in the amount appropriated by the navy 
appropriation act of the last session for paying the unsatis- 
fied demands upon the fund for continuing the survey of 
the coast on the Gulf of Mexico, from Apalachicola bay to 
the Mississippi: $2,147 53, to be taken out of the balance 
of the fund appropriated for that purpose by the act of the 
third of March, 1841, and which has been carried to the 
credit of the surplus fund.” 

Mr. KERR hoped that the committee would 
give to the amendment the consideration which its 
propriety and justice demanded. One word would 
be sufficient to explain its object. Further legisla- 
tion was needed to give validity to claims under 
the act of last Congress for the naval appropria- 
tions. To pay the unsatisfied demands upon the 
fund for continuing the survey on the coast of the 
Golf of Mexico from Apalachicola Bay to the 
Mississippi, $40,70 was voted at last session on 
an estimate furnished from the office of the Fourth 
Auditor to the Secretary of the Navy. On an 
adjustment of the claims, it was found that the ag- 
gregate amount was $6,217 53 instead of $4,070 
appropriated. Hence, (said Mr. K.,) a pro rata 
payment only could be made. The amendmenthe 
now offered contemplated the payment of the as- 
certained deficiency of $2,147 53. In May last 
the Secretary of the Navy recommended this pay- 


ment in a letter to the chairman of the Committee |: 
It has been ruled out of |; 


of Ways and Means. 
the civil and diplomatic bill as more appropriate 
to the naval bill, now in progress before the com- 
mittee. In the absence of a member of that 
committee, in whose hands the papers were, Mr. 
K. felt himself called upon to bring this subject 
forward. One of his constituents was interested 
as a claimant, having already received his pro-rata 


He would only say that |; 


It was a sheeract of justice, and the commiiltee, 


| in allowing the amendment, might be- relieved 


from any-doubt or difficulty whatever. = 4 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, this 
matter had been before. the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, and after full examination: they had 
| rejected this private claim. FE ws i 

Mr. KERR. I do not understand what the 
gentleman from Migsissippi considers a private 
claim. rons 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and reminded the 
gentleman from Maryland that no further remarks 
were in order. k 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES %hoved the following amend- 
ment: 2 , : 

« And thatin selecting midshipmen from the States by the 
Secretary of the Navy, the residence of the son of an officer 
; shall be construed to bein the State where the father resided 
at the time of his appointment to the navy.” 

He briefly explained that, the law requiring 
that midshipmen should be appointed from the 
States in which they actually reside—the object of 
the amendment was to give construction to the 
' Jaw in case of the sons at schoql of officers of the 
| navy; The officer being continually at sea lost his 
residence, and the son’s residence was a matter of, 
doubt, having been perhaps at various schools for 
| several years. The amendment provided that the 
| last place of residence of the father should be con- 
sidered the place of residence of the son. 

Mr. PEASLEE offered the following amend- 
ment as a substitute for the amendment offered by: 
Mr. HoLmes: ` ari 

“That no midshipman in the navy shall be’ appointed 
i from any congressional district having, at the time of ap- 
pointment, more than two officers of that grade in the navy 
from such district, and whenever an appointment shall be 
made from any State, the person so appointed shail be an, 
actual resident of the congressional! district from which the 
appointment purports to be made: And provided, furthers 
That such congressional district ofany State as may not have 
any midshipman in the navy at the time an appointment 
may be made from said State, shall be entitled to at least one 
appointment before any other shali be made from any dis- 
trict of the State having one or more officers of that grade in 
the navy.’ 


Mr. P. explained the object of his amendment, 
and said, that his sole purpose was to secure the 
fair apportionment of the officers of the navy 
among the several congressional districts or differ- 
ent parts of the Union so far as practicable, and 
this equal justice required ‘as well as the best in- 
terests of. the navy. ee 

The whole number of midshipmen in the: navy 
now authorized by law is:four hundred and sixty- 
four, and, consequently, if equally divided as near 
as may be among the congressional districts, no 
district would be entitled to more than two. I do 
not propose to increase that number, for it is al- 
ready, I think, too large, and yet I am aware the 
addition of a few, so that two could be allowed to 
each congressional district, would carry out more 
perfectly the object I have-in view. It will be 
time enough, however, when the midshipmen shall 
have been equalized so far as they can be with the 
present number allowed by law, and by the amend- 
ment I now offer, to pass such other laws as justice, 
the wants of the country, and necessity shall de- 
mand. 

Prior to the passage of the law of the 4th of 
August, 1842, there was considered to be no restric- 
tion to the number of midshipmen, and they were 
appointed (especially during a part of the time 
_ of Mr. Tyler’s administration) without reference 
' to number or States. In the year 1842, Congress 
: interposed, and passed a law to check some of 
the abuses that had taken. root, and Jimited the 
number to that which was in the service. the first 
' of January, 1841, which was four: hundred and 
: fifty one, and provided also that no. more appoint- 
ments should be made until the grade was reduced 
: to that number. There was. consequently no ap- 
pointments made from: August, 1842, until the 
Summer of 1845, when the-number, by deaths, 
| resignations, and promotions, had been reduced to 
, the prescribed limits. _ : 
| Before, however, this reduction had fully taken 
i place, and of course before any appointments 
4 
i 


could. be made, Congress, on the 3d of March, 
| 1845, passed another law on the subject, requiring 
i that the number of midshipmen authorized by 
law‘should in future appointments be divided, as 
‘near as may be, among the States and Territories, 


! according to the number. of Representatives and 


part of the fund given by the bill of last session. 


Delegates in Congress; thé’ District of Columbia 


1850. 


being considered as a Territory in this behalf, and 
also further provided that the individual selected 
should be an actual resident of the State from 
which the appointment purports-to be made. © 

At the time of the passage of this law, no pro- 
portion among the States according to representa- 
tion, population, or any fair basis, having been 
previously required, one of the States, although 
it would have been entitled to less. than’ twenty 
nine midshipmen by the law of 1845, equalizing 
them among the States, had fifty three in the 
service; another, entitled to only eleven, had twenty 
nine; another, entitled to less than thirteen, had 
eighteen; and the District of Columbia, entitled to 
no more than two, had sixteen—more than eight 
congressional districta would’ have been entitled 
to, ifa law similar to the amendment I propose 
had prevailed. 


The law of 1845, although it proposed or re~, 


quired that appointments should be made in refer- 
ence to States, did not require that reference 
should be had to the ‘congressional districts, and 
the consequence is, that while some of the districts 
have now four or five times the number they are 
entitled to on any just and equal basis, other 
districts in the same States have none, and proba- 
bly never have had, and may never have, unless 
the amendment. I propose should be adopted, or 
some similar one carried. . 

„it will be recollected, that according to the pres- 
ent number of midshipmen allowed Ey law, (viz: 
464,) no congressional district would be entitled 
to quite two, if they were equally proportioned 
among them; but two of the districts in the State 
of Alabama have four each,and one has none. In 
Connecticut, one of the districts has five, and two 
of them none; in Georgia, one district has five; 
in Indiana, one has three, and two none; in. Ken- 
tucky, one has four and another three; in Maine, 
one -has five, one three, and one none; in Massa- 
chusetts, one has five, and one three; in New 
Hampshire, one has five, and one none; in New 
Jersey, one has five; in New York, the four dis- 
tricts composing New York city have twenty-five; 
the district embracing the city of Albany has seven; 
another has four,and four of the districts ın the 
State have none; in North Carolina, one of the 
districts has five, and one none; in Ohio, one has 
seven, one has three, another four, and four have 
none; in Pennsylvania, four of the districts, em- 
bracing the city and county of Philadelphia, have 
seventeen, one has three, and two have none; in 
Rhode Island, one has four, and one none; in 
South Carolina, one has three; in Tennessee, one 
has five, and three have none; in Texas, one has 
three, and one none; in Vermont, one has three. 
I have alluded to only those districts in these 
States, where they have more than their propor- 
tion, or none. i 

It is to prevent this inequality from still continu- 
ing or becoming greater, that I propose this amend- 
ment, and it is necessary, by the construction now 
given to the law at the department, if we would 
accomplish that purpose. 

I am aware that the fourteenth section of the act 
of August 3, 1848, requires that the number of 
midshipmen to which each State is entitled by the 
act of March 3, 1845, shall be apportioned, as 
nearly as practicable, equally among. its several 
congressional districts; but it does not, in express 
terms, require that the persons appointed should 
be actual residents of the district, although, by a 
reference to the law of 1845, which required a resi- 
dence within the State, it would seem to imply that 
actual residence within the district was intended. 

It is sufficient, however, to know that whatever 
may be the true intent and meaning of the law of 
1848, the construction put upon it now, by. the 
present Secretary of the Navy, is, that provided 
a person is. a resident of the State, whatever dis- 
trict he may actually reside in, he can be charged 
to any district in the State which may not have 
its full number, although he may not be a res- 
ident of that district and has never been within 
its limits. : 

A number of appointments have been quite 
recently made of midshipmen residing within dis- 
tricts having already their full quota, according to 
the proposed amendment, or more than their full 
proportion, and one this very day, while within 
the same States there are a number of -districte 
having no midshipmen, and perhaps never had any. 

It is idle to say that perhaps there might be 
none. suitable in the vacant districts: who. desired. 
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the place, for évery one knows ‘with what eager- 
ness these places are sought for; and any mem- 
ber, if he was aware of a vacancy in his district, 
could readily present as many names as might be 
desired to select from. ak 
The question being taken— 

: The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
05 : - i 

And the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The following item being under consideration: 


“For preparing fox publication the American Nautical 
Almanac, $12,850. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

& Provided, That hereafter the meridian of the Observatory 
at Washington shall be adopted and used as the American 
meridian for all astronomical purposes, and that the merj- 
dian of Greenwich shali be adopted tor all nautical pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. S. said, it would be recollected by those 
gentemen who had paid any attention to the sub- 


ject, that at an early part of the session a contest | 


arose between various shipmasters and the officers 
engaged in the preparation of the nautical almanac, 
and it became a question of importance for Con- 
gress to decide upon what meridian this almanac 
should be made. ‘This amendment was a com- 
promise proposition; it proposed that the nautical 
part should be calculated by the meridian of Green- 
wich, and the astronomical part by the meridian 
of Washington.- It was satisfactory to all those 
gentlemen who had made objections to the resolu- 
tion originally reported by the committee. It was 
necessary, in order to have the work go on, that 
Congress determine the basis on which the calcu- 
lations were to be made. The amendment asked 
for no appropriation. He hoped it would be 
adopted. ` 

Mr. HOLMES said a word, which was not 
heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. STANTON replied, Yes; everybody who 
had any difficulty upon the subject is, so far as I 
know, satisfied. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, was proceeding to 
say a few words in favor of the amendment, when 
he was calted to order by the Chairman. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, i 

Tellers were asked, and ordered; and Messrs. 
Bayuy, and Evans of Ohio, were appointed. 

The question on the amendment of Mr. STAN- 
Ton was then taken. 

The affirmative vote was 74; and the Chair, an- 
nouncing that the negative vote was given up, said 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said that he 
had called for a count of the negative. 

The CHAIR had not heard the call; and some 
conversation followed between Mr. Srevens and 
the Chair. > 

The amendment was declared to have been 
agreed to. f 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said he had an- 
other amendment, which he desired to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

“For the pay of the superintendent of the Nautical Al- 
manac, who shali be a captain, commander, or lieutenant 


in the navy, three thousand dollars, which shall be the sal- 
ary per annum of said superintendent. And the provision 


in the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the | 


naval service for the year énding the thirtieth of June, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty,’ which is in these words, 
viz: ‘That.a competent officer of the navy, not below the 
grade of lieutenant, be charged with the duty of preparing 
the Nautical Almanac for publication,’ shall he construed to 
authorize said navy officer to receive the salary of. three 
thousand dollars from and after the period he entered upon 
the discharge of said duty.” 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. STANTON said he had but little to say in 
relation to it. A year or two ago the appropria- 
tion bill containing the clause which this amend- 
ment explained, intended to 
Lieutenant Davis, the superintendent of the Amer- 
ican- Nautical Almanac. Such, as he (Mr. S.) 
was informed, was the understanding of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Viwron,] then chairman 
of the Committee of Waysand Means. He (Mr. 
S.) regretted that the gentleman was not at this 
moment in his seat, that he might confirm his (Mr. 
S.’s) statement. Mr. Davis was one of the most 
accomplished scientific officers in the navy, at the 
head of a most important work, and he (Mr. S.) 
thought he was entitled to the compensation pro- 

osed. 

Mr. McMULLEN expressed the regret which 
he felt that the gentleman from Tennessee- [Mr. 


give the salary to | 


| 
: 
| 


Sranron] should havé felt himself- called: on to 
offer an amendment of this charactér.. But she. 
(Mr. McM.) thought that the committee should. 
set its face against all such ‘propositions. 1f:the 
salary of this gentleman. was,not sufficient, let him 
resign. His (Mr. MeM.’s) word for it, plenty. of 
competent men would be found ready to take it. 
He referred to the distinctions which. existed, and’ 
which were constantly growing wider, between 
the compensation allowed to public officers under 
the State and Federal Governments. The ‘time 
was rapidly approaching when the people would 
come up in their strength, and would insist. that 
the money from the public Treasury should not 
be lavished in this way. He felt mortified that a 
proposition of this nature should have come from 
a gentleman belonging to the same party as him- 
se 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, interposing, 


| said that the gentleman might save himself any 


mortification on his (Mr. S.’s) account, as he did 
not profess to belong to the party to which that 
gentleman belonged. He (Mr. S.) should be 
ashamed to belong to it. 

Mr. McMULLEN said, that if, by using the 
term ‘‘asliamed,’’ the gentleman meant anything 
offensive, he (Mr. McM.) threw’ the ‘term back 
into the gentleman’s teeth. He (Mr. McM.) be- 
longed to the Democratic party. Let that ques- 
tion be settled between his constituents and: the 
constituents of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee.’ I-mean by the 
term “ashamed” precisely what the gentleman 
means by the term “ mortification.” So far as 
the Democratic party is concerned, F have had suf- 
ficient experience to know that there are a good 
many sections in it. I mean to say that the sec- 
tion to which the gentleman belongs is not the one 
to which | ever did belong, or ever expect to be- 


ong. 
Mr. McMULLEN. That may beso. But the 
gentleman can never belong to a more honorable 
section. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 


Mr. ASHMUN offered the following amend- 
ment: 

:“ And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed, in 
making contracts and purchases of articles for naval pur- 
poses, to give the preference, all other things being equal, to 
articles of the growth, production, and manufacture of the 
United States.” , 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. ASHMUN said, he merely wished to: re 
call the attention of the committee to the fact, that 
on Saturday last a similar provision in relation to 
hemp was adopted. His proposition was to ex- 
tend this provision to all articles of American 
growth and manufacture. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
point of order. He submitted that this amend- 
ment changed an existing law. ; 

The CHAIRMAN said, that was a question of ` 
fact which the Chair would not undertake todecide. 

Some conversation followed on the point of 
fact, when i 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the Chair 
would rule the amendment to be in order, leaving 
the question of fact to be decided by the commit- 
tee, on appeal, if the gentleman thought proper. 

Mr. CALVIN called for the reading of the 
amendment; which was again read. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, feeling 
convinced that the decision would lead to amend- 
ments which, in his (Mr. T.’s) opinion, had no 
proper connection with the bill, he appealed from 
the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN said, he had made the de- 
cision in order that the committee might decide the 
fact. 

After an inquiry by Mr. HOUSTON— 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of. the committee??? | was 
taken by tellers, Messrs. Witpricg and CLING- 
MAN, and was decided in the affirmative—ayes 90, 
noes 42. : 

So the committee affirmed the decision of. the 
Chair, and decided the amendment of Mr. Asumuw 
to be in order. ; 

The question recurring on agreeing to the amend- 


| ment of Mr. Asumun— 


Mr. BAYLY moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting after the word “things,” the words 
“ the price and quality being equal.’* 
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Mr. ASHMUN. I accépt the amendment of 
the gentleman as a modification of my own. 

The question was taken and decided in the affirm- 
ative. è 

So the amendment of Mr. Asumun, as modified, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to 
amend the bill by the insertion of the following 
item: | i , : 

. * And the. pay of the superintendent of the naval sehon? 
at Annapolis shall be at the rate allowed to an officer of his 
rank when in service at sea.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
insert the following: 
“ For completing and perfecting the electro-maghetie en- 
gine of Joel Haywood Tatum, the sum of $10,000, to be 
expended ander the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Navy, in enabling thesaid J. H. Tatum to perfect his electro- 
maguetic engine according to the plan propssed by him, 
thr said work to be conducted aud managed. exclusively by 
said J- H. Tatum.” : 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, remarking 
thatat this stage of the session it was impossible 
to go into an explanation of this invention, said he 
would merely. state that this young man, who was 
without means, had started an invention which, in 
his (Mr. ‘f.’s) opinion, could apply this great 
power of electricity as a motive power. He was 
unable at the present time to complete his inven- 
tion—he had no agent to go round the Capitol. All 
he asked, and all he (Mr. T.) asked for him, was 
that he might be enabled to perfect his invention. 
He (Mr. T.) believed he was far in advance of 
Professor Page. 
Mr. HOLMES made some inquiry, not heard 
by the Reporter. j 
Mr. THOMPSON, in reply. The invention of 
Mr. Tatum does not conflict with the machine of 
Professor Page. Mr. Tatum applies his power on 
the periphery of the wheel; Mr. Page uses the 
crank, the piston and cylinder; Mr. Tatum’s wheel 
weighs near a thousand pounds, and is divided into 
sixteen sections. He can use sixteen batteries, 
having one for each section; as yet, with very in- 
adequate means, he has been able only to apply 
one battery to one section, which has given him 
thirty revolutions in a minute. His works are 
very imperfect, and everything has been done on 
the cheapest scale; he has thus far used only twen- 
ty pounds of wire. With the means necessary to 
complete his engine, he was persuaded he would 
far exceed anything which Professor Page has- 
done, with his appropriation of $20,000. Profes 
sor Page uses six hundred pounds of wire, with 
twelve helices of fifty pounds each. When his 
attention was first calied to the invention of Mr. 
Tatum, he doubted his success, on account of the 
supposed impossibility of making the necessary 
works, to give the wheel sufficient speed. But 
since he had witnessed the experiments of Profes- 
sor Page, he believed the success of Mr. Tatum 
was certain. He would state a single proposition: 
at the speed already acquired with twenty pounds 
of wire, which is one sixteeuth of his power, he 
exerts one fifth of a horse power. With improved 
machinery, he was convinced his results would be 
most astonishing. The great difference between 
the proposition of Professor Page and Mr. Tatum 
is this: Professor Page’s is so complicated that it 
can never be reduced to practical use; while that of 
Mr. Tatum is so simple and plain, that the com- 
monest mind. may. comprehend and manage it. 
For the information -of the House, he -hoped the 
following letter from Mr. Tatum to him might be 
read: 
WASHINGTON, September 16, 1850. 

To the Hon. J. 'THOMPSON : 

Dear SiR: Yours of August 24th came to hand in due 
time. Ihave delayed auswering, for the purpose of carrying 
throngh some expe iments, for which I was then preparing, 
and which place it in my power to answer more satisfac- 

ve 
ba months past 1 have been abie to revolve my prime 
mover, which is of about uine hundred pounds weight, with 
a very email proportion of battery aud magnets, necessary 
to render my engine complete, 

On the tQih instant l applied a smali battery which would 
not fill the space of one third of a eubie foot, to one section 
of mignets, (the engine 10 contain sixteen when complete.) 
The magnets in use are 100 small and very inferior in cou- 
struction, but with these, upon very imperfect cut-offs, (or 
beaks,) I was enabled to revolve the wheel (I J E} the 
prime mover of nine hundred pounds from twelve or thir- 
teru revolutions. By some slight adjustments dwing the 
day I was enabled to procure sixteen tevolations per minute. 


The wheel is four feet diameter, and the engine is so simply 
constructed as to require but twelve to fifteen pounds to 


overcome the inertia and friction, and place the. engine in 
motion. This power must be. applied to the periphery of the 
wheel, however, which is eqnal to sixty tò seventy-five 
pounds onan cighteen inch stroke upon a piston and-crank. 
The engine, at present, exposes considerable surface to at 
mospheric resistance, which can be nearly or entirely re- 
moved by a small outlay of money. 

I wouid state lo you that the engine throughout is very 
imperfect, not being correct in any one point; many of 
which are organic, aud would, require a new engine to cor- 
rect them. 
gine [now have, and I have already placed the work in the 
hands of the machinist. 
corrections made, I will again place the engine under a 
series of tests, from which I mast very rationally expect 
much higher results. In fact, I feel satisfied that I can, 
with the same magnets (eight pounds each) and battery | 
before used, producea coercive force equal to thirty pounds 
upon the periphery of the wheel, under an action of thirty to 
forty revolutions per minute, (: hope to obtain sixty.) This 
would be near twelve thousand pounds, one fuot high in one 
minute, equal to abont two fifths of a horse power. > This is 
but one sixteenth of the whole power, without estimating 
the advantage I obtain. by induced magnetism in the adding 
of the remaining sections. This will be considerate, as is 
easy of demonstration; and its value is, upon my judgment, 
worth at least one quarter to one third the whole power of 
the sections in their isolated action from which I made the 
estimates above. 

My opinion is, that the electro-magnet (which has been 
condewned by all the philosophers ot Europe and America, 
Professor Page included) can be made to operate the largest 
machinery now in use with more power, perfection, and 
regularity, than is now done by steam or otherwise ; and the 
ouly deubt on my mind is as to the economy. 

From my observationsin my own experiments, and those 
of Professor Page, Lam free to express the confident belief 
that the voltaic current, necessary to propel the machinery 
of the world, can be produced as cheap-as steam, in the 
prime cost, and possibly much cheaper, as the demand now 
produced by the telegraph and other uses have made its 
economy of consideration, which has already shown itself in 
a very great advance in its cheap production; and should 
that demand now be increased by the application to motive 
power, the talent and ingenatty of mankied would at once 
be commanded in perfecting battery arrangements, which, 
doubtless, is susceptible of vast improvement, These things 


are plain to every one, and at once snegest that if electricity, | 


in its present incipient, infuntile state, could pertorm at 


double the cost, that-in a few years at most, t would far sur- | 


pass steam in its economy—refractibility, What is steam 
now and steam five years afier Fulton propelled the first 
boat? ‘I'he same lessou is taught throughout the history of 
every science and discovery. 

With the above faets before me, and the many disadvan- 
tages under which [ have (atored, and now struggle, I feel 
that I have everything to Aope and nothing to fear, unless it 
is, that I shall be so circumscribed in my means that F can- 
not put to practice what is within my reach with means 
sufficient. Of this, however, I am now satisfied, that sooner 
or later the wiumph of electricity over steam will be com- 
memorated by all mankind. S 

And if I fail for want of means, I will at least show the 
world how the end may be attained; and some one more 
fortunate than myself (in the purse) will reap the reward, 
and perhaps the honor. i 

You speak of Professor Page and his experiments. I have 
seen them. We do not conflict in any points His theory is 
his own; and he may succeed, aud so may L Atd the only 
competition is as to efficiency and economy. If I tait, thope 
most sincerely his suecess, for the good of mankind and the 
glory of our country. With great regard, 1 am, 

JOEL HAYWOOD TATUM. 

Mr. BAYLY. 


I wish to ask my friend from 
Mississippi whether he has quitted the economical 
“wing” of the Democratic party permanently, or 
‘only for this occasion? [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMPSON. lam goingupon true Dem- 
ocratic principles. Here isa poor man, a man of 
genius; as a Democrat 1 want to raise an humbie 
man, and give him an opportunity to perfect his 
own invention. I believe it is an invention of im- 
mense importance to the nation and to the world. 
The Commissioner of Patents proposes, in his re- 
port, to give to the man who shail succeed in ap- 
plying electricity as a motive power, a premium of 
$100,000. Here is a young man without means, 
who, I believe, has hit upon the right invention. 
He tells me that there are speculators enough who 
will advance all he asks, if he will give them one 
half of the interest in it. Now, i ask this Con- 
gress if they are not willing—if it is not true- De- 
mocracy—to give this young man his pittance to 
proceed in an enterprise which, successfully car- 


ried out, will prove a great blessing, not only to us | 


but to all mankind. 


Mr. FOWLER inquired whether the invention : 


had ever been tested ? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied. No committee of 
Congress, it is true, has examined and reported on 
this invention. It is in an imperfect state, and the 
very object of the appropriation is to enable the 
inventor to complete his engine. 


thousand dollars to send Professor Page into the 
field and to find an invention. The public have 
the results before them. But here we have an iñ- 
vention sufficiently advanced to demonstrate. its 
ultimate triumph. : ws : 


Some, however, can be corrected upon the en- | 


As soon as | am able to get these | 


! But at the last | 
session of Congress, Congress appropriated twenty | 


| Page in bis magnetic experiments. 


ie Sept 
“M S JONES. -I wish’ to; ask my friend from 
Mississippi one question: Under what provision of 
the Constitution does the’ Government: find the 


authority to make this appropriation? eee 
“Mr. THOMPSON. Under what provision. of 
the Constitution does the Government. find the 
power to make an appropriation to pay the **Storm 
King” (as he is called) for looking after storms ? 

Mr. JONES. I thought the gentleman was op- 
posed to that appropriation. 1 was.” Peo 

Mr. THOMPSON, in reply. 
But our opinions did not prevail; and under that 
clause of the Constitution which gives Congress 
the power to promote the progress of. science and 
useful arts by securjng patents to the inventors of 
useful discoveries, appropriations have heretofore 
been made in similar cases, and he wished not to 
see the Constitution run upon an humble son. of 
genius. He hoped the appropriation would be 
made, and he believed it would result in a great 
blessing to mankind. ; 

Mr. STRONG was opposed to this amendment. 
It was an attempt to connect the Government with 
individual enterprise. This was but one of the 
thousands of cases of individuals engaged in useful” 
experiments throughout the country, and we 
ought not to single out an individual case. He 
sincerely hoped that the young man might be suc- 
cessful. The inventor should have his best wishes. 
But when these gentlemen come to us to obtain 
from the Treasury the means of carrying on these 
operations, he was inclined to stop at once. He 
was not willing that the Government should con- 
nect itself with these individual enterprises. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi,’ inqùired 
whether Congress had not already given $20,000 
to Prófessor Page to assist him in his experiments, 
and there was no doubt he had made important 
discoveries. Now, this appropriation is asked for 
to protect à discovery which is already in our 
hands. 

Mr. STRONG resumed. Because we have 
made such an appropriation once, it was not to be 
argued that we ought to do it again. He did ‘not 
recognize the power of the House~to make ap- 
propriations for such purposes, The Constitution 


| provides that we can protect the rights of invent- 


ors in their discoveries by giving them patents, 
and it does not give us the power to offer pre- 
miums to all those who may make discoveries 
hereafter. «This discovery may be all that it hag 
beeh represented to be by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, but it had not been submitted to an ex- 
amination by the proper department of the Gov- 
ment. Ithad beenonly recommended by individual 
opinions—very respectable opinions, no doubt, but 
still they were only the opinions of individuals— 
and if it was even propér that we should give what 
is now asked for, we ought to have higher testi- 
mony in favor of the discovery than has yet been 
furnished. He was altogether opposed to the em- 
barkation of Government in any of these'individ- 
ual enterprises, although they might hereafter turn 
out to be very profitable. He knew of no better 
reason which could be brought forward in favor of 
this discovery, than could be urged in favor.of a 
Superior mote of tanning hides. Both of these 
might be defended on the ground that they were 
public benefits, and they rested: precisely on the 
same principle. Hecontended that Congress had 
no authority from the Constitution to make ap- 


| propriations for all who are engaged in experi- 


ments which they expect will turn out beneficial 
to the country. ` 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to strike out of 
the amendment $10,000 and insert $12,000. ` 

He desired to say that this quesuon of the right 
of Congress toappropriate money for the assistance 
of scientific men, in the prosecution of their experi- 
ments, ought to have been considered before it 
was a agreed to give $20,000 to Professor Page; 
and if it is competerit for Congress to make appro- 
priations for these purposes, there could be no 
more meritorious claim presented than that now 
under consideration. It was wue the principle had 
not been examined by Congress. But-the inventor 
asked that bis discoveries should be submitted tò 
the examination of a competent. committee, and 
states that he has gone in advance of -Professor 
He only asks 
for a committee to examine. his discoveries; and 
whose report shall dererm- ne whether he is mad- 
vance of Professor Page or any one else. The 
applicant has received no aid whatever from Gov- 


That is true. + 
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ernment—he has. worked entirely on his own 
means, guided only by the light of his own genius; 
and he now comes here and. only asks that the 
same measure of justice which has been already 
given out to Professor Page may be given to him, 
and should -his discovery be found equally deserv- 
ing that he may be as liberally aided. He hoped 
the amendment would be adopted. ; 

Mr. FOWLER said he was not. opposed to 
propositions to protect genius, as had been sup- 
posed. And if this discovery should turn out, on 
examination, to be worthy of the patronage of 
the Government, he would, after he was satisfied 
that the subject had been sufficiently examined, 
vote to give it pecuniary aid. But all the state- 
ments on the subject which had been made here, 
were merely statements of individual opinions. He 
had a great respect for the opinion. of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, but he could not agree that 
the time had yet come when it would be proper to 
appropriate money for this object. The Govern- 
ment ought never to embark-in any enterprise 
whatever until it has been clearly ascertained that 
the enterprise is worthy of public support. It 
was on this ground that he was opposed to this 
amendment and to the amendment to the amend- 
ment.. Let an examination be made. Let a 
committee of scientific men examine -the matter. 
Ifafier such examination a favorable report should 
be made, he would be as ready as his friend over 
the way [Mr. Fearuerston] to vote for it. But 
he looked upon it as premature at this time to put 
our hands into the Treasury and take out ten or 
twelve thousand dollars for this young man, 
Worthy as he doubtless is, before we have had any 
examination of his discovery. 

The amendment to the amendment was then 
decided in the negative. 

The questian was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was decided in the negative. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to insert 
the following item: 


« For terminating and adjusting all disputes with the cor- 
porate authorities ofthe city of Brooklyn, respecting the 
title and incumbrance therein of the lands attached to tbe 
Brooklyn navy-yard, the sum of $50,000, in addition to for- 
mer appropriations; the whole, or ‘any part thereof, t'be 
expended by the Seeretary of the Navy, as in his judgment 
the public interest may require: Proviled, That no part 
thereof shall be paid outuntil the Legislature of the State 
of New York shall have ceded to the United States the ju- 
risdiction over all the lands owned hy the United States in 


and adjacentio said pavy-yard, And the said Secretary is | 


hereby authorized to agree upon and fix the boundaries of 
all the lands attached to said navy-yard, and to receive and 
execute deeds of release or exchange aecordingly.”? 

He stated that he was instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to submit this amend- 
ment. It had been suggested by the Secretary of 
athe Navy. He (Mr. S.) entirely concurred in the 
propriety of the amendment, but instead of going 
into anyremarks in explanation of its character 
and importance, he would leave the Secretary to 
explain it for himself. Tie sent a letter from the 
Secretary to the Clerk’s table, in which the appro- 

riation was recommended in the manner proposed 
by the amendment. 

Mr. GERRY said he had examined the evi- 
dence in this case so far as it has been brought to | 
the knowledge of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and had not been satisfied that the appropri- 
ation ought to be made. The Secretary of the | 
Navy recommends the appropriation, provided 
Congress become satisfied that the claim set up by 
the city of Brooklyn is a legal one. Now, I have 
seen no evidence to satisfy me that the claim has 
the least merit in a legal point, and I am not pre- į 
pared to give my vote for the appropriation. Still 
] am prepared to give my assent to the appropria- 
tion if any person can bring to my knowledge 
any facts to convince me that the claim is valid. 
Butas at present informed, Í am of the opinion 
that the claim is without a shadow of validity. 

Mr. STANTON interposed with a remark, as | 
far as understood, to the effect that the city of 
Brooklyn had, by assessment, a claim for $30,000. 

Phat claim is now in litigation, ‘The Secretary 
did not undertake to decide as to which of the liti- 


ganis was the best entitled. It wiil be paid to the | 


one or the other. 

Mr. GERRY resumed. The Secretary recom- 
mends the appropriation in the event Congress be- 
come satisfied of the validity of the claim. If gen- 
tlemen are. satisfied of this fact, then of course 
they will, ifthey think proper, vote the appropria- 
tion. But I see no necessity of this appropriation 


shall vote accordingly,- : . 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment, pro-forma, for the purpose of cor- 
Tecting an error into which the gentleman from 
Maine had fallen... The Legislature of New York 
has. never. surrendered tHe jurisdiction. over -the 
navy-yard at. Brookfyn, nor will it be surrendered 
until we’ have settled this claim with the city of 
Brooklyn. He did not. approve of the course 
taken by the authorities of Brooklyn, although he 
did not consider himself as. competent to give an 
opinion, 

Mr. CARTTER spoke briefly against the appro- 
priation, but he was not distinctly heard by the 
Reporter. , 

The amendment to the amendment was then 
negatived. 

Mr. BOKEE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $50,000, and inserting $6,000. He 
did this for the purpese of making an explanation 
relative to the cause of all the difficulty which had 
grown out of this purchase on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. He contended that the whole was at- 
tributable to the manner ia which the original law 
was passed. He stated that the parties who 
bought the land were aware of the fact that the 
corporation of Brooklyn had opened two streets 
or avenues, and that they had no right at any 
subsequent period to dispose of these avenues. 
The Legislature of the State will not cede the ju- 
risdiction over the navy-yard until the dispute 
between the Government and the corporation of 
Brooklyn is decided, 

Mr. B. made some further remarks, but such 
was the confusion that. it was impossible to hear 
them distinctly. 

Mr. GERRY said, all I desire is, that. the 
committee understand the question—and when 
they do understand it I think they will find no 
difficulty in acting. ‘I'he facts in the case are, that 
the Government of the United States purchased 
some lund in the city of Brooklyn and received 
warrantee deeds. That at the time of the pur- 
chase the land was incumbered. That all the in- 
cumbrances have been discharged except $30,000 
assessed by the city of Brooklyn on the land as 
taxes; and all the purchase money has been paid 
except $30,000, which is retained by the Govern- 
ment unul the claim for taxes be discharged by the 
grantor, Now the validity of those taxes are at 
present undergoing an investigation by the courts 
of New York. So far ali is weil. But the city of 
Brooklyn comes and sets upa further claim for 
; expenses and damages, and tor what? Now this 
does not very distinctly appear. But so far as it 
appears in the case as presented to the committee, 
it is for filling up one of the streets of the city 
where it crossed the land purchased, and for ex- 
penses the city has been to in ornamenting and 
repairing in consequence of the conversion of the 
land in question isto a part of the navy yard. 
Now.{ do not see that there is any claim here 


has no right to complain in her corporate capacity. 
If there be claims for damages, individuals only 
can. prefer them—the government. I am well 
persuaded here is an attempt to gouge the Govern- 
ment out of $50,000, and for one lam for resist- 
ing. 

| ‘Phe question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Boxer, and it was. rejected. 

Mr. JONES moved to amend, by striking out 
$50,000 and inserting $25,000. 

He said, he did not know whether he understood 
the case, or whether he had any correct view of it, 
But he believed that the Secretary of the Navy, 
| under the late Administration, contracted for and 
bought this Jand for $285,000. The Government 
held the lands on both sides this land, and wished 
to obtain that between. ‘The Government paid all 
this amount -except $30,000, which had been re- 
į ceived. How is it that this $50,000 is required ? 
The Government built a wall to keep persons from 
going to the water. The city authorities say that 
the Government cannot build a wall in the way in 
which this has been erected, because these streets 
run in that direction, and the Government has. no 
right to stop up the street. He thought the best 
way would be to sue the corporation, to recover 
back the amount which has been already. paid. 

Mr. SACKETT said, this wasa claim for the 
cost of laying out streets. He wished to know 


whether the corperate authorities had the power 


until the validie of ‘the claim is settled. And I i 


either in law or equity. ‘he city of Brooklyn _ 


to take up:a street without the. consent ofthe per- 
sons who hold property there?» oa 

Mr. JONES said, there were no private proprie 
tors there; but ifthe corporation has no power; 
the people have the power, and. can direct the stop- - 
page of the streets. ; , E a 

Mr. SACKETT said, he understood that these 
streets had been laid-out:on.a plat of land belong-~ 
ing to individuals. . If so, he-did not understand 
what power. the corporation ‘had. to take ap the 
streets. As the law in New. York: stands; no cor- 
porate body can take up streets, to: the injury- of 
private property. _ Before any appropriation ig 
made, it would be proper to see that there is atitle, 
and that we can get it. ` 

The amendment to the amendment. was ` then 
negatived, ee, 

Mr. GORMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out $50,000 and inserting $55,000. 

lt appeared that one gentleman from New York 
says, that when the vendor sold this Property. to 
the Government of the United States, it was known 
to theagentof the Government that the title was'not 
good. Some one had told this to the Government 
agent at Brooklyn, and had informed him of the 
claim which the city-held upon if. : Tchad been 
duly notified to the Secretary of the Navy. The 
Secretary knew what he was buying. He knew 
of that claim, and he asked, for this appropriation 
for the purpose of settling the claim. The ques- 
tion is, whether the city of Brooklyn had a right 
to run these streets. The persons ‘who sold the 
property to the United States thought the city had 
no such right. This appropriation is asked to be 
withheld until the dispute is settled, 3 

Mr. HUNTER asked whether Secretary Walk- 
er was notified that the jurisdiction would not be 
surrendered to the United States? 

Mr. GORMAN said, he did not know whether 
Mr. Wal:er was so notified or not. He under- 
stood that the vendor had expressed his willingness 
to submit to the decision of the court. The city 
of Brooklyn had almost given up the matter. The 
legal question being then so nearly settled,’ the 
only question is, whether the city of Brooklyn has 
an equitable claim? The Secretary asks of us to 
extinguish this equitable claim; and he (Mr. G.) 
thought it would be better to do this than to have 
a lawsuit. = 

Mr. BOKEE explained. ` ogee eae 

Some explanation took place between Mr. GORG 
MAN and Mr. BOKEE, in reference to the posi- : 
tion in which this title now stood: 0 Fs 

When the amendment to’ the amendment. was 
negatived, seats EE 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was ordered that the vote should be ‘taken 
by tellers. t 

Messrs. Corwin and Bow iin were appointed. 
tellers; when there was reported 57 votes in the af- 
firmative—the negatives were not counted. : 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend ` 
that part of the bill which makes’ appropriations 
for the navy-yard at, Philadelphia, by inserting 
thereafter the followings EE: : 

“For the enlargement of the Philadelphia navy-yard 
$40,000; aud the Seeretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
to contract for the.purchase of so much land on the south 
erly side of said yard as he may deem advisable, not exceed- 
ing the area of the present yard, provided il can be obtained 
ou reasonable terms,” ; 

Mr- S. said, he would not occupy any time in 
making remarks on the subject of this amendment; 
but would merely send to the Clerk, to be read, a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy showing the 
importance of the improvement asked for, 

The letter was then read by the Clerk, when— 

Mr. STANTON called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact, that the Government had been 
under the necessity of renting the ground, which’ 
would doubiless become greatly enhanced in-value 


when the dry dock was finished. f 
Mr. LEVIN moved a pro forma amendment, 
and made some observations on the. advantages 
Which would result from the completion of the dry 
ock. pEi 
Mr. CHANDLER defended the appropriation, 
on the ground that the buildings are now too much 
crowded from want of room, and-that the danger 
of fire could be materially Jessened by an exten- 
sion of the ground. an 
; The amendment to the amendment was tegas 
tived. : 
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The question being on the original amendment, 
tellers were ordered, 

Messrs. Fowrer and Rozssins were appointed 
tellers, and the vote was reported, ayes 48, noes 73. 

So the amendment was negatived. 


Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting the following: 

« And that the pay of the engineer, Ward B. Brunett, at 
the navy-yard, Philadelphia, be $2,347, commencing at the 
time of his appointment on the ist day of February, 1849.7? 

Mr. CARTTER rose toa question of order; on 
the ground that the gentleman had already offered 
this amendment, and it had been voted down. 

The point of order was overruled. 

Mr. WHITE explained that this amendment 
was offered under the instruction of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and that it had the approba- 
tion of the Secretary. 

The question being about to be taken on the 
amendment, tellers were demanded. 

Messrs. Wiittams and Hamiiron were ap- 
pointed:tellers, and the vote was reported—ayes 
64, noes 62. ; 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CABELL, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, moved to amend the item which reads ‘‘for 
completing permanent wharf,” &c., at Pensacola, 
by striking out the word ‘completing,’ and in- 
serting “extending permanent wharf according to 
the plan of the engineers.” 

He sent to the Clerk a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy recommending this amendment, 

The question on the amendment was about to 
be put, when 

Mr. CABELL asked for tellers. 

The CHAIR announced that a sufficient num- 
ber did not rise. 

Mr. CABELL insisted on a count. 

`The CHAIR decided that it was too late. - 
The amendment was then negatived. 


Mr. CABELL then moved to amend the same. 


clause of the bill by substituting the word ‘“ex- 
tending” for the word “completing.” 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 76. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, under the di- 
rection of the Committee on Naval Affairs, moved 
to amend the bill by inserting the following: 

For commencing the construction of a floating dry dock 
on the coast of California, one hundred thousand dollars. 
And the Secretary of the Navy is authorized and directed to 
enter into contract with Samuel D. Dakin, John S. Gilbert, 
Zenor Secor, and Ruthertord Moody, for the construction, 
with all reasonable dispatch, of a sectional or balance fivat- 
ing dry dock, basin, and railway, at such harbor on the coast 
of the Pacific ocean as he may select, of capacity and di- 
mensions in no respect inferior to those of the dry dock in 
progress of construction at Pensacola: Provided, That, by 
granting the said contractors permission, if required, to pre- 
pare the materials chiefly at some harbor on the Atlantic 
sea-board, and advancing moneys thereon as the works pro- 
gress, the said: works can be completed at a sum not exceed- 
ing by more than twelve per cent. the whole amount con- 
tracied to be paid for the floating dock, basin, and railway 
at the Pensacola navy-yard, with the addition thereto of 
what would be the cost of transportation to the said coast of 
the materials thus prepared, and with the reservation, titi the 
works are done, of ten per cent. and the usual surety for the 
faithful performance of the contract. And it shall also be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to enter into an agree- 
ment with the said contractogs, if they will keep the said 
works in repair, and take proper care of the same, for any 
given period of years free of charge to the Government, to 
permit them to use the said works during such period, on 
their own account, for repairing merchant vessels, when not 
ocenpied by vessels of the navy, to which precedence shall 
at all times be given.” 


Mr. S. would say but few words on this quéStion. 
He-would read a short passage from the report of 


. the Secretary of the Navy, made at the commence- 


ment of this session. He then read an extract, in 
which it is strongly recommended to make pro- 
vision for the repair of our ships on the coast of 
California. There was but one opinion as to the 
necessity for this appropriation, and for such an 
establishment in California. As to the superiority 
of floating dry docks over every other description 
of dock, public opinion had settled down, and the 
policy of the Government also seems to have set- 
tled down, as this appropriation bill shows. He 
had brought heré a letter from Commodore Ap 
Catesby Jones, who had just returned from Caii- 
fornia. He would not read this letter at this late 
hour; but he would state it as the opinion of Com- 
modore Jones that the construction of a floating 
dry dock on the Atlantic coast, and to be shipped 
thence for California, isthe best policy. Materials 
of the proper kind can be more easily procured on 
the Atlantic coast than in California, and. the ad- 
ditional cost beyond that which is now in progress 


at Pensacola will not exceed twelve per cent. Any 
gentleman who will take the trouble to examine 
this subject, will be satisfied of the necessity for 
this dock in California. One of our frigates, 
which has cost the Government about niñe hun- 
dred thousand dollars, is now lying there in such 
a condition that it is doftbtful whether she can be 
brought home for repair. He stated that he of- 
fered this amendment in behalf of a gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bococx,] who was nécessarily 
absent. i 

Mr. HALL moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out the names of the persons, and in- 
serting, ‘* to the lowest and best bidders.”’ 

Mr. STANTON replied, that the gentlemen 
named in the amendment were the patentees of 
the floating dry dock, and that no other persons 
could construct them. 

The amendment to the amendment was with- 
drawn. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 


Mr. STANLY moved an amendment, pro 
forma, to the amendment. 

He said he believed that there was above a mil- 
lion of dollars appropriated in this bill for these 
floating dry docks. For the one at Pensacola, 
$414,000 is appropriated. Yet not one of these 
floating dry docks has yet been completed; and 
we do not know if they ever will be completed. 
We ought surely to know whether they will suc- 
ceed or not before we make these large appropria- 
tions, and bring them into general use. If these 
floating dry docks are the best, then certainly 
‘California is entitled to one of them. 

Mr. WHITE, in a low tone, defended the float- 
ing dry docks, one of which had, he said, been in 
successful operation for four years in New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was then 
withdrawn. f 


Mr. LA SERE said that he was instructed by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to move to insert 
the following: 3 

“ And the sum of five hundred dollars for suitable plans 
of the buildings and requisite improvements at the naval 
dept near New Orleans; and that said plans be procured 
and furnished under the direction of the senior naval officer 
resident or stationed at New Orleans.”? 

Mr. LA SERE said a few words in explanation 
of the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON hoped the amendment would 
be adopted. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to in- 
sert in the bill the following: 

“For printing and binding three hundred copies of the 
official report of the Expedition to the Dead Sea, to be dis- 
tributed to libraries, institutions, and learned societies, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, seven hun- 
dred and fifty dollars.” 

He stated that he submitted this amendment at 
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy. As 
well as he understood the object of the Secretary, 
it was to have a few copies of this work printed 
in a style superior to that in which the ordinary 
work of Congress was done, for the purpose of 
distributing them among the foreign literati. This 
expedition was carried out under the administra- 
tion of Mr. Polk; and he thought the work should 
be sent out ina better style than that of a common 
document, in which form it had already been 
printed. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
negatived. 


The bill having been read through, 

Mr. BAYLY (among several competitors) ob- 
tained the floor, and moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill. - 

Messrs. STANTON, of Tennessee, VENABLE 
and CARTTER, addressed the Speaker, and 
stated that they wished to offer amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN propounded the question on 
the motion to rise and report. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, made the ques- 
tion of order, that the motion to rise and report 
could not be put until all the amendments were 
offered which any gentleman might desire. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and said that the motion to rise and report, like 
the motion to adjourn, wasa privileged motion, 
and was in order. 

‘Mr. VENABLE appealed. 

_ Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of therulé. 


‘The latter part of the 130th rule was read.) >. 

The CHAIRMAN said, ‘that part-of the rule 
which related to amendments pending must-be 
construed in reference to the general parliamentary 
law-in regulating the ‘reception of amendments. 
His opinion was clear that the motion:to rise and 
report, under the well-known principles of parla- 
mentary law, was.in order; but in deference to the 
general wishes of the House he would décide 
otherwise. f ae 

Mr. VENABLE moved to amend the bill -b 
adding thereto the following section: 

“ And be it further enacted, That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, surgeons of the fleet, surgeons of more than 
twelve years, and pursers of more than twelve years, shall 
have the rank of commanders; surgeons of less than twelve 
years shal] have the rank of lieutenant; passed. assistant 
surgeons shall have rank next after lieutenants ; arid pursers 
shall rank with surgeons accordiug to the date of commis- 
sion: Provided, Bhat commanding officers, of whatever 
grade, when on duty, shal] take precedence of all pay and 
medical officers: nd provided, further, That this act shall 
confer no authority to exercise military command, and no 
additional right to quarters.” 

Mr. JONES made the point of order, that the 
amendment was not now in order, on the ground 
that they had now gone through with and disposed 
of all that portion of the bill which applied to the 
navy, and that the latter part of it referred to the 
marine service. The amendment was not germane, 
and therefore not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
stating that he could not distinguish the marine 
service and decide that it was not a part of the 
navy. On the contrary, the opposite was the fact. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, made the point 
of order, that the question of rank was not germane 
to the appropriation of money, and therefore that 
the amendment was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked, that by reference 
to appropriation bills passed heretofore, it appeared 
that provisions for the increase of the officers of 
the navy, and other similar provisions, had been 
ingrafted upon appropriation bills—and it could 
only be accounted for upon the principle that all 
matters relating to the navy Bere germane, In 
accordance with these precedents, he must over- 
rule the point of order and decide the amendment 
to be in order. 

Mr. KAUFMAN appealed from the: decision. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?”” was ta- 
ken, and decided in the negative, : 

So the decision was reversed, and the amend- 
ment ruled out of order. 


Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the bill by ad- 
ding thereto the following section: 


«c And be it further enacted, That the aggregate amount of 
appropriations provided in this bill be, and the same ishereby, 
reduced two millions of dollars; and that the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to restrict the service provided for in this bill to bring the 
sum within the aforesaid reduction.’ ë 


ane CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. CARTTER appealed. ; 

The question was taken, and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

So the amendment of Mr. Cartrer was ruled 
out of order. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the bill by adding thereto: 

tc Be it further enacted, That hereafter the naval force of 
the United States in commission shall be divided into two 
squadrons, to be known as the squadron of the Atlantic and 
squadron of the Pacific—the former to have its headquarters 
in the waters of the United States in the Atlantic, and to 
cruise in the north and south Atlantic, in the Mediterranean, 
and the Gulf of Mexico; the latter have its headquarters in 
California, to cruise in the north and south Pacific, in the 
China seas, and the Indian ocean: Provided, That so long 
as existing treaties require it, a force of eighty guns shall be 
kept on the African coast. 

“ Beit further enacted, That after the expiration of the 
present fiseal year, the number of petty officers, seamen, or 
ordinary seamen, landsinen and boys, employed at any one 
time in the navy, shali not excéed five:thousand.”” 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, raised the:point 
of order against this amendment, that it was not 
germane to the bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules as before, 
that all matters relating to the navy are germane 
and in order. : 

Mr: STEPHENS appealed. 

The question, “Shali the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?’ was ta- 
ken, and decided in the negative. 

Sothe decision was reversed and the amendment 
was decided out of order.” © : 
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Mr. BAYLY renewed his motion 

mittee rise and repbrt the bill. 257; s 
Mr. STANLY moved to add to the bill the fol- 

lowing section: E EE : 

“« Be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy is 
authorized, should he deem it-practicable, to employ such’ 
part of the nval force as may be necessary to remove the 
wreck of the steam frigate Missouri, lying in the, harbor of 
Gibraltar; and ifit be not practicable to remove said wreck 
by the eaiployment of part of the naval foree, then the Sec- 
retary. of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to 
contract with such person or persons, after advertising for 
propnszals, for the removal of said wreck, on such plan as he 
shall deem advisable: Provided, The whole cost shall not 
exceed $60,000, to be paid out of the appropriation for con- 
struction, equipment, and repair.” 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for a division of the 
question, - He was willing to vote for the first, but 
was unwilling to vote for the last part of the 
amendment. a 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the question 
would be divided, and would be put upon agreeing 
to so much of the amendment as related to the em- 
ployment of the naval force. 

Mr. STANLY said a few words in support of 
the amendment, of which nothing was heard by 
the Reporter, except the declaration that our duty 
and honor required that we should raise this 
wreck, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, was entirely op- 
posed to the amendment. The committee had pre- 
viously had it before them in substance, and had 
voted itdown. He was opposed to any appropri- 
ation of money or direction of our naval .force to 
remove obstructions in the bay of Gibraltar, oc- 
casioned by the wreck of the Missouri. -He dis- 
agreed with gentlemen who considered it the duty 
of this Government toremove it. During the rev- 
olutionary war vessels had been sunk near the 
mouth of the Savannah river, to keep out the Brit- 
ish fleet. The people of Georgia had for years 
petitioned in vain. for their removal. They could 
not- get these obstructions out of their own bay. 
Should Congress appropriate fifty or seventy-five 
thousand dollars for the bay of Gibraltar, when 
they would not clear out our own harbors? He held 
it to be the duty of Congress to remove obstructions 
in our own bays and rivers, but he should never 
acknowledge the obligation of the Government to 
elear out the bay of Gibraltar. 


‘that tlie com- 


Mr. BAKER moved an amendment to the | 


amendment, to reduce the sum to $30,000. 

Mr. BAKER said, itseemed to be thought much 
better to remove the obstructions made by the Gov- 
ernment itself in the harbor of Gibraltar than those 
made by nature in the channel of the Mississippi. 
It was an English notion, and he was partly En- 
glish himself, and it had been argued here that 
great regard should be always had to a spirit of 
amity and courtesy between nations. Now, he had 
a great deal of this feeling, but his greatest regard 
was for home; and whilein consequence of these 
home obstructions there had been more vessels 
wrecked ‘on the Mississippi rapids, and more 
steamboats destroyed, than all the vessels which 
had ‘been lost at the Rock of Gibraltar from the 
days of General Elliot to the present day, he 
thought the removal of obstructions in the Mis- 
sissippi demanded our first attention. He had a 
preat respect for his friend from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Stan y,] and he was inclined to go very far 
for amity and courtesy, bat he thought we ought 
not to give money for this inferior class of im- 
provements until the more important ones had 
been attended to. 

Mr. STANLY was understood to say that it 
struck him as a strange argument that becayse this 
Government: had not done all it ought to in the 
Savannah river, therefore they should do nothing 
else, whether our honor required itor not. That 
was, the amount of the gentleman’s argument. 
But he wished to say that he hoped, if the com- 
mittee was not disposed to adopt the whole 
amendment, they would at least agree to the first 
part of it. 

The question upon the amendment of Mr. Ba- 
eR to the amendment, was taken, and decided in 
the negative. K R SN : 

‘Fhe question recurring upon agreeing to the 


12] 


|} remove. the wreck of the steam 


first branch of the amendment of Mr. Srancy, | 
‘as follows: . 


“ And be. it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized, should he deem it practicable, to em- 
ploy such part of the naval force as. may be necessary to 

_frigate Missouri, lying in 
the harbor of Gibraltar.” eae aa 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
affirmative. 

So the first branch was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the latter branch of 
the ‘amendment. 


Mr. WHITE moved to amend it by adding a | 


provision that the contract should be given to the 
lowest bidder. ; 

The question being taken—.. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The second branch of the amendment, as 
amended, was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to add 
the following section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 


` 


-is hereby directed to purchase the right to use the patent 


suction and force pump and fire engine of Simon P. Keese; 
and the sum of $25,000 is hereby appropriated, ont of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. KAUFMAN submitted that the amend- 
ment was out of order, being for an object not au- 
thorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr.STANTON stated, that though instructed by 
the Committee on Naval A ffairs to offer this amend- 
ment he had not intended to, and had not when 
they passed that part of the bill; but he had been 
requested to offer it by various gentlemen on this 
floor—a large proportion of whom, he believed, had 
seen the invention. He now offered the amend- 
ment, and it would be for the committee to dispose 
of it as they saw fit. He considered the invention 
a valuable one. 

Mr. CARTTER moved. an amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out the words ‘and force,” 
so that the amendment should read “ suction 
pump.” (Laughter.) 

The amendment to the amendment, and the 


| original amendment, were severally rejected. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee then 
rose and reported the bill and amendments to the 
House. 

And the question being on agreeing to the said 
amendments, and_on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The various amendments will 
now be reported to the House; and gentlemen who 
are desirous of a separate vote on any amendment 
will signify their desire when- the amendment is 
read. On the other amendments on which no 
separate question is asked, the vote will be taken 
together. ; 
THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. POTTER asked the unanimous consent of 
the House that the general post-route bill, which 
had just been returned from the Senate, might be 
taken up and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office. Ordered accordingly. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. i 

The SPEAKER. There is great confusion in 
the Hall. Gentlemen are requested to resume 
their seats. Business must be suspended until 
order is restored. The amend ments will not be read 
until order has been restored, otherwise there will 
be difficulty when the vote comes to be taken. 

A pause of some length followed, after which, 

The amendments were read, and those upon 
which.a separate vote was desired were designated. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to move that the daily hour of 
meeting of the House be ten o’clock. 

Mr. BAYLY objected. oo7 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to make the motion. 


The SPEAKER. -In the opinion of the Chair, 
no motion to suspend the rules is in order until the 
special order shall have been disposed of; s o; 

So. the motion of Mr. Kavrman was hot: fe- 
ceived. - oe é eae eee 

The question then recurred and was. faken on 
the amendments, on which a separate vote had not 
been asked, and they were agreed to. ~ : 

The other amendments on which a separate vote 
had been asked, were then taken up and disposed 
of without a second vote, except as hereinafter 
mentioned. : fees 

After an inquiry by Mr. Burr as to the number 
of amendments, Ace 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. - Aa es 

On concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, in the following amend- 
ment. X SIO mp a Ta at, 

« And there be paid, by the proper aécounting officers: to 
William J. McAlpine and William. P. Sanger:the same säl- 
ary that was paid to their predecessors as engineers-in-chief, 
during the time they severally performed such service at the 
navy-yard, Brooklyn, New York??— : vos 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were not ordered... & 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was concurred in. 


The question was then taken and carried in the 
affirmative upon concurring with the committee in 
the following amendment, upon which Mr. Rica- 
arpson had demanded a separate vote: 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be. authorized to exam- 
ine into the merits of the various condensers for supplying 
the boilers of marine engines with fresh. water, and that he 
report to this House, at its next session, the result of said 
examination, together with his opinion as to the value of the 
best of said condensers to the Government of the: United 
States; and that the sum of $5,000 be, and the same iis hereby, 
appropriated to carry into effect this provisision.” | ; 

The question was next on concurring in-the fol- 
lowing amendment, upon whic! Mr. Venase had 
asked a separate vyote: l J : 

“ Amend the.item which reads ‘for repair of vessels in or- 
dinary, and for wear and tear of vessels in commission, inclu- 
ding tucl for steamers and the purchase of hemp, $1,750,000,? 
so as to make it read ‘tor repair of vessels ia ordinary; and 
for wear and tear of vessel in commission, including fuel 
for steamers and the purchase, of American’ water-rotied 
hemp, to be bought by the Secretary: in open market, 
$1,750,000: Provided, The price’ of the American hemp 
shall not exceed the average price of the foreign article for 
the last five years??? . ; ; 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays 
on the question; which were not ordered. k 

The question being put, it was carried in the af- 
firmative. 


The following amendment of the committee wag 
then agreed to: Loe Be 

“ For meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the: Navy, $2,000. , 

The question was next on concurring in the fol- 
lowing amendment, upon which Mr. Jones had 
asked a separate vote: : o 

“Strike out after the words ‘Tor transportation of the 
United States mail between New York and Liverpool, be- 
tween New York and New Orleans, Havana, and Chagres; 
and between Panama and some point in the Territory of 
Oregon, $874,600,’ the following proviso : i 

« Provided, That no part of this appropriation, orof the 
unexpended appropriations for the same service heretofore 
made, shall be drawn from the Treasury, unless the con- 
tract under whieh payment is sougut shall have been per- 
formed in full and strict compliance with the law of the 
contract. And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 
ized and required to rescind such of said contracts as may 
not have been fully and substantially. performed according 
to the terms and stipulations thereof?— ; 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Provided, That no payment shall be made for said er~ 
vice except in proportion to the mail service heretofore per 
formed, or that may be hereafter performed ; and. the -Secre~ 
tary of the Navy is hereby directed to make payment in 
such proportion only.” 

Mr. JONES asked the 
were ordered. Bag te ; 

A motion was again made that the House ad- 
journ. ` } ar 

The House refused to adjourn. . - ; 

The question then recurred on agreeing to 
i} said amendment, De k 

_The SPEAKER again directed business to be 
suspended until order had been restored, and stated 
|| that if order could not be restored in any other 


3 


yeas and nays; which 


the 
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way, the Speaker would call gentlemen. by their 
names—gentlemen who did not suspend conver- 
sation. PE 

The question was then taken on the said amend- 
ment, and resulted—yeas 135, nays 47; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Bayly, Bissell, Bokee. Booth, 
Bowdon; Bowie, Brëck, Brigga, Brooks, Buel, Burrows, 
Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas. B. Butler, B. C. Cabell, G. 
A. Galdwetl, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, De- 
berry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Danean, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Biiot, Alexander Evans, Ewing, Fitch, 
Fowler, Fuller, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, 
Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howard, 
Howe, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, James. L. Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Horace Mann, Mar- 
shail, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, McKis- 
sock, Robert M. McLane, MeMullen, Meacham, Milson, 
Moore, Morehead, Morton, Netson, Ogte, Orr, Outlaw, Par- 
Ker, Peaslee, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Ross, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schovlcraft, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick. P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, ‘Taylor, Jacob Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, 
Walden, Watkins, Weliborn, Wentworth, White, Wil- 
Jiams, and Wood— 135. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Beale, Bingham, 
Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caid- 


well, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Nathan Evans, Featherston, . 


Freedley, Gerry, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hubbard, Andrew 
Jobnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, MeLanahan, McQueen, Miller, Morris, Phelps, 
Richardson, Root, Savage, Sawtelle. Stetson, Strong, Jobu 
B. Thompson, Waldo, Wallace, Whittlesey, Wildrick, 
Woodward, and Young—47. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Some conversation followed, on a suggestion | 
made by Mr. Asumun, as to the order in which | 


the amendments had been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. It led to no. motion. 


The question now being upon concurring in the 
following amendment of the committee to the ap- 
propriation for the mail steamers, upon which Mr. 
Ricwarpson called for a separate vote: 


“ Provided, further, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed as a confirmation or ratification of any depart- 
ure from the original contract for building said steamers 
and transporting the mails, which has occurred heretofore, 
without the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy: And 
provided, further, That the Secretary shail report to the next 
session of Congress what departures from the contracts 
have. been made, showing which were with and which 
without the sanction of the Navy Department; and also 
report each omission or failure to carry the mail according 
to the terms of the contract?’ — 


Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, inquired how 
many amendments were pending ? 

The SPEAKER responded, some seven. 

Mr. BURT moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were refused. + 

-The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. í 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected—yeas 46, nays 130; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Bingham, Burt, Joseph 
Cable, Calvin, Casey, W. R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Durkee, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Gerry, Green, 
Hail, Hamilton, [shan G. Harris, Hebard, Hubbard, Hunter, 


Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Jobuson, Jones, Preston King, |) 
Lituefield, Iorace Maan, Job Mann, Marshall, MeLanahan, i x $ = À | 

‘| ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- || 
Otis, Phelps, Reed, Savage, Strong, Waldo, Wallace, Well- |; tt 


Robert M. McLane, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Morris, 


born, Wildrick, and Young—46. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Andrews, Ash- 


mun, Baker, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, | 
Bowie, Breck, Briygs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, | 


Thomas B. Buler, È. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph 


P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cleve- 


land, Clingman, Cole, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, 


Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander Evans, | 
Ewing, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gilbert, G@oodenow, Gorman, | 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Harlan, Samp- | 


son W. ‘Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Heni 

Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Howson, Howard, Howe 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Kerr, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, 
Levin, Mason, Matteson, McClernaud, MeDowell, MeKis- 
sock, McMullen, Millson, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peasice, Phenix, Pitman, 
Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robbins 
Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Scher 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly 
F. P. Stanton, R. H, Stanton, Lhaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
"Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, J. B. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill Venable, Vinton, Waiden 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whitilesey, Willams Wood, 
and Woodward—130. 2 ý 


«Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the 
House adjourn, which motion was negatived— 
ayes 28, noes 8]. i i 


|! Matteson. McDowell, McLanahan, MeMullen, Meacham, 


| Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wood, and Wright—131. 


| they were not ordered. 


ment, and it was agreed to. 


The next question was on concurring in the fol- 
lowing amendment of the committee: : 

« Provided, That flogging in the navy is hereby abolished, | 
from and after the passage of this act.” ; 


The yeas and nays were demanded, ordered, 
and taken, and the question was carried in the af- 
firmative—yeas 131, nays 29;.as follows, 

YEAS—Messra. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bay, Beale, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bow- 
lin, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Joseph Cable, G: A. Caldwell, 
J. P: Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Deberry; Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon. Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Edmundson, A. Evans, Nathan Evans, Feather- 
ston, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Goodenow, Gorman, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hampton, 
Harlan; Isham G. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Howard, Howe, 
Hunter, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Julian, Kerr. George G. King, Preston King, Leffler, Levin, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, 


Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morton, Ogle, Olds, Otis, 
Peaslee. Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter. Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Rabhins, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Schoolcraft, Silves- 
ter, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, R. 
A. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson. John B. Thompson, Tuck, 
Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 


NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Andrews, Bavly, Bowdon, 
Breck, Burt, 5. Carrington Cabell, Eliot, Gilbert, Henry, 
Holladay, Houston, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, James G. 
King, John A. King, La Sère, MceKissock,McQueen, More- 
head, Nelson, Orr, Parker, Thurman, Van Dyke, Venable, 
Vinton, Wallace, and Woodward—29. 

Mr. CARTTER. moved that the House adjourn. ` 


Decided in the negative. 


The question was then taken, and carried in the 
affirmative, on the following amendment, upon 
which Mr. VENABLE had asked a separate vote: 

“ And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed, in 
making contracts and purchases of articles for naval pur- 
poses, to give the preference, all other things, including 
price and quality, being equal, to articles of the growth, 
produetion, and manufacture of the United States.” 

The following amendment, upon which Mr. 
Whrprick called a separate vote, was then con- 
curred in: 

« And the pay of the Superintendent of the Naval School 


at Annapolis shal} be at the rate allowed to an officer of his 
rank when in service at sea.” 


The following amendment was concurred in 
without a division: 

“And that the pay of Engineer Ward B. Burnett, at the 
navy-yard, Philadelphia, be two thousand three hundred 
and forty-seven dollars, commencing at the time of his ap- 
pointment, on the first day of February, 184977 

The House then concurred in the amendment of 
the committee upon which Mr. Fow er had asked 
a separate vote, making an appropriation of one 
hundred thousand dollars for the erection of a dry 
dock in California. f 


Thequestion was now upon concurring in the | 
following amendment of the committee: 

“And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
is authorized, should he deem it practicable, to employ such {| 
part of the naval force as may he necessary to remove the i; 
wreck of the steam-frigate Missouri, tying in the harbor || 
of Gibraltar.?? : i 

i 


Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays, but 


The question was then taken on the amend- | 


All the amendments having been disposed of, |! 
The SPEAKER said the question would be on || 


ing. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the previous question. 

Mr. W RITE stated that the words per annum 
had been inadvertently omitted from the amend- | 
ment providing pay for Ward B. Burnett. l 

The CHAIRMAN said that by common con- | 
sent the words would be inserted, asit could only 
be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered on the engrossment of 
the bill; and the question being put, it was carried | 
in the affirmative. N h 

Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsidered the vote on |. 
the engrossment, and to lay that motion on the table. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded the yeas and |) 
nays; which were not ordered. i 

The question was then put on the latter motion |: 
of Mr. Fow ver, and carried in the affirmative. ij 

The bill having been engrossed, and the ques- f 
tion being on its passage, i 
Mr. BAYLY called for the previous question, l 
which received a second, and the main question | 
was ordered. a 


i 
f 
il 


| mun; Baker, Bayly, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, 


Mr. GREEN demanded’ the” yeas: nays on 
passage of the bill. They were ordered and tak 
and:resulted—yeas 111, nays 48; a8 follows 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andre 


Brooks, Burrows, Thomas B. Butter, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, = 
Clarke, Cleveland, Corwin, Deberry, Dickey; Dixon, Doty, 

Dunham, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 

Fuller, Gerry, Gibert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Haymon¢ Hebard, Henry, H 
ton, Howard, Howe, Hunter, James: L: Johnson, i 
Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, J: A. King, 
La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield; Marshall, Mason, Mat- 


| teson, McDowell, McKissock, Robert M: Mebane, Meach- 


am, Milleon, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, 
Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcratt, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stetson, Strong, Taylor, James Thompson, Jotin B, Thomp- 
son, Thurman, fuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White, Williams, and Wrizht—I1L. coe 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Bingham, Bow- 
don, Bowlin, Albert €. Brown, Buel, Burt, G, A. Caldwell, 
Cartter, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crowell, Dis- 
ney, Edmundson, Featherston, Fiteh, Green, Hall, Hainil- 
ton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Holladay, Ingey Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, Horace Mann, Job 
Mann, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Miller, Morris, 
Orr, Phelps, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Venable, 
Wallace, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood,and Woodward—48, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which it was passed, and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (the rules having 
been suspended for the purpose,) offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: Hcy ELES 

Resolved, That the allowance to each member of the 
House for stationery and other articles charged ‘to them<by 
the postmaster, be limited to the sum of forty-five dollars 
for the Joug, aud twenty-five dollars for. the’short session of 
each Congress.” ; : 

Mr. J. demanded the previous question on the 
adaption of the resolution. j , 

Mr. WENTWORTH appealed to the gentle- 
man to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question, to enable him to introduce an amend- 
ment; which was read, as follows: 

« And that the Clerk of this House be directed to pay out 
of the contingent fund of the House to each of the same 
class of employés in and about. the Capitol who reéeived 
the usual compensation at the last session of the 'Phirteth 
Congress the saine amount that was then paid to each indi- 
vidual of the same class respectively: Provided, That those 
employés whose services commenced since the present ses- 
sion of Congress commenced, or terminated before this 
date, shall only be paid pro rata.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the demand. for 
the previous question. It has always been usual 
to make this allowance to the clerks and ‘messen- 
gers. He hoped it would pass. ee ; 
Mr. CLEVELAND moved that the House ad- 
journ; which motion was negatived. 

Mr. JONES made a point of order on the reso- 
lution, and. had the rule read which inhibited the 


! allowance of extra compensation.to any officers:or 


messengers. 
Mr. MASON made some remarks, not distinctly 


! heard, but understood to be that the Committee on 


Accounts had had this matter under consideration, 
and made allowances in certain cases, which they 
deemed sufficient. He thought there was enough 
pay allowed already to all the employees about the 
Capitol. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he would modify his reso- | 
lution so as to include that offered by the genie- 
man from illinois, [Mr. WENTWORTH. ] ; 

The SPEAKER said that the gendeman-could 
not modify his amendment so as to include a dif 
ferent proposition which, if objected to, would have 


_ required a separate suspension of the rules to èna- 


ble it to be introduced. The proposition could be 
offered as an amendment, if the: previous question 
was withdrawn. ea 

‘The demand for the previous question was with- 
drawn, the amendment received, and the call for 
the previous question renewed. 

Mr. JONES made. another point of order, that 
the amendment was not germane to the original 


: resolution. . 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is.relevant. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to know how: the 
Chair does think so. f 

The question was now on seconding: the. de- 
mand for the previous question.: i 

After a proposition to further amend the resolu- 
tion which the Speaker ruled out of order, 

Mr. CLEVELAND saidi. I believe that when 


1850. , 


propositions are sprung-on the. House in this way, 
on the eve of an adjournment, there is something 
wrong init. I therefore move that the House ad- 
journ. : 
: Mr. MORRIS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were not ordered; and the question being 
put, the House refused to adjourn. | 


‘Mr. JONES moved to lay the resolution and: 


amendment on the table; which motion was not 
agreed to. i 
«The question was then taken on seconding the 
deinand for the previous question; when the vote 
stood—ayes 85, noes 7—-no quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES moved to adjourn; which motion 


~. was lost. 


The question was again taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, when no quorum 
voted—ayes 96, noes 4. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, inquired if the 
House should adjourn, what would be the condition 
of this business? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the resolution hav- 
ing come up under a suspension of the rules, it 
would be the first thing in order in the morning. 

And then the House adjourned. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

. Mr. TAYLOR gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce a bill to grant to the State of 
Ohio all the unsold public lands in the southern 
part of that State, to aid in the construction of cer- 

- tain railroads therein named. 


PETILION. 
The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 


By Mr. MORTON: The memorial of 157 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that Congress, in establishing territorial 
governments, should not discriminate between the citizens 
of the different States, but admit all, with every kind of 
property; and, also, that Congress should not abolish sla- 
very in the District: of Columbia. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownmay, September 23, 1850. 


Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Robert 
Piatt, asking for compensation for services as a 
Deputy Commissary of Purchases during the war 

- of 1812; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 

. House of Representatives No. 338, being the act 

to provide for carrying into execution in further 
part the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico 
concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, reported back 
thë same without amendment, and recommended 
its passage; and gave notice that he would call it 
up to-morrow. on g ; 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
Claims, tò which was referred the petition of Ed- 
ward Tracey and others, praying an extension of 
the act for the relief of J. P. B. Gratiot and the 
legal representatives of H. Gratiot to all persons 

« who paid mineral rent, submitted an adverse re- 
port on the same. 

; . RESOLUTIONS. 

“Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which was.considered and agreed to: 

“Resowed, That the President be requested to transmit to 
the: Senate, if not inconsistent with the public interest, a 
eopy of the correspondence between the Department of State 


and the Turkish Government on the subject of the Hungarian 
exiles. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolution, 
which was read and ordered to a second reading: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to Jacob Dod- 
gon the same extra compensation that was paid to the la- 
borers at the last session of Congress; and that there be 
paid to Henry Dodson, an extralaborer, the sum of fifty dol- 
lars. 

Mr. NORRIS. submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be authorized to 
einploy a clerk annually, whose duties, as said commitiee 
shall direct, shall be the same as now performed by the clerk 


of the Committee of Claims of the House of Representatives, f 


until otherwise ordered by the Senate: to be paid by the 
Secretary of the Senate out of the contingent fund such 
compensationsas shall be fixed by the committee, not ex- 
ceeding that allowed to engrossing clerks of the Senate. 


- CLERK OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM. 
The following resolution came up on the ques- 


tion. of its third reading: 


“ Resolved,. That the clerk to the President. pro tempore | 


be continued during the recess of Congress atthe same per 
diem compensation as heretofore allowed.” ~ i 

The resolution having been read, the- question 
was stated to be upon its passage. 
"` Mr. TURNEY. I donot see the necessity to 
continue this officer. An officer of this sort was 
first granted to the presiding officer a few years 


age, on account of his defective eyesight, he being | 


unable to see well enough to perform his own 
writing. _I cannot perceive the importance ‘or ne- 
cessity of continuing this clerk during the recess 
of Congress, even if there should be one during 
the sessions of Congress; and, unless some good 
reason be given for it, I hope the resolution will 
not beadoptod. This is one of those abuses which 
were mentioned by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance the other day, which are never 
corrected. I hope the mover of this resolution 
will give some explanation of it. 

Mr. BADGER. I think my friend from Ten- 
nessee will perceive that this resolotion is a proper 
one. It is not to be expecied that the presiding 
officer of the Senate should have the services of 
his clerk suspended the instant the Senate ad- 
journs, and that he should not have any person 
during the recess, either for the few days he may 
be here, or the few days he may come here before 
the next (now near at hand) session of Congress, 
to perform any of those duties he may require in 
his office. This resolution extends to nothing be- 
yond this particular recess, which will be a very 
short one. The presiding officer of the Senate re- 
quires and ought to have such a clerk. And I 
submit that a proper and decent regard for our- 
selves requires that this: resolution should be 
adopted. 

Mr. TURNEY. The argument of the Senator 
from North Carolina does not satisfy my mind. I 
do not suppose that the presiding officer would 
wish to carry a private secretary with him when 
he leaves the city. 

Mr. BADGER, (to Mr. Turney.) How do 
you know he will go home? 

Mr. TURNEY. If he does not go home, I do 
not see what use he can make of a private secre- 


tary after the adjournment of Congress. [I am 
unwilling to create this precedent. regret that 
the office was created in the first instance. Í had 


two reasons for not opposing there solution which 
created the office in the first place. One was that 
the then presiding officer was so near-sighted that 
he could not see to do his own writing. The 
other was that he was a political opponent. If the 
then presiding officer had been a political friend, I 
should have opposed the creation of such an of- 
fice for him, as being uselessly extravagant and 
aristocratic. I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

The motion was rejected. 

The question the recurred on the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam very well satisfied that the 
correspondence of the President of the Senate, if 
it at all compares with the correspondence of any 
member of the Senate, must be so great as to re- 
quire the assistance and labor of an amanuensis or 
secretary. And I am very happy on tbis occasion 
to be able to reciprocate the courtesy extended by 
the Senator from Tennessee when this office was 
first created. He was silent on that occasion, be- 
cause the then incumbent of the chair was a polit- 
ical opponent. I will now support this resolution, 
as a return for his courtesy. 

The resolution was passed, 


HICKEY’S EDITION OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
The following resolution came up in its order, 
and was read a third time: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to procure from 
the proprietor for the use of the Senate, ten thousand copies 
of Hickey’s edition of the Constitution, with an abphabetical 
analysis, Washington’s Inaugural and Farewell Addresses, 
and other important statistical matter illustrative of the ge- 
nius of the American Government, and the development of 
its principles : Provided, that they be furnished at the same 
price as those last procured for the use of the Senate.” 

The question was then stated to be upon its pas- 
sage. p . 

Mr. ATCHISON. This resolution is for the 
purchase of ten thousand copies of the Constitu- 
tion. My recollection is, that we have ordered 
twenty or thirty thousand copies of this work be- 
fore, at different sessions. 1 do not know the ex- 
act number; but I know that I have got tired of 
franking and distributing these books. If this 


resolution has:any other object: than: merely.'to. 
purchase the book for-the: benefit: of the vender, 
cannot perceive it.. For any: such purpose, Ia 
unwilling to’ vote. s ead ee a per, 

Mr. BADGER... The object of purchasing these: 
books: is very obvious. . It is to ‘circulate: them: 
among our. constituents; and I know-of no:book: - 
which either: House of Congress has at-any: time’ 
circulated which is so valuable, and so generally: 
acceptable, and so much desired. by. our constita-: 
ents as this very book. I hope, therefore, the: 
resolution will be adopted. Cage 220 oleh 

Mr. ATCHISON. L fully..admit the value of 
this work. I think I have given evidence of it by 
voting for the purchase of some twenty or thirty 
thousand copies of it before. fa i 

Mr. BADGER. Oh, no; we have never 
chased but fourteen thousand copies of it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well; fourteen thgu- 
sand copies will answer for my purpose... I ac~ 
knowledge the value of the book. I have voted 
for it heretofore, for the benefit of the gentleman 
who compiled the book. But it strikes me that 
the Constitution of the United States is now more 
generally diffused, and more eaaily obtained, than 
any other book -whatsoever.: It prefaces:the con-. 
stitution of every State in the Union; it is:a.part 
of the digest of the laws of every State in-this:, 
Union; and it is to be had, I presume, at-every: 
bookstore in the Union. ed 

ho will get these books, if we purchase these 
ten thousand copies? They must be distributed 
among twenty millions of people. Only a favored 
few will receive them. Like all other documents 
printed for distribution, they will fall into the hands 
of the favored few. Perhaps not one manin five 
hundred will receive a copy of this book. The 
distribution of all’ these books is very partial. I 
think it is time now to stop this book business. 
I thought we had done with it. J thought this 
business had been stopped by alarge, a very large 
vote given at this session. I thought that our re- 
fusal to purchase the work of Aaron H. Palmer 
would put an end to this system of purchasing 
books for distribution. I ask the yeas and nays: 
on the passage of this resolution, that 1 may 
record my vote against it. Dek 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. As the yeas and nays have been 
called, I desire to record my vote in favor of this. 
resolution, We pay ten times what this work: 
will cost in printing and distributing much ‘inferior, 
documents. If Congress. never goes into extrava~ 
gance till it does it in circulating the Constitution 
of the United States among the people,: we shall. 
be a very economical Government, indeed. 

Mr. GWIN. As the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Arcnison] is tired of franking these books, I 
will relieve him of that trouble, if he will only 
furnish me with the books. My country has not 
had these books, and we want our share. 

Mr. WALKER. I believe this book has done 
more good than all the other books that Congress 
has ever printed. I have received letters even. 
from persons in favor of the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege—and: I have received: a great many 
letters on that subject—that have seen this work, 
who say that if the Government would put that 
book in the hands of every citizen of the United, 
States, it would be a benefit; and the post office 
might well. be made to bear the burden of trans- 
porting it. It has been made an exception, I be- 
lieve, in every letter 1 have received on the sub- 
ject of the franking privilege, and | have received 
some violent ones on that subject. It seems to be 
a favorite work. I believe I can say that in Wis- 
consin it has had a good effect on the sentiments 
and political opinions of the people, and has in- 
troduced a high feeling of patriotism wherever it 
has been read. 

Mr. SEWARD, (jocularly.) I suppose this is 
one of the great measures of * pacification.”? : 
Mr. ATCHISON. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as depreciating the value of this book. Not 
by any means. But it is now said, that of all the 
documents Congress has ever printed for distribu- 
tion, this is the most valuable, Tadmit it. But 
this purchasing of books is an abuse. The argu- 
ment is that this is not a great abuse; but I con- 
tend the whole system is an abuse. I admit that 
this is, perhaps, the least abuse that attaches to 
the system of buying and distributing books, for 
Í believe it is the most valuable work we have ever 


pure 


‘distributed. Bat I am unwilling even todiatribute 
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the Constitution of the. United -States among the 
people, because :I consider this book business an 
abuse, As [before observed, the distribution is 
partial. It will fall into the hands of very few, 
and into the hands of those few who, perhaps, 
have ‘already the . Constitution. I know that I 
have received Jetters in regard to this work. -So 
- has every Senator. Every book that is printed 
at the public expense is gratefully received by 
those to whom it is sent, whether it be valuable 
or not: ` 
Mr. BADGER. I desire to add but one re- 
mark. 1am surprised at the zealous opposition 
- made by the Senator from Missouri to the pur- 
chase of a book which he thinks the best which 
Congress has ever circulated. I will merely men- 
tion one fact. I received a letter.from a very in- 
telligent man in North Carolina, to whom I had 
senta copy of this book, in which he expressed 
the opinion that it was not only the most valuable 
book Congress had ever circulated, but that af a 
sufficient number of copies were circulated to put 
it into the hands of every reading man in the | 
country, it would be money well laid out. Tt con- | 
tains not only. the Constitution of the United 
States, which my friend says is printed at the head 
of the digest of the laws of every State, but also a 
compilation of information which { venture to say 
no man ean find in any one private library in the 
United States. If he was to sit down and look 
through all the books, a compilation could not be 
found so carefully made as that put in conjunction 
with the Constitution of the United States in this 


book. 
_ Mr. DICKINSON. This is the only book 
worth one cent ever published by Congress accord- 
ing to my view. It is an exceedingly valuable 
book, and one of the very best compilations for 
public use I ever saw. I cannot vote for this mo- 
tion, because I am determined to vote against all 
Congress ‘books; but I deemed it due to say this 
much; though I have made up my mind to vote 
against the motion. 
The yeas and nays were then taken, and re- 
sulted: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Cass, 
Clarke, Downs, Ewing, Frémont, Greene, Gwin, Hale, 
Jones, Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Walk- 
er, Winthrop, and Yulee—22. 

NAY 3—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwelt, Benton, Chase, Daw- 


gon, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Feteh, 
Hamlin, Husiter, King, Mason, Sebastian, Spruance, Stur- 
_ geon, Turney, Underwood, and Whitcomb—19. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill entitled ‘ An 

ct making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of Jane, 1851, and for other pur- 
poses.” > 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will state, that on looking 
the whole matter over, I am satisfied, from the 

reat number of amendments which gentlemen 
Pave intimated their intention to offer, some of 
them important and complicated, together with the 
other appropriation bills which have not yet come 
to the Senate, that our best energies and attention 
will be tasked to dispose of them during the short 
remaining time of this session. [ donot presume j 
to mark out any course for the Senate, but I trust 
that weshall all act with a view to this state of 
things. 1, for one, will endeavor to do so. 

The PRESIDENT, [Mr. Bexi.} When the | 
Senate postponed this subject on Saturday, the | 
following amendment was under consideration: 
Add after line 261, ‘for the compensation of 
clerks and messengers [in the Department of the | 
Interior} $14,200.” 

Mr. EWING. If] can engage the attention of 
“the Senate for a few moments, I wish to say a few 
words upon that amendment. This bill contains 
no provision for clerks for the Department of the 
Interior. Under an existing law.we have provided | 
for a secretary and a chief clerk, but there is no! 
law providing clerks for the office of the depart- 
ment: There is a proviso contained in the 
deficiency bill that’ was passed last Summer, 
thit this department should take from the other 
de artments and the bureaus, clerks for the office 
prover of the department, so as not to increase the 
number of clerks. The amendment | move is to 
provide by act of Congress for the requisite num- 
ber of clerks for this department, and not send it 
hunting among the other departments fora supply i 
of clerks. We have a communication from the 


late Secretary of the Interior, Mr. MeKennan, in 
which he says he has applied to the other depart- 
ments for clerks, and finds that they have none 
that they can spare him; and we know very well 
that since the passage of that proviso, there have 
been a number of clerks voted by Congress to the 


other departments—evidence enough that they 


have no clerks to spare. But under that proviso 
they will be obliged to surrender a portion of their 
clerks to this department. And what is to be its 
effect? It is a clumsy proceeding—exceedingly. 
so. This department has its clerks. They were 
employed temporarily, and, as has been truly said 
by the chairman of the Finance Committee, they 
were employed without any provision of Congress 
for their employment, and they were paid, not out 
of the public Treasury, but they were paid tempo- 
rarily upon individual responsibility. Congress, 


! however, has voted a.sum of money sufficient for 


their payment, and they are now, or were up to 
the 30th June, employed under the provision of 
that deficiency bill. ‘Since that time, or since a 
few days subsequent to it, I know nothing about 
them. I believe the same clerks are there under 
the same engagement. Now, what is to be the 
operation of this proviso? Congress here gives 


| no clerks to the Department of the Interior—none 


atall. They are directed to take their clerks from 
the other departments, or from the bureaus. An 
application must be made to the President, and he 
must direct the other departments to surrender to 
this department.a given number of clerks, as many 
as will be sufficient to get along with. Now, 
what will be the effect upon the public business? 
Every one of the clerks sent over from the other 
departments will be utterly incompetent and unfit 
for the duties which will be assigned to him, ex- 
cept for copying. The men who are in that de- 
partment are disciplined to their duty; they know 
what they have to do; they have the routine of 
the business of the office; they are acquainted with 
the files and with the books, and can transact the 
business of the department. But the men sent 
over from the other departments cannot do it at 
all, and it will take twice the number and twice the 
labor on the part of the head of the department to 
get along with the business, that it will if you will 
authorize him to employ his clerks and to retain the 
clerks that he has got, who, whatever may be said 
on the subject, are all highly competent and indus- 
trious men—-not a drone amongst them—who work 
as maby hours a day as any man ought to work, 
and do the business of the department ¢fficiently. 

‘The actual operation of the proviso will be this: 
the other departments will be directed to surrender 
a given number of clerks. They will be sent over 
to the Department of the Interior, and the moment 
they are sent over there they will be dismissed, 
and the clerks now engaged will be employed in 
their places. The effect of it is nothing more than 
this, that the other heads of departments are re- 
quired to dismiss each a given number of clerks. 
You have been appointing an additional number 
of clerks, and now you direct the heads of depart- 
ments to dismiss a number by transferring them 
to the Department of the Interior, for there they 
will be dismissed, and the men now engaged in 
the business will be employed. That will be the 
operation, and it appears to me it will be a very 
clumsy operation, and not the way to get along 
with the public business, if we really wish it to be 
done. If the Senate do not desire the business to 
be done, this isa most effectual way of prevent- 
ing it. I move the amendment, and if it prevails 
I shall move to repeal’that proviso in the deficien- 
cy bill, and that will set all things ngbt. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I shall oecupy no time, be- 


! cause I wish to have the Senate pronounce its 


judgment at once. The transfer of clerks was 
contemplated by the bill originally, and the Com- 


mittee on Finance, so far as they took action, tried | 


to keep up the theory of the construction of this 
department in practice. I know it is a small bus- 
iness to oppose the increase of clerks. I would 
rather give all the clerks asked for than resist it. 
My opinion is that many of the clerks are not suffi- 
ciently paid. Hf I ever tive to be here another ses- 
sion I will try to inform myself on the subject, 
and to give more efficiency in this department of 
the public service. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, but E will not oc- 
cupy more time about it. The Senate have heard 
my remarks, and they have heard his, and I hope 
they will proceed to vote. Sy 


Mr: GWIN: 


ia most regular manner. 


-Í shall vote for this amendmén 
increase the-number of clerks: : {fall the legistas. 
tion for the State-of California is done this session: 
which is absolutely required by the interests of 
that State, the business will be accumulated in the 
Department of the Interior to such‘an-extent'as to’ 
require the number of clerks -asked for by the 
Senator from Ohio. 1 shall therefore vote forthe | 
amendment, as I think the increase indispensably. 
‘necessary. : Ear EAR 
The amendment -was adopted: =i. 


Mr. EWING. 1 have an amendment to offer, 
which. follows as a necessary sequence’ to the one 
which has been already adopted on my motion. 
It is as follows: ae 

« Provided, ‘That the first proviso in the act of May as, 
1850, entitled “An act to supply deficiencies in-the appro- 


, priations for the public service for the fiscal, year ending gth 


of June, 1850,7 be and the same is hereby repealed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS moved to add after Tine 563, ‘for 
the salary of an additional clerk in the Attorney 
General's office, $2,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. May 


Mr. BENTON moved to amend by adding the 
following: 

« For continuing and completing the experiments to test 
the capacity and usefulness of the electro-magnetic power, 
as a mechanical agent, for the purposes of navigation and 
locomotion, and the probable cost of using the same mi 
driving a ship at sea, a boat on a river, or a raifroad ear, or 
either of them, with an engine of one bundred horse power, 
according to the invention of Professor Page, the sam of 
$46,000, including the balance remaining from the appropri- 
ation of March 3, 1849, for the same object; to be expended 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Navy, in 
making practical experiments of said invention aecording to 
the plan to be prepared and conducted by Professor Page; 
and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to allow ‘to the 
said Professor Page a compensation for bis services in giving 
bis whole time to such experiments, a sum equal to the pay 
of ah examining clerk in the Patent Office.” 


Mr. BENTON. Ido not propose to say any- 
thing in favor of that resolutfon, because the sub- 
ject of it has spoken best for itself. Professor 
Page brought his machine into Washington city 
about two months ago, and exhibited it for four suc- 
cessive evenings, that all persons might come and 
examine it, the learned and the unlearned, the 
mechanical and those who are not mechanical. 


| Besides that, he has had his machine subject to 


inspection at his own house, two or three miles 
out of the city, almost every evening since, and 
a great many persons, members of Congress and 
others, have been out to see it. Fdo not propose 
to say anything more“about it than to explain the 
amendment. ‘The amendment is’ a continuation , 
of the appropriation adopted at the last session of 
Congress, when the sum of $20,000. was appropri- 
ated for these experiments, the money to be ex-: 
pended and applied, as this amendment proposes, 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Navy. Professor Page was -then, and now is, a 
clerk in the Patent Office. Like many other: 
persons in our country he has to sapport his. 
family by following some pursuit. Everything, 
then, that he has done under that $20,000 appro- 
priation has been done in the evening, after six 
hours’ service in the Patent Office, from nine’in 
the morning till three in the afternoon. He had 
then in this interval—after six hours’ work in the 
Patent Office, and the hardest kind of work; for 
he is one of the examiners-—brought up his en- 
gine from one-third of a horse-power to about 
four horse power, at the time it was exhibited at 
the Smithsonian Institution, and to about seven 
ang a half now. Thatis to say, the same eapa- 
city which at the Smithsonian Institution gave that 
four horse power. That is the progress made 
since that time, and that is the progress now 
going on. He has been confirmed in a principle 
of the greatest. moment, in any invention where 
power is fo be used for the propulsion or moving 
of anything. I will state it in his own words: 
“ I demonstrated the important principle that the 
power is in the duplicate ratio of the battery 
employed.” Which means, | suppose, that. when 
he has added the power of one horse to the. bat- 
tery he has gained the power of two in the oper- 


gation. 


Of the appropriation of $20.000 at the last ses- 
sion there is but $6,000 remaining. © The account 
for the whole has been settled at the Treasury in 
g The appropriation now 
asked for is $40,000, in addition to the $6,000 re- 
maining. Professor Page télls* me that with the, 
balance remaining, from the advance which he hag 
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madé, he expects to'be'able to run acaron a rail- 
road of ten. or twelve! horse power, and that he 
will actually ran it. The $40,000 is for a larget 
experimentan experiment either upon a ship 
employed ip carrying merchandise or upon æ ship” 
of war, and he has reduced it to: the smallest 
amount sufficient for that purpose. gg 

The amendment of this session differs-only from 
the one which I offered. a year ago,-and which 
was adopted Hast session by both Houses of Con- 
gress, in authorizing the Secretary: of the Navy to 
compensate Professor Page for his personal labor, 
on condition of his giving his whole. time to the 
experiments. He tells me that if that is done he 
will resign his.clerkship and devote his whole time 
to it; but if that is not done he has to support his 
family and must retain his clerkship, and can only 
give his evenings, after six hours’ work in the Pat- 
ent Office, to it. 

Mr. President, the experiments of Professor 
Page have been subjected to every kind of test. 
Mechanics have examined them, scientific men have 
examined them, and they have been the subject of 
an examination in an assemblage of scientific men 
at New Haven, in Connecticut, a short time since. 

. On that occasion Professor Silliman, the elder, so 
well known to the scientific world, stated a very 
remarkable fact with respect to Professer Page. 
He said, “That some fifteen years ago Dr. Page, 
“then quité.a youth, brought. to his laboratory a 
‘miniature model of his engine, and“that he (Pro- 
$ fessor S.) indulged at that time high hopes of this 
‘invention. From the great progress made in so 
t short a time, and from what he now saw and 
t beard, he believed great results would fow from 
tjt” 

Mer. President, it was, { believe, the great Sir 

- Isaac Newton who, speaking of his own discovery, 
and those of other eminent men, said that it wasa 
great mistake to suppose that any great discoverer 
or great inventor conceived all at once, or discov- 
ered all at once, the great principle or the great ob- 
ject for which he was in search; but that he began 
with having: a mere glimmering of it, a dubious 
view. of something, which, being. pursued, ex 

anded and matured until vast results, flowed from 

„it. That seems to have been the case with Pro- 
fessor Page, who, fifteen years ago, when a mere 
boy, carried his invention to Professor Silliman, 
and then excited hopes in Professor Silliman’s 
mind which he is proud to say are now wholly:con- 
firmed. 

. Professor Johnson remarked that— 

“ Professor Page had paid too much for his zinc, and that 
bis horse-power ought to be ten cents instead of twenty 
cents. Atah events, a great advance had been made; for 
in Europe the cost of this power has been fixed at fifty times 
that of steam under the most favorable circumstances; that 
is the highest price of steam and the lowest of magnetic 
power.” , 

Professor Page has brought them down to about 
equal, and when everything elseis considered it 
will be infinitely the cheapest. : 

I refer to one single.case now, and that isin dis- 
pensing with the use of these chimneys, which run 
up from every steamboat, which entirely prevent 

. their being employed in some places‘on account of 
bridges, and in others produce great inconvenience. 
If this power was used, there would be no such 
obstacle: Professor Johnson went on to remark 
that it was free.from the dangers attending the use. 
of steam. Professor Henry, well known to us all, 
the secretary of: the Smithsonian Institution— 

“t Said he had witnessed: with great interest Dr. Page’s ex- 
periments before the Smithsonian Institution, and was much 
delighted with the ingenuity exhibited in overcoming difi- 
culties heretofore existing. Dr. Page had produced by far 
the most poweriul electro-maguétic engine ever made within 
his knowledge.” 

‘We may say, then; that it is the most powerful 
in the world; for I believe that Professor Henry 
khows all that there are in the world. Professor 
Pierce, of Harvard University— i 

` & Said that this mode of measuring the power was entirely 

correct, and the best that could have been adopted by Dr. 
Page for the purpose. It was better than raising a weight, 
asit enabled him to work his engine for several hours under 
the load, and thereby‘aseertain the cost. It was the mode 
most commonly practiced -for. measuring the power of er- 
gines. He felt astonishment and great delight at the results 
Obtained by Dr. Page. It was truly a great result to raise 
three hundred pounds of iron by magnetism through such a 
distancé, and keep it in such’ rapid ‘motion. This experi- 
ment alone: carried conviction.” 


“will state, Mr. President, that I was one of || 


the committee to whom was’ referred’ the memo- 
rial of Professor Morse, at- the timé- that he ap- 
plied to Congress for some assistanee’to “enable 


| such an appropriation. 


him tó complete’ his experiment for the electro- | 


magnetic telegraph; ‘that wonderful: piece of ` rma- 
chinery, which is now spread over the continent, 
which goes fromthe Atlantic high up on the Mis- 
souri, and which strikes the Mississippi at various 
points, from its mouth to near the Falls of St. 
Anthony; that great machinery was then exhibited 
in one of the committee rooms of this Capitol. 
We saw it in ity seminal principle in the commit- 
tee room, and although I was oneof those who 
concurred in the report that the Government 
should extend to Professor Morse $30,000 for the 
purpose of enabling him to make his experiments, 
yet I had no idea at. that time that piece of ma- 
chinery, worked over the committee room, was 
to be worked over the entire continent, and to en- 
able us to converse with each other at a distance 
of thousands of miles. Congress gave the $30,000, 
and the result is known. We ask now for 
$40,000 to make a trial of this great power on a 
scale commensurate to the business purposes of 
life, to commerce, and to war, 

Mr. CASS. This gabject was up, not merely 


in connection with this point, but generally, some. 


year or two ago; and then I entertained an inten- 
tion, which I regret I did not follow up, to call 
on the Executive Government for a statement of 
the sums expended in abortive experiments. I 
believe it would be found to amount to a fearful 
sum. I am utterly opposed to the policy, though 
I am ready to acknowledge the value of the ex- 
periment. I trust that it will prove successful; 
but I believe the Government should be the Jast 
agent to interfere with these matters, and that 
they should be left to individual enterprise. If 
we are to meddle in this case, why not in every 
other by which science and the arts are to be pro- 
moted? It is not one of the functions of the Gov- 
ernment. If the idea shall be carried into effect, 
let it be patented; and if we desire to avail our- 
selves of it we can pay for it, as others would. 
Let it be left to individual enterprise, where\it may 
be most safely left. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I doubt very 
much the propriety, and indeed the power, to make 
I doubted its propriety 
when the first appropriation was made. _ It will be 
seen that the increase of the appropriation asked 
for is quite as rapid as the increase of the power 
described by the Senator from Missouri. Twenty 
thousand dollars was first given for experiments, 
and $40,000 is asked now to carry them out; and 
the next session, perhaps, $80,000 will be asked to 
apply them. Where does Congress get the power 
to make this appropriation? for that is the question 
we should ask ourselves in the exercise of our Je- 
gislative power over any subject. It is surely not 
in the Constitution, and I know no other source of 


j power to which Congress can apply. The Con- 


stitution gives Congress power ‘to promote the 
progress of science and useful arts, by securing, 
for limited times, to authors and inventors the ex- 
clusive right to their respective writings and dis- 
coveries.”? That was the whole grant of the Con- 
stitution. To carry out that grant we established 
a Patent Office, and grant patents and copyrights, 


| and the exclusive right: to books and discoveries, 


But, sir, the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is to make this Government, not the guar- 
dian of the rights of authors and. discoverers, but 


the patron of arts and inventions. We are torun | 


the hazard of the utility of a supposition of some 
inventor, and appropriate the money, without the 
possibility of deriving that benefit from it which 
every capitalist requires in his own case. Indeed, 
I see no limit. The Senator from Missouri very 
graphically described the thirsty craving of the 
sand that was going to drink up the water drawn 
from the reservoirs on the Ohio; but the thirst of 
the sand would be- quenched when kept covered 
with water, and they would not demand further 
drink; but how, and in what mode, can we sup- 
press the constant uprising of inventors to demand 
appropriations from Congress? It may come to 
pass that speculating men, chevaliers d'industrie; 
will seek-it as a mode of drawing money from the 
Treasury, without any expectation that their ex- 
periments would succeed. Are we to sit here asa 
body of examiners, to ascertain the merits and to 
decide upon the probability of each proposition 
submitted, and: determine whether we shall ad- 
vance money upon it or not? Surely this would 
be diverting us from our legitimate course; and 
surely, too, the whole matter is in direct violation 


of. the. constitutional: provision: “But + th 
question of. merit, | deny -nothing:-to. Professor: 
Page for any invention or discovery: whith Fsups: 
pose he may- claim; but it must be recollected thate. 
this. invention was: familiar.tothe country: some 
years ago, when an obscure: blacksmith, U-think, 
from Vermont exhibited a little model:«machine ini 
the. various’ cities in- the: northeastern: part-of th 
United States. ` As long: ago:as-the’ winter of 1837 
I saw it worked. by: this: very mode of’apphing 
electro-magnétic power.’ But, sir; there is another: 
idea; and the public press; in recent articles; must 
have attracted the attention of every Senator to: it. 
A young. man, known a few years‘ago very: fav: 
ably as an artist and painter ‘of: portraits and:his« 
torical pieces, has for years been. experimenting: 
upon this same subject: He has made: an engine: 
in Baltimore; and, if we may credit the statement’ 
in regard to it, he has obtained a, higher. power 
than has Professor Page. Poor and friendless, he 
yet struggled alone, and against Professor Page" 
with an appropriation of $20,000 from the Gov- 
ernment to aid him. Some time ago he filed his’ 
caveat in the Patent Office for his invention, and 
since then he has been perfecting it, with a view 
to obtain a patent. : Now,:-he nas atleast: the-right:: 
to ask from Congress: “ hands-off,” and-that, in 
this fair struggle between rival genius, he:may, be: 
allowed, poor and without aid, to enter ‘the contest. 
with Professor Page to the final goal of a: patenti» 
If Congress, however, shall decide to make: this~ 
appropriation, I claim’ that he shall be: put.on an: 
equality; but I make no such claim now, for Lam 
opposed to the whole principle of voting money 
for any species of experiments, and particularly at 
this time, when we see that the first abuse leads.to 
such results. i 

Mr. BENTON. I wish to say but a. word. 
Professor Page, in the year 1839, got about as: 
far, I believe, as any other experimenter has. 
yet gone. He has since abandoned the princi- 
ple upon which he was acting then, and adopted 
another, in which, I apprehend, he has gone. 
farther than any one has yet gone;. and it. is: 
one which makes the results of what he is now. 
doing far beyond in value anything. that could 
be derived in value from the old principle. The 
old way is described in Professor Silliman’s 
Journal for 1839. But, without going into that 
matter, I may say that Professor Page had long 
had this thing before Congress—long enough to` 
have enabled every member and the whole ‘publ 
to have judged of it for themselves. Before ‘the’ 
appropriation was asked at the last session, he 
exhibited his engine in this city, to everybody. A 
committee of Congress was appointed to go and 
examine it, and upon the report of that committee 
$20,000 was appropriated. Since that time he has 
carried on his experiments under the supervision 
of the Secretary of the Navy, so that everything 
he has been doing since that time has been sub- 
jected to the eye of authority, and that authority 
‘an officer of the Government. Besides that, he-has. 
on all occasions submitted’ his experiments, to the 
| examination of every. member of. Congress who 
might choose: to go and look ‘at them. He has 
therefore brought forward his invention ina way 
to claim the highest sariction that could be'claimed 
for it. With respect to future appropriations, the.. 
amendment itself is distinct and specific. What 
is now asked is, to try the experiment upon a scale 
commensurate with some of the great purposes of 
life. The $40,000 is to prepare a vessel and apply 
that power to it, and run it, if it can be run, so ag 
to decide the question. And E think the magni- 
| tude of the object requires that it should be placed 
beyond a doubt one way or the other. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Irise to state a fact, and to. 
ask a vote on this question. I have just received 
a letter from one of my constituents in New York,. . 
whose character is well vouched for, asking me to 
endeavor to get an appropriation for him: for. ex 
periments in a valuable invention and discovery, he 
has made in regard to steam engines. He cites 
the fact that Professor Page received.an-approprla~ 
tion of $20,000 last year, as a precedent for the: 
enpro prison which he asks to be made to him- 
| self. ; oe 
Mr. FOOTE. After what. my. colleague hasi 
said, I deem it unnecessary to go elaborately into 
this subject. I certainly concur with him in every- 
thing he has said, both as regards. the impolicy of 
this appropriation, and the nierits of one of our 
sconstituents, of whom-he has spoken so favorably. 
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I must say, also, that, although. I.voted for the 
former appropriation for this purpose, I have been 
dissatisfied with myself. ever since; for I think it 
was the.most wasteful expenditure of public money 
ina small. way this Government has ever prac- 
tised within my recollection; and a repetition of the 
act would-be marked: with exceeding folly and in- 
discretion... I therefore cannot vote for this amend- 
ment. J heard Professor Page lecture twice, and 
Ido not. wish to call in question his ability and 
capacity as a lecturer, a man of science, or asa 
gentleman. I-heard him when he lectured in the 
hearing of. the committee, and I heard him only a 
few weeks ago, and my own opinion is, that- he is 
not much better informed on the subject now than he 
was a year or two ago. At any rate, I listened to 
his last lecture with less interest and no more edi- 


fication than t did to his first; and during the whole | 


of that lecture I was lamenting that I had ever 
concurred in an appropriation of money to enable 
him to indulge in a course of experiments which 
seem to attract the admiration of some gentlemen 
in so. especial a manner. 

I do. trust that the Senate will not again throw 
away any of the public money in that manner. We 
had an understanding a few weeks ago that all our 
past follies in this line were hereafter to be avoided; 
and, although we had been hitherto extravagant 
in the publication of books, maps, &c., that here- 
after itis our design to reform ourselves in that 
respect, and to avoid the unnecessary waste of 
the public money which had heretofore been prac- 
ticed. 


Mr. GWIN. I recollect that when I was a 
member of the other House, some eight years ago, 
a proposition was brought up to give to Professor 
Morse $30,000 to make experiments in his electro- 
magnetic telegraph; and we heard then just about 
the same train of remark in opposition to it as has 
been indulged in by the Senator from Mississippi 
on this occasion. It has proved, however, to be 
one of the most valuable and important discoveries 
of the age, and one which I believe would not 
have been put in operation for years had the Gov- 
ernment not then assisted him. Therefore, with 
this example before me, I shall vote for the small 
appropriation which is here proposed. 


Mr. FOOTE. My friend from California will 
allow me to say that he cannot draw any analogy 
between the present case and the one to which he 
alludes, unless he is prepared to say that he has 
good reason to believe, from some scrutiny he has 
made, that a similar success will be arrived at in 
this instance as in the other. There were great 
doubts entertained then, and that I understand to 
be the only circumstance, in the estimation of my 
friend from California, which authorizes the least 
appearance of analogy in the two cases. Then, 
according to my friend’s rule of action, all that is 
necessary is to propose any subject for experi- 
ments, in regard to the successful issue of which 
there are great doubts, and he will feel bound to 
vote for the appropriation, because, perchance, it 
may result as in the instance of Professor Morse. 
I wish to have some probable reason, at least, for 
voting away the public money, and L have heard 
no good reason given yet for this appropriation. 

I have asserted, certainly with great sincerity, 
that, from the examination I have given to this 
matter during the last twelve months, and from 
hearing two of Professor Page’s lectures, one more 
than a year ago,and the other more recently, 
(neither of which my friend from California could 
have heafd,) I have become satisfied that the ori- 
ginal appropriation was wholly improper and un- 
wise, and has resulted in no advantage to the 
country; and [believe this appropriation will be 
attended with like results precisely. I consider it 


a very bad precedent; and, indeed, I wish we had | 


never thrown away any of the public money here- 
tofore in the publication of books, maps, &e. I 
_. am sorry that the example was ever set, and I am 

` sorry that it was ever followed up so unwisely and 
so extravagantly. I am very glad that sundry 
efforts have already been made to reform us in that 
particular; and, as consistent men, who wish to 
act on this great principle of fragality, which has 
so suddenly beamed on the understanding of some 
Senators, I must regret that they do not exhibit a 
little more consistency than is apparent in their 
present conduct. 


The amendment was rejected. i 
Mr. PEARCE. Iam directed by the Commit- 


in at the 53d line 3d. page, as follows: - Le 

« For the purchase. of -books fòr tbe library of the Treas- 
ury Department, $1,000; for the purchas“ of a library, to be 
preserved in the Executive Mansion, $2,000; and the Joint 
Committee on the Library of Congress are‘ hereby author- 
ized: to supply the said libraries with any duplicates of pub- 
lie documents which can.be spared from the public collec- 
tions in the Library of Congress or-elsewhere.” . 


this amendment. The Treasury Department has 
already a library, although until recently it was 
not organized, and no person was engaged to take 
charge of it. It includes many books which are 
unfit to be there, and there are many deficiencies 
which should be supplied. Many of the sets of 
law books and public documents there are also im- 


such as ought to be there for the information of the 
head of the department. The present Secretary is 
one not disposed to appropriate money for the pur- 
chase of books which, although quite proper fora 
general library, would be wholly unfit for such a 
library as the department requires. He merely 
desires to complete the sets of books already there, 


serviceable and valuable to the department. 

, With regard to the Executive Mansion, not a 
book, not even a Bible, has been furnished it by 
the Government. And when the President holds 
a Cabinet council, there is not even a volume of 
the laws there to which reference can be had, and 


offices to obtain the books to which they must from 
necessity be obliged to resort in aid of their con- 
sultations. I hope, therefore, there will be no ob- 
jection to the amendment. f 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. PEARCE. I have an amendment that I 
wish to have inserted after the 80Ist line: 

“For the relief of Stephen N. Weauns, late consul of the 
United States at Guatemata, and to enable him to procure a 
passage home, $],200, to be expended under the direction of 
the State Department.” . 

This is a peculiar case, which I will briefly 
state to the Senate. This gentleman was ap- 


has remained ever since. Recently, during the 
revolutionary struggles in that country, a party 
of the rebels broke into his house and destroyed, 
or very much damaged, all the remaining prop- 
erty he had, which was a plantation devoted to 
the production of cochineal. He was obliged, 
therefore, being thus despoiled, to sell his planta- 
tion for what he could get, which was barely suf- 
ficient to pay his debts, and he is there now, des- 
titute, with no means to enable him to return to 
the United States. This depredation was not 
made by the Government troops, but it appears 
from the correspondence of the State and Navy 


and afterwards the Government troops took it 
and divided it among themselves. The Secretary 
of State has requested the Secretary of the Navy 
to furnish w passage home for this gentleman, in 
some national vessel, but he is unable to get 
away to any port on‘the Pacificor the Atlantic 
coast, and he must remain in something worse 


| nish him the means of getting away. As he was 
| a public functionary, and as his case is a very pe- 
“culiar one, and one of great hardship, | hope the 


priation of $1,200. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNEY. I wish to offer an amendment, 
to come in after line 267: 
: oS That the assistant messengers, laborers, and packers 
| of the General Land Office shall, from and after the lst of 
: July, 1850, receive at the rate of $500 per annum for their 
į services.” 


They are not enabled to live and support their 
families upon that sum. They are poor and wor- 
thy persons, and render important service, re- 


» ceiving less, perhaps, than any persons in the ser- 


vice of the Government. I think such a compen- 
sation should be allowed them as will enable them 
to support and educate their families. 

Mr. EWING. 
adopted. Iam satisfied that the pay of these la- 
boring men is too small. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I wish to say that that sub- 
| ject came only partially under the notice of the 


| committee; but Il was satisfied that these men were 


tee on the Library: to.offeran amendment, to come: 
I beg leave to state very briefly the reasons for-| 
perfect, and there are wanted works on statistics, | 


and to purchase such books of statistics as will be | 


the members of it are obliged to run round to their | 


pointed a consul at Guatemala, in 1839, where he | 


Departments that the rebels took the property, | 


Senate will not refuse to make this small appro- | 


b 
These officers now receive $350 or $400 a year. į 
iN 


than durance vile, unless Government shall fur- |i 


| Mr. DICKINSON. 
į 


‘making the allowances ‘relatively juat-in-all 
“was one. great reason why the ‘committee did. 
change the-present salaries. 1:do not think: the 
amount proposed is too high; but I-would: prefer~ . 
that the matter should be left ull: a-scale:can-be 
adopted which: will. be -more-applicable, 1 
not, however, oppose.the amendment. © tas 

Mr. WALKER. $ wish to add; in a proper, 
„place in that amendment, the; words, and the’: 
watchmen of the various departmenta? 0 oy accs 

Mr, ‘TURNEY. . This amendment relates only.: 
to the Land Office. 


The. amendment of the Sen»: 
ator from Wisconsin should go into, some general. 
provision. : 

Mr. WALKER. 
ment. ; ; DETA ot 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was adopted. ` 


Mr. CLARKE. | wish to offer a small amend- 
ment to come in at line 169: 
| _ “For repairing and painting the custom-house at Provi- 
| dence, in the State of Rhode Island, $},000.”” 
I hold in my hand a letter from the collector 
there, which I will read. N i 
Mr. DICKINSON. Ob, no, there will be no 
objection to that appropriation. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARKE. I have another amendment: 

«For improving the grounds of Lafayette- Square, and 
fencing the same, $3,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United States.” . Died 

It is well known to every gentleman who is ac- 
quainted with the condition of that. square that it 
requires some improvement, The fence is. in a 
bad condition. The ground is like acow pasture, 
and should be improved in some way. Itis the 
purpose of an association here to erect an eques- 
trian statue to General Andrew Jackson, and to 
place it in that square; and it is necessary that 
something of the kind proposed by this amend- 
ment should be done. The Committee on Public 
Buildings have assented to the proposition. 

Mr. DICKINSON. | do not wish to oppose , 
this amendment, but I wish to say that l am will- 
i ing to move the dirt once a year, and take it to a 
different place, and the next year to move itagain; 
but I am not willing to move it twice a year. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. HUNTER. Lam requested by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings to offer the following 
amendment: 

« For the compensation of a clerk for th 
of Public Buildings, $800.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. Lam also instructed by the 
Committee on Public Buildings to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at line 1147: 

“ And for defraying such expenses as may have been in- 
curred by materials procured or labor applied towards the 
west wing, prior to the 15th of May last, and for such mate- 
rials or labor as may have been since procured or applied for 
the security of the old building.” : 

An appropriation of $110,000 was made in the 
deficiency bill for the erection of the eastern wing 
of the Patent Office. It is now proposed to appro- 
; priate a small sum in addition to that, to be applied 
i to keeping up the foundation of the main building 
on the west wing. 


Twill. withdraw the amend- 


e Commissioner 


I do not object to that part 
| which goes to pay for a debt actually incurred. I 
i do not know of any use to which this wing is to be 
| put. It was put there without any authority of 


f 
{ 
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i 
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i 


I hope the amendment will be |; 


not all of them adequately paid. . The difficulty of || following item: 


d 


{ 
it 
| 


law, and the Commissioner of Patents said it was 
| of no use for the purposes of that building. Now 
this is to be applied to hold the other building up, . 


‘and it is the first use that I have ever heard of its 


being put to. If the amendment is so drawn as to 
go no further than to be applied te. holding the 
uilding up, I will withdraw my-objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will inform the Senator from 
| New York that it is so drawn as to'be applied to 
that only. ia 
| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
t 


Mr. STURGEON. I have an amendment, 
: which I wish to insert-at the end of line 157; ° 


« And for additional compensation to the messenger of 
i said Solicitor, (of the ‘Treasury ,] $200.” i 


1 would state that the messenger in this case re- 

| ceives $200 less than any messenger about the de~ 

| partment. It is only bringing up his salary equal 

| to that of the other messengers, making it $700. 
The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. |i moveio:strike out the 


| 
H 
H 
i 
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ae 


f 


New York the application of a rule different from | 


_ > York is in the city of. Utica, 
ator will hardly 
. of the court is 80 


“-paanently,:and have been ever since. my recollec- 


-rooms in the City Hall in said city, about to’ be erected, as 


“votes taken the other day, we refused to make 


“In my State we furnish court-rooms for the United 


‘ant point, 


` modations than can be procured for double or per- 


st To enable the Secretary. of the Interior to take @ per- 
pëtual lease to the United States from the city of Utica, New- 
York, free of taxes or other charges of any sort, so many 


ray. be necessary for the. proper accommoiation of. the 
United States district and circuit courts, holden in said city, 
and their officers, $12,000: Provided, That no part of this: 
appropriation shalt be paid until it shall be certified by the 
justices of said circuit court that the said rooms arè ‘provi- 
ded and the said lease made.”? 


ae es 
< Allow me to say to the Senate, that from the 
appropriations for the. erection of court-houses. 
This is a very large and important subject, and I 
think that when we are. upoù it, we should em- 
brace in our action all the States in this Union. 


States without compensation. It is done elsewhere, 
and. { think the subject is of such magnitude that 
when we act upon it we should apply the same 
rule to all the States in the Union. I hope, there- 
fore, considering the votes that the Senate has 
already given, that we will not commence this sys- 
tem..by piecemeal, by retaining this provision in | 
the bill; but that we shall strike it out, and let 
New York and all the States rest upon the same 
basis till we act upon some general system. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This clause is as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 1t was placed, 
there upon due consideration, and I hope it will 
not be stricken out. Ido not desire to ask for 


that which is applied to other States or places 
where the same amount of business is done re- | 
quiring such accommodations for the courts of the | 
United States. This is an appropriation for a per- 
manent lease of a court-room. Utica is one of the 
most important places in the State of New York. 
Itis well known that in that great commercial 
State, with an extensive frontier and long line of 
custom-houses, there is a great deal of business in ° 
the United States courts. This isa very import- 
and as the appropriation has been in- 
serted in the bill I hope it will be retained. I do 
not wish to ask for New York more than for other |; 
States similarly situated. We are making appro- 
priations for custom-houses and court-rooms in 
other States, and I see no reason why this should | 
not be retained in this bill. © 

Mr: EWING. It appears that the city of Utica 
is about building a City Hall and offers to accom- 
modate the Unjted States perpetually on having 
this appropriation made. This is the cheapest pos- 
sible mode in which the United States can be ac- 
commodated with rooms of this kind. They will 
have not only court-rooms, but all other necessary 
rooms, and they will have fire-proof offices for the 
security of the papers, custom-house bonds, and 
all other papers necessary to be secured for the 
benefit of the United States. An appropriation of 
this small amount now will procure better accom- 


haps treble the amount a few years hence. 

Mr. BADGER. I feel reluctantly compelled to 
vote for this motion of my friend from Kentucky. 
Lunderstood the Senate to decide the other day, 
upon an application made by the Senator from 
Alabama for an appropriation of $15,000 for the 
erection of a court-house for the use of the United 
States in Montgomery, Alabama, that they would 
not undertake the building of court-houses for the 
accommodation of the United States. Now, it | 
strikes. me that this. arrangement for a perpetual 
lease is another, and to my judgment, an objec- 
tionable form of making a purchase. I would a 
great deal rather, if we do it at all, that the United 
States should build the court-houses which these 
officers are to use, than to enter into any arrange- 
ment by which we are to lease perpetually any 
building erected by State authority. And permit | 
me to say, that I think the fact that Utica is a rich į 
and flourishing and advancing town in the great- 
est-and richest State in the Union, an additional | 
reason why the United States should not be re- | 
quired to pay for these accommodations, which 
are elsewhere furnished without this expense. I 
see no reason for this discrimination, or why we 
should refuse $15,000 to Montgomery and give 
$12,000 to Utica to get a perpetual lease. j 

Mr. DICKINSON. Í wish to say that the 
clerk’s office of the Northern District of New 
and I think the Sen- 
find a place where the business 
large as in that district. All the 
papers. belonging to that district are kept here per- | 


| nothing more safe than a perpetual lease, because 


tion, « The amount of interest: will be less than 
the annual rent now paid, and I-can conceive of 


‘such arrangements are made as to have fire-proof j 
buildings for all the papers, and they will be safe’ 
from fire and robbery. . It is not long since, in the | 
city of New York; very important papers con- 
nected with a criminal prosecution were stolen and 
carried away, to the great detriment of the public 
interest and public justice. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say a word with 
regard to this amendment, because perhaps I may 
be expected to do so. The laws of the United 
States require that the office of the clerk for the 
northern district of New York shall be kept at 
Utica. It is kept in a chamber overa merchant’s 
store-room, in a block of buildings in the commer- 
cial part of the city, where it is much exposed to 
danger from fires. It is kept there, because it is 
economical to take an upper room, thus situated, 
instead of a separate building. And for that ac- 
commodation the United States have, ever since 
the clerk’s office was established, paid rent under 
a lease. The simple question in this case ‘is, 
whether there is gain in substituting a perpetual 
lease, by paying a sum as a principal, the interest 
of which would amount to what is now paid, year 
by year for rent for the use of buildings. less 
secure, and,with less perfect accommodations than 
we may obtain by this appropriation. I think 
this case justifies the proposed appropriation. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The section of the bill pro- 
posed to be stricken out, is couched in a little dif- i 
ferent language from the two amendments which | 
were offered on Saturday last, and which were vo- 
ted down by a decided majority. The principle, | 
however, is decidedly the same. This amend- 
ment asks for an appropriation of $12,000 for the 
purchase of a perpetual lease. One amendment ; 
which was offered on Saturday asked for an ap- | 
propriation of $15,000 to be applied to the build- 
ing of a court-house in the city of Montgomery, | 
Alabama. They are exactly the same in princi- 
ple, although somewhat different in their phrase- 
ology. Now, I can fully appreciate all the objec- 
tions which have been urged against having the | 
public archives in the possession of private indi- | 
viduals, and in private houses. I admit that it is 
a great inconvenience, and I could wish the evil to 
be remedied. But if gentlemen propose to reme- 
dy it by the purchase of perpetual leases, and by 
incurring the expense of erecting buildings for 
court-houses wherever a Federal court is held, I 
think they will find that it cannot be done. Gen- 
tlemen may rely upon it, however, that whenever | 
an appropriation is made for the purchase of a 
perpetual lease in the State of New York for such | 
a purpose, a similar claim will come from every 
State of the Union, and be pressed here upon this ; 
precedent. And so it ought to be. If the great | 
and wealthy State of New York is entitled to have 
an appropriation of this sort, with how much more ; 
propriety may the Western States, which are | 
young, and comparatively poor, ask for similar | 

t 
| 


appropriations. Asl said on Saturday, I am op- 
posed to the principle in toto; but if it is to become | 
a precedent in regard to any State of the Union, l 
can present as strong reasons in favor of my State 
as can be presented in favor of any other. Gen- | 
tlemen urge that we are paying rents for buildings 
in which to hold our courts, and for offices in 
which to lodge the public papers. If the owners 
of buildings in New York that are used for these 
purposes, are getting rents, they fare infinitely 
better than they do in my State. I am opposed 
to this amendment, and shall vote against it. f 

Mr. DOWNS. lam glad that this amendment | 
has been offered, because the objections to it are | 
precisely in accordance with the opinions I have | 
expressed in relation to similar applications in be- 
half of the States of Louisiana and Missouri. I | 
am not going again into the discussion of this | 
question, but simply wish to make a single remark 
in reply toa remark made by the Senator from 
New York. This question has been before the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and after full exam- 
ination has been rejected two or three times over, 
and reports made to the effect that the United 
States were not in the habit of paying rent for 
clerks’ offices, and that they would not allow such 
a charge. A clerk of one of the courts of the Fed- | 
eral Government made such an application, and 
the committee were unanimously of opinion that 
such charge ought not to be allowed. 


GLOBE: 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
reply tothe Senator from: New 
office of the Federal court of my Staté i 
little building not worth $500; If we ate 
vide offices for clerks of the Federal courts in the 


State of New York, we must providethem in every” 


other State. The objection:to this amendment is, 
that it. would be showing a -partiality tothe “State 
of New York, and that it is violative ofthe: yote- 
which was takën on this subject the other day. It 
is also objected, and very: properly, that) itis" a 
large subject, and that we ought not to enter upon’ 
it by giving these little appropriations. see 
Mr. GWIN. Ido not know whether the Gow- 
ernment has made any appropriations for the build- 
ing of court-houses in the State of Mississippi, 
either by enabling them to build city halls, or to 
lease rooms in buildings, but I have a very strong 


|| impression that appropriations have been made 


for that purpose. 1 think that this isa very proper 
amendment. : 
Mr. FOOTE. Iam not perfectly cognizant of 
the matter referred to by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, although I have occupied a position which 
might have enabled me to know all about this mat- 
ter. My opinion ‘is that the ‘people of the city of 
Jackson were erecting a City Hall, and that when it 
was nearly completed they required a smallappro- 
priation to enable them to-finish it. Some. propo-: 
sition was made to the Government here; in some’ 
form, for an appropriation, with the understanding 
that if this amount should be paid the Govern- 
ment should be allowed the use of one of the rooms 
in the hall in which to hold its courts. Some ar- 
rangement of that sort was made, but I donot. 
think it was in the nature of a perpetual lease. On. 


į this question, however, I feel bound to say that I 


would rather vote to appropriate money for the 
erection of suitable buildings in which to hold the 
courts of the United States than to enter into con- 
tracts for perpetual leases. On principles of econ- 
omy I think the first mentioned policy is decidedly 
the most preferable, 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out the clause, and a division being called 
for, there were ayes 25, noes 14. 
` So the motion to strike out was adopted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to amend. the 
item ‘ For supplies of deficiencies ia the fund for 
the relief of sick seamen, including the furnishing 
of five new marine hospitals now building, viz: 
Paducah, Kentucky; Chicago, Ulinois; Natchez, . 
Mississippi; Napoleon, Arkansas; St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, $2U0,000;”? by adding, ‘.For-the relief and: 
protection of mariners and boatmen on the Weat.. 
ern waters, to be disbursed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000.” 

I wish to state to the Senate some: facts in re- 
gard to this subject. 1 have read the clause which 
shows that the deficiencies are considerable, and 
they are here blended in an appropriation of 
$200,000, to supply these marine hospitals. `I 
went the other day tothe Treasury Department to 
obtain this information. I find that the receipts , 
for the hospital at New Orleans: amount: to 
$7,045 20, and the expenditures’ to $22,295 87. 
‘The amount of receipts at Vicksburg, Nashville, 
St. Louis, Louisville, Cincinnati, Pittsburg, and. 
Wheeling, are $7,337 50, and the expenditures at 
these ports are the same in each as the receipts, 
while at New Orleans the excess of expenditures 
over the receipts is $19,250 67. These places, ex- 
clusive of New Orleans, are all ports of delivery 
along the river. In reference to these ports, the 
authorities here have limited the expenditures pre- 


|| cisely to the amount of the receipts. Now, sir, 


my information, which will be sustained by every 
Western man who has paid any attention to the 
subject, is, that this limitation of these appropri- 
ations to the mere receipts does ‘not make anys 
thing like an adequate provision for the sick and 
disabled seamen upon our Western boats... My 
object is to appropriate ten thousand dollars in 
aid of this fund of $200,000 to provide for that 
suffering class of our fellow-citizens who are en- 
gaged* in commercial pursuits on our Western 
waters, in steamboats, and registered or licensed 
vessels. T 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator. from Ken- 
tucky will accept of an amendment which E pro- 
pose to offer to his amendment. It is to add after 
the “ Western waters”: the words “Pacific 
coast,’ and to increase the sum from ten”? to 
“fifty”? thousand dollars. If he -will-do so Lwil 


vote for the amendment with pleasure. There is 
avery great amount of suffering at San Francisco 
and in other ports of California for want of pro- 
vision being made for those engaged in naval 
duties; and | wish that an‘ addition may be made 
to the sum which the Senator asks for, in order 
that the Secretary of the Treasury may make a 
like provision there; that we may have a marine 
bospitalibuilt. >: < - 

-Mr: UNDERWOOD. | I think the object is a 
very laudable one, and I will vote for it if the Sen- 
ator will: draw up a separate amendment, and ask 
for twenty or thirty thousand dollars, to be ex- 
pended by the Secretary of the Tréasury. The 
Senator can offer such an amendment separately, 
to come in immediately after this, and I will vote 
for it with pleasure. 

-Mr. GWIN. Then I will withdraw my amend- 

ment to the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and will afterwards ask for thirty thousand 
dollars for California. : 
“Mr. DICKINSON: I regret very much to op- 
pose ‘anything which maybe necessary. for the 
relief of persons ina situation of suffering, either 
upon: the waters of the Pacific coast or on those of 
the Mississippi valley. We ought, however, to 
act cautiously in this matter. We ought to have 
the best information upon the subject that we can 
obtain: and when we have obtained it, and agree 
to appropriate a sum for the purpose mentioned 
in this amendment, we ought ¢arefully to guard it, 
so that it may be properly disbursed. I can only 
request, that-if more money than is now appro- 
priated for these purposes is deemed necessary by 
the Senate, they will take a little care to see that 
the:money would be applied to the objects for 
which they design it. Now, I fear that if we make 
an appropriation of this sort, on our present hasty 
impulses, without the matter having undergone 
investigation by any committee, we might put the 
appropriation in such a shape as would prevent it 
being properly applied. 

Mr. GWIN. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has recommended most earnestly that such an ap- 
propriation be made. He has done so in a com- 
munication which has been laid before this body; 
and the special agent sent to California for this 
purpose urges the importance.of an appropriation 
of this kind. He says that it is of the utmost im- 
portance to have something done, for the seamen 
there are suffering, very much for want of such 
accommodation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I would like 
r ask the Senator from California if that letter is 

ere? 

“Mr. GWIN. Itis. 

Mr. DAVIS. What sum does he recommend? 

Mr. GWIN. He does not recommend any par- 
ticular sum. He recommends that a marine hos- 
pital be provided, and that the amount necessary 
for it should be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I am very’ sorry that that sub- 
ject has not undergone a previous examination. 
It will be remembered by the Senate that the law 
provides that every seaman in the civil marine of 
the United States is to pay twenty cents per month 
into the Treasury of the United States, which is 
called ** hospital money;’’ and the hospitals have 
generally been supported out of that fund. That 
is taken and transferred to those points where the 
money is wanted. Hence it is found, as stated by 
the Senator from Kentucky, that a larger sum is 
expended in New Orleans than is collected there. 
That is explained by the fact that there is less ex- 
pended probably: than is:collected in Boston, New 
York, and Philadelphia. But every seaman is in- 
terested inthis matter in New Orleans, for they 
are exactly the-men that want the provision made 
for them there. ‘That is true, also, with regard to 
California. Our seamen must ‘go there, and if 
there is.not att adequate provision made, if there 
be not enough of the funds transferred: there to 
furnish a reasonable support, there ought to be 
some provision made for them. If the Secretary 
of the Treasury understands the facts well enough 
to have recommended it,:F will: vote for a reasona- 
ble sum. I think the sum mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from California is large, but I will ‘still vote 
for a sum which may be sufficient. With resard 
to.the interior waters of the Mississippi, and Trib- 
utary streams, the same law applies as tothe 
sources from which they get their collections, 
But the Senator from Kentucky says these are in- 
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| propriated in those places. 


adequate. I suppose the fund is not transferred— 
this is conjecture—from the Atlantic to these 


waters, because the sailors who contribute to the | 


fand from the Atlantic never go into those waters. 
Therefore, to appropriate their money here.at the 
places named by the- Senator from Kentucky, 
would be giving it for the benefit of another set of 
sailors or boatmen who have no connection with 
them. Those who contribute the money ought to 
receive the benefit of it, and therefore it is not ap- 
And'I think if a con- 
tribution is made from the Treasury, it should be 
limited in its application te those who pay the 
monthly allowance as an inducement to them to 

ay. i 
j The seamen contribute this money with great 
cheerfulness, and without a single complaint, be- 
cause they know that when sick they will reap the 
benefit of the care to be obtained in an hospital. 
The distribution of the fund, therefore, ought to be 
limited: to the benefit of those who contribute it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg my friend from 
California to fill the blank in the amendment that I 
read, and then offer it as a separate proposition: 

«c For the relief and protection of mariners on. the Pacific 
coast to be disbursed under the direetion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury.” 

i wish to say one word. As the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has.said, the amount to be expended 
for our boatmen is limited to the amount that they 
pay, and thereby they are excluded from all par- 
\ticipation in the fund contributed by the seamen 
from the salt water. They have made that dis- 
tinction in the distribution of the fund, and in con- 
sequence, to my own knowledge, many of the 
men engaged in navigating our waters are inad- 
equately provided for. l have seen them turned 
loose when sick where they had not the benefit of 
these hospitals, and they were compelled to resort 
to private charity or die. That state of things 
ought not to exist. We have in this bill an ap- 
propriation for deficiencies. These deficiencies 
will occur, and my object is to provide the ten 
thousand dollars, so as to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make some provision for these 
men who will not be otherwise adequately provi- 
ded for. If there are none to be provided for, of 
course the money will not be expended. It is an 
amendment, therefore, which will have its most 
beneficial operation in providing for the wants and 
relieving the distresses of a worthy class of men. 
I first drew up this amendment for the relief of 
“mariners belonging to licensed and enrolled ves- 
sels,” but I finally struck that out and put in 
“ mariners and boatmen.’’ And I wanted to leave 
it discretionary with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to say whether the boatmen navigating the 
Mississippi, and going down to New Orleans in 
flat boats, and occasionally returning in licensed 
vessels, should have the benefit of these marine 


hospitals when they become sick. But I did not | 


insert the words “belonging to licensed and en- 
rolled vessels.’ If the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts wishes, he can move to insert these words, 
but I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Ido not pro- 
pose to make the motion, but 1 wish to say a 
word by way of explanation. Our fishermen have 
always been excluded from these hospitals; even 
those who go op long whaling voyages were 
obliged to take care of themselves, because they 
did not contribute to this fund until they came 


forward and asked the privilege of Congress of | 


having the tax imposed on them. When the hos- 
pital law was extended to the western waters, I be- 
lieve the gentleman from Kentack y was not in the 
Senate; but gentlemen from the West opposed ma- 
king boatmen pay this tax, on the ground-that it 
was a great inconvenience; that they make short 
voyages, and could take care of themselves. This 
showed an inclination to shun the tax if they 
could. The great policy is to make them willing 
to pay it by showing them the benefits to be de- 
rived from it. 
persons, and this isall the tax on their wages, and 
you ought to keep up the motive to contribute to 
the fund, so as to make it as large as possible. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Those who navigate our 
“flat boats,” as they are called, are upon the 
waters some six or seven or eight weeks at most. 
These men, therefore, enter for a short period of 
time, and they do not pay hospital money because. 


the time is só short. But those persons who enter i 


as boatmen, or as firemen, or hands upon’ the 


They are generally à poor class of | 


“steamboats, pay hospital money because they are. 


hands engaged on ‘board, of vessels which are © r 
gistered and: enrolled.’’, Oar returns show all that- 
Now, the way that-I-have proposed the amends’. 
ment is, that if: any of these persons, entering, 
upon. these flat boats for six or eight. weeks, should, 
become sick, they may have the: benefit: of these. 
hospital provisions. These flat-boal men are gen=: ~ 
erally healthy young. men, but are also, asta gen- 
eral thing, poor men. © They sometimes become 
sick, though not..very often; and: when: they:do: 
take sick, they need the assistance of these hos 
pital provisions. Now, as there are. not a great’ 
many of these men needing assistance, I-wish the 
Senate not to make any distinction. apir 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President-—— ; 

Several Srnarors. ‘ Oh vote, vote, vote; take. 
the question !” 

Mr. BRIGHT. If everybody is for it, I have: 

nothing to say. There isa great deal of propriety 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and the only objection to the appropriation is that’ 
itis too small. I think itought to be doubled. 
* Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I’ am sorry the 
Senator from Indiana did not proceed with the re- 
marks he was about to make. I hope-he will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was going to remark that 
there is great propriety and justice in ibis propo- 
sition. The remarks of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Davis] are not applicable to men 
navigating the western waters. ‘They are, it is’ 
true, perfectly applicable to men who navigate the 
seas; but on these western waters we have men: 
who run a class of boats which are not registered, 
and which do not come within the provisions. of 
the law—a class of men who are as much entitled’ 
to enjoy the provisions of.the law as those who 
run in registered vessels. There are men who run: 
on these waters, and make it their business to 
learn the channels of the stream-—-men who never 
run cargoes of their own, but always for their 
neighbors, or those who may employ them. 
That class of men are Hable To be taken sick as 
well as others; and when they are taken sick, and 
away from home, | am sure there is not a Senator 
on this floor who will say that they are not enti- 
tled to come within the ‘provisions of. this law as 
well as hands that are engaged on boats that are’ 
registered. = : 

But the Senator is mistaken if he supposes that. 
every vessel collects hospital fees from the hands, 
Many of them do, it is true; but I believe that the 
great majority of them do not. They have a per- 
fect right to do it, but the majority of the boats 
pay the hands the price they agree to give them, 
and when the hands are settled with they are sel- 
dom called upon for hospital money. When a 
boat is called upon for the fees of the ports, she 
pays them, and they are very frequently not 
charged to her crew. tience the great propriety 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentuck y—that that class of men, and the men 
who run boats not propetied by steam, should bave 
the benefit of the provisions of the amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I will now offer the amendment 
which I withdrew, to come in immediately after 
the amendment which has just been adopted: 


For the reljef and proteetion of mariners in the State of. 
California, twenty thousand dollars; 10 be disbursed under: 
the direction of the Secretary of tbe Treasury.” : 


It is unnecessary that I should make any re-; 
marks in support of this amendment. 1 -will:’, 
therefore merely say, that in the report. of: the: 
special agent who was sent out to California a pro- 
vision of this sort is strongly urged. Hed 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. WINTHROP. I offer the following amend- 
ment. After line 1044 insert: ; 

“Po enable the librarian of Congress to subscribe for and 
purchase one thousand copies of the: works of Jobn Adams,- 
tte second President of the United States, to be published 
by Little & Brown, in-an edition of ten volumes: Provided, 
The cosi does not exceed 2°25 per volume; said volames ” 
to be disposed of as Gorgress may hereafter direct.” $ 

I am quite aware; Mr. President, that it may be 
thought somewhat adventurous to offer an amend- 
ment-of this’ kind at a moment when it hasbeen 
so emphatically declared that thé book policy has 
been brought to an end. I will tke this occasion 
to say, however, that this amendmént would have 


-been offered by my immediate predécessor upon this 
‘floor, had he not been called to perform other: 


* 
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duties elsewhere. I-do not, therefore, feel at liberty 
to shrink from. offering it myself. I shall detain 
the Senate but a ‘very few minutes in regard to it. 
The early Presidents of the United States, owing 
to the fact that they were immediately and person- 


ally concerned in the civil and military affairs of: 


the Revolution, have sometimes been ‘ealled* the 
“ Revolutionary Presidents.” There are five of 
these ‘ Revolutionary Presidents:””. Washington, 
Johh Adams, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe. 
Now, the works of Washington, Jefferson, Madi- 
son, and Monroe—four out of ‘five of these **Rev- 
olutionary Presidents”-—all coming from: one part 
of the country, all coming from a single State—and: 
it is the highest honor'to that State that she has 
included such a cluster of stars in herown sky—the 
works of these four Virginia Presidents, I repeat, 
have all been published by Congress, at an aggre- 
gate expense of $181,950. Congress has appro- 
priated: for the works of Washington, $45,000, 
for those of Jefferson, $49,950; for those of Madi- 
son, $67,000; and for those of Mr. Monroe, whose 
writings have been purchased, but not yet pub- 
lished, $20,000. Now, I need not tell the Senate 
who John Adams was. He was the second Presi- 
dent of the United States. He was the first Vice 
President of the United States, and the first per- 
son who ever presided over this body. Sir, he was 
more than this. 
ted George Washington to be commander of all the 
armies raised and to be raised in defence of Ameri- 
can liberty. It was he, above all, who, in 1801, 
nominated’ John Marshall to be Chief Justice of 
the United States of America. It was he of whom 
Thomas Jefferson said, that ‘* he was the Colossus 
of Independence on the floor of the American 
Congress.” He was in public life from his earliest 
youth: A must cite a little extract from a letter of 
is when he was only twenty years of age, which 
„proves his extraordinary and prophetic sagacity in 
regard to the future destiny of his country. He 
writes to a friend from Worcester, Massachusetts, 
before he had entered, I believe, upon the study 
‘of Jaw, under date of October 12, 1755——- 
Mr. BENTON, (in. his seat.) Before Brad- 
dock’s defeat. 
‘Mr. WINTHROP, (continuing.) As follows: 


«Soon after the Reformation a few people came over 
into this New. World, for conscience sake. Perhaps this 
apparently trivial incident may transfer the great seat of 
empire into America. It looks likely to me; tor, if we can 


remove the turbulent Gailics, our people, according to the: 


exactest computation, will in another century become more 
numerous than England itsel. Should this be the case, 
since we have, I may say, all the naval stores of the nation 
in our hands, it will be easy to obtain a mastery of the seasg; 
and then the united force of all Europe will not be able to 
subdue ua. The only way to keep us from setting up for 
ourselves is to disunite us’? 


He then goes on to say: 


«Be not surprised that I am turned politician. This 


whole, town is immersed in politics. The interests of na- į 


tions, and all the dira of war, make the subject of every con- 
versation, ‘lsitand hear, and after having heen Jed through 
a maze of sage observations, I sometimes retire, and; laying 
things together, form some reflections pleasing to myself. 
The produce of one of these reveries you have read above.” 

Such was one of the extraordinary ‘* reveries”’ 
of John Adams as long ago as 1755—as the Sena- 
tor from Missouri has suggested, before Brad- 
dock’s. defeat—he being then a young man of 
twenty years of age. That prophetic sagacity did 
not fail him at another period of his life. We all 
remember. another of. these reveries in a letter to 
his wife, written. on the very day, on which the 
Declaration of Independence was adopted by Con- 
gress, when he expressed himself thus: 

«The day is passed. The 4th of July, 1776, will be a 
memorable epoch in the history of America. E am apt to 
believe it will be celebrated by’succecding generations as 
the great anniversary festival. It ought to be commemora- 
ted as the day of deliverance, by solemn acts of devotion, to 
Almighty God. It ought to be solewnized with pomps, 
shows, gamës, sports, guns, bells, bonfires, and illuinina- 
tions, from one end of the continent to the other, from this 
time forward forever.” 

Here was another illustration of that devoted 
attachment to American liverty—of that undoubt- 
ing faith, I should rather say, in the great cause 
of American freedom, which inspired him with a 
sort of prophetic foresight of the future, and. which 
revealed. to him ‘the substance of things hoped 
for, and the evidence of things unseen.” f 

But, Mr. President, I .am: detaining the Senate 
too long. We all know who John Adams was, 
and where he came from;and | only desire toadda 
word ortwo more, on the precise subject before us. 
I have said that he was a member‘of the first Con- 


gress of the United . Colonies, in 1774,.1775, and 


It was he who, in 1775, nomina- | 


1776—that- Congress to which Lord Chatham paid || 
so striking and memorable a compliment, when-he- 


said: = : : 

© That, for himself, he must declare that he had studied 
and admired the free States of. antiquity, the master. States 
Of the world, but that for solidity of reasoning, foree of sa- 
gacity, and wisdom of conelusion, no body of men could 
stand before the American Congréss.?? : 


That was the remark of Lord Chatham. Now. 


to apply it. John Adams, wasa member of this. 


first Congress—of the three first Congresses, in- 
deed—that of. Independence. included. These 
Congresses. sat with closed- doors. There were 
no genoriers in those:days like. those. before us. 
n 
whatever of their proceedings, except such as are 
found. in these very papers which are the sub- 
ject of the amendment I propose. John Adams, 
with that habit of exactness and method which 
belonged to him, Kept a journal of the proceed- 
ings of the three first Congresses. of the United 
Colonies, and among, them the Congress of Inde- 
pendence, as Mr. Madison did of the Conven- 
tion which framed the Constitution of the United 
States. f 
which was presented here, on this subject well 
says, the larger portions of these papers are 


made up of materials of singular interest to the, 


Government and people of the United States, 
“ comprising, as they do, reports of the proceed- 
‘ings of the Congresses of 1774, 1775, and 1776, 
‘in which the writer was a conspicuous actor, and re- 
t ports of which exist nowhere else; and of a diary and 
‘ autobiography from. the year 1755 to the close of his 
< publie life, never yet published; and of other works, 
< chiefly relating to our revolutionary history and the 
t formation of our Constitution.’ It is hardly too 
much to add, that the history of John Adams is 
the civil history of. this country for the period of 
his public career. 

The memorialists go on to state the facts which 
I have already stated as to the appropriations 
made for the publication of the works of four out 
of the five first Presidents of the. United States. 
They state that the publication of works of this 


magnitude is too expensive for private enterprise; | 


and they conclude by praying Congress to encour- 
age them by a subscription. fora thousand copies, to 
be distributed among the States, or in such way 
as the wisdom of Congréss may decide. Without 
more words, I leave the subject to the Senate. 
Mr. DICKINSON. That John Adams was 
among the first patriots, and among men of the first 
minds, no one denies. I have often. taxed my 
imagination when the fourth of July has. come 


| round to deliver eulogies in favor of him and other 
| patriots of his day; and I may do so again if I do 


not lose what little imagination I have in discuss- 


ing these dry financial questions. The purchase, 


of papers which have been prepared by former 
Presidents, so far as I know, has hitherto been 
done under the recommendation of Committees on 
the Library, or other committees, and have been 
examined and recommended by them; and the 
question regarding them has come before Congress 
in such a form as to enable.it to be fully. dis: 
cussed. 

This amendment is thrown into, an appropria- 
tion bill within five days of the termination, of the 
session. It is a matter for very considerate legis- 
lation; and the very. fact that the honorable Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts finds it a theme calculated 
to excite the imagination. and revive so many pa- 
triotic recollections, shows that it is not a matter 


that belongs to the intricacies. and mathematical | 


calculations of a bill on finance. It should be a 
question for consideration by itself. Wall the hon- 


orable Senator inform me when that petition was | 


sent in? f 

Mr. PEARCE. This petition was sent here 
last year, and has been re-presented this session, 
It has been before the Committee on the Library, 
who have not come to any definite conclusion in 
regard to it; but they had come to a resolution so 
far as this, that they would not recommend the 
purchase of a thousand copies, nor exceeding five 
hundred. I would recommend to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to adopt the latter. number. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I do not see any reason | 


for Congress to have one single copy, unless it is 
to place it in the library. The reason for the pur- 
chase of the Hamilton, and Jefferson, and. Mon- 
roe, and Madison papers does not apply in this 
case. Those papers were by their sale to. min- 


there are, at this moment, nọ reports. 


Indeed, Mr. President, as.the memorial. 


ung; 
weal 


Mr. BADGER. 


2. J was about to, state that fact. 
myself, in order. to set the honorable, chairman. of- 
the Committee on Finance right, in respect to. his. 
statement, that these appropriations must be made, 


ag separate measures. The motion to purchase 
the papers of Mr. Monroe was made by a member 
from Virginia, and the motion to purchase those: 
of Alexander Hamilton was made as an amends. 
ment by a member from Maryland. Ithink now 
it would be a very ungrgcious act to refuse to pur- 
chase the. papers of that distinguished individual, 
Mr. Adams, with the same readiness and prompti- 
tude.as has been heretofore shown in the purchase 
of the papers of those. great. men. who. were en- 
gaged with him in the same. great work of. the. 
American Revolution. ; vie 

‘The question being taken, and a div 
for, there were—ayes 23, noes 20. 

S» the motion was agreed to, 


Mr. HAMLIN, Ihave been instructed by. the: 
Committee on Commerce to offer the following 
amendment to the bill: 

“ For the purpose of testing the use and economy of the 
calcium light in some, light-house, $5,000 5 to be expended: 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury?’ 

I will detain the Senate only to state that this 
matter underwent the investigation of the, commit- 
tee, who examined all the matters connected. with 
the subject while the light was being exhibited 
from the dome of the Capitol. ‘The. evidence was 
pretty clear that if the light could be applied, it: 


ision called 


| could be furnished for about one fourth.of the pres-: 


ent cost. If that be thecase, it isa matter of great 
importance to the Government. 

Mr.CASS. Ithasalready cost the Government 
a vastsum to make experiments of this sort. If the- 
experiment is.to be. made, let the individual con- 
cerned in getting up the light make it at his own. 
expense, and when completed, if satisfactory, let: 


| the Government. make use of it, and pay for'it. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Thisis certainly» 
a remarkably brilliant light, but it is substantially: 
what is called the Drummond light, However, bez: 
fore this appropriation is made, I. would. ask if a 
light-house is a proper place at which to try ex- 
periments? At present l am not satisfied that this, 
is a light that can be. made available, for the, pur- 
pose of a light-house. True, it may have been 
recommended, but we have had very strong rec- 
ommendations of what, was called the rosin gas-, 
light, which was. thought to, be so. simple that it: 
could be readily adapted to light-houses: : liwa! 
tried.on the. Delaware bay, and it seemed to fail 
utterly when it was.applied. In order. to keep up: 


i the light it was necessary to have gasometers con- 
| nected with the Jight-house to make the -gas, and: 


there was so much machinery about it that it was’ 
found better. to substitute oil again to keep up the; 
light. The Fifth Auditor states that he considers 
this light inapplicable to the purpose of a light- 
house; and I repeat that if the experiment should 
be made it should not. be in a light-house. 

Mr. SOULE. [| hope. the amendment will. be 
suffered to pass. From the exhibitions we have 


‘had of that light, I think there can be no doubt as, 


to. its efficiency, and of its superiority over the. 
lights which are. now used in. our light-houses. 
The machinery connected with it, and which: was 


| exhibited to the Committee on Commerce seemed, 


to be exceedingly simple, and will not require the 
attention ofany scientific man to adapt itte the uses 
for which it is intended. The amount which the. 
amendment proposes is very trifling; and the res 


| sults which may be produced by the: experiment 


may be. of great magnitude to the'interests of the 
country. 
The amendment was rejected, 
Mr. COOPER. I wish to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after.line 969:. 


“Phat the name of the port ¢ Presque Lle, at Erie, Penn - 
syivania, be changed to the name of * Brie,” and that the 
collector of said port be required to issue new licenses to 
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Jal boats and vessels; conforming ‘the same.to the alteration 
Hereby made, and that the salary of the collector of said port 
is hereby placed on the same footng-with that ofthe collector 
ofthe port of Michilimackinae, in Michigan.” 


‘I presume there can be no objection to making 
this alteration.. The port of Presque Isle was es-. 
tablished long ago, perhaps about the period of 
the late war with Great Britain; and the rate of 
compensation was then fixed. At that time there 
was no trade.upon the lakes, ornext to none. The 
compensation has never been changed since that 
time.” That‘amount now is, and has been for the 
last, thirty-five years, fixed at the sum of three 
hündred and eighty dollars per annum. Lately it 
has become the paying port of the national marine, 
anil. the whole time of the collector there is em- 
ployed in the duties for a salary/of three hundred 
and eighty dollars for his services. By making 
the compensation the same as at Mackinac, on 
Lake Michigan, he will receive eight hundred and 
forty dollars, that being the sum which the collector 
receives. This port is the most important next to 
those or Buffalo, Cleveland, and Chicago, upon the 
lakes, and the duties of a collector are greater than 
at‘any point on the lakes except at Buffalo. It is 
therefore reasonable and just that the compensa- 
tion should be made in some degree adequate to 
the labor performed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FOOTE I move toadd the following item: 


«And for compensation of John P. Brown, Secretary and 
Dragoman of the Legation to Turkey, for his services, at 
different periods, as acting Chargé d'Affaires to that place, 
$7,483 48, which shall be in full payment for all his claims 
for such services.’? 


This amendment has received the double sanc- 
tion, the unanimous sanction, of the Committees 
on Foreign Relations of both Houses of Congress, 
and therefore it seems to me it ought not to be the 
subject of much debate. The amount is stated at 
the department, and [ have a copy of it in my 
hand, upon which the committee based the amend- 
ment. Here is also a letter from the Secretary of 
State in support of the amendment, which I beg 
may be read. 

Several SENATORS. 
of it. 

Mr. FOOTE. If there be no objection to the 
appropriation, I will not ask that the letter be read. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Let the letter be read; I 
want to hear what it is. 

The Ictter was then read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
: WASHINGTON, August 15, 1850. 

Dear Sir: In answer.to your letter of yesterday, I have 
to state that Mr. Brown was placed by Commodore Porter 
in charge of the Legation in Turkey, on the 16th April, 
1838, when the Commodore left Constantinople, on leave, 
to visit the United States, and returned to his post about tne 
close of July, or the beginning of August, 1839. During this 
period Mr. Brown performed the dutics of the Legation, as 
well as those of Dragoman, and corresponded regularly with 
Commodore Porter, by whom his. dispatches were commu- 
nieated to the Departinent of State. : 

Commodore Porter died on the 3d of March, 1843, from 
which date, till the 14th January, (inclusive,) 1844, Mr. 
Brown corresponded with the Department, and discharged 
the diplomatie duties of the Legation. On the 15th of Jan- 
vary, 1844, Mr. Carr entered on his duties as Minister, and 
subsequently, on the Sth August, 1845, quitted bis post, on 
leave, when Mr. Brown again entered on the duties, and 
continued to discharge the same, until the return of Mr, 
Carr, the exact date of which the records of the department 
do notshow. Mr. Carr voluntarily visited Syria, leaving 
Donstantinople, it is believed, about 18th May, 1849. At 
Beyroot Mr. Carr received his recall, on the 28th July, 1849. 
During this absence of the Minister from Constantinople, 
supposed to have lasted about four months, Mr. Brown was, 
as on former oecasions, in charge of the mission. 

From the date of Mr. Carr’s final departure from Con- 
Stantinople, which from his Jast dispatch is inferred to have 
been on.or about 18th October, 1849, until the arrival of his 
successor, Mr. Marsh, on the 23d February, 1850, Mr. Brown 
was again in the discharge of the diplomatic duties of the 
mission. The Department has no authority by law to de- 
eide, and has consequently never decided cases of this 
kind, which belong entirely to. the discretion of Congress. 
I may, however, be permitted to bear testimony to the fidel- 
ity and abilities of Mr. Brown, in the performance of his 
duties. rs 

As it regards the circular to our representatives at foreign 
courts, to which you refer, E can only remark, that what- 
ever was its intention, the provisions it contains have never 
been enforced against Ministers quitting their posts, with or 
without leave, in favor of such persons as may have dis- 

. charged their duties in the interim of absence. 
I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
DANIEL WEBSTER, 
Hon. James G. Kixe, House of Representatives. 


Mr. FOOTE. The Senator from New York 


and others will perceive that the demand is based 
simply upon the difference of pay between the 


Ohno. There is no need 


| ing link between Louisiana and ‘Texas, and is a 


salaries of ae and dragoman, for the period for 
which he served as chargé.- It has,as E stated, re- 


ceived the unanimous sanction of: the committees: 
of the two Houses. p ` 

Mr. DICKINSON. Idesire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations wheth- 
er this person was not paid as dragoman during all 
the time that he served? - 

Mr. FOOTE. He was paid as dragoman. This 
amendment only proposes to pay him the differ- 
ence between the pay of dragoman and chargé 
d’affaires during the time that he served in the lat- 
ter capacity. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Ihave to say that our dip- 
lomatic relations with Turkey were very unimport- 
ant, and probably consisted in doing very little 
beyond merely staying there. 

A Senator. Yes, “ waiting orders.” 

Mr, DICKINSON. Lam quite sure that sim- 
ilar propositions have been rejected two or three | 
times since I have been in Congress. 

Mr. FOOTE. Hitherto this matter has never | 
been before Congress. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I do not speak very confi- 
dently on the subject, but it strikes me that the 
same question has been considered before. At any 
rate, I see no reason for allowing this sum. The 
minister was absent fora time; this gentleman was 
there as dragoman; his pay was going on all the 
time, and I doubt whether he performed any ser- 
vices which did not belong to his ordinary duties. 
If this precedent is set, we cannot see where it 
will end. The moment a minister turns his back, 
whether for a long or a short period, we shall have 
the inferior claiming the pay of the minister; and 
in that case we shall have our hands full of such 
like.applications, and our Treasury empty. 
` "Mr. HALE. Iwould like to know when this | 
charge was presented to any department? | 

Mr. FOOTE. I understand that Mr. Brown 
never presented the charge in question till very re- 
cently. That I learn to be the fact from Mr. | 
Brown himself; and I believe I have also learned 
it from others. 

As to the matter of “precedent” spoken of by | 
the Senator from New York, I believe there | 
would be no novelty in the proceeding. There are | 

| 


various precedentsalready, according to which itis 
proposed that we should now act. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not believe that there is any | 
abuse which the mind could conceive which has | 
not existed under this Government, and this appli- | 
cation is clearly made on the strength of former 
abuses. I hope this amendment will not be agreed 
to, and hat the proposition will receive its quietus. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. SOULE. 
ment: 

«To aid in erecting a marine hospital at Shreveport, in 


I move the following amend- 


igating the waters of Red river and its tributaries, to be | 
placed at the disposal of the municipat authorities of that | 


i 

Louisiana, for the relief of disabled and sick mariners nav: | 
i 
| 
i 


place, fifteen thousand dollars.” 


This place is at the head of the navigation of the į 
waters of the Red river, at a distance of six hun- 
dred miles from New Orleans. It is the connect- 


place at which many men who navigate the Red | 
river resort. Ít has become a matter of great in- | 
terest, and of imperative necessity of late, that pro- | 
vision should be made for these mariners and boat- | 
men. The city of Shreveport has already con- | 
Í tributed the sum of fifteen thousand dollars for the : 
purchase of a lot in order to aid in the erection of | 
a building for a marine hospital; but unless we | 
give them the assistance which is asked for by | 


complete the building. I hope the Senate will not 
deem the amendment an improper or extravagant ! 
one, and that it will be adopted. . 

Mr. HALE. I would like to ask the Senator 
who offers this amendment if this is one of the 
places selected by the commission sent out by the 
Treasury Department to select suitable sites? I 
believe that the Treasury Department sent out 
such a commission some six years ago, and 1 
would like to know whether this is one of the 
places which that commission selected ? 

Mr. SOULE. I cannot answer the question 
proposed by the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire; but I can say that, in all probability, 
this. place at that time may not have been deemed 
an eligible place for such an object; for the city of 
Shreveport has increased so rapidly that, although 
f at that time it. may not have been a: proper place 


| 


this amendment, it may not vein their power-to j 


for-sučh-a-buildings; there -is no: 
‘date it is-a very eligible one. 


doubt-that-at -this. 

Mr. DICKENSON. . Lregret exceedingly, to op- 
pose any amendment for sucha purpose-as.-thiss 
but I wish to: call the attention of the Senate to. 
what we are doing.: Government is'exceedingly - 
liberal in making appropriations for; this: purpose; 
and I submit-that we ought not:-to go -on making 
these appropriations unless they are recommended. 
by committees or some of the departments: Ido. 
not by any means distrust the statement of the | 
honorable Senator from Louisiana; orhis judga. 
ment in regard to this being a suitable location for 
a marine hospital; but I think. we ought to proceed 
upen some given plan, and that we should not go 
on making appropriations without recommenda- 
tions from committees or the departments, whose 
duty it is fully to investigate these matters. . This 
question has not been before any committee that [ 
am aware of; and we cannot legislate understand- 
ingly upon. questions coming here in this form. 
This Executive Government making its estimates 
makes them by the departments which are ac- 
quainted with this class of business; and. we are 
compelled to place great reliance upon their judg- 
ment in making these recommendations. These 
recommendations then go to the appropriate com- 
mittees of both Houses of Congress, and. are con- 
sidered by them; but when amendments of this 
important character are thrown in here without the 
ordinary consideration, we are too apt to vote 
from our sympathies than upon our mature judg- 
ment. I am not willing, therefore, to vote for these 
amendments unless they come through the regular 
channel. - SES 

Mr. SOULE. The considerations upon: which 
the Senate is likely to act upon matters of this 
kind are things of such notoriety as not to require 
thenecessity of specific recommendation oif the part 
of the departments. In the present case, the me- , 
morial was sent to this House, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. The committee con- 
sidered it,:but they did not come toa conclusion: 
whether a report was to be made or not. But the 
pressions of the committee were entirely favor- 
able. : 

The press of business before the committee pre- 
vented them from attending to many matters which 
came before them; and any neglect to report on: 
this question, considering their very numerous en- 
gagements, ought not to be taken asian: argument 
for the Senate to refuse the appropriation asked, 
for. I hope it will be granted. Ue : 

Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to offer 
ment to the amendment: * f ; 

« And that a like sum be Sppropriated for a like purpose 
at St. Joseph, Missouri.’ 

Mr. DICKINSON. I really do not know where 
gentlemen design to stop. It appears to me that 
we are reversing the whole theory of our Govern- 
ment, as well as the ordinary practice in relation 
to appropriations. The Senator says that this is 
a matter of public notoriety. It may be so in his 
section of the country. But there are those resid- 
ing in other sections of the country who know no 
more about it than about what is going on in the 
moon. It has not come through the regular chan- 
nel, and I cannot vote for it, especially now that 
we have another amendment attached to it by the 
honorable Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. ATCHISON. St. Joseph is one of the 
largest towns on the Missouri river, and the head 
of the trade on that stream. It isa post from 
which all the emigrants leave for California and 
Oregon. lam astonished that the Senator, from 
New York, who is chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, should not know this fact. cor 

Mr. DOWNS. I wish to say that F think this 


an amend- 


‘lisa proper and just amendment, and should be 


adopted. This is the only work of the kind in 


| the whole valley of the Red river; which is next 


to the Ohio, if it be not superior to the Ohio itself. 
It is the most important: valley connected with the 
Mississippi, embracing. many rivers which, are 
navigable for hundreds of miles. There isnot a 
single provision of this kind on the whole of that 
river; whereas, there are several for Ohio, and one 
for Nastiville. This river is not only one of the 
most important rivers, for on it there-are very 
many boats constantly employed, but itis much 
more unhealthy, and there is more need of an hos- 
pital on that account, than at those places where 
they are provided.. There/are many employed 
upon the numerous boats that.go up that river who 


contribute to the fund, and { see not why it should 
not be there applied for their benefit. It is too 
much the habit of people in a certain quarter not 
to consider some other places of much importance, 
because they are on the rivers and not on the shores 
of the Atlantic, or anywhere upon the sea-board; 
and to suppose that therefore they are not entitled 
to these provisions as they would be if they were 
upon the sea-coast. This is one of the most im- 
portant places on that important Redriver; and it 
is intimately connected with Texas; so` that that 
State, as well as Louisiana and Arkansas, is inter- 
ested in this subject. 

Mr. CHASE. Iam sorry that the Senator from 
Louisiana did not think of the importance of the 
improvements on the Western waters, when the 
proposition to erect public buildings in the city of 
Cincinnati was before the Senate—a proposition 
which was recommended by one of the successive 
heads of the Treasury Department, and by two 
committees of this body. At an early period in 
this session, I performed the duty of presenting to 
the Senate a memorial from the city council of the 
city of Cincinnati, asking for the establishment of 
a marine hospital there. That memorial repre- 
sented that the tax upon boatmen navigating the 
Ohio river, paid to that city, exceeded two thou- 
sand dollars a quarter, or eight thousand dollars 
per annum; and that they were destitute of any 
provision except that made by the trustees of the 
township, which was liable to be withdrawn, in 
consequence of the demand upon their means of 
accommodation by the necessities of the city itself, 
1 called the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to that memorial, and was 
informed by him that he had submitted that me- 
morial, and various others of a similar character, 
to the consideration of the committee, and that 
they were not prepared to make ‘any recommend- 
ation at this session. J acquiesced in that decision, 
so far as that memorial was concerned, and I think 
the object of that memorial in the highest degree 
deserving of consideration and favorable action. 
I agree with the Senator from New York, (Mr. 
Dicumson,] that we should encumber this bill with 
no appropriation which has not received the sanc- 
tion of a department, or of one of the committees 
of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. It may be true that we should not 
encumber the bill unless we have the recommend- 
ation of a department, but it has been done again 
and again. If these marine hospitals are desirable, 
and it is proper that Government should establish 
them, there is no point that has a stronger claim 
than the one named on this river. As was said by 
the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] it is a 
most important valley, with large commerce, em- 
ploying an immense number of steamboats ‘con- 
stantly upon the river, and the trade is constantly 
increasing with great rapidity. Texas is inter- 
ested in this matter. Perhaps one fourth of the 
population of Texas trade at this point; so that, 
if it is proper for Government to provide for the 
establishment of marine hospitals, I do not know 
of a single place that has more pressing demands 
than this; for it is a sickly country, and some pro- 
vision is absolutely needed for this class of our 
citizens who are employed on that river. . 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Downs] uttered one sentiment which is 
pregnant with meaning, and I thank him for it. 
He says he sees no reason why this place is not 
entitled to the patronage of the Government in this 
respect as much as any other. I fear that such a 
feeling as that enters too much into our legislation. 
Af one place receives a share of the public patron- 


age, we are apt to say we do not see why one |; 


place should not receive it as much as another. 
Now, if we are prepared for a scramble for the 
public money, to be expended in one place because 
it has been expended in another, it will take less 
time to exhaust it than at the rate we are now re- 
ducing it; for, although the amount of income is 
great, the expenditure has become alarming, and 
though I haveno spirit of prophecy, yet, judging 
from the past, I can readily see that there will be 
a rigid accountability somewhere<in the future for 


this most enormous expenditure of the public 


money. ; sek 
Now, as it respects expenditures for such a pur- 
pose as is asked for here, I have no safe rule for 


H 
myself but to inquire whether the departments |! 
f 
H 


have recommeniled it. Congress. have been ex- 
ceedingly liberal in making appropriations, as well 


as the departments: in recommending- thém, and: 
there is. safety nowhere else than in the guides we 
have in such recommendations. If you cut adrift, 


one place, because it has been expended for a 
similar purpose in another, you will beat sea upon 
a shoreless ocean, without a rudder or compass, 
or even sucha light as has been the subject of dis- 
cussion here this morning, or any other, to keep 
us from going upon roeks and being destroyed. I 
shall. oppose briefly, but pointedly, everything 
which does not come froma committee, or with 
regard to which there is not some obvious neces- 
sity. We cannot accommodate the feelings and 
wishes of any section of the country, in their de- 
sire to have the public money. There must be a 
stopping-place somewhere. If this had received 
the approbation of a committee I would not resist 
it—and I will resist it no further now. 
Senate choose to grantit, itis for theiSenate to do 
so. I have no personal feeling aboutit. On the 
contrary, it is much easier for me to say yes than 
no; but I have learned to say no, and I recommend 
it to others. 

Mr. FOOTE. We have received several excel- 
lent lectures from the Senator from New York on 
the subject of much talking at this late period of 
the session. When he shook his rod over me, I 
assure you | feltin a proper degree the rebuke, 
and I have observed during the recent discussion 
kure, contrary to my usual custom, almost abso- 
| lute silence. We have also received many lec- 
tures from the Senator from New York with re- 
gard to saving the public money, as if we were 
not equally as anxious as himself to do our duty 
in that respect. Now, I really beseech Senators, 
not the Senator from New York alone—though | 
certainly wish to have him included—that we may | 
not consume any more of our time in remarks 
which are not directly applicable to the question 
before us. I had five or six little amendments 
which I wished to offer, and one of them has been 
voted down, in consequence of too much speaking 
on the other side, though I declined saying any- 
thing myself. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There have been several 
memorials presented to the Committee on Com- 
merce in relation to the construction of marine 
hospitals, They have generally, | believe, come 
from the Western cities. They were considered in 
that committee when the Senator from Pennsylva- 
| nia was not present. Taking into account the 
state of the finances, and believing that the num- 
ber of hospitals already existing in the Western 
country is large—I think they will be found to 
| bear a proportion of four to one on the Atlantic, 
when the relative number of seamen is taken into 


Committee on’ Commerce that the whole system 
should undergo a revision, and that all cases 
should be embraced in one bill. We have a very 
meritorious case presented by the Senator from 


tor from Ohio. But there are cases in other places 
equally meritorious, if not more so. Let them all 
| be embraced in one bill, and do not encumber this 
appropriation bill with any.of them. 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
| to the amendment, and it was not adopted. 

The question then recurred on ‘the original 
amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana, 
and it‘was also rejected. 

Mr. FOOTE offered the following amendment: 


“ For compensation to Henry La Reintrie, late secretary 
to Commodore Shubrick, for his services as secretary to lhe 
legation of the United States near the Goverament of Chili, 
from the 6th of January to the 28th of April, 1849, and for 


dollars and forty cents.” 


Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 


Representatives: 
The petitioner, Henry La Reintrie, was secretary to Com- 


tached in that capacity to the United States ship Independ- 


Seth Barton, Chargé d’Affaires near the Government of 
Chili, was ordered by Commodore Shubrick te repair with- 
out delay to the city of Santiago, and there await the com- 
mands of Mr. Barton. This order was unauthorized by the 
i legal relation and duties of Mr. La Reintrie as commodore’s 
secretary ; nevertheless, he promptly obeyed it, and con- 
i tinued in the service of the United States legation at San- 
tiago, Chili, as secretary of legation, from the 6th of January 
to the 28th of April, 1849, and for twenty-eight days there- 
after as bearer of dispatches to the Government of the Uni- 


the comparison—it was deemed advisable by the | 


his services as hearer of dispatches, five hundred and ninety |! 


Mr. FOOTE. To limit discussion, I will call f 
the attention of the Senate to the report of the j; 


modore Shubrick, of the Uuited States Navy, and, while at- |) 


ence, at Valparaiso, upon the urgent request of the Hon. ti y wae 
g k at | Houses recommend this appropriation; and yet 


and-expend the public money for one purpose; in || 


i 


| site industry, steadiness, 


dition:to the compensation he hasjalready received ascom 
modore’s-secretary, and. for-his_personal and incidental ex. 
penises as bearer of dispatches, $6 per day, or @858 itt all 
` Mr. La-Reiùtrie states, upon bis honor, ‘that lic was 
ployed from: twelve to sixieen hours daily in recording, 
translating, interpreting, or copying, during his service: as” 
secretary of legation.: “T'his.arduous public service, as well | 
as the exigency which required. it, aré amply verified: by! 
satisfactory proofs. Mr. Barton, in his letter of January 3,7 
| 1849, to Commodore Shubrick, says: slg Sea ede i 
« Admonished as. I have. been Dy circumstances which’ 
have given rise to the strongest. suspicions ‘that; my trust in’ 
| others, in seasons past; has been abused: and. betrayed; and 
that in more instances than one the: affaits of. the:legation, > 
“when communicated in confidence, and under injanctions ” 
of secrecy, have been indiscreetly, and. I fear corruptly dis” 
vulged, and not knowing at this time a single person in Chili, © 
who, to a wiJtingness to perform the service atany rate of 
compensation within my means to offer, unites the tregui- 
capacity, and trustworthiness for . 
the urgentand important functions now needed, I feel my- 
self under such a necessity as to authorize and justify this 


! application to you forthe services of Mr: La Reintrie at the 


If the |! 


legation,” 

In answer to the letter of which the above is an extract, 
| Commodore Shubriek writes, January, 5, 1849, that “ the 
reasons assigned by you (Mr, Barton) for asking tor this am 
rangement are so atrong, that I have this day written to the 
commanding officer of the Independence to send Mr. La 
Reintrie with as title delay as possible to this place.” y 

Mr. Barton bears further testimony to the urgeneyiwhich 
required Mr. La Reintrie’s service, in his jetter to the Hon, 
John M. Clayton, Secretary of State, bearing date April 29,.. 
1849. He says: 2 . ia yui i 

“It would not be proper, in an occasional note of this’. 
nature, to trouble you with the details of the invaluable ‘aid 


| [ have derived from the service of Mr. La Reintrie, in the 


yast accumulation or business and duties incident to and dei 
volving upon this legation, in consequence of the menacing 
posture of affairs for some considerable time. past. You 


know, as well as I do, that Commodore Shubrick could not. 


| have compelled him to have abandoned the duties to which 


Sener Re aaa res 


alone be had pledged himself, to enter upon the overwhelm 
ing duties he had to encounter here. Upon Commodore 
Shubriek’s part, as well as Mr. La Reintrie’s, it was‘all vol- 
untary, all patriotic, and, to my certain knowledge, a great 
sacrifice on the part of the latter.” Whether the Government 
will be able to compensate Mr. La Reintrie properly for his 
services and sacrifices I know not; but if it cau, I will bear 
testimony that the servieys be has rendered fully entitle him 
to such salary, for the time of bis employment, as the Gov- 
ernment awards to a secretary of legation in the service of 
a full minister; and in that event E hope, as Tam sure he 
will receive it’? : 
In view of the whole subject, the committee. are con- 
vinced that Mr. Barton found himself unable to perform the 


| great amount of labor which had accumulated upon. bis 


| hands as Chargé d?Affaires, and that he found it-absolutety 
i necessary to employ assistance to enable biim to. perform it 
advantageously and seasonably. ‘They further believe that 
Mr. La Reintrse is equitably and justly entitled to the pay of 
a secretary of legation for the time’ he. performed that ser- 
vice, and was employed as bearer of dispatches, deducting 
therefrom the pay he has received as commodore’ secre- 
tary for the same. time. This balance is 8359342. And in 
this view the committee are corroborated hy the authority of 
the Secretary of State, who, in answer to certain interrog= 
atoties, states, in his letter of the 25th of February, 1850, to 
the chairman of this committee, that he is “of the opinion 
that Mr. La Reintrie is equitably entitled to the difference 
of compensation between the pay which, he was then re- 
ceiving, viz: 800 a year, and that of secretary of lega- 
tion, viz: $2,009 a year, tor the period during which he was 
so employed by Mr. Barton? The committee, for these 
reasons, report a bill. 

Mr. HALE. This appears to me to be a most 


| extravagantclaim. What! are your commodores 
I 


Louisiana, as well as that presented by the Sera- $ 


‘ all over the world. 


Com- 
modore Shubrick appointed this man, and he:per- 
| formed the duties of secretary of legation for: 
some one hundred and twenty-eight days; ‘and 
upon that appointment we are asked to grant this 
allowance for his services. Why, sir, if you do- 
that, you will soon have diplomaticagents enough 
If we are to do that, we may 
just as well disband Congress and go home, and 
give up all idea of having any control over the 
Treasury in regard to our foreign expenses. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam not surprised that the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire should manifest hos- 
tility to this amendment, and to those who are en- 
gaged in the naval service of the country. Weal 
know that he goes out of his way to treat with 
disrespect that arm of the national service. There 
is not a word in the report which authorizes the 
Senator from New Hampshire to say that this 
; man was appointed by Commodore Shubrick:. 
Mr. Barton, being unable to perform the service, 


Í to appoint your foreign diplomatic agents ? 


| required this individual to perform it. He. did : 


ted States. For this service Mr. La Reintrie claims, in ad- 


perform it; and the Department of State and the 
Committees on Foreign Relations. of the two 


the Senator from New Hampshire ‘is modest 


|; enough to assert that this is the most immodest 


demand that ever was introduced here. ` 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 11, noes 24. 

Mr. FOOTE. Į offer the following amend- 
ment: : ; 

“ Por the balance due and unpaid to Peter Parker, for his 
services, according to the intent and spirit of the appropria- 


> 
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*tioninthe same behalf contained in’ the: act- making appro- 
printions for the civil and diplomatic expenses-of the Gov- 
ernment, approved. March 3d, 1847, -@1,941 80, which, if 
received, shall be in full for all services, official and unoffi- 
cial, contemplated by the said appropriation ~ 

I will not press the Senate. in favor of this ap- 
propriation, although. am, in favor. of it. 
honorable. Senator from. New. Jersey. will probably 
state what it is. 1 believe there was a miscon- 
struction.of the law. in regard to this case by the 
Auditor... The. present Auditor, | understand, is 
fully satisfied that the claim ought to be allowed. 

_Jthas, like the other amendments | have offered, 
the sanction of the Committees on Foreign Rela- 
tions. of both Houses, and I. cannot doubt. that, 
under. the circumstances the Senate will agree. to 
this amendment. 

“Mr. DAYTON. This amendment is manifestly 
right. It is not to make a. new appropriation, but 


to correct a misapprehension or misapplication of- 


an old one.. It was originated under the phrase- 
ology. of a. former. appropriation, according. to 
which the.Comptroller: at that time did not feel 
himself authorized ‘to pay the amount. f hold in 
my. hand the’original appropriation, and the Sen- 
ate will see. how the Comptroller technically con- 
strued it: 

« And also to make up the difference between the salary 
of saul secretary and that of a chargé @affaires, during the 
time the said seeretary has acted as chargé d’affaires, three 
thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
for that purpose; the compensation: herein allowed to be in 
fall for the services of The said secretary, as acting chargé 
@affaires of the United States in China, down to the arrival 
of A. H, Everett at Canton, and for all other public services 
rendered at any previous period to the Government of the 
United States, or to any officer, agent, or citizen thereof, in 
the capacity of interpreter, translator, or oulerwise.”? 


The. phraseology of this amendment is. such 


that, asevery one can see, the Comptroller might |, 


limit the appropriation to the payment of the differ- 
ence between the salary as secretary. and as chargé. 
When it was. presented to the Comptroller, he said 
he did not know that he could pay any more than 
this difference, under a strict construction of the 
language. Although Congress. had appropriated 
three thousand dollars for the services of this gen- 
tleman as translator and interpreter, the. Comp- 
troller refused to. make any application. of the 
money for these previo.s services atall. He cut 
off nearly two thousand dollars of that appropria- 
tion; and tha: money is now in the Treasury. The 
present amendment is merely designed to correct 
the misapprehension:of the.Comptroller in regard 
to the meaning of Congress. It was clearly their 
intention to give the $2,000 for the services he per- 
formed. ag.translator and interpreter, and. likewise 
to pay the difference between the salary.as secre- 
tary and chargé. 
` The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. FOOTE; I offer the following amendment: 


«For compensation to Theodore S, Fay, secretary of. le- 
gation to Prussia, for his services as acting chargé d’affaires 
at that Government, @1,701 40, which shall be in full pay- 
ment of hia claims for all such services.’? 


This also has been sanctioned by the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Affairs of each House; and I un- | 


derstand from the chairman of that committee of 
the other House that the sanction which that com- 
mittee afforded it was based upon the recommend- 
ation of the department, which I have not seen. 


J cannot myself doubt the propriety of the appro- | 


priation. I therefore recommend it. 

Mr. RUSK. This is merely a. private claim 
againstthe Government. If we are going to allow 
these private claims. in this appropriation. bill, 
there.are more.than two hundred private bills on 
the table. which have received : the. sanction of a 
committee, and———- 

Mr. FOOTE. This is the civil and diplomatic 
bill, and all these amendments of mine simply em- 
brace sums. of money which it is proprosed to ap- 
propriate for the purpose. of paying the diplomatic 
expenses of the Government; in other words, for 
recompensing for. diplomatic services already. per- 
formed, and for which the parties, in my judgment, 
are entitled to remuneration. This. amendment 
strictly and properly belongs to this bill. This is 
the proper bill for it, And: it has been subjected 
to full investigation and close scrutiny in both 
Houses of Congress. I have never known a case 
before where. amendments. were rejected having 
such solemn. sanctions. 

Mr. RUSK. 
claim is not changed or altered by the fact that it 
is a claim arising out of the performance. of. dip- 
lomatic. services. It is, nevertheless, a- private 


The. 


The. fact that this is.a private | 


| other secretary of legation in the service. 


| claim. The object of this-appropriation bill is: to 


furnish what existing laws require. If we go to 
work to put on diplomatic claims, the. result: will 
be that the hill cannot get through. Itis not fair 
to give these diplomatic claims an advantage-over 
other claims. We. should exclude all private 
claims. from this bill. : : 

Mr. FOOTE. I shall not say anything in re- 
ply to the honorable Senator from Texas. But 
perhaps. the honorable Senator from. Massachu- 
setts, who knows. something of this matter, may 
wish to say something in relation to it. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I feel bound to say a few 
words with regard to this matter, as I believe this 
to be a very just claim. 
secretary of legation to Prussia as long ago as the 


adminisiration of Mr. Van Buren, I am not quite- 


sure that he was not appointed by General Jack- 
son. He isa gentleman of high literary character 
and great accomplishments. He is not one of my 
political friends. His claims would more prop- 
erly belong to the charge and care of Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber. I believe he has 
been in the diplomatic service of the country lon- 
ger than any man now init. He was secretary 
of legation to Mr. Wheaton, who was for a 
Jong time at Berlin. Mr. Wheaton was very often 
absent from his post, when he left Mr. Fay. to. 
perform the duties of chargé d’affaires. I am in- 


clined-to think that he has performed the duties of: 


chargé d’affaires in the absence of his minister 
more frequently and for a longer time than any 
He has 
received no promotion. He has been simply sec- 
retary of legation from first to last. Under every 
minister, from the first under whom he. served, 
down to Mr. Barnard, of New York, who I have 
been. glad’ to see appointed minister to Russia 
within the last month, he has been still secretary 
of legation at a salary of only $2,000 a year. 
Now, this is no stale claim. The honorable 
Senator from Texas must bear in mind that this 
gentleman is still in office, and this is a charge for 
services recently rendered. Hence itis entirely 


| appropriate to insert this provision in the, bill re- 


lating to the civil and diplomatic expenses. of the 
Government. I have myself carried through the 
other branch of Congress a provision for a late 
secretary of legation at Paris, who acted as chargé 
@affaires during the absence of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as. an amend- 
ment to the general appropriation bill, under pre- 
cisely the same circumstances. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. f 

Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts speaks:of the worth, the literary qualifica- 
tions, and the politics of this gentleman, in all of 
which I concur. But it seems to me that this is a 
private claim, after all. The-civil and diplomatic 


appropriation bill is for the ordinary expenses of | 


the. Government; it isto appropriate money for 
objects authorized. by treaty and by law. And it 


is the duty of the Committee on Finance to keep | 


it as near to that as can be, not only because that 


i is the province of the bill, but the object is to get it 


through. It is one of those things which must go 
through or the Government cannot get along. 


: Therefore it is necessary to keep it clear of all 


these cuntroverted subjects, however meritorious, 
or the bill may fail by a disagreement between the 
Houses. [hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HALE. Such appropriations are wrong, 
totally. wrong, radically wrong, entirely wrong; 
and-no reports. of committees can make them 
right. Itisa most dangerous precedent to allow 


| your secretaries to convert themselves.into minis- 


ters or chargés in the absence of the superior min- 
ister. For that reason Í vote against such appro- 
priations, 

Mr. BRIGHT. If this claim is just, why has 
it lain so long? { understand the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that it dates back to the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Van Buren. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Oh,no. I said that this 
gentleman had been in this. position since the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Van Buren. 


Mr. BRIGHT. When were these services ren- 


dered? 
Mr. FOOTE. 


recent. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


taries of legation we have; and that whenever these 


Mr. Fay was appointed 


From the 18th of July, 1848, to | 
ithe 14th of January, 1849. So the claim is rather 


I understand that the existing.| 
i laws namehow.many ministers, chargés, and secre- 


| period, 


officers are not in their places, and their duties are: 
performed by subordinate. officers, tho existing: 
law provides how this service shall.be paid for. T 
believe Í am correct in this, If Fam, it needs no- 
legislation on the part of:Congress to:authorize the: 
Secretary of State to pay those subordinate officers: 
who perform the duties. of superior officers. So: 
that this claim is a private one, and should be pres. 
sented as such, and should:be acted:upon as‘such. : 
Tt-is one which ought not tobe “attached: to the~ 
general appropriation bill, j i 
Mr. KING. My-friend from Indiana‘is not ène 
tirely correct in the opinion he has expressed that: 
these claims can be allowed and -paid at the de- 
partment. The ministers of our country frequently 
leave their posts, sometimes for months, during: 
the Summer, when the courts of the monarchs are 
not held at the capital. The monarch generally 
travels during the Summer months to various 
points. During: that period it is usual for the 
minister to leave his post for a change of air, or- 
that he may amuse himself, as he may think 
proper, there being nothing for him to do. But 
there is no instance in which a secretary of lega- 
tion is paid as a chargéd "affaires in consequence of: 
such temporary absence of the minister. Inevery 
instance of late years, where a minister resigns and. 
comes home, or is’ recalled, and the-secretary of? 
legation is left to discharge the duties of chargé; 
and he is introduced as*such to the foreign office, 
Congress- considers that he is obliged to live at an. 
additional expense, and that heis therefore enti-: 
tled to some additional compensation; and they. , 
have passed particular laws giving to the secretary 
of legation that has discharged the duties of ‘chargé 
the compensation of a chargé: But it is upon-an: 
actual statement that the minister left at such a 
time, and that he was presented-to the foreign office 
as- chargé at that time, and that he continued to 


; discharge the duties of a chargé until the minister- 


returned or another was substituted in his place. 
Then we know what we are voting for 

But as regards this gentleman’s claim, 1 do not 
know. that there is anything specific. When Mr. 
Wheaton was at Berlin, he frequently: came to. 
Paris, where his family resided. He was absent 
from Berlin I know. But this individual was'not: 
entitled to receive the pay of a chargé for that 
time. My friend from Michigan [Mr. Cass] well 
knows that in the excursion he made, he had‘to 
leave his secretary as chargé; but that gentleman 
received no compensation as such during that: 
He:was paid as: chargé after the Senator’: 
returned-to the United States; and before I went:on 
to Paris, but only for that time... Mr.: Donelson 
succeeded Mr. Wheaton. I-do-not know thatany- 
time expired: between Mr. Wheaton retiring and: 
Mr. Donelson assuming the post. I believe Mr. 
Wheaton remained until Mr. Donelson took his 
place. It is true that Mr. Donelson was partly 
transferred to: Frankfort. He had his dutiesto 
perform, both at Berlin and Frankfort. 

Mr. Hannegan succeeded Mr. Donelson. | But 
l believe Mr. Donelson continued to discharge the 
duties of minister until Mr. Hannegan arrived: 
Therefore, the only claim. which: this gentleman: 
can have for acting as chargé must have arisen 
from the fact that he has discharged the duties of 
chargé since Mr. Hannegan has returned, and will 
continue to discharge those duties until Mr. Bar- 
nard arrives. This time cannot yet be calculated 
accurately. That is the situation in which this 


| matter stands. 


Mr. FOOTE. Gentlemen say this is.a private 
claim. Itis certainly aclaim in behalf of an indi=: 
vidual who may, perhaps, be now in. private life. 
Bat it is a claim for recompense for public service: 


| actually rendered, of the rendition: of which we 
| have the highest evidence—evidence from the De- 


partment of State. I cannot understand how. it is 
that one person acting as chargé, who may have 
been presented at a particular time, should be rec- 
ompensed, while anotherindividual who acted in 
that capacity, of which we have testimony, should 
not be recompensed. . I know the general law does 
not authorize the payment of this recompense; but 
the services have been rendered, and thë question 
is, will you requite those who rendered them? I 
believe there are many precedents for this case. 
The amendment was rejected. : 


< Mr. FOOTE. [offer the following amendment: 


tt For the full payment of the claim of Robert M, Walsh, 
secretary of lega-ion to Mexico, for his services as acting” 
chargé affaires, $1,673;°2' sae 4 


Here is a letter of the Secretary of State, which 
I will read: : 
i DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
; WASHINGTON, August 8, 1850. 

$12: In reply to Your letter of the 7ih instant, respecting 
the claim for compensation preferred by Mr. Robert:M 
Watsh, secretary of legation to Mexico, for services: i 
chargé d'affaires near the Government of thit Republic, I 
have the bonor to inform you that Mr. Walsh acted in that 
capacity from the ist November, 1848, to the Ist February, 
1849, and from the 6th September, 1849, to the 7th. Febin- 
ary, 1850, -There is no genéral law to Wartant“such an al- 
lowance, but there are numerous precedents where the dif- 
ference of compensation between ‘the. salary of a secretary 
of iegation aud chargé d’affaires has been allowed in such 
cases. > 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, DAN’L WEBSTER. 

Hon. JOHN A. MCCLERNAND, : 

Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Représmtatives. 


Mr. DAWSON. This letter is directed to a 
gentleman of the House of Representatives. Why, 
then, was not the matter presented there? 

Mr. FOOTE. Owing to the stringency of the 
rules of that House, it could not be presented 
there, The chairman of the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs brought the matter to our commit- 
tee, and we sanctioned the appropriation. It 
seems to me that when appropriations have re- 
ceived the sanction of the Secretary of State, and 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of both 
Houses, itis dealing very illiberally and ungener- 
ously to reject them in the sweeping manner the 
Senate have done to-day. I do not wish to con- 
sume time; l therefore merely say that 1 hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FOOTE. [Í have another amendment to 
offer, with which I hope to have better fortune. 
It has not received the sanction of a committee of 
the other House; but it has received the sanction 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate. 1 believe I may say that it has also received 
the sanction of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance: 

“ To defray the expenses of aspccial agent to the three 
Republics of Venezuia, New Granada, and Ecuador, to claim 
of those. Governments respectively the several amoun:s due 
froni each of them on clans of several citizens of the 
United States against the former Government of Colombia, 
2,000.7? 

I hold in my hand a statement in relation to this 
matter, which I wish to read: 

Statement in reference to Colombian Claims, 

Before the dissolution of the late Republic of Colombia, 
there existed in favor of citizens of the United States against 
that Republic claims to the amount of more than one mil- 
lion of dollars, arising out of acts of lawless seizure, confis- 
cations, foreed contribations by military authorities, and’ 
supplies furnished during their revolutionary struggle. The 
prosecution of these claiins was suspended after mat event, 
on account of the unsettled and disturbed state in which the 
political affairs of the three States which composed said Re- 
public continued for along series of years. Of the whole 
amount of said claims there has not been realized more 
than trom one hundred and fifty to two hundred thousand 
doitars, and it is now found impossible to proceed with their 
‘settlement from the circumstance that in every ciaim there 
has to be a separate negatiation or settlement with each 
State, for the percentage or proportion due from each on 
each claim, which the diplomatic ageuts of the United States 
cannot effeet fom the impossibility of using the same proofs 
and documents in three different setdements, ‘fhe vast 
distance of the capitals of these States from each other, and 
immense difficultics of the transit from one to the other, 
over mountains and rivers almost impassable, render the 
transmission of valuable documents by post extremely haz- 
ardous, and when voluminous, absolutely impossible. ‘he 
appointment of a special agent to bring together all the doc- 
uments and proofs in each case at one place, and to procure 
a seidement of all with the Government at such place; 
thence to proceed wilh said doeuments and proots to the 
next Government for a corresponding settlement there, and 
thence to the remaining Goverument for Wie same purpose, 
presents the only pian by which the claimants can ever cx- 
pect to realize their claims. And it is absolutely essential 
that such agent should be clothed with the authurity of.cre- 
dentiats from the Government of the United Stites ; other- 
wise his representations will be of no avail. The exercise 
of its good otfiees by any legation of the United States to 
either of these Governments, in aid of an agent not specially 
authorized by the Government of Ure United States to sette 
the claims, would be equally unavailing, and rather tend to 
produce the impression that the Government of the United 
States was not disposed to extend to the claimants the ben- 
efits ofa direct and effective assistance. , 

The sending of such an agent would also relieve the State 


Department trom the labor and molestation incident to re- +4 


peated correspondence with claimants, t0 thrice repeated 
‘instructions to its diplomatic ageuts, aud thrice repeated or 
triple negotiations and settlements through said _ageuts of 
eseti claim, under the disadvantages of want of sufficient 
proofs at two atleast of the legations, and of all the delays 
and evasions invariably induced by stich a cireumslance, ts- 
pecially with such debtors, The necessity of triple settle 
ments arises from the division by treaty beiween said States 
of the linbilities of Colombia, into specific proportions, to he 
assumed and paid by each, which arrangement the Govern- 
ment of the United Statés has heretofore acquiescéd in With 


respect i$ the’ claims “that have -beeti recovered. “Iq the 
same treaty; an-article was inserted, at the instance of the 
Chargé d?Affaires of the United States at Bogota in 1834, ob- 


: ligating the three States to liquidate and settle the cfains in 


favor of Citizens of the United States by a board of counnis- 


|} sioners, to be thereafter constituted for the. división of the 


debt, and other purposes growing out of ‘the ‘dismember- 
ment. The board assembied at Bogota in 1838, and not- 
withstanding the urgent representations of General Semple, 
Charzé Affaires of the Unued States at that place, in be- 
half of the claimants, fuifed entirely to discharge this portion 
of their duties, the consequence of which has been an in- 
definite postponement of the claims. 

The adoption of the plan recommended, whilst it saves 
labor and expense to both the Stite Departmentand elaiin- 
ants, wiil afford to the latter a certainty of realizing within 
a reasonable period something of their long-deferred claims 
toindemnifieation. The claimants have memorialized the 
Stace Department in the most urgent and pressing terns to 


-appointa special agent for the purpose, and have the de- 


cided concurrence and approbation of that department in 
support of their wishes. | 

Amongst the claims is the case of the American ship 
Good Keturn, seized near St. Bartholomew in 1819, and 
robbed of the greater portion of her cargo, worth more than 
one hundred thousand dollars, by a Colombian vessel of war, 
under command of Commodore Joly, 

Another is that of the Ametican schooner Ben Allen 
and cargo, seized and confiscated in Chagres in 1827, under 
circumstances of great aggravation, and with immense daim- 
age to the owners in New York. : 

Another is the case of the schooner Economy, seized and 
confiscated in Maracaibo in the same year, without Jaw or 
justification. 

Another is that of extraordinary contributions levied 
without the sanction of law in 1824, by the military authori- 
ties of Guayaquil, in Ecuador, upon several valuable cargoes 
of cacao belongingto merchants in New York. 

Another is the case of a final and definitive judgment in 
favor of Jacob Idtor and against the Government, after a 
long and vexatious suit, (in which the claimant was sub- 
jected to personal imprisoument anid oppression,) for a large 
amount ot money due him and his associates, tor military 
supplies, furoished during their revolutionary struggle, of 
which nothing has ever been paid. 

in addition to which are various other cases of seizure 
and captures, during the early part of their revolution, in- 
volving large sums, in which the heirs and assignees of the 
parties interested, citizens of the United States, are largely 
interested. All ot these claims have been the subject of re- 
peated instructions from the State Department to jts diplo- 
watie agents in Venezuela, New Granada, and Ecuador du- 
ring the last twenty years, as well as matter of aniinadver- 
sion in the messages of different Presidents of the United 
States. But the great difficulty, and indeed the impossi- 
bility of transmitting voluminous documents from one point 
to another by post, puts it oul of the power of diplomatic 
agents to get the proofs uecessary to the support of the claims 
from one legation to another. Such documents ean only 
be sately transmitted under the personal care of an agent 
employed for the purpose. The distancy from Caraccas, in 
Venezula, 10 Quito, in Ecuador, is some two thousand 
miles, over the highest mountains in the world; Bogota, the 
capital of New Granada, being situated between the two.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. Iam inclined to think that 
this may be productive of benefit, though | have 
not had more than a glance at the matter. There 
is a great deal of plausibility. in it, although it may 
be liable to some objections. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 am glad the Secretary of State 
prefers this course. Ít is certainly generally the 
cheapest and the best plan for the adjustment of 
claims. I shali vote for this amendment, not only 
on this account, but also because it will save the 
necessity of employing two additional members of 
a board, and the room, fuel, and other charges of 
& board. 

Mr. GWIN. I have examined this matter with 
some care, and I do not believe that we could ap- 
propriate money for a better object. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to amend the bill by 
adding after. the provision that the compensation 
of the laborers on the public grounds should re- 
ceive $40 per month, the following: 

«“ Ang the compensation of the foremen at the Capitol 
grounds and at the. President’s grounds shall be $50 per 
month.” e 

This provision was intended to be put in the 
bill, I believe, and l offer it merely to rectify the 
mistake. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1l move to amend the bill by 
inserting after the provision for the pay and mile- 
age of Senators, Members, and Delegates, the fol- 
lowing: 

.* And to the Senator elect from New Mexico, who has 


appeared here for the purpose of taking his seat in the Sen- 


ate of the Uuited States, fur his mileage, $2,000.” 

New Mexico has made an effort to get into the 
Union upon the same principle as California; and 
the Senator elect [Mr. Weianrman] from New 
Mexico came here with just as honest purposes, and 
he was elected with just the same views and feel- 
ings, as the Senators from California were elected, 
He came here without any knowledge that Con- 
gress was about to’ establish a territorial govern- 


inert’ there. On the contrary, the piblic’ pressof 
the day gave him information that «territorial govs 
ernment would not and could not be: ésthblishe 
New Mexico, atid that the oniy way they Hadt 


get a ‘government-was to hold ‘a’convention “and 


formi a State constitution. In pursuance of thesé 


honest ‘purposes, without. any attempt to commit. 


fraud on the Governitient of the country, ‘they 
honestly met together arid formed a constitution, 
arid came‘here very improperly, F admit; birt thi 
are not to blame for it. Ant'T submit thatif Cal 
fornia had been rejected, the Sénate would have 
consented to pay her Senators, LEDGE Es 

I recollect, in 1836, when 
the House of Representatives, Michigan ‘came 
here with her Senators; her constitution was te- 
jected; her Senators were compelled to return 
home, butin -the civil and diplomatic bill, an ‘aps 
propriation was made to pay those Senators. F 
ask what, in common justice, is the distinction 
between the Senators from Michigan ‘and Cali- 
fornia, and the Senator from New Mexico who is 
here; who came here without any other view of 
expectation than that of taking his sest; believing 
it would.be in accordance with the wishes of the 
Government and people of this country? . Usub- 
mit, then, whether in’ fairness, in honesty, and in 
justice, he is not entitled to it? Veta 

Mr. GWIN. I do not object to the Senator 
from Georgia bringing in this proposition; but I 
do protest against-his ‘stating that the case of Calis 
fornia and that of New Mexico are the same. Sir, 
there is a great difference between the two cases. 
If fam not very much misinformed, this. move- 
ment for the establishment of a State government 
in New Mexico was not commenced unul after 
this session of Congress began, after it was known 
there that the subject of forming a territorial gov- 
ernment was under consideration. And it has 
been charged, and not successfully refuted, that 
that movement took place under the direction of 
the Executive branch of this Government. 

And here I feel myself called upon—and it is, the 
first occasion 1 have had to speak upon the sub- 
ject—to deny most emphatically that the people 
of California formed their State government under 
Executive dictation. 
out there by the President of the United States 
(Mr. Thomas Butler King) of having interfered at 
all in the matter. If Mr. King interfered, his in- 
terference was unknown to me and to the people 
of California. I wasa member of thé convention 
which formed the State constitution there, and I 
know he did not interfere in the slightest possible 
degree in the formation of the State constitution. 
I have heard various charges brought against him 
to that effect. I do not know what his intentions 
were; but his real acts, I know, were such as 
should not subject him to any such imputation. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am gratified to hear that 
statement made. The Hon. Thomas Butler King 
has denied in person the statement that he went as 
the agent of the late Administration to call the 
State of California into existence, It is now de~ 
nied by the Senator from that State. . It has been 
denied by the late Governor of that State, Gereral 
Riley, who stated to me here in this Hall that Mr. 
King had nothing to do with it. He told me that 
his proclamation was written in thé month of 
May, and that he did nòt know of the approach of 
the steamer which brought Mr. King there when 
hë issued his proclamation. 

Mr. CASS. 1 mustask pardon of the honors- 
ble Senator for interrupting him; but I would like 
to know if itis necessary to go over all this at this 
stage of the session? 

Mr. DAWSON. Notat all. But it is neces- 
sary that | should say this much to shield Mr, 
King from the imputation that has been cast npon 
him. Lam exceedingly thankful to my friend from 
California for making this development. . But if 
what was done in California was done by the act of 
California, was not what was done in New Mexico 
done by the act of New Mexico? The principle 
is the same in each case. If California acted ac~ 
cording to what was the wish of her'people, so 
d:d New Mexico; and where is the difference in 
point of principle? l can perceive none. trepeat 
again that if California had not been admitted her 
Senators would have been compensated. And { 
think we Should do the same thing for New Mex- 
ico. 

Mr. BUTLER. [do not-intend to enter into. 
this discussion, and J am not th the-habit of goirg 


I was a ‘wieniber- of 


l acquit the gentleman sent 


beyond my advertisement. .But L-wish to make 
an inquiry which cannot very..well be answered 
without refuting some. assertions. that have been 
made here. 
fornia? Who paid him? I wish to say nothing 
else on this point.. But a word: with regard to the 
representatives of New Mexico coming here and 
asking for. compensation for a flagrant usurpation. 
Gentlemen call this “ honest!” It is said this gen- 
tleman came here as honestly as the gentlemen 
` from California. Perhaps I might differ with the 
Senator on this point. ldo not intend to bring 
about-any debate. But I do think to allow this 
claim of a supposed Senator from New Mexico 
would be making States as cheap as whelstones. 
Mr. DAWSON. The published instructions 
of Mr. King tell what he went for. The charg> 
was that he had secret instructions, which were 
brought to bear upon California. This insinua- 
tion has gone out to the country. It has been de- 
nied on this floor by the honorable Senator from 
California. It has been denied by General Riley, 
late Governor of that State... And I am gratified, 


L repeat, that.Mr. King stands before the country | 


freed from that imputation. 

Mr. HALE. If this discussion is to be pursued, 
I-think I shall move an inquiry to ascertain for 
what purpose the Turkish Envoy came here, It 
would have as much bearing upon the question as 
the discussion of the purpose for which Mr. King 
went to California. 
Georgia thinks this case is entirely analogous to 
the case of California. Why, there is all the dif- 
ference in the world.. California got in: New 
Mexico was kept out. That makes a very great 
difference here. 

Mr. FOOTE. I regret very much that all this 
appears impertinent and irrelevant to the honor- 
able Senator from New Hampshire. He is struck 
with surprise at this debate. Why, I think it is 
all involved in this proposition to appropriate 
money to pay for the expenses of the Senator elect 
from New Mexico. I shall not go into California 
affairs. 

, vestigated. Bat I feel bound to say that I enter- 
tain such high personal respect and warm senti- 
‘ments for the Senator elect from New Mexico, who 
jis present, that it would afford me the highest 
“gratification. to vote for this appropriation, if E 
could reconcile it to my sense of duty and pro- 
priety. But I must say that I consider this very 
different from the California case, although I do 
not by any means approve all that took place in 
California antecedent to the formation of a State 
government. I.must consider the case of New 
Mexico as being very different in some of its lead- 
ing features from the case of the admission of Cal- 
ifornia, and the election of her Senators, who now 
. hold their seats on this floor. 

Sir, the honorable Senator from Georgia well 
knows.that this proceeding in New Mexico was 
undertaken under instructions from the Govern- 
ment. And this makes it much more flagrant, much 
more unpardonable. Under such circumstances, 
if those instructions had been carried into effect, 
this country would have been inevitably involved 
in civil war. It was first hinted at here, first rec- 
ommended and urged upon us here. When this 
idea was first broached here, I denounced it asa 


proposition fraught with iniquity, and pregnant | 
l repeat, the sugges- | 


with the utmost mischief. 
tion was first made here, and received sanction 
elsewhere. It was acted upon in New Mexico, 
ani acted upon with the full. knowledge of all the 
cireu mstances connected with the transaction; with 
a-full prescience of the consequences which would 
inevitably ensue in the event of such a measure 
being consummated. 


Confederacy, civil war would have occurred, out 
of which civil war this blessed Union itself would 
have been destroyed? No mancan doubtit. I 
therefore feel bound, in a spirit of frankness, to 
state my opinion. I think that the recommenda- 
tion—the unreasonable, injurious, unwise, recom- 


mendation which emanated from this Government |! 


to the people of New Mexico, which deluded 
them, which fatally misled them, almost precipi- 
tated this country in civil war, with all its dire 
consequences, amongst which would have been 
the destruction of this Union, which we all prize 
` so highly. It was persisted in in the face of ail 
the monitions emanating from this Chamber, in 


The honorable Senator from j 


They have already been sufficiently in- | 


: Can any man doubt, that if | 
New Mexico had been recognized asa State of this | 


For what did Mr. King go to Cali- | 


the face of the most solemn and emphatic declara: | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


tions of honorable Senators here, of Jeading influ- 
ence in the country, as to its impropriety, and-as 
to the mischievous consequences likely to ensue 
from an attempt to execute this scheme. A worse 
act has never marked our national history—a more 


į reprehensible contrivance has never teft its. stain 


upon the history ef any country. It was bad in 
itself, and bad in its execution. It deserves lan- 
guage of denunciation; and I doubt not the future 
historian will record it in language of contempt- 
uous disrespect, and consign all who are connected 
with it to that infamy which, in my judgment, 
they deserve. f 

As to the people of New Mexico, Í do not blame 
them at all.. They were misled; they were de- 
luded. Ihave sympathized with that deluded peo- 
ple from the beginning of this matter -up to the 
present moment. But yet I cannot think it proper 
to impart the least possible sanction to any part of 
this proceeding. I therefore shall feel bound to 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. EWING. The remarks of the Senator 
from Mississippi were out of order. ‘They neither 
merit nor do they require an answer. I will then 
simply reply to a suggestion made by the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson.] He made the in- 
quiry, “ what difference is there between Califor- 
nia and New Mexico?” I can answer his ques- 
tion ina very few words. The difference is that 
California has representatives on this floor to re- 
ply to and refute the calumnies which are uttered 
here and elsewhere against the late Executive and 
against his fellow-citizens. New Mexico has none. 

Mr. FOOTE. The honorable Senator from 
Ohio says he did not conceive that my remarks 
either merited or required an answer. lt was very 
well for him to say that, since what I said was 
unanswerable. If he declines the defence of that 
which no man can approve, but every honest pa- 
triot out of this Senate of course does and must 
condemn, it was very convenient for the honorable 
Senator to say that; it was very polite, and per- 
haps very courteous; but about that | will not dis- 
pute with the honorable Senator. 

I did not intend by any means to disturb the 
ashes of the illustrious dead, or to‘allude in lan- 
guage of unkindness or disrespect to the late Pres- 
ident of the United States. I never did so when 
he was living, and [ shall not do so now that-he is 
entombed. 
to make New Mexico a State originated here. It 
originated in a quarter that has not had the least 
political respect from me atany time. [Pointing 
to Mr. Sewarn.] I stated that evil counsels, else- 
where than the Executive mansion, had received 
sanction to. a certain extent; that they had been 
acted upon with a full knowledge of the concomi- 
tant circumstances, with a prescience of the dan- 
gers likely to arise from an attempt to carry this 
scheme into execution. 


the object of which i speak was a bad one. Ibe- 


| lieve there is no member of this Senate who is not | 


personally interested in the matter, on the score of 


reputation, that does not agree with me on this | 
I only spoke what distinguished members | 


oint. 
of the Whig party, who are members of this Sen- 
ate, have spoken before. 
guage which I heard with delight and admiration 
from distinguished Whig statesmen in this Cham- 
ber. I only repeated what the enlightened press 
of the country, of both parties, has already de- 


clared. And, if what I have said is unworthy of | 


reply from the honorable Senator from Ohio; if 
what I have said does not require reply from the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, it is because the 
matter is res adjudicata. The cuiprits have been 
scrutinized; their conduct has been examined into; 
the brand of infamy, eternal infamy, has been af- 
fixed to them. 
Senator from Ohio. God forbid that I should sup- 
pose him thus guilty. | trust he may be enabled 
hereafter to clear himself of all suspicion and dis- 
credit in relation to this matter. This opinion of 
mine was expressed two or three months ago. I 
have often repeated it since; and I felt bound to 
present this argument on the present occasion, and 
l believe nothing can be adduced against it even by 
the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I beg Senators who mean 
to get through these appropriation bills to turn 
their attention to the matter. 1 hope my friend 
from Georgia will withdraw this proposition; 1 
have no idea that it can prevail. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. Lhaveno desire to withdraw it. 


I stated distinctly that the proposition | 


No man can deny that | 


I only reiterated lan- | 


I have not alluded to the honorable | 


:- Mr. DICKINSON.. It -is. not. my: province ‘to 
lecture the Senate;. but it is my duty to'state facts: 
And I would state that I think. we shall find. our- 
selves in great.trouble if we do: not. proceed with 
our proper business. We have not trme for polits 
ical discussion. [hope no one. will Jaunch upon 
it, because a reply will be made, and soit will go 
on, : o aa 

Mr. RUSK. I do not intend to prolong this de- 
bate. I donot intend to say anything. reflecting. - 
on the past Administration or the people of Santa 
Fé; but I regret that this subject has been thrown 
in upon this discussion at this time. ‘This isa 
matter in which the Executive Government.of the 
United States bore its part, and in which the State 
of Texas bore its part. Their conduct must go 
down to history. Í do not intend ‘to discuss it 
now. The action of the Executive Government 
of the United States and the action of Texas were 
diametrically opposite. One of them was right 
and the other was wrong. One was within the 
pale of the Constitution and the other was clearly 
out of it. Whenever the subject comes legitimately 
up, [am confident that I can show that the State 
of Texas was acting within the pale of the Con- 
stitution. : 

Mr. TURNEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will vote for this 
amendment upon this ground. The Congress ‘of 
the United States failed to give a government ‘ta 
these people, according to the treaty, two years 
ago. You threw upon them the necessity of gov- 
erning themselves. And when they resorted to 
this mode of doing it—the establishment of a State 
Government—it was in consequence of your wrong. 
And I hold that you have no ‘right to ‘do that and 
then refuse compensation to the agents whom they 
may send here. a 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 do not intend to detain the 
Senate in the transaction of business, but as I in- 
| tend to vote against this amendment, 1 wish to state 
briefly the reasons for my vote. In the first place, 
there is no Senator in attendance here from New 
Mexico. There was no competent body to elect 
a Senator there. When the so-called Legislature 
of New Mexico met for that purpose, they deposed 
a large portion of the representatives of the people, 
and appointed new ones in their place. It was'a 
self-created body, and it did not emanate from the 
people. Thatis one reason, I think, why we ought 
not to encourage such transactions. In the next 
place, it appears that this gentleman was an officer 
of the army; and when he was discharged from 
the service, he was entitled to mileage for travel- 
ing to his place of residence, which was Washing- 
ton city. He would be recompensed for traveling 
as a disbanded officer from New Mexico to this 
place; and this appropriation would be additional 
to the contract that was made between the Gov- 
ernment and him when he went to New Mexico. 
I can see no reason in favor of this amendment, 
but every possible reason againstit. If we wish 
to encourage irregularities, and the payment of 
| self-created officers and emissaries, we wiil never 
terminate, but will continually advance the claims 
|| against the Government. For these reasons I shall 
i| vote against the amendment. 
|| Mr. DAWSON. I am informed that the two 
| 
H 
i 
l 


| grounds upon which the Senator proceeds are 
both without foundation. The person elected a 
| Senator in New Mexico has not been in the Uni- 
j! ted States army for twelve months. As to what 
the Senator has said in relation to the Legislature 
| there, I am authorized to say that it is a mistaken 
| apprehension, arising out of an improper publica- 
| tion. : 

| Mr. HOUSTON. Iam aware that this gentle- 
; man has not been in the service within twelve 
‘i months. Itis not material at what time he left 
li the army. He was entitled. to transportation to 
| his usual place of residence; and he was not dis- 
‘| charged until he had time to reach that place, 
|| Unless this gentleman is a Senator, or unless there 
| is some prospect of his being inducted as one, I 
| cannot see any propriety in advancing him this 


| amount of money. 

i Mr. BUTLER. When new subjects are intro- 
| ducea, not altogether germane to the subject under 
| consideration, | beg, so far as history can be cor- 
| rected by facts upon the occasion, that I may be 
i| permitted to make my contribution. Now, what, 
ll did Mr. Semple, President of the California Con- 
i vention, say in regard to. Thomas Butler King? 


| 
1 
i 
| 
H 
| 
| 
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- The PRESIDENT, (Mr. Bey occupying the 
chair.) The. Chair feels constrained to say that 
this is net in order, E m ote 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam merely following in the 
footsteps.of other gentlemen. rn PEN 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is only desir- 
ous to keep the debate within proper limits: He 
merely made the suggestion. He will- not inter- 
fere with the Senator, however. 

. Mr. BUTLER. I shall occupy but a moment. 
Here.is what Mr. Semple, President: of the Cali- 
fornia Convention, said upon-the subject: i 

“&] feel under some obligation to repeat a conversation 
which has a direct bearing upon. this matter. There is a 
distinguished member of Congress, who holds his seat from 
one of the States of the Union, now in California. Witha 
desire to obtain all the information possible in relation to 
the state of things on the other side uf the mountains, I 
asked him what was the desire of the people in Congress? 
1 observed to him that it was not the desire of the people of 
California to take a Jarger boundary than the Sierra Nevada, 
and that we would prefer not embracing within our limits 
this desert waste to. the East. His reply was: ‘For God’s 
sake, Ivave us no territory to Jegislate upon in Congress.’ 
He went on tostate then that the great object in our forma- 
tion af a State government was to avoid further legislation; 
there would be no question as to our admission by adopting 
this course; and that all subjects of minor importance could 
afterwards be settled. I think it my duty to impart this in- 

‘formation to the Convention. The conversation took place 

between Mr. Thomas Batler King and myself.” 

` Mre. GWIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASS. I would submit to the honorable 
Senator from California whether there is any use 
in saying anything on this matter? It has been 
discussed here for ten months; and no one could 
tell us anything more about it than we have heard 
already. 

Mr. GWIN. I think great injustice has been 
done Mr. King in this matter. 1 was present 
when that statement was made by the President 
of the Convention. The very moment it was 
made the fact that his authority was even quoted 
in, that Convention, it was denounced. It was 
asked who was Thomas Butler King, and what 
right had he to dictate to that Convention? If it 
were not for the statement that Mr. King had 
wished a certain boundary, it would have been 
différent from what it was. But when it was sug- 
gested that he desired a certain boundary, the Con- 
vention turned round and voted a different bound- 
ary. Bat Mr. King had no influence, and at- 
tempted to exercise none, in the Convention, so 
far as I saw. At the time it was held he was 
lying on what we supposed to be his death-bed, 
one hundred and twenty miles from where the 
Convention was sitting. I think great injustice 
has been done to Mr. King by charging him with 
interfering in this matter, and still greater injustice 
to the people of California, to suppose they would 
have permitted such. interference. 

The question was then taken and resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin; Bell, Renton, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Ewing, Greene, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, 
Wales, and Winthrop—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnwell, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Dickinson, Downs, Fetch, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, 
King, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt. Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, 
Turney, Walker, Whitcomb, and Yulee—24, 


trSo the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CLARKE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mitte on Public Buildings to offer the following 
amendment: 

“For compensation of the architect and superintendent of 
public’ buildings in the District of Columbia, 1,800. - 

I wiil make a brief statement of the reasons 
which governed the committee in recommending 
the appropriation. The present superintendent of 
public buildings has a salary of but a thousand 
dollars a year. He has rendered very useful 
service in preparing draughts of various projects 
that have been formed within the past year and 
during the last session of Congress in relation to 
the public buildings. He has displayed much 
architectural skill. The gentleman who now 
holds this office has not only performed the duties 
attached to the office, but has also performed a 
great amount of service as architect. The com- 
mittee have therefore unanimously recommended 
the amendment which | have now proposed. 

Mr, DICKINSON. I trust the amendment 
will not prevail. Icannot believe it necessary. 

The amendment was adopted as follows—ayes 


19, noes 17. 
Mr. WHITCOMB. I move to amend the bill 


E. 


by adding after the appropriation“ for the Bureau 


of Indian Affairs the following: va 


. For the’ salary of the assistant messenger. $500, to be 
eomputed from the Ist day of July tast.” g 
~ Ldesire merely to say that $500 was formerly 
the compensation of that officer... But some years 
ago the salaries in that bureau were generally di- 
minished,and this among them was diminished to 
$400. The individual who holds the office asks 
that his salary may be made $500, to correspond 
with the increased salaries in the bureau, and the 
salaries of other assistant messengers. 
Theamendment was adopted. 


Mr. BADGER. I have been waiting very qui- 
etly and patiently to. offer two or three small 
amendments. Iwill now offer the first amend- 
ment. J would mention to thé chairman of the- 
Finance Committee that the amendment does not 
make a new appropriation. It merely makes 
clear and distinct an appropriation already in the 
bill. 
the Capitol’? in this clause: “For like improve- 
ments on New Jersey avenue, [south of the Cap- 
itol,] $2,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Public Buildings,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof, ‘from Capitol square to public 
reservation number 17, according to such grade as 
the Corporation of. Washington may hereaftér es- 
tablish.’? 

Theamendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the next amendment, which Í am 
about to offer. On page forty-eight of the bill 
there occurs this appropriation: 

*¢ For the payment of Richard Rush of a balance ascer- 
tained to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, 
for his salary as Attorney General of the United States, and 
for the satisfaction of which there is no appropriatian, 
$259 59: Provided, hovever, That hereafter the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, or other pay officers of the 
United States, shall in no case allow any.pay to one indi- 
vidual the salaries of two different offices on account of 
having performed the duties thereof at the same time.” 

I did not know that this proviso would be held 
to exclude, and perhaps it was not intended to ex- 
clude a certain class of officers, three or four in j 
number, which are known to the Senate to exist. 
We have appropriations in this bill for a class of 
officers called. ** superintendents of the Executive 
buildings,” who receive a compensation of $250. 
It has always heretofore been found best that the 
heads of departments should select some one in 
the departments connected with the public build- 
ings to discharge this duty, two hundred and fifty 
dollars being entirely inadequate to procure the 
services of a competent person to devote his whole 
time to the matter. I propose, therefore, to insert 
the following at the end of that proviso: 

& But this prohibition shall not extend to the superintend- 
ents of the executive buildings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting at the end of the first section the follow- 
ing: 

c And for the purpose of enabling the Clerk of the House 
of R presentatives to pay for publishing the debates and pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives during the first 
session of the 30th Congress, and the first session of the 3ist 
Congress, in the ‘Union?’ and ¢Entetligencer? the sum of 
$7 50 per column for each column of said proceedings pub- 
lished in said papers, or either of them, is hereby appro- 
priated ; and the Clerk of the House of Representatives is 
hereby authorized and directed to pay the same accordingly: 
Provided, That the Clerk shall have first ascertained accu- 
rately the number of columns of said proceedings published 
in each of said papers”? 

I offer this amendment on the authority of sev- 
eral members of the House of Representatives, 
upon their statement that there was an under- 
standing in that House for the reporting of those 
debates and proceedings the editors of those pa- 
pers were to have a suitable compensation. The | 
amendment which I now offer was in charge of; 
a Democratic member of that House, who in- | 
tended to have proposed it. But whilethe House | 

i 
i 
t 


was in committee on this bill that gentleman was 
called out of his place. During his absence a į 
motion was made that the committee rise, which 
prevailed, and the bill was reported to the House. 
By the rules of the House it was then too late to 
offer the amendment. I offer it here, not by way 
of determining whether it is right, but that the 
House may have an opportunity to pass judg- 
ment on the matter. They know their under- 
standings about their reports. If we adopt this 
amendment it will give the House an opportunity 
of determining whether it is their sense and judg- 


I move to strike out the words ‘‘south of | 


|| sessions. 


ment that this. appropriation: should be; made for 
payment forthe publication ‘of ‘their debates -and 
proceedings. {I offer-it in consequence of the cir- 
cumstance I have mentioned, by. which a, vote: 
could not be taken on it... If the. House should > 
Not concur in this- amendment, after. we adopt it, 
of course it will fall. Paces Lae 

Mr. HUNTER. -It-seemsto me that we, have . 
quite . enough to do. to. attend to our own matters 
in relation to the business.of printing... We ought 
not to interfere with the House of Repfesenta- 
tives. If they do not choose.to make the appro= 
priation, why should we interfere to aid-them ? 
They havea contingent fund. Let them pay for 
this out of their contingent fund. Why. should. we 
come in and make appropriations for their print- 
ing? Iam utterly opposed to this system of le- 
gislating in regard to what properly belongs -to 
i the contingent fund of the other House. IL hope 
the amendment will not be adopted; and before 
sitting down I wish the Senator from North Car- 
olina would tell us what this will cost. How 
much will it take to pay for this service? 

Mr. BADGER. | think that my friend from 
Virginia has fallen. into a strange error in saying 
that he is not for undertaking the superintendence 
of the affairs of the House. Why; the Senator 
must surely know that the House had vety kindly. 
taken the superintendence of the Senate. The 
House have, in this very appropriation bill, sent 
here a proposition by which they undertake to take 
charge of the concerns. of the Senate in. a. matter 
which is supposed most nearly to- touch “the 
Senate, because it touches their compensation, 
And this Senate, on Saturday last, voted that the 
House was right in undertaking that superintend- 
ence, and that we ought to be grateful to. them for 
it, and accept the restrictive provision they thought 
necessary to Impose on us. 

Now, | wish to take a Christian man’s revenge 
of the House—not to undertake the superintends 
ence of any of their proceedings for the purpose 
of offering reproach; not to indicate that they are 
going wrong, and need our restraint and. control; 
but for the purpose of giving the House an oppor- 
tunity of passing upon this question, which pecu- 
larly concerns them, and which, as I learn from 
several members of the House, they were pre- 
vented from passing upon by the accidental cir- 
cumstance which I have mentioned.. 

In regard to the contingent fund of the House, 
my friend from Virginia forgets entirely that thig: 
bill ends the contingent fund of the House for the. 
present session. If we do not put this appropria- 
tion here, they will not be able to pay this.out of 
their contingent fund. - If my friend prefers it, I 
will modify this amendment so as to make this an 
addition to the contingent fund of the House. But 
my friend wilt recollect that this very bill contains 
an appropriation, in similar language, for the 
“ Globe” newspaper. 1 know nothing about the 
merits of this proposition. l-only know that it is 
for the House to determine, exactly as we deter- 
mine, whether they understood that they were to 
pay for publishing their debates and proceedings. 
I wish to put this in this‘appropriation bill, not to 
coerce the House, but to give the House an oppor- 
tunity of determining whether or not they will pay 
for this service. If they shall decline to accede to 
the amendment, of course. it will fall. I merely 
wish to give the House an opportunity of doing, 
what 1 am assured they deem to be right, and 
which they were prevented from doing by the ac- 
cidental circumstance | have before mentioned. | 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 am opposed to inviting the 
| House to make expenditures, which they do not 
| choose to make for themselves. Ifthe House de- 
sired to make this expenditure, why did not some 
committee of the House ask the Committee: on 
Finance for an amendment for the purpose? In 
every instance where a committee of the. House 
recommended an amendment, the Committee ‘on 
Finance offer one for them. But on the present 
| occasion no such request was made, no such evi- 
| dence has been produced; we have: no. evidence 
that any committee of the House desires to make. 
this appropriation. A 


|! But my friend from North Carolina says that 
|i the House has interfered with the concerns of the 


Senate in relation to constructive mileage for extra 
Does he not remember that that grows 
out of a law passed by both Houses and approved 
| by the President? And what exists by law, can 


properly be'strickéeh out by law. But here is añ 
approvriation that relates exclusively to the House; 
but which has not ‘been requested by any commit- 
tee of the House. But two months will elapse 
‘pefore the next Session of Congress, and it will 
then betime enough to niake this appropriation. 
L hope the Senate will not put in this bill an ap- 
propriation. for the House of ‘Representatives 
which the House do not ask for. Wershall have 
quite enough to do to attend to ourselves, and let 
the House take charge of its own affairs. 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator from 
Virginia says we have rio authority for saying 
what was the disposition of the other House in re- 
gard to this matter. You have my authority for 
the fact that several members of that House have 
stated to me that this amendment was in conform- 
ity with the. wishes of that House. 

Mee HUNTER.. The Senator from North Ca- 
rolina does not exactly understand what I said. -I 
did not say that we had no authority at all. 1 
‘stated that the two Houses ‘usually communicated 
in relation to such matters through the committees; 
and: that we have had ‘no such communication in 
-this case. 1 have no doubt that the Senator from 
North Carolina was assured by some member of 
the House of Representatives that this appropria- 
tion was desirable to the House. But 1 say no 
communication from any committee of the House 
has been received in relation to this matter. 

Mr. BADGER. I admit it. But in this case 
gentlemen of the House belonging to both politi- 
cal parties have spoken to me in relation to this 
matter. Lhave brought the matter to the consid- 
eration of the Senate. I did not do so for the 
purpose of obtrading into the business of the 
House. But L-am requested to give them an op- 
portunity of doing by this amendment what lam 
assured they would have done had the matter been 
brought forward there. It is a perfectly simple 
and harmless proposition. If the House disagree 
tothe amendment, there the matter drops. There 
is no unjust interference with their business—no 
unwise tampering with it. Itcan fead to no mis- 
chief. lt mérely gives the House an opportunity 
of passing upon that which they were accidentally 
prevented from passing upon. F lope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

The'amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 1 move to insert after 
line 142, under the head of ‘* Third Auditor’s of- 
fice,” the words, “for arrearages to extra clerk 
authorized to be employed in said office to Ist De- 
cember next, $435.” Í will merely state that this 
amendment is recommendéd by Mr. John 8. Gal- 
laher, the Third Auditor. This extra clerk has 
been a good déal employed during the past Sum- 
mer, and this amendment is to pay him for the 
services which he has rendered. 

_ "Fhe amendment was adopted. 

“Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I have another amend- 
rient, to come in under the head of “ Minnesota,” 
afiér the 5491h line: 

«That the accounting officers be empowered to audit, ad- 
just, and allow the accounts of the public printer of Minne- 
sola Territory, for printing the Constitation of the United 
States, such pats of the laws of the United States as re- 
lates to the Northwest Territory, and the laws of Wiscon- 
sii, in force in said Territory by provision of the act organ- 
izing its the said accounts to be subjecieéd.to the same rules 
and orinciples as are brescrived by tbe act of August 29, 
1842, for other territorial accounts.” 

`I need only state to the Senate that this amend- 
ment does not involve the expenditure of a single 
dollar. The money was appropriated in the de- 
ficieticies bill, but, owing to the language of the 
lyw. making the appropriation, this claim of the 
publië printer of the Territory of Minnesota, for 
publishing the Constitution of the United States, 
the ordinance of 1787, and the laws of Wisconsin 
apnlicable to the Minnesota Territory, has. been. 
rejected. The amendment was drawn up by Mr. 
Whittlesey, the Comptroller vf the Treasury, who 
recommends that it should be adopted, so as to en- 
able him to audit and settle the account. 

The amendment was.agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT offered the following as an addi- 


tional section: 

© And be it further enacted, That inasmuch as the eon- 
tractors for exeeating the publie printing of Congress have 
declared their inability to do the work upon the terms stip- 
uiated in their contracts, without incurring ruin, aud have 
petitioned Congress to be relieved. fromthe past and future 
consequences of iujury ari-ing from their exertions to com- 
ply in a proper manner with the terms, and have relin- 
quistied all right, title, and claim whatsoever in said gon- 
tracts, the said contracts for thé printing'fot the Thirty-first' 


Congréas be and they hereby are rescinded and anwulled.on 
the part of the United States. ‘That the Committees on Print- 
ing of the Senate and House of Repi psentatives, respectively, 
be and they hereby are authorized and directed to audit and 
pass upou the accontits for the printing of the ‘present ses- 
sion of Congress, for. their respective Houses, which ` has 
been executed and delivered up to the date of the approval 
of this act, at a rate of compensation corresponding with a 
reduction of 45 per cen:utn upon the prices established by 
the joint resolution of 34 March, 1819, which said joint rés- 
olution is hereby revived and established in fall force: 
Provided, That the rates of compensation for the. public 
printing shall heréafter be at a reduction of thirty per centim 
on the prices established by the said joint resolution of 
March 3, 1819: And provided, also, That fer the remainder 
of the present and next session of Congress, the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Olerk of the House of Representatives 
he and they hereby are directed to employ such printer or 
printers as they shall judge proper and necessary to have 
ihe printing ef the respective Houses done in a neat and 
workinanhke manner, with materials of good quality, and 
With promptitade ; all of which to be regulated aud approved 
by the said Secretary and Clerk, aud paid for’by them at the 
rates herein established for the future printing to-be ordered 
by the two Honses; and-that all acts or, parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this act, be and the same 
hereby are repealed. And thal for the purpose of meeung 
any additional demand upon the contingent funds of the two 
Houses arising from the provisions contained in this section, 
there be and hereby is appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the contingent 
fund of the Senate $50,0U0, and to that of the House of Rep- 
resentatives $100,000.” 


Mr. BRIGHT. It is proper that 1 should make 
a few remarks explanatory of this amendment. 
Some three weeks ago I offered the same proposi- 
tion as a joint resolution, but I have failed to get 
it before the Senate, and therefore, at the sugges- 
tion of several Senators, I feel it to be my daty to 
offer it as an amendment to this bill. The amend- 
ment provides, in the first place, that the present 
printers to Congress shall be discharged from their 
contract, which is admitted upon all hands to bea 
ruinous one. 1 believe the gentleman holding it 
has, in a letter addressed to each Senator and 
member of the House, stated that he has per- 
formed the contract according to its letter, in good 
faith, up to the present time, and shall continue to 
do so up to the adjournment of Congress; but that 
if Congress should adjourn without affording him 
relief, such is his pecuniary condition, and the char- 
acter of the contract, he will be compelled to 
abandon it, and the printing will be left undone. 
That matter, then, submits itself to both Houses 
of Congress for their sound discretion. 

The second proposition is to pay for what shall 
have been done from the date of the contract up to 
the adjournment of Congress, at a rate of forty- 
five per centum below the rates established by the 
law of 1819. This, | am authorized to say, will 
not more than pay for the paper and mechanical 
work, and no profit will accrue to the printer for 
the work done from the beginning of the session 
to the adjournment of Congress. The amendment 
further provides that all printing to be done be- 
tween this time and the end of this Congress, at the 
close of nex: session, shall be paid for, to whoever 
may be employed to do the work, at a rate of 
thirty per centam below the rate fixed by the law 
of 1819, (which I understand to be a fair compen- 
sation for the kind of work generally ordered by 
Congress,) investing the Secretary of the Senate 
and thé Clerk of the House of Representatives 
with power to have the work done wherever they 
can get it done best. i 

1 know the subject of printing for Congress is 
one about which a variety of opinions exist, and 
that itis very hard to bring a majority of the Sen- 
ate to the supportof any one plan. Such has been 
our experience in discussing the question during 
the present session. But I believe that this amend- 
ment will satisfy more conflicting interests, whilst 


at the same time it will give relief to one who I | 


contend is entitled to relief at our hands, than any 
other proposition which could be presented. With 
that view [have offered it, and I hope it will meet 
with the favorable action of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Several Senators have inquired 
of me what has béen the action of the Committee 
on Printing in relation to this matter. I therefore 


feel bound to state that this matter has been before 
the Committee on Printing at several meetings. | 
believe, in the first instance, a resolution was re- 
ported to the Sendte, which authorized the Secre- 


lution, it will’be recollected, was ‘before the Senate 
for somé tiie, and was- recommitted. Another 
meeting (I am now speaking of: the. joint commit- ` 
tee of the Senateand the House) ‘was: held, and the 
chairman on the part-of the House was directed to 
report to the House a joint résolution... Tam ‘not 
sure whether it has been printed or not; but the 
chairman on the part of the. House has reported 
to the House a joint resolution, and E believe the 
terms of it are very similar to the ‘amendment 
which has just been offered by thé Senator from 
Indiana, (Mr. Brienr,] with some slight varia- 
tions. I believe the resolution reported to: the 
‘House proposed to suspend the present system of 
printing, not only during the present séssion, but 
during the present Congress, and it proposed to 
pay for the work which had been done at the rates 
of the resolution of 1819 with forty-five per cent.: 
off, and for the work to be done thirty-five, per 
cent. off from the rates under the resolution: of 
1819. The amendment of the Senator from Indi- 
ana corresponds with the report of the Committee 
on Printing, with only these differences: that the 
committee recommended that the work to be done 
should be done at the rates established by the res- 
olution of 1819, with thirty-five per cent. off, while 
this amendment proposes only thirty per cent. off 
that rate; and the resolution reported. by the: di- 
rection of the committee, | am very confident, only 
suspends the present system, while this amend- 
ment, I believe, proposes to repeal it My own 
opinion is, that this amendment should contain 
both of these qualifications. It should only sus- 
pend this contract system, and it should establish 
as the rate at which the work is to- be done the 
rates under the resolution of 1819, with thirty- 
five per cent. off. Men AT : a 
Mr. TURNEY. Before voting, I should: like 
to submit a single remark. If I am not mistaken, 
some months ago the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Borzanp,] who has been absent for several 
months, made a report, in which it was shown 
that we had paid the present printers for Congress 
a very large amount of excess over the usual price 
for printing a certain document—some decisions of 
the Supreme Court. . [t seemed that we were very 
largely swindled in that transaction, This printer, 
who now presents himself for relief, no doubt un- 
derstood what he was doing when he bid for the 
public printing at a rate at which he knew he 
could not properly do it. He did it for the pur- 
pose of putting down competition and obtaining the 
employment, and then going to partisans or others 
whom he could enlist in his service, to give him 
different compensation altogether from that which 
he contracted for; in short, to give him the employ- 
ment without competition. In other words, it 
was a fraud upon Congress, or an attempt at fraud; 
and if it is now carried out, and compensation ig 
allowed him, it will be the perfection of the fraud. 
Congress will sanction it, if we adopt this amend- 
ment; and I must say, for one, that it, never will 
be adopted with my vote; for I have on no former 
occasions voted additional sums to public printers, 
It is to be supposed that they understand their 
business, They know, when they makea contract; 
whether they will make or lose money by it, 
They know a great deal more about printing than 
I do, and when they make a contract, knowing 
all this, for one price, and. when they come to be 
paid ask four times the amount, I cannot take their 
word both times. But, if Congress is to release the 
contractors, who come to us asking to be released 
from the hard bargain which they must. haye. 


known they could not comply with, :[ think. it 
would ‘be only just that they should reduce the 
price of that special document, for which they re- 
ceived ten times the proper amount that should 
have been charged, and let that operate as a set- 
off.» Ten thousand five hundréd dollars, I bes 
lieve, was paid for a smal. document, which. no. 
Senator anticipated, I am sure, would cost any- 
thing like that sum, and which, all will agree, is 
at least three, or four times its intrinsic. value, 
How the Sécretary was imposed upon and induced 
to pay that amount, nobody can tell fromthe. re- 
pott of the committee. It was established upon 
no principle, neither upon the resolution of 1819, 
nor upon any rule or law; and then the printer 
himself came along with his aceoant, and reduced 


‘the amount himself, without assigning any reason 


for doing so. RA 
Sir, I think it would be w 


o have the réport 
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of the committee read; and if we are to:compen- 
gate this printer now, over and above what the 
contract entitles him to, I think at least we should 
retain whatever would be equitable and right, 
where he has obtained fourfold” what his work 
was worth, and what I consider-he was not author- 
ized to receive under any. contract. 

_ Mr. BRIGHT. [wish to make a few remarks 
in reply to one point presented by the Senator 
from Tennessee, [Mr. ‘Torney|]—that which re- 
. lates to the. extraordinary price paid to the con- 
tractor for printing the Opinions of the Supreme 
Court in certain cases. No censure ought to at- 
tach to the contractor for the amount paid in that 
case. He did not himself decide on the amount 
which he should receive. The law required that 
it should be fixed by the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the-Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives. They do not pretend, nor does any one 
else, that the contractor in that case set up a claim 
to any particular amount. He only received 
what they—as they were under the law required 
to do—decided that he was entitled to; and he has 
very generously, in the memorial which has been 
laid upon our tables, proposed that if he be re- 
lieved from this onerous contract, the extraordi- 
nary amount paid for the printing of that docu- 
‘ment shall go into the general calculation, and be 
paid for, not under the contract, but under the law 
of 1819, with 45 per cent. off, being 15 per cent. 
less than has" ever been paid. The printer pre- 
sents us with evidence which shows conclusively 
that he is not to make a farthing profit; and the 
prem opie is that he will be a large loser; but 


e is willing to run that risk for the purpose of | 


being relieved from this contract, which every one 
who bas looked into it must admit is ruinous in 
its effects, ; 

Mr. DAWSON. Irise to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana if I undérstood him to say that, 
under the proposition now made, if accepted by 
the Senate, the work would be done fifteen per 
cent. lower than it was ever done for before? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I stated that the printing al- 
‘ready done was to be paid for forty-five per cent. 
less than the rates fixed by the law of 1819, and 
that there has been no printing, as I am informed, 
for less than thirty-three. per cent. under the rates 
fixed by the resolutions of 1819. At one period, 
Tam told, a contract was taken for thirty-three per 
eent, below that law. 

Mr. DAWSON. This, then, will reduce it the 
difference between thirty-three and forty-five ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think the Senator from Geor- 
gia does not understand the exact provisions of the 
amendment. I will endeavor to explain them. 
For the printing done from the time the contract 
was taken up to the present time, the contractor 
proponas to take forty-five per cent. less than the 

aw of 1819. g 

Mr. DAWSON. I understand that. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Secretary of the Senate 
and ‘the Clerk of the House are to get the work 
done which has to be done after the present printer 
is relieved of his contract, wherever it can be done 
best, at a cost of thirty per cent. under the law of 


1819. . m 
Mr. DAWSON. Then it will be done cheaper 
than it ever has been done before? 
Mr. BRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. DAWSON. Iam satisfied. - 
Mr. DICKINSON. I have stated my views in 
regard to legislating on extraordinary matters in 
the appropriation bill-too often to need to repeat 
them now. So far as regards the question of pub- 
lic printing, it is always a subject of controversy, 
and a fruitful source of discussion and embarrass- 
ment to legislative bodies. I hoped we had got 
` rid of it here when we entered into the contract 
system; but, for reasons which 1 will not state at 
length, because there is not time, though I believe 
I understand most of the’ questions involved in it, 
‘it has failed. | know nothing about the public 
printing now, except that Í. understand it is a 
“source of great embarrassment, not only to Con- 
gress, but to the individuals engaged in it. My 
thoughts have. been drawn in different directions, 
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and I have not had time and thought enough— 
though T employ both constantly in the duties that 
appertain to my position—to examine into the 
matter. I regret exceedingly that it has been 
thought necessary to bring in this amendment to 
this bill, because I would rather lay aside this bill 
and everything else, and take up the subject-sepa- 
rately, if itis necessdry, in order to do the indi- 
vidual justice, and to relieve the public necessities; 
and I cannot be induced to depart from the ideas I 
have formed in regard to it for any other purpose 
or reason than to meet a public exigency for pub- 
lic purposes” If, in the opinion of those who have 
looked into the matter, some legislation is neces- 
sary to do justice to the individual concerned, and 
to execute the public business, I will not raise any 
objection as to manner orform. If it is necessary 
that it should be done now, it can be doné in no 
other way than this. If it can be postponed, I 
should greatly prefer it. I departed last year, at 
theclose of the session, from the rule which I deem 
most salutary, and undertook to organize govern- 
ments for the Territories in the appropriation bill. 
Í did so from a high necessity. f can depart from 
the usual routine when I am given to understand 
by those who have paid attention to the subject 
that there is a high public necessity. 1 have paid 
no particular attention to this matter, and I there- 
fore leave the question in other hands. 

Mr. BADGER. I am very much obliged to 
my honorable friend from Indiana, (Mr. Brienr,] 
for having brought forward this proposition. E am 
entirely in favor of it. l hope that it will receive 
the sanction of the Senate, and meet with that of 
the House of Representatives. In the first place, 
sir, my honorable friend from New York [Mr. 
Dickinson] intimates, as the objection he has to 
it, that it is not proper to be brought forward as a 
proposition upon an appropriation bill. With him 
I ordinarily think it a very strong and almost fatal 
objection ‘to any proposition of this kind, inde- 
pendently entirely of its intrinsic merits. But, 
Mr. President, this whole session has been an 
anomaly in the history of American legislation. 
From causes not necessary now to be adverted to, 
we know that many months of this session were 
passed without any application, on the part of 
either House of Congress, to the regular and or- 
dinary business of the two Houses; and therefore 
we are obliged to yield matters of form to matters 
of substance, and consider rather what is neces- 
sary and proper to be done, than the particular 
place and manner in which, under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, it ought to be done. This is a suffi- 
cient reason with me for treating this measure with 
consideration, although proposed as an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill. 

Then, Mr. President, as to the intrinsic merits 
of the proposition itself. When I first came into 
the Senate of the United States, towards the close 
of the first session in which I served here, an ap- 
plication was brought forward for the purpose of 
allowing—it came to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, Í believe—as part of the appropriation 
bill, a large addition to what was due to the public 
printer, according to the strict terms of the con- 
tract into which he had entered. ‘That addition 
was voted by the Senate. I opposed it. I voted 
against it. ‘I voted against it upon the ground that 
it was not pretended, either by the printer or by 
the gentlemen who supported that measure upon 
this floor, that the contract or bargain which he 
had made had resulted in a loss to him; and I pro- 
fessed my entire willingness, the moment that such 
a state of facts should be made to appear, or should 
be plausibly suggested, to give my hearty appro- 
bation and support to the proposal. I deemed it 
unbecoming that the American people should re- 
ceive from one who had made a contract with 
them the performance of services resulting in a 
loss to him, when the nation was amply able to 
pay for whatever services were rendered at the in- 
stance of their representatives. I then stated, as 
an objection to the particular allowance, that at 


the next Congress we should have a like applica- i 


tion to makea large addition for the benefit of 
those contractors as the lowest bidders: to which 


H 


it was answered, that they- having become con- 
tractors at the lowest. bid, no such application 
would be made, or if made, it could receive.no 
sanction or favor. I ‘stand now upon precisely 
the principle I then assumed. ; : 

In the first place, it is evident that. the contract 
which has been made for doing the: public print- 
ing, has been made upon terms injurious, if not 
ruinous, to the contractors. , I will not stop:to in- 
quire whether the contract which was made by 
them was made upon one set of calculations or 
another. Itis sufficient for me to understand, and 
to believe, that by enforcing the strict performance 
of that contract a great loss will be sustained by 
the contractors, and I think that that loss the Qov- 
ernment shouid not compel thein to bear. In the 
next place, Mr. President, I have been always op- 
posed to the system by which the public printing 
of Congress has been put up in the market to the 
lowest bidder; a competition invited by, which 
men, for the purpose of gaining public. employ» 
ment, should pledge themselves to discharge duties 
for. less than a remunerating price, and which 
must, in my view, necessarily and inevitably re- 
sult either in an entire failure to discharge faithfully 
and promptly the contract, or in an unjust. accumu 


-lation of loss upon the parties bound to discharge 


it. I know it may be said that those who bid at 
such auctions— Dutch ductions—a thing to be given 
to him who will take it for the lowest price—are 
men of competent understanding, and therefore all 
is fair. Butno man who has ever attended an 
auction, who has ever brought himself under the 
influence of such exciting competition, or who has 
observed the influence of that competition upon oth- 
ers, can have failed to perceive how even prudent 
and intelligent men, under ordinary circumstancea, 
are carried away into incautious, imprudent, and 
mischievous purchases. : 
Now, Mr. President, that being the state of 
things here, I am disposed freely and willingly to 
vote for the proposition made by my friend from 
Indiana, [Mr. Bricut.] I am willing to. re- 
lieve the persons who have made this contract by 
paying to them a just and reasonable compensation 
for what has been done, and to make provision by 
which the future printing of Congress shall be 
done well, done faithfully, and done promptly. 
What have we experienced during this session of 
Congress? The difficulty and delay in procuring 
any of our printing to be done; the temptation and 
almost necessity forced upon the contractors 
of resorting to some means by which to make 
a formal compliance with the contract, and save 
themselves from a ruinous loss—forcing upon 
our committee the necessity of rejecting. and ‘re~ 
quiring the reprinting, at great expense. to: the 
contractor, of what has been printed under: the 
orders of the Senate; and, finally, exposing us: to 
delay and the country to the inconvenience of hav- 
ing documents not fit for preservation, Sir, I am 
for putting an end to this state of things, and: re- 
turning, in substance, to that respectable position 
in which Congress was placed when each House 
had its own printers, and when the printing was 
done well and promptly, and the printers were ré- 
munerated fairly and reasonably; when, in a word, 
neither the public nor the printers had, as a gen- 
eral rule, any right to complain. , 
Now, sir, one word as to the particular publi- 
cation which has been referred to here, the publi- 
cation of the Opinions of the Judges of the Su- 
preme Court in a certain important case, ordered 
to be printed by the Senate of the United States. 
Sir, I not only agree in what has been stated by 
the Senator from Indiana, that the contractor was 
in no way to blame in regard to the chatge’made 
for the publication of that document, because of 
the reason assigned—that the price. was estimated 
by the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, who, under the law 
and the contract, were to decide upon it~but, De- 
cause, further, the decision made by the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was a tight and proper decision. | 
have heard a good deal said upon that subject. 
Many observations have been made in this cham- 
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ber. Gentlemen have chosen, as I most charita- i 


bly suppose, without an examination of this sub- Í 
ject, to denounce and condemn the payment made | 
for that publication. I. have examined it; I have 
looted into the contract; F have examined it with 
alawyer’s eye; Ihave carefully. scanned it; and 
I say upon my responsibility as a professional 
man and:as:a: member of this body, that the ex- 
position given to that contract. by the officers of 
the Senate and the House as to that publication, 
was the true exposition. There was no outrage in 
it, there was no fraud, there was no unjust charge 
against the Government. Now, sir, whether the 
_ contract was so arranged as though, if this matter 
-had been foreseen, such a rate of compensation 
would have been given, is not the question. We 
must stand or fall in that respect by the contract. 
We can neither seek nor desire an escape frém it 
upon the ground that it gave a larger rate of com- 
pensation than was foreseen. The contract was 
- fairly made -and well understood at the time; the 
‘sum estimated: by the two officers. appointed for 
that purpose was, invmy judgment, after a careful 
examination“ of the whole matter, fairly, justly, 
and legally ascertained under the terms of the 
contract. Then, sir, what was the effect? Why, 
the printer entitled to this amount of compensa- 
tion voluntarily relinquished a large portion of 
what, according tothe strict terms of the contract 
between him and the House, he was entitled to 
receive. Now, sir, with the explanation made by 
my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Brianr,] that’ this | 
proposition is that that particular branch of the 
public printing should be accounted and settled. for 
upon the terms of the resolution of 1819, with the 
reduction proposed in this bill, it. seems to me 
that there is nothing unreasonable or unjust in any 
part of. the arrangement. I believe myself that it 
will: very materially facilitate the progress of fu- 
ture printing, and enable us to have decent docu- 
ments upon good paper, well executed, fit for circu- 
‘lation, and proper to be preserved; and, above all, 
“gs my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] says 
delivered to us in proper time—received and cir- 
culated before they get stale and the public cease 
to feel any interest in them. Therefore, sir, | am 
ready.to vote for the proposition. i 
Mr. PRATT. FT have not reflected much upon 
this subject, but if 1 understand the amendment 
from hearing it read, it contains two propositions— 
the one in reference to the printing already done, 
retrospective in its action, the other in reference to 
printing to be done, and consequently prospective 
so far as that is concerned. Now, I ask the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,} or any 
other gentleman, to tell me,in reference to the 
printing already done under a contract between 
the Government and the printer, upon what prin- 
eiple it is that the Government is to enter into 
‘another contract in reference to it? This printing 
has been done; the work has been performed and 
delivered at the price stipulated and agreed upon 
by the contract entered into before the work was 
done. Now the proposition is, that, in addition 
to the sum paid for the work under the contract, 
you are to pay under some new contract at the 
rates established by the resolutions of 1819, minus 
forty-five per cent. 
Mr. BADGER. Shall I answer your question? į 
Mr. PRATT. I have no objection to your | 
` doing so. . 
Mr. BADGER. Why, my answer is this, and 
I thought I had intimated it before: I stated that 
„the printer had no'such right as this—none at all. 
-But I would have the Government act as a private 
individual would act under similar circumstances. | 
“fhe: Senator from Maryland, I take it, if he had 
made a contract with a person to discharge certain 
-duties ‘and perform certain work, and found that 
the individual could not do it, and would bea loser | 
by it, would alter the contract, 
, Mr. PRATT. Thatis the only 
posed the Senator could act upon: 
Mr. BADGER. I thought I stated it before. 
Mr. PRATT. Now I admit that if I had em- 
ployed an individual to do work for me, and had |! 
discovered afterwards. that our contract was ruin- 
‘ous to the party with whom I had contracted, I 
should deem myself obliged to place the party 
who had made the ruinous contract with me ina 
position to prevent the ruin of which he would || 
` have a right to complain 
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principle { sup- 


Mr. PRATT. And the Senator says, to make’ 
a fair profit. Well, suppose that to be the case, 
Have we any report from a committee of the Sen- 
ate, or any information before us to show what 
the profits of this contractor will be, taking the rate | 
of the resolution of 1819, with a deduction of 45 

per eent. as the hasis of payment? lam informed 

that this matter has been fully investigated in the 

other branch of Congress, and I have just this mo- 

ment been told by a brother Senator that the chair- 

man of the Committee on Printing is confident that 

if you adopt this amendment to pay at the rate 

proposed in it, for the printing which has been al- | 
ready done, that the Patent Office Reportalone, | 
which has been already printed, would give to the 
printers a profit of $50,000. Now, Ido not know 
who the chairman of the committee is; I know 
nothing about it; but that report having been made 
to-day, I think it due to the Government that we | 
should examine into the subject. 1! ‘desire those į 
Senators who have spoken in favor of this propo- 
sition to point me to the report of a committee of | 
the Senate, or to any specific information by which | 
we may know or be able to tell to the people of 
our respective States what is the precise profit 
which these contractors are to make upon work 
already done, and already paid for, if we adopt 
this amendment. If this has been an unprofitable 
contract to the contractors, I have not the slightest 
objection to refund to them whatever it has cost 
them beyond what they have received, and | will 
go further, and say they shall receive some profit; 
but when it is proposed that the contract shall be 
abandoned, in reference to work already done, I 
want to know what is the amount of profit they | 
are to receive for that work; and when i am told 
by a brother Senator that upon one particular book 
already printed they will make $50,000 profit, I 
want further information before I can vote. 

Mr. FOOTE. Has the Senator from Maryland 
any objection to state who was the brother Sen- 
ator from whom he derived that information ? 

Mr. PRATT. Jt was from the Senator from 
Delaware, (Mr. Wates.] i 

Mr. FOOTE. I shall not now enter into a long 
speech. I know it is unnecessary. But a charge 
of “ fraud” has been brought against one of the 
most honorable, high-minded, pure-spirited men in | 
this Republic, which charge I shall for a moment 
notice. I shall not undertake to go into an inves- 
tigation at all of the foundation upon which this 
charge purports to be based. The individual im- 
plicated in this accusation has already defended 
himself most triumphantly against this aécusation, 
preferred as it was by some of the most unprinci- 
pled men who ever assailed the character of an 
honorable man in this or any country under ‘the 
sun; and I doubt not, sir, that every intelligent 


man in the Republic, who has read Mr. Ritchie’s 
defence, (with the exception of certain members 
of Congress,) is already entirely satisfied of the 
injustice of all such imputations as have been cast 
upon him. 

Sir, with regard to the actual profits which are 
likely to accrue to the contractor, if the amend- 
ment should be adopted, | confess that J am not 
| prepared to decide. 1 suppose the point to be one 
of some doubt. I understand it, though, to be? 
true, and I do not question it at all, that the most | 
| experienced practical printer in the country, the į 
| man who has been most extensively engaged | 
| in the execution of work of this sort, Mr. Rives, | 
| has testified before a committee of the other House, 


| could be executed with safety to the printer him- | 
self, were terms far more liberal and advantageous į 


ment. Į understand that Mr. Rives testified 


sippi allow me to state that] had it from Mr. | 
Rives himself, while this debate has been. going i 
on, a he never testified as the gentleman has just | 
stated. 
Mr. FOOTE. Well, I was told that he did so. 
Mr. WALES. Ihave it from Mr. Rives him- 
self that he did not. j 


to the contractor than thoseembraced in the amend- |) 


Mr. WALES. Will the Senator from Missis- |! 


| 


| before that committee. 


| fully supplied with the printed matter; 


has been satisfactorily proved before us, in aga 
ner that-could not? but have deeply: enlisted” the 
sensibilities of.all-of us. |. Sir, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr.’Pratr] does: not seem 
tobe aware of the fact, that early.in the present 
session of Congress, the contractor asked tobe 
released from his contract; that,he ‘did so as'soon 
as he found it impracticable to execute it; that he 
is not at all to blame for. the delay which has-ac- 
curred, but has been constantly desirous of. relin- 
‘quishing his contract with us ever sinee he ascer- 
tained that, owihg to causes beyond his.control, 
and for the operation of which he: was in no way 
responsible, it would be wholly impossible for him 
to comply with his engagemenis to us. In his 
behalf, sir, I long since announced this. state of 
things, and urged the Senate to prompt action 
upon the subject; but, much to my chagrin, T. 
found the Senate, from certain causes unnecessary 
to be specified, entirely averse to do anything in 
the affair, ` : 
I will not detain the Senate verylong;but asa . 
committee of the other House has been referred 
to, I beg leave to bring to the notice of the Senate 
some facts which were, as I understand, proved 
I should not have occu- 
pied the attention of the Senate at all with this evi- 
dence, but for the extraordinary course’ which 
this discussion has assumed. i understand what 
the evidence before the committee of the other 


| House proves, (and I obtain my information from 


as high an aathority as any in the country, such, 
at least, as I rely upon absolutely.) The evi- 
dence was substantially as follows: ~N 
'Fhat the material and press power at the“ Union office”? 
was amply sufficient for the usuat amount of printings’ ” 

That double the amount of printing “heretofore: ordered 
has been ordered by this Congress 3 = 

That every exertion has been made to expedite the work 5 

‘That more has been done in the same time than ever be~ 
fore; i : 

That great delay has heen oecasionéd in the. extra num- 
bers by the law requiring them to be bound 5 : 

That at the time that law was passed there was no estab- 
lishment in Washington capable of doing it, and one had to 
be fitted up; 

That the printer 

-not to Congress 5 

That the regular numbers were delayed for want-of plates 


delivers extra numbers to the binder, and 


furnished by persons over whom the printer had no con- 


trol; g i 
That from this cause and delay growing out of binding, 
printed matter accumulated in the Union Buildings to such 
an extent that they were in danger of being crushed, by thes 
weight, and other buildings were erected to receive its ` 
That since the establishment of the bindery it has been. 


That the work has been as well done, if not-better, than 
ever before ; and with all possible. prompmess, | 7 

Now, these are facts which have all been proved, 
and the printer has simply applied to you, under 
all these circumstances, to do what? ‘To do. that 
which we ought to have done last January—to re- 
lieve him from the onerous and oppressive weight 
of a contract which he finds it impossible for him 
to execute, owing to circumstances too potential to 
be resisted by him successfully, and in the gener- 
ation of which he was not at all a participant. - 
Gentlemen say that he is not to be relieved—that 


| 
| 


they are to hold him to the strict letter-of the con- 
tract. Is this just? Is it humane? Is it honora- 
I entertain no doubt that, if this amendment 


l| between the Union press, under the direction of 
Mr. Ritchie, and Congress, may so terminate-as, 
that the most moderate terms on which this work |i 


at the same time, to save him from ruin, and ‘savé 
us from the dishonor of inflicting such oppression 
upon a worthy and patriotic man, who; unfortu- 
natel#, has made some enemies—some in ‘Congress 
and some elsewhere—by a constant: exhibition of 
that fervid, pure-minded, elevated patriotism which 
belongs to his character.. If we refuse to release 
him, the public will understand—the world will 
understand—posterity will understand that ilib- 


, eral and heartless men have pursued him to his 


ruin, : 

The PRESIDENT. Order! . 

Mr. FOOTE. Edo not speak of members’ of” 
Congress.. He has been assailed in certain news- 
papers, edited in a manner so unscrupulous as to 
have disgusted every man of sound. feeling in the 


can make much money under the contract pro- || Republic; and by letter-writers, still dess worthy of 


Mr. BADGER. And to make a fair profit of |! 
course, 


This whole transaction, sir, will be un- 
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man whose claims to justice we are now. consid- 


ering, that moral punishment which they deserve | 


to receive. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me to 
offer an amendment? ; 

Mr. TURNEY. Will the Senater from New 
Hampshire allow me to say a few words? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can say them just as 
well after I get through. 

Mr. TURNEY. Go on, sir, 
I made the appeal to you. s 

Mr. HALE. My desire is to call the attention 
of the Senator, who seems to understand so fully 
what has been proven-on this subject, to this ún- 
derstood fact, viz: that the original contractors 
for this printing have admitted in their communi- 

, cation, addressed either to this House or the other, 
that they took this contract at prices at which 
they knew they could not execute it, with the in- 
tention of trusting to the magnanimity of Congress 
to make up the loss to them. 

Mr. FOOTE. Have you seen that testimony? 

Mr. HALE. I think I haveseen it under their 
‘own hands, addressed as a communication toa 
committee. I do not think I can be mistaken 
about it, And after the original contractors—for 
it must be remembered that Mr. Ritchie was not 
the original contractor—had entered into this spec- 
‘ulation on our magnanimity, Mr. Ritchie came in 
at second-hand. He then is a second-hand dealer 
in Congressional magnanimity. {tis not the case 

* of ‘an original contractor entering into an unfortu- 
nate contract, but he steps into the shoes of those 
parties, and now comes forward to speculate on 
our magnanimity, as their assignee. 

Mr. FOOTE. The Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment. I am authorized by 
one familiar with the matter to say that it is a 
gross mistake, and that no such“declaration has 
‘been made. But if it had, the Senator will allow 
me. to say, that I trust tbe American Senate, if its 
magnanimity has thus been confided in, will not 
so far disregard that confidence as to insist upon 
the enforcement of a ruinous contract. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator is laboring under 
a misapprehension, for he can find no such state- 

, ment or committal on the part of the present con- 
tractors. He will find, that after they had taken 

“the contract and entered upon the execution of the 
work, they found that they had taken it at most 
ruinous rates, but still they intended to execute 
the work. But they never took it knowing that 
they could not afford to do it, and intending to 
trust to the magnanimity of Congress to relieve 
them. : 

Mr. HALE. I must still think, sir, that 1 am 
right in my impréssion. But, however that may 
‘be, Lam willing to do justice to this contractor; 
and what would be justice to him? Why, to refer 
the matter to a committee to report what he has 
suffered, and not undertake to grope in the dark in 
this way, and allow him the pricés that a deduc- 
tion of 45 per cent. on the prices of 1819 would 
amount to, If the friends of Mr. Ritchie here 
will move to appoint a special committee, and re- 
fer this matter to it, to inquire and report to the 
Senate how much he has lost by-the contract for 
the printing of Congress which he has entered 
into, I will give the motion my vote, and vote also 
to make an appropriation from the Treasury to 
make him whole. So that he shall not suffer to 
the extent of a dollar. But I will not vote in the 
dark to pay him a sum on which he may realize 
‘so large-a profit; and I would have the committee 
thus appointed to look into this fact, which the 
Senate ought to know, and which I state ds a fact, 
for I do know it from my own examination, that 
the documents which have been printed and sent 
tothe folding-room for distribution to our constit- 
uents, have been printed on an inferior quality of 
paper from those which have been laid on cur 
desks. 
by taking the original copies laid upon our tables 
at the commencement of the session, and going 
into the folding-room and comparing them with 


Lonly regret that 


those furnished to us to be sent to our constituents. - 


They sre printed on paper which [ think is at 
least 25 per cent. Jess in value. This, and many 
other facts of a similar nature, should be examined 
and looked into by a committee. And when that 
has been done and reported. upon, I shal! be will- 
ing:te go as far us any man to place Mr. Ritchie 


whole. But I will not go to place $50,000 or! 


Of that, sir, any Senator can ‘be satisfied - 


f 


$100,000 in his hands merely as an answer tò an 
appeal ‘to our magnanimity. : ¥ 

| Mr. TURNEY. 1, sir, I doubt not, called 
forth these remarks, by my allusion to this amend- 
ment as a fraud upon the Senate. 
fraud upon the Treasury. I reiterate what I 
said; and when I spoke of a-fraud, I spoke of 


it in the common, ordinary acceptation of the 


term, and not in the sense ih which the word 
is used by the Senator from Mississippi, who | 


seems to regard it as inhumane to require an 
individual to comply with his contract. Every- 


tract, and it is dishonest not to do it, according 
to the argument of that Senator. Sir, that is not 
the view which I take of the transaction. 
it is a fraud. And upon what do I base that 
assertion? You establish a general policy of the 
country, or you intend to do so, in regard to this 
matter of printing You say that, for the purpose 
of economy, you will submit the public printing 


description of the printing you require, the qual- 
ity of the paper, and the materials generally, and 
then you leave it for competition, among the print- 
ers of the United States, to the lowest bidder. You 
adopt this general system. Your officers, under 
that system, proceed to make contracts with the 
printers. A man comes forward and bids. He 
knows, for he isa printer, perhaps one engaged 
in the business for the last fifty years, for what he 
can afford to do, this work far better than any 
member of Congress. He knows at what price he 
can make a fair profit, and at what price also he 
can make an extreme profit. Knowing this, he 


which he knows they cannot bid; and yet, in order 
to secure the contract, he puts in a bid less than that 
for which any honest man can afford to do the prifit- 
ing. I do not deny that this is a ruinous contract, 
that is to say, a losing contract, for I know that 
this contractor must lose money if he performs 
his contract. But how was it that he became a 
party to it? Not because he was mistaken as to 
what it would cost to comply with it on his part; 


| not that he was deceived as to the cost of mate- 


rials. No, sir; but his object was to secure the 


| job, or, in other words, to break down the system 


of policy adopted by Congress for the execution 
of the public printing. It is to say to Congress, 
you may adopt your policy of committing the 
printing to the lowest bidder, but I will thwart and 
defeat that policy. I will break it down. I will 
undertake to bid so low that no honest man can un- 


| derbid me, and after 1 have taken it at such prices, 


I will come forward to Congress and plead that 
this is a ruinous contract, and appeal to your gen- 
erosity and magnanimity to allow me so much 
more than I agreed to receive. In this way I will 
break down the policy you have established in re- 
gard to this public printing. This, sir, is what I 


has not been deceived or misled. His object at 
the time was not to comply with his contract. It 
was to break down the policy of Congress, and to 
procure a larger compensation than was then 
agreed upon. I did not ‘advocate or vote for the 
law putting out the printing to the lowest bidder. 
I opposed it originally, but as it has been adopted, 
I desire to see it carried out faithfully. But if you 
are to permit the printers thus to stultify them- 
selves, by pleading ignorance of what it costs to 
perform duties of this description, you had better 
abandon this policy forever,and adopt some stated 
price for the work, elect your printer, and*place all 
men on an eguality, leaving Congress to select 
whom they may chose to do the work, with a 
knowledge of the compensation which is to be 
given him. , . 
Sir, this is a fraud in another point of view. 


! We are told that a much larger number of docu- 


ments have been ordered to be printed this session 
than was ever ordered before. And why is this? 
It is bécause we have had these contracts, and 
members had in view the cost of printing under 
them, when they Girected the unusually large 
amount of printing. They felt that they could af- 
ford to give their constituents a larger amount of 
printing than usual, because they were getting the 
work done at rates so much cheaper than were 
paid heretofore. But now, sir, after Congress has 
! been thus seduced, or, as | would allege, de- 
frauded, into the publication of this unusally large 
number of documents, we are told that we must 


Sir, it isa || 


thing requires you to relieve him from his con-. 


I say | 


to the lowest hidder, prescribing the character and | 


knows how low an honest man can bid, and below | 


call a fraud upon the Government, The contractor | 


i 


pay the highest rates for them, and that the con- 
tract, in view of which the large amount was-or- 
cered, is not to be fulfilled. Why, we must act 
in the dark when we order the publication of the 
documents and when we are making contracts, and 
then, when: we find ourselves deceived, we are 
simply told that we must relieve the contractor, 
that honesty, bumanity, and patriotism alike de- 
mand it. Nay, sir, we ate told that we: cannot 
face an intelligent and independent constituency, 


pa 


because of the high character of this*man, if we. 


do not release him fron his contract, and give him 
whatever sum of money he may demand! -Iéan 
only speak for one constituency, and that ig the 
people of Tennessee. Their habits have been to 
comply with their contragts, and you will find 
when you go into the courts of justice that the 
contract is the law between two parties. © And is 
not that the rule of law which should prevail here? 
When the Government has made a bad or ruinous 
contract, do you find the contractor ever abandon- 
ing the contract and remunersting the Government 


| for the loss sustained? Sir, I will put the case of 


printing documents by way of illustration, because 
I know it to be identical in some points. . I under- 
stand that, in the printing’of the single document 
of the Patent Office Report alone, this amendment 
will give the printer $68,000 additional compensa- 
tion than he would otherwise receive. And’ will 
any Senator pretend that this man, imbued with 
such high patriotism, and whose character and 
standing is claimed to be so distinguished through- 
out the country, did not know that he was bidding 
off the contract far too low? Or was it his love of 
country, and his desire to save money to the Treas- 
ury, that induced him to underbid others? Was 
that, indeed, his object in bidding off this public 
printing at a sum at which he could not afford to 
comply with his contract? or was it the motive 
which I attributed to him—a desire to secure the 
contract, in the belief that he could make an ap- 
peal to the magnanimity of Congress, to his parti- 
san friends, and such other friends as he might be 
enabled to enlist, and induce them, in order’ to 
sustain a leading and prominent partisan paper, to 
vote him a large profit afterwards? f 

The Senator from Mississippi telis us a great 
deal of what has been proven before the committee 
of the other House. Ihave not examined their 
proceedings, and do not know what has been 
proven there; but on looking at the report of .our 
own committee, the matter appears in a very 
different light. I desired to refer to that report, 
but Lam unable at this moment to Jay my hands 
upon it, this debate having been sprung ‘upon us 
so suddenly. And, sir, it has sprang up as we 
may expect claims of this character to spring up. 
They cannot stand the ordeal of an investigation; 
they cannot go through on theirown merits; and 


i| they must be tacked on to some bill which has to 


be dragged through. They must be brought up, 


furthermore, ata very late hour of the session, as | 


at present, when everybody is disinclined to listen 


| to long speeches; when, indeed, we have no time 


for speeches, and when we are: forced to give a 
quiet vote or hazard the failure of our appropriation 
bills. Yes, itis such claims as this that are brought 
up at such periods, when there is no time for dis- 
cussion or investigation,or they would never receive 
a majority in either House. ff we could turn to 
the report of our own committee on this subject, 
we should find many of the facts referred to by 
the Senator from New Hampshire in relation to 
this matter. We should find that these contractors 
have not pleaded ignorance of their business, and 
they could not plead ignorance of it. What, sir, 
public printers coming to the Senate of the United 


| States and telling us that they did not understand 


what it was worth to do our printing! Did they 
pot understand the business in which they had 
been engaged for the last half of a century? Are 
we expected to listen—still less to believe—such 
tales? If we did, well might the people of the 
country say that we are scarcely fit to be bere. 
But when we look at the report of the Committee 
on Printing of our own body, we find that an enor- 
mous sum was paid for the printing of a certain 
opinion of the Supreme Court, a sum much larger 
than anybody expected, and not, as supposed by 
the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. Bapeer,] 
founded on any correct principles of law. “My 
undersianding is, that the sum first demanded was 
upwards $30,000. ; : 

Mr. FOOTE. Willthe Senator bear with me 
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while I state a fact of which I have a personal 
knowledge? Lassure him that the statement is 
not true in fact. Ihave the most reliable informa- 
tion that the contrary is the fact, and that. Mr. 
Ritchie made no specific demand at all on that. oc- 
casion. ; 


Mr. TURNEY. I did not give way for a 
speech. | 
Mr. FOOTE. Ihave no speech to make, but 


. simply to tell the Senator that it is not true, in 


point of fact, that any such demand was made; 
and the redaction to $12,500 was the voluntary 
act of Mr. Ritchie himself. That I state on my 
own personal knowledge. 

Mr. TURNEY. The voluntary act of Mr. 
Ritchie himself? : 

Mr. FOOTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNEY. He first demanded a compen- 
sation, as I understand from the report of the 
Printing Committee, upon some rule, arising either 
under the contract or under some law, showing 


“that the matter was not embraced by the contract, 


, 


that would entitle him to some $30,000. 

Mr. FOOTE. ‘He never demanded that amount. 
. Mr. TURNEY. We could tell better, sir, if 
we had time to look into the report. The Senator 
has looked into what was proven before the com- 
mittee of he House; but he has not examined, I 
Suspect, the report of the committee of the Senate. 
My recollection is that the report of the committee 
of the Senate shows the fact to be as I have stated 
jt. But the Senator now cannot inform us upon 
what principle Mr. Ritchie so magnanimously 
yielded up to the Government some $15,000 or 
$20,000. ` Did he do it-as an act of charity? or, if 
not, upon what principle, L ask, did Mr. Ritchie 
voluntarily reduce the demand from $30,000 to the 
sum of $12,500? Sir, the Senator does not inform 
me. A 

Mr. FOOTE. I can inform 


à ou, sir. 
Mr. TURNEY. I should like to hear you, 
then. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iwill tell the Senator upon what 


‘principle it was done. Mr. Ritchie believed that 
he was fairly entitled, according to the proper in- 
terpretation of the law upon this subject, and the 
‘contract between himself and the Governmeni, to 
the amount as stated by the Senator, of some 
$36,000; and that was the opinion of the legal gen- 
tleman with whom he advised. It was the opin- 


‘ion also of the Secretary of the Senate and of the 


Clerk of the House; but Mr. Ritchie was so much 


‘struck with the disproportion between that amount 


and the actual expense he had to incur in printing 
the document, that he deemed himself bound, as 
‘an honest man, to relinquish all over $12,500. It 
is upon such principles of honesty and magnanim- 
ity as this that Mr. Ritchie acted, and upon that 
‘game principle I claim relief for him. And I think 
that those who have a proper appreciation of suck 
‘principles, will, in general at least, be inclined to 
‘codperate with myself and others in releasing him 
from the ruinous contract in which he has engaged. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Tennessee 
will permit me to correct him as to the fact. The 
question as to the right of Mr. Ritchie to receive 


“the amount which he did receive for the printing 


of that document was referred to the District At- 
torney of this city, Mr. Fendall, and to the Audi- 
tor of the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, and they 
gave the contract an interpretation which entitled 
him to recéive that amount. 

Mr. TURNEY. That is new information, 
-which certainly was not before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Printing; for in their report, if I am not 
‘mistaken, and I read it with a good deal of care, 
they could not account for this deduction from 
“$36,000 to $12,000. They could find in the first 
instance no rule or principle which authorized the 
demand of $36,000, stil] less conld they find any 
which would justify its reduction to $12,500. 
None was ever offered them, and this is the first 
time I ever heard of the reason for it expressed by 
the Senator from Indiana, 

Mr. FOOTE. The Senator will bear with me 
while I state the facts. It is within my own personal 
‘knowledge, for I had something to do with the 
matter. Mr. Ritchie was well assured, from ex- 
amination and consultation, that he could afford to 
reduce the amount to $12,500, and he at once vol- 
untarily relinquished the overplus. 

Mr. TURNEY. These accounts conflict. The 
Senator from Indiana says that the amount was 


awarded upon the decision of the District Attorney, 


g è + 
and the Auditor of the Treasury, establishing a 
principle which allowed Mr. R'tchie $12,500: 
The Sénator from Mississippi says no; that was 
not the privciple upon which the reduction was 
made. It was that Mr. Ritchie’s conscience told 
him that $36,000 was too much. Although it 
seems at first he did demand or exact it, still 
his conscience told him that was too much, 
and without resorting to any principle whatever, 
or any data, or calculation, he agreed to strike 
off all above $12,500. Well, now, according to 
any rule that 1 am aware of, I do not see how 
this demand could have been made. It will bere- 
membered that the report of the Senate committee 
was made by a Senator who is also a practical 
printer, who knows very well what work ¢an be 
done for; and in that report, if I am not mistaken, 
it is proved and demonstrated that some three or 
four times greater reduction should have been 
made. If Mr. Ritchie’s contract was not a profit- 
able one to him, it would be a sufficient reason 
with me for its abrogation, were it not for the cir- 
cumstances under which it was obtained. But if 
we are to act upon it in this hurried and confused 
mode of doing business, it is sufficient evidence to 


me that his claim will not stand the investigation | 


of the Senate, when fresh from the people at home, 
with months before them to remain here to exam- 
ine and perfect a measure of relief. No, sir, it 
must be brought up in the last hours of the session, 
when all is hurry and confusion, when investiga- 
tion is impossible. I hope the Senate will not 
press through a claim of this description in this 
manner, and in violation of all the rules of parlia- 
mentary law and propriety, by tacking it on to an 
appropriation bill. ` 

Mr. CASS. It is obvious that we cannot get 
through with this bill to-day, and therefore I am 
going to move that the Senate take a recess until 
seven o’clock, and devote an evening session to the 
consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. DICKINSON. [trust not. Thope that 
weshall have an explanation from. the chairman 
of the Committée on Printing, and. then proceed 
to vote on the amendment. I shall vote according 
to his views pretty much. 

Mr. CASS. If Senators would submit their 
propositions, and would believe that the rest of the 
Senate knew something about them as well as 
themselves, we should get on much more speedily. 
But the most elaborate explanations are indulged 
in, on the most simple and unimportant proposi- 
tisns; discussion is elicited on abstract points, and 
thus the time of the Senate is consumed. I hope 
Senators will recollect the inimensity of important 
business that is pressing upon us for our consider- 
ation. 

Mr HAMLIN. | desire to offer an amend- 
ment, as follows: Strike out the words ‘ that the 
Committee on Printing of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, respectively, be and they are 
hereby authorized and directed to audit and pass 
on the accounts,” &c., and insert in lieu thereof 


the following: 

“The clerk of the Committee on Printing of the Senate 
with the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and the same are hereby, authorized 
and directed to andit and pass upon the accounts for print- 
ing for the present session of Congress.”? 


By the present law itis made the duty of the 
Committee on Printing on the part of the House 
and Senate to audit and allow all accounts for 
printing. ft is known that there are a vast num- 
ber of documents and other matters which ar@not 
printed and will not be while we remain here this 
session, and consequently it becomes the duty of 
the committees to remain here during the recess of 
Congress for the purpose of auditing and allowing 
these accounts. I propose to do away with the 


necessity for this, and this amendment simply į 


provides that it shall be the duty of the Clerk of 
the House and the Secretary of the Senate, to- 
gether with the clerk of the Senate Committee on 
Printing, to discharge this duty, and thus relieve 
the committee. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I accept the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Maine, as I havea right 
to do, antl will take heed of what my friend from 
Michigan has said, promising to make my remarks 
very brief; but still I must be indulged long enough 
to explain an error into which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland has fallen, passing over, for 
the want of time, all that has been said by the 
Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Prart] has difficulty in voting for this 


i will meet approbation. 


amendment, he says, on the ground thatit is voting: 
in the dark. He is. informed, and is ‘inclined to 
believe, that there will be a large profit, perhaps ` 
of $60,000, given to the present contractor, if this 
amendment prevails. Now, sir, I will say-to the 
Senate that my earnest desire is, first, to-do. the: 
country justice, and, secondly, the individual who. 
has made this contract. With no other view have 

I examined into this matter... The Committee ọn 
Printing of the Senate and of the House. having 
failed to come to any result that they could recom» 
mend to either body for adoption, [ took it upon 
myself to give a very thorough, examination to 
this subject; and the result of my inguiry has led 
me to the conclusion, that if the present contractor 
be paid at the rate of forty-five per cent. lower 
than the law of 1819, he will realize no profit for 
what he has done. 

Here we have the opinion of a gentleman whose 
intimate acquaintance with this subject enables 
him to speak from the most reliable data. He 
would not undertake to perferm the printing for 
the 27th Congress ata price 20 per cent. below the 
law I have referred to. Now, what great change 
has taken place in this branch of business, and in 
the state of things generally around us, that justi- 
fies the belief that a job then, which eould not be 
performed at a reduction of only 20 per centum on 
the law of 1819, can be done now ata reduction 
of 45 per centum on that law, and yet afford an 
exorbitant profit?—for this is the argument of 
the honorable Senator from Maryland. He says 4 
$60,000 profit. Sir, this is an entire mistake. I 
will now make a motion that Í think will free the 
amendment from another objection that has.been 
urged. I will add the word jive. after the word 
thirty, so as to provide for paying 35 per cent. less 
than the law of 1819 on the work to be done for 
the present Congress; and now, with this amend- 
ment, I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing to say whether he does not beliéve this is 
as low as the work can be done for, and yielda 


| living profit to the contractor? 


Mr, SOULE. The great difficulty in this mat- 
ter seems to be the ascertainment of the amount, 
which, under the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, we will have to pay, over and 
beside the amount due under the existing contract. ` 
Upon the one hand it is asserted that immense. 
profits, gigantic profits indeed, would be realized 
at the rates stated in the amendment, while on the 
other, and on behalf the contractor, it is asserted 
that he will hardly realize his expenses. ‘I hold 
the opinion, that although, asa general rule, every 
one should be responsible for his acts, and be’ re- 
quired strictly to perform his obligations, still it 
does not behoove a Government like ours to per- 
mit any individual to be a sufferer, and a sufferer 
to his «utter ruin, through the performance of any 
engagement which he may have formed with it, 
I, for one, could not be induced to resist a meas- 


i ure intended for. the redemption of an unfortunate 


contractor who has faithfully performed his obli- 
gations and asks to be relieved.. Yet I do not 
wish to vote in the dark, if I may use an expres- 
sion of my friend from Georgia; and in order that 
the Senate may not be led into any error on the 
subject, I have, after consultation with some of my 
friends, drawn up an amendment which Iam sure 
Indeed, unless this sub- 
stitute is approved, we cannot give a vote for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 
The substitute is as follows: 


Be it further enacted, That upon fall proof being exhibited 
to the Secretary of the Treasury of any actual loss which 
the present contractor for the printing ol Congress “may 
have suffered in consequence of the execution’of so much 
of the same as has already. been performed, the said Secre- 
tary shall be, and he is hereby, authorized: tọ reimburse him 
for such actual loss, and to allow him, moreover, in the 
shape of profit, ten per cent. on the amount of the work al- 
ready performed. aa 

And he it further enacted, That-so much of the printing of 
this session.as remains unexecuted. shall be adjusted and 
settled upon the hasis laid down in the foregoing section. 

And he it further enacled, That the said contractor be, and 
he is hereby, relieved from: bis contract, and that new pro- 
pusals be received for the printing of the next session, in 
conformity with the provisions of the resolution approved 
23d July, 1846, entitled “A resolution regulating the print- 
ing of Congress and establishing the compensation for the 
same.?? 


This; in my opinion, will do away with such 
doubts as might be entertained by Senators as to 
the working of the amendment before them; while 
at the same time it will meet:thé contractor on his 
own ground, and with fairer conditions than those 
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which he suggests himself. He will have no oc- 
casion to be dissatisfied, and we shall know what 
we vote upon. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Do I understand the Setiator 
from Louisiana, to offer this as a substitute for my 
amendment?- Vee. 

Mr. SOULE. Yes, sir, to strike out yours and 
insert this. Pe 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment 
by making the percentage of profit given the con-’ 
tractor five instead of ten per cent. ` 5 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to move 
to amend an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I understand this is proposed as 
a substitute for the whole amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. It is an amendment to an 
amendment proposed ‘to the bill. 

The amendment of Mr. Sovre was then agreed 
to, and ` M 

The question, was on amending the bill by the 
amendment thus amended. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Were not the yeas and 
nays ordered ? i 

Mr. DICKINSON. They were called for but 
not ordered. I hope we shall not consume the 
time by ordering them. 

The PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let them be taken, sir. 

A Senator. They were ordered not on this 
but on another propesition. 


Æ% Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was on the same 


thing. This is the proposition on which they were 
ordered. 

-The PRESIDENT. The Chair has no diffi- 
culty on the subject, and the yeas and nays having 
been ordered, will be taken unless the Senator from 
Kentucky waives the call for them. __ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido not waive it, sir. 
The amendment was then adopted, by the fol- 
lowing vote: . 

` YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bright, 
Cass, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dodge ‘of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, 
Foote, Greene, Gwin, Houston, ‘Hunter, Jones, King, Ma- 
son, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, 
Soulé Sprange; Sturgeon, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, and 

ulee—36. ` 

NAYS — Messrs. Baldwin, Barnwell, Benton, Butler, 
Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, Ewing, Felch, Hale, Ham- 
din, Norris, Smith, Turney, Underwood, and Wintbrop—15. 


Mr. GWIN. I have an amendment which I 
wish to offer, to come in after line 483: 


- That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to contract, upon the most reason- 
able terms, with tne proprietors of some well-established as- 
saying works. now in successful operation in California, upon 
satisfactory security, to be judged of by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall, under the supervision of the United 
States Assayer, to be appointed by the President by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, perform such duties 
in assaying and affixing the.value of gold in grain and lumps, 
and in forming the same into bars as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and. that the said United 
States Assayer shall cause the stamp of the United States, 
indicating the degree of fineness and value, to be affixed to 
each bar or ingot of gold that may be issued from the estab- 
lishment: Provided, That the United States shall not be 
held responsible for the loss of any gold deposited with said 
proprietors for assay: Ind provided, further, That the salary 
of said assayer shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary not to excéed $5,000.” 


I have offered this amendment to this bill from 
a fixed conviction that the bill establishing a mint 
in California will not pass this session, from the 
impossibility of getting it through the other House. 
I have submitted the amendment to every member 
of the Committee on Finance, and they are all 


` favorable to it. - 
The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. BUTLER. I propose to insert the follow- 


ing clause after line 558 of the bill: 


« For an addition to the salary of the Judge of the Or- 
phans’ Court of the District of Columbia, which is hereby 
increased to the sum of $1,500 per annum, $500.°? 


This is the only appropriation for which the 
Judiciary Committee has asked, and, from repre- 
sentations made to that committee, I am satisfied 
that the salary ought to be increased as the amend- 
ment proposes. 

Mr. WALKER. I really think that with a re- 
port on our tables from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior relative to the expenses of the Judiciary of 
this District, it is unreasonable to ask for an in- 
crease of them. Why, sir, the appropriation for 
judges in this little flat-iron three-corner piece of 
and, amounts to one quarter of the amount re- 
quired for the Chief Justice and Supreme Court 
judges of the whole nation. The judiciary of this 


` 


| tion came to the Committee on Finance precisely 


District costs more than that of almost any State 
of the Union—the Empire State not excepted—and 
yet it is‘proposed still further to increase it. ` 

M?. BADGER. The reason. is an obvious 
one. Jt is for the whole Judiciary of the District, 
whereas the States have their own courts. 

Mr. WALKER. It is all the machinery of a 
State judiciary that I spoke of. 

: Mr, FOOTE. Does the Senator'from Wiscon- 
sin suppose that a man can liye here upon $1,000 
a year, and play with dignity the part of a judge? 
We know that the acceptance of that office pre- 
eludes him entirely from, the performance of other 
duties; by means of which he might maintain his’ 
amily. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us take the vote. The 
officer is entitled to the increase of salary, and I 
think there can be no difficulty about it. I hope 
all will rise, for he is a clever fellow. (Laughter.) 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. I have an amendment to offer, 
which does not propose an appropriation, but 
merely provides for the use of funds already in the 
hands of the Quagtermaster General, for the pùr- 
poses to which they were heretofore appropriated. 
T believe the chairman of the Finance Committee 
has no objection to it. It is: : 

“ That the sum of $961 44, heretofore appropriated for 
clerical services in the Quartermaster General’s office, and 
which remains unexpended, be paid, under the direction of 


the Quartermaster General, to the persons who performed 
the duties for which the appropriation was made.?? 


The amendment was-agreed to. 

Mr. YULEEK. I have one more amendment to 
offer, as follows: 

“ For thé salary of the late keeper of the public archives at 
St. Augustine, to the 5th of June, 1849, when the archives 
were transferred from his custody to the surveyor general of 
Florida, $464 38.” 

I will state briefly the occasion for this amend- 
ment. There had been an office of keeper of the | 
archives with a salary of $500 per annum exist- 
ing in Florida, for the safe keeping of the archives 
transferred to us by the Spanish Government, 
which by an amendment to the appropriation act 
of 1848 was abolished, and the papers directed to 
be . transferred to the custody of the surveyor 
general of Florida. It required some time to ac- 
complish this transfer, and some time beyond the 
date for which the appropriation extended. This 
amendment makes provision according to the sal- 
ary formerly paid by law. 

Mr. HALE, Is it a private bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I would state that the ques- 


as the Senator now presents it, although there was 
nothing presented officially, showing that this in- 
dividual did the duty. The amendment may be 
entirely proper if the Senator from Florida knows 
that the service was actually rendered. I have no 
doubt that the keeper of the archives was obliged. 
to retain them for along time, for the surveyor gen- 
eral refused to receive them when it was first pro- 
osed to turn them over to him. 

Mr. YULEE. Here is a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, who states that the 
service was rendered. i 

Several SENATORS. 
Do you know it?’ 

Mr. YULEE. Ido know it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to offer the following 
amendment: 

«And the compensation of the watchmen in the various 
departments of the Government shall be $500 per annum, 
and it shall be the duty of the head of each department so to 
increase the number of watchmen that they shall not be re- 
quired to be on duty more than ten hours each per day.” 

The compensation now is $365 per annum, with 
a service of sixteen hours. 

Mr. BADGER. The amendment is all right. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Does it include all of the 
watchmen in all of the departments ? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Well, I have no objection 
to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out of the 
1048th, 1049th, and 1050th lines the wSrds “ the 
patent fund, if so much of said fund remains un- 
appropriated, and if not, the excess out of,” so 
that the clause shal} read— J 

ét For completing the eastern wing of the Patent Office 
building according to the original plan, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, $110,000, to be paid out of 
{words stricken out] any money in the Treasury not other- 


Never mind reading it. 


wise appropriated.” 


The fund from which it is. proposed: to appro= 
priate the money required for the erection. of the, © 
east wing of the Patent Office is one which is de- 
rived from the payments of inventors in taking out. 
patents of thirty dollars each. To do this looks. 
to me very much the same as if we were to require 
members of Congress to pay for the erection of the - 
proposed wings of the Capitol, or the merchants 
to pay for the erection of the custom-houses. And 
it is more unjust even than those requirements 
would be. This byildige is not to be erected for 
the benefit of the Patent Office—for that is large. 
enough now for all the purposes of inventors for 
twenty years to come—but I understand it “is. in- 
tended for the use of the Department of the Inte- 
rior, , Hence the glaring injustice of this propo- 
sition. lt is unjust to impose this tax on. the 
inventors and mechanics of our country for the 
erection of a palace in Washington to be appro- 
priated for any other purposes than their own. 
And there are other propositions, one of which is 
to tax the mechanics and inventors of the country: 
even for the collection of agricultural statistics, 
which I shall move to strike out of the bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I feel quite indifferent as to 
how this matter shall be decided. I-contended last 
Spring against so large an amount öf this fund 
being appropriated as there was, but the Senate 
overruled me by a large majority, and since then I 
have felt very little interest in the matter. I desire 
to get this bill through, if possible, and I hope, 
therefore, unless my friend from Wisconsin con- 
siders it absolutely necessary to do otherwise, he 
will Jeave the subject until the beginning of the 
next session. 

Mr. WALKER, I cannot do it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think, if the 
object of the Senator from Wisconsin is to do a 
friendly act to the Patent Office fund, he has taken 
an unfortunate mode to reach his object. That a 
building for the use of the Secretary of the In- 
terior should not be built out of the Patent Office 
fund, is perfectly correct, and that T agree to. 
But to appropriate money out of the Treasury for 
the completion of the building, would be to de- 
prive the inventors and mechanics of the entire 
use of the Patent Office. I differ entirely with 
the Senator as to the necessity of the east wing. 
I believe it to be required for the purposes con- 
nected with the Patent- Office. The law requires 
that all models, not only of. inventions patented, 
but even the rejected models, shall be exposed .to 
view; whereas, for the want of room, they are 
now crowded together in a confused: mass, and 
cannot be inspected even by those who know 
them best. I believe the addition necessary 
to the Patent Office, in order to carry out. the 
terms and purposes of the law; that it should 
be made out of the Patent Office fund, and that 
the building should be confined to that use. 
If the Department of the Interior requires room, 
as no doubt it does, then we should appro- 
priate money out of the Treasury and baild what 
is necessary for that department. eisewhere, and. 
leave the square assigned for this building uñ- 
touched until the uses of the Patent Office require 
that it shall be completed in accordance with the 
original plan, which covered the whole square. 
It needs no argument to prove that if the inven- 
tive genius of the country continues for the next 
twenty years as active as heretofore, we shall re- 
quire the completion of the west wing before that 
date. We now require the east wing for the pur- 
poses of the Patent Office alone. 

Mr. WALKER. The Senator fror 07: 
sippi is correct, if he would take that vi 
subject which he really ought. They 
voted to the display of models, I own, 


ii insuf- 
ficient, but is there not plenty of room in the 


building for their better arrangement? Why, the 
best story in the building is devoted to the ‘pur- 
poses of a Museum or National Institute, and the 
mechanics and inventors of the country:are ds- 
prived of its use. I say it is wrong, and for one 
I protest against it. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Jt is all done 
under the operation of law. The Patent, Office 
was made the depository of revolutionary 
relics and other curiosities which had been placed 
in the State Department; they were therefore 
transferred to the Patent Office. It was made so 
by the operation of law—how. properly it is not 
for me to say. l donot perceive how they can 
aid the inventors. But I think that to which the 
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Sénator refers as the collection of curiosities 
brought back by the Exploring Expedition, may 
perhaps contribute to the knowledge of the inven- 
tor, hey are there, however, by the operation 
of law, which must be repealed before they can 
be removed. j 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WALKER. 
fund.” 


The clause now reads— 


“Por the collection of avriedMtural statisties $4,509, fo be t 


poid out of the patent fund.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh, move to strike. 
it all-out. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out the same 
words in the next clause, which reads ag follows: 


s For defraying the expenses of the chemical analysis of 
vegetabe substances:produced and used for the food of man 
and animals in the United States, to be expended under the 
direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000, to be paid 
for out of the patent fund.” 


Mr, WALKER. I know that Senators are im- | 


patient of debate, but I propose to addressa few 


words to them in defence of the interests of men | 


who are not often here to defend themsives. This 
fund has been accumulated from a tax levied upon 
the mechanics and inventors of the country, and 
what reason is there, I ask, that it should be di- 
verted to purposes which will not afford them the 
least advantage? Why, rather, should we not ap- 
propriate from the fund for the establishment of 
a board of dfaftsmen and modelists, instead of 
compelling the inventor, as is now the case, to pay 
from twenty-five to one hundred dollars to get his 


model? Nothing of that kind is ever done, but,on | 


the contrary, it is devoted toevery other possible 
purpose than those from which the persons who are 


thus taxed can derive any benefit. These men are | 


notoften heard here, but they are beginning to wake 
up alittle; and from what they have said to me, 
I believe they will soon make themselves felt in 
this matter. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASS. The amendment which E desire to 
submit, is one to which no Senator and no man in 
the nation will object. It is to provide for the de- 
frayal of expenditures incurred for the funeral ob- 


. I now move to strike out the i 
following words: “to be paid out of the patent | 


that the Senate will fix it at $4,000, to be expended 


| ander the direction of the committee of the Senate. 


I have also a letter from Colonel Bliss, signify- 
ing the intention of the family to have the remains 
of the deceased transferred to Kentucky.” Itis 
merely in response to the. question put as to the 
intention of the family on the subject, and is 
couched in terms of, the utmost delicacy and pro- 
priety, referring to nor suggesting nothing that is 
here proposed at all. This is entirely gratuitous 
on the partof thé nation, and is a free-will testi- 
monial of respect and gratitude. 


i. The blank was filled with the sum of $4,000, | 


and the amendment agreed to. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move to strike 
out the following clause: 

« For the collection of agricultural statistics, $4,500, to be 
paid out of the patent fund.? 
. Mr. PRATT. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. . 

Several SENATORS.. 
too much time.” 

Mr. PRATT. I withdraw the call, then. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

Mr. DAVIS. I now move to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 

“ Por defraying the expenses of the chemical analysis of 


vegetable substances produced and used for the food of man 
and animals in the United States, to be expended under the 


“Oh, no; it will take up 


direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000, to be paid | 


out of the patent fund.” 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I move to strike out 
the word ‘ five” and insert “six,” in the 141st 


line of the bill; so that we may pay the messenger | 


in the Third Auditor’s office the same compensa- 
tion that we pay the same officer in the Second 
Auditor’s office. I understand that there are very 
onerous duties devolved on him, and that this is 
but a just compensation. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I desire to offer the following 


. amendment: 


«“ For compensation to the late and present agents for 
transmitting passports and sealed letters from the Treasury 
Department to the collectors of the customs since the Ist of 
January, 1842, $1,445.”? t 


{ will make a brief explanation of this amend- 


“Mr. DICKINSON. -I hope that will be the last 

Mr. SMITH. .1 have an amendment to pro-> 
pose, which J trust will receive the favorable con- 
sideration of the Senate, inasmuch as it does not 
contemplate the taking of any monéy out of the 
Treasury, but the putting of somein. Itis‘as fol- 
lows: sees peor 

t Sec. — Be it further enacted, That it shall be tawful for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause ‘the revenue steainer 
Dallas, now tying in the port of New York, together. with: 
the machinery placed thereon, underand by. virtue of a con- 
tract by and between R. J. Walker, late Secretary ofthe - 
Treasury, ant Ethan Cainpbell, dated August 25th, 1848, to 
he appraised by one or more good and sufficiesit appraisers, 
and to seh, (if tne said Secretary shail think the public. in~ 
terests will thereby be promoted,) the said steamer andma- 
chinery to said Campbell at said appraised value, and to an- 
nul by and with his assent, said contract: Provided, That the. 
said Secretary shall, in selling said steamer and machinery 
to said Campbell, take from hits a release or discharge of 
the United States from all claims and demands under and 
by virtue of said contract.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. I betieve that, although it 
is a very long amendment, it is all right. Its ne- 
cessity arises out of one of those miserable trans- 
actions in which the Government undertook to 
furnish the means for individuals to experiment 
with. The Secretary of the Treasury, and every- 
body else, now agree that the best thing that can 
be done is to sell the vessel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


There being no further amendment proposed, 
the bill was reported to the Senate. . ; 

The PRESIDENT. Shall the question be taken 
on the amendments separately or altogether? 

Mr. HALE. They cannot be taken altogether. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 3 would suggest that, gen- 
tlemen designate the particular amendments’ on 
which they wish a separate vote to be taken, For. 
myself, I value time more than the carrying out of 
my peculiar views, 2 

Mr. PEARCE. There is one amendment on 


| which I desire the question to be taken separately, 


and that is the one repealing the law by which 
Congress authorized certain national exchanges. 
Mr. HUNTER.” I suggest that gentlemen 
specify the amendments which they desire to ex- 
cept, and that the question be taken generally on 
the others. 
The suggestion was assented to. z 
Mr. EWING. 


I would except from the gen- 
eral vote the amendment striking out the appropri- 
ation for the library for the Department of the In- ` 
terior. ; 
Mr. COOPER. I would except the amendment 
reducing the rent paid for Winder’s building. ` ` 
Mr. SOULE. “With respect to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I have to: state 
that the Senate will remember, that when the vote 
was taken on that question on Monday, it was af- 
ter the answer made to the demand whether or not 
Mr. Winder was at liberty to rent the unoccupied 
rooms. And upon the affirmative answer to that 
inquiry the Senate adopted the amendment coming 
from the Committee on Finance. I now have 


_sequies of General Taylor. It is as follows: 

« 'Fo defray the expenses incurred under the authority of 
the committee of arrangements for the funeral of General 
Z. Taylor, deceased, late President of the United States, 
$14,929 46.” 

I have the accounts in detail on my table, as 
certified to by the committees of both Houses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASS. Ihaveanother amendment, which 
will meet with a response, [am sure, in the heart 
of every man in the country. It is as follows: 

“To defray the expenses of transporting the remains of 
General Taylor from the cemetery in Washington to Ken- 


tucky, to be expended under the direction of the President 
- of the. United States, ad 


ment. The appropriation is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and is for services ren- 
dered by the late chief clerk of the Freasury, Mr. | 
Young, without any compensation at all. For | 
forty years, up to 1842, these services were paid | 
for under the act of Congress, but at that time the 
officer was cut off from receiving anything. This | 
is owing to the law of 1842, which requires that 
nothing shall be paid to officers,who receive the 
amount of their salary. He has faithfully per- 
| formed these services, and I hope that the amend- 
ment will pass. - 
The amendment was rejected 7 


Mr. WALKER. | wish to offer the following 


I have not put in the sum, but Iam inclined to 
think it should be at least $2,000. 

Mr. RUSK. There is, 1 understand, a com- 
munication from the President of the United States 
on this same subject, which | hope may be read. 
` [The message was read, setting forth that it is 
the wish of the family and relatives of the late 
lamented President of the United States that his 

` remains should be moved to the State of Kentucky; 
and, being desirous of manifesting the most sin- 
cere and profound respect for the character of the 
deceased, in which the President expresses his 
conviction that Congress will fully concur, he feit 
it to be his duty to make known the wishes of the 
family to Congress, so that, previous to adjourn- 
ment, they might adopt such proceedings and take 
such order on the subject asia their wisdom might 
seem meet and proper.] 

Mr. CASS. I am highly gratified, sir, with 
that message. Itis a just tribute to the worth of 
the decéased hero and patriot, who, after spending 
a lifetime in the service of his country, was taken 


amendment: 


© For balance due to David Irwin, as associate judge of ; 
Wisconsin ‘Territory, as audited and allowed by the proper į 


accounting officers of the Treasury, the sum of $571 65.” 

l have only to say that the demand was audited 
and allowed by the proper officers of the Treasury 
Depaitment; and that, so far as the appropriation 
went, it was paid. The estimate for it was re- 
ceived too late, or from some other cause was 
not acted upon by the Committee on Finance. ` 

` The amendment was agreed to. 


of $5,000 for an examination and survey to be 


made by the War Department for the introduc- i 
tion of water into the city of Washington. It was || 


rejected. 
Mr. HALE. Try it again. 
Mr. MASON. 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment is not now 
under consideration, having been excepted. 

Mr. SOULE. Ah! very well. 

Mr. YULEE. I wish an opportunity to record 


1 ` ` 
| my vote and piace it on the Journals against all 
appropriations made either for works or surveys 
| of works for the improvement of rivers and lakes, 


and I should like also to see the votes of some. 


| other gentlemen on record on the same subjects. 


The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator indicate 


|| the specific clause he desires excepted ? 
Mr. MASON. On Saturday I asked, in behalf i| 
of the District of Columbia, for an appropriation | 


Several Senarorns. Ohno! it will take up too 
much time. . : 

Mr. YULEE. Well, I will be satisfied then by 
simply declaring to the Senate my- opposition to 
all such appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. The exception F make is to the 


ii amendment making a donation to the public print- 
lam now informed by the au- || 
! thorities of Washington that their only desire is to (| 
have the benefit of the science under the War De- ! 
partment for this examination; and therefore I: 


ers of ten per cent. on the work they have finished.” 
I desire a vote on that. 

Mr. HAMLIN... I desire to except the amend. 
ment which makes an appropriation to the Cum-. - 


away in the midst of his labors, whilst filling 
the office of Chief Magistrate of the Republic. 1 
-stated to the Senate before that I did not know 
with what amount to fill the blank. A letter which | 
1 have here from the Marshal of the District sug- | 
gests $4,000; and another estimate puts it at that | 
also. The committee of the Rouse also are will- 
ing to accede to that proposition. This is nota 
question of dollars; 118 a tribute of national grati- 
tude; and I have not the least doubt, therefore, 


have reduced the appropriation to $500. The city || berland dam. ; 
of Washimgton will endeavor to bear the expense, | Several Senators. There is no such amend- 
but they want this science to aid them. i ment. i hae. 
The amendment was agreed to, and is as fol- | Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to except the amend- 

lows: i| ment making an appropriation for the survey of. 
~ «To enable the War Department to make such examina- | the Ohio river, with a view of making dams for 
tion and survey as may be necessary to determine upon the || the supply of that stream with water.. : 
best and most available mode of supplying the city of Wash- i Mr. BADGER. I should like to have all the 

| 

! 

1 


ington with pure water, and to prepare a plan and estimate | mete ` 
of tae probable cost of the same, to be reported to this Con- || AMendments mae which = been voted in, 
(Laughter.] : 


gress at its next session, five hundred detlars.”? 


i 
4 against my vote, 


1850. 
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The PRESIDENT. . Senators must specify the 
particular amendments they wish excepted. The 
Chair cannot tell how the Senator voted. 

Mr. BADGER. Ido not insist on my motion. 

Mr. CHASE. I ask a separate vote on the 
amendment which appropriates $200,000 for the 
enlargement of the Capitol. f : 

There being no further exceptions taken, the 
remaining amendments made in committee were) 
agreed to. f i 


Mr. PEARCE. I now move.that the Senate | 
non-concur in the amendment added to the fifty- 
third line repealing the Jaw authorizing the system } 
of international exchange. It is one with which 
Senators are all familiar, and if concurred in, then | 
is Mons. Vattemare’s occupation gone. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. EWING. I move that the Senate non- | 
concur in the amendment striking out the follow- | 
ing clause from the items for the Department of 
the Interior: 

& Por library, maps, &c., $5,600.” 

T hope the appropriation will be suffered to re- 
main; itis but a small one. 

Mr. HALE. That is sufficient. 

The motion was declared to be carried. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I do not think the vote 
was understood, and I hope it will be taken again. 
All I desire is the sense of the Senate on this ques- 
tion, and if it shall be decided that this sum shall 
be given for a library, then I have nothing further 
to say. > 

A division being had, the amendment was not 
concurred in—ayes 15, noes 24. G 

Mr. COOPER. T move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment striking out, in line 405, 
the words, “ twenty-one thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-five dollars,” and inserting ‘ sixteen 
- thousand three hundred and sixty-two dollars and 

fifty cents,” 

Since the vote was taken on Saturday, reducing | 
the sum originally inserted in the bill, some new 
light has been derived, by which the Senate will | 
be able to act more understandingly. The .agree- 
ment between the parties was that Mr. Winder | 
should have no power to rent any of the rooms : 
for any other purpose. The Government, there- | 
fore, virtually took the whole building. I believe 
that my friend from Louisiana is prepared to ex- 
plain it by a letter from the Secretary, addressed 
to the party who owns the building. 

Mr. SOULE. When this question came before 
the Senate on Saturday, it was decided upon the 
assurance that the lessor was at liberty to rent | 


’ 


whatsoever unoccupied rooms were to be found in || 


the building; and upon that misapprehension the | 
amendment proposed by the chairman of the Com- 

` mittee on Finance, who himself was not. aware of 
the existing state of faets, was adopted by the 
Senate. Since then I have been furnished with a 
letter written to the lessor by the Secretary of 
War, denying him the right of disposing of the 
unoccupied rooms; so that we are in duty bound 
to let the allowance granted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives remain in the bill; and my motion, 
therefore, will be, that the Senate do not concur In 
the amendment adopted in committee on Satur- 
day. f ; . 

Several Sewarons. Read the letter. 

Mr. SOULE. The letter is as follows: ` 

«I decline to address to the Committee of Ways and 
Means the note requested in your letter of the 18th instant, 
stating your desire to let the vacant rooms in your building, 
and the objections entertained by this department to that | 
course. Should, however, the committee ask my views on 
the subject, would have no hesitation in saying, that so | 
long as any considerable portion of the building is oceupied 
by the public offices, the whole should be under the exclu- | 
sive control of the public agents, and that to have the rooms 
of private individuals, whether occupied as lodging rooms 
or as places of publie business, intermingled with the pub- ij 
lic offices, would be highly objectionabie, because very un- | 
safe.?? 

Mr. DICKINSON. It is due to all parties con- | 
cerned, as well as to myself and the Senate, that I 
should state that these facts came to my knowl- 
edge since the action of the Senate on Saturday. | 

I had previously examined very carefully into misi 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
i 


i 
| 
i 
i 
matter. 1 was unable to see the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, who was very much en- 


gaged as well as myself, but I sent to him, and 
‘was informed that all the papers were sent to me. į 


it; that there were more than ninety-three and a 


| Winder that it would be very objectionable to al-- 


| without a recommendation from some responsible 


| effort to reverse the vote of Saturday, and I en- 


Lcould not find, after all the examination I gave i 


-half rooms ‘occupied. After going to every De- 


B +o 

partment.or sending the clerk of the committee 
there, this was all we could ascertain; These 
facts E communicated to the Senate, and then, in 
answer to a question from a Senator, I stated that 
so far as I knew the lessor had a perfect right to 
rent the vacant rooms to whomsoever he chose. 
That was my understanding of the matter, and 
is yet, though this letter seems to give a different 
complexion to it. This letter is dated * War De- 
partment, Washington, May 20, 1850,” and was 
directed to Mr. Windsor, and in. it the Secretary 
of War then administering the War, Department, 
declined to answer the committee, but says to Mr. 


low the rooms to be rented for other than Govern- 
ment purposes. I have no doubt that it would be 
very objectionable, and that is a matter for the 
consideration of the Senate, but I wish to add 
that this letter was in the hands of the proprietor 
himself, and with all my vigilance was not 
brought to me until since our action on Saturday. 
Then F learned that such a letter had been written 
to a private individual, instead of to the commit- 
tee. I blame no one especially for this, unless I 
may be allowed to censure the conduct of a cabi- 
net officer, agd of whom I will say nothing, inas- 
much as he has gone out of office. I say that the 
course I have pursued, and its results, is a vindi- 
cation in my judgment of the policy I established, 
of refusing to act upon any of these questions 


cabinet officer, and 1 hope that hereafter letters of 
this character will be addressed to the committee. |} 
General Bayly had the letter at one time in his 
possession, but as it was private property he de- 
livered it up to the individual who asked for it. 
He forgot to put it with his papers again, and for į 
that reason it did not come under the notice of the | 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can bear testimony to the 
vigilance which the Senator from New York, the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, evinced in 
this matter. I believe that, upon this occasion, he 
was perfectly right in the first instance; but with 
the testimony which has been adduced since, I 
am compelled to believe that we ought to restore |; 
the amount of rent to what it was in the bill as it 
came from the House. I infer from what he says 
that he is of the same opinion; and therefore I 
hope that, without further debate, we may reject 
the amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was of the same opinion on 
Saturday as was entertained by the Senator from 
Virginia, and the difference between him and my- 
self is, that he has changed his opinion and I have 
not. I have heard nothing as yet which induces 
me to believe that the amount of rent charged here 
ought to be paid; and if this gentleman had evi- 
dence to the contrary he ought to have presented 
it elsewhere and in season. I think it is in bad 
taste, to say the least, after the Senate has decided | 
on a question, to present additional testimony. 
Hlowever that may be, as | stated on a former oc~ 
casion, this Government agreed to pay $175 per 
room for the number actually occupied, and it was 
not anticipated that it would be called upon to pay 
that rent for every room in the building. We pay 
that rent for rooms mostly on the first and second. 
stories, though there are some I believe in the third 
story. Now, are we, I ask, to pay such a rent for |! 
reoms which we do not occupy? Upon what prin- 
ciple of justice can such a demand be made on the 
Treasury? This question of rent is one which is 
to be referred to hereafter, upon which to base a |! 
price for the building when it shall be offered for | 
sale to the Government. Indeed,.I should prefer ; 
to buy it at once, as no doubt we shall have to do 
in the end; but I do not wish to pay for it at a price 
based on the large rent which is sought to be ob- 
tained for it, especially in this way of tacking it at 
the last moment to an appropriation bill. Here is 
a rent of $20,000 proposed to be given for a build- 
ing which, at the utmost, never cost more than 
$100,000. I anticipated that there would be an 


i 


deavored to ascertain the original cost of the build- 
ing, and am informed that it cost but some $95,000. 
And is there any one who will say that an annual i 
rent of $20.000 is not a most exorbitant one fora 
building which only cost that sum? Sir, I would 
prefer that Congress should make an appropriation ; 
for its purchase at once. The Secretary of War, | 
under a former Administration, hesitated before |i 
paying $150 per room; and yet we pay $175 per || 


! until"he was made aware. of the difficulty. 


room, and it is asked now that the same price shall - 
be paid for rooms which we have not occupied. T 
think, sir, that even $16,600 is far more'rent than 
the building is worth, whether we shall continue 
to act on the principle of renting public offices or 
not; and I feel bound, therefore, to insist on the, 
former vote of the Senate. i 
Mr. HUNTER. So faras Į am concerned I 
should be. very much opposed to buying this 
building, for reasons which it is not necessary. for 
me now to give, as there is no proposition for the 
purchase of the building by the Government pend- 
ing. The criticism of the Senator from Indiana-is 
perhaps right to this extent, that we probably ought 
not to give as much for those rooms we do not use 
as we do for others; but certainly we ought to give 
something, as the owner is prevented from renting 
them for other purposes. I voted with the Sen- 
otors from New York and Indiana the other day, 
but I was not aware at the time that the Secretary 


4 


| of War had written this letter in relation to the 


matter. Upon hearing that, it seems to me that 
we have done wrong, and that we oughtto make 
some allowance for these unoccupied rooms, al- 
though not so much perhaps as has been pro- 
posed. But at this late period. of the session, 
where there is no time to do as we would, I was 
willing to allow the appropriation. as it came from 
the House. However, if the Senator from In- 
diana chooses to reduce the appropriation soas to 
allow something less for rooms in the upper story 
of the building which we do not occupy, I will 
agree to it; but I believe, on the whole, we had 
better let it pass as it is, 

Mr. DICKINSON. In regard to this question 
of $175 per room, it certainly cannot be contended 
that the unoccupied rooms are worth as much as 
those occupied. This part of it is a question 
which the committee perhaps did not fully exam- 
ine, supposing as they did that there was no rea- 
son to demand any rent at all for the unoccupied 
rooms. I supposed the original sum was al- 
lowed upon some plan which | did not approve, 


| and therefore struck itout, and supposed so all 


along until I saw this private letter written. by the 
Secretary of War, Itis, however, now for the 
Senate to say whether they do or do not think this 
rent too high. 

Mr. SOULE. There was no accession on the 
part of the lessor to come here with his proof 
until the question was raised as to his right of 
receiving rent for all the rooms in the house... He 
could not be expected to furnish the ne 

n 
now I ask the Senator where he finds the power 
to discriminate between these rooms, when he 
finds Mr. Winder writing to the Secretary of War 


i and asking the liberty of disposing of these rooms, 


and when in the answer of the Secretary he is 
told that he cannot so dispose of them? Why 


|; certainly we cannot refuse the allowance made by 
‘the House; and I hope, therefore, that the 


amendment made in Committee of the Whole 


| will be non-concurred in. 


Mr. BRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to non-concur, and they were ordered. 
Mr. YULEE. I desire to say that I shall vote 
for concurring in the amendment, for this, among 
other reasons: We have heretofore paid but $150 
a room, which I consider a full and liberal gent; 


| and this appropriation from the House propeses to 


increase it to $175 per room, whith I consider far 


li too high. 


Mr. HALE. We paid $175 last year, if I am 
not mistaken. 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir; but $150. 

Mr. DICKINSON.: I have stated that this pri- 
vate letter put an entirely different complexion on 
this matter, and in one réspect it does. It shows 
that the department refused the lessor permission 


: to rent these unoccupied rooms, which was amat- _ 
i ter in relation to which I could get no information, 


after the most careful search, until this private 
letter was produced. However, I believe that 
$16,500, or about that sum, is a sufficiently high 


‘rent under all the circumstances; and therefore I 


shall vote to retain it as it is. SOA, 
The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment, and it resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Benton 
Bright, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Dodge of. Wisconsin, Feich? 
Hamlin, Norris, Rusk, Spruance, Walker, Whitcomb, aud 
Yulee—17. 

NAYS—Mesers. Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Cass, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson 


Dayton, Dodge of Towa, Downs, Ewing, Foote, Greene, 
Hate, Houston, Hunter, Jones, Mason, Morton, Pearee, 
Pratt, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Underwood, Wales, and 
Winthrop—28. i 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. CHASE. I move now that the Senate non- 
_concur in the amendment making an appropriation 
for the extension of the Capitol building. f 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to strike out the word 

“wing” and insert the word ‘addition,’ for the 
purpose of leaving the question open as to whether 
we shall make an addition or put on wings to the 
building. ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Thereis no need of 


~ the word “‘ addition’? at all; for the striking out of | 


the word “wing” will accomplish the Senator’s ob- 
ject. I have no objection to this amendment at ail, 
and the only effect it will have will be to enlarge 
the sphere of inquiry of the committee when they 
come into joint action. I would say that plans 
for extendnig the wings only were submitted to the 
chairman of the committee, but understanding that 
different plans have been suggested, Iam willing 
to leave out the word * wings,” in order to leave 
it-:optional whether we shal! adopt the proposition 
for another building or for the extension of wings. 
` Mr. CASS. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Virginia that he move to strike out all except 
the mere appropriation of $200,000 for the exten- 
sion of the Capitol. 
` Mr. BRIGHT. I have a motion to make which 
will cover the whole, and that is to strike out the 
whole clause. 
The amendment of Mr. Hunrer was agreed to. 
Mr. CHASE asked forthe yeas and nays on the 
question of concurring, and they were ordered. 
‘Mr. RUSK. I have no objection to voting 
$1,500,000 for the enlargement of the Capitol; but 
I'desire to know, first, in what manner, in what 
place, and under whose direction it is to be ex- 
pended. We are making an appropriation for a 
matter here which will cost ten times the amount 
sppropiieted, T have now doubt. i 
r. BRIGHT. Ihave but a single remark to 
make before I vote. I voted some two years ago 
for an appropriation of $50,000 to aid in the con- 
struction of the Patent Office, then estimated to 
cost: some $300,000. It is admitted now, although 
the work has scarcely progressed eleven months, 
that it will cost some $1,100,000. Now, I do not in- 
tend to vote, as was said by the Senator from Texas, 
for the erection of further public buildings dut of 
the public Treasury until I know something of the 
plan, and what is to be the cost of carrying out the 
measure. And if this appropriation shall be made, 
Iwill make this prophecy—that before the work 
is: finished it will cost the Government a million 
and a half or two millions of dollars, unless it is 


differently managed from the other public build- | 


ings. which have been put up here. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I believe the Senator is 
mistaken in regard to the Patent Office. I under- 
stood the whole matter once, but it has passed ont 
of my mind. I believe, however, that $150,000 
was the estimate of the whole cost, though we 
shall not get off with that sam. - 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think I am not mistaker. I 
always double the estimates in these cases in my 
own mind. .(Laughter.] When the cost was es-- 
timated. at $150,000 I thought it safe to double the 
amont, and hence I made it in my own mind 
$300:000; and I am told now that it will cost 
$1,100,000. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Committee on 
the Library have examined this matter, at various 
times and in various plans, and we thoughtwe had 
finally agreed on one which would enable us to 
make: something like an estimate of the cost. The 
amount asked for was.an estimate for the exterior 
of the building, as I stated when I introduced it. 
The cost of the interior was not discussed, still less. 
decided upon, and it must vary as the interior 
shall be built. We thought, however, that to put 
up the building and covering, we had asked for as 
little as was necessary, 


tinct action of the committee is concerned, and I 
am not sure that itis not sound altogether. If we 
had been able to get the Committee on Public 
Buildings of the House to act jointly with us at 
an early period of the seSsion, I think we might 
have presented a plan, with an estimate attached; 
but that we have been unable to do. — The esti- 
mate which was made was upon wings which 


should furnish additional committee rooms, ‘and l! 


I think the objection | 
taken by the Senator is sound, so far as the dis- l 
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two spacious chambers for the use of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and I do not think, 
for the purposes: of the estimate, the cost would 
be increased. The cost will be limited only by 
the degree of extention. And if this Union con- 
tinues together, and this continues to be the seat 
of Government, I have no idea that any plan 
which may now be suggested will- finally answer 
all the wants of the-country. A very good archi- 
tect, speaking of it a short time ago, said that we 
would have yet to cover the whole square with 
buildings, and I think it is likely. We see at 
least that this magnificent building, certainly very 
magnificent at the time it was constructed, has 
now become too small, and if-it be any object to 
preserve the lives of Senators, it is then an object 
to commence at an early period the. extension of 
the Capitol. We have ail felt the injurious effects 
of breathing the atmosphere infected as that of 
this Chamber becomes after a long session; and 
since the debates of the Senate have become popu- 
lar, everybody has witnessed how inadequate the 
present galleries are for the accommodation of vis- 
iters. By makingan appropriation at this session, 
the foundation can be commenced during the 
recess, which will make probably a difference of 
ayear in the completion of the work. Itis.for | 
the Senate to decide whether they will hazard the 


committee adopting an extravagant plan, or the | 


postponement of the work. 

Mr. CASS. I know nothing as to the merits | 
of the several plans proposed, but [ think this to 
be the very worst building on the face of the 
earth for the purposes to which it is devoted, and I 
have no idea of voting for the erection of another 
like it, Youcan scarcely hear in this Chamber, 
and in the House you cannot hear at all, while a 
large portion of the building is sacrificed and Jost 
in winding stairways and dark corridors. Ire- 
peat, I think this to be the very worst building in 
the world for its purposes. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to say that although 
I was heartily in favor of the amend ment as origin- į 
ally adopted, yet I shall vote against it, in the 
form in which it has been amended. 

The question was then taken on concurring, and 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Ewing, Foote, 
Greene, Gwin, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Norris, Pearce, 
Pratt, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Winthrop, and Yulee—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Jowa, Felch, Hamlin, Jones, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebas- 
tian, Spruance, Underwood, Walker, and Whitcomb—21. 


So the amendment as amended was concurred in. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I had demanded a separate 
vote on an amendment relating to the Cumberland 
dam. Iam informed that no appropriation for 
the construction of that work was adopted, and as 
I did not mean my motion to apply to the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, in relation to | 
the survey of the Ohio river, of course there is no 
question which I desire to be taken separately. | 

Mr. ATCHISON. i now ask a vote on the | 


question of concurring with the amendment in | 


making an appropriation for a survey of the Ohio 


river, with a view to make dams to supply it with į It te t ; 
{| for printing under open bids are to be especially 


water. 


they were ordered. 


i} 


The question being then taken on concurring, it | 


resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Bright, Chase, Clarke, | 
Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, : 


Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Hale, Jones, 
King, Morton, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Smitb, Soulé, 
Spruance, Underwood, Wales, and Witthrop—27?. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Cass, Dawson, Day- 
ton, Dickinson, Feich, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Mason, 
Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Walker, and Yulee—16. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. HALE. 


of the Senator from Louisiana, in relation to the 
public printirg 


When I addressed the Senate a short time ago | 
in reiation to this subject, E made some statements | 
which the Senators from Mississippi and Indiana | 


assured me and the Senate I was mistaken in 
making. Since then I have met a member of the 
House, who is on the Printing Committee there, 
and who assiires me that the proof before the com- 
mittee fully sustained what I then statedsand that 


- was, that these individuals who took the contract 


for printing declared. at the: time they. took. it; that 


| 
| 
Mr. NORRIS demanded the yeas and nays, and l 
| 
i 


I now ask that the Senate non- | 
concur in the amendment adopted on the motion į 


i 
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other House. 


+ Mr. HALE. 


that he would break down a Jaw of 


ply to the Senator from New Hampshire. 
going to vote with him against this. amendment,’ 
though I shall not trouble the Senate: with. the 
reasons which will induce that vote, 
only to state that, in my opinion, and it is one. 
formed with some knowledge of printing—I say 
nothing in relation to the relinquishment of the 
contract, or anything else—that taking into con- 


they knew they. could notexecute it; and that. they” 


-didit to break down the contract system, and in=:’ 
duce the two Houses to choose 


fr. Ritchie: for- 
their printer. TERS he 
Mr. CASS... Not very: likely. aa 
Mr. HALE. -I am told that it was proved-by; 
numerous witnesses before the committee--of the 


Mr, FOOTE. Who told you? EET 

~ l have not the least objection: tø; 

tell the Senator. ` oy : ue 
Mr. CASS. Who are the witnesses?. 


Mr. HALE. Ido not know. I state the fact, 


as it was given to me by a member of :the other., 


House. 
Mr. FOOTE. What is his name? PRE 
Mr. HALE. Let me state further, that the ex- 


pense of printing ordered at this session. will, 
at the least calculation, amount to $110,000 or. 
$120,000. 
Committee on Printing that it will not be less than 
| $110,000, and may amount to $120,000. Now, 
this amendment proposes to make Mr. Ritchie 
entirely whole, to remunerate him for every loss 


I am informed by the chairman of the. 


which he may sustain by coming into this con- 
tract, by the means which he did, and then it pro~- 
poses to go further, and make a direct gift or pres- 
ent to him of $11,000 or $12,000! In other words, 
after the Secretary of the Treasury has paid every 
dollar Mr. Ritchie has lost, and the country saved, 
and he has been made entirely whole upon a con-. 
tract thus entered into, a direct gift is to be made , 
to him of $11,000 or $32,000. 

A Senator That is buta reasonable profit: 

Mr. HAGE. No, sir, itis. to give him $22,000; 
outright, for nothing is said about profits. It isto 


make him a present of ten per cent. upon ‘all. the 
work he has done. 


In other words, itis a reward 
to an individual for succeeding in his declaration 
Congress, 


twice sanctioned. I am not willing, sir, to do this, 


and I want to have the yeas and nays taken on 
the question, so that the country may see who ig. 
willing to squander the public money in this way: 
| upon men who have rendered it no service, and: 
for no purpose, unless it is to offer a 
breaking down a law of Congress, an 


gremity for. 
d a system: 
which has been twice sanctioned. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered, Hogg eS 
Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say a word i re. 
am 


I have risen 


sideration the time and capital, and wear and tear 


of material, ten per cent. en the cost is a most nig-` 
gardly profit to any man. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to say but a few 
words. I wish it to go out to the country that 
there are a great many mail contracts, and a great 
many contracts to supply everything necessary 
and requisite for the army and navy; and then £ 
want it to go out to the country also that contracts 


favored, while all those other contracts to which E 


i| have referred are to be held strictly to their agree- 


ment. 

Cries of Question! question! 

Mr. FOOTE. Gentlemen may listen or notas, 
they choose, but I intend to make this remark, and 
to make it distinctly. It is, that if there is any man, 
here or elsewhere who intends to insinuate that 
any partof Mr. Ritchie’s conduct in this matter 
has not been entirely fair and honest, I pronounce 


; him a most unprincipled detractor. 


Mr. HALE. I do not know what is meant by 
that, nor do I care. I have stated the facts as they 
came to my knowledge, and leave everybody to 
put their own construction upon them. I state 


| that am authorized by a member of the House: 


and the Investigating Committee to say, that the 
original parties to this contract stated repeatedly, 
that they took it knowing that they could nat ex- 
ecute the work, but with a determination ‘to break 
down the contract system, and ingute ‘the two 
Houses to elect Mr. Ritchie for their printer. 

‘Mr. RUSK. Who are the witnesses? 

‘Mr. HALE. Ihave stated over and over again- 
that I do not know. ere: 

Mr. RUSK. Then how:do you know the facts? - 


1850. 


Mr. HALE. They were stated to me by a 
member of the House. 

Mr. CASS. It.isa very loose charge. 

Mr. HALE. They have been stated to. me 


since the decision of the Senate on this question. as, 


having been proved. before the committee. in the 
other House. I. do not make insinuations; I 
speak the. plain facts as. they are given-to. me. 
And if they are highly honorable to Mr. Ritchie, 
he may have the advantage of them. I have 
nothing to say about that. 

Mr. SOULE. As I am the mover of the.amend- 
ment which has just been assailed by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, I:deem it my duty to say 
a few words in answer to. what has fallen from his 
lips. The charges preferred by the Senator have 
not come before the Senate in any shape that could 
command its consideration; and when I moved the 
amendment I had not heard of them, nor can I 
heed them now, brought forth as they are in such 
intangible terms. 

Sir, I consider this matter from a point of view 
from which nothing that is selfish or unworthy 
can be reached by the eye. I shall not be accused 
of being actuated. by an unwarrantable. partiality 
for the person immediately connected with the con- 
tract sought to be modified by the amendment. I 
cannot divest myself of the opinion that the Gov- 
ernment is presumed always to be unwilling to 
ruin any man through the execution in good faith 
of any contract which he may have entered into 
with them; and I deem it my duty, under the 
promptings of asense of equity, to let this con- 
tractor be relieved from all loss which he may 
have sustained, and besides receiving ten per 
cent. upon the amount of whatever work he may 
execute. Now, if we were to consider in theab- 
stract the ten per cent. thus allowed by the amend- 
ment in the shape of profit, it would seem that we 
are making a donation of something like fifteen or 
twenty thogsand dollars; but when. the Senate 
takes into consideration that there is a capital em- 
ployed in carrying on this contract, that there is a 
wear and tear of material and machinery employed, 
that they will find that the allowance will leave 
but a very limited profit, in all probability less 
than nine to ten thousand dollars. Under the cir- 
cumstances of the case | cannot consider that lam 
doing injustice to the country or to the contractor 
by offering the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to say but a word. lask 
the Senator from New Hampshire if he believes 
that Mr. Ritchie made the declaration he has 
charged him with—-that he. took the contract 
knowing he would lose money by it? 

Mr. HALE. I said the original contractors. 

Mr. CASS. They must have been fools, then. 
But I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
believes a word of it? Does he believe that any 
man out of a mad-house, would go round and 
make such declarations to"the world? No man in 
his senses can believe it, sir. 

The question being then taken on concurring in 
the amendment, resulted as follows: 

YEAS-—Mesers. Atehison, Badger, Bell, Bright, Cass, 
Clay, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Foote, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 
Shields, Soulé, Walker, Whitcomb, and Yulee—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Ewing, Felch, Hale, Hamlin, Norris, Smith 
Spruance, Underwood, and Winthrop—13. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
having thus all been concurred in— 

Mr. CHASE. 4 offer the following amendment: 

t Pox purchasing a site and commencing the erection of 
e suitable fire-proof building in the city of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, for a custom-house and independent treasury, and 
other offices of the United States, the sum of $50,000; the 
whole cost of the building not to exceed the sum of $75,000: 
Provided, That the building shall be exempted from city 
taxes, andall other taxes whatever by act of the Legistature of 
Missouri. g 

“For the purchase of a site and. construction of a proper 
building at Cincinnati, in Ohio, fora custom-house, inde- 
pendent treasury, and other offices of the United States, 
$50,000, provided that the total cost of construction shall 
not exceed $75,000; provided, also, that said building shall 
be exempted from city and all other taxes whatever, by act 
of the Legislature of Ohio.” 

Mr. President, I wish to state very briefly to 
the Senate the reasons why this amendment ought 
to prevail. When I addressed the Senate on this 
sübject ona former day, it was very briefly, and 
without that full information which I have since 
obtained. . 

Both the appropriations proposed have been 


recommended. by the late and by the’ present Seg- 
retary of the Treasury.. They have, therefore, 
the: sanction of the department which has.com- 
manded the assent of the Senate to:all appropria- 
tions thus. recommended, except these. ‘They. 
have also received the sanction of two committees, 
of this -body—the Committee on Commerce.and 
the Committee.on Finance. I speak only for Cin- 
cinnati; the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Benton] 
will speak. for St. Louis. The city of Cincinnati 
had in 1840. but. 46,000 inhabitants. ft has now 
130,000. Its imports and exports in 1847-8 ex- 
ceeded, respectively, $60,000,000. 

Mr. DOWNS. Is not the Senator mistaken ? 

Mr. CHASE. Ido not refer to foreign com- 
merce alone, but the total commerce of the city, 
foreign and domestic. The, net revenue from the, 
post office collected at Cincinnati last year, accord- 
ing to the Blue Book, exceeded $52,000. I have 
before me a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in which he states that the revenue from cus- 
toms colleefed in that city during the six months 
ending on the 31st of December, 1849, was $65,091, 
making $130,000 a year. These two items would 
make the aggregate revenue of Government. from 
these sources nearly $200,000 per annum. The 
offices for the accommodation of which the pro- 
posed building is required are, first, those of the 
customs; next, those of depository of the public 
moneys; and, finally, the post office, the large and, 
important business of which requires extensive 
accommodation. 

The sum proposed to be appropriated is not 
large. A fair rent of proper buildings in proper 
situations for the offices which 1 desire to provide 
for could hardly be less than six thousand dollars 
a year. The erection of a proper building at the 
cost proposed would therefore be a saving to the 
Government. Sir, we have been liberal to other 
cities; we have given $200,000 in this bill to New 
Orleans, for continuing the construction of a cus- 
tom-house; to Charleston, whose commerce is not 
greater than that of Cincinnati, $100,000 for the 
same purpose; to Norfolk $50,000; and so on. 
We have agreed on an amendment appropriating 

$50,000 for a,custom-house at Bangor, Maine, and 
voted for it. And now, sir, while we vote thus 
liberally for custom-houses all along the Atlantic 
and Gulfcoast, shall nothing be done for the West? 
Is it right that demands, so. reasonable as we now 
make, should be refused?. Shall not the important 
public business, conducted in citiesso importantas 
Cincinnati and St. Louis, be suitably and_fairly ac- 
commodated? I will not trespass further.on the 
indulgence of the Senate, and I cannot doubt, if 
Senators will only consider these simple facts, that 
what we wish will be granted without hesitation. 
I will only add that I have joined these proposi- 
tions, for Cincinnati and St. Louis, with the as- 
sent of the distinguished Senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. Benron,] because they stand on precisely 
the same ground, and are, in every respect, enti- 
tled to the same consideration. 
z Mr. BENTON. We renew the attempt to pro- 
cure a litle justice for two cities of the great West— 
St. Louis and Cincinnati—and shall continue to 
renew it until we succeed. We are entitled to sue- 
cess; and in the confidence of ultimate triumph, 
we shall work on, regardless.of temporary defeat. 
It is now eight o’clock at night; the Senate has 
been in session ten hours; the fatigue of many is 
great, and the impatience of all extreme; but the 
Senate must bear with us while we endeavor to 
obtain those facilities, and that security, for doing 
the business of the United States in two great eities 
of the West, which are readily granted to the 
small towns of the Atlantic coast. 

Appropriations for these buildings in St. Louis 
and Cincinnati have been separately offered, and 
separately rejected. We now offer them together, 
and will see them succeed or fail together. The 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Cuase] has plead the 
cause of Cincinnati: I address myself to that of 
St. Louis, and commence with showing that I 
have divested the Janguage of the appropriation 
of the enumeration of offices, to which objection 
was taken, and confine it to those for which the 
statute book has plenty of precedents—those pre- 
cedents without which the class of legislative 
lawyers can do nothing. I leave out the court, 
rooms, the post office, the land office, the record- 
er’s office, surveyor general’s office, superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs, quartermaster’s, commis- 
sary’s, and paymaster’s office, pension agent, 


and.army surgeon, and confine myself.to the cuss: 
tom-heuse and-sub-treasury. I mean: that Lleay 
them out of the enumeration: I.do,not leave them 
out.of the purview and meaning of the appropria-_ 
tion, { conform to. the practice-—pass. the law. for., 
one. building, and then make. it large. enough: for, 
all.. This.is, the way. it is, done in other instances, 

and seems.to be a great relief to the consciences, 
of gentlemen. ee 

I am better prepared. now than I was three,days, 
ago to, do justice to this subject. Since then I. 
have received a, letter. from St. Louis; giving’ the 
authentic and detailed. informatiqn. which ` the,. 
Treasury files here cannot yet supply. The re-. 
ceipts of the custom-house at St. Louis are. much 
greater than was supposed. and rapidly increas- 
ing. In the first seven. months. of this, year— 
from January 1 to August I1—the receipts were. 
$107,987. The entries in hand.to be collected be- 
fore the end of September were $25,215, which, 
added to the actual receipts, will give $133,000 for 
the first nine months of the year. The remain- 
ing quarter may be safely estimated at $40,000, 
thus.giving above $170,000 for the year. This is 
a, considerable.sum in itself; but entitled to more. 
consideration’ from. the rapidity of its increase, . 
which is at the rate of an annual duplication, 
This year is double the last, and ‘the.last wag, 
double its antecessor; sọ that we. may judge thé 
next year’s receipts to be double thore of this -~ 
year—to amount to some $350,000, or more than 
double the amount of the appropriation asked. 
And the post office revenue, and the United Stateg, 
revenue from St. Louis in 1851, will probably ex- 
ceed $400,000. -The last published return—Blue. 
Book of 1849—gives near $30,000 for the net. 
proceeds of that office—to be precise, $29,28 780, 

~and constantly increasing. These two offices, 

then, the custom-house and the post office, will 

yield more than double as much in the year 1851 

as we know ask. I say now, for although there 

is a limitation in the appropriation, yet it is mere 

guess-work,.and to ease the consciences of gentle- 

men who always ask a limitation on appropria- 

tions, whether they are to. be observed or not, 

Wewanta proper building, and may ask more. 

We may go beyond the limitation, but not so far. 
as a public building in this city, which began 

upon a limitation of $150,000, and is now verging 

upon $1,100,000. Not so far as that; but, per- 

haps, .as.far as the Boston custom-house, which 

began upon $50,000 and went up to $400,000, 

This latter sum would about construct a, public 

edifice at St. Louis worthy of the uses to which 

it would be applied, and worthy. to. raise its head 

in such a city. White marble should be its ma- 

terial—the beautiful and stainless white marble of - 
Cape Girardeau, which now descends the Missis- 

sippi for the public buildings in the capital of 
Louisiana, and should ascend it for the construc- 

tion of the public buildings in the first capital of 
the Upper Louisiana, and now the commercial 

capital of the Great West. 

Economy requires this building to be erected; 
for the rents now paid exceed the interest-of the 
sum now asked. The custom-house rents are 
$1,200; the post office $1,000; others: increase the 
aggregate to near $10,000; which is more than the 
interest on the sum proposed. 

Safety requires it; for all the public offices now 
in St. Louis are in combustible buildings, exposed 
to the accident of every conflagration, and many 
of them in tenements which invite the attack of 
fire. Public records and public property should. 
not be left in such a precarious condition. 

The commerce and business of St. Lonis require 
this accommodation. It isa population of eighty 
thousand souls, quadrupling in ten years, and com- 
mercial beyond all example for its numbers. What 
is eighty thousand now, in 1850, was twenty thous 
sand in 1840; and, at the same rate, will be three 
hundred and twenty thousand in 1860; and will 
continue to increase, if not in the same ratio, still 
at a great rate as long as water runs in the King 
of Floods, or grass grows in the Queen of Val- 
leys. Its commerce is out of all proportion to its 

numbers. It is the commerce of millions. of peo- 
ple instead of the city population. It is the com- 
merce of all the rivers of the Great West, of which 
it is the vortex and the centre—the commerce of 
the lakes on which those-rivers border—of the 
mountains from which they.take their rise—of the 
countries which lie beyond the mountains—which 
stretch to Santa Fé and Chihuahua, to the gold 
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mines of California, and the -waters of the Ore- 
on. Gentlemen must get rid of their old ideas, 
which confined navigation to the ocean, and com- 
merce to the sea-coast, These were respectable 
ideas in their day, but they have had their day, 
and must now give place to new ones. Progres- 
tion is the order of the day. in this seventieth 
century of the age of the world. Everything is 
now in progress, and nothing more rapidly and 
strikingly than the extension of commerce and 
navigation to the great rivers of the great West. 
Every great river is a channel for navigation; each 
of its shores are commercial depositories; its lead- ; 
ing towns are commercial cities. Steam has worked 
this change. St. Louis—the distance measured 
by time and money—is nearer to the sea than New 
_ Orleans was before steam power came in aid of old 
navigation. “The commercial cities of the West 
rival and eclipse many on the sea-coast which fig- 
ure in history, and are borne upon the statute book 
as ports of entry, and ornamented with a splendid 
custom-house. Í could name ‘dozens which, all 
together, would not equal St. Louis—St. Louis in 
1850—to say nothing of it ten, twenty, fifty years 
hence. Her daily transactions frequently amount 
to millions, The tonnage at her wharf is a mass 
of steamboats, crowded upon each other, meas- 
ured by the mile, and lying three, four, and five 
deep. The daily aspect of her front, or water 
street, is that of an incambered levee, alive with 
people, jammed and piled with every imaginable 
product of commercial exchange, and the activity 
that of a great emporium. I happened to say 
once, in this Chamber, that [ saw more commerce 
on the wharf at St. Louis the day I left there, than 
I had seen in all my voyage thence to Washing- 
ton: The declaration was considered extravagant; 
but it was immediately repeated by a Senator from 
another State, and appliable to another day. Mr. 
Young, of Illinois, said that he had come ona 
week later and saw the same thing; and so it may 
now be seen any day. St. Louis isa great com- 
mercial city, becoming greater every day, and 
will continue to aggrandize forever: The United 
States have about fifteen offices there, and not a 
place to put one in—all in hired, or borrowed ten- 
ements, and all liable to be burnt up, with their 
“contents, at any moment. She is deriving a large, 
increasing’ revenue from that place, and we now 
ask to spend.a modicum of what she receives in 
putting up a building for herself—a building re- 
quired by economy and safety,—justified by pre- 
cedent--and such a one as should not be ashamed 
to raise its head in such a city. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought this matter 
had been settled the other day, but if it is to be 
gone into again, Í feel bound to move an amend- 
mënt to the amendment. T suppose it is intended | 
to be followed by a proposition which was offered 
the other day for a custom-house at Cincinnati. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is the proposition now. į 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I intend to bring 
the subject to the consideration of the Senate, and 
I have prepared an amendment, as follows: 

«“ For the purchase of a site and erecting a custom-house ! 
at Louisville, the sum of 50,000, the whole cost of the 
building nat to exceed the sum of 360,000: Provided, That 
the same shall be exempted from all State and city taxation.” 

My proposition originally included Cincinnati; | 
but, as the Senator from Ohio has provided for 

. Cincinnati, I have modified my proposition so a 
to make it applicable solely to the city of Louis 
ville, that we may see whether we can get these 
appropriations for these three cities. And, although 
Lam satisfied that they should go together, I think 
it ean be demonstrated, from the facts | presented | 
the other day, that Louisville is just as much en- 
titled, to a custom-house as either of those places, 
ĮI will admit that her commerce is not quite so ex- 
tensive as that of St. Louis, but I believe that a 
comparison of the bulk of the business, as com- 
pared with that of Cincinnati, would prove most j 
favorable to Louisville. There are not so many | 
people, I admit, but there is almost if not quite as 
much business. 
to provide for Louisville. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHASE. I wish to- say but a word to the 
Senator from Kentucky. Iam the last man in the 
world to throw anything in the way of a provision 
for Louisville. f desire her prosperity and her 
advancement, and I would be very glad to give her 


IE 
i by the Senator from Mississippi is a strong argu- 

L therefore offer the amendment | 4 ses eee 
i 


that which the Senator asks; "and whenever the: 
proposition can be submitted to the Senate, ree- 
ommended by the department, and endorsed by 


the proper committee, Í will vote for it. I have 


no doubt that the Senator can obtain that endorse- 

ment at the next session. z 
Now, I ask the Senator if he will not exhibit 

the magnanimity of withdrawing his amendment 


| for this occasion, because, if it-be pressed, there 


are many others, also without the endorsement of 
the department and committees, which must like- 
wise come in? I-trust the Senator will see: the 
propriety of withdrawing his amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding, ‘ Augusta, in the State of Geor- 
gia, on the Savannah river;”? and for this reason: 
There is a free population there, and they produce 
$5,000,000 of one particular production, independ- 
ent of a great many others, and as yet not the first 
proposition has been made by the General Govern- 
ment for this great commercial people. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment is not in 
order, 

Mr. DOWNS. I merely wish to remark, that 
if ever there was a question settled by the action 
of the Senate, I supposod this was, after the vote 
the other day. We rejected halfa dozen similar 


| propositions, and struck out of the bill one which 


was inserted in it by the House. Now, sir, this 
question is opened again, and the only argument 
offered for the adoption of the proposition is, that 
it is recommended by the department. 1 would 
pay proper respect to the department, but Į see no 
reason why it should select one town in the inte- 
rior in preference to another. If we appropriate 
for one, we must for five hundred, and L hope we 
shall not now set the precedent. i 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Unperwoop 
was rejected. . 

Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and rays 
on Mr. Crase’s amendment, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, were as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Benton, Bright, Chase, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, 
Jones, Norris, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Wales, 
Watker, and Winthrop—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Houston, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Smith, Spruance, 
Underwood, Whitcomb, and Yulee—18. $ 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. DAWSON. Out of sixty-two Senators 
there are only thirty-eight here, and propositions 
rejected in committee, with a full Senate, are now 
brought up and passed, against the will of a ma- 
jority of the Senate. I therefore move that the 
Senate adjourn, in order that the voice of the coun- 


i try may be heard in these appropriations, 


‘| insist upon the amendment. 


Several Senators: “Oh, no; Jet us go through 
with the bill.” 

Mr. EWING. Why are not the rest of the 
Senators here to vote, if they are interested in this 
matter? 

The motion to adjourn was rejected. 


Mr. BRIGHT. ‘I desire to offer the following ii 


amendment: 

«To aid in the construction ofa marine hospital at Evans 
ville, Indiana, 810,00. 

I have but a few words to say in explanation of 
thisamendment. ‘This bill appropriates eight mil- 
lions of- dollars, and the word ‘Indiana *’ is not 
contained in it once. 


bill; but so urgent is the necessity for the erection 
of a building of this kind at that point, that I must 
H I am compelled to 
give reasons for it, I can easily prove that this ne- 
cessity clearly exists. ` . 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 decidedly approve of this prop- 
osition, and I was about to offer a similar amend- 


: ment for the erection of a marine hospital at Vicks- 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


l! believe the General Government ever appropriated 


i 


burg, where there is an equal necessity for the 
erection of one. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I think the amendment offered 
ment against the whole. There are a great many 
petitions for similar appropriations, but T have 


| already stated the reason why they should not be 
i| adopted. 


Mr. ATCHISON. There seems to bea good 
deal of irritation since the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase.] 
Now, sir, as for the State of Missouri, I do not 


fifty thousand dollars within thelimits of that State. 


I am very sorry that a sense 
of duty compels me to introduce her name into the || 


Lknow it may be said: that jatge grants. of land. 
have been made chet ES a 
Mr. FOOTE. 1 call the Senator to.order..: 25 
Mr. ATCHISON. I was- coming. to the point” 
about Vicksburg directly. [Laughter] = > 2% 
The PRESIDENT. Itis notin order-for the) 
Senator to debate, on. an amendment ‘offered, the: 
passage of an amendment which ‘has been already: 
adopted. i ss oe oe 
Mr. ATCHISON. - I was saying, sir; that there : 
never had been, within my knowledge, fifty -thou-; 
sand dollars appropriated to Missouri by the Gen- 
eral Government. {tis true that there were five 
hundred thousand acres of land granted to- her, but: 
it was against her consent, and against the votes 
of her members both in the Senate and the House. 
It is strange to me, under this state of things, that 
the Senate should not have been ready and willing, : 
even without solicitation, to vote the amount which 
has been appropriated to St, Louis. On the other 
hand, millions have been paid by the people of 
Missouri for public lands, and millions of revenue 
also have been collected from them through other 
sources. I can remember but one single appro- 
priation that was made for the use and benefit: of 
Missouri, and that was for building an arsenal 
which couldmot have cost more than ten thousand 
dollars. : 
Mr. FOOTE. 1 thought the President ruled the 
Senator out of order. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I have nothing more to say. 
[Laughter.] i 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I intend to dis- 
cuss the amendment offered to that ofthe Senator 
from Indiana. i 
Mr. FOOTE. I have withdrawn: it. : 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Then I renew it. 
Mr. FOOTE. I withdrew it merely that it might 
not embarrass his proposition. However, I will 
let it remain as offered. i 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Yes, jt is better 
to letitstand. I am not disposed to load down the 
appropriation bill with every proposition which 
may interest only some locality of the country, 
and 1 have generally voted against them, as I vo- 
ted against the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio, and which I believe now would not” have 
been carried had there been a fullSenate. _ Provis- 
ion has been made for marine hospitals at Natchez: 
and Napoleon, but I believe there is no place where. 
one is more required than at Vicksburg. We 
have a fine city hospital at Vicksburg, and receive 
there large numbers of indigent sick boatmen, and 
support them by the charity of the city; this.Gov- 
ernment has never refunded a dollar of the amount 
thus paid out. It so happens that the committee 
gent to examine favorable locations for these insti- 
|| tutions, ar:ived at Vicksburg under circumstances 
| peculiarly unfavorable to the city—that is to say, 
il they were not very eggy received by the 
i| mayor; and they repor in favor of Napoleon 


7 


| above, and of Natchez below. And yet, of all the 
|| boatmen thrown there by the circumstances of 
| trade—including the flatboatmen, and raftsmen, 
and steamboatmen—at both places combined to- 
d not equal one half the number 
Itisa place 


| gether, they woul 


that are thrown ashore at Vicksburg. 


das the railroad, which 


1850. 
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. Mr. BRIGHT. _ If we-are obliged to wait until 
it shall be the pleasure of the Committee on Com- 
merce to act on this matter before we get an ap- 
propriation, | apprehend. we shall have to wait 
a great while. I have some experience of the 
manner in which that committee treat these appli- 
cations, There is no point on the Ohio river where 
a marine hospital would render more essential ser- 
vice to the traveling community than the one 
designated in this amendment, Ít- is the point at 
which the Wabash and Erie canal terminates, con- 
necting the waters of the Ohio, with Maumee lake, 
and the town contains a population. of about 
8,000. It is the point where nine out of ten of the 
men who follow boating on the Ohio, and belong 
to the Wabash valley, land, and the.statistical re- 
turns show that there land at that point some ten 
thousand persons of this character. During the 


late war with Mexico, when the military were re- | 
turning. home, one half the houses in the town | 
were converted into hospitals for the sick and | 
weary. Ihave not pressed this matter upon the |; 
attention of the Senate for the reason that I have | 


supposed some law like that suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, some general measure would be 
brought forward. This not having been done, I 
have felt it my duty to offer the amendment, and to 
ask in all seriousness for this appropriation. It is 
ins omy one we have asked for from Indiana in 
this bill. 


Iam sorry to seg the determination of my | 
friend from Mississippi to press his application | 
in connection with the one which I have pre- ' 


sented, but l feel it my duty to say that there is 
much good reason for the adoption of the amend- 
ment he has offered. I know of no point in the 
Mississippi, from the Gulf to the Falls, that is 
more important for the purpose proposed than 
Vicksburg. I know that they have been liberal in 
their charitygto the unfortunate boatmen and trav- 
elers, and fis time that they were, in some de- 
gree at least, relieved from the heavy tax which is 
thus imposed on them. Although, as I said be- 
fore, I regret the introduction of the amendment 
of my friend from Mississippi, as an amendment 
to my provision, yet Iam prepared to vote for it, 
and then I believe both ought to prevail. 

Mr. DAWSON. IfI am not mistaken, there 


is a marine hospital at Paducah, and another at | 
Louisville, and now one is proposed to be estab- | 


lished at Evansville, a point between these two 
Haces. 
Mr. BRIGHT. It is on the opposite side of the 


` river. 


Mr. DAWSON. On the opposite side of the | 


river! Why, I suppose it can be as easily found 
on one side as the other. This is not an appro- 
priation merely for the benefit of a State, but for 
the purpose of relievinggt 

merce. Sir, if we are Romence this system, 
what limit is there to be to these appropriations? 
I am satisfied that my friend from Indiana, on a 


former occasion, laid down the true principle upon || 
which appropriations should be made in this bill, 


as a statesman should. First, whenever a law 
called for an appropriation, let it be made; second 


whenevgr an estimate is made and sent from the || 


departments fora particular object, then let the 
appropriation be made; and, third, whenever it is 
proposed by a joint resolution of the two Houses, 
let. it be made. Now, what is he doing? Why, 


laying the foundation for an appropriation without | 


an estimate or any of the prerequisites he himself 
Jaid down in favor of it. And my friend from 
Indiana, too, opposed the proposition for the ex- 


tension of this Capitol, on the ground that it was |; 


_ an appropriation of $200,000, which might amount 
to millions, and he wished to know the plan, the 
estimate, and all that, before he could be prepared 
to give it his vote. But now, it seems, if you 
only strike on the other side of the Ohio river, 
you may make an appropriation without an esti- 
mate, report, or suggestion, save what fell from the 
Senator’s own lips. 

Sir, we are afloat in this matter, and without 
limitation, and if we abandon the old principles 
upon which appropriations have been heretofore 
made by the Government, we may never hope to 
see an end to similar appropriations in the civil 
and diplomatic bill, It is said by thé Senator that 
this is the only appropriation for which he has 
asked. .I admire his modesty, sir, and still more 
his patriotism. But neither has the State which I 
in part represent—for one reason, perhaps; be- 


hose engaged jn com- |! 


| cause, from its peculiar locality, it does not require 
as.much. But lam willing to vote as liberally as 
any man the appropriations which are necessary 
for the convenience of the country, its commerce, 
or the protection of the revenue. I want to do it, 
however, upon a principle by which I may readily 
comprehend the extent of what I am doing. What 
is the result now of the action of this Congress? 
Why, sir, our appropriations now amount to over 
$50,000,000. And soon the ery will be, the Ad- 
ministration now in power has appropriated the 
whole of the public money. The people will be 
! told that the Administration is in a minority in 
| both branches of Congress, and that all these ap- 
| propriations are properly chargeable on the dom- 
inant party in Congress. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I should like to know what 
party that is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWSON, It is the one to which my 
friend from New York belongs, and he has shown 
his sagacity by attempting to cut down the appro- 
priations, for he knows where the responsibility 
rests. I desire now only to state that it cannot be 
said that these appropriations were called for by 
estimates from the departments. The Senate dis- 
regards those estimates, and goes beyond them, 
and makes the appropriations merely to suit their 
own convenience. There is the difference which 
I wish the people to understand 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is nothing inconsistent 
with my present and past position in connection 
with this bill. I did resist at the commencement, 
every appropriation which I thought was not ger- 
mane to the bill, and [ continued to resist them up 
to a point when amendment after amendment was 


purposes which F could not consider so proper as 
the present. After the amendments which have 
| -been adopted to-day, I apprehend there can be no 


priating the small sum of $10,000 to the point 
named. If the Senate had adhered to the theory 
of appropriation I laid down, as referred to by the 


| ‘the very last moment; but when I saw the appro- 


| custom-houses and post offices, and a variety of 
| similar purposes, not-near as germane -to the bill 
as this, I felt it my duty at once to offer the 
amendment. | have been seeking to secure the ob- 
ject it proposes for a long time, and the amend- 
ii ment is now offered in perfect good faith. There 
iiis no necessity for an estimate at all. All must 
|i know the fact to exist, the great public necessity 
i that a marine hospital should be erected at that 
i point, and it can be demonstrated by the statistics 
i 


' showing the amount of travel there. The Senator 


a marine hospital at Paducah, and also one at 
Louisville, but he should remember that these are 


other. Evansville is situated between them and 
on the opposite side of the river. Here is Ken- 
tucky, then, with two marine hospitals, while In- 
diana has not even one. 
overcome with sickness and unable to travel or to 
| take care of himself on the river, must be landed two 
i hundred and fifty miles from his proper landing, 
i| or rather go two hundred and fifty miles from 
home, in order to get to Kentucky to enjoy the 
benefit of one of these hospitals. This is not right, 
sir. We are fully entitled to the hospital at the 
| point I have named, and although this $10,000 is 
| not sufficient, | apprehend, to erect it, yet it will 
| aid the efforts waking by the citizens of the place 
|| to erect one for themselves. 

The amendment of Mr. FOOTE (including 
i! Vicksbure) to the amendment was then adopted. 

| Mr. SHIELDS. I move that Cairo, Ilinois, 
! be included. There is no town there now, but 
' there will be some day, I apprehend. [Laughter.] 
|. The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator persist 
‘in his motion. ; 


Mr. SHIELDS. Oh, no! 


one single.marine hospital, and that in the State of 
Massachusetts. Thus, with all our vast number 
| of seamen, we have not a single hospital in Maine, 
| not one in New Hampshire, and but one in Mas- 
I sachusetts. And yet now, without an estimate, 
except such as is given by the Senator from Indi- 
| ana, without the recommendation of the depart- 


if 
if 


being ingrafted on the bill appropriating money for | 
impropriety in my offering the amendment appro- | 


| Senator from Georgia, I should not have offered | 
| thisamendment. I refrained from doing so, down to | 


priations that were being made for the erection of j; 


from Georgia is correctin saying that there is gow |! 


two hundred and fifty miles distant from each | 


The citizen of Indiana, į 


| Mr. HAMLIN. A single remark only. T think, | 
| sir, that from Maine to Rhode Island there is but | 
i| 


ment or the explanation of a ‘committee; and with- 
out even mature deliberation, it is proposed toadd™ 
to this bill, in violation of the general system, an 
appropriation for these two hospitals. If that 
shall be considered -iñ accordance with the good: 
sense of the Senate, I have not a word to say. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. In. justice to 
them, I desire to say that the marine hospital, re- 
ferred to in Massachusetts, was built by our sailors 
out of their own funds. oe 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
as amended, and decided as follgws: ` f 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Benton, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dudge of Iowa, Downs, 
Felch, Foote, Greene, Gin, Houston, Jones; Morton; Nor- 
ris, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Underwood, Walker, and 
Whiteomb—24. . i 2 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Baldwin, Berrien, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dawson, Dickinson, Ewing, Hale, Hamlin, 
Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Shields, Smiih, Spruance, Wales, 
Winthrop, and Yulee—18. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SOULE. 1 deem it my duty to renew the 
proposition to amend the bill as i attempted to 
amend it in committee,-with respect to the erection 
of a marine hospital at Shreveport, Louisiana.  § 
need not repeat the considerations which I had. oc« 
casion to urge on the Senate, and which, E trast, 
|; will prompt them to adopt the amendment.) "> 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FELCH. I desire to offer an amendment, 

to come in immediately after the one last adopted. 
t is— ; 

« For the erection of a marine hospital at Detroit, Michi- 
gan, $20,000.” 

The objections to the proposition made by the 
Senator from Indiana, and which has just been 
rejected, seemed to have been that the proper esti- 
mates had not been obtained, nor facts sufficient in 
regard to it presented to the Senate; but the amend= 
ment I now offer is not subject to that objection. 
This appropriation was originally recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and has also re- 
ceived the action of the Committee on Commerce 
i| in the other House, they having recommended for 
the object in view precisely the amount I have 
proposed. There is no point on the western lakes 
i or rivers, Í apprehend, where a marine hospital is 
more needed, as was shown in the return of facts 
and statistics made to the department after the 
most thorough examination. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PRATT. There is a section of the bill 
which appropriates the sum of $6,900 for the pay.. 
of the auxiliary guard, being the watchmen of the 
| city of Washington, which I desire to amend by. 
| specifying the manner in which they shall divide 
| this compensation among themselves. j 
| Mr. DICKINSON. Does it increase the ap- 

propriation ? ; 
| Mr PRATT. Jt does not. s 
i) Mr. DICKINSON. What is it, to pay them & 
| gross amount or a per diem compensation? 

Mr. PRATT. They now get one dollar per 
night while on duty, but if they are sick nothing 
| is paid them. The amount appropriated to each 
in my amendment, fifty dollars a month, is the 
|| same as that paid to the public watchmen at the 
Capitol, who have much less duty to perform. 
Nor does this amendment increase the gross 
amount of the appropriation. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. Í suppose the only effect 
of the adoption of the amendment will be to in-* 
crease the terrible rush for these placés. Make 
this change in the amount, and then men will get 
the places and leave somebody else to do the duty. 
I think the matter had better remain às in the old 
way. : 

Mr. DAWSON moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Several Senators. ‘Oh no; finish the bill,” 

The motion was rejected. i 

Mr. PRATT. Those watchmen are called upon 
| to perform the most arduous service; to sit up all 
night, and indeed turn night into day, and to give 
them this small sum of fifty dollars per month, in- 
stead of a pier diem, surely cannot be considered 
an extravagant appropriation. These are the guar- 
| dians of the property and safety of the people of 
| the District, and they should be allowed this small 
pittance. 

The amerdment was rejected. 

| Mr. BADGER. I wish to renew a motion 
| which I submitted to tleSenate in committeé, and 
i which 1 hope wiil now receive the general and 


va 


perhaps. unanimous. approbation of the body, al- 
though it was then voted down. The motion isto 
strike out the, clause.of thebill providing that no 
Senator shall receive mileage. for any called ses- 
sion. of the, Senate, within thirty days. after the ad- 
journing of the regular session. 

Mr. SMITH demanded the. yeas and nays, but 
they were.not ordered. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, DAWSON. Iwish to revive the amend- 
ment making an allowance of mileage to the Sen- 
ator elect from New Mexico, and I wish to make 
one or two observations on this subject. I renew 
this amendment, inasmuch as I see that the public 
funds are rapidly going, because I think a share of 
them. should be diverted to this object. 
stated before, this gentleman came here for a very 
honest, and patriotic purpose. He believed he 
was. entitled. to. the dignity of. a seat on this floor; 
but he was disappointed in that, though not.from 
any fault of his own. He was. sent here by the 
people. whom. he. represents, over a, journey of 
thousands.of. miles, to make known their wants to 
the Government, I amaware that he was not en- 
titled. to his seat here, and I voted against his claim 
to it; but still he was also an agent of the govern- 
ment of that infant State or colony, and, after the 
ourney he has made, Í cannot agree that he should 
not be compensated asingle dollar. More par- 


ticularly, | cannot agree to it when I see thatevery || 


other of the Delegates have been paid, and, above 
all, when we can give a man who travels in a pub- 
lie vessel from Turkey $10,000. I think, there- 
fore, that the man who comes to represent the 
portion of country the most distant we have, save 
California, is at least entitled, not legally, but as 
an act of mere justice, to his mileage. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I supposed that matter had 
been fully determined. on to-day, by a vote of the 
Senate, by yeas and.nays. I hope it will be sim- 
ilarly disposed of at once, and without the con- 
sumption of further time. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I extremely regret that this 
motion has been renewed. It does seem to me 
that to make the allowance proposed by this. mo- 
tion would.be one of the most extraordinary acts, 
on the part of the Senate of the United States, 
which I can conceive of. A portion of the people 
in a Territory of the United States have assumed 
to themselves the right of constituting a State gov- 
ernment, We have denied that right, and have 
. given them a government of territorial form; and 
surely, sir; I must violate.every conviction of my 
judgment to recognize the right of these people to 
send a Senator here, when in the denial of that 
right I am sustained by the judgment of Congress. 
Upon. what principle, then, is it that we are to 
recognize this man—not as one.who is entitled to 
take a seat in the Senate, but as one who is to be 


compensated as a Senator of the United States? | 


Have we a right thus to dispose of the public 
means of the country? This. principle. of self- 
government has been carried to a sufficient extent, 
and we are, in my judgment, now pushing it be- 
yond any limit which can be recognized on any 
principle to be deduced from the Constitution of 

. the United States. I trust, sir, that this motion 
will not prevail. 

Mr. DAWSON. Iam sorry that my colleague 
should entertain the views in regard to this propo- 
sition which he has expressed. I have merely 
proposed that we should pay. an agent who has 
tome to us from a portion of our own people as 
their representative, on, the same principle that we 

. have already agreed to pay an agent from a for- 
eign nation who -has come here to become ac- 
quainted with our institutions. Į can see no dif- 
ference between his case and that of a gentleman 
who has been sent here from an infant colony, 
some two or- three thousand miles away, for. the 
purpose of ascertaing the state of things at the 

` geat of Government, unless it be in favor of the 
latter. He came in a double capacity, as an agent 
of the Government and of these people, and has 
made a communication to this body as such agent. 
I know that he came claiming to bea Senator, and 
I agree with my colleague that he is not entitled 

- to a seat on this floor; but T will not, for that rea- 
son, say that he is entitled to nothing at all on the 
part of the Government. Why, he came here as 
a constituted agent of the Government—a self- 
made agent, if you please—to represent the condi- 
tion of that people so distant from us, and I think 
itis our duty at least to pay his expenses. I can 


As Ij 


| ators from California came here representing a 


see no objection, based on any sound or great 
principle, to our doing so. ‘My course on this 
subject is too well known to need any explanation. 
I have denied the right of these people to come in 
as.a, State; but because on that occasion they were 
disposed, wrongfully, as I believe, to exercise 
sovereign power, I'am not. thereby indisposed to 
do here what I consider a simple act of justice. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Senator elect from New. 
Mexico! Sir, the Senator has not only given me 
pain, but I fear will pain our common constituen- 
cy, by renewing this resolution. There is.no 
kind of analogy between the case of the Turkish 
agent sent here and the case of this individual. 
The allowance was made to him under considera- 
tions of high national policy; under considerations 
connected with the foreign commerce of the coun- 
try; but upon what principle are you going to 
make this allowance to this individual? If you 
require information from an agent, appoint him as 
an agent, describe him asan agent, and make him 
the compensation which is appropriate for an 
agent; but I trust that the Senate of the United 
States will so far respect its own dignity as not to 
recognize this agent, the elected agent of the in- 
habitants of a Territory of the United States, as 
an individual who is entitled to his mHeage in his 
character of Senator elect. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam reluctant to say any- 
thing, because I know the importance of time in 
the Senate; but other gentlemen have felt no com- 
punctions on the subject, and on some occasions I 
must avail myself of my privilege. Iam aston- 
ished that the Senator from Georgia, who pre- 
sented this motion, should have acknowledged 
himself so very deficient in regard to intelligence 
from New Mexico. He says that that State, that 
would be, has not been represented here, but he 
certainly must have forgotten that there was a | 
most assiduous representative and Delegate from 
there, Mr. Hugh N. Smith—a gentleman who 
was not only zealous, but able, and who was pres- 
ent here during, most of the session as the repre- 
sentative of that infant State or Colony. Yes, sir, 
he was here, and he left us but the other day, 
fally compensated for his services; and I have no 
doubt that his labors were of great importance 
to New Mexico. The Senator so recently arrived, 
though his telegraphic dispatch was here before 
him, has now his claims presented. This is the 
first new State that I ever saw represented by a sin- 
gle Senator, and I presume, if Washington city had 
not been his residence and home, he would: not 
have been here either. The controversy between 
the military Ape of New Mexico and the 
self-constituted authorities of that country was 
very well calculated, I should suppose, to have 
deterred any man who had not the inducement of 
returning to his. home, from attempting to leave 
there in the expectation of being recognized as a 
member of this or the other House of Congress, 
{t is well known that a controversy has arisen be- 
tween the authorities there constituted under the 
orders of the Adnsinistrations and those acting 
under the military anthority, which has well-nigh 
resulted in open war, and this ‘Senator elect” is 
the offspring of their mutual discord. It is under 
these circumstances that he comes here, and is 
there anything analogous between his claims and 
those of the Senators from California? The Sen- 


State, certainly irregular in its first organization, | 
not having passed through all the gradations of 
government which our system prescribes; but they 
came here with some sanction, some authority to 
sustain them. The voice of the people, and of a 
regularly.convened Legislature,gijent them here, 
and they were recognized, therefore, as entitled to 
seats here. There were no difficulties conflicting | 
with the territorial and sovereign rights of any | 
other State in the Union arising from their ad- ; 
mission. Sir, | cannot see why we should 
not just as properly admit to a seat any individual 
who comes here from the Utahs, or the Cheorkee | 
nation, or from anywhere else, claiming to rep- | 
resent a constituency, as this individual who | 
claims to be a Senator elect. They are quite as | 
muce entitled to it. Indeed, they are much more i 

| 

i 

| 


| so, because they have had no one here to repre- 


sent them, while almost all the talent of the 
House has been employed in advancing the in- 
terests of New Mexico. i 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to make but one or 
two observations, I had certainly.no intention of 


> 


infringing upon the rights of. Texa: erybody: 
knows my position in that matter—nor do Fons 
sider this’ motion as’ an infringement ‘upon t 
rights of Texas, The people of this;colony, sup 
posed they had a right to fórm a State government, 
and. they proceeded to do so, as I stated: to-day 
under the supposed sanction of ‘the Government. 
Under this misapprehension, they proceeded: to’ 
elect a Senator, who “comes here in pursuance 
thereof, with the most honést purpose. : The ques” 
tion now is, whether we will: refuse to. extend. to 
this supposed representative what we have extend-= 
ed to every other similar one, merely because 
these people were wrong In relation to what they. 
supposed to be their natural rights? [stated this 
morning that when Michigan first elected her Sen- 
ators, they came here before the constitution of the. 
State had been accepted. They were sent back’ 
for reélection, not being considered eligible to take: 
their seats. The question came up while F was a 
member of Congress in the other House, and, al- 
though they were not allowed to take their seats, 
Congress paid their mileage and per diem daring « 
that session. Upon the principle which governed 
them, and that alone, have I placed this question; 
not that this Senator shall take his seat at all, but 
because he came here honestly under a supposed. 
right to take his seat. ` 
Mr. RUSK. Willthe Senator allow me to ask 
him a question ? 3 
Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. $ 
Mr. RUSK. Is not this an enactment, if we 
pass this bill with this amendment, in favor of the. 


| right of a Senator elect from New Mexico? Wilt 


it not be considered as an admission of their right 
to elect a Senator ? i 
Mr. DAWSON. I-will change the language so 
that it shall read, ‘the person claiming to bea 
Senator,” if that will suit the Senator from Texas, 
Everybody can understand the object I have in 
view. This isa mere question of eggy and jus- 
tice, and as such, can excite no such emotions of 
feeling as Senators seem to apprehend.. And, air,. 
if the people of this country cannot comprehend 
the difference between an individual presenting 
himself and one who claims to be a Senator, then’ 
Iam mistaken. $ 
The amendment was then read as’ modified, as 
follows: ' ; ed 
“To Richard H. Weightman, who claimed to bo a'Sena~ 
tor elect fram New Mexico, and who appeared here for ‘the 
purpose of taking his seat in the Senate of the United States, 
for his mileage, not exceeding §2,000.? Loe 
Mr. FOOTE. I have not risen ‘to discuss this 
matter at large, though I feel very much inclined: 
to do so; but I wish in a.single. remark to beg the 
Senate to proceed to a vote at once. It isa very 
hard case, sir. Some of us have sat here from: 
morning till night, starving all the time, and other 
Senators have gone and got their dinners and then 


i| come back and make lofig speeches [laughter] to 


us in our famished condition. Therefore, know- 
ing this factat the present time, I intend to move 
that we adjourn, unless it can be understood that 
we shall presently act finally on the bill.. The fact 
is, I cannot suffer much longer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the Senate adjourn. I 
look upon this amendment as a firebrang to be 
thrown into the country. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I rise to thank the 
Senator from Georgia for offering the amendment 
which he has submitted. Coming from the sec- 
| tion of country which he does, it evincesa degree 
‘of liberality and magnanimity on his part which 
are highly commendable. ve 

Mr. BENTON. Amen! [Great laughter.] 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I am one of those, 
sir, who believe that there was no State Govern- 
ment in New Mexico, and that the whole move- 
ment was all a humbug. I voted against the 
amendment of the Senator from New York at all 
times, and I am prepared to do so again, because 
I do not believe that “this gentleman has any. 
claims to be admitted to a seat on this floor, but 
he has been sent here by those people under the 
influence of a policy beliéved in by the President 
of the United Statés anda large portion of the 
people of the country, and which indyced them 
to suppose they were rightin, the course they 
-were pursuing, Under these circumstances, this 
gentleman, after performing a journey of at least 
two thousand miles at the- tiezard of his life, has- 
come here in good faith, and I believe that we 
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should in common justice compensate him. Del- 
egates from this very country—from Utah at least 
—-sent here; Have been paid by the House, and I 
think that the claims of this gentleman on the 
Senate are equally as strong as those were on the 
House. lam sorry that my friend front Texas 
should be annoyed in regard to this matter, or 
should suppose that the possibility of a little mis- 
erable per diem allowance to this. man could in 
any way cause a controversy betwéen Texas and 
New Mexico. If I thought it possibly could, I 
should vote against it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I really hope that the 
Senate will recollect the necessity which exists 
for the immediate disposition of this bill, and not 
consume further time in the discussion of these 
collateral questions. This question of New Mex- 
ico and of Texas, and all the questions incidental 
thereto, are well understood by every one in the 
country, and certainly need no further elaboration 
here. I voted against this amendment before, 
and I shall vote against it now, and I am sure that 
we shall-consult our own convenience and the 
-public business by disposing of it ina very brief 
manner, : 

Mr. RUSK. So far as Iam concerned I must 
regret that this amendment has been pressed upon 
the Senate. Iam tihe last man here that would 
withhold from any individual who came here from 
New Mexico or elsewhere his allowance of mile- 
age or per diem, if that was the only question in- 
volved, The questions connected with this matter 
had been disposed of in such a manner as I thought 
respectful to the State of Texas, and propositions 
have been left to her consideration, to accept or 
reject. The amendment now pending, I fear, will 
be seized upon to raise this question anew, and 
thus to increase and protract the irritation which 
already exists in Texas. The language of the 
amendment is a recognition of the claim of New 
Mexico. 

Mr. DAWSON. The amendment has been so 
modified as to avoid all difficulty on that point, It 
reads—. 

“To Richard H. Weightman, who appeared here and 
claimed a seat in the Senate of the United States,” &e. 

That should waive all objection. 

_ Mr. RUSK. He comes here in utter disrespect 
of the claim of Texas, and I desire to do nothing 
that will sanction any such cause. 

Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The amendment was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Chase, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Berrien, Bright, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Downs, Felch, Foote, Houston, Hanter, 
Jones, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk; Sebastian, Soulé, Stur- 
geon, Whitcomb, and Yulee—20, > 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill was ordered to a third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOOSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, September 24, 1850. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

[A message was received from the Senate, by 
the hands of A. Dicuins, Esq., their Secretary, 
returning the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill with amendments. ] 

Mr. BAYLY asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the House to move the reference 
of -the said bill to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and the printing of the amendments of the 
Senate. 

Ordered accordingly. 

OREGON LAND TITLES, ETC. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam very sorry to trouble 
this House again. But I wish simply to remark 
that the Oregon land bill, which has now passed 
both Houses, has been slightly amended by the 

Senate, and is now on the Speaker’s table. The 
amendments are of such a character as not to 
cause a moment’s delay on the part of the House in 
concurring in them. TI have to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up the bill and 
amendments, pledging myself that I will not again 
trouble them this session. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I feel obliged to object, and 
1 ask for the call of the committees for reports. 


Mr. THURSTON. If objection is ‘made, I 


}| of the contingent fund of the House to each of the same 


will hot move'a suspension of the rules, but I give 
notice that I shall ask the House, at the first op- 
portunity, to take up this bill. - 

‘Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I move a sus- 
pension of thé rules, to—— 

The SPEAKER. The business now before the 
House must be disposed of before “any other can 
be entertained. _ 

Mr. McLANE. Have the rulés been ‘sus- 
pended? é 

The SPEAKER. The rules have been ‘sus- | 
pended, and under that suspension the business is 
now before the House which must be disposed of. 
Tt is the resolution introduced yesterday evening 
by the gentlemaa from Arkansas, under a suspen- 


sion of the rules: 


“ Resolved, That the allowance to each member of the 
House, for stationery and articles charged to them by the 
Postmaster, be limited to the sum of 45 for the long. and 
$25 for the short session of each Congress,” 


Mr. McLANE. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend: ! 
the ‘gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Wenrworrs] 
has moved the following as an amendment: 

‘And that the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out 


class of employees in and about the Capitol who received 
the usual compensation at the tast session of the 30th Con- 
gress, the same amount that was then paid to each individ- 
ual of the same class respectively: Provided, That those 
employees whose services commenced since the present ses- 
sion of Congress commenced, or terminated before this date, 
shall only be paid pro rata.” 

The SPEAKER. Upon this the previous ques- 
tion was moved, and-no quorum voted on the sec- 
ond. No action has been had on this motion. 
The Chair, upon examination of this amendment, | 
is compelled to rule it out of order as irrelevant. | 
The resolution of the gentleman from Arkansas 
provides for the stationery of the members of the 
House: this amendment is to pay compensation to 
the officers of the House. The attention of the 
Chair was not called particularly to the amend- 
ment last evening; but upon examination of it, he 
is compelled to rule it out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move the pre- 
vious question on the original résolution. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
pending. ; i 

Mr. WENTWORTH appealed from the decis- 
ion ruling the amendment out of order. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House ?” was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment of Mr. WENTWORTH was 
ruled out of order. 

The question recurred, and was taken, upon the 
second of the demand for the previous question, 
and was decided in the affirhhative. g 

The main question was ordered, being on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to recon- 
sider the vote, and to lay that motion on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BOWLIN. I believe the regular order of 
business is the call of the committees for reports 

The SPEAKER. The call of the committees 
is the regular order of business, and the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. Bow.ry] has been recognized 
and is entitled to the floor. The Chair asks the 
attention of the gentleman and of the House for 
one moment. By the deficiency bill for the pay 
of the mileage and per diem of members of the 
House, it is provided that mileage and per diem 
shall be paid to each of the applicants for seats in 
this House, as Delegates, from Utah and New 
Mexico. There is some doubt whether the pay- 
ment should be made out of the fund for the pay 
of mileage and per diem of the members of the 
House, or out of the contingent fund of the House. 
It is desirable that the House should give some di- 
rection to the subject. The payment of the money 
is fixed by law; it is usual to pay contestants from 
the fund for the contingent expenses of the House. 
, Mr. VINTON. As the payment is provided 
for by law, I presume it will properly be paid out 
of the appropriation for the pay of the mileage 
and per diem of members. 

The SPEAKER. The law does not specify out 
of what fund the payment shall be made. 

Mr. VINTON. Í presume it will be paid out 


of the appropriation for the per diem and mileage 
of members, because its payment is provided for | 


by law. “When ‘the ‘House pass a resolution for 
paying the expenses of contestants, itis paid out 
of thé contingent fand—being paid under a simple 
resolution of one House, but in this case it‘appears 
proper to ‘pay it ‘outiof the appropriation for the 
pay of members. __ : 

The SPEAKER repeated, that there was doubt: 
as‘to the proper fund from which the payment 
should be made, and that it was very desirable, for 
the settlement of the’ Speaker’s and of the Clerk’s: 
accounts, that the House'should direct the mode of 
payment, ` 2 

Mr. STRONG asked leave tofer the following 
resolution, having connection with this’ subject: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to’ pay 
to Aimon W. Babbitt and Hugh N. Smith, each, out of the 
contingent fund of the House the amount provided by law 
to be paid to them, , 

No objection being made, 

The resolution was received, and the question 
being taken, the resolution was agreed to. , 

Mr. BOW LIN resumed the foor, and proposed 
to make a report from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, which he said he believed was in order. 

PERMITS TO. VESSELS. 

Mr. GRINNELL ‘rose'to a privileged question. 
A few days since (he said )'a-motion had‘been made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCurr- 
NAND] to reconsider the vote by which the ‘bill 
of the Senate entitled “An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to permit vessels from 
the British North American Provinces to Jade and 
unlade at such placés in'any collection district of 
the United States as he may designate,” was re» 
ferred to the Committee on Cominerce; he wished 
now to call-up the motion to ‘reconsider, that it 
might be disposed of. 

Mr. BOWLIN made the point of order, that the- 
gentleman from Massachusetts could not take 
the floor from him to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
a privileged question, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, or any other gentleman, éan call 
it up at any time. . 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to move to lay-the 
bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 

chusetts (Mr. Grinne.u] has the floor. 
_ Mr. BOWLIN renewed ‘his point of ‘order, 
thatalthough it might -be competent for a gentle- 
man to take the floor from him to mike the mo- 
tion to reconsider, which was a privileged question, 
yet the motion having béen made ‘and laid over, 
it was not in order for a gentleman to take ‘the 
floor from him to make a ‘motion to call up'» pre= 
vious motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER said, it did notrequiirea motion 
to call up a motion to reconsider; it Was‘a privi- 
leged question pending before the House, and 
could be called up at any time by any miember of 
the House. i 

Mr. GRINNELL called for the reading of the 
bill. - . 

The bill was read. . aie . O 

Mr. ASHMUN. I suppose if the motion‘ to 
reconsider prevails, the question will then be on 
the passage of the bill? x 

The SPEAKER. ‘If the'motion to reconsider 
prevails, the question will recur on the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on Commerce, which 
is the motion it is proposed to reconsider. That 
motion failing, the question will recur on ordering 
the bill to a third reading. : 

Mr. ASHMUN. I merely wish to say 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts on the left [Mr. Grinnexz] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I trust no objection will be 
made to the motion to reconsider. The bill merely 
provides that vessels from the British North 
American Provinces may be permitted by the Sec-_ 


| retary of the Treasury to lade and unlade atsuch 


place as that officer may designate. I move the 
previous question on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, appealed to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. F I under- 
stand the gentleman from Massachusetts, he 
wishes to reconsider this bill; what amendment 
does he wish to put on it? 

Mr. GRINNELL. Notany amendment. _. 

Mr. THOMPSON. . Do you ‘Want ‘to pass the 
bill, then, without aimendaient? 


æ 
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Mr. BAYLY moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

i cae THE TARIFF. 

Mr. ASH MUN said he wished to make a state- 
ment, which was called for by the inquiry ad: 
dressed by the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
Tuomrson] to his colleague, {Mr. GRINNELL. } 

The SPEAKER, It can only be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. THOMPSON. J hope the gentleman will 
be permitted to proceed with his statement. 

Cries of ** Agreed, agreed.” 

No objection Wing made— 


Mr. ASH MUN said: The gentleman from Mis- | 


sissippi [Mr. Tuomerson] asked my colleague if 
he intended to propose any amendment; my col- 
league answered, that he did not. Nor do [I in- 
tend to move any amendment; but I think it fair 
to state, that if ‘the motion to reconsider prevails, 
ĮI shall move to commit the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. I shall 
propose, then, to. amend it with the proposition 
which I a few days since gave notice that I should 
ask leave to introduce as a bill ‘to establish the 
rates of duties on foreign imports.’ I want the 
_ House to understand the object I have in view. 

The SPEAKER urgently called the House to 
order, and stated that it was impossible to proceed 
with business in the confusion of the Hall. The 
Chair would not proceed unless order was restored. 

A pause ensued. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The statement of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts places me in rather |) 


an awkward position in reference to this bill. 
Having, the other day, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred 

The SPEAKER. This conversation can only 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Thisis a matter which 
involves me personally. I wish to make a single 
remark. . 

. Mr..CASEY objected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to know if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. GRINNELL rose to say something, in 
reply to Mr. McCLerwanp—not a word of which 
was heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. ASHMUN also rose—but 

Objections were made; and . 

The SPEAKER stated, that it being objected 
to, all conversation was out of order. 

{he yeas and nays were ordered. 

And the question, ‘t Shall the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon. table??? was taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 86, nays 93; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bowdon, Bowlin, A. G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Clinginan, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Cotcock, Daniel, Deberry, Diramick, Dis- 
ney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, I. 
G. Harris, Sampson G. Harris, T. L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoag- 


Jand, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph W. | 


Jackson, Andrew Jobn3on, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La 
Sec, Leffler, Littlefield, Joh Mann, Mason, McClernand, 
McLanahan, Robert M. MeLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Pe.:slee, 
Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, R. H. Stan- 
ton, Stetson, Jacob ‘Thompsou, Venable, Walden, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, and Young—85. 
NAYS—Mesars. Alexander, Allen, Audrews, Ashmun, 
Bokee, Booth, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, C. Butler, 
Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Cote, Corwiu, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, 
Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Fowler, Freedley, 
Gentry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Ham- 
mond, Bampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Rowe, Hun- 
ter, J. L. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McKissoek, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, 
Ogle, Otis, Peek, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 


Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Scher- : 
methorn, Schoolcratt, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stan- | 
ly, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Taylor, James ‘Thompson, 


John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
a as Waldo, Watkins, White, Williains, and Wright 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (when his name 
was called,) rose and said that this vote, as an- 
nounced to the House, had direct relation to the 
tariff. Now, at the request of his friend, Dr. 
Newe wt, who is now absent on account of the ill- 


ness of his family, he had paired off with him on |! 


that particular subject. - He should, therefore, re- 
fuse to vote. f A 

Mr. BAKER, when his name was called, rose 
and said that he had paired off with Mr. Avererr, 


on all questions affecting the North and South 
| Whig or Democrat—and that as this question re- 
lated to the tariff, he (Mr. B.) forbore to vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, when his name was called, 
rose and stated that he had paired off with his col- 
| league, (Mr. Ewine.] : : 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, who had paired off, 
inadvertently voted, but was allowed by the unan- 
imous consent of the House to withdraw his 
vote. . . ‘ 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question on the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill had been re- 
į ferred to the Commiuee on Commerce. 

The affirmative vote was stated to be 77. 
| Tellers were asked and. ordered, and Messrs. 
Wuire and Beare were appointed. 

The question was then again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 90, noes 78. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question (on the motion to recon- 
sider) was ordered to be now taken. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

The question, ‘* Shall the vote be reconsidered 
by which the bill was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce ?”’ was taken and decided in the afirma- 

tive—yeas 95, nays 86; as follow: 

i  YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bokee, Booth, Bowie Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Chester, Butler, T. B. Butler, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin,Crowell, Dickey, 
Dixon, Doty, Dunean, Eliot, Aiexander Evans, Nathan 
| Evang, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hainmond, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, 
! Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Jaimes 
L. Jonson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. 
King, Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McKis- 
sock, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogie, 
Otis, Pheenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, 
Robbins, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schooleratt, Si'vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thad- 
dens Stevens, Strong, Taylor, James Thompson, John B. 
Thompsou, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Waldo, Watkins, White, and Witliams—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bingham, Bowlin, Albert G., Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Caruter, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, 
Fiten, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, Green; Hall, Hamilton, Har- 
Jan, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Har- 
ris, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
Preston King, La Sére, Lether, Litslefield, Job Manu, 
| Mason, McClernand, McDowell, MeLanahan, Robert 
M. McLane, McMullen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, 
Ort, Outlaw, Parker, Peasiee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Rich- 
ardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Jacob 
Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wallace, Wellborn, Whit- 
Uesey, Wildrick, Wood, and Young—8&. f 

So the vote was reconsidered by which the bill 
was referred. 

Thequestion recurring, “Shall the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce ??—. 


to 
Mr. ASHMUN, who said: I suppose it will 
now be in order to move that this bill 
Mr. McLANE rose to a question of order, and 


{Mr. GRINNELL] could not yield the floor to make 
a motion. He (Mr. McL.) claimed the floor. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 


ognized, and the gentleman now recognized [Mr. 
Asumun] and to whom the floor has been yielded 
by his colleague, can only make a motion in the 
event of his colleague having yielded the floor en- 
irely. 


| Mr. McCLERNAND addressed the Speaker 
and claimed the floor. 

: Mr. McLANE renewed his clim to the floor. 

| Mr. STANLY. Lask by what right the gen- 
| tleman from Maryland claims the floor? 

| Mr. McLANE. By parliamentary right. 1 
| submit that I have the parliamentary right to the 
floor. 


make a motion. I submit that that is the true state 
f facts, which cannot be denied, and will not be 
denied by the gentleman from Massachusetts— 
i that he did yield the door to allow-his colleague to 
| make a motion. He had no such right. [claim 
| the floor. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massa- 
i 


chusetts first-recognized was entitled to the floor; 
| 


| 
H 
| 
i 
| 


his colleague asked him to yield the floor; his 
colleague wag recognized. If the gentleman from 


Mr. GRINNELL obtained the floor, and yielded ; 


submitted that the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


chusetts on the left, [Mr. GRINNELL] has been rec- | 


Mr. GRINNELL said a word which was not | 


The gentleman from Massachusetts first | 
recognized yielded the floor to his colleague to | 


Massachusetts on the left had yielded ent 
colleague would ‘have been- entitled ‘to t 
The gentleman having yielded it only tempor: y 
his flare claimed. the floor and was recog- 
nized. . ; ; ` 
Mr. GRINNELL retained the foore 
A pause ensued, during which : ` | 
The SPEAKER endeavored 
to order. a 5 TD a 
Mr. GRINNELL moved that it be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, with instructions: to consider 
the same immediately after the bill making appro- 
priauions for the ‘support of the army”? shall 
have been disposed of, and report the. same to the 
House, with the following amendments: 


“ Be it enacted by the Senute and. House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, Thát 
from aud afier thirty days from the passage of this act, the 
duties required by Jaw to be paid on goods, wares, and mer 
| chandise imported into the United States, shail be assessed 
on the value thereof at the principal ports of the: United 
States at the time of entry: Provided, That in nu case 
shall duties be assessed on a valuation less than that now 
required by law: Provided, further, That when the valua- 
tion of any description of iron, or of machinery made wholly 
or in part of iron, shall respectively exhibit a reduction of 
thirty-three and one third per centum below what a‘similar 
mode of valuation would exhibit when the present revenue 
law came into operation, then. the latter valuation shall be 
adopted, and the duties assessed thereon; and that on win 
dow glass and linseed oil there shall be paid a duty of thirty 
per centum ad valorem; on all manufactures of cotton, five 
per centum ad valorem in addition to the rates o; duty now 
levied by law, excepting cotton cloths under number eighteen, 
which shail be admitted at five per centum ad valorem less 
than the present rate; and on all other manufactured arti- 
cles an additional duty of ten per centum ad. valorem ovir 
and above the rate of duty levied by law on any.raw mate- 
rial of which such articles. may be wholly or in: part cum- 
posed: Provided, also, That mad.jer and bleaching powders 
shall be admitted at present rates of duties; and on nocar- 
| cle shall a less rate of duty be assessed. than is now im- 
posed, excepting cotton cloth, which shall be admitied as 
aforesaid, and raw silk, or silk not more advanced in mapu- 
facture than singles, tram. and thrown, or organzin, on 
which the duty sball be ten per centum ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, moreover, That the excess of duty imposed by thisaet, 
over existing Jaws, on iron rails now purchased or con- 
tracted for, shall be returned to the importer on evidence be- 
ing produced that the same have been actually and perma- 
nenty laid down on any railroad for which said rails were 
deelared to be intended at the time of entry, if so laid down 
within one year from and afier the passage of this act: 
nothing in this act contained shall apply to goods shipped in 
a vessel bound to any port of the United States, which 
shall actually have left her last port of lading east of the 
Cape of Good Hope, or beyond Cape Horn, or southward of 
| tha eqninoctial line in the Atlantic, prior tothe day in which 
this act shall take effect; but such goods, so shipped ‘on 
voard such vessel, shal) be admitted to entry under existing 
aws.” 


to call the House 


of Mississippi, rose simultaneously to questions of 
order. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND (who was recognized) 
submitted the point of order, that the instructions 
moved by the gentleman from Massachusetts were 
irrelevant to the subject-matter of the bill under 
consideration, The biil which it was proposed to 
refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, related te the terms on which vessels 
from the British North American Provinces should 
be admitted into certain ports of the United States, 
[It was essentially a bill relating to our navigation 
laws. The instructions moved by the'gentleman 
from Massachusetts related to our revenue system, 
and proposed an essential. modification of that sys- 
tem. On that ground he held that the amendment 
was not germane to the subject-matter of the ori- 
ginal bill; and that it was out of order under the 
fifty-fifth rule, which was as follows: 

«No motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration shall be admitted unger color of 
amendment, No biH or resolution shall, at any time, be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
| any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 

He also based his point of order upon another 
rule—the one hundred and thirty-first: | 

“No motion or proposition for a tax or eharge upon the 
|: people shall be discussed-the day on which itis made or of- 
fered; and every such proposition shail receive its first dis- 
cussion in a Committee of the Whole House.” 

His point under these rules was this: By these 
instructions they passed upon the whole question. 
:: They decided, by the authority and sanction, of 
: the House, that a bill of certain provisions should 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union. It was a decision, by instruc- 
| tions, of the whole questions of revenue involved 
i ; z 
i 


! in this proposition. 


Mr. THURMAN inquired, if debate was in 
order? a 
The SPEAKER again called the House ‘to or 


i 


Mr. McCLERNAND, and Mr. 'TIIOMPSON | 


è 
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der, and requested gentlemen to resume their seats 
and suspend conversation. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made the further point of 
order, that the ifstructions proposed by a majority 
vote to suspend the.rules, and on this ground, 
also; were not in order. > 

The SPEAKER. The motion pending is on 
the reference of the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to permit vessels from the British 
North American Provinces to lade and unlade in 
such places in any collection district of the United 
States as he may designate; the proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is to refer. the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole or the state of 
the Union with instructions. The instructions 
are upon two points: first, that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union report the 
bill with a certain amendment. The point of or- 
der made by the gentleman from Illinois is, that 
the amendment is not relevant or germane to the 
bill. The Chair is clearly of opinion that the 
point is well taken; that the amendment is not 
germane, and cannot be entertained in the nature 
of instructions to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, if it would not be in order 
as an amendment to the bill itself. 

Another point of order made by the gentleman 
from Illinois is, that under one of the rules of the 
House, to which reference is made, all proposi- 
tions to impose a tax must first be discussed and 
considered in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, The Chair has decided that upon 
any question which by the rules is required to be 
first discussed in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, it is not in order to move 
instructions in the House directing the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to take 
any specified action. 


mittee to do that which the House; under its. own 
rules, could not do. 

The question was, ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
lay the question on the table. 

Mr. McMULLEN demanded the yeas and 
nays, but withdrew the demand. 

Mr. ASHMUN renewed the demand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question, **Shall the appeal be laid upon 
the table?” was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
101, nays 85; as follow: > 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bingham, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Catdwelt, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobh, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilbert, Gorman, Green, Hail, Hamil- 
ton, Harlan, Isham G, Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, lnge, Joseph W. Jaekson, Andrew Johnson, James 
L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La 
Sére, Lefer, Lituefieid, Job Mann, Mason, McCternand, 
McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, 
McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morton, Orr, 
Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Pheips, Potter, Powell, 
Richardson, Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, SawteHe, Sed- 
don, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Stetson, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Jobn B. 
Thompson, Venable, Watden, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Woodwaid, Wright, 
and Young—1i0}. f 

NAYS-—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Ashmun, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester 
Buuer, Thomas B. Budier, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chand- 
ler, Ciarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Alexauder Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hanter, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, More- 
head, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Phoenix, Pitman, Putman, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Rumsey, Sackett, 


Mr. BOWLIN said, I move thatit be put upon 
its passage. It is a Senate bill which has been 
sent here, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and is. now reported back; and: I call. the.” 
¿previous question. A 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, requested the gen- 
tileman from Missouri [Mr. Bow.iy] to withdraw 
thé demand for the previous question, to enable 
him (Mr. K_) to offeran amendment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Bow in.) . Does the 
gentleman from Missouri withdraw the demand ? 

Mr. BOWLIN. Ido not. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri will withdraw the motion, to enable me 
to offer the amendment which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. BOWLIN was making a remark when— 


The SPEAKER interposed, and said that the . 
gentleman must either withdraw the motion or 
not. Does the gentlernan (added the Speaker). 
withdraw the motion ? 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, repeated the re- 

uest. ` 

Mr. BOWLIN said he would withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question, at the request of 
the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Kixa,] if 
the gentleman would renew it. 

Mr. KING. I will renew it. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. ; 

Mr. KING then offered the following amend- 
ment, which was read: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the lands herein 
before granted, and tbeir proceeds when sold, shall not be 
transferred to any corporation, company, or individual, but 
shal be faithtuily and judiciously applied by the said State 
for the objects and in the manner hereinbefore prescribed; * 
aud the said State shail retain, either as sole proprietor or 


as stockholder with others, the value and profits of said in- 
vestinent, to be added to the common school fund of said 
State, whieh profits shall be guarantied by said Sute, to 
amount and be kept up to five per cent. per annum: Pro- 
vided, That the land hereinbefore graated shall not be sold 


Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Sivester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Tourman, ‘Tuck, Un- 
derhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, White, and Williams—89. 


So the appeal was laid upon the table. 


. _ Another point of order, and one which is con- 
clusive upon this question, arising under the 136th 
rule, which declares: 


“ No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded 
or changed without one day’s notice being given of the mo- 
tion therefor; nor shall any rule be suspended, except by 
a vote of at least two thirds of the members present; nor 
shall the order of business, as established by the rules, be 
postponed or changed, except by a vote of at least two 
thirds of the members present. The House may at any 


time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, sus- | 


pend the rules and orders for the purpose of going into Com- 
ynittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and also for 
providing for the discharge of the Committee of the Whole 

_ House, and the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, from the further consideration of any bill referred to 
it, after acting without debate on all amendments pending, 
and that may be offered.”? 


The Chair (continued the Speaker) would call 
the attention of the House especially to that clause 
of the rule which declares, ‘‘ nor shall the order of 
business, as established by the rules, be postponed 


or changed, except by a vote of at least two thirds | 


of the members present.” The rules of the House 
expressly. provide the mode and manner in which 
business in Committee of the Whole shall be dis- 
posed of in regular order. The first branch of the 


-Instructions proposes to set aside the order of busi- | 


ness in Committée of the Whole, as provided by 
the rules, and to give preference to this bill over 
the business now pending in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. On this ground, 
the Chair rules the instructions out of order. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will the Chair allow me to 
suggest, in relation to the last point, that the Chair 
is not yet certain but this may be a vote of two 
thirds; and if it should be, no question of order 
can be made. . So much for that as a point of 
‘order. 


Mr. McLANE called the gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts to order. 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Asumun.) Does the | 


entleman from Massachusetts appeal? 
Mr. ASHMUN. I was about to appeal. But 
I wish to state that this is not a motion to amend 
the bill. This House has the power to instruct a 
committee, either of the whole, or a standing, or 
a special committee, to report any bill, and there 
is no rule of the House against it.. That rule 
which prohibits the offering of amendments which 
are not germane, has nothing to do with the mo- 
tion to instruct. a committee. The House may in- 
struct a committee to report any bill. 
from the decision of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state, in |! 


reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, that | c 
ee 5 À i| State,” reported the same back, without amend- 


the same doctrine must apply to instructions as to 
amendments, otherwise the whole rules of the 
TIouse might be evaded by instructing the com- 


| appeal | eee i anes 
> j| of Missouri the right of way and a portion of the 
public lands, for making a railroad from the towa |: 


Mr. GRINNELL then said, he would with- 
draw his motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and would 
more the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

[Cries of ‘Agreed !” “Agreed !?7] 

There was a second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and the main question was ordered 
to be now taken. i. 

Which main question was, first, on the motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce; 
and, secondly, if that motion should be rejected, 
on ordering the bill to a third reading, 

And the question having been taken, the House 
decided that the bill should not be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to a third reading—on which question the previous 
question had been called. 

There was asecond. The main question was 
ordered, and having been taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, the bill was read a third time by 
its title. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the bill had been ordered to a 
third reading, and that that motion be laid upon 
the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The question then recurred on the passage of 
the bill. ° . 

Mr. THURMAN called for the reading of the 
bill; and it was read. 

And then the bill was passed. 


Mr. BOWLIN, (to the Speaker.) 1 believe 


| the call of the committees for reports is now in 
| order? 


The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. GOTT. Irise to a privileged question. I 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
bill relating to permits to vessels has been passed, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

GRANT OF LANDS. 
Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 


! Lands, to which had been referred the bill from 


the Senate entitled “An act granting to the State 


of Hannibal to the town of St. Joseph, in said 


ment. eet cpt 
The bill having been read by its titlek— 


for Jess than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

The amendment having been read, 

Mr. KiNG said, believing that the bill would be 
more acceptable to the House with this amend- 
ment, as I am sure it will be to the country, I shall 
refrain from making any remarks, and shal! con- 
tent myself with renewing the demand for the pre~ 


| vious question, in accordance with the pledge 


which I gave to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HAMPTON asked the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Kine] to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. f 

Mr. KING said, he was not at liberty to do so, 
as he had obtgined the floor on a pledge that he 
would renew the motion which was withdrawn 
for the purpose of admitting his amendment. ' 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 
And the main question (being first on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Kine, and then on ordering the bill 
to a third reading,) was ordered to be now taken, 

Mr. HAYMOND, (to the Speaker.) Is it in 
order now to move that the Lill and amendment ba 
laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, 

Mr. HAYMOND. I make the motion. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill has not yet been read. 
I call for the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill ig 
called for. lt will be read so soon as order is re- 
stored. 5 

After a pause of some time, the bill was read. 

Mr. HAYMOND asked the yeas and nays on 
his motion that the bill be laid on the table; which 
were ordered. 

The question, “Shall the bill be laid on the 
table??? was taken, and decided in the affirmative 


| —yeas 91, nays 81, as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Ashe, Bayly, 
Beale, Bokee, Booth, Burrows, Chester Butler, Joseph Ca 
ble, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwett, Caivin, Camp- 
hell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Daniel, Deherry, Dickey, 
Dimuick, Dixou, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gerry, 
Goodenow, Gould, Halloway, Hamilton, Hammond, Hamp- 
ton, Isham G. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Heury, Bib- 
bard, Holladay, Howe, Andrew Johuson, Jones, Kerr, Geo. 
G. King, Preston King. Liulefieid, McDowell, McKis wk, 
McMullen, Mi achun, Meade, Miner, Milson, Moore, Mor- 
ton, Ogie, Otis, Oulaw, Park Peaslee, Peek, Pitman, 
Powel, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, 
Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Sehermerhorn, School- 
eralt, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Strong, Taylor, James Thompson, Thurman, Van Dyke, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, White, and Wik 
drick—$1, S 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashmun, Bay, 
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‘Bingham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Buel, B. Carrington Cabell, Clarke, 
Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Corwin, 
. Crowell, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Darkee, Eliot, Alexander 
* Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gilbert, Gormau, Gott, 


Green, Grinnell, Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas. 


‘L. Harvis, Hilliard, Hoagland, Houston, Hubbard, Inge, Jo- 
seph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, James G. 


King, John A. King, La Sère, Leffler, Levin, Horace Mann, 


Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, MeClernand, Me- 
Queen, Moreliead, Morris, Orr, Phelps, Phenix, Potter, 
Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Savage, Sprague, Frederick, 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Jacob Thompson, 
John B. Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Wellborn, 
Whittlesey, Williams, and Young—8l. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 

_ Mr. CALVIN moved to reconsider the vote and 
to lay that motion on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. i $ 

__ GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 

. Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reportéd back without amendment the 
‘Senate bill entitled “An act to grant to the State 
of Missouria right of way and a portion of the 
public lands. for the purpose of aiding in making 
à railroad from St. Louis to the western limits of 
Raid State.” Z 

The bill having been read— . 

Mr, B. demanded the previous question on the 
‘engrossment of ‘the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG appealed to the gentleman from 
Missouri to withdraw the demand for the previous 
‘question, to enable him to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN yielded to the request on con- 
dition that the gentleman would renew the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. YOUNG moved the following amendment: 


“Sze. 7. And beit further enacted, That in order to aid 
in the continuation of a railroad from the western line of 
the State of Missouri to the city of St. Louis, eastwardly 
‘from a point opposite the city of St. Louis, at or near Iti- 
‘noistown in the State of Ilinois, via a point where the In- 
‘dianapolis and Terre Haute railroad intersects the line di- 
viding the States of Illinois and Indiana, to a point on the 
‘railroad comniunication between the cities of Cincinnati 
‘and Sandusky, in theState of Ohio, with a branch diverging 
from the same ata point where the Alton and Mount Car- 
mel railroad line crosses the same; thence onthe line of said 
Alton and Mount Carmel road, via Mount Carmel to the 
Onio river at New Albany, all the rights, privileges, and lja- 
‘bilities hereinbefore conferred on the State of Missouri, 
‘shall be granted to the Siates of Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, 
respectively, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
the said railroad and branch from Itinoistown aforesaid, to 
the point on the railroad communication between the cities 
of Cincinnati and Sandusky as aforesaid, with the branch 
to Louisville, above designated ; and the right of way and 
the public lands of the United States to the same extent in 
proportion to the length of said railroad and branch, on the 
‘same terms, limitations, and restrictions in every respect, 
shall be and is hereby granted to the States of Illinois, In- 
diana, and Ohio, respectively. 

See. 8 And be it further enacted, That the lands here- 
inbefore granted, and their proceeds, when sold, shall not be 

. transferred to any corporation, company, or individual, but 
shall be faithfully and judiciously applied by the said States 
respectively, for the objects, and in the manner, hereinbe- 
fore prescribed; and they shall retain, respectively, either 
‘as sole proprietors or as stockholders with others, the value 
“and profits of said investment, to be added to their common 
‘school funds; which profits shail be guarantied by the States 
respectively, to amount.and be kept to five cents per acre 
per ‘annum: Provided, That the land hereinbefore granted 
‘shall not be soid for less than one dollar and twenty-five 
“cents per acre.” 


Mr. Y. renewed the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he would like to know 
‘what the title of the bill was, 

Great confusion. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
until order is restored in the Hall. 

Mr. VINTON. I should like to hear the bill 
read to understand what it is. 

The bill was read. 

‘The amendment of Mr. ‘Youne was then read, 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, asked the gentle- 
man from Minois (Mr. Young] to withdraw the 
motion, to enable him (Mr. K.) to offer an amend- 
ment. 

[This amendment is identically the same offered 
by Mr. Kine to the preceding bill.] 

The amendment having been read— 


Mr. YOUNG said, he would accept the amend- 


ment as a modification of his own resolution. 

Mr. KING. That 'will answer my purpose. 

Mr. BISSELL requested his colleague (Mr. 
Youne] to accept a slight modification, which he 
(Mr. B.) would suggest, to the amendment. He 
desired to add, after the word ‘ [llinoisville,”* the 
words ‘or Alton, as the Legisiature of Illinois 

. may direct.” . 

Mr. YOUNG declined to accept the modifica- 

ton. 


Mr. BISSELL. Then I hope that the- previous 
question will be voted down, and, if it is,1 shall 
move the amendment I have indicated. 

Mr. HAMPTON, (tothe Speaker.) Is itin order 


¡now to move that the bill and amendment be laid 


upon the table? i 

The SPEAKER. - It is in order. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I make the motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 67, noes 75. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion was re- 
jected. £ 

Mr. BAYLY called for tellers. es 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Harris of 
Tennessee, and Duncan were appointed. | 

The question was then again taken. __ 

The affirmative vote was not heard; the nega- 
‘tive vote was given up, 

And the SPEAKER decided the motion to have 
been rejected. f 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state'of the Union. 

The question then recurred on laying the bill 
and amendment on the table. . : 

Some time was spentin the restoration of order. 

Mr. HAMPTON called for the yeas and nays 
on kis motion; which were ordered. 

And the question, “ Shall the bill be laid upon 
he table?’ was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
02, nays 65; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Audrews, Bayly, 
Beale, Bokee, Booth, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, 
Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandier, Clarke, Cleveland, 
Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, 
Duncan, Edmundson, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, 
Fowler, Freed!ey, Gentry, Gerry, Goodenow, Gould, Hal- 
loway, Hamilton, Hammoud, Hampton, Isham G. Harris, 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Holiaday, How- 
ard, Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Kerr, George 
G. King, Littleficid, Job Mann, Matteson, McDowell, Mce- 

‘Kissock, McMwien, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, 
Pitman, Powell, Puinam, Reed, Reynolds, Root, Ross, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Strong, Thurman, Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, White, Wildrick, and 
Woodward—102. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashinun, Bay, Bing- 
ham, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, 
Buel, E. C. Cabell, W. R. W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Doty, 
Dunbam, Durkee, Eliot, Featherston, Fitch, Gilbert, Gor- 
man, Gott, Green, Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
‘Thomas L. Harris, Hilliard, Hoagland, Hubbard, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, James G. King, 
John A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Horace 
Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Robert M. McLane, 
McQueen, Morehead, Morris, Phelps, Phoenix, Potter, Rich- 
ardson, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Sprague, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Taylor, Under- 
hill, Whittlesey, Williams, and Young—65. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 


(Mr. Baxer, when his name was called, rose | 
and stated that he should cheerfully have voted for | 


the passage of the bill, but that, as he had before 
stated, he had paired off with the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr, Avererr].] 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House 
to relinquish to the city of St. Louis “Quarantine 
Island, and all vacant unappropriated lands within 
the corporate limits,” reported the same back with- 
out amendment, and with a report in writing, 


i which bill and report were referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 
LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back without amendment, Senate 
bill providing for the examination and settlement 
of the claims for land in Sault Ste. Marie in Mich- 
igan. : 

SMr. BOWLIN moved that the bill be put upon 
its passage. The amendment, he said, was a 
small one, and he supposed there would be no ob- 
jection. : 
The amendment was read. 
Mr. BINGHAM said, if he could obtain the ear 


of the House, he would repeat what he said the | 


other day, that this bill contains no grant of land 
whatever. It isa bill to settle the claims of French 
residents round the Sault Ste. Marie, which the 
rapidly-increasing settlement of that part of the 
country requires should be disposed of. Towns 
are growing up in the vicinity of Lake Superior, 
and it is of the utmost importance that the titles to 


GLOBE. 


these lands should be settled. The bill requires 


the ‘surveyor to survey the lands; and smake: his 
report to. the Commissioner of. the ‘General Land 
Office. He hoped the: House would be satisfied 
with this brief explanation,.and that this bill would 
not share the fate of the land bills which have just 
been acted on... : Ee ee 
5 Hetoncluđed with calling for the previous ques! 
ion : oa 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, called -for 
the reading of the bill. ae cus 

Mr. BOWLIN said that ‘this was-a very long, 
though an unimportant bill, and he hoped that the 
reading, which would consume a good. deal of 
time, would not be insisted upon.. The bill had 
been read the other day. ` pe 

Mr. STEVENS withdrew the call for the read= 
ing of the bill. 

he amendment of the Senate was then agreed to. 

And the bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. . 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BISSELL, (to the Speaker.) Has ‘the 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business :on the 
Speaker’s table. : : 


ž STEAM VESSELS. 


f “Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, rose, he said, to 


a privileged motion. He desired to move a sus- 
pension of the rules to enable him to submit a mo- 
tion that the Committee of the Whole on the’state 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration 
of the bill, which had been heretofore referred to 
it, entitled “ An act to amend an act providing for 
the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam.” He did not desire, he said, to ask that 
the bill should now be put upon its passage, but 
simply that it should be placed upon the Speaker’s 
table. He hoped that the unanimous consent of 
the House would be given, so as to render it un- 
necessary for him to move to suspand the rule. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, objected. Par 

Mr. McLANE moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER said no motion would be‘re- 
ceived until order had been restored. e 

Mr. McCLERNAND was understood to put’ 
an inquiry to some member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, as to the reason why the committee 
had not complied with a resolution of the House 
heretofore adopted, in relation to grants ‘of ‘land 
for the benefit of the deaf and dumb. i 

Calls to order, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, withdrew his objection 
to the motion of Mr. McLane. 

Mr. McCMULLEN renewed the objection. 

So the motion was not received. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Bisset, that the House proceed to the consid- 
ation of businese on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. 1 move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
BissExx] must-be first disposed of, 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
business on the Speaker’s table. : 


REMAINS OF THE LATE PRESIDENT... 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Having been informed that it is the wish of the 


| family and relations of the late. lamented Presi- 


dent of the United States, that his remains should 
be removed to the State of Kentucky, and being 
desirous of manifesting the most sincere and pro- 
found respect for the character of the deceased, in 
which I doubt not Congress will fully concur, I 
have felt it to be my duty to make known to you 
the wishes of the family, that you might, previous 
to your adjournment, adopt such proceedings, and 
take such order on the subject, as in your wisdom 
may Seem meet and proper on the occasion. 


MILLARD FILLMORE. 
Wasuinoron, September 23, 1850. 
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The message having been read— 
Mr. VINTON said that he believed the Senate 
had made an amendment to the civil aud diplo- 
matic appropriation bill for the purpose indicated 
In the message. He proposed, therefore, that the 
communication should be referred to the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means. Ordered accordingly. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 

The House bill entitled “ An act to create the 
office of surveyor general of public Jands in Or- 
egon, and to provide for the survey, and to make 
donations to settlers of the said public lands,” 
having been returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments, coming up— ’ 

The amendments were read, as follow: 

“ Section 3, line 1, after the word ‘That,’ insert, ‘if in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior it be preferable the 
surveys in said Territory shall be made after what isknown 
as the geodetic method, under such regulations and upon 
such-terms as may be provided by the Seeretary of the In- 
terior, or other department having charge of the surveys of 
the public lands, and that said geodetic surveys shall be fol- 
lowed by topographical surveys as Congress may from time 
to time authorize and direct; but, if the present mode of 
survey be adhered to, then? | 

* Section 4, line 21. Strike out all after the word ‘office,’ 
to and including the word t husband,’ in line 23. 

“Line 33. Strike out the word ‘donated,’ and insert 
$ granted.’ 

“Line 43. Strike out all after the word © issue’ to the end 
of the line 46. 

“Line 50. After the words ¢ That all,’ insert í future,’ 

“Section 5, lines 2and3. Strike out the words ¢ emigra- 
ting from the United States, and.’ 

“Line & Strike out the word ¢ five,’ and insert ¢ three.’ 

“ At the end of the section add: ‘Provided, That no min- 
eral tands shall be located or granted under the provisions of 
this act. > 

“Section !1, line 10. Strik 
insert ‘ granted.? 

“Section 14. At the end thereofadd the following: ‘and j 
that such portions of the public lands as may be designated j 
under the authority of the President of the United States for 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
public uses, shall be reserved and excepted from the opera- 
tion of thisact: Provided, That if it shall be deer neces- 
sary, in the judgment of the President, to include in any 
such reservation the improvements of any settler, made pre- 
vious to the passage of this act, it shall, in such case, be the 
duty of the Secretary of War to cause the value of such im- 
provements to be ascertained, and the amount so ascertained 
shall be paid to the party entitled thereto, out of any money 
not otherwise appropriated.’ ” i 


Mr. THURSTON expressed a hope that he 
could obtain the attention of the House for a mo- || 
ment. He would state what, indeed, was already 
well known to the House. This bill has already | 
passed both Houses. In the first place, it passed 
this House. It then went to the Senate, and, after 
receiving several amendments there, passed that 
body. These amendments are unimportant in 
their character. They met his concurrence. They 
had been examined by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Landg, and he was authorized to 
say that they also met the concurrence of that gen- 
tleman. He would state these amendments for the 
information of the House. They are, first, the bill 
as it passed the House, continued the donations of | 
these lands during the term of five years. The 
amendment of the Senate cuts down this term to 
three years. The second amendment is in rela- 
tion to the authority given to the President to make 
locations for navy-yards, arsenals, &c. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked if 
there was not an amendment relating to the rights 
of foreigners to hold lands? | 

Mr. THURSTON replied that there was an 
amendment in reference to the question whether 
foreigners should be required to perfect their natu- | 
ralization before they could be permitted to pos- 
sess lands. As the bill has now passed, no for- 
eigner can get a title to any land in the Territory 
of Oregon, until he has gone through the whole 
process of naturalization and become an American 
citizen, He cannot obtain a title to a foot of land, 
until he shall have completed his naturalization 
and become a citizen. Ag the bill went from the 
House it was required, as a preliminary step 
to entitle him to take a claim, that the foreigner 
should have notified his intention to become a | 
citizen, He was also required to emigrate from 
the United States. The amendment of the Senate 


e out the word ‘donated,’ and | 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- | 


simply strikes out the latter provision requiring 
them to emigrate from the United States. 
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All the other amendments made by the Senate 
are merely verbal, and of no moment. And in 
view of the fact that the people of Oregon have for 
the last twelve years been ina position surrounded 
by unparalleled embarrasments, petitioning con- 
stantly for something to be done for them, while 
not a single thing has been done—they have 
again come to Congress, and Congress at this ses- 
sion has responded nobly to their petitions—he 
hoped, therefore, that this bill would be allowed | 
to pass; and as its character was well understood, 
he would move that the House concur with the 
amendments, and move for the previous ques- | 
tion. 


thorized to establish such rates of postage in said Territories 
as to him may seem proper, not exceeding those authorized 
in said act? 


And the question being on concurring therein— 

Mr. POTTER said, he was not very tenacious 
on the subject of the agreement of the House to 
the amendment made by the Senate to this bill. 
ft consisted of a provision which confers a discre- 
tionary power on the Postmaster General to fix 
the rates of postage in the Territories of Utah and 
New Mexico at a sum not exceeding forty cents, 
or at any less sum, as the business of these Ter- 
ritories might be found to warrant. He did not 
wish at this late period of the session to go into 


Thgre was a second. The main question was 


i any discussion on this subject. He would merely 


ordered; and having been taken, the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, now moved to 
suspend the rules in order to enable him to move 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the bill providing for the bettersecurity of 
the lives of passengers in steam vessels. His ob- 
ject, he said, was that the bill be placed on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The question was taken, and two thirds having 
voted in the affirmative, the rules were suspended. 

Mr. McLANE then submitted his motion; which | 
having been decided in the affirmative— | 

The Comittee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union was discharged from the further considera- | 
tion of the said bill, and it was laid upon the 
Speaker’s table. | 

Mr. McLANE. I desire to be informed by the | 
Speaker whether Í can now move that the bill be | 
now put upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Objection was made. 
ceived. 


So the motion was not re- 


BOARD OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. STRONG moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, to enable him to-move that the Committee 


charged from the further consideration of the bill | 
to establish a Board of Claims. His object was | 
that the bill should be placed on the Speaker’s ta- | 
ble. He (Mr. S.) did not ask that it should be | 
put upon its passage at this time. | 

Tellers were asked on the motion to suspend the | 
rules. | 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Harris, | 
of Alabama, and Cuanper, were appointed. | 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 80, noes 44. | 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the motion of Mr. 
Srrone was not received. : 

GENERAL POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, reported 
back from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, to whom it had been referred, the 
general post route bill, which had been returned | 
from the Senate with certain amendments. 

Mr. P. explained, that the Senate had made cer- 
tain additions of post routes to the bill, to which | 
he supposed there would be no objection. The 
Senate had also added a section extending the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress to the Territories of 
Utah and New Mexico, and authorizing the Post- 
master General to fix the rates of postage in those | 
Territories at such sum as might seem proper to 
him. He (Mr. P.) did not know that the House 
would think right to give this discretion, but he 
was willing to grant it. 

The general amendments of the Senate were | 
then‘agreed to. 

And the question being on the additional section, 
it was read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the third section 
of the act of August 14, 1848, entitled “ An act to establish 


say to all those who were anxious for the passage 
of this bill, that if it goes back to the Senate with 
the disagreement of the House, it is very doubtful 
whether any post-route. bill will pass at this ses- 
sion. He hoped something would be done. He 
moved for the previous question. : 

‘The previous question was seconded; and 

The main question was ordered; and - being 
taken, the amendments of the Senate were agreed 
to. : 


The joint resolution from the Senate relative to 
the publication of the laws of the United States, 
coming up in order, was read a first and second 
time by its title; and there being no motion to 
commit, it was then read the third time and passed. 

Senate bill entitled “ An act granting the right 
of way, and making a grant of land to the States 
of Florida and Alabama, in aid of the construction 
of a railroad from the waters of the Pensacola 
bay, in Florida, to Montgomery, in the State of 
Alabama, and for other purposes,” coming up in 
order, was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, said, that this bill 
conformed, in all particulars, to the Mobile and 
Illinois railroad, which passed the House a few 
days ago. It was his purpose to have moved to 
put this bill upon its passage; but inasmuch as his 
tariff friends were in such a bad humor at the de- 
feat of their bill this morning, he would not make 
such a motion. He did not think that the sins of 
the Democratic side of the House should be vis- 
ited upon him. He would. simply move the réf- 
erence of the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 


Senate bill entitled “ An act to authorize the set- 
tlement and payment of the account of Robert L. 
Blair, for subsistence and transportation of the 
companies K and L of the fifth regiment of Ten- 
nessee volunteers, from Jonesborough to Knox- 
ville, in the year 1847,” coming up in order, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Senate bill entitled “ An act to provide for 
extending the laws and judicial system of the 
United States to the State of California,’ was read 
a first and second time by its title, and, on the 
| motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Senate bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of the 
widows and orphans of the officers and seamen 
lost from the United States brig Washington, on 
the 8th of September, 1846,” coming up in order, 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. VENABLE asked that the bill be put upon 
its passage. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired if the bill made any 
! appropriation ? 


i 
7 The SPEAKER requested gentlemen to sus- 


| pend their remarks, and (affer an examination of 
the bill) stated that it contained an appropriation, 
and must be referred, unless the general consent 
was given to act upon it at this time. : He said it 


ii would properly be referred to the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs. 7 
Mr. VENABLE asked the unanimous consent 
to put the bill on its passage. 
| Objection was made. . 
The bill was accordingly referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. . 
The Senate bill, entitled «* An act to authourize 


certain post routes,” be extended to the Territories of Utah 
and New Mexico; and that ihe Postmaster General be au- | 


the exchange of the military site of Fort Hamil- 
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ton foran, equal quantity of ground adjoining said 
she,” coming up in order, wasread a first and 
second time by its title, and on the motion of Mr. 
Carrrer, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. I have desired during 


this session, to place my vote on record in favor of 


a bill to abolish slavery in the Districtof Columbia 
No opportunity has been offered under the rules 
of the House to do so. | now move to suspend the 
rules to allow me to introduce a bill, (During the 
last ten days of the session it isin order on any 
day to move to suspend the rules.] The bill was 
read as follows: 

AxN Act toabolish slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted, &c., That slavery is hereby abolished and 
forever prohibited in the District uf Columbia. AIl persons 
held in slavery, inthe District. of Columbia, emancipated by 
this act, shail be paid for out of the Treasury of the United 
States, a d the amountto be paid, or the value of each 
person so emancip «ted shall be ascertained ‘and determined 
by the judge of the District Court for the Districtof Columbia. 


Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays 
ön the motion to suspend the rules. They were 
ordered. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended to 
allow the gentleman from New York to introduce 
the bill?’ was taken, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 52, nays 109; as follow: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Audrews, Bingham, Booth, 


Burrows, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Chandler, Clarke, Cleve- | 


land, Cole, Corwin, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Fiteh, Fowler, 
Freedley, Gootenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Har- 
dan, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, James G. King, John 
A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Matteson, Meacham, 
Moure, Ogle, Otis, Peck, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, 
Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, 
Sprasue, Thaddeus Stevens, Van Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, 
and White—§2, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashe, Ashmun, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bowlin, Bowdon, Bowie, Briggs, 
Brooks, Atbert G, Brown, Buel, Burt, ¢ hester Butler, T. B. 
Butler, B. C. Cabell, George A. « aldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Cartter, Casey, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Gilbert, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Hammond, Hampton, Ishan, G. Harris, Samp 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Botladay, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andew Johnson, Kautman, Kerr, G. 
G. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, McClernand, McDowell, McLanahau, Robert M. 
McLane, McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Milier, Millson, 
Monis, Morton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, 
Pitman, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Stanly, Richard A. Stan- 
ton, Alexander H, Stephens, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, Jacob 
Thompson, James Thompson, Venable, Waiden, Wallace, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wood- 
ward, and Young—109. 

(Mr. Gerry, and Mr. Jownson, of Kentucky, 
who were not within the bar when their respective 
names were called, severally asked leave to record 
their vate against the motion to suspend.] Objec- 
tion was made. 

¿T'he Clerk being about to read over the vote— 

Mr. ASH MUN rose and inquired if his name 


was recorded ? 


The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


‘Mr. ASHMUN. Believing that the bill has | 


been introduced for a mischievous purpose, and 
for no good, I voted against the motion to suspend, 
and I desire that my vote may be recorded. 

The Clerk immediately commenced the reading 
of the vote. ; 


Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing,) was un- | 


derstood to say, that itwas not in order for the 


gentleman from. Massachusetts (Mr. Asumun] to || 


impugn his motives, 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, (continuing.) It is ir- 
regular and unparliamentary, and in this case in- 
famous: ` 

The reading of the vote was then completed, and 
the Speaker announced the result as above.] 

So the rules were not suspended. 

THE GALPHIN CASE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
unanimous consent, under instructions from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to report a joint reso- 


luuon authorizing the President of the United | 
States to institute a suit against George W, Craw- | 
ford, late Secretary of War, for the amount of the | 
principal and interest: paid him as agent of the | 


heirs of George Galphin. 


Mr. BIS -ELL oijected,and said he hoped there i 


wouid be no further suspension of the rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called the 
gentleman from Ilinols to order, and moved to sus- 
pend the rules to enable him to make the report. 


z 


The title of the 
formation: ge 

“ A resolution to authorize the President of the 
United States to cause suit to be brought against 
George W. Crawford, late Secretary of War.” 


tion. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: — 


Whereas the following communication of the date here- 
inafter mentioned bas been made to the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States by George W. Crawford, late 
Secretary of War, viz: = 


«WASHINGTON, July 16, 1850. 


“Sir: The applieation I had the honor to make through 
you to the House of Representatives oa the second of April 


relation to the Galphin claim has, as 1 understand, been de- 
cided, and the result is the condemnation of the claim and 
all subsequent proceedings under the act of Congress which 

. provided for its settlement, except the payment of the prin- 
cipal. 

“ As the question of interest is believed to be judicial in 
its character. | have now respectfully to request that the 
House of Representatives may take the necessary steps to 
cause legal proceedings to be instituted against megor the 
recovery of that or any portion of the Galphin claim") have 
received. At the same time I am prompt to give the assu- 
rance that I will not interpose delay, or raise in my defence 
any other question than the proper construction of the act 
for the relief of Milledge Galphin, executor of the Jast will 
and testament of George Galphin, deceased, approved Au- 

| gust 14, 1848. I have the honor to be, 
“Very respectfully, your ohedient servant, 
. “GEORGE W. CRAWFORD.” 
“Hon. HoweELL Coss, Speaker, &c., Washington.” 


matter herein referred, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., 
That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to cause snit to be bronght in the name of 
the United States of America against the said George W. 
Crawford, in the circuit court of the district of Georgia, to 
recover back the interest allowed and paid to him upon the 
claim of said Galphin, authorized to be ** examined” and 


D., 1848, entitled “An act for the retief of Milledge Galphin, 
i| executor of the last will and testament of George Galphin, 
deceased,” or any part thereof that it may appear the See- 
retary of the Treasury was not authorized to allowand pay, 
either party to be entitled to a writ of error or appeal as in 
4 other cases. 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. THOMPSON then reported the joint reso- 
lution. 

Which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

And the question being on ordering it to be en- 
grossed— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, obtained 
i the floor. 


sylvania allow me to inquire whether he has made 

any calculation as to the additional expenses to 

the Government which this suit will occasion ? 
Mr. THOMPSON. 


as Iam. I refer, therefore, to his legal knowledge 
for an answer to the question. 


know that some interest is felt in the country in 
| regard to our action upon the proposition made by 
į the late Secretary of War, and the reasons for it. 
i The views I shall submit are my individual 
opinions of the case. I feel bound out of respect 
to that public opinion to give a very brief state- 
ii ment of them. 

It will be seen by the introduction of the propo- 
sition of Mr. Crawford, contained in the preamble 


rectuess of the decision that awarded interest upon 
the claim of Milledge Galphin, for whom he was 


Government. By the proposition made, all and 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
H 
| 
| adversary proceeding, is to be waived, and the only 
1 


| allowed or not. I have no comments at this time to 


|| Congress had condemned the claim for interest. 
! ion, the interest paid on this claim could be recov- 
| ered back. 1 can only answer, that if paid without 
authority of law, it can. This is the question to 


last, having for its object the investigation of my conduct in. 


And to provide for a judicial decision of the question or 


“ adjusted” by the act of Congress, approved August 14, A.’ 


) I suppose my friend from | 
New York is as well acquainted with that matter | 


an agent, coupled with an interest of one half of 
whatever might be obtained on the claim from the | 


joint- resolution was read forin- 


Mr. HALL asked for the reading of the resolu- 


Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman from Penn- ! 


Mr. Speaker, I would not occupy the House a | 
moment on the subject of this resolution, did I not | 


to the resolution, that the committee accept his ¿i 
proposition, and take measures for testing the cor- | 


every defence that might be raised in an entirely ` 
|| question to be tried is, whether interest was legally | 
make as to the reasons which may have prompted . 
‘| the late Secretary to make this proposition, other ` 
| than what has been stated by himself, namely, that | 


I have been often asked whether, in my opin- 


| be determined by the courts. There is to be no | 
special pleading, no interposition of .a doctrine ii 


that in “equity and .good-conacience?’.the defend- 
-ant might retain-it because it had been awarded. 
by competent authority. Nor is anything to be 
suggested to interfere with the single question, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury was au- 
thorized to allow and- pay it. This. is the issue 
tendered and accepted... Rae i ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of . Mississippi, (the. foor 
| being temporarily yielded:to him for an inquiry,) 
said he desired to be informed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. ‘Taompson,]} whether 
this joint resolution did not simply raise the qués- 
tion as to the propriety of the payment. of the 
money by the heirs of -Galphin, and not as to .its 
paymient by the Government? The whole trans- 
action, he observed, had been conducted. in: the 
name of Galphin’s heirs, and he desired to know 
how it was that Mr. Crawford’s name was shuf 
fled in at all. ' 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, replied, 
that one thing was quite certain, and that was, that 
Mr. Crawford had chosen to make himself the de- 
fendant in the case. : 

Mr. FEATHERSTON (permission being given 
him to makean inquiry) said, he desired to know 
whether this joint resolution proposed to submit 
the issue that the payment should not. have: been 
made under the act of 1848, or whether it extended 
the inquiry not only to the question of the con- 
struction of that act, but also of other laws and 
the usages of the department in, reference tosimilar 
cases? : 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that in coming toa 
conclusion as to whether the construction put upon 
the act was right or wrong, it would be necessary 
that the laws of the country, the practice of the dé- 
partments, and the usages of the Government gen- 
erally, should be investigated and examined; and 
he had no doubt that when so examined, it would 
be found that the allowance of interest was all 
wrong. ae: j 

Mr. STRONG (the floor being yielded) desired 
to call the attention of his cotleague to one view of 
the case. It was this: Assuming that the act of 
1848 did not, according to its true construction, 
authorize the payment of the money which was 
paid tggGalphin’s heirs, or to Mr. Crawford as 
their attorney, and that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had, therefore, erroneously ordered it; yet as 
the payment was made under a quasi judicial 
decision, under a decision made by officers au- 


i| thorized by law to construe the act, can any court 


of law go behind such judicial decision and hold 
Mr. Crawford liable for money which he has re- 
ceived, and now holds under such an adjudication? 
The act of the Secretary of the Treasury was ju- 
dicial. Fs not his award ordering the money to be 
paid, a complete protection to Mr. Crawford? Can 
he waive that legal protection? Would not an 
argument to waive it amount to simply this: a re- 
quest to a court of law to decide a case not merely 
| without, but against law, and could the. court 
therefore notice such an argument? He desired 
to ask his colleague whether the Judiciary Com- 
mittee had considered the case in this aspect? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, then said 
he would state the principles of the case as far as 
the time of the House would permit, and take the 
liberty of publishing such as he might not have 
time to state. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution authorizes the 
President to praceed by suit to recover. back the 
: money that the House of Representatives, as ad- 
mitted by Mr. Crawford, has decided to have been 
paid without authority of law. This may be done 
by an action for money had and received, or. by a 
bill in equity, as may be best calculated to.. try the 
question. The circuit court having jurisdiction of 
; the parties, and of the subject. matter, no question 
can arise on the point of jurisdiction te try the 
issue. Can there bea recovery upon the merits? 
An expression ofan opinion by me, can inno way 
affect the question, and is only ventured here aa 
: explanatory of at least my own views, as one mem- 
ber of the committee, of the reason for my action 
on this subject, and will be briefly stated with that 
view alone. ten 2 

The principles upon which interest is allowable 
between individuals may be stated in short as fol- 
: lows: Ip is a compensation for the use.of money 
: loaned. if not so expressed in the instrument or 
agreement of loaning, and a me is.fixed for the 
payment of the principal, the law which allows in- 
terest in similar cascs is presumed to be part of 
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the contract, and it accumulates after the debt falls 
due, and arises and follows the debtas an incident. 
So ofa debt payable ‘on demand, interest is only 
allowable after demand. 

So, “interest is in general allowed where one 
man retains money of another against his consent.” 
(Binn. Rep.) Where interest is thus allowed, 
it is always the result of usage or custom, extend- 
ing the principles of the statute establishing a rate 
of interest. Ít isin fact damages. 

Now, sir, applying to the Government the same 
rules as exist under the lawsin the States, be- 
tween individuals, it is believed that they would not 
authorize the allowance of interest in such a case 
as the present, even if it were such a claim as in 
equity it was bound to pay. 

it will not be pretended that any express contract 
existed in this case to pay interest; and I need not 
remark farther on this branch of the definition. 

Was there any money detained belonging to the 
claimants by the United States against their con- 
Sent? It is enough to say that no money was ever 
in the Treasury belonging to them, and of course 
could not be detained. 

A simple statement of the facts, 
origin of the claim, will establish more conclusive- 
ly than any argument of mine can do, that interest 
was not payable by the United States, nor by indi- 
viduals, if the transaction could be assimilated to 
private affairs, [n 1773, the Indians of the Creek 
and Cherokee nation being 
and others, 
of conveyance of certain jand in Georgia to the 


showing the 


Crown of Great Britain, in trust, to be sold for the | 


paymentofthese debts. The legal title must of ne- 
cessity have been vested in the Crown, to enable 
it to make title. The lands were not sold before 
the Revolution—the consequence of which was, 
the legal title being in the Crown, a: successful 
revolution vested it in the colony of Georgia. 
The Indian title was by this means effectually 
divested and gone forever. It had passed from 
them by their conveyance, and from their trustee 
by revolution; and like everybody else, they could. 
only look for their rights against their trustee, If 
the law exonerated him, they had no remed y— 
so too if their cestui gue trust had the Yght to 
move at all, it could only be in the same direction. 
Georgia got the lands. The States, as united, 
neither under the Confederation or the Union had 
anything to do with this trust. To assert that the 
United States were liable, would be to make the 
Union legal successor of Great Britain, and liable 
for the engagements of the Crown. It would bea 
‘new doctrine to assert thata successful revolution 
ina remote colony was, notwithstanding, 
to the burdens and liabilities of the parent Govern- 
ment. It was not the Confederation or the Union 
that was successor to Great Britain in regard to soil 
or territory in the colonies—the colonies them- 
selves were the successors, A voluntary delega- 
tion of certain powers by these colonies gave life 
to the Confederacy, and vitality, eventually, to the 
Union. This being the case, if the claim of Gal- 
phin could be urged asa legal claim against any 
supposed debtor, it must be against Georgia, the 
Successor as to the lands in question, and not 
against the Union. But how could it bea claim 


against Georgia? The lands had not been pledged | 


to Galphin and others; only the proceeds; and if 
nothing was ever realized no claim on the lands 


would exist, - I make these remarks, Mr. Speaker, | 


to meet an idea that I have heard advanced, that 
the trust being destroyed by the revolution, Gal- 
phin was damnified, and hence has a legal demand 
against the Government. If this were a true po- 
sition—which { presume will be contended for by 


but few—then the only claim that would exist | 
would be for damages, “The Treasury Department i 


was not authorized in this case to assess damages, 
nor did they attempt to do so. If they had been 
allowed to settle the claim on the principle of dam- 
ages, itmight have gone far above, or far below, the 
amount awarded in the case. They were not so 


regarded by the act—they were simply an account- | 


ing department, authorized to ascertain amounts 
by the usual arithmetical means. The department 
is never authorized to asséss damages unless the 


authority is expressly given—nor did it do so here, | 


but allowed interest on a debt, upon the principle, 


either that it was an ascertained ameunt to be paid į 


at a fixed period, or that it was to be paid on de- 
mand, and a demand made; or lt was for money 
wrongfully detained against the consent of the 


indebted to Galphin | 
traders among them, executed a deed ! 


subject | 


| der any possible aspect of the case, for it did not 


: 5 i z : ae 
claimants... When interest is allowable as an inci- 


dent of adebt, the debt must be liquidated—it must 
be payable presently, with an agreement to pay in- 
terest, of at some fixed period, or on demand, or | 
it must be a sum certain, wrongfully detained, to be 
followed by interest as a compensation from the 
moment of the wrongful detainure. | may sustain | 
this position by quoting from a case decided in the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania—a court ag emi- | 
ment for legal learning as any court in the Union 
in which it is said, ‘ where there ig no usage, no | 
precise time for payment fixed, në account ren- 
dered or demand made, it is not usual to direct inter- 
est to be allowed.” 12 Ser. & Rawle’s Rep. Now, 
sir, treating this as debt against the United States, | 
was there any time fixed for payment? This will 
not be contended. Whenwas there an account | 
rendered or demand made? Never, it will be con- 
ceded, until the first application to Congress, even 
if that may be considered a demand, in 1837. If it 
had been a debt existing against the United States 
without any time fixed for payment, perhaps the | 
appli@ation in 1837 might be considered a sufficient 
demand, and interest, if there wasa preéxisting ob- 
ligation to pay the debt, might. have authorized 
interest to that period. This could only be so if 
there was a valid demand. Well. sir, how was | 
interest allowed in this case ?—to 1837? No, sir, 
it was calculated back to 1773, before either the 
Confederation or Union existed. It could not have 
been a debt presently due against either, as 
neither existed; and some act was necessary to 
make one or both answerable for interest—that 
act, in the most favorable view of the case, must | 
have been through the medium of an “account 
rendered and a demand made?” but this was 
not done till 1837. On the principle, then, of the |i 
case cited, it seems to me beyond the reach of the | 
accounting department to allow interest as an in- 

cident. Ifa court could notdo it, L presume it will 

not be denied that the department, only authorized | 
to acton principles settled and fixed by existing || 
laws, could not do so either. There possibly 
might be cases in which a debtor, to relieve him- | 
self against the superadded burden of interest, | 
might be obliged to follow his creditor and pay his j 
debt without a demand, where no time for payment ; 
was fixed; but this can never be a rule of action for | 
a government. Its sovereignty may require that | 
application be made at its place of business for | 
liquidation and payment of demands, and this | 
is always so. Suppose, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, T should admit this Government to have been 
liable for the claim in question, yet “ there being 
no account rendered,” no “ demand made,” and 1! 
‘no time fixed for payment,’ how could interest 
be allowed? Yet interest has been allowed, and 
allowed back to 1773, three years before the Decla- 
ration of Independence iiself, and sixteen years be- 
fore the existence of the Government from which the | 
payment isdemanded. - During these sixteen years 

this Government could have been in no default un- 


i 


it 
exist, and of course could have no knowledge | 
of the debt untila demand was made. There was 
no treaty, no record that it was bound to take no- 
tice of, and could only be required to pay, if an- 
swerable at all, when notice was given and de- 
mand made, which, as before observed, was not 
until 1837. It is not necessary to remark, that our |! 
present Constitution and form of Government did | 
not come into existence until 1789. The onl 
thing that remained of its predecessor after that pe- || 
riod was the compacts and agreements existing | 
under it.: There certainly was no agreement existing | 
with it to pay thisclaim. This, I believe, has never 
been contended. i 
Bat I will here state another principle, from 9th | 
Pickering’s Reports, on the subject of interest: it is 4 
there laid down that “ where money is payable | 
over, the defendant is not a wrong-doer in acquir- |; 
ing and detaining it—interest is to be computed || 
from the service of the writ.’? This is the com- 
mencement of a suit, and a suit is defined to be a | 
‘legal demand of one’s rights.” It is only to be 


j 
\ 
i 
j 
i 
{ 
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tf 


would leave the claim for interest to exist only from |! 
the passage of the act, if allowable at all,.as an in- | 
cident. But independent of the legal presumption 
that Government, as such, ‘can do no wrong,” 
there certainly is no fact going to show that the 
Government was a wrong doer in acquiring or re- f 
taining any money belonging to the Galphins. It | 
never acquired and never detained any. The con- li 


2 e 

computed from the period of legal demand. This ! 
| 

i 


i 


i 
Fi 


verse of this proposition is statédin the same book 
to be “when the law by implication, makes it-the, 
duty of the party to pay money withouta previews 
demand, the interest may be recovered.” Was it 
the duty of this Government at any time to pay this 

demand before it was actually paid? Ii could not 

know of its existence—it was nowhere on its rea 

cords—it was-not for services rendered to. it. - ft 

existed sixteen years before the Government: ex- 

isted; and if answerable at all, how could a duty ` 
exist to pay what it did not know to exist, or who 

were the claimants? 

Should it ever be supposed that the Government 
was liable asa trustee, and hence interest was com- 
putable as an incident, the answer is, that it was 
never trustee. Trustees are created either by 
express contract; by operation of law, called re- 
sulting trasts; or ex mala ficio—by bad faith. 
There was no express trust, for this rests on con- 
trast, and no such contract exists. There was no 
resulting trast, because this only exists where 
something has been received and held in trust. 
Nothing has ever been received—no money—no 
land. There has been no trust created by bad 
faith or ex mala ficio, which occurs where one at- 
tempts to convert the property of another to his 
own use, by a breach of faith reposed, such as un- 
dera promise to take care of it for another, but 
permitting it to be sold and buying it in for his own 
use. The law, in such a case, makes the buyer 
trustee, ex mala ficio. But F will dismiss this view 
of the case by the remark, that a trustee is only 
answerable to pay interest as an incident, where he 
makes money out of the trust fund, or where it 
was his duty to have put it out to interest, and did 
notdo so. I presume it will not be easy to show 
that the Government was trustee in this case, or 
that it made money out of the trust property. 

Mr. Speaker, Í have thus far stated the prin- 
ciples established regarding interest where it 
exists by virtue of positive law, and as the 
courts have administered it between individuals 
under State regulations and usages. I have been 
discussing its payment as an incident, and. as 
such incident it was allowed in this case; for I 
may safely affirm that in the act of the 14th of 
August, it was not directed to be paid, or could be 
allowed ex vi termini from anything contained in 
the act. I will now state another principle, both 
applicable and sound in its relation to this case, 
namely: that the Government is not bound to pay 
interest in any case as an incident of a debt. F 
have examined with some care, but in vain, to 
find any general law of Congress which directs it. 
If there exists no such law, the Government, un- 


| like individuals living within State jurisdictions, is 


under no paramount legal obligation to. pay it. 
Until by enactment, or the adoption of some rule 
to require it, the Government cannot, by any im- 
plication or common law rule, be required to pay 
it. On this subject she is necessarily supreme; 
and until the exercise of this supremacy in favor 
of the principle, it cannot come under any such 
obligation. Why is it that this is trae? Simply: 
upon the presumption conclusive of the fact, that 
the Government always pays her debts when 
degally convinced that they exist. _ When unable 
to do so, stock bearing interest is either issued, or 
the debt is funded to bear interest; but this is ex 
gratia, and by express direction. It has no rela- 
tion to interest as an incident. It arises from the 
fact that the debt is due and owing, and is agreed 
to be paid in the future, with interest. Interest is 
not allowed prior to the issuing of the stock 
or funding the debt, without it be expressly 
so declared; and I know of no instance in which 
this has occurred. Interest is a statutory regu- 
latin. Every State in the Union has estab- 
lished their rates of interest, and their courts 
have applied them to their internal transactions. 


| In England, from whence many of the State laws 
| have been derived, interest was called usury, and 


was not recoverable ugtil the enactment of the 
statute of 37th Henry VIH., which authorized 
it. Hence ‘it is said in Ventris, “that no in- 
terest is lawful, and it cannot be recovered without 
positive law.’’ If, therefore, there be no positive 
general law of the Government of the United 
States, it cannot be allowed as an incident. That 
the understanding¥of the department has been to 
this effect, cannot now be doubted, as it has been 
constantly in the habit of refusing ity unless eX- 
pressly ordered to be paid, or a controlling implica- 
tion exists from the words-of the. statute that it 
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was the clear intention of. the Legislature that it 
should be paid. When acts have contained the 


direction to settle and pay the ‘‘damages,” or | 


to liquidate according to the. * principle of equity 
and justice,” interest has been-allowed as a con- 
venient rule of damages. Although calculated as 
interest, it was still but damages. “The number of 
cases audited and settled since the beginning of the 
Government, I learn to be something over 240,000; 
and there is perhaps not over one thousand of 
them in which interest was allowed. And in no 
instance is there a case of allowance, unless where 
express direction is given, or belonging to a class 
in which it was established, such as the commu- 
tation cases of officers of the Revolution. When 
the direction in the act of Congress has been to 
settle according to * principles of equity and jus- 
tice,” or to “ indemnify,” or “allow such dam- 
ages as have been sustained,” as before remarked, 
these and classes of cases established by Congress 
as entitled to interest, form an exception to the 
uniform practice of the Government. That inter- 
est to be allowed must come within some of these 


exceptions, is abundantly proved by the cases cited ; 


in the able report of the majority of the committee 
of this House, who investigated this subject on 
the application of the Secretary of War. The fol- 
lowing are some of the opinions of the Attorneys 
General, and courts to which they refer: 

«The act of Congress does not direct the payment of in- 


terest, nor does it refer to any principles of settlement from 
which it can 


be inferred that interest was intended to heal- | 


Jowed.??—-Opinion Attorney General William Wirt, April 3, | 


1819. 

“The claim for interest it appears the accounting officers 
do not ‘think a proper allowance, because the law does not 
expressly give interest. As a general rule their view is the 
correct one.”—Opinion Attorney. General B. F. Butler, 1158. 

«Tam given to understand that it has not been the prac- 
tice of the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
to allow. interest upon an account directed to be settled or 
paid by an act of Congress, unless there be in the act iself 
special words to that effect.” —Opinion Attorney General 
R. Rush. 

_ There may be cases in which I might think the head of 
a department authorized to allow interest, but they would 


be rare and singular exceptions.”— Opinion Attorney Gen- ; 


eral H, S. Legare, April 2, 1842. 

Tt is confidently believed that in all the numerous acts 
of Congress for the Jiquidation aud settlement of claims 
against the Government, there is ho instance where interest 
has ever been allowed; except only where those acts have 
expressly directed or authorized ifs allowance.” -Opinion 
Attorney General Crittenden, June 17, 1841. 

“Tris admitted that the Government in general ought not 
R pay interest in the absence of special contract to that ef- 
ect. 
am Attorney General H. S. Legare, December 20, 

So rigidly is the rule adhered to, that interest is 
not allowed, although the principles of equity and 
the rulings of the law, as between individuals, 
may demand it. 

«There can be no doubt that the well-established, equita- 
ble principle between man and man, is, in general, the other 
way.: The exception in favor of the Government has been 
established by the policy of society, and for the protection 
of the public.’—Opinion Attorney General. H. S. Legare, 
December 20, 1843. . 

“fam also confirmed in this conclusion hy'a conviction, 
after Jooking into the original contract and alt the papers, 
that the claim to interest is agreeable to equity and justice. 
'Fhis conviction, in the absence of a special reference, &c., 
&c., might not perhaps have been sufficient to take the case 
outof the general rule stated by the accounting officers, 
&e.”— Opinion Attorney General B. F. Butler, 1160. s 


Nor will the executive department permit this 
usage to be set aside, even by judicial authority, 
if it be inferior to that of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 
©The right of the judge to allow interest was therefore 


unwarranted.” —Opinion Attorney General Crittenden, June | 


17, 1841. 

éc I am fully aware of the great weight that ought to be 
attached to the decision of the circuit court for the first cir- 
cuit, and.I have no objection to admit that, us between indi- 
viduals, the claim for interestin such a case would be an 
equitable and reasonable one; but that is not enough to justify 
the executive department in deviating from what 1 have al- 
ways understood to be one of the best ascertained and most 
inflexible rules of its administration.” 

Again: 

« 1f courts of justice allow of a set-off against the United 
States, on alleged principles o@fjustice and equity, by way 


of mére defence, there is, of course, no remedy for the Gov- | 
But when, j; 


ermment against a final decision to that effect. 
on the strength of such decision as an authority collaterally 
binding upon the executive department, these are required 
to depart from their clear and fixed rules, I must say that I 
cannot assent to the doctrine.”?—Opinion Altorney General 
H. S. Legure, April 2, 1842. X 


So unbending has the rule bien held to be by 


the constitutional advisers of the Executive De- | 


partment, that Mr. Attorney General Legaré, as 
has been shown, is of opinion, that: when a circuit 


It is admitted that this is a stern but necessary rule.?? i 
|, mand, but to the existence of the Governmentupon 


| which the demand could be made, then is his de- 


ene ease nip 


court allowed it, upon the ground that a reference. 


i; been the duty of the department to examine the 


| or account is rendered.” Thisupon general princi- 
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of the case to it authorized the usual administra- 
tion of the laws as between individuals, that the 
department would not be bound to pay it in con- 
travention of the general rule on the subject. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, is there anything in the 
words of the act of 14th August, 1848, to take the 
case out of the general rule? I have shown that 
no general rule of interest exists as against. the 
Government, and that it is only payable when ex- 
pressly given, or words used in the act plainly 
evincive of an intention to pay more than the prin- 
cipal. The alfswance of interest in this case must 
be established as an exception to the general rule. 
What words are there in it creating this exception? 
Where are there any words of equivalent force to 
an express direction to pay it? There must be 
express words, or words of equal import. The 
act is as follows: 


t * «That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to examine and adjust 
the elaim of the late George Galphin, under-the treaty made 
by the Governor of Georgia with the Creek and Cherokee 
Indians, in the’ year 1773, and pay the amount dae tg, Mil- 
ledge Galphin, out of any money in the Treasury not Other- 
wise appropriated.?? 


Now, sir, these are the words. The first-re- 
mark I will make is, that from the principles I 
have cited, no interest could be due to Milledge 
Galphin asagainst the Government “untilademand 


x 


ples. Pursuing, then, thesegeneral principles, noth- 
ing could have been looked to as due for interest 
until demand. The judicial mind must stop at 
this point. If this be so, then the only claim in 
any event would be for interest from 1837; and 
this will depend again upon whether this was a 
demand based upon a preéxisting debt, which 1 
think it was not. If, then, no interest in any son- 
tingency could be allowed beyond this point of 
time upon principle, was there a direction pre- 
cluding this exercise of mind, a requirement not to 
observe established usages, but to add up a certain 
sum and pay it? If the Secretary was required to 
see that a claim existed for interest, he must see it 
through some rule; the rule then would certainly 
strike him that interest could not be allowed until 
demand made, because the Government could not 
know that there ever would bea claim for either 
principal orinterest. This rule would have bound 
him if he depended upon principles of law; and if 
he so far misunderstood these principles as to al- 
low the interest, and previously not only toa de- 


termination*wrong, and the money may be recov- 
‘ered back. He can only escape from this difficulty 
by asserting that interest is expressly allowed by 
the act, and that he was precluded from an inves- 
tigation on principle, because of the mandatory 
nature of the act of Congress. I speak of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury being the acting agent of 
the Government; but | must say, in justice to that 
officer, that he possessed the advice of the Attor- 
ney General of the United States in making and 
affirming the right to make the payment. 

Now, sir, are the words of the act plainly de- | 
claratory of a legislative intent to allow interest? 
The words upon which it is claimed that interest 
is directed to be allowed by the act are, that the 
Secretary be authorized to ‘examine and adjust j 
the claim of the late George Galphin, under the 
treaty made with the Creek and Cherokee Indians 


in 1773.” Now,do not these words distincily | 
mark out a necessary duty to be performed in re- | 
lation to the principal? Ht was his duty to examine | 
the evidences that were to establish the existence | 
of the treaty—of the amount settled and fixed by 
it, as due Galphin, and every minutie that might 
exist in relation to it; and having so done, to ad- 
just and pay it. That is, have the vouchers in 
such form and shape, and from such proper agents 
as might be entitled to receive it. Had the claim 
rested on the records of a court, it would have 


evidence of it, and adjust the precise debt before 
paying it. These records were all necessary to 
settling and paying the principal; if so, they 
ought not to have been extended further, and made 
to cover the interest. But he was to examine and 
adjust the ‘‘claim’’ of the late George Galphin, 
ander the treaty of 1773, with the Indians. The 
claim under that treaty was for a precise sum, 


| over $40,000, but-in sterling money—pounds, 
| shillings, and pence. 


2 The claim was a debt due 
by the Indians to Galphin, and was arranged tobe 


paid as lands were sold by the Crown, “Fherewas : 
no stipulation to pay interest, This being so, is it 
not the fair presumption that interest was compen- 
sated for in the gross sum fixed? If not so, why: 
was interest not stipulated to be paid. by the In- 
dians? Why was this not settled as well as the 
debt? The object of the treaty was to fix the liabil- 
ity of the parties, -Why was it not done?’ Indian 
treaties have always been minute. and particular, 
to prevent future dissatisfaction and disregard of 
treaty stipulations. So, indeed, has it been usually, 
if not always the case, in treaties between civilized 
nations, to stipulate for interest if intended to be 


required. But the claim that led to this treaty, 
was for a gross sum—not for interest. Hf, then, 
there was no stipulation for the payme. of inter- 


est under the treaty of 1773, how could it be al- 
lowed as an incident asagainst this Government in 
the absence of an agreement to pay it? lt may 


| be said that we assumed this debt; if so, was it 


not under the implication that we were to be bound 
in its payment only to the extent of the rule fixed 
and practiced upon by the Government? If that 
rule prohibits the payment of interest, is not the 
assumption circumscribed by that rule? Nothing 
bat an express direction to pay it, can overcome 
this principle; and I have shown that this express 
direction was not given—that every word of the 
act of 14th of August, was necessary in describing 
what was assumed, and in executing the assump- 
tion and paying it. ‘What, then, takes it out of the 
rale? The law, the usages of the department, and 
uniform practice are against it; and no words are 
employed exclusively applicable to it; and I there- 
fore infer and argue, that it was wrongfully allowed, 
and may be recovered back. it me 

Mr. MEADE said the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had inquired of his colleague, whether the 
committee had considered the question of the 
jurisdiction of the court? The chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee had not replied to the ques- 
tion; and he would take occasion, therefore, to say, 
that the committee were not all of the same opinion 
of the chairman as to liability and jurisdiction. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said as he 
had replied to such questions as had been asked 
him, an@ as-there was no disposition to debate 
now, he would demand the previous question. | ~~ 

Mr. FEATHERSTON appealed to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. IREN” 
Mr. THOMPSON declined to withdraw the de- 
mand. ‘ f 

Mr. McLANE, of Marylan 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. BROOKS rose to make an inquiry of the 
chairman. i 

Objections were made. : 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and no de- 
bate or conversation is now in order. 

The question was put on the motion to lay the 
bil] on the table, and it was nat agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS inquired if the bill had been 
printed? ; 

The SPEAKER replied, that it had only just 
been reported to the House; consequently it had 
not been printed. , . 

The demand for the previous question Was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, (addressing the Chair.} 


d, moved to lay the 


| Is it in order to move to lay the resolution upon 


the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, the pre- 
vious question having been seconded. The main 
question was on ordering the joint resolution to.a 
third reading. Se 

The quéstion was taken, an 
affirmative. 3 

So the joint resolution was ordered’ toa third 
reading. ee 

Mr. BROOKS rose and was recognized by the 
Chair. He said, for the purpose parce time 
to read the bill, | move that it be laid on the table. It 
isa matter in which all of us have some interest, and 
it is one which calls for investigation before we 


act upon it. : f 
Cries of “ Order,” from all sides. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
joint resolution will be read a third time. © > 
“Mr. BROOKS. I object to the third reading of 
the resolution to-day. i 


d decided iu. the 


Mr. OTIS. I move that the rulés be suspended 
so as to enable the resolution to be read a third 
time. R ee 
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The question was put on the motion to suspend 
- the'rules, and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended and the resolutio 
was read a third time. ni 
_ And the question being, ‘ Shall the joint resolu# 
tion pass?” ae - 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, demanded . 


the previous question. : 

Mr. DISNEY moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table. : 

The question being put, the motion was not 
agreed to. 

The demand for the previous question was 
seconded, and the main question ordered. 

The main question being upon the passage of 
the joint resolution— 

Mr. OTIS asked for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 142, 
nays 2U; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashmun, Bay, Beale, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bow- 
lin, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, 
Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Corwin, Crow- 
ell, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Dixon, Duncan, Edmund- 
son, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, 
Freedley, Gerry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Green, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hampton, Harlan, 1. G. Har- 
ris, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, 
J.W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, J. L. Johnson, Kerr, George 
G. King, James G., King, John A. King, Preston King, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, Millson, Moore, Mor- 
ris, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
Phelps, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Putnam, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
‘Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John B., 
Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vena- 
ble, Vinton, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Williams, Woodward, and Young—142. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Bissell, Joseph Cable, Disney, 
Doty, Durkee, Fuller, Thomas L. Harris, Robert W. John- 
son, Jones, Julian, Job Mann, Robert M. McLane, Meade, 
Parker, Peck, Root, Strong, Walden, and Waldo—20. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved a 
reconsideration of the vote, and that that motion 
be laid upon the'table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. BURT said, he believed there were four 
Senate bills on the Speaker’s table. If the House 
should suspend the rules to dispose of these bills, 
he desired to be informed by the Speaker, whether 
it would be in order to move to suspend the rules 
for any other purpose? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman speak of 
Senate bills? 

Mr. BURT. I do. 

The SPEAKER. If the rules are suspended 
for that purpose, it will not be in order to move to 
suspend the rules for any other purpose until 
these bills shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. BURT. Then, with a view to dispose of 
these Senate bills, and in order that the House 
may not be diverted from them, I move that the 
rules be suspended for the purpose of disposing of 
the Senate bills on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BISSELL. Cannot the same object be ac- 
complished by proceeding in the regular order with 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER, It can—unless a motion to 
suspend the rules should intervene. If so, as a 
matter of course, that motion would be entertained. 

Mr. BISSELL. But the House may vote 
down the motion. 

Mr. BURT. I will modify my motion so as to 
include House bills on the Speaker’s table. I 
understand the fortification bill 1s on the Speaker’s 
table on its third reading—and that is a House 
bill. 

The question was then taken, and the rules 
were suspended, two thirds voting therefor. 

Mr. BURT then submitted his motion; which 
was agreed to. 

WAR BOUNTY SCRIP. 

The joint resolution from the Senate to amend a 
resolution, approved 10th of August, 1850, rela- 
tive to the payment of dividends of interest on war 
bounty scrip, coming up, : 

And the question being on its third reading— 

“Mr. DISNEY sent to the Clerk’s table an 
amendment, which he desired to offer, (a copy of 
which could nappe procured,) providing that the 
lands entered in virtue of bounty land warrants, 


&c,,; shall be comprehended in the basis upon 
which the percentage fands of the States shall be 
“computed. 

Mr. JONES. Let us hear the original read 
first. We know nothing about the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DISNEY’S amendment was read. 

abe SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of 
order, 

Mr. DISNEY appealed from the decision—but 
withdrew the appeal. 

So the amendment was not received. 

The joint resolution was then read a third time 
and passed. 


Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made a report. 
The bill from the Senate, entitled ‘ An act to au- 


thorize Thomas Ginnatty to hold and transmit |! 
certain real estate in the city of Washington,” | 


coming up— 


Mr. VENABLE asked that it might be put | 


upon its passage. 

Mr. V., in explanation, said that this individual 
had made some little money, and had bought a 
house and lot. He was a foreigner, and had not 
been here long enough to be naturalized. To 


avoid any difficulty about the matter, the Senate | 


bad passed a bill authorizing him to hold or trans- 
mit his property. He (Mr. V.) hoped no objec- 
tion would be made. 

The bill was read a third time and passed. 


The joint resolution in relation to the accounts | 


of John De Neufville and son coming up— 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, made a brief 


explanation, and asked that the bill might be put j 


upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER, after glancing over the bill, 
said that it contained an appropriation, and must 
therefore be committed. 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, the bill was 
then referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 
The bill making appropriations for certain for- 
tifications of the United States (which had hereto- 
fore been reported from the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union without amend- | 


ment) came up on the question of engrossment. 
The previous question had heretofore been de- 
manded. 


And the question having been taken, there was |) 
a second. And the main question was ordered to |! 


be now taken. 


Mr. KAUFMAN inquired of the Speaker | 


whether the bill had been engrossed ? ; 
The SPEAKER replied in the afirmative. 
The bill was then ordered toa third reading, 
and having been read a third time by its tite, and 
the question being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 


Mr. VENABLE asked the yeas and REN 


which were ordered, and being taken, resulted— P 


yeas 106, nays 66; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ash- 
mun, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, 
Brooks, Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Ciarke, Cleveland, 
Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunean, 
Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Fuller, 
Gerry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hammond, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Holmes, Houston, Howe, Joseph W. Jackson, James L. 
Johnson, R W. Johnson, Kerr, Geo. G. King, James G. King, 


John A. King, La Sére, Lefer, Levin, Littlefield, Matteson, į 
McCiernand. McKissock, R. M. McLane, Millson, Moore, : 


Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ozle, Otis, Parker, Peck, Pha- 
nix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Robbins, Rock- 


well, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, School- |i 


craft, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong. Tay- 
lor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wal- 
den, Watkins, White, Williams, and Wright—106. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Bay, Bowlin, | 
Albert G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, j; 


Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. 
W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, Green, 
Hali, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thom- 
as L. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufinan, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, 
Meade, Miller, Morris, Orr, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, 
Robinson, Savage, Richard H. Stauton, Jacob Thompson, 
Tuck, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, 
Witdrick, Wood, Woodward, and Young—66. 


So the bili was passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 


pended, and that the House- resolve its@f into: . 
i| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. No motion is in order. The 
House is now acting under a suspension of the 
rules. ak 

RELIEF OF THE INSANE. + E 

The next bill was the bill of the House, No. 
383, making a grant of lands to the several States 
of the Union for the relief of insané persons. 
ae question was on the engrossment of the 

ill. 

Mr. BISSELL, who was entitled to the floor 
fron a previous day, called for the reading of the 
bill. . 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BISSELL said he had too much regard for 
the House, and knew too well the value of their 
time, to detain the Flouse at this late period of the 
session, with any argument in relation to this bill. 
Indeed, it appeared to him that argument was un- 
necessary; but the bill was an important one, and 
he was sure that he would be justified in detaining 
the House for a few moments, in explaining its 
provisions, for he had reason to suppose that there 
were many gentlemen who did not comprehend 
them; and he should be happy, at the same time, to 
answer any inquiries that might be made by any 
gentleman who desired information, 

Mr. HALL was understood to inquire (the floor 
being yielded to him for that purpose) whether 
there was any provision in the bill relating to the 
taxing of these lands to be granted by it? 

Mr. BISSELL replied, that the intention was 
that those States in which public lands were situ- 
ated, would receive their portion within their own 
borders, without any taxation or incumbrance 
whatever by the General Government, and that 
li those States in which there was no public land, shall 
Hi receive their portion from the Territories of the 
|| General Government; and when those Territories 
come to be formed into States, unless a contract 
were entered into at the time of the admission of 
i, such States expressly providing otherwise, the 
|i lands were to remain at the disposal of the State 
l; to which they had been granted. a 
|| Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Will the gentleman 
f yield me the floor for the purpose of offering an 
|] amendment to the bill? It was as follows: 
| “And be it further enacted, That in the event public 
i 
i 
| 
i 


: Jands cannot be found in either of the States of the United 
States, subject to sale or private entry, worth $1 25 per 
acre, theh it may be lawful for such State or Statés. to 
i locate their respective quantities of lands in any of the Ter- 
ritories in the United States, subject to sale or private entry, 
} not otherwise appropriated.” 


{ 
i 
|| Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman must excuse 
li me; I cannot yield the floor for such a purpose. 
| Mr. COBB. And your bill cannot pass unless 
|i itis amended. It is not worth the paper it is writ- 
ji ten on. j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is out of order 

Mr. BISSELL (resuming,) said: The bill pro- 
posed to appropriate ten millions of acres of the pub- 
lic lands to be apportioned among the several States 
of this Union, in the ratio of their geographical 
: area, and of their representation in that Flouse} or 
| in other words, the quantity of land to which each 
should be entitled was to be ascertained, first, ac- 
cording to the ratio of the geographical area of 
such State, and not according to the population. 
Upon these two methods of computation com- 
bined, the quantity to which each State should be 
entitled was to be ascertained, and in his judgment 
"it wasa far more equitable mode of distribution 
i than any other that could possibly be devised. At 
the same time the geographical area of no State 
was to be computed at more than fifty thougand 
square miles. -” 

[Mr. BISSELL read a statement showing the 
quantity of land to which each State would be 
_ entitled ‘under this plan of distributioa.] i 
| This, then, (continued Mr. B.,) is about the 
: proportion that each State will receive. - Nòw, sir, 
: this land is to be granted to the several States upon 
i this condition—and the States by legislative acts 
| are first to agree to the condition—that they will 

put the lands into the market and sell them out as 
fast as practicable; so that the lands will be sold 
precisely as fast, and in the same way, In fact, ag 
by the General Government, and at the same price. 
So that there can be no objection” on that score. 
The lands are thus to be sold in the same way and 
for the same object, as if sold by the General 


Government. 
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In the next place, the State is to pay out of its 
own Treasury the whole expense of the sales and 
the taking care of the Jand; so that the whole 
price of the land shall go unreduced as a fund for 


the object stated; and if any portion of the fund is ji 


diminished, the deficiency is to be made up by the 
State, so that the fund shall always be kept up for 
‘the purpose indicated. Now what is that pur- 
pose? The State pledges itself ,to devote the 
interest arising from this fund to the support and, 
maintenance and proper medical treatment of the 
insane within her borders. 

Mr. VINTON having obtained permission to 
make an inquiry, said, suppose the stock in which 
the funds are invested does not yield six per cent., 
is there any provision in the bill by which the 
State is compelled to make up the deficiency ? 

Mc. BISSELL said, in reply, that the only. re- 


quirement upon the States was, that they sh@uld | 


keep the original fund inviolate, and that the inter- 
est, or the profit derived from its use, whatever that 
interest or profit might be, should be devoted to 
_the support of the insane persons.within the State, 
to be placed in regularly-organized hospitals 
erected for the purpose, with a suitable corps of 
officers, and under regular medical supervision. 
One object being, of course, to induce the State to 
erect institutions of this sort, so that the insane, 
instead of being kept, as they are now in many 
cases, in cells and dungeons and cellars, in jails 
and poot-houses, might have provided for them 
regularly-organized institutions, where they might 
receive that care and attention and treatment 
which enlightenment and medical science had 
found so important to the restoration of their fac- 
‘ulties. The bill further provided (he said) that no 
portion of this interest should be paid out for the 
support or maintenance of any insane persons 
who were kept in private dwellings, or in the ordi- 
nary hospitals. The bill further provided, that if, 
at any time, any State should build an asylum for 
destitute and insane Indians, a portion of the fund 
might be appropriated for the support of that un- 
fortunate class. He had thus, as briefly as possi- 
ble, stated the main provisions of the bill. 

Mr. VINTON (the floor being temporarily 
yielded) said it was his intention to vote for this 

ill, provided some slight alterations were made in 
its. provisions, so as to remove what seemed to him 
to be practical difficulties, in the way of carrying 
‘out its object. In the first place, the bill proposed 
todnake grants of land to the States. Of course 
the title to these lands must pass out of the United 
States, and vest in the States, and these lands were 
to be thrown into the market, to be sold by the 
States, and there must necessarily be agencies for 
this purpose. There were now United States 
agencies or land officers, all over the country for 
the sale of the.public lands, and the probability was 
that these United States and State agencies would 
come in conflict and collision with each other. 
There was a ready means, however, of preventing 
this. - Inasmuch as there were United States jand 


offices already established, instead of causing to be | 


established thirty new agencies for a similar pur- 


United States, and the money paid over to the 
several States. In this way all difficulty, or occa- 
sion of conflict between anybody would be avoided, 


and instead of conveying the title to the States, the || 


United States tite would be conveyed directly to 

> the purchaser, which would be more satisfactory 
in. many respects. Let them be pat upon the 
footing of the school lands. They were not con- 
veyed to the States. 
United States, until the lands were sold to indi- 
vidtigls. He thought this bill ought to be amended 
in this respect. 

The next difficulty which presented itself to his 
mind was this: the bill provided that the fund 
arising from the sale of these lands should be in- 
vested by the State in stocks, railroad or any other 
stocks. Now, (said Mr. V.,) if these stocks hap- 


pen to pay, itis all very well; but if they do not, | 


what becomes of your fund? In place of that, I 
would incorporate this provision: I would say that 
the States should have the money, and that 
they should be bound to pay six per cent. for its 
use. By adopting such a provision, and requiring 
the States to comply with such. a condition, you 
will have some security thatthe object you have 
in view will be carried out. 

Mr. BISSELL resumed. 


The title remained in the | 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Will the gentleman 
from Illinois vield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman must excuse 
me. I wish to answer the objections that have 
been raised by the gentleman from Ohio. 

In the first place, the gentleman from Ohio ob- 
jects to the land titles passing out of the United 


| States to the States, and to be conveyed to pur- 


chasers by the States Now, sir, what greater 
difficulty is there in this, than in transferring the 
title to tracts of land to a company or corporation? 
Does not the gentleman know that there are com- 
panies in the eastern States, who have for years 
past owned more land in Illinois, for instance, and 
in other western States, than would make, if united 
together, the largest State in this Union? The 
company finds no difficulty, no obstruction in the 
way of transferring title. Sir, why is it that a 
State cannot dispose of lands as well as an individ- 
ual or a company? How does this company do? 
They have agents there who sell the lands and re- 
mit the funds to their principals. They sell the 
lands, of course, according to the law of the State 
in which they are situated. 

Mr. COBB, of, Alabama. Will the gentleman 
now permit me? 

Mr. BISSELL. Presently. 
the other objection. 

Besides which, I am opposed to the General 
Government-having anything to do with the mat- 
ter in the management of the sales of the lands, 
or otherwise, after the donations have been made. 
I wish to disconnect the General Government from 
it altogether. I want to see the land transferred 
at once to the State to which it isto go. Each 
State can take care of its own property, either 
land or money, better than the General Govern- 
ment can do it. 

Again: the gentleman objects that this bill does 
not require the State to make up the interest at the 
rate of six per cent. Sir, I could never consent 
that the State should be required to secure six per 
cent. interest upon this fund. The bill requires 
that the State shalt preserve forever the original 
quantity, the original amount of the fund; this is 
sufficient, because it will be to the advantage of 
the State, and consequently its duty to make the 
most they can from the fund. But if they fail to 
receive six per cent., I am opposed to making 
them pay the deficiency out of the Treasury of 
the State. It will be for the advantage of the 
State to obtain as much interest upon the money 
as they can, and I would not bind them to make 
up any specified sum. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (the floor 
being temporarily yielded,) said: If it is the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from Hlinois to move the 
previous question - 

Mr. BISSELL. That is my intention. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question. I understand that the bill 
provides for the distribution of ten millions of 
acres of the public lands among the States; and 
that the States in which the public lands lie shall 


I wish to answer 


l| take their proportion from the-lands within their 
‘pose, all they had to do was to say that these | 
lands should be sold at the land offices of the | 


own limits, and thatin the case of the States 


where there are no public lands, they shall go to 


the Territories for their share. Now, J want to 


| know how much the gentleman thinks can be pro- 


cured for the sterile and waste lands of the Territo- 
ries,and consequently what proportion the receipts 
of the older States will bear to those of the new 
States, such as Illinois, where there is an abun- 
dance of rich land belonging to the public do- 
main? Would there be any sort of proportion 
between the value of the two? 

Mr. BISSELL. I only yielded the floor for a 
question. 

Mr. STEVENS. I merely wish to suggest to 
the gentleman to allow the bill to be amended so 
as to provide that the proceeds of the first ten 
millions of acres of public land sold by the Gen- 
eral Government shall be distributed among the 
States in the proportion and for the- purpose 
there stated. 

Mr. BISSELL. There cannot be the slightest 
occasion for any such amendment; for so far from 
the States in which the lands lie getting any ad- 
vantage, 1 assure you—and every Western man 
knows it—that in the Territories there is a 


greater opportunity for selection of lands, being. 


twenty-five per cent. more than in the States; so 
that. if there will be a difference, theadyantage 
will be on the side of the, old States. 


H 
H 
i 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, (the floor being 
temporarily yielded,) said, he understood the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to assume this: that so far as 
the land that is to be assigned to the séveral States 
ïs concerned, whether. within the ‘limits of, the 
States or not, he. desires all connection of such 


| dand with the Federal Government to be dissevered ; 


and to cease, and the States ‘left to manage the 
property at their discretion. The question which 
he desired to ask was this: How would it be in 
the case of those States which received their pro- 
portion of landin the Territories of the United 
States? How. was that land to be disconnected 
from the Federal Government? 

Mr. BISSELL. Iwil answer the gentleman. 
It will be precisely as if an individual had bought 
the land. Let the gentleman from Tennessee go 
into the Territory of Minnesota for instance, and 
purchase land of the General Government. When 
he receives the patent. or deed of conveyance for 
that land, does not the connection between it and 
the General Government cease? Most assuredly. 
And precisely so in the case of a grant to a State, 

Mr. JOHNSON, I understand the gentleman, 
then, to assume that the State will have the priv- 
ilege of going into the Territory and disposing of 
the land? an 


| Mr. BISSELL. Unquestionably, just as an in- 


dividual or a company would have if the Govern- 
ment patent had been issued to him or them. How 
is it when the Government sells.a quantity of land 
to an individual? He goes where-the land is, and 
cultivates it or sells it. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand the gentleman, 
then, to assume this: that each one of the States 
to which land shall be assigned in a Territory must 
go into the Territory and open a land office for the 
disposal of that land? 

Mr. BISSELL.- They may open a land office; 
if you please, or authorize an agent to dispose of 
the land, just as an individual living in the Eastern 
States and owning land in the Territory author- 
izes an agent to make sale of the land. There is 
nothing extraordinary or unusual in that. > 

Mr. DUNHAM (the floor being yielded) said 
he désired to be informed by the gentleman from 
Illinois how it would be where the lands could not 
be sold for the minimum price? ites we oa) 

Mr. BISSELL said he would state, in regard to. 
the question raised by the gentleman. from Indi- 
ana, that those lands which could not at present 
be sold except at a price less than the minimum 
price fixed by the Government, might remain un- 
sold until such time as they would ‘bring that 
price; for it was to be presumed that the. time 
would come when they would all sell readily for 
the minimum valuation, But besides that, Con- 
gress would at any time have power to authorize 
their being sold for less and to supply the de- 
ficiency from other lands, or to substitute other 


| lands for them. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
now yield me the floor? P pa 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, sir, for an inquiry. 

Mr. COBB. The object that I had in view was 
to propound a similar inquiry to that propounded 


Will the gentleman 


| by the gentleman from Indiana. I now desire te 
| offer an amendment, to obviate the difficulty that 


must arise if the bill be passed in the shape in 
which it stands at present. If the State of Ala- 
bama be required to receive her portion from the 


| public lands within her limits, will she be deprived 


of any benefit from the donation because she can- 


| not find public lands within her limits that wili 


sell for a dollar and a quarter an acre? 
Mr. BISSELL. { cannot yield the floor for a 
| speech. se : i 
Mr. COBB. 1 desire that my amendment may 
be read. Will the gentleman allow it to be read? 
Mr. BISSELL. I cannot do it. 1 will obviate 


į the difficulty which the gentleman suggests. The 


| bill provides that those States in which there is not 
! a sufficient quantity of suitable land, may, in the 
discretion of the President of the United States, 
receive their portion from the Territories. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, will the 
ntleman permit me -~- Ae oe 
Mr. BISSELL. -I really must decline to yield 
to any further interruption. as 
Mr, THOMPSON. A single question—— 
Mr. BISSELL. Very well, sirv: 
Mr. THOMPSON, | I -wish to-ask why the 
old States are not allowed..t¢ te their lands in 
the new States? : ee 


Be 
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Mr. BISSELL. I-answer, because the new 
States would not consent to it. 

I have a single word more to say, and itis this: 
there can be no question as to the power of Con- 
gress to pass this law. A reference to precedents 
in the whole legislative history of this Govern- 
ment establishes this fact:as clearly as anything 
ean possibly be. 
donations of land to the States for various pur- 

oses. Sir, I have to apologize for detaining the 

ouse so long at this late period of the session; 

and as [ cannot but think that every member of 

® this House is prepared to vote, I ask for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, requested the 
gentleman from Hlinois to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. BISSELL. Ifthe gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I will renew it. I merely 
wish to remark, that there are matters which re- 
quire the attention of this House, and that l hope 
this question will be at once disposed of, so as to 
proceed to other business. I renew the demand 
for the previous question. i 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, (addressing 
the Speaker.) 1 want to know, sir, if there isa 
motion pending to refer this bill? It certainly 
wants perfecting, . 

Mr. FEATILERSTON. 
do now adjourn. 

Cries of “ Oh no!” 

_Mr. FEATHERSTON. Well, sir, as I be- 
lieve that if we take the vote upon this bill now it 
will be defeated, | withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CLEVELAND inquired of the Chair if it 
was in order to move that the bill be postponed 
uatil the next session? 

_ The SPEAKER replied that the previous ques- 
tion had been demanded, and that the motion to 
postpone was consequently not in order. 

r. BURT. 1 desire permission, sir, to move 
to recommit this bill, L desire to see whether the 
House will not order the bill to be committed; and 
if the gentleman from [linois will allow me to 
move to commit the bill, upon that motion I will 
renew the demand for the previous question. 
The SPEAKER observed that the previous 
qion had been moved by the gentleman from 

rkansas, and was not within the control of the 
„gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. BURT. Wel, sir, 
upon the tabie. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and they were ordered, and being taken, 
were—yeaa 48, nays 114; as follow: 

YEAS ~Messrs. Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bokee, Bowlin, Burt, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Edmundson, Featherston, Fuller, 
Gerry, Green, Lall, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Jones, Marshall, McMulien, McQueen, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Ore, Parker, Pheips, Powel, Ross, 
Savage, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Jacob Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Wallace, 
Watkins, Wildrick, and Wood ward—48. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Auderson, 
Andrews, A-hmun, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowie, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, T. B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cltng- 
man, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Duuham, Durkee, Bliot, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, 
Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, 
Hampton, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, 
‘Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hunter, Robert W. Jolm- 
son, Julian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. 
King, Preston King, La Stre, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, McClernand, Mel 
sock, MeLanahan, R. M. McLane, Meacham, Moore, Morris, 
Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Peasice, Peck, Pitman, Potter, 
Patnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, 
Roekwell, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Strong, Taylor, Juha B. TnBmpson, Tuck, Underhill, 
Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, White, Whittlesey, 
Williams, and Young—l}4. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. MORRIS moved that there be a call of the 
House, and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays. - : 

Mr. HARRIS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BISSELL demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion. : 

Mr. BAYLY inquired of the Chair what would 
be the condition of this bill, if the House ad- 
journed ? ae, T 
$ The CHAIRMAN said it would be the first 
business in order in the morning—having been 
considered under a suspension of the rules. 


I move that the House 


I move%to lay the bill 
. s 


Congress has frequently made- 


x 


Mr. BISSELL withdrew his call for the yeas 
and-nays—and ž 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, September 24, 1850. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, the reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of J. Bige- 
low, Samuel H. Turner, J. F> Callan, and David | 
A. Hall, asking the enactment of a law incorpor- | 
ating the * Washington Dock and Transportation ! 
Company,” for the reception and transhipment of 
merchandise; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on the District of Columbia. j 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. i 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to present a petition which | 
has been put in my hands, signed, I understand, | 
by all the practical printers in the city of Wash- 
ington, in every office, and without regard to poli- 
titical predilections or preferences. The object of 
the petition is to prevail upon Congress to dispense 
with the contract system in the printing for. Con- 
gress. They state that it operates disadvantage- 
ously to the public and also to the petitioners, who 
appear to be a very resvectable class of people, 
to whom we are much indebted for the informa- 
tion they contribute to give us through their re- | 
spective papers. They say that it operates to the 


and that they think some other system ought to | 


be adopted; that those who contract do not receive i 
‘| upon ovr rights. 


anything like remunerating prices, and are utterly 
unable to give liberal wages to those whom they | 
employ. 
sonally, on the system of doing the public print- į 
ing by contract. The subject is always one of | 
great difficulty. My own private opinion is that į 


it would be better to establish a Government print- i 


ing office and put it under suitable management. I. 
ask that the petition be referred to the Committee | 
on Printing, and that it be printed. | 
The petition was so referred. | 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


« Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be anthorized | 
to employ a clerk annually, whose duties, as said commit- 
tee shall direct, shall be the same as now performed by the 
clerk of the Committee of Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, until otherwise ordered by the Senate : to be paid 
by the Secretary of the Senate, out of the contingent fund, 
such compensation as shall be fixed by the committee, not į 
exceeding that allowed to engrossing clerks of the Senate”— | 


Reported back the same with an amendment | 
striking out the words, “ that allowed to engross- | 


ing clerks of the Senate,” and inserting “ four dol- |; : 


lars a day,” so that it will read “ such compensa- 
tion as shall be fixed by the committee, not ex- 
ceeding four dollars per day.”’ 


dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of C. M. Hitchcock, executor of R. J. Hunter, 


| deceased, asking compensation for corn furnished || 
to the Cherokee Indians in 1836, submitted a re- |! 
port in writing, which was ordered to be printed, | 
recommending the following amendment to the In- || 


dian appropriation bill: 

« for payment of the claim of C. M. Hitchcoek, execu- 
tor of A. R. S. Hunter, for supplies of provisions for the 
Cherokees, under the authority of Brigadier General Wool | 


! and J. R. Schermerhorn, commissioner for negotiating the it 


treaty with the Cherokees, from the 26th March to the 16th 
July, 1836, $1,236 25.” 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee of | 


Claims, to which was referred House bill No. 5, | 


being the act for the relief of Charles Ahrenfeldt |: 
and John F. H. Vogt, submitted a report in wri- i 
ting, which recommended the passage of the bill. i; 


ACCOUNTS OF DE NEUFVILLE AND SON. 
Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Revolu- , 


tionary Claims, reported a joint resolution for the :| 


relief of the legal representatives of John de Neuf- | 
ville & Son, and asked the Senate to pass upon itat 
once. It was a claim, examined and adjusted at 
the Tfeasury Department, the payment of which 
had been long delayed. À 

The PRESIDENT. The motio! 
table. 
- Mr. FOOTE. ; 
that the resolution is based upon facts ascertained 
at the Treasury Department? ; 

The PRESIDENT. There is a resolution al- 
ready reported in this case. — , 

Mr. FOOTE. Thatwas simply a resolution of | 


Į suppose the fact may be stated | 


i Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


ii disposed of. 
injury both of the employers and the employed, || 


J mean, sir, to express no opinion, per- |: 


i} per annum, deductivg â 
IO Mr. CHASE. I willsaya very few words in ex- 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- |: 


© and one of the very 


n is not deba- |: 


| olution, and sustained some 


inquiry; this resolution is based’ upow the report 
of the department in answer to that resolution.’ 
Mr. CHASE. - The resolution whieh the Chair 
refers to was a resolution of inquiry, 2 0) 07" 
The PRESIDENT. No, sir, it was not a res- 
olution of inquiry. - . 
Mr. CHASE. It was-originally a joint resolu- 
tion, but, on the motion of the Senator from lowa, 
[Mr Dopes,] a resolution was substituted author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine 
and adjust the account. The Secretary: of the 
Treasury has examined it, and it is upon the re- 
port. of the First Comptroller, Mr. ‘Whittlesey, 
| that this resolution is based. 
The PRESIDENT. The resolution can only 
have its second reading by unanimous consent. ` 
I object, unless some 


explanation is given. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I wish to know, if the 


| claim is a just and right one, why it should be lim- 
t 


‘ited to a certain sum? : 
The PRESIDENT. The consideration of the 
resolution is objected to; it cannot therefore be 
debated. A 
Mr. FOOTE. I understand that an explanation 
ig desired on the other side of the Chamber. 
| Mr. CLAY. is this business disposed of? 
| The PRESIDENT. It is disposed of. 
|. Mr. FOOTE. I do not understand that it is 
The objection of the Senator from’ 
Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] is conditional, and 
i will be waived upon a brief explanation. If this . 
were not a very urgent case, l should not insist 


EJ 


The PRESIDENT. You have got your rights. 
Mr. CLAY. Of course if objection is made, 
there can be no speech allowed. 
| Mr. CHASE. But I do not understand the 
; Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Unverwoop] as 
| making a positive objection. f 
Mr. CLAY. Then, sir, I object. 
| Ata subsequent part of the day, on motion by 
| Mr. CHASE, the Senate proceeded, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to the consideration of the 
joint resolution in relation to the accounts of John 


Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, | de Neufville & Son. 


1 
to which was referred the following resolution: i 


Mr. CHASE moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words in italic and inserting those 
in brackets: 


| 

| 

| 

| 

{ “ That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is herehy 
| directed to examine and adjust the accounts of Joun de 
i Neufville & Son, merchants of Amsterdam, with the 
| 
t 
t 
| 
t 
i 
| 


| United States, and report the result of such examination 


and adjustment to Congress as soon as pructicable. [pay any 
be found to be due to said firin to ihe 
ntitied to receive the same ;) Pro- 
be paid shall not exceed the sum 
“ht thousand seven hundred and sixty-seven dollars 
ty cents, with interest from the 3lstday of May, 1082, 
1832, at the rate of five per centum 
u payments heretofore made.?? 


balance which may 
party or parties legally € 


l vided, That the amount to 


to the ist day of July, 


planation of this claim. A few days ago the Com-` 


t + . aa 
| mittee on Revolutionary Claims reported the joint 


‘ resolution now proposed to be amended. The 


Senator from lowa (Mr. Dover] moved:'to: lay 
that joint resolution on the table, and substituted 
a resolution couched in the same terms, directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and ad- 
| jusi this account. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘Im pursuance of that resolution, referred the claim 
to the First Comptrolier of the Treasury, Mr. 
Whittlesey, who did examine and adjust it, and 
| has submitted a foll report. The result of that re- 
port is, that he finds asum of $8,767 60 due; but 
thinks that the rate of interest should not exceed 
five per cent.,and that there has been a payment 
of $3,000, which, he thinks, ought to be credited, 
This resolution is so framed as to allow the pay- 
ment of any sum found justly due, not exceeding 
the amount stated by the Comptroller, deducting 
any payment made, at the rate of five per cent. for 
a limited time, as recommended in the Comptrol- 
ler’s report. The claim is a revolutionary claim, 
few which remained ‘unad- 
usted when Robert Morris retired from the office 
of Finance in 1784. lt has been prosecuted with 
all’ the diligence that the circumstances would al- 
low. The original claimants were merchants- im 
Amsterdam, who rendered signal service to the 


i 
i 

H Š pi : 

| American Government during tbe war of the Rev- 


losses which the reso- 
lution is intended to compensate: The head of the 
th a vi 


firm came to this country Wi ew to adjust 
their accounts with the Gevernment, not long after 
the treaty of 1783, and, after some unsuccessful 


z 
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attempts to effect a settlement, died in 1796. His 
son and partner became insane, and died in the 
Pennsylvania hospital, after fifteen years’ confine- 
ment, in 1812. A daughter of John de Neufville, 
and. his only child except this son, died in 1811 or 
1812, leaving one daughter, who now applies to 
the justice and humanity of Congress. The claim 
has never been settled. It has been referred to the 
proper department for examination and adjust- 
ment, and wow comes before us sanctioned by a 
report of the First Comptroller. The resolution 
now submitted is so framed as to allow no pay- 
ment beyond the amount sanctioned by that re- 
port, but admits of further examination and reduc- 
tion of the amount if the evidence shall be found 
to require’ it. g 

Mr. FOOTE. ‘I do not wish to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate long, but I can assure honor- 
able Senators that had I not fully investigated this 
matter months ago, and ascertained that the claim 
is unquestionably an equitable claim on the Gov- 
ernment, I would not have manifested the earnest- 
ness I exhibited this morning. The claim is sus- 
tained by many of te most prominent men in the 
State which I in part represent, and by high tes- 
timonials from General Washington and others, 
who were familiar with the whole transaction. 
The resolution, as has been stated, is based upon 
a report from the Treasury Department, after a 
full examination of the books of that department. 
I have no doubt that the claim is an equitable 

_one, and I have also no doubt that those inter- 
ested have suffered most seriously from the long 
delay on the part of Congress in doing them jus- 
tice. j 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Like my colleague, 
I shall not make a speech on this subject. I have 
looked into the case, and examined the papers, 
and am convinced that this is a just claim, and one 
of very high merit, from the manner in which it 
originated. I hope the amount found due on the 
books of the Treasury, which has never been 
adjusted, will now be settled. 

he amendment was then agreed to, and the 

resolution was reported to the Senate and ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading. | 
PROPERTY OF AN ALIEN. 

_Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the petition of 
Thomas Ginnatty, a foreigner, asking, to be al- 
lowed to hold certain property, reported a bill to 
authorize Thomas Ginnatty to hold and transmit 
certain real estate. 

This, sir, is an Irishman who has been in the 
country about nine years, and within the last two | 
years has given notice of his intention to becomea || 
citizen of the United States. He petitioned to be 
allowed to hold a lot of land, and to hold it so as 
to.be transmissible. This bill is to grant him that 
privilege. I hope it will pass, as it is important 

. to him, and there can be no kind of objection to it. 

The bill was read a first time and ordered to a 

second reading. 


! in which that line was in default. 


| does each contract require; how much money has 
| been paid to each line, and how much remains to 
i be paid; what has been the aggregate of postage 
| received from each line, and what the annual 
amount realized from each; whether the mails have 
been regularly and safely transported and delivered 
&c., according to the requirements of Jaw and the 
instructions of the department. The Postmaster 
: General states: 

That he is not aware of any particular instance 
| in which the-Colliris line, on the route from Néw 
York to Liverpool, have failed to fulfill their con- 
tract as the same was modified under the act of 
March 3, 1849. ‘That he does not know any non- 
| fulfillment on the part of the Charleston and Ha- 
vana line; that it is understood in the department 
that the two ships first placed on the Southamp- 
ton and Bremen line (which are the pioneers -of 
the American mail steam packets) are not quite 
equal to the speed promised, but that the third and 
fourth ships, which. are to run on the Havre 
branch, are expected to come up fully to their en- 
gagements, the fourth ship not being yet com- 
pleted. That there was the loss of one trip each 
way on the Panama and Oregon line at the com- 
mencement of the service, in consequence of the 


i 


| desertion of the first ship at San Francisco by the || 


entire crew, and does not learn of any other cases 
That there are 
three ships on the Bremen and Havre line, and 
that four are required; one on the Charleston and 
Havana line, which is all that is necessary there; 
and three in the New York and Chagres line, one 
of which has been accepted by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and one ready for acceptance except 
coppering. The full number-in the contract is 
five. In the Panama and Oregon line there are 
three accepted into the service, and five running 
on the line. The number specified in the contract 
is to be not Jess than three. In the Collins line 
hetween New York and Liverpool there are two 
ships in service, and five is the full number pro- 
vided for in the contract. 

The communication was read and ordered to be 
printed. 

EVENING AND EXECUTIVE SESSIONS. 

On the motion of Mr. HALE, it was resolved 
that this day, and each day hereafter, at four 
o’clock, in the afternoon, the Senate will take a 


| recess till six o’clock, for the purpose of going 
| into the consideration of Executive business until 


the business of the Executive calendar shall be 
disposed of, 
EXTRA COMPENSATION. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Benton on the 23d instant, was read a third time 
and passed: 

« Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to Jacob Dod- 


son the same extra compensation that was paid to the la- 
borers at the last session of Congress; and that there be 


| paid to Henry Dodson, an extra laborer, the sum of fifty 


dollars.” 
MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senate will pass the 
bill at once, i 

The bill was read a second time, considered by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred House bill No. 331, being 
the act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, |! 
and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes, |; 
forthe year ending June 30, 1851, reported back |; 
the same with sundry amendments, which were 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. | 

The bill.from the House No. 235, being the act 
making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending 30th Jane, 1851, was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

MAIL STEAMERS, 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body a communication from the Postmaster Gen- |} 
eral, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 28th August last, calling for certain 
information in relation to the several lines of ocean 
steamers in the mail service of the United States; 
such ‘as, how each line has fulfilled the contract 
entered into with the United States, how many l 
ships are in the service of each line, and:-how many 


| they can, and hold them responsible for it. 


Mr. DICKINSON. I gave notice yesterday 
morning that I should to-day ask the Senate to 
take up the Mexican Indemnity bill, which is spe- 
cially asked for by the Administration. It was 
pvt in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
but by a rule of the House, which prevents their 
appropriating money to fulfill a treaty in such a 
bill, it was put in a bill by itself. I move that it 
be now taken up. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that bill will not be taken 
up. By the terms of the treaty the money will 
not be due until the first of June next, and we 


' shall have an-intervening session, and there are 


other important bills requiring immediate action, 
without anticipating the wants of the Government 


| for some months. 


Mr. DICKINSON. It is true the money is not 


to be paid now, but in order to give the Govern- |! 


ment the benefit of such premium as they can get, 
the money ought to be appropriated now. Most 
of the money appropriated in these bills is not to 
be used for nearly a year. This money is to'be used 
during the fiscal year, and that is the reason why 
itis to be appropriated. [tis to fulfillan important 
foreign treaty. I know there is a scuffle going on 
about it out of doors, but I propose to have no 
hand init. I want to give the Administration the 
money, and let them dispose of it in the best way 
E hope 
it will be taken up and the appropriation made. 
Mr. CLARKE. I hope the-bill will be taken 


| : 
| question. 


ap. This-money, it-will. be recollected. is: pay- 
able in the city of Mexico on the 20th May 
next, I believe. Now, unless. some provision. is 
made, the Secretary of the Treasury. will have to 
make his arrangements for placing that money in 
the city of Mexico, which is a difficult matters- 
but ifthe money is placed now at the-disposal ‘of ' 
the Administration, they cam make: their arrange- 
ments in the best and. most convenient manner. 
I hope the bill wiil be taken up. : 

The motion to take up the bill was. agreed to, 
and after a debate of two hours duration, which 
will be published in the Appendix, the bill was *. 
passed. ; 

LEGISLATION FOR CALIFORNIA. : 

Ona previous day, on the motion of Mr. FRE- 
MONT, the bills relating to California were made 
the special orders for this day, and the Senate 
therefore proceeded, ag in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the " bill to make 
temporary provision for the working and discov- 
ery of gold mines and placers in California, and 
preserving order in the gold mine districts.”’ 

Upon this a debate ensued which continued un- 
til four o’clock, [see Appendix,] when the Presi- 
dent announced the arrival of the hour fixed by 
resolution for recess. i 

EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at six o'clock, ang 
proceeeded with closed doors to the consideration 
of Executive business. At a late hour, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ` 
WEDNESDAY, September 25, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 


when— 

Mr. ASHMUN rose and said, that it was very 
long, and would occupy probably half an hour in. 
the reading. He moved, therefore, that the fur- 
ther reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER said, unanimous consent would 
be required. 

Objection was made. : 

Mr. STANLY madea remark not heard on the 
left of the Chair, but, casting his eyes round as if 
directing attention to the unoccupied seats, it ap- 
peared as if he might be saying that it would be 
better that the Journal should be read so as to 
ajlow members an opportunity to come in. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved a suspension of the 
rules. : ; 

The SPEAKER put the question, and said that 
evidently two thirds were not voting in the affirm- 
ative. 

A count was called for. d 

The SPEAKER suggested that time would be 
saved by allowing the Journal to be read. : 

The Crerx then proceeded with the reading; 
which, having been concluded— 

The Journal was approved. , 

Mr. BEALE asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the House to withdraw from the files of 
the House the papers in the case of to 
be presented to one of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. WATKINS rose, he said, to a privileged 
He moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate bill to authorize the settlement 


| of the accounts of Robert L. Blair, had yesterday 


been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| He (Mr. W.) had assented to that reference, but 
| upon information received from the chairman of 


the committee that it was not probable that he 
could get the committee together, he (Mr. Ww.) 
moved to reconsider the vote, with a view, if that 
motion should prevait, to move that the bill be put 
upon its passage. : 
OMe. HALL called for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not now before 
the House. The Chair has sent for it. 

Mr. BURT. As the rules were suspended 
yesterday for a special purpose, I desire to be in- 
formed by the Speaker whether it is in order. to 
proceed to any other business except by unani- 
mous. consent. . : : 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
in order. It isa privileged motion at any time, not- 
withstanding the rules may have been. suspended. 
But the Chair will suggest to the geiitleman from 
Temiessee, [Mr. W atkins} that, asthe bill is not 
now before the House, the métion to reconsider 
can be entered upon the Journal, and called up at 


` 


1850. 


any time when the papers shall be in possession 
of the House. 

Mr. WATKINS having accepted the suggestion 
of the Speaker— 

The motion was entered on the Journal. 

Mr. BURT. 
from Tennessee [Mr. Warxins] that I shall feel it 
my duty to oppose his motion. _ 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked. and ob- 
tained thes unanimous consent of the House to 
withdraw from the files the papers of Samuel Reed, 
with a view to their reference to the Pension Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. HAMILTON asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files the 
papers of Samuel Bell. 

Objection was made, 

Mr. BISSELL. I call for the regular order of 
business. ; 

Mr. BOWLIN, (to the Speaker.) ls the regu- 
lar order of business the call of the committees for 
reports? i 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House is 
acting under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BISSELL. I insist on the regular order of 
business, 

THE INDIGENT INSANE. 


The SPEAKER, The regular order of busi- 
ness, under the suspension of the rules, is the bill 
reported by the gentleman from Ilinois, {Mr. 
BısseLL,] from the select committee, and which 
was under consideration yesterday, making agrant 
of lands to the several States of the Union for the 
support of indigent insane persons. 

The question was on the engrossment of the bill, 
and upon this question the previous question had 
yesterday been demanded. 

The question, ** Is there a second to the demand 
for the previous question ?” was now taken, and 
the vote stood—ayes 55, noes 67. 

Mr. WALDO called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. FEATHER- 
ston and AsHmoun were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood-——ayes 48, noes 78. 

So there was not a second. 

Mr. JONES moved that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole bn the state of the 
Union, and on that motion he demanded the previ- 
ous question. : 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, suggested to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to allow 
the special order to execute itself. 
~ Mr. JONES insisted on his motion. 

The question was then taken, and there was a 
second to the demand for the previous question. 
And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken; [which main question was on the reference 
of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. STANLY called for the yeas and nays on 
the main question. 

Twenty members only rose in favor of the de- 
mand. 

Mr. STANLY called ‘for tellers on the yeas and 
nays, 

Tellers were refused. So the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. f 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Jones, and the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


COMMISSARIAT OF UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The next bill was the Senate bill No. 126, to 
increase the commissariat of the United States 


army. . : 

The question was on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. i 

Mr. BURT addressed the Chair, and was rec- 
ognized. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BURT. I have no intention of detaining 


the House this morning with any remarks on this 


bill. 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The gentle- 
man will suspend his remarks until order is re- 
stored. The Chair would appeal to the House at 
this stage of the session to preserve order. He 
states to the House that the public business will 
not be considered until order is restored. 

A pause ensued. 


I must advertise the gentleman 


A The bill of the House to amend an act entitled 


Mr. BURT. . I have only to say to the House 
that the bill is absolutely necessary. It is ren- 
dered so by the acquisition of California, Oregon, 
New Mexico,and Texas. kis recommended and 
earnestly insisted on by the Commissary General 
of Subsistence; it is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War; and the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs know it to be necessary. I shall say no 
more to the House. If any gentleman wishes to 
ask a question, [am ready to answer it. 

I will state, at the suggestion of a gentleman 
near me, that the bill does not increase the officers 
of the army. These four commissaries are to be 
taken from the line of the army. Four officers of 
the army have been detailed for the duties sought 
to be provided for inthis bill. I offer this amend- 
ment, and it is my intention to move the previous 
question: 

“ Sec. 2. And be it further enucted, That the senior aid-de- 
camp of the major general commanding the army may be 
taken from the captains or majors of the army, and shall 
he allowed the pay and emoluments of a major of cavalry.” | 

I have a word to say, and but a word, in rela- 
tion to thatamendment. I desire to be permitted 
by the House to say to them one word. It isa 
provision for General Scott. , The two aids who į 
accompanied him in the war in Mexico must be 
taken from him, unless this amendment be made. 
One of these aids—his senior aid, by his promo- 
tion for his gallant and admirable conduct in Mex- 
ico—must necessarily leave him. This amend- 


ment seeks to retain for Major General Scott the || 


other aid, Major Williams. The law requires 
that the aids of the major general are to be taken 
from the lieutenants of thearmy. This is to allow. 


him to take his senior aid from the captains; so that |! 


his junior aid will still be taken from the lieuten- 
ants. I move the previous question. 


Mr. CARTTER addressed the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from |! 


South Carolina withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question? 
Mr. BURT. To answer a question. 


Mr. CARTTER. All [ wish to inquire is, || 
whether this change increases the pay of these |) 


officers? 

Mr. BURT. Very slightly—very slightly. I 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered, being first | 
on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Burt. 
` The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Th bill was then ordered to a third reading. 

And having been read a third time— 

Mr. BURT moved the previous question on its | 
passage. 


main question was ordered. 


The question was taken, and decided in thg af- || 


i$ 
firmative. i 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. BURT moved to reconsider the vote and to || 
lay that motion on the table; which fatter motion | 


was agreed to. 
GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 

The next bill in order was the bill of the House 
to grant to the State of Missouri a right of way 
and a portion of the public land for the purpose of ; 
aiding in making a railroad from St. Louis to the 
western limits of said State. 

The SPEAKER stated that this bill had been 
sent to the printer, and had not yet been returned. 
It could not, therefore, now be considered. 

SECURITY FOR STEAMBOAT TRAVELERS. 


** An act to provide for the better security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 


whole or in part by steam,” was then taken up, |; 


the question being on its engrossment. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, chairman of th 


Committee on Commerce, moved several immate- || 


rial amendments, which were agreed to; among 


which was an amendment striking out the eighth |, 


section, prohibiting the use of high-pressure boats; 
and one providing that this act shall take effect 
from and after the Ist day of April, 1851. 

Mr. McL. 


the owners afid captains of steamboats. I pro. 
pose to ask the previous question, unless some ; 
gentleman wishes to make an inquiry. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (Mr. McL. yielding.) | 


|| Asumun,] but his name was not recorded. 


of this bill on the steamboats on the. Tennessee 
river? There were nine steamboats on that tiver, 
| above the Muscle Shoals. It was impossibleffor 
i them to get out every six months to undergo the 
į teats prescribed by this bill; and if they were re- 
quired to do so, they might as well abolish steam 
navigation on that river entirely. aS 

Mr. McLANE stated that a perusal’ of the bill 
would show that its provisions were not intended 
to apply to the steamboats plying on our internal 
waters, except under the discretion of the collector 
or executive administrator. 

_ He concluded by demanding the previous ques- 

tion. 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered—being on 
ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. MARSHALL said, this was a bill of im- 
| portance. He hoped it would not be pressed 
through without a moment’s deliberation. 


|| The SPEAKER announced the question, ‘Shall 


| the bill be read a third time?” 

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask for tellers on the 
second for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Itistoo late. The previous 
question has been seconded and the main question 
| has been ordered. Sys 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered. 

Mr. McLANE, With all respect to my friend 
| from Kentucky, I move to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. ‘ g 

So the motion of Mr. Marswaut to reconsider 


‘i was laid on the table. 


The question recurred, and was taken, on the 
| question, ‘Shall the bill be ordered to a third 
: reading ?” and was decided in the affirmative. 

i Mr. McLANE moved the previous question on 
| the passage of the bill. 

| The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question was ordered. 

| The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
| firmative. 

i So the bill was passed. 

! Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote, 
| and to lay that motion on the table; which latter 
| motion was agreed to. 

+ Mr. ANDREWS rose to a privileged question, 
| and stated that he had yesterday voted in the neg- 
| ative upon the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
| sissippt [Mr. Tuomrson] to lay on the table the 
| appeal of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
He 


if s 
: : H ed that the Journal be correct - 
The previous question was seconded and the |; now ask ected by enter 


, ing his vote. 

No objection being made, 

i The Journal was ordered to be corrected. 

i ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be sus- 


army appropriation bill.. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Srrone in the chair.) 

The CHAIR. The business first in order be- 
fore the committee is the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30th, 1851, and the Chair directs the 
Clerk to read the bill. 


|| Mr. JONES suggested that the first reading of 


the bill should be ‘dispensed with, and that it be 
read by sections. 

Ordered accordingly. 

And the bill was read by sections. 

| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to insert 
i in the bill the following proviso: 

i “ Provided, That eighteen thousand eight hundred dollars 
of said sum shail be expended in the erectionof a guard- 
: bouse, powder magazine, repair and enlargement. of the 
barracks, the construction of culverts and sinks, the grading 
oY the side and: parade grounds, and the construction of a 


I he H jį stone wali on the Licking river side, for the protection and 
propose to state to the House || 


that this bill was framed upon consultation with |; 


preservation of the public property, at the military post at 
Newport, in the State of Kentucky.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said: The par- 
agraph proposed to be amended, contains an ap- 
propriation- of four hundred and thirty thousand 
dollars for the enlargement and repair of barracks, 


said he wished to know what would be the effect 


land other purposes. The amendment which Į 
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propose does not increase that amount, but simply 
directs the application of a portion of it to the pur- 
poses indicated in the proviso. 1 have ‘adopted 
this course, with the concurrence of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
who reported the bill, under a belief that the 
amendment, would be more readily adopted by the 
House, than if an additional sum were asked for. 

The objects proposed to be accomplished by the 
appropriation, are indispensably necessary. In- 
deed, the larger item, more than one third of the 
sum, is needed for the protection and preservation 
of a large amount of public property. Tt is known 
to almost all the western members, that the mili- 

< tary post at Newport, Kentucky, is situated on the 
Ohio river, at the mouth of the Licking river, the 
point of land upon which the public property is 
located fofming an acute angle. Licking river, as 
well as the Ohio, is subject to frequent and sudden 
floods. To protect'the bank resting on the Ohio 
side, some years since, the Government appropri- 
ated the necessary amount of money and con- 
structed a stone wall. This wall preserves to some 

"extent the property from waste and destruction 
by floods in the Ohio; but that side which lies 
upon the Licking river is without protection, and 
unlegs an additional wall is erected to secure the 
exposed bank from the washings of the river, the 
worst consequences may ensue in the régular and 
certain destruction of a large amount of valuable 
public property. 

The commandant of the station, Captain Mac- 
rea, an accomplished and experienced officer, who 
has had charge of the post for many years, has 
written me several letters, urging, earnestly, the 
importance of these improvements, and furnishing 
me with the necessary estimates of cost. He as- 
sures me that a guard-house and magazine are 
much needed, there being no such structures on 
the premises. The drill and parade grounds are 
in wretched order, and need grading and other im- 
provements. The barracks have been built fora 
period of forty years, are too contracted and small 
for the health and comfort of the soldiers, and the 
increasing demands of the station. They need 
enlargement and repair. 

Considering the military importance of the New- 
port station, and the very small amount of money 
‘heretofore appropriated for its improvement, Tam 
sure no gentleman will deem the amount now 
asked for unreasonable. Newport is situated in 
the centre of the great valley of the West, and is 
the location of the only military establishment on 
the Ohio river. Newport itself is one of the most 
flourishing towns in the West, containing an enter- 
prising and rapidly increasing population. The fa- 
cilities for the enlistment of men,(beingimmediately 

` opposite the city of Cincinnati, and surrounded 
by a densely settled country,) as well as for the 
procurement of subsistence and the transportation 
of troops, could not be superior in any part of our 
Union. The late war with Mexico, fully demon- 
strated the value and importance of this station in 
all these particulars. It was the great rendezvous 
for a large portion of the troops raised in the val- 
ley’ of the West, and immense numbers were sent 
from there down the Ohio to the battle-fields of 
Mexico. lt was convenient and useful for the re- 
ception and discharge of the remnant of our gal- 
lant army after the termination of its brilliant ser- 
vices in that memorable contest. Should war again 
occur, no matter with what nation, or in what 
quarter of the Union—on. the frontiers, in the 
South, or upon the sea-board—no point will afford 
greater facilities for the enlistment and transporta- 
tion of troops than Newport. The Ohio river af- 
fords an easy means of departure, for either the 
distant frontier, or the Gulf of Mexico; while the 
railroads and canals of Ohio will enable them to 
pass readily by the lakes to the sea-board. 

The sum- proposed to be expended at this point 
is inconsiderable when compared with the amount 
lavished elsewhere. It does not increase the ag- 
gregate about to be appropriated, and I trust the 
House, in its liberality, will adopt the amendment 
and grant the amount asked for. 

The question was then taken and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. : Í 

Mr. MARSHLL offered the following amend- 
ment: Insertafter the 89ih line of, the bill the fol- 
lowing: f 

“To pay the deficiency in the commutation of: the mile- 


‘age of the volunteers from Kentucky, Ohio, and Indiana, 
‘who were discharged from service at New Orleans, in the 


exw 


month of June, 1847, the- sum of $270,000 is hereby appro- 
priated; the distance from New Orleans to Louisville hav- 
ing been computed at eleven hundred and twenty two miles, 
instead of fourteen bundred and eighty miles. And the 


Paymaster General is hereby required to dispatch an assist- jj 


ant paymaster to each of said States to make said payments 
to the persons entitled.” s 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsuati] by adding after the word “ Indiana,”’ 
the word “ Illinois.” 

Mr. R. explained the distance which had been 
traveled by the troops, and suggested that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mansnart] should 
so modify his amendment as to increase the appro- 
priation in a corresponding degree, to meetthe addi- 
tional appropriation rendered necessary by his 
amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL accepted the amendment of 
Mr. Ricuarpson, and said, he would increase the 
amount appropriated by the amendment accord- 
ingly. . 

Mr. COBB asked Mr. Marsman to include the 
troops of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. MARSHALL, after some hesitation, ac- 
cepted thë modification. 

Mr. M. said that he would request the at- 
tention of the committee but a few moments, 
to explain the reason upon which he based this 
amendment. By the act of June 18, 1846, section 
10, it is provided that * the non-commissioned of- 
“cers, musicians, and privates of volunteers, when 
‘ called into the service of the United States, shall 
be entitled to receive fifty cents in lieu of subsist- 
ence, and twenty-five cents in lieu of forage, for 
«such as are mounted, for every twenty miles, by 
‘the most direct route, from the period of leaving 
“their homes to the place of general rendezvous, 
‘and from the place of discharge back to their 
t homes.” The three regiments from Kentucky, 
three from Indiana, and four from Ohio, amount- 
ing in all to five thousand and thirty-two officers and 
men, comprise all of the troops whose claims I 
have examined. They were discharged at New 


Orleans in June, 1847, and, by the terms of the ; 


law, were entitled to fifty cents for every twenty. 
miles from that point to their homes, computed by 
the most direct route, 
route? The term has received construction at the 
department in several instances. Ín the case of 
the Maryland troops who returned from Mexico 
by the way of 
question was 

of the distance from New Orleans to Louisville by 
the overland route was not correct; but that the 


| usually traveled route of the river was the proper 


route by which to compute the mileage of return- 
ing volunteers. The question was submitted to 
Attorney General Clifford, and upon his opinion 
of the meaning of the term ‘direct route’? the 
Maryland battalion was paid by the river route. Be- 
sides, officers of the regular army are 
river route betweén those points. Mr. M. sent to 


the Clerk’s desk the following letter, which was | 


read: 
WASHINGTON, September 14, 1850. 
Drar Sir: I this morning received your note respecting 
the number of miles for whieh T was paid transportation of 
baggage between Louisville, Kentucky,and New Orleans; and 


in answer inform you that in the mouth of November, 1847, F 5; 
traveled under orders from Louisville to New Orleans, and | 
was paid in the Jatter city by the quartermaster for onethous- ; 


aud four hundred and thirty miles. The number of miles was 


given officially to the Quartermaster’s Department by the li 


First Assistant Postmaster General, July 1,1847. I suppos 
that other officers of the army have been paid in like manner 
with myself. 
Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
L. THOMAS. 

Hon. H. Marsuary, House of Representatives. 

The writer of that letter is an assistant adjutant 
general in the regular army, and was, in 1847, the 
accomplished staff officer of Major General Butler. 
Not only has the Attorney General decided this 
matter,.and the bureaus having the duty of pay- 
ment, but Congress has again and again decided 
the same point. Members of Congress are by law 
entitled to mileage from their residences by the 
most usual route, and they invariably construe the 
term as authorizing travel by the river route. 


While we pay ourselves eight dollars for every |: 
twenty miles, it is to be hoped that we will not ; 


deny to the soldier returning from the battle fields 


of his country at the rate of fifty cents for the; 


same service over the same route. 

Mr. DUNHAM was ungerstoéd to acquiesce in 
the statement of facts which had been made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marmar] He 


What is the most direct | 


the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, the | 
directly made that the computation | 


paid by the | 


(Mr. -D.) was then understood: to say, that the 
Attorney General had given his opinion that: the 
Baltimore troops were entitled to receive the same 
pay as the regular army; and that, so far as cone 
cerned the regular army, the law should be.con- 
strued liberally—that was to say, by the nearest 
mail route, where that route offered fair facilities 
for travel; but that, when it was-not so, mileage 
should. be computed by ‘thé nearest: ‘practicable 
thoroughfare. Upon that principle the Baltimore 
troops had been paid; and the application of the 
same principle authorized the allowance contem- 
plated by this amendment. If gentlemen were dis- 
posed to put the troops on an equal footing, this 
amendment would accomplish the object. ; 

Mr. RUMSEY moved to amend the amendment 
by striking therefrom the words—- : 

«And the paymaster-general is hereby required to dis- 
patch a paymiaster to each of said States to make said 
payments,” and insert ilieu thereof te words, “and that 
such payment he so made that said troops shall receive pay 
according to the rate of pay for travel as now establishud by 
Jaw.” P 

Mr. BURT said, he should be greatly indebted 
to the committee if he could. procure its attention 
whilst he submitted a very few remarks on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
MarsHALu.] ; : ~ 

Mr. B. opposed the amendment. If adopted, 
he said it would entail upon the Government an 
expense of about $300,000. He was disposed 
to give to the troops who served in Mexico, every 
i| cent to which they were entitled, under the exist- 
ing law, no matter how much it might be; but he 
trusted the committee would understand the facts; 
and the law in relation to this matter before they 
decided apon it. These troops had received: their 
pay at the city of New Orleans at the hands of 
Colonel Barney, who was then paymaster at that 

lace. He held in his hand a report which had 

een made on the subject by Colonel Barney, in 
which he quoted the language of the act of 1846, 
the act which prescribes the mode in which these 
troops, and all others engaged in the Mexican war, 
! should be paid. That act, he said; directed their 
_payment to be made accordiug to the most direct 
traveled route. , ; 
i| Mr. RUMSEY made some remarks, not heard. 
i Mr. BURT (continuing) said, the’act of 1846, 
| as he had already stated, directed that the troops 
| should be paid their expenses by the most direct 
f And Colonel Barney had been directed, 
|| as had the various pay masters, to confer with the 
captains of the companies and with their aid, to 
fix the amount to be paid; and the captain of 
each company had signed the pay roll of his com- 
pany, authorizing the allowance. He had also in 
his possession a report made by General Towson, 
the Paymaster General, which he would ask to 
have read by the Clerk. It would be seen that 
these troops, as General Towson and Colonel 
| Barney both say, were paid according to a very 
|i liberal interpretation of the act of 1846.. They 
| were paid according to the distance agreed to by 
| the captain of each company. f 

Mr. GORMON (the floor being yeilded) re- 
marked that the captain of each company had 
signed the pay roll, because if he had not done so, 
the soldiers would have got no pay at all, That 
ought not to be made an argument to prove that 
: the troops had been fully paid. 

Mr. DUNHAM, by permission, made aremark 
corroborating the statement of his colleague that 
the pay roll must necessarily be signed by the 
captain, or the soldiers would get no pay.) | > 

Mr. MARSHALL, (the floor being still yielded) 
remarked that he as Colonel of one of the regi- 
ments, had had occasion to know the fact that the 
; inspecting officers, and it would-be ‘found from 
| the reading of General Towson’s, letter that he 
made the point that the inspectors and captains, 
and not the paymasters, arranged the distances, 
‘and consequently the amount to be paid to the 
| troops. te 

Mr. BURT resumed. The captains, he said, 
it appeared by the report that had beep made to 
him, certified on these pay-rolls that the distances 
for which the troops were paid were, correct and 
just, and he was informed by officers ‘in the pay 
department, that nota complaint: had'been made 
by any of the captains of com} anies. that they 
had not been so consulted. . And. he would here 
mention that the United States troops, those of the 
regular army who were discharged at New Orleans, 
were paid in the same way. Ng 


| 
i| route. 


N 
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He begged also to say to the committee, in refer- 
ence to the sums paid to these volunteers, that the 
allowante was made under the terms of the act of 
1846, and they were paid by the most direct route, 


as were also the soldiers belonging to the army of 


the United States. The soldiers of the regular 
army who were discharged at New Orleans re- 
ceived their pay according to the most direct route: 

But (sajd Mr. B.) in relation to the point made 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] 
that in some cases where the accqunts went. before 
the Comptroller, as in the case in which the troops 
were disbanded at Tampico, he reopened the ac- 
counts and they were paid again. 

Mr. DUNHAM asked if this had not been 
done under the opinion of the Attorney General? 

Mr. BURT. [ will ask if that opinion conforms 
to the act of 1846, and if the Attorney General did 
not totally misconceive the question submitted to 
him, in holding that they were entitled to be again 

aid? 

Mr. DUNHAM was understood to say that 
the Attorney General had reasons for the opinion- 
he gave. 

Mr. BURT. Ido not ask as to his reasons, 
but as to his opinion. What says the act of 
1846? It provides that the troops shall: be paid 
by the most direct route. I ask the gentleman if 
that was the way the Attorney General interpreted 
the act? e 

Mr. DUNHAM said, with the gentleman’s 
permission he would read what the Attorney Gen- 
eral said on that point. 

[Mr. D. read from the opinion of the Attorney 
General.] s 

Mr. BURT. I simply desire that the House 
and the committee should understand the facts of 
this case. l desire that they should know what 
they are doing—that they should know what will 
be the practical working of the amendment they 
are adopting. I shall then have discharged my 
duty. I willask the Clerk to read the communi- 
cation which I send to the Chair. ` 

The Clerk read a communication from the 
Paymaster General, to the Secretary of War (Mr. 
Crawford.) 

Mr. RUMSEY said the object of the amend- 
ment which he had offered. was to leave the ques- 
tion of distance open, and to letit be settled by the 
department. He did not suppose that the House 
felt disposed at this time to change the ordinary 
rule which had been established. 

Mr. MARSHALL hoped, he said, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Rumszy] would not receive the sanction of 
the committee, as it would virtually deny the claim 
of that class of persons whom he, (Mr. M.) de- 
sired to serve, 

Mr. M. was then proceeding to explain what 
the Jaw was. 

Mr. BURT suggested that there was no law on 
the subject presenting the rate by which officers of 
the army detailed on duty should be paid. He 
believed it was a mere regulation of the department. 
If it was not a mere matter of regulation, he would 
ask the gentleman to lay his hand upon the law, 
and see in what respect it differed from the act of 
1836, by which these troops were paid. 

Mr. MARSHALL stated that the mileage al- 
lowed to the volunteers discharged at New Orleans 
in June, 1847, had not been computed upon the 
usual route of travel, and said that the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York rendered his 
ameodment perfectly nugatory, because it left the 
matter a question of construction, The vital part 
of his amendment was to put on record the opinion 
of Congress that a mistake had been committed by 
the Paymaster General, and how that mistake 
should be corrected. 

Mr. GORMAN said, it was stated in the letter 
of Colonel Larned, which had been read, that it 
was the duty of the captains of companies to con- 
cur with the inspecting officers, and fix the dis- 
tance on which the mileage was to be computed. 
The mistake was not very creditable to the long 
experience of that officer. It was not the law. The 
estimate was always made by the Paymaster Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. BURT said, he conceived that the gentle- 
man misunderstood the letter of Colonel Larned, 
and he explained the statements of that letter. 

Mr. GORMAN reiterated that it was the duty 
of the Paymaster General to fix the distance, and 
it was done by his arbitrary judgment. 


One remark (he said) ought to be conclusive. 
| When: the Government sent oút an army by one 
route, it was their duty to send them home-by the 
same route. These volunteers were sént out by 
the river route to New Orleans, and after the ter- 
mination of their campaign, when they were dis- 
charged at New Orleans, the Paymaster General 
directed them to be sent home by Nashville, the 
stage route—a route which was utterly impractica- 
ble for any army of five or six thousand men. He 
said that the whole monthly pay of privates— 
seven dollars per month—was consumed! by their 
necessary expenses, and he must be a very frugal 
and economical man indeed who, at the close of 
a twelve months’ campaign, would have saved any 
of his pay. He scarcely knew a man who had 
a farthing left. When they were discharged at 
New Orleans, they had not a cent of money intheir 
pockets. And the pay they received for travel by 
the way of Nashville was not sufficient to take 
them home. But if sent back by the way of the 
river—the same route by which they were sent 
out—they would receive sufficient to pay their trav- 
eling expenses and have a little left. 

Mr BURT said, the soldier received fifty cents 
for every twenty miles travel, and twenty-twot 
cents per day—muking seventy-two cents per day. 
He wished to know of the gentleman from Indi- 


| ana, whether these soldiers, receiving this pay, 


would not receive not only enough to meet their 
expenses, but actually have money left upon reach- 
ing their homes? He made an estimate of the 
expenses of travel from New Orleans to Cincinnati 
and Louisville, which, compared with the compen- 
sation they received, showed that every man 
would make money by the operation. 

Mr. GORMAN said, the sum they received, at 
the rates suggested by the gentleman, was some 


exhausted) they were obliged to procure a new 
citizen’s dress, in place of the ragged, tattered uni- 
form they had on, and this, in addition to all their 
unavoidable expenses, would leave them only ten 
or fifteen dollars to go home to their families and 
friends. He entered further into details, and 
warmly urged, as a matter of justice to the soldier, 
that the Government should send them home and 
pay their mileage by the river route—it being the 
same by which they were sent to the war. 

Mr. CLEVELAND was in favor of the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana. But he 
wished for a moment to institute a comparison be- 
tween the conduct of gentlemen on this oceasion, 
when they were considering a proposition of jus- 
tice to the poor soldier, and their conduct when 
the other day a proposition had been brought in 
to give to each of the clerks of the House who re- 
ceived salaries ranging from $1,500 to $3,000 per 
annum, and to the pages who received $60 per 
month, a gratuity of $250. Gentlemen were hesi- 


but seven’ dollars a month for his services in de- 
fence of the country, the pay for travel to which 
they were justly entitled, while they were ready 


| to squander money upon clerks, &c , to whom it 


was not due, and ought not to be paid. He hoped 
the committee would agree to this proposition of 
justice to the soldiers; and that, for their own 


they would vote it down. 

Mr. HALL (having ascertained that an amend- 
ment to the amendment was not in order) requested 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnaxz} to 
accept, as a modification of his own amendment, 


| an amendment which he (Mr. H.) wished to offer. 


The proposition of Mr. Harr was read: 
< And for the Missouri and Hlinois‘ volunteers who were 


! discharged at New Orleans or Camargo, the distance fram 
|| New Orleans to St. Louis shall be computed by the river 


route.”? 


Mr. MARSHALL declined to accept the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HALL asked that the orginal amendment 
be read. 

It was read accordingly. 

Mr. BISSELL suggested a modification of Mr. 
Haxt’s amendment, which, as the Reporter un- 
derstood, was accepted. 

Mr. HALL briefly explained the amendment 
which he wished to offer. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky benefited only those 
volunteers who wenteto Louisville: consequently 


| the Hlinois and Missouri troops were not included. 


He was perfectly willing that the Kentucky, In- 


$60 or $65. With that (their pay having been | 


tating about giving to the soldier, who received | 


credit, when the other proposition again came up, |} 


diana, and Ohio troops shouldbe paid their me- 
age from New Orleans by the river route. ` He 
admitted it was right. But: he wished the Mi- 
nois apd Missouri: troops paid in the same way 
also. : 

Mr. MARSHALL was understood to say that 
in framing his amendment -he had ascertained the 
deficiency due to the Kentucky, Indiana, and Ohio 
troops, and had inserted the amount; but with 
reference to the Tinois and Missouri. troops he 
knew nothing as to what was due them, nor how 
to modify his amendment to include them. 

Mr. HALL assured the gentleman from Ken- 
i| tucky, that instead of encumbering his amend- 
i| ment by accepting propositions which would do 
justice to all, he would strengthen it. 
| Mr. GREEN wished to say he had presented 
unteers, who felt themselves aggrieved; and it was 
| now pronnsed to exclude them entirely. 

Mr. BISSELL said he did not certainty under- 
stand the amendment; but if it was confined ex- 
clusively to the. benefit of the volunteers from one 
State, he. was opposed to it. Tf it included the 
volunteers. from all the States, he was in favor 
of it. : 

Mr. HALL renewed his appeal to. Mr. Mar- 
SHALL to modify his amendment, as he (Mr. H.} 
ii had suggested; and repeated that while the amend- 


‘iment of the gentleman from Kentucky provided 


| that all the volunteers from Indiana, Ohio, end 
Kentucky, shonld be paid by the river route; all 
he asked was that the Illinois and Missouri vol- 


|) unteers should be paid by the same route. 


Mr. MARSHALL said he had no objection to 
aceepting a proposition of that kind. 


Mr. HALL. Very well; that is all T wish. 


Mr. BAYLY asked the gentleman from Ken- 
ae to put in a provision for the Virginia troops 
also. 

Mr. MASON made a few remarks on the course 
whiclr had been pursned in the payment of the 
troops of the State of Minois, and of other volun- 
| teer troops engaged in the war with Mexico. 
: Those discharged in Mexico were paid their 
| monthly pay to the time of their discharge, and 
were then transported home at the expense of the 
Government. He desired to move an amendment, 
to the effect that all the troops sent from Mexico 
and discharged at home, should be put on an equal 
footing with those discharged in Mexico. The 
troops discharged in Mexico had been dealt with’ 
liberally, while those discharged at home have a 
right to complain that they have been hardly 
| treated. He would send to the Clerk an amend- 
| 
I 


; ment, which provides that all the troops of the 
| different States shall be placed on an equal footing. 
The amendment having been read, 

| The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
| not now in order. 

| Mr. MASON said he would then submit it at 
|| a proper time. As it had been stated by the chair- 
ii main of the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
ji mileage allowed to the troops discharged in Mex- 
ico amounted to $74 per thous:ad miles. He 
| thought that all the other amendments ought to 
|! be voted down, and that we ought to pay those 
who had never been paid anything, and who think, 
and rightly think, that they have been hardly deal 
with. 

i| Mr. TAYLOR said, he did not propose to de- 
|| tain the committee, but be could not, without in- 
| curring the charge of negligence of his duty, omit 
|| Saying a very few words. If he understood the 
amendment, he was in favor of it. He did not 
| think there ought to be any distinction made in 
t 


the payment of the mileage of these troops. He 
was satisfed that if the troops of the State of 
| Ohio were paid their mileage on the principle of 
i this amendment, they would be entitled to some 
i| $40,000 or $50,000 more than they have hitherto 
| received. If they are entitled to this increased 
mileage on the principle on which the volunteers 
| of the State of Maryland have received it, he felt 
| 

i 


| assured that the House would not refuse it. When 
he looked into this bill and saw the ‘amount which 
was appropriated for the regular army, he felt very 
much disposed to deal liberally with the volunteers. 
| The allowance in this bill for mileage, cr the 
allowance to the regular officers when traveling 
| without troops. $120,000. And here is a proposi- 
i tion from the gentleman, from Keowchy, (Mr, 
| MARSHALL,} to add $200,000 to pay the mileage 
of the volunteers, which has been hitherto with- 


the first memarial from the original Missouri vol- ws 
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held from them through an erroneous construction 
of the law. Some of these troops had been settled 
with by the river route, and it is now proposed to 
put them all on an equality, computing by the usual 
route. Great injustice had been done. He was 
not to be influenced by the amount involved in the 
amendment, and he should vote for it. He would 
vote to give these Ohio volunteers the $40,000 or 
$50,000 to which they are entitled; and he thought 
it would be very unjust to withhold it. The rule 
which had been adopted in reference to these 
troops from Kentucky, Ohio, and Indiana, has 
been to compute the mileage by the river route, 
which deprives them of a portion of that which 
would be due to them, if the- computation was 
made by the usual route. 

Mr. CROWELL begged to ask his colleague if 
these volunteers had been paid the compensation 
allowed by law at the time when they volunteered ? 

Mr. TAYLOR said, he could not reply of his 
own knowledge, but he understood from a colleague 
that it had not been paid. Some four or five thou- 
sand of these volunteers had been deprived of the 
mileage due to them, in consequence of an incor- 
rect construction of the law. 

Mr. CROWELL asked in what point the law 
was misconstrued ? 

Mr. TAYLOR replied, that the misconstruction 
consisted in the computation of the mileage due 
to these troops as for seven hundred miles, instead 
of fourteen hundred miles, the distance allowed 
to the regular troops, and which, by a proper con- 
struction of the law, would have been allowed to 
these volunteers. He did not mean to detain the 
committee. Did not his colleague see that this 
was injustice? We ought to pay the volunteers 
correctly, in accordance with the law as it was con- 
strued by the Attorney General, and according to 
the rule by which the regular troops have been paid. 
Let us do justice to these volunteers. If Maryland 
was paid according to one rule, why should not Ken- 
tucky, Indiana, Obio, Mississippi, and all the west- 
ern States be settled with on the same principle? 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, wished to call 
the attention of his colleague (Mr. Marsnacv] 
to a class of volunteers who had received less pay 
than the class for which his arnendment was in- 
‘tended. He referred to the regiments which had 

been discharged at New Orleans at the conclusion 
of the Mexican war, who were entitled, under the 
rule established by Congress, to be discharged at 
their own homes. These troops received no com- 
pensation in the way of mileage at New Orleans 
when they were discharged, not even sufficient to 
buy them a suit of clothes to go home with. He 
proposed to provide for the payment of the mileage 
. due to these troops, and to put them on an equality 
with the other troops. When, in 1848, these | 
troops; after the conclusion of the war, came to 
New Orleans, they claimed their mileage, and the re- 
fusal almost urged them to mutiny, and they were 
finally discharged and sent away from New Or- 
leans without any compensation. He desired to 
put this class of volunteers on an equal footing 
with others, and to provide that there shall be paid 
to them the difference between the mileage com- 
puted in their case, and that computed and paid in 
other cases. 

Mr. McMULLEN asked what was the amount 
of the difference between the compensation provi- 
ded by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Marswati,] and that now re- 
quired to be paid by the proposition of the other ; 
gentleman from Kentucky? 


The CHAIR decided that it would not. 

After a few words from Mr. RICHARDSON, 
the question was taken on the amendment moved 
by Mr. Rumsey to the amendment. 

Tellers were demanded. 

Mr. Carvin and Mr. CARTTER were ap- 
pointed, and the vote was announced—ayes 46, 
noes 71. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
‘Mr. Marswart— 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky; moved to 
amend the amendment by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

“ Provided, That the volunteers in said war who at a sub- | 
sequent period were discharged at their place of rendezvous, 
at or near their homes, shall be paid the difference between 
the cost of their transportation fromthe point where they 
were landed in the United States to the piace where they 


were discharged, and the amount of commutation for trans- 
portation paid by this clause.” 


Mr. MARSHALL said he was opposed to the 
amendment of his colleague. That amendment 
rested on a different principle from the one 
which he had offered. The latter rested on the 
:principle of an existing contract. The troops to 
which his amendment referred were entitled by | 

tract to the mileage which the law allowed 
thèm. The Government undertook to discharge 
these troops, and did not undertake to carry these 
troops home. The principle on which the amend- 

ment of his colleague was based was that of a 
gratuity. And thus the two propositions rested 
on principles entirely different. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, regretted that 
his amendment did not meet the approbation of 
his colleague. _The volunteers embraced in the 
amendment of his colleague were discharged at New | 
Orleans by their own request. Those who were | 
ordered out under the second call, and were mus- 
tered into service, and who served during the war, 
were to be conveyed to their own homes, at the 
conclusion of the war, and to be discharged there. 
The execution of that order, when the troops 
came to New Orleans, had nearly produced a mu- 
tiny there, and the general in command was 
brought up on a writ of habeas’ corpus, on the 
ground ofan unlawful detention. The troops claimed 
itastheir right to be discharged, and thatevery man, 
according to the terms af his enlistment, was en- 
titled to go to his home free of cost. The Gov- 
ernment, however, ordered them to be discharged, 
and they received nothing. Had these men re- | 
ceived according to the rule proposed by the 
amendment of his colleague, they would have been 
enabled to purchase for themselves a auit of clothes, 
and to have gone home. He desired to put these 
soldiers on an equal footing with the favored class 
of troops. 

- Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, expressed nim- 
self as perfectly satisfied that the troops of the va- 
rious States discharged at New Orleahs at the 
close of the Mexican war, had a right to their full 
mileage to their homes. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tacky [Mr. Marsuaxt] had made it his business | 
to collect evidence on the subject, in relation to the 
| troops of his own State, and there was no doubt 
that his amendment was perfectly correct in its 
principle; at the same-time, it was clear that the 
facts relating to the troops of the other States had 
not been sufficiently presented to the committee 
by other gentlemen. As to the troops from his 
State, he had not examined the question, not hav- 
ing been called upon by the people of Arkansas to 


Mr. CALDWELL replied, that by the amend- 
ment of his colleague, the benefit which would ac- 
crue to each soldier would be some seven or eight 
dollars. If, however, the proposition which he 
(Mr. C.) intended to submit should be adopted, it 
would give from thirty to thirty-five dollars to each 
soldier. That would be the difference required to 


put these troops on a footing of equality with the |} 


other troops. He did not know how many regi- 
ments there were who could claim the benefit of 
this provision. There were only two regiments 
from Kentucky. These have received no com- 
pensation; and if we adopt a principle which would 
place these troops on a footing of equity with the 
others, it will give this difference of thirty or thirty- 
five dollars. When it might be in order to move 
his amendment, which he presuméd it would not 
be now, he would submit it. He would ask the 
Chair, however, if it would be in order to move 
his amendment now. 


do so. With reference to the troops from Penn- 
sylvania, from Hlinois, from Missouri, from In- 
diana, and other States, he had no hesitation in 
giving it as his opinion that these troops are enti- 
tled to relief. But the facts in reference to all these 


he intend to offer any at this moment. 

wait, and at some future time, after the subject | 
shall have undergone full examination, he would | 
be as ready as any gentleman to submit the claims | 
of the troops from his State to the consideration of 
the House. -The subject could be resumed at the 
next session, which is not very remote, when gen- 
tlemen from all the other States could come: here 
with their evidence in their hands, and ask. confi- 

| dently for the same measure of justice which the 


gentleman from Kentucky. now demands: for the 
troops. of bis State... While, therefore, he -de- 
gired to express his full confidence in the justice of 
these claims-—while he regarded them.as ‘right-and 
just in themselves, he felt himself now constrained. 
to vote against all amendments to.the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. -Tf at the next 
session, gentlemen will. take the ‘same. pains. to 
which he (the gentleman from Arkagsas). now 
pledges himself, full justice will be done -on the 
principle now proposed ‘by’ the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. rare to be established. 
The proposition of that gentleman is -plain, right, 
and just, and ought to be recognized. ie 

Mr. BISSELL thought that no substantial ben- 
efit would result to the soldier from the mileage 
money provided for by the amendment of the 
gentlernan from Kentucky, because the amount 
proposed was so small as scarcely to pay for the 
trouble of getting it. The amount to each man 
would scarcely exceed seven dollars and a half. 
| When the value of the time which the soldier will 
have to spend in getting this; the amount he will 
have to pay to lawyers or agents for preparing his 
papers and drawing his money; when these are 
deducted from the small sum of seven dollars and 
a half, the amount remaining to the soldier (said 
i Mr. B.) will be very small indeed—certainly not 
enough to pay him for his trouble. He was in 
favor of the principle embraced in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, but the amount 
proposed. to be paid to the soldier ought to be in- 
creased, doubled, at least, if we would confer on 
the soldier any real substantial benefit. 3 

Mr. MeCLERNAND expressed à hope that 
there would be no more discussion, but that the 
vote on the amendment would be taken. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. CaLpwexy to the amendment of Mr, 
MARSHALL. and it was decided in, the negative. 

Mr. PHGSNLX moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the word “ New-York” after 
the word * Minois.” 

Mr. GORMAN suggested to the gentleman from 
New York that that State had no.troops to be dis- 
charged in 1847. All the New York troops had 
i been sent home before that period. 

Mr PHOENIX said, if New York had no troops 
then there would be nothing to pay. According 
to his recollection she had. : i 

Mr. GORMAN stated that the troops under 
General Taylor were from the various States. of 
the West, which he designated; and towards the 
close of the war, the troops. from North Carolina 
and Virginia came up. New York had no troops 
th 


ere. 
Mr. PHOENIX withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend the amendment by 
i substituting in lieu thereof the following: 

« For deficiency in commutation for mileage to the volun- 
teers in the Mexican war who were paid on computation by 
the most direct route, and not by the usually traveled route 
$400,000; and the Paymaster General is hereby authorized 
! to dispatch a paymaster to each of the States in which such 
deficiencies exist to make said payments, according to the 
usual route of travel from the place of discharge to the place 
at which they were mustered into service, deducting’ what 
; may have been heretofore paid.” 

Mr. B. said, he had offered this amendment be- 
cause if the principle of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky were to prevail, all the 
troops discharged at the conclusion of the Mexi- 
can war ought to be considered as entitled to the 
same benefit. The amendment had that. scope; 
and nothing beyond it. It must be obvious that if 
the troops included in the amendment of the gen- 
: tleman from Kentucky were to be: paid under a 
rule different from the law of 1846, all the other 
troops would be paid off under-that rule. * He 
hoped the gentleman from Kentucky and his 
friends would not object to this amendment. ‘It 
takes in all the troops on the principle of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky: : 

Mr. McCLERNAND was understood to ask if 
this amendment would not embrace all the New 
York troops which were transported by ‘sea, and 
the Mormons who went by the overland ronte? 

Mr. BURT replied in the negative, because the 
former were discharged from the serviċe-in Cali- 
fornia, and the Mormons were to settle in the 
country to form the nucleus of.a population there, 

“Mr. McCLERNAND made: some. further re- 
marks in opposition te the amendment to. the 
amendment. He thought that as it was presented 


! 
| 
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in such a comprehensive form it ought to em- 
braceall. The New York troops were not inclu- 
ded, And also the Mormons, who were regarded | 
as in the way when they first entered Mexico, 
were afterwards found to be useful, and were lo- 
cated ina permanent settlement. They ought also 
to be embraced. i j 

Mr. BURT saw no sufficient reason for the op- 
position exhibited by his friend from IHinois. He 
would askshis friend why, unless certain regiments 
from Kentucky, illinois, and Indiana, are to be 
preferred to all others, why he opposed the amend- 
ment? The amendment he had sent to the table 
embraced the principle which had been decided by 
the Attorney General, and the principle contained 

tin the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky. 

Mr. MARSHALL was understood to ask, if 
the amendment of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina prevailed, what was to prevent the Paymas- 
wr General from selecting the route complained 
of? 

Mr. BURT said that his amendment provides 
that the distance shall be computed by the usually 
traveled route. | 

Mr. MARSHALL asked if the computation for 
the regular army was not by the usually traveled 
route, and if this was not the mail route? 

Mr. BURT said, that in relation to the route he | 
found the gentleman from Kentucky was mistaken | 
in his ‘statement, that this usually traveled route 
was defined by the law. The military regulations 
require that officers shall travel by the direct 
route. The computations of the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury and of the Pay Department 
are in conflict. The Pay Department computes 
according to the most direct route: and this was the 
principle which he desired to have applied to all. | 
He was not disposed to make fish of one and fiesh 
of the other. : 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, said that 
neither the amendment of the gentleman from | 
South Carolina nor that of the gentleman from 
Kentucky embraced those who were discharged at | 
New Orleans at the conclusion of the war. His | 
(Mr. C.’s) amendment was to cover these. 

Mr. BURT insisted that the gentleman from 
Kentucky was mistaken. : 

Mr. CALDWELL expressed a wish to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion was not in 
order, 

Ar. CALDWELL asked if there would be any 


regiments were not mustered out at Louisville, or 
near home? Did they desire to be discharged at 
New Orleans? i 
“Mr. GORMAN replied, not at all: 
‘discharged at New Orleans under the orders of 
General Taylor, who had received instructions 
to that effect from the War Department. All the 
other troops, in accordance with the provisions of 
law, were mustered out at the places where they 
were mustered into the service. The gentleman 
from Kentucky desires, by his amendment, to 
correct a supposed error in the calculation of mile- 
age. There could be no error of that kind, if the 
troops were mustered out where they were mus- 
tered in. 
Mr. FOWLER rose and said, he did not rise 
to go into the discussion between these gentlemen 
as to where troops were mustered in, or mustered 


They wére 


out. He desired only to express his hope that | 


the gentlemen would cease talking, and commence 
voting. 


The question was then put on the amendment į 


of Mr. Burr to the amendment of Mr. MARSHALL, 
and the Chair had announced the affirmative vote 
70, when tellers were demanded. Mr. VENABLE 
and Mr. Duncan were appointed tellers, and the 
vote was then announced—ayes 74, noes 49. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
The question being on the amendment as amend- 
ed— 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved to add | 
to the substitute just adopted the amendment i 
moved by him to the amendment of Mr. Mar- | 


SHALL, printed above. 

A question was here raised as to a point of order. 
Tt was contended that it was not in order to move 
to amend what the committee had just agreed to 
insert. The Chair having decided the amendment 
to be out of order, his decision was appealed from. 
The Chair admitted that he had led the gentleman 
from Kentucky into an error, by informing him, 
in reply to a question in a previous part of the de- 
bate, that he might offer this amendment after the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina 
had been adopted. 

Mr. CALDWELL appealed from the decision, 


but the Chair reconsidered and reversed his de- | 


cision. 


Mr. C. then said that it was his desire to in- | 


clude one class of volunteers who served in the 
Mexican war, who were not embraced in this 
amendment which had just been adopted. His 
proposition would also embrace the New York 


period when the amendment of the gentleman from | 
South Carolina could be amended ? 

The CHAIR said, it might after the question 
had been taken, if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to the amendment was | 
adopted. N 

Mr. CALDWELL said he would offer it then. 

Mr. GORMAN said there were no other troops | 
but those he had named which had received short 
mileage. Every other class of volunteer troops 
after the battle of Buena Vista, were sent home. i 
“What troops were those which received short | 
mileage? There was one regiment from Massa- | 
chusetts, the second regiment not being out there 
until the last year; one regiment from Arkansas; 
one regiment from Tennessee; one regiment from 
Missouri; four regiments from Illinois; three regi- 
ments from Kentucky; three regiments from In- 
diana; and three regiments from Ohio. That was 
the whole of the troops in the line with General 
Taylor during the first year, There were no other 
troops which received short mileage. There is no 
need, then, for all these amendments. All the other 
troops were sent home. i 

Mr. BURT said it was his impression that the 
South Carolina regiment was one of them. The 
Pennsylvania regiments were discharged at Pitts- 
burg, in that State. These troops were entitled to 
their pay from the place where they were dis- 
charged to the place where they were mustered in. 

Mr. GORMAN said the New York troops were 
mustered out at New York. The Massachusetts 
regiment was mustered out at Boston. The Vir- ; 
ginia regiment at one of her ports. The Alabama | 
and Georgia regiments were mustered out on their 
own shores, The South Carolina regiment at | 
Charleston or at Mobile. If it was at Mobile it ' 
was asa matter of favor, to enable them to go | 
home from that quarter. ii 

Mr. BURT asked why the Illinois and Indiana 


troops. If his amendment was adopted, the New 
York troops, and ‘all the troops who were with 
General Scott at Vera Cruz and at Mexico, to the 
end of the war, would be put on the same footing 


of equality, otherwise they would be cut off from | 


the benefit of this provision. His object was to 
give to those who were discharged at home pre- 
cisely the same that was given to those discharged 
at New Orleans. 

Mr. JULIAN said, he meant to discuss the 
‘t leading measures”? which have recently been 
carried through Congress. He meant to show 


that by the Texas boundary bill, northern gentle- | 


men have surrendered to slaveholding rapacity ten 
millions of money and about seventy-five thou- 
sand square miles of territory to which Texas had 
no more right than he had to the property of his 
neighbor, He meant to assert that northern gen- 
tlemen had made this surrender, not because they 


pretext of averting by it the calamities of a war 
with Texas. He said that the passage of the bill 
was nothing more nor less than the extension of 
slavery by an act of Congress. He meant to de- 


nounce the abandonment of the Wilmot proviso by ! 


i 
i 


i 
if 


i 


northern Representatives, and more especially the | 
infamous covenant by which they have attempted | 


to pledge the National Government to admit addi- | 


tional slaveholding States into the Union. He 
denounced the fugitive slave bill as jeopardizing 
the freedom of every free colored citizen of the 


North, and at the same time virtually converting | 


every man in the free States into a constable and || i 
|! mittee to the vastamount of additional appropria- 


jail-keeper for slaveholders. It was “a bill of 
abominations,” and he warned gentlemen that in- 
stead of restoring ‘* concord” to the country by the 
adoption of their “ peace measures,” they have by 
those very measures put its restoration far in the 
distance. Harmony could not result from the tri- 
triumph of injustice and wrong. 


believed it right, but on the flimsy and cowardly i 
|| have no right to act as a court of appeals 


ir 


Mr. ALBERTSON, whilst Mr. Juitan was’ 
speaking, raised the point of order or the rele- 
vancy of his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that under the practice 
of the committee, the Chair eould not pronounce 
the gentleman’s remarks out of order. ; 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed ‘to. 

So the committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a resolution in the usual 
form, providing that all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, on the said bill, 
should terminate at four o’clock, (it was now 
three.) 

Mr. FOWLER moved to amend by. striking 
out **four o’clock” and inserting “ fifteen mìn- 
utes?’ after the bill should again have been taken 
i up. 

Mr. F. modified his amendment so as to limit 
the debate to five minutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| And the resolution, as amended, was agreed 
to. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
| State of the Union, and resumed the ‘consideration 
of the said bill. ` 

Mr. CROWELL said, the question pending 
was on the proviso offered to the substitute to: the 
amendment. He was opposed to the proviso, as 
he was also opposed to the substitute, so far ag it 
goes to reverse the decision of the accounting offi- 
cers of the Government. This question in regard 
to the mileage of soldiers had been settled, as he 
understood; but as some genlemen say the ac- 
counting officers had not allowed a sufficient 
amount, an effort is now made to appeal from 
the decision of these accounting officers, and to 
bring the question before this House, sitting as a 
court of appeals, and it is proposed to us to re- 
verse this decision. 

Now the question as to the power of this House 
to sit as a court of appeals, has undergone consid- 
erable discussion this session, especially pending 
the consideration of the resolutions of the Ewing 
committee, and it has been decided by a large ma- 
jority, that it is not competent for this House to 
act as a court of appeals, and to reverse the de- 
cisions of the accounting officers of the Treasury. 
For the resolution of the House he had given his 
vote, and he thought it was a correct vote. He 
regarded it as the duty of the accounting officers 
to decide these questions, and when they have de- 
cided them, this House has no right to assume to 
itself the power of a court of appeals, and to re- 
verse those decisions. We are now called on to 
reverse a decision of the accounting officers of the 
| Treasury, by which nearly half a million of dol- 
Jars will be appropriated in opposition to that de- 
cision. Why, we may as well go on and reverse 
| the decisions of the Supreme Court—we may as 
i well sanction appeals to this House fromthe de- 
| cisions of that tribunal, and open the Treasury , 
ot only to draw out haifa million, buta hundred 
| millions of dollars. - It will be impossible to set 
| any limits, if we once admit our right to do this. 
| 
I 


> 


These officers have all been paid according to the 
contract made with them when they enlisted in the 
service. These claims had been passed- on by the 
officer whose duty it was to decide upon them, 
i and they have been paid according to that decision, 
That should be the end of the matter. We have 
| no right to reverse that decision. We cannot pasa 
judgment on the decisions of these officers. We 
There- 
fore, he was opposed to this preposition, the ef- 
fect of which would be the opening of the doors of 
the Treasury to an amount which we can neither 
foresee nor calculate. He thought the Proposition 
was wrong in principle. fle hoped it would be 
voted down. He would set his face against it. 

The CHAIRMAN now announced the expira- 
tion ofthe time allotted for debate. 

Mr. BAYLY proceeded to avail himself of his 
privilege under the rule, (as the member reporting 
the bill,) to address the committee. The object of 
his remarks was, to call the attention of the com- 


| 


tions proposed to be put into the appropriation 
bills, so that gentlemen might vote with their eyes 
open; and to the condition of the public Treasury. 
He read from a number of tables before him, and 
declared as his conviction, that if the extravagant. 
appropriations which Congress seemed disposed ta 
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make were not corrected, either a heavy tax must 


be laid on tea and coffee, or the Government must 
go constantly into debt, or resort must be made to 
direct taxation, or, he feared, to all three. 

Mr. B yielded several times, in the course of 
his remarks, for explanations. 

Mr. B. having concluded the remarks he de- 
sired to make, and the hour not having expired, 
yielded the floor to— 

Mr, GREEN, who proposed to follow, in a few 
suggestions, on the subject-matter to which the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayar] had spoken. 

Mr. HILLIARD made the point of order. 

The CHAIR decided that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] could yield the floor for ex- 
planations only, cot for any general remarks. 

After some conversation, Mr. GREEN resumed 
his seat. 

The question was then taken on the pending 
amendment of Mr. Catpwexu, of Kentucky, and 
it was rejected. j 

Mr. RICHARDSON offered an amendment to 
the amendment, a copy of which could not be-had. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Srronc) remarked 
that the amendment was not in order, an amend- 
ment to an amendment having been adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the | 
Chair to say that it is not in order to move to 
amend the amendment that has been adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to move 
to strike out what has been inserted as an amend- | 
ment to the original amendment. | 

The q iestion recurs on agreeing to the amend- į 
mentas amended, : 

Mr. SAVAGE. I wish further to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the word ‘ volun- 
teers? the words “ non-commissioned officers and 
soldiers enlisted under the ten regiment bill.” He 
thought they should be put upon the same footing 
as the volunteers in regard to these ex penses. | 

Mr. GREEN said he supposed it would now 

-be in order for him to make some remarks? 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. GREEN, who was very imperfectly heard 
by the Reporter, was understood to say that the 
aggregate amount of the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, this yeat would be about forty-five mil- 
tions of dollars, and they were increasing every 
year. This, of itself, was an enormous tax upon 
the people of this country. We should pause 
and reflect upon the extravagance of th: appro- 
priations, and ascertain if there were „ot some 
means of curtailing them. Otherw.«: we should 
soon find all our property passing into the hands 
of the tax-gatherer. The burdens imposed by this 
Government upon the people were becoming enor- 
mous. All that a man could earn, all that indi- 
vidual force coald command, would soon be swal- 
lowed up unless this extravagance was checked. 
He was consoled by one reflection, however: 
Although ‘many extravagant appropriations had 
been made, and although the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means had come forward | 
‘and given his sanction to nine tenths of those ap- 
propriations, yet ; | 

Mr. BAYLY, (interposing.) Does not the gen- | 
teman know that not an object has been appro- 
priated for that was not authorized by existing 
laws? 

Mr. GREEN said he admitted that the gentle- | 
man was entitled to credit for what he had done 
to reduce the appropriations. He did not com- | 
plain of any of the appropriations contained in 
the bill or the amendments, but he complained 
that reasons had not been given for the enor sons 
appropriations that had been made by the House. 
Instead of muking the necessary reforms, the 
blame of making the appropriations so large was 
very coolly thrown upon the Administration. It 
reminded him very much of the adage with which 
he had been amused in his youth—of Satan re- 
proving sin, while affording every opportunity 
and facility for its commasion. ` 

Mr. BAYLY rose to address the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked, that no further | 
debate was in order. 

Mr. HILLIARD, (addressing the Chair.) I; 
have an amendment, sir, which Í desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is 
in order i 

Mr. HILLIARD. Iunderstand thatthe propo- 
gition is sull open to amendment. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. There isalready an amend- 
ment toan amendment pending.. 


The question being taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, it was rejected. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended, and, being put, was. decided in 
the negative. 

So the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, as amended by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, was rejected. 

' Mr. BURT. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to offer the following amend- 
ment: i 

“ For supplying instruments of the band of the second 
regiment of artillery, which were lost and destroyed in the 
war with Mexico, $400.” 

Mr. B. I beg to say one word in relation to 
this amendment. It proposes to supply to the 
second regiment of artillery new instruments in 
the place of those belonging to their band which 
were lost in the Mexican war. The musicians of 
that regiment, at the battle of Cerro Gordo, laid 
down their.instruments, and,.with muskets in their 
hands, mounted the heights, and participated in 
the battle. At night they encamped upon the field, 
without having an opportunity to regain their in- 
struments, and in fact never did regain them, they 
having been lost or destroyed. Atthe battle of 
Molino del Rey they bore arms again; and at the 
battle of Chapultepec they carried the American 
banner, and planted it upon the citadel. This 
appropriation is intended. for the purpose of re- 
placing the instruments which they have thus lost. 

Mr. BISSELL said he should vote against this 
proposition, for the reason, among others, that it 
was unjust and improper, because partial and un- 
equal. ` 1f you propose (said Mr. B.) to remuner- 
ate the musicians who have been so unfortunate as 
to lose their instruments, you should extend the 
benefit to all, and not confine the proposition to 
the musicians of aparticular regiment. There are 
many musicians, sir, who lost their musical instru- 
ments on the field of battle in Mexico, and who 
were not allowed one cent by the paymaster, nor 
by the department here, to remunerate them for 
the loss. Moreover, I know there is many a sol- 
dier who lost bis musket on the field of battle, 
without being able to account for the particular 
manner in which it was lost, and for which pay- 
ment has been refused. Under these circum- 
stances, to make provision for replacing the musi- 
cal instruments of the band of a particular regi- 
ment would be a manifest injustice. if the 
gentleman will so amend. his proposition as to in- 
clude all the instruments lost in a similar manner, 
and all the guns there were lost in a similar man- 
ner, I will go for it; but 1 cannot support any such 
partial measure as this. $ 

Mr. BURT said he was perfectly aware that 
where a regiment presents a claim, or makes an 
application like this, although jusdy entitled to 
receive what it asks for, the application must en- 
counter opposition. This gallant regiment (said 
Mr. B.) is entitled to have the instruments belong- 
ing to its band replaced. 

i desire (continued Mr. B.) that the committee 
shall understand that these instruments are pro- 


vided by the regiment, by the voluntary subscrip- | 


tion of the officersand men. These musicians, as 
I stated, laid down the instruments of their hand, 
and used muskets at two battles, and storming 
ladders at a third. When a regiment presents 
such a case, it should be allowed without hesita- 


tion. 

Mr. BISSELL. I know exactly such a case, 
where a regiment had furnished itself with a band 
of fine music, and the musicians on the day of 
battle, instead of playing music, fought with mus- 
kets in their hands, and a large portion of the in- 
struments were inevitably lost. Besides which, 
jn many cases where drums were lost, though the 
drummers had not originally paid for them, they 
were charged for them on the pay roll, and the 
amount withheld out of their pay. . 

Mr. HILLIARD moved to reduce the amount 
to $200, for the purpose of enabling him to make 
some remarks. ` 

lt must appear (said Mr. H.) that the course of 
remark which has been indulged in by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House, is directed to a 
specific object. Here comes proposition after 
proposition to increase the current expenses of 
the Government, and yet speeches are made by 
gentlemen, and go out to the country, making It 
appear that there is an indisposition on the part of 
the Administration to codperate in the reduction 


of the expenses of the Government. Now. what 
is the fact? ` We arein a minority in, this Houses: 
so we are in the other. The Administration is 
dependent for its supplies upon the Opposition, 


i A Democratic majority here, with a Speaker who 


throws himself into the ranks of the Opposition. 
by selecting Democratic chairmen. of committees, 
men of learning and talent who supervise every 
demand of the Administration, and. after investi- 
gating and scrutinizing. those demands, bring them 
in here and invite usto pass them, And now they 
rise in their places, and assert broadly, in.the face 
of the country, that they can make no reform, De- 
cause the Administration will not codperate, and 
the Administration is therefore responsible for the. 
large expenditures of the Government. Sir, we 
hold those gentlemen responsible for those ex- 
penditures, Why, sir, if you will not give us the 
funds that are asked for, to carry on the Govern- 
ment, why not make it appear that it is not right 
that they should be granted? The vigilance of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Barty] is well 
known. His sagacity is well known. He has 
scrutinized every estimate of appropriation pre- 
‘sented by the Administration, and has brought 
all of them forward, and asked the House to pass 
them. Now, I hope, under these circumstances, 
that the country will understand the precise posi- 
tion in which the matter stands—the position in 
which past events have placed us. A new em- 
pire has been acquired, Territories have sprung 
up on the Pacific, and it is our duty to provide for 
all these; yet the gentlemen endeavor to make it 
appear impossible to carry on the Government at 
this extravagant rate. Sir, when you make it 
appear to me that one dollar that is not.for 4 le- 
gitimate purpose is demanded, I will. vote to 
withhold that dollar; but while the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, after scruti- 
nizing the estimates and propositions submitted by 
the Administration, brings them forward and asks 
us to vote for them, I am bound to givé them my 
cordial approbation and support. ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difference, sir, be~ 
tween the Democratic party and the gentleman 
from Alabama, is that the former havea majority 
on this floor., The gentleman from Alabama votes 
for every extravagant expenditure, and he says 
that a majority of the Democratic party vote in 
favor of them likewise. Now look atit. ae 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, ‘rose to a question of 
order. The gentleman, he said, was not in order, 
because he was not explaining any amendment. 
[Cries of “ go on,??* go on.””]. [give up the point, 
sir. | shall not oppose the wishes of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON continued. The gentle- 
man from Alabama {Mr. Hivzraro] says he will 
hold the Democratic party responsible. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I will hold your committees 
responsible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwarn the Democratic 
party on this floor to vote against every proposi- 
tion for an ex ravagant expenditure of public 
| money. The gentleman says he will hold thecom-. 
mittees responsible, and he complains of theappoint- 
ment of committees by a Democratic Speaker. 
A Whig Speaker would have thrown the responsi- 
bility upon you, then, for he would have appointed 
Whig committees. The gentleman may make 
what denunciations he pleases; they will be una- 
vailing. ; 

l am opposed to the proposition of the geatleman 
from Alabamato change the amount of this appro- 
priation proposed to be made by this amendment. 
IF we are to. pay anything, let us pay, the full. 
value of the property; but when you establish the, 
principle of paying the full amount, you establish 
another principle. The musicians.of the regiment 
to which | belonged—a. regiment: which has had 
the honor to lead the forlorn hope—a regiment 
| which was the first to enter the city of Mexico— 
at the bate of Baena Vista threw down their mu- 
sical instruments and assumed their arms. 

The five minutes having expired— 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
| the amendment, and it was rejected. n 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to strike out four han- 
dred and insert three; and I desire to say & word 
in reply to the gentleman from Alabama; {[Mr. 
Hituarp;] who has come here to undertake to 
make a patty issue, and to assert that the whole 


Democratic party, and myself “particularly, are 
responsible for these appropriations, . Now, the 
| gentleman from Alabamas.. . 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania. 
question of order. 

Cries of “ go on,” “ go on.” - 

Mr. BAYLY continuing. The gentleman from 
Alabama is not found among those who-support 
the proposition to reduce appropriations-——= 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon 
my point of order. WET 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia wili suspend his remarks.. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is out of order 
because his remarks are not at alf applicable to the 
amendment on either side, either for or against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel 
at liberty to judge of the applicability of a gen- 
tleman’s remarks... ‘The gentleman has moved an 
amendmentand hasa right to discuss it in his own 
way. 

Mr. BAYLY. Sir, this is a most extraordi- 
nary effort, when I have been assailed here by 
gentleman on that side of the Fouse, to attempt 
to deprive me of a right to-reply. I was proceed- 
ing to speak, sir, of the proposition of the genile- 
man from Alabama, as a most extraordinary one. 
He complains of the amount of the appropriations. 
Does he not remember that-a few days ago | took 
up this bill item by item, and showed that every 
one of them was provided for by the existing law? 
Does not the gentleman know that where the ex- 
isting law does not make appropriations necessary 
1 have invariably voted against them? Thatis not 
all. How has it been with the two parties of this 
House? Is it not a tact perfectly notorious to every 
body, that that side of the House has voted in a 
body for almost ali of these laws making these ap- 
propriations necessary, whereas we on thia side 
have vated against them? Yet with these notorious 
facts staring us in the face, the gentleman, with that 
candor which the character of his profession re- 
quires, comes here and attempts to hold up the 
Democratic party as being responsible for all these 
expenditures. Sir, in how many cases do you 
suppose we have cut down the estimates of the 
departments—but | have heretofore explained all 
that, and it is not necessary todo so now. And 
yet forsooth; -because we happen to have a Demo- 
cratic Speaker and Democratic chairmen of com- 
mittees, we are to be arraigned as being responsible 
for these large appropriations. I am glad that this 
issue is made, because you will soon have the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill coming 
back to us from the Senate with about a million of 
dollars added to the appropriations that are con- 
tained in it. Many of the items which the Com- 
mittee of Ways ane Means of this House rejected 
have been there inserted. When we come to act 
upon these items, we shall see how the gentleman 
from Alabama and his political friends will vote. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. BAYLY. No, sir. I shall yield the floor 
to nobody on that side of the House. {A laugh.] 

Mr. B.’s five minutes having expired, 


Mr. HILLIARD was recognized by the Chair. - 


He desired to say a single word in reply to the ex- 
traordinary speech which had just been made on 
the other side of the House, by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. Now, sir, 
(said Mr. H.,) what is the issue that is made by the 
gentleman? 1 say the appropriation bills have 
been brought forward in the regular form. They 
have been submitted to the scrutiny of committees 
composed of the most eminent men of the Demo- 
cratic party. A majority of each committee have 
authorized the appropriation bills in every in- 
stance to be reported to the House. They have 
in committee first adopted them, and then they 
have sent them to the House for its action. 
sir, from reproaching the Democratic party for 
granting the supphes I honor them for it. My 
propositién was not that the Democratic party had 
voted extravagant supplies, far from it; buv I say, 
if the gentlemen allow these appropriations, which 
they call extravagant, what reason have they to 
complain? . If they are extravagant why do you 
not reduce them? Why did you not reduce them 
in committee? Having been sanctioned by the 
committees | am bound to vote for them; because 


I rise to a 


So far, | 


by the action of the committees f am invited to | 


vote for them; and so far from imputing to the 
gentleman from Virginia insincerity in thus acting, 


i am only. rebuxing the insincerity of those gentle- | 


men on that side in first reporting the bills, and rec- 


ommending :their adoption by the House, and then 
charging the Administration with extravagance, 
I may well say to gentlemen, before. they under- 
take to. read mea lecture on sincerity, “ Physician, 
heal thyself.” I believe the appropriations that 
are contained in these bills to be necessary in. the 
present condition of the country. The war with 
Mexico swallowed up a large amount of money 
and left us in debt, and we have to provide for the 
expenditures incident to the acquisition of vast 
territories. 

I say we cannot get along with less money than 
we are appropriating by these bills, and E honor 
the gentlemen for having reported them. As to 
my having voted for them, I take pride in having 
done it. IJtis a duty that | owe, not to the Ad- 
ministration, but to my country, and I shall al- 
ways be prepared todo it when the expenditure is 
demanded by the condition of the country, no 
matter what Administration may bein power; and 
when gentlemen rise up and rebuke us for voting 
for those supplies, l repeat they cannot with a 
good grace go before the country with a proposi- 
tion of that sort, when every appropriation hag 
been scrutinized by their committees. Now, that 
is the issue. Let it go before the country; | shall 
be glad to meet it everywhere. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarvson] 
has displayed an animation in devate which is 
characteristic of his action; and I make.no com- 
plaint about it, but I will say to him, that when he 
comes to consider the issue that is now made, he 
will find it very different from the issue that he has 
undertaken to present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Does the gentleman un- 
dertake to say that he voted against those measures 
which have induced these large expenditures? 


Mr. HILLIARD. No, sir; | voted for them. 


I supported the war, though brought on by an un- | 


constitutional act of authority, as I believed, on 
the part of the then President, because my coun- 
trymen were committed to it, and because | be- 
lieved that the duty which I owed the country 
required that I should do so. 

‘The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was agreed it. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out $300 and insert- 
ing $500. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, rose to a 
point of order. The amendment of the gentleman, 
he said, was not in order, because the amendment 
had been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection is sustained. 
It is not in order after inserting a certain sum, to 
move to strike it out. 

Mr. STANTON. I propose to amend the pend- 
ing amendment then, by adding thereto an amend- 
ment, providing that the act of 1847, increasing 
the military force by the addition of ten regiments, 
shall be so construed, as to allow one band to each 
regiment. 

Mr. BURT. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that I shall call him to order, as 
I shall any gentleman who attempts to continue 
this debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The. Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. 

The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] as 
amended. 


The question being taken, the amendment was | 


rejected. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting the following item: 


“In order to complete the accommodations for troops j 


and the defences of Fort Kearny and Fort Laramie, and | 
i, amendments and proceed to vote. 


for the setection of other military posts, and for the accom- 
modation of troops thereat, on the California, Oregon, and 
New Mexico routes, $50,000. 


Mr. P. said, that this sum was perhaps not > 


sufficient for the purposes intended, but he dis- 
liked at this time, when our appropriations are 
so large, to exceed the amount estimated by the 
proper officer for the purpose intended, without he 
was able to submit a detailed estimate of the prob- 
able expense. He proposed this increase of ex- 
penditure in order to provide accommodations for 
the troops which will probably be stationed on 
the Oregon and California routes. In the Summer 
of 1848, an appropriation was made to establish 
two military stations on the line of communication 
with Oregon. Under.this provision of law, a post 
was selected on Grand island, in Platte river, 


| the appropriation bills will not be passed. 


named Fort Kearny, and another at the foot of 
the Rocky Mountains, near the site.of the. old 
trading post called Fort Laramie, and which name 
is given to the post. The overland lines of com- 
munication with Oregon and. California, are to. the 


last mentioned 
it, the same. ; 

The Engineer Bureau estimates that $60,000 is 
necessary for this fiscal year, in order to completa 
the accommodation and the defences at those two 
posts. As this estimate was made by. General 
Totten, of the Engineer Corps, he felt assured it 
was not embraced in the estimates submitted by 
the Qurtermaster General; nor was an appropria- 
tion for. this purpose embraced in the fortification 
bill. The report of the Chief Engineer, General 
Totten, shows that the provision made for the 
troops to be stationed at these posts are insufficient, 
and a great necessity exists for their completion. 

These posts were selected in order to afford pro- 
tection to the emigrants to Oregon and California 
from the Indians, and, if necessary, to give them an 
escort. 

These posts, too, are on the line of travel to the 
Salt Lake. During the last Spring and Summer, 
about 70.009 persons have passed these military 
posts. If the amount proposed is more than may be 
needed for these posts, the residue can be expended 
in the selection and preparation of other posts, to 
be occupied by troops on the Oregon and Califor- 
nia trails, and beyond their divergence.. This 
trail passes through the country which is fre- 
quented by the roving Indian, of the plains, and 
who frequently commit depredations on the prop- 
erty of our citizens, and sometimes massacre them. 
The same necessity exists for the protection of our 
citizens on the New Mexican route by the estab- 
lishment of ather posts. All well recollect that the 
wife and child of James M. White, and himself, 
and the residue of his party, were massacred on 
the plains last Fall. Other instances, similar in 
their character, might be mentioned; they are of too 
frequent occurrence. Give, then,to our pe ple 
who may cross the plains that protection they 
have the right to expect, and have a sufficient force 
on these great thoroughfares to avenge the atro- 
cious incursions these Indians may commit. Unless 
you provide additional posts on the plains, and on 
the routes | have mentioned, and station troops 
amongst these Indians, you may expect an Indian 
war. Be not penny wise and pound-foolish, but 
give this appropriatton I have proposed, and you 
may avert an Indian war. 

Mr. JONES raised a question of order on the 
amendment; which 

The CHAIR overruled. 

Mr. CROWELL proposed an amendment to 
the amendment; the purport of which was not 
heard, and a copy of which could not be had. 

Mr. JONES rose to a pointof order. The part 
of the bill, he said, to which this amendment was 
applicable, had been passed. 

The CHAIR ruied the amendment out of order. 

Mr. CROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise. to 
make an appeal to the committee. 

Mr. WOOD. | move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CROWELL. [shail not detain the com- 
mittee. I wish merely to state a fact 

{Cries of ‘* Question, question,” > Hear him, 
hear him,” ‘* Never give it up, Crowext.’’| 

Mr. CROWELL. It is very apparent that un- 
less we make better progress with business during 
the brief remaining hours of the session, many of 
I hope, 
therefore, that the committee will cease proposing 


post and for some distance-west: of 


~ Mr. CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. 
{Much confusion in the Hall.} 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to 
state to the committee, that unless order canbe 


| better preserved it will be impossible to propeund 


any question. 
The question was taken on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Puenps, and it was disagreed to. 
Mr. WOOD. inow move that the commitee 
rise. 
Tellers were demanded. They were not or- 
dered. A . 
The question being taken on the motion that the 


; committee rise, it was negatived. 


So the committee refused to rise. 
Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed by the 
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Committee of Ways aad Means to move the fol- i! 
lowing: : f 
«To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the ex- : 
penditures of the visitors to the Military Academy at West : 
Point, 8600.” ; 


Mr. BAYLY said, this is one of that sort of ap- | 
propriations which ! have recently voted for in: 
committee and in the House. It is an appropriation į 
that is required by the existing law. The former ; 
appropriations to pay the mileage of the official : 
visitors to that institution was deficient, and they . 
had not received more than half of what they i 
should receive; and the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, I believe, without a dissenting voice, or- ; 
dered me to report the amendment. But I desire | 
particularly to notice atthis time the ungenerous | 
and uncalled-for remarks of my friend from Mis- | 
souri. The gentleman talks about my voting for | 
and sustaining most of these appropriations. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, rose to a 
question of order. He said the gentleman was not | 
in order because he was not explaining any amend- | 
ment. | 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. ; 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said: I have not voted | 
for a solitary appropriation, either in the committee 
or in the House, which was not required by an 
existing law. And the Journals will show that 
through the four Congresses that I have been here 
I have voted against nearly every one. of those | 
laws which made these appropriations necessary ; 
but after Congreas had passed laws requiring ap- | 
propriations to carry them out, I never felt it to 
be inconsistent with my duty as chairman of a 
commitiee to report favorably upon the appropri- 
ations. è 

Mr. GREEN made an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Virginia, whether he did not propose an ap- 
propriation to pay the Storm King, in the civil and 
diplomatic bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman asks me about 
the appropriation for the Storm King. lam not 
going into an argument with the gentleman on this 
point. Let me ask the gentleman how he voted 
on all those propositions for sweeping away the | 
public lands? i 

Mr. STEVENS again made his point of order. | 
The gentleman, he said, instead of speaking to the 
amendment was making a political speech. | 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I will explain the 
amendment. 

Mr, STEVENS said he hoped, unless the gen- || 
tleman confined himself to the question immedi- | 
ately before thé committee, that the Chair would 
enforce the rule. 

Mr. BAYLY. During this whole Congress no 
member has indulged in less irrelevant debate than 
l have; but when I am attacked from the right and |; 
the left am I to stand bere and not be permitted to 
say a word? : 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentieman’s time has 
expired.. 

Mr. BAYLY, (continuing.) I think, sir, I have 
a right to be heard. 1 bave witnessed an open de- 
parture from the rules of order upon bills of this | 
kind—— i 

Mr. CARTTER. Irise toa question of order. | 

The CHAIR. ‘There is a point of order pend- 
ing. The gentleman from Kentucky rises to a 
point of order. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. 1 understood the Chair to 
state that the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
right in the point of order which he made, that the 
gentleman ought to confine his remarks to the 
pending amendment, although the Chair said that 
he could not anticipate what would be said; but 
when the point is made, it is the duty of the Chair 
to decide, and the gentleman must take his seat 
and not speak again until the House gives him 
leave. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will remark, 
that it is now too late to make the point, i 

Mr. HALL moved that the committee rise. 

On this question, tellers were demanded and or- | 
dered. Messrs. McQueen and McKissocx were | 
appointed to actas tellers, The vote being counted, 
was—-36 in the affirmative, and 90 in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered the fol- 


lowing: 


} the eleveuth of February, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, 


‘been refused; when, by the sanction of the gen- 


| law. 


“Be it further enacted, That the ninth section of the act of 


entitled ‘An-act to raise an additional military force, and 
for other purposes,’ shall be so construed as to alow bounty 
land to every soldier who served in Mexico, in the propor- | 
tious prescribed by said act, whether he was discharged at 
his own request, or for his own convenience, unless the 
roils show that he was dishonorably discharged.” 

A question of order was raised on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, took an appeal. 

The question was taken, ‘* Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” and it was decided in the affirmative. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved to in- 
sert in the bill the following: x 

«c For purchasing, walling, and ditching a piece of land 
near the city of Mexico, for a cemetery or burial ground for 
such of the officers and soldiers of our army in the late war 
with Mexico as fell in battle or died in and around said 
city, and for the interment of American citizens who have 
died in said city, to be expended under the direction of the 
President of the United States, $10,000.” 

Mr. C. entered into an explanation of the pro- 
priety of his amendment; in which he stated that |} 
whilst the army of the United States was in the 
city of Mexico, a great difficulty arose about the 
interment of the dead—a place of burial having 


eral in command, it was determined that a piece 
of ground shouid be selected asa permanent place 
for the burial of American citizens. 

Mr. HALL moved to strike out that part of 
the amendment which provided for the burial of 
American citizens generally. He had no objection 
to providing a place for the burial of the soldiers 
who died in the service of their country. 

Mr. CALDWELL explained farther, that he 
knew the fact to be that when an American citi- 
zen dies in the city of Mexico, he cannot have 
burial in any of the grounds, for the reason that į 
he is a Protestant. The grounds all belong to 
the established church of the country, which is 
Catholic, except an English ground; for the priv- 
ilege of being interred in which, it costs from forty 
to fifty dollars, and even seventy dollars. © The | 
American soldiers had been placed in ground there 
where the rains had washed up their bones. He 
hoped the amendment would prevail. 

Mr, HALL did not object to provision being 
made for the soldiers who fell or died of disease 
there. There should be a place provided for their 
bones; but he saw no reason why a general place 
of burial should be provided for Americans who 
may hereafter die in the city of Mexico, more 
than in any other city of Mexico. He adverted 
to the fact that there was no provision for those 
Americans who died at Chihuahua, where hun- 
dreds are cut off annually in conducting trade in 
that region of country. 

The question was then taken on the amendment | 
to the amendment, and it was rejected. | 

The amendment of Mr. CarpweLL was then 


| commanding officers. 


agreed to. i 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to insert in | 
the bill the following: | 


« And the sum of &800 is hereby appropriated to enable 
the Secretary of War to procure four hundred copies of the 
Ordnance Manual, to be distributed to the Governors of the 
several States, in’ the ratio of their representation in the 
House of Rrepresentatives, and for the use of the militia of 
the United States.” K 


The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved to in- 
sert in the bill the following: | 

« For compensition due Charles Lee Jones, for expenses || 
incurred aud services rendered in raising, organizing, sub- +) 
sisting, and transporting three companies of volunteers mas- jj 
tered and received into the service of the United States | 
during the war with Mexico, $2,000.” | 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order, under the 80th rule excluding from the 
appropriation bills any items not sanctioned by || 


Some conversation took place on the point of | 


order. The decision of the Chair was appealed || 
from, and the Chair was sustained—ayes 95, noes | 


ł 

2, | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that | 
that committee rise, and called for tellers on the | 
motion. ; ! 
Messrs. Warpno and Oars were appointed tell- 
ers, and the vote was announced—ayes 52, noes 80. 


So the committee refused to rise. 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to amend the bill, 
by the insertion of the following: : 


| 


t -i : 
| man from Pennsylvania had said that there was no 
i 


«The Secretary of War is hereby ‘authorized to purchase 
one thousand stand of Jennings’s patent. repeating rifles, :at 
a cost nox exceeding fifty dollars each rifle, for the use of 
one regiment of infantry now in the service of the United 
States.” | 

Mr. R. explained the superiority of the rifle 
which he proposed to purchase. His object was 
to put these rifles into the hands of one of our 
regiments of infantry for trial. s 7 

Mr. BURT said, this rifle had been under con- 


| sideration of the Committee on Military Affairs, 


and they came to a conclusion that they could not 
recommend it. He would say further, that if they 
adopted it, they would do it against the opinion of 
scientific men. 

Mr. CARTTER moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to increase the number to fifteen hun- 
dred. He spoke of those at the other end of the 
Avenue being opposed to it. 

y a amendment to the amendment was nega- 
tived. i : 

Mr. RICHARDSON desired to modify his 
amendment, but the Chair decided that it was out 
of order, : 

The amendment was then negatived. 


Mr. ASHE moved to amend the item which 
reads, *‘ for arsenals $117,586,” by adding thereto 
the following: 

« And that $16,000 of the fund hereby appropriated shall 
be applied to the completion of the arsenal at Payetteville, 
North Carolina, according to the intention of the law au- 
thorizing its construction.” k 

Mr. A. observed, that in offering the amend- 
ment, he had no desire to consume the time of the 
committee, but was actuated by a sincere desire 
that the House would consent to adopt it. . The 
amendment did not increase the amount of the 
public expenditure in the least degree, but the 
amount of the appropriation sought to be applied 
under the operation of the amendment, was phe 
exact amount contained in the estimates of the 
War Department. Those estimates were made 
by the department on the recommendation of the 
He would not detain the 
committee at this late hour of the day, and of the 
session, when every moment is valuable, by a pro- 
tracted argument, but would merely state that he 
felt well satisfied that the adoption was highly just 
and proper. He would refer the committee to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 


‘and Means for the corroboration of his opinion on 


this subject. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he though 
was right. : 

The question was then put 
ayes 52, noes 58. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Pirman and 
Bincuam were appointed, and the vole was an- 
nounced—ayes 82, noes 40. 

Mr. MILLER moved that the committee rise; 
but the motion was negatived—ayes 41, noes 94. 


Mr. CALVIN moved to strike out of the bill 
the following item: | 

« For purchasing a site and commencing the necessary 
works for a national armory at § Fort Massae,’ near the con- 
fluence of the Cumbertand, Tennessee, Ohio, and Missis- 
sippi rivers, pursuant to the provision of the act of Septem- 
ber, 1841, and to the report of the commissioners appointed 
under said provision, 820,000, to be applied under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War.” 

He contended that there was no law authorizing 
this appropriation. aa’ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, defended the 
appropriation, and opposed the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the words 


t the amendment 


on the amendment— 


1“ Fort Massac,” in the above paragraph, : 


Mr. McMULLEN moved that the committee 
rise; which was rejected. ee 
Mr. McCLERNAND said, that if the commit- 
tee would favor him with their attention, he would 


| be able, he thought, to satisfy them that there was 


no valid objection to the passage of the appropria- 
tion as proposed in the bill—certainly, that the 
objections taken by the member. from Ohio [Mr. 
Vinton] and the member from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Catvin,] were not well taken. The gentle- 


law authorizing this appropriation. Even if this 
were true, the objection was taken too late. The 
appropriation had been reported by the Committee- 
of Ways and Means, and that was conclusive, in 
itself, upon the point of order. _Jt afforded a pre- 
sumption that it was regularly inserted where it 

But it was a mistake that the appropri- 
ation was not authorized by law. In 1841, pro- 
vision was made by law, authorizing the President 


appears. 
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to constitute a board of officers to make: explora- 
tions, with the view to the selection of a site upon 
the western waters for the erection of a national 
armory. The board was composed of General 
Armistead, Colonel: Long, and Surgeon-General 
Lawson. This board, composed of the most dis- 
tinguished officers of the army, made an extended 
exploration of the Mississippi valley, spending 
some eight months in the performance of the ser- 


vice—examining some forty-eight’ sites in the | 
mean time; and reported in favor of Fort Massac. ` 


The reasons for the preference given to this point 
are set forth in their report to the President on the 
subject. These reasons are substantial, and, as I 
think, conclusive. The appropriation is to give 
effect to the proceedings had under the provision 
of law referred to; and is therefore strictly in or- 
der in this view of the subject. 

The gentleman from Ohio objects to “‘Massac,” 
upon the ground that it was selected ten years ago. 
Here again is a mistake: the selection was made 
at a later date. The gentleman prefers another 
exploration and selection, and with this view has 
moved to strike out “ Massac.”? If he had said 
that he was opposed to the measure absolutely 
and irreconcilably, his reasoning would have been 
better suited to his object; for he could not have 
adopted a more effectual way of defeating it than 
by arraying every competitor for the location of 
the institution against the particular location. The 
gentleman probably knew this. But it is most 
strange that the gentleman should object to the 
measure on the score of the date of the report in 
favor of it, when it hag been in a large degree 
through his opposition that previoas efforts in fa- 
vor of it have been defeated. If the ten millions 
of people west of the Alleghanies are still depend- 
ent upon the armories at Harper’s Ferry and at 
Springfield for insufficient supplies of costly pub- 
lic arms, the gentleman from Ohio is as much re- 
sponsible for the fact as any other one man. 

The establishment of a national armory upon 
the western waters was recommended by Mr. 
Calhoun, as Secretary of War, in 1818. Since 
that period it has been often recommended by suc- 


cessive Presidents and Secretaries of War, and in | 


the mean time explorations were made with a 
view to the consummation of the measure; but as 
the officers appointed to make these explorations 
were not authorized to fix an absolute selection of 
a site, those in the interests of the various towns 
and cities who were rivals for the location divided, 
and of course were defeated. To obviate the re- 
currence of this result, and to secure the Missis- 
sippi valley the advantages of a measure of so 
much importance, the provision already mentioned 
was enacted in 1841. That provision authorized 
the President to cause a suitable site on the West- 
ern waters to be selected for the erection of a na- 
tional armory; and the duty has been performed. 
It remains to be seen whether Congress will make 
the necessary appropriations to complete this 
work, and particularly whether members from 
the Mississippi valley will again divide and be de- 
feated. 

There are: obvious considerations favorable 
to the establishment of a public ermory in the 
West. We often come under engagements to 
supply the Indian tribes with arms., These arms 
should be manufactured in the Mississippi valley, 
and not carted over the mountains, or conveyed 
thousands of miles at great expense and risk, by 
water, to the distant regions inhabited by these 
Indian tribes. Economy in regard to the public 
expenditures would be subserved by the proposed 
measure: Again: during the late war with Great 
Britain the deficiency of arms, and the impractica- 
bility of obtaining supplies for western and south- 
ern defence from the armories this side of the 
mountains, left General Jackson to fight the battle 
of New Orleans almost without arms. Certainly 
a very large proportion of his force was without 
arms; nor is it less true that the battle of Bladens- 
burg was unfortunately lost, largely, in conse- 
quence of the want of arms. It is stated that no 
inconsiderable number of our troops in that battle 
were without any other show of arms than corn- 
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rate review of many sites, scattered over the lakes 


stalks. There are other reasons which I might 
assign, but —« 

(The hammer fell.) : 

The amendment of Mr. Vinton to the amend- 
ment being about to be put— 

Tellers were demanded. 

Messrs. Corwin, and Brown of Mississippi, 
were appointed tellers, and the vote was. an- 
nounced—ayes 71, noes 50. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 
Mr. BOWLIN moved to fill the blank tvaused 
by the adoption of Mr. Vixron’s amendment by 
inserting therein the words “ at or near the city of 
St. Louis.” : 

` Mr. JONES said, he had been at the Capitol 
ever ever since five o’cléck, a. m. He moved that 
the committee rise, and asked for tellers. | 

Messrs. FeatHersTon and Casey were appoint- 
èd tellers, and the vote was announced—ayes 10, 
noes 90. 

No quorum vating— 

The CHAIRMAN ordered the Clerk to call the 
roll, in order to ascertain the names of the absent- 
ees; which having been done, the committee rose 
and reported the names of the absent members to 
the House. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. BAYLY begged the indulgence of the 
House to make a single remark, The Committee ; 
of Ways and Means went into session this morn- 
ing at nine o’clock, and he had been constantly at 
work since. He had been at work since five 
o’clock this morning, and, except a cracker, no 
food had passed his lips. He moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 
ine the amendments of the Senate to the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. VINTON desired also to say a word. 

Objection was made, and much confusion en- 
sued. 

Mr. VINTON (amid loud cries of ‘‘order,” 
‘order,’’) hoped the committee would not rise. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
the committee rise, and it was rejected—ayes 17, 
noes 82. 

No quorum voting— 

The roll was.a second time calledsand the names | 
of the absentees reported to the House. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
suméd its session. { 
The question was then again taken on the mo- 
tion that the committee rise, and the vote stood— | 
ayes 30, noes 89. : 

The CHAIR stated that the question was on 
the proposition of Mr. Bow ry to fill the blank with 
the words “ at or near St. Louis, Missouri. ”? 

Mr. BOWLIN said, that in presenting the 
amendment, he deemed a brief explanation neces- 
sary, as wel] to show the position St. Louis occu- 
pied in regard to this subject, as her high claims 
to the selection. Thie whole matter originated, 
he said, in an authority given to the President to 
select a site for an armory on the western waters, 
which was to be submitted to Congress for ap- 
proval. That the President appointed a commis- 
sion of three, Colonel Armistead, Colonel Long, 
and Surgeon Genere! Lawson, and after an elabo- 


and western rivers, they finally concluded, and by 
a majority of the commission. recommended, Fort 
Massac, in Illinois; having determined the ques- 
tion that steam power instead of water was to be 
used. To that recommendation of the commis- |; 
sion, Surgeon General Lawson dissented, and 
highly recommended and supported the claims of 
the site which he (Mr. B.) now_ presented in bis | 
amendment. He had (said Mr. B.) General Law- 
son’s report before him, and if he were not con- 
strained for time, {confined to five minutes,] he 
would like to have some of its paragraphs read, as 
a much abler defence of his amendment than any- | 
thing he’could offer, but time would not permit. 
Then, hesaid, if Fort Massac occupied the first 
position in this recommendation, St. Louis cer- | 
tainly occupied the second, and Fort Massae being 


He must have time to-night to exam- |) 


i made, and in no manner binding. 


stricken out, his amendment became peculiarly 
appropriate, as they were the two sites upon which 
the commission divided. And, indeed, considering 
the professional character, as well as'military po- 
sition of the minority member of this commission, 
his (Mr. B.’s) constituents believed they occupied 
a nearly equal, if not quite an equal position in the 
recommendation; and uniformly maintained their 
claim to the location of this armory of the West. 
For at most, it was only recommendatory to Con- 
gress, by whom the selection was finally to be 
He (Mr. B.) 
had not taken a lead in this matter, because he was 
embarrassed with the majority recommendation of 
the commision; but he had always stood ready to 
contest the claim of location, in behalf of the rights 
of his constituents on the minority recommenda- 
tion, whenever Congress should attempt to estab- 
lish the location. “a 

He (said Mr. B.) had nothing to sayin regard to 
the claims of Fort Massac. It was out of the bill, 


-and placed so without his aid; and his business 


now was with filling the blank thus created with 
the next recommended point. 

As it regarded the claims of St. Louis to this 
location, he had but a word to say, as her means 
and resources for facilitating the manufactory of 
arms was not a question for debate before an in- 
telligent committee. Her more than a dozen found- 
ries, her thousands of skillful mechanics, her 
commercial concentration of all the articles neces- 
sary in such an establishment, speak stronger in 
her behalf than anything he could urge. Besides, 
the location selected there, was immediately be» 
tween the barracks and the arsenal, where it had 
on either hand a guard to protect the property, 
and a place for the deposit of the arms. 

Having said this much in support of his amend- 
ment, he now submitted it to the calm judgment 
of the committee. 

Mr. J. A. KING objected to the introduction 
of the words of the amendment, prefering to re- 
insert the words which had been stricken out. 
The eligibility of Fort Massac had been consid- 
ered, and the Committee on Military Affairs had 
decided in its favor, and had reported a bill, of the 
passage of which there is no chance at the present 
session. 

Mr. HALL moved that the committee rise, and 
asked for tellers. Messrs, Oae and Biveuam were 
appointed tellers; and the vote was announced— 
ayes 14, noes 85. No quorum. 

Mr. STANLY asked the Chairman what was 
the vote? 

The CHAIRMAN said, ayes 14, noes 85. 

Mr. STANLY said he had taken notice, and 
only one Whig voted among the 14, and only 10 
Democrats among the 85. The large’body of the 
Democratic party refusing to vote. 

The roll was called, and a quorum was found 
tobe present. The fact was reported to the House, 
and the Chairman resumed his seat. 

The question recurring on the motion that the 
committee rise, the tellers resumed their places, 
and the vote was announced—ayes 26, noes 85. 
No quorum. . 

Mr. STANLY asked the Chairman what was 
the vote? 

The CHAIRMAN said, ayes 26, noes 85. 

Mr. STANLY said he wished the country to, 
know the fact, that only eight Democrats had vo- 
ted among the noes, and the ayes were Democrats. 


i Gentlemen on the other side, when the motion 


was made that the committee rise, refused to vote. 
They are refusing to transact the public business. 
Let the responsibility rest on the right. shoulder. 
This has occurred more than once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON asWed if it was in order to 
move that the committee take ‘a recess for an 


hour? 
The CHAIR replied in the negative. There 


; was no quorum present. 


The roll was then called, and a quorum being 
found to be present, the committee rose and re- 
ported the fact to the House, and the names of the 
absentees. 

The CHAIRMAN then resumed his seat, and 
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The question recurring on the motion that the 
committee rise, the tellers resumed their places, 
and the vote was announccd—ayes 43, noes 74. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Bowziw to fill the blank in the paragraph 
proposed to be stricken out, by inserting the 
words “at or near the city of St. Louis;” and 
being put, the vote was—ayes 8, noes 85, (no 
quorum. voting.) 

The roll-was called a fifth time, and the names 
of the absentees reported to the House; and a quo- 
rum being present, the committee resumed its ses- 
sion. 

The question was again taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Bow.in, and the vote was—ayes 69, 
noes 20, (no quorum voting.) 

The CHAIRMAN ordered thé roll to be called. 

Mr. GENTRY rose to a question of order. He 
believed that a rule of the House required, when 
the committee found itself without a quorum, that 
the roll should be called and the fact reported to 
the House. They had had that operation repeated 
often, when nominally the committee was without 
a quorum; but. when the roll was called, it always 
appeared they had a quorum. There had been 
every time a visible, palpable fact that there was 
a quorum, His point of order was, that under 
such a state of facts it was not the duty of the 
chairman to report the non-existence of a quoram- 
when there was a quorum. The rule required that 
every gentleman present should vote. It was an 
obvious fact that the committee had not been with- 
out a quorum to-night. 

[** Order! order !”"] 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
know whether, when the committee found itself 
without a quorum, the chairman had any discre- 
tion but to call the roll? 

Cries of “Order! order!” Much confusion 
ensued, several members addressing the Chair at 


once. 

The CHAIRMAN was of opinion that the 
126th rule was imperative: that ‘ whenever the 
“committee found itself without a quorum, the 
“chairman shall cause the roll of the House-to be 
‘called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, 
‘and the Chairman shall report the names of the 
‘absentees to the House; which shall be entered 
tupon the Journal.””’ The Chair knew of no mode 
by which he could ascertain whether a quorum 
was present except by the report of the tellers. If 
the tellers did not reporta sufficient number, the 
committee was found without a quorum, and the 
rule was imperative that the Chairman must cause 
the roll to be called. 

Mr. GENTRY submitted that it wasa false find- 
ing. ( Order! order!”?) It was obvious to every 
member that a quorum was present. (“ Order! 
order !”’) 

Mr. CROWELL called for the reading of the 
42d rule, (requiring every member present to vote,) 
and insisted upon its being enforced. 

Cries of ‘Order! order !’? “Call the roll! call 
the roll!” 

Mr, BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, appealed from 
the decision of the Chair overruling the point of 
order of Mr. GENTRY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, insisted 
that the rule was imperative that when the com- 
mitice found itself without a quorum, the roll 
should be called. 

“ Order! order? and much confusion, 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman from 
Mississippi must take his seat. _No remarks were 
in order. The Chair could not entertain two ques- 
. tions at once. 

Mr. THOMPSON insisted that he had a right 
to be heard. ' 

Loud calls to order. 

The question was then taken, “ Shall the decis- 
joa of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” and the vote stood—ayes 51, noes 40, (no 
quorum voting.) 

Mr. CROWELL insisted on the enforcement 
of the rule requiring members present to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN desired to state, to avoid 
confusion, that he had been led into an error in 
entertaining 
state of things at the time of the appeal revealed 
the fact that no quorum was present to decide on 
the point of order. 

The roll was then called for the sixth time, and 
the committee rose and reported the names of the 
absentees to the House. 


the appeal, for the reason that the | 


_ A quorum being present, the committee resumed 
ils session. 

Mr. HARRIS, of 
committee rise. i 

The CHAIRMAN stated that he would enter- 
tain the motion on the ground that there had been 
intervening proceedings, to wit, the roll called and 
the absentees reported to the House. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
the committee rise, and the vote was—ayes 68, 
noes 68. 


Tennessee, moved that the 


The Chair voting in the affirmative, the motion’ 


was carried. - 

And thecommittee accordingly rose and reported 
progress. ; 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that the House 
adjourn; which was lost. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
there be a call of the House. : 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays on this 
motion; which were ordered. 


Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the House ad- 


ourn. 
i Mr. HAMPTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was rejected—yeas 61, nays 85. 

The question then recurred on the motion for a 
call of the House, on which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

Mr. JONES asked to be excused from voting on 
this motion. 

Mr. HALL asked the yeas and nays on this 


motion. 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion for a call 
of the House was one of those questions on which 
gentlemen could not ask to be excused from voting. 

“Mr. HALL appealed from this decision. 

’ Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, demanded 
the yeas and nays on the ap eal. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested that by com- 
mon consent there be a call of the House, and 
have the absent boys brought in. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it now in order to move 
that the House adjourn? 

No response heard. 

The question being on the appeal, 

Mr. JONES asked to be excused from voting 
on this motion. 

The SPEAKER said that this question being 
dependent on the other, it was notin order -to ask 
to be excused from voting on it: 

Mr. JONES appealed from this decision. 

The SPEAKER stated that as there was an ap- 
peal pending, no other conld be entertained. 

Mr. CARTTER. 


ourn. 
: Mr. HAMPTON. I demand the'yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 


I move that the House ad- ; 


Mr. FHOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- | 


stood to ask, whether it would be in order to 
withdraw the motion for a call? 


The response of the SPEAKER was not heard. | 
Mr. STANLY asked whether these various mo- | 


tions for a call of the House, for adjournments, and 
to be excused from voting, are entered upon the 
Jourrtal ? s 

The SPEAKER stated, that all motions enter- 
tained by the Chair were entered upon the Journal. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 


adjourn, and it was rejected—yeas 58, nays 85. 
The question then recurred on the appeal of Mr. 
Haut from the decision of the Chair. 
Thie House refused to order the yeas and nays, 


and the Chair was sustained. 


of the House— 

Mr, WILLIAMS moved to adjourn, which 
motion was agreed to on a division—ayes 68, 
noes 62. 

So the House, at half-past eight o'clock, ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, Xe. 
The following petitions and memorial were pre- 


sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 


priate committees: 


By Mr. McLANAHAN: The petition of Curtis Thomp- 
son and other citizens of Pennsylvania, against the re- 


newal of the patent granted to Austin & Zebulon Parker, | 


for alleged improvements upon reaction water wheels. 


; : ; |l ask t ate to pass 
The question recurring on the motion for a call || Ñ k the Senate p 


"were wit 


Also, the petition “or H. H. Grove and_93 others, citizens | 
as ahove, of like import. À E oy 

By Mr. CHANDLER ‘The memorial of sundry ellizens 
of Philadelphia, asking for a reduction of postage. and a uni- 
form rate upon letters and hoand books. 


_ IN SENATE. - i 
Wepnespay, September 25, 1850. 

On motion, the reading of the Journal was dis- 
pensed with, à . : 
MEMORIALS, &c. 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial, signed by. 
citizens of Bladensburg and other parts.of Prince 
George’s county, in the State of Maryland, urging 
that so much of the Columbia turnpike road as 
lies within the limits of the District of Columbia 
may be purchased by the United States and ’made 
free of tolls; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, certain letters 
of Mr. J. D. Marks, which accompanied the pa- 
pers in relation to the Mexican indemnity bill, 
hdrawn and ordered to be returned to him. 
They were private letters, and were presented 
among the other papers by mistake. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES.. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bil to establish 
certain-light-houses, fog-lights, beacons, and buoys 
on the coast of the State of California, and for the 
security of the coast and harbors of said State, 
together with various documents relating to the 
subject. of light-houses, light-boats, signal. lights, 
é&c., in different portions of the United States, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations for light-houses 
and other purposes; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, ordered that’ the 
Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from 


| the further consideration of all the papers referred 


to it, upon which report has been made. 
WIDOW’S PENSION. 

On motion by Mr. MORTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Senate bill No. 167, being the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. A. M. Dade, widow of the late Major F. La 
Dade, of the United States army. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say but one word in 
explanation of this bill. It provides for placing on 
the pension roll the widow of Major Dade, who 
fell at Dade’s massacre during the war in Florida, 
She is now in extreme indigence, what litle prop- 
erty she once had having been swept away from 
her, afd is dependent for support upon the sweat 
of the brow of an aged father, now seventy years 
old. She is a resident of my town, in Florida, 
and I know her situation well, and if there ever 
was a case which called for the kind interference 
of the Government, it is that of Mrs. Dade. L 
will remark further, that the bill is similar to the 
one passed in January, 1849, for the relief of the 
widow of Major Millard, who also fell in Florida, 
which certainly was not as strong a case as this. 
Without further remarks, I submit it to the Sen- 
ate to say whether she shall not have the relief 
asked. 7 

The bill was then reported tothe Senate, and no 
amendment having been proposed, it was ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, and was sub- 
sequently read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
Senate bill No. 234, being the bili for the relief of 
Frances B. Gardiner. eo 

Mr. SMITH. The Senate has just provided a 
pension for the widow of Major Dade, and I now 
the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances B. Gardiner, the widow of Captain 
George P. Gardiner, who was the second in com- 
mand, and who also fell in Dade’s massacre. The 
two cases are precisely similar, and I hope this 
bill will be passed, for this lady is in needy cir- 
cumstances, and is now gaining a scant subsist- 
ence by keeping a few boarders in a manufactur- 
ing village in Connegticut. 

There being no amendment offered, the bill.was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed, 
and was subsequently read a third time and passed. 

ENLARGEMENT OF THE. CAPITOL. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Elunrer, was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and was read a third time and passed: 


ý 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Buildings be au- 
thorized to invite plans, accompanied by estimates, for the 
extension of the Capitol, and to allow a premium of $560 
forthe plan which may be adopted by the Committee on 
Pubiie Buildings, acting jointly, of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.? 


CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 
The following resolution, which was submitted 


by Mr. Norris on Monday, came up on its third 4 


reading: 

“& Resolved, That the Committee of Claims he authorized 
to employ a clerk annually, whose duties, as said commit- 
tee shali direct, shaii be the same as now performed by the 
clerk of the Committee of Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, until Otherwise ordered by the Senate; to be 
paid by the Secretary of the Senate ont of the’ contingent 
fund such compensation as shall he fixed by the committee, 
nor exceeding that allowed to engrossing cierks of the Seu- 

Mr. CASS. I hope the resolution will not be 
agreed to. ‘This allowing of clerks to our com- 
mittees will continue until every one of them 
becomes an annual officer, and, for one, I am 
opposed to any such system. 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope the resolution will be 
agreed to. A similar proposition Was referred to 
the Committee of Claims at the commencement 
of the session, which came from the Committee of 
Claims at the last session, and was recommended 
by them. The Committee of Claims being com- 
posed of new members—a majority of them not 
only of the committee, but of the Senate itself— 
they delayed action on the subject until they might 
be better qualified to judge whether it was proper 
ornot. They have come to the conclusion, with- 
out a dissenting voice, to report this resolution. 
The Committee of the House of Representatives 
appoint their clerk annually, and they bear testi- 
mony to the great advantages to be derived from 
it. le is proposed in this case, in addition to the 
duties imposed on the clerk here, that during the 
recess he shall make a digest and abstract, properly 
classified, of the cases passed upon during the 
session. it is-of great importance to the commit- 
tee to have an abstract and digest of what they do. 
That process is now going on in the House of 
Representatives, and they have some seven or 
eight clerks employed in bringing up such an ab- 
st#act from the commencement of the Government. 
What we propose is to impose on our clerk the 
performance of a like labor, so far as the action of 
the present session is concerned, and not to go 
back, for that he cannot do. There is another 
consideration in relation to this matter. The Com- 
mittee of Claims have now before them a large 
number of very important matters, and it is pro- 
posed, further, that during the recess the matters 
which shall be undisposed of shall be thoroughly 
investigated. The committee, as it now stands, 
would otherwise have to be discharged from their 
consideration. The proposition is, that, under the 
direction of the committee, the clerk shall be em- 
ployed in furnishing and looking up cases which 
bear on the cases to be settled hereafter by the 
Senate. 1 believe that it is not only important, 
bot an act of economy that this clerk should be 
kept at labor during the year. That is my belief. 
When clerks are asked for here (and it is all 
proper) for the Secretary of the Senate, they are 
accorded at once. When a bureau or a department 
asks for clerks, they are also accorded at once. 
But when a committec of the Senate ask it, on the 
ound that it will expedite their business, and 


Br i : : 
accomplish it in a more systematic manner, Sena- 
tors rise and ery out, ‘extravagance !’? These 


very Senators will vote millions without a mur- 
mur, for purposes altogether unnecessary, but 
but when a committee of the Senate come here and 
ask but for a clerk, to expedite their operations, 
and enable them to discharge themselves of the 
burdens under which they labor, thecry is, ‘ econ- 
omy,” “economy.” We ask but $500 or $600 
a year, at the outside, in order that we may be 
able to discharge our duties properly and method- 
ically, and I hope the resolution will be passed. 
Mr. CASS. If the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire alludes to me, I can only say that on 
every question I vote according to the best of my 
judgment, and do not submit to the. direction of 
any committee. I am willing to receive their rec- 
ommendations, and to treat them with respect; 
but, when that is done, I give my vote according 
to what are my convictions of duty. It appears to 
me that this is the commencement, the first step, of 
a system that inevitably leads to the consequence 
of making permanent every clerk of every com- 


i Committee of Claims, and know something of the | 


| tonished that there should be any objection to con- į 


| clerk. 


Iris | 


mittee of Congress. You cannot avoid it. 
josfas sure as that to-morrow will come. 
therefore opposed to it. 

Mr. WALKER, 
which have had permanent clerks assigned to them. | 
I believe that a resolution has been offered to give | 
a permanent clerk to one or two of the other com- | 
mittees. if fam not mistaken, I believe the Cam- | 
mittee on Pensions has had one assigned to it. I: 
should like to know whether that is.so? 

The PRESIDENT. lam not aware that there 
has been a permanent clerk assigned to any com- 
mittee. During the recess between the present and 
the next session, the Post Office Committee has 
been authorized to retain itsclerk. But thatis not ' 
a permavent clerkship. f 

Mr. WALKER. I was under the impression | 
that both the Post Office Committee and the Com- | 
i 


I am 


T believe there are committees | 


mittee on Pensions had had clerks assigned to 
them during the recess. I merely wish to say that 
I am opposed to such a practice. The committee 
cannot be here during the recess, and as surely as 
thev entrust the performance of their duties to 
clerks, they will have to gó through the whole of 
them over again themselves. If there has beena 
permanent clerk appointed for either of these com- 
mittees, | now give notice that if Í can obtain the 
floor during the present session, I shall offer a res- 
olution rescinding such appointments. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Iam a member of the 


duties which the clerk to that committee has to 
perform. I know that his services are necessary |) 
to the interests of the Government. The House 
of Representatives have given a clerk to its Com- | 
mittee of Claims for years, and great benefits have i 
been realized in consequence. Iam satisfied, from 
the amount of business now pênding before the | 
Senate Committee of Claims, that the services of {i 
this gentleman will be most useful between this |} 
and the next session of Congress; and I am as- il 


tinuing this clerk, precisely as the clerk is contin- | 
ved by the Committee of Claims of the House of | 
Representatives. I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. i 
Mr. TURNEY. Iam opposed to the appoint- | 
ment of these clerks as much on the score of econ- | 
omy as from the effect it will have. When a i| 
claim is unanimously reported from the committee, | 
we usually pass it without much investigation or | 
objection; and we are now told that they must | 
have a clerk to examine the claims, that they may | 
be prepared to report upon them—the committee || 
adopting what the clerk does, and the Senate || 
adopting what the committee does. Sir, we passed |; 
a bill two or three months ago establishing a board ;! 
of accounts, by which it was designed that these i 
claims should be referred to that board. I am |! 
very willing that that principle should be carried |} 
into effect. But to have all these claims presented | 
to Congress reported upon merely by a clerk, and / 
he, too, perhaps, paid by more than half of the | 
claimants for a favorable report, is carrying the if. 
matter further than I can go. This clerk is to be | 
selected by the committee, and itis, perhaps, with 


whole business of a comm! 
compensation of four dollars per day. Í am alto- 
gether unwilling to confer any such power upon a | 
I think that such a policy would be ruin- ; 
ous tothe Treasury. [think that these claims had | 
hetter be examined by the committee themselves; | 
and I have no doubt that if they had no clerk at: 
all, it would be all the better. The clerk is to re- 
lieve the committee, and what he does, the com- 
mittee do not do; and what they do, he does not 
do; and I think that the committee themselves 
ought to examine these claims and report upon | 
them, without the aid ofa clerk. . 

Mr. NORRIS. f do not like to be misrepre- 
sented by any Senator here, neither shall I, if I, 
can help it. I contend for no such thing as has 
been alleged by the Senator from Tennessee. I 


j 


i 


merely ask that, under the diréction of the Com- 


j mittee of Claims, the clerk shall collect such: in- 
‘| fermation as he may be able to get, so that: the 


committee may act more promptly. J do not pro- 
pose that be sheuld make out any reports at all. 

Mr. DICKINSON. { perceive the impatient 
feeling of the Senate, and therefore 1 shall not con- 
sume their time on this question. I have great 
faith in the Committee of Claims, and I know the 
feelings of prudence and sagacity and economy 
which actuate its members, Still, i am afraid of” 
this practice of giving permanent clerks to com- 
mittees. It never has been done before, and I 
should regret to see it done now, except upon the 
fullest consideration and the most absolute neces- 
sity. It is most likely that no necessity will exist 
for such services after the next session of Con- 

ress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not know 
what will be the duties of this clerk during the re- 
cess, if one should be appointed. Committees are 
obliged to. report during the session, or else they 
are discharged from the further consideration of 
the subjects referred to them. {n that case all the 
papers come upon the files of the Senate. A com- 
mittee in the House of Representatives is entirely 
different from one in the Senate. The two ses- 
sions of each Congress in the House of Repre- 
sentatives may be considered as one. The Senate 
is a perpetual body, and everything done is an en- 
tire thing. The cases are not parallel atall. I 
cannot conceive what duties this clerk will have to 
perform during the recess of the Senate, unless the ` 
Senate submit te him the papers during the recess 
also; and to that I object. f 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the resolution, and it was rejected. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be 
and he is hereby authorized to place the name of Felix D. 
Queen on the roll of messengers, and that there be paid to 
him, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the same per 
diem and compensation as is allowed to the messengers of 
the Senate, commenciig with the present session of Con- 
gress. g 

Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That Michael Dooley, who has charge of the 
folding room, be continued by the Sergeant-at-Arins during- 
the recesses of the Senate, to attend tothe folding and send- 
ing off the documents of the Senators; and that the dogu- 
ment and mail wagons be continued in like mannergfor the 
transmission of the mail and documents as heretofore, and 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms employ such additional folders, 
to be paid by the piece, at prices fixed by the House of Re- 
resentatives, if he deem it necessary for finishing the folding 
by the meeting of the next session. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, it was ordered that 
t be referred to the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

CHARLES STUART’ S PENSION. 

On the motion of Mr. WHITCOMB, the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
Whole, House bill No. 120, being an act for the 
relief of Charles Stuart. ; 

There being no amendment offered, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be read a third 
time, and was subsequently read a third time and 


passed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
The bill from the House of Representatives 
making appropriations for certain fortifications of 
the United States for the year ending June 30th, 


| 1851, was read a first and second time by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
LAND TITLES IN MICHIGAN. 

The bill providing for the examination and set- 
tlement of claims for land at the Sault Ste. Marie, 
in Michigan, was returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with the following amendment: 

Sec. 7, line B—after the word “expenses” strike ont “and 
to cover said per diem and expenses asum not to exceed 
81,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

On the motion of Mr. FELCH, the amendment 
of the House was concurred in. 

COMMISSARIAT DEPARTMENT. 


The bill from the Senate to increase the commis- 


| sariat of the army was returned with the follow- 


ing amendment: 

Add to the bill— And be it enacted, That the senior aid- 
de-camp of the major-general commanding the army may _ 
pe taken from the captains or majors of the army, and shail- 


1972 


Sept. 25, 


be allowed the pay and emoluments of a major of eav- 
airy.” i 

On the motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
the amendment was concuried in. 

x : GENERAL PENSION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the Senate proceeded 
to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, Sen- 
bill No. 137, being the bill to regulate the pensions 
of officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines, who 
have been or may hereafter be disabled while -in 
the service of the United States. : 

Mr. JONES.: In order to remove all the objec- 


tions to this bill, in consequence of allowances || 


that may be thought extravagant, although the | 
committee have unanimously agreed to these | 
allowances ag they are in the bill, I will move to 
make such reductions as J think will induce every | 
Senator to vote for the bill. We have passed | 
many special bills for the relief of officers and sol- | 
diers who are disabled; but this a general bill, | 
which will embrace many cages, and avoid the ne- } 
cessity of passing numerous bills in individual 
cases, I move tostrike out in the fourteenth line 
of the first section the worda “ double the amount,” | 
and insert. “fifty per cent,” 

Mr. HUNTER. F would suggest to the Sen- 


ator from [owa that perhaps he can make his bill ! 


more acceptable to others, and accomplish all the 
purposes he has in view, by striking out the fourth 
section; and in order to show why I make the mo~ 
tion, if he will withdraw his motion [{ will ask to 


the effect of this section arises from this fact: The 
words ‘* total disability,” as used at the depart- 
ment, constitute a technica] term, according to | 
which it is understood that the limb cannot be used 
atall. And so of all other disabilities. The term 
has reference to labor; which a man camot per- 
form in consequence of the injury received. This 
term has had a long-standing and well-understood 
meaning at the department, and the letter of the 
Commissioner is founded upon the construction” 
given to that term. Of course he is enabled to de- 
termine how many will be brought within the pro- 
visions of this bill: Iam told they have the actual 
knowledge at the department, which they had not 
at the time the bill was first brought forward, as to 
; the number of persons who have suffered in this 
way. Atall events, I have no doitbt the report of 
the Commissioner is correct, taking into account 
the technical meaning of the term which is applied. 

Mr. JONES. I promised I would not consume | 
the time of the Senate in discussion; but I hope 
the motion to strike out will not prevail. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I now move to amend the bill 
i inthe nineteenth line of the first section, by stri- 
king out “one hundred and fifty,” and inserting 
“fifty.” That portion of the section provides 
for— is 

“Each commissioned officer, for the loss of a Teg or dn 


arm, double the amount of pension at present allowed to 
any such officer, aceording to grade, for the highest disabil- 


. have a letter read which I have received from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, in answer to a com- 
munication from me, cling his attention to this 
very case, ` 

The letter waa accordingly read, as follows: 
Pension Orrice, August 2, 1850. 


Sir: T herewith return Senate bill No 137, «10 regulate 
the pensions of officers, soldiers, seamen, and warives who 


have been or may hereafter be disabled white in the service | 


of the United States.” 

The firs threo sections of this hill were suggested by me 
in January, 1849 ; 
were passed, the additional expenditure would not amount 
to twenty thousand dolars at the highest ealenlation, as the 
number of men disabled by the actual loss of Hibs or eyes 


in battle does nor amount to more than one in fifty of those | 


who draw invalid pensions, Batif the fourth scetion should 
pass, the effect would be to increase the pension of every 
man who is now on the roll to treble or quadruple the amount 
which be now receives. Prom little more than three hundred 
thousand dollars, the amount of the present annual expend- 
inge for invalid pensions, this item would be increased to 
eleven or twelve hundred thousand dollars. 

By this bill. the pensions of otticers would be increased in 
most cages to the folowing rates: Lieutenant Cotonel, and 
alMofligers above that grade, ninety dollars per month; Ma- 
jor, seYèury tive dollars per mouth; Captain, sixty dollars 

er month ; First Lieutenaut, fitty-one dollars per month 5 
Second Licutenant, forty-five dollars per month; Third 
Lieutenant, forty-two dollars per month : Ensign, thirty-nine 
dollars per month. 


I have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient servant, | 


J. L. EDWARDS. 
Hou. R. M, T, Munir, Senate of the United States. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
from lowa that if he will withdraw his motion, L 
will move tp strike out the fourth section. 
Mr. JONES, l am very contident, and the 
other members of the committee are confident, that 
there is a mistake about this estimate. ‘The fourth 


section provides for giving the same pension to a i 
man whose arm or leg is bent in consequence of a | 


wound, and is in such a condition as to be useless, 
as to the man whose limb has been taken of: It 


will be a great deal better in many cases to be | 


without the limb than to have one in the disabled 
and useless condition in which some of them are, 
I think this is the fair interpretation to be given to 
the term disabled, D 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move to strike out the 
whole of the fourth section, which is in these 
words: 

“See. 4. And be tt further enacted, That the terms ¢los 
in bate? of a limb or limbs used in this act, shall be con- 
strued to mean such injury to a limb or fimbs as shall de- 
prive the person of the use of suci-limb or limbs to the 
degree of touy disability.” 

Mr. EWING. I have looked at 
with some care, and I certainly think itis richt. | 
If a man carries about a disabled limb which is | 
totally useless, he is worse off than a man who | 
has lost a limb. If this section should not be 
Struck out, I do not think that there will bea very 
extravagant expenditure, as has been suggested, 
The proportion of limbs utterly disabled cannot be 

_ very great. 


Mr. FELCH. I apprehend the difficulty about 


E] 


\ 


the section 


and if a law containing these sections ; 


: | 
I will suggest to the Senator | 


| without ever havin 


ity; and to all non-commissioned officers, warrant officers, 
petty officers, musicians, privates, seamen, and marines, an 
addition of fone hundred and} fifty per eentum in each case, 
| in Hea of the pensions now allowed by law to those persons 
| forthe highest degree of disability.” 

Mr. CASS. I wish to say that I trust no Sen- 
ator will measure the services which we propose 
to compensate in this way, as they would measure 
many other services. They are services which 
were rendered with blood; these are pensions 
bought with blood, and it becomes this Congress, 
aaitisin the hearts of the American people, to 
treat these persons with the utmost indulgence. 1 
do trust the amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JONES. I now move to strike out the 
word “treble,” in the third line of the second 
section, and insert the word double.” That 
portion is in these words: 

“See. 2. And be it enacted, That for the loss in battle of 
both eyes, both legs, or both arms, commissioned officers of 
every grage shail receive (treble) the amount now allowed 
by law for the highest degree of disability.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I move still farther to amend by 
striking out the word “ quadruple,” in the sixth 
line of the same section, and inserting the word 
“double.” The closing part of the section was 
| as follows: 

« And all the persons wounded as aforesaid, shall receive 
[quadruple] the amount now aHowed by law for the highest 
| degree of disability.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the first 
| section in the tenth line, by striking out the words 
; “when the original pension commenced,” and 
inserting the words “ of the passage of this act.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Ihave an amendment which 1 
! wish to add to the last section, as follows: 


«That the pensions hereby authorized, are hereby al- 
lowed for five years to the widow, if there be one, if not, to 
the children of the person, who, if living, would have been 
entitled.” 


Mr. FELCH. I would like to inquire of the 
Senator from Virginia if he has any information 
by which he can make us acquainted with the 
number of cases to which this amendment will ap- 
ply, and the amount of expense which will be in 


| 


i 


t 


| 

it 

i 
i 


| laid over for the purpose of making inquiries as to 
its extent; and on inquiring at the Pension Office, 
I ascertained that the amount of money which 
| would be requisite to meet the demand which 
| would be created by the passage of the provision 
| would be from $800,000 to $1,000,000. How far 
this may extend, | cannot say. `] hope we may 
have further information with regard to the effect 
of this amendment before we agree to adopt it. 

Mr. SMITH. I have not attended particularly 
to this subject, but it strikes me that if this amend- 
ment prevails we shall be called.on not only to 
provide for the minor children 6f those whe were 
wounded and have died, in case the widows were 
not living, but for those who are adults; and not ` 
only for those who may be poor, but for those 
who are wealthy. I do not understand that that 
is the policy of the Government. Congress has 
provided pensions for widows often, and ssme- 
times for minor children; but I do not know of any 
instance where Congress provided for those who 
were adults. If we do it at all, we should so alter 
and arrange the provision as to confine the pension 
to those who are poor. IT think the amendmentig 
altogether too vague to be adopted with safety. 

Mr. BRIGHT. [think this amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia is entirely too broad.. The 
case to which he has referred may have merit, and 
if it has he can bring in a separate bill and get re- 
lief. The Senate cannot now tell the number of 
persons who-may apply for relief under such a 
provision, nor the amount of money which will be 
‘expended. Ifthe widow be dead the children are 
to have it, and it will go still further. The effect 
of it will be nothing more nor less than this: to give 
pensions to agents and jobbers. The effect will be 
to set the men to work who live by that process, 
-to ascertain who are entitled to pensions, or who 
may havea claim which by possibility may be 
brought within the provision of the law. I am 
opposed to the proposition, for I think it a danger- 
ous one. $ 

Mr. SHIELDS. Let the amendnient be con- 
fined to widows and minor children. If itbe adopted 
as it now is, it wil kill the biil. 

Mr. MASON. This system of pensidning ina 

popular Government is a very dangerous thing, 
and yet we are driven to it. When a pension is 
to be granted the law does not inquire whether the 
pensioner is able to maintain himself or not, 
whether he is rich or poor. All are alike, from 
the necessity of the case. Our policy in regard to 
the military pensions has been that where the suf- 
ferer is not willing to receive them, we should 
| grant a bounty to his widew and children for at 
least five years. I have not that prescience which 
enables some gentlemen to say what willkill the 
bill and what will invigorate it. I think the amend- 
| ment right, and { submitted it to the Senate for 
| their adoption. 
Mr. JONES. I move to amend the amendment 
| by inserting before the word “ children’’ the word 
| “£ minor,” so that the amendment shall provide 
that these pensions shall be granted to the widow, 
or, if there be no widow, to the minor children. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I merely wish to 
; State to the Senate that, the Committee on Military 
| Affairs have reported a bill to put the widows and 


i 
i 


i 


i 
| 
| 
i 


i, orphans of soldiers of the United States army upon 


| the same footing as the widows and orphans of 
| Sailors of the United States navy. By that bill, if 
| a soldier is killed in battle, or died in consequence 
| of disease contracted or injury received while in 


| the line of,his duty, his widow, or if he leaves no 


|i widow, his child or children under seventeen years 


| of age, shall be placed on the ‘pension roll. The 
bill provides that its provisions shall be retroactive, 
so far back asthe 7th day of May, 1845. We 


currred ? 

Mr. MASON. [ have not that information. I 
have offered that amendment because of this fact. | 
One of the petitioners for a pension having lost an 
iarm, lived in the State of Virginia. He died i 
| while this bill was pending, in extreme old age, | 
| country. i 

i 
i 


g received the bounty of his | 
| Mr. FELCH. I merely wish to say that Í i; 
i think the amendment will open a very wide door, |i 
if it shall be adopted. I hope that before such a 4 
provision is adopted, the matter will be referred to |! 
a committee, in order that we may have the infor- i 
mation we need as to the extent of its application. | 
A provision of a somewhat similar kind was in- 
troduced a short time ago, and f asked to have it | 


, the question can better be co 
ji eral bill. 


‘had some hesitation in fixing the day, but it will 
| be in the power of the Senate to change it. 


But 
nsidered on the gen~ 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendtnent as amended was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments which had been made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Inow renew the motion whie 
was rejected in committee, to strike out the fourth 
section of the bill, and on that question I ask the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRIGHT, I understand that this section 
is recommended to be stricken out by the Com- 
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missioner of Pensions, who has examined this bill 
thoroughly, and is conversant with the whole sub- 
ject. | would rely on his judgment in this matter 
more than upon the judgment of any one in the 
circle of my acquaintance. I concur with him: in 
the opinion that this section ought to be stricken 
out. ` i 

Mr. CASS. I know the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions is an honest man. He has been in his office 
for thirty years, but the nature of Ris investiga- 
tions has, in a great measure, tended to make him 
set his face against pensions. This is human na- 
ture. But this is a question of which we should 
judge for curselves. {tis a question which every 
member should vote upon, according to his own 
judgment, and on his own responsibility. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I would simply state that th 
Commissioner of Pensions says this fourth section 
would increase our pension appropriation from a 
little more than $300,000, the present annual 
amount of expenditure for invalid pensions, to 
eleven or twelve hundred thonsand dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 hope the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions will so modify 
the language of this section as to secure what I am 
sure he desires. This fourth section, as it now is 
in the bill, uses a technical expression, ‘ total dis- | 
ability.” < Total disability,” as used in giving a 
certificate, often means a disability that cannot in- 
terfere with a person acquiring a livelihood in some į 
other way than he has been accnstomedto. A 
soldier, for instance, who should lose half of his | 
forefinger on the right hand, would be entitled to | 
a certificate of ‘* total disability,” and would get 
the highest rate of pension now allowed. So a 
person that had been a clerk, but who had entered 
the army, might have his left arm shattered; he 
would then be totally disabled from performing 
the duties of a soldier, but he might obtain a live- 
lihood by following his former pursuit. I think 
the Committee on Pensions only meant to consider 
it a “ total disability’ when the injury to the limb 
was such that it mattered not to the individual 
whether it was amputated or not. This would be 
accomplished by making the section read, that 
“the terms ‘loss in battle’ of a limb or limbs, | 
used in this act, shall be construed to mean such 
injury to the limb or limbs as shall totally deprive 
the person of the use of such limb or limbs.” The 
term ‘limb?’ of course means an arm or leg, and 
not a finger. : 

Mr. JONES. I agree to that modification. 

Mr. DAVIS. Between the ingenuity of claim | 
agents and the undefended condition of the Treas- | 
ury, nothing but the vigilance of the Commis- | 
sioner of Pensions saves the Treasury in regard to 
these pensions. And I am inclined to believe that 
it is better to strike out this section. Then, when 
a case’ arises of the total disability of a soldier, 
where the limb was not amputated, it can be pro- 
vided for by special legislation. ' 

Tie question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 
the motion to amend by striking out the fourth 
section, resulted: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Bright, Butler, 
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickin-, 
son, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Feich, Foote, Greene, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, King, Mason, Norris. Pearce, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Soulé, Spruance, Underwood, Whitcomb, and 
Yulee—29. 3 

-NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Cass, Cooper, 
Dayton, Ewing, Frémont, Houston, Jones, Morton, Rusk, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Sturgeon, Turney, Wales, Walker, | 
and Winthrop—20. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, as follows: 


s A bill to regulate the pensions of officers, soldiers, sea- 
men, aud marines who have been, or may hercafter be, dis- 
abled while in the service of the United States. : 


« Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Representatives 
of the United Staies of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
from and after the passage of this act, every officer, non-com- 
missioned officer, musician, private, scaman, or marine, in 
the serviee of the United States, who has been or may here- 
after be wounded in battle, and by such wound may or shall 
have losta limb, shall be paid the following sums per mouth, 
in lieu of pension heretofore allowed by law, the same to com- 
mence at the time of the passage of this act: Each commis- | 
sioned officer, for the loss of a leg or an arm, an addition of 
fifty per centum, double the amount of pension at present i 
allawed to any such officer, according to grade, for the high- 
est disability; and to all non-commissioned officers, warrant 
officers, petty officers, musicians, privates, seamen, and ma- | 
rines, an addition of fifty per centum in each case, in lieu | 
of the pensions now allowed by law to those persons for the 
highest degree of disability: the pensions of the officers of | 
ae navy and marine corps to be determined by their rela- | 
tive rank with the officers of the army. 

u Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That for the loss in | 


battle of both eyes, both legs, or both arms, commissioned 
officers of every grade shail receive double-the amount now 
allowed by law for the highest degree of disability; and atl 


other persons wounded as aforesaid shalt receive double the | 


amount now allowed by law for the highest degree of disa- 
ility. 

“SEC, 3. And be it further enacted, That for the Joss of a 
leg or an arm in battle, the person so disabled shall be paid 
according to the rate prescribed by thie second section.” 

This bill was subsequently read a third time and 
passed. 
x SAFETY OF PASSENGERS. 

The bill from the House to provide additional 
security for the lives and property of passengers 
in vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives to authorize the President of the United | 


States to cause suit to be brought against George 


W. Crawford, late Secretary of War, was read a | 


first time by its title. 

The joint resolution was read a second time with 
a view to reference. 

Mr. BADGER. [can see no reason why that 
resolution should not be passed without reference 
to a committee. It is a measure which was intro- 
duced into the House at the request of Mr. Craw- 
ford.“ I suppose there can be no. objection to 
gratify his wish on the subject, and I hope the res- 
olution will be put upon its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the resolution will be 
acted on at once, with a decided opinion on my 
part that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. DAWSON moved to refer the resolution 
to the Judiciary Committee, which motion did 
not prevail, and the resolution was considered by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURNEY. Ihave but a single remark to 
make. 
the question which it is proposed to raise and to 
investigate before the courts: that is, to test the 
correctness of the decision of the departments 
here in paying the interest upon this claim. It 
cannot do it, in the first instance, because Mr. 
Crawford only acted as agent or attorney for the 
Galphins, and’ if he received the money in the 
character of agent or attorney, the presumption is 
that he has paid it over to. the owners, retaining, 


no doubt, the fee which was to be paid him by į 
If this question is to be | 


the contract with them. 
tested, you must sue the partics who reccived the 
money, and not the attorney who prosecuted the 
claim. It is mere humbug to say that Mr. Craw- 
ford was justified, or that the departments were 
justified in paying it, on account of any decision 
which the courts might make under this resolution. 
The suit must be brought, not against the agent or 
attorney who prosecuted the claim, but against the 
man who recovered the money. And besides, 
from the provisions of this resolution, I take it 
that, even if Mr. Crawford was the proper party 
to be sued, you could not get behind the decisions 
of the auditors and comptrollers, and of the treas- 
urer who paid the money. Their decisions would 
be final and conclusive before the court. Thus it 
would be a mere matter of mockery to authorize 
the President to bring a suit in order to whitewash 
the character of some man. I am opposed to 
passing this resolution to authorize a judicial in- 


| vestigation for the purpose of whitewashing the 


character of Mr. Crawford in this transaction. 
You cannot reach the question of the correctness 
of the decision of the department in paying this 
money by any suit that can be instituted under 
this resolution, because you cannot sue Mr. Craw- 


ford, the attorney, and, secondly, because in any |; 


such suit the decision of the auditor and treasurer 
would. be conclusive upon the court. The court 
would have no right to reverse it. Their decision 
would be the law of the case. An act of Congress 
confers the duty of making such decisions upon 
these accounting officers, and there is no law 
authorizing the courts to correct or reverse them. 


No appeal can be taken, nor is there any mode of 


revising the decisions of the accounting officers; 
and hence I say this is a mere mode of white- 
washing the character of Mr. Crawford, without 
any possible hope even of submitting to the court 
the correctness of those decisions, The court 
would have no power to reverse or revise them and 
render judgment against Mr. Crawford, even if he 
was the proper man to be sued to recover this 
money back. I hold that itis utterly unnecessary, 


I think the resolution itself will not raise į 


therefore, to pass any such resolution. In fact, I 
think it is “throwing good. money.after bad 7? to 
incur the expense of a lawsuit merely for the pur- 
pose of whitewashing the character. of. these 
parties. $ i 

Mr. EWING. I think the Senator from. Ten- 
nessee is entirely mistaken in all the positions he 
has taken in this matter. In the first place, he says 
that the proposed suit is not. against the proper in» 
dividual, and that the suit cannot be ‘sustained 
against him, because he is only the attorney, and 
not the party. Now, sir, this attorney received 
the money, ora portion of the money, no matter 
how much; but whatever portion of that money he 
received, if he be sued forit, and if in his plead- 
ings he do not set up the defence that he was. at- 
torney, the suit can be sustained. The case hag 
to be decided upon the declaration and the plea, 
and you can sustain the action against him if he 
‘| admits that he received the money, and does not 
plead that he received it as attorney. Now, he 
says in his communication to the House that he 
will not put in that plea. If he do, he isa dis- 
honored man, asa matter ofcourse, and there ig 
no. whitewashing” of character atall. But I un- 
dertake to say that he will not plead nor set up ag 
a defence that he received this money as attorney. 
So that, as to that particular“point, it settles: ik 
without any difficulty at all, just as if you sued the 
individual party instead of sueing the attorney. 

As to the next position, that the settlement of 
this account by the accounting officer is conclu- 
sive, Mr. Crawford says in his letter that he will 
not set up that as a defence, nor will he setup any- 
thing as a defence except the legal right, conferred 
by law, to pay this money, and every part of it, 
over to the parties. He will not set up as a de~ 
fence the fact that the accounting officefs have 
acted upon itatall. In his pleadings he will pre- 
sent the single and sole question, that the law of 
1848 and the previous obligations of the Govern- 
ment gave him the right to receive this money, 
Well, if he does not—if the pleadings are present- 
ed in that form, I need not say to every lawyer 
| that the question will be settled by our courts upon 
| the pleadings, and settled, therefore, upon the law 
| of the original case. It is no matter of whitewash- 
ing atall. If the pleadings be made fairly—if the 
pleadings be set forth bona fide, as he says he will 
cause them to be set forth, the actual iaw of the 
case will be presented; and if there has been black- 
balling by the decision of the committee, there will 
be nothing more than the wiping off of that black- 
balling by the decision of the court, entitled to de- 
cide upon the question of law, and having the 
direct question before them, and nothing but the 

uestion. ' 
|” Mr. BUTLER. I was one of those who thought 
that this resolution ought not to go to the com- 
mittee. I think it unnecessary, because the sub- 
ect is well understood. 1 object to the bill 
upon this obvious ground, that we have no right 
| to make use of the courts of the United States to 
| perform the office of arbitrator. We have, no 
‘right to devolve upon them the office of arbitrator 
i between gentlemen who may conceive their 
‘honor involved in any matter m the adminis- 

tration of the Federal Government. To say the 
| least, this mode of proceeding is unusual. Can- 
| dor requires me to say that I believe that Mr. 
|| Crawford, as a man of honor, would be guided by 
; what he has said, because I know the man: 1 be- 
| lieve he is willing to have the matter fuily investi- 
| But the court derives its 


i 


|| ford, in good faith—and his parole would go very 
| far with me, and I would regard his-word as his 


| 
j 
i 
! 
| 
| 


i validity of that judem 
i| tive decision of the Treasury Department. 
| it may be so, or it may 
i judgment of the court ; 
| Ford, in honor he would be bound by the state of 
| the pleading on which the judgment was rendered, 


if His sense of honor, and not legal obligation, 
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pleadings below. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are a great many ways 
of amending the pleadings below. 

Mr. EWING. No, they cannot do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1} donot undertake to say that 
it would be so in this case. 1 know very well 
that the pleadings and judgment in appellate tri- 
bunals must rest entirely on the pleadings and the 
judgment upon thera in the court below. But I 
say that this mode of entertaining a matter of this 
kind is making use of the courts for purposes not 
contemplated by the Constitution of the United 
States. It never has been done. Now with re- 
gard to the present state of the law: This money 
was paid over under the adjudication of the audi- 
tor and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. That judgment or proceeding is final. It was | 
paid, therefore, on a judgment, or that which has | 
the operation of a judgment, and that judgment | 
secures Mr. Crawford against any right, per lege, 
of the Government to recover jt back, and I have ! 
no idea of interposing. Mr. Crawford has given 
his word, and as I have said, 1 believe he will ! 
abide by it, but there is no security that Milledge 
Galphia or others may not be sued by the Federal 
courts and brought within the scope of the judg- | 
ment. 1 conclude as I began, by saying that itis | 
making the court an arbiter, which is nota part of 
its office nor within its usual and proper juris- 
diction. It will, in effect, give it the office of re- 
view over a distinct department of this Govern- | 
ment. : 

Mr. DAWSON. | I regret very much the tone 
and manner of the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
Turney] on this subject. Mr. Crawford has had 
a great deal said in relation to him in connection 
with this particular claim; and when gentlemen 
use the term “whitewashing” in relation to his 
character, they ought first to understand the nature 
of the imputation that they are making, and 
‘whether they can sustain the accusation against 
Mr. Crawford in relation to this matter. demand, 
ag the friend of Mr. Crawford, to know what part 
of his conduct in relation to this matter needs | 
“whitewashing??? What infamy or impropriety 
has been attached to him in relation to this matter? 
Where are the occasions upon which he has not 
acted openty, fairly, and boldly, in relation to this 
matter? When was it that he ever forfeited his 
honor or his character either as an individual or 
as a politician? What part of his conduct during 
his administration of the’War Department needs 
“whitewashing,” even by a decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States? { know the 
Senator from Tennessee did not, in using the word 
‘swhitewashed,’’ intend to convey a charge incon- 
sistent with honor; at least, I think not. 

Mr, TURNEY. Jf the Senator will allow me, 
I wiil say that! made no charge—lI intended to 
make none when | spoke of whitewashing. Mr. 
Crawford himself feels that there is something | 
hanging suspended over him, otherwise he never 
would have made the application to Congress. He 
felt it when he first asked an investigation in the 
House. That investigation resulted unfavorably to 
him, and now to get rid of that—for it only plunged | 
him lower in the public estimation-—he sends here 
a proposition for a judicial investigation, in order 
to whitewash those reflections which have been 
cast upon him by the proceedings of the House 
and by what has transpired. 

Mr. DAWSON. What part of the proceed- 
ings of the House casts any imputation upon Mr. 
Crawford ? 

Mr. TURNEY.~ They speak for themselves. 

Mr. DAWSON, And they cast no imputation. 
Sir, it is ungenerous and unkind, in the absence 
of this gentleman, where he has not the opportu- 
nity of vindicating his own honor by taking part 
m the debate, to insinuate anything against him, 
calculated to do him injury before the country 
that he has served. Mr. Crawford, in this trans- 
action, has acted witha marked honor and pro- 
priety. His hand, his finger has not been laid 
upon this ciaim improperly. The claim was passed 
by the proper departments of the Government, and 
irs payment was sustained by the late Attorney || 
General of the United States, who, with an honor 


| he published it to the world. The late Attorney 


i! did L know ‘what its contents were until { beard i 


and magnanimity which J trust will always ac- 
company him, said that if there was any blame 
in relation to this matter, it was upon him, and 


General (Mr. Johnson) has published his opinion 
and his evidence, and assumed the whole respon- 
sibility like a man. Then how can it be brought 
up here, before the American people, and charged 
that this is a measure to “‘ whitewash”? George 
W. Crawford? But, Mr. President, what is he 
todo? When the bitterness of party, and the un- 
kindness of personal relations will circulate reports 
throughout the country injurious to his reputation, 
how is he to meet it? He can only to do it by 
the mode he has adopted. Whatisit? Hecomes 
before the country, and notwithstanding that he is 
shielded by the Constitution and laws in the pos- 
session of the money, yet as doubts have been ex- 
pressed whether that money went honestly and 
justly to the representatives of Galphin, he says, 
so far as he is concerned, here is every dollar of 
that money. Now, adjudicate it before any tri- 
bunal you may select. Congress proposes to se- 
lect the Supreme Court of the United States, com- 
mencing in the district court and carrying it up to | 
the Supreme Court. What for? To “ whitewash” 
the character of George W. Crawford by a decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court? And will the Supreme | 


Court make a decision to whitewash his character | 
| against their oaths and the high obligations of ; 


their dignified position? Why, it is a charge 
againstthem. And, when Mr. Crawford has pur- ; 
sued only the course which justice, honor, and 
propriety demanded of him, he is charged here as 
coming with a view to “ whitewash”? Ì 


h 
tion, stained of course by some previous conduct! 


But, as the Senator from South Carolina said, Mr. |i 
| Crawford’s honor is known, and his parole would 


carry weight wherever honor and honesty are to 
be found. Gentlemen say they will not grant this 
investigation. And why? i 
Court may support the construction of that Jaw | 
given to it by the departments of this Govern- | 
ment, and their sanction would be a protection to 
the past Administration from this slander, and | 
that is the thing to be feared. 
washing,” but it is subjecting the vindication of | 
Mr Crawford and the last Administration to the 
decision of the Supreme Court as the final arbiter; 
and their decision, when pronounced, will give 
satisfaction. to the entire country, where party 
motives and personal feelings do not interfere to 
prevent. : 

I did not expect, at any time, to be called up in 
relation to this claim. I was not in Congress when 
it passed. Other gentlemen passed the law, and 
they passed the law subject to that construction 
which has heen made by the proper departments 
of the Government, and we are willing to abide by 
it. But others are not, and the only way to give 
the whole matter a proper bearing, is before the 
Supreme Court of the Upited States. Mr. Craw- | 
ford abandons his legal right to defend himself 
against any suit whatsoever. He abandons all 
that, and comes here and says I will abide by the | 
decision of the Supreme Court, and not put in any 
plea : 

Mr. GWIN. Will the gentleman give way for 
a motion to postpone the biil till to-morrow ? 

Mr. DAWSON. No, sir; l have but a few 
more remarks to make. I did not know before of 
the existence of the report of this committee, nor 


read by the Secretary. | wished to have the reso 
lution referred to the Judiciary Committee, for the 
purpose of placing before that intelligent commit- 
tee, having a full knowledge of the laws of the 
country and of the Constitution, the question 
whether, by an agreement between the parties, this į 
suit could be ordered. As it has been declared by 
the immediate representatives of the people that a 
suit shali be instituted against Mr. Crawford, I go 
for the institution of it, and if Mr. Crawford is 
not sustained by the decision of the Supreme | 
Court, then let him pay back every dollar, as he | 
will do without a moment’s hesitation. 

Mr. COOPER. I have buta word to say. I 
desired to obtain the floor after the Senator from | 
Tennessee, to say that I did not concur with him | 
in the views which he has expressed. And Ide- | 
sired to suggest, what was very properly suggested j 
by the Senator from South Carolina, that in the | 
event of Mr. Crawford’s decease, there are pleas | 
that may be taken advantage of that would pre- | 


|! from being investigated. 


| d 
€ ii would be different. 
his reputa- ji 


Because the Supreme |; 


It is not a ** white- ! 


clude recovery on the part of the United States, | 
notwithstanding originally there was’ no. right on 
the part of the Government to pay thé money to 
Mr. Crawford. There is a distinction, well known 
to every lawyer, between. the. recovery of money 
paid through a mistake of law, aod that. paid 
through a mistake of fact. Here, if there ia any 
mistake at all, it wasa mistake of law, and accords : 
ing to the dasision of the courts, both of this coun- 
try and of England, money- paid through a mistake 
of law cannot be recovered back, and if advantage 
of this be taken by the executors of Mr. Craw- 
ford, of course the merits of this question could _ 
not be inquired into. On that point the case would 
turn, and it would turn im favor of the defendant 
inthe suit. If Mr. Crawford lives, under his tet- 
ter he would not take advantage of that plea, or 
any other of that nature. And nd doubt, as the 
gentleman before me [Mr, Ewine] stated, the mo- 
ney was received by him, he would not set up 
that it was received by him as attorney, or plead 
any plea that would prevent the merits of the case 
Bat, as life is uncertain, 
he may die, and as his administrators and execu- 
tors would feel bound themselves to take every 
legal advantage, the bill before us therefore is im~ 
perfect. It does not present, under all the circum- 
stances which may occur, an issue to deeide what 
was intended by Mr. Crawford to be decided when 
he addressed his letter to the House. I believe 
him to be a man of high honor; and have no doubt 
| whatever that he would be governed by the propo- 
sitions in that letter; but if he should die, the case 


Mr. GWIN. I-move to lay the resolution on 
the table, so that we may proceed with other busi- 
ness. 

The motian was not agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to engage for a mo- 
ment or two the attention of the Senate on the 
question presented in this joint resolution. In the 
first place, I desire to say that | do not agree with 
my friend from South Carolina, that there is any 
objection in the form proposed by the House of 
Representatives to be given to this investigation. 
I do not understand how itis, in any sense, making 
a court of the United States an arbitrator to decide 
this question. There is a very clear general prin- 
ciple, that if a man is in possession of money 
which belongs to the Government of the United 


|| States, that Government has a right to. institute a 


| suit, and by that suit in the: proper tribunals to 
compel the payment of the money which thisin- | 
dividual holds, and which belongs to them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will, with the Senator’s per- 
mission, ask him a question, which perhaps may 
shorten this argument. it is, whether the Gov- 
! ernment could at this time sue Mr. Crawford? 

Mr. BADGER. My friend generally antici- 
pates. An argument consists of steps, and I was 
going on step by step to present my views on this 
question, when my friend asks me a question 
which I must inevitably answer before I get 
through, and while I am stating premises which 
lead to that conclusion. The general principle is, 
as I stated, that if A is in the possession of money 
į belonging to B, B has a right to sue and recover 
| it; and } suppose there is nothing clearer than that 
the United States have the same right to recover 
the money which A is in possession of, belonging 
to them. ` I believe there is nothing to prevent It. 

It would be very strange, indeed, if, when there 
is in the possession of an individual money belong- 
ing’ to the United States, the Government would 
not have the faculty which every individual. or 
corporation has, to institute a suit for its recovery. 
Then, that being clear, the only difficulty: that 
could arise with regard to the institution of a suit 
against Mr. Crawford would arise from the pro- 
ceedings in the executive department. That is alt, 
The nature of the claim is properly a judicial one; 
the right is properly assertable 1 a court of law. 
The United States is a proper and competent party 
to assert such a claim, and the. only reason why 
there is any embarrassment on the subject, arises 
from the proceedings. which have taken place in 
| the executive department. Now, they have noth- 
| ing more to-do with the subject than they would 
have in an ordinary case of a claim by a party, or 


phim. “The fact of the existence of ‘the release 


| 


| 


the contrary. 
lease is a legal impediment toits recovery. 
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release be removed out of the way, the legal claim, 
in its own character, still subsists; the legal right 
is retained, and the action can be supported. 
Now, Mr. Crawford comes here and proposes 
that he will withdraw and not insist upon. any 
bar which technically he might have a right to 
plead against the claim of the United States to re- 
cover this money, supposing that the facts that 
constitute that legal bar did not exist. It seems 
to me, then, clear that the comimencement of this 
action is perfectly analogous to the case I have 
supposed, of one man having a claim against 
another, and his supposed debtor having in his 
possession a release. , If he surrenders that re- 
lease, if he does not plead it, there is no more dif- 
ficulty in testing the merits of the original claim 
than if the release had never been executed. 
This is, then, a proper investigation for this claim, 
in a proper court. łn its nature judicial, the func- 
tions to be exercised by the jndges are functions 
which are exercised by them in the regular 
discharge of their ordinary official duties. So, in 
no aspect and shape in which Í can see it, is it the 
establishment of an arbitration. The action is to be 
brought in the circuit court of the United States, 
and if that was constituted an arbitrator, all 
know that its decision would be final; but the same 
writs of appeal and error are to be allowed as in 
every other cause of action brought in that court. 
lam not going to enter into any of these in- 
vestigations brought in here in regard to white- 
washing and other matters, but 1 desire, however, 
to say this: In the first place, | have no personal 
acquaintance with Mr. Crawford. It so happens 
that I have not had even an introduction to that 
gentleman; and I know nothing of him, except as 
J know from his general reputation in the country. 
One thing is certain, however; he has been most 
cruelly assailed in regard to the particular transac- 
tion to which this resolution relates. When I 
say that, f do nut refer to anything which has 
taken place in the Senate; I mean abroad through- 
out the country. Mr. Crawford thinks he has a 
right to this money, but he is not willing to retain it 
unless he has that right; and he comes to the House 
and asks that an action shall be brought to ascer- 
tain whether he is entitled to the money or not. 
My own opinion, from the examination I have 
given to the case, is, that all that was done in the 
executive department of the Government was right- 
ly done, and that under theact of Congress this 
claim was adopted and made one against this Gov- 


ernment, in the same condition in every respect as it | 


formerly stood against the government of Georgia. 


Against the State of Georgia it was a claim valid | 


for principal and interest both, and therefore when 
adopted by the United States it became a just 
claim for principal and interest against the United 
States. When this gentleman comes and asks that 
this question may be investigated, and proposes 
to puleevery obstacle out of the way, and submit 
this legal question to a legal court, it would be 
cruel and harsh treatment to him for the Congress 
of the United States to refuse what he thus asks, 
and what [think a fairand just respect for his char- 
acter and standing requires. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President-—— oe 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand your objet is to 
move to lay this motion on the table. 

Mr. FOOTE. [understand that my friend de- 
sires to close his remarks with a motion to lay this 
subjéct on the table; and so understanding, | give 
way to him with pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have but two propositions to 
state, and those very briefly. I did not under- 
stand that under any law we may propose, Mr. 
Crawford may not release the judgment, so far as 
he is concerned, under which this money was paid. 
Ff it was paid, it was to all intents and purposes a 
proceeding having all the validity of a judgment, 
and so far as he is concerned he may undoubtedly 
release that judgment, but he has not a right to re- 
lease it so far as the other party is concerned. But 
that was not the’gravamen of the remarks I made. 
I say that Mr. Crawford has no right to bring the 
Supreme Court of the United State into collision 
with the executive departments of the Govern- 
ment. It is not in accordance with the genius of 
our Government, and I believe it to be inconsistent 
with the independence of those two departments of 
the Government. 
separate, and that neither should have any super- 
visory power over the other. I move to lay the 
resolution on.the table. 


I believe they ought to be kept 


|. Mr. EWING demanded the 


they were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table, and resulted as fol- 
lows: et 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Bright, Butler, Cass, 
Chase, Clay, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Fetch, Foote, Frémont, Gwin, 
Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Se- 
bastian, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Whitcomb—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, 
Dayton, Ewing, Greene, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, 
Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, Wales, 
Walker, Winthrop, and Yulee—25. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The bill to establish collection districts in Cali- 
fornia, which was laid upon the table a few days 
since, was taken up againon the motion of Mr. 
Gwr, and after undergoing some amendment, was 
| passed. [See Appeddix for the debate on this 
bill.] 

GOLD MINES IN CALIFORNIA. | 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to make temporary provision for the work- 
ing and discovery of gold mines and placers in 
California, and preserving order in the gold mine 
districts. 

After further discussion and amendment, the 
bill was read a third time and passed. 


Appendix.] 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the Indian Depart- 
ment for the present fiscal year. 

Many amendments were offered and disposed 
of, after being discussed. The bill was still under 
discussion at four o’clock, the hour fixed by res- 
olution for the recess. [See Appendix for debate. ] 

EVENING SESSION. l 

Pursuant to the terms of the resolution of Tues- 
day, the evening session was devoted to Executive 
business. 
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Mr. CLEVELAND inquired if it was in order 
to move to suspend the reading of the Journal. 
It would consume some time unnecessarily. He 
made that motion. : 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion coul 
only be made by unanimous consent. ; 

Objection was made. 

The Clerk commenced the reading, and had 
continued it for some time; when 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, interposed, and 
said it was a very uninteresting Journal. He 
hoped the reading would be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

The Clerk concluded the reading— 

And the Journal was approved. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, inguired if it 
was not in the power of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Evans] to withdraw his motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. The motion pending is fora 
suspension of the rules, and that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union—made by the gentleman from 
Maryland. Does the gentleman from Maryland 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. EVANS replied in the affirmative. 

WIDOW OF THE LATE CLERK. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the 
unanimous consent to offer the following. resolu- 
tion. If objection is made I shall move a.suspen- 
sion of the rules: , 

Resolved, That Jhere he paid out of the contingent fund 


of the House to the widow of Thomas J. Campbell, late 
Clerk, his compensation to the end of the session. 


Mr. BURT objected. 

Mr. STANTON moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the resolution. 

He inquired whether it would be in order for 
him to say, that in all cases of this kind a compen- 
sation, such as he proposed, had been paid? 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

The question, ‘ Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was, taken, and the vote was—ayes 82, noes 31, 
no quorum. 


yeas and nays and 


{The debate on this bill will be found in the | 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, called for tellers. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked that. the 
resolution be reported. i 

It was again read. 

Mr. BURT called the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. `- | 

Mr. ASHE called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which was again read. 

Mr. BURT. i desire to make an inquiry, 
whether the salary of Mr. Campbell, late Clerk of 
the House has not been paid up to the time of his 
death. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it has 
been paid. 

Mr. BURT. The resolution does not contem- 
plate anything of that kind. 

Mr. STANTON. I inquire if it hag not been 
usual in similar cases to pass precisely similar 
resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot state what 
has been the uniform practice, but similar resolu- 
tions had been passed in some instances. 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, declined to vote, hav- 
ing paired off with his colleague, (Mr. Ewine,]} 
who was for, while he was against, the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, after the call had been completed, 
asked leave to record his vote, stating that when 
his name was called, he was absent from the Hall, 
in the discharge of his duties upon the Committee 
of Ways and Means. ` 

Mr. STANLY remarking, (as was understood,) 
that it would be setting a bad precedent, objected. 

Mr. JONES. Well, then, the Committee of 
Ways and Means must take care of its own busi- 
ness hereafter; I will come here and vote. 

The question was then teken and decided in 
the negative—yeas 84, nays 75, as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bokee, Brigg:, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, 
Deberry, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fitch, 
Freedley, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hay- 
mond, Henry, Holladay, Houston, Howe, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, James L. Johnson, George G. King, James G. King, 
Jobn A. King, Leffler, Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, 
Meacham, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Peck, 
Phoenix, Pitinan, Putnam, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, Sil- 
vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard A. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Venabte; Vinton, Walden, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Wright—84, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alberstson, Allen, Ashe, Bay, ‘Beale, 
Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Albert G, Brown, 
Buel, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. 
W. Cobb, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Alexander 
Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Gilbert, Gilmore, Goodenow, 
Gott, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Howard, Hunter, Tuge, Andrew 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Kaufman, Preston 
King, La Sére, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mce- 
Clernand, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McQueen, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, Morris, Orr, Otis, Peas- 


|| lee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Root, Ross, Saw- 


telle, Stetson, Strong, Jacob Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Waldo, Watluce, Whittlesey, Wood, Woodward, and 


- Young—75. 


So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the vacancies on the 
Committee of Ways and Means be supplied, or 
otherwise it will not have a quorum, three mem- 
bers being absent. 

The SPEAKER stated the question, and, no 
objection having been made, the House directed 
that the vacancies should be suppliéd. 

CHAPLAINS, EMPLOYEES, &c. 

Mr. CROWELL asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the usual resolution, which 
was read for information, providing extra com- 
pensation for the employees about the Capitol. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. If the rules 
should be suspended for the reception of this reso- 
lation, will the gentleman modify it so as to in- 
clude the laborers and lamp-lighters? 

The reply, if any was made, was not heard on 
the left of the Chair. 1 

Objection was made to the introduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr. CROWELL moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to introduce it. 

The question was taken, and, two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended, and the resolution was not received. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House resolved 
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Jtself into Committee of: the Whole on the state of | 


the. Union, (Mr. Srrone in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1851. : 

The state of the question, when the committee 
rose last evening, was as follows: 

Mr. Cavin had moved to strike out the section 
“ for purchasing a site and commencing the peces- 
“sary works fora national armory at ‘ Fort Mas- 
‘sac,’ near the confluence of the Cumberland, 
* Tennessee, Ohio, and Mississippi rivers, pursu- 
“ant to the provision of the act of September, 
t 1841, and to the report of the commissioners ap- 
‘pointed under said provision, twenty thousand 
‘dollars, to be applied under the direction of the 
t Secretary of War.” 

„Mr, BowLın had moved to amend by inserting 

-after the word “armory” the words “ at or near 
St. Louis.” 

And this was the pending question. 

After an inquiry by Mr. RUMSEY, as to the 
state of the question, 

s The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr, Bow1in was rejected. 

Mr. ALBERTSON moved to amend by insert- 
ing in the clause the words ‘‘Carmelton, Indi- 
ana.” 

_ The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. ALBERTSON was rejected. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend by inserting after 
the word “armory’’ the words ‘near Fort Mas- 
sac.’ 

Mr. B. said, he should contribute his full share 
in diligence and silence to the disposition of the 
public business, and should not, therefore, incon- 
siderately trespass upon the time of the committee 
at this late hour in the session. But he desired to 
call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
Fort Massac had been pronounced the most eligi- 
ble site on the western waters, and he begged that 
the committee would not hastily reject a site hav- 
ing such prestige to commend itself to the consid- 
eration of Congress, 

Mr. ANDERSON inquired of the Chairman, 
whether an amendment to the amendment would 
now be in order? i 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the afirmative. 

Mr. ANDERSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words ‘ near Fort Mas- 
sac,” and inserting the words “at or near the 
town of Chattanooga.” 

Mr. A., in explanation, said: Mr. Chairman, I 
have no wish, at this late period in the session, 
to detain the committee but a few minutes in the 
support of the amendment 1 have had the honor to 
offer, It would be impossible for me, in the brief 
space of five minutes allowed by the rules, to do 
anything like justice to the important question pre- 
sented in the section of the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

If convenience and facility are to be consulted 
in the location of an armory in tlie western or 
southwestern country, there are certainly but few 
spots in either of those sections which possess 
these in a more eminent degree than that desig- 
nated by myamendment. Railroads diverge from 
Chattanooga in almost every direction—many of 
them already completed, and others under contract, 
which, together with the noble Tennessee river, 
afford every facility for transporting troops and | 
munitions of war to all points of the compass, that 
the greatest emergency could possibly require. 

Chattanooga is in daily communication with the 
Atlantic at Charleston, in South Carolina and at 
Savannah, in. Georgia; and a year or two more 
will-put it in like communication with the western 
waters, at Nashville and Memphis, while the rail- 
road which is now being constructed from a point 
near that place, intersecting the Southern and At- 
lantic Railroad, and wending its way through upper 
East Tennessee to the Virginia line, thence to Alex- 
andria, will place Chattanooga on the line of the 
most direct and speedy communication between 
the two great sections of this Confederacy. This 
latter road is, with a few brief intervals, now under 
contract, and will be speedily pushed to comple- 
tion, So, Mr. Chairman, on the score of facility, 
no point possesses greater advantages than the one 
I have named. 

In regard to the subsistence of troops, and the 
materials necessary to construct the contemplated 
works, and the manufacture of arms, { am sure 


represent, will pretend that it is surpassed in these 
particulars by any other location, either on the 
western waters proper, or in the southwestern 
country. All these things, too, can and will be 
furnished at or near Chattanooga, at as reduced 
prices as they can be procured for anywhere in 
this country. Without detaining the committee 
further, then, Mr. Chairman, I may be permitted 
to express the hope that my amendment will be 
adopted, and that armory, if Jocated at all, will 
be located in the gallant State I have the honor, in 
part, to represent, and at the point designated. 
Mr. BURT said he would only reply to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Anperson,] 


that he (Mr. B.) had no object whatever in con- | 


sulting the interests of the State of South Carolina 
in the appropriation bills, nor had he ever done so. 
He consulted the interests of the whole country, 
not of his particular State. He had only further 
to remark, that Fort Massac was the only point 
which. had been selected by a board, and the only 


| one which, in his judgment, should now be consid- 
| ered by the committee. 
opposed to that site, he trusted that they would 


If the committee were 


reject an 
offered. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 


y other proposition which might be 


| ment of Mr. Anperson was rejected. 
Mr. CASEY moved to amend the amendment | 


by striking out the words ‘near Fort Massac,” 
and inserting ‘* Louisville.” 

Mr. MEACHAM rose to a point of order. 
He was understood to suggest that that proposi- 
tion had already been voted upon. 

The CHAIR was understood to explain that it 
was St. Louis and not Louisville which had been 
voted.upon. 


Mr. CASEY then explained that his object in of- , 


fering this amendment was, generally, to suggest 
that sinte the examination upon which this appro- 


i priation was based had been made in 1841, 


that no one at all acquainted with the country I 


the circumstances and condition of the country 
bad greatly changed, and that he thought Con- 
gress should delay its decision upon the subject 
until other examinations had been made; they 
could then act understandingly. 

He proposed to withdraw the amendment. 


Objection having been made, the amendment | 
J g , 


was not withdrawn. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. Mar- 
sHALL and Mr. Burr. 

Mr. BURT expressed a desire that a vote 
should be taken on his proposition, so as to put 
un end to the matter. 

* Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi opposed the 
amendment to the amendment as calculated to 
embarrass the final adoption of this clause of the 
appropriation bill. He desired to. see an armory 
established in the Western country, where it was 
greatly needed. About its locality he should not 


be particularly anxious, were it not for the reason | 
that if this particular site was defeated, the work | 


must be defeated also, until other examinations 
had been made. 
it should*not now be adopted. 
which had been selected was admirably adapted 
to the purpose, and he should regret if the House 
should adhere tothe determination to strike out 
that point. 

Mr. MEACHAM called for the reading of the 
mendment; which was read. 

The question on the amendment to the amend- 
ment was then taken. 


The result of the vote was not Heard on the left i 


of the Chair. 
Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
FEATHERSTON and Duncan were appointed. 
The CHAIRMAN again requested gentlemen 
to vote, so that the committee might not be left 
without a quorum. 
The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 76, noes 58. : 


* 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to 


pending. 

Mr. McCLERNAND sent up an amendment, 
which he desired to offer, but it was not at this 
time in order. d 


as to the precise state of the question. 
‘The CHAIRMAN announced the question to 


BE. 


He could see no reason why ; 
The point | 


Mr. BURT moved to strike out the paragraph. | 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is already | 


be.on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Burr] as amended. , 

The question was taken, and. the åmendment 
was rejected—ayes 53, noes 74, TRA : 

The question recurred on the motion to strike 
out the paragraph.- : j : 
_ Mr. SAVAGE moved an amendment te the sec- 
tion, providing that the armory. be located at; thè ` 
falls of the Caney Fork of Cumberland: river, 
Warren county, Tennessee. 

He. was in favor of the general proposition. that 
a western armory should be established, and advo- 
cated the site which he proposed as the most elli- 
gible. He mentioned, as a reason why Fort Mas- 
sac was selected, the fact, that at the time of 
selection almost the only practicable means of com- 
munication was by the river, but he urged that 
with the facilities afforded by the present railroad- 
communications, other places might be reached 
with equal ease~among which was the place'he 
had designated—the peculiar advantages of which 
he pointed out and urged upon the committee, 
stating that there was now a railroad running 
within fifty miles of that. point, and that it was 
proposed by the citizens of that county-to extend 
it to within twelve miles. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
i Mr. Savace was rejected. - 

Mr. MARSHALL moved an amendment, tọ 
provide that the site should be ‘at or near the 
falls of the Ohio river.” -Hle said he was not par- 
ticular on which side of the river the location was 
made. He was willing to leave that to the disere- 
tion of the Secretary of War. If it was preferred 
to be in Indiana—a free State—where free labor 
would be employed, he should not make that an 
objection, He pointed out the peculiar advantages 
of the location on the points of water-power, un: 
interrupted communication with all points on nav- 
igable waters, and in the valley of the Mississippi, 
by railroads diverging from it in every direction, 
and urged the selection of this site. 

Mr. GAMPBELL. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
the time of the House is now too precious to be 
consumed with unnecessary discussion, or a repe- 
tition of these amendments. 1 am'opposed to the: 
amendment just offered, but anxious to meet. the 
main proposition. i . 

I am opposed to fixing the site of a western: ar- 
mory at this time. It is evident, from what-we 
have already seen, that there is scarcely a member 
from the West, who does not seem to think, that 
the very best site is to be found in his district: I 
frankly confess that such is the fact so faras Lam 
concerned. ‘There are at least two suitable points 
in my district, which command greater facilities for 
such an establishment than any which have been 
proposed. It will be observed, by reference to the re- 
portofthearmory commissioners to which reference 
has been made that the advantages for one of these 
points (Hamilton) are forcibly presented. gl be- 
lieve the only reason why that point was not rec- 
ommended above all others examined by the 
armory commissioners, was the fact, that at that 
time we had not the necessary facilities for. trans- 
portation. Railroads, however, are now in rapid 
pregress of construction, which connect Hamiiton 
with the Ohio river, the lakes, and westward to St. 
| Louis, &c. A vast water has been made available 
! at that point. In fact, sir, a very different state of 
affairs now exist throughout the entire West, from 
‘that which existed when the report was made, 
‘near ten years ago. Sir, wonderful changes are 


| produced in the West in ten years. Where. the 
i| wilderness was then unbroken, you now hear the 
i| shrill whistle of the locomotive. New-mines.are 
'! discovered where before none were supposed to ex- 
ist. All these cireumstances—these rapid:changes 
in the character of the country, render it particu- 
larly important that we should be slow to locate 


such an establishment upon ‘a state of facts re- 
It would be far more wise 


any village a six-pounder.is-stunding unused and 
uncarred for, except- on the fourth of July.: -IF 


| 
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arms should be needed, the facilities by the eon- 
struction of railroads, &c., will enable us to pro- 
cure them from Harper’s Ferry and Springfield, 
with but little delay. E 

Mr. Chairman, I regard this appropriation of 
$20,000 as but the entering wedge for the expendi- 
ture of at least a million. This much given,and 
hereafter” we shall hear the old song, (which is 
always sung in favor of appropriations for half- 
finished fortifications,) that additional sums are 
necessary to prevent the total loss of former expendi- 
tures. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means gave us, the other day, an inter- 
esting statement of the condition of our Treasury. 
Our necessary appropriations ate already beyond 
our means. Why, then, I ask, open new anenues 
for reducing the nation to a condition of bank- 
ruptcy? We hear much from the other side of 
the House about economy. I call upon gentlemen 
who.are serious, to come up, and nip this thing in 
the bud, and at least to aid in postponing the ex- 
penditure until it becomes necessary, and until we 
can have such information as will enable us to es- 
tablish the site of the armory (if necessary) at the 
most suitable point. 


Chair knew of any rale by which they could get 
their crazy craft by Fort Massac?. The wind was 
blowing terribly against it. 

The question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Warpno and Octe,) and decided in the affirmative 
—ayes 75, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion to strike 
out, ` . 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, (in a pro forma 
amendment,) expressed the opinion that no addi- 
tional armory was necessary. The Government 
was not calling for additional arms. If gentlemen 
would show that more arms were actùally needed, 
he would vote for the establishment of an armory 
in the West. But no such thing had been shown. 

Mr. CALVIN rose, and said he was satisfied, 
from the indications of the committee, that it was 
not willing at this time and in this manner to 
establish a national foundry at any place. Much 
has been said by different gentlemen of their sev- 
eral favorite sites, and of their manifold advantages. 
But for the conviction, as I have said, that the 
House is unwilling at present to establish an ar- 
mory anywhere, I should have presented the claims 
ofa site in my district, which would perhaps be 
found upon examination more worthy of the 
favorable consideration of Congress than any place 
which has yet been mentioned. I mean Holli- 
daysburg, on the Pennsylvania Canal and Central 
Railroad. We have there the coal, the iron, the 
means of transportation east or west, an abundance 
of timber, and every imaginable advantage. But 
I forbeag, sir, to consume the time of the committee 
in a glowing description of its many advantages. 

But, sir, | am opposed to this strange and irreg- 
ular mode of establishing an armory by inserting 
it in the appropriation bill. Sir, I thought we had 
been told by the chairman of Ways and Means, 
and by others, that no appropriation should be in- 
serted in these bills but such as were authorized 
by existing laws; and after a law shall have been 
passed establishing an armory, it will be in time 
to make the appropriation, and not till then. 

A bill has been reported for the purpose of 
establishing a national armory and foundry at 
Massac, and when that bill comes up, I hope we 
shall so modify it as to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint commissioners, who 


shall examine and report to Congress upon this | 2 : ted 
i} claims of that place as the point best suited for 


subject. Since the report referred to was made, 


great changes have taken place in the face of the | 
country, and the sufficient means of transportation | 


by canals and railroads, and a further examination 
and report have become necessary for the proper 
understanding of this subject. I hope, therefore, 
that this whole paragraph will be stricken out, 
making this appropriation according to the motion 
I made yesterday. 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to amend the amend- | 
ment, (the purport of which was not heard by the | 


Reporter.) 
Mr. RICHARDSON (replying to Mr. Evans) 
- stated that the reason for the.construction of such 
a site on the western waters, had been set forth in 
the reports for the last ten years. He urged the 
construction of an armory at some point on the 


Í ositions had been voted down in the Committee of 
Mr. CLEVELAND desired to know if the 


i tion. Thearmory, he contended, was not wanted 


| 
j 
} 
| supply the armies from the present armories, and 
ii supply that required to them, from the point at 
i 


score of public policy, and especially on that of 
economy. He argued that the place designated in 
his amendment ‘united advantages not possessed 
by any other locality. - : ; 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, opposed the 
amendment of Mr. Ricnarpson, but expressed 
the hope that the .friends of a western armory 
might yet accomplish the object which they had f 
in view. The construction of such an armory f 
west of the Alleghanies, indispensable as it was to 
the administration of the military department of 
the Government, had hitherto been defeated by 
the contests of western mer as to its location. He 
regretted that the falls of the Ohio had been intro- 
duced; he regretted that Fort Massac had been 
stricken out. He believed such an armory to be 
absolutely requisite. He suggested that the com- 
mittee might add a proviso that nothing should 
prevent the President of the United States from 
establishing an armory elsewhere upon the Ohio, 
or the Mississippi, if he should deem it expedient. 
And he (Mr. McL.) appealed to western gentle- 
men not to defeat the accomplishment of the ob- 
ject, by further controversies among themselves. 

Mr. BAYLY stated that every oneof these prop- 


Ways and Means. : 

Some conversation followed, after which the 
question was taken on the amendment of Mr. 
Rscuarpson, and decided in the negative. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the amendment of Mr. Evans, of Maryland, and 
it was decided in the negative, without a division. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, now moved to 
amend by inserting the words “at Fort Massac, 
or any other point the President should deem ex- 
pedient.”’ 

Mr. McLANE proceeded to support his amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. MARSHALL raised the point of order 
upon it. 

After some conversation, the amendment was 
ruled to be in order. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, believed if gentle- 
men consulted the best interests of the West, 
they would adopt this amendment, and not suffer 
the object to be defeated by these disputes among 
themselves. 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the amendment 
by adding the words ** Newport, Kentucky.” 

Mr. McLANE said he would accept the amend- 
ment.as u modification of his proposition. 

Mr, MASON briefly explained the advantages 
of the location in-every light in which the subject 
could be viewed. Among its other advantages, 
‘he particularly designated plenty of water and ex- 
emption from musquitoes. 

{The Speaker resumed the chair, informally, 
to receive a report, by Mr. Dickey, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. The Chairman then re- 
sumed his seat in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. McLANE then modified his amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN took the floor in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. McLANE submitted, as a point of order, 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bow.ry] 
had no right to oppose the amendment, because 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mason] had 
already spoken in opposition,.thus exhausting the 
privilege allowed by the rule. . 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BOWLIN proceeded. He moved toamend 
by inserting ‘St. Louis,” and vindicated «the 


the purpose. If the committee should think other- 
wise, he should acquiesce. He protested, how- | 
ever, against the attempt to leave St. Louis and | 
the Mississippi river, and the whole of that region 
of country, out of the catalogue of places to be con- 
sidered by the President. ; 
Mr. SACKETT opposed the whole proposi- 


for any necessary purposes. There would not be 


a difference of eight days in the time required to 


which this section proposed that an armory shou'd 
| beconstructed. Atthe time the proposition was first 


started, there were reasons, growing out of the in- 


i all classes is now in the po: 


} ferior facilities for communication, why such an 


establishment should be provided, but which, in 
the altered circumstances of the country, had céased 
to exist. TORE 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
of Mr. Bown, and decided in the negative, with- 
out a division. ; 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi (on a pro 
forma amendment) said; unless they progressed 
faster they would have to suspend the five minutes’ 


rule. He thought the western members had killed 


the proposition, and that the eastern members 
were justified in voting it out. He should vote 
against it now, though at a proper time he would 
be willing to vote for the establishment of a 
western armory. 

Mr. BISSELL inquired if, before anything had 
been said by western men, the other side of the 
House had not shown a determined opposition to 
an armory at any location? 

; Mr. THOMPSON said he believed this was the 
act. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then let the responsibility rest 
upon those to whom it properly belongs. 

Mr. THOMPSON repeated thatthere had been 
dissensions between western men, and it was now 
too late to settle the question at this session. ` 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. McLane by adding thereto 
the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of War be directed to select 
and purchase a suitable site for an armory on the western 
waters, and to tansfer the property of the United States 
of a portable nature from the armory at Springfield or Har- 
per’s Ferry, as be may decide, to said site, and that he re- 
port to the next se:sion of Congress as to the hest mode of 
disposing of the realestate of the United States at the 
armory hereby proposed to be abolished: and the sum of 
$2,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose.” 

“Mr. McCLERNAND. This amendment will 
meet the objection urged particularly by the gen- 
teman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] that another 
armory was not needed. If only two were neceg- 
sary, Certainly the gentleman, in consistency, can- 
dor, and fairness, should be willing to transfer one 
of the two, now east of the mountains, to a con- 
venient point in the Mississippi valley. The pop- 
ulation of the Mississippi valley was now about 
as- great as that east of the mountains, and if one 
was needed east, certainly one was as much, even 
more needed west. 

The existing armories, two in number, were es- 
tablished, one in 1794, the other in 1796 T'he pop- 
ulation of the United States then amounted only to 
some four or five millions. Now we have twice 
the same amount of population in the Mississippi 
valley; so that if two were needed in 1796, for five 
millions of population, certainly one was needed 
now for ten millions of people. 

Mr. Calhoun had said in 1819, when Secretary 
of War, that the supply of arms trom the national 
armories was insufficient, and recommended the 
erection of an armory on the western waters. 
Now our militia numbered some two millions, 
showing an annual increase of some one hundred 
and fifty thousand men, while the annual product 
of our arms at the armories from 1841 to 1846, 
was only some fifteen thousand stand of arms, 
The people west of the mountains were exposed 
to attack on the Jakes on the western border by 
the Indians, and upon the Gulf of Mexico by any 
maritime power. [t was unsafe; it was culpable 
that they should be left longer without certain and 
ample means of defence. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. McCrernanp was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the amendment of Mr. McLawnsg, by adding thereto 
the foilowing: 

“ Provided, That the President shalt first report to Con- 
gress whether any additional armory is necessary for a suf- 
ficient supply of arms for the use of the United States, and 
that be further report to Congress what number of arms of 
ssion of the United. States; 
and that fie further be requested to report whether a depdt 
of arms be not neeessary in the valley of the Mississippi.” 

Mr. E. said, there had been a question between 
the gentlemen from Illinois and Mississippi-~ 
“ Who killed Cock-robin ??—-and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Bissetn] had charged it upon 
the Eastern members. He wished to correct the 
gentleman, and to say that the gentleman who had 
first moved to strike out the section providing for 
the location at Fort Massac was the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Vinrow]—a western man. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said, he did not consider 


a 
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history proved him to be so. 

Mr: EVANS said, whatever might be the esti- 
mate of the gentleman from Hlinois, the gentleman 
from Ohio had been sustained during a long series 
of years by a western constituency, and he had 
ever been faithful to his country. 


’ 


Mr. TAYLOR said, that while almost every | 


gentleman on this floor had—as had been said by 
others—one or more sites which they recommend- 
ed as possessing peculiar advantages for the loca- 
tion of an armory, he proposed, inasmuch as nine 
years had elapsed since the report of the commis- 
sion, that the question should be referred to the 
President of the United States, to be determined 
upon the report of another commission. He dis- 
claimed the imputation made by the gentleman 
from Illinois, that western men on his (Mr. T.’s) 
side of the House were opposed to the establish- 
men of a western armory. He (Mr. T.) was in 
favor of it. He referred to change of circum- 
stances of the country in its growth of population, 


development of resources, &c., as reasons for the | 


appointment of a new commission, and stated the 
fact that the previous commission had not been 
unanimous in the choice of location. 

Mr. BISSELL said, the choice of the site had 
been determined nine years ago by geographical 
location; and inquired if the geography of the 
country had changed since that time? 

‘Mr. TAYLOR repeated that the circumstances 
of the country, the comparative population, im- 


portance and accessibility of different points, had | 


materially changed, and that these were important 
questions to be considered, in fixing the site ofa 
national armory. He mentioned. Cincinnati as a 
site of peculiar eligibility, and said that it abound- 
ed in all advantages imaginable. He was willing 
that Ohio, Kentucky, Elinois, and the other west- 
ern States should have a fair chance, and com- 
parative advantages of their sites examined and 
passed upon. He had an amendment which he 


thought would satisfy every reasonable man, even | 


those who were in favor of Fort Massac, and he 


He. read his proposition, which authorizes the 
President to select either of the sites designated in 


the section, or such asite on the Mississippi or |: 
Ohio rivers as three competent officers of the corps | 


of engineers should, upon examination, recom- 
mend. He appealed to the gentleman from Mary- 

_land [Mr. McLane] to accept this proposition as 
a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. McLANE said, if the gentleman would ex- 
amife his amendment, he would see it now made 
this proposition in express terms. 

Mr. ‘TAYLOR said, the gentleman’s amend- 
ment enumerated two or three sites. He wanted 
the whole field left open to the President, author- 
ized to laok over the whole country, and find the 
best location. f 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the amendment as amended, and it was rejected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend the paragraph 
proposed to be stricken out, by striking out all 
after the word ‘ armory,” in the second line, and 
inserting in licu thereof the words— 

“At such place on the western waters as shall be se- 


lected and decided upon by the President of the United 
Siates, after such examination for a proper site for an arm- 


The paragraph, as it would read if thus amended 
was then read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON raised a question of order 
on the amendment. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. 


? 


the House for arresting this debate under the five 
minutes rule. 


Mr. VINTON claimed the floor. 


Mr. V. said, if it was necessary to establish an | 


armory in the western country, the proposition he 
had submitted would give a fair chance to all the 
places which had been designated. He replied to 


the remarks of Mr. McCiernanp, and repelled | 


the idea that a member was an enemy to the west- 
ern country, because he did. not happen to be in 
favor of Fort Massac. To one thing he had been 


| 
; || marks. 
declared, if Fort Massac should be selected by a | 
competent corps of officers, he would vote for it. | 


: I move that the committee rise, ` 
with a view to movea suspension of the rules in © | 
i. Mr. STANLY said he had one objection to : 


Mr. McCLERNAND.. The gentleman. had 
said that he was opposed to demagogues and dem- 
agogism. If’so the gentleman must have been 
an enemy to himself from infancy upward. 

The CHAIR interfered, and said personalities 
were not in order. : 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Theamendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio is a subterfuge, it is an ex- 
pedient to escape from the responsibility justly 
attaching to him for defeating the project of an 
armory on the Mississippi valley—in his own 
| country. He proposes now what was done under 
the provision enacted in 1841 or °42. That pro- 
vision authorized the President to cause a suitable 
site to be selected for a western armory. Sucha 
site, after eight months explorations and surveys 
by an able military board, was selected—it was 
“ Massac.”? The gentleman now proposed arep- 
etition of the same expense and labor; and for 
what?) To produce a result which he or another 
may make another object.of attack. The gentle- 


fal 


to the public lands—he had opposed the gradua- 
tion of the price of the public lands to actual settlers 
—he had opposed the granting of alternate sections 
|| of the public lands to aid the new States in making 
i] roads and canals—he was generally opposed to 
everything for the benefit of the people—the šet- 
tlers of the new States; but he was active and in- 
genious in defending, even advocating men who 
had pirated upon the public Treasury. 

Mr. McC. was interrupted by Mr. STANLY, who 
|| called him to order for personalities in debate. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman from 
Illinois that personalities were out of order. 
| Mr. STANLY was required to reduce his point 

of arder to writing. 

He proceeded to do so, but said he would not 
take up the time of the committee. 

And he withdrew his point of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND was entitled to the floor, 
but said he had no desire to submit any further re- 


Mr. HOWARD moved that the committee rise. 


Mr. ROOT called for tellers. 
Mr. BURT suggested that there was a minority 
sufficient to prevent a suspension of the rules in 


the House, and it would, therefore, be an un- 


necessary consumption of time to rise for the pur- 
pose of stopping the five minutes debate. 

i Mr. BAYLY. o 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt.) 


the House for the purpose of arresting it. I see 
il that | was mistaken, and that it cannot be done. 

The motion that the committee rise was then 
withdrawn., 


|i And the question recurred on the amendment of | 
| Mr. Vinton. 
i| Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. McMoLLeN | 


and Evans of Ohio were appointed. 

The CHAIR again requested gentlemen to vote 
on one side or the other. 
i The question was then taken, and the vote stood 
`i —ayes 44, noes not counted. 
:| So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. Cavin to strike out the whole paragraph. 


to be stricken out by adding thereto the following: 


| sary work for a national foundry at Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
$20,000, to be applied under the direction of the Seerctary 
| of War.” 

Mr. I. said a few words of explanation, of 
which little was heard on the right of the Chair, 
and hoped that the two propositions for an armory 
and a foundry would be approved together. 


| these expenditures at this time. We have voted 
| liberally, millions of acres for railroads which are 
not vet constructed. And we havea bill before 
ii the House for the improvement of harbors and 
rivers. If this bill passes, it may be important to 
locate the armory at some point accessible by rail- 
roads and by water. Mr. S. regretted to see gen- 


| these armories, foundries, &c., and opposing the 
it improvement of rivers and harbors. ; 


man had opposed the preémption policy in regard | 


|. The question was taken, and the vote stood— |! 
i) ayes 71, noes 50. r 


T acquiesce in the suggestion of | 


I had supposed that the committee was tired of | 
this debate, and that we could suspend the vote in | 


i The question then recurred on the motion of | 


Mr. INGE moved to amend the item proposed | 


tt For the purchase of a site and commencing the neces- i 


i; tlemen earnestly advocating the. establishment of |! 


The question was then. taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Ince was rejected. ` ae 
The question again recurred on ‘the amendment 

of Mr. Cavin. — Seek f 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to ‘amend ‘the 
amendment by adding thereto the following: == =: 
t Provided, further, Having in view. the salutary effects 
that may be produced by the Peace Convention now in sess 
1 sion at Frankfort-on-the-Maine, which may abolish the:use. _ 
of arms for the purposes of war, it is. hereby provided that 
į all arms hereafter to be constructed, shall be upon such 
| plans as to be suitable for the purpose of hunting game pt 
| other amusement.” : 
The amendment was not pressed to a vote. 
| The question recurred and was taken on the 
motion to strike out the paragraph, and it waa 
agreed to. . 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved to 
! amend the bill by inserting the following: 

“ For compensation due Charles Lee Jones, under act of 
Congress, June 2d, 1848, for expenses incurred and services 
rendered in raising, Oiganizing, subsisting, and transporting 
three companies of volunteers mustered and received into 
the service of the United States, $2,000.” 

Mr. HALL said that was precisely the same 
proposition, he believed, which was ruled out of 
order yesterday. Fle renewed the point of order. 

Mr. CALDWELL said it was not precisely the 
same, and called for the reading of the act provi- 
| ding for the pay of volunteers applicable. to this 
| case. 

The act was read. E 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. CALDWELL wished to make an explana- 
tion, but it not being in order, he appealed from the 
decision of the Chair., r 

The question, ‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
taken by tellers, (Messrs. Tuompson, of Pennsyl- 
‘ vania, and Corwin,) and decided in the afirma- 
| tive—ayes 80, noes 40. : 

So the decision was affirmed, and the amend- 
ment was ruled out of order. 


i 
| 
Mr. CHANDLER moved to amend the bill by 
i 


the insertion of the following: . 

“To W. P. Wallace & Co., for duties paid by them as 
j; sutlers during the Mexican war, on goods imported and sold 
i exclusively to the officers and soldiers of the army of the 
i United States, $3,166 20.7? ie 
| Mr. CROWELL raised the point of order, that- 
| the amendment was not in order, on the ground 
| that there was no law authorizing. the appropria- 
| tion. , 
| The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
| and ruled the amendment out of order. 
| 
t 
| 
i 


} 


The following being under consideration 

t For the purchase of Colt’s revolving pistols, for the sup- 
ply of the mounted troops of the United States army, 
$50,000. 

Mr. OTIS said, as there seemed to bea disposi- 
tion to retrench, and as $350,000 was appropriated 
for additional arms in another section, hë saw no 
necessity for this appropriation at the present 
time. He deprecated the course of the House 
i: during this session, in voting almost everything 
that was asked. and that this was an item which 
i, might be stricken out. He mentioned that in the 
| billas originally reported, this item was not inclu- 
| ded, but had been inserted in the last printed bill. 
| Mr. BURT moved to strike out the item and in- 
sert the following: 
| 
| 
| 


1 
Ai 
i 


& For the purchase of such pistols as may be deemed by 
the Seeretary of War best adapted for the usé of mounted 
troops, $25,000.77 : 

Mr. B. said that this amendment was offered 
in obedience to the recommendation of. the Secre- 
tary of War. He held in his hand a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, covering a com- 
munication from the acting Chief of the Bureau of 
Ordnance, recommending that. the purchase 
should not be confined to any particular pistol, as 
| it was not certain that Colt’s was the best weapon 
, that could be procured for mounted troops. ` 
i The two communications referred to were read. 

Mr. THOMPSON opposed the amendment. of 
Mr. Byrr. These communications madea direct 
| issue with almost all the distinguished officers. of 
the late war with Mexico. They all agreéd that 
this was the most impBrtant weapon belonging to 
the service. From the authority before.the House 
then,-he took it for granted that.this was the best 
arm that could be placed in the hands of mounted 
troops, and that it was absolutely necessary for 
ii them. The kind of. warfare on our frontier 
|| rendered this arm necessary now. He was pro- 
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ceeding to argue that the appropriation was 
required, because the supply on hand would be 
applied to the use of emigrants, when the time 
expired. : 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Burr, (to strike out the item in the 
bill, and insert the amendment,) and it was agreed 
to. o 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Orts, to strike out the paragraph as amended. 

The motion was agreed to, and the paragraph 
as amended was stricken out. 


Mr. PEASLEE said, he was instructed by the 
Committee on the Militia to offer the following 
amendment: 

“ For the purchase and fair distribution of some concise 
work on military tactics and regulations, according to the į 
system observed by the regular army of the United States, 
among the officers of the militia in the several States of the 
Union, under the direction of the Secretary of War, $10,000: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War shall contract for the 
same to the lowest bidder, who will contract to furnish them 
in a reasonable time to be fixed: And provided, also, That 
each copy, substantially bound, shall not exceed sixty-two 
and a haif cents,?? 


Mr. P. remarked, that the amendment proposed 
involved but a small amount for the encourage- 
ment and aid of an institution deemed of great 
importance by the founders of our Government, 
-as a means of defence against foreign foes, and of 
preserving internal peace. The Constitution of 
the United States provides that Congress shall have 
“ the power of calling forth the’ militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrection, and 
repel invasions.” 

There have been occasions when it was neces- 
sary for the General Government to exercise this 
power, and there may be again. .Those of our 
patriotic citizens, then, who make great, sacrifices 
of time and money, to prepare themselves to an- 
swer the calls of the General Government and 
State governments, in all times of difficulty and 
danger, and who hold themselves in readiness at 
all times, to act as the guardians of private right, 
and the avengers of public wrong, as the conserv- 
ators of the public weal, are entitled to the coun- 
tenance and encouragement of the Government. 

Among the powers granted by the Constitution 
to Congress, also, is clearly included the power to | 
prescribe the system of discipline to be observed and 
practiced by the militia; reserving to the States 
respectively, the right to govern the militia, (ex- 
cept such part of them as may at any time be in Í 
the service of the United States,) with the power 
to appoint officers, and to train them according to 
the discipline prescribed by Congress. 

In pursuance of this power, the act of Congress 
of May 12:h, 1820, provides that the system of 
discipline and field exercise, which is and shall : 
be observed by the ‘regular army of the United 
States, in the different corps of infantry, artillery, 
and riflemen, shall also be observed by the militia | 
jn the exercise and discipline of these corps, re: | 
spectively, throughout the United States. It can 
hardly, however, be expected, although this law is 
imperative upon the States, that it will be generally | 
observed, unless Congress shall discharge its fur- 
ther duty of furnishing the means or opportunity 
for the States, or its officers of the militia, to ascer- 
tain what that system of discipline and field exer- 
cise is; and it is for this purpose—for the purpose 
of giving effect, to some extent, to the existing 
laws—to the powersand duties clearly contemplated 
in the Constitution to be exercised by Congress, 
and which we concieve to be its duty to exercise, 
thatthe Committee on the Militia have recommended | 
this small appropriation for the purchase and dis- | 
tribution among the States, according to the num- 
ber of their militia, of some concise work of 
military tactics and regulations, according to the 
system observed by the regular army. 

Without the encouragement and action of Con- 
gress, each State will adopt some system, good or 
bad; and the consequence will be an entire absence 
of general system with which the militia of differ- | 
ent States may acquaint themselves, and thus be | 
fitted, in case of necessity, for serving with the 
troops of any other State, or of the United Siates. 

Volunteers, and, as I before remarked, the mili- 
tia, have been called upon in defence of the country, 
to act in conjunction with the regular forces of the 
United States, and may be again. When these 
troops serve together, they constitute but one f 
national force. Their operations are directed by | 
the same head—they are governed by the same 


articles of war—the details for.detachment, guard, 
or any other service, are made from them equally; 
they are in truth blended together, as much as are 
the troops of the regular army when acting by 
themselves separately. It is, therefore, important 
that a system of instruction, brief, clear, and con- 
formable to the regulations governing the regular 
troops, should be readily accessible to them, to 
enable the militia officer, whom the common ne- 
cessity may call to the common defence, to bring 
his corps into line with instructed regulars, without 
any marked distinction, other than such as the 
vant of time and opportunity may readily account 
or. 

All acknowledge that a uniform system of disci- 
pline is highly essential to the efficiency of mili- 
tary bodies; and this small appropriation will aid 
in securing uniformity and sufficiency in the mili- 
tia, towards which our country must ultimately 
look for defence against foreign invasion and 
domestic difficulties. I am aware that a disposi- 
tion has heen evinced of late years in the commu- 
nity to suffer the militia to fall into utter disorgani- 
zation; our forefathers, however, considered a well- 
organized and efficient national militia as the most 
appropriate and legitimate defence of a free, high- 
minded, and enlightened people. 

They would have looked upon the prevalent 
disposition, to which T have alluded, as alarming, 
and it is truly sa; for if it is not arrested, it must 
inevitably result in a heavy increased peace estab- 
lishment, of which, it seems to me, we have had 
warning the present session, especially within a 
few days past, from the very large amount of our 
army, navy, and fortification appropriations. 


There is no such thing, there never was, from the | 


foundation of social society, such a thing asa civil 
government without a physical force of some sort 
for its support—the question is not, therefore, 
whether we shall have any military. force, but what 
that force shall be.  . 

Sir, this formidable arm of our defence, the mili- 
tia, against a large standing army, should not be left 
to degenerate into inefficiency and insignificance, 
or to be sustained only by the exertions of the 
public-spirited military men, or occasional and 
partial contributions of patriotic States, or any other 
accidental circumstances; for if it is so left, it must 
be finally wholly destroyed. Our best and surest 
defence in all times of real danger, trouble, and 
difficulty, ought not to be entirely overlooked; and 
yet, while there is no portion of our defence more 
important or essential for the preservation of the 
rights and liberties of the American people, there 


is none less encouraged and fostered, either by the? 


General-Government or most of the State govern- 
ments. While countless millions have been and 
are being expended upon the army and navy, upon 
fortifications and objects of internal improvement, 
and while, sir, this very year, in a time of profound 
peace, we are making such large appropiations for 
thearmy and navy, amounting to over $17,000,000, 


and that not near the amount asked for, while | 


countless thousands—mi'lions, I might almost say 
—have been appropriated, and are being appropri- 
ated for the purchase and distribution of books, 
accomplishing objects not half so important as 
this, not to be compared with it; while we have 
on our sfatute book a law making it imperative 
upon the officers of the different corps of infantry, 
artillery, and riflemen, to train their companies 
according to the system of discipline and exercise 
of the regular army of the United States,—I hope 
Congress will not refuse to fyrnish them the means 
and opportunity of ascertaining what that system 
of discipline and field exercise is. It is not fit or 
becoming for the law-makers of a free péople to 
imitate, in any respect, the example of a tyrant, 
who exacted obedience, under severe penalties, of 
edicts or laws which be posted so high or wrote so 
illegibly, that none could know what they were. 

Mr. SACKETT moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the word “tacties’’ and in- 
serting ‘“ The Plough, Loom, and Anvil.” 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. Prasen was rejected. , 

Mr. MEADE moved the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

tc And bheit further enacted, That it shall be the duty of 


| the Secretary of War to order the discharge of any soldier 


of the army of the United States, who at the time ef his 
enlistment was under the age of twenty-one years, upon 


evidence being ‘produced to him'that such enlistment was 
without the consent of his parent ar guardiau.”” 


Mr. RUMSEY made the point that the amend- 
ment was not in order, as it did not propose an 
appropriation, i 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

The qüestion being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment— 

Mr. MEADE said, at the instance of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, he had drawn up. this: proposi- 
tion as a joint resolution. It arose out of-a case 
of acitizen of Pennsylvania, whose son, at the 
age of 17, had joined the army on the frontiers of 
Texas. He explained the present provision of 
law for the discharge of infants, inconsiderately 
joining the army, by habeas corpus, and the difti- 
culties attending this remedy, and urged the prop- 
osition as presenting a better mode of relief. 

He explained the peculiar hardships of the case 
referred to, and urged the justice and propriety of 
the provision. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to add 
the following section: i 

& Beit further enacted, That the 9th section of the act 
of the 11th of February, 1947, entitled ‘An act to raise. ad- 
ditional military force, and for other purposes,’ shal! be so 
coustiued as to allow bounty land to every soldier who 
served iu Mexico, in the proportions prescribed by said act, 
Whether be was discharged at his own request or for his 
own convenience, untess the rolls show that he was dishon- 
orably discharged,” 

Mr. BURT submitted that the amendment was 
not in order, on the ground that it proposed a 
change of the law relative to bounty lands, 

Mr. STANTON (amid cries of order) said, the 
amendment did.not seek to change an existing law, 
but to overrule an arbitrary decision of one of the 
departments, which had operated with great hard- 
ship upon many of our patriotic citizens. . 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 


Section 3 being under consideration, as follows: 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the moneys 
which may be received by the proper officers of the army 
fur the sales of subsistence, military stores, and other sup- 
plies, be, and they are hereby, exempted from the operation 
of the act of the 3d of March, 1849, entitled ‘Av act requiring 
all moneys, received from the customs and aij other sources, 
to be paid into the Treasury, without abatement or reduc- 
tion?” ` 

Mr. OTIS moved to strike out the section. 

Mr. BAYLY said, it ought not to be stricken 
out, The law which required all receipts to go into 
the Treasury and be reappropriated, ought not 
to be applied to the army. He explained, that 
when the army moved from one place to another, 
the stores were frequently sold, and with the re- 
ceipts were repurchased when located at the next 
station. ‘The Secretary of War and General Gib- 
son had both urgently recommended this provision, 
and had represented the great inconveniences which 
resulted from requiring the general law to be ap- 
plied in this case, under which all these small sums 
must be deposited in the Treasury, and reappro- 
priated. © 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, inquired, in 
case this law were repealed to the extent proposed, 
if there would remain any law regulating the dis- 
position, &c., of these stores? 

Mr. BAYLY replied in the affirmative, and 
stated that the section proposed go repeal only 
the law which required all moncys received to be 
deposited in the Treasury, and reappropriated, in 
so far a8 said law applied to sales of furniture, 
stores, &c. - 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bil! having been read through— 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill. 

Pending this motion 

Mr. BURT moved the following amendment, to 
come in at the end of the last section: 

“ And that the pay and emoluments of the Superintendent 
of the United States Military Academy shall in no ease be 
Jess than the pay and emoinments allowed by law to the 
Professor o! Natural and Experimental Philosophy.” 

He said the amendment was very earnestly rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of War. It was 
more imperatively required at this time by the re- 
cent increase of salaries of professors at West 
Point. Their salaries had all been increased, and 
the superintendent’s salary, which was altogether 
inadequate, remaining unaltered, that officer felt 
himself degraded. 
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Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out that part 
of the amendment which provided for back pay. 

“Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, made the 
point of order, that this amendment was not in 
order, on the ground that it ‘contemplated a 
change of existing law. He said he was inclined 
to think the proposition right, but not in order 
here, and other amendments of this character 
having been ruled out, he must insist upon apply- 
ing the same rule to this amendment. i 

Mr. BURT wished to say a word to show that 
the amendment was in order. 

Objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. - 

Mr. BURT appealed from the decision. 

The question, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Committee??? was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision was affirmed and the amend- 
ment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. McLANE moved to lay aside this bill and 
take up House bill No. 448, providing for the im- 

: provement of rivers and harbors. He said that 
the Committee on Commerce had troubled the 
House but little during the session; they had in- 
structed him to move to take up theriver and harbor 
bill immediately after the army bill was disposed 
of. He hoped the motion would commend itself 
to the judgment of the committee, and that they 


would proceed at once to the consideration of the | 


bill which he had indicated. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the motion out of. 


order, and held that under the ruleof the House 
the committee was obliged to rise and report the 
army bill, immediately after disposing of the 
amendments. 

Mr. McLANE pointed the Chairman to a pre- 
sedent justifying his motion. 

Mr. CARTTER interposed with an amend- 
ment ta the army bill, and moved to strike out the 
fourth section, as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the military store- 
keeper at Little Rock arsenal, Arkansas, be allowed, from 
the first day of October, eigtteen hundred and forty-two, 
to the twenty-fifth day of October, eighteen hundred and 
forty-nine, the same compensation as is authorized by the 
act of the twenty-third of August, eighteen hundred and 
forty-two, to be paid to the storekeepers at the Washington, 
Pittsburg, and Watervliet arsenals, and that there be paid 
to military storekeeper David Butler twenty dollars per 
month, for and during the Lime he has performed the duties 
of commissary and assistant commissary of subsistence 
and quartermaster, 

He said he moved the amendment on the princi- 
ple on which the proposition of the gentleman 
from South Carolinia [Mr. Burt] had been ruled 
out of order. The whole section provided back 
pay for military storekeepers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said the 
gection had received the favor of two committees, 
viz: the Committee on Military Affairs, and on 
Ways and Means, and he hoped it would be re- 
tained. f 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. McLANE again pressed his motion to lay 
aside this bill, and take up the river and harbor 
bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the motion out of 
order. > 

The motioñof Mr. Bayzy was put and agreed 
to. 

The committee then rose, and the chajrman re- 
ported.the bill and amendments to the House. 


And the question being on concurring in the | 


said amendments, and on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading— 


Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. ` 


There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be taken. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the | 


rules be suspended, and that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to take up the river and 
harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 
The House is now acting under a special order. 

The amendments were then read. $ 

The SPEAKER stated, that if any gentleman 
desired a separate vote on any amendment, he 
would give notice of it. On concurring in amend- 
ments on which no separate vote was asked, the 
vote would be taken together. 


The amendments having been read— 

The question was taken on concurring in those 
upon which no separate question had ‘been asked. 

And they were concurred in. 


The amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, making an ap- 
propriation for the purchase of a site near the city 
of Mexico for a cemetery for the burial of Ameri- 
can soldiers (who had fallen during the late war) 
and American citizens who might die, &c., coming 
up on the question of concurrence~ 

Mr. FOWLER withdrew his objection. 

And the question having been taken, the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


On concurring in the amendment striking out 

“ For purchasing. a site and commencing the necessary 
works for a national arinory at ‘ Fort Massac,’ near the con- 
fluence of the Cumberland, Tennessee, Ohio, and Missis- 
sippi tivers, pursuant to the provision of the act of Septem- 
ber, 1841, and to the report of the commissioners appointed 
under said provision, $29,000, to be applied under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War?— 


Mr. RICHARDSON asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 

And after some conversation between Mr. 
MARSHALL and the Speaxer, as to the effect of 
the vote, the question was taken, and resuited— 
yeas 98, nays 60, as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, An- 
drews, Ashmun, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Cor- 
win, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grin- 
nell, Hallaway, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Hilliard, Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Jones, 
Kerr, George G. King, Preston King. Leffler, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, Mc- 
Lanahan, Meacham, Millsen, Moore, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, 
Outlaw, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, Rockwell, Root, Ross, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanty, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Strong, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Van 
Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, White, Whittlesey, Wil- 
drick, and Williams—9g8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bo- 
cock, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, 
George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Coleock, Dim- 
mick, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, Faller, Gerry, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Isham G. Barris, Sampson 
W. Harris, T. L. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Inge. Joseph 
W. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, Katifinan, James G. King, 
John A. King. La Sére. McClernand, Robert M. McLane, 
McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morton, Orr, 
Peaslee, Peck, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Savage, 
Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stet- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, Wood, and Wood- 
ward—60. 


So the amendment was concurred in, and the 
item was stricken from the bill. 


On concurring with the Committee of the Whole. 


on the state of the Union in its amendment stri- 
king out the appropriation of $50,000, for the pur- 
chase of Colt’s.Revolving Pistols— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Messrs. Jones, Tnompson of Missis- 
sippi, and the Speaker. 

The question was then taken and resulted— 
yeas 116, nays 46; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
Ashe, Bingham, Bissell, Booth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Buel, 
Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. 


| Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Clarke, Clingman, Col- 


cock, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Disney, Dixon, 
Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Feath- 
erston, Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Gerry, Goodenow, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Haymend, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Ardrew Johnson, Jones, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston 
King, La Sére, LeMler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, 
Marshall, Mason, Matteson, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, 
Milison, Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, 
Parker, Phelps, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Rockwell, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle. Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester. Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
‘Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Wallace, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wood 
and Woodward—116. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashmun, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Boceok, A. 
G. Brown, Thomas B. B-tler, E. U. Cabell, George ‘A. Cald- 
well, Cartter, Chandler, Cleveland, Daniel, Diminick, Doty, 
Edmundson, Fuller, Gilbert, Harlan, Holladay, Howard, 
James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kanfman, MeCler- 
nand, Robert M. McLane, Miller, Morehead, Ogle, Peaslee, 
Peek, Phenix, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Savage, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Jacob 


? 


Thompson, John B. Thompson, Vinton, Waldo, White, | 


Wright, and Young—46. 
So the amendment was concurred in, and the 
item was stricken from the bill. 


All the amendments having been disposed of— 


The question recurred on ordering the bill to.a 
third reading. ; ; ee ce 
The question having been taken, and decided in 

the affirmative— i : 

The bill-was read a third time by its title. < > 

And the question being, ‘Shall this bill pass??? - 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previotis question, 

There wasa sécond. ‘Tie main question waa 
ordered, and being taken, the bill was. passed.” 

Mr. B.. I am directed by the Committee. of 
Ways and Means-— r ; 

- Mr. FOWLER. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move a reconsideration. of the vote ‘by 
which the army appropriation bill was passed, and 
that that motion be laid on the table. ei 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. : 

Mr. FOWLER withdrew the motion. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. BAYLY reported back from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
and said he was directed by the committee to rec- 
ommend that.some amendments be agreed to and 
others disagreed to. He moved that the bill and 
amendments be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. : 

Mr. B. moved that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
to take up the said amendments. 

Mr, STANLY suggested the propriety of taking 
& recess. ` i aa oe 

The CHAIRMAN propounded the question on 
the motion of Mr. BAYLY. 

Mr. JONES suggested: to’ Mr. Bayty: the pro- 
priety of first making the amendments the special 
order, 

Mr. BAYLY said the appropriation bills had 
precedence, and it was unnecessary to make a spe- 
cial order, ` 
The motion of Mr. Bayxy was put, and agreed 
to. ` 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burr in the chair.) ; f 

Mr. BAYLY moved to take up the amendments 
of the Senate to the civil and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. : 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, so aa 
to provide for taking up the river and harbor bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the-motion was 
not amendable. If the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia failed, it would then. be in order to 
move to proceed to other business. 

Mr. McLANE (amid calls to order) gave notice 
that if the motion was rejected, he would move to 
take up the river and harbor bill. 

The CHAIRMAN again propounded the ques- 
| tion on the motion of Mr. Bayty. 

Mr. STANLY inquired, in case the motion 
pending were disagreed to, if it would not be in 
order to move to take up the river and harbor bill? 

The CHAIRMAN’S reply was not heard. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, on the motion 
| of Mr. Barty. . 

Messrs. Wiiprick and Duncan were appointed 
tellers. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
i| ed—ayes 88, noes 55. 

So the amendments of the Senate to the civil 
| and diplomatic appropriation bill were taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN called the committee to or- 
der. - 
|| A pause ensued. Order having been restored, 

i The first amendment of the Senate was read. 
| It proposes to strike out all after line twelve in the 
| first page of the bill, as follows: : 
| “ Provided, That the mileage of Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates shall hereafter be computed on the route 
i by which the mails are transported from the Capitol to-the 
| residence of sach Senator, Representative, or Delegate: 
Aud provided, further, That no such member of either branch 
of Congress, residing east of the Rocky Mountains, shall re- 
ceive more than one thousand dollars mileage for.each ses- 
sion, and no such member or delegate residing wast of the 
Rocky mountains shall receive more than two thousand dol- 
| jars mileage for each session ; nor shall any member of the 
|| Senate reecive mileage for any session of that-body which 
li may be called within thirty days after the adjournment of 
i| both Honses of Congress, unless the travel for. which such 
į is charged has been actually performed.” 


Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 


Means had recommended that. the House. now 
i concur in the proposition to strike out. 
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The question, * Will the House concur in the 
amendment of the Senate??? was taken, and de- 
cided in the negative. 

So the House refused to strike out the words, 

Some conversation ensued upon a point of order, 
in which Messrs. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
HOUSTON, BAYLY, JONES, VINTON, and 
the Chairman participated. _ 

The question then was on inserting the follow- 
ing amendment of the Senate: 

“And it is hereby declared that, according to the true in- 
terpretation of the third section of the act entitled ¢ An act 
allowing compensation to the members of the Senate, mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and to the Delegates of the Territories, and repealing all 
other laws on that subject,’ approved twenty-second Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and eighteen, all certificates which 
have been or may be granted by the presiding officers of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives respectively of 
the amount of compensation due to the members of their 
several Houses, and to such Delegates, are, and ought to 
be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared to be, 
conclusive upon all the departments and officers of the 
Government of the United States.” 


Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways-and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 2 of the Senate. Strike out 
from the clause appropriating for the compensa- 
tion of the officers and clerks of both Houses of 
Congress, ** $39,557 50,” and insert * $41,913 26.” 

-Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and it was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 3 of the Senate. Strike out 
the following proviso: `^ 

% Provided, ‘Chat the members of the present House of 
Representatives shall be allowed $45 for stationery for the 
first, and $35 for the second session.” 

On the recommendation of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, concurred in. 

Amendment No. 4 of the Senate. Strike out 
‘thirtieth’? and ‘twenty-sixth’ in the date of 
the law regulating the international exchanges of 
documents of Congress. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 5 of the Senate. 
the following: 


“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to furnish and deliver to each of the members and delegates 
of that House, of the present Congress, who have not already 
received them, such books as have been furnished to the 


To strike out 


members of the 28th, 20th, and 30th Congresses, including to | 


all members and delegates of the present House, the residue 
of the eighth volume of the statutes of the United States, 
already published, the ninth vojume of that work, and the 
index ; also, the coNected opinious ofthe Attorneys General 
of the United States, published under the direction of H. 
D. Gilpin, Esq., late Attorney General, and Finance Re- 
ports, which have been prepared in obedience to the act of 
Congress of May 10th, 1800, $30,000: Provided, That this 
shall not authorize the reprinting of any of said books; and 
the Clerk shali, before said books are delivered to members 
entitled to receive thein, cause each copy to be marked or 
stamped in some ineffaceable manner, on the cover and 
title page, with the name of the member receiving the 
same: And provided, further, That no work thus authorized 
to be furnished shall be obtained or delivered by the Clerk 
unless he shall be able to procure a sufficient number of 
copies thereof to furnish a complete set to each member and 
delegate entiticd thereto??— i 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For addition to the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives, $30,000.?? 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence. 

The question was put and the amendment was 
concurred in. $ AT 

Amendment No. 6 of the Senate. Strike out 
t five thousand” and insert * one thousand ” in the 
clause appropriating for the compensation of the 
Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means: recommend a concurrence. _ 

Mr. JONES explained that the appropriation 
was intended to cover the salary of Mr. Fillmore 
to the end of his Vice Presidency; and that one 
thousand dollars was sufficient for that purpose. 
There was no Vice President, he said, now, and 
therefore an appropriation for that office was un- 
necessary. The President of the Senate was paid 


as such, $16 per day out of the general appropria- | 


tion for the per diem of the Senators and Repre- 


sentatives. 
The question was put, and the amendment was 


concurred in. 
Amendments Nos. 7 and 8 of the Senate. 


out the following: 


Strike 


tc For the incidental and contingent expenses of said de- 
partment, [of Sraté,} viz: For publishing in newspapers of 
the States and Territories the laws of the United States 
$10,850 57? and insert— * 7 

“For publishing the laws in pamphièt form, and in the 
newspapers of the States and Territories, and in the city of 
Washington, $18,200. F 

Messrs. BAYLY and JONES explained that the 
Senate had merely embodied in one clause two 
clauses of the bill as it had_passed the House, con- 
templating the same object. The Committee of 
Ways and Means recommended, a concurrence 

The question was severally put on the two | 

amendments and they were concurred in. 

Amendment No. 9 of the Senate proposed to 
insert ‘seven hundred” after the word thousand 
in the following clause: 7 

“ For compensation of superintendent and four watchmen 


of the northeast executive building, one thousand and ten 
dollars.” 


Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means directed me to recommend a disagreement 
to this amendment. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 10 of the Senate. To reduce 
the appropriation for furniture in the office of the 
First Comptroller from $500 to $100. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in. 
$ Amendment No. 11 of the Senate. Add to the 
item— : 

“ For cases for records, documents, and official papers 
preserved in tbe ofice [of the First Auditor,] and necessary 
furniture, 1,000; ” the words— 

“ And for §200 in addition to the salary now received by 
the recording clerkin the First Auditor’s office. 


Mr. BAYLY explained that this recording 
clerk now received bat $800 per annum. The 
amendment was to increase it to $1,000. The 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend that 
it be not concurred”in; but that is not my own 
opinion. I think it ought to be concurred in. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in—ayes 70, noes not counted. 

Amendment No. 12 of tue Senate. Strike out 
the ** $18,700” in the following clause: 

“For compensation of Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and the clerks, messengers, and assistant in his offiee, 
$18,700. 

And add as follows: 

“Yneluding the sum of $1,109 86 due and to be paid to 
George R, Herrick, for services heretofore performed 
under the sixteenth clause of the act of May 9th, 1836, enti- 
tled < An act providing for the salaries of certain officers 
therein named, and for other purposes,’ $19,809 86.” 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend that the amendment be notcon- 
curred in. ; Í 

Mr. HAYMOND made some remark not un- 
derstood. 

Mr. VINTON explained that the effect of the 
amendment was to putin what is really the private 
claim of Mr. Herrick—a claim which the Commit- | 
tee of Ways and Means had rejected. The com- | 
mittee believe it to be a private claim and that it | 
should not go in the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER differed. He maintained that 
the amendment was intended merely to give the 
construction to the law which was intended by 
those who enacted it. : 

After some further remarks by Messrs. VINTON | 
and HUNTER, 

The question was.put, and the amendment was 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 13 of the Senate. To strike 
out “ $5,000,’' and to insert “ $1,000" in the item 
apropriating $5,000 for the library, maps, &c., fo. 
the office of the Secretary of the Interior. : 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means directed me to recommend a concurrence in 
the amendment. 

Mr. VINTON expressed a hope that the amend- 
ment of the Senate be non-coneurred in. He 
stated that there was a necessity for the original 
provision of $5,000 for the purchase of a library 
for the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. JONES hoped that the amendment would | 
be concurred in. A better library could be ob- 
tained if the proper books were purchased from 
time to time, than by placing a Jarge sum at once 
in the hands of an agent,to be expended at his 
discretion. / | 

Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the committee 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. j a 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee rise, 
| in order to submit a motion that the House take a 
recess. a 

The question was then taken on the motion— 
ayes 64, noes 35. ` ` 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
All the mischief that had ever.been donè (he said) 
| in Congress since he was hére, had been done in 
night sessions. f 

Mr. McQUEEN moved that the House adjourn, 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to move that the House 
take a recess until six o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
except under a suspension of the rules. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Bayty, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MEADE desired to move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at ten o’clock 
to-morrow morning, 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair had-heretofore 
ruled that that motion was nota privileged ques- 
tion. 

The question again recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Bayty. 

Mr. VINTON, (to the Speaker.) Isit in order 
to move to take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair haa stated that the 
motion is not in order except under a suspension 
of the rules, and that motion cannot now be made, 
because there is already a motion pending to sus- 
pend the rules, for the purpose of going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayry, and decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to move that the House take a 
recess until six o’clock. 

Messrs. BAYLY and JONES asked the yeas 
and nays; which were refused. 

Mr. ASHE moved that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion to suspend 
the rules. Tellers were asked and ordered. 

Mr. BURT expressed his doubts whether there 
was a quorum, and suggested that the House 
should resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and so remain until 
seven 0’clock. 

Mr. VINTON said a quorum could not be got 
here within the next two hours. 

Mr. JONES inquired of the gentleman whether 
he ee any quorum could be got here to- 
night? 

Mr. MEADE suggested that the House should 
padjourn until to-morrow at ten o’clock. 

Messrs. Venaste and Wenrworrn were ap- 
pointed tellers. - 

The question, “Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was taken, and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 
32. No quorum. 

Mr. BAYLY. That is the way it will be all 
night. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House adjourn, 

Tellers were asked and ordered on the motion to 
adjourn, and Messrs. Burer of Connecticut, and 
FEATHERSTON were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 65, noes 45. 
| So the House adjourned. 


[The Senate proceedings of this da 
the House proceedings of Friday-] 


y will be found after 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 27, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sug. 
pended, and that the House. resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union. 
ESTATE OF THE LATE HON. HENRY NES, 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, appealed to 


j the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] to 


| waive the motion to go-into.Committee of the 


rise; which question was put, and disagreed to. | 


j Whole on the state of the Union for afew mo- 
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ments, to enable him (Mr. S.) to offer a resolution 
providing for the payment of arrears due to his 
late colleague, [Mr. Nes.] 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House, the resolution may be entertained 
pending the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he regretted that he could 
not comply with the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Stevens;] he (Mr. B.) had 
already refused a similar request from more than 
twenty of his friends, and he could not, therefore, 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, said, that the 
object sought to be attained could not be accom- 
plished in any other way than by the adoption of 
the resolution he proposed to offer. g 

Mr. BAYLY. l hope that the resolution may 
be received by unanimous consent, 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to set- 
tle the account of Henry Nes, deceaséd, late a member 
of this House, allowing his per diem until the end of the 
session, and pay the balance due to Charles Nes, in trust for 
his minor children. ` 

The resolution, after a word of explanation from 
Mr. Srevens, was adopted. i . 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Barty, that the House resolvé itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I rise to a privileged 
question. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a report from the select commit- 
tee heretofore appointed on the subject of the pub- 
lic printing. We ought (said Mr. W.) to have the 
report before us, before we act upon the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. I do not propose 
that any action should be taken upon the report. 
I desire to move that it be laid on the table and 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The report can only be re- 
ceived by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Of course the report 
will have to be read, or there will be no use in 
making it. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
ject. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The reading is all we 
want. I repeat that we cannot act understandingly 
upon the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
unless the contents of this report are Known to the 
House. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 object. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I move that the rules 
be suspended, to enable me to make the report . 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not now in 
order, because there is already a motion pending 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the’Union. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Then | hope that the 
motion will be voted down. 

Mr. ORR. And I hope—— . 

[Calls to order.] —- . 

‘the SPEAWNER said, no remarks were in or- 
der. 

Mr. ORR (continuing)—that the motion will be 
voted down. , 

{Called to order.] 

The SPEAKER again admonished the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] that no re- 
marks were in order. 

Mr. ORR, (continuing.) The report ought to 
be received before—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is out of order and will take his seat. 

Mr. ORR resumed his seat. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

A message was received from. the Senate by A. 
* Dicks, Esq., Secretary of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Before the question is taken 
on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, the Speaker feels it his duty to communi- 
cate to the House.a message which has just been 
received from the Senate. The Chair will ask that 
the message may be reported to the House. 

No objection having been made, the message 
was read, as follows: 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Dicxtns, their Secretary. 

Mr. Speaker: fam directed to notify the House, that in 
engrossing the amendments of the Senate to the bill enti- 
tled “An act making an appropriation for the civil and dipio- 
matic expenses of the “Government, for the year ending | 


If the report is to be read I ob- 


June 30, 1851, and for other purposes,” a mistake was made 


by stating as an amendment that the words “ five thousand 
five hundred,” in lines 25 and Æ of page 11, had been 
struck out, and the words one thousand’? inserted in lien 
thereof, and request that the Secretary be permitted to cor- 
rect the error. 


The message having been read, i 

The SPEAKER. Upon an examination of the 
Manuai the Chair finds that there is an instance of 
a similar case which occurred before. The Chair 
would read the passage from the Manual. ` 

The passage was as follows: 


“Tf messengers commit an error in delivering their mes- 
sage, itey may be admitted or called gin to Correct their 
message. Accordingly, March 13, 1800, the Senate having 
made two ameudineuts to a bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, their secretary, by mis'ake, delivered one only; 
whieh being inadmissible by itself, twat House disagreed, 
and notified the Senate of weir disagreement. ‘Phis pro- 
duced a discovery of the mistake. The secretary was sent 
to the other House to correct his mistake, the cerrechon 
was received, and the two amendments acted on de novo. 
[ Manual, page 192.] 7 


Mr. VINTON moved that the Secretary of the 
Senate be permitted to make the correction. 

Ordered accordingly. 

CIVIL AND DiPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS, 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Bayty, that the House resolved itself into Com- 
mitiee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY. his is the last day 

Calls to order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYLY: 1 will not be responsible if the 
appropriation bills should not 

Calis to order. 

The SPEAKER said, no remarks were in order. 

The question, ‘* Will the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union?” was then taken, and resulted—yeas 84, 
nays, 75; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Booth, Bowlin, Briggs, Ciester Butler, 
E. Č. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Feather- 
ston, Fitch, Fuller, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Howard, Hubbard, Luge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, John A. King, La Sére, 
Lefer, Littlefield, Mason, Matteson, MeClernand, MeLan- 
ahan, Robert M. McLane, Meade, Miller, Millson, More- 
head, Murton, Netson, Peck, Phoenix, Potter, Powell, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Saw- 
tele, Silvester, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stetson, Strong, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Jobn 
B. Thoinpson, Underhill, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whit- 
tlesey, Wildrick, Willams, and Young—84. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, Ben- 
net, Bingham, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, Albert G. Brown, 
Buel, Burt, Thomas B. Sutler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Casey, 
Chandler, Cteveland, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowier, Freedley, Gilbert, Guodenos , Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Hall, Hlalloway, Henry, Howe, George G. King, 
Preston King, Horace Mann, Marshall, MeKissock, Me- 
Queen, Moore, Morris, Newell, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Oullaw, 


Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sack- | 


ett, Schermerhorn, Schovleralt, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
‘Phaddeus ‘Stevens, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Van Dyke, 
Vinton. Walden, Wallace, Wentworth, White, and Wood- 
ward—75. ` 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burr in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the amendments of the Senate to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 


Amendment No. 15 of the Senate. Strike out 


from the item “for compensation of clerks and mes- | 


sengers in the office of the chief engineer, {in the 


War Department,] $5,650,” the words $650, and 


insert, in lieu thereof, the words: 


‘ $900, including compensation to the disbursing agent of | 


said office of $250, in addition to his salary as clerk: Pro- 
vided, said ageut shall give bond, with approved surety, for 
the taithful disbursement of the funds inuusted to him.” 
Mr. BAYLY said, the effect of the amendment 
was to increase the salary of a clerk who had but 
$890 per year. The Committee of Ways and 
‘Means had directed him to move that the House 
non-concur in the amendment. He had been in- 
formed that the clerk was faithful to his duties, 
and he was decidedly in favor of the increase. He 
had opposed this session all iccrease of appropria- 
tion, had gone for a reduction of the estimates, 
but he must support the increase in this case. 
His idea of economy was not “ penny-wise and 
pound-foolish.”” He was for retrenchment. in 
large and unnecessary objects, but in a meritorious 
case like this, there was no want of economy in 
making the increase, eS ` 


~ 


Mr. JONES opposed the increase, He: said 
that it was another attempt to raise a salary fixed 
by law, in a bill making appropriation for objects 
provided for under exisiting law. -Jt was by this 
process of adding on ‘to the expenditures in’smiall 
matters, that the large aggregate appropriations 
became necessary. If an increase was made.in 
this case, they would have applications hereafter 
to increase others, He hoped that the amend- 
ment would not be concurred in, 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. nett 

Amendment No. 16 of the Senate. Strike out 
the word ‘ three” and insert “five,” so as to 
make it read $6,500 instead of $6,300, in: the 
following clause: . 
“ For compensation of the clerks and messengers in the 


Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, {iu the Navy Depart- 
ment,) $6,300.27 i SNEP 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. WALDO explained that the object of the 
amendment was to increase the salary of a clerk 
who was receiving but $800 per annum, and doing 
the duties of principal book-keeper. He was 
doing business equal to the clerks in the other 
offices, who were receiving from $1,200 to $1,400 
per annum.- He hoped the House would concur in 
the amendment. . 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 17 of the Senate. Add at the 
end of the clause appropriating for the clerks and 
messengers in the Bureau of Provisions and Cloth- 
ing, the following: ; 

“The annual compensation of the assistant book-keeper 
being increased $200.” 4 

Mr. WALDO explained that this amendment 
war a provide for the case which he had just ex- 
plained. 

Mr. McMULLEN objected to the increase, and 
asked what the salary of the clerk now was? 

Mr. BAYLY explained that the salary was 
$800, and it was proposed to increase it to $1,000. 

Mr. HUBBARD said that the committee had 
recommended a non-concurrence in the amend- 
ment. - 

Mr. VINTON made some rémarks not distinctly 
heard. i 

Mr. WALDO supported the increase in a few 
remarks, in which he spoke of the superior quali- 
fications of the clerk. ar 

The vote was taken by tellers on the question of 
concurring in the amendment, and the result was— 
ayes 76, noes 40, : 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 18 of the Senate. 
the following item: - 

“For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery, and of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and 
messenger in his Office, $6,800. ` 

And insert in lieu thereof the following items: 

“For the annual salary of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery, $3,000. i 

“ For arrears of salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Med- 
K and Surgery, provided by the act of 3d March, 1849, 
$500. 

Ta For compensation of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and 
messenger in the offive of the chief of the Burcan of Medi- 
cine and Surgery, $4,300.” . 

Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means, by a very large majority, recommended a 
non-concurrence. Dr. Harris, the head of the Bu- 
reau of Medicineand Surgery, now received $2,500. 
The proposition was to increase it to $3,000. He 
was perfectly satisfied that the public interest did 
not require the increase. 

Mr. HOLMES contended that Dr. Harris, a 
scientific officer at the head of a bureau, should re- 
ceive $3,000, like the heads of the other bureaus. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said the sal- 
ary was fixed by law at $2,500. He argued that 
there was no necessity for the increase—that this 
was an improper mode of increasing salaries, and 
that the increase, if necessary, should be made by 
a general law. | 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 19 of the Senate. Strike out 
the words between [brackets] in the. following 
item, which is classed under the head of “ Con- 
tingencies of the Navy Depurtment:’’ . 

“For compensation of superintendent and three watch- 
men of the southwest executive building, $1,750; [the sal- 
ary of the three watchmen being inereased from $365 to 
$00 each per annum from first July; 1850.7] 


Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 


f 


Strike out 
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Means recommend -a non-coneurrence in this 
amendment, 
The question was taken and the amendment was 


disagreed to. ` 
Amendment No. 20 of the Senate. - Add after 


the clause appropriating $300 for specimens of 
ores and coins to be reserved at the Mint, the fol- 
lowing. a 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be hereby 
authorized to obtain for the United States the right to use the’ 
improved methods of refining argentiferous gold bullion, 
recently discovered and being patented to K. S. McCulloch 
and James C. Booth, or the right to use. any other method 
of accomplishing the same ohjeet which may hereafter be 
discovered and patented, by allowing to the said patentees a 
sum not exceeding one half of the difference between the 
Cost of the labor and materials required in the process now 
used at the United States Mint, to refine such bullion, and 
the cost of the labor and materials necessary to be used in 
the new process which may be adopted. But the depositor 
shall pay the compensation so agreed upon if he elects to use 
the new method, or else have the right to resort to the pres- 
eunt process, unless the Secretary of the Treasury should find 
it necessary hereafter to direct otherwise. But the contract 
shall not extend over a greater period than that fur which the 
patent is given.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means, by an equal division, recommended that j 
the amendment be non-concurred in. 

Mr. BOWLIN characterized this provision as 
the most extraordinary of which he had ever | 
heard. - It give the Secretary of the Treasury the | 
power by his edict to say that everybody who car- 
ricd his gold to the Mint should patronize this in- | 
ventor. If it was valuable, it would be used by i 
individuals voluntarily. But this was a proposi- į 
tion to compel the`citizen to use this particular in- 


vention. lt wasa most extraordinary and tyran- 
nical proposition. He hoped it would be voted 
down. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would have to resort to the || 
old, antiquated, and expensive method if the words 
excepted to by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bow in] were changed. . He hoped that amend- 
ment would not be made. 

Mr. BOWLIN explained, that he had not of- 
fered an amendment. 

Mr. STRONG ċalled attention to what he con- 
sidered the objectionable mode of payment con- 
templated by this amendment. He had no objec- 
tion to the use of the patent, which was no doubt 
valuable. But he desired to know the amount 
which was to be paid. He was opposed to the 
method of compensation by allowing a portion of 
the savings to the patentees. He was willing to 
make an appropriation to purchase the process, but 
objected to the mode contemplated by the amend- || 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON (Mr. S. yielding the floor) said, 
he did not understand that the new method was 
cheaper than the old. dt might turn, out to be | 
more expensive, and yet, under this amendment, 
the Government would be compelled to purchase 
the patent. : 

Mr. STRONG thought it was a cheaper process; 
he had so understood. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, maae an 
explanation as to the mode of payment, which was 
not heard, Danse an 

Mr. STRONG persisted in his objection to the 
mode of compensation. 

Mr. PHELPS was in favor of the amendment. 
Fle explained the present system of. refining gold 
at the Mint, and the advantages possessed by the | 
new process. He believed that the new method, 
so far from increasing, would diminish the ex- 
pense, and that it wouid diminish the amount paid 
by depositors for refining gold, and that it would 
greatly increase the capacity of the Mint. 

Mr. BOWIE Said, if the committee would have | 
patience and examine the merits of the amendment, 
he thought they would not hesitate to adopt it. 
He entered into a brief exposition of the advanta- 
ges of Mr. McCulloh’s process, and the benefits 
which would result from its adoption to the Gov- 
ernment, which would, he said, save six thousand 
dollars per month by itsuse. — 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, took the 
floor, but yielded to ; 

Mr. STRONG, who proposed the following 
amendment, in lieu of the above: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to obtain for 
the United States the right to use the improved methods of | 
refining argentiferous-gold bullion, recently discovered and | 
heing patented to R. 8. McUuiloh ana James C. Booth, or | 
the right to use any other method of accomplishing the same 
object which may hereafter be discovered and patented, the 
sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated.” 


| Sen te. 


| requirements of the country. 
| not to this process, but against this mode of con 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said, he 
should feel constrained to vote against both amend- 
| ments. No recommendation from the department 
had been made of this process. He thought Con- 
gress was going ahead of the music. Let Doctor 
Patterson and the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the persons connected with the Mint, examine this 
mode and report the result to the next Congress. 
If they recommended it, he was willing to belib 
eral with the parties. Until then, he was opposed 
to any action upon the matter. He hoped the 
committee would consider what they were about, 
before they sanctioned this proposition, 

Mr. GILBERT sustained the amendment of the 
He explained, that under the old mode 
large quantities of muriauc and nitric acids were 
required for refining, which could only be trans- 
ported on the decks of vessels. The new mode 
dispensed with the use of these acids, and its 
adoption, therefore, was of much importance to 
California. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, did' not know 
the inventors, nor anybody concerned in- it. 
But he thought it was just to the Government and 
right to the inventor, that this amendment should 
be adopted. He was in favor of the policy which 
it contemplated. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said the memorial 
of these parties was referred, early in the session, 
to the Committee on Commerce, and he had made 
some inquiries about it. He had no doubt this was 
a great improvement, and very valuable; but he 
submitted that this was one of -those classes of 
cases which should not be ‘sanctioned, unless 
it came through one of the departments in- 
trusted with the administration of the Government. 
There was a responsibility there, and Congress 
knew where to look when recommendations came 
from these departments. Without that recom- 
mendation there was no responsibility. He had 
no doubt that the most improved facilities which 
the genius and science of our people might invent, 
would have to be resorted to, to meet the growing 
Fis objection was 


necting the Government with patented inventions, 
which exposed it to be the instrament of the 
grossest abuses. The only reason why this sub- 
ject was not before us in a joint resolution was, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had not recom- 
mended.it, under all the information upon which 
such a recommendation would be based. 

Some explanatory coversation followed between 
Messrs. McLANE, BOWIE, and McCLER- 
NAND. 

Mr. McLANE said. he had another objection. 
This was not a proposition to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to go into market and use the 
patent for what it might be worth to the Govern- 
ment. It contemplated a partnership between the 
Government and these individuals. He was op- 
posed to anything of the kind. His principal ob- 
jection was, that this was one of a class of cases 
which ought not to come to Congress. He did 
not want a law put upon the appropriation bill 
proper, to regulate the Mint. It was not the place 
for it. 

He was opposed to it on the ground also of ex- 
travagance—of swelling the appropriations. He 
further urged that this provision of law regulating 
the Mint of the United States, should be excluded 
from the general appropriation bill. He was the 
more earnest in opposition to including it because 
he wished to sce a general law passed regulating 
the Mint of the United States. He appealed to his 
friend from New York, that if this amendment were 
to be admitted, an amendment might also be 


j adopted for the establishment of a new Mint, with 


power to use all new inventions. We needed a 
new Mint establishment, with ‘increased facilities 
of coinage proportionate to the vast influx of bul- 
lion from California. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, suggested a modi- 
fication of the amendment of the Senate, to insert 
after the word ‘‘ authorized’? the words “if in 
his discretion he shall approve of so doing,” so as 
to leave it discretionary with the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adopt this improvementor not. This 
would obviate the objection of the gentleman from 
Maryland, that the proposition was a tyrannical 
one. 

Mr. McLANE (continuing) repeated that he 
would like to see new inventions adopted and the 
facilities of coinage greatly increased by the estab- 


lishment of a new Mint, but it should not be done: 
oa the appropriation bill. He was aware that it 
was an ungracious task to resist these applica- 
tions, which were forced upon them; bui-he urged 
that they should ‘shelter themselves behind their 
rules and exclude such propositions aliogether 
from the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. f 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a resolution in the usual 
form to terminate debate on the amendments to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill in five min- 
utes. 

Mr. ORR inquired if it would be in order to 
move to lay the resolution on the table? 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion was in 
order. 

Mr. ORR wished to say a word. 

The SPEAKER said it could onl 
unanimous consent. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. ORR said it was known thata vefy import- 
ant amendment had been made by the Senate at 
the close of this bill, to release the present con- 
tractors for the printing of Congress from their 
contract. It was known that the select committee 
on printing desired to submit a report on that Sub- 
ject which would put the House in possession of 
such facts as would enable them to act properly 
and advisedly upon that matter. That request 
was denicd them. It was now proposed to close 
the debate on this bill, so that none of the facts 
which the committee had gathered after a four 
month’s investigation, could be submitted to the 
House. He asked that this resolution be voted 
down, so that this matter of printing might be 
fairly discussed. He intended that the country 
should know the facts even if the Elouse stifled 
them. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to be permitted to say-— 

The SPEAKER said, no debate was in order 
except by unanimous consent. 

No objection being made— 

Mr. BAYLY proceeded to say that the amend- 
ment to which the gentleman from South Carolina 
alluded, was the very last amendment to this bill. 
Unless they stopped debate now, it was perfectly 
manifest to the House that they could not pasa 
this appropriation bill to-day. ‘ 

Mr. ORR said, the special committee were ready 
to report now, and all they would ask waa to have 
the report read. . 

The question, “ Shall the resolution be laid. on 
the table??? was decided in the negative. — 

The question recurring, * Shall the resolution 
be agreed to?” ` 

The yeas and nays were asked, and the question 
being taken by tellers, (Messrs. Duncan and Orr,) 
the yeas,and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. 
allowed to be made that is all 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order, 
and said no remarks were in order, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Calls to order. ; 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the resolution was 
open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. VINTON said, he would move to amend 
the resolution so as to limitdebate on all the amend- 
ments except the last. 

The SPEAKER said, the amendment was not 
in order, as the proposition would require a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. ORR asked and obtained leave to withdraw 
the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The resolution of Mr. Bayny was adopted. 


REPORT ON PRINTING. 


Mr. ORR moved to suspend the rules to enable 
the select committee on printing to make their 
report. ; 

The SPEAKER propounded the question on 
the motion of Mr. Orr. 

Mr. BAYLY said, he desired to inquire (for his 
vote would depend upon the answer) whether the 
committee desired merely to make their report and 
have it printed, or whether they wished it read to 
consume two hours? 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman from Vir- 


y be done by 


If the report is 


| ginia to order, and requested the House to restore 


order, , 
Mr. ORR said, he had-no disposition to em- 
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barrass the House-now. All he wanted was that 
the report be read before the amendment relative to 
printing was acted on. 

The SPEAKER again called to order, and said 
that these remarks could only be indulged by 
uanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYLY. I am told by a member of that 
committee that it will take three hgurs to read the 
report. j : 

The SPEAKER propounded the question, 
“Shall the rules be suspended to enable the select 
committee on printing to make their report?” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, suggested to 
Mr. Orr thatthey might adopt the resolution to ter- 
minate debate, and after having acted upon Sil the 
amendments except the last, they might reconsider 
the order closing debate. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was his own 
opinion that this could be done, but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania must recollect that the House 
had overruled: the decision of the Speaker in a 
similar cage, and held that after an oraet had been 
partly executed, the House could not reconsider 
it. The opinion of the Chair, however, was that 
the vote might be reconsidered. 

. Mr. STEVENS. We can in this way accom- 
plish the object the gentleman from South Carolina 
has in view. . 

Mr. BURT suggested to his colleague [Mr. Orr] 
that he had no doubt it was Competent for the 
House to reconsider the vote after the order should 
have been partly executed, and with that view he 
hoped his colleague would not insist upon his mo- 
tion to suspend the rules at this time. 

Mr. MARSHALL rose to make an inquiry in 
reference to the state of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must insist upon 
acompliance with the rule. Debate is not in order. 

Cries of order. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
said all business must be suspended until order 
wasrestored. He stated to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that no remarks were in order on a 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he was not debating, 
but merely asking what was the state of the ques- 


tion. . 

The SPEAKER» Inquiries are not in order. 
The question is on the suspension of the rules, to 
enable the select committee on printing to make a 
report. . 

Mr. VAN DYKE rose to a question of order, 
and inquired if the last vote was not to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was mis- 
taken in point of fact. The last vote was the 
adoption of the resolution to terminate debate. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended, to 
allow the select committee on printing to make a 
report??? was taken, and decided ‘in the wegative 
without a count. 

Mr. BAYLY. Has the resolution to close de- 
bate been adopted? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, called for a count 
on the question just taken to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER said the call was too late. The 
result had been announced. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Burr vin the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the amendments 
to the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Srroxe, asa substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. eee 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to amend 
the amendment of the Senate by inserting after 
the word “ authorized,” the words “if in his qis- 
cretion he approves of so doing.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. . 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amerid the amend- 
ment by inserting a proviso that the expenses of 
the new process should not exceed those of the 
old one. 

He argued that as but two months would elapse 
before Congress again met, no legislation should 
be taken at this time. 

Mr. CARTTER inquired of the Chair, if it was 
in order to move an amendment? 
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The CHAIR said not. - 
draw his amendment. f 

Objection was made. ' 

Mr. CARTTER said he would then wait until | 
the question was taken. \ 

The reading of the amendment of Mr. Houston | 
was then called for; and it was read. 4 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. : 

Mr. CARTTER moved the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the ead of the Senate amend- 
ment; $ 


i Satan efe 
aMr. HOUSTON said he was willing to with- || 


i: the United States is interested as a party. 


Mr. THOMPSON, : of: Mississippi, offered an 
amendment, providing... that the Attorney General: 
“should not be retained in any case except where 
|, Mr. CABELL, of Florida, made. a point of. or- 
| der, that this was not thé placefor the amendment. 


The CHAIR overruled the point of order, 


| Mr. TAYLOR hoped the question wotld be: 


|; stated. It was utterly impossible to understand 
; what was going on. i 


| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, claimed the * 
' floor. The reason given, he said, for the increase 
| of the salary was the reason which, should induce 


« „And provided, That the patentee shajt not receive more |; Congress to adopt the amendment he proposed— 


than $5,000 per annum during the time his patent may be | 
used by the Mint and its branches.” 


Mr. C. thought the amount designated in his 
amendment was a svfficient indemnification. He 
was upposed to placing the Government under trib- | 
ute to any patentee for anything. He believed the 
true principle to be, that the Government should 
have the use of the implement which it guarantied 
to the inventor; and if the matter were within his 
control, he would ingraft a provision of this kind 
upon the patent laws. He hoped his amendment 
would be agreed to, and he then intended to vote 
against the whole proposition. He believed that if 
the amendment of the Senate was adopted, the 
Government would lose more than $120,000 per 
annam. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Carrrer; and the vote stood—ayes 67, | 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate as amended. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. f 

The Qist amendment of the Senate, making an 
appropriation for taking the census in Oregon Ter- 
ritory, was (under the recommendation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means) concurred in. 

The 22d amendment of the Senate was read as 
follows: 

“ Page Ql. 


After line 26, insert: 
TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 

«& For salaries of governor and superintendent of Indian 
Affairs, three judges and secretary, nine thousand seven 
hundred dollars. 

« For contingent expenses of said Territory, one thousand 
dollars, 

«For compensation and mileage of members of Legis- 


lative Assembly, clerks, Officers, and coutingent expeuses ji 


of the Assembly, twenty-four thousand dollars. 

“For library for said Territory, five thousand dollars : 
Providéd, That the library for the Territories of New Mexico 
and Utah shail be purchased by agents to be appointed by 
the President of the United States. yi 

“ For publie buiidings for the Territory of New Mexico, 
twenty thousand dolars.’? < 


Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means proposed a non-concurrence in all these 
appropriations for the Territories. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments 23 and 24 of the Senate. To 
strike out “ 86,300” and insert « $8,300,” in 
the appropriation for the salaries of the Attorney 
General, and the clerk and messenger in his office; 
and increasing that of the messenger to $700 from | 
the Ist of July, 1850, and adding at the end thereof 
the following words: 

« And the salary of the Attorney General being hereby in- | 
creased to $5,000 per annum from the same day.”? 

Mr. MOREWEAD expressed the hope that the 
amendment of the Senate would be agreed to. It 
was called for by the great amount of the business 
which passed through the hands of the Attorney 
General. 

After some conversation on a point of order— - 

Mr. JONES moved to amend by reducing the 
amount, and contended that the salary at present 
paid was sufficient. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, said, the ob- 
ject was to put this officer in point of pay ona 
footing with the other Cabinet officers, The com- 
pensation at present authorized was altogether 
inadequate, and not commensurate with the oner- 
ous nature of the duties discharged. : 1 

Mr. JONES withdrew the amendment. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

The vote stood—ayes 85, noes 41. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred į 


in. i 
The following amendment coming up: page 22, 
line 13, at the end thereof insert the words, ‘* and 
the salary of the Attorney General being: hereby 


| that was to say, he should be confined entirely to 
i the business of the Government. With this 
! amendment he would vote for the amendment of 
! the Senate. . f 

' Some conversation followed as to the propriety 
i of Cabinet officers practising their professions du- 
| ring their terms of office. : 
| Mr. HOUSTON said, he understood the effect of 
, the amendment was to prohibit the Attorney Gen- 
| eral from being retained or receiving fees in any case 
except those in which the United States was a party. 

Mr. THOMPSON assented. 

Mr. HOUSTON thought there was some force in 
the objection of the gentleman from -Florida, {Mr. 
; CABELL,] that this was not the place in which. to 
| make such a change. ` f 


He referred to the vast increase of the duties of 


|| the Attorney General, correspondent with’ the 


growth of the country, and argued that they were 
‘ such as to occupy his whole time, and therefore the 
| prohibition was unnecessary. 

| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 
: further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order, on the 
ground thatit was an amendment in the third de- 
gree, (the amendment of the Senate being an 
amendment in the first degree.) 

Mr. JOHNSON appealed from the decision. 

The question, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ was de- 
| cided in the affirmative, . 

So the amendment was ruled out of order. 

* Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, modified his 
| amendment, so as to read, that ‘in no case shall 
he be retained as attorney’ or counsel in the Su- 
| preme Court, except where the United States: are 


desired to offer'a 


| Interested, or are parties.” on : 

The question was propounded upon agreeing to 
the amendment of Mr. Txompson, of Mississippi, 
to the amendment of the Senate. ~ pg 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. OcLe and 
MeMc ten were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 4U, noes 81. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
| jected. 
| The question recurred on concurring in the . 
amendment of the Senate, a 

Mr. MEADE moved, (pro forma,): which was 
not heard by the Reporter. i 

He believed this was one of the most, if not the . 
most important officer of the Gabinet, and spoke 
of the eminent legal qualifications necessary for the 
office. He referred to the receipts of ordinary 
practice of a lawyer of such attainments as equal 
to or more than the salary of the Attorney Gen- 
: eral. He spoke of the losses incurred by break- 
ing up an established practice, leaving home, AA 
and of the importance of having the very highest 
| order of attainments in that office. Hie was, there- 
| fore, in favor of the proposed increase of salary, 


i| and expressed the opinion, that if the salary: had 


| been adequate to have commanded the whole time 
of this officer, the Government would have saved 
the $200,000 paid for the Galphin claim, and the 
$30,000 for the Barron claim. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, the remarks 
of his friend from Virginia (Mr. Meane] might be 
| construed to reflect upon the ability and integrity 
| of the late Attorney General, [Mr. Reverpy Joun- 
| sox.} He (Mr. J.) knew well that it was not in- 
; tended by his friend from Virginia, [Mr. MEàpe.} 
i 
| 


Mr. MEADE rose and said, his friend- was 
| right; he certainly had not intended>to-cast @ re- 
| fection upon either the ability or integrity of that 
| honorable gentleman. Se 

|- Mr. JOHNSON resumed, and said he knew it, 


increased to $6,000 per annum from the same day- ” 


i and was glad to afford his friend ‘the opportunity 
| to prevent a possible future misconception. | 


y 
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Mr. J. proceeded warmly to advocate the pro- 
posed ìncrease of salary, and spoke of the import- 
ant character of the services to be rendered, and 
of the high legal as well as personal character ne- 
vessary to an Attorney General. An Administra- 
tion was responsible for the proper appointment of 
a legal adviser of the Government, well and prop- 
erly qualifed. Any one so appointed must stand 
at the head of his profession in the Union, and any 
one so standing, could sit still at home and make 
from fifteen to twenty-five thousand dollars per 
annum; and when such a man was translated to 
the service of this Government, even at the equal- 
ized salary, ($6,000,) he could not but sustain loss. 
He should vote to put the Attorney General upon 
the same footing with all other Cabinet officers in 
point of pay, and he should leave him, like all other 
of those officers, to give such attention to his pri- 
vate duties and interests as his public duties would 
allow, and should rely upon his character and of- 
ficial obligations, and upon the responsibility of 
the Administration. for the proper fulfillment and 
discharge of his official duties. 

Mr. MEADE, on leave, withdrew his amend- 
ment, 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 25 of the Senate. Insert in 
page 22, after line 13, the following: 

“Toreimburse to Reverdy Johnson, late Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United Srates, the amount paid by him out of his 
private fands for the services of a clerk employed for public 


purposes on public duties, eight hundred and sixty-six dot- 
ars and fifty-nine cents”? f 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
‘ment. 

The question was 
concurred in. >? 

Amendment No. 26 of the Senate. 
page 23, after line 11, the following: 

“ For compensation for the clerk of the district judge of 
Fiorida, employed in keeping and making transcripts of the 
records of the decisions of said judge in certain matters 
submitted to tim: by the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
compensation for said service, to be andited and allowed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, nine hundred dollars.” 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend that the amendment be not con- 
curred in. ` d 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

Amendment No. 27 of the Senate. Insert in 
page 23, after line 18, the following: } 

“for providing surf-hoats, life-boats, and other means 
for the preservation of life and property shipwrecked on the 
coast of the United States, ten thousand dollars; to be ex- 
pended under the control and direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury.”” 

Mr: BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend that the House concur in this 
amendment. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Amendment No. 28 of the Senate. _ In page 24, 
after line 4, insert the following: 

4'For the Keeper of the light-house on Minot’s Ledge, near 

_ Cohasset, in Boston bay, $759, and 550 each per annum to 
his assistarits.?? 

Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. . 

Mr, GRINNELL represented the peculiar loca- 
tion of this light-house, to show the necessity for 
the proposed increase of salary of the keeper. 

Mr. BAYLY expressed the hope that the sal- 
ary in this instance would not be increased, as it 
would lead ultimately to a corresponding increase 
of the sataries of all the light-house keepers, or 
they would complain of inequality. , 

Mr. FOWLER moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out °° $750” and inserting * $775.” 

Mr. FOWLER enforced the views of Mr. GRIN- 
NELL, and urged the peculiar necessity for the in- 
erease in this instance, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, opposed the 
increase. 

The amendment tothe amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
the Senate— 

Tellers were asked, and ordered; and Messrs. 
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pat, and the amendment was 


Insert in 


i 
amendment. | 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER. 27, 1850. 
Hones at New Jersey, and McQueen, were ap- 
pointed. : 

The question was taken, and the amendment, 
by ayes 51, noes 67, was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 29 of the Senate. Strike from 
the clause providing for the commissions to dis- 
bursing agents for light-houses, the following: 

“ Proviled, That the collectors whose compensation ex- 
ceeds $2,500, shall receive no compensation as superintend- 
ents of light-houses or disbursing agents.” 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 

eans recommend that this amendment be dis- 
agreed to. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
disagreed to. © 

> Amendment No. 30 of the Senate. To increase 

the appropriation to complete the light-house on 

oo Rock, Boston harbor, from $4,000 to 
,600. k 

AA BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 

Means recommend that this amendment be not 

concurred in. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

Amendment No. 31 of the Senate. 
26, after line 13, insert the following: 
“For the construction of a marine hospital to be located 


by the Secretary of the Treasury. at or near San Francisco, 
in the State of California, $50,090. 


Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a non-concurrence in the |] 
amendment of the Senate. | 

Some conversation followed on a point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out $50,000. 

The Committee of Ways.and Means thought, 
he said, that at the present exorbitant rate ofevery- 
thing in California, this was not a good time to | 
commence the construction of such works. | 

Mr. GILBERT explained, that the amendment | 
did not ask the Government to appropriate this | 
money. Fhe amount had already been collected | 
from the hospital tax. The simple proposition į 
was to authorize the application of this money. 
-He hoped it,would be agreed to, ` 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
ASHE, GILBERT, and STRONG, as to the 
amount of hospital tax collected. 

Mr. BAYLY withdrew his amendment. 

The question was taken, and no quorum veted. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. FowLer and | 
Houston were appointed. f 

The question being again taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 84, noes 47. ; 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 32 of the Senate. Add to the: 
end of the appropriation for the salaries of Chargés 
d’Affaires, &c., in page 30, the following: 

“ And for compensation to Alexander Hammett for his i 
services as chargé Waffaires at Naples, from the twentieth 
of May, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, to the twenty- 
first of Sune, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, $4,875.” 

Mr. BAYLY explained that this was'the amend- 
ment which the Committee of Ways and Means 
had heretofore instructed him to introduce, but 
was ruled out of order. The committee had in- | 
structed him to advise the House to concur in the | 


In page 


The question was put, and the amendment was | 


concurred in. i 
The 33d amendment of the Senate. In page 30, | 
after line 14, insert as follows: I! 
« To Anthony Ten Eyck, for salary and contingent ex- | 
penses as Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands, for the | 
year ending December 31, 1849, $5,422 87. i 
“To Charles Eames, for outfit as late Commissioner to | 
the Sandwich Islands, in pursuance of the recommenda- | 
t 


tion of the Department of State, $3,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and | 
Means had originally recommended a non-concur- | 
rence in this amendment, as they had no papers 
before them showing its necessity. Since that 
time he had received the papers from the Commit- | 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and was satisfied that the | 
appropriation was proper. : i 

Mr. OTIS inquired if any law authorized an ap- | 
propriation for the outfit of the Commissioner to | 
the Sandwich Islands? | 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied there was no law. | 


H 
i 
i 


New Seres... No. 195. 


. He moved go amend the amendment of the Sen- - 
ate, as follows: 

For balance due John P. Brown for bis services às acting 
Chargé d’Affaires at Constantinople, $4,955, 


Mr. McCLERNAND explainéd and: enforced 


the propriety of his amendment. 


The question being taken, the amendment of 
Mr. McCreanann was agreed to. f 

The question recurred on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to strike out that part of 
the amendment which provided an outfit for Mr. 
Eames. 

Mr. McCLERNAND referred to the importance 
of Mr. Eames’s services as Commissioner, and 
said Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Clayton had recom- 
mended that an appropriation be made for his out- 
fit. He caused the letter of Mr. Clayton to be 
read. 7 

The amendment of Mr. Bow.in was rejécted. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to strike out the word 
“outfit”? and insert “compensation.” Agreed to. 

Mr. OTIS moved to amend the amendment to 
appropriate the same sum as compensation to Lu- 
ther Severance, the present Commissioner. 

Mr. HALL made the point of order, that the 
amendment was not in order, being for the increase 
of a salary fixed by law. N 

Some conversation arose upon the question of 
fact, and it having been ascertained, upon the states 
ment of Mr. McCiernanp, that the salary was 
fixed by law— 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. 


The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. : 
Amendment No, 34 of the Senate. In page 30, 


after line 17, insert: 

‘For the expenses of the agent of the Sublime Porte, ten 
thousand dollars, to be disbursed under the direction of the 
Seeretary of State.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a non-concurrence, (from 
which recommendation he dissénted.) He would 


! not himself have recommended the introduction of 


the amendment to the bill, He thought it wasan 
unfortunate movement, but as it had been inserted, 


|| and by a body especially charged with our foreign 


intercourse, he thought it would be inconvenient 
to strike it out, 

Mr. McCLERNAND proposed to add one or 
two other facts ia addition to what had been stated 
by Mr. Bayty. 

The CHAIRMAN said, unanimous consent 
would be required. f 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved an amendment, 
(pro forma.) He said a brief statement will serve 
to illustrate the reason and propriety of this ap- 
propriation. Jt comès from the Senate, recom- 
mended not only by their approval, but also by 
the American minister at Constantinople, Mr. 
Marsh, and by his secretary, Mr. Brown, who, 
after a long absence, is now making a visit in bis 
native country. It is also recommended by the 


| distinguished gentleman who is now at the head of 


the State Department, Mr. Webster, upon whose 


‘authority, together with that of the other person- 


ages mentioned, the appropriation was reported 
by the unanimous consent of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the Senate; and the same may 
be said of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
this House, who have directed me, as their chair- 
man and organ, to recommend the concurrence of 
the [louse in the amendment of the Senate. T 
trust they will do so. 

‘The design of the appropriation is tò defray the 
expenses of Amin Bey, the commissioner of his 
Imperial Majesty, the Sultan of the Ottoman Em- 
pire, during his sojourn amongst us in his present 
character. The dignitary described visits us not 
only as a special agent of his sovereign, but he 
comes also. in the character of a major and com- 
mander in the Staff of the Turkish admiralty; and 
it may be, from what has: been said, that he will 
be still further honored by being invested with 
diplomatic rank, asa minister near this Govern- 
ment. The object which engages the labors of 
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our distinguished visitor is equally: honorable to 
his Government and to our own country. He 
comes here to obtain information concerning our j 
civil and social institutions—concerning the re- 
sources and power of the country, and particu- 
larly concerning our proficiency in naval architect- 
ure and naval government. Such are his’ objects; 
and to the accomplishment of these objects we are 
assured that he. brings an intelligence, discrimina- 
tion, and judgment which distinguished him in his 
country, and which eminently qualify him for his 
important mission, i 

Lam happy to repeat what I have heard, that is, 
that the observations and inquiries of this digni- 
tary, so far, have proved highly satisfactory. I 
doubt not that they will continue to prove satis- 
factory; in which event, we are authorized to sup- 
pose thar the results will be duly reported to the 

urkish Government; to be followed, as we hope, 
by measures of mutual advantage to both parties, 
and among others by an increase of their commerce, 
and by the employment of American labor and 
skill in the nayy-yards, and in the military and 
commercial marines of Turkey. Nor are we to 
forget, in estimating sucha result, that the Turkish 
polity long preceded our own in rejecting the 
policy of commercial restrictions, and in disallow- 
ing aristocratic institutions and orders, 

Oiher considerations of a moral nature enforce | 
the passage of this appropriation. There is much 
in the grand traditions of the East to enforce it. 
Our visitor comes from a land where civilization 
first dawned upon a world, where the Holy Scrip- 
tures were first taught, where Cyrus and Alexan- | 
der conquered, where the great Assyrian and 
Persian monarchies rose and fell, where Nineveh, 
Babylon, and Troy flourished and decayed, where 
the Greeks aspired and excelled, where the hardy 
Romans ruled, where jewelled Khalifs reigned; | 
and where, too, our Saviour was born, preached 
his ministry, and died for the sins and redemption 
of mankind. ` i 

“Yes, itis from this classic land that Amin Bey 
comes, the representative of a great Prince—a | 
Prince who is worthy of the fame of his ancestry, 
and of his magnificent country. [t is almost 
unnecessary to say that the young Sultan of the 
Ottoman Empire has displayed a wisdom and 
benevolence which place him in the first rank of ; 
reigning sovereigns Not only has he materially 
ameliorated the condition of his own people, but 
he has generously afforded that protection to the 
oppressed of other countries which has won for 
him the respect and admiration of the lovers of 
liberty and justice throughout the world. Yes, 
he has done that for the unfortunate Hungarian | 
refugees—for the noble Kossuth and his heroic 
companions, which was denied to them by chris- 
tian rulers. His country was opened to them as, 
an asylum, and his hospitality was spread to feed 
their hunger. “Such is the character of the Em- | 
peror of Turkey; and thus itcontrasts with the cruel 
proscriptions of the Emperors of Austria and of |! 
Russia. The comity and courtesy of nations de- 
mand of us to offer such tokens of respect to his 
representative as are due to his character and are 
worthy of ourselves. We are to do this by pro- 
claiming him the guest of the nation, to be enter- 
tained al the public expense. Such, I doubt not, 
is the sense of this honorable body. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
Fraruerston and McCrernanp. 

Mr. McCLERNAND further enforced the pro- 
priety of the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. [am opposed to the amend- |} 
ment of the honorable gentleman from Hlinois, 
(Mr. McCurrnanp,}] but am in favor of the 
amendment of the Senate, which appropriates 
$10,000 for the expenses of the agent of the Sub- 
lime Port, to be disbursed under the direction of 


the Secretary of State. a 

Jt is well known, Mr. Chairman, that hospitality 
in all Eastern countries, is a prominent trait, and 
betweenall Musselmen, sovereigns or princes, their |! 
representatives are maintained at the expense of | 
the Governments to which they may be seat. I 
am informed by Mr. Brown, our dragoman at 
Constantinople, that the envoys of the Sultan, in 
Persia, Bockhara, Muscat, and elsewhere, receive 
this attention, and he reciprocates it in all cases. 
Some time since, when a difficulty arose between 
Turkey and Persia, the supplies of the Ambassa- 
dor of the Shah of Persia at Constantinople were | 
partially cut off, in a degree conforming to the 
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coldness which was growing. between the two 
Princes; and finally the Persian Ambassador 
thought it time to be off. Recently, when the pres- 
ent Pope senta Nuncio to the Sultan, he remained 
some months at Constantinople, boarded at the 
expense of the Sultan, of $1,000 per month. It 
was the first embassy from the Pope. 

The Ottoman commissioner or envoy, (for he 
may be considered as such,) has already been 
treated as the guest of the country, at the request 
of Mr. Marsh, our Minister at Constantinople. 
The city of New York treated this commissioner 
in a most generous manner. And the appropria- 
tion new proposed to be made, is but a proper 
token for the Sultan’s kindness to Americans. 

I am further informed by Mr. Brown, that a 
Mr. Davis, of South Carolina, who has gone to 
Turkey to give information as to the culture of 
cotton; became ill in the Sultan’s service, and par- 
tially lost his sight. Thereupon, the Sultan sent 
to his family, asa donation, $25,000. $ 

Doctor Morse, the inventor of the telegraph, re- 
ceived from the Sultan a donation of $500, as an 
indication of the high estimate in which that great 
invention was held. 

Mr. Samuel Colt, the inventor of the revolving 
pistol, received from the Sultan, as an evidence of 
the high opinion be entertained of this invention, 
a snuff-box, valued at $1,500. 

Doctor Smith, of Charleston, South Carolina, 
received a donation of $300; Dr. Hitchcock, of 
Boston, a dentist, a donation of $400. And other 
Americans have received more or less money for 
their inventions, or supposed merits. 

Such an appropriation as the amendment of the 
Senate, now under consideration, proposes, and 
which I understand is recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in this House, as well 
as that of the Senate, will serve the double pur- 
pose of promoting good will between our Govern- 
ment and the Sultan, and of promoting the stand- 
ing of the Legation of the United States at the 
Turkish court. And last, though not least, it will 
be an expression to the world, especially to all 
despotic governments—of the estimation placed 
upon the generous conduct of the Sultan in favor 
of the Hungarian refugees, who took refuge in his 
dominions, by the whole American people. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out * $10,000,” 
and insert “25 cents.” He expressed his dissent 
to the whole project of receiving the agent of the 
Sublime Porte as a national guest. Especially was 
he opposed to making an extravagant appropria- 
tion for the purpose. He wished to have this 
agent impressed with an idea of the plain, simple 
habits of our people, and of its republican institu- 
tions. He hoped the Senate’s amendment would 
not be concurred in. 

The question was put, and the amendment of 
Mr. Jongs was rejected. 


The aniendment of the Senate was then con- 


curred in. 

The 35th amendment of the Senate. 
35, after line 3, insert as follows: 

« For the extension of the Capitol, according to such plan 


as may be adopted by the joint Committee on Public Build- 
ings of bath Houses of Congress, $200,000. This appropria- 


tion to he expended under the direction of the President of | 


the United States, who shall be authorized to appoint an 
architect to carry out the plan or plans which may be 
adopted as aforesaid.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, he was instracted by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend to 
the House not to concur in this amendment. 


Mr. HOUSTON rose to address the Chairman. | 


[Loud cries of “ Question, question. ”] 

Mr. HOUSTON moved an amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred and was taken on con- 
curring in the amendment of the Senate, and it was 
non-concurred in. j 

Amendment No. 36 of the Senate. 
‘sone’? and insert ‘two,’ so as to make the item 


read, ‘$200,000 for continuing the construction of | 


the cusiom-house at New Orleans ”” 
Mr. BAYLY. I have been instructed by the 


Committee of Ways and Means to recommend a: 


concurrence in this amendment. 


The question was put, and the amendment was | 


disagreed to. 

The 37th amendment of the Senate. 
page 37, after line 26, as follows: 

For the topographical and hydrographical survey of the 


Insert in 


Delta of the Mississippi, with suci investigations as nay 
|| lead to determine the most practicable plan for securing it 


In page | 


Strike out | 


from inundation, and the best: mode -of so deepening the 
passes at the mouth of the river as to allow. ships:of twenty. 
feet draught to enter the same, fifty thousand dollars.?? . 


Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed. by th 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend a 
non-concurrence in that amendment. - If it was 
proper at all, it should be included in the river and 
harbor bill. oe X a 

He gave notice that at four o'clock he should. 
move to rise in order to take a recess to six o’clock. 

Mr. SEDDON (on a pro forma amendment) ds- 
fended the amendment of the Senate as one of 
great importance to the vast commerce. of the 
Mississippi. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate— ~ 

Tellers were asked, and ordered, and Messrs. 
SawreLLe, and Burier of Pennsylvania, were 
appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported, 
ayes 79, noes 62. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


The 38th amendment of the Senate. In page 38, 
after line 4, insert: 

«“ For the purchase of a site and the erection of a custom- 
‘house in the city of Bangor, Maine, fifty thousand dolars, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and the cost of said building shall not exceed 
said sum.’? S 

Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a non-concurrence, 

Mr STETSON moved a pro’ forma amendment, 
to enable him to submita few remarks, and said, 
I ask the indulgence of the committee but for a 
moment, to state some of the facts relating to this 
item of appropriation. In the early part of the 
session, a petition for a custom-house at. Bangor, 
signed by most of the commercial men of the 
city, wae presented to the Senate, and there re- 
ceived the unanimous approval of the Committee 
on Commerce. The late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury recommended the appropriation. The sub- 
ject received the favorable consideration of the 
Committee on Commerce of the House, by a unan- 
imous vote, and the Committee of Ways and 
Means inserted an appropriation therefor in the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, together 
with similar appropriations for custom-houses at 
St. Louis, Cincinnati, and Mobile. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
struck out the appropriations for Bangor, St. Louis, 
and Cincinnati, and passed the appropriation for 
Mobile. The Senate have restored these items of 
appropriations. i 

I am authorized in the statement, that in the opin- 
ion of the late Secretary of the Treasury, the neces- 
sity for a custom-house at Bangor is much greater 
than that for Mobile. 1 voted for the appropria- 
tion for Mobile, and then believed, and still be- 
lieve, that the four items of appropriation named 
should be allowed. 

The Government has, at Bangor, no building 
for a custom-house, and has never expended a dol- 
lar there for this or any other object. Bangor, in 
point of population and commercial importance, is 
the second city in the State. It is situated at the 
head of tide water, on the most navigable river 
of the State, with sufficient depth of water lo 
float ships of the largest class. “Phe next census, 
I think, will show that its population has nearly 
doubled in the last ten years. Its exports of 
Jumber in its various forms, both foreign and 
eoastwise, amount to about three millions of dol- 
lars per annum. Two or three hundred sail of 
vessels may often be counted in her harbor. Ban- 


| gor is destined soon to be, if not already, the cen- 


tre of the West India trade of the State, and in 
comparison with a large proportion of the commer- 
cial Atlantic cities, for whose accommodation cus- 
tom-houses have been erected, presents. strong 
claims to the favorable consideration of this com- 
mittee. I trust, therefore, that the amendment of 
the Senate will be concurred in. 

Mr. STETSON, by consent, withdrew his 
amendment. And the amendment of the Senate was 
concurred in. ` 

Amendment No. 39 of the Senate. In page 
38, line 8, increase the appropriation for the ‘cus- 
tom-house at Mobile, from $50,000 to $100,008. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment. : 

Some conversation on a point of order followed 
between Mr. Carvin and the Chair. 
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Mr. HUBBARD moved to amend the amend- 
ment by raising the amount to $150,000. 

Mr. HUBBARD said, he believed the custom- 
house and its machinery was becoming one of the 
greatest curses to our form of Government; but 
this’ was not the time to- expose its enormities 
when honestly conducted, much less the abuses 
now prevalent, 
ture day. What he now wished. to say was, that 
Mobile was the place of second: magnitude in the 
southern States as to its exports, which were 
from four to five hundred thousand bags of cotton, 
a large and increasing import trade, and to those 
who were sharing so largely in expenditure of 
- public money, raised by taxation from our section 
at least in equal portions. Mr. H. begged such 
to look at the treatment we were receiving at their 
hands. Where was the eastern or northern city 
of the importance of Mobile, for which only 


He hoped to do this‘at some fu-. 


$50,000 had been expended on custom-house lot | 


and building? There could be no such northern 
sea-port found so neglected in expenditure. Hav- 
ing exposed the partial and unjust manner in 
which the South were treated, Mr. FI. proposed to 
withdraw the amendment. 

Objected to. 

Mr. ALSTON, by consent, submitted some 
facts connected with the trade of Mobile, to show 
that if any appropriation was allowed at all for a 
custom-house at that port, the amount proposed 
by the Senate was a proper amount, 

The amendment of Mr. Hugsar was rejected. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
McLane, of Maryland, and Duncan were ap- 
pointed, i 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 84, noes 47. 

_ So the amendment of the Senate was concurred 

in. 

The 40ih amendment of the Senate. Insert in 
page 38, after line 12, as follows: 

“ For the erection of a new custom-honse at San Fran- 
cisco, to contain 100ms for the post office in that city and the 
accommodation of its officers, and aiso rooms for the Uni- 
ted States district court, the accommodation of its officers 
and other Government officers in California, until the whole 

- building is needed for custom-house purposes, one hundred 
thousand dollars: Provided, said building shall. be exempt 
from all State or city taxation : And provided, further, That 
the whole cost of the same shall not exceed four hundred 
thousand dollars.” 


Mr. BAYLY moved anamendment to theamend- | 


ment, which, having been modified at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Vinton, was to strike out the word 
“or, and insert after the word city, ‘ or other,”’ 
so as to make the exemption from State, city, or 
other taxation. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 7 

Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a concurrence in the amend- 
ment; but for the same reason which he had men- 
tioned against an appropriation for a marine hos- 
pital, he was opposed to it. 

Mr. GILBERT said he wished to state a few 
facts, showing the importance of this appropria- 
tion; and was proceeding, when 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and stated that 
there was no question before the committee open 
for debate. 

The question waa taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The 41st amendment of the Senate. 
after line 2, insert: 

“ Por continuing the construction of the custom-house at 
Savannah, Georgia, 15,009.” : 

Mr. BAYLY said, he was directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to recommend a con- 
currence in that amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON was proceeding to make a re- 
mark in support of a larger appropriation, but was 
called to order. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 42 of the Senate. 
after line 9, insert: 

«“ For finishing and altering rooms in the custom-house, 
Portland, Maine, for the accommodation of the Federal 
courts, clerk of the district aad circuit courts, and marshal’s 
office, $3,031 70.7? 

Mr. BAYLY said, he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that the appropriation be stricken out. 

Mr. LUPTLEFIELD said, that in order to bring 
himself within the rule to speak one minute in favor 
of the appropriation, he would move to add one 
cent to the amount. 


In page 39, 


In page 39, 


a 


This (said Mr. L.) is but a trifle asked for to 
carry into effect the object named in the paragraph, 
and he hoped the House would concur with the 
Senate, and allow the appropriation to stand. The 
papers were received after the bill had passed the 
House, and the matter was examined by the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate, and, as he under- 
stood, the Senate unanimously agreed to the 
amendment. 

The judge of the district court of the United 
States for Maine, as well as the district attorney, 
marshal, and clerks, had all certified to the neces- 
sity of the alteration of the rooms for the accom- 
modation of the courts and offices, and the safe- 
keeping of the records. 

1 will (said Mr. L.) only trespass upon the 
precious time of the House to add, that I have 
personal knowledge of the necessity of this ap- 
propriation, and will hold myself personally re- 
sponsible to every member who votes for it, that 
it is right. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Amendment No. 43 of the Senate. 
after line 12, insert: 

“ For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, $25,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a concurrence in the amend- 
ment. He was informed by the officers of the 
Senate that the clause was misprinted, and that 
the appropriation which the Senate voted was 
$40,000. . 

The CHAIRMAN said it would require a mo- 
tion to increase the sum to $49,000. 

Mr. HOLMES moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to increase the sum to $40,000. 

He briefly advocated the proposed appropria- 
tion of the Senate; and, alluding to our vast com- 
merce on the Pacific coast, urged the importance 
of prosecuting the coast survey at this time. The 
rejection of the amendment was a mere postpone- 


In page 30, 


must be made next year, and it would be only 
the saving of interest. But what proportion did 
the pitiful amount of interest bear to the losses of 
individuals, companies, and to the losses of life 
which would result from the neglect of Congress 
to do its duty towards the commerce of that coast? 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Porter and 
Fowxer were appointed. 

Mr. STANLY asked that the amendment might 
be read. 

And it was again read. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Chair, whether 
the amendment of the gentieman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Hotmes] did. not propose to make the 
sum precisely that which the Senate intended? 

The CHAIRMAN answered in the affirmative. 

The question was then taken, and the vote 
stoeod—ayes 78, noes 48. 

So the amendment of Mr. Homes was agreed 
to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate as thus amended. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, offered the 
following amendment: 

“ Provided, That the said survey shall be conducted by 
the officers of the navy ; and that the said sum shall be paid 
out of the appropriation for the survey of the coast of the 
United States”? 

Mr. T. (after recapitulating the appropriations 
made for thg coast survey) said he thought it was 
a reflection upon our navy that this survey was 
not conducted by the officers of the navy. There 
was, he believed, no other nation where these 
works were not conducted by the officers of the 
navy. He hoped that the survey, if made, would 
be made by these officers, and that the expense 
would be paid out of the fund appropriated for the 
coast survey. 

Mr. GRINNELL said a few words in reply, 
| (of which scarcely anything was heard,) against 
the amendment of Mr. Tromrson, and in favor of 
the amendment of the Senate. He urged that if 
any portion of the amount for the western coast 
was taken from the appropriation for the Atlantic 
and Guif survey, it would greatly derange the 
plans of the Superintendent, and impair his oper- 
ations on those coasts. He hoped the amendment 
of the Senate would be concurred in. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Tuompson by tellers, (Messrs. Evans and 
Jonss,) and the vote stood—ayes 50, noes 69. 


ment of the appropriation; for, if refused now, it ! 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The question again recurred on co 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. THURSTON moved to raise the sum to 
‘forty-one thousand dollars, and said: I have made 
this motion, Mr. Chairman, to enable me to ad- 
vocate the propriety of concurring with the amend- 
ment of the -Senate as amended. ‘That amendment 
as amended appropriates $40,000 to continue the 
survey of the Western coast. I do not desire my 
amendment to prevail, but I do desire that the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of- Ways and 
Means, recommending a non-concurrence, should 
not prevail, 

Mr. Chairman, I must confess I was much sur- 
prised when the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee announced to this committee, 
that he had been instructed by his committee to 
recommend adversely to this amendment. It will 
be readily recollected that this matter was before 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


neurring in 


Union some time ago. The civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill was reported to the House’ be~ 
fore application was made for this appropriation, 
because the state of facts which more immediately 
called for this appropriation did not come to the 
knowledge of Professor Bache till an advanced 
stage of this session. When the facts to which I 
have just referred came to the knowledge of the 
superintendent of the coast survey, he laid the 
matter before the Secretary of the Treasury, asking 
an appropriation, and upon examination, the Sec- 
retary addressed a letter to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, recommending an appropriation 
of $40,000; that committee being assured by the 
Secretary and Professor Bache that that sum was 
absolutely necessary, and that the survey on our 
coast must be abandoned, unless the appro priation 
was made. For some reason unknown to me, the 
committee refused to recommend theappropriation. 
Failing in getting their endorsement, I offered 
an amendment to the civil and diplomatic appro- ° 
priation bill, when that was under consideration, 
providing for an appropriation for this purpose; 
but after discussion, the amendment was lost 
by mere accident. Thus failing here, we next 
brought the matter before the Committee on Fi- 
nance of the Senate. That committee, without 
division, recommended an amendment to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, and this 
recommendation was concurred in by the Senate. 
Now, sir, after the matter had been vouched for by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and by the superin- 
tendent of the coast survey, I repeat, I was no little 
surprised to find the Committee of Ways and 
Means of this House still adverse to the appropria- 
tion, I am sorry for it, sir, because | do not like to 
contend against such odds; but as great as it may 
be, I must appeal from their decision to the gen- 
tlemen of this committee. 

The law of the 14th of August, 1848, organizing 
the territorial government of Oregon, made a 
small appropriation for light-houses and buoys on 
the coast_of Oregon. The sites of these light- 
houses had to be located, as well as the proper 
locality for the buoys fixed upon; hence these sur- 
veying parties were dispatched to that coast for 
the purpose. This was the prime object which 
was had in view in dispatching these parties. 
California at that time was in an anomalous State, 
but by the intervention of subsequent events, with 
which we all are familiar, that coast needs survey 
also; and it is for the survey of this, as well as the 
coast of Oregon, that this appropriation is asked. 
Now, sir, bearing in mind that these parties were 
first dispatched with a view to Oregon alone, and 
we are at once able to account for the estimate of 
Professor Bache of $12,000, about which so mach 
was said when this was up before, for the survey 
of the Western coast. fam assured by that gen- 
tleman, that this estimate was made eighteen 
months ago, and with a view to Oregon alone, and 
before it was known to him what the cost of this 
labor would be on that coast. And what are the 
reasons why this estimate is now asked to be in- 
creased? I will bricfly tell. you. When this 
party was dispatched to the coast, hands were 
taken out under written articles to continue in the 
service during its execution. But upon arriving 
there, they embraced every opportunity to desert. 
This methed failing, discipline was tried, but this 
proved equally unsuccessful. A pari of the crew 
threw overboard Past Midshipman Gibson, in the 


bay of San Francisco, leaving him to drown, and 
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made their escape. A part.or all of them were 
retaken, and two of them hung. But .neither 
contract nor fear could detain them, so that Lieu- 
tenant Commanding McArthur had to proceed 
to the Sandwich Islands for a crew before he 
_could prosecute his work. However, no sooner 
had he returned to Oregon, wages there by that 
time equaling those. of California, than this new 
crew commenced desertion. But so eager were 
those young officers to maintain their reputation, 
and to prosecute their work, that } am informed 
they have had to go on shore, when it was neces- 
sary for any part of the crew to do so, to prose- 
cute the work, with revolver in hand to prevent 
the escape of the hands. In spite of their vigi- 
lance, a whole boat’s crew escaped, taking the 
boat of the schooner Ewing with them; and I am 
informed by Professor Bache, that this desertion 
stopped the operation of the party for a month, 
and that it cost the Government seven hundred 
dollars.to retake the deserters. ‘The inducement 
to this desertion was.the great disparity -between 
the wages which the crew were paid, and the 
“wages their’services would command in Oregon or 
California; the result was, that Lieutenant McAr- 
thur found it absolutely impossible to keep a crew 


without paying them the wages of the coast. This | 


he has been authorized to do; hence the reasons 
for the increase of this appropriation are the 
vastly increased expense of procuring the neces- 
sary labor for the work—the equally increased 
expense of living, and materials on the coast—the 
addition of the nine hundred miles of sea-coast of 
California, with its inland bays and rivers—the ne- 
cessity of increased surveys on the coast of Ore- 
gon, and in her rivers and bays. These, sir, are 
a few of the reasons; and when you reflect that 
the coast survey has been going on for years on 
the Atlantic, and that this year about two hundred 
thousand dollars. are to. be expended; and when 
you take into consideration. the increasing com- 
“merce of that coast, and that it measures in ex- 
tent fifieen or sixteen hundred miles, and but 
$12,000 are estimated for this coast, and not one 
single light-house on the whole of it; surely, sir, 
you cannot, consider the increase -which we ask 
unreasonable. These two sums amount to $52,000 
for the year. The whole coast is comparatively 
unknown.: The parties are there, and must be 
withdrawn if this increase is denied. But who 
does not know that that coast must be surveyed? 
If, then, you withdraw them now, you will do it 
at the expense of the Government, at the same 
time having the fact staring you in the face, that 
you will have soon to send these parties, or similar 
Ones, to complete the work which is now begun. 
it amounts to this, that you will stop a work of 
heavy expense to the Government, for the purpose 
of commencing it again at increased expense! This, 
sir, will be the result of non-concurring with the 
Senate amendment. This I do not believe this 
committee is prepared to do; and to prevent its 
being done, and to serve the interests of our coast, 
are the reasons why I have ventured to breast the 
heavy influence which a recommendation from the 
Committee of Ways.and Means usually has with 
this committee and with this House. Í trust, sir, 
that in this case that influence will be shifted; that" 
the amendment of the Senate will prevail, and 
that the interests of my coast and of my constit- 
.uency will be thereby subserved. I have done, 
sir. . 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
Jones and THURSTON. 

Mr. BAYLY replied to Mr. Tuursron, and ex- 
plainėd and vindicated the course of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means in rejecting this appro- 
priation. He repeated what he had previously 
gaid, that if Congress went on appropriating all 
that was asked for, the Government would be 
bankrupted. ` Ft was bankrupt now. The Senate 
had inserted in this bill appropriations amounting 


to over a million of dollars, which the Committee | 


of Ways and Means had. stricken out. 
The umendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BISSELL moved to add the following to 
he amendment of the Senate: 


And that one half of said sum be taken out of the appro- | 


priations heretofore made for that purpose. 

He said, if the amount now asked were appro- 
priated, it would make a total of appropriations 
made this. session for the coast survey, of $260 000. 
He expressed. the opinion, that while the survey 
of the western’ coast was important, neither the 


| able me to move to suspend the five minutes rule 


i to the public printing. i 


| are suspended, and. the- motion iş brought. before: 


exigencies. of the case nor the condition of the 
Treasury justified so large an appropriation: If 
the superintendent had laid out his plans already, 
he had acted in great haste; and he undoubtedly 
could modify them. 

Mr. VINTON said the gentleman from Ilinois |! 
was mistaken in his estimate of the appropriations 
made this year. The same amount was appropriated 
in the bill as had been appropriated for two or 
three years past, viz: $186,000. All that amount 
had heretofore been consumed on the Atlantic 
coast, and this additional appropriation was pro- 
posed for the extensive Weatern coast we had re- 
cently acquired. He spoke of the derangements 
of the work already going on on the Atlantic 
coast, and of the great importance to our extensive 
Pacific commerce of the work there being carried 
on, and hoped the $40,000 which the Senate had 
inserted would be granted. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee rose 
and reported. | 


THE FIVE MINUTES RULE. 


Mr. BAYLY. Iintend to submit a motion to 
suspend the five minutes debate. But [ beg to 
say that [ do not intend to propose that it shall 
extend to the amendments relating to the public | 
printing. On the contrary, when we get to them, 
I shall move to rise, for the purpose of moving in 
the House to rescind the resolution terminating 
debate. I move a suspension of the rules to en- 


for- the remainder of the session. 

Mr. VINTON. I wish to inquire of the Speak- 
er, in case the motion now made by the gentleman 
from Virginia is adopted, and the committee rise, 
having partly executed the order, whether it will 
then be in order to rescind it? 

The SPEAKER. That question was propound- 
ed this morning, and the Chair repeats’ what ke | 
then said, that the House, on a previous occasion, 
overruled the decision of the Chair, and decided 
that an order partly executed could not be recon- 
sidered. in the opinion of the Chair it would be | 
in order to move to reconsider it. | 

Mr. VINTON suggested to the gentleman from 
Virginia, in order to save any trouble on thìs 
point, that it would be better to except these 
amendments. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 prefer to do it. I move to 
suspend the rules to enable me to move to suspend 
the five minutes rule for the balance of the ses- | 
sion, except upon the amendments relative to the 
public printing. 

Mr. WENTWORTH made some remark to 
Mr. Bayzy, which was not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. BAYLY (in reply) said there was but one 
legislativeday of the session left, and if the House 
chose to go into a general debate about Mr. | 
Ritchie and the gentleman from Iinois, they could | 
not get through the business; so they must choose | 
between the two. 

Mr. VENABLE rose, and was proceeding to 
make a remark, when he was interrupted by calls | 
to order. -il 

The SPEAKER stated that this conversation 
was out of order, and could not be allowed if ob- 
jection was made. 

Mr. VENABLE. J shall vote against the whole 
roposition. 

The SPEAKER announced the question upon 
the motion to suspend the five minutes rale for 


P 


the remainder of the session, except upon the 
amendments of the civil and diplomatit appropri- 
ation bill relative to the public printing. i 

Mr. VINTON suggested that the motion was |i 
ta suspend the rule only as far as related to the | 
amendments of the Senate to the civil and diplo- || 
matic appropriation bill. i i 

The SPEAKER stated that he had understood |: 
the gentleman from Virginia otherwise, and as he i] 
had propounded the question; and appealed to the j 
gentleman from Virginia to know if this was his | 
motion? 

Mr. BAYLY replied, that the proposition was | 
to suspend the rule for the remainder of the ses- |; 
sion, except in relation to the three amendments | 
indicated. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, wished to ameng i 
the motion by striking out the exception relative | 
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An amendment is not in 


The SPEAKER. 
Ifthe ee 


order pending the-motion to suspend. 


| providing for the binding. 


the House, it will then be amendable within the 
limits of the rules. : i 5 

The question, * Shall the rules be suspended y? 
yas then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 93, noes: 

So the roles were suspended. 

Mr. BAYLY then submitted his motion. 
. Mr. STANTON moved to amend ihe motion,. 
by striking out the exception as: to. the three last 
sections of the amendments, (relating to public 
printing.) And he moved the previous question, 

Some conversation followed. on a point of order, 
between Mr. Tuomprson, of Pennsylvania, and the 
Speaker. f 

The previous question was then seconded. And 
the main question (first on the amendment) was 
ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays, 
but withdrew the demand. 

The amendment was rejected. : r 

The question recurring on the moticn of Mr. 


| BayLy— 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
yeas and nays, which were refused. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a call of the House. 

The motion was not in order. 

The question was thén taken, and the motion of 
Mr. Bayty was agreed to. : 

Mr. STRONG moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that mation be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
to enable him to move that the House take a re- 
cess until six o’clock. 

Mr JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then we will 


| be here till to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


The question being taken, and two- thirds voting 
in the affirmative, the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BAYLY submitted his motion. f 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend it, by providing 
for a recess at the same time (from four to six} to- 
morrow. ; p 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And the motion, as amended, was agreed to. 

So the House took a recess until six o’clock, 


EVENING SESSION, 


The SPEAKER called the House to order at. 
nine minutes passed six o’clock. : 

Mr. BAYLY. moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee. of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. : f 4 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I hope my 
friend from Virginia will give way for one. mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYLY. If there is any man in the House 
l would give way to, it is my friend from Ken- 
tucky. But I will give way to nobody. . 

The motion of Mr. Bayiy was put and agreed to, 

GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House aceordingty resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burt in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN called the committee to 
order. ` ; 

The question pending when the House took a 
recess was on the amendment of Mr. BISSELL, 
providing that one half of the sum of $40,006, ap- 
propriated by the Senate for the survey of the 
western coast of the United States, shall be drawn 
from the general appropriation for the survey of 
the coast af the United States. 

The question was put on this amendment, 
it was rejected. . 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the Senate as it was amended in the. morning, 
and it was agreed to. : 

The following amendments of the Senate, on 
the recommendation of the Commitee of Ways 
and Means of the House, were concurred im, viz: 

Amendment No. 44. Strike from the clause 
of the. Congressional 
Russia leather backs. 


and 


Globe and Appendix with 
and corners, the following: 


« Provided, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives shall Jet the contracts for bindiug to une lowest bidder. 
below sixty cents per volume, and that the work shail’ be 


commenced immediately after the printing is done, and 
coneluded as soon thereafter as possibie.?? coh a 
And add after the word u corners”; UMthEe pre- 
ceding patt of the amendment, the words “at a 
price not exceeding sixty cents: 
‘Amendment No. 45. Strike out from page 41. 
the following: oe PS : 


1850. 


“Bor defraying the expenses of the chemical analysis 
of vegetable substances produced and used for the food of 
“man and animals in the United States, to be expended im- 
der the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, one 
thousand dollars, to be paid out of the patent fund.?? 

Amendments Nos. 46 and 47. — Insert after the 
word ‘employed’ in the clause below, the words 
“under the direction of the Department of State in 
the reconstruction of Ihe maps of the boundary under 


_ the treaty of Washington, and.” - And insert after 


. 


the word *‘ mapa” 
of $1,115.” 

á For the pay of draftsmen:and assistants to the head of 
the Scientifie Corps, employed in copying and recording, 
seven thousand dollars; the rent of rooms employed for as- 
sistants to the head of the Scientific Corps engaged in re- 


where it last occurs, “the sum 


cording, copying, &c., including fuel fer the same, five hun- | 


dred dolars; attendance an offee rooms, and expenses of 
employing «messengers, five hundred dollars; purchase of 
drawing paper, and other necessary drawing materiais and 
office furniture, three hundred and seventy-five dollars; 
stationery for office use, one hundred dollars; mileage and 
expenses of officers employed in examinations required on 
the frontiers of Vermont and New York, eight taudred and 
forty dollars; for survey and examination of that portion of 
‘the line lying on the northera frontiers of Vermont and New 
York, embracing hire.of men and their transportation and 
subsistence, hire of horses and baggage waggons, camp 
equipage and its transportation, purehase of instruments 
and all contingencies, five thousand dollars; and compen- 
sation of two private soldiers, for their services as draftsmen 
in reconstructing maps, making in all, fifteen thousand four 
hundred and thirty dollars.” 


Amendment No. 48. 
line 12, the following: 

& For salary of Joha Catlin, as Secretary and acting Gov- 
ernor of Wisconsin ‘Territory, from the tenth day of June, 
Aono Domini eighteen hundred and forty-eight, to the fourth 
of March, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, at twenty-five 
hundred dollars per annum, being eight months and twenty- 
two days, eighteen huudred and twenty-eight dollars and 


Insert in page 44, after 


~ seventy-seven cents.” 


Mr. BAYLY. I have been. instructed by the 
unanimous vote of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to recommend that this amendment be re- 
jected. . i 

The question was put on concurring in the 
amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Amendment No. 49 of the Senate. 


In page 46 
after line 22, insert: ee Á 


«To reiinburse the corporation of Washington the amount i} <i k 
House, it is not subject to be ruled out of order |) 


advanced to complete the paving of fifteenth street, in front 
of the Treasury Department, including the culvert, two 
thousand three bundred and nine dollars and ninety cents, 
upon it being shown to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
said sum of money was so advanced by the corporation of 
Washington.” 

Mr. BAYLY said he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that this amendment be not concurred in. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
disagreed to. 


Amendment No. 49} of the Senate. In page 46, | 


after line 22, insert the following: 

* For making bydrographical and topographical surveys to 
decide on the practicability and cost of improving the navi- 
gation of the Ohio river by a system of reservoirs to serve 
as feeders in periods of low water, according to the plan 
proposed by Charles Etjet, Jr., civil enginver, the sum of 
twenty thousand dollars; the money to be expended wider 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the sur- 
veys, with all necessary observations, measurements; re- 
connoissances, and estimates to be made by a mixed com- 
mission of topographical and civil engineers, to be selected 
by the President of the United States.” 

Mr. BAYLY said he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
a non-concurrence in this amendment. - 

Mr. BISSELL offered an amendment. He said 
the Clerk need not read it through, but merely by 
its title, being the bill making appropriation for 
certain rivers and harbors, 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order, and sub- 
mitted that it was notin order to move the river 
and harbor bill as an amendment to the civil and 
diplomatic bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. BISSELL appealed from the decision. 

He stated that the amendment varied from 
the river and harbor bill in one item only, which 
he read, and repeated that it was not necessary -to 
read the bill, He hoped the reading would, by 
unanimous consent, be suspended, as it would 
unnecessarily consume time. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BISSELL renewed his suggestion that the 
reading was unnecessary. 

Mr. JONES. eo let every word be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
amendment. It is obvious that. the committee 
cannot judge upon the appeal except they hear the 
amendment read, 

The Clerk procecded with the reading. 


| tingly of the opinion that it is the same bill. The | 
| Chair begs to say that the alteration of one word, | 


| order on the ground of relevancy. 


| tained in thatamendment? 


“Mr. KUNG, of New Jersey, interposed, and 
suggested. that the question whether thè amend- 
ment- was in order be first decided; if it was ruled 
to be in order it would then be time enough to 
read the amendment. It was a waste of time 
now. ; À 
Mr. JONES. ‘So far as Lam concerned, F with- 
draw the call for the reading until I see what dis- | 
position the House make of the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the reading of the amendment is necessary in 
order to enable the committee to decide upon the 
appeal. 

Objections were made to dispensing with the 
reading, 

The Clerk accordingly resumed and completed | 
the reading of the amendment, which consisted 
(as stated by Mr. Bisset) of the river and har- | 
bor bill modified by the Committee on Com- 
merce. ~] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment not in order. From that decision the 
gentleman from Tilinois appeals. The question is, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Committee??? The Chair asks 
that the 55th and 8lst rules be read: 

55. “No motion or proposition on a subject different from | 
that under consideration shail be aimitted under color 
of amendment. No billor resolution shall, at any time, 
be amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating there- 
with, any other bill or resolution pending before the 
Honse.”? 

81. “No appropriation shall be reported on such pending 
appropriation bills, or be in orderas an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law: 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress, and for the 
contingencies for carrying on the several departments of 
the Government.” é 


The CHAIR decides that the amendment is | 
not in order, for the reasons assigned in the two | 
rules which have been read, and for the addi- 
tional reasons that it is not germane, and it has no 
relation whatever to the amendmentof the Senate. 
The Chair craves the indulgence of the committee | 
to say, that although the amendment of the Senate 
may be in contravention of the rules of the | 


by the House; but that does not authorize the 
House to make’ any amendment contrary to its 
own rules. The question is, ‘Shali the decision ! 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” | 
Mr. BUEL inquired whether the amendment 
was the same bill as the river and harbor bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unhesita- 


or of several words—of a single feature, or any 
slight modification of a bill, which does not to- 
tally change the’ structure of the bill, does not 
alter it. . 

Mr. BUEL. I understand itis not the same 
bill. It has been modified. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Iwish to know what 
is the aggregate amount of the appropriations con- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know, 
It is very large. 

The question on the appeal was taken by tellers 
—Messrs. Morron and Hammron—and decided | 
in the affirmative—ayes 73, noes 64. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment of Mr. Bisseti was ruled out of 
order. : i 

The question recurred on concurring in the | 
amendment of the Senate, and it was disagreed to. 

Amendment No. 50. Insert in the bill the fol- | 
lowing: á ` 

“To pay the amount of subscription under the joint res- 
olution of the 3d of March, 1849, for one thousand copies | 
of the annais of Congress, to the end of the fourth Congress, | 
and to inelude the first Congress as well as the second, | 
third, and fourth Congresses, $30,000. i 


Mr. BAYLY said he had been instructed by | 
the Committee of Waysand Means to recommend | 
a concurrence in this amendment. The work had | 
been already ordered by Congress. | 

Mr. ASHMUN moved an amendment providing | 
that the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the | 
House subscribe on behalf of Congress for two | 
thousand copies of the debates and proceedings of 
the First to the Eighteenth Congresses, inclusive, | 
to be deposited with the Librarian of Congress for | 
the future dispositien of Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, raised a question of 


i 


The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. | 
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jand Mr. Asamun, 


And after some conversation between t 


he Chair 


The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’? was 
put, and taken by tellers, (Messrs. Casey, and 
Harris of Tennessee, acting as such,) and de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 71, noes 65. y 

So the amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentugky, moved to amend 
the amendment of the Senate by adding the fol- 
lowing: . 

“And one full at of such of said books as are now on 
hand shalt be delivered by the Clerk to each of the new 


| members of the present Congress,” 


Mr. HIBBARD raised a question of order 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. 

Mr. STANTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The question was then put, ‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
raittee }?” and carried in the affirmative. 

The question was then put on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, and it was agreed to. 


Amendment No. 51 of the Senate. To insert 
the following: 

“ For continuing the publication of the works of. the Ex- 
ploring Expedition, including the‘printing of the charts, the 
pay of scientific corps, salary of the horticulturist, and care 
of the collections, twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, he had been instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that this amendment be not concurred in. f 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
not concurred in. 


Amendment No. 52 of the Senate. 
after line 26, insert: i; 
* For the purchase of books for the Library of the Treas- 
ury Department, $1,000; for the purchase of a library to be 
preserved in the Executive Mansion, $2,000; and the Joint 
Committee on the Library of Congress are hereby author- 
izcd to supply the said libraries with any duplicates of pub- 
lic documents which can be spared from the public collec- 

tions in the Library of Congress or elsewhere.” 


Mr. BAYLY stated that he had been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to recom- 
mend that the amendment be concurred in. 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following: 

« And the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be authorized and, required to 
subscribe, on behalf of Congress, for 2,000 copies of. the de- 
bates and proceedings of Congress from the commencement 
of the first session of the first Congress (of which the 1,000 
copies of the first four Congresses, already subscribed for, 
be considered as part) to the second session of the eighteenth 
Congress, when the Register of Debates, already published, 
begins; the price per volume not to exceed that agreed 
upon for the volumes already printed and delivered under 
the title of “ Annals of Congress,” which copies (after dis- 
tributing one copy to each member of the Thiity-first Con- 
gress not provided for by the previous order far supplying 
the members of the Thirtieth Congress) shall be deposited 
with the Librarian of Congress for the future disposition of 
Congress.”? i 

Mr. JONES raisd a question of order. It was, 
he said, the same amendment which had a few 
minutes ago been ruled out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. oe 

Mr. ASHMUN appealed ‘from that decision, 
and called for tellers on the question; and Messrs. 
Fow er and Green were appointed such. i 

The question was then taken, ‘Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” and it was decided in the negative—ayes 
60, noes 77. ; i 

Mr. JONES moved that the committee rise, 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 


In page 2, 


| ative. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
-the Senate as amended, it was taken by tellers, and 
carried in the afirmativè—ayes 75, noes 49. 

Amendment of the Senate No. 53. Increasing 
the appropriation for a temporary: Messenger m 
the office of the Third Auditor, from $500 to $600. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
ment. : g g 

The question was put, and it was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 54 of the Senate. In page 6, 
after iine 8, Insert: i 

« For arrearares to extra clerks authorized to be em- 
ployed in said office to first December next, four hundred 


and thirty-five dollars.” 
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Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in this amend- 
ment: They are satisfied it ought to be paid. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Amendment No. 55 of the Senate. 
page 6, after line 23, as follows: 


« And for additional compensation to the messenger of 
the said Solicitors [of the Treasury,] two hundred dollars.” 


Mr. BAYLY said he was directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to recommend a non- 
concurrence in the amendment. + a 

The question was put, and it was disagreed to. 


Amendment No. 56 of the Senate. In page LI, 
after line 3, insert: 

Por the compensation of clerks and messengers, four- 
teen thousand two hundred dollars: Provided, That the firat 
proviso in the act of May twenty-fifth, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, entitled «An act to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the fiscal year ending June 
thirtieth, cightcen hundred and filty,”? be and the sameis 
hereby repealed.” P 

Mr. BAYLY said he bad been directed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that the améndment be not concurred in. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 73, noes 65. 


The following amendments of the Senate, on the 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, were concurred in: 

Amendment No. 57. In page 11, after line 8, 
add: 

« That the assistant messengers, laborers, and packers of 
the General Land Office shall, from and after the Ist day of 
July, 1850, receive at the rate of $500 per annum for their 
services.”? x 

Amendment No. 58. In page 11, line. 20, at the 
end thereof, add: . 

“ And the salary of assistant messenger, [in the office of 
Commissioner of Pensions, ] to $500, to be computed from the 
Ist day of July last”? 


Amendment No. 59 of the Senate. 
after line 6, insert: 

“That the sum of $951 54, heretofore appropriated for 
clerical service in the Quartermaster General’s office, and 
which remains unexpended, be paid under the direction of 
the Quartemaster General to the persons who performed the 
duties for which the appropriation was made. 


Mr. BAYLY said, he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to advise the 
House not to concur in this amendment. 

The question was put on concurring in the 
amendment, and it was disagreed to. 


Amendment No. 60 of the Senate. 
after line 29, insert: 

« The Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby an- 
thorized and directed to contract, upon the most reasonable 
terms, with the proprietors of some well-established assaying 
works now in successful operation in California, upon sat- 
isfactory security, to be judged by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall under the supervision of the United States 
assayer, to.be appointed bythe President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, perform such duties in 
assaying and fixing the value of gold in grain and lumps, and 
in forming the same into bars, as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and that the said United States 
assayer shall cause the stamp of the United States indicating 
the degree of fineness and value, to be affixed to each bar or 
ingot of gold that_may be issued from the establishment: 
Provided, That the United States shall not be held responsi- 
ble for the loss of any gold deposited with said proprietors 
for assay: And provided, further, That the salary of said 
assayer shall be fixed by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury not 
to exceed $5,000.” 


Mr. BAYLY said he had been instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that this amendment of the Senate be concurred 
in. 


Mr. PHGSNIX moved to amend the amend- 
mend by adding the following: 
eTo establish a branch ofthe Mintofthe United States in the 
city of New York for the coinage of gold, silver, and copper, 
and for the purpose of purchasing a sight, erecting suitable 
buildings, and completing the necessary combinations of 
machinery for the said branch, the sum of $225,000 is 
hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury under the direction of the Presi- 
dent uf the United States. 


Insert in 


In page 14, 


In page 19, 


«Vo establish a branch of the Mint of the United States | 


at San Francisco, California, for the coinage of gold and sil- 
ver, and for the purpose of purchasing a site, erecting suita- 
ble buildings and completing the necessary combinations of 
machinery for said branch, the sum of $300,000, ta be paid 
oni of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be expended by the Se¢retary of the Treasury under the 
direetion of the President of the United States: Provided, 
That any contract made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for an assay otlice in California shali cease on the com- 
mereement of the operations of any branch Mint of the 
United States that may be established in that State.” 


Mr. HIBBARD raised the point of order, that 
the amendment was not in order. 


| not otherwise appropriated, to be expended hy the Secre- ; 


| appropriated, to be expended by the Secretary of the Treas- 


| it was in order to renew this amendment continu- 


|! branch Mint be established in the city of San Francisco; and | 


| consent——— 


| buildings, to be expended ander the direction of the Secre- 


The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and ruled the amendment out of order. . © 

Mr. PHGENIX appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, and asked for tellers. Tellers were or- | 
dered, and Messrs. Morton and Witprick were | 
appointed to act as tellers. The vote having been 
counted, resulted—ayes 75, noes 69. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 5 

Mr. PHCENIX then moved to strike out the | 
Senate’s amendment, and insert his amendment, | 
as printed above. 

Mr. JONES objected. The amendment being 
the same, it was not in order. ; | 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate, and being taken, it was 
decided in the affirmative. So the amendment was 
concurred in. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following, to 
come in after line 317: ' 

« To establish a branch of the Mint of the United States 
in the city of New York for the coinage of gold, silver, and 
copper, and for the purchase of a site, the erection of suita- 
ble buildings, and completing the necessary eombinations of |} 
machinery for said branch,the sum of §225,C00 ix hereby 
appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury ! 


tary of the Treasury under the direction of the President of. 
the United States. To establish a branch of the Mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, in California, for the coinage |! 
of gold and silver, and for the purchase of a site, erecting | 
suitable buildings, and completing the necessary combina- į 
tions of machinery for said branch, the sum of $300,000, to 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not othe: wise 


ury under the direction of the President of the United 
Stated: Provided, That previous to the estabtishment of the | 
branch Mint in California aforesaid, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to contract, On the most -| 
reasonable terms, with some well established assaying |; 
works in California, upon satisfactory seeurity, to perform ;j 
the duties of assaying, and in fixing the value of gold in j 
grain and lump, and in forming the same into bars, in the 
manner to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, į 
under the direction of the President of the United States.” 


Mr. JONES raised the point of order, that the | 
amendment was not in order. 
ate CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of |; 
order. > ; | 
Mr. McCLERNAND appealed from the de- į 
cision, and asked for tellers. | 
Mr. CARTTER inquired of the Chair whether i 


ally, and continue to appeal, compelling the com- ' 
mittee to go through the process of voting over and 
over again. | 

The question being taken (by tellers) on the ap- | 
peal, the decision of the Chair was sustained by | 
ayes 67, noes 59. The tellers also reported that | 
they were informed by several members that they || 
had voted under a misapprehension, and desired a | 
recount. [| 

ft was objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN said, he knew of no means 
by which a new connt could be had, unless by | 
unanimous consent. | 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, moved to strike | 
out the Senate’ssamendment, and insert the follow- į 
ing: ; | 

« That the Mint of the United States at Philadelphia be :] 
removed to the city of New York, and henceforth that a; 


that authority be given hereby to the Mint and its branches | 
to stamp value according to existing standards, on bars of i 
gold and silver, as well as to coin money of gold, silver, and | 
copper; and that $225,000 be appropriated therefor, to b 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury.? 

Mr. JONES raised the same point of order. || 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of | 


order. ; 


Mr. KING appealed. 
Mr. HILLIARD said, he hoped by universal | 


i 

[Cries of “Order! order!”’} | 
Mr. HILLIARD. Fdo not intend i 
[Cries of “ Order! order!’’} 4 
{ 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is out of order. 

The question being taken onthe àppeal, ona count ;i 
by tellers, (Messrs. CLARKE and RICHARDSON act- 
ing as such,) the decision of the Chair was sus 
tained—ayes 77, noes 49. 

Mr. CASEY offered the following as a substitute | 
for the amendment of the Senate: 

* For establishing a branch Mint-of the United Statesand 
assaying office atSan Francisco, California, purchasing a 
suitable site for the same, and for erecting Ure necessary 


tary of the Treasury, $300,060.77 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, raised a 
question of order on the amendment. ; 
The CHAIR ruled it out of order. : 
Mr. CASEY appealed, but subsequently with 

drew it. Ad xs 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendtnent of the Senate, and ‘it Was agreed 
to. 

Amendment No. 61 of the Senate... Page 20, 
after line 19, insert: 

“For an addition tothe salary of the judge of the or- 
phans’ court of the District of Columbia, (which ig hereby 
increased to $1,500 per annum,) $500. . 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to ask the House to con- 
cur in this amendment. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. : 

Amendment No. 61 of the Senate. 
after line 26, insert: 

«That the accounting officers he empowered to audit and 
adjust, and allow the public printers of Minnesota Terri- 
tory, for printing the Constitution of the United States, such 
parts of the laws of the United States as relate to the North- 
west Territory, and the laws of Wisconsin in foree in said 
Territory, by provision of the act organizing it. The said 
accounts to be subjected to the same rales and principtes as 
are prescribed by the act of August 29, 1842, for other terri- 
torial accounts.”? , 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed 
the Indian appropriation bill with certain amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to move that the bill be referred to the” 


Page 20, 


| Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. McCLERNAND suggested that the bill 
should be printed. Š 

Mr. BAYLY said he was informed by the pub- 
lic printer that it could not be done. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The Senate’s amend- 
ments add $2,000,000 to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill.J 

The question now being on the amendment of 
the Senate— 

Mr. BAYLY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means had voted unanimously to advise the House 
to agree to this amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Amendment No. 63 of the Senate. In page 22, 
after line 13, insert: z 

«For the salary of an additional clerk in the Attorney 
General’s office, $2,000.” 


Mr. BAYLY. I am instructed by the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means to ask the House to 


concur in this amendment. . 

Mr. JONES. I hope the Committee of the 
Whole will not concur. 

The question was put on the amendment, and 
it was carried in the affirmative. 

Amendment No. 64 of the Senate. In page 26, 
after line 23, insert: i 

“To aid in the construction of a marine hospital at — 
Ewansaville, Indiana, $10,000. 

© Toaid in the construction of a marine hospital at Vicks- 
burg, Mississippi, $10,000.77 

Mr. BAYLY said that he had been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to recom~ 
mend that the first branch of this amendment be 
concurred in. He did not, however, agree with 
the committee in that opinion. 

Mr. ALBERTSON asked permission of the 
committee to make a single remark, in support of 
the first clause of the amendment. 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken on the first branch of the 


| amendment, and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended that the second branch of 


| the amendment be not concurred. in, and on that 


point he agreed with them. 

The question was then taken, and the second 
branch of the amendment was disagreed to. 

The following amendments of the Senate were, 


‘| under the advisement of ‘the Committee of Ways 


and Means, rejected: 

Amendment No. 65. 
insert: : 

«To defray the expenses of a special agent to the three 
Republics of Venezuela, New Gygnada, and Ecuador, to 
claim of those governments, " respectively, the “Several 
amounts due from each of them on claims of eitizéns of the 
United States against the former government of Columbia, 


In page 29, after line 4, 


$2,000.” 
Amendment No. 66. 


In page 30, after line.25, 
insert: eS 
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1850. 


THE CONGRESSIC 


NAL GLOBE. 


1991 


“And for the payment of the balance. due and unpaid to 
Peter Parker for his services, according to the intent and 
spirit of the appropriation in the same behaif, contained in 
the ¢ Act making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government,’ &c., approved March 3, 1847, 
$1,941 80; which, if received, shall be in full of ajf ser- 
vices, official and unoflicial, contemplated by said appro- 
priation.?’ 

Amendment No. 67 of the Senate. 
after line 10, insert: 

«& For relief of Stephen H. Weems, late consul of the 
United States at Guatemala, and to enable him to procure 
a passage home, $1,200, to be expended under the direction 
of the State Department.” - 

Mr. BAYLY said that he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that this amendment be concurred in. 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND said that he had been 
instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
by a unanimous vote, to move an amendment. 

[This amendment provided an appropriation of 
Some $4,000 to pay John P. Brown, for his ser- 
vices as acting Chargé at Constantinople.] 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order that this 
was a private claim. 

The CHAIR on that ground ruled the amend- 
ment out of order. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment of the Senate, and it was carried 
in the affirmative. 

Amendment No. 68 of the Senate. 
after line 10, insert as follows: 


In page 31, 


In page 32, 


& For improving the grounds in La Fayette square and į 


fencing the same, $3,000: to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States.” 


Mr. BAYLY. This is the square in which the 
equestrian statue of General Jackson is to be 
erected. The Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend that the’ amendment be not concurred 
in. [hope it may be concurred in. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in—ayes 91, noes not counted. 

The following amendments of the Senate, under 
the advisement of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, were rejected: 

Amendment No. 69. 
insert: 

“ Por.the compensation of a clerk for the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, $800.” 

Amendment No, 70. In page 33, line 5, in the 
appropriation for improvements on New Jersey 
avenue, south of the Capitol, strike out “south of 
the Capitol,” and insert: 


“ From the Capitol Square to public reservation number 
seventeen, according to such grade as the Corporation of 
Washington may hereafter establish.” 


Amendment No. 71. 
insert: 

“ For the salary of the late keeper of the public archives 
at St. Augustine, to the 5th June, 1849, when the archives 
were transferred from his custody to the Surveyor General 
of Florida, $464 38. 

Amendment No. 72. 
insert: 

« For balance due to David Irwin, as associate judge of 
Wisconsin Territory, as audited and aliowed by the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury, the sum of $571 65. 

Amendment No. 73 of the Senate. In page 37, 
after line 24, insert; 


In page 32, after line 10, 


In page 35, after line 35, 


“ For the relief and protection of mariners and boatmen | 


on the western waters, to be disbursed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000. g 

« For the relief and protection of mariners in the State of 
California, $20,000; to be disbursed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. BAYLY said that he had been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to advise 
the House not to concur in this amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to amend the first 
clause of the amendment by increasing the appro- 
priation to $25,000. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was rejected. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
the Senate, and it was rejected. 

Amendment No. 74 of the Senate. 
after line 4, insert: 


In page 38, 


‘For repairing and painting the custom-house at Provi- | 


dence, in the State of Rhode Island, $1,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY said that be had_ been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to advise 
the House not to concur in this amendment. 

Mr. DIXON moved that the House concur. 

The question was put, and carried in the affirm- 
ative. 

Amendment No. 75 of the Senate. 
after line 4, insert: 

«That the name of the port ‘ Presque Isle,’ at Erie, Penn- 


In page 35, after line 17, | 


In page 38, i 


sylvania, be changed to. the name of ¢ Erie, and that the 


-eollector of said port be required toissue new licenses to 


all boats and vessels, conforming the same to the alteration 
hereby made; and that the salary of the collector of said 
port is hereby placed on the same footing with that of the 
collector of the port of Michilimackinac, in Michigan.” 

- Mr. BAYLY said he had been instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move to strike 
out all after the word “ made,” in the above 
clause. 

Mr. HAMPTON~moved toadd to the end of 
the part proposed to be stricken out, the following: 

t Provided, The said salary shall not exceed the sum of 
$840.9 i . 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Hampron, and it was rejected. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved an 
amendment, providing that the salary of the col- 
lector of the said port shall be $800. 

Mr. BAYLY hoped not. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was lost. 


Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out all that’ 


part of the Senate amendment that related to sal- 


ary. 

The CHAIR ruled that it was not in order. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, took an 
appeal. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

_ Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
insert after the word “made,” the words “and 
that the salary shall be $750.” 

Mr. CARTTER raised a point of order against 
the amendment, which was not sustained. 

The que&tion was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Tuomrson, and it was rejected. 

The amendment of the Senate was then rejected. 
_ Amendment No476. In page 39, after line 9, 
insert: 

« For purchasing a site, and commencing the erection of 
a suitable fire-proof building in the city of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, for a custom-house and independent treasury, and 
other offices of the United States, the sum of $50,000; the 
whole cost of the building not to exceed the sum of $75,000: 
Provided, That said building shall be exempted from city 
taxes, and all other taxes whatever, by act of the Legisla- 
ture of Missouri. 

« For the purchase of a site and construction of a proper 
building at Cincinnati, for a custom-house, independent 
treasury, and other offices of the United States, $50,000: 
Provided, That the total cost of construction shall not ex- 
ceed $75,000: And provided, also, That said building shall 
be exempted from city taxes, and all other tixes whatever, 
by act of the Legislature of Ohio.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that this amendment be not concurred in. 

The question was put on the first branch of the 
amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the amendment, by tellers, (Messrs. 
Haran, and Srevens of Pennsylvania, acting as 
such,) and it was not concurred In—ayes 61, noes 


Amendment No. 77 of the Senate. In page 41, 
after line 5, insert: 

“To enable the Librarian of Congress ta subscribe for 
and purchase one thousand copies of the works of John 
Adams, second President of the United States, to he pub- 
lished by Little & Brown in an edition of ten volumes: 
Provided, The cost of the same shall not exceed £225 per 
volume, said volumes to be disposed of as Congress may 
hereafter direct, $22,500.’? 

Mr. BAYLY said, he was directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to advise the House 
not to concur in the amendment. 

Tellers being called for on the question, Messrs. 
FEATHERSTON and SCHERMERHORN were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in—ayes 69, noes 59. 

Amendment No. 78 of the Senate. In page 41, 
line 8, after the word “ Interior,” [in the: appro- 
priation for constructing the eastern wing of the 
Patent Office, ] insert: 

« And for defraying such expenses as may have been in- 
curred by materials procured or labor applied towards the 
west wing, prior to the 15th of May last, and for such ma- 
terials or labor as may have been since procured or applied 
for the security of the old building.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, he had been directed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend a 
concurrence in this amendment. ; 

The question was put, and it was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 79 of the Senate. In page 41, 


ji atter line 11, insert: 


« For compensation of the architect and superintendent 
of the public buildings in the District of Columbia, $1,800.” 


Mr. VINTON moved the following amendment 


! to the amendment: 


| ual lease to the U 


| and their offi 


_ «For compensation of an architect of the’ public buitd- 
ings in the District of Columbia, to be appointed ‘by ‘the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- . 
ate, $1,600.” $ : 
Mr. JONES raised a question of order on the 
amendment. é : ay 

The CHAIR ruled it out of order. 

The question was then taken on theamendment 
of the Senate, and it was rejected. 

Amendment No. 80 of the Senate. 
strike out the following: 

“ For defraying the expenses of the chemical analysis of 
vegetable substances, produced and used for the food of 
man and animals in the United States, to be expended under” 
the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000, to be 
paid out of the patent fund.” 


The amendment was, under the recommenda- 


In page 4], 


| tion of the Committee of Ways and Means, dis- 


agreed to. 

Amendment No. 81 of the Senate. To insert at 
the end of the clause, in page 45, line 27, prohib- 
iting the allowance to any one individual the sala- 
ries of two different offices, the follwing: 

« But this prohibition shall not extend to the superintend- 
ents of the executive buildings.” 

The amendment was, under the advisement of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, concurred 
in. 

Amendment No. 82 of the Senate. 
after line 22, insert. - 

“To defray he expenses iucurred uhder the authority of 
the committee of arrangement for the funeial of General 
Zachary Taylor, deceased, late President of the United 
States, $14,929 45. 

«To defray the expenses of transporting the remains of 
General Taylor from the cemetery in Washington, to Ken- 
tucky, to be expended under the direction of the President 
of the United States, $4,000," 

Mr. BAYLY said he had been directed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to strike out 
‘814,929 46,” in the first clause, and insert 
‘48,146 73, to be disbursed by the Marshal of 
the District of Columbia.” 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amen 
in. 

Amendment No 83 of the Senate. 
following in the bill: 

« To enable the War Department to make such examin- 
ations and surveys as may be necessary to desermine upon 
the best and most available mode of supplying the city of 
Washington with pure water, aud to prepare a plan and 
estimate of the probable cost of the same, to be reported to 
Congress at its next session, $500.7 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

Amendment No. 84 of the Senate. 
the bill the following: 

«To enable the Secretary of the Interior to take a perpet- 
nited States from the city of Utica, New 
York, free of taxesor other charges of any sort, for so many 
rooms in the City Hall in said city, about to he erected, as 
may be nec for the proper accommodation of the 
ited S iet and circuit courts, holden in said city, 
$12,000: Provided, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be paid until it shail be certified by the 
justices of said circuit court that the said rooms are provided 
‘and the said lease made.” , 

Mr. BAYLY said he had been instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to advise that 
the amendment be concurred in. 

The question was taken on the above by tellers, 
(Messrs. W aLpo and Morrow apting as such,) and 
it was 


determined in the negative—ayes 45, noes 
65. So the amendment 


was not concurred in.: 

‘Amendment No. 85 of the Senate. In page 47, 
after line 6, insert: 

« And the compensation of the watchmen in the various 
departments of Government shall be @500 per annum 3 and 
it shall be the duty of the head of each department so to 
increase the number of watehmen that they shall not be 
required to be on duty more than ten hours each per day.” 

Mr. BAYLY said_he had*been instructed. by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to recom- 
mend that this amendment be agreed to, with an 
amendment striking out all after the words, ‘ per 


annum.” see 
The amendment to the amendment was agree 


to; and ee 
The amendment as amended was concurred In. 
Amendment No. 86 of the Senate. In page 47, 
line 6, at the end thereof add as follows: 
« And that the compensation of the foremen at the ere 
tol grounds, and at the Presidents grounds, shall be 50 per 


month.” Pee 
Mr. JONES offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


« And that the con:pensalOn jt" 
shall be estimated from the first day 


In page 46, - 


dment as amended was then concurred 


Insert the 


Strike from 


sation provided fer in this section, 
of July last”? 
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The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of the Senate was then rejected. 

The following amendments of the Senate, under 
the recommendation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, were concurred in: ; 

“ Sec. —. And he it furtrer enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be anthorized and directed-to adjast and 
settie the claim submitted by the legal representatives of 
Licutenant Robert L. Browning, late of the United States 
navy, deceased, for a share of the proceeds of the sale of 
the schooner Oregon and cargo, seized and confiscated in 
the month of April, 1848, under the Presidents regulations 
of the Ist of March, 1847, at the port of Tampico, during 
the war with Mexico, and to pay the amount of said claim 
out of any moneys in the Treasury arising from military 
contributions collected in Mexico in pursuasce of the regu- 
lations of the President before referred to: Provided, That 
before any money is paid in this case, any claim submitted 
by the owners of the vessel before-mentioned for remission 
of the penalty and payment of the proeceds under the con- 
fiscation, shall first be duly examined and decided by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the directions of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

“ Sec. —. And he it further enacted, Thatit shall be lawful 
for the Secretary of the Treasury: to cause the revenue, 
steamer Dallas, now lying in the port of New York, together 
‘with the machinery placed therein, under and by virtue of 
acomract by and between R. J. Walker, late Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, and Ethan Campbell, dated August 25, 1848, 
to be appraised by one or more good and sufficient ap- 
praisers, and to sell (if the said Secretary shalt think the 
public interests will be thereby promoted) the said steamer 
and machinery to said Campbell at said appraised value, 
and to annul, by and With bis assent, said contract: Pro- 
vided, That the said Secretary shall, onselling said steamer 
and machinery to said Campbell, take from bim a release 
or discharge of the United States from al! claims and de- 
mands under and by virtue of said contract.” 


Amendment No. 89 of the Senate. 
bill the following: 


Add to the 


“Sra. —. And be it further enacted, That, upon full proof ‘and we shall at once establish the principle that | 


being exhibited to the Secretary of the Treasury of any act- 
va! Joss which the present contractor for the printing of 
Congress may have suffered in consequence of the execu- 
tion of.so much of the same as has already been performed, 
the said Secretary shal! be and he is hereby authorized to 
reimburse him for such actual Joss, and to allow him, more- 
over, in the shape of profit, tea per cent. on the amount of 
work already performed. 

“Sec. —, And he it further enacted, That so much of the 
printing of this session as remains unexecuted shall be ad-, 
justed and settled upon the basis laid down in the foregoing | 
section, 

“SEC, — And be it further enacte’, That the said con- 
tractor be and he is hereby relieved from his contract; and 
that new proposals be received for the printing of the next 
session, in conformity with the provisions of the resolutions 
approved 23d July, 1846, entitled “A resolution regulating 
the printing of Congress, and establishing the compensation 
for the same?” 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the first section of the amendment, by adding at 
the end of the section the following: 

“ And that the loss sustained by Wendall & Van Bent- 
huysen, printers.to the fast Congress, be reimbursed to 
them, and that they be allowed, moreover, in the shape of 
profit, ten per cent. on the amount of work performed by 
them during that Congress.?? 

Mr. HIBBARD made the point of order, that | 
the amendment was not in order. 

ae CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of | 
order. ` - 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, appealed from the 
decision of the Chair. ` 

The question being put, ‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
tellers were demanded, and they were ordered. 

Messrs, Oris and ALBERTSON were appointed | 


to act as tellers; and the votes having been counted, | 


were—ayes 51, noes 69. : 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

The amendment being thus ruled to be in or- 
der— 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose and addressed | 
the Speaker. He said, that though it had been | 


customary enough to solicit Government for relief, |; 


yet this, perhaps, was one of the first cages in 
which a private claim for asserted losses had been 
inserted in a great appropriation bill at so late a | 
period in the session that scarce any opportunity 
was left for its consideration or discussion. 

The objections to the passage of the amendment 
inserted by the Senate, were many and obvious. 
What proof, for example, had been adduced that 
there were any losses to the contractors for print- 
ing? But admit that loss had been sustained; and 
what legal, moral, or. equitable: obligation rests 
upon this Government to make it good? Have 
these contractors superior equity to that of the in- 
numerable contractors for the mail, the navy, and | 
the army service, whose. claims for relief from 
their bonds would be *hooted out of Congress if 
presented here? Did the contractors for printing 


| justice to this next bidder—to all fair bidders, to 
| suffer some lower bidder, by indirection, to pocket 
|! gains which otherwise would have accrued to him 
| who made the fair offer? Nothing could be more 


‘all our lettings; and the lowest will be he who | 
| offers a price at which he knows the work can be ex- 


i be relet to the lowest bidder. 


|i and expressed in the same words. 


not enter into their contracts with full knowledge? 


Was not Mr. Trenholm, who took one of these 
contracts, a printer of most superior practical at- 
tainment, who was aware that Messrs. Wendall & 
Van Benthuysen, for whose relief his (Mr. E.’s) 
amendment was offered, had lost money by their 
contract? And yet did not Mr. Trenholm, so 
knowing, underbid the prices of Wendall? Nay, 
sir, is there not proof taken by the select com- 
mittee on printing that the declaration was made 
simultaneously with the bids, “that the contract 
system should be broken down, and Congress made 
sick of it?” ` 

And can a person who has taken a contract at 
low prices, for an object such as this, come for- 
ward and ask yemuneration? Assuredly not; for 
he who asks equity must do equity. What was 
the history of this matter? On the 3d of August, 
1846, the joint resolution was approved requiring 
that the publie printing should be let to the lowest 
bidder. Wendall & Van Benthuysen were the 
first contractors under this resolution, and they 
executed the printing for the Thirtieth Congress; 
they had sustained a loss; no good friends had 
ever been found to thrust an amendment into the 
appropriation bills for their benefit, giving them 
their losses and ten per cent. profit. 

The printing for the Thirty-first Congress had 
been let to the present contractors, who, it was 
said, had taken it with a design; and now was the 
time for Congress to make its stand, and vindicate 
its character from reproach, and the contract sys- 


; tem from violation. If we yielded now, we should 


be compelled, in order to be consistent, to yield 
forever hereafter. What was granted to these con- 
tractors must be granted to all future contractors; 


profit shali be at liberty to retain it, but if he sus- 
tains a loss Government shall reimburse him. 
Who shall have the contracts under such a sys- 
tem? Shall I, if I volunteer to supply the provis- 
ion contracts of the whole navy for a hundred 


- | 
every contractor with the Government who makesa | 
| 
H 


į dollars? And why not? That would perhaps be 


the lowest bid, and I could make it designedly low, 
with a view to remuneration upon the great prin- 
ciple now attempted to be established, that no indi- | 
vidual must lose by his governmental engagements. 
How loose would be such a system, how de- 
fective, how open to fraud, how liable to abuse! 


| What proof of losses can be made where the loser | 
| brings forward all the testimony, and Government 


is necessarily, from its position, entirely in the 
dark? It would be easy fora gainer to adduce 


| proofs of losses; opinions are easily obtained from 


persons either interested or incompetent to judge. 
Again: how unjust to the honest bidder is this 
principle, now attempted to be ingrafted upon our 
system. Thenext highest bidder to the present con- | 
tractor offered his security—would have executed 
his work, and the difference between his bid and 
that of the present contractor was probably far | 
less than the amount now demanded of Govern- 
ment for indemnity. Was it not, then, a gross in- 


evident. Butif we now, and forever hereafter, 
refuse the demand pressed upon us by this Sena- 
torial amendment, we shall insure fair biddings at | 


ecuted, and not one who takes it fora sumat which 
he knows it cannot be performed, in order to look 
for indemnity to parties or majorities, or lobby 
tactics. 

But what does this Senate amendment further 
provide in its Jast section? That the printing shall | 
And who will ob- | 
tain the job? Undoubtedly the man who bids 
looking for remuneration hereafter, hoping to fol- 
low'in the wake of so successful an example as 


we are now endeavoring to set. Yes, sir; to give || 


this Indemnity, and then to relet to the lowest | 


bidder, would be to invite fraud and to rule down 
the offers of honest men. As to the amendment Í 
have just submitted, it must be plain to every 
member that it was just as fair as the Senate 
amendment; it was based upon the same principle, 
What was 
given to the present contractors could not be re- 
fused to Wendall & Van Benthuysen. 

Mr. BAYLY said: Sir, I mean to expose the 
spirit in which this matter is conducted in! 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


liminė. It is now for the first time that thé chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means is 
permitted to report from his committee the amend- . 
ments which that committee propose to the section 
under consideration. ` 

In the whole. history of legislation, that. com- 
mittee has always been permitted: to offer ‘their 
amendments to bills which they ‘have specially in 
charge, and to explain them before other gentle- 
men have interposed. No attempt has been made 
to interfere with this parliamentary privilege, until 
we had arrived at the last clause of this bill. Now, 
for the first time, ! am permitted to offer the amend- 
ments of the committee, and to say a word, after 
other gentlemen, who do not belong to that com- 
mittee, have interposed amendments, and indulged 
in.a violent strain of vituperation. From this the 
House and the country will understand the spirit 
in which this warfare is commenced. . 

I speak under feeling, ladmit. Lam proud of it; 
for I speak under very différent feelings from those 
under which the gentleman from Maryland has 
spoken. Mine are the kindlier feelings of the heart: 
his I will not characterize. The gentleman does 
not recollect the history of — 

{There was so much confusion in the Hall that 
the remainder of the sentence was lost.} 

Gentlemen may keep themselves quiet. They 
know me well enough to know that when I mean 
to speak, I shall be heard. j 

The gentleman from Maryland speaks of- 

[The confusion still prevailing, the gentleman 
could not proceed.] 

The CHAIRMAN, (rapping the desk.) Gen- 
tlemen will preserve order. fu aS 

Mr. BAYLY. ishall sit down, if the time will 
not be included in my five minutes, until order is ` 
restored. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe Chair had the means 
to preserve order, he would do so. . He can only 
appeal to gentlemen to preserve order. 

Mr. BAYLY. J give this notice, that the very 
moment there is renewed disorder, I shall sit 
down, and it will not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will proceed with his remarks. © | 

Mr. BAYLY. I will proceed, sir, when order 
is restored. When there is such disorder I shall 
not proceed. 

ie was restored.J ` A S 

he gentleman from Maryland is entirely mis- 
taken when he says that this is the first occasion 


“when Congress has been called upon to relieve our 


printers. On the contrary, the history of the Gov- 
ernment is full of precedents to the contrary. And 
the gentleman ought to know it. Rives is relieved 
in this very bill. Gales & Seaton have more than 
once been relieved from hard contracts. Sir, I 
trust that there is no man in this House who, 
when contractors with the Government find they 
have made a ruinous bargain, and that they must 
be losers greatly by it, will insist upon holding 
them to the strict terms of the contract. No gen- 
tleman will do it in private life. I will put this 
case: Suppose one of you, I do not care who he 
may be, if he be a gentleman, make a contract 


‘with a mechanic for the building of a house for . 


$10,000, and at the completion of the work finds 
that it has cost $12,000, and that the mechanic 
would be ruined by the loss, I say there is not a 
gentleman in America who would make the con- 
tractor suffer the loss. 

Now, as to Mr. Ritchie, I do not choose to be 
considered here as his peculiar defender, although 


| I have a very high respect for him, a hereditary 
| respect. 


He was a friend of my father, and 
he is my friend, and I will defend him where 
it is proper to do so, no matter how strong the 
current may be against him. I say that in this 


| matter he has entered into a contract by which he 
| must lose greatly, and no man of truth can say 


otherwise, who understands anything about the 


matter. , , 
The question is whether you will apply te him 


| a measure of justice that this Government has 
| never applied to anybody before, and no gentle- 


man would apply in private life. A man, sir, up- 
wards of seventy years of age, unacquainted with 
the practical business of printing—you may talk 
about his having been a printer for fifty years, but 
I know personally that he never knew-anything 
about the details of his. office, he. bas been 
merely the editor, and others have managed the 
details-of his office—an old man, far advanced in 


1850. 
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_ the decline of life, ignorant of the practical details 
of a printing office, upon estimates made by others 
has entered into a ruinous contract, and we are 
called upon, like Shylocks, to enforce it. [Here 
the hammer fell. 

Mr. B. Would to God I had half an hour to 
expose this enormity. x a 

Mr. ROOT inquired of the Chair whether an 
amendment was in order. page Vee 

The CHAIR responded in the ‘negative. 

Mr. ROOT said, that althongh he believed that 
the amendment of the Senate was a substantive 
proposition, he would not take an appeal. 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
amendment of Mr. Evans, and it was decided’ in 
the affirmative—ayes 83, noes 46. 

Mr. ROOT proposed the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the amendment just 
adopted: : 

“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so 
construed as to discontinue the contract system for doing 
the public printing.” i 

Mr. R. said, he believed that when the whole 
truth in respect to this business was known, it 
would be found that all the difficulty that’ the 
present public printer had involved himself in, or 
in which the men who represent the real contractor 
had involved him and themselves, arose from an 
attempt on their part to break down the contract 
system—~a system which had received the solemn 
sanction of Congress, He believed that they took 
the contract at too lowa rate of remuneration, 
with that express view and intention. Nay, it 

. was with the express declaration that they intended 
to break down the contract system. Jt was an at- 
tempt to commita fraud on the part of those men 
who stood in the shoes of the contractor, and who 
had been made the cat’s paws in the whole busi- 
ness, mere men of straw. I have (said Mr. R.) 
no earthly doubt that this isthe fact. Well, now, 
the contractor comes here to complain of a hard 
bargain. He says hedid not make it; but he sent 
men in here to make it for him, in the laudable at- 
tempt tọ break up the contract system. I hope 
that Congress will adhere to that sytem; and I 
hope they will enforce compliance with the terms 
of the contract. 

There is no doubt but that there has been a great 
combination of influences in this city to break 
down the system, without giving it a fair trial. 
There is no doubt either, that if Congress would 
hold contractors to a strict fulfillment of their con- 
tracts, the effect would be very beneficial; it would 
effect a very great saving of public money. For 
one, I’will never give to this contractor, or to those 
who have been put forward to act for him—these 
men of straw—any relief whatever. Nor will I 
relieve the bail from their bonds, but will hold 
them to a strict accountability. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. lam opposed to 
the amendment. Iam in favor of abolishing the 
contract system. I should consume my five 
minutes to very little purpose if Í discussed the 
contract system. I do not believe that any honest, 
candid gentleman in this House considers that 
question to bein issue at all. Weare called upon, 
in voling upon this amendment of the Senate, to 
perform a very delicate task. [ believe we are 
called upon to decide between our duty and our 
personal antipathies, and personal and political 
resentments. No candid gentleman can shut his 
eyes to the fact, that it is a very delicate matier for 
an honest, conscientious man to decide. For one, 
I hope that we shall reach a conclusion not dis- 
creditable to the magnanimity and justice of the 
House. So far as the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr Root] is concerned, i want to 
know from him by what authority, by what right 
he has designated Mr. Ritchie as the party who 
took this contract—as the man who took it under 
false pretences? He comes into this House with- 
out facts, and 

Mr. ROOT. 
swer? < : : 

Mr. McLANE. I want to know. the gentle- 
man’s authority for thus designating Mr. Ritchie? 

Mr. ROOT. The gentleman from Maryland 
must have misunderstood me, or | did not express 
myself correctly. Idid not say that Mr. Ritchie 
at the beginning took the contract, but that he took 
it off the hands of the original contractors, and that 
he did it with the view of breaking down the con~- 
tract system. That I pledge myself to prove. 

Mr. McLANE. I did understand jthe gentle- 


Does the gentleman want an an- 


man to'say that Mr. Ritchie was the contractor. 
Mr. Ritchie was the surety on the contract bend, 
and when the contractor failed he became theas- 
‘signee for his own protection; thus he became 
legitimately, honorably, justly the party who came 
to this House. I shall follow this case step by 
step, as | am bound to meet it by my vote. He 
(Mr. Ritchie) became the assignee of the contract- 
ors for his own protection; therefore, he comes 
honorably, justly, fairly, to this House. 

Mr. MARSHALL was understood to inquire 
what was the date of the assignment? 

_Mr. McLANE. I do not know, nor is it mate- 
rial. Mr. Ritchie was security: the contractor fail- 
ing, Mr. Ritchie succeeded for his own protection. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. When I spoke 
some time ago of the public printer as a scoundrel, 
woy did Mr. Ritchie say I called kim a scoundrel, 
then? 

Mr. McLANE. 
he did designate Thomas Ritchie as the public 
printer and the scoundrel. 

Mr. EVANS. No, sir. f 

Mr. McLANE. Does my colleague deny that 
he meant Mr. Ritchie? : 

‘ Mr. EVANS. I not only did not say that, 
ut $ 

Mr. McLANE. Do not take my time. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, then, my colleague asks 
me a question and will not permit me to answer it. 

Mr. McLANE. The question is very plain. It 
admits of a ready answer. I am disposed to give 
this contractor his quantum meruit 

The CHAMRMAN’S hammer fell. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out all of the third section of the amendment. 

The CHAIR. No other amendment is now in 
order. 

Mr. BAYLY wanted to know whether the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were to be deprived 
on this occasion of offering their amendments? 

The CHAIR said he could not control the ac- 
tion of the committee. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Roor to the amendment, and it was agreed 


to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the first section by striking therefrom the words 
“and to allow him, moreover, in the shape of 
profit, ten per cent. on the amount of work al- 
ready performed.” 

Mr. B. said he was decidedly in favor of seeing 
the contract executed according to its terms. Gen- 
tlemen may say what they please (continued Mr. 
B.) about meeting this thing in limine. I, for one, 
am ready to meetit. A law has been enacted by 
Congress, requiring the public printing to be let 
out to the lowest bidder. A contract has been en- 
tered into, bonds have been executed; and I want 
to see the contract fulfilled to the letter. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia is mistaken, sir, when he 
says that Blair & Rives, in days gone by, have 
been relieved from the consequences of a hard con- 
tract. Relief was granted to Thomas Allen, and 
to Gales & Seaton; but there was not a Democrat 
here who did not denounce it as improper when it 
was done. © ‘ 

But, as I have said in relation to Thomas Allen 
and to Gales & Seaton, that the allowance was 
improper, so I say in reference to a Democratic 
printer. I wish to deal with all men alike, and to 
deal with all fairly. Mr. Ritchie has entered into 
a contract for the performance of certain work. I 
want to see that contract fulfilled. If you are go- 
ing to relieve him from his contract, you must re- 
lieve all other contractors. I want to know if you 
are prepared to say that yon will relieve everybody 
who having contracted with the Government and 
found themselves losers, come and claim to be re- 
lieved from the consequences of their own want of 
judgment? Sir, f ask you in the name of reason 
where is this thing to stop? Are we to tell every 
man who enters into contract with the Govern- 
ment, that he shall not lose anything, but that he 
shall be assured of making ten per cent. profit? 
That I understand to be the naked proposition; 
that is the proposition when stripped of all extra- 
neous matter. We say to all contractors, you 
shall lose nothing; we will make up all your losses, 
and over and above. that we will pay you ten per 
cent. profit on your work. If Mr. Ritchie is to 
be relieved, I want to krow if every other con- 
tractor with the Government is not equally enti- 
tled to be relieved. But to carry out such a prin- 


If I understood my colleague, | 


ciple as that you must make those.coptractors. who 
derive a profit from their contracts divide. those 
profits with the Government. If we enter unon 
such a system, we do it with our eyes open; we 
execute a sort of bond to all the world, ‘tand the 
rest of mankind,” that, if: the contracters find’ 
it a losing business, they shall be remunerated: 
When this thing was done in the case of Thomas 
Allen, I denounced it. When it was.done in the 
case of Gales & Seaton, I denounced it; and if it 
should be done in the case of Mr. Ritchie, 1 shall 
denounce it again. I entertain no unkind feelings 
towards Mr. Ritchie. 1 wish to see him prosper, 
but Iam not here to relieve a contractor who en- 
ters into a contract with a design to break down 
the contract system, by violating his ecntract. He 
knew perfectly well that he could not fulfill it; he 
knew that he must be a loser. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said he 
had risen for the purpose of saying a word or two 
in regard to the public printing. There was one 
thing, he said, very evident, and that was, that how- 
ever the contract for the public printing had been 
executed, or whatever faults had occurred in ma- 
king it, it had beeome.a source of continual annoy- 
ance and difficulty. 

He would remind gentlemen on both sides of 
the House, that at the end of the session of, he 
believed, 1844, or perhaps 1842, Messrs. Gales & 
Seaton were supposed to be losers by printing for 
Congress, and Congress relieved them from the 
terms of their obligation, granting them. about 
$40,000. Upon what principle was it done? It 
was done upon the principle of doing justice to the 
employees of the Government. And at a subse- 
quent session of Congress, Blair & Rives were 
relieved in the same way. Gales & Seaton were 
first relieved and subsequently others upon the 
same principle. Why? Because this Government 
asks no man who performs a service for the G8v- 
ernment to be a loser. 

The contractor for the public printing is, of all 
contractors in the world, the most in the dark as 
to the quantity of work he has to perform. At 
the commencement of this session, the printer was. 
waiting for forty-nine days with all his material 
and his men unemployed. a 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman must be mistaken. 
It was not forty-nine days before the President’s 
message was ready for the printer. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But the gentleman knows 
as well as I do that nothing could be done in all 
that time. Now all I desire to say is this, let us 
do as we wish to be done by; that is all I ask. 
Sir, it does not belong to a christian age to do oth- 
erwise. No man can doubt that Mr. Ritchie stands 
between the upper and the nether millstone. 

Mr. T. inquired whether it would be in order 
now to offer a substitute. 

The CHAIR responded in the negative. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Brown to the first section— 

Mr. ROOT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Goopenow, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 81. 

The noes were not counted; the vote being given 
up by the negatives. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 
Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the amend- 


{| ment of the Senate, by striking out * 10” and in- 


serting “9,” so that it would read, “9 per cent.” 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment 
was out of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting a .provision to this effect, 
that the public printer be allowed 12 percent. profit 
upon the work done or which may be done under 
this contract. ? 

Mr. HOUSTON made the point that the amend- 
ment of Mr. McCiernanp was not in order, as it 
proposed to amend words that had been stricken 


out. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I. move to amend the 
amendment of the Senate, then, by adding the fol- 
lowing words: 

“ And to allow him 12 per cent? on the amount of work 
already performed by hint.” 

Mr. ORR submitted that the amendment. was 
out of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ie is utterly impossible for us 
in this part of the House to understand anything 
that is done. ; 

Cries from the other side: “ Order! order!” 

Mr. TAYLOR. Order over there! — 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again appeals 
to the sense of the committee to preserve order, 

The question was on the adoption of the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Among other objec- 
tions to the clause under consideration, that the ten 
per cent. it offers to the public printer isa large 
profiton that amount of work 

Mr. HOUSTON interposed with the point of or- 
der, that the amendment was not in order, and 
proceeded to state his reasons. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already | 


decided the amendment in order, and the commit- 
tee has acquiesced in that decision. The point of 
order, therefore, comes too late. 

"Mr. McCLERNAND said the committtee had 
just-voted an amendment to indemnify Wendall & 
‘Van Benthuysen by adding ten per cent to the 
cost of the public printing formerly done by them, 
and yet they refuse to do the same for the benefit 
of Mr. Ritchie, whose contract for the public 
printing is much more oppressive than that of his 
predecessors. It had been urged that Mr. R. had 
violated his contract. Howso? It was repre- 
sented that he had executed more printing with 
greater promptitude than had ever been executed 
under any previous contract, and he had heard no 
one gainsay this. It was Congress, not Mr. R., 
who had violated the contract. The printing in 
relation to the census had been withheld from him 
under a resolution of Congress to that effect, 
which would have amounted probably to several 
Rundred thousand dollars. 
one of the inducements to the making of the ex- 
isting contract; and would have afforded a profit 
which would have indemnified the contractors. 
The withholding of it was a violation of the con- 
tract entitling the contractors to indemnity. This 
view was confirmed by what had transpired, pro- 
bably, in 1841-’2. Blair & Rives then being pub- 
lic printers, Mr. Webster, as Secretary of State, 
had taken the census printing from them and given 
itto Mr. Allen. The result was, thata controversy 
arose which was terminated by paying both 
Messrs. Blair & Rives, and Mr. Allen. [The 
hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. ORR. Iam opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, and I suppose it will 
hardly be adopted. I propose to submit a few 
observations, and present some of the facts to the 
House, which the investigating committee on the 
subject of the public printing have elicited. I 
have before me a table exhibiting the cost of the 
congressional printing for several years past, 
which shows the rapid increase of expenditure 
in that department: 


From Ist December, 1829, to lst Dec. eese e 949,552 14 
(13 “ec (3 (23 


1830,  “ 1831...... 36,338 19 | 
“o k it 1831, te ee JBB eea 81,499 99 
“o u t 1832, 6 1833...... 57,721 59 | 
SATO “ 1833, 6 & IBA . 125,350 60 | 
ele «1884, BBL LLL, 163,243 95 
“o & “ 1835, BBB, 103,377 84 
“o s 1835, s e 1837,..... 92,804 12 
“ te t: 1837, e o  & 1EB. r... 168,519 19 
uo xt " 1838, e e 1839.. ... 146,703 48 
me H 1939, 6 UTW 78,694 21 
“« K Ae 1840, EEE TUBAL Soe aie 104,089 31 
“o o e «184i, “O e Jun 131,197 98 
“ou & 1842, 1843,,,,.,.135,567 86 
“o te ied 1843, a e 1844,.....140,188 46 
uo y hi 1344, w 6 1845 174,445 27 
ieee «1845, 1846... *200,258 14 
To remedy this growing abuse, Congress re- 


sorted to the contract system, pursuant to a joint 
resolution, passed August, 1846. The contract 
was let to Wendall & Van Benthuysen for the 
30:h Congress; and to Trenholm, Belt, and Tow- 
ers for the 3ist Congress. The contract of Tren- 
holm and Belt was assigned to Thomas Ritchie, 
it is said for his protection, he having given bond 
as surety of these contractors for the faithful exe- 
cution of the work. 

Upon this point, I wish to correct a mistake 
into which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] has fallen. He appealed to the sym- 
pathy of the House.to relieve Ritchie of the losses 
he had sustained as surety for the execution of the 
printing of Congress. But the-fact appears that 


* Ritchie & Heiss, printers. 


This printing was | 


i census printing comes under what is termed rule 


| were made these contractors were fully aware— | 


(of the statement—that they had taken the con? 
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the contract was originally taken for the-benefit of 
Ritchie; and if gentlemen will refer to the me- 
morial which Ritchie had printed, and laid upon 
the tables of members of Congress, in March 23, 
1849, only about twenty days after the coritract 
was let, they will see that Ritchie states that he is 
principally interested in the contract. The gen- 
tleman is entirely mistaken, therefore, in suppo- 
sing that Ritchie is entitled to present himself here 
claiming relief, on the ground that he is the surety, 
and entitled to relief from the failure of thé princi- 
pal. He acknowledged himeelf as the principal 
long before the execution of the work was com- 
menced, or could be commenced. The gentle- 
man’s appeal, therefore, for sympathy over the 
hard fate of a surety, is dissipated by this state- 
ment of facts. Well; they have proceeded to exe- 
cute the contract, and now come to Congress and 
ask to be released from it; nay more, sir, they ask 
to have a large net profit guarantied to them as a 
gratuity. 

The gentleman from [Ninois tells us that Con- 
gress has broken the contract on their side, by 
taking the printing of the census returns from 
Mr. Ritchie, and for that reason that he is en- 
titled to relief. That isa mistake. , I assert that 
the printing of the census returns is no part of the 
printing of the two Houses of Congress, and has 
not heretofore been considered a part of it. In 
1839, when the Democrats were in power, the 
Secretary of State being Democratic, and it was 
expected that in the next Congress the Whigs 
would be in the majority, and elect their printer, 
they succeeded in putting a claus@into the appro- 
priation bill or census, providing that the Secretary 
of State should give the printing of the census to 
the printers to Congress, whoever they might be, 
and in that way, the census printing at that time | 
came to be executed by the public printer. 
The printer to Congress did the work—not ex- 
officio, but in conformity with the directions of the 
law before referred to, made expressly for that oc- 
casion alone. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
Mr. McCuernanp was rejected. 


Mr. ORR moved the following amendment: 

S rike out from the 1st section the words ‘ the present 
coutracter,” and insert “ William M. Belt and John H. 
Trenhotm.” 

Strike out all after “ performed” in the same section, and 
insert, “ that William M. Belt and John H. Trenholin be, and 
they are hereby, released from the further performance of 
their several contracts; and .the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Cierk of the House are authorized and required to 
advertise and receive proposals for, and let the said con- 
tracts so released, in pursuance of a resolution approved 3d 
August, 1843, entitled “A joint resolution directing the man- 
ner of procuring the printing for the two Houses of Con- 
gress.” ’ 

Mr. ORR said he purposed, if his amendment 
should be voted in, when the final vote came to 
vote against the amendment as amended. He 
offered it for the purpose of making some further 
remarks. F ON 

So much, then, for the census printing. He 
would say further, that he had examined the 
proposals for the contract, and he. was unable to 
fix that description of work in either of the classes 
of printing assigned to Trenholm or Belt. The 


and figure work—rule and figure brevier. There 
is, in my judgment, no clause in either of the 
classes of that species of work for which Mr. 
Ritchie contracted, that will render such an enor- 
mous profit as it is contended he would have made 
if that printing had been given him by the Secre- 
tary of theInterior. Well, if 1am correct in this | 


opinion, it is untrue, then, that Mr. Ritchie has 
been damaged by the action of Congress author- | 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to have the 
printing executed. So far from that, Congress 
has done him an especial kindness in ordering 
work, upon which he would have lost money, to 
be executed elsewhere. But there are other rca- 
sons why these contractors should not be relieved. | 
There can be no question that at the time these bids 


that they had a thorough conviction on their minds 
that the contracts could not be performed without į 
loss. The committee had evidence of the declara- 
tions of Messrs. Trenholm & Ritchie, made only 
a day or two after the contracts were declared.. In} 
conversation with a gentleman, Mr. R. stated to 

him—and there is no reason to question the truth | 


tracts “too low,” bat that they woald go on and | 


execute them, and rely upon Congress to relieve 
them. Mr. Trenholm was. asked why he had 
taken the contract at so low a rate; and his reply 
was, that they expected a Democratic majority in 
the present Congress, and they relied upon Con- 
gress to relieve them from the contract, abolish 
the system, and “that Mr. Ritchie would then be 
elecied public printer at former rates. ` 

Now, with alt these facts staring -us in the face, 
with what grace can they come to this House and 
ask to be relieved? But their demands do not 
stop here; they ask us to relieve them from the 
bargain we have made with them, to pay them 
whatever loss may have been incurred, and that 
they may be paid beyond all this, ten per cent. 

refit on all the work executed! They have not 

een unfortunate. They were judges of that sort 
of work, They knew all the mysteries of the art 
of printing. They cannot pretend to have been 
deceived. They knew the former contractors had 
lost money, and that their bids (Belt& Trenholm’s) 
were lower than their predecessors Do you pro- 
pose to lay down the principle, that public. con- 
tractors in the employ of the Government, who 
from want of judgment, folly, selfishness, or other 
cause, may have involved themselves in difficul- 
ties and are threatened with loss by carrying out 
faithfully the stipulations of their contracts, are to 
be relieved by Congress? If so, you will soon. 
destroy all fidelity in your contractors and bank- 
rupt your Treasury. Besides, in this case it is a 
mistake to suppose that Mr. Ritchie’s losses are 
as heavy as reported. For the printing of 10,000 
copies of the opinions of the Judges of the Supreme 
Court in a certain case, making a volume of only 
one hundred and eighty-one pages, they have re- 
ceived $12,500, under a most extraordinary, and, 
as I believe, illegal construction of the contract; 
when the work did not cost them over $1,200, or 
$1,500 at the furthest; and the proper construction 
of the contract would not have given them more 
than $1,000. In addition to that, they realize 
some five or six thousand dollars clear profit for 
binding congressional documents. At the opening 
of the present session a resolution passed, ordering 
all heavy documents to be bound. The Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing gave the contract for binding to 
Trenholm, Mr. Ritchie’s foreman, and doubtless 
for Mr. Ritchie’s benefit, allowing him twelve and 
a half cents per volume for the binding. This 
contract has been relet by him ata profit.of ten 
per cent., which is $1,250 for every 100,000 docu- 
ments. The number ordered will probably reach 
500,000; this gives a net profit to Mr. Ritchie, or 
more technically speaking, to Mr. Trenholm, of 
$6,000, when little or no trouble or responsibility 
is incurred. 

Mr. BAYLY. My friend who sits beside me 
advises me to restrain myself; I shall do so as much 
as I can. I must be permitted, however, to con- 
gratulate the committee upon the hearty sympathy 
which the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


| Orr] and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Roor] 


exhibit on this occasion in their attacks upon th 

public printer. Now, sir, 1 do not rise to arraign 
either of those gentlemen upon that point, but I do 
rise to vindicate the truth about this matter. The 
gentleman from South Carolina says that an at- 
tempt had been made to to keep the report off. 
We were willing that the report of the investi- 
gating committee should come before this House, 
and be ordered to be printed; but at this late period 
of the session, when the appropriation bills are 


| still undisposed of, we were not willing to give 


up three hours to its reading. And this was 
a great concession, considering the character of 
the proceedings of that committee. : I happen to 
know something about the character of. that inves- 
tigating committee, and I undertake to say this of 
it: Lam not much of a lawyer, but Iam familiar 
with the proceedings of courts. of justice; and I 
undertake to say, that it has in all of its proceedings 
no example in the proceedings of any tribunal ex- 
eept those of the Star Chamber. 

They have refused what every lawyer knows 
was the right of the party—they have refused the 
privilege of cross examining the witnesses. Yes, 
sir, in a matter of private right, in’ a matter 
of contract where large pecuniary interests were 
involved and private character was concerned, 
they have undertaken to examine’ testimony af- 
fecting it, and have refused ‘the privilege of cross- 


{ examination. 


Gentlemen may try to laùgh down this matter; 


a 
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but it is a serious one, and. the country will under- 
stand it, for they will see the report of this com- 
mittee when it comes out, as it must do. And, sir, 
Í intend to be heard in regard to it, and 1 mean to 
expose this outrageous proceeding, and prevent its 
becoming a precedent. I say here, that when that 
report comes out, it will be found that the proceed- 
ings of that committee have been the most extraor- 
dinary that ever was seen in any country where 
any regard is paid to truth or justice. In an inves- 
tigation affecting a man’s character and property, 
the party concerned has been refused the privilege 
of being present in person, or by counsel, to con- 
front and cross-examine the witnesses. The right 
of cross-examination in all tribunals where truth 
and justice is aimed at, is considered as so essential 
for the evisceration of truth, that no such tribunal 
will permit any testimony to be read against a man 
where it has been denied; and no credit ought to 
be given by any one to testimony taken under such 
circumstances. It is true, after Mr. Ritchie, under 
such my advice, protested against such injustice, 
months after the testimony was reduced to writing 
and after several important witnesses had gone to 
parts unknown, the committee were guilty of the 
mockery of offering to him that he might read their 
testimony and recall the witnesses. But every 
lawyer knows that the value of the privilege to 
cross-examine consists in its being exercised at the 
time the witness testifies. Who would care to cross- 
examine a witness months after the testimony was 
reduced to writing, and the witness irretrievably 
committed? What would be thought of commis- 
sioners to take depositions who should shut them- 
selves up in a private room, refuse to the party 
concerned the right to be present, either in per- 
son or by attorney, and reduce the testimony to 
writing? But would it mend the matter if months 
afterwards they were to open the doors and say to 
the party, you may now read the testimony, and, 
if you choose, fecall the witnesses? Sir, Mr. 
Ritchie had the right to be present at the time, not 
only to cross-examine the witnesses, but to see 
thai their testimony was correctly recorded. ‘* Non 
constat”? that testimony important to Mr. Ritchie 
has beeñ reduced to writing. Without charging 
impropriety to the committee, it may very well 
be that testiniony which he might have regarded 
as important, they might have considered im- 
material, and did not include it in the affidavits. 
He informs me such is the case. This. might 
occur with an impartial committee. But 1 have no 
faith in the impartiality of this committee. (Here 
the hammer fell.) 1 will not trust a committee 
which violates all rules of justice in its proceedings. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the part pro- 
posed to be stricken out by inserting after the 
word “Joss,” the words ‘‘ and he shall receive as 
profit, upon the full execution of his contract, 
nine per cent,” 

Mr. STANTON moved that the committee rise. 

The question was put, ‘and it was decided in the 
negative. 

A point of order was raised on the amendment 
of Mr. Means. 

The CHAIR said it was an amendment to the 
matter proposed to be stricken out, and was there- 
fore in order. 

Mr. MEADE said he had been anxious, while 
this question was before the committee of investi- 
gation, to be able to ascertain the truth in relation 
to the various rumors in circulation in reference to 
it. He had no motive in standing here but to do 
sheer justice. God knew he was under no obli- 

ation to Mr. Ritchie, the editor of the Union. 
Their courses had been in opposition to each 
other on the most important questions which had 
been pending during the session, But he had paid 
some attention to the legislation of Congress in 
relation to its contracts, and he found that the 
House had been in the habit not only of relieving 
hard contracts, but of relieving contracts which 
were not very hard, with the view of giving fair 
remuneration. They had also given, upon the 
principle of properly remunerating for work done 
voluntarily without a contract. He referred, as 
an instance of the latter class, to the appropriations 
forthe“ Congressional Globe,” the first in the form 
of subscription, and the second the payment of 
$7 50 per. column, and asked how gentlemen could 
draw the distinction by which they afforded relief 
in that case and refused it to Mr. Ritchie, who 
was suffering under a very hard contract? 

The investigating committee, he said, had been 


in. session four weeks, and he had frequently ap- 
plied:to its members to hurry on their report, and 
bring it forward before the subject came up for 


action. The committee had delayed their report, H 


and it could not be denied that this House was 
now called upon to act without having the facts 
before them. With a view of supplying the de- 
ficiency of information under which he, as well 
as the House, had labored, he had by private con- 
versations endeavored to ascertain the truth, and 
he had learned from gentlemen’in whom he had 
undoubted confidence—men not in favor of the 
course Mr, Ritchie had pursued—that at the 
time Mr. Ritchie took this contract himself he 
expected that fair profits would be made out of it, 
and it was not until afterwards that he had dis- 
covered that he had acted without due consid- 
eration and in ignorance of the losses he would 
incur. Under this belief, he (Mr. M.) was will- 
ing to do for Mr. Ritchie what they had done this 
session for the printer of the proceedings and de- 
bates of Congress. He had voted to relieve Mr. 
Rives, or rather to remunerate him for work vol- 
untarily done, and he was for putting this contract 
on the same footing. He could draw no distinc- 
tion, unless this venerable old man should be con- 
victed of acting fraudulently in taking the con- 
tract. This had been charged upon him, but he 
(Mr. M.) had yet to see the first particle of evi- 
dence to show that Mr. Ritchie had acted other- 
wise than honorably and fairly; and he could not 
consent to make him (Mr. R.] a sacrifice to any 
embittered political or personal animosity. He 
(Mr. M.) meant to vote his release. Through his 
whole life, he (Mr. R.} had maintained a charac- 
ter for fairness, respectability, and honor, not 
surpassed by that of any man in this House. 
[The hammer fell.} . 
Mr. MARSHALL said: Unlike some of the 
entlemen on the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
speak to the amendments relating to the matter 
of the public printing without the slightest excite- 
ment. I have given the subject a calm and delib- 
erate consideration, and have reviewed all the testi- 
mony taken before the special committee appointed 
to investigate the condition of the public printing, 
in the spirit of an impartia! and disinterested man. 
I would not injare Mr. Ritchie if I could. 1 do 
not wish to enforce a hard or ruinous contract, nor 
am I animated by a desire to visit loss upon ‘this 
venerable old man.” 1 wish to legislate in regard 
to it without any personal or party bias, and under 
a sense only of public duty. 1 want justice to be 
done—justice to the contractors and to the people of 
this country; and under this feeling I am bound to 
express my opposition to the Senate’s plan, with 
all the emphasis of which I am capable. I do not 
intend to stand by silently and sce the, public 


[ treasure squandered upon any one, or any set of 


men under a shallow pretence, or under any ap- 
peal to our sympathies for private distress. | mean 
that the attention of the country shall be riveted 
upon this transaction, and that, notwithstanding 
this House would not hear the report of the com- 
mittee of investigation, so far as time will permit, 
the facts shall be presented to enable every mem- 
ber on this floor to vote with an understanding of 
the results proved by the investigation. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Barty] 
would make an issue with the committee. He 
compares the investigation to the proceedings of 
the Star Chamber. { pass that by with this sin- 
gle comment: For two weeks past the committee 
have been engaged in hearing witnesses introduced 
by Mr. Ritchie; and they have delayed their re- 
port until all the witnesses were examined be had 
to produce. He has had the benefit of counsel. 
His friend and attorney has appeared every day 
before the committee for some two weeks. The 
entire body of testimony has been inspected, ex- 
amined, and commented upon by him. His wit- 
nesses have been brought toan examination under 
oath, and he has had the questions propounded 
that he suggested. What more could the commit- 
tee have done? But, sir, the country will be 
startled to ascertain that, after all the sympathetic 
tears shed here and elsewhere over the ruin with 


which this gentleman is said to be overwhelmed | 


by these contracts, not one word of testimony has 
been introduced—not a particle of evidence has been 
exhibited—to prove a specific loss. We have called 
the attention of witnesses and parties to the desire 
to know the sources of loss, and the specific losses 


suffered. We have examined the chiefs of vari- 


oùs departments of business‘in the Union office— * 
in the employment of Mr. Ritchie himself; and I 
| should have been pleased to assist in ferreting out 
the ways and sources by which he is oppressed 
| by these contracts; but notwithstanding these wit- 
nesses were, by their position and acquaintance 
with. the business, best qualified to show. in what 
and how the losses have beén incurred, and not- 
| withstanding it-must have been suggested to the 
| mind that the country would require to know ex- 

actly in what the loss had been sustained, I repeat 
| that the examination has been confined, on his 
| part, to general declarations that the terms of the 
contracts were too low, and would result in Joss to 
the contractors, without, in any instance, showing 
how, where, and to what amount the loss was in- 
curred. We have taken testimony as to the ele- 
| ments of cost; we have examined the force of the 
office employed on the congressional printing; we 
! know how many presses are run by tlre engine, 
| the cost of fuel, the wages of the engineer, the 
| wages of the pressmen and the boys, the cost of 
paper and ink, the price of composition, of fold- 
ing, stitching, sewing, gathering, collating, bind- 
|ing—in fine, of everything, even to the percent- 
age on prime cost which makes up “wear and 
| tear’? of the material of the office—and we are un- 
able, by a comparison of these with the contract 
prices,t6 perceive the means, under prudent man- 
pagement, by which these contractors are to be 
| overtaken by the ruin so much deprecated by gen- 
tlemen in Congress and out of doors. [ have gone 
through several complex and laborious calculations 
myself, upon the works printed and to be printed 
under these contracts, and I will mention one—the 
Patent Office report—to which I have paid par- 
ticular attention. It is the work of which Con- 
gress has ordered the largest publication—sixty- 
seven thousand of the first part, and one hundred 
land thirty-seven thousand five hundred of the 
| second part. I state, and I am willing to stake 
' my reputation as an arithmetician apon the fact, 
| that the contractors will make a profit, under the 
i contract, of $8,000 on this work alone. To give 
| the House and the country some idea of the change - 
| to be effected by changing the law under this 
| clamor about ruin, I will further state, that after 

the Committee on Printing offered a resolution the 
other day to give the contractors the prices of 1819, 
minus forty-five per cent., I made a calculation of 
the effect to be produced by that change in the pay 
| for the Patent Office report. Under the proposed 
arrangement, the contractors will make a net profit 
of over two hundred per cent. upon their investment. 
Instead of $8,000, the clear profit will be $68,120 49. 
To make this matter somewhat more specific, I 
will state the calculation in a note to my remarks. 
| Here is the matter referred to: 


Mechanical part of Patent Office Report—~Part I. 
Actual cost. Cost per Contract. 


i 
| 
1 
| 


Composition..... Composilion........ $198 75 
| Paper.....es 95 Paper, | 
| Fress-work.......-. Press- work, 
| Stiching & collating 189 42 Folding, e. 12,735 69 
| Folding.. ... 39705 Gathering, 

Gathering... . 13235 Proof-reading, 

Proof-reading. . 5008 Inserting plates..... 10978 

Inserting plates..:.. 109 78 —_—— 
i $13,044 22 


‘ GUL, 345-27 
If paid for at the prices authorized by the res- 
| olution of 1819, the same work would cost—for 
: composition, $967 75; paper, press-work, &c., 
| $61,758 80—making a total of $62,726 55. 
| Agricultural part of Patent Office Report—Purl TE. 
| This is made on the estimate that it wilt be of the same 


size as part No. 1. 

t Actual cost. Cost per Contract, 

i Composition... «es... $522 04 Composition.. ... « $198 75 
| Paper....seee 17,896 08 Paper 

| Press-work.....+.+. 1,343 75 Press Works i 

| Stitching, &e 36932 Stitching, &c. 047 
| Folding... ‘47500 Folding, as 50 
|, Gathering + 25833 Gathering, i ? 

| Proof-reading.. 5008 Proof-reading, J 

| Inserting plates... 20055 Inserting plates... 200 55 
i bees poke 
| $21,415 15 25,197 80 
| The binding comes t0....4.seesere seers reete $16,487 50 
| The cost Of same i8.....eece eee cece cnee errre? . 14,838 75 

Profit Of CONtACHOR esles sses scence ereet ha 1,648 75 

| Deduct for stitching........ EAE EEE T ove 150 00 
| Add aggregate... sssurerereseeesrerrerre tater" 1,498 75 


to the &25,197 80. from which de- 


Add profit on pat No. lesccerers ` 
| mere 
| And we have ....ccccceeceeceee teases PETTEE, $7,925 97 
work, 


as the profit of the contractors on the whole 
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If paid for at the prices authorized by the reso- 
lation of 1819, the cost of Part H would be: For 
composition, $967 75;-paper, press-work, &c., 
$119,725. 5i—making a total of $120,693 26. 

The country will perceive from these calcula- 
tions the great inducements which exist to make 
the metropolitan printers oppose the “ contract sys- 


tem,” and why it is that we have constant refer- 


ences to the law of 1819, as the proper standard 
by which to regulate prices. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, desired to’ 


propound a question to the gentleman 
tucky. 

My. MARSHALL. No, I cannot be interrupted 
now. My time is precious—precious to the peo- 
ple whose Treasury I seek to guard. Who are the 
contractors? Mr. Belt, Mr. Trenholm, and Mr. 
Towers. Of these, Mc. Towers is a printer who 
is performing his contract satisfactorily to himself 
and to Gongress, and who is content. He makes 
no complaint. He wasa bidder—a bona fide bidder, 
for more than was assigned to him; and he would, 
no doubt, have performed all he undertook. Belt 
isa journeyman’‘printer in the ‘ Union” office, and 
Mr. Trenholm is the foreman in the “ Union’ 
office—both young men, in the office of Mr. 
Ritchie—both poor, possibly meritorious. Why 
were these young men put forward to take these 
contracts instead of Mr. Ritchie? [Here the ham- 
mer fell.) ` 

The amendment of Mr. Meane was rejected. 

Mr. MARSHALL offered to amend by changing 
the word “contractor’’ into ‘t contractors,” and 
proceeded — 

Why were these young men induced to enter 
into these contracts? Mr. Belt has been for a 
long time past working as a journeyman in the 
“ Union” office at $11 a week. He had no means. 
Mr. Trenholm, according to the proof, is an expert 
man in his trade, but with limited means. The testi- 
mony shows that nobody in the “ Union” office 
regarded Mr. Belt as having control or direction of 
these contracts; and I think he kas had no interest 
from the beginning. The wages of all the work- 
men engaged in these contracts are paid by Mr. 
Ritchie, the paper has all been purchased by Mr. 
Ritchie, and the work is done by Mr. Ritchie. He 
is announced now as the party in interest, though 
othera'stand as the obligors bound to the Govern- 
ment, and he only as surety; and an appeal is now 

. made to us to relieve this innocent securtty. 1 think 
the testimony is persuasive to show that Mr. 
Ritchie was interested as a principal from the be- 
gioning, and that the intent of the law has been 
evaded by the manner in which these contracta 
have been procured. 

I shall now proceed to state another conclusion 
I have formed on the testimony. Itis, that there 
was no design to perform the contracts when the 
bids were made; and that there has been since the 
contracts were made, and now exists, a settled pur- 
pose to break down the existing law, and to force 
Congress to return to the law of 1[819,as the 
standard by which the prices of public printing 
shall be regulated. 

Mr. Chairman, { am fully aware that this is a 
grave charge; and in order to make it specific, and 
to givé the matter to the country in its full length 
and breadth, [ state further, that the testimony is 


from Ken- 


almost conclusive to show that a combination has | 


been formed to effect this result. 

if any interested will refer to me they shall have 
the extracts from the teatimony to support this con- 
clusion. But I cannot refrain from using the tes- 
timony now of Cornelius Wendall, of New York, 
the public printer of the Thirtieth Congress, to 
show that Mr. Trenholm expected to attain the 
result now proposed by the Senate, when he took 
this contract, and relied for success in his enter- 
prise upon the assistance of the Democratic party 
in Congress. Mr. Wendall swears: ‘t Trenholm 
* has repeatedly said to me that the reason for such 
‘low bidding was to break up the contract sys- 
tem. The way Trenholm stated in which they 
t designed to break up the contract system, was by 
‘bidding low, and the Democratic party having a 
‘ majority in Congress, the contract system would 
tbe broken up by the party, and the old man 
t (meaning Mr. Ritchie) would get the benefit of 
it, and would then be elected public printer to 
*Conress, This scheme was conveyed to me in 
t frequent conversations by Trenholm, always al- 
“ludimg to Mr. Ritchie as being the real contractor 
‘for the public printing. He never intimated that 


the or Belt had any interest in the contract; and 
t Trenholm declared several days. before the con- 
t tract was given in form to Trenholm and Belt, 
tand on the day the bids were opened, that Mr. 
* Ritchie meant to have the contract, if he took it a 
‘hundred thousand dollars less than the work could 
‘be done for.” The good character of Cornelius 
Wendall is sustained by testimony which will not 
be disputed. This testimony shows that the con- 


„tractor relied upon the pliancy of the Democratic 


party to carry out this scheme. The testimony 
is of record proving the details of the plan. It 
was somewhat different from that set forth in the 
amendment of the Senate. The first design seems 
to have embraced the printing of the executive 
departments as well as the printing of Congress. 
There was a share provided foreach of the leading 
metropolitan newspapers. Itis known the Republic 


| has the printing of some of the departments, and 


I do not understand why it shall be left out in the 
present arrangement. It was appositely put in 
that paper this morning that public faith and public 
morals ‘were involved in this change, and that no 
partial arrangement should be made.” I under- 
stand the pith and force of the suggestions. The 
Democratic party is the reliance of these contract- 
ors! and their aim seems to be, to break down 
the contract system, to the end that, returning to 
the system by which extravagant profits may be 
realized, Mr. Ritchie may be duly elected public 
printer! How generous are these contractors, Mr. 
Chairman, to bid, for covtracts with this design! 
How complaisant will the country consider its 
Represeniatives, to lend themselves to the consum- 
mation of the scheme! The Senate had not the 
testimony we now have. TheSenate has voted, in 
doubt, in ignorance of the designs I have exposed. 
Our concurrence is alone required now to consum- 
mate the wishes and expectations of these con- 
tractors. Shall we concur? I have said that the 
testimony proves the design to break down the 
contract system. I say so upon the assertions of 
witness after witness, whose depositious are re- 
corded in the manuscript before me, which was 
offered this morning for the consideration of the 
House. Mr. Trenholm especially declared hisin- 
tention to make Congress ‘sick of the contract 
system,” by the manner in which these contracts 
would be executed. { suppose he meant by the 
bad manner in which the work should be done, 
and the delays to which Congress should be sub- 
jected. He has carried out the plan to the letter 


and in spirit. But the proof establishes another’ 


proposition: that upon the abandonment of the 
contract system by Congress, the proprietors of 
the public presses have arranged our legislation on 
this subject in advance of our own action, and the 
plan of the Senate is in direct conformity with 
their understanding. Some of the witnesses dif- 
fer as to the terms of the arrangement between the 
Union and Intelligencer; but, sir, they were to 
have the printing of Congress between them, and 
the Republic “ was not expected to interfere,” that 
office having the departmental printing. Now, sir, 
this is a snug arrangement, and so far as the presses 
of this city are concerned, it will bea pity to break 
itup. The only grave objection to it is found in 
the impropriety of pensioning the press of this 
city upon the public Treasury. [The hammer fell.] 


Mr. VENABLE said: | rise to submit my | 


views in a very few remarks. An allusion to the 
personal feelings of the speakers has been fre- 
quently made in this debate. I do not conceive 
that sach considerations should constitute any 
portion of the elements of the conclusions at 
which we are to arrive in the determination of this 
matter. I trust that I shall ever be incapable of 
permitting prejudices against an individual to 
cause me to do him injustice, or withhold a gen- 
erous decision on his claims; or of yielding to the 
impulse of personal friendship to open the doors of 
the public Treasury to give him more than is his 
due. I feel on the present occasion free from the 
one feeling or the other. 


the last an unfaithful discharge of my duty to the 
country. I am willing to do for Mr. Ritchie, or 
the public printer, whoever he may be, justice, 
ample justice, which is never inconsistent with 
generosity, and even expensive liberality. I am 


no Shyiock, to claim the pound of flesh in the | 


words of the bond; neither am I a dispenser. of 
public bounty at the expense of the people. 
There are.numerous precedents which favor. a 


The first would be aj 
gross and unmanly outrage upon an individual; | 


| gally bound to perform. 


practice of generous liberality to: those who have: 
done -work for the Government. 1 voted buta 
few days. since. to protect. from loss the editor 
of the“ Globe,” (Mr. Rives,) for labor done 
for this House, in the reports in his. paper. 
It was just—it wag liberal. Gales and Seaton, 
and Mr. Allen, have heretofore received marks 
of favor of a similar.kind. Nay, they are said. to 
have been indemnified for loss. upon much weaker 
claims. However that. may be,I do not kuow, 
because I am unacquainted with the facts of the 
case. I am anxious now, to do all. that Icar son- 
sistently do to prevent a ruinous loss to one who 
has devoted a long life to labor in his. profession, 
and whose claims to justice are equally strong 
upon this House, whilst voting compensation to 
those who are contractors to do their printing. 
None can pretend that there is a legal obligation 
on us to abate the conditions of the contract; and 
yet there are but few, I suppose, who would 
sternly demand its fulfillment to the ruin of the con- 
tractor. I have no such purpose, and would be 
pained at such a result. The friends of Mr. Ritchie 
say that he has made a contract for the public 
printing which will rain him if it be executed ac- 
egrding to his bond. This shall not be with my 
consent. I will vote to release him from that.bond. 
They say that the portion already executed will 
ruin him. This shall not be done with my-con- 
sent. I will vote to save him harmless from loss. 
His account may be stated and his losses ascer- 
tained, and I am willing that he shall be indem- 
nified for all loss. . The wages of workmen, the 
price of paper, and all his expenses in the printing 
make up the sum of the charges, and the amount 
of his losses can be easily ascertained. . These 
should be made up to him. Furthen I cannot go. 
l do not feel authorized to go into the Treasury, 
and pay him ten per cent. profits upon a bad bar- 
gain, made by himself. The only loss which he can 
possibly sustain on such a settlement, would be his 
time, and I would even estimate that in the aggre- 
gate of loss. But] cannot consent to vote awa 
the public money ina gratuity because anfimprovi- 
dent contract has been made. It would unsettle 
all the’ contracts of the Government, and make all 
contracts a farce. I havea right to give away m 
own money, because itis mine. J have no suc 
right to vote away the public money, because it 
belongs to the people. My constituents would not 
only justify me, but demand as a duty on my part 
to dispense liberal, generous justice to one who is 
ss in the situation of the contractor: here. 
hey would acknowledge the propriety of rescu- 
ing him from ruin; but they neither expect nor 
would approve of my course, should I take their 
money to pay a profit to one who has received in- 
demnity for loss under a contract which he was le- 
Whilst I will not join in 
making Mr. Ritchie a victim to the firstexperiment 
in enforcing acontract to the letter by this House-— 
whilst I would mete out to him the same liberality 
that I would to others.who have been similarly 
situated, I must insist that it is our duty. to give 
notice that contracts are binding and must be 
performed; that whilst the printing, under the laws 
of the land, is done by contract, the obligations of 
those contracts must be held sacred. Sir, hard as 
is his case, grievous as it is represented to be by 
his friends, there are many troubles equally oner- 
ous, and which no one thinks it the duty of the 
Government or any one else to relieve, Inthe last 
few days the swelling of the streams from exces- 
sive rains has destroyed the hopes of the husband- 
men in large districts of country. They- ploughed 


| and sowéd in hope, made reasonable calculations, 


and did nothing improvident or unwise: Ruin has 
come over all their labors, and. they have to sub- 
mit to their losses and bear them as they may. 
This is unavoidable, and of it none complain, [I 
suppose that they would be exceedingly grateful if - 
any expectation was created in their bosoms that 
they would be indemnified for their losses. I 
know that they. would not murmur or complain 
because the same generous provision failed to se- 
cure them theprofits which they might have made. 
if the friends of Mr. Ritchie here consider that to 
preserve him from loss, to release him from his 
contract, is hard justice—a Shylock demand of the 
bond, the whole bond—I can only say that he may 
possibly have occasion to say, ‘Save me from my 
friends.” If it is better to hold to his contract 
and all its losses rather than: lose ten per cent. on 
the work, his losseg.must be so inconsiderable as 


erram 
to make ita matter of small moment. H he pre- 
fers this to a release and an indemnity from loss, 
itis. impossible that the contract can ruin him. 
He will at least be left to his choice, and I have no 
doubt but that it will be made with a sound discre- 
tion. ‘There is no shadow of a claim for profits 
by one who seeks to be released from a losing bar- 
gain. Equity and fair dealing justify-such a re- 
lease. Equity and justice, tempered with generos- 
ity, approve of indemnity from Joss; but it is a 
claim on our discretion as representatives of the 
people, and that discretion must also be soundly 
not capriciously exercised. Had the contract 
been profitable we would not have asked an abate- 
ment of the price, or a relinquishment of the prof. 
its. Ít being unprofitable, | will not require the 
execution of its conditions, or that he should in- 
cur a ruinous loss. These are my views, sir; and 
this the line of action which I am willing to take. 
I think it ought to be satisfactory, because it is 
just. think it ought to be gladly acquiesced in 
by the contractor, because it is generous and 
liberal as well as just. The Government shotld 
always perform its contracts, whether profitable or 
not, because it is powerful and rich. ft ought to 
deal generously with its bondsmen, because it js 
powerful and rich and can afford to be generous. 

The amendment of Mr. MarsHaLu was re- 
jected. ' 

Messrs. CARTTER, McCLERNAND, and 
McLANE of Maryland, severally desired to offer 
amendments, which the Chair ruled out of order 
pending the amendment already offered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved the following asa 
substitute: 


sc And be it further enacted, That the accounts of the pub- 
lie printers, forall printing executed, ordered ,or to be ordered 
by Congress, or by either House thereof, under the existing 
ecoutract for the public printing, be audited and settled by 
the Secretary of the Treasury npon the terms of the several 

resolutions adopted by the two Houses in 1846.’? 
The 


The CHAIR ruled it to be out of order. 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Orr] now pending, was in the nature of a 
substitute. : 

The question was then taken on the substitute 
of Mr. Orr, and it was rejected, ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved an amendment 
providing that the contractors shall be paid 333 per 
cent, advance on the work already performed, and 
10. per cent. profit on the work yet to. be per- 
formed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND maintained that Congress 
had violated the contract for the public printing, 
and that Mr. Ritchie had not violated it. There 
had been no proof adduced to show that he had 
violated it: Up to this time he had done more 
public printing than any former Congress had ever 
had done. : 

It had been asserted. by the gentleman from South 
Carolina that the census. printing was. not legiti- 
mately within thé contract, entered. into by Mr. 
Ritchie with Congress. Sir, (said Mr. McC.,) in 
1842, when Blair & Rives were public printers, 
Mr. Websier, who was Secretary of State, gave 
the printing of the census to Thomas Allen. Blair 
& Rives claimed it as the public printers, and a 
controversy arose, the result of which was, that 
both Allen and the public printers were paid for the 
work, andagentleman from Kentucky, formerly 
a member of this House, insisted upon this floor 
that the giving of the printing of the census to 
Mr. Allen was a violation of the contract with 
Blair & Rives, and that they ought to be paid for 
it; and they were paid. The member referred to 
was Garret Davis, of Kentucky, a gallant and pub- 
lic-spirited gentleman. 

But this is not the only case where compensa- 
tion has been made by Congress to the public 
printer irrespective of his contract. In 1841-°42, 
probably, it was ascertained that Gales & Seaton 
had been losers in the fulfillment of their contract, 
and. Congress voted them. forty thousand dollars. 
And, sir, during the present session too, Mr. Rives, 
after having entered into a contract ta farnish a 
certain number of copies of the debates and pro- 
ceedings of this House, came forward and said that 
he had lost money in doing this work, and asked 
Congress to indemnify him, and Congress did in- 
demuify him; and they only did what justice and 
sound policy required. Here, then, we have the 
uniform practice of Congress in favor of indemni- 
fying contractors who have lost money by their 
contracts, Yet it is proposed to except Mr 
Ritchie. from that. usage, and to do what. must 
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make him the victim of a cruel persecution. I 
hope that Congress will not be guilty of such con- 
uct. 
Mr. MARSHALL. F have attacked- no man. 


| I have merely stated-a part of the testimony taken 


by the committee of which F am a member. I 
was charged by this. House with the duty of col- 
lecting it, and it is my public duty to state it, since 
time will not permit its publication. 1 entertain 
no hostility to- Mr. Ritchie, and. certainly no pre- 
judice against him influences my action here. I 
wish to keep out of all difficulty, and it is unpleas- 
ant to me to be compelled to allude to the conduct 
of any person in terms of disapprobation; but I 
should be recreant to the trust with which I have 
been clothed by my constituents, possessing the 
information disclosed before the committee of in- 


vestigation which no opportunity has been afforded’ | 


as yet to print, were | not to speak freely to these 
questions, 
less of consequences. 

So far from any attack being made or any hos- 


tility animating me, 1 am free to say that, accept- || 


‘ing the assurances of Mr. Ritchie that he appre- 
hends loss from the faithful execution of these 
contracts, Í am willing at once to release him from 
the further execution of the contracts, and from 
all damages for the delay and delinquencies that 
have occurred. But the proposition to assure him 
against loss is another and different matter; and 
the proposition to assure: a profit of ten per cent. 
upon the investment of his capital is a greater 
draft upon our liberality. The public coffers are 
in our keeping, and the people of the United States 
look to us to manage them properly. Ido not 
know what the practice may have been heretofore, 
but, sir, I am not willing that Congress shall be 
made a mere instrument in the hands of politicians 
and printers, be they Whigs or Democrats, to 
carry forward and to sustain the partisan press of 
the country. I make no difference as to parties. 
I will never consentto it for any rnan or set of men 
ofany.party. Ihave it on indubitable festimony, 
that the determination was understood before Con- 
gress assembled, that the contract system should 
be broken down, and that when it was abandoned 
Congress should be induced to réestablish the stand- 
ard of 1819, minus twenty to thirty-three per 
cent as the rule by which to pay for the public 
printing; that the Union and National Intelligencer 
were then to have the printing of Congress, either 
as joint printers or as employees of the House and 
Senate respectively; and finally, that the Republic 
was not “expected to interfere’ in this arrange- 
ment. I have testimony that this rule applied 
to the printing of the executive departments will 
bankrupt the Treasury, and that applied to the 
printing of Congress it will yield to the printers 
near three hundred thousand dollars for their la- 
bor. Sir, I can’t stand it. | do not care whether 
Gales & Seaton and Mr. Ritchie, or Mr. Anybody- 
else, are to be the recipients of the profits to fow 
from this arrangement. I denounce it as improper 
and as a violation of our duty to the people. 1 
invite attention to the amendment passed by the 
Senate. That is the plan exactly which was 
formed before we came here. I do not believe the 
Senate perceived the wrong it will work out, 
though there can be no excuse for this House, 
should we agree to its ratification. 1 might say 
much more of arrangements, but Í desist. Iin- 
vite the Whigs and Democrats equally to repudiate 
this arrangement. 

Mr. FOWLER. I want to know if thefe is 
any proof of loss under these contracts. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
of any specific loss, only general declarations that 
the rates are ruinously low. [Here the hammer 
fell. 

Me THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
JONES rose simultaneously and inquired what 
was the amendment now penging ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied, the amendment 
offered by the gentfeman from Illinois, (Mr. Mc- 
CLERNAND.| 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered to withdraw the 
amendment. 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. ; OEO 

Mr. CARTTER. With a view of bringing 
this discussion to a close; I propose to strike out 
the three sections relating to these. printers. 


I mean to perform that duty regard- | 


I answer, there is no proof | 


i of breaking up the system. 


Mr. McLANE. {desire to perfect the sections: 
before the vote to strike out is taken. : 

Mr. JONES asked the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Carrrer] to yield him the floor fora moë 
ment. : 

A conversation occurred between Messrs: 
CARTTER, JONES, and the Chairman, relative 
to the state of the question. 

Mr. JONES addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PUFNAM. Is it in order to offer a sub- 
stitute for the sections under consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not now in order. - 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, proposed’ to 
amend the sections which the gentleman from Ohio 
had moved to strike out, by adding thereto the 
words “and to audit his accounts in conformity 
with the provisions.of the resolution, approved 3d 
August, 1846, entitled“ A joint resolation directing 
the manner of procuring the printing“of the two 
Houses of Congress.’ ” 

Mr. CARTTER raised the question of order 
against the amendment, that it was the same 
amendment moved by the gentleman from Hlinois 
and rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it was not the 
same amendment. : 

Mr. McLANE. ‘The committee would under- 
stand, he said, that in this third section the Senate 
had fixed the compensation for the public printer 
for the next session, and had provided further 
that the accounts. of the public printer for this 
session should be audited and settled upon the 
principle of paying for actual loss, and ten per 
cent. profit on actual cost of the work. The ob- 
ject of the amendment which he had moved was: 
to provide that his accounts should be settled 
upon the same terms as those provided by the 
Senate for the printers for the next session of 
Congress. 

He did not expect that it would prevail, be- 
cause he perceived that the temper of the House 
was averse to it. The gentleman from North 
Carolina had said that he would not give the ten 
per cent. profit on the work performed; but that he 
was willing to pay the actual losses sustained. 
He apprehended the gentleman would find. him- 
self in a minority even upon that ground to-night. 
He had himself no expectation that even the ac- 
tual losses would be covered, no matter what pro- 
fessions were made in debate. 

But he rose principally to notice the remarks. of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, who had stated 
that he believed that these parties whom they were 
about to relieve, took the contract for the purpose 

Mr. MARSHALL. |l believe that such is the 
case. 

Mr. McLANE. Well, now, sir, there is in- 
ternal prima facie evidence that such is not the 
case; because the contract has been continued 
and the work has been done. I need not turn to 
gentlemen on my right, (colleagues of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky on the Printing Committee,) 
or on my left, and ask them whether they believe 
there was any. such intention; because we have the 


| fact before us that the system has not been broken 


up, the contract has. not been broken, but, on the 
contrary, the work has been performed, though at 
a loss to the contractors. It is an absurdity to 
say that it was taken with a viéw to break up the 
contract system; still he was happy to know that 
these gentlemen of the Printing Committee differed 
with the gentlemen from Kentucky. Now, an- 
other word about the contract itself. Suppose you 
do not redeem it, why the contractor will be obliged 
to stop your work. He says he will do so or be 
obliged to incur further losses. y 

Up to this time Mr. Ritchie has performed his 
duty faithfully, and now at this hour an act of bare 
justice is refused him. You say you will pay his 
actual loss. Sir, I throw aside the notion that 
the pound of flesh is not exacted when you 
merely pay the actual loss. Such a settlement 
would not be equitable unless these actual losses 
were ascertained upon large and liberal principles 
of equity. i 

I move this amendment, because F desire that 
the rule which the Senate prescribes forthe next 
session shall be the rule for this. tt $ 

Mr. ORR said, the gentleman from Illinois says 
it is not pretended that the present contractors bave- 
not executed: their contract strictly according: to 
its terms. Well, sir, l take issue with him upon 
that point; and I charge that the contractors have: 
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not executed the contract according to its stipu- 
lations. f 

When the contracts were advertised previous to 
being let, samples of paper were exhibited by the 
Secretary of the Senate, according to which all the 
printing was to be executed. Upon comparing 
these samples with the large bulk of the paper used, 
it will be found that nine tenths of the whole amount 
has been of an inferior quality. The process is sim- 
ple. The regular number of documents, which is 
about twenty-six hundred copies of each, including 
those which are laid upon the desks of members, 
are printed upon paper of that quality which the 
contract requires, but ail those documents which 
are to be sent abroad throughout the country, ‘des- 
ignated as the extra numbers, are printed upon 
paper of an inferior quality. And I undertake to 
say that if the contractors go on and use this 
same description of paper to print the extra num- 
bers upon, they will save in the neighborhood of 
$20,000, which they would be obliged to expend if 
they used paper equal to the sample, and in con- 
formity. with their contract. 

Itis said in reply to this, that it has been the cus- 
tom heretofore to print the extra number of docu- 
ments on inferior paper. But t think there isa 
great difference between the position of this con- 
tractor and that of the public priùters heretofore. 
He had been doing the work under a specific con- 
tract of his own making. He executed sealed 
proposals, and undertook to do the work according 
to particular samples which were exhibited. He 
knew precisely what description and quality of 
work he had to do. The bond which he signed 
requires that the paper shall be of a particular 
quality, and of a specific weight, viz: thirty-eight 
pounds per ream, whilst that used weighs only 
thirty-two pounds per ream. The former costs in 
market $4 75, the, latter #3 30; making a saving 
of $1 45 per ream, and in violation of his contract. 

I therefore take issue with the gentleman from 
Illinois upon the point he makes, that the public 
printer has not violated his contract. And I take 
issue with him upon another point. I say the 
contractor has not pressed the public work on as 
fast as he ought to have done. [ will not charge 
‘him with having delayed the public work design- 
edly, but it is an: incontrovertible fact, that the 
work is far behindhand. And E undertake to say 
that if he had employed more hands, and run his 
presses night and day, as other public printers 
have been accustomed to do, the work would have 
been nearer up than it is at present. 

Mr. STRONG. With the view of putting a 
stop to this debate, I move that the’committee rise. 
The question was put, and carried in the afirm- 
ative, 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. STRONG moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, to enable him to offer a resolution sus- 
pending the operation of the five minutes rule on 
the amendments which they were now consider- 
ing in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question, Shall the rules be suspended to 
enable the gentleman from Pennsylvania to offer 
the resolution he has indicated? was, taken and 
decided in the affirmative, two thirds voting 
therefor. 

Mr. STRONG then offered the resolution to sus- 
pend the five minutes rule in its operation upon the 
remaining amendments to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STRONG moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. . 

Mr. CARTTER and Mr. FEATHERSTON 
simultaneously moved that the House adjourn. 

‘The motion was rejected. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred, and was taken upon the 
motion to go into committee, and was decided in 
the affirmative. 

So the House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Burt in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the amendments to the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill. 


The question recurring on Mr. .McLang’s 
amendment to the amendment, it was. put, and 
carried in the negative. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, moved the 
following as a substitute for the three sections of 
the Senate’s amendment: 

“And be it further enacted, That, from henceforth, the con= 
gressional printing shall be executed by such. persons as 
each House of Congress may elect, at prices thirty-five per 
centum below the prices established by the joint resolution 
of 1819. Aud that. the printing of the Executive depart- 
ments shali be executed at the same rates by such persons 
as said departments shall direct; aud the residue of the 
printing of the present Congress shall be contracted for by the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
reseutatives: Provided, ‘Nhat existing contracts shall not 
be affected or modified by this enactment without the con- 
currence and approbation of the parties interested: nd 
provided, further, That the provisions of this clause shall 
only extend to and be in force during the present Congress.”? 


“Mr. WENTWORTH wished to amend the 

substitute. -* 

‘The CHAIR ruled, that in this case it could not 
be amended, although in ordinary cases it could be. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Tuompson, and it was rejected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved the following as 
a substitute to the same section: 


«c That the accounts of the public printers for all printing 
executed, ordered, or to he ordered by Congress, or by either 
House thereof, uuder the existing contract for the public 


printing, be audited and settled by the Secretary of the H 


Treasury upon the terms of the several resolutions adopted 
by the two Houses in 1846.” 

The substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. PUTNAM moved the following as a sub- 
stitute: 


“The Secretary of the Treasury shall rescind the con- 
tract entered into by the present contractors for the privting 


of Congress, if he shall be of the opinion that the same has | 


not been performed according to the terms of the contract, 
and shall allow the actual and necessary cost and expense, 
and no more, for the work done under the contract, the 
amount to be determined by the said Secretary, by evidence 
that may be offered before him, and by such other means 
as he may obtain or have in his possession.” 

The substitute was disagreed to. 

Mr. MOORE moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the Senate in regard to the printing. 

After a few remarks of a conversational charac- 
ter between Messrs. MARSHALL, NELSON, 
MEADE, and the Chair— 

Mr. BAYLY stated that he had been instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to recom- 
mend that the House agree to this section. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
this section, and it was stricken out. 

Mr. CLINGMAN wished to move an amend- 
ment; which 

The CHAIR ruled out of order. 

The question was now on agreeing to the fol- 
lówing amendment of the second section of the 
Senate’s amendment, as foliows: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
printing of this session as reanains unexecuted, shall be ad- 


justed and settled upon the basis laid down in the foregoing | 


section.” 

Mr. BAYLY said, he had been instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move to 
strike out the word “ foregoing,” and to insert the 
word “ following.” 

The question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Moreneap and Meane acting as such,) and de- 
cided in the negative—ayes 56, noes 66. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to strike out the 


section. 


Mr. JONES moved the following as a substitute | 


for it: 


Strike out all thereof after the enacting clause, and insert— | 

«That upon full and satisfactory proof being made to | 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the actual cost incurred ; 
by the present contractors for the printing of Congress in the | 
| exeeution of their several contracts upon printing ordered | 
by the present session of Cougress, the said Secretary shall | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to reimburse such contract- | 


ors the amount so actually expended and incurred by said 
eontractors upon said contractors relinquishing their con- 
tract tor said printing.” 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved to amend 


| the substitute by adding thereto the following: 


“ Provided, however, That the profit on the printing during 


the Twenty-ninth Congress shail be taken intoaccount with ʻi 


the loss during this Congress, and that if the profit of that 
Congress exceed the loss or this, no allowance shall be made 
to the contractor for this Congress.” 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Evans, (Messrs. MeMutten, and CABELL 
of Florida, acting as tellers,) and rejected—ayes 
52, noes not counted. 

The question recurring on the substitute of Mr. 
Jones, it was taken by tellers, (Messrs, STRONG 
and ANDREWS acting as such,) and it. was re- 
jected—ayes 55, noes 68. 


* 

The question was then. put on concurring: with 
the second section of the Senate’s amendment, and 
catried in the negative. 3 3 

The third section of the amendment of the Sen- 
ate was next considered, viz: : 

“ Sec. — And be it further enacted, That the said eon- 
tractor he, and he is hereby, relieved from his coptract; and _ 
that new proposals be received for the printing-of the next 
session, in conformity with the provisions of the resolution 
approved. 23d July, 1846, entitled. ‘A resolution regulating 
the printing of Congress, and establishing the compensation 
for the same? ” ` 

Mr. BAYLY moved to amend this section by 
striking out the words ‘new proposals be re- 
ceived,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
t the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives are hereby authorized 
to contract,” so that it would read, “ thatthe said 
contractor be, and he is hereby, relieved from his 
contract, and that the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives are hereby 
authorized to contract for the printing of the next 
session,” &c. ? 

Mr. ORR inquired of the Chair if it was in order 
to amend the amendment of the chairman of th 
Committee of Ways and Means? : 

The CHAIR responded in the negative. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
amend the section by striking out all thereof after 
the enacting clause, and inserting: | 

« That the present contractors for the publie printing be, 
and they are hereby, relieved, the contractors congenting 
thereto, from the further execution of their contract; and 
that the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives shall, in pursuance of the joint resolution 
directing the manner of procuring. the ptinting for the: two 
Houses of Congress, approved August 3, 1846, enter into 
new contracts for the printing of this session which remains 
unexecuted, and for the printing of the next session of the 
present Congress.’? i 

The amendment was rejected. , 

The House then refused to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. : ; 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee then 
rose and reported the amendments to the House. 

The question being on concurring in the said 
amendments— a 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question, 
Which was seconded, and the main question or- 

ered, . 

Mr. MEADE moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at ten 
o’clock to-morrow. Bess ; 

The SPEAKER stated that the motion could 
only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES objected. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to submit his motion; which 
was agreed to, two thirds voting therefor. 

Mr. THOMPSON then made his motion that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at ten 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the motion so as to make it at nine o’clock 
in the morning; which amendment was rejected ` 
The motion of Mr. Tudeson, of Mississippi, 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the House adjourn; 
and the question being put, the motion was dis- 
‘| agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. VINTON, leave was granted 
the Committee of Ways and Means to sit during - 
the sessions of the House. 

_ Me. CARTTER moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said, he felt it 
to be his duty to urge upon the House the con- 
sideration why they should notadjourn, without 
disposing of the bill to-night, that there was notthe 
least doubt that some of-the amendments would 
have to be submitted to the action of a committee 
of conference, which would require much time 
before a final agreement. ‘There were other ap- 
| propriation bills in the same condition. 

| Mr, CARTTER withdrew his motion. 

; The House then proceeded to consider the re- 
| port of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union on the amendments of the Senate. 

| The question was taken seriatim upon the amend- 
Í ments of the Senate, from 1 to 33, inclusive, and 
| the action of the Committee of. the Whole on the 
| 


e 


state of the Union was concurred in, 
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for the expenses of the agent of the Sublime Porte, 
to be disbursed under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, 7 

Mr. JONES demanded thé yeas and nays on 
the question. They were not ordered. 

Mr. MILLER called for tellers on the question, 
which being ordered, Messrs. Camppeni and MiL- 
LER were appointed. í 

The question was then 
ported—ayes 81, noes 49. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole 
striking out the 35th amendment of the Senate, 
which appropriated $200,000 for the enlargement 
of the Capitol, was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES inquired of the Chair whether the 
House could not concur in the report of the Com- 
migtee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and avoid action on each amendment separately? 
Those amendments would have to go toa commit- 
tee of conference without doubt; and it would save 
time by at once confirming the action of the com- 
mittee, and thus hasten the appointment of con- 
ferees. i 

'The CHAIR said it could be done if there was 
no objection. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. VINTON moved asuspension of the rules, 
to enable him to submit a motion that the House 
concur in the report of the committee. 

The question was put, and the rules weré sus- 
pended for the purpose. ; 

Mr. VINTON then submitted the motion that 
the report of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate be concurred in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The question was put, and the motion was dis- 
agreed to. : n 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
‘Vinton. 

Mr. DISNEY desired to know whether each in- 
dividual member had not the right, according to 
parliamentary law, to have a vote on the respective 
propositions? | 

The CHAIR replied that the principle of parlia- 
mentary law to which the gentleman from Ohio 
referred, admitted of no doubt; but the House had 
suspended the rules, and as the parliamentary law 
was a part of those very rules, the suspension op- 
erated upon that law also. 

Mr. DISNEY entered his protest against such 
action. ; 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Vinton, and the report of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was con- 
curred in. k 

Mr. PUTNAM moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay it on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. . 

The question was then put, on laying the motion 
to reconsider on the table, and it was agreed to. . 

Mr. WENT WORT made some inquiry of the 
Chair in regard to the rule of appointment of com- 
mittees of conference. 

The CHAIR stated that such a question would 
be answered at the proper time. 

On motion by Mr. STRONG, the House, at 
twelve o’clock, adjourned. i 


pat, and the tellers re- 


PETITION, z 


The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee: 

By Mr. MORRIS: The petition of R. C. Dugan, David 
Crawford, and thirty-six others, citizens of Brown county, 
Ohio, asking Congress to provide means for the removal 
from the United States all that portion of the African race 
who are willing and ready to emigrate to Africa. 


` IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, September 26, 1850. 


On motion by Mr. FOOTE, the reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with. 

The CHAIR presented the memorial of Cross, 
Hobson & Co., merchants, setting forth that cer- 
tain duties on goods were exacted from them in 
California, by agents acting under the orders of 
Colonel Mason, the military and civil Governor 
of California, and praying the passage by Congress 
of an act directing that said duties should be 


refunded; and the memorial was referred to the 
-Committee on Finance. E 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the War Department, being a report, 
made in pursuance of an act of Congress, show- 
ing the appropriations and expenditures of the de- 
partment during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1850; which was read, and ordered to be laid 
on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the memorial 
of Julius Meiere, asking remuneration for office 
rent, &c., while a professor of mathematics in the 
navy, and of the officers of the sloop-of-war Bos- 
ton, asking to be remunerated for losses occasioned 
by the wreck of that vessel on the Bahama Islands, 
reported the same back, accompanied by adverse 
reports; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the memorial of John M. Glas- 
son; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Y. also, from.the same committee, te whom 
had been referred various petitions, memorials, and 
resolutions, in favor of granting bounty lands to 
officers, seamen, and marines of the navy, reported 
the same back as unfinished business. 

And, on motion, the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the same. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Fe 
nance, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
from the House making appropriations for the 
naval service of the United States. 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- |! 


tary Affairs, to whom had been referred the me- 
morial of Mrs. Elizabeth’ Armistead, widow of the 
late General Walter K. Armistead, of the army of 
the United States, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of General Walter K. 
Armistead, late of the army of the United States; 
which was read a first time by its title. 

On motion by Mr. D., the bill was then read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. No amendment being made, the bill 
was then reported to the Senate, and was read a 
third time and passed. 

SWAMP AND-OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
took up Senate bill No. 3, entitled ‘ An act grant- 
ing to the State of Arkansas and other States the 
swamp lands lying within their respective limits,” 
which had been returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with the following amendments: 

& lst, Strike out the following words in the first section : 
‘known and designated on the plats of the General Land 
Office as swamp lands.’ 

«2d. Insert after the word ‘swamp,’ in the fifth line of 
the fourth section, the words, ‘ and overflowed.’ ”? 

The amendments of the House were then con- 
curred in. - 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill for the settlement of classes of 
private land claims within the limits of the Baron 
De Bastrop grant, and for allowing preémptions to 
certain actual settlers in the event of the fiaal adju- 
dication of the title of the said De Bastrop in favor 
of the United States. 

Mr. FELCH. As this bill was reported by the 
Committee en Private Land Claims, L should be 
glad if the chairman of that committee would make 
some statement with regard to the object of the 
bill, and the operation it will have. 

Mr. DOWNS. I will state, Mr. President, that 
this bill amounts to nothing more than applying 
laws which already apply to all other lands ir. 
Louisiana to the lands situated in the Baron De 
Bastrop’s claim. Those laws have not heretofore, 
on aécount of the pendency of this claim, been ap- 
plied to these lands. The land offices have never 
taken up and considered questions relating to those 
lands on account of the pendency of a suit for set- 
tiing the original title. ‘Chere is now a strong pre- 
sumption, on account of one decision which has 
already taken place, that the final decision will 
be against that grant. The object of this bill, there- 
fore, is merely to place the occupants of these 
lands precisely upon the same footing with other 
settlers outside of the claim. The law is oniy 
conditional, and will have no effect whatever, un- 


less the Supreme Court decides against the origin- | 
al grant to De Bastrop. Then it gives no rights. | 


It only authorizes the Land Office to make a re- 


1999 


> : 
port to the courts who are to act upon the titles: 
There is no question about the propriety of the 
law. It is only extending to the persons who 
occupy those lands the same laws which apply.to ° 
others, and which have not heretofore applied to 
them, because they occupied this grant. 

Mr. FELCH. I will inquire further, whether 
the matter has been examined at the Land Office, 
and whether any report has been made upon it? 

Mr. DOWNS. There has been. a full report 
from the committee; and, in fact, the bill was 
drawn up by the Land Office, after a full examina~ 
tion of the whole subject. 

No amendment being offered, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

THE BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. SHIELDS moved that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the bill granting bounty lands 
to the officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States. 

Mr. CASS called for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to take up this bill, but withdrew the 
call, and the bill was taken up. 

Mr. SHIELDS hoped the bill would be per- 
mitted to pass without further discussion or amend- 
ment. 

Mr. YULEE.. í ask pardon of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois; but I have an amendment to 
offer which, I believe, meets with his approbation. 
It is intended only to furnish another guard for the 
security of those for whose benefit the bounty is 
intended. 

It is intended as an additional section, to come 
in at the end of the bill, as follows: 

« And provided, further, That no patent issued under this 

act shall be delivered upon any power of attorney or assign- 
ment passed before the passage of this act, and that all such 
powers of attorney or assignment shall be considered and 
treated as null and void.” 
* E will state the object of this amendment. The 
purpose is simply this: As soon as this bill passed 
in the House, I am informed by letters which [ 
have received, that persons distributed themselves 
through the interior of the country, where the intel- 
ligence had not been received, and procured pow- 
ers of attorney and assignments from those whom 
they knew to be interested, at very low prices. In 
a letter which 1 have, it is stated that these trans- 
fers have been made at from $20 to $50 from par- 
ties entitled to the bounty; and the object of. this 
provision is to prevent any action of the depart- 
ment on power of attorney dated prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, so that parties may have it in their 
power ta review the agencies they have authorized, 
and take such steps as may be necessary to pro- 
tect their interests. j 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. 1 have another amendment to 
offer, which is to insert the word ‘ military” be- 
tween the words “any” and ‘land warrant,” in 
the twenty-third line of the first section, so that it 
will read: * 


* Provided the person so having been in service shall not 
receive said laid, or or any paart thereof, if it shall appear 
by the muster-rolls of his regiment or corps that he deserted 


| or was dishonorably discharged from service, orif he has 


! received or is entitled to any military land bounty under any 
act of Congress heretofore passed.” 

| [propose to insert the word ‘¢ military,” because 

| there are several other species of land warrants, to 

| which it is not proper that this provision should ° 
apply. : ; y i 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 

it was agreed to. 
i Mr. DAWSON. I now move to renew the 
amendment which I withdrew at the request of 
j several friends of the bill—to add, in the proper 
| place, the words, ‘legal representatives of the 
deceased.” The object of this amendment is, 
' that if the soldier has died, leaving a widow and 
children, they shail have the same rights that the 
soldier would have had if he were sull living- 

Mr. WALKER. I think the object aimed at 
by the honorable Senator from Georgia will be 
substantially accomplished by an amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, and already adopted, 
i which extends the benfits of. this bill to the 


i! widows certainly, if not to the children also. 


Mr. DAWSON. The widow, not having mar- 
, ried again, will be entitled under the bill as it now 
stands. But the object of this amendment is, to 
put this benefit upon the nature of a legal right for 


services rendered by the soldier, and that when he 
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happens to die the widow or children or legal rep- 
resentatives shall be entitled to what he would 
have been entitled to if still living. s 
` Mr. WALKER. [have only to say that that 
will give the bill much more extended operation 
than l think the House of Representatives eon- 
templated.- i 

Mr. DAWSON. I will only reply to that sug- 
gestion thatif we give the public lands for the 
pornoso of benefiting those who have fought the 
attles of our country, we ought to give them to 
all. As I have repeated twice already I believe 
upon this floor, the widow and children of the 
deceased soldier deserve, even more than the sol- 
dier himself, the protection of this Government; 
for while he is still living he has the power to pro- 
tect.and assist them himself. $ 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, F do not in- 
tend to deny the doctrine of the Senator from 
Georgia, that widows and children are more en- 
titled to these lands than the soldier, but E pre- 
sume that he does not intend to say that they are 
go entitled: because they are soldiers. Now this 
bill proposes to give land to soldiers, as a bounty 
for their services. But the Senator from Georgia 
says, why not give lands to all? Very well; 
that is my doctrine precisely. I offered an 
amendment the other day, when this bill was up 
for consideration before, imbodying that doctrine; 
but I believe’ the Senator from Georgia voted 
against that proposition. But, sir, this bill pro- 
poses to go upon the principle of giving land to 
the soldier because he is a soldier. These widows 
and children are not soldiers; and for that reason 
I am opposed to providing for them in this bill, or 
atany rate upon that pretext. If we give them 
the land at all, | propose giving it to them be- 


cause they are entitled to it as a portion of the 


people of the United States. : 

Mr. FOOTE. lam decidedly in favor of this 
amendment. [ could give reasons for it at large; 
but I will confine myself to reading a memorial 
which I have in my hand, which bears directly 
upon the point, and which I find the present, there- 
fore, the best opportunity to present. 

{Mr. F, here read the memorial referred to.] 

Such is the object of this memorial, and such are 
the reasons which I would have given for the pro- 
priety of thisamendment. As it is, 1 will make 
no speech upon the subject. 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to the amendment at 
the 19th line of the 2d section, which has already 
been acted upon by the Senate, which reads: 


“But not to her heirs, nor to. the heirs of such commis- 
sioned or non-commissioned officer, soldier, or musician.” 


I believe that is the identical proposition of the 
Senator from Georgia. If so, the Senate have al- 
ready acted upon it, and done what is equivalent 
to rejecting the amendment. It is not, Í presume, 
the intention of the friends of this bill to provide 
for a system of general land distribution, accord- 
ing to the doctrine of my friend from Wisconsin, 
{Mr. Watxer.] The purpose I understand to be 
to provide simply for those who have served their 
country in the several wars which we have had. 
Now itis proposed to give lands to,the heirs of 
those who have served in any war, without respect 
to their condition or necessities. It is not to those 
who have been made orphans by that service, but 
sirnply to’ those who can claim this distinction— 
that they are descendants, no matter how remote, 
of those who have been in the army, during any 
of these wars: This bill includes the soldiers serv- 
ing in Wayne’s army in 1795. That war was half 
a century ayo. Few who served in it still survive. 
The first generation of the descendants are now 
old:'men. ‘The second generation are also entered 
upon the stage of action in the ordinary pursuits 
of life, having in turn their own descendants. Now 
we are called upon to give land to all the descend- 
ants of those men, not because any of them have 
‘done service to the country, but simply because 
their fathers or grandfathers were engaged in that 
war. 
ant of somebody who was engaged in some of 
tiese wars. 
ate may be so descended; and if this amendment 
should be carried out in the full sense of its terms, 


it would be very nearly equivalent in effect to the | 


proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin. We 


have dealt very liberally with the revolutionary ; 


soldiers by oar pension system, but we have never 
thonght-of conferring pensions upon all their de> 


But, sir, almost everybody is the decend- | 


Probably every member of this Sen- | 


scendants, merely by way of distinction; and yet 
there is no reason why we should not do so, if this 
principle is good. 

Mr: DAWSON. There is a gréat difference 
between the Senator from Michigan and myself. 
I live in a State which was in existence during 
the revolutionary war and the war of 1812; he 
lives in one which is of a later day. The inhab- 
itants of his State are the descendants, no doubt, 
of those of the older States to a greaf extent; but 
the widows and destitute orphans of those who 
fought in those wars have nat been in a condition 
to emigrate to the West, and to secure themselves 
homes in that new and flourishing country. They 
are still found among us; they are still in want; 
and it is for their benefit that I am anxious that 
this modification of the bill should take place. 

There is also a strange discrimination made in 
the bill between widows who marry again and 
those who do- not. If they get married, | suppose 
that is to be their good fortune, and because they 
are fortunate you deprive them of their rights. 
This is unpardonable. Those who happen to be 
old and ugly, and who consequently do not get 
married, are favored. This is creating a distinc- 
tion, an aristocracy, not of youth and beauty, 
which might perhaps be tolerated, but of old age 
and ugliness, which is intolerable. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, it seems to 


j| me that the Senator from Georgia has not shown 


that tact and judgment in framing this amend- 
ment which usually distinguish him. He extends 
it to all the legal representatives. Now that will 
embrace collateral as well as lineal relatives. 
A soldier of the war of 1812, you look to see first 
if he has any children, and if he has none, then 
if he has any grandchildren; and if these are 
wanting, you go back to his parents and ascertain 
if he had brothers or sisters; and if there are none 
of these, then you go back to his grand-parents to 
find what descendants of theirs are in existence; 
and before you have done with it, you may find 
that you are rewarding,the descendant of a rank 


| Tory of the Revolution. You may in this manner 


be conferring these bounties upon a very unmeri= 
torious class of persons. Besides, sir, under the 
distribution of property which takes place by our 
laws of descent, the right to these grants would 
be split into a thousand divisions, and become 
worthless to the grantees, while they would cause 
endless vexation to the land office. Í am opposed 
to the whole thing. 1am certain that if the Sen- 
ator from Georgia had properly reflected upon his 
amendment, he would not have offered it in its 
present form. I propose before [ take my seat to 
move an amendment to the amendment, which is 
to strike out ‘‘ legal representatives’? and insert 
“ minor children.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think the fate of this meas- 
ure depends upon two contingencies. The first 
is, that the true friends of the measure sit still and 
leave its enemies to debate it. The second is, 
that every amendment now attached to the bill, 
and which has been added to it since it came from 
the House, should, when we go outof committee, 
be stricken out, and that we pass the bill just as it 
came from the House. 1 have believed ever since 
the bill was taken up in 4he Senate that the only 
hope of passing the measure at this session at all 
would flow from the course which [ have indica- 
ted. ` Entertaining that opinion, I have uniformly 


voted against every amendment which has been ; 


adopted, although there are several to which {Í 
would gladly have given my support if I had had 
my choice. I have uniformly voted against each 
amendment, and shall continue to vote against 
every amendment as it is offered, and when we 
come out of committee I shall move and advocate 
the rejecting of every amendment which has been 
attached to the bill. 

Mr. CASS. I merely rise to express my coin- 
cidence in the views expressed by the honorable 
Senator from Indiana. 1 do indeed hope that every 
friend of the bill will content himself with voting 
and not talk, and that we may at once come to a 
final vote upon the bill. The honorable Senator 
from Georgia is not actuated by any desire to pro- 
mote the bill. Do what we will for it, he will 
still vote against it. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
is mistaken, 
dren in the bill, I declare to him in good faith that 
i will vote forit : 

Mr. CASS, If F thought the bill could: pass 


The Senator from Michigan 


If he will put the women aud chil- i 


à 


soldiers of the war of 1812 in the old States than < 


there are in the new. Let: me tell him that he _ 
cannot know that. - I believe that no-State would, 
exhibit a greater proportion of these persons than 
Ohio and Kentucky. You and I, Mr. President, 
know that factor I beg pardon for saying that 
you know it, sir; you must have learned itas a 
historical fact. i : ae 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have avoided. any discus- 
sion upon this and other amendments for the rea- 
son that itis my intention when the bill comes out 
of committee to make a motion to get rid of all 
the amendments. I state this tothe friends of the 
bill. That is my object and the reason whye 
avoid discussion, e have no time for discus- 
sion. 

Mr. WALKER. If that is the object of the 
friends of this bill, let me tell them that they can- 
not pass it. i 

Mr. CASS. That settles the question. 

Mr. WALKER. Isay this with no. ill feeling 
towards the bill; but it is not just to the country, 
it is not just to ourselves, it is not just to the indi- 
viduals whom we propose to. benefit, for gentlemen 
to take the position that they will take the bill as: 
it came from the House, because they carinot pass 
it in any other form, and that they will not delib- 
erate on it as statesmen ought todo. As the bill 
came from the House, it throws into circulation a 
vast currency of land warrants or- assignats fur the 
purchase of public lands. 1 do. sincerely hope 
that the friends of the bill do not intend, when the 
bill-comes into the Senate, to strike off the amend- 
ments which the committee have reported, and 
leave these land warrants to be negotiated and pass 
into the hands of speculators, and not turn at all 
to the benefit of those contemplated in ‘the bill. 
That is what | object to. Gentlemen may suppose 
that Lam actuated by deadly enmity to this bill: 
but they are entirely mistaken. I will say to the 
special friends of this billy that if they class me’ 
among the enemies of the bill, they are mistaken. 
What I wish to avoid is, to prevent a peculiar 
species of currency from being created which will 
be especially injurious to the western States, and 
rather than see that done, | would see’the bill fail. 
‘The Senator from Michigan says “that settles it?’ 
F will tell him that if am effort is made: to'press 
this bill through without discussion, and without 
proper amendments, L will make my. words good. 
idid not mean to. say dictacorially that. my voice 
would setie it, as the Senator from Michigan in- 
tended to intimate. But, sir, | can keep on my 
feet and talk as long as any other man upon this 
floor, of my physical ability; and F wili tell the 
honorable Senator that rather than seé a rank in- 
justice done to the people, to the benefit of the 
speculator, I will exert that power. Gentlemen 
may speak as slightingly as they choose, but they 
will find, if they undertake a legislation to flood 
the country with a vicious circulation, and tò put 
the gag into our mouths, a the: halier upon our 
necks, and to drag'us into the measure, that there 
are minds that can be excited, and means that. can 
be used to defeat the intention, little as they may 
be respected. For one, sir, Lam determined to 
defend the policy which I think is right. Gentle- 
men may, for the purpose of passing an “old sol- 
diers? biil,” and for electioneering themselves into 
favor over the’ country, do an injustice ‘if they 
please; but hope that there are others who will 
not enter into the project. Í hope, sir; the amend~- 
ment which | have offered willbe adopted, and 
that it will be acceptable to the Senator from Geor- 
gia himself: that is to strike out the words “legal 
representatives,” and insert “ minor children.”* 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 only want to say one word. 

Mr. CASS. itis only one word that I wantto 
say. {Laughter.] E want to say simply that the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin has shown a 
wonderful degreé of zeal, which, so far as respects 
me, was, | think, quite unnecessary. He said 
that this bill, should not pass; and 1 said: that 
setiles it: i 

Mr. WALKER. 
it was said. 

Mr. CASS. 


It was the’ manner in which 


Ido not know bow that is. - Tt is 


|-a-very. strange thing for any gentleman to get up 


here and tell the Senatethat a bill shall not pass. 
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I did not suppose that he seriously- meant. to 
threaten the Senate. I did not believé-that the 
- honorable Senator meant exactly:what he said. I | 
supposed it was one of those.sudden and - ill-con- 
sidered expressions which we are all liable to make 
when under ¢xcitement; and I merely said in re- 
ply, that settles it. FE 

Now, Mr. President, with respect to what any 
gentleman may say about our stopping discussion, 


and all that: Stopping discussion—of what? Every | 


member upon this foor understands just as well 2g 
the Senator from Wisconsin—just as well as I do— 
the whole merits of the subject; and every one 
who chooses to do so, will make a speech upon it. į 
Thave had too much experience upon the subject 
to doubt that. I have ‘not even any doubt that 
the gentleman can, if he will, prevent our action 
upon the bill by talking it down; and if he does, I 
cannot help it; but i will ask whether he would 
consider it a matter of justice or of expediency to 
embarrass, in that manner, the wishes of the ma- 
jority of the Senate? Many of these amendments 
may be good in themselves; and if gentlemen will 
bring in a separate measure to secure the objects 
which they aim at, I will, if my judgment ap- 
proves it, vote for it; but I do not want to overload 
this bill in such a manner as to fail of final action 
upon it at this session. But, sir, the object is not 
to amend the bill. 
sions made by some, they are still opposed to the 
bill, and desire to kill it; and I concur with the 
honorable Senator from Indiana, that by putting 
amendments upon this bill we shall be very likely 
to kill it, and I hope the friends of the bill will | 
dispense with them. | 

As respects what the honorable Senator says 
about the “ old soldiers’ bill,” I confess, sir, that | 
Tam in favor of the old soldier. My sympathies | 
are with him. My recollections are with him, and 
my sense of justice is with him. I am exceed- 
ingly anxious to pass the bill, and I trust the Sen- 
ate will pass it, and take it as we can get it with. 
out amendment. 


i 

a $ | 
Notwithstanding the preten- j 
| 

H 
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constituents.. I believe, from all the indications 
which I have received, that it is among the most 


even say with my friend from Georgia, that if it 
can be amenied J will vote for it. I intend to vote 
for it in either event. But, sir, am very anxious 
to amend it. I would rather postpone it until the 
next session, and have it passed with appropriate 
modifications, than pass it now ag itis; because 


men's to this bill now, while we have it before us, 
it is very doubtful whether we shall ever pass 
another bill to make the necessary rectifications, 
and there are certain modifications which I feel 
extremely anxious to see made. For example, I 
am anxious to have retained the amendment which 
I offered, and which was adopted the other day, 
to provide for those who were kept by the Indians 
—some eight, ten, twelve, and some ag many as 
twenty-four months. 

Now, sir, let me give you another case. I 
know some of these men who were under arms in 
these wars, and I knew some who are dead, 


f—some of them minor children, and poor. Now, 
| Mr. President, I wish you to fancy the scene 

which will take place on my return home, be- 

tween me and these widows and children, if this 

bill ia passed without amendment. They will say 
sto me: © So, [ understand, you have passed an 
army bill—an old soldiers’ bill. Do [ get the 
share which my husband or my father would have 
been entitled to if he had lived? Is it coming to 
me or to my children?” I shall have to answer, 
s No.” « Why not?” will be the inquiry. ‘Did 


true, before the passage of this bill; but why make 
the distinction??? I must say to the poor widow, 
great deal by his death. You lost a support for 
yourself and your infant children, and the Gov- 
ernment, in distributing its bounty, forgot your 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I had no idea, | 
sir, that my friend from Michigan would find him- | 
self so unequally yoked on the other side of the | 
Chamber, that he would take me up along with | 
the Senator from Wisconsin, in order to show 
how handsomely he could manage both of us. | 
{Laughter.] He says that notwithstanding the | 
pretensions made by some, they are stili opposed 
to the bill. 
Senator if he alluded to me in that statement. 

Mr. CASS. I did. What 1 meant was this: Ij 
have no doubt that the honorable gentleman, after | 
what he has said, will vote for the bill, if the wid- 
ows and children are included; but I have no 
doubt, on the other hand, that he would rather the ! 
bill should not pass at all. 

Mr. DAWSON. That isa very strong argu- 
ment in favor of the measure which I propose. I 
very candidly stated to the honorable Senator that. 
if this amendment were adopted I would vote for 
the measure. ‘Ihe authority to inquire whether 
I would do so or not is not, I believe, a parliament- 
ary right; but out of courtesy to the honorable 
Senator I replied to his question. T'he honorable 
Senator, after receiving that answét, has not acted | 


quite so courteously towards me as Í supposed he |! 


would have done, when he talks of my preten- 
sions. i 
country, in order that there may be no misunder- | 
standing upon the subject, that the idea which I 

threw out the other day is not without force—that | 
those who are living have gratitude and votes to | 
give, while those who are dead have not. If this | 
bill is passed without the amendment which [ have 

offered, it will be a violation, in my judgment, of 

the rights of the deceased soldier; and | do not | 
believe it will receive the approbation of the people | 


of this country. mn. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I wish 
to make some remarks upon this subject. This 
bill is a testimony of gratitude—is a bounty. It} 
is not the performance of a past contract, although | 
it results from gratitude for past services. Now, | 
sir, I believe the bill is very popular among my 
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I desire to know of the honorable || 


I will state to him, however, and to the | 


condition, passed by you, and rewarded those only 
who were living.”? Who does not pefceive, sir, 


most trying and unpleasant condition? l confess, 
sir, that 1 cannot consent to let this description of 
persons pass unprovided for in this bill, whea 
they have the. same claims upon our consideration 
that the surviving soldiers have. 
letting the biil lie over for two months; and Í pro- 
test against the efforts to get the bill through in 
any shape, under the pretext that, unless we do 
so, it may fail. 


not provided for inthis. Now, having made these 
remarks, I confess that I would prefer modifying 
the ameadment of the Senator from Georgia, so 
as to provide for widows, if there be any, and, if 
there be no widow, then for the infant children. 
But if there be neither widow nor infant children, 
l am pot for extending the provision to collaterals. 
{ am in favor of limiting it to widows and minor 
children. 


lows: 

« Section 1, line 3, insert after word ‘survivors,’ the fol- 
lowing: ‘or the widow or minor children of deceased.’ ” 

Mr. FOOTE. 1 simply rise to beseech Senators 
to let this discussion stop. We havea large num- 
ber of important measures to be adopted between 
now and the close of the session, and we have 
only two or three days within which to transact a 
great deal of business vital to the welfare and pros- 
perity of the country. It is absolutely certain that 
if we consume 30 much time in debate, as gentle- 
men seem inclined to do, we shall be most griev- 
ously disappointed. Iam as fond of speaking as 
any man in this body, and upon suitable occasions, 
when we have time, I have been very much in the 
habit of speaking ad libitum. But Ido think that 
at the present time’ it is most objectionable and 
most censurable for gentlemen to waste the public 
time and money by making long speeches here 
upon every measure beforeus. For my part, fond 
as I am of speaking, I have been habitually silent 


popular measures before thi body. 1 will not, 


Í believe, sir, that if you refuse to make the amend- | 


leaving widows and children in my neighborhood | 


he not serve as long and as faithfully as those | 
whom you have provided for? He died, it is | 


“ It is true, your husband is dead, and you lost a} 


that I should be placed, at such an interview, in a | 


I would prefer | 


I have no faith in what is said. 
il about providing by another bill for those who are 


Mr. DAWSON accepted the amendment, as fol- į 


New Srryas.... No. 


fora week or ten days past, and shall be soto the 
end of the session, - 

The question being taken upon the amendment; 
it was agreed to. _ 

Mr. PEARCE moved to add to section one 
following: 

“And that any officer, private, or musician, whether of 
regulars, volunteers, or militia, who has actually been under 
üre in any engagement with the enemy, shalt be entitled to 
one hundred and sixty acres of land.” 

Mr. P. said: Mr. President, I will not detain the 
Senate by stating all the considerations which have 
induced me to offer this amendment, but I will state 
a few reasons. The bill provides for giving boun- 


+ 
the 


| ties to those who have served in the army, with- 


out reference to the character of the service they 
have undergone. I think that those services best 
entitled to reward are those which have been most 
useful to the country and most dangerous to the 
individual. You give a large amount of publie 
lands to a soldier who has served, although he 
may have been in the garrison every day for 
twelve months—although he may not have smelt 
gunpowder, or been within reach of the longest 
cannon-shot during the whole time; but you ex- 
clude, by the provisions of your bill, from all par- 
ticipation in the bounty, those men who have 
fought, and bled, and almost died, in the service 
of the country. We know very well that some of 
the most brilliant achievements of the last war 
have been performed by men who were not regu- 
larly enlisted, or called out as volunteers for even 
three months. Some of the most brilliant achieve- 
ments have been performed by men called out on 
the spur of the occasion to resist sudden inva- 
sions, in which they have distinguished themselves 
by repelling the enemy, and in fact covered them- 
selvesgas the Spanish Americans say, “ with im- 
perishable glory’’—by men, each one of whom 
was as full of courage as the oldest officer in the 
army, and as full of patriotism as the oldest Sena- 
tor of this body, which is the strongest figure I 
can use. But I will pursue this no further than 
to say, that if we are to give the bounty to any- 
body, we ought to give it to the men who stood 
ander fire in the times .that tried men’s souls, 
rather than to those who have wasted their time 
in the holiday exercises of the garrison, 

Mr. BALDWIN. Irise to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the honorable Senator, by 
inserting after “ musician” the words, “or any 
naval officer, seaman? or marine.” 

Mr. PEARCE accepted the modification, and 
the amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER moved to strike out from the 
third section, fifth line, the words “‘ or certificate of 
entry on such warrant or certificate,” so as to 
read: 

“ That all sales, mortgages, letters of attorney, or other 
instruments of writing, going to affect the title or claim 
to any warrant or certificate herein before provided for, 
nade or executed prior to the issue of the patent, shall be 
null and void.” 

Mr. W. said: To explain my desire and mean- 
ing in this respect, | will state that this warrant, 
when issued, goes into the hands of the soldier 
himself, but may also be delivered to anybody 
who takes to the office a certificate of entry made 
upon it. He carries it immediately back to the 
soldier, who makes his assignment, his transfer; 
so that in fact the negotiable feature of the war- 
rants will be left, unless these words are stricken . 
out. What i wish to get at is, that any transfer 
shall be null and void prior to the issue of the 
patent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendment being proposed; the bill 
was repqrted to the Senate, 

Mr. SHIELDS. Nothing will provoke me into 
a discussion now, at this stage of the session, on 
this bill. [simply want to say that some Of the 
amendments are inconsistent with others, or with 
portions of the bill, and that, if the bill passes in its 


| present shape, no man can either calculate its 


effect, ar the quantity of the land. which will be 
required under it. I repéat-again that I will call 
on the friends of the bill in the Senate to get rid of 
all the amendments, and to pass'the bill as it came 
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from the House. As the bill came from the House 
of Representatives, it wag comparatively reason- 
able; as it stands now, I confess | cannot under- 
stand it myself. I hope the question will be taken 
upon all the amendments together. 

The PRESIDENT. That ean only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ifany one wishes to reserve 
an amendment, [hope he will designate it and re- 
senye it. Lsuggest this merely for the purpose of 
saving time. : 

Mr. HALE. I wish to reserve the amendment 
relating to granting lands to sailors. I do not 
want that mixed up with anything else. 

Mr. DAWSON. The right of the widows and 
children I wish to have acted upon separately. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not intend to detain the Sen- 
ate; but I desire to say that if we had time to ac- 
complish the object and pass these amendments, 
though 1 do not believe we have, I would vote for 
all those sought to be reserved. It seems to be the 
opinion of those who have charge of the bill that 
we cannot pass the bill at all, if any amendments 

` are retained. .{n the shape in which it came from 
the House of Representatives, L am in favor of it. 
I am also in favor of these amendments, but they 
are of such a character that they can well be the 
subject of legislation hereafter. It is not more than 
sixty or seventy days before Congress meets again. 
‘Who is there that would vote against widows and 
children ?. i i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, (in his seat.) What 
can you do for them? 

Mr. RUSK. We can put them in a-separate 
bill at the next session of Congress; and they can 
go over to the next session just as well as hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. BADGER, (in bis seat.) Why cannot the 
men go over as well as the women and children? 

Mr. RUSK. There is just this difference: If 
oe these amendments now, they defeat the 

il. But if you pass the bill as it came from the 
House, you guaranty the passage of the other bill 
at the next session of Congress. With thig view, 
I shall vote against all the amendments. 

Mr. HALE. J do not mean to make a speech. 
I will limit myself to three or at any rate to five 
minutes. I do protest with ail earnestness against 
this principle, if these amendments are right. If 
itsbe right to give the land to the soldiers, the 
widows, and the orphans, why shall the sailors, the 
widows, and the orphans who cannot go to the bal- 
lot-box be postponed fora living soldier that can? I 
do not see any reason, sir. There is no reason. 
If the thing is just, let us do it; if it is unjust, let 
us refuse to do it. The men can wait as well as 
the women; the men can wait as well as the chil- 
dren. Who would refuse to do justice, from fear 
that if we do justice we shall be defeated in the 
other House? i have conversed with one or two 


gentlemen who take an interest in this matter, and | 


who belong to the other House, and they tell me 
that the amendment for the sailors will not defeat 
the bill; that it will help it, The question will be, 
whether you will allow the House to concur with 
this amendment. If they do concur, it is all very 
well, and the bill may be passed without any ob- 
jection in the House. 
will send the bill back to see if we will insist upon 
it. I hope that every one who considers the amend 
ment right will stand by it, now and forever 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have been a 
little surprised at the argument made sometimes in 
debate that amendments should be rejected, and 
that provisions should be contended for, because 
they increase the popular feeling. There is noth- 
ing init. It is perfectly unféunded. ‘The soldier 
has no more a vote than the sailor. The soldier 
must leave the service before he can vote; and 
when the sailor leaves the sea he can vote. And 


still more is it unfounded in relation to the widows ! 


of soldiers. The bill as it stands provides for the 
widow and orphans of the soldier; and the right 
would only be lost when the widow dies. Now, 
Task, who is it that is seeking votes?—those who 
strive to extend the right afier the widow has be- 
come the wife of a living man, or those who seek 
to confine it to the ‘widow when she has no husband 
and no votes? [| repel the insinuation. It lies on 
the other side altogether. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam surprised at the re- 
marks of my friend over the way. There are nine 
persons out of ten that will receive the benefits of 
‘this bill that are at home by their own ‘firesides, 


If they non-concur, they | 


= 


‘by striking out the word ‘ minor’? before ‘ chil- 


| should go -back, it may as well go back in any 


“shall vote for them all if presented together. 


and have been for ten or twenty years. They | 
have been soldiers, and they are now a voting pop- 
ulation. There can be no mistake about this. 
The sailor on board his ship at sea and the soldier 
in his camp upon the frontier are not voters while 
they are in actual service. But, whether soldier 
or sailor, if he has received his discharge and gone 
into private life, he is provided for in this bill, and 
he isa voter. They are at home. Ninety-nine 
hundredths of all the volunteers both in the war of 
1812 and in the Mexican war, as well as in the In- 
dian wars, are now at home. My friend has not 
examined these matters as I have done. The po- 
sition is true as regards thesailor and soldier when 
in actual service, but a tithe provided for in this 
bill are not in actual service. ` 

The first amendment, accepted by Mr. Dawson, 
was stated as follows: 

“Section 1; line 3, insert, afier the word ‘surviving,’ the 
following: ¢ or the widow or minor children of deceased.’ ” 


Mr. TURNEY moved to amend the amendment 


dren.” 

The question being taken, upon the division 
the amendment was rejecled—ayes 12, noes not 
counted, : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded the yeas and | 
nays upon the question of concurrence with the 
amendment accepted by Mr. Dawson; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien,” 
Butler, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Downs, Foote, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, 
Mason, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Spruance, | 
Surgeon, Torney, Underwood, Wales, Walker, Winthrop, 
and Yulee—34. a 

NAYS—Moessrs. Atchison, Bright, Cass, Dodge of Iowa, 
Ewing, Feich, Frémont, Jones, Rusk, Shields, Smith, and 
Whitcomnb—l2. i 

So the améndment was concurred in. | 

Mr. CASS suggested that the amendments be 
allowed to go without opposition. This vote had 
decided their fate. . 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have no objection. I am 
villing that the vote should be taken upon them 
all. 

Mr. WALKER. Ican assure my friend that 
this bill will get seven votes in the House which it 
would have lost if that amendment had not been | 
concurred in. i 

Mr. HALE. 1 want the sailor voted upon sep- 


arately. Ido not want him to be mixed up with 
anything else. 
Mr. EWING. I wish to say that I should have 


voted for the last amendment, but for the reason 
that a single amendment would send the bill to the 
other House; but as it is now necessary that it 


form as with but one amendment. As it is now, 
I am content that all the amendments should be 
voted in which were adopted in committee, I 
Let 


us waste no time upon them. 

Mr. BRIGHT. To prevent the vote I have 
given from being misunderstood, I wish to say |j 
that [am in favor of the principle involved in that 
amendment. I wished no amendment to be made | 
to the bill, or | should have voted for that amend- 
ment. I am willing now to vote for the amend- 
ments, one after another, or all together. Itis im- 
material. 

Mr. HALE. I am going to suggest that the 
most effectual way to show a man’s friendship for 


! a measure to vote for it 


| principle in a different shape. 


“Mr. PEARCE asked to have his amendment 
excepted. 90 © ae a bane 
My. SEWARD: requested that his own should 

also be excepted. ; ; 

After a few moments consultation, all the reser= 
vations were waived. : ` TRN 

Mr. BRIGHT: ‘Soon after Thad made the rez 
marks | made a few: moments since; the Senator 
from New Hampshire {Mr. Haue}-stated thatthe: 
proper way was fora Senator who wagin favoriof . 

i v s and not to offer apologies. 
for voting against it. eS 
_ Mr. HALE, (interposing.) Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, | said no such thing at all—nothing like it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from- New 
Hampshire must not interrupt the speaker: : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to hear an explanation, 
if the Senator desires to offer one. : 

Mr. HALE. I said that when f wished to show 
-my friendship for a measure, I voted for it, and 
that one vote was worth half a dozen speeches, - 

Mr. BRIGHT. ft was intended, of course, as 
an indirect lecture to those of us who voted against 
the amendment, although we were in favor of the 
It either. meant 
that, or it meant nothing. I concur in the view-of 
the gentleman, and only regret that that Senator, 
this session, has made common war upon every. 
principle that looked to a general adjustment ‘of . 
the unfortunate questions which disturbed andagi- 
tated the country, and when the voting was to be. 
done left for his home, and left the residue to settle 
the question. - o . 

Mr. HALE. I wish to state that I staid here 
until every question was. settled, but the fugitives 
slave bill, and: recorded my’ name upon. all the 
measures, y ee 

The question being then taken, the amendments 
of the committee were concurred in. 

Mr. MASON. [ am.obliged now, sir, to offer 
the amendment which was rejected in committee 
by a small minority of the Senate, in relation to 
the military land warrants of Virginia. The ques- 
tion was then discussed and its merits understood; 
and from the tenor of the debate Lunderstand that 
the greatest objection made to it was from the fear 
that it would kill the bill to incumber it with any 
amendments. Since then I have been gratified by 
receiving the assurance of the Senator from Mich- 
igan, (Mr. Cass,] and I believe“also of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Sure.ps,} the chief patrons of = 
the bill, that if any amendments were. adopted to 
the bill, they should allow this to be adopted, so 
far as they were concerned. : I offer the amend- 
ment now inthe Senate. It comes in aë an addi: 
tional section. f f : 

The amendment. was read, as follows: 

“Sec. — And be it further enacted, That all unsatisfied 
outstanding land warrants which have been heretofore 
issued, such as may issue on claims allowed before the 
passage of this act, and the residue of all such warrants ag 
have been partly satisfied under the provisions of the sec- 
ond section of an act appropriating for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government, passed third Mareh, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-five, and have been issued. by 
the State of Virginia, unger the taws thereof, for services 
performed in the war of the Revolution, may be surrendered 
to the Secretary of the Interior within two years from. the 
passage of this act; and it shall be the duty of said Secre- 
tary to issue thereupon to the owners of such warrants 
scrip at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre for each acre called for by said warrant; which scrip 
shail he receivable in payment for any lands subject to sale 
at private entry in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Hlincis, 
Michigan, and: Wisconsin, and shall, moreover, be assign- 
abie by endorsement, attested by two witnesses. Ia issu- 
ing said scrip, the said Secretary is authorized, where there 


a measure is to vote for it. One vote is worth half | 
a dozen speeches. If Iam in favor of a measure, | 
I vote for it. Votes are worth something, while |; 
speeches cost but very little. I hope those who 
are in favor of the amendments will vote for them 
and stick to them. 

Mr. RUSK. I will make no apology for giving 
the vote which IT gave. Iam not alarmed at the 
annunciation of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. So far as {am known, everybody knows | 
that I am favor of the women and children a 
much as the men. [Laughter] g 

Mr. BENTON. 1 voted in favor of concurrence 
without suspecting that there would be such a con- | 
sequence attached to it. I therefore move a recon- | 
sideration; and I shall vote against it in that point ii 
of view. : 4 

The question being taken, the Senate refused to |; 
reconsider. f 

Thequestion was then stated upon all theamend- | 
ments, excepting that reserved by Mr. Harz. ~ 


of the femme, may receive and dispose of the:same.”? -> 
Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas‘and nays 
upon the amendment, remarking that it proposed 
to establish paper currency. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
Mr. BALDWIN.: Mr. President, when this 


thorized’a bill to be reported to the Senate, to pro- 
vide fot the satisfaction of all these. warrants which 
were issued prior to the year 1792; but they were 
opposed to making any-provision-for warrants is- 
sued subsequently to that time: In my opinion, 
the decision of the committee was correct. The 
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State of Virginia, during the revolutionary war, 
raised troops on her quota of the Continental line; 
she also raised troops on what was called her State 
line; and she promised bounties for those who 
served not Jess than three years or to the end-.of 
the war, in the following ratios: To major gener- 
als, fifteen thousand acres of land; to brigadier 
generals, ten thousand acres; to colonels, six thou- 
sand six hundred and sixty-six acres; to lieutenant 
colonels, six thousand acres;-to majors, five thou- 
sand three hundred and thirty-three acres; to cap- 
tains, four thousand acres; to subalterns, two 
thousand six hundred and sixty-six acres; to non- 
commissioned officers, two hundred acres; and to 
privates, ane hundred acres, with an addition of 
one-sixth more if they continued in service for a 
period of six years. To pay these bounties, the 
State of Virginia set apart in her territory, after- 
wars ceded to the State of Kentucky, nine million 
seven hundred and twenty eight thousand acres; 
and to satisfy any deficiency that might occur, she 
reserved, in her deed of cession of the Northwest- 
ern Territory, three million seven hundred and four 
thousand four hundred and eighty-four acres in 
the State of Ohio, between the Little Miami and 
Scioto rivers, for bounties to her troops of the 
Continental line. In 1792, Virginia abandoned to 
the State of Kentucky the land which she had 
thus set apart within the limits of that State for the 
payment of these bounties. The quantity of land 
given up to Kentucky at that time amounted to 
about eight millions of acres. Afterwards, when 
the Ohio reservation was exhausted, Virginia ap- 
plied to Congress for means to supply the de- 
ficiency still remaining, and Congress has. since 
appropriated for that purpose scrip for. land to the 
amount of four hundred and sixty-four thousand 
acres; and I am not sure that there may not have 
been an additional grant since to the amount stated 
in this estimate. If not, however, it makes the 
whole quantity that has been set apart by the State 
of Virginia and by the United States, from which 
these bounties, might have been satisfied, fourteen 
million eight hundred and ninety-two thousand 
eight hundred and forty acres. ‘The quantity act- 
ually taken up in the State of Kentucky for war- 
rants granted to troops of the State line is, in round 
numbers, one million of acres, and for those granted 
to troops of the Continental line, seven hundred 
and twenty-four thousand acres. In Ohio there 
have been appropriated for the payment of the 
bounty to the Virginia troops of the Continental 
line, three million four hundred and ninety-five 
thousand acres. Add to this one million four hun- |; 
dred and sixty thousand acres for the land scrip | 
issued prior to the year 1842, and it makes the 

whole amount that has been disposed of for these 

bounties offered by the State of Virginia to her 

troops of the revolutionary war, six million six 

hundred and seventy-nine thousand acres. By 

the act of Congress of July 7, 1838, time was |; 
given until August, 1840, to locate such of those 
warrants as had not then been already located. 
‘This act contained a proviso that no patent should 
be issued for a greater quantity of land than the 
rank of the officer might entitle him to, and that it 
should not be issued unless satisfactory evidence 
was furnished to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the services had been rendered. Thatclause, 
however, was repealed by the act of March 3, | 
1839. The State of Virginia, by her local officers | 
intrusted with the performance of this duty, has 
gone on from that time to the present issuing these 
warrants upon evidence of a very, loose character, 


| of some members of this bod 


and entirely different from that which was spe- 
cifically provided for in her own act, under which 
the legislation of Congress took place prior to the |; 
year 1792. It was ascertained by a committee || 
which gave to this matter a most thorough exami- 
nation about the year 1842, of which I believe the 
Hon. Hiland fiall, of Vermont, was chairman, 
that there had then been issued warrants toa much 
larger amount than that to which the persons to 
whom they were rightfully due could, by any pos- 
sibility, be entitled. It was ascertained by an ex- 
amination of the army rolls that there could not 
have been more than four hundred and twenty of- 
ficers in the State of Virginia who were entitled to 
this bounty; whereas warrants had been actually 
allowed, at that time, to the number of one thou- 
sand and thirty. There has been.a system of op- 
erations going on in the State of. Virginia, -or at 
least there had been prior to the time of this ex- 
amination, for a series of years, through the agency 


; be done at the present time. 


of individuals who engaged in it as a speculation, 
by which, in my judgment, the most enormous 
frauds have been perpetrated ‘upon this Govern- 
ment. By these operations warrants to a very 
large amount have been obtained in Virginia upon 
very slight evidence; and in pursuance of the then 
existing laws they were recognized as being ob- 
ligatory upon the Government of the United States, 
and were exchanged, in pursuance of the acts to 


which [ have alluded, for United States land scrip. 


Sir, I believe it is time that we should stop. I be- 
lieve that if there are warrants still outstanding, 
which have been granted after the abundant op- 
portunities given by the United States for their 
Presentation, they ought no longer to be regarded 
as obligatory on this Government. The Govern- 
ment of the United States have, from time to time, 
as the statutes of limitation expired, extended them, 
until we have now arrived ata period of nearly 
seventy years from the time these services were 
rendered; and it is quite time, in my judgment, 
that we should stop the recognition of these war- 
rants, which have thus been issued to such an 
enormous extent. The committee were willing 


that provision should be made for any warrants | 


that had been issued prior to the year 1792, when 
the eight millions of acres lying in Kentucky were 


abandoned to that State, because prior to that time | 


there was no evidence of, and probably little or no 
opportunity for the commission of frauds; but 


since that time the transactions have been such as | 


to induce the Committee of Claims to recommend 
that Congress should maké no further provision 
for those that have been subsequently issued. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, 1 rise |} 


for the purpose of making an appeal to my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] to withdraw his amend- 
ment, because it is very manifest, from the remark 


S 


of the gentleman before me, [Mr. BaLpwis,] who | 


has just taken his seat, that if this amendment 
should be adopted here and señńt to the House of 
Representatives, it will in all probability excite 
discussion in that body, and thus injuriously affect 
the bill. It was the subject of considerable discus- 
sion before the committee to which my friend re- 
fers. That committee were divided in opinion 
respecting it. The majority, as | stated the other 
day, were opposed to the proposition, and my 
friend’s speech contains their views upon the sub- 
ject. Now, if we amend the bill by adopting this 
proposition; of which I am in favor, and it goes to 
the House, there will be in all probability a dis- 
cussion excited by it; and as the time of the ses- 
sion is now so near expired that there is no pos- 
sible chance to deliberate upon the subject, the 
consequence may be that the House will reject en 
masse all the amendments made by the Senate, and 
send the bill back to us in its original form; and 
the question then will be whether we shall insist 
on all the amendments or only a part of them. 
And, I am not sure that it may not be the policy 
y to produce this very 
result. lt may be their policy to load down the 
bill with amendments, in the hope that the House 
will reject them en masse, and that the biil will 
come back to us in the form in which it originally 
passed the House. This course may be pursued 
as a legislative expedient; but if it is, I hope it will 
not prevail. I am sincere in voting for the amend- 
ments we have already made, and l think the 
House will be struck with the propriety of them 
as soon as their character and objects are known; 
but I am very certain that if this amendment offered 
by my friend from Virginia (Mr. Mason] should 
go to the House, it will produce an almost instan- 
taneous opposition, But I hope, for the sake of 
saving the other amendments, and preventing the 
consequences to which I have alluded, that this 
amendment may be withdrawn. 
suy to the Senator from Virginia that the bill on 
this subject already reported at this session, and 
which will lie over to the next session, occupies a 
pretty prominent place upon the calendar; and 4 
propose to bring it up as soon as we meet two 


: months hence, or at the earliest opportunity after- 


wards. This will give us time to enter fully into 


: the discussion of the question, and the whole mat- 


ter can be disposed of deliberately, which cannot 
I think, therefore, 
that we had better resist this amendment, unless 
the policy be to so load down the bill with amend- 
ments that the Elouse may reject them all, and 


| send us back a bill which will be just as odious as 


when it first reached us. I think that if my friend 


Now, I would | 


i persists in offering this amendment, it will.so in- 
cumber the bill as to produce the results that [ 

|, have predicted. It seems to me that the best pol- 
| ley will be to withdraw this amendment now, and 

j let the bill I have alluded to be brought up at:ati 
| early period of the next session, when’ there will 
| be time to consider this subject in all its bearings 
i and dispose of it in a deliberate manner. I hope 
this course will be taken. If it ig not, I shall feel: 
! myself constrained to vote against the amendment, 
i| although I favored it the other day, when I thought 

there was a prospect of having it attached to the 

| bill without producing the consequences which I 
now fear will result from its adoption. 
| Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there is a very 

i wise Spanish maxim, which is often heard and 
which I have frequently seen illustrated. It runs. 
i thus: “ God protect me from my friends, and I 
: will endeavor to take care of my enemies.” Now, 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Un- 
| DERWOOD] avows himself a friend of this amend- 
; ment, and yet declares that he shall feel himself 

| constrained to vote against it. With all the re- 
spect. which I certainly entertain for the honorable 
Senator—and I have unbounded respect for the in- 
| tegrity of his mind—yet in this instance I must 
be permitted to distrust the correctness of his judg- 
ment. And the honorable Senator from Ilinois, 
[Mr. SnieLps,] and the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] who appear to take the 
| guardianship of this bill, must both feel themselves 
i bound to vote against it, however ‘much it may 
meet their approbation. To the honorable Sena- 
| tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Unverwoop,} who was 
friendly to this amendment, but opposes it now 
i because he believes it will defeat the bill, I must 
ii repeat that although I have great respect for his 
i| integrity, yet I must distrust his judgment, and L 
| 
| 


cannot accede to the wish he has expressed that I 
should withdraw the amendment. l 


I suppose the Senator refers to 
a report made in the other House by Mr. Hall, of 
! Vermont. I ask the Senator if he has ever read 
| the very just and overwhelming rebuke which was 
| made to that report in 1844 by the honorable Mr, 
| Hubard, a distinguished member from my own 
| State, and in which every position of Mr. Hall 
| was completely overthrown. Sir, Mr. Hall as- 
| sumed that there were some four hundred officers 
i entitled to this bounty, butit has since been shown, 
i| and it now stands upon the records of the other 
|| House, that upwards of one thousand were justly 
ji entided to it; and yet, after all this having been 
|| shown, the honorable Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Barpwin] brings up the statement of Mr. 
‘| Hall, for the purpose of throwing doubt and sus- 
|| picion upon the validity of these claims. The re- 
ʻi buke that was given to these misstatements, at a 
|| subsequent session of Congress, in 1844; ought to 
i have put them at rest, inasmuch as it was shown 
in the report of Mr. Hubard that the correct 
|; number of officers to whom bounties were due was 
|, one thousand and eighty-five. The reason why 


| Mr, Hali fixed the number at about four hundred 
j was, because he commenced his computation in 
| the year 1778, which was nearly four years after 
| the commencement of the revolutionary war and 
ii he made no allowance whatever for officers that 
+ had been killed or disabled in service, and whose 
i; names did not appear on the muster-roll at the end 
of the war. ; 

4 Again: the honorable gentleman says that the 
| State of Virginia offered immense bounties—ten 
thousand acres to a commander-in-chief, and so 
. on down to subordinates, Well, sir, she did offer 
"very large military bounties to those who would 
`| engage in the services of the Revolution, and to this 
i day she receives the applause of her own citizens 
‘| and of the whole country for having done it. At 
| that time Virginia owned the whole western coun- 
'| try; and, to bring out the strength and military 
i talent of the country, she offered these immense 
| bounties, being more than ten thousand acres, to 
Some of her officers, and so on by graduation down 
to the subordinates, Her troéps were not paid 
this bounty by the confederation or associated 
| provinces, but they were paid it out of her own 
property. She gave them that bounty out of her 


i 
if 


rh 
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u 


2004 


own land. But how did the State which the hon- 
orable Senator [Mr. Banpwin} represents act in 
these matters? After the close of the war, in or- 
der to heal dissensions and provide a fund for the 
Federal Government, all the States were called 
upon to make cessions of these unappropriated 
Jands In response to that call the State of Vir- 
ginia gave up thë whole at once. Like the poor 
old Lear, in whose character the poet has beauti- 
fally depicted principles that belong to th 
human family, she gave up the whole. She re- 
served only a given quantity to satisfy her military 
bounties, and to make indemnity for the expenses 
of the war. 
resented by the honorable gentleman over the way 
[Mr. Batpwin] do, when she made a cession of 
land in response to the same call? Sir, in that ces- 
gion she reserved all the territory lying between 
the 41st and 42d degrees of north latitude, and 
west of the western line of Pennsylvania, to the 
amount of three million six hundred and sixty-six 
thousand acres; and that, tov, for private purposes. 
She withheld it from- the general fund, in order that 


she might be enriched; and from that territory the | 


State of Connecticut hasderived in money upwards 
of $2,000,000. Yet, after all this, the State of Vir- 
gina is to be rebuked by the representative of that 
State for having made large appropriations of mil- 
itary bounty land to her officers ! Sir, I feelstrongly 


when a rebuke comes from any quarter respecting | 


the conduct of Virginia in regard to the revolu- 
tionary war; but I feel something like indignation 
when it comes from that quarter. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, 1 beg the 
Senator from Missouri to indulge me'a moment, 
to reply to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Senator will make a 
motion to lay the whole subject on the table, | will 
give way. 

Mr. BA 


refer, disparagingly, to the conduct of the State of 
Connecticut in reserving from her cession a portion 
of her public domain. I can inform that Senator, 
sir, that Connecticut, small as she is in territory, 
small as she was in population when compared 
with the State of Virginia, had more troops in the 
field during the revolutionary war than the great 
State of Virginia. 

Mr, CASS. Lrise to a question of order. I 
want to know if at this stage of the session it is 
proper and right to fight over again the battles of 

-the revolutionary war? ` 

Several Senators. Let him goon. Goon. 

Mr. BALDWIN. ‘This was stated by Chief 
Justice Ellsworth, one of the delegates from Con- 
necticut in the Convention which formed the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and no delegate from 
Virginia—though Mr. Madison was present, and 
participated in: the debate—ventured to deny it. 
And yet the Senator from Virginia says he looks 
almost with indignation upon the State of Connec- 
ticut, because one of her Senators, in the perform- 
ance of a duty imposed upon him as a member of 
one of the committees of this body, has thought 
proper to rebuke the frauds which have been com- 
mitted by individuals in the State which that Sen- 
ator has the honor to represent. Sir, Virginia is 
a noble State; I inpute nothing dishonorable to 
her. But, inasmuch as I have deemed it my duty 
to rebuke these frauds, the Senator alludes in 
terms of disparagement to the State which gave 
me birth, and which I have the honor to represent; 


because with all her revolutionary claims she | 


thought proper, in ceding her western domain, to 
-reserve a comparatively small portion of it for the 
purposes of popular education. Sir, this reserva- 
tion was not made for any mere private objects; it 
was not made to aid her in the discharge of her 
revolutionary responsibilities, or the payment of 
her civil-listexpenditures, but for the noble purpose 
of providing for the education of every child with- 
in her limits, and of peopling as well the magnifi- 
cent territory which she ceded as that which she 
reserved, with an educated, enlightened, and enter- 
prising population. 

it was by this reservation that we laid the foun- 
dation of that munificent -school-fund which ena- 


bled those who taok-the census in that State in | 


1840 to return that they found in the whole State 
of Connecticut but five hundred and. twenty-six 
persons of adult age who were not able to read 
and write, and these are believed to have been 


e whole | 


And what did the State which is rep- | 


LDWIN assented, and continued: Sir, | 
the Senator from Virginia bas thought proper to || 


z 


i which she reserved, the title of Virginia to the ter- 


: for ail the services which are claimed to have been 


| Virginia was entitled to the fruits of the conquest, 


ithe table. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


chiefly foreigners. Can the Senator from Virginia. 
say as much for his State, and appeal to the. re- 
turns of the census to confirm him ? 

But, sir, it seems that the State of Virginia, in 
order to induce her citizens to share in the perils, 
the dangers, and the glories of the Revolution, 
was obliged to offer the enormous bounties which ; 
l have already stated to the Senate. Sir, the citi- 
zens of Connecticut rushed at once to the combat. 
They were at Ticonderoga, sir. Yes, sir; they 
were there with Ethan Allen and his Green Moun- 
tain boys—himself a native of Connecticut at their 
head—on an expedition planned in Connecticut, 
and supplied from its public treasury, before the 
Continental Congress of 1775 had assembled— 
capturing that important fortress, almost before 
the blood had grown cold that was shed at Con- 
cord and at Lexington. They were at Bunker’s 
Hill, with Putnam, and Knowlton, and Grosve- 
nor, and their brave compatriots, who needed no 
bounty to induce them to engage in the service of 
their country. I need notdwell on the revolution- 
ary history of my State. itis known to all who 
hear me: Was it too much, then, L ask, when 
the State of Virginia, with fewer troops in the 
field than Connecticut, thought proper to reserve 
9,000,000 acres of land in what 1s now the State of 
Kentucky, and 3,700,000 more in Ohio, in the ces- 
sion of her claims to the Northwestern Territo- 
ry, that the State of Connecticut should reserve 
3,000,000 acres of her territory for the free educa- 
tion of her children?—the descendants of her sons 
who had bravely fought, and many of whom had 
fallen, on the battle-fields of the Revolution, in the 
service of their country—a service in which they 
had engaged without any such inducements to 
stimulate their patriotism as were offered by Vir- 
ginia to her sons? Was it too much for them to 
ask? No, sir; no, sir. 

Sir, | do not propose at this time to go into the 
question of the title of the State of Virginia to 
this northwestern territory, which she protesses to 
have ceded to the Government of the United States. 
If time permitted, sir, {could show that, while 
the State of Connecticut had a title to the lands 


ritory she ceded was at least a doubtful one. And 


rendered by her sons in conquering that territory 
from the enemy, they have received a liberal re- 
ward from the Government and veen quartered on 
the public Treasury. How can tt be claimed that 


when her soldiers have been so liberally provided 
for out of the common Treasury, and are now 
claiming that the Government of the United 
States,should assume and pay a large additional 
amount for the yet outstanding bounties offered 
by that State? Sir, no such claim has been made 
by the State of Connecticut. {Senators: Ques- 
tion, question.]_ I now move to lay the vill upon 


The yeas and nays were demanded, and having 
been ordered, were taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, 
Benton, Gwin, Hamlin, King, Spruauce, aud Wales—lv. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bernen, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippt, Daw- 
son, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of -Wiscensin, Hodge of 
Iowa, Downs, Ewing, Pelch, Foote, Frémont, Greene, Hale, 
Houston, Jones, Masun, Morton, Pearce, Prau, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, "Turney, Underwood, Wal 
ker, Whitcomb, Winthrop, aud Yutee—s3. 


So the amendment was not laid upon the table. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, | rise to 
say to my friend from Virginia, who commenced 
his remarks by quoting the trite Spanish adage, 
«God save me from my friends, and [I will take 
care of my enemies,” that in this contest he has 
manifested much more chivalry than strategy— 
much more valor than discretion. 1 think that by 
this time he must be thoroughly satisfied that the 
policy which 1 suggested to him is the true policy, 
if he wishes anything done in the matter. 1 do 
hope we shall reject the amendmentand pass the 
bill, and then we shall see how the House will 
dispose of it. 

Mr. WALKER moved to strike out the words 
«and Wisconsin,” in the seventeenth line. 

Mr. W. said: i had occasion to speak upon this 
subject the other day: and I then said that this 
was a plan to issue a species of paper money in 


Ohio, Hlinois, Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin. 


If it mast pass, | wish, for one, to relieve W iscon- -ji 


sin from its burdens. Ido. not object to Virginia 


r 


| ment was a proper one. 


pill making appropriation for 


satisfying her own bounty land warrants. Tshonid. 
be happy to have her citizens come to Wisconsin 
to'settie, to locate their warrants, and to became 
our fellow-citizens. -Burt wher Ht comes. to` per- 
mitting them to surrender their jand warrants for 
scrip ai $} 25 an acre, to be receivable in the pur- 
chase of lands Yn all these States, | wish: to relieve: 
Wisconsin, at least, from that evil. This: paper 
money for the purchase of the public lands isnot 
only confined to those States, but the amend: 
ment declares them assignable by endorsement bes 
fore two witnesses. It will help to carry out the 


‘system of buying up the lands in those States. 


This scrip wilt be in the market ‘below pars and 
those who wish to buy the lands, instead of giving 
money to pay for them, will use this land scrip, 
and thus the money will be prevented from going 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. 1 do not wish to enter into any 
debate upon this amendment. But the amendment 
provides for the location of the warrants in the five 
States which were originally the territory of Vir- 
ginia, Wisconsin being one of them. She ought 
not to be excepted, I think. i 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WALKER moved to strike out from the 
27th and 28th lines the words, “and shall more- 
over be assignable—endorsement attested by two 
wiinesses,” and demanded the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, ` > 

The question being taken upon the amen 
to the amendment, it was rejected. © 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Mason, and, being taken, 
resultetas follows: os ; 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Cass, Davis of Mississippi, Das son, Downs, Hunter, Mas 
oni Morony Pratt, Seward, Shields, Soulé; Wales, aud 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Chase, Clarke, 


dment 


| Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge 


of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hale, 
Jones, Norris, Smith, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, 
Walker, Whitcomb, aud Winthrop—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. ` 


Mr. BADGER. EF now desire to offer a formal 
amendment, by inserting in the first section, in 
what is now a part of the bill, the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida, after the 
words * navy of the United Staes,” as follows: . 


“ Or, in the event of their death, their widows or minor 
chidren.” i 


Mr. YULEE. Does that follow the same rule 
that is applied to the army ? : ; 


Mr. BADGER. The amendment does not al- 
lude to that at aH. : ~ ; TF ; 
Mr. YULEE. Is it necessary? 1 am under 


the impression that the general provision of the 
bill would apply to all cases. 

Mr. BADGER. It is necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHASE. I desire to offer an amendment, 
which is also merely a formal one—to strike out 
the words “hereinbefore provided for,” in the 
fourth line of the third section, and insert: - 

« Shall be or to be issued, or any land granted, or to be 
granted, under the provision of this act”? 

This amendment is necessary in order to con- 
form to the phraseolo -y as the bill now stands. 

Mr. SHIELDS desired to state that this amend- 
ment was now necessary, owing to change in the 
phraseology in the bill. 

Mr. CHASE. Perhaps a word of explanation 
will satisfy every Senator. F have consulted. the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
particularly the Senator from Illinois, who has 
charge of this bill, and we agreed that this amend- 
The third section has 
been so altered as to confine the assignability or 
transfer of the land to the issue of the patent; but 
it applies in the terms of the bill alone “ to the 
warrant or certificate hereinbefore provided for.” 
It is necessary to strike outthe words “* hereinbe- 
fore provided for,” and insert what I have pro- 
posed, in order to conform to the language of the 
bill ag it now stands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on engrossing the bill 
for a third reading, it was agreed to. a 

Mr. TURNEY asked for the third reading now. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendments: have 
hot been engrossed. ME 

“APPROPRIATIONS FOR LIGHT-HOUSES. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked the Senate to take up the 
ight-houses. If that 
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bill is to pass, it must pass to-day for the purpose 
of going to the House. 
The PRESIDENT. 
is the first special order. : 
Mr. BERRIEN desired to say that the bill re- 
lating to light-houses required the immediate ac- | 
tion of the Senate. It could, he presumed, be dis- 
posed of in a very short time, and he would move 
to postpone the special orders for that purpose. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I wish. to state that the gen- 
eral appropriation bill has already passed the 
House, and this has not. -L apprehend that this 
bill will take up but a very short time, and if it 
does not go to the House at a very early hour it 
must fail. I therefore hope this wiil be taken up. 
Mr. DICKINSON. If the Indian appropria- 
tion is not taken up now, we shall certainly have 
to reverse the order of proceedings, and omit our 
executive business and take up the Indian appro- 
priation bill in-the evening. It is a very heavy 
appropriation bill, and there are many amend- 
ments of. large amounts that will be proposed. 
Now, although 1 do not take the lead in that bill, | 
it having been assigned to the Senator from Mary- 
land, I can very well see that we will have to 
_take considerable time upon it. I hope, therefore, 
it will be taken up at an early moment. 

` Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. This bill will | 
occupy but little time. . 

Mr. BADGER. Let us- have the question 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT. To what time does the 
Senator wish the special orders postponed ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. IL move to lay them on the 
table for the present. 

The motion to lay on the table the special orders 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. BENTON. Were not the California bills 
made the special order? and are they to be post- 
poned for business which we can transactat any. 
time? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say that the light- 
house bill is of more importance probably to Cali. 
fornia than any bill before the Senate. It makes 
full appropriations for a survey of that coast, and 
placing light-houses upon it. f 

Mr. FREMONT. ! consider the bills which I 
desire to bring forward as the special order as of 
more importance than this. The object of those 
bills is to prevent civil war in California. That 1 
think of more importance than this. i j 

The question on taking up the bill making ap- 
propriations for light-houses was agreed to, 

. The bill was then read a second time. 

Mr. HAMLIN offered an amendrnent to the 
bill in the 192d line, by substituting “ light-house ” 
for “ light-boat;”’ which amendment was agreed 
i Mr. H. proposed further to amend by inserting, 
after the words “State of Georgia,” ‘‘ for two 
dumb beacons to be erected—one at Black-oyster 
Rock, and the other at Sugar-loaf river, in Sa- 
vannah—~ $4,000; which was agreed to. 

Mr. H. moved further to amend in section 3d, 
line 2d, by striking out ‘the Fifth Auditor,’’ and 
inserting “such person as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall designate; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. [ am in- | 
atructed by the Committee on Commerce to offer 
the following amendment as an additional section 
to the bill: 


« That the sum of $2,000 he, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated to pay the balance due to Mr. La Porte, of 


The unfinished business |t 


| that result, 


| a matter impossible to pass now without debate. 


the privilege of making an appropriation for the |; 
very large portion of our population—ten. or | 
twelve thousand—the indigent insane, whe can |) 
neyer be heard here, who can never repay by | 
adding to the popularity of any measure of this 
kind. i trust there willbe no objection. It has 
been already before the Congress of the United 
States. It 1s a bill which has been well matured. 
Those gentlemen. who have scraples upon the 
subject of course cannot vote for it. If a ma- 
jority have made up their minds in favor of it, it 
can be sustained without debate. I trust that it 


will be taken up, and I move its consideration 
now. 


Mr. BELL. I trust my friend from California 
will not interfere with this bill now. if it leads to 
a protracted debate, of course it cannot pass, 

Mr. FOOTE. {I was the innocent case of the 
postponement of action upon this bill some two 
years ago, and 1 have regretted it most profoundly 
ever since. Certainly I did not intend to produce 
1 do trust that the proposition of the 
Senator from Tennessee will be at once acceded to. 
He has made one of his most felicitous speeches 
in Support of his own proposition, or 1 should be 
tempied to say something in addition to what has 
| falien from his lips. tte 
| Mr. BERRIEN. Ido not rise for.the purpose 
of adding anything to the cogent remarks of the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee, but to express my hope 
| that the action of the Senate will be to concur in | 
this proposition. l say for myself that both my 
feelings and judgment are in favor of this propo- 
sition, 

Mr. RUSK. I should not oppose the taking up 
of this bill if { did not deem it as consuming the 
ume of the Senate, which should be applied to 
other bills which are vastly important. In the first 
place, I think the bill upon the subject of the re- 
duction of and a uniform rate of postage is de- 
manded by the whole country. 

Mr. BELL. Let us try the experiment, and 
see whether it leads to debate. 

Mr. RUSK. t have not been able to get this 
bill up atall. I desire to give notice now that at 
the next session | shall take up this bill as soon as 
possible. dt is a bill which has been run over by 
other business. 4 ` 

There is also a bill upon the table of the Senate 
for the purpose of raising a regiment on the fron- 
| ters of Texas for its protection. The inhabitants 
of those frontiers are constantly sleeping under 
the apprehension of hearing the Indian war-whoop 
before they rise in the morning. There is alsoon 
the table of the Senate a resolution for the pay- 
| ment of certain volunteers who have performed 
faithful service. The Senator from Mississippi | 
has this bill in his hands, and he and | have 
struggled for some time to get it up, but there 
has been no opportunity to do so. 1 have no ob- | 
jection to the @il. On the contrary, I approve of 
the object which it contemplates; but I think it is 


L must vote against it, for if it is taken up it will | 
be time used for no purpose. k 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. This is a most | 
extraordinary proposition. It is a proposition to | 
grant lands 


Paris, for the light at —— Head, Nantucket”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr; RUSK moved to insert after the word 
“light-house,” in the 127th line, the words “and 
beacon-light.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendments concurred in, and the bill ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

THE INDIGENT INSANE, 

Mr: BELL. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to a bill which I think will commend itself 
to the feelings of the whole Senate, and if trust, to | 
the judgment of a large majority of the Senate. 
Lallude to a bill reported by a.select committee 
for an appropriation of public lands for the rehef | 
of the indigent insane. The number of the bill | 
is 349... We have this morning agreed to appro- | 
priate millions upon millions for our soldiers and 
sailors.. | am sute that there is no member of || 
this Senate that will not feel some gratification in |: 


fi 
f 


i not be now gone into. 


` Mr. FOOTE. Icall my colleague to order, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Let the Senator 
state his point of order. : . 
Mr. FOOLE. My point is, that he is now dis- 
cussing the merits of the bili on a motion to take | 


up. 
Prhe PRESIDENT. The merits of the bill can- 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


has nothing in it. 

Mr. FOOTE. I must call the gentleman to 
order, because the Chair has already decided in my 
favor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If my colleague 
had waited till I had said something, he could have 
seen whether he could have raised a point of order 
ornot. I havea right, when a proposition is made 
to take up a bill, to state my objection to its con- 
sideration. 1 have a right to state why ł think, 
when it is stated that it can be settled without de- | 
bate, that that cannot be the case. There are 


The point of order 


| 
I| 


great constitutional questions. involved in this prop=* 
osition.. tisa proposition to: appropriate lands. 
in one State to erect eleemosynary institutions in” 
another. I therefore say, that if it is thought that: 
this can be passed without giving us the right to 
raise the question of constitutionality; they “are 
mistaken. [ask the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of taking up. i i 
The yeas and nays. were ordered. : 
The question being taken, it was decided. in the 


| affirmative—yeas 24, nays 19, as follow: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Clarke, Cdopery 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Houston, Mangam, 
Morton, Pearce, Prait, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wales, and Winthrop—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton; Bright, 
Butler, Cass, Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of lowa, 
Frémont, King, Mason, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, 
Walker, Whitcomb, and Yulee—19. 

Mr. PEARCE remarked, in reply to a remark 
of the Senator from Mississippi, that Congress 
had at different times sanctioned the principle in- 
volved in this bill. è 

The reading of the biil being called for, it was 
„then read. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. [-look“fipon this 
as a proposition to make the United States Govern- 
ment a mere source of charity. There is no class 
that would more appeal to the humanity of right- 
| minded persons than the indigent insane; and the 
statistics ofthe memorials show how great is the 
necessity for some kind provision for that class of 
our population. But, sir, there are questions 
higher than those of humanity, considerations 
higher than our feelings, to govern us in this and 
all other questions of legislation. This Govern- 
ment was intended to be one of specific, enumer- 
ated powers. The purposes for which money 
was to be raised were enumerated, and beyond 
those enumerated there are only such as are neces- 
sary to carry the enumerated powers and grants 
into effect. If we can found an institution for the 
indigent insane, why can we not establish one for 
the orphans of the country? If we can establish 
hospitals to cure the insane, why not for the dis- 
eased of the country? Why may we not establish 
| common schools at the expense of the Govern- 
ment all over the land, to teach those who are ig- 
norant but of sound mind? All these things would 
appeal to the feelings of the public; and if Senators 
forget the Constitution in consulting one case, I 
would ask what limits are there to the appropria- 
tions we are to make? Heretofore we have made 
appropriations from the public lands of all. the 
States in which they lie, under the claim that it 
| was done on the principle of proprietorship—that 
the grant was made to increase the value of 
the property that remained after the grant. But 
no such plea can be set up here. This is a pro- 
fessed charity. This land isto be sold, and the 
Government is to take stock, create a perpetual 
fund to supply these eleemosynary institutions 
for the indigent insane. Next the blind and deaf 
will be appealed for, and every class of the com- 
munity suffering from poverty and want have 
equal claims. ‘This is a departure from that prin- 
ciple which alone can maintain this Government 
in its purity, that we shall refer constantly to our 
grant of power, and ask whether this power is con- 
ferred or not. Now, will any Senator undertake 
to show me a grant in the Constitutiod which 
gives to Congress the right to appropriate money 
to establish institutions of charity? If not, then I 
ask why should we try to avoid that by appropria- 
ting the public lands to be converted into money, 
to be applied to the same purpose? Surely’ no 
Senator would seek to do that indirectly which he 
could not do directly. And hence no argument is 
to be made except those powers of proprietorship 
which are said to be vested in and possessed by 
the United States. : 

-If the Senator had displayed himself less im- 
patient when l first offered an objection, to taking 
up this bill, I should have said very little more 
than I then said; and I will not be tempted into 
protracting my remarks now on account of the 
impatience then shown. The whole thing is.upon 
the surface. We have no power to make such 
grants. It isa departure. from the sound princi- 
ples to which we have heretofore adhered in the 
administration of the Government—a departure, 
the end of which no man can tell. Our appropria- 
tions this year do far more than swallow up all 
the revenue. Step by step we are squandering 
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the patrimony weinherited. I call upon Senators, 

„then, to contemplate the end to which they are 
rushing, and to point out to me the grant of power 
under which they do this, and tell me why, if 
they may exercise this power now, it should not 
be exercised, and the public funds and property 
expended to entertain every other class of our 
population. `. 

_Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I have a few 
words. which I wish to say. In the first place, 
we by a general law reserve every sixteenth sec- 
tion for purposes of general education. By what 
power and authority isthat done? We have been 

“granting here millions upon millions of acres. for 
the purpose of promoting the erection and estab- 
lishment of railways and canals throughout the 
country. Under what authority have we done this? 
We grant to new States lands to establish colleges. 
By what authority is that done? We grant to the 
‘new States, uniformly, not less than 500,000 acres 
of land, which we place at the disposal: of those 

o States. Under what authority is that done? We 

„granted a township of land to Connecticut many 
years aga, by an act of Congress, for the benefit 
of a deaf and dumb asylum. We granted, within 
my own recollection, one township of land fora 
like institution in the State of Kentucky. 


- Some gentleman says it was in 1804. I recol- | 


lect it very well. [think it was somewhat later. 
Now, sir, we are asked, under what authority is 
all this done? It is done, sir, under the general 
power and authority vested in this Government to 
dispose of the public domain. If I could distin- 
guish between this case and those cases to which 
I have referred, there might be some force in the 
argument. lt seems to me there is no substan- 
tial distinction between them. But as this sub- 
ject was taken up with the understanding that 
there should be no debate, I will not extend my 
remarks. 
‘Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator makes 
«an argument that because something has been done 
heretofore without the authority of the Constitu- 
tion, therefore we may do the same—that we have, 
for that reason, authority to make similar grants 
in similar cases. The other cases which he al- 
ludes to stand upon very different grotinds. The 
school sections in the different States are granted 
asa part of that compact which exists between 
the United States and the State sovereignties. It 
is done upon the same principle as that upon which 


we grant them a percentage upon all the public | 


land sold in aState. The State forbears to tax the 
land owned by the United States for the first five 
years after itis sold. In consideration of this for- 
béarance, the United States grants to the State cer- 
tain lands for colleges and schools. So far as we 
have granted lands for railroads and canals—so far 
äs Tam concerned at Jeast—we have always en- 
déavored to jimit the grants to-a principle which 
would. naturally govern any large landholder to 
grant a portion of his lands towards improvements 
in order to increase the value of that which re- 
‘mains. I have always sought to govern my votes 
by that principle. J will follow the Senator’s ex- 
Ample not to debate the question. 

Mr. FOOTE. Ido not rise to discuss the points 
whith have been debated by the Senators who have 
spoken, but I am sure the Senate will bear with 
ë while I state one or two facts very briefly in- 

‘deed. In our own State we have been painfully 
solicitous upon this subject for some years past; 
and some of the influential members of the Legis- 

Jatiive, of both political parties, have employed 

themselves actively and seriously in behalf of some 
sticli- general scheme as this, and have resolved 
upon the éstablishment of a State institution of this 
character, This bill simply provides aid for State 
institutions; the Federal Government is not to be- 
come the distributer of public charity, but will 
simply bestow its lands in aid of efforts made by 
the States for establishing and maintaining such 
institutions as may be required for the unfortunate 
class of persons referred to in this bill. The con- 
stitutional difficulty has been happily removed to 
my satisfaction by what has been said by other 
gentlemen; and inasmuch as our own State of, Mis- 
sissippi has-enlisted in the same line of policy 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) Wo; not at all. 

Mr. FOOTE. | At least it so seems to me; and 
itis exceedingly plain to me that it ismy duty, 
as one of: the Senators from that. State, to: vote for 
this bill, and to obtain’ aid in this constitutional 
forta in behalf of this noble and philanthropic 


| we engage the General Government in à constitu- 


maintain it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The State o 
Mississippi has done something towards this species 
of institution, and the people of Mississippi have 
shown that they are interested in forwarding as 
much as they can the establishment of such an in- 
stitution; but what they have done they have done 
from their own resources. The State of Missis- 
sippi is committed to no such policy as this. The 
State of Mississippi has expressed no opinion, so 
far as | am informed, in favor of the Federal Gov- 
ernment taking any such stép as is now proposed. 
The action of the Legislature of Mississippi was | 
in behalf of the indigent insane of the State of} 
Mississippi. She appropriated money for their 
relief; but how did that affect the question whether 
the Federal Government has the constitutional 
power? The States are sovereign. The Federal 

' Government is only the agent of the States, au- 
thorized to raise and appropriate money for certain 
specific purposes, and for none other, Let each. 
State, therefore, take care of its own indigent in- 
sane. 

Mr. FOOTE. My colleague, then, acknowl- 
| edges what I state, that our State is enlisted in the 
general policy of this bill. 1 have not looked into 
the provisions of the bill by which she proposes 
Í toestablish an insane asylum, but I understand 
we have agreed to tax ourselves pretty heavily for 
defraying the expenses of a building in which. in-. 
sane persons are to be provided for, and in sus- 
taining the institution after it shall have been built. 
Now, the proposition addresses itself to me in this 
way: Since our people have enlisted themselves 
in this policy, shall we allow them to be unne- | 
cessarily burdened with the support of it? or will 


scheme. It is upon these grounds that I can 


| tional form—for about that there is no difficulty 
| whatever, in my opinion—to aid us and the other 
States of the Union to carry this humane design 
into execution? I do not doubt our constitutional 
power to pass this bill, 

Mr. CHASE. The honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, on the other side of the house, (Mr. 
Foors,] says he has not looked into the particu- 
lars of this law. 

Mr. FOOTE, (interposing.) Allow me to cor- 
| rect the honorable Senator from Ohio. f said that 
1 had not looked into the provisions of this law. 

Mr. CHASE. The object contemplated by this 
bill is one, undoubtedly, which commends itself 
to the heart of every humane man; but I have con- 
sidered this bill with every disposition to support 
a proper provision for this object, after which J 
find myself unable to give my support to it as it 
now stands. 1 wish to ask the consideration es- 
pecially of Senators representing the western States 
| to some of the particular provisions of this act. It | 
proposes to appropriate ten millions of acres of 
land, to be appropriated under the direction of the 
President of the United States, among the States 
in a certain ratio. It next provides that this land 
so apportioned shall be sold by the States among 
which it shall be apportioned; and in the third sec- 
tion it provides that, after thé app@tionment, pat- 
ents shall be issued to the several States among 
whom the apportionment shall be made, and the 
ands allotted to them respectively; whereupon the 
said States shall assume the management and sale | 
of the lands so apportioned to them. 


| spects the States or Territories in which the lands | 
are to lie? There are to be thirty-one owners of 
these lands—each of the thirty-one States of this 
Union to be one—so that the management and sale 
of these lands may be controlled by thirty-one dis- 
| tinet systems of policy. The titles must be traced 


seem to me, however correct the general policy of | 
disposing of the public lands may be, it is not ex- 


| pedient to create so many proprietors of lands in | 
any of the several States of the Union. This, sir, 
is my radical objection to this bill. 1 wish to say 
to the friends of the measure, that E count myself 
as a friend of the measure, too, to effect this ooject; 
but this bill is one which, in my jadgment, ought | 
not to be passed until time has been had for its 
full and impartial examination. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I am one of | 
| those alluded to as representing a western State, | 
| and the views presented by the honorable Senator 


Now, what is the principle of all this, as re- l 


to thirty-one different sources. Now, sir, it does || 


from Ohio {Mr. Case] have struck..me as very 
forcible. This ten millions of land: divided: be- i 


tween the sévéral States, will give fourteen towns 
ships of land to each State ip the Union... “Phis 
Jand rust of course be located where there is land. 
The bill provides that it shall be located on lands 
subject to private-éntry. It follows that the lands 
are not ‘to be located within’ the State which: Tin 
part represéfit; but f think the method 16 be ii- 
just, whether you apply itto a-State or Territory. 
These lands, subject to private entry—— 07 

Mr. BELL: ‘The Senator is ‘laboring undera 
mistake. ‘The lands are such as have been offered 
at public auction and have not been sold. : Itis in 
fact what is called the refuse lands—not' ipn bodies 
either, but either in the States or Territories... 

Mr. WALKER. Then it is still more objec- 
tionable than I thought it was. What is meant 
by refuse lands I do not know, as there is none of 
that class in the State where [ reside. There may 
be lands, however, which, in the estimation of 
others, would be refuse lands. Now, then, this 
land may be located, it seems, either in the States 


lor Territories, and there may be fourteen town- 


ships of land selected in one State, anid fourteen in 


| another; and so in the State which I represent, and 


in others, these grants may cover a great portion 
of the best lands in the State, now subject: to pri- 
vate entry. Now, sir, I do. not Believe ‘that the 
people of Wisconsin will be willing to submit.to 
such an embarrassment as that; that is, they: will 
submit, they will not nullify, but they will: have 
most serious objections to such a policy. `I be- 
lieve that. the better policy would be for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to keep the supervis- 
ion of the sales of the land itself, and. to-aid' the 
States through the’ proceeds of the sales! I rose 
rather to add my opinionto that.of the Sédator 
from New York. 1 believe it might be so arranged 
that the States where the land lies would have no 
objection to it. ; 

Mr. YULEE. [It seems to me that the passage 
of this bill would be the most unfortunate ‘and in- 
jurious circumstance that could befall the States 
and Territories in which the public lands areto- 
cated. I do not think that any act which has been 
passed by Congress at this session could be ‘so 
destructive to the interests of those States in which 
these lands lie as the one which we now have be- 
fore us. Let me call the attention of the members 
especially who represent those States to the natare 
of the policy proposed by the bill now under con- 
sideration. In 1826—twenty-four years. ago—a 
grant of a township of public lands was made to 


ithe Kentucky Deaf and’ Dumb Asylum y: which 


was located.in Florida. . [t was located upon some 
of the best lands in‘the State, and they have been 
withheld from settlement: from that time until 


‘this —except, perhaps, some few small grants—al- 


though twenty-four years have passed. 
Mr. FOOTE. Allow me simply to state the 
fact, that there is a clause in this bill which re- 


| quires the immediate sale of these lands at Gov- 


ernment prices. 

Mr. YULEE. Twenty-four years have passed, 
and these lands still remain an incumbrance upon 
the Staté.. Kentucky was obliged’ by the act ap- 
propriating them to make sale of ` these lands 
within five years after the selection had been made. 
That five years transpired—another five years, 
and five years, and five’ years, and five years 
added from time to time, the term always being 
renewed just before it was about to expire;and _ 
such a prolongation never will be refused. In the i 
mean time the lands remain unsold and unsettled, 
being held at a price above what settlers ina new 
country are willing or able to give. The pro- 
vision to which the Senator from Mississippi has 
alluded might just as well not be in the bill’at all; 
and so of the proviso that the land shall not be 
sold at leas than Government prices: Indeed, the 
two contradict each other, for it may be found im- 
possible to find a purchaser at those rates. It may 
rather be said that it will be-impossible; for it 


! must be taken iito consideration that, by passing 


the bounty land bill, we have cut down the price 
of public lands. indefinitely for a long period to 
comé.. For my*part, I hope, if the Senate will 
pass this bill, they will exclude the State which I 
represent from having any of the locations. made in 
it, upon the-ground that she has already sustained 
sufficient injury by the grant to. the State of 
Kentucky to which I have referred. “1 move. 
anatnendment, which Ttrast the “friends of the 
bill will agree to, although: if itis adopted T shall 
sull not vote for the bill; believing thát+ we have 
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no power to engage in a legislation of this descrip- 
tion. 5 

The amendment. is, that the said lands thus 
granted shall be sold within three years after. the 
selection has been made. ft should be added<at 
the close of the second section. I will then move 
to strike out the prohibition upon selling the lands 
at-less than the minimum price.’ ye 837 

Mr. FOOTE. I simply rise to-say that I hope 
the amendment will be adopted: E think it im- 
‘proves the bill. Be 

The question being taken on this amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. I now move to strke out the 
proviso which limits the sales to the minimum 
Government price. 

_ Mr. BELL. There-can certainly be no objec- 
tion to-that, so far as. the grantees are concerned. 
It was intended to prevent an injurious effect upon 
me sales of the public lands by reducing their 
walue.: Í 

Mr. YULEE. Ft is obvious there can be no 
sales of the public lands for money for a long time 
to come. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to be informed upon 
one point. I want to know whether these lands 
to be ceded to the States are still subject to entry 
by persons having preémption rights, and why it 
is necessary to force them into the market by de- 
preciating their value. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think the reason is very 
obvious. Í doubt very much whether any State 
would realize $1 25 an acre for any portion of the 
lands at any time hereafter—at any rate not until 
the whole amount of these land warrants which 
we have voted to thesoidiers shall have been-.ex- 
pended. We all know that when land warrants 
were granted to the soldiers of the Mexican war, 
they were sold in the market at the rate of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land for $100. The 
average price was $109. Now, then, when such 
an immense. quantity of these warrants are thrown 
into the market, they will certainly reduce the 
price of the public lands to lesa than §1 25 per acre. 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it was not agreed to—ayes 18, noes 23. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to ask the Senator | 
having the bill in charge, how the lands are to be 
disposed of—by the General Government or by | 
agencies. to be established by the States? 


poo 


Mr. PEARCE. By the States. 

Mr.. WALKER. Where is it to be found in 
the bill ? i 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘It shall be the daty of the | 
States to offer the said lands for sale immediately, 
and to complete the same at the earliest practica- 
ble day.” : 

Mr. WALKER. Under what agencies? 

Mr. PEARCE. By such agencies as they may 
select. 

Mr. WALKER. Then, Mr. President, it looks | 
to me very much like a partial distribution of the 
proceeds of the public lands. It is that policy at- | 
tempted to be revived on a small scale. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin allow me to ask him what he thinks of this 


policy of granting lands to the individual States 
themselves—of granting to Wisconsin, for instance, 
public lands for the purpose of building a canal or 
a railroad—or of granting them to Illinois for a į 
canal ora railroad? Is it impartial to make im- 
mense grants to one of the States, or is it partial 
to give smail amounts to all the States? 

Mr. WALKER resumed. I think I have be- 
fore expressed my individual disapprobation of 
the whole policy. But I have acted upon that 
subject in view of instructions from the Legislature 
of Wisconsin. ft seems to me, taking the instance 
of Wisconsin, that the Government have not given | 
that State any proportion of what she has paid; for 

_ IT see that to the first of January, 1849, she has 
paid into the Treasury of the United States | 
$5,792,327 and some cents—nearly six millicn of | 
dollars—arising from the sales of the public lands | 
inher domain. | 

Mr. CHASE moved to insert in section second, | 
line eighth, after the words “ United States,” the | 
words ‘ not within the limits of any State.” 

Mr. C. The effect.of that will be to confine the 
sélection of the lands, not for the benefit of the 

` States in which they lie, to the Territories. I un- 
derstood’ some gentleman to say that was the de- 
sign.of the bill. If so, it will expressly carry out 
he design of the bill. 
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| tions or subdivisions of sections, and whenever | 


‘bill’ provides that every State in which there are | 


elsewhere. 


` Mr: PEARCE. The Senator is mistaken: The 


suitable lands. shall select from such lands; and 
where there are no such lands, they are to be 
selected in-any other State or Territory. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I understand the effect to 
be this: that. there is a discrimination against the 
new States of the Union. Certainly this is the 
effect. k 

Mr. PEARCE. Not at all; lands for any State 
where there are no suitable lands may be taken 


Mr. CHASE. In any State. 

Mr. ATCHISON. What does the Senator mean 
by lands not suitable? Lands not for sale, or that 
will not sell? 

Mr. BELL. Lands that will not sell. 

Mr. ATCHISON. There is certainly a dis- 
crimination against the States in which the lands 
now are. The State of Maryland, where there is 
no public land, can go to the Territory of Minne- 
sota,or Utah, or New Mexico.. 

Mr. BELL. No, sir. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Why not? 

Mr. BELL. Because it is under the direction | 
and approbation of the President. The State has 
nothing to do until this appropriation is made. 
Then the distribution must be on principles of 
perfect equality, so farascan be, between the new 
and old States. No State has a right to interfere. 

Mr. ATCHISON. As I understand this bill— 
I have not had time to examine it very minutely, 
as it is only a few days since it was intro- 
duced—it is this: the State of Missouri is confined 
within her own limits in the selection of lands, 

Mr. BELL. Not absolutely. The President 
can say that these lands are not suitable in quality | 
to answer the purposes of this charity, and then 
You can go into a neighboring Territory or State 
to make out the quantity to which Missouri is 
entitled. 

Mr. ATCHISON resumed. Mr. President, I 
am not at all satisfied with the explanation, ‘*The 
land aforesaid, after being surveyed, says the bill, 
‘ shall be apportioned to the several States in sec- 


there are lands of suitable quality in a State, the | 
quantity to which said State shall be entitled shall 
be selected from such lands, and the quantity 
apportioned to any State in which there are no 
such lands shall be located in the territory belong- 
ing to the United States to which the Indian title 
shall be extinguished.” 

Now, sir, why this discrimination? In the State 
of Missouri, at this time, there is scarcely an acre 
of land that any citizen would purchase at $1 25 
anacre. I suppose the returns at the Land Office 
will show thata very small quantity of lands has į 
been sold within the last two years. Land war- 
rants have been received at the different Jand offi- | 
ces in the State of Missouri to a very considerable 
extent; but I doubt very much whether the receipts 
in money would more than pay the expenses; 
though of this [am not certain, Of one thing I 
am certain: that when the lands in Minnesota are 
brought intagmarket, or in any of the Territories, 
they are brought into public sale, a very smail 
quantity of those lands will be bid off at public 
sale. Those having preémption rights will enter | 
at $1 25 an acre. But very few—not one acre in 
ten thousand perhaps—will be purchased at public 
sale, even at the minimum price of the Govern- 
ment. Then, sir, what is the consequence? The 
older States of this Union will have their choice in 
any of these Territories where the lands, being | 
fresh and unpicked, are presumed to be better. 
This is certainly a discrimination. 1 think that 
these lands should be selected, and should be the 
best lands inthe different Territories of the United | 
States, and then they should be disposed of by this | 
Government, and the proceeds given to the different 
States. This would be fair. There would be no |; 
injustice in it. There would be no discrimination | 
against the State of Missouri—and perhaps Ulinois, 
Indiana, and @hio—and in favor of the States of | 
Virginia, New York, and Pennsylvania. | 

In the first section of the bill there is a proviso |; 
that the area of no State shall be computed as more 
than 50,000 square miles. It so happens that the 
area of Missouri is 67,000 square miles. 

Mr. BELL, (in his seat.) And Texas is 250,000. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, sir, Texas is 250,000, 
and California is still more. Now, let us have 
fair dealing in-this matter. California is capable 
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i Rusk, Seb? 


| Norris, Pearce, 


i Whitcomb, and Yulee—24. 


of sustaining perhaps five millions: of people, and 
Texas something more. “The State of Missouri 
can-certainly sustain as many as'the State óf New: 
York now has, or more: I have heard it gaid 
of a small portion of the lands of the State:of 
Missouri that, sooner or later, each quarter-sec- 
tion would sustain one family. -1 have heard’ the 
same thing said of Illinois. Here is certainly a 
discrimination against these western States: I 
move to lay the bill on the table. : : 

The yeas and nays were demanded and ordered. 

Mr. DICKINSON. In order to take yp othe 
appropriation bills, I shall have to vote for’ $ 

The question being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Butler, 
Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Frémont, Gwin, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, Walker, and Yulee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachusrtts, Dawson, Dayton, Ewing, Foote, 
Greene, Hale, Mangum, Norris, Pearec, Seward; Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, and Win- 
throp—23. 

So the motion did not prevail. : 

Mr. CHASE withdrew the amendment which 
he had offered, and- moved to amend as follows: 

“Yosertin 3d jine, after “complete, in section 2: 

© The said lands shall be sold as pablie lands ate’ now 
or may be hereafter directed to be sold, and the’ proceeds 
thereof shall be paid over to the several States to which the 
same shall have been apportioned: Provided, That patents 
shall be issued toany State for any portion of the lands so 
apportioned which may be within the limits of the. same.” 
„Mr.C. Iwill say a very few words in explana- 
tion of thatamendment. ‘The third section of the 
bill, as I stated when last up, provides for the issue 
of patents to the States of the lands apportioned to 


| them. If this amendment shall prevail, the patents 


will be issued to the State only for the lands that 
lie within its limits; while the lands not lying 
within these limits shall be sold as now sold, and 
the proceeds are to be paid over to the States én- 
titled to them. 

Mr. C. demanded the yeas and nays; but they 
were not ordered. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. f 

Mr. CHASE renewed the amendment he had 
withdrawn, to insert in section 2, line 8, after the 
words ‘ United States,” the words ‘and not 
within the limits of any State.” 

The amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to strike out the pro-, 
viso in the last section; which is as follows: 

“ Provided, That the area of no State shall be coniputed 
at more than Afty thousand square miles. A 

Mr. BENTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dade of fowa, Frémout, Gwin, Houston, Bunter, Jones, 
: n, Shields, Sou ud Yulee—l4, 

NAYS—M Batdwin, Berrian, Butler, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, Downs, Ewing, Foote, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, King, Mangum, Mason, Morion, 
Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, * 
Underwood, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—33, 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

No farther amendment being moved, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senate have made some 
very important amendments to this bill, as it seenis 
to me, in their probable consequences to the States 
and Territories, at all events, in which the public 
lands Jie; and l shouid like to have an opportunity 
to give further consideration to it. With that 
view, and in order that it may lie over until to- 
morrow, I move that it be laid upon the table; and 
upon that motion I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Atchison, Barnwell, Buter, Chase, Da- 
vis ot Mississippi, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Downs, Frémont, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, 
Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, ‘Turney, Walker, 


(o 


NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dickin son, Ew- 
ing, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hale, Mangum, Norris, Dearce, 

i Spraance, Surgeon, Un- 


Pratt, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
derwood, Wales, and Winthrop—26. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHASE renewed in the Senate the amend- 
ment he had offered in committee, 18 the second 
section, as follows: . . 

‘Insert in third line, after ‘complete,’ in section two: 

«ype said lands shalt be- sold as public. lands are now or 
may be hereafter directed to be sold, and the proceeds there- 
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of shall be paid over tothe several States to which the same 
shall have beenfapportioned: Provided, That patents shail 
be issued 10 any State for any portien of the lands so ap- 
portioned which may be within use limits of the same.” 

The billas it now stands apportions the lands | 
to the States, and provides that patents shall be 
issued to each State for the lands which are ap- 
portioned to'it... It is making thirty-one different | 
States proprietors of lands in each_of thegStates in i 
which the lands lie. i 

Mr. PEARCE. I have no objection to the 
amendment. Upon reflection, L see no objection 
to it 

Mr. WHITCOMB. Ido not rise to make a | 
speech., I am glad the amendment is offered, ‘be- | 
cause it is essential, | think, to.the object of this | 
bil. This distribution has been passed upon by | 
the counsellors of this nation for years past; and T| 
call upon all gentlemen that have given evidence | 
of their attachment to that principle to show it | 
now. Itis just the same thing—distributing the 
proceeds of the public lands among. the different 
States. That was the effect of it before. But , 
this unmasks: the last shallow and flimsy pretence, | 
and shows it in its naked deformity. ‘The matter i 
is understood. 1 do not-wish it disguised. lL only | 
want that it should be seen undisguised, and then 
we shall vote against it. | 

Mr. DAWSUN. I do not intend to make a 
speech. It is said that this is the distribution of 
thelands. If it bea distribution, it is to all the 
States. { know the State of Indiana has received 
her share in the distribution heretofore. In the 
same position in which the old States are the new 
States will be hereafter. 

Mr. FOOTE. {simply rise to state, and I hope 
my friends. will have patience for a moment as 
they have thought proper to move to incorporate | 
this amendment in the bill, that I cannot consent 
to it.. l state, distinctly and frankly, that I think 
this amendment will alter entirely the character of | 
the bill. LIcannot vote that the proceeds of the 
public lands be divided among the States. I differ 
from the honorable Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Wuircoms,} who says that the true character of 
the bill is not altered by the amendment. I think 
it is entirely altered. After the remarks he has | 
made, i am sure the bill will be understood as one || 
to some extent distributing the proceeds of the pub- |. 
liclands. {give notice then, beforehand, that, al- 
though I take a deep interest in the bill, E shall be 
compelled to vote against it, if the amendment is 
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adopted. f 

The question being taken, the amendment was || 
rejected. 

Mr. BENTON. Inow move to strike out the 
third section. ‘That third section is to authorize 
any thirty States that please to go and take pos- 
session of any other State they choose, and be- 
come the lords and masters of that State. The 
third section is: | 

“ Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That, whenever the iI 
apportionment of said lands shall he caonpleted, patents | 
shali be issued to the several States for the portions which 
shall be allotted to them respectively; and thereupon the i 
said States shall assume the management and sale of the || 
lands thus apportioned to them.” ý 

Now, sir, this thing of issuing patents to a State 
to hold lands in another State is a new thing. And | 
when thirty States, besides itself, hold its lands, 1 
suppose it would be like the nine men starving in | 
a ship at sea, consisting of eight Englishmen and | 
one Dutchman. When the question was to starve j 
or to eat one another, lots were cast, and of course it | 
fell upon the Dutchman. When he was stretched | 
oùt, and the knife was ready to be put to him, he | 
begged to be allowed the first slice off of himself. 
{Laughter.] That is the case here. I suppose |, 
the thirty-first State can beg to take a piece out 
of herself before the rest devour it. 

1 was not unfriendly to the object of this bill in 
the beginning; but when I see it taken up at such || 
a day as this is, and at such an hour as this is, to | 
the exclusion of the business of California, where |: 
the people are now fighting each other and killing į; 
each other now, when there is no time for con- |; 
sideration, I put myself in opposition to it. The; 
opposition may amount to nothing; butatall events |! 
one vote for it would be worth more toitthana vote |} 
against it, There is no time to consider it. What |! 
can we expect of a bill sprung upon us at this | 
period of the session? Whatis the limitation to 
wrevent the whole of these lands being taken in one 

tate? It is referred to the President——is it? Show 
meethe part of it in which itis referred to the |! 


President. I did not expect that any one would 
be serious in taking up such a bill. j 


z 


Mr. PEARCE, (interposing.) If the Senator | 
| will give way a moment, | will say that i am satis- 
fied, from the debate of the day, that the bill can- || 
I will move to postpone it ! 


not be passed to-day. 

until the next session—the second Monday in De- 

cember next. . 
The motion was agreed to upon division—ayes 


| 27, noes not counted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE asked the Senate to praceed to 
the consideration of the bill making appropriation 
for the Indian Department, which had been laid 
upon the table this morning. ; 

Mr. GWIN. I beg leave to make a motion to 
make the California bills the special order for this 
evening, instead of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution is imper- 
ative. : 

The motion of Mr. Pearce was agreed to; and 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriation for the current and contin- 


gent expenses of the Indian Department, and to en-*/ 
able the President of the United States to conclude ; 


treaties with various Indian tribes for the year end- 


| ing June 30, 1851. > 
Mr. WALES offered the following amendment, |; 


to come in after the 503d line: 


“For payment to the Seneca Indians of New York of the i 


amount due to them according to the report of the special 


| commissioner appointed by the authority of Congress, in 


1846, to investigate their claim, and in conformity with the 


| report of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate on | 
the same subject at this session of Congress, (including 
| $2,878 72 due to Mrs. Jamison, deceased, which is to be | 


paid to her proper representatives aceording to the customs 
of the Seneea Indians,) the swn of $38,406 04. 

Mr, W. said: If the Senate will indulge me for 
a few moments, I will explain this matter. The 
amendment proposed was favorably reported on 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs at this ses- 
sion, but has not been acted on. 
it is this 

Mr. RUSK. There will be no objection, I pre- 
sume, to it. 

Mr. WALES. If there is no objection, I will 
waive the explanation. 

Mr. PEARCE. This appropriation was before 


the Committee on Finance, and was rejected by | 
There was an Indian agent | 
appointed by the Government of the United States | 


us for this reason: 


for this tribe. These Indians thought proper to 
make him their agent for the management of cer- 


| tain funds of their own, other than those which 


they derived from the United States.” There was 


! a fund payable to them by the State of New York, 


being anannuity fund upon the proceeds of the sale 
of certain lands of private individuals which had 


| been invested so as to produce that annual income. 
| This fund, together with some other funds, was 
| intrusted to this agent. 


He was not an agent of 
the Government for that purpose, but being an 


| agent of the Government for other purposcs, he 


paid them the moneys duc from the United States. 


They made him the agent of their private funds, | 


or feftit in his hands, and he becam#a defaulter to 


them, and not only wasted the funds due to the | 


tribe, but a portion due to Polly Jamison, her in- 
dividual property; and because the agent of the 
United States was faithless in the application of 
the sums transmitted to him asthe agent of the 
tribe, the United States are called upon to make 


good the money which he wasted, amountng to i 
something like $30,000. The committee did not: 


think that because he was the agent of the United 
States Government they should be liable for the 
fands thus wasted, and which the Indians volan- 
tarily placed in his hands without any action on 
the part of the Government. . 
Mr. WALES. After what has fallen from the 


Senator from Maryland, it is necessary that I; 
should say the few words that I intended to say | 
| when I offered the amendment. 


The action of 
the Senate settled this question some time since. 
This question has been before this body for many 
years past. The money was lost through the de- 


i faleation of the agent appointed by the United 


States, and the history of the transaction is briefly 


! this: 


In 1846 an application was made to the Congress 
of the United States to pay these demands. “The 
Senate recognized the validity of the demands: in 
the appropriation bill of that session by an allow- 
ance of the sum demanded. It went to the Elouse 


The history of || 


and was sent: back without their concurrence. | 
committee of conference. was then appointed be-s 
tween the two: Houses, and this committee of cons 
| ference recommended ‘the provision to be made . 
that the Secretary of War should be authorized to 
make an investigation into these accounts, in order 
to-ascertain the facts and justiee of the claim. Ft 
was provided that -he should be authorized: to:ap> 
point a commissioner to take ‘the evidence: in re- 
gard to it. A commissioner was accordingly. ap- 
pointed, who went to the State of New ‘York, and 
there made the examination, and obtained a great 
body of evidence, which is reported «among the 
/ documents of the Senate. That report was made 
to the Senate at its succeeding session: Fhe com- 
| missioner then appointed Mr. Stoddard, who very 
| carefully and laboriously investigated this claim, 
and made a detailed report, specifying the sam for 
which be thought the United States were liable, giv- 
ing all the items of the account. Every one of these. 
items is supported by a large amount of evidence, 
| which has been reported to the Senate. 1 will read 
‘the report of the United States commissioner con 
taining these items: 


‘| Statement of the claim of the Seneca Indians of New. York, 
{| for moneys lost by them through the United States sub- 


agent. a 
| lst. Principal of their Phelps and Gorham annuity 
fobii occ rec eesercoere Perera +. 37,143. 00 
| 3d. ‘Phe annuity produced thereby, 
from 1837 to 1850, inclusive... ...e eee ceee 7;500: 00 
I} 3d. The income of their United Siates stock ea 
+. heid in trust. by the Ontario hank of New 
York for 1837, 1838, and 1839, viz: 82,583 
| o perannuih,.., cis eden cee dod eee’ 7,749 00 
i| Interest øn same to the 30ih Septein- eens 
i ber, 1850, at 6. per centy..cseeeeee DALI, A a 
i ao ee BON BS 
I| 4th. Annnity of 500 from State of New York 
|} for 1837 ami 108... Wapeaes . 81,000 00 
{| Interest on same to 30th Septem- 
i ber, 1850, at 6 per cent.........- 735 00 ; 
Ha . — 1,735, 00 
jf 5th. Amount of deposit made by chiels in 
f Buffalo bank, and drawn therefrom by agent, 
ii dess 137 50 distributed to heads of fami- 
WES ETETE sessao $3,482 30 
i Interest thereon to 30th September, : 
| 1850, at6 per cent...... cee eeee 2,454 97 
! g _ 5,937 47 
6th. Deposit made with agent by Polly Jami- Be ge 
| | SOM nesse saesson oeaasevscasess LEL GO 2 ; 
| Interest thereon to 30th September, oe 
‘| 1850, at6 per cent.....-.seeee0. 1,247 72 E 
IN RIET, 
jl x : » $38,406 04 
i! __ Interest calculated at one per cent. Jess than the New 
|! York rate, and not charged at all npon the'annuity. comin 
i} to the Fndians from the Phelps and Gorban faridi 2% 
1 Principal...... sx phen on cae den erde dyer, GRO DOI ON: 
ANLELESL 6.0 eae ee ree tevreeesereescene » 9,900 54 
| $38,406 04 


Now, sir, in regard to all these items, the evi- 
dence is clear that the money went into the hands 
of this United States agent by virtue of authority 
vested in him by the United States. In conse- 
quence of the character whieh this agent there held 
under the laws and treaties of the United States, 
he was made guardian and controller not only of 
the interest of the money coming to these Seneca 
‘| Indians, but, as agent of the Government.of the 
United States, to receive and take care of their 
funds. By virtue of that character alone, as attor- 
: ney and agent of the United States, he received this 
| money, but withheld it, and never paid it over to 
t 


; them. 

Now, sir, there is no principle better established 
than this: that the Government is liable for the 
acts of its agents, when performed in transacting 
its business. This agent failed to pay over these 
moneys. He was not, as the Senator from Mary- 
land supposes, only the agent of the Government, 
but their own appointed agent. They intrusted 
these moneys to him, not from any confidence 
they had in him as an individual; but supposing 
that he was an agent put there by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, who. professed to pro- 
tect their interesti Therefore they considered him 
as entitled to iransact their business. He received 
their annuities and dividends from the bank, and 
they did not atemptat any time to interfere -with 
this agent of the United States. in the transaction 
of these various kinds of business. ; 

Now, istit fair, with regard to this. unprotected 
tribe of Indians, that we should send ¿out to them 
an agent of ours, and say, Here is an agent for 
the special protection of your interests, and when, 
by virtue of that agency and that appointment, he 
has exercised his authority; that we should screen 
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GLOBE: 


ourselves-under a pretence that the money was 
intrusted to him individually? The fact that he 
was intrusted. by them as an individual, and not as 
An agent, sent: there to protect their interests, is 
not supported by any testimony; but the evidence 
taken; upon the subject proves the contrary—that 
this. ;agent-was. not a person whom they would 
“have: trasted:had they not supposed, in conse- 
quence of his character as agent, that he was the 
-proper person to intrust with their business, and 
hat the Government was responsible for his acts: 
cIn view of the fact. that he was the agent’of 
the United States—in view. of the fact that the 
Senate of the United States, and. the committee 
of conference, justified. this mode of authentica- | 
ting these accounts, in order to ascertain whether 
they. were valid, the evidence of their validity hav- 
ing-been ascertained and shown by abundant tes- 
_timony—TI think there is an imperative obligation | 
on: .the- part of the Government to remunerate 
these Indians for the money lostthrough the agent | 
of the United States. 
Mr. PEARCE. The United States never sub- | 
mitted themselves to be the guardian of these In- 
dians for this purpose. They never gave any 
authority to their agent to receive, on their liabil- 
ity, these moneys, the individual property of mem- | 
-bers.of the tribe, and which were derived from other | 
‘sources than the revenue of the United States. 
Sir, there is no fact, which I am able to ascer- | 
tain, which shows that these Indians had any 
right to consider the United States responsible for | 
the acts of the man who happened to be their 
agent, other than those he performed while dis- 
charging the duties of agent. He was their agent 
for certain specific purposes. But there was no 
law by which he was authorized to be their agent 
for other purposes, and no instructions from the | 
department to perform any other than the specified | 
duties as agent of the Government. There is no | 
fact from which such an implication can be drawn. | 
It is extremely probable that the Indians had con- 


official character. It was their mistake that that 
confidence was misplaced; and are. the United 
States bound to'make good the liabilities of an 
agent of a tribe of Indians for the custody of 
funds: other than those he derives from the Gov- 
ernment? Suppose you carry this principle out: 
who-ean tell what amount of liabilities will be | 
‘brought against us? We have very extensive ne- 
gotiations with Indian tribes—several hundred | 


thousand at a time—and if the Government is to | , 
li this money, not to the United States, but to some 


be bound by all the acts of these agents who hap- 
pen to be intrusted with other goods or money 


than that which the United States have to pay 


over ‘to them, I do not see where it will end. 
There will bean immense amount of liabilities 
incurred, as every one can perceive. Sir, there is 
no principle in the thing. The United States 
should not be held liable for the defalcation of its 
agents any further than they are intrusted with 
the funds of the Government. l affirm that, al- 
though this man was ‘agent of the United States 


|! agent. > It was $1,000. 
fidence in this man, because of his personal and |; 


for special purposes, he was not their agent for | 
the transaction of the other business of the tribe. 

Mr. WALES. The great mistake of the hon- | 
orable Senator from Maryland lies in this: This 
money was never paid over to these Indians. It 
was not intrusted by them to the agent after they 
had received it, for they never did receive it. It | 
was in the custody of the United States, from the | 
time it was drawn. Now, sir, is it fair, is it pra- | 
per to insist upon a striet legal construction with | 
regard to the liabilities of this Government in rela- | 
tion to these Iadians, with whom we have treaty 
stipulations, by which stipulations they are under : 
the care of the General Government? Is it fair to | 


these poor Indjans? I put the question to the Sen- | 
ator from Maryland, and to every Senator in this 
body, whether we ought to insist so strongly upon 
mere technicality of law and strict legal construc- | 
tion? I hope no such principle will be established | 
in regard to-any of the Indian tribes—particularly | 
this tribe that has suffered so much in consequence 
of defalcation, and- whose claim has been fully rec- | 
ognized by previous legislation. : 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Was this amendment - 
reported by the committee ? b 
The PRESIDENT. It was offered by the Sen- 


insist upon technical rules of law with regard to |! 
| 


Mr. WALES. | will explain itif the gentleman 
; requires it. 


| 
ator from Delaware. 
i 
i 


Mr. DODGE. -I would Jike to hear the amend- 
ment read, and some explanation given. -lam on 
the side of the Indians and of the Senator from 
Delaware. a ae : 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. WALES.: In answer to the inquiry of my 
friend from lowa, I will state again that this. ap- 
propriation was recommended by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs at this session. There was a full 
and detailed statement made, which I presume*no 
Senator except tffose on the committee has con- 
dered. i 

Mr. PEARCE. Ihave. 

Mr. WALES. Then you are the only one, I 
presume. Ata former session there was not only 
: a report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, but, 


in the general appropriation bill of that session. 
That amendment was lost in the House, and, a 
| committee of conference being appointed, the mat- 
ter was referred to a special commission under 
direction of the Secretary of War, who reported 
favorably upon it. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 understand this to be a case 
in which the Indians intrusted their money to their 
own agent, but that this agent failed, and they lost 
it; so that it was lost through no misconduct on 
our part. Their losses were incurred by the de- 
fatcation of their own agent, and not through any 
fault of this Government; and if we are required 
to pay such claims as this, | see no end to appro- 
priations, Itis enough to pay the Indians what 
is due to them in consequence of the defalcation 
of our own agents, and we ought not to be asked 
to pay for losses sustained through the misconduct 
of their own agent. 

Mr. WALES. There is but one sum included 
in this report of the commissioner that was ever 
in the hands of these Indians, and that was the 
sum due to Polly Jamison. The money was paid 
over to her and she afterwards intrusted it to this 
Ín regard to all the other 
items, they were never paid over to the Indians. 
They were all received by this agent in virtue of 
his authority as agent of the United States. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wist some gentleman 
i to state to me where the money was obtained from, 
‘and how. I want to know the facts. 
| Mr. PEARCE. I made a statement a few mo- 
| ments ago, and J will make it again as briefly as | 
| can. A portion of this money was the proceeds 
i of the sale of a tract of land which the Indians 
| sold to Messrs. Phelps & Gorham. They paid 


bank, for the benefit of the Indians, 

Another portion of it consisted of an annuity, 
due from the State of New York, of $500 For 
two years this agent received that money from 

the State of New York. That is a part of the 
i claim. 

But, be it what it may, no portion of these 
moneys ever came from the United States Govern- 
ment, nor were ever payable by the United States 
Government to these ‘Indians. They consisted of 


i him to receive these moneys, and through that 
agent they were Inst. Well, then, there is also 


l; gome $2,000 intrusted to this agent by an individ- 


ual of the tribe, (Polly Jamison,) which we are 
: called upon to make up among the other sums. 
i Now, I ask whether this is not a bond upon which 
the agent could be sued by the Indians and held 
liable ? 

Mr. WALES. The Government intended to 
! sue the bond. 
® Mr. PEARCE. But could the Government 
recover one stiver of this bond? Nota cent. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. RUSK moved to strike out the word “two” 
in the amendment adopted yesterday, in relation 
to compensation of special agents for the Indian 
| tribes in Texas, and insert ‘‘ three.” 
| Mr. PEARCE. I will state that, as the sum 


H 

| tee has been enlarged: by the action of the Senate, 
| there can be no objection to increasing the number 
i of agents. 


| by an amendment of the Senate, this was included | 


recommended to be appropriated by the commit- | 


The PRESIDENT. - This question: must be 
| entertained by common consent. 8 te 3 
No objection being made, the amend 
; adopted. 
INDIAN AGENT, &C., IN TEXAS. 
; Mr. RUSK. T have also another amendment 
| farnished me by the Indian Department, for the 
purpose of paying arrearages due to an agent 
already in Texas: i ; 


“ For compensation to an agent and two “interpreters in 
Texas, authorized by the act of the 3d of March, 1847, and 
subsequent acts, $3,200.” ts 


Mr. PEARCE. I hope that amendment will 
not pass in the shape in which it is offered. Lt 
is prospective in its character. It had beter be 
amended by saying, “ payment for arrears.” 

Mr. RUSK. I have no objection to that modi- 
fication. I have offered it as it was furnished to 
me by the Indian bureau. i will modify itas the 
Senator suggests, and make it “ for payment of 
arrears.” 

The gentan being taken,and about to be stated, 

Mr. HUNTER having voted in the negative, 

Mr. RUSK hoped that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia would state his reason for his opposition, 
By the act of 1847, and:subsequent acts, Congress 
authorized the employment of an agent for the in- 
dians in Texas, and this is the amount of arrear- 
ages due to that agent and his interpreters, as 
‘furnished to him by the Indian bureau, with a 
| recommendation that it be paid. 

: Mr. HUNTER. I think we have appropriated 

; for everything that has been estimated. by the In- 

i dian Department. 1 appeal to the Senator. from 

: Maryland if this is a proper amendment. 

| Mr. PEARCE, 1 think the Senator from Vir- 

| Sinia is mistaken in regard to our having appro- 

priated for everything sent to us by the depart- 

ij ment. This was sent to us, and rejected because 
it was prospective in its character. It is now 
i; modified so as to pay only for arrears. If there 

| be arrears, it is right they should be paid. 
Mr. HUNTER withdrew his objection, and the 
| amendment was agreed to. 

H. W. JERNIGAN AND CO... 

i Mr. ATCHISON offered the following amend- 
| ment: 


« To pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee of H, W. 
i Jernigan & Co., aud others, the sum of @21,043,77 


Mr. ATCHISON. As a short method of ex- 
plaining this amendment, | wili beg leave to read 
the following report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate, submitted. September 10, 
1850: 


«The Committee on Indian: Affairs, to whom was referred 
the memorial of the Central Bank of Georgia, as assignee 
of Henry W, Jernigan, H. W. Jernigan, & Co., of Jerni- 
gan, Gachet, & Co, and Hill, Jernigan, & Co., claiming 
indemnity for spoliations of the Creek Indiaus, at Roan- 
oke, on the J5th of May, 1836, report: 

“That from the reports of commissioners of the United 
States appoiutes to investigate the losses of the eitizens of 
Georgia and Alabama from the déprediutions of the Creek 
Jndians, made in the year 1837, (ard now on the fite in the 
; Office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,) it iippears 
that Henry W. Jernigan & Co. sustained losses by the dep- 
redations of the Creek Indians, on the 15th of May, 1836, at 
their ware and storehouses at Roanoke, in the couuty of 
Stewart, S.ate of Georgia, as charged and proved by them, 
amounting to the sum of $18,940, and by the award of the 
commis-ioners to the sum of g14,]65; tbat Jernigan, 
Gachet, & Uo, atthe same time and piace, and from the 
same causes, lust, as by them charged and proved, and by 
the award of the commissioners, the sum of 8},500; that 
Hill, Jernigan, & Co., at the same time and place, and from 
like causes, lost, as charged by them and proved, and by 
the commissioners awarded, the stm of $500; that Henry 
i W. Jernigan, at the same time and place, and from like 
causes lost, as by him charged and proved, and by the com- 
missioners awarded, the sum of S102—making the amount 
of Josses, as by the foregoing firms aud persons, on the 
whole, the sum of $21,042. it further appears from the 
suulements of Major Jobn H. Goward, the commanding of- 
ficer of a battalion of mounted volunteers then on service 
for the protection of the frontiers of Georgia from the bos- 
titities and incursions of the Fudians, that Captain James U. 
Horne, commanding a company of volunteers, was by bim 
ordered to occupy Roanoke with his command; that Cap- 
tain Horne, iu obedience tuereto, repaired to that place, and 
took possession of the warehouse and storehouse of H. W. 
Jernigan & Co., and used theim as a depository for the arms, 
ammunition, and provisions of his company, and quartered 
his wen around the same; that he continued in possession 
nntii he was attacked by a body of Creek Indians, routed by 
them, and driven from the same, and the ware and store- 
houses, with their contents—ithe goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise of the before-mentioned persons—were burnt and 
destr yed. This statement is. corroborated by Captain 
Horne, and also by Marmaduke Gresham, the quartermaster 
for Captain Horne’s company, who says. thai as quarter- 
master, be ‘asked, demanded, and received the keys to, and 
possession of the large warehouse and grocery store of 
Messrs. H. W. Jernigan & Co., and continued to oreupy 
said house as a quartermaster’s department until the morn- 


ment was 


2010 
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ing of the 15th May, 1836, when the. building and contents 

“were consugied by fire, ihe act of the hostile Creek Indians.’ 

These statements are fully corroborated and confirmed by 

the Hon: Robert Toombs, one of the Representatives in Con- 
ress from. the State of Georgia, — 

Tt is made. further to appear to this commitiee that the 
Legisiature of Georgia, for the purpose of affording tempo- 
rary relief to these persons, through Henry W. Jernigan, 
wlio wasa member of each of these mercantile firms, and 
was authorized to.controf the respective claiins against the 
Goverument of the United States for indemnity,) authorized 
the Central Bank of Georgia, a banking institution belong- 
ing exclusively to the State, to advance, by way of dis- 
count, the amount of their claims as by them charged, 
upon Jernigan’s giving his note for the same endorsed, (with 
depostting and assigning the claims as collateral security,) 
whieh was then done. And subsequentty—in ihe year 1845 
the legislature directed the delivery to Jernigan of the 
‘pote thus given, (amounting (0 the sum‘of $21,042,) and to 
take in payment and discharge of the same the assignment 
to the bank of these several claim which was done 
by the written assignment of Jernigan on the 16th De- 
cember, 1845, and subsequently assented to and acquiesced 
in by all of the members of the respective firms. The fore- 
going contains a statement of the material facts of this ease. 

«as will more fully appear from the documentary evidence 
submitted by the memorialist. Whereupon the committee 
are of the opinion that the ware and storehouses of these 
claimants having been taken possession of and occupied by 
troops in the service of the United States for their purpose 
and-usé, and whilst thus held and occupied being taken and 
destroyed by the encmy, the ‘owners of the private prap- 
erty so destroyed have a justclaim for remuneration against 
the United States for the amount of their losses; and there- 
fore the. committee recommend that the Central Bank of 
Georgia, as the assignee of the above claimants, be allowed 
and paid the sum of $21,042, and that the same be inserted 
in the Indian appropriation bill.” 

Lean state briefly, without going into details, 
the particulars of this case. During the Creek 
war, a detachment of troops were ordered to and 
stationed at a town called Roanoke, in the State 
of Georgia, and while they were there they took 
possession of the warehouses and storehouses be- 
longing to this man Jernigan. While in posses- 
eon of the warehouse and storehouse they were 
attacked by the Indians, who drove them away and 
burnt the buildings. The loss to the man was $21,042 
Now, the onty question presented to the Senate is 
this—and it has been recognized time and again— 
that where the troops of the’ United States take 
possession of private property, and by that act of 
taking possession of the private property draw the 
enemy upon them, it being private property, the 
United States are accountable for the loss. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The statement of 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 

‘ig one of the most extraordinary 1 have ever 
heard. The idea that Indians have been drawn 
upon: a building by the presence of the troops of 
tiie United States is to me altogether incomprehen- 
sible. He says that these troops were there, and 


Sq 


‘that being there drew upon the building those In- | 
Why, the thing is || 


dians who d 
impossible. 


estroyed them, > 
The troops being there might keep 


them away from it; it could not bring them on. | 
If they failed to secure the property which their |; 


presenge was designed to protect, it certainly con- 
stitutes no just foundation fora claim against the 
United States. It is enough that they did what 
they might to protect this property. It is quite out 
of the question that the presence of the troops 
drew the savage enemy to the place. The Sena- 
tor has not been guarded in his statement. The 
troops, unless they took possession of this ware- 
House for the purpose of defending it, took pos- 

_gession of itby rent. Now, why the whole claim 
is set up by the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs is to me incomprehensible. 


Mr, ATCHISON. That an old soldier, and jj 


auch a distinguished one 
“Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
that. 

- Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, such a distinguished 
one, should take such a view of this matter, is to 
me quite as surprising as anything 1 have said 
could have been to him. Why, sir, what drew 
Santa Anna and his army to Buena Vista? It was 
the very fact ‘that the American army was sta- 
tioned at or near that place. Why, sir, is there 
anything more common in war? Is it not every 
day’s experience that where hostile troops are sta- 


This is always the case, or there never would be 
any fighting, unless one party sought the other. 
Why, sir, the stràtegy, the tactics of the Senator 
from Mississippiare strange indeed; they are new, 
and will save the necessity of a world’s peace con- 
vention; for if we have armies In the:field, accord- 
jng to this theory they will never seek each other. 
His a most curious fact about wats, either of an- 


Oh, no; not; 
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| (Laughter. } 
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cient or modern times. Why, sir, the Seriator 
should have a patent for this discovery. . 

But, in all seriousness, the principle embraced 
in this amendment has been recognized by law. 
We have a law recognizing this very principle, 
that when private property is destroyed by the 
enemy because our troops are in possession of the 
premises, the Government has never failed to pay. 
If this is rejected, it wil! be the first instance of 
this kind in the history of the Government. 

Mr. PEARCE. The case®presented by the 
Senator from Missouri affords an illustration of 
what would be a very extraordinary principle in 
physics—that one body having a strong attraction 
for another, and that other not only having an_at- 
traction for this one, but an absolute repulsion, 
should be drawn towards it. For it appears that 
these Indians, according to the evidence now sub- 
mitted, were attracted by the presence of the Uni- 
ted States troops, which United States troops were 
not attracted by any means by their presence, but 
were very much repelled, and were actually driven 
away, leaving as rapidly as possible. However, 
be that as it may, this is a case of private claims, 


| to be investigated and reported upon in the usual” 
| form. 


I suppose that the report which was read 
here was accompanied by a bill, which. bill should 
be acted upon by itself. Weare now called upon 
to do what we have very often refused to do. We 
are called upon to put into an appropriation bill 
an appropriation for a private claim which ought 
to be acted upon in the regular way, by consider- 
ing the bill which should accompany the report. 
For that reason I object to its being put into this 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. J must say some- 
thing in answer to my friend from Missouri, who 
has put in a caveat in my favor for a patent. But 


| if it was permitted for the Senator or any one else 


to make his own case, and give his own answers, 
he would undoubtedly win the case. But the 
misfortune in this case was that [ guarded my lan- 
guage. 1 spoke of the savage foe, and the case 
cited by the Senator from Missouri can have no 


analogy with my remarks. In the progress of |! 


* 


civilization the iiltivated nations avoid the de- 
struction of private property, They m 
armies against the armies of the enemy, and fight 
battles to decide issues between nations. Not so 
with the savage foe. They attack private property 
where it is not guarded. They agsail hamlets be- 
cause they find them defenceless. There is no 
analogy between the cases. The Senator, there- 
fore, has drawn a conclusion which does not ap- 
ply to my proposition, which proposition confines 
itself to the savage foe. He refers to the case of 
Buena Vista. There is no analogy between the 


| two cases. The Mexican army marched against 


the American army. If they beat the American 
army, they of course would have the stores which 
the Americans then possessed. If they conquered 


| the Americans, they would gain one point of honor 


for their nation; and it was well understood that, 
if they could overcome the American army once, 
they were then willing upon that trophy to treat, 
There is, however, not the slightest analogy be- 
tween the cases which have been classed together. 
The Senator draws his conclusion from an argu- 
ment which | never presented. 


Now, the Senator may have precedents to give | 
| to our consideration. 


If there are precedents, so 
much greater the necessity for our examining every 
case. If he is going to bring me the case in Flor- 
ida, where we have paid for damages which never 
existed, because troops were at the places, I tell 
him beforehand that one wrong does not justify 
another. I tell him beforehand that there are pre- 
cedents which lead more to the devastation of the 
Treasury of the United States than they do:to the 
devastation of the property of private individuals. 
I shall concede no such case as this because one 
wrong has been done at a former time. + 


Mr ATCHISON. The Senator has mistaken | 


the precedent and the point which I wish to make. 


€ > | Now, the first matter of American history that I 
tioned there their antagonists march to meet them? if 


recollect was theassault upon Boone, in Kentucky, 


| and also upon other forts and block-houses. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
troops there. 
Mr. ATCHISON. 


There were no 


Every man was a soldier. 
Then at Fort Meigs, during the Jast 
Why, had there been no troops at Fort 
we would not-have sustained the defeat that 
ies sustained there. Well, sir, our history 


Meigs, 
our arm 


arch their | 
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is full-of-such instances, that thesé savage foes; - 
these: ignorant . savages, do seek their-enemy, 
Why, sir; the hero of Pippecanoe was assaulted:in- 
his camp. The American army- being at that point 
drew. their whole:force there, : pat 

A Senator: Fhat was where: General Tayler 
| had his first battle. aed : pie aiid 

Mr. ATCHISON. Our whole history is: full 
of such instances. Now, these troops referred to 
in the amendment, who-had possession of the Govs 
ernment stores, were in the warehouses. of: Jerni- 
gan, and his premises were used. by. these troops. 
Perhaps 1 may have been a little unfortunate in 
the expression, that the troops being stationed 
there drew the Creeks upon ther to that place. 
But so it was. The fact is proved beyond all con» 
troversy, that the Creek Indians did attack.the 
town of Roanoke, and did drive the troops from 
that town, and burn the warehouses and store. 
Now, sir, I think | have answered the point made 
by the Senator, although I do not pretend to be a 
i military man. 

Mr. RUSK. In 1816 a law was passed by the 
Congress of the United States, after full investiga- 
tion, declaring that the Unjted States would pay 
for the destruction of private property by the ene~ 
mies of the country, civilized as well as savage, 
| provided that destruction was caused -by the occu- 
pation of the premises by the United States troops. 
That law was limited in its operation, and existed 
but a few years.. A great many cases were paid 
under it, but the time ran. out for the. limitation. 
I do not know, however, of a sing'é case that has 
been rejected since that time. . Every ease that 
has come before the:Congress.of the United States, 
| that came under the provisions of the law of 1816, 
| has been paid: by the United States. It has not 
been refused in any case that I know of. Im- 
mense sums of money have been granted for the 
i| payment of the destruction of property in the 
neighborhood of this city, of which the proof had 
not been furnished, pending the law of 1816. 
i This, then, is the principle; and the only question 
| that arises here, is whether this property was de- 


|! stroyed by the Indians in consequence of its being 
| occupied by the troops of the United States, 
That seems to be the controversy between. the 
|! Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from 
|| Missouri, and I will not interfere with it. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
| Texas has only stated the questiomat issue between 
il the Senator from Missouri and myself. The Sen- 
| ator from Missouri says that I misunderstood his 
| precedent: Why, sir, that which: he quoted was 
equally unfortunate, if not: more so, He quotes 
-ihe case of Tippecanoe. Now, the Indians did 
not go to attack the troops at that place. General 
i Harrison went to the Indians; he went past their 
village. In that very country f have heard the 
; particulars of that attack, from an officer under 
i General Harrison, who told me that he went 
through the Indian village before the attack, and 
saw these Indians with their faces blacked; and 
| black faces among the Indians always signify war 
to the knife. He went into the encampment of 
| General Harrison. The gentleman is one of the 
| constituents of my friend from: Indiana, (Mr. 
| Wuircoms.] He says that he expected an attack 
from the Indians. The encampment had been 
pointed out to.the Indians, as it was close to the 
village. In the other case that the Senator referred 
to, they were all little advanced fortifications— 
stockades thrown into the Indian country to hold 
them in check, and which the Indians. felt it-was 
|, necessary for them to take, in order to make a-safe 
i! inroad into the country bebind, But let the Sen- 
ator show, if he can, that the Indians have selected 
| a place fortified and held by troops, instead of one 
undefended, as a matter of choice. Let him show 
| that Indians have gone past an undefended village, 
i toattack a place held by troops. Let him show this, 
or anything approaching to this, and he will put 
our savage foes on the footing of civilized nations 
| in waging war; butnot till then will his pretensions 
have a solid foundation. Ls 
Mr. DAWSON. Ebeg pardon of the Senate 
as a Senator -from Georgia—a State interested in 
the payment of this debt. The grounds assumed 
|) by the- Senator from Mississippi may be deemed 
il tenable in-his judgment. They-have been: well 
| answered; l think, by the chairma of the Com- 
| mittee.on Indian Affairs. .Whatd wish to say 
about-this matter is what I know. T was engaged 
in that very service, but not at that very place at 
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1850. 
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‘that tinte.. The facts are these, and are stated in 
these papers; and if the claim be not paid—if Con- 
‘gress refuse to pay it—it will not be because 
they have not always paid such claims. Thé war 
broke out in consequence of a treaty made with 
the Indians in the new part of Alabama. ‘Roanoke, 
in Georgia, is situated upon the banks of thé Chat- 
tahoochee, upon the east side. Alabama is the 
‘opposite side. At that place the width of the river 
“is about one hundred and twenty yards. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in conducting’ this 
war, saw proper to-send.adetachment—a small de- 
tachment—to that point onthe river, in order to con- 
centrate the provisions for the army. They went 
there, and carried all the United States provisions 
for the army to that place, and took possession of 
‘this property. The Indians who were encamped 
upon the opposite side of the river, about a mile 
anda quarter from this town, some 1,700 in num- 
ber, seeing. the flour and. bacon, and ail the other 
provisions taken there, and defended by only sixty 
men, determined to go there at night and-whip 
these sixty men and take the provisions. They 
crossed the river above and below, and thus had 
the town between them, and immediately went up 
to the town, and the battle began. These few 
men who were there controlling the subsistence of 
the army were driven away, as they could not 
defend the place, and a part of them killed. The 
Indians then seized the town, took the provisions, 
and burned up the property of the citizens. Now, 
sir, these are the facts, and the Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi. says that the Indian never attacks. 
Why, James Henry, who commanded the Creeks 
in that expedition, was almost as white a man as 
I am, although an Indian, and as sagacious a man 
as ever any troops met in the woods and forests. 
He arranged this battle, and defeated the men be- 
longing to the United States Government there in 
employment, took: the provisions, and, after 
burning the town, carried them off to the other 
sice of the river. When this injury has been in- 
flicted upon a private citizen like Colonel Jernigan, 
it is said that the Indians never attack. Why, 
sir, the Senate well knows that the first evidence | 
of the military character of General Taylor was 
at Fort Harrison, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. That wasa stock- į 
ade thrown into the Indian country. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir, and they attacked that 
stockade, but it was defended most gallantly. 
That was the Genesis of the great character that | 
General Taylor secured to himself and his coun- 
try. Now, the Government has taken this private | 
property and occupied it in this way, and caused 
the destruction of the property of an innocent and | 
unoffending citizen of Georgia, living upon the 
peace side of the river—for the war was upon the 
opposite bank. . Although he thus lost his prop- 
erty, it is said he will not be paid. Colonel Jer- 
nigan~-whose character, whose gallantry, whose | 
reputation is known to every Georgian—was thus 
reduced to ruin. The Government of Georgia, 
feeling a compassion for this worthy citizen, caused 
the United States by a petition ta send commis- | 
sioners there, to that very place, who went there | 
under the authority of this Government to assess 
the loss. that Colonel Jernigan sustained. That 
loss was reported to Congress, of the amount 
named here; and the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian’ Affairs asks that an appropriation to 
pay for the award made by the commissioners of 
the Government of tlie United State may be given. 
These commissioners were appointed by the Uni- ; 
ted States, and made the award upon which this 
appropriation is asked. Can there be anything 
more just? | assert that there is not a decision of 
this Government since its foundation, against the 
paymentof this claim; and I can assure my friend 
from Mississippi, and my friend from Indiana, if |y 
they knew of these facts, and had looked into them, 
there is no feeling of theirs that would justify them 
in opposing this measure. What I have stated is 
fact. I have done now, and hope the question 
will be taken and the appropriation allowed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator | 
from Georgia appeals to my justice and magna- | 
nimity. I find myself unfortunately between two | 
fires. The Senator from Missouri—who has dis- į 
claimed being a military man, but who has made | 
a speech that shows that Nature designed him for 
one—is on the one side, and the Senator from 
Georgia, who should hold the seals-of ‘the Treas- |} 
ury, is making an attack on the other side. Now, | 
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“ment, upon division it resulted as follows: ayes 12, 


it; whether I have made a sufficient: answer to 


money has been transferred, and ‘if a citizen of 
Georgia has suffered Indian depredations, they 
have the fund of the United States in their pos- 
session, and Jet them pay it. Far more money 
has been paid over to Georgia than depredations 
have yet been shown to balance it. l speak of 
the old spoliations. 


Mr. DAWSON. That has nothing to do with || 


this. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If, then, a citi- 
zen of Georgia has suffered, and, as the Senator 
from Georgia says, the State of Georgia has 


taken cognizance of the fact, let her use the mon- | 


ey she has taken out out of the Treasury of the 
United States to pay it. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I desire to say a word only. 
The claim in this case is within the class of claims 
recognized under the act of Congress of 1816, 
which was interpreted by the subsequent act of 
1817. It does not depend upon the military char- 
acter or acts of Jernigan, or anything military 
about it, for the purpose of ascertaining the prin- 
ciple upon which the United States has made 
compensation for property destroyed. The pro- | 
vision of the act of 1816 is, that when the property 
is taken possession of for the use of the United 
States, and is destroyed, compensation shall be 
made. I refer the Senate to the words of the act, 
as they are very brief: 


“ That where any property has been impressed or taken 
by public authority for the use or subsistence of the army 
during the late war, and the same shall have been destroyed, 
lost, or consumed, the owner of said property shall he paid | 
the value thereof, deducting therefrom the amount that has 
been paid or may be paid for the use and risk of the same 
while in the service aforesaid.” 


That act was explained by the subsequent act || 


Itis an act to amend 


It 


of 1817. Here is the act. 
the act authorizing payment for property lost. 
declares— 

« That the ninth section of the act aforesaid shall be con- 
strued to extend only to houses and other buildings occupied 
by or under the order of an officer or agent-of the United 
States as a place of deposit for military or naval stores, or 
as barracks for the military forces of the United States.*? 

That is the precise case now under consideration., 
These buildings were occupied by an order of an 
officer of the United States for the deposit of mil- 
itary stores, which the United States had deemed 


j necessary at that time should be placed there in 


aid of their contemplated operations; and it is upon 
that principle that every case that has come before 
Congress has been settled. ‘There is no doubt, 
then, that this case is under the precise principle 
upon which Congress has been hitherto acting. 

Now, abandoning the original grounds, it is sug- 
gested that, in relation to some other act, there is 
an unsettled account between the State of Georgia 
and the United States. Upon that I am not in- 
formed. It has no connection with the present 
transaction. If there be an unsettled account be- 
tween the State of Georgia and the United States, 
the State of Georgia is always ready to settle their 
accounts at any time, and to respond to any 
amount to which she may be lable. f question 
the fact, so far as my information goes, concern- 
ing anything about the State of Georgia. It is 
said also that this is an individual transaction. 
But if the circumstances be looked ‘into, if it be 
considéred that these persons were involved in the 
military operations of the United States, that they 
were reduced to poverty, and the State of Georgia 
was induced to intervene for the purpose of pro- 
tecting them, it will be considered rather the claim 
of the State than of the individuals. 

The question: being then taken upon the amend- 


noes 16—no quorum voting. i 
Mr. BERRIEN. Isit not near the time for the 
recess à 
Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. DICKINSON. Will my colleague with- 
draw his motion for a moment? : 
Mr. SEWARD. Certainly, with pleasure. 


2 


‘Mr. DICKINSON. ° I'give notice that-I. shall; 
on.to-morrow, move to. rescind that’ part of the 
resolution fixing the, recess, which: obliges: us -to 
assemble at six o’clock for Executive business; 80 
as to leave it in the power of the Senate to attend 
to Executive business, or any other business that 
they mày chooté—to have an Executive or legisla- 
tive session, as they may think proper. DE 

Mr. RUSK. [hope the honorable Senator will . 
have another matter in his notice; that is, to ex- 
tend the time of thé recess to. se ven_o’clock, that we 
may come here at seven. o’clock, instead of six, as 
we now do. i 

Mr. DICKINSON. When! make the motion, 
that mattér can be discussed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. } hope that we 
shall rescind,the whole resolution, and come here 
atten o’clock, and remain as long as Senators 
please. | * : 

Mr. FOOTE moved that the Senate adjourn. 

. The PRESIDENT. If that motion be adopted, 
it will carry business over till to-morrow, at ten 
o'clock. 

Mr. FOOTE. I think that the adoption of the 
motion to adjourn will simply operate so as to give 
us a recess till six o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT. It will necessarily take all 
business over till to-morrow. 

Mr. FOOTE. Then I move to takea recess. It 
is now within five minutes of four o’clock. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Let us have the question on 
the amendment. 

Mr. FOOTE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed 
that there is a quorum present, 

Mr. DICKINSON. Will it be in order for me 
to ask that my motion be now put, to rescind so 
much of the resolution with regard to taking a re- 
cess as applies to Executive business? 

The PRESIDENT. It will require unanimous 
consent to entertain it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is a question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE objected. 

Mr. DAWSON moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill till to-morrow, at eleven 
o’clock. 

The question being taken upon the motion to 
postpone, it was not agreed to. 

The question being stated upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, granting compensa- 
i! tion to Colonel Jernigan, &c : 
i Mr. BERRIEN called for the yeas and nays; 

which were ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FOOTE. Is it in order to make a speech 
now? [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT. It is in order for the Sen- 
ator to discuss the merits of the amendment under 

consideration. 

| Mr. FOOTE. Then I wish to be heard upon 
this question for a moment. 

; Mr. President, | have heard the various speeches 
| upon this amendment for some time, and. Í have 
i been somewhat pained at discovering that honor- 
able gentlemen seem to differ so widely in their 
views. The question seems to me to be tolerably 
plain. I have no doubt that the case now before 
us can be fully sustained by precedent. It seéms 
to me that if honorable Senators had been in their 
places—you know we had no quorum just now— 
and had heard the whole argument, as | have had 
the honor to do, there would not have been so 
much collision of sentiment as there 
| The PRESIDENT. The Senator will please 
| to suspend his remarks. [Laughter.] The Sen- 
ate will take a recess until six o’clock, 

EVENING SESSION, 

The Senate reassembied at six o’clock, p. m.y 
and devoted the evening to the transaction of Ex- 
ecutive business; and after some time so spent, the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


[The Senate proceedings of Friday will be found after the 
House proceedings of Saturday.] 


} 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
SATURDAY, Sepiember 28, 1850, 
The House met at ten o’clock. 


The Journal was read—occupying fifteen min- 
utes—and approved. 

Mr. STRONG said’ that the other day, when 
the Committee of Eleétions was‘called for reports, 
he was sick and confined to his room, and was not 
able to make a report which the committee had in- 


2013 


cae 


structed him to make. Fle now asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report from that 
committee a resolution;. which was read for infor- 
mation, as follows: ‘ 

Resolved, That :he Clerk of the House be directed to as- 
certain às svon as possible the legal expenses of the con- 
tested election in the fourth Congressional district of Penn- 
syivania, and pay the same out of the contingent fund of 
this Houses and that. he also be directed to pay to John S. 

_ Littell, the contestant, his mileage and per diem allowance 
from the commencement of the present session until the 
lith of September, when the contest was determined. 
And that he also pay out of the same fund to Charles J. Iu- 
gersoll, bis mileage and per diem allowance while he waz 
contesting the seat of the Hon. Charles Naylor, in the 26th 
Congrezs, from the commencement of the first session natil 
the 15th day of January, 1840, when the contest was deter- 
mined by the House. 


Mr. MILLER objected to the injrođuction of || 


the resolution. 

Mr. STRONG moved a suspension of the rules, 
which motion was not agreed to, two thirds not 
voting therefor. í ; x, 

So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, on leave, with- 
drew. from the files of the House, to be presented 
at one of the departments, the petition and papers 
in the case of Mary Barry. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, on leave, 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with sundry amendments, the Senate bill entitled 
«An act to provide for extending the laws and 
judicial system of the United States to the State of 
California.’? 

Pending this question— 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked leave to make the 
report on the subject of the printing of Congress, 
from the select committee on printing, to lie on 
the table, and be ordered to be printed. . 

Objection was made, and the report was not re- 
ceived, 

Mr. NELSON asked leave to make certain re- 
ports from the Committee of Claims. 

Objected to. 

Mr. GRUINNELL asked the unanimous consent 
to withdraw certain papers from the files of the 
House, to be presented at the Pension Office, the 
papers in the case of the widow of William Leath. 

Objection was made. 

Mr, FULLER asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, objected, 
and called for the consideration of the bill he had 
just reported. 

The SPEAKER $aid, the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was before the House 
by unanimous consent, was pending, and must be 
disposed of before other business was taken up. 

The bill was read by sections, with the amend- 
ments. 

Mr, THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the, 
previous question. . 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 

The amendments of the committee (which were 
of an unimportant character) were severally read, 
and agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and having been read a third time by its title, and 
the question being on its passage, 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

‘There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, having been taken, the bill was 

: passed 

Mr. VENABLEmoved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked the House at 
this time to take up and consider the amendments 

` of the Senate to House bill granting bounty lands 
to officers and soldiers who had been engaged in 
the military service of the United States. 

The bill (Mr.C. said) was a bill of much im- 

ortance, and great interest was felt concerning it 
throughout the country. ` He hoped the House 
would not hesitate to take it up and dispose of it. 
It would not consume fifteen minutes. 

* Mr. ROOT and other members objected. ` 

Mr. COBB moved that the rules of the House 

be suspended to enable him to make the motion. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr, FULLER rose, he said, to a privileged 


question. He reported from the Committee on 
Printing, the following resolution, which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on Printing in 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
be authorized to andit, certify, and allow all accounts for 
printing during the recess of Congress in the same way us 
is now done by the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WENTWORTH requested Mr. FULLER 
so to modify the resolution as to except from the 
operation of. the resolution the obituary notices of 
the late President of the United States. 


Some explanation followed between Messrs. | 


WENTWORTH and FULLER. 

Mr. FULLER declined to md¥ify. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, adopting as his 
own the suggestion of Mr. Wentworth, inoved to 
amend the resolution by adding thereto the words 
“ except that for printing the document containing 
the proceedings of Congress, &c., on the occasion of 
the death of the late President of the United States. ”’ 

Mr. WENTWORTH expressed his willingness 
that the matter should be referred to the Attorney 
General. ; 

Mr. HALL demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. f 

Mr. JOHN A. KING desired to ask a question. 

Thè SPEAKER said no remarks were now in 
order. 

The main question was then ordered; and, being 
taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Coss, of Alabama, that the rules of the House 
be suspended, to enable him to move that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the amend- 
ments to the bounty land bill. 


The question was taken, and the vote was de- 


clared to be—ayes 65, noes 56 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, and Mr. MILLER de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THURMAN destred to be informed by the 
Speaker, whether there was any appropriation bill 
on the Speaker’s table. 

Thé SPEAKER replied, that the Chair was not 
aware that there was any appropriation bill on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 


And the question, ‘* Shall the rules of the House |} 
be suspended?” was taken, and resulted—yeas 110, | 


nays 31; as follow: 5 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, An- | 


drews, Bingham, Bocock, Bootb, Bowic, Breek, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cartter, Casey, Chand- 
ler, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Dicky, Dimmick, 
Doty, Dunham, Edmuudson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, 


Kiteb, Freediey, Goodenow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, į 


Harlan; Isham G. Harris, S. W. Harris, Haymond, Hilliard, 
Holladay, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge; Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Andrew Jolinson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. 


Johnson, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler. Little- | 


field, Marshall, Mason, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 


McMullen, McQueen, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morton, į 


Newell, Ogle, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Ph 
nix, Pitman, Po ter, Powell, Reed, Robbins, Rockwell, Ro: 
Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Silves 


ter, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. ; 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Taylor, James Thomp- 

son, Underhill, Venable, Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Went- j 
worth, Whittlesey, Wudrick, Williams, Wood, Wright, and | 


Young—1)0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashe, Ashmun, Chester Butler, 
Thomas B. 
Eliot, Fowler, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hay, 
Henry, Bouston, George G. King, James G. King, Jvbn A. 
King, Horace Mann, Moore, Nelson, Otis, Reynolds, Risley, 
Root, Thurman, Van Dyke, and White—3L. 

So the rules were suspended. 

(Mr. Marreson did not vote, having paired off 


with Mr. RICHARDSON. | 


The question was upon concurring in the Sen- |! 


ate’s amendments. 
Mr. HALL moved the previous question. 
The amendments were read for information. 
The previous question was seconded, 
And the main question was ordered. 
Pending the question— 


Mr. McQUEEN asked and obtained leave to 


withdraw the memorials and papers from the files : 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post: 


Roads, on the following routes: 


From Wilmington, North Carolina, to Man- : 


chester, South Carolina. 
From Marion Court-House, by Gilchrist’s 
Bridge, &c., and back to Marion Court-House. 
From Jeffries Creek, by way of Anderson’s 
Bridge, to Graham’s Cross-Roads. ; 
From Bennettsville, to McNiell’s Mill. 
From the Thirty-two Mile House, by Lenard’s 
Ferry, to Kingston; to be referred to the Post 
Office Department. te 


Ea 


Buer, Clingman, Crowell, Daniel, Durkee, ; 


rey 


Pas follows: : 


passed the: House: S 


“ Beit enacted hy.the Senate und House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of merica in Oangress assembled, That 
each of the surviving Commissioned abd non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, or privates, whether of regulars, volun- 
teers, rangers, or militia, who performed military service in 
any regiment, company, or detachment in the service of the. 
United states, in ibe war with Great Britain, declared hy 7 
the United States on the 18h day of June, 1812;-or if any 
of the Indian wars since 1790, and each of the commis- 
sioned officers who was engaged in the: military service. of. 
the Gnited States in the late war with Mexico, shall be en- 
tiled—for twelve months? servi e, to one hundred and sixty 
aeres of land; for six months? service, to eighty:acres’ of 
Jand ; and for three months’ service, to forty acres of lind: 
Promded, The person so having been in service shall notre- 
ceive said lands, or any part thereof, if it shall appear by ihe 
i| muster rolis of his regiment or corps that he deserted, or 

was dishonorably discharged from service, or if bè hax yë- 
ceived, or is entitled to auy land bounty under any act of 
Congress heretofore passed. : 

t NEC, 2. And be tt further enacted, §c., That each com- 
missioned and non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, for whom provision is made by the first section hereof, 
shall receive a certificate, or warrant, from the Department 
of the Interior for the quantity of tand to which he may be 
entitled, and which may be located by the warrantee, or his 
heirs at law, at any land office of the United States, in one 
body, aud in conformity to the legal subdivisions of the pub- 
lie lands upon any of the public lands in sach district then 
subject to private entry; and upon the return of such certi- 
| ficate or warrant, with evidence of the location thereof hay- 
ing heen legally made to the General Land Office, a patent 
shali be issued therefor. In the event of the death of any 
commissioned or non-commissioned officer, musician, or 
private, prior or subsequent to the passage of this act, who 
shall have served as aforesaid, and who shall nat have re- 
i| ceived bounty land for said services, alike certificate or war- 
I] rant shall be issued in favor and inure to the benefit of. his 
widow: Provided, She was marricd to.such officer or aol- 
dier before the conclusion of his service, and is unmarried 
at the date of her application: Provided, further,’ That no 
land warrant issued under the provisions of this act: shall 
be laid upon any land of the United States to which there 
hali be a pre€mption right, ar upon which there shall be an 
actual settlement and cultivation, except with-the consent 
of such settler, to be satisfactorily proven to the proper land 
officer. 

“ Sec, 3, And he it further enacted, §c., That all sales, 
mortgages, letters Of attorney, or other instruments of writing 
going to affect the title or claim to any warrantor certificate 
| hereinbefore provided for, made or executed prior to the 
| issue of such warrant, or certificate, shall be null and void, 
i| to all intents and purposes whatsoever; nor shall such cer- 
i| tificate or warrant, or the land obtained therehy, be in any 
I| wise affected by, or charged with, or subject to, the payment 
of any debt or claim incurred by such officer or soldier prior 
| to the issuing of the patent: Provided, That the benefits of 
‘ this act shall not acerue to any person who is agmember of 
\; the present Congress.” å A 


The question being on concurring in the amend 
| ments of the Senate, the following was concurred 
in without a division: was 
No. 1. “ Insert after the word ‘surviving’. in. the first sec- 
tion, the words ‘or the widow or minor children of de“ 
ceased.’ ?? Batis, See : 
The question being on concurring in the second 
amendment of the Senate, as follows: : 


No.2. & Insert after the word ‘ militia,’ in the first section, 
the words, ‘or marine whose name bas been refurned on 
muster rolls, or in any other official manuer, to the War De- 
partment, as having? ?”— ` 
' Mr. MARSHALL made a few remarks, which 

were inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. VENABLE called for tellers on the ques- 
tion; which were refused. : i 

The question being put, the amendment was 
non-concurred in. ; 

The third amendment of the Senate was read: 

“ Strike out the werd ‘who? in the first section where it 
first oceurs.”? 

The amendment was concurred in, 

The fourth amendment of the Senate was read, 
| as follows : 
|| After the word “ entitled,” in the first section, strike out 
ii the toifowing: os i 

« For twelve months’ service, to one hundred and sixty 
acres of land; for six months’ service, to-.eighty seres:of 
land ; and for three inonts? service, to forty acres of Jand’? 
ii And insert in lien thereof the following : eS 
io «To lands, as follows: ‘Those who engaged to serve 
H twelve months, or during the war, and actualy served bine 
‘| months, shall receive one hundred. aud. sixty. acres; and 
those who engaged to serve six months, and actually served 
: four months, shall receive eighty acres; and those who en- 
= gaged to serve for any, or-an indefinite period, and actually 
served one month, shall receive forty acres: Provided, That 
wherever any officer or soldier was honorably discharged in 
consequence of disability in the service, betore the expira- 
tion of his period of service, he shall teceive the amount of 
which he would have been entitled if he had served the fall 
i: period for which he had engaged to serve.” e 
| The question was put on this amendment, and 
i it was agreed to without a division. a 
! The fifth amendment of the Senate. : Inthe pro- 
| vigo.to.section one, insert after the word “tany”? 

! the word ** military.” et eat 
i Phis-amendment was concurred in. 
|. The sixth amendment of the Seriate was read, 


ji 
H 
| 


| 
| 


1850. ` 


‘in captivity shall receive land ander the provisions of this 


Insert at the end of the first section the following : 

“Aud thot every officer, private, or musician, or any naval 
officer, seaman. or marine, whether of regulars, volunteers, 
or militia, who has actually been under fire in any engage- 
ment with the enemy, shall be entitled to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, aud each of the surviving officers and 
seamen of the navy of the United States, or in the event of 
their death, their widows or ininor children, who performed 
service on board of any of the public armed vessels of the 
United States, or on fand, in either of the wars aforesaid; 
shall be entitled to like quantities of land for Jiké tenns.of 
service as hereinbefore provided for officers and privates in 
the military service of the United States.” - 


Mr. MASON said, that the committee advised a 
non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question; which were not ordered. 

- The question was then taken, and the amend- 
Ment was rejected. f 
The Tth amendment of the Senate was read as 
follows: Insert the following section: | 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, &c., 'I'nat the period | 
during which any officer or soldier may have remained in | 
captivity with the enemy shall be estimated and added to 
the ‘period of his actual service, and the person so detained 


act in the same manner that he would he entitled in case he 
had entered the service for the whole term made up by the 
addition of the lime of his captivity, and had served during 
such term.” ` 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to, 

No. 8. Change section 2 of the House bill to 
section 3. Agreed to. i 

Amendment No. 9 was read, as follows: |! 

Insert after the word “ widow,” preceding the first pro- 
viso in the first sect-on, the following words, “ who shall 
receive one hundred and sixty acres of land in case her 
husband was killed in battle, but not to her heirs.” 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to without a division. 

The 10th amendment: i 

After the word “she”? in the first section, and first after 
the first proviso, strike out the words, “ was married to 
said officer or soldier before the conclasion of his service 
and.” “ 

The question was put, and the amendment | 
‘was concurred in. 

Amendment, No 11. 

In section third, after the word “certificate,” strike out 
words “hereinbefore provided for,” and insert, & issued or 
to be issued, or any land granted or to be granted, under the 
provisions of this act.” i 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to, without a division. j 

Amendment No. 12: | 

In section third, after the word “& issue,” insert the words 
* of such warrant or certificate.” 

The amendment was agreed to, without a divis- 
ion. * 
Amendment No. 13. At the end of the bill, add į; 
the following: | 

“ Provided, further, That it shall be the duty of the Com- |! 
missioner of the General Land Office, under such regulations i 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, to j 
cause to be located, free of expense, any warrant which the 
holder may transmitto the General Land Office for that pur- 
pose, in such State and land district as the said holder or 
warrantee may designate, and upon goad farming land, so 
far as the same can be ascertained from the maps, plats, and 
field notes of the sutveyor, or from any other infortnation in | 
the possession of the loeal office; and upon the location be- i 
inginade, as aforesaid, the Secretary shall cause a patent to 
be transinitted to such warrantee: And provided, further, 
That no patent issned under this act shall be delivered upon 
any power of attorney or agreement dated before the pas- 
sage of this act; and that all such powers of attorney or 
agreements be cousidered and treated as null and void.” 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to, without a division. 

Mr. POTTER desired to make an amendment 
in relation to the location of the lands. 

The SPEAKER said, that no amendment was 
in order, the previous question having been sus- 
tained. , f i 

The amendments having all been disposed of — 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the votes upon 
them, and to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table; which latter motion was not agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. i 
Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back the Indian appropriation 
bill with the amendments of the Senate, and moved | 
that they be referred to the Committee of the || 
Whole on the state of the Union. | 
Ordered accordingly. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
The following message was received from the 
Senate by Mr. Macuen, their clerk: 
e Mr. Speaxer;: The Senate agree to the amendment of 


the House to the forty-second amendment of the Senate, 
and disagree tothe other of the said amendments of the 


House'to the amendments, and insist on their amendments 
disagreed to by the House to the: bill ofthe Gonse. (N6..334) 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatie expenses 
of thé Goverament for the year ending June 30,1851, and 
for other purposes.” S ` 


And then he withdrew. 
- Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill making appropriation for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, with a recommendation that the House 
agree lo a portion and disagree to another portion 
of said amendments; and on his motion the bill 


and amendments were referred to the Committee of i 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. B. moved that the House insist upon their 


disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 


and that a committee of conference be appointed. 

The mation was agreed to, and the Speaker ap- 
pointed Messrs. BayLy, Jongs, and Vinton, the 
managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BISSELL asked the unanimous consent to 
offera resolution. He hoped there would be no 
objection to its reception. i 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to pay to the em- 
ployees of the House, ineiuding the clerk to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, and the laborers aud lamp-lighter on the public 
grounds, the same amount of compensation that was paid 
those occupying simitar stations during the Jast Congress, 
by resolution of the 
moved during the present session be paid pro rata for the 


i time employed.” 


Objection was made. 

Mr. BISSELL moved to suspend the rules, to 
allow him to offer the resolution. 

The question was taken, and by ayes 93, noes 
27, was decided in the affirmative. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BISSELL offered the resolution, and asked 
for the previons question. 

Mr. VENABLE desired to offer an amendment, 
the purport of which wasto include the gate-keeper, 


| which, he said, had been left out last year undera 
į similar resolution. 


Mr. BISSELL. He is in. 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendment was 
not in order, the previous question having been sec- 
onded. 

Mr POTTER appealed to the gentleman from 


| Hlinois to withdraw the demand for the previous | 


question, to enable him to offer an amendment. 
Mr. BISSELL declined to withdraw. 
The previous question was seconded. 
And the main question was ordered, being on 
agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. POTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced sixteen gentlemen only rising to order 


| the yeas and nays. 


So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was taken, and decided in the affirm- 


| ative. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BISSELL moved to reconsider the vote, 
and to lay the motion on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES moved that the Doorkeeper and 
his assistants be discharged from duty during the 
remainder of the session. He said there was no 
attendance at the doors, and that the lobbies were 
full. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Missis- 
sippi, the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, 
in the chair.) i 

On motion by Mr. T., the committee proceeded 
to the consideration of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. T. said, as the amendments, which were 
numerous, were not before the committee, he 


would give a general outline of the propositions on | 


which they were called to vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he was 
desirous to give to the committee some general 
idea of what the Committee of Ways and Means. 
had done. The amendments were not before him, 
and he could only speak from memory. There 
were a great many amendments which had been 
made to the bill the Senate. Some fifteen or 
twenty of these amendments were in pursuance of 
recommendations from the departments. This 
bill, as it went from the Fouse, was reported from 


House, and that those who were re- | 


; the Committee of Ways and ‘Means, before these 
|| recommendations came from the departments. “In* 
| fact, they never came before the Committee’ of 
| Ways and Means of the House.. Most of thesé 
| recommendations were proper, and the committee 
l would have concurred in-them. The reason they. 
| Were notin the bill was because. they did not 
come to the knowledge of the committee ‘until after 
the bill had been. reported.. These amendments 
will probably be more particularly noticed as we 
progress with the bill. 

There was an amount of some $30,000 appro- 
priated for commissions to Indian agents. The 
| committee had dissented from these appropriations 
ji on two grounds. In the first place, there could re- 
|, sult no damage from the delay until the next ses- 
i| sion. In the second place, in all these places there 
|; are agency houses, and it is not until the close of the 
; session that these claims have been pressed on us, 
| leaving no time for an examination of the subject. 
So that there is an amount of from $25,000 to 
i $30,000 dissented from by the committee on this 
| ground, 

There wasa very large claim, amounting to some 
1 #2,300,000, due to the Cherokee Indians. There 
i was a Claim for $80,000 or $90,000 for subsistence, 
i| with interest. This claim had its origin in 1839. 
|| The Cherokees contended that this sum for sub- 
|| Sistence was improperly applied from the treaty 
$ 


fund. He would briefly explain what was meant 
| by the treaty fund. Inthe year 1835, the Gov- 
i| erment of the United States entered into a treaty 
|| with the Indians for the purchase of their lands in 
ii the States of Alabama, Georgia, &c. Theamount 
| of $5,000,000 was appropriated to carry out the 
i| provisions of this treaty, designating certain pur- 
‘| poses for which a portion of the sum was to be 
|| applied, and that the residue should be distributed 
among the tribe. There was very great difficulty 
iin making this treaty, and about as much difficulty 
in carrying it out. "There was a great misunder- 
li Standing between the Government of the United 
i! States and these Indians. The complaints of the 
l Indians were so loud and so frequent, that the 
, Government thought it prudent to yield in some 
i| instances to the demands pressed upon it, until the 
|, amount had been swelled to upwards of seven 
|| millions, The Indians complained that the treaty 
| fund had been improperly applied—that it had been 
distributed in a manner not intended by the In- 
dians, nor consistent with the terms and spirit of the 
treaty. It was also complained. that the Govern- 
| ment of the United States had charged the Indians 
i] too much under the item of subsistence. In the 
year 1846, this dispute was referred to the Senate 
of the United States, as the arbitrator in the case. 
It examined the subject with great care, and finally 
_ agreed to give the sum of $189,000, with interest. 
By the 9th article of the treaty, itis stipulated that 
there shall be a general settlement between the 
| Government and the Indians, and that our Govern- 
ment shall pay over to these Indians whatever 
may be found due to them. A 
Some years ago the matter in dispute was re- 
ferred to the accounting officers ofthe Treasury to 
examine and report othe subject. Those officers 
investigated the matter, and reported that the 
amount due to the Indians was $680,000. An 
appropriation to that amount was inserted by the 
Senate in the appropriation bill of the last Con- 
; gress, and was disagreed to by the House; and 
| subsequently, in the committee of conference, was 
! stricken oat of the bill, 
| ‘To this $96,000 have been added by the Senate, 
That is 


which they regard as fair and liberal. 
| stricken out by the committee. 

There ought to be a final settlement between the 
Government and these Cherokee Indians. They 
have pressed their claims on us through their 
agents, for a number of years. But in thiganstance 
| they have not come before any committee of the 
| House until the session of Congress is about to 
| close, and there is no opportunity left us to exam- 
ine into the subject as carefully as we ought. On 
this account the committee had determined to re- 
port in favor of a disallowance of this item. We 
have no assurance that this would. be regarded as 
a final settlement. The committee, therefore, hag 
i| determined to report its disagreement to this amend- 
| ment, with a view to having-the subject lie over 
| until the next session, He had thought it proper 
i| to make this explanation, in order that the reasons 
|| by which the committee were influenced should be 


i] known to the House: $ 


2014 


THE © 


EE 


Another amendn ‘ 
. ‘subject of a Georgia claim for damages, during the 
difficulties with the Indians. About the time when 


war raged between the Creek Indians of Alabama | 


and Georgia, depredations were committed on 
property which was.occupied by the troops of the 
United States. -Buildings which had been thus 
occupied. had been burnt and destroyed by the In- 
dians. {t had been agreed by the Senate that as 
this ‘was a depredation on private property, it was 
right that the claim be allowed. But the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means consider that in rela- 
tion to damages arising to individuals during an 
open rupture, this Government has never been in 
the practice of allowing compensation. On this 
ground, the Committee of Ways and Means agreed 
to recommend to the House to disagree to this 
amendment of the Senate. They desired more in- 
formation on the subject, before they.could decide 
on the merits of the claim, and it is now too late in 
the session to obtain it. 
In the next amendment, the Committee of ‘Ways 
and Means recommend to the House to concur. 
General McIntosh was an Indian friendly to the 
-United States.- Our Government had agreed to 
pay his party the sum of $100,000; and, in good 
faith, Congress appropriated the amount. OF this 
sum, $15,000 had been paid in part. Last year, 
some of the McIntosh party had come to the seat 
of Government, and stated that they had never re- 
ceived any portion of thisgrant. A portion of that 
appropriation, to the amount of $41,000, had been 
transferred to the surplus fund, because it had not 
been called for during the two years prescribed by 
law., It was thought right by the Senate that this 


sum should be now withdrawn from the surplus | 


fand, and distributed among the Meintosh party. 
The Committee of Ways and Means, agreeing with 
the Senate in the propriety of this course, have 
determined to recommend. a -concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Again: doring the war with Mexico, the State 
of Texas called out into her service eight compa- 
nies of Texan volunteers, who were stationed along 
the frontier of that State. She kept these troops 
in her service for some time. And she has now 
come forward with a claim on the-Government of 
the United States for the payment and subsistence 
of these troops during the time they were thus em- 
ployed in the service of the State. The State of 
Texas had been industrious in pressing these 
claims on the.attention of the Government. So far 
as he was informed, this. subject had not yet been 
investigated by any committee in. either branch of 
Congress. He was certain it had never been ex- 
amined by any committee of the House. 

Mr. KAUFMAN stated that it had been inves- 
tigated by a committee of the House. And he had 
yesterday handed to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippia report made by that committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON: That was a report from 
the Senate. ; 

Mr. KAUFMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is mistaken. It was a report from a com- 
mittee of the House in favor of the claim. 

Mr. THOMPSON. it was a report from Mr. 


Ewing. 
Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. Ewing of the House 

f Representatives. 

"Mr. THOMPSON said he would then with- 
draw his statement. He had been misled by the 
name, taking it for Ewing of the Senate. A bill 
on this subject is now pending, having been re- 

. ported some timeago. In this condition of things, 
the Committee of Ways and Means did not con- 
sider that it would be strictly in order to attach 
this bill to the appropriation bill in the-shape of 
amendment. It was a subject which ought to be 
considered and discussed both in committee and 
by the House before it was adopted. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means place’ their report on 
this ground, that this measure was only referred 
to the committee at nine o’clock this morning and 
the House met at ten. The committee was urged 
to dispose of the business in its hands. The 
House, therefore, would see clearly that the com- 
mittee could not do justice to themselves, or to the 
House, had they given asanction to this amendment 
without the investigation it required, and which it 
was impossible to give to it so-near the close of the 
session. The committee thought it the most proper 
course to deal frankly with the House, and report 
that they had not time to go into the examination. 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked leave of the gentleman 


dment of the Senate was on the 


j 


from Mississippi to make a short explanation: 


| of both Houges. 
order for the Committee of Ways and Means to 


After the termination of the war with Mexico, and 
before any of the troops of the United States had 
been stationed on the borders of Texas, owing to 
the frequent murders perpetrated by the. Indians, 
it. was considered necessary to provide some means 
for the defence of the frontier. The troops of 
Texas were therefore called out-by the authority 
of the Government, for that purpose. The agents 
of Texas had now. been here for many months 
urging the claim of the State to i reimbursed this 
necessary expenditure. The claim had received 
the almost unanimous sanction of the committees 
If it would have been out of 


introduce this amendment formerly, it could be so 


no longer now that the amendmenthas come from” 


the Senate. As the appropriation had received 
the almost unanimous sanction of the committees 
of both Houses, he hoped the opposition of the 
gentleman from Mississippi would not have the 
effect of defeating it. . : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
Mississippi permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THOMPSON. 1 hope the gentleman will 
not ask me any questions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I merely wishto know what 
is the amount? : 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that he could not 
give any correct statement of the amount. He 
would now pass on to another amendment to 
which the Committee of Waysand Means bad 
recommended that the House disagree. ft was 
the appropriation with regard to certain claims 
of Potawatomie Indians. Several years ago, the 
War Department instructed General Mitchell to 
go to these Indians, in the Northwest, for the 
purpose of receiving, auditing and settling their 
claim for sums due to them for their removal from 
their lands. The agent performed his duty, and 
the Indians presented to him claims to the amount 
of $93,000, of which the amount passed on and 
allowed was $88,000. Mr. Crawford, the Secre- 
tary of War, directed this sum to be paid to the 
Indians out of the Indian annuities. The pre- 
cise ground on which this decision was made he 
was not able to give. Inthe appropriation bill 
of 1848, the Senate inserted a clause giving this 
JER Do0 to be paid out of the Indian annuities. 

his appropriation was concurred in by the House 


of Representatives. The dispute which has now | 


risen up is, whether this sum shall be paid in con- 


formity with the law of Congress, or out of the | 


public Treasury. Congress directed it ta be paid 
out of the Indian annuities; and as there can be no 
danger from a brief delay, as it can as well be done 
next session as now, as there was no time to ex- 
amine this business, and as this claim had not been 
presented while this bill was before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the committee think it better 


to delay any action on the matter until the next | 


session. The committee cannot consent to over- 
rule a decision of a former Congress without taking 
a little more time for deliberation. On this ground, 
they recommend to the House to disagree to the 


|! amendment of the Senate. 


There is also an amendment in favor of David 
Taylor, who is an old acquaintance of many mem- 
bers of this House. The Senate had inserted an 
amendment to pay his claim. The Committee of 
Ways and Means had recommended to the House 
to disagree to this amendment. 

Mr. CLING MAN asked a question, which could 
not be distinctly heard. : 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he would be candid, and 
state to the gentleman from North Carolina what 
he knew on the subject. This claim of David 
Taylor had been rejected by an overwhelming 
vote. But the committee had not before it the 
full information it desired. lt may be that it is 
payment for a reservation of lands, and it may be 
that the sum appropriated will inure to the bene- 
fit of Taylor’s wife and children. The committee 
did not go into that question. 

There was one other amendment to which he 
desired to call attention. He did not pretend to 
perfect accuracy in his statements, as he could 
only speak from memory as the amendments oc- 
curred to him. 
the agent from Utah. 
$5,000 as compensation for this agent. 


The Senate had inserted 
It is said 


that we paid a similar amount to the agent from | 


Oregon. This appeared to be the belief of the 
Senate, and led.to the insertion of this-clause.. 


This amendment has relation to: 


"Mr. HALL said, that in regard to Oregon there 
was an ‘appropriation of $10,000... "Fhe ‘Oregon 
agents received $2,500 each. They. were exposed 
to great hardships, but’ that was the highest 
amount.they. received. : 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed... The ‘Senate had 
appropriated $5,000 for the agent from Utah, in- 
cluding the Indian. presents... This gentleman 
comes here as the accredited agent from: the.. 
people of Utah. The Oregon agent wassent here’ 
as an express, to bring the news of the Indian 
wars which had broken out, &c., and he was paid 
bountifully for the service he performed. The 
committee recommend the. House to: disagree t 
this amendment. wi 

There was one other amendment, and with that 
he would conclude. The Senate had put in.a 
long item in relation to the taking the census of 
the East Cherokees. 

Mr. T. proceeded to make some remarks on 
the subject of this item in the amendments 
il of the Senate, in which the Committee of 
I| Ways and Means had recommended a non-con- 
i| currence on the part of the House. But there 
was so much confusion in the vicinity of the Re- 
porters’ desk, that the explanation was mostly in- 
audible. : 

Mr. CROWELL asked if there had been any 
appropriation made for this Utah agent? 

Mr. THOMPSON said that the committee had 
reeommended in this bill increased appropriations 
for Indian objects. i 

Mr. CROWELL. But rot for this special ob- 


ject? 

: Mr. THOMPSON. No. Butas these appropri- 
ations were very large, some of them might be 
applied to that object. The Senate inserted an ap- 
| propriation for treaties with the Indians in Cali- 
fornia. But it so far exceeded’.that for Oregon 
that he committee thought it better to wait-until 
| the proper department should have looked into the 
matter, and made a report on which Congress 
could properly act. It was much better that. we 
should go on understandingly.. And as there was 
no great hurry, the committee had thought it bet- 
ter to disagree to this amendment. : 

[At this stage of the debate, the following’ mes- 
gage was received from the Senate, by Mr. Diox- 
| ins, their Secretary: i ; : 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Senate have agreed to the conference 
asked by the House upon the disagreeing votes of: the two 
i| Houses upon the bill of the. House (No. 334) making appro- 
priations for the civil and diptomatie expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1851, and for atber 


i| purposes, and have appointed Messrs: Dickinson, SOULE, 
and Banger managers on their part. Uy i; 


And he then withdrew. ] i 

Mr. WELLBORN said, he desired to make a 
very few remarks in relation to the claim of 
$21,000 to the State of Georgia. He would prom- 
ise to occupy the attention of the committee only 
afew moments. 

Mr. POTTER rose to suggest whether it would 
not be the better course for the gentleman from 
Georgia to postpone his remarks until the amend- 
ment came up for consideration? 

Mr. WELLBORN, after prefacing that it might 
perhaps be the more regular course, but that he 
would prefer, under all the circumstances, saying 
what he had to say now, went on as follows: 

Mr. Cnareman: I ask the attention of the com- 
mittee to a statement I propose to make in behalf 
of a claim inserted by the Senate as an amendment 
| to the Indian appropriation bill, now about to be 
acted on. It is for the principal sum of twenty- 
one thousand and forty-two dollars, and is founded 
on the destruction, in 1836, by the Creek Indians, 
i of a ware and storehouses, then the property of 
| Henry W. Jernigan and partners, on the banks of 
| the Chattachoochee river, in Stewart .county, 
| Georgia. : L 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that the general 
rule is, that Governments will not assume to pay 
|| individual losses sustained by their citizens conses 
quentialon war. The rule is justified by the ne- 
cessity of the case; and awarè of this, I have 
declined to trouble the Congress with many cases 
of great hardship; that were occasioned in my own 
district by the Indians in the war to which-1 have 
alluded, which it would have been very gratifying 
to me to sew provided for, were it possible. But 
|| the case now immediately in view stands on a dif- 
| ferent ground, and one that falls within the usages 
i} of the Government. The property was destroyed 
| while in the occupation.and use of the troops of 
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the Government, by order of their officers. This H 
is proven by Major Jobn H. Howard, Captajp | 
James U. Horne, and Quartermaster Marmaduke 
Gresham, then in charge, as also by the statement 

of an honorable Representative of the State: of | 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomas,] not now present. : Of the 

truth of these facts, then, no doubt can exist: and 

the amount of loss is ascertained and certified to by 

commissioners appointed by this Government to 

ascertain the damages done and losses sustained 

by the people of Alabama and. Georgia in the war 

referred to. 

The claim was transferred, in 1845, to the Cen- 
tral Bank of Georgia, the property of Georgia, and 
the claim is now pending for the benefit of the as- 
signee. I have stated, sir, that the claim was 
grafted as as amendment upon the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and being, in the judgment of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means of this House, of 
which I have the honor to be a member, in the 
natyre of a private claim, and therefore not so 
aptly introduced into this bill as it would have 
been in a separate one, it was this morning, con- 
trary to my own views and vote, by that commit- 
tee dissented from. I have risen to ask of this 
committee, that inasmuch as the claim is so obvi- 
ously a meritorious one, has been so long neglect- 
ed, as no interest is expected to be paid, and the 
session too far advanced to admit of a resort to a 
Separate bill, to waive the irregularity urged against | 
it, and concur with the Senate in passing it into a 

law, without more delay. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he also desired to claim 
the attention of the committee for a few minutes 
on the subject of the amendment relating to the 
Cherokees. This claim was an old acquaintance. 
It was objected by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, as a reason for non-concurrence ‘in 
this amendment, that there was not time at this 
jatë period of the session to go into àn exami- 
nation of the subject. Now, he would only say, 
in answer to this, that he had found time to 
make himself fully acquainted with it, and he had 
come to the conclusion that the delay of the Gov- 
ernment in allowing this claim was one of the 
most outrageous acts of injustice on record. 
Nothing could be more outrageous than our con- | 
duct towards these Cherokees. eHe desired ‘to 
make a brief explanation of the facts. It would be 
remembered what difficulty we had+ with the In- 
dians on the Mississippi.” By the treaty of 1835, 
we agreed to give them five millions for the pur- 
chase of their lands. They complain that we have | 
misapplied a part of this sum, and that it has been 
expended in theirremoval. in 1846, we entered 
into another treaty, in the third article of which it 
was stipulated that we would reimburse to this 
fund so much as on investigation it would be de- | 
termined ought to be reimbursed. It was then 
decided by the United States that there appeared 
to be the sum of $900,000, which had been improp- 
erly applied out of thisfund. The matter was then 
referred to the accounting officers of the Treasury | 
for an examination and areport; and Albion K. Par- | 
ris, the First Comptroller, has reported, $627,097, 
as having been improperly paid out of that treaty 
fund, and that this amount ought to be reimbursed. 

‘With these facts before them, the Committee of 
Ways and Means come before the House and tell 
us that they have not time to inform themselves 
sufficiently on the subject, although it is shown 
that this is as honest a claim as ever was brought 
before Congress; and thatthe officers of the Gov- 
ernment have recommended its payment. There 
was also an additional claim for $96,000, to which 
he thought they were equally entitled, and which 
ought to be added to the amount of the appropria- 
tion, Believing this amount to be justly due to 
these Indians and that they were right in pressing 
their claim, he hoped it would be allowed. 

Mr. FITCH wished to call the attention of the 
committee to another amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of Ways and Means had 
recommended a naon-concurrence. It was the one in 
relation to the claim of the Potawatomie Indians, 
the disallowance of which by the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means amounted to an actual robbery of 
these Indians. Through the agency of General 
Brady, of the United States army, arrangements 
were made with this tribe for their removal from | 
their. lands. ‘These arrangements were approved | 
by Mr. Poinsett, who was then Secretary of War. || 
Mr. Poinsett subsequently appointed ‘General | 

` Mitchell commissioner to adjudicate-claims against 


those 3ñdians preparatory to their removal: and 

ie. was directed to'assure them and their creditors 
: that the Government would pay their just-debis. 
- After said investigation was completed, certificates 
of indebtedness were directed to be issued to the 
ereditorg. They have been issued in part, and 
the remainder will be when required. 

From that period until now, these Indians-and 
creditors had been expecting the payment of these 
certificates, yntil they are not disposed to submit 
to further delay. - Congress is called on to deter- 
mine whether these certificates are to be paid out 
of the Indian annuities, or by a direct requisition 
on the Treasury. 

The amendment of the Senate was adopted by 
nearly a unanimous vote, and was. sustained by 
two Senators, who had filied the station of Secre- 
taries—by Mr. Bell, who has been Secretary of 
War, and by Mr. Ewing, who has been Secretary 
of the Interior. In 1848, Mr. Melivaine said jt 
was proper that these certificates should be paid 
out of the Treasury, 
out of the annuities, which would be an act of 
gross injustice to these Indians. This claim was 
not only approved by Mr. Poinsett, but also by 
Mr. Bell, and now more recently by Mr. Ewing. 
He had not time to go into the reports on the sub- 
ject, but they were accessible to all. But He must 


| ‘tell the Committee of Ways and Means that he did 


not approve of their course, when they came for- 
ward here and told us that they had not time to 
do that justice for which these Indians have been 


asking for the last ten years. The only question j 
| is, will you pay these certificates by a direct ap- 


propriation, as you ought, 
them to be paid out of the Indian annuities, which 
must be the case, unless you act justly? The 
claimants have made no demand for interest. But 
if you refuse payment now, they will be urging 
you, year after year, by their agents, and they will 
demand interest, and you wiil then have to pay 
by-and-by double the amount which will now sai- 
isfy themi. These Indians are now wéak and you 
may oppress them. They were not always weak, 
but could once avenge their own wrongs. It is un- 
worthy of us to make their weakness a pretext for 
the refusal of their just claims. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the committee rise, 
with the view of terminating the debate. 

The motion was put, and agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose and reported. 

Mr. Bugr Speaker pro. tem. f 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved a res- 
olution in the usual form providing for the termi- 
nation of the debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, on the amendments to 
the Indian appropriation, bill in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, 
the House again resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Brown, of Mississippi, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the said amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, as he had 
but five minutes allowed him, he hoped the com- 
mittee would give him their attention, while he 
briefly stated what he desired to say. He did not 
intend to cast any blame on the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that they had refused to conear 
with the Senate in relation to these claims of the 


or will you suffer 


Cherokees, because it would necessarily have | 


taken a long time to examine and understand a 
subject which had already occupied- the atiention 
of Congress for years. And he was the less dis- 
posed to blame that committee when he looked at 
the number of amendments referred to them at so 
late a period of the session for their action. This 
is the way these things have been done since the 
treaty of 1835 was negotiated. The Senate settled 
the principles on which these claims should be ad- 


| judicated. The accounts have been examined by 


the officers of the Treasury and adjudicated in ac- 
cordance with these principles. Every amendment 
inserted in the appropriation bill has been inserted 


| under the adjudication of the authorized referee. | 


He had but one objection to the amount appropri- 
ated, and that was in the item of $96 000, which 
ran the aggregate sum up to between $700,000 and 
$800,000, and whenever we come to vote on the 
amendmenthe would move to strike out this sum 
of $96,000. i 

The whole of this claim, with that single ex- 
ception, ought to be paid. It is just and right. 
We purchased the lands of these Indians, and the 


othefwise they must be paid | 


pcre ney 


money is due to thèm; - We have taken from them 
the country where they have lived frómi their ine” 
fancy; and, as yet, from the year 1935, while they: 
have suffered more hardships than any people on. 
the face of the'earth, the old settlers of the Chers 
; okee nation have. never received from usa single 
cent. They ought now to be -paid all their claim, 
deducting only the $96,000. It is not a matter for 
discussion and dispute; this issa matter of plain 
and palpable justice, and- we ought not to hesitate 
any longer, but. should pay over the money as a 
debt justly due to them. He hoped ‘the amount 
would be paid in the manner recommended by the 
committee ina separate bill, because the committee 
tell us they have not sufficient time to give the suly- 
ject the examination it requires. = 

The whole of this matter has been before Con- 
| gress, and was referred to the First Comptroller 
, for him to investigate, and report upon it. ft was 
; reported by the accounting officer that this claim 
, Was all due to these Indians, with the exception of 
this $96,000, and that item he would move tostrike 
out whenever the amendment should come up to be 
considered. Jt was just and right that all the rest 
of the claim should be paid, 

The time allotted for debate having expired, the 
Chairman’s hammer fel i 
; And Mr. J. took his seat. 


AMENDMENTS AGREED To. 
| The following amendments of the Senate were 
| severally considered and concurred in: 

Nos. 3and 4. Insert the words « 
the Pillager Band” after the word « years,” and 
change the “ Ist’? to the “31st” of August, in the 
following clause of the appropriations for the 
| Chippewas of Lake Superior: 
|. “ Fortimited annuity, in goods, for five years, stipulated in 
i the fourth article of the treaty of lst August, 1847, $3,600777 

No. 5. After line 114, insert: 

«To supply deficiencies ip former appropriations to the 
Chippewas of Lake Superior and Mississippi: 

“For limited annuity in goods, for five years, payable to 
the Pillager Band, stipulated in the fourth arici of the 
treaty of the 21st August, 3847, to supply a deficiency tor 
: this amount inthe appropriations for the year 1848, $3,600. 

“ For limited annuity for forty-six years, to be paid tothe 
Chippewas of Mississippi, stipulated in the third article of 
the treaty of the 24 August, 1847, t0 supply a deficiency for 
this amount in the appropriations tur the year 1848, $1,000. 

No. 6. After the word « twenty,” in the clause 
following, for the benefit of the Choctaws, in- 
sert, “and the Iih article of the treaty of 20th 
January, 1825,” viz: 

“For blacksmith, stipulated in-the 
treaty of 18th October, 1820, $600.” 

No. 7. In the following clause for the benefit of 
the Choctaws, strike out the words in italics: : 

For iron and steel for shop, stipulated in the ninth article 
of the treaty of twentieth Junuary, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-five, $320, n 

No. 8. In the following clause for the benefit of 
the Creeks, read as follows: 

“ For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second article 
, Of the treaty of 13th June, 1802, $3,000.” 

Nos. 9, 10, and 11 mere correction of the dates 
of treaties. wi 

No. 12. Strike out.the following clause: 

“For fulfilling treaty stipulation with Ottawas and Chip- 
pewas, to be paid only when s cid Indians shall comply with 
the conditions contained in said treaty, per resolution of the 
Senate, 27) May, 1835, volume first, page six hundred and 
fifiy-eight, (see amendment by the Senate to the theaty,) 
3200,000.77 

And, in lieu of the above, insert the following: 

‘ For interest, to be paid as annuity on $200.000, per res~ 

; olution of the Senate of 27th May, 1836, $12,000,” 
i No. 13. Substitute the word ‘* chiefs’? for 
“chief,” in appropriation for the life annuity to 
the Pottawatomies, under the treaty of QUth of 
October, 1832. ; 

Nos. 14 and 15. Strike out of the clause below, 
for the benefit of the Pottawatomies, the words 
in italics, and insert in lieu thereof the .word 
‘stipulated ;’’ also insert the words ‘and seven- 
| teenth” after the word “ fifth.’? 


i| For payment in money, în lieu of two thousand pounds 
of tobacco, fifteen hundred pounds of iron, and three hundred 
and fifty pounds of steel, stipulated in the second article of the 
trealy of 20th September, 1823, und the tenth article ‘of the 
treaty of Sth June, 1846, $300.27 

No. 16. Correction of the date of a treaty with 
the Pottawatomies. : ; 

No. 17. Insert the following, viz: , 

‘To suppiy deficiency in a former appropriation for the 
Pottawatouties : 

& For interest on $643,000, at five per centum, stipulated 
in the seventh article of ihe treaty of the Sth and 17th June, 
1846, and to supply a deficiency to that amount ia the ap- 
propriations for 1848, 32,1860. 


payable to 


sixth article of the 


| 20 16 


Sept: 2 


Nos. 18, 19, 20, and 2F, changes the dates of 
certain treaties from the “18th” to the * 13th” of 
May, 1833. ` 

No. 22. Strike out the following clause for the 
benefit of the Stockbridges: 


« Por the second of ten instalments in money, stipulated 
in the supplement to the treaty of the 24th November, 1848, 
$2,000.” i ` 

No. 23. Correcting the date from the “21st Sep- 
tember’? to the “ 4th of August,” in clause making 
appropriation for a blacksmith for the Sacs and 
Foxes of the Mississippi. 

Nos. 24 and 25. Corrects the dates of the treaties 
under which the appropriations are made. 

No. 27. Strike out the following clauses: 

6 To theChippewas of Lake Superior and Mis ippi: 

“Jor limited annuity in goods, for five years, payable to 
the Pillager Band, stiputated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the Jet Augnst, 1847, $3,600. g 

« For limited annuity for forty-six years, to be paid to thè 
Chippewas of Mississippi, stipulated in the third article of 
the treaty of the 2d August, 1847, $1,000. 


No. 28. To make the clause for compensation 
and expenses of the committec of old settler “parts”? 
of Cherokees, their clerks, &c., read “‘ party” of 
Cherokees, &c. 

No. 29. Strike out the followi 
the head of the Choctaws: 

« For carrying into effect the treaty of 1843, with the In- 
dian tribes of Texas, and to enable the United States to pre- 
serve peace with said tribes, the same to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $15,030, 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

« For compensation of two special agents and four inter- 
pretersfor the Indian tribes of Texas, including the purchase 
of presents, $10,000.” 

No, 30. Strike from ‘the following clause the 
words in italics: 

« For expenses of removing the Potawatomies, and Snes 
and Foxes trom lowa, west of the Mississippi river, to their 
own lands, agreeably to the terms of a contract entered into 
by Brevet Major S. Woods, United States Army: Provided, 
however, That the same shall be deducted from, and puid oul 
of the annuities, pro rata, of said tribes, $2,000.” 


No: 34. To strike out the following clause : 

« For expenses of the resurvey and marking the eastern 
boundary of the country set apart to the Choctaw Nation, 
per second article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of 
27th September, 1830, $3,462.” 

«Insert the following: 

No. 33. « For expenses of surveying the northern and 
western boundary lines of the,Creek country, per eighth arti- 
ele of the treaty of 4th January, 1845, in addition to former 
appropriations, $10,072.” i f 

No. 36. For expenses of negotiating treaty with the 
Chippewas, ratified in 1848, in addition to the appropriation 
made 29th July, 1848, $1,500. 

No, 37. “ For expenses of removal and subsistence of the 
Chippewas of Lake Superior and Missis-ippi from the 
lands ceeded under the t eaty of 4th October, 1842, $25,009.” 

No. 38. * For payment to David Taylor, representative of 
Cul-sut-tee-hee, or Hog, for proceeds of property sold by 
the United States agents, and erroneously paid by Gov- 
ernor P. M: Butler to another than the rightful claimant, 
said claim having been allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, 870 87.” 


To insert the following clauses: 

No. 49. For an advance to the Chippewas of Missis- 
sippi and Lake Superior, of this amount retained by the late 
enh-agent, J. P. Hays, the same to he reimbursed to the 
United States, when recovered from ‘said sab-agent or his 
sureties, $1,382 29.” 

No. 41. ¢* For anadvance to the Wyandott Indians of this 
suin retained by the late sub-agent, Richard Hewitt, the 
same to be reimbursed to the United States when received 
from aaid sub-agent or his sureties, $828 09.” 

No. 42. “ For interest due on investments in stocksvof the 
State of Micbigan, held in trust by the Secretary of the Ín- 
terior for the time being, for the benefit of the Cherokee In- 
dians, the same to be reimbursed to the United States out 
of the interest when collected, $19,080.” $ 

No. 43. & For payment to 8. B. Lowry, for services ren- 
dered.as interpreter and assistant conductor to a delegation 
of Winnebago Indians who visited the seat of Government 
and concluded the treaty with that tribe of 13th October, 
1846, $305.” 

No. 44. «For payment to Henry M. Rice, for articles of 
outfit furnished the Winnebago delegation who visited the 


ng clause under 


seat of Government and concluded the treaty of 1846, with | 


that tribe, $762 10.” 
No. 45. For payment to Henry M. Rice for expenses as 
one of the delegates from the Winnebago natien to the city 


. of Washington, in 1846, and compensation for valuable ser- 


vices rendered the Government in the negotiation of the 
treaty concluded atithat time, $670.77 

No. 47. “ For the appropriation of the following sums, 
carried to the surplus fund, per warrants dated respectively 
30th June, 1846, 30th Jane, 1847, and 30th June, 1848, viz: 

s Por payment to the Winnebago Indians of certain un- 
expended balances of sums set apart for certain objects in 
the treaty of 1837, but not required therefor, and carried to 
the surplus fund, $29,283 49.” 

No. 47. “Por carrying into effect treaty with Sacs and 
Foves: of Mississippi. of Lith October, 1843, per act of 3d 
March, 1843, $288 99.” he 

No. 48. “ Por arrearages of annuities due Cherokees, per 
act-of Iuh June, 1838, $39,871 92.77. . 

No: 49. “For expenses of delegation of Seminoles to 
Florida, per act of 2d March, 1841, $1,611 30.7 


— 


} 


| ware Indians who served in the Florida war, under | 
dur of the Secretary of Wac of July 22, 1837, in which the jj 


| of said Indians to the legal representatives of John Me 


i on the same at the rate of five per cent. 


No. 50. For current expenses of Indian Department, 
$15,083 43.” : 

No. 51. “For compensation for two years, ending 30th 
June, 1851, of an assistant to the blacksmith authorized to | 
be employed for the Quipaw Indians in the third article of \ 
the treaty of 13th Muy, 1633, $480.7 : 

No. 52. “ For the reëstabiishment of the blacksmith shop 
for the -Senecas and Shawnees, under the fourth article of- 
the treaty of 20th July, 1831, including pay of smith:and as- 
sistant, and the usual supply of iron, coal, and steel, 
#} 060.” | 

No. 53. “ For expenses of revising, preparing, and print- | 
ing a new code of regulations for the Indian Department, in 
connection with all laws and portions of laws in force in re- 
lation to Indian affairs, duties and responsibility of superin- 
tendents and agents, disbursing and accounting for public |i 
money, &¢., &c., and for compiling, printing, and bindinga | 
supplement to the voluine of indian treaties published in 
1837, $3,000.77 

No. 54. “ For compensation of commissioner to negotiate 
with the Wyandott Indians, under an appointment by the 
President, twenty-seven days, at @8per day, as fixed insuch 
case by the provision in the last clause of the act of July 
17th, 1842, $216.7 

No. 55. & For the continuance of the following allowances 
to the Creek Indians, arising under the fifth article of the | 
treaty of the 14th February, 1833: 

« Por pay of blacksmith arid assistant, and for iron, steel, 
and enal, $1,110. 

« Por pay of wagon maker, $600. 

« For agricultural implements, $2,000. 

s For education, 81.009.” 

No. 56. “For payment to Richard Chute for articles of il 
outfit furnished the Winnebago delegation who visited the | 
seat of Government, and concluded the Weaty of 1846 with { 
that tribe, ¢700 05.” j 

No. 58. Bor the redemption of the daughter of Mr. and 
Mrs. James M. White, who was captured by the Indians on | 
the borders of New Mexico, $1,500, to be expended under | 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

No. 59. “ For payment to So-te Emarthia, a Seminole In- 
dian, this amount stolen from him by the United States sol- | 
diers at New Orteans, 125.” 

No. 62. “ For paying arrears of compensation to an agent 
and two interpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, author- | 
ized y act of 3d of March, 1847, and subsequent acts, į 
$3,200.77 

No. 66. “That the sum of $39,901 67 be and the same is H 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be-paid by the Creek agents to | 
the surviving chiefs of the MeTutosh party of Creek Indians, i 
to be divided amongst the chiefs and warriors, the friends || 
and followers of the late General William McIntosh, who |: 
have not received their proportion of the sum of $100,000, || 
stipulated by the ninth article of the Weaty between the | 
United States and the Creek nation, made at the eity of | 
Washington, on the 24th January, 1826 ; said sum ofj 
$39,901 67 to be in full of all demands of said Indians, un- | 
der the said ninth article of said treaty.” 

No. 71. “ Bec.—. And be it further enacted, That the | 
Secretary of War pay any balance that may be due thie Dela- 
the or- 


$i 


Indians were promised the sum of $270 for six months ser- | 
vice, and thatthe Secretary be required lo pay, according to 
said order to the chiefs of said tribe of Indians, out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


AMEN DMENTS DISAGREED TO. 


The following amendments of the Senate were, 
under thè advisement of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, disagreed to: 

Amendment No. 1. In the clause for buildings | 
at agencies and repairs thereof, strike out “ $2,800” | 
and insert “ $1,500.” i , a | 

Amendment No. 2. To insert in the bill after | 
line 28, the following: 

« For the erection and repairs of buildings for the Choc- 
taw Indian agency, $5,000. H 

cor the erection of buildings for the Creek Indian ! 
agency, $4,500. i 

“Por the erection of buildings for the Cherokee Indian 
agency, (to be located according to treaty stipulations,) 
$4 500. : 
we For the erection of an agency house for the use of the | 
sub-agent for the Osage tribe of Indians, 8800.” 

Amendment No. 26. Strike out of the clause ji 
following, the words in italics: ; 

«For the payment in full, of a like sum, heretofore | 
wrongfully paid, by the Secretary of War, out of the annuities 


Farland, deceased, the sum of $12,000, to be paid to the said 
Winnebagoes ‘per capita? as now required by law, twelve 
thousand doilurs.”” i 

Amendment No 31, to insert in the bill, was | 
read as follows: 

« For the additional amount for expenses paid for subsist- 
enee, and hmproperty charged to the treaty fund, according 
to the award of the Seuate of fifth day of September, 1840, 
under the provisions of the 11th article of the treaty of 6tb 
day of August, 1846, $189,422 76, and that interest be paid 
per annum, accord- 
1850. 


f 
H 
i 
i 
f 
: 
i 
i 
! 


ing to a resolution of the Senate of 5th September, 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that the | 
Committee of Ways and Means had recommended | 
a concurrence in this amendment with the follow- | 
ing amendment: | 
| 

H 

} 


j 
i 
| 
i 
i 


1 


Provided, That the said money shall be paid by the 
United States and received by the Indians, on condition that 
the same shal! be in full discharge of the amount thus im- 
properly charged to said treaty fund: Provided, further, 
Thatin no case shall any money hereby appropriated he } 
paid to-any agent of said Indions, or to apy other person‘or li. 


i 


! shown by schedule 


persons than the Indian or- Indians to. whom it ig due per 
capita.” ` : Ares eee 

Mr. T. said it was his opinion that the last pro- 
vision was wrong, and asked fora separate vote. 
thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON suggested an amendment, 
was not distinctly heard. BS mo 

‘The question was then taken on the first pro= 
viso, and it was agreed to. 4 age ee 

The question now being. on. agreeing to. the: 
second proviso— ; i 
_ Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, expressed. 
the hope that it would not be adopted. - 

Tellers were called for, and ordered, and Messrs. 
Wiiiams and ALBERTSON were appointed; and. 
the question being taken, the tellers reported——ayes 
81, noes 54. : 

So the amendment to the amendment was.agreed 
to, + : e 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
as amended, and it was agreed to. 

The following amendment of the Senate was 
read: 

No. 32. To inser@in the bill the following: 


“To the Cherokee nation, including those Cherokees 
still residing east of the Mississippi river; to be distributed 
per capita, according to the respective rights, and in full of 
all claims under the treaty of 1835, and the supplemental 
articles of , 1836, according to the: principles estab- 
fished and in pursuance of the stipulations embraced in the 
third and niuth articles of the treaty of 6th of Angust, 1846, 
as stated in the report of the accounting officer of the 
Treasury under joint resolution of Congress of 7th of Au- 


gust, 1848, the sum of $724,603 37.” : 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend that 


which: 


‘tthe amendment be disagreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to girike 
out ‘ $724,603 37,” and to insert ‘ $627,603 95.” 
The question was taken on the amendment to 


i the amendment, and it was agreed to. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
as amended, and it was disagreed to. 

The following amendment was read: 

Amendment No. 33. To insert in the bill the 
following: f 

“ To the ‘old settlers, or ‘Western Cherokees,’ in full 
of all demands unier the provisions of the treaty of 6th of 
August, 1846, according to the principles established in the 
fourth article thereof, $532,896 90; and that interest be al. 
lowed and paid upon the above sums due respectively to 
the Cherokees and old settlers,’ in pursuance of the above- 
mentioned award of the Senate, under ‘the reference con- 
tain: d in the said eleventh article of the treaty of the 6th of 
August, 1846: Provided, That inno case shall any money. 
hereby appropriated be paid to: any agent.of said “Indians, 
or to any other person or persons than the Indian or Indians 
to whom itis due.” : “3 ce ara, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said: that he 
had been instructed’ by. the Committee of Ways 
and Means to recommend a disagreement to’ this 
amendment. . 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Amendment No. 39. To insert in the bill the 
following: 

« For continuing the collection, and for publishing the 
statisties and other information authorized by the actof the 


i 3d of March, 1847, $10,000: Provided, That such publiea- 


tion be made under the direction of the Commissioner of 


| Indian Affairs, and the number of copies not to exceed 


twelve bundred.?? 

The amendment was rejected. 

Amendment No. 57. ‘To insert in the bill the 
following: 

« For the payment to Jeremiah N. Sewell, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, out of any money in ` 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on due and satis- 
factory proof being furnished that the claims of Peter Pro- 
vencal, Moran or Cheinoquemont, Pen-a-see, Oz-he-me-e- 
ga, and Maconse, for the several sums dae to them, as 
B, annexed to the treaty with the Bagi- 
naw band of Chippewa Indians, on the Hih df January, 
mul have been regularly and legally transferred to,him, 
2,210. tee 

The question was put on concurring; and. the 
amendment was disagreed to. 

The following amendments of the Senate were 
disagreed to: 

No. 60. “To enable the President to hold treaties with 
the various Indian tribes ‘in the State of California, 
$100,000.77 } ; 

No. 61. “ For payment to Lewis A. Thomas and Thomas 
Rogers, £500, for servicesrendered by themin defence of two 
Sioux Indians, indicted “in the district court of the United 
States for lowa Territory; holden in the county of Dubuque, 
on ibe Hlth of August, 1845, for the murder of two: white 
men.” i EA, 

No. 83. «< To pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee 
to H. W. Jarñigan & Co. and others, the sum of $21,044. 

No: 64, “ For the erection of buildings for ihe Chippewa 
sub-agency, $3,000." ae 


Amendment No. 65, to insert 
read, as follows: . 8 


the bill, was 


PUB 


LISHED AT WASHINGTON, BY JOHN'C. RIVES.—TERM 


FOR THIS SESSION. 


3ist Concress, Ist Session. 


SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1850. 


New Serws..... No. 127. 


For the payment of the awards of General, Witian B. 
Mitchell, commissioner under the treaty of Chicago of. the 
26th of September, 1833, with the Pottawatomies, reported 
by hin to the Secretary of War an the 28th of January, 
1841, as adjudicated and approved by the said Secretary in 
his decision of the 3d of March, 1841, the sum of g88,589-32.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that he 
had been instructed by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to recommend that this amendment.be 
disagreed to. 

Mr. FITCH. Yes; and without any investi- 
gation. : 
‘The question being on concurring in the amend- 

ment— $ 

Mr. FITCH called for tellers. They.were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Kine, of New Jersey, and 
Jonnson, of Arkansas, were appointed. ; 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 59, noes 62. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The following amendments of the Senate were 
severally considered and disagreed to: 

No. 67. Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of $5,000 be and is hereby appropriated, to be expended un- 
der ube direction of the President of the United States, in 
payment for the services and expenses of such person or 
persons as have been engaged by the provisional government 
of Utah in conveying communications to and from the 
United States, and the purchase of presents for such of the 
Indian tribes as the peace and quietude of the country re- 
quires,” 

No. 68. “See. — And heit further enacted, That the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury be and are 
hereby directed to audit and settle the accounts of the com- 
panies of ‘Texas mounted rangers, commanded by Captains 
B. F. Hill, J, M. Sinith, J. Roberts, J. S. S. Sutton, S. P. 
Ross, H. i. MeCultoeh, J. W. Johnson, and C. Blackwell, 
who were retained in, or called into service by the Governor 
of said State, and out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” Ñ 

No. 69. “Sec. —. Anl be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury cause to be paid to David Taylor, as 
the legal representative of his wife and children, the amount 
due to them under the Cherokce treaty of 1835 6; tor and on 
account ofa reservation of land to which they were entitled 
under a previous treaty, according to the settlement of the 

_ elaim for the same made by the Second Auditor of the 
Treasury, pursuant 10 an opinion of the Aitorney General of 
the United States, dared July 7,186, deducting whatever 
amount may have been paid to said David Taylor under the 
above-mentioned treaty, and on account of his life-estate in- 
terest in said reservation. ?? 

No. 70. “ Sec. — And be it further enacted, That na pay- 
ment to any Indian residing in the State of North Carolina 
be made until a census be taken which shall exhibit those 
who remained east at the time of the emigration, and who 
are entitied to share in the per capita distribution under the 
treaty of 1836: Provided, Thatno further payment be made 
to the Indians of North Carolina under the act of the 29th 
of June, 1848, until said census shall be returned to the de- 
partment; and that the sum of $52 33}, set apart for any In- 
dian who shall have died, or who may die, previous to his or 
her emigration, shail be paid to the Cherokee nation: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretaries of the Treasury and of the In- 
terior be and are hereby authorized and directed to reserve 
and eause to be paid out of the moneys to he paid through 
their respective departinénts to the counsel of the North 
Carolina Cherokees, a reasonable compensation for their 
services in prosecuting the claims of said Cherokees against 
the United States.” 

All the amendments having been acted upon— 

The committee (on motion by Mr. THOMPSON, 
of Mississippi) rose, and the chairman reported to 
the House that the committee had concurred in 

Wsome of the amendments of the Senate, and non- 
concurred in others. 

And the question being on concurring with the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
in its action on the said several amend ments— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
previous question. . 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
STANTON, of Tennessee, THOMPSON, of Mis- 
sissippi, WHITE, and the Speaker, as to the | 
mode in which the vote on the amendments should 
be taken. ‘ . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, having | 
called for a separate vote on amendment No. 31 of | 
the Senate, which had been agreed to with an |; 
amendment by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, as follows: | 

í Provided, That said money shall be paid by the United 
States and received by the Indians, on condition that the 
sim shall be in full discharge of the amount thus impiop- 
erly charged to said treaty fund: Provided, further, That in 
no ease shall any money hereby appropriated be paid to any 


azentof said Indians, or to any other person or persons than 
the Indiaa or Indians to whom itis due per capita” — i 


| 


The question was put, and the amendment as 
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count by tellers, by ayes 77, noes not counted. 

Mr. FITCH called for a separate vote on the 
65th amendment of the Senate,.which had been 
disagreed to by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The amendment provided for the payment of 
$88,589 32, the awards of General William B 
Mitchell, under the treaty of Chicago, with the 
Pottawatomies. 

The question being on concurring with the 
amendment of the Senate, 

Mr. FITCH called for the yeas and nays; which | 
were not ordered. i 

Tellers Were then called for, and ordered; and | 
Messrs. Mason and. Breck were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected—ayes 61, noes 66. 

The other action of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was concurred in. 

BOOKS TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked leave to 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
furnish and deliver to each of the members and delegates of 
the House of the present Congress who have not already 
received them, and pay for the same out of the contingent 
fund of the House, such books as have heen furnished to 
members of the Twenty-eight), Twenty-ninth, and Thirtieth | 
Congress, including to all members and delegates of the 
present session, the residue of the eighth volume of the 
Statutes of the United States already published, the ninth 
volume of that work, and the index; also, the Collected 
Opinions of the Attorneys General of the United States, pub- 
lished under the direction of H. D. Gilpin, Esq., late Aitor- | 
ney General; the Finance Reports, which have been pre- 
pared in obedience to the act of Congress of May 10, 1820 5 
and the Annals of Congress, in six volames: Provided, 
That this shall not authorize the reprinting of any of said 
books: And provided, further, That no work thus aathor- 
ized to be furnished shall be obtained or delivered by the | 
Clerk, unless he shati be able to procure a sufficient nun- 
ber of copies thereof to furnish a complete set to each 
member and delegate entitled thereto; and that the Clerk | 
ofthe House procure from the publishers, and pay for the 
same out of the contingent find of the House, one hundred 
copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix, and of the 
Register of Debates, and the Annals of Congress, and place 
the same in the Library of the House, for the nse of the 
members thereof, under the regulations prescribed ffor the 
use of books ia said Library. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STANTON moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to offer the resolution. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 

The question being on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion— 

Mr. STANTON. I desire simply to remark, 
that the money has already been appropriated for 
this purpose. The resolution is a simple direc- 
tion to the Clerk to purchase the books. I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused. 

Tellers were asked anẹ refused. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 


affirmative. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to re- 
consider the vote, and to lay the motion on the 
table; which larter motion was agreed to. ` 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS, &c. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked the consent | 

of the House to take up Senate bill No. 315, con- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


| taining a provision for the establishment of a col- | 


lection district in California, and providing for 
reclamation and indemnity for seizures improp- | 
erly made. The matter had been presented to the 
Committee on Commerce and pressed upon their 
attention by the department. He hoped the House 
would consent to take it up and act upon it. 
The SPEAKER. Remarks can only be made 
by unanimous: consent. . 
Objection was made to the gentleman *s proceed- 


| ing and to the motion being entertained. 


Mr. McLANE moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to move that the bill be considered. 
The title of the bill was read, viz: 


amended by the committee was agreed to, on| 


« An act to create additional collection districts in the | 
State of California, aud to change the existing. districts { 
therein.” 


The motion was put and agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended. ~ oe 
And the bill being before the House, and the 
question being on ordering it to a third reading, 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title; and was then read through. 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment as an additional section: 


Sec. 5. And heit furiker enacted, That all the territory, 
harbors, rivers, and Waters, onthe easteru shore of the State 
‘of Wisconsin, bordering on Lake Michigan and lying south 
of the-forty-fourth paralel of north latitude, heretofore ewu- 
braced in the district of Chicago, as are contained within 
the limits and jurisdiction of the State of Wiseousin, shall 
he, and are hereby, constituted a collection district to be 
called the district of Milwaukee, and a port of entry for 
said district is hereby established at Milwaukee; and Soath- 
port, Racine, Sheboygan, Gieen Bay, and Depére, shall be 
ports uf delivery only. And the town of Waukegan, in the 
State of Ilinois, in the collection district of Chicago, shall 
be a port of delivery also. And all the territory, harbors, 
rivers and waters, ou the eastern shore of the State of Wis- 
consin, bordering on Lake Michigan and Green Bay, lying 
north of the-said forty-fourth parallel of latitude, shail be, 
and the same are hereby attached to, and made part of the 
collection district of Mackinaw, in ‘the State of Michigan. 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, ‘hat there shall beap~ 
pointed in pursuance of law, a collector of the customs tor 
the aforesaid district, who shall reside at the port of entry 
created by this act, together with such other subordinate 
officers of the customs as are provided for by law, and 
the compensation of said collector shall be £250 per annum, 
together with such commissions and fees as are authorized 
by existing laws. $ 

Sec, 7. And be it further enacted, That deputy collectors 
of the customs shall be'wppointed and compensated for their 


| services, in the mode prescribed by existing laws, to reside 


at the respective ports of delivery constituted by this act, 
and said officers shall exercise all the powers and duties 
vested in deputy collectors of the customs under existing 
laws. 

Sec. 8. And he it further enacted, That all that part of 
the territory of the United States tying north ofthe northern 
boundary line of the States of Wisconsin and Jowa, and 
east of the Rocky Mountains, is hereby created a collection 
district, to be called the Minnesota district, whereof Pem- 
bina shall be the port of entry; anda collector shall be ap- 
pointed, who shail give the usual bond required of such 
officers, and who shall be entitled to a salary of twelve hun- 
dred dollars per annum, and who shall not receive any other 
compensation whatever in the shape of extra alluwance or: 
fees of any description whatsoever. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to ap- 
point a deputy collector, or an inspector of the customs for 
said district, ata rate of compensation not to exceed three 
dollars per day when he is employed. 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That the town of 
Jeffersonville, in the State of Indiana, shall be atiached to 
and made part of the port of delivery as now existing at 
Louisvi‘le, in the State of Kentucky,and goods imported 
into the port of Lonisville in pursuance of existing laws, 
and destined for Jeffersonville, may be landed and ware- 


| housed under the provisions of the warehousing act of the 


6th of August, 1846, at Jeffersonville, under the custudy and 
control of the surveyor of the portof Louisville. 

Sec. H. And be it further enacted, That the town of 
Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, shall bè a port of de- 
livery, and shall be subject to the same regulations and re- 
sirictions as other ports of delivery in tie United States! 
and there shall be appointed a surveyor of the cus- 
toms to reside at the said port, who shall, in addition 
to his own duties, also perform the duties and receive the 
salary and emolument of surveyors presowibed by the act 
of Congress passed on the 2d of March, 1831, providing 
for the payment of duties on imported goods at certain 
ports therein mentioned, the same being entitled “ An act 
allowing the duties on foreign merchandise imported into 
Pittshurg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, 
Nashville, and Natchez, to be received and paid at those 
places; and the said town of Memphis and the said port 
of delivery be, and the same is hereby, annexed to and 
made part of the caltection district of New Orleans, and 
allthe privileges and facilities afforded to Pittsburg, and 
Wheeling, and Cineinnati, &c., by the act of Congress of 
Qd of March, 1831, be, and the same are hereby extended to 
said port of Memphis. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the port of 
entry now existing by law as the port of entry in the collec- 
tion district of Mini, Ohio, be, and the same is hereby, 
changed and transferred to the town of Toledo, in the State 
of Ohio, and all the laws now in force in regard to sid port 
of entry in the said colleetion district of Miami be, and the 
same are hereby, declared to be in fall force, and to apply 
to the new port of entry of Toledo, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
eause the archives and custom-house of said district of 
Miami to he transferred to the town of Toledo. . 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the town of 
Chelsea, in the State of Massachusetts, shall he attached to 
and made part of the port of entry and collection district of 
Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, as 
now existing by law, and goods imported into the port of 
Boston and Charlestown, and destined for the port of Chel- 


sea, may be landed and warehouse under ibe provisions of 


| the warehousing act of the 6th of August, 1846, at Cheisea, 


under the custody and control of the collectors of Boston 
and Charlestown, and thar the Secretary of the Treasury 
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be, arid he is hereby, authorized to appoint an inspector of 
customs for the said port of Chelsea. 

Sec. 14. And he it further enacted, That the towns of Ev- 
‘ansvitle and New Albany shall be ports of delivery, and shall 
be subject to the same regulations and restrictions as otber 
ports of delivery in the United States; and there shall be 
appointed a surveyor of the customs to reside at each of said 
ports, who shail, in addition to. their own duties, also per- 
form the duties and receive the salary and emolument of 
surveyors preseribed by the act of Congress passed on the 
24 of March, 1831, providing for the payment of duties on 
imported goods atcertain purts therein mentioned, the same 
being entit'ed-“ An act allowing the duties on foreign mer- 
chandise imported into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, 
Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez, to be re- 
ceived apd paid atthose places ;°? aud the said towns of 
Evansville and New Albany, and the said ports of delivery 
be, and the same are hereby, annexed to and made part of 
the collection district of New Orleans, and all the privileges 
and facilities afforded to Pittsburg, and Wheeling, and Cin- į 
einnati, &c., by the act of Congress of 2d, March, 1831, be, 
and the same are hereby, extended to said ports of Evans- 
ville and New Albany. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That so much of an act 
entitled * An act to establish a port of entry at Saluria, in the 
State of Texas and for other purposes,” approved the 3d day 
of March, 1847, as fixes the said port of entry at Saluria, and 
requires the residence of the collector to be there, shali be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed, and hereafter the port of 
entry and the residence of the collector shall be at La Salle 
in'said district: i H 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
the seventh section of the act entitled “ An act allowing | 
drawbacks upon foreign merchandise exported in the origin- | 
al packages to Chihuahna and Santa Fé, and to the British 
North American Provinces adjoining the United States,’? ; 
approved 3d March. 1845, be, and the same are hereby, so 
far modified as to allow any foreign imported merchandise 
in the original packages, which has been entered and the 
duties paid, according to law, to be transported, with benefit 
of drawback, by land or by water, or partly by land and 
partly by water, to either of the poris designated in said sec- | 
tion, or such ports as may have been, or may hereafter be | 
desiznated, in pursuance of thé authority conferred therein, 
and any such merchandise may be exported from either of 
the aforesaid ports, or from such ports on the seaboard, from 
which merchandise may, under existing laws, be exported 
for benefit of drawback, and be trfnsported thence in Jike 
manner to ports in the adjoining British Provinces, and to 
ports or places in Mexico, under such rules and regulations, 
not inconsistent with law, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe: Provided, That so much of the eighth sec- 
tion of said act as requires the production of the affidavit of 
the master of the vessel in which any such goods may be 
exported, may be dispensed with when such goods are not 
exported in vessels, and the residue of the provisions of 
said szction are hereby extended to éases arising under this 
act. - 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
proviso to the fifth seétion of the act of 3d March, 1849, en- 
titled “An act requiring all moneys receivable from customs, 
and from all other sources, to be paid immediately into the 
Treasury without sbatement or reduction, and for other pur- 
poses,” as exempts from the operations of said sections the 
provisions of law relating to the exportation of merchandise 
to Ganada, and Chihuahua, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That any imported 
merchandise in the original packages which shall have been 
duly entered and warehoused, in pursuance of the ware- 
housing act of the 6th August, 1846, may be exported there- 
from in conformity with law, and be transported in the man- 
ner indicated in the Ist section of this act to ports in the | 
adjoining British Provinces, and become entitled to the ben- 
efits of the warehousing act hefore mentioned. 

Src. 19. And be it further enacted, That the privileges 
granted by the act of 34 March, 1831, entitled “ An act al- 
jowing the duties on foreign merchandise imported into 
Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, 
Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured and paid at those 
places,” be, and, are hereby extended to any foreign mer- 
chandise intended for either of the ports mentioned in 
said act, which may be imported into such ports of entry on 
the sea-board of the United States as may be designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and be thence transported 
to either of the aforesaid ports, by such inland routes as the 
Seeretary of the Treasury may designate, under such rules 
and reguiations not inconsistent with law, as he may pre- 
scribe, and subject to the forfeitures and penalties prescribed 
in aid by said act of March 2d, 1831. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the district of New Orleans be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to employ such number of temporary inspectors, not ex- 

ading ten, in addition to the permanent and teurporary 

pectora now authorized by law, as may be necessary for 
the prompt and convenient dispatch of business in said dis- 
triet; and that each of said temporary inspectors be allowed 
and paid a compensation of three dollars per day for every | 
day the shall be employed in actual service: Provided, 
however, ‘Phat the said collector shall not be authorized at 
any lime, to employ a larger number of inspectors, including 
the permanent and temporary inspectors heretofore au- 
thorized, than. the actual number of vessels from foreign 


ports, having cargoes to be discharged, then lying. in said 
port or distiict of New Orleans, ! 
Sec. 2l. And be it further enacted, That the President of | 
ths United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint two 
additional assistant appraisers, for the collection district of 
New Orleans, with the same salary as that now authorized 
by law to the assistant appraisers of said collection dis- 
uict. i 
Mr. McLANE explained the objects of the bill | 
and amendments as respected the changes which i 
were proposed in the existing collection districts, | 
andas to those districts which were proposed to | 
be established. i 
My. McL. yielded to~ 3 


he was justified in saying that all the facts to | 


amendment: 


“ Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That the town of | 
Jacksonville, in the State of North Carolina, shall be a port | 
of delivery, subject to the same regulations as other ports of. i 
delivery in the United States, and shall be attached to the 
collection district of Wilmington, and State of North Caro- | 
lina; and that there shall be appointed, in pursuance of 
law, a surveyor of customs, and compensated for his ser- 
vices in the mode prescribed by existing laws; said sur- 
veyor shall exercise all the powers and perform the duties 
vested in deputy collectors under existing Jaws: the sur- i 
veyor of customs, aforesaid, to reside at said port of de- : 
livery.” : 

Mr. STANLY said, he hoped the House would 
not make any amendment to the bill at all. Ashe 
understood it, it was a bill intended exclusively for 
California, and was before the House at this late | 
period of the session, on account of the délay in 
the admission of California into the Union; and if 
not passed, it would occasion a serious injury to 
the interests of that State. There were some parts 
of the bill to which he was opposed, but he was 
willing to allow them to pass without opposition, | 
rather than endanger the passage of the bill. i 
Among other objectionable features was the provis- | 
ion for the establishment of a portof entry where 
the God of nature never intended there should be 
one. He had seen nobody from California who | 
asserted thata port of entry ought to be estab- | 
lished at Benicia. There was no one but Com- 
modore Jones—and he had ample reason to be fa- 
vorable to the project—who desired a port of entry 
to be established there at all. Both the Senators 
from California were opposed to it, and only ac- 
ceded toit in order to get Sacramento put in, a place | 
with a population of twenty thousand at present, | 
and rapidly increasing, while the other had only a | 
population of about six hundred. He thought the 
House ought to reject all amendments that might 
be offered. 

Mr. McLANE said it was certainly true that 
the bill contained three ports of entry that were | 
permitted to be provided for, for the “purpose of | 
getting one that was really needed. There was no |; 
doubt but the towns of Sacramento, of Stockton, | 
and of Benicia, were all emoraced to avoid the ob- | 
jections on one side and the other; however, it i 
would be no very great tax upon the revenue to 
haveall these made ports of entry, and he believed 


Mr. VENABLE, who offered the follawing | 
f 


which the gentleman from North Carolina had re- | 
ferred, were perfectly well known to the commit- 
tees of both Houses, and there was entire una- 
nimity in acquiescing in the provision for these 
ports ofentry. So far he concurred with the com- 
mittees, and believed that the bill should be allowed 
to pass. 

In regard to the additional sections which he had | 
proposed as amendments, he believed it would : 
hardly be asked by anybody that at this late pe- || 
riod of the session, California should come here | 
and claim a preference or precedence in legislation |; 
in reference to collection districts, over other dis- 
tricts where a modification of the laws might be 
necessary. He would say to the gentleman from | 
North Carolina, that every one of these amend- | 
ments had received the sanction of the committee | 
of the Senate, and of all the members of the com- į 
mittee of the House, with the exception, perhaps, 
of the gentleman’s colléague. And further, that 
fiveof these amendments had already passed the 
Senate, and only requireil the action of the House | 
to become laws. But the probability, nay, the i! 
certainty was, that the bill which contained them | 
would not be reached this session, as it was now || 
before the Committee of Commerce. tf 

Mr. McL. demanded the previous question, i 
but waived the motion, and some explanation 
passed between Messrs. HOUSTON and STAN- 
LY. 

Mr. McL. then insisted upon his demand for — 
the previous question. i 

There was a second. And the main question 
was ordered to be now taken, (being, first, on the | 
amendments, and then on the third reading of the . 
bill . 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, `| 
and, having been read a third time, was passed. | 

The title was modified, on motion-of Mr. ‘| 
McLANE, to make it correspond with the body | 
of the bill as amended, by adding the following ;; 
words: “and to modify existing collection districts | 


in the United States, and for other purposes.” i 
Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by ' 


“which the bill had been passed, and that that mo- 


tion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. s 
~ ALEXANDRIA AND ORANGE RAILROAD. 

Mr. MORTON moved a suspension of the roles 
for the purpose of enabling him to move that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the 
consideration of the bill from thé Senate’ entitled 
* An act forthe relief of the Orange and Aléxan- 
dria Railroad Company.” ` 5 

The bill was read. ` 

The question, ‘ Shall the rules be suspended 
was taken, and the vote was—ayes 56, noes “not 
counted. : 

So the rules were not suspended. 

, ORDER IN THE GOLD MINES. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked the unanimous consent to 
take up the Senate bill No. 343, entitled * An aet 
to make temporary provision for the working and 
discovery of gold mines and placers-in California, 
and presérving order in the gold mine district.” 

Objection was made. ; 

Mr. BOWLIN moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to move to take up the bill. 

My. HALL asked if it would be in order to call 
for the reading of the bitt. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is a very long bill. 
It can be read if the House order it. 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ?”” 
was taken, and decided in the negative. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO OHIO. 

Mr. TAYLOR asked leave to introduce a bill, 
of which previous notice had been given, for the 
purpose of reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The title was read: “A bill to grant certain 
public lands in the State of Ohio, to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads therein named.’” 

Mr. ORR objected; but withdrew the objection 
on the statement of Mr. Tavor that he did not 
propose to have the bill acted on this session. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, and others, 
renewed the objection. . 

Mr. TAYLOR moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to introduce the bill. 

The question, t: Shall the rules be suspended ?”” 
was put, and decided in the negative. ene 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, he beld in 
his hand a resolution which was essential to the 
transaction of the business of the next session. 
He asked that it be read: ; - 


« Resolved, That al} bills, resolutions, an@ other'matter 
referred to the. standing committees. of this House, upon 
which ne report shall have been made at this session, shal? 
be returned informally to the. Clerk of the Honse, and shall, 
by virtue of this resolution, stand recommitted, at the cons- 
mencement of the next session, to said committees.” 

No objection being made, 

The resolution was received, and the question 
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| being taken, it was agreed to. 


INDIAN VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. BURT asked the unanimous consent to 
move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from a bill—the first bill 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
this session—for the payment of a company of In- 
dian volunteers called into the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. MEACHAM asked if the bill made an ap- 
propriation? ee 

The SPEAKER (upon examination) said itt 
made an appropriation. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BURT moved a suspension of the rales to 
enable him to-make the motion. 

Mr. RUMSEY called for the reading ‘of the 
bill. ; $ 

The SPEAKER. The bill is short.. 1t will be 
read. 

{The bill was here read.} f 

The motion of Mr. Burr was put, and agreed 
to. 
So the rules were suspended. i 
Mr. BURT made the motion to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


l from the further consideration of the said- bill. 
‘| Agreed 


to. : l 

The bill being before the House, andthe ques- 
tion being on ordering it to a third reading— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the pre- 
vious question. A 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 

fA message was received from the Senate by 

Mr. Dicxins, their Secretary = 
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Mr. Speaker: The Senate have disagreed.to the amend- 
ment of the House to the 3lst of the Senate’s amendments, 
and insist on their amendments disagreed to by the House, 
to the bilt of the House making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty siiputations with various Indian tribes for 
the year ending June 30, 1851. : 

And he then withdrew.] . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved that 
the House insist upon their disagreeing votes and 
appoint a committee of conference. 

After some conversation, - z 

Ordered accordingly; and. Messrs. THOMPSON 
of Mississippi, Asamun, and WELLBORN, were ap- 
pointed the managers on the part of the House at 
the said conference. 

INDIAN VOLUNTEERS. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
a third reading. ; 

Mr. BURT stated that these Delaware and 
Shawnee Indians were in the service of the United 
States in Texas, in 1846, and had never been paid. 
He moved the previous question., 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question was ordered. ` 
_ The joint resolution was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURT moved that the joint rule which 
prohibits the interchange of bills between the two 
Houses for the last three days of the session, be 
suspended, so far as relates to this bill; that the 
Senate might have. it before them and act upon it.` 


Mr. WILLIAMS suggested that the rule be | 


suspended to apply to all other bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON made a motion to that effect. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to suspend the rules is not amend- 
able. ’ 7 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

So the rule was suspended. 

PATENT REPORT. 

Mr. WALDEN asked the unanimous sonsent | 
to report from the Committee on Patents the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

« Resolved, That five thousand copies of that volume of 
ehe report of the Commissioner of Patents relating to me- 
chanics, and three thousand copies of that volume of the 
said report relating to agriculture, ordered to be printed by 
the House, be appropriated to the use of ghe Commissioner 
of Patents for distribution.” ` 


Objection was made. j! 


Mr. WALDEN moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to report the resolution. ` 

s k Sirs p 

Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the report was not 
received. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the unanimous 

consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
tution, which was read: x 

« Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be author- 
ized to audit and allow the account of Nathan Rathbone for 
his services as clerk of the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads.’? j 

No objection having been made, the resolution 
was received. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the resolution by adding thereto the following: 

«< Resolved, That, in the execution of the resolation of the 
Fouse giving fir the present session to the employees of the 
House, laborers, &c., the extra compensation paid during 
the last Congress to persons occupying similar stations, the 
police of the Capitol he included.” í 

a Mr. STANTON explained, that these persons, 
by an inadvertency, were omitted in the resolution 
which had been adopted on the motion of the | 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BrsseL.] | 

Someexplanation followed by Messrs. FEATH- 


ERSTON, STANLY, and POTTER. i 


'| resolution. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved the 
previous question. There was a second—the main | 
question was ordered, and having been taken, | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. | 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT: | 

Mr. JOHN A. KING asked the unanimous | 
consent of the House to offer the following resolu- | 
tion; which was read: | 

F 
| 


Resotned, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is here- 
by, anthorized to withdraw from the contractors for the con- | 
gressional printing the second part of the Patent Office re- i 
ports, being the agricultural part thereof for 1849, and which 
haa not yet been printed ; and that he eavse to be printed | 
and delivered to the members of this House, within four | 
“weeks frum this day, the number of copies of said part of | 
said report heretofore ordered by the House. i 


Objection was made. 


1 
| 
Mr. KING moved a suspension of the rules. l 


Two thirds not voting in the afirmative, the 


'| called by 


i| tian No. 40, directing the auditing, &c., of the ac- 


| required to pay Robert Cochran, out of the contingent fend 


rules were not suspended, and the resolution was | 
not received. 2 : 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution; which 
was read for-information: : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be authorized and 


of the House, the usual compensation for the period during 
which he acted-as clerk of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and for which he was not paid. 


Objection was made. f 


Mr. BAYLY moved a suspension of the rules. 
And, two thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended. 
The resolution being thus before the House— 
_ Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
it by adding the proposition which he had offered 
the other day, as follows: 
That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


House to the widow of Thomas J. Campbell, deceased, late ; 
Clerk, his compensation to the end of this session. 


Mr. WOOD raised the point of order on the 
amendment. He submitted that the rules had 
been suspended for a particular purpose, and that 
it was not in order to introduce matter which was 
not relevant to the object for which the suspen- 
sion had been granted. ; 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

The question was then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 69, noes 53. 

Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
the vote was—yeas 64, nays 69; as follow : 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ashe, 
Ashmun, Bokee, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Doty, Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, 
Goodenow, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hay- 
mond, Houston, Howe, G. G. King, Jamies G. King, John A. 
King, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Phenix, Putnam, 
Reed, Rockwell, Rumsey, Sehermerhorn, Schooleraft, Sil- | 
vester, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Sianton, Richard 4. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Tavlor, James Thomp- 
son, Tourman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, White, and Williams—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alen, Bayly, Beale, Bingham, 
Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, Campbell, Cartter, Cleveland, W. R. W. 
Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Danbam, Dur- | 
kee, Edmundson, Featherston, Gerry, Gott, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Holladay, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufinan, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, McLanahau, Robert M. McLane, 
McMullen, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morehead, 
Morris, Orr, Otis, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Root, 
Ross, Savage, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Walden, Watdo, 
Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wood, Wood 
ward, and Youny—69. s 

So the amendment was not agreed to. | 

[The following message was received from the 
Senate, by Mr. Macuen, their chief Clerk: 

Mr. Sreaxer: The Senate insist upon fheir second and 
sixth amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill 
of the House (No. 244) entitled “An act granting bounty 
land to certaiu Officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States.” 

The Senate have passed a resolution suspending the 
sixteenth joint rule of the two Houses, so far as the same 
relates to the resolution of the House (No. 40) in relation to 
the public printing, in which I am directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House. 


And he then withdrew.] 
The question recurred on the adoption of the | 


Mr. HAMPTON offeréd the following amend- 
ment: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and hereby is, 4 
authorized and required to pay to James W. Morehead, out 
of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of two dollars 
for each day he was employed as clerk to the Comuaitiee on 
Accounts while settling with the publie printers. 

The amendment having been read— 

The House, pending the question thereon, took 
a recess until six o'clock. 


EVENING AND NIGHT SESSION. 


The SPEAKER called the House to order at 
six o’clock. 

Mr. FULLER (scarcely heard) was understood 
to move a suspension of the sixteenth joint rule of 
the two Houses, in reference to a certain joint res- 
olution, to which the attention of the House was 


The SPEAKER, who said that a message had 
been received from the Senate, stating that that 
body had suspended the above-mentioned joint 
rule of the two Houses, as to Senate joint resolu- 


counts for printing during the recess of Congress. 
The House had passed a similar resolution this 
morning, but it was necessary that it should take 


the form ofá joint resolution, passed. by the: two 
Houses, and approved by the President. : 

Mr. VENABLE. Wili the motion exhaust 
itself on this resolution if the rule should be sus- 
pended ? 2 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

No objection having been made, the role was 
suspended. 

Mr. CABELL, of- Florida, inquired of the 
Speaker whether there was any question before 
the House? 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message was received from the Senate, stating 
that that body had appointed a committee of con- 
ference on its part on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the Indian appropriation bill. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

This bill was returned from the Senate, by A. 
Dicuins, Esq., Secretary, with amendments. 

; COMPENSATION, : 

The SPEAKER (now replying to the inquiry 
of Mr. CABELL) said, that at the time the House 
took a’ recess, the House had under consideration 
the following resolution, offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Bavzy:] 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be authorized and 
required to pay Robert Cochran, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, the usual compensation for the period during 
which he acted as clerk of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and for which he was not paid. 

To which resolution the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Hampron] had offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and hereby is, 
authorized and required to pay to James W, Morehead, out 
of the contingent fund of the House, the sam of two dollars 
for each day he was employed as clerk to the Committee on 
Accounts while settling with the public printers. 

Mr. CABELL desired to be informed whether 
it was in order to move an amendment to the 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Mr. CABELL said he was glad that an oppor- 
tunity had thus, unexpectedly to himself, been pre- 
sented to allow hinf to offer a resolution which, he 
trusted, would receive the sanction of the House. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

« Also, the ten clerks employed by the Clerk of Ibe House 
at, the Land Office by order of the House, who were dis- 
charged on the 12th May last; and also the clerk to the 
Printing Committee.” i 

Mr. CABELL, in explanation, said that the 
Clerk of the House seemed to have some doubt 
whether these persons were included in the reso- 
lution which the House had adopted. Therefore 
it was that he (Mr. C.) had offered the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Speaker.) I desire to 
know whether the Speaker has ruled that it is in 
order to amend an original proposition by adding 
a provision for another and different class of of- 
ficers? 

The SPEAKER was of opinion that the amend- 
ment was in order. 

NAVAL APFROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I believe 
that the bill making appropriations for the naval 
service has been returned from the Senate with 
amendments. It is proper that they should be re- 
ferred to the Commitiee of Ways and Means. 
‘The chairman of that committee [Mr, Baru}: is 
not at this moment in his seat; and 1 move that 
the biil be referred. 

Ordered accordingly. 

COMPENSATION. 

The question then recurred on the resolution and 
amendments, (above given,) the immediate ques- 
tion being on the amendment of Mr. CABELL. | 

Mr. CABELL. It is my opinion that these 
persons are provided for in the resolution which 
has been adopted; but there seems to be some 
doubt about it, and therefore | have offered the 
amendment. 

Mr. WENTWORTH requested Mr. CABELL 
so to modify his resolution as to include the clerk 
of the standing Committee on Printing. . 

Mr. CABELL was understood to modify his 
amendment accordingly. i 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and the affirmative vote stood— 
ayes 50, noes scarcely any- 

No quoram voting— 

Mr. CABELL called for tellers; who were or- 
dered, and Messrs, WENTWORTH and CAMPBELL, 
were appointed. 
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And the question being again taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 70, noes 50. Paak 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. $ 

And the question recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Hampron, as thus amended— 

Mr. FRATHERSTON, to stop debate, (he 
said,) moved the previous question. _ 

There wasa second; the main question was or- 
dered, and having been taken, the amendment of 
Mr. Lampron, as amended was, by ayes 62, noes 
not counted, agreed to. 

‘And the question recurring on the resolution as 
thus amended— 

Mr. HAMPTON expressed his desire so to 
modify it as to insert the words, ‘to be paid out 
of the contingent fund.” 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ROOT. Is it in order for me to move so 
to amend the resolution as to embrace ** the rest of 
mankind 2°? 35 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order at 
thistime: : ' 

Mr. ROOT. Well, I give notice that if ever it 
isin order, I shall move this extra compensation 
to the rest of mankind. [Laughter.] 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
as amended, was adopted. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said it was scarcely 
necessary for him to inform the House that the 
bounty land biil had been returned from the Sen- 
ate with amendments. The Senate adhered (he 
said) to theiramendments. He moved the appoint- 
ment of a committee of conference. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COBB moved a suspension of the rules. 

After some conversation between Mr. FEATH- 
ERSTON and the Speaker, on a point of order, the 
question was taken, and the vote stood—ayes 60, 
noes 56. {Not two thirds in the affirmative. ] 

Mr. CROWELL called for tellers. 

Mr. COBB called for the yéas and nays. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. If the House intend 


to pass this bill, itis necessary a committee of con- 
ference should be appointed. 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order.» 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
“motion to suspend the rules. 

And the question having been taken, resulted— 
yeas 82, nays 41; as follow: 


So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules. were suspended. . 

Mr. COB8 moved that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the second and sixth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and that a committee of con- 
ference thereon be appointed. 

Ordered accordingly. 

And the Chair appointed Mr. Coss, of Alabama, 
Mr. Minuer, and Mr. Marsuatt, to be the man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to report, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, Senate bill No. 

- 210, entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary 
-of War to allow the payment of interest to the 
State of Georgia for advances made for the use 
of the United States, in the suppression of the 
hostilities of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee 
Indians, in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838.” 

Objection having being made, Mr. T. moved a 
suspension of the rules; but two thirds not voting 
in the affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BIEL. : ; 

Mr. GRINNELL asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up and consider the bill 
from the Senate, on the Speaker’s table, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes.” 

Objection having been made, Mr. G. moved a 
suspension of the rules. 

The question having been taken, the vote stood 
—arves 96, noes 2x. 

Mr. VENABLE called for tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. MILLER and Duncan were 
appointed. 

And the question having-been again taken, the 
vote stood—-ayes 102, noes 38. 

Mr. VENABLE called for,the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

. So, two thirds having voted in the affirmative, 
the bill was taken up and read a first and second 
time by its title. . 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a view to consider this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman to move to go into committee for 
the purpose of taking up this bill ? 

Mr. GRINNELL. | Yes, sir. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. 

Mr: FEATHERSTON. -I make the motion. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GRINNELL] 
to allow me to move that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of considering this bill, without 
going into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union 

Mr. GRINNELL. 
for that purpose. ` 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce, 
and the House is already acting under a suspen- 
sion of the rules. The bill must first be referred 
ta the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The House will then be clear of the sus- 
pension of the rules already ordered, and another 
motion of that kind can be made. The question, 
therefore, is first on the reference of the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

And the bill having been so referred— 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering it. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, but 
a vote of two thirds will be required. 

And the question, ‘ Shall the rules be suspend- 
ed?” was taken, and the vote stood—ayes 9S, 
noes 32. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered, and Messrs. 
Puevrs and Duncan were appointed. - 

And the question having been again taken, the 
vote stood—ayes 56, noes not counted. 

Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 


I will waive my motion 


! rules were not suspended. 


Mr. McLANE, of *Maryland. I now move 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union be discharged from the further considera- 


tion of the bill. 


Mr. BURT. I suggest to the Chair that the 


| motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 


McLane] is not the true motion. The bill has 
never been considered in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and therefore the com- 
mittee cannot be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

After some conversation between Mr. MeMUL- 
LEN and the Speaker, the question on the motion 
to suspend the rules was put. 

There was great confusion inthe Hall, and bus- 
iness was suspended for some time. 

‘Mr. STANLY inquired whether, if the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
should be discharged from the consideration of the 
bill, it would be before the House for its action? 

The SPEAKER assented. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAYLY. I am directed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to whom were referred the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill making ap- 


propriations for the naval service, to report them 


Is itin order to move. 


a =. ` et E 
back, with a recommendation. that: the House con- 
curin all the amendments.except the fourth, and . 
that they disagree to that amendment. mis 


The SPEAKER. What disposition. does the 


gentleman:propose to make of the. report ?—to fe: 

fer i? : See sae a 
Mr. BAYLY. No, sir; itis not necessary to 

refer it. ` : i 


The SPEAKER. ‘Then the amendments will 
be reported to the House. : ; 


Business was again suspended, owing to the 
confusion in the Hall. ; : 


. The amendments were read. 


The House concurred in the first, second, and. 
third amendments of the Senate. : 


APPOINTMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN. 

The fourth amendment was read, as follows: 

Tnsert before the word “ provided ”? the words “ on nòm- 
ination by the delegation to Congress fom said State, or a 
majority of them,” : 

“That no midshipman in the navy shalt be appointed 
from any congressional district having at the time of appoint 
j ment more than to officers of tjat grade in the navy from 

such district; and whenever an appointment shall be made 
from any State, the person so appointed shail be an actual 
resident of the congressional district from which the ap- 
pointment purports to be made: 2nd provided, further, That 
such congressional distriet of any State that may not have 
any midshipman in the navy at the time an appointment 
may be made from said State, shalt be entitled to at least 
one appointment before any other shal! be made from any 
district of the State having one or more officers Of that grade 
in the navy.” 

The amendment having been read, 

Mr. BAYLY said, I have already stated that 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommend 
that the House do not concur in this amendment 
of the Senate, and itis proper that 1 should say a 
word by way of explanation... An amendment. was 
offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
in relation to the mode of appointing midshipmen. 
That amendment required the appointment to be 
made on the recommendation of a majority of the 
delegation from each State. The Committee of 
Ways and Means are of opinion that it should be 
made by the member of Congress repregenting 
the district from which the midshipman is to be 
appointed, and my impression is, that such is the 
existing mode. This amendment proposes a 
change; that is to say, that the appointment shall 
be made by tHe majority of the delegation. We 
recommend non-concurrence. : 


The question was taken, and the House refused 
to concur with the Senate in its amendment, 

The fifth amendment of the Senate was. con- 
curred in. : f 


DRY DOCK AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


The sixth amendment of the Senate -was as fol- 
lows: ` 

Amendment No. 6 of the Senate. Strike out 
from the clause below, the words, in dtalies, and in- 
sert after the word “Navy” the words ‘shall’ 
also be authorized;”’ and at the end of the clause 
add, ‘on such terms as he shalt deem reasonable. ” 

“For commencing the construction of a floating dry dock 
on ie coast of California, $100,000 ; and the Seeretary of 
the Navy is aathorized "fend directed} to enter into a con- 
tract [with Samuel D. Dakin, John 8. Gilbert, Zeno Secor, 
and Rutherford Moody] for the construction, with all reason- 
able dispatch, of a sectional or balance floating dry dock, 
| basin, and: railway, at such harbor on the coast of the Pa- 
cific ocean as he may select, of a capacity and dimensions 
in no respeci inferior to those of the dry dock in progress of 
construction at Pensacola: Provided, That, by granting the 
said contractors permission if required, to prepare the mat@® 
tials chiefly at some harbor on the Atlantic sea-board, and 
advancing moneys thereon as the work progress, the said 
works can be completed at a sum not exceeding by more 
than twelve per cent. the total amount contracted to be paid: 
| for the floating deck, basin, and. railway, at the Pensacola 
| navy-yard, with the addition thereto of what would. be the 
cost of transportation to said coast of the said materials 
thus prepared, aud with the reservation till the works: are 
done, of ten per cent., and the usual surety. for the faithful 
performance of the contract. And [it shail also be the duty of } 
the Secretary of the Navy to enter into an agreement with 
the [said] contractors, if they will keep the said works in 
repair, and take proper care of ibe same, for any given 
period of years, free of charge to the Government, to per- 
mit them to use the said works daring such period, on their 
own account, for repairing merchant vessels, when not oc- 
cupied by vessels of the navy, t0 which precedence shall at 
all times be given.” ‘ : 


The amendment having been read, 

Mr. BAYLY said, the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend that the House concur with 
the Senate. in their amendment. ‘The changes 
which: were made by the Senate were these: 
There was no change as to the character of the 


dock. The amendment as it-stood, required it to 
bea floating dry dock. Therefore, a stone dock 
could not be substituted forit.. The-only. change 
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was, that the Secretary of the Navy was authorized 
instead of being required, to contract. ‘The latter 
part of the amendment referred merely to the terms 
on which the dock when constructed, and when not 
needed for public ships, should be used for private 
vessels. ; 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said, he under- 
stood the Committee of Ways and Means as rec- 
ommending that the House concur:in this amend- 


ment of the Senate, under the idea that it did not |} 


affect, the proposition as it went from the House. 
If such was the fact—if the amendment really did 
not affect the proposition aş the House adopted it, 
then it seemed to him sot important that the 

. House should concur, and therefore, it should not 
do so. He believed that he understood the source 
from which this amendment came, and he believed 
he understood equaliy well what would be the 
operation of it. He believed that the idea of some 
of the old gentlemen at the head of the bureau was | 
to build the old stone dock, which would cost some 
$10,000,000, and would not be finished for as 
many years. 

Mr. VINTON. The amendment requires that 
it should be a floating dock. 

Mr. STANTON said he understood that; but i 
his objection to the amendment was, that it struck 
out the direction to the Secretary of the Navy to 
enter into a contract with the only person who 
could build such a dock upon any plan which had 
been tested and had proved available. He re- 
ferred to the number of our merchant ships (sev- 
eral hundred) which were stated to be in the Pa- 
cific, and which could not return here until they 
had been repaired. Such also was the case with 
one of our public ships which had cost some seven 
hundred thousand dollars. If the matter was left, 
as the amendment. of the Senate proposed to leave 
it, discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy, 

he would make no contract, nor would any such 
structure be commenced, for at least another ses. 
sion of Congress. Ee hoped the House would 
not concur in the amendment. He had no objec- 
tion to that part of it which proposed to strike out 
the names of the parties with whom the contract 
shall be made. 

Mr. JONES said that the amendment of the 
Senate, as had been remarked by the chairman of 
the Committee of. Ways and Means, did not in 
‘the least affect the character or description of dock 
that was to be constructed. It was still the same 
sort of dock which the House proposed should be 
built—that was to say, a sectional, balance, or 
floating dry dock. The other portion of the amend- 
ment simply proposed that when the dock was not 
required for public vessels, the Secretary of the 
Navy might contract for its use for privaté pur- 
poses upon such reasonable terms as appeared to 
him to be right. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- 
tleman yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. STANTON. I have no objection to that 
part of the amendment which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to prescribe the terms on which 
the dock may be used for private purposes. 

Mr. JONES. Nor need my colleague [Mr. 
Sranron] have any objection to the other part of 
the amendment which has elicited his opposition. 
it merely authorizes, instead of requires, the head 
of the department to expend the money; and that 
any public officer will be sure to do, if you give 
him the chance. Especially certain is it in this 
‘case, the head of the department being a Whig. 
(Laughter.) I think that these amendments are 
all rightand proper.. They throw upon the Secre- | 
tary of the Navy the duty of making a contract 
for the dock, if In his judgment he should deem 
it expedient, and they give him the range of the 
world for the contract. I move the previous ques- 
Gon. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope the gentleman from | 
Tennessee (Mr. Jones] will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, to enable me to say a 
few words. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the demand. 

Mr. BOCOCK said there was one consideration 
which had not been presented by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Sranton,] and which. in 
his (Mr. B.'s) opinion, ought to weigh heavily 
with the House in determining whether it would 
concur in the amendment of the Senate or not. 
The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Jones] had stated 
that the first part of the amendment'made no ma- 
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| for me to state that this is a bill to carry out—— 


i| Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Chandicr, Cleveland, 


terial alteration in the proposition. Yet it did 
make a material alterationsuch an alteration. as 
struck at the existence of the thing itself. “The 
difference between the two. propositions was this: 
If the proposition of the House should be adopted, 
a dock would be built. If the amendment of the 
Senate should be adopted, a dock would not be 
built. ‘The amendment of the Senate left the mat- 
į ter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 
If he approved the proposition, he might contract. 
If not, not. It was thus left to the discretion of 
that officer to do, or not to do, that which he had 
already said he would not do. The whole matter 
had been examined by the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, and they had decided that the proposition 

adopted by the House was not only a reasonable 
proposition, but that it was in fact the only prac- 
ticable one. The construction of a stone dock | 
would cost the Government ten millions of dollars, 
and, as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sran- 
ton] had indicated, would take ten, or perhaps any | 
more number of years, to construct it. Yet the | 
amendment was advocated by most of those old | 
commodores who could not, in their age, unlearn. j 
what they had been taught in their youth. The 
effect of the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senate would be to defeat for some time the com- 
mencement of any structure at all. He hoped i 
that it would not be concurred in. i 

Mr. VINTON. Ithink the House will concur 
with me that this is no time for debate. I move 
the previous question. . 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered, (on agreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate.) 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked for tell- 
ers, (which were refused.) 

And the question having been taken, the sixth 
amendment of the Senate—by ayes 86, noes given 
up—was concurred in. 

The seventh amendment of the Senate was also į 
concurred in. 

All the amendments had been thus disposed of. | 

The following message was received from the | 
Senate, by Mr. Dicutns, their Secretary: | 


Mr. Speaker: The Senate have agreed to the conference | 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Honses, on the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House, No. 244, granting bounty land to certain officers and 
sotdiers who have been engaged, in tbe military service of | 
the United States; and have appointed Mr. Hare, Mr. 
Surecps, and Mr. SMITH, the managers atthe conference | 
on the part of the Senate. 


LIGHT-HOYSES,' &c. . 

The question then recurred on the motion of | 
Mr. McLane, of Maryland, that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to move that | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
| Union be discharged from the consideration of the 
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and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted, and said, there was 
believed to be not.a sufficient number. 

Mr. BURT called for tellers on the yeas an 
nays, (which were ordered,) and Messrs. Harri 
of Tennessee, and Hay were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McLANE, (to the Speaker.) 


a D 


Calls to order. ' 

The SPEAKER said, no remarks could be made 
except by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

And the question, “Shall the rules be sus- į 
pended ?”? was then taken, and resulted—yeas 112, 
nays 46; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, Bayly, Ben- 
nett, Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
| Buel, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Buller, B. C. 


Clingman, Cole, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Durkee, 
| Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, . Fowler, 
Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, 
Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holmes, Houston, Howe, 
Hunter, Jutian, Kaufman, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
King, Jona A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Littlefield, 
Horace Mann, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Meacham, 
Millson, Moore, Morehead, Mortoa, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, 
Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Potter, Pat- 
nam, Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Rockwell, Rumsey, Sackett, 
| Sehermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, 
! Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P, Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
| Stetson, Strong, Thurman, Tuck, Underhilt, Van Dyke, 
| Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 
} Williams, and Wood—112. 
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NAYS-—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bay, Beale, Bocock, .. 
Bowdon, Bowlin, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, : 
Campbell, Cartter, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick,.Disney, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, Featherston, Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, 
Isham G. Hatris, Sampson W, Harris, Holladay, Hubbard; > 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew: Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, © 
Jones, Leffler, MeMullen, McQueen, Meade, Morris, Orry 
Parker, Phelps, Powell, Ross, Richard H. Stanton, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Wallace, Whittlesey, 
Woodward, and Young—~46. ` : 

So, two thirds having voted in the ‘affirmative, . 

the rules were suspended. 
- (Mr. Bager repeated the statement he had 
heretofore made, that he had paired off with Mr. 
Averett, and if he (Mr. B.) had voted, ‘he should 
' have voted in the affirmative.] 

A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Mr2Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House of the passage of the argy appropriation 
bill with sundry amendments. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY said bill and amend- 
ments were referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

The following message was received from the 
Senate by Mr. Dicxins, their Secretary: 

Mr. Speaxer: The Senate have agreed to the report of 
the commiitee-of conference, on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the bill of the House, Nou. 334, enti- 
tied “ An act making appropriation for the civit and diplo- 
matic expenses of Government for the year ending June 
3, 185), and for other purposes,” so far as the said coni- 
mittee were able to agree, and they insist on their Ist, 18th, 
89h, 90th, and 9ist amendments to the said bill on which 
the said cominittee were unable to agree. 

_Mr.McLANE, of Maryland, then submitted 
his motion that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be discharged from, the consid- 
eration of the light-house bill. , 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
thus before the Fouse, and the question was on 
ordering it to a third reading. 

Mr. McLANE said that the Committee on 
Commerce had no amendments to offer to this 
bill, except as regarded the correction of a clerical 
error. In the paragraph authorizing a light-house 
for the State of Virginia, there was an omission 
of four or five words, which he desired should now 
| be read. 
| The words were read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Insert after the word inthe clause following “Mutchi- 
pungo,” the words “or on sand shoals, as the one or the 
otifer, upon actual survey, may be found best.” 

«For two lights on the south end of Hog Island, as a 
range for the channel. of Great Mutchipungo, or on Sand 
Shoal $16,000; and the appropriation of $10,000, made 
by the act of the 14th August, 1848, for two lights on Saud 
Shoal Inlet, be, and is hereby repealed.” w 

Mr. McLANE. I move the previous question, 

Mr. STRONG. Well; I should like to hear 
the bill read. 

Several Voices: So would I—so would I. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom had been referred the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
| tions for the support of the army for the current 
fiscal year, reported that the committee bad had 
the same under consideration, and had directed 
him to report them back with a recommendation 
that they agree to some and disagree to others. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gen- 
tleman make? i 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the House now 
proceed to the consideration of the said amend- 
ments, ` ; 

The SPEAKER. Do the amendments require 
commitment? 

Mr. BAYLY. There are no additional appro- 

riations. 

The bill therefore was not committed, and the 
question was on agreeing to the said amend- 
ments, i 

The first, second, and third of the said amend- 
ments of the Senate were concarred in, and the 
fourth amendment was non-concurred in, (ander 
the recommendation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means.) - 

The fifth o 
as follows: 


Amendment No. 5. Add after the clause appropriating 
$100,000 for the current expenses of the ordnance service, 


£ the amendments of the Senate waa 


« Provided, That the principal. assistant in the ordnance 
bureau of ihe War Department, shall receive a compensa- 
tion not less than that of the. persons employed at the 
fouadries under the 5th section ot the ack approved 23d of 
August, from and after the date thereof.’ bags 


The amendment having been read— 
Mr. BAYLY said that the Committee of Ways 
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and Means recommend that the House do not con- 
cur in this amendment. 

Mr. BURT. f should like to know from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
{Mr. Bayry] what considerations have induced 
them to recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment? ; 

Mr. BAYLY. We had no information before 
us in relation to this matter. This seemed to us 
to be an indirect mode of accomplishing the object, 
and therefore, in the absence of all information, 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommend 
a Nlon-concurrence. 

- Mr. BURT. The proposition is one which has 
been examined and considered. by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and L trust that this House 
will do to the offiger to whom it relates the naked 
justice of concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate. The gentleman who is to be provided for 
by this amendment is one of the most excellent 
and scientific officers belonging to the army. He 
was the commander of a distant arsenal, and was 
brought here to the Bureau of Ordnance. He 
looses. his compensation as commander of an ar- 
senal, and is required to live in this city, where the 
expense is enormous, at actually less pay than he 
received at the remote and unexpensive post from 
which he was taken. F will not at this late hour 
detain the House with further remarks. But, Í 
trust the House will concur in this amendment of 
the Senate, and I am sure that if the Committee of 
Ways and Means had had before them the infor- 
‘mation which was laid before the Committee on 
Military Affairs, they would have recommended a 
concurrence. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of 
the Senate was concurred in. 

{A message was received from the Senate stating 
that that body had receded from their amendments 
disagreed to by the House, to the bill of the House 
making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June, 30, 185}.} 

The sixth amendment of the Senate, on the 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, was concurred in. 
` The seventh amendment of the Senate consisted 
of a new section, which was as follows: 

% and be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War pe, 
and he ís hereby, authorized to pay the unexpended balance 
ofthe appropriation made by an act of March 3d, 1849, 
t for publishing a new edition of the Ordinance Manual,’ to 
the officer of the United. States army employed in com- 
piling, arranging, and supervising the publication of the 
same, as provided by the terms of said act.” 

The section having been read, 

Mr. BAYLY said that he was instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to recommend 
that the Flouse non-concur in this amendment. 

Mr. STANLY, (addressing the Speaker.) Dol 
understand the Committee of Ways and Means 
to have recommended a non-concurrence in this 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER.. Such is the reeommendation. 

Mr. STANLY made a remark, which could not 
be clearly heard, but it was understood to be to 
the effect that the object of the section was simply 
to give aconstruction to an act of Congress passed 
a year or two since. Mr. Crawford had refused 
payment, though Congress intended that payment 
should be made. 
` Mr. VINTON. This amendment makes no 
new appropriation. It merely directs “that a bal- 
ance which has heretofore been appropriated shall 
be paid.. I hope it will be concurred in. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
< All the amendments to the said bill had now been 
disposed of. 

_ CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

‘Mr. BAYLY. The committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the current 
fiscal year, have instructed me to make a report. 
I move that the House insist upon: its disagree- 
ment to the Ist, 18th, 89th, 90th, and 93st amend- 
ments of the Senate, and that another committee 
of conference be appointed, and on that motion I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. VINTON. I should be glad to know what 
the committee have done. `I hope that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] will withdraw 
his demand for the previous question, and state 
what the action of the committee has been. 

‘` Mr. JONES. The committee of the Senate 
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have concurred in the report, and the 
insisted on their amendments. ù 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 334) 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1851, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing met, and after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to the 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
Fiouse to the 33d amendment of the Senate, with 
an amendment as follows: 

fn line 7 of the amendment, before the word * cempen- 
sation,” issert ‘additional, ”? 

That the Senate agree to the amendments of the 
House to the 40th, 43d, 50th, 52d, 82d, and 85th 
amendments of the Senate. : 

That the House :ecede from their disagreement 
to the following amendments of the Senate: Nos. 
9, 26, 30, 36, 51, 59, 64, 65, 76, and 80. 

That the Senate recede from their 19th, 28th, 
29th, 48th, 49th, 53d, 55th, 66th, 69th, Tist, 72d, 
73d, 75th, 79th, 84th, and 86th amendments, 

That the House agree to the 15th amendment of 
the Senate, with the following amendment: 

Strike ‘out all after the words “ $909,” and insert the | 
words, “anà the satary of the book-keeper and acconntant 
in the said office is hereby raised from $1,000 to $1,250.” 

That the House agree to the 20th amendment 
of the Senate, with an amendment, viz: 


Strike out the said amendment, and in lieu thereof insert 
the following: È i 
` 6 Provided, That to enab'e the President of the United | 
States to obtain for the United States, if he shall deem it } 
expedient to do so, the right to use the Improved methods of || 
refining argentiferous gold bullion, recently discovered and | 
being patented to R. S. MeCulloh and James C. Boothe, or 
the right to use any other method of accomplishing the same 
object which may be hereafter discovered and patented, | 
there be appropriated the sum of 925,000.” 


That the House agree to the 22d amendment of 
the Senate, with the following amendment: 

At the end of the amendment, after the word © dollars,’ 
add the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That no part of said appropriations 
for the Territory of New Mexico shall be expended until 
the State of Texas shall have agreed to the terms of the act || 
of Congress entitled ‘An act proposing 10 the State of 
Texas the establisbment of ber northern and western bound- 
aries, the relinguishinent by the said State of al} territory 
claimed by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her | 
claims upon the United States, and to establish a territorial | 
government for New Mexico.’ ” i 


i 
That the House agree to the 35th amendment of 
the Senate, with the follewing amendment: 
Strike out the said amendment, and in Heu thereof insert; 
“c For the extension of the Capitol, according to such plan 
as may be approved by the President of the United States, 
$100,000; to be expended under his direction by such archi- 
teet as he may appoint to execute the same.”? 
The committee of conference further report that | 
they have conferred on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the Ist, 18th, 89th, 90th, and 
Gist amendments of the Senate, and were unable to | 
come to agreement thereon. 


Senate have 


H 


SAML. F. VINTON, | 
G. W. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
D. S. DICKINSON, 
GEO. E; BADGER, 
PIERRE SOULE, 
Managers for the Senate. 

September 28, 1850. : 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I ask that the section to 
which the amendment refers may be read. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 ean relieve the House from | 
any uncertainty in the matter. 
upon which we do not agree are, the proposi- i 
tion in relation to Doctor Harris’s salary, to the 
question of mileage, and the question of the pub- | 
lic printing. f 

[A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Dicxts, their Secretary: 


Mr. Speaker: The Senate have passed-a joint resolu- 
tion of the House, No. 10, explanatory of certain acts therein | 
mentioned. i 

The Senate have suspended the sixteenth joint rnte of: 
the two Houses, so far asthe same relates to the bill of the 
Senate, No. 237, entitled “An aet to provide compensation 
to such persons as may be designated by the Secretary of |; 
the Treasury to receive and keep the public money, under |! 
the fifteenth section of the act of 6th August, 1846, for the | 
additional service : required under this aet.” } ; 


Mr. VINTON.. I suppose the question tò be | 
on agreeing to the report of the committee of con- | 


ference? r : 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 


The only points ;} 


question tọ be presented by the-report.of the eom- 
mittee of conference, and by the motion of the. 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Barxzy,] to be this: 
The first question wil be on agreeing to the report 
of the committee: of conference, which has-been 


agreed to on the part of the Senate. If the report 
should be concurred in by.the House, these amend- 
ments will be considered as having been disposed. 
of; and the two Houses will then stand upon. their 
disagreeing votes on the three amendments desig- 
‘nated by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay- 
LY,] upon which the committee of conference could 
not agree. And the gentleman from Virginia bas 
moved that the Housé insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and. has 
asked for the appointment of another committee of 
conference. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland. (to the Speaker.) 
Is it in order to movethat.the House recede from 
its disagreeing votes on the amendments relating 
to the salary of Doctor Harris and to the question 
of mileage, and that it insist upon its disagreeing 
vote in relation to the other proposition, which re- 
gards the publie printing? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 
at this time. The question must first be taken on 
the motion to insist in the form in which it has 
already been made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayzy.] 

The question was then taken on the demand for. 
the previous guestion. There was a seeond, and 
the main question was ordered to be taken: (Which 
main question was, first, on agreeing to. the report 


| of the committee of conference, so.far as regarded 


those amendments upon which the committee had 
agreed.) i 

The SPEAKER directed the amendments to be 
reported to the House, and said that as the read- 
ing would require some time, the Chair must, in 


|| advance, ask gentlemen to preserve order, so that 


the amendments might be understood. 

‘Cries of * Dispense with the reading.” 

In other quarters of the House the reading 
was insisted upon; and, after some conversation, 
those amendments upon which the committee. of 
conference had agreed were read. 

And the question being taken on agreeing to so 
much of the report, it was agreed to. f 

The question then recurred on the motion of. Mr. 
Bay y, that the House insist upon the other. amend- 
ments which he had designated, and that. another 
committee of conference be appointed. 

Ordered accordingly; and the Speaker appointed 
Messrs. McLane, of Maryland, Gainnece, and 
Brown, of Mississippi, the managers on the ‘part 
of the House'at the said conference. . 

7 LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 

this bill—the question being on the demand of Mr. 


| McLane, of Maryland, for the previous question. 


There was a second; and the main question was 
ordered, being first on the amendment (rendered 
necessary by a clerical error) proposed by Mr. 
McLanx, of Maryland. 

There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, The amendment was agreed to; and the 
bill was read a third time by its title. 

Ard the question being on the passage théreof— 

Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER counted, and said that a suf: 


| ficient number did not rise to order the yeas and 
| nays. 


Tellers were asked and ordered; and Messrs, 
Joun A. Kine and McQueen were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, having 
been taken, resulted—yeas 107, nays 50; as’ fol- 
low: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, 
Rayiy, Bokee, Bonth, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Buel, Burrows, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, B.C. Cabell, Calvin, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Crow- 
nH, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Ejot, Alex- 
uder Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Preediey, Fuller, 
Gerry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard; Henry, Dillard, Holmes, 
Houston, Howe, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, Kanfman, 
Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King. Pres- 
ton King, La Sére, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Robert My Me- 
Lane, Meacham, Mittson, Moore, Morton, Nelson, Newell, 
Ogte, Otis, Oudaw, Peaslee, Peck, Phoenix, Pitman, Potter, 
Putuam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robbins, Rockwell, Root, 
Runisey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Bil- 
vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick (P. Stanton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong. Taylor; Thurman, Tuck, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldn, Watkins, 
Wentworth, White. Williams, and Wood —107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bav, Bissell, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Burt, Joseplii Cable, George A. Caldwell, Camp- 
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bell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R.W, Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, 
DimmicksDisney, Dunham, Edmundson, Featherston, Ham- 
iton, Harlan, fsham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hib- 
_ bard, Holladay, Andrew Johnsen, James L. Johnson, Rob- 
ett W. Johnson, Jones, Leffler, Marshall, McLanahao, 
MeMulles, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Morris, Orr, Parker, 
Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Ross, Sonn B. Thompson, Ven- 
able, Wallace, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Woodward, and 
Young—50. ee 

“So the bill was passed. i 

‘When the call of the roll wag concluded— 

Mr. FITCH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to record his vote, not having been, he 
said, within the bar at. the moment his name was 
called. 

Objection was made. f 

Mr. FITCH. Very well, gentlemen. Permit 
me to say, that if f had been allowed to vote, 1 
should have voted “aye.” 

Mr. GILBERT preferred a similar request. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GILBERT. If the House had: permitted 
me to vote, I should have voted “taye.” 
< Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the bill had been 
passed, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

- Whilst the roll was being called on the passage 
of the bill— ° ` 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxins, their Secretary: 

` Mr. Speaker: The Senate have concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the twe Houses on the bill of the House of Representatives, 
No. 244, granting bownty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service ofthe United 
States. 

The following message was also received from 
the Senate, by Mr. Droxins, their Secretary: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senateinsist on their 3d amendment, 
‘disagreed to by the House, to the bill of the Honsc, No. 
390, entitled “An act making appropriations for the support 
of the army for the year ending the 30th June, 1851.” 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.BAYLY. The Senate have returned the 
army appropriation bill. They have agreed to all 
our amendments except the third, and as to that 
they insist upon their disagreeing vote. I move 
that the House insist, and l ask a committee of 
conference. 

.. The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker ap- 

pointed Mr. Bayry, Mr. Morenean, and Mr. 

urt, the managers at the said conference on the 
part of the House. 
BOUNTY LAND BILI. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, desired to make a report 
from the committee of conference appointed on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bounty 
land bill. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will make 
his report, and the bill will be taken up. 

Mr. COBB, from the said committee of confer- 
ence, made a report, which was read, as follows: 

The committce of conference on the part of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, on the 
differences between the two branches in relation to 
the House bill No. 244, beg leave to report, that 
the committee have agreed to recommend that the 
Senate recede from amendments Nos. 2 and 6, 
which were disagreed to by the House. 

W. R. W.COBB, 

HUMPHREY MARSHALL, 

JOHN K. MILLER, 
Commiltee on the part qf the House. 

JOHN P. HALE, 

JAS. SHIELDS, 

TRUMAN SMITH, 
Committee on the part of the Senate. 

The report having been read— : 

Mr. COBB moved that the House concur in the 
report, and asked for the previous question. 

Mr. RUMSEY wished for the yeas and nays. 

The confusion in the Hall was very great. 

Mr. McMULLEN made an inquiry as to the 
object of the report, and it was again read. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. We cannot 
hear anything that is going on. What ts the bill 
number two hundred and something? And what 
are the amendments from which we are to recede? 

The SPEAKER stated what the bill was. 

Mr. MceMULLEN. What are the amend- 


‘ments? ` i 
The SPEAKER. The amendments will be re- 


ported to.the House. f 
“The amendments were read. 


Mr. CLEVELAND moved that the House ac- 
copf the report of the committee of. conference: 

. Fhe SPEAKER. A motion is already pending, 
made by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Coss.] that the House concur in the report. 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Speaker.) I submit that 
there is nothing for this House to ‘do. Suppose 
we should refuse to concur in the report, is not the 
bill passed: the moment the Senate has receded 
from its disagreement ? - ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is un- 
necessary for the House to act, because the Senate 
has already receded from its amendments. 

So the bill stands passed. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 
_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House, under instructions 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to report 
from that committee a bill of the following title 
from the Senate: 5 


“A bill entitled an act to authorize the appointment of | 


Indian agents in California.” 
No objection having been made— 


The bill was reported back with an amendment, | 


and having been read a first and second time by 


its title— 


Mr. JOHNSON asked that, by the unanimous 
consent of the House, it might be put upon its 
passage. But, he said, he was instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, in the first place, 
to move to strike out the second section of the 
bill, (which proposed to appropriate the sum of 
$100,000,) and leave it as a naked authority for 
the appointment of three Indian agents for the 
State of California. : 


The reading of the bill was called for, and it | 


was read through. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he proposed to move the 
previous question, but was ready to answer any 
business inquiry which gentlemen might think 
proper to putto him. 

The question was taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 
And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 


_ The amendment was agreed to, and the bill hav- | 
ing been ordered to a third reading, was read a 


third time and passed. 
Mr. JOHNSON moved that the title of the bill 


be.amended, by striking out the words “ and for |! 


other purposes.” 

Ordered accordingly. 

HEIRS OF NEUFVILLE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said be must now 
do that which he was not in the habit of doing in 
this House—make an appeal on behalf of a lady 
who had aclaim upon Congress under peculiar cir- 


cumstances. She wasthe daughter of the daughter | 
of John De Neufville, who was an American | 
banker at Amsterdam, at the time of the break- 


ing out of the war of the Revolution. He was the 


first man who came*forward to advance money to |! 
He came to this | 


that great and glorious cause. 
country and died. A son of his become deranged, 
and also died at the hospital after a confinement 
of sixteen years. He also left one daughter who 
hada daughter, and who, from affluence was re- 
duced to poverty. She now comes here and asks 
that this Government would return the money 
which had been advanced by her grandfather du- 
ring its struggle. The claim had been referred, 
under a resolution of the Senate, to Elisha Whit- 
tlesey,a gentleman of whose character he (Mr. 
B.) need not speak. It was well known to every 
member of the House, after a strict investigation, 
that gentleman had struck a balance in favor of 
the lady. 
Many Voices: “Of how much?” 


Mr. BROWN. Eight thousand dollars. I ask, | 


under these circumstances, that the Committee of 
the Whole may be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it may be put upon 
its passage. 

Gries of “ Agreed,” on all sides—and the House 
seemed about to pass the bill with a rash. 

Mr. JONES. I would say to this House that 


it was precisely under such circumstances as these | 


that the Galphin claim was passed. 

The House became instantly cool again as if it 
had taken a huge shower-bath. i 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Brown] be kind enough to answer 
me a question? 2 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly, sir. 


Mr: FOWLER. Does this sum of $8,000. in- 
clude principal and interest? ee 

Mr. BROWN. k does not, 

Mr. FOWLER. Is interest asked ? 

Mr. BROWN. Only for a part of: the timé. 
This banker never charged. this Government one 
dime for his services, and—— $ 

Calls to order. T 

The SPEAKER. The whole of this debate is 
out of order, and the Chair has indulged it be- 
cause the House seemed to acquiesce init. 

Mr. BROWN. One remark. 

Objection was made. 

Cries, “ Pass the bill—it is right.” 

Counter cries against the bill—and “Galphin.”? 
_ The question was then stated to be on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Brown that thg Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the consideration of the 
| bill. 
| The ycas and nays were asked by a member on 
i the right’of the Chair. 

, _ Tellers on the yeas and nays were-ordered, and 
Messrs. Warpno and Fow er were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

And the question, ‘Shall the rules be sus- 
pended for the said purpose?” was taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 53, nays 103, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Beale, Bowdon, Bowie, Briggs, 
Albert G, Brown, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. 
Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Casey, Chandlery Colcock, Cole, Corwin, 
Dunham, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Gilbert, Hay, Nib- 
hard, Hilliard, Holladay, Holmes, Joseph W. Jackson, Kerr, 
John A, King, Marshall, Meade, Moore, Morehead, Morton, 
| Ogle, Qrr, Outlaw, Peck, Potter, Robbins, Ross, School- 
I| eratt, Seddon, Stanly, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, Underhill, 
© Watkins, Welborn, Williams, Wright, and Young—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Bay, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Breck, Brooks, Bue}, 
! Burt, Joseph Cable, Camphell, Cartter, Clarke, W. R. W. 
| Cobb, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Disuey, Dixon, Durkee, 
| Edmundson, Eliot, Fiteh, Fowler, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, 
Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hatloway, Hamilton, 
: Hammond, Hampton, Harlan, [shain G. Harris, Sampson 
I! W. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Houston, Howe, Hubbard 
Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kauf- 
man, James G. King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace 
Mann, MeKissock, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Me- 
i Mallen, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Morris, Nelson, New- 
ij el, Otis, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Phaonix, Pitman, Pow- 
|! elt. Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Ristey, Rockwell, Root, Rum- 
|; sey, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Silvester, Spaulding, 
|i Sprague, Frederick P. Siantou, Richard H. Stanton, Thad- 


| deus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, John B. Thompson, Thur- 
| man, Tuck, Vinton, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Whittle. 
sey, Wildrick, Wood, and Woodward—103. 
| So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 

‘ rules were not suspended. 
| A message was received from the Senate by 
| Mr. Drexins their Secretary: 
| Myr. Speaker: The Senate have passed a bill of the 
| House, of the following title: 

House of Representatives, 116, “ An act for the 

| William Whicher.” i 
| The Senate have agreed to the amendments of the House 
| to the bill of the Senate, (No. 359,) entitled “ An act making 
| appropriation for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and 
| 


relief of 


| providing for the erection and establishment of the same,- 
and for other purposes’? 

The Senate have agreed to the further conference asked 
' by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
(334) “making appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
! expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1851, and for other purposes,”? and have appointed Mr. 
Dicxixson, Mr. Brient, and Mr. BERRIEN, managers on 
their part at the said conference. 

The Senate have agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on their parton the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the biil of the House (834) “ making appropria- 
tion for the eurrent and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1851. 

And then he withdrew. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, from the 
committee of conference appointed on the part of 
the House to meet a committee of conference on 
the part of the Senate, upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill making appropria- 
ion for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with certain Indian tribes for the current 
fiscal year, report that the committee had agreed 
upon a report. . ie 

Shall I read it, (inquired Mr. T.,) or shall it be 
read by the Clerk? , 

The report was sent to the Clerk’s table to be 
read. 

[A message was received from the Senate, sta- 
ting that that body had agreed to the conference 
asked for by the House; on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the naval appropriation bill, 
and had appointed Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, Mr. 
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Suess, and Mr. Winrurop, to be the managers 
on their part. ] : 

‘The report was read as follows: 

That they have agreed. to recommend to the 
House to recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s Ist and 2d amendments. 

To insist upon their disagreement to the Senate’s 
26th amendment. 


To insist upon their amendment te the Senate’s | 


31st amendment. 

To insist upon their disagreement to the Senate’s 
33d amendment. 

To recede from their disagreement to the Sen- 
ate’s 33d amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment: 

“ Provided, also, That the Indians who shall receive the 
said money, shalt firstgrespectively sign a receipt or release 
acknowledging the saf®® to be in full of all demands under 
the fourth article of said treaty.” 

-That the Fiouse recede from their disagreement 
to the 39th amendment of the Senate. 

That the House insist upon. their disagreement 
to the 57:h amendment. : : 

That the House agree to the Senate’s 60th 


amendment, with an amendment to the same, | 
striking out «* one hundred thousand” and insert- ; 


‘the i 


ing “twenty-five thousand.*’ 
That they recede from their disagreement to 
Senate’s Glst amendment. 
That the House recede from their disa 
to the Senate’s 63d amendment. 


a 


That they insist upon their disagrecment to the | 


greement | 


Senate’s 64th, 65th, 67th, 68th, 69th, and 7Oth : 


amendments. = 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the amendments to 
which it related were read. 

The report and amendments having been read— 

Mr. JONES made an inquiry of Mr. Tromp- 
son, in relation to the amendments or appropria- 
tions for the Eastern and Western Cherokees. He 
(Mr. J.) understood, he said, that the committee 
had recommended that the House recede from its 
non-concurrence in one of these amendments, and 
that the Senate recede from the other. He wished 
em, from which one the House was. to re- 
cede? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. We rec- 
ommend that the House recede from its disagree 
‘ment to the smallest amendment, that was to say, 


i 
i 


| 
| 
| 


j 
j 


as to the claim that was not disputed. And the | 


Senate receded from the largest. 


Mr. JONES said, that these amendments had been ‘i 


sprung upon the Flouse at the very close of the | 


session, and that rather than eoncur he would 
lose the bill. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, held the 
floor. He remarked, generally, that the amend- 
ments in which the committee had agreed to con- 
cur, were based upon estimates sent to the com- 
mittee by the department, and were agreed upon 
for that reason. , 

ae JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked him to 
yield. 

Mr. THOMPSON declined to yield. 
that he thought the House should be satisfied to 


adopt this report from the committee of confer- | 


ence, because it would be found that as to two 


thirds of the disagreeing votes between the two | 
Tt was true that | 
But |, 


Houses, the Senate had receded. 
on one large item the Honse had receded. 


He said | 


the question was a very dificult one, arising out | 


of treaty stipulations. The Cherokee claim, to 
say the best of it, was a difficult question. He 
then entered into a recapitulation of the facts and 
circumstancesconnected with the treaty of 1846, and 
the difficulties arising out of the claims of the two 
branches of the tribe known as the Eastern and 
Western Cherokees. He submitted that looking 


to the embarrassments which surrounded the ques- | 
tion, the committee had thought it best to agree į 


upon the report which they had presented. As 
regarded the interest from the date of the treaty 
of 1846, there were, he said, two items referred 


to the Senate as Arbitrators, He insisted that they | 


had a right to interest upon the amount which had 
not been paid, from 1835 to 1850. The United 
States resisted that claim, but under the treaty of 
1846, the Eastern and Western Cherokees and 
the commissioners of the United States agreed to 
refer two questions to the Senate. One was for 
subsistence which the Senate arbitrated, and which 
was the one that had been concurred in this morn- 
ing. The other was a question of interest: The 
Senate decided that interest should ‘be paid, and 


| 
| 
| 


this Government, as one of the partiés, was bound 
to pay it. It had no discretion in the premises. 
The treaty made the Senate the arbitrators. These 
arbitrators had decided the case, and he did not 
think that this Government could in good faith re- 
fuse to pay. The money was due, and must be 
paid, and he believed that the items, as they had 
been concurred in, were not to be disputed. 
The item was a heavy one, but he submitted that 
the Government was bound to pay it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Do I understand the gen- 
tileman from Mississippi [Mr. Tuompson] to say, 
that the item making an appropriation for the 
Western Cherokees has been concurred in, and 
that that for the Eastern Cherokees has been re- 


| jected ? s 


Mr. THOMPSON. That isso. Theone had 
disputed items in it, and the other had not. There 
bave beën $300,000 already appropriated for the 
Eastern Cherokees. They get that under the bill 
which was concurred in this morning. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Who is it that continues 
from ume to time to dispute the items so as to 
prevent the appropriation for the Eastern Chero- 
kees? Is it not the agents and. friends of the 
Western Cherokees, who privately interfere to. 
prevent the appropriation being made ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. If I could believe the inti- 
mation which the gentleman throws out to be cor- 
rect, | should regard it as a strong argument in 
favor of insisting upon having this very thing 
done that we are just now about to do, because it 
would remove all the difficulties out of our way. 
But I do not believe anything of the kind. It is 
all outside of the question—merely thrown in to 
create difficulty. soe 

Mr. ‘CLINGMAN meant to state (he said) that 
the Western Cherokees endeavored to absorb the 
whole of the treaty funds, by means of agents and 
friends who were constantly throwing obstacles in 
the way and endeavoring to exclude the Eastern 
Cherokees from any participation in them. He 
had combatted these efforts at every session, and 
it was of these things that he complained. -~ 

Mr. THOMPSON said, if the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Crineman] would examine 
the matter in connection with the treaty of 1846, 


i he would find that these were two separate and 
|: distinct things—that they had been kept so—that 


so far as concerned any attempts on the part. of 
the agents or friends of the Western Cherokees to 
engross the whole funds for their own purposes, 
the treaty laid down thé @xact sum—that it could 
be made neither higher nor lower—that the West- 


| ern Cherokees were not affected by the amount 


given to the Eastern Cherokees, nor the Eastern 
Cherokees affected by the amount given to the 
Western Cherokees. Therefore there was no con- 
flict, and he must conclude that the gentleman from 


North Carolina was in error when he spoke of 


these interferences on the part of the agents and 
friends of the Western Cherokees. But even if 
such interferences existed, the gentleman would 
perceive that they could answer no effective pur- 
pose, because it was provided that no agents were 
to receive any portion of the money, but that it 
was to be paid to the Indians per capita. He hoped, 
therefore, that the gentleman would be satisfied 
with this explanation. 

Mr. T. now indicated his intention to move the 
previous question. 

Mr. FITCH said, if such was the intention, he 
hoped the gentleman would allow a brief respite, 
whilst he (Mr. F.) submitted a few remarks. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that he should be glad 
to have the sense of the House upon the matter. 
If the House desired to hear the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Firen,] he (Mr. T.) should cer- 


tainly not refuse to waive the demand for the pre- | 


vious question. 

The previous question was not moved. 

Mr. FITCH said he desired to call the attention 
of the House to the extraordinary action and re- 
port of this committee of conference, and to urge 
the House not to concur in its recommendations. 
He would, in the first place, direct attention to the 
fact, that the committee had adapted the Senate’s 
amendments which had heen most strongly con- 
demned by the House—which had, in fact, scarcely 
secured the vote of a respectable minority here; 
and had rejected such as the House had very 
nearly accepted—such as had the largest vote and 
most strength. The Georgia and Cherokee claims 
suffered here an overwhelming defeat, scarce a 


H 


baker’s dozen being found to sustain them; while 
the Potawatomie and. Ottawa claim was Jost by 
but two majority. Yet the weaker were adopted: , 
by the committee and the stronger rejected. Could 
there be any good reason for action so uncourteous 
to the House—any reason..which the commitiee 
would like to proclaim to the House and the coun: 
try.in justification of this report? The gentleman’ 
from Mississippi [Mr. Tompson] had told the 
Flouse that the committee had agreed only to such 
amendments -as were based upon estimates: from 
the Indian Department, and left the House to in-: 
fer that those only were rejected which were not 
thus based. Did that gentleman or any ‘other 
member of the committee pretend to say that the: 
appropriation for the Georgia claim was. based 
upon an estimate from the department? Or that 
the Potawatomie and Ottowa claim was not thus 
based? Why, then, he again asked, was the 
former adopted and the latter rejected?) The -rule 
which the gentleman from Mississippi told. the 
Honse governed the committee, certainly was not 
regarded in the instance of these two claims... The 
Potawatomie and Oitawa—in which nearly a hun- 
dred of his constituents were interested, which had’ 
i received the sanction of three successive Admin- 
istrations, and was urged upon the attention of: 
Congress by the Home and Indian. Department, ' 
and sustained by indubitable evidence—the pro- 
| posed appropriation for this purpose was. permit- 
ted to die unaided and unmourned by the com- 
mittee, while the Georgia claim and the Cherokee 


; claim of half a million of dollars were recommend- 
led to be passed. The land of Galphin could ob- 


| tain all it asked, whilst justice was denied to citi- 
i zens of Indiana, Michigan, and Minois.: He did 
i not wish to be understood as speaking disparaging- 
| ly of the other claims, for he knew nothing about 
i them. They might be just. But he knew the 
| Potawatomic and Ottawa claim to be so. If the 
former were to be allowed, he insisted that the 
latter should be. Let equal justice be given to all, 
or let all be repudiated. He wished no diserimi- 
nation to he made against his constituents, when 
he knew their claims to be just, and believed. them 
to be more meritorious than the others. Heasked 
the House, therefore, to refuse to concur in the 
report. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said, that in some 
little measure, the Lord seemed to be onthe side 
of the Indians. He briefly urged the adoption of 
the report on the.ground that it was the best thing 
which could, under the circumstances, be effected. | 


i 


When it was in our power to obtaih some portion 
of our rights, that was a poor policy which would 
reject it because we could not at once get all that 
belonged tous. The next time this matter came 
up for the consideration of Congress, full justice 
would no doubt be done; and if the committee of 
conference had reported cnly a portion of what 
was right, and if that was all that could now be 
secured, he was for accepting it until better things 
could be obtained. Ff that rule had been found 
to be gocd upon the great principles which had. so 
recently divided the North and the South, surely 
it was a good and wise rule when applied to an 
Indian claim. . $ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, replied brief- 
ly to Mr. Fircu, and defended the action of the 
committee. He (Mr. T.) regretted the temper 
which, he said, the gentleman had exhibited, and 
the flings which he had thought proper to make 
at the committee, as if there were really something 


| covered up, something that should not see the light 


of day. In regard to the amendment, in which 
the gentleman had expressed so much interest, the 
Senate had backed out upon the very first fire 

Mr. FITCH, (interposing.) Was there any 
advocate of the Potawatomie claim on the eom- 
mittee of conference? Was there any advocate of 
the Georgia claim on the committee of conference? 

Mr. THOMPSON. ‘There was of the one, 
but not of the other. 

Mr. FITCH. There was an. advocate of the 
latter, but not of the former, which accounted for 


i the difference in the success. 


w 
Mr. ASHMUN interposed, and was understood 
to say, that, as a member df the committeé.of con- 
ference, he had been in favor of the Potawatomie 
claim, and of the Georgia claim also. os 
Mr. FITCH. The extent of- the gentleman’s 
advocacy of the Potawatomie claim can be àp- 
preciated from the fact thathe had previousiy 
voted against it. gs 7? ` 


1850. 


Mr. THOMPSON. The Senate gave up the 
claim for which the gentleman contends. They 
ran, l say, atthe very first fire. And I think the 
gentleman shows entirely too much anxiety about 
these $80,000. Why was it that, after we had 
been gagged in the Senate, something was no 
said about it here? ; i 

Mr. KAUFMAN, (interposing.) Will the gen- 
tleman tell us why the committee’ of conference 
receded from an amendment which’ received the 
unanimous sanction of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Because it was, under the 
circumstances, the best thing that could be done. 
I hope the House will sanction the report; and I 
call for the previous question. 

There was a second, and the main question (on 
agreeing to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. ROOT asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and being taken, resulted—yeas 73, 
nays 77; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Andrews, Rayly, Beale, Bisse}, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowdon, Rowie, Briggs, Burrows, Chester Bauer, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cling- 
man, Coleock, Duncan, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Featherston, 
Freediey, Gould, Hamilton, Hammond, {sham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
Holladay, Holmes. Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Jobnson, 
La Sére, Leffler, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, McMul- 
len, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Moore, Morris, Morton, 
Newell. Ogle, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, 
Risley, Rockwell, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, $ 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Van Dyke, Venable, 
Walden, Waldo, and Wellborn—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alberison, Alexander, Bay, Bennett, 
Buel, Thomas B. Butler, È. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Ca- 
bie, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, 
Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Fitch, Fowler, 
Fuller, Gott, Hall, Harlan, Henry, Houston, Hubbard, Bun- 
ter, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Kerr, George 
G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston King, Lit- 
tlefield, MeKissock, McLanahan, Miller, Millson, More- 
head, Nelson, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peck, Potter, 
Powell, Putnam, Robbins, Root, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, 
Sehooleraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thad- 
dens Stevens, Strong, Underhill, Vinton, Wallace, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wood, Woodward, and 
Young—77. 

So the report was non-concurred in. 

[Mr Baruyr, who was absent on the business of 
the House when his name was called, asked and 
obtained the unanimous consent of the House to 
record his vote.] 

Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote just | 
taken on the sařd report, and that that motion be 
laid upon the table. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the yeas 
and nays; which were refused, . 

Mr. BURT, (to the Speaker.) Will the effect 
of the motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider be to defeat the bill ? ! 

The SPEAKER. Unless the House should | 
have another caminittee of conference such will be | 


the effect of the motion. | 

Mr. BURT. Then the House can have another |} 

committee of conference? 
Mr. VINTON, (to the Speaker.) I suppose 
we can move to adhere or insist upon our disagree- 
ment to ve amendments of the Senate, and ask 

for another committee of conference? | 

The SPEAKER. Another conference can. be | 

asked. i 

Mr. VINTON. Ihope, then, that the motion to | 

reconsider will be laid upon the table. | 

The SPEAKER. All remarks are out of order. | 

Mr. GOTT called for tellers on the motion to | 

reconsider, | 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. i 

McQueen were appointed. i 

And the question was then taken, and the vote | 

stood—ayes 82, noes 42. EE | 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the | 

| 

| 

H 

| 

i 

| 

] 

| 

| 

| 

| 


CrowELL and | 
. i 


table. ; 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BAYLY. I should like to make a report 
from a committee of conference. 7 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a | 
privileged question. i . i 
Mr. BAYLY. The committee of conference | 
appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two 
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ference between the two branches in relation to the | 


House:bill (No. 390) beg leave to report that they 
‘have agreed to recommend that the House recede 
from their disagreement to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
viz: “Strike out all after the word “pay,” in the 
Ist line of page 2, down to ‘to’ in the 2d line, 
and that the Senate concur in that amendment. 

THOMAS H. BAYLY, 

C. S. MOREHEAD, 

A. BURT, > 

Managers on the part of the House. 

JEFFN. DAVIS, 

JAMES SHIELDS, 

ROBT. C. WINTHROP, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report having been read— 

Mr. BAYLY said: To save time I will explain 
that the amendment upon which the two Houses 
disagreed related to the increase of the pay of the 
army in California. We have amended the 
amendment of the Senate so as to strike out all 
that part which had a retrospective operation, and 
it is to increase the pay of the officers and men out 
there prospectively, until the year 1852, when the 
law will expire by its own limitation. 

The question was taken, and the report wa 
concurred in. : 

[ A message was received from the Senate sta- 
ting that that body had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing vote 
of the two Houses on the bill of the House 
(No. .390) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1851.) 

. Mr. HILLIARD moved a concurrence. 

Concurred in, 

ACCOUNTS FOR PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. FULLER moved that the House take up 
the joint resolution from the Senate (No. 40) in re- 
lation to auditing and settling the accounts for 
public printing during the recess. 

The SPEAKER. It is the same resolution 
which was passed by the House this morning, 
but it was necessary to put it inthe form of a 
joint resolution. E 

The resolution was amended on motion of Mr. 
Wentworth, (as the resolution of the House 
had been in the morning,) so as to exempt from its 
operation the obituary notices of the late Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

And then the joint resolution was read a third 
time and passed. è 

HICKEY’S CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a resolution, which, he said, 
concerned the Constitution of the United States. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of the House be directed to 
procure from the propri: tor, for the use of the House of Rep 
resentatives, twenty thousand copies of Hiekey’s ed-tion of 
the Constitution, with an Alphabetical Analysis, Washing 


toms Inaagural and Farewell Addresses, and otber import- 
ant statistical matter illustrative of the genius of the Amer- 


l jean Goverumeut and the development of its principles: 


Provided, That the latest improved edition be furnished, at 
the same price as the preceding edition has been furnished 
to the Senate. 

The resolution having been read— 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

Mr. HOLMES moved a suspension of the 
rules. Can | (added Mr. H.) make a remark? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. . 

The question was then taken, and two thirds 
not voting in the affirmative, the rules were not 
suspended, and the resolution was not received. 

Mr. STRONG asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to report the following resolution from 
the Committee on Elections: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to 
ascertain, as saou as possible, the lega} expenses of the con- 
tested election in the fourth congressional district of Penu- 
sylvania, and pay the same out of the contingent fund of 


this House; and that he aiso he directed to pay to John Ss. 
Littell, the contestant, his mileage and per diem allowance 


ii trom the commencement of the present session until the 


Lth of September, when the contest was determined. And 
that he also pay out of the same fund to Charles J. Ingersoll, 
his mileage and per diem allowance while he was contest- 
ing the seat of the Hon. Charlies Naylor, in the 26th Con- 
gress, from the commencement of the first session until the 
15th day of January, 1840, when the contest was determined 
by the House. : 


Objection being made, 
Mr. S. moved a suspension of the rules. . 
ellers were ordered—Messrs. Moore and Ba- 


H KER. 


And the question having been taken, the Hovsë 
refused to suspend the rules, 36 only voting in the 
affirmative. : : 

WIDOW OF GENERAL ARMISTEAD. 

Mr. BISSELL. There is on the Spéaker’s table 
a small but very meritorious bill which should be: 
taken up and passed, and can be so, I hope, with- 
out the necessity of a suspension of the rules, Jt 
is for the relief of the widow of the’ Jate General 
Walter K. Armistead. He died, the Government 
being in his debt at the time of his death. Since 
his death, the Senate, under the unanimous recom- 
mendation of the committee, passed by a unani- 
mous vote a bill authorizing the payment to: his 
widow of a smal! sum—-less than $700, the amount 
confessedly due to him at the time of his death. 
The sum is comparatively smal but to the desti- 


| tute widow of a gallant officer, who was a creditor 
; of the Government at the time of his death, it is im- 


portant. Lasic the unanimous consent of the House 
to take up the bill; it will not occupy ten minutes. 
The paymaster did not feel authorized to pay the ` 
amount. 1 do not understand any gentleman as 
objecting. i ; 
Objection was made. 
Mr. BISSELL moved a suspension of the rules: 
Mr. HUBBARD. Come, let her get her money. 
The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 


| pended. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 

Mr. MORTON. [desire to ask the attention of 
the House to a bill on the table of great public im- 
portance. It is Senate bill 283, (for the relief of 
the Alexandria and Orange Railroad Company.) 
lask the unanimous consent of the House that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the 
consideration of the bill. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. ROOT, and other gentlemen, called for the 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MORTON moved a suspension of the rules. ` 

The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus+ 
pended. : 

Mr. MORTON then asked the unanimous con- 


i sentof the House to take up a bill for the relief of 


Mrs. A. M. Dade, the widow of the late Major 
F. L. Dade, United States army. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Objection having been made— 

Mr. MORTON asked leave to make a brief 
statement; but it was objected Lo. 

Mr. MORTON moved a suspension of the rules. 

Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

WIDOW OF THE LATE GENERAL WORTH. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to move that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret 
L. Worth, the widow of the late Generel Worth, 
(with a view to put the bill on its passage.) . 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Is it in order for me 


‘to make a remark ? 


The SPEAKER, Jt is not. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON,. IL move to suspend 
the rules for the purpose | have indicated. 

The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

Mr. MASON asked the unanimous consent of 


the House to make a report from the Committee 
‘on Accounts, which was read for information, as 
: follows: 


“ Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be authorized 
to pay to the several members of the present Congress whe 
were prevented by domestic affliction or sickness, or by ac- 
cident or casualty on the route, from attendance at the com- 
mencement of the present or any previous session, the 
amount to which they would.have been entitled if they had 
not been so detained.” 

Objection being made— f 

Mr. MASON moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. JONES. That is now the law. 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. . 

Mr. MASON. Itis the same resolution that 
has been passed at nearly every session of Con- 
gress. 

The SPEAKER called to order. 


i The uestion was taken; and, two thirds not 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. =" 


voting in thé affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

Mr. MARSHALL asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the Heuse (in behalf of his friend from 
Louisiana) to call up the Senate bill entitled “An 
act for the settlement of certain classes of private 
land claims within the limits of the Baron de Bas- 
trop grant, and for allowing preémption to certain 
actual settlers in the event of the final adjudication 


of the title ofthe said De Bastrop in favor of the || 


‘United States,” 
© | Objection being made— 

Mr.. MARSHALL moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Which motion (two thirds not voting in the af- 

-firmative) was rejected. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING, &e. 

Mr. STANLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a report from the select. com- 
mittee appointed on the 6th of May last, for the 
purpose of having it laid on the table and printed. 

© Mr. S. asked the unanimous. consent of the 
House to introduce the following resolution; which 
was read for information: 

Resolved, That the evidence taken by the select commit- 
tee appointed on the motion of Mr. Wenrworrn, of Itti- 
nois, on the 29th day of April last, to inquire whether there 
exists any combination to break up the contract system as 
regards the publie printing, &e., and the evidence taken by 
the select committee on the 6th day of May last, on the mo 


tion of Mr. Stanty of North Carolina, to inquire into the. 


condact of office-holders under the last Administration, &c., 
be Jaid on the table and printed 


Mr. BAYLY objected. 

Mr. STANLY moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. S. and Mr. BAYLY demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The resolution was again read. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose to what he 
supposed to be in the nature of a privileged ques- 
tion. He moved that a message be sent to the 
Senate, informing that body of the action of the 
House on the Indian appropriation bill. He de- 
sired the Senate might be informed that, as mat- 
ters now stood, the bill was dead. 

The SPEAKER. This question can only be 
entertained by the unanimous consent of the 
House. 

No objection having been made, it was ordered 
thata message be sent to the Senate, informing 
them of the action of the House on the report of 


the committee of conference. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING, &e, 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Stan.y to suspend the rules to enable him to 
introduce the resolution above mentioned, and the 
vote having been taken, resulted—yeas 109, nays 
46; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Bennett, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, 
Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler; T. B. Butler, E. C. 
Cabell, J. P, Caldwes}, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, 
Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Cole, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dixon, Bunean, Durkee, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freedley, 
Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Holmes, 
Houston, Howe, Hubbard. Hunter, Julian, Kerr, G. G, King, 
dames G. King, John A. King, Prestou King, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, McKissock, McQueen, Mc Wiilie, Meacham, 
Meade, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, 
Ogle, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Peaslee, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft; Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wood, 
Woodward, and Wright—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, 
Boéock, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Fiteh, 
Fuller, Gerry, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, Isham G. 
Harris, Hibbard, Holl-day, Joseph. W. Jackson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Lefiler, Littlefield, 
Mason, McLanahan, Miller, Peek, Phelps, Potter, Powell, 
Robbins, Savage, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Strong, James Thompson, Waldo, Wellborn, 
and Young—46: f 


So, two thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended. 


Mr. STANLY then offered the resolution; and | 


the question being on its adoption— 

Mr. S. moved the previous question. There was 
asecond. The main question was ordered, and, 
being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. S. moved a reconsideration of the vote, and 
that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. ; 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK, &ċ. 
Mr. BRIGGS. I ask the unanimous consent of 


. 


the Hlouse to move that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the consideration of the bill of the Senate en- 
titled “An act to establish a branch mint of the 
United States in the city of New York, and a 
branch mint and an assayer’s office at San Fran- 
cisco, in California.” 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, he said, 
to what he believed was a privileged question, or 
at least in the nature of such. I believe, (he con- 
tinued,) from the present aspect of things, we are 
about to get rid of our treaty stipulations with the 
Indians. ł do not wish to see this done; and I 
move, therefore, that we insist on our amendments, 
and ask another committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker ap- 
pointed Messrs. Tuomrson of Mississippi, Vin- 
ton, and Jounson of Arkansas, the managers at 
the said conference on the part of the House. 

BRANCH MINT AT NEW YORK, &e. 

Mr. BRIGGS now renewed his motion for the 
unanimous consent of the House to move to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union from the consideration of this bill. He 
earnestly appealed to the House to sustain his mo- 
tion. The importance of-the bifl was well known, 
the necessity of its passage admitted. During the 
last two Congresses it had received the favorable 
action of one or the other House of Congress. 
The increasing influx of the precious metals into 
New York rendered its passage more and more 
imperative. Hedid not desire to make a speech— 
this was no time for speeches. Al] he asked was 
action. 

Objection was made. ` 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a suspension of the rules. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 70, noes 49. 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the motion was not 
received. 

Mr. ORR asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce the following resolution; which 
was read for information: 


Resolved, ‘That the messengers jin the employment of the 
House be paid the same per diem as is allowed to the mes- 
sengers of the Senate, commencing with the present session 


Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. ORR moved a suspension of the rules, 
which motion (two thirds not voting in the affirm- 
ative) was rejected. 

A message was receiged from the Senate, sta- 
ting that that body had agreed to the amendments 
of the House to the act to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Indian agents in California, and for other 
purposes; and the resolution of the Senate relative 
to the public printing.] 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he wished to call 
the attention of the House to a subject of very 
grave and great importance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McCLERNAND repeated his statement, 
and proceeded to say, that during the Mexican 
war, a man by the name of Thomas Rider, a 
British subject, had been seized under the idea that 
he was Riley who deserted from the army of the 
United States. He was brought from Matamoros to 
Camargo as a deserter. He was put into a vessel 
and taken to Tampico. He was transferred to 
that place, and kept in a dungeon for five months. 
He was tried and sentenced to be executed. The 
day arrived, and a multitude assembled at the 
place appointed for the execution. Having met 
by accident with a Maryland volunteer, he said, 
“I am not Riley, the deserter, but Thomas 
Rider, a British subject,and a different person.” 
The volunteer, actuated by feelings of humanity 
and justice, went to the British coysul, and in- 
formed him of the fact. The British consul called 
upon Colonel Gates, and informed him of the cir- 


cumstance. The execution was suspended. A call | 


was made upon General Taylor for a description 
of Riley, who wasin his battalion. Riley was some 
five or six inches taller than Rider. It was ascer- 
tamed that he was not the man. He was dis- 
charged. His health, in the mean time, had been 
greatly impaired, and his constitution injured. 
Colonel Gates offered to employ him as a team- 
ster, but he was incapable of service. A passage 
was offered him to New Orleans, but he declined 
to go. He went to England, and laid the case be- 
fore Lord Palmerston. Lord Palmerston brought’ 


| 
| 
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it-to the notice of Mr. Clayton, and Mr. Clayton 
presented it to the consideration of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, making itthe subject ofa special 
communication. The committee authorized him 
(Mr. McC.) to reporta bill for the relief of Rider, 
allowing him all -he claimed, some. thirty-dollars.a 
month, the whole being something ` over ‘three 
hundred dollars. He moved that: the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged “from. the considera- 
tion of the bill. * ; : 

Mr. CARTTER desired to. know whether this 
was the same individual who was the. author 
of Riley’s Narrative? $ 

Mr. McCLERNAND replied that if the gen- 
tleman was so ignorant of chronology as. not to 
be able to answer his own question, he (Mr. McC.) 
could not inform him. - s 

Some conversation followed between Mr, STE- 
VENS, of Pennsylvania, and the Speaker on a 
point of order. 

. The question was then put on suspending the 
rules to enable Mr. McCuernanp to make hia 
motion. The vote stood—ayes 71, noes 39. 

No quorum voting. 

Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. BEALE, and 
Kine of Rhode Island.) ; 

The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 80, noes 31. 

Still no quorum voting, 

The SPEAKER called upon gentlemen to vote 
on one side or the other. 

The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 81, noes 28, 

Still no quorum voting. 

A call of the House was moved, 

Mr. JONES. If the House'is disposed: to ex- 
ercise its magnanimity and generosity, it can do it 
on a tolerably large scale, without injustice to the 
country, and with great justice to—— ` 

Loud calls to order. 

The SPEAKER said, all remarks were out of 
order. No quorum. had voted on the last division 
of the House. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on a motion that there be 
a call of the House. 

A call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. McC.ernanp, to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of enabling him to-move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole, from the consideration 
of the said bill. : ee, ; 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. | Is it the. sense of the 
House that I shall withdraw the motion? 

Many Voices. * Yes—yes;”? and here and 
there a feeble no.” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the motion ? 

The question not being answered, the Speaker 
repeated it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND withdrew the motion. 

CHARLES W. STEWART. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he de- 
sired to offer a resolution, which he hoped the 
House, on all sides, would be gratified to hear 
read, * 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund to Charles W. Stewart the same 
amount heretofore paid to the assistant doorkeeper, (com- 
mencing with the present session,) during his continuance 
in office, which shall be until otherwise ordered by the 
House. 

The resolution having’ been read, 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he has discharged. the 
duties and deserves the pay. 

Objection was made to the introduction of the 
resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is he not 
included in the resolution which has been passed ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. This resolution will exclude 
him from it. 

The question vas then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 90, noes 28. 4 

So the rules were suspended. 

And the ‘question being on the adoption of the 
resolution, : 

Mr. THOMPSON demanded the 
tion. ae) 

Mr. CROWELL, asked him-to withdraw, to 
admit an amendment. ban 


Mr. THOMPSON declined to withdraw. 


previous ques- 


1850. 


+ i pa pi p A 1 
` The previous question Was, seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. es 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table. bas 

The motion was rejected. s 

And then the resolution was adopted. be 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. It was ordered accordingly. : 

Mr, PUTNAM asked the unanimous. consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution; 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the clerks to the Sergeant-at-Arms, one 
for the first ion and one for the second of. the 30th Con- 
gress, receive the same amount of extra compensation as 
has heen allowed to the clerk of that office at the present 
session, and thatthe clerk of the House pay the saime out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 

Objection being made, Mr. Purnam moved a 
suspension of the rules. Two thirds not voting in 
the affirmative, the rules were not suspended, and 
the resolution was not received. 


TheSPEAKER now called to 
Burr, of South Carolina. ` 

Mr. JONES. There is a bill from the Senate 
on the Speaker’s table, No. 137, which Í think the 
House will pass if it will consent to hear it read. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House to take 
it up and have it read, that gentlemen may know 
what it is. 

Mr. BISSELL. I object. 

Mr. JONES. Hear it read. 

Mr. BISSELL. l shall object to the taking it 
up, whatever its character may be. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

**A bill entitled an actto regulate the pensions of officers, 
soldiers, seamen, and marines who have been, or who may 
hereafter bo disabled while in the service of the United 
States.” i 

Mr. JONES. The bill is short; I ask thatit 
may be read. I think that the gentleman from ll- 
linois (Mr. Brssexv] will then withdraw his objec- 


the chair Mr. 


tion. The bill was read. 
Mr. JONES. Is there any objection to taking 
up the bül? 


‘Mr. BISSELL. I object, 

Mr. JONES. Why.so? 

Mr. BISSELL. Because’the House has re- 
fused to take up private bills as meritorious as this, 
and refused on your objection, too. 

The SPEAKER, pro tem., interposed to order. 

Mr. JONES. This is not a private bill, sir. 

TheSPEAKER, pro tem. All these remarks 
are out of order. 

Mr. JONES. I move to suspend the rules, for 
the purpose of taking up the bill, and I ask the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the demand for the yeas 
and nays, expressing the hope that it would 
not be necessary to take them. 

The question was put on the suspension of the 
rules, and the Speaker pro tem. said the’noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; buta 
sufficient number did not vote. 

Mr. JONES called for tellers on the yeas and 
nays;.which were refused. 

And the question being taken, and two thirds 
not voting in the aifirmative, the rules were not 
suspended. 

Mr. WOODWARD asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the assistant folder on the fioor of the 
House of Representatives be allowed the same pay and 
compensation as a messenger for his services, commencing 
with the present session of Congress. 

The resolution having been read, objection was 
made to its introduction. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved a suspension of the 
rules, and two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive, the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was before the House; and the question being on 
its adoption— . 

Mr. CROWELL offered the following amend- 
ment: ` 

Resolved, That the pay and emoluments of Doorkeeper of 
the House of Representatives be paid by the Clerk of this 
House to Robert E. Horner, and the pay of Assistant Door- 
keeper be paid from the fund aforesaid to dames R. Ran- 
doiph; and that said Horner and Randolph bend are berehy 
continued in office until further orders. And resolved, further, 
That the messengers in the employment of the House be 
paid the same per diem as is paid to the messengers of the 
Senate, commencing with the present session. 

Mr. WOODWARD raised the point of order 
on the amendment. 


Mr. JONES. It. will be recollected that the 
House postponed the election-of Doorkeeper until 
the. 3d of March next, and that the Speaker of the 
House has uniformly decided that we could not 


| proceed. to make the appointment or election prior 


to that date. I submit that the resolution is out 
of order. $ 

Mr. CARTTER moved to lay the resolution 
and amendment on the.table. 


The SPEAKER (pro tem.) examined the amend- : 


ment, and declared his opinion to be that it was 
in order. The rules of the House had been sus- 
pended, and, amongst others, that rule which pro- 
vided that the officers of the House should be. 
elected in a particular manner had also been sus- 
pended. Therefore the Chair decided that the 
amendment was in order. 

Mr. JONES. I submit to the Chair, that the 
order of the House postponed the election of a 
Doorkeeper to a day certain. That order was not 


one of the regular rules of the House, and we | 


cannot proceed tothe election without having, in 
the first place, taken up and rescinded it. 


~ The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair over- 


rules the point of order. . - 

Mr. STRONG. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word ‘‘resolved,” 
and inserting the words, ‘* that the House do now 
proceed to the election of a Doorkeeper.’* 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 moved some time since 
that the resolution and amendment be laid on the 
table. What became of the motion I knéw not. 
I now move that the whole subject be laid upon 
the table. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rise toa priv- 
ileged question. The committee of conference, ap- 
pointed on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses 
on House bill No. 334, making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the current fiscal year, have instructed 
me to make a report. 

{A message from the Senate, by Mr. Macuen, 
their chief Clerk: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate have agreed to the second 
conference asked by the House of Representatives on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 331, making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending Jung 30, 1851, 
and have appointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Rusk, and Mr. SE- 
BASTIAN the managers of saiu conference on the part of the 
Senate. ] 

Mr. McLANE then ascended the Clerk’s plat- 
form, and read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
334) making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1851, and for other pur- 
poses, reported that, [having met and] after full 
and free conference, the conferees have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend, to the respective 
Houses as follows: 

1. That the House concur in the first amend- 


ment of the Senate striking out all after line 12 to” 


the end of line 25 in the first page of the bill. 

2. That the House concur in the 18th amend- 
ment of the Senate, striking out lines 22, 23, 24, 
and 25,in page 17. ` 

3. That the House concur in the 89th, 90th, and 
9lst amendments. ofthe Senate, with an amend- 
ment striking out all of said-Senate amendments, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

And be it further enucled, That upon full proof being ex- 
hibited to the Sveretary uf the Treasury of the costs and 
expenses, including labor and the wear and tear of material, 
actually incurred by Messrs. W. M. Belt and John H. Tren- 
holm, Gr their assignee and surety, Thomas Kitehie, in the 
execution of the pmblic printing of Congress under their 
subsisting contract, so far as relates to the work already 
done, the ~ecretary of the ‘Treasury shall be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to reimburse any actual loss which shalt be 
shown to him to have been incurred. And that all manu- 
scripts in the possession of W. M. Belt and John H. Tren- 
holm, or their assignee or surety, Thomas Ritehie, the 
printing of which has been ordered by cither House of Con- 
gress, shall be delivered to the Seeretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, respectively, who 
shall cause the same to be printed at prices not exceeding 
forty-five per cent. Jess for long numbers, and thirty-three 
per cent. lor sbort numbers, on the prices fixed by the joint 
resolution of 1819. 


D. S. DICKINSON, 
J. MACPHERSON BERRIEN, 
JESSE D. BRIGHT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ROBERE M. MeLANE, 
` JOS. GRINNELL, 
A. G. BROWN, : 
Managers on the part of the House. 


* 


i 


The reading having been concladed— 
Mr. McLANE said, I am farther. instructed to 
move the adoption of the report, and to demand 
the previous question, apd I do so. se 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I hope it will not be 
sustained. S ee 

Mr. STANLY. I call the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the report. It is the worst and most 
disgraceful Galphinizing. ae : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsyivania, (to the 
Speaker.) Is it inorder to move to lay the report 
on the table? i 

The SPEAKER, (pro iem.) In the opinion of 
the Chair, that motion is in order. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the report be laid 
on the table. ` 

Mr. BAYLY, (to the Speaker.) If the report 
should be laid upon the table, 1I desire to know 
whether the bill will not go with it? 

Loud calls to order, mingled with cries of ‘* Let 
it go,” in some quarters of the Hall, and “ Let it 
go,” echoed back from others. . 

There was great confusion in the Hall. » 

Mr. PHELPS addressed the Chair and was 
recognized. 

Mr. BAYLY. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) How isthe Chair 
to know whether the gentleman is in order or not, 
until the Chair has heard what the gentleman has 
to say? The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Pue ps] is entitled to the floor, and will proceed. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise to inquire whether this 
committee of conference has recommended to the 
House that the previous question should be sus- 
tained upon the adoption of this report,and whether 
that is a part of the report made by the conferees ? 

Mr. McLANE, (to the Chair.) Am [at liberty 
to reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri ? 

Mr. PHELPS. 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The gentleman 
from Maryland, [My. McLanz,] when he made 
the report, distinctly announced that he was in- 
structed by the committee to move the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 1 withdraw 
my motion to Jay on the table, in order to give full 
ay to 
Mr. HIBBARD, (interposing.) I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Is it in order to call for a di- 
vision of the question? ` 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair cannot 
hear the gentleman, : 

Mr. HIBBARD. [ask whether it is in order 
to call for a division of the question, so as to take 
the question first on the one branch of the report 
and then on the other? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) It is not in order. 
ltis an entire report, and cannot be divided. 

Mr. McLAWNE, of Maryland. I withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, in order that I 
may have an opportunity of. replying to the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
PHEtps. | 

Mr. PHELPS (who had never yielded the 
floor) said, he desired to know whether the motion 
which had been made for the previous question is 
a part of the report of the committee of confer- 
ence? 

[There was great confusion in the Hall, and 
some time elapsed in the effort on the part of the 
Speaker pro tem. to restore order. ] 

Mr. McLANE then proceeded. I read the re- 
port at the Clerk’s desk, signed by the three man- 
agers on the part of the House, and by the three 
on the part of the Senate. l then moved the 
adoption of the report, and I then stated that 1 had 
been requested i 

Mr. SACKETT, (interposing.) I rise to a point 
of order. I submit that these explanations are not 
in order, pending the demand for the previous 
question. 7 . g 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair decides 
that there is no point of order in the remark of the 
gentleman from New York.. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Maryland will proceed with his 
remarks, ag that gentleman 19 entitled to the floor, — 
and the subject is open to debate. 

Mr. McLANE, (in continuation.) I stated that 
I was requested, or instructed, as the case might 


I will yield the floor for the 
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be, by my colleagues—the managers on the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the House—to 
pursue that course. They. have endeavored (the 
House will permit me to Say) to the best of their 
ability to come to an agreement with the managers 
of the Senate. I am very sure that the state of 
feeling which pervades this House will bring home 
to the breast of ‘every man the conviction that this 
agreement was a matter of some difficulty. We 
hop2 and. believe, that in making the report we 
are representing the sound judgment and discretion 
of this House. It will be for the House to affirm 
or reject the decision of its managers, as it may 
see fit. 

-> [Griea of “ Very well—that is enough—move 
the previous question:”"] 

Mr. McLANE, 
the adoption of-the report. 

Mr. PHELPS. F yielded the floor to the gen- 
tleman to answer my inquiry. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 move that the report be 
laid upon the table. d 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well. 
carries the bill with it. 

Calls to order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I was entitled to the floor, but 
as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MARSHALL] 
has moved to lay the report on the table, I with- 
draw the motion, f 

The SPEAKER (pro tem ) stated the question 
to he on laying the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
understandingly, I desire to be informed by the 
Chair whether the motion to lay the report on the 
table, if agreed to, will carry the bill with it? 


Lay it there. ft 


- The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) “In the opinion of | 
the Chair, the motion, if it should prevail, will | 


carry the bill with it, unless a new conference 1s 
requested. 
r. MARSHALL. Then] hope it will go— 

Loud responses, some in a threatening tone, 
“Let it go.” - 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, fetitgo. . 

Mr. BAYLY called the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay the report on the table. 

Mr. DISNEY rose to a point of order. It was 
almost impossible to hear, but Mr. D. was under- 
stood to submit that a motion to lay on the table 
the report of a committee of conference was un- 
usual, unpurliamentary, and out of order. 

Mr. ORR. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. DISNEY. Iamin order. I call the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to order. 

Mr. ORR. You are making an argument, not 
submitting a point of order. > 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The. Chair over- 
rules the point of order of the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Disney. ] 

Mr. DISNEY. Í appeal from the decision; and 
I believe the appeal is debatable. 
`” The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The appeal is not 
debatable, because the previous question is pend- 
mg. 

Mr. DISNEY withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, rose to inquire of 
the Chair, whether a new committee of conference 
could not be appointed? 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) answered in the af- 
firmative. 

Mr. TAYLOR. If the House should not ap- 
point another committee of conference, does not 
the motion to lay the report on the table, if agreed 
to, amount to a defeat of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill? 3 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair can- 
not answer such questions as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Tayior] proposes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
friends, | withdraw the motion to lay the report 
on the table. : 


So the motion to lay the report on the table was | 


withdrawn. : 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 3 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked that the report, 
and the amendments to which it referred, might be 
read before the vote was taken. 

Objection was made to the reading. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
question of order. Is it in the power of the com- 
mittee of conference to frame the last section of 
the bill on a principle different from that which 
passed the House? age 


í call the previous question on 


In order that we may vote | 


At the instance of my | 


-drews, Bennett, Bokee, Boot 


The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair hàs no 
doubt that the report is in order. 

Teilers.were appointed on seconding the pre- 
vious question, (Messrs. Bowre and ALBERTSON3) 
and the question being taken, the vote stood—ayes 
102, noes given up. A second. 

S@The main question (on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference) was ordered to be 
taken. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
stating that the Senate had passed an act to pro- 
vide compensation to such persons as may be des- 
ignated by the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
ceive and keep the public money, under the fifteenth 
section of the act of Gih of August, 1846, for the 
additional services required under that act.} 

The question on agreeing to the said report was 


then taken. 


After the roll had been called— 

Mr. BAKER, who had heretofore paired off 
with Mr. AvERETT, of Virginia, stated that he had 
inadvertently. voted, and that he asked leave to 
withdraw his vote. 

Some conversation followed, and objection was 
made. 

Mr. BAKER thereupon rosé twice in succes- 
sion, and asked that his name might be called; and 
he voted first on the one side, and then on the 
other. 

Finally, the objection having been withdrawn— 

Mr. BAKER withdrew his vote. 

Mr. MATTESON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, who had paired off with 
Mr. Green on all party questions, but who had 
no idea, he said, that this was to be made a party 
question, asked leave to withdraw the vote which 
he had inadvertently given. 

_ Objection was made. 

Several Voices. No, no; a point of honor. 

Mr. HALL submitted that the vote of Mr. 
Campsewu should not remain on the record, whilst 
that of Mr. Baker had been withdrawn. 

The objection ‘having been persisted in— 

Mr. OUTLAW rose and voted in the affirma- 
tive, so as to cheek-mate (in behalf of Mr. Green) 
the vote inadvertently given by Mr. Campzecu. 

The House gave some tokens of approbation. 

The result of the vote was then announced 
yeas 65, nays 93; as foilow: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown, 
E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldweil, W, R. W. Cobb, Dimmick, 
Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Featherstou, Futter, 
Gerry, Grinnell, Han, Hanilton, Hammond, Harlan, Samp- 
son W. Harris, H 
Holmes, Joseph W. Jackson, Audrew Johusen, Jones, Kaut- 
man, La Sére, Leffler, 1 


Morehead, Morton, Outlaw, Parker, Peasice, Peck, Powell, 
Robhins, Ross, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Strong, Walden, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wright, 
and Young—65._ K 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander Ailen, Alston, Anderson, An- 
b, Bowie, Breck, Burrows, 
Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Cal- 
vin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler; Clarke. Clingman, 
Cvicock, Cole, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dur- 
kee 
Goti, Gontd, Hatloway, Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, 
Houston, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Julian, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G. King. John A. King, Preston King, Horace 
Mann, Marshall, McKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Moore, 
Morris, Nelson, Newell,” Ogle, Orr, Ous, Phelps, Pitman, 
Potter, e 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Sitvester, Spaulding, 
Sprague, Stanly, T. Stevens, Taylor, Jobn B. ‘Phompson,- 
Thunvan, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, Watkins, 
Weniworth, White, Wood, and Woodward—93. 


So the House refused to agreg to the report of 
the committee of conference. 


Mr. STANLY, (to the © 


its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
and that another committee of conference be 
appointed. - 
Great confusion in the Hall. 
The SPEAKER (pro tem.) said the Chair could 
not hear the remark of thegentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. STANLY.] 

Mr. STANLY repeated it. 

Mr. ORR rose to a question of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise toa privileged 
question. g 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, (interposing.) It is 
pow ‘ten. minutes past twelve o’clock—Sunday 
morning. 1 do not think that the House should 


+ 


aymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holaday, ! 


Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, į 


Punam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Root, Rumsey, | 


hair.) 1 presume it | 
is.now in order to move that the House insist upon | 


aittlefield, Mason, MeClernand, |i 
McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Meade, Miller, Millson, į 


. and nays. 


ait’ here.on Sunday. “move that the House do 
now adjourn. ` et 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, called for the yeas 


Mr. MARSHALL, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to- concur in'the 
report of the committee of conference, and: that 
that motion be laid on the table, : eee 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) .. There is a motion 
pending that the House do now adjourn; and on 
that motion the. gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] has asked the yeas and nays- ig ree 

Nineteen members only voted in: favor of the 
yeasand nays. ee 

Mr. McLANE called for tellers on the yeas 


and nays. ‘Tellers were appointed, (Messrs. 
CHANDLER and LEFFLER.) 


The-yeas and nays were ordered; and having 
been taken, resulted—yeas 40, nays 110; a8 fol- 
low: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bay, Bayly, Bocock, fBooth, Bowdon, 
Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cabte, Cartter, Cleveland, W. 
R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Dunmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Featherston, Fowler, Freediey, Hammond, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Holladay, Holmes, Andrew Johnson, 
Joues, Kaufman, Horace Mann, Mason, McLanahan, Rob- 
ert M. McLane, McQueen, Milson, Parker, Potter, Pow- 
eH, Putnam; Ross, Seddon, Richard H. Stauton, and Wal-. 

en—dU, n 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Atston, Ander- 
son, Andrews, Ashe, Ashmun, Beale, Bennett, Bokee, 
Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, Burt, Chester But- 
ler, Thos. B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cal- 
vin, Campbell, Casey, Chandter, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, 
Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Eliot, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Faller, Gerry, Gilbert, Gott, 
Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hampton, Hay, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Houston, Howe, Hab- 
bard, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Juban, Kerr, George G. 
King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston’ King, La 
Sére, Leiler, Littlefield, Marshall, McKissock, Meacham, 
Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, 
Outlaw, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Phoenix, Pittnan, Reynolds, 
Risley, Robbins, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhoru, 
Schooleratt, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Taylor; 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wood- 
ward, and Young—110, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
MARSHALL— ae ` 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved that there be a call of 
the House, and asked the yeas and nays. f 

Mr. MARSHALL submitted to the Chair, that 


| his motion to reconsider took precedence. 


The SPEAKER (pro fem.) decided not. : 

Mt. BAYLY. I rise to'a question of order. I 
desire to know whether Sunday is a dies non.. 

The SPEAKER, (pro:tem.) Will the. gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Kavrmay] be good enough 


| to say whether he asked for the yeas and nays on 


the motion fora call of the House? 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I do. 

Fifteen members only rose—not a sufficient 
number. 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays, who were refused. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to concur in the report of the committee of 
conference-—— ` 

Mr. MARSHALL, (interposing.) Why, I 
have submi:ted that motion long ago. 

Mr. PHELPS. I did not hear it. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Kavuran, and decided in the negative. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr, 
MARSHALL, to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had refused to agree to the report of the 
committee of conference, and to lay that motion 
on the table. i : f 

Mr. BAYLY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

‘The roll was called. j 

Mr. SPEAKER COBB,resumed the Chair. 

The result of the vote was then announced— 
yeas &6, nays 60; as follow: 


YEAS—VMessrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Beale, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Burrows; Burt, Ches- 
ter Butler, Thomas 8. Buter, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Colenek, Cole, Crow- 
ell, Dickey, Bixon, Doty, Durkee, Eliot, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gould, Halloway, 
Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe; Hubbard, 
Hunter, Julian, Kerr, James G. King, Joho A: King, Preston 
King, Horace Mann, Marshall, MeKissock, McQueen, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogie, Orr, Otis, 
Phelps, Phænix, Pitman, Putnam; Reed, Reynolds, Risley, 
Root, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhern, Schooleraft, Sil- 
vester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Joba 
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B. Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, Walden, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, and Woodward—€6. 

NAVS—Mesers. Albertson, Alston, Ashe, Bay, Bocock, 
Booth, Bowdon, Bowhin,. Albert G. Brown, B. C. Cabell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Diinmiek, 
Disney, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gerry, Grinnet!, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Joseph W: Jack- 
son, Jones, Kaufman, George G. King, La Sére, Leffler, Lit- 
tlefeld, McClernand, Meclanaban, Robert. M. McLage, 
Meade, Miller, Milson, Morehead, Morton, Parker, Peaslee, 
Peck, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stariton, Strong, Waldo, Whit- 
tlesey, and Young—60. Á = 

So the motion to reconsider ‘the vote by which 
the House had refused to concur in the report of 
the committee of conference was laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Stanty,] 
that the House insist on its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, and ask the appoint- 
ament of another committee of conference. ‘ 

Mr. STANLY addressed the Chair, and was 
recognized. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. It is now the Sabbath day, | move that the 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is not such a privileged 
question as will entitle the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Kaurman] to take the floor from the gentle- 
man‘from North Carolina, (Mr. Sranty.] 

Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to say a word? 

The SPEAKER. The motion submitted by 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Stranky] 
is open to debate. - 

Mr. STANLY then said a few words, (very im- 
perfectly heard.) He was understood to urge 
upon gentlemen to stand firm upon the ground 
which they had taken. The question involved in 
the amendment of the Senate was not a simple 

question of money; a great public principle was at 
issue. This House was the guardian of the public 
Treasury. The Constitution of the United States— 
the great chart of American liberty—expressly pro- 
vided that revenue billsshould originate ia the House 
of Representatives. Why? Because upon that body 
devolved the high responsibility of laying upon 
the people those burdens of taxation, by which 
the public Treasury was supplied with means for 
the support of the Government. The Committee of 
Ways and Means of this House had originated 
this bill—the Senate had not originated it—and 
the amendment which the Senate had made in re- 
lation to the public printing was nothing more nor 
less than an attempt to foist upon this House a 
private claim which the House had again and 
again rejected by yeas and nays; and yet the 
Senate insisted upon bringing this—the House of 
the people—to the terms which it chose to dictate, 
or, as an alternative, to sacrifice the bill. Upright 
and honorable men in this House were not, he 
hoped, to be frightened from their propriety in this 
way. He trusted that they would stand firm on 
the ground which they had taken, be the. conse 
quences what they might. He had no more to 
say. He demanded the previous question. 

Great excitement and confusion prevailed through 
the House. 

There was a second to the demand for the pre- 
vious question. . 

The main question was ordered, and, having 
been taken, the motion of Mr. SranLy was agreed 
to. - ‘ 
So the House insisted on its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, and ordered that 
another committee of conference should be ap- 
pointed on the part of this House. 

Mr, BURT, (to the Speaker.) Will it now be 
in order to move that the House recede from its 
first disagreement? 

The SPEAKER. The House has just deter- 
mined to insist, and to ask another committee of 
conference. : ‘ 

Mr. MEADE. I move a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken. And I inquire whether the mo- 
ticn is debatakle? 

The SPEAKER. His. 

Mr. ORB inquired whether the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meane] had voted with the major- 
ity? 

Mr. MEADE. {did not voteatal. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did not 
vote in the affirmative the motion is not in order, 

Mr. MEADE resumed his seat. 

Mr. ORR. I move a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken, and that that motion be laid upon 
the table, 


Ordered accordingly. ... 
The question then recurred on the resolution of 
Mr. Woopwarp, and the amendment of Mr. 
CROWELL- 
-Mr. CROWELL desired to modify his amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER said, it was not in order. 

Mr. CROWELL asked that the amendment 
might be read for information. 

The SPEAKER called to the Chair Mr. Burr, 
of South Carolina, 

The amendment of Mr, Crowext was read, 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a question of order, 
which was not heard, but which may be inferred 
from the reply of 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.)—that the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Crowe] could not modify his 
amendment after a motion had been made to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. WOODWARD, (to the Chair.) At the 
time the committee of conference made their re- 
port, a resolution of mine was pending. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tert.) A motion} was 
made to lay the whole subject on the table, and 
that is the pending question. 

*Mr. HAMPTON desired ,to move,an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The CHAIR said, it was not in order, as a mo- 
tion was pending to lay both the resolution and the 
ameudment on the table. 
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And the question having been taken, and decided | 


in the affirmative, the resolution and amendment 
were laid on the table. j 

Mr. HAMPTON (leave having*been denied) 
moved a suspension of the rules to enable him to 
offer the foliowing resolution: 
_ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives pay to James J. Randolph, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, fifty cents per day iu addition to the per diem 
already allowed him, cominencing with the beginning of the 
present session. r 


Mr. JONES moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) What is the mo- 
tion of the gentleman ? . 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House adjourn, 
and ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, und the House 
refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Hampron to suspend the rules, and, two 
thirds having voted in the affirmative, (by the count 
of tellers, Messrs. Cours and Epmuxpson,) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. HAMPTON moved the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

[A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Firzparrick, their clerk, announcing the fact 
that that body had passed a joint resolution to ex- 
tend the provisions of a joint resolution for the 
benefit of Frances Slocum and her children and 
grandchildren, approved March 3, 1845, to certain 
other individuals of the same tribe.] 

Mr. WOODWARD asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Hampron] to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HAMPTON (on the pledge of renewal by 
Mr. Woopwarn) withdrew the demand for the 
previous. question. 

Mr. WOODWARD moved to amend the reso- 
lution as follows: 


« Resolved, That William G. Stewart, the assistant folder 
on the floor of the House of Representatives, be allowed the 


same pay and compensation as a messenger for his services, 


commencing with the present session of Congress.” 

Mr, W. moved the previous question. 

Mr. MASON inquired whether it was in order 
to move to referfthese matters to the Committee 
on Accounts, with instructions to inquire what 
the duties and the compensation were. 

Mr. CROWELL asked Mr. Woopwarp to 
withdraw his demand for the previcus question 
to admit an amendment. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, being under pledge, 
he could not. : 

The question was taken, and fifty-two members 
voted in favor of the previous question. 
(Messrs. Peck and Evans) were appointed; and 
the vote being again taken, stood—ayes 74, noes 
53; a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be taken. 

THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I ask the 

indulgence of the House to make a report from 


Tellers | 


the committee of conference on the. disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. ‘The committee on the part of the House 
met the committee on the part of the Senate, and 
have agreed upona report. We make now.the 


| same report as we made before, with this differ- 


ence: In the case of the Indian, or Potawatemie 
appropriation, (488,000,) the House has receded, 
upon new testimony adduced since the committee 
left the House—that is to say, the late Secretary 
of the Interior [Mr. Ewtne] appeared before the 
committee, and made such a statement as satisfied 
us that the claim was correct. The- House then 
receded. We have also receded from the disagree- 
ing vote of the House upon the Texan claim, (for 
eight companies for the defence of the frontier.) 
This was done upon the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the committee of the Senate and of the 
Military Affairs of the House, and one of the 
Senators from Texas appeared before the commit- 
tee of conference, and made statements which were 
satisfactory. This is $72,(00. With these differ- 
ences, the report is the same as before. 

{Several Voices. The Georgia claim is re- 
tained. ` : . 
Mr. THOMPSON. I move the previous ques- 

tion on the adoption of the report, 

The report was then read, 

Some conversation followed hetween Mr. STE, 
VENS, of Pennsylvania, Mr. THOMPSON, an 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question was ordered. is 

Mr. JONES. Task the yeasandnays. There 
is a good deal in that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and having 
been taken, resulted—yeas 75, nays 61; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Ashmun, Baker, 
Bayly, Bokee, Bowdon. Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, 
A. G. Brown, Burrows, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Casey, 
Chandier, Cleveland, Clingman, Crowell, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, Fitch, Freedley, Gilbert, 
Gonid, Grinnell, Hampton, Harlan, Haymoud, Holladay, 
Holmes, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, 
Kaufman, Kerr, James G. King, Horace Mann, Masor, 
McClernand, McKissock, Meacham, Meade, Moore, More- 
head, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Pitman, Potter, Putoam, 
Reed, Robbins, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Silvester, Spaul- 
ding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard A. Stanton, 
Taylor, Jacob Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tuck, On- 
derhill, Van Dyke, Walden, Wentworth, White, Wright, 
and Young—-75. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Ashe, Bay, Ben- 
nett, C. Batler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, Joseph, P. 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcack, 
Dickey, Disney, Dixon, N. Evans, Featherston, Fowler, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gott, Halloway, Hamilton, Hay, Houston, 
Howe, Andrew Johnson, Jones, George G. Kiug, Preston 
King, Littlefield, Marshall, McQueen, Miller, Milson, 
Morris, Outlaw, Parker, Peastee, Peck, Phelps, Pheenix,. 
Powell, Reynolds, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, School- 
craft, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, Strong, Jas. Thompson, 
Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Whittlesey, Wildrick, and Wood- 
ward—-6i. i 

So the report was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Missis- 
sippi, a motion made by him to reconsider the 
vote, was laid upon the table. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution of Mr. Hampton, and the amendment 
of Mr. Woopwarp. 

Mr. WOODWARD desired to modify his 
amendment. . 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) said it was not in 
order after the previous question had been ordered. 

Mr. JONES. ThisisSunday. We have been 
here long enough. It is time the House should 
adjourn. I make that motion, and Í call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

And the question having been taken, the House 
refused to adjourn. ; 

The question then again recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Woopwarp to the resolution of Mr. 
HAMPTON. 

Theamendment—by ayes 85, noes not counted— 
was agreed to. ` 

„And, after some conversation, the resolution, as 
amended, was adopted. 

Mr. HAMPTON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

: CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PHELPS (leave having been denied) 
moved a suspersion of the rules, for the purpose 
of enabling him to move that the House proceed 
to thetconsideration of Senate bill entitled ‘* An act 
io make temporary provision for the working and 
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discovery of gold mines and placers in California 


“and preserving order in the gold mine district.” 


The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 

ended. - 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, (leave having been 
denied) moved a suspension of the rules, to en- 
able him to make a report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with a view to its being Jaid on 
‘the table and printed. 

The rules having been suspended for the pur- 

ose— 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made a report on the disbursements of the 
pay department during the war with Mexico. 

The report was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


THE DAY OF ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. BOWIE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a joint resolution rescind- 
ing the joint resolution heretofore adopted, by 
which Monday next had been “appointed as the 
day.of final adjournment of the two Houses of 
Congress. Fle hoped the resolution would be read 
for information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

A Besolution rescinding the Joint Resolution terminating 

the present session of Congress : 
+ Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives have 
disagreed upon certain amendments to bills passed by the 
House and amended by the Senate, and the time fixed for 
adjournment by joint resotution has nearly arrived, to en- 
able the respective Houses to adjust their differences with 
due deliberation: 

Resolved by. the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, That the joint resotation of the Senate 
and House. of Representatives, terminating the present ses- 
sion of Congress on the 30th instant, be, and the same is 
hereby, rescinded. 

The resolution having been read— 

Objection was made to its introduction. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Is the resolution 
before the House? _ 

Cries, “ Not no!’ 

The SPEAKER, (protem.) The resolution is 
‘not before the House. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Bowre] has asked the unanimous con- 
gent of the House to introduce it, and objection 
has been made. 
` Mr. BOWIE. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable me to introduce 
‘the resolution. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) having stated the 
question— 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOWIE withdrew the resolution. 

Mr. KAUFMAN (leave having been denied) 
moved that the rules of the House be suspended, 
to enable him to move to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the consideration of the bill of 
the House to establish an additional district court of 
the United States in the eastern portion of Texas. 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (leave having 
been denied,) moved that the rules of the House 
be suspended, to enable him to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the messengers in the employment of the 
House be paid the same per diem as is paid to the messen- 
gers of the Senate, commencing with the present session; 
and that Benjamin Miller, employed as a laborer in the 
committee rooms of the Honse, shall be paid the extra com- 
pensation allowed to other laborers in the Capitol. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. BOWLIN said, he did not exactly under- 
stand it. If no provision had been made in the 
other resolution which had been adopted, he should 
not object. 

Mr. STANTON briefly explained. 

Mr. BOWLIN withdrew his objection. 

Mr. SAV AGE (at half past two o’clock) moved 
that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The question reeurred on the motion of Mr. 
Sranron, of Kentucky, that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable him to offer the 
resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that there be a call of the 
House, and on that motion he asked the yeas and 


~ 


ays. ` 

‘Tellers on the yeas and nays were appointed, 
(Messrs. Futter and Gourd.) 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll, 
CIVIL AND: DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. STANLY, who had entered the House 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ad interim, addressed the Chair, and being recog- 
nized, said, is it in order now to make a report 
from the committee of conference? 


it is. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. The call of the roll 
had been commenced, and an answer had been 


given. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair, re- 
garding this as a privileged question, thinks that 
it is in order to make the report at this time. 

Mr. JONES. From that decision I take an ap- 

eal. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) Then the question 
is, * Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the House?” 


The question was taken, and having been deci-: 


ded in the affirmative— 

The decision of the Chair was affirmed. š 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the fact that that body had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. STANLY sent to the Clerk’s table the fol- 
lowing report, which was read: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill, No. 334, ma- 
king appropriation for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ertding 30th 
June, 1851, and for other purposes, having met, 
and after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

1. That the House concur in the first amend- 
ment of the Senate, striking out all after line 12, 
to the end of line 25, on the first page of the bill, 
and inserting said amendments. 

2. That the House concur in the eighteenth 
amendment of the Senate, striking out lines 22, 23, 
24, and 25, in page 17. 

3. That the House adhere to its disagreement to 
the 89th, 90th, and 91st amendments of the Senate. 

EDW.STANLY, 
JOHN A. KING, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report having been read— 

Mr. VINTON said, 1 move to amend the report 
as to the last amendment, by inserting the words, 
‘adhere to our disagreement.”” 

Cries.of “Agreed! Do it!’ &c.] 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranky] is entitled to the floor, and 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] cannot 
make his motion. : 

Mr. STANLY. I will make a suggestion to 
my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Vinrow.}] Let us re- 
cede from our first two amendments, and adhere 
to the third. 

Mr. STRONG, (to the Chair.) I submit that a 
motion to amend the report of a committee of con- 
ference is not in order. 


The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair has | 


held that the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Strany] being entitled to the floor, no motion to 
amend could be made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Vinton. ] 


Mr.STANLY. I move to recede from the first 


two amendments, and adhere to the last; and F 


have only to say, that [ hope the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the guardians of the public Treasury, 
as they are of the American Union, will stand by 
this motion. 1 move the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. Will the 
Chair state the question? The disorder is so great 
it is impossible to hear anything. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair invites 
the gentleman from North Caroljna [Mr Stanty] 
to state what bis motion is. i 

Mr. STANLY explained. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) then decided the 
question to be on seconding the demand for the 
previous question. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, addressed |; 
an inquiry to the Chair, of which only the words |: der. 


“adhere” and ‘stand erect’? were heard by the 
Reporter. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) That will be the 
effect of the motion. 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second, 

And the main question, being on concurring in 
the report, was ordered to be now taken. — 

The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered. 

Mr. VINTON, (tothe Speaker.) Asto the last 


The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair thinks || 


‘amendment, (that relating to. the public printing,) 
the question is on adhering, and as to the first two 
on receding. 8 ne 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The question is 
on agreeing to the report of the committee of ton- 
ference. There can. be nọ division of the question, 

Mr. DIMMICK desired to make a statement 
to the. House. This was not the report of the 
committee of conference. He (Mr. D.) as amem- 
ber of that committee, had not signed it, but 
had disagreed toit. Nor had it been. signed by 
the managers of the committee on the part of the. 
Senate. ‘They insisted ‘on the report which had 
been agreed upon “by thé previous committee of 
conference. : 

The CHAIR stated the question to be on agree» 
‘ing to the report. : 
i Mr. PRESTON KING. I ask that it may be 
read, that we may know from what we are re» 
| ceding, and to what we are adhering. 

. Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. Is the report 
signed bythe joint managers of the committee of 
both Houses? 

* Loud replies: ‘ No, no, itis notyit is signed 
only by two members of the House committee.” 
| Mr. McLANE. Then I submit that, emanating 
only from two managers of the committee of our 
House, the report cannot be entertained. Tt is 
nota report of the committee of conference—— 

Mr. STANLY, (interposing). What isit, then? 

Mr. McLANE (continuing, and apparently not 
| hearing the interruption) and cannot-be entertained 
as such. 

The SPEAKER, (pro-tem.) The report is sub- 
mitted as the report of the committce:of confer- 
ence on the part of the House: It is a report. of 
the House, not of the Senate, for it has not been 
signed oy the managers onthe part of the Sen- 
ate. The managers on the part of the Senate have 
not agreed to it. 

Mr. BAYLY. Let us vote. 

Mr. DISNEY. i understand the report to be 
that the committee of conference agreed to report 
to their respective Houses, that the House has re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the first and second 
amendments, but that as to the third, they have 
come to no conclusion. i . 

Mr. STANLY. Oh, no; that is not it. 

Mr. DISNEY, What, then, is it? Let us 
hear the report. oe ant 
|| The report was again read. : 
|| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I desire to 
ask a question, in order that we may know dis- 
tinctly what we are doing. I ask: whether this 
|| report, which is now: made by the conferees on 
the part of the House, is signed by the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, or not? 
| TheSPEAKER (pro tem.) It is not. 
| Mr. THOMPSON. Is it signed, as to any 
| part, by the conferees of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) It is not. 

| Mr. STANLY. The report is not signed by 
li the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. DiumicK,] 
| or by the conferees on the part of the Senate. it 
i; isa mere statement by myself, as chairman of 
li the committee on the part of the House, and of my 
| associate, of our views. It is not a report from 
i the joint committee of conference, nor offered as 
Í such. It isa mere statement of what the commit- 
| tee did. è ‘ 

i Mr. DISNEY. Why not report that the com- 
| mittee agreed 

Mr. STANLY, (interposing.) We. have not 
agreed, and | see no chance of our doing so; and 
' my motion is that the House recede from the first 
and second amendments, and adhere to: the third. 
: That is the motion before the House, and.there’ is 
no other. A 
| Me. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 
|} to know whether the report f 
© Mr. VAN DYKE, (interposing.) I rise to a 
_ point of order. The previous question has been 
sustained. I submit that all debate is out of or- 


I desire 


Mr. THOMPSON. I want to know the facts. 
' I suppose the previous. question cannot prevent 
that. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. It does. aye 
| Mr. THOMPSON. This report purports to 
Liber? 4 s 
i Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a point of order. 
ii The SPEAKER, (pra tem.). The Chair mast 
f arrest this conversation, and willdo so. Itis all 
i Gi . 


out of order. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. I want to know the facts. 
What is the report? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) It has been read 
at the Clerk’s table more than once. 2 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does not the report state 
that they —— 

Loud calls to order. : 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The gentleman is 
out of order. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Txompson,] certainly must perceive (and 
the Chair hopes he will be indulged by the House 
in stating) that it is not for him to say what the 
report contains. It has been twice read, and the 
House must judge of its contents for itself. The 
Chair can give no opinion as to the tenor of the 
report. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 1 wish to know whether 
the verbal report of the gentleman concurs with 
the report 

The CHAIR, (interposing.) The Chair can an- 
swer no such questions. 

Mr. MEADE. | I rise to a question of order. | 
This purports to be a report from the committee of 
conference. It is so stated in the preamble—that 
it is a report from the committee of conference to 
their respective Houses. Butthe verbal report is, 
that there is no report. 


Mr. VAN DYKE. J call the gentleman to or- 


der. 

The SPEAKER, (protem.) Thegentleman from 
Virginia*[ Vir. Meane] has risen to a point of or- 
der, and is s‘ating i:; the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MEADE. I say that the two statements 
are so inconsistent with each other that no vote 
can be taken. 

The SPEAKER, (protem.) The Chair must say 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEADE} that 
it is not for the Chair to decide whether this is a 
report, or what a report is. The matter can be 
submitted to the House, and it can decide the ques- 
tion for itself. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 

Mr. DISNEY interposed to a point of order. 

Mr. McLANE said that the floor had been 
awarded to him. He was not going to make any 
point of order on the report, or to recognize it as 
such. He wished to say that the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SranLy] could not come into 
this House and make the motion he had made. 
The gentleman could not move that the House 
concur with the Senate in their first and second 
amendments, and adhere to the disagreement to the 
third. He submitted that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Sranzy] could 
not be made in order. 

[A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the fact that that body had suspended 
the sixteenth joint rule, so far as it relates to the 
bill for the relief of Ebenezer Dumont. ] 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair over- 
rules the point of order of the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. McLane.]" 

Mr. DISNEY rose toa point of order. He 
submitted that the proposition which had been 
presented was not a report from the committee of 
conference, and that the Chair was bound, from the 
face of the report itself, to know that fact; be- 
cause, by usage, all propositions were required to 
be signed by the conferees, and this proposition 
was not so signed, g 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chairoverrules 
the geneman’s point of order. The report sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from North Carolina does 
not purport to be a report from the joint managers. 
Whether the report that the committee of confer- 
ence had not been able to agree is made verbally 
or in writing, is, in the opinion of the Chair, un- 
important. lt might be verbal—it might be in 
writing. f 

Mr. MEADE. The report shows upon its face 
that it does not purport to come from the joint 
committee. 

Loud calls to order. , 

Mr. MEADE. Irise toa point of order. It 
is, that the Chair has misapprehended the state- 
ment in the report. $ . 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) Misapprehension 
does not cònstitute a point of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEADE. Certainly, sir, the facts as they 
exist, should appear before the House. 

The SPEAKER (pro tem.) Does 
man ask that the report may be read? . 

Mr. MEADE. Ido, because there is a difer- 
ence of opinios#bet ween the Chairand myself —— 


the gentle- 


f 
į 
| 
A 
Í 


| I understand there is a moti 


The SPEAKER, (pro tem,) interposing.) The 4 


Chair entertains no opinion about the report and 

declines. to express any. ~ 
Mr. MEADE. Yet I understood the Chair to 

say just now that it was not a joint report. 

_ The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) Upon the face of 

it—and in reply to the point of order of the gen- 

tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney.] The Clerk will 

read the report. 

. Mr. ORR. I object. . 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is, Shall 
the report be read? 

The House decided that the report should not 
again be read. 

Mr. VINTON. `I rise to inquire 

Mr. BAYLY (at the same moment) addressed 
e Chair, from the area, in front of the Clerk ’s 

esk. 

Mr. STANLY called him to order. 

Mr. VINTON. is the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill at this time in possession of the | 
House; or of the Senate? I want to know where the 
bill is. 

The CHAIR said the bill was in possession 
of the House. 

Mr. MEADE. [rise to a point of order. Itis 
that the report is not.upon the table, but in the 
hands of an individual member: i e 

Mr. STANLY. I am entitled to it, and I should 
like to see somebody come and take it. 

Mr. MEADE. I ask the-Chair whether the 
House or the gentleman from North Carolina is 
entitled to the possession of the report? ` 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair under- 
stands the report to be properiy in the possession | 
of the House. 

Mr. MEADE. 
return. 

Mr. STANLY. When the Chair requests it, I 
will at once return the report to the table. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair sug- 
gests to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Srany] to return the report to the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. STANLY. With the greatest pleasure, as 
the Chair requests it. 

After an inquiry by Mr. Duncaw on a point of 
order, touching the divisibility of the report— 

Mr. VAN DYKE galled the attention of the 
Chair to the fact, that the report was now in the 
hands of other individual members. And he 
made the point of order, that the Chair demand it | 
from them. 

The SPEAKER requested the report to be re- 
turned to the Clerk’s table. 

It was returned accordingly. 

Mr. SFANLY. Come, iet us vote. If we 
adopt the report, we can settle these things in fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON: Do If understand the 
Chair to decide that the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranxy] could have submitted the 
motion he has made, if he had not been a member 
of the committee of conference? If the report 
should be laid upon the table, would not the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Sranty] be still before the House? 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) If the report should 
be laid upon the table, or if it should be rejected, 
it would be in order to move various propositions— 
to recede, or insist, and so on. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I move that the report 
be laid upon the table 

Mr. VINTON. Willthat motion, if agreed to, 


I ask the Chair to request its | 


t 
carry the bill with it? p 
The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) The Chair thinks | 


not. i 

Mr. STANLY. Very well, then; lay it upon 
the table. It is Smere statement of one of my 
colleagues on the committee of conference and my- | 
self | have already said so. 

Mr. STRONG. 1 rise to a point of order. This | 
is, as the gentleman from North Carolina has him- į 
self stated, a mere statement of two of three mem- 
bers of the committee of conference. If we should 
concur in these recommendations, what would be 
the effect? A different statement is made to the 
Senate, which did not agree, and they concur in | 
the statement made to them 

Calls to order. 

Mr. STANLY. All fancy—all fancy. 

Mr. MARSHALL. | rise to a point of order. 
on pending to lay the 
report on the table. If so, no debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER, (pro tem.) All these remarks 


t 


$ ask for information. 


are oui of order, pending a. motion ‘to tay on the 
table. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Edo not wish to dė- 
feat the motion of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina. I wish the vote to be taken on laying onthe 
table, and then we cancome to the other question. 

The question was taken, and the report. was 
laid on the table 

Mr. SPEAKER COBB resumed the Chair. 

_Mr. STANLY. I made a motion some time 
since, but do not know whether it was heard in 
the confusion. I have informed the House that 
the committee of conference could not agree. 1 
now move that the House recede from its disagrees 
ment to the two first amendments, and adhere to 
its disagreement to the third. 

‘Mr. FITCH, (to the Chair.) Has the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, (Mr. Stranky] a right 
to make the motion any more than another mem- 
ber, without a suspension of the rules? a 

The SPEAKER. The committee have re- 
turned a proposition to the House. The committee 
of conference were unable to agree. The majority 
of the committee on the part of the House made 


+a report, which was laid on the table. The papers 


are before the House, and it is in order for the 
gentleman from North Carolina, as it would havé 
been for any other member, to make a motion to 
recede or adhere. The motion, therefore, is in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I presume the 
motion is divisible. % 

The SPEAKER. The vote can be taken first 
on receding and then on adhering. 

Mr.STANTON. Very well. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question was ordered to 
be taken, 

The first question wason receding from the dis- , 
agreement of the House to the first amendment of. 
the Senate, (concerning mileage.) 

Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

The question was then taken; and having been 
decided in the affirmative, the House receded from 
its disagreement to the first amendment of the 
Senate. 

The House also receded from its disagreement 
to the second amendment of the Senate, (concem- 
ing Doctor Harris’s salary.) 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Strany, that the House adhere to its disa- 
greement to the third amendment of the Senate, 
(concerning the pubtic printing.) 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 90, nays; 49 as fol- 
low: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, Andrews, Ash- 
mun, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Bater, 
Calvin, Campbell, Caitter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cling- 
' man, Coleock, Cole, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Dun- 
can, Durkee, Etiot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fow- 
| ler, Freedley, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, 
| Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hubbard, Banter, Julian, 
Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Pres- 
ton King, Horace Mann, Marshall, McKissock, McQueen, 
Meacham, Moore, Morris, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Orr, Otis, 
Outlaw, Phelps, Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Sclooltcratt, Silvester, 
| Spaniding, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. 
| Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
i 
i 


i Watkins, Wentworth, White, Wood, and Woodward—Y0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Athertson, Ashe, Bayly, Boesek, Bow- 
| don, Joseph P. Caldwell, W. R. W. Cobb, Dimmick, Dis- 
| ney, Dunham, Eimundson, Featherston, Fitch, Fuler, 
i Gerry, Hall, Hanilion. Hammond, Harlan, Haymond, Hib- 
i 
i 


hard, Halladay, Joseph W. Jackson, Kaufman, La Sére, 
Littlefield, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Meade, Mi- 
| son. Morehead, Morton, Parker, Peasiee, “Peck, Potter, 


i] Robbins, Ross, Savage, Seddon, Pr derick P. Stanton, Rici- 


ard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Jacob Thompson, James 


t 
H Thompson, Waldo, Whittlesey, and Wright—49. 


So the House adhered to its disagreement to the 


|| third amendment of the Senate. 


| [Mr. ANDERSON stated that his colleague, 
| Mr. Gentry, was detained from the House byin- 
disposition, and had been so fer two days.] 

Mr. STANLY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid on the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I rise to 
Is not the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill lost, so far as this House 
is concerned, and never can be reached again? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared 
to admit that proposition. 
| Mr. THOMPSON... Can there be a committee 
| of conference after a vote of adherence, and after 
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a motion to reconsider that vote has been laid upon 
the table? Is there such a thing on the record? 

_ The SPEAKER. A committee of conference 
has been appointed after two adherences; not here, 
but the parliamentary precedents show such a state 
of things. : 

Mr. BURT.: 1 desire to ask whether the bill 
will not be-sent to the Senate with a message set- 
ting forth the action of the House ? 

‘The SPEAKER indicated that a message would 
be sent to the Senate informing that body of the 
action of the House. 

Mr. BURT. Then it will be for the Senate to 
determine whether they will recede from their 
amendment, or defeat the bill. L hope the House 
will wait and hear from the Senate. 

_ Mr. HALL. I cannot see any good to be at- 
tained by waiting here any longer. 1 move that 
the House adjourn, (half-past three.) i 

Mr. KAUFMAN. [ move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at nine o’clock 
on Monday. = : 

The SPEAKER. The‘Chair has repeatedly 
decided that that is not a privileged motion. 


The question on the adjournment was then taken, į 


and the House, by ayes 45, noes 27, refused to 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not have 
entertained the motion to adjourn, if he had re- 
flected that at the time the committee of conference 
made their report, the House had commenced pro- 


ceedings on a motion for a call of the House, and | 


that the call of the roll had been commenced. 
{Laughter—and cries of “ first-rate. ”] 
The Clerk then proceeded with the call of the 
roll. 
And the vote stood—yeas 39, nays 94. 
Soa call of the House was refused. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON moved that when the 
` House adjourng it adjourn to meet at eleven 
“o'clock on Monday. 
The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged 
question. It will require a vote of two thirds. And 


the Chair will ‘remind the gentleman that eleven 


o'clock is now the hour fixed for the meeting of 
the House. 

Mr. HALL (at twelve minutes to four o’clock) 
moved that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn; which question 
was taken on a vote by yeas and nays, and result- 
ed—yeas 25, nays 68; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bocock, Albert G. Brown, Chester But- 
ler, Thomas B. Butler, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Coleoek, 
Dinnick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Biiot, Alexander 
Evans, Featherston, Hall, Hantilton, Andrew Jonson, 
Mc“anahan, Miller, Newell, Phenix, Potter, Ross, Savage, 
Richard H. Stanton, and Wildrick—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Anderson, An- 
drews, Ashe, Bayly, Bokee, Bowdon, Breck, Briggs, Bur- 
rows, Burt, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Clarke, 
Crowell, Dixon, Dauean, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Gitbert, 
Gott, Hailoway, Hay, Hibbard, Holiaday, Howe, Hubbard, 
Hunter, Joseph W, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, 
George G. King, James G. King, Jobn A. King, Preston 
King, La Sére, Liulefield, Horace Mann, McKissock, Me- 
Queen, Meacham, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Osle, Orr, 
Parker, Pitman, Reynolds, Robbins, Root, Rumsey, Seher- 
merhorn, Schooteraft, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Strong, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Und-rhiti, Van Dyke, Vinton, 
Walden, Watkins, White, and Whittlesey—6s. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication : 

A communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, pursuant to an act approved May 1, 
1820, the annual statement prepared by the Second 
Comptroller, exhibiting the appropriations and the 
expenditures therefrom for the service of the de- 


partment during the fiscal year which ended on the | 


30th of June last. 
to be printed, 


Laid on the table and ordered 


A communication from the Post Office Depart- | 


ment, transmitting, in compliance with the provis- 


ions of the act of 2d July, 1836, to change the or- | 


ganization of the department— 

ist. A copy of the abstracts of the offers for car- 
rying the mails, made within the year preceding 
the Ist July, 1849. f 

2d. A report of all contracts made for the trans- 
portation of the mail within the year aforesaid. 

3d. A statement of all such land and water mails 
as have been established or ordered within the said 

ear. 
: 4th. A report of all additional allowances made 
to mail contractors within the Said year. 

5th; A report of curtailments of mail service 
and pay ordered within the said year. 


6th. A report of fines imposed’ and deductions 


-perfectly sure that he forgot the arrangement he 


made from the pay of contractors. within the same 
time. 

The communication, &c., was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

The question then recurred on the motion, of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranron,]} 
that the rules of the House be suspended, to en- 
able him to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the messengers in the employment of the 
House be paid the same per diemas is paid to the messen- 
gers of the Senate, commencing with the present. session 3 
and that Benjamin Miller, employed as alaborer in the com- 
Biittee rooms of the House, shal} be paid the extra compen- 
sation allowed to other laborers in the Capitol. 


The vote stood ayes 40, noes 25. 

No quorum voting. 

Mr. BURT. Ie is obvious that there is no į 
quorum. Í was going to ask 

(Cries, “ Move to adjourn.’’] 

Mr. BURT, (continuing.) If the Senate recede 
from the amendment to the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, will it be necessary that a quo- 
rum should be present to receive the messager I 
suppose not; but that if they recede, the bill be- 
comes a law. If so, I do not wish to wait here 
any longer. 

The SPEAKER. No further action of the 
House would be required. The bill would have 
to be signed by the Speaker, and a quorum, must 
be present for that purpose. F 

Mr. ORR moved the House adjourn; but with- 

drew the motion. - . 
_ The SPEAKER further suggested, that if the 
bill was likely to be received within any short 
time, the House had better receive it, so that it 
might be in the hands of the enrolling clerk, 

Mr. MARSHALL was proceeding to move to 
discharge the committee from the consideration of 


a certain bill, (title not heard,) when Ji 


The SPEAKER interposed, and said, that there 
was already a motion to suspend the rules pend- 


iog. 

Mtr. VINTON moved. that the House adjourn. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the fact, that that body had receded 
from their amendments to the civil and diplomatic 
bill in regard to the contractors for the public 
printing.) 

(In the course of the gay and night, Messrs. 
Wiipricx and Dickey made sundry reports from 
the Committee on Enrolled bills.] 

Mr. HALL moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, denied to 
make a single remark. He would suggest that it 
would be better that the House should remain in 
session until the Speaker had signed the bill. It 
was not probable that a quorum would be present 
on Monday, and he (Mr. T.) hoped that it would 
be understood that no legislative business was to 
be transacted on that day. 

The SPEAKER said that it would take full 
two hours before the civil and diplomatic bill, and 
the Indian bill could be engrossed. 

Mr. HALL insisted on his motion to adjourn; 
which was agreed to. 4 

And, at fifteen minutes past four o’clock, the 
House adjourned until Monday at eleven o’clock 


IN SENATE. 
' Fripay, September 27, 1850. 

Mr. GWIN moved that the reading of the Jour- 
nal be dispensed with. 

Mr. SMITH. [rise to make a motion for a 
correction of the Journal, “At the time the old 
soldiers’ bill was under consideration yesterday, 
the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] 
moved an amendment, to make some provision for 
the payment of Virginia claire. I had made an 
arrangement with the junior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Rusx] to pair off with him on that question, 
as he was to be engaged in committee, and my 
vote would be in opposition to his. When the 
vote came to be taken, I had forgotten the arrange- 
ment I had made with him, and gave my vote in 
the negative. [ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to correct the Journal, by striking out my 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT. The vote cannot now be 
changed for that reason. 

Mr. RUSK. I know that the Senator from 


Connecticut was very busily engaged in examin- || 


ing papers when the vote was taken, and Iam 


had made with me; and, besides that, he would 


immediately have made the request that he now , 
does, had-he been reminded of his mistake at the 
time. T : 

The PRESIDENT. | I 
cuss that matter now. 

Mr. SMITH.. It makes no difference—only I 
was very much mortified upon discovering ‘my 
mistake. na 
_ Mr. GWIN. I renew my motion that the read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CASS... Oh, no. 

Mr. TURNEY.. | presume’ the rea 
Journal cannot be dispensed with 
imous consent of the Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT. It does not require the 
unanimous consent. A majority can dispense 
with the reading. 3 ; 

Mr. TURNEY. That has not been the prac- 
tice heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT. 1 have never known an 
instance in which unanimous consent was required, 

Mr. TURNEY. I would state to the Chair 
that the question was raised on the occasion of the 
passage of the Oregon bill, if I recollect rightly, 
and it wasdecided that the unanimous consent was 
required. ? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware 
of the question ever being raised, Itis possible 
that, strictly speaking, it may require the unani- 
mous consent. The Journal will be read. 

The reading was commenced, and the Secretary 
having proceeded some time— : 

_Mr. FOOTE rose and said: I renew the motion 
to dispense with the further reading of the Jour- 
nal, as { understand there will be no farther ob- 
ection. “ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. SIobject..: ©; 

The reading, therefore, was continued, and hav- 
ing proceeded for some further time, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said: I believe I was the 
only person who objected to dispensing with the 
reading of the Journal. | am willing to relinquish 
my objection, as my only object in desiring to 
have it read was to attend to the yeas and nays, 
and I can do that privately. F therefore renew the 
motion to dispense with the further reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRAUDS UPON THE REVENUE. . 
The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communi- 


t is not in order to dis- 


ding of the 
yexcept by unan- 


i cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, made 


in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
“ that the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
‘to report what have been the measures: adopted 
“to prevent frauds upon the revenue since the pas- 
“sage of the act of 1846, and what has. been the 
t result,” ; : 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the communication was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THE GUANO TRADE. . 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Department of State, containing 
an additional report, in compliance with.a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, of information respecting the 
trade in guano between Peru and the United States, 
and a dispatch from the chargé d’affaires of the 
United States at Lima on the same subject; which 
was read, and ordered to be laid on the table and 
printed. $ 
HUNGARIAN EXILES. 

The CHAIR laid before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 23d instant, 
calling for the correspondence between the State . 
Department and the Turkish Government, on the 
subject of the Hungarian exiles, enclosing a report 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of 
papers and documents on file in the department in 
relation to the subject; and the message and ac- 
companying papers were read, laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
Mr. WALKER. The bill called the old sol- 


! diers? bill has been engrossed, and in it there isan 


error or contradiction which I ask may be: cor- 
rected. It will be recollected that a provision of 
the bill was made to apply to the benefit of the 
widows and. minor children of deceased officers 
and soldiers. That provision was adopted, and in 
another part of the bill there are some: words left 
which: were intended to be stricken out. The 
words are, “ but not to: her heits, nor to the heirs 
of such commissioned or non-cagimissioned offi- 
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eer, soldier, or musician.” 
words be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. cues 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT. The:Chair will state, also, 
that in engrossing the civil and diplomatic ‘appro- 
priation bill there was a portion of it which was 
supposed ta have been stricken out, and it was 
therefore not engrossed. The'Chair will suggest 
to the Senate to allow the Secretary to ask to 
have the bill returned, that the correction may be 
made. 

The suggestion was agreed to. 

j MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial numerously 
signed by citizens of Allegany county, Maryland, 
praying a modification of the existing tariff laws, 
by the substitution of specific for ad valorem du- 
ties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. UNDER WOOD presented the memorial of 
Rev. Howard Malcolm, and a number of others, 
ministers of the Baptist denomination, praying 
that the rates of postage upon letters and papers 
may be reduced, and that bound books may be 
sent by mail. The petitioners state that they are 


I move that- these 


prompted to solicit this reduction, that ties of | 


friendship may be promoted throughout the Union, 
and that the intelligence of all our people may be 
promoted. The memorial was read, and ordered 
to be laid on the table. ; 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetis, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom had been referred 
the report of the Secretary of State, relating to 
suits instituted in courts of admiralty in the United 
States against foreign vessels entering our ports, 
reported the same back, accompanied by a report, 
and asked to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the same, and that the report and papers 
be printed; and the motion was agreed to. 

THE WESTERN CHEROKEES. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom had been referred the me- 
morial of the Western Cherokees, praying the set- 
tlement of their claims under the treaty of August, 
1846, reported the same back, and on his motion the 
committee was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom had been referred the bill from the House 
making appropriations for certain fortifications of 
the United States for the year ending June 30, 
1851, reported the same back without amendment. 
SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS FOR PRINTING, 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on Printing 
of the Senate and the Secretary of the Senate be author- 
ized to audit, certify, and allow all accounts for printing, 
during the recess of Congress, in the same way asis now 
done, by the Committee on Printing. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the passage of the said resolution. 


ANNALS OF CONGRESS. > 
Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a joint resolation providing for the 
distribution of the Annals of Congress; 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That of the thousand copies of the annals of Congress, con- 
tracted for by the Joint Committee on the Library of Con- 
gress, by authority of the joint resolution, approved March 
3, 1849, a further distribution, as heretofore, shail be made 
as follows: One copy to each member of the present Con- 
gress nota member of the fast Congress; one capy to the 
President of the United States; ten copies to each of the 
executive departments; five copies to the library of Con- 
greas; fifty copies to the library of the House of Represent- 
atives; twenty-five copies to the document room of the Sen- 
ate, for the use of the Senate; six copies for the office of 
the Secretary of the Senate; two hundred and fifty copies 
to-colleges and literary institutions; tweuty-five copies for 
international exchange; one copy to each State and Terri- 
tory; and the residue to be- deposited iu the Department-of 
State, subject to the future disposition of Congress. 


In presenting the resolution, Mr, P. said: I ask 
for the immediate consideration of this resolution; 
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í the Senator from Mississippi has suggested. 


and if the Senate will listen a moment, I think 
there will be no objection to considering it now. 
These books were contracted for under the author- i 
ity of a joint resolution. They are now ready for | 
delivery, and are offered to us, but the library has 
no room in which to put theni. Théy are, there- 
fore, likely to be left out in the entries of the Cap- 
itol, unless we make some distribution or adopt 
some plan for their safe-keeping. By the resolu- 
tion which authorized the committee to contract 
for them, one copy was given to each member of 
the last Congress. 1 propose to give a copy to 
each member of the present Congress who has not 
received it as a member of the last Congress. Then 
I proposé to give two hundred and fifty copies to 
colleges and literary institutions, a certain number 
to the heads of departments, some to the Library 
of Congress, some to the Library of ‘the Senate, 
and some to the Library of the House. That will 
pretty nearly dispose of allofthem. Atall events, 
if that method of distribution is not adopted, there 
must be some place provided to putthem in. I 
hope the Senate will adopt the resolution. 

‘The resolution was considered in’Committee of 
the Whole, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was subsequently read a third time, and 
passed. 

PORTRAITS OF PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Joint 
Committee on the Library, to whom had been re- 
ferred the memorial. of William E. McMaster, 
praying that he may be authorized to paint fall 
half-length portraits of all the Presidents, to be 
placed in the President’s House, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same. 

Mr. D. said: In making: this motion, E wish to | 
state that this motion is not to be considered as a 
criticism on his style or a decision on his merits. | 
It merely implies that the Library Committee pre- 
fer taking portraits already completed to author- 
izing the making of them. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Joint 
Committee on the Library, reported the following 
joint resolution; which was read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Commitiee of the Whole: 


A joint resolution authorizing the Joint Committee on the 
Library to purchase certain portraits of the first five Presi- | 
dents of the United States, now in the Congressional 
Library. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the Joint Committee on the Library be aud hereby is author- 


ized to purchase the portraits of the first five Presidents of | 
the United States, now in the Congressional Library : Pro- | 


vided, That thcy do not cost more than 3500 each. 


Mr. D. I would state that the committee re- 
ported in favor of the purchase of these portraits 
some years ago, at a cost not exceeding $1,000 
each. The memorial of the executor of Mr. Stuart 
refers to that, and he says he would consider $1,000 
a fair price. They are known to be genuine por- 
traits by Stuart. Mr. Adams, when a member of 
the Committee on the Library, gave some infor- 


| mation on that point. “The Joint Committee have | 


no doubt that these are genuine portraits by Stuart, 
though they do not consider them the best of his 
style. But the Joint Committee have thought | 
proper to limit the price which shall be paid for 
these portraits to $500 each. 

No amendment having been offered, the resolu- 
tion was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I most cordially concur | 


in the object of this resolution; but I greatly fear jj 
| that the limitation which 


is proposed by the 
Library Committee will defeat the object Hien 
t 
so happens that { have just this moment received | 
a letter by mail from the gentleman who is the | 
agent of these portraits, in which he expresses a 
willingness to sell them for $5,000—$1,000 apiece. 
~The committee only propose $500 each, or $2,500. 
I feel bound to state, from my own personal | 


l 
t 
i 
i 
i 
i 


knowledge, that within the last few years | have 


known a portrait of Washington, by Stuart, simi- 


i not be very much. 


larin all respects to the one which is to be par- 
chased under this resolution,.to bè sold in. the 
city.of Boston for $1,000. That is there consid- 
ered to be the-value of his portraits. . Ushall offer 
no amendment; but I-make this suggestion, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I agree with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that very probably 
we cannot obtain these portraits for the price pro- 
posed in the resolution. That isa question, how- 
ever, for the House and the Senate to decide. The 
committee determined to put in the limitation or re- 
striction on the. price. We all know that the 
portraits of such an artist as Stuart increase in 
value very rapidly, in course of time. They can- 
not be replaced. “He was personally acquainted 
with the first five Presidents. His portraits, [ 
think, have the value which the Senator from 
Massachusetts ascribes to them, and | doubt very 
much whethér they can be obtained for the price 
named in the resolution. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be èn- 


H a à “ 
grossed for a third reading, and was subsequently 


read a third time, and passed. À 
RESOLUTION—EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. DICKINSON. 1l desire to modify the res- 
olution of the Senate in regard to taking.a-recess 
and going into executive session in the evening, so 
far as relates to the executive session. I desire to 
have it under our control, so that it may be dis- 
cretionary with the Senate whether it will transact 
executive business in the evening or not. | there- 
fore move to strike out that part which confines 
the business to that of an executive character. ` 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the modification will be 
made. It will be with difficulty that we shall be 
able to get through with the appropriation bills 
unless we dispose of them to-night. To-morrow 
night, if we do any business, we may as well de- 
vote to executive business as to-night. 

Mr. PRATT, ‘The proposition is, that the res- 
olution be so modified that we may transact busi- 
ness with open doors, if we please. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Yes; if we please. 

Mr. PRATT. Well, if we make the modifica- 
tion, I think we will please todo it. F think there 
is no necessity to meet here in open session in the 
night. Past experience shows-that no good will 
result from it. I had rather the resolutinn should 
remain as it is, and if we have a night session, let 
it be an executive one, or that we should rescind 
the resolution entirely. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I had rather myself sit 
tighton without a recess, because | think it is a 
waste of time to have night sessions; but | chose 
to modify the resolution in that form, so that we 
could have the time at our control. 

Mr. YULEE. This resolution is not before the 
Senate, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT. Notice was given yester+ 
day of the proposed modification, and it comes up 
this morning. 

Mr. BERRIEN. f hope the motion to. rescind 
that part of the resolution will be adopted. 

The motion was agreed te. 


MISSION TO LIBERIA. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senate have called 
upon the Secretary of State for the report of the 
Rev. Mr. Gurley, who went to Liberia as an agent 
of the Government. That report has been fur- 
nished, and the Senate have ordered it.to be printed, 
I now move that five thousand additional copies 
of that report be printed forthe use of the Senate. 
Tam told thai the printing of this additional number 
of copies will only cost about $200. 1 think the 
document is well worthy of circulation among the 
people. Me 

Mr. CLAY. I feel bound to express a wish 
that the motion just made may prevail- I know 
the person who was sent by the Executive Govern- 
ment to Liberia to collect information contained in 
this report, and I believe he is worthy of confi- 
dence and regard. I believe. this report will be a 
document that will be read with great satisfaction 
by a large portion of the peoples and 1 learn that 
the’ expense of printing these extra copies will 
Itherefore hope that there 
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will.be no objection to the motion of my colleague. 

Mr. YULEE called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, but they were not-ordered, 

The motion was then agreed to—ayes 25, noes 
not counted. 

APPOINTMENT OF MESSENGER. 

The following resolution, submitted some days 
since by Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, was taken 
up and read a third time, and passed: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to place the name of Felix D, 
Queen onthe roll of messengers; and that there be paid to 
him, out of the contingent fund of the Senate the same 
per diem and compensation as is allowed to the messen- 
gers of the Senate, commencing with the present session of 
Congress. ; 

THE ARMY-APPROPRIATION BILL. 

` The bill from the House of Representatives 
making appropriations for the support of the army 
of the United States for the year ending June 30, 
1851, was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PASSAGE OF ENGROSSED BILLS. 

The bill making appropriations for the construc; 
tion of light-houses, lifé-boats, buoys, &c., yes- 
terday ordered to be engrossed, was read a third 
time, and passed; and the bill for the settlement of 
classes of private land claims within the limits of 
the Baron De Bastrop grant, and for allowing pre- 
emptions to certain“actual settlers in the event of 
the final adjudication of the title of the said De 
Bastrop in fàvor of the United States, yesterday 
ordered to be engrossed, was read a third time, 
and passed. ; 

AMENDING THE RULES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [rise to ask the Senate 
to take up a resolution which I offered some time 
ago, proposing to amend our rules so as to author- 
ize a motion to be made to lay an amendment on 
the table without carrying with it the bill. I pro- 
pose, if the Senate will take it up, to amend it so 
as to make it applicable alone to the appropriation 
bills. I put it to the Senate, if we had a rule of 
that sort, whether it would not be an immense 
saving of time at the end of the session. I pre- 
Sent that proposition now, and ask Senators 
whether it would hot be expedient now to adopt 
that amendment to the rules, so that the multitude 
of amendments that are offered.to the appropria- 
tion bills may be laid upon the table at the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, and thus cut off a great deal of 
unprofitable or unnecesary debate? We have 
seen the evil resulting from discussing amendments 
day after day, thereby procrastinating the final ac- 
tion on the bill. I propose to confine the amend- 
ment to the appropriation bills alone, for the mere 
purpose of saving time. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope this resolution will not 
be taken up. It will lead to debate. 

. Mr. UNDERWOOD. If any gentleman says 
he wishes to debate it, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall feel compelled to de- 
bate it. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then | withdraw it. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the special order—being the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department for the year ending Jane 
30, 1851, the. amendment pending being the one 
offered by Mr. Arcuison: 

“To pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee of H. W. 
Jernigan & Co., and others, the sum of $21,042.» 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on this 
amendment, the question was taken, and resulted— 
yeas 23, nays 16; as follow:. 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, 
Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, 


Frémont, Gwin, Mangum, Mitler, Pratt, Rusk 
Beware, Smith, Spruance, Wales, Walker, an 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Chase, Cooper, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Towa, Downs, Hunter, Jones, 
King, Mason, Pearce, Sturgeon, Underwood, Whitcomb, 
and Yulee—16. . _ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I offer the following amend- 
Ment as an addition to the bill: 


«The President of the United States is authorized to pur- 
chase of the half-breed Sioux indians all their right, tide, 
and claim to the tract of land lying and being in the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota, beginning at a place called the Barn, be~ 
low and near the village of the Redwing chief, and running 


Berrien, 

Ewing, 
> Sebastian, 
d Winthrop 


back fifteen miles; thence, in a parallel tine with Lake | 


Pepin and the Mississippi-river, about thirty-two mules, to a 
point opposite to Beef, or O’Beeuf river; thence fifteen 
miles to the Grand Encampment opposite the river afore- 
said; and ihat the sum of $200,000 be, and the same is 


t 


H hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 


|| tions ‘should be 


| this time to make this purchase, 


| being confirmed without a single word of explana- 


‘Maryland on the ground of the enormous expend- 


> t Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purpose aforesaid? 

Mr. PEARCE.. I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. It seems to me that there is no 
limit to the appropriations which we are adding to 
this bill, largé as it-originally was. It will proba- 
bly mount up to two or three times. the sum that 
we ordinarily appropriate for the current expenses 
of the Indian Department. And there is no press-- 
ing necessity, no urgency that these appropria- 
made. We seem to look at 
$20,000 as if it was nothing; as if there was such 
a plethora of the Treasury that it was necessary 
to do something to save the Secretary the trouble 
of keeping the treasure. Now, we shall want 
money to pay the appropriations this year, if we 
do not arrest this course of things. I do hope the 
amendment will not pass. i; 

Mr. ATCHISON. It is scarcely. worth my 
while, after the full discussion of this matter in 
Executive session, concerning which the injunc- 
tion of secrecy has been removed, again to place 
this matter before the Senate; but it will be recol- 
lected that this territory, owned by half-breeds, 
lies nearly in the centre of the Territory of Min- 
nesota, and it is the representation of the Legisla- 
ture of that Territory, of her Delegate, and of the 
Senators who reside in that neighborhood, that ‘it 
is almost absolutely necessary that this appropri- 
ation should be made. Why, sir, a treaty was 
made for the purchase of this land from these half- 
breed Indians, and the objection taken in Eixecu- 
tive session was not that it is inex pedient to make 
this purchase, but the President and Senate had no 
right by treaty to purchase this territory from the 
half-breed Sioux Indians. That was the objection 
taken to it in Executive session, and not on the 
ground that it was inexpedient or unnecessary at 
I think it due to 
the people of the Territory of Minnesota, and also 
to the people of iowa and Wisconsin, that the 
title to these lands should now be extinguished. If 
there is anything further to be said I leave it to the 
Senators from Wisconsin and lowa; but I do hope 
the appropriation may be made, and made without 
a further delay. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I suppose I am at lib- 
erty now to refer to what took place on this subject 
in Executive session, the injunction of secrecy hav- 
ing been removed? 

Mr. ATCHISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DODGE. Well, sir, this country has been 
twice treated for by agents sent from Kentucky 
and Pennsylvania to Minnesota at different times. 
It was treated for under the administrations of 
General Harrison and Mr. Tyler—commenced 
under the one and completed under the other—and 
recommended here to the Senate for confirmation; 
but there was always a difficulty in regard to the 
treaty. The last time it was rejected, (during the 
present session,) it came within three votes of 


tion from the chairman of the committee; and | 
hesitate not to say that it would have been con- 
firmed if there had been a full Senate, and if an 
explanation of the treaty had been made. 

This amendment is resisted by the Senator from 


itures it will occasion. I meet that just as | met 
his opposition to the proposition to treat for that 
rich country for which we bave made an appro- 
priation to treat. I say that, if there were no other 
considerations, I would be for extinguishing the 
tide of these half-preeds to this portion of country, 
because it is in the very beart of Minnesota, where | 
the settlements of the white population are ex- 
tending on all sides, and therefore, as a matter of 
doliars and cents, l consider it asa money-making 
proposition. Now, disregarding the calculations 
of the chairman and of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and all others that have been made, | have 
here the closest and nicest calculation that could i 
be made by Mr. Hickey. Assuming that this ! 
tract is a parallelogram thirty miles long by fifteen { 
in,depth, it contains three hundred thousand acres, | 
and Mr. Hickey, with -all the calculations before 
him, computes that the cost per acre of this land i 
will be sixty-five cents. Ihave also an answer | 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office | 
as to the cost of surveying this land, and I am 
assured that, supposing the title to these lands to, 
cost sixty-five cents per acre, and the surveying of 
them ten cents per acre, the Government will still 


reserves in the heart of the 


one dollar twenty-five cents per acre on the:sale of . 
the lands; and as this is rich land, right upon the 
Mississippi, and: under cultivation by .the. half- 
breeds, it will’be-sure.to sell immediately, and. the 
Government will make. some fifty or sixty thou- 
sand dollars on it, | : Sone E 

Mr. PEARCE: The Senate has refused already 
to strike out two sectionis which the committee pro= 
posed to strike out, authorizing. treaties ‘to ‘beens. 
tered into for the extinguishment of Indian titles © 
to a vast extent of country—forty. and fifty thou- 
sand square miles, a part of which is immediately 
contiguous to this, and this amendment: now pro- 
poses to give $200,000, for that is the maximum, 
and the maximum in the bill is generally the min- 
imum in practice—$200,000; that is,as the Senator 
says, about sixty-five cents an acre. Now, sir, 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his last: 
annual report, or rather in his instructions to com- 
missioners, Says that ten cents per acre is ordina- 
rily a large price for lands purchased from the In. 
dians, and here we propose to give sixty-five centa 
per acre for three hundred thousand acres; and we 
do it at the very time that we are directing treaties 
to be made for the extinguishment of titles to 
other lands. Why it is a direct encourgement to 
the Indians who hold the other tracts to put up the 
price of the lands and refuse to enter into negotia- 
tions unless we give a price for those large tracts 
at least somewhat approaching to what itis pro- 
posed to give here. I say again that it will involve 
usin numerous expenditures, and I hope. the ap- 
propriation will not be made. h i f 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. ‘The answer I have to 
make is, that this is choice land, in. the heart 
of the Territory, upoh the Mississippi river, and 
is owned by intelligent half-breeds, many of whom 
understand their own interests, and with whom 
you make a very different bargain from what you 
would make with the chiefs of wild Indian tribes, 
We confirmed a treaty the other day giving the 
Indians of Ohio $} 25, and incurred all the expense 
of the removal of the Indian population, and it 
has been the same in Wisconsin and elsewhere. 
When the settlements of the white population 
have surrounded these reserves and the lands have 
become valuable, 75 cents and $} 25 per acre have 
been given. Even if the Government was to make 
nothing by the transaction, it is right that it should 
be done in order to acquire the territory. These 

country ought never 
to have been made;, but when they shave been 
made, it is the duty of the Government ‘to pur- 
chase the lands; and in point. of dollars and cents 
the Government will make money by this transac- 
tion. : : : : 5 
Mr. CASS. I merely want to remark that } 
have passed through this tract of country in Minne- 
sota, and it is one of the most beautiful regions in 
the world. As the Senator from lowa says, it ig 
in the heart of the Territory and on the great 
highway of the Mississippi, and I think it is very 
desirable that we should acquire the land. I think 
the Senator from Maryland is under a misappre~ 
hension in one respect. Where we buy immense 
tracts, hundreds of square miles in extent, of 
course the price is very Jow; but when we come 
to purchase small and choice tracts in the interior 
of the country selected by the half-breeds, of course 
we have to pay a higher price. We have always 
done it, and the reason is very evident. Asthe pop- 
ulation increases around them they become valva- 
ble, and are in possession of half-breeds who can 
appreciate their value. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi.. This proposition 
was discussed, | believe, on a former day, and 
I then took occasion to offer some objections to it. 
I entertain the same opinions now as J ‘expressed 
then. I will not go over the whole again; because 
l never address the Senate ‘unless with some ob- 
ject, and if my poor opinion is worth anything it 
has been already given. In the treaty extinguish- 
ing the title of the tribe to this Territory a reserva- 
tion was made to these half-breeds, and the Pres- 
ident was authorized to. subdivide the country 
among them. These half-breeds are now consid- 
ered citizens of the United States, voting, and, I 
believe, some of them members of the Legislature 
of Minnesota.. I think, therefore, that itis quite 
unjust to: these half-breeds who have parted with 
their tribe and character to make a treaty now 
with the tribe to buy out their possession or reser- 


make the difference between seventy-five cents and 


vation again. These half-breeds: hold the land, 
and have incorporated their labor in it and made 


- 
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improvements, and now an average value of land} 
to be distributed per capita among the half-breeds; 
will be altogether unjust to those who have madé 
valuable improvements. It is their property om 
the faith of the Government. They have improved | 
it, and they should be allowed to retain it. Ifthe 
crowding white population makes it desirable that 
the half-breeds should be removed, let each man 
sell his own land which he has improved, and if 
half what is said of their intelligence and of their 
rapid advancement to civilization be true, we 
hazard nothing in leaving it to themselves to dis- | 
pose of their own possessions. I'am, therefore, | 
altogether opposed ‘to the purchase by the United | 
States. ët the half-breeds sell what is their own i 
to those who will give them for it what.they be- | 
lieve to be its value. The United States have neces- 
sarily no connectionwith the transaction. | 
The cost is a thing into which I will not enter | 
further than to say to the Senator from Iowa that! 
the cost of surveying the land must be greatly over: 
that of the ordinary survey of pubiic lands, for: 
there can be no just survey save that which will! 
award to each of the inhabitants there that which | 
he now claims. Their settlement has not been | 
made under sections and township lines, and the | 
consequence would be that it would very often | 
happen that in subdividing according to the ordi- 
nary mode of survey you would put the house on | 
one side and the field on the other. You would! 
have to survey, therefore, with a view to the set- | 
tlement, and not in the ordinary mode of surveying | 


the public lands of the United States. il 


I think this whole thing objectionable. As I 
said before, I do not propose to go into the ques- | 
tion of the rate we are to pay. These half-breeds | 
have incorporated their labor in the land. It is, | 
then, theirs. Let them sell it for their own advan- | 
tage, or, if they do not choose to sell it, leave them f 
where their condition and local attachment render | 
them anxious,to remain. | 

Mr. WALKER. The difficulty with the prop- ij 
osition of the Senator from Mississippi is this: | 
These half-breeds have no more power to sell this | 
land to individuals or to dispose of it as individuals || 
than any other Indians in the United States. Itis; 
expressly stipulated in the treaty that this land shall | 
be held by the half-breeds in the same manner that li 
lands are heid by all the Indians in the territory of | 
the United States. These lands never have been | 
subdivided among them, nor are they in point of fact |} 


oops had been. withdrawn from the State of Tex: 
-as, and by order of the President certain volunteer 


| amount that remains unpaid is for the service of 


citizens of the United States, though they have! 
had some of the rights of citizens given to them |i 
by the Legislature of Minnesota. They can, there 
fore, never dispose of these lands. They have been | 
for twenty years disappointed in getting a division ; 
amongst them so that they can occupy it sepa-: 
rately, They are therefore holding it in gross, | 
without the power to dispose of it to Indians, and | 
they are fast becoming debased, drunken, and | 
worthless. Civilization is doing them no good. || 
It is with them just as it has been with other In-| 
dians, A necessity, therefore, seems to be im- H 
posing itself on the Government of acquiring the | 
title to the land that it may be disposed of to the | 
whites. The half-breeds request it themselves. 
The power to occupy it separately or to dispose of | 
it in gross is not in them, unless this act passes | 
authorizing the President to make a purchase. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected by a division of 17 to 20. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following amend- 
ment: : | 

“For the erection of buildings for the Chippewa sub- 
agency, $3,000." ‘ . 

After the reading of a communication from the 
Department of the Interior recommending the ap- 
propriation, the amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. RUSK. I hope [I shall have the attention | 
of the Senate for a few moments, and they shall | 
be very few. I propose to offer the following | 
ameniment as an additional section: 


“Spc. — sind be it further enacted, That the accounting 
officers of the Treasury be and are hereby direeted to audit 
and settle the accounts of the companies of ‘Texas mounied l 
rangers, commanded by Captains B. F. Hill, J. M. Smith, | 
J. Roberts, J. S. Sutton, S. P. Ross, H. E. McCulloch, J. | 
W. Johngon, and i. Blackwell, who were retained in or | 
called into service by the Governor of said State, out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

I desire to oceupy the attention of the Senate | 
but a few minutes, to explain the reason for that | 
amendment. At the close of the Mexican war a į 


general order was issued to disband all the volun- 


| 
| 
I 
| 
i 
{ 
f 


| 


i 
| suitation atthe Pay department, itappears that aboutseventy- 


| 
i 
teer troops that were then in the service of the i 


United States, on a particular day. The regular | 


companies had been selected to defend her fron- 
tier. Under this general order, therefore, those 
troops were disbanded, and there were no- other 
troops of. the United’ States there at the time to 
take their place, which left the entire frontiér ex- 
posed. The Governor of the State, under these 
circumstances, retained a few of the companies 
for the purpose of protecting the frontier. After- 
wards, and recently, a portion of the country 
which had not before been much exposed became 
exposed to the frequent depredations of large bands 
of Indians, who destroyed or carried off the prop- 
erty of the inhabitants. It was impossible for 
General Brooke to furnish from his command, 
then in Texas, companies for the immediate pro- 
tection of this part of the State. The Governor 
then called out two companies to protect it. They 
were called out for very short service, and after 
very short service were disbanded by the Gover- 
nor. General Brooke immediately’ recalled the 
same companies into the service, and placed them 
at the same place. Under the authority of law, 
therefore, the accounting officer of the Treasury 
cannot pay these troops unless itis by an appro- 
priation by Congress for that purpose. The 


the troops. The supplies of the troops have been 
furnished and paid for under the direction of Gen- 
eral Brooke; further than that he had not, nor had 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, authority 
to go. Ihave called upon the Adjutant General 
to make an estimate, and he says he cannot do so | 
exactly, in consequence of the discharge roll of 
two of the companies not yet having reached the 
office of the Adjutant General. The estimate he | 


furnishes me is about seventy-one thousand dol- f 


lars, but he says it will probably be more than 
that. The reason the discharge rolls of the two 
companies have not reached the department here 
is, that the messenger dispatched with them to | 
Austin was killed on the way by the Indians, į 
with the discharge rolls in his possession. That | 
is the whole matter. 1 hope the amendment will ! 
be adopted. i 
Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know whether 
there is any communication from the War. De- 
partment on this subject? Perhaps the Senator 
from Texas can inform me. We do not know | 
what this will amount to. It has been sprung | 
upon us suddenly; I think it ought to be investi- 
ated. 
x Mr. RUSK. The matter has undergone the 
examination of two committees. The committee 
of the House of Representatives have reported a 
bill with a report, which is too long, or } would 
ask to have it read. The Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate have also investigated the | 
matter and reported on it, and it is their resolution | 
which I offer as an amendment. I have also a! 
letter from the Adjutant General’s Office, which | : 
will read: 


War DEPARTMENT. 
Adjutant General’s Office, September 1}, 1850. 


Srk: In reply to your note of this date requesting an esti- |! 


mate of the amount necessary for the payment of several | 
companies of Texas troops called out by the Governor of | 
that State since 1848, I respectfully inform you that, on eon- 


two thousand two hundred dollars will be required for the 
six companies commanded respectively by Captains Ross, | 
Hill, McCulloch, Smith, Roberts, and Sutton; but itis best to | 
say seventy-five thousand dollars, as the estimate must not | 
be regarded as very precise. For the other two companies, | 
of whieh muster rolls bave never been received at the de- | 
partment, about one third of the amount above specified | 
would seem to be requisite. . i 
J am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
R. JONES, Adjutant General, | 
Hon. T. J. Rusk, United States Senate, x 
Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is! 
certainly one of those cases that requires special : 
examination. We cannot enter into the merit of 
these claims of States and individuals in general i 
appropriation bills. It is impossible that Senators 
can examine them with suficient care and atten- 
tion. I know it is useless to resist these amend- . 
ments; but, sir, the bill appropriates already nearly 
double the amount which it appropriated when it 
came from the House. I believe we are going to 
have the largest amount of appropriations at this 
session that we have ever had. Where the money 
is to come from I do not know. We ought to re- 
member that pay day is to come, and give a little 
more examination te amendments which may be 


Aeee 


offered. IT will not undertake to. prejudgé ‘the . 
claim presented by the Senator from Texas. It 

may be very just and proper, but it is a matter 

which should ‘be considered separately, and not 

attached to this bill. Í ae 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I think the claim 
entirely a just one. It remains for the Senate to 
decide whether they will put it in the appropria- 
tion bill or not. The claim: has been before the 
Senate in a separate bill. It has undergone sepa- 
rate and, I believe, very full examination. It was 
considered by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I will state to the Senate the facts on which 
they had to report. In the State of Texas a cer- 
tain number of volunteer militia, or rangers, ag 
they were called, were employed during the war 
with Mexico to hold the Indians in check upon the 
Texan frontier. When all the volunteers were 
disbanded at the close of the war, it seems that 
we neglected to consider the case of the borders of 
Texas. These rangers who had been*employéd 
there should not have been disbanded until the 
regular troops could supply their places; but, for- 
getting the special case, they came under the gen- 
eral order disbanding all the volunteer militia who 
had been called into serviceduring the war. The 
consequence was, that the frontier of Texas would 
have been exposed to Indian depredations at every 
point but for the fact that the Governor of Texas 
ordered the rangers to remain in service. They 
did so until General Brooke, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Texas, arrived in Texas, whena por- 
tion of them were disbanded, and another portion 
ordered to the very points they occupied before the 
troopsarrived. The whole question now is, whether 
we will assume the services of the volunteer com- 
panies of Texas who were retained in service, by 
order of the Government, after the general order 
disbanding all the volunteers. It seems to me that 
there cambe no question about the propriety of it. 
They were necessary to restrain the Indians, as 
was shown by their being ordered to service, and 
being required at a subsequent period after the ar- 
rival of the troops. It is further shown by the 
fact that even now, with all the increase of troops, 
murders and devastation, of which we hear by 
every mail, are still occurring on the frontiér of 
Texas. 

It remains for the Senate to decide whether they 
will put this amendment in the appropriation or 
not. I never had a doubt that the joint resolution 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
would have passed the Senate if we could have got 
it up; but, having failed to get it up, the Senator 
from Texas now, as I think very properly, moves 
| to amend the appropriation bil in conformity with 

the joint resolution lying on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE. The authority of the United 
States over the indians of Texas is not recognized 
by Texas; at least we are not admitted to exer- 
cise the same authority over them as we do over 
other Indians. We have the same claim for their 
lands certainly, but I have understood that there is 
| great doubtat the department how far the power of 
the Government over these Indians extends, and 
what are the relations between them and the United 
States. It seems to me that before we act in this 
matter it would be a good thing if we were to con- 
sider the whole subject and determine what those 
| relations are, and what are the duties of the Gov- 
ernment in regard to suppressing depredations. I 
think it would be decidedly better to consider this 
subject in a separate bill. 

Mr. RUSK. I will not detain the Senate long, 
but I must answer one or two of the observations 
of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce. ] 
The Constitution of the United States places the 
Indian tribes in every State ander the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States. Of this there is 
no question—none on earth. The only difference 
would be with regard to the lands when the titles 
were extinguished, that the lands belong to Texas 
and not to the United States. I take it that there 
is another thing. clear beyond all doubt, and that is 
that it is the duty of the United States to protect 
the States against all enemies, Indians as well as 
others. They have been in the performance of this 
duty, but owing to an error committed at the time 


| of disbanding the troops, after the late war, the 


frontier was left unprotected. The Governor of 
Texas, as he had aright te do and ought to have 
done, protected the frontier. Itis clearly shown 
by the reports of these two committees that these 
troops were absolutely necessary to protect the 
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frontier of Texas. It was the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to perform that service, but they were not 
in a postion to do it, and did not-do it; and the 


question ig whether, Texas having done what the: 


United States Government was bound to do, they 
will pay the troops that defended the frontier. 

Sir, I had hoped thatthere would be no question 
raised on this amendment. I have not complained 
and | do not now complain, but the news which | 
receive constantly from that frontier, and have 
done for the last three or four years, is heart-rend- 
ing in the extreme. Waris not made upon men; 
it is not waged in-open day, but those who suffer 
are the women and children, at the hour of mid- 
night, and from such inflictions of savage barbar- 
ity as it would be improper for me to mention in 
the Senate of the United States, but which if men- 
tioned would cause every man’s blood to run cold. 

Sir, [know that this is a just claim against the 
Government of the United States, and Í have. no 
sort of doubt that it will be paid.. These men. 
have done service upon the frontier, and, they are 
ready to do. it again, and the only question is 
whether you. will.appropriate money to pay them 
for that service now. 

The amendment was then adopted. 

Mr. BELL offered the following amendment:” 

“ For the payment of the awards of General William B. 
Mitchell, commissioner under the treaty of Chicago of the 
Bth of September, 1833, with the Potawatomies, reported 
by him to the Secretary of War on the 28th January, 1841, 
as adjudicated and ‘approved by the said Secretary in his 
decision of the 3d-March, 1841, the sum of eighty-cight 
thousand five hundred and eighty-nine dollars and thirty- 
twocents, ($88,589 32.)” 

That is a pretty large amount, Mr. President, 
it is true; but it is a claim which has been pending 
for the last ten years. If I can gain the attention 
of the Senate, I will state the grounds on which } 
am. directed. by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to present the amendment. I may state, further 
that it has also. been adjusted by the Department 
of the Interior and by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

‘The claim arises in this manner: The United 
States made various treaties with several -bands of 
Indians, the Potawatomies and. some other tribés, 
in 1833-6 and 7. I think there are some three or 
four treaties as far back as:that. The stipulation 
in: each treaty, after making provision to pay their 
debts, was, that they should remove within two 
years beyond the Missouri river. Well, they de- 
clined to remove from time to time, although ap- 
plied to by the proper officers of the Government, 
until 1846, when the people of Indiana, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and other States where these Indians 
resided, made a united effort to have these 
treaties enforced by the Executive. The difficulty 
was, that-these Indians were largely indebted’ to 
the white people of the States in which they re- 
sided, and which they refused to. remove from. 
The Executive, however, ordered General Brady 
to take a sufficient force and remove them.by force 
of arms, but at the same time instructed him to` 
assure the Indians,as well as the white population 
to whom they were indebted, that the Govern- 
ment would take steps to pay these debts out of 
the Indian annuities. 

Well, sir, the creditors of these Indians, with 
these assurances from the Government of the United 
States, agreed to throw no obstructions in the way 
of the removal of the Indians by harassing them 
with their claims. But it seems that when the in- 
dians arrived in the West, they positively refused 
to allow the claims ascertained to be due to the 
citizens of these States to be paid out of their an- 
nuities. They insisted that there was no provision 
made-in the treaty for any such payment, and they 
would not agree to it; and that the assurance given 
to them was that the Government of the United 
States would arrange to pay their creditors. The 
Indians had maintained, from that time to this, 
that the Government of the United States stipu- 
lated to pay their debts when they removed. 

The Executive appointed a commissioner, in 
acenrdance with the assurances given by General 
Breily, to examine into the amount of these claims. 
I will give, very briefly, a history of the proceed- 
ings of that commissioner... General William B. 
Mitchell was appointed commissioner in 1839, and 
proceeded; under special instructions from the War 
Derartment, to make the examination. He ex- 
amined claims against those who had resided in 
Indiana alone to the amount of $250,000. The 


commissioner.allowed some ninety-odd thousand. 


dollars. This was returned to the depariment in. 
the Spring of 1840, and was cut down. to some 
eighty-odd thousand dollars. In the instructions 
given to this commissioner he was authorized to 
Issue certificates for these debts, when be had ad- 
josted them according to the instructions of the 


department, it was seen that great difficulty would 
arise in issuing the certificates, and they were not 
at that time issued, The claim was presented. in 
the early part of 1841, under the administration of 
General Harrison, when l` had the misfortune to 
preside for a short time in the department; and it 
was a misfortune, sincerely and truly. The de- 
partment at that time, under the instruction of the 
President, refused to carry the instructions given 
by the preceding Executive into execution... This 
L learn from a statement from the Commissioner 


case. 

Fhe Secretary of War at that time decided that 
the Indian annuities were not, by the treaty, liable 
for the payment of these claims, and that if the 
Government assumed to pay the claims therefrom, 
it would deprive the Indians of the whole amount 
of their annuities. 
Indians agreed to remove had appropriated a spe- 
cific amount for the payment of the debts, which 
had been long since exhausted, and had proved at- 
terly incompetent to pay þuta small portion of 
them. That was in 1841. When Mr. Spencer 
came into the War Department he took up the case 
as'it stood at the expiration of the preceding Ad- 
ministration, and he confirmed Mr. Poinsett’s in- 
structions upon that subject, and ordered the issu- 
ing of the certificates in conformity with Mr. Poin- 
sett’s instructions. But they found great difficulty 


eral bands of Indians, and there was no specifica- 
tion of the particular band or tribe of Indians 
against whom a particular claim could be brought. 
Inthe mean time application was made to Congress 
and in 1848 Congress took up the subject and or- 
dered the certificates by law,.in conformity with 
the instructions of Mr. Poinsett. Then it became 
the law of the land that the amount of these cer- 
tificates should be paid, and paid with interest, 
which was the form in which they were ordered 
by Mr. Poinsett when these claims were adjusted. 

Well, now, the sole question to which I ask the 
attention of the Senate—and it is one which they 
will have to decide upon—is this: The Indians de- 
‘nied, when they removed west, that they ever 
agreed that these claims should be paid out of their 
annuities, or in any other way, except. out of the 
fund appropriated for the purpose in the treaty un- 
der which they agreed to remove; and then there 
are the creditors, with these certificates. in their 
hands, with the assurance of the Executive, sanc- 
tioned by Congress, that they should be paid. The 
question now is, whether those claims shall be paid 
out of the Treasury, or not paid at all, except by 
taking the Indian annuities. f 

Now, these Indian annuities, though amounting 
toa considerable sum, when those of all of the tribes 
are united together, are yet very small when those 
of the different bands or tribes are taken separate- 
ly; and you have no power to take the funds of 
the whole to pay the debts of individual tribes or 
bands. I remember that in 1841 my conviction 
was clear that these debts could not be paid by 
the Government, unless you assumed arbitrarily 
to dispose of the funds of the Indians, except out 
of the Treasury. 

Fdo not wish to detain the Senate further. The 
only question to be decided is, whether you will 
rob these Indians of their annuities for four or five 
years to pay these debts, when they never agreed, 
in the stipulations of the treaty under which they 
removed, that their annuities should be taken for 
such a purpose, or whether you will pay these 
debts out of the Treasury of the United States? 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to, on a division—ayes 22, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. YULEE. An amendment has been made 
to this bill, providing for payment of certain ser- 
vices rendered. by volunteer troops in Texas in 
resisting Indian depredations. There were some 
companies of volunteers employed ander similar. 
circumstances on an emergency in Florida. A bill 
for the settlement of this claim has been reported 
by the: Military Committee duriag the present ses- 


| sion, and has passed the Senate; but itis in such: 
t: 


department.: When the return was made to the. 


of Indian Affairs, filed among the papers in this. 


The treaty under which the | 


in carrying it into execution; for there were sev-, 


a ‘position on the docket.in the House as 10. render 
itimpossible thatit can be reached during the pres- 
ent session, . The payment'of the claim is recom. 
mended by the department in a letter to. the chair-. 


| man of the committee of the other House; and, as. 


provision for the Texan volunteers has-been placed: 
in this bill, Lask the Senate to incorporate in it. 


also the following amendment: - 
“ Be it further enacted, That the Seagetary of War bè; and. 
hereby is, directed to audit and adjust the claims of the State 
of Florida, under such Jaws and regulations as have. hereto- . 
fore governed the adjustment of similar claims of the States: 
on the United States, for moneys advanced and paid; and 
for expenses incurred, and obligations contracted; hy. said: 
State, for subsistence, supplies, and ‘services of foeal troops, 
called into service during the year 1849, by and, under the 
authorities of said State, to meet the emergene ising out 
of the sudden insurrection of the Seminole Indians within. 
her limits; and that the sum so found due, or required for 
said payments, be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, i 2 


Mr. DAWSON. | I will merely state that this. 
claim was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and we made a report favorable tọ the, 
bill, which passed the Senate without. any difi- 
culty. Itis bata small amount. | ` 

Mr. PEARCE. The bill before the Senate is, 
a bill making appropriations for the current ex- 
penditures of the Indian Department, and to en- 
able them to comply with treaty stipulations. 
That bill has undergone a strict scrutiny in, the 


. committee—such a scrutiny. as this and similar 


amendments have not undergone, either in. the 
Finance Committee or in the Senate, Now, how, 
many members of the Senate have heard the ex-. 
planations which have been made? I will ven- 
ture to gay not one in ten. If we vote on. this: 
amendment, we shall"not vote understandinglys: 
and Í submit to. the Senate whether it is not: very 
unsafe to depart from the rule of legislation rec- 
ognized heretofore, not to tack incongruous sub- 
jects to a bill for specific purposes. It is impossi- 
ble that any of us should be able to investigate 
this matter properly. It does seem to me that 
unless we abandon alt system in legislation, throw 
everything loose, and allow every. sort of ameng- 
ment to be made, we ought to put down these 
amendments, one and all. If we do not, there 
will not be time for them to undergo the consid-. 
eration of the House, and the bill will be losts. 
which would bea greater calamity to the whole. 
country than the postponement of thé settlement, 
of this claim until next session could be: to. the 
State of Florida. {hope the amendment will be 
voted down. : E ea 5 

Mr. YULEE. I wilt, simply .remark*that E` 
should not have offered this amendment if it had. 
not been that:in consequence of a similar. amend- 
ment from another State having been adopted, É 
felt it to be my duty to my constituents to give 
this case the same chance of success in the House 
as the other will have. 

Mr. HUNTER. This shows the impropriety 
ofadopting theseamendments. "The Senator from 
Florida remarks, very properly, that we have put 
in the claim of another State, and that in justice 
to his constituents he must ask, to have their claim 
put in too; and so we shall have all the claims. of 
States and private individuals tacked ‘to the gen- 
eral appropriation bill. I would say, in confirma- 
tion of what has fallen from the Senator. from 
‘Maryland, that there will be great difficulty in get- 
ting the appropriation bills through thé two Houses 
in the limited time that is left; and if we are to 
have committees of conference on all the bills, it 
will be impossible. It is therefore desirable that 
we should pass the bills as nearly ag. we can in, 
the shape in which they came from the House. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
which was rejected on a division—ayes 5, noes 
not counted. , ; : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, | offer the following amend- 
ments: ; 

“To the Cherokee nation, including those Cherokees 
still residing east of the Mississippi river, to be distributed 
per capita, according to the respective rights, and in full of 
all claims under the treaty of 3835, and the aupplemental> 
articles of , 1896, aecording to the principles estab- 
lished and in puredance.of the stipulations embraced in the: 
third and ninth articlés of the treaty of 6th of August, 18465. 
as stated in the report ofthe accounting ofer ol the Phas 

7 >} resoiation of Cé rest Apes H 

Te Ue esta seer hundred aid) Reve BE t sänd- 
six hundred-and three doHars hirty-revan cents.: 3 

« For. the additional amount for expenses paid for Subsist- 


‘treaty of 6th day of August, 1846, 


ence, and improperly charged to the treaty-figd) according, 
to the award of the Senate of fifteenth day of September, 
1850, under the provisions of the eleyenth “ariicle of the: 
e-hundred and, eighty- 
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nine thousand four hundred and twenty-two dollars seventy- 
Six cents. 

«To the ‘Old Settlers, or ‘Western Cherokees,’ in full 
of ali demands under the provisions of the treaty of 6th of 
August, 1846, according to the principles established in the | 
fourth article thereof, five hundred and thirty-two thousand | 
eight hundred and ninety-six dollars ninety cents. 

« And be it further enacted, That interest he allowed and 

aid upon the above sums due respectively to the Cherokees 
and ¢ Old Sewers,’ in pursuance of the above-mentioned | 
award of the Senate, under the reference contained in the ; 
said eleventh article of the treaty of the 6th of August, I 

If I can obtain the attention of the Senate I will |! 
give a brief explanation of this amendment, but it i 
will be very brief. These claims arise under the || 
treaty of 1835, in which the rights of the Chero- į 
kees were adjusted by the officers of the United | 
States Government. About the year 1841 that 
treaty became the subject of a controversy be- 
tween the nation and the United States, that re- 
sulted in the Indians prosecuting their claims 
before the Government until 1846, when the em- 
barrassment and trouble arising out of the con- 
struction of the treaty of 1835 was finally settled 
by the explanatory treaty of 1846. The delay 
which has occurred in the appropriations since 
has been entirely in consequence of the want of a 
glatement of the account, according to the princi- 
ple of the treaty of 1846, by the proper officer of 
the Treasury. This is the first session at which 
we have been able to procure that statement, and 
according to the statement made out by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor of the Treasury under the au- 
thority of a joint resolution of Congress, I have 
presented the amounts named in this amendment. 
This subject has been before the Senate upon one | 
or two occasions heretofore, but in consequence of : 
the incomplete character of the report from the In- |; 
dian office, and from the fact that that office did : 
not possess data on which to make a final report 
on these controverted questions between the Uni 
ted States and the Cherokees, Congress, by a joint 
resolution, and for the purpose of settling forever, 
and by a conclusive report, understaad to be acqui- 
esced in as final both by the Cherokees and the 
United States, referred the whole complicated || 
question of the accounts, amounting to six or seven 
millions of dollars, and ranning through a period 
of ten or twelve years, to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. A laborious search into all the; 
files of the department, continued for about twelve | 
months, and under the superintendence of one of | 
the commissioners who negotiated the treaty of 
1846, has resulted in the report upon which this | 
appropriation is based. These officers report an | 
amount of $624,000 in favor of the Eastern or | 
National Cherokees, to which the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have reported an additional allow- 
ance of $96,000, which they contend was improp- 
erly charged to the Cherokee fund, and which, by 
the third article of the explanatory treaty of 1846, | 
is to be reimbursed to the Cherokees. This addi- | 
tional item is money improperly expended by the | 
Government and charged to the Cherokees, for the 
expenses of agents concerned and engaged in the 
removal of the Indians. This by the third article 
of the treaty of 1846 is made an improper charge, 
and by the terms of that article it is to be reim- 
bursed to the Cherokees. The amount thus ascet- 
tained by the Auditor and Treasurer under the 
joint resolution of Congress, with the additional 
‘amount reported by the committee, makes up the 
aggregate presented in the first amendment. 

The next item in the proposed appropriation 
consists of $189,000, which was allowed upon the | 


5th of this month, by an award of the Senate, con- |; 


stituted umpire under the 11th article of the treaty 


of 1846, and which is for the expense of subsist- |, 
ence improperly charged to the Cherokees in the 2 


settlement of their account by the accounting | 
officers. 

Whether the Government or the Cherokee fund | 
was to bear the expense of subsisting the Chero- | 
kees for twelve months after their removal into | 
their own country west, was a controverted ques- 
tion until the treaty of 1846. It was a question 
which the commissioners and the Indians found , 
themselves unable to settle, and to makea final 
disposition of the matter it was referred to the 
Senate of the United States as umpire. 
Sih of this month, in a resolution of the Senate, 
we discharged the duty thus imposed on us by the 
virtual agreement of the United States and the 
Cherokees, and decided that $189,000 was im- 
properly charged to the Cherokees. That is a 


i 
i 
i 


| parties in the treaty of 1846, and that award be- 
| came a part of the original treaty itself, and is 


‘tion for the country which they had surrendered | 


On the | 


it 


matter, allow me to say, which is now no longer a 
controverted or open question. 


stituted umpire by the mutual agreement of both 


binding on the Government. 
The next provision is that of five hundred and 


; some odd thousand dollars for the western Chero- 


kees. This claim originated in this way: By the 
original treaty of 1835, by which the United States 
acquired the title to all the lands of the eastern 
Cherokees lying east of the Mississippi river, they 
were to be emigrated and settled upon the lands 
of the western Cherokees, to whom the country 


: assigned to them had been exclusively secured by 


the treaty of 1820 and 1833. ‘This treaty made 
no provision at all for compensation to the Western 
Cherokees for the country thus taken for the use 
of the Eastern Cherokees, and the consequence 
was that the Western Cherokees became greatly 
dissatisfied, and prosecuted a claim against the 
Government for reasonable satisfaction for the 
country thustaken from them. The treaty of 1846 
settled the principle upon which they should re- 
ceive compensation, and the accounts have been 
audited according to the principles thus settled by 
that treaty, and the result is a balance found due 
to the Western Cherokees of the sum reported by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, in this amend- 
ment, which stands, I believe, at #530,000. 

1 would say further, in explanation of this 
item, that the basis of settlement with the Eastern 
Cherokees is contained in the 9th article of the 
treaty of 1846; the basis of the settlement with 
the Western Cherokees is fixed in the 4th article 
of that treaty. The compensation which is due | 
to the Western Cherokees was based upon the 


It was settled by | 
the award of the Senate of the United States, con- | 


|| which was asked for by the Indians themselves 
i for the purpose of obtaining satisfaction. Ik has 
resulted in giving to them a smaller amount than 
i they refused previously to take as a final setle- 
ment. Itis, however, from its very character, final 
: and conclusive on all the parties, and it is, under 
all the circumstances, as correct a report of the 
| final balance which is due upon the settlement he- 
tween the parties as we shall ever attain. By de- 
lay we shall only accumulate the interest which 
has been allowed by the decision of the Senate, 
which will be of far more value, and of grearer 
magnitude than will be compensated for by any 
; slight reduction, or contingent reduction, which 
we might obtain in the statement of the balance 
by referring these accounts again to the officers. 
Whether they would report more or less is en- 
urely a matter of uncertainty. But, as | said be- 
į fore, this statement approximates to the real truth 
| of the case to as great a certainty as we shall ever 
probably be able to attain. It is final, agreed upon 
by both parties, and as such I hope will need no 
further explanation or discussion. 

Mr. COOPER. The presentation of this claim 
opens one of the saddest and most discreditable 
transactions of this Government with our Irdian 
tribes. [am not going to detain the Senate at this 
stage of the session with many remarks. f shall 
be exceedingly brief; but in justice to the Indians, 
| and in answer to some suggestions made by the 
Senator from Arkansas, (Mr. Sesasrian,] L feel 

bound to make a very brief statement of this case 
‘to the Senate. If I had time l could demonstrate 
to the Senate that by this settlement the Western 
Cherokees are wronged to an amount of half a mil- 
| lion of dollars, or very nearly to that amount. It 
is perfectly demonstrable on the face of the treaty, 
and by figures. But, sir, I do not desire that this 


assumed ground that they constituted one third of 
the entire Cherokee nation; thatafter ascertaining 
how much was due to the Eastern Cherokees, a 
sum equal to one third that amount was to be 
awarded to the Western Cherokees as compensa- 


; for the occupation of the Eastern Cherokees. 


Previously to the treaty of 1835 the Eastern 
and Western Cherokees constituted separate na- 
tions. The equity of the claim of the Western 
Cherokees consisted in this fact, that the country 
surrendered to them exclusively by the treaties of 
1828 and 1833, had, by a treaty to which they 
were not parties and had not given their consent, 
been taken for the joint occupation of the Cher- 
okees east. This claim is settled onthe basis fixed 
in the 4th article of the treaty of 1846, by which, 
after deducting certain expenditures, which were 
agreed upon, they were to have one third. That 
proportion was ascertained by a communicauon 
from the Land Office to be $539,000. The com- 
mittee, however, thought that the Western Cher- 
okees were chargeable with the emigration of a 
greater number than that stated in the report of 
the Land Office, and in consequence reduced the 
amount to $530,000, as it stands in the amend- 
ment. 

This, sir, constitutes a very brief explanation of 
the points involved in these amendments; and | 
may be permitted to say, that, notwithstanding | 
the question has heretofore been controverted, 
still we have in this discussion arrived at a poin 
in which we have obtained at last certain official 


priation, and the question can now be settled. 
The Senate, for the purpose of procuring the 
data on which they should make this appropria- 
tion, got rid of this difficult and embarrassing 
question by referring it not only to the officers con- 
stituted by law the proper persons to adjust ac- | 
counts of this kind, but, in addition to that, one | 


| 
| 
f 
į 
j 
i 
| 


of the officers who have had the adjudication of | 


the claim, was one of the commissioners appointed | 
by the Government to negotiate the treaty of 1846, 


with the principles, object, 
Thus we have an additiona l 
ity with which these officers have discharged this 
very difficult and embarrassing task, I do not 
mean to say that the reporis of the accounting of- į 
ficers in this case, and of the Commissioner of Ín- 
dian Affairs, have attained absolute accuracy and 
certainty. This is, at the most, but an approxi- 
mation to what is a right and just final settlement 


| security for the fidel- | 


i 
! 
i 
i 


| This, sir, is final in its character. It is a report 


data on which we are enabled to make the appro- |; 


and for that reason was supposed to be familiar | 
and design of thattreaty. 5, 


li being pla 


ii 


between the United States and the Cherokees. | 


appropriation should be defeated at this ume. 
They bave been kept out of their money for years, 
and they are now, many of them at least, in a state 
of absolute destitution, from the fact that it has 
been withheld from them for so lang a period of 
time. Sir,a very brief history will satisfy those 
who choose to listen that these Western Chero- 
kees have been very grievously wronged. In 1817 
a treaty was made with a branch of the Cherokee 
nation,and in pursuance of that treaty, in 1819, 
about one third of the nation, as was afterwards 
ascertained, moved into what is now the Siate of 
i Arkansas, occupying, under the provisions of the 
treaty, about four million acres of land. The 
Western Cherokees received acre for acre in what 
i is now the State of Arkansas, for what they re- 
linquished in Georgia, Tennessee, and perhaps in 
other States. In 1828, population extending west- 
ward, and the lands of the Cherokees who had 
emigrated to the West being desired by the white 
population, a treaty was set on foot and they were 
removed further west, seven millions of acres west 
of Arkansas being given to them in fee simple, 
without any reference whatever to the Eastern 
Cherokees. Seven millions of acres were given to 
them under that treaty, with a perpetual outlet 
west. So things stood until 1835. In 1835 a 
treaty was made with the Eastern Cherokees, by 
which it was stipulated that the Government of 
the United States should pay to the Eastern Cher- 
okees, for the lands which they were to cede to 
the Government, $5,000,000 in consideration of the 
lands, and $690,000 to be appropriated to pay for 
improvements and emigration westward. Subse- 
quently, in 1837, or perhaps at the beginning of 
1838, an appropriation was made of $1,047,067 for 
the purpose of bearing the expenses of the emigra~ 
| tion of the Eastern Cherokees west, making in all 
over $6,600,000, which was appropriated by the 
United States, or to be paid by the United States. 
They did emigrate, and instead of occupying lands 
belonging to the United States, they were placed 
upon lands which, by the treaty of 1828, had been 
granted to the Western Cherokees, who occupied 
this territory of seven millions of acres. They of 
conrse sought redress of the grievances which they 
suffered in consequence of the Eastern Cherokees 
eed among them, and on their lands, un- 
der the treaty of 1835. It resulted at last inthe treaty 
of 1846. By the fourth article of that treaty, as 
i stated by the Senator from Arkansas, provision is 
made for the Western Cherokees, and that provis- 
ion is this, which is the gist of the question. They 
were to have one third of the money appropriated 
by the treaty of 1835, less $500,000, which was to 
conatitute a permanent fund, and other expendi- 


i 
i 
1 
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t res and charges which would reduce it to below 
f ur millions of dollars, and of that amount they 
were entided to receive one third. But itis evident 
that the accounting officer has made a mistake here 
to the injury of the Cherokees West, for he has 
charged them with one third of the $961,386 66, 
the amount appropriated for carrying the Eastern 
Cherokees to the western country, which they now 
occupy. The Western Cherokees had removed 
themselves. They removed themselves at their 
own expense; and it is perfectly apparent that this 
amount for the removal of the Eastern Cherokees 
has been improperly charged to’ them. 

Now, I know it would be altogether useless to 
attempt to get the appropriation amended so as to 
rectify this mistake We hear all round, and I 
feel the force of it, of the great drafts that are made 
upon the Treasury during the present year, and | 
know such an amendment would not be listened 
to. ButI have made this statement in order that 
these people shall not be precluded hereafter from 
showing that they have a just claim. The East- 
ern Cherokees do not get more than they are en- 
titled to, but the Western Cherokees get Jess. | 
have made this statement to-day as the friend of 
those who have no friend here to take care of their 
interests, in order that they shall not be hereafter 
precluded from making a claim to that which is 
justly due to them. They have been wronged by 
the accounting officer in the settlement of this ac- 
count, I state this merely that justice may here- 
after be done to these people, and not with a view 
of moving an amendment, which I have prepared 
and should have offered had it been at an earlier 
period of the session. — 

Mr. PEARCE. This amendment proposes an 
appropriation of nearly a million and a half of dol- 
lars. It may be all just and fair, for aught I know, 
but there is not time now for the Senate to investi- 
gate it properly. There is one item, however, in 
the amendment to which I suppose no objection 
can well be made. The treaty of 1846 I believe 
submitted two questions to the arbitration of the 
Senate, one in regard to the amount due to these 
Indians for expenses paid for subsistence, and imn- 
properly charged to the treaty fund. The Senate 
by adopting the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Afairs have decided that ques- 
tion, and under that award the araount is due which 
is charged in that portion of the amendment. The 
Senate has also decided that the Indians are enti- 
tled to interest at five per cent. upon all sums 
which may be found due to them, and so far the 
Senate has strictly carried out the authority con- 
ferred upon them by the eleventh article of the 
treaty of 1846. These were the subject matters of 
the award of the Senate on that resolution, and I 
suppose it is proper to put the sums thus awarded 
into the bill. But Í do not understand the Senate 
to have recognized the sums as being due to In- 
dians which are provided for in the other part of 
the amendment. | therefore wish to strike out 
from the amendment ail except that part which 
provides an appropriation for the expenses paid for 


subsistence and improperly charged to the treaty jj 


fand; and another amendment should be made au- 
thorizing the payment of interest on that amount. 
I cannot say whether we may not be obliged to 
pay the Indians the whole of the sam proposed in | 


the amendment, but I am not satisfied of it, and I |; 


do not think they ought to be put in the bill at this | 
time. The other items I have no objection to, as 
I have already stated. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN.. I have buta single remark 
to make in reply to the objection urged by the gen- 


|; obligations. The one is just as binding and oblig- 


| umpire, and prescribed a different manner in which 
i the account should be se:tled; that was by the 
; reference of it to the Senate. Now, the Senate, 
; in response to the obligations imposed on them, 
| have ascertained that so much money is due; their 
| duty is discharged; and the Auditor and Comptrol- 
| ler, in reference to the subjects submitted to them, 
which they had full and ample power to decide, 
and with the same credit attached to their acts as 
to those of the Senate, have discharged their duty 
| also, and responded to the questions submitted to 
| them, and there is no reason in the world why the 
amount reported as due by the Auditor and Comp- 
troller under one article of the treaty should not 
be paid as well as that reported due by the Senate 
under another article of the treaty. 

There is another point upon which I will make 
a remark or two. Under a certain article of the 
treaty, the Senate has allowed interest, not only on 
the subsistence, but on the whole amount found 
due in any way warranted by the treaty. The 
| whole of the amounts are required to be discharged | 
| by the Government for the fulfiliment of their treaty 


atory as the other. They all arise under the 
same treaty; they all originate out of the same 
transactions. The only difference is in the amount, 
and in the manner in which they have been ascer- 
tained. One was ascertained in pursuance of the 
treaty. The other under a joint resolution of both 
houses of Congress This joint resolution is a 
law, and to that extent the appropriation is not 
only the fulfillment of the treaty, but it has also 
received the additional sanction and authority of 
law. 

I fear we shall incur embarrassments by adopt- 
ing the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Maryland, in relation to this proposition. I hope, 
therefore, it will not prevail. ft would destroy the 
greatest virtue which the report of the committee 
possesses, that of making a final settlement be- 
tween the Government and the Cherokee Indians. 

Mr. ATCHISON, {trust that this appropria- 
tion will be made. | think it will be a final settle- 
ment, or nearly so, with the Cherokees, and if it 
goes over to another session, I doubt not but that 
their sagacity will, discover at least double the 
amount due them by the Government. I there- 
| fore trust that we shall make the appropriation 
once for all. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. The last remark of the 
Senator from Missouri, that he is apprehensive 
that if the matter goes over till another session, the 
sagacity of these Indians will enable them to dis- 
| cover that a great deal more is due to them than 
they are really entitled to, suggests to my mind 
that a great part of this amount arises from the 
same ingenuity and sagacity, and Í am therefore 
disposed to throw it over, and go for the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator trom Maryland, 

Mr. ATCHISON, Thatis to say, that the Sen- 
ator, without knowing or inquiring whether these 
| claims are just or unjust, is willing to close the 
door upon them at once, and strike out all except 
the appropriation of $189,000. 

Mr. BELL. 1 waatthe Senator from Maryland 
; to state a litile more specifically the grounds upon 
| which he can with confidence ask the Senate to 
| reject these appropriations, i understand him to 
j state that he is willing that appropriation shali be 
| made for that amount which the Senate have al- 
| ready settled by their award on the questions sub- 
| mitted to them for arbitrament between the Chero- 
| kees and the United States. Now, that award 
| extends to the whole fuid in one aspect of it, to 


tleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. Pearce] 

to the appropriation for the additional items beyond | 
the award of the Senate. If his motion prevails | 
it presents this difficulty, which is rather an absurd 
one, that we undertake the fulfillment of a part of 
the treaty and leave the most embarrassing and per- 
plexing part unappropriated for. There 
reason why the amount ascertained in one mode 
under the treaty should be preferred to the amount 
ascertained in another mode under the same treaty. 
The difference between the :eport of the Auditor | 
and Cornptroller on the one hand, and the award | 
of the Senate on the other, is this, that the general 

settlement between the Eastern and the Western |; 
Cherokees and the Government was left to be settled || 
according to the ordinary ferm by which such ac- : 
counts are adjusted under our Government—that | 
is, by the proper accounting officers; but in refer- | 
erce to another question they constituted a different || 


i 


i question has been submitted during the present 
ti 
i 


is no}: 


| scrutiny of half a dozen Congresses, if the subjece 


i wit, interest upon the whole fund that may be 
` found due. Now, sir, | did understand this ques- 
; ton very well, and minutely one year ago. ‘The 


session more particularly to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, (Mr. Sspasrian,] and | may say, after 
reading the report of that honorable Senator, that I 
have never before seen in this Senate a more com- 


maading examination of the true questions pre- |i 
: sented in so brief a compass ia a matter so import- | 


ant. Nothing is suppressed, nothing given a 


coloring to, to affect the feelings or prejudices of |} 
; any one, bat the strict line of justice is 
| between the Government and ihe Cherokecs. 


I 
believe that when that report shall bave stood the 


should lie over so long, it will be found accurate, 
not only in principle, but in the amount reported. 


pursued i 


Now, l ask the Senator from Arkansas if it is not 


| true that there is nota cent of this appropriation 


which is not demanded in fulfillment of the treaty? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Thatis the case. Every 
item reported by the committee is in fulfillment of 
articles three or four of the treaty of 1846. 

Mr. BELL. i will goon to state that, from the 
time when the Indians emigrated, ten or twelve 
years ago, to the lands insisted on by the Govern- 
ment, there have been nothing but difficulties in 


: the settlement of their conflicting claims until 1846, 


when a new treaty was made, in order to settle 
finally and conclusively with the respective claim- 
ants, eastern and western. That treaty of 1846 
seems to have been very maturely and carefully 
considered. It was not final and ‘conclusive, be- 
cause ceriain questions were referred to the arbit- 
rament of the Senate, which the Executive did not 
choose to take the responsibility of deciding. 
Since that time the subject has been thoroughly 


| examined. ‘here have been half a dozen reports 


on the subject from the Indian Department. It 
has been referred over and over again to the ac- 
counting officers to see if there was not some mis- 
take, and if the amount could not be reduced. 
Now, the question comes up under the treaty of 
1846, after four years’ consideration, and it is said 
that this is not ihe proper occasion or the proper 
bill in which to settle it. Why, sir, this ought to 
have been embraced in the bill by the House of 
Representatives. It properly belonged to it; it is 
for the purpose of carrying out an Indian treaty; 
but the questions were not matured in time to be 
salisfactorily presented to the House of Representa- 
tives. But are we less competent to act on this 
question than the House of Representatives? The 
Fiouse will have to act upon it upon the credit of 
the faithful examinations that have been made, not 
only by the Commitee on Indian Affairs of this 
body, but also by the Secretary of the Interior and 
the accounting officers to whom it was referred. It 
is an appropriation legitimate to the bill. It is for 
carrying into execution Indian treaties, one of the 
very objects which the bill contemplates. How 
long shall it be postponed? If any gentleman can 
point out a plausible objection to any one item in 
the bill, on a fair and proper construction of the 
treaty, then let it be postponed, and let us continue 
to be worried and harassed about it. Gentlemen 
speak of next session being only two months off; 
The next session will only last three months; and 
we shall then, as now, have down upon usall Cali- 
fornia, for whom we have as yet legislated so little, 
and for whose benefit some substantive legislation 
will be imperatively and urgently demanded for the 
purpose of carrying out our political relations with 
that distant State. If we postpone this matter 
now, it will be a postponement for two years. 
The Senator from Maryland is very much opposed 
to increasing the appropriations. Well, sir, we 
ought all to be opposed to inci easing them improp- 
erly, but we have no estimate iaid before us that 
might lead us to believe that there will be any de~ 
ficitin the Treasury; and, until that announcement 
is made, I shall feet it to be my duty to appropri- 
ate any money which may be necessary to enable 
the Government to fulfill their treaty obligations 
with Indians as well as with foreign Powers of a 
higher grade. It is said that the appropriations 
already amount to fifty or sixty millions. Well, 
let them be eighty millions, if necessary to carry 
out the laws and treaties which we have adopted 
and entered into for the promotion of the general 
interests and prosperity of the country. 

Now that the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee are in the habit of reviewing the work of 
the other committees—and they say they have 
not had time to examine into this ‘matter—God 
only knows where they could get the time !~and I 
think it is a mistake of these gentiemen to under- 
take the review of the work of all the other com- 
mittees—I have noobjection to it; but it isa Hereu- 
lean task even for my honorable friends from New 
York and Maryland, [Messrs. Dickinson and 
Pearce.}] It is impossible for thera to do it. I 
am not surprised that they have not had time to 
see whether the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
the officers of the departments have examined 
these accounts with suficient care. It would take 
the whole of three months to understand these 
questions as the Senator from Arkansas, and per- 
haps other members of the committee understand 
them. And yet, because they cannot see that the 
appropriation is correct in all respects—because 
they have not had time to examine whether thera 
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may not be a thousand dollars or so allowed 
more than is justly and precisely due under a fair 
and proper construction of the treaty—we. are 
asked to postpone the matter. Well, it is for thegy 
Senate to decide whether, for such considerations; 
they will postpone it.’ I have carefully examined 
that report:of the Senator from Arkansas; and, 
from my own recollections and impressions of the 
examination which I made. ät one. time of this 
whole subject, I can state with confidence. that 
that report cannotgbe impugned in any-one partic- 
ular. There may be injustice done as to the rel- 
ative claims of the parties, as suggested by the 
Senater from Pennsylnania, but the treaty of 1846 
warrants every dollar of this appropriation. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 1 submit that the appro- 
priation here proposed is too large in amount, and 
involves too many important considerations, to be 
disposed of in this hurried manner, and receiving 
so little attention as it necessarily must. I do not 
believe that the public interests will suffer any 
great detriment, or that injustice will be done to 
the claimants, if this question be postponed until 
another session. 1 hope, therefore, that it will be 
passed over, and permitted to rest until an occa- 
sion shall offer when we shall have an opportu- 
nity at least to examine if not to discuss its 
merits. 

Mr. RUSK. This is a very plain question, and 
I shall not detain the Senate by entering upon its 
discussion, According to the ninth article of the 
treaty, and a decision made by the Senate in pur- 
suance of another article of the same treaty, the 
Government and the Senate have allowed these 
claims, This, then, is a subsisting debt against 
the United States; first, by treaty stipulations, and 
secondly, by a decision of the Senate according to 
the terms of that treaty. It is a debt conceded to 
be owing these Indians, and it is time that we 

aid it. ` 
j Mr. PEARCE. If the resolution of the Senate, 
whieh has been referred to, had awarded the dif- 
ferent amounts named in the different branches of 
the amendment, I should not have said a word 
against that amendment. I do not mean to say 
that every Senator is in the same position; but 
1 do say that the Finance Committee had not 
their.attention called to this amendment, that it 
was not in the bill before the House, and that 
they have had no opportunity to investigate it. It 
was no fault of theirs that they have not made | 
themselves masters of this subject, as they would 
have done had it been submitted to them in proper 
time. They only knew, in regard to it, what the 
rest of the Senate had made known to them, and 
so much of the amendment we are willing to ac- 
cept. If we had the same knowledge in regard to 
the rest of the items, we should have been pre- 
pared also to allow them, large as they are, amount- 
ing in the aggregate, I believe, {o a million and a 
half of dollars, and I know not how much inter- 
est, but at least a quarter of a million more be- 
sides! On an appropriation for so large an amount 
we should act understandingly, and this we can- 
not do at the present time. ; 

Mr. MANGUM. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT. It is on the fhotion to 
strike out of the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas all except the following: 

“ For the additional amount for expenses paid for subsist- 


ence and improperly charged to the treaty fund, according 
to the award of the Senate of the Sth day of September, | 


1850, under the provisions of the 11th article of the treaty of 
Gth of August, 1846, $189,422 76.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to, and the amendment thus amended. , 
Mr. PEARCE. It is proper, in conformity | 
with the treaty and the resolution of the Senate, | 
to make an addition for interest at five per cent. 
per annum. I move to add at the end of thei 
amendment just adopted the words: ! 
« And that interest be paid on the same at the rate of five 
per cent. per annum, according to a resolution of the Sen- j 
ate of the 5th September, 1850.” | 
The amendment was agreed to. =] 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have another amend- | 
ment, which I wish to offer. It is as follows: i 
« That the sum of $39,901.67 be and the same is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- | 
wise appropriated, to be paid by the Creek agent to the sur- 
viving chiefs of the McIntosh party of Creek Indians, to be i 
divided among the chiefs and warriors, the friends and fol- į 
lowers of the late General William McIntosh, who have not | 
received their proportion of the sum of $100,000, stipulated 
by the ninth article of the treaty between the United States 
and the Creek nation, made at the city of Washington, on 
the 29th January, 1826 ; said sum of $39,901 67 to be in full j 


i| ance now proposed to be appropriated. 


Mr: PEARCE. 


lemands of said Indians, under the said ninth article 
šaid treaty. 7 => ge 

Ishould like to hear some ex- 
planation of that amendment... 

“Mr. SEBASTIAN. As discussion was go fatal 
to the very best amendment offered, I prefer to 
withhold from this amendment even the fatal 
friendship of an explanation. I will hear the ob- 


jections which 1 expect from the Senator from 


Maryland, and simply reply to them. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is scarcely fair to call for 
objection to a proposition the first moment I hear 
it, and I have:not heard it read very distinetly 
either. I think an affirmative explanation ought 
to be offered before an objection can be expected. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ‘The amount reported by 
the committee as due to the remaining party of the 
friends and followers of the late General William 
Mclntosh, of some thirty-odd thousand dollars, is 
in fulfillment of the plain terms and obligations of 
the treaty of 1846. To ascertain this balance is as 
plain a matter as the ascertainment: of a balance 
due on a promissory. note: by summing up: the 
credits and the interest due on it. 
ticle of the treaty of 1846 with the Creeks, the 
United States stipulated te pay the sum of $100,000 
to that party of the nation known as the friends 
and followers of General McIntosh, the party who 
espoused the interests of the United States in the 
old Creek war of 1814, and whose chiefs were as- 
sassinated in consequence of bringing about the 
treaty of Indian Springs, and the cession of terri- 
tory there agreed to. That treaty was repudiated 
in 1826. These Indians, in consequence of their 
agency in this matter, were driven out of the na- 
tion and took refuge in the State of Georgia. Their 
chiefs were murdered, and the Government found 
itself under the necessity of removing the remain- 
ing portion of them west; and in the treaty in 
which they agreed to do so it was stipulated, in 
consideration of their past misfortunes, that the 
sam of $100,000 should be divided among them, 
numbering then some three thousand. By the 
terms of that treaty $15,000 were to be paid down. 
That was done, and an appropriation was made by 
the act of 1847 in fulfillment of that treaty. $15,000 
then were paid down as I have said; $38,000 were 
taken by the officers. of the Government to dis- 
charge other articles of the treaty, and to pay the 
expenses of subsisting the Indians prior to their 
making the treaty and in pursuance of the treaty 


of 1825, by which the United States agreed to hold | 


the McIntosh party harmless from the consequence 
of making the treaty of Indian Springs. In 1848 
a portion of the McIntosh party, who emigrated 


under Crowell, made application and received their || 


proportion of $33a head. There is still, however, 


a party of some sixteen or seventeen hundred to | 


whom the Government have not as yet even paid 
this money. The Indians exist, as is shown by 
the reports of the Indian agents. The Govern- 
ment has appropriated the money, yet the report 
which came from the bureau of Indian affairs 


shows that the money was not distributed to them, | 


but that it was appropriated previously to other 
purposes. And the amount which is now asked 
is the proportion due to those remaining unpaid of 
$100,000 appropriated. An amount has been paid 
as I stated: To the party under Crowell $15,000 
were paid down, in pursuance of the treaty, and 
there is a balanée remaining, and this is the bal- 
This is a 
brief statement of the case, as shown by the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWSON. I beg to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs if this is not the 
appropriation we passed the other day ? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. No, this matter has never 


been brought „before the consideration of either | 


House of Congress this session. A memorial 
was presented to the Senate, which was referred tu 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and which I, as 


one of that committee, report upon at the present | 


moment. 

Mr. DAWSON. Isthis the matter of $100,000 ? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. No, it is the claim of the 
friendly Creeks for losses sustained in aid of the 
United States. 

Mr.DAWSON. Which treaty is it under? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Under the treaty- of 1826. 
It is to fulfill the terms of the treaty made between 
the McIntosh party and the United States, who, 
as the Senator 1s well aware, took refuge in his 


own State. 


By the 9th ar- 


| 
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Mr. DAWSON. ` That is all I desired-te know. 
Then it is all right, + $ ESS BOE eal od 

Mr. DICKINSON. I see that this amendment 
gives these Indians $39,901 67, while the report 
shows a different balance, that of $41,666... 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, I will state, in. explana- 
tion of this difference, that in the subsequent acts 
no notice was taken of the ¢15,000-which had been 
already paid, and the Indian bureau: concluded 
from. the action. of. Congress that .it intended. to 
make a gratuity of thatamount. -The Committee 
on Indian Affairs took a different view of. it, and 
deducted, pro rata, that amount from the original 
sum under the treaty. 3 ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL. I move to strike out of the lines 
207 and 208 of the bill the words “pro rata, as now 
required by law,” from the appropriation. I do 
it at the suggestion of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in the other House, the chairman stating 
that it was not the policy of that committee to re- 
quire the fund to be appropriated in that way. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I cantell him that these words were proposed to be 
stricken out by the committee, and that the amend- 
ment was carried. 

Mr. BELL. The amendment was 
me by another Senator, 
that it has been done, and very properly done, 
as I think, already. I wish to offer another 
amendment with a proviso to come in as a separate 
section in some proper place, It is as follows: 

“ Be it further enacted, §c., That no payment to any In- 
dian residing in the State of North Carolina be made until 
a census be taken which will exhibit those who remained 
east at the time of the ernigration, and who are entitled to 
share in the per capita distribution ander the treaty of 1836: 
Provided, That no further payment be made to the Indians 
of North Carolina under the act of the 26th of June, 1848, 
until said census roll be returned to the department; and 
that the sum of fifty-two dollars and thirty-three and one 
third cents, set apart for any Indian who shail have died, or 
who may die previous to his or her emigration, shall be paid 
| to the Cherokee nation.» 

This proposition is merely to suspend the pay- 
ment of the amount appropriated two years ago 
to the North Carolina Indians, upon the ground, 
|as I believe, that a fraud has been committed on 
the Government in some form or other, whether 
intentionally or not, Ido not know. In order to 
explain to the Senate the application of this amends. 
ment, [ will read the section of the law. under 
which the appropriation was made: 

“Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 


of War cause to be ascertained the number and the names 
of such individuals and families, including each member of 


suggested to 
but I am glad to know 


|| every family of the Cherokee nation of Indians, that re~ 


| mained in the State at the time of the ratification of the 
treaty of New Echota, May 23, 1836,.and who have not re- 
moved west of the Mississippi, or received the commuta- 
| tion for removal and subsistence, and report the same to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whereupon the Secretary of the 
| Treasury shall set apart, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a suim equal to fifty-three dollars 
; and thirty-three and one third cents for each individual as- 
| certained as aforesaid, and that he cause to be paid to every 
i such individual, or his or her legal representative, interest 
| at the rate of six per cent. per annum, on such per eapita, 
from the said 23d day of May, 1836,.to the time of the pas- 
| sage of this act, and continue annually thereafter said pay- 
ment Of interest at the rate aforesaid.” 


; [wish to ask the attention of the Senate, and 


| particularly of my friend from Maryland, to thia 


matter, for I think we may effect a saving here. 
At the time this act passed, it was supposed theré 
might be some six or seven hundred of these In- 
dians in North Carolina who were entitled to this 
appropriation. The census roll, however, shows 
some eleven or twelve hundred, and on ascertaining 
this fact, it struck me that there must be some mis- 
understanding or misconstruction of the law; and 
with the advice of the Indian Committee, of which 
my friend from Maryland is chairman, we ad- 
dressed several inquiries to the department, to know 
what construction had been placed on the act, and 
how it came that the number had swollen to such 


j an extent. We have not ascertained the true state 


of the facts as yet, but we are satisfied. that they 
have reported every Indian, man, woman, and 
child, no matter of what age, in the State, that 
may have died previous to the year J838, when 
this emigration took place; and that they have 
computed every Indian living in the State, in order 
to swell this roll to eleven or twelve handred; 
whereas a portion of them, under the treaties of 


1818 and 1819, have taken up reservations in North 


Carolina, have received: their proportions of the 
Cherokee fund, and have agreed to become citi- 
zens of the State. ‘The appropriation made on 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


this occasion intended to embrace only those who 
intended to migrate west, under the treaty of 1836, 
or all that wére living at the time of that emigra- 
tion. That was the spirit of the law of 1848, and, 
in order to fx. the construction of that law, | would 
call the attention of every Senator who has any 
doubt‘on the subject, to the words in the section Í 
have just read, viz: “or received the commutation 
for removal and subsistence:” We believe others 
have been enumerated, however, who are not en- 
titled to a particle of the benefits arising under the 
treaty; and we ask, if there is no objection, that 
these payments under the law of 1848 may be sus- 
pended until it be ascertained how the fact really 
is. Why, sir, Lam informed that letters of admin- 
istration have been taken out in the courts of North 
Carolina upon infant Indians from three months 
old and upwards, since the yeat 1836, when this 
treaty was made, who are not enutled to this 
money under the law. E hope, therefore, that:my 
friend from North Carolina will agree that we shall 
suspend. this matter until the.next session. ae 

Mr. BADGER. F have no objection. to the 
amendment, if my friend will make one modifica- 
tion in it! He has got the words, ‘shall show 
that they are entitled,” &c., which is raising the 
presumption against the Indian. 1 suggest that 
he modify it so that it shall read who ‘ may be”? 
entitled, d&c. 

Mr. BELL. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BADGER. That done, I have no objec- 
tion to the amendment, though I wish my friénd 
would take back what he said in regard to frauds. 
They are wholly unknown in North Carolina. 
[Laughter f ” ' 4s 

Mr. BELL, (in his seat.) I don’t take it back. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- Mr. BELL moved to add the following proviso: 


tí Provided, That the Secretaries of the Treasury and the 
Interior be arid are hereby authorized and directed to re- 


gerve, and cause to be paid, out of the moneys to be paid 
through their réspective departinents, to the counsel of the 
North Carolina Cherokees, a reasonable compensation for 
their scrviees in prosecuting the claims of said Cherokees 
against the United States.” a 

_ Mr. B said: I will state upon what ground that is 
based. Atthe time these gentlemen performed these 
services there was no law prohibiting the depart- 
ment to pay them a reasonable compensation, upon 
power of atiorney, actually signed and produced 
at the department. In this sort of claims, every 
family, and every member of every Indian family, 
is compelled to give his signature to some one to 
transact this business as his agent. These gentle- 
men &pent a great deal of time, and brought the 
arguments very fairly to bear upon the cominittee 
and Congress, to show that they were fairly enti- 
tled to something. The appropriation is intended 
to fulfill the obligations which they represented as 
being due.to those Indians. 

` Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) Is it to come out 
of the fund? 

Mr. BELL. To come out of the fund, of 
course. Well, subsequent to that, and before this 
was finally effected, Congress passed a law stating 
that no demand should be made upon powers of 
attorney. These gentlemen, I believe, who prose- 
cuted these claims, only ask a reasonable sum. It 
is left to the discretion of the department how 
much shall be paid—what per cent., three, five, or 
ten—out of this money. I hope the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to suggest to 
my friend: whether that demand should not fall 
upon the derélict portion of the claimants. 

After a few words of low conversation between 
the Senators— 3 

Mr: BELL said: 'The Senator will not press it. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. BELL. I have another amendment to of- 
fer, but | will move it in the Senate. It is for the 
payment of David Taylor. I have not had time 
to examine it particularly myself; bat other mem- 
bers of the committee have paid much attention 
to it. P 
No further amendment being moved, the bill 
was reported to the Senate. 

The question was stated upon concurrence with 
the amendments. i i 

Mr. PEARCE reserved the amendment for 
holding treaties and exunguishing land titles in 
Minnesota. arte f i 

Mr. HUNTER reserved the amendment making 
an appropriation for the Potawatomie Indians. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN asked to reserve the amend- 


EES 


| ment offered by himself, which had been amended 


in committee. : : 

The PRESIDENT stated that concurrence in 
the amendment would not preclude a motion to 
insert what had been stricker out in committee. 

‘Mr. SEBASTIAN thereupon waived the reser- 
vation. i 2 7 

‘The amendments not reserved were then. con- 
earred in. 00 

The question was then stated upon concurrence 
with the following amendment, reserved by Mr. 
Pearce: ~ ae: : 

“Strike out all after line 791 to the end: of the bill, as 
follows: ` è J è 

« For expenses of treating with the Mississippi and St. 
Peter Sioux, for the extinguishment of their tide to lands 
in Minnesota Territory, $15,000. - A 

“For expenses of treating with the Indians and half- 


breeds, for the extinguishment of the title to their lands in 
Minnesota Territory, $10,000.” | ~ . 


Mr. PEARCE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WALKER. Several Senators who sup- 
ported this provision in the committee are now ab- 
sent. They are probably in the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair always sends 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to inform Senators in the 
Capitol that the yeas and nays are to be taken. 

Mr. BELL. I merely want to suggest to my 
friends over the way from Wisconsin and lowa, 
whether they would not think it expedient to Jimit 
the quantity of territory upon which the title shail 
be extinguished, to the territory upon the right 
bank of the Mississippi for some fifty or a hundred 
miles. I understand the proposition to include 
fifty thousand syuare miles—enough for a whole 
State. It seems to me it is unnecessary to press 
those Indians much further back than is necessary 
now for the settlement upon the river. I should not 
have the slightest objection to any distance upon 
the right bank that might be reasonable. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. The provision does not 
name one hundred miles, or fifty miles, or twenty 
miles. Itis wholly a matter of executive discre- 
tion. A ‘map of the Territory is before the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States. We simply put at 
his disposal the amount, and defray the expenses 
of the treaty. He may buy twenty, forty, fifty, 
or one hundred miles or leagues of the Indians, as 
he thinks best. 1 trust we all have faith in the 
discretion of the head of a great nation like this, 
that he will exercise a proper judgment in making 
the purchase. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would state this, in addi- 
tion to what has been said by the Senator from 
lowa, that when the treaty is made, if the pur- 
chase is too great, or if too high a price is given 
for the land, it will still be under the control of the 
Senate—for the treaty can be rejected. The Ex- 
ecutive only asks for $25,000 to defray the expenses 


of holding a treaty, and perhaps of making small : 
donations by way of presents, or otherwise, to i 


these Sioux Indians; to enable them to make a 
treaty upon better terms than they would do with- 
out an appropriation of this kind. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have discovered that there 
was no amendment made in rogard to that matter. 
There was an item in the bill which the committee 
proposed, by way of amendment, to strike out. 
The Senate did not strike it out, and it would, 
therefore, require an affirmative motion. 
make that motion when we hav@acted upon the 
other amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. The only amendment re- 
maining is that excepted by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, made in committee. 

Mr. PEARCE. I find from the record which 
the Secretary haw kept, that the amendment of the 
committee is marked as agreed to. I think that is 


an error. It stands now as agreed to; and if that | 


be correct, and if any one chooses to move to non- 
concur, he can do so: 1l cannot. 
Mr. ATCHISON. 


fact. Ihave no doubt that it is a mistake, from 
the recollection of all that take any interest in the 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT. It is also endorsed upon 
the bill that the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. Thatis incorrect; for I went to 
the Delegate who was sitting behind me, and con- 
eratulated him upon the fact that the Senate, in 
Committee of the Whole, had rejected the amend- 
mént proposed by the committee. a 

Mr. PEARCE. It is undoubtedly wrong. 


I will | 


If that be the record, I must | 
move to correct the Journal—for that cannot be the 


“Mr. DICKINSON, | The statementof the Seën? 
ator from Wisconsin only: provesthat he congratu-, 
lated the Delegate. “Phe record is probably wrongs 
but it makes. no difference, because the vote ‘cari 
betaken jast as welle 005 0 <! eae it 

Mr. WALKER. L-only spoke of the ciréum-: 
statice in ‘connection with’ the fact of ahe impres- 
Bion Pai my mind that the vote was-as I sup- 
posed. : Si Se ee Stee gee Se 
` The PRESIDENT. The Chair will correct the 
endorsement, and the motion cari’be made tovstrike 
out the item in the Senate, The: question first-in 
order is upon the concurrence with the amesdiment 
reserved by the Senator from Virginia. ne 

The amendment relative to the Potawatomie 
Indians was then read and concurred in, $5 

Mr. PEARCE renewed the following amerid- 
ment: : Be : 
: « Strike out all after line 791 to the end of the bill, as fol- 

Ows: 

“ For expenses of treating with the Mississ'ppi and St 
Peter Sioux, for the extinguishment of their title to Jands in 
Minnesota Territory, $15,000. ’ 

« Por expenses of treating ‘with the Indians and’ half- 
breeds, for the extinguishinent of the: title to their lands iti 
Minnesota, $10,000. ar. 

Mr. JONES. The proposition is not to pur- 
chase fifty thousand square miles. It is left en- 
tirely to the control of the commissioners. Hf 
they. choose tó make a treaty for the whole: coun- 
try, itis in our power to reject it if we think it is 
too much. Gentlemen speak of being economical. 
It costs just as much to make’ a treaty for fifty 
thousand acres as for fifty thousand square miles. 
In purchasing the Territory of ‘Towa, we: had 
something like half a dozen treaties. If a ‘single 
treaty had been made to -purchase’all the labd'at 
one time, a great deal of money would have been. 
saved which was expended in holding these trea- 
ties. I hope the appropriation will be retained. 

Mr. PEARCE. We know very well’ what 
lands they will extinguish the title to. We have 
the instructions of the bureau of Indian Affairs, 
directing the commissioners who are to negotiate 
these treaties to extinguish the titles to twenty-odd 
millions of acres of land, in what I called the 
“ southern section”? in my former remarks—a tract 
up to the Red river, on each side of that river, of 
twenty millions of acres, which will be fifty-thou- 
sand square miles. eae ; 

Mr. RUSK. I do hope this will not-be-striken 
out. In the first place, we have the representation 
of the governor of the Territory that it isneces~ 
sary. In the next place, we have the recommend- 
ation of the Delegate, backed by the opinion ‘of 
the House of Representatives. Then we have the 
memorial of the people also. Now we propose, 
by concurring in what the House has done, sim- 
ply to invest the Executive of the United States 
with power to make this treaty, if he deems it 
proper ard right.« If we refuse it, we shall disre- 
gard the request of the people shemselves who ask 
it; we shall disregard their constituted authorities. 
And then it is reflecting upon the discretion of the 
President of the United States to refuse to place at 
his disposition an amount of money which he may 
use, if he deems it necessary, to make this treaty. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. We ought to ask 
ourselves where these Indians would be removed 
to if they were removed from these lands. They 
now extend to the Red river, on the north—to Lord 
Selkirk’s settlement; and beyond that is the British 
possession. West of that is the country which we 
have reason to believe would be assigned to them; 
and itis not at all suited to their wants. There is no 
pressing population in this country which requires 
that the Indian title should be extinguished at once; 
and I see no reason why we should place ‘at the 
discretion of the President a treaty which-we have 
a right to reject from the beginning, and have not 
determined to accept. It is a strange proposition 
that we reflect upon the discretion of the Presi- 
dent because we do not wish him to form this 
treaty. We have a right to decide whether we 
i| wish the treaty made or.not; and to give the author- 
|i ity to the President is nothing more nor less:than 
| directing him to make the treaty. I do not wish 
|! the treaty made atall. Let the Indians alone until 
Minnesota shall be in need of this territory. The 
Indians are becoming civilized gs the settlers ex- 
tend beyond them. I have always doubted the 
policy of crowding a great number of indian tribes 
upon a single territory.. They have their hereditary 
feuds and causes of quarrels. with other tribes, 
‘with which they will be brought into juxtaposition 


1850. -= 


in the territory. I doubted the policy at the time 


it first commenced: My intercourse with the fr 
dians upon the frontiers ‘has since led me to do! 


it still more strongly. l- believe that we are now: 


following out a 
evil than good. ; 

-Mr. JONES. In order to obviate obj 
to the quantity of land, I will modify 


policy which will result. iimore 


he. amend- 


ment by inserting, after the word ‘&fifieen’’ in the | 


first clause, and ‘ ten’’in the’ second, the words 
‘or such portion of said country as the President 
of the United States may. deem proper.” . 
Mr. ATCHISON.: -H strikes-me this modifica- 
tion is wholly. unnecessary. 2 

Mr. JONES. -J made it in order to satisfy the 
chairman. of «the committee. 1, however, will 
withdraw it. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was rejected—yeas 20, nays 23—as follow: 

YEAS—Mesers. Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Berrien, Bat- 
ler, Davis. of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton; Pearce, Pratt, 
Spruance, Turney, Underwood, and Wates—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Benton, bright, Coop- 
er, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Ewing, 
Felch, Foote, Frémont, Gwin, Hanlin, Jones, Norris, 
Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, Sturgeon, Walker, and 
Winthrop+23. 

Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the section be- 
fore the last by inserting, after ‘ Minnesota Ter- 
ritory,”’ the words ‘* south of St. Peter’s river.” 

Mr. P. said: This. would involve the Govern- 
ment in less expense, and leave more time to pro- 
vide for agents in the country—at the same time 
giving scope for immense emigration to that 
country. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL offered the following amendment as 
an additional section: ? 

Sec. —. And. be it enacted, "That the Secretary of the 
Treasury cause to be paid to Navid Taylor, as the legal rep- 


resentative of his wife and children the amount due to | 


them under the Cherokee treaty of 1573—36, for and on ac- 
count of a reservation of land'to which they were entitled 
under a previous treaty, according to the settlement of the 
claim for the same made by the See ond Auditor of the 


. Treasury, pursuant to an opinion of the Atiorney General | 


` of the United Statés, dated July 7, 1846, dediicting what- 
ever amount may have been paid to said David Taylor, 
under the above-mentioned treaty, for and on account of 
his life-estate interest in said reservation.” 

Mr. PEARCE. That isa private claim. 

Mr. BELL. I will just state upon what ground 
this is presented. David Taylor is a white man, 
married.to an Indian woman. By the treaty of 
1817 he was entitled to a reservation of sixty-four 
acres of Government land. That land was after- 
wards claimed. as not being in the Indian grant, 
but upon some other grant by the State of Ten- 
nessee, and he was compelled to purchase it from 
the State of Tennessee.. But even that did not 
seem to avail him. For some cause, which I do 
` not see specified, he had to abandon the land. For 

cases of abandonment of that description, the treaty 
of 1835- provided that he should be paid for it at 
. its valuation price. In pursuance of that act, the 
commissioners, it appears, examined his claim, 
returned the valuation, and allowed it, but issued 
no certificate; and the question arose with the 
Government whether, a certificate not having been 
. actually issued, they ought to pay it, Upon the 
records of the commissioners was found the allow- 
ance for this claim. It was alleged by them that 
their commission having expired, and being or- 
dered to return home, they were compelled to re- 
turn without. issuing certificates in a number of 
_cases. The question was referred to the Attorney 
General, and he gave an opinion in favor of the 
validity of the claim, stating that the absence of 
the certificate ought not to deprive him of the re- 
ward. But the officer having determined that it 
should not be allowed, the position was then taken 
that it was a mistake—that there was no record of 
the allowance of the claim. But, upon subsequent 
examination, the record was found, and it was as- 
certained to have been allowed by the commis- 
sioners. Yet they refuse to pay it, saying it was 
a question for Congress to decide. Other gentle- 
men have examined the claim more particularly 
than l have; and Í hope they will give their opin- 


ion. 
` Mr. MANGUM. . Against my general inclina- 
tion upon privatë claims, I shall vote for this claim. 
I regard it as one of the hardest cases that has 
occurred in the history of the Government. This 
claim has been made out and allowed, and a war- 
rant was issued for the payment of the money, 


which would have been paid, i- have ‘no: doubt, if 
‘this man had ‘submitted to: certain exorbitant éx- 
lions. in the way. of fees.. The- individual has 
been<thrown upon. Congress; and he has been 
living here, lavormg ‘for his’ daily bread, four or 


peals strongly toa sense of justice, as well as 
of generosity, this is one; and: E hope it will: pass 
without opposition: “1 was -cognizant of this 
transaction atthe time; but I-will-not now go into 
the details, not having looked sover the facts for 
some four or five years, i 
souri Knows this whole transaction, from beginning 


{i to end. 


Mr. BADGER. Weall know it. 

Mr. BENTON. | What is it? 

Mr. MANGUM. The case of David ‘Taylor. 
The gentleman knows how it was. His claim 
was once allowed. 

Mr. BENTON. If it was David Taflor, of 
North Carolina, I have been acquainted with 
him five or six years. He has not been paid, but 
was to go before Congress. 
one, and ought to be paid. 

Mr. TURNEY. ‘This claim was before Con- 
gress some years ago. We then had a statement 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which, 
1 think, showed about this state of the case: The 
reservation where his title was perfected lies within 
the State of Tennessee. The claim was in the 
|| name of his wife. He got his title to the land, 
| and, so far as the laws of L'ennessee are concerned, 
he enjoyed it. It. was finally sold, 1 believe, to 
pay some debts which Mr. ‘Taylor owed by virtue 
of execution. ‘he uile, however, had been per- 
fected, so far as Tennessee could perfect it, Af- 
terwards, according to my recollection, the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs applied for a patent 
to be located upon this laud in the name of his 
wife. Thus he had obtained a patent which has 
been sold to pay his debts. He has also been 
paid for the land by the board of commissioners, 
and now makes applicauon to Congress in his 
own name. Now, sir, f had occasion to look into 
the merits of this claim some years ago, and 1 
then became thoroughly satisfied in regard to it. 
The Senate, however, had passed upon it betore 
these documents came here; but, from a statement 
which i obtained from Major » Showing the 
|| facts, which I handed to same gentleman in the 
House, the claim was there stricken out and de- 
feated. 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator, I 
think, is entirely mistaken. 1 will not undertake 
{| to go into the facts; but this | know: Two years 
ago this case was considered in the Senate, and 
after the fuilest examination, and upon full debate 
and discussion, the claim was allowed. The 
conviction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
my own conviction, and that of a majority of the 
Scnate, was, that it was jast. 

Mr. TURNEY.  Itis wue, Mr. President, that 
the claim, by way of amendment, was tacked to 
some appropriation bill of the Senate; but, if Lam 
| not mistaken, ıt was nat done upon full investiga- 
tion Ifi am not mistaken, too, this claim has 
|| been before the committee and reported against; 
but If ict has not, why does not this party go be- 
fore a committee? If he were to do so, i think 
these facts would appear as | have stated. 

Mr. BELL. Ihave not had time myself to look 
back and see what reports have been made upon 
this case. I presented the amendment upon the 
papers handed to me by the department, contain- 
ing the opinion of the Attorney General, and evi- 
dence to show that the commissioners ordered the 
‘claim to be paid. My colleague is mght in one 
statement; and i think, upon looking at the amend- 
ment, it will be seen that there is a deduction of a 
certain sum paid to David Taylor by the commis- 
‘| sioners. That is in accordance with the statement 
of my colleague. But the claim ‘is presented upon 
the further ground that he was compelled to aban- 
don the land. ,His wife and children have lost the 
land by being compelled to abandonit. K appears, 
l| from the report of the commissioners, that they 
allowed the claim upon the ground that he was 
compelled to abandon theland. Thatis the ground 
upon which I have presented it. What were the 
| grounds for compelling him to abandon it, does not 
appear from these papers. Ido not look beyond 
these commissioners. The question was raised be- 


4) five years, -to get. the money.. I think, if there. 
j| ever was a case. presented ‘to Congress that ap- 


The Senator from Mis- 


His claim is a. just | 


| be deducted. 


the: certificate should be: a sufficient ground tore- 


ject the claim when presented to’ the dépariinént, 


Fie decided that it was not; that he was entitled, 
under the treaty, to the benefit of that allowance. 
A valuation was made in pursvance of that treaty, 


jand that-valuation was actually returned. Now, I 


have provided in that amendment, seeing that he 
had been paid a ‘certain sum, that that sum shall 
. It is a:provision for his wife ‘and 
children under the treaty. .We cannot alter that; 
it will go to his wife and children. He-is entitled 
toia life estate out of it, and I understand the de- 
partment have settled the life. estate, and that he 
can only get so much—the balance having to ‘be 
refunded to his proper representatives, his wife and 
children. That is settled by the department. 

Mr. YULEE. Ihave had occasion to examine 
this claim, and am perfectly satisfied that it ought 
to be paid. I will not, however, detain the Senate 
by giving my reasons : 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I beg leave to offer the follow- 
ing amendment:. , 

“That the. Secretary of War be authorized to pay any 
balance due. to. the Dilaware Indians. who served. in the 
Florida war, under the order of the Secretary of War of July 
21, 1837, in which the Indians were promise the sum of $270 
for six’ months’ service; and that the Secretary of War be 
authorized to pay such balance due according to said order 
to the agents of snch tribe out of any money in the Treasury 
hot otherwise appropriated .? 

Mr. B. said: I desire to make a statement in con- 
nection with this amendment. f suppose it is as 
equally appropriate to the bill as the one just 
adopted, and I am quite sure that that one has no 
More merit than this. I have in my hands a copy 
of the order of the Secretary of War directirig the 
employment of these Indians in the Florida cam- 
paign. After the service was rendered, an amount 
of money supposed to be sufficient to pay them at 
the rate of $155 per head was appropriated. The 
amount was, however, insufficient to pay them at 
that rate, and they were paid at the rate of $117 11. 
The object of this appropriation isto pay them 
the difference between the amdunt which it is ad- 
mitted they were entitled to and what they have 
received, which will make in the aggregate some- 
thing like $12,000. ` 

} will state that there were two separate tribes 
of Indians employed in this service. One of them 
has been paid the amount proposed to be paid by 
this amendment; the other has not. Each of'them 
entered the service at the same time, and fefe it at 
the same time. . Upon the principle that one,is en- 
titled to the amount named--$270 each—the other 
is entitled. I have also a letter of the Secretary of 
War, which may be read if necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. This seems to me to be a pri- 
vate claim. The Senator from Indiana has given 
us very efficient aid in this matter of resisting pri- 
vate claims in the appropriation bills, and L hope 
he will not press his amendment. 

Mr. BRIGLIT. That is hardly a fairargument. 
I have uniformly voted against private claims in 
the bill, it is true; but the Senate has just put upon 
this bill a private claim, and there were but four or 
five votes recorded against it. I should not have 
offered this if the claim that was just offered had 
been rejected; but it having been voted in, I felt it 
my duty to offer it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. TI have no doubt of the jus- 
lice of this claim. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs have examined it, and have reported in favor 
of it. A similar company of Choctaws served in 
the Florida war, under the same contract, and at 
the same time. That company, it appears, was 
paid; but this company of Delawares, for want of 
a sufficient appropriation, have not been paid. I 
suppose there can be no objection to the adoption 
of the amendment. i 

The question being taken, no quorum voted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. {will repeat the statement E 
made in reference to this claim. There were two 
tribes of Indians which were employed under the 
same contract, and which rendered the same ser- 
vice, at the close of the Fiorida’war. ‘An appro- 
priation was made, supposed to be sufficient to pay 
them, but it turned out that itcould only pay about 
two thirds the amount found due. Ata subse- 
quent session of Congress an appropriation was 
made to pay one of the tribesin full. This amend- 
ment proposes to pay the other in the same way. 
The proposition has-been before the Committee of 


fore the Attorney General whether the absence of |! Indian Affairs, who have examined it, and ap- 


ht 


proved of it, 
the Senate to allow this claim. ..L/admit it is out 
_of place in this bill; but, a precedent having been 
set bya previous appropriation for a private claim, 
I think this is as meritorious a claim as any that 
can be offered. i 

The question being again taken, the amendment 
was adopted—22 voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I desire to offer again the 
amendment, which | offered in committee, in rela- 
tion to the Cherokees: . 

“To the Cherokee nation, including those Cherokees 
still residing east of the Mississippi river, to be distributed 
per capita, according to the respective rights, and in full of 
ail claims ‘under the treaty of 1635, and the supplemental ar- 
ticles of 1835, according to the principles established, 
and in pursuance of the Stipulations embraced in the third 
and ninth articles of the treaty of 51h August, 1846, as stated 
in the report of the accounting officer of the Treasury, un- 
der joint resolution of Congress of 7th August, 1848, the sum 
of $724,603 37. 

« For the additional amount for expenses paid for subsist- 
ence, and improperly charged to the treaty fund, according 
tothe award of the Senate of 5th of September, 1850, under 
the provisions of the eleventh article of the treaty of 6th 
day of August, 1346, $189,422 76; and that interest be paid 
on the same at the rate of five percent. per annum, accord- 
ing toa resolution Of the Senate of 5th September, 1850. 

& To the ‘ Old Settlers’ or € Western Cherokees,’ iu full of 
all demands under the provisions of the treaty of 6th August, 
1846, according to the principles established in the fourth ar- 
ticle thereot, $532,896 30. 

« And be itenacted, Ye., That interest be allowed and paid 
upon the above sums due respectively to the Cherokees 
and ‘Old Settlers,’ in pursuauce of the above-mentioned 
award of the Senale, under the reference contained in the 
said eleventh article of the treaty of 6ih August, 1846.” 


I offer this amendment not with the intention of 
arguing it, but simply to bring to the notice of the 
Senate the language of certain articles of the treaty 
with the Cherokees. 1 beg, therefore, the atten- 
tion of Senators to the third and ninth articles of 
that treaty, in order to ascertain that what 1 have 
asserted is the fact, and tò show that several Sen- 
ators have been under a misapprehension in regard 
to this case: k 


|“ ART, 3. Whereas certain claims have been allowed by 
the several boards of commissioners heretofore appointed 
under'the treaty of 1835, for rents under the name of im- 
provenients and spoliations, and for property of which the 
Indians were dispossessed, provided for under the 16th ar- 
ticle of the treaty of 1835; and whereas the said claims have 
been paid out. of the $5,000,000 fund; and whereas said 
claims were not justly chargeable to that fund, but were to 
be paid by the United States, the said United States agree 

. tò reimburse the said fund the amount thus charged to 
said fund, andthe same shall forma a part of the aggregate 
amount to be distributed to the Cherokee people, as provided 
in the ninth artice of this. treaty; and whereas a further 
amount has been allowed for reservations under the provis- 
ions of the thirteenth article of the treaty of 1835 by said 
commissioners, and has been paid out of the said fund, 
aud which said sums were properly chargeable to and 
should have been paid by the United States, the said United 
States further agree to reimburse the amounts thus paid for 
reservations to said fund; and whereas the expenses of 
making the treaty of New Echowa were also paid out of said 
fund, when they should have been borne by the United 
States, the United States agree to reimburse the same, and 
also, to reimburse all other sums paid to any agent of the 
Government, and improperly charged to said fund; and the 
same also. shall form a part of the aggregate amount to be 
distributed to the Cherokee people, as provided in the ninth 
article of this treaty.” 

“Arr. 9. The United States agree to make a fair and 
just settlement of ali moneys due to the Cherokees, and sub- 
ject to the per capita division under the treaty of 29th De- 
cember, 1835; which said settlement shall exhibit ali money 
properly expended ander said treaty, and shall embrace all 
sums paid for improvements, ferries, spoliations, removal, 
and subsistence, and commutation therefor, debts and 
claims upon the Cherokee nation of Indians, for the addi- 
tional quantity of land ceded to said nation; and the several 
sums provided in the several articles of the treaty to be in- 
vested as the general funds of the nation, and also all sums 
which may be hereafter. properly allowed and paid under 
the provisions of the treaty of 1835: the aggregate of which 
aaid several sums shall be deducted from the sum of 
$6,647,087; and the balance thus found to be due shall 
be paid over per capita in equal anrounts to-all those indi- 
viduals, heads of families, or their legal representatives, 
entitled to receive the same under the treaty of 1885, and 
the supplement of 1&36—being all those Cherokees residing 

ast at the date of said treaty, and the supplement thereto.” 


When the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] 
was last addressing the Senate, there was an inti- 
mation conveyed in his remarks which would 
seem to throw a doubt upon this claim in the man- 
ner in which it was presented. Now, the reason 
why this treaty was not laid before the Finance 
Committee of the House was this: that inasmuch 
as the question of subsistence was referred by the 
treaty to the Senate, it was considered important 
that the Senate should decide the whole matter at 
once. That could not be done by taking it up by 
piecemeal in the different Houses of Congress. In 
the next place, the committee thought proper to 
bring it all at once here. L brought the appropriate 
question before the Senate. in ume to have it pre- 


` 


Under that state of thè case, I ask 


sented here upon the bill; and if the Senate have 
not availed themselves: of the opportunity. of un- 
derstanding it, I am certain that itis no fault of the 
committee. The report has been lying upon. the 
tables of Senators for four-or. five weeks past. 
The Committee on Finance have not been enabled | 
to investigate this matter, it has been said. Now, 
I am certain that. those who urge this objection 
will do me the justice to say, 1 have. not failed to 
press this matter even importunately upon them 
for examination, and. the only.reason they have 
not examined it was for want of time. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs have given this matter as 
careful an examination as any. other committee 
could give. 
. Then, another objection which is urged is,-that 
it was not recommended by the departments. In 
answer to that, I would say that this matter was 
always. estimated by the departments, until Con- 
gress, by a joint resolution, took it out of the 
hands ®f the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
referred it to the Auditor and Comptroller. The 
report of these officers was made, I see, in January, 
after the estimates came in from the departmeuts. 
Now, if these officers, whose business it was to 
make these estimates, did so in January last, that 
is the reason why they were left out of the esti- | 
mates of the Indian Department, they having been | 
regularly made here before. Well, sir, in 1848 |} 
and 1849, this same subject was before the Senate, 
and during the last session; but when a large 
amount. was recommended upon the estimate of | 
the Indian Department, it was unsatisfactory to 
the other House, and they rejected the resolution 
in which the Auditor and Comptroller reported 
this amount; so that they have obviated the very | 
difficulty which obviated these appropriations here- | 
tofore—the want of a perfect. understanding for a | 
fair settlement of the claims of the Cherokees un- 
der this appropriation. And now, at this late mo- | 
ment, when we have waited for four years for a; 
settlement of this treaty, the same objection is | 
made which has defeated the appropriation twice | 
before, that we have not got a final settlement, and | 
| 


| 


Senators do not understand it. I now ask Sena- 

tors whether they think they will understand this 

subject in future any better than they do now?) 
Do Senators wish to go behind and investigate the | 
report which was made out at a cost of twelve |j 
months’ labor of the Auditor’s and Comptroller’s 
offices? [apprehend not. As to the size of the, 
amount, it does seem strange to me—after we have 
made treaties—to avail ourselves of our own delin- 
quencies. Iask the Senator from Maryland if it} 
is possible that this amount will. grow’ any | 
smaller? Is it possible that the Treasury of the | 
United States will be fuller at the next session of | 
Congress, or that the Senate will better under- 
stand the matter? I can see nothing practicable | 
that can be gained by the delay, for we will never ! 
understand it better than we do now. If I could}: 
see any practical good to be obtained by it, I would | 
consent to postpone it. But none can be obtained. | 
As to the magnitude, that is one objection which | 
can at all times be urged againstit. {t is in conse- i 
quence of permitting the treaty of 1835 to remain : 
unfulfilled. If there was a prospect of the Treas- {| 
ury being more full at the next session of Con- | 
gress, then there would be force in the objections. || 
As it is, there is none; we have adopted an amend- || 
ment fulfilling one article of the treaty, and re- |} 
fused to fulfill the other. ‘The consequence is, we i} 
deprive this amendment of what I consider a very | 
important object—that of finally settling this busi- | 
ness and deciding the claim. 1 appeal to the Sen- |! 
ate to adopt this amendment, for I see no earthly | 
i 
| 


i 
i 
j 
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t 
object to be attained by postponing it, i 

‘Mr. MANGUM.. I voted upon this occasion |! 
this morning under a misapprehension. There || 
was originally an error in the construction of one || 
of the articles of the treaty. This spoliation upon 
the Indian fund should have been paid out of the | 
Treasury of the United States. I think no great | 
objection can be urged against this, asitis the sum |; 
fixed by the officers to whom it was referred under |, 
the authority of Congress. : 


I have had some |, 
knowledge of this thing in the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee for some months, where I sat nearly a 
much ag in the one of which Iam a member, and 
it has undergone a very thorough examination 
upon the part of that committee. I admit there is į 
great weight in the objection urged by the Senator | 
from Maryland as to tacking on matters of this i 
kind to bills of this sort. -I shall, therefore, to 


obviate:that-objection, if L live to make.my appear- 
ance. here at -another- session, endeavor. to haye a 
rule adopted. which. wilt make. every amendment 
to a regular appropriation bill-out of order, unless. 
submitted to the Committee on. Finance in reason- 
able time to allow them to examine it... However, 
Lshall, upon this occasion, vote for this amend- 
ment, as I think itis of. class that we cannot well, 
in good faith, evade. ; RAE i 
‘The question being taken upon the amendment, 
upon division there were 18 ayes; but before: the ` 
negative vote was taken it 
Mr. HUNTER called for the 
which were ordered. : 
‘Mr. RUSK... I desire to say a: word: or two 
upon this subject. This matter has been investi- 
gated at the cost of great labor and difficulty. It 
has been investigated by the accounting officers 
of the- Treasury, and the amount which is here 
suggested has been found to be due. Itis nota 
question with the Senate, I should think, as to the 
amount, if they find the indebtedness to extend to 
thatamount. This is not a matter for their con- 
sideration; and if economy in curtailing accounts 
is proper, the Senate had better vote this sum. I 
happen to be one of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, who believe that the Indians are entitled to 
a still larger amount than the accounting officers of 
the Treasury have given to them. It has been 
after considerable investigation, and | think after 
having mastered all the facts, that E have come to 
that conclusion. Then, sir, you have stipulated 
to make out this account, and when you have done 
it fairly, under the 9th article of the treaty, you 
are to pay it. The account has been made out. 
The question of interest, as well’as some: other 
matters submitted to the Senate, as the arbitrator 
between the Government of the United States and 
the Cherokee nation, has been put aside. The 


yeas and nays; 


į Senate must, among other decisions, decide that 


for the amount unpaid they are to receive interest; 
and the only question which remains, according 
to my conception—for I cannot conceive that the 
United States will refuse to pay the debt because 
it is large—the only question is, whether we will 
make the appropriation. now, and thus save the 
interest; or will they-consent to have ita matter of 
trouble longer before Congress, and be paying the 
interest all the time? a 

Mr. EWING. I donot think it makes‘any dif- 
ference whether the sum be large or small. : If we 
are bound to pay it, we ought to do so. Forone, I. 
think that itis not- necessary, after a claim has been 
examined by.a committee—for instance, an Indian: 
claim. bythe Committee. on Indian Affairs—and 
they have reported upon it to the Senate, that the 
same examination should then be made by the 
Committee on Finance. If they are to examine 
this case, they must examine also all the cases ex- 
amined and passed upon by the Committee ‘of 
Claims; and it will become necessary, as the labora 
of the other committees amount to nothing; to have 
no other committee than the Committee on Fi-. 
nance. I therefore will not the less vote for this 
claim because it has not been reéxamined by the 
Committee on Finance. Neither can the Senators 
examine this claim in the Senate, while the discus- 
sion is going on about allowing it. I understand 
from the Senator from Arkansas—a most industri- 
ous and laborious man—that he has spent months 
upon this case. Now, how can we ever expect to 


i examine it in the Senate, and decide whether it is 


a good claim or not? It is wholly out of the ques- 
tion. We must rely upon our committees. I place 
my vote entirely upon the report of the committee, 
and nothing else. I vote for itsimply because the 
committee have reported in its favor; and although 
the sum is very large, we.are bound by the treaty 
to pay it; and therefore I would pay it to the In- 
dians as soon as I would pay itto a foreign pation. 
Mr. DAYTON. I am very happy indeed to 
hear the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. I 
agree with him entirely, and say that, whether the 
sum be $1, or $1,000,000, or $5,000,000, it cer- 
tainly does not affect the question In the slightest 
degree. It is a mere question of right and wrong, 
whether the money is or is not due from this Gov- 
ernment to these Indians. And permit me to say ` 
that. I would vote for an appropriation to pay 1t to 
these Indians, if anything, a little quicker than to 
a foreign nation, if a distinction were to be made 
at all.. Now, sir, | hear no gentleman upon this 
floor oppose the righteousness of this claim; but, 
so far as | have heard the merits of it, they seem 
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to admit that the statements made by the Senator 
from Arkansas, and other members of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, show that the merits ofthe’ 
claim are as clear as a sunbeam. - It is complex, it 
is said, and it has been referred to the proper ac~ 
counting officers of the Treasury; and ‘these offi- 
cers, after an entire review of the whole mattér,have 
reported the sum due back to the Senate; andnow 
‘the question is whether we shall: pëy the sum re- 
ported by-our own accounting officers. “Tt is said 
that the Committee on Finance have not examinéd 
it. Why, the report has been on our table for some 
six weeks, spreading the whole thing before Con- 
gress. The committee specially charged with this 
subject have had time, and have looked into it. I 
am prepared to rest my-vote upon their report 
and the report of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury. i 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. According to the theory 
of our rules, it is the duty of our Finance Com- 
mittee to take charge of our general appropriation 
bills, and make appropriations for subjects pro- 
vided for by law. if new subjects of appropria- 
tion are found, then they are to be brought before 
the Senate, and their action: obtained upon them 
beforehand. Now, it is impossible for the Finance 
Committee to attend, not only to their own duties, 
and attend to appropriations for which there are 
existing laws, but also to look up the report of 
every other committee, in order to see what they 
are going to bring forward to add to these appro- 
priation bills. We cannot legislate consistently, 
economically, and -properly,. unless we attend to 
this theory of business. Let these other commit- 
-tees come forward and push their business, and 
-claim the attention of the Senate to them by them- 
selves. Why, sir, L have been willing, at any 
time, to give a. portion of the time of the Senate 
to this Indian Committee, or any other committee 
who have subjects to submit, and for which they 
~ have bills. ie will be. much more proper that 
- claims aë large as this should be examined by the 
Senate as a separate subject. ‘The Committee on 
Indian Affairs are as much entitled to our confi 
_ dence as any committee; but would we act upon 
claims as large as this, reported by any commit- 
_ tee, without examining for ourselves? The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey says he has heard no one 
who. has not admitted the justice of this claim. 
- Sir, I have neither admitted nor denied it. Iam 
willing, if, after we have had time to examine it, it 
shall turn out to be due to them, then to vote to 
‘pay it to them. Butlam unwilling, without ex- 
amination, upon the recommendation of a com- 
mittee, to add this to one of the appropriation bills. 
That is no place for it. If we encourage this sys- 
tem of legislation by Congress, if committees find 
that they can put them upon appropriation bills, 
why, it would be much less trouble to offer amend- 
ments than to bring them forward as separate sub- 
jects that must be passed upon by themselves; 
why; they would come here and have it all in their 
own hands. It would be, in fact, permitting each 
committee: to pass any appropriation which it 
should choose to recommend. Why, sir, who is 
or can be prepared, on any. one committee, to get 
the claims that may be presented from every other 
committee in thë House? And there is no com- 
mittee which cannot thus ingraft its own subjects 
and recommendations upon some one of the gen- 
eral: appropriation bills. It seems to me that we 
ought to take a stand upon this matter; and my 
word for.it, when it is once done, we will find that 
these committees will claim their share of the time 
of the House, and have their measures decided 
upon as Separate measures, and then they will be 
_ properly decided upon. Lam not undertaking to 
say whether this claim Is just or unjust; I neither 
admit nor deny it. This is no place for it at this 
period of the session. Have we time to examine 
it when the Committee on Finance have not done 
s0? This report was made four or five weeks ago, 
it is‘said: : Why, sir, every committee have been 
making reports, and vastamounts of them. Could 
we go over the files for the purpose of searching 
up every report on every case which would be 
„likely to be ‘added or offered to this appropriation 
biil? By no means.. We could not do it. I be- 
lieve we have done our dġty in examining thdse 
matters of appropriation which are provided for 
by Congress, and in resisting the introduction of 
< othera.which have not been so provided for. It is 
for the Senate, however, to determine, and we 
must submit to their decision. 


| : Mre BERRIEN. Our- experience. at -the-close 
-of each successive session tends tò show to-us. the 
-émbarrassments under which we are-now Jabor- 
‘ing. Ihave no doubt of the correctness ofthe 
suggestion of the Senator from. Virginia, [Mr. 
Hunver,}-if the principles for which he wovld 
contend were carried into effect by the adoption of 
a rule which would be obligatory upon the Senate. 
“What I object to is the application of that princi- 
ple to successive amendments which are proposed 
to these bills, against some of which it prevails, 
while in relation to others it fafls. We have no 
uniform mode of legislating upon these subjects. 
I protest, therefore, against the imperative appli- 
cation of that principle against a claim which has 
been deliberately investigated by a committee of 
this Senate, and whose report has been published 
—which report, I venture to say, no Senator can 
read attentively without having his conviction in 
perfect accordance with that of the committee by 
whom the report has been made. Sir, we are told 
that this matter is presented to us in a hurried 
manner; thatthe Committee on Finance have hadno 
opportunity of examining it, as it was their duty, 
if such opportunity had been afforded them to 
look into the merits of this claim; that if they. had 
made a report to the Senate of the United States, 
the Senate of the United States would have been 
able to consider it justly. 1 have great respect for 
the Committee on Finance, but I have an equal 
respect for the Committee on Indian Affairs in re- 
gard to questions.of this sort, connected with their 
peculiar duties. I choose in this case to look for 
information to that source rather than to the other. 
I have not yet heard an intimation that there is 
any ground of real objection to this claim. The 
objection to allowing it is, that time has not been 
afforded for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
by any possibility there can be found such objec- 
tions. Now, after the deliberate investigation 
which has been made by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs—after having read that report myself some 
days since, and acquiescing in the correctness of 
its statements and its conclusions—! am unwilling 
that a principle shall be applied to this case which 
is not applied indiscriminately to every other case. 
I will be content at the commencement of the next 
session of Congress to see incorporated upon our 
rules one which will forbid occurrences of this sort. 
But in the absence of any such rule, with a differ- 
ent legislative course upon this class of subjects, I 
protest against the application of that principle to 
a claim which in my judgment stands so undis- 
puted in its merits as this claim does, merely be- 
cause ofits magnitude. ` 
Mr. RUSK. The Senator from Virginia rather 
begs the question, and places these two commit- 
tees in opposition to each other, as if this claim 
was solely recommended by the Indian Committee. 
He states that the Committee on Finance are to 
report appropriations necessary to meet existing 
laws. Well, sir, here is an existing law—this 
treaty between the Government of the United States 
and the Cherokee nation. According to my mind, 
there is no doubt of that. The ninth article of the 
‘treaty, which has been read, declares that certain 
sums, after the accounts shall have been properly 
gtated, shall be paid to this nation. Now, when 
you come to make up the account, you would 
naturally go to the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to ascertain the amount. Well, sir, the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury have ascertained 
this sum, which has been subjected to their inves- 
| tigation, guided by this article of the treaty; and 
if it came here with no stronger authority than 
this fact, that would be sufficiently strong to my 
ind to induce me to favor its inclusion in this ap- 
|| propriation bill.. But, more than that, you have 
ii! not only the obligation to pay the money contained 
| in the treaty, but you have the information from 
the accounting officers of the Treasury as to what 
that amount is which you are bound to pay. Then 
you have a long and labored investigation by tht 
Committee on Indian Affairs, with their unani- 
mous concurrence in the justice of this claim. 
: Now, sir, that is just the state of the question. It 
| ig not bringing up the mere report of the commit- 
tee, asking it to be endorsed by the Finance Com- 
mittee, but it is for the payment of money due by 
law—because the treaty between the United States 
: and the Cherokee nation is law. i 
i Mr. DICKINSON. Any money due justly upon 
a claim is money due by law, whether it is under 
for any other service rendered. The 
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:position of my: colleague upon the. Finance Com- 
mittee; the Senator from Virginia, was; not’ that 
-the: Committee-on Indian Affairs were inferior in 


` point of position, or that their reports were enti- 
uled to’ less consideration in their proper place; but 


he contended that they were out of place here, and 
I think his distinction was a sound one: So with 
the Committee of Claims. They may say, with 
great propriety,‘ We are entitled to respect” We 
have as much. respect for them, too, as for.any 
other committee; but shall they be placed upon 
the. appropriation bills because they find in some 
of the claims presented to them that money is act- 
ually due? Not so. The. position of the Senator 
from Virginia was, that this was a matter which 
the committee should bring before the Senate, and 
have them act upon it in the usual manner. ftis 
not the duty of the Committee on Finance to ex- 
amine this question. They are claims, in every 
sense of the term, whether they arise under a 
treaty, or under a particular law not within the 
general scope of the operations of Government, or 
whether they come from the Committee of Claims 
or any other.committee.. The Finance Committee 
has to: labor on theordinary machinery of the 
Government—to make the appropriations which 
are called for by the executive departments, to ex- 
amine into their justice, their soundness, -their 
propriety, and to furnish the wayq and means, or 
the Government could not get along. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to make one remark. 
The Senator from Virginia complains that the 
Committee on Finance had not am opportunity to 
examine these and other propositions submitted to 
them by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Missouri 
is mistaken. I did not complain, nor have the 
committee complained that they have had no time 
for its examination, but that the claim was not 
submitted to the Senate. What I said was, that 
it was the duty of the Committee on Finance to 
make appropriations for subjects already provided 
for under the existing laws. 1 did not complain 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs; I did not ask 
that they should present their propositions to the 
Committee on Finance, but to the Senate. . 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then the Senator from Vir- 
ginia and other members of that committee com- 
plained that they had had no opportunity to investi- 
gate this matter; that they knew nothing about it. 
{ believe that is true, that they do know nothing 
about it, or they would not make this opgosition 
to it. They have not examined it. Weilwhose 
fault is that? The Senator from Virginia is a Sen- 
ator upon this floor, as well as a member of the 
Committee on Finance. The report mads from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Senator 
from Arkansas, has been before the Senate for 
nearly two months. Then it is his fault, or rather 
his misfortune, that he has not read this report, 
and examined this matter. 

But, Mr. President, 1 rose for this purpose: to 
say that I did request the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, for myself and other members 
of our committee, that. they would permit us to 
lay this, among other propositions, before them, 
and give us an opportunity to explain it to them, 
that we might have their approbation and their 
concurrence, for the purpose of saving the time of 
the Senate under the circumstances. 1t was prom- 
ised. ‘The chairman of the Committee on Finance 
told me that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Puecrs] had this bill in his charge, and subse- 
quently that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Pearce] had the bill in bis charge. I went to 
their committee room, and inquired of them when 
it would be convenient to have a conference with 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is true that 
I have the utmost confidence in the ability of that 
committee and in their courtesy also. Bat, al- 
though they promised me an interview, the time 
never arrived when they could have it; and now 
they state, for an objection, that they have not 
-had an opportunity to examine this matter. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I wish to say a few words 
with regard to this conference with the committee. 
This bill came to us while we had the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill under our consideration, which bill 
it was a great work to master and understand. It 
required the attention of’a majority of the com- 
mittee. The Indian bill was putin charge of the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. PneLrs,] he having 
formerly been a member of the Indian Committee. 


He retained it in his hands a few days, but 
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was then compelled tò leave: the Senate for-his 
home. It was afterwards given in charge of the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Peancs,] who has 
given it his attention, and coducted it with signal 
ability, as. he ever does subjects of this kind. The 
Committee on indian Affairs did call upon us on 
one occasion, and asked an interview, when we 
were almost swamped with that vast bill making 
civil and diplomatic appropriations. We had no 
opportunity of turning aside from our ordinary du- 
ties. We could not have done so if we would, 
and would not if we could; for the bill We had un- 
der consideration was the more important matter. 
If there is anything wrong about it, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs should have called upon us 
at an earlier day for their conference—at the com- 
mencement of the session—and not when we had 
the civil and diplomatie bill under consideration— 


when we were in the midst of it, and in haste to | 


reportit. I made no complaint of that, however. 
I said it was not our business to review their re- 
port as a commiitee... I repeat that such is not our 
theory, nor will it.be:our practice as far as E can 
control it. ©- They should have brought their sub- 
jects here, and obtained the action of the Senate 
upon them, and then we would have appropriated 
for them in the manner of past laws. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have sat here and 
given negative votes upon some half a dozen prop- 
ositions, upon the ground that | had no opportu- 
nity to investigate the merits of the cases against 
which I voted, and also upon the ground that they 
were private claims, and had no right to be intro- 
duced and attached to this general appropriation 
bill. I have been overruled in every instance, and 
the practice is still persisted in. I now rise, once 
for all, to enter my protest against this species of 
legislation, and I beg leave to make one or two re- 
marks in reply ta suggestions for its continuance. 
We are told that at some future day we will have 

"a rule; and when you have made the rule, denoun- 
cing the impropriety of this course, then we will 
adhere to it. Now, if it be acknowledged in this 
way that this course is perfectly erroneous, why 
not carry out what is true and proper without a 
rule? Why wait for the passage of the rule to 
prohibit our doing a thing acknowledged to be ut- 
terly wrong and. improper? The very fact that 

` gentlemen get up and notify us that the day is 
coming when they will makea rule to prohibit this 
course of proceeding is a condemnation of the prac- 
tice are now indulging in. 

Gentlemen tell us that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs have examined this matter, and we 
must take it on trust. Now, sir, what is practiced 
every day by the Senate, in regard to reports of 
other committees? An Indian bill comes up, and 
a gentleman rises and asks for the reading of the 
report. I wish to test it in this case; for half a 
dozen amendments have been made. Suppose [rise 
and: say that | want to hear the report read. Had 
we done everything so, we could not have ad- 
vanced. And I suppose if the reports had been 
as volumnious and as intricate as the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] tells us that this is, we 
should have had to read and reread it before we 
could have comprehended it in all its bearings. 
But now, instead of taking the ordinary course, 
and asking for the reading of. the report, and 
attempting to understand what we are about, and 
how we are making appropriations of public 
money, we are to take it all upon trust, and 
not even to ask for the reading of the report, but 
to make an amendment without; and that, too, 
upon what grounds? Why, itis said by my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Arcurson] that the report has 
been upon your table for two months; and if you 
have not read it, it is your own fault, for you have 
it’before you. Now, does not everybody know 
that we must take a littie portion of our legislative 
time while we are in session to attend to the reading 
of reports, and understanding the measures which 
the committees have introduced? It is a new idea, 
suggested for the first time, that we must come into 
our seats every Morning prepared from previous 
study to act upon bills at once, by having already 
read the reports, and that when a bill comes up we 
shall thus have to consume no-time in asking for 
the reading of the report and discussing its merits. 
This would be an entire change in all my legisla- 
tive experience that such a course is to be pursued, 
and such a thing is to be made the basis of attach- 
ing, time after time, these private bills to these 
public appropriation bills. 
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| wrong 
‘and I expect i shall have to feel it again; for 1 do 


have set me the basis upon which, when some 
other appropriation. bill comes up, I may ask to 


| come forward to do so, if I meet with my-past ex- 


| given to me, my bills will be rejected, because that 
| 18 not the proper place for them. Now, we ought 
i to legislate upon general principles, and all of us 
| ought to farealike. Thecommittee to which 1 belong 
| have reported a great many private bills, but you 
| know that we have not acted on our 
endar at all daring this seston—such has been the 
‘consumption of timé upon leading. measures that 
i have excited the whole country. We have given 
| no attention to these private bills. No, sir, if the 
experience of the past is any indication of what 
wil-happen in the future, if I should bring up a 
few of these private measures, { should expect to 
receive the same fate that I heretofore received. 
I have seen this thing, and 1 therefore say this 
course is partial in its operation upon members on 
this floor. The course is, that-we are to receive 
upon trust, without due examination, propositions 
for appropriations out of the publie Treasury. 
Mr. BERRIEN. The stress of the argument 
| of the Senator from Kentucky, who has just taken 
‘his seat, is, that this is a private claim. Now, I 
protest against this being considered asa private 
l claim, in any aspect in which you may view it. 
i lt isa claim arising under a treaty. made by the 
United States with an Indian tribe. If this treaty 
had been negotiated between the United ‘States 
| and a foreign Government, and you had been called 
upon by that Government to fulfill the stipulations 
of that treaty, it would not have been argued here 
that we were to consider it as a private claim. 
Now, although these people cannot justly be con- 
|| sidered as a nation—as a foreign natton—standing 
i upon a footing with you and the proper subjects 
of treaty with you, yet. you treat them as such, 
i deal with them as nations, and you are equally 
bound to respond to their claims ia the capacity 
which you have assigned to them, as if they were 
foreign and civilized nations. It is not, therefore, 
a private claim, and the whole ground of the Sen- 
ator’s argument is, therefore, taken from him 
when the claim is understood in its just and proper 
light. 
Mr. BELL. Iwill not argue this matter at 
‘length. Irise merely to suggest to the Senator 
from Kentucky and the Senator from New York 
that they did not attend sufficiently to this matter 


claim. There is no analogy between this and 
a private claim. It is a matter between the Gov- 
ernment of the United Statesand this Indian tribe, 
and I do not, therefore, think it is a private 
claim. There is no analogy between this claim 
and the principle which the Senate is cailed 
upon to decide. The Senator from New York 
says that the Committee on Finance are to make 
| appropriations for subjects provided for by law. 
The question now is not whether this claim shall 
be paid. The committees of the House and the 
Senate have decided that it shall be paid. It is 
decided by the treaty of 1846 that it shall be paid. 
| We have the law for this approriation. 
Senate has agreed to pay this debt, and the only 
thing is to settle the nature of the obligation, 
which I suppose could be done by means of the 
square or some other root. {Laughter.] Now, 
sir, | wish to state one fact. I believe it has never 
been disputed that we should pay this debt, byt 
the question is as to the amount that is due under 
the law. 

There were difficulties at the last session of Con- 
gress, growing out of the divisions of the Chero- 
kees. 
rginia and my honorable friend from New York 
|| were both on the Committee on Finance the last 
year. And what did we do, Sir, there, and on the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs? There were, owing 
to these difficulties, some $200,000 or $300,000 
which were not satisfactorily adjusted. Weil, 
what did wedo? Why, the Indians said, give us 
what is satisfactorily adjusted and understood to 
be due under the treaties, and we will waituntil the 
next session to have that balance settled by the 
accounting officer. We made a report to the Sen- 


H ate accordingly. We.asked an appropriation ‘of. 


Sir, it is all wrong. And another thing: it is | 
because it is partial. 1 have had to feel that, | 


| not know bat that I may make the examples: you | 


ladda few private claims upon it. And when I 


perience, if I meet with the treatment heretofore | 


private cal- | 


to understand the nature and principle of this; 


I believe the honorable Senator from Vir- 


The |! 


creveive this money. yA 
-arally represented by able and-intelligent gentlemen 


$1,230,000, to go so: far towards: the liquidation of 
all that was dye. The Senate ‘agreéd” to it, “ahd 
passed-it.- My honorable friend from Virginia and 
the Finance Committee agreed: toiit: The appro- 
peace would have'been made in the other House, 
ut failed on account of time. “All that E wish to 
say-js, that you have already. made an’ appropria- 
tion, at the last séssion of Congress, for $1,200,000 
of this-sum,and that it is only thé comparatively 
small balance that we are required to act upon for 
the first time now. says Paps 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
right upon this subject. 7 

Several SENATORS. “Question !’? “Question!” 

_ Me. UNDERWOOD. You will get the ques- 
tion when I have said what I have to say, and not 
before. 3 ri 

Mr. BADGER. I doubt it. 

Mr UNDERWOOD, You may doubt it as 
you like. : 

The PRESIDENT. Gentlemen will please to 
come to order. 

Mr. BADGER. I meant to say ‘that I doubt 
whether we shall get it then. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | have the floor now, 
and I intend to-keep it until I have stated my: posi- 
tion correctly, against the representation’ of that 
position as made by the honorable Senators‘ from 
Georgia and Tennessee. They say that the error 
of my argument rests upon the fact that I regard 
this as a private claim, and that. it is not to be 
viewed in the light of a private claim. Now, if 
any individual will demonstrate what constitutes a 
private claim, and if this does not come within the 
definition, then | will confess that-I'am wrong: . I 
want to know if it makes any difference ‘in “this 
‘respect whether the mohey goes to à single’ indi- 
vidual or to a whole tribe. Is a claim any the 
less a private claim because it is made by two per- 
| sons than if it were made by one? Not at all. 
The numbers, then, make no difference. What, 
then, is the other distinction which they attempt 
to make? It is, sir, that they say that this: appro- 
priation is based upon a treaty, and that because 
it is to be made in pursuance of a treaty, which is 
the public law of the land, that. prevents it: from 
being a private claim. | Let us examine that state- 
ment. if you. pay spoliations cominitted ‘upon 
citizens of a foreign country, and pay them-in 
compliance with the stipulations of a treaty, do 
they cease on that account to'be private. claims‘? 
Take the case of the Mexican claims which the 
Government of the United States assumed ‘to: pay 
by the treaty:of pedce with Mexico. : You'haye a 
commission now to settle those claims, and to ap- 
portion the money among the claimants. Have’ 
those claims ceased to be private claims because 
they are to be paid under a treaty? Unquestion- 
ably they have not. The claim is none the less a 
private claim because it is paid in pursuance of 
law. Every claim is paid under the authority of 
law. .The remarks of the Senator from New York 
were conclusive upon that point. I hope that 
these suggestions are sufficient to show that this 
claim is not one which ought to be. favored'on the 
ground that it is not a private claim, and therefore 
the arguments which I applied to it are not inap- 
plicable. Mr. President, I know that what I have 
said will probably have no effect. I shall therefore 
not trespass further upon the time of the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER. I have an amendment which 
I wish to offer: : 

“ Provided, Thatin no ease shall any money hereby ap- 
propriated be paid to any agent, or to any other person-than 
to the Indian or Indians to whem it is due.” ; 

Mr. STURGEON. Mr. President, I hope that 
amendment will not prevail. I see no reason why 
the Government should interfere between the In- 
dians and their agents. : i 

Mr. WALKER. The treaty requires it to be 
paid to the Indians themselves... a 

Mr. EWING. I think the'amendment is right. 
It does not mean that the money shall not be paid 
to the agentof the United States among the Indians, - 
to be paid to them, but that it shall not be paid to 
agents here. ‘ 42 Baa 8 

Mr. BELL. F-see no objection to. payitig the 
money te any agents whom. the Indians may see 
fit to appoint... The Cherokees are not inthe habit 


Tintend to put myself 


| of appointing agents who cannot be trusted. T bee 


lieve their agents are now in the city, waiting to 
That ‘tribe, at least; is gen- 


from their nation, such as-aré here now. 
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Mr. DAYTON. {am not familiar with these 
subjects; but, from such -knowledge and impres- 
sions as I have, it seems to me that this amend- 


ment is wrong. This money, if | understand it,: 


is due to the Cherokee nation per capita, and-if 


this amendment is passed the money will: have; to: 


be paid to each individual of the tribe.. E want to 
know whether it is considered practicable forthe 
Indian agent to make such individual payments. 

Mr. EWING. Yes; thatis all right... The In- 
dian agent pays per capita to. each, member of the. 
tribe.” i 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the Secretary be kind 
enough to read the proviso again? 

The amendment was again read. f ` 

Mr. EWING... Fo whom the money is. due. 
Now being under the law due per capita, it should 
be paid per capita to each individual of the tribe. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi- 
culty. with the Senator from the New Jersey is, 
that he confounds the payment to agents here with 
the payment made through the Indian agent resi- 
ding with the tribe. I have had. some opportunity 
for observation upon this method of payment. It 
was adopted among the Winnebago Indians. I 
was present on one occasion when the payment 
. Was made, and it gave great satisfaction to the 
tribe. 

Tne amendment to the amendment was adopted; 
ayes 24, noes 21. 

The question being taken on the amendment as 
amended, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BARNWELL. Mr. President, | am -re- 
quested by my friend from Iowa [Mr. Doncr] to 
move the reconsideration of the vote which was 
taken, limiting the extension of the treaty to. the 
south of the St. Peter’s river. I voted for the 
amendment myself, and I shall vote for it again; 
but, at his request, I move the reconsideration. of 
that vote. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. [trust the motion will 
prevail to reconsider, and then that the amendment 
will be rejected. It is a feature ingrafted upon the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland, and will, 
I think, work very great mischief. It will, at least, 
embarrass the action of the commissioners and of 
the Indian department. . 

Mr. FREMONT. I hope the reconsideration 
will bẹ granted, and the amendment be rejected. 
It relates to a very large. tract of land, of great 
fertility, and which will be of great utility to Min- 
nesota. It abounds in small streams and lakes, 
and. is one of the most beautiful regions in the 
Northwest, , 

The question being taken upon the motion to 
reconsider, it was agreed to—ayes 23, noes not 
counted. . 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
amendment, it was rejected. ; s 

The amendments were. then, ordered. to be en- 
grossed for a third reading of the bill, 

« 


. CALIFORNIA BILLS. 

Mr. GWIN. Now [hope we shall take up the 
California business. It will occupy but half an 
hour. 

Mr. DICKINSON, 
no objection. i 

The PRESIDENT.. lt came up, as a matter of 
course, the moment the other question was dis- 

sed of. 

P The first bill: in order was the bill establishing 
a recorder of land titles in California. 
Mr. GWIN asked that it be passed over. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN. CALIFORNIA. 


The Senate, on motion by Mr. GWIN, pro- 
ceeded, asin Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the bill to ascertain and settle private 
land claims in the State of California. 

Mr. FREMONT. That bill comes before the 
Senate a little crippled. lt makes part of a sys- 
tem to.which the bill previously in order—the biil 


If that is all, I will make 


to establish a recorder of land titles—belongs. But į 


theré is some opposition to that bill, and we pass 
itover. As it stands, this bill conforms to the de 
cisions of the Supreme Court and to the usual 
form, with but two exceptions. The first is the 
provision which makes a decision in favor of the 
claimant by the commissioners, in the first place, 


final against the United States. The other provis- 


sion makes a decision in the district court in favor 
of the claimant also final against the United States. 
These provisions were introduced for two reasons: 
first, to quiet.the country, and to, contribute to its 


* 


I think the diffi- | 


| 
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general -prosperity;. but a further reason is, that a 
decision.of their own law officers, their own judges, 
the arbitratorsof the United: States, ought to be 


final against the United States. The-people ought. 
not to be kept waiting. for the law for years, per-. 
I state these reasons,: 


haps, for an adjudieation. 
and leave the bill to.the Senate, to stand upom its 
own merits,- : 

Mr. EWING. I think, Mr. President, we 
ought, in this case, to. follow the ordinary mode of 
adjudicating: land titles: Appoint commissioners; 
let them decide upon the case. Direetthe district 
attorney to- attend to the cases before the commis- 
sioners. If, in his judgment, the decision is right, 
let there be no appeal. If he think the decision is 
wrong, let him take the appeal, which shall be 
allowed to go to the Suprme Court and be decided. 
I think so for this reason: There are many of these 
titles that are worth millions—very heavy sums. 
l dare say there may be half a dozen titles. found 
there, each of which may be worth more than a 
milion dollars. If it is too much to be finally 
settled by the decision of a commissioner or com- 


missioners, it ought to be settled in. a.count of. 


justice, before a regular court, where the counsel 
for the public may see whether the decisions are 
right or wrong, and. that the case is properly con- 
ducted. Without doubting that the commission- 


ers would do.all that is right, one thing | know: |) 


the public would not place the confidence in them 
that they do in our ordinary tribunals. l am. 
therefore of opinion with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, who sits: near me, [Mr. Gwiy,] that we 
ought to have an appeal in all cases above a given 
sum in: value. 
$2,000, the ordinary sum, or at $5,000 perhaps, 
which would -be a little larger than the ordinary 


K world at this moment? 
Mains undisturbed - in: the: possession of their 


i null and. void. 
subject, declared that the Congress of the United 
States could not mean what they said: that they. 
| could not mean to make null and void the tide of 


And | would fix the sum either at 


sum. This is the only principle to be settled be- 
tween: the members of California. I have had 
some consultation with them; and if this be in- 
serted, or if this question be settled in any form, 
it puts an end toall difficulty, and the bill can be 
immediately framed and passed. 1 am in favor of 
an amendment which will allow an appeal in all | 
cases above a given value. 

In the first place, however, I will move another 
amendment in the first section of the bill. I move 
to amend the first section, by striking out, after 
the word “shall” in the 7th line, the following 
words: 

s Sit annually.for three years at the following places, to 
wit: At Los Angeles on the first Mondayin February, at 
Monterey on the first Monday in June, at San Jo-é on the 
first: Monday in August, at Sacramento on the first Monday 
in October, and at Sonoma on the first Monday in Novem- 
ber ;”” 

And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 


“ Hoid their sessions at such times and places as the 
President of the United States shall direct.” 

So that the section would read, if amended, as 
follows: 

“ Be it enacted, Şc., That, for the purpose of ascertaining | 
and settling the private land claims in the State of Califor- 
nia, these commissioners shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and Consent of the Senate, 
who shall hold. their sessions at such times and places as 
the President of the United States shall direet.?? 


Mr. BENTON. That isa small amendment; 
but the Senator from Ohio having given us his 
general view of what the nature of the bill should 
besand commencing with what I suppose to be a 
series of amendments for the purpose of carrying 
out his general idea 

Mr. EWING. This does not come to that 
question at all. These amendments are agreed to 
by the Senators from California, let the form be | 
what it may. | 

Mr. BENTON. ft is immaterial to me what į 
has been agreed to; I stand herefor myself, The | 
Senator from Ohio has made known his principle, |) 
and he has commenced with amendments which | 
are subordinate to that principle, and which are in- 
tended to carry it out. | I disagree to his principle, 
and consequently I expect to disagree to its inci- 
dents. And here, Mr. President, | will premise 
that the American Government does what no other 
Government on the face of the earth does in civil- 
ized country. The American Government, in ob- 
taining possession-of a country, no matter how old 
or how new, arraigns every ttle in the country, 


g 


| 


i 


assumes every title in the country to be invalid, and 
insutntes asetof proceedings by. which every man, 


good hig title, or else lose his possession. | 
where else is this done in any part of. the civilized 


A conquered nation re- 


homes.- The time. was when. all the lands ‘ofa 


“conquered: country were taken by the conqueror. 
‘The conqueror of England, the Duke of Norman- 
dy, was an eminent ‘instance. of this. 


n But, six, it 
was a cruel thing. [¢ was ‘a-cruel. thing for the 


conqueror to take the lands of the people by forces 


but 1-deem it atil more ertie) to take them through 


the forms. of law by putting them into courts: in 
which they must sink half their value to defend 
their title. I have seen the workings of this sys-’ 
tem. 
assumed the invalidity of every claim in the State, 
and required every one to be proved, and under- 


I saw it in Missouri, where the United States 


took te specify cases in which the title should be: 
The Supreme Court, upon that 


any man, because they had not the power to do so.: 


| That was a legislative power which they had no 


authority to exercise; and they (the Supreme 
Court) would assume that the Congress of the 
United States did not mean what the words im- 


ported, and that no -title'was to. be destroyed, be- 
cause no title could. be destroyed: by a: legislative 
act. ‘ 


I have seen. the progress of this thing in Mis- 
souri. I have seen the old settlers called up bez 
fore the boards of commissioners, and courts, and 


justices, and Federal courts, and finally to the Su- 


preme Court of the United. States, until many of 
them, worn out with vexation nd reduced to 
despair, have sold valuable claims for a mere trifle, 
or given a large proportion of them to lawyers to 
defend them; and very many quit the country. and 
went off to the Spanish dominions, and obtained 
fresh land. What is now the State of Texas was 
settled precisely in that manner. It was settled 
by a colony from the Territory of Missouri— 
many of them being persons with whom both the 
Senator from Texas and myself are personally 
acquainted—who went to the Spanish dominions.. 
I have seen a recent decision of the Supreme 
Court, by which I apprehend that claims to the’ 
amount of several millions will be. governed in 
Missouri, and yet those old claimants had parted: 
with their claims long ago on account of the dif- 
ficulty and-delay to which they were subjected in: 
the Federal courts; and all this, too, more than 
forty years after the United States had acquired 
the country. I look. upon it, then, as a hardship—" 
a-cruel hardship—upon any people, whether their: 
territory be purchased or conquered, to have the: 
home of every man presumed to be held by a 
fraudulent title until itis proved to be good. That 
principle was acted upon in Louisiana and in’ 
Upper Missouri, to the ruin of masses of the old 
inhabitants. And now the same thing is pro- 
posed to be done for California. Sir, California is 
older than the United States. California was set- 
ded in 1770, and the Declaration of Independence, 
of the United States was only in-1776. We are: 
younger than Cal fornia, and we now stand up 
and assume every. title in the country to be 
invalid, to be fraudulent against. the United States, 
and mean to put them through the process of 
going through our courts to sustain them, or sub- 
ject them to the decision of a commission; and if: 
that decision should not be satisfactory, then they 


are to be brought up here to the Supreme Court 


of.the United States for final decision. Sir, there 
may be cases that should come up-to the Supreme 
Court; but all sympathy for a conquered people, 
all sense of justice, should be against such a pro- 
ceeding as is contemplated by this bill. Ladmit, 
sir, that it is imperative-on the Senators from Cal- 
ifornia to come forward with abil! conforming to 
the general policy of the United States on this- 
subject. They have to do it; they have to ton- 
form to the general policy; but, sir, they ought 
to throw. into that bill everything to alleviate. the 
cruel policy that has. been practiced heretofore—: 
everything that would save the people from a 
universal arraigamentand impeachment of every 
title in the country. 

Sir, California was settled eighty. years ago. 
Almost three generations have passed away since 


‘ | then; and now, at the end of this-time, everyone of 
without regard to his length of possession, is to || 
come forward, and, in a court of justice, make ! 
Sir, | 


these people, without any sort of exemption, is to 
be brought before a tribunal of the United States to 
prove the titles which they have. got, and to prove 
them to be free from. fraud. Fraud. against: 


46. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


E. 


‘Sept! 27, 


whom, sir? Fraud against the Government from 
whieh they were dérived? Sir, it was hard for 
that Government to get anybody to accept of land. 
I know that when Í first wert to Missouri, the 
people of that country were Often begged to accept 
lands, and they would not. i | 
Now, sir, here are the people of California, four 
thousand miles from: us, no one of them on this’ 
floor, no one of them in the other énd of the Capi- 
tol, no one of themselves on this ground, no agents” 
from them, except their Senators and Representa- 
tives; and what do you suppose will be the palpi- 
tations of the hearts of that people, when they 
learn that the Congress of the United States is 
going’ to apply to them the same system which 
was applied to Louisiana? I have received letters 
from people of that country, and I know that some- 
thing like a feeling of despair and of death must 
take possession of them at the very idea that the 
Government of the United States is going to put 
them all to the expense and trouble of lawsuits to 
establish their titles. ‘They will regard themselves 
as ruined. À 2 an 
Sirs all people hate lawsuits, unless it be those 
who live by them. The mass of the people hate 
lawsuits, and they consider everything in jeop- 
ardy, and may well do so, whenever it goes into 
law. And what must be the feelings of the people 
there at this time when they know that the Con- | 
gress of the United States is to be occupied with | 
legislation which proposes to subject the whole of | 
these titles to judicial tribunals, and to establish | 
the principle heretofore acted on in Louisiana—a | 
principle on wfich land claims, after an occupa- 
tion of forty-six years, were unsettled ? Our courts 
are still occupied with this question, and I believe 
that a bill was passed a few days ago for some- 
thing like preémption rights on Baron Bastrop’s 
claim after an occupation of forty-six years. Sir, 
when a man’s home is to be held up in law and be 
. Bubject to the decisions of courts, what becomes of | 
cultivation and improvements in that time? Why, 
sir, the man’s arm has no strength in it, What | 
becomes of the courage of his heart? It dies 
away, he knows he has not a home. The coun- 
try remains without improvement, without amelio- 
ration. ~The people sink into listlessness, because 
their property sinks from under them, and they 
will.sell out. Believing that their property is not 
~so well protected as that of the American, they 
will sell out for a tithe of its value, or share it with 
the American. And while the Senators from Cali- 
fornia have felt themselves compelled to give in to 
the policy of the United States for the purpose of 
bringing in this bill requiring titles to be investi- | 
gated by commissioners, and in some cases sub- | 
jecting them to the decisions of the Supreme Court, | 
yet they have endeavored to throw into this bill 
principles that will soften the working of it, and 
` make itaslittle injurious and disagreeable as may be. 
"I believe that the bill has had all the ameliora- 
tions put into it which have been admitted in the 
progress of forty-six years—everything which 
Congress has granted since that time. It also 
cites the decisions of the Supreme Court in cer- 
tain cases, and makes those decisions applicable to | 
like cages in California; and it was not until the 


the laws of the country. They were treated 
worse than the people of any conquered country; || 
and it was not until twenty-five years afterwards į 
that any progress was made in the amelioration of | 
the laws. ~ 
Now, the two Senators from California have || 
endeavored to sustain the workings of the system | 
in relation to their State, which the United States 
have adopted in regard to other territory which | 
they have acquired. I abhor the system. 1 pro- | 
test against ruining the titles of a whole com- 
munity. T protest against such a law, which as- 
sumes that the titles of an entire people—whether | 
their territory be conquered or purchased by us— h 
are to be regarded as invalid, and which holds |; 
them to be so until you prove them to be good in |! 
a court. f protest against it; I shall vote against |! 
it. 1 shall endeavor to save every amelioration 
which the Senators from California have put into 
their bill; and, besides saving these ameliorations, 
I shall ‘endeavor to get some others which shall 
still more soften the most odious provisions which 
have had an existence in the code of any conqueror ~ 


taking a country by force of arma. 
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_ The motion of the Senator from Ohio is to anfix jf] == EVENING SESSION, 
the settled places at which these commissioners |! -The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


are to meet. Sir, the Senator from California com- 
mences this system with -the appointment of three 
commissioners, to be appointed by the ‘United 
States—the people whose rights they “are to adju- 


dicate upon having no hand in their election. The | 


bill goes on providing that these commissioners 
shall -go through the heart of the country, from 
place to place, so as to make it as convenient as 
possible to have the people appear before them 
and prove their titles. It mentions the time when 
they are to be there, and the Senator from Ohio 


proposes to strike that out and leave it to the | 


President to fix the time. Sir, why not fix it our- 
selves? Is it not a subject for a legislative pro- 
vision? And are we not legislators? Why not 
fix it ourselves, when the country requires that it 
should be fixed, and fixed by law, that those who 
may be arraigned may be pregared to go to the 
place at the appointed time? Phere is a great de- 
ception in all this business of devolving duties 
upon the President of the United States. Our 
statute books are crowded with such provisions. 
Now, in the first place, we all know that the 
office of President of the United States never 
was created for any such purpose as this. The 
framers of the Constitution never made it for 
any such purpose. ` 
of President for Executive purposes—for great 
national purposes—for the superintendence of 
a great national. system, and not for the purpose 
of arranging details. And if we put the arrange- 
ment of these detaiis upon him, we deceive our- 
selves; for he does not do it, 
do it, and he cannot do it; and we know how it is 


obliged to be done. It is obliged to be done pre- | 
cisely as it was under the Spanish crown in the | 


ume of Gil Bias. Leave out the barber, and it is 
exactly-the same. A petition was presented to the 
King: he refers it to the Duke de Lermo, and the 


Then it goes back again from Scipio to Gil Blas, 


sir, it is precisely the same in our country, leaving 
out the barber. We refer it to the President, who 
cannot attend to it. Ee refers itagain to the Sec- 
retary of State, who cannot attend to it. He is 


overwhelmed with business, and gives it to his | 


first clerk. He has enough of business to do, and 
he gives it to the next clerk; and he again till it 
travels through a whole line, and the appointment 
is made by some one who knows nothing about it; 
and it goes back to the President and is assented 
to by him, and comes out as his decision. This 


is the history of all details that-are left to the decis- | 


ion of the President, and itis nothing but deceiving 
ourselves. 
practicing a deception upon ourselves. Í am against 
leaving to the President what he cannot do—what 
he ought not to do, even in a case where he can act 
advisedly, and much less ina case where the matter 
is to be left to the décision of a subordinate clerk. I 


am againstit for all these reasons; but Lamstill more | 
‘| against it for the sake of the people. 
i| commissioners are to go through the country #or 
j| the purpose of trying all the titles of the country, 
they are to perform the duties ofa court of justice, £ 


Sir, if these 


and, like every other court of justice, they should 


havea time fixed by law, of which all persons can | 


inform themselves, and where they can appear at 
a known place and at a given time established by 
law. 

The bill as it now stands endeavors to ameliorate 
the oid law, and to save the people of California 
from much inconvenience. It makes a provision 
for conunissioners, whose decisions in favor of the 
claimants are to be final. ‘hat principie is ob- 
jected to, and in some cases, even where that de- 
cision is favorable, the question is not to rest there, 
but to be brought to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Now, the Senator from California 
[Mr. Fremont] has mentioned this mode of de- 
ciding these land titles by. commissioners as an 
amelioration of the old system. He telis you that 
their decisions ought to be final, because the com- 
missioners are judges appointed by the United 
States. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour for the recess 
has arrived. : 

The Senate took a recess. 


They created the office | 


j 


He has not time to | 


|| between us in reference to this matter. 
Duke refers it to his secretary, and he reférs it to | 

Gil Blas, and Gil Blas refers it to Scipio, and | 
Scipio decides it according to the fee which he gets. | 


i| to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
i| Important, as I have said before—both «my: col- 


I am therefore against it, because it is |} 
i; vernment of the United States in California. 


E 
i 
i| sides the land claimants. 


to ascertain and settle the - private land: claims in 
‘the State-of Californias. 0000000 Fa Bec 

‘Mr. GWIN. © Task the indulgence of the Senate 
that 1: may make a‘ few remarks, in: order to’ Set 
myself right, in regard- to: the last. bill before’ the 
Senate to-day, 5 > Bae y Uta : 

Mr. DICKINSON... I desire that he may have 
|| the opportunity to make:the: remarks he indicates; - 
i) but hope that: as soon as he’ shall, have finished 

the matter will be laid over, and we shall proceed 
i| to. the appropriation bill. weit ida Posed 

The PRESIDENT. The: California: bill was 
the unfinished business when the Senate took a re- 
cess, and upon that bill the Senator from Missouri 
| [Mr. Bewron] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BENTON. I yield to the Senator from 
California with pleasure. 

Mr. GWIN. The remarks of the Senator from 
Missouri make it necessary that I should address 
some few remarks to the Senate... The’bill that is 
under consideration was introduced by my col- 
league. Itis his bill, and not mine. It contains his 
sentiments, but does not contain mine. {have al- 
ways been in favor of a board of commissioners 
to settle these land claims, with a right of appeal 
on an adverse decision, whether against the United 
States or against the claimant, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, I am of the opinion that 
this is. the only plan that can be devised for the 
settlement of these claims.: Therefore the Senator 
from Missouri is mistaken in saying that. the bill 
under consideration contains the views of the Sen- 
alors from California? It contains the:views of my 
colleague, but not my own. / vg 

I must say a word in reference to the part that- 
the Senator from Ohio has taken in this discussion. 
It was the anxious desire of my colleague and my- 
self that there should not be the slightest collision 
We both 
had honest opinions in regard to this question. 
My colleague’s opinions are imbodied in this bill. 
I was in favor of the plan proposed by the Sena- 


ac j| tor from Ohio, that there should bea board of com- 
and so on, until it gets back to the King, each de- | 
ciding according to the amount of the fee. Well, | 


missioners to adjudicate land claims, and from that 
board of commissioners there should be an appeal 
It was 


i league and myself honestly differing upon: this 
question—that that difference should not be brought 
forward in the Senate if it could be avoided. , And 


i| hence, With full consultation between us, it was’ 


proposed thatthe Senator from Ohio. should: em- 
| body these views, and I should not say a word 
upon the subject.: Iam of opinion that the. Su- 
preme Court of the United States will not oppress: 
the landholders of California. Tdo not believe ap- 
peals will be taken to that tribunal on the part of the 
claimant, unless there has been an evident error. 
That is the opinion of the representative of the Gog- 
Tam 
perfectly confident that it is expected, by the great 
| majority of the people in California, that the Su- 
preme Court of tha United States should be the ulti- 
mate arbitrator in regard to land claims of that kind. 
There are another set of persons in that country. be- 
It is the: 100,000 Amer- 
ican citizens who have no land, and to whom it is 
| a matter of great moment to know, and to know 
speedily, what portion of the lands in California is 
public domain. Iam in favor of giving to these 
citizens of the United States, now permanent citi- 
zens of California, the right to settle ahd cultivate 
the lands that belong to the United States. ft. is 
| therefore to the interest of the land owners, as well 
i as those who have no land, that there-should be a 


|| speedy settlement of the question with. regard to 
il these land claims. I am therefore in favor.of the 
‘| plan that there should be a board of commission- 
erg, and that there should be. the right of appeal 
1 from that board to the Supreme. Court of the Uni- 
|i ted States for both parties.. am perfectly confi- 
| dent that this system. will be satisfactory to those 
|i in California, although some of the citizens there 
i| who own land.claims may not at first be satisfied. 
|| It will bring abouta speedy settlement. What we 
i want is speedy and final settlement; and nothing 
i! could induce me to hold out to the defeat of any 
ii measure that would bring about. this end. The 
| Senator from Missouri, I think, is mistaken if he 
|} supposes that ruin would fall upon the landholders 
of that country by this mode of adjudication, I 
think it would lead to a speedy and final seitle- 


& 


ment, and the question would be satisfactorily set- 
tled, and promote the best interests of the coun- 


try. 3 

Mr. BENTON. Ido not propose to go on with“ 
this subject to-night, because we came back here 
for some other purpose. But I will say-that, in 
speaking of the bill of the Senators from Califor-: 
nia, | had in my eye the bill which the gentleman 
himself brought in. 7 

Mt. GWIN. I did not so understand it. - 

Mr. BENTON. And I said that both of these 
gentlemen had yielded to-what was the policy of 
the Government, so far as to require the titles to 
be made good. I was‘in favor of ameliorating the 
system which the United States had pursued; by 
which they had harassed and destroyed the Indi- 
ans—kept the country from being settled and im- 

roved, and made not one dollar for themselves. 

make this declaration in the hearing of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri, and all who are acquainted with it, and say 
that the United States has not made one dollar by 
the mode they have taken, and which is so har- 
assing and destructive to the old inhabitants of 
Louisiana and Missouri. ’ 

And now I would add one point and quit. I 
said to-day that it was absurd to impute fraud to 
the old claimants in California. ‘Fraud against 
whom? The Spanish Government? Why, the 
Spanish Government gave the land. Fraud against 
the United States? Why, when the country was 
settled, it was not expected by any that the Usited 
States would ever possess that country, and it was | 
not until the period of hostilities between the 
United States and Mexico—not until those hostil- |j 
ities became impending and imminent—that the 
idea of making fraudulent grants got into any- 
body’s head. ‘That was in the Spring of 1846. | 
By looking over the reports of Colonel Frémont, 
made to the Government at that time, and when he 
brought home along with him the original papers, 
it shows that there was then a design on foot—a 
three-foid design: one to put the whole country 
under the protection of Great Britain; another to 

ass off the landed property into the hands of 
British subjects; and the third, the destruction of 
all the American citizens there. This three-fold 
plan went on up to the year 1846 before it was 
known, because up to that time there was no idea | 
“that the United States would ever gain that coun- 
try. Now, the idea of fraud is the utmost absurd- 
ity, the utmost preposterosity. [Laughter.] Ido 
not propose to go on with this subject to-night, 
but [ shall take it in order when the subject comes 
up again. 

Mr. EWING. -I would suggest to the Senator 
from Missouri that he had better have read this 

“bill before he replied to the supposed accusation of 
fraud contained in it against the old titles. That 
bill is framed to carefully protect the old titles. 
Bat it does not protect titles that were granted 
since the year 1846. I think there is a very exact 
concurrence in the views of the Senator from Mis- 
gouri and the bill which he attacked with so much 
violence. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 am constrained, under the 
instructions of the Committee on Finance, to 
move to lay this bill on the table for the present, 
for the purpose of taking up the fortification bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia, the bill was laid on the ta- 
bie. i 

FORTIFICATION BILL. . 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as in} 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for | 
certain fortifications in the United States, for the | 
year ending June 30, 1851. : 

Mr. H. said: As time is precious, I will state a | 
fact that will perhaps induce the Senate to pass 
this billat once. The bill is strictly according to | 
estimates; and, that being the case, I think we | 
may have the question upon the billatonce. The | 
„Committee on Finance have made no amendment | 
fo the bill gf all. U 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- | 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, and | 
was then, by unanimous consent, read a third 
time, and passed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate, 


THE CON 
| ABS 


~- Mr. DICKINSON. The Committee on Fi- 


‘priation bill, and-it is probable that- we shall have 


| put in, have come to the conclusion that the better 


| have conferred with certain members of the House | 
! of Representatives, and they are of opinion that | 


: I think it a very unreasonable proposition. 


for the naval Service for the year ending June 30, | 


nance have not been unmindtul of the time or. the 
occasion. . The. House. is yet engaged upon the 
amendments to the civil and. diplomatic appro- 


many complicated and difficult issues between the 
Houses in relation to them. We have yet also 
to-organize the judiciary of the Territories in Ex- 
ecutive session. The committee, in view of all 
these circumstances, have concluded that, if the 
mountain will not come to Mahomet, Mahomet 
will be able to go to the mountain. In other 
words, the committee, although they do not ap- 
prove this naval bill in many respects; although 
there are items in it that they would wish to strike 
out, and amendments that they would wish to 


way is to take the bill as it passed the House, 
and recommend that no amendments be made to it. 

I will state to the Senate that the bill appro- 
priates in all, for naval service of every kind, 
$9,535,602 07. It appropriates considerably less 
for the naval service proper than was asked for 
by the department. The only items in the bill 
that were not asked for by the departments are 
these: 

& To equalize the salary of the clerk of the naval con- 
structor, $250. 

«Po authorize the examination of the merits of certain 
condensers, $5,000, 

« Meteorological observations, $2,000. | 

cane plans uf buildings at naval depét at New Orleans, 
s « For the construction of a floating dry dock in Cali- 
fornia, $100,000.” 

These items amount to $107,750. These are 
the only items of any importance in the bill that 
were not in the estimates. That isthe condition 
of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. The statement made by the | 
chairman of the Committee on Finance represents 
the opinions of that committee, which have been 
formed upon consultation with members of the 
House of Representatives. We are assured that, 
if we make amendments to this and the army bill, 
as we have done to the civil and diplomatic and 
the Indian bill, we shall not get through these ap- 
propriation bills within the time allotted to this ses- 
sion. Therefore, although there are items in the 
bill which we would like to have amended, we re- 
port the bill without amendment, and will resist all 
amendments. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope I have the highest, the’ 
most profound respect for the Committee on Fi- 
nance; but [ must be permitted to say that I cannot 
entirely concur in.that complacency of the Com- 
mitteeon Finance which induces them to recom- 
mend to. the Senate to disregard every amendment 


to the naval appropriation bill that comes from any jj 


other committee of this Senate. Sir, it isa new 


doctrine, for the first time broached in the Senate. || 


There are important amendments that ought to be 
made to this bill. Amendments have been agreed 
upon by the Committee on Naval Affairs that 
ought to be made to this bill. 1 have yet to learn 
bow itis that the House of Representatives, by 
postponing, until the very last period of a session 
of ten months, sending to us the appropriation bills 


I| passed without any amendment being made. 


fi 2 : ; 
|| exception to the proceedings of the Committee on 


lieved that if we make many amendments to these 
bills, when we come to consider: what is- before us: 
in the civil and diplomatic bill, we. shall jeopard: 
the passage of some of these appropriation bills. 
We. simply communicated a fact; and F think the: 
Senator from North Carolina has done some ir- 
justice to the Finance Committee in supposing ` 
from this statement that we want to dictate to the 
Senate. Of course, the Senate willdo whatit may: 
think right and proper. We only communicated 
information. which we ‘thought important, and 
which had governed ‘our conduct, It will be for 
the Senator from North Carolina to do ashe 
chooses. $ 

Mr. MANGUM. My. friend and. colleague, 
{Mr. Bancer,] think, did no injustice to the Fi- 
nance Committee. I have to say, with all respect 


| to the Finance Committee, that I think we ought 


to deliberate, consider, and decide every amend- 
ment that is offered upon its merits. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I trust, at this late period of 
the sesion, we shall proceed to the consideration 
of the bill before us without that excitement which 
seems about to be produced. The Committee on 
Finance have submitted their views as to the course 
which it is expedient for us to pursue. They do 
not attempt to dictate. They present it: to’ the 
consideration of the Senate. If gentlemen persist’ 
in offering amendments, let it be done in a calm 
and quiet spirit. 

Mr. PEARCE. [agree with my colleague on 
the Committee oh Finance that itis expedient not 
to offer any amendments by way of additions to 
the bill; but I think we might vety profitably ex- 
scind something from the bill. There are portions 
of it which, in my opinion, ought to be stri¢ken 
out, and which I hope the Senate will think proper 
to strike out. 

Mr. RUSK offered the following amendment as 
an additional section: f 

“ Beit further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 


| and the Postmaster General be authorized, by and with the 


consent of the contracting parties respectively, to rearrange 
| the running of the United States mail steamships so as to 
| effect more direct dispatch between New York and Havana, 

and make'the service from Panama to California and Ore- 
| gon as frequent as tothat point by increasing the trips of the 
Pacific line to semi-mnonthly ; Provided, The same does not 
exceed the usual rate of cost at which additional mail ser- 
| vice may be ordered under existing acts of Congress.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. The Senator from North 
| Carolina [Mr. Bancer] seemed to think it was 
not the province of the Finance Committee to make 


i a recommendation of any kind, if I understood 
H 


| him. Now, we had the responsibility to report 
the bill with or without amendment. In view of 
all the circumstances of the case, we reported it 
| without amendment, and recommended that it s 
t 
is nothing more than a usual recommendation. I 
i cannot approve of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas, because it creates a monop- 
oly. But E will not debate it. I hope it will not 
| be adopted. 
| Mr. BADGER. My friend from New York is 
i laboring under a mistake as to the point of my 


Finance. It was not that they recommended the 
bill to pass without amendment, but that they had 
| undertaken in advance to recommend to the Senate 
to discredit all amendments that might be proposed 


which they ought to have sent months ago, should | from other quarters. 


devolve upon the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate the whole legislative powers of this body. I 
am not disposed io debate these amendments; 1 
am not disposed to consume the time of the Sent 
ate upon them; but I do protest against the adver- 
tisement beforehand that no amendments are to be 
considered, however reasonable, just, and proper |! 
in themselves, because the Committee on Finance 


the Senate ought not to amend this bill, Really, 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from North 
Carolina is mistaken if he supposes the Committee | 
on Finance have desired to dictate to the Senate 
what should be its conduct. j 
tion from the other House which influenced our ! 
action, and we thought proper to lay it before the | 
Senate. Of course, the Senate will do what it | 
thinks right. If the Senate desires to amend the | 


bill, it will amend it. If any member chooses to || 
debate, he will debate it. We have done our duty. | 


M 
ae | than that obtained from the Government. 
We derived informa- |; 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the 
| Senator from Texas is now under consideration? 
i Mr. YULEE. Iam onder the necessity of ex- 
pressing my opposition to this amendment. 1 will, 
as briefly as possible, state the grounds of my 
objection. This amendment proposes to authorize 
the duplication of the existing contract with the 


i to San Francisco and Oregon. The contract with 
them was made for a monthly service, at the high 
| compensation of $199,000, before the goid discov- 


f 
| 

| 

1 

H . . 

| company now transporting the mail from Panama 
1 

l 

f 

H 


|; eries in California ; before there was any migration 


i to that country; before there was any assurance 
that the line could be sustained by any other means 
The 
line has been established with great profit since 
| that time. Other enterprising individuals, citizens 
of this country, have, upon their own hazard, 
resting upon their own enterprise, without any aid 
| from the Government, placed upon the line of com- 
munication between Panama and San Francisco a 
| line of large fine steamers; and there is now almost 


© 
a 
Pp 
< 
r:) 
o 
2 
ay 
® 
< 
T 
~ 
m 
o 
g 
f] 
a 
© 
g 
"m 
a 
= 
e 
“< 
= 
° 
fad 
> 
© 
2 
Q 
E 
=] 
= 
= 
< 


weekly communication between Panama and San 


i ittee of the Whole, proceeded to the y 
ae ag Francisco. 


consideration of the bill making appropriations || to pass these appropriation bilis, and we have be- | 


Sept: 27. 


Ihave taken pains to ascertain-the precise num- 
ber of large. ocean steamships on. that side of our 
possessions. There are twelve large steamships 
now plying between San Francisco and Panama, 
besides some four or six now- ready on the Atlan- 
tic side 10 start upon their voyage for the Pacific, 
to be placed upon that line. I consider that it will 
be the very height of injustice, in the present con- 
dition of the steam service, to grant to the old 
company. the entire monopoly of the Government 


pxronage,. There is already, I believe, continuous. 


service from New York to San Francisco. The 
mail which goes by the ‘ Georgia” continues with 
the monthly line of Howland & Aspinwall.. The 
mail which goes by the * Ohio” and ‘ Falcon” is 
continued, I understand, in the line which the 
owners of the ‘* Georgia? and the * Ohio” have 
upon the Pacific.. Besides theae, there dre other 
lines in contemplation. I hold that, if any: provis- 
ioh at all is necessary, it should be one which 
would onen: to all those-citizens who are now en- 
gaged in that trade an opportunity. of competing 
for Government patronage, by receiving a share of 
the remuneration, which is allowed for these servi- 
ces; much of which they have performed without 
compensation from the Government. a 
ldo not think that the passage of any provision 
is necessary at this session. We meet again in a 
very short time, when the whole subject cag be 
- considered, Or, if any provision is to be made, it 
ought. to be such as would open to all the citizens 
engaged in that trade an opportunity. of competing 
for the contract. And-`l hazard nothing in saying 
that it will be talwen for at least one half the price 
which will be given to this company, if an increase 
is made upon the contract now existing in propor- 
tion to the compensation allowed under the exist- 
ing contract, which was made at a time-when there 
was no inducement for these lines:beyond the pay 
from the Government, and which is altogether be- 
yond, not only what the service is now worth, but 
what it can now be obtained for. 

i would ask the chairman of the Post Office 
Committee whether he has given this subject such 
attention as. will enable him to recommend the 
adoption of this amendment upon his own knowl- 
ese of the matter? 


Mr. RUSK. At an early period of the session | 


I introduced a bill upon this subject. Various 
memorials were referred to.the Post Office Com- 
mijtee from various quarters of the country, ask- 
ing the increase of the service from Panama to San 
Francisco to semi-monthly. Not having time to 
examine this subject thoroughly myself, Í referred 
it to the Postmaster General, and upon his sug- 
gestion and recommendation I proposed a bill sim- 
ilar to the amendment I now offer. There is no 
doubt about the fact that there is no regular con- 
tract for carrying the mail beyond the Isthmus 
more than once a month. That contract was made 
with a certain company, which the amendment 
proposes shall increase its trips to twice a month. 
The. amendment also proposes to make such ar- 
rangements with the contractors on this side as 
shall facilitate the mail to Havana. There are 
now two lines ranning: one from Savannah to 
Havana, and one from New York to Havana, by 
way of Savannah. This will allow the New York 
line to go direct to Havana, without stopping at 
Savannah. ` 
Upon consultation with the Post-Office Depart- 
mient, I was furnished with the amendment which 
I have offered. It may seem that this is giving to 
this one company a preference, but their reason- 
ing is this: This line is already contracted for by 
this company. This is an increase of s@rvice that 
` is now proposed; it is therefore proper to extend 
to them the. privilege of this increased service. If 
the new contract were let out to a different com- 
pany, it might create a rivalship by which the 
mails might not be carried atall. This is, there- 
fore, proposed by the department. E have had no 
time to investigate this subject thoroughly; but 
this amendment has been furnished me by the 
Post Office Department. 

Mr. GWIN. Lam very much surprised that 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance should 
oppose this amendment. It has been one of the 
most important subjects that has been brought be- 
fore the Senate of the United States, especially as 
to its bearing upon my constituents. ‘The gentle- 
man from Florida talks about mail steamers.on the 
Pacific ocean, from Panama to San Francisco; but 
these steamers do not carry the mail- We have 


but a-monthly mail on the other side. We hav 


‘a semi-monthly mail from this to Chagres, and” 
across the Isthmus, and only a monthly mail on 
the other side.. There our mails. lie, unless addi- 
tional compensation is given. The. extraordinary 
increase of the revenaes of the-department on that 
side of the continent justifies this increase of mail 
service. poe sek 

I know there is a great objection to extending 
facilities to contracters; but these contractors are 
the pioneers of that. ocean. They deserve. the 
encouragement and the patronage of this Govern- 
ment. ‘They risked a great deal in establishing: 
that line—moré than any citizen of the United: 
States ever did in a similar enterprise. If they have 
been successful, they deserve their success. 1t 
would: be bad faith in this Government to attempt- 
to break them down by any species of competition. 
The proposition now is only to increase the mail. 
service on the other side.. When the mail is carried 
on any route, the old contractors have the prefer- 
ence if the trips on the route are increased. And 
why- should it not be so in thiscase? This is 
merely intended to increase the mail service and 
also the compensation. 

‘There has been received, from the Ist of July, 
1849, to the 1st July, 1850, $250,000 from postage 
in California; and I have no doubt that the postage 
there for the present fiscal year will amount to 
$400,000. It is, therefore, necessary to increase 
the mail service frm Panama to San Francisco. 
I know thatit is a popular theory to go'in favor of 
competition; but we want a line now that will be 
sure and expeditious. The present .contractors 
are prepared to perform this increased mail service. 
They have ships there of the very best quality. 
They have carried the mail for eighteen months, 
and the only failure they have ever made was on 
their first trip, when the whole crew deserted. 
They deserve the highest praise for the manner in 
which they have performed their duties. I hope 
this amendment of the Senator from Texas will 
prevail: 

In order to show the Senate that I only: want 
these: additional mail facilities, | have prepared an 
amendment to the amendment that I think will re-. 
move the objection of any gentleman, particularly 
the objection which the gentleman from Florida 
has just stated. L propose to limit the compensa- 
tion which should be paid to the increased service. 
L- therefore offer the following proviso to the amend- 
ment-of the Senator from Texas: 

+ Provided, That the additional compensation shatl-be re- 
duced to one-half of the present rate, if the ineréase of. the 
revenues on the route does not warrant the payment of the.. 
full amount in the estimation of the said officers.” 

Mr. SOULE. I do not expect the Senate will 
be able to determine this matter to-night. Itis a 
matter of deep moment.and of vast import. I 
hold in my hand an amendment which 1 wish to 
propose, which may reconcile the Senate to the 
adoption of the original amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas. What{ propose to offer is as 
follows: 

“ Provided, The service to be performed shall be adver- 
tised sixty days before entering into any contract, which 
contract shall be given to the party or bidder who offers to 
convey the said mail in-the shortest time fro New York 
and New Orleans, either by way of Panama, Nicaragua, or 
‘etyrantepec, the said contract to continue for ten years.” 

The PRESIDENT. That is not in order at 
this ume. 

Mr. FOOTE. If this amendment is to be 
adepted.at.all, i certainly hope it will receive the 
modification just suggested. But I rise for the 
purpose of requesting my friend from Texas to 
withdraw his amendment. lt is an unreasonable 
proposition. it is too late in the session for us to 
be engaged in making these enormous appropria- 
tions of the public money. . Iwill not go. into par- 
ticulars; but every member of the Senate must be 


j aware that there is danger, if the present course 


of proceeding be persevered in, that the national 
Treasury may be bankrupted before midnight, so 
-far as our action can have that effect. tis entirely 
too late in the session for such a proposition to re- 
ceive due consideration. Let it be postponed un- 
.til the first Monday in December next. Eet it be 
made a subject for deliberate consideration. At 
the present time I am utterly opposed to all prop- 
ositions. which involve such enormous expendi- 
tures as the one now suggested. Iam very much 


voting. down all amendments. - 
Mr. DAYTON. I wish: to suggest to the Sen- 


ator from Cali 3 
ment, which will answer all bis parposeg; and will 


inclined to concur with the Finance Committee in | 


‘the Isthmus. 


== 


‘ornia:an. amendment. te his amend»: 


give his constituents the additional mail facilities: 
they require.: His amendment to the amendment 
of. the Senator from Texas.is: : as 


` & Provided, That the additional compensation shall- Pere- i 


duced to half of the. present rate, if the increasé of: the rev- 
nue on the route does not warrant the payment of thé full. 


amount in the estiniation’ of said officers?) | 

I would suggest to him to:strike out the latter 
portion of his amendment, so as simply- tó provide 
that the additional rate of compensation: shall be 
one half. the present rate. PORRER ; 

Mr. GWIN.- T aceept that modification. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not wish to argue the point. 
I wish merely to say that it is perfectly obvious 
that this is but a waste of time. We haveno time 
now to arrange-such a plan as should be arranged 
in. regard to this matter. I think the suggestion 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance to 
stop all amendments is a very good oñe. It is 
only sixty days till we meet again, and. there. will 
be no very great suffering between: now and then. 
We can then examine and digest the. whole matter. 
It is very obvious that itseannot be digested ‘now. 
We have had a reduction of fifty per cent..pro- 
posed already. ` This shows that this matter has. 
not been digested. Even the honorable chairman 
of the Post Office Committee [Mr. Rusk] says’ he 
has not examined this matter. I submit to every 
gentleman whether we can enter into this matter 
at the heel of such a session. . ` Nea 

„Mr. GWIN. We have done without mail fa~ 
cilities very long in California. J think great in- 
justice has been done.to the péople of. California 
by not securing: to them, these additional mail facil- 
ities at the rate proposed at fn earlier day. We 
want asemi-monthly mail from: Panama to San 
Francisco. We now have a semi-monthly mail 
on this side to Chagres. The people in California 
are suffering great inconvenience from not having 
these mail facilities.. I hope they will be granted 
them now. : 

Mr. CLARKE. I rise to ask the Senate if its 
position is not an uncommon and anomalous one? 
We have before us a bill from the House of Rep~ 
resentatives making appropriations for the naval. 
service for the fiscal yearsand we are told thatif 
any amendment, if any alteration is. made in that 
bill, the bill'wilMbe lost.. Lask now. whether the: 
Senate of the United States: is to pursue its legis- 
lation under. such’ circumstances and: under sach 
direction? , Yesterday and. the.day before amend- 
ments: were proposed to: the Indian: appropriation 
bill; they were discussed at length, and: the yeas: 
and nays-were called on :them, first; in: committee 
and then in the Senate. . ‘There was time enough: 
then to debate the construction of an Indian treaty, 
or the amount of an annuity to be paid to.an In- 
dian chief; but when the question comes up whether 
the citizens of a State of this Union—California is: 
a State of this Union—shall be furnished with mail 
service oftener than once-a month, there is no time 
to consider it. : 

Let me say to gentlemen that California is a 
State-of this Union, and she deserves as much con- 
sideration as any other State. What would be 
said ifany State of this Union had mail-service but 
once a month? What are the facts in relation to 
this case? This contract was made some time 
sirce with this Government by certain gentlemen’ 
to transport the mail from Panama to San Fran- 
cisco and Oregon once a month, and, aà I under- 
stand it, they were bound by their contract to 
furnish three steamers, which steamers were, in, 
the event of their being wanted, to be’ transferred’ 
to the Gavernment as war steamers: They have 
furnished five, under the cireumstances,.in ‘a haz- 
ardous experiment, going: into a new and Imay 
almost say, untried sea. By the contract the mail 
is carried but once a month. from. Panama to Cali- 
fornia, although it is carried twice a’ month to 
Chagres. The mails have to Jie:at the Isthmus. 
They are carried but onée’a‘month from Panama’ 
to California. : $ 

Mr. YULEE. I would inform thesSenator of 
a fact of which he does not seem to be aware. | £ 
am informed by the proprietor of one of the lines 
between New York and Chagres thatthe mail 
which goes in his vessel, intermediate between the 
trips of Howland: & Aspinwall's: lineygoes on in 
his vessel, for which he-receives no compensation 
from the Government.. So.the mails do. not lie at 
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Mr. CLARKE. I suspect that, if the mails do 
notlie there, they lie over somewhere'else. Allow 
me tosay to my friend from Florida that there isno 
authority in the Post Office’ Department, or the 
“agents of that department, to.deliver the mail to 
any other person than those authorized-to receive 
it, and carry it from Panama.to San Francisco, 
and thence to Oregon. There is no such authority, 
and it is idle to talk of it. There are two lines of 
transient vessels running from Panama to San 


Francisco; but:these lines are not connected with’ 


the mail service. There is no line connected with 


the mail service of the United States except that | 


of Howland & Aspinwall. The contract was made 
with Howland & Aspinwall. They were to build 
three steamers of certain dimensions, and they 
were to carry the mait monthly, which it was then 
supposed would be sufficient for the young and 
rising State of California. When this contract 
was entered into there were not more than thirty 
or forty thousand people in.California. There are 
now in the State of California two hundred thousand 
people, mostly emigrants from the United States. 
They have all their connections here, and ean 
immense correspondence. Owing to the want of 
mail facilities, they do not know that they have 
been admitted into the Union as a State and that 
their Senators are seated upon this floor. Is that 
State that is furnishing to you her rich minerals to 
be debarred from the mail facilities. which are 
granted to every other State in the Union? . I trust 
not - 
The line upon this side has, under a contract 
with the Government, carried the mail to Chagres, 
and beyond that it has been transported to Panama. 
‘Why should it remain at Panama two weeks, un- 
til the contractors take it to San Francisco? There 
is no propriety in itatall. And Í insist upon it, 
with my friend from California, that the people of 
California have a right to this increased mail ser- 
vice. . The proposition introduced by the Senator 
from Texas is to allow the proper department to 
make a contract for an increase of service in the 
conveyance of the mail. Of course, itis to be al- 
lowed to the present contractor to do this increased 
service. Jt is right that the mail should be carried 
twice a month from Panama to San Francisco. 

it has been suggested that noamendmenis should 
be made to the bill, or it will be Jost. L think 
amendments will be made. If the House of Rep- 
resentatives; as a codrdinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment, choose to say to us that the bill will be 
lost if we amend it, then I say let it be lost. ` 

Lam convinced that this increased mail service 
is necessary to the people of California. I can, 
therefore, see no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. FOOTE. [wish to be understood as not 
at all opposed to this particular scheme of appro- 
priation. [tis a subject that I have not thoroughly 
examined, for one, but of the importance of which 
I am perfectly aware. It is a subject yhich I in- 
tend to examine maturely before final action upon 
it. What I object to is, that a matter so import- 
ant, involving so large an expenditure of the pub- 
lic money, should be urged upon us so unseason- 
ably, and in a manner so earnest as almost to 
amount to dictation, ; 

Mr. RUSK. Willthe honorable Senator allow 
meto explain? Some six months ago this subject 
was before the Congress of the United States, by 
a bill which I introduced, after consultation with 
the department. In the first place, it was brought 
to our notice early in the session by an honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wessrer,] 
who is no longer a member of this body. He 
presented various memorials on the subject. Since 
‘that time I have often endeavored to get the bill 
up, but could never doit. I, therefore, offered 
this amendment, which was furnished me by the 
Post Office Department. 

Mr, FOOTE. I have heard the explanation of 
my friend with pleasure, but. I was aware of those 
facis before. I was aware that the proposition was 
not strictly a new one; but the honorable Senator 
from ‘Texas will not deny that it is a proposition 
which has not received the deliberate consideration 
of the Senate of the United States. lt has not 
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been the subject of formal examination here. It 
has not been the subject of a regular debate. It 


has not been the subject of a free interchange of 
thoughtand idea. I say, therefore, that the propo- 
sition is practically a new one. It is sprung upon 
us most unseasonably. It is brought upon us, in 
my judgment, indiscreetly. And it is so urged 
upon us, I repeat again, as almost to amount to 
dictation on the part of the friends of the propo- 
sition. ; 

This amendment will involve an enormous ap- 
propriation. The proposition is one of a some- 
what complex character in several respects. It is 
part of a great scheme of policy but recently 
adopted and not yet thoroughly digested, which 
may hereafter prove exceedingly beneficial, or 
which may prove exceedingly mischievous. Cer- 
tain it is that the steam service, of which. F have 
been, to a certain extent, a supporter, has already 
manifested a disposition to ramify and extend itself 
in various modes, and in such a manner as to do 
the deepest mischief to this country. I will not go 
into particulars, but we must all be aware of it. 

I will say again that 1 am not to be understood as 
being against this scheme of policy atall. 1 have 
cautiously taken care to declare that my mind is 
not made up to vote against this proposition when 
it shall be brought forward at the right time and in 
aright manner. Such, Í understand, is also the 
position of those gentlemen who concur with me 
in opposing the adoption of this amendmentat the 
present moment. But [ object to hasty legislation 
upon such a subject as this. { object, at this late 
period of the session, to legislation involving so 
large an amount of the public money. I object to 
legislation involving such important results at this 
ume, when it cannot be maturely considered. 


Sir, I have a littie experience on this subject; | 


and when I speak thus, | do not intend to speak 
as an egotist, still less in a spirit of decrial of any 
one, especially of this enterprising company whose 
friends upon this floor seem to feel so deep an in- 
terest in the present proposition. It is but a little 
more than two years since a proposition was 
brought forward to give this same company the 
privilege of constructing a railroad across the Isth- 
mus of Panama on which to transport the mail. 
That proposition involved several millions of dol- 
lars. “It was brought forward in the middle of a 


session, and was urged upon us warmly, earn- | 
We were told i 


estly, and almost dictatorially. 
then that no delay ought to take place; that the 
Senate of the United States ought not to hesitatea 
moment. 


other Senators, to oppose that proposition; and we 
so opposed it, thanks be to Heaven, that we de- 
feated it, and saved the Government several mil- 
liens of dollars. ‘Then it was said that it was an 


outrageous thing to interfere with that proposition; | 


that it was unpardonable to oppose it; that there 


was no time to wait; that no delay should be al- i 


lowed. But we did interpose obstacles, and we 
finally defeated the project; and I never congratu- 
lated myself more on any part of my legislative 
action than on that, humbie as my part was upon 
that occasion. 

And now, sir, it is urged upon us that we must 
adopt this proposition, because California is a 
State of this Union. Sir, she has become a State 
of this Union; and being a State of this Union, she 
has rights. I opposed her admission, but ISpposed 
it upon principle, and ina spirit of kindness and 
respect for the rights of the people of California. 
I have never questioned her rights upon this floor. 
I have delighted to codperate with those who repre- 
sent her here, in every reasonable scheme for the 
advancementofher prosperity. Buti cannot under- 
stand why it is that gentlemen urge that because 
California is a State, she should be allowed to bank- 
rupt the Treasury of the United States. Gentlemen 


-much more opposed to the admission of California 
than I have been, have urged that her admission | 


would tend to destroy the Republic. Certain gen- 
tlemen here seem exceedingly anxious to verify 


this prediction, and to show that those who most | 
strenuously opposed the admission of California | 


I had the honor then, in connection | 
with the honorable Senator from Louisiana and | 
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were perfectly right, in their opposition—right in 
all their predictions as to the evil consequénces 
likely to result, because. now that California is in 

the Union, it seems that every project that has. the: 
least connection with California is to be sanctioned 

and approved, and no opposition, however reason- 

able and prudential it may be, is to be allowed, 

And why? Because California is a State of this” 
Union. She isa State. She has rights. She has 

honor. I contravene neither; I call in. question 

neither; but there are other States of this Union 

which also have an interest in the National Treas- 

ury.. What is the necessity for this hot hasie 

which is urged upon us now? In sixty days we 

shall again assemble in this Chamber, when we 

can maturely consider this subject. 

A few words more and I have done. I have 
cautiously avoided debate here for some time past. 
I have urged honorable gentlemen not to indulge 
in discussion, because- l- saw that the ends of Gov- 
ernment would be defeated by it. It was only 
because I conceived it necessary for some gentle- 
men to protest against the course that is now 
urged upon us, that i have taken up the time of 
this body on the present occasion. 

We had some little admonition this morning as 
to the danger of hasty legislation in regard to Cal- 
ifornia matters. Nevertheless, | say deliberately, 
Í say it with due consideration of the mater and 
the consequences connected with the declaration, 
that if the views which were expressed in certain 
quarters this morning, in regard to a portion of 
the legislation which has been urged upon us for 
California, should be adopted in the same hasty 
manner in which it is proposed to give our sanc- 
tion to the present proposition, the admission of 
California would be.productive of more detriment 
to the Republic, and in my opinion be fraught with 
more real dishonor to the nation, than any event 
that has ever occurred in the historic annals of the 
country. 

Sir, we must be cautious about this California 
business. Not only is California a State of the 
Union, but she is a great State. Her resources. 
are large. Her interests are vast.. They are of 
vast importance to herself and to the country. at 
large. In dealing with them we must act cau- 
tiously, circumspectly, and vigilantly; and per- 
mit no man or set.of men to urge us hastily and 
indiscreetly into the adoption of any legislation 
for which hereafter we may have reason to repent 
in sackcloth and ashes. 


Mr. DICKINSON. 


I want to make but a re- 
mark or two. Time is precjous. It is an im- 
portant ingredient to legislation. With the best 
feeling between the two Houses that ever existed 
between any two legislative bodies, with the most 
perfect determination to agree, with a perfect sym- 
pathy between them upon the subjects that are to 
come before them, they will have no time to spare in 
the disposition of subjects that are ef the utmost 
importance. Hence the Committee on Finance 
hardly thought it worth while to make even trivial 
amendments to the bill, because they feared that 
the consideration of them would cause the ne- 
glect of more important interests. Lf more import- 
ant amendments are to be made, in relation to 
which a conflict might arise between the two 
Houses, they feared that the bill would be lost; 
and they therefore recommend that no amendment 
be made to the bill. I now, however, bope that 
gentlemen will propose amendments to their 
heart’s content, and not be displeased with the rec- 
ommendation of the Finance Committee. Every 
Senator will take such a course as he thinks proper, 
and of course the Senate will dispose of the ques- 
tions as it may see fit. But I am about to make 
a motion, in which I hope the Senate will agree 
with me, 

I move to lay the bill on the table for the pres- 
| ent, for the purpose of considering Executive busi- 
ness. The motion was agreed to. : 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and afier some time spent therein the doors 
were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 
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On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the reading of | 

the Journal was dispensed with. 
` PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS. 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of W. 
Morton, of the marine corps, praying that he may 
be allowed. ‘certain arrearages; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MASON moved that Robert Mayo have 
leave to withdraw certain papers from. the files. 

The CHAIR asked whether the papers were be- 
fore a committee, or whether an adverse report 
had been made thereon? ; £ 

Mr. MASON. I cannot say. 

The CO AIR suggested that the motion be with- 
held for the present. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. , 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, asked that the committee be discharged 
from the further -consideration of ‘the legislative 
business not:acted-upon. 

Mr. ATCHISON inquired if there was not a 
rule of the Senate transferring all the unfinished 
business to the next session of Congress? 

Mr. HAMLIN replied that he was not aware of 
any rule to meet the case.. Formerly the commit- 
tées had been compelled to ask to be discharged. 

A Senaror. There issuch a rule. 

Mr. HAMLIN thereupon withdrew his motion. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom had been referred House bill ma- 
king appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending June 30, 1851, reported the 
same back without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom. had been referred 
the memorial and papers of John McColgan, asked 

«tobe discharged from the further consideration 
of the same. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee.on Print- 
ing, reported the following joint resolution: 


* Resolved by the Senate, Sc., That. the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the Clerk of the House, and the clerk of the 
Joint Committee on Printing, jointly, be, and they hereby 
are, authorized and empowered to examine, audit, and pass 
upon ali accounts for printing, to make a pro rata reduction 
in thé’ compensation allowed, or to refuse the work altogeth- 
er, should it be inferior to the standard, and in ail things to 
possess the same power over the pablic printing as is con- 
ferred upon the Joint Cominittee on Printing by the joint res- 
olution approved August 3, 1846: Provided, ‘Chat the authori- 
ty hereby conterred shail only be exercised during the recess 
of Cougress, and shall cease at the commencement of the 
next session of Congress.” 

The joint resolution, by unanimous consent, was 
reada first and second time by its title, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; it was then 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read ‘a third time, and passed. | 

Subsequently, Mr. HAMLIN introduced the 
following resolution; which was. considered and 
agreed to: i 

«& Resolved, That the 16th joint rule ofthe two Houses be 
suspended during the present session, so far as relates to the 
joint resdlution relating to the public printing.” 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate request the 
concurrence of tie House of Representatives therein. 

nx SAPETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMERS. 

f" Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom had been referred 
the bill from the House (No. 386) entitled “An 
act to provide for the better security of the lives of 
passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam,” reported back the same. 

Mr. D. stated that the bill would require some 
amendments; and.as he had found there would be 
no objection to it, and as there was no time now 
for discussion upon it, he thought it would be the 
better way to return it to the Senate and have it 
recommitted, if necessary, at the next session. He 
would, therefore, report it now, and let it go upon 
the calendar, to come up at the next session. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked that the amendments be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS stated that no amendments were 


reported. í 


i RESOLUTIONS: 
Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- | 


‘gent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the manuscript entitled A Comprehensive 
View ofthe Principal Independent Maritime Countries of the 
East, by Aaron K. Palmer, which was communicated to the 


Senate by the late Secretary of State, be Withdiawn fron 
we files of the Senate and reiumed to we Depariurent öf 
State. 2 
Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution: 
Resolvet, That.the Secretary pay to Owen Connolly the 


same amount of salary as was allowed him by a resolution i 


of the Senate on the 15th March last, and w continue from 
that time during the disability of said Connolly, whose in- 
juries incurred in the discharge of his duties as one of the 
police of the Capitol of the United States leave him unabie 
to. obtain a livelihood by any laborious employment. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, 


Ordered, That the said resolution be referred to the Com- 


| mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Senate. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
The Clerk of the House of Representatives re- 
turned to the Senate the bill making appropria- 


| tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 


Government, for the year ending June 30ih, 1851, 
with the announcement that the House had agreed 
to. some. and disagreed to other of the Senate 
amendments. [See report of House of Represent- 
atives.] ~ 

Mr. DICKINSON. I move that the'Senate in- 
sist upon its amendments. The bill will then go 
back to the House, and a committee of conference 
can be appointed then, 

Mr. HAMLIN. lask the Senator from New 
York first to allow me to make a motion to concur 
in an amendment which has been made, appro- 
priating some three thousand dollars for the repair 
of a custom-house in Portland, Maine. It was 


; adopted in the Senate, and in the House an amend- 


ment was made, increasing the appropriation one 
cent. 
shape that it could not be brought before the 


House so as to allow an explanation without an || 


amendment. The amendment was therefore moved, 
increasing the appropriation one cent, and then 
the House concurred in the amendment. 


The motion to concur in the amendment of. the | 


House was agreed to. 
Mr. DICKINSON. I now move, as a matter 
of form, that we insist on the other amendments. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish the chairman of 
the committee would state, if he can, how many 
amendments the House has made and how many 
of our amendments the House has rejected; and 


whether they are of so important a character that | 
we cannot at once recede, and pass the bill, and | 


be content with it as it is. 

Mr. DICKINSON. ‘The chairman has no op- 
portunity of knowing more than has been just 
now read. The bill was unfinished in the House 
ull after midnight last night. But on consultation 
with members of the committee it bas been con- 


cluded that it would take less time to disagree with | 
the amendments of the House than for them to | 


examine it; and they have recommended that 
course. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, I thought the amend- 
ments had been examined, and, if so, it would be 


better to concur in everything the House has |! 


done, if we could. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 
insist upon the amendments of the Senate, and it | 


was agreed to. 
THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate re- ; 


sumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service of the United 
States for the year ending June 30, 1851. 

The question pending was on the following 
amendment, proposed on the preceding evening, 
by Mr. Rusk, viz: 


zsét Be it enacted, §c., That there shall he appointed by the 
President, with the cousentof the Senate, a deputy Post- 
master Generat for California and Oregon, who shall reside 
at San Francisco, and receive a salary of per annum, 
He shail exercise and perform within California and Oregon 


all ihe powers and duties by law vested in the Postmaster | 


General, so far as the same shall be gued to him by the 


Postmaster General, subject to his supervision, direction, and |} 
instructions; and sball make, of his proceedings, aud of ihe | 
condition of the post offices and mail service within his | 


jurisdiction, such reports as the Postmaster General shall di- 


rect, and employ such number of clerks, and at such salary, ¢ 


as the Postmaster Genera! shali allow. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, There shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, with the consent of the Senate, a 
post office auditor for California and Oregon, who shall re- 
side at San Francisco, and receive a salary of —— dollars 
per annum. Jtshaill be his duty to audit and settle, accord- 
ing to law, all claims and accounts:-of postmasters with the 
Po-t Office Department, arising or accruing in California or 
Oregon, and to perform all duties in regard to said claims 
and accounts, and such other duties as shail be assigned to 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury, (or Postmaster Gen- 
erel,) in the same manner that the Auditor of the Treasury 


The reason was, it had assumed such a | 


for the Post-Office Department is: now required to perform 
like duties, and ‘to transmit to said departmeni; addressed to’ 
the auditor. thereof, a quarterly statement, exbibiting the 
amount of iis revenues derived from postages collected in 
California and Oregon, and the amount of its expenditares 
therein for each of the folowing ‘objects, namely: Com- 
pensation to pastmasterss transpurtation of the mails; ship, 
Steamboat, and way_leltérs; wrapping paper ;. office furni- 
ture; advertising; pail bags; blanks; mail Jocks, keys; 
and stamps; mail depredations and special agents 5 clerks 
for offices; and miscellaneous + in order that ihe same may 
be carried tothe credit and debit of. the appropriation. ror 
the service of the Post Office Department on the books of 
the auditor for said department; and’said ‘auditor may em- 
ploy such number of clerks at such salaries as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shail allow. 

“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, The Postmaster Gen- 
era} may order the dead letters in the post offices in Cali- 
fornia and Oregon to be returned. to and opened at San 
Francisco, instead of being sent to the General Post Office. 
He may dispense with advertising Proposals for carrying the 
mails in California and Oregon in the papers in the city of 
Washington, and he may allow to postmasters there a com- 
mission for their compensation not exceeding seventy-five 
per cent. on the amount of postage received at their respec- 
live offices, instead of the amount now fixed by law. 

“See. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, in addition to the mail 
service of once each mouth by him already contraeted for 
under the Gfth section of an act entitled ‘Ån act providing 
for the building and equipment of four. naval steamships,” 
| approved March four, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, to 
| contract, on behalf of the United States, for the transporta- 
tion of the mails in steamships between Panama and San 
Francisco, and the intermediate perts, another time each 
month, each way, in such manner as to connect with the 
mail arriving twice each month at Chagres, on the Atlantic, 
so as to make two mails each way to San Francisco,” 


To@hich Mr. Gwin had moved to add: 


“ Provided, That the additional compensation shall be re- 
duced to hall of the present rate, if the increase of the tev- 
enues on the route does not warrant the payment of the full 
amount in the estimation of the said officer.” 


Mr. DICKINSON., I cannot but repeat, what 
i I have so often said, that we have iio time to lose, 
and that l hope none will be lost unnecessarily. 
The amendments are important, I understand, and 
will be controverted. We must press these bills 
forward, if we mean to pass them; for I hope no 
one contemplates meeting to legislate to-morrow. 
It would be an outrage, in time of peace, and un- 
der the present condition of the country, to sit 
| upon the Sabbath. I hope we shall finish. these 
bills this evening; and [ will again say that I hope 
no amendment whatever will be adapted. ~ 

Mr. RUSK. I will suggest to the Senator from 
California that his amendment be so modified that 
it shall not exceed half the weight, leaving no dis- 
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cretion to the Postmaster General. 

Mr. GWIN accépted:the modification. 

The question being then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, it was’ rejected—ayes 11, 
noes not counted.’ «= : 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
moved: by Mr, Rusk. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I have been called 
upon from various parts of this chamber to with- 
| draw this amendment, and at the same time from 
| other parts of the chamber to insist upon it. If it 
was entirely under my control, as a matter of 
|, course [ should yield when asked not to incumber 
the bill; but it was furnished to me by the Post 
|| Office Department, who urge the necessity of pro- 
viding for this defect in the mail facilities to Cali- 
fornia. Nor is California alone interested. in this 
matter, buggil who trade with*her share in the in- 
terest, I think theamendment is misunderstood. 
The latter part of it does not propose that there 
should be a new contract for the ordinary mail set- 
| vice, or anything of that description; but it author- 
| izes the Postmaster General to contract with the 
| parties now carrying the mail for the additional 
trips, according to the usual rates of allowance for 
additional mail service. 

Mr. DAYTON, Will the Senator allow’me'to 
interrupt him for a single moment?. J think it is 
perfectly evident that those gentlemen who voted 
| against the amendment to the amendment will vote 
i| against the amendment itself.: ` Feannót vote for the 
proposition as it now stands, because'l believe they 
will do this service for one-half the amount. It 
seems to me it. would -be*well to withdraw the’ 
amendment. ; aes 

Mr. RUSK.. After some observations made yes- 
terday evening, I think it is due to the Post. Office 
Department toexplain how this is done... Atpres- 
ent there isa line under contract with the United 
States for-carrying the mail to Panama and Cali- 
| fornia; and it is proposed to increase the service 
upon this line. It is not to establish a new line, 
ora separate and distinct mail, bat to increase the 
service to Panama and Oregon‘from once to twice 
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a month. There is no favoritism in. the matter, 
for the rates are already established. The idea 
that it would cost the Government but one half the. 
amount of the original contract is preposterous. 
Mr. YULEE. | wish to read the law under 
which the department can now doall that is neces- 
sary. Under the 7th section of the.act.of March 
3, 1845, it is provided— ae 


“That the Postmaster General shall, in-all cases of offers 
to contract for carrying the mail between any of the poris of 
the United States and any foreign’ port or place, give the 
preference to such bidderfor the- contract as shall propose 
to carry the mail in a steamship or ships; and the said con- 
tractor stipulating to deliver- said ship or ships to the United 
States, or to their proper officer, upon demand made, for 
the purpose of being converted into a vessel or vessels of 
war,” &e. è s ; 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was rejected. 

Mr, GWIN. Notwithstanding the warning we 
have had from the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, I think! it is my duty to offer another 
amendment to this bill. 1 move to add the follow- 
ing sections: 

“See. —. And be it further enacted, That forthe purpose 
of establishing a liue-of steamships to carry the United 
States mails between San Francisco, in California, and 
‘Shanghai, in China, communicating with Hong-Kong, Amoy, 
Chusan, and Macao, and touching at the Sandwich tsiauds 
going or returning each trip, it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, immediately after the passage of this act, 
to contract with Ambrose W. Thompson, of Philadelphia, 
for the establishment of the said line of steamships, on the 
following terms and conditions, viz: The said Thompson 
shall agree to establish, at his own expense, the sid line of 
steamships, and to convey the United States mails between 
San Francisco and Shanghai, and the other points designa- 
ied, and shall receive no other or further compensation 
therefor whan the amount of postages which he inay charge 
and receive on the mailable matter which may be conveyed 
in hisships. The said fine shall consist of six ships of not 
less than three thousand tons register each, and capable of 
a speed equal to any steamers now employed between New 
York and Liverpool. Three of said ships shall be comple- 
ted and ready to be placed on'said line within two years af- 
ter date of contract, and the other three within two years 
after the first shall have been so placed on the said line; and 
the thrcelast constructed shall be placed onsaid line as soon 
after they shall have heen finished as practicable. 

“The said steamships shall be so constructed as to be 
-eonvertible at the least possible expense into war steamers 
of the first class, and to be commanded by officers of the 
navy not below the grade of lieutenant, and to receive four 
‘midshipmen on board as watch-officers, the said command- 
‘ers and officers to be detailed for ihe service by the Secre- 
“ary of the Navy. ‘The said ships shall, if required by the 
Secretary of the Navy, carry four heavy guns each, to be 
provided, officered, and manned by the department. For the 
term of two years after the first tree ships sball have been 
placed upon the fine, they shall perform monthly trips each 
way beiween the respective ports before specified. And 
when the whole number of ships shall have been completed 
and placed on the said line as above stipulated, they shall 
perform semi-inonthly trips between the said ports respect- 
ively. The said ships shall be constructed under the super- 
vision of such constructor or naval officer as the Secretary 
‘of the Navy may appoint. 
on Src. 2 “And de it further enacted, That, for the purpose 
of estanlishing the-aforesaid lines of steamers, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to issue to the said 
Thompson, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the 
Navy, from time to time, in such sums as the said Thomp- 
gon may require, not exceeding in the whole the eost which, 
jn the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, shall be sufti- 
cient for the construction and equipment of said ships, cer- 
tificates of United States five per cent. stock, which stock 
shall be redeemable in twenty-five years. The said Thomp- 
son shall pay into the United States Treasury, semi-annually, 
as the interest on sajd stock may fali due, the full amonut of 
said interest so due, and shall also pay the principal on or 
before the maturity thereot. The said Thompson shall give 
to the Secretary of the Navy satisfactory security for the 
faithful and economical application of the sums thus ad- 
yanced towards the construction and equipment of said 
ships; and the Secretary of the Navy shall have the right to 
eause the accounts of the disbursements made for that 
object at any time to be examined, and shall also, from time 
to time, as he may desire, have the said ships and their 
machinery inspected, and require such repairs to be made 
by said Thompson as shall be found necessary. The said 
ships shall be keptin serviceable condition and repair, and 
all improvements adopted at the expense of said Thompson, 
if so required on inspection; and+the United States shali 
have a lien on them as security for the suin advanced | for 
their construction and equipment, in such form as the Sec- 
retary of the Navy may require ; and the said ships may be 
taken by the Secretary of the Navy at any time for the pub- 
lic service, releasing said lien; and making to the said Am- 
brose W. Thompson a fair compensation, to he ascertained 
‘by appraisers to be appointed, one by the Secretary of the 
Navy, or under his orders, one by the said Thompson, anda 
third by tħe two so appointed : Provided, That the rates of 
postage on mal matter charged and received by said Thomp- 
gon shall conform to such regulations as may be established 
hy the Postmaster General, according to law: And provided, 
further, That the power is reserved to the United States to 
assume the right of collecting the postages as in other cases 
of mail transportation, allowing in lieu thereof to the said 
Thompson the same ratable compensation in the proportion 
‘of the number of ships employed as is now allowed by law 
to E K. Collins and his associates for mail service between 
New York and Liverpool.” 

Mr. COOPER moved to amend the amendment 


by substituting the following sections: 


“SEC. —. And be it further enacted, That for. the- pur- Jf 


pose of establishing two-lines of steamships- to. carry the 
ails—one:’ between. San Francisco, in California, and 
Shanghai, in China, communicating, with Hong-Kong, 


“i Amoy, Chusan, and Macao, and touchiug at the Sandwich 


Islands in going or returning; the other between Philadel- 
phia and Antwerp or Ostend, in Europe, touching-at Ports- 
niouth, in England, and Havre, in France—it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, immediately after the 
passage of this act, to contract with Ambrose W. Thomp- 
son, of Philadelphia, for the establish ment-of- the said tines 
of steamsbips, on the following terms and conditions, viz: 
The said Thompson shall agree to éstablish, at, his own ex- 
pense, the said lines of steamships, and to convey the United 
States mails between San Francisco and Shanghai, and the 
other points designated for the first line, and between Phila~ 
delphia and the. points in Europe designated for the other, 
and shall receive no other or further conipensation therefor 
than the amount of postages which he may charge and re- 
ceive on the maijJable matter which may be conveyed in his 
ships. The said tine of steamers between San Francisco 
and Shanghai shall consist of six ships of not less than three 
thousand tons register each, and capable of a speed ‘equal 
to any steamer now employed between New York and Liv- 
erpool. Three of said ships shall be completed and ready 
to be placed on said line within two years after date of the 
contract, and the other three within two years after the first 
three shall have been so placed on the said line; and the 
three ships last constructed shall be placed on the said line 
as soon after they shall have been finished as possible. . ‘The 
line between the United States and Europe shall consist of 
four ships of equai size with the others, two of which shail 
be completed within two years, and the others within two 
years thereafter. 

<The said steamships shail be so constructed as to be con- 
vertible at the least possible expense into war steamers of 
the first class, and to be commanded by officers of the navy, 
not helow the grade of lientenant, and to receive four wid- 
shipmen ou board as watch officers; the said commanders 
and officers to be detailed for the service by the Secretary of 
the Navy. The said ships shall, if required by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, carry four heavy guns each, to be provided, 
officered, and manned by the department. For the term of 
two years after the first three ships shal! have been placed 
on the first line, they shall perform monthly trips each way 
between the respective ports as above specified, and on the 
second line semi-inonthly from the commencement of ser- 
vice; and when the whole number of said ships shail have 
been completed and placed on the said lines as above stipu- 
lated, they shall perform semi-monthly trips between the 
said ports respectively. The said ships shall be constructed 
under the supervi-ion of such constructor or naval officer as 
the Secretary of the Navy may appoint. 

“Seco. —. And he it further enacted, That, for the purpose 
of establishing the aforesaid lines of steamers, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to the said 
Thompson, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the 
Navy, irom time to time, in such sums as the said Thomp- 
son may require, not exceeding in the whole the cost which, 
in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, shall be suf- 
ficient for the construction and eyvipment of the said ships, 
certificates of United States five per cent. stock, which stock 
shall be redeemable in twenty-five years. The said Thomp- 
son shall pay into the United States ‘Treasury, semi-annual- 
ly, as the interest on said stock may fall due, the full amount 
of said interest so due, and shall also pay the principal on or 
before the maturity thereof. Tne said Thompson shall give 
to the Secretary of the Navy satisfactory security for the 
faithful and economical application of the sums thus ad- 
vanced towards the construction and equipment of said 
ships, and the Secretary shail have the right to cause the ac- 
counts of the disbursements made for that object at any 
time to be examined, and shall also, from time to time, as 
he may desire, have the said ships and their machinery in- 
spected, and require such repairs to be made by the said 
Thompson as shall be found necessary. The said ships 
shall be Kept in serviceable condition and repair, and alt im- 
provements in machinery adopted at the expense of said 
Thompson, if so required on inspection; and the United 
States shall have a lien on them as security for the sum ad- 
vanced for their construction aud equipment in such form as 
the Secretary of the Navy may require; and the said ships 
may be taken by the Secretary of the Navy at any time for 
the public service, by releasing said lien, and making to the 
said Ambrose W. Thompson a fair compensation, to he as- 
certained by appraisers to be appointed, one by the Secretary 
of the Navy, or under his order, one by the said Thompson, 
and a third by the two so appointed: Provided, That the 
rates of postage on mail matter, charged and received by 
the said ‘hompson on each of said lines, shall conform to 
such regulations as may be established by the Postmaster 
General, according to law: And provided, further, That the 
power is reserved to the United States to assume the right 
of collecting the postages, a$ in other cases of inail trans- 
portation, allowing in lieu thereof to the said Thompson, on 
each of said lines, the same -ratable compensation in the 
proportion of the number of ships employed as is noweal- 
lowed bylaw to E. K. Collinsand his associates for mail ser- 
vice between New York and Liverpool.” 

Mr. C. remarked that the terms proposed were 
precisely the same as in the amendment to which 
his was a substitute. It proposed, however, a line 
between Philadelphia and Antwerp or Ostend, 
touching at Portsmouth, in England, and Havre, 
in France. He would ask the vote of the Senate, 
without debate. f . 

Mr. GWIN accepted the substitute as a modifi- 
cation of his own amendment. 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the amendment, 


| as modified, ley adding thereto the following as an | 


additional section: 

“Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the ; 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, in executing the said | 
contract as to the line between Philadelphia and Europe, 
to canse a stipulation to be inserted thercin, that on each 
alternate trip the several steamships to be employed on said ! 


+ 


| line shall depart from and. return tothe port of Philadelphia, 

| in’ Pennsylvania, aed the port of Norfolk, i: Virginians aad 
it shall be. the duty of the said contractor faithfully 10 carry. 

said stipulation iuto effect.» ; - 


Mr. GWAEN accepted the amendment asa mods. 
ification of his own, °° 
The question on being taken upon the amend- 
| mentas thus modified, it was. rejected... 00. 
| Mr. YULEE. I havea few amendments’ to. 
offer, under the direction. of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. I shall present them to the Senate 
without discussion ar explanation, inorder to econ- 
omize time; byt I am prepared to give an.explana- 
į tion upon any amendment if any Senator desires it. 
| The first amendment. was read, making an ap- 
| propriation for the navy-yard at Brooklyn. ° 
Mr. DICKINSON. I believe the. amendment 
to be eminently right. I have investigated the 
i whole matter. It is a matter of public necessity; 
| yet I shall be obliged to vote against it, though out 
i of no disrespect to that committee. ` ; ` 
| Mr. YULEE. I must protest against the rule 
«prescribed by the Committee on Finance: being 
adopted by the Senate. These are matters which 
properly belong to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. The amendments are for appropriations 
very material to the public service, and asked for 
by the Navy Department. They were referred to 
| the committee, and could not be brought to the 
| notice of the Senate until the naval appropriation 
bill came in. If the House thought proper to de- 
lay their action upon the bill until the last: mo- 
ment, we ought not therefore to be prevented 
from proposing such amendments as are essential 
to the public interest. 
: Mr. HALE. I wish to say a single word. 
| These are subjects upon which the Senate of the 
| United States have been memorialized by the cart- 
load; and the Committee on Naval Affairs has 
_ been as silent as the grave upon them. There is 
| an amendment which I wish to propose to this 
bill, which | have very much at heart; but I shall 
‘accede to the course recommended by the Com- 
| mittee on Finance, and shall go against all amend- 
| ments. There are matters connected with’ this 
! bill which infinitely outweigh those which have 
i been reported upon, and upon which we have 
; been memorialized-by the ton; but the committee 
! have said nothing upon them. I shall vote against 
| all amendments, unless those which I think ought 
| to be adopted are taken up and adopted first. 
Mr. YULEE. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
i shire will wait unul I get through, he may find 
| that the subjects to which he alludes have been 
acted upon by the committee. 
Mr. HALE. It has been very lately, then: 
they had not twenty-four hours ago. 
The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was rejected. 
, Mr. YOLEE. 
i to offer. 
i Mr. CASS. I would suggest that the Senator 
: has discharged his duty. The temper and dispo- 
| sition of the Senate are such that it is useless’ for 
| him to proceed. 
| Mr. YULEE. I certainly cannot discharge my 
| duty without presenting the amendments. Lf the 
| Senate think proper to vote them down, that is 
| 
| 
i 
{ 


ĮI have some other amendments 


another matter. I tell the Senate that there are 
portions of this bill which no Senator can approve, 
and which it is absolutely necessary should. be 
acted upon. I would prefer rather that the whole 
|! bill should fail than that some amendments of the 
; House should receive the sanction of the Senate. 

1 could not discharge my duty, then, without 
bringing these amendments before the Senate for 
their action. I offer another amendment. 

[This amendment provides, as nearly as the Re- 
| porter could ascertain, for the extension of the 
| time for finishing the mail steamers, as a substi- 
i tute for the proviso directing payment to be in 
| proportion to the mail service performed.] `, 
| My, Y. said: I feel constrained, after the indica- 
! tion given by the Senate, to explain the amend- 
| ment [ have offered, in order that the Senate may 
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take the full responsibility and consequences of 
its rejection. Under the provision contained in 
| the naval appropriation bill as it came from the 
| House of Representatives, this consequence re- 
| sults, that all the ships which remain unfinished 
| upon the several lines which have made contracts 
; with the Government may be left unfinished, and 
; the contrastors will be released from the obiigation 
to build them, while they will receive during the 
remainder of the time of their contracis the full 
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amount of remuneration... That. is. the operation 
of tav act as adopted by the House. » It reads: 

« P:ovided, That no payment shall he made for said ser- 
vice except in proportion to the mailservice heretofore per- 
formed, or that may be, hereafter performed; aud that the 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to make payment 
in said proportion nly.” . , 

Ihe provision is, that payment shall be made 
in proportion to the mail service. The compensa- 
tion to be made under the contract was compounded 
of mail service and putting afloat a certain number 
of ships which would be available to the naval 
service of the country. We have -found that the 
mail service, on account of the speed which has 
been attained, can be performed with fewer ships 
than the number contained in the contracts, and if 
this proviso. is passed, we can- never relieve our- 
selues hereafter from the obligation to pay the full 
compensation for the ships which are already built, 
and the contractors will notbe required to put upon 
the line any more ships. They have now put on 
bat three, which are two less than are-required. If 
the Senate choose to let the bill pass with this pro- 
viso in it, the consequences are Known to them, 
aiid the committee will share none of the responsi- | 
bility for them. 

Mr. RUSK. One word, sir, and it is simply 
this: the amendment seeks, at this stage of the 
“session, to make a change, the propriety of which 
we could not investigate so as to understand it in 
half an hour. Butl will not consume the time. 
I: limits the operation of the act to two years. 
There is no possible object in it. As the bill 
stands now, they are only to receive compensation 
in proportion to the mail service performed. The 
amendment amount sonly to this: If Congress 
wish these ships built at any earlier or a later day, 
this limitation will embarrass the subject. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state, because it is my 
duty to state, that this amendment has been pre- 
pared after consultation with one of the proprie- 
tors of the principal line, and that the extension of 
two years for the completion of these vessels was 
introduced at their own instance, and as a favor to 
them. Their vessels ought, by contract, to have 
been built before thia time; but there have been 
reasonable grounds for delay. If we enforced the 
obligation upon them, their contracts would fall; 
but it isa matter of leniency to them that we still 
hold them to the construction of the number of 
ships required by the contract, and give them the 
extensin of two years beyond “he time, which is 
along delay. {tis a favor to them, and E will as- 
sure my friend of the Post Office Committee that 
the effect of adopting the mail service as the rate 
of compensation will be to discharge them from all 
obligations to build any more ships. 

Mr. RUSK. J differ altogether from that opin- 
ion.. l have no objection to dealing liberally with 
these contractors. ` I want to do it, and especially 
under the circumstances.’ But, at the same time 
that I am willing to deal liberally with them, I am 
anxious to see the object of the Government car- 
ried out. 2 

Mr. MASON. This matter received the delib- 
erate attention of the Naval Committee; and | am 
satisfied that by the action of the Senate, if they 
adopt the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, they will release the contractors from 
the duty of building the number of ships stipulated | 
in the contract. We shall pay them the amount 
stipulated for the service of five ships, when they 
perform it with three, and release them from the 
obligation of applying the other two; and if we 
would hereafter wish to modify it, we cannot do 
it—for it will have passed beyond the reach of 
Congress. 

Mr. RUSK. Iam very clearly of the contrary 
opinion. “ This only pays them in proportion to 
the service they perform, and it does not at all 
modify the contract. They have entered into a 
solemn contract and obligauon to perform. certain 
things č 

Mr. MASON. This is an important amend- 
mentin modifying that contract; and [ ask the | 
yeas and nays, that itmay pass into the history 
of the country by whom the contract has been 
modified. 

Tne yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. L should. be gratified if the | 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, or | 
the Senator from Virginia, would explain to us | 
the object of the amendment, We are’unable, in | 
this part of the Chamber, to hear what is goirigon. 

Mr. MASON. I will detain the Senate bat a 


moment, in complying with the request of the. 


Senator over the way.. The naval appropriation 
bill, as it came from the House of Representatives, 
reads: 

_ Provided, That no payment shalt be made for said ser- 
vice, exceptin proportion to the mail service heretofore 
performed, or that may be hereafter performed, and that 
the Seeretary of the Navy is hereby directed to make pay- 
inept in said proportion only.” 


Now, the contract is this: The contractors 
were required to build five ships within a limited 
time, and with those five ships to perform semi- 
monthly mail service. They have built three 
ships—the two remaining ships have not been 
built. It has-been found that they can perform 
the mail service required with the three ships only. 
H isa partof the policy of the Government to 
provide a certain number of steamships as war 
vessels, and they therefore, stipulated that the con- 
tractors should provide five. Now, as they can 
perform the required mail service with three ships, 
as the bill stands, it is susceptible of being con- 
strued to release the contractor from the duty of 
providing the other two ships. He is to be paid 
for the mail service he nerforms with three only, 
instead of five contracted for. The effect ofthe 
amendment simply is to avoid that construction— 
to give the contractors two additional years to 
build the additional ships. 

Mr. RUSK. [I call the attention of the Senate 
to the proviso. The bill reads: 

“ For transportation of the United States mail between 
New York and Liverpool, between New York and New 
Orleans, Havana, and Chagres, and between Panama and 
some points in the Territory of Oregon, 8874600; Provided, 
‘Chat no payment shall be made for said service, execpt in 
proportion to the mail service heretofore performed, or that 
may be hereafter performed ; and that the Secretary of the 
Navy I> hereby directed to make payment in said proportion 

nly. a 

Is there any release there? Can it be pretended 
for a moment that this releases the contractors 
from any obligation in the contract?) None upon 
earth. It is the mest strange construction I have 
ever known to be put upon the language of a bill. 
There is no interference at all. It is only a restric- 
tion that the Secretary of the Navy shall not ex- 
ceed in his payment the services rendered. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads this question: Can these contractors claim 
any paymentunless they comply with the contract? 
If not, does not this bill compel the proper officer 
to make payment for the service that is per- 
formed, or shall hereafter be performed? If that 
is the case, will it not modify the contract, and 
vary the contract. from the terms upon which it 
was originally entered into, in putting the service 
which they are performing and are to perforn upon 
a different ground, and making it obligatory to pay 
for it at variance with the contract? 

Mr. BADGER. Allow me to say one word. 
If I have understood this aright—and t am a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, have examined it, 
and concur in the view in. which the amendment is 
reported—the certain effect, or at least the proba- 
bie effect, of the provision in the bill is, to relieve 
the contractor from that part of the,engagement in 
which the Government has an interest, and to 
leave him in full fruition of that part of it in which 
he has an interest. It is our interest that five ships 
should be built, because in case of war they would 
belong tous. But the contractor finds he can per- 
form the service with three. The question is, 
whether he shall be allowed to perform the service, 
and receive the same compensation for three ships 
as if he had put on the other two, according to con- 
tract, it being the interest of the Government to 
have as many ships completed as are required in 
the contract. That isthe whole effect of the pro- 
vision. It seems to me plain that the amendment 
should be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I did not intend to say a word; 
but it strikes me that this clause does not of ne- 
cessity take that construction at all. ft isofa nega- 
tive character entirely. It merely forbids the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to pay any more than such a 
sam. It is simply negative, and cannot have the 
positive effect to change the contract. It is restrict- 
ive—not to go beyond a certain amount. It reads; 

« Provided, That no payment shall be 1fade for said ser- 
vice except in proportion to the mail service heretofore per- 
formed, or that may be hereafter performed, and that the 
Sceretary of the Navy is hereby directed to make payment 
in said proportion oniy”. 

Mr. BADGER. With the three ships he per- 
forms thé whole service, and is therefore entitled 


to the-whole pay. Ifthe bill passes as it-stands, 
he may perform the whole service with three ships 
and receive the whole pay. ; 

Mr. RUSK, (in his seat.)° No, sir. : 

_ Mr. BADGER. That is my opinion: it is my 
judgment. On the. contrary, it is the interest of 
the Governmént that he should build the five ships. 
While we wish the service performed with five 
ships, it is the interest of the contractor to perform. 
it with three. ‘Then, in case of a war, when we 
have occasion to call for these ships fo be turned’ 
over for military purposes, “we-should have but 
three instead of five ships. That is the state of 
the case. ; . i j 

Mr, DICKINSON. While i am aware ‘that 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Afairs 
says that the contractors prefer the amendment he 
propeses—and } know they do, because they so 
informed me, and I have no doubt they prefer it— 
under other circumstances I would vote for it, and 
even now if it were necessary—at the same time, 
acting in view of the course 1 have marked out, I 
do submit to the Senate that the construction at- 
tempted to be given to this matter is exceedingly 
strained and artificial. It may be desirable that the 
bill should pass with the amendment; but the idea 
that this proviso releases any portion of the con- 
tract I hold to be utterly absurd. Let us look at it: 
There was a contract entered into with these indi- 
viduals to build a certain number of ships, of cer- 
tain dimensions, and to perform a certain mail ser- 
vice. They have not built all. the ships, and 
therefore they have not performed all the service 
required. : 

Mr. BERRIEN.: If the Senator will'allow mes: 
Was there a limited time within which they. were 
to build these ships? : : 

Mr. DICKINSON. Clearly. 

Mr. BERRIEN. And has that passed ? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RUSK, (in his seat.) Upon an extension 
by the Post Office Department. 

Mr. DICKINSON resumed. Now, this bill 
provides that they shall be paid in proportion to 
the mail service they rendered, and no more. How 
can it release them from an independent portion of 
the contract, which compels them to build a cer- 
tain’ number of ships of certain. dimensions? - It 
cannot be so. . : 

Mr. PRATT. All of us naturally suppose that 
the subject upon which we are about to speak has 
been misunderstood. by others, ` lt occurs to me, 
from what has been said about this part of the :bill, 
that it has not been properly understood: < ‘The 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr: Baperr,} 
whose attention I desire in the remarks I am about 
to make, has expressed views which I think į can 
meet. The original contract, I learn, is for the 
building of five steamships to carry the mail, as 
provided for in this clause of the bill. Under the 
original contract they were to be built within a 
specified period. ‘This period has passed, and the 
time has been extended by the Navy Department. 
So far as the mail service is concerned, they have, 
with the three ships already built, discharged all 
the mail service which was contemplated to be 
discharged by the five. But the Government hav- 
ing a further object, to have five steamers capable 
of being used for war purposes, in the event the 
Government should hereafter need them, the Gov- 
ernment have an interest iq compelling these con- 
tractors to build two additional steamers. Now, 
I ask the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
and others who have taken that side of the ques- 
tion, what part of this proviso takes away from 
the Government the power of enforcing this con- 
tract? Here is a éontract made some years ago, 
by which these parties are bound to build five 
steamers. The Government have already extend- 
ed the time within which the twoadditional steam- 
ers are to be built. That contract -still stands. 


| This is only to authorize the Government to pay 


forthe mail service carried-on by three steamers, 
It does not relieve the contractors from the obliga- 


| tion which they took upon themselves. It oniy 


authorizes the Government to pay for the service 
performed by the three-steamers, as if the five had 
all been built, and only for the present year. Next. 
year we-shall be called upon to make an additional 
appropriation for carrying on this service again; 
and then, if the steamers are not built; it will be in 
the power of the Government to-demand the fulfill- 
ment-of the contract. 1 apprehend that the argu- 
ment of my friend, that it will put it in the power 


1850. 


of the Government to make a new contract—for 


to supersede the necessity of building "the two ad- 
ditional steamers, will be of little avail. lt ma 
be done; it is now in the power. of the Govern- 
ment. But are we to presume that the Govern- 
ment will do that. which we all'see it is manifestly 
prejudicial to the Government to do? 1 do not 
suppose that the Government has agreed to dis- 

ense with their building all the steamers they are 

ound by their contract to build.-. Certainly, it is 
not authorized to do so, merely by a provision to 
pay for the mail service performed; for that has 
nothing to do with the contract. 

Mr. YULEE.. I will not detain the Senate in 
reference to the construction of this bill. E will 
merely remark that it. is not as easy, in the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, when a subject is brought 
suddenly to the mind, to understand it thoroughly, 
and come to a safe conclusion, as for the commit- 
tee, which quietly considers the subject, which 
weighs the effect and operation of the proviso, and 
which had the whole subject-matter of these con- 
tracts under consideration for the whole session. 
It is sufficient that the committee recommend a 
course to the Senate. If the Senate choose not to 
adopt that course, it is for them to decide as they 
please. I will only add this fact to what has been 
stated to the Senate by others, that the Collins line 
can perform their service with three ships, that 
the contract requires five, and that they will be 
released from the necessity of employing two ad- 
ditiongJ ships upon this line if this amendment is 
rejected. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it resulted as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Benton, 
Berrien, Bright, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Day- 
ton, Dodge of Wisconsin, King, Mason, Mitler, Morton, 
Pearce, Spruance, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb, Winthrop, 
and Yulee—22, y i 

NAYS—Mesers. Baldwin, Bell, Cass, Chase, Clarke, 
Dickinson, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Gwin, Hale, 
Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 
Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Underwood—24, 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting at the end df line 109 the following: 

“ Provided, That no payment shal} be made uniess the 
contract shal! be substantially complied with, according to 
its.true spirit and meaning’? : 

Mr. DICKINSON. That raises the whole 
question we had the other day. . . 

Mr. BADGER. If the money is to be paid 
when the contract is complied with neither in spirit 
nor form, J want to know it. 
nays upon the amendment. . 

Mr. DAWSON, (in his seat.) There will be 


„no objection to it. 


Mr. DICKINSON. There is just this objection 
to it: that if it was passed, it would stop payment 
upon every line in the United States of America. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand it, $270,000 
or $290,000 are given annually to the owners of 


these vessels to carry the mails; and they agreed | 


within a given time to provide five steam vessels. 
That time has already passed when those vessels 
should have been built. Now, I desire to know 
from any gentleman upon this floor, whether at 
the head of the Committee of Finance, of Naval 
Affairs, or the Post Office Committee—whether 
the fact is not that but three have been built, and 
but two of them accepted? My information is that 
one ofthe vessels has been hired.: 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator permit me to 
explain? By the original contract, they were to 
build five steamers fit for war steamers, and the 
Government was to have the privilege of taking 
them as war steamers, if they should be required. 
They built two steamers under that contract. | By 
the original contract they were, to build five 
steamers of a certain amount of tonnage. They 
have built two steamers equal in tonnage to the 
whole five they had contracted to build, and they 
have purchased one steamer in addition. With 
these three steamers they have discharged-all the 
mail service required by the contract originally 
entered into. Now, the Senator from Georgia 
will perceive that the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina is equivalent to striking out 
the whole appropriation for this mail service; for 
everyone knows that it has been stated here over 
and over again, that the original contract has not 
been complied with; while the amendment pro- 


> 


l ask the yeas and 


a 


é j tract -vides that no payment shall be made unless it has 
that is the extent of his argument—that it will put jf 
it in their power so to construe the old contract as: 


een complied with. We all know that instead of 


‘five steamers, they have built but two, and bought 


one, which makes but three, although they have 


a larger amount of tonnage than the whole five 


were to have had under the contract. With these 
three steamers they have discharged all the mail 
service originally stipulated for. The amendment 
strikes. out all. compensation, because itis clear 
that the contract bas not been complied with. 

Mr. DICKINSON. [do not wish to detain the 
Senate by any discussion of this matter. It has 
already been fully discussed; and, instead of ma- 
king any additional remarks, I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the report of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. I will read a 
short extract, which I hope will preclude the ne- 
cessity of any further discussion on this matter. 
The report says: i 

“ faving thus disposed of the first portion of the subject 
submitted to their consideration, your committee feel that 
they would be doing injustice to themselves were they not 
to give more than a passing notice to the matters inseparably 
connected with the establishment of ocean steam-packet 
navigation. 
their duty to impress upon the Senate the obligation on the 
part of Congress to carry out to their fullest extent the con- 
tracts already entered into. ‘There are some amongst us 
who are disposed to cavil at the failure of the parties Lo 
these contracis to comply with the strict letter of their en- 
gagements, and who are willing to punish any delays that 
may have occurred by a forfeiture of the privileges incident 
to them. To such views your committee cannot give their 
consent. ‘Whatever has been done, has beeu done with the 
best intentions; and, although contractors may have failed 
to fulfil their engagements literally, their failure to do so 
appears to have proceeded from a desire to promote the in- 
‘terests of the Government, and not from any disposition to 
secure their own at the expense of public prosperity. Under 
such circumstances, it becomes the duty of the National 
Legislature to regard these contracts with indulgenée, and 
to sustain and cherish an enterprise which, without the aid 
of the Government, must fall short of its mark. It should 
be borne in mind that whatever changes have been made, 
causing necessarily delay and temporary inconvenience, 
have been effected with a view to the advancement of our 
commercial marine and maritime defences. Of the ceon- 
tracts under consideration, it might, perhaps, be said that 
not one has been performed to the letter. Even in the case 
of the Pacific Steain Company, which has excelled all others 
in promptuess and efficiency, a caviler might see cause for 
fault-finding in the fact that vessels that should have been 
ready for service on the first of October were not prepared 
to depart before the sixth of the same month, or one or (wo 
months afterwards. Such, however, are wot the views by 
which enlightened legislation should be governed ; the in- 
tentions of the parties being evidently upright, they should 
not be regarded and punished as wrong-doers.”? 


‘Now, if the question of compliance with the 
strict letter of the contract is to be raised in this 
case, it may be raised in every other in which the 
mail service is concerned. 

Mr. RUSK. I will not consume the time of the 
Senate by investigating this subject; but it is a 
proceeding hazardous in the extreme. The Naval 
Committee, in the firet place attempt to extend 
these contracts two years longer than they are 
now authorized to be extended. The next step is 
to require a literal and strict compliance with the 
terms of the contract, which everybody knows 
has not been performed, and has been so reported 
to the Senate. I regard this amendment as deci- 
sive to the system altogether. One of the lines— 
that of New York and Panama—have better ships 
upon the line than were contracted for. They 


Before they do this, however, they, deem it! 


have not the number, as the Senator from Georgia | 


would have discovered if he had taken the trouble 
to read the report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Prior to the establishment 
of that line, there was a regular line of British 
mail-steamers under a contract system similar to 
that adopted by the United Siates, visiting these 
points and the southern portion of this country 
monthly. 
the Government, the result would have been that 
at the time of the acquisition of California the 
British mail-steamers would have taken possession 
of the transportation of the mail between the dif- 
ferent ports of the United States, as they have 


If this line had not been established by | 


had possession of the transportation of the mail | 


between the United States and Mexico all the 
time. If itis our object to break down this sys- 
tem—to destroy these contracts—and if it is our 


object to transfer the carrying trade, mail service | 


and all, to British steamers, and to have that done 
upon your whole southern shore, then vote for 
this amendment; for that will be its effect. 

Mr. BADGER. If my friend will allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment, rather than to pro- 
long a discussion at this period of the session, l 
ask leave to withdraw the amendment. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 


‘pill. 


THE BOUNTY. LAND BILL... 

A-message was received. from the Housereturn- 
ing the bill granting bounty lands to officers. and 
soldiers who have been engagedin the military 
service of the United States, with the announce- 
ment that the House disagreed with thé second and 
sixth amendments of the Senate to said-bill. | 

The Senate proceeded to consider. said amend- 
ments, which are as follows: By 


& Or marines whose names have béen rettirned on: muster 
rolls, or in any other official mauner, to the War Depart- 
ment as having.” 2 r : 

& And that every officer, private, or musician, or any 
naval officer, seaman, or marine, whether of regulars, vol- 
unteers, or militia, who has- actually been under fire in any 
engagement with the enemy, shalt be entitled to one hundred 
and sixty acres of land, and each of the surviving officers 
and seamen of the navy of the United States, or, in the event 
of their death, their widows or minor children, who. per- 
formed service on board of any. of the. public armed vessels 
of the United States, or on land in either of the wars afore- 
said, shall be entitled to like quantities of land for like teems 
of service as hereinbefore provided for officers and privates 
in the military service of the United States.” 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, 


it Resolved, That the Senate insist on the said second and 
sixth amendments disagreed to by the. House, 

%¢ Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereof.” _ A e 


THÈ NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of this 


Mr. YULEE moved to amend the bill by striking 
out from lines 228 to 257 inclusive. The part pro- 
posed to be stricken out is as follows: 

& For commencing the construction of a floating dry dock 
on the coast of t alifornia, $100,000; and the Seeretary of 
the Navy is authorized and directed to enter into a contract 
with Samuel D. Dakin, Jobn S. Gilbert, Zeno Secor, and 
Rutherford Moody, for the construction, with all reasonable 
dispatch, of a sectional or balane» floating dry-deck, basin, 
and railway, atsuch harbor on the coast of the Pacific ocean 
as he may select, of a capacity and dimensions in no respect 
inferior to those of the dry dock in progress of construction 
at Pensacola: Provided, That, by granting the :aid con- 
tractors permission, if required, t0 prepare the materials 
chiefly at some harbor on the Atlantic sea-board, and ad- 
vancing moneys thereon as the work progresses, the said 
works can be completed ata sum not exceeding hy more 
than twelve percent. the total amount contracted to be paid 
for the floating dock, basin, and railway, at the. Pensacola 
navy-yard, with the addition thereto of what would be the 
cost of transportation to said coast of the said materials 
thus prepared, aad with the reservation till the works are 
done of ten per cent., and the usual surety for the faithful 
performance of the contract. And it shall also be the duty 


| of the Secretary of the Navy to enterinto an agreement 


with the said contractors, if they will keep the said works 
in repair, and take proper care of the same, for any given 
period of years, free of charge to the Government, to. permit 
them to use the said works during suen périod, on thiir own 
account, for repairitig merchant vessels, when not oecupied 
by vessels of the navy, to. which precedence shall, at -all 
times be given.” È 
THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

A message from the House was received, an- 
nouncing that they had insisted on their disagree- 
ment to the amendmenis of the Senate, and asking 
a conference; and that Messrs. Barry, Vinton, 


! and Jones had been appointed to conduct such 


conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that a committee: of 
conference be appointed on the part of the Senate; 
and the motion was agreed to. : 

Messrs. Dickinson, Sout, and Bancrer were 
appointed the conferees. 

[A message was received from the House, re- 
turning the Senate bill to extend the laws and ju- 
dicial system of the United States to California, 
with sundry amendments.) 


THE NAVAL BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. YULEE. This amendment will save to 
the Government, according to my calculation, 
about $2,000,000, very unadvisedly, inconsider- 
ately, and hastily proposed to be expended by the 
bill as it came from the other House. F presume 
that, if the Senate is unwilling to make additions, 
they will at least be willing to make diminutions 
in the bill, where the expenditures-under it can be 
diminished with advantage to the public interest. 
The clause proposed to be stricken out relates to 
a ‘sectional or balance floating dry dock, basin, 
and railway,” on the Pacific. ft makes a modest 
appropriation to begin with of $100,000; but if 
gentlemen will examine its terms, they will find 
that the cost will certainly reach a million and a 
half; and, according to my estimate, it cannot fall 
short of two millions. -Fhis is'done without any 
recommendation from any department; before we 
are prepared to locate any such establishment 


tefmine where a navy-yard should -be placed; 
therefore, before they are ready to decide what 
kind of a dock will be best adapted to the purpose. 
Without detaining the Senate, I will send to the 
Chair a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which will show the opinion of that department 
upon the subject. 

The letter was then read. 

Mr: GWIN. Is that a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy against a dry dock in California ? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator has héard 
it read. : : : 

Mr. GWIN. Iam very sorry he should have 
opposed such a proposition as that. I have here | 
a lettet of Commodore Jones, who has been upon 
the coast for two years, and I will ask that it be 
řead in opposition to what the Secretary of the} 
Navy says. ` 

The letter was read, ° 

Mr. GWIN. Now, Mr. President, here is the | 
testimony of Commodore. Jones, who has been 
there for-years, -Ele says that it-is indispensable 
to havé a dry dock there now. | ‘know the fact 

that there are three hundred vessels on that coast | 
that cannot get around the Horn, and they need | 
a diy dock there to repairthem. The loss of one | 
of these vessels would be nearly equal to the ex- 
pense of building a dry dock. {It may be said 
that the dry dock is needed by the commercial 
“men of the Atlantic coast. There are those upon | 

the Pacific who are interested in it. Hundreds 
and hundreds of whalers would go “there for re- 
pairs, if we had a dock there. There is some dif- 
ference between the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Navy and that of Commodore Jones as to the 
selection of a place.* } am astonished that the 
Secretary of the Navy should have made such a 


report; for Commodore Jones not only selected || 


that as the best site‘in'the bay of San Francisco, | 
but requested ‘the reservation of the lands for that 
“purpose. . 

Mr. CASS suggested that the appropriation 
should lie over until the next session. 

Mr. GWIN. Why, sir, we want it now. 
Here is the report which the former Secretary of 
the Navy made at the beginning of the session. 
He says: i 

“ The condition of our pnblie ships (as well as of our 
‘numerous merchant ships engaged in a rapidly-extending 
and lucrative commerce in the Pacific ocean, its remote- 
ness from the Atlantic. cities, and the long and perilous 
voyage around Cape Horn) renders some adequate and 
proper means tor their rapair on the coast of California ab- 
solutely necessary. Whenever the condition of that coun- 
try and the prices of labor will justify the undertaking, the 
establishing of a navy-yard, and the construction of a dock 
or marine railway, for the refitting and repair of our ves- 
sels, are earnestly reeommended,’s 

I do not understand the building of docks. J | 
am told that these gentlemen bave the patent, and 
no dock can be builtexceptby them. The Govern- | 
ment is compelled to employ them. There have 
been three docks, I believe. built by the same par- 
ties—one in the State of the gentleman who 
moved this amendment, and two others. Now, 
sir, Í think the sooner the dock is made, the bet- 
‘ter. 
amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. SEWARD. No one, I think, can deny 
that a dry dock at a navy-yard is necessary. 
‘whenever one shall be necessary upon our Pacific 
coast. If it be begun now, it cannot be accom- 
plished too soon, because no one can foresee the | 
“necessities of political events which will render it | 
necessary. I assume, then, that a dry dock is to 
be built, and anavy-yard to be built somewhere 
upon the Pacific coast. I think it is clear that it 
ought to be begun now. Then the only consid- 
eration remaining is, whether there is anything to 
be saved by postponing this matter’ until another 
session of Congress. The economy, if there be 
any, must consist in getting better terms at another 
time. I know of no reason to suppose that that 
can be done. The delay will not be merely from 
this time until the commencement of the next ses- 
sion of Congress; but, by the experience we-+have 
all had, we know that it will be a delay until the 
end of the next session of Congress, because bills | 
of this class never pass until just at the close of į 
the session. It will, then, be a postponement of 
the commencement of this operation, from now 
until next spring. We shall have logy nearly six 
months. : 

In regard to the location, inany event, that is 
to be determined by the Secretary of War. In 


1 will not detain the Senate, but | hope the |) 
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i sary, as we all know that it will be necessary 


| that. The Secretary of the Navy is required to en- 


regard to the estimates of construction, that, in 
any event, is to be determined by his’ discretion, 
and not by the discretion of Congress. This, 
then, refers to him now what must, in any ‘event, 
be referred to him, and anticipates, if possible, the 
period when we may suffer for want of a dry | 
dock upon the Pacific coast. I see no reason why 


| the-appropriation should not pass. i 


Mr. YULEE. I will make a few observations 
to correct some misapprehensions. I should like 
to know from what information the Senator from 
California founds his assertion that a report has 
come from the board to which he refers. 

Mr. GWIN. I have seen it. on ot 

Mr. YOLEE. The Secretary of the Navy 
says in very distinct terms: ; 

“f have to state that a joint board of officers of the army 
and navy is now employed in surveying the coast and har- 
bors of the. Pacific, with reference to navaland military 
defences, and the most eligible position fora navy-yard 
upon the coast has not yet been ascertained.” 

Lunderstand there is a great contrariety of opin- 
ion among the different officers in the navy as to 
the proper location, and that a large number of 
highly intelligent gentlemen and officers are very 
strongly of opinion that Puget sound is the best 
location. It will require some time to make the 
location. What peculiar opportunities Commo- 
dore Jones may have had to form a judgment upon 
this matter, [ cannot say. I can only rely upon 
authentic information. The Secretary of the Navy 
is not opposed to the construction of a dry dock 
there at all. On the contrary, | understand him 
to be of opinion that a dock there will be neces- 


there should be one; but he objects upon two 
grounds, and I think he well objects upen both of 
these grounds, to the appropriations now proposed 
in this bill. One of them is, that, in view of the 
early day at which Congress wiil again assemble, 
he does not think an appropriation for a dry dock 
is necessary now. We shall meet again in two 
months, By that time we shall have a full report; 
and we can then decide whether a dock shall be 
built, and of what description it shall be. But the 
other objection stated in the Secretary’s letter is, 
that he thinks a permanent: stone dock would be 
better, if Congress determines to make an appro- 
priation now. The appropriation, as it comes 
from the House, is this: It proposes to build a 
floating dock, basin, and railway, when we donot, 
know that they will answer the purpose for which 
a dock is to be built. 

By-dint of several years’ urgency upon Con- 
gress, appropriations were made for the construc- 
tion of three of these floating docks, with basins 
and railways, very much as an experiment; one 
of which was to be at Pensacola, as stated by the 
Senator from California, and another at Philadel- 
phia, and the other at Portsmouth. None of them 
have yet been completed to such an extent as to 
be able to permit their being tested.. It is as yet, 
then, altogether an experiment. I have heard the 
opinion expressed by very competent and skillful 
engineers, that even if they answered the purpose 
for a year or two, there is very little assurance to 
believe that they can last more than three, four, or 
five years. Atall events, it is an experiment yet, 
and one which will have been tested to a certain 
extent by the next session, because the dock at 
Portsmouth is nearly completed. We shall, then, 
have an opportunity by the next session to test it. 

But, upon the score of economy, the provision 
contained in this clause, which I propose to strike 
out, should not be retained. Lt proposes to allow 
the cost of that in the Pensacola navy-yard, with 
twelve per cent. added, and then in addition to that 
the cost of the transportation of all the materials 
from this side of our coast to the Pacific side. My 
estimate is that it will cost very nearly two millions. 
The appropriations for the structure at Pensacola, 
which have been already made, and which are made 
by the bill now before us, amount to $1,047,653; 
and I am apprehensive that an additional expendi- 
ture will yet be necessary to make secure the bot- 
tom of that dock. Add to that twelve per cent., 
and then add the cost of the transportation of all 
the materials from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, 
and you will form some estimate of the cost of the 
structure upon the plan proposed here; and that, 
too, upon an experiment which we have no assu- 
rance will succeed. But it has a worse feature than 


ter into an agreement with the contractors that, in 
certain cases, the use and disposition of this struc- 


. 


be transported there from here. 


tare—-which will have been built for the United 
States; and with the moffcy of the United States— 
‘will’ be given for commercial’ and private uses. 


This, it seers to me, cannot be other than an un- 


wise and: dangerous precedent. ` f leave it to the 
Senaté.to. determine whether: the objections which 
I have Suggested are sufficient: to induce them to 
strike out the provision, or whether they will sane- 
tion such an appropriation by Yefusing: to strike it 
‘Mr. GWIN. It will take ten years to build w 
stone dock there, and it will cost'three times as. 
much money as a wooden one. Besidés, where 
are you going to get the storie? : : 
Mr. YULEE. 4 will state that it requires as 
much stone for the basement proposed by this 
contract to be made as for a permanent stone dock; 
so that wherever the stone comes from forthe one 
case it must be obtained in the other. And I wilt 
state further that the permanent stone dock in the 
navy-yard at Charlestown, Massachuselts, cost 
about the same as the basin and dock in its neigh- 
borhood. 
_ Mr GWIN. Mr. President, I have very good 
information, upon which F rely, that the difference 
in the expense of the two kinds of dock is‘ very 
great. ‘This question has been thoroughly ex- 
amined by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the 
House, who brought in a bill for a floating dock, 
and it passed the House by an almost-ananimous 
vote. It was thoroughly discussed before it came 
up here, and is recommended to us by the action 
of the House: : l 
But the Senator talks about the location of the 
dock at Puget sound. What we want isla float- 


ing dock. The location is a matter of little con=. . 


sequence, as it can be located hereafter. Com- 
merce will, however, be likely to spring up on the 
sound sooner than on the coast. We want a float- 
ing dock also for commercial purposes. 

Mr. YULEE. None of our docks here are 
used for commercial purposes. 

Mr. GWIN. Well, sir, we want this dock for 
commercial purposes, J suppose the Senators 
from Maine and Massachusetts would take some 
interest in having a commercial dock there, where 
whale and merchant ships could be repaired. It 
is, however, so obviously our interest to have & 
dock there, that 1 will not detain the Senate by 
debating the question. MEEL 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator has 
referred to the action of the House, and makes 
that one of his reasons in favor of the proposition. 
1 will answer that. by referring to the action of the 
committee of the Senate. We have appropriate 
committees, to each of. whom is assigned its ap- 
propriate business, This subject was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and it seemed 
to be a part of their duty to confer with the head 
of the naval service here, and inquire his opinion 
in reference to this subject. He gave that opinion, 
in writing, against the appropriation at this time, 
and he has given what appears to my mind to be 
very satisfactory reasons for that opinion. He 
says that a proper plan has not yet been matured, 
and that the Government is now in process of as- 
ceriaining the proper point, and the probability of 
getting the right kind of materials of which to con- 
stract the kind of dock required. After the com- 
mittee had received the communication of the Sec~ 
retary of the Navy which has been read, they 


| decided against this appropriation, and they have 
| made that decision known to the Senate. 


Now, 
the action of the committee of the Senate, backed 
by the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, is 
worth as much as the report of the committee of 
the House. 1 think our safest plan is to follow the 
recommendation of the head of the department 
having charge of this branch of business.’ I admit 
the necessity of a dock at this paint-—not so much 
the immediate as the approaching necessity; but I 
do not believe this is the proper time to constract 
it. How much is this work to cost? Is there any 
gentleman here prepared to answer that question? 
Under the provision of this bill, the Secretary of 
the Navy is bound to contract with certain indi- 
viduals. The amount of that contract is. unlimit- 
ed. Heis bound to give those contractors just 
what they please to ask. Now, supposing that 


manual labor costs just as much more in California 


avi GWIN, (in his seat) The materials will 


Mr. BRIGHT. But it will require an immense 


1850. 


amount of labor to complete the work after the- 


materials are there. Now, we have agreed to pay 
our judges of the United “States court $5,500 per 
annum, and for the same class of judges in other 
States we pay $1,500. So, if the increase of the 
price of labor isto be computed by the increase of the 
salaries of the judges in California, this‘work will 
cost something like six or seven millions.of dol- 
lars, I believe the cost of such a work is estimated 
in the old States at one and-a half millions.of dol- 
lars. I understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to estimate the cost at two mil- 
lions. Now, if we estimate the cost of labor in 
proportion to the increase in other cases, this dock 
will cost from four to five millions of dollars. For 
one, therefore, I am not willing. to incur this vast 
expenditure at this. time.. I do not think the ne- 
cessity is so immediate as to justify it. {concur 
with the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, that 
the proper time would be after the report is received 
from the engineers who are making surveys, in- 
tending first to locate the point, and then to decide 
upon the character of the work—whether it shall 
bea stone or a dry dock. I, for one, will not con- 
sent to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
enter into a contract with these individuals, who 
are to be allowed to charge whatever they please. 
Mr. PEARCE, [concur entirely with the Sen- 
ators from Florida and Indiana who have spoken 
upon this subject. I recollect very well when this 
project of introducing into the service of the United 
States floating dry docks was first brought before 
Congress. I was then a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and I recollect very: distinctly the 
great argument by which we were urged to adopt 
this system. lt was upon the score of cheapness. 
‘Well, sir, Congress very hastily adopted that sys- 
tem, against the recommendation, I believe, of the 
department, and against certain declared opinions 
of the Naval Committees of both Houses. We 
were beguiled by the promise that the floating dry 
docks would be exceedingly cheap. Well, what 
is the fact? Why, sir, they are more expensive 
than yður stone docks, while the one is perishable, 
and can last but a few years, and the other is inde- 
structible. The stone dock at Boston cost $700,000. 
How much have you appropriated already for 
these unfinished floating docks, which were to cost 
so much less than the stone docks? Why, for the 
one at Pensacola, the Senator from Florida informs 
me that you have appropriated over a million dol- 
lars. Well, sir, I find in the appropriation bill of 
this year over $370,000 for a floating dry dock at 
Philadelphia; last year, $200,000; and the year be- 
fore, $400,000—to be divided between the three. 


So there has been already $800,000 appropriated | 


for the dry dock at Philadelphia, which cost much 
less thaa the one at Pensacola, being one hundred 
thousand more than the cost of the stone dock at Bos- 
ton. And after all, your floating dock is but a per- 
ishable contrivance. I think it is a most reckless 
expenditure of the publicmoney, and that Congress 
is to be censured for having rushed so blindly and so 
largely into this experiment in 1847. We have not 
yet ascertained whether these docks will answer the 
purpose or not. We have only found that they 
will cost twice as much as the stone docks in the 
end; and now we are called upon to go into just 
such a wasteful expenditure for a floating dock in 
California, the cost of which will far exceed the 
appropriation for the dry dock at Pensacola. © 
The bill provides that it shall not cost more than 
twelve per cent. beyond the amount paid for the 
dock at Pensacola, in addition to the cost of trans- 
portation from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast. 
Now, Lhave not the slightest question but that 
this project will subserve the benefit of individuals, 
It certainly looks to me very much like a contri- 
vance. t will not charge it as such upon any per- 
son here or elsewhere. But, sir, there 1s a provision 
here that these contractors shall keep that dock in 
repair, and take proper charge of it. It is not to 
be in the charge of proper officers of the Govern- 
ment, but in charge of the contractors; and when 
the Government is not using it for the repair of 
their own vessels, these contractors are to be allowed 
to use it for the repair of merchant vessels. It 
certainly looks as if it was for the especial benefit 
of shipowners, rather than for that of the navy. of 
the United States. We know very well that if it 
be constructed, nine tenths of all the demands for 
its use will be, not 
marine, but for the benefit of these contractors. I 
do not know how they are to be limited in their 


for ‘the benefit of the merchant | 


charges. -H is true it is said that it shall be the 


duty'of the Secretary of the Navy.to enter into.an. 


agreement with the contractors to keep the said 
works-in repair, &c.; but I do not see any proper 
limitation upon the charges which those individu- 
als may.make for the use of private ships in-their 
docks.. It seems to me to furnish a most magnifi- 
cent speculation in Congress. It is absolutely 


appropriating money to erect these large structures 


for the benefit of contractors. ; 

Now, sir, | know it is desirable that there should 
be a naval station on the coast of California, and 
I agree that in a proper course of time a dock will 
be required there; and I think, when the capabil- 
ities of the country are fully understood and its 
resources fully developed, we shall be able to se- 
lect a site understandingly, and perhaps find that 
there are materials on the spot for constructing a 
stone doc¢k—the only kind that is worthy of the 
consideration of Congress, in my estimation. 

But it is urged that it isa matter which does not 
admit of delay that we ought to act upon this 
thing now. hy, sir, what does the bill do? H 
gives only $100,000, which is only & dropin the 
bucket. ft will not put up the frame of this work; 
it will not enable the contractors to prepare one 
fourth part of it. You cannot with that sum pre- 

are this stone basin of which the Senator from 

lorida speaks, for you will now have to trans- 
port the materials around Cape Horn. And even 
if you do prepare it, you will commit a great ex- 
travagance; for the time will come when you will 
get stone there much cheaper than it will now cost 
to get itat Boston and transport it round the Horn. 
1L hope, therefore, that Congress will refuse to ap- 
propriate a stiver for this object at the present 
time, but will wait till they have an opportunity to 
test the question fully—until we have the benefit 
of the reports of the engineers sent to survey the 
coast, and ascertain the proper site for the location 
of a dock—until, in short, we can act with our 
eyes open, and know what we are about. 

Mr. GWIN. One great objection to the build- 
ing of this dock is the expense. Well, sir, when- 
ever it is necessary to be built, the expense ought 
to be incurred. {tis said there is no immediate, 
pressing necessity for it. But the longer it is put 
off. the greater will be the necessity, and the more 
difficult it will be to make a contract with these 
parties, who have the only means of performing 
this work. But I want to know of the gentlemen 
who oppose the building of this kind of dock 
whether or not materials can be got for a stone 
dock. I think I am as familiar with the country 
as any of those gentlemen, and I know of no place 
where stone can be had. This, therefore, is the 
only plan we can devise; and if you do notgive us 
this dock, you give us none: and there is not a 


spot on the face of the earth where one is so much | 


needed. But I feel so confident in the justice of 
this measure that I will not consume any more 
time upon it. 

Mr. MASON. Being one of that committee 
who very thoroughly considered this subject when 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had it before them, I 
ask to say a few words upon the subject. I shall 
concur in the motion of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to strike out this provision. Sir, I have no 
doubt that one of these docks will be found, and 


: is now, indispensably necessary on the coast of | 


California for our ships; and I have no doubt it 
will be found to be the duty of Congress at as early 
a day as practicable to provide them with such 
a dock as will be competent for the public service. 
But, sir, it is but two months before Congress will 
reassemble, and the proposition is now to contract 
with certain persons by name to build a certain 
kind of dock, for a sum not limited, but dependent 
upon contingencies which we cannot now foresee. 
The transportation of materials from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific coast is to be done within two months 
of the reassemblage of Congress. Now, sir, until 


| L have certain difficulties removed which, at pres- 


ent, are insuperable, | cannot agree to any legisla- 
tion whereby the Congress of the United States 


makes a contract for the naval or military service, |: 


or any other branch of the public service intrasted 
to the Executive department, upon such contin- 
gencies. 

Mr. GWIN, (in his seat.) It has been done 
heretofore. 

Mr. MASON. I know it has been done here- 
tofore, but that does not sanction the usage. For 
myself, I know nothing in the world about these 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


docks. 
‘should be a stone or a wooden: dock, L-am ‘unable 


| vote it to commercial purposes. 


1 know. one is necessary; but whether it 


to judge. But when the head of the department 
has-selected those who are-informed upon the sub- 
ject, who are to report to Congress upon: the pro 
sort of dock, I beg leave to vote with him, fe 
assured that the proper information will be giver 
Now, sir, I can assure the gentleman from.Ca 
fornia, that 1 am satisfied of the necessity. of shi 


the subject is matured I will vote with them most 
cheerfully any sum that is. necessary; but I ihiak 
it improviđent and hasty legislation immediately 
to get in the smallest-end of the wedge by appro- 
priating $100,000, in order to commit the Govera- 
ment to this particular sort of dock. ` The effect 
of it will be to commit the Government to a cer- 
tain contract, when there are but two months to 
expire before it must be done. I must certainly 
vote for striking out the provision. f f 
Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state that the material point of the objection 
of the Senator from California to providing a per- 
manent.stone dock is, that there is no stone upon 
that side of the coast suitable for the purpose. 
Mr. MASON. -We-do not know that fact. 
Mr. YULEE. We do not know that there is 
any, and therefore you expect that the materials 
will have to be transported from this side. That, 
then, is precisely the reason why this provision 
should be stricken out, because it provides to con- 
tract for the construction of a basin, which requires 
precisely the same description of stone, and nearly 
the same amount, that the other kind of. dock re- 
quires. The whole will, therefore, have to be 
transported from this country; and the. Senate wiil 
be able to judge what will be the cost of this struc- 
ture, when they recollect that it is limited to twelve 


i per cent. over the cost of the dock at Pensacola, 
| which far exceeds the cost of any other dock, to- 


gether with the cost of transportation of all the 
materials from the Atlantic side to San Francisco. 
The cost of transportation of the stone and the 
wood, together with the immense labor required in 
landing there, will amount to an exceedingly large 
sum. 1 am informed from the official papers of 
the Postmaster General, that the cost of unloading 
a vessel at San Francisco is $700. This bill con- 
templates astone structure. The wooden or float- 
ing part of it is very small comparatively, and if 
you confine it to that, I think there could not be 
much objection, because the Government could dé- 
But the structure 
requires a stone basin of immense size. The cost 


| of the Pensacola floating structure would not. have 


been more than $100,000, but the building of a 
stone basin has run it up to a million, You may 


| judge of the cost of such a structure in California 


under this contract, which requires it to be a float- 
ing dock. 

But then, again, see how unjustly we are dealt 
with? The cost of the structure at Kittery was 
; at Philadelphia, $754,000; and at Pensaco- 
Ja, $1,147,000. The reason of the great difference 
in the cost is owing.to the difference in the founda- 
tion. Now, then, they take fora rule by which 
this contract is to be given the very highest cost of 
such a structure, the one at Pensacola, the cost of 
which has been owing to local causes which may 
not exist elsewhere. Wedo not know that the 
facilities for the construction of a foundation in 
California may not be as good as at Philadelphia 
orat Kittery. Why, then, is the cost of the Pen- 
sacola dock taken as an estimate? Undoubtedly 
for a larger and more extensive speculation. 

Mr. RUSK. l would not interfere in this busi- 
ness if it did not seem to me that the parties were 
unequally matched. ‘The Senator from California 


į has had to contend with four members of the Na- 


val Committee. I do not know a great deal about 


| this subject, but. there is one fact that Ido know, 


and that seems to be admitted on all hands, that a 
dock is absolutely necegsary there for naval vessels 
and for vessels of other kinds. There is a large 
number of whale ships, merchant ships, and some 
ships of war now on that coast.. There is, then, 
an absolute necessity for this work. I have not 
myself investigated’ this subject; but in a conver- 
sation with a highly respectable member of the 
House of Representatives—a man of great intelli- 
gence, who has given the subject a thorough in- 
vestigation—I was informed that this is the very 
best plan that can be adopted. Now, as there ie 
an urgent necessity for. some plan, backed by the 


inga dock upon the California coast,.and when. 
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intelligence of a man in whom [ must place im- 
plicit confidence, I shall vote with the Senators 
from California for this present plan. 
Mr. WALKER. I confess, sir, my mind has 
undergone some change since this discussion has 
. been going on; and the last-fact mentioned by the 
Senator from Florida strikes me as very peculiar, 
and shows that while the Senator from California 
contends for, and while we are willing to give him 
the benéfits of a dry dock, he ought certainly to 
join with us in trying to get at.a plan such as will 
not really’do injustice to the country. The Senator 
from Florida has just mentioned that the great ex- 
pense of the dry dock at Pensacola results from 
the difficulties in the foundation upon which the 
permanent structure is laid. Well, sir, the differ- 
ence is very great. The other dry docks cost not 
more than six or seven hundred thousand dollars; 


that at Pensacola cost about'a million and a half. | 


That is taken as a basis upon which the cost of 
this dock in California is calculated. Now, is it 
certain—has anybody tested the foundation there 
to see whether it is not as good as that in Philadel- 
phia or. Kittery? We are entirely in the dark 
aboutit. = : 

Mr. YULEE, (in his seat.) Then there is the 
great cost of transportation. 

A Senator. Question! . 

Mr. WALKER. I hope my very impatient 
friend will not faint till! have said what l intend 
to say. “[Laughter.] , . . 

But, again, it must be borne in mind that this 
dock in Pensacola is in the hands of some gente- 
men to whom it is proposed to give the contract 
in San Francisco, and whose interest it is to make 
the cost of the work at Pensacola just as high as 
possible, it being the criterion by which the Pa- 
cific dry dock js to be computed. Here, then, we 
are, at the close of the session, about to impose 
an expense upon the United States Government, 
estimating it according to a criterion that is wholly 

` fallacious, and the whole matter‘being in the hands 
of those whose interest it is to make the expense as 
great as possible. I wish to deal justly with the 
whole country as well es with the State of Cali- 
fornia. {believe the commerce of that country 
requires something of the kind, and I call upon 
the Senators from California to join us in getting 

| something like what is just to our own as well as 
to their Government. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I must say a very few words, 
I concur very heartily with one of the suggstions 
of the Sehator from Texas. I think this contest 
has been a very unfair one. Nearly all the Naval 
Committee have not only given their own views 
and suggestions, but I believe each of them has 
gone into somewhat of a lengthy argument in ree 
lation to the construction of a dry dock on the Pa- 

“cific coast. I do not mean to detain the Senate by 
an argument, but | do mean to state that I consider 
thisa contest between stone and wood—between 
the opinions of some obsolete commodores who 
once built stone docks, and another class of indi- 
viduals who would avail themselves of the bénefits 
‘and advantages of that system of structure which 
shas been adopted by the commercial marine almost 
the world over, 

Mr. YULEE, (in his seat.) The commercial 
marine has no basin. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. The commercial marine, my 
friend says, has no basin. 
object to a basin in this dock, let them say so, and 
meet it upon that ground; but let them not object to 
the erection of a dock because there may be a basin 
connected with it. Now I say, from evidence 
submitted to the public, and which has been seen 
by the Naval Committee, that this is°a matter 
which. hag been tested throughout the continent 
of Europe. It is nota question which remains to 
be tested in the sixty days between now and next 
December. - Why, sir, the same argument for de- 
Jay would come up then as now. Where are you 


to get any test any bettertthan that which we have || 
Now, sir, I join in | 


already? 1 know of none. 
going for adock on that coast, and | want to aid 
in its commencement now, whatever may be the 
cost of construction, and whether it is to be with 
the basin or without it;and I hazard the opinion, 
which { trast 1 will not hereafter shrink to meet 
by any sum named, that if you put a stone dock 
there it will quadruple the cost. of the kind pro- 
posed. ` 

The Senator from Florida talks about the cost 
of the Pensacola dock, and makes that a basis of 


Well, sir, if gentlemen ; 


| Norris, Rusk, Seward, Sinith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Wales, and 


| this structure. 


“we are to do, let us, at least, separate the public 


| such a provision as that the United States will al- | 
ways have the preference. lf merchant vessels | 


| be repaired before they can be taken out of it. 


the expense of this one on the Pacific. Why H 
does he not take the dock at New York, and refer 
to that stone dock, which has already cost some 
two or three millions of dollars, and is not done 
yet? It may be said that circumstances were un- 
fortunate there, and the cost ran up toa little more 
than it ought. Very well; the same argument 
would apply to the dock at Florida, where they 
had not, to be sure, that firm foundation which 
Providence has made at New York and Philadel- | 
phia. . A i 
With this view of the matter, I am going to 
vote to retain the proposition contained in the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
_ The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was rejected—yeas 21, nays 27; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, Bright, Davis | 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Felch, Mason, 
Milier, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, Walker, Whit- 
comb, and Yulee—2i. 

NAYS—Messrs Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Diekinson, Ewing, Foote, Frémont, 
Greene, Gwiu, Haie, Hamiin, Hunter, Jones, Mangum, 


Winthrop—27. 

Mr. YULEE. I appeal to the Senate to con- 
sider with favor the amend ment which | offer now. 
The great argument used in reference to building 
this dock was the immediate necessity for it; and 
our great objection was the great cost in carrying 
out the stone structure for the basis which is pro- 
posed by this contract. And now 1 submit to the 
Senate whether it will not be really due to the 
public interest to make at least this alteration in 
the provision? As it stands now, it provides for 
a floating dock, basin, and railway. I move to let | 
the floating dock stand, but to strike out the words 
‘basin and railway,” it being admitted by the 
honorabie Senator from California that there is no 
certainty of there being any stone upon that side 
of the continent that will answer the purposes of 
I move to strike out the words, 
“ basin and railway,” and that will leave the pro- 
vision for the floating dock. 

The question being taken upon this amendment 
by a division, it was rejected—ayes 17, noes 20. 

Mr. PEARCE. l move to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘ contract,” in the 249:h line, to the last 
word in the 257th line, inclusive. If we are to 
have this floating dry dock, without knowing what 


service from the private. I do not want to see 
public structures devoted to private uses. We 
never have heretofore built dry docks for the ben- 
efit of private individuals. It is a new sysiem, and 
a most pernicious one, I think. Now, suppose 
that a merchant vessel should happen to be in the 
dock at the time that a national vessel should ar- || 
rive in need of repairs: you cannot turn the vessel | 
out of the dock; her repairs must be completed. 
She may be in such a condition that she would 
sink instantly if she was to be taken out of the 
dock. The national. vessel will have to wait—the 
time no one can calculate—until the merchant ves- 
sel is repaired, and the dock ready for the recep- | 
tion of the national vessel. This is a new thing, 
a pernicious one, which { hope the Senate will not 
sanction. | 

Mr. GWIN. There is an express provision 
that the national vesse} shall always have the pref- | 
erence. f 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
by a division it resulted as follows: ayes 18, noes 
13—no quorum voting. 

Mr. PEARCE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. | 

Mr. RUSK. As the yeas and nays have been’ 
ordered, and as this.is a very important amend- 
ment, I wish to give one or two reasons why I shall | 
vote to retain itas it is. If L understand the pro- į 
visions of the bill now, the vessels of the United 
States always have the preference. That, as | un- | 
derstand it, is in the Jaw. I therefore see no ne- | 
cessity for excluding from the-use of this dock the 
merchant vessels that are there. | 

Mr. PEARCE. The Secretary of the Navy i 
cannot, by any contract that he may make, secure 


ti 


must be taken into this dock for repairs, they must | 
i 
repeat, that if there be a merchant vessel in the 
dock undergoing repairs at the time when a na- 
tional vessel may come into port for repairs in that {f 


| mercantile marine. 


| them, 


same dock, she cannot be taken into-the dock antil 

the merchant vessel has her repairs completed, and 

she is taken out. cee j : 

. Thereis so much shipping in those seas; that if 
it ìs permitted at all for merchant vessels to go into 

this dock, there will be some of them ‘in there the 

greater part of the time. This is but a scheme of. 
furnishing means for the ‘repairs for the merchant 

vessels of the United States, which the .Govern- 

ment ought never to do. ` This provision ought to 

be stricken out; for if you adopt it, you will but 

be making immense fortunes for thosé contractors, 

and the Government will, ninety-nine times out of 
one hundred, have to stand second chance, instead 

of having the preference, as this bill claims, for 
the United States Government. me 

Mr. HALE. I confess that it is with some as- 
tonishment I hear from the Senator from Maryland- 
that his objection to this appropriation is, that it 
will be of some benefit to the mercantile service. I 
confess that view strikes me with astonishment. 

Mr. PEARCE, I will thank the Senator to 
use my words, 

Mr. HALE. I cannot use the very words, but 
I have his idea. His objection is, that this meas- 
ure will benefit the mercantile service, by. giving 
them the means of repairing their ships upon this 
dock. That is. his objection to it, sir; that is a 
thing that commends itself to my favor—that while 
we are making an outlay for the benefit of the 
United States, we can do something for the private 
and mercantile marine. Sir, 1 hope that never 
will be considered an objection to any enterprise. 
Gentlemen do not entirely understand the nature 
of this stracture,. They seem to think that it is 
such that but a single vessel can ‘be in it at once. 
Now, I understand the nature of ‘the structure’ to 
be such, that it can take in several ships at the 
same time. 

‘Several Senators. Oh, no! no! 

Mr. HALE. So I was informed, that this dock 
could take in more than one vessel, and that was 
the advantage over a stone dock. It is evident 
that the chairman of the committee on Naval Affairs 
does not understand this matier himself. . 

Mr. YULEE. Will the honorable Senator give 
way for a moment? : 

. Mr. HALE. L would rather finish my remarks 
now. They can take several ships ai the same 
time into this basin. That is the great advantage 
of it, and that is one of the advantages that this 
structure has over a stone dock. Then, again, 
here is a provision. that the Government shall at ail 
times have preference. Well, sir, the contract of 
the Secretary of the Navy is to be based upon the 
assumption that the United: States is’ to be free 
from the expense of keeping this dock in repair. 
Now, sir, it seems to me that if there is one single 
provision in this bill that ought to recommend itself 
to the prudent, patriotic, and understanding mind, 
itis this; because it does not look solely and en- 
tirely to the interests of the navy, but extends an 
eye to the interests of the citizens and the mercan- 
ule marine, while it carefully guards the Govern- 
ment from danger and expense, and still is calcu- 


j lated to confer some benefit upon citizens’ L-trust 


that if there isa single idea in this bill that shall be 
retained, it will be this, though all the rest be 
stricken oul. ` . 

Mr. PEARCE. Ï spoke notas the Senator has 
thought proper to attribute to me. He says L ob- 
jected to it because it conferred a benefit on the 
Í said no such thing. 1 said 
that it would subserve the interests of private per- 
sons; and by those private persons | mean con- 
tractors. I think if we do this, we shall play into 
the hands of the contractors, and make fortunes for 
I should Ħke to know whether it is right 
and proper for the Government to do it? - F should 
think not. if we could give incidental benefits to 
the merchant marine without violating great prin- 
ciples, 1 shoul@ have no objection. to our doing so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. $I think I understand the hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland to object to the 
provision which he proposes to strike out, because 
it may be injurious to’ the Government to allow it 
to be used by the commercial marine at certain 
times—that it may -so be in use at times as to pre- 
clide the Government from using it when they 
may have occasion to do so. Iso understatid his 
argument. Now I propose to say a single word 
in reply to that. ] think the Senator is mistaken— 
wholly, radically, and thoroughly (mistaken—in 
the suggestion which he made. “It ia true that a 
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sectional floating dock, large enough to float our 
largest vessels, may be divided into different sec- 
tions, and may take in merchant vessels—two or 
three of them at the same time. But I do notthink 


that is the true answer. The true answer is, that 4 


the repairs made upon our merchant vessels are 
completed in a very few days—at furthest ina very 
few weeks. [ venture to say that an-inspection of 
our docks in the city of New York; upon which 
our merchant vessels are repaired, will show that 
the ships did not remain there on an average more 
than one week. If this be true, then the objection 
of the Senator from Maryland has no weight in it; 
for the arrangement. ander this -section would be 
one from which the Government would sustain no 
loss or injury. It is simply a proposition that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall be allowed to authorize 
certain persons, who shall give proper security, 
to use their-dock, when the Government shall not 
want to use it, in repairing our merchant marine, 
on our coast near California. If we had a different 
method of repairing our vessels, it might be inju- 
rious, but still I do not know but that even upon | 
the Atlantic coast it might be a good plan to con- 
tract for the docks to be kept in repair, and thus 
save expense to the Government. It may not be 
adopted here; but upon that distant coast, where 
there are none of the additional improvements for 
repairing that we have here, where there are such 
vast fleets of our merchantmen, it would be best 
to retain it. Ido trust that this is a part of the 
bill that will commend itself to the judgment of 
every man who feels in his heart—who will de di- 
rected in his course by those interests which will 
protect our commerce in those distant seas. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to say a word that may 
remove the objections of the Sepator.from Mary- | 
land. The area of the Norfolk dock—two hundred 
and ten by sixty feet—is twelve thousand six hun- 
dred square feet. The California dock is proposed 
to be three hundred and fifty by ninety feet—the 
same size of the dock at Pensacola, of an area. of 
thirty-one thousand five hundred square feet, or 
nearly three times as large asthe Norfolk dock, 
and can take in it thirteen ships of the largest size 
at the same time. a 

Mr. YULEE. Why, that is the most aston- 
ishing statement I ever heard in the world. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave it from the chairman óf 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE. T will explain the matter to the 
honorable Senator, for it iscertainly the most won- 
derful statement ever. made. Why, everybody: 
knows that the floating dock—the floating struc- 
fure—can only take up one vessel ata time. Why, 
everybody who has seen them knows that, Iwill 
tell you, however, what they propose. They pro- | 
pose, as a scheme which has never yet been tried, 
to make railways. 

Mr, HALE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to tell him that [ have seen two vessels upon a 
dock at the same time myself? 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator may have seen two 
small. vessels upon a large dock. 

Mr. HALE. They were merchantmen. 

Mr. YULEE. Very well; they were probably 
small merchantmen. But it is proposed to build 
railways of sufficient size to take these vessels out 
of the water, for it is impossible for any other than 
a naval vessel to be got up in a sectional or any 
other dock; it is out of the question. Everybody 
who knows anything about it knows that a vessel 
must extend nearly the whole length of the dock, 
„and it would be impossible for another vessel to be 
got in atthe same time. But to get thirteen ves- 
sels upon it at the same time, they have a scheme 
of railways, as they call it. They propose to have 
railways, and then transfer the vessels from the 
floating dock on to these railways, and if they | 
succeed in that they may be able to take thirteen | 
vessels upon that. Now, that is an entire matter 
of experiment, and itis very doubtful whether it 
can be done at all, or safely done. Itis certain 
that we would be unwilling to trust one of our 
heavy ships of the navy upon such a stracture. If 
they make a railway, it must be a marine railway, 
intended to answer all the purposes of a floating 
dock. That is what they mean when they say 
they can accommodate more than one vessel. _ 

The Senate will perceive how true and how right 
is the objection made. by the Senator from Mary- | 


land. Very often it may be necessary for the pub- |; 


lic interest that a vessel, with all her guns, her | 


armament, and ammunition on board, be taken 


| where the repairs might be trifling, it might give 


| striking out this portion proceeds upon twogrounds 


ock for the purpose of stopping ‘a leak 
‘which is suddenly discovered. - She may te taken 
Into a stone dock, and the repairs måde, and she 
be sent off to sea without unloading her armament 
and provisions, and itis to be hoped that st may 
be done in this floating dock. But it-cannot be 
done if a merchant vessel is in the dock, and you 
have to wait for her to be finished. . Itis proposed, 
however, to take that. merchant vessel. out on the 
railway. Now, this is to be done only by the ap- 
plication of very great power; and it is. very cer- 
tain that the ownefs of these private vessels, when 
they once get into the dock, are not going to allow 
their vessels to run the risk of a transfer upon these 
railways. This matter of railway is a mere mat- 
ter of experiment. 

Mr. COOPER. I have one word to say in re- 
gard to the argument of the Senator from Maine, 
which, it seems to me, is a most extraordinary 
one—viz: that a merchant vessel requires but a 
little ume to repair. Now, it is known to every 
one that many of our merchant vessels are as large 
as those vessels which compose our fleets. © They 
often want as much and as thorough repair as the 
vessels composing oup national marine, and they 
require justas much time to repair. Now, itis 
not so that thirteen or fourteen vessels can be 
docked and repaired at once; and-you have only to 
refer to the statement made by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia to see that it is impossible. He states the 
Norfolk dock to be two hundred and ten feet long 
by sixty feet wide. Now, do we not all know 
that one of our firstclass packet ships would be all 
that could be taken into one of these docks at one 
time? They are often one hundred and eighty feet 
long, and thirty, and perhaps more than thirty feet 


wide; and it would be impossible to take in more |, 


than one in such a dock as the one at Norfolk. 
Now, this is the objection that is urged against 
having these docks open to private vessels. | have 
no kind of hesitation in doing everything that can 
be properly done in order to facilitate commerce, 
and to give to those engaged in commerce all the 
facilities that are requisite. 
ship wanting large repairs were to be docked for 
the purpose of repairs—1 mean one of our private | 
vessels—could it be removed for a national vessel 
that required repairs? In certain circumstances, 


place to a national ship if the repairs were neces- 
sary toit. But it might be in such a state that it 
could not be displaced for any such purpose. Now, 
ldo not know that the Government is bound to 
provide facilities of this kind for private vessels at 
the expense of national vessels. All that may be 
done without prejudicing the national vessels may 
be properly done; but beyond that we ought not 
togo. l am willing that they should receive all į 
the incidental advantages they can from‘ this or 
any other appropriation; but 1 am not willing that 
the national ‘Treasury should be made bankrupt in 
order to advance the fortunes of private individ- 
uals. It is not so at all, thata great number of 
these vessels can be docked at the same time. 
Several small vessels might be, but not large ves- 
sels. . 

Mr. SEWARD. The argument in favor of 


—one thatthe United States have not as high a 
responsibility to discharge towards the mercantile | 
marine, and the other that it has not as much in- | 
terest in the mercantile marine ag it has in the 
national marine. Now, I understand it to be-the 
duty of the United States to regulate commerce, | 
and that the Government is charged with the re- 
sponsibility of providing all that ts necessary for 


But, sir, suppose a || 


the repair of vessels on the Pacific, as well of the 
commercial as of the national marine. It certainly | 
has as high an interest in it; for it connects iteelf | 
immediately with the revenue of the country, upon | 
H 
1 


which the Government depends for its subsistence. 
If this be so, then itis right for Congress—there 
being no other provision for the merchant marine | 
—to open their dry dock, for that purpose, espe- 
cially if it can be done without serious inconve- | 
nience to the public marine. Now, we know the | 

i 


fact that there is‘no such provision there for the |! 
merchant marine; and is there any immediate pros- | 


pect that there will be one established by pri-: 
vate enterprise? What, then, will be the conse- 
quence of refusing the advantages of this dock to 
our merchant vessels? Not only our commerce | 
on the Pacific cost, but with China, is deprived of | 
the benefits growing out of such an establishment 


on the Pacific ocean: -Vessels coming from China” 
are obliged, if wanting repairs, to go around:Cape 
Horn to be repaired, and if they are not inva con- 
dition to make the voyage they are lost: [fis 
therefore, it seems to me, an indispénsable: neces- - 
“sity to provide such an establishment on the Pa- 
cific coast. These vessels may well enough-navi- 
gate the placid Pacific, but could ‘not endure ‘the 
voyage around the Horn: “Then- it. seems’ ‘to 
me that the only question ‘which is presented is 
whether sufficient care is taken in- this bill to pro- 
vide that public vessels shall have the preference. 
1 cannot immagine how that could be provided ‘for 
more strongly than it is in the last clause of the 
section, viz: 


“When not occupied by vessels of the navy, to which 
preference shall at all times be given? 


Now, I submit that those who are opposed to 
this provision are bound to submit some other 
form of words to secure the same preference, and 
that is all which is necessary. 

The question being then taken on the amend- 
ment, it was lost—~yeas 23, nays 25; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Brigin, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Hunter, Kang, 
Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, Turney, Walker, 
Whucomb, and Yulee—23, i 

NAYs—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Cass; Chase, Dickin- 
sọn, Ewing, Foote, Frémont, Greene, Gwiu, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Jones, Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Wales, and Winthrop-—~25, 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. MASON. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Bapcer,] a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, prepared an amendment, which 
I Offer in*his absence at his request—io strike ‘out 
lines 110 and 111, as follow: f 

“ Provided, That flogging in the navy br, and the same is 
hereby, abolished from and after the passage of this aet,” 

The subject was somewhat discussed at a form- 
er session of Congress, and a very decided vote 
| taken in the Senate against abolishing that rule of 
the service. Now, I wish to say to the Senate 
that a vast number of memorials were sent to the 
Naval Committee from some of the eastern States 
on this subject, and l think some from the State 
particularly represented by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, over the way. ; 

Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) A very few. 

Mr. MASON. ‘The committee took the sub- 
ject very early into consideration, and requested 
the Secretary of the Navy to issue circulars and 
| diffuse them as far as practicable among the naval 
and commercial marine, for the purpose of obtain- 
ing information upon this subject, in the hope that 
when a report is made upon it the sound public | 
mind of the country will be satisfied that it will be 
found utterly impolitic and ruinous to the service 
to abolish flogging in the navy, and in hopes that 
the Naval Committee will have it in their power 
to furnish such a report—such a work as was fur- 
nished upon a kindred subject, the abolition of the 
| Sunday mail. The committee will not be able, 
however, to furnish any more proof for. the pres- 
| ent; and until that is done it will be highly inex- 

edient to make this regulation. I am informed 

y naval officers, corroborated by testimony now 
in the possession of the Naval Committee, and it 
is also corroborated by the experience of all the 
navies in the world, th t it would be utterly im- 
practicable to have an efficient navy without this 
mode of punishment. 1 hope, therefore, that the 
Senate will strike out this provision. 

Mr. HALE. This subject, in various ways, 
has been before the two Houses of Congress ever 
since | first had the honor of a seat in either House 
—some seven years ago. Í hold if my hand an 
executive document, (No. 51,) of date February 8, 
1849, in which the results of the system for three 
| years are given to us, with the name of every man, 
and the punishment inflicted; and the continued 
ery from the Naval Committee, from the time that 
this subject was first broached to the present, has 
heen, we have not had time enough to examine it. 
The naval bill has genérally been ‘brought up at 
the close of the session, and then the committee 
say they have not had quite time enough. Well, 
f sir, in addition to these facts; which have been 
laid upon. our tables and printed for the last three 


|| years, making returns whieh are printed, I hold in 


| my band a book which may be called “The Chron- 
icles of the Cat-o’-nine-tails,” published by your 
order; and with this evidence ‘accumulating upon 
your tables every year, the Naval Committee yet 


2058 . l 


F 


Sept.-28, 


Reon ee pr 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tëll us that they have not had time engugh to con- 
sider and digest a plan for its-substitution.. Well, 
sir, this report shows this singular fact, that the 
great argument that the advocates of the cat-o’- 
nine-tails used upon. this floor, that if you put a 
ship out at sea. you must invest the commander 
with absolute. power, or he could not be able..to 
command. his ship—this argument: has been based 
wholly upon the necessity arising from the ur- 
gency of the case, that the ship is at sea; yet I find 
from this report that the report of the receiving 
ship Pennsylvania, which has not been at sea, but 
has been lying at the wharves within protection, 
and where no such necessity prevails—that report 
shows this astonishing state of things: In 1846, by 
the returns of the ship Pennsylvania, fifty-five 
men. on shore—that is, inthis receiving ship, where 
this necessity does not exist which exists at sea— 
were subjected to this degrading and brutal punish- 
ment of the cat-o’-nine-tails. Fifty-five men!—a 
little more than one a week. Now, what was the 
result of that discipline upon that crew for the year 
1846? Why, they improved-so well under it, that 
the captain found it necessary, in the year 1847, 
to:inflict the cat-o'-nine-tails one hundred and fifty- 
one times, or three times a week! More requires 
“ more—fifty-five in one year, and one hundred and 

fifty-one in the next! Well, sir, what improve- 
ment did the crew exhibit after being subjected to 
this discipline for two years--once a week for the 
first year, and three times a week for the next? 
Why, in 1848 I find that the captain deemed it 
necessary to inflict the same punishment two hun- 
dred and thirty-nine times! Well, sir, that shows 
the effect of this discipline. It is said also that it 
is only a few skulking, cowardly rascals, that will 
not do the work, that get this flogging. Now, 
Jook through this book, and you will find all the 
names that are recorded in these ‘‘chronicles,’’ 
and you will hardly find one recorded twice. Let 
me read a few to show how they go. 

. [Here the honorable Senator read from a list of 
names*which the Reporter was unable to obtain.] 

You will find hardly a name that is repeated. It 
would seem that it was necessary to go through 
the crew before they began the second time. So 
that that remark as to the “cowardly, skulking 
rascals’? is not true, for the record shows that it is 
not true. I think, if there was time, the Senate 
would be amused to see the crimes for which this 
crew were punished. I find one here for which a 
considerable company, a considerable portion of 
the crew, were punished, and [ will tell you what 
it was for; it was for stealing champagne. [Laugh- 
ter.] They were flogged most outrageously for 
that. It seems as: if that was the unpardonable 
sin for which there was no forgiveness here or 
hereafter, (Laughter.] Well, sir, | apprehend 
that the fact will be found that the necessity for 
the continuance of this brutalizing system results 
from the fact that there is too much champagne in 
the cabin. {Laughter.]. Take that away from the 
cabin, and you will not need so much of the cat- 
o’-nine-tails in the forecastle. > 

Sir, how has this thing been reccived by the 
House of Representatives? Constantly by an 
overwhelming and increasing majority. Year after 
year have they listened to the movings of an en- 
lightened humanity upon this subject, and year af- 
ter year has this Senate stood here as the bulwark 
of the cat-o’-nine-tails. 
has now come when we are about to assume an- 
other position; that we will not throw ourselves 
as a stumbling-block in the way of the advances 

_ of the humanity of the age in which we live. e 

have been engaged now nearly the whole session 


for_interests,of another character, and for those‘! 


that are subjected to a discipline of another kind; 
and do ask that, when we have done so much to 
heal the * bleeding wounds” of a violated Consti- 
tution, the Senate of the United States will not 
consent that the bleeding wounds of the lacerated 
backs of the white citizens of this republic shall be 
longer submitted to this brutalizing punishment. I 
do hope that this Senat@will not be the refuge and 
hiding-place of the cat-o’-nine-tails any longer. 
Why should we put it off any longer? Why de- 
lay it longer? What do the Committee on Naval 
Affairs tell us that they mean to do? Do they 
mean to discontinue this practice % No, sir; they 
tell us that they only want time to*hunt up a re- 
port to give the public an excuse for not abolishing 
it. 
ter year, and year after year, to the reproach of 


I do trust that the time | 


Weil, we have waited long. enough—year af | 


j the country in which we live: to the reproach. 
of the civilization and the Christianity of the day, 
has the Senate of the United States interposed it- 
| self for the preservation of this relic of barbarity. 
| Now, I do hope that the Senate will vote down 
this amendment proposed to this bill; that they 
will not consent to amend it in that feature which, 


bill, commends it to our favor, I am willing to 
say now and here, that if the alternative was pre- 
sented to me to lose every other section and word 
and letter of the bili and gave this, or to lose this and 
save the rest, I could not hesitate a moment; for I 
believe that we should do more, vastly more, for 
the benefit of our constituents, for the benefit of 
our country, and for our national glory and- repu- 
i tation, by enacting the proviso which is now pro- 
‘posed to be stricken out, than by any bill which 
will be adopted at this late day of ‘the session. 
Butt will not occupy any more time upon the sub- 
ject at present, 

Mr. DAWSON. Before the questien is taken, 
I desire to koow whether any of the sailors have 
petitioned Congress for the purpose of repealing 
this law; whether the more intelligent and law- 
abiding and proper-deportrhent people on our ves- 
sels are not in favor of this kind of punishment; 
whether the moral portion of our seamen, or rather 
| of our navy, are not in favor decidediy of having 
-|| this punishment continued, and those men who 
fail to discharge their duty flogged into a discharge 
of it. If you abolish this law, thetrifling, low, 
and disorderly sailor will be unwilling to discharge 
his duty; and if you punish him by confinement, 


| thereby you increase the labor to be performed on 
the part of those who conform to the requisitions 
lof the Navy. Has the gentleman from New 
| Hampshire presented any other plan by which the 
navy can be governed? What punishment will 
you substitute for the sailors on board ship? Other 
| corporal punishments, or death?—for you have 


serious punishment than flogging. And if hanging 
is to be kept as one of the punishments, the con~ 
sequence will be that you will increase the number 
who will be punished by condign punishment 
more than you will diminish it. 

Mr. President, the whole experience of our 
navy and the desire of hundreds of ships is for 
the continuation of this law; and the impression 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, founded 
upon what he supposes to be philanthropy, is 
wrong in fact. If you do not keep subordination 
j inthe navy, those who violate their duty will re- 
| duce the character of those who necessarily asso- 
i 
} 


| ciaté with them, I shall vote in favor of striking 
out this amendment. 

Mr..YULEE. I wish to say a very few words 
upon this matter. l think it is very proper that I 
|: should explain the motion made by my colleague 
|| upon the committee. The Senator from New 


history of this matter. 
modic ebullitions, both of eloquence and passion, 
in the two Houses, for several years past, upon this 
matter; but it never assumed a shape which called 
for action until this session. At the last session 
there was an amendment sent here from the House 
similar to this; and it was stricken out by the 
Senate, with the general understanding that at this 


The subject has been referred in a formal way, in 
i a way to attract attention, at this session. A great 
| number of memorials from the New England 
| States, New York, and Pennsylvania—printed 
| memorials which have been circulated—fell into 
the committee. As stated by the Senator from 
1 Virginia, a member of the committee, we took 
! earl 
would enable us to give to the Senate a matured 


as would enable us to act unon this important 

question of discipline with ‘ull rezard for the in- 

terests of the service. c 
The history of this service, as the Senate is quite 


materials which came into our hands in time for 
action now. All that we propose is, that it shall 
be separated from this connection, in which it does 
not belong, in order that at the next session we 
may take up the subject upon its_merits,and may 
act upon it judiciously and finally. ; i 


| 
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in my judgment, more than everything else in the 


it will only be a pleasure and comfort to him, and | 


not abolished hanging, which is a much more | 


Hampshire is mistaken in his impression as to the || 
There have been spas- | 


session the Committee on Naval Affairs would take | 
up the subject, examine it, and report upon it. | 


y measures for obtaining such information as |! 


{| judgment upon the subject, and such intelligence | 


‘aware, has prevented our digesting the mass of; 


There isa reason connected. with the remarkable 
juxtaposition of the proviso as it stands in the bill, 
which will at once shew the propriety of striking 
it out. It reads.in this way: : 

“For transportation of the. United: States mail between 
New York and: Liverpool, between New “York and “New 
Orleans, Havana, and Chagres, and beiween Panama ‘and 
some points in tne Territory of Oregon ; $874,600: Provided, 
That no payment shall be made for said service, except in. 
proportion to the mail service heretofore performed, or that 
may be hereafter performed and that the Secretary of the 
Navy is hereby directed to make paymient in said proporiion 
only: Provided, That flogging:in the navy be, and the'same 
is hereby, abolished from and after the passage of this.act.?? 

There is a. private appropriation tocarry outa 
contract, and before the appropriation ean be made, 
| the Secretary of the Navy must wait until the year 
is out to know whether a man haa been flogged in 
the navy; and if there has been, he can pay outno 
| part of this money. . 

But £ wish to say a very few words with regard 
to the merits of this matter. There seems to be a 
great misapprehension upon this subject. There 
is no regulation now existing. which authorizes 
| flogging in the navy. {tris nota punishment which 
i| Fests upon a'law of Congress to-give it authority 
j| in the Navy Department. It is a part of the'dis- 
cipline on board ship. It rests upon the authority 
of the commanders, which operates as well on’ 
board the commercial marine as in the navy. It 
is unlimited in respect to the commercial marine, 
but has been limited with great care by the regula- 
tions heretofore adopted by Congress, and: other 
regulations issued by the department upon its own 
authority. It is limited to a degree to which the 
| Same practice in our merchant ‘service is not lim- 
| ited; because there it is limited only ‘by the’ discre- 
| ton of the courts, and here it is limited by express 
enactments to protect the seamen from the abuse of 
| & practice which the immemorial law of ever 
| commercial country has introduced on board: the 
| 


ships at sea. ‘The law rests this punishment upon 
j the same ground upon which it rests that punish- 
ment as inflicted by the parent upon his child, by 
the teacher upon his pupil, and by the master upon’ 
his apprentice. It rests it upon necessity—upon 
the necessary subordination and. discipline which 
involve the lives and safety of all on board, and all 
the property intrusted to their care. ak 
Now, sir, inasmuch as the practice.of the navy 
connects itself indispensably with the commercial 
practice, and inasmuch as.it will be flecessary to 
| legislate in reference to that at the same time, the 
jurisdiction of Congress covering the commercial 
F marine as well as the naval. marine, I addressed 
circulars to the representatives “of ‘the’commercial 
interests: of the country; and to the organs of that 
interest in the commercial associations of the coun- 
i try. The result has been that they unanimously, 
in all the ports in which there has been any foreign 
commerce, condemn the attempt to change the 
| practice as now observed on board ship, and as 
sustained by the courts, as fraught with the great- 
est danger to the commercial interests of the coun- 
ij try. If we go into a portof New England, from 
| which a vast number of these memorials: have 
;, come, we shall find that they have been sent by 
i| persons who know nothing of the effect of ‘the re- 
l| form of which they speak. I sought from the 
| Senator from Massachusetts, who sits-on the other 
| 
| 
l 
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side the furthest from me, [Mr. Davis;] the inteli- 
gence of the opinions of the great body of the 
commercial classes there with regard to the aboli- 
tion of corporal punishment in the navy and’ in 
the commercial marine. In reply he gave to me 
the name of the “ Boston Marine Society,” which 
is composed of old shipmasters, who have become 
disconnected with the service at sea, and who rep- 
i resent the commercial and admiralty interests of 
! the navigating marine of that section of. the‘coun- 
try. Here is the reply: I wroteto them, because 
i the Senator from Massachusetts informed me that 
i| E could get the best and most.reliable information 
from them, as they. were-the most experienced 
f upon the subject. They have all risen from the 
condition of*tars; for itis well known. that cap- 
tains all rise from the condition and pass through 
| the discipline of tars. They do not enter by the 
i cabin windows, but by the port-holes. “Pheagent 
i of that society, whom I addressed, writes me to 
; this effect: © ae 

«f havë brought your communication to the notice and 
consideration of the board of trustees, WhO concur in the 
belicf that the interests of navigation and-commerce would 
he-placed in no small peril if-corporal. punishment were 
to. be legally forbidden,” &es 20: 
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Mr. HALE.. Who is that signed by? 

Mr. YULEE. By “ Richard Soulé, president 
of the Boston Marine Society, and chairman of. 
the Board of Trustees.” I have also information | 
from chambers of commerce and from a variety of 
sources. We have taken pains to procure’ infor- 
mation from the best sources—the opinions of 'sea- 
men in the navy—and the result to ‘whieh ourin- 
formation brings us is, that the intelligent, and 
faithful, and honest portion of the seamen in the 
navy are opposed to the abolition of ‘corporal 
punishment, as a means by which the skulkers 
would be able to throw uppn the good men all the 
labors of the voyage, ‘and ali the fatigue, hazard, 
and exposure, It is probable that the committee 
will be able—indeed I know it is the intention of 
the committee to recommend further restrictions 
and certain modifications. We have obtained in- 
formation of the pratice as it exists in all the na- 
vies of the world, and we shall be able to throw 
before the Senate and the country an amount of 
information which will be eminently useful. There 
is very little time now to spare; and we ask, for 
the sake of the important branch of the service 
which may be very much jeoparded and injured 
by injudicious and hasty legislation, that this pro- 
viso may be stricken out, which may very well 
be done, if upon no other ground, upon this, that 
it is connected with an appropriation to which it 
does not belong, and which it would defeat, if 
permitted to remain as it stands now. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator permit me 
to say that we shall probably have to act upon 


the appropriation bill during the time left between |} 


this and twelve o’clock to-night? I desire to vote 
upon the amendment by striking out the proviso. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is the very thing I wish 
to prevent. 1 will detain the Senate but a moment. 
T have taken a great deal of pains to investigate this 
matter; and if it were not at the-eve of the session, 
1 should certainly inflict a speech upon the Senate, 
but I willnot now. I wish, however, to reply very 
briefly to what fell from the honorable Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] and also to what 
has been said by the honorable Senator from Flor- 
ida, [Mr. YuLee.] The honorable Senator from 
Georgia makes the inquiry, Who-are the individ- 
uals in the community who are in favor of the 
abolition of the system of flogging in the navy? 
T answer, for those whom I represent, they em- 
brace all classes; all creeds in religion; all parties 
in politics; from. those who are least up to those4 
who are most intelligent of any men found in our 
community. They ask it. They look upon it, as 
l do, as being a reproach that any man should 
stand up, at this age of the world, and demand 
corporal punishment at this day. Such is the 
feeling of that community; and itis a feeling in 
which I participate. 1 admit that I am actuated by 
these feelings—feelings which prevail in the com- 
munity in which [ reside. Scourge an Amer- 
ican citizen in this age of the world, as if the best 
road to reach his heart was from the end of the 
cat-o’nine-tails! No, sir. In the section of the 
country where I reside we certainly have no belief. 
in its necessity, and have no sympathy in its in- 
fliction. 

There have been ‘ spasmodoc efforts,” says 
the Senator from Florida, to break off this sys- 
tem. Spasmodic, indeed! it was in the House, 
when, by a majority of about 130, I think, upon 
the yeas and nays, this provision was incorpora- 
ted in this bill. re 

Another objection is, that the proviso is con- 
tingent upon another thing. To that I have no 
answer. Certainly itis not contingent upog it; 
for the bill provides that the thing shall be done, 
and not upon the contingency named in the pre- 
ceding part of the section—nothing like it. 

I am justified in saying that some of the oldest 
and most valiant officers who ever fought under 
the stars and stripes have told us clearly and dis- | 
tinctly that this odious relicof barbarism. should | 
be swept from our law~-Commodore Stewart, than | 
whom a more 
live in the Union. a 

Mr. YULEE (in his seat.) We havea commu- 
nication from Commodore Stewart which is not 

“ so unqualified. j 

Mr. HAMLIN. Idonot wish to makeit un- 
qualified. Then we are told that this is not the 
proper place for it; we must strike it out because | 
this is not the proper bill. You will never find i 


gallant and patriotic man does not || 
: W 


per bill or thè proper octasion: ‘The only 
váy to reach that abuse is to’ put the remedy in 
some bill where we shall have some aid in carry- 
ing it through to prevent the opposition which 
there is against it. But I think the Senator from 
Florida is entirely wrong when he refers to other 
nations. I have not the memorandum with me 
which I made upon a full examination of this 
matter, but I am very confident that Iam right in 
saying that the French, years ago,- have abolished 
the infliction of corporal punishment in their 
navy. {J understood the Senator to say that it 
was inflicted in all other navies. No, sir; be it 
said to the honor of the French people, that they 
have stricken out the rules which allowed it in 
their navy, and have incorporated into their law 
a provision that a French citizen shall not be 
scourged. 

Mr. DAWSON. They once abolished flogging 
in the French navy, but it has been restored since. 

Mr. HAMLIN, (continuing.) Then it has been 
very recently. If it has been restored, I am not 
aware of it. I have made a very recent inquiry 
—within the last few months. 

Again: this is the first amendment that is to 
be adopted. I voted against amendments, the 
principles of which I favored, acting under the re- 
quest of the Committee on Finance. ‘I have voted 
against them for the purpose of keeping this a 
clean bill, and letting it pass. 1 do hope now that 
this will not be an exception to that general rule. 

Another thing: of all the people we have in 
our community, the few to be found in favor of 
scourging American citizens are those who have 
been used to its infliction—who have been trained 
to itin the service. These are the only ones to 
be found asking for it—shipmen, trained to itfrom 
the day they first trod the deck—the commodore 
of the fleet! It is strange, indeed, if he has not 
learned to believe it is necessary to scourge a man 
to make him to do right. Sir, treat your sailors 
like men. Refuse them the opportunities of be- 
coming intoxicated, and you will’do away with a 

reat deal of the necessity for the cat-o’-nine-tails. 
"reat them as men, and as men they will behave. 
It is an assumed position upon the part of all who 


desire to retain this odious system, that the inter- | 


ests of the service demand it. Let the other side 
be heard now. We say itis not necessary. We 
say there are no demands, either from interest, 
justice, or propriety, that require the infliction of 
this punishment. You have had one side of it for 
a century almost; now let us try the other side, 
and see if the assumption is,true. Let us see if 
the sailors will not behave as well without the 
stimulus of the lash. 

Mr. PEARCE obtained the floor, but gave 
way to 

Mr. YULEE. I wish to statea fact which may 
be useful perhaps in the argument; and it is the 
result of the experiment in New York. The Le- 
gistature of New York abolished punishment by 
stripes in the prisons of New York. It was pre- 
viously a part of their prison discipline. The re- 
port of the superintendent shows that the punish- 
ment substituted for it had been the occasion of 
producing insanity to an enormous extent, so that 
he was obliged to recommend that stripes be 
adopted again asa part of the prison discipline. 
He attributes eight cases of insanity at Auburn to 
the punishments which were substituted for stripes. 
‘The same has been the result in other cases. 
refer to it for the purpose of showing that it isa 
delicate subject which we are handling. in the 
French navy what was the substitute? It was 
keelhauling. They lashed a man by a rope to a 


yard-arm, and fastened a rope to his feet, and thus i 


they hauled him under the keel of the vessel, and 
brought him up upon the other side. Such were 


the cruel substitutes adopted for the stripes; this | 


and other equally horrible and inhuman punish- 
ments. Itis absolutely necessary that.some such 
punishment should be adopted for this reason: A 
ship can only carry to sea the necessary men for her 
use, and solitary confinement draws the men from 
the service—the men who are necessary for the 
safe navigation of the vessel. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was about to mention, among 


i| other things, the fact, stated by the Senator from 


Florida, of the nature of the punishments substi- 
tuted in the French navy. A few years ago they 
abolished stripes and substituted a series of pun- 
ishments, of which keelhauling is one. : 
were many classes of lighter offences, in which 
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| néction in which we find this provision. 


i that result. 


ropes: were used—two dozen being the maximums 
Tam öpposed to abolishing flogging in- the” navy. 
until wehave a well-adjusted system of punish- 
ments to take iis place. {doubt whether ‘we tan, 
have any as effectual. I do‘not know what pun- 
ishments could: be adopted which would answer 
the purpose and be less'severe. This bill substi 
tutes ‘nothing. We know thatthe officers of the 
navy have not been in the habit of using any other 
punishment: than flogging. There are some six 
teen cases which are tried by ‘court ‘martial, the 
punishment of whichis hanging, or such other: 
punishment as they may direct. That other pún- 
ishment is always flogging. If you abolish flog- 
ging, you will hang these sailors, becausé there 
will be no discretion. There will be no other means 
of punishment. As to confinement in’ irons, a 
skulking sailor would infinitely prefer being in 
irons to keeping watch on deck. It would be # 
bounty—an indulgence to him, and a penalty upow 
those who continued to do their duty, by throwing 
upon them the burdens of the others. . i 
This will be the effect brought about by your 
false” philanthropy ‘and sickly sentimentality. 
Why, sir, these men are not babies. This pun- 
ishment is not an offensive one and torture to them 
as an unusual one would be. I have heardof an — 
officer who pronounced the sentence upon a sailor 
that he should be dressed up in a woman’s clothes, 
with a bonnet on his head. Heremonstrated with 
the captain until he found that the captain insisted 
upon it, and then the man walked overboard and 
drowned himself. I have in my possessioi™g me- 
morial from forty-five of the crew of the United 
States steamer Union, praying the department that 
corporal punishment might be continued in the 
navy, for the very reason that if abolished the 


|| good men would have to do their own work and 


the work of the others also. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I havea very few 
words to say. I think the Senator from Florida - 
has pointed out very justly the extraordinary con- 
It is at- 
tached as a condition to a contract to carry the 
mails, with which it can have no possible connec- 
tion. I think it would have the effect which the 
Senator has stated. Kt should be brought forward 
asa substantive proposition; and then there should 
be a condition attached to that substantive propo- 
sition. I have no doubt—and I have some time 
since come to the.conclusion—that a feeling'at the 
North required the aboliticn of flogging in the 
navy, and that, sooner or later, we must.arrive at 
It is not, a movement in the navy. 
The officers of the navy, and the seamen them- 
selves, do not generate this movement; but there 
is a feeling which prompts it, Those who are in- 
terested in resisting it are the seamen afloat. They 
have no power to resist it; and the consequence is, 
that I have no doubt it will be carried, But when 
we abolish flogging in the navy, it is necessary to 
look for some substitute for it. It is not to be 
found in.other punishments now used. Prompt 
and implicit obedience is required from the sailor, 
and the safety of the crew depends uponit. You 
may substitute punishments enough which will be 
found efficient in the army. You must have some 
other. None that I know of can be of any avail. 
You must, then, take the other extreme. You 
must go to the system of rewards. In reflecting 
upon this subject, I have become satisfied that, 
sooner or later, we must meet it. I believe that 
the manner by which it can be done is to increase 
the pay of the sailor of the navy of the United 
States to something materially over the pay he 
could get upon any marine vessel, so as to make it 
a punishment, and a severe punishment, to dismiss 
him from the navy, a dishonorable discharge pre- 
venting him from being reémployed. Now, sir, 
when gentlemen will bring forward a substantive 
proposition, with some suitable provision annexed 
to itas a condition, such as l have stated, then I shall 
be willing to surrender gracefully to what I-know 
to be the power. But I cannot consent to annex 
this provision to a mere &ppropriation for a con- 
tract for carrying the mails. Le 

This system has so long preveiled that it is not 
felt by those tars who have won our baitles upon 
the sea, asa disgrace. Those things are conven- 
tional, Tell the sailor that he is unable to endure 
the punishment of a sailor, and he resists it with 
that manly pride which the Senator from Mary- 
land spoke of. Ele has‘none of the feeling of those 
gentlemen on shore who think that flogging in the 
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regular. manner is a disgrace. But. the feeling 
ashore is to prevail. We are-to have a ery that 
scourging an American citizen is to him a disgrace, 
from those not sympathizing with the feeling, and 
not understanding the sentiments of the sailor. I 
know that this is tobe carried out. I only ask 
that it be carried out discreetly. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not rise to enter into this 
debate at all, but barely to make a statement, 
which I think it necessary to make, in regard to 
the argument of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, derived from what is supposed to 
have-been the result of the policy adopted in regard 
to this punishment in the prisons of the State of 
New York. The whole number of prisoners is 
something less than 2,000. There was a struggle 
for twenty years to abolish this punishment in the 
prisons, which was resisted upon the ground that 
discipline could not be maintained.. Five or ten 
years ago the use of this punishment was. prohib- 
ited, and it has never been resorted to since. There 
has nevertheless been, during that time, the same 
quiet, the same order, that:prevailed before. Public 
sentiment seems to have entirely acquiesced in the 
creform which has heen made, as useful, humane, 
and benevolent. The first argument that I have 
ever heard against it was that of the Senator from 
Florida, who read from the report of one of the 
wardens of one of the prisons, and drew an infer- 
ence from that report, that it was the judzment of 
that officer that it is expedient to return to the old 
system. I beg leave to say to him, without de- 
taining the Senate, that a more careful perusal of 
that document would show that the punishment 
substituted was the use of the shower-bath; and 
that the evil complained of is, that the mode of 
applying it has been so unnecessarily harsh ag to 
have resulted in producing, as the keeper supposed, 
insanity in these eight cases; and the keeper goes 
on to say that‘he had, therefore, in a great degtee, 
. discontinued that form of punishment, and had 

resorted to solitary confinement as a substitute, 
which had been successful. The argument of the 
Senator from Florida, therefore, was based merely 
~ upon the fact that, having occasion to find some 
other punishment than flogging, they had not, in 
the first instance, arrived at that which was right. 

Mr. BUTLER. IT wish to make a remark upon 

~-this subject. This is not a question which has 
been brought to the view of the Senate; but I sup- 
pose it is likely to pass, under the morality which 
prevails in senate chambers and popular meetings, 
and that these popular notions of morality are 
likely to control the more hardy policy which has 
heretofore subserved the great interests of the 
country, so far as regards the navy. The sailors 
themselves, independent of the officers, have an 
interest in their own government; and the better 
part of the sailors would, I dare say, if the ques- 
tion was submitted to their vote to-morrow, declare 
in favor of this species of punishment in preference 
to any other. It is most for the security of the 
better part of the sailors against the worst part, 
and it is the policy of the best sailors that this 
punishment should be allowed. How are they to 
be governed if this should be abolished? What 
substitute would you have? Would you resort to 
cold water and starvation to reduce the sailor, at 
the very time when he would be called upon to 
exert all his energies, and weaken him down? Or 
would you resort to the cold bath and.all those 
offensive notions as a substitute for the old-fash- 
ioned summary mode of disposing of an individual 
who has committed a fault and incurred the pen- 
alty? Flogging is no disgrace to them; they are 
reconciled. to it. I would be very sorry to see this 
experiment made, instead of our former hardy 
discipline in our navy. 

“ Qustion i”? § Question !”” t Question !” 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE (in his seat.) 1 will make a speech 
if you do. 

Mr. YULEE. I think it proper to state, upon 
the question of fact, which the Senator from New 
York has raised, that %he perusal of this report 
will show that he is mistaken; that the use of cold 
water, solitary confinement, and the use of the cat, 
are the three alternatives. The warden reports 
that solitary confinement and cold water by means 
of the shower bath have both produced insanity; 
and that the use of stripes is indispensable to 
prison discipline, and is more humane. 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 


a 


Mr. YULEE, in order to: amend: the section 
before it could be stricken out, moved. to insert, 
“and on board vessels of commerce,” and de- 
manded the yeas and nays. f i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the 
amendment was adopted upon division—ayes 25, 
| noes 13. ; 

The question recurrèd upon striking out that 
proviso -as amended; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Downs, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearee, Pratt, 


Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Spruance, Turney, Wales, and 
Yulee—24, 


NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
‘Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis- 
eonsin, Dadge of Iowa, Felch, Frémont, Greene, Hale, 
Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward, Soulé, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—24. 

The Secretary not having heard the name of 
Mr. Greene, the amendment was announced to 
have been agreed to—yeas 24, nays 23. 

Mr. COOvER. f moved to amend the bill by 


“ and also in the article of fuel for the navy. and 
į naval stations.” 

I will merely state that, under thè present sys- 
tem, the United States have frequently bought fuel 
| that it has been impossible to use at all. I will 
state an instance of the manner in which the Gov- 
ernment have been imposed upon in that respect. 
During the Florida war they purchased coal to be 
used at some of the stations, and, in fact, used the 
same coal on the steamers of transportation. Be- 
fore they got out of the Delaware river they were 
obliged to throw the whole overboard, and return 


present system it is impossible to purchase the coal 
and wood without getting the worst article in the 
market, and very often at higher prices than it 
would be necessary to pay for good articles. The 
Secretary of the Navy should have power to pur- 
chase in such a manner as will secure to the ser- 
vice a good article. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to a question 
of privilege--that a Senator voted upon the question 
which was just arinounced, but his name was not 
put down, I-move that the Journal be corrected. 
I find that the Senator from Rhode island [Mr. 
Greene] voted, but that his name is not recorded. 
I hope it will be corrected, as the vote was ac- 


tually given. 
Several Senarors. ‘Too late.” : 
Mr. CLARKE. I hope it will be corrected 


now, if itis in order, 

Mr. GREENE. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is right. I voted, but my name, I suppose, 
was not heard by the Secretary. I may have.an- 
swered upon the second call. My name was heard* 
by the Reporter. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I would inquire whether it 


the Senator from Rhode Island being present—to 
make a motion to amend the Journal in behalf of 
| the Senator from Rhode Island. 
| . Mr. RALE. I should like to have that ques- 
tion decided. 

Mr. ATCHISON. So should I. I think it is 
an unwarrantable interference with another man’s 
business. 


able interference with another man’s business for 
the Senator from Missouri to call me to order for 
it. [Laughter.] But I think it is every man’s 
business to see that the Journal is right. 

Mr. TURNEY. 1 ask, Mr. President, if this 
: is not all out of order, while we are progressing 
| with a question about the fuel for the navy, in an- 
other part of the bill. ; 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I think I have the floor. 
down, being called to order. 

Mr. DAYTON. It was upon that point of order 
that I was about to speak. If this vote is incor- 
‘i rectly announced, we ought to correct it; and if 
i: there is no other mode to reach it, I voted with the 
|i affirmative, and will move to reconsider the vote. 


| Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me to 


I sat 


; ported to the Senate? The yeas and nays can be 
called then. : £ 

Mr. HALE. ‘That will not do. 

Mr. DAYTON resumed. I will merely sug- 
: gest-~I'do not know how it may be with theSen- 


inserting after the word “States,” in line 137, | 


and take on board another supply. Under the | 


is in order for the Senator from New Hampshire— | 


Mr. HALE. And I think itis an unwarrant- | 
|| the Senate voted to adopt the amendment, when, 


i 
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i ment will be rejected. 


kator from Rhode Island—but in the same ‘situation 


I should want my name to stand right upon’ the 
record, and. not as voting one-way m. committee 


‘and the other in the Senate. : 


Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) The name- is not 
recorded atall. ` E E 

Mr. DAYTON. ` But it is the right of every 
member of the:Senate to have the Journal correct, 
And this is not only a matter of right.on the part 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, but it is the 
business of all of us to see that the votes.are prop- 
erly recorded.. an ; 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. President——. 

The PRESIDENT." It is unnecessary. to argue 
the question. The proposition is made to correct 
the record, so far as regards the vote of an individ- 
ual, Hesays he voted upon the. question, but 
his vote is not recorded. It is certainly in ‘the 
power of the Senate to order the correction made, 
provided the Senator voted when the call was made. 
If the allegation was, that he would have voted so, 
and the request was made to allow him to record 
his name, it could not be done after the. announce- 
ment was made. I understand the Senator from 


| Rhode Island to say thht he did vote. when his 


name was called, and that-he wishes his vote now 
to be recorded. . The Chair does not think it is too 
late to do so. : : 

Mr.GREENE. Itisa matter.of some personal 
interest, and I beg leave to state that I was not 
aware that my name was not recorded, untill was 
informed that such was the fact by one of the Re- 
porters who sits in front of the Secretary... did 
vote upon the second calling.of my name. Ido 
not know that I should have taken: the trouble to 
make the correction of it, relying upon the oppor- 
tunity I should have to vote when the. bill should 
be before us in the Senate. But I simpty state the 
fact, the Senator from New Hampshire having 
brought the matter before the Senate, that I voted 
“no.” Itis possible, as the name of * Gwin’? 
sounds so much like my own, that that may have 
been the cause of the error. : 

Mr. CLARKE. I ask that my colleague may 
be permitted to have his vote recorded.. We ail 
know the feeling that prevails in our section of the 
country. He voted opposite to his own senti- 
ments, under instructions; and it is important that 
his vote should be recorded. It will have an inju- 
rious operation if it is refused, besides. the: falsi- 
fication of the record. which will result: from it. 
Under these circumstances I hope the Senate, with- 
out any objection upon any side of the'Chamber, 
will allow the record to be corrected, not-only. for 
the sake of the purity of the record, but. for: the 
sake of my friend and colleague, `> ; : 

The PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator 
is not recorded at all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. We have a rule that relates to 
errors of this kind. Upon the reading of the Jour- 
nal in the morning, the Senator can rise in his 
place, and move ‘to correct it. His vote does not 
change the result at all. 7 ; 

Mr. HALE. In answer to that suggestion, I 
will say that it will be too late to-morrow morning, 
because the vote of the Senator from Rhode Island 
is conclusive upon the question. If recorded, it 
will make 24 yeas and 24 nays, and the amend- 
By the mistake of the 
Clerk in recording the votes, it now stands that 


in fact, it voted no such thing. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to be understood. 
If the Senator from Rhode Island desires to have 
his vote recorded, | shall make no objection, and 
I presume other Senators will make none... But 
upon the application of the Senator, from. New 
Hampshire, or of any other Senator, it; seems to 
me that the proposition should not be entertained. 
As he has expressed his desire to bave it recorded, 
I presume there will be no objection. 

Mr. Greene’s name being again called by: the 
Secretary, he voted ‘‘no,’? remarking that he re- 
lied not only upon his own impression of the fact 
of his having voted, but upon the fact that he was 
distinctly heard.» E 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that he 
has.a right to have his vote recorded, inasmuch as 
he voted at the time. rae 

Mr. PRATT. It is proper, it:seems to me, 
that the vate should be taken oversagain. Other 
Senators are now here; and /as:the recording of 
the vote varies the result; as TJearn it does, Lask 


l-that the yeas and nays will be again taken. 
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Mr. HALE. - Let the result be announced. 

Mr. DAWSON. -Before the Chair announces 
the decision, I wish to state what L understand to 
be the law*in-a case of this kind. Whenever'a 
member votes in a parliamentary body, and: his. 
vote is recorded wrongly, it can be. corrected at 
any time. If he-responds when the yeas and nays 
are being called, and the officer recording them 
does not hear him, and if, after the yeas and nays 
are read over, he does not state'thé factof his hav- 
ing voted, he is not entitled. to vote afterwards. 
The reading over of the yeas and nays is for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether the vote was 
rightly recorded, or-recorded at all; and if the Sen- 
ator allows that to: take place without correction 
the Senate has-no power over it. ’ 

The PRESIDENT.. There is no question but 
that, strictly speaking, after the decision is made, 
no Senator has a right, as a matter of right, to have 
his vote. recorded. It is only by the assent of the 
body that it can be done. The Chair understood 
tbat to be the ordinary course. But inasmuch as 
the Senator declared in this case that he had voted, 
and that the Secretary had not recorded it, the 
Chair supposed he would be allowed to'vote. Asa 
strict question of order, if the Senate refuse, the 
Senator cannot change the result after the decision 
is made. 

Mr. MASON. I could not hear the remarks 
which just fell from the Chair. Do I understand 
the Chair to allow the vote io be recorded, under- 
standing it to be the sense of the Senate, and that 
it cannot be done.unless the consent of the Senate 
shall be given? 

The PRESIDENT. Strictly speaking, the 
Chair thinks—and it is anew case, one which has 
never before occurred to his knowledge—that the 

_ Senator nët having his vote recorded, as the 
names are read over for the purpose’ of giving any 
Senator an opportunity to correct any error which 
may be committed by the Secretary, and any omis- 
sion when a name is omitted, it is not in order, af- 
ter the decision has been announced according to 
the record furnished by the Secretary, for any 
Senator to have his vote recorded except by vote 
of the Senate. It is understood by the Chair that 
assent is given. . 

Mr. MASON. There is no member upon this 
floor to whom I would more cheerfully extend 
every courtesy and every privilege than’ to the 
Senator from Rhode Island. But in this instance 
I must object to it, because, if the vote as recorded 
is to be alt 3 
ken over again, that all may vote again. Unless 
that be done, I must object to his vote being re- 
corded. 

Mr. GREENE. I am not aware, sir, that I 
have asked any personal courtesy of the Senate in 
regard to this matter. So much has been said with 
regard to it, that I beg leave to repeat a little more 
fully the substance of what I said before. I took 
no interest in the matter, except that, in conversa- 
tion with the Senator from New Hampshire, I 
spoke of having voted with him upon this question. 
My attention was called by the Reporter, who now 
sits in front of the Secretary, to the fact that my 
name was recorded upon his list as having voted 
tno,” and that it had-not been called by the Sec- 
retary in reading over the yeas.and nays. I took 
no farther interest in the thing, supposing that, as 
the decision had :-been announced by the Chair, it 
was conclusive upon the subject. The Senator 
from New. Hampshire, however, made the motion 
which was addressed to the Chair upon. the sub- 
ject; and alll did in relation to it was simply to 
state the fact as I understood it. {knew that Í in- 
tended to voté “ no,” and my impression was very 
strong that I did vote “ no,” and I think now that 
1 so voted. : ` 

. Mr. HUNTER. To putan end to this, I move 
a reconsideration. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the 
Chair has decided that the gentleman has a right to 
vote, 

The PRESIDENT. He hasa right to have his 
vote recorded, with the assent of the Senate. The 
Chair stated that it was a novel case. After the 
decision is announced by the Chair, he thinks it is 
fot in the power of any Senator to have his vote 
recorded without the consent of the body. The 
names are read over for the purpose of correction 
before the decision is announced. i 

Mr. CLARKE inquired if it required unani- 
mous consent, nay, 


tered, I desire‘that the vote shali be ta- |. 


j says the Journal is not correct. 


i to have the Journal corrected. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD... 1 move'that ‘the genie- 
man s Vole, as.a matter of right, be: entered upon 
the Journal. =. ` ees ; 

The PRESIDENT... The Chair cannot receive 
that motion, as it is contrary to his decision. The 
Senator can appeal, if he wishes to test the correct- 
ness of that decision: . oe : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘I then. appeal: from the 
decision of the Chair. Is it in order for me to pro- 
ceed to make a remark upon this appeal? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. YULEE. l rise to a question of order. 
There was a bill pending, which 1s the subject-mat- 
ter before us. The point of order 1 make is, that 
as a motort was pending upon the bill, a subsequent 
moton cannot be considered until that. previous 
motion is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. This is a privileged question. 

_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Thisisa privileged ques- 
tlon necessarily; because otherwise it couid not be 
considered unul after the bill is disposed of, when 
it would be too late. Now, if the Chair would 
submit the motion which I made, it would decide 
the point at once, 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will perceive 
that the Chair cannot entertain a proposition of 
tnat kind, because it requices unanimous consent 
to record the vote. 

Mc. UNDERWOOD. I will remark that under 


į the Constitution we are required to keep a journal 


of our proceedings. Under the Constitution every 
member has a right to have his name recorded cor- 


| rectly. The object of the Journal is to state the 


truth, and to publish to the country a true account 
and history of what is done here. Now we are 
evading the uth. We are not putting the yeas and 
nays upon the Journal as they were voted. Can 
it be that there is no mode by which this error can 
be corrected, except by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator yield a 
moment? She Chair has been reminded that a 
motion was made prior to that of the Senator from 
Kenwcky, which is the motion of the Senator 
from Virginia to reconsider tbe vote. 
first question in order. 

Several Senators. Let us reconsider the vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 am willing to econ- 
omize time. l consider it as a matter of right that 
vour Journal should be truthful, and a momentary 


inattention on the part of a Senator, when the | 


yeas and nays are read over and his name is omit- 
ted, ought not to preclude that correct statement 
apon the Journal which the Constitution requires. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state again 
that, with every disposition on his part to have the 
Journal correct, it is made up from what. is fur- 
nished by the Secretary; it is read over, and no 
objection is made to its correctness; the decision 
is announced; other business goes on; and, after 
other business has progressed, a Senator rises, and 


therefore, to amend an error of this sort without 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. Supposing 
there was no odjection, the Chair had directed the 
correction to be made; but objection being made, 


‘| of course the record stands as it was at first. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the question is re- 
considered, Í will make no further remarks. 

Mr. MASON. l do not understand that the 
Senator from Rhode Island has preterred a request 
In that case Í do 
not know how it can be entertained. . 

The question being taken on reconsidering the 
vote, it was agreed to. 5 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

The question being again taken on the amend- 
ment, it was rejecled—yeas 24, nays 26; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 


| Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dowus, Houston, ` 


Huater, King, Maugum, Mason, Mortou, Pearce, Pratt, 


Rusk, Scbastian, Smith, Spruance, Turney, Waies, and |: 


Yulee-—24, 


NaAYs5—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, | 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge :; 


ot Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Ewing, Feico, Frémont, 
Greene, «win, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward, 
Shieids, Sturgeon, Underwood, Walker, and Wiuthrop—26. 
The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. Cooper, 1n relauon to the article of fuel for 
the navy, as slated above. f 
Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Peńn- 


| sylvania if the Secretary of the Navy does not 


now possess the power to purchase such fuel as 
may be best? 


That is the | 


It is too late, | 


Mr. COOPER. -Lam informed -héedoes net: 
is. done-on proposals to the lowest: bidders; 3 
Mr. HUNTER. I do-not-precisely understand 
the.Senator. Does he mean to-do what ‘he 
poses under the contract system?’ : 
Mr. COOPER. : No, sir. Itis only with refer~ 
i| ence to the particular article of fuel that 1: propose: 
to abolish the contract system. For example: 
they buy coal at Richmond, Cumberland, or Phil- 
adelphia, and :because a-bad article, at three: cents: 
lower, which they- cannot use, is givenéto them, 
the people.do not understand it.. Tam told that-at 
i+ Pensacola there are hundreds of tons thrown: over= 
board. During the late warwith Mexico, they: 
purchased coal at Philadelphia. with the system’ 
then in practice, and the consequence. was they’ 
could not use it at all, and some ships were obliged 
to throw it overboard into the Delaware. 

Mr. HUNTER. This same principle would 
apply to the contract system in relation to all other 
i| articles, where, under the system, bad articles are 
sometimes bought. The principle goes to the de- 
| struction of the whole contract system,and L hope 
it will not be adopted. . 

The amendment was rejected. 

CALIFORNIA DRY DOCK. 

Mr. BALDWIN. 1 move to strike out, in’ the 
clause which authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract for the construction of adry dock ‘on 
the coast of California, the words, + and directed: ”? 
The clause now reads: “ For commencing the con- 
‘struction of a floating dry dock on the coast of 
‘California, $100,000; and the Secretary of the 
‘Navy is authorized and directed,” &c. ‘I further 
| propose to strike outthe words naming the indi- 
viduals with whom the contract is to be made; -so 
that, if my amendments are adopted, the clause’ 
will read: “ And the Secretary of the Navy is aú- 
thorized to enter into a contract for the construc- 
|| tion, with all reasonable dispatch ,?? &c.; omitting 
the words, ** and directed,” and also the names of 
the individuals with whom it is proposed to make 
the contract. As the bill now stands, it places the 
Government in the power of these individuals to 
| demand whatever price they choose, since there is 
a positive direction to the Secretary of the Navy. 
to make the contract with these individaals. 

The question was taken on the motion to strike 
out the words ‘and directed ;”-and they were 
| stricken out, : ii 
|| The question then being taken on the motion to 
|| strike out the names of the contractors, they were 
|| also stricken out. : K 
| Mr. BALDWIN. I now move further to amend 
| the bill by erasing the words “ it shall be the:duty 
lof.” The clause now reads: “ And it shall be 
i| the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to enter into 
jan agreement with said contractors, if they will 
i keep the works in repair,’’&c. F propose to strike 
j! out the words “it shall be the duty of,” and to 
j! insert after the word ‘ Navy” the words ‘shall 


‘also be authorized;”? so that the clause will read, 
when amended : ‘ And the Secretary of the Navy 
| Shall also be authorized to enter into an: agree- 
ment,” &c, 

Then | propose to add at the end of the section 
these words: ‘On such terms and conditions as 
he shall deem reasonable.” This amendment is in 
i that part of the section which authorizes the còn- 
: tractors to use the dry dock for other purposes, 
| As the section now stands, it directs the Secretary 
of the Navy. to enter into a contract with’a view 
_ of permitting them to’ use the dock on condition 
i that they will keep itin repair, If amended inthe 
| manner proposed, it will read : “ And the Secre- 
i tary of the Navy shall aiso be authorized to enter 
into an agreement with tbese parties on such terms 
: and conditions as he shali deem reasonable.” 
| The PRESIDENT. The amendments cannot 

be taken together.. The Chair will state the ques- 
tion on the first. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the effect of the 
i amendments is only to make the latter part of the 
section conform to the other portions. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Tit is the effect of the 
amendments. > # 

Mr. GWIN. I was not in -the Senate, Mr. 
President, when the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut were made, and 1 wish 
to move to reconsider them. ` 1 look upon them as 
the destruction of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. dt is not in order now, 
; The Senator -can attain: his object when the bill is 
i] reported to the Senate. ; i 


i: 


pros 


2062 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


<A Senavor. . [ think it is the duty of the Sena- 
‘tors from -California to be present when amend- 
ments.are being offered. 

Fhe PRESIDENT. That is their own affair. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If it were.at all necessary I 
would vote for the reconsideration which the Sena- 
tor asks; but the case stands now precisely what 
it was before. If we-direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to do-a certain thing, that direction contains 
the power to-do it just as clearly as if you were to 
direct him to. do so and so, or in a particular man- 
net... You authorize him to do the thing, and that 
isenough. To give any. further direction seems 
to me very much like the boy that was drawing 
the picture of a horse, and, fearing the likeness 
would not be recognized, wrote under it “ this is 
a horse.” 

Mr. GWIN. I have another objection to the 
amendments. [t is now left discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Navy to make the contract, and 
we know that he has expressed an opinion against 
the measure. : s 

Mr. CASS. I-do.not think itislefi discretionary 
with. him» - The part. that has been stricken out 
required that the contrast should be made with 
particular parties. To strike out that part does not 
defeat the measure. The contract is still required 
to be made, only we do not designate the. parties 
with whom it shall be made. We hold the depart- 


ment still responsible for the execution of the law. | 


That is the only true mode. There is no respon- 
sibility among contracting men; there can be none. 

Tne question being taken separately on the 
amendments offered by Mr. Barpwin.as stated 
above, they were adopted. 

Mr. BALDWIN then offered a further verbal 
amendment to strike out the word ‘ said,” as ap- 
plied to the persons named with whom. the con- 
tract was to have been made, their names having 
been stricken out. 

The amendmént was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM offered the following amend- 
ment, stating that upon fulf deliberation it had met 
the approbatton of the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

“Phat the same amount of salary as is provided for to 
William J. McAlphine and William P. Sanger be paid to 
James Herring tor service in the navy yard a! Pensacola, 
during the time he has been employed at said yard.” 7 


» Mr. YULEE. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
have unanimously approved of that amendment. 

Mr. MANGUM. Without detaining the Sen- 
ate with relating the circumstances, | will simply 
state, that upon a careful examination of it, E con- 
Sider itas an eminently just proposition. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
nereage ‘of salary for service yet to be performed ? 

Mr. YULEE. It is to place this individual 
upon the same footing with three other officers for 
whom the same provision has been made. In the 
House this officer was overiaoked, but he is enti- 
tled to the same salary as the rest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS moved to amend the bill in the 
118:h line, after the word “ made,” by inserting, 
“and on nomination of the delegation in Congress 
of the State, or a majority of them.” 

The amendment was intended to place the ap- 
pointment of midshipmen on a similar footing 
with that of cadets. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
amendment E was going to offer myself. 
State has been so badly cheated in relation to the 


That is precisely the 


appointment of midshipmen, that our attention | 


has been specially called to this matter. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE offered the following amendment, | 
to come in after the word “ supplies,” in the 27th | 


line: 

“ Provided, That so much of the act making appropria- 
tion for the naval service for the half calendar year begin- 
ning the Ist of January and ending the 30th Jane, 1843, and 
for the fiscal year beginning the lst of July aud ending the 
30th of June, 1844, approved the 2d of March, 1843, as re- 
quires the Secrezary of the Navy to advertise onee a week 
for at least four weeks, for proposals for the transportation 
of supptics for the use of the navy, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed; and thatghereafter such advertisements 
shall be for a period of not less than five days.” 

In explanation of the amendm€nt, Mr. Y. read 
the following letter: 
t: Bureau Provisions anp CLOTHING, 
$ July 16, 1859. 
“Sir: The carrying out of the aet of the 3d, of March, 


1843, which requires four weeks’ notice to be given for ves- į 


sels to trausport supplies to our squadrons on foreign sta- 
tious, is attended with so many inconveniences and delays, 
that $ would. respectfully suggest the propriety of asking 
Congress to reduce the, time now required to five days. 


Is this for arrears, or for an | 


Our | 


| ported to the Senate a law, now in force, with re- 


“Tt sometimes happens that information is received of 
unexpected wants on foreign stations, arisiiz from condem- 
nations which it is impossible for the bureau to anticipate, 
but which it is necessary to. promptly. meet.. -This cannot i 
he done while we are required to conform to the provisions 
of the act ofthe 3d of March, 1843. It is believed that afl 
proper competition will be secured as effectually by giving 
five days? notice as ‘by giving thirty... Besides, another ad~ 
vantage will be obtained by reducing the term to five days— 
that or precluding the necessity of keeping larger supplies at 
the several depts than the service would otherwise require, 


as is now sometimes the case. 


“ Very respeetiuily, your obedient servant, 


A « W. SINCLAIR. 

“Yo Hon. Wm. BALLARD PRESTON, 

“t Secretary of the Navy”? 

Before the reading of the letter was concluded, 

Mr. HUNTER suggested to dispense with the 
farther reading of it, and to have the question ta- į 

en. . : 
_ The question being taken vive voce, and appear- | 
ing to be carried in the negative, 

Mr. YUCEE said he presumed the dispensing 
with the reading of the letter was the occasion of 
Senators not voting in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. HUNTER. I haveageneral objection to 
all amendments, but I had rather pass this than | 
delay the bill. We have already consumed too 
much time. 

The question being again put, no quorum voted. 

Mr. YULEE then stated the effect of the amend- |} 
ment, and concluded the reading of the letter as || 
given above. | 

The question being again taken, twenty-two |! 
voted in the afirmative. So the amendment was 


adopted. 
Mr. YULEE. 1 have only one more amend- 
ment. It involves no appropriation, but only en- 


ables the Secretary of War to arbitrate the ques- | 
tion pending between the department and the 
salvors of United States vessels. 1 move the fol- | 
lowing as an additional section: , i 

“ Be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, if he deem it advisable, 
to subinitithe denfands of the claimants for sglvage on the | 
United States vessel ¢ Water-Witch? to the Arbitration of 
the judge of the United States district court in the southem 
district of Florida.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be inserted after line 262: 

“ For compensating Professor James P. Espy for the use 
of his ventilator, $10,000: Provided, That the same shail | 
be in full for the use of such ventilator in the navy at all 
times hereafter.?? 

This is but an act of very tardy justice to be 
rendered to this gentleman. A bill has passed the 
Senate two or three times authorizing the payment 
of $10,000 to him, but has never passed the House 
in aseparate measure. Now, sir, the value of that 
ventilator is fixed, first, by a report made by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the House in 1846, 
in which there are several statements which | will 
beg leave to extract from in one or two instances. 
The first is from Mr. Upshur, as follows: 


‘The value of such an invention, not only in preserving || 
from decay, but in preserving also the health and lives of | 
{ 

| 


their crews, cannot be measured in money. I agree with 
Captain Kennon, that the right to use it in our navy would | 
be cheaply purchased at the price which you charge for it.” 

Here is also another statement from the captain 
of a vessel (Captain Ramsey) on which there was 
a crew of two hundred men: 

«The Vandalia, on board of which the ventilator was | 
in general use during the period of my command, cruised į 
atong the African shores through the entire ¢ sickly season,’ 
with the loss of but one of iwo hundred souls comprising į 
her crew, which may ie attributed to the purity of the at- | 
mozphere below, on which the ventilator, from its astonish- 
ing draught, must have exerted a strong influence.” 

This has proved so beneficial that sixteen of 
them have been made, and it is now being adopted 
in general use in the navy. This gentleman has || 
received no compensation whatever for his inven- |; 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I do not think |! 
that all the ventilators that were ever thought of in 
the mind of any man were ever worth $10,000 to 
begin with; and I will state to the Senate that, 
about two years ago, the Committee on Commerce 
had, not this particular ventilator under consider- 
ation, but the subject of ventilating ships, in order 
that the atmosphere might be improved, and thus 
save the health of the vessel. The committee re- 


| 
gard to passengers on ships; and Í may say that |! 
this was, considered by no means the best ventila- |i 
tor—by no means among the best or the most effi- 

cient of those. that are at present in use. There | 
has been, I know, very considerable improvement i 


|} such purposes as may. 


; contract to the lowest bidder, 


i ket. 


upon that subject; yet, while I do not mean to ún- 
dervalue this invention at all,.in my estimation it 
is greatly.inferior to many others, and. L do. not 
feel inclined to bestow this. sum of money for it. 

Mr. HUNTER. . This is manifestly a private 
claim. [hope we may be allowed to procéed with 
the bill. f ; TEE 
_ The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was Not agreed to. ; i 


Mr. COOPER. J offer the following amendment, 
after line 281: : : 


“ For the purchase of the rightto make and use, for all 

€ be deemed proper bythe Government 
of the United States, the patent force-puinp and engine of . 
S. P. Case, a sum not exceeding $25,000." 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest if it. would 
not be. better to leave it to the discretion. of the 
Navy. Department to say what pumps they will 
use. 

_ The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to make an amend- 
ment in relation to hemp. This changes the law, 
and I want to strike out that portion which 
changes thé law as it now stands. I move: to 
strike out all from the word “ hemp,” -in the: 33d 


| line, to the word * yearg,”’ in the 37th line, leav- 


ing it as the law now stands—to let out the hemp 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 hope:this amendment 
will not prevail; the hemp-growers-in Kentucky 
want an open market. .They want the hemp 
agent. to. go into open: market, and give every 
farmer an opportunity to bring his hemp into mar- 
We have found. by past experience that the 
contractor generally manages itia his own way; 
so that the little farmer, the.man of 2,000. or 3,000 
lbs., is excluded; and it amounts to a dort of mo- 
nopoly. I have not time to makea speech now; 
if L had, I would show that the consequence of 
this amendment would be to act against the inter- 
ests of the little farmers.to a great extent. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will say but one word. The 
gentleman is mistaken altogether. I am in favor 
of that interest as much as he is, as I suppose are 
the States of Kentucky, Mlinois, Missouri, and 
several other western States. The objectis- pre- 
cisely to accomplish what the gentleman wishes— 
to leave it to the lowest bidder and prevent’ com- 
petition’ from foreigners. I want-the American 
growers to have an advantage over:thé foreign 
grower. Paps E ea tt 

Mr. HUNTER. . I hope ,thatithe bill will be 
left as it is: 1 donot see. why we should introduce 
the protective-principleand extend itto this bill. 

., The question being taken.upon the amendment, 
it was not adopted. E 

Mr. YULEE. Here is an amendment making 
an appropriation for the removal of the wreck of 
the steamship Missouri in the bay of Gibraltar, 


| which was put in my hands by a member who is 


necessarily absent. I offer it now. because the 
Secretary of the Navy suggested the propriety of 
it, and it comes from the Naval Committee, with 
the sanction of the Navy Department. ~ . 

(The amendment could. not be obtained by the 
Reporter. ] f 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the character of that 
amendment is somewhat similar to that of apri- 
vate claim. There is a mighty close affinity be- 
tween the navy and the commerce of ‘this country: 
The Committee on Commerce have reported a vast 
number of biilsy of a variety of kinds, of claims 
against the Government for services in commercial 
matters. | suppose it will be in order to-add all 
of these claims to this amendment ag an amend- 
ment to an amendment. rE yee 

Mr. YOLEE. This is not a private; matter: 
The steamer Missouri was burned while at anchor 
in the harbor of Gibraltar, and her tulk ind ma- 


| chinery occupy the best anchorage-in. the harbor. 


The British Government very properly complains 
of it; for it is our duty to. remove it, while in doing 
so we Save the engine, which is of great value. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, It is not worth 
one copper now. i 

Mr. YULEE, The provision. of the. bil di- 
rects the Secretary of the Navy: to use a part of 
the naval force for the purpose. Now, this is en- 
tirely useless; for the work is to be done by per- 
sons. who understand diving, and by machinery 
which is owned by patentees.-.ft:can only be re- 
moved by the means proposed by my amendment, 
and therefore | hope that it wH! be adopted. 


said, that it will: not be done at all. However; { 
think it useless to adoptan amendment so much in: 
the nature of a private claim or private contract. 
I will not make the amendment which I suggested, 
because I believe we should not put-amendments 
of this kind on the bill, beets: 

The question being taken; by Æ division, the 
amendment was rejected—ayes. 16, noes 17, 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
A message was received from the House, an- |i 
nouncing that they had agreed to certain amend- 
ments made by the Senate to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, had agreed to. others with amendments, 
and had disagreed- to others. 
The following are the Senate amendments dis- | 
agreed to by the House: 


i 
“ The amendment which struck out in the following item | 
the sum of $2,000, and inserted in lieu thereof the sum of | 
$1,500: t For building at agencies, and repairs thereof, [at | 
St. Liouis;) $2,000." >? 

The amendinent which inserted the following items: 

& For the erection and repairs of buildings tor the Choc- 
taw Indian agency, five thousand dollars. {i 

“For the erection of buildings for the Creek Indian 
agency, tour thousand five hundred dollars, 

“ For the erection of buildħigs for the Cherokee Indian | 
agency, (to be tocated according to treaty stipulations, four | 
thousand five hundred doliars. : 

© Por the erection of an agency-house for the use of the 
sub-agentfor the Osage tribe of Indians, eight hundred dol- |} 
lars. 

& For continuing the collection, and for publishing the 
statistics and other information; authorized by the act of 
third Marci, eighteen bundred and forty-seven, teu thou- 
sand dollars » Provided, 'Yhat such publicalion be made 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
aud the number of copies not to exceed twelve hundred. * 

“Por the payment to Jeremiah N. Sewell, underthe™ di- 
rection of the Secretary ofthe Interior, out ofany money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on due and satis- 
faetory proor being furnishes tbat the claims of Peter Pro- 
vencal, Moran, or Chemoquemont, Pen-a-see, Oz-he-me- 
e ga, and Maconse, for the several sums due to thei, as 
shown by schedule B, annexed to the treaty witb the Sagi- | 
naw baud of Chippewa Indians, on the fourteenth day of | 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, have been reg- i 
ularly and legally transferred to bim, twenty-two hundred | 
doliars. $ 
. “To the Cherokee nation, including those Cherokees still 
residing east of the Mississippi river, to be distributed per 
capita, according to the respective rights, and in fall of all 
claims under the treaty of 1835, and the supplemental arti- 
cles of , 1836, aceording to the principtes established 
and in pursuance of the stipulations embraced in the third 
and ninth articles of the treaty of 6th of August, 1846, as 
stated in the report of the accounting officer of the ‘Treasury, 
under joint resolution of Congress of 7i of August, 1848, the 
sum of $724 603 37. f 

“To tue’ Ola Setters,’ or ¢ Western Cherokees,’ in full | 
of all demands under the provisious of the treaty of 6th of 
August, 1845, according to the principles established in the 
fourth article thereof, $532,896.90; and that interest be 
allowed and paid npon the above sums due respectively to 
the Cherokees and ‘Old Settlers,’ in pursuance of the above- | 
mentioned award of the Senate, under the reference con- 
tained in the said eleventh article of the treaty of tue 6th of 
August, 1846: Provided, That in no case shall any money 
hereby appropriated be paid to any agent of said Indians, or 
to auy other person or persons than the Indian or Indians to 
whom itis due. r . 

“Fo enable the Président to hold treaties with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes in the State of California, $10 ),000. | 

«For payment to Lewis A. Thomas and ‘Tuomas Rogers, 
$500, for services rendered by them in defence of two Sioux 
Tndians, indicted in the district court of the United States 
for lowa Territory, holden in the county of Dubuque on the 
11th of August, 1845, for the murder of two white men. 

« Po. pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee to H. W. 
Jarnigan & Co., and others, the sum of $21,044. 

« Por the erection of buildings for the Chippewa sub- 
agency, $3,000. i ; Fe 5 

« Por the payment of the awards of General William B. 
Michell, commissioner under the treaty of Chicago, of the 
Dun of September, 1833, with the Potawatomies, reported 
by him w the Secretary of War on the 2th of January, 3841, 
as adjudicated and approved by the said Secretary in his 
decision of the 3d of March, 1841, the sum of $88,589 32.” 

The amendment which added the following sections: 

“Suc. ~. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$5,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, to_be expended 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
in payment for the services and expenses of such per- 
son or persons as have been engaged by the provisional 
government of Utah in conveying communications to and 
from the United States, and the purchase of presents for 
such of the Indian tribes as the peace and quietude of the 
country require. , 

“ SEO. Si And be it further enacted, That the accounting 
Officers of the United States Treasury be, and are hereby, 
directed to audit and seule the accounts of the companies |; 
of ‘Texas Mounted Rangers, commanded by Captains B. F. 
Hill, J. M. Smith, J. Roberts, J. S, S. Sutton, 8. P. Ross, H. 
E. McCulloch, J. W. Johnson, and C, Blackwell, who were 
yetained in or éalt-d into service by the Governor of said 
State, and out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

“Sac. — And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury cause to be paid to David Taylor, as the 
legal representative of his wife and children, the amount 
due to them under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-6, for and 
on-account of a reservation of land to. which they were en- i 


| 
j 


‘navy. 


ii army, allowing the President,to appoint cadets at 


reasury, pursuant to an opinon Of the Aitornéy Gen- 


Pt 
j eral of the United States, dated July 7th, 1846, deducting | 
; whatever amount may have been paid to said David-’Paylor | 


under: the above-mentioned treaty, and-on: account of his 
life estate interest in said reservation. = 

“Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That no payment to 
any Indian résidingin the State of North Carolina be made 
until a census be taken which shall exhibit those who re- 
maited east at-the time of the eqiigration, and who are en- 
titled to share in the per capita distribution under the treaty 
of 1836: Provided, That no turther payment be made to the 
Indians of North Carolina under the act of the 29:b of June, 
1848, until said census shall be returned to the department 3 
and that the sum of $52 334, set apart for. any Indian who 
shail have died, or who may die, previous to his or her emi- 
gration, shall be paid to the Cherokee nation: Provided, 
That the Secretaries of the ‘Treasury and of the Interior be 
and are hereby authorized and directed to reserve and cause 
to be paid, out-of the moneys to be paid through their re- 
spective departments, to the counsel of the North Carolina 
Cherokees, a reasonable compensation for their services in 
prosecuting the claitus of said Cherokees against the United 
States.?? 


The amendment which struck out of the following item 
the words in brackels: 

“ For the payment in full of a like sum, beretofore wrong- 
fully paid by the Secretary of War, out of the annuities of 
aid Indians, to the legal representatives of John McFar- 


i land, deceased, the sum of $12,000, {to he paid to the said 


Winnebagoes ‘per capita,’ as now required by law, $12,000.) 


The following amendment of the Senate was amended 
by the addition of the words in brackets: 


* For the additional amount for expenses paid for subsist- 
ence, and improperly charged to the treaty fund, according 
10 the award of the Senate of the Sth day of September, 
135), under the provisions of the eleventh. article of the 
treaty of 6th day of August, 1846, $189,422 76; and that in- 
terest be paid on the same at the rate of five per cent. per 
annum, according to a resolution of the Senate of 5th of 
September, 1850: [Provided, ‘Phat said money shall be paid 
by the United states and received by the Indians, on con- 
dition that the same shall be in Cull discharge of the amount 
thus improperly charged to said treaty tund: Provided, fur- 
ther, That in no ease shall any money hereby appropriated 
be paid to any agent of said Indians, or to any other person 
or persons than the Indian or Indians to whom it is due per 
capita.??] 

-Mr. HUNTER moved that the Senate insist 
on its amhdmenis; which motion was agreed to. 
THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. J have an amend- 
ment which I wish to offer after the 124th line, as 
fuilows: 

`“ Provided, That ten appointments of midshipmen may 
be made by the President, without reference to residence 
or co. gressignal recommendation.” 


I will state that, as al present provided, the 
officers of the army not having residence have had 
very little opportunity to get their sons into the 
We have a provision of this kind for the 


| large, as it is termed—boys without residence, and 
without influence—sons of officers who have spent 
their lives in the army and navy, and have had 
no opportunity to enter the service. 

Mr. BUTLER. IL concur with my friend from 
Mississippi in that amendment. I will state an 
instance in which an officer found it impossible to 
get an appointment in the navy for his son. Col. 
| Eugene, not having a claim upon his country by 
hereditary right, presented his. son to the Navy 
‘Department for a midshipman’s warrant, and the 
late Secretary told him that he was not so fara 
citizen of South Carolina as to claim the privilege 
of presenting his son, though, in my opinion, the 
Secretary made a blunder there. 1do not know 
that the present Secretary would hold that the 


an equal right with others. I hold that would be 
unjust. 3 

Mr. DAYTON. May I be permitted to ask 
whether that is to extend the number of midship- 
men provided for by law? i 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is not contem- 


plated to increase the number—ten appointments |; 
| being the whole number that the President can | 
| make, the number of midshipmen to be appointed | 


being wholly controlled by law. A certain num- 
ber are recommended by members of Congress for 
the filling of places as vacancies occur. This 
gives the President the power to recommend ten 
himself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. If I under- 
stand it aright, some district or other is to be va- 
cated for every one of these appointments. Now, 
Į protest against that. 1 have found the applica 
tion of that principle to my own part of the coun- 
try repeatedly; and when! have made applica- 


same Strictness, that men going into the army and | 
navy are to forfeit the right of giving their sons | 


r +, 


| 
l 


ji 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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Mr. HAMLIN. | If itisto be done by the navy, | it previous treaty; according to: the:gettlem@pt:|| tion for the-appointmenta for certain “districts, 1 
I am half inclined to believe what the Senator has jf: faa tro made by the Second Anditor of || have been. answered that the Appointmenis at large 
excluded them, and the consequence hasbeen that 
we have not-been represented.in’ that branch of the. 


public service. . The districts -have been kept open: 


, and vacant on that.account. : 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
say “ midshipmen P% 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 

Mr: DAVIS, of Mississi 
ent thing. ey AME BE 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Well, it ap- 
plies to midshipmen.also. ` These aprointments at 
large are made to the exclusion: of congressional 
districts. 1 shall vote against it.- J am. quite 
willing to vote upon the question of increasing the 
number, provided there can be appointments: as 
there used to be. Oy? a 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to reply 
briefly to the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, The proposition which I 
have submitted to the Senate, would, of course, 
if entertained by the Senate, look to the postponing 
of some appointments from some congressional” 
districts, but. not to vacate any one of them. I 
was surprised at the answer that. the Senator from 
Massachusetts said he had received:on. his appli- 
cation for cadets. "A cadet appointed by the Pre- 
sident al large as it is termed, does not vacate any 
congressional district. He is appointed generally 
from those who have no residence, and cannot 
stand in bar of an appointment from any congres- 
sional district. Now I propose to give to the navy 
the advantage of the same system thatis opera- 
ting in the army. Iam sure the Senator from Mas- , 
sachusetts has not understood the reply given to 
him, or he who gave the answer was ignorant of 
the rules whick govern the department. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 1 meant to 
refer to midshipmen. I suppose { said “ cadet” 
by mistake. . i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the Senator 
meant to refer to midshipmen, he was mistaken, 

r the President has no such power-atall. Al 
midshipmen are now appointed by recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. If the Senator 
will allow me, perhaps I can place myself right in 
regard to that. There was, at a period ofthe Gov- 
ernment, some two years ago, so large a number 
of midshipmen appointed, that the districts in my 
portion of the country were kept open, because 
they were filled up from other portions of the 
country. j ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. All that has been 
regulated, But there has been this fact in the 
system, that the son of an officer of the navy, who 
one might naturally suppose would: be the best’ 
qualified for appoirgment in the navy, is excluded 
from it, because his father has lost his citizenship, 
and his son must. take a residence in some con- 
gressional district to get an appointment. Now, 
I wish to remedy that by giving to the. President 
ten appointments at large for the navy, as he has 
for the army. 

Mr. DAYTON, [beg leave to.ask whether any 
official of this Government has ever held that an 
officer in the army or the navy: has lost his resi- 
dence from the fact of his being in the army or 


“Does the Senator 


Cadets. esa 
ppi- That :is.a differ- 


| nayy, or that his son has lost his residence on that 


account? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. That has been 
the construction placed upon the law. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, if we are to legislate 
upon any such construction as.that, we had better 
legislate. upon the construction itself; for it is op- 
posed to law, to common sense, and common feel- 
ing, that a naval officer or an army. officer should 
thus lose his residence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
New Jersey, perhaps, did not hear the case.stated 
by the Senator from South Carolina, which covered 
this very point. 

Mr. DAYTON. This is one of those matters 


: In reference to which £ would not Jegislate upon 
: any special case. 
: that no officer ean lose his residence by being 
‘afloat, or ata military station, and his family can- 


Every lawyer knows very well 


not lose residence in that way. Now, in point of 
fact, I submit that it is in the knowledge of us all, 
that the sons of these naval officers get Into the ser- 
vice in some way—l do not know how-—with 
much more facility than any other class. of.our 
citizens. pls 
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- Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Not now. 
Mr. DAYTON. Thatis my knowledge. And 
in my part of the- country there jis hardly a naval 
officer, within my knowledge, who haa nota son, 
if he be of age, in. the naval service. 
much afraid that, if youenact that the President is 
to appoint ten midshipmen, you will create a jeal- 
ousy; for on what part of the country is the Presi- 
dent to quarter them? 
Mr. DAVIS. of Mississippi. On none. - 
Mr. DAYTON. Then you must increase the 
number of midshipmen. i 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Notso. You do 
not quarter them upon any part of the country, nor 
do you increase their number. It seems to me to 
bea very simple proposition. The midshipman 
is appointed at large, and the fact that he is ap- 
pointed to fill some vacaney will, of course, only 
delay the appointment in some congressional dis- 
trict, bnt not fill it. 
Mr. DAYTON, 
they are quartered upon the district, or you delay 
the appointment from the district by reason of the 
other appointment.” : 
~Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. You do not pre- 
ventit, but only delay it, 
Mr WHITCOMB. 


It occurs to me that the 


Senator from Mississippi can obtain his object, | 


and obviate, all objection, by framing his amend- 
ment so as to change that mode of illiberal con- 


struction, and leave the sons of naval and military | 


` officers to be considered -as residents of the places 
where their fathers actually reside when not per- 
forming duty. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. There are many 
cases that cannot be reached by any such provis- 
ion. If the officers come on shore when off duty, 
they may be in one place or in another; and even 
if they. go to one place ail the time, they are still 
absent so much that they have lost all their inter- 
est, and are unable to get congressional recom- 
mendation. Now, I can very well understand that 
every naval officer who came from the Siate of 
New Jersey, should, when he was on shore, prefer 
to reside there, and thus preserve his. residence. 
Notso with the interior States. The cases are en- 
tirely different. The honorable Senator judges 
from his experience in hislocality; we judge from 
ours, and it is directly the reverse. But, suppose 
that an officer of the navy was appointed from the 
District of Columbia, how is he to get his son into 
the navy? Or suppose a citizen of the District of 

tolumbia desires to enter the navy, how is he to 
enter it? Formerly, I know, they were sent out to 
be quartered upon some congressional district, and 
to remain there a short time, and then be.appointed 
from it. But l understand that the construction of 
the law is. now very rigid, and it is altogether im- 
possible for any such thing toabe done under the 
construction that is now made. My proposition 
is to remedy a great defect. If Senators wish to in- 
crease the number of midshipmen, they can make 
that proposition. F believe the number of mid- 
shipmen is now very well balanced for the size of 
thenavy. But if some congressional district were 
ta be delayed one or two years, the evil would be 
less than the one which | wish to remedy. 


The question being taken upon this amendment, | 


it was not adopted. 

«Mr. HALE. I wish to offer an additional sec- 
tion by way of amendment. Itis to prevent the 
appointment of any more captains in the navy, 
unul the present number shall be reduced to fifty. 

- [The amendment could not be obtained by the 
Reporter. ] 

Now, one remark in regard to that. We have 
now sixty-eight captains in the navy, and forty- 
two out of the sixty-eight are waiting orders— 
some of them having been waiting twenty, and 
some of them thirty years. 1 find more than one 
waiting orders’ for thirty years; some of them 
twenty ; some eighteen, and so along down. Forty- 
two out of sixty-eight waiting orders ata salary o 


$2,500 a year! Now, my amendment proposes to | 


keep fifty, twice the number now employed, lack- 
ing two—twenty-six being in the service. I do 
not propose to turn anybody out of the navy, but 
siinply not to appoint any more until the number 
is reduced to fifty. $ 


Tne question being taken on the amendment, it | 


was rejected. 
The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. 


The PRESIDENT stated that the question 


lam very. 


It is the same thing whether 


would be taken. upon ail the amendments to- 
gether, inleas some Senator wished to reserve some 
one or more of them. ` K 

Mr. DICKINSON said he 
should all be rejected. 

Mr. GWIN said that he wished to reserve 
all the amendments with regard to the docks in 
California. a oo ; 

The question being then taken on the other 
amendments, they were concurred in on a di: 
vision—ayes 32, noes not counted 

Mr. YULEK. As the amendment which has 
been reserved involves so large an appropriation, ! 
as we are to meet again so soon, and as | deem it 
a very important provision, [ deem it my duty to 
move again in the Senate to strike out the whole 
that relates to the dock there, and ask the yeas and 
nays upon it. } 

-The yeas and nays having been ordered, the | 
question was taken upon this amendment, and it 
was not agreed to—yeas 20, nays 26. 

The amendments were then ordered to be’ en- 
grossed for a third reading of the bill 
was read a third time, and passed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whoie, to the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for the | 
| support of the army of the United States for the 
| year ending June 30, 1851. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 wili state that the Commit- 
tee on Finance have reported this bill without 


preferred that they 


i 
, and the bill | 


amendments. By doing sq, we have by no means 
iniended, however,-to dictate anything to the Sen- 
ate in relation to it. We reported it’ without rec- 
ommending amendments, because we had not 
time to give that critical examination to the bill 
which it properly required. l stand here ready to | 
vote for any amendment which may be offered, ' 
and which may -commend itself to my judgment. | 
Mr. HALE moved an amendment inggenait of | 
Charlotte Lynch; which was not agreed 0. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Committee | 
on Military Affairs have some amendments to of- 
fer. itis not our fault that this bill has been re- | 
ported at the end of the session. The responsi- | 
bility rests upon others. 
Military Affairs only rests the responsibility of | 
drafting appropriations which the interests and 
wants of the service require. ! 
The first amendment was to increase the pay of | 
officers in Oregon. 
Mr. D. saig: 
various statements, both from officers command- 
ing in Oregon and other persons fully informed. 
They say that the price of rent, the price of bread, 
and the price of every species of supplies, is so 
extravagantly high, that no officer can live upon | 
his pay. Itis the same case in California. ‘The 
men also are tempted, by the great demand for la- 
bor and the high rates thatare offered for it, to 
such a degree that a man who is serving at $7 a 
month may desert his post, throw down his mus- 
ket, and take up a shovel or a pick and earn $7 
aday. The consequence is, that in order to pur- į 
| sue-deserters and bring them back, or to send out | 
| new troops to take their place, it costs the Govern- | 
ment much more than it would to give a liberal | 
compensation, such as would retain them in the | 
service. The mode! have adopted is, for com- | 


i 
| 
| 
i 


i missioned officers, to give the same extra pay to 


all the officers, no matier what may be their grade 
—the increased expenditure bearing about equally 
upon all. Officers of an inferior rank would not 


they received extra pay in proportion to their pay | 
as established by law. 


able than any other. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


I would ask the chairman of 
increase of pay has received the sanction of the de- | 
partment? i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh, yes; cer- | 
tainly. f was only sparing the Senate. If it is | 
desirable, 1 will commence reading. I have got | 


tary of War, and of almost everybody else that | 
the Senate would like to hear from. [Laughter.] | 
The question being taken upon this amendment, | 

it was agreed to. | 
| 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi.. The next amend- 
ment is, to insert in the 119th line, after the word 
‘* already,” the following: 


* 


| 
Upon the Committee on | 

t 

' 


I have received memorials and |; 


| 
| 
have, therefore, thought ||. 
i k A EAL l it was agreed to. 
i 
| 
| 


| 
i 
i 
I 
ire if | 
be benefited as the exigencies of the case require, if i 
| that this method of increase would be more equit- f 
| 


the Commitee on Military Affairs whether this | 


the estimate of the Postmaster General, the Secre- i 


« Provided, :That the. 


principal assistant: in the Ordnance ` 
Bureau of the War Departmentghall receivea Compensation, 


not tess than that. of sünder the fifth section of an 
act approved the 23d of August, 1842, from ‘and: after the 
date thereof? 5 eae : 

If there is any doubt about the amendment, J: can: 
explain it in a few moments.” In: the “Ordnance 
Bureau it is: necessary to -have-an assistant; who 
must be one of the most accomplished anà in: 
structed ordnance officers, upon whom is devolved 
the chief responsibility of that buréau. “If he be a 
captain in the army, he is detailed to discharge 
the duties; and as the interests of the service will 
generally require that he should be a captain, his 
pay is about $600 a year. -Jt is proposed, then; to ` 
pat this officer upon the same footing as to pay, so 
that it shall not be a sacrifice for him to enter the 
Ordnance Bureau. f ‘ 

The question bein 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. . In the provision 
to supply the deficiency occurring at the Military 
Academy at West Point, the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has called my attention to the fact that: there 
are only $600 appropriated, where the anrount re- 
quired is $1,090 83. I therefore move to strike out 
$600 to defray the expenses of the board of visje 
| ters at West Point, and to insert $1,090 83. 

_ The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it was agreed to. + 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Another amend: 
ment. I will state to the Senator that last yéary in” 
the appropriation bill, after examination, and in ac- 
cordance with the bill lying on the table, the Sèn- 
ate’s provision was made to pay all additional rä- 
tions to officers of the army, as ‘being within their 
construction of the law, ‘fixed for. permanent posts 
in the army. Buta different ‘construction ‘has’ 
been put upon it by the Auditor, who has decided 
that it must be renewed this year. 1 have also put 
in an engtneer. 

The amendment was read, and, the question 
being taken, it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have a letter 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Topographical 
Engineers, asking for an appropriation to pay a 
draughtsman, who has been employed in the let- 
i tering and bordering and some of the minute 
| typography ofa map. He estimates the labor of 
this draughtsman. to be worth $5 a day. The 
whole amount asked for is $1,040, which he says 
| is for service in the months of October, November, 
| December, January, February, March, April, and 
May—219 days, amounting to $1,040.. A Senator 
asks me if there was any authority for employing 


g taken upon this amendment, 


i him. None at all, I believe, other than: the fact, 


that his services were needed to complete a work 
which Congress had imposed upon the bureau. I 
will read an extract: 
Extract from page 5 of Report of the Golonel of the Corps o; 
Topographical Engineers to Congress, dated cans 
© NOVEMBER 20, 1849, 


i} _ One officer (Brevet Colonel J. McCiellan) is engagéd- in 
i 


compiling from the best authorities, under.a. resolution of 
| the Senate, a map of the county between the. Mississippi 
jand the Pacific, embracing all our territory: on. that sea. 
i This map is in a great state of forwardness, bütis yet de- 
tained in order to take advantage of the new information 


i 
i 
i 
| which is daily received. It was found necessary that heshould 
f 


have an assistant draughtsman; but the bureau, having no offi- 
cer to spare, and no. appropriation out of whieh a draughts- 
man could be paid, no person could be assigned. An able 
draughtsman, (Mr. J. W. Butler,) however, being unem- 


| ployed, has agreed to lend his services to the work, trusting 


į to such remuneration as Congress may, in its. wisdom, and 
upon a judgment of his services, think proper to allow.” : 


1 
i| T have other statements from various parties 


upon the same subject, if the Senate is desirous of 
hearing them read. 
'. The question being taken upon the amendment, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move a recon- 


i; sideration of the resolution by which the Senate 


determined to take a recess, in: order that we may 
i go on and complete this bill, <i. 
The question being taken. upon. this motion, it ` 
was not agreed to. ae 
THE INDIAN BILL, | 
A message was received from the House, stating 
that they insisted on their disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendments made to the Indian appropriation 
| bill, and Had- appointed Messrs. THompson of 
| Mississippi, Jonsson of Arkansas, cand” WELL- 
BORN, a committee of conference: : 
On motion by Mr: HUNTER; ‘the Senate in- 
sisted on its amendments; and Messrs. Pearce, 
Segastian, and Dopés of Lowa, were appointed 


. 
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a committee of conference on thë part of the Sen- 
ate. 

The hour of four having arrived, the Senate took 
a recess till six o’clock.. ` 


EVENING SESSION. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the House bill No. 
390-—being the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army. 


CAPTAIN MORDECAI. 


. . . . : f 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to offer 

the following amendment: 
_ That the Secretary of War be and he is hereby author- 
ized to pay the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
made by the act of March 3, 1849, for publishing a new edi- 
tion of the Ordnance Manual, to the officer of the United 
States army employed in compiling, arranging, superin- 


tending, and publishing the same, as- i 
tending; anap f , as provided by the terms 


The Secretary of War at that time (Mr. Marcy) || 


recommended to the Senate a new edition of the 

Ordnance Manual to be printed, the old one being | 
exhausted. A communication was sent from the į 
Ordnance Bureau to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, which recommended that to defray the ex- 
pense of publishing a new edition of a thousand 
copies, including compensation to be allowed to 
Captain Mordecai for compiling, arranging, and 
supervising, there should be appropriated $6,000. 
The Committee on Military. Affairs reported an 
amendment to the appropriation bill, which left 
out the name of Captain Mordecai, and increased 
the number of copies to 1,500. The number of 
copies was increased for reasons which it is un- 
necessary at this time to detail, and the name of 
Captain Mordecai left out, because the committee 
believed it was improper to make an appropriation 
for an individual, and that for some cause or other | 
it might beradvisable or desirable to change the 

order—that the officer might die, and if the appro- | 
priation were made in his name, no other officer 
could take charge of the work, and it would fail to 
be executed. For that reason the committee rec- 
ommended that there should be appropriated 
$6,000 to defray the expenses of publishing 1,500 
copies. When the work was completed, the bal- 
ance on hand was, of course, the compensation for | 
the officer. As all the bills had to be paid, the i 
balance was the compensation for the compiler; | 
but Secretary Crawford, in a. communication 
which lies before me, believed he had no authority 
to pay the compiler for the work, because he was 
an officer of the army—the act of 1842 prohibiting 
all extra allowances to officers of the army; and 
he therefore recommended additional legislation 
upon the subject. The Committee on Military | 
Affairs, recollecting the whole history of the trans- 
action, informed the Secretary that it was the in- 
tention to pay the officer of the army, who was, 
in fact, the compiler of the work. He, however, 


decided that he would not pay the money without |; 


some legislation to authorize him; and the amend- 
ment which I now offer is to authorize the unex- 
pended balance to be allowed to the compiler, in 
accordance with the intention of the act of 1849. 
“It is not to make a new appropriation of money, 
but to allow the unexpended balance of a former 
appropriation to be paid to the individual for 
whom it was intended in the first place. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was agreed to. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have another 
amendment, which I will explain as briefly as I 
can: 

«c Provided, That the pay and emoluments of the super- 
intendent of the United States Military Academy shail in 
no case be less than the pay of a professor of natural and | 
experimental philosophy.” . 

“When the appropriation bill for the Military 
Academy was before the Senate, I made a propo- | 
sition to increase the rank of that officer to the 
grade of lieutenant colonel, either by linear com- 
mission or by brevet. It was with a view to se- 
cure to him the pay of lieutenant colonel, believing ` 


30 


‘| tions of the Committee on Military Affairs. 


that amount was necessary to maintain the station 
which he occupied, and further, because that is the 
pay of the professors of natural and experimental 
philosophy. At that time, on account of another 
proposition being entertained by my friend from 


tion, in order that it might be disposed of in this | 
bill. We now find ourselves at the close of the 
session, without any ability to consider a new 
mode of prerining for the increase of rank of that |} 
officer. “1 therefore offer this amendment, in order | 
that he may escape from the anomalous condition | 


Jin which he is placed as superintendent of that | 
academy, being in fact the commanding officer of | 


that institution. As his case now stands, he re- į 
ceives but the pay of a captain. A junior in rank, | 
therefore, receives the same pay as the superin- ;; 
tendent, who has all the care of the institution. | 
The whole thing is an anomaly, and is therefore | 
‘unjust. We have no time now to adopt a more ii 
_ acceptable plan, and £ offer this amendment as the !; 
only mode of escaping from the condition in which f 
| we are placed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I only ask my friend whethe 
the effect of the amendment will not be to turn ou 
the man who already occupies the post? | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Not at all; it is |) 
merely to increase his pay from that of captain to || 
that of lieutenant colonel. ! 

The amendment was adopted « ; 

COLT’S REPEATING PISTOLS. f 

Mr. SHIELDS offered the following amend- || 
ment: | ii 

« Forfthe purchase of Colt’s improved repeating pistols, I 
50,000: And it is herein provided, That the Secretary of 

‘ar ‘be uuthorized to deliver, upon application of the 
roper authority, Colt’s repeating pistols to any Siate or 
erritory, under the provisions of the act approved April 
| 27, 1848 ; or to persons emigrating to Oregon, California, or 
New Mexico, under the provision of the act of March 2, 
| 1849, as recommended by the Chief of the Ordnance De- 


e 


Mr. S. said he would barely state that he had 
| not been charged with that amendment by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, but he found it 
| recommended by the Ordnance Department, by 
several officers of the army, by the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Hoéuse, and by several | 
Senators. ! 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I submit to 
the Senate whether we can, at this late period of | 
the session, with perhaps five hours only before |i 
us, go into the consideration of this matter, as 
to what patent fire-arms we shall buy, or which 
| of these patentees we shall patronize; for I be- 
lieve there are rival patentees. There is no time 
now to consider these questions; and I do hope! 
the bill may go through without further amend- | 
ment, since we have done with the pater 
ir, 
it will be better to take the next session to mature ; 
this matter than to bring it up in this way. 
| The amendment was rejected. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL HENDERSON. 
į 


Mr. HALE. {í desire to offer the following | 
amendment: 

“ Be it further enacted, That the provision in the act ; 
! making appropriations for the naval service for the year | 
ending 30th June, 1847, passed August 10, 1846, that no : 
payments shall hereafter be made to acolonel or any of- 
ficer of the marine corps, by virtue of a commission of : 


repealed; and that the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to pay to General Henderson the back pay and rations to ' 


acted”? 


the Senate. In 1846 there was this proviso enact- 
ed in the appropriation bill: 
«That no payment shall hereafter be made to a colonel, 
or any other officer of said corps, by virtue of a commigsion 
of brigadier general by brevet.” 

By looking at this it would seem that there was 
a class of officers against whom it was made to 
| correct a great abuse; but the truth is, it operates 
| upon just exactly one individual and no 
that individual is General Henderson, of the ma- 
| rine corps. He has been in the service over forty 
! years; was on board of the “Constitution”? when 


lorida, [Mr. Yu.ez,] I abandoned the proposi- | 


partiment in his communication of the 25th of July, 1850.” if 


| of the Senate the su r 
:| for them to decide; and we are not to be enchained, 


brigadier general by brevet, be and the same is hereby i! 
‘| into this Chamber an 


| 
| 
which he would have been entitled had itnever been en- | 
| 
i 


I want to make a brief explanation in regard to |! 


this amendment, to which I ask the attention of | 


more; and : 


j she captured the “ Guerriere,” fought valiantly 
throughout the Florida war, and was breveted for 
it by General Jackson. He received his emolu- 
ments up to 1846. The law placed. this. officer 
| upon the same footing with the officers of the 
army. This brave and meritorious officer, who 
has grown gray in the Service—whose native State 
has presented him with a sword for his gallantry— 
is thus stigmatized, and is made an exception by 
this general law operating upon officers in the 
marine corps. I think it is unjust, and that the 
reproach should no longer stand upon our statute 
book against that old officer. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from New 
Hampshire will bring this up as a separate propo- 
sition next session, I will do justice to that officer. 
It is painful for me to resist these private claims; 
still ] feel it my duty to do it. There are other 
cases of gallant officers who have very just. claima 
upon Congress, in relation to whom 1 have been 
spoken to, but I have felt it my duty to refuse to 
bring them forward.’ I hope the Senator will con- 
sent to postpone this proposition, and bring it up 
as a Separate measure next session, and let us pass 
this bill. Why, sir, the chairman of the commit- 
tee of conference on the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill has just come from that conference, 
and here is a matter which will take much time, 


|| perhaps; and I therefore beg the Senator to post- 
| pone his proposition till we get through these 


bills. 

Mr. HALE. Suchan affecting appeal is made 
to me that I cannotresist it. I will therefore with- 
draw that part which requires the back pay to be 
allowed, and simply retain that which repeals the 


; proviso. . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Here we have a private - 


claim to put upon this bill, and connected with it 
is a speech saying that a former Congress stigma- 
tized itself by passing a law to operate upon a 
single individual. Upon this single statement of 
one member, we are to revise the conduct ofa 
past Congress in passing a certain law some yeara 
ago, without going into the matter at all, 
Several Sewators. ‘Question! “Question |? 
Mr. BERRIEN. I do not understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire as having stated that 
this matter was calculated to stigmatize the Con- 
gress of the United States; but that making a 
measure of this sort solely applicable to a marine 
officer was calculated to throw a stigma upon the 


| individual. The proposition is to relieve him from 
| the operation of that la 


w; and Í ask Senators to 
from New Hampshire to 
I hope the Senate of the 
United States will not adhere to this stern requisi- 
tion on the part of this act. We are the Senate 
of the United States. The committees that are ap- 
pointed by this body are appointed for the purpose 
of examining and presenting to the consideration 
bjects upon which it is proper 


unite with the Senator 
pass this amendment. 


we are not to be prevented from doing justice to 
individuals, and from relieving them from the im- 
putation which is consequent upon the previous 
action of Congress, by the demands of this or that 
bill, passed through in the Senate Chamber with- 
outamendment. Sir, the course of the Senate has 
not been uniform upon this subject. Amendments 
sustaining private claims have been introduced 
d adopted, and have beet 
i concurred in by the other House. , 

Mr. HALE. Ihave withdrawn the part of the 
amendment which relates to back pay. 


Mr. BERRIEN. | understand the Senator has 
| withdrawn so much as relates to the back pay, and 
oyiso which is cal- 


' simply asks the repeal of a provis > 3 
| culated to place a gallant officer in an insulated 
+ position—which takes from him the reputation 
© which is accorded to officers of equal but not of 
greater gallantry, I hope the amendment will 
‘| pass. l 

| Several SENATORS. 
Mr. BERRIEN. 


«Question !’? “Question!” 
Iwas going to ask the yeas 
‘| and nays, with the permission of the Senator from 
|| New Hampshire. I hope the Senate will be dis- 
|| posed to record the vote which denies this justice, 


i 
1 


2 


2066 | 


The yeas and nays. were not ordered. 

The amendment was again read as modified— | 
being simply to repeal the provision of the act | 
preventing a brigadier general by brevet, of the | 
marine corps, from receiving the pay of that offi- 
cer. i 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to state that this | 
proviso which I want to repeal was inserted in 
the appropriation bill in 1846, and that it is an act 
of justice to as gallant a soldier as ever buckled 
on his armor for the field of battle, and as brave an 
officer as ever looked upon an enemy. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was lost—ayes 17, noes 21. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I beg the indulgence of 
the Senate for a single moment, while I make an 
explanation of a somewhat personal character. 

it will be remembered by the Senate that, du- 
ring an exciting debate which occurred here most 
unexpectedly a week or two since, I introduced a 
letter from a Boston shipmaster in regard to the 
imprisonment of our free colored seamen in the | 
southern ports. That letter was made the subject 
of very severe animadversion, and the author of it 
was stigmatized as a person wholly unworthy of 
credit. It was declared that his statements were 
entirely in conflict with the laws of ‘Louisiana, and 
with the facts as they existed in all the southern 
ports; and he was left under imputations of a 
most injurious character. 

Now, it is no part of my purpose to revive any 
excitement on this subject at the present moment, 
or to disturb the harmony of the Senate with any 
matters of controversy in these closing hours of 
the session. But having been the unwilling cause 
of bringing into question the character of a worthy 
Massachusetts sea-captain, I cannot consent that 
the session should come to an end without saying 
afew words to relieve him from the reproaches 
which have been cast upon him. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 hope there is to be no de- 
bate on this subject. 

-Mr WINTHROP. I will promise the Senator 
from Virginia, if he will permit me to proceed with- 
out interruption, that I will not, under any circum- 
stances, enter into debate, and that L will not ex- 
ceed two minutes by the clock. 

I desire only to say, here and now, in the sim- 
plest and briefest terms, that I have received from 
some.of the most respectable merchants and ship- 
owners of Boston the strongest testimonials of 
Captain Ranlett’s intelligence and integrity, repre- 
senting him as second to no man in his profession, | 
in capacity or honesty, and speaking of him as 
entitled to every degree of consideration and confi- 
dence. I have received, also, from the same 
sources, Many statements going to confirm the ac- 
curacy of the general facts whiclewere set forth in | 
his letter, and proving clearly that, while there is 
room for the idea that his language has something 
of that exaggeration which we might expect to find 
in the off-hand, impulsive statement of one not 
much accustomed to write letters for the public 
eye, it was yet the letter of an honest man, who 
knew what he was talking about, and who designed 
to tell nothing but what was strictly true. 

As the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Soure] has 
kindly proposed to make an explanation on the j 
subject of the Louisiana law, I will not anticipate | 
him on that point. 

I propose, however, without troubling the Sen- 
ate further at this time, to append hereafter to 
these brief remarks the evidence which | have re- 
ceived on this subject, including the deposition on 
oath of Captain Rantlett himself. 

I feel bound to say publicly to the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. BurLer]—to whom I have | 
already shown this deposition—that it proves that 
he was correct in thinking that a question of sal- 
vage entered into the particular case which was 
described in the letter; but that it proves, also, that 


the case was adjudicated by the Chamber of Com- | 
merce of Charleston, South Carolina, who bore | 
testimony to the good conduct of Captain Ranlett į 
on the occasion. : ! 
But I will not trespass further on the indalgence | 
of the Senate, except to repeat that, with the sim- | 
ple view of vindicating the character of an honest | 
Boston shipmaster—of most respectable connec- i 
tions, who has been in.the merchant service for | 
thirty years, discharging his duty without fear and | 
without reproach, and whose character for hu- 
manity is attested by the fact that within two | 
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years past he has saved twenty-three persons from 
a sinking ship, which had been previously passed 
by another vessel—I intend to place upon the 
same record which contains the imputations which 
have been cast upon him the statements which 
have been furnished me in regard to the law and 
the facts in question. 

[The evidences upon this subject will hereafter 
be published.] 

Mr. SOULE. I feel much relieved from the 
opportunity which is offered me of correcting an 
error into which I fell, most involuntarily, when 
the subject referred to by the Senator from- Mas- 
sachusetts was last before the Senate. I was under 
the impression that the law from which I read had 
never been altered, but was still then as it stood 
prior to 1842. I have since discovered that a sub- 
sequent statute had modified the condition of 
things existing under the law’of 1830, with respect 
to people of color coming on board of ships from 
other States to Louisiana, so as to require the har- 
bor-masters to report them to the municipal au- 
thorities, who thereupon are to: issue warrants for 
the arrest of such persons. But this law goes no 
further in its severity. On the contrary, it pro- 
vides for the extradition of persons thus arrested 
to the State from whence they come—at their cost, 
if they are able to pay them; at the cost of the State, 
if they are not. 

Such being the law of Louisiana since 1842, it 
seemed to me that it was not only natural, but 
right and proper, that it should have been enforced. 
Presuming this, I immediately wrote a telegraphic 
dispatch to the recorder of the first municipality of 
New Orleans, in order to ascertain whether or not 
the cases under the law last mentioned were such 
as to give countenance to the loud clamors raised 
on the assertion that there were no less than hun- 
dreds that occurred in a single year. The answer 
which I have obtained, and which I hold in my 
hand, shows that the cases in the frst municipality 
during the whole period which has elapse since 
1842 hardly reach one hundred ; and, allowing an 
equal number to each of the other two municipali- 
ties, we have an average ratio of twelve a year 
for each. I desire to set myself right with respect 
to this matter, as nothing has ever been further 
from my mind than to do the least injustice to any 
human being, be he from what quarter he may, by 
any erroneous assertion into Which I may have 
been betrayed. 1 wish, therefore, to have thêm 
corrected, so far as what I have said goes, and to 
exonerate the person alluded to in the former de- 
bate from any imputation based on a statement of 
the law and of the facts under it not in accordance 
with the statement made here. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would not on any consider- 
ation have any gentleman suffer by anything that 
might take place in the conflict of debate; and when 
my friend from Massachusetts appeals to me to do 
justice to an individual whose name has been in- 
volved, and whose character has somewhat by 
implication been reflected upon on such an occa- 
sion, 1 will, in a very few words, so far as I can, 
comply with his request. That these northern 
shipmasters should have a decided opposition to 
the law of South Carolina and other southern ports, 
by which colored persons are committed to prison, 
Tam not at all surprised; and that, under the in- 
fluence of their feelings, (and I pardon much to 
them,) they should have made somewhat exagger- 
ated statements, is perhaps naturally to be ex- 
pected. I am sure that the candor of Captain 
Ranlett will concede the truth of what I have just 
said. His candor, too, has convinced me that he 
is willing to rebut the inferences which might have 
been drawn from the statements which have here- 
tofore been made by his letter; and the certificate 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Charlestoa 
satisfies me that he is a respectable man. No 
temptation on earth, so far as I know myself, 
could induce me to do injustice to any individual 
in our political strife; but I am inclined to think 
that, with a strong feeling of opposition to this 
law, Captain Ranlett has, as he says himself, in- 
dulged in somewhat exaggerated statements. As 
an gvidence of that I must state, in justice to the 
law itself and the practice under it, that in South 
Carolina no individual has ever been sold under 
that law, I wish that point to be remembered. 
And, so far as concerns the two individuals of 
whom Captain Ranlett has spoken, they of course 
were released; how released, I will not undertake 
to say, but I am rather inclined to think by the 


persons to whom the vessel was consigned. My 
friend from Louisiana has. said that there were 
about some thirty a year arrested in Louisiana, 
and I suppose that not one-half that number have 
been arrested in South Carolina. And, sir, lam 
confident there has been nofdisposition of late to 
enforce that law, in a way to make it painful to.the 
northern shippers, I measure my words, sir, and, 
so far as regards the English seamen, I believe 
thereis a willingness to modify the law to-morrow. 
And, so far as regards even the colored men from 
the North, I think we would be willing to modify 
it. Iam now stating what I believe to be strictly 
true, so far as regards Captain Ranlett. I must be 
permitted to say that, from the evidence of my 
friend from Massachusetts, I will not, upon a mat- 
ter of personal consideration, allow myself to do 
anything that he will not, upon his own personal 
responsibility, endorse. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Senate has permitted 
explanatory remarks with reference to a discus- 
sion which took place the other day; and, having 
participated in that discussion, I desire to say 
now a very few words. I do not understand the 
Statement made to-day to deny that the represent- 
ation which was made on that occasion was an 
exaggerated one; nor do } understand the state- 
ment which has been made to-day to have ref- 
erence to that to which I then replied, which was 
the statement made by a boarding-house keeper in 
New York. So far as regards that statement, it 
stands precisely upon the footing upon which. it 
stood in the former debate. But what I. desire 
particularly to say on this occasion, with reference 
to the validity of those laws which have been called 
in question, (as on a former occasion `a decision of 
a learned judge of the circuit court was referred 
to, and an opinion of Mr. Attorney General 
Wirt,) is, that whenever it shall be the pleasure of 
gentlemen disposed to question the constitytional 
right of the southern States to pass laws which 
are calculated to prevent the introduction within 
their limits of persons disposed to excite survile 
insurrection, 1 shall be prepared to show, by the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States that it is a power which is undeniable and 
undenied by that high tribunal. : 

The subject here dropped. 

COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA— 
PRINTING-——-INDIAN VOLUNTEERS. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, returning Senate bill No. 315— 
being the bill to create certain collection districts 
in California—with various amendments. 

Also, that they had concurred. in the resolution 
of the Senate suspending the 16th joint rule so 
fer as relates to the joint resolution of the Senate 
relating to auditing and settling the accounts for 
printing. 

Also, that they had passed a resolution suspend- 
ing the 16th joint rule so far as relates to House 
bill No. 6, “for the payment of a company of 
Indian volunteers called into the service of the 
United States;” in which resolution the concur- 
rence of the Senate was asked. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of said resolution, and the same was agreed to. 

A message was received from the House stating 
that they had passed House bill No. 6, for the 
payment of a company of Indian volunteers 
called into the service of the United States. 

CHARLES LEE JONES. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have asmall amendment to 
offer, which I understand the sentiments of the 
Committee on Finance approve, and I want to 
see it incorporated in this bill: i ; 

“ For compensation -to Charles Lee Jones, under the act 
of Congress passed June 2, 1848, for expenses incurred and 
services rendered in raising and transporting a company of 
volunteers mustered and received into the service of the 
United Sates, inthe war with Mexico, $1,669 25, with ir- 
terest from the &h of June, 1847.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Did [| understand the Senator 
from Georgia to say that: the Committee on Fi- 
nance were in favor of that amendment? 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir. I said the sentiments 
of the committee were in favor of it. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I must say, in relation to that 
matter, that, if the Senator will bring it up asa 
separate matter, I have no doubt it will receive 
the sanction of the Senate. Mr. Jones is no doubt 
entitled to compensation; but, if the principle is 
introduced of allowing private claims to be tacked 
to the appropriation bills, wemust do equal justice 
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to all. Therefore I must refuse to support this |} 


amendment, because there are others equally mer- 
itorious that will be excluded. pee eg 
The amendment was rejected. 


No farther amendments being offered, the: bill || 


was reported to the Senate. eS 

The various amendments were then ‘concurred 
in, and were ordered to be: engrossed for a third 
reading. Beare ee 

Mr. HUNTER asked :the unanimous consent to 
have the bill passed. ` 

No objection being-made, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. } 2 - 

EXTRA COMPENSATION TO EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee to Audit 
and Control'the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, moved a resolution granting extra compensa- 
tion, of $250 each, to the doorkeepers, pages, &c., 
of the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE moved, as an amendment, the 
gratuity of $100 to John Sheahan, a very merito- 
rious attaché of the Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITCOMB demanded the yeas and nays 
on the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. As many gentlemen were not 
paying attention when I offered my amendment, 

will vary it to $50, and move it again. 

Mr. BENTON. If the Senate understood this 
case, they would not object to it. ‘This man has 
been standing on one leg at our service for ten 
months. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES desired to amend the amendment 
by inserting the same sum for the negro man who 
keeps the stable. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope the Senator will allow 
the question to be taken first on my amendment, 
and offer his afterwards, 

Mr. JONES assented. 

The question being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Yucesz, no quorum voted. 

Mr. BENTON. I really think gentlemen do 
not yet understand this case. This Mr. Sheahan 
is a lame man, and has been standing on one leg 
for ten months past. I think, therefore, every 
‘gentleman who has got two legs ought to stand up 
for this man. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. BRIGHT. The rules which control the 
action of this body are reduced to law. Ido not 
know the individual spoken of as an officer of this 
body. Ifhe is an attaché, as he is termed, and as 
such is entitled to pay, | am willing to give it to 
him; but I am not willing to sit here and vote 
away the public funds without some good and suf- 
ficient reason. I think this gentleman has about 
as much claim to fifty dollars or one hundred dol- 
lars as the officers have to the extra compensation 
which it is proposed to give in this resolution. 
We employ some forty or fifty officers connected 
with this body on a regular salary; and for the 
last few years we have been in the habit of giving 
them at the end of the session some two hundred 
and fifty dollars each extra pay, which is a very 
liberal grant. We are now going beyond, and not 
only giving them this extra two hundred and fifty 
dollars, but two months’ additional pay. This is 
in keeping with the spirit of progress in this body 
in the way of appropriations. I know the hostili- 
ty that I shall incur by taking this position; but I 
think the proposition to give extra pay to any of 
these salaried or paid officers is wrong, and I shall 
vote against it. We give these persons very high 
compensation for their services; and though I have 
hitherto acquiesced in giving this two hundred and 
fifty dollars extra at the end of the session, yet 
when it comes to giving two months’ additional 

ay, it has got beyond what I am willing to go. 
This last proposition caps the climax—it is the 
finishing stroke. We first give an individual a 
place, allow him to occupy a room free of expense 
to sell fruit and other refreshments in the Capitol, 


and at the end of the session we vote for a propo- | 


sition classing him among the officers of the Sen- 
ate, and give him extra pay. l 
to consume time upon such a question. 

Mr. DICKINSON. If we can have a vote upon 
this question, well and good; but if the discussion 
starts off again, I shali move to lay the whole 
matter on the table, for I want to make a report. 

The question being taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Yuues, it was lost—ayes 18, noes 18. 

The question recurring on the resolution report- 
ed by the committee, 


I think it is useless |j 


|| ments shall be disposed of except three. 


; currence. 


<Mr. BRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. i 

The question being taken on the resolution, it 
was carried—yeas 27, nays 13; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Benton, 
Berrien, Cass, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Honston, 
Jones, Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Soulé, 
Sturgeon, Wales, Waiker, Winthrop, and Yutee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barnwell, Bright, Chase, Davis of Mas- 
sachusetts, Dickinson, Feleh, King, Morton, Pratt, Smith, 
Spruance, Underwood, and Whitcomb—13. 

THE BOUNTY LAND BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that they insisted.on 


| their disagreement to the Senate’s amendments to 


the bounty land bill, and had appointed a commit- 
tee of conference, and asked that the Senate would 
appoint a like committee. 
On motion, it was 
Ordered, That Messrs. Have, Sureips, and Smrru be said 
committee. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the Senate on the disagree- 


| ing votes of the two Houses on the bill making 


an appropriation for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government, made a report. The 
three matters excluded from the agreement of the 
two Houses, (said the honorable gentleman) are 
in relation to the mileage question, the printing 
question, and to raising the salary of the chief of 
the medical bureau. The other amendments are 
agreed upon, and I believe pretty equitably ad- 
justed between the two Houses. It would take 
considerable time to go over all the amendments, 
and I will therefore move at once that the Senate 
concur in the report so far as the committee have 
agreed. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill cannot pass. 

Mr. DICKINSON. No; but we shall have at- 
tained so much, and, if further conference is ne- 
cessary, why we can appoint a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [I rise for information. 
If we concur in the report of the committee so far 
as they have agreed, can the bill pass without the 
other subjects being disposed of? 

Several Senators. No; certainly not. œ^ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then why should we 
« make two bites of a cherry?” If the bill can- 
not pass without a further report, why should we 
not wait until the whole matter is reported on? 

Mr. BADGER. Will my honorable friend al- 
low me to interrupt him? ‘The report is, that in 
the matters to which he now refers, the committee 
have tried their best and cannot agree. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So much the worse. 

Mr. BADGER. Well, andare we to wait until 
they agree, when they tell us they cannot agree 
at all? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
gestion—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I would sug- 
gest that the Senate can agree first to what the 
committee have agreed to, and then the question 
will arise whether the Senate will adhere to their 
views relative to the other matters about which they 
disagree, or whether they will recede from their 
position. If they recede, there is an end of the 
whole matter. 

Mr. DICKINSON. This matter of the proper 
course of proceeding was examined by the joint 
committee, and we supposed that it was proper for 
the committees to agree upon what they could, and 
to so report. We haveagreed how all the amend- 
The first 
question, then, is whether the Senate will concur 
in that part of the report in which we agreed; and 
then the question will be whether we will adhere 
to or recede from our position in regard to the re- 
maining matters. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We understand it now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now move that so much of the 
report as the committees agreed on be concurred 
in. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I now call for the reading 
of the first amendment, which is one of those re- 


I wish to make a sug- 


| specting which the committees could not agree. 


Mr. BERRIEN. I am inclined to think that 
sufficient confidence might be reposed in the report 


‘lof the committee to allow the same action upon 


the points of disagreement as upon those of con- 


We have sustained the action of the 
committee in concurring in all but the three disa- i 


greements.. Reposing the same confidence in the 
committee, we might resolve to adhere——— 
Mr. EWING, Further to insist, 000 <>, 
Mr. BERRIEN. Or farther to insist, if that 
be the technical term, in these three amendments. 
I submit to you that motion. ` : 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I hope’ the 
amendments will be read. eee 
Mr. DICKINSON.” If we refuse to agree, we 
ean have further conference. - 
Mr. BADGER. It is no use reading 
ments, and it may lead to debate. : : 
Oh, yes; let them be read. 


the:amend- 


Mr. DAVIS. 

The Secretary then read the first amendment, 
concerning which the committees of conference 
were unable to agree, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 


_“ Provided, That the mileage of Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates, shall hereafter be computed on the 
route by which the mails are transported from the capital to 
the residence of such Senator, Representative, or Delegate: 
And, provided, further, That no such member of either 
branch of Congress residing east of the Rocky mountains 
shail receive more than $1,000 for each session, and no 
such*member or Delegate residing west of the Rocky moun- 
tains shall receive more than $2,000 mileage for each ses- 
sion. Nor shall any member of the Senate receive mileage 
for any session of that body which may be called: within 
thirty days after the adjournment of both Houses of Con- 
gress, unless the travel for which such mileage is charged 
has been actually perfomed.” 


Mr. DIKINSON. The Senate struck that out 
and added a proviso to it, making the certificate of 
the Presiding Officer conclusive upon the account- 
ing officer. The House agreed to the proviso 
making the certificate of the Presiding Officer ab- 
solute, but disagreed to the striking out. The 
question now is, ‘“ Will the Senate insist upon 
striking it out or recede from it? I move that we 
insist. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
motion to recede? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Oh, no; quite the reverse. 

The PRESIDENT. Quite the reverse. The 
proposition is to insist. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that; but 
if we negative this proposition, is that equivalent 
to sage ? 

Mr. RUSK. Undoubtedly. ats 

The PRESIDENT. It would be so considered. 

The question was then. taken on the motion to 
insist on the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The Secretary then read the 18th amendment, 
being the next upon which the committees of con- 
ference were unable to agree, as follows: 

Strike out— 

e Mor compensation of chief of the bureau of medicine 
and surgery, and of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and mes- 
senger in his office, $6,200.” ee 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ For the annual salary of the chief of the bureau of 
medicine and surgery, $3,000. 

‘í For arrears of salary of the chief of the bureau of medi- 
cine and surgery, provided by the act of third March, eigb- 
teen hundred and forty-nine, $500. 

« For compensation of the assistant surgeon, clerks, and 
messengers in the office of the chief of the bureau of medi- 
cine and surgery, $4,300,” 

Mr. DICKINSON. This amendment is for the 
purpose of raising the salary of the chief of ‘the 
medical bureau to $3,000 from $2,500. Last year we 
designed to fix the salary at $3,000, and the money 
was appropriated, but by mistake the salary was 
not raised, although the money was appropriated. 
We now fix the salary at $3,000, and appropriate 
8500 to correct the error of last year. The House 
refuses either to appropriate the extra $500 or to 
increase the salary. ; 

Mr. BERRIEN. Idesire to say upon this sub- 
ject that, in consequence of the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy, Congress did at its 
last session pass a law by which they intended to 
put this officer upon the footing of the other chiefs 
of bureaus in that department—to raise his salary 
to $3,000. They appropriated $500 in addition to 
the aggregate appropriation for the payment of the 
officers‘of this bureau; but the Comptroller—inas- 
much as these $500 were not specifically appro- 
priated to the chief of the bureau—refused to al- 
iow him to receive that amount, although by his 
decision the $500 appropriated by Congress re- 
mained unexpended. The committee, on applica- 
tion, incorporated in this bill an amendment by 
which they carried into execution the intention of 
Congress at the last session, and which Congress 
believed was carried into execution at the time. 
The question, therefore, is, whether we. will ad- 
here to a law passed at the last session of Congress, 


ls that equivalent to a 
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which placed this officer on an equal footing with 
the other officers in his department, or whether we 
will allow him to be deprived of it by the decision 
of the Comptroller? 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
sist on our amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Secretary then read the third amendment 
upon which the committee were unable to agree. 
It was the amendment in relation to the printing. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I move that we insist on 
that amendment. 

Mr. UNDER WOOD. 


I move that we further in- 


insist. — 


Mr. HAMLIN. Doesnot the motion to recede | 


take precedence ? 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. | 


The motion to insist was submitted first. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 
takes precedence. 
Mr. DICKINSON. The motion to insist comes 
first in: order, and it is the usual form. 


“The PRESIDENT. The proposition to insist | 


is first in order. 
Mr. DICKINSON called for the yeas and nays. 
Several Senarors. Oh, no; it is not necessary. 
Mr. BERRIEN. I hope the yeas and nays are 
not necessary on this question. We have certain 
pointe of disagreement between the two Houses. 


e propose a further committee of conference. I |! 
hope we do not mean to strip our own committee | 


of their atrength, and to divest them of their power, 
by withdrawing any portion of the disagreement 
which exists between the two Houses. I hope we 
shall insist. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The motion to insist was adopted on a division 
Ayes 22, noes not counted. 

Qn motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
the Senate proceeded to consider the bill providing 
for collection districts in California, which was re- 
turned from the House.with various amendments; 
and, after a brief explanation or statement of the 


amendments made to the bill in the House, the. 


Senate concurred in them. 
On motion by Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill to extend 


the laws and judicial system of the United States |! 


to the State of California, which had been re- 
turned from the House with sundry amendments. 
Mr. DAYTON. The Senate will observe that 


the salary of ‘the judges are reduced from $5,500 | 


to $3,500, and from $4,000 to $2,800. In the sec- 


ond place, they have brought the fees of the clerks | 
and marshals, after four years, to the same stand- | 


ard as those in the southern district of the State of 


New York; and the next important amendment is | 


merely a provision for the removal of such suits as 
are now pending in the courts of California to the 


United States courts which may have jurisdiction 


of the questions. $ : 
Weare satisfied that the provision with regard 


to salaries does injustice to the judges who may | 
They i 


be appointed for the State of California. 
are too small; but we can raise them hereafter; 


California, we have determined, under all the cir- 
cumstances which surround us, to advise the Sen- 
ate to concur in the amendments of the House. I 
take that motion. 

Mr. GWIN. Nothing could induce me to con- 
cur in these amendments but the belief, on my part, 


that if we do not concur in them the bill will be: 


lost. Iam confident that it will be impossible to 
get competent men to fill these judgeships, who 
will continue in office at the present salaries. I 


give notice now that early in the next session I | 
shall move to increase the salaries of these judges, ` 
with the hope that Congress will agree to it, and ; 


that the President may be enabled to appoint com- 
petent men. i 

The amendments of the House were then con- 
curred in. 


Mr. GWIN asked for the printing of the report, ; 


submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, of the 
special agent sent to California, in relation to the 


customs there, together with five hundred extra | 


copies, A 
he PRESIDENT. That motion goes to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope there will be no objection 
to ordering it: it is an important document. 


I move that we recede. | 
The PRESIDENT. The motion is made to i 


I think the motion to recede |! 


I will withdraw the call | 


The PRESIDENT. The question of printing 


goes to the Committee on Printing. 
| Subsequently, Mr. HAMLIN, from the Com- 
| mittee on Printing, to whom was referred the above 
; report, reported it back, and recommended the 
printing of it, together with the five hundred addi- 
tional copies. 
The motion to print was agreed to. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
A message was received from the House, stating 
|, that they had agreed to the amendments of the 
! Senate to the bill making appropriations for the 
; naval service of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1851, with one exception, to which 
they had disagreed. 
| On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider said amendment, which was 
as follows: 
Insert before the words ‘And provided,’ in the follow- 
i ing clause, the words ¢ on nomination by the delegation to 
; Congress from said State, or a majority of them :’ 
|, “bat no midshipman in the navy shall be appointed 
|. from any congressional district having at the time of ap- 
{ pointment more than two officers of that grade in the navy 
| trom such district; and whenever an appointment shall be 
i; made from any State, the person so appointed shall be an 
| actual resident of the congressional district from which the 
appointment purports to be made: nd provided, further, 
That such congressional district of any‘State as may not 
! have any midshipman in the navy at the time an appoint- 
|, ment may be made from said State shall be entitled to at 
| least one appointment before any other shall be made from 
| any district in the State having one or more officers of that 
| grade in the navy.” 
| Mr. H. said: l think that the subject embraced 
| by that amendment had better be postponed till 
| next session, and I move that the Senate recede 


INDIAN VOLUNTEERS. 


A bill providing for the payment of a company 
of ladian volunteers, called and mustered into the 
; Service of the United States by Col. Kearny, was 
' received from the House, read a second time, and,, 
| on motion by Mr. HUNTER, was referred to the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs. 

i; Subsequently, Mr. RUSK, from the Committee 


And the motion was agreed to. 
| 
| 


i 


i; on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the above 
| bill, reported it back, recommending its passage, 
j| and asked for its immediate consideration. 

| The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
|; consent. 

| No objection being anade, it was considered as 
i in Committee of the Whole, and, no amendment 
|! being offered, it was reported to the Senate. 

|| Mr. HUNTER. I would like some explanation 
of the bill. Is it in relation to that company we 


|, priation bill? 
Mr. RUSK. I think not. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will state the 
ii facts of this case. It is in relation toa company 
li of Arkansas Indians, who were called into service 
| by Col. Kearny at the beginning of the Mexican 
; war, and employed on the frontier, but because 
i: they were Indians they were not paid. The Ad- 
i jutant General states that they were the only com- 
pany of all the volunteers who entered at the be- 
_ ginning of the Mexican war who were not paid. 
They have performed important service. 
The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WHICHER. 


i ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
i| sideration of the bill from the House for the relief 


i| to the Senate, and read a third time, and passed. 

| On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 237, 
i| to provide compensation to such persons as may 
| be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
`! receive and keep the public money, under the fif- 
i| teenth section of the act of sixth August, eighteen 
i| hundred and forty-six, for the additional services 


and, upon consultation with the Senators from | have already appropriated for in the Indian appro-- 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, the Senate pro- | 


required under that act; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, reported to the Senate, 
ordered to be engrossed, and was read-a’ third 
time, and passed.’ : : 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the 16th joint 


rule was suspended to enable this bill to'be sent to 
the House of Representatives. Bot 
| Mr. BERRIEN. I now move that the Senate 
| proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
as there is much important business on the exec- 
utive calendar. : see 

Mr. CASS. Yes, there is important: business to 
be done. There are one hundred nominations not 
yet acted on. oe 

Mr. MANGUM. 1 do hope that the Senate, of 
whom I have asked, perhaps, fewer favors than 
any other gentleman on the floor, will not go into 
executive session just yet, but will do an act of ex- 
treme and exact justice. 1 hope the Senate will 
| not proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
; hess just now. : 

Mr. BERRIEN. I must insist on my motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Before that vote 
is taken, I have a remark or two to make to the 
Senate, and then I. propose to ask a vote of the 
; Senate on a joint resolution of the House, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and reported back with an amendment: At 
this late period of the session [ shall waive ‘the 
amendment, and only ask the Senate to pass the 
resolution, which isa joint resolution *' explan- 
| atory of certain acts therein mentioned.’’ It is in- 
į tended for the benefit of widows and orphans. 


|, Unlike the Senator from North Carolina, L have 


very frequently asked favors of the Senate, and 
they have been very often kindly granted. I have 
another to ask now. Itis not for myself; it is for 
the widows and orphans of those who have died 
in the service of the country. This joint resolu- 
tion is necessary to be enacted at this session of 
| Congress, and Í claim of the Senate the few min- 
utes which will be required to pass it and send it 
back to the House. 

The PRESIDENT. There is a proposition 
| pending to go into executive session. 

Mr. DAVIS. [ move to lay it on the table, 
with a view to take up the joint resolution of the 
House to which [have referred. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the 
| table is strictly parliamentary, but the uniform 
| usage of the Senate has been to put the question 
i e 


on the motion to go into executive session. 


|! Chair will therefore put that motion, and’ the Ben- 


ate can vote it down if they think proper. ; 

The motion to go into executive session was 
rejected on a divison—ayes 22, noes 22. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate then considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, joint resolution No. 10, “ explanatory of 
certain acts therein mentioned,” and, no amend- 
j ment being made thereto, it was reported to the 
| Senate, and read a third time and passed. 

THE BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
| on the bounty land bill, reported that the commit. 
| tees had agreed that the Senate should recede from 
| their amendments. 

The amendments having been read, 

i Mr. BALDWIN expressed a hope that the 
| Senate would not recede. 

| Mr. BADGER asked the yeas and nays upon 
| the question of concurrence with the report of the 
| committee of conference. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. As I under- 
| 

l 


stand this, it excludes the sailors and marines from 
the benefits of the bill. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The question is; whether 
| the report of the committee of conference. shall be 
; adopted or not. 
| The question being taken, resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Bright, Butler, Cass, 
| Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Dodge of Wiscon- 
i sin, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, 
| Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Sturgeon, Turney, Under- 


Saye A i wood, Whitcomb—24. 
of William Whicher, and the same was reported |! asin 


NAY¥S—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Greene, 
| Hale, Hamlin, Mangum, Norris, Pratt, Spruance, Wales, 
; Walker, and Winthrop—1s, 
| So the report of the committee was concurred 
| in, and the Senate receded from the two amend- 

ments. 
| THE ARMY BILL. 
1 OA message was received from the House of Rep“ 
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resentatives, stating that the House has agreed to 
the amendments made to the army appropriation 
bili by the Senate, with the exception of one; 
which was read, as follows: : 


tt For extra pay to the commanding officers and enlisted 
men of the army of the United States, serving 1n Oregon or 
California, $325,855, on the following basis, to wit: That 
there shali- be allowed to each commissioned officer as afore- 
said, whilst serving as aforesaid, a per diem, in addition to 
their regular pay and allowances, of two dollars each; and 
to each enlisted man aa aforesaid, whilst serving as afore- 
said, a per diem, in addition to their present pay and allow- 
ances, equal to the pay proper of each as established by ex- 
isting laws; said extra pay of the enlisted men tobe retained 
until honorably discharged. This addition of pay to com- 
mence on the Ist day of June, 1848, and to continue until 
the Ist of March, 1852, or until otherwise provided.” 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 
Ordered, That the Senate insist on the amendment. 


Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William A. Slocum, de- 
ceased; which motion was not agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate, at | 
half-past eight, proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

At five minutes past one o’clock, a..m., the j 
doors were reopened. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, introduced a resolution 
for extra compensation to two officers of the Sen- 
ate; which, after a few words of explanation, was 
read three times, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Sarah 
Stokes“ which was reported to the Senate, read a 
third time, and passed. $ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to ċonsider a resolu- 
tion authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
report, at the next session of Congress, a system 
of collecting and arranging statistics of the inter- | 
nal trade and commerce of the United States, so) 
far as the aame can be obtained without unreason- | 
able expense and inconvenience to business. 

Mr. MASON objected. , 

On motion, tfie Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of ‘executive business; and after some 
time spent therein, the doors were reopened. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

At two o'clock, a. m., another message was re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives, stating 
that they had disagreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of): 
the two Houses in relation to this bill, and asking 
for a farther conference; and stating that they had 
appointed Mr. Dimmicx, Mr. STANLY, and Mr. 
Peaster the committee on their part, 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that the Senate insist 
on its amendments, and agree to the request of the | 
House for another conference. 

Mr. BERRIEN. We really cannot adjourn 
without passing this bill. I have great confidence 
that if the Senate will agree to appoint another 
committee of conference, there will be a satisfac- 
tory result in half an hour, . . 

Mr. HAMLIN. What are the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses ? ‘ 

Mr. DICKINSON. The last committee of con- 
ference agreed to the printing amendment of the 
Senate, with the modification of striking out the 
profit of ten per cent. which was to be allowed the 
contractor. ‘They also agreed as to the mileage 
amendment. But the other House have refused 
to agree to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence; consequently we did not make any report 
h 


by their conferees. That brings up three distinct i 
questions. The House may recede in whole, or i 
it may recede in part, or it may insist. My | 
opinion is, then, that we had better recede from i 
our printing amendment; then, as I understand, | 
the House will recede from their mileage amend- | 
ment. I hope, therefore, we will not insist on opr f 
amendment. li 
Mr. BRIGHT. 
on its amendments. a 
ence agreed to abandon that portion of the amend- 


I hope the Senate will insist | 
The committee of confer- ii 


; an aid-de-camp to General Ripley, 


tion. I hope the Senate will insist. 1 think an- 
other committee will settle the question. 

The motion to insigt and agree to the-confer- 
ence asked by the House was agreed to.- 


The CHAIR appointed Mr. Dickinson, Mr. | 


Bricut, and Mr. Berrien as the committee of 
conference on the part of the Senate. 


LIEUTENANT’S PENSION. 


On motion by Mr. GREENE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill from the House of Representatives for the 
relief of Lieutenant Henry F. Evans. 

‘The bill proposes to increase the pension of 
Lieut. Henry F. Evans from fourteen to forty dol- 
lars a month. 

Mr. JONES. I think the bill ought to conform 
to the bill of a general character we have passed 
and sent to the House. 

Mr. HALE. Has that become a law? 


Mr. JONES. No, sir, it has not; but we could D 


not pass it through the Senate on better-terms. 

Mr. HALE. I have examined this matter thor- 
oughly, and it seems to me that a more- desperate 
case of daring was never exhibited by morta! man 
than was exhibited by Lieut. Evans. He literally 
stood in a shower of lead. The flag which he car- 
ried was pierced with ninety bullets, and the flag- 
staff was shot out of his hand. He himself re- 
ceived five wounds. 
most daring bravery that was ever exhibited. I 
think it is one of the.most meritorious cases that 
have ever been submitted to. Congress, and [ hope 
it will pass. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. If bravery is to be the test 
by which we are to grant pensions, I apprehend 
the Treasury would soon be bankrupt. 


my. ‘The amount of pension should be measured 


by the amount of disability, and not by bravery. : 
I am opposed to discrimination, and I hope my | 


friend from lowa will move to amend. 


Mr. GREENE. Since I have been a member | 
of the Senate I have never known a case which | 
i addressed itself more to the patriotic feelings of | 
; members of the body. A disposition has been 
manifested in both Houses of Congress of late to | 
heal the bleeding wounds of the country; and, as | 
this gentleman seems to have had precisely the | 
number which has been indicated as having dis- | 


turbed the quiet of the country, (five,) I hope we 
shall extend to him the benefit of action in his be- 


; half. 


Mr. JONES. I think this bill ought to be made 


to conform to the general bill which passed the į 
I therefore move to strike |! 


Senate the other day. 


, out * forty” and insert “ sixteen;’’ so as to make 
| his pension sixteen dollars and not forty dollars 


per month. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. WHITCOMB moved to amend the bill by ; 
striking out “ forty’’ and inserting ‘twenty,’ so |) 


as to make the pension of Lieutenant Evans $20 
per month. 

Mr. HALE. It will be seen by reference to the 
report that the bill contains the sum to which he 
is entitled. He was promoted for his gallantry. 
I hope we shall not refuse $40 to the war-worn old 
veteran, who is now over sixty years of age. 

Mr. BADGER. The amendment, if adopted, 


will defeat the bill, for it will make it necessary to || 


send it back to the House. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. This bill proposes to 


give a lieutenant, as a pension, the full pay of a |; 


captain. Nothing of the kind has ever been done 


before. 
Mr. HOUSTON. This bill is for an old man, 


who cannot live very long. He was disabled in - 
| the service of his country; he has become blind, 
! andit is unpleasant to have an incumbrance of that | 
sort. If we pass this bill as it is, it will be an in- || 
ducement to kind and benevolent treatment to the | 


old gentleman. I hope the bill will pass. If we 
adopt the amendment, the consequence will be the 
defeat of the bill. I hope, therefore, it will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. 


ordered. , . 
> Mr. HALE. Lieutenant Evans was appointed 
and discharged 


This is really a case of the | 


In our | 


country every man is brave when he faces the ene- |; 
A y ‘| Joseph K. F. Mansfield, of the engineer corps; 


WHITCOMB called for the yeas and nays | 
on the adoption of his amendment, and they were : 


sioner of Pensions, and the. recommended: it: asa 
case of peculiar merit, I. hope the amendment 
will not be adopted, for it will defeat the bill. ~: 

i Mr. MANGUM, alluding to the fact of its being 
Sabbath morning, moved to adjourn;, but with- 
drew the motion by request. f : 

The call for the yeas and nays having béen with- 
drawn by-unanimous consent, oe 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
and it was agreed to—ayes 22, noes 12. . si 

Mr. HALE then moved to lay the bill upon the 
table; and it was agreed to. 

i ` EBENEZER DUMONT. 

| On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, the 
Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to consider the bill for the relief of Ebenezer Du- 
mont. 

: Mr. ATCHISON inquired why this bill came 
i before Congress? There was a generalelaw to 
: pay for horses killed in battle. 

1! Mr. DAVIS replied that he was not killed in 
i battle, but lost in battle. 

After some further explanation, no amendment 
being made, the bill was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
third reading, and was subsequently read a third 
| time, and passed. ; 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

| _A message was received from the: House of 
Representatives, informing the Senate that the 
‘| House had agreed to the report of the committee 
| of conference on this bill.. 

| Mr. PEARCE, from the committee. of confer- 
|; ence on the part of the Senate on this bill, made 
‘| areport, in which the Senate concurred. 

+ On motion by Mr. BALDWIN, the bill to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of Col. 


was read a second time, and considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS sta‘ed that this officer had been one 
of the engineer officers; and, by a regulation of 
the War Department, the disbursement of the 
|| appropriations was to be considered as ‘extra 
‘| duty,” for which they were to be allowed 24 per 
|! cent., provided it did not exceed $2 per day. In 
i| 1835, the law granting appropriations contained a 
f 
t 
ji 
t 


proviso prohibiting this allowance during that ses- 
sion. The Secretary of War, after consultation 
with the Attorney General, issued an order that this 
provison applied to all future appropriations. ‘The 
|| act of 1888 provided for such ceses. The mémo- 
| rialist charged the amount between these two 
‘| dates, which were disallowed to him; and the bill 
i| gives him credit for the sum thus charged. 

il Mr. UNDERWOOD said that he should be 
| 


| constrained to make an objection to the bill. It 
could not get to the House and be properly con- 
: sidered there at this late period of the session. 
Mr. DAVIS asked the Senator to read the re- 
' port, where he would find the whole statement. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The committee report: 


| * That they have fully examined the circumstances of 
| this case, and find the following to be the facts connected 
| with it. The committee do not deem the propriety nor the 
; extent of any compensation for the disbursement of publie 
| moneys by military officers who may have been required to 
| perform such service to bea proper subject for their inquiry 
| and comment in the present instance, and have, therefore, 
if confined their attention to the Jaws and regulations which 
‘| affect the case under consideration. 
: They find that, under a regulation of the War Depart- 
:| ment issued in July, 1821, the disbursement by engineer of- 
| ficers of the appropriations applicable to fortifications and 
| other public works under their charge was required from 
| these officers as ‘ extra duty;’ for the performance of which 
| they were allowed a commission of two and aà halif per cent. 
on the amount disbursed, provided such commission did not 
i! exceed a per diem of two dollars. This allowance con- 
{| tinued to be uniformly made from that date (1821) down to 
‘| the passage of the act of 8d March, 1835, in relation to the 
| Delaware breakwater; which law contained a proviso, 
| prohibiting any extra allowance to officers for disbursing 
| any of the appropriations for fortifications, &c., made ‘du- 
i| ving that session of Congress? This prohibition, in express 
| terms, was thus Umited to the appropriations of that session. 
| Notwithstanding this, it appears that, upon an application 
: fromthe Secretary of War, the Attorney General of the 
| United States, under date of the 7th March, 1835, gave it as 
his official opinion, that this proviso had effect upon all fu- 
! ture appropriations, and the Secretary of War, oa the I4th 
of that month, issued an order in conformity with that 


:| but being overruled, they then requested to he relieved from 
i 


ii the ground that the performance of this service constantly 


ment in relation to printing which gave the con- it the duties of brigade major, but on the reduction xposed tieit tho labiiy Dora dopa Tor the discharge 


tractor any profit, 
cost him. 


I think that was a reasonable proposi- i| 


so as to pay him only what it |: of the army he was compelled to be a lieutenant |} 


again. The case was submitted to the Commis- 


i| Secretary of War, in reply to this request, in a letter 
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addressed to the colonel of the corps, after highly compliment- i 


Ing these officers upon the great fidelity with whieh they 


had hitherto disbursed the public moneys placed in their i 


hands, without bond or other security, and promptly ren- 
dered their accounts, expresses his regret that the law, (as 


construed by the Attorney General,) and ‘ not the action? | 


of the War Department, had taken away their allowance for 
disbursements; and while freely admitting that the per- 
formance of this extra service must necessarily occasion 
much additional labor, hazard of loss, and trouble in the 


setdements of their accounts, he yet calls ou them as patriouc | 
Citizens to submit. cheerfully to the decision of Congress, ; 


as,.with bis views in relation to the faithful and economical 
application of the public moneys, he could not transfer their 
disbursemient to more reliable agents. 

“The committee desire to be distinctly understond as 


expressing no opinion on the action of the executive officers | 
of the Government in acting iu conformity with the opinion | 
of the Attorney General, which was subsequently, in a | 


judicial decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
pronounced to be entirely erroneous; which decision af- 


firma the exclusive application of the proviso referred to to | 


the appropriations of the session of Congress mentioned in 
the cited act of 1835. 

“«Thevacts of 5th and 7th of July, 1838, seem to have pro- 
vided definitely for similar cases. By the former, the pay 
and emoluments of engineer officers were increased, and 
by the latter (which was supplemental to it) ali compensa- 
tion for disbursing public funds was in future- prohibited to 
those officers; an eqnivaient for such compensation having, 
it would seem, been just granted to them by the first-named 
Taw, in increased pay and emoluments. a 

“The memorialist, it appears, in the settlement of his ac- 
counts, charged the usual commission or per diem allow- 
ance on account of his disbursements made since 1835, aud 


prior to the act of 7th July, 1838, which, as just stated, pro- i 
hibited in future such compensation; and the accounting į 


officers, acting on the opinion of the Attorney General, dis- 
allowed these credits from.his accounts, which disallow- 
ances now stand charged to him on the books of the Treas- 
ury. From this debit he now claims to be relieved by 
Uungress, 

“lhe committee, in view of all these circumstances and 
facts, have no hesitation in coming to the conclusion, tbat 
asthe law did notdeprive engincer officers of the allow- 
ance in question as claimed by the memorialist, and as the 
Secretary of War, in his order of the Hih of March, 1835, 
did not intend to make a regulation depriving them of this 
allowance, but was only publishing what was supposed to 
be the effectof a recent law, it appearste the committee 
that, under the decision of the Supreme Court, the memo- 


rialist is equitably entitled to be credited in his aecount with | 


the amount thus disallowed 


jand they therefore report the 
accompanying biil.” : 


Now, I hope the bill will be permitted to lie | 


over to the next session, and will not be pressed 
now; for it isa precedent which may be applied to 
other cases, I apprehend, and it involves a good 
deal of money. If it be not designed to press it 


` now, I will take my seat. 


As there appears tg be no disposition to lay it 


over, I will briefly state what I have to say with |, 
regard to it. It will embrace the expenditures by | 


other officers similarly situated to this one. How 
many there may be | know not. 
class of cases the regulation of tie department of 
1821, now after nearly thirty years, will apply. 
Congress in 1835 endeavored to get clear of the 
extra allowance, and passed a law with that ob- 
ject. It was supposed that it did not meet the ob- 


ject; but the Attorney General stated that it did |! 
This bill, then, } 


meet the object, in his opinion. 
makes the allowance against the opinion of the 
Attorney General. The amount of disbursements 
is not stated. 


set ourselves against the denartment by granting 


accounts of this long standing without a careful | 


examination. 

Mr. DAVIS. This account has been referred 
to one of the departments, and the accounts on file 
are to be settled in accordance with the resolution, 


This is no such ease as the Senator supposes. [| 


thought when I referred him to the report he would 
be satisfied. From 1821 to 1835 there was a uni- 
form practice. When the law of 1835 passed, and 


provided differently for the case, it was the opinion | 


of the Attorney General that that law continued 
until another law repealed it. These disburse- 
ments were made under the law of 1821, and prior 
to the law of 1838. If these officers’ accounts are 
not settled upon the books of the department, and 
were he to die, by any chance, notwithstanding 


the wounds he bears from his gallant service in | 
the field, he may go down asa defaulter; and all | 
because the Senate required a little more time than | 
has elapsed since 1836 to examine his unsettled | 
account. That Senator knows as well as any one, | 
that it has been impossible during this session to i 
call up this or similar bills. ‘They were all post- i 
poned for other questions, and by the long debate | 
Now, | 
at the end of the session, the Senator speaks of it | 


Which arose upon those other questions. 


as if it had for the first time been mentioned in the 
Senate this evening. 1 hope that a sense of justice 


But to all that | 


Now, sir, l think that there is no H 
time to investigate it now; and we ought not to | 


will prevail upon us, even at this late hour, to aét 
upon it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gallantry of Colo- 
| nel Mansfield | appreciate, I hope, as much as any 
Senator here. But this is not a question of gal- 
lantry or military services. It is a question of 
settling accounts; and 1 hope the Senator from 
Mississippi did not intend that we should be influ- 
enced, in settling the accounts, by any considera- 
tions of that sort. I objected to the principle of 
the bill upon the ground, not that the claim was to 
i be settled against law—I objected to referring it 
to the executive department for settlement. That 
was the idea | intended to convey. But, whether 
you settle it by one tribunal or the other, it is too 
late now to adopt a principle that involves the im- 
portant considerations mentioned here. I know 
that subsequent to 1821, and up to 1835, all the 
accounts ought to be settled according to the regu- 
| lation of 182%; but after 1835, when that law was 
passed : 

Mr. DAVIS. No law was passed in 1835 reg- 
ulating such accounts. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, sir; but when the ap- 
prooriation bill was passed in 1835 containing this 
provision, the Attorney General, in his construc- 
tion of it, made it apply to all the appropriations. 

The report goes on to say that a judicial decision 
| had determined that the ò 
| General was wrong. Have we heard the judicial 
| opinion read? Have we examined it? Shall we 
be precluded in our legislation upon a subject of 
this sort from a deterrnination whether a judicial 
i decision refers to or embraces the case in hand, or 
whether it really affirms the doctrine of the Attor- 
| ney General to be incorrect? 

Again, sir: How long since 1835 did this account 


| When was it first introduced to Congress? Flow 
many years have passed since the money was-ex- 
pended? Thereis a principle involved in the case, 
and none of these questions are answered in the 
report. Itis all taken from Congress and referred 
to the departments. That is what i object to. 
| But I will not consume the time of the Senate. 

Mr. BALDWIN. A single word, 1 think, 
will explain to the Senate what is th 
of this bill, In the year 1821, by a rule estab- 
! lished by the War Department, engineers for cer- 
i 


i tain extra service, for disbursements on fortifica- 
tions, were allowed a commission at the rate of 
ii two and a half per cent., provided it did not exceed 
(a per diem compensation of g2. Jn 1835, in the 
|| appropriation act, Congress provided that no extra 
compensation should be allowed for the appropria- 
tions made in the naval bill for the current year. 
| The jAttorney General put a construction upon 


i any allowance in future, and as repealing the 
|| prior regulation which had prevailed from 1821. 
| dt seems to be very obvious from the language of 


|| be fairly susceptible of any such construction; and 
|| the Supreme Court, two years after, decided that 
the coustruction put upon that Jaw by the Attor- 


bursements made under that particular appropria- 
tidn bill. fn 1838 Congress did pass an act re- 
pealing the regulation which existed in 1821. The 


|| lation of the War Department, under which these 
disbursements had been made. The department, 


Attorney General, declined to settle these ac- 
| counts. This bill is to enable the department to 
settle the accounts according to the regulation of 
18321. It is limited to a specific occasion, and is 
not to exceed a per diem compensation of #2. 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


by unanimous consent, and passed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD objected. 
INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES, 


was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


i 

t 

| EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

i| On motion by Mr. GWIN, at twenty minutes 


pinion of the Attorney ; 


| that act by which he considered it as prohibiting | 


| the law, as stated in the report, that it would not; 


ney General was not the true construction, and { 
thai it had no reference to anything but the dis- | 


claim of Col. Mansfield is for disbursements made | 
during the time between 1835 and 1838, when | 
ii there was no jaw in existence repealing tae regu- į 


i E 
f extend? What was the amount of expenditure? | 
i 


to three o’clock, a. m., the Senate-again proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business, 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The doors were reopened at fifteen minutes past 
three o’clock, a. m., when a message was rgceived 
| from the House of Representatives, informing the 

Senate that the House had receded from’ its’ dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate, except 
the one in relation to the public printing, and in- 
sisted on their disagreement to that. ; 
iB Mr. BERRIEN stated that he believed it: tò be 
indispensable to the passage of the civil and diplo- 
; matic appropriation bill that the Senate should re~ 
i cede from the amendment in relation to. the print- 
| ing; and, in the absence of the chairman, who 
| was absent at the moment, he would submit that 

motion. ` 
| Mr. DICKINSON, (entering while the question 
| was being stated.) Iam very glad that, in a mo- 
| ment of absence, the duty devolved upon se wor- 
thy and able a membér as the Senator from Geor- 
| gia to present the report of the committee. I have 
| been watching the bill pretty carefully all day until 
iL am pretty thoroughly exhausted. The House 


i; have receded from two of the amendments, and 


| expect us to recede from the third, with regard to 
i the printing. The original amendment of the Sen-= 
| ate in regard to the public printing was, that the 
; contractor should be indemnified for his losses, to 
; be proved before the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and should receive ten per cent. profit. ‘Ihe last 
committee of conference but one—and we made no 
report from it here, because the House did not 
agree to it—modified this. proposition so that the 
public printer should be indemnified for his actual 
expenses, and should receive pay for his personal 
superintendence. The committee hoped the House 
would agree to this proposition; but they refused 
to agree to it. ‘The committee also proposed that 
the manuscripts in the hands of the printers should 
be delivered to the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House, who should have them printed 
upon the terms specified in the resolution. The 
House also disagreed to that: This throws us 
back on our original proposition. It leaves us to 


e true object |: 


| 


considering itself bound by the opinion of the | 


The bill was reported to the Senate, and was or- |: 


Mr. DAVIS asked that it be read a third time | 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the | 
| Library, submitted a report showing the Operation | 
| of the system of international exchanges; which | 


insist upon or to recede from the original amend- 
_ment, as offered by the Senator ffom Louisiana, 
[Mr. Soute,} which gave the contractors for the 
public printing indemnity against actual. loss and a 
profit of ten percent. itis for the Senate to de- 
cide whether they will insist or recede from.the 
amendment. For one, I shall vote, against rece- 
ding. ; RE T 

Mr. HAMLIN: This matter has now resolved 
itself into the simple question of receding or insist- 
ing on this amendment in relation to the publie 
printing. Non-concurrence with the Houseat this 
time kills the bill. I shall, therefore, vote to re- 
| cede. 

Mr. DICKINSON. The committee of confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate made a very reason- 
able proposition. They proposed ,to indemnify 
these contractors against actual loss, give them no 
profits, and take the manuscripts out of their 
hands, so that the printing might be provided for, 
I think that was a very fair proposition. The 
House disagreed to it. And I am not atall in- 
clined to humor the capriciousness of even sore- 
spectable a body as the House of Representatives. 
If the Senate choose to recede, let them do so; E 
will not give my vote to recede, because | do not 
believe the House will lose the bill upon such a 
point. How is the public printing to be executed? 
The contractors have notified a responsible com- 
mittee, I believe, that they cannot go on and ex- 
cute the work. T 

I do not mean to revive any party recollections 
or any controversies about the Pandora’s box of 
he public printing; but 1 hold it would bea burn- 
ng shame to`turn away to poverty and want and 
ruin that gray-haired old man, (Mr. Ritchie,) who 
has acted as an officer of this body, who has been 
its printer, who has been admitted on this floor, 
¿and has had an active sympathy not only with 
| members of Congress, but with the people at large. 
This is not a private claim. It is a matter of great 
public concernment—one that is intimately asse- 
ciated with all our official relations. aS 

Mr. BADGER. I hope I may be indulged as 
|: one of the committee in saying that: have been 
i and am exceedingly sorry that the. House of Rep- 
| resentatives did not see fit to agree to the original 
i} proposition of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
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Sovtsz,] orto that proposition as it was subsequently 
proposed to be modified. 1 deeply regret it. {Í 
think it was unfortunate. I did not think it was 
liberal. - But upon that subject the House must, of 
course, form its own judgment upon its own Fe- 
sponsibility. I agree with the Senator.from New 
. York that it will be inconvenient, thatit will pro- 
duce much mischief, at the commencement of the 
next session of Congress, to have no provision for 
executing the public printing. But upon all these 
things it is for the House to decide. They have 
manifested an inflexible disposition to refuse all 
concession, all compromise, all adjustment ‘in re- 
spect to the matter of printing. Unders such cir- 
cumstances, I do not feel myself justified in risk- 
ing this bill by insisting upon this amendment. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I do; and I mean 
to say this: that if the Senate of the United States 
sanction the violation of principle involved in this 
matter, more disgrace will result to the public, in 
my opinion, than has resulted within the last 
twenty years of our history. This matter is un- 
derstood. All the facts connected with this ques- 
tion are understood. The vilest and most unprin- 
cipled men of the Republic have pursued one of 
the most virtuous men who ever has been known 
to exist here, with a malignity unprincipled, un- 
pardonable, fiendish. And shall we submit to it, 
sir? Shall we exhibit the example hereafter to 
discourage public virtue, and to encourage the 
meanest principles of our nature? The honorable 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BADGER] says 
that the House of Representatives is “inflexible.” 
I hope that we shail be inflexible in support of 
principle, and inflexible in opposition to wrong— 
inflexible in support of justice, and inflexible in 
opposition to the most unprincipled persecution 
that has ever been attempted upon any man in this 
country who had dared to maintain the principles 
necessary to the continuance of our public honor 
and the freedom of his country. 

Mr. HALE. In all the discussions which have 
taken place on this matter, 1 can appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that I have manifested no | 
opposition to Mr. Ritchie; but I have expressed 
myself from the beginning willing to give him am- 
ple justice. The Senator from Mississippi knows 
that L have refrained from pressing a resolution of 
inquiry which I introduced, as to the printing of 
some decisions of the Supreme Court, at his per- 
sonal request. I expressed myself always willing | 
togive Mr. Ritchie enough to make him whole, 
but not to give him. any profits. 
said so, and say so now. 


should not be ingrafted on public bills to carry out | 
the principle now. 


because they did not think it right to saddle such 
a claim upon an appropriation bill, reconcile it to 
their consciences to vote now to saddle on a public 
bill, an appropriation bill, the claim of a veteran 


his official services; and I shall vote in accordance 
| with these principles. | 
Mr. SOULE. Ona former occasion I laid be- | 
fore the Senate the considerations which induced | 


I have always |; 
But I appeal to gentle- |: 
men who have been so anxious that private claims |! 


How can those Senators who i 
voted against a war-worn veteran of the last war, | 


|; House have “adhered,” if the Senate refuses to 


printer? I hope we shall recede from our amend- 


ment. s 
the next session of Congress. 


Mr. DICKINSON. 


claim, however meritorious, I would not have as- |! 


sisted at any time in putting it upon this bill. 
I regard this as a question involving important | 
public interests. I did not vote, howevec, upon | 
the question to which the Senator refers, as I was | 
with the committee of conference. | 


Mr. FOOTE. Itis painful to me, at this period | 


of the night, and at so late a period of the session, | 


decidedly as I do with the Senator | stands in a more difficult position to be reached 


‘| than is apprehended. The House, as { understand 


i i i ions |! their disagreement. 
lam much in the habit of agreeing upon questions ; adhered to th g 


kindlier feelings of our nature. |: then made to reconsider that vote, which motion | 
r ‘i was laid on the table. 


forzotten the history of the |, control of the House, except by a two-thirds | 
z ! 


to disagree so e 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,}] with whom 


involving only the 
Yet I noat say that the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire seems to have forgotte ? 

country, and our own legislative proceedings, when | 
he undertakes to declare that he has exhibited | 
all the kindness, liberality, and justice which he; 


sJares, upon the present oceasion, that he has i 
E f, It is true that the |; t } oru 
| Republic are now under the influence of a spirit t 


‘| most malign to our institutions, and are urging | 


exhibited towards Mr. Ritchie. e : 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire, some | 
two or three months ago, did havea fit of generos- 
ity; it is true that he did exhibit some appearance | 


llect—for it has been within a very few 
Jaye he has acted the part that I have described. | 


À an abis aie 
He has manifested, in my opinion—and as I think ʻi if we insist, an 


We can certainly do Mr. Ritchie justice at į 


i 
ji 
7 can assure the Senator li 
from New Hampshire that if this was a private | 
| 
| 


‘ask a further committee of conference. 


of kindness towards the venerable man; but it is || we shall never fail to regret. 


equally true that since that period, as he is bound | 


he. will- himself acknowledge in his calmer mo- 
ments—the utmost opposition, the utmost hostil- 
ity, to the rendition by the people of the United 
States.of the most simple and obvious justice to 
this veteran printer. He has made remarks worth 
denouncing, if 1 chose to use the language of de- 
nunciation; because it presents a case where a vet- 
eran printer is subjected to discredit and suffering, 
which must awaken the sympathy and indigna- 
tion of all who belong to the same generation with 
ourselves, and who have any regard for the pres- 
ervation of justice in the civilized world. Sir, this | 
man has simply done his duty. He has simply 
been a just man, an. honest man, a patriot, a main- 
tainer of principle under peculiar circumstances— 
under circumstances of temptation—under circum- 
stances of trial, of difficulty, and of great peril. 
Yet he is pursued and persecuted by a spirit of 
fiendish malignity, mostremarkable in our history, 
and very contemptible in my estimation. He is 
pursued by the meanest men in all the country. 1 


wish 1 could mention the names of members of | 


both Houses who have pursued this policy; butt 
am not authorized to do that. But they are the 
meanest, most profligate, most capable of perpe- 
trating the meanest offences that can be committed 
by men belonging to our Republic. At last the 
question has been reached, whether we shail sac- 
rifice him and our own honor, or whether we shall 
maintain both by avenging his wrongs. Under | 
these circumstances, Í can have no hesitation atall | 
about my vote. Other gentlemen may do as they 
please; but 1 assure you, sir, that if it were the 
last vote I had to give, and if the fate of the Re- 
public were dependent upon my vote, I would vote 
for sustaining Thomas Ritchie, and the mainte- 
nance of the great principles that our forefathers 
have established, and which he has maintained, in 
preference to giving support to the Government— 
in preference to paying the officers of the Govern- | 
ment what they are entitled to at our hands. | 
shouid prefer that every officer of the Government | 
should wait until the first Monday in December , 
next, when he will receive the full recompense of 


me to present the amendment which is the subject 
of the present debate. € 
ately considered the measure itself, and the motives 


which induced me to present it, and I could dis- |; 


cover nothing that could alter the opiuion which I 
then formed and expressed. Such being the case, 
l feel it my duty to adhere to the amendment 
which has been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe Senate should refuse to 
recede from its amendment, in what condition wili 
the bill then be? 

The PRESIDENT. It must then go back to the 
House. 

Mr. MASON. It has been said that, as the 
recede the bill will be lost. 

The PRESIDENT. 


Since then | have deliber- | 


That will depend entirely || 


upon the action of the House. Their having ad- 


hered does not prevent them retracing their steps. | 


Mr. DICKINSON. If we should refuse to re 
cede, the bill will go back to the House, and they 
can either recede yet, or they can stili adhere and | 

Sending | 
the bill back to the House jeopards it, undoubtedly, | 
but it does not lose it entirely. i 

Mr. BADGER. I understand from a member 

of the House of Representauves that the case 


A motion was. 
So that it is beyond the | 


vote. : 

Mr. FOOTE. Thatis my reason for entering | 
upon the course I first urged. The Senate of the 
United States may disgrace itself if it chooses; bu 
I undertake to assert that the basest men of th 


upon us to pursue a course which, if we consent to, | 

Mr. DICKINSON, (interposing.) 
friend from Mississippi will allow me one word. | 
We shall want all the time between the two Houses | 


I hope my i 


à I hope we shall, in order to get ii 


the bill through. I -hope:he will allow-ts ‘to, vote, 
and send the bill back. c 2) OSH 5 
Mr. FOOTE. 1 imend to do it after a while. 
My honorable friend speaks occasionally, and for 
the last few days he has spoken frequently, in spite 
of all my remonStrances: He will allow me; there- 
fore, to admonish him, ard to’ act-upon my own 
principles. I do not feel authorized to let-the pres- 
ent opportunity pass by without. denouncing, 
with all my heart, the unsparing and unpardona- 


; ble malignity that marks the history of this. Re- 


public. f undertake to assert that these men are 
pursuing now the purést—in my judgment the 
most fearless, the most patriotic, the most noble, 
the most Union-loving, the most self-sacrificing 
republican editor that this country has ever pro- 
duced; the friend of Jefferson, of Madison, of 
Monroe, and of all the great men of the olden | 
times; while those who are pursuing him are the 

most contemptible that have ever appeared in this 


| or any other nation since civilization was known . 


among men. Let others do as they please; for 
myself, I am resolved to take a stand against them. 
But I will not relinquish one atom of principle, 
lest an example be furnished that may hereafter 
prove deleterious to the great cause of popular 
liberty. I wish to save this man—to save his char- 
acter. I wish to save the principles that he has 
maintained all his life, and save them immortally, 
that other generations may understand that the 
people who now live in this nation regard public 
liberty, love virtue, hate wrong, despise vice, and 
resolve to put down, so far as they can do so by 
popular example, those principles that war with 
the institutions of freedom. These are my views, 
and therefore I shall vote in opposition to the 
views of gentlemen who have spoken in favor of 
receding. If it was the last vote I had to give in 
the world, I would give it to show my respect, my 
admiration, my veneration for the editor of the 
Union, and my contempt and hatred for his ene- 
mies and my anxiety to learn who they are, and 
what they are—creeping, mysterious as they are, 
Some of them, [ know, say, ‘Oh, we are very 
friendly to Mr. Ritchie; we like the old man very 


|| well, indeed; we like his paper exceedingly; but a 


variety of littie circumstances induce us at the pres- 
ent time to oppose every principle of friendship 
and justice towards him, which we would like to 
exercise.” But they hate him with a deadly 
hate, and hate him because he loves his country. 
They deserve in their vengeful hostility, to be recog+ 


|| nized, and not as the Lucius Catalines of the pres- 


ent century, but as worse than Lucius Cataline, 
worse than Benedict Arnoid—to use the figure 


| employed a few days since so effectively by the 


Senator from ‘Fexas. They are men who desire 
the disruption {of our present social and political 
ties—men who desire the disruption of our present 
glorious Union—men who desire that our present 
public quiet may be disturbed. These are the men 
who have pursued this individual 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will be under 
the necessity of interrupting the Senator. 

Mr. FOOTE. I suppose the Chair is under 
that necessity, but I am under the necessity of 
proceeding. : 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to re- 
cede from acertain amendment to the bill, and 
that amendment is the subject under considera- 
uon. 

Mr. FOOTE. So I understand: the Chair and 
myself agree perfectly about this matter. Having 
given my views to the Chair, the Senate, and the 
country, if the Senate chooses now, under the 
present circumstances, to sacrifice this gallant man 
merely for the sake of observing and paying re- 
spect to precedent, all I have to say is, that I shall 
lament it most deeply, and shall condemn: the 
Senate most decidedly. $ shall by no means re- 
joice in the triumph achieved by the House over 
‘the Senate and over principle. 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the yeas and nays 
on receding from the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 15; as 
follow: : E 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Barnwell, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Chase, Ciarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Daw. 
son, Dayton, Ewing, Felch, Frémont, Greene, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, 
Underwood, Wales, Walker, and Winthrop—27, 

NAYS—Messts. Atchison, Bright, Dickinson, Dodge of 
Iowa, Downs, Foote, Gwin, Jones, King, Mason, Norris 
Rusk, Shields, Soulé, and Whitcomb—1s, 
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Mr. DAWSON. 1 will look at the minutes, 


So the Senate receded from its amendment. i 
” Mr. PRATT moved to adjourn to meet at nine | . ] 
o’clock, a. m., on Monday; but, upon the state- | American Senate, and the fact will go to the 
ment that the bill would fail if a quorum should | American people, that an amendment made by the 
fail to be present in both Houses on Monday, he | Senate, and concurred in by the House, to. prevent 
withdrew it. | frauds upon the owners. of this property, by pre- 
| venting it from being sold until the issue of the 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate then, at |i Patent, and the word ‘ patent” being left out by : 


four o'clock, a. m., proceeded to the consideration | è mistake of the engrossing clerk, and being left 

of executive business; and after some time spent || Ut defeating the intention of the whole act—when 

therein, the doors weve reopened. 
On motion, it was 


member upon a point of order. These facts shall 


Monday next, at nine o’clock. A 
go to the American people. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, September 30, 1850. 


` Pursuant to motion, the Senate met this morning 
at nine o’clock. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, the reading of 
the Journal was dispensed with. . 
BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
Mr. WALKER. Inconsequence of an unfor- 


l; 


:, need not get into a rage—— 


` man into a rage. [Langhter.] 
| Mr. DAWSON. 

li 
if 


.. body; and the error was in the engrossing clerk 
. That being the case, I withdraw the opposition. 


tunate error in engrossing and enrolling what is į But if it had been merely that these words were | 


called the bounty land bill, it becomes necessary | omitted by the amendment when intended to be 
this morning to pass an explanatory act. Ithere- ; retained in the bill, I say to the Senator from Mis- 


Mr. BENTON. It is now made known to the | 


i; this is found out and made known, and when the | 
i bill is upon its third reading, which is to prevent j 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn, it be to mect on | that fraud, it is. stopped by the vote of one single © 


Mr. DAWSON, (interposing.) The Senator | 
Mr. BENTON. Why, it- is enough to put a; 
I was about to say that I, 
find from the minutes of the Secretary that the | 


i amendment was properly presented; that it was ; 
"Incorporated upon the bill, and voted upon by the ; 


fore ask unanimous consent to introduce an act ‘| 
supplementary to an actentitled ‘An act granting 
bounty lands to certain-officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States.” 

Unanimous consent to introduce the bill was 
granted, and it was read a first and second time, : 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


Mr. WALKER. The bill as it finally passed | 
‘it was no error either of the Senator or of the | 


was intended to provide that no warrant should be 
assignable prior to the issue of the patent. In en- 
grossing and enrolling the bill, the words “ of the 
patent,” were left out; so that these warrants will 
be assignable. This supplementary bill is only to 
correct thaterror. It provides that the act shall be | 
construed as if the words “of the patent” were in- 
serted after the word “ issue.” That is all. There | 
wil] be no sense in the section if this amendment i 
is not made. 
Mr. HALE. 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin is to prevent 
the assignability of the*warrant. i 
Mr. WALKER, It was an error in the en- i 
grossment, which cannot now be remedied. The | 
only way to correct,that error is to pass this bill. 
The departments, the President, and everybody | 


else connected with the matter would be in an em- ; 


barrassed situation if the bill should be left ag it i 


now is. 
Mr. JONES. A word only. As it stands, the 
warrants are assignable. There is no restriction ; 
whatever. As reported by the committee and as | 
passed, they were not assignable. Iam clearly : 
In favor of the bill. 
Mr. DAWSON. The error is clearly a fortu- : 
nate one. The bill, as it formerly stood, com- 
pelled the soldier to hold his warrant until he 
should obtain his patent. 
dispose of the warrant as he pleases. 
wish to take from him that right. 


I do not 


the bill as it passed both Houses contained that | 
provision; but in the engrossment. of the biil those : 
words were left out by mistake. The object of | 
this supplementary act is merely to place this bill 


ag it passed both Houses. 


No amendment being offered, the bill was re- ` 


ported to the Senate, and was ordered to be en- 
grassed for.a third reading. 


Mr. WALKER asked thatit be reat a third | 


time by unanimous consent, and passed. - : 


. DAWSON objected. i et Oe : 
ae RON objected | Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 


Mr. WALKER. ‘That is the end of it then. : 


But I never before have been so much astonished 


n tion. 
the mistake of the Senator, but when the bill was | 
wrongly engrossed, and consequently not the bill ; 


It I understand it, this amend- ʻi 


souri that I should have insisted u 


| Which passed the body. 

| Mr. BENTON. That was just what put mein 
| what the Senator was pleased ‘to term 
i [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT repeated the statement that 


i Secretary 


of the Senate, but solely of the engross- 
ing clerk. : 


Mr. EWING. Such mistakes will occur when | 


| they are ke 
| night, ; 
| The objection having been withdrawn, the bill 


| was read a third time and passed. 


| Mr. WALKER moved that the 16th and 17th | 
| joint rules be suspended for the purpose of trans- | 


mitting that bill to the House of Representatives, 
Oar RORA 
| the Indian appropriation bill. 
; Whereupon, it was 

Resolved, That the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules 
of the two Houses be suspended, so far as relates to the bill 
| (8. No. 361) explanatory of an act entitled ‘An act granting 
| bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
| engaged in the military service of the United States,’ and 


; and contingent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
i fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
| for the year ending the 30th June, 1851. 


| Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the same. 


| PROFESSOR ESPY’S REPORT. 


printed. They are to be printed on octavo pages. 
‘This will be destructive, in a great degree, of the 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that “chart which accompanies the report. I propose 


: to have this corrected. I therefore offer the fol- 


| lowing resolution: 


: Secretary of the Navy, communicating the report of Pro- 


i: fessor Espy on the subject of meteorology, which have been 
_, ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate, be printed 


on folio foolseap of such size as to correspond with the size 
: of the chart which accompanies said report; and that the 
| Secretary be authorized to carry this resolution into effect, 
' and to cause the same to be properly bound. 


| ‘The resolution was agreed to. 
i REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


‘tee on Military Affairs, asked to be discharged 


pon the objec- ‘i 


But I find that I objected when it was not || 


“a rage.” |! 


pt writing until after midnight every H 


Mr. RUSK moved to amend so as to include || 


the bill (H. R. 331) making appropriations for the current | 


Mr. BERRIEN. Bya resolution of the Senate | 
: passed some time ago, additional copies of the re- : 
i port of the Secretary of the Navy, communicating | 


Now he has a right to | the report of Professor Espy, were ordered to be ` 


i 
i 
I 


Resolved, That the additional copies of the report of the | 


in my life as to find that objection is made here by from the farther consideration of all memorials |) 
the Senator from Georgia to a bill which is merely ` and from other business not acted on by said com- i 


to correct an error of the clerk in the engrossing i: mittee. ; 

of. the bill. I make a personal appeal to my friend ; And from the same committee, to whom had 

to withdraw his objection, and to permit this bill, | been referred the resolution of the Senate on the 

which is merely explanatory, to pass. : subject of conferring the brevet rank of lieutenant 
The PRESIDENT. In justice to the Secretary A FOR A 

I will call the attention of the Senate to the min- 4 the following resolution, which was agreed to: 

utes, which show that the amendment was made ` Resolved, That tie President g ite ate Saa te and 

to the bill upon the motion of the Senator from iis requested to refer toan army ard OF ohicers, to be desig- 
` . . $ $ fi NA = ap 

Wisconsin, in the exact words now stated by the | "ated by him, the following questions, viz 


= $ t js it expedient or necessary. to provide for additional 
Senator from Wisconsin. il grades of commissioned officers in the army of the United 


_ general on Major General Winfield Scott, reported | 


| States? and if so, what grades, in addition to the present 


; Organization, should be created ? 


1 “© What provisions are necessary to authorize officers of 
ii Ne army to exercise ‘civil functions in emergencies to be 
it enumerated ? and what restraints are. expedieut Lo prevent 
|, Such officers from. usurping the powers of civil function- 
|i aries?” j i aa 
_ PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 0 00 3t 
: On motion by Mr, RUSK, EER “oh 
“ Ordered, That the heirs of Raphael Garcia, deceased, 
have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
: papers relating to said claim,*? : som į 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, i 
.“ Ordered, That Henry A. Nunes have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers from the files of the Serate,” 
NEW ORLEANS CUSTOM-HOUSE. 
| Me: SOULE submitted the following resolution; 
|, which was considered, and agreed to: 
“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
Senate of the condition of the cus- 
tom-house now in progress of construction at New Orleans, 
and of the causes that brougkt about the removal of the 
architect orginally intrasted with the superintendence of 
said building.” : 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, the Senate pro- 
i ceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
|, and remained therein until two minutes to twelve 


i 
t 


l o’clock. 

The Senate appointed a committee to wait upon 
the President of the United States, in conjunction 
with a committee of the House of Representatives, 
| to notify him that the two Houses, having finished 


| the legislative business before them, were ready 
i to adjourn if he had no further communication to 
lf make to them. . : 

| Mr. EWING, from that committee, reported 
; that they had performed the duty assigtied them, 
‘and that the President replied that he had no far- 
| ther communication to make. 

On motion, it was ordered that a message be 
ent to the House of Representatives, to inform 
the House that the Senate, having finished the 
about to adjourn. i 


|| business before them, are 
On motion, it was 

|  “ Resolved, unanimously, That the thanks of the Senate 
| are due, and are hereby tendered, to the honorable WILLLAM 
R. Kina, for the ability, dignity, and impartiality with which ` 
ne has performed the duties of President of the Senate pro 
em. 


| Mr. KING, President pro tem., then rose, and 


addressed the Senate as follows: ` 
Senators: Our protracted session is about to 
i close. The causes which have led to its unusual 
| extension were of a character well calculated to 
| produce an excited state of feeling, and -occasion- 
i ally to lead to altercations ‘of a very unpleasant 
i character. Whether the action of Congress will 
allay that excitement, restore harmony, and bring 
| about a better state of fepling in the country, re- 
| mains to be seen. As an American citizen, devo- 
| tedly attached to the institutions of my country, I 
_ Sincerely hope it may; and I trust that the dangers 
with which we have been threatened will serve as 
a warning to all future Congresses to deal justly 
by every section, and to respect the constitutional 
; tights of all, if they would insure the permanency 
of our Union. In discharging the duties imposed 
:; Upon me as your presiding officer, I may, in the 
il opinion of some, have been too strict in the en- 
i| forcement of the rules adopted for the government © 
| Of this body. Should this be the case, I can only 
| Say that it gives meno pleasure to exercise author- 
ity, and I have only been led to do so when the 
| occasion called for it by an imperious sense of 
ii duty to the Senate, over which your kindness. has 
called me to preside. In taking leave of you, Sen- 
ators, I can but express my grateful sense of the 
| Kindness and courtesy with which 1 have uni- 
ii formly been treated. Ý wish you all a safe return 
< to your respective homes. 
(| He then proclaimed that the Senate was ad- 
| Journed sine die. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpax, September 30, 1850. 

= The House met at eleven o’clock. 

| The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Sat- 

| urday. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on En- 

rolled Bills, reported correct the bill making ap- 

propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 


of the Government for the current fiscal year. 
the Speaker. 


ji 
i 
| 
ji 
i 
j 

i 


i 


l The bill was signed by 


1850. © 


a INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the same committee, 
reported correct the Indian appropriation bill, =. 

The bill was signed by the Speaker. == 
_ Amessage was received from the Senate, inform- 
ing the House of the suspension of the 16th and 
7th joint rules to enable the appropriation bills to 
be presented to the President for his signature. 

’ The SPEAKER then directed the Clerk to pro- 
ceed with the reading of the Journal. 

Oa motion by Mr. HOLMES, the reading was 
dispensed with. — : 

Mr. JONES moved that the following joint rule 
of the two Houses be suspended: 

“No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House of 
Representatives aid the Senate shall be presented to the 
President of the United States, for his approval, on the last 
day of the session.” = 

The SPEAKER stated that a message had just 
been received from the Senate, stating that that 
body had suspended the rule. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the House con- 
curred. 

. ANNALS OF COYGRESS. 

Mr. HOLMES (objection having been made) 
moved a suspension of the rules, for the purpose 
of taking up the bill from the Senate providing for 
the distribution of the Annals of Congress. 

The question having been taken, the House 
(two thirds not voting in the affirmative) refused 
to suspend the rules 

[A message was received from the Senate, announ- 
cing the fact that that body had passed a bill,No. 361, 
entitled “An act explanatory of an act granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States. ”’] : 

Mr. MARSHALL (objection having been 
made) moved a suspension of the rules, for the 
purpose of enabling him to move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the consideration 
of the bill of the Senate entitled “An act for the 
relief of Charlotte Lynch.” 

The bill was read for information. 

Mr. MARSHALL made an appeal to the 


House to pass the bill, and briefly stated some of | 


the facts relative to the revolutionary services of 
the father—Captain Grey—which are more fully 
set forth in the report of the committee of the Sen- 
ate published in a subsequent part ®f the proceed- 
ings. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and the vote stood—ayes 90, noes 
not heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, called for the 
yeas and nays; which were refused. 

Tellers on the motion to suspend the rules were 
ordered, and Messrs. Preston Kine and OGLE 
were appointed. 

And the question being again taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 92, noes 25. i 

So the rules were suspended, and the question 
being on discharging the Committee of the Whole 
from the consideration of the bill, it was taken, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the consideration of the bill. ; 

And the question being on its third reading, 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded the previous ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, inquired of the 
Speaker, whether a motion to reconsider the vote 
discharging the committee was in order? 

The SPEAKER. Kis. 

Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. CASEY inquired 
if the gentleman voted in the affirmative ? 

The SPEAKER said there was no division. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he believed the motion 
was debatable. : 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
when, (the motion having been declared to be de- 
batable)— . 

& Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, obtained the 
floor, and said: By way of introduction to the lit- 
tle I am going to say against the passage of this 
claim, I desire the Clerk to read the report made 
by the committee of the Senate in this case. That 
report, made by gentlemen who have investigated 
this matter, shows most conclusively to my mind 
that this sum of money ought not to be paid; and 
as a prelude to my remarks, which will, perhaps, 
occupy my usual hour, [a laugh,] or until Con- 
gress adjourns, | nowsend up the report, to be 


read. 


: Mr. TUCK. I-rise to a point of order. -If it 
| is mot now too late; i propose to. take an appeal 
from the ruling of the Chair, that the motion to 
reconsider,is in order after the call of the previous 


question. : : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it too late. 
The motion to reconsider has been entertained. 
It was now twenty-five minutes past eleven. 
The Clerk read the report : 
In Senate or THE UNITED STATES, Aug. 22, 1850. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Charlotte Lynch, ask leave to report: 


That the petitioner is the only surviving child of Ebenezer 
Gray, who entered the army of the Revolution as a captain 
in the sixth regiment of the Connecticut Jine on the conti- 
nenta! establishment, and received his first commission as 
such on the lst day of January, 1776; that he rose to the 
command of a battalion in 1777, and in 1778 was commis- 
sioned as lieutenant colonel, and continued to serve faith- 
fully in that rank to the close of the war. 


for some years ;. that he retired from the army at the close 
of the war, with a constitution broken by disease contracted 
in the service, and was never after able to engage in the 
practice of his profession, or otherwise to secure by his per- 
sonal exertions a competence for his family—and died ina 


thus contracted. 

That the only compensation which he or any member of 
his family ever received for services thus long and faithfully 
rendered, was his monthly pay while in service, in the de- 
preciated currericy, which was all the Government could 
then command, uud the five years’ commutation allowed in 


by the resolution of 1780, which speedily depreciated to a 
| few cents in the dollar; leaving them less than one year’s 


gress to give. 

That these commutation certificates were funded by Con- 
gress in 1791, but with a reduction which was equal to one 
hi rd of their. amount, by deferring the interest for ten years 
cent@@nterest on that which had accrued since 1783. 
the officers of the army, whose necessities had for the most 
part compelled them to transfer their certificates, at a ruin- 
į ous depreciation, before the funding act of 1791, 

On this state of facts, the committee are of opinion— 

Ast. That Lieutenant Colonel Gray was entitled to half 
pay for life under the resolution of Congress of 1780. 

2d. That the five years’ full pay which was provided for 


of 1783, even if they had been of par value, was not a fair 
equivalent for the ualf pay for life stipulated by the resolu- 
tion of 1780; and was still less sô, considering their actual 
and immediate depreciation below their nominal’ value. 
This has been acknowledged by Congress in the act of 1828, 
providing for the surviving officers of the Revolution an in- 
demnity for the Joss sustained by them in consequence of 
the commutation forced upon them in 1783. 

But the committee are of opinion, 

3d. That the right to a fair equivalent for the loss sus- 
tained by these officers, by the substitution of the commu- 


which descended to their legal representatives, and that 
consequently, apart frora all other considerations, the, legal 
representative o; Lieutenant Colonel Ebenezer Gray is en- 


that to which he was entitied under the resolution of 1780, 
which they think will be made by the ‘allowance of five 


half to that effect. à 
[GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, informing the House that he 
had this day approved and signed the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 


1851.] ; 
Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming.) 

| shows most conclusively —— 
Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to a point of order. 

I object to the gentleman’s debating the merits of 


This report 


propriety of discharging the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee must confine himself to the question, ù. e., 
to the propriety of discharging the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of the bill. $ 

Mr. JOHNSON. I intend to so confine myself 
and to show- 

Half-past eleven. 

Mr. STANLY. I beg to interrupt the gentle- 
man for a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
if itis his intention to consume the time of the 
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Mr. JOHNSON. I will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, first, that I believe the bill 


That at the time of entering the army the said Ebenezer 
Gray was engaged in the practice of the law, as he had been j 


few years alter, having all along lingered under the disease : 


1783, in lieu of the half pay for life which was stipulated i 


full pay instead of five, which it was the intention of Con- | 


on ope third of the principal, and allowing only three per | 


. ‘hat even this allowance did not inure to the benefit of | 


by the commutation certificates issued under the resolution | 


tation certificates for the half pay for Jife, was a vested right, | 


ütled to a just and equitable allowance as an equivalent for | 


years’ full pay, and they accordingly report a bill in her be- | 


of the Government for the year ending 30th June, | 


the bill. I insist that he must confine himself to the | 


House until the time of adjournment? If that bethe | 
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| his remarks to the 


to be wrong; second, 1 believe-the bill ought not 
to be acted upon-at this late period of the session; 
and third, if it cannot now be defeated in any other 
way, E will frankly state to the gentleman, that I 
intend to defeat.it in this way. 3 oe 
Mr. STANLY. I suggest, then, to my: friend 
from Kentucky, to give up the bill. ae! 
[INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, informing the House of Repre- 
sentatives that he had this day approved and signed 
the bill “‘making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes, for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1851.77] 

Mr. (JOHNSON. I want to say a word with 
reference to the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine 

ropriety of discharging the 
Committee of the Whole. y ene 

Mr. JOHNSON. That I intend to do, and to 
show that this bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. WELLBORN said a word to Mr. Jounson, 
which in the confusion of the Hall was entirely 
lost to the Reporter, ee wee gee, 

Mr. JOHNSON. In reply to my friend from 
Georgia, 1 have this to say: there ig no man here 
whom 1 would take greater pleasure in accommo- 
dating than my friend from Georgia, But my 
conviction that this bill ought not to pass is so 
strong, that I shall make use of every legitimate 
and constitutional means in my power to defeat it. 
I believe it to be wrong. 

Twenty-five minutes to twelve. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Timeis waning fast. As 
the gentleman from Tennessee persists in talking, 
to destroy the bill, if he will withdraw his motion 
to reconsider, and allow the bill to lié on the 
Speaker’s table, [ will not press its consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am willing to give way. 
Let the motion to reconsider be put, and let the 
bill lie over in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES. Let the motion to reconsider lie 
over. 

_Mr. JOHNSON. Let 

tinctly understood; let us 
about it. I am. willing to give way, and let the 
bill lie over, if it be done by gentlemen in good 
faith. I do not wish to defeat any other business, 

Mr. JONES addressed the Speaker. - 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Jounson.) Does the 
gentleman from Tennessee yield the floor to hig 
colleague ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Fora suggestion, 

Mr. JONES.. If my colleague will yield, I will 
move to postpone the motion to reconsider until 
the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. I move, then, that the motion to 
reconsider be postponed until the second Tuesday 
in December next. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 


JOHN LE ROY. 
Mr. KAUFMAN. I hold in my hand a bill 


‘ 


us have the thing dis- 
have no hocus pocus 


|! which has passed the Senate for the relief of 


John Le Roy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend 
until order is restored. Gentlemen in the area 
and aisles are requested to resume their seats, 
and preserve order. The Chair must request 
gentlemen by name to take their seats if they 
will not do it otherwise. 

Mr. KAUFMAN, I hold in my hand a bill 
passed unanimously by the Senaie, for the relief 
of John Le Roy, a man known, perhaps, to most 
of the members of the House, who lost an arm in 
the Mexican service, and who is here starving, 
penniless, without any means of paying bis board, 
or getting away. The report is very short; I wish 
lt read. 
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Mr. JONES. I do not object to that bill; but I 
wil] state to the gentleman that there is upon the 
Speaker’s table a very short bill from the Senate— 
a general bill—providing for everybody who lost 
anarm or both arms, a leg or both legs, or both 
eyes, in the service. I hope the gentleman will 
give way, and allow-this general bill to pass. [t 


: is, in my opinion, comprehensive, just, and proper. 


Mr. KAUFMAN. In the passage of the a 
eral bill, the details might create diffculty; ane aes 
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can-pass the general bill next session. But in ref- 
erence to.this case which I have brought up, every- 
body can see its propriety and justice. 

Cries of “Take up the general bill.” 

Mr. KAUFMAN. I withdraw, then, the bill 
for the relief of John Le Roy; and I move that 
the general bill in reference to this subject be taken 


up. 
"The SPEAKER. To what bill does the gen- 
tleman refer? 
Mr. JONES. Senate bill No. 137. 
` Objection was made to taking up the bill. 
Mr. JONES moved to suspend the rules, to en- 


able him to move to take up the Senate bill re- || 


ferred to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend. - 

Mr. BISSELL. I ask for the reading of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order, and 
again requested gentlemen in all parts of the Hall 
to resume their seats. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the motion. 

JUHN LE ROY. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Inow move a suspension 
of the rules to enable me to move that the bill for 
the relief of John Le Roy be taken up and acted 
upon. I do believe that there is a gentleman in 
the House who would object, if he understood the 
nature of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of 
the gentleman from Texas, whether the bill is be- 
fore the House, or before the Committee of the 
Whole House ?. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. 
of the Whole House. 


It is before the Committee 


* The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas || 


moves that the rules be suspended in order to ena- 
ble him to submit a motion to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of John Le Roy. 
Mr. ROOT called for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read. 
The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended?” 
was taken, and decided in the negative. 
` Bothe bill was not taken up. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 
sundry papers which have been referred to the 
* Committee on Foreign Affairs; some of them re- 


lating to subjects on which the committee have re- |! 


ported, others relating to subjects on which they 
are prepared to report. [am instructed by the 


committee to move to lay them on the table, that ! 


they may be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs the next session. 

The SPEAKER. ‘TheChair would state to the 
gentleman from Illinois that the Elouse have 
adopted a resolution providing for the disposition 
of all papers, &c , in the hands of the committees— 


that they be laid on the table, and at the com- |i 


mencement of the next session be referred back by 
virtue of that resolution. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
table under that order. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, addressed 
the Chair, and was recognized. 

Great confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will suspend until order ts restored. Gen- 
tlemen are requested to suspend conversation and 
preserve order. 

Mr. ROOT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has been recognized. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to know whether 
the order which has just been referred to, discharges 


I will Jay them on the 


the committees from the conside-ation of papers? | 
If it does not, I wish to move that the Committe | 


on the Judiciary be discharged from the further 
consideration of sundry papers now in my posses- 


sion. 
The SPEAKER stated the provisions of the | 


resolution, and. propounded the question on dis- 


charging the committee, and laying the papers on 


the table. g 
The motion was agreed to. 
Seventeen minutes to twelve. 
POSTAGE. 


Mr. POTTER. Iask the unanimous consent 


l have in my hands |! 


i 
i 
ł 


i 
l: 
i 
t 


| hardship upon many brave old soldiers. 


! has just been read. 


to move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the farther consid- 
eration of the bill No. 851, to reduce and modify the 
rates,of postage. - 

jee of “Oh, no! It’s too late for that.?”] 

f objection (continued Mr. P.) is made, I shall 
move to suspend the rules, 

The title of the bill was read: “A bill to reduce 
and modify the rates of postage in the United 
States.” 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ??” 
was taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the bill was not taken up. 

‘Mr. POTTER. I think the country demands 


| Some action upon the subject of postage. I know 


that no remarks are in order, but I wish to say 
what are my opinions on this question. : 
(Cries of “Order! bee aoa 
‘The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Porter.) Remarks 
are out of order. 
Mr. POTTER. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. POTTER. 


I know they are. 
Remarks are objected to. 
I move that this bill, the title 


| of which has just been read, be made the special 


order for the third Tuesday in December next, 
and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. JONKS, (in his seat.) INo,no; we do not 
want any special orders, 

The question, ‘ Shall the rules be suspended?” 
was pul and rejected. 

[Fifteen minutes to twelve.} 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that a committee be ap- 
pointed upon the part of the House, to meet such 
committee as may be appointed on the part of the 
Senate, to wait upon the President of the United 
States, and inquire whether he has any further 
communications to make to Congress. 

The motion was put and agreed to. + 

Messrs. Barty, Vinton, and OurLaw, weré 
appointed to constitute the committee. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 
Mr. MILLER. lask the unanimous consent 


pof the House ‘to take up Senate bill No: 361, 


which has come in this morning. 

Messrs. WENT WORTH, COBB, of Alabama, 
and others, objected. 

Mr. ROOT, | wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether a message has been received from the 
Senate with respect to that bill ? 

Mr. JONES. Read the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 


| Stand the inquiry of the gentleman trom Ohio. 


Mr. ROOT. Is the Chair in possession of a 
message from the Senate, in respect to that bill— 
to their action upon it? 

The SPEAKER. To. what bill does the gen- 
teman from Onio allude? 

Mr. ROOT. The bounty land bill. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The bill alluded to by the 
colleague of the gentleman is a bill explanatory 
of an act entitled “ An act granting bounty land 
to certain officers and soldiers who have been en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States.” 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 1 would like to state, 


' for the information of the House, that the bounty 
i land bill as it has passed both Houses, is, so far 


as relates to the selling of land warrants, precisely 


| the bill reported by myself originally from the 


Commitiee on Public Lands. I desired that the 
person to whom the land is granted should be able 
to sell his warrant, and not be obliged to go, or 


| send his agent to the West to locate his land. 


This restriction would operate with very great 
it is the 
object of this explanatory resolution to make thut 
resiriction; therefore, I objected to its considera- 
tion, 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order ex- 


| cept by unanimous consent, 


Objection was made. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. 
know what is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the 
rules to allow the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MiL- 
LER] to move to take up the bill of which the title 


I desire to 


Mr. MASON. Is it in order to ask for the 
reading of that bill? 


The SPEAKER. The bill can be read by 


| unanimous consent. 


Mr. WENTWORTH and others objected to 


| the reading. 


The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended to 
allow the gentleman from Ohio to move to take up 
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was taken, and. decided in the nega- 


the bill??? 
tive. = š ; ; 
Mr. PRESTON KING. -1 believe the object 
of this bill is to correct an error in the engross- 
ment of the other bill, so as to secure the. lands to 
the persons to whom they are granted, and to prë- 
vent their being purchased up by speculators? 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
it is to Correct an error of engrossment. . If the 
House will consent to hear it read they will see. ` 
Mr. McCLERNAND objected tothe reading. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. I ask that the bill be 
read. Its object is to correct an error. f 
The SPEAKER.. The bill is very short.. It 
contains but two or three lines, 
The Clerk commenced to read the bill, 
Mr. WENT WORTH objected to the reading. 
(Ten minutes to twelve. 
_ The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the House. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
_ “ Be it enacted, Yc., That the fourth section of an act en- 
tited ‘An act granting bounty land to certain Officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,? approved September 28, 1850, shall be 
construed the same as ough the words, ‘of the patent,? 
were inserted after the word ‘issue’ where it occurs in the 
fourth line of said fourth section of the enrolled bill 


Mr. PRESTON KING. 1 movea suspension 
or the rules to enable me to move to take up that 

ill. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
nays. 

The SPEAKER counted the ‘House, and said 
there were nineteen gentlemen only rising—which 
he believed not to be a sufficient number. : 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, asked’ the 
yeas and nays on the motion to:suspend. 

Tellers were asked and ordered: on the question, 
“Will the House order the yeas and nays?” and 
Messrs. Wenrwortu and Ocke were appointed. 

The tellers counted. the affirmative, and an- 
nounced—ayes 41. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

(Seven minutes to twelve. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. 
privilege. I ask that the Doorkeeper be required 
to enforce the rule of this House. There are too 
many speculators in-land warrants here interfering 
with the legislation of Congress, who have no right 

to come into the Hall. 

The SPEA BER called the House to order, and 
Stated that the officers of the House had been di- 
rected to enforce the rules. DE E 

On the question, “Shall the rule be suspended, 
to allow the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Preston Kina] to move to take up the bill from 
the Senate, explanatory of an act entitled “An 
act granting bounty land to certain soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States ?°— 

The Clerk (at six minutes to twelve) commenced 
the call of the roll. 

At two minutes to twelve, 

„Mr. BAYLY interposed and said: The commit- 
tee appointed by this House to wait upon the 
President of the United States, and inquire whether 
he has any further communication to make to 
them, beg leave to report, that they have dis- 
charged that duty, and the President has informed 
us that he has no further communication to make 
to the House. 

The Clerk resumed and proceeded with the call 
of the roli. 

The following members had answered to their 


names— 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Booth, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Chester Butler, Joseph P. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandier, Clingman, Dis- 
ney, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Fowler, Gilbert Grin- 
nell, Haymond, Hitliard, Holmes, Hunter, Andrew John- 
son, James L. Johnson, James G. King-—— : 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Anderson, Ashe, Bokee, 
Bowie, George A. Catdwell, Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Col- 
coek, Corwin, Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Eliot, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Halto- 
way, Hammond, Holladay, Howard; Hubbard, Joseph W., 
Jackson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, John A. King——~ 

As the name “-Joun A. Kine ” was called, ; 

The hands of the clock being precisely upon the 
hour of twelve— f 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The hour fixed 
by the joint resolution of the two Houses for the 
adjournment of the present session of Congress 
having arrived—I now declare that ‘this House 


stands adjourned sine die, 


I demand the yeas and 


Í rise to a question o 


1850. 


LIST OF ACTS 
Passed at the First Session of the Thirty-first Congress. 


Public Acts which originated in the Senate, 


An act to enable the State of Arkansas’ and other 
States to réclaim the ‘“ swamp lands” within 
their limits. sag Se ; 

An act granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of llinois, Missis- 
sippi, and Alabama, in-aid of the construction 
of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile. 

An act to amend and supplementary to the act en- 
titled ‘* An act respecting fugitives from justice 
and persons escaping from the service of their 
masters,” approved February 12, 1793. 

An act toreduce the minimum price of the mineral 
lands in the Lake Superior district in Michigan 
and in the Chippewa distcict in Wisconsin, 

An act to authorize notaries public to take and 
certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments 
in certain cases, 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the 
better organization of the District Court of the 
United States within the State of Louisiana,” 
approved the 3d of March, 1849. 

An act providing for the taking of the seventh and 
subsequent censuses of the United States, and to 

~ fix the number of the members of the House of 
Representatives, and to provide for their future 
apportionment among the several States. 

An act to carry into effect the convention between 
the United States and the Emperor of Brazil, of 
the 27th day of January, 1849. . ; 

An act authorizing the negotiation of treaties with 
the Indian tribes in the ‘Territory of Oregon, for 
the extinguishment of their claims to lands lying 

t: west of the Cascade mountains, and for other 
purposes. ; 

An act to increase the rank and file of the army, 
and to encourage enlistments. 

An act to increase the commissariat of the United 
States army. 

An act to reduce and define the boundaries of the 
military reserve at St. Peter’s river, ing the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota, and to secure the rights of 
the actual settlers thereon. 

An act for the admission of the State of California 
into the Union. 

An act to amend an-act entitled “ An act to regu- 
late the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage,” approved March 2d, 1799. 

An act giving the assent of the United States to an 
act of the General Assembly of Maryland, 
passed at the December session, 1844, chapter 
287, 

An act giving the assent of Congress to the leasing 
of a portion of the margin of the Black Warrior 
river for the purposes therein mentioned. 

An act to provide for the printing of the Annual 

~ Report upon Commerce and Navigation. 

‘An act to provide for holding the Courts of the 
United States in case of the sickness or other 
disability of the Judges of the District Courts. 

An act to establish a Territorial Government for 
Utah. 

An act to suppress the slave trade in the District 
of Cotumbia. ; 

An act to regulate the terms of the Circuit and 
District Courts of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Ohio. i 

An act supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act 
providing for the taking of the seventh and sub- 
sequent censuses of the United States, and to fix 
the number of the members of the House of 
Representatives, and to provitle for their future 
apportionment among the several States.” 

An act to amend the act entitled “ An act to amend, 
in the cases therein mentioned, the ‘act to regu- 
late the duties on imports and tonnage.’ ” 

An act proposing to the State of Texas the estab- 
lishment of her northern and western bounda- 
ries, the relinquishment by the said State of all 
territory claimed by her exterior to said-bound- 
aries, and of all her claims upon the United 
States, and to establish a Territorial Govern- 
ment for New Mexico. 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to permit vessels from the British North Amer- 
ican Provinces to lade and unlade at sucli places 
in any collection district of the United States as 
he may designate. : 

An act to create additional collection districts in 
the State of California, and to change the exist- 
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_ ing-district therein, and to modify the existing 

. Collection districts in the United States, and for 
other purposes, . its p 

An act to provide for extending the laws and the 
judicial system of the United States to the State 
of California. 

An act to authorize the appointment of Indian 
agents in California, : 

An act making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes. 

An act to extend the port of New Orleans. 

An act to repeal so much of the act approved 11th 
of August, 1848, as extends the provisions there- 
of to Macao. 

Joint resolution limiting the expense of collecting 
the revenue from customs for the present fiscal 
year. 

Joint resolution authorizing the purchase of the 
manuscript Farewell Address of George Wash- 
ington. 

Joint resolution for binding the public documents. 

Joint resolution for restoring the settlement of the 
“three months’ extra pay” claims to the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. 

Joint resolution gelative to the payment of divi- 
dends or interests on war bounty scrip. 

Joint resolution expressing the condolence of Con- 
gress for Mrs. Margaret S. Taylor. - 

Joint resolution to amend a resolution approved on 
the 10ti of August, 1850, relative to the pay- 
ment of dividends or interest on war bounty 
scrip. 

Joint resolution relating to the publication of the 
Laws of the United States. 

Joing resolution relative to the public printing. 
Private acts which originated in the Senate. 
Anact in relation to donations of land to certain 

persons in the State of Arkansas. 

An act for the relief of Joseph P. Williams. 

An act providing for the examination and settle- 
ment of claims of Jand at the Sault Ste. Marie, 
in Michigan. 

An act for the relief of Conrad W. Faber, Leo- 
pold Bierwith, and Theodore Vietor. 

An act to enable Trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church in Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, to hold certain property for the pur- 
poses therein recited. 

An act for the relief of John Mitchell. 

An act for the relief of Captain Nathan Adams, of 
Tennessee. 

An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of D. A. Watterston.” 

An act forthe relief of Leuright Browning. 

An act to authorize Thomas Ginnalty to hold and 
transmit certain real estate. 

Joint resolution directing the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to adjust the account of Newton 
Lane, late Pension Agent at Louisville. 

Joint resolution to extend the provisions of a 
“joint resolution for the benefit of Frances Slo- 
cum and her children and grandchildren of the 
Miami tribe of Indians,” approved March 3, 
1845, to certain other individuals of the same 
tribe. 

Joint resolution for the settlement of accounts with 
the heirs and representatives of Colonel Pierce 
M. Butler, late agent for the Cherokee {ndians. 

And another joint resolution of precisely the same 
tide. 

Public Acts which originated in the House of Rep- 

resentatives, 

An act to provide for recording the conveyances of 
vessels and for other purposes. 

An act to continue in force an act therein men- 
tioned, relating to the port of Baltimore, 

An act supplementary to the act entitled * An act 
supplementary to the act erftitled * An actestab- 
lishing a Mint, and regulating the coins of the 
United States.’ ”” 

An act to make further appropriations for public 
buildings in the Territories of Minnesota and 
Oregon. 

An act to supply deficiencies in the appropriation 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
June, 1850, 

An act making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
tions of the United States for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1851. 

An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending the 
3Uth of June, 1851. 


An act making appropriations for the Naval service 


_ for the year ending the 30th of June, 1851 

An act granting bounty lands to.certain officers an 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States. PRES sa 

An act to ereate the office of Surveyor General. of 
the public lands in. Oregon, and to provide for 
the survey, and to make donations to settlers of 
the said public lands. 

An act making appropriations for the payment of 
Navy pensions for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1851. 

An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1851. : 

An act making appropriations for the payment. of 
revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending the 30th of June, 1851. 

An act authorizing the Legislative Assemblies of 
Minnesota and Oregon Territories to prolong 
their next annual session to a period of ninety 

ays. 

An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1851. 

An act to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1851. i 

An act to establish certain post-roads in the United 
States. 

An act to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for pay and mileage of members of Congress for 
the present session. . 

An act to provide for carrying into execution in 
further part the 12th article of the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

An act making appropriations for the support of 
raed for the year ending the 30th of June, 

An act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1851, and for 
other purposes. 

Joint resolution instructing the Secretary of State 
to furnish the State of Alabama duplicates of 
the books and documents heretofore supplied by 
Congress, and which were destroyed by the 
recent burning of the State capitol of said State. 

Joint resolution to supply the Territories of Ore- 
gon and Minnesota with the Narrative of the 
Exploring Expedition. 

Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to accept and attach to the Navy 


two vessels offered by Henry Grinnell, Esq.,of “ 


New York, to be sent to the Arctio Seas in 
search of Sir John Franklin and his companions. 


Private Acts which originated in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


An act for the relief of William Paddy. 

An act to extend the privilege of franking letters 
and packages to Sarah Polk. 

An act for the relief of William B. Crews. 

An act to refund the fine imposed on the late Dr. 
Thomas Cooper, under the sedition law, to hia 
heirs. 

An act for the relief of Jesse Sutton, 

An act for the construction of certain roads in the 
Territory of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

An act further to extend the time for locating Vir- 
ginia military land warrants and returning sur- 
veys thereon to the General Land Office. 

An act for the relief of Brown & Tarbox. 

An act for the relief of Richard H. Barrett, 

An act for the relief of Benjamin P. Smith. 

An act for the relief of Camfield Averill, 

An act for the relief of Eliphas C. Brown. 

An act for the relief of Skelton Felton. 

An act for the relief of Winthrop S. Harding. 

An act for the relief of Smith & Hersey. 

An act for the relief of Jacob Zimmerman, 

An act for the relief of Sarah Jane West. 

An act for the relief of Thomas Dennis. 

An act for the relief of the Wilmington & Raleigh 
Railroad Company. 

An act to grant a register to the barque Royal 
Saxon. g 

An;act for the relief of Al-lo-lah and his legal rep- 
resentatives, and their grantees. 

An act authorizing the issuing of a register to the 
barque Cornwallis. 

An act for the relief of James T. Shackleford. 
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Ab ot granting the’ franking. privilege to Mrs. | Patton, jr., now the Granadian barque Bogo- |! A joint resolution relating to the equestrian statue 
i E : | of General Andrew Jackson. 


“Margaret 8. Taylor. : yi 
Av. act for-the-relief of William Maxwell, late || An act for the relief of William Whicher. | || A joint resolution for the relief of the children of 
. Marshal for the district of Georgia. | An act for the payment of a company of Indian |) Sarah Stokes, deceased. 


An act for the relief of Isaac Seymour. | l ' 
An‘act forthe relief of Charles Stuart. | A joint resolution granting old brass guns to the ; 


volunteers. | A joint resolution: explanatory of certain acts 
t 
Al act to. grant-a register to the barque James |! Jackson Monument Committee. | 


erein mentioned. 
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